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Abstract
Loneliness is a rapidly growing problem globally and has 
attracted a great deal of attention in light of the COVID- 19 
pandemic. Young adults, and in particular, those residing 
in deprived areas are currently the loneliest group in the 
United Kingdom. Utilizing a novel- free association tech-
nique, young adults’ experiences of loneliness were explored 
both prior to (n = 48) and during (n = 35) the COVID- 19 
pandemic. Drawing on social representations theory, a the-
matic analysis revealed that many young adults associated 
the experience of loneliness with their homes. Therefore, 
this comparative study aims to investigate how the home 
features in young adults’ representations of loneliness, prior 
to and during the COVID- 19 pandemic using a systematic 
qualitative methodology. Three salient themes emerged from 
the data in both periods: ‘The Lonely Home,’ ‘The Socially 
Connected Home’ and ‘The Safe, Peaceful, Authentic 
Home’. ‘The Lonely Home’ and ‘The Socially Connected 
Home’ emerged as a dialogical antimony. Representations 
of home were similar across the two periods; however, there 
were some notable differences. In particular, the themes 
‘The Socially Connected Home’ and ‘The Safe, Peaceful, 
Authentic Home’ were less frequently mentioned by the 
during- COVID- 19 sample where the ‘The Lonely Home’ 
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INTRODUCTION

Loneliness is an emerging public health crisis. An estimated one- third of individuals living in developed 
countries are affected by this condition (Cacioppo & Cacioppo, 2018). It is defined as a distressing feel-
ing, which represents a discordance between the quantity, or the quality, of desired and perceived social 
relationships (Peplau & Perlman, 1982). Moreover, loneliness is a subjective experience distinguishable 
from social isolation; being alone does not necessarily precipitate feelings of loneliness, and vice versa.

This common but nevertheless upsetting experience is a transient state for the majority of individu-
als. However, for some, it is a chronic affliction (Qualter et al., 2015). Myriad research correlates chronic 
loneliness with poor physical and mental health outcomes; these include cardiovascular disease, diabe-
tes, psychological distress and depression (Cacioppo et al., 2010; Richard et al., 2017). Furthermore, re-
sults from the English Longitudinal Study of Ageing demonstrate that lonely individuals are more likely 
to engage in health risk behaviours including smoking and physical inactivity (Shankar et al., 2011). 
Most concerningly, loneliness is a predictor of premature death (Cacioppo et al., 2015).

Within the last few years, the loneliness problem has gained traction and, as a result of the COVID- 19 
pandemic, it has become a highly salient topic in both the media and governing bodies’ agendas. 
COVID- 19 was deemed a global pandemic by the World Health Organisation on 11 March 2020. The 
United Kingdom entered its first national lockdown less than a fortnight later, on 23 March 2020. 
During this first lockdown, the entirety of the UK population was instructed to ‘stay at home’, and 
approval to leave was restricted to essential journeys only, in an attempt to curb the spread of infection. 
This enforced confinement to home compounded feelings of loneliness (Banerjee & Rai, 2020). Thus, it 
is imperative to examine how the home features in representations of loneliness. Little is known about 
the impact of conceptualizations of home on loneliness in young adults, especially in light of the ‘stay 
home’ lockdowns and the work- from- home orders that have characterized the protracted COVID- 19 
pandemic. Therefore, this paper seeks to explore the association between loneliness and the home to 
gain an understanding of how the home features in young adults’ representations of loneliness both 
prior to and during the COVID- 19 pandemic.

Loneliness and young adults

The experience of loneliness has traditionally been assumed to disproportionately impact the elderly. 
However, more contemporary research has demonstrated that younger generations are highly vulnera-
ble to feeling lonely (Franssen et al., 2020). With regard to age distribution, loneliness seemingly adheres 
to a complex, nonlinear trajectory, where elevated levels are present among young adults as well as older 
people (Luhmann & Hawkley, 2016). The BBC Loneliness Experiment (2018) surveyed 55,000 people 

was more frequently mentioned by the during- COVID- 19 
sample. Overall, discussion of the home was more nega-
tively valenced in the during- COVID- 19 sample compared 
to the pre- COVID- 19 sample. This comparative, explora-
tory study alerts us to the nature of the role that home plays 
in exacerbating or ameliorating loneliness both prior to and 
during the COVID- 19 pandemic.
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globally, and discovered higher levels of loneliness in 16-  to 24- year- olds compared with any other age 
group; a finding that held across different cultures and genders. Moreover, a contemporary survey by 
the Office for National Statistics (ONS 2018b) found that 10% of young adults living in England re-
ported feeling lonely ‘often’, compared to only 3% of respondents aged 75 years and over. Thus, young 
adults are currently the loneliest group in the United Kingdom and therefore will be the focus of the 
present study.

There is a paucity of research suggesting why young adults demonstrate such high levels of lone-
liness. Matthews et al. (2019) found that lonelier young adults were more likely to have experienced 
social isolation and bullying in childhood. Moreover, the ONS (2018a) conducted a qualitative anal-
ysis looking at children's (10– 15 years) and young adults’ (16– 24 years) experiences of loneliness. 
They identified a large number of factors that increased loneliness including exam pressure, edu-
cational transitions, bereavement, bullying, chronic illness, and disability. However, this study did 
not ascertain which of these factors have the greatest influence on loneliness (ONS, 2018a), nor did 
it distinguish between those impacting children versus young adults, thus leaving scope for further 
investigation.

Work on young adults prior to the COVID- 19 pandemic suggests that their loneliness is caused by 
factors such as social comparison, which is exacerbated by social media, the pressure to ‘fit in’ and to 
work excessively, and transitions between life stages, such as leaving home and starting university or 
employment (Fardghassemi & Joffe, 2022). Furthermore, the experience of loneliness in young adults 
is constituted by interrelated negative thoughts and feelings such as overthinking and depression and a 
sense of isolation even when surrounded by people (Fardghassemi & Joffe, 2021)

Understanding how the experience of loneliness has been impacted by the COVID- 19 pandemic 
and, in particular, in whom this effect has been most pronounced is of the upmost importance. The 
COVID- 19 Social Study (Fancourt et al., 2020) measured loneliness levels in participants since the 
onset of the pandemic using the UCLA- 3 (a shortened version of the UCLA- R) Loneliness Scale. 
Loneliness was found to be highest among younger adults (18– 30 years); individuals who lived alone; 
Black, Asian and Minority Ethnic (BAME) groups; people of low socioeconomic status; individuals 
with diagnosed health conditions and those residing in urban areas (Fancourt et al., 2021). This has 
concerning and undesirable implications. For example, research by Lee et al. (2020) demonstrated that 
psychological sequelae of loneliness have been exacerbated among young adults as a result of the pan-
demic. It is perhaps unsurprising that this cohort have reported the greatest impact from COVID- 19 
given the critical role that socializing and peer relationships play during this stage of development 
(Brown et al., 1986). Significantly, the COVID- 19 pandemic and its consequent restriction to perform-
ing many functions at home, particularly during lockdowns, present an opportunity to understand 
what impacts loneliness.

Conceptualizations of home

The association between loneliness and the home, as experienced by young adults, is notably absent 
from the loneliness research. The home is a place of powerful symbolic and psychological significance 
(Graham et al., 2015). Across a broad range of disciplines including psychology, philosophy, and archi-
tecture, the concept of home has been afforded considerable attention (Mallett, 2004). However, home 
is a complex and multifaceted concept making it particularly difficult to define. Coolen and Meesters 
(2012) proposed five facets of home to deconstruct this phenomenon. Within the context of loneliness, 
three are especially salient: the meaning associated with the physical structure, the spatial dimension of 
home and the temporal facet of home.

The first facet refers to one's relationship with the place in which one lives. Indeed, many individuals 
attribute rich meaning to their home. For example, it has been depicted as a place of refuge and sanc-
tuary, where people feel safe and secure (Moore, 1984). This can be ascribed to its ability to separate 
and protect individuals from the outside world. Moreover, the home has been proposed to reflect the 
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personal identity of its inhabitants (Lewin, 2001) and to be a symbol of selfhood (Cooper- Marcus, 
1995). Freedom, security and warmth have also been posited as particularly significant qualities of the 
home space (Smith, 1994). Nevertheless, the impact that these attributes might have on the experience 
of loneliness, or indeed the sense of social connection, remains unexplored.

The second and third facets concern the spatial and temporal dimensions of home, respectively. The 
spatial dimension designates the home not as a singular structure, but rather as extending to a commu-
nity, town, city or country. Each of these locations bears unique symbolic meaning for those who dwell 
in them (Mallett, 2004). The temporal facet acknowledges that some individuals consider the home 
to be the place in which they were born and/or raised, as opposed to their current place of residence 
(Coolen & Meesters, 2012). This is supported by Brink (1995) who differentiated the birthplace (the 
‘real’ home) from the present- day dwelling (the ‘present’ home). Therefore, the concept of home is not 
necessarily a physical structure, but can be a feeling (Mallett, 2004). The theory of place attachment 
describes the emotional bond to a meaningful setting (Scannell & Gifford, 2017). Within the neigh-
bourhood and community, this has been shown to positively influence well- being (Brehm et al., 2004) 
and therefore, may reduce feelings of loneliness.

