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TITLE 

Predictive factors of non-pharmacological measures to prevent SARS-CoV-2 contagion: 

Results from a large adult Spanish sample from the PSY-COVID study 

ABSTRACT 

Aim: the objective of the study was to identify the factors that predicted the intention 

to carry out coronavirus infection prevention behaviors in the Spanish population during 

the first wave of the pandemic, a time when the vaccines were in the development 

phase and the containment of the pandemic depended on non-pharmacological 

measures. Method: a cross-sectional study (PSY-COVID) was carried out based on an 

online form that contained instruments for possible predictor variables of seven 

prevention behaviors, based on a non-probabilistic sampling of 17725 Spanish adults. 

Results: self-efficacy and outcome expectations related to Coronavirus disease (COVID-

19) preventive behaviors, as well as the interaction of perceived severity with both 

personal vulnerability and actual adherence, appeared as the main predictive variables 

of the intention to carry out preventive behaviors against the SARS-CoV-2 virus. Slight, 

but significant differences were observed in behavioral intentions among Spanish 

autonomous communities, probably linked to differences in the impact of the pandemic 

in each territory. Conclusion: It is necessary to implement consistent communications 

that allow for the development of appropriate expectations and encourage adherence 
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to preventive behaviors, as well as recognizing regional disparities in preventive 

behaviors and their causes to promote compliance. 

KEYWORDS 

Adherence; Behavior; Disease prevention; Health promotion; Self-efficacy; Social 

determinants. 

INTRODUCTION 

Since the first reported case of COVID-19 in China in December 2019, the SARS-CoV-2 

virus has spread globally. Spain, one of the earliest and most severely affected countries, 

experienced significant challenges in implementing public policies to curb the 

transmission of the virus. As of November 2023, the global number of diagnosed cases 

exceeded 771 million, with Spain alone recording nearly 14 million cases.  The global 

death toll reached 6.9 million, including 121 thousand fatalities in Spain. The sheer 

volume of daily infections, hospitalizations, and deaths overwhelmed the healthcare 

system, posing a persistent challenge throughout the pandemic crisis [1].  

In this context, given the absence of pharmacological interventions to prevent 

contagions before the development of vaccines, several countries implemented health, 

behavioral, and social measures. In Spain, these measures included home isolation, the 

mandatory use of face masks, social distancing, and various hygiene protocols at 

individual, group, and public levels. These actions were taken according to the World 
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Health Organization's (WHO) recommendations [2], particularly during the first wave of 

the pandemic. Despite these measures, there has been a substantial disparity in 

compliance levels between individuals [3], making it necessary to understand the factors 

contributing to the heterogeneity of adherence to such protective behaviors.  

Predictors of compliance with preventive measures have been explored by 

examining sociodemographic characteristics defining population profiles at risk for non-

adherence to public health measures. For instance,  evidence suggests that being a 

woman [4] and older [5] may be associated with higher compliance rates. While some 

studies have found no direct relationship between compliance and income level [4,6], 

the findings remain inconclusive. Similarly, the relationship between education level and 

the willingness to self-isolate requires further investigation [7]. 

Following prevention and health promotion models [8-11], several studies have 

analyzed the predictive factors of this type of behavior. For example, Drury et al. [12] 

highlighted the importance of providing reliable information channels to promote 

compliance with health recommendations. Beca-Martínez [13] found that adherence to 

preventive measures was associated with the perceived severity of the virus, trust in 

specialized information sources, and positive attitudes toward compliance. Additionally, 

several studies emphasized the role of self-efficacy in complying with measures, along 

with trust in government and health authorities [14].  
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Given the unique characteristics of the Spanish population, it was necessary to 

determine the impact of various factors on compliance with preventive measures. 

Despite the implementation of nationwide measures, our objective was to analyze the 

impact of residing in each territorial unit of the country on the adoption of preventive 

behaviors. Given the exceptional nature of this health alert, the focus was not on a 

specific set of variables but rather on identifying the predictive capacity among 

behavioral, cognitive, social, affective, and sociodemographic variables from an 

exploratory perspective. The assessment tool aimed to capture a broad spectrum of 

potential predictors of the intention to adhere to health authorities' recommendations 

concerning COVID-19. 

