medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.20.21263837; this version posted September 22, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC 4.0 International license .

Social relationships and activities following elimination of SARS-CoV-2:
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Abstract

Objectives

To investigate how successfully SARS-CoV -2 elimination strategies fulfil their promise of
allowing areturn to a‘normal’ social life, and to identify obstacles and challenges that may
inhibit the realisation of this goal.

Design
Qualitative cross-sectional survey.

Setting
New Zealand community cohort.

Participants

1040 respondents entered the study (18-90 years, M = 48.18.11, SD = 15.52, 76% women).
966 completed the questions relevant to this article. Participants were recruited viaonline
advertisement campaigns designed to maximise variation in the sample as far as practicably
possible.

Main outcome measures
Thematic analysis of participants' narratives.

Results

A magjority of participants reported that the elimination of SARS-CoV -2 had alowed their
life to go back to being ‘more or less the same’ as before the pandemic. A small number
indicated the pandemic had inspired them to become more social following elimination.
Nevertheless, a sizeable minority of respondents reported being less social, even many
months after SARS-CoV -2 had been eliminated. This was often because of fears that the
virus might be circulating undetected, or because the March-May 2020 lockdown had led to
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changes in relationships and personal habits that were not easily reversed. Becoming less
social was associated with having an underlying health condition that heightened one’s
vulnerability to COVID-19 (p = 0.00005) and older age (p = 0.007).

Conclusions

Elimination strategies can successfully allow the public to return to a pre-pandemic ‘normal’
— or reinvent and improve their social lives should they wish. However, such outcomes are
not inevitable. Re-establishing social connections after elimination can sometimes be a
challenging process, with which people may need support. Plans for providing such support
should be an integral part of elimination strategies.

Keywords: COVID-19; elimination; health policy; pandemic response; New Zealand; social
isolation; socia recovery
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I ntroduction

Since the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic, politicians and public health experts have
disagreed over how to respond to outbreaks of SARS-CoV-2. With few prepared to let the
virus spread unimpeded, debate centres on the respective merits of mitigation and elimination
strategies. In mitigation, the virus continuesto circulate at reduced levels, due to non-
pharmaceutical interventions (NPIs), which may either be undertaken optatively by the public
or legally imposed. Elimination, sometimes referred to as ‘ Zero-COVID’ — involves the
stringent deployment of NPIs with a view to reducing community spread to zero; further
outbreaks are then guarded against via strict border controls, at least until appropriate
vaccination thresholds are reached.”

Notwithstanding technical questions regarding the feasibility of elimination, which
may prove difficult in non-OECD countries or when faced with SARS-CoV -2 strains of
heightened transmissibility, proponents of each strategy are motivated by competing
understandings of how best to protect the public good. Advocates of mitigation argue that the
economic damage wrought by stringent lockdowns and the border closures necessary to
secure Zero-COVID status would have long-term repercussions for public health.? Supporters
of elimination counter that it minimises COVID-19 fatalities and post-COVID syndrome (or
‘Long COVID’), supports economic recovery by allowing businesses to resume relatively
normal service and consumer confidence to return, and ultimately resultsin less restriction of
civil liberties.® Elimination is also seen as having social and psychological benefits, often
couched in the idiom of ‘normality’.*> Not only would endemic circulation of COVID-19,
even at suppressed levels, entail ‘profound cultural adjustment for the life of high-risk
individualsin the winter months';® there is, McKee arguesin his critique of mitigation, ‘little
point in removing restrictions if alarge proportion of the population is too worried to place
themselves at areal or perceived risk’.” By contrast, elimination is seen as allowing ‘ normal
social life to resume’® and facilitating ‘largely normal community life'.? Embedded within
these claims is arecognition, firstly, that the disruption of established routinesisitself a
psychological stressor,'® and, secondly, that the attenuated social life possible under NPIs can
deprive people of much-needed social support, with potentially adverse consequences for
physical health, mental health, and subjective wellbeing."**

To date, empirical evidence supports both the public health and economic arguments
in favour of elimination. Zero-COV D strategies are associated with fewer excess deaths than
mitigation,***® while nations that rapidly eliminated the virus have, to date, performed better
economically than those in which it was suppressed.® '’ *® However, while research shows
that people living in settings adopting mitigation strategies are tending to have fewer social
contacts than they did pre-pandemic after ‘lockdown’ restrictions have been lifted, % little is
yet known about the extent to which the promise of ‘normal’ social and community life has
been realised following the elimination of SARS-CoV-2. Quantitative analysis of the Gallup
World Poll presents amixed picture, indicating that elimination settings observed an uptick in
‘prosocial activity’ (making a donation, volunteering, or helping a stranger in the past month)
but areduction in reported levels of social support (whether the respondent has someone to
count on in times of trouble).?* Yet such findings reveal little about the character of everyday
social life or the degree to which it feels satisfying, let alone ‘normal’. This study develops
our understanding of elimination approaches by qualitatively analysing accounts of life in
‘Zero-COVID’ New Zealand (specifically, between February-August 2021), examining how
successfully research participants were able to return to their pre-pandemic ways of life, and
identifying specific challenges that governments adopting an elimination strategy should
anticipate in future.
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M ethods

