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Abstract 

Background: In March 2020 the UK implemented the Coronavirus Job Retention Scheme (furlough) to 

minimize job losses. Our aim was to investigate associations between furlough and diet, physical activity, 

and sleep during the early stages of the pandemic.  

Methods: We analysed data from 25,092 participants aged 16 to 66 years from eight UK longitudinal 

studies. Changes in employment (including being furloughed) were defined by comparing employment 

status pre- and during the first lockdown. Health behaviours included fruit and vegetable consumption, 

physical activity, and sleeping patterns. Study-specific estimates obtained using modified Poisson 

regression, adjusting for socio-demographic characteristics and pre-pandemic health and health 

behaviours, were statistically pooled. Associations were also stratified by sex, age, and education.  

Findings: Across studies, between 8 and 25% of participants were furloughed. Compared to those who 

remained working, furloughed workers were slightly less likely to be physically inactive (RRR:0.85, 

[0.75-0.97], I2=58.7%) and did not differ in diet and sleep behaviours. In stratified analyses, furlough was 

associated with low fruit and vegetable consumption among males (RRR=1.11; 95%CI: 1.01-1.22; I2: 

0%) but not females (RRR=0.84; 95%CI: 0.68-1.04; I2: 65%). Considering change in behaviour, 

furloughed workers were more likely than those who remained working to report increased fruit and 

vegetable consumption, exercise, and hours of sleep.  

Interpretation: Those furloughed exhibited broadly similar levels of health behaviours with those who 

remained in employment during the initial stages of the pandemic. Social protection policies in the post-

pandemic recovery period and during future economic crises may help protect population health.  

Funding: Medical Research Council.  
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Introduction 

COVID-19 disease, social distancing measures and a series of lockdowns have affected the economy and 

employment rates in the United Kingdom (UK) and worldwide (1,2). The current pandemic has also 

resulted in health care disruptions and closures of some sectors of the economy including exercise 

facilities. This unique situation makes it difficult to predict the short and long-term effects of pandemic-

related unemployment on population health and health related behaviours.  

Social protection policies introduced during the pandemic may modify the health consequences of the 

COVID-19-related economic downturn. The UK Government launched their Coronavirus Job Retention 

Scheme (CJRS) in March 2020. The CJRS, widely referred to as ‘furlough’, provides employees unable 

to work due to the pandemic with 80% of pay (capped at £2,500 per month) (3). By March 2021, 11.4 

million employees (approximately 34% of those over 16 years in employment) had been furloughed 

through the CJRS and the number of people claiming unemployment-related benefits had increased by 1.4 

million from March 2020 (4). These economic changes have not affected all groups equally. Younger 

workers, low earners and women, were more likely to work in disrupted sectors, and therefore become 

unemployed or be furloughed (4,5).  

The relationship between government interventions, particularly those focused on mitigating the impact 

of lockdown and economic downturns via subsidised employment, and health is poorly understood. The 

CJRS may impact health through its influence on health behaviours. We aimed to investigate 

associations between changes in employment status (with a focus on the UK’s furlough scheme) 

during the early stages of the pandemic and health behaviours, namely diet, physical activity and 

sleep by conducting coordinated analyses of data from more than 25,000 participants in eight 

longitudinal studies. We hypothesised that associations differ by participant characteristics, 

therefore we also examined associations stratified by sex, education, and age. 

Methods: 

Participants  

The UK National Core Studies Longitudinal Health and Wellbeing initiative is drawing together data 

from multiple UK population-based longitudinal studies using coordinated analysis to answer priority 

pandemic-related questions. By conducting similar analyses within each study and pooling results in a 

meta-analysis, we can provide robust evidence to understand how the pandemic has impacted population 
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health and support efforts to mitigate its effects going forward. Data here were from eight long running 

UK population-based longitudinal studies which conducted surveys during the pandemic. Details of the 

design, sample frames, current age range, timing of the most recent pre-pandemic and COVID surveys, 

response rates, and sample size are in Supplementary Table S1. 

