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I 

Summary 
 

In the 2020–2022 biennium, humankind faced one of the worst public health 

crises of all time. The SARS-CoV-2 spread posed unprecedented challenges to 

modern societies, pervasively reshaping the everyday life of the world 

population. In this Thesis, we addressed how the multifaced lifestyle and societal 

changes due to the COVID-19 outbreak interacted with human sleep, describing 

a series of studies aimed at unraveling the brief- and long-term consequences of 

the pandemic period on sleep features of the Italian population. 

The project consisted of a cross-sectional investigation engaging almost fourteen 

thousand participants during the first lockdown and three longitudinal 

assessments involving over two thousand respondents across different pandemic 

stages (the final weeks of lockdown, the second contagion wave period, and the 

emergency resolution two years later). 

We examined the progression of sleep ad mental health, outlining possible 

demographic, psychological, and behavioral risk factors during different 

emergency phases. We addressed the transient changes in sleep duration and 

sleep schedules, the consequences of working adjustments, and how all these 

events interacted with the different circadian typologies. We also explored the 

repercussions of the increased digital screen time under social distancing, and 

the role of sleep on the subsequent risk for long COVID symptoms.  

Finally, we contextualized the project results in the international framework, 

providing an updated and comprehensive overview of the scientific evidence in 

the field and discussing the learned lessons from the pandemic to better manage 

the complex and inextricable relationship between sleep and social/behavioral 

factors. 
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Preface 
 

At the beginning of my PhD course, I enthusiastically approached the sleep field, 

planning a project about the sleep role on memory consolidation. In March 2020, 

the spread of COVID-19 forced all of us to suspend our research activity. 

However, when the Italian Prime Minister imposed the first nationwide 

lockdown, I immediately realized that such extraordinary situation constituted 

an incredible opportunity, giving rise to a colossal open-air laboratory to study 

human sleep. 

This research project was conceived in the earliest days of home confinement, 

later becoming the first and most extensive investigation to understand the 

consequences of the COVID-19 pandemic on Italians’ sleep. To date, the project 

has seen the participation of thousands of people across four survey waves 

during different pandemic phases, providing a valuable contribution to the 

scientific literature in understanding and managing the emergency period.  

Those intuitions during the first days of lockdown triggered a prolific research 

line, turning out to be the best training ground for a young and ambitious student 

that approached the scientific research field for the first time. This project led me 

to publish 11 in-extenso articles in international peer-reviewed journals (9 as first 

author and 2 as result of international collaborations), 1 chapter in an 

international book, 7 abstracts as (inter-)national conference proceedings, and it 

allowed me to attend for three times the Italian Association of Sleep Medicine 

congress as invited-speaker.  

With this Thesis, I would guide the reader on a 360º journey over the first two 

COVID-19 pandemic years, showing how all the characteristics of this historical 

period interacted with the people’s sleep. We will start from the first weeks of 

lockdown and travel for its entire duration during the Spring 2020 (Part 1). Then, 
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we will cross the second contagion wave during the subsequent Winter (Part 2), 

up to the end of the emergency two years after the lockdown (Part 3).  

Chapter by chapter, the reader will witness the evolution of the COVID-19 

emergency. Rather than a weakness, the lack of updating of some passages 

should be taken as a strength of the work, which offers an authentic stepwise 

representation of the pandemic's complexity by reflecting all the uncertainties 

and nuances that have characterized those turbulent periods. 

At the same time, the reader would enjoy the professional growth of the writer, 

mirrored by the gradual refinement in formulating the most appropriate research 

questions, finely analyze data, and discuss the most disparate results. 

Like in any journey, whether enjoyable or not, we should wait until the end to 

draw conclusions. In this view, the final chapter provides an updated discussion 

of the addressed topics, summing up the current knowledge and, even more 

importantly, addressing the lessons that the pandemic has taught us to better 

manage our sleep. Indeed, besides the obvious negative impact, the pandemic 

period gave birth to the broadest natural experiment in human history, 

representing a unique opportunity to deepen our knowledge about the role of 

the societal and environmental contexts on sleep behavior. 
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Part 1 

The lockdown 

This section refers to the chapter “Sleep patterns and sleep disturbances during 

the lockdown periods” in the book “COVID-19 and Sleep: A Global Outlook” 

(Salfi & Ferrara, 2023), reproduced with permission from Springer Nature. 

The SARS-CoV-2 virus started to spread in China in the last months of 2019. This 

virus led to an acute respiratory syndrome associated with a potentially life-

threatening pneumonia disease (COVID-19). In the subsequent months, the 

contagions increased worldwide, giving rise to a global pandemic (Platto et al., 

2021). Governments around the world promptly reacted to this situation by 

applying unprecedented containment measures to counteract the increasing 

contagion, hospitalization, and death rates. The set of extreme restraining 

measures became known as lockdown, consisting of home confinement, social 

distancing, and the mandatory closure of schools and most work activities. The 

pervasive impact of these measures on the lifestyle of the general population was 

associated with generalized alterations in the main zeitgebers. Nationwide 

lockdown periods led to reduced sunlight exposure, social interactions, and 

physical activity (Altena et al., 2020). Meanwhile, the daily use of smartphones 

and computers dramatically increased to compensate for the limited face-to-face 

interactions, spend longer free time, and relieve boredom (Trott et al., 2022). In 

this scenario, millions of workers and students began to work from home 

(Brynjolfsson et al., 2020; Eurofound, 2020), while fears of contagion, economic 

and employment uncertainties, and worries about the well-being of loved ones 

burdened everyday life, leading to increased distress and anxiety levels 

(Rajkumar, 2020). It did not take long to realize that all the above-mentioned 
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factors would have represented the perfect storm to impact the sleep 

health/habits of the world population. 

In Part 1 of the Thesis, I provided a general overview of the multifaceted changes 

in human sleep under home confinement by reporting the results of the most 

extensive cross-sectional study (13,989 participants) performed during the Italian 

lockdown (Chapter 1, 2, and 3) and a longitudinal investigation held during the 

third and the seventh weeks of stay-at-home orders (Chapter 4 and 5). 

In Chapter 1, we identified the main demographic and psychological risk factors 

of sleep disturbances, also evaluating the changes in sleep duration and sleep 

schedules under home confinement and how these factors interacted with the 

different circadian typologies. Finally, we addressed the repercussions of the 

lockdown-related working adjustments on sleep health/habits. 

In Chapter 2, we evaluated the differential impact of the self-confinement period 

among two at-risk population groups such as late adolescents and older people. 

Chapter 3 examined the lockdown effect on university students’ sleep and 

psychological status by comparing a university sample under confinement and a 

student group evaluated in 2016. 

In Chapter 4, we provided the results of the first longitudinal investigation aimed 

at understanding the cumulative impact of the extended lockdown period on 

sleep and mental health of the adult population, focusing on possible differences 

between men and women. 

Finally, in Chapter 5, we addressed the effects of the increased use of digital 

devices over the confinement period on sleep disturbances/schedules of the 

Italian population. 
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Chapter 1 

1 Demographic, psychological, chronobiological, and 

work‐related predictors of sleep disturbances 

during the COVID‐19 lockdown in Italy 
 

 

1.1 Abstract 

The first COVID‐19 contagion wave caused unprecedented restraining measures 

worldwide. In Italy, a period of generalized lockdown involving home 

confinement of the entire population was imposed for almost two months (9 

March–3 May 2020). The present is the most extensive Italian investigation aimed 

to identify the demographic, psychological, chronobiological, and work‐related 

predictors of sleep disturbances throughout the pandemic emergency.  

A total of 13,989 Italians completed a web‐based survey during the confinement 

period (25 March–3 May). We collected demographic and lockdown‐ related 

work changes information, and we evaluated sleep quality, insomnia, and 

depression symptoms, chronotype, perceived stress, and anxiety using validated 

questionnaires.  

The majority of the respondents reported a negative impact of confinement on 

their sleep and a delayed sleep phase. We highlighted an alarming prevalence of 

sleep disturbances during the lockdown. Main predictors of sleep disturbances 

identified by regression models were: female gender, advanced age, being a 

healthcare worker, living in Southern Italy, confinement duration, and a higher 

level of depression, stress, and anxiety. The evening chronotype emerged as a 

vulnerability factor, while morning‐type individuals showed a lower 

predisposition to sleep and psychological problems. Finally, working from home 

was associated with less severe sleep disturbances.  
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Besides confirming the role of specific demographic and psychological factors in 

developing sleep disorders during the COVID‐19 pandemic, we propose that 

circadian typologies could react differently to a particular period of reduced social 

jetlag. Moreover, our results suggest that working from home could play a 

protective role against the development of sleep disturbances during the current 

pandemic emergency. 

 

 

1.2 Introduction  

All the contents of this Chapter refer to the same-titled article, published in 

Scientific Reports (Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021) and reproduced with permission 

from Springer Nature.  

The rapid spread of the new Coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2) outbreak led the global 

governments to adopt generalized lockdown and social distancing measures to 

limit the virus propagation. The Italian population was subjected to home 

confinement for almost two months (9 March–3 May 2020). The restraining 

measures involved unprecedented limitations of mobility rights and social 

interactions. This stressful situation profoundly compromised the general 

population’s everyday life, resulting in pervasive psychological repercussions 

(Rajkumar, 2020; Vindegaard & Benros, 2020). In this extraordinary historical 

period, sleep represented one of the primary victims (Altena et al., 2020). Several 

cross-sectional and longitudinal studies confirmed this assumption, showing a 

high prevalence of sleep disturbances during the lockdown period (for a meta-

analysis, see Jahrami et al., 2021). 

In the current study, we present the most extensive Italian investigation (n = 

13,989) aimed to provide a comprehensive snapshot of sleep health and habits 

during the entire home confinement period due to the COVID-19 outbreak. We 

used a web-based survey covering the two months of total lockdown to evaluate 



 

 

 
5 

sleep quality, insomnia symptoms, chronotype, depression symptoms, perceived 

stress, and anxiety of the Italian population under restraining measures.  

The present investigation was conceived to understand the sociodemographic, 

psychological, chronobiological, and work-related predictors of the sleep 

disturbances during the home confinement period. Several cross-sectional 

studies showed women (Casagrande et al., 2020; Cellini et al., 2021; Guadagni et 

al., 2020; X. Li et al., 2020; J. Wang et al., 2020) and healthcare workers (Muller et 

al., 2020; Pappa et al., 2020) as the categories suffering the most. Furthermore, 

literature also revealed a close relationship between psychological well-being 

and sleep disturbances during the pandemic period (Cellini et al., 2020; Guadagni 

et al., 2020; Jahrami et al., 2021; W. Wang et al., 2020). First of all, we expected to 

confirm these results within our larger sample.  

Moreover, the present study aimed to provide new insights about some aspects 

not yet addressed, such as the role of the individual circadian preference 

(chronotype) and the lockdown-related work changes in the expression of sleep 

disturbances during the first COVID-19 outbreak wave. 

The restraining measures impacted the sleep/wake rhythms. People delayed the 

bedtime and wake up time during the lockdown (Cellini et al., 2020, 2021; 

Korman et al., 2020; Leone et al., 2020), resulting in a reduction of social jetlag 

(Korman et al., 2020; Leone et al., 2020; Wright et al., 2020), which could be 

conceived as a proxy for a challenged circadian system and compromised sleep 

(Kantermann, 2020; Wittmann et al., 2006). Conventionally, three main 

chronotypes have been identified (Adan et al., 2012): the morning-type (MT), the 

neither-type (NT), and the evening-type (ET). The ET typically showed lower 

sleep quality (Fabbian et al., 2016; Merikanto et al., 2012; Rique et al., 2014), and 

this evidence was ascribed to the misalignment between the biological and social 

clock (i.e., the timing of social obligations), which is associated to the unhealthy 

manifestation of social jetlag (Adan et al., 2012; Wittmann et al., 2006). 
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Furthermore, higher levels of negative mood and anxiety characterize ET 

individuals (Au & Reece, 2017; Fabbian et al., 2016; Fares et al., 2015; Merikanto 

et al., 2013). The social jetlag and the sleep difficulties have been proposed to 

account for the ET’s tendency to experience psychological symptoms (Kivelä et 

al., 2018; Levandovski et al., 2011; van den Berg et al., 2018). In this view, we 

could expect that during a period of large-scale reduction of the social jetlag such 

as the home confinement due to the COVID-19 outbreak, the gap between 

circadian typologies could be narrowed down because ET, in particular, may 

have benefitted from a period marked by a loosening of rigorous sleep/wake 

schedule due to weaker social and working obligations. 

Finally, the lockdown impacted the working routine of the majority of the 

population, leading to the suspension of the working activity and the imposition 

of remote working. The widespread possibility of working from home in 

telematic mode with a great flexibility in the working schedule could be a further 

factor contributing to the general population’s sleep quality. Therefore, we aimed 

at verifying the influence of changes in working activity caused by the restraining 

measures on sleep habits. 

 

 

1.3 Materials and methods 

1.3.1 Participants and procedure 

A web-based survey has been disseminated through social media (Facebook, 

WhatsApp, Instagram, Twitter) from the third week to the end of the 

confinement period (25 March–3 May 2020), using a snowball sampling 

technique. A total of 13,989 Italian citizens (mean age ± standard deviation: SD, 

34.8 ± 12.2 years, range, 18–86 years, 3223 males) participated in the present 

investigation. The survey started with demographic questions (age, gender, 

education, occupation, geographic location) and COVID-related information 
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(infection or forced quarantine). Demographic information is reported in Table 

1.1. Then, we asked to rate the perceived impact of the lockdown on sleep quality 

(positive, none, negative), and the occurred changes of bedtime (delayed, 

maintained, advanced), wake up time (delayed, unchanged, advanced), and nap 

habits (increased, unchanged, reduced). Subsequently, the survey comprised an 

evaluation of the working activity changes. We collected information on the 

suspension of the working activity (yes, no), the beginning of the remote working 

modality (yes, no), and the changes of the daily working time (increased, 

unchanged, reduced). Then, we evaluated sleep quality, insomnia severity 

symptoms, and chronotype, through a set of validated questionnaires (see next 

paragraph for a detailed description): the Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index (PSQI; 

Buysse et al., 1989; Curcio et al., 2013), the Insomnia Severity Index (ISI; Bastien 

et al., 2001; Castronovo et al., 2016), the reduced version of the Morningness-

Eveningness Questionnaire (MEQr; Natale, 1999). Finally, we assessed 

depression symptoms, perceived stress, and anxiety using (in order of 

presentation) the Beck Depression Inventory-second edition (BDI-II; Ghisi et al., 

2006), the 10-item Perceived Stress Scale (PSS-10; Mondo et al., 2021), and the 

state-anxiety subscale of the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory (STAI-X1; Spielberger 

et al., 1970), respectively. Participation in the entire survey required 

approximately 25 min, and the compilation of the last three questionnaires (BDI-

II, PSS-10, STAI-X1) was optional to avoid false/unreliable responses in the final 

part of the survey. A total of 9982 respondents (71.4%) compiled the BDI-II, 9282 

also the PSS-10 (66.5%), and 9064 completed all the questionnaires (64.8%). The 

study was approved by the Institutional Review Board of the University of 

L’Aquila (protocol n. 43,066/2020) and carried out according to the principles 

established by the Declaration of Helsinki. Online informed consent to 

participate in the research was obtained from all the respondents.  
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Table 1.1. Demographic characteristics of the sample. 

Variable N (%) 

Age 

18–30 7424 (53.0) 

31–50 4755 (33.9) 

Over 50 1810 (12.9) 

Gender  

Men 3123 (22.3) 

Women 10866 (77.6) 

Geographical location   

Northern Italya 5783 (41.3) 

Central Italyb 3389 (24.2) 

Southern Italyc 4817 (34.4) 

Education 

Middle school 501 (3.6) 

High school 5350 (38.2) 

Graduated 6750 (48.2) 

Over graduated 1388 (9.9) 

Occupation 

Unemployed 1347 (9.6) 

Student 4117 (29.4) 

Worker  

Healthcare work 781 (5.6) 

Other work 7744 (55.3) 

COVID-19 infection 

No 13801 (98.6) 

Yes 44 (0.3) 

No response 144 (1.0) 

Forced quarantine 

No 12890 (92.1) 

Yes 1032 (7.4) 

No response 67 (0.5) 
 

Notes: aNorthern Italy: Aosta Valley, Emilia Romagna, Friuli-Venezia Giulia, Liguria, Lombardy, 

Piedmont, Trentino-Alto Adige, and Veneto. bCentral Italy: Lazio, Marche, Tuscany, and Umbria. 
cSouthern Italy: Abruzzo, Apulia, Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Molise, Sardinia, and Sicily. 

 

 

1.3.2 Questionnaires 

The PSQI is a 19-item questionnaire widely used to evaluate sleep quality (Buysse 

et al., 1989; Curcio et al., 2013), chosen to obtain a multidimensional description 

of sleep disturbances and sleep patterns (bedtime, get up time, and total sleep 

time). Each dimension covered by PSQI (sleep quality, sleep duration, sleep 



 

 

 
9 

latency, habitual sleep efficiency, sleep disorders, the use of sleeping 

medications, daytime dysfunctions) is scored between 0 and 3, and higher scores 

(range, 0–21) point to more severe sleep difficulties. Scores higher than 5 

represent a valid indicator of poor sleep quality (Buysse et al., 1989). 

The ISI was used to obtain a clinical evaluation of insomnia symptoms and their 

severity (Bastien et al., 2001; Castronovo et al., 2016). It is a screening instrument 

that comprises an evaluation of seven dimensions: difficulty falling asleep, 

difficulty staying asleep, waking too early, sleep satisfaction, sleep interference 

with daytime functioning, noticeability of sleep problems by others, and worry 

about sleep. Respondents rate each item using a 5-point Likert scale (0–4), 

yielding a total score ranging from 0 to 28. Validated cut-off scores can be used 

to identify clinical insomnia conditions (0–7: no insomnia; 8–14 subthreshold 

insomnia; 15–21: moderate insomnia; 22–28: severe insomnia) (Bastien et al., 

2001). 

The MEQr is a 5-item questionnaire comprising a self-report evaluation of ideal 

rising time and bedtime, personal efficiency peak time, morning freshness, and 

self-evaluation of chronotype (Natale, 1999). It represents a short version of the 

original 19-item mixed-format scale developed by Horne and Östberg (Horne & 

Östberg, 1976), which is the most widely used self-report instrument in 

chronopsychological research to identify circadian typologies (Adan et al., 2012). 

Discriminating power of the Italian version of MEQr to identify circadian 

typologies was confirmed using physiological measures (body temperature) and 

recorded motor activity as external criterion (Natale, 1999; Natale et al., 2006). 

Total score ranging from 4 to 25 is used to classify the chronotype (ET: 4–10; NT: 

11–18; MT: 19–25). 

The BDI-II is a 21-item self-report inventory designed to measure the severity of 

depression assessing affective, somatic, and cognitive symptoms according to 

diagnostic criteria listed in the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual for Mental 
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Disorders (American Psychiatric Association, 2000). Respondents rate the 

severity of each symptom using a 0 to 3 scale, and higher scores indicate more 

severe depression symptomatology (range, 0–63) (Ghisi et al., 2006; Sica & Ghisi, 

2007). Validated cut-off scores can be used to classify depression conditions (0–

13: no depression; 14–19 mild depression; 20–28: moderate depression; 29–63: 

severe depression). 

The PSS-10 is a reduced version of the widely used PSS (S. Cohen et al., 1983). It 

is a 10-item questionnaire evaluating thoughts and feelings referred to stressful 

events. Respondents are asked how often they felt a certain way on a 0–4 Likert 

scale regarding six negatively stated and four positively stated (reverse score) 

items. Higher scores point to higher perceived stress (range, 0–40). The Italian 

version of PSS-10 showed greater psychometric properties than the original PSS 

(Mondo et al., 2021).  

The STAI-X1 is a well-established instrument to measure state anxiety in research 

and clinical settings (Spielberger et al., 1970). It is a subscale of the State-Trait 

Anxiety Inventory, included in the Cognitive Behavioural Assessment battery 2.0 

(Sanavio et al., 1998). STAI-X1 comprises 20 item items referred to feelings of 

apprehension, tension, nervousness, worry, and activation of the autonomic 

nervous system. Respondents rate the intensity of each symptom on a 4-point 

Likert scale; higher scores indicate more significant state anxiety (range, 20–80). 

 

1.3.3 Data analysis 

We performed frequencies analyses to show the proportion of the reported 

impact of the lockdown period on sleep (negative, none, positive), and the 

changes of bedtime (advanced, unchanged, delayed), wake up time (advanced, 

unchanged, delayed), and nap habits (increased, unchanged, reduced). 

The analyses involving PSQI score were carried out excluding 814 participants 

due to compilation errors (i.e., respondents declared longer total sleep time 
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compared with the reported total time in bed). According to the validated criteria 

of PSQI and ISI questionnaires, we calculated the prevalence of poor sleepers and 

clinical insomniacs to provide a descriptive overview of the entire sample. 

Multiple regression analyses were carried out with PSQI and ISI scores as 

dependent variables. The regression models comprised the following continuous 

and categorical predictors: “Age” (continuous variable), “Gender” (man, woman), 

“Education” (middle school, high school, graduated, over-graduated), 

“Occupation” (healthcare work, other work, student, unemployed), “Geographic 

location” (Norther Italy, Central Italy, Southern Italy), the “Experience of the forced 

quarantine” (yes, no, no response), “Duration of the confinement period” (based on 

the day of participation to the survey), and the MEQr, BDI-II, PSS-10, and STAI-

X1 questionnaire scores (continuous variables). We did not include the “COVID-

19 infection” factor (yes, no, no response) due to the low number of infected 

subjects (only 44 participants). 

We calculated the chronotype composition of our sample (MT, NT, ET) according 

to the MEQr cut-off scores. Then, we performed chi-square tests to evaluate the 

association of the three circadian typology groups with the perceived impact of 

the lockdown period on sleep, the reported changes of bedtime, wake up time, 

and nap habits, and the prevalence of poor sleepers and clinical insomnia 

conditions. 

To evaluate differences in sleep quality, insomnia severity symptoms, 

depression, perceived stress, and anxiety, between MT, NT, and ET, we carried 

out ANCOVAs on the scores of the five questionnaires (PSQI, ISI, BDI-II, PSS-10, 

STAI-X1), with chronotype (MT, NT, ET) as three-level between-subjects factor. 

The current literature supports a strong relationship between age and chronotype 

(Adan et al., 2012; Carrier et al., 1997). Therefore, the analyses controlled for the 

effect of age (continuous variables) used as a covariate. 
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Finally, we applied a t-test analysis to compare the PSQI and ISI scores of the 

respondents who suspended or maintained the working activity. In order to 

evaluate the effect on sleep quality and insomnia symptoms due to the changes 

in the modality (remote working) and duration of the daily working activity, the 

PSQI and ISI scores were submitted to two-way ANOVAs, with "Remote working" 

(yes, no) and "Daily working time" (increased, unchanged, reduced) as two-level 

and three-level between-subjects factors, respectively. 

In some cases, further exploratory analyses were performed, using the 

information of interest (i.e., bedtime, get up time, sleep duration) derived from 

the PSQI (see 1.4.3 and 1.4.4 sections). 

All the analyses were two-tailed, and Bonferroni post hoc comparisons were 

performed in case of significant effects. A p-value < 0.05 was considered 

significant. When the data did not appear normally distributed or looked like 

heteroscedastic, "robust" or nonparametric techniques were used to check for bias 

in the inferential tests that could have led to misleading conclusions. Because 

these control analyses produced almost identical results to those obtained using 

the standard parametric tests, we concluded that violations of parametric 

assumptions were of negligible importance, and we reported only the parametric 

test results. 

 

 

1.4 Results 

1.4.1 Lockdown‐related consequences on sleep and prevalence of sleep 

disturbances 

Most respondents reported a negative impact of the restraining measures on their 

sleep, delayed bedtime and wake up time, and maintained unchanged nap 

habits. According to the PSQI and ISI criteria, over six out of ten of the 
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participants were poor sleepers, and 15% of the respondents had symptoms of 

moderate/severe clinical insomnia (Table 1.2). 

 

 

Table 1.2. Prevalence of lockdown-related consequences and sleep disturbance 

prevalence within the total sample. 

Variable N (%) 

Perceived impact  

Negative 8455 (60.5) 

None 3306 (23.6) 

Positive 2228 (15.9) 

Bedtime 

Advanced 1288 (9.2) 

Unchanged 4483 (32.1) 

Delayed 8218 (58.7) 

Wake up time 

Advanced 1570 (11.2) 

Unchanged 3563 (25.5) 

Delayed 8856 (63.3) 

Nap habits 

Increased 2477 (17.7) 

Unchanged 9045 (64.7) 

Reduced 2467 (17.6) 

Sleep quality 

Good 5122 (38.9) 

Poor 8053 (61.1) 

Insomnia 

No 6597 (47.2) 

Subthreshold 5297 (37.9) 

Moderate 1840 (13.2) 

Severe 255 (1.8) 
 

Notes: Sleep quality and insomnia ranges were established according to the validated cut-off scores (see 1.3.2 

section). 

 

 

1.4.2 Predictors of sleep disturbances 

Significant regression equations were found with PSQI and ISI scores as 

dependent variables (PSQI: R2 = 0.30, F17,8552 = 219.07, p < 0.001; ISI: R2 = 0.35, F17,9046 

= 285.07, p < 0.001). 
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As shown in Table 1.3, older age, female gender, healthcare work, living in 

Southern Italy, and confinement duration were associated with highest PSQI and 

ISI scores. Moreover, lower education predicted poorer sleep quality. Lower 

scores of MEQr (pointing to evening chronotype), and a higher level of 

depression, perceived stress, and anxiety predicted poorer sleep quality and 

more severe insomnia symptoms.  
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Table 1.3. Results (β and p) of the multiple linear regressions on PSQI and ISI scores.  

Predictor 
PSQI score  ISI score 

β p  β p 

Intercept  < 0.001   0.129 

Age 0.136 < 0.001  0.048 < 0.001 

Gender      

Woman Reference 

Man −0.182 < 0.001  −0.087 < 0.001 

Education      

Middle school Reference 

High school −0.165 0.003  0.003 0.957 

Graduated −0.218 < 0.001  −0.063 0.224 

Over graduated −0.256 < 0.001  −0.082 0.151 

Occupation      

Health work Reference 

Other work −0.134 < 0.001  −0.078 0.038 

Student −0.201 < 0.001  −0.142 < 0.001 

Unemployed −0.084 0.088  −0.038 0.404 

Geographic location      

Northern Italy Reference 

Central Italy 0.003 0.903  −0.015 0.487 

Southern Italy 0.094 < 0.001  0.040 0.054 

Home confinement duration 0.073 < 0.001  0.068 < 0.001 

Forced quarantine      

Yes Reference 

No  −0.053 0.142  −0.006 0.859 

No response 0.126 0.386  0.230 0.097 

MEQr score −0.079 < 0.001  −0.070 < 0.001 

BDI-II score 0.330 < 0.001  0.369 < 0.001 

PSS-10 score 0.073 < 0.001  0.097 < 0.001 

STAI-X1 score 0.148 < 0.001  0.157 < 0.001 
 

Notes: Bold values are statistically significant. a Northern Italy: Aosta Valley, Emilia Romagna, Friuli-Venezia 

Giulia, Liguria, Lombardy, Piedmont, Trentino-Alto Adige, and Veneto. b Central Italy: Lazio, Marche, 

Tuscany, and Umbria. c Southern Italy: Abruzzo, Apulia, Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Molise, Sardinia, 

and Sicily. 

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; MEQr, Morningness-

Eveningness Questionnaire-reduced; BDI-II, Beck Depression Inventory-second edition; PSS-10, Perceived 

Stress Scale-10 item; STAI-X1, State-anxiety subscale of the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory. 

 

 

1.4.3 Chronotype differences 

According to the MEQr criteria, our sample consisted of 3261 MT subjects 

(21.3%), 9181 NT (65.6%), and 1547 ET (11.1%). Chi-square tests (Table 1.4) 

showed significant associations of the chronotype group (MT, NT, ET) with the 
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perceived impact of the restraining measures, with the reported changes in 

bedtime, wake up time, and nap frequency, and with the prevalence of poor 

sleepers and clinical insomnia conditions. Specifically, a higher proportion of ET 

subjects reported a negative impact of the restraining measures, delayed bedtime 

and wake up time, and changes in nap habits. Additionally, the ET group was 

marked by a higher prevalence of poor sleepers and clinical insomniacs. MT 

participants showed the opposite pattern of results. 
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Table 1.4. Frequency of the lockdown-related perceived impact on sleep, reported 

changes of bedtime, wake up time and nap habits, and prevalence of poor sleepers and 

clinical insomnia conditions within the three chronotype groups (MT, NT, ET). Chi-

square test results are also reported (χ2 and p). 

 

Notes: Bold values are statistically significant. Sleep quality and insomnia ranges were established according 

to the validated cut-off scores (see 1.3.2 section). 
Abbreviations: MT, Morning-type; NT, Neither-type; ET, Evening-type. 

 

 

As hypothesized, the MEQr scores and the age variable were highly correlated 

(R = 0.28; p < 0.001), confirming the assumption of using the age as covariate in 

the subsequent analyses. One-way ANCOVAs carried out on sleep and 

psychological questionnaires showed a significant effect of the “Chronotype” 

factor (MT, NT, ET) (PSQI: F13171 = 152.70, p < 0.001; ISI: F13985 = 173.01, p < 0.001; 

Variable 
MT  NT  ET 

χ2 p   N (%)   

Perceived impact   

Negative 1645 (50.4)  5740 (62.5)  1067 (69.0) 

211.02 < 0.001 None  1017 (31.2)  2015 (21.9)  277 (17.9) 

Positive 599 (18.4)  1426 (15.5)  203 (13.1) 

Bedtime   

Advanced 384 (11.8)  820 (8.9)  84 (5.4) 

480.29 < 0.001 Unchanged 1433 (43.9)  2752 (30.0)  298 (19.3) 

Delayed 1444 (44.3)  5609 (61.1)  1165 (75.3) 

Wake up time   

Advanced 454 (13.9)  994 (10.8)  122 (7.9) 

419.39 < 0.001 Unchanged 1184 (36.3)  2146 (23.4)  233 (15.1) 

Delayed 1623 (49.8)  6041 (65.8)  1192 (77.1) 

Nap habits   

Increased 563 (17.3)  1575 (17.2)  339 (21.9) 

59.84 < 0.001 Unchanged 2223 (68.2)  5926 (64.5)  896 (57.9) 

Reduced 475 (14.6)  1680 (18.3)  312 (20.2) 

Sleep quality   

Poor 1599 (51.9)  5433 (62.6)  1021 (72.2) 
190.25 < 0.001 

Good 1481 (48.1)  3247 (37.4)  394 (27.8) 

Insomnia   

No 1901 (58.3)  4131 (45.0)  565 (36.5) 

291.11 < 0.001 
Subthreshold 1041 (31.9)  3614 (39.4)  642 (41.5) 

Moderate 288 (8.8)  1264 (13.8)  288 (18.6) 

Severe 31 (1.0)  172 (1.9)  52 (3.4) 
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BDI-II: F9978 = 134.17, p < 0.001; PSS-10: F9278 = 95.01, p < 0.001; STAI-X1: F9060 = 45.58, 

p < 0.001). The “Age” covariate yielded a significant effect in the analyses on PSQI, 

BDI-II, and PSS-10 scores (all p < 0.001), while it was not significant for ISI (p = 

0.35) and STAI-X1 (p = 0.58). Post hoc comparisons (Figure 1.1) showed that the 

ET group had higher scores in all the dimensions compared to MT and NT (all p 

< 0.001). NT showed higher scores compared to MT group for all the variables 

(all p < 0.001). 

Control analyses were performed adding the “Gender” factor as a further 

covariate in the ANCOVAs, confirming all the above-reported pattern of results. 

Finally, exploratory analyses highlighted a significant difference between the 

three chronotype groups for the reported sleep duration (F13986 = 14.14, p < 0.001). 

ET participants slept more (mean ± standard error: SE, 444 min ± 2 min) than NT 

(426 min ± 1 min) and MT groups (420 min ± 1 min; both p < 0.001). 

 

 

 
 

Figure 1.1. Sleep quality, insomnia, depression, perceived stress, and anxiety in the three 

chronotype groups (Morning-type, Neither-type, Evening-type).  

Notes: Mean (and standard errors) of questionnaire scores are reported. Analyses were adjusted for age. 

Results of Bonferroni post hoc comparisons are indicated with asterisks (***p < 0.001). 

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; BDI-II, Beck Depression 

Inventory-second edition; PSS-10, Perceived Stress Scale-10 item; STAI-X1, State-anxiety subscale of the 

State-Trait Anxiety Inventory; MT, Morning-type; NT, Neither-type; ET, Evening-type. 
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1.4.4 Working activity changes 

A total of 3314 workers (38.9% of the total workers’ sample) suspended their 

working activity during the lockdown. T-tests on PSQI and ISI scores showed 

significant differences between the group of respondents that suspended and the 

group that preserved their working activity (PSQI: t8084 = 2.56, p = 0.01; ISI: t8523 = 

6.18, p < 0.001). The suspension of the working activity was associated with lower 

sleep quality (mean ± SE, 7.15 ± 0.07 vs. 6.91 ± 0.05) and more severe insomnia 

symptoms (8.67 ± 0.10 vs. 7.91 ± 0.08). 

Among the sample who continued to work (5211 subjects), a total of 3536 

respondents worked from home, 2125 reported reduced working time, 1989 

maintained unchanged the work duration, and 1097 subjects increased their daily 

working time. 

Two-way ANOVAs on PSQI and ISI scores highlighted significant effects of 

“Remote working” (PSQI: F1,4941 = 45.91, p < 0.001; ISI: F1,5205 = 17.60, p < 0.001), and 

“Daily working time” factors (PSQI: F2,4941 = 28.49, p < 0.001; ISI: F2,5205 = 25.21, p < 

0.001). The interactions between the two factors (“Remote working” and “Daily 

working time”) were significant in both analyses (PSQI: F2,4941 = 6.23, p = 0.002; ISI: 

F2,5205 = 4.13, p = 0.02). 

Post hoc comparisons (Figure 1.2) pointed to lower sleep quality and more severe 

insomnia symptoms for the participants who increased the daily working time 

within both remote working and regular working group (all p < 0.01). There were 

no differences in PSQI and ISI scores between the two groups (remote vs. regular 

work) when they reduced the working time (both p = 1.00). When the daily 

working time was the same or increased compared with the pre-outbreak period, 

the remote workers showed lower scores on PSQI (both p < 0.001) and ISI 

questionnaires (p = 0.03, p = 0.01; respectively). Notably, the remote workers who 

increased the daily working time reported the same sleep quality and insomnia 
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symptoms of the regular workers who reduced (PSQI: p = 1.00; ISI: p = 0.25) or 

maintained unchanged the working duration (PSQI: p = 1.00; ISI: p = 0.85). 

Exploratory analyses showed that the remote working group went to bed and 

got up later (bedtime: hh:mm ± SE, 00:01 ± 1 min; get up time: 08:17 ± 1 min) and 

slept more (419 min ± 1 min) compared to the respondents who continued to 

reach the workplace (bedtime: 23:33 ± 2 min, t5209 = 11.93, p < 0.001; get up time: 

07:28 ± 2 min, t5209 = 19.20, p < 0.001; sleep duration: 392 min ± 2 min, t5209 = 11.38, 

p < 0.001). 

 

 

 

Figure 1.2. Interaction between "Remote working" (yes, no) and "Daily working time" 

(reduced, unchanged, increased) factors, for sleep quality (PSQI) and insomnia severity 

symptoms scores (ISI).  

Note: The figures report mean (and standard errors) of the PSQI and ISI questionnaire scores. Results of 

Bonferroni post hoc comparisons are reported with asterisks (*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01 ***p < 0.001). 

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index. 

 

 

1.5 Discussion 

Our study provided a comprehensive description of sleep health during the 

lockdown in Italy. Most respondents (approximately 60%) declared a negative 

impact of the restraining measure and delayed bedtime and wake up time. We 

highlighted an alarming prevalence of poor sleepers and clinical insomniacs 
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within our large sample: six out of ten participants were poor sleepers, and more 

than half of the sample presented from subthreshold to severe insomnia 

symptoms. 

On the other hand, it is noteworthy that a proportion of the respondents 

(approximately 16%) declared a positive impact of the lockdown measures on 

their sleep, supporting the assumption that a loosening of rigorous sleep/wake 

schedule due to weaker social and working obligations could have a beneficial 

effect on part of the population (Kocevska et al., 2020).  

In line with the current literature (Cellini et al., 2020; Guadagni et al., 2020; 

Jahrami et al., 2021; W. Wang et al., 2020) we demonstrated a strong relationship 

between sleep variables and depression, stress, and anxiety. We confirmed the 

results of other cross-sectional investigations on healthcare workers (Muller et 

al., 2020; Pappa et al., 2020) and women (Casagrande et al., 2020; Cellini et al., 

2021; Guadagni et al., 2020; X. Li et al., 2020; J. Wang et al., 2020), which appeared 

as the categories experiencing the most severe sleep problems during lockdown 

worldwide. Furthermore, advanced age predicted more severe sleep 

disturbances. An interpretation of the healthcare workers’ results is related to the 

well-known increased stressful workload, accompanied by higher contagion risk. 

Consistently, several studies demonstrated a high prevalence of post-traumatic 

stress disorder (PTSD) symptoms and mental health problems among the 

healthcare operators during the COVID-19 pandemic (Pappa et al., 2020; Rossi, 

Socci, Pacitti, et al., 2020). On the other hand, we suggest caution in the 

interpretation of the results on women and elderly population since these two 

factors were typically associated with the poorest sleep quality (Madrid-Valero 

et al., 2017; Mander et al., 2017) and the higher predisposition to insomnia 

conditions even in the pre-outbreak period (Kamel & Gammack, 2006; B. Zhang 

& Wing, 2006). Consistently, our recent longitudinal study (Salfi et al., 2020) 

showed that the time course of sleep disturbance was different between men and 
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women, and the male gender appeared as the most vulnerable to the 

prolongation of the restraining measures. 

We highlighted more severe sleep disturbances in Southern Italy, and this result 

is inconsistent with the available literature on sleep and COVID-19 in the Italian 

population (Casagrande et al., 2020), which identified a higher prevalence of 

sleep problems in Northern Italy. However, differences in the period under 

consideration might explain the different results. The previous investigation 

(Casagrande et al., 2020) was referred to the first weeks of the outbreak, when the 

geographic propagation of the contagion in Italy was extremely unbalanced 

towards Northern regions (Istituto Superiore di Sanità, 2020). Our study covered 

the entire confinement period instead, providing a more reliable overview of the 

effect of the pandemic propagation in Southern Italy. Moreover, we hypothesize 

that our results could also reflect the economic consequences of the pandemic 

since Southern Italy was the territorial area most economically affected by the 

COVID-19 crisis (SVIMEZ, 2020).  

Finally, the confinement duration was a predictive factor of sleep disturbances, 

corroborating the hypothesis of a cumulative detrimental effect of the protracted 

lockdown period. However, scarce evidence had been provided worldwide, with 

only a few studies addressing this question through longitudinal investigations 

across the confinement period (Salfi, Amicucci, et al., 2021; Salfi et al., 2020; C. 

Wang, Pan, Wan, Tan, Xu, McIntyre, et al., 2020). 

 

1.5.1 Chronotypes under lockdown 

According to the initial hypothesis, ET respondents reported the most prevalent 

delay of the sleep phase. These results are consistent with another Italian cross-

sectional study carried out during the lockdown (Marelli et al., 2021). However, 

the ET participants reported suffering more from the confinement situation than 

the other circadian typologies. Coherently, this group showed the lowest sleep 
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quality and the highest level of insomnia, depression, perceived stress, and 

anxiety. Meanwhile, MT showed the opposite pattern of results, declaring a 

lower negative impact of the restraining measures and a higher prevalence of 

preserved sleep schedule. This finding was exemplified by the highest sleep 

quality, less marked insomnia and depression symptoms, and the lowest 

perceived stress and anxiety levels. 

The present results pointed to a particular vulnerability of the ET group, 

although the lockdown was a favorable period to reduce the mismatch between 

internal and social clocks. Of note, the present results are consistent with those 

obtained during the pandemic period in an adolescent clinical population (Çetin 

et al., 2020). 

Our findings suggest that the well-known higher predisposition to sleep 

disturbances of the ET people (Fabbian et al., 2016; Merikanto et al., 2012; Rique 

et al., 2014) should not be considered only as a consequence of the accumulated 

sleep debt due to social and working obligations. In fact, during an 

unprecedented condition that unlocked time for sleep (Kantermann, 2020), the 

ET respondents paradoxically reported a slightly longer sleep time although they 

typically slept less than other circadian typologies in the workdays of pre-

pandemic period (Adan et al., 2012), however preserving the more severe sleep 

problems. This evidence suggests that the evening-individuals’ sleep 

disturbances may instead originate from the misalignment of the delayed sleep 

pattern to the biological night (Baron & Reid, 2014), which became more 

pronounced during the lockdown. 

On the other hand, morning chronotype emerged as a protective factor, both on 

the sleep and psychological sides. Recent studies demonstrated that the three 

chronotype groups differ for resilience level (Antúnez et al., 2015; Jeon & Lee, 

2019; Lee et al., 2016) and perceived stress (Romo-Nava et al., 2016). The morning 

chronotype seems to be more able to cope with challenging situations, while ET 
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individuals are more predisposed to develop PTSD (Hasler et al., 2013; Yun et al., 

2015). Our findings confirm this assumption, even in a context of reduced social 

jetlag, such as during the lockdown. 

Finally, several studies showed that circadian typologies are associated with 

specific personality traits and social behavior (Jankowski et al., 2014; Tsaousis, 

2010), which could interact with the period of restraining measures (AL-Omiri et 

al., 2021), contributing to explaining our pattern of results. 

 

1.5.2 Working during pandemic 

As expected, a substantial percentage of participants suspended the working 

activity during the lockdown (38.9%), leading to a lower sleep quality and more 

severe insomnia symptoms. We believe that these findings can be ascribable to 

the economic repercussions of the work interruption, although this dimension 

was not assessed in the present study. However, the possibility of maintaining a 

regular working activity during the confinement could have had a direct positive 

impact on preserving sleep health. The absence of a daily activity routine could 

emphasize the sense of boredom, leading to a slowing of the felt pace of the time 

flow (Zakay, 2014). Consistently, a recent study demonstrated a relationship 

between the increase of sleep difficulties and the feeling of time dilatation during 

the lockdown period (Cellini et al., 2020). Coherently, in our study, the 

unemployed participants were the only group that did not differ from the 

healthcare workers for sleep disturbances. 

On the other hand, within the group of respondents that continued to work, 

remote working seemed to be a protective factor. During this historical period, 

working from home was strictly associated with a reduced likelihood of 

contagion, and thus to a lower perception of risk. Moreover, the higher flexibility 

of the working schedule could encourage a better organization of the sleep/wake 
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rhythms, favoring longer sleep duration. Consistently, the remote workers slept 

almost half an hour more than those who continued to reach the workplace. 

The changes in daily working time emerged as an essential predictor of sleep 

disturbances, and the increased work hours were associated with significant 

sleep problems. This result is consistent with other studies showing an adverse 

effect of the increased work routine on sleep quality and quantity (Biddle & 

Hamermesh, 1990; Virtanen et al., 2009). Interestingly, when working time was 

reduced, there was no benefit of remote working. On the other hand, when the 

working schedule was maintained or increased, participants who worked 

remotely showed better sleep quality and fewer insomnia symptoms. However, 

when the remote workers increased their daily working time, they reached the 

sleep disturbance level of the regular workers who maintained/reduced the 

working hours. Therefore, working remotely during the current pandemic 

should be encouraged as a protective factor, focusing on avoiding extra working 

time. When the regular working day is not punctuated by fixed starting and 

ending time point, a common con- sequence could be the increase of daily 

working duration, with negative consequences on sleep. 

 

 

1.6 Conclusions 

To the best of our knowledge, the present is the most extensive Italian 

investigation aimed at understanding the pandemic-related consequences on the 

general population’s sleep. However, it should be acknowledged that we used a 

non-probabilistic sampling technique, with a higher representativity of the 

female gender and the young population, and the information was collected via 

self-report questionnaires. Moreover, no data referred to the pre-pandemic 

period are available, and the cross-sectional nature of the present study precludes 

causal conclusions regarding the relationship between the examined dimensions. 
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The results confirmed the hypothesis that the lockdown due to the COVID-19 

outbreak had significant repercussions on the sleep quality of the general 

population (Altena et al., 2020). 

The restraining measures had a cumulative cost, and our results confirm the need 

to avoid over precautionary approaches, keeping the home confinement period 

as short as possible to limit its long-term negative consequences for sleep and 

mental health (Brooks et al., 2020). 

Our results are consistent with the current literature suggesting a higher 

predisposition of the female gender to develop sleep problems. In addition, the 

healthcare workers emerged again as an at-risk category. Moreover, our results 

showed that the differences in individual daily activity pattern preferences could 

represent a crucial predictor of sleep and psychological health during the 

pandemic period. We demonstrated a particular vulnerability of the ET people, 

while the morning chronotype seems to be a protective factor during the current 

challenging period. 

In light of this evidence, the vulnerable categories should be placed at the center 

of preventive interventions to avoid the exacerbation of sleep disturbances and 

mental health problems in the long run. Chronobiological interventions, such as 

melatonin, light exposure, and social rhythm regulation, could be effective 

strategies for ET people to hinder the onset or exacerbation of depression 

symptoms during the period of restraining measures (Adan et al., 2012). 

In conclusion, we propose some guidelines for working during the COVID-19 

pandemic. Individuals who suspended the working activity should maintain a 

regular daily activity to counteract the development and exacerbation of sleep 

disturbances. Remote working should be encouraged, as long as the overall daily 

activity duration does not increase, establishing fixed starting and ending times 

of the workday. This aspect should be regulated since remote working and 

teleworking could become increasingly widespread modalities regardless of the 
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pandemic’s conclusion (European commission, 2020). In this view, the results of 

the present investigation could be generalizable to non-emergency periods. 

Furthermore, people who work in telematic modality should avoid exposure to 

backlit screens of electronic devices before falling asleep since the increased 

evening exposure was suggested as a causal factor in developing sleep 

disturbances during lockdown (Salfi, Amicucci, et al., 2021). 

An adequate sleep quality/quantity is essential to deal with stressful events  

(Leggett et al., 2016) and preserve mental health (Pigeon et al., 2017), emotional 

regulation (Tempesta et al., 2018, 2020), as well as the proper functioning of the 

immune system (Bryant et al., 2004). Consequently, the present results have a 

broad-spectrum of implications. Our study’s findings could be essential in the 

present period, where the second contagion wave has become a reality, hundreds 

of thousands of people are subjected to restraining measures worldwide, and the 

impact of current emergency on sleep and mental health of general population 

persists (Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2021). All the insights provided in this study should 

be considered from the institutions to design public campaigns aimed to promote 

sleep health and general well-being during the current unprecedented situation.  
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Chapter 2 

2 The differential impact of COVID-19 lockdown on 

sleep quality, insomnia, depression, stress, and 

anxiety among late adolescents and elderly in Italy 
 

 

2.1 Abstract 

The restraining measures due to the COVID-19 outbreak deeply affected the 

general population’s sleep health and psychological status. The current literature 

proposes young and older people as two particularly at-risk groups. However, 

the differential impact of the lockdown period in these specific age categories 

needs to be disentangled.  

Through a web-based survey adopting validated questionnaires, we evaluated 

and compared sleep quality/habits, insomnia, perceived stress, depression, and 

anxiety symptoms of Italian late adolescents (n = 670; mean age ± SD, 19.38 ± 0.74; 

range, 18–20 years) and elderly (n = 253; 68.18 ± 2.79; range, 65–75 years).  

Young respondents reported more severe insomnia symptoms, worse subjective 

sleep quality, longer sleep latency, higher daytime dysfunction, and a more 

prevalent disruption of sleep habits (bedtime, get up time, nap) than the elderly. 

On the other hand, older participants showed shorter sleep duration, lower 

habitual sleep efficiency, and greater use of sleep medications. Finally, the 

younger population displayed higher levels of depression and perceived stress. 

Our findings indicate that the lockdown period had more pervasive 

repercussions on sleep and the mental health of late adolescents. The 

implementation of supportive strategies is encouraged for this vulnerable 

population group. 
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2.2 Introduction  

All the contents of this Chapter refer to the same-titled article, published in Brain 

Sciences (Amicucci et al., 2021). 

During the lockdown, the elderly could be considered as one of the most at-risk 

population groups. As far as sleep is concerned, older people normally exhibit 

several alterations of sleep patterns due to the physiological aging process (Gulia 

& Kumar, 2018; Mander et al., 2017). Moreover, the elderly’s sleep problems can 

be exacerbated by an increasing prevalence of multimorbidity, polypharmacy, 

and psychosocial factors (Miner & Kryger, 2017). Several studies showed that 

older adults report poor sleep quality, with insomnia as the most common sleep 

disorder (Kamel & Gammack, 2006; Patel et al., 2018). Notably, the prevalence of 

sleep disturbances is higher in the elderly than in the young population (J. Li et 

al., 2018; Patel et al., 2018). 

The pandemic-related factors, including home confinement, social isolation, and 

the fear of contracting the virus, could directly impact the sleep of older adults 

(Pires et al., 2021). However, the relationship between sleep and COVID-19 

outbreak in the elderly is still unclear. Recent studies indicated that older age 

represented a protective factor for sleep health (Gualano et al., 2020; Pinto et al., 

2020). During home confinement, the younger population reported lower sleep 

quality (S. Yuan et al., 2020), increased occurrence of sleep problems (Barros et 

al., 2020; Beck et al., 2021), and worsening of existing sleep problems (Barros et 

al., 2020) compared to older people. Conversely, other investigations identified 

advanced age as a risk factor for sleep disturbances (J. Wang et al., 2020)[16], 

being associated with a decline of sleep quality (de Pue et al., 2021), especially in 

older individuals with depressive and anxiety symptoms (Cigiloglu et al., 2021). 

A recent study also showed that older age represented a significant predictor of 

a higher association between sleep problems and psychological distress 

(Alimoradi et al., 2021). Moreover, social isolation could exacerbate feelings of 
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loneliness which, in turn, could compromise sleep and psychological health 

among the older population  (Grossman et al., 2021; Rout, 2020). 

The fear of contagion could be considered a further factor that can negatively 

affect general well-being due to the high morbidity and mortality rates in the 

elderly (Onder et al., 2020). However, several studies showed that the older 

population reported less psychological distress during the COVID-19 outbreak 

(for a review, Lebrasseur et al., 2021), exhibiting higher levels of resilience than 

the younger counterpart (Rossi et al., 2021). Although these results may be 

counterintuitive, it has been shown that late adolescents are more prone to suffer 

the repercussions of the lockdown on their mental health, representing the less 

resilient population group than previous generations (Carson et al., 2020). Young 

people exhibited even lower resilience during the pandemic when compared 

with normative data (Killgore et al., 2020). Consistently, they seemed to represent 

an age group strongly affected by the current emergency. Several studies 

indicated that the younger population showed higher levels of stress, anxiety, 

and depression (Rossi, Socci, Talevi, et al., 2020; Ueda et al., 2020), also ascribable 

to the deeply disrupted education and social life (Nwachukwu et al., 2020). 

In the present study, we evaluated sleep quality/habits, insomnia, depression, 

perceived stress, and anxiety symptoms of two particularly at-risk age 

population groups, that is, late adolescents (18–20 years) and elderly (65–75 

years) during the lockdown of Spring 2020 in Italy. We hypothesized to highlight 

differences in sleep quality/habits, insomnia, and mental health between late 

adolescents and elderly. However, the above-reported articulated literature does 

not allow hypothesizing the direction and the extent of the effects of the 

lockdown on these specific age groups. Therefore, we exploratively compared 

these two Italian samples to identify specific age-related vulnerabilities for sleep 

disturbances and psychological problems during the home confinement due to 

the COVID-19 outbreak. Determining the most vulnerable population categories 



 

 

 
31 

is essential for designing and implementing specific interventions to mitigate the 

potential repercussions on sleep and mental health. 

 

 

2.3 Materials and methods 

2.3.1 Participants and procedure 

According to the present study’s objective, two subsamples of participants were 

selected from the whole sample of participants described in 1.3.1 section. The 

administered questionnaires are detailed in 1.3.2 section. The first subsample 

comprised 253 elderly subjects aged 65 to 75 years (mean age ± SD, 68.18 ± 2.79 

years, 104 males), while the other subsample consisted of 670 late adolescents 

(18–20 years, 19.38 ± 0.74 years, 182 males). The study was conducted according 

to the guidelines of the Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the Institutional 

Review Board of the University of L’Aquila (protocol n. 43,066/2020). Online 

informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study. 

 

2.3.2 Statistical analysis 

The statistical analyses were performed using SPSS v.22 (IBM Corp., Armonk, 

NY, USA). Of the older respondents, 67.6% and 64.0% completed the BDI-II and 

the PSS-10, respectively, while 63.6% completed all the questionnaires. On the 

other hand, among young respondents, 69.6% and 63.0% compiled BDI-II and 

PSS-10, respectively, and 61.0% of them also completed the STAI-X1. 

The questionnaire scores (PSQI, ISI, MEQr, BDI-II, PSS-10, STAI-X1) of the two 

subsamples (Elderly, Young) were compared using the Kruskal-Wallis test due 

to violation of the normality/heteroscedasticity assumptions. The same analysis 

was applied to bedtime, get up time, and each sub-component of the PSQI to 

further understand putative differences in sleep quality/habits between the two 

groups (Elderly, Young). 
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We excluded 16 older and 62 young respondents from the analysis on PSQI total 

score and one of its sub-components (habitual sleep efficiency) due to 

compilation errors, as respondents reported longer sleep duration than time in 

bed. 

