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Abstract 41 

Objective: This study examined the relationship between worry about COVID-19 42 

infection in general, in the workplace and while commuting to work and psychological 43 

distress in the midst of a rapid outbreak of COVID-19 in Japan. 44 

Methods: This cross-sectional, internet monitor study was conducted on December 22–45 

26, 2020. Subjects were collected from throughout Japan. Out of a total of 33,302 46 

participants, 26,841 people were included in the study after removing those providing 47 

fraudulent responses. The subjects were asked single-item questions about whether they 48 

were worried about COVID-19 infection in general, at work and while commuting to 49 

work. Kessler 6 (K6) was used to assess psychological distress. The odds ratios (ORs) 50 

of psychological distress associated with worry about infection were estimated using a 51 

multilevel logistic model nested in the prefecture of residence, with adjustment for sex, 52 

age, education, equivalent household income, occupation, number of business 53 

establishments, smoking status, alcohol consumption, frequency of telecommuting, use 54 

of public transportation, perceived assessment of workplace infection control efforts, 55 

presence of infection among acquaintances, and experience of being a close contact. 56 

Psychological distress was defined as a K6 score of 5 or higher and 13 or higher. 57 

Results: Multivariate analysis showed that the OR of severe psychological distress 58 
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associated with general worry about COVID-19 infection was 1.10 (95% CI 1.00–1.22). 59 

The OR was significantly higher in association with worry about infection in the 60 

workplace at 1.71 (95%CI 1.53–1.92) and worry about infection while commuting at 61 

1.49 (95%CI 1.32–1.67). 62 

Conclusions: The present study suggests the need for psychological intervention to 63 

reduce worry about infection in response to public mental health challenges associated 64 

with the COVID-19 pandemic. 65 

 66 

Keywords: Anxiety, COVID-19, Japan, Occupational Health, Psychological Distress 67 
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Introduction 69 

Mental health problems associated with the COVID-19 pandemic are an 70 

emerging public health issue1. Outbreaks increase generalized fear, community anxiety, 71 

and panic symptoms2,3. Previous studies have reported a higher prevalence of 72 

psychological symptoms such as depression and anxiety among individuals who 73 

experienced lockdown during the COVID-19 pandemic 1,4–7  74 

 Containment measures against pandemics like COVID-19 have a strong impact 75 

on individuals’ daily lives and psychological well-being8. “A new normal” of avoiding 76 

the “three Cs” (crowded places, close-contact settings, and confined and enclosed 77 

spaces) has been recommended as an effective countermeasure against infection8. 78 

However, such measures also distance people from each other, which can lead to 79 

decreased communication and socializing. In addition, COVID-19 has also brought 80 

about economic recession and job insecurity. Together, these effects are thought to have 81 

contributed to an increase in loneliness, worry, fear, anxiety, and stress among 82 

individuals. 83 

In situations like the current pandemic, worry of infection is a common feeling 84 

among the majority of the population, given that various aspects of daily life pose 85 

potential risk of infection. An increase in infections can trigger psychological symptoms 86 
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such as generalized fear and widespread community anxiety2,3. Psychological symptoms 87 

such as persistent worrying, feeling overwhelmed by emotions, restlessness and 88 

irritability emerge within the population in the form of anxiety, panic attacks, 89 

depression and suicide9,10. Worry of infection is an early sign of psychological distress. 90 

For workers, the workplace and commuting are considered particularly risky 91 

opportunities for infection. For this reason, most workplaces are taking various infection 92 

control measures, including limiting the number of visitors, restricting business trips, 93 

encouraging telecommuting, ensuring sufficient office ventilation, and installing 94 

partitions in customer-facing spaces. However, some workplaces are not taking 95 

sufficient recommended measures for business reasons or due to cost. Naturally, 96 

infection control efforts in the workplace influence workers’ worry of infection. A 97 

previous study reported that intensive workplace measures against COVID-19 are 98 

associated with lower psychological distress among employees 11. 99 

Therefore, we hypothesized that worry of infection in the workplace and while 100 

commuting affect the psychological distress of workers. In this study, we examined the 101 

relationship between workers’ worry about infection and psychological distress in the 102 

midst of a rapid outbreak of COVID-19 in Japan.  103 
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Method 104 

