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Abstract: 

This is the first study in Russia regarding the mental health of medical workers during a 

pandemic. In this survey, the study of medical workers during pandemic COVID-19 in Russia 

reported high rates of symptoms of depression and anxiety. There is a higher risk of developing 

symptoms of anxiety and depression among young employees working directly in high-risk areas 

of the infection. Protecting medical workers is an important component of public health 

measures for addressing the COVID-19 pandemic. Special measures to improve the mental 

health of medical workers should be based on their needs. Special attention needs to be paid to 

young medical workers working in areas with a high risk of infection. 
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• medical workers are at high risk of developing mental disorders during a pandemic COVID-

19; 

• the overall prevalence of GAD (5 or more points on the GTD-7 scale) and depressive 

symptoms (5 or more points on the PHQ-9 scale) among medical workers in Russia during 

the pandemic period was 48.77% and 57.63% respectively; 

• there is a higher risk of developing symptoms of anxiety and depression among young 

employees working directly in high-risk areas of the infection; 

• the provision of personal protective equipment (69.2%), the optimization of the work and rest 

regime during the shift (58%), the support of management (52.7%) and relatives (51.1%) are 

the main areas that reduce the psycho-emotional stress of medical workers during a 

pandemic. 

 

Introduction 

On January 30, 2020, the World Health Organization (WHO) announced that the 

emergence of a new coronavirus (2019-nCoV) was a public health emergency of international 

concern. On March 11, 2020, WHO announced the coronavirus pandemic [24]. To date, more 

than 3.5 million infected people worldwide have been identified. This is not the first outbreak of 

an infectious disease in the world. However, apparently, it will become the largest. Such 

outbreaks pose a rather serious public health problem and can affect not only the physical 

condition, but also the mental health of a person [6,12,16,26].  

Previous studies have shown that during outbreaks of infectious diseases there is a wide 

spread of various negative psychological reactions, as well as the occurrence of symptoms of 

mental disorders. People may fear falling ill or dying, feel helpless and stigmatized [6]. Medical 

workers are also at risk of developing mental health problems [3,25]. Most often, medical 

workers expressed concerns about infecting themselves and their loved ones, colleagues, as well 

as a sense of self-doubt, stigmatization [1,17,23], noted high levels of stress, anxiety and 

symptoms of depression [14]. PTSD, depression and substance abuse can be long-term 

consequences of mental health problems experienced by medical workers during outbreaks of an 

infectious disease [4,11]. 

Obviously, medical workers are highly stressed and at high risk of adverse mental health 

consequences during the outbreak of COVID-19 [21]. The reasons for this are the following: a 

long working day, the risk of infection, lack of protective equipment, loneliness, physical fatigue 

and separation from families [7]. A number of studies have now been published that show the 

spectrum of mental health problems among medical workers during the COVID-19 pandemic 

[8,13,15,20]. Mostly, studies are presented by Chinese authors. In the majority of works, the 
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main problems noted are: symptoms of anxiety disorder, depression, PTSD, sleep disturbances 

and excessive stress [8,13,15,20]. In Russia, such studies have not been conducted. This is the 

first study evaluating the mental health of Russian medical workers during the COVID-19 

pandemic.  

So, medical workers contacting with patients with COVID-19 obviously need certain 

interventions to maintain mental health. These interventions should be based on their needs [2]. 

The aim of the work was to assess the mental health of medical workers during the 

pandemic, to identify potential risk factors and needs in the field of psychosocial support. We 

hope that the results of our study will help to formulate recommendations that are effective and 

appropriate for the current situation for medical workers in conditions of increased psycho-

emotional stress during the outbreak of COVID-19. 

 
2. Materials and methods 

2.1 Study Design and Participants 

A survey has been compiled for health professionals and conducted via the Internet. 

The survey was conducted among medical workers and non-medical health workers. A 

link to the survey was distributed in specialized groups on social networks, as well as via e-mail 

to the medical community. 

The questionnaire was tested on 15 respondents who gave feedback regarding the 

understanding of each question in the questionnaire, after which the questions were adjusted for 

a clearer understanding of the respondents. 

All respondents were able to familiarize themselves with informed consent prior to the 

start of the survey and could finish answering questions at any time. 

 

2.2 Data collection.  

Participants answered questions anonymously, on the Internet from April 21, 2020 to 

May 18, 2020. Each participant filled out the demographic and social parts of the survey 

(including gender, age, children, education, specialty, marital status), standardized questionnaires 

- questionnaire generalized anxiety disorder - GAD-7, the Depression Scale of the Human Health 

Assessment Questionnaire PHQ-9, part of questions about self-perceived health status, as well as 

a block of questions devoted to the most optimal ways to reduce the psychological impact of a 

pandemic on the mental health of medical workers. 

