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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 provides a comprehensive in silico analysis of microRNAs regulating the vitamin D receptor (VDR) and its genetic network, which is fundamental to bone metabolism. 
· The study is important because it integrates multiple bioinformatics tools to identify and validate miRNAs, offering a prioritized list of candidates relevant to osteoporosis, osteosarcoma, osteoarthritis, and rheumatoid arthritis. 
· By highlighting both well-supported and novel miRNAs, the work provides a valuable roadmap for future experimental validation and potential biomarker discovery. 
· This contribution is significant for the scientific community as it bridges computational predictions with translational potential in skeletal disease research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but slightly long and technical. A more concise alternative could be: “In Silico Identification of miRNAs Regulating Vitamin D Receptor Networks in Bone Metabolism” This version retains clarity while being more accessible to a broader readership.
	

	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 well-structured, summarizing the methodology, results, and implications. However, a few refinements could improve clarity:

· Explicitly mention the number of validated miRNAs confirmed by all three tools (11) in the abstract for precision.

· Briefly highlight the clinical relevance by stating that several miRNAs are dysregulated in bone-related diseases, which strengthens their potential as biomarkers.

· Consider shortening some technical details (e.g., software names repeated multiple times) to make the abstract more concise and reader-friendly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. The methodology is clearly described, with appropriate use of GeneMANIA, miRDB, TargetScanHuman, and miRTargetLink 2.0. The results are logically presented, and the discussion effectively connects findings to known biological pathways such as Wnt/β-catenin and TGF-β signalling. The conclusions are consistent with the data provided. No major scientific flaws are evident.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include recent studies up to 2025, which strengthens the manuscript’s relevance. They cover genetic, epigenetic, and molecular aspects of VDR and miRNAs in bone diseases. One suggestion would be to include more recent reviews on miRNA-based therapeutics in bone biology (e.g., 2024–2025 review articles in Frontiers in Endocrinology or Bone Research) to broaden the translational perspective.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor improvements could be made to sentence flow and grammar in some sections (e.g., “Such finding prove” should be “Such findings prove”). Overall, the manuscript is readable and professional, with only minor editing required for polish.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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