Theoretical orientation

Understanding the extent to which elimination allows people to resume a satisfying, ‘normal’,
social life requires a qualitative, social constructionist approach. As health researchers have
long recognised, asense of ‘normality’ principally inheres in subjective evaluations of how a
practice or situation feels and how it compares to imagined baselines of ‘normal’ activity and
behaviour.??*® These evaluations are then expressed through narrative in a process sometimes
referred to as ‘ narrative sense-making’ .%* % Moreover, such evaluations, and their narrative
expression, are enacted by individuals whose expectations, understandings, and yardsticks of
measurement are both constantly evolving and distinct from those held by others, even as
they are to some degree co-constructed between people and within communities and are
responses to shared circumstances.?® > Each narrative must thus be engaged with
qualitatively, and on its own terms, whilst also remaining attentive to patterns across different
cases. These goals can be achieved via the qualitative technique of thematic analysis.?®

Ste selection

New Zealand is an ideal sitein which to investigate social life following the elimination of
SARS-CoV-2. The New Zealand government has highlighted ‘get[ting] back to a sense of
normality’ as areason to pursue its elimination strategy,” and the country is frequently
assumed to have enjoyed ‘normal’ social and community life following the elimination.?®
Indeed, thisis one reason for New Zealand to be widely regarded as a poster child for Zero-
COVID approaches.

Elimination first occurred in May 2020, following a 49-day national lockdown,
and on 8 June 2020 the whole of the country moved to ‘Alert Level 1', in which activities
were permitted to operate without restriction — although enhanced record-keeping was
recommended, and mask-wearing on public transport mandated. Small community outbreaks
in August 2020 and February 2021 led to short periods of enhanced restriction, mostly in the
city of Auckland. Nevertheless, until the incursion of the Delta variant triggered a further
nationwide lockdown in August 2021, New Zealand had enjoyed many months of freedom
from COVID-19 restrictions (see Figures 1 and 2). Vaccine rollout began during this time,
with frontline workers vaccinated from February 2021 and members of the public vaccinated
from May 2021. However, the pace of rollout has been slow, with only 18% of the population
fully vaccinated and 29% having received one dose by the start of August 2021.% For most
people, the elimination strategy has been the principal line of defence since the pandemic
began.

3031

Figure 1. COVID Alert Levelsin Auckland between 21st March 2020 and 31st August 2021.

Figure 2. COVID Alert Levelsin most parts of New Zealand other than Auckland between
21st March 2020 and 31st August 2021. N.B. Wellington was also at Alert Level 2 for six
days between 23 and 29 June 2021.

Participants
This research was envisaged as a qualitative study. It did not seek to provide astatistically
representative account. Rather, following Cole and Knowles' argument that every
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‘exploration of an individual life-in-context brings us that much closer to understanding the
complexities of lives in communities’, it investigated the range of possible experiences that
people could have following New Zealand’ s re-opening, using respondents’ own words to
identify key dynamics underpinning different behavioural pathways. Sampling aimed to
maximise variation as far as practicably possible, so we could trace contrasts and patterns
within the data obtained.* It continued until we observed saturation in the data.

Recognising the flexibility, scalability, and richness of online surveys as a method of
gathering qualitative data,® we advertised an online research survey via nationwide Facebook
and Instagram campaigns, including bespoke campaigns targeted at men and younger age
groups, to heighten variation within the sample. Participants were also recruited from a
database of contacts who had participated in the research team’ s previous surveys on
experiences of the COVID-19 pandemic in New Zealand — who were themselves recruited
via advertising campaigns intended to maximise variation.*** The survey was self-
administered and thus unlikely to have been influenced by researcher characteristics. In total,
the survey received 1040 valid responses. The respondent pool showed good variation in
terms of age and region of residence but, despite our attempts to maximise variation, and asis
often the case with survey research in New Zealand,® contained disproportionate numbers of
women, New Zealand European / Pakeha people, and university graduates.

