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	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 offers valuable insights into the psychological dimensions of the COVID-19 pandemic, specifically focusing on coronaphobia and its relationship to poetic justice beliefs. By empirically demonstrating the decline of coronaphobia over time and its correlation with age and belief in poetic justice, the study contributes to a better understanding of how psychological factors influence responses to widespread health crises. These findings can inform the development of targeted interventions to mitigate fear and anxiety during future pandemics and improve public health communication strategies by addressing the underlying psychological mechanisms. Furthermore, the study's exploration of the "poetic justice" concept adds a unique and novel perspective to the existing literature on coronaphobia, encouraging further research into the role of belief systems in shaping responses to health crises.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the content of the article. However, it could be slightly more concise.
Suggested topic: "Coronaphobia and Poetic Justice: Psychological Responses During the COVID-19 Pandemic"
	

	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 reasonably comprehensive, providing a good overview of the study's purpose, methods, results, and implications.


Suggestions

Possible Additions: 
1. Briefly mention the specific measures used to assess "poetic justice."

2. A very brief statement about the implications of the findings for addressing future pandemics could strengthen the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The methodology is clearly described, and the statistical analyses seem appropriate for the research questions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear sufficient, with a wide range of publications examining coronaphobia. The list includes articles published up to 2023, indicating that the references are relatively recent.

Suggestions

To further strengthen the literature review, consider including studies that specifically address:

1. The psychological impact of pandemics on different age groups.

2. The role of belief systems (beyond poetic justice) in coping with health crises.

3. Interventions aimed at reducing anxiety and fear during pandemics.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article appear suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear and concise, and the terminology is appropriate for the field. However, a thorough edit for grammar and style is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Informed Consent: It's crucial to confirm that participants provided informed consent before participating in the survey. The informed consent process should have clearly explained the study's purpose, the procedures involved, the potential risks and benefits of participation, and the participants' right to withdraw at any time without penalty.

2. Confidentiality and Anonymity: The manuscript mentions that responses were collected online through a research company (GMO). It's essential to ensure that the data was anonymized to protect the privacy of the participants. The manuscript should state how the researchers ensured the confidentiality of the data and prevented the identification of individual participants.

3. Potential for Psychological Distress: The survey included questions about coronaphobia and poetic justice beliefs related to COVID-19. It's possible that these questions could have triggered anxiety or distress in some participants. The researchers should have taken steps to minimize this risk, such as providing access to mental health resources or including debriefing information at the end of the survey.

4. Bias and Stigma: The study explores the relationship between coronaphobia and the belief that people infected with COVID-19 "got what they deserved." This topic has the potential to reinforce negative stereotypes and stigmatize individuals who contracted the virus. The researchers should have been careful to avoid language that could be interpreted as blaming or judging people who were infected with COVID-19. The discussion should acknowledge this potential for harm and emphasize the importance of empathy and support for those affected by the virus.
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