Moreover, we carried out frequency analyses to investigate the proportion within 

the two groups (Elderly, Young) of the reported impact of the lockdown period 

on sleep (negative, none, positive) and the changes of bedtime (advanced, 

unchanged, delayed), wake up time (advanced, unchanged, delayed), and nap 

habits (increased, unchanged, reduced). Likewise, the same analysis was applied 

to the PSQI and ISI scores identifying the proportion of poor sleepers and clinical 

insomniacs through the validated cut-off scores (see 1.3.2 section). Then, we 

performed Chi-square tests to evaluate the association between the group 

membership (Elderly, Young) and the above-mentioned self-report variables.  

All the analyses were two-tailed, and the level of significance was set at p < 0.05. 

All p-values were corrected for multiple comparisons with false discovery rate  

(Benjamini & Hochberg, 1995). Eta squared (ε2) and Cramer’s V were computed 

to provide effect size estimates for Kruskal-Wallis and Chi-square tests, 

respectively. 

2.4 Results 

2.4.1 Sleep variables 

The two groups did not significantly differ in overall sleep quality (Figure 2.1), 

as shown by the analysis on PSQI total scores (mean ± SD; Elderly: 7.13 ± 3.95; 

Young: 6.79 ± 3.33; χ2 = 0.68, p = 0.41, ε2 < 0.001). However, the comparisons on 

PSQI sub-components highlighted several significant differences (Table 2.1). The 

elderly showed shorter sleep duration, lower habitual sleep efficiency, and 

greater use of sleep medications than young participants. On the other hand, they 
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reported better subjective sleep quality, shorter sleep latency, and lower daytime 

dysfunction than late adolescents. Moreover, older respondents reported an 

earlier bedtime and get up time.  

The analysis of ISI scores highlighted a significant difference between the two 

groups (χ2 = 24.43, p < 0.001, ε2 = 0.03). Elderly participants showed lower 

insomnia symptoms (6.84 ± 5.34) than young respondents (8.69 ± 5.33). 

Furthermore, the analysis on MEQr scores displayed a significant difference 

between the two groups (χ2 = 150.37, p < 0.001, ε2 = 0.16). Elderly respondents 

showed a greater inclination to morning chronotype (17.19 ± 3.61) than young 

subjects (13.74 ± 3.47). 

 

 

 

Figure 2.1. Sleep quality (PSQI), severity of insomnia symptoms (ISI), and inclination to 

morningness-eveningness (MEQr) for elderly and young respondents during the 

COVID-19 lockdown.  

Notes: Center lines show the medians; box limits indicate the 25th and 75th percentiles; whiskers extend to 5th 

and 95th percentiles, outliers are represented by dots; crosses represent sample means. Significant differences 

of Kruskal-Wallis test between elderly (violet) and young (yellow) participants are indicated with asterisks 

(***p < 0.001). 

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; MEQr, Morningness–

Eveningness Questionnaire-reduced version. 
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Table 2.1. Mean and standard deviations of the two groups (Elderly, Young), and the 

corresponding statistical comparisons (Kruskal-Wallis: χ², p, ε²), for bedtime, get up 

time, and the PSQI sub-components. 

Variable 

Elderly 

(65–75 age) 

Young 

(18–20 age) χ² p ε² 

Mean ± SD 

Bedtime 23:46 ± 1:12 1:12 ± 1:41 138.25 < 0.001 0.15 

Get up time 07:55 ± 1:26 9:36 ± 1:41 208.23 < 0.001 0.23 

PSQI sub-component 

Subjective sleep quality 1.16 ± 0.77 1.39 ± 0.79 15.75 < 0.001 0.02 

Sleep latency 1.11 ± 1.01 1.57 ± 1.00 36.76 < 0.001 0.04 

Sleep duration 1.08 ± 0.92 0.50 ± 0.75 93.32 < 0.001 0.10 

Habitual sleep 

efficiency 
1.11 ± 1.14 0.55 ± 0.89 49.26 < 0.001 0.06 

Sleep disturbances 1.40 ± 0.65 1.34 ± 0.58 1.37 0.28 0.001 

Sleep medications 0.51 ± 1.05 0.23 ± 0.69 14.55 < 0.001 0.02 

Daytime dysfunction 0.58 ± 0.65 1.15 ± 0.81 93.86 < 0.001 0.10 

Notes: Bold values are statistically significant. All p-values were corrected for multiple comparisons with 

false discovery rate. 

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; SD, Standard deviation.

Finally, we observed significant associations between the two groups and the 

perceived impact of the restraining measures, the reported changes in bedtime, 

wake up time, and nap habits, and the prevalence of clinical insomnia conditions 

(Table 2.2). Prevalence data showed that more than six out of ten late adolescents 

reported a negative impact of the lockdown period, while a lower rate of older 

respondents reported a negative impact of the restraining measures. 

Moreover, a higher proportion of elderly participants showed unchanged sleep 

patterns (bedtime, wake up time, and nap habits) than young subjects. 

Remarkably, three out of four young respondents declared a delayed sleep phase. 

Finally, older people were characterized by a lower rate of clinical insomnia 

conditions compared to young people. Chi-square tests did not show a 

significant association between the two groups and the prevalence of poor and 

good sleepers. 
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In the light of the higher proportion of women in the young sample and the well-

documented gender differences of sleep problems during the lockdown period 

(Salfi et al., 2020), we performed control analyses that excluded a possible gender 

bias in our pattern of results (data not shown). 

 

 

Table 2.2. Prevalence of the lockdown-related perceived impact on sleep, reported 

changes of bedtime, get up time, and nap habits, and proportion of poor/good sleepers 

and clinical insomnia conditions within the two groups (Elderly, Young). Chi-square test 

results are also reported (χ², p, Cramer's V). 

 

Notes: Bold values are statistically significant. Sleep quality and insomnia ranges were established according 

to the validated cut-off scores (see 1.3.2 section). 

 

 

Variable 

Elderly 

(65–75 age) 
 

Young 

(18–20 age) χ2 p Cramer’s V 

N (%) 

Perceived impact 

Negative 109 (43.1)  431 (64.3) 

64.42 < 0.001 0.26 None 110 (43.5)  120 (17.9) 

Positive 34 (13.4)  119 (17.8) 

Bedtime       

Advanced 19 (7.5)  36 (5.4) 

123.48 < 0.001 0.37 Unchanged 142 (56.1)  134 (20.0) 

Delayed 92 (36.4)  500 (74.6) 

Wake up time       

Advanced 27 (10.7)  57 (8.5) 

106.66 < 0.001 0.34 Unchanged 125 (49.4)  116 (17.3) 

Delayed 101 (39.9)  497 (74.2) 

Nap habit       

Increased 33 (13.0)  124 (18.5) 

50.19 < 0.001 0.23 Unchanged 196 (77.5)  355 (53.0) 

Reduced 24 (9.5)  191 (28.5) 

Sleep quality       

Poor 151 (63.7)  365 (60.0) 
0.97 0.32 0.03 

Good 86 (36.3)  243 (40.0) 

Insomnia       

Severe 4 (1.6)  10 (1.5) 

13.35 0.004 0.12 
Moderate 22 (8.7)  96 (14.3) 

Subthreshold 74 (29.2)  245 (36.6) 

No 153 (60.5)  319 (47.6) 
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2.4.2 Psychological variables 

There was a significant difference between the two groups in severity of 

depression symptoms (χ2 = 54.13, p < 0.001, ε2 = 0.08), and perceived stress (χ2 = 

72.99, p < 0.001, ε2 = 0.12), while anxiety measure did not differ between elderly 

and young respondents (χ2 = 1.03, p = 0.33, ε2 = 0.002). As showed in Figure 2.2, 

notwithstanding that the two groups did not differ in STAI-X1 scores (mean ± 

SD; Elderly: 48.20 ± 9.74; Young: 49.0 ± 9.59), older participants showed less 

severe depression symptoms (BDI-II: 9.01 ± 8.21) and lower stress levels (PSS-10: 

13.88 ± 7.10) than late adolescents (BDI-II: 14.45 ± 9.90; PSS-10: 19.95 ± 7.31). 

Control analyses including gender factor in the models confirmed the differences 

between the two groups on depression and perceived stress. 

 

 

 

Figure 2.2. Depression symptoms (BDI-II), perceived stress (PSS-10), and anxiety (STAI-

X1) for elderly and young respondents during the COVID-19 lockdown. 

Notes: Center lines show the medians; box limits indicate the 25th and 75th percentiles; whiskers extend to 5th 

and 95th percentiles, outliers are represented by dots; crosses represent sample means. Significant differences 

of Kruskal-Wallis test between elderly (violet) and young (yellow) participants are indicated with asterisks 

(***p < 0.001). 

Abbreviations: BDI-II, Beck Depression Inventory-second edition, PSS-10, Perceived Stress Scale-10; STAI-X1, 

State-anxiety subscale of the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory. 
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2.5 Discussion 

According to the study’s hypothesis, we highlighted several differences in sleep 

and psychological health between late adolescents and older people during the 

lockdown of Spring 2020 in Italy. 

Two-thirds of young participants (64.3%) perceived a negative impact of the 

restraining measures on their sleep, a greater prevalence than older adults 

(43.1%). Furthermore, three out of four young respondents showed a delayed 

sleep phase (bedtime, get up time). On the other hand, elderly subjects 

prevalently showed unchanged sleep patterns. 

Maintaining the sleep schedule has been suggested as a protective factor to deal 

with sleep problems during home confinement (Altena et al., 2020). In line with 

this assumption, older people presented lower severity of insomnia than young 

participants. Conversely, more than half of the late adolescents reported 

insomnia symptoms from subthreshold to severe extent. 

Paradoxically, although the differences in insomnia levels between the two 

groups, we did not identify significant differences in overall sleep quality. This 

evidence could be ascribable to the different sleep dimensions covered by the 

PSQI, whose sum gives rise to the sleep quality measure. Older participants 

showed shorter sleep duration, lower habitual sleep efficiency, and greater use 

of sleep medications, in line with the well-documented sleep changes occurring 

across the lifespan (J. Li et al., 2018; Patel et al., 2018). We hypothesize that these 

variables could hardly be affected by the home confinement period in the short 

term, balancing the outcomes of the other PSQI sub-components. On the other 

hand, late adolescents showed a worse subjective sleep quality, longer sleep 

latency, and higher daytime dysfunction, putatively reflecting the more severe 

insomnia symptoms of this population. 

Moreover, a high percentage of late adolescents declared a reduction of naps. 

Young people’s well-known biological tendency to late sleep timing is typically 
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misaligned with the social clock (academic pressure and social activities) 

(Randler et al., 2009; Touitou et al., 2016), configuring the so-called social jetlag 

phenomenon (Wittmann et al., 2006). This situation results in an overall 

reduction of sleep duration and an accumulated sleep debt during the weekdays 

among adolescents, leading them to develop compensatory nap habits 

(Carvalho-Mendes et al., 2020). As the lockdown period represented an 

unprecedented condition that unlocked time for sleep for most of the population, 

we hypothesize that the greater reduction of nap habits of late adolescents 

reflected the reduction of the social jetlag phenomenon documented among the 

young population during the period of restraining measures due to COVID-19 

outbreak (Wright et al., 2020). 

Although the elderly population exhibits the highest risk of morbidity and 

mortality during the current pandemic (Onder et al., 2020), late adolescents 

seemed to suffer more from the restrictive measures on the psychological side. In 

line with the current literature on mental health during the pandemic (Lebrasseur 

et al., 2021), older respondents reported less severe depression symptoms and 

lower stress levels. However, we did not observe a significant difference in 

anxiety between the two groups. 

Our results are supported by previous research (MacLeod et al., 2016), which 

showed that older people exhibit a higher level of resilience in difficult times than 

young people, as they experienced greater stressful events during their lifetime, 

developing better emotional regulation and coping strategies (S. B. Scott et al., 

2013; Uchino et al., 2006). Consistent with this interpretation, a recent study on 

the Italian population showed that resilience mediated the relationship between 

pandemic-related stressful events and depression, anxiety, and perceived stress, 

while age moderated the mediating effect of resilience (Rossi et al., 2021). 

Moreover, in line with our findings, another study highlighted that young people 
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presented higher levels of depression, perceived stress, and insomnia than the 

older counterpart (Rossi, Socci, Talevi, et al., 2020). 

Furthermore, according to the pre-COVID literature (Adan et al., 2012), the 

elderly population reported earlier bedtime and get up time, and a tendency to 

morning chronotype. This evidence could constitute a protective factor of older 

people, as morningness was associated with higher resilience (Antúnez et al., 

2015; Jeon & Lee, 2019; Lee et al., 2016), lower perceived stress (Romo-Nava et al., 

2016), and a lower tendency to develop PTSD (Hasler et al., 2013; Yun et al., 2015). 

In this regard, we recently proposed the evening chronotype as a vulnerability 

factor during the lockdown period (Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2021; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 

2021). 

Moreover, the current pandemic emergency impacted younger’s education, 

contributing to impair mental health of university students (Elmer et al., 2020; 

Sundarasen et al., 2020). Late adolescents were particularly affected by isolation 

resulting from social distancing (Lips, 2021; Nwachukwu et al., 2020), 

considering the prominent role of peers and social connections at this stage of 

life. We hypothesize that these factors could play a role in explaining the greater 

psychological distress of the young population during the COVID-19 lockdown. 

Finally, limited social interactions led to a pervasive increase in the use of digital 

devices in the hours before falling asleep (Salfi, Amicucci, et al., 2021), a deeply 

rooted habit in our society already before the isolation period among young 

people. Increased screen exposure has been associated with reduced sleep 

quality, exacerbation of insomnia symptoms, reduced sleep duration, and longer 

sleep onset latency during home confinement (Salfi, Amicucci, et al., 2021). Sleep 

problems could, in turn, negatively affect the psychological well-being of the 

young population (Orchard et al., 2020). Of note, excessive screen time was 

associated with a concomitant higher rate of anxiety and depression symptoms 

during the lockdown period, especially among young people (Smith et al., 2020). 
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To our knowledge, this is the first study on the Italian population aimed at 

comparing sleep problems and psychological well-being between late 

adolescents and the older population. However, we must report some 

limitations. The first one consists of the non-probabilistic sampling technique 

adopted, as the recruitment of the sample was performed via social networks. 

This recruitment strategy could limit the generalization of our results to the older 

population. Moreover, our samples comprised a higher prevalence of women, in 

particular in the young group. Nevertheless, control analyses confuted a putative 

gender bias due to the unbalanced gender composition of the two samples. 

Finally, under-eighteen years old people were not recruited. Future 

investigations are necessary to clarify the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on 

sleep and psychological well-being in this younger population group, 

considering the strong relationship between sleep and mental health and their 

influence in the transition toward adulthood (Bruce et al., 2017). 

In conclusion, considering the well-known bidirectional relationship between 

sleep problems and psychological well-being (Alvaro et al., 2013), interventions 

to improve sleep health should be implemented among the young population. 

Paying attention to sleep hygiene, keeping a stable sleep schedule, and avoiding 

the overuse of electronic devices before bedtime may prove to be effective 

strategies to preserve both sleep and psychological health. It is also necessary to 

implement psychological interventions that, in turn, can support sleep health. 

The pandemic continues to plague the daily routine of the general population 

worldwide. Further research is recommended to evaluate the differential long-

term repercussions among late adolescents and the elderly population. This 

unprecedented period is having a persistent negative impact on the sleep and 

mental health of the Italian population, as evidenced by the increased perceived 

stress, and the unchanged prevalence of poor sleepers and moderate/severe 

depression conditions during the second contagion wave of Winter 2020 



 

 

 
41 

compared with the first one (Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2021). Therefore, we suggest the 

development of prompt supportive strategies focused on young people, who 

appeared to be the most vulnerable population group. On the other hand, it is 

also recommended monitoring older adults’ sleep health and psychological 

status, as they may develop a concomitant vulnerability over time. 
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Chapter 3 

3 Sleep quality, insomnia symptoms, and depressive 

symptomatology among Italian university students 

before and during the COVID-19 lockdown 
 

 

3.1 Abstract 

The COVID-19 pandemic led world authorities to adopt extraordinary measures 

to counteract the spread of the virus. The Italian government established a 

national lockdown from 9 March to 3 May 2020, forcing people in their homes 

and imposing social distancing. During the pandemic emergency, university 

students emerged as a vulnerable category. Indeed, higher rates of sleep 

problems and mental disorders were reported in this population. However, these 

outcomes were derived from cross-sectional investigations adopting 

retrospective assessments. Retrospective evaluations suffer from different biases, 

putatively leading to erroneous outcomes.  

To overcome this limitation, we adopted a between-subject approach comparing 

a sample of 240 Italian undergraduate university students assessed in 2016 (mean 

age ± SD, 20.39 ± 1.42 years; range 18–25; 80.42% females), with an age/gender-

matched sample of university students assessed during the third week of 

lockdown in Spring 2020. We evaluated sleep quality, insomnia symptoms, and 

depressive symptomatology using validated questionnaires.  

We found worse sleep quality, a delayed bedtime, and more severe insomnia and 

depression symptoms in the students sampled under COVID-19 restrictive 

measures. We suggest paying special attention to this at-risk population during 

the current pandemic emergency and applying preventive and supportive 

interventions to limit the exacerbation of sleep and psychological problems. 
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3.2 Introduction 

All the contents of this Chapter refer to the same-titled article, published in 

International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health (Viselli et al., 2021). 

As described in previous Chapters (1 and 2), some population groups 

demonstrated a greater susceptibility to the effects of the restrictive measures. 

The university students emerged as one of the most affected. Elmer and 

colleagues (2020) reported a worsening in depressive and anxiety symptoms, and 

higher levels of stress and loneliness among the university student population 

during the restrictive measures, compared with pre-lockdown assessments. 

Moreover, recent cross-sectional investigations focused on students have showed 

high rates of depression, anxiety, stress, and suicidal thoughts during the 

pandemic emergency worldwide (Elmer et al., 2020; Kaparounaki et al., 2020). 

These findings are consistent with several Italian reports (Giusti et al., 2020; 

Marelli et al., 2021; Meda et al., 2021). Worldwide, the confinement measures also 

seemed to have a detrimental effect on sleep in the university students (Martínez-

Lezaun et al., 2020; Wright et al., 2020). This evidence has been confirmed by 

cross-sectional investigations among the Italian population (Giusti et al., 2020; 

Marelli et al., 2021). 

In order to better understand the effects of home confinement on sleep and 

mental health among this specific population, it would be useful to have a direct 

comparison between data collected during the lockdown and the pre-outbreak 

period. However, current literature focused on students that adopts a 

longitudinal approach using a pre-pandemic baseline is limited (Elmer et al., 

2020; Evans et al., 2021; Wright et al., 2020). For the Italian university student 

population, only one study had pre-outbreak data on mental health (Meda et al., 

2021). However, this investigation did not assess possible changes in sleep 

variables. On the other hand, several cross-sectional studies employed a 

retrospective approach referred to the pre-pandemic period to investigate the 
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impact of restraining measures due to the COVID-19 outbreak (Ammar et al., 

2020; Cellini et al., 2020; Marelli et al., 2021). This methodology could be 

questionable as the retrospective symptom evaluations are frequently biased, 

and subjects tend to overestimate the current symptomatology (Hipp et al., 2020; 

Van Den Bergh & Walentynowicz, 2016). Moreover, depression and anxiety 

affect the accuracy of the retrospective recalls (Van Den Bergh & Walentynowicz, 

2016). These biases were confirmed by the findings of Gao and Scullin (C. Gao & 

Scullin, 2020), who adopted both retrospective and longitudinal approaches and 

found a worsening of sleep quality only in the first case. One way to partially 

overcome the limitations of retrospective studies is to compare the data obtained 

during the pandemic with those previously collected on a different sample from 

the same population. Although useful in this unprecedented period, this study 

typology is limited (Benham, 2021; Elmer et al., 2020), and even absent among 

the Italian student population. 

Based on the above-mentioned evidence, we evaluated the effects of the 

lockdown on sleep quality/patterns, insomnia symptoms, and depression 

symptomatology in undergraduate students by comparing data from a previous 

study (Lauriola et al., 2019), collected in October 2016, with data from an 

age/gender-matched sample of undergraduate university students collected in 

the first week of our investigation held during the lockdown period of Spring 

2020 (25–31 March 2020) (Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021). 

Considering the peculiar and vulnerable life condition of the university students 

under restrictive measures, we hypothesized that students assessed during 

lockdown showed worse sleep quality and a higher level of insomnia and 

depression symptoms compared to students assessed during the pre-pandemic 

period. Finally, the lack of social impositions due to the restrictive measures 

could lead undergraduate students to follow their well-documented evening 

circadian preference (Adan et al., 2012; Núñez et al., 2019). Therefore, we 
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hypothesized that there would be a delayed bedtime and get up time in the 

sample evaluated during the lockdown. 

 

 

3.3 Materials and methods 

3.3.1 Participants and procedure 

In the present study, data derived from two different samples of undergraduate 

university students are reported. The first one (pre-pandemic group) consisted 

of a sample of 240 Italian students (mean age ± SD, 20.39 ± 1.42 years, range 18–

25; 80.42% females) who participated in a data collection held from 6 to 11 

October 2016 at the University of L’Aquila (Lauriola et al., 2019). The second 

sample (lockdown group) comprised a total of 240 Italian students evaluated 

during the third week of home confinement period (25–31 March 2020), matched 

for age and gender with the pre-pandemic group. Specifically, the lockdown 

group was randomly selected from our nationwide dataset described in 1.3.1 

section, using a custom-made MATLAB script (MATLAB R2021a, The 

MathWorks Inc., Natick, MA, USA). We chose to match for age and gender as the 

two demographic factors are associated with different sleep characteristics (L. Li 

et al., 2021). 

In both the surveys, we collected demographic factors (age, gender), and we 

evaluated sleep quality, insomnia symptoms, and depression symptoms using 

the PSQI, the ISI, and the BDI-II, respectively (see 1.3.2 section for a description 

of questionnaires).  

The studies (Lauriola et al., 2019; Viselli et al., 2021) were approved by the 

Institutional Review Board of the University of L’Aquila (protocol n. 23038/2016; 

protocol n. 43,066/2020, respectively) and were performed according to the 

principles established by the Declaration of Helsinki. 
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3.3.2 Statistical analysis 

We performed independent sample t-tests comparing the PSQI, ISI, and BDI-II 

scores of the two student groups (pre-pandemic group, lockdown group) to 

evaluate possible differences in sleep quality, insomnia, and depression 

symptoms due to the lockdown period. The same analysis was performed for 

each sub-component of the PSQI (subjective sleep quality; sleep latency; sleep 

duration; habitual sleep efficiency; sleep disturbance; sleep medication; daytime 

dysfunction) to provide a fine-grained overview of the sleep differences between 

the two conditions. We also extracted from the PSQI questionnaire two crucial 

variables, such as bedtime (hh:mm) and get up time (hh:mm) to evaluate possible 

differences in sleep schedule. Independent sample t-test analyses were applied 

to the above-mentioned sleep pattern variables (bedtime, get up time). All the 

analyses were two-tailed, and the level of significance was set at p < 0.05. All p-

values  were  corrected  for  multiple  comparisons  with  false  discovery  rate 

(Benjamini & Hochberg, 1995). 

Furthermore, we carried out an analysis of variance (ANOVA) on PSQI, ISI, and 

BDI-II scores, with “Gender” (male, female) and “Condition” (pre-pandemic, 

lockdown) as two level between-subjects factors. Such analysis was performed 

both to assess possible gender effects on sleep quality, insomnia, and depression 

symptoms and to explore putative interactions between the two factors 

(“Gender”, “Condition”). 

3.4 Results 

The results of the comparisons between pre-pandemic and lockdown groups on 

the PSQI, ISI, and BDI-II scores, PSQI sub-components, and bedtime and get up 

time are summarized in Table 3.1. 
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Table 3.1. Mean ± standard deviation of questionnaire scores (PSQI, ISI, BDI-II), PSQI 

sub-components, bedtime, and get up time of the two groups (pre-pandemic, lockdown). 

Results of t-test comparisons are also reported (t, p). 

Variable 
Pre-pandemic Lockdown 

t p 
Mean ± SD 

PSQI total score 5.96 ± 2.64 6.61 ± 2.92 −2.55 0.03 

PSQI sub-component 

Subjective sleep quality 1.14 ± 0.59 1.34 ± 0.74 −3.34 0.004 

Sleep latency 1.54 ± 0.84 1.56 ± 0.97 −0.25 0.80 

Sleep duration 0.48 ± 0.65 0.52 ± 0.69 −0.61 0.70 

Habitual sleep efficiency 0.70 ± 0.88 0.55 ± 0.85 1.79 0.14 

Sleep disturbance 1.33 ± 0.50 1.35 ± 0.57 −0.34 0.80 

Sleep medications 0.10 ± 0.41 0.16 ± 0.57 −1.39 0.27 

Daytime dysfunction 0.80 ± 0.70 1.21 ± 0.78 −4.80 < 0.001 

ISI total score 7.33 ± 4.40 8.34 ± 4.93 −2.35 0.04 

BDI-II total score 10.17 ± 8.55 14.18 ± 8.97 −5.02 < 0.001 

Bedtime (hh:mm) 00:27 ± 01:15 00:52 ± 01:38 −3.11 0.007 

Get up time (hh:mm) 09:26 ± 01:29 09:34 ± 01:33 −1.02 0.44 

Notes: Bold values are statistically significant. All p-values were corrected for multiple comparisons with 

false discovery rate. 

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; BDI-II, Beck Depression 

Inventory-Second Edition; SD, standard deviation. 

As shown in Figure 3.1, the students under lockdown reported poorer sleep 

quality, and more severe insomnia and depression symptoms than the pre-

pandemic group. Moreover, the lockdown group displayed a delayed bedtime 

compared to the pre-pandemic group (Figure 3.2), but no differences in get up 

time were obtained.  

In addition, students assessed under lockdown reported significantly poorer 

subjective sleep quality and greater daytime dysfunction than students evaluated 

during the pre-pandemic period (Table 3.1). 

Finally, the female gender emerged as the most compromised in sleep quality, 

ins omnia, and depression symptoms, as the “Gender” factor was significant in all 

the analyses (PSQI: F1,476 = 7.28, p = 0.007; ISI: F1,476 = 9.40, p = 0.002; BDI: F1,476 = 
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15.91, p < 0.001). However, no “Gender”  “Condition” interaction was significant 

for the assessed variables (PSQI: F1,476 = 0.36, p = 0.55; ISI: F1,476 = 1.78, p = 0.18; BDI: 

F1,476 = 3.14, p = 0.08). 

 

 

 

Figure 3.1. Sleep quality (PSQI), severity of insomnia (ISI), and depression symptoms 

(BDI-II) of the students in pre-pandemic group (assessed in 2016) and the group of 

students evaluated during the COVID-19 lockdown.  

Notes: Center lines show the medians; box limits indicate the 25th and 75th percentiles; whiskers extend to 5th 

and 95th percentiles, outliers are represented by dots; crosses represent sample means. Significant differences 

between groups of students [pre-pandemic (green), lockdown (red)] are indicated with asterisks (*p < 0.05, 

***p < 0.001).  

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; BDI-II, Beck Depression 

Inventory-Second Edition. 

 

 

 

Figure 3.2. Sleep patterns of the two student samples (pre-pandemic, lockdown).  

Notes: Mean (and standard errors) of bedtime and get up time and significance of statistical comparisons 

between pre-pandemic (green) and lockdown (red) groups are reported (*p < 0.05). 
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3.5 Discussion 

In the present study, we showed significantly worse sleep quality and more 

severe insomnia and depression symptoms among undergraduate university 

students during the COVID-19 lockdown compared to an age/gender-matched 

sample of students assessed four years before the pandemic period. The analysis 

of the PSQI sub-components identified daytime dysfunction and subjective sleep 

quality as the most affected sleep quality facets during the lockdown. Moreover, 

we reported that restraining measures negatively affected sleep quality, 

insomnia, and depression symptoms of male and female students in the same 

way. However, women reported higher scores in all the questionnaires 

regardless of the assessment period. These findings are not surprising since 

females show more severe sleep problems and depression symptoms both before 

(Malhi & Mann, 2018; B. Zhang & Wing, 2006) and during the COVID-19 

lockdown (Salfi et al., 2020). As hypothesized, we also found a significantly 

delayed bedtime in the sample evaluated during the home confinement. On the 

other hand, we did not find any significant difference in get up time. So, our 

second hypothesis is only partially confirmed. 

Several cross-sectional investigations reported a high level of insomnia 

symptoms and poor sleep quality in the university student population (Cellini et 

al., 2021; Gualano et al., 2020; Marelli et al., 2021). Moreover, a longitudinal study 

highlighted worsened sleep quality among students during the COVID-19 

lockdown (Martínez-Lezaun et al., 2020), pointing out a negative effect of the 

restrictive measures. To the best of our knowledge, before the current study, 

there was only one study (Benham, 2021) that assessed insomnia symptoms using 

validated questionnaires both before and during home confinement among 

independent samples of undergraduate university students. In contrast with our 

results, Benham did not find any significant difference in insomnia symptoms, 

while we highlighted more severe insomnia symptomatology during the 
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lockdown. However, the data from Benham (2021) were collected in the 

Southwestern United States, i.e., a region where the number of deaths was 

substantially lower than in Italy when data were collected.  Furthermore, data 

collection was not performed during a period of restrictive measures, but during 

the spread of the virus before the lockdown. These factors could explain the 

inconsistent results. 

High daytime dysfunction in students during lockdown has been repeatedly 

documented (Benham, 2021; Saadeh et al., 2021) together with low subjective 

sleep quality (Saadeh et al., 2021). For example, in Saadeh and colleagues (2021) 

about half of the sample reported both difficulties staying awake during the day 

and poor subjective sleep quality. Moreover, in the same study, up to 80% of the 

respondents did not have enough enthusiasm for daily activities, showing an 

altered daily functioning. Similarly, Benham and collaborators (2021) highlighted 

a worsening in diurnal functionality relative to a pre-pandemic condition. 

Daytime sleepiness during lockdown may have played a role in the students’ 

perception of poor sleep quality. Furthermore, daytime functioning may have 

been affected by different factors, such as stress (Campbell et al., 2018; Ribeiro et 

al., 2018), loneliness (Hawkley et al., 2010), and worries about COVID-19 

(Pellegrini et al., 2020). The current literature also showed a delayed bedtime and 

get up time during home confinement relative to the pre-pandemic period 

among university students (Marelli et al., 2021; Wright et al., 2020). However, the 

results of our study supported only the first assumption, pointing out a delayed 

bedtime in the student population. University students typically show an 

evening chronotype, preferring to go to sleep and wake up later (Adan et al., 

2012; Núñez et al., 2019). Consequently, we hypothesized that the students 

assessed during the lockdown, free from university (i.e., lessons) and social 

demands, aligned their sleep rhythm more strictly with their biological rhythm, 

moving bedtime forward. On the other hand, the lack of a significant effect on 
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get up time in our lockdown group could be attributed to seasonal influences on 

awakening times, due to the different assessment period in the two samples, as 

spring season is associated with earlier wake up times (Mattingly et al., 2021). 

As far as depressive symptomatology is concerned, the literature highlighted 

high rates of students who reported depression symptoms during home 

confinement worldwide (Elmer et al., 2020; Giusti et al., 2020; Kaparounaki et al., 

2020; Majumdar et al., 2020). Furthermore, several longitudinal studies indicated 

a putative role of restrictive measures in exacerbating the depression symptoms 

among the university population (Evans et al., 2021; Marelli et al., 2021; Meda et 

al., 2021). Therefore, our results are consistent with the above-mentioned 

literature. 

The restrictive measures obligated people to spend all days in their homes 

without social interaction and face-to-face peer contact. The university years 

coincide with a period of life characterized by important personal life events 

where social interactions are fundamental (Sussman & Arnett, 2014). Poor social 

life is associated with negative health outcomes (Alsubaie et al., 2019; Buote et 

al., 2007; Diehl et al., 2018), and a change in social activities is considered an 

important stressor in this population (Acharya et al., 2018). During the lockdown, 

an additional detrimental factor was the concern about COVID-19, which 

negatively impacted mental well-being (Pellegrini et al., 2020). Based on this 

evidence, it is not surprising that recent studies showed that the collapse of social 

interactions during the pandemic emergency, and the worries (e.g., about close 

friends, or COVID-19), impacted the student’s mental health and sleep 

(Chaturvedi et al., 2021; Elmer et al., 2020; Pellegrini et al., 2020; Villani et al., 

2021). 

Students’ problems could also be caused by the influence of the pandemic 

emergency on their future carrier. During this unexpected situation, universities 

switched exams and lessons to online modalities. However, online education 
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could have negatively affected student sleep and mental well-being (Biwer et al., 

2021). Online learning has been proposed to exacerbate depression and anxiety 

symptoms (Fawaz & Samaha, 2021). Together with the desire to maintain social 

interactions and to counteract boredom, online learning led students to increase 

the use of electronic devices drastically (Majumdar et al., 2020). Remarkably, the 

increased use of electronic devices before bedtime during lockdown was 

associated with worsened sleep quality and insomnia symptoms, as well as 

altered sleep-wake patterns (Salfi, Amicucci, et al., 2021). This evidence was 

confirmed also during the second contagion wave during Winter 2020 (Salfi, 

D’Atri, et al., 2021). 

Moreover, a good amount of physical activity is known to positively affect sleep 

and mental health (Allen et al., 2019; Ekelund et al., 2016). However, during the 

home confinement students showed decreased physical activity and increased 

time spent sitting during the day (Gallè et al., 2020; Luciano et al., 2021; Y. Zhang 

et al., 2020). The above-mentioned factors were associated with inadequate sleep 

and the development of psychological and health problems among the student 

population (Allen et al., 2019; Memon et al., 2021). Interestingly, Caldwell and 

colleagues (2022) highlighted a negative influence of the COVID-19 lockdown on 

dietary intake. Indeed, energy intake increased in university students during the 

lockdown, especially due to increased snacking frequencies (Gallo et al., 2020). 

Considering the consumption of fatty/sugary foods is associated with sleep 

problems in students populations (Nisar et al., 2019; St-Onge et al., 2016), it is 

plausible that the variation in eating habits also influenced sleep quality during 

the lockdown. 

Furthermore, younger people generally showed a tendency to evening 

chronotype (Adan et al., 2012). Eveningness is associated with mental health 

problems and sleep disorders (Adan et al., 2012), and this relationship was also 

confirmed during the pandemic scenario (Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021). In addition, 
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younger people typically have the lowest level of resilience (Gooding et al., 2012), 

and this feature was confirmed during the pandemic (Rossi et al., 2021). Rossi 

and colleagues (2021) highlighted that age moderated the mediation role of 

resilience in the relationship between pandemic-associated stressful experience 

and depression, anxiety, and perceived stress. Overall, this evidence supported 

the idea that problems of young people may be attributable also to the lower 

resilience attitude (Amicucci et al., 2021). 

Some limitations of the present study should be reported. We acknowledge that 

the non-probabilistic sampling technique adopted, and the use of self-report 

questionnaires may limit the generalization of our findings. Furthermore, we did 

not assess the socioeconomic status of participants, their study fields, data about 

physical activity and dietary intake, or the presence of concomitant 

disease/treatment that could interfere with sleep problems. Moreover, a 

longitudinal approach with a pre-pandemic baseline would have been more 

accurate in highlighting the detrimental effects of the restrictive measures due to 

the COVID-19 outbreak. However, the unexpected nature of the pandemic made 

such a study hardly feasible, and the matching of age and gender between the 

two samples should increase the reliability of our results. 

In conclusion, in light of our findings and considering the bidirectional 

relationship between sleep and mental (Dinis & Bragança, 2018; Freeman et al., 

2020), we encourage paying special attention to university students during the 

current emergency period. Moreover, considering that the above-reported 

vulnerability of this population was also present before the COVID-19 outbreak, 

we suggest the implementation of preventive interventions focused on this 

specific group. This is of particular importance, as depression is associated with 

elevated probability of dropping out of the university (Eisenberg et al., 2009), in 

addition to being related to suicidal ideation (Klonsky et al., 2016). Indeed, the 

suicide rates showed an increase during the pandemic emergency among 
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students (Kaparounaki et al., 2020). Finally, supportive interventions could be 

particularly important as the detrimental impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on 

sleep and mental health seems to persist in the long run (Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2021), 

in order to avoid the chronicity of such disorders among this at-risk population. 
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Chapter 4 

4 Gender-related time course of sleep disturbances 

and psychological symptoms during the COVID-19 

lockdown: A longitudinal study on the Italian 

population 
 

 

4.1 Abstract 

Italy was the first western hotspot of the COVID-19 pandemic. In order to contain 

the spread of the virus, the Italian government imposed home confinement to the 

entire population for almost two months. The present study is the first large-scale 

longitudinal report of the sleep and mental health changes during the prolonged 

lockdown due to the COVID-19 outbreak. We focused on the gendered 

vulnerability in a sample of the Italian population since cross-sectional research 

identified women to be more at-risk than men during this unprecedented 

situation. 

A total of 2701 individuals (mean age ± SD, 32.37 ± 11.62 years; range, 18–82 years) 

participated in a web-based longitudinal survey consisting of two 

measurements. Participants were first-time recruited on social networks and via 

telephone messages through a snowball sampling and tested during the third 

week of the lockdown period. Subsequently, a follow-up evaluation was carried 

out during the seventh week of restraining measures. The survey assessed sleep 

quality, insomnia and depression symptoms, perceived stress, and anxiety, using 

the following questionnaires: the Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index, the Insomnia 

Severity Index, the Beck Depression Inventory-second edition, the 10-item 

Perceived Stress Scale, and the State-Anxiety Inventory. 
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Female gender showed the worst condition for all the examined dimensions in 

both the assessments. Nevertheless, at the follow-up women reported a reduction 

in insomnia and depression severity symptoms, perceived stress, and anxiety. 

On the other hand, male participants showed a worsening of sleep quality, 

insomnia symptoms, and perceived stress. Consequently, the gender prevalence 

gap of clinical conditions such as insomnia and depression was largely reduced 

under lockdown. 

Our investigation pointed to a different time course of sleep and mental health 

between genders during the home confinement period. Women seemed to show 

greater long-term resilience during the lockdown. Meanwhile, the male gender 

emerges as the most vulnerable category to the extension of the restraining 

measures. Our results suggest that there is no “weaker gender” after a prolonged 

lockdown. Indeed, the Italian population transversely presented signs of 

psychological suffering and significant sleep disturbances after the protracted 

and stressful lockdown period due to the COVID-19 pandemic. 

 

 

4.2 Introduction 

All the contents of this Chapter refer to the same-titled article, published in 

Neurobiology of Stress (Salfi et al., 2020). 

Italy was the first western hotspot of COVID-19. The Italian Government adopted 

extraordinary measures aimed at limiting the contagion. Since March 9, 2020, a 

total lockdown was imposed, which forced the entire population into home 

confinement. The restraining measures were extended until May 4, 2020, 

resulting in approximately two months of confinement. This unprecedented 

situation profoundly impacted the everyday life of all Italian citizens. The 

limitation of social interaction and the restriction of movement freedom could be 
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linked to consistent psychological impact among the general population (Brooks 

et al., 2020). 

Increased stress and exacerbation of depression and anxiety symptomology was 

reported in China as in the rest of the world during the COVID-19 pandemic 

(Rajkumar, 2020; Vindegaard & Benros, 2020). Moreover, in a situation where the 

rhythms of life were deeply altered, sleep has been proposed as one of the 

primary targets to be impacted, as well as a crucial mediator of mental health 

outcomes (Altena et al., 2020). Recent cross-sectional studies on the psychological 

impact of the COVID-19 pandemic focused on specific at-risk groups, such as 

healthcare professionals (Pappa et al., 2020)  and referred to limited periods. 

Some studies addressed longitudinally the impact of the current situation but 

used pre-outbreak baselines (Cellini et al., 2020; Pierce et al., 2020; Wright et al., 

2020). Therefore, the large-scale temporal impact of the restraining measures 

within the general population has been scarcely studied. Because of the 

protracted duration of the home confinement, it is fundamental to investigate the 

long-term consequences of this extraordinary situation. To our knowledge, this 

is the first study that longitudinally addresses the within-subject psychological 

impact of seven weeks of home confinement in the same large sample of the 

general population during a public pandemic catastrophe. Two thousand seven 

hundred one Italian citizens were tested using a web-based survey in two time 

periods: during the third and the seventh week of lockdown. The survey assessed 

sleep quality, insomnia and depression symptoms, perceived stress, and anxiety. 

This study aimed at investigating the changes in the above-mentioned variables 

during the extended lockdown, to address the hypothesis that the restraining 

measures could have had a cumulative negative impact on the mental health of 

the general population. Different from previous research works, we took into 

account gender differences to evaluate if men and women suffered differently 

from this situation. The importance of gender-disaggregated data was strongly 
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suggested as regards COVID-19 vulnerability (Wenham et al., 2020). This is also 

crucial on the psychological side since the risk for psychopathology markedly 

differs between men and women, and women represent a high-risk category for 

mental health problems such as depression, anxiety, and PTSD (Malhi & Mann, 

2018; Olff et al., 2007). In this view, women could suffer the COVID-19 lockdown 

more severely, and preliminary cross-sectional studies reported female gender to 

be a vulnerability factor for developing psychological symptoms during the early 

stage of the pandemic (Casagrande et al., 2020; Léger et al., 2020; C. Mazza et al., 

2020; Özdin & Bayrak Özdin, 2020; Vindegaard & Benros, 2020; C. Wang, Pan, 

Wan, Tan, Xu, Ho, et al., 2020) 

The present investigation has two main peculiarities. First, we showed the 

trajectories of sleep and psychological well-being within the same population 

during the extended lockdown period. Second, it is the first investigation to 

address the different progression of sleep disturbances and psychological 

symptoms for men and women. Our results are useful to identify gender-specific 

timing of intervention to prevent and counteract the long-term development of 

mental health problems during this unprecedented situation. 

 

 

4.3 Materials and methods 

4.3.1 Participants and procedure 

7107 Italian citizens (mean age ± SD, 32.38 ± 11.38; range, 18–84; 1616 men) 

completed a web-based survey during the third week of the home confinement 

(Test 1; 25–31 March 2020), the days immediately following the peak of contagion 

(Istituto Superiore di Sanità, 2020). The data collection procedure is detailed in 

1.3.1 section.  After four weeks, the website link of the follow-up survey was 

provided to the participants via email address/telephone number. A total of 2701 

individuals (mean age ± SD, 32.37 ± 11.62; range, 18–82; 491 men) participated in 
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the follow-up assessment (Test 2) in seven days (21–27 April 2020), completing 

the same questionnaires of the first measurement time (see 1.3.2 section). 

Demographic and COVID-related characteristics of the sample participating in 

both the measurements are reported in Table 4.1. The local Institutional Review 

Board at the University of L’Aquila approved the current study (protocol n. 

43,066/2020). Online informed consent was obtained from the participants. 
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Table 4.1.  Demographic and COVID-related characteristics of the sample participating 

in both the measurements (Test 1: 25-31 March 2020; Test 2: 21-27 April 2020). 

Variable 

Overall follow-up 

sample (n = 2701) 
 

Men  

(n = 491) 
 

Women  

(n = 2210) 

N (%) 

Age  

18–30 years 1617 (59.9)  280 (57.0)  1337 (60.5) 

31–50 years 783 (29.0)  137 (27.9)  646 (29.2) 

> 50 years 301 (11.1)  74 (15.1)  227 (10.3) 

Education 

Until middle school 36 (1.3)  10 (2.0)  26 (1.2) 

High school 851 (31.5)  182 (37.1)  669 (30.3) 

Graduated 1814 (67.2)  299 (60.9)  1515 (68.5) 

Occupation 

Unemployed 231 (8.6)  36 (7.3)  195 (8.8) 

Employed 1545 (57.2)  299 (60.9)  1246 (56.4) 

Student 925 (34.2)  156 (31.8)  769 (34.8) 

Geographical location 

Northern Italya 991 (36.7)  175 (35.6)  816 (36.9) 

Central Italyb 800 (29.6)  144 (29.3)  656 (29.7) 

Southern Italyc 910 (33.7)  172 (35.0)  738 (33.4) 

COVID-19 infection 

Yes 7 (0.3)  1 (0.2)  6 (0.3) 

No 2673 (99.0)  484 (98.6)  2189 (99.0) 

No response 21 (0.8)  6 (1.2)  15 (0.7) 

Forced Quarantine 

Yes 97 (3.6)  17 (3.5)  80 (3.6) 

No 2601 (96.3)  474 (96.5)  2127 (96.2) 

No response 3 (0.1)  0 (0)  3 (0.1) 

Relative/friend with COVID-19 

Yes 600 (22.2)  97 (19.8)  503 (22.8) 

No 2085 (77.2)  391 (79.6)  1694 (76.7) 

No response 16 (0.6)  3 (0.6)  13 (0.6) 
 

Notes: aNorthern Italy: Aosta Valley, Emilia Romagna, Friuli-Venezia Giulia, Liguria, Lombardy, Piedmont, 

Trentino-Alto Adige, and Veneto. bCentral Italy: Lazio, Marche, Tuscany, and Umbria. cSouthern Italy: 

Abruzzo, Apulia, Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Molise, Sardinia, and Sicily. 

 

 

4.3.2 Statistical analysis 

We carried out several preliminary analyses to assess the robustness and 

reliability of the data. To control for potential selection bias of the follow-up 

respondents based on the examined variables (PSQI, ISI, BDI-II, PSS-10, STAI-
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X1), we performed mixed-model analyses on the questionnaire scores of all 

participants who took the Test 1, using “Test 2 participation” (yes, no), “Gender” 

(man, woman) and their interaction as predictors. Neither significant effect of 

“Test 2 participation” nor an interaction between the two predictors has been 

highlighted by the analyses (all p > 0.10). Additionally, because of the facultative 

nature of the last three questionnaires tapping into mental health problems, we 

performed the Little's MCAR test on these variables, which showed that missing 

questionnaires occurred completely at random, both at Test 1 (χ2 = 1.78, p = 0.63) 

and Test 2 (χ2 = 3.64, p = 0.30). 

To evaluate the changes between Test 1 and Test 2, the questionnaire scores 

(PSQI, ISI, BDI-II, PSS-10, STAI-X1) were submitted to mixed model analyses 

with a random intercept per participant, to account for the correlation of 

questionnaire scores within each subject and intraindividual variability. The 

main models included “Time” (Test 1, Test 2), “Gender” (man, woman), and their 

interaction as predictors. Explorative analyses taking into account the interaction 

between “Gender”, “Time”, and the other demographic and COVID-related 

variables did not yield any significant effect (all p > 0.10). Therefore, the other 

demographic factors were collapsed and are not reported in the results. Analyses 

were performed using the “lme4” R package (Bates et al., 2015) weighting the 

estimates according to the gender prevalence within the Italian population. 

Models were fitted using REML, and p-values were obtained using the 

Satterthwaite approximation. Bonferroni post hoc tests were computed using the 

“emmeans” R package (Lenth et al., 2022). Statistical significance was set at 

p < 0.05, and all tests were 2-tailed. To check for potential biases due to the 

unbalanced gender composition of the sample, a randomized female sample 

corresponding to an equal number of male participants (n = 491) was extracted 

from the overall follow-up sample using SPSS v.22 (IBM Corp, Armonk, NY, 
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USA). Then, the mixed model analyses applied to the total sample were 

replicated, confirming the outcomes of the main models. 

Finally, the prevalence of moderate/severe insomnia and severe depression were 

computed according to the validated cut-off scores (see 1.3.2 section). 

Subsequently, logistic regression analyses were performed to evaluate the 

difference between genders of the prevalence of insomnia and depression clinical 

conditions at the two measurement times. 

 

 

4.4 Results 

The follow-up measurement was characterized by higher scores in all the 

questionnaires, except for the PSQI. Specifically, the “Time” factor was significant 

for ISI (B = −0.33, t2825.60 = −2.86, p = 0.004), BDI-II (B = −0.37, t2300.62 = −2.23, 

p = 0.026), PSS-10 (B = −0.83, t2772.82 = −4.37, p < 0.001), and STAI-X1 (B = −1.40, 

t2378.21 = −5.93, p < 0.001), while PSQI did not (B = 0.04, t2669.22 = 0.48, p = 0.63). 

Gender was significant in all the analyses, showing higher mean scores of women 

in all the examined dimensions (PSQI: B = −1.90, t5105.86 = −8.33, p < 0.001; ISI: 

B = −2.69, t5397.85 = −8.04, p < 0.001; BDI-II: B = −4.72, t4390.48 = −8.22, p < 0.001; PSS-10: 

B = −7.35, t4059.06 = −15.20, p < 0.001; STAI-X1: B = −5.06, t4337.02 = −7.48, p < 0.001). 

Finally, all the mixed model analyses highlighted significant interactions 

between “Time” and “Gender” factors (PSQI: B = 0.47, t2649.43 = 3.99, p < 0.001; ISI: 

B = 0.82, t2825.60 = 4.86, p < 0.001; BDI-II: B = 0.74, t2288.67 = 2.97, p = 0.003; PSS-10: 

B = 3.24, t2769.66 = 11.47, p < 0.001; STAI-X1: B = 0.86, t2360.38 = 2.45, p = 0.014). 

Interaction plots and post hoc results are reported in Figure 4.1. 

Post hoc comparisons showed that, after four weeks of home confinement, male 

participants exhibited an increment in PSQI, ISI, and PSS-10 scores (all p < 0.001). 

On the other hand, women reported a reduction in insomnia and depression 

symptoms, perceived stress, and anxiety (p = 0.025; p = 0.045; p < 0.001; p < 0.001, 
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respectively). Notwithstanding this, in both the measurement occasions, female 

participants reported significantly higher scores on all the variables (PSS-10 at 

Test 2: p = 0.005; all the other p < 0.001). 

 

 

 

Figure 4.1. Interaction between “Time” (Test 1, Test 2) and “Gender” (man, woman) 

factors for the PSQI (sleep quality), ISI (insomnia), BDI-II (depression), PSS-10 (perceived 

stress), and STAI-X1 (anxiety) questionnaires.  

Notes: Figure reports mean (and standard errors) of questionnaires scores in the two assessments (Test 1: 25-

31 March 2020; Test 2: 21-27 April 2020) for men (in blue) and women (in orange). Bonferroni post hoc results 

are reported with asterisks (*p < 0.05; **p < 0.001). 

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; BDI-II, Beck Depression 

Inventory-second edition, PSS-10, Perceived Stress Scale-10; STAI-X1, state-anxiety subscale of the State-Trait 

Anxiety Inventory. 

 

 

Logistic regression analyses (Figure 4.2) revealed a higher female prevalence of 

moderate/severe insomnia and severe depression at Test 1 (moderate/severe 

insomnia: 13.12% vs. 9.37%, odd ratio (OR) = 0.68, p = 0.023; severe depression: 

7.20% vs. 4.47%, OR = 0.60, p = 0.049). The gap in gender prevalence was no 

longer present at Test 2 both for moderate/severe insomnia (women: 11.63%, 

men: 12.02%; OR = 1.04, p = 0.81) and severe depression (women: 6.50%, men: 

5.71%; OR = 0.87, p = 0.56). Indeed, men tended to worsen their condition during 

the lockdown (moderate/severe insomnia: +2.65%; severe depression: +1.24%), 

while women tended to improve it (moderate/severe insomnia: −1.49%; severe 

depression: −0.70%). Further analyses of the modifications of the clinical status 
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by gender confirmed that the changes from Test 1 to Test 2 differed according to 

the gender (moderate/severe insomnia: χ2 = 6.49, p = 0.04, severe depression: 

χ2 = 9.16, p = 0.01; respectively). 

 

 

 
 

Figure 4.2. Prevalence rates of men (in blue) and women (in orange) reporting moderate 

to severe insomnia and severe depression at the two assessments.  

Notes: Sleep quality and insomnia ranges were established according to the validated cut-off scores (see 1.3.2 

section). Test 1: 25–31 March 2020; Test 2: 21–27 April 2020. Logistic regression significance is reported with 

asterisks (*p < 0.05). 

 

 

4.5 Discussion 

Our longitudinal study showed a different time course of sleep disturbances and 

mental health problems in men and women during the COVID-19 lockdown in 

Italy. 

Women had consistently higher scores than men on sleep and mental health 

scales, especially at the beginning of the lockdown period. It should be noted that 

this is not a peculiarity of this extraordinary period. Previous research showed 

that women score is higher on PSQI in a wide range of countries and cultures 

(Curcio et al., 2013; Hinz et al., 2017; Wong & Fielding, 2011) and the female 

population typically has the highest prevalence of insomnia symptoms (B. Zhang 

& Wing, 2006). The prevalence of depression and anxiety is also higher for 

women (Malhi & Mann, 2018). Furthermore, women are marked by higher stress 
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perception and have an increased likelihood of developing PTSD symptoms (Olff 

et al., 2007). Consequently, our results are in line with the literature of the pre-

outbreak period. 

However, the prolonged period of home confinement reduced the gender gap in 

two important ways. On one hand, women seemed to be more resilient than men, 

in the long run, exhibiting a slight trend toward improvement of insomnia, 

depression, anxiety, and distress at the end of the seven weeks covered by the 

present research. On the other hand, men showed an exacerbation of insomnia 

symptoms and a deterioration of sleep quality during the lockdown. 

Furthermore, male participants reported a substantial increment of perceived 

stress at the end of the study. In addition, although women reported a higher 

prevalence of clinical conditions such as insomnia and depression in the first part 

of the lockdown, the gender gap was narrowed after four weeks. 