Study design and subjects 105 

This cross-sectional, internet monitor study was conducted on December 22–26, 106 

2020, when Japan experienced its third wave of COVID-19 infection. Details of the 107 

protocol of this survey are reported elsewhere12. Briefly, data were collected from 108 

workers who had employment contracts at the time of the survey and were selected 109 

based on prefecture, job type, and sex. Out of a total of 33,302 participants in the 110 

survey, 27,036 were included in the study after removing those who provided fraudulent 111 

responses. After further excluding 195 individuals who indicated in the survey that they 112 

had already been infected with COVID-19, a total of 26,841 individuals (13,713 males 113 

and 13,128 females) were included in the current analysis. This study was approved by 114 

the ethics committee of the University of Occupational and Environmental Health, 115 

Japan（reference No. R2-079）. Informed consent was obtained in the form of the 116 

website. 117 

  118 

Assessment of worry about COVID-19 infection 119 

Three single-item questions were used to determine whether or not the subjects 120 

were worried about infection. One question inquired about general worry of COVID-19 121 
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infection, while the other two were situation dependent, inquiring about worry of 122 

infection at work and while commuting to work. The questions were, “Are you worried 123 

about being infected with COVID-19?” “Are you worried about being infected while 124 

working at your workplace?” and “Are you worried about being infected while 125 

commuting to work?” The participants responded “yes” or “no” to the questions. 126 

 127 

Assessment of psychological distress 128 

Kessler 6 (K6) was used to assess psychological distress13. The validity of the 129 

Japanese version of the K6 has been confirmed14. In the present study, a K6 score of 5 130 

or higher was used as the cutoff for mild psychological distress, and a score of 13 or 131 

higher as the cutoff for severe psychological distress. 132 

 133 

Other covariates 134 

The following survey items were considered confounding factors: age, sex, 135 

marital status (married, unmarried, bereaved/divorced), occupation (mainly desk work, 136 

jobs mainly involving interpersonal communication, and mainly labor), number of 137 

employees, educational background, equivalent income (household income divided by 138 

the square root of household size), smoking status, alcohol consumption, frequency of 139 
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telecommuting, and use of public transportation when commuting. The questionnaire 140 

also asked the following questions: “Have you been a close contact of someone infected 141 

with COVID-19?” and “Do you know of anyone close to you (friends or family) who 142 

has been infected with COVID-19?” 143 

The questionnaire also asked the participants to rate their company's infection 144 

control measures using the question “Do you think your company has taken adequate 145 

infection control measures for its employees?” Participants responded on a four-point 146 

scale: “yes,” “somewhat,” “not really,” “no.” 147 

In addition, the cumulative incidence rate of COVID-19 infection one month 148 

prior to conduct of the survey in the prefectures of residence was used as a 149 

community-level variable. Information was collected from the websites of public 150 

institutions. 151 

 152 

Statistical analysis 153 

The odds ratios (ORs) of psychological distress associated with worry about 154 

infection were estimated using a multilevel logistic model nested in the prefectures of 155 

residence. Psychological distress was defined as a K6 score of 5 or higher and 13 or 156 

higher. 157 
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The multivariate model was adjusted for sex, age, education, equivalent 158 

household income, occupation, number of business establishments, smoking status, 159 

alcohol consumption, frequency of telecommuting, use of public transportation when 160 

commuting, perceived assessment of workplace infection control efforts, presence of 161 

infection among acquaintances, and experience of being a close contact. The incidence 162 

rate of COVID-19 by prefecture was also used as a prefecture-level variable. 163 

We further estimated the multivariate ORs of psychological distress associated 164 

with use of public transportation, with adjustment for all factors except worry about 165 

infection during commuting, because adjusting for worry about infection would be an 166 

over-adjustment. 167 

 A p value less than .05 was considered statistically significant. All analyses 168 

were conducted using Stata (Stata Statistical Software: Release 16; StataCorp LLC, TX, 169 

