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	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 study could have informed the trends of socio-demographics of respondents of both EVD or COVID-19 over time

It could have informed the causes influencing both EVD or COVID-19 over time

The study could have informed the consequences of both EVD or COVID-19 over time


	

	Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Analysis of Socio-demographic Characteristics of Australian-based West Africans Survivals of 2014-2016 Ebola Epidemic during COVID-19 Pandemic.
	Analysis of Socio-demographic Characteristics of Australian-based West Africans Survivals of 2014-2016 Ebola Epidemic during COVID-19 Pandemic.
	

	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.


	NO

1. You don’t itemise the content but written in prose.

2.  The background should be premise of the study (the gap)

3.  The objective did not tally with the title, therefore, strongly recommend rephrasing as earlier suggested

4.  There is no type of design of survey adopted

5.  No theoretical underpinning to pivot the study

6.  Method is not well stated

7.  The results are not well captured 

8.  The conclusion stated ought to be part of the method. However, instead of conclusion, a recommendation is preferrable.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.

	To some extent but the justification for adopting online survey, theoretical/conceptual framework, sampling techniques and selection of respondents were not scientifically captured
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.


	Fairly recent but not all citations in the content of the manuscript were referenced
	

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


	Yes but need serious and proper reporting skills. The writing skill in terms of reportage and command of English Grammar is poor
	

	Optional/General comments


	The wordings of the title are too long (above 23 words), needed to be reduced, as suggested

The title needed re-calibration and re-phrasing as suggested

The abstract needed total overhaul, in following order:

1. You don’t itemise the content but written in prose.

2.  The background should be premise of the study (the gap)

3.  The objective did not tally with the title, therefore, strongly recommend rephrasing as earlier suggested

4.  There is no type of design of survey adopted

5.  No theoretical underpinning to pivot the study

6.  Method is not well stated

7.  The results are not well captured 

8.  The conclusion stated ought to be part of the method. However, instead of conclusion, a recommendation is preferrable.

The background needed to be arranged as follows:

1. The conceptualization of the subjects in the title

2. For instance, understanding the trends, causes, consequences of EVD, COVID-19, affected demographics (from global, continental and sub-continental, national, state and lastly, the study area)

3.  Statement of problem

4. Research questions

5.  Objectives

6.  Significance of the study

7.  Theoretical/Conceptual Underpinning

8.  Literature review, among others.

Methodology

Misconstruing of this section as the background

Results 

Needed fleshing up and detailed values in percentages to be injected

No conclusion nor recommendations
Though, mention in the comments, the results presentation must have real numbers (values) of percentages be inculcated in the presentation

Literature ought to be reviewed before using them for justification or corroboration.

Sources of the tables or charts must be supplied
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