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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 presents a significant contribution to the scientific community by providing robust, applied research on valorizing agro-industrial waste. It offers a scientifically validated, practical solution for preserving white grape pomace, directly supporting the transition toward a circular bioeconomy in wine-producing regions. The comprehensive data on nutritional stability, bioactive preservation, and cost-effectiveness provide a strong evidence base for adopting this technique, bridging the gap between waste management and sustainable ruminant nutrition. Finally, it establishes a methodological framework for evaluating other perishable by-products, encouraging further innovation in resource-efficient animal feed systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title "Potential of Baled Silage to Preserve White Grape Pomace for Ruminant Feeding" is suitable. It is clear, descriptive, and accurately reflects the core focus of the research—assessing a specific preservation method (baled silage) for a specific by-product (white grape pomace) with a clear application (ruminant feeding).
However, to make it slightly more concise or impactful for a broader audience, minor alternatives could be considered: Baled Silage as a Preservation Method for White Grape Pomace in Ruminant Diets

	

	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 comprehensive and effectively summarizes the study's objectives, methods, key results, and conclusions. It covers the essential points: the problem (seasonal waste), the solution (ensiling in bales), the main findings (stabilization by day 35, maintained nutritional quality, economic benefit), and the final conclusion. Briefly highlight that the study was conducted at a commercial scale using bales, as this is a key practical strength differentiating it from lab-scale studies. The phrase "A slight reduction in antioxidant potential was detected" is unclear and downplays a major result. It should be clarified that this reduction was only slight over six months in silage, in stark contrast to the severe losses in the untreated control.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Based on a thorough review, the manuscript is scientifically sound and correct. The research is well-designed, appropriately executed, and the conclusions are strongly supported by the data presented. Here is a breakdown of the key strengths and minor considerations: The use of a controlled experiment with a clear untreated control, multiple sampling time points (0, 7, 14, 35, 60, 180 days), and replication (sampling from multiple bales) follows fundamental scientific principles for longitudinal studies. he analytical methods for microbiology (Petrifilm, MPN), fermentation metabolites (HPLC), nutritional composition (AOAC, Van Soest), fatty acids (GC), and antioxidant assays (Folin-Ciocalteu, DPPH, ABTS) are all standardized, widely accepted, and correctly cited. The use of a General Linear Model (GLM) with fixed effects for time and treatment, including their interaction, followed by mean separation tests, is statistically appropriate for this type of data.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript's reference list is generally sufficient and commendably recent, with a strong core of citations from the past five years (2019-2025), including several from 2024 and 2025. This demonstrates an up-to-date literature review. The references effectively cover the key themes: silage science, grape pomace composition, by-product utilization in ruminant diets, and circular economy principles.

	

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

	
Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, logically structured, and uses appropriate scientific terminology. The meaning is consistently understandable, which is the most important requirement for effective communication of research.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
This is a strong, valuable piece of research with sound methodology and significant findings applicable to sustainable livestock production. With minor revisions primarily focused on language polishing and correction of presentational inconsistencies (especially in table labeling and references), the manuscript will be suitable for publication in a reputable peer-reviewed journal in the fields of animal science, waste management, or sustainable agriculture. The work successfully demonstrates that baled silage is a reliable, economical, and effective technique for preserving white grape pomace, contributing to circular bioeconomy goals.



	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Not applicable
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