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Abstract 

Background Adverse childhood experiences (ACEs) can impact mental and physical health, leaving people 
with less resilience to health challenges across the life-course. This study examines whether individuals’ levels 
and changes in levels of mental health, physical health and sleep quality reported across the first year of the COVID-19 
pandemic are associated with ACEs and moderated by social assets such as having trusted family and friends.

Methods A cross-sectional household telephone survey in England (a North West local authority) and Wales 
(nationally) using landline and mobile numbers stratified by health areas, deprivation quintile and age group 
and supplemented by an online survey. Data were collected from 4,673 English and Welsh residents aged ≥ 18 years 
during national COVID-19 restrictions (December 2020 to March 2021). Measures included nine types of ACE; self-
reported mental health, physical health and sleep quality at time of survey (in pandemic) and one-year earlier (pre-
pandemic); numbers of trusted family members and friends, knowledge of community help; and COVID-19 infection.

Results ACEs were strongly related to moving into poorer mental health, physical health, and sleep categories 
during the pandemic, with likelihoods more than doubling in those with ≥ 4 ACEs (vs. 0). ACEs were also associated 
with increased likelihood of moving out of poorer health and sleep categories although this was for a much smaller 
proportion of individuals. Individuals with more trusted family members were less likely to move into poorer health 
categories regardless of ACE counts.

Conclusions ACEs are experienced by large proportions of populations and are associated with poorer health even 
in non-pandemic situations. However, they also appear associated with greater vulnerability to developing poorer 
health and well-being in pandemic situations. There is a minority of those with ACEs who may have benefited 
from the changes in lifestyles associated with pandemic restrictions. Connectedness especially with family, appears 
an important factor in maintaining health during pandemic restrictions.
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Background
Increasing evidence links adverse childhood experiences 
(ACEs) to poorer health, social and economic outcomes 
across the life-course [1–3]. ACEs include child maltreat-
ment (physical, sexual and emotional) and other chronic 
stressors such as exposure to domestic violence and sub-
stance use in the home environment [4]. Around half of 
adults in Europe and North America have experienced at 
least one ACE and many have suffered multiple ACEs [5] 
(e.g. 8–13% with ≥ 4 ACEs in UK [6]). Exposure to ACEs 
is strongly associated with increased risks of adopt-
ing health-harming and anti-social behaviour (e.g. sub-
stance misuse, violence), developing poor mental health 
and displaying lower resilience to sources of stress [2, 7]. 
Longer term, a history of ACEs increases risks of cancer, 
cardiovascular disease and other non-communicable dis-
eases throughout adulthood [2, 3]. Biomedical research 
continues to identify changes in neurological, hormonal, 
immunological and epigenetic markers consistent with 
harmful impacts of ACEs on health and well-being [8–
10]. However, studies also identify that a range of other 
experiences throughout life can moderate or even negate 
some of the increased health and social risks associated 
with ACEs [11, 12]. Thus, individuals’ ability to cope with 
acute and longer-term challenges to health and well-
being may be affected by factors such as support from 
social assets including family, friends and community 
services, with greater social assets potentially reducing 
risks of poorer health [13].

For whole populations, the COVID-19 pandemic intro-
duced radical change to people’s lives. Individuals were 
exposed to a protracted threat of infection from a poten-
tially fatal virus. Workplaces and educational establish-
ments were closed, threatening livelihoods, career plans 
and future economic prospects. Individuals had behav-
iours such as mask wearing imposed on them and were 
frequently banned from physically meeting friends and 
family, leaving only virtual communication as an option 
for some and resulting in social isolation for others. 
Moreover, professional and voluntary services for those 
with health and social support needs were reduced and 
sometimes removed [14, 15]. Whilst studies have exam-
ined how such changes have impacted people’s physical 
and mental health [16, 17], and the protective effects of 
social assets [18], few have considered whether such 
impacts may be exacerbated or even moderated by a his-
tory of ACEs. Poorer physical and mental health, poten-
tially resulting from ACE exposure, may leave people 
with increased vulnerability to further harm associated 
with pandemic-related worries and restrictions. How-
ever, some studies link ACEs to social anxiety and a pref-
erence for greater interpersonal distance [19, 20]. Thus, 
pandemic conditions for some may even create a respite 

from unwanted professional and social interactions and 
attention.

Understanding what represents risk or protective fac-
tors for physical and mental health during pandemics 
or other crises is important for all individuals. However, 
those with ACEs and consequently who have already 
experienced factors linked with developing poorer men-
tal and physical health [2], may be even more vulnerable 
to stressors arising from the pandemic. Therefore, it is 
important to identify specifically how periods of pan-
demic restrictions may affect their health and well-being. 
Such information can help inform responses to future 
pandemic threats as well as identifying populations that 
may still require additional support as a result of expe-
riencing the COVID-19 pandemic. Therefore, here we 
measure three aspects of self-reported well-being – men-
tal health, physical health and quality of sleep – approxi-
mately 12  months into the pandemic in England and 
Wales and retrospectively for a year prior (i.e. pre-pan-
demic). We test the hypotheses that a history of ACEs is 
associated with individuals reporting poorer scores for 
each well-being measure both prior to the pandemic and 
one year on. In additional, we test the hypothesis that 
ACEs are also associated with changes in health and well-
being measures during the pandemic, resulting in greater 
proportions of those with ACEs moving into or out of 
poorer outcome levels across the study period.