A recent study (C. Wang, Pan, Wan, Tan, Xu, McIntyre, et al., 2020) evaluated 

stress, anxiety, and depression in two samples of the general Chinese population 

that was assessed four weeks apart during the COVID-19 outbreak. No 

significant changes were reported at the overall-sample level. However, gender 

differences were not considered, participants were not forced into home 

confinement, and the study used a cross-sectional design. All these factors could 

explain the inconsistencies with our results. 

The differential trend of mental health indicators in women and men during the 

long confinement period was peculiar and unexpected. Of note, the difference 

among gender trajectories was confirmed controlling for the other demographic 

variables such as age, education, and occupation. Because none of the variables 

collected in the present study could explain this effect, we believe that 

dispositional or sociocultural gender differences interacted with the extended 

period of restraining measures. 
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Men and women respond to stress differently, at both physiological and 

behavioral levels. According to an evolutionary perspective, the primary 

response aimed at reducing stress in men is a ‘fight-or-flight’ reaction, whereas 

women are likely to adopt a ‘tend-and-befriend’ one (Taylor et al., 2000). These 

patterns are supported by neuroendocrine and behavioral evidence (Verma et al., 

2011). In this view, the dispositional stress response of women may have proven 

to be more appropriate when dealing with the current challenging time since the 

importance of community support and prosocial behaviors has been repeatedly 

emphasized to cope with the forced home confinement situation  (Courtet et al., 

2020; Holmes et al., 2020). 

From a sociocultural perspective, our results could reflect deep-rooted 

differences in gender roles within western societies. Particularly in Italy, women 

have traditionally held a prominent position in the domestic environment 

compared to men. The gendered time course of the impact of the prolonged 

lockdown might be explained because the extended home confinement period 

largely compromised everyone’s public life, preserving and emphasizing the 

domestic one at the same time. 

Another possible interpretation is that men might manifest the psychological 

impact of the lockdown only after a prolonged period. On the other hand, women 

may have been the first to suffer the consequences of the home confinement 

situation because of their front-line role in the family care typical of Italian 

society. Consequently, women might have already reached the peak of 

psychological distress during the first days of the lockdown, subsequently 

adapting better to this extraordinary situation. 

A final consideration refers directly to the gendered vulnerability to COVID-19. 

In Italy, as in the rest of the world, the progress of contagion was accompanied 

by the awareness of a higher prevalence of hospitalizations and deaths among 

men. This information was widely disseminated by the media during the period 
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from the first to the second measurement time of our study and may have evoked 

a more danger in the male population, putatively contributing to explain our 

pattern of results. 

Our findings are inconsistent with a general framework that predicts female 

gender to be a vulnerability factor tout court (Casagrande et al., 2020; Léger et al., 

2020; C. Mazza et al., 2020; Özdin & Bayrak Özdin, 2020; Vindegaard & Benros, 

2020; C. Wang, Pan, Wan, Tan, Xu, Ho, et al., 2020). A crucial point to stress is 

that, to date, studies based on a single measurement could be elusive concerning 

the actual psychological suffering of men. The well-known difference between 

genders in all the examined dimensions could lead to focus the psychological 

support on women. Instead, our investigation suggests that there is no “weaker 

gender” under lockdown and, sooner or later, both men and women can be 

strongly affected by this unprecedented situation. 

Furthermore, our investigation did not confirm recent cross-sectional studies 

highlighting occupation or age as vulnerability factors (Casagrande et al., 2020; 

Cellini et al., 2020; Marelli et al., 2021). Because this is a longitudinal study, we 

investigated the presence of predictors which explained the changes over time in 

the examined variables. This peculiarity can explain the inconsistencies with the 

current literature based on a single measurement. Although the number of 

infections in Italy is declining at the moment, with a consequent relaxation of the 

restraining measures, our results could be of particular interest to the countries 

around the world where the contagion is ongoing, and home confinement 

measures still are an integral part of everyday life. The second wave of infections 

is also feared at the end of the summer or during the fall (Horton, 2020), and a 

further period of home confinement cannot be excluded. 

The present findings could help to identify the timing for therapeutic 

interventions aimed at boosting coping skills and resilience and protecting the 

psychological well-being, counteracting the risk of developing mental health 
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problems among the general population. In particular, our investigation 

highlights two crucial points. First of all, it confirms the urgency to predispose 

immediate psychological support focused on women since the beginning of the 

lockdown. Secondly, the present findings suggest that, with the advancement of 

the weeks, it is essential to shift the attention to men, who seem to be the primary 

category to suffer from the cumulative effects of the prolonged restraining 

measures during the COVID-19 pandemic. The sleep dimension emerges as the 

most affected by the lockdown extension among the male population. In this 

view, our results suggest predisposing specific sleep-focused interventions. This 

could be particularly important when considering the contribution of sleep 

disturbances in the development of mental health problems (Freeman et al., 

2017). Finally, our investigation confirms the assumption that the governments 

should keep the lockdown as short as possible and avoid an overly precautionary 

approach (Brooks et al., 2020) to limit long-term psychological consequences, 

especially on male citizens. 

To our knowledge, this is the first study reporting large-scale longitudinal 

changes of sleep disturbances and the risk of mental health deterioration among 

the same population under home-confinement. However, some limitations need 

to be reported. The main one is the impossibility of determining the sampling 

bias in Test 1 because of the sampling technique. We cannot exclude that the 

present study inadvertently attracted individuals reporting the most serious 

conditions as regards the examined dimensions. Nevertheless, this bias would be 

expected at the overall sample level, putatively not affecting the gendered 

trajectories here highlighted. Secondly, it should be acknowledged that the 

composition of the experimental sample is substantially unbalanced towards the 

female gender. Finally, our results were obtained in an Italian sample. Deep-

rooted social gender inequities mark Italian society. Further longitudinal 

investigations could confirm our pattern of results within other populations. 
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Chapter 5 

5 Changes of evening exposure to electronic devices 

during the COVID-19 lockdown affect the time 

course of sleep disturbances 
 

 

5.1 Abstract 

During the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) lockdown, there was a 

worldwide increase in electronic devices’ daily usage. Prolonged exposure to 

backlit screens before sleep influences the circadian system leading to negative 

consequences on sleep health. We investigated the relationship between changes 

in evening screen exposure and the time course of sleep disturbances during the 

home confinement period due to COVID-19. 

A total of 2,123 Italians (mean age ± SD, 33.1 ± 11.6 years) were tested 

longitudinally during the third and the seventh week of lockdown. The web-

based survey evaluated sleep quality and insomnia symptoms through the 

Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index and the Insomnia Severity Index. The second 

assessment survey inquired about intervening changes in backlit screen exposure 

in the two hours before falling asleep. 

Participants who increased electronic device usage showed decreased sleep 

quality, exacerbated insomnia symptoms, reduced sleep duration, prolonged 

sleep onset latency, and delayed bedtime and rising time. In this subgroup, the 

prevalence of poor sleepers and individuals reporting moderate/severe insomnia 

symptoms increased. Conversely, respondents reporting decreased screen 

exposure exhibited improved sleep quality and insomnia symptoms. In this 

subgroup, the prevalence of poor sleepers and moderate/severe insomniacs 
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decreased. Respondents preserving screen time habits did not show variations of 

the sleep parameters. 

Our investigation demonstrated a strong relationship between modifications of 

evening electronic device usage and time course of sleep disturbances during the 

lockdown period. Monitoring the potential impact of excessive evening exposure 

to backlit screens on sleep health is recommendable during the current period of 

restraining measures due to COVID-19. 

 

 

5.2 Introduction 

All the contents of this Chapter refer to the same-titled article, published in Sleep 

(Salfi, Amicucci, et al., 2021) and reproduced with permission from Oxford 

University Press. 

The forced social isolation and the limitations of outdoor activities led to a 

worldwide increase in web-based social communication. In the countries hit 

hardest by the virus, the total messaging and the time spent on social network 

increased more than 50%, while the time in video calling increased tenfold (Meta, 

2020). In Italy, during the lockdown, the daily internet traffic volume almost 

doubled compared to the previous year (AGCOM, 2020). Most people spent more 

time on smartphones and computers (DATAREPORTAL, 2020; The Washington 

Post, 2020), and, for example, in the UK adults spent 40% of their day facing a 

screen during confinement (Ofcom, 2020). Electronic devices daily usage 

increased to compensate for the limited social interactions, fill up free time, and 

ward off boredom. Furthermore, working from home has become the norm for 

millions of workers worldwide, and 40% of those currently working in the 

European Union began to telework full-time due to the pandemic (Eurofound, 

2020). The implementation of these habits may have helped to cope with the 

challenging and stressful isolation period. Nevertheless, the increase of screen 
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exposure in the hours before bedtime could have determined adverse 

consequences on sleep health. Epidemiological and cross-sectional studies 

indeed showed a strong relationship between the use of electronic devices after 

sundown and alterations of sleep patterns (Christensen et al., 2016; Exelmans & 

van den Bulck, 2016; Fossum et al., 2014; Gradisar et al., 2013; Johnson et al., 2004; 

Lastella et al., 2020; Rafique et al., 2020; Šmotek et al., 2020). Firstly, the usage of 

electronic devices may displace sleep time (Cain & Gradisar, 2010). Moreover, 

screen-based activities are related to digital engagement, and the activity type 

plays a role in the digital media effects on sleep (Orzech et al., 2016). The screen-

mediated contents could be emotionally or psychologically arousing, making it 

more difficult for individuals to relax before bedtime and, thus, interfering with 

sleep (Cain & Gradisar, 2010; Higuchi et al., 2005a; Orzech et al., 2016). In 

particular, portable mobile and media devices allow real-time interactions and 

hence continuous stimulation (Carter et al., 2016). Finally, sleep rhythms are 

intimately linked with the ambient light, which represents a crucial regulator of 

the biological clock (Brown, 1994; Cajochen, 2007). The evening exposure to 

short-wavelength-enriched light emitted from most screens of modern electronic 

devices (computer, smartphone, tablet, television) can have alerting effects 

suppressing melatonin release. This assumption has been confirmed by 

investigations that experimentally manipulated the evening light exposure of 

tablet (Wood et al., 2013), eReader (Chang et al., 2015), and computer screen 

(Cajochen et al., 2011; A. Green et al., 2017), showing a concomitant decrease of 

objective and self-reported sleepiness, higher sleep onset latency, and altered 

sleep architecture. 

Therefore, light per se and the stimulating content of electronic devices during 

the hours preceding habitual bedtime may interfere with sleep patterns 

intervening on biological and cognitive mechanisms simultaneously (Woods & 

Scott, 2019). 
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Difficulties in falling asleep (e.g., in insomnia), on the other hand, may lead to 

longer time spent engaging with screens in the evening hours, establishing a 

vicious circle. 

Based on this evidence, the present study aimed to shed light on the relationship 

between the longitudinal changes of sleep disturbances between the third (March 

25–28, 2020) and the seventh week (April 21–27, 2020) of home confinement in 

Italy and the retrospectively reported modifications of the exposure to electronic 

devices before falling asleep during the same lockdown period. We hypothesized 

that changes in electronic device usage could be a crucial moderator of the 

lockdown-related sleep alterations over time. We expected that individuals who 

increased screen exposure in the two hours before sleep onset should have shown 

the largest sleep impairments and the most marked alterations of the sleep/wake 

schedule. On the other hand, subjects who reduced evening screen time should 

have exhibited a positive time course of sleep disturbances. 

 

 

5.3 Materials and methods 

5.3.1 Participants and procedure 

From the large follow-up sample described in 4.3.1 section, we included in the 

reported analyses only the 2,123 respondents (mean age ± SD, 33.1 ± 11.6; range, 

18–82; 401 men, see Table 5.1) who completed the first survey during the four 

days preceding the daylight-saving time (March 25–28, 2020; Survey wave 1). 

This allowed us to avoid interfering and confounding effects at the baseline 

measurement due to the summertime beginning (for a review, see Harrison 

2013). During the follow-up survey (Survey wave 2), participants completed the 

same questionnaires of Survey wave 1 (see 1.3.2 section). Moreover, they were 

asked to retrospectively evaluate the changes (increase, maintenance, reduction) 
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from the first assessment in the usage duration of electronic devices (smartphone, 

computer, tablet, television, eReader) in the 2 h before falling asleep. 

At Survey wave 1, a total of 1,783 respondents completed the BDI-II, 1,697 filled 

in also the PSS-10, and 1,675 completed all the questionnaires, while at Survey 

wave 2 the number of respondents for the last three optional questionnaires (BDI-

II, PSS-10, STAI-X1) was 1,873, 1,811, and 1,789, respectively. The study was 

approved by the Institutional Review Board of the University of L’Aquila 

(protocol n. 43,066/2020) and carried out according to the principles established 

by the Declaration of Helsinki. Online informed consent to participate in the 

whole research was obtained from all the respondents during the first 

assessment. 
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Table 5.1. Sociodemographic composition of the sample participating in both the first 

and the second measurement (Survey wave 1: 25–28 March 2020; Survey wave 2: 21–27 

April 2020). 

Variable N (%) 

Gender  

Male 401 (18.9%) 

Female 1722 (81.1%) 

Age 

18–30 years 1263 (59.5%) 

31–50 years 598 (28.2%) 

> 50 years 262 (12.3%) 

Education 

Until middle school 31 (1.5%) 

High school 686 (32.3%) 

Graduated 1406 (66.2%) 

Occupation 

Unemployed 184 (8.7%) 

Employed 1172 (55.2%) 

Student 767 (36.1%) 

Geographical location 

Northern Italya 767 (36.1%) 

Central Italyb 593 (27.9%) 

Southern Italyc 763 (35.9%) 

Electronic device usage  

Increased 751 (35.4%) 

Unchanged 1221 (57.5%) 

Reduced 151 (7.1%) 
 

Notes: aNorthern Italy: Aosta Valley, Emilia Romagna, Friuli-Venezia Giulia, Liguria, Lombardy, Piedmont, 

Trentino-Alto Adige, and Veneto. bCentral Italy: Lazio, Marche, Tuscany, and Umbria. cSouthern Italy: 

Abruzzo, Apulia, Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Molise, Sardinia, and Sicily. 

 

 

5.3.2 Statistical analysis 

In order to control for potential selection bias of the follow-up participants, we 

performed preliminary mixed model analyses comparing the Survey wave 1 

questionnaire scores of respondents who participated only to the first assessment 

and those who attended both the measurements (Survey wave 1 and Survey 

wave 2). These control analyses did not highlight significant differences (all p > 

0.10). 
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According to the purpose of the present study, the main variables were the PSQI 

and ISI scores. Additionally, from the PSQI questionnaire, we extracted other 

variables such as total sleep time (TST, min), sleep onset latency (SOL, min), 

bedtime (BT, hh:mm), and rise time (RT, hh:mm). To evaluate the time course of 

the sleep dimensions as a function of the reported changes of exposure to 

electronic devices, all the above variables were submitted to mixed model 

analyses with a random intercept per participant, accounting for the expected 

intraindividual variability. The models comprised “Survey wave” (Survey wave 

1, Survey wave 2), “Screen exposure” (Increased, Unchanged, Reduced), and their 

interaction as predictors. Additionally, “Gender” (male, female) was included as 

a factor, and “Age” as a covariate, to control for putative effects of these 

demographic variables on the main outcomes of the present study. Subsequently, 

explorative analyses were carried out, adding to the models the Survey wave 1 

and Survey wave 2 scores of MEQr, BDI-II, PSS-10, and STAI-X1 as time-varying 

covariates. These further analyses aimed at controlling for the effects of 

chronotype, depression, stress, and anxiety on sleep measures, in order to isolate 

the effects of the screen exposure changes from the effects of these psychological 

dimensions in explaining the time course of sleep variables. 

Mixed model analyses were performed using the “lme4” R package (Bates et al., 

2015). Models were fitted using REML, using the Satterthwaite approximation to 

compute p-values. Bonferroni post hoc tests were obtained using the “emmeans” R 

package (Lenth et al., 2022). Finally, the validated cut-off scores of PSQI and ISI 

were used to determine the prevalence of poor sleepers and moderate/severe 

insomnia condition (see 1.3.2 section). Subsequently, McNemar’s tests were 

performed to evaluate the modifications of the prevalence of sleep disturbances 

between Survey wave 1 and Survey wave 2 in the three groups characterized by 

different changes of exposure to electronic devices before falling asleep. For all 
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the analyses, statistical significance was set at p < 0.05, and all tests were two-

tailed. 

 

 

5.4 Results 

5.4.1 Relationships between screen exposure and sleep variables 

The results of the mixed model analyses on the sleep variables (PSQI and ISI 

scores, TST, SOL, BT, RT) are reported in Table 5.2. The analyses did not highlight 

significant effects of the “Survey wave” factor for all the sleep variables (all p ≥ 

0.24). “Screen exposure” was significant for all the variables (all p ≤ 0.005). The 

analyses yielded a significant effect of the interaction between “Survey wave” and 

“Screen exposure” predictors for all the variables (all p ≤ 0.001). The “Age” 

covariate was significant for PSQI, TST, SOL, BT, and RT (all p ≤ 0.03), and 

“Gender” was significant for PSQI, ISI, SOL, BT (all p ≤ 0.001). 

 

 

Table 5.2. Results (F and p) of the mixed model analyses on PSQI score (sleep quality), 

ISI score (insomnia severity symptoms), total sleep time, sleep onset latency, bedtime, 

and rise time. 

Predictor 
PSQI score 

 
ISI score 

 Total sleep 

time 

 Sleep onset 

latency 

 
Bedtime 

 
Rise time 

F p  F p  F p  F p  F p  F p 

Survey wave .11 .75  .75 .39  1.37 .24  .49 .49  .10 .76  .14 .71 

Screen exposure 29.57 <.001  32.51 <.001  6.74 .001  6.14 .002  7.14 <.001  5.26 .005 

Survey wave  

 

Screen exposure 

20.29 <.001 

 

23.70 <.001 

 

9.07 <.001 

 

6.70 .001 

 

30.11 <.001 

 

20.63 <.001 

Age 46.64 <.001  0.95 .33  247.5 <.001  4.60 .03  184.9 <.001  397.5 <.001 

Gender 16.62 <.001  11.64 <.001  .89 .35  19.14 <.001  13.01 <.001  .02 .89 
 

Notes: The models comprised “Survey wave” (Survey wave 1, Survey wave 2), “Screen exposure” (Increased, 

Unchanged, Reduced) as predictors, their interaction, and “Age” and “Gender” (Male, Female) as covariates. 

Bold values are statistically significant. 
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Post hoc comparisons between Survey wave 1 and Survey wave 2 (Figures 5.1 and 

5.2) suggested that participants who reported an increase of electronic device 

usage before falling asleep also showed a significant increase over time of PSQI 

(mean change ± SE, +1.01 ± 0.15; p < 0.001) and ISI scores (+1.26 ± 0.21; p < 0.001), 

a reduction of TST (−16.70 ± 3.22 min; p < 0.001), a prolongation of SOL (+4.08 ± 

1.31 min; p = 0.03), and delayed BT (+23.08 ± 3.13 min; p < 0.001) and RT (+18.92 ± 

2.83 min; p < 0.001). On the other hand, participants who reduced the screen 

exposure showed concurrent decreases of PSQI (−1.00 ± 0.33; p = 0.04) and ISI 

scores (−1.44 ± 0.42; p = 0.02), earlier BT (−23.25 ± 6.70 min; p = 0.009), and no 

changes in TST, SOL, and RT (p = 1.00, p = 0.58, p = 0.11; respectively). No 

differences in all the variables were obtained for the participant who maintained 

unchanged electronic device use habits (all p = 1.00). Although the mean PSQI 

and ISI changes between the two survey waves for the groups increasing or 

reducing the exposure to electronic devices could appear small, they proved to 

have a clinical significance, as emerged in the analyses on the prevalence of poor 

sleepers and clinical insomniacs (see 5.4.2 section). 
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Figure 5.1. “Survey wave”  “Screen exposure” interaction for PSQI and ISI scores, total 

sleep time (min), and sleep onset latency (min).  

Notes: Figure reports mean ± standard error of the PSQI and ISI scores (A, B), total sleep time (C), and sleep 

onset latency (D) at the two assessments (Survey wave 1, Survey wave 2) for respondents who declared an 

increase, preservation, or reduction of the electronic device usage duration before falling asleep. Each 

analysis was adjusted for age and gender. Bonferroni significant post hoc comparisons are reported with 

asterisks (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001). 

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index. 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5.2. “Survey wave”  “Screen exposure” interaction for bedtime and rise time 

(hh:mm).  

Notes: Mean ± standard error of bedtime (A) and rise time (B) at the two assessments (Survey wave 1, Survey 

wave 2) for participants who declared an increase (+), preservation (=), or reduction (−) of the electronic 

device usage duration before falling asleep. Each analysis was adjusted for age and gender. Bonferroni post 

hoc results are reported with asterisks (**p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001).  
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At Survey wave 1, there were no differences in PSQI and ISI scores between 

respondents who later reported an increase or reduction of screen exposure (both 

p = 1.00). Participants maintaining device use habits showed lower PSQI scores 

at Survey wave 1 than those who increased or reduced the exposure to backlit 

screens (both p < 0.001). ISI scores were lower at Survey wave 1 for subjects who 

did not change the screen exposure than participants who increased or reduced 

it (p < 0.001, p = 0.04; respectively). The three groups did not differ at Survey wave 

1 on TST, SOL, BT, and RT (all p > 0.85). 

Participants who reported an increase of screen exposure also showed higher 

PSQI and ISI scores at Survey wave 2, and delayed BT and RT compared to the 

other two groups (all p < 0.01), as well as shorter TST and longer SOL compared 

to the group that did not change the device usage habits (both p < 0.001, see Figure 

5.2). No differences for all the variables were obtained at Survey wave 2 between 

subjects who reduced or maintained the device usage duration before falling 

asleep (all p > 0.32). 

Further control analyses confirmed the above-reported pattern of results, 

controlling for the covariance of age, gender, chronotype, depression, perceived 

stress, and anxiety. In particular, the interaction between “Survey wave” and 

“Screen exposure” remained significant for all the variables (PSQI: F2,1605.95 = 17.50, 

p < 0.001; ISI: F2,1685.08 = 14.20, p < 0.001; TST: F2,1694.81 = 8.37, p < 0.001; SOL: F2,1711.04 = 

4.53, p = 0.01; BT: F2,1664.94 = 17.11, p < 0.001; RT: F2,1645.32 = 12.70, p < 0.001), confirming 

the crucial role of the changes in screen exposure in explaining the time course of 

the sleep outcomes during the lockdown. 

 

5.4.2 Relationships between screen exposure and sleep disturbance prevalence 

McNemar’s tests highlighted a significant prevalence increase of poor sleepers 

(+11.4%) and of moderate/severe insomnia condition (+3.6%) in the group of 

respondents reporting an increased usage of electronic devices before falling 
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asleep (χ2 = 108.23, p < 0.001, Cohen’s g = 0.21; χ2 = 149.73, p = 0.01, Cohen’s g = 

0.15; respectively) (Figure 5.3). On the other hand, there was a significant 

decrease of poor sleepers (−10.7%) and of moderate/severe insomnia condition 

(−7.3%) in the group reporting a reduction of the device usage (χ2 = 19.90, p = 0.04, 

Cohen’s g = 0.18; χ2 = 12.21, p = 0.04, Cohen’s g = 0.24; respectively). Finally, in the 

group of participants who maintained screen habits unchanged there was a 

reduction of clinical insomnia prevalence (−2.8%; χ2 = 188.51, p = 0.002, Cohen’s g 

= 0.13), but not of poor sleepers’ prevalence (−2.3%; χ2 = 200.25, p = 0.17, Cohen’s 

g = 0.04). According to the standard interpretation of Cohen’s g (J. Cohen, 1988), 

all the variations in the groups of respondents who increased or reduced the 

screen exposure was of medium extent, while the effect size of the insomnia 

condition reduction among those who maintained unchanged the use of 

electronic devices was small. 

 

 

 
Figure 5.3. Prevalence of poor sleepers (A) and moderate/severe clinical insomnia 

condition (B) at the two assessments (Survey wave 1, Survey wave 2) for the respond- 

ents who increased, maintained unchanged, or reduced the usage of electronic devices 

before falling asleep.  

Notes: Sleep quality and insomnia ranges were established according to the validated cut-off scores (see 1.3.2 

section). Significant results of the McNemar’s tests are reported with asterisks (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 

0.001).  
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5.5 Discussion 

In the present study, we showed a strong relationship between changes in 

evening screen exposure and time course of sleep parameters during the COVID-

19 lockdown. 

In line with the initial assumption, individuals declaring increased electronic 

device usage before falling asleep showed a general sleep impairment over time 

(from the third to the seventh week of home confinement). This outcome is 

exemplified by decreased sleep quality, exacerbation of insomnia symptoms, 

reduced sleep duration, and longer sleep onset latency. Consistently, we found 

an increased prevalence of poor sleepers and moderate/severe insomnia 

condition only within this group of respondents. Increased screen exposure was 

also linked to delayed bedtime and rising time, outlining the delayed sleep phase 

across the home confinement period. Furthermore, individuals who increased 

the device usage showed the poorest sleep quality, the most severe insomnia 

symptoms, the lowest sleep duration, the highest sleep onset latency, and they 

went to bed and woke up later compared to the other participants during the 

seventh week of lockdown. 

In addition, participants reporting decreased evening screen exposure showed 

the opposite time course of sleep disturbances. They indeed exhibited improved 

sleep quality and mitigation of insomnia symptoms, which turned into a 

prevalence reduction of poor sleepers and clinical insomnia condition. This 

group of respondents went to bed earlier after four weeks of home confinement. 

Finally, the respondents who maintained unchanged electronic device usage 

habits did not show any modification in all the examined dimensions, except for 

a prevalence reduction of moderate/severe insomnia conditions. 

Remarkably, we obtained the present findings controlling for the effects of 

gender and age, and they were confirmed also controlling for the covariance of 

chronotype, depression, stress, and anxiety. Therefore, our results suggest a 
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direct relationship between evening device usage and time course of sleep 

disturbances during the home confinement period, independent of other 

psychological and circadian dimensions. 

The pattern of results of our longitudinal investigation is consistent with a large 

pre-outbreak cross-sectional literature addressing the relationship between sleep 

and evening electronic device usage. In particular, higher screen time has been 

associated with reduced sleep duration (Bhat et al., 2018; Gamble et al., 2014; 

Hysing et al., 2015; Lastella et al., 2020), prolongation of sleep onset latency 

(Christensen et al., 2016; Exelmans & van den Bulck, 2016; Hysing et al., 2015; 

Rafique et al., 2020; Šmotek et al., 2020), later sleep onset and waking up 

(Exelmans & van den Bulck, 2016; Gamble et al., 2014; Lastella et al., 2020), poor 

sleep quality (Christensen et al., 2016; Exelmans & van den Bulck, 2016; Lastella 

et al., 2020; Rafique et al., 2020; Šmotek et al., 2020), and insomnia symptoms 

(Bhat et al., 2018; Exelmans & van den Bulck, 2016; Fossum et al., 2014). 

The COVID-19 pandemic has affected all the world, and home confinement 

constitutes the most widely used measure to contrast the spread of the contagion. 

In modern societies, the increase of screen-based device usage could represent an 

unavoidable consequence of the pandemic-related home confinement periods. 

Indeed, more than one-third of our sample reported an increase in electronic 

device usage in the two hours before falling asleep. On the other hand, only a 

small percentage of the sample (7.1%) reduced the evening screen time between 

the third and the seventh week of lockdown. This evidence suggests that the 

reduction of screen time and the associated sleep improvement during a 

prolonged confinement period were rare, while the opposite situation was quite 

common. Consequently, our findings have substantial large-scale implications 

when contextualized to the current unprecedented situation. 

Adequate sleep quantity/quality is essential to deal with stressful events (Leggett 

et al., 2016) and preserve mental health (Freeman et al., 2017; Pigeon et al., 2017), 
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and it plays a crucial role in emotional processing (Tempesta et al., 2018, 2020) 

and mood regulation (Fairholme & Manber, 2015). The increased screen time and 

its consequences on sleep health may negatively affect psychological well-being 

increasing anxiety, depression, and stress symptoms during the current 

pandemic period. Indeed, aberrant light exposure and excessive screen time were 

associated with sleep and mental health problems (Bedrosian & Nelson, 2017; 

Wu et al., 2015). Consistently, blocking screen-emitted blue light has proved to 

be effective in promoting both sleep quality and mood (Burkhart & Phelps, 2009; 

Janků et al., 2020) and it was proposed as a useful approach to treat both clinical 

insomnia (Janků et al., 2020; Shechter et al., 2018) and mood disorders (Bedrosian 

& Nelson, 2017; Phelps, 2008), although the current literature presents 

inconsistencies (Heath et al., 2014). 

Finally, sleep and the circadian system support the proper functioning of the 

immune system (Besedovsky et al., 2012; Bryant et al., 2004). Short sleep duration 

and poor sleep continuity are associated with increased vulnerability to 

infectious illness, including higher susceptibility to the common cold and greater 

symptom reporting (S. Cohen et al., 2009; Irwin, 2015; Prather et al., 2015). The 

largest vaccination campaign in human history is around the corner, and studies 

have clearly shown that sleep is an important factor in determining the 

effectiveness of vaccinations, for example, against influenza viruses (Spiegel et 

al., 2002; Zimmermann & Curtis, 2019). In light of these considerations, the 

relationship between screen time and sleep outcomes has a broad spectrum of 

implications, configuring a major public health concern during the COVID-19 

outbreak. 

The present results were obtained in an Italian sample, but they could be 

generalized to other modern societies since the putative underlying mechanisms 

involve a disruption of circadian physiology due to evening light exposure 

(Cajochen et al., 2011; Chang et al., 2015; A. Green et al., 2017; Wood et al., 2013), 
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increased arousal caused by the stimulating content of the screen-mediated 

material before bedtime (Cain & Gradisar, 2010; Higuchi et al., 2005; Orzech et 

al., 2016), and a direct displacement of sleep time (Cain & Gradisar, 2010). 

However, we cannot infer the causality of this relationship since this is an 

observational study, and the measurement of screen exposure changes has been 

retrospectively reported during the second assessment. Notwithstanding that 

comprehensive literature supported the detrimental effect of electronic devices’ 

evening usage on sleep patterns, we cannot exclude reverse causation. 

Nevertheless, the two interpretations are not mutually exclusive, and a 

bidirectional model of causation has been suggested (Magee et al., 2014). We 

propose that a vicious circle during the confinement period was established, in 

which the increased screen exposure before falling asleep negatively impacted 

the sleep parameters, which in turn supported the overuse of electronic devices 

after the sunset. Notably, participants who did not change the screen exposure 

during the examined four weeks of lockdown exhibited the lowest PSQI and ISI 

scores at the first assessment (Survey wave 1). This outcome could be 

interpretable as a tendency to maintain unchanged screen habits among 

individuals with fewer sleep disturbances. 

In conclusion, our findings corroborate the assumption that the governments 

should pursue policies aimed at raising public awareness on healthy sleep 

behaviors during confinement due to the COVID-19 pandemic, discouraging the 

excessive use of electronic devices before falling asleep (Johns Hopkins Medicine, 

2020; Sleep Foundation, 2020). The evening use of blue-light blocking glasses and 

the application of a blue wavelength light filter (night shift settings) on the 

electronic screens should be encouraged to mitigate the well-known detrimental 

consequences of bright light exposure. In addition, the implementation of 

psychophysiologically and emotionally arousing screen-based activities such as 

computer work and surfing the Internet (Orzech et al., 2016), playing videogames 
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(Higuchi et al., 2005), and overuse of media to obtain information about COVID-

19 (Léger et al., 2020) should be discouraged before the sleep onset. 

To date, the feared risk of a second wave of contagion has become a concrete 

reality, and hundreds of thousands of people are subjected to home confinement 

measures worldwide. In light of our results, the above-mentioned interventions 

focused on sleep hygiene are fundamental to counteract the occurrence and 

exacerbation of sleep disturbances and foster the general well-being during the 

period of social distancing and restraining measures due to the COVID-19 

pandemic. 

To the best of our knowledge, the present investigation is the first to provide 

insights into the relationship between electronic device usage and the time course 

of sleep disturbances during the COVID-19 lockdown. However, it should be 

acknowledged that we used a non-probabilistic sampling technique, and the 

sample comprised a higher prevalence of women and young people. Moreover, 

under-eighteen years-old individuals were not included. However, the 

relationship between evening screen time and sleep disturbances was widely 

shown in adolescents (Cain & Gradisar, 2010; Carter et al., 2016; Hale & Guan, 

2015). We hypothesize that our results could be generalizable to younger people. 

Further research focused on the younger population is necessary as children and 

adolescents are spending increasingly more time on electronic devices during the 

pandemic emergency (Montag & Elhai, 2020). Additionally, the electronic device 

category of our survey included a broad set of devices, and we cannot discern 

the relationship between the usage of each device (i.e., smartphone, computer, 

tablet, television, eReader) and the time course of the sleep outcomes. Finally, in 

our survey, we did not assess the extent of the screen exposure changes, the use 

of bright/dim screens, the room lighting, and the implementation of blue-light 

blocking glasses or blue light filter technology, thus we cannot estimate their 

contribution to the present findings. Further research should be performed 
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accounting for these limitations to disentangle the causal relationship between 

sleep patterns and the increased digital device usage before sleep onset during 

the current pandemic period. Future longitudinal investigations should include 

a detailed day-by-day quantification of screen time for each device (e.g., using 

daily diaries and/or specific applications), an objective estimation of sleep 

patterns (e.g., through actigraphy), and an evaluation of the screen-mediated 

contents as well as the use of blue-light blocking approaches.  
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Part 2 
 

The second wave 

 

As described in Part 1, the first COVID-19 contagion wave in the Spring of 2020 

and the adopted restraining measures have deeply affected the sleep and mental 

health of the general population. 

Like other coronaviruses (Monto et al., 2020), SARS-CoV-2 behaves seasonally, 

being more prevalent in Winter and less so during the hot season (X. Liu et al., 

2021). Indeed, during the Summer of 2020, the virus circulation substantially 

declined, with a consequent lifting of the stay-at-home orders. However, the 

subsequent cold season was characterized by a new global surge in COVID-19 

cases, leading international governments to apply again large-scale intervention 

to manage the novel public health crisis. The strict lockdown measures adopted 

to face the first contagion wave had dramatic societal and economic costs. 

Therefore, lighter restraining measures were applied to cope with the second 

wave in most countries, where several business and school activities remained 

open, freedom of movement was partially ensured, and people began co-existing 

with the virus without any vaccine for COVID-19 still available. 

This stressful scenario again challenged the sleep and mental health of the 

general population while the aftermath of the first lockdown continued to be felt 

worldwide. 

In Chapter 6, we reported the results of the first longitudinal investigation aimed 

at understanding the consequences of the second contagion wave on Italians’ 

sleep and psychological well-being. We provided a fine-grained overview of the 

behavioral and sociodemographic risk factors for sleep disturbances during the 

second contagion wave. Driven by the results shown in Part 1, we evaluated the 
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effect of age, gender, chronotype, working status, and digital screen time. 

Moreover, we addressed the social and economic impact and the repercussion of 

living constantly surrounded by the COVID-19 threat. Furthermore, we 

compared the sleep features between the two contagion peaks of infection, 

evaluating the changes in sleep disturbances and sleep habits/schedules due to 

the partial resumption of daily working and activity routines. 

Finally, Chapter 7 addressed one of the main characteristics of the second wave 

of COVID-19, the large-scale transition to a new working approach named remote 

working, and how this societal change interacted with the different chronotypes’ 

sleep and mental health. 
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Chapter 6 

6 Sleeping under the waves: A longitudinal study 

across the contagion peaks of the COVID-19 

pandemic in Italy 
 

 

6.1 Abstract 

After the March–April 2020 coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) outbreak, a 

second contagion wave afflicted Europe in the autumn. The present study aimed 

to evaluate sleep health/patterns of Italians during this further challenging 

situation.  

A total of 2,013 Italians longitudinally participated in a web-based survey during 

the two contagion peaks of the COVID-19 outbreak. We investigated the risk 

factors for sleep disturbances during the second wave, and we compared sleep 

quality and psychological well-being between the two assessments (March–April 

and November–December 2020).  

Female gender, low education, evening chronotype, being a high-risk person for 

COVID-19 infection, reporting negative social or economic impact, and evening 

smartphone overuse predicted a higher risk of poor sleep and insomnia 

symptoms during the second wave. Advanced age, living with a high-risk person 

for COVID-19 infection, and having a relative/friend infected with COVID-19 

before the prior 2 weeks were risk categories for poor sleep quality. Living with 

children, having contracted COVID-19 before the prior 2 weeks, being 

pessimistic about the vaccine and working in healthcare, were risk factors for 

insomnia symptoms. The follow-up assessment highlighted reduced insomnia 

symptoms and anxiety. Nevertheless, we found reduced sleep duration, higher 

daytime dysfunction, advanced bedtime and get up time, and a shift to 
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morningness, confirming the alarming prevalence of poor sleepers (~60%) and 

severe depression (~20%) in a context of increased perceived stress.  

The present study showed a persistent impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on 

sleep and mental health. Large-scale interventions to counteract the chronicity 

and exacerbation of sleep and psychological disturbances are necessary, 

especially for the at-risk categories. 

 

 

6.2 Introduction 

All the contents of this Chapter refer to the same-titled article, published in 

Journal of Sleep Research (Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2021) and reproduced with 

permission from John Wiley and Sons. 

From December 2019, coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) began to spread 

worldwide rapidly. The Italian government reacted to the first contagion wave 

(March–April 2020) implementing a total lockdown involving home confinement 

and social distancing for the entire population, and the closure of most business 

activities. The lockdown started on 9 March and lasted until 3 May 2020. Many 

studies reported a pervasive impact of the lockdown period during the first wave 

of the COVID-19 outbreak on sleep and psychological health of the general 

population (Jahrami et al., 2021; Rajkumar, 2020; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021). In 

the autumn, a second contagion outbreak occurred in Italy, leading the 

government to adopt new restraining measures to control the virus propagation. 

A regional approach was adopted this time: restrictions to freedom of movement, 

business and school activities were imposed according to the local infection 

diffusion and the pressure on the regional healthcare system. On 6 November 

2020, Italian regions were classified across three risk levels (yellow, orange, and 

red, ordered in terms of the severity of the restrictions), periodically updated 

based on the COVID-19-related data monitoring. In the present study, we 
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provide the first evaluation of sleep health of the general population during the 

second wave of the COVID-19 emergency, identifying the at-risk categories for 

sleep disturbances during this further challenging period. Moreover, we 

longitudinally compared the outcome of the current period in a large Italian 

sample with the situation of the first pandemic wave using a web-based survey 

administered during 2 weeks around the two contagions peaks. 

 

 

6.3 Materials and methods 

6.3.1 Participants and procedure 

A total of 8,798 Italian citizens participated in a web-based survey during the first 

wave of COVID-19 (Test 1: 25 March–7 April 2020, the third and fourth week of 

lockdown; Figure 6.1). The data collection procedure is detailed in 1.3.1 section. 

The Test 1 respondents were invited by email to participate in a follow-up 

assessment on 28 November 2020, corresponding to the contagion peak of the 

second wave of the COVID-19 outbreak. A total of 2,013 individuals participated 

in the second measurement in a 2-week time window (Test 2: 28 November–11 

December 2020; Figure 6.1). The follow-up measurement comprised the same 

questionnaires as Test 1 (see in 1.3.2 section). Additionally, we collected the 

following sociodemographic and COVID-19-related information as continuous 

or categorical variables: age, gender, education, occupation, geographical region 

used to derive the restraining measures in force (yellow, orange, or red zone), 

living with children, being a high-risk person for COVID-19 infection, living with 

a high-risk person for COVID-19 infection, COVID-19 infection, forced 

quarantine, infection or death of a relative/close friend due to COVID-19, 

perspective on vaccination, negative economic and social impact of the current 

situation, and mean exposure (min) to smartphone, personal computer 

(PC)/tablet, television, and e-reader in the 2 hours before falling asleep during 
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the previous 2 weeks. The available choices for each categorical variable along 

with the sociodemographic composition of the follow-up sample, and the 

COVID-related responses are reported in Table 6.1. The compilation of the last 

three questionnaires (BDI-II, PSS-10, STAI-X1) was optional to ensure reliable 

unforced responses. A total of 1,847, 1,790, and 1,784 participants completed the 

BDI-II, the PSS-10, and the STAI-X1, respectively, during Time 1 and Time 2. The 

study was approved by the Institutional Review Board of the University of 

L’Aquila (protocol n. 43,066/2020). Online informed consent was obtained from 

participants. 

Figure 6.1. Italian national trend of daily deaths (blue line) and patients in the Intensive 

Care Unit (ICU; red line) due to COVID-19 infection across the pandemic period (Istituto 

Superiore di Sanità, 2020). 

Notes: The two assessment periods (Test 1: 25 March–7 April 2020, Test 2: 28 November–11 December 2020) 

are marked by the light blue areas. 

6.3.2 Statistical analysis 

Prevalence of poor sleepers, moderate/severe insomnia, and severe depression 

symptoms were computed according to the conventional cut-off scores (see 1.3.2 
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section). To provide a comprehensive overview of the sociodemographic and 

COVID-related factors influencing the risk of poor sleep quality and 

moderate/severe insomnia during the second pandemic wave, we performed 

binomial logistic regressions on PSQI (> 5) and ISI (> 14) scores including the 

available sociodemographic and COVID-19-related variables as predictors. 

The investigation on possible changes in sleep quality, insomnia symptoms, 

chronotype, depression, perceived stress, and anxiety between the two infection 

waves was performed contrasting the questionnaire scores (PSQI, ISI, MEQr, 

BDI-II, PSS-10, STAI-X1, respectively) at the two time-points by Wilcoxon signed-

rank tests, due to violation of the normality assumption. The analysis was 

replicated for specific items (bedtime and get up time) and each sub-component 

of the PSQI (subjective sleep quality, sleep latency, sleep duration, habitual sleep 

efficiency, sleep disturbances, sleep medications, and daytime dysfunction) to 

further detail the specific dimensions of sleep habits/quality possibly changed 

between the two assessments. All p-values were corrected for multiple 

comparisons by false discovery rate (Benjamini & Hochberg, 1995). 

The prevalence of poor sleep quality, moderate/severe insomnia, and severe 

depression were compared between the two time-points using the McNemar's 

test. 

All tests were two-tailed and statistical significance was set to p < 0.05. We 

excluded 153 respondents from the PSQI analyses due to compilation errors (they 

declared longer total sleep time than the reported total time in bed). 

6.4 Results 

6.4.1 At-risk categories for sleep disturbances during the second wave 

The results of the logistic regression models are reported in Table 6.1. Female 

gender, evening chronotype, being a high-risk person for COVID-19 infection, 
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reporting negative social or economic impact of the current situation, and higher 

smartphone usage in the 2 hours before falling asleep predicted a higher risk of 

poor sleep and moderate/severe insomnia symptoms during the second wave of 

COVID-19. On the other hand, higher education level and morning chronotype 

emerged as protective factors against poor sleep quality and insomnia 

symptoms. 

Advanced age, living with a high-risk person for COVID-19 infection, and having 

a relative/close friend infected with COVID-19 were at-risk categories for poor 

sleep quality, while living with children, having contracted COVID-19 before the 

prior 2 weeks, being pessimistic about the vaccination prospective, and being a 

healthcare worker, were risk factors for developing moderate/severe insomnia 

symptoms. 

 

 

Table 6.1. Sociodemographic composition and COVID-related responses of the Test 2 

sample and results (B, odds ratio [OR], 95% confidence interval [CI], p-value) of the 

logistic regression analyses on PSQI and ISI scores. 

Predictor  
N (%) or      

*mean (SD) 

Poor sleep (PSQI > 5)  Moderate/severe Insomnia (ISI > 14) 

B OR (95% CI) p  B OR (95% CI) p 

Intercept   −1.99 0.14 (0.06–0.32) < .001  −4.36 0.01 (0.002–0.07) < .001 

Age *34.84 (12.37) 0.02 1.02 (1.01–1.03) < .01  −0.01 0.99 (0.97–1.01) .35 

Gender 

Female 1,648 (81.87) Reference  Reference 

Male 365 (18.13) −0.39 0.68 (0.52–0.87) < .01  −0.45 0.64 (0.41–0.998) < .05 

Education  

Middle/High school 586 (29.11) Reference  Reference 

Graduate 1,163 (57.77) −0.22 0.80 (0.64–1.01) .06  −0.47 0.62 (0.45–0.87) < .01 

Postgraduate 264 (13.12) −0.33 0.72 (0.51–0.99) < .05  −0.31 0.73 (0.44–1.21) .22 

Occupation 

Unemployed 151 (7.50) Reference  Reference 

Student 521 (25.88) −0.20 0.82 (0.53–1.28) .38  0.13 1.13 (0.60–2.13) .70 

Healthcare worker 159 (7.90) −0.36 0.70 (0.42–1.18) .18  0.86 2.36 (1.15–4.83) .02 

Self-employed 340 (16.89) −0.33 0.72 (0.46–1.13) .15  0.31 1.36 (0.71–2.60) .35 

Employed 772 (38.35) −0.16 0.86 (0.56–1.30) .46  0.43 1.53 (0.84–2.78) .16 

Retired 70 (3.48) −0.26 0.77 (0.36–1.66) .51  0.86 2.36 (0.76–7.37) .14 

Restraining measures 

Red zone 1,046 (51.96) Reference  Reference 

Orange zone 451 (22.40) −0.07 0.93 (0.73–1.20) .58  0.11 1.12 (0.77–1.62) .55 

Yellow zone 516 (25.63) 0.05 1.06 (0.83–1.34) .66  −0.08 0.92 (0.64–1.33) .67 
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Predictor  
N (%) or      

*mean (SD) 

Poor sleep (PSQI > 5)  Moderate/severe Insomnia (ISI > 14) 

B OR (95% CI) p  B OR (95% CI) p 

Chronotype 

Neither-type 1,289 (64.03) Reference  Reference 

Morning-type 487 (24.19) −0.44 0.65 (0.51–0.82) < .001  −0.48 0.62 (0.41–0.94) .03 

Evening-type 237 (11.77) 0.42 1.53 (1.10–2.13) .01  0.71 2.03 (1.36–3.03) < .001 

Living with children 

No 1,566 (77.79) Reference  Reference 

Yes 447 (22.21) 0.12 1.13 (0.89–1.45) .32  0.41 1.50 (1.06–2.13) .02 

Being a high-risk person for COVID-19 infection 
No 1,812 (90.02) Reference  Reference 

Yes 201 (9.99) 0.49 1.64 (1.13–2.38) < .01  0.59 1.80 (1.16–2.81) < .01 

Living with a high-risk person for COVID-19 infection 
No 1,493 (74.17) Reference  Reference 

Yes 520 (25.83) 0.31 1.36 (1.07–1.71) .01  0.01 1.01 (0.72–1.41) .96 

COVID-19 infection 

No 1,887 (93.74) Reference  Reference 

Yes (prior two weeks) 34 (1.69) 0.92 2.50 (0.87–7.17) .09  0.84 2.32 (0.78–6.86) .13 

Yes (before the prior 

2 weeks) 
92 (4.57) 0.18 1.20 (0.71–2.02) .50  0.66 1.94 (1.02–3.70) .04 

Forced quarantine 

No 1,513 (75.16) Reference  Reference 

Yes (prior two weeks) 128 (6.36) 0.12 1.13 (0.70–1.81) .62  0.01 1.01 (0.51–2.01) .98 

Yes (before the prior 

2 weeks) 372 (18.48) −0.02 0.98 (0.74–1.30) .89  0.05 1.05 (0.69–1.58) .83 

COVID-19 infection of a relative/close friend 
No 823 (40.88) Reference  Reference 

Yes (prior 2 weeks) 541 (26.88) 0.17 1.19 (0.92–1.52) .19  -0.02 0.99 (0.68–1.44) .94 

Yes (before the prior 

2 weeks) 
649 (32.24) 0.31 1.36 (1.06–1.74) .01  −0.10 0.90 (0.62–1.30) .59 

Death of a relative/close friend due to COVID-19 
No 1,832 (91.01) Reference  Reference 

Yes 181 (8.99) −0.04 0.96 (0.67–1.37) .82  0.06 1.06 (0.64–1.77) .81 

Perspective on vaccination 

Optimistic 853 (42.38) Reference  Reference 

Undecided 887 (44.06) 0.19 1.21 (0.98–1.49) .08  0.29 1.33 (0.95–1.86) .09 

Pessimistic 273 (13.56) 0.20 1.22 (0.89–1.67) .23  0.61 1.84 (1.20–2.81) < .01 

Economic impact 

None 1,055 (52.41) Reference  Reference 

Negative 712 (35.37) 0.47 1.60 (1.27–2.01) < .001  0.57 1.78 (1.28–2.46) < .001 

Positive 246 (12.22) −0.08 0.92 (0.68–1.26) .61  −0.17 0.85 (0.49–1.47) .56 

Negative social impact 

None 74 (3.68) Reference  Reference 

A little 760 (37.76) 0.79 2.21 (1.28–3.80) < .01  0.85 2.35 (0.55–10.02) .25 

A lot 1,179 (58.57) 1.46 4.29 (2.50–7.36) < .001  1.59 4.93 (1.18–20.65) .03 

Electronic device usage in the 2 hours before falling asleep (min) 
Smartphone *55.25 (37.96) 0.009 1.009 (1.006–1.012) < .001  0.009 1.009 (1.005–1.013) < .001 

PC and tablet *37.02 (44.00) 0.002 1.002 (1.000–1.005) .11  0.001 1.001 (0.998–1.004) .57 

Television *50.11 (45.96) −0.001 0.999 (0.996–1.001) .27  <0.001 0.999 (0.996–1.003) .70 

E-reader *6.08 (19.53) 0.003 1.003 (0.997–1.008) .32  0.002 1.002 (0.996–1.009) .51 
 

Notes: Sleep quality and insomnia ranges were established according to the validated cut-off scores (see 1.3.2  

section). Numbers preceded by an asterisk (*) are mean values (standard deviation). Bold values are 

statistically significant.  
Abbreviations: ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; PC, Personal computer; 

SD, Standard deviation; OR, Odd ratio. 
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6.4.2 Sleep and psychological differences between the waves 

Results of the Wilcoxon signed-rank tests between Test 1 and Test 2 are reported 

in Table 6.2. The sample went to bed and got up earlier at Test 2. Notwithstanding 

the lack of significant changes on PSQI total score, the analyses on PSQI sub-

components highlighted several differences between the two measurements. 

Subjective sleep quality improved and was accompanied by a decrease in sleep 

latency and sleep disturbances. On the contrary, respondents slept less, tended 

to increase sleep medications use, and showed higher daytime dysfunction. 

Moreover, the participants reported reduced severity of insomnia symptoms and 

increased MEQr scores, pointing to a morning chronotype. Finally, depressive 

symptomatology remained stable, while perceived stress increased, and anxiety 

declined. The prevalence comparisons showed that the percentage of poor 

sleepers remained stable, insomniacs declined, and the individuals reporting 

severe depression symptoms remained unchanged over time. 
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Table 6.2. Descriptive statistics (mean and standard deviations) of questionnaire scores 

assessing sleep/chronobiological habits and quality, and psychological condition for Test 

1 (25 March–7 April) and Test 2 (28 November–11 December), and the corresponding 

statistical comparisons (Wilcoxon signed-rank test: Z, p). Prevalence (%) of sleep 

disturbances and severe depression at the two time points and the corresponding 

statistical comparisons (McNemar’s test: χ2, p) are also reported.  

Sleep/chronotype features 
Test 1 Test 2 

Z p 
Mean (SD) 

Bedtime (hh:mm) 00:14 (1:25) 23:38 (1:17) 21.13 < 0.001 

Get up time (hh:mm) 8:44 (1:38) 7:50 (1:22) 25.72 < 0.001 

PSQI total score 6.95 (3.67) 6.90 (3.54) 0.47 0.64 

PSQI sub-component 

Subjective sleep quality 1.39 (0.78) 1.34 (0.72) 2.52 0.02 

Sleep latency 1.43 (1.04) 1.27 (1.02) 6.60 < 0.001 

Sleep duration 0.70 (0.81) 0.79 (0.78) −5.21 < 0.001 

Habitual sleep efficiency 0.79 (1.00) 0.81 (1.00) −0.47 0.64 

Sleep disturbances 1.41 (0.60) 1.38 (0.57) 2.25 0.03 

Sleep medications 0.29 (0.80) 0.33 (0.86) −1.96 0.059 

Daytime dysfunction 0.85 (0.71) 0.92 (0.70) −4.17 < 0.001 

ISI score 8.34 (5.45) 7.73 (5.39) 5.61 < 0.001 

MEQr score 15.31 (3.66) 15.44 (3.68) −2.36 0.03 

Psychological status Mean (SD) Z p 

BDI-II score 12.46 (8.96) 12.35 (9.41) 0.65 0.60 

PSS-10 score 17.99 (7.41) 18.70 (3.74) −4.16 < 0.001 

STAI-X1 score 48.58 (9.17) 46.78 (9.39) 8.13 < 0.001 

Sleep/psychological 

disturbances 
N (%) χ2 p 

Poor sleep 1116 (60.16) 1110 (59.84) 0.04 0.84 

Moderate/severe insomnia 270 (13.41) 226 (11.23) 6.56 0.01 

Severe depression 352 (19.06) 370 (20.03) 0.90 0.34 

Notes: Sleep quality, insomnia, and depression ranges were established according to the validated cut-off 

scores (see 1.3.2 section). Bold values are statistically significant. All p-values were corrected for multiple 

comparisons with false discovery rate.

Abbreviations: SD, Standard deviation; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; 

MEQr, Morningness-Eveningness Questionnaire-reduced version; BDI-II, Beck Depression Inventory-

second edition; PSS-10, Perceived Stress Scale-10 item; STAI-X1, State-anxiety subscale of the State-Trait 

Anxiety Inventory. 

