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Reviewer 1

Evaluations (peer review comments for the author)

1. In general, how do you rate the degree to which the paper is easy to follow and its logical flow?
Good

2. Do the title and abstract cover the main aspects of the work?
Yes. the title and abstract of this manuscript cover the main aspects of the work.

3. If relevant are the results novel? Does the study provide an advance in the field?
Yes, This research is innovative to a certain extent

4. Did the study gain ethical approval appropriate to the country in which the research was performed if human or
animal subjects, human cell lines or human tissues were involved and is it stated in the manuscript?

Yes

Does the paper raise any ethical concerns?
No

5. If relevant, are the methods clear and replicable?
Yes

6. If relevant, do all the results presented match the methods described?
Yes

7. If relevant, is the statistical analysis appropriate to the research question and study design?
Yes

8. If relevant, is the selection of the controls appropriate for the study design. Have attempts been made to address
potential bias through analytic methods, eg., sensitivity analysis
Yes

9. How do you rate how clearly and appropriately the data are presented
Good

10. If relevant, did the authors, make the underlying data available to the readers?
Yes

11. Do the conclusions correlate to the results found?
Yes

12. Are the figures and tables clear and legible?
Yes

Are images clear and free from unnecessary modification?
Yes

13. | have serious concerns about the validity of this manuscript
No
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14. Does the paper use appropriate references in the correct style to promote understanding of the content?
Yes

15. Do you think that the manuscript requires its English grammar, punctuation or spelling to be corrected?
Yes

Evaluation

Comments for the authors:

The topic is timely, and the method and result sections are sound.The major strength is that the article’s focus is on exploring
the relationship between anxiety and resilience of healthcare workers during COVID-19 pandemic in Indonesia. It should be
noted that the studies are well done and the process of the studies is reasonable.

Nevertheless, | have some further minor amendments to suggest:

1. Inthe literature review, the authors separately reviewed the literature on anxiety and resilience, but the review of the
relationship between anxiety and resilience was not thorough and complete:

In particular, the research review on the relationship between state (of) anxiety and resilience was incomplete, so it cannot
reflect the necessity, scientificity and advancement of this study:.

Plus, it does not make a comprehensive and in-depth analysis of the literature in these issues, and it does not put forward
the possible internal mechanism between state anxiety and resilience. Consequently, the inherent logic of the study is not
rigorous and the hypotheses are unclear.

In summary (for the above), it is suggested that the author make a comprehensive revision of the introduction part and the
discussion part to reflect the scientificity and rigor of this research from the perspective of the internal logic of the literature.

2. In the section of Material and Methods, the authors need to list a separate part to describe the specific information about
the subjects.

3. The discussion section also needs some further information added. It is suggested that the authors focus on the
relationship and the potential mechanism between anxiety and resilience.

4. Please follow the rules of English scientific writing in the manuscript. There are a few typographical errors and grammatical
mistakes.
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Reviewer 2

Evaluations (peer review comments for the author)

1. In general, how do you rate the degree to which the paper is easy to follow and its logical flow?
Good

2. Do the title and abstract cover the main aspects of the work?
Yes

3. If relevant are the results novel? Does the study provide an advance in the field?
Yes

4. Did the study gain ethical approval appropriate to the country in which the research was performed if human or
animal subjects, human cell lines or human tissues were involved and is it stated in the manuscript?
Yes

Does the paper raise any ethical concerns?
No

5. If relevant, are the methods clear and replicable?
Yes

6. If relevant, do all the results presented match the methods described?
Yes

7. If relevant, is the statistical analysis appropriate to the research question and study design?
Yes

8. If relevant, is the selection of the controls appropriate for the study design. Have attempts been made to address
potential bias through analytic methods, eg., sensitivity analysis
Yes

9. How do you rate how clearly and appropriately the data are presented
Geod

10. If relevant, did the authors, make the underlying data available to the readers?
Yes

11. Do the conclusions correlate to the results found?
Yes

12. Are the figures and tables clear and legible?
Yes

Are images clear and free from unnecessary modification?
No

13. | have serious concerns about the validity of this manuscript
No

14. Does the paper use appropriate references in the correct style to promote understanding of the content?
Yes

15. Do you think that the manuscript requires its English grammar, punctuation or spelling to be corrected?
Yes
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Evaluation
This is a very interesting and demanding topic in this rapidly rising pandemic situation.