Five studies were age homogenous birth cohorts (where all individuals within each study were similar 

age): the Millennium Cohort Study (MCS); the index children from the Avon Longitudinal Study of 

Parents and Children (ALSPAC-G1); Next Steps (NS, formerly the Longitudinal Study of Young People 

in England); the 1970 British Cohort Study (BCS70); and the 1958 National Child Development Study 

(NCDS). Three age heterogeneous studies (each covering a range of age groups) were included: 

Understanding Society (USOC); the English Longitudinal Study of Ageing (ELSA); and Generation 

Scotland: the Scottish Family Health Study (GS). Finally, the parents of the ALSPAC-G1 cohort were 

treated as a fourth age heterogeneous study population (ALSPAC-G0). 

Analytical samples were restricted to working age participants, defined as those aged 16 to 66 (the current 

state pension age in the UK(6)), who had recorded at least one health behaviour outcome in a COVID-19 

survey and had valid data on all covariates. Each study was weighted to restore representativeness to its 

target population, accounting for sampling design and differential non-response (7). 

Measures  

Below we describe all variables in the analysis. Full details of the questions and coding used within each 

cohort are in Supplementary File 2.  

Exposure: Employment status change 

Employment status change (or stability) was coded in six categories based on the status both prior to the 

pandemic and at their first COVID-19 survey: stable employed (reference group); furloughed (i.e. from 

work to furlough); no longer employed (i.e. from employed to non-employed); became employed (i.e. 

from non-employed to employed); stable unemployed (i.e. unemployed at both points); and stable non-

employed (i.e. not available for employment at either point, including in education, early retirement, 

caring responsibilities, sick or disabled).  

Outcomes: Health behaviours  

We examined diet, physical activity, and sleep. Participants self-reported fruit and vegetable consumption 

(≤2 portions per day vs more portions (8)), time spent exercising (<3 days a week for 30 minutes or more 
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vs more frequent exercise within recommended levels (9)), and hours of sleep (outside the typical range 

of 6-9 hours vs within that range (10)) both during and pre-pandemic. However, this information, used for 

our main analyses, was only available in some studies (MCS, NS, BCS, NCDS, USOC), whereas others 

(ALSPAC, GS, ELSA) only had information on change since the start of the pandemic (see 

Supplementary File 2).  Based on these levels or on the information on changes in health behaviours since 

the start of the pandemic, we additionally created dichotomous outcomes indicating change from before 

to during the pandemic (in comparison to no change or change in the other direction): more portions of 

fruit/vegetables; fewer portions of fruit/vegetables; more time spent exercising; less time spent exercising; 

more hours of sleep; fewer hours of sleep; a shift from outside to within the typical sleep range of 6-9 

hours; and a shift from within to outside the typical sleep range of 6-9 hours. All information on 

behaviours during the pandemic was from surveys conducted between April and July 2020 (inclusive). 

Confounders and Moderators: 

Potential confounders included: sex; ethnicity (non-white ethnic minority vs white -including white ethnic 

minorities); age; education (degree vs no degree); UK nation (i.e. England, Wales, Scotland, Northern 

Ireland or other); household composition (based on presence of a spouse/partner and presence of 

children); pre-pandemic psychological distress; pre-pandemic self-rated health (excellent-good vs fair-

poor); and pre-pandemic health behaviour measures, where available. 

We examined modification of the associations by sex, education, and age in three categories: 16-29; 30-

49; and 50 years or more (with age-homogeneous cohorts included in the relevant band). 

