Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Complementary and Alternative Medical Research

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JOCAMR_131519

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Study of the Psychosocial impact of COVID-19 pandemic as perceived by Australian-based West Africans who survived the 2014-2016 Ebola epidemic: Demographic characteristics of participants

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	The objective of this manuscript is to narratively describe the demographic characteristics of the study participants for the following study: how did the West Africans who survived Ebola virus disease (EVD) epidemic 10-years ago, but now living in Australia, perceived the psychosocial impact of COVID-19?


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and describes the content of the manuscript adequately. 
	

	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 awkward – the author should delete titles in bold and write a compact text instead of sentences. 
There are key words missing too. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	       The manuscript is scientifically correct – although its content could be summarized to be part of a longer article with results of the main study. I suppose this is a thesis chapter converted into an article. 
	

	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 recent, yes. 
	

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


	Introduction

“closed ended” and “closed-ended” – please choose just one form to use always

“comprised 35 item survey” should be “comprised a 35 item survey”

“Out of initial 68 participants” should be “Out of the initial 68 participants”

“The second two question” should be “The second question”
“to participate in qualitative interview” should be “to participate in qualitative interviews”
“participants age ranges” should be “participants’ age ranges”

“These 36 provided data, which would be become available on online repository (Mandoh et al., 2025), that was analysed in this aspect of the study” – not clear, please rephrase!

Results

“While participants ages ranged” should be “While participants ages ranged”

“participants occupations” should be “participants’ occupations”

“The other paragraph” should be “The next paragraph”
“Table 8 shows” – some paragraphs in results section are not in the same font size as the rest of the manuscript
“Although there was a tie in the number of people who located to Victoria in 2017 and 2020, but in 2019, nobody either migrated or resettled in Victoria.” – rephrase please (“but” is awkward)

“shows that whilst majority of the participants” should be “shows that whilst a majority of the participants”
Discussion

“dispersed people all over the world” should be “dispersed people from West Africa all over the world”?
“contributed to this population of West Africans in Victoria- Australia” could be “contributed to the migration of West Africans to Victoria- Australia”.

“resulted to job loses Murray” should be “resulted in job loses, Murray”?
Conclusion

“demographic characteristics of participants shows” should be “demographic characteristics of participants show”?

“and a large number of people and whilst some of the participants were unemployed in West Africa, all of the were employed in Australia” – should be “all of them”?
“Additionally, majority of the West African” – “a majority”?


	

	Optional/General comments


	The language can improve, many words missing/awkward phrasing – I suggest more accuracy in language and phrasing, or a professional english language reviewer. 
Besides Survey Monkey, any other software tool was used for the quantitative data analysis? Specify please.

This section: “CONSENT: Consent was given in writing before the study commenced. ETHICAL APPROVAL: Approval given by the Charles Sturt University, New South Wales, Australia (Approval number H20325).” should be under the Methods heading instead. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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