 

METHOD 

Design and procedure 

The PSY-COVID study, conducted across 30 countries, aimed to explore the psychological 

impact of the COVID-19 pandemic. This cross-sectional study gathered data on a broad 

range of variables from 88740 individuals, and this article reports the findings of a 

sample of residents in Spain during the lockdown measures. An anonymous online 

survey (Google Forms®) was conducted using non-probabilistic sampling (snowball 

method). Participants were recruited via various distribution channels, including social 

networks (Facebook®, Instagram®, Twitter®, WhatsApp®), media (newspapers, 
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television, and radio), and institutional contacts (universities, foundations, and health 

organizations).  The survey, administered from May 15th to June 5th, 2020, took 

approximately 15 minutes to complete. The variables and instruments selected for this 

survey were validated by a panel of 30 international health researchers and translated 

into 16 languages. 

The survey also included a consent form to participate in this study. This research 

was approved by the Animal and Human Experimentation Ethics Committee of the 

Autonomous University of Barcelona (CEEAH-5197) and followed the Code of Ethics of 

the World Medical Association (Helsinki Declaration) for experiments involving humans. 

Participants 

A total of 17,725 individuals responded to the online survey in Spain.  However, 2,594 

were excluded from this analysis because they resided in other countries during the 

lockdown measures. Consequently, the final sample for analysis consisted of 15131 

participants. The inclusion criteria were: (1) being adults (≥ 18 years old) and (2) being 

residents in Spain during the lockdown measures implemented during the first wave of 

the COVID-19 pandemic. 

Measures and instruments  

The following sections describe the measures extracted from the PSY-COVID database, 

which are relevant to this study [15]. 

Sociodemographic characteristics 
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 A sociodemographic information questionnaire was included to collect data on age, 

gender (female and male), educational level (primary, secondary, and university), 

income level (low, medium, and high), and region of residence in Spain. 

Personality 

A brief, ad-hoc version of The NEO Five-Factor Inventory [16] was used to measure the 

five dimensions of personality: neuroticism, extraversion, agreeableness, 

conscientiousness, and openness to experience. The highest factor saturation item for 

each dimension was used. Responses to these items were recorded on a 5-point Likert-

type scale, where 1 corresponded to "strongly disagree" and 5 to "strongly agree." 

Higher values indicate greater traits in each dimension. 

Prevention behaviors and cognitions 

A 35-item ad-hoc inventory was used to measure seven health behaviors concerning five 

constructs derived from socio-cognitive models of health prevention (i.e., social 

cognitive theory [17],  planned action theory [18], and the health belief model [19]): (1) 

post-confinement prevention behavior intention, (2) experience with prevention 

behaviors, (3) self-efficacy level for prevention behaviors, (4) outcome expectations of 

prevention behaviors, and (5) social norm of preventive behaviors. The behaviors 

measured were selected from the prevention recommendations promoted by the WHO 

and health authorities during the first wave of the pandemic [2]: (1) wearing, carrying, 

or removing masks; (2) hand washing for at least 40 seconds; (3) avoiding touching the 
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face, mouth, or nose; (4) remembering to wash hands after touching objects; (5) 

remembering to keep a safe distance from others; (6) resisting the urge to leave home; 

and (7) asking other people to follow preventive behaviors. Responses to this inventory 

were recorded on a 4-point Likert-type scale, ranging from 0 ( "not at all") to 3 ("a lot"). 

Higher values (ranging from 0 to 21 for each dimension) indicated greater adherence to 

prevention behaviors. The internal consistency in this sample for post-confinement 

prevention behavior intention (Cronbach’s α = .81), experience with prevention 

behaviors (Cronbach’s α = .72), self-efficacy level for prevention behaviors (Cronbach’s 

α = .78), outcome expectations of prevention behaviors (Cronbach’s α = .79), and social 

norm of preventive behaviors (Cronbach’s α = .78) was deemed acceptable to excellent. 

Additionally, an exploratory factor analysis was carried out for the five scales, revealing 

a clear unifactorial structure for each, characterized by a single factor with an eigenvalue 

greater than 1 and an explained variance greater than 40% in all cases. 

A 4-item ad-hoc inventory was used to measure adherence to prevention 

behaviors related to avoiding infection and sanction and proxy control [17] on 

government, health personnel, and scientists. Responses to this inventory were 

recorded on a 4-point Likert-type scale, where 1 denoted "not at all" and 3 "a lot". 

