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ABSTRACT 

Government restrictions applied during the COVID-19 pandemic in the UK led to the disruption of 
many people’s physical activity routines, with sports and leisure facilities closed and outdoor exercise 
only permitted once per day. In this study we investigated which population groups were impacted 
most in terms of reduced physical activity levels during these periods, and which groups benefitted in 
terms of increasing their usual level of physical activity. We surveyed UK residents, sampled through 
users of a rewards-for-exercise app (Sweatcoin; n=749) and an online panel (Prolific; n=907). Of the 
app users, n=487 further provided daily step-count data collected by the app, prior to, and during the 
periods of restrictions between March and June 2020. Regression models were applied to investigate 
factors associated with subjective change (perceived change in physical activity) and objective change 
(log-percentage change in daily step-count) in physical activity during the periods of restrictions. 
ANOVAs were used to further investigate the significant factors identified. Key factors associated 
with a substantial subjective reduction in physical activity included those classed as obese, gym users 
and people living in urban areas. All participants had a reduced step count during restrictions, with 
Black, Asian and minority ethnic (BAME) groups, students and urban dwellers showing the largest 
reductions. Therefore, targeted interventions are required to ensure that the physical and mental health 
impacts of sedentary behaviour are not exacerbated over the long-term by significant reductions in 
physical activity identified in these groups, particularly those who are also more vulnerable to the 
COVID-19 virus.   
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INTRODUCTION 

Throughout the period of the COVID-19 pandemic, the UK government introduced restrictions as a 
means to slow the progression of the outbreak. The first phase of restrictions was applied from 23 
March 2020 with a ‘Stay at Home’ message. Travel was limited to all but essential journeys, and all 
non-essential services, including sports and leisure facilities were closed; outdoor exercise was 
permitted once per day [1]. On the next phase of lockdown restrictions (introduced May 13th, 2020), 
the government re-opened outdoor public places, allowed people to exercise more than once a day and 
to drive to outdoor destinations. However, gyms and sports facilities remained closed [2].  

These unprecedented restrictions led to substantial disruption to many people’s physical activity (PA) 
routines. Those who relied on gyms and sports facilities were required to find alternative forms of PA 
that complied with the restrictions. Overall, the disruption is likely to have led to reduced PA and 
exercise routines, which could potentially increase susceptibility to the COVID-19 as well as increase 
the likelihood of underlying conditions [3]. Thus, it is essential to identify populations that are most 
impacted from the restrictions on their PA routines such that future interventions can be developed to 
help them adapt and maintain or increase PA levels.   

In contrast, some people have gained new opportunities in terms of PA during the periods of 
lockdown. A large proportion of the population switched to working from home [4], while many 
others were furloughed [5]. The switch in working patterns, for some, increased time for PA, that 
wasn’t possible previously, for example through the time saved by not commuting to the office. 

In this study, we investigate in detail which groups have been positively and negatively impacted in 
terms of their PA routines due to the UK government restrictions put in place between March and 
June 2020. Importantly, we have used both self-reported and objective measures of activity change to 
identify the factors associated with PA change. Furthermore, we identify how the types of PA have 
changed during the two phases of restrictions, and whether respondents were likely to stick with new 
or old routines once restrictions were lifted.  

METHODS 

Participants and Timing 

Participants were recruited via a physical activity incentives app (Sweatcoin [6]; n=1322) and a 
survey panel (Prolific [7]; n=932). After removal of duplicate and incomplete entries, 1656 survey 
responses were used for analysis of subjective measures (app: n=749, panel: n=907). All participants 
resided in the UK.  

Sweatcoin users were further given the option of providing their historic step count data recorded by 
the app, between 1st February 2020 and the date of completing the survey; 950 users consented to 
providing this data in addition to their survey responses. After matching data to survey responses and 
removing entries with more than 50% of days with missing step-count values, 487 participants were 
used for analysis of objective data (in combination with their survey responses).  

The survey ran May 29th to June 10th 2020.  

