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	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 is important for the scientific community as it explores the effects of two health crises—COVID-19 and the Ebola epidemic—on West African migrants in Australia. It examines how past trauma from Ebola-affected mental health and coping during the COVID-19 pandemic. The study offers new insights into the long-term impacts of health emergencies on migrants, an area that hasn't been much studied before. Using a mixed-methods approach, enhances understanding of trauma resilience and social support needs, stressing the importance of sensitive healthcare policies. The findings suggest that tailored interventions are necessary for minority communities in multicultural settings facing ongoing health issues.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article titled "Psychosocial Impacts of COVID-19 and 2014-16 Ebola Virus Disease Outbreaks on Australian-Based West Africans: A Narrative Summary, Conclusion, and Recommendations" focuses on the psychosocial effects of two health crises on West Africans living in Australia. It uses a narrative summary as its method and includes conclusions and recommendations.
	

	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 offers a good overview of the study's goals, methods, results, and conclusions, but it can be improved in some areas. It should include more detailed information on key findings, such as the coping strategies used by participants during health crises and the differences in government support between Australia and West Africa. For example, mentioning that participants relied on family support during the Ebola outbreak while government support was crucial in Australia during COVID-19 would enrich the understanding of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a well-organized methodology and clear research goals. It uses a mixed-methods approach, combining surveys and interviews. Established tools support the data collection, and findings relate to existing literature, impacting mental health policy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript has a generally good range of references related to the psychosocial effects of Ebola and COVID-19, mixed-methods research, and trauma-informed care, mostly citing recent works, especially those focused on COVID-19. However, some of the recommendations include:

· Hynie, M. (2018). The Social Determinants of Refugee Mental Health in the Post-Migration Context: A Critical Review. Canadian Journal of Psychiatry, 63(5), 297–303. https://doi.org/10.1177/0706743717746666
· Priebe, S., Giacco, D., & El-Nagib, R. (2016). Public Health Aspects of Mental Health Among Migrants and Refugees: A Review of the Evidence on Mental Health Care for Refugees, Asylum Seekers, and Irregular Migrants in the WHO European Region. World Health Organization. https://www.euro.who.int/en/publications/abstracts/public-health-aspects-of-mental-health-among-migrants-and-refugees-2016
· Shigemura, J., Ursano, R. J., Morganstein, J. C., Kurosawa, M., & Benedek, D. M. (2020). Public Responses to the Novel 2019 Coronavirus (2019-nCoV) in Japan: Mental Health Consequences and Target Populations. Psychiatry and Clinical Neurosciences, 74(4), 281–282. https://doi.org/10.1111/pcn.12988
· Brooks, S. K., Webster, R. K., Smith, L. E., Woodland, L., Wessely, S., Greenberg, N., & Rubin, G. J. (2020). The Psychological Impact of Quarantine and How to Reduce It: Rapid Review of the Evidence. The Lancet, 395(10227), 912–920. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)30460-8
	

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


	The article generally has a formal academic tone suitable for scholarly communication, structured clearly with sections like Introduction, Methods, Results, Discussion, and Conclusion. But some sentences are complex and could be simplified, making the manuscript more accessible. For instance, rephrasing "The study has been conceptualized to contribute to knowledge and practice regarding seven phenomena of interest" to "The study aims to explore seven key phenomena relevant to knowledge and practice" would help.
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