Limited research has considered the negative connotations of home. For individuals who are subject 
to violence in the home, it is a place of fear rather than sanctuary (Mallett, 2004). Furthermore, fami-
lies who have been through marital separation or divorce commonly associate the home with feelings 
of stress prior to, during and after the breakdown of the relationship (Anthony, 1997). Indeed, past or 
current places of residence are commonly associated with at least some negative aspects (Manzo, 2005). 
This suggests that the home is not an unequivocally positive setting, which may impact susceptibility 
to feeling lonely within it.

COVID- 19- related lockdowns, globally, changed the way people used their homes. Many workers 
transitioned to home working. Similarly, children and young people were no longer permitted to attend 
school, college or university. As a result, homes were converted into offices and classrooms. The impact 
that working from home has on one's mental health has been contested (Oakman et al., 2020) and it is 
unclear in which ways loneliness would have been affected. Indeed, the current study aims to explore 
any links made between the home and loneliness before and during COVID- 19 restrictions.

Social representations theory

Social representations theory (SRT; Moscovici, 1984) is a systematic method for exploring people's 
meaning systems ( Joffe, 2003). It has been proposed as an apposite theoretical framework to facilitate a 
greater social– psychological understanding of the home (Moore, 2000). Originally, SRT was devised as 
an explanation of how individuals apprehend unfamiliar or threatening phenomena (Moscovici, 1984). 
However, it has subsequently established a broader conceptual basis (Moscovici & Duveen, 2000) and 
has been applied to the study of phenomena that are not necessarily threatening or unfamiliar in nature 
(De Paola et al., 2020). Concerning the current study, visual and textual representations of the link be-
tween loneliness and the home, as portrayed by young adults living in deprived boroughs of London, 
will be analysed according to SRT.

Social representations are widespread values, ideas or beliefs (Moscovici, 1972) about phenom-
ena and arise from the interplay between individuals and groups (Moscovici & Duveen, 2000). They 
contribute to the evolution of a social order, which enables individual orientation to the social world 
(Moscovici, 1972). Moreover, they facilitate communication between members of a group. The forma-
tion of a social representation relies on two core processes: anchoring and objectification (Moscovici, 
1984). Anchoring involves relating new ideas to familiar concepts, whereas objectification is the act of 
transforming something unknown into something more tangible through means of images, symbols 
and metaphors (Höijer, 2011; Joffe et al., 2011).
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The concept of themata is central to the theory of social representations (Liu, 2004). Themata (plu-
ral) or ‘thema’ (singular) are implicit level ‘dialogical antimonies’ (Marková, 2003), which drive surface 
level representations expressed in language. For example, concerning climate change, the antimonies of 
‘self/other’, ‘natural/unnatural’ and ‘certainty/uncertainty’ shape the content of the representation that 
is produced (Smith & Joffe, 2009). The processes of anchoring and objectification are critical to this 
transformation (Liu, 2004). Therefore, themata reveal the building blocks that underpin common sense 
thinking and, in the context of the present study, will offer an in- depth understanding of the ways in 
which individuals conceptualize the home.

The current study

The current study aims to address a gap in the loneliness research field by investigating the relation-
ship between loneliness and the home, as represented by a cohort of young adults (aged 18– 24 years) 
residing in the most deprived boroughs of London; area deprivation correlates with loneliness (Victor 
& Pikhartova, 2020). The study comprised two stages of data collection; the first was conducted prior 
to the COVID- 19 pandemic and the second during the COVID- 19 pandemic.

The first (pre- COVID- 19) stage of the present study took as its starting point the finding by the ONS 
(2018b) that young adults (aged 16– 24 years) were the loneliest group. Moreover, the ONS (2018b) iden-
tified additional correlates of loneliness, which likewise informed this first stage: renting, living in a de-
prived area, being in paid employment and dissatisfaction with the local area. In light of the COVID- 19 
pandemic, the researchers conducted a second stage of data collection, this time on a smaller scale. 
Thus, this study offers a unique opportunity to compare the experience of loneliness among young 
adults in deprived areas of London prior to and during the COVID- 19 pandemic.

Critically, the respondents were not specifically asked about their experience of loneliness in rela-
tion to the home. As a result, any references they made to the home being a loneliness- enhancing or 
loneliness- suppressing environment represent their stored, naturalistic associations.

Aims

(i) To understand whether young adults (aged 18– 24 years) associate the experience of loneliness 
with their home;

(ii) To understand whether this has been impacted by the COVID- 19 pandemic.

Research questions

(i) Is there a link between loneliness and the home in young adults, aged 18– 24 years, living in 
deprived boroughs of London? If there is a link, what is the nature of the link?

(ii) Does this differ before and during the COVID- 19 pandemic?

METHOD

Participants

The pre- COVID- 19 data were collected between May and August 2019. A recruitment agency was en-
listed to select 48 participants. The aforementioned ONS (2018b) correlates of loneliness informed the 
selection of the purposive sample. An equal number of participants (n = 12) was recruited from each 
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of four London boroughs: Barking and Dagenham; Hackney; Newham; Tower Hamlets. These are the 
most deprived in London (Ministry of Housing, Communities, & Local Government, 2019). Between 
June and July 2020— during the COVID- 19 pandemic— the second set of data were collected. Since we 
had not asked the participants in the first study whether they consented to being contacted again, we 
had to draw a different sample for the second study. As a result, a social media campaign was employed 
to recruit new participants, matched to the first sample for age and location. Thirty- five completed the 
task. Table 1 summarizes participants’ demographic information.

Procedure

In the first phase of data collection, interviews were conducted at the participants’ homes or in their 
local area, depending on where they felt most comfortable. Informed consent was obtained from each 
participant prior to the interview commencing. Each interview was between 60 and 90 min in duration 
and, following the conclusion of the interview, the participants were fully debriefed. During the second 
stage of data collection, social distancing measures were in place. As a result, participants were sent all 
the relevant information, and necessary materials, via post. Ethical approval was obtained from the UCL 
Division of Psychology and Language Sciences Ethics Committee (REF Number CEHP/2013/500). 
All information has been anonymized to maintain confidentiality.

Data collection

The Grid Elaboration Method (GEM) is a free association task, developed as a method for understand-
ing the naturalistic thoughts and emotions that people hold in relation to social and personal issues 
( Joffe & Elsey, 2014). It was used since it aims to elicit participants’ most salient thoughts and ideas, 
which are then comprehensively explored during an interview (Farrimond & Joffe, 2006).

In the pre- COVID- 19 sample, each participant was provided with a grid consisting of four boxes. 
They were instructed to express what they associate with ‘the experience of loneliness’ through im-
ages and/or words (see Figure 1). Next, the participant was required to elaborate on each of their 
associations, in sequence, in an interview with the researcher. Questions such as ‘can you tell me 
more about that?’ and ‘how does that make you feel?’ encouraged elaboration whilst minimizing 
researcher interference. In a second task, using the same method, each participant was asked to 
identify one place where they feel most socially connected, and one where they feel most lonely (see 
Figure 2). They were then asked to elaborate on each of these associations. Finally, all participants 
received a questionnaire.

In the during- COVID- 19 data collection, the participants were required to complete the same two 
free association tasks. However, owing to the social distancing measures in place at the time, partici-
pants elaborated on their choice of words/images in writing instead of in an interview. Similarly, these 
participants were provided with a questionnaire to answer following their completion of the free associ-
ation task. This paper will focus solely on the qualitative component of the data obtained.

Data analysis

Thematic analysis (TA) is an empirically driven method for identifying patterns of meaning within qual-
itative data sets ( Joffe, 2012). The ‘weak’ constructionist nature of SRT lends itself to Joffe's method of 
TA (Joffe, 2012). Firstly, the data were methodically studied, with any salient patterns and ideas recorded. 
This informed the development of codes, from which a coding frame was devised. Establishing inter-
coder reliability is considered good practice in qualitative research, as it both enhances the transparency 
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of the coding process and gives the analysis a systematic foundation (O’Connor & Joffe, 2020). As such, 
it was utilized in this study. A second coder was familiarized with, and subsequently applied the coding 
frame to 5% of the total data (two transcripts from each study). Percentage agreement was 73%, which 
was deemed acceptable for this study (Campbell et al., 2013; O’Connor & Joffe, 2020). The remaining 
data were then coded, and themes were generated. ATLAS.ti 8 software was used throughout, to assist 
the TA.

F I G U R E  1  Task 1 example of a free association grid (20- year- old female from Newham, White)
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R ESULTS

To capture the respondents’ most salient representations, the results have been organized according to 
the pervasiveness of themes. There are three themes that encapsulate respondents’ representations of 
the link between loneliness and the home. The following sections will be structured accordingly, pre-
senting the results for each of the three themes from the pre- COVID- 19 study, followed by the during- 
COVID- 19 study and finally a comparison of the two studies. Network charts summarize the themes’ 
codes. The more prevalent codes appear in a higher position. Comparisons were made across gender and 
race for each of the themes and differences in representations across the demographic groups are noted 

F I G U R E  2  Task 2 example of a free association grid (24- year- old male from Tower Hamlets, BAME)
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where they appear. Within the full range of interviews, 43 (90%) respondents in the pre- COVID- 19 
sample referred to the home, compared to only 19 (54%) individuals in the during- COVID- 19 sample. 
Table 2 displays the frequency with which each theme was discussed by those individuals who men-
tioned the home.1

Most saliently, discussion pertaining to the home was more positively valenced in the pre- COVID- 19 
study compared to the during- COVID- 19 study. This overall trend is comprehensively explored within 
this section, in conjunction with the more nuanced findings.

