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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 is of significant importance to the scientific community for several reasons. It offers empirical insights into the often-overlooked contributions of women in agricultural value chains, specifically within the spice sector in Muheza District, Tanzania. By documenting the active roles women play in spice value addition such as sorting, drying, and packaging. It highlights how these efforts contribute to household income, food security, and community development. Furthermore, the study identifies structural barriers to women’s empowerment and provides actionable policy recommendations, making it a valuable resource for researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners focused on gender equity, rural livelihoods, and sustainable agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is generally suitable as it clearly communicates the focus on women's involvement in spice value addition and its impact on livelihoods in a specific location.
	

	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.
	Yes, the abstract is fairly comprehensive it outlines the research purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, there are areas where it can be improved for clarity, balance, and focus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	What is Scientifically Sound:

1. Relevant Topic: Focus on women in agricultural value chains aligns with global SDGs and gender equity.

2. Appropriate Methodology: Use of mixed methods (surveys, interviews, FGDs) ensures data triangulation.

3. Logical Structure: Organized into standard academic sections, abstract, introduction, methods, findings, and conclusions.

4. Use of Literature: References are generally relevant and context-specific.

Recommendations:

1. Clarify and expand the methodology section, especially sampling and analytical techniques.

2. Incorporate basic inferential statistics for stronger data analysis.

3. Improve grammar and sentence structure throughout.

4. Link findings more directly to conclusions.

5. Include a theoretical framework to strengthen academic grounding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a decent range of references, many of which are relevant and relatively recent, particularly those published between 2016 and 2023. It draws from both peer-reviewed journals and institutional reports, which supports the credibility of the research. However, there is room for improvement in both sufficiency and currency, especially considering the evolving literature on gender, agricultural value chains, and sustainable livelihoods.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article is not yet fully suitable for scholarly communication. While the overall content is understandable and the arguments are logically structured, the manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistencies in tense and syntax that hinder clarity and readability.
The manuscript would benefit from a thorough professional language edit, focusing on grammar, sentence structure, and academic tone. This will significantly improve its clarity, flow, and suitability for journal publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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