Survey design

We distributed the online survey between 18" August and 25™ August 2021, canvassing
respondents’ opinions on various aspects of New Zealand’s pandemic response, and
assessments of how their lives over the previous six months (including domestic and
neighbourhood relations, friendships, social life, working practices and outlook on life)
compared to their lives before the pandemic (see Supplementary Annex for a full schedule of
guestions). Respondents could indicate that these were ‘more or less the same’, ‘alittle
different’ or ‘extremely different’ and were then prompted to explain their answer in their
own words. 966 respondents answered the question about how much their social lives had
changed. 494 provided narrative elaborations.

Analysis

Having anonymised and read these narrative answers multiple times, two researchers (NJL
and SGD) independently coded them for analysis under both anticipated themes (e.g.,
whether they described upturns, downturns or continuity in the quality and quantity of social
relationships and activities) and emergent themes discovered through exploring the data (e.g.,
references to relationshi ps with people overseas, increased use of technology, and
epidemiological considerations).* Independent coding helped to ensure trustworthiness.
Disagreements over codes were resolved via consensus discussion. We used constant
comparison to ensure that our thematic analysis provided a comprehensive overview of
themes and subthemes evident in the data.****

Our coding strategy allowed usto conduct a statistical exploration of patternsin the
data*> Using Microsoft Excel v.16.52, we conducted Chi-squared tests for independence to
examine the frequency of three key themes — ‘returning to normal’ (code N), ‘ becoming more
social’ (code P), and ‘becoming less social’ (code L) — across five demographic variables:
gender, age, ethnicity, education status, household size, and presence or absence of
underlying health conditions that might affect one’'s vulnerability to COVID-19. In cases
where responses had received multiple codes, we identified a single ‘predominant’ code for
the purposes of gtatistical analysis, since the Chi-square test requires independent
observations. Recognising that respondents may have been less likely to elaborate on an
answer indicating that their lives were ‘ more or less the same’ than when having reported a
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difference, separate tests were run for associations between the prevalence of P and L codes
not only vis-a-vis N codes but also vis-&-vis N codes and unelaborated ‘ more or less the
same’ answers. Since respondents had been able to select multiple ethnic labels, the tests for
ethnicity were based on concatenations of the data: we ran separate tests to see whether there
were any associ ations between survey responses and identifying exclusively as White
(whether by checking the *New Zealand European / Pakeha’ box, or reporting another
Caucasian ethnicity under * Other’) or identifying non-exclusively as Maori. We also tested to
see whether there was any association with being Maori or Pacific, since these two groups
have been identified as especially vulnerable to COVID-19.” Small cell sizes precluded tests
for associations with other ethnicity options in the survey.

Patient and public involvement
Neither patients nor the public were involved in the design or conduct of this research.

Results

Thematic analysis revealed three overarching patterns of social behaviour in the wake of
elimination. The most common response was that life was ‘' more or less the same’ asit had
been before the pandemic. However, aminority of our sample reported having become more
social, and an even more sizeable minority reported having become less social. These
responses varied by gender and age, but also, and most dramatically, by health status,
indicating that those who are most vulnerable to COVID-19 may also be least able to achieve
socia recovery once SARS-CoV-2 has been eliminated.

Returning to the pre-pandemic ‘normal’

Of the 966 respondents who answered the question about friendships and social life, 531
indicated that these had been ‘more or less the same’ over the previous six months (i.e. from
February — August 2021) as they had before the pandemic. When elaborating on their
answers, most of these respondents attested that nothing had changed (Table 1 - Quote 1).
They described Level 1 as alowing areturn to normality (Quote 2), and feeling grateful and
‘lucky’ that the New Zealand government had adopted an elimination strategy (Quotes 3 and
4). Some explained that the social gains of life at Levels 1 and 2 justified the ‘sacrifice’ of
lockdowns (Quote 5). Several mentioned that elimination had allowed them to feel ‘ safe’
(Quotes 3 and 6) alleviating their feelings of ‘fear’ (Quote 7). One respondent, who had spent
three months of 2021 in the United Kingdom — a country which has adopted a mitigation
strategy — contrasted the ‘normality’ of Zero-COVID with the ‘frightening’ feeling of
socialising post-lockdown in the UK (Quote 8). Only in a handful of cases was the
‘normality’ of social life linked to awilful blindness towards the pandemic (Quote 9).
Interestingly, although most respondents were supportive of the vaccination programme
elsewhere in the survey, none mentioned it as a factor contributing to their experience of
social recovery.

11 respondents, including a few who indicated that their social life and friendships
had become ‘alittle different’, described minor changes resulting from hei ghtened awareness
of health and hygiene, as opposed to substantive shiftsin the frequency or character of social
activity (Quotes 10 and 11). Nevertheless, severa reports of a ‘return to normality’ were
haunted by a sense of contingency, with respondents indicating that life might have been less
normal if they had friends who were border workers (Quote 12), or if they were less adept at
handling differences of opinion within their relationships (Quote 13). Thisindicates a
recognition that the post-elimination context may put pressures on certain relationships.
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Table 1. Returning to pre-pandemic normality.

