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Abstract 42 

The purpose of this study was to examine the association between loneliness and 43 

psychological distress during the COVID-19 pandemic in Japan. We conducted a 44 

cross-sectional, online study from 22 to 26 December 2020. A total of 27,036 participants, 45 

all employed at the time of the survey, were included in the analysis. Participants were 46 

asked if they felt loneliness in a single-item question. The Kessler 6 (K6) was used to 47 

assess psychological distress defined as K6 scores of 5 or higher, and 13 or higher. The 48 

odds ratios (ORs) of psychological distress associated with loneliness were estimated 49 

using a multilevel logistic model nested in the prefecture of residence, with adjustment 50 

for age, sex, marital status, equivalent income, educational level, smoking, alcohol 51 

consumption, job type, number of workplace employees, and cumulative incidence rate 52 

of COVID-19 in the prefecture. Communication with friends, acquaintances, and family 53 

was strongly associated with psychological distress, so we adjusted for these factors and 54 

eating meals alone. Results showed a significant association between loneliness and 55 

psychological distress (OR = 36.62, 95%CI = 32.95-40.69). Lack of friends to talk to, 56 

lack of acquaintances to ask for help, and lack of people to communicate with through 57 

social networking sites were all strongly associated with psychological distress, as were 58 

family time and solitary eating.  Even after adjusting for these factors, loneliness was 59 
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still strongly associated with psychological distress (OR = 29.36, 95%CI = 26.44-32.98). 60 

The association between loneliness during the COVID-19 pandemic and psychological 61 

distress indicates the need for intervention. 62 

 63 
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1. Introduction 65 

The outbreak of the new coronavirus infection (COVID-19) caused by SARS-CoV-2 was 66 

first reported in Wuhan, China, in December 2019, and it has since spread around the 67 

world. The World Health Organization (WHO) declared a public health emergency on 30 68 

January 2020, and on 11 March 2020, declared it a pandemic. In Japan, the first case was 69 

reported on 16 January 2020, and the disease was designated as a designated infectious 70 

disease on 1 February 2020. As of March 2021, the disease continues to spread around the 71 

world. Japan is no exception, and since the first case was reported, the outbreak has 72 

spread, with a cumulative total of 324,846 confirmed cases in the year from 16 January 73 

2020 to 16 January 2021.1 In addition to its infectiousness, COVID-19 was found to be 74 

highly contagious, with high severity of illness and a high mortality rate in severely ill 75 

patients, leading to measures aimed at preventing COVID-19 in many countries around 76 

the world.2  77 

 In its "Coronavirus disease (COVID-19) advice for the public" to combat 78 

COVID-19, WHO advised to: "Maintain at least a 1-meter distance between yourself and 79 

others to reduce your risk of infection when they cough, sneeze or speak. Maintain an 80 

even greater distance between yourself and others when indoors." It also recommends 81 
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avoiding the 3Cs, i.e. spaces that are closed, crowded, or involve close contact, using the 82 

phrase: "Avoid the 3Cs".3 83 

These COVID-19 measures were also applied in Japan, resulting in a 84 

transformation of lifestyles and making people more isolated. The Ministry of Health, 85 

Labour and Welfare (MHLW) has announced a "new lifestyle" for the new coronavirus, 86 

recommending that people avoid contact with other people as much as possible, and if 87 

they do make contact, it should be for short periods of time; they should avoid talking, 88 

and maintain as much distance from others as possible. People are advised to refrain from 89 

going out unnecessarily and to shop online as much as possible.4 Living the kind of life 90 

recommended for COVID-19 prevention limits communication and makes it easier to 91 

socially withdraw.  92 

The work environment is no exception with respect to COVID-19 measures 93 

resulting in greater isolation. "Examples of 'new lifestyle' practices in anticipation of the 94 

new coronavirus" recommend telework and online meetings, rota working, and staggered 95 

commuting.4 As a result, employees work alone at home, and meetings are held on the 96 

web. They no longer have dinners with their workmates, but rather eat and drink alone. 97 

No more crowded commuting, no more being with others in enclosed spaces such as 98 

offices or conference rooms, no more conversations without wearing a mask when eating 99 
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or drinking. In parallel, opportunities for both public and private communication have 100 

decreased, and people’s lifestyle has become more solitary than before the COVID-19 101 

pandemic. 102 

It has been reported that during the COVID-19 pandemic, people lead more 103 

isolated lives and that feelings of psychological distress have increased due to COVID-19 104 

prevention measures.7,8 Psychological distress causes physical and mental health 105 

problems. Physically, psychological distress can trigger the onset and exacerbation of 106 

cardiovascular diseases such as hypertension, arrhythmia, ischemic heart disease and 107 

heart failure, and chronic stress can lead to overeating and lack of exercise, which in turn 108 

leads to obesity, placing an additional burden on the cardiovascular system.9 Furthermore, 109 

excessive psychological distress is a risk factor for mental disorders including 110 

depression.10  111 

  The longer the COVID-19 pandemic continues, the more psychological distress 112 

is expected to increase, and the more physical and mental disorders caused by 113 

psychological distress are expected to increase; therefore, we believe that psychological 114 

distress alleviation measures are necessary. The causes of psychological distress resulting 115 

from the COVID-19 pandemic are thought to be diverse, but if one of them is isolated 116 

living and the sense of loneliness that arises from it, then countermeasures are necessary. 117 
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The purpose of this study is to examine the association between loneliness and 118 

psychological distress under COVID-19 conditions, and to help improve health. 119 