Since males and females were equally represented in the pre- COVID- 19 study, whereas the during- 
COVID- 19 study contained 69% females, the researchers examined whether the trend of the home 
being more positively valenced in the pre- COVID- 19 than the during- COVID- 19 data would hold 
when 35 respondents from the pre- COVID- 19, matched on gender but otherwise picked randomly, were 
compared to the 35 respondents in the during- COVID- 19 study. The trend is the same (see Table 3) with 
the pre- COVID- 19 data being more positively valenced concerning the home than the post- COVID- 19 
data. Having allayed the issue of the gender imbalance in the post- COVID- 19 study potentially influ-
encing the trend shown in this study, the remainder of the paper is based on the full data sets.

 1References made to each theme are not mutually exclusive. During the interview, the same respondent may have identified one aspect of home 
as being ‘lonely’, while citing a different aspect of home as being ‘socially connected’ and/or ‘safe, peaceful, authentic’.

F I G U R E  3  The lonely home. Panel (a), Pre- COVID- 19; Panel (b), During- COVID- 19
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Theme 1: The lonely home

Network charts (Figure 3) summarize the codes for Theme 1: The lonely home

Pre- COVID- 19
The vast majority of respondents represented loneliness as the physical experience of being alone, as 
well as being or feeling isolated, when at home. Those who lived on their own often spoke about how 
the absence of company impacted on their experience of loneliness. Sadness and misery were associated 
with being by oneself at home. Conversely, those who lived with family or friends suggested that the 
demands of work and college, among other commitments, were a barrier to spending time together and 
contributed to them feeling physically alone and isolated.

At home it does get kind of lonely because, everyone's just working, so it gets really dif-
ficult to see different family members…you get that lonely feeling because you have only 
one person to talk to, which is yourself. 

[Male, 18, Newham, BAME]2

Moreover, the majority of respondents identified the bedroom as a particularly lonely room within the 
home. It was represented as having a range of functions extending beyond being the room in which one 
sleeps. These were nearly always solitary, such as studying or watching YouTube videos. It was commonly 
mentioned as a place to ruminate and isolate oneself from others. Specific features of the bedroom were 
felt to perpetuate feelings of loneliness, including it being dark and quiet; darkness was sometimes used 
symbolically to represent the experience of loneliness. The bedroom was frequently associated with feelings 
of depression and sadness.

At night before going to bed, I sometimes, I have to cry myself to sleep because I’m 
lonely. 

[Female, 23, Barking & Dagenham, BAME]

Boredom was commonly associated with the experience of loneliness too, with many respondents 
suggesting that there was ‘nothing to do’ at home. This was exacerbated by being alone. Watching 

 2Identifiers detail respondents’ gender, age, borough and ethnicity, respectively.

T A B L E  2  Percentage frequency of themes

Theme
Pre- COVID- 19 percentage 
frequency (%)

During- COVID- 19 
percentage frequency (%)

The lonely home 84 90

The socially connected home 44 26

The safe, peaceful authentic home 42 11

T A B L E  3  Percentage frequency of themes for a gender- matched subset of pre- COVID and during- COVID sample

Theme
Pre- COVID- 19 percentage 
frequency (%)a

During- COVID- 19 
percentage frequency (%)

The lonely home 74 90

The socially connected home 34 26

The safe, peaceful authentic home 40 11
aPre- COVID- 19 data based on a randomly chosen 24 females and 11 males from the sample of 48 respondents.
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TV/Netflix was identified as an activity in which individuals engaged, in an attempt to fill the void 
created by the boredom. Many associated being at home with unhealthy behaviours, including a lack 
of motivation and sedentary behaviour. Some respondents spent a great deal of time at home ‘sitting 
around’ on their phones; this was represented as a distraction from loneliness. Social media were 
associated with perpetuating feelings of loneliness by some of the respondents. This was particularly 
so for those individuals who described seeing photos and videos on social media of their friends 
enjoying various activities, and the feelings of disappointment and jealousy that arose from being 
excluded from such events.

I just feel lonely because I see all these people [on social media] going out doing things and 
then there's me stuck at home in my bedroom. 

[Female, 22, Tower Hamlets, BAME]

During- COVID- 19
Representations of loneliness as aloneness and isolation were highly prevalent in this sample. The 
majority of respondents made reference to spending time on their own indoors. For them, ‘physical’ 
aloneness was loneliness- enhancing. A small minority of respondents discussed feelings of alone-
ness and isolation in conjunction with feeling depressed, highlighting the adverse impact of de-
creased socializing on one's mental well- being. Many respondents described feeling like prisoners, 
locked inside their homes.

A place where I feel most lonely is the house as there is not much to do in the day and I easily 
get bored and lonely. The padlock shows that I am trapped and can't escape the loneliness. 

[Female, 21, Newham, BAME]

The majority of respondents identified the bedroom as the place in which they felt especially lonely; 
the image of a bed— always an empty bed, or a single stick figure alone in the bed— was frequently used 
to illustrate this. The experience of loneliness was especially common at night and several respondents 
made a connection between difficulty sleeping and feeling lonely.

When I’m trying to sleep at night is when I feel most lonely. 
[Female, 22, Tower Hamlets, White]

A minority of respondents implied that boredom impacted their loneliness. Notably, these individu-
als referred to the monotonous regularity of being confined to their homes as a result of the COVID- 19 
pandemic.

It is getting quite repetitive doing the same thing every day which is just sitting around at 
home. 

[Female, 18, Newham, BAME]

Furthermore, the home was considered a place of rumination by a minority of respondents. One such re-
spondent referred to the lockdown when they stated, ‘my mind drifts to what could have been if we weren't 
in a pandemic’. Poor familial relationships were presented as contributing to loneliness within the setting 
of the home.

Me and my mum have a love/hate relationship. She loves me but is dismissive towards my 
mental health. We argue a lot. 

[Male, 24, Hackney, BAME]
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Comparison
The majority of respondents across both studies represented the experience of loneliness as aloneness and 
isolation, as well as identifying the bedroom as being an acutely lonely space within the home. Across both 
studies, the respondents suggested that feeling trapped was associated with loneliness, although this sym-
bolism was most prominent in the during- COVID- 19 group. The pre- COVID- 19 sample tended to speak 
about being trapped in relation to mental health problems or family troubles, whereas the during- COVID- 19 
sample used words such as ‘claustrophobia’, ‘imprisonment’ and ‘escape’ to represent that they felt physically 
trapped at home. A minority encapsulated this idea through the use of images, such as a padlock or stick 
figure staring longingly out of a window. Respondents suggested that social media were a source of loneli-
ness, and in particular mentioned that they experienced feelings of jealousy and sadness from watching their 
friends out socializing, whilst they were at home. However, social media were more pervasively associated 
with loneliness in the pre- COVID- 19 sample compared to the during- COVID- 19 sample.

Theme 2: The socially connected home

Network charts (Figure 4) summarize the codes for Theme 2: The socially 
connected home

Pre- COVID- 19
A substantial minority of respondents suggested that they enjoyed spending time connecting 
with family members at home. Some of these individuals highlighted the importance of having a 

F I G U R E  4  The socially connected home. Panel (a), Pre- COVID- 19; Panel (b), During- COVID- 19
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supportive family. Furthermore, knowing that one was loved and cared for was considered to elevate 
social connection.

For the most socially [connected] place I wrote ‘home’ because, of course, home is where 
the heart is. It's where your family is, it's where you're most loved. 

[Male, 18, Barking and Dagenham, White]

In conjunction with this, a small minority of respondents suggested that they enjoyed eating meals with 
their family. Moreover, one respondent visualized the ‘ideal’ family as one that shared meals together. Meals 
were an opportunity to connect with other family members.

I just get along with my family…like when we eat we're always together, we just discuss our 
day or we just talk about anything. 

[Male, 18, Newham, BAME]

A minority of respondents suggested that using social media at home facilitated social connection. 
Phones were the preferred medium for accessing social media. Social networking sites such as Instagram 
and Snapchat, as well as WhatsApp, were popular among those who judged social media to engender con-
nection. Furthermore, the home was represented as a socially connected place in the presence of visitors, 
including members of the wider family and friends. The portrayal of the home as a ‘hub’ for congregating 
and celebrating with others resonated with a minority of respondents.

Everyone always meets at my house, so it's nice because we all come together. 
[Female, 18, Newham, BAME]

A small minority of respondents spoke about their home in relation to the place that they were 
born or their family home, as opposed to their current place of residence. Several respondents who 
had moved to London from a different part of the United Kingdom, or another country, spoke 
about their ‘home’ (the place from which they had departed) with a strong sense of nostalgia. They 
discussed their positive memories of this ‘home’ and a desire to visit those whom they had left be-
hind. A small minority of respondents, only of BAME origin, represented home as being a sense of 
community; this encompassed the local estate or neighbourhood. They referred to their neighbours 
as their ‘family’ and reflected on both the positive and negative memories that were embedded 
within their local area.