6.5 Discussion 

Consistent with the literature about the first wave, we confirmed a higher 

predisposition of female gender (Cellini et al., 2021; Salfi et al., 2020) and low 
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education level (Kokou-Kpolou et al., 2020) to develop sleep disturbances during 

our second-wave assessment. The healthcare workers confirmed their 

vulnerability to insomnia symptomatology during the second wave (Pappa et al., 

2020) while the elderly emerged as a risk factor for poor sleep quality. 

The circadian preference was a crucial predictor of sleep outcome, consistent 

with the pre-pandemic literature (Adan et al., 2012). Evening-type individuals 

showed a greater predisposition to poor sleep quality and moderate/severe 

insomnia symptoms, while morning chronotype emerged as a protective factor. 

The follow-up assessment of our investigation took place during a period of 

lighter restraining measures. In Italy, during the second wave of contagion, a 

regional lockdown was adopted, and we failed to highlight any difference 

according to the rigidity of the restraining measures adopted. This result pointed 

to a detrimental effect of the pandemic period itself, regardless of the restrictions 

in force. 

The present findings showed a higher risk of insomnia in individuals who lived 

with children. In-person school activities were suspended in Italy during the 

follow-up measurement, while working activities partially continued (especially 

in the orange and yellow zones). This may have created a difficult situation to 

manage for parents, explaining the present results. 

Being a high-risk person for COVID-19 infection was associated with a higher 

predisposition to poor sleep quality and moderate/severe insomnia symptoms, 

while living with a high-risk person for COVID-19 infection predicted a higher 

probability of experiencing poor sleep quality. These results could reflect a 

greater fear of infection and worries experienced by these individuals, which 

triggered sleep disturbances. Having contracted the COVID-19 or having a 

relative/close friend infected before the prior 2 weeks of the survey participation 

constituted a risk factor for insomnia and poor sleep quality, respectively, 

pointing to a long-term impact of these events. Notably, optimism for the future 



 

 

 
100 

due to the arrival of a vaccine emerged as a protective factor against the insomnia 

exacerbation. Therefore, it seems that the vaccination campaign prospective 

could be itself beneficial for sleep health. 

The pandemic has lasted for many months, and the healthcare emergency has 

been accompanied by unprecedented economic and social crises. In this context, 

more than one-third of the sample reported a negative economic impact of the 

current situation, and six out of ten of the respondents reported a consistent 

impairment of their social relationships. Both these outcomes turned out to be 

risk factors for exacerbation of sleep disturbances. Finally, smartphone overuse 

before sleep onset emerged as a risk factor for sleep disturbances. This finding is 

putatively ascribable to the well-known detrimental effect of backlit screen 

exposure before sleep time on the circadian system, as well as to the alerting 

effects of digital engagement. Notably, the increased evening usage of electronic 

devices has already been proposed as a mediator of sleep deterioration during 

the March–April lockdown (Salfi, Amicucci, et al., 2021). 

Comparisons between data from the two outbreak waves displayed an 

articulated framework. We showed improved insomnia symptoms, reduced 

prevalence of moderate/severe insomnia conditions, and reduced anxiety. 

However, the present investigation confirmed the alarming situation highlighted 

during the first wave of COVID-19 (Jahrami et al., 2021; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 

2021) as the majority of the sample consisted of poor sleepers and this prevalence 

(~60%) remained stable between the two pandemic waves. 

Despite the invariance of sleep quality between the two assessments, we showed 

several differences as concerns the PSQI sub-components. The subjective sleep 

quality, sleep latency, and sleep disturbances dimensions improved. However, 

the improvements were compensated by reduced sleep duration, more severe 

daytime dysfunction, and a trend to higher sleep medication use. Moreover, the 

participants went to bed more than half an hour earlier and woke-up almost an 
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hour earlier than during the March–April lockdown. These results were 

accompanied by a significant shift towards the morning chronotype. In light of 

these results, it should be acknowledged that the first lockdown period was 

characterized by a substantial reduction of the social jetlag due to weaker social 

and working obligations (Korman et al., 2020). The present findings suggest that 

the social jetlag returned to negatively influence Italians’ sleep, as the second 

assessment period was marked by a substantial resumption of daily working and 

activity routine. 

Finally, we confirmed the severity of depressive symptomatology and the 

alarming prevalence of severe depression conditions (~20%) of the March–April 

lockdown. Remarkably, all these results were obtained in a context of increased 

perceived stress, putatively ascribable to the prolonged emergency period. 

In conclusion, the present study found that the impact of the COVID-19 

pandemic persists on both sleep and mental health, although the second wave of 

contagion has been faced using lighter restraining measures. Therefore, vigilance 

is still required, and large-scale interventions should be implemented to 

counteract the chronicity and exacerbation of sleep and psychological 

disturbances, especially for the categories identified as at-risk in the present 

study. 
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Chapter 7 

7 The fall of vulnerability to sleep disturbances in 

evening chronotypes when working from home 

and its implications for depression 
 

 

7.1 Abstract 

Eveningness is distinctively associated with sleep disturbances and depression 

symptoms due to the misalignment between biological and social clocks. The 

widespread imposition of remote working due to the COVID-19 pandemic 

allowed a more flexible sleep schedule. This scenario could promote sleep and 

mental health in evening-type subjects. We investigated the effect of working 

from home on sleep quality/quantity and insomnia symptoms within the 

morningness-eveningness continuum, and its indirect repercussions on 

depressive symptomatology.  

A total of 610 Italian office workers (mean age ± SD, 35.47 ± 10.17 years) and 265 

remote workers (40.31 ± 10.69 years) participated in a web-based survey during 

the second contagion wave of COVID-19 (28 November–11 December 2020). We 

evaluated chronotype, sleep quality/duration, insomnia, and depression 

symptoms through validated questionnaires. Three moderated mediation 

models were performed on cross-sectional data, testing the mediation effect of 

sleep variables on the association between morningness-eveningness continuum 

and depression symptoms, with working modality (office vs. remote working) as 

moderator of the relationship between chronotype and sleep variables.  

Remote working was associated with delayed bedtime and get up time. Working 

modality moderated the chronotype effect on sleep variables, as eveningness was 

related to worse sleep disturbances and shorter sleep duration among the office 
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workers only. Working modality also moderated the mediation of sleep variables 

between chronotype and depression. The above mediation vanished among 

remote workers.  

The present study suggests that evening-type people did not show their 

characteristic vulnerability to sleep problems when working from home. This 

result could imply a reduction of the proposed sleep-driven predisposition to 

depression of late chronotypes. A working environment complying with 

individual circadian preferences might ensure an adequate sleep 

quantity/quality for the evening-type population, promoting their mental health. 

 

 

7.2 Introduction 

All the contents of this Chapter refer to the same-titled article, published in 

Scientific Reports (Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2022) and reproduced with permission from 

Springer Nature.  

Since the first months of 2020, the COVID-19 outbreak has deeply impacted the 

everyday life of the world population. After a summer period of reduced 

contagion and death rates, Winter 2020 was marked by a new exacerbation of the 

pandemic emergency (World Health Organization, 2023). This scenario radically 

affected the labor market as millions of workers were subjected to exceptional 

measures worldwide. The most widespread way to cope with the pandemic crisis 

has been a rapid transition to the remote work modality. According to a recent 

Eurofound report (Eurofound, 2020), there was an upsurge in teleworking across 

all European countries during the COVID-19 pandemic. Approximately 40% of 

the European workforce began to work from home full-time. Similarly, in the 

United States, 35% of the population shifted from commuting to working 

remotely (Brynjolfsson et al., 2020). 
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Notwithstanding the large-scale nature of the remote working implementation, 

the consequences on sleep health of this unprecedented situation have been 

scarcely addressed. Remote working removed the need to spend time 

commuting between home and work, and it could be associated in some cases 

with greater flexibility of working hours. This situation allowed a better 

organization of the daily activities, leading to delayed and extended sleep time 

(Leone et al., 2020; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021; Staller & Randler, 2021). 

Consistently, we recently reported a beneficial effect of working from home on 

sleep quality, insomnia symptoms, and sleep duration among a large sample of 

the Italian population during the first contagion wave of COVID-19 (Salfi, 

Lauriola, et al., 2021). A positive effect of the transition to remote working on 

sleep quality and duration was also documented by other investigations (Conroy 

et al., 2021; Leone et al., 2020; Raman & Coogan, 2021; Staller & Randler, 2021). 

However, some reports suggested that sleep quality (Barrea et al., 2020) and 

insomnia (McCall et al., 2021) could worsen while working from home. The 

inconsistencies could be attributed to the lack of an evaluation of possible 

circadian typology effects in the available studies, considering that chronotype 

has been demonstrated to modulate the influence of the working schedule on 

sleep quality and duration (Juda et al., 2013; Vetter et al., 2015). 

In our modern society, the issue of the misalignment between the daily 

social/working schedule and the internal biological clock is a long-standing 

controversy (Roenneberg et al., 2019; Wittmann et al., 2006). In 2006, Wittmann 

and colleagues (2006) coined the term social jetlag to give a face to this 

phenomenon. Consistent evidence pointed to a reduction of the social jetlag 

among the general population during the pandemic, when weaker social and 

working obligations led to a loosening of rigorous sleep/wake schedules (Blume 

et al., 2020; Korman et al., 2020; Leone et al., 2020; Raman & Coogan, 2021; Staller 

& Randler, 2021). Remarkably, social jetlag is intrinsically linked with the 
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circadian typology, being typically more pervasive in the evening chronotype 

(the so-called night owls). Among this group of people, who tend to go to bed and 

wake up later in a free-living condition, the mismatch between the endogenous 

biological and the exogenous social clock is the most pronounced (Roenneberg et 

al., 2019). This scenario lead to an accumulated sleep debt and more sleep 

problems during the working days in the evening chronotype (Adan et al., 2012; 

Fabbian et al., 2016; Merikanto et al., 2012)  

An adequate quantity/quality of sleep is crucial for emotional regulation 

(Tempesta et al., 2018, 2020) and to preserve mental health (Freeman et al., 2017; 

Pigeon et al., 2017), and an extensive literature supports a determining role of 

both sleep disturbances and short sleep duration in the onset and exacerbation of 

depressive symptoms (Baglioni et al., 2011; Buysse et al., 2008; Hertenstein et al., 

2019; Watson et al., 2014; Zhai et al., 2015). In this view, it is unsurprising that the 

evening chronotype has been systematically associated with a mood disturbance 

propensity (Adan et al., 2012; Au & Reece, 2017). Indeed, several recent reports 

suggested a causal role of sleep problems in accounting for the association 

between eveningness and depression (Bakotic et al., 2017; Bradford et al., 2021; 

Chiu et al., 2017; Hou et al., 2020; Selvi et al., 2018; van den Berg et al., 2018; Zhou 

et al., 2020). On the other hand, people tending to go to bed and wake up earlier 

(morning larks) are less affected by social jetlag, having their sleep–wake rhythms 

aligned with the common social clock. This situation results in less severe sleep 

problems and depression symptoms among morning-type people (Adan et al., 

2012). 

The large-scale transition toward remote working during the pandemic 

represented an unprecedented open-air laboratory to study the relationship 

between chronobiology and sleep health in a naturalistic environment. The 

current period emerges as an ideal context to address whether a more flexible 

working routine could influence sleep quality/quantity of the different circadian 
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typologies and modify the mediating role of sleep between chronotype and 

depression. 

In the present cross-sectional study, we investigated the effect of working from 

home during the second wave of the COVID-19 outbreak (28 November–11 

December 2020) on sleep health/habits of almost nine hundred Italian workers 

placed along the morningness-eveningness continuum. We evaluated the 

moderator effect of the working modality (office vs. remote working) on the 

relationship between chronotype and sleep quality, insomnia symptoms, and 

sleep duration. We expected to confirm the well-known propensity of the 

evening-type people to experience sleep problems in the office working group. 

Meanwhile, we hypothesized that working from home could be associated with 

specific sleep benefits among the night owls, flattening the difference in sleep 

disturbances among the different circadian typologies. 

Finally, considering the causal role of sleep disturbances and duration in 

depressive symptomatology, we investigated the mediation role of sleep in the 

relationship between chronotype and depression symptoms, evaluating 

potential differences between office and remote workers. We expected to confirm 

a significant role of sleep disturbances/duration in accounting for the higher 

vulnerability to depression of the evening-typology among the office workers. 

On the other hand, we hypothesized that the mediation effect of sleep could be 

weakened in the group who worked from home. 

 

 

7.3 Materials and methods 

7.3.1 Participants and procedure 

Cross-sectional data reported in the present study are referred to the workers 

(N = 875; mean age ± SD, 36.93 ± 10.57 years; range, 20–76; 729 females) who 

participated in the assessment carried out during the second contagion wave (28 
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November–11 December 2020) (see 6.3.1 section for a description of the data 

collection procedure) The selected sample comprised 610 full-time office workers 

(35.47 ± 10.17 years; range, 20–68 years; 515 females) and 265 full-time remote 

workers (40.31 ± 10.69 years; range, 23–76 years; 214 females). In the present 

study, we evaluated chronotype, sleep quality, insomnia symptoms, and 

depressive symptomatology using the MEQr, the PSQI, the ISI, and the BDI-II, 

respectively (see 1.3.2 section for a description of questionnaires). From the PSQI, 

we further extracted the answers to the items “sleep duration” (min), “bedtime” 

(hh:mm), and “get up time” (hh:mm), which were used in the analyses described 

in the next paragraph. The Institutional Review Board of the University of 

L’Aquila approved the study (protocol n. 43,066/2020), which was carried out 

according to the principles established by the Declaration of Helsinki. Online 

informed consent was obtained from all participants. 

7.3.2 Statistical analysis 

We computed group descriptive statistics (office working, remote working) for 

all the considered variables in the current study. We evaluated potential 

differences in gender composition between the two groups through Chi-square 

test. Moreover, we compared office and remote working groups on age and 

questionnaire scores (MEQr, PSQI, ISI, BDI-II), sleep duration (min), bedtime 

(hh:mm), and get up time (hh:mm), using Mann–Whitney U test, considering the 

violation of normality/heteroscedasticity assumptions. All tests were two-tailed, 

and a p-value < 0.05 was considered significant. All p-values were corrected for 

multiple comparisons by false discovery rate (Benjamini & Hochberg, 1995). 

Harman's one-factor test did not show any common method bias in our data. 

According to the research hypotheses, three moderated mediation analyses were 

run using model 7 of PROCESS macro (version 3.5; Hayes, 2013, 2017) for SPSS 
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(version 22.0). Model 7 assumes that the first stage of the mediation model is 

moderated. We included MEQr score as independent variable, each sleep 

outcome [PSQI and ISI scores, sleep duration (min)] as individual mediator, and 

BDI-II score as dependent variable. All the above outcomes were analyzed as 

continuous variables. The direction of the effects was established by relying on a 

consistent meta-analytic literature on longitudinal epidemiological studies 

supporting a causal role of sleep problems in the development of depressive 

symptoms (Baglioni et al., 2011; Hertenstein et al., 2019; Zhai et al., 2015), as well 

as on several studies proposing a mediation effect of sleep variables between 

chronotype and depression (Bakotic et al., 2017; Bradford et al., 2021; Chiu et al., 

2017; Hou et al., 2020; Selvi et al., 2018; van den Berg et al., 2018; Zhou et al., 

2020).. We separately included sleep variables as mediators in each model due to 

violations of the assumptions for alternative parallel mediation analysis (Hayes, 

2017). Firstly, mediators are intrinsically related to each other as they evaluate 

overlapping constructs. Moreover, mediators are strongly correlated (PSQI 

scores and ISI scores: r = 0.80, p < 0.001; PSQI scores and sleep duration: r = − 0.67, 

p < 0.001; ISI scores and sleep duration: r = − 0.53, p < 0.001). This evidence 

constitutes a second violation of the mediation assumptions because their 

parallel inclusion in a model would give rise to a multicollinearity problem, 

which affects the estimation of their partial relationships with the outcome 

variable (Hayes, 2013). 

The working modality factor (office working, remote working) was assumed as 

a moderator of the first path of the mediation models (chronotype → sleep 

variables), and it was entered as a dichotomous dummy variable (office working: 

0, remote working: 1). Finally, since previous studies indicated that sleep 

problems and depressive symptoms correlate with age and gender (Amicucci et 

al., 2021; L. Li et al., 2021; Madrid-Valero et al., 2017; Patel et al., 2018; Rossi, Socci, 

Talevi, et al., 2020; Salfi et al., 2020; Salk et al., 2017; B. Zhang & Wing, 2006), we 
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included them in the models as continuous and dummy coded (female: 0, male: 

1) covariates, respectively. A summary of the three theoretical models tested is

provided in Figure 7.1. 

Figure 7.1. The three theoretical moderated mediation models tested (M1, M2, M3). 

Three mediators (sleep quality, insomnia symptoms, sleep duration) are hypothesized 

to mediate the relationship between morningness-eveningness continuum and severity 

of depression symptoms in a context where working modality (office working, remote 

working) moderate the effect of chronotype on sleep variables. 

Notes: Each model was adjusted for age and gender. 

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; MEQr, Morningness-

Eveningness Questionnaire-reduced version; BDI-II, Beck Depression Inventory- second edition. 

Simple slope analyses were performed to explore the nature of the significant 

interactions between working modality (office working, remote working) and 

chronotype in predicting sleep variables (sleep quality, insomnia symptoms, 

sleep duration). The statistical significance of the conditional indirect effects was 

ascertained by means of 5,000 bootstrap samples to create bias-corrected 95% CIs 

with heteroscedasticity-consistent SEs. Moderated mediation models were 

considered significant and accepted when the interval between the 95% 

bootstrapped lower limit (BootLLCI) and upper limit of CIs (BootULCI) of the 

index of moderated mediation (the difference between conditional indirect 

effects) does not contain 0. 

Chronotype

(MEQr)

Depression

(BDI-II)

M1: Sleep quality (PSQI)

M2: Insomnia (ISI)

M3: Sleep duration (min)

Working modality

(office, remote)
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Finally, to further clarify how remote working affected the sleep schedule within 

the morningness-eveningness continuum, we analyzed how chronotype scores 

interact with working modality in predicting sleep onset and offset time. 

Therefore, two explorative moderation models were tested, hypothesizing that 

working modality (office working, remote working) moderated the effect of 

chronotype on bedtime and get up time (see Figure 7.2). These models were 

tested using model 1 of PROCESS macro (version 3.51) for SPSS (version 22.0), 

including the covariance of age and gender. 

 

 

 

Figure 7.2. The two additional moderation models tested (M4, M5). Chronotype is 

hypothesized to predict bedtime and get up time, while the working modality (office 

working, remote working) moderated this relationship. 

Notes: Each model was adjusted for age and gender.  

Abbreviations: MEQr, Morningness-Eveningness Questionnaire-reduced version. 

 

 

7.4 Results 

7.4.1 Characteristics of participants 

The demographic composition of the two groups (office working, remote 

working) and descriptive statistics of the main study variables are shown in Table 

7.1. The two samples did not differ in MEQr, PSQI, ISI, and BDI-II scores, as well 

as in sleep duration and gender proportion. However, the office working group 

was significantly younger and reported earlier bedtime and get up time. 

 

Chronotype

(MEQr)

M4: Bedtime 

M5: Get up time

Working modality

(office, remote)
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Table 7.1. Characteristics of participants divided by working modality (office, remote). 

Results of the comparisons between the working modality groups are also shown.  

Variable 

Working modality 

Office 

[n = 610 (69.7%)] 

Remote 

[n = 265 (30.3%)] 
Statistic df p 

Mean ± SD 

Gender 

Male 95 (15.6%) 51 (19.2%) 
1.791* 1 0.289 

Female 515 (84.4%) 214 (80.8%) 

Age 35.467 ± 10.174 40.309 ± 10.694 58326† 873 < 0.001 

MEQr score 15.867 ± 3.494 15.430 ± 3.850 76014.5† 873 0.289 

PSQI score 6.693 ± 3.504 7.015 ± 3.598 76367.5† 873 0.289 

ISI score 7.428 ± 5.268 7.815 ± 5.356 77398† 873 0.408 

Sleep duration 

(min) 
403.365 ± 66.462 401.624 ± 64.434 79169† 873 0.704 

Bedtime (hh:mm) 23:11 ± 1:05 23:37 ± 1:16 63901† 873 < 0.001 

Get up time 

(hh:mm) 
7:13 ± 1:03 7:41 ± 1:09 56625† 873 < 0.001 

BDI-II score 11.141 ± 8.620 11.660 ± 9.698 79897† 873 0.787 

Notes: * Chi-square, † Mann-Whitney U. Bold values are statistically significant. All p-values were corrected 

for multiple comparisons with false discovery rate. 

Abbreviations: SD, standard deviation; df, Degrees of freedom; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, 

Insomnia Severity Index; MEQr, Morningness-Eveningness Questionnaire-reduced version; BDI-II, Beck 

Depression Inventory-second edition. 

7.4.2 Moderated mediation analyses 

The regressions on mediators (PSQI score, ISI score, sleep duration) including 

age, gender (male, female), MEQr scores, working modality (office working, 

remote working), and the interaction between MEQr scores and working 

modality as predictors were significant for each model (Model 1: R2 = 0.069, 

F = 12.856, p < 0.001; Model 2: R2 = 0.063, F  = 11.617, p < 0.001; Model 3: R2 = 0.094, 

F = 18.057, p < 0.001). Likewise, the regressions on BDI-II scores including age, 

gender (male, female), MEQr scores, and sleep variables (Model 1: PSQI score; 

Model 2: ISI score; Model 3: sleep duration) as predictors were significant for all 

the models (Model 1: R2 = 0.289, F = 88.123, p < 0.001; Model 2: R2 = 0.373, 

F = 129.62, p < 0.001; Model 3: R2 = 0.135, F = 33.947, p < 0.001). As showed in Table 
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7.2, older age was associated with lower sleep quality, more severe insomnia, 

shorter sleep duration, and lower depressive symptoms in all the models. Male 

subjects reported better sleep quality and less severe insomnia symptoms than 

females, while no difference in sleep duration between genders emerged. Men 

showed a lower severity of depression in each model. 

 

 

Table 7.2. Unstandardized effects (B), t-value, and significance of the covariates (age, 

gender) for the three models including sleep quality (PSQI score; Model 1), insomnia 

symptoms (ISI score; Model 2), and sleep duration (min; Model 3) as mediators.  

Covariate effects B t p 

Model 1    

Age → PSQI 0.051 4.480 < 0.001 

Gender* → PSQI −1.230 −3.915 < 0.001 

Age → BDI-II −2.188 −3.120 0.002 

Gender* → BDI-II  −0.067 −2.690 0.007 

Model 2    

Age → ISI 0.052 3.040 0.002 

Gender* → ISI −1.943 −4.112 < 0.001 

Age → BDI-II −0.054 −2.336 0.019 

Gender* → BDI-II  −1.820 −2.764 0.006 

Model 3    

Age → Sleep duration −1.834 −8.752 < 0.001 

Gender* → Sleep duration −6.908 −1.196 0.232 

Age → BDI-II −0.071 −2.493 0.013 

Gender* → BDI-II  −3.998 −5.217 < 0.001 
 

Notes: * Female was used as reference for “Gender” factor. Bold values are statistically significant. 

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; BDI-II, Beck Depression 

Inventory-second edition. 

 

 

As reported in Table 7.3, both the MEQr scores and the sleep variables (PSQI 

score, ISI score, sleep duration) were significantly associated with the BDI-II 

scores in all the models (direct effects). Tendency to eveningness, lower sleep 

quality, more severe insomnia, and shorter sleep duration predicted greater 

depressive symptoms. The conditional direct effects at the value of the moderator 
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(office working, remote working) indicated that the tendency to morningness 

was associated with better sleep quality, lower severity of insomnia symptoms, 

and longer sleep duration in the office working group. On the other hand, no 

significant relationship between chronotype and sleep variables emerged among 

the remote workers. 

 

 

Table 7.3. Direct effects and conditional direct effects at the value of the moderator 

(office working, remote working) for the three models, including sleep quality (PSQI 

score; Model 1), insomnia symptoms (ISI score; Model 2), and sleep duration (min; 

Model 3) as mediators, whilst accounting for the effects of age and gender. 

Direct effects B t p 

Model 1    

MEQr → BDI-II −0.274 −3.724 < 0.001 

PSQI → BDI-II 1.245 16.613 < 0.001 

Model 2    

MEQr → BDI-II −0.233 −3.376 < 0.001 

ISI → BDI-II 0.971 20.775 < 0.001 

Model 3    

MEQr → BDI-II −0.445 −5.560 < 0.001 

Sleep duration → BDI-II −0.038 −8.535 < 0.001 

Conditional direct effects 

Model 1    

Office working: MEQr → PSQI −0.247 −6.151 < 0.001 

Remote working: MEQr → PSQI −0.101       −1.825 0.068 

Model 2    

Office working: MEQr → ISI −0.374 −6.200 < 0.001 

Remote working: MEQr → ISI −0.141 −1.696 0.090 

Model 3    

Office working: MEQr → Seep duration 3.023 4.102 < 0.001 

Remote working: MEQr → Sleep duration 0.151 0.149 0.881 
 

Notes: Bold values are statistically significant. 

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; MEQr, Morningness-

Eveningness Questionnaire-reduced version; BDI-II, Beck Depression Inventory-second edition. 

 

 

The working modality moderator was significant in each model (Table 7.4), 

indicating that remote workers reported higher sleep quality, lower insomnia 
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symptoms, and longer sleep duration than the office working group. The 

interaction between MEQr scores and the working modality moderator was 

significant in each model, suggesting a different linear relationship between 

chronotype and sleep variables comparing the office and remote working groups 

(Figure 7.3). 

 

 

Table 7.4. Moderator and interaction effects for the three models, including sleep quality 

(PSQI score; Model 1), insomnia symptoms (ISI score; Model 2), and sleep duration (min; 

Model 3) as mediators, whilst accounting for the effects of age and gender. 

Moderator effects B t p 

Model 1    

Working modality* → PSQI −2.242 −2.062 0.039 

Model 2    

Working modality* → ISI −3.555 −2.175 0.030 

Model 3    

Working modality* → Sleep duration 53.026 2.654 0.008 

Interaction effects 

Model 1    

Working modality*  MEQr → PSQI 0.146 2.158 0.031 

Model 2    

Working modality*  MEQr → ISI 0.233 2.291 0.021 

Model 3    

Working modality*  MEQr → Sleep duration −2.872 −2.309 0.012 
 

Notes: * Office working was used as reference for “Working modality” factor. Bold values are statistically 

significant. 

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; MEQr, Morningness-

Eveningness Questionnaire-reduced version. 
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Figure 7.3. Simple slope analyses of the interaction between MEQr scores and working 

modality (office working, remote working) on sleep quality (PSQI score), insomnia 

symptoms (ISI score), and sleep duration (min).  

Notes: Blue and green lines indicate office and remote working group, respectively. Gray bands discriminate 

chronotypes according to the validated cut-off scores (see 1.3.2 section).  

Abbreviations: ET, evening-type; NT, neither-type; MT, morning-type; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; 

ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; MEQr, Morningness-Eveningness Questionnaire-reduced version.  

 

 

Finally, as reported in Figure 7.4, all the conditional indirect effects were 

significant for the office working group, indicating that the sleep variables 

partially mediated the effect of chronotype on depression symptoms. On the 

other hand, no significant indirect effect was detected in the remote working 

group. Consistently, the index of moderated mediation was significant in each 

model (Model 1: 0.182 [0.008, 0.361]; Model 2: 0.227 [0.031, 0.430]; Model 3: 0.110 

[0.015, 0.221]), indicating that working from home suppressed the mediation 

effect of sleep variables on the association between chronotype and depression. 

Control analyses including occupation and educational level in the moderated 

mediation models confirmed all the reported results (data not shown). 
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Figure 7.4. Summary of the results of the three moderated mediation models (M1, M2, 

M3).  

Notes: The figure reports the unstandardized coefficients of direct effects, conditional direct effects at the 

value of moderator, and conditional indirect effects with bootstrapped computed confidence intervals for 

the two levels of moderator [office working (blue arrow/area), remote working (green arrow/area)]. 

Significant effects are reported in bold, and the significance level of direct effects is indicated with asterisks 

(***p < 0.001).  

 

 

7.4.3 Moderation analyses 

The regressions on bedtime and get up time were significant (Model 4: R2 = 0.247, 

F = 56.852, p < 0.001; Model 5: R2 = 0.274, F = 65.685, p < 0.001). The covariate effect 

of “Gender” emerged significant for the bedtime variable (B = 14.51 min, t = 2.630, 

p = 0.009), indicating that female respondents went to bed earlier. Age was a 

significant predictor of get up time (B = −1.58 min, t = −8.509, p < 0.001), indicating 

that older age was associated with earlier get up time. 

The conditional direct effects at both values of the moderator (office working, 

remote working) were significant in both the models. In particular, MEQr score 

predicted significantly bedtime (office working: B = −9.80 min, t = −10.029, p < 

0.001; remote working: B = −7.92 min, t = −11.154, p < 0.001) and get up time (office 

working: B = −8.50 min, t = −9.317, p < 0.001; remote working: B = −6.05 min, t = 

−9.221, p < 0.001), confirming the tendency to delayed sleep time of evening-type 

Chronotype Depression

M1: Sleep quality
M2: Insomnia

M3: Sleep duration

M1: 1.245*** 
M2: .971***
M3: −.038***

Remote working

M1: −.274*** 
M2: −.233*** 
M3: −.445*** 

M1: Indirect effect = −.307 [−.420, −.206] 
M2: Indirect effect = −.363 [−.489, −.244] 
M3: Indirect effect = −.116 [−.187, −.055] 

Office working

M1: Indirect effect = −.125 [−.270, .019] 
M2: Indirect effect = −.137 [−.297, .029] 
M3: Indirect effect = −.006 [−.084, .072] 

M1: −.247*** 
M2: −.374*** 
M3: 3.023*** 

M1: −.101 
M2: −.141 
M3: .151
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people in both the working modality conditions. The “Working modality” 

moderator was significant in both the models (M4: B = 51.55 min, t = 2.682, p = 

0.008; M5: B = 69.27 min, t = 3.874, p = 0.001), showing that people working from 

home went to bed and got up later. Finally, the significant interaction between 

“Working modality” and MEQr score was limited to the get up time variable (M4: 

B = −1.87 min, t = −1.564, p = 0.118; M5: B = −2.30 min, t = −2.130, p = 0.033), 

highlighting that the relationship between chronotype and rising time was 

stronger in those who worked from home than in the office working condition 

(Figure 7.5). 

Figure 7.5. Simple slope analysis of the interaction between MEQr scores and working 

modality (office working, remote working) on get up time (hh:mm).  

Notes: Blue and green lines indicate office and remote working group, respectively. Gray bands identify 

chronotypes according to the validated cut-off scores (see 1.3.2 section).  

Abbreviations: ET, evening-type; NT, neither-type; MT, morning-type; MEQr, Morningness-eveningness 

questionnaire-reduced version. 

7.5 Discussion 

The COVID-19 emergency pervasively impacted the daily routine of millions of 

workers worldwide. Consistent with European and American reports during the 
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pandemic (Brynjolfsson et al., 2020; Eurofound, 2020), three out of ten individuals 

in our sample worked full-time from home. In line with recent investigations 

(Leone et al., 2020; Massar et al., 2021; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021; Staller & 

Randler, 2021), the remote working group showed a general delay in bedtime 

and get up time. We hypothesized that evening-type subjects could have 

benefited from such a scenario, as their sleep time was better aligned with the 

endogenous circadian phase than the office working sample. The analyses 

supported our prediction: the tested models revealed a significant interaction 

between chronotype scores and working modality (office, remote) in predicting 

sleep variables. Remarkably, we showed that the well-documented relationship 

between chronotype and sleep problems/duration (Adan et al., 2012; Fabbian et 

al., 2016; Merikanto et al., 2012) was limited to the office working group. 

Therefore, our findings suggest that the propensity to sleep problems and shorter 

sleep duration of evening-type people may not depend on chronotype per se. 

Eveningness could represent a risk factor only in the office working condition. 

The outcomes of the additional models (see Figure 7.5) contributed to further 

clarifying the pattern of results. We showed that working from home influenced 

the relationship between chronotype and get up time but did not affect the 

association with bedtime. Specifically, eveningness was related to a stronger 

tendency to get up later in the remote working group than in the office working 

sample. On the other hand, the inclination of evening-type people to go to bed 

later than morning-type was comparable in the two working modality groups. 

Therefore, later bedtimes were not adequately compensated by later get up times 

when participants had to reach the workplace, giving rise to the shorter sleep 

duration tendency shown by the late chronotypes. On the other hand, 

strengthening the association between get up times and chronotype scores 

implies that the night owls slept more when they worked from home, leading to 

the extinction of the sleep duration differences between circadian typologies. 
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Our findings are consistent with studies showing that chronotype modulates the 

effect of the working schedule on sleep patterns (Juda et al., 2013; Vetter et al., 

2015). Late chronotypes are characterized by shorter sleep duration and more 

severe sleep disturbances compared with early ones when working in the 

morning (Juda et al., 2013). Consistently, a chronotype-based working routine 

was associated with increased sleep duration and quality by reducing the social 

jetlag among the evening-type population (Vetter et al., 2015). 

Several studies demonstrated a positive effect of working from home on sleep 

patterns during the current pandemic (Conroy et al., 2021; Leone et al., 2020; 

Massar et al., 2021; Raman & Coogan, 2021; Staller & Randler, 2021). This 

literature is consistent with investigations on the student population under 

remote learning due to the COVID-19 emergency, where participants delayed 

their sleep time and reported longer sleep duration and improved sleep quality 

(Genta et al., 2021; Gruber et al., 2020; Santos & Louzada, 2022; Stone et al., 2021). 

Notwithstanding the lack of an evaluation of possible differential effects as a 

function of circadian typology in these studies, the results were interpreted as a 

general tendency to synchronize the sleep/wake cycle with the individual 

biological clock when daily schedules are less strongly dictated by the 

office/school hours. Interestingly, we did not find significant differences in mean 

sleep quality, sleep duration, and severity of insomnia symptoms in the 

preliminary direct between-group comparisons. However, the beneficial effect of 

remote working on sleep emerged by including the interaction between 

chronotype scores and working modality in the models. This evidence could 

account for some of the inconsistencies in the literature addressing remote 

working effects during the pandemic period (Barrea et al., 2020; McCall et al., 

2021). The individual circadian preference could act as a confounding variable, 

resulting in misleading conclusions when studying the consequences of the 

working modality on sleep health. Therefore, we caution that future studies in 
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this field duly consider chronotype and its interaction with both working 

modality and schedule. 

As far as the depressive symptomatology is concerned, we confirmed the 

tendency of the evening-types to experience more severe symptoms (Adan et al., 

2012; Au & Reece, 2017), as well as the established relationship between both 

sleep problems and short sleep duration and more severe depression symptoms 

(Baglioni et al., 2011; Buysse et al., 2008; Hertenstein et al., 2019; Watson et al., 

2014; Zhai et al., 2015). Meanwhile, the loosening of the proposed association 

between sleep disturbances/duration and chronotype in the group who worked 

from home corroborated the second goal of this study: determining whether 

remote working affected the mediation role of sleep between circadian typologies 

and depression symptoms. 

The three moderated mediation models demonstrated that poorer sleep quality, 

more severe insomnia symptoms, and shorter sleep duration could partially 

explain the tendency of the late chronotypes to experience depression, but only 

when they had to reach the workplace. 

This outcome is consistent with a growing literature supporting a causative role 

of sleep disturbances and shorter sleep duration in explaining the eveningness 

susceptibility to depressive symptomatology (Bakotic et al., 2017; Chiu et al., 

2017; Hou et al., 2020; Selvi et al., 2018; van den Berg et al., 2018; Zhou et al., 2020). 

On the other hand, we showed that the sleep-dependent vulnerability to 

depression of late chronotypes disappeared under remote working. Therefore, 

the improvement of sleep problems while working from home could indirectly 

promote the mental health of evening-type participants, influencing their 

predisposition to depressive symptoms. 

The present results were obtained in a sample where older respondents and 

females experienced poorer sleep quality and more severe insomnia symptoms, 

women reported higher depressive symptomatology, and younger people slept 
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longer and showed more severe depression. These results are consistent with an 

extensive pre-pandemic and pandemic literature showing a tendency of women 

to report worse sleep disturbances (Madrid-Valero et al., 2017; Rossi, Socci, 

Talevi, et al., 2020; Salfi et al., 2020; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021; B. Zhang & Wing, 

2006a) and depression symptoms (Rossi, Socci, Talevi, et al., 2020; Salfi et al., 

2020; Salk et al., 2017), as well as the predisposition of older age to experience 

poorer sleep quality (de Pue et al., 2021; Madrid-Valero et al., 2017; Mander et al., 

2017; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021), more insomnia (Patel et al., 2018; Salfi, Lauriola, 

et al., 2021), shorter sleep duration (Amicucci et al., 2021; Mander et al., 2017), 

and a lower predisposition to mood disorders (Amicucci et al., 2021; Rossi, Socci, 

Talevi, et al., 2020). 

The results of this study solicit a discussion at the community level. Our modern 

society forces many employees to fit a standard work schedule typically oriented 

to morningness. Social pressure imposes to get up early in the morning beginning 

from the school period; this situation limits the time available for sleep and leads 

adolescents to be awake at an inappropriate circadian phase (Carskadon, 2011). 

This issue spans to adulthood as early morning working is associated with 

inadequate sleep, more sleep problems, and fatigue among the general 

population (Åkerstedt et al., 2010; Kecklund et al., 1997). This situation is even 

more pronounced when the large and intrinsic variability in the biological 

circadian predispositions is considered (Juda et al., 2013; Vetter et al., 2015), 

configuring a latent penalization of evening-type people. Considering the 

individual circadian predisposition in managing the working environment could 

promote late chronotypes’ sleep and mental health. 

The vaccination campaign and the gradual mitigation of the pandemic crisis are 

leading people to resume their pre-pandemic working routine worldwide. In this 

vein, our results could have large-scale implications spanning the post-pandemic 

period, considering that circadian predisposition has a substantial genetic 
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component (Kalmbach et al., 2017; Lane et al., 2016) that could be hardly 

manipulated, and the current literature estimated a 10–20% prevalence of night 

owls among the adult population (Koskenvuo et al., 2007; Paine et al., 2006; 

Randler et al., 2016, 2017; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021; Taillard et al., 2004), which 

is also higher among young people (Adan et al., 2012; Randler, 2015). The 

outcomes of the present study should be taken into account when designing 

remote working policies during the current pandemic, as well as in the post-

covid era. 

Our pattern of results was obtained in a large sample of workers. Moreover, the 

inclusion of demographic factors (age and gender) in all the tested models 

confuted the possibility that the younger age of the office working group could 

have biased our results. However, some limitations should be acknowledged. We 

adopted a cross-sectional design, the sample comprised a higher prevalence of 

women, and we did not collect information about pre-pandemic experience of 

remote work. Furthermore, our findings relied on regression analyses so that the 

direction of the effects could be only hypothesized. Consequently, caution is 

required in interpreting the indirect effects, considering the potential 

bidirectionality between sleep disturbances and depressive symptoms (Fang et 

al., 2019). A longitudinal analysis might confirm our results clarifying the causal 

relationship between the investigated variables and evaluating the effects of a 

change of working modality in a prospective within-subject study design. 

Additionally, we assessed chronotype, sleep variables, and depression using self-

report retrospective questionnaires. Future research should adopt ecological 

momentary assessment technologies to minimize recall bias and maximize 

ecological validity to provide more reliable results (Shiffman et al., 2008). 

Moreover, our evaluation of sleep habits did not discriminate between workdays 

and free days. However, a sleep evaluation targeted on workdays could have 

provided even stronger evidence of the interaction between chronotype and 
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working modality, although PSQI scores predominantly reflect sleep 

quality/patterns of workdays (Pilz et al., 2018). Finally, an ad hoc evaluation of 

the social jetlag phenomenon through, e.g., the Munich Chronotype 

Questionnaire (Roenneberg et al., 2003), might have contributed to better 

understand the effect of working from home during this unprecedented 

pandemic period.  
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Part 3 
 

Two years later 

In the last days of 2020, the administration of the first COVID-19 vaccine (Polack 

et al., 2020) to the adult population was authorized by international medicine 

agencies, kicking off the most extensive vaccination campaign in human history. 

The increased vaccination rates among the world population led to a decline in 

COVID-19 cases, hospitalizations, and deaths thereby paving the way for the 

lifting of restrictions and a gradual return to “normal” life. In 2022, business 

activities and schools re-opened, sporting and cultural events resumed, masks 

were rarely worn, and people restored their pre-pandemic daily routine, 

hugging, crowding, and traveling.  

This scenario represented a boon for the sleep and mental health of the 

worldwide population. However, the pandemic left a heavy legacy. Since the first 

months of the emergency, it became evident that a substantial portion of COVID-

19 survivors reported a broad spectrum of symptoms that continued or 

developed several weeks/months after acute illness. This widespread and poorly 

understood condition was named long COVID and holds the potential to produce 

a second public health crisis on the heels of the pandemic itself. 

In Chapter 8, we reported the results of a longitudinal investigation covering two 

critical stages of the COVID-19 emergency (the first lockdown and the second 

contagion wave) and providing the first long-term overview of Italians' sleep and 

psychological well-being two years after the pandemic outbreak. In line with the 

studies described in Part 1 and 2, we focused on possible differences in the time 

course of sleep and mental health outcomes according to age, gender, and 

chronotype, addressing how these factors interacted with the gradual loosening 

of the restraining measures until the return to pre-pandemic life. 
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Chapter 9 explored for the first time the potential role of pre-infection sleep 

disturbances in the incidence of long COVID symptoms, providing a novel point 

of view by proposing sleep health as an important antecedent of post-COVID-19 

manifestations.  

Finally, in the conclusive chapter of this Thesis (Chapter 10), we provided a 

general and updated overview of the accumulated knowledge over two 

pandemic years, summarizing the main lessons earned from this unprecedented 

historical period.  
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Chapter 8 

8 Two years after lockdown: Longitudinal 

trajectories of sleep disturbances and mental health 

over the COVID-19 pandemic, and the effects of 

age, gender, and chronotype 
 

 

8.1 Abstract 

Since the first lockdown of Spring 2020, the COVID-19 contagion waves 

pervasively disrupted the sleep and mental health of the worldwide population. 

Notwithstanding the largest vaccination campaign in human history, the 

pandemic has continued to impact the everyday life of the general population for 

two years now. The present study provides the first evidence of the longitudinal 

trajectories of sleep disturbances and mental health throughout the pandemic in 

Italy, also describing the differential time course of age groups, genders and 

chronotypes. A total of 1062 Italians participated in a three-time-point 

longitudinal study covering two critical stages of the emergency (the first 

lockdown in April 2020 and the second partial lockdown in December 2020) and 

providing a long-term overview two years after the pandemic outbreak (April 

2022). We administered validated questionnaires to evaluate sleep quality/habits, 

insomnia, depression, stress, and anxiety symptoms. Analyses showed a gradual 

improvement in sleep disturbances, depression, and anxiety. Conversely, sleep 

duration progressively decreased, particularly in evening-type and younger 

people. Participants reported substantial earlier bedtime and get up time. Stress 

levels increased during December 2020 and then stabilized. This effect was 

stronger in the population groups apparently more resilient during the first 

lockdown (older people, men, and morning-types). Our results describe a 
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promising scenario two years after the pandemic onset. However, the 

improvements were relatively small, the perceived stress increased, and the re-

establishment of pre-existing social/working dynamics led to general sleep 

curtailment. Further long-term monitoring is required to claim the end of the 

COVID-19 emergency on Italians' sleep and mental health. 

 

 

8.2 Introduction 

All the contents of this Chapter refer to the same-titled article, published in 

Journal of Sleep Research (Salfi, Amicucci, et al., 2022) and reproduced with 

permission from John Wiley and Sons. 

In the first months of 2020, the severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 

(SARS-CoV-2) started to spread worldwide, giving rise to a pandemic. To deal 

with the increasing contagion and death rates due to virus propagation, 

governments around the world started to apply extraordinary containment 

measures consisting of home confinement, social distancing, and the closure of 

most business activities. 

The lockdown period was associated with raised sleep disturbances and mental 

health problems among the general population, as reported by consistent meta-

analytic literature (AlRasheed et al., 2022; Jahrami et al., 2022; Robinson et al., 

2022). Italy was the first European country to handle the contagion wave of 

COVID-19, implementing a total lockdown lasting 2 months (March–April 2020). 

Several Italian studies confirmed the pervasive impact of this unprecedented 

period on sleep quality/habits and psychological well-being (Casagrande et al., 

2020; Cellini et al., 2020; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021). After a phase of alleviated 

pandemic emergency and loosened restrictions (Summer 2020), a second large 

contagion wave occurred in Autumn 2020. The Italian government promptly 

reacted to the new exacerbated scenario by applying partial lockdown measures 
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on a regional basis, weighted according to the local load on the healthcare system 

and infection rates. 

Notwithstanding the adoption of this regional approach consisting of lighter 

restraining measures than the first lockdown, some longitudinal investigations 

showed a persistent impact of the emergency period on sleep (Conte et al., 2021; 

Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2021) and mental health (Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2021) among the 

Italian population during the second contagion wave. These results were 

consistent with the international literature confirming long-lasting repercussions 

on sleep features (Basishvili et al., 2021; Y. Liu et al., 2022; Trakada et al., 2022) 

and psychological measures (Benke et al., 2022; Chodkiewicz et al., 2021; Daly & 

Robinson, 2022; Rus Prelog et al., 2022; Wetherall et al., 2022) during the second 

COVID-19 wave, suggesting the urgency of large-scale interventions to preserve 

the general well-being.  

Notwithstanding the largest vaccination campaign in human history and the 

consequent lifting of restraining measures in the subsequent months, COVID-19 

has continued to disrupt the everyday life of the worldwide population for two 

years now. However, the long-term impact of the pandemic on sleep and mental 

health remains poorly elucidated. In this vein, the first aim of the present study 

is to identify the longitudinal trajectories of sleep quality, insomnia, depression, 

stress, and anxiety in the general population across the pandemic in Italy. We 

surveyed a large sample of Italian citizens (n = 1.062) using validated 

questionnaires at three time points: during the first weeks of lockdown (April 

2020), during the second contagion wave (December 2020) and two years after 

the first implementation of the lockdown measures (April 2022). 

The current literature consistently showed that age groups (Amicucci et al., 2021; 

Bottary et al., 2022a; Daly et al., 2020; Jahrami et al., 2022; Rossi, Socci, Talevi, et 

al., 2020), genders (Daly et al., 2020; Rossi, Socci, Talevi, et al., 2020; Salfi et al., 

2020; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021) and chronotypes (Bottary et al., 2022; Merikanto 
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et al., 2022; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021) reacted differently to the first months of 

restraining measures. Specifically, younger people (Amicucci et al., 2021; Daly et 

al., 2020; Jahrami et al., 2022; Rossi, Socci, Talevi, et al., 2020) and women (Daly 

et al., 2020; Rossi, Socci, Talevi, et al., 2020; Salfi et al., 2020; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 

2021) reported higher rates of sleep disturbances and psychological symptoms. 

These results were confirmed by Italian (Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2021) and European 

studies (Benke et al., 2022; Chodkiewicz et al., 2021; Rus Prelog et al., 2022; 

Wetherall et al., 2022) addressing the effect of the second wave of COVID-19. 

Similarly, the evening chronotype was associated with more evident changes in 

sleep patterns and increased sleep and mental health problems both during the 

lockdown (Bottary et al., 2022a; Merikanto et al., 2022a; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021) 

and the second contagion wave (Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2021). Based on this evidence, 

another objective of the present research is to identify the different time courses 

of sleep and psychological disturbances between age groups, genders and 

chronotypes.  

 

 

8.3 Materials and methods 

8.3.1 Participants and procedure 

The present study consists of a longitudinal web-based survey involving three 

assessment points. Participants responded using an online platform (Google 

forms). The first survey wave was held during the third and fourth weeks of the 

lockdown period of Spring 2020 (25 March–7 April 2020), coinciding with the first 

contagion peak of COVID-19 (see 1.3.1 section). Subsequently, respondents were 

invited to participate in the second survey wave by email during the contagion 

peak of the second pandemic wave (28 November–11 December 2020), as 

described in 6.3.1 section. Finally, all respondents were re-invited to take part in 

the third survey wave two years after the first one (9 April–22 April 2022). A total 



 

 

 
131 

of 1062 Italian citizens participated in all three assessments. The demographic 

composition of the sample is reported in Table 8.1. All the survey waves 

comprised an evaluation of sleep quality, insomnia symptoms, chrono- type, 

depressive symptomatology, perceived stress, and anxiety through the following 

validated questionnaires: the PSQI, the ISI, the MEQr, the BDI-II, the PSS-10, and 

the STAI-X1, respectively (see 1.3.2 section for a description of the 

questionnaires). As detailed in 1.3.1 section, the administration order of 

mandatory sleep questionnaires was as follows: PSQI, ISI and MEQr. 

Subsequently, participants could decide whether to continue the compilation of 

the other three questionnaires (BDI-II, PSS-10, STAI-X1) with the option to stop 

after each of them to ensure reliable unforced responses due to the burden of 

testing battery. A total of 71, 43 and 40 subjects did not fill out the BDI-II in the 

first, second and third survey waves, respectively. A total of 100, 61 and 83 

participants did not complete the PSS-10 during the three assessment points, 

respectively. Finally, 103, 61 and 116 respondents did not fill out the STAI-X1 in 

the three survey waves. The Institutional Review Board of the University of 

L'Aquila approved the research project (protocol n. 43,066/2020). The study was 

performed according to the principles established by the Declaration of Helsinki. 

Online informed consent was obtained from participants. 
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Table 8.1. Demographic characteristics of the sample participating in the three survey 

waves. 

Variable 
April 2020  December 2020  April 2022 

N (%) or *mean (SD) 

Age *35.325 (12.59)  *35.985 (12.59)  *37.367 (12.59) 

Gender      

Male 202 (19.02)  202 (19.02)  202 (19.02) 

Female 860 (80.98)  860 (80.98)  860 (80.98) 

Education      

Middle/High school 318 (29.94)  285 (26.84)  238 (22.41) 

Graduate 599 (56.40)  629 (59.23)  633 (59.60) 

Postgraduate 145 (13.65)  148 (13.94)  191 (17.99) 

Occupation     

Unemployed 81 (7.63)  77 (7.25)  95 (8.95) 

Student 305 (28.72)  241 (22.69)  167 (15.73) 

Healthcare worker 68 (6.40)  90 (8.47)  106 (9.98) 

Self-employed 198 (18.64)  189 (17.80)  212 (19.96) 

Employed 379 (35.69)  428 (40.30)  443 (41.71) 

Retired 31 (2.92)  37 (3.48)  39 (3.67) 
 

Notes: Numbers preceded by an asterisk (*) are mean values (standard deviation). 

Abbreviations: SD, Standard deviation. 

 

 

8.3.2 Statistical analysis 

The statistical analyses were performed using the “lme4” R package (Bates et al., 

2015), which provides functions for fitting and analyzing mixed models. Models 

were fitted using REML adopting the Satterthwaite approximation to compute p-

values (Luke, 2017). Mixed-model analyses included a random intercept per 

participant to account for the repeated-measures nature of the data and the 

variability among respondents' scores. Bonferroni post hoc tests and simple effect 

contrasts using the “emmeans” R package (Lenth et al., 2022) were computed in 

the case of significant main effects or interaction effects, respectively. The level of 

significance was always set at p < 0.05. 

Firstly, we ran different models including the scores of each sleep and mental 

health questionnaire (PSQI, ISI, BDI-II, PSS-10, and STAI-X1) as dependent 

variables, and the “Survey wave” factor (April 2020, December 2020, April 2022) 
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as three-level within-subjects predictor. These analyses aimed to explore the 

general trajectories of sleep and psychological disturbances among the overall 

sample along the two pandemic years. 

Furthermore, the same analysis was performed for specific items of PSQI (total 

sleep time [min], bedtime [hh:mm] and get up time [hh:mm]) and each sub-

component of PSQI (subjective sleep quality, sleep latency, sleep duration, 

habitual sleep efficiency, sleep disturbances, sleep medications and daytime 

dysfunction) to describe the time course of specific dimensions of sleep 

habits/quality across the three assessments. Finally, we ran further mixed models 

on questionnaire scores (PSQI, ISI, BDI-II, PSS-10 and STAI-X1) including 

“Survey wave” (April 2020, December 2020, April 2022), “Age” (continuous time-

varying variable), “Gender” (male, female), MEQr scores (continuous time-

varying variable), and the interaction of survey wave factor with “Age”, “Gender” 

and MEQr scores as predictors. These analyses aimed at describing possible 

differences in the trajectories of sleep quality, insomnia, depression, perceived 

stress, and anxiety depending on the above-mentioned demographic and chrono-

psychological factors. Continuous moderators (age and MEQr score) were 

represented by plotting mean ± SD values to provide a graphical representation 

of significant interaction effects. As regards the age variable, we coded the mean 

age − 1 SD (23.612 years) as “younger”, the mean age (36.226 years) as “middle-

age”, and the mean age + 1 SD (48.839 years) as “older”. As regards MEQr scores, 

we labelled the mean MEQr score − 1 SD (11.803) as “evening-type”, the mean 

MEQr score (15.494) as “intermediate-type”, and the mean + 1 SD (19.185) as 

“morning-type”. 