Becoming more social

95 respondents shared narratives describing an intensification of socia activities following
the elimination of COVID-19. Some framed this as a response to the lockdown, couched in
theidiom of ‘making up for lost time’ (Table 2 - Quote 1), while other respondents explained
that the pandemic had revealed the fragility of social freedoms they had previously taken for
granted (Quote 2), and, indeed, human life (Quote 3), inspiring them to prioritise friendships
and social activities more than they previously had (Quotes 4 and 5), and to appreciate their
loved ones more (Quote 6).

In several cases, the experience of being ‘locked down’ in 2020 had afforded
opportunities for new friendships to be made — especially with those in the local community
(Quote 7) — and these new intimacies had persisted into the post-elimination period. Others
noted that the challenges of the pandemic had allowed them to forge closer relationships with
others, by alowing them to be more honest about their emotions (Quote 8), or by rendering
friendships more ‘ meaningful’ (Quote 9).

Table 2. Becoming more social

Becoming less social

253 respondents gave qualitative answers in which lifein aZero-COVID New Zealand was
associated with a decline in the quantity or quality of social relationships. In 24 cases, this
was explicitly linked to the border closuresintegral to the elimination strategy (Table 3 -
Quote 1). The mgjority described their social lives and social networks within New Zealand
having changed since pre-pandemic times. They often reported changes in activities
(‘socialising less' or spending lesstime in public places — Quotes 2 and 3), changes in
character (becoming ‘less social’ — Quote 4), and an overall sense of their world ‘ having
shrunk’ (Quote 5).

For some respondents, these changes were linked to an ongoing fear that SARS-CoV -
2 might have entered New Zealand and be in circulation, despite announcements that
community transmission had been eliminated. They worried that, by socialising, they might
either contract it (Quote 6) or pass it to others (Quote 7). Others described how the anxiety
and stress that they had experienced due to the pandemic had triggered feelings of depression,
that then impeded them from undertaking social activities that they might otherwise want to
(Quote 8). Such anxieties could have knock-on consequences, with adiminished social life
activity sometimes arising from frequent cancellations (Quote 9).

In other cases, the change in social patterns was presented as a consequence of having
lived through the seven-week lockdown in March-May 2020. Some respondents described
ongoing ‘lockdown fatigue’ (Quote 10), while others explained how the lockdown had
‘habituated’ them to staying at home (Quote 11). Some friendships had been strained during
the lockdown period due to disagreements over the meaning or importance of lockdown rules
(Quote 12), while other respondents felt that the lockdown had led people to ‘ withdraw into
family life’' at the expense of their friendships (Quote 13). Both of these dynamics were also
reported as having arisen even after lockdown had ended: disagreements over vaccine uptake
or the government’s COVID response had caused some people to sever tieswith certain
friends (Quote 14), while those whose friends had a propensity to ‘stay at home' —for
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whatever reason — noted that those friendships now felt thinner, with lessto talk about (Quote
15).

Not all respondents viewed these changes in their social lives as negative. Some
appreciated being able to focus only on their ‘most important’ relationships (Quotes 3 and
16), the ‘deep’ conversation afforded by smaller gatherings (Quote 17), or being able to
‘indulge their introvert side’ (Quote 18). For others, however, the loss of connection had led
to a heightened sense of isolation (Quote 19) and deteriorating mental health (Quote 20).

Table 3. Becoming less social

Response Distribution

The three patterns described above could be observed amongst respondents of all
backgrounds. Statistical analysis of the prevalence of codes indicating ‘ becoming more
socia’ or ‘becoming less social’ relative to codes or answers indicating a return to pre-
pandemic normality (Table 4) did not indicate any significant associations with ethnicity,
education status or residence size. There were, however, statistically significant associations
with health status and age. Respondents with underlying conditions were more likely to have
become less social and less likely to have become more social than those who did not (p =
0.00005). Similarly, those in younger age brackets were more likely to be pro-social, and
those in older age brackets more likely to be less socia (p = 0.009) — although this pattern
may partly reflect the increased prevalence of underlying health conditionsin older age
groups. Analysis also revealed astatistically significant association with gender: women were
more likely to report having become more socia or having become less social, and men more
likely to report continuity (p = 0.007). This finding may reflect gendered differencesin
behavioural pathways following elimination, but may also reflect longstanding gender roles
in Western societies, in which women have often been deemed responsible for thinking about
and managing social relationships,** and thus potentially more inclined to detect and report
changesin their social networks.