Higher values (ranging from 0 to 6 for each dimension) indicated greater engagement in 

preventive behaviors. The internal consistency in this sample for prevention behaviors 

to avoid infection (Cronbach’s α = .52), prevention behaviors to avoid sanction 
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(Cronbach’s α = .72), proxy control of government (Cronbach’s α = .59), and proxy 

control of health personnel and scientists (Cronbach’s α = .71) ranged from questionable 

to acceptable. 

A 5-item ad-hoc inventory measured barriers and facilitators for prevention 

behaviors. The responses to this inventory were recorded on a 5-point Likert-type scale 

where -2 corresponded to "makes it very difficult" and +2 "makes it very easy." Higher 

values (ranging from -10 to 10) indicated a higher propensity for engaging in preventive 

behaviors.  However, the internal consistency in this sample for barriers and facilitators 

for prevention behaviors (Cronbach’s α = .68) was questionable. 

A 4-item ad-hoc inventory was used to measure future threats generated by the 

pandemic. The responses to this inventory were recorded on a 4-point Likert-type scale 

where 0 represented "not at all" and 3 "a lot". Higher values (ranging from 0 to 12) 

indicate greater perceived future threats resulting from the pandemic. However, the 

internal consistency in this sample for future threats (Cronbach’s α = .63) was 

questionable. 

A 2-item ad-hoc inventory was used to measure perceived vulnerability to 

coronavirus for both oneself and others. Responses were recorded on a 5-point Likert-

type scale ranging from 0 ("highly unlikely") to 4 ("highly likely"). Higher values (ranging 

from 0 to 4 for each item) indicated greater perceived vulnerability. 
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A 1-item ad-hoc inventory measured information level (i.e., time spent 

consulting information on the pandemic). Respondents used a 3-point Likert-type scale 

where 0 corresponds to "not at all," 2 to “less than 1 hour”, 3 to “1 hour to 2 hours”, and 

3 to "3 hours or more". Higher values (ranging from 0 to 12) indicated more time spent 

seeking information on the pandemic. 

4. Data analyses 

Statistical analyses were conducted using Stata 17. The descriptive analysis of the 

sample characteristics was carried out using frequencies (n) and percentages (%) for 

categorical variables and means (M) and standard deviations (SD) for continuous 

variables. To maintain the population distribution of each region, data analysis was 

weighted by the inverse of the ratio of the real population number of a region divided 

by the number of participants in the sample for that region. Comparison of post-

confinement prevention behavior intention means across Spanish regions was 

conducted through post-hoc comparisons with the type I error corrected using Šidák’s 

[20] approach. Pearson’s correlation was used to calculate the raw association between 

measures. 

A predictive linear mixed model for post-confinement prevention behavior 

intention was developed, including the 14 measures of prevention behaviors as 

independent terms and perceived severity as moderators. A random intercept multilevel 

model was first estimated using restricted maximum likelihood, with the Spanish region 
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as the random factor. The intra-class correlation (ICC) was also calculated. To assess the 

significance of the interactions between predictors and the moderator (perceived 

severity), a chunk likelihood ratio test, as recommended by Kleinbaum et al. [21], was 

conducted for all interaction terms. In cases where the chunk test was not significant, 

all interactions were removed. Conversely, if the chunk test was significant, each 

interaction was individually tested using a Wald test. In instances where a significant 

interaction was identified, the coefficient of the predictor was estimated for three levels 

of perceived severity (low = 1000, medium = 9144, and high = 17000). 

RESULTS 

1. Characteristics of the sample 

Sociodemographic information is displayed in Table 1. The sample consisted of 15,131 

residents in Spain during the COVID-19 lockdown measures. Of these, 66.8% were 

female, 62.5% reported medium income levels, and 75% had a university education. The 

average age was 38.4 years,  with the majority residing in the Catalonia region (63.65%). 

2. Personality and prevention behaviors 

Table 1 also provides descriptive statistics for personality traits (i.e., extraversion, 

conscientiousness, amiability, emotionality, and openness traits), prevention behaviors 

(i.e., post-confinement behavior intention, past experience behaviors, adherence 

behavior, reasons for adherence, self-efficacy for behavior, outcome expectations of 

behavior, barriers/facilitators, and social norms), as well as the level of information, 
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proxy control, perceived vulnerability, and perception of future threats within the 

sample. 