The analyses involving PSQI scores and one of its sub-components (habitual 

sleep efficiency) were carried out excluding 44, 36, and 34 participants of the first, 

second and third survey waves, respectively, due to compilation errors 

(respondents reported longer total sleep time than time in bed). Due to the 
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optional nature of BDI-II, PSS-10, and STAI-X1, Little's MCAR test was 

performed using SPSS version 27.0.1.0 (IBM, Armonk, NY, USA), which showed 

that missing data occurred completely at random over the three survey waves 

(all p > 0.241). Harman's single factor test did not identify common method bias 

in each survey wave. 

 

 

8.4 Results 

8.4.1 Sleep variables 

The PSQI overall score did not differ between the three survey waves (F2,2032.77 = 

1.637, p = 0.195), indicating that sleep quality was stable over the pandemic. On 

the other hand, the “Survey wave” factor was significant in the analyses on ISI 

score (F2,2122 = 28.699, p < 0.001) and total sleep time (F2,2122 = 47.751, p < 0.001). 

Bonferroni post hoc comparisons (Figure 8.1) revealed a progressive improvement 

of insomnia symptomatology and decreased sleep duration. Specifically, the 

second and third survey waves were characterized by decreased ISI scores 

(difference of estimated marginal means: −0.617, p < 0.001; −1.076, p < 0.001; 

respectively) and total sleep time (−15.395 min, p < 0.001; −20.706 min, p < 0.001; 

respectively) than the first one. The third assessment was associated with 

reduced ISI scores (−0.460, p = 0.004) and sleep duration (−5.311 min, p = 0.048) 

compared with the second one. 
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Figure 8.1. Estimated marginal mean ± standard error of PSQI scores (sleep quality), ISI 

scores (insomnia) and total sleep time (min) during the three survey waves.  

Notes: Significant Bonferroni post hoc comparisons are indicated with asterisks (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 

0.001). 

Abbreviations: ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index.  

Analyses also showed a significant effect of the “Survey wave” factor on bedtime 

(F2,2122 = 264.513, p < 0.001) and get up time (F2,2122 = 430.555, p < 0.001). As shown 

in Figure 8.2, post hoc comparisons indicated the progressive advance of bedtime 

and get up time over the two pandemic years. Specifically, participants reported 

earlier bedtime and get up time during the second (−34.567 min, p < 0.001; −50.400 

min, p < 0.001; respectively) and third survey waves (−50.400 min, p < 0.001; 

−70.567 min, p < 0.001; respectively) than the first one. Bedtime and get up time

were also significantly advanced in the third assessment compared with the 

second one (−15.833 min, p < 0.001; −20.167 min, p < 0.001; respectively).  

Figure 8.2. Estimated marginal mean ± standard error of bedtime and get up time 

(hh:mm) during the three survey waves.  

Notes: Asterisks indicate significant Bonferroni post hoc comparisons (***p < 0.001) 
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Results of the analyses on PSQI sub-components are reported in Table 8.2. We 

highlighted significant differences between survey waves on subjective sleep 

quality, sleep latency, sleep duration, sleep disturbances and daytime 

dysfunction. Participants reported better subjective sleep quality and less severe 

sleep disturbances during the third assessment time compared with the first one 

(p < 0.001, p = 0.001, respectively) and the second one (p = 0.005, p = 0.046, 

respectively). Sleep-onset latency was reduced over time (all p < 0.001). 

Conversely, post hoc comparisons showed reduced sleep duration during the 

second and third survey waves compared with the first one (both p < 0.001), and 

increased daytime dysfunctions over time (all p < 0.028). 

 

 

Table 8.2. Descriptive statistics [mean (standard deviation)] of PSQI sub-component 

scores during the three survey waves (survey wave 1: April 2020; survey wave 2: 

December 2020; survey wave 3: April 2022) and the corresponding statistical 

comparisons (F, p, Bonferroni post hoc).  

PSQI sub-component 
April 2020  

December 

2020 
 April 2022 

F p Post hoc 

Mean (SD) 

Subjective sleep quality 1.36 (0.76)  1.30 (0.71)  1.23 (0.66) 14.72 < 0.001 
SW1>SW3*** 

SW2>SW3** 

Sleep latency 1.36 (1.02)  1.20 (1.01)  1.07 (0.96) 43.61 < 0.001 SW1>SW2>SW3*** 

Sleep duration 0.70 (0.79)  0.81 (0.78)  0.85 (0.77) 21.01 < 0.001 
SW1<SW2*** 

SW1<SW3*** 

Habitual sleep efficiency 0.77 (0.99)  0.79 (0.98)  0.80 (0.97) 0.52 0.59  

Sleep disturbances 1.39 (0.58)  1.37 (0.56)  1.32 (0.55) 6.39 0.002 
SW1>SW3** 

SW2>SW3* 

Sleep medications 0.26 (0.77)  0.32 (0.85)  0.29 (0.82) 2.18 0.11  

Daytime dysfunction 0.83 (0.71)  0.90 (0.67)  0.97 (0.71) 15.00 < 0.001 SW1<SW2<SW3* 
 

Note: Bold values are statistically significant while asterisks indicate significance level of Bonferroni post hoc 

comparisons (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001). 

Abbreviations: SD, Standard deviation; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; SW, Survey wave. 
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8.4.2 Age, gender, and chronotype effect on sleep variables 

As reported in Table 8.3, older age was associated with poorer sleep quality, more 

severe insomnia symptoms, and shorter total sleep time. The interaction between 

“Survey wave” and “Age” factors was significant in the analyses of all the sleep 

variables (PSQI score, ISI score, total sleep time), indicating an age-dependent 

time course of sleep quality, insomnia symptoms, and sleep duration. 

 

 

Table 8.3. Results (F and p) of the mixed model analyses on PSQI score (sleep quality), 

ISI score (insomnia), and total sleep time (min). 

Predictor 
PSQI score  ISI score  Total sleep time 

F p  F p  F p 

Survey wave 1.109 0.330  1.287 0.276  17.363 < 0.001 

Age 17.215 < 0.001  4.506 0.034  95.126 < 0.001 

Gender 19.427 < 0.001  9.638 0.002  0.468 0.494 

MEQr score 59.424 < 0.001  77.820 <0.001  8.204 0.004 

Survey wave  Age 3.984 0.019  3.843 0.022  4.816 0.008 

Survey wave  Gender 2.145 0.117  0.599 0.549  0.101 0.904 

Survey wave  MEQr score 0.001 0.999  0.433 0.649  3.463 0.031 
 

Note: The models comprised the following predictors: “Survey wave” (April 2020, December 2020, April 

2022), “Age”, “Gender” (male, female), MEQr score (chronotype), and the interaction between “Survey wave” 

with “Age”, “Gender”, and MEQr score. Bold values are statistically significant. 

Abbreviations: PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; MEQr, Morningness-

Eveningness Questionnaire-reduced version. 

 

 

Simple effect contrasts (Figure 8.3) highlighted significant differences between 

the survey waves among the older respondents, as shown by increased PSQI 

scores in December 2020 (+0.336, p = 0.041), and a subsequent significant 

improvement in sleep quality during the last assessment period (−0.369, p = 

0.020). No differences were reported by the middle-age (+0.096, p = 0.452) and the 

younger participants (−0.144, p = 0.385) during the second survey compared with 

the first one, and from the second to the third assessment (−0.104, p = 0.417; +0.162, 

p = 0.338; respectively). 
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ISI scores decreased during the second survey wave compared with the first one 

in the middle-age (−0.577, p = 0.001) and younger people (−0.952, p < 0.001), while 

insomnia was stable among the older respondents (−0.202, p = 0.384). On the other 

hand, older participants reported a significant reduction in ISI scores from the 

second to the third survey wave (−0.703, p = 0.002). A further decline in ISI scores 

was observed in April 2022 in the middle-age group compared with December 

2020 (−0.386, p = 0.033), while the younger population did not show any change 

in insomnia symptoms comparing the last two survey waves (−0.068, p = 0.776). 

An overall reduction in total sleep time was observed in December 2020 

compared with April 2020 (younger: −15.551 min; middle-age: −14.122 min; older: 

−12.694 min; all p < 0.001), and the young population was marked by a further 

reduction in sleep time during the last assessment (−9.801 min, p = 0.008). Older 

and middle-age respondents reported stable sleep duration in the last two survey 

waves (+0.635 min, p = 0.855; −4.583 min, p = 0.103). 

 

 

 
 

Figure 8.3. Estimated marginal mean ± standard error of PSQI scores (sleep quality), ISI 

score (insomnia) and total sleep time (min) during the three survey waves according to 

age. 

Notes: Red line: younger; yellow line: middle-age; grey line: older. Significant simple effect contrasts are 

indicated with asterisks (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001).  

Abbreviations: ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index. 
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Female participants reported poorer sleep quality and more severe insomnia 

symptoms than males (Table 8.3). No differences in total sleep time between 

genders emerged. The interaction between “Survey wave” and “Gender” factors 

on sleep variables did not reveal differences between genders in the time course 

of sleep quality, insomnia symptoms and sleep duration. 

Finally, eveningness was associated with lower sleep quality, more severe 

insomnia symptomatology and shorter total sleep time (Table 8.3). The 

interaction between “Survey wave” and MEQr scores in predicting sleep duration 

was significant, while no different time course of sleep quality and insomnia 

symptoms between circadian typologies was highlighted. As shown in Figure 

8.4, simple effect contrasts revealed a larger reduction of total sleep time among 

the evening-type population (−17.068 min, p < 0.001) from the first to the second 

survey wave than among the intermediate-type (−14.122, p < 0.001) and morning-

type respondents (−11.177, p = 0.002). Late chronotypes are associated with a 

further significant reduction of sleep time from the second to the third assessment 

point (−7.774 min, p = 0.028), while no significant differences were reported by 

intermediate-type (4.583 min, p = 0.102) and morning-type participants (−1.392 

min, p = 0.708). 

 

 
 

Figure 8.4. Estimated marginal mean ± standard error of total sleep time (min) during 

the three survey waves according to chronotype.  

Notes: Light blue line: morning-type; blue line: intermediate-type; dark blue line: evening-type. Significant 

simple effect contrasts are indicated with asterisks (*p < 0.05, ***p < 0.001). 
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8.4.3 Psychological variables 

The analyses on BDI-II, PSS-10 and STAI-X1 scores showed significant 

differences between the three survey waves (F2,2016.04 = 4.142, p = 0.016; F2,1974.17 = 

16.576, p < 0.001; F2,1911.25 = 43.850, p < 0.001, respectively). As shown in Figure 8.5, 

participants reported less severe depressive symptoms during the third survey 

wave than the first one (−0.661, p = 0.023), while the second assessment did not 

significantly differ from the first (−0.109, p = 1.000) and the third ones (+0.552, p = 

0.074). Perceived stress increased during the second (+1.043, p < 0.001) and third 

survey waves (+1.011, p < 0.001) compared with the first one. Anxiety scores 

began to decline in December 2020 (−1.887, p < 0.001), and were further reduced 

during the last assessment compared with the second one (−0.904, p = 0.008). 

 

 

 
 

Figure 8.5. Estimated marginal mean ± standard error of BDI-II scores (depression), PSS-

10 scores (perceived stress) and STAI-X1 scores (anxiety) during the three survey waves.  

Notes: Significant Bonferroni post hoc comparisons are indicated with asterisks (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 

0.001).  

Abbreviations: BDI-II, Beck Depression Inventory-second edition; PSS-10, Perceived Stress Scale-10 item; 

STAI-X1, State–anxiety subscale of the State–Trait Anxiety Inventory. 
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wave” and chrono-demographic factors (“Age”, “Gender”, MEQr score) in 

predicting PSS-10 was significant. No significant interaction effect for BDI-II and 

STAI- X1 scores was highlighted, indicating no differences between age groups, 

genders and chronotypes in the time course of depressive and anxiety symptoms. 

 

 

Table 8.4. Results (F and p) of the mixed model analyses on BDI-II score (depression), 

PSS-10 score (perceived stress), and STAI-X1 score (anxiety). 

Predictor 
BDI-II score  PSS-10 score  STAI-X1 score 

F p  F p  F p 

Survey wave 0.949 0.387  26.924 < 0.001  27.373 < 0.001 

Age 8.137 0.004  15.065 < 0.001  0.134 0.714 

Gender 17.034 < 0.001  30.345 < 0.001  14.842 < 0.001 

MEQr score 81.224 < 0.001  30.133 < 0.001  25.545 < 0.001 

Survey wave  Age 0.404 0.668  7.072 < 0.001  0.061 0.941 

Survey wave  Gender 1.330 0.265  12.596 < 0.001  0.644 0.525 

Survey wave  MEQr score 0.484 0.616  3.646 0.026  1.182 0.307 
 

Note: The models comprised the following predictors: “Survey wave” (April 2020, December 2020, April 

2022), “Age”, “Gender” (male, female), MEQr score (chronotype), and the interaction between “Survey wave” 

with “Age”, “Gender”, and MEQr score. Bold values are statistically significant. 

Abbreviations: BDI-II, Beck Depression Inventory-second edition; PSS-10, Perceived Stress Scale-10 item; 

STAI-X1, state-anxiety subscale of the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory; MEQr, Morningness-Eveningness 

Questionnaire-reduced version. 

 

 

Simple effect contrasts (Figure 8.6) revealed significantly raised stress levels from 

the first survey wave to the second one in all groups. However, the extent of the 

effect depended on age, gender and chronotype. Specifically, older participants 

and morning-type subjects reported the largest increase in perceived stress 

(+2.461, p < 0.001; +2.145, p < 0.001; respectively), middle-age and intermediate-

type respondents showed an intermediate increase (+1.657, p < 0.001; +1.657, p < 

0.001; respectively), while younger and evening-type subjects were associated 

with the smallest increase (+0.853, p = 0.010; +1.169, p < 0.001; respectively). Men 

reported a greater increase in perceived stress (+2.497, p < 0.001) than women 

(+0.817, p < 0.001). Finally, all groups reported unchanged stress levels between 
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the second and the third survey waves (younger: −0.205, p = 0.546; middle-age: 

−0.012, p = 0.962; older: +0.180, p = 0.572; male: +0.001, p = 0.999; female: −0.025, p 

= 0.911; evening-type: −0.038, p = 0.907; intermediate-type: −0.012, p = 0.962; 

morning-type: +0.013, p = 0.969). 

 

 

 
 

Figure 8.6. Estimated marginal mean ± standard error of PSS-10 scores (perceived stress) 

during the three survey waves according to age, gender, and chronotype.  

Notes: Red line: younger; yellow line: middle-age; grey line: older; light green line: female; dark green line: 

male; light blue line: morning-type; blue line: intermediate-type; dark blue line: evening-type. Significant 

simple effect contrasts are indicated with asterisks (*p < 0.05, ***p < 0.001).  

Abbreviations: PSS-10, Perceived Stress Scale-10 item. 

 

 

8.5 Discussion 

The present study demonstrated different trajectories of sleep quality, insomnia, 

depression, stress, and anxiety during the two pandemic years. 

As indicated by the PSQI total score, the overall sleep quality was stable across 

the three assessments. However, an overview of PSQI sub-components 

suggested a more articulated pattern of results, revealing a clear dissociation of 

the effects on sleep features depending on the specific domain considered. On 

the one hand, subjective sleep quality improved, and sleep disturbances and 

sleep-onset latency decreased two years after the lockdown of Spring 2020. These 

findings are consistent with the progressive reduction of insomnia symptoms 

reported by the overall sample. Conversely, we demonstrated a gradual decrease 
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in sleep duration and an increase in sleep-related daytime dysfunctions with the 

loosening of the restraining measures. Similar results were obtained by our 

previous investigation (Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2021) comparing the lockdown 

scenario and the second contagion wave of COVID-19, and by other studies 

carried out in the post-lockdown period (Alfonsi et al., 2021; Massar et al., 2021). 

These results could be ascribable to the peculiar nature of the lockdown. The 

stressful situation led to worsened sleep disturbances worldwide (AlRasheed et 

al., 2022; Jahrami et al., 2022). Meanwhile, the strict confinement regimen was 

associated with unlocked time for sleep and reduced social jetlag for most of the 

population (Kantermann, 2020; Korman et al., 2020; Leone et al., 2020) with a 

consequent improvement in sleep-related daytime dysfunctions. However, social 

and working obligations returned to exert their negative effect on sleep during 

the second survey wave, and even more two years after the lockdown. 

Consistently, participants reported substantial earlier get up times (~70 min) and 

a smaller but still important advanced bedtime (~50 min) in April 2022 compared 

with the first lockdown. The discrepancy between the above-mentioned 

variations led to an overall reduction in total sleep time, as earlier awakenings 

were not adequately compensated by a comparable advance in bedtimes. 

The improvement in sleep disturbances was accompanied by reduced depressive 

and anxiety symptoms. However, as far as depression is concerned, we observed 

a marginal decrease in the BDI-II score, whose effect reached significance only 

comparing the first and the third assessments. The time course of self-perceived 

stress was in stark contrast to the other examined psychological dimensions. The 

stress level increased from the lockdown period, reaching its plateau during the 

second contagion wave, and then stabilized. As suggested by other investigations 

(Conte et al., 2021; Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2021), this outcome could be ascribable to 

the prolonged nature of the emergency, which was accompanied by a societal 
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and economic crisis. Moreover, after lifting restrictions, the infection risk raised, 

presumably affecting the perceived stress in the general population. 

Demographic factors such as age also influenced the observed effects. Older 

participants reported poorer sleep quality, more severe insomnia symptoms, and 

shorter sleep duration than younger respondents. This outcome is consistent 

with the pre-pandemic (Kamel & Gammack, 2006; Madrid-Valero et al., 2017) 

literature and is related to the typical sleep changes occurring across the lifespan 

(J. Li et al., 2018; Patel et al., 2018). Moreover, in line with studies performed 

during the current period (Amicucci et al., 2021; Manchia et al., 2022; Rossi, Socci, 

Talevi, et al., 2020), the younger population showed more severe depressive 

symptoms and no difference in anxiety. Similar trajectories of depression and 

anxiety were observed over the three assessment points among the different age 

groups. However, our investigation highlighted an age-dependent time course 

of sleep quality, insomnia, total sleep time, and perceived stress. Younger and 

middle-age groups reported unchanged overall sleep quality over the two 

pandemic years. On the other hand, we observed reduced sleep quality during 

the second assessment in older participants and a subsequent improvement 

during the third survey wave. Moreover, the three age groups seemed to report 

a similar extent of insomnia relief two years after the first lockdown, but this 

effect was reached at different time points. Younger people reported the 

maximum improvement already during Winter 2020, middle-age participants 

gradually improved across the three survey waves, while insomnia symptoms of 

older respondents were stable until December 2020 and then improved. Finally, 

we confirmed higher stress levels among young people during the lockdown 

(Amicucci et al., 2021; Rossi, Socci, Talevi, et al., 2020; Ueda et al., 2020) while we 

reported a general increase in perceived stress among all age groups, which led 

to similar stress levels in the overall sample during the second and third survey 

waves. 
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The specific characteristics of the pandemic scenario during the three data 

collections could explain our pattern of results. During the second contagion 

wave of Winter 2020, the confinement measures were reduced, several business 

and school activities reopened, and freedom of movement was partially ensured. 

Therefore, infection risk increased while no vaccine against COVID-19 was still 

available. Considering that older age is associated with the highest morbidity and 

mortality rates due to SARS-CoV-2 infection, it is unsurprising that older 

respondents experienced a substantial increase in stress levels with a concurrent 

decline in sleep quality and unchanged insomnia severity in December 2020 

compared with the first lockdown period. However, the massive vaccination 

campaign of the subsequent months and the return to an almost normal life after 

two years could have allowed older participants to experience improved sleep 

disturbances. On the other hand, several studies suggested that the younger 

population suffered particularly from the collapse of social interactions during 

the confinement regimens (Elmer et al., 2020; Sampogna et al., 2021; Viselli et al., 

2021; Weissbourd et al., 2020) with well-documented repercussions on sleep and 

mental health (Amicucci et al., 2021; Daly et al., 2020; Jahrami et al., 2022; Rossi, 

Socci, Talevi, et al., 2020). Consequently, the loosening of confinement measures 

and the partial resumption of social interactions could explain the small increase 

in stress and the concomitant improvement of insomnia symptomatology among 

the younger people already during Winter 2020. 

The present investigation confirmed the vulnerability of women to experience 

sleep and psychological problems during the pandemic (Daly et al., 2020; Rossi, 

Socci, Talevi, et al., 2020; Salfi et al., 2020; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021). However, 

we did not detect differences between genders in the trajectories of sleep quality, 

insomnia, depression, and anxiety symptoms across the three survey waves. 

Furthermore, our investigation showed that men reported definitely less stress 

than women during the first weeks of lockdown, although this difference was 
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largely reduced since Winter 2020. This finding is consistent with the 

interpretation that females might have already reached the peak of psychological 

distress during the first weeks of home confinement (Salfi et al., 2020). 

Conversely, it seems that men reacted better to the lockdown, but the prolonged 

emergency led them to experience higher distress in the long run. Finally, our 

study confirmed the well-known vulnerability to sleep disturbances and 

psychological problems of evening-type people (Adan et al., 2012). This evidence 

was also reported by investigations carried out during the first stage of the 

pandemic (Merikanto et al., 2022a; Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021). All chronotypes 

were associated with a similar time course of sleep quality, insomnia, depression, 

stress, and anxiety across the three periods covered by our study. Meanwhile, the 

changes in sleep duration differed between circadian typologies. During the 

lockdown, the typical discrepancy in sleep duration between chronotypes 

disappeared. However, the progression of the pandemic and the gradual 

resumptions of social and working obligations reinstated the well-documented 

misalignment between the evening-oriented biological clock and the morning-

oriented social schedule of the so-called night owls (Roenneberg et al., 2019). 

Consequently, this situation led the evening-type participants to sleep less and 

less as the COVID-19 crisis improved and people resumed their pre-existing 

daily routine (Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2022). 

 

 

8.6 Conclusions 

Since the first months of 2020, COVID-19 has pervasively affected every area of 

life of the worldwide population. A massive amount of literature has been 

developed during the lockdown period, confirming pervasive repercussions on 

the sleep and mental health of the general population. The second contagion 
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wave of COVID-19 continued to be characterized by psychological distress and 

impaired sleep health worldwide. 

To the best of our knowledge, the present investigation is the first to 

longitudinally examine the long-term trajectories of sleep quality/habits, 

insomnia, depression, stress, and anxiety after two years from the lockdown, 

providing novel insights on the time course of sleep and mental health according 

to age, gender, and circadian typology across three critical stages of the COVID-

19 outbreak. However, some limitations should be acknowledged. We analyzed 

a large sample of Italian participants. Nevertheless, the sample comprised a 

higher prevalence of women, and participants were recruited by adopting a non-

probabilistic sampling technique. Moreover, the evaluation of sleep features, 

chronotype, and psychological well-being relied on self-reported questionnaires. 

In this view, caution is required in generalizing the present findings due to 

possible selection and response biases that could affect our data. Future studies 

should include an objective assessment of sleep patterns (e.g., through 

actigraphy) to confirm our results. Finally, due to the unpredictable nature of the 

COVID-19 outbreak, no data that are referred to the pre-pandemic period were 

available. Longitudinal studies including a pre- pandemic assessment could 

provide a more comprehensive overview of the situation. 

In conclusion, our study described a promising scenario after two years of the 

pandemic. We demonstrated decreased sleep disturbances, insomnia, 

depressive, and anxiety symptoms. However, the extent of the improvements 

was relatively small. Meanwhile, the re-establishment of pre-pandemic social 

and working dynamics configured a negative effect on sleep duration, which was 

reduced among the overall sample, and more strongly in particular population 

groups such as younger and evening-type people. Finally, the persistence of high 

stress levels and the decreased distress differences between age groups, genders, 

and chronotypes suggest that people transversely continued to feel the burden 
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of this unprecedented and protracted historical period. In this view, further long-

term monitoring of sleep and mental health time course is necessary to claim the 

end of the COVID-19 emergency on sleep and psychological status of the general 

population.  
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Chapter 9 

9 Poor sleep quality, insomnia, and short sleep 

duration before infection predict long-term 

symptoms after COVID-19 
 

 

9.1 Abstract 

Millions of COVID-19 survivors experience a wide range of long-term symptoms 

after acute infection, giving rise to serious public health concerns. To date, few 

risk factors for post-COVID-19 conditions have been determined. This study 

evaluated the role of pre-infection sleep quality/duration and insomnia severity 

in the incidence of long-term symptoms after COVID-19. 

This prospective study involved two assessments (April 2020 and 2022). At the 

baseline, sleep quality/duration and insomnia symptoms in participants without 

current/prior SARS-CoV-2 infection were measured using the Pittsburgh Sleep 

Quality Index (PSQI) and the Insomnia Severity Index (ISI). At the follow-up, we 

asked a group of COVID-19 survivors to retrospectively evaluate the presence of 

twenty-one symptoms (psychiatric, neurological, cognitive, bodily, and 

respiratory) that have been experienced one month (n = 713, infection in April 

2020–February 2022) and three months after COVID-19 (n = 333, infection in April 

2020–December 2021). In April 2022, participants also reported how many weeks 

passed to fully recover from COVID-19.  Zero-inflated negative binomial models 

were used to estimate the effect of previous sleep on the number of long-term 

symptoms. Binomial logistic regressions were performed to evaluate the 

association between sleep variables, the incidence of each post-COVID-19 

symptom, and the odds of recovery four/twelve weeks after infection. 
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Analyses highlighted a significant effect of pre-infection sleep on the number of 

symptoms one/three months after COVID-19. Previous higher PSQI and ISI 

scores, and shorter sleep duration significantly increased the risk of almost every 

long-term symptom at one/three months from COVID-19. Baseline sleep 

problems were also associated with longer recovery times to return to the pre-

infection daily functioning level after COVID-19. 

This study suggested a prospective dose-dependent association of pre-infection 

sleep quality/quantity and insomnia severity with the manifestation of post-

COVID-19 symptoms. Promoting sleep health may represent an effective 

preventive approach to mitigate the COVID-19 sequelae, with substantial public 

health and societal implications. 

 

 

9.2 Introduction 

All the contents of this Chapter refer to the same-titled article, published in Brain, 

Behavior, and Immunity (Salfi, Amicucci, et al., 2023).  

Estimates from the World Health Organization indicate that over 750 million 

Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) cases have been confirmed globally 

(World Health Organization, 2023). While most individuals experience mild 

symptoms and recover quickly, recent meta-analyses suggested that 43–45% of 

COVID-19 survivors report signs and symptoms that continue or develop in the 

long run (Chen et al., 2022; O’Mahoney et al., 2023). This condition is commonly 

termed “long COVID” and encompasses over two-hundred long-term clinical 

manifestations (Davis et al., 2021). General symptoms include fatigue, body 

aches, fever, ageusia, and anosmia. Other symptoms are related to lung disease 

(i.e., cough, dyspnea) or involve neurological and cognitive dysfunctions 

(headache, brain fog, attention/concentration disorders, memory loss) and 

cardiovascular or gastrointestinal disorders. Moreover, a broad spectrum of 
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psychiatric and psychological manifestations after acute infection were also 

identified, such as sleep disorders, depression, anxiety, PTSD, obsessive-

compulsive disorders (OCD) and psychosis (Badenoch et al., 2021). This 

disabling condition pervasively impacts the daily life of COVID-19 survivors, 

also affecting their ability to resume a regular working routine (Davis et al., 2021; 

O’ Mahony et al., 2022). 

Identifying potential antecedents of long-term symptoms represents a first-order 

medical challenge due to the burden on the international healthcare systems and 

the societal and economic costs (The Lancet, 2021). However, due to the 

multisystemic and heterogeneous nature of long COVID, its etiology remains 

poorly understood, and current evidence propose chronic inflammation and 

immune dysregulation as possible causes of long-term clinical manifestations 

after acute illness (Crook et al., 2021; M. G. Mazza et al., 2020, 2021; Phetsouphanh 

et al., 2022).  

Sleep plays a crucial role in human immunity (Besedovsky et al., 2012; Bryant et 

al., 2004), and poor sleep quality and inadequate sleep duration are associated 

with increased susceptibility to virus infections (S. Cohen et al., 2009; Prather et 

al., 2015). Moreover, a growing body of evidence linked sleep disturbances and 

short sleep duration with increased risk for inflammatory diseases due to the 

relationship between sleep problems and low sleep amount with sustained 

production of pro-inflammatory cytokines and other circulating markers of 

inflammation (Garbarino et al., 2021; Irwin et al., 2016). 

Based on these assumptions, pre-infection sleep disturbances could play a role in 

predisposing people to experience long-term symptoms after COVID-19. 

However, to the best of our knowledge, no prospective studies have addressed 

this research question. In this study, sleep outcomes of validated questionnaires 

from a nationwide survey held during the first Italian lockdown (April 2020) 

were used as predictors of long COVID symptoms, which were retrospectively 
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reported in April 2022 by a group of COVID-19 survivors infected in the previous 

two years. We hypothesized that sleep disturbances and shorter sleep duration 

could be prospectively associated with the occurrence of a wide range of long-

term symptoms after one and three months from COVID-19 while accounting for 

established risk factors (age, gender, body mass index – BMI, COVID-19 severity) 

(Chen et al., 2022; Q. Huang et al., 2022; Sudre et al., 2021; Zeng et al., 2022). 

Finally, we investigated whether sleep issues before infection were related to 

longer recovery times to return to the pre-infection daily functioning level. 

 

 

9.3 Materials and methods 

9.3.1 Participants and procedure 

A total of 13,989 participants were surveyed during the first lockdown period in 

April 2020 via a web-based set of questionnaires (see 1.3.1 section for a 

description of the data collection procedure). Subsequently, a total of 2,013 

respondents were longitudinally evaluated in December 2020 (see 6.3.1 section). 

Finally, the overall sample surveyed in April 2020 was re-invited to take part in 

another longitudinal assessment in April 2022. A total of 2,759 Italians 

participated in the last data collection, while a total of 1,062 respondents 

participated in all three survey waves (as detailed in 8.3.1 section). Each 

assessment comprised an evaluation of sleep quality, insomnia severity, 

chronotype, depression, perceived stress, and anxiety symptoms via the 

following questionnaires: the PSQI, the ISI, the MEQr, the BDI-II, the PSS-10, and 

the STAI-X1, respectively (see 1.3.2 section for a detailed description of 

questionnaires). Moreover, in each survey wave we collected demographic 

information and other information (see 1.3.1 and  6.3.1 sections). 

During the third time point (April 2022), we asked respondents if they have ever 

tested positive for COVID-19. If so, participants were asked to answer a set of ad 
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hoc questions about their infection and symptomatology. We collected 

information about: 

I. the month of detected swab positivity; 

II. the COVID-19 severity in the acute stage of illness, using a multiple choice 

question with four alternative answers (i.e., no marked symptoms: absence of 

any symptom except for smell/taste dysfunctions; mild disease: e.g., cough, 

fever, muscle pains, etc., without pneumonia; moderate disease: non-severe 

pneumonia and having received different medications without the need 

of extra oxygen treatment; severe disease: severe pneumonia requiring 

extra-oxygen therapy and intravenous lines attached); 

III. the presence of long-term symptoms one and three months after the first 

infection according to Italian National Institute of Health guidelines for 

long-COVID identification (over-tiredness, muscle weakness, 

breathlessness/dyspnea, concentration/attention difficulty, headache, 

asthenia, anxiety, diffuse body pain, sleep problems, memory problems, 

brain fog, deterioration of perceived health status, persistent cough, 

small/taste dysfunctions, depression, appetite reduction, fever, PTSD, 

cardiovascular problems, OCD, psychosis); 

IV. the recovery time (in weeks) to return to the pre-infection daily 

functioning level. 

From the overall April 2022 sample, a total of 973 participants (35.00%, mean age 

± SD, 33.40 ± 11.40 years; range, 18–81 years; 170 males) reported at least one 

SARS-CoV-2 infection and provided the above-listed information. The temporal 

distributions of COVID-19 cases across the pandemic period in our sample and 

among the over 18-year Italian population are depicted in Figure 9.1. 

The flow chart of participants analyzed in the study is reported in Figure 9.2. 



 

 

 
154 

To estimate the role of sleep quality/quantity and insomnia severity in predicting 

long-term symptoms one month after COVID-19 (see 9.3.2.1 and 9.3.2.2 sections) 

and the odds of recovery in more than four weeks (see 9.3.2.3 section), the 

analyses were performed excluding 261 individuals. Specifically, we excluded 

people already infected during the first survey wave (due to possible COVID-19 

effects on baseline sleep assessment) and participants who were infected in 

March/April 2022 (due to the insufficient time elapsed between COVID-19 and 

the retrospective evaluation in April 2022). Therefore, the analyses were 

performed on 713 people (33.38 ± 11.40 years; 18–81 years; 122 males) who 

reported the swab positivity from April 2020 to February 2022.  

To evaluate the role of sleep quality/quantity and insomnia severity in predicting 

long-term symptoms three months after the infection (see 9.3.2.1 and 9.3.2.2 

sections) and the risk for recovery in more than twelve weeks (see 9.3.2.3 section), 

the analyses were performed on the subgroup who reported indicated a swab 

positivity from April 2020 to December 2021 (n = 333; 33.09 ± 11.80 years; 18–70 

years; 60 males). As shown in Figure 9.2, this sample is entirely part of the group 

in which post-COVID-19 symptoms at one month from infection were analyzed. 

Specifically, the subgroup was selected by excluding other 380 subjects because 

they were infected less than three months before the retrospective assessment in 

April 2022. 

The project was approved by the Institutional Review Board of the University of 

L’Aquila (protocol no. 43,066/2020). Respondents provided electronic consent to 

participate in the study in each survey wave. 
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Figure 9.1. Temporal distribution of COVID-19 cases among the over 18-year Italian 

population (weekly; dark blue line) and in the overall study sample (n= 973; monthly; 

light blue bars). 

Notes: Weekly national trend of COVID-19 cases was derived from the Italian National Institute of Health 

website. 

Figure 9.2. Flow chart of study participants. 

Notes: Grey boxes indicate missing data or individuals excluded due to the study objectives. Blue boxes 

indicate analyzed samples. COVID-19 information was collected at follow-up in April 2022.
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9.3.2 Statistical analysis 

We planned three analysis families to evaluate the predictive effect of the sleep 

variables [PSQI score, ISI score, and total sleep time (TST, extracted from item 4 

of PSQI)] on (i) the number of long-term symptoms (9.3.2.1 section), (ii) the odds 

of each long-term symptom (9.3.2.2 section), and (iii) the odds of recovering the 

pre-infection daily functioning level in longer times (9.3.2.3 section). 

All analyses described in the following sections were adjusted for demographic 

confounding variables [age, gender, and BMI (weight/height2)]. All tests were 

two-tailed and a p-value < 0.05 was considered significant. 

9.3.2.1 Analysis on the number of long-term symptoms after COVID-19 

The numbers of symptoms at one/three months from COVID-19 were entered as 

dependent variables (range, 0–21), and the sleep variables (PSQI score, ISI score, 

TST) as separate predictors. 

Due to the nature of the dependent variables (count data), linear regressions are 

unsuitable due to potentially biased results (Coxe et al., 2009; Gardner et al., 

1995). Therefore, we evaluated the possibility of performing Poisson regressions, 

which are typically used to model count data (Coxe et al., 2009; Gardner et al., 

1995). However, preliminary analyses highlighted a violation of the 

equidispersion assumption (Coxe et al., 2009; Long, 1997). In fact, data are 

overdispersed (χ2/df ranging from 3.94 to 5.48, which is far greater than the 

acceptable value of 1.20, Payne et al., 2018).  

In this case, a Negative Binomial (NB) regression approach should be used to 

avoid underestimated standard errors and increased risk of Type 1 errors 

(Gardner et al., 1995; Hilbe, 2011; Land et al., 2016). NB models are a 

generalization of the Poisson model, but they include an additional parameter to 

account for overdispersion, making it more flexible and better able to fit data that 

deviate from a Poisson distribution (Hilbe, 2011). NB models provide estimates 
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[exp(B)] that indicate the rate change of the count variable for a one-unit change 

in the predictor. 

Due to the high prevalence of zero values in count variables (27.9% and 52.6% in 

1-month and 3-month symptoms, respectively), data were modeled with Zero-

Inflated NB regression (ZINB) (Cameron & Trivedi, 2013; J. A. Green, 2021; 

Moghimbeigi et al., 2008). The ZINB approach combines two separate models: a 

ZI model and a NB model. The ZI portion is used to model the probability of a 

zero count, while the negative binomial portion is used to model the count itself. 

The ZINB model is useful in analyzing count data that has an excess of zero 

values because it accounts for this excess in the data and provides more accurate 

estimates of the underlying distribution. Therefore, the ZINB models allowed us 

to manage both the excess of zero observations and the overdispersion in the 

data. 

Six ZINB models (M) were tested, evaluating the effect of PSQI, ISI, and TST in 

predicting the number of symptoms at one month (M1, M2, M3, respectively) and 

three months from COVID-19 (M4, M5, M6, respectively). The models were fitted 

using “countereg” R package (Zeileis et al., 2008), which provides functions for 

fitting and analyzing ZINB models. In the results section (9.4.3), we focused on 

the NB portion of ZINB models for addressing the role of sleep variables in 

predicting the number of long-term symptoms. 

A comparison of relative goodness-of-fit statistics [Akaike information criterion 

(AIC) and the Bayesian information criterion (BIC)] supported the use of ZINB 

regressions instead of NB (Table 9.1). Moreover, a visual inspection of Tukey’s 

rootograms (Tukey, 1977) using the “countereg” R package (Kleiber & Zeileis, 

2016) confirmed ZINB as the best-fit models. 
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Table 9.1. Information criteria (Akaike and Bayesian) for tested Negative Binomial and 

Zero-Inflated Negative Binomial models. 

Model AIC BIC 

M1: sleep quality 

NB 3213.221 3240.229 

ZINB 3174.956 3224.47 

M2: insomnia severity 

NB 3423.114 3450.531 

ZINB 3390.338 3440.603 

M3: sleep duration 

NB 3452.988 3480.405 

ZINB 3425.374 3475.638 

M4: sleep quality 

NB 1199.922 1222.399 

ZINB 1182.043 1223.251 

M5: insomnia severity 

NB 1275.299 1298.147 

ZINB 1250.948 1292.837 

M6: sleep duration 

NB 1285.192 1308.141 

ZINB 1266.241 1308.131 

Notes: A lower AIC or BIC value indicates a better fit. 

Abbreviations: AIC, Akaike information criterion; BIC, Bayesian information criterion; M, Model; NB, 

Negative Binomial; ZINB, Zero-Inflated Negative Binomial. 

Several sensitivity analyses were performed to evaluate the consistency of our 

results.  

First, we fitted M1–6 adjusted for the COVID-19 severity, considering the well-

documented relationship between acute illness severity and future long-covid 

symptoms (Chen et al., 2022; Q. Huang et al., 2022; Taquet et al., 2021; Zeng et al., 

2022).  

Second, models were fitted including the months from April 2020 to infection as 

covariate to control for the time distance between actual infection and the first 

survey wave. 

Third, we performed three further ZINB models (M7, M8, M9), testing the effect 

of sleep variables (PSQI score, ISI score, TST, respectively) collected in December 

2020 in predicting the number of long-term symptoms one month from COVID-
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19. These models were run on 209 individuals (35.34 ± 11.68 years; range, 18–

82 years; 169 females) due to the smaller sample that participated in the last two 

assessments (December 2020, April 2022, see 9.3.1 section), and because we only 

included people infected from December 2020 (after the questionnaire 

compilation) to February 2022. On the other hand, we cannot replicate predictive 

analyses on the number of symptoms three months after infection due to 

inadequate sample size of participants (n = 32) infected from December 2020 to 

December 2022 that reported at least one long-term symptom. 

Fourth, we evaluated if the occurred variations in sleep quality, insomnia 

severity, and sleep duration between the first (April 2020) and the second 

assessment (December 2020) predicted the number of long-term symptoms by 

performing separate ZINB models that included baseline (April 2020) PSQI score 

(M10), ISI score (M11), or TST (M12) and the respective change between the first 

two survey waves (e.g., Δ PSQI: PSQI in December 2020 − PSQI in April 2020) as 

independent variables. These models were performed only using the number of 

symptoms at one month from infection as dependent variable due to inadequate 

sample size for studying long-term symptoms at three months from COVID-19 

in December 2020 sample.  

Fifth, control models were performed estimating the relationship between sleep 

variables and the number of symptoms occurred only one month after the 

infection, but not three months later. These ZINB models were fitted including 

participants reporting only transient symptoms (n = 175; 33.56 ± 12.96 years; 

range, 19–70 years; 135 females). These analyses aimed at confirming the 

predictive role of sleep features on post-COVID-19 symptoms that may unlikely 

be interpreted as functional consequences or comorbidities of poor sleep per se, 

due to their transient occurrence after COVID-19. 
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9.3.2.2 Analysis on each long-term symptom after COVID-19 

Binomial logistic regressions were performed to evaluate the association between 

sleep variables and the future occurrence of each long-term symptom one and 

three months after COVID-19. Analyses were performed using “glm” function of 

“stats” R package (R Core Team, 2022). In detail, each sleep variable was entered 

as predictor (PSQI score, ISI score, TST), and each long-term symptom as 

dichotomous dependent variable (yes, no). The criterion of a minimum of five 

outcome events per predictor variable (EPV) was adopted (Vittinghoff and 

McCulloch 2007) to identify the analyzable long-term symptoms after infection. 

Consequently, some symptoms were excluded from the analysis on one-month 

(psychosis and OCD) and three-month symptoms (PTSD, fever, persistent cough, 

OCD, appetite reduction, cardiovascular problems, and psychosis) due to 

insufficient events. 

A set of analyses were fitted to confirm the results of the above-described models. 

Considering the relaxed EPV criterion adopted to maximize the number of 

analyzable long-term symptoms, sensitivity analyses were performed replicating 

the binomial logistic models using the Firth's bias reduction method (Firth, 1993; 

Heinze & Puhr, 2010). This approach allows the parameter estimations to be more 

efficient and robust to small sample sizes and rare events by penalizing the 

likelihood function. These control analyses were applied using “logistf” R 

package (Heinze et al., 2022). Furthermore, we replicated the main models 

adjusting for COVID-19 severity and the time elapsed from the baseline 

assessment (April 2020) to the virus infection. Finally, binomial logistic 

regressions were performed using the sleep variables collected in December 2020 

as predictors of each symptom. However, based on the above-described EPV 

criteria, we analyzed only some symptom that has been reported one month after 

infection (excluded symptoms: smell/taste dysfunctions, appetite reduction, 

depression, fever, PTSD, cardiovascular problems, OCD, and psychosis), while 



161 

no 3-month symptoms could be used as dependent variable due to insufficient 

events. 

9.3.2.3 Analysis on recovery time after COVID-19 

Binomial logistic regressions were performed to test the association between 

sleep characteristics (quality, duration, insomnia severity,) and the recovery time 

to return to the pre-infection daily functioning level. The self-reported recovery 

time was entered as dichotomous dependent variable (≤ 4 weeks vs. > 4 weeks 

for the 1-month symptoms sample; ≤ 12 weeks vs. > 12 weeks for the 3-month 

symptoms sample), while sleep variables (PSQI score, ISI score, TST) were used 

as predictors.  

The consistency of results was tested by replicating the above-described 

regressions adjusted for COVID-19 severity and the time distance between the 

first assessment (April 2020) and the swab positivity. Finally, the main models 

were replicated on the sample participating in the survey wave of December 

2020. However, only the odds of recovery time after 4 weeks could be tested due 

to insufficient number of individuals (n = 15) who reported recovering later than 

12 weeks. 

9.4 Results 

9.4.1 Sample characteristics and COVID-19-related information 

The composition of the analyzed samples is shown in Table 9.2. Most participants 

were young, females, fell within the healthy weight range, and had at least a 

bachelor’s degree. Most respondents also reported a mild COVID-19 severity in 

the acute stage and recovered the pre-infection daily functioning level in less than 

a month. Descriptive statistics of questionnaire scores assessing sleep quality, 

severity of insomnia symptoms, and sleep duration are also shown. 
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Table 9.2.  Demographic characteristics, information about COVID-19, and descriptive statistics 

of questionnaire scores evaluating sleep quality, insomnia severity, and sleep duration among 

participants who were tested positive for SARS-CoV-2 from April 2020 to February 2022, and 

from April 2020 to December 2021. 

Variable 

COVID-19 in 

April 2020–February 2022 

(n = 713) 

COVID-19 in 

April 2020–December 2021 

(n = 333) 

N (%) or *mean (SD) 

Age (year) 

Younger (18 to 30) 390 (54.7) 194 (58.3) 

Middle-aged (31 to 50) 250 (35.1) 100 (30.0) 

Older (> 50) 73 (10.2) 39 (11.7) 

Gender 

Male 122 (17.1) 60 (18.0) 

Female 591 (82.9) 273 (82.0) 

BMI 

Underweight range (< 18.5) 48 (6.7) 23 (6.9) 

Healthy weight range (18.5 to < 25) 462 (64.8) 205 (61.6) 

Overweight range (25 to < 30) 146 (20.5) 69 (20.7) 

Obesity (≥ 35) 57 (8.0) 36 (10.8) 

Education 

Middle/High school 216 (30.3) 106 (31.8) 

Bachelor’s degree 171(24.0) 108 (32.4) 

Master’s degree 229 (32.1) 78 (23.4) 

Postgraduate 97 (13.6) 41(12.3) 

COVID-19 severity 

No marked symptoms 183 (25.7) 84 (25.2) 

Mild disease 490 (68.7) 220 (66.1) 

Moderate disease 33 (4.6) 22 (6.6) 

Severe disease 7 (1.0) 7 (2.1) 

Time to recover the pre-infection daily functioning level 

≤ 4 weeks 479 (67.2) 210 (63.1) 

> 4 weeks 234 (32.8) 123 (35.9) 

≤ 12 weeks 270 (81.1) 

> 12 weeks 63 (18.9) 

PSQI score *6.950 ± 3.575 *6.885 ± 3.694

ISI score *8.279 ± 5.419 *8.171 ± 5.330

Sleep duration (hour) *7.205 ± 1.358 *7.215 ± 1.422

Notes: Demographic characteristics and questionnaire scores refer to the first assessment (April 2020), while 

information about COVID-19 was retrospectively collected in April 2022. Numbers preceded by an asterisk 

(*) are mean values (standard deviation). BMI ranges were established according to the American Centers 

for Disease Control and Prevention (2015) guidelines. 

Abbreviations: BMI, Body mass index; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; 

SD, Standard deviation. 
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9.4.2 Prevalence of long-term symptoms after COVID-19 

The prevalence of each long-term symptom one month and three months after 

COVID-19 among the analyzed samples is reported in Figure 9.3a. The 

distribution of the number of symptoms at one month and three months from the 

infection is shown in Figure 9.3b. 
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Figure 9.3. Prevalence of long-term symptoms (a) and distribution of symptoms number 

(b) one month and three months after COVID-19 in the analyzed samples.

Notes: The “After 1 month” group consists of 713 individuals (dark blue bars), while the “After 3 months” 

group comprises 333 subjects (light blue bars). 

Abbreviations: OCD, obsessive-compulsive disorder; PTSD, post-traumatic stress disorder.  
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9.4.3 Association between sleep and the number of long-term symptoms after 

COVID-19 

Results from the NB portion of the ZINB models (Table 9.3) showed that lower 

sleep quality, more severe insomnia symptoms, and shorter sleep duration 

significantly predicted a higher number of long-term symptoms at one month 

and three months after COVID-19. A one-unit increase in PSQI and ISI scores, 

and a one-hour reduction of sleep duration predicted a 7.0%, 4.9%, and 12.5% 

increase in the number of symptoms one month after infection, and an increase 

of 9.1%, 5.4%, and 17.2% in the number of symptoms three months after COVID-

19, respectively. A graphical representation of the relationships between sleep 

variables and the number of long-term symptoms is provided in Figure 9.4. 

Table 9.3. Results from the negative binomial portion of the zero-inflated negative 

binomial regressions [exp(B), 95% confidence intervals, p-value] estimating the effect of 

sleep variables (PSQI score, ISI score, TST) and confounding factors (age, gender, BMI) 

in April 2020 on the number of long-term symptoms one month (M1, M2, M3) and three 

months after COVID-19 (M4, M5, M6). 

Predictor 
M1: sleep quality M2: insomnia severity M3: sleep duration 

exp(B) 95% CI p exp(B) 95% CI p exp(B) 95% CI p 

Intercept 2.325 1.461–3.699 < 0.001 2.315 1.465–3.658 < 0.001 9.182 4.494–18.761 < 0.001 

Gender* 0.912 0.724–1.149 0.433 0.878 0.701–1.101 0.260 0.819 0.649–1.034 0.093 

Age 0.990 0.983–0.998 0.009 0.992 0.984–0.999 0.030 0.987 0.979–0.995 0.001 

BMI 1.023 1.006–1.041 0.008 1.024 1.006–1.041 0.008 1.026 1.008–1.045 0.004 

PSQI score 1.070 1.046–1.094 < 0.001 

ISI score 1.049 1.033–1.064 < 0.001 

TST (hour) 0.889 0.840–0.941 < 0.001 

M4: sleep quality M5: insomnia severity M6: sleep duration 

Intercept 1.312 0.551–3.124 0.540 1.706 0.776–3.752 0.184 8.668 2.478–30.317 0.001 

Gender* 0.925 0.592–1.446 0.733 0.999 0.644–1.550 0.997 0.816 0.522–1.278 0.375 

Age 1.002 0.987–1.018 0.772 1.002 0.988–1.017 0.746 0.996 0.980–1.0120 0.628 

BMI 1.021 0.990–1.054 0.184 1.017 0.986–1.048 0.284 1.027 0.995–1.059 0.097 

PSQI score 1.091 1.047–1.136 < 0.001 

ISI score 1.054 1.027–1.082 < 0.001 

TST (hour) 0.853 0.769–0.946 0.003 

Notes: *Female was used as reference for “Gender” factor; significant values are in bold. 

Abbreviations: BMI, Body mass index; CI, Confidence interval; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; M, Model; PSQI, 

Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; TST, Total sleep time. 
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Figure 9.4. Relationships between sleep variables (PSQI score, ISI score, TST) in April 

2020 and the number of long-term symptoms one month (M1, M2, M3) and three months 

after COVID-19 (M4, M5, M6). 

Notes: Light blue area represents 95% confidence intervals. Each model was adjusted for age, gender, and 

body mass index. 

Abbreviations: ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; M, Model; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; TST, Total sleep 

time. 

Sensitivity analyses adjusting M1–6 for the COVID-19 severity or the time 

distance between swab positivity and the baseline assessment (April 2020) 

confirmed all the significant effects of sleep variables. 

Furthermore, analyses using sleep variables collected in December 2020 as 

predictors confirmed the effect of sleep quality, insomnia severity, and sleep 

duration on the number of symptoms one month after infection (Table 9.4). A 

one-unit increase in PSQI and ISI score, and a one-hour reduction of sleep 

duration predicted an increased number of symptoms by 11.4%, 6.2%, and 27.9%, 

respectively. The relationships between sleep variables and the number of long-

term symptoms are depicted in Figure 9.5. 
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Table 9.4. Results from the negative binomial portion of the zero-inflated negative 

binomial regressions [exp(B), 95% confidence intervals, p-value] estimating the effect of 

sleep variables (PSQI score, ISI score, TST) and confounding factors (age, gender, BMI) 

in December 2020 on the number of long-term symptoms one month after COVID-19. 

Predictor 
M7: sleep quality M8: insomnia severity M9: sleep duration 

exp(B) 95% CI p exp(B) 95% CI p exp(B) 95% CI p 

Intercept 2.209 0.981–4.974 0.056 2.785 1.180–6.574 0.019 34.383 9.470–124.838 < 0.001 

Gender* 0.868 0.591–1.274 0.469 0.953 0.624–1.456 0.825 0.938 0.611–1.442 0.772 

Age 0.983 0.971–0.995 0.006 0.986 0.974–0.999 0.035 0.981 0.968–0.995 0.006 

BMI 1.023 0.991–1.055 0.162 1.021 0.988–1.056 0.216 1.014 0.980–1.050 0.420 

PSQI score 1.114 1.076–1.153 < 0.001 

ISI score 1.062 1.035–1.089 < 0.001 

TST (hour) 0.782 0.699–0.875 < 0.001 

Notes: *Female was used as reference for “Gender” factor; significant values are in bold. 

Abbreviations: BMI, body mass index; CI, Confidence interval; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; M, Model; PSQI, 

Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; TST, Total sleep time. 

Figure 9.5. Relationships between sleep variables (PSQI score, ISI score, TST) in 

December 2020 and the number of long-term symptoms one month after COVID-19. 

Notes: Light blue area represents 95% confidence intervals. Each model was adjusted for age, gender, and 

body mass index. 

Abbreviations: ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; M, model; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; TST, Total sleep 

time. 

Moreover, M10–12 showed a significant association between the occurred 

variations in sleep variables from April 2020 to December 2020 and the number 

of symptoms reported one month after COVID-19 (Table 9.5). A one-unit increase 
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7.9%, 4.0%, and 17.8%, respectively. The relationship between Δ sleep variables 

and the number of symptoms after COVID-19 is shown in Figure 9.6. 

Sensitivity analyses confirmed the role of sleep variables in predicting transient 

symptoms that were reported to occur only one month after the infection, but not 

three months later. 

Table 9.5. Results from the negative binomial portion of the zero-inflated negative 

binomial regressions [exp(B), 95% confidence intervals, p-value] estimating the effect of 

sleep variable variations (Δ PSQI score, Δ ISI score, Δ TST) and confounding factors (age, 

gender, BMI, sleep variables collected in April 2020) on the number of long-term 

symptoms one month after COVID-19. 

