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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments Yes
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? Yes
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
Yes
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) It should be substantially improved
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? It should be substantially improved
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? It should be substantially enriched with recent bibliography
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? Very concise current study and immediate applicability, however from this perspective it
would be advisable to give more body to the research while avoiding the redundancy of the
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of text to what is already reflected in the tables, that is, starting from them to derive knowledge
additional references, please mention in the review form. and technology and not only focus on the description, leaving aside the consequences on
the management of pests in the context of the crop; then, it can be described and the type of
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide damage it causes, as well as the technical characteristics of the insecticides and botanicals
additional suggestions/comments) used and their effect on the pest in a specific way, the results could also be enriched by

including a statistical analysis two-way, that is, not only the comparison of the treatments

within each date, but also how they behave with respect to time in variables 4.1.1, 4.1.2;

42.1,4.22; 431, 43.2; 44.1, 4.1.2, since it is observed that when there is no intervention

(control) the pest continues to increase while for the treatments the first date makes the

distinction of pest control with insecticides and botanicals; the second and third date may

have similarities in some treatments, when comparing between them and with respect to the

control it could be chosen with only two applications or reinforced with the three

applications, but the discussion is enriched for a greater support of the conclusions.

Finally, the objectivity of this type of research is its eminently practical approach and its

applicability, as opposed to doing research for the mere fact of doing it.

Minor REVISION comments Yes
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
Optional/General comments
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Reviewer’s comment /Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback
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