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Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of
this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you
like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

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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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

No, see comments

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific

correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound?
A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

The article presents alternatives for pest control, alternatives based on natural
products and traditional techniques. Necessary in today's production context

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
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Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for
scholarly communications?
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