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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 manuscript provides valuable insights into pesticide-related risks in tropical agro-ecosystems, a topic with limited quantitative data. The adaptation of the Quebec Pesticide Risk Indicator (QPRI) to West African conditions represents a novel methodological contribution. The results support evidence-based decision-making in pesticide regulation and sustainable agriculture. The work has practical importance for policymakers, researchers, and environmental protection authorities in developing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content and methodology of the study. It clearly identifies the main focus (phytosanitary risk assessment), the tool used (QPRI), and the study area (Ivory Coast). Alternative (optional): “Adaptation of the Quebec Pesticide Risk Indicator for Assessing Health and Environmental Risks in Cocoa, Rubber, and Rice Production in Ivory Coast.”
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	The abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, summarizing the background, methods, key findings, and implications. However, it could be slightly shortened to improve readability, particularly by condensing methodological details. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is clearly described, the calculations are justified, and statistical analyses are appropriate. The interpretation of results is consistent with the presented data and international literature.
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	The references are sufficient, relevant, and include several recent sources (2021–2025). The addition of one or two regional studies on pesticide impacts in Sub-Saharan Africa (e.g., FAO reports or WHO pesticide monitoring data) could strengthen the discussion section.
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	The English language is clear, precise, and suitable for scholarly publication.
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