Ethics 

The study was given ethical approval by the Humanities and Social Sciences Research Ethics 
Committee at the University of Warwick. Informed consent was given by participants before 
proceeding with the survey questions. Each participant was provided with a nominal payment of £2 
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for fully completing the survey, which took approx. 10-15 minutes. Participants provided additional 
consent for sharing step-count data, by ticking a box on the consent form.  

Questionnaire Design 

The questionnaire consisted of demographic, wellbeing, physical activity, working status, covid-19 
status and opinions, and personality information. The following variables were collected in the survey 
data (A full sample breakdown is given in Supplementary Information A). 

General Demographics 
We captured gender, age, height, weight and ethnicity information. In addition, we gathered 
participants’ geographic location using the initial part of their postcode, along with details on whether 
they lived in an urban, suburban or rural location and whether they had access to a private garden. 
Finally, we captured whether they had children (under the age of 18) living at home.  

Wellbeing 
We used the four measures of personal wellbeing (Office of National Statistics, [8]) to measure 
subjective measures of Life Satisfaction, Worthwhile, Happiness and Anxiety on a scale of 0 (not at 
all) to 10 (completely). In addition, we asked users to rate their overall health on that day, on a scale 
of 0 (worst health) to 100 (best health).  

Working status 
We asked participants about their current work status over the past week, in terms of whether they 
were working from home, working at their usual location (away from home), furloughed or not in 
employment.  

COVID-19 status and opinions 
We asked participants how worried they were about coronavirus and to rate their certainty on whether 
they had or previously had Covid-19 (or not). Participants further stated whether they had a received a 
letter stating that they should follow shielding guidelines, and whether they were complying with this. 
Similarly, we captured the proportion of people participants thought were complying with social 
distancing measures and government-imposed restrictions of movements.  

Personality 
The Big-Five personality dimensions (openness to experience, conscientiousness, extraversion, 
agreeableness, neuroticism) [9] were captured using the Ten Item Personality Measure (TIPI; [10]). 

Physical Activity 
Participants were asked the following regarding their physical activity routine:  

Time spent on activities. Number of hours spent weekly on physical exercise (e.g. swimming, 
jogging, football, aerobics, gym), cycling and walking.  

Types of exercise. We asked participants to define the main form of exercise they routinely 
participated in over the three time periods.  

Likelihood to stick with new routine. Participants rated how likely they were to return to their 
original physical activity routine (prior to restrictions) or their new routine (during the second phase 
of restrictions) once all restrictions were lifted and business had reopened.  

Employment related physical activity. Participants reported the level of activity they did in work, 
prior to the restrictions, based on their job role (as defined by the General Practice Physical Activity 
Questionnaire, GPPAQ [11]).  
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Commuting related physical activity. Participants were asked to state the number of minutes spent 
walking, cycling, using public transport and driving, during their commute to work.  

Perceived change in physical activity. Finally, participants were asked to consider their PA based on 
the three periods relating to times prior to lockdown and two periods of UK government restrictions 
between March and June 2020 (Table 1). Participants were asked to think about their typical routine, 
based on the survey period the question referred to. The primary dependent variable we used for 
analysis was based on perceived change in PA during Phase 1 and Phase 2, relative to the Pre-
restriction period. This was based on a Likert scale of -5 (substantially reduced) through to +5 
(substantially increased). 

Table 1. Based on the level of restrictions, three periods were analysed. The date range is based on the 
start/end date of restrictions coming into effect, based on UK Government announcements [1,2]. Survey period 
is the time period we asked participants to consider when making their responses. Step count period is the time 
period over which daily step-counts were analysed for that period. 

Period label Date range Survey period Step count period 

Pre-restrictions 
(Baseline) 

Prior to 23rd March 
2020 

Week before 16th 
March 2020  

February 1st to 
February 29th 2020 

Lockdown (Phase 1) 23rd March to 12th May 
2020 

A typical week 
between 23rd March – 
12th May 2020 

23rd March to 12th May 
2020 

Relaxed Restrictions 
(Phase 2) 

13th May 2020 
onwards 

Week prior to survey 
completion date (29th 
May to 10th June 
2020) 

13th May 2020 to 
survey completion 
date.  