In total, the survey involved 812 respondents from 77 regions of Russia. 

2.2.1. Demographic and social data 
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Basic demographic data include occupation (doctor, nurse, technical nurses, non-medical 

workers who work in the healthcare system), gender (male or female), age (20-25; 26-29; 30-39; 

40-49; 50-59; 60 and older), education (incomplete secondary, secondary, college degree, 

incomplete higher, BA, MA, higher (specialty), PhD, MD); marital status (single / unmarried, in 

a civil marriage, unmarried, divorced, widow / widower, in a relationship); whether there are 

children (yes, no); specialty. 

2.2.2. Mental health assessment 

We used 2 scales (Russian version of the scales) to assess the mental health status of 

medical workers. The 9-item Patient Health Questionnaire (PHQ-9) and the 7-item Generalized 

Anxiety Disorder (GAD-7) were used to evaluate symptoms of depression and anxiety. The 

PHQ-9 is a self-report measure used to assess the severity of depression, with the total scores 

categorized as follows: no depression (0), minimal (1–4), mild depression (5–9), moderate 

depression (10–14), severe depression (15–19) or extremely  severe depression (20-27) [9,10]. 

The GAD-7 is a self-rated scale to evaluate the severity of anxiety and has good reliability and 

validity. The total scores are categorized as follows: minimal/no anxiety (0–4), mild anxiety (5–

9), moderate anxiety (10–14), or severe anxiety (15–21) [22]. 

 

2.2.3. Self-perceived health status 

Health status was determined by asking participants to compare their current health status 

to their health status before the outbreak of COVID-19: How do you perceive your current health 

status compared to your health status before the outbreak? (answer options included: getting 

better, almost unchanged, worse, or much worse). 

We also asked the respondents to evaluate their quality of sleep (from 0 to 10, where 0 - 

sleep is grossly violated, 10 - quality of sleep has not changed). 

 

2.2.4. Psychological support needs for health professionals 

One of the objectives of the survey was to obtain information from medical professionals 

regarding their needs for psychological assistance. The following questions were suggested:  

• Do you think that healthcare providers assisting patients with COVID-19 need 

psychological support? (Yes or no); 

• What psychological support options do you consider most appropriate for healthcare 

workers providing care for patients with COVID-19? (Answer options: Provision of personal 

protective equipment, optimization of the work /rest regime during the work shift, management’s 

support, support for loved ones, support for colleagues, the ability to isolate themselves from 

their loved ones in order to prevent infection, organizing the assistance of specialists 
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(psychologists, psychotherapists, psychiatrists), doing exercise to stabilize their psycho-

emotional state, access to hotline for psychological support. Also we gave the opportunity to 

offer a different answer). 

• Which of the following, in modern conditions, seems to you the most optimal for 

preserving your psychological state among medical workers? (Answer options: Brochures / 

booklets with tips on how to relieve stress, reduce anxiety; Psychological support telephone 

hotline; Direct consultation of a specialist (psychologist, psychiatrist, psychotherapist); Short-

term group lessons with a psychologist before a shift; Sites and apps to relieve stress and reduce 

anxiety. Also we gave the opportunity to offer a different answer). 

According to the results of the survey, similar answers were grouped together. 

2.3 Ethical aspects. 

The study was conducted in accordance with the Helsinki Declaration and was approved 

by the ethics committee of the Scientific and Educational Center for Psychotherapy and Clinical 

Psychology. The participants could familiarize themselves with the informed consent prior to the 

start of the survey. The participants could stop doing the survey at any time without explanation. 

2.3. Statistical analysis. 

A descriptive analysis of the data was carried out to understand the demographic and 

social characteristics of the interviewed medical workers in Russia and their needs for 

psychological support during the COVID-19 pandemic. To compare differences in the 

prevalence of symptoms of anxiety and depression between groups the chi-square test (χ2) was 

used. P values of less than 0.01 were considered statistically significant. 

Internal consistency using the PHQ-9 and GAD-7 questionnaires was evaluated using 

Cronbach alpha statistics. Descriptive statistics for quantitative variables are presented as mean 

values (standard deviation) and medians (1st and 3rd quartiles). Descriptive statistics for 

categorical variables are presented as the number of cases per category (percentage). 