[INSERT TABLE 1 HERE] 

3. Comparison of post-confinement prevention behavior intention between regions 

Table 2 shows the means of post-confinement prevention behavior intention separately 

for each Spanish region. Residents of the Canary Islands showed the highest post-

confinement prevention behavior intention compared to those in other regions. In 

contrast, residents of the Aragón and Balearic Islands region demonstrated the lowest 

intention for post-confinement prevention behaviors compared to residents of other 

regions. 

[INSERT TABLE 2 HERE] 

3. Correlations between post-confinement prevention behavior intention and 

potential predictive factors 

Table 3 shows the correlations between post-confinement prevention behavior 

intention and the sociodemographic factors in the sample of Spanish residents. Among 

the highest correlation values, the post-confinement prevention behavior intention was 

notably related to the experience with prevention behaviors (r = .64). Both variables 

were correlated with general adherence (intention r = .43; experience r = .42), 

adherence to avoid infection (intention r = .51; experience r = .52), self-efficacy level 

(intention r = .73; experience r = .69), and outcome expectations of prevention behaviors 
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(intention r = .72; experience r = .54). Self-efficacy was correlated with outcome 

expectations (r = .41) and both were related to general adherence (self-efficacy r = .42; 

outcome r = .38) and adherence to avoid infection (self-efficacy r = .48; outcome 

expectations r = .49). Finally, social norms correlated with outcome expectations (r = 

.41). 

[INSERT TABLE 3 HERE] 

4. Predictive model of the post-confinement prevention behavior intention 

Table 4 presents the results of the linear mixed model aimed at predicting post-

confinement prevention behavior intention. For a random intercept multilevel model 

with the Spanish region as a random factor, the ICC was 0.028 (CI 95% 0.012 to 0.061). 

Despite being a relatively low value, the variance explained by the region (0.049) was 

statistically significant (p = .005), prompting the retention of the random factor in 

subsequent models. The mean change in coefficient estimates between the model with 

two sets of adjustment terms and the model with only the four sociodemographic terms 

was 6.44%, suggesting that the five personality dimensions could be excluded from the 

model. However, the mean change in coefficient estimates between the model with the 

sociodemographic set and the model without any adjustment term was 20.25%, 

highlighting the need to retain the four sociodemographic characteristics in the model. 
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From the extensive set of variables analyzed, a model composed of the most 

influential predictors of post-confinement prevention behavior intention was obtained. 

The variables in this model, ordered by the standardized coefficient B, were as follows: 

self-efficacy (B = 0.36; p < .001), outcome expectations (B = 0.36; p < .001), and general 

adherence to prevention behaviors (B = 0.31; p < .01); information level (B = 0.25; p < 

.001), experience with prevention behaviors  (B = 0.12; p < .001), perceived vulnerability  

(B = 0.12; p = .008), proxy control (scientists) (B = 0.08 ; p < .01), social norm of preventive 

behaviors (B = 0.06; p < .001), adherence to prevention behaviors to avoid sanction (B = 

-0.03; = .10), barriers/facilitators for prevention behaviors (B = 0.02; p = .12), future 

threats (B = -0.01; p = .23), and proxy control (government) (B = 0.00; p = .79). 

Additionally, the perceived severity level adjusted the adherence to prevention 

behaviors to avoid infection (for low perceived severity,  B = 0.12; p <= .01; for medium 

perceived severity,  B = 0.18; p < .001; for high perceived severity,  B = 0.24 ; p < .001) 

and perceived vulnerability of others to coronavirus level (for low perceived severity,  B 

= -0.80= ; p = .195; for medium perceived severity,  B = 0.02 ; p = .60; for high perceived 

severity,  B = 0.12; p <= .01). 

 

[INSERT TABLE 4 HERE] 
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DISCUSSION 

The main purpose of this study was to identify the predictor variables for the intention 

to comply with COVID-19 preventive and non-pharmacological measures. Additionally, 

a territorial analysis was conducted to determine the differences in these factors among 

autonomous communities. The contribution of this study lies in its exploration of how a 

diverse range of variables impacts the level of compliance with preventive measures in 

a large sample of Spanish adults. Understanding the psychosocial factors and 

mechanisms underlying compliance with preventive behaviors to address the 

transmission of COVID-19 is crucial for designing effective health strategies. 

