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Introduction Present some of the pest groups of greatest interest, as well as the 
cultivars.  

Methods: Present a map; detail the study variables; the ethical aspects of the 
research; and the tests/references and software used in the analysis; 
 
Results: Scientific names must be accompanied by author and year 

The relationship between the control alternatives and the target pests must be better 
established; In addition, reductions in environmental impact and public health must be 
better explored, compared to conventional pesticides. 
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The article presents alternatives for pest control, alternatives based on natural 
products and traditional techniques. Necessary in today's production context 
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