 120 
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2. Methods 122 

2.1. Study design and participants 123 

This cross-sectional study was conducted on the Internet from 22 to 26 December 2020. 124 

The details of the protocol have already been reported.11 In brief, data were collected 125 

from people who were in employment at the time of the survey, selected by prefecture, 126 

occupation, and gender. A total of 33,302 people participated in the survey. After 127 

excluding clearly untruthful responses, data from 27,036 participants were included in the 128 

analysis.  129 

2.2.Assessment of loneliness 130 

In this survey, one question was used to determine whether the participants felt loneliness 131 

or not. To the question: "During the last 30 days, how frequently have you felt 132 

loneliness?", the subjects answered by selecting one option from: never, a little, 133 

sometimes, usually, always. If the subject answered always, usually, or sometimes, 134 

loneliness was considered to be present. 135 

 136 

2.3. Assessment of psychological distress 137 

Kessler 6 (K6) was used to assess psychological distress.12 The validity of the Japanese 138 

version of K6 has been confirmed.5,6 In this study, the cutoff for mild psychological 139 
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distress was a K6 score of 5 or higher, and for severe psychological distress, a score of 13 140 

or higher. 141 

 142 

2.4.Other covariates 143 

The following survey items were considered confounding factors: age, sex, marital status, 144 

equivalent income, educational level, smoking, alcohol consumption, job type, number of 145 

employees at the workplace and cumulative incidence rate of COVID-19 in the prefecture. 146 

The survey also asked questions such as: “Do you have friends or neighbors with whom 147 

you can easily engage in small talk or daily conversation? “; “Do you have someone you 148 

can ask for help?” and “Do you have a partner with whom you can communicate closely 149 

using SNSs?”  The participants responded “Yes” or “No” to these questions. For the 150 

question: “Time spent with family having a meal or at home”, participants answered: 151 

more than 2 hours, more than 1 hour, more than 30 minutes, less than 30 minutes, almost 152 

never. For the question: “How often do you eat all meals of the day alone?” they 153 

answered: 6–7 days a week, 4–5 days a week, 2–3 days a week, less than 1 day a week, 154 

hardly ever.  155 
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 In addition, the cumulative incidence of COVID-19 from the time of the survey 156 

to one month before in the prefecture of residence was used as a community-level 157 

variable. Information was collected from the websites of public institutions.  158 

 159 

2.5. Statistical analysis 160 

Odds ratios (ORs) for loneliness and psychological distress were estimated with a logistic 161 

model.  Psychological distress was defined as mild psychological distress with a K6 162 

score of 5 or higher, and severe psychological distress with a K6 score of 13 or higher. In 163 

the multivariate model, we adjusted for age, sex, marital status, equivalent income, 164 

educational level, smoking, alcohol consumption, job type, number of employees in the 165 

workplace, and cumulative incidence rate of COVID-19 in the prefecture. In another 166 

model, we added having friends or neighbors with whom to easily make small talk or 167 

have daily conversations, having someone who can be asked for a little help, and having a 168 

close friend to communicate with on social networking sites. The rate of COVID-19 169 

incidence by prefecture was used as a prefecture-level variable.  170 

 A p-value of less than 0.05 was considered statistically significant. Stata (Stata 171 

Statistical Software: Release 16. College Station, TX: StataCorp LLC.) was used for 172 

analysis. 173 
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3. Results 175 

The characteristics of the database are shown in table 1. Of the 27,036 participants, 2,750 176 

(10%) felt loneliness. Of those who reported feeling loneliness, 93.6% had mild 177 

psychological distress and 58.5% had severe psychological distress. In contrast, only 178 

33.9% of the group who did not feel loneliness had mild psychological distress and 3.5% 179 

had severe psychological distress. The percentage of participants who answered "yes" to 180 

the questions: ”Do you have friends or neighbors with whom you can easily engage in 181 

small talk or daily conversation?”, ”Do you have someone you can ask for help?”, 182 

and ”Do you have a partner with whom you can communicate closely using SNSs?” was 183 

lower in the loneliness group in all cases. Those who spent less time with their family 184 

during meals and gatherings were more likely to feel loneliness, while those who ate all 185 

their meals alone were more likely to feel loneliness. The percentage of participants who 186 

felt loneliness was higher among women, the unmarried, and those on low incomes. No 187 

differences emerged in relation to job type or number of employees in the workplace. 188 

 Table 2 shows the odds ratios (ORs) of loneliness and severe psychological 189 

distress estimated by the logistic model. In the age-adjusted model, there was a 190 

significant association between loneliness and psychological distress (OR = 37.74, 191 