Analysis  

Within each study, each outcome was regressed on employment status change, using a modified Poisson 

model with robust standard errors that returns risk ratios for ease of interpretation and to avoid issues 

related to non-collapsibility of odds ratios (11,12). After estimating unadjusted associations, confounder 

adjustment was performed in two steps. First, a “basic” adjustment including socio-demographic 

characteristics: age (only in age-heterogeneous studies), sex, ethnicity (except the BCS and NCDS 

cohorts which were nearly entirely white), education, UK nation (except ALSPAC, GS and ELSA which 

only had participants from a single country), and household composition. Second, a “full” adjustment 

additionally including pre-pandemic measures of: psychological distress, self-rated health, and health 

behaviours. Moderation by sex, age, and education was assessed with stratified regressions using “full” 

adjustment. 
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Both stages of adjustment are relevant because our exposure, employment change, incorporates pre-

pandemic employment status, which may have influenced other pre-pandemic characteristics such as 

mental health, self-rated health, and health behaviours (see supplementary Figure S8). By not controlling 

for these pre-pandemic characteristics, the basic adjusted risk ratios may represent both newly acquired 

behaviour and/or continuation of established (pre-pandemic) behaviour. In contrast, the full adjustment 

risk ratios block effects via these pre-pandemic characteristics and can therefore be interpreted as 

representing the differential change in health behaviour between exposure groups which is independent of 

these pre-pandemic characteristics. For the outcomes that directly capture changes in health behaviour, 

the full adjustment did not include pre-pandemic levels of the behaviour in question, as pre-pandemic 

levels of that behaviour are incorporated within the change outcome. This means that even full adjustment 

risk ratios estimated for these outcomes may partially reflect associations with pre-pandemic behaviour.   

The overall and stratified results from each study were pooled using a random effects meta-analysis with 

restricted maximum likelihood in Stata 16. Moderation was assessed by comparing the magnitude and 

confidence intervals of the pooled estimates from stratified models. Some studies could not contribute 

estimates for every comparison due to differences in the ages sampled, measures used, and sparsity of 

data. For a small number of exposure-outcome comparisons, reliable estimates could not be computed 

because the outcome prevalence was low (≤2). While such selective exclusion could potentially lead to 

bias, the low numbers of events mean that the corresponding within-study estimates would be so 

imprecise that their exclusion is unlikely to lead to considerable bias (see Supplementary File 3 for more 

details and sensitivity analyses showing that results were robust to different low cell count exclusion 

thresholds). We report heterogeneity using the I2 statistic: 0% indicates estimates were similar across 

studies, while values closer to 100% represent greater heterogeneity. While we could have undertaken 

multivariate meta-analysis of all exposure categories simultaneously, for ease of interpretation we instead 

conducted a series of univariate meta-analyses, bearing in mind the consistency of results from these 

approaches generally observed elsewhere (13,14). We performed a multivariate meta-analysis with one 

outcome in a subset of the studies as a sensitivity analysis, and differences from the individual univariate 

meta-analyses were negligible (results not shown).  

Results 

Analyses included 25,092 individuals from eight studies (see Supplementary Table S3 for demographic 

characteristics). Figure 1 shows employment status change during the first lockdown of the pandemic. 

Around six in 10 participants in NS, BCS, GS, USOC, and ALSPAC were employed prior to and during 

the initial stages of the pandemic, with the younger (MCS) and older studies (ELSA and NCDS) showing 
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lower levels of stable employment. Prevalence of furlough ranged between 8% (GS) and 25% (NS). 

Across most studies approximately 3% of participants were no longer employed during the pandemic (8% 

in ALSPAC G0). Stable unemployment ranged in prevalence between 1% (GS) and 9% (ALSPAC G0). 

Supplementary Table S4 shows how economic activity was patterned by education, sex, and age-groups, 

with furlough generally more common among younger, female and less educated participants and stable 

employment especially common among male, higher educated and middle-aged participants. There were 

no clear patterns across studies with regard to who was no longer employed during the pandemic. 

Table 1 shows the prevalence of health behaviours and changes in behaviour by study. Proportions 

reporting eating no more than 2 portions of fruit or vegetables per day and reporting three or less days a 

week with at least 30 minutes of exercise were similar both pre- and during the pandemic, whereas sleep 

outside of the typical range of 6-9 hours was more common during the pandemic in most studies (USOC 

was an exception). Nevertheless, changes in all three behaviours were common in both directions. In the 

four national birth cohorts (which used identical questions), more participants reported increasing their 

fruit and vegetable consumption and exercise than those who reported decreases, while reporting more 

hours of sleep and shifts to sleep outside the typical range, were more common than reporting fewer hours 

of sleep, or shifts from outside to within the typical range.  