The data collected in this study correspond to the period of the first wave of 

SARS-CoV-2, which marked a critical juncture in the fight against the COVID-19 

pandemic.  This period was characterized by the absence of effective pharmacological 

treatments and vaccines, which were still under development. Amid this context, 

individuals grappled with significant uncertainty, limited knowledge about the 

transmission of the virus, and unclear and inconsistent official recommendations for 

preventive measures [22]. This situation could explain the generally high adherence to 

reported preventive behaviors, as well as the intention to continue practicing 

prevention behaviors post-confinement. 

The level of proxy control for the government was low, in stark contrast to the 

trust placed in scientists. The absence of consistent and coherent messaging from the 
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government regarding prevention and containment measures resulted in confusion and 

diminished levels of trust among the population [22]. Surprisingly, during the initial 

phase of the pandemic, marked by unprecedented health challenges, a high number of 

infections and deaths, and the lack of treatments and tools to combat the virus, trust in 

scientists was significantly high. Roozenbeek et al. [23] found that greater trust in 

scientists correlated with reduced susceptibility to coronavirus-related misinformation. 

However, further studies are needed to clarify the dynamics of trust in public 

authorities. 

Among the extensive range of variables analyzed, the model that best predicts 

the future intention to comply with COVID-19 preventive measures incorporates 

elements of health promotion models, including self-efficacy, outcome expectations, 

general adherence to preventive behaviors, previous experience, perceived 

vulnerability, and social norm. Notably, self-efficacy emerged as the most consistently 

significant predictor of COVID-19-related behavior. This finding is consistent with several 

studies identifying self-efficacy as one of the strongest predictors of COVID-19 

preventive behaviors [24] and other respiratory syndromes [25]. A systematic review 

further revealed that self-efficacy was the second most frequent significant predictor (in 

87.5% of analyzed studies) of COVID-19-related behavior and intention [26]. 

Information level was also included in the model, showing a strong relationship 

with the intention to comply with COVID-19 measures. Shushtari et al. [27] found that 
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investing time in accessing accurate information is pivotal for engaging in effective 

COVID-19 prevention measures. The internet and social networks are extensively 

utilized as sources of health-related information [25], having a significant impact on 

preventive behavior [28]. However, a systematic review [29] revealed that certain 

sources of information, such as online social networks, contributed to misinformation 

and eroded trust in the scientific community. Thus, further research will be necessary to 

identify the specific effects of various forms of information.  

Both adherence to prevention behaviors to avoid infection and the perceived 

vulnerability of others to coronavirus were contingent on the severity level of the 

pandemic, as measured by Mathieu et al. [30], using data on the number of people 

infected and the number of deaths caused by the coronavirus. Adherence to preventive 

behaviors emerged as a predictor of the future intention to engage in these behaviors, 

with its predictive value increasing as the number of COVID-19 cases and deaths rose. 

This effect could be attributed to the heightened perception of severity as information 

about the rise in infections and deaths became more prominent, despite the potential 

bias in this construct [31]. While few studies have directly examined the impact of 

epidemiological reports on behavior, several studies suggest that high levels of 

perceived severity enhance adherence to recommended preventive behaviors [32].  

Moreover, it is commonly observed that perceived vulnerability tends to be higher for 

others than for oneself. For instance, Wilson et al. [33] found that young individuals 
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tended to perceive lower vulnerability for themselves compared to older individuals. 

Additionally, it has been observed that groups of smokers estimated their likelihood of 

developing lung cancer only slightly more than groups of non-smokers, with risk 

assessments being underestimated for both groups [34]. Further research focused on 

these factors will be essential to comprehensively understand their specific influence. 