The estate that I grew up on, and the area that I grew up in, is the place I feel most 
socially connected because…it's like my mother, it's like my father, it's like my grand-
parents, it's like my girlfriend, it's like my brother, it's like my sister. I learnt, I bled on 
that estate, I cried on that estate, I’ve been happy on that estate. You know, that estate's 
home to me. 

[Male, 23, Hackney, BAME]

During- COVID- 19
Some respondents represented the home as a socially connected place, mentioning the positive relation-
ship they had with their family as the reason for this. These young adults reflected on the ‘silver- lining’ 
of the pandemic; an opportunity to spend more time together. The home was viewed to be socially 
connected as it facilitated communication between family members.

At home, you have people you feel comfortable with and you're able to talk to. 
[Female, 18, Barking and Dagenham, BAME]
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Home was linked to a sense of community within this sample; however, this view was not widely shared. 
One respondent used the illustration of a block of flats to portray their representation of the socially con-
nected home: neighbours surrounding and supporting one another.

People live near each other and can easily meet people and become friendly with your 
neighbours. Sense of community is present. 

[Female, 19, Tower Hamlets, BAME]

Comparison
Proportionally more respondents3 in the pre- COVID- 19 sample mentioned the link between the home and 
social connection. Having a positive relationship with one's family was represented across both studies. 
Eating together, an instantiation of these good relations, was discussed only by the pre- COVID- 19 sample. 
A further representation among the pre- COVID- 19 sample was the presence of visitors in the home and the 
ways in which they elevated the social connectedness of the space. This association was entirely absent in 
the during- COVID- 19 sample. A minority of the pre- COVID- 19 sample represented social media as a form 
of social connection at home. The during- COVID- 19 sample did not make this association.

Theme 3: The safe, peaceful, authentic home

Network charts (Figure 5) summarize the codes for Theme 3: The safe, peaceful, 
authentic home

Pre- COVID- 19
A large minority represented the home as an authentic, safe and comfortable space. Some respondents 
considered the home to be a non- judgemental space, where they could be themselves and were accepted 
for this. Words such as ‘genuine’ and ‘real’ were used, suggesting that the respondents felt that they were 
their most authentic selves at home. They alluded to feelings of authenticity by stating that they could 
display their ‘true’ emotions at home, in addition to making more explicit statements such as ‘I can just 
be who I am’ and ‘I can be myself’.

I just feel that at home is where I can…be myself and just be connected to what I love. 
[Female, 18, Newham, BAME]

A number of respondents identified the home, and in particular the bedroom, as a safe place. There were 
several references to the local area being unsafe (including problems concerning gangs, drugs and violence) 
as well as the world, more generally, being a dangerous place. The home was considered to afford some 
protection from these dangers.

Your natural instinct is run home, you know, a place where you're safe. 
[Male, 24, Tower Hamlets, BAME]

For a minority of respondents, comfort was a notable characteristic of the home. Whilst some considered 
the home environment to be an emotionally comforting place, others identified certain physical attributes 
of the space, such as its warmth, to be comfortable. Happiness was associated with a comfortable home. 
Likewise, the home was associated with peace and sanctuary by a small minority of respondents. This 
demonstrates the calming aspects of the environment.

 3Direct comparisons made between the two studies are represented as proportions because the sample sizes differ.
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You realise just how strong you're connected to your house and the comfort and the peace 
that comes from being within it and among the people inside 

[Male, 23, Hackney, BAME]

During- COVID- 19
A small minority of respondents touched on the final theme ‘the safe, peaceful, authentic home’. Notably, 
only female respondents of BAME origin made this association. Comfortable was implied within the 
context of feeling relaxed and content in the space. Furthermore, safety was discussed in relation to the 
home affording protection from COVID- 19. Fear was attached to the outside, whereas the home was 
portrayed as being a defence against the deadly virus.

This person is unable to go play outside due to the fear of catching COVID- 19. 
[Female, 18, Newham, BAME]

Comparison
A larger proportion of respondents in the pre- COVID- 19 sample made reference to the theme, ‘the 
safe, peaceful, authentic home’, compared to those in the during- COVID- 19 sample. Respondents from 
both studies described the home as a place in which they felt protected from danger, though the dangers 
were to do with gangs and the like pre- COVID- 19 and to do with COVID- 19 itself during- COVID- 19. 
Within the pre- COVID- 19 group, some respondents associated home with authenticity. Conversely, 
no individuals in the during- COVID- 19 sample referred to this. Among the pre- COVID- 19 sample, a 
small minority of respondents represented the home as ‘peaceful’ or ‘sanctuary’. This association was 
absent in the during- COVID- 19 sample.

F I G U R E  5  The safe, peaceful, authentic home. Panel (a), Pre- COVID- 19; Panel (b), During- COVID- 19
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DISCUSSION

The present study sought to elucidate how young adults, aged 18– 24 years and residing in deprived 
boroughs of London, represent the link between loneliness and the home. To our knowledge, this 
is the first study to consider the relationship between loneliness and the home, as represented by 
young adults. Overall, the vast majority of respondents in the pre- COVID- 19 study, and a small 
majority of respondents in the during- COVID- 19 study, discussed the home. Salient thoughts and 
ideas could be categorized into three overarching themes: ‘the lonely home’, ‘the socially connected 
home’ and ‘the safe, peaceful, authentic home’. Remarkably, a large majority of individuals, across 
both studies, considered the home to be a place deeply infused with loneliness. This is contrary to 
the plethora of research that presents ‘home’ as a wholly positive concept (Coolen & Meesters, 2012). 
Some respondents did consider the home to evoke social connection; however, this was not as widely 
represented as the more negative aspects. Finally, some respondents associated the concept of home 
with authenticity, safety or peacefulness; however, this too was less frequently expressed than the 
lonely home idea.

Social representations theory points to themata facilitating understanding of the drivers behind lay 
people's thinking; themata highlight the important role dichotomies play in shaping common sense 
(Smith & Joffe, 2009). Drawing on this concept, a particularly striking finding within the studies re-
ported in this paper is the paradoxical relationship between the themata ‘the lonely home’ and ‘the 
socially connected home’; it was not uncommon for the same respondent to cite one aspect of home 
as ‘lonely’ meanwhile attributing ‘social connection’ to another. Cognitive polyphasia describes the 
state whereby an individual employs multiple systems of knowledge to make sense of a particular entity 
(Provencher, 2011). This section will explore these dialogical antimonies in greater detail.

Additionally, the current study aimed to investigate whether representations differed prior to and 
during the COVID- 19 pandemic. Overall, there was a strong trend in the direction of the home being 
conceptualized more negatively in the during- COVID- 19 study than in the pre- COVID- 19 study. The 
dominant theme in both studies was ‘the lonely home’. In the pre- COVID- 19 study, ‘the socially con-
nected home’ and ‘the safe, peaceful, authentic home’ were less frequently represented than ‘the lonely 
home’. In the during- COVID- 19 study, this finding was even more pronounced: The home was seldom 
represented as either socially connected or safe, peaceful and authentic. Ideas generated across both 
studies were broadly consistent despite the differing contexts, although there were some divergences.

The lonely home or the socially connected home

Aloneness/isolation was the single most prominent representation of loneliness in both the pre- 
COVID- 19 and during- COVID- 19 studies. This substantiates the assertion that loneliness is a psy-
chological manifestation of social isolation, which reflects one's dissatisfaction with the incongruence 
between desired and perceived social relationships (Yanguas et al., 2018). Interestingly, in quantitative 
research, the constructs of loneliness and social isolation are often presented separately (Valtorta et al., 
2016). However, in the current study, social isolation was frequently viewed as a component of the 
subjective sense of loneliness. The bedroom was identified as a distinctly lonely room within the home 
and was almost always associated with being alone. Corroborating previous research on the relationship 
between loneliness and depression (Beutel et al., 2017), the current findings revealed that respondents 
associated being alone in one's bedroom with this distressing emotional experience. Indeed, this aligns 
with the broader loneliness literature, which relates perceived isolation to myriad adverse psychological 
outcomes (Hawkley & Cacioppo, 2010).

Secondly, respondents’ use of symbolism to depict their experience of loneliness was highly sa-
lient. For example, the home was viewed as a place of entrapment in the current study. Feelings of 
imprisonment were represented among the during- COVID- 19 respondents via symbols such as the 
padlock. This aligns with research that suggests that individuals experienced ‘pandemic- induced 
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claustrophobia’ from confinement to their homes (Sanderson et al., 2020). Respondents also re-
ported that ‘feeling trapped’ at home contributed to their loneliness in the pre- COVID- 19 sample. 
However, the idea of ‘entrapment’ was more strongly conveyed by the during- COVID- 19 sample. 
The current study's finding therefore contradicts existing literature, which proposes that the con-
cept of home is synonymous with freedom (Darke, 1994). Evidence of symbolism, such as ‘feeling 
trapped’, confirms the suitability of the social representations approach, since it values the symbols 
in which people's experiences are couched.