Step Count Data 

Historic step count data recorded by the Sweatcoin app [6], was provided by a subset of participants 
between 1st February 2020 and the date of survey completion. Step count data with more than 50% of 
days with missing step-count values, were removed. The data was split into three time periods, similar 
to the survey (see Table 1).  

Within each period, daily step count data was averaged across days of the week, resulting in seven 
mean daily step-count values (Sunday-Saturday) for each participant, per period. To measure 
proportional change in step-count during the phase 1 period of restrictions, we divided the mean daily 
step counts in phase 1 by the corresponding value in the baseline period. The natural log of the 
resulting values was calculated and then the mean taken to get a final phase 1, log-percentage change 
for each participant. The same procedure was applied to the phase 2 data to get a corresponding value 
for this period.  

ANALYSES 

All analyses were completed using the R programming language (v3.6.2; [12]). Multiple regression 
models were used to analyse the factors associated with PA change during the lockdown period. We 
investigated both subjective (perceived change in PA) and objective (log-percentage change in mean 
daily step count) measures of change as dependant variables, with the survey data used as predictor 
variables. Continuous variables were standardised, by mean-centering and scaling by the standard 
deviation. Significant variables were defined as p<0.05. Multicollinearity was tested for between 
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variables using the variance inflation factors (VIF) method; we report the maximum value (VIFmax) 
from the variables used in the regressions, with a VIFmax<5, classed as an acceptable level of 
correlation [13]. The models were applied to changes in phases 1 and 2, relative to baseline periods.  
Statistical analyses of the key variables identified in the regression were performed using Mixed 
ANOVAs to investigate differences in PA change within sub-groups of individuals, using s within-
subjects variable of time period (Phase 1, Phase 2).  

In addition to understanding change in levels of PA, we also investigated how PA routines had 
changed. This was achieved through a Sankey network of the main types of PA (e.g., running, gym, 
outdoor sports) respondents participated in across the three periods analysed. We subsequently, 
analysed the intention to stick with new (or old) routines post-lockdown, for each sport type.  

RESULTS 

A table of demographic data for the full sample (N=1656) and the sub-sample who provided step-
count data (N=487) is provided in the Supplementary Information A.  

Perceived change in PA 

Perceived change in PA during lockdown Phase 1 was, on average, slightly negative (M=-.30, 
sd=2.67). However, the distribution of responses was spread widely, highlighting an almost equal 
split between those who reported a reduction in PA levels (46.0%) and an increase in PA levels 
(39.9%), with 14.1% reporting no change. For lockdown Phase 2, there was a slight shift towards 
more people reporting an increase (43.7%) or no change (18.3%) in PA levels compared to the pre-
lockdown periods, with 38.0% reporting a decrease (overall M=.09, sd=2.55).  

Change in step count 

Prior to the lockdown periods, mean daily step count across the sample (N=487) was 6680.53 
±3310.24. Both lockdown phases had a significant negative impact on mean daily step count (F(1.61, 
781.94)=72.838, p<.001), with the mean daily number of steps reducing to a mean of 5157.07 
±3474.58 in Phase 1, and 6197.62 ±4028.07 in Phase 2.  

Factors associated with perceived physical activity change 

Factors associated with the perceived change in PA for both Phase 1 and Phase 2 lockdowns, relative 
to the Baseline period are shown in Figure 1 (VIFmax=2.8; Phase 1: N=1656, R2=0.12; Phase 2: 
N=1656, R2=0.13). The full table of results for all independent variables is provided in Supplementary 
Information B.  

Based on the regression results, we further investigated specific changes relating to the key significant 
factors identified: weight classification, home location and main type of PA prior to the lockdown. 
We further noted the linear positive relationship between perceived change in PA and the ‘happiness’ 
rating from the Office of National Statistics wellbeing scale [8], and a negative relationship with age, 
in both phases.  

