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

	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.


	The importance of this manuscript is that it makes a short summary of the well-known methods to study far field extra-terrestrial objects (Planets) and the possibility to detect moons around these planets and eventually planetary rings.  Furthermore the paper is trying to asses (without available data) the possibility these objects to be habitable. Both – the favours and restrictions (related also to the Gamma-Ray-bursts and their influence) are assessed from point of view about existence (or not) of the possible live creatures. The scientific approach is clear even without the respective experimental data.  As a well-organized summary the paper could be interesting for the specialists and the wide public.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is. The title is correct and reflects the content of the paper.
	

	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.


	Abstract reflects correctly intentions of the author(s), the content, methodology, discussion issues and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. In general it is correct. Even there are not yet registered moons and rings, the arguments sound scientifically correct 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references list is well organized and cited papers reflect recent concepts and internationally recognised practices. There are two parts – richer earlier publications with conceptual knowledge and more (but less) recent – reflecting the recent data used in the paper. Some more recent titles could be incorporated.
	

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


	The language is clear and understandable not only for specialists but also to the wider public.
	

	Optional/General comments


	As a review of the recent practical methods the paper presents the recent knowledge about the discovery of far space planets’ moons and rings. The fast development of the recent technologies suggests that the future equipment could use even unknown for now methodologies. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

NO. there are not ethical issues
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