Response to Reviewers
Reviewer B:
The article offers a contingent and relevant topic given the global health situation. It identifies a theoretical gap and includes the gender of the participants as an important element when understanding the phenomenon. Clear antecedents have been presented to account for the relevance of the study. 
Response: Thanks for the opinion.
It is not clear why they state that it is an exploratory study and at the same time have hypotheses about how the results will behave. I think there is enough evidence for it to be a descriptive-correlational and non-exploratory study.
Response: Advice obeyed. “Exploratory study” term removed.
Method:
- Participants: A very brief description of the participants. Of the 1400 workers, how many participated? What were their professions or activities within the hospital? Etc.
Response: Advice obeyed. Page 7, lines 6-9.
- Experimental design: Within their research question they include gender bias as an element, however, in the design of the experiment it is not clear how gender is included as a variable.
Response: Advice obeyed. Page 9, lines 2 and 3 from top.
- Measurements: Within the personal information requested from the participants, gender is not mentioned.
Response: Advice obeyed. Word “gender” appears in line 2 of Measures section (page 6).
- Analysis plan: It does not present a section that explains the analysis to be carried out. Somewhere it is explained that they will work from a multivariate general linear model, but they do not specifically detail what they are going to do, what variables are involved, or the tests to be carried out.
Response: Advice obeyed. Analyses section added on page 7. 
Results:
In the first part of the results, they present data (factorial analysis of negative emotions) that it is not clear what aim they are fulfilling. As there is no analysis plan, this presentation of data is not consistent with the aim of the study.
Response: Advice obeyed. Purpose indicated in the new Analyses section.
In general, there is a lack of clarity in each of the analyzes and results that they present, there is no clear explanation of why those specific analyzes are carried out and not others.
Response: Advice obeyed. Detail is provided at the end of the new Analyses section.
In addition to the above, the sample seems to be very small for the number of variables involved in the analysis and not equitable between the number of men and women. There is no estimate of the sample size needed to perform the analyses. Additionally, there is also no adequate justification for the inclusion of all the variables, since they are also not directly aligned with the research question or the hypothesis raised.
Response: Advice partly obeyed. See paragraph added at the end of the Discussion section.
Only significant results are addressed in the discussion, and possible explanations are not given for those results that were not.
Response: Actually, explanations for unexpected results are in the first two paragraphs of page 12.
In summary, it is a study that is relevant, that manages to frame itself in an area of ​​study and at the same time highlight the existing theoretical gap. A clear research question is posed, but it is not entirely consistent with the variables and analyses included in the study. In addition, the variables and analyses included are neither adequately explained nor justified.
------------------------------------------------------
Reviewer C:
El manuscrito revisado resulta árido en su aproximación a los conceptos estudiados, pues al ser un tema novedoso, no se puede asumir que todas las personas que lo lean conocen previamente los conceptos estudiados, entonces, se sugiere revisar y reescribir, con la precaución de ser mas descriptivos y explicativos acerca de lo que buscaban estudiar, a fin de que la lectura sea mas fácil de abordar, independiente de cuan próximos resulten para quien lee los conceptos estudiados. Además, cabe señalar que en ninguna parte del manuscrito está indicado el nombre del manuscrito en inglés, así que se sugiere agregarlo. En el manuscrito pueden encontrar otras observaciones, como por ejemplo, la falta de algunos detalles básicos en la descripción de participantes.
------------------------------------------------------
Response: Advice partly obeyed. English title added on page 1 and participant details on page Page 7, lines 6-9. There is a new Analyses section and paragraph in the Discussion. 
