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Abstract 

Background: COVID-19 pandemic is unprecedented in terms of burden, nature and quantum 

of control measures and public reactions. We report trends in public emotions and sentiments 

before and during the nation-wide lockdown implemented since 25th March 2020 in India. 

Methods: We collected a sample of tweets containing the keywords ‘coronavirus’ or 

‘COVID-19’ published between 12th March and 14th April in India. After pre-processing, the 

tweets were subjected to sentiment analysis using natural language processing algorithms.  

Results: Our analysis of 226170 tweets revealed a positive public sentiment (mean sentiment 

score=0.25). Tweets expressing a given sentiment showed significant (p<0.001) waning of 

negativity; negative tweets decreased (39.3% to 35.9%) and positive tweets increased (49.8% 

to 51.8%). Trust (0.85 words/tweet/day) and fear (0.66 words/tweet/day) were the dominant 

positive and negative emotions, respectively.  

Conclusions: Positive sentiments dominated during the COVID-19 lockdown in India. A 

surveillance system monitoring public sentiments on public health interventions for COVID-

19 should be established. 
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1. Introduction 

Public health responses to crisis situations such as pandemics are increasingly becoming 

dependent on online channels of communication. In the context of the ongoing COVID-19 

pandemic, a large number of official communications, awareness messages, announcements 

of interventions and public health surveillance and action taken reports are communicated to 

the public via social media. These media also provide the space for the public to register their 

response, comments and opinions on the same and express themselves. Social media holds a 

mirror to these expressions and when analysed properly can provide valuable lessons for 

public health decision making. Recently, several computationally intensive methods have 

been developed to gain insights from social media via natural language processing and 

machine learning methods.(Kumar and Sebastian 2012) 

Understanding the emotions around a particular illness is key to developing appropriate 

public health strategies to combat the illness.(Braunack-Mayer et al. 2010) What the public 

feel about a given situation and their opinions and emotions about a public health intervention 

will reflect in their actions.(Kim and Niederdeppe 2013) Their acceptance of and compliance 

with the strategy is not only vital for its optimal implementation but also cause the least 

public unrest and discomfort.  Public risk perceptions and behaviors have been shown to 

follow media logic, rather than epidemiological logic.(Reintjes et al. 2016) Thus, the need for 

public health policy makers to keep track of public sentiments and factoring these into 

drafting acceptable public health strategies cannot be overemphasised. 

There have been very few efforts in the field of health to understand the public sentiment in 

response to certain public health strategies. Loft et al, in their analysis of  Facebook (FB) 

posts, reported that following the introduction of a HPV vaccination campaign, the FB page 

created for the purpose successfully reached and engaged FB users.(Loft et al. 2020) 

Gabarron et al while analysing the sentiments around Diabetes on Twitter concluded that 

such understanding is essential for promoting a positive and constructive attitude among 

people that read and discuss about the illness on social media.(Gabarron et al. 2019) Kang GJ 

et al found that sentiment analysis helped them in understanding the scope and variability of 

attitudes and beliefs toward vaccines.(Kang et al. 2017)   

Public sentiments during a pandemic can span a wide range. The COVID-19 pandemic is 

unprecedented not just in terms of the disease burden but also in the magnitude of the public 

health response. Countries across the world have implemented very stringent measures 
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restricting public movement and social interaction to curb this pandemic. Liu et al who report 

the results of their topic modelling exercise on news articles about COVID-19 in China 

recommend that future research should address the mass media's actual impact on readers 

during the COVID-19 crisis through sentiment analysis.(Liu et al. 2020) 

India is one of the countries currently facing a burgeoning load of COVID cases and deaths. 

In addition to the already existing ban on international travel and rigorous surveillance and 

contact tracing, the country implemented stringent control measures like closure of 

educational institutions, suspending public transport systems and a nationwide lockdown 

allowing only essential services to continue. The first phase of this lock down for 21 days 

was rolled out by the Government of India on the 25th of March 2020.(Ministry of Home 

Affairs, n.d.) In this paper, we aim to describe the trends in public emotions and sentiments in 

a representative sample of tweets about COVID-19 and detect changes in response to the 

announcement of the complete lockdown in India. 