A. My comments and suggestions are as follows. Major Comments:
1.Are both scales validated in the participants’ language?

2.Itis unclear which language is used to conduct the survey or write the questionnaire.
3.Cronbach alpha needs to be added for each scale as well as for each subscale.

4.1 would highly recommend adding some references both in the instruments' section regarding previous studies conducted
in Indonesia or (in other countries during the COVID-19 period) using similar instruments.

5."Statistical analysis" should be added in methodology.

6. would like to add the "Ethics" section in methodology. Which ethical guidelines the authors followed should be added in
this section.

7."Limitations" section needs to be added in the discussion, The study consisted of several limitations that should be stated
clearly.

B. Minor comments:
1.Add 'and’ before the last one - "The respondents were healthcare workers at the COVID-19 referral hospital in Surabaya,

East Java, Indonesia".

2 Which population Is referring to? Mention here - "A study conducted in the early phases of the COVID-19 pandemic in
China involved 1,210 respondents and showed that more than half of the respondents experienced moderate to severe
psychological impact. Besides, one-third of the respondents experienced moderate to severe anxietyS",
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Reviewer 3

Evaluations (peer review comments for the author)

1. In general, how do you rate the degree to which the paper is easy to follow and its logical flow?
Fair

2, Do the title and abstract cover the main aspects of the work?
Yes

3. If relevant are the results novel? Does the study provide an advance in the field?
Yes

4, Did the study gain ethical approval appropriate to the country in which the research was performed if human or
animal subjects, human cell lines or human tissues were involved and is it stated in the manuscript?
Yes

Does the paper raise any ethical concerns?
No

5. If relevant, are the methods clear and replicable?

No. The present study seems to be an internet-based survey. Web-based guestionnaire is very useful buy vulnerable to data
fabrication. Did the author gather any personal information of the respondents? If so, describe it and how did the author
keep confidentiality. If not, describe how did the author confirm there were no duplicated or fabricated answers. |
recommend that the authors refer a guideline of web-based research such as CHERRIES.

6. If relevant, do all the results presented match the methods described?
Yes

7. If relevant, is the statistical analysis appropriate to the research question and study design?

No. There are a couple of simple issues.

a) Correlation coefficient between each anxiety score and resilience should be presented in the main text not only in the
tables. CC is maore important than P value.

b} The significant figures in each data should be uniformed.

8. f relevant, is the selection of the controls appropriate for the study design. Have attempts been made to address
potential bias through analytic methods, eg., sensitivity analysis
NA

9. How do you rate how clearly and appropriately the data are presented
Fair

10. If relevant, did the authors, make the underlying data available to the readers?
NA

11. Do the conclusions correlate to the results found?
Yes

12. Are the figures and tables clear and legible?
No. Table 2 and table 3 can be combined to one table. Table 4 and table 5 can be omitted if each data are presented in the

main text.

Are images clear and free from unnecessary modification?
Yes

13. | have serious concerns about the validity of this manuscript
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No

14. Does the paper use appropriate references in the correct style to promote understanding of the content?
No. The link to https://www.cdrisc.com seems to be missing. | found the website on http://www.connordavidson-
resiliencescale.com/.

15. Do you think that the manuscript requires its English grammar, punctuation or spelling to be corrected?
Yes

Evaluation

For the authors:
A. Please address above responses (see responses to questions 5, 7, 12, 14), and,

B. Major comment:

A major limitation of the present study is that it is unclear whether the obtained data represent the influence of COVID-19
pandemic. Are there preceding studies to have evaluated the anxiety level in medical practitioners with STAl in Indonesia
before pandemic? If not, it seems difficult to prove that COVID-19 pandemic has actually raised the anxiety level of the
respondents, which the author should mention in the discussion section.
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Step 3 "The Work Under Consideration for Publication”
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