To compare quantitative variables, the Kruskel-Wallis test was used. For qualitative ones, 

the χ2 test with approximation of the distribution of statistics using the Monte Carlo method was 

used. The differences were considered statistically significant at p <0.05. The association of 

potential risk factors with the outcomes studied (anxiety and depression levels) was evaluated 

using one- and multi-factor proportional odds models. The estimates obtained from the 

questionnaires were not categorized; the models used quantitative-dependent variables [5]. The 

association of risk factors with the outcomes was considered statistically significant at p <0.05. 

Analysis and visualization of the obtained data were carried out using the statistical 

computing environment R 3.6.3 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria), the 

Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) version 24.0, Microsoft Excel. 
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3. Results 

3.1. Demographic and social data 

812 respondents participated in the survey. Of the 812 responding participants, 641 

(79%) were doctors, 138 (17%) were nurses, 7 (0,9%) were technical nurses and 25 (3,1%) were 

non-medical workers. Most participants were women (658 [81%]), aged 20 to 49 years (644 

[79,4%]), married (470 [57,9%]), with educational level of higher specialist (545 [67,1%]) and 

334 (41,1%) workers were directly involved in assisting patients with  COVID-19 (Table 1). 

 

Table 1. Demographic and social characteristics of respondents (N = 812). 

  n (%) 

 812 (100) 

Gender   

Male 154 (19) 

Female 658 (81) 

Age   

20-25 106 (13,1) 

26-29 119 (14,7) 

30-39 226 (27,8) 

40-49 193 (23,8) 

50-59 123 (15,1) 

60 и более 45 (5,5) 

Education   

incomplete secondary 1 (0,1) 

secondary 7 (0,9) 

college degree 123 (15,1) 

incomplete higher 32 (3,9) 

BA 16 (2) 

MA 14 (1,7) 

higher specialist 545 (67,1) 

PhD 64 (7,9) 

MD 10 (1,2) 

Marital status   

single, not married 157 (19,3) 

in a civil marriage 54 (6,7) 

married 470 (57,9) 

divorced 73 (9) 

widow / widower 20 (2,5) 

in a relationship 38 (4,7) 

Children   

Yes 524 (64,5) 

No 288 (35,5) 

Occupation   

Doctor 641 (79) 

Nurse 138 (17) 

Technical nurses 7 (0,9) 
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Non-medical worker 25 (3,1) 

Work in high-risk areas  

Yes 334 (41,1) 

No 478 (58,9) 

 

3.2. Mental health assessment 

The prevalence of GAD, depressive symptoms stratified by gender, age, and occupation 

were shown in Table 2 and Table 3.  

 The overall prevalence of GAD (5 or more points on the GAD-7 scale) and depressive 

symptoms (5 or more points on the PHQ-9 scale) were 48.77% and 57.63% respectively. There 

was no statistically significant difference in the prevalence of GAD and depressive symptoms by 

gender (P > 0,01, as shown in Table 2). The analysis of the prevalence of symptoms of anxiety 

and depression by age revealed statistically significant differences (P<0.01). Higher rates of 

medium and high levels of anxiety were characteristic of younger people (in the range of 20–39 

years old), while respondents over 50 years of age in most cases showed no or minimal level of 

anxiety. The vast majority of the respondents from the group with mild symptoms of depression 

belonged to the age range of 20 - 39 years old; among respondents with severe symptoms were 

participants from the age groups of 20-25, 26-29, 50-59 years old (Table 2). There was no 

significant difference in the prevalence of anxiety symptoms by occupation (P> 0.01, as shown 

in Table 3). However, there was a difference in the prevalence of symptoms of depression 

depending on the occupation (P<0.01). Thus, the overall prevalence of depressive symptoms (5 

or more points on the PHQ-9 scale) among doctors was 59.75%, among nurses - 50.36%, among 

non-medical workers - 56%, among technical nurses - 14.29%. 

 
Table 2. Prevalence of GAD and depressive symptoms during COVID-19 outbreak 

in Russia’s medical workers stratified by gender and age (N = 812). 