Pooled Analysis 

Figure 2 shows meta-analysis estimates from unadjusted, basic adjusted, and fully adjusted models for 

levels of fruit and vegetable consumption, physical activity, and sleep during the pandemic. Given our 

primary interest in investigating health behaviours of those furloughed, no longer employed and stable 

unemployed compared to those in stable employment, we only present results for these groups (omitting 

those who became employed or were in stable non-employment). Figure 3 shows pooled estimates from 

fully adjusted models stratified by sex, education and age. Stratified estimates were largely consistent 

with the main results, though we highlight some differences below. Full details of the meta-analysis 

including overall and stratified estimates from each study are available in Supplementary File 3.  

Fruit and vegetable consumption 

Unadjusted estimates indicated lower fruit and vegetable consumption among those furloughed or in 

stable unemployment than among those in stable employment. These differences were robust to the basic 

adjustment, but were attenuated with full adjustment for pre-pandemic characteristics, suggesting that 

these associations are attributable to differences in dietary habits established prior to the pandemic. There 
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were no clear differences in diet between those in stable employment and those who were no longer 

employed during the pandemic. 

In stratified analyses, furlough was associated with lower fruit and vegetable consumption among men 

(RRR=1.11; 95%CI: 1.01-1.22; I2: 0%) but not women (RRR=0.84; 95%CI: 0.68-1.04; I2: 65%), and 

there were similar differences in estimates for those no longer employed and in stable unemployment (but 

CIs for male estimates crossed the null). Thus, there was some evidence for detrimental impacts of 

furlough on diet among men, even after accounting for pre-pandemic behaviours. 

Physical Activity 

Compared to stable employment, furlough was associated with lower risk of infrequent physical activity. 

In contrast, those no longer employed or in stable unemployment had higher risk of low physical activity 

(though confidence intervals only clearly differed from the null for those in stable unemployment). These 

associations were attenuated in the full adjustment models, so again likely reflect physical activity 

behaviours already established prior to the pandemic. Associations between infrequent exercise and stable 

unemployment were clearest among those with less than degree-level education (RRR=1.32; 95%CI: 

1.03-1.68; I2: 59%) and in the 30-49 year age group (RRR=1.49; 95%CI: 1.15-1.72; I2: 0%). 

Sleep 

All three groups, furloughed, no longer employed, and stable unemployment, were more likely than those 

in stable employment to have atypical sleep. These associations were partly attenuated in the basic 

adjustment and further attenuated in the full adjustment models, so were at least partially accounted for by 

pre-pandemic characteristics and behaviours. Estimates for sleep exhibited high heterogeneity with I2 

values largely over 80%, perhaps partly due to age differences between the samples (see below). 

The heightened risk of atypical sleep for those not in stable employment appeared to be largely 

concentrated at younger ages. For example, stable unemployment was associated with an RRR of 2.75 

(95%CI: 1.63-4.63; I2: 0%) in the 16-29 year age group, compared with 0.98 (95%CI: 0.53-1.80; I2: 61%) 

in the 50+ age group. Age patterning was similar for those no longer employed, and similar though less 

pronounced for furlough. Thus, in this youngest age group, even after adjusting for pre-pandemic 

characteristics, there was evidence that atypical sleep was associated with stable unemployment (see 

above for RRR) or being no longer employed (RRR=3.80; 95%CI: 2.35-6.15; single estimate from MCS), 

but there was not a clear association with furlough (RRR=1.39; 95%CI: 0.31-6.16; I2: 91%). The two 

studies that had provided estimates for furlough in this age group had shown very different findings 

(raised risk in MCS but lower risk in USOC). Evidence for an association between stable unemployment 
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and atypical sleep was also clearer among men (RRR=2.09; 95%CI: 1.04-4.20; I2: 71%) than women 

(RRR=1.31; 95%CI: 0.54-3.17; I2: 86%). 