 

2. Methods 

2.1. Data collection 

We collected tweets containing the keywords ‘coronavirus’ or ‘COVID-19’ published 

between 12th March 2020 and 14th April 2020 in the Twitter official website. The complete 

and mandatory lockdown in India began on 25th March 2020 for a period of 21 days. This 

was preceded by a one day voluntary lockdown on Sunday, the 21st of March 2020. The study 

period was chosen to encompass these milestone events. Tweets posted from within a 200 

mile radius of five major cities of India (Bhopal, Chennai, Delhi, Kolkata and Mumbai) were 

extracted. This ensured a reasonable geographical representation of the entire nation. Tweets 

from neighbouring countries (Bangladesh) were excluded by using the ‘NOT’ operator in the 

search query. Completeness of the data extraction was verified by checking that the 

timestamp on the tweets spanned every hour on all included days. Therefore, tweets 

representing every hour of every day of the study period had been extracted. The standard 

Twitter application program interface (API) which provides the tweets and their metadata for 

predefined search parameters was used to collect data via the ‘Tweepy’ library in Python v. 

3.6.10. We extracted tweet ID, timestamp, text of the tweet, emojis used and primary tweet 

language for every tweet. No limit was set on the number of tweets to be extracted and the 

number retrieved was managed by the inbuilt limitations of the standard Twitter API. 
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2.2. Data pre-processing 

The initial steps in pre-processing involved removal of duplicate tweets using tweet ID as the 

unique identifier and non-English tweets using the tweet language variable. Further steps 

involved cleaning the text of the tweets by removing twitter handles, user mentions, hashtags, 

hyperlinks, links to images, punctuation marks, line breaks and extra white spaces, converting 

to lower case and changing the Universal Time Coordinated (UTC) timestamp to Indian 

Standard Time (IST) timestamp. Wherever emojis were encountered in tweets, the text 

description of the respective emojis were extracted and added to the main tweet text. For 

example, ☺ emoji was converted into the descriptive text ‘smiling face’ and added to the text.  

 

2.3. Statistical analysis 

The cleaned dataset containing the texts of the tweets was subjected to sentiment analysis 

using the ‘syuzhet’ package in R v.3.6.3.(“Introduction to the Syuzhet Package” n.d.) The 

‘syuzhet’ lexicon was developed at the Nebraska Literary Lab and it attempts to reveal the 

latent narrative structure and emotional shifts between conflict and conflict resolution. This 

lexicon was based on a collection of 165,000 human coded sentences from a corpus of 

contemporary novels. It can only work with languages that use Latin character sets, making it 

unsuitable for most Indian languages and hence the need to exclude non-English 

tweets.(Phani, Lahiri, and Biswas 2016) 

The first step in sentiment analysis was to obtain the sentiment score for each tweet. The 

sentiment score is a numeric vector where a negative number indicates a negative sentiment, 

zero indicates neutral sentiment and a positive number indicates a positive sentiment and the 

absolute value indicates the magnitude of the sentiment. The proportion of tweets 

representing each sentiment was compared for the period before and after the lockdown was 

compared using chi square test. We calculated the mean sentiment score for each day in each 

of the five cities and for the country as a whole, creating a daily time series of sentiment 

scores. 

The second step was to count the number of words in each tweet that mapped to one of the 

eight emotions (anger, fear, anticipation, trust, surprise, sadness, joy, and disgust) and two 

sentiments (positive and negative). This was done based on the NRC Word-Emotion 

Association Lexicon.(“NRC Emotion Lexicon” n.d.) This lexicon is a list of English words 

that have been manually and reliably coded and associated with one or more of the above 
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mentioned predefined basic emotions and sentiments. We calculated the mean number of 

words representing the eight emotions and two sentiments per tweet per day. 

We performed change point analysis to assess how the trends in sentiments and emotions 

changed over time. Change points were described in terms of the ‘days since lockdown’ and 

whether an increase or decrease was observed at each change point. 