 
  Total 

(N=81
2) 
n(%) 

Male 
(N=1
54) 
n(%) 

Femal
e            
(N=6
58) 
n(%) 

χ2 p-
value 

20-
25 
(N=1
06) 
n(%) 

26-29  
(N=11
9) 
n(%) 

30-
39  
(N=2
26) 
n(%) 

40-
49  
(N=1
93) 
n(%) 

50-
59  
(N=1
23) 
n(%) 

60 
and 
older 
(N=4
5) 
n(%) 

χ2 p-
value 

GAD-7       3,14 0,37             19,
72 

0,000
19 

minimal/
no 

anxiety 

416 
(51,23
%) 

86 
(55,84
%) 

329 
(50%) 

    48 
(45,2
8%) 

51 
(42,85
%) 

114 
(50,4
4%) 

100 
(51,8
1%) 

72 
(58,5
4%) 

31 
(68,8
8%) 

    

mild 
anxiety 

263 
(32,39
%) 

46 
(29,87
%) 

214 
(32,52
%) 

    37 
(34,9
1%) 

45(37,
82%) 

71 
(31,4
1%) 

67 
(34,7
2%) 

30 
(24,3
9%) 

13(2
8,89
%) 

    

moderate 
anxiety 

87 
(10,71
%) 

17 
(11,04
%) 

70 
(10,63
%) 

    14 
(13,2
1%) 

15 
(12,6%
) 

26 
(11,5
%) 

16 
(8,29
%) 

15 
(12,2
0%) 

1 
(2,22
%) 
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severe 
anxiety 

46 
(5,67
%) 

5 
(3,25
%) 

41 
(6,23 
%) 

    7 
(6,60
%) 

8 
(6,72%
) 

15 
(6,64
%) 

10 
(5,18
%) 

6 
(4,88
%) 

0 
(0%) 

    

PHQ-9       5,19 0,39             47,
22 

<0.00
1 

no 
depressio

n 

101 
(12,43
%) 

16 
(10,39
%) 

85 
(12,92
%) 

    8 
(7,55
%) 

10 
(8,4%) 

24 
(10,6
2%) 

27 
(13,9
9%) 

20 
(16,2
6%) 

12 
(26,6
7%) 

    

minimal 
depressio

n 

243 
(29,93
%) 

53 
(34,42
%) 

190 
(28,88 
%) 

    21 
(19,8
1%) 

33 
(27,73
%) 

62 
(27,4
3%) 

66 
(34,1
9%) 

43 
(34,9
6%) 

18 
(40%
) 

    

mild 
depressio

n 

220 
(27,09
%) 

41 
(26,62
%) 

179 
(27,2
%) 

    32 
(30,1
9%) 

31 
(26,05
%) 

65 
(28,7
6%) 

49 
(25,3
9%) 

32 
(26,0
2%) 

11 
(24,4
4%) 

    

moderate 
depressio

n 

141 
(17,36
%) 

29 
(18,82
%) 

112 
(17,02
%) 

    23 
(27,7
%) 

29 
(24,37
%) 

44 
(19,4
7%) 

28 
(14,5
1%) 

13 
(10,5
7%) 

4 
(8,89
%) 

    

severe 
depressio

n 

78 
(9,61
%) 

13 
(8,44
%) 

65 
(9,88
%) 

    17 
(16,0
4%) 

12 
(10,08
%) 

21 
(9,29
%) 

15 
(7,77
%) 

13 
(10,5
7%) 

0 
(0%) 

    

extremel
y severe 
depressio

n 

29 
(3,57
%) 

2 
(1,3%
) 

27 
(4,1%
) 

    5 
(4,72
%) 

4 
(3,36%
) 

10 
(4,42
%) 

8 
(4,15
%) 

2 
(1,63
%) 

0 
(0%) 

    

Abbreviations: GAD-7, the 7-item Generalized Anxiety Disorder; PHQ-9, The 9-item Patient Health 

Questionnaire. 

 

 

Table 3. Prevalence of GAD and depressive symptoms during COVID-19 outbreak 

in Russia’s medical workers stratified by occupation (N = 812). 

 

  Total 
(N=812) 
n(%) 

Doctors 
(N=641) 

n(%) 

Nurses 
(N=139) n(%) 

non-medical 
workers (N=25) 

n(%) 

Technical 
nurses 

(N=191) 
n(%) 

χ2 p-value 

GAD-7           16,22 0,001021 

minimal/no 
anxiety 

416 
(51,23%) 

311 
(48,51%) 

84 (60,43%) 14 (56%) 7 (100%)     

mild anxiety 263 
(32,39%) 

222 
(34,63%) 

33 (23,74%) 8 (32%) 0 (0%)     

moderate anxiety 87 
(10,71%) 

68  
(10,61%) 

17 (12,23%) 2 (8%) 0(0%)     

severe anxiety 46 
(5,67%) 

40 
(6,24%) 

5 (3,6%) 1 (4%) 0 (0%)     