Predictor 
M10: sleep quality variation M11: insomnia severity variation M12: sleep duration variation 

exp(B) 95% CI p exp(B) 95% CI p exp(B) 95% CI p 

Intercept 2.091 0.929–4.708 0.075 2.582 1.113–5.990 0.027 47.563 0.761–177.273 < 0.001 

Gender* 0.925 0.631–1.356 0.690 0.944 0.624–1.427 0.784 0.954 0.627–1.450 0.825 

Age 0.985 0.974–0.997 0.014 0.988 0.976–1.000 0.056 0.981 0.968–0.994 0.004 

BMI 1.017 0.986–1.050 0.289 1.015 0.982–1.049 0.382 1.012 0.978–1.046 0.503 

PSQI score 1.131 1.089–1.175 < 0.001 

Δ PSQI score 1.079 1.037–1.124 < 0.001 

ISI score 1.082 1.050–1.114 < 0.001 

Δ ISI score 1.040 1.009–1.072 0.012 

TST (hour) 0.995 0.993–0.997 < 0.001 

Δ TST (hour) 0.849 0.742–0.971 0.017 

Notes: Δ values are calculated subtracting values collected in December 2020 from those in April 2020. 

*Female was used as reference for “Gender” factor; significant values are in bold.

Abbreviations: BMI, body mass index; CI, Confidence interval; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; M, model; PSQI,

Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; TST, Total sleep time.
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Figure 9.6. Relationships between variation in sleep variables from April 2020 to 

December 2020 and the number of long-term symptoms one month after COVID-19. 

Notes: Δ values are calculated subtracting values collected in December 2020 from those in April 2020. Light 

blue area represents 95% confidence intervals. Each model was adjusted for age, gender, body mass index, 

and April 2020 scores. 

Abbreviations: ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; M, model; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; TST, Total sleep 

time. 

9.4.4 Association between pre-infection sleep and each long-term symptom after 

COVID-19 

Results of binomial logistic regressions using sleep variables collected in April 

2020 as predictors indicated that higher PSQI scores significantly increased the 

odds of each analyzed long-term symptom at one (Figure 9.7a) and three months 

from COVID-19 (Figure 9.7b), except for smell/taste dysfunctions, and 

cardiovascular problems experienced at one month from infection. More severe 

insomnia symptoms were significantly associated with higher odds of all 

analyzed long-term symptoms, excluding smell/taste dysfunctions (Figure 

9.7c,d). Finally, a one-hour decrease in sleep duration was associated with higher 

odds of all one-month long-term symptoms, except for asthenia, memory 

problems, smell/taste dysfunctions, appetite reduction, and cardiovascular 

problems (Figure 9.7e). Furthermore, reduced sleep duration was associated with 

increased risk for all symptoms reported after 3 months from infection, excluding 

over-tiredness, concentration/attention difficulty, anxiety, depression, and 

smell/taste dysfunctions (Figure 9.7f).  
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Control analyses using Firth's bias-reduced logistic regressions produced almost 

identical results to those obtained using the reported binomial logistic 

regressions, rejecting possible bias due to the low number of events per predictor 

for some long-term symptoms. Similarly, adjusting for self-reported COVID-19 

severity or the time distance between SARS-CoV-2 infection and the baseline 

assessment (April 2020) confirmed the overall pattern of results. 

Moreover, logistic models using PSQI score, ISI score, and TST of December 2020 

as predictors of symptoms reported one month after COVID-19 almost 

completely confirmed the above-described results. Specifically, lower sleep 

quality (Figure 9.8a) and more severe insomnia symptoms (Figure 9.8b) 

significantly predicted higher odds of every analyzed symptom, except for 

persistent cough. Shorter sleep duration led to higher odds of over-tiredness, 

concentration/attention difficulty, breathlessness/dyspnea, headache, asthenia, 

sleep problems, anxiety, diffuse body pain, brain fog, and deterioration of 

perceived health status (Figure 9.8c). 
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Figure 9.7. Results of logistic regressions (odd ratios and 95% confidence intervals) 

evaluating the predictive effect of sleep variables (PSQI score, ISI score, TST) in April 

2020 on the odds of each long-term symptom one month (a, c, e) and three months after 

COVID-19 (b, d, f). 

Notes: Long-term symptoms were ordered according to the prevalence data (top: most frequent) and 

represent the dependent variables. White dot indicates significance level at p < 0.05, grey dot at p < 0.01, and 

black dot at p < 0.001. “” symbol indicates no statistically significant effect. Grey area indicates insufficient 

(< 5) outcome events per predictor. Each model was adjusted for age, gender, and body mass index. 

Abbreviations: CI, Confidence Interval; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; OCD, obsessive-compulsive disorder; 

OR, odd ratio; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; PTSD, post-traumatic stress disorder; TST, Total sleep 

time.  
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Figure 9.8. Results of logistic regressions (odd ratios and 95% confidence intervals) 

evaluating the predictive effect of sleep variables [PSQI score (a), ISI score (b), TST (c)] 

in December 2020 on the odds of each long-term symptom one month after COVID-19. 

Notes: Long-term symptoms were ordered according to the prevalence data (top: most frequent) and 

represent the dependent variables. White dot indicates significance level at p < 0.05, grey dot at p < 0.01, and 

black dot at p < 0.001. “” symbol indicates no statistically significant effect. Grey area indicates insufficient 

(< 5) outcome events per predictor. Each model was adjusted for age, gender, and body mass index. 

Abbreviations: CI, Confidence Interval; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; OCD, Obsessive-compulsive disorder; 

OR, Odd ratio; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; PTSD, Post-traumatic stress disorder; TST, Total sleep 

time. 
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9.4.5 Association between pre-infection sleep and recovery time after 

COVID-19 

Binomial logistic regression showed that poor sleep quality, more severe 

insomnia symptoms, and shorter sleep duration in April 2020 predicted longer 

recovery time to return to the pre-infection daily functioning level after COVID-

19 (Figure 9.9). A one-unit increase in PSQI and ISI scores, and a one-hour 

reduction of sleep duration were prospectively associated with higher odds of 

recovery in more than four weeks by 13.1%, 9.3%, and 16.8%, and after twelve 

weeks by 21.3%, 12.0%, and 25.3%, respectively. Adjusting for COVID-19 severity 

and the time distance between April 2020 assessment and the virus infection 

confirmed the above results. Finally, logistic regressions using sleep variables 

collected in December 2020 as predictors confirmed the significant association of 

recovery in more than four weeks with PSQI [OR (95% CI) = 1.138 (1.043–1.241), 

p = 0.004] and ISI score [OR (95% CI) = 1.077 (1.018–1.138), p = 0.009]. No 

association was detected for sleep duration [OR (95% CI) = 0.854 (0.664–1.098), p 

= 0.217]. 
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Figure 9.9. Results of logistic regressions (odd ratios and 95% confidence intervals) 

evaluating the predictive effect of sleep variables (PSQI score, ISI score, TST) in April 

2020 on the odds of returning to the pre-infection daily functioning level after 4 and 12 

weeks. 
Notes: Self-reported recovery after 4 and 12 weeks was evaluated on 713 and 333 subjects, respectively. White 

dot indicates significance level at p < 0.05, grey dot at p < 0.01, and black dot at p < 0.001. Each model was 

adjusted for age, gender, and body mass index. 

Abbreviations: CI, Confidence Interval; ISI, Insomnia Severity Index; OR, Odd ratio; PSQI, Pittsburgh Sleep 

Quality Index; TST, Total sleep time. 

 

 

9.5 Discussion 

Since the beginning of the pandemic, millions of people worldwide have 

reported signs and symptoms that continue or develop after COVID-19, affecting 

their ability to resume normal life and giving rise to serious public health 

concerns (The Lancet, 2021). 

To the best of our knowledge, this study is the first to find a prospective 

association between pre-infection sleep disturbances and the occurrence of long-

term symptoms after COVID-19. We highlighted significant dose-dependent 

relationships between previous sleep quality, insomnia severity, and sleep 

duration and the number of symptoms experienced at one and three months 

from the reported positive swab for SARS-CoV-2. Moreover, our study showed 

that lower sleep quality, more severe insomnia, and shorter sleep time lead to 

higher odds of experiencing a broad spectrum of clinical manifestations one and 

three months after COVID-19. Finally, we found that previous sleep problems 
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are related to longer recovery times for returning to the self-perceived pre-

infection daily functioning.  

Our results were consistent with a recent study on a sample of female nurses that 

found an association between short sleep duration collected in 2017 and the 

occurrence of post-COVID-19 conditions (S. Wang, Li, et al., 2023). 

Immune dysregulation and inflammatory mechanisms may explain the 

association between sleep and subsequent post-COVID-19 manifestations. 

Consistent literature showed that sleep disturbances are associated with 

heightened systemic inflammation, as evidenced by increased levels of pro-

inflammatory cytokines (Cho et al., 2015; Ferrie et al., 2013; Irwin et al., 2016; Mills 

et al., 2007; Nowakowski et al., 2018), C-reactive protein (Cho et al., 2015; Ferrie 

et al., 2013; Ghilotti et al., 2021; Irwin et al., 2016; Liukkonen et al., 2007), and 

other markers of inflammation (Irwin et al., 2006; Nowakowski et al., 2018). This 

evidence has been proposed to explain the documented higher risk for 

inflammatory diseases in people with sleep disturbances (Garbarino et al., 2021; 

Irwin et al., 2016). On the other hand, findings from animal (Frere et al., 2022; 

Rutkai et al., 2022) and human models (Crook et al., 2021; M. G. Mazza et al., 

2020, 2021; Phetsouphanh et al., 2022) suggested that a possible mechanism 

behind the long COVID symptoms may involve an abnormal and persistent pro-

inflammatory response weeks/months after infection. For example, 

Phetsouphanh and collaborators (2022) compared immune profiles of long 

COVID individuals with patients without long COVID, identifying a 

combination of inflammatory mediators eight months after infection as the 

correlate of persistent post-COVID-19 symptoms. 

Another interpretation may involve the role of sleep loss as a driver of cellular 

stress and the consequent neuronal damage (Coulson et al., 2022) in the cognitive 

and neuropsychiatric manifestations of long COVID (Schilling et al., 2022). 
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Finally, pre-pandemic evidence suggested that insufficient sleep could impair the 

vaccination efficacy (Prather et al., 2021; Spiegel et al., 2002; Zimmermann & 

Curtis, 2019), and the importance of sleep health has also been advocated for the 

COVID-19 vaccination campaign (Benedict & Cedernaes, 2021; Rayatdoost et al., 

2022). Since previous COVID-19 vaccination seems to reduce the risk of long 

COVID (Notarte et al., 2022), the link between sleep and post-COVID-19 

symptoms may be mediated by the impact of sleep deficiency on the vaccination 

effectiveness. However, providing a clear understanding of the link between 

sleep and subsequent long-term symptoms after SARS-CoV-2 infection 

transcends the objectives and the capacity of the present investigation. Future 

studies should address this question to identify the potential underlying 

biobehavioral mechanisms of the sleep-long COVID relationship. 

In a recent study, S. Wang and collaborators (2022) showed that pre-infection 

psychological distress was prospectively associated with the incidence of various 

post-COVID-19 conditions. The similarity with our findings is unsurprising 

considering the close relationship between sleep disturbances and short sleep 

duration with psychological conditions like anxiety (Alvaro et al., 2013; Cox & 

Olatunji, 2020), depression (Alvaro et al., 2013; Fang et al., 2019; Watson et al., 

2014; Zhai et al., 2015), and stress disorders (Gardani et al., 2022; Y. Zhang et al., 

2019). Furthermore, a growing body of evidence supports a causal role of sleep 

problems in the occurrence of mental health problems (Baglioni et al., 2011; 

Hertenstein et al., 2019; Pigeon et al., 2017; Zhai et al., 2015), and treating sleep 

disturbances seems to improve the subsequent mental health outcomes (Freeman 

et al., 2017; Ho et al., 2016; A. J. Scott et al., 2021). In this view, we could speculate 

that pre-infection sleep disturbances may get involved in the predictive role of 

psychological distress in the incidence of post-COVID-19 symptoms. In line with 

S. Wang and colleagues’ study (2022), smell/taste dysfunction represented the 

only long-term symptom not prospectively associated with all previous sleep 
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outcomes. However, as argued by those authors, the variability in anosmia 

incidence in long COVID may be explained by genetic or binding activity 

differences of the cell entry receptor for SARS-CoV-2 (the angiotensin-converting 

enzyme 2 receptor; Butowt & von Bartheld, 2021) and may be independent from 

inflammatory mechanisms potentially involved in the effects of distress and 

sleep. Further investigations should address this research question. 

The present study has several strengths. The predictive effect of sleep variables 

was obtained by adjusting for important confounding factors (age, gender, and 

BMI) that were associated by previous studies with a higher risk for long COVID 

symptoms (Q. Huang et al., 2022; Sudre et al., 2021; Zeng et al., 2022). The main 

findings were also confirmed after controlling for the COVID-19 severity, which 

is an established predictor of long COVID conditions (Chen et al., 2022; Q. Huang 

et al., 2022; Taquet et al., 2021; Zeng et al., 2022), but also a documented outcome 

of previous sleep problems (B. Huang et al., 2020; Jones et al., 2022). Furthermore, 

the results were replicated in the same sample by using a different baseline 

assessment in December 2020. Finally, our findings were confirmed after 

controlling for the time interval separating the infection from the baseline/follow-

up evaluation, reducing the risk for a possible recall bias due to the time elapsed 

between COVID-19 and the retrospective assessment. At the same time, these 

sensitivity analyses suggested a predictive role of sleep features even after 

several months from COVID-19. Nevertheless, it is worth noting that also the 

changes in sleep quality/quantity over time could affect the post-COVID-19 

sequelae. In fact, variations in sleep variables between April and December 2020 

were associated with the subsequent number of symptoms one month after 

infection. 

Several limitations should also be acknowledged. Notwithstanding our results 

rely on a longitudinal data collection, the long-term symptoms after COVID-19 

were retrospectively reported by participants during the last follow-up 
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assessment (April 2022). Second, the lack of evaluation of potential pre-existing 

health conditions and behaviors did not allow our analyses to account for other 

risk factors for post-COVID-19 conditions (e.g., type 2 diabetes, asthma, smoking 

status, physical activity). Moreover, sleep quality, insomnia symptoms, and sleep 

duration were evaluated using validated self-report instruments. Future 

longitudinal investigations should confirm our results using objective sleep-

assessment instruments (actigraphy, polysomnography) and/or a clinical 

evaluation of sleep disturbances.  

Moreover, the absence of a control group without COVID-19 did not make it 

possible to evaluate if the relationship between previous sleep disturbances and 

some of the examined symptoms (e.g., over-tiredness, memory problems, 

psychiatric conditions) may be partially independent from the infection. 

However, logistic analyses highlighted a significant association between pre-

COVID-19 sleep variables and symptoms that are not typically related to sleep 

problems and are specific of the long COVID syndrome (e.g., 

breathlessness/dyspnea, brain fog, diffuse body pain, persistent cough, appetite 

reduction). Sensitivity analyses supported our interpretation, showing that pre-

COVID-19 sleep features also predict symptoms that were reported to occur only 

one month after the infection, but not three months later. Due to their transient 

occurrence after COVID-19, these relapsing symptoms may be unlikely 

interpreted as functional consequences or comorbidities of habitual poor sleep 

per se. Finally, our samples consisted of non-hospitalized adults and comprised 

a higher portion of female subjects, limiting the generalization of the results. 

 

 

9.6 Conclusions 

In conclusion, this study suggests that pre-existing sleep disturbances and 

inadequate sleep duration are associated with subsequent risk of long-term 
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symptoms after COVID-19. Our findings could have large-scale implications 

considering the sleep-loss epidemic in our society (Chattu et al., 2018; S. Wang, 

Rossheim, et al., 2023) and the considerable rates of insomnia disorder and 

occasionally experienced insomnia symptoms among the adult population (10% 

and 20%, respectively; Morin & Jarrin, 2022). Furthermore, the present results 

may be even more relevant during a historical period that pervasively impacted 

the worldwide population’s sleep. Indeed, meta-analytic studies showed that 

half of the people experienced subthreshold and clinically significant insomnia 

symptoms in the first two pandemic years (AlRasheed et al., 2022), and sleep 

disturbances affected four out of ten people worldwide (Jahrami et al., 2022). 

Raising public awareness about healthy sleep habits may represent an effective 

preventive approach to mitigate the COVID-19 repercussions in the long run, 

with substantial indirect effects at societal level. Further research is warranted to 

determine whether intervention aimed at promoting sleep quality/quantity could 

improve the long-term consequences of COVID-19. 
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Chapter 10 

10 Lessons from the COVID-19 pandemic 
 

 

10.1 Sleep disturbances during the lockdown 

All the contents of this Chapter refer to the chapter “Sleep patterns and sleep 

disturbances during the lockdown periods” in the book “COVID-19 and Sleep: A 

Global Outlook” (Salfi & Ferrara, 2023), reproduced with permission from 

Springer Nature. 

Since the early months of the pandemic, a considerable effort by the international 

scientific community has been conducted to understand the consequences of the 

lockdown periods on human sleep. However, the restraining measures led to the 

closure of research laboratories worldwide, and the only way to collect data 

during social distancing consisted of online surveys. Despite the intrinsic 

limitations of self-reported questionnaires (selection and response biases), the 

massive literature developed during the first pandemic phase provided a crucial 

contribution to the advancement of knowledge about the lockdown 

consequences. 

Italy was the first Western country to deal with the pandemic and to apply a total 

lockdown, and the first evidence of the effect of the self-isolation period on sleep 

was addressed by an Italian study (Cellini et al., 2020). Through an online survey, 

the authors evaluated sleep quality of 1,310 young Italian citizens, retrospectively 

comparing the second week of lockdown with the previous month. The 

investigation showed decreased sleep quality, with an increase in poor sleep 

rates from 40.5% to 52.4% based on PSQI (Buysse et al., 1989). In the subsequent 

months, the detrimental effect of the self-isolation period was systematically 

confirmed in Italy (Casagrande et al., 2020; Gualano et al., 2020). One of the most 
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extensive studies (Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021) on 13,989 participants reported 

alarming rates of poor sleepers (61.1%) and people with at least subthreshold 

insomnia (52.8%), based on PSQI and ISI (Bastien et al., 2001), respectively. As 

the virus spread worldwide, the international scientific interest increased in 

studying the repercussion of the stay-at-home orders on sleep. Blume and 

colleagues (2020) showed reduced sleep quality in three European countries 

(Austria, Germany, and Switzerland). Increased sleep disturbances were 

reported in Greece (Voitsidis et al., 2020), France (Kokou-Kpolou et al., 2020), 

Spain (Dal Santo et al., 2021), Belgium (Cellini et al., 2021), India (Gupta et al., 

2020), China (Y. Li et al., 2020; Lin et al., 2021), Brazil (Taporoski et al., 2022), USA 

(Mandelkorn et al., 2021), Argentina (Valiensi et al., 2022), as well as by 

multinational studies (Mandelkorn et al., 2021; Yuksel et al., 2021).  

In response to this emergent literature, some studies summarized the results 

coming from all over the globe. The first systematic review and meta-analysis on 

this topic (Jahrami et al., 2021) was carried out on 44 papers involving a total of 

54,231 participants from 13 countries. This study estimated a pooled prevalence 

rate of sleep problems among all populations of 35.7%. A more recent systematic 

review and meta-analysis (Jahrami et al., 2022), covering the first six months of 

the pandemic, analyzed 250 papers comprising 493,475 participants from 49 

countries. This study revealed a global prevalence of sleep disturbances of 40.5%, 

showing that sleep disturbances were higher during lockdown (42.5%) compared 

to no lockdown periods (38.0%). Finally, to provide a global overview of the 

insomnia symptoms, a systematic review and individual participant data meta-

analysis was specifically performed on research involving the ISI (AlRasheed et 

al., 2022). This study analyzed 48 studies from 25 countries comprising 133,006 

respondents, showing that the pooled estimate of insomnia symptoms 

(subthreshold and clinically significant) was 52.6%. Specifically, 16.7% of the 
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population suffered from clinically significant insomnia, of which 13.8% suffered 

from moderate insomnia, and 2.5% suffered from severe insomnia.  

The same meta-analyses tried to clarify potential risk factors for the development 

of sleep disturbances. One of these studies focused on possible differences 

between genders, reporting similar prevalence rates of sleep problems during the 

lockdown periods (Alimoradi et al., 2022). Notably, this evidence was supported 

by other meta-analyses that confirmed the absence of a moderating role of sex in 

the global prevalence rates of sleep issues  (Alimoradi et al., 2021; Jahrami et al., 

2021, 2022) and insomnia symptoms (AlRasheed et al., 2022). These findings are 

inconsistent with the pre-pandemic literature as sleep problems such as insomnia 

were typically more common among women (B. Zhang & Wing, 2006). However, 

the closure of the gender gap could be specifically ascribable to the confinement 

situation, as shown by our longitudinal study reported in Chapter 4 that 

highlighted a specific gender-related time course of sleep disturbances during 

prolonged self-isolation (Salfi et al., 2020). Comparing the third and the seventh 

weeks of lockdown, men reported decreased sleep quality and exacerbated 

insomnia symptoms, while women relieved insomnia severity. In this scenario, 

the higher prevalence of moderate/severe insomnia conditions among females 

was no longer present with the extension of the confinement period. 

Meta-analytic studies also confuted a possible role of age in predicting sleep 

problems during the first pandemic phase (Alimoradi et al., 2021, 2022; 

AlRasheed et al., 2022; Jahrami et al., 2022). Again, this finding was unexpected 

as aging is typically associated with increased sleep disturbances (J. Li et al., 2018; 

Patel et al., 2018). As shown in Chapter 2 and 3, the absence of moderation effects 

of age could be driven by a specific vulnerability to sleep problems of the 

youngest people (Amicucci et al., 2021) and the student population under 

confinement (Jahrami et al., 2022; Viselli et al., 2021). 
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During the first contagion wave, healthcare professionals were the frontline 

workers in dealing with the emergency. The increased stressful workload, 

accompanied by higher contagion risk and irregular work schedules, could have 

led them to experience acute sleep disturbances (see Chapter 1 and 6). Some 

meta-analyses confirmed this idea, showing that sleep problems were most 

prevalent in healthcare workers (Alimoradi et al., 2021; Cénat et al., 2021; Jahrami 

et al., 2022). However, the literature in the field is heterogenous, and some reports 

failed to highlight statistically significant differences (AlRasheed et al., 2022), 

showing only numerical higher rates of sleep disturbances in healthcare 

professionals compared to the general population (Alimoradi et al., 2022; Jahrami 

et al., 2021).  

The raised sleep issues under confinement were complemented by higher levels 

of mental health problems and decreased psychological well-being (Rajkumar, 

2020; Vindegaard & Benros, 2020). Considering the bidirectionality between 

sleep and mental health (Alvaro et al., 2013), psychological distress could have 

played a crucial role in fostering sleep disturbances during the first contagion 

wave of COVID-19, as highlighted in Chapter 1. A systematic review and meta-

analysis of 177 papers comprising 345,270 participants from 39 countries 

addressed this topic, evaluating the relationship between sleep problems and 

psychological distress during the first months of the pandemic (Alimoradi et al., 

2021). The study revealed a moderate positive association between sleep 

disturbances and the severity of depressive and anxiety symptoms, emphasizing 

the need for effective programs treating mental health to improve pandemic-

related sleep problems and vice versa. 

Overall, the literature supported the evidence of a general increase in sleep 

disturbances in the worldwide population due to the exceptional measures 

applied to contrast the virus spread. In this scenario, the concomitant 
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psychological distress could have significantly contributed to the development 

and exacerbation of sleep problems.  

 

 

10.2 The sleep duration paradox 

Although the stressful situation of self-confinement led to increased sleep 

problems among the general population, several studies reported a clear 

dissociation between trends of quality and quantity of sleep during the 

lockdowns. Before the COVID-19 outbreak, modern societies were already 

dealing with a sleep-loss epidemic (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 

2015). The social and technological revolutions in the most industrialized nations 

have been associated with a decline in sleep duration across the last decades 

(Bixler, 2009). In this view, the loosening of social obligations during the 

lockdown seemed to paradoxically unlock more time for sleep (Kantermann, 

2020). One of the first studies to address this issue was by Leone and colleagues 

(2020), who analyzed data from 1,021 respondents that completed questionnaires 

before and during the home confinement period. This study showed longer sleep 

duration during lockdown weekdays, with only 37.3% of participants not 

reaching the recommended 7 hours of sleep (Hirshkowitz et al., 2015) during the 

quarantine compared to 60.2% during the pre-pandemic period. Consistently, a 

larger multinational investigation (Global Chrono Corona Survey) on 7,517 

respondents from 40 countries described longer sleep duration on workdays by 

26 min than before COVID-19-mandated social restrictions (Korman et al., 2020). 

This phenomenon was systematically reported by several studies on adult 

populations (Blume et al., 2020; Cellini et al., 2020; Wright et al., 2020), and similar 

results were reported by research focused on younger people. A study involving 

17,000 school-aged children and adolescents in the UK during the first national 

lockdown showed that participants reported longer sleep duration than in 2019, 
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with a maximal improvement in younger secondary school students (+45 min) 

(Illingworth et al., 2022). These results were objectively confirmed by research 

that analyzed large amounts of smartphone users' data. Robbins and co-workers 

(Robbins et al., 2021) examined 2.9 million nights of sleep recordings from 

different continents, suggesting the lockdown periods were associated with a 20-

min sleep extension worldwide compared with the previous year. 

Further confirmations of the lockdown-induced sleep extension came from 

longitudinal studies carried out during different pandemic phases, and the study 

described in Chapter 8 provided a compelling countercheck of the sleep duration 

paradox. Indeed, we showed that, as the COVID-19 mitigation strategies were 

gradually loosened, sleep disturbances improved, while sleep duration 

decreased (−20 min) (Salfi, Amicucci, et al., 2022). Reduced sleep times after the 

lockdowns were confirmed by other studies using wearable sleep/activity 

trackers (Massar et al., 2021) and by investigations that analyzed large datasets 

from thousands of smartphone users (R. K. Yuan et al., 2022).  

In sum, this literature supported the idea that lockdown periods provided people 

worldwide increased opportunities to sleep, suggesting the existence of a societal 

sleep deficit during pre-pandemic times. However, it was a transitory 

phenomenon that tended to disappear with the gradual resolution of the 

emergency. 

 

 

10.3 Changes in sleep schedule and social jetlag 

One of the most striking consequences of the lockdown periods was a pervasive 

shift in sleep schedules. The international literature consistently found delayed 

sleep timing, perhaps because of the relaxed social time pressure under self-

confinement. Our large cross-sectional study (Chapter 1) showed that 59% of the 

sample reported delayed bedtimes and 63% delayed wake-up times during 
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lockdown (Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021). The same studies that demonstrated the 

sleep extension effect also shed light on when people slept during the lockdown. 

In a sample of young workers, Cellini and colleagues (2020) demonstrated later 

bedtimes (+41 min) and even later wake-up times (+73 min). Similar results were 

obtained by investigations on a large sample of children and adolescents 

(Illingworth et al., 2022), as well as among university students (Marelli et al., 

2021; Wright et al., 2020). Later sleep timing than 2019 was confirmed by a global 

analysis of almost 65,000 users of the “Sleep As Android” smartphone application, 

with the extent of changes strictly linked with the progression of the emergency 

in each country (R. K. Yuan et al., 2022). 

During home confinement, people interrupted their daily social activity, and 

millions of workers and schoolers began to work from home with more flexibility 

in working hours. In this view, the lockdown represented a unique opportunity 

to reduce the discrepancy between the social/working clocks and the endogenous 

sleep-wake rhythm (social jetlag) (Wittmann et al., 2006). Several studies 

demonstrated that the changes in sleep schedule were significantly different 

between weekdays and weekends, and the most evident variations were found 

on weekdays (Blume et al., 2020; Korman et al., 2020; Leone et al., 2020; Wright 

et al., 2020). A large international study collecting data from 40 countries showed 

delayed mid-sleep time on workdays and free days by 50 and 22 min, 

respectively (Korman et al., 2020). These outcomes were objectively confirmed 

by analyzing nocturnal sleep patterns of ~113,000 sleep tracker users from 20 

countries (Ong et al., 2021). This study found later midsleep times particularly on 

weekdays, whose extent was greater with increasing stringency of confinement 

measures. Based on this evidence, the current literature is consistent in indicating 

that the lockdown periods led to better regularity of sleep timing worldwide, 

alleviating the social jetlag phenomenon (Blume et al., 2020; Korman et al., 2020; 

Leone et al., 2020; Wright et al., 2020).  
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The confirmation of the lockdown-related delay of sleep times and reduced social 

jetlag also came from studies evaluating people longitudinally after lifting the 

stay-at-home orders. The study described in Chapter 6 showed that the 

participants went to sleep 36 min earlier and woke up 56 min earlier during a 

subsequent period of lighter restraining measures compared to the first 

lockdown (Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2021). Moreover, a study using wearable sleep 

trackers showed an immediate increase in social jetlag as a consequence of the 

cessation of the isolation measures (Massar et al., 2021).  

In conclusion, studies across multiple societies and different population groups 

showed a substantial shift to later sleep schedules during the lockdown, and the 

effect was more prominent on weekdays. This effect temporarily allowed people 

to comply with their circadian rhythms, leading to a transitory reduction of social 

jetlag. 

 

 

10.4 The chronotype matter 

The lifted societal demands under home confinement led to a worldwide 

reduction in social jetlag (Blume et al., 2020; Korman et al., 2020; Leone et al., 

2020; Wright et al., 2020). This phenomenon is intrinsically linked with the 

circadian typology concept, with evening-types experiencing the most 

pronounced misalignment between social and biological clocks in modern 

society (Roenneberg et al., 2019). In this view, the lockdown periods could have 

unevenly affected the sleep patterns of different chronotypes. 

The first to address this topic was the study described in Chapter 1. We found a 

higher prevalence of delayed bedtime (75.3%) and wake-up time (77.1%) in ET 

compared with MT people (44.3% and 49,8%, respectively). In stark contrast with 

pre-pandemic literature (Adan et al., 2012), ET slept longer than MT. However, a 

higher rate of ET respondents reported a negative impact of the confinement 
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measures on sleep than the MT group (69.0% vs. 50.4%), and eveningness was 

associated with lower sleep quality and more severe insomnia symptoms (Salfi, 

Lauriola, et al., 2021). The vulnerability of late chronotypes during the lockdown 

periods was subsequently confirmed by a multinational investigation of 19,267 

adults from 15 countries (Merikanto et al., 2022). The authors showed specific 

delayed sleep timing and increased sleep duration in the ET group under 

confinement compared with a retrospective pre-lockdown assessment. This 

effect led to the disappearance of the well-known differences in sleep duration 

between chronotypes. On the other hand, the same study highlighted that sleep 

problems (e.g., insomnia symptoms, nightmares, and daytime sleepiness) 

primarily increased among evening-types. A specific benefit on sleep duration of 

night owls was confirmed by another investigation on 610 US adults (Bottary et 

al., 2022) that found a stronger lockdown-related decrease in social sleep 

restriction (the difference between weekend and weekday sleep duration) among 

the ET population. Remarkably, the only investigation providing an objective 

sleep evaluation reported similar results (Pépin et al., 2021). Using data from 599 

adults collected by a commercial EEG wearable headband, the authors compared 

confinement and the pre-lockdown period, demonstrating a larger shift to later 

sleep timing among the ET people, and no difference in sleep duration. 

Furthermore, eveningness preference was associated with a higher increase in 

REM sleep as a consequence of the longer sleep duration. Remarkably, looking 

at subsequent pandemic phases, the study described in Chapter 8 showed that 

the time course of sleep duration variations differed between chronotypes. We 

found that the gradual loosening of restraining measures led ET people to sleep 

less and less than morning-types across the subsequent two years from lockdown 

(Salfi, Amicucci, et al., 2022).  

Overall, the literature described distinct changes in sleep patterns according to 

circadian typology. The lockdown period allowed ET people to sleep longer and 
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more aligned with their endogenous clock (decreased social jetlag), suggesting a 

pre-existing sleep deficit in this population and greater susceptibility to 

pandemic-related societal changes. Meanwhile, these benefits were over-

weighted by a concomitant worsening of sleep disturbances. On the other hand, 

the MT population was characterized by a more stable sleep schedule, with 

morningness suggested as a protective factor against the development of sleep 

disturbances during home confinement. 

 

 

10.5 The impact of working/schooling adjustments 

The societal changes imposed by the COVID-19 outbreak radically disrupted the 

labor market worldwide. Millions of people suspended their work, while most 

of the general population began working from home for the first time 

(Brynjolfsson et al., 2020; Eurofound, 2020). Home working removed the need to 

commute to the workplace and could be characterized by higher flexibility of 

working schedules. This situation drastically affected the daily routine as well as 

the sleep rhythms of workers, giving rise to an unprecedented natural 

experiment to understand how sleep changes when work hours and work 

environments change. 

In one study, Leone and colleagues (2020) analyzed a subgroup of their sample 

that reported working from home, compared with people continuing to reach the 

workplace during the stay-at-home orders. The authors showed a specific benefit 

of working from home, as this condition was associated with longer sleep time, 

reduced social jetlag, and delayed sleep timing compared to the pre-pandemic 

assessment. Moreover, the study found an increased prevalence of remote 

workers reaching the minimum recommended 7 hours of sleep on weekdays 

during the lockdown (from 39% to 65%). In contrast, this prevalence was stable 

among those who continued to work outside (from 27% to 32%). Our 
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investigation (Chapter 1) provided similar results as we demonstrated better 

sleep quality, lower insomnia severity, longer sleep duration (+27 min), and later 

bedtime and wake-up time among 3,536 adults working from home compared 

with 1,675 respondents who reached the workplace (Salfi, Lauriola, et al., 2021). 

Raman and Coogan (Raman & Coogan, 2021) confirmed these findings in a group 

of 797 Irish adults, showing that remote working during restrictions led to a more 

delayed midsleep time, longer workday sleep duration, and a more marked 

reduction of social jetlag than “essential” workers who continued to attend their 

workplace. However, the benefits of remote working may not have involved all 

circadian typologies in the same way, considering that the effect of working 

schedules on sleep quality and duration seems to depend on individual 

chronotypes (Juda et al., 2013; Vetter et al., 2015). In line with this idea, the results 

reported in Chapter 7 demonstrated that the effects of the working adjustments 

due to the COVID-19 outbreak were not generalizable to the whole population, 

highlighting better sleep quality, reduced insomnia symptoms, and longer sleep 

duration specifically among the night owls (Salfi, D’Atri, et al., 2022). 

Another main consequence of the confinement measures was a pervasive 

upheaval in the school community. In-presence lessons were suspended, and 

remote learning became the norm for millions of students. Although 

homeschooling continued to be characterized by fixed schedules, removing 

morning commutes could have facilitated young people to follow their 

endogenous circadian rhythm, typically oriented to the eveningness 

(Roenneberg et al., 2019), with possible implications for their sleep health. This 

idea finds its roots in a large body of evidence demonstrating the beneficial 

effects of later school start time on the younger population’ sleep (e.g., Alfonsi et 

al., 2020). 

A Brazilian longitudinal study addressed this topic, comparing sleep measures 

collected during the lockdown with measures collected one year before among a 
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sample of 259 high school adolescents (Santos & Louzada, 2022). The authors 

found that students during remote classes slept later, spent more time in bed 

(+152 min), and reported lower daily sleepiness compared to the pre-pandemic 

assessment. Moreover, the nap habits decreased during the lockdown as a 

consequence of increased sleep duration at nighttime. Consistently, another 

longitudinal study on 94 high school students showed substantially delayed 

sleep schedules during the pandemic. Moreover, participants who slept less than 

7.4 hours before the COVID-19 outbreak reported longer sleep duration (+30 min) 

and improved sleep quality during school closures (Genta et al., 2021). Notably, 

similar findings were obtained by a study that evaluated sleep patterns using 

wrist actigraphy and sleep diaries, confirming later bedtime and wake-up time, 

longer sleep duration (+22 min) and lower sleepiness during school days from 

home (Stone et al., 2021).  

In conclusion, working and schooling adjustments due to the COVID-19 

outbreak compromised the role of one of the crucial social zeitgebers, leading to a 

general delay in sleep schedules. However, this scenario allowed both workers 

and students to sleep longer and better, suggesting a detrimental effect of 

working/schooling obligations in pre-pandemic times, particularly among the so-

called night owls.  

 

 

10.6 The role of daylight exposure  

The sun’s daily cycle substantially affects the circadian clock, sleep, and alertness. 

Ambient light is the most important zeitgeber and plays a crucial role in human 

physiology, entraining the circadian cycle to local time (Blume et al., 2019). 

Moreover, environmental light is intimately involved in the daily regulation of 

melatonin, a key sleep-promoting pineal gland hormone (Brown, 1994). High-

intensity daylight exposure is beneficial for sleep, and some studies showed that 
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low light level could impact sleep quality (Boubekri et al., 2014; Figueiro et al., 

2017), lead to shorter sleep duration (Boubekri et al., 2014), cause longer sleep-

onset latency (Figueiro et al., 2017), and interfere with sleep architecture (Wams 

et al., 2017).  

During lockdown periods, the freedom of movement was substantially reduced 

as people were allowed to leave their homes for limited purposes, e.g., shopping 

for basic necessities and reaching the workplace. Consequently, one of the main 

implications of the stay-at-home orders was a large-scale reduction of daylight 

exposure. This situation could have interfered with sleep health and the circadian 

clock, and international agencies immediately recommended ensuring adequate 

daylight exposure during self-isolation (Altena et al., 2020; Morin et al., 2020). 

However, under strict confinement, many citizens could have hardly followed 

the advice, especially those living in homes with limited outside areas and small 

windows. Despite the significance of this topic, few studies were performed in 

this field. Blume and colleagues (2020) addressed this issue by surveying 435 

adults and retrospectively comparing the lockdown scenario with a pre-

confinement period. Their study showed decreased sleep quality under 

quarantine, but higher levels of daylight exposure buffered the sleep quality 

impairment and were associated with longer sleep time. An online survey 

performed during New Zealand’s 2020 lockdown on 723 adults confirmed these 

results, reporting that people spent 1 hour less per day under the open sky. The 

reduced daylight exposure predicted worsened sleep quality compared with a 

pre-pandemic assessment (Gibson et al., 2022). Similar findings were obtained by 

the Global Chrono Corona Survey (Korman et al., 2022). The authors 

demonstrated a 1-hour median decrease in outdoor light exposure among 7,517 

respondents during social restrictions. This variation was significantly associated 

with reduced sleep quality compared to the pre-lockdown period. 
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Besides sunlight, artificial light also plays a role in regulating sleep rhythms, with 

positive effects of high levels of office lights in the morning (Figueiro et al., 2017). 

However, indoor home light levels are generally lower than those for commercial 

office or school spaces, and some evidence suggested that staying in a bright 

room indoors may counteract sleep disturbances and sleep-related impairments 

under confinement (Figueiro et al., 2021). 

In sum, the literature consistently demonstrated that reduced daylight exposure 

due to home confinement was an important contributory factor in explaining the 

raised sleep disturbances worldwide. Spending more time outdoors, when 

possible, represented an effective strategy to mitigate the detrimental effects of 

home confinement. 

 

 

10.7 The screen time effect 

The imposition of social distancing measures and the limitations of outdoor 

activities during the lockdowns had an inevitable consequence around the world: 

the massive use of digital devices. Self-confined people substantially increased 

the time spent on social networks and video calling to compensate for the limited 

face-to-face interactions. The world population began to spend more and more 

time facing a television or using the internet to occupy their growing free time 

and fight boredom. Furthermore, hundreds of millions of people began to work 

or attend school from home, leading to an unprecedented daily use of computers 

and tablets. All these factors led to a worldwide increase in screen time. A 

systematic review and meta-analysis of 89 studies (Trott et al., 2022) tried to 

summarize this phenomenon, indicating that the total screen time and leisure 

screen time (non-work/non-academic) of the adult population increased by 1 

hour/day and 0.7 hour/day during the pandemic, respectively.  
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Notwithstanding that the use of computers, smartphones, tablets, and televisions 

may have helped to deal with the stressful confinement situation, the pre-

pandemic literature consistently described a negative impact of evening screen 

exposure on sleep health. Several studies showed alerting effects of lights emitted 

by modern electronic devices by dampening melatonin release (Cajochen et al., 

2011; A. Green et al., 2017).  

The study described in Chapter 5 was the first to address a possible impact of the 

increased evening screen exposure during the lockdown on sleep, showing that 

the variations of screen habits before bedtime played a critical role in the time 

course of sleep problems under self-isolation (Salfi, Amicucci, et al., 2021). Our 

study demonstrated that increased screen time led to lower sleep quality, more 

severe insomnia symptoms, shorter sleep duration, prolonged sleep onset 

latency, and delayed bedtime and get up time. On the other hand, people who 

decreased their exposure to electronic devices reported the opposite pattern of 

outcomes. In line with these results, a recent systematic review confirmed the 

detrimental role of screen exposure on sleep duration and quality during the 

COVID-19 pandemic (Drumheller & Fan, 2022). Notably, the pandemic-related 

upsurge in screen time was reported in all age groups (Trott et al., 2022), and 

some studies confirmed the association between overuse of electronic devices 

and sleep problems also in the younger population (Bruni et al., 2021). 

Another way that evening exposure to electronic devices could have impaired 

sleep is by the arousing and exciting effects of some screen-mediated contents 

(Higuchi et al., 2005). During the initial phase of the emergency, media have 

played an essential role in advising people about adequate prevention behaviors. 

However, a constant overexposure to ever-changing news and the overload of 

information consisting of potentially traumatic content and dramatic news may 

have contributed to deteriorating sleep by fueling anxiety and distress (J. Gao et 

al., 2020). In this view, an online survey of 1,005 adults representative of the 
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French population found that overexposure to media content about COVID-19 

emergency was linked with more severe sleep problems, daytime impairment, 

and/or sleeping pill use during the self-isolation situation (Léger et al., 2020). 

Overall, the current literature supported the assumption that the large-scale 

increased screen time during the social distancing period negatively impacted 

general population’s sleep health, also affecting their sleep schedule. The light 

per se and the COVID-19-related contents could have interfered with sleep 

patterns, simultaneously intervening in physiological and cognitive mechanisms 

of arousal. 

 

 

10.8 The sleep-immunity interaction in the context of COVID-19 

Good sleep is essential for the proper functioning of the immune system. 

Evidence from human studies indicated that sleep deprivation impacted 

immune-cell number, function, and cytokine production (Bryant et al., 2004). 

Consistently, short sleep duration and poor sleep efficiency have been associated 

with increased susceptibility to infectious illness and having a more challenging 

time fighting off infections (S. Cohen et al., 2009; Prather et al., 2015; D. E. Wang 

et al., 2016).  

These results were confirmed by recent studies addressing the role of previous 

sleep on SARS-CoV-2 infection and COVID-19 course. A multicenter, 

retrospective cohort study including 164 infected and 188 uninfected Chinese 

adults showed that reduced sleep in the week before COVID-19 was associated 

with higher illness severity (B. Huang et al., 2020). This finding was later 

confirmed by a larger investigation utilizing 20 years of registry data and follow-

up of over 500,000 people from the UK Biobank and FinnGen  (Jones et al., 2022). 

In the study, Mendelian randomization suggested that insomnia is a causal risk 

factor for COVID-19 infection, hospitalization, and death from COVID-19. 
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Moreover, Vargas and colleagues (2023) analyzed a sample of 149 COVID-19 

survivors demonstrating that those who reported insomnia in the two years 

before infection were more likely to report a longer symptom duration (24.8 sick 

days) than no insomniac group (16.1 sick days).  

Beyond the acute illness phase, COVID-19 is characterized by a wide range of 

long-term symptoms (long COVID), whose incidence has been ascribable to an 

aberrant and persistent pro-inflammatory response on a systemic level after 

several months from infection (Crook et al., 2021; Phetsouphanh et al., 2022). The 

results described in Chapter 9 suggested to extending the role of pre-infection 

sleep to the occurrence of long COVID symptoms (Salfi, Amicucci, et al., 2023). 

Our study showed a predictive effect of previous sleep disturbances and short 

sleep duration in predisposing people to experience long-term manifestations 

after COVID-19. This hypothesis has been supported by another prospective 

investigation showing that sleeping less than 7 hours or more than 9 hours per 

night in 2017 was associated with increased risk for post-COVID-19 conditions 

compared with people who slept 7–9 hours (S. Wang, Li, et al., 2023).  

On the other hand, consistent pre-pandemic literature suggested that insufficient 

sleep could impair the vaccination (Prather et al., 2021; Spiegel et al., 2002; 

Zimmermann & Curtis, 2019).  These studies led to hypothesize that an adequate 

sleep amount and quality may promote the vaccination efficacy against SARS-

CoV-2 (Benedict & Cedernaes, 2021; Rayatdoost et al., 2022). To date, only one 

study addressed this topic showing on a sample of 544 adults that insomnia was 

associated with lower antibody levels against COVID-19 three weeks after 

Pfizer–BioNTech vaccine inoculation (Athanasiou et al., 2023). 

Further investigation is warranted, considering that the vaccination implications 

may not be limited to the odds of infection or illness severity. Consistently, a 

recent meta-analysis of six studies involving over 17 million individuals 

indicated that vaccination before SARS-CoV-2 infection led to lower risks of long-
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COVID, with higher efficacy for two doses than one (Notarte et al., 2022). In this 

view, the sleep-vaccine efficacy interaction may also be relevant when examining 

the long-term COVID-19 sequelae. 

In conclusion, a growing body of evidence supports the notion that good sleep is 

crucial for effectively dealing with SARS-CoV-2 infection. The benefits may also 

extend to the long COVID condition, although future studies should confirm the 

preliminary results clarifying the biobehavioral mechanisms involved. Finally, 

sleep could prove to be important in promoting the efficacy of vaccinations 

against SARS-CoV-2. However, this idea, which finds its roots in the pre-

pandemic literature, has been scarcely addressed in the context of COVID-19. 

  



 

 

 
198 

 

  



 

 

 
199 

  



200 

References 

Acharya, L., Jin, L., & Collins, W. (2018). College life is stressful today - Emerging stressors and 

depressive symptoms in college students. Journal of American College Health, 66(7), 655–664. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/07448481.2018.1451869 

Adan, A., Archer, S. N., Hidalgo, M. P., di Milia, L., Natale, V., & Randler, C. (2012). Circadian 

typology: A comprehensive review. Chronobiology International, 29(9), 1153–1175. 

https://doi.org/10.3109/07420528.2012.719971 

AGCOM. (2020). Osservatorio sulle telecomunicazioni, Monitoraggio COVID-19 n.2/2020. 

https://www.agcom.it/documents/10179/20594109/Documento+generico+02-11-

2020/a11f575f-b057-4a39-bb5d-35de8006faaf?version=1.0 

Åkerstedt, T., Kecklund, G., & Selén, J. (2010). Early morning work—prevalence and relation to 

sleep/wake problems: a national representative survey. Chronobiology International, 27(5), 

975–986. https://doi.org/10.3109/07420528.2010.489001 

Alfonsi, V., Gorgoni, M., Scarpelli, S., Zivi, P., Sdoia, S., Mari, E., Fraschetti, A., Ferlazzo, F., 

Giannini, A. M., & de Gennaro, L. (2021). COVID-19 lockdown and poor sleep quality: Not 

the whole story. Journal of Sleep Research, 30(5), 1–6. https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13368 

Alimoradi, Z., Broström, A., Tsang, H. W. H., Griffiths, M. D., Haghayegh, S., Ohayon, M. M., 

Lin, C. Y., & Pakpour, A. H. (2021). Sleep problems during COVID-19 pandemic and its’ 

association to psychological distress: A systematic review and meta-analysis. 

EClinicalMedicine, 36. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eclinm.2021.100916 

Alimoradi, Z., Gozal, D., Tsang, H. W. H., Lin, C. Y., Broström, A., Ohayon, M. M., & Pakpour, 

A. H. (2022). Gender-specific estimates of sleep problems during the COVID-19 pandemic: 

Systematic review and meta-analysis. Journal of Sleep Research, 31(1), 1–16. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13432 

Allen, M. S., Walter, E. E., & Swann, C. (2019). Sedentary behaviour and risk of anxiety: A 

systematic review and meta-analysis. Journal of Affective Disorders, 242, 5–13. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2018.08.081 

AL-Omiri, M. K., Alzoubi, I. A., al Nazeh, A. A., Alomiri, A. K., Maswady, M. N., & Lynch, E. 

(2021). COVID-19 and Personality: A Cross-Sectional Multicenter Study of the Relationship 

Between Personality Factors and COVID-19-Related Impacts, Concerns, and Behaviors. 

Frontiers in Psychiatry, 12, 126. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2021.608730 

AlRasheed, M. M., Fekih-Romdhane, F., Jahrami, H., Pires, G. N., Saif, Z., Alenezi, A. F., Humood, 

A., Chen, W., Dai, H., Bragazzi, N., Pandi-Perumal, S. R., BaHammam, A. S., Vitiello, M. V., 

& COMITY investigators. (2022). The prevalence and severity of insomnia symptoms 

during COVID-19: A global systematic review and individual participant data meta-

analysis. Sleep Medicine, 100, 7–23. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2022.06.020 

Alsubaie, M. M., Stain, H. J., Webster, L. A. D., & Wadman, R. (2019). The role of sources of social 

support on depression and quality of life for university students. International Journal of 

Adolescence and Youth, 24(4), 484–496. https://doi.org/10.1080/02673843.2019.1568887 

Altena, E., Baglioni, C., Espie, C. A., Ellis, J., Gavriloff, D., Holzinger, B., Schlarb, A., Frase, L., 

Jernelöv, S., & Riemann, D. (2020). Dealing with sleep problems during home confinement 

due to the COVID-19 outbreak: Practical recommendations from a task force of the 

European CBT-I Academy. Journal of Sleep Research, 29(4). https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13052 

Alvaro, P. K., Roberts, R. M., & Harris, J. K. (2013). A Systematic Review Assessing 

Bidirectionality between Sleep Disturbances, Anxiety, and Depression. Sleep, 36(7), 1059–

1068. https://doi.org/10.5665/sleep.2810 



 

 

 
201 

American Psychiatric Association. (2000). Diagnostic and statistical manual of mental disorders (4th, 

text ed.). 

Amicucci, G., Salfi, F., D’atri, A., Viselli, L., & Ferrara, M. (2021). The Differential Impact of 

COVID-19 Lockdown on Sleep Quality, Insomnia, Depression, Stress, and Anxiety 

among Late Adolescents and Elderly in Italy. Brain Sciences, 11(10). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/brainsci11101336 

Ammar, A., Mueller, P., Trabelsi, K., Chtourou, H., Boukhris, O., Masmoudi, L., Bouaziz, B., 

Brach, M., Schmicker, M., Bentlage, E., How, D., Ahmed, M., Aloui, A., Hammouda, O., 

Paineiras-Domingos, L. L., Braakmanjansen, A., Wrede, C., Bastoni, S., Pernambuco, C. S., 

… Hoekelmann, A. (2020). Psychological consequences of COVID-19 home confinement: 

The ECLB-COVID19 multicenter study. PLOS ONE, 15(11), e0240204. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0240204 

Antúnez, J. M., Navarro, J. F., & Adan, A. (2015). Circadian typology is related to resilience and 

optimism in healthy adults. Chronobiology International, 32(4), 524–530. 

https://doi.org/10.3109/07420528.2015.1008700 

Athanasiou, N., Baou, K., Papandreou, E., Varsou, G., Amfilochiou, A., Kontou, E., Pataka, A., 

Porpodis, K., Tsiouprou, I., Kaimakamis, E., Kotoulas, S. C., Katsibourlia, E., Alexopoulou, 

C., Bouloukaki, I., Panagiotarakou, M., Dermitzaki, A., Charokopos, N., Pagdatoglou, K., 

Lamprou, K., … Vagiakis, E. (2023). Association of sleep duration and quality with 

immunological response after vaccination against severe acute respiratory syndrome 

coronavirus-2 infection. Journal of Sleep Research, 32(1), e13656. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13656 

Au, J., & Reece, J. (2017). The relationship between chronotype and depressive symptoms: A 

meta-analysis. Journal of Affective Disorders, 218, 93–104. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2017.04.021 

Badenoch, J. B., Rengasamy, E. R., Watson, C., Jansen, K., Chakraborty, S., Sundaram, R. D., 

Hafeez, D., Burchill, E., Saini, A., Thomas, L., Cross, B., Hunt, C. K., Conti, I., Ralovska, S., 

Hussain, Z., Butler, M., Pollak, T. A., Koychev, I., Michael, B. D., … Rooney, A. G. (2021). 

Persistent neuropsychiatric symptoms after COVID-19: a systematic review and meta-

analysis. Brain Communications, 4(1). https://doi.org/10.1093/braincomms/fcab297 

Baglioni, C., Battagliese, G., Feige, B., Spiegelhalder, K., Nissen, C., Voderholzer, U., Lombardo, 

C., & Riemann, D. (2011). Insomnia as a predictor of depression: A meta-analytic evaluation 

of longitudinal epidemiological studies. Journal of Affective Disorders, 135(1–3), 10–19. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2011.01.011 

Bakotic, M., Radosevic-Vidacek, B., & Bjelajac, A. K. (2017). Morningness–eveningness and 

daytime functioning in university students: the mediating role of sleep characteristics. 