Finally, we created a word cloud representing the 100 words that most commonly appeared in 

the tweets, categorized for the periods before and during the lockdown period. This was 

achieved using the text mining package ‘tm’ in R v.3.6.3.(Feinerer 2019) The ‘tm’ package 

provides for the preprocessing of tweets in terms of removing English stop words, user 

defined search keywords, punctuations and numbers and the creation of a sparse matrix called 

the term document matrix. This term document matrix formed the basis for the creation of the 

word cloud. 

 

2.4. Data privacy and ethical issues 

The tweets analyzed in this study were publicly available on the Internet. Users agree to the 

terms and conditions of using the Twitter service at the time of registration and also agree to 

regular updates. It is understood that an implied consent is given by the users for their data to 

be used for research purposes.(“Twitter Terms of Service” n.d.; Sloan et al. 2013)  Our study 

is a secondary analysis of the texts contained in those tweets and entailed no harm to the 

users of Twitter or any other party. Our results only present summaries in the form of means 

and percentages and do not mention any particular tweet or user name or twitter handle, 

protecting the anonymity and privacy of the users. The analysis carried out here is based on 

an automated and reproducible process called natural language processing and does not 

involve a human reading or interpreting individual tweets. 
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3. Results 

3.1. Sentiments 

The sentiment analysis of 2,26,170 tweets from five major cities of India between 12.3.20 to 

14.4.20 revealed that the mean sentiment score was 0.25. The mean sentiment score before 

the implementation of the lockdown was 0.16 and during the lockdown it was 0.26. The mean 

number of positive and negative words per tweet per day were 1.35 and 0.98, respectively. 

While positive words increased from 1.33 to 1.35 during the lockdown, the negative words 

reduced from 1.11 to 0.96. (Table 1, Figures 1,2) Before the lockdown, the percentage of 

positive, neutral and negative tweets were 49.8%, 10.9% and 39.3%, respectively. During the 

lockdown period, the percentage of positive tweets increased to 51.8% and so did the neutral 

tweets to 12.3% whereas the negative tweets decreased to 35.9% (chi square = 150.5, p value 

<0.001). Hence both before and during the intervention, positively oriented tweets were 

predominant.(Table 1) 

3.2. Emotions 

The mean number of words per tweet representing the different emotions in descending order 

were as follows - trust (0.85), fear (0.66), anticipation (0.58), joy (0.46), sadness (0.40), anger 

(0.39), surprise (0.23), and disgust (0.20). There wasn’t much discernible change in the ranks 

of the emotions in terms of mean number of words per tweet or percentage of tweets with the 

emotion comparing the two time periods.(Table 1, Figure 3) Mean number of words per tweet 

reflecting trust was higher (0.84 words per tweet before and 0.85 words per tweet during the 

lockdown) than the mean number of words reflecting other emotions. Also, trust was the 

most common (52.6% before and 52.4% during the lockdown) emotion in the tweets 

followed by fear and anticipation.(Table 1) 

3.3. City level analysis 

The city-wise analysis of mean sentiment score and other emotions for the five cities namely 

Bhopal, Chennai, Delhi, Kolkata and Mumbai are presented are presented in Table 2 and 

Figure 4. In all the cities, the sentiment score shows a deliberate upward trend in the period 

after the lockdown announcement with Chennai showing more exuberance than the other 

cities, especially towards the end.(Figure 4) 

3.4. Change point analysis 

There were three change points for sentiment score, the first two (on day -7 and 11) when a 

rise was noted and the third (on day 15) when it started to decrease. Positive sentiment 
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mirrored the pattern of the sentiment score and negative sentiment followed a declining trend 

at similar changepoints. Trust continued to remain high after the first change point (on day -

8).(Table 3, Figure 5,6) 

3.5. Word cloud 

The word cloud portrays the 100 most commonly appearing words in the tweets during the 

study period.(Figure 7) As can be seen, before the lockdown the most prominent words used 

were ‘virus’, ‘curfew’, ‘face’ and ‘wash’ and during the lockdown the most prominent words 

were ‘lockdown’, ‘cases’, ‘warriors’ and ‘state’. 
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4. Discussion 

4.1. Summary of main findings 

Our sentiment analysis of 0.22 million tweets from five major cities in India between 12th 

March 2020 to 14th April 2020 reflected that the public sentiment was predominantly 

positive. Positive sentiments increased and negative sentiments decreased after the 

implementation of the lockdown. Trust and fear were the most common emotions expressed. 

