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Abstract: Give a brief description of the main aphid species studied.

Introduction: | recommend that the authors provide a more in-depth description of the main
characteristics of the Mustard aphid (Lipaphis erysimi), as well as natural predators
(Coleoptera: Coccinellidae).

Materials and methods: In these sections, the authors must provide a description in greater
detail, how the material was chosen, the location to be researched, the materials and
reagents used.

Results and discussion: In this section, authors should deepen the Discussion, comparing
their results with other authors, especially in the discussion of the results found and
demonstrated in the tables.

Conclusion and Recommendations: In this section the authors must reduce the information
in order to respond to the proposed objectives of the work.
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