Another particularly prominent finding pertains to the role of social media in perpetuating feel-
ings of loneliness. In line with prior research (Verduyn et al., 2015), the passive consumption of social 
media, including ‘tapping’ and ‘scrolling’ through Instagram and Snapchat, was proposed to increase 
loneliness in the pre- COVID- 19 study. Feelings of jealousy and envy emerged when one sat at home 
alone, while observing peers out socializing together. However, this association was less prominent 
in the during- COVID- 19 study, perhaps because socializing was prohibited during lockdown. Social 
media consumption, in relation to the fear of missing out (FOMO), causes loneliness (Hunt et al., 
2018). Nevertheless, high levels of loneliness persisted among young adults’ throughout the lockdown 
(Bu et al., 2020), despite FOMO arguably reducing. Therefore, the current findings indicate that social 
comparison is not necessarily the major contributing factor to loneliness, contrary to previous research 
(Yang, 2016) though such comparison may occur in people's minds even in the absence of reminders of 
what their peers are doing.

However, the home was also considered to generate feelings of social connection. Pertinently, so-
cial media use at home was also discussed in relation to feelings of social connection. Arguably, this 
substantiates the phenomenon of cognitive polyphasia. Indeed, some respondents proposed that social 
media enhanced social connection, consistent with previous research (Shaw & Gant, 2002). The inter-
viewees described ‘communicating’ and ‘bonding’ with, or ‘talking’ to, friends and others. This implies 
that the ways in which young adults engage with social media, whilst at home, may influence whether 
the home is a loneliness- supressing or loneliness- enhancing environment, which corroborates recent re-
search (Fardghassemi & Joffe, 2021; Fardghassemi & Joffe, 2022). Interestingly, the association between 
social media and social connection was completely absent in the during- COVID- 19 study. Lisitsa et al. 
(2020) demonstrated that, when compared to older adults, young adults reported increased social media 
use, but reduced social support seeking, during the COVID- 19 pandemic. A decline in support seeking 
behaviour may explain why social media interactions were not considered to evoke social connection 
among the during- COVID- 19 respondents. However, the lack of mention of social media in relation 
to social connectedness could equally be explained as an artefact of the method; respondents may have 
taken social media for granted during COVID- 19, and hence did not mention them. It is not only social 
media that may have been taken for granted during this time. The home itself was mentioned consid-
erably less in the during- COVID- 19 study, which may indicate that it was so normalized that it did not 
feel salient.

Furthermore, particularly notable were references to positive relationships with the family, which 
were similarly represented at the two time points. Associations between favourable familial relations 
and social connection are consistent with findings from previous research (Bruce et al., 2019). Moreover, 
eating meals with one's family illustrated these positive relationships, and was considered to amplify the 
home's social connectedness by interviewees in the pre- COVID- 19 study. Conversely, this idea was 
absent in the during- COVID- 19 study. This corroborates research showing that well- being is increased 
in those who consume meals alongside others (Yiengprugsawan et al., 2015). Overall, the current study 
demonstrated that family support enhances social connection and therefore may decrease vulnerability 
to loneliness, aligning with wider literature, which shows family support reduces emotional loneliness 
(Hombrados- Mendieta et al., 2013).

Historically, home referred to one's village, town or birthplace; however, its meaning has since 
evolved and it is now more commonly associated with the walls in which one lives (Moore, 2000). 
Nevertheless, the more traditional meaning of home appears to have persisted. In line with Ahmed 
(1999), the present study showed that the home extends beyond the physical dwelling. It was considered 
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by some respondents to be the community or neighbourhood in which one lives, the place in which 
one's family resides or the country of birth. This implies that some respondents associated home with 
a feeling, rather than the building in which they currently live. Therefore, the current study's findings 
substantiate the theory of place attachment (Anton & Lawrence, 2014; Brown & Raymond, 2007), which 
posits that feelings of attachment to certain places foster well- being (Rollero & De Piccoli, 2010) and 
thereby may inhibit loneliness.

The safe, peaceful, authentic home

While the lonely versus socially connected home can be seen in terms of a dialogical antimony, no 
opposite was widely evident concerning the ‘safe, peaceful, authentic home’. However, the research-
ers propose a possible antimony ‘abusive home’, due to the significant rise in domestic violence rates 
recorded during lockdown. There was no evidence of this theme in the data but this may have been 
due to the taboo of discussing such issues. Studies have shown a likely 22– 40% rise in domestic 
abuse during the first lockdown (Anderberg et al., 2021; ONS, 2021). Factors such as stress, unem-
ployment, reduced income and restricted access to social support may have contributed to this rise 
(Campbell, 2020). Those experiencing domestic violence would not feel safe, peaceful or at liberty 
to act authentically when ‘trapped’ in their home with their abuser. Future research may explore this 
paradoxical relationship.

Overall, the current theme of ‘safe, peaceful, authentic home’ was mentioned by some of the respon-
dents in the pre- COVID- 19 group, whereas it was nearly absent in the during- COVID- 19 sample. The 
reason for this difference could be that, although young adults from the during- COVID- 19 sample felt 
safe regarding the pandemic while at home, lockdown restrictions meant they were forced to stay at 
home longer than desired and the negative feelings associated with this challenge could have dimin-
ished their sense of comfort and authenticity.

Demographic comparison

Responses were analysed according to the demographic categories of race and gender. The major-
ity of participants across both studies were of BAME origin; thus, the findings offer unique insight 
into how BAME individuals represent loneliness and the home. Notably, the proportion of BAME 
participants in the current study accurately reflects the racial composition of the areas investigated. 
Interestingly, when comparing BAME and White responses within both the pre- COVID- 19 and 
during- COVID- 19 samples, social representations of home were largely similar. Regarding gender, in 
the during- COVID- 19 study, only female respondents of BAME origin represented the home as being 
‘comfortable’ or ‘safe’. These respondents explicitly discussed their fear of COVID- 19 in relation to the 
protective quality of home. Research has demonstrated that fear of COVID- 19 was more severe among 
females (Broche- Pérez et al., 2022) and that BAME individuals were at a greater risk of contracting 
COVID- 19 and had worse clinical outcomes from it (Pan et al., 2020). This may, in part, explain this 
finding. However, future researchers might investigate further the relationship between gender, race 
and representations of the home during the COVID- 19 pandemic.

The impact of COVID- 19

Remarkably, the thoughts and ideas that respondents associated with loneliness and the home were 
broadly consistent across the two studies, exemplified by the absence of new representations in 
the during- COVID- 19 group. This is particularly surprising given that individuals were effectively 
confined to their homes during the pandemic, and social life was highly constrained. This finding 
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implies that there is continuity in the social representations of home, divorced from the context. 
Arguably, this is unsurprising considering that social representations are abiding worldviews. 
Loneliness is, by definition, subjective and some people will experience higher levels of loneliness 
than others, regardless of their current circumstances (Mund et al., 2020). The present study's find-
ing attests to this idea, insofar as the home can be associated with inherent loneliness, unaltered by 
context.

Limitations and opportunities

A key limitation relates to the two study samples. Whilst we endeavoured to successfully match the two 
samples in terms of gender, borough and age, we encountered difficulties in achieving this, in part due 
to the COVID- 19 restrictions that were in place during the second round of data collection. As a result, 
there was a considerable gender imbalance between the two samples; many more female respondents 
participated in the during- COVID- 19 sample, compared to male respondents, whereas the genders were 
equally represented in the pre- COVID- 19 sample. We therefore performed an overall analysis of the 
presence of the three themes in a gender- matched sample of 35 respondents from the first and second 
studies and found that the trends in the results were the same (presented in Table 3). A recent meta- 
analysis by Maes et al. (2019) discovered that levels of loneliness were similar for males and females 
across the lifespan. Nevertheless, the underrepresentation of males in the during- COVID- 19 study is 
a limitation.

Secondly, the during- COVID- 19 study lacked the full elaboration of free associations of the pre- 
COVID- 19 study. This was primarily due to the COVID- 19 restrictions. Respondents could not be 
interviewed in person due to social distancing rules, and therefore, the GEM was adapted; the respon-
dents elaborated on their associations in writing, but this meant that the responses were far less detailed. 
Thus, only tentative conclusions can be drawn when comparing the two samples and, across all three 
themes, we see less elaboration in the during- COVID- 19 data. However, the first stage of the GEM 
always involves the participant sitting alone and writing down their initial thoughts and ideas. As such, 
the fundamental free associations, which are the springboard for the elaborations, were generated in the 
same way across both samples.

The contrast between the two ways of getting participants to elaborate on their free associations 
either in an interview or in writing had the unintended consequence of casting light on the GEM and 
how best to use it. When analysing the data, it became apparent that the complete free association ac-
tivity, which involves elaboration of one's grid by means of an interview, gave rise to more conceptual 
and nuanced thoughts and ideas, compared to the adapted free association task. In other words, more 
subtle nuances of meaning are elicited, more readily, through the traditional approach. For example, 
‘nostalgia’ and ‘sanctuary’ were associated with the home in the pre- COVID- 19 study but were entirely 
absent in the during- COVID- 19 study. Without the probing of the interviewer, less tangible ideas were 
not freely available to the respondents. It has previously been suggested that, in the presence of the 
researcher, interviewees are less likely to elaborate freely due to social desirability effects and therefore, 
when respondents elaborate in writing, there is a lower risk of researcher influence ( Joffe & Elsey, 2014). 
However, the present study has demonstrated that, without the interviewer, one is less likely to obtain 
rich data. In view of this finding, when conducting future research using the GEM, careful attention 
must be paid to considering how respondents are asked to elaborate their free associations; on balance, 
an interview appears to be the optimal method.