Changes in Behaviour 

Pooled estimates for the outcomes indicating change in behaviour are presented in Supplementary Tables 

S5, S6 and S7. These analyses indicated that furlough was associated with increases in fruit and vegetable 

consumption, time spent exercising and hours of sleep relative to stable employment. Furlough was also 

associated with a higher likelihood of shifts both into and out of the typical 6-9 hour sleep range, which is 

probably due to the strong association with increased hours of sleep (which was present in all stratified 

analyses). These associations were robust to adjustment for other pre-pandemic characteristics, though, by 

the nature of change outcomes, may still partially represent pre-pandemic differences in each behaviour. 

Largely similar patterns were seen for: sleep among those no longer employed or in stable employment; 

and for physical activity among those no longer employed. 

Discussion 

We find evidence that being furloughed was somewhat protective against unhealthy behaviours. Those 

who were furloughed did not differ in fruit and vegetable consumption or sleep and had a lower 

likelihood of infrequent exercise compared to those who remained employed. Stratified analyses showed 

that furloughed men, but not women, had a higher likelihood of low fruit and vegetable consumption than 

those who remained employed. Those who remained unemployed had worse health behaviours relative to 

the stable employed, although these differences were largely due to pre-pandemic behaviours. Infrequent 

exercise was more common among the stable unemployed for those with no degree and those in the 30-49 

age group. Among 16-29 year olds, who were no longer employed or remained unemployed, there was a 

higher risk of atypical asleep. Men who remained unemployed were more likely to have atypical sleep 

than women.    

Previous studies on subsidised employment policies have shown beneficial effects (15). Evidence from 

Sweden (16) shows that individuals in subsidised employment occupied an intermediate position in terms 

of subjective well-being; they were better-off than unemployed individuals, but worse-off than those in 

regular employment. Here, we have only observed minor differences between those furloughed and those 

in stable employment, which may be due to the nature of the CJRS scheme and/or differences in the 

outcomes studied. Studies conducted since the Covid-19 pandemic have shown that for some, health 

behaviours improved while for others they declined (17,18), and our findings suggest that furlough may 

have, mainly, protected against the latter.   
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Unemployment has been shown to have detrimental effects on population health through various 

pathways including health-related behaviours (19–21). These health effects may be modified by the type 

of welfare state regime in place and related social protection policies (22). Employment is generally 

associated with good health (23), while job loss or unemployment are associated with deleterious health 

outcomes (24), especially among men and those in their early and middle careers (23). While we observed 

similar findings for those unemployed prior and during the pandemic, we did not replicate the detrimental 

impact of job loss. However, largely because of the furlough scheme, participants who were no longer 

working during the initial stages of the pandemic were rare (~3%) and formed a heterogenous group at 

the early stages of the pandemic, whereas job loss in non-pandemic times is generally characterised by 

disadvantaged socio-economic position.  

While research combining results from several UK prospective studies makes a clear contribution to 

understanding the impact of the furlough scheme, there are limitations that should be taken into account 

while interpreting our findings. Firstly, we were not able to achieve full harmonisation of measures across 

studies. By focusing on comparable measures we also limited our scope to explore other aspects of diet, 

physical activity or sleep (such as frequency of snacking, specific kinds of physical activity, or sleep 

quality). Furthermore, outcomes were only analysed during the initial stages of the pandemic (April-July 

2020) and relationships may change with subsequent changes to restrictions and growing economic 

uncertainty. Further research is needed to examine this as well as heterogeneity in the stable employed 

and furloughed groups in greater detail. 

