Response to the Reviewer 2

Title: not adequate. It is recommended that the title be rewritten to reflect the two key aspects, work engagement (WE) and Health literacy (HL). 

Response
Thank you for your suggestion. Work engagement (WE) is actually a dependent variable in this study, whereas health literacy is an independent variable. We evaluated HL's impact on WE. As a result, we updated the introduction section, and we changed the table title (table 5) in the result section to the impacts.

Abstract: to be rewritten to adapt the suggestions in the manuscript

Response
The authors have revised the abstract accordingly.

- Introduction:
It is brief and adequate, emphasising and defining the essential concepts of the study. However, although the definition made in the introduction of the HL is clear and relevant, the importance and its treatment as a dependent variable in the study is not sufficiently defined.

Response
The authors have clearly mentioned in the Method section (data analysis part) that the Utrecht Work Engagement Scale (UWES) score is a dependent variable and other items are independent variables.

In L66 mention is made of "the relationship between all these concepts together with HL and WE" and in the results it is presented in section 2.3.3. Relationship between levels of HL and other variables (L158).
Although the value that is intended to be given to HL (at the same level as WE) is intuited in the definition of the objective, HL is diluted, it disappears, there is no mention of it, only of WE, 
It is necessary to rewrite the definition of the OBJECTIVE to include this variable (HL).

Response
The authors are extremely sorry for this inconvenience. In this study, HL is the independent variable and WE is the dependent variable, therefore, we have rewritten the characteristics by replacing the impacts of health literacy on other variables among the three companies (Table 5).

2. Methods:
2.1 Study design, setting and sample.
L73 where it says "prospective observational cohort study" it is recommended to review and, if necessary, modify the wording of the type of study, in accordance with the limitations of the manuscript. 

Response
The authors have reviewed and revised it accordingly.

It is recommended to include the characteristics of the interviewer: gender, possible biases and interests in the research. 
It is necessary to include how the sample and participants were selected, how the questionnaires were sent, ----, the reasons for non-participation, .....

Response
In this research, the authors did not do interviews. It was a self-administered questionnaire; therefore, the questionnaire was delivered to the respondents through email or in-house message. The authors have added these sentences in the method section. 

The personnel manager asked the employees about their participation in this study, however, we were unable to know the exact reason for their non-participation in this study.

2.2. Measurement 
Although it may be considered a minor issue, it would be advisable to modify the order of presentation of the variables, raising the HL and WE to the first positions, after the socio- demographic variables. This modification indirectly gives them greater weight as dependent variables, on which the objective is focused.
It is necessary to include in the description of the variables whether they are dependent or independent.

Response
The authors already have checked and revised the order of presentation accordingly and clearly mentioned in the method section that WE is a dependent variable and HL is an independent variable.

3. Results:
In table 1 it is recommended to include descriptive results for the 8 variables considered. Neither data on presenteeism, nor data on body concern and job satisfaction/family life satisfaction are included. It is necessary to include the descriptive results in the table.

Response
We included those variables in previous table 2 which may misinterpret the explanation; therefore, we made a new Table 1 that solely focused on sociodemographic variables and a new Table 2 that shows the Score of the participant scales. We included a new table 3 that includes the Health literacy (HLS-EU-Q47) and Quality of sleep (PSQI).

Data relating to: Physical activity levels, sleep quality, and HL exposed in L186-L189 are included in table 1 It is recommended to remove duplication.

Response
Thank you for your valuable suggestions. The authors have revised it accordingly. The Physical activity level is not a scale and is related to job type, therefore we included this in Table 1.

In table 2 the data in the first row have been moved, with the column title not corresponding to the data presented. Also the data in the legend is shown out of order Correct for proper display.


Response
The authors have revised and corrected it accordingly.

4 Discussion:
The information contained in L210-212 and L 227-229 is the same. Eliminate duplication.

Response
The authors have revised it accordingly and removed the duplication from the result section.

Align the limitations with what is stated in section 2.1 Study design, setting, and sample. 

Response
The authors have revised the limitation section aligned with the Study design, setting, and sample.

5. Conclusion: Assess the inclusion regarding HL and bring it in line with the rewritten 
 
Response
Thank you for your suggestion. We have added a sentence in the conclusion section as suggested.