PHQ-9           39,24 <0.001 
no depression 101 

(12,43%) 
67 
(10,45%) 

26 (18,71%) 3 (12%) 5(71,43%)     

minimal 
depression 

243 
(29,93%) 

191 
(29,8%) 

43 (30,94%) 8 (32%) 1 
(14,29%) 

    

mild depression 220 
(27,09%) 

175 
(27,3%) 

38 (27,34%) 7 (28%) 0 (0%)     

moderate 
depression 

141 
(17,36%) 

125 
(19,5%) 

13 (9,35%) 2 (8%) 1 
(14,29%) 
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severe depression 78 
(9,61%) 

61 
(9,52%) 

14 (10,07%) 3 (12%) 0 (0%)     

extremely severe 
depression 

29 
(3,57%) 

22 
(3,43%) 

5 (3,6%) 2 (8%) 0 (0%)     

Abbreviations: GAD-7, the 7-item Generalized Anxiety Disorder; PHQ-9, The 9-item Patient Health 

Questionnaire. 

 

 

3.3. Self-perceived health status 

Table 4 shows a subjective assessment of one’s health status compared to the period 

before the pandemic. The vast majority of the respondents, 78.1%, indicated that there were no 

changes. 15.9% reported deterioration. Table 5 presents the results of a subjective assessment of 

sleep quality. 32.4% (261 participants) noted that almost no sleep disturbance occured. 37.4% 

respondents (305 people) indicated sleep disturbances from 0 to 5 points. 

 
Table 4. Subjective assessment of health status compared to the period before the outbreak 
of COVID-19 (N = 812). 
 
 n (%) 
almost unchanged 634 (78,1) 
worse 129 (15,9) 
getting better 26 (3,2) 
much worse 23 (2,8) 

 
Table 5. Subjective assessment of sleep quality (N = 812). 
 
 n (%) 
0 – 2 90 (11) 
3 – 5 215 (26,4) 
6 – 8 246 (30,3) 
9 – 10 261 (32,4) 

 

 

3.4. Association of influence factors with anxiety and depressive symptoms in medical workers 

during COVID-19 outbreak 

The associations of potential influence factors with GAD and depressive symptoms in 

medical workers during COVID-19 outbreak were presented in Table 6. 

When using the PHQ-9 questionnaire, Cronbach's alpha was 0.875 (95% CI: 0.861–

0.887), while using GAD-7 it was 0.902 (95% CI: 0.889–0.913), thus we can conclude that the 

obtained results are reliable. 

In the univariate models, age, marital status, having children, education, оccupation and 

work in high-risk areas were associated with anxiety levels and the severity of symptoms of 

depression. So, higher levels of anxiety were characteristic of: young people (20 - 29 years old) 
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(20-25 years: OR=1.24, 95% CI: 0.83-1.86; 26-29 years:  OR=1.29, 95% CI: 0.87-1.92), who do 

not have children (OR=1.48, 95% CI: 1.15-1.90), have incomplete higher education (students) 

(OR=1.55, 95% CI: 0.85-2.83), working in areas with a high risk of infection (OR=1.48, 95% CI: 

1.16-1.90). Doctors and non-medical workers had approximately the same associations between 

the work performed and the level of anxiety. More pronounced symptoms of depression were 

associated with young age (20 - 29 years) (20-25 years: OR=1.56, 95% CI: 1.04-2.34; 26-29 

years:  OR=1.16, 95% CI: 0.79-1.71), absence of children (OR=1.83, 95% CI: 1.42-2.36), 

education (incomplete secondary (OR=1.42, 95% CI: 0.09-22.91), incomplete higher (OR=1.67, 

95% CI: 0.88-3.17), МА (OR=1.11, 95% CI: 0.40-3.08), performance in the health care system 

of work not related to the direct provision of medical care (non-medical workers) (OR=1.11, 

95% CI: 0.54-2.29), work in the zone of increased risk of infection (OR=1.5, 95% CI: 1.18-1.92). 

In the multivariate models, the above associations weakened but there was still statistical 

difference. In proportional odds models, it was found that old age (over 60) is statistically 

associated with lower levels of symptoms of anxiety (OR=0.37, 95% CI: 0.21-0.68) and 

depression (OR=0.31, 95% CI: 0.17-0.54). Gender was not associated with the outcomes studied. 

Work in high-risk areas of the infection is statistically significantly associated with high levels of 

symptoms of anxiety (OR=1.43, 95% CI: 1.10-1.84) and depression (OR=1.41, 95% CI: 1.09-

1.82). Age and work in areas with an increased risk of infection have been independent 

predictors of anxiety and depressive disorders. 