USA). 170 

  171 
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Results 172 

  Table 1 shows the characteristics of the subjects according to their worries about 173 

infection. A total of 75% of the participants were worried about infection. While 50% of 174 

participants were worried about being infected in the workplace, 32% were worried 175 

about being infected while commuting to work. Women were more worried about 176 

infection than men. There were no substantial differences in income, educational 177 

background, or lifestyle by worry about COVID-19 infection in general, while at work, 178 

or while commuting. Participants who indicated that they worried about infection in the 179 

workplace and while commuting shared similar characteristics. 180 

   Table 2 shows the ORs of psychological distress. In the age-adjusted model for 181 

moderate psychological distress defined by a K6 score of 5 or higher, general worry 182 

about COVID-19 infection (OR=1.29, 95%CI 1.22–1.37), worry about infection at work 183 

(OR=1.79, 95%CI 1.70–1.88), and worry about infection while commuting (OR=1.64, 184 

95%CI 1.55–1.73) all showed significant associations with psychological distress. 185 

Multivariate analysis showed that the OR of moderate psychological distress associated 186 

with general worry about COVID-19 infection was 0.97 (95% CI 0.91–1.04). The ORs 187 

were significantly higher in association with worry about infection in the workplace at 188 

1.57 (95%CI 1.57–1.48) and worry about infection while commuting at 1.49 (95%CI 189 
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1.38–1.60). 190 

 The sex- and age-adjusted OR of severe psychological distress, defined by a 191 

K6 score of 13 or higher, associated with general worry about COVID-19 infection was 192 

1.05 (95%CI 0.95–1.15). ORs were significantly higher in association with worry about 193 

infection in the workplace (OR=1.76, 95%CI 1.61–1.92) and worry about infection 194 

while commuting (OR=1.65, 95%CI 1.51–1.80). Multivariate analysis of severe 195 

psychological distress showed similar results. 196 

We also examined situations we predicted could enhance worry. Being in close 197 

contact with an infected person increased the ORs of severe psychological distress; 198 

however, having acquaintances who had been infected was not significantly associated 199 

with severe psychological distress. The OR of severe psychological distress associated 200 

with using public transportation for commuting to work was 1.25 (95%CI 1.25–1.39). 201 

 202 

  203 
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Discussion 204 

This study showed that while general worry about COVID-19 infection was not 205 

associated with psychological distress, worry about infection at work and while 206 

commuting were associated with moderate and severe psychological distress. 207 

The spread of COVID-19 infection is causing people to worry about infection in 208 

a number of everyday situations. In the present study, 75% of participants were worried 209 

about infection, suggesting that COVID-19 infection is a major source of public stress. 210 

However, in this situation, worrying about infection is not unhealthy, but rather, a 211 

natural reaction to current events. Such worry about infection may lead to preventive 212 

behaviors15–17. In this situation, we found that having general worry about COVID-19 213 

infection did not lead to psychological distress.  214 

However, our study indicates that certain everyday situations, such as working 215 

in the workplace and commuting to work, are particularly worrisome in relation to 216 

infection. We found that worry about infection at work was associated with moderate 217 

and severe psychological distress. There are many opportunities in the workplace for 218 

direct contact with others, such as while communicating with colleagues and providing 219 

services to customers, and for indirect contact with people through objects. 220 

Additionally, in places like offices, workers share a relatively small space. Thus, the 221 
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fact that individuals have limited control over maintaining the recommended three Cs 222 

strategy for infection prevention at work can be a major cause of stress. 223 

The present study also showed that worry about infection during commuting was 224 

associated with moderate and severe psychological distress. Commuting to work is 225 

