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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 manuscript seems relevant in the context of psychosocial impact of pandemic, an area which needs further exploration and meaningful recommendations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes

	

	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 findings of survey indicate that maintaining a healthy lifestyle and avoiding close contact can p prevent the spread of COVID-19.”

This sentence should either be revised or removed as this doesn’t seem to reflect the finding of the study. But if this is the perception of the participants then the phrasing of the sentence could be improved.


	

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

1. In the introduction section the last sentence of first paragraph about strains seems irrelevant with context of the present study. It can be removed.

2. The first sentence of the third paragraph is grammatically incorrect.

3. “This study makes conclusions about the psychological impact of the COVID-19 on healthcare workers in Uttar Pradesh (India), as well as COVID-19 related factors associated with different psychological problems.” This sentence from the last paragraph should be removed as conclusions should not be included in the introduction section.

4. The second objective mentioned “to identity protective factors contributing to psychological stress”needs correction. The author can consider “protective factors of psychological stress”. Or “protective factors contributing to decrease in psychological stress.”

Methodology 
5. More details are required regarding how the questionnaire was validated. For example, with content validity were content validity indices used? Or was it just qualitative comments? How many experts were involved?

6. Please mention in the methodology section about what score was defined as high level, medium level and low-level knowledge in the present study.

7. Please make it clear about what score was defined as level 1, 2 and 3 in the present study. Otherwise, it is really difficult to understand how the levels of psychiatric symptoms were decided.

Results

8. Mention n (sample size) next to table titles.

9. Table 1 – Family type – The percentage is 105%. Please recalculate the percentage.

10. In the first line of paragraph below table 1, “The psychiatric symptoms of health care workers involved psychosis, psychoneurosis and medical-cases.” - What does the author mean by medical cases. How was psychosis and psychoneurosis defined here, based on which questionnaire.

Conclusions

11. Conclusion can be made crisper.

12. In the conclusion section – There is a sentence “It also suggested that by maintaining proper hygiene.” This sentence seems to be incomplete.

13. While the study mentions its limitations, it would be good to mention a few strengths too.

14. Please ensure that the manuscript is carefully checked for English language and grammatical errors before resubmission.
	

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

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


	Grammer and language needs to be corrected as suggested.
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