Table 4: Distribution of responses to question about changes to friendships and social life

Discussion

Elimination strategies can indeed allow many people to regain a sense of ‘normality’ within
their socia lives, even inspiring them to adopt modes of sociality they considered better than
those they had experienced before. Such positive outcomes, however, are far from inevitable.
Many respondents reported lower levels of social contact after the virus had been eliminated
than before the pandemic. This was especially, but not only, the case for older respondents
and those with underlying health conditions.

While the thematic analysis allowed us to identify three distinct patterns of response
to elimination, and key factors that influenced each of those responses, we cannot be certain
how well the prevalence of those responses within our sample reflects their prevalence
amongst New Zealand’ s public. Given the high proportion of respondents identifying as
women (76.6%) and reporting underlying health conditions (31.7%), and a mean age above
the national average, it seems likely that the pathway of ‘becoming less social’ is
overrepresented in our results. Although a statistically representative study would better
delineate the scale of the challenges, this qualitative study nevertheless identifies several
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distinct dynamics that can obstruct * returning to normality’, showing aclear need for policy
measures and messaging that can support the public in their transition to post-elimination life.

Retrospective self-reporting is sometimes considered inferior to observational
studies.*” We see the retrospective nature of our survey as astrength, since it allows us to
better understand the narrative sense-making undertaken by our respondents. Nevertheless,
the cross-sectional nature of the study meant such narrativisation was occurring at a specific
moment in time: by happenstance, community outbreaks of the Delta variant led to New
Zealand entering Level 4 lockdown just as our survey was due to be launched. The sense of
pessi mism surrounding the lockdown may have led some respondents to exaggerate what had
been lost since before the pandemic, and others to romanticise life immediately prior to
lockdown - athough a strength of thistiming was that it allowed respondents to reflect back
on the longest possible sustained period at Level 1. Our study thus complements existing
studies on social attitudes and behaviours in the immediate aftermath of the 2020 lockdown,
and shows how many of the trends reported in that research, including an aversion to mixing
with strangers,*® ongoing uncertainty about the trajectory of the pandemic,® and worsening
mental health,” " appear to have persisted for many months, despite minimal domestic
COVID-19 cases. It also goes beyond those studies by offering a more integrated
understanding of how respondents are experiencing and evaluating their social life, engaging
with respondents’ accounts of the pandemic on their own terms, and identifying age and
medical vulnerability to COVID-19 as risk factors for social disconnection.

As our thematic analysis reveals, the shrinkage of a social network is not always
undesirable: it need not equate to ‘loneliness’, and may even be experienced as arelief.
Nevertheless, research in New Zealand®*>® and beyond™® points to strong correlations
between the number and quality of socia relationships and overall physical and mental
health. There are also known psychological benefits associated with living in aworld that
feels ‘normal’.*° Enabling people to restore or expand their pre-pandemic social networksis
thus not only a sociocultural prerogative, but also a public health imperative.*

Elimination strategies would hence be improved by anticipating and mitigating
against common obstacles to people taking full advantage of the opportunities afforded by a
Zero-COVID environment. Foremost is the ongoing fear of contagion, which is not
necessarily eliminated with the virus — especially when a pandemic continues to rage
internationally. In addressing such fear, policy makers must strike a delicate balance between
maintaining appropriate levels of caution (e.g., viadiligent use of contact tracing, etc.) and
encouraging people to take advantage of their hard-won freedoms. Public health messaging
should champion adjustments made to make public venues as COVID-secure as possible (for
example, by increasing airflow), promote low-risk ways in which one can gather with friends
(such as by meeting outdoors), and emphasise that reconnecting with others is a public health
good in itsown right, perhaps harnessing the tropes of ‘kindness’ and ‘togetherness’ that
underpinned New Zealand's initial messaging around lockdown.®

Our study also demonstrates how even arelatively short (49 day) lockdown,
especially one of the stringency required to achieve elimination, can have long-term impacts
on personal habits, relationships, and mental health — all of which can affect social networks.
Funding of mental health services — including both individual psychotherapies and systemic
psychotherapies where patients can work through the schisms that have arisen in their
relationships — should thus be increased as a matter of priority; indeed, in New Zealand there
has been an urgent need for increased funding and service reform since well before the
pandemic.®* Healthcare providers could encourage volunteering® ® and other forms of social
prescribing.®* ® Public health messaging should highlight the value of repairing interpersonal
tensions that arose during lockdown, disseminate advice on how to protect relationships from
potentially destructive differences of opinion, and openly acknowledge that ‘ returning to
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normal’ following the challenges of both lockdowns and a global pandemic may need to be
undertaken consciously and effortfully, rather than occurring automatically.

