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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 article holds significant value in examining how businesses achieve success through strategic diversification. It primarily focuses on the AMUL brand, a prominent cooperative enterprise, and illustrates its growth trajectory. The study is entirely based on secondary data drawn from reputed and credible sources, thereby ensuring the reliability of its findings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article apt and relevant to the content.
	

	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 effectively presents the core idea of the article, outlines the methodology employed, and summarizes the key findings along with the research insights derived from the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is fairly accurate; however, it requires further improvement by incorporating an analysis of how product portfolio diversification contributed to AMUL’s sales growth and strengthened its market presence. Moreover, the discussion does not adequately link diversification decisions with the economic outcomes of the organization.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient enough to the standard. I recommend the authors to increase the references to minimum of 25 counts.
	

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


	The language of the article is good enough and appreciates the readability of the content 
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