Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Archives of Current Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ACRI_138515

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A study of Product Portfolio of Ambient dairy & non-dairy Offerings by Gujarat Dairy Cooperatives

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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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 manuscript is important as it provides a comprehensive and product-level analysis of the ambient dairy and non-diary portfolio of Gujarat Cooperatives, particularly the Gujarat Cooperatives Milk Marketing Federation under the Amul brand..
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	It can be revamped
Suggested topic:
‘’Strategic Analysis of Ambient Diary and Non-Diary Product Portfolio of Gujarat Diary Cooperatives’’

‘’Innovation and Market Reach in Ambient Offerings by Gujarat’s Diary Cooperatives: A Case Study of Amul’’
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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.


	It is not comprehensive. The abstract should be broken into logical parts: Background, Objective, Methods, Key Findings, Conclusion, and Recommendation. It has a long paragraph with some repetition (eg., listing product types more than once).
Mention the research method briefly
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its descriptive and factual reporting of Gujarat’s Diary Cooperatives’ product strategies, but lacks empirical validation, analytical depth, and environmental aspects are underdeveloped.
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	The introduction is scanty and should be well structured with citations backing the facts. While the introduction provides a good context, it does not explicitly identify a gap in existing research or articulate how this study addresses that gap.
The tables should be name ‘’ Table 1, Table 2, Table 3….’’ , and they should have a source.

The Methodology should be well-detailed and structured.

Avoid short paragraphs (less than 5 sentences)

The manuscript lacks clear recommendations of the study
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