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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 paper is excellent in scope and structure. It successfully positions the study of exomoons at the cutting edge of astrobiology and astrophysics, effectively bridging the planetary science of detection and formation with the extreme physics of galactic hazards. The central thesis—that GRBs are a critical, long-term constraint on exomoon habitability—is clear and compelling. The integration of subsurface ocean habitability as a natural countermeasure to GRBs is a particularly strong and insightful move.

The tone is appropriately academic, and the use of citations (implied by the bracketed numbers) suggests a well-researched foundation. The detailed discussion on detection methods, particularly the emphasis on Transit Timing Variations (TTVs) and Transit Duration Variations (TDVs) for exomoons, is very strong.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "Exomoons and Exorings: Detection, Formation, and Habitability Under the Influence of Gamma-Ray Bursts", is highly suitable.

It is effective because it is comprehensive, accurate, and clearly defines the scope of the review 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.


	The abstract is excellent and highly comprehensive. It covers the four major areas of the review (Detection, Formation, Habitability, and GRB Constraint) in a clear, logical sequence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and highly accurate.

The concepts, mechanisms, and physical constraints presented throughout the abstract and sections 1-6 align correctly with current exoplanetary science, astrobiology, and high-energy astrophysics literature.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Ensure references are from peer-reviewed journals (e.g., ApJ, MNRAS, Nature Astronomy) or major pre-print servers (arXiv), and not primarily news articles or Wikipedia (though Wikipedia can cite good sources).


	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues in this manuscript
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