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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 present article brings a new perspective on the COVID-19 pandemics, through the prism of those individuals having already experienced another epidemy, the one of Ebola. For that, I find this article interesting in its scope and therefore also important for the scientific community. It also provides a valuable feedback to policy-makers as to which measures were good and how they were accepted by the population.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable for the article. It describes well the subject of study.
	

	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 of the article summarizes well the article. As a matter of choice, leading to more clarity (improved readability), I would not split it in subtitles.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research method is valid, which makes the manuscript scientifically correct. For this purpose, the author(s) excluded those respondents that did not fit in the criteria of study (those who did not experience the Ebola epidemy). Moreover, the manuscript interprets the data obtained.
	

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

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It would have been interesting to know why the people answered Question 2 of Survey 1 this way. There were some extremes (some answered 1, others 9 or 10) – why so? What were their experiences that lead them answering this way (especially with those unsatisfied ones, as for the satisfied ones, reason was given)? Are there ways to improve the healthcare or care for people in Australia or elsewhere in the world (as a conclusion)?
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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