95%CI = 34.04-41.85). This result was also found in the multivariate analysis (OR = 192 
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36.62, 95%CI = 32.95-40.69). Lack of friends to talk to, lack of acquaintances to ask for 193 

favors, and lack of people to communicate with through social networking sites were all 194 

strongly associated with psychological distress. Family time and solitary eating were 195 

both associated with psychological distress.  Even after adjusting for these factors, 196 

loneliness was still strongly associated with psychological distress (OR = 29.36, 95%CI 197 

= 26.44-32.98). 198 

  199 
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4. Discussion 200 

In this study, 10% of all participants felt loneliness, and this loneliness was strongly 201 

associated with psychological distress. Other studies have reported that people's 202 

psychological distress increased during the COVID-19 pandemic.13 Communication 203 

with friends, acquaintances, and family was also strongly associated with psychological 204 

distress; we therefore adjusted for spending time with friends, acquaintances, and family, 205 

but loneliness was still strongly associated with psychological distress. Loneliness is 206 

generally defined as the discrepancy between a person's desired social relationships and 207 

their actual social relationships.14 And loneliness is considered to be different from social 208 

isolation, although there is overlap between the two.14 In this study, loneliness was 209 

assessed by the subjective question: "Have you ever felt loneliness?” By contrast, 210 

communication with friends, acquaintances, and family, which was used as an adjustment 211 

factor, was assessed using objective questions, as was social isolation. The results of this 212 

study showed that loneliness and social isolation overlap, but only partially, and the 213 

non-overlapping parts are considered to be subjective experiences. We believe that this 214 

subjective experience is associated with psychological distress and is a factor that should 215 

be addressed. 216 
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One of the reasons for the loneliness highlighted here is considered to be the 217 

particular lifestyle that has arisen due to the COVID-19 pandemic. This lifestyle requires 218 

a different way of living, complying with "Avoid the 3Cs"15,16 to prevent infection, but as 219 

a result, communication has decreased. This has led to a sense of loneliness, which in 220 

turn is thought to be linked to psychological distress. As of February 2021, there is no 221 

prospect of COVID-19 eradication, and people will need to continue their new lifestyles 222 

to prevent infection. Therefore, the incidence of psychological distress is expected to 223 

remain high for some time. As severe psychological distress conditions can be 224 

physically and mentally disabling, interventions for loneliness are needed if 225 

psychological distress under COVID-19 pandemic conditions persists.  226 

As an intervention for loneliness, the usefulness of online communication such as 227 

social media has been advocated.17 Online communication tools, such as social 228 

networking sites, can be a valuable countermeasure against loneliness during the 229 

pandemic, and are also useful in terms of infection prevention.18 In a randomized 230 

controlled trial conducted during the COVID-19 pandemic, an empathy-focused program 231 

of telephone calls significantly improved loneliness.19 Thus, various types of online 232 

communication, such as communication via the web and telephone calls, and using social 233 

media, may be useful as interventions for loneliness during the COVID-19 pandemic.  234 
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However, it has also been pointed out that continual use of social media and other 235 

forms of online communication in situations of loneliness may be harmful. One risk is 236 

increased psychological distress caused by excessive media consumption. Being 237 

inundated with inaccurate information and excessive media consumption during the 238 

COVID-19 pandemic may lead to deteriorating mental health.20 WHO has cautioned that 239 

with the current growing use of social media and the internet, not only useful but also 240 

inaccurate or harmful information about COVID-19 can spread quickly, leading to 241 

confusion, health problems and mistrust of health institutions.21–23  242 

Another risk is the issue of addiction. Loneliness is a risk factor for substance or 243 

behavioral addictions, including the Internet.24,25 In addition, addiction to the Internet 244 

increases one's loneliness, and the increased loneliness worsens the addiction, thus 245 

creating a vicious cycle.26  246 

Thus, there is a risk that online communication, even when used with the intention 247 

to reduce psychological distress, may conversely exacerbate or cause such distress, or 248 

lead to addictive behaviors. Online communication is useful as a countermeasure to 249 

loneliness, but in some cases, it may have harmful consequences, and therefore it should 250 

be used with caution. 251 

 252 
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4.1. Limitations of the study 253 

There are several limitations to this study. First, because it was conducted online using 254 

the Internet, the generalizability of the results is uncertain, but we attempted to minimize 255 

participant bias by sampling by occupation, region, and prefecture based on the incidence 256 

of infection. Second, the accuracy of the reported incidence of loneliness may be 257 

questioned because loneliness was evaluated only by the question: "Have you ever felt 258 

loneliness?” In studies that evaluated accuracy, the binary evaluation of living alone had 259 

the lowest accuracy.26 However, we feel that the question asked in this study is 260 

appropriate, as it briefly asks about participants’ subjective experiences. 261 

Third, because this is a cross-sectional study, the temporal relationship between 262 

loneliness and psychological distress is unknown. 263 

 264 

5. Conclusion 265 

We found that 10% of the participants felt loneliness living under conditions of the 266 

COVID-19 pandemic. Loneliness was associated with psychological distress, which we 267 

believe requires intervention. Online communication is considered to be an effective 268 

intervention in loneliness, but at the same time, it is important to take into account risks, 269 

such as addiction. 270 
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