Future research and implications

Despite its limitations, the present study provided a unique opportunity to explore how young 
adults represent the link between loneliness and the home and whether this differed between the 
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pre-  and during- COVID- 19 periods. It demonstrated that the home contributes to feelings of loneli-
ness. Additionally, it offered unparalleled insight into the value of the GEM as a method for eliciting 
social representations.

One direction for future research would be to conduct a post- COVID- 19 study, using the same 35 
respondents that took part in the during- COVID- 19 study. Participants’ responses could be compared 
across the time points. Thus, a more complete understanding would be obtained of the impact of 
COVID- 19 on loneliness in the context of the home.

A second direction for future research would be to explore on a larger scale, the degree to which 
social comparison contributes to the experience of loneliness. Our study found that, contrary to previ-
ous research, social comparison may not be a major contributing factor to loneliness, as high levels of 
loneliness persisted in the absence of FOMO. Future researchers are invited to further explore this phe-
nomenon, to provide some clarity on the impact that social comparison has on loneliness and to explore 
whether social media use is necessary for social comparisons to dominate. Perhaps social comparison 
exists, whatever the dominant media of the day.

A third direction for future research would be to investigate how different groups of young adults, 
for example, those living in the least deprived boroughs of London, or those residing in rural as opposed 
to urban areas, represent the link between loneliness and the home. This would shed light on how dif-
ferent groups conceptualize loneliness’ link to the home and could inform who should be targeted by 
interventions.

Moreover, as research evolves, we recognize that interviews can be conducted remotely, for exam-
ple, on platforms such as zoom. Thus, future research should prioritize the use of virtual methods for 
elaboration of free association data, such as that generated by the GEM (Keen et al., 2021). This could 
provide a unique opportunity to study hard to reach communities.

CONCLUSION

Loneliness disproportionately impacts young adults and, in particular, those living in deprived areas 
(ONS, 2018b). This study is the first of its kind to investigate the relationship between loneliness and 
the home among young adults (18– 24 years) living in deprived boroughs of London. Moreover, it offers 
a unique comparison of this experience prior to and during the COVID- 19 pandemic. The findings 
suggest that the home is a deeply lonely place for many young adults. However, this experience is not 
shared by all in this group: The home is also considered to engender social connection and feelings 
of safety, peace and authenticity. Remarkably, with respect to the categories within which the home 
was discussed, the pre- COVID- 19 and during- COVID- 19 findings were largely similar. However, the 
valence was pointedly different; negative associations to the home were more prominent in the during- 
COVID- 19 study, arguably as a consequence of the extreme confinement resulting from the restrictions 
imposed during the pandemic.

CONFL IC T OF I NT ER EST
The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial rela-
tionships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

AUTHOR CONTR IBUTIONS
Isabel Sawyer: Formal analysis; Visualization; Writing –  original draft; Writing –  review & editing. Sam 
Fardghassemi: Conceptualization; Data curation; Formal analysis; Funding acquisition; Methodology; 
Project administration; Visualization; Writing –  original draft; Writing –  review & editing. Helene Joffe: 
Conceptualization; Data curation; Formal analysis; Funding acquisition; Investigation; Methodology; 
Project administration; Resources; Software; Supervision; Writing –  original draft; Writing –  review & 
editing.



22 |   SAWYER Et Al.

DATA AVA IL A BIL IT Y STAT EM ENT
The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author upon rea-
sonable request.

ORCID
Isabel Sawyer  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7157-8940 
Sam Fardghassemi  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1204-388X 
Helene Joffe  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3701-5014 

R EF ER ENC E S
Ahmed, S. (1999). Home and away: Narratives of migration and estrangement. International Journal of Cultural Studies, 2(3), 329– 

347. https://doi.org/10.1177/13678 77999 00200303
Anderberg, D., Rainer, H., & Siuda, F. (2021). Quantifying domestic violence in times of crisis: An internet search activity- 

based measure for the COVID- 19 pandemic. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society: Series A (Statistics in Society). https://doi.
org/10.1111/rssa.12780

Anthony, K. H. (1997). Bitter homes and gardens: The meanings of home to families of divorce. Journal of Architectural and 
Planning Research, 14(1), 1– 19.

Anton, C. E., & Lawrence, C. (2014). Home is where the heart is: The effect of place of residence on place attachment and com-
munity participation. Journal of Environmental Psycholog y, 40, 451– 461. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2014.10.007

Banerjee, D., & Rai, M. (2020). Social isolation in Covid- 19: The impact of loneliness. International Journal of Social Psychiatry, 66(6), 
525– 527. https://doi.org/10.1177/00207 64020 922269

BBC. (2018). 16– 24 year olds are the loneliest age group according to new BBC Radio 4 survey. Retrieved February 19, 2021, from https://
www.bbc.co.uk/media centr e/lates tnews/ 2018/lonel iest- age- group - radio - 4

Beutel, M. E., Klein, E. M., Brähler, E., Reiner, I., Jünger, C., Michal, M., Wiltink, J., Wild, P. S., Münzel, T., Lackner, K. J., & 
Tibubos, A. N. (2017). Loneliness in the general population: Prevalence, determinants and relations to mental health. BMC 
Psychiatry, 17(1), 1– 7. https://doi.org/10.1186/s1288 8- 017- 1262- x

Brehm, J. M., Eisenhauer, B. W., & Krannich, R. S. (2004). Dimensions of community attachment and their relationship to well- 
being in the amenity- rich rural west. Rural Sociolog y, 69(3), 405– 429. https://doi.org/10.1526/00360 11041 730545

Brink, S. (1995). Home: The term and the concept from a linguistic and settlement- historical viewpoint. In D. N. Benjamin, & 
D. Stea (Eds), The home: words, interpretations, meanings and environments (pp. 17– 25). Avebury.

Broche- Pérez, Y., Fernández- Fleites, Z., Jiménez- Puig, E., Fernández- Castillo, E., & Rodríguez- Martin, B. (2022). Gender and 
fear of COVID- 19 in a Cuban population sample. International Journal of Mental Health and Addiction, 20(1), 83– 91. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s1146 9- 020- 00343 - 8

Brown, B. B., Eicher, S. A., & Petrie, S. (1986). The importance of peer group (“crowd”) affiliation in adolescence. Journal of 
Adolescence, 9(1), 73– 96. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140 - 1971(86)80029 - X

Brown, G., & Raymond, C. (2007). The relationship between place attachment and landscape values: Toward mapping place 
attachment. Applied Geography, 27(2), 89– 111. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2006.11.002

Bruce, L. D. H., Wu, J. S., Lustig, S. L., Russell, D. W., & Nemecek, D. A. (2019). Loneliness in the United States: A 2018 national 
panel survey of demographic, structural, cognitive, and behavioral characteristics. American Journal of Health Promotion, 
33(8), 1123– 1133. https://doi.org/10.1177/08901 17119 856551

Bu, F., Steptoe, A., & Fancourt, D. (2020). Who is lonely in lockdown? Cross- cohort analyses of predictors of loneliness before 
and during the COVID- 19 pandemic. Public Health, 186, 31– 34. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.puhe.2020.06.036

Cacioppo, J. T., & Cacioppo, S. (2018). The growing problem of loneliness. The Lancet, 391(10119), 426. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0140 - 6736(18)30142 - 9

Cacioppo, J. T., Hawkley, L. C., & Thisted, R. A. (2010). Perceived social isolation makes me sad: 5- year cross- lagged analyses 
of loneliness and depressive symptomatology in the Chicago health, aging, and social relations study. Psycholog y and Aging, 
25(2), 453– 463. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0017216

Cacioppo, S., Grippo, A. J., London, S., Goossens, L., & Cacioppo, J. T. (2015). Loneliness: Clinical Import and Interventions. 
Perspectives on Psychological Science, 10(2), 238– 249. https://doi.org/10.1177/17456 91615 570616

Campbell, A. M. (2020). An increasing risk of family violence during the Covid- 19 pandemic: Strengthening community collab-
orations to save lives. Forensic Science International: Reports, 2, 100089. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fsir.2020.100089

Campbell, J. L., Quincy, C., Osserman, J., & Pedersen, O. K. (2013). Coding in- depth semistructured interviews: Problems 
of unitization and intercoder reliability and agreement. Sociological Methods and Research, 42(3), 294– 320. https://doi.
org/10.1177/00491 24113 500475

Coolen, H., & Meesters, J. (2012). Editorial special issue: House, home and dwelling. Journal of Housing and the Built Environment, 
27(1), 1– 10. https://doi.org/10.1007/s1090 1- 011- 9247- 4

Cooper- Marcus, C. (1995). House as a mirror of self: Exploring the deeper meaning of home. Conari Press.
Darke, J. (1994). Women and the meaning of home. In R. Gilroy, & R. Woods (Eds.), Housing women. Routledge.