Negative emotions namely anger, fear and sadness reduced during the lockdown. A positive 

public sentiment for the strategies implemented by the government in response to COVID-19 

has implications for their compliance. Ultimately, this is expected to positively impact the 

course of the pandemic in the country. 

4.2. Evidence from previous work 

Studies capturing the sentiments about COVID-19 from China, the epicentre of the pandemic,  

report mixed results. Similar to our study, Zhao et al report their sentiment analysis of the 

microblogging site Sina Microblog. They observed that the emotional tendency of the public 

went from negative to neutral, with negative emotions weakening and positive emotions 

increasing.(Zhao et al. 2020) On the contrary, Li S et al in their analysis of sentiments of 

Weibo users before and after the declaration of COVID-19 outbreak report that negative 

emotions like anger increased and positive emotions decreased. People were most concerned 

about health and family while they were less concerned about leisure and friends.  They 

emphasise the need for such analysis which fills the knowledge gaps of short-term individual 

changes in psychological conditions after a major event.(Li et al. 2020) Barkur et al in their 

letter to the editor mention that the emotion ‘trust’ stood out in India over all others. 

However, their analysis was very preliminary and considered data of only three days post the 

implementation of the lockdown.(Barkur, Vibha, and Kamath 2020) 

4.3. Implications of the findings 

The most prevalent emotion found in our analysis was trust. Public trust has been repeatedly 

shown in previous traditional surveys to be a prerequisite for the success of public health 

interventions such as a pandemic response.(Prati, Pietrantoni, and Zani 2011; Siegrist and 

Zingg 2014) Sociological models like the ‘trust-confidence-cooperation’ framework inform 

us that trust is what ultimately leads to public cooperation.(Earle and Siegrist 2008) In India, 

public trust seems to be in place and it is fertile grounds for the government to implement 

interventions for the larger public interest. It would be prudent of any government to engage 
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in activities that keep the public trust high so that further public health actions would also be 

received and followed favourably. Fear was the most prevalent negative emotion that 

prevailed before and during the lockdown. This could be explained by the fact that this is an 

unprecedented situation the world finds itself in, in terms of the disease and the control 

measures. Fear is one of the most basic of human emotions. It is only natural and 

understandable that the public express fear as a major emotion in response to a novel, rapidly 

spreading disease and the possible adverse socioeconomic impact of the control measures. 

The preponderance of positive sentiment and its increase post announcement of the lockdown 

could reflect an overall trust that the public have in the Government’s strategies to curb the 

pandemic. Another important reason for this increase in positivity could be explained by the 

popular characteristics of Twitter users. Twitters users are relatively more educated, younger, 

more likely to own a smartphone with Internet connection and work in the organised sector 

with a regular income.(Sloan et al. 2015, 2013) They are less likely to be have been affected 

economically and socially unlike the people working in the unorganised sector who faced 

wage losses and hunger due to the lockdown. These advantages that Twitter users enjoy 

might have influenced the trend towards the positivity. 