Despite being embedded in long standing studies, surveys during the pandemic were selective. While we 

corrected for this using weights derived for each study, bias due to selective non-response cannot be 

excluded (25). Similarly, bias due to unmeasured confounding cannot be ruled out and could be 

influential considering the small magnitude of the risk ratios observed. For example, there may be 

unobserved differences between participants whose jobs were retained, versus those who experienced 

furlough or job loss. Our fully adjusted models account for differences in some key pre-pandemic 

characteristics among employment groups. However, it is possible that our results reflect other traits of 

these employment groups, for example, how workers in different industries or occupational classes are 

responding to the pandemic, rather than being effects of furlough specifically. Adjustment for pre-

pandemic characteristics may have induced bias if there were unobserved determinants of both pre-

pandemic characteristics and behaviour during the pandemic. However, we observed only minor 

differences between those furloughed and those who remained employed, therefore any bias due to 

unmeasured confounding is unlikely to change the interpretation of our findings.  
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Our analyses on outcomes of change in behaviour during the pandemic showed some differences from the 

main analyses. Specifically, they indicated that being furloughed was associated with increased fruit and 

vegetable consumption, hours of sleep and time spent exercising relative to maintaining stable 

employment. There may be several reasons for this: the change analyses included more studies, which 

implies a greater variability in measurement; these outcomes could have been picking up relatively minor 

changes in behaviour above or below the thresholds used in the main analyses and could still partially be 

reflecting effects of initial employment status on pre-pandemic diet, physical activity or sleep.    

 Despite the economic disruption of the pandemic and lockdown, participants who were no longer 

working during the initial stages of the pandemic were rare, while much higher proportions participated in 

the UK CJR furlough scheme. We found that those who were furloughed exhibited broadly similar levels 

of health behaviours to those who remained in employment and some evidence of less risk for infrequent 

exercise. Continuation of the UK CJR furlough scheme has the potential to mitigate some of the adverse 

consequences of the pandemic and may help to protect population health. Our evidence suggests that the 

UK furlough scheme may be an important component of policies aiming to mitigate the determinantal 

effects of economic downturns and prevent exacerbation of inequalities. 

 

 

Data sharing statement: All datasets included in this analysis have established data sharing processes, 

and for most included studies the anonymised datasets with corresponding documentation can be 

downloaded for use by researchers from the UK Data Service. We have detailed the exact processes for 

each dataset in Supplementary Table S2.   
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Table 1: Percent (and N) distribution of health behaviours and changes during the pandemic by study. 

 

 MCS NS BCS NCDS GS USOC ELSA ALSPAC 
G0 

ALSPAC 
G1 

 % (N) % (N)  % (N) % (N) % (N) % (N) % (N) % (N)  
Age range of participants 18-20 29-31 50 62 27-66 17-66 52-66 44-66 27-29 
          

Diet          
Pre-pandemic: ≤ 2 portions of 

fruit & vegetables, % (n)  
39  

(657) 
27.8  
(384) 

24.9 
(673) 

22.4  
(853) 

NA 
 

26.5 
(1070) 

NA NA NA 

During pandemic:  ≤ 2 portions 
of fruit & vegetables, % (n)  

33.3  
(564) 

26.1  
(393) 

25.3  
(676) 

21.9  
(808) 

NA 29.3  
(1271) 

NA NA NA 

Eating fewer portions of fruit & 
vegetables, % (n) 

17.1  
(365) 

15.2  
(282) 

14.9  
(450) 

10.9  
(419) 

NA 48.2  
(2823) 

NA NA NA 

Eating more portions of fruit & 
vegetables, % (n)  

32  
(651) 

21.5  
(344) 

17.2  
(528) 

14.6  
(655) 

NA 42.2  
(2596) 

NA NA NA 

          

Physical Activity (PA)          
Pre-pandemic: ≤ 3 days a week 
of at least 30m exercise, % (n)  

43.4  
(885) 

46.9  
(704) 

43.5  
(1319) 

41.5  
(1744) 

22.7  
(594) 

21.2  
(1181) 

NA NA NA 

During pandemic: ≤ 3 days a 
week of at least 30m exercise, 

% (n) 

42.9  
(803) 

44.5  
(677) 

38.4  
(1099) 

39.9  
(1588) 

26.3  
(608) 

20.3  
(994) 

NA NA NA 

Less PA/fewer days of +30m 
exercise 

33.6  
(622) 

29.7  
(445) 

20.5  
(624) 

18.2  
(787) 

31.7  
(804) 

49.3  
(2824) 

