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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.


	This manuscript has a great contribution as it the provides an in-depth insight into “Assessment of life satisfaction during the COVID pandemic among the 2014-16 West African Ebola Virus Disease epidemic survivors who are living in Victoria-Australia”. This research shows that despite experiencing emotional and social challenges, subject still fell satisfied in their lives. This provides a new perspective in understanding the psychological impact of disaster. The results of this study can be used to plan better interventions in future crisis situations, especially for vulnerable populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is quite informative and reflects the focus of the study, which is the assessment of life satisfaction among Ebola survivors living in Victoria during the COVID-19 pandemic. However, this title can feel long and complex.

Suggestions to consider: “Impact of the COVID-19 Pandemic on Life Satisfaction of EVD Survivors in Australia”
	

	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 includes some important elements, but there are some aspects that could be improved to make it more comprehensive.

Suggested additions to the details of data collection methods and the implications of the research results for policy.

Suggested deletion of sentences that are too long.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the references in the text are adequate and up-to-date. Sources used relevant and actual, as well as incorporating some classical references that provide a broader context. This confirms that the text has a good scientific basis and can be accounted for.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	the quality of English in the article is appropriate for scientific communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	Although there are some parts that could be improved, in general the paper is good in terms of structure, content and methodology. Presentation is also done in a clear and structured manner. I think this manuscript is possible to be published because it can contribute to the field of public health.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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