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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.


	This manuscript makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by addressing the intricate relationship between crop diversification, agricultural development, and urbanization at a regional level in Bihar. By employing advanced statistical tools such as the Simpson Index of Diversification, Agricultural Development Index, regression analysis, and cluster analysis, the study offers a comprehensive understanding of spatial variations across districts and agro-climatic regions. The findings highlight that while crop diversification and agricultural development share a positive but weak relationship, urbanization emerges as an important factor influencing diversification patterns. This work provides valuable insights for policymakers, researchers, and development practitioners aiming to design region-specific strategies for sustainable agricultural growth and rural development
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is somewhat could be made more concise while retaining its essence. Since the study focuses on spatial variations and uses statistical analysis to explore interrelationships, the title can be slightly refined for better readability and impact.
Alternative suggestion:

1. Interlinkages between Crop Diversification, Agricultural Development, and Urbanization in Bihar: A Regional Analysis

2. Regional Dynamics of Crop Diversification, Agricultural Development, and Urbanization in Bihar
	

	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.


	The abstract is good, but still room for better improvement, like:
1. Add a clearer problem statement; the actual statement does not explicitly state why this study is needed or what gap it fills. Suggestion: Briefly indicate the lack of district-level or regional-level studies in Bihar.

2. Improve the methods section by including a short statement on data sources and the study period to give readers better context.

3. The results need more specific information, like: add one or two quantitative insights, e.g., “Northern Bihar exhibited the highest crop diversification index (SID = …), while Southern West Bihar showed the lowest.”
4. Clarify the role of urbanization

5. The current abstract lacks a policy relevance statement; improve it with a sentence highlighting how the findings can inform policymakers to design region-specific strategies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the study appears scientifically sound and uses appropriate techniques. However, there are some points that could be improved or clarified to strengthen the rigor and transparency. Here are the details:
1. Study Design: Need to explicitly state why the 2018–19 data were selected and confirm whether they are the latest available. It helps to clarify if the dataset captures seasonal variations or only annual averages, as this can influence diversification results.

2. Include the explicit formula for the “Simpson Index of Diversification (SID)” and define each variable clearly in the methodology section for reproducibility.
3. In “Agricultural Development Index”, the normalization procedures are mentioned but not fully explained. Justify the choice of indicators and explain if any weighting scheme was applied (currently, it seems to be a simple average, but it should be stated explicitly).

4. Urbanization is measured as the percentage of urban population to total population, which is appropriate. But, need to mention the source of urbanization data (likely Census 2011 or updated estimates)
5. The study reports R² values (0.014 for agricultural development and 0.14 for urbanization), which are statistically low but informative. Include p-values and confidence intervals to indicate statistical significance. And, check for multicollinearity between explanatory variables since agricultural development and urbanization could be correlated.

6. Hierarchical clustering (Ward’s method) is good and useful, but needs to justify the clarity of why three clusters were chosen: was it based on an agglomeration schedule, scree plot, or conceptual reasoning?
7. The ANOVA result is scientifically correct, but could be better explained in the discussion section.
8. The Scientific Correctness is sound and commonly accepted. However, to improve its rigor, it needs to address: methodological details (normalization, weighting, data sources), report statistical significance in regression and ANOVA results, and justify limitations and suggest future research directions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites about 20 references. Most references are valid and relevant, including foundational works such as Singh et al. (2006), Pingali & Rosegrant (1995), Von Braun (1995) → classic studies on agricultural diversification. Kumar & Gupta (2015) → state-level diversification. Ahmad et al. (2017) → determinants of crop diversification in Bihar.
Most of the literature predates 2018, which limits engagement with current debates on agricultural diversification, urbanization, and sustainability. I recommend including recent studies, especially those addressing post-2018 trends, spatial econometric analyses, and the role of policy in influencing cropping patterns. Suggested references include Birthal et al. (2020), Naik et al (2023), Kumar et al (2006), and Chand (2019), among others. Integrating these will make the manuscript more robust and aligned with contemporary scholarship.

	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates valuable research and uses appropriate methodologies, but the English language requires refinement for scholarly communication. Sentences are often long and repetitive, verb tenses are inconsistent, and some expressions are informal. Improving conciseness, clarity, and academic tone will make the paper more readable and publication-ready.
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