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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
comments 

1. Abstract of the long research paper can be shortened. 
2. The recommendations did not mention the abstract of the research paper. 
3. The research objective is more  clear in terms of staying away from pesticides. 
4. The work methods must be documented with scientific sources in the research paper. 
5. The method of preparing spore suspension has not been supported by scientific sources. 
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