Future research in New Zealand should focus on perspectives of people that were not
fully captured within our dataset (for example, our study design precluded us from accessing
the experiences of under-18s, those too economically disadvantaged to have internet access,
and non-English speakers), and the extent to which vaccine rollout can support social
recovery. More research is also needed on Maori and Pacific experiences, given the relatively
small numbers participating in the survey, the long-standing structural inequities and,
relatedly, health disparities affecting these groups, and their disproportionate vulnerability to
COVID-19." %% |nvestigating whether comparable patterns are observed in settings that
have achieved elimination in different ways — such as Taiwan, which used a sophisticated
contact tracing system rather than lockdowns’™ —would usefully inform decisions over what
kind of elimination strategy governments should aspire to in their pandemic planning.

Conclusion

Where possible — and recognising that the capacity to do so may be limited by the resources
available to any given nation-state, as well as by the pathogen’ s epidemiology — nations
should consider elimination strategies of pandemic response on the grounds that they can
enable social recovery, as well as guarding against excess mortality and limiting economic
damage. Nevertheless, pandemic planning must anticipate the challenges that certain
members of the public might encounter in transitioning back to a satisfying life, especially if
elimination requires a period of lockdown or sheltering in place. It isimperative to recognise
that pandemic control measures can strain social relationships in various ways, and to furnish
populations with resources that can help to resolve such difficulties. Clear guidance on how
to socialise safely, and the importance of doing so, is also crucia to ensure concerned
members of the public can safeguard their access to social support and thereby protect their
own, and others’, physical and mental health.

Summary Box

What is already known on this topic

e Elimination strategies have attracted widespread support for their capacity to allow
‘normal’ social and community life to resume.

e Thereisapaucity of data on how people have been experiencing life in settings where
SARS-CoV-2 has been eliminated.

What this study adds

e QOur study shows that while the elimination of SARS-CoV -2 has alowed many people
to returnto a‘normal’ social life, such areturn isfar from inevitable.

e Older people and people with underlying health conditions are especially likely to
report becoming less social since the pandemic began, despite the elimination of SARS-
CoV-2.

e Elimination strategies should include measures specifically designed to encourage
social re-connection.
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Dissemination to participants and related patient and public communities

There are plans to disseminate the results of the research to the general public, primarily
through media outreach (e.g., press releases by the research institutions of the contributing
authors, and plain language publications in popular and social media). Findings will also be
communicated to participants who provided us with a contact email address.
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My friendships and social life were the same before and after Maori woman
Quote1 | lockdown. My social circle is small anyway so it isnot ’
e S 40s
difficult to maintain.
Quote 2 | Things returned to normal once we returned to level 1. Pakehggl oman,
Quote 3 Thanks to the government keeping us safe, we've been able Pakeha woman,
to enjoy most of what we usually do. 60s
Quote 4 We are lucky to have an elimination strategy, so apart from Pakeha woman,
theinitial lockdown itself very little had to change. 30s
Every timeweare at level 1 or 2 then all of our social life
explodes again which is lovely - I'm willing to sacrifice here
and therein alevel 3 or 4 in order for the huge gains we get
Quote 5 the rest of the time. We've been able to take holidays around | Pakeha woman,
NZ, go to arts and sports events, I've been able to sing in my 50s
symphonic choir with audiences of nearly 3,000, go to big
birthday events, rugby, parties, and big work events. It's an
incredibly fortunate life so far.
Quote 6 | Things appeared to be normal and we felt safe Pakeha man, 60s
Quote 7 Having the freedom of choice to again visit friends and Pakeha woman,
family without any fear and go have anormal social life. 70s
In NZ everything was normal till this new lockdown so
normal life prevailed. In the UK everything was different - _
Quote 8 | unable to see my friends until the UK lockdown relaxed. Pﬁkeh%g; oman,
Even then | was frightened of putting folk in danger. Kept
wearing my mask
Quote 9 By turning off all medialife can carry on without all the lies Maori and
and one sided rubbish Pakeha man, 50s
| am more mindful of sickness/illness and how my family Maori and
Quote 10 | may impact the health of others and vice versa. | am much Pakeha woman,
more conscious about my movements and that of my family. 30s
Quote 11 More or less the same but cognizant of public health Pakeha man,
precautions - washing hands, etc 60s
We don't have araging social life with ayoung child and a
Quote 12 baby on the way. But we' ve been happy to go to theatres or European
cinemas. | don’t have any friends who are border workers woman, 40s
and don’t get out too much in level 2 anyway.
Although some of us have different opinions about the govt. Pakeha woman
Quote 13 | and their decisions re pandemic, our friendships are strong '
) . . : 60s
and we can have robust discussions without getting personal.

