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Please write a few sentences regarding A better comprehension of hormesis, including how it affects

the importance of this manuscript for the | insect behavior, the emergence of resistance, and physiological
scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 reactions, helps develop more sustainable and efficient pest
sentences may be required for this part. management strategies. With this knowledge, techniques that
lessen the environmental impact of pest management procedures
while simultaneously increasing the efficiency of pest population
reduction can be designed. It is essential to carefully evaluate
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dosage levels and environmental factors to develop customized
strategies that optimize efficacy while reducing adverse effects.
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