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7157-8940
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7157-8940
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1204-388X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1204-388X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3701-5014
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3701-5014
https://doi.org/10.1177/136787799900200303
https://doi.org/10.1111/rssa.12780
https://doi.org/10.1111/rssa.12780
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2014.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1177/0020764020922269
https://www.bbc.co.uk/mediacentre/latestnews/2018/loneliest-age-group-radio-4
https://www.bbc.co.uk/mediacentre/latestnews/2018/loneliest-age-group-radio-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-017-1262-x
https://doi.org/10.1526/0036011041730545
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11469-020-00343-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11469-020-00343-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-1971(86)80029-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2006.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1177/0890117119856551
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.puhe.2020.06.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)30142-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)30142-9
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0017216
https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691615570616
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fsir.2020.100089
https://doi.org/10.1177/0049124113500475
https://doi.org/10.1177/0049124113500475
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10901-011-9247-4


    | 23HOW THE HOME FEATURES IN YOUNG ADULTS’ LONELINESS

De Paola, J., Hakoköngäs, E. J., & Hakanen, J. J. (2020). #Happy: Constructing and sharing everyday understandings of happi-
ness on instagram. Human Arenas, 1– 19. https://doi.org/10.1007/s4208 7- 020- 00149 - z

Fancourt, D., Bu, F., Mak, H. W., & Steptoe, A. (2020). COVID- 19 social study. Nuffield Foundation. https://www.nuffi eldfo 
undat ion.org/wp- conte nt/uploa ds/2020/04/COVID - 19- socia l- study - resul ts- relea se- 6- April - 2020.pdf

Fancourt, D., Bu, F., Mak, H. W., & Steptoe, A. (2021). COVID- 19 social study. Nuffield Foundation. https://www.nuffi eldfo 
undat ion.org/wp- conte nt/uploa ds/2021/01/COVID - 19- socia l- study - 13- Janua ry- 2021.pdf

Fardghassemi, S., & Joffe, H. (2021). Young adults’ experience of loneliness in London’s most deprived areas. Frontiers in 
Psycholog y, 12, 1– 14. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.660791

Fardghassemi, S., & Joffe, H. (2022). The causes of loneliness: The perspective of young adults in London’s most deprived areas. 
PLoS One. https://doi.org/10.1371/journ al.pone.0264638

Farrimond, H. R., & Joffe, H. (2006). Pollution, peril and poverty: A British study of the stigmatization of smokers. Journal of 
Community and Applied Social Psycholog y, 16(6), 481– 491. https://doi.org/10.1002/casp.896

Franssen, T., Stijnen, M., Hamers, F., & Schneider, F. (2020). Age differences in demographic, social and health- related factors 
associated with loneliness across the adult life span (19– 65 years): A cross- sectional study in the Netherlands. BMC Public 
Health, 20(1), 1– 12. https://doi.org/10.1186/s1288 9- 020- 09208 - 0

Gifford, R. (2007). Environmental psycholog y: Principles and practice, 4th ed. Optimal Books.
Graham, L. T., Gosling, S. D., & Travis, C. K. (2015). The psychology of home environments: A call for research on residential 

space. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 10(3), 346– 356. https://doi.org/10.1177/17456 91615 576761
Hawkley, L. C., & Cacioppo, J. T. (2010). Loneliness matters: A theoretical and empirical review of consequences and mecha-

nisms. Annals of Behavioral Medicine, 40(2), 218– 227. https://doi.org/10.1007/s1216 0- 010- 9210- 8
Höijer, B. (2011). Social representations theory: A new theory for media research. Nordicom Review, 32(2), 3– 16. https://doi.

org/10.1515/nor- 2017- 0109
Hombrados- Mendieta, I., García- Martín, M. A., & Gómez- Jacinto, L. (2013). The relationship between social support, loneli-

ness, and subjective well- being in a Spanish sample from a multidimensional perspective. Social Indicators Research, 114(3), 
1013– 1034. https://doi.org/10.1007/s1120 5- 012- 0187- 5

Hunt, M. G., Marx, R., Lipson, C., & Young, J. (2018). No more FOMO: Limiting social media decreases loneliness and depres-
sion. Journal of Social and Clinical Psycholog y, 37(10), 751– 768. https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.2018.37.10.751

Joffe, H. (2003). Risk: From perception to social representation. British Journal of Social Psycholog y, 42, 55– 73. https://doi.
org/10.1348/01446 66037 63276126

Joffe, H. (2012). Thematic analysis. In D. Harper, & A. Thompson (Eds), Qualitative research methods in mental health and psychother-
apy: A guide for students and practitioners (pp. 209– 223). Wiley. https://doi.org/10.4135/97814 12986 281.n339

Joffe, H., & Elsey, J. W. B. (2014). Free association in psychology and the grid elaboration method. Review of General Psycholog y, 
18(3), 173– 185. https://doi.org/10.1037/gpr00 00014

Joffe, H., Washer, P., & Solberg, C. (2011). Public engagement with emerging infectious disease: The case of MRSA in Britain. 
Psycholog y and Health, 26(6), 667– 683. https://doi.org/10.1080/08870 44100 3763238

Keen, S., Lomeli- Rodrigues, M., & Williams, A. (2021). Exploring how people with chronic pain understand their pain: A quan-
titative study. Scandinavian Journal of Pain, 21(4), 743– 753. https://doi.org/10.1515/sjpai n- 2021- 0060

Lee, C. M., Cadigan, J. M., & Rhew, I. C. (2020). Increases in loneliness among young adults during the COVID- 19 pan-
demic and association with increases in mental health problems. Journal of Adolescent Health, 67(5), 714– 717. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jadoh ealth.2020.08.009

Lewin, F. A. (2001). The meaning of home among elderly immigrants: Directions for future research and theoretical develop-
ment. Housing Studies, 16(3), 353– 370. https://doi.org/10.1080/02673 03012 0049715

Lisitsa, E., Benjamin, K. S., Chun, S. K., Skalisky, J., Hammond, L. E., & Mezulis, A. H. (2020). Loneliness among young adults 
during covid- 19 pandemic: The mediational roles of social media use and social support seeking. Journal of Social and Clinical 
Psycholog y, 39(8), 708– 726. https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.2020.39.8.708

Liu, L. (2004). Sensitising concept, themata and shareness: A dialogical perspective of social representations. Journal for the Theory 
of Social Behaviour, 34(3), 249– 264. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0021- 8308.2004.00247.x

Luhmann, M., & Hawkley, L. C. (2016). Supplemental material for age differences in loneliness from late adolescence to oldest 
old age. Developmental Psycholog y, 52(6), 943– 959. https://doi.org/10.1037/dev00 00117.supp

Maes, M., Qualter, P., Vanhalst, J., Van den Noortgate, W., & Goossens, L. (2019). Gender differences in loneliness across the 
lifespan: A meta- analysis. European Journal of Personality, 33(6), 642– 654. https://doi.org/10.1002/per.2220

Mallett, S. (2004). Understanding home: A critical review of the literature. Sociological Review, 52(1), 62– 89. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1467- 954x.2004.00442.x

Manzo, L. C. (2005). For better or worse: Exploring multiple dimensions of place meaning. Journal of Environmental Psycholog y, 
25(1), 67– 86. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2005.01.002

Marková, I. (2003). Constitution of the self: Intersubjectivity and dialogicality. Culture and Psycholog y, 9(3), 249– 259. https://doi.
org/10.1177/13540 67X03 0093006

Matthews, T., Danese, A., Caspi, A., Fisher, H. L., Goldman- Mellor, S., Kepa, A., Moffitt, T. E., Odgers, C. L., & Arseneault, L. 
(2019). Lonely young adults in modern Britain: Findings from an epidemiological cohort study. Psychological Medicine, 49(2), 
268– 277. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033 29171 8000788

https://doi.org/10.1007/s42087-020-00149-z
https://www.nuffieldfoundation.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/COVID-19-social-study-results-release-6-April-2020.pdf
https://www.nuffieldfoundation.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/COVID-19-social-study-results-release-6-April-2020.pdf
https://www.nuffieldfoundation.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/COVID-19-social-study-13-January-2021.pdf
https://www.nuffieldfoundation.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/COVID-19-social-study-13-January-2021.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.660791
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.660791
https://doi.org/10.1002/casp.896
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-020-09208-0
https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691615576761
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12160-010-9210-8
https://doi.org/10.1515/nor-2017-0109
https://doi.org/10.1515/nor-2017-0109
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-012-0187-5
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.2018.37.10.751
https://doi.org/10.1348/014466603763276126
https://doi.org/10.1348/014466603763276126
https://doi.org/10.4135/9781412986281.n339
https://doi.org/10.1037/gpr0000014
https://doi.org/10.1080/08870441003763238
https://doi.org/10.1515/sjpain-2021-0060
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2020.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2020.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1080/02673030120049715
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.2020.39.8.708
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0021-8308.2004.00247.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/dev0000117.supp
https://doi.org/10.1002/per.2220
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-954x.2004.00442.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-954x.2004.00442.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2005.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354067X030093006
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354067X030093006
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291718000788


24 |   SAWYER Et Al.

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government. (2019). The English Indices of Deprivation 2019: Research report. 
September, 1– 86.