36.0 
(869) 

33.5  
(693) 

38.5 
(491) 

More PA/days of at least 30m 
exercise, % (n) 

37.8  
(750) 

35.4  
(544) 

31.6  
(1074) 

26.8  
(1232) 

23.4  
(658) 

47.4  
(3056) 

23.3 
(563) 

44.4  
(919) 

42.5 
(542) 

          

Sleep          
Pre-pandemic: # hours/day, 

mean (95% CI) 
7.48 

[7.38-
7.58] 

7.13 
[7.04-
7.21] 

6.88 
 [6.82- 
6.95] 

6.93  
[6.87-
6.99] 

7.09  
[7.04-
7.13] 

6.82  
[6.77-
6.88] 

NA NA NA 

During pandemic: # hours/day, 8.12  7.41  6.98   6.99  7.10 7.01 NA NA NA 
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mean (95% CI) [7.99-
8.25] 

[7.29-
7.54] 

[6.90-
7.06] 

[6.92-
7.07] 

[7.05-
7.15] 

[6.95-
7.07] 

Pre-pandemic: <6 or 9+ hours a 
night, % (n) 

12.0  
(223) 

6.8  
(107) 

10.3  
(229) 

10.2  
(323) 

9.3  
(243) 

14.6  
(740) 

NA NA NA 

During pandemic:  <6 or 9+ 
hours a night, % (n) 

29.9  
(569) 

15.9  
(231) 

17.1  
(430) 

16.3  
(540) 

13.5  
(347) 

12.2  
(673) 

NA NA NA 

From 6/9h a night to outside 
typical range, % (n) 

24.6  
(465) 

12.0  
(171) 

9.6  
(276) 

7.8  
(287) 

9.0  
(235) 

5.4  
(321) 

NA NA NA 

From outside typical range to 
6/9h a night, % (n) 

6.6  
(118) 

2.8  
(47) 

2.7  
(74) 

1.5  
(68) 

5.9  
(171) 

7.6  
(370) 

NA NA NA 

Sleeps less than before, % (n) 23  
(403) 

22 
(335) 

19.6  
(614) 

16.7 
(623) 

21.4  
(532) 

30.8  
(1903) 

25.6 
(618) 

20.9 
(432) 

22.0 
(280) 

Sleeps more than before, % (n) 54.1 
(1093) 

36.3  
(543) 

27.6  
(879) 

21.7  
(937) 

22.1  
(599) 

44.6  
(2482) 

10.3 
(249) 

21.2 
(439) 

36.3 
(462) 

          

N participants 1924 1493 3050 4195 2618 6051 2417 2071 1273 
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Figure legends 

Figure 1: Percent distribution of change in employment status during the pandemic by study.  

Sources: MCS (2020); NS (2020); BCS (2020); NCDS (2020); GS(2020); USoc (2020); ELSA (2020); 

ALSPAC (2020). The values in bracket next to each study represent the age range of participants at the 

time of data collection. Weighted data analyses. Analysis for GS, USOC, and ELSA restricted to 

participants aged 66 and younger. For more information about the questions asked in each dataset to 

derive changes in economic activity, please see the Supplementary File 2. 

Figure 2: Associations between changes in employment status during the pandemic and health behaviours 
in pooled analyses across eight UK longitudinal studies 

Basic’ adjustment includes age, sex, ethnicity, education, UK nation, and household composition. ‘Full’ 
adjustment additionally includes pre-pandemic measures of mental health, self-rated health, diet, exercise 
and sleep. 

 

Figure 3: Associations between economic activity during the pandemic and health behaviours, stratified 
by age, sex and educational attainment 

*No I2 value as only one study was able to provide an estimate. 
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Furloughed (vs Stable Employed) No Longer Employed (vs Stable Employed) Stable Unemployed (vs Stable Employed)
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Sleep outside normal range (6−9 hours)

Less than 3 days with 30+m exercise

Less than 2 portions of fruit/veg per day
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Age 30−49 years
Age 16−29 years
No Degree
Degree
Male
Female
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