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	Author’s Feedback 


	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 research community will be extremely helpful from this manuscript since it advances our understanding of viticulture in areas where grape cultivation is still marginal, especially in tropical Africa. The study provides important insights into varietal adaptability and potential for local viticulture development by assessing the agro-morphological performance of two grape varieties under Côte d'Ivoire's pedoclimatic conditions. The results demonstrate the Aleatico variety's suitability, providing a basis for further study and useful applications in grape production in similar environments. In the end, this work not only advances scientific knowledge but also develops possibilities for agricultural diversification and economic development in underdeveloped viticulture zones.
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