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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.


	Yes, it is important to the scientific community, but some corrections are needed in the manuscript.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it's appropriate as a title.
	

	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 informative but lacks depth in describing key findings and their implications. Recommendation: Expand the abstract to include a more detailed summary of methods, key results, and conclusions.
	.



	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Improve Writing Clarity: Use shorter, clearer sentences.  Reduce redundancy and ensure each section has a distinct purpose.

2. Strengthen the Introduction and Research Justification: Clearly articulate the research gap. Provide stronger justification for why this study is important.

3. Enhance Methodological Rigor: Provide more details about qualitative analysis. Justify the mixed-methods approach.

4.  Revise Tables for Clarity: Provide short descriptions summarizing key trends. Ensure all figures and percentages are clearly explained.
	

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

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


	· Several sentences are lengthy and convoluted, making comprehension difficult.

· There are grammatical errors throughout the text that affect readability.

· Example: "To examine the coping strategies survivors of the 2014-16 EVD epidemic and 2019-23 COVID-19 pandemic who are resident in Victoria-Australia."
· This sentence lacks clarity and needs restructuring (e.g., "This study examines the coping strategies of survivors of the 2014-16 EVD epidemic and the 2019-23 COVID-19 pandemic residing in Victoria, Australia.").


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The introduction provides background information but lacks a strong rationale for why this research is necessary.

2. The research gap should be clearly stated. For example, "While previous studies have explored coping mechanisms during infectious disease outbreaks, limited research has examined the experiences of West African survivors now residing in Australia."
3. The objectives need to be more precise and explicitly aligned with the study's aims.The phrasing of research questions is inconsistent; some appear to be statements rather than questions. 

4.  
The methodology lacks detail regarding data analysis. How were interviews transcribed, coded, and analyzed? The five-stage qualitative analysis process should be briefly explained.  The study uses a sequential exploratory mixed-method design, but there is no justification for why this approach was chosen.

5. Tables 2 and 3 present numerical data, but interpretations are not well structured. It would be helpful to add brief summaries after each table to explain trends clearly. Some inconsistencies in reporting exist (e.g., percentages sometimes lack clarity on the sample size). 

6. Many sentences repeat similar ideas. The discussion and results sections reintroduce the same findings multiple times. Example: The manuscript repeatedly mentions that participants took action to improve their situations, which could be summarized more concisely.
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	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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