So, on the basis of multifactorial models of proportional chances, we can conclude that 

there is a higher risk of developing symptoms of anxiety and depression among young 

employees working directly in high-risk areas of the infection. 

 

Table 6. Estimates of the size of the effect (with corresponding 95% confidence 

intervals) obtained in one- and multi-factor proportional odds models (N = 812). 

 

 
GAD-7 PHQ-9 

pOR (CI) pORadj (CI) pOR (CI) pORadj (CI) 

Age 20-25 1,24 (0,83–1,86) 1,13 (0,67–1,88) 1,56 (1,04–2,34) 1,33 (0,79–2,23) 

26-29 1,29 (0,87–1,92) 1,15 (0,75–1,75) 1,16 (0,79–1,71) 1,02 (0,67–1,55) 

30-39 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 

40-49 0,91 (0,65–1,27) 0,96 (0,68–1,36) 0,70 (0,50–0,99) 0,71 (0,50–1,01) 

50-59 0,75 (0,51–1,11) 0,78 (0,52–1,16) 0,59 (0,40–0,87) 0,62 (0,42–0,93) 

60 and more 0,33 (0,19–0,59) 0,37 (0,21–0,68) 0,26 (0,15–0,45) 0,31 (0,17–0,54) 

Gender F 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 
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М 1,01 (0,75–1,37) 0,87 (0,63–1,19) 0,96 (0,71–1,29) 0,79 (0,58–1,09) 

 
 

married 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 

divorced 1,27 (0,83–1,95) 1,17 (0,75–1,80) 1,37 (0,89–2,11) 1,34 (0,87–2,07) 

single, not married 1,28 (0,93–1,76) 0,96 (0,64–1,43) 1,81 (1,32–2,49) 1,36 (0,91–2,04) 

widow / widower 0,24 (0,11–0,54) 0,41 (0,17–0,97) 0,17 (0,08–0,37) 0,30 (0,12–0,71) 

in relationship 1,20 (0,69–2,08) 0,85 (0,46–1,56) 1,39 (0,78–2,48) 1,04 (0,57–1,92) 

in a civil marriage 1,20 (0,72–2,00) 1,14 (0,67–1,96) 1,41 (0,84–2,35) 1,32 (0,77–2,26) 

Children Yes 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 

No 1,48 (1,15–1,90) 1,18 (0,81–1,71) 1,83 (1,42–2,36) 1,06 (0,72–1,57) 

Education incomplete secondary 0,20 (0,01–3,25) 0,16 (0,01–2,78) 1,42 (0,09–22,91) 0,77 (0,05–12,94) 

secondary 0,23 (0,06–0,93) 0,32 (0,06–1,61) 0,21 (0,04–1,08) 0,30 (0,05–1,82) 

college degree 0,48 (0,34–0,68) 0,55 (0,27–1,12) 0,49 (0,35–0,70) 0,48 (0,24–0,99) 

incomplete higher 1,55 (0,85–2,83) 1,42 (0,63–3,20) 1,67 (0,88–3,17) 1,03 (0,44–2,41) 

BA 0,48 (0,20–1,16) 0,40 (0,16–0,98) 0,83 (0,34–2,02) 0,70 (0,28–1,72) 

higher specialist 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 

MA 1,08 (0,40–2,93) 1,03 (0,40–2,68) 1,11 (0,40–3,08) 1,06 (0,40–2,75) 

PhD 0,81 (0,51–1,29) 0,91 (0,57–1,47) 0,71 (0,45–1,10) 0,91 (0,58–1,44) 

MD 0,68 (0,24–1,93) 1,06 (0,36–3,11) 0,78 (0,26–2,31) 1,28 (0,42–3,90) 

Occupation Non-medical worker 1,00 (0,50–1,99) 1,12 (0,54–2,29) 1,11 (0,54–2,29) 1,16 (0,54–2,48) 

Technical nurse 0,12 (0,03–0,49) 0,26 (0,05–1,30) 0,05 (0,01–0,27) 0,14 (0,02–0,90) 

Nurse 0,62 (0,45–0,87) 0,89 (0,44–1,81) 0,64 (0,46–0,89) 0,99 (0,49–2,01) 

Doctor 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 

Work in high 
risk areas 

No 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 

Yes 1,48 (1,16–1,90) 1,43 (1,10–1,84) 1,50 (1,18–1,92) 1,41 (1,09–1,82) 

Abbreviations: GAD-7, the 7-item Generalized Anxiety Disorder; PHQ-9, The 9-item Patient Health 

Questionnaire; OR, odds ratio; ORadj, adjusted odds ratio; 95% CI, 95% confidence interval. 

