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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This a carefully chosen topic of research. If presented properly it will make a good line of research for others in the same field. It will open up new areas for the scientific community. 
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	It is is not quite suitable. When the work is on Biopesticides the title should reflect the Entomological aspect and not the Agronomical aspect.
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3. When detailed field details are given, there is no need to draw field design/map.
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