Table 1. Returning to pre-pandemic normality.
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| have been going out as much as possible when not in lockdown Asian and Pakeha

Quote 1 to make up for lost time woman, 20s
| think we have embraced our friends and social life with much

Quote 2 more gusto, cos you just don't know when well be locked down Australian
again. We've been doing quite alot more domestic travelling and woman, 20s
local activities. Also trying to support local businesses.

Quote 3 More socia events as don’'t want to miss out because people could | Pakeha woman,
die anytime. 20s

Quote 4 | have made more effort to joinin Pakeha man, 60s
I’ve built stronger friendships with my flatmates and been far more

Quote 5 willing to go out and do things. | think this has partially beenin an Pakeha woman,

effort to make the most of the time we are not in lockdown. Prior 20s
to the pandemic | often turned down social events to study.

More appreciative of friends who can keep company through hard

Quote 6 things like lockdown. Some older friendships refreshed because of Pﬁkehic\g oman,
time and drive to reconnect - rather than ‘leaving it to another day’.
Our neighbourhood formed closer friendships during previous Pakeha woman
Quote 7 lockdown (socially distanced afternoon teas on the street), and we 605 ’
have continued supportive closer relationships.
Quote 8 Got closer to most people. Am more honest about my emotions Pﬁkeh&_éovl oman,
Quote 9 | think my social life has been better with more meaningful Pakeha woman,
relationships 30s

Table 2. Becoming more social
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Quote 1 Can't visit my best friend in Australiawho has gone through a Ms;l:'ehagd

really tough time. We've drifted apart a bit because of this.
woman, 30s
. . European

Quote 2 | | seem to go out lessto meet up with friends. womnan, 50s
It has been harder to reconnect with others. My

Quote 3 attendance/participation in usual activities (e.g. going to Pakeha man,
church) has changed, | don’t feel so well connected. I'm wary 50s
of larger gatherings, not going to movies etc as much as before.

Quote 4 I'm less social now and have to push myself to work in Pakeha
friendships and relationships outside my bubble woman, 50s
| am spending more quality time with fewer people. I'm Euronean

Quote 5 | mindful of my world having shrunk quite considerably since b 40
COVID. woman, <5
My husband has become reluctant to socialise around

Quote 6 strangers. He doesn' trust them to keep him safe. Therefore Pakeha
we do not go out very much. Friends are more careful about woman, 70s
visiting if they have a cold etc.

Quote 7 | keep away from large groups as | would hate to spread covid Pa%{lgh?d
to my tiny community.

woman, 40s
I'm way less social than | used to be. | feel anxious and stressed

Quote 8 al thetime, and then staying at home leaves me depressed, Pakeha man,
which makes me less likely to want to socialise. | haven't seen 30s
many friends at all this year.

It's been very hard to maintain social connections because Pakeha

Quote 9 | events keep getting cancelled. | live by myself, and | now 4

. woman, 30s
spend alot of time by myself...
Minimal due to lockdown fatiguei.e. the effect of lockdown Pakeha

Quote 10 | have drained all my energy and | don't have the energy to woman. 50S
socialise. Also planning is very difficult. ’

Quote 11 | go out less socially - not from fear of COVID just from habit. bl?rfikmagr(;g;l
More time spent at home since last lockdown. arégs '
I've lost 2 friends of more than 20 years standing. We no longer
speak as we reacted to lockdown in very different ways. One Pakeha

Quote 12 | was arulebreaker and | could not cope with this lack of woman. 50s
morality. The other became very stressed and turned very ’
nasty, so | had to back off and have not been keen to go back.

. , . : - , Maori and
A lot of people kind of withdrew into their family life during _
Quote 13 lockdown and not all of them have been as social afterwards. Pﬁkeggsman,
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| have agreed to end afriendship of long standing - partly due
to agrowing divide in how we see government, societal, media

plus friendships more fragmented

Quote 14 and our individual responses to the pandemic. Thefriend | am Mg;g;ha;d
thinking of hastried to share conspiracy theories with me, and | woman. 505
have tried to stay alongside and understand why sheis attracted ’
to that thinking, but it proved too much for us both.
| see people less often than before, even talk less often as Pakeha

Quote 15 | friends and family my age stay home more and have less to talk 60
about. woman, 555

Quote 16 | have tended to focus on fewer more important relationships, Pakeha
and not so much the ‘lite’ friendships. woman, 30s
A few friendsfell away & severa more grew closer. Pakeha

Quote 17 | Socialising has been smaller, more often one-on-one & tend to woman. 305
talk more deeply ’
| indulge my introvert side more. | no longer feel | 'should’

Quote 18 make an effort to eg go out into the city or attend eventsif | European
don't really feel likeit. It'sfineto stay home and stay safe, and | woman, 60s
use less petrol etc too.