considered one way in which risk of infection can increase18, because individuals come 226 

into contact with an unspecified number of people, are unable to maintain social 227 

distancing, and are present in a space that feels relatively enclosed, such as a bus or 228 

train. In fact, 47% of participants who were worried about infection while commuting 229 

experienced moderate psychological distress, and 23% experienced severe 230 

psychological distress. These results suggest that reducing worries about infection in the 231 

workplace and during commuting is important for reducing public mental health issues 232 

caused by COVID-1919. 233 

However, our findings also suggest the difficulty of reducing psychological 234 

distress due to worry about infection. We found that worries about infection in the 235 

workplace and while commuting to work were associated with psychological distress 236 

even after adjusting for assessment of adequate infection control measures in the 237 

workplace and use of public transportation. This suggests that workers worry regardless 238 

of whether or not they use public transportation to commute to work or have adequate 239 
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infection prevention measures installed in their workplace, and that these worries are 240 

related to psychological distress. In fact, 38% of those who were worried about their 241 

commute did not use public transportation. While we found that public transportation 242 

use was associated with psychological distress, this association disappeared after 243 

adjusting for general worry about COVID-19 infection. This finding supports the idea 244 

that worry, rather than facts, is associated with psychological distress. Worry about 245 

infection is not only based on rational judgment, but is also an intuitive feeling. 246 

Therefore, to reduce excessive worry about infection and the resulting psychological 247 

distress, it is necessary to both promote infection prevention measures and adjust 248 

individuals’ perception of their worries. Cognitive-behavioral therapy is considered an 249 

effective method for such a purpose20. 250 

Limitations of this study warrant mention. First, the generalizability of the 251 

results is uncertain because this study was conducted through internet monitors. 252 

However, we attempted to reduce as much bias in the target population as possible by 253 

sampling according to region, job type, and prefecture based on the infection incidence 254 

rate. Second, the study asked simple questions about individuals’ worries about 255 

infection, and was not intended to diagnose psychiatric symptoms or psychiatric 256 

illnesses. Participants who indicated that they were worried may also exhibit psychiatric 257 
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symptoms, such as anxiety, depression, and panic; however, distinguishing these 258 

symptoms was outside the scope of this study. Third, worry about infection in the 259 

workplace is thought to be greatly influenced by the type of job and the environment in 260 

which one works. Health care workers are a typical example of a population that is at 261 

high risk of infection and are more likely to experience psychological distress10. In this 262 

study, we only adjusted for simple variables such as job type (desk work and physical 263 

work) and the number of employees in the workplace. Fourth, because this was a 264 

cross-sectional study, the temporal relationship between worry about infection and 265 

psychological distress is unclear. Excessive anxiety and depression may be symptoms 266 

of psychological distress. Previous studies have shown that people with a history of 267 

psychiatric disorders are more anxious and show greater psychological distress during 268 

the COVID-19 pandemic21. However, because it is easier to confirm feelings of worry 269 

than to make a psychiatric diagnosis, we believe that it is useful to identify the presence 270 

of worry among workers for determining health status. 271 

 In conclusion, while general worry about infection was not associated with 272 

psychological distress, worry about infection in specific situations such as in the 273 

workplace and while commuting was associated with moderate and severe 274 

psychological distress. These worries and the associated psychological and emotional 275 
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responses may not be mediated by actual infection control measures taken in the 276 

workplace or use of public transportation. The results of this study suggest the need for 277 

psychological approaches to reduce worries about infection in response to the mental 278 

health challenges associated with the COVID-19 pandemic.  279 

  280 
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No Yes No Yes No Yes
Number of subjects 6967 19874 13323 13518 18091 8750
Age, mean (SD) 47.0 (10.3) 47.0 (10.6) 48.3 (10.2) 45.8 (10.7) 47.4 (10.4) 46.2 (10.8)
Sex, male 4099 (58.8%) 9614 (48.4%) 7819 (58.7%) 5894 (43.6%) 9551 (52.8%) 4162 (47.6%)
Marriage status, married 3702 (53.1%) 11207 (56.4%) 7519 (56.4%) 7390 (54.7%) 10196 (56.4%) 4713 (53.9%)