Journal of Sleep Research, 26(2), 210–218. https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.12467 

Baron, K. G., & Reid, K. J. (2014). Circadian misalignment and health. International Review of 

Psychiatry, 26(2), 139–154. https://doi.org/10.3109/09540261.2014.911149 

Barrea, L., Pugliese, G., Framondi, L., di Matteo, R., Laudisio, D., Savastano, S., Colao, A., & 

Muscogiuri, G. (2020). Does Sars-Cov-2 threaten our dreams? Effect of quarantine on sleep 

quality and body mass index. Journal of Translational Medicine, 18(1), 1–11. 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12967-020-02465-y 

Barros, M. B. de A., Lima, M. G., Malta, D. C., Szwarcwald, C. L., Azevedo, R. C. S. de, Romero, 

D., Souza Júnior, P. R. B. de, Azevedo, L. O., Machado, Í. E., Damacena, G. N., Gomes, C. S., 

Werneck, A. de O., Silva, D. R. P. da, Pina, M. de F. de, & Gracie, R. (2020). Report on 

sadness/depression, nervousness/anxiety and sleep problems in the Brazilian adult 

population during the COVID-19 pandemic. Epidemiologia e Serviços de Saúde, 29(4), 

e2020427. https://doi.org/10.1590/s1679-49742020000400018 



 

 

 
202 

Basishvili, T., Oniani, N., Sakhelashvili, I., Eliozishvili, M., Khizanashvili, M., Arabidze, M., 

Tsaava, M., Charekishvili, T., Tsertsvadze, N., & Darchia, N. (2021). Insomnia, Pre-Sleep 

Arousal, Psychosocial Factors and Changes in Sleep Pattern during the Second Wave 

Lockdown of the COVID-19 Pandemic in Georgia. Brain Sciences, 12(1), 17. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/brainsci12010017 

Bastien, C. H., Vallières, A., & Morin, C. M. (2001). Validation of the Insomnia Severity Index as 

an outcome measure for insomnia research. Sleep Medicine, 2(4), 297–307. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/s1389-9457(00)00065-4 

Bates, D., Mächler, M., Bolker, B. M., & Walker, S. C. (2015). Fitting Linear Mixed-Effects Models 

Using lme4. Journal of Statistical Software, 67(1), 1–48. https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v067.I01 

Beck, F., Léger, D., Fressard, L., Peretti-Watel, P., Verger, P., Peretti-Watel, P., & The Coconel 

group. (2021). Covid-19 health crisis and lockdown associated with high level of sleep 

complaints and hypnotic uptake at the population level. Journal of Sleep Research, 30(1). 

https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13119 

Bedrosian, T. A., & Nelson, R. J. (2017). Timing of light exposure affects mood and brain circuits. 

Translational Psychiatry, 7(1), e1017. https://doi.org/10.1038/tp.2016.262 

Benedict, C., & Cedernaes, J. (2021). Could a good night’s sleep improve COVID-19 vaccine 

efficacy? The Lancet Respiratory Medicine, 9(5), 447–448. https://doi.org/10.1016/s2213-

2600(21)00126-0 

Benham, G. (2021). Stress and sleep in college students prior to and during the COVID-19 

pandemic. Stress and Health, 37(3), 504–515. https://doi.org/10.1002/smi.3016 

Benjamini, Y., & Hochberg, Y. (1995). Controlling the False Discovery Rate: A Practical and 

Powerful Approach to Multiple Testing. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society: Series B 

(Methodological), 57(1), 289–300. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2517-6161.1995.tb02031.x 

Benke, C., Autenrieth, L. K., Asselmann, E., & Pané-Farré, C. A. (2022). One year after the COVID-

19 outbreak in Germany: long-term changes in depression, anxiety, loneliness, distress and 

life satisfaction. European Archives of Psychiatry and Clinical Neuroscience, 0123456789, 20–23. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00406-022-01400-0 

Besedovsky, L., Lange, T., & Born, J. (2012). Sleep and immune function. Pflugers Archiv, 463(1), 

121. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00424-011-1044-0 

Bhat, S., Pinto-Zipp, G., Upadhyay, H., & Polos, P. G. (2018). “To sleep, perchance to tweet”: in-

bed electronic social media use and its associations with insomnia, daytime sleepiness, 

mood, and sleep duration in adults. Sleep Health, 4(2), 166–173. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleh.2017.12.004 

Biddle, J., & Hamermesh, D. (1990). Sleep and the Allocation of Time. Journal of Political Economy, 

98(5), 922–943. https://doi.org/10.1086/261713 

Biwer, F., Wiradhany, W., oude Egbrink, M., Hospers, H., Wasenitz, S., Jansen, W., & de Bruin, 

A. (2021). Changes and Adaptations: How University Students Self-Regulate Their Online 

Learning During the COVID-19 Pandemic. Frontiers in Psychology, 12, 1206. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.642593 

Bixler, E. (2009). Sleep and society: An epidemiological perspective. Sleep Medicine, 10(S1), S3–S6. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2009.07.005 

Blume, C., Garbazza, C., & Spitschan, M. (2019). Effects of light on human circadian rhythms, 

sleep and mood. Somnologie, 23(3), 147–156. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11818-019-00215-x 

Blume, C., Schmidt, M. H., & Cajochen, C. (2020). Effects of the COVID-19 lockdown on human 

sleep and rest-activity rhythms. Current Biology, 30(14), R795. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/J.CUB.2020.06.021 

Bottary, R., Fields, E. C., Kensinger, E. A., & Cunningham, T. J. (2022). Age and chronotype 

influenced sleep timing changes during the first wave of the COVID-19 pandemic. Journal 

of Sleep Research, 31(2), 1–7. https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13495 



 

 

 
203 

Boubekri, M., Cheung, I. N., Reid, K. J., Wang, C. H., & Zee, P. C. (2014). Impact of Windows and 

Daylight Exposure on Overall Health and Sleep Quality of Office Workers: A Case-Control 

Pilot Study. Journal of Clinical Sleep Medicine, 10(6), 603–611. 

https://doi.org/10.5664/jcsm.3780 

Bradford, D. R. R., Biello, S. M., & Russell, K. (2021). Insomnia symptoms mediate the association 

between eveningness and suicidal ideation, defeat, entrapment, and psychological distress 

in students. Chronobiology International, 38(10), 1397–1408. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/07420528.2021.1931274 

Brooks, S. K., Webster, R. K., Smith, L. E., Woodland, L., Wessely, S., Greenberg, N., & Rubin, G. 

J. (2020). The psychological impact of quarantine and how to reduce it: rapid review of the 

evidence. The Lancet, 395(10227), 912–920. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(20)30460-8 

Brown, G. M. (1994). Light, melatonin and the sleep-wake cycle. Journal of Psychiatry and 

Neuroscience, 19(5), 345–353. 

Bruce, E. S., Lunt, L., & McDonagh, J. E. (2017). Sleep in adolescents and young adults. Clinical 

Medicine, 17(5), 424–428. https://doi.org/10.7861/clinmedicine.17-5-424 

Bruni, O., Giallonardo, M., Sacco, R., Ferri, R., & Melegari, M. G. (2021). The impact of lockdown 

on sleep patterns of children and adolescents with ADHD. Journal of Clinical Sleep Medicine, 

17(9), 1759–1765. https://doi.org/10.5664/jcsm.9296 

Bryant, P. A., Trinder, J., & Curtis, N. (2004). Sick and tired: does sleep have a vital role in the 

immune system? Nature Reviews Immunology, 4(6), 457–467. https://doi.org/10.1038/nri1369 

Brynjolfsson, E., Horton, J. J., Ozimek, A., Rock, D., Sharma, G., & TuYe, H.-Y. (2020). COVID-19 

and Remote Work: An Early Look at US Data. https://doi.org/10.3386/w27344 

Buote, V. M., Pancer, S. M., Pratt, M. W., Adams, G., Birnie-Lefcovitch, S., Polivy, J., & Wintre, M. 

G. (2007). The importance of friends: Friendship and adjustment among 1st-year university 

students. Journal of Adolescent Research, 22(6), 665–689. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0743558407306344 

Burkhart, K., & Phelps, J. (2009). Amber lenses to block blue light and improve sleep: a 

randomized trial. Chronobiology International, 26(8), 1602–1612. 

https://doi.org/10.3109/07420520903523719 

Butowt, R., & von Bartheld, C. S. (2021). Anosmia in COVID-19: Underlying Mechanisms and 

Assessment of an Olfactory Route to Brain Infection. Neuroscientist, 27(6), 582–603. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1073858420956905 

Buysse, D. J., Angst, J., Gamma, A., Ajdacic, V., Eich, D., & Rössler, W. (2008). Prevalence, course, 

and comorbidity of insomnia and depression in young adults. Sleep, 31(4), 473–480. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/31.4.473 

Buysse, D. J., Reynolds, C. F., Monk, T. H., Berman, S. R., & Kupfer, D. J. (1989). The Pittsburgh 

sleep quality index: A new instrument for psychiatric practice and research. Psychiatry 

Research, 28(2), 193–213. https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-1781(89)90047-4 

Cain, N., & Gradisar, M. (2010). Electronic media use and sleep in school-aged children and 

adolescents: A review. Sleep Medicine, 11(8), 735–742. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2010.02.006 

Cajochen, C. (2007). Alerting effects of light. Sleep Medicine Reviews, 11(6), 453–464. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2007.07.009 

Cajochen, C., Frey, S., Anders, D., Späti, J., Bues, M., Pross, A., Mager, R., Wirz-Justice, A., & 

Stefani, O. (2011). Evening exposure to a light-emitting diodes (LED)-backlit computer 

screen affects circadian physiology and cognitive performance. Journal of Applied Physiology, 

110(5), 1432–1438. https://doi.org/10.1152/japplphysiol.00165.2011 

Caldwell, A. E., Thomas, E. A., Rynders, C., Holliman, B. D., Perreira, C., Ostendorf, D. M., & 

Catenacci, V. A. (2022). Improving lifestyle obesity treatment during the COVID-19 



 

 

 
204 

pandemic and beyond: New challenges for weight management. Obesity Science & Practice, 

8(1), 32–44. https://doi.org/10.1002/osp4.540 

Cameron, C. A., & Trivedi, P. (2013). Regression analysis of count data (2nd ed.). Cambridge 

University Press. https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9781139013567 

Campbell, R., Soenens, B., Beyers, W., & Vansteenkiste, M. (2018). University students’ sleep 

during an exam period: the role of basic psychological needs and stress. Motivation and 

Emotion, 42, 671–681. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11031-018-9699-x 

Carrier, J., Monk, T. H., Buysse, D. J., & Kupfer, D. J. (1997). Sleep and morningness‐eveningness 

in the ‘middle’ years of life (20–59y). Journal of Sleep Research, 6(4), 230–237. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2869.1997.00230.x 

Carskadon, M. A. (2011). Sleep in Adolescents: The Perfect Storm. Pediatric Clinics of North 

America, 58(3), 637–647. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.PCL.2011.03.003 

Carson, J., Prescott, J., Allen, R., & McHugh, S. (2020). Winter is coming: age and early 

psychological concomitants of the Covid-19 pandemic in England. Journal of Public Mental 

Health, 19(3), 221–230. https://doi.org/10.1108/jpmh-06-2020-0062 

Carter, B., Rees, P., Hale, L., Bhattacharjee, D., & Paradkar, M. S. (2016). Association Between 

Portable Screen-Based Media Device Access or Use and Sleep Outcomes: A Systematic 

Review and Meta-analysis. JAMA Pediatrics, 170(12), 1202–1208. 

https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2016.2341 

Carvalho-Mendes, R. P., Dunster, G. P., de la Iglesia, H. O., & Menna-Barreto, L. (2020). Afternoon 

School Start Times Are Associated with a Lack of Both Social Jetlag and Sleep Deprivation 

in Adolescents. Journal of Biological Rhythms, 35(4), 377–390. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0748730420927603 

Casagrande, M., Favieri, F., Tambelli, R., & Forte, G. (2020). The enemy who sealed the world: 

effects quarantine due to the COVID-19 on sleep quality, anxiety, and psychological distress 

in the Italian population. Sleep Medicine, 75, 12–20. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2020.05.011 

Castronovo, V., Galbiati, A., Marelli, S., Brombin, C., Cugnata, F., Giarolli, L., Anelli, M. M., 

Rinaldi, F., & Ferini-Strambi, L. (2016). Validation study of the Italian version of the 

Insomnia Severity Index (ISI). Neurological Sciences, 37(9), 1517–1524. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10072-016-2620-z 

Cellini, N., Canale, N., Mioni, G., & Costa, S. (2020). Changes in sleep pattern, sense of time and 

digital media use during COVID-19 lockdown in Italy. Journal of Sleep Research, 29(4), e13074. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13074 

Cellini, N., Conte, F., de Rosa, O., Giganti, F., Malloggi, S., Reyt, M., Guillemin, C., Schmidt, C., 

Muto, V., & Ficca, G. (2021). Changes in sleep timing and subjective sleep quality during the 

COVID-19 lockdown in Italy and Belgium: age, gender and working status as modulating 

factors. Sleep Medicine, 77, 112–119. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2020.11.027 

Cénat, J. M., Blais-Rochette, C., Kokou-Kpolou, C. K., Noorishad, P. G., Mukunzi, J. N., McIntee, 

S. E., Dalexis, R. D., Goulet, M. A., & Labelle, R. P. (2021). Prevalence of symptoms of 

depression, anxiety, insomnia, posttraumatic stress disorder, and psychological distress 

among populations affected by the COVID-19 pandemic: A systematic review and meta-

analysis. Psychiatry Research, 295, 113599. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2020.113599 

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. (2015). Sleep and sleep disorders. 

https://www.cdc.gov/sleep/index.html 

Çetin, F. H., Uçar, H. N., Türkoğlu, S., Kahraman, E. M., Kuz, M., & Güleç, A. (2020). Chronotypes 

and trauma reactions in children with ADHD in home confinement of COVID-19: full 

mediation effect of sleep problems. Chronobiology International, 37(8), 1214–1222. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/07420528.2020.1785487 

Chang, A. M., Aeschbach, D., Duffy, J. F., & Czeisler, C. A. (2015). Evening use of light-emitting 

eReaders negatively affects sleep, circadian timing, and next-morning alertness. Proceedings 



 

 

 
205 

of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 112(4), 1232–1237. 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1418490112 

Chattu, V. K., Manzar, M. D., Kumary, S., Burman, D., Spence, D. W., & Pandi-Perumal, S. R. 

(2018). The Global Problem of Insufficient Sleep and Its Serious Public Health Implications. 

Healthcare, 7(1). https://doi.org/10.3390/healthcare7010001 

Chaturvedi, K., Vishwakarma, D. K., & Singh, N. (2021). COVID-19 and its impact on education, 

social life and mental health of students: A survey. Children and Youth Services Review, 121. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2020.105866 

Chen, C., Haupert, S. R., Zimmermann, L., Shi, X., Fritsche, L. G., & Mukherjee, B. (2022). Global 

Prevalence of Post-Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) Condition or Long COVID: A 

Meta-Analysis and Systematic Review. The Journal of Infectious Diseases, 226(9), 1593–1607. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jiac136 

Chiu, W.-H., Yang, H.-J., & Kuo, P.-H. (2017). Chronotype preference matters for depression in 

youth. Chronobiology International, 34(7), 933–941. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/07420528.2017.1327441 

Cho, H. J., Seeman, T. E., Kiefe, C. I., Lauderdale, D. S., & Irwin, M. R. (2015). Sleep disturbance 

and longitudinal risk of inflammation: Moderating influences of social integration and 

social isolation in the Coronary Artery Risk Development in Young Adults (CARDIA) 

study. Brain, Behavior, and Immunity, 46, 319–326. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2015.02.023 

Chodkiewicz, J., Miniszewska, J., Krajewska, E., & Biliński, P. (2021). Mental health during the 

second wave of the covid-19 pandemic—polish studies. International Journal of Environmental 

Research and Public Health, 18(7). https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18073423 

Christensen, M. A., Bettencourt, L., Kaye, L., Moturu, S. T., Nguyen, K. T., Olgin, J. E., Pletcher, 

M. J., & Marcus, G. M. (2016). Direct Measurements of Smartphone Screen-Time: 

Relationships with Demographics and Sleep. PloS One, 11(11). 

https://doi.org/10.1371/JOURNAL.PONE.0165331 

Cigiloglu, A., Ozturk, Z. A., & Efendioglu, E. M. (2021). How have older adults reacted to 

coronavirus disease 2019? Psychogeriatrics, 21(1), 112–117. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/psyg.12639 

Cohen, J. (1988). Statistical Power Analysis for the Behavioral Sciences (2nd ed.). Routledge. 

https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203771587 

Cohen, S., Doyle, W. J., Alper, C. M., Janicki-Deverts, D., & Turner, R. B. (2009). Sleep habits and 

susceptibility to the common cold. Archives of Internal Medicine, 169(1), 62–67. 

https://doi.org/10.1001/archinternmed.2008.505 

Cohen, S., Kamarck, T., & Mermelstein, R. (1983). A global measure of perceived stress. Journal of 

Health and Social Behavior, 24(4), 385–396. https://doi.org/10.2307/2136404 

Conroy, D. A., Hadler, N. L., Cho, E., Moreira, A., MacKenzie, C., Swanson, L. M., Burgess, H. J., 

Arnedt, J. T., & Goldstein, C. A. (2021). The effects of COVID-19 stay-at-home order on sleep, 

health, and working patterns: A survey study of US health care workers. Journal of Clinical 

Sleep Medicine, 17(2), 185–191. https://doi.org/10.5664/jcsm.8808 

Conte, F., Cellini, N., de Rosa, O., Rescott, M. L., Malloggi, S., Giganti, F., & Ficca, G. (2021). 

Dissociated profiles of sleep timing and sleep quality changes across the first and second 

wave of the COVID-19 pandemic. Journal of Psychiatric Research, 143, 222–229. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2021.09.025 

Coulson, R. L., Mourrain, P., & Wang, G. X. (2022). Sleep deficiency as a driver of cellular stress 

and damage in neurological disorders. Sleep Medicine Reviews, 63, 101616. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2022.101616 

Courtet, P., Olie, E., Debien, C., & Vaiva, G. (2020). Keep Socially (but Not Physically) Connected 

and Carry On: Preventing Suicide in the Age of COVID-19. The Journal of Clinical Psychiatry, 

81(3), 15527. https://doi.org/10.4088/jcp.20com13370 



 

 

 
206 

Cox, R. C., & Olatunji, B. O. (2020). Sleep in the anxiety-related disorders: A meta-analysis of 

subjective and objective research. Sleep Medicine Reviews, 51, 101282. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2020.101282 

Coxe, S., West, S. G., & Aiken, L. S. (2009). The analysis of count data: a gentle introduction to 

poisson regression and its alternatives. Journal of Personality Assessment, 91(2), 121–136. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00223890802634175 

Crook, H., Raza, S., Nowell, J., Young, M., & Edison, P. (2021). Long covid—mechanisms, risk 

factors, and management. BMJ, 374. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n1648 

Curcio, G., Tempesta, D., Scarlata, S., Marzano, C., Moroni, F., Rossini, P. M., Ferrara, M., & de 

Gennaro, L. (2013). Validity of the Italian Version of the Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index 

(PSQI). Neurological Sciences, 34(4), 511–519. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10072-012-1085-y 

Dal Santo, F., González-Blanco, L., Rodríguez-Revuelta, J., Marina González, P. A., Paniagua, G., 

García-Álvarez, L., de la Fuente-Tomás, L., Sáiz, P. A., García-Portilla, M. P., & Bobes, J. 

(2021). Early Impact of the COVID-19 Outbreak on Sleep in a Large Spanish Sample. 

Behavioral Sleep Medicine, 20(3), 100–115. https://doi.org/10.1080/15402002.2021.1890597 

Daly, M., & Robinson, E. (2022). Psychological distress associated with the second COVID-19 

wave: Prospective evidence from the UK Household Longitudinal Study. Journal of Affective 

Disorders, 310(April), 274–278. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2022.05.025 

Daly, M., Sutin, A., & Robinson, E. (2020). Longitudinal changes in mental health and the COVID-

19 pandemic: Evidence from the UK Household Longitudinal Study. Psychological Medicine. 

https://doi.org/10.1017/s0033291720004432 

DATAREPORTAL. (2020). Digital 2020 April Global Statshot Report. 

https://datareportal.com/reports/digital-2020-april-global-statshot 

Davis, H. E., Assaf, G. S., McCorkell, L., Wei, H., Low, R. J., Re’em, Y., Redfield, S., Austin, J. P., 

& Akrami, A. (2021). Characterizing long COVID in an international cohort: 7 months of 

symptoms and their impact. EClinicalMedicine, 38, 101019. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eclinm.2021.101019 

de Pue, S., Gillebert, C., Dierckx, E., Vanderhasselt, M. A., de Raedt, R., & van den Bussche, E. 

(2021). The impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on wellbeing and cognitive functioning of 

older adults. Scientific Reports, 11(1). https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-84127-7 

Diehl, K., Jansen, C., Ishchanova, K., & Hilger-Kolb, J. (2018). Loneliness at Universities: 

Determinants of Emotional and Social Loneliness among Students. International Journal of 

Environmental Research and Public Health, 15(9). https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph15091865 

Dinis, J., & Bragança, M. (2018). Quality of Sleep and Depression in College Students: A 

Systematic Review. Sleep Science, 11(4), 290–301. https://doi.org/10.5935/1984-0063.20180045 

Eisenberg, D., Golberstein, E., & Hunt, J. B. (2009). Mental Health and Academic Success in 

College. B.E. Journal of Economic Analysis and Policy, 9(1). https://doi.org/10.2202/1935-

1682.2191 

Ekelund, U., Steene-Johannessen, J., Brown, W. J., Fagerland, M. W., Owen, N., Powell, K. E., 

Bauman, A., Lee, I. M., Ding, D., Heath, G., Hallal, P. C., Kohl, H. W., Pratt, M., Reis, R., 

Sallis, J., Aadahl, M., Blot, W. J., Chey, T., Deka, A., … Yi-Park, S. (2016). Does physical 

activity attenuate, or even eliminate, the detrimental association of sitting time with 

mortality? A harmonised meta-analysis of data from more than 1 million men and women. 

The Lancet, 388(10051), 1302–1310. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(16)30370-1 

Elmer, T., Mepham, K., & Stadtfeld, C. (2020). Students under lockdown: Comparisons of 

students’ social networks and mental health before and during the COVID-19 crisis in 

Switzerland. PLOS ONE, 15(7), e0236337. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0236337 

Eurofound. (2020). Living, working and COVID-19, COVID-19 series. 

https://www.eurofound.europa.eu/publications/report/2020/living-working-and-covid-19 



 

 

 
207 

European commission. (2020). Telework in the EU before and after the COVID-19: where we were, where 

we head to. https://joint-research-centre.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2021-

06/jrc120945_policy_brief_-_covid_and_telework_final.pdf 

Evans, S., Alkan, E., Bhangoo, J. K., Tenenbaum, H., & Ng-Knight, T. (2021). Effects of the COVID-

19 lockdown on mental health, wellbeing, sleep, and alcohol use in a UK student sample. 

Psychiatry Research, 298. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2021.113819 

Exelmans, L., & van den Bulck, J. (2016). Bedtime mobile phone use and sleep in adults. Social 

Science & Medicine (1982), 148, 93–101. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.SOCSCIMED.2015.11.037 

Fabbian, F., Zucchi, B., de Giorgi, A., Tiseo, R., Boari, B., Salmi, R., Cappadona, R., Gianesini, G., 

Bassi, E., Signani, F., Raparelli, V., Basili, S., & Manfredini, R. (2016). Chronotype, gender 

and general health. Chronobiology International, 33(7), 863–882. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/07420528.2016.1176927 

Fairholme, C. P., & Manber, R. (2015). Sleep, Emotions, and Emotion Regulation: An Overview. 

In Sleep and Affect: Assessment, Theory, and Clinical Implications (pp. 45–61). Academic Press. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-417188-6.00003-7 

Fang, H., Tu, S., Sheng, J., & Shao, A. (2019). Depression in sleep disturbance: A review on a 

bidirectional relationship, mechanisms and treatment. Journal of Cellular and Molecular 

Medicine, 23(4), 2324–2332. https://doi.org/10.1111/jcmm.14170 

Fares, S., Hermens, D. F., Naismith, S. L., White, D., Hickie, I. B., & Robillard, R. (2015). Clinical 

correlates of chronotypes in young persons with mental disorders. Chronobiology 

International, 32(9), 1183–1191. https://doi.org/10.3109/07420528.2015.1078346 

Fawaz, M., & Samaha, A. (2021). E-learning: Depression, anxiety, and stress symptomatology 

among Lebanese university students during COVID-19 quarantine. Nursing Forum, 56(1), 

52–57. https://doi.org/10.1111/nuf.12521 

Ferrie, J. E., Kivimäki, M., Akbaraly, T. N., Singh-Manoux, A., Miller, M. A., Gimeno, D., Kumari, 

M., Davey Smith, G., & Shipley, M. J. (2013). Associations Between Change in Sleep 

Duration and Inflammation: Findings on C-reactive Protein and Interleukin 6 in the 

Whitehall II Study. American Journal of Epidemiology, 178(6), 956–961. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwt072 

Figueiro, M. G., Jarboe, C., & Sahin, L. (2021). The sleep maths: A strong correlation between more 

daytime light and better night-time sleep. Lighting Research and Technology, 53(5), 423–435. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/14771535211005832 

Figueiro, M. G., Steverson, B., Heerwagen, J., Kampschroer, K., Hunter, C. M., Gonzales, K., 

Plitnick, B., & Rea, M. S. (2017). The impact of daytime light exposures on sleep and mood 

in office workers. Sleep Health, 3(3), 204–215. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleh.2017.03.005 

Firth, D. (1993). Bias reduction of maximum likelihood estimates. Biometrika, 80(1), 27–38. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/biomet/80.1.27 

Fossum, I. N., Nordnes, L. T., Storemark, S. S., Bjorvatn, B., & Pallesen, S. (2014). The Association 

Between Use of Electronic Media in Bed Before Going to Sleep and Insomnia Symptoms, 

Daytime Sleepiness, Morningness, and Chronotype. Behavioral Sleep Medicine, 12(5), 343–

357. https://doi.org/10.1080/15402002.2013.819468 

Freeman, D., Sheaves, B., Goodwin, G. M., Yu, L.-M., Nickless, A., Harrison, P. J., Emsley, R., 

Luik, A. I., Foster, R. G., Wadekar, V., Hinds, C., Gumley, A., Jones, R., Lightman, S., Jones, 

S., Bentall, R., Kinderman, P., Rowse, G., Brugha, T., … Espie, C. A. (2017). The effects of 

improving sleep on mental health (OASIS): a randomised controlled trial with mediation 

analysis. The Lancet Psychiatry, 4(10), 749–758. https://doi.org/10.1016/s2215-0366(17)30328-0 

Freeman, D., Sheaves, B., Waite, F., Harvey, A. G., & Harrison, P. J. (2020). Sleep disturbance and 

psychiatric disorders. The Lancet Psychiatry, 7(7), 628–637. https://doi.org/10.1016/s2215-

0366(20)30136-x 



 

 

 
208 

Frere, J. J., Serafini, R. A., Pryce, K. D., Zazhytska, M., Oishi, K., Golynker, I., Panis, M., Zimering, 

J., Horiuchi, S., Hoagland, D. A., Møller, R., Ruiz, A., Kodra, A., Overdevest, J. B., Canoll, P. 

D., Borczuk, A. C., Chandar, V., Bram, Y., Schwartz, R., … TenOever, B. R. (2022). SARS-

CoV-2 infection in hamsters and humans results in lasting and unique systemic 

perturbations after recovery. Science Translational Medicine, 14(664), 3059. 

https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.abq3059 

Gallè, F., Sabella, E. A., Ferracuti, S., de Giglio, O., Caggiano, G., Protano, C., Valeriani, F., Parisi, 

E. A., Valerio, G., Liguori, G., Montagna, M. T., Spica, V. R., da Molin, G., Orsi, G. B., & 

Napoli, C. (2020). Sedentary Behaviors and Physical Activity of Italian Undergraduate 

Students during Lockdown at the Time of CoViD-19 Pandemic. International Journal of 

Environmental Research and Public Health, 17(17), 1–11. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17176171 

Gallo, L. A., Gallo, T. F., Young, S. L., Moritz, K. M., & Akison, L. K. (2020). The Impact of Isolation 

Measures Due to COVID-19 on Energy Intake and Physical Activity Levels in Australian 

University Students. Nutrients, 12(6), 1–14. https://doi.org/10.3390/nu12061865 

Gamble, A. L., D’Rozario, A. L., Bartlett, D. J., Williams, S., Bin, Y. S., Grunstein, R. R., & Marshall, 

N. S. (2014). Adolescent sleep patterns and night-time technology use: results of the 

Australian Broadcasting Corporation’s Big Sleep Survey. PloS One, 9(11). 

https://doi.org/10.1371/JOURNAL.PONE.0111700 

Gao, C., & Scullin, M. K. (2020). Sleep health early in the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) 

outbreak in the United States: integrating longitudinal, cross-sectional, and retrospective 

recall data. Sleep Medicine, 73, 1–10. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2020.06.032 

Gao, J., Zheng, P., Jia, Y., Chen, H., Mao, Y., Chen, S., Wang, Y., Fu, H., & Dai, J. (2020). Mental 

health problems and social media exposure during COVID-19 outbreak. PLOS ONE, 15(4), 

e0231924. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0231924 

Garbarino, S., Lanteri, P., Bragazzi, N. L., Magnavita, N., & Scoditti, E. (2021). Role of sleep 

deprivation in immune-related disease risk and outcomes. Communications Biology 2021 4:1, 

4(1), 1–17. https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-021-02825-4 

Gardani, M., Bradford, D. R. R., Russell, K., Allan, S., Beattie, L., Ellis, J. G., & Akram, U. (2022). 

A systematic review and meta-analysis of poor sleep, insomnia symptoms and stress in 

undergraduate students. Sleep Medicine Reviews, 61, 101565. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2021.101565 

Gardner, W., Mulvey, E. P., & Shaw, E. C. (1995). Regression Analyses of Counts and Rates: 

Poisson, Overdispersed Poisson, and Negative Binomial Models. Psychological Bulletin, 

118(3), 392–404. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.118.3.392 

Genta, F. D., Neto, G. B. R., Sunfeld, J. P. V., Porto, J. F., Xavier, A. D., Moreno, C. R. C., Lorenzi-

Filho, G., & Genta, P. R. (2021). COVID-19 pandemic impact on sleep habits, chronotype, 

and health-related quality of life among high school students: a longitudinal study. Journal 

of Clinical Sleep Medicine, 17(7), 1371–1377. https://doi.org/10.5664/jcsm.9196 

Ghilotti, F., Bellocco, R., Trolle Lagerros, Y., Thorson, A., Theorell-Haglöw, J., Åkerstedt, T., & 

Lindberg, E. (2021). Relationship between sleep characteristics and markers of inflammation 

in Swedish women from the general population. Journal of Sleep Research, 30(2), e13093. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13093 

Ghisi, M., Flebus, G., Montano, A., Sanavio, E., & Sica, C. (2006). Beck Depression Inventory-II: 

Edizione Italiana. Giunti Editore. 

Gibson, R., Shetty, H., Carter, M., & Münch, M. (2022). Sleeping in a bubble: factors affecting sleep 

during New Zealand’s COVID-19 lockdown. Sleep Advances, 3(1). 

https://doi.org/10.1093/sleepadvances/zpac017 

Giusti, L., Salza, A., Mammarella, S., Bianco, D., Ussorio, D., Casacchia, M., & Roncone, R. (2020). 

#Everything Will Be Fine. Duration of Home Confinement and “All-or-Nothing” Cognitive 

Thinking Style as Predictors of Traumatic Distress in Young University Students on a 



 

 

 
209 

Digital Platform During the COVID-19 Italian Lockdown. Frontiers in Psychiatry, 11, 1398. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2020.574812 

Gooding, P. A., Hurst, A., Johnson, J., & Tarrier, N. (2012). Psychological resilience in young and 

older adults. International Journal of Geriatric Psychiatry, 27(3), 262–270. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/gps.2712 

Gradisar, M., Wolfson, A. R., Harvey, A. G., Hale, L., Rosenberg, R., & Czeisler, C. A. (2013). The 

sleep and technology use of Americans: findings from the National Sleep Foundation’s 2011 

Sleep in America poll. Journal of Clinical Sleep Medicine, 9(12), 1291–1299. 

https://doi.org/10.5664/jcsm.3272 

Green, A., Cohen-Zion, M., Haim, A., & Dagan, Y. (2017). Evening light exposure to computer 

screens disrupts human sleep, biological rhythms, and attention abilities. Chronobiology 

International, 34(7), 855–865. https://doi.org/10.1080/07420528.2017.1324878 

Green, J. A. (2021). Too many zeros and/or highly skewed? A tutorial on modelling health 

behaviour as count data with Poisson and negative binomial regression. Health Psychology 

and Behavioral Medicine, 9(1), 436–455. https://doi.org/10.1080/21642850.2021.1920416 

Grossman, E. S., Hoffman, Y. S. G., Palgi, Y., & Shrira, A. (2021). COVID-19 related loneliness and 

sleep problems in older adults: Worries and resilience as potential moderators. Personality 

and Individual Differences, 168, 110371. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2020.110371 

Gruber, R., Saha, S., Somerville, G., Boursier, J., & Wise, M. S. (2020). The impact of COVID-19 

related school shutdown on sleep in adolescents: a natural experiment. Sleep Medicine, 76, 

33–35. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2020.09.015 

Guadagni, V., Umilta’, A., & Iaria, G. (2020). Sleep Quality, Empathy, and Mood During the 

Isolation Period of the COVID-19 Pandemic in the Canadian Population: Females and 

Women Suffered the Most. Frontiers in Global Women’s Health, 1, 13. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fgwh.2020.585938 

Gualano, M. R., Moro, G. lo, Voglino, G., Bert, F., & Siliquini, R. (2020). Effects of Covid-19 

Lockdown on Mental Health and Sleep Disturbances in Italy. International Journal of 

Environmental Research and Public Health 2020, Vol. 17, Page 4779, 17(13), 4779. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17134779 

Gulia, K. K., & Kumar, V. M. (2018). Sleep disorders in the elderly: a growing challenge. 

Psychogeriatrics, 18(3), 155–165. https://doi.org/10.1111/psyg.12319 

Gupta, R., Grover, S., Basu, A., Krishnan, V., Tripathi, A., Subramanyam, A., Nischal, A., Hussain, 

A., Mehra, A., Ambekar, A., Saha, G., Mishra, K., Bathla, M., Jagiwala, M., Manjunatha, N., 

Nebhinani, N., Gaur, N., Kumar, N., Dalal, P., … Avasthi, A. (2020). Changes in sleep 

pattern and sleep quality during COVID-19 lockdown. Indian Journal of Psychiatry, 62(4), 

370–378. https://doi.org/10.4103/psychiatry.indianjpsychiatry_523_20 

Hale, L., & Guan, S. (2015). Screen time and sleep among school-aged children and adolescents: 

a systematic literature review. Sleep Medicine Reviews, 21, 50–58. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2014.07.007 

Harrison, Y. (2013). The impact of daylight saving time on sleep and related behaviours. Sleep 

Medicine Reviews, 17(4), 285–292. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2012.10.001 

Hasler, B. P., Insana, S. P., James, J. A., & Germain, A. (2013). Evening-type military veterans 

report worse lifetime posttraumatic stress symptoms and greater brainstem activity across 

wakefulness and REM sleep. Biological Psychology, 94(2), 255–262. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsycho.2013.06.007 

Hawkley, L. C., Preacher, K. J., & Cacioppo, J. T. (2010). Loneliness Impairs Daytime Functioning 

but Not Sleep Duration. Health Psychology, 29(2), 124–129. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0018646 

Hayes, A. F. (2013). Introduction to mediation, moderation, and conditional process analysis. A 

regression-based approach (1st ed.). The Guilford Press. 



 

 

 
210 

Hayes, A. F. (2017). Introduction to mediation, moderation, and conditional process analysis: a 

regression-based approach. (2nd ed.). The Guilford Press. 

Heath, M., Sutherland, C., Bartel, K., Gradisar, M., Williamson, P., Lovato, N., & Micic, G. (2014). 

Does one hour of bright or short-wavelength filtered tablet screenlight have a meaningful 

effect on adolescents’ pre-bedtime alertness, sleep, and daytime functioning? Chronobiology 

International, 31(4), 496–505. https://doi.org/10.3109/07420528.2013.872121 

Heinze, G., Ploner, M., Dunkler, D., Southworth, H., & Jiricka, L. (2022). Package ‘logistf.’ Version 

1.24.1. https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/logistf/logistf.pdf 

Heinze, G., & Puhr, R. (2010). Bias-reduced and separation-proof conditional logistic regression 

with small or sparse data sets. Statistics in Medicine, 29(7–8), 770–777. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/sim.3794 

Hertenstein, E., Feige, B., Gmeiner, T., Kienzler, C., Spiegelhalder, K., Johann, A., Jansson-

Fröjmark, M., Palagini, L., Rücker, G., Riemann, D., & Baglioni, C. (2019). Insomnia as a 

predictor of mental disorders: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Sleep Medicine 

Reviews, 43, 96–105. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2018.10.006 

Higuchi, S., Motohashi, Y., Liu, Y., & Maeda, A. (2005). Effects of playing a computer game using 

a bright display on presleep physiological variables, sleep latency, slow wave sleep and 

REM sleep. Journal of Sleep Research, 14(3), 267–273. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-

2869.2005.00463.x 

Hilbe, J. M. (2011). Negative Binomial Regression (2nd ed.). Cambridge University Press. 

https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9780511973420 

Hinz, A., Glaesmer, H., Brähler, E., Löffler, M., Engel, C., Enzenbach, C., Hegerl, U., & Sander, C. 

(2017). Sleep quality in the general population: psychometric properties of the Pittsburgh 

Sleep Quality Index, derived from a German community sample of 9284 people. Sleep 

Medicine, 30, 57–63. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2016.03.008 

Hipp, L., Bünning, M., Munnes, S., & Sauermann, A. (2020). Problems and pitfalls of retrospective 

survey questions in COVID-19 studies. Survey Research Methods, 14(2), 109–114. 

https://doi.org/10.18148/srm/2020.v14i2.7741 

Hirshkowitz, M., Whiton, K., Albert, S. M., Alessi, C., Bruni, O., DonCarlos, L., Hazen, N., 

Herman, J., Adams Hillard, P. J., Katz, E. S., Kheirandish-Gozal, L., Neubauer, D. N., 

O’Donnell, A. E., Ohayon, M., Peever, J., Rawding, R., Sachdeva, R. C., Setters, B., Vitiello, 

M. v., & Ware, J. C. (2015). National Sleep Foundation’s updated sleep duration 

recommendations: final report. Sleep Health, 1(4), 233–243. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleh.2015.10.004 

Ho, F. Y. Y., Chan, C. S., & Tang, K. N. S. (2016). Cognitive-behavioral therapy for sleep 

disturbances in treating posttraumatic stress disorder symptoms: A meta-analysis of 

randomized controlled trials. Clinical Psychology Review, 43, 90–102. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2015.09.005 

Holmes, E. A., O’Connor, R. C., Perry, V. H., Tracey, I., Wessely, S., Arseneault, L., Ballard, C., 

Christensen, H., Cohen Silver, R., Everall, I., Ford, T., John, A., Kabir, T., King, K., Madan, 

I., Michie, S., Przybylski, A. K., Shafran, R., Sweeney, A., … Bullmore, E. (2020). 

Multidisciplinary research priorities for the COVID-19 pandemic: a call for action for mental 

health science. The Lancet Psychiatry, 7(6), 547–560. https://doi.org/10.1016/s2215-

0366(20)30168-1 

Horne, J. A., & Östberg, O. (1976). A self-assessment questionnaire to determine morningness-

eveningness in human circadian rhythms. International Journal of Chronobiology, 4, 97–110. 

Horton, R. (2020). Offline: The second wave. The Lancet, 395(10242), 1960. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(20)31451-3 



 

 

 
211 

Hou, T., Zhang, F., Mao, X., & Deng, G. (2020). Chronotype and psychological distress among 

Chinese rural population: A moderated mediation model of sleep quality and age. PLOS 

ONE, 15(10 October), 1–15. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0241301 

Huang, B., Niu, Y., Zhao, W., Bao, P., & Li, D. (2020). Reduced sleep in the week prior to diagnosis 

of COVID-19 is associated with the severity of COVID-19. Nature and Science of Sleep, 12, 

999–1007. https://doi.org/10.2147/nss.s263488 

Huang, Q., Jia, M., Sun, Y., Jiang, B., Cui, D., Feng, L., & Yang, W. (2022). One-Year Temporal 

Changes in Long COVID Prevalence and Characteristics: A Systematic Review and Meta-

Analysis. Value in Health. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jval.2022.11.011 

Hysing, M., Pallesen, S., Stormark, K. M., Jakobsen, R., Lundervold, A. J., & Sivertsen, B. (2015). 

Sleep and use of electronic devices in adolescence: results from a large population-based 

study. BMJ Open, 5(1). https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2014-006748 

Illingworth, G., Mansfield, K. L., Espie, C. A., Fazel, M., & Waite, F. (2022). Sleep in the time of 

COVID-19: findings from 17000 school-aged children and adolescents in the UK during the 

first national lockdown. Sleep Advances, 3(1). https://doi.org/10.1093/sleepadvances/zpab021 

Irwin, M. R. (2015). Why Sleep Is Important for Health: A Psychoneuroimmunology Perspective. 

Annual Review of Psychology, 66, 143. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-psych-010213-115205 

Irwin, M. R., Olmstead, R., & Carroll, J. E. (2016). Sleep Disturbance, Sleep Duration, and 

Inflammation: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Cohort Studies and Experimental 

Sleep Deprivation. Biological Psychiatry, 80(1), 40–52. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2015.05.014 

Irwin, M. R., Wang, M., Campomayor, C. O., Collado-Hidalgo, A., & Cole, S. (2006). Sleep 

Deprivation and Activation of Morning Levels of Cellular and Genomic Markers of 

Inflammation. Archives of Internal Medicine, 166(16), 1756–1762. 

https://doi.org/10.1001/archinte.166.16.1756 

Istituto Superiore di Sanità. (2020). Dati della Sorveglianza integrata COVID-19 in Italia. 

https://www.epicentro.iss.it/coronavirus/sars-cov-2-sorveglianza-dati 

Jahrami, H., Alhaj, O. A., Humood, A. M., Alenezi, A. F., Fekih-Romdhane, F., AlRasheed, M. M., 

Saif, Z. Q., Bragazzi, N. L., Pandi-Perumal, S. R., BaHammam, A. S., & Vitiello, M. V. (2022). 

Sleep disturbances during the COVID-19 pandemic: A systematic review, meta-analysis, 

and meta-regression. Sleep Medicine Reviews, 62, 101591. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2022.101591 

Jahrami, H., BaHammam, A. S., Bragazzi, N. L., Saif, Z., Faris, M., & Vitiello, M. v. (2021). Sleep 

problems during the COVID-19 pandemic by population: A systematic review and meta-

analysis. Journal of Clinical Sleep Medicine, 17(2), 299–313. https://doi.org/10.5664/JCSM.8930 

Jankowski, K. S., Díaz-Morales, J. F., Vollmer, C., & Randler, C. (2014). Morningness–eveningness 

and sociosexuality: Evening females are less restricted than morning ones. Personality and 

Individual Differences, 68, 13–17. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2014.04.006 

Janků, K., Šmotek, M., Fárková, E., & Kopřivová, J. (2020). Block the light and sleep well: Evening 

blue light filtration as a part of cognitive behavioral therapy for insomnia. Chronobiology 

International, 37(2), 248–259. https://doi.org/10.1080/07420528.2019.1692859 

Jeon, H. J., & Lee, S. J. (2019). Chronobiology and Sleep on Resilience. Chronobiology in Medicine, 

1(4), 149–151. https://doi.org/10.33069/cim.2019.0026 

Johns Hopkins Medicine. (2020). Managing Sleep Problems during COVID-19. 

https://www.hopkinsguides.com/hopkins/view/Johns_Hopkins_Psychiatry_Guide/787390

/all/Managing_Sleep_Problems_during_COVID_19 

Johnson, J. G., Cohen, P., Kasen, S., First, M. B., & Brook, J. S. (2004). Association between 

television viewing and sleep problems during adolescence and early adulthood. Archives of 

Pediatrics & Adolescent Medicine, 158(6), 562–568. https://doi.org/10.1001/archpedi.158.6.562 



 

 

 
212 

Jones, S. E., Maisha, F. I., Strausz, S., Cade, B., Tervi, A., Helaakoski, V., Broberg, M., Lammi, V., 

Lane, J. M., Redline, S., Saxena, R., & Ollila, H. M. (2022). Public health impact of poor sleep 

on COVID-19, influenza and upper respiratory infections. Sleep Medicine, 100, S135. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2022.05.369 

Juda, M., Vetter, C., & Roenneberg, T. (2013). Chronotype modulates sleep duration, sleep quality, 

and social jet lag in shift-workers. Journal of Biological Rhythms, 28(2), 141–151. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0748730412475042 

Kalmbach, D. A., Schneider, L. D., Cheung, J., Bertrand, S. J., Kariharan, T., Pack, A. I., & 

Gehrman, P. R. (2017). Genetic basis of chronotype in humans: Insights from three landmark 

GWAS. Sleep, 40(2). https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/zsw048 

Kamel, N. S., & Gammack, J. K. (2006). Insomnia in the elderly: cause, approach, and treatment. 

The American Journal of Medicine, 119(6), 463–469. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjmed.2005.10.051 

Kantermann, T. (2020). Behavior: How a Global Social Lockdown Unlocks Time for Sleep. Current 

Biology, 30(14), R822–R823. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2020.06.037 

Kaparounaki, C. K., Patsali, M. E., Mousa, D. P. v., Papadopoulou, E. V. K., Papadopoulou, K. K. 

K., & Fountoulakis, K. N. (2020). University students’ mental health amidst the COVID-19 

quarantine in Greece. Psychiatry Research, 290, 113111. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2020.113111 

Kecklund, G., Åkerstedt, T., & Lowden, A. (1997). Morning Work: Effects of Early Rising on Sleep 

and Alertness. Sleep, 20(3), 215–223. https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/20.3.215 

Killgore, W. D. S., Taylor, E. C., Cloonan, S. A., & Dailey, N. S. (2020). Psychological resilience 

during the COVID-19 lockdown. Psychiatry Research, 291, 113216. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.113216 

Kivelä, L., Papadopoulos, M. R., & Antypa, N. (2018). Chronotype and Psychiatric Disorders. 

Current Sleep Medicine Reports, 4(2), 94–103. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40675-018-0113-8 

Kleiber, C., & Zeileis, A. (2016). Visualizing Count Data Regressions Using Rootograms. The 

American Statistician, 70(3), 296–303. https://doi.org/10.1080/00031305.2016.1173590 

Klonsky, E. D., May, A. M., & Saffer, B. Y. (2016). Suicide, Suicide Attempts, and Suicidal Ideation. 

Annual Review of Clinical Psychology, 12, 307–330. https://doi.org/annurev-clinpsy-021815-

093204 

Kocevska, D., Blanken, T. F., van Someren, E. J. W., & Rösler, L. (2020). Sleep quality during the 

COVID-19 pandemic: not one size fits all. Sleep Medicine, 76, 86–88. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2020.09.029 

Kokou-Kpolou, C. K., Megalakaki, O., Laimou, D., & Kousouri, M. (2020). Insomnia during 

COVID-19 pandemic and lockdown: Prevalence, severity, and associated risk factors in 

French population. Psychiatry Research, 290. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2020.113128 

Korman, M., Tkachev, V., Reis, C., Komada, Y., Kitamura, S., Gubin, D., Kumar, V., & 

Roenneberg, T. (2020). COVID-19-mandated social restrictions unveil the impact of social 

time pressure on sleep and body clock. Scientific Reports, 10(1), 1–10. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-79299-7 

Korman, M., Tkachev, V., Reis, C., Komada, Y., Kitamura, S., Gubin, D., Kumar, V., & 

Roenneberg, T. (2022). Outdoor daylight exposure and longer sleep promote wellbeing 

under COVID-19 mandated restrictions. Journal of Sleep Research, 31(2), e13471. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13471 

Koskenvuo, M., Hublin, C., Partinen, M., Heikkilä, K., & Kaprio, J. (2007). Heritability of diurnal 

type: A nationwide study of 8753 adult twin pairs. Journal of Sleep Research, 16(2), 156–162. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2869.2007.00580.x 



 

 

 
213 

Land, K. C., McCall, P. L., & Nagin, D. S. (2016). A Comparison of Poisson, Negative Binomial, 

and Semiparametric Mixed Poisson Regression Models. Sociological Methods & Research, 

24(4), 387–442. https://doi.org/10.1177/0049124196024004001 

Lane, J. M., Vlasac, I., Anderson, S. G., Kyle, S. D., Dixon, W. G., Bechtold, D. A., Gill, S., Little, 

M. A., Luik, A., Loudon, A., Emsley, R., Scheer, F. A. J. L., Lawlor, D. A., Redline, S., Ray, 

D. W., Rutter, M. K., & Saxena, R. (2016). Genome-wide association analysis identifies novel 

loci for chronotype in 100,420 individuals from the UK Biobank. Nature Communications 2016 

7:1, 7(1), 1–10. https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms10889 

Lastella, M., Rigney, G., Browne, M., & Sargent, C. (2020). Electronic device use in bed reduces 

sleep duration and quality in adults. Sleep and Biological Rhythms, 18(2), 121–129. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/S41105-019-00251-Y 

Lauriola, M., Carleton, R. N., Tempesta, D., Calanna, P., Socci, V., Mosca, O., Salfi, F., Gennaro, 

L. de, & Ferrara, M. (2019). A Correlational Analysis of the Relationships among Intolerance 

of Uncertainty, Anxiety Sensitivity, Subjective Sleep Quality, and Insomnia Symptoms. 

International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 16(18). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16183253 

Lebrasseur, A., Fortin-Bédard, N., Lettre, J., Raymond, E., Bussières, E. L., Lapierre, N., Faieta, J., 

Vincent, C., Duchesne, L., Ouellet, M. C., Gagnon, E., Tourigny, A., Lamontagne, M. È., & 

Routhier, F. (2021). Impact of the COVID-19 Pandemic on Older Adults: Rapid Review. 

JMIR Aging, 4(2). https://doi.org/10.2196/26474 

Lee, S. J., Park, C. S., Kim, B. J., Lee, C. S., Cha, B., Lee, Y. J., Soh, M., Park, J. A., Young, P. S., & 

Song, E. H. (2016). Association between morningness and resilience in Korean college 

students. Chronobiology International, 33(10), 1391–1399. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/07420528.2016.1220387 

Léger, D., Beck, F., Fressard, L., Verger, P., Peretti-Watel, P., & The Coconel group. (2020). Poor 

sleep associated with overuse of media during the COVID-19 lockdown. Sleep, 43(10). 

https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/zsaa125 

Leggett, A., Burgard, S., & Zivin, K. (2016). The Impact of Sleep Disturbance on the Association 

Between Stressful Life Events and Depressive Symptoms. The Journals of Gerontology. Series 

B, 71(1), 118–128. https://doi.org/10.1093/geronb/gbv072 

Lenth, R. v, Buerkner, P., Herve, M., Love, J., Miguez, F., Riebl, H., & Singmann, H. (2022). Package 

‘emmeans’: Estimated Marginal Means, aka Least-Squares Means. Version 1.7.5. https://cran.r-

project.org/web/packages/emmeans/emmeans.pdf 

Leone, M. J., Sigman, M., & Golombek, D. A. (2020). Effects of lockdown on human sleep and 

chronotype during the COVID-19 pandemic. Current Biology, 30(16), R930–R931. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2020.07.015 

Levandovski, R., Dantas, G., Fernandes, L. C., Caumo, W., Torres, I., Roenneberg, T., Hidalgo, M. 

P. L., & Allebrandt, K. V. (2011). Depression scores associate with chronotype and social 

jetlag in a rural population. Chronobiology International, 28(9), 771–778. 

https://doi.org/10.3109/07420528.2011.602445 

Li, J., Vitiello, M. v., & Gooneratne, N. S. (2018). Sleep in Normal Aging. Sleep Medicine Clinics, 

13(1), 1–11. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsmc.2017.09.001 

Li, L., Nakamura, T., Hayano, J., & Yamamoto, Y. (2021). Age and gender differences in objective 

sleep properties using large-scale body acceleration data in a Japanese population. Scientific 

Reports 2021 11:1, 11(1), 1–11. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-89341-x 

Li, X., Yu, H., Bian, G., Hu, Z., Liu, X., Zhou, Q., Yu, C., Wu, X., Yuan, T. F., & Zhou, D. (2020). 

Prevalence, risk factors, and clinical correlates of insomnia in volunteer and at home medical 

staff during the COVID-19. Brain, Behavior, and Immunity, 87, 140–141. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2020.05.008 



 

 

 
214 

Li, Y., Qin, Q., Sun, Q., Sanford, L. D., Vgontzas, A. N., & Tang, X. (2020). Insomnia and 

psychological reactions during the COVID-19 outbreak in China. Journal of Clinical Sleep 

Medicine, 16(8), 1417–1418. https://doi.org/10.5664/jcsm.8524 

Lin, L. yu, Wang, J., Ou-yang, X. yong, Miao, Q., Chen, R., Liang, F. xia, Zhang, Y. pu, Tang, Q., 

& Wang, T. (2021). The immediate impact of the 2019 novel coronavirus (COVID-19) 

outbreak on subjective sleep status. Sleep Medicine, 77, 348–354. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2020.05.018 

Lips, A. (2021). The Situation of Young People at Home During COVID-19 Pandemic. Childhood 

Vulnerability Journal, 3(1), 61–78. https://doi.org/10.1007/s41255-021-00014-3 

Liu, X., Huang, J., Li, C., Zhao, Y., Wang, D., Huang, Z., & Yang, K. (2021). The role of seasonality 

in the spread of COVID-19 pandemic. Environmental Research, 195, 110874. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2021.110874 

Liu, Y., Wang, X., Sun, P., Zhang, Q., Zhang, C., Shen, Y., Wang, S., Ma, J., & Wang, G. (2022). 

