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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 scientific article presents a paradigm shift in endocrinology, as it suggests that the cutaneous secosteroid pathway, catalyzed by the cytochrome P450 CYP11A1 enzyme, which acts as a chemical indicator of sunlight, leads to the correlation between environmental ultraviolet radiation and the synchronization of the mammalian biological clock and systemic endocrine axes. This perspective goes beyond the traditional view that focuses on the importance of vitamin D in regulating calcium balance, indicating that the skin functions as a central endocrine organ, leading to a better understanding of biological processes and the development of new therapeutic techniques.
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	I suggest the article title be as follows : The CYP11A1-Socosteriod Axis: A Systemic Review of its Role in Mediating Solar-Driven Circadian and Multiorgan Hormonal Homeostasis 
	

	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.
	I find the article summary comprehensive and highly accurate, and it doesn't require any additions or deletions from me.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article's objectives should be concise or the paragraphs combined into one, as one of the requirements for writing scientific articles is that the article's objective should be brief.
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	the references are sufficient, but their update rate is only 32% based on the last 6 years, and therefore some references need updating.
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	The english language used in the article is suitable for academic communication.
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