Job type
Mainly  desk work 3402 (48.8%) 9970 (50.2%) 7257 (54.5%) 6115 (45.2%) 8594 (47.5%) 4778 (54.6%)

Jobs  mainly  involving
interpersonal  communi-cation

1707 (24.5%) 5163 (26.0%) 2856 (21.4%) 4014 (29.7%) 4570 (25.3%) 2300 (26.3%)

Mainly  labor 1858 (26.7%) 4741 (23.9%) 3210 (24.1%) 3389 (25.1%) 4927 (27.2%) 1672 (19.1%)
Equivalent income (million JPY)

50-249 1612 (23.1%) 4061 (20.4%) 2920 (21.9%) 2753 (20.4%) 4013 (22.2%) 1660 (19.0%)
250-374 1897 (27.2%) 5607 (28.2%) 3578 (26.9%) 3926 (29.0%) 5128 (28.3%) 2376 (27.2%)
375-489 1565 (22.5%) 5013 (25.2%) 3170 (23.8%) 3408 (25.2%) 4426 (24.5%) 2152 (24.6%)
≥490 1893 (27.2%) 5193 (26.1%) 3655 (27.4%) 3431 (25.4%) 4524 (25.0%) 2562 (29.3%)

Educational background
Junior high 115 (1.7%) 252 (1.3%) 205 (1.5%) 162 (1.2%) 273 (1.5%) 94 (1.1%)
High school 1892 (27.2%) 5018 (25.2%) 3599 (27.0%) 3311 (24.5%) 5113 (28.3%) 1797 (20.5%)

University, graduate school,
vocational school, junior college

4960 (71.2%) 14604 (73.5%) 9519 (71.4%) 10045 (74.3%) 12705 (70.2%) 6859 (78.4%)

Current smoker 1818 (26.1%) 5136 (25.8%) 3560 (26.7%) 3394 (25.1%) 4807 (26.6%) 2147 (24.5%)
Alcohol consumption

6 to 7 days per week 1523 (21.9%) 4092 (20.6%) 3089 (23.2%) 2526 (18.7%) 3932 (21.7%) 1683 (19.2%)
4 to 5 days per week 530 (7.6%) 1513 (7.6%) 1012 (7.6%) 1031 (7.6%) 1309 (7.2%) 734 (8.4%)
2 to 3 days per week 826 (11.9%) 2420 (12.2%) 1635 (12.3%) 1611 (11.9%) 2127 (11.8%) 1119 (12.8%)
Less than 1 day per week 1106 (15.9%) 3417 (17.2%) 2117 (15.9%) 2406 (17.8%) 2960 (16.4%) 1563 (17.9%)
Almost none 2982 (42.8%) 8432 (42.4%) 5470 (41.1%) 5944 (44.0%) 7763 (42.9%) 3651 (41.7%)

 Number of employees in the workplace
1-29 1736 (24.9%) 4386 (22.1%) 3927 (29.5%) 2195 (16.2%) 4615 (25.5%) 1507 (17.2%)
30-99 1768 (25.4%) 5126 (25.8%) 3245 (24.4%) 3649 (27.0%) 4893 (27.0%) 2001 (22.9%)
100-999 1725 (24.8%) 5375 (27.0%) 3095 (23.2%) 4005 (29.6%) 4640 (25.6%) 2460 (28.1%)
≤1000 1738 (24.9%) 4987 (25.1%) 3056 (22.9%) 3669 (27.1%) 3943 (21.8%) 2782 (31.8%)

Experience of being a close contact 56 (0.8%) 148 (0.7%) 79 (0.6%) 125 (0.9%) 122 (0.7%) 82 (0.9%)

