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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 paper highlights the effectiveness of mineral oil in
controlling potato aphids, including Myzus persicae, by
demonstrating its impact on aphid mortality and movement,

offering valuable insights for pest management in potato fields.

Corrected.

Is the title of the article
suitable?

(If not please suggest an
alternative title)

New title “Re-examining the Use of Mineral Oils for
controlling Myzus persicae (Sulzer) in potato fields
This title emphasizes that mineral oils are an established
method rather than an alternative.
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communications?
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