The Autonomous Community of residence exerted a minor yet significant 

influence on the obtained results. Following the declaration of the State of Alarm, 

decisions regarding healthcare measures to combat the virus were centralized at the 

national level [35]. This centralization is essential for understanding why relatively 

similar behaviors were observed across diverse regions. Nonetheless, the distribution of 

infections and deaths showed notable disparities across the Spanish Autonomous 

Communities. Gutierrez et al. [36] argue that this level of inequality was twice as high as 

that observed in relation to income distribution, potentially impacting the healthcare 

system's capacity during the pandemic. Pre-pandemic records [37] indicated differences 

in the number of publicly employed healthcare professionals, financed public health 

expenditures, and hospital beds within the public system, factors that could explain 

certain disparities in the pandemic's impact and the preventive behavior of individuals. 

This study has both limitations and strengths that should be considered when 

interpreting the results. The extensive and heterogeneous sample, coupled with the 

wide variety of explored variables, allowed for a comprehensive analysis of the socio-
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demographic factors influencing individuals' preventive behavior. However, online data 

collection excluded a significant percentage of the population without internet access 

for various reasons, potentially resulting in underrepresentation and diminished 

statistical power for correlation analyses. Moreover, it is essential to acknowledge the 

non-probabilistic nature of the sampling method used in this study. However, the impact 

of this limitation has been largely mitigated by the substantial sample size and the use 

of weighting in the statistical analyses. 

Furthermore, the study’s timing during the pandemic and the government's 

stipulated health measures influenced the evaluation of specific factors relevant to that 

period (such as the utilization of gloves for virus prevention), which later ceased to be 

the primary focus of analysis. Moreover, certain phenomena that gained significance as 

the pandemic progressed and had a cumulative effect were not assessed in this study. 

Concerning the reliability of the measurement instrument used in this study, it is 

worth noting that some Cronbach’s alpha values were low. This is because certain 

measures ad-hoc constructs with a limited number of items, designed to provide a 

general and exploratory perspective on the variables influencing behavioral intention. 

It is also important to note that this study focused specifically on the Spanish 

population. However, to gain a more comprehensive understanding of the interactions 

between the severity of the pandemic and the extent of mobility restrictions, it is 

essential to compare different countries. In this study, differences in preventive 
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behavior were identified, even though the measures in each autonomous community 

were consistent during the study period.  These differences are likely due to varying 

impacts in each region and structural differences. Conducting comparative analyses 

across countries will provide insights into how various measures have affected the 

spread and severity of the pandemic in different regions, aiding in the identification of 

effective strategies to mitigate its effects. This type of analysis is crucial for informing 

effective responses to future pandemics and safeguarding public health. The WHO 

recently emphasized the global establishment of behavioral science units or teams [38], 

highlighting the urgent need to leverage psychology and behavior design on a global 

scale, particularly in the context of the COVID-19 pandemic. This initiative positions the 

creation of these units as central to developing evidence-based policies that not only 

address immediate societal needs but also enhance preparedness for future health 

crises. 

In summary, this study aimed to identify predictor variables for future 

compliance with COVID-19 preventive measures among a large sample of Spanish adults 

during the 'first wave' of the pandemic. The findings emphasized the importance of 

socio-cognitive factors such as self-efficacy and outcome expectations as primary 

predictors of COVID-19-related behavior, while also recognizing the impact of perceiving 

the pandemic's severity on individuals' intent to adhere to preventive measures. This 
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research offers valuable insights for public health authorities, enabling them to 

formulate strategies and policies to encourage compliance with preventive measures.  

 

Implications for Public Health Authorities and Media: 

● Promoting Self-Efficacy: Unlike hard-to-influence variables such as personality, 

self-efficacy is a malleable perception or belief that can vary according to various 

sources of information. Public health authorities should prioritize interventions 

that enhance individuals' self-efficacy regarding preventive behaviors, since 

building confidence in adopting and sustaining these measures is crucial for 

continued compliance. 

● Communication Consistency: Media outlets play a significant role in 

disseminating information from both government and scientific authorities. 

Consistent and clear messaging is essential to reduce confusion and build trust 

among the population, ultimately encouraging adherence to preventive 

measures. 