Moore, B. (1984). Privacy: Studies in social and cultural history. In Privacy: Studies in social and cultural history. doi: https://doi.
org/10.4324/97813 15172071

Moore, J. (2000). Placing home in context. Journal of Environmental Psycholog y, 20(3), 207– 217. https://doi.org/10.1006/jevp.2000.0178
Moscovici, S. (1972). Society and theory in social psychology. In J. Israel, & H. Tajfel (Eds), The context of social psycholog y: A critical 

assessment (pp. vii, 438– vii, 438). Academic Press.
Moscovici, S. (1984). The phenomenon of social representations. In R. M. Farr, & S. Moscovici (Eds.), Social representations (pp. 

3– 70). Cambridge University Press.
Moscovici, S., & Duveen, G. (2000). The phenomenon of social representations. In Social representations: Explorations in social 

psycholog y, January 1984, 18– 77.
Mund, M., Freuding, M. M., Möbius, K., Horn, N., & Neyer, F. J. (2020). The stability and change of loneliness across the 

life span: A meta- analysis of longitudinal studies. Personality and Social Psycholog y Review, 24(1), 24– 52. https://doi.
org/10.1177/10888 68319 850738

O’Connor, C., & Joffe, H. (2020). Intercoder reliability in qualitative research: Debates and practical guidelines. International 
Journal of Qualitative Methods, 19, 1– 13. https://doi.org/10.1177/16094 06919 899220

Oakman, J., Kinsman, N., Stuckey, R., Graham, M., & Weale, V. (2020). A rapid review of mental and physical health effects of 
working at home: How do we optimise health? BMC Public Health, 20(1), 1– 13. https://doi.org/10.1186/s1288 9- 020- 09875 - z

Office for National Statistics. (2018a). Children’s and young people’s experiences of loneliness: 2018. Office for National Statistics.
Office for National Statistics. (2018b). Loneliness -  What characteristics and circumstances are associated with feeling lonely?. Office for 

National Statistics.
Office for National Statistics. (2021). Domestic abuse in England and Wales overview: November 2021.
Pan, D., Sze, S., Minhas, J. S., Bangash, M. N., Pareek, N., Divall, P., Williams, C. M., Oggioni, M. R., Squire, I. B., Nellums, L. 

B., Hanif, W., Khunti, K., & Pareek, M. (2020). The impact of ethnicity on clinical outcomes in COVID- 19: A systematic 
review. EClinicalMedicine, 23, 100404. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eclinm.2020.100404

Peplau, L. A., & Perlman, D. (1982). Perspectives on loneliness. In L. A. Peplau, & D. Perlman (Eds), Loneliness: A sourcebook of 
current theory, research and therapy (pp. 1– 18). Wiley.

Provencher, C. (2011). Towards a better understanding of cognitive polyphasia. Journal for the Theory of Social Behaviour, 41(4), 377– 
395. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468- 5914.2011.00468.x

Qualter, P., Vanhalst, J., Harris, R., Van Roekel, E., Lodder, G., Bangee, M., Maes, M., & Verhagen, M. (2015). Loneliness across 
the life span. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 10(2), 250– 264. https://doi.org/10.1177/17456 91615 568999

Richard, A., Rohrmann, S., Vandeleur, C. L., Schmid, M., Barth, J., & Eichholzer, M. (2017). Loneliness is adversely associated 
with physical and mental health and lifestyle factors: Results from a Swiss national survey. PLoS One, 12(7), e0181442. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journ al.pone.0181442

Rollero, C., & De Piccoli, N. (2010). Does place attachment affect social well- being? Revue Europeenne De Psychologie Appliquee, 
60(4), 233– 238. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erap.2010.05.001

Sanderson, W. C., Arunagiri, V., Funk, A. P., Ginsburg, K. L., Krychiw, J. K., Limowski, A. R., Olesnycky, O. S., & Stout, Z. 
(2020). The nature and treatment of pandemic- related psychological distress. Journal of Contemporary Psychotherapy, 50(4), 
251– 263. https://doi.org/10.1007/s1087 9- 020- 09463 - 7

Scannell, L., & Gifford, R. (2017). The experienced psychological benefits of place attachment. Journal of Environmental Psycholog y, 
51, 256– 269. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2017.04.001

Shankar, A., McMunn, A., Banks, J., & Steptoe, A. (2011). Loneliness, social isolation, and behavioral and biological health 
indicators in older adults. Health Psycholog y, 30(4), 377– 385. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022826

Shaw, L. H., & Gant, L. M. (2002). In defense of the internet: The relationship between internet communication and de-
pression, loneliness, self- esteem, and perceived social support. Cyberpsycholog y and Behavior, 5(2), 157– 171. https://doi.
org/10.1089/10949 31027 53770552

Smith, N. W., & Joffe, H. (2009). Climate change in the British press: The role of the visual. Journal of Risk Research, 12(5), 647– 
663. https://doi.org/10.1080/13669 87080 2586512

Smith, S. G. (1994). The essential qualities of a home. Journal of Environmental Psycholog y, 14(1), 31– 46. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0272 - 4944(05)80196 - 3

Valtorta, N. K., Kanaan, M., Gilbody, S., & Hanratty, B. (2016). Loneliness, social isolation and social relationships: What are 
we measuring? A novel framework for classifying and comparing tools. British Medical Journal Open, 6(4), e010799. https://
doi.org/10.1136/bmjop en- 2015- 010799

Verduyn, P., Lee, D. S., Park, J., Shablack, H., Orvell, A., Bayer, J., Ybarra, O., Jonides, J., & Kross, E. (2015). Passive Facebook 
usage undermines affective well- being: Experimental and longitudinal evidence. Journal of Experimental Psycholog y: General, 
144(2), 480– 488. https://doi.org/10.1037/xge00 00057

Victor, C. R., & Pikhartova, J. (2020). Lonely places or lonely people? Investigating the relationship between loneliness and place 
of residence. BMC Public Health, 20(1), 1– 12. https://doi.org/10.1186/s1288 9- 020- 08703 - 8

Yang, C. C. (2016). Instagram use, loneliness, and social comparison orientation: Interact and browse on social media, but don’t 
compare. Cyberpsycholog y, Behavior, and Social Networking, 19(12), 703– 708. https://doi.org/10.1089/cyber.2016.0201

https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315172071
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315172071
https://doi.org/10.1006/jevp.2000.0178
https://doi.org/10.1177/1088868319850738
https://doi.org/10.1177/1088868319850738
https://doi.org/10.1177/1609406919899220
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-020-09875-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eclinm.2020.100404
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-5914.2011.00468.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691615568999
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0181442
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erap.2010.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10879-020-09463-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2017.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022826
https://doi.org/10.1089/109493102753770552
https://doi.org/10.1089/109493102753770552
https://doi.org/10.1080/13669870802586512
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-4944(05)80196-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-4944(05)80196-3
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2015-010799
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2015-010799
https://doi.org/10.1037/xge0000057
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-020-08703-8
https://doi.org/10.1089/cyber.2016.0201


    | 25HOW THE HOME FEATURES IN YOUNG ADULTS’ LONELINESS

Yanguas, J., Pinazo- Henandis, S., & Tarazona- Santabalbina, F. J. (2018). The complexity of loneliness. Acta Biomedica, 89(2), 
302– 314. https://doi.org/10.23750/ abm.v89i2.7404

Yiengprugsawan, V., Banwell, C., Takeda, W., Dixon, J., Seubsman, S. A., & Sleigh, A. C. (2015). Health, happiness and eating 
together: what can a large Thai cohort study tell us? Global Journal of Health Science, 7(4), 270– 277. https://doi.org/10.5539/
gjhs.v7n4p270

How to cite this article: Sawyer, I., Fardghassemi, S., & Joffe, H. (2022). How the home 
features in young adults’ representations of loneliness: The impact of COVID- 19. British Journal 
of Social Psycholog y, 00, 1– 25. https://doi.org/10.1111/bjso.12540

https://doi.org/10.23750/abm.v89i2.7404
https://doi.org/10.5539/gjhs.v7n4p270
https://doi.org/10.5539/gjhs.v7n4p270
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjso.12540

	How the home features in young adults’ representations of loneliness: The impact of COVID-19
	Abstract
	INTRODUCTION
	Loneliness and young adults
	Conceptualizations of home
	Social representations theory
	The current study
	Aims
	Research questions


	METHOD
	Participants
	Procedure
	Data collection
	Data analysis

	RESULTS
	Theme 1: The lonely home
	Network charts (Figure 3) summarize the codes for Theme 1: The lonely home
	Pre-COVID-19
	During-COVID-19
	Comparison


	Theme 2: The socially connected home
	Network charts (Figure 4) summarize the codes for Theme 2: The socially connected home
	Pre-COVID-19
	During-COVID-19
	Comparison


	Theme 3: The safe, peaceful, authentic home
	Network charts (Figure 5) summarize the codes for Theme 3: The safe, peaceful, authentic home
	Pre-COVID-19
	During-COVID-19
	Comparison



	DISCUSSION
	The lonely home or the socially connected home
	The safe, peaceful, authentic home
	Demographic comparison
	The impact of COVID-19
	Limitations and opportunities
	Future research and implications

	CONCLUSION
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


