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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.


	The review is timely, in the wake of mitigation inequality, so there is need to understand the number of women in different economic sector., what they do and how they perform as well as the challenges they face.
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	It lack the concrete methodology, any review should identify with a methodology, whether is a comprehensive narrative, systematic or comparative. The author need to capture this in the methodology.
The first sentence ‘Women play a vital yet often overlooked role in food technology…’ doesn’t communicate, it should be well structured.
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	The review is timely, but of importance is the numbers involved in each stage. How many women are at each activity, the review is more of narration than data driven.
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