● Regional Disparities: Addressing regional disparities in preventive behavior and 

healthcare resources is vital. Tailoring public health strategies to the specific 

needs and challenges of different autonomous communities can improve overall 

compliance and contribute to more effective pandemic management. 
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 Table 1. Characteristics of the sample (N = 15131) 

 Variables (scores ranges) M (SD) Min-Max 

Age (18-99) 38.31 (14.86) 16-92 
Personality: extraversion (1-5) 3.25 (1.13) 1-5 
Personality: conscientiousness (1-5) 3.61 (1.02) 1-5 
Personality: agreeableness (1-5) 3.34 (1.08) 1-5 
Personality: neuroticism (1-5) 3.01 (1.14) 1-5 
Personality: openness (1-5) 3.82 (1.05) 1-5 
Post-confinement prevention behavior intention (0-
21) 

16.28 (3.76) 0-21 
Experience with prevention behaviors (0-21) 14.99 (3.60) 0-21 
General adherence to prevention behaviors (0-3) 2.55 (0.57) 0-3 
Information level (0-3) 1.41 (0.72) 0-3 
Adherence to prevention behaviors for avoid 
infection (0-6) 

4.96 (1.18) 0-6 
Adherence to prevention behaviors for avoid sanction 
(0-6) 

2.51 (1.88) 0-6 
Self-efficacy level for prevention behaviors (0-21) 15.92 (3.61) 0-21 
Outcome expectations of prevention behaviors (0-21) 17.21 (3.41) 0-21 
Barriers/facilitators for prevention behaviors (-10-10) 3.39 (3.63) -10-10 
Social norm of preventive behaviors (0-21) 15.40 (4.25) 0-21 
Proxy control (Government) (0-6) 2.46 (1.55) 0-6 
proxy control (Scientists) (0-6) 5.12 (1.16) 0-6 
Perceived vulnerability to coronavirus (0-4) 2.21 (0.98) 0-4 
Perceived vulnerability of others to coronavirus (0-4) 2.31 (0.94) 0-4 
Future threats (0-12) 5.96 (2.50) 0-12 
 Variables n (%)   

Gender 
  Female 
  Male 

10114 (66.8) 
5017 (33.2) 

 

Educational level 
  Uneducated/ Primary 
  Secondary 
  University 

 
589 (3.9) 

3194 (21.1) 
11348 (75) 

 

  

 

Income level 
  Low 
  Medium 
  High 

 
 4560 (30.1) 
 9461 (62.5) 
 1110 (7.4) 
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Region¹   
   Andalusia 
   Aragon 
   Castilla-La Mancha 
   Castilla-Leon 
   Catalonia 
   Madrid 
   Valencia 
   Basque Country 
   Galicia 
   Balearic Islands 
   Canary Islands 

 
471 (3.1) 
282 (1.9) 
175 (1.2) 
547 (3.6) 

9631 (63.6) 
871 (5.8) 
626 (4.1) 
192 (1.3) 

1084 (7.2) 
156 (1) 

719 (4.7) 

 
 
 
 

   Other 377 (2.5)  
Note: In brackets minimum and maximum possible values; ¹ non-weighted. 
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Table 2. Post-confinement prevention behavior intention comparison between 
regions 
 

    Significant differences between means¹ 
Region Weighted N M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 
1. Andalusia 2720 16.43 3.82                       
2. Aragon 427 14.90 3.91 *                     
3. Castilla-La Mancha 655 16.44 3.74  *                   
4. Castilla-León 767 16.49 3.56  *                  
5. Catalonia 2455 15.89 3.82  *  *               
6. Madrid 2167 16.46 3.60  *   *             
7. Valencia 1615 16.47 3.78  *   *            
8. Basque Country 702 15.58 4.22                
9. Galicia 865 16.59 3.64  *   *   *       
10. Balearic Islands 390 15.01 3.57 *  * *  * *  *     
11. Canary Islands 720 17.26 3.42 * *  * * * * * * *   
12. Other 1648 16.23 3.62  *        * * 

Note: ¹ Corrected by Sidak 
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Table 3. Bivariate Pearson correlations 

