Response to Reviewers

Reviewer 1
	I found this an interesting and timely article given the circumstances in which we currently live in and what we have been through over the past 2 and a half years.
	We would like to thank you very much for your so relevant recommendations. We are sure they substantially helped improve the overall quality of the paper.  

	Abstract
Line 14, add an between to and individuals
Line 15 remove the between addressing and workers
Line 20, add of between comprised and 115
Line 26 remove the the between influence and worker and remove 's from worker'
	All the suggestions were accepted and they were marked up using the “Track Changes” function. Thank you very much for your constructive recommendations.

	Keywords
Too many key words. Please give the five most pertinent and if of equal value, place them in alphabetical order. 
	Thank you for your suggestion. We selected the four keywords which we considered to be the most pertinent ones. Nonetheless, we did not place them in alphabetical order because we do not consider they are of equal value.

	Introduction
At end of paragraph one you cite a paper that discusses the number of individuals with a mental and substance misuse challenge in 2017, please only use data pertinent to mental health only and leave out any mentioning substance misuse as this is not the focus of the paper. 
Line 71, sentence beginning with despite existing ... please add another citation or two to strenghten arguement. 
	Thank you very much for your comments. The sentence “According to Dattani et al., it is estimated that 970 million people worldwide had a mental or substance use disorder in 2017 [2].” was removed.

Some citations about studies addressing workers’ mental health were added between lines 300 and 319.

	Study design 
You mention STROBE. Please explain this guidance a little for those who do not know or are unaware of same. 
	Thank you very much for your suggestion. We added a few more information about the aim of STROBE (lines 325-326).

	Statistical Analysis and elsewhere
You seem to put a comma where there should be a full stop, especially at SD's. Please revisit and amend as appropriate. 
	That is a cultural issue, because in our country we use commas instead of full stops to report statistical data. Nonetheless, you are absolutely correct. Thus, we replaced commas by full stops when reporting statistical data. Thank you very much for your attention.

	Ethical Considerations
Please either have only one sentence stating that ethics was granted or go into detail re:ethical concerns for this study. Please do not do half and half as this potentially opens up queries about the ethical considerations for this study. 
	Thank you very much for your recommendation. As suggested, we left only one sentence stating that ethics was granted to our study.

	Main Results
All the titles from 3.3.1 - 3.3.5 need to be in italics to differentiate them from the rest of the text.
	Thank you for your suggestion. All the titles from 3.3.1 to 3.3.5 are now in italics.

	Discussion
Within the last paragraph of the discussion, you mentioned that there was a breach in data as the County Council emailed participants despite the supposed anonimity. Please tell us in detail how this was rectified - was a data protection officer consulted? what was there recommendation? 
	Thank you very much for your comment. 
Indeed, the research team could not access the email addresses of the municipal workers (due to data protection issues). That is why the emails had to be sent by the City Council. The anonymity of the participants was assured, but as they received the email from the City Council, it is possible some of their answers were not so “honest”. That is why we included that as a potential limitation / bias of the study.
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