The results of our study provide insights and valuable feedback to the policy makers. They 

can try to understand the pattern of negative emotions and work on addressing them through 

effective risk communication or adapting strategies to be more inclusive and suit local 

context. Packaging of risk communication and proposed interventions can either lead to a 

successful implementation or lead to rotting without public ownership.(Tavoschi et al. 2020) 

They can capitalise on the positive sentiments to draw lessons for future framing of public 

friendly strategies. It could also be vital to quickly pick up fake messages and dispel 

misinformation.(Porreca, Scozzari, and Di Nicola 2020)  

Marketing agencies benefit greatly from their analysis of public sentiments to strategically 

and effectively widen their clientele.(Reyes-Menendez, Saura, and Filipe 2020) Public health, 

especially in low and middle income countries, is still in its infancy when it comes to 

monitoring and utilizing public emotions on social media for decision making. There is a 

need for building and strengthening surveillance systems for monitoring public sentiments on 

social media and use that knowledge to frame appropriate and responsive strategies. (Abd-

Alrazaq et al. 2020) While the use of computer-based algorithms to draw inferences about 

human sentiments is promising, prediction by a computerized system alone is not holistic. A 
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composite approach with a “human-in-the-loop” is recommended to provide the system with 

feedback. (Kunneman et al. 2020) 

4.4. Strengths and limitations 

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first comprehensive sentiment analysis of COVID-

19 related tweets performed in India. By studying five major cities and areas around them we 

have covered a vast expanse of the country. We are also confident that the large number of 

tweets analysed along with the long duration over which they were captured provide a 

reasonably accurate and comprehensive assessment of the public sentiment about this major 

public health situation. Sentiment analysis is relatively new and multiple methods are adopted 

by different researchers not all of which have been tested on large datasets.(Gohil, Vuik, and 

Darzi 2018) Our study adopts a standard methodology for sentiment analysis and we provide 

a comprehensive description of the same enabling reproduction. 

There are a few limitations to this study. We expect that Twitter users will be systematically 

different from non-users in terms of sociodemographic characteristics (age, gender, rurality, 

education, occupation, religious belief, political orientation and personality traits) which is a 

disadvantage shared by most social media-based sentiment analyses. However, sentiment 

analysis of social media data is the most practical way to reliably study real-time public 

sentiments when a pandemic situation like COVID-19 precludes the use of traditional 

research methods. In this study, we have used data from Twitter only and no other social 

media sites. Because, Twitter has been increasingly used by official agencies like ministries 

and public health organisations to send reports and communications to the common man, it is 

was judged more appropriate for the study objective. North-eastern states are not represented 

in our analysis because they reported <1% of the total number of cases in India. 

4.5. Conclusion and recommendations 

Positive sentiments dominated the COVID-19 outbreak in India even during the 

implementation of stringent control measures like complete national level lockdown.  

Whether this translated into optimal compliance with the interventions and effective control 

of COVID-19 in India is a subject for future research. Public health decision makers can use 

the understanding of these sentiments to guide their policy and risk communication strategies. 

In a rapidly evolving health crisis like COVID-19 where every day is different and 

challenging, a continuous monitoring of social media-based public sentiments can serve as an 

essential tool for decision making.  
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Table 1. Public sentiments and emotions about COVID-19 before (12.3.20 to 24.3.20) and during (25.3.20 to 14.4.20) the first phase of 

lockdown in India  

Indicator Level Overall Before During 

Sentiment score, Mean (Range)  0.25 (17.05) 0.16 (12.2)  0.26 (17.05) 

Percentage of tweets representing the 

sentiment 

Positive  51.5% 49.8% 51.8% 

Neutral  12.1% 10.9% 12.3% 

Negative  36.4% 39.3% 35.9% 

Number of words per tweet representing the 

sentiment, Mean (Range) 

Negative 0.98 (11) 1.11 (8) 0.96 (11) 

Positive 1.35 (13) 1.33 (9) 1.35 (13) 

Percentage of tweets representing the 

sentiment 

Negative 59.1% 63.8% 58.4% 

Positive 66.1% 67.3% 65.9% 

Number of words per tweet representing the 

emotion, Mean (Range)  

Anger 0.39 (8) 0.38 (5) 0.39 (8) 

Anticipation 0.58 (9) 0.61 (6) 0.57 (9) 

Disgust 0.20 (6) 0.22 (5) 0.19 (6) 

Fear 0.66 (9) 0.72 (7) 0.66 (9) 

Joy 0.46 (10) 0.48 (7) 0.45 (10) 