For Weight classification, there was an interaction between Time (Phase 1, Phase 2) and the Weight 
classification (F(3,1652) = 2.63, p=.049; Figure 2) with people classified as Obese (based on BMI) 
reporting a significantly larger reduction in perceived change in PA during Phase 1 to those classed as 
Healthy Weight (p<.001) and Overweight (p=.006). There were no significant differences between 
weight classifications for Phase 2.  
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Figure 1. Plot of regression coefficients for the multiple regression model of self-reported perceived change in 
physical activity for both Phase 1 (blue circle marker) and Phase 2 (pink square marker) lockdown periods, 
relative to the Baseline period. Variables are only displayed where there is statistical significance in at least 
one of the phases. Where the variable is only significant in one phase, the non-significant phase is displayed as 
a dashed line. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals.  

There was a significant interaction between Time and Residential Location (F(2,1653) = 6.55, 
p=.001), with those in rural areas reporting increased PA during Phase 1, compared to Suburban 
(p<.001) and Urban (p<.001) locations, where participants report a reduction in PA (Figure 2). During 
Phase 2, both those in rural and suburban locations report an increase in PA, with no significant 
difference between these groups (p=.082). In contrast, those in urban locations continued to report a 
reduction in PA, which was significantly lower than those in rural (p<.001) and suburban locations 
(p=.006).   

Finally, we found significant differences in perceived PA change based on the main activity type 
reported by participants prior to the lockdown (F(8,1647)=10.57, p<.001; Figure 2). During Phase 1, 
while there is little reported change for most activity types, those whose main activity involved the 
gym prior to the lockdown period, reported a large reduction in PA, which was significantly reduced 
in comparison to those who did walking (p<001), running/cycling (p<.001), floor exercises (p=.003) 
or had no specific exercise routine (p<.001). In contrast, those whose main activity was running or 
cycling prior to the lockdown period, reported a perceived increase in activity during Phase 1, which 
was significantly higher than those whose main activity was walking (p=.005). Similarly, in Phase 2, 
those who were primarily gym users prior to the lockdown period continued to report significantly 
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reduced PA compared to all other activity types (p<.05), except for those who did classes or other, 
unlisted types of activity.  

 
Figure 2. Perceived change in physical activity, by weight classification (top-left), residential location (top-
right) and primary PA type prior to restrictions (bottom). Based on a Likert-scale between +5 (substantial 
increase) and -5 (substantial decrease). Solid blue bars represent Phase 1 period, pink-hatched bars represent 
Phase 2 period. Error bars represent standard error of the mean.  
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Factors associated with step-count change 

A further multiple regression model was run on the subset of participants who had provided step-
count data. We used the log-percentage change in step count for both Phase 1 and Phase 2 lockdown 
periods, relative to the Baseline period (Table 1) as the dependent variable. The significant factors 
associated with change in step count (VIFmax=2.9; Phase 1: N=487, R2=0.27; Phase 2: N=487, 
R2=0.25) are shown in Figure 3. For full table of results see Supplementary information C.  

 
Figure 3. Plot of regression coefficients for the multiple regression model of log-percentage change in mean 
daily step count for both Phase 1 (blue circle marker) and Phase 2 (pink square marker) lockdown periods, 
relative to the Baseline period. Variables are only displayed where there is statistical significance in at least 
one of the phases. Where the variable is only significant in one phase, the non-significant phase is displayed as 
a dashed line. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals.  

Based on the regression results, we further investigated changes relating to the key factors associated 
with step count change: weight classification, home location and main type of PA prior to lockdown. 
We further noted the linear positive relationship between the log-percentage change in step count and 
age, in both phases.  

Although people classed as obese were shown to have a significant negative relationship to change in 
step count in Phase 1 in the regression (Figure 4), there was no significant main effect of weight 
classification in the ANOVA analysis (F(3,483)=.235, p=.872).    

As with perceived change, there was a substantial difference in step-count change, dependant on 
where participants resided (F(2,484)=10.127, p<.001; Figure 4). In particular, those in urban locations 
had a significantly larger reduction in mean daily step count during both phases than those living in 
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suburban (Phase 1: p<.001; Phase 2: p=.004) or rural locations (Phase 1: p<.001; Phase 2: p<.001). 
There was no difference between those living in suburban and rural locations for either Phase 1 or 2.  

Individuals whose ethnicity was classed as Black, Asian or other minority ethnicity (BAME) showed 
a significantly larger reduction in mean daily step count during both phases compared to White 
British (F(1,485)=32.344, p<.001; Figure 4).  

