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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community by providing a crucial, evidence-based assessment of CPO quality in a Côte d'Ivoire region. Specifically, the study scientifically quantifies the differences in physicochemical properties across industrial mills in southeastern Côte d'Ivoire, highlighting the direct link between operational factors—such as processing efficiency, post-harvest handling, and mill management practices—and the final oil quality attributes. The research contributes to the field by demonstrating that mills with optimized processing and rapid fruit sterilization produce higher-quality CPO, which provides clear technical guidance for industry stakeholders and future research focusing on optimizing oil extraction.
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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.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. However it would be better if author also mention and compare the processing in different country, i.e. Indonesia and Malaysia, and its effect to the quality of CPO.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· It would be better if authors also do some research on processing parameters in each palm oil mill, such as temperature and pressure. There may be difference between them. Since those parameters may affect the final quality of the CPO.

· The answer of previous suggestion may also answer the question “why the carotenoid of the CPOs are very high”. Since this number is very superior among CPO producing country.

· It is also important to check the oil extraction yield in each mills. Yield can give us clue whether oil recycling practice is done or not. Mill with low yield sometimes recycle oil from losses and blend it to final product. Ofcourse this practice affect the quality if CPO.
· It would be better if the detailed methods is presented in the manuscript (not only the ISO number). A shortened version is also fine, at least the readers can see the main method of the analysis. Type, brand, producer, and origin of the instrument used for analysis are also needed to be mentioned.

· Afterall if the 1st – 3rd suggestion are fulfilled, the author can connect the relations of those parameters to the quality. It may give more comprehensive discussion and conclusion.
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