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	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 discusses Gujarat dairy cooperatives (notably Amul)'s diversification into refrigerated and frozen value-added products, a case study of cooperative-driven product innovation in an emerging market. It provides a practical SKU and product feature inventory for cooperative strategy, supply-chain capability, and market expansion research. The paper could serve as a baseline for comparative studies on dairy product diversification and cold-chain implications in India and similar markets with methodological improvements.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and descriptive.
	

	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.


	Partly. The abstract should state the method (secondary data review), time window and data sources, a few key quantitative outcomes (e.g., SKU counts per category or notable product innovations), and a concise statement on limitations. Avoid broad claims about strategic implications without noting the descriptive, secondary-data basis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Somewhat. The manuscript provides precise descriptive information but lacks the methodological transparency and systematic analysis essential for scientific rigour. It ought to furnish source-level specifics, a clear classification protocol, and a minimum of basic quantitative tabulations. The manuscript's conclusions would be more scientifically sound after those changes and a stronger foundation in the literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and relevant to the area, but they aren't all of the same quality. Some of the claims about concepts rely on non-academic web sources.  To make the theoretical basis stronger, I suggest adding authoritative industry sources (like NDDB reports or market research reports like Euromonitor or IMARC, if you can find them) and peer-reviewed literature on product diversification, cold-chain logistics, and cooperative competitive strategy.  Make sure that the formatting of your references is the same and that you include the dates when you accessed the pages.
	

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


	Yes, however, the paper is largely readable but needs copy-editing for grammar, concision, and to remove repetitive passages. Professional proofreading is recommended.
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