We finally investigated the differences in mean daily step count based on work status 
(F(4,482)=18.42, p<.001; Figure 4). During both phases we observed a substantial reduction in step 
count in those classified as students, which was significantly lower than all other groups (p<.05). In 
addition, those who were furloughed at the time of the survey, had a higher reduction in mean daily 
step count, than those who were working at their usual place of work (other than working from home; 
p=.046).  

 
Figure 4. Log-percentage change in mean daily step count for work status (left), residential location (middle) 
and ethnicity (right). Solid blue bars represent Phase 1 period, pink-hatched bars represent Phase 2 period. 
Error bars represent standard error of the mean. 

Change in routines 

The main exercise routine of 25.9% of the sample was subsequently restricted due to the lockdown 
rules put in place after 23rd March 2020. Of the remainder, 62.5% took part in activities that weren’t 
subsequently restricted and 11.6% had no routine prior to the restrictions. The proportion of those 
participating in unrestricted activities increasing to 83.3% and 85.1% in Phases 1 and 2, respectively. 
However, there was also a small increase in those reporting no specific PA routine during Phase 1 
(14.1%) and Phase 2 (12.5%). The changes in routine are further visualised in the Sankey diagram 
(Figure 5).  

Finally, we asked those who had changed to a new routine, due to their previous primary activity 
being restricted, whether they planned to stick to it (Table 2). 
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Figure 5. Sankey diagram showing the switch of main physical activity type across the lockdown periods. Block 
sizes represent proportion of the sample undertaking the activity type. To increase clarity, counts of <15 are not 
displayed on the diagram.  

Table 2. Proportion of respondents who stated they were likely to stick with their new routine once restrictions 
were lifted or return to their old routine. The results are shown only for respondents who, prior to the lockdown 
periods, were participating in activities that were subsequently restricted, or had no routine.  

Activity Type Stick to new routine 
(percentage) 

Stick to old routine 

(percentage) 

Unsure 

(percentage) 

Gym 31.2 63.5 5.3 

Fitness classes 28.6 66.7 4.8 

Outdoor team sports 43.0 44.3 12.7 

No Routine 58.3 16.7 25.0 

DISCUSSION 

Overall, we found that average step count, measured objectively from smartphone data, reduced 
during both phases of lockdown in comparison to the period in February prior to the lockdown 
periods. Taking into account seasonality, this reduction is even more substantial as typically step-
count would rise through the months of March-May, when the weather becomes more favourable 
[14,15]. Similar results have been reported internationally from other app-based measures of step-
count recently [16], corroborating the impact lockdown had on activity levels. Here we have provided 
a more detailed insight using a comprehensive questionnaire in parallel with the step-count data from 
a large sample to understand which groups have shown the greatest reductions.  

While step-count provides a useful objective indicator of PA levels, it must be recognised this only 
captures a single modality of activity; therefore, we further captured perceived change in PA levels 
from respondents. This subjective data also provided a larger sample for analysis. Importantly, the 
distribution of responses differed to that resulting from step-count analyses, with a mean value close 
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to zero in both periods of lockdown. This highlighted a clear split, between those who considered 
their levels of PA had increased during the lockdown periods, and those who considered it had 
decreased. The subsequent analyses have highlighted the stark contrasts within groups defined by the 
demographic, lifestyle and health factors associated with increases or decreases in PA during the UK 
lockdown periods.   

Residential environment 

One of the factors that was significant for both subjective and objective measures of PA was the 
residential location of participants; those living in rural and suburban locations showed a perceived 
increase in PA and a lower reduction in step count in at least one lockdown phase. In contrast, urban 
residents reported a reduction in perceived PA as well as step count in both phases. The restriction to 
all but essential travel and closure of sports/gym facilities resulted in highly localised PA options [17]. 
This has emphasised inequalities between rural locations with open green space and urban 
environments with limited green space and poor walking infrastructure [18], that cannot support 
localised PA [17].  