 
 
 
3.5. Psychological support needs for health professionals 

Table 7 and Table 8 provide data on the most optimal directions and options for 

supporting healthcare providers during a pandemic. In general, 87.4% of respondents said that 

psychological support is necessary for medical workers. The provision of personal protective 

equipment (69.2%), the optimization of the work and rest regime during the shift (58%), the 

support of management (52.7%) and relatives (51.1%) - these are the main areas (for more than 

50 percent of respondents) that reduce the psycho-emotional stress of medical workers during a 

pandemic. The most popular options for support were direct consultation with a specialist 

(psychologist, psychiatrist, psychotherapist) (38.8%), short group sessions before a shift with a 

psychologist (35.5%), sites and applications that help relieve stress and reduce anxiety (10.2%), 
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brochures/booklets with tips on how to relieve stress and reduce anxiety (4.7%), call a telephone 

hotline for psychological support (3.3%), organization of work and rest (1.8%). 

 

Table 7. The most optimal directions of assistance to medical workers to maintain 

their psychological state during a pandemic (N = 812). 

 n (%) 
Answers to choose from  
Personal protective equipment 562 (69,2) 
Optimization of the regime of work and rest during the 
work shift 

471 (58) 

Leadership support 428 (52,7) 
Support from loved ones  464 (51,1) 
Peer support 329 (40,5) 
The ability to isolate yourself from your loved ones in 
order to prevent infection 

310 (38,2) 

Organization of specialist assistance (psychologists, 
psychotherapists, psychiatrists) 

175 (21,6) 

Performing exercises to stabilize your psycho-emotional 
state 

154 (19) 

The ability to contact the telephone line for 
psychological support 

44 (5,4) 

Other ideas of respondents  
Material incentive 15 (1,85) 
Compensation in case of illness 1 (0,1) 
Legal support 1 (0,12) 
Decent attitude of society and patients 3 (0.37) 
Appeal to religion 2 (0,25) 
Removal of restrictive measures in connection with 
COVID-19 

2 (0,25) 

Clear algorithms of work 1 (0,12) 
 
 

Table 8. The most optimal psychological support options for medical workers 

providing care to patients with COVID-19 according to the medical workers themselves (N 

= 812). 

 n (%) 
Direct consultation of a specialist (psychologist, 
psychiatrist, psychotherapist) 

315 (38,8) 

Short-term group lessons before a shift with a 
psychologist 

287 (35,3) 

Sites and apps to relieve stress and reduce anxiety 83 (10,2) 
Brochures/booklets with tips on how to relieve stress 
and reduce anxiety 

38 (4,7) 

Psychological support telephone hotline 27 (3,3) 
Organization of work and rest 15 (1,8) 
Financial incentive 6 (0,7) 
Security 4 (0,5) 
Coronavirus information filtering 4 (0,5) 
I do not know 3 (0,37) 
Safety, Organization of work and rest 3 (0,37) 
Support from loved ones 3 (0,37) 
Support and communication with colleagues 3 (0,37) 
No answer 2 (0,25) 
Short-term individual lessons before the work shift 1 (0,12) 
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Group lessons after the shift 1 (0,12) 
Organization of places for psychological relief 1 (0,12) 
Community support 1 (0,12) 
Spa treatment at the expense of the employer 1 (0,12) 
Physical and respiratory practices, fasting days 1 (0,12) 
Appeal to the Church and Religion 1 (0,12) 
Other (reading, learning languages) 1 (0,12) 
 
 
Discussion 

 This is the first study in Russia regarding the mental health of healthcare providers during 

a pandemic. 812 respondents participated in the survey. Of the 812 responding participants, 641 

(79%) were doctors, 138 (17%) were nurses, 7 (0,9%) were technical nurses and 25 (3,1%) were 

non-medical workers. Most participants were women (658 [81%]), aged 20 to 49 years old (644 

[79,4%]), married (470 [57,9%]), had an educational level of higher specialist (545 [67,1%]) and 