 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 

1                     

2 -.02                    

3 -.00 .10                   

4 .13 .32 .08                  

5 -.12 .00 -.05 -.07                 

6 .09 .01 .07 .09 .08                

7 .10 .04 .13 .03 .08 .10               

8 .08 .05 .15 -.00 .09 .12 .63              

9 .12 .00 .12 .03 .06 .05 .43 .42             

10 .23 .01 .01 .05 .02 .03 .20 .18 .13            

11 .06 .04 .12 -.03 .07 .05 .5 .52 .38 .11           

12 -.11 .07 .04 -.01 .76 -.03 -.05 -.06 -.06 -.03 .03          

13 .05 .00 .17 .01 .03 .10 .73 .69 .42 .15 .48 -.05         

14 .02 .05 .11 .02 .08 .07 .72 .54 .39 .15 .49 -.00 .62        

15 .04 .12 .09 .12 .02 .06 .35 .25 .22 .12 .29 .09 .30 .40       

16 .07 .08 .09 .07 -.05 .03 .39 .26 .17 .08 .24 .04 .35 .41 .30      

17 .03 .03 -.00 .11 .01 .08 .13 .07 .12 .07 .10 -.02 .10 .16 .24 .05     

18 .02 .08 .07 .13 .01 .08 .29 .21 .20 .10 .24 -.08 .24 .32 .29 .17 .32    

19 .03 .05 -.00 .02 .59 .03 .17 .13 .08 .07 .14 -.07 .12 .17 .08 .04 .01 .10   

20 -.03 .03 -.00 -.00 .07 .05 .15 .12 .09 .05 .12 -.07 .12 .17 .05 .00 .01 .09 .80  

21 .01 -.01 -.01 -.03 .02 -.01 -.01 -.00 -.01 .01 -.02 .01 -.01 -.01 -.01 -.03 -.01 -.02 -.01 -.01 

Note: 1.Age; 2.Personality: extraversion; 3.Personality: conscientiousness; 4.Personality: amiability; 
5.Personality: emotionality; 6.Personality: openness; 7.Post-confinement prevention behavior 
intention; 8.Experience with prevention behaviors; 9.General adherence to prevention behaviors; 
10.Information level; 11.adherence to prevention behaviors for avoid infection; 12.adherence to 
prevention behaviors for avoid sanction; 13.Self-efficacy level for prevention behaviors; 14.Outcome 
expectations of prevention behaviors; 15.Barriers/facilitators for prevention behaviors; 16.Social 
Norm of preventive behaviors; 17. Proxy Control of Government; 18. proxy Control of Scientists-
Health staff; 19.Personal Perceived vulnerability to coronavirus (self); 20.Perceived vulnerability to 
coronavirus (others) ; 21.Future threats. 
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Table 4. Mixed model for prediction of post-confinement prevention behavior intention 

Fixed effects B CI 95% (B) p β* 

Adherence to prevention behaviors to avoid infection 
 

   

For low perceived severity = 1000 0.12 0.04 to 0.21 <.01 0.04 

For medium perceived severity = 9144 0.18 0.13 to 0.23 <.001 0.06 

For high perceived severity = 17000 0.24 0.20 to 0.28 <.001 0.08 

Perceived vulnerability of others to coronavirus 
 

   

For low perceived severity = 1000 -0.08 -0.20 to 0.04 .20 -0.02 

For medium perceived severity =9144 0.02 -0.06 to 0.11 .60 0.01 

For high perceived severity = 17000   0.12          0.05 to 0.19  <.01  0.03 

Self-efficacy level for prevention behaviors 0.36 0.33 to 0.40 <.001 0.35 

Outcome expectations of prevention behaviors 0.36 0.32 to 0.40 <.001 0.33 

General adherence to prevention behaviors 0.31 0.11 to 0.52 <.01 0.05 

Information level 0.25 0.15 to 0.34 <.001 0.05 

Experience with prevention behaviors 0.12 0.11 to 0.14 <.001 0.12 

Perceived vulnerability to coronavirus 0.12 0.03 to 0.20 <.01 0.03 

Proxy control (Scientists) 0.08 0.03 to 0.14 <.01 0.03 

Social Norm of preventive behaviors 0.06 0.05 to 0.072 <.001 0.07 

Adherence to prevention behaviors for avoid sanction -0.03 -0.07 to 0.01 .10 -0.02 

Barriers/facilitators for prevention behaviors 0.02 -0.01 to 0.05 .12 0.02 

Future threat -0,01 -0.02 to 0.01 .23 -0.01 

Proxy control (Government) 0.03 -0.02 to 0.03 .79 0.00 

Random effects   B          (B)         CI 95%       p 
 

Spanish region   0.05   0.03 to 0.10   .01 
 

Note: Adjusted by age, gender, education level, and income; B*: standardized regression coefficient 
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