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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.


	The paper offers valuable field-based data on the seasonal population dynamics of two commercially significant citrus pests, bagworm moth and bark-eating caterpillar, as well as their correlation with major meteorological factors. These research are useful for enhancing integrated pest management (IPM) techniques in citrus orchards and for creating weather-based pest forecasting models. The study adds region-specific information from central India, which is comparatively underrepresented in the literature. All things considered, horticulturists, entomologists, and extension agents involved in citrus pest management will find the study useful.
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	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive and includes the aims, methodology, key results, and conclusion. It is very well written.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the experimental design, data collection, and statistical analyses are generally appropriate for the stated objectives. The use of correlation analysis to relate pest population dynamics with abiotic factors is acceptable. However:
· The study is limited to one season and one location, which should be acknowledged more explicitly as a limitation.
· Multiple regression results are presented, but their biological interpretation could be strengthened.

Minor inconsistencies in terminology (e.g., “bark eating caterpillar” vs. “barkeating caterpillar”) should be corrected.
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	The references are generally relevant and sufficient for the study.
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