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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript represents a significant contribution to the scientific community, particularly in the fields of precision agriculture and AI-driven crop monitoring. By combining a Faster R-CNN neural network with a corrective predictive model, the study introduces a reliable and scalable method for estimating mango yield at the tree level in a tropical context. More importantly, it fills a critical research gap by applying these technologies in West Africa, where such tools are largely underutilized despite the region's major role in mango production. The high accuracy achieved demonstrates the robustness of the approach and underscores its potential for practical adoption, offering a pathway toward more efficient resource management, data-driven decision-making, and modernization of the mango value chain in Côte d’Ivoire and similar regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be rephrased to: Numerical Estimation of Mango (Mangifera indica L.) Yield in Côte d'Ivoire Using Integrated Image Analysis and Predictive Modeling
	

	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.


	In the aim, the acronym CNN is not defined before its first use. I’d suggest you add CNN to the keywords. The abstract gave an adequate summary of the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes the references cited are sufficient and recent
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes but it can be improved
	

	Optional/General comments


	All forms of “et al.” in the text should be italicised as “et al.”
Two acronyms are used thought the text R-CNN and RCNN, please choose one and stay consistent

The place of study in the abstract (Poro region) and the place of study in the materials and methods (Korhogo) is different, please confirm and adjust as needed

The manuscript is generally well-written, though some minor grammatical and stylistic corrections could improve readability.

The potential for real-world implementation, such as integration into mobile applications for farmers and supply chain managers, is a valuable aspect of the study.
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