Presence of infection among
acquaintances

364 (5.2%) 1778 (8.9%) 855 (6.4%) 1287 (9.5%) 1248 (6.9%) 894 (10.2%)

Use of public transportation for
commuting

1358 (19.5%) 5884 (29.6%) 2730 (20.5%) 4512 (33.4%) 1761 (9.7%) 5481 (62.6%)

General worry about infection 0 (0.0%)  19874 (100.0%)   7221 (54.2%)     12653 (93.6%)     11895 (65.8%)    7979 (91.2%) 
Worry about infection at work   865 (12.4%)     12653 (63.7%)   0 (0.0%) 13518 (100.0%)   6568 (36.3%)     6950 (79.4%)   
Worry about infection while commuting  771 (11.1%)     7979 (40.1%)     1800 (13.5%)     6950 (51.4%)    0 (0.0%) 8750 (100.0%)
Moderate psychological distress (K6≥5)   2447 (35.1%) 8240 (41.5%)    4264 (32.0%) 6423 (47.5%)  6516 (36.0%)  4171 (47.7%)   
Severe psychological distress (K6≥13)   605 (8.7%) 1814 (9.1%)  860 (6.5%) 1559 (11.5%)    2926 (16.2%) 2047 (23.4%)  

1

Worry about infection Worry about infection at work Worry about infection while commuting
Table 1. The characteristics of the subjects according to their worries about infection.
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OR p OR p OR p OR p
General worry about infection 1.29 1.22 1.37 <0.001 0.97 0.91 1.04 0.412 1.05 0.95 1.15 0.365 1.10 1.00 1.22 0.060
Worry about infection at work 1.79 1.70 1.88 <0.001 1.57 1.48 1.68 <0.001 1.76 1.61 1.92 <0.001 1.71 1.53 1.92 <0.001
Worry about infection during commuting 1.64 1.55 1.73 <0.001 1.49 1.38 1.60 <0.001 1.65 1.51 1.80 <0.001 1.49 1.32 1.67 <0.001

Experience of being a close contact 1.42 1.08 1.89 0.014 1.47 1.10 1.97 0.010 1.45 0.96 2.19 0.074 1.57 1.02 2.41 0.039
Presence of infection among acquaintances 1.07 0.97 1.17 0.163 1.06 0.96 1.16 0.271 0.97 0.83 1.14 0.730 0.97 0.82 1.14 0.689
Use of public transportation for commuting 1.11 1.04 1.17 0.001 0.86 0.80 0.93 <0.001 1.18 1.07 1.31 0.001 0.94 0.83 1.06 0.336

1.15** 1.08 1.23 <0.001 1.25** 1.12 1.39 <0.001

"Do you think your company has taken adequate
infection control measures for its employees?"

Yes
Somewhat 1.23 1.14 1.31 <0.001 1.23 1.14 1.32 <0.001 0.90 0.79 1.01 0.080 0.86 0.76 0.98 0.022
Not really 1.99 1.83 2.16 <0.001 1.93 1.77 2.10 <0.001 1.48 1.29 1.71 <0.001 1.35 1.17 1.56 <0.001
No 2.70 2.44 2.98 <0.001 2.50 2.25 2.77 <0.001 3.21 2.78 3.70 <0.001 2.74 2.36 3.18 <0.001

* The multivariate model included sex, age, education, equivalent household income, occupation, number of business establishments, smoking status, alcohol consumption, frequency
of telecommuting, and use of public transportation when commuting, perceived assessment of workplace infection control efforts, presence of infection among acquaintances, and
experience of being a close contact. The incidence rate of COVID-19 by prefecture was also used as a prefecture-level variable
** ORs were derived from the multivariate model without worry about infection at work and while commuting.

OR of moderate psychological distress (K6≥5) OR of severe psychological distress (K6≥13)
Table 2. Associations of worry about infection and psychological distress

Age-sex adjusted Multivariate* Age-sex adjusted Multivariate*
95% CI 95% CI 95% CI 95% CI
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