Health factors 

A concerning finding was that those classed as obese, and hence already likely to have sedentary 
lifestyles, were reporting substantially lower levels of exercise than those in other weight groups. 
While there was no significant difference to other weight groups in percentage step-count reduction, 
the obese group also reported an overall reduction in step-count during both phases. It has been 
identified that those classed as obese are at higher risk of developing complications from COVID-19 
[19,20], with the impact of reduced PA on the immune system being a contributing factor [20]. 
Hence, it is concerning that lockdown restrictions could potentially exacerbate this group’s 
vulnerability due to further reductions in PA in an already inactive group. Another group, evidenced 
to be at higher risk from COVID-19 are those from BAME populations [21,22]. Again, we found a 
stark contrast in PA levels, in terms of reduced step-count, in those from BAME groups compared to 
those identifying as White British.   

In addition to physical health, PA has a positive impact on mental health, with those participating in 
higher levels of activity having lower odds of developing depressive symptoms [23]. It is interesting 
therefore, that there was a significant positive correlation between perceived change in PA and the 
happiness rating from the ONS4 scale. This highlights, and further corroborates similar studies (e.g., 
[24] that, on average, those who had increased PA during lockdown were also more likely to be 
happier during that period. In contrast, a sudden stop in PA in previously active people risks 
increasing depressive symptoms within a short period of time [25]. Hence, the sudden reduction in 
activity levels, from those who have been unable to maintain their usual routine may have exacerbated 
this relationship between mood and change in activity, which has been shown to have deteriorated 
nationally in the UK during the lockdown [26].    

Age 

We observed an interesting contrast of age within the analyses, with a negative correlation of age with 
perceived change in PA, in line with other research [27], versus a positive correlation of age with 
step-count. From this we can infer that older age groups feel that their overall PA levels have reduced 
more in comparison to younger groups during the lockdown periods. However, older groups were 
possibly more likely to switch to walking or running activities resulting in a smaller reduction in step 
count than younger groups, also mirrored by the significant reduction in students’ step-count 
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compared to other work groups. Given the sample demographic however, it is important to 
contextualise these results by highlighting that older groups here are more likely to be defined as 
middle-aged adults, as opposed to older adults per se (<6% of the sample were aged over 55 years).  

Exercise types 

It is interesting how the primary form of PA (prior to restrictions) impacted perceived change in PA 
during the lockdown periods. Those who were primarily runners/cyclists tended to report increased 
levels of activity during the restrictions, possibly having more opportunities to undertake this 
opportunity. Gym users reported by far the biggest reduction in perceived PA during the restrictions. 
This highlights the reliance and habituation gym users have on these facilities, which were closed 
during the lockdown periods. It is clear that, whilst most switched to new outdoor or home-based 
activities during the closures, they did not feel they were achieving the same level of exercise as their 
previous routines. This is further reflected in the fact that two-thirds of gym users planned to return to 
their previous PA routines, once restrictions were lifted. A similar proportion planned to return to 
fitness classes, and highlights the strong reliance and affiliation to these types of PA. The lockdown 
period did provide some opportunity to those who previously reported having no specific PA routine. 
Of those who developed a routine during the restrictions, over half planned to continue with this new 
routine once restrictions had lifted.  

Limitations 

The sample of respondents lacked older adults – less than 6% of the full sample were over the age of 
55 years. Therefore, we cannot generalise our results to older age groups.  However, the large sample 
we collected did allow us to provide a comprehensive insight into how the pandemic related 
restrictions have impacted PA across different demographic groups.  

CONCLUSION 

The results from the study highlight the dichotomy the impact has had on PA routines. Crucially, 
groups at high risk of complications from COVID-19 appear to be also impacted in terms of 
substantial reduction in PA. More specifically, those who are obese are at risk of further reducing 
already low activity levels; if the impact of continued restrictions has a long-term effect on routines, 
this further reduction could become habitualised. Therefore, we suggest that interventions are required 
to support these groups, to ensure they have access and motivation to participate in physical activities, 
whether this is home based or outdoors.  

On the other hand, we have seen some groups develop new routines and increase (perceived) levels of 
PA during the restrictions. Support should also be provided to these groups to maintain these new 
routines to ensure they are long lasting, and hence be beneficial to both their mental and physical 
health.  
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