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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.

One of the research that should provide insight to understanding the differences between random
forest and CART classifiers in the usage of Google Earth Engine for image processing.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Land cover classification using Random Forest and CART classifiers from Landsat 9 and Sentinel 2
satellite imageries

Case study in Dang District (country??)

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.

ok

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Yes. Only doubt | see is how was the indexes used to support the classes obtained from the outcome
of the 2 classifiers. For example, the NDVI could have being used to separate the forest and shrub
class into 2 different classes. Need more backing from the various indexes produced in the study.
Correlation with Forest and Shrub class with NDVI and other index would give interesting outcomes
and that could define more classes.
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