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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 paper is relevant as it assesses the life experience of people who first experienced the Ebola pandemic and how this particular group felt when another pandemic of COVID-19 was sparking. In this regard, their scale of life satisfaction during the COVID-19 pandemic can help us prepare better for future unpredicted pandemics by putting in place strategies that can help people feel less stressed in times of such crisis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article captures the focus of the 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.


	This article does not have an abstract. Kindly add a paragraph as your abstract.
Kindly consider some additions on the following sections of your work.

1. Abstract. Background: 8th line …which according to authors… (Kindly consider including two or more citations/authors in the brackets after the word “researchers” in order to give weight to your observation). Ex. …which according to researchers (Mukole 2024:8; Barth 2016:14)…
2. Kindly include a section of “contribution” (before your Introduction) in which you should tell your readers why you conducted the research and what value does your work add not only to existing knowledge but to life experience. NB. This paragraph must be short and concise because it must convince readers that your work is worth reading.
3. Method: your last sentence on this section should include the five stages of qualitative data analysis you used by simply naming them.
4. Results & Conclusion: out of 68 individuals only 36 responded, how does this fact not discard the conclusion? In other words, how did the responses of 36 participants not affect the general conclusion of your work? (Kindly include 2 or 3 lines in the Results session explaining how only 36 people covered up for the all 68 individuals who initially attempted).
5. Research questions (on Table 1):
· Your goal was to assess/evaluate life satisfaction of your participants (2014-16 West African EVD survivors) during COVID-19 pandemic; therefore, one of your research questions must be: “how satisfied were you with life during COVID-19 pandemic? (Knowing that these people had a similar experience of the pandemic crisis since they are survivors of Ebola).
· You should at least include one or two responses from the participants on the question of how satisfied they were during COVID-19 pandemic. You only included two responses (participant 001 & 005) for the overall life satisfaction.
	

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

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

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


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments


	A relevant and insightful paper. Kindly consider the few comments (minor) to perfect your manuscript.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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