334 (41,1%) workers were directly involved in assisting patients with  COVID-19. The overall 

prevalence of GAD (5 or more points on the GTD-7 scale) and depressive symptoms (5 or more 

points on the PHQ-9 scale) was 48.77% and 57.63% respectively. Higher rates of medium and 

high levels of anxiety were characteristic of younger people (in the range of 20–39 years old), 

while respondents over 50 years of age in most cases showed no or minimal level of anxiety. The 

vast majority of respondents from the group with mild symptoms of depression belonged to the 

age range of 20 - 39 years old; among respondents with severe symptoms were participants from 

the age groups of 20-25, 26-29, 50-59 years old. 37.4% of participants reported poor sleep 

quality. Age and work in areas with an increased risk of infection have been independent 

predictors of anxiety and depressive disorders. There is a higher risk of developing symptoms of 

anxiety and depression among young employees working directly in high-risk areas of the 

infection. The provision of personal protective equipment (69.2%), the optimization of the work 

and rest regime during the shift (58%), the support of management (52.7%) and relatives 

(51.1%) are the main areas that reduce the psycho-emotional stress of medical workers during a 

pandemic. The most popular options for support were direct consultation with a specialist 

(psychologist, psychiatrist, psychotherapist) (38.8%), short group sessions before a shift with a 

psychologist (35.5%), sites and applications that help relieve stress and reduce anxiety (10.2%), 

brochures/booklets with tips on how to relieve stress and reduce anxiety (4.7%), call a telephone 

hotline for psychological support (3.3%), organization of work and rest (1.8%). 

The results of this study are consistent with other studies of the mental health of medical 

workers during a pandemic in China and Italy. In our study, there was no significant difference in 

the prevalence of symptoms of anxiety and depression by gender, like in the study by Yun Chen 

et al. (2020) [27], while several other researchers have revealed such dependence [13,20]. Higher 
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levels of anxiety and depression were characteristic of young professionals working in areas of 

high risk of infection. Young age and high levels of anxiety and depression are indicated in other 

studies of the mental health of medical workers [20]. 

Obviously, medical workers need support for their mental health during periods of 

pandemics, when psycho-emotional stress increases significantly. The needs of healthcare 

providers must be considered in order to provide the most effective support. It is necessary to 

elaborate in detail the model of rendering, directions and algorithms of this assistance. 

One of the works illustrates the situation when a gap arises between the planned mental 

health services in a particular hospital and the actual needs of medical workers [2]. As a result, 

assistance directions were adjusted in accordance with requests. So, in our study, we have 

identified the basic needs and forms of support that will be most optimal for workers in the 

Russian healthcare system.  

In China, a national guide to emergency psychological intervention during the outbreak 

of COVID-19 was developed, in which a special role is given to assisting medical workers 

[4,18]. In Russia, the Ministry of Healthcare sent an official letter to the regions with 

recommendations on the organization of psychological and psychotherapeutic care in connection 

with the spread of the new coronavirus infection COVID-19 to the population of the Russian 

Federation, including medical workers (letter No. 28-3 / I / 2-6111 of 05/07/2020). The Union of 

Specialists for Mental Health has developed recommendations for medical workers who are 

under increased psycho-emotional stress during the COVID-19 pandemic [19]. 

At the same time, this area of assistance to healthcare system specialists remains 

insufficiently developed due to the lack of research in this area, in particular among Russian 

medical workers. Thus, this study, conducted among medical workers from different regions, is 

the first such study in the Russian Federation and shows that a rather large proportion of medical 

workers (especially young adults) involved in the COVID-19 pandemic have mental health 

problems. The directions and forms of support indicated by the respondents themselves are 

presented, which can help in the formation of an aid system now and in the future, in the event of 

similar situations. 

 
Conclusion 
 

 This is the first study in Russia regarding the mental health of medical workers during a 

pandemic. In this survey, the study of medical workers during pandemic COVID-19 in Russia 

reported high rates of symptoms of depression and anxiety. There is a higher risk of developing 

symptoms of anxiety and depression among young employees working directly in high-risk areas 

of the infection. Protecting medical workers is an important component of public health 
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measures for addressing the COVID-19 pandemic. Special measures to improve the mental 

health of medical workers should be based on their needs. Special attention needs to be paid to 

young medical workers working in areas with a high risk of infection. 

Limitations 

This study has several limitations. First, since the data and relevant analyses presented 

here were derived from a cross-sectional design, it is difficult to make causal inferences. 

Secondly, the study was limited to COVID-19 outbreak, and we used a web-based survey 

method to avoid contracting the infection during an offline mode. Hence, causing the sampling 

of our study was voluntary and conducted by online. Therefore, the possibility of selection bias 

should be considered. Thirdly, due to the sudden occurrence of the disaster, we were unable to 

assess an individual's psychological condition before the outbreak. 
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