As| have ME/CFS | am already socidly isolated and the Pakeha

Quote 19 | pandemic has exacerbated thisand | feel like nobody cares 40
about me. woman, <55
Definitely fedl flatter, poorer mental health, just less to look Pakeha

Quote 20 | forward to and a sense that anything | plan could be cancelled, woman ;Os

Table 3. Becoming less social
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No
Change
coding
No and Less More Chi-squared (Less/More Social Chi-squared (Less/M ore Social
Change  blank Social Social  codings vis-avis 'No Change' codings  codings vis-&vis 'No Change' coding
Codings 'Moreor Codings Codings only) and 'More or Less the Same' answers)

Lessthe

Same'

answer
Gender
Woman 100 400 203 78 [ncluding non-binary respondents:
Man 26 101 32 7 X2 (4, N=457) = 8.465; p=0.076 X2 (4, N=837) = 13.578; p=0.009**
Non-binary 2 7 8 1 Excluding non-binary respondents (due to low cell sizes):
gﬁf%ﬁ;ﬁ;o 1 5 4 0 X2(2 N=446) = 6.534; p=0.036* X2 (2, N=821) = 10.052; p=0.007**
Age
18-34 31 93 38 24 X2 (6, N=454) = 11.372; p=0.078 X'2(6,N=830) = 17.072; p=0.009**
35-50 32 142 66 23
50-64 43 193 80 24
65+ 23 77 59 11
Prefer not to
gay / blank) 0 8 4 4

Health Status: Do you have any underlying

conditionsthat may affect your vulner ability to

COVID-19?

* 3SUBOI| [RUOIRUIBIU| 0% DN-AG-DD B Japun ajge|ieAe apeuw si 1|

siys 1oy Japjoy ybLAdod By TZ0z ‘Zz 18quiaidas paisod UoISIaA sIYl 1/E8€92T2 02'60 T202Z/TOTT 0T/B10"10p//:sdny :1op undaid Aixypaw

‘Aimadiad ul Julidaid ay)y Aejdsip 01 asuadl| e AIxHpaw pajuelb sey oym ‘1spuny/ioyine ayl si (mainal Jaad Ag paljilied 1ou sem yoiym) juudaid
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Yes
No
Don't know

(Prefer not to
say / blank)

Household
size

1

2

3

4

5 or more

(Prefer not to
say / blank)

Education
status

No
qualifications
/ high school
only
Undergraduat
e degree/
professional
qualification
Postgraduate
degree
(Prefer not to

31
91

27
41
23
23
15

22

70

37

144
340
25

102
173
102
91
45

90

248

172

107
122
14

49

RREZ

29

111

99

31
52

19
27
18
13

12

31

Including 'don't know's:
X2 (4, N=457) = 16.040; p=0.003**
Excluding 'don't know's:

X2 (2, N=434) = 15.318; p=0.0005**

X2 (8, N=461) = 2.249; p=0.972

X2 (4, N=460) = 6.223; p=0.183

X2 (4, N=838) = 20.350; p=0.0004**

X2 (2, N=796) = 19.725; p=0.00005**

X2 (8, N=845) = 5.138; p=0.743

X2 (4, N=841) = 6.233; p=0.182

* 3SUBOI| [RUOIRUIBIU| 0% DN-AG-DD B Japun ajge|ieAe apeuw si 1|

siys 1oy Japjoy ybLAdod By TZ0z ‘Zz 18quiaidas paisod UoISIaA sIYl 1/E8€92T2 02'60 T202Z/TOTT 0T/B10"10p//:sdny :1op undaid Aixypaw
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say / blank)

Ethnicity
New Zealand
European /
Pakeha
White Other
Maori

Pacific
Asian

Other

(Prefer not to
say / blank)

Concatenate
d ethnicity:
White only
Person of
Colour

Maori
Non-Maori

Maori and
Pacific
Neither
Maori nor
Pacific

104

g = 01 O

99
22

12
109

17

104

25
34
12
18

11

452
68

34
486

43

ar7

212
33

22
223

27

218

SO P WNWO

84
11

3
92

5

90

X2 (2, N=461) = 2.197; p=0.333

X2 (2, N=461) = 3.938; p=0.140

X2 (2, N=461) = 4.409; p=0.110

X2 (2, N=860) = 0.219; p=0.896

X2 (2, N=860) = 3.844; p=0.146

X2 (2, N=860) = 3.188; p=0.203

Table 4: Distribution of responses to question about changes to friendships and social life
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