Sadness 0.40 (8) 0.40 (6) 0.40 (8) 

Surprise  0.23 (5) 0.25 (4) 0.23 (5) 

Trust 0.85 (10) 0.84 (7) 0.85 (10) 

Percentage of tweets representing the Anger 31.3% 30.7% 31.4% 
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emotion Anticipation 40.9% 42.4% 40.7% 

Disgust 16.5% 17.8% 16.3% 

Fear 46.1% 48.5% 45.7% 

Joy 32.9% 35.4% 32.5% 

Sadness 30.9% 30.7% 31.0% 

Surprise  20.2% 21.5% 20.0% 

Trust 52.4% 52.6% 52.4% 
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Table 2. Public sentiments and emotions about COVID-19 in five major cities of India between March 12th and April 14th, 2020 

Place 

Sentiment 

score, 

Mean 

(Range) 

Number of words 

per tweet 

representing the 

sentiment,  

Mean (Range) 

Number of words per tweet representing the emotion, 

Mean (Range) 

Negative Positive Anger Anticipation Disgust Fear Joy Sadness Surprise Trust 

Delhi 0.21 (16.5) 0.99 (11) 1.30 (12) 0.40 (8) 0.57 (9) 0.19 (6) 0.68 (9) 0.43 (8) 0.40 (8) 0.23 (5) 0.84 (9) 

Mumbai 0.23 (14.5) 0.98 (9) 1.32 (10) 0.39 (6) 0.57 (7) 0.20 (6) 0.66 (7) 0.45 (8) 0.39 (6) 0.24 (4) 0.85 (8) 

Chennai 0.37 (16.9) 0.95 (11) 1.52 (10) 0.35 (7) 0.62 (7) 0.19 (5) 0.61 (7) 0.52 (8) 0.41 (6) 0.22 (5) 0.83 (7) 

Kolkata 0.22 (14.7) 1.01 (9) 1.31 (13) 0.41 (7) 0.55 (8) 0.20 (5) 0.71 (7) 0.44 (10) 0.42 (6) 0.23 (4) 0.87 (10) 

Bhopal 0.23 (12.1) 1.03 (9) 1.35 (9) 0.43 (6) 0.58 (6) 0.22 (5) 0.70 (7) 0.48 (6) 0.39 (5) 0.25 (4) 0.88 (7) 
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Table 3. Change point analysis of the public sentiments and emotions in the first phase of lockdown in India between March 12th and 

April 14th, 2020 

 

Change at day since the lockdown 

1st change 2nd change 3rd change 

Sentiment score  -7 11 15 

Positive  -9 10 16 

Negative  -8 10 - 

Anger  -1 11 13 

Anticipation - - 14 

Disgust  -12 - 13 

Fear  - - 13 

Joy  No change 

Sadness  - - 16 

Surprise  No change 

Trust -8 - - 

Note: Green indicates increase, red indicates decrease 
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Figure 1. Trends in daily mean sentiment score before (12.3.20 to 24.3.20) and during (25.3.20 to 14.4.20) the first phase of lockdown in 

India 
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Figure 2. Trends in positive and negative public sentiments before (12.3.20 to 24.3.20) and during (25.3.20 to 14.4.20) the first phase of 

lockdown in India 
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Figure 3. Pattern of public emotions before (12.3.20 to 24.3.20) and during (25.3.20 to 14.4.20) the first phase of lockdown in India 
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Figure 4. Trends in daily mean sentiment score before (12.3.20 to 24.3.20) and during (25.3.20 to 14.4.20) the first phase of lockdown in 

five major cities of India 
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Figure 5. Change point analysis of the daily mean sentiment score in the first phase of lockdown in India between March 12th and April 

14th, 2020 
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Figure 6. Change point analysis of public sentiments and emotions in the first phase of lockdown in 

India between March 12th and April 14th, 2020 
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Figure 7. Word cloud reflecting public sentiment before (12.3.20 to 24.3.20) and during (25.3.20 to 

14.4.20) the first phase of lockdown in India 
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