Sleep disturbance and anxiety symptom among public during the second wave of COVID-

19 in Beijing: A web-based cross-sectional survey. Journal of Affective Disorders, 298(PA), 80–

85. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2021.10.068 

Liukkonen, T., Räsänen, P., Ruokonen, A., Laitinen, J., Jokelainen, J., Leinonen, M., Meyer-

Rochow, V. B., & Timonen, M. (2007). C-reactive protein levels and sleep disturbances: 

Observations based on the Northern Finland 1966 birth cohort study. Psychosomatic 

Medicine, 69(8), 756–761. https://doi.org/10.1097/psy.0b013e318157cb96 

Long, J. S. (1997). Regression models for categorical and limited dependent variables. SAGE Publications 

Inc. 

Luciano, F., Cenacchi, V., Vegro, V., & Pavei, G. (2021). COVID-19 lockdown: Physical activity, 

sedentary behaviour and sleep in Italian medicine students. European Journal of Sport Science, 

21(10), 1459–1468. https://doi.org/10.1080/17461391.2020.1842910 

Luke, S. G. (2017). Evaluating significance in linear mixed-effects models in R. Behavior Research 

Methods, 49(4), 1494–1502. https://doi.org/10.3758/S13428-016-0809-y 

MacLeod, S., Musich, S., Hawkins, K., Alsgaard, K., & Wicker, E. R. (2016). The impact of 

resilience among older adults. Geriatric Nursing, 37(4), 266–272. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gerinurse.2016.02.014 

Madrid-Valero, J. J., Martínez-Selva, J. M., Ribeiro do Couto, B., Sánchez-Romera, J. F., & 

Ordoñana, J. R. (2017). Age and gender effects on the prevalence of poor sleep quality in the 

adult population. Gaceta Sanitaria, 31(1), 18–22. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gaceta.2016.05.013 

Magee, C. A., Lee, J. K., & Vella, S. A. (2014). Bidirectional relationships between sleep duration 

and screen time in early childhood. JAMA Pediatrics, 168(5), 465–470. 

https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2013.4183 

Majumdar, P., Biswas, A., & Sahu, S. (2020). COVID-19 pandemic and lockdown: cause of sleep 

disruption, depression, somatic pain, and increased screen exposure of office workers and 

students of India. Chronobiology International, 37(8), 1191–1200. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/07420528.2020.1786107 

Malhi, G. S., & Mann, J. J. (2018). Depression. The Lancet, 392(10161), 2299–2312. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)31948-2 

Manchia, M., Gathier, A. W., Yapici-Eser, H., Schmidt, M. v., de Quervain, D., van Amelsvoort, 

T., Bisson, J. I., Cryan, J. F., Howes, O. D., Pinto, L., van der Wee, N. J., Domschke, K., 

Branchi, I., & Vinkers, C. H. (2022). The impact of the prolonged COVID-19 pandemic on 

stress resilience and mental health: A critical review across waves. European 

Neuropsychopharmacology, 55, 22–83. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2021.10.864 

Mandelkorn, U., Genzer, S., Choshen-Hillel, S., Reiter, J., e Cruz, M. M., Hochner, H., 

Kheirandish-Gozal, L., Gozal, D., & Gileles-Hillel, A. (2021). Escalation of sleep disturbances 



 

 

 
215 

amid the COVID-19 pandemic: A cross-sectional international study. Journal of Clinical Sleep 

Medicine, 17(1), 45–53. https://doi.org/10.5664/jcsm.8800 

Mander, B. A., Winer, J. R., & Walker, M. P. (2017). Sleep and Human Aging. Neuron, 94(1), 19. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2017.02.004 

Marelli, S., Castelnuovo, A., Somma, A., Castronovo, V., Mombelli, S., Bottoni, D., Leitner, C., 

Fossati, A., & Ferini-Strambi, L. (2021). Impact of COVID-19 lockdown on sleep quality in 

university students and administration staff. Journal of Neurology, 268(1), 8–15. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00415-020-10056-6 

Martínez-Lezaun, I., Santamaría-Vázquez, M., & Líbano, M. del. (2020). Influence of Confinement 

by COVID-19 on the Quality of Sleep and the Interests of University Students. Nature and 

Science of Sleep, 12, 1075–1081. https://doi.org/10.2147/nss.s280892 

Massar, S. A. A., Ng, A. S. C., Soon, C. S., Ong, J. L., Chua, X. Y., Chee, N. I. Y. N., Lee, T. S., & 

Chee, M. W. L. (2021). Reopening after lockdown: The influence of working-from-home and 

digital device use on sleep, physical activity, and wellbeing following COVID-19 lockdown 

and reopening. Sleep. https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/zsab250 

Mattingly, S. M., Grover, T., Martinez, G. J., Aledavood, T., Robles-Granda, P., Nies, K., Striegel, 

A., & Mark, G. (2021). The effects of seasons and weather on sleep patterns measured 

through longitudinal multimodal sensing. Npj Digital Medicine 2021 4:1, 4(1), 1–15. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41746-021-00435-2 

Mazza, C., Ricci, E., Biondi, S., Colasanti, M., Ferracuti, S., Napoli, C., & Roma, P. (2020). A 

Nationwide Survey of Psychological Distress among Italian People during the COVID-19 

Pandemic: Immediate Psychological Responses and Associated Factors. International Journal 

of Environmental Research and Public Health, 17(9), 3165. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17093165 

Mazza, M. G., de Lorenzo, R., Conte, C., Poletti, S., Vai, B., Bollettini, I., Melloni, E. M. T., Furlan, 

R., Ciceri, F., Rovere-Querini, P., & Benedetti, F. (2020). Anxiety and depression in COVID-

19 survivors: Role of inflammatory and clinical predictors. Brain, Behavior, and Immunity, 89, 

594–600. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2020.07.037 

Mazza, M. G., Palladini, M., de Lorenzo, R., Magnaghi, C., Poletti, S., Furlan, R., Ciceri, F., Rovere-

Querini, P., & Benedetti, F. (2021). Persistent psychopathology and neurocognitive 

impairment in COVID-19 survivors: Effect of inflammatory biomarkers at three-month 

follow-up. Brain, Behavior, and Immunity, 94, 138–147. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2021.02.021 

McCall, W. v., Mensah-Bonsu, D., Withers, A. E., & Gibson, R. W. (2021). Short-term insomnia 

disorder in health care workers in an academic medical center before and during COVID-

19: Rates and predictive factors. Journal of Clinical Sleep Medicine, 17(4), 749–755. 

https://doi.org/10.5664/jcsm.9034 

Meda, N., Pardini, S., Slongo, I., Bodini, L., Zordan, M. A., Rigobello, P., Visioli, F., & Novara, C. 

(2021). Students’ mental health problems before, during, and after COVID-19 lockdown in 

Italy. Journal of Psychiatric Research, 134, 69–77. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2020.12.045 

Memon, A. R., Gupta, C. C., Crowther, M. E., Ferguson, S. A., Tuckwell, G. A., & Vincent, G. E. 

(2021). Sleep and physical activity in university students: A systematic review and meta-

analysis. Sleep Medicine Reviews, 58. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2021.101482 

Merikanto, I., Kortesoja, L., Benedict, C., Chung, F., Cedernaes, J., Espie, C. A., Morin, C. M., 

Dauvilliers, Y., Partinen, M., de Gennaro, L., Wing, Y. K., Chan, N. Y., Inoue, Y., Matsui, K., 

Holzinger, B., Plazzi, G., Mota-Rolim, S. A., Leger, D., Penzel, T., & Bjorvatn, B. (2022). 

Evening-types show highest increase of sleep and mental health problems during the 

COVID-19 pandemic - Multinational study on 19 267 adults. Sleep, 45(2), zsab216. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/zsab216 



 

 

 
216 

Merikanto, I., Kronholm, E., Peltonen, M., Laatikainen, T., Lahti, T., & Partonen, T. (2012). 

Relation of chronotype to sleep complaints in the general Finnish population. Chronobiology 

International, 29(3), 311–317. https://doi.org/10.3109/07420528.2012.655870 

Merikanto, I., Lahti, T., Kronholm, E., Peltonen, M., Laatikainen, T., Vartiainen, E., Salomaa, V., 

& Partonen, T. (2013). Evening types are prone to depression. Chronobiology International, 

30(5), 719–725. https://doi.org/10.3109/07420528.2013.784770 

Meta. (2020). Keeping Our Services Stable and Reliable During the COVID-19 Outbreak. 

https://about.fb.com/news/2020/03/keeping-our-apps-stable-during-covid-19/ 

Mills, P. J., von Känel, R., Norman, D., Natarajan, L., Ziegler, M. G., & Dimsdale, J. E. (2007). 

Inflammation and Sleep in Healthy Individuals. Sleep, 30(6), 729–735. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/30.6.729 

Miner, B., & Kryger, M. H. (2017). Sleep in the Aging Population. Sleep Medicine Clinics, 12(1), 31–

38. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsmc.2016.10.008 

Moghimbeigi, A., Eshraghian, M. R., Mohammad, K., & Mcardle, B. (2008). Multilevel zero-

inflated negative binomial regression modeling for over-dispersed count data with extra 

zeros. Journal of Applied Statistics, 35(10), 1193–1202. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/02664760802273203 

Mondo, M., Sechi, C., & Cabras, C. (2021). Psychometric evaluation of three versions of the Italian 

Perceived Stress Scale. Current Psychology, 40(4), 1884–1892. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-

019-0132-8 

Montag, C., & Elhai, J. D. (2020). Discussing digital technology overuse in children and 

adolescents during the COVID-19 pandemic and beyond: On the importance of considering 

Affective Neuroscience Theory. Addictive Behaviors Reports, 12. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.abrep.2020.100313 

Monto, A. S., DeJonge, P. M., Callear, A. P., Bazzi, L. A., Capriola, S. B., Malosh, R. E., Martin, E. 

T., & Petrie, J. G. (2020). Coronavirus Occurrence and Transmission Over 8 Years in the 

HIVE Cohort of Households in Michigan. The Journal of Infectious Diseases, 222(1), 9–16. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jiaa161 

Morin, C. M., Carrier, J., Bastien, C., & Godbout, R. (2020). Sleep and circadian rhythm in response 

to the COVID-19 pandemic. Canadian Journal of Public Health, 111(5), 654–657. 

https://doi.org/10.17269/s41997-020-00382-7 

Morin, C. M., & Jarrin, D. C. (2022). Epidemiology of Insomnia: Prevalence, Course, Risk Factors, 

and Public Health Burden. Sleep Medicine Clinics, 17(2), 173–191. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsmc.2022.03.003 

Muller, A. E., Hafstad, E. V., Himmels, J. P. W., Smedslund, G., Flottorp, S., Stensland, S. Ø., 

Stroobants, S., van de Velde, S., & Vist, G. E. (2020). The mental health impact of the covid-

19 pandemic on healthcare workers, and interventions to help them: A rapid systematic 

review. Psychiatry Research, 293, 113441. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2020.113441 

Natale, V. (1999). Validazione di una scala ridotta di Mattutinità (rMEQ). Bollettino Di Psicologia 

Applicata, 229, 19–26. 

Natale, V., Esposito, M. J., Martoni, M., & Fabbri, M. (2006). Validity of the reduced version of the 

Morningness-Eveningness Questionnaire. Sleep and Biological Rhythms, 4(1), 72–74. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1479-8425.2006.00192.x 

Nisar, M., Mohammad, R. M., Arshad, A., Hashmi, I., Yousuf, S. M., & Baig, S. (2019). Influence 

of Dietary Intake on Sleeping Patterns of Medical Students. Cureus, 11(2). 

https://doi.org/10.7759/cureus.4106 

Notarte, K. I., Catahay, J. A., Velasco, J. V., Pastrana, A., Ver, A. T., Pangilinan, F. C., Peligro, P. 

J., Casimiro, M., Guerrero, J. J., Gellaco, M. M. L., Lippi, G., Henry, B. M., & Fernández-de-

las-Peñas, C. (2022). Impact of COVID-19 vaccination on the risk of developing long-COVID 



 

 

 
217 

and on existing long-COVID symptoms: A systematic review. EClinicalMedicine, 53, 101624. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eclinm.2022.101624 

Nowakowski, S., Matthews, K. A., Von Känel, R., Hall, M. H., & Thurston, R. C. (2018). Sleep 

characteristics and inflammatory biomarkers among midlife women. Sleep, 41(5), zsy049. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/zsy049 

Núñez, P., Perillan, C., Arguelles, J., & Diaz, E. (2019). Comparison of sleep and chronotype 

between senior and undergraduate university students. Chronobiology International, 36(12), 

1626–1637. https://doi.org/10.1080/07420528.2019.1660359 

Nwachukwu, I., Nkire, N., Shalaby, R., Hrabok, M., Vuong, W., Gusnowski, A., Surood, S., 

Urichuk, L., Greenshaw, A. J., & Agyapong, V. I. O. (2020). COVID-19 Pandemic: Age-

Related Differences in Measures of Stress, Anxiety and Depression in Canada. International 

Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 17(17), 1–10. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17176366 

O’ Mahony, L., Buwalda, T., Blair, M., Forde, B., Lunjani, N., Ambikan, A., Neogi, U., Barrett, P., 

Geary, E., O’Connor, N., Dineen, J., Clarke, G., Kelleher, E., Horgan, M., Jackson, A., & 

Sadlier, C. (2022). Impact of Long COVID on health and quality of life. HRB Open Research, 

5, 31. https://doi.org/10.12688/hrbopenres.13516.1 

Ofcom. (2020). Lockdown leads to surge in TV screen time and streaming. 

https://www.ofcom.org.uk/about-ofcom/latest/features-and-news/lockdown-leads-to-

surge-in-tv-screen-time-and-streaming 

Olff, M., Langeland, W., Draijer, N., & Gersons, B. P. R. (2007). Gender differences in 

posttraumatic stress disorder. Psychological Bulletin, 133(2), 183–204. 

https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.133.2.183 

O’Mahoney, L. L., Routen, A., Gillies, C., Ekezie, W., Welford, A., Zhang, A., Karamchandani, U., 

Simms-Williams, N., Cassambai, S., Ardavani, A., Wilkinson, T. J., Hawthorne, G., Curtis, 

F., Kingsnorth, A. P., Almaqhawi, A., Ward, T., Ayoubkhani, D., Banerjee, A., Calvert, M., 

… Khunti, K. (2023). The prevalence and long-term health effects of Long Covid among 

hospitalised and non-hospitalised populations: A systematic review and meta-analysis. 

EClinicalMedicine, 55, 101762. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eclinm.2022.101762 

Onder, G., Rezza, G., & Brusaferro, S. (2020). Case-Fatality Rate and Characteristics of Patients 

Dying in Relation to COVID-19 in Italy. JAMA, 323(18), 1775–1776. 

https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2020.4683 

Ong, J. L., Lau, T. Y., Karsikas, M., Kinnunen, H., & Chee, M. W. L. (2021). A longitudinal analysis 

of COVID-19 lockdown stringency on sleep and resting heart rate measures across 20 

countries. Scientific Reports 2021 11:1, 11(1), 1–11. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-93924-z 

Orchard, F., Gregory, A. M., Gradisar, M., & Reynolds, S. (2020). Self-reported sleep patterns and 

quality amongst adolescents: cross-sectional and prospective associations with anxiety and 

depression. Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 61(10), 1126–1137. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/jcpp.13288 

Orzech, K. M., Grandner, M. A., Roane, B. M., & Carskadon, M. A. (2016). Digital media use in 

the 2 h before bedtime is associated with sleep variables in university students. Computers 

in Human Behavior, 55(A), 43–50. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2015.08.049 

Özdin, S., & Bayrak Özdin, Ş. (2020). Levels and predictors of anxiety, depression and health 

anxiety during COVID-19 pandemic in Turkish society: The importance of gender. The 

International Journal of Social Psychiatry, 66(5), 504–511. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0020764020927051 

Paine, S. J., Gander, P. H., & Travier, N. (2006). The epidemiology of morningness/eveningness: 

influence of age, gender, ethnicity, and socioeconomic factors in adults (30-49 years). Journal 

of Biological Rhythms, 21(1), 68–76. https://doi.org/10.1177/0748730405283154 



 

 

 
218 

Pappa, S., Ntella, V., Giannakas, T., Giannakoulis, V. G., Papoutsi, E., & Katsaounou, P. (2020). 

Prevalence of depression, anxiety, and insomnia among healthcare workers during the 

COVID-19 pandemic: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Brain, Behavior, and Immunity, 

88, 901–907. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2020.05.026 

Patel, D., Steinberg, J., & Patel, P. (2018). Insomnia in the Elderly: A Review. Journal of Clinical 

Sleep Medicine, 14(6), 1017–1024. https://doi.org/10.5664/JCSM.7172 

Payne, E. H., Gebregziabher, M., Hardin, J. W., Ramakrishnan, V., & Egede, L. E. (2018). An 

empirical approach to determine a threshold for assessing overdispersion in Poisson and 

negative binomial models for count data. Communications in Statistics: Simulation and 

Computation, 47(6), 1722. https://doi.org/10.1080/03610918.2017.1323223 

Pellegrini, C. A., Webster, J., Hahn, K. R., Leblond, T. L., & Unick, J. L. (2020). Relationship 

between stress and weight management behaviors during the COVID-19 pandemic among 

those enrolled in an internet program. Obesity Science & Practice, 7(1), 129–134. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/osp4.465 

Pépin, J. L., Bailly, S., Mordret, E., Gaucher, J., Tamisier, R., ben Messaoud, R., Arnal, P. J., & 

Mignot, E. (2021). Greatest changes in objective sleep architecture during COVID-19 

lockdown in night owls with increased REM sleep. Sleep, 44(9), zsab075. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/zsab075 

Phelps, J. (2008). Dark therapy for bipolar disorder using amber lenses for blue light blockade. 

Medical Hypotheses, 70(2), 224–229. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mehy.2007.05.026 

Phetsouphanh, C., Darley, D. R., Wilson, D. B., Howe, A., Munier, C. M. L., Patel, S. K., Juno, J. 

A., Burrell, L. M., Kent, S. J., Dore, G. J., Kelleher, A. D., & Matthews, G. v. (2022). 

Immunological dysfunction persists for 8 months following initial mild-to-moderate SARS-

CoV-2 infection. Nature Immunology, 23(2), 210–216. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41590-021-

01113-x 

Pierce, M., Hope, H., Ford, T., Hatch, S., Hotopf, M., John, A., Kontopantelis, E., Webb, R., 

Wessely, S., McManus, S., & Abel, K. M. (2020). Mental health before and during the 

COVID-19 pandemic: a longitudinal probability sample survey of the UK population. The 

Lancet Psychiatry, 7(10), 883–892. https://doi.org/10.1016/s2215-0366(20)30308-4 

Pigeon, W. R., Bishop, T. M., & Krueger, K. M. (2017). Insomnia as a Precipitating Factor in New 

Onset Mental Illness: a Systematic Review of Recent Findings. Current Psychiatry Reports, 

19(8). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-017-0802-x 

Pilz, L. K., Keller, L. K., Lenssen, D., & Roenneberg, T. (2018). Time to rethink sleep quality: PSQI 

scores reflect sleep quality on workdays. Sleep, 41(5), zsy029. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/zsy029 

Pinto, J., van Zeller, M., Amorim, P., Pimentel, A., Dantas, P., Eusébio, E., Neves, A., Pipa, J., Santa 

Clara, E., Santiago, T., Viana, P., & Drummond, M. (2020). Sleep quality in times of Covid-

19 pandemic. Sleep Medicine, 74, 81–85. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2020.07.012 

Pires, G. N., Ishikura, I. A., Xavier, S. D., Petrella, C., Piovezan, R. D., Xerfan, E. M. S., Andersen, 

M. L., & Tufik, S. (2021). Sleep in Older Adults and Its Possible Relations With COVID-19. 

Frontiers in Aging Neuroscience, 13. https://doi.org/10.3389/fnagi.2021.647875 

Platto, S., Wang, Y., Zhou, J., & Carafoli, E. (2021). History of the COVID-19 pandemic: Origin, 

explosion, worldwide spreading. Biochemical and Biophysical Research Communications, 538, 

14–23. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2020.10.087 

Polack, F. P., Thomas, S. J., Kitchin, N., Absalon, J., Gurtman, A., Lockhart, S., Perez, J. L., Pérez 

Marc, G., Moreira, E. D., Zerbini, C., Bailey, R., Swanson, K. A., Roychoudhury, S., Koury, 

K., Li, P., Kalina, W. v., Cooper, D., Frenck, R. W., Hammitt, L. L., … Gruber, W. C. (2020). 

Safety and Efficacy of the BNT162b2 mRNA Covid-19 Vaccine. New England Journal of 

Medicine, 383(27), 2603–2615. https://doi.org/10.1056/nejmoa2034577 



 

 

 
219 

Prather, A. A., Janicki-Deverts, D., Hall, M. H., & Cohen, S. (2015). Behaviorally Assessed Sleep 

and Susceptibility to the Common Cold. Sleep, 38(9), 1353–1359. 

https://doi.org/10.5665/sleep.4968 

Prather, A. A., Pressman, S. D., Miller, G. E., & Cohen, S. (2021). Temporal Links Between Self-

Reported Sleep and Antibody Responses to the Influenza Vaccine. International Journal of 

Behavioral Medicine, 28(1), 151–158. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12529-020-09879-4 

R Core Team. (2022). R: A language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for 

Statistical Computing. https://www.r-project.org/ 

Rafique, N., Al-Asoom, L. I., Alsunni, A. A., Saudagar, F. N., Almulhim, L., & Alkaltham, G. 

(2020). Effects of Mobile Use on Subjective Sleep Quality. Nature and Science of Sleep, 12, 357–

364. https://doi.org/10.2147/NSS.S253375 

Rajkumar, R. P. (2020). COVID-19 and mental health: A review of the existing literature. Asian 

Journal of Psychiatry, 52, 102066. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajp.2020.102066 

Raman, S., & Coogan, A. N. (2021). Effects of societal-level COVID-19 mitigation measures on the 

timing and quality of sleep in Ireland. Sleep Medicine. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2021.02.024 

Randler, C. (2015). Ontogeny of morningness–eveningness across the adult human lifespan. 

Science of Nature, 103(1), 1–4. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00114-015-1326-z 

Randler, C., Bilger, S., & Díaz-Morales, J. F. (2009). Associations among sleep, chronotype, 

parental monitoring, and pubertal development among German adolescents. The Journal of 

Psychology, 143(5), 509–520. https://doi.org/10.3200/jrl.143.5.509-520 

Randler, C., Faßl, C., & Kalb, N. (2017). From Lark to Owl: developmental changes in 

morningness-eveningness from new-borns to early adulthood. Scientific Reports, 45874. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/srep45874 

Randler, C., Freyth-Weber, K., Rahafar, A., Florez Jurado, A., & Kriegs, J. O. (2016). Morningness-

eveningness in a large sample of German adolescents and adults. Heliyon, 2(11), e00200. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2016.e00200 

Rayatdoost, E., Rahmanian, M., Sanie, M. S., Rahmanian, J., Matin, S., Kalani, N., Kenarkoohi, A., 

Falahi, S., & Abdoli, A. (2022). Sufficient Sleep, Time of Vaccination, and Vaccine Efficacy: 

A Systematic Review of the Current Evidence and a Proposal for COVID-19 Vaccination. 

The Yale Journal of Biology and Medicine, 95(2), 221–235. 

Ribeiro, Í. J. S., Pereira, R., Freire, I. V., de Oliveira, B. G., Casotti, C. A., & Boery, E. N. (2018). 

Stress and Quality of Life Among University Students: A Systematic Literature Review. 

Health Professions Education, 4(2), 70–77. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hpe.2017.03.002 

Rique, G. L. N., Filho, G. M. C. F., Ferreira, A. D. C., & De Sousa-Muñoz, R. L. (2014). Relationship 

between chronotype and quality of sleep in medical students at the Federal University of 

Paraiba, Brazil. Sleep Science, 7(2), 96–102. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.slsci.2014.09.004 

Robbins, R., Affouf, M., Weaver, M. D., Czeisler, M., Barger, L. K., Quan, S. F., & Czeisler, C. A. 

(2021). Estimated Sleep Duration Before and During the COVID-19 Pandemic in Major 

Metropolitan Areas on Different Continents: Observational Study of Smartphone App Data. 

Journal of Medical Internet Research, 23(2), e20546. https://doi.org/10.2196/20546 

Robinson, E., Sutin, A. R., Daly, M., & Jones, A. (2022). A systematic review and meta-analysis of 

longitudinal cohort studies comparing mental health before versus during the COVID-19 

pandemic in 2020. Journal of Affective Disorders, 296, 567–576. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2021.09.098 

Roenneberg, T., Pilz, L. K., Zerbini, G., & Winnebeck, E. C. (2019). Chronotype and social jetlag: 

A (self-) critical review. Biology, 8(3), 1–19. https://doi.org/10.3390/biology8030054 

Roenneberg, T., Wirz-Justice, A., & Merrow, M. (2003). Life between clocks: Daily temporal 

patterns of human chronotypes. Journal of Biological Rhythms, 18(1), 80–90. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0748730402239679 



 

 

 
220 

Romo-Nava, F., Tafoya, S. A., Gutiérrez-Soriano, J., Osorio, Y., Carriedo, P., Ocampo, B., 

Bobadilla, R. I., & Heinze, G. (2016). The association between chronotype and perceived 

academic stress to depression in medical students. Chronobiology International, 33(10), 1359–

1368. https://doi.org/10.1080/07420528.2016.1217230 

Rossi, R., Jannini, T. B., Socci, V., Pacitti, F., & Lorenzo, G. di. (2021). Stressful Life Events and 

Resilience During the COVID-19 Lockdown Measures in Italy: Association With Mental 

Health Outcomes and Age. Frontiers in Psychiatry, 12, 236. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2021.635832 

Rossi, R., Socci, V., Pacitti, F., Di Lorenzo, G., Di Marco, A., Siracusano, A., & Rossi, A. (2020). 

Mental Health Outcomes Among Frontline and Second-Line Health Care Workers During 

the Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) Pandemic in Italy. JAMA Network Open, 3(5), 

e2010185. https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2020.10185 

Rossi, R., Socci, V., Talevi, D., Mensi, S., Niolu, C., Pacitti, F., di Marco, A., Rossi, A., Siracusano, 

A., & di Lorenzo, G. (2020). COVID-19 Pandemic and Lockdown Measures Impact on 

Mental Health Among the General Population in Italy. Frontiers in Psychiatry, 11, 790. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/FPSYT.2020.00790/BIBTEX 

Rout, N. (2020). Risks to the elderly during the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic 2019–2020. 

Journal of Geriatric Care and Research, 7, 27–28. 

Rus Prelog, P., Matić, T., Pregelj, P., & Sadikov, A. (2022). Risk of Depression, Anxiety, and Stress 

During the Second Wave of COVID-19 in Slovenia. Frontiers in Psychiatry, 12, 788898. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2021.788898 

Rutkai, I., Mayer, M. G., Hellmers, L. M., Ning, B., Huang, Z., Monjure, C. J., Coyne, C., Silvestri, 

R., Golden, N., Hensley, K., Chandler, K., Lehmicke, G., Bix, G. J., Maness, N. J., Russell-

Lodrigue, K., Hu, T. Y., Roy, C. J., Blair, R. V., Bohm, R., … Fischer, T. (2022). 

Neuropathology and virus in brain of SARS-CoV-2 infected non-human primates. Nature 

Communications, 13, 1745. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-29440-z 

Saadeh, H., Saadeh, M., Almobaideen, W., Al Refaei, A., Shewaikani, N., Al Fayez, R. Q., 

Khawaldah, H., Abu-Shanab, S., & Al-Hussaini, M. (2021). Effect of COVID-19 Quarantine 

on the Sleep Quality and the Depressive Symptom Levels of University Students in Jordan 

During the Spring of 2020. Frontiers in Psychiatry, 12, 131. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2021.605676 

Salfi, F., Amicucci, G., Corigliano, D., D’Atri, A., Viselli, L., Tempesta, D., & Ferrara, M. (2021). 

Changes of evening exposure to electronic devices during the COVID-19 lockdown affect 

the time course of sleep disturbances. Sleep, 44(9), zsab080. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/zsab080 

Salfi, F., Amicucci, G., Corigliano, D., Viselli, L., D’Atri, A., Tempesta, D., Gorgoni, M., 

Scarpelli, S., Alfonsi, V., & Ferrara, M. (2022). Two years after lockdown: Longitudinal 

trajectories of sleep disturbances and mental health over the COVID-19 pandemic, and 

the effects of age, gender and chronotype. Journal of Sleep Research, e13767. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13767 

Salfi, F., Amicucci, G., Corigliano, D., Viselli, L., D’Atri, A., Tempesta, D., & Ferrara, M. (2023). 

Poor sleep quality, insomnia, and short sleep duration before infection predict long-term 

symptoms after COVID-19. Brain, Behavior, and Immunity, 12, 140–151. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2023.06.010 

Salfi, F., D’Atri, A., Amicucci, G., Viselli, L., Gorgoni, M., Scarpelli, S., Alfonsi, V., & Ferrara, 

M. (2022). The fall of vulnerability to sleep disturbances in evening chronotypes when 

working remotely and its implications on depression. Scientific Reports, 12, 12249. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-16256-6 



 

 

 
221 

Salfi, F., D’Atri, A., Tempesta, D., & Ferrara, M. (2021). Sleeping under the waves: A 

longitudinal study across the contagion peaks of the COVID-19 pandemic in Italy. 

Journal of Sleep Research, 30, e13313. https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13313 

Salfi, F., & Ferrara, M. (2023). Sleep patterns and sleep disturbances during the lockdown 

periods. In A. S. BaHammam, H. Jahrami, & S. R. Pandi-Perumal (Eds.), COVID-19 and 

Sleep: A Global Outlook. Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-99-0240-8_7 

Salfi, F., Lauriola, M., Amicucci, G., Corigliano, D., Viselli, L., Tempesta, D., & Ferrara, M. 

(2020). Gender-related time course of sleep disturbances and psychological symptoms 

during the COVID-19 lockdown: A longitudinal study on the Italian population. 

Neurobiology of Stress, 13, 100259. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.YNSTR.2020.100259 

Salfi, F., Lauriola, M., D’Atri, A., Amicucci, G., Viselli, L., Tempesta, D., & Ferrara, M. (2021). 

Demographic, psychological, chronobiological, and work-related predictors of sleep 

disturbances during the COVID-19 lockdown in Italy. Scientific Reports, 11, 11416. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-90993-y 

Salk, R. H., Hyde, J. S., & Abramson, L. Y. (2017). Gender differences in depression in 

representative national samples: Meta-analyses of diagnoses and symptoms. Psychological 

Bulletin, 143(8), 783–822. https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000102 

Sampogna, G., Giallonardo, V., Del Vecchio, V., Luciano, M., Albert, U., Carmassi, C., Carrà, G., 

Cirulli, F., Dell’Osso, B., Menculini, G., Belvederi Murri, M., Pompili, M., Sani, G., Volpe, 

U., Bianchini, V., & Fiorillo, A. (2021). Loneliness in Young Adults During the First Wave of 

COVID-19 Lockdown: Results From the Multicentric COMET Study. Frontiers in Psychiatry, 

12, 2226. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2021.788139 

Sanavio, E., Bertolotti, G., Michelin, P., Vidotto, G., & Zotti, A. M. (1998). CBA 2.0 – Cognitive 

Behavioural Assessment 2.0 - Scale Primarie: Manuale. (2nd ed.). Organizzazioni Speciali. 

Santos, J. S., & Louzada, F. M. (2022). Changes in adolescents’ sleep during COVID-19 outbreak 

reveal the inadequacy of early morning school schedules. Sleep Science, 15(0), 74–79. 

https://doi.org/10.5935/1984-0063.20200127 

Schilling, C., Meyer-Lindenberg, A., & Schweiger, J. I. (2022). Cognitive disorders and sleep 

disturbances in long COVID. Nervenarzt, 93, 779–787. https://doi.org/10.1007/S00115-022-

01297-Z 

Scott, A. J., Webb, T. L., Martyn-St James, M., Rowse, G., & Weich, S. (2021). Improving sleep 

quality leads to better mental health: A meta-analysis of randomised controlled trials. Sleep 

Medicine Reviews, 60, 101556. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2021.101556 

Scott, S. B., Sliwinski, M. J., & Blanchard-Fields, F. (2013). Age differences in emotional responses 

to daily stress: The role of timing, severity, and global perceived stress. Psychology and Aging, 

28(4), 1076–1087. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0034000 

Selvi, Y., Boysan, M., Kandeger, A., Uygur, O. F., Sayin, A. A., Akbaba, N., & Koc, B. (2018). 

Heterogeneity of sleep quality in relation to circadian preferences and depressive 

symptomatology among major depressive patients. Journal of Affective Disorders, 235, 242–

249. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2018.02.018 

Shechter, A., Kim, E. W., St-Onge, M. P., & Westwood, A. J. (2018). Blocking nocturnal blue light 

for insomnia: A randomized controlled trial. Journal of Psychiatric Research, 96, 196–202. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2017.10.015 

Shiffman, S., Stone, A. A., & Hufford, M. R. (2008). Ecological momentary assessment. Annual 

Review of Clinical Psychology, 4, 1–32. 

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.clinpsy.3.022806.091415 

Sica, C., & Ghisi, M. (2007). The Italian versions of the Beck Anxiety Inventory and the Beck 

Depression Inventory-II: Psychometric properties and discriminant power. In M. M. Lange 

(Ed.), Leading-edge psychological tests and testing research. (pp. 27–50). Nova Science 

Publishers. 



 

 

 
222 

Sleep Foundation. (2020). Sleep Guidelines During the COVID-19 Pandemic. 

https://www.sleepfoundation.org/sleep-guidelines-covid-19-isolation 

Smith, L., Jacob, L., Trott, M., Yakkundi, A., Butler, L., Barnett, Y., Armstrong, N. C., McDermott, 

D., Schuch, F., Meyer, J., López-Bueno, R., Sánchez, G. F. L., Bradley, D., & Tully, M. A. 

(2020). The association between screen time and mental health during COVID-19: A cross 

sectional study. Psychiatry Research, 292, 113333. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2020.113333 

Šmotek, M., Fárková, E., Manková, D., & Kopřivová, J. (2020). Evening and night exposure to 

screens of media devices and its association with subjectively perceived sleep: Should “light 

hygiene” be given more attention? Sleep Health, 6(4), 498–505. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/J.SLEH.2019.11.007 

Spiegel, K., Sheridan, J. F., & Van Cauter, E. (2002). Effect of Sleep Deprivation on Response to 

Immunizaton. JAMA, 288(12), 1471–1472. https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.288.12.1469 

Spielberger, C. D., Gorsuch, R. L., & Lushene, R. E. (1970). The State-Trait Anxiety Inventory (STAI): 

Test Manual for Form X. (1st ed.). Consulting Psychologist Press. 

Staller, N., & Randler, C. (2021). Changes in sleep schedule and chronotype due to COVID-19 

restrictions and home office. Somnologie, 25(2), 131–137. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11818-020-

00277-2 

Stone, J. E., Phillips, A. J. K., Chachos, E., Hand, A. J., Lu, S., Carskadon, M. A., Klerman, E. B., 

Lockley, S. W., Wiley, J. F., Bei, B., & Rajaratnam, S. M. W. (2021). In-person vs home 

schooling during the COVID-19 pandemic: Differences in sleep, circadian timing, and mood 

in early adolescence. Journal of Pineal Research, 71(2). https://doi.org/10.1111/jpi.12757 

St-Onge, M. P., Mikic, A., & Pietrolungo, C. E. (2016). Effects of Diet on Sleep Quality. Advances 

in Nutrition, 7(5), 938–949. https://doi.org/10.3945/an.116.012336 

Sudre, C. H., Murray, B., Varsavsky, T., Graham, M. S., Penfold, R. S., Bowyer, R. C., Pujol, J. C., 

Klaser, K., Antonelli, M., Canas, L. S., Molteni, E., Modat, M., Jorge Cardoso, M., May, A., 

Ganesh, S., Davies, R., Nguyen, L. H., Drew, D. A., Astley, C. M., … Steves, C. J. (2021). 

Attributes and predictors of long COVID. Nature Medicine, 27, 626–631. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-021-01292-y 

Sundarasen, S., Chinna, K., Kamaludin, K., Nurunnabi, M., Baloch, G. M., Khoshaim, H. B., 

Hossain, S. F. A., & Sukayt, A. (2020). Psychological Impact of COVID-19 and Lockdown 

among University Students in Malaysia: Implications and Policy Recommendations. 

International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 17(17), 1–13. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17176206 

Sussman, S., & Arnett, J. J. (2014). Emerging Adulthood: Developmental Period Facilitative of the 

Addictions. Evaluation & the Health Professions, 37(2), 147–155. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0163278714521812 

SVIMEZ. (2020). Rapporto SVIMEZ. https://lnx.svimez.info/svimez/presentazione-rapporto-

svimez-2020/ 

Taillard, J., Philip, P., Chastang, J. F., & Bioulac, B. (2004). Validation of Horne and Ostberg 

Morningness-Eveningness Questionnaire in a Middle-Aged Population of French Workers. 

Journal of Biological Rhythms, 19(1), 76–86. https://doi.org/10.1177/0748730403259849 

Taporoski, T. P., Beijamini, F., Gómez, L. M., Ruiz, F. S., Ahmed, S. S., von Schantz, M., Pereira, 

A. C., & Knutson, K. L. (2022). Subjective sleep quality before and during the COVID-19 

pandemic in a Brazilian rural population. Sleep Health, 8(2), 167–174. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleh.2021.11.007 

Taquet, M., Geddes, J. R., Husain, M., Luciano, S., & Harrison, P. J. (2021). 6-month neurological 

and psychiatric outcomes in 236 379 survivors of COVID-19: a retrospective cohort study 

using electronic health records. The Lancet Psychiatry, 8(5), 416–427. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/s2215-0366(21)00084-5 



 

 

 
223 

Taylor, S. E., Klein, L. C., Lewis, B. P., Gruenewald, T. L., Gurung, R. A. R., & Updegraff, J. A. 

(2000). Biobehavioral responses to stress in females: Tend-and-befriend, not fight-or-flight. 

Psychological Review, 107(3), 411–429. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.107.3.411 

Tempesta, D., Salfi, F., De Gennaro, L., & Ferrara, M. (2020). The impact of five nights of sleep 

restriction on emotional reactivity. Journal of Sleep Research, 29(5), e13022. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13022 

Tempesta, D., Socci, V., De Gennaro, L., & Ferrara, M. (2018). Sleep and emotional processing. 

Sleep Medicine Reviews, 40, 183–195. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2017.12.005 

The Lancet. (2021). Understanding long COVID: a modern medical challenge. The Lancet, 

398(10302), 725. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(21)01900-0 

The Washington Post. (2020). Our iPhone weekly screen time reports are through the roof, and people 

are ‘horrified.’ https://www.washingtonpost.com/technology/2020/03/24/screen-time-

iphone-coronavirus-quarantine-covid/ 

Touitou, Y., Touitou, D., & Reinberg, A. (2016). Disruption of adolescents’ circadian clock: The 

vicious circle of media use, exposure to light at night, sleep loss and risk behaviors. Journal 

of Physiology-Paris, 110(4), 467–479. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jphysparis.2017.05.001 

Trakada, A., Nikolaidis, P. T., Economou, N. T., Kallianos, A., Nena, E., Steiropoulos, P., Knechtle, 

B., & Trakada, G. (2022). Comparison of sleep characteristics during the first and second 

period of restrictive measures due to COVID-19 pandemic in Greece. European Review for 

Medical and Pharmacological Sciences, 26(4), 1382–1387. 

https://doi.org/10.26355/eurrev_202202_28131 

Trott, M., Driscoll, R., Irlado, E., & Pardhan, S. (2022). Changes and correlates of screen time in 

adults and children during the COVID-19 pandemic: A systematic review and meta-

analysis. EClinicalMedicine, 48, 101452. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eclinm.2022.101452 

Tsaousis, I. (2010). Circadian preferences and personality traits: A meta-analysis. European Journal 

of Personality, 24(4), 356–373. https://doi.org/10.1002/per.754 

Tukey, J. W. (1977). Exploratory data analysis. Addison-Wesley Publishing Company. 

Uchino, B. N., Berg, C. A., Smith, T. W., Pearce, G., & Skinner, M. (2006). Age-related differences 

in ambulatory blood pressure during daily stress: Evidence for greater blood pressure 

reactivity with age. Psychology and Aging, 21(2), 231–239. https://doi.org/10.1037/0882-

7974.21.2.231 

Ueda, M., Stickley, A., Sueki, H., & Matsubayashi, T. (2020). Mental health status of the general 

population in Japan during the COVID-19 pandemic. Psychiatry and Clinical Neurosciences, 

74(9), 505–506. https://doi.org/10.1111/pcn.13105 

Valiensi, S. M., Folgueira, A. L., & Garay, A. (2022). Early impact on sleep and mental health 

during the mandatory social isolation of COVID-19 outbreak: an observational cross-

sectional study carried out in Argentina. Sleep Science, 15(0), 41–48. 

https://doi.org/10.5935/1984-0063.20200121 

van den Berg, J. F., Kivelä, L., & Antypa, N. (2018). Chronotype and depressive symptoms in 

students: An investigation of possible mechanisms. Chronobiology International, 35(9), 1248–

1261. https://doi.org/10.1080/07420528.2018.1470531 

Van Den Bergh, O., & Walentynowicz, M. (2016). Accuracy and bias in retrospective symptom 

reporting. Current Opinion in Psychiatry, 29(5), 302–308. 

https://doi.org/10.1097/yco.0000000000000267 

Vargas, I., Muench, A., Grandner, M. A., Irwin, M. R., & Perlis, M. L. (2023). Insomnia symptoms 

predict longer COVID-19 symptom duration. Sleep Medicine, 101, 365–372. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2022.11.019 

Verma, R., Balhara, Y. P. S., & Gupta, C. S. (2011). Gender differences in stress response: Role of 

developmental and biological determinants. Industrial Psychiatry Journal, 20(1), 4–10. 



 

 

 
224 

Vetter, C., Fischer, D., Matera, J. L., & Roenneberg, T. (2015). Aligning work and circadian time 

in shift workers improves sleep and reduces circadian disruption. Current Biology, 25(7), 

907–911. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2015.01.064 

Villani, L., Pastorino, R., Molinari, E., Anelli, F., Ricciardi, W., Graffigna, G., & Boccia, S. (2021). 

Impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on psychological well-being of students in an Italian 

university: a web-based cross-sectional survey. Globalization and Health, 17(1), 1–14. 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12992-021-00680-w 

Vindegaard, N., & Benros, M. E. (2020). COVID-19 pandemic and mental health consequences: 

Systematic review of the current evidence. Brain, Behavior, and Immunity, 89, 531–542. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2020.05.048 

Virtanen, M., Ferrie, J. E., Gimeno, D., Vahtera, J., Elovainio, M., Singh-Manoux, A., Marmot, M. 

G., & Kivimäki, M. (2009). Long working hours and sleep disturbances: the Whitehall II 

prospective cohort study. Sleep, 32(6), 737–745. https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/32.6.737 

Viselli, L., Salfi, F., D’atri, A., Amicucci, G., & Ferrara, M. (2021). Sleep quality, insomnia 

symptoms, and depressive symptomatology among Italian university students before 

and during the covid-19 lockdown. International Journal of Environmental Research and 

Public Health, 18(24). https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph182413346 

Vittinghoff, E., & McCulloch, C. E. (2007). Relaxing the Rule of Ten Events per Variable in Logistic 

and Cox Regression. American Journal of Epidemiology, 165(6), 710–718. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwk052 

Voitsidis, P., Gliatas, I., Bairachtari, V., Papadopoulou, K., Papageorgiou, G., Parlapani, E., 

Syngelakis, M., Holeva, V., & Diakogiannis, I. (2020). Insomnia during the COVID-19 

pandemic in a Greek population. Psychiatry Research, 289, 113076. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2020.113076 

Wams, E. J., Woelders, T., Marring, I., Van Rosmalen, L., Beersma, D. G. M., Gordijn, M. C. M., & 

Hut, R. A. (2017). Linking Light Exposure and Subsequent Sleep: A Field Polysomnography 

Study in Humans. Sleep, 40(12), zsx165. https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/zsx165 

Wang, C., Pan, R., Wan, X., Tan, Y., Xu, L., Ho, C. S., & Ho, R. C. (2020). Immediate Psychological 

Responses and Associated Factors during the Initial Stage of the 2019 Coronavirus Disease 

(COVID-19) Epidemic among the General Population in China. International Journal of 

Environmental Research and Public Health, 17(5). https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17051729 

Wang, C., Pan, R., Wan, X., Tan, Y., Xu, L., McIntyre, R. S., Choo, F. N., Tran, B., Ho, R., Sharma, 

V. K., & Ho, C. (2020). A longitudinal study on the mental health of general population 

during the COVID-19 epidemic in China. Brain, Behavior, and Immunity, 87, 40. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2020.04.028 

Wang, D. E., Tsugawa, Y., Figueroa, J. F., & Jha, A. K. (2016). Association of Insufficient Sleep 

With Respiratory Infection Among Adults in the United States. JAMA Internal Medicine, 

176(6), 850–852. https://doi.org/10.1001/jamainternmed.2016.0787 

Wang, J., Gong, Y., Chen, Z., Wu, J., Feng, J., Yan, S., Lv, C., Lu, Z., Mu, K., & Yin, X. (2020). Sleep 

disturbances among Chinese residents during the Coronavirus Disease 2019 outbreak and 

associated factors. Sleep Medicine, 74, 199–203. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2020.08.002 

Wang, S., Li, Y., Yue, Y., Yuan, C., Jae, S. ;, Kang, H., Chavarro, J. E., Bhupathiraju, S. N., & Roberts, 

A. L. (2023). Adherence to Healthy Lifestyle Prior to Infection and Risk of Post–COVID-19 

Condition. JAMA Internal Medicine. https://doi.org/10.1001/jamainternmed.2022.6555 

Wang, S., Quan, L., Chavarro, J. E., Slopen, N., Kubzansky, L. D., Koenen, K. C., Kang, J. H., 

Weisskopf, M. G., Branch-Elliman, W., & Roberts, A. L. (2022). Associations of Depression, 

Anxiety, Worry, Perceived Stress, and Loneliness Prior to Infection With Risk of Post–

COVID-19 Conditions. JAMA Psychiatry, 79(11), 1081–1091. 

https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2022.2640 



 

 

 
225 

Wang, S., Rossheim, M. E., & Nandy, R. R. (2023). Trends in prevalence of short sleep duration 

and trouble sleeping among US adults, 2005–2018. Sleep, 46(1). 

https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/zsac231 

Wang, W., Song, W., Xia, Z., He, Y., Tang, L., Hou, J., & Lei, S. (2020). Sleep Disturbance and 

Psychological Profiles of Medical Staff and Non-Medical Staff During the Early Outbreak of 

COVID-19 in Hubei Province, China. Frontiers in Psychiatry, 11, 733. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2020.00733 

Watson, N. F., Harden, K. P., Buchwald, D., Vitiello, M. v., Pack, A. I., Strachan, E., & Goldberg, 

J. (2014). Sleep duration and depressive symptoms: A gene-environment interaction. Sleep, 

37(2), 351–358. https://doi.org/10.5665/sleep.3412 

Weissbourd, R., Batanova, M., Lovison, V., & Torres, E. (2020). Loneliness in America How the 

Pandemic Has Deepened an Epidemic of Loneliness and What We Can Do About It. In 

Harvard Graduate School of Education: Making Caring Common. 

https://mcc.gse.harvard.edu/reports/loneliness-in-america 

Wenham, C., Smith, J., & Morgan, R. (2020). COVID-19: the gendered impacts of the outbreak. 

The Lancet, 395(10227), 846–848. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(20)30526-2 

Wetherall, K., Cleare, S., McClelland, H., Melson, A. J., Niedzwiedz, C. L., O’Carroll, R. E., 

O’Connor, D. B., Platt, S., Scowcroft, E., Watson, B., Zortea, T., Ferguson, E., Robb, K. A., & 

O’Connor, R. C. (2022). Mental health and well-being during the second wave of COVID-

19: longitudinal analyses of the UK COVID-19 Mental Health and Wellbeing study (UK 

COVID-MH). BJPsych Open, 8(4), E103. https://doi.org/10.1192/bjo.2022.58 

Wittmann, M., Dinich, J., Merrow, M., & Roenneberg, T. (2006). Social jetlag: Misalignment of 

biological and social time. Chronobiology International, 23(1–2), 497–509. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/07420520500545979 

Wong, W. S., & Fielding, R. (2011). Prevalence of insomnia among Chinese adults in Hong Kong: 

a population-based study. Journal of Sleep Research, 20(1pt1), 117–126. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2869.2010.00822.x 

Wood, B., Rea, M. S., Plitnick, B., & Figueiro, M. G. (2013). Light level and duration of exposure 

determine the impact of self-luminous tablets on melatonin suppression. Applied 

Ergonomics, 44(2), 237–240. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apergo.2012.07.008 

Woods, H. C., & Scott, H. (2019). Merging the Biological and Cognitive Processes of Sleep and 

Screens. Current Sleep Medicine Reports, 5(3), 150–155. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40675-019-

00149-8 

World Health Organization. (2023). WHO Coronavirus (COVID-19) Dashboard. 

https://covid19.who.int 

Wright, K. P., Linton, S. K., Withrow, D., Casiraghi, L., Lanza, S. M., Iglesia, H. de la, Vetter, C., 

& Depner, C. M. (2020). Sleep in university students prior to and during COVID-19 Stay-at-

Home orders. Current Biology, 30(14), R797–R798. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2020.06.022 

Wu, X., Tao, S., Zhang, Y., Zhang, S., & Tao, F. (2015). Low physical activity and high screen time 

can increase the risks of mental health problems and poor sleep quality among Chinese 

college students. PLOS ONE, 10(3). https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0119607 

Yuan, R. K., Zitting, K. M., Maskati, L., & Huang, J. (2022). Increased sleep duration and delayed 

sleep timing during the COVID-19 pandemic. Scientific Reports 2022 12:1, 12(1), 1–9. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-14782-x 

Yuan, S., Liao, Z., Huang, H., Jiang, B., Zhang, X., Wang, Y., & Zhao, M. (2020). Comparison of 

the Indicators of Psychological Stress in the Population of Hubei Province and Non-

Endemic Provinces in China During Two Weeks During the Coronavirus Disease 2019 

(COVID-19) Outbreak in February 2020. Medical Science Monitor, 26, e923767. 

https://doi.org/10.12659/msm.923767 



 

 

 
226 

Yuksel, D., McKee, G. B., Perrin, P. B., Alzueta, E., Caffarra, S., Ramos-Usuga, D., Arango-

Lasprilla, J. C., & Baker, F. C. (2021). Sleeping when the world locks down: Correlates of 

sleep health during the COVID-19 pandemic across 59 countries. Sleep Health, 7(2), 134–142. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleh.2020.12.008 

Yun, J. A., Ahn, Y. S., Jeong, K. S., Joo, E. J., & Choi, K. S. (2015). The Relationship between 

Chronotype and Sleep Quality in Korean Firefighters. Clinical Psychopharmacology and 

Neuroscience, 13(2), 201. https://doi.org/10.9758/cpn.2015.13.2.201 

Zakay, D. (2014). Psychological time as information: The case of boredom. Frontiers in Psychology, 

5. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.00917 

Zeileis, A., Kleiber, C., & Jackman, S. (2008). Regression Models for Count Data in R. Journal of 

Statistical Software, 27(8), 1–25. https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v027.i08 

Zeng, N., Zhao, Y. M., Yan, W., Li, C., Lu, Q. D., Liu, L., Ni, S. Y., Mei, H., Yuan, K., Shi, L., Li, P., 

Fan, T. T., Yuan, J. L., Vitiello, M. v., Kosten, T., Kondratiuk, A. L., Sun, H. Q., Tang, X. D., 

Liu, M. Y., … Lu, L. (2022). A systematic review and meta-analysis of long term physical 

and mental sequelae of COVID-19 pandemic: call for research priority and action. Molecular 

Psychiatry 2022 28:1, 28(1), 423–433. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41380-022-01614-7 

Zhai, L., Zhang, H., & Zhang, D. (2015). Sleep duration and depression among adults: A meta-

analysis of prospective studies. Depression and Anxiety, 32(9), 664–670. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/da.22386 

Zhang, B., & Wing, Y. K. (2006). Sex Differences in Insomnia: A Meta-Analysis. Sleep, 29(1), 85–

93. https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/29.1.85 

Zhang, Y., Ren, R., Sanford, L. D., Yang, L., Zhou, J., Zhang, J., Wing, Y. K., Shi, J., Lu, L., & Tang, 

X. (2019). Sleep in posttraumatic stress disorder: A systematic review and meta-analysis of 

polysomnographic findings. Sleep Medicine Reviews, 48, 101210. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2019.08.004 

Zhang, Y., Zhang, H., Ma, X., & Di, Q. (2020). Mental Health Problems during the COVID-19 

Pandemics and the Mitigation Effects of Exercise: A Longitudinal Study of College Students 

in China. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 17(10). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17103722 

Zhou, J., Hsiao, F.-C., Shi, X., Yang, J., Huang, Y., Jiang, Y., Zhang, B., & Ma, N. (2020). Chronotype 

and depressive symptoms: A moderated mediation model of sleep quality and resilience in 

the 1st-year college students. Journal of Clinical Psychology, 77(1), 340–355. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.23037 

Zimmermann, P., & Curtis, N. (2019). Factors That Influence the Immune Response to 

Vaccination. Clinical Microbiology Reviews, 32(2). https://doi.org/10.1128/cmr.00084-18 

  

 


	Summary I
	Preface II
	Acknowledgments IV
	Publications VI
	Conference symposia XI