Methods
Data collection
A telephone survey was conducted between December 
2020 and March 2021 in Wales (national) and England 
(Bolton Local Authority) with residents aged ≥ 18  years. 
Data collection coincided with a period of national 
COVID-19 restrictions in both Wales and England, 
which limited social contact through social distancing, 
bans on household mixing, and closure of hospitality 
and some non-essential retail, and required the use of 
face coverings in indoor public places. A target sample of 
2,000 in each study location was set to capture adequate 
individuals across ACE categories, with a minimum of 
200 respondents with high (≥ 4) ACEs in each locality [6].

Following initial testing and refinement of the sur-
vey tool by the research team, a professional market 
research company (MRC) was appointed to under-
take further piloting (n = 61) and data collection using 
a random stratified sampling approach. Telephone 
contacts (landline and mobile) were obtained from a 
commercial sample provider and, in Wales, stratified 
by region (Welsh Health Board area). Contacts were 
then stratified by residential deprivation based on 
rankings in the English and Welsh Indexes of Multiple 
Deprivation [IMD] [21, 22] and age group. The IMD 



Page 3 of 14Bellis et al. BMC Public Health         (2023) 23:1618  

is a routinely used measure of socioeconomic status 
for residents in a locality, although variations exist in 
the methodologies for England and Wales. In order to 
address difficulty accessing younger age groups using 
telephone sampling, an online version of the survey 
was also developed. This was disseminated through 
an online panel (individuals paid to take part in online 
research) accessed through a commercial provider and 
also promoted in England through colleges and other 
local services. Although aimed at engaging younger 
individuals, the online panel was extended to all adult 
age groups proportionate to population demographics.

Study inclusion criteria were aged ≥ 18  years, resi-
dent in study area and cognitively able to participate. 
A description of the study, including its purpose and 
the types of subjects covered by the questionnaire, 
was verbally provided to potential participants on 
contact by telephone. Potential participants were also 
informed about the survey’s voluntary, anonymous, 
and confidential nature. Those completing the survey 
online were provided with this information electroni-
cally. Potential participants were informed that they 
did not have to answer all questions and could with-
draw at any point. Informed consent was recorded as 
part of the survey using opt-in consent (verbally or 
electronically depending on method). Following sur-
vey completion, contact details for the research team 
and appropriate support services were provided (tele-
phone participants were provided with a web-link). All 
study materials were available in English, and in Wales, 
Welsh language. Telephone calls were made between 
9am-9pm on weekdays and 10am-4pm on weekends. 
On average, the survey took 20 min to complete.

Telephone contact was made with 12,536 individu-
als, of whom 230 (1.8%) did not meet the inclusion cri-
teria and 7,964 (63.5%) declined. Of those who agreed 
to participate (n = 4,342), 358 did not meet the age 
quota in their area and 3,984 completed the question-
naire. Thus, the telephone participation rate was 33.3% 
(3,984/11,948) of eligible individuals who met the 
quota sampling, or 32.4% (3,984/12,306) of all eligible 
telephone participants. We were unable to calculate a 
participation rate for the online sample. However, 887 
participants completed the survey online (237 Eng-
land; 650 Wales), leading to a total combined sample 
of 4,871. We used a complete case analysis approach to 
missing data with individuals who had not completed 
all questions relevant to this study being removed 
(4.1% of the total combined sample). Data were also 
restricted to cases identifying as males and females, 
due to very low numbers (n = 2) reporting other gen-
ders, leaving a final sample for analysis of 4,673.

Study questionnaire
All measures were self-reported. The full questions and 
response options used for study outcomes are provided 
in Additional file 1: Table A1. An adapted version of the 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention short ACE 
tool [23] was used to measure exposure to nine ACE types 
(before age 18  years; physical, verbal and sexual abuse; 
parental separation; exposure to domestic violence; and 
living with a household member with mental illness, alco-
hol abuse, drug abuse or who was incarcerated). In line 
with international literature, individuals were categorised 
by ACE count (0 ACEs, 1 ACE, 2–3 ACEs, ≥ 4 ACEs; [2]). 
In order to provide consistency for respondents, indi-
viduals were asked to rate each outcome (mental health, 
physical health and sleep) on a 0–10 scale (mental health: 
0 extremely poor to 10 extremely good; physical health: 
0 not at all healthy to 10 completely healthy; and sleep: 0 
not at all well to 10 extremely well). 0–10 scales are com-
monly used in surveys to rate and compare individuals’ 
health and well-being [24, 25]. Wording and categorisa-
tions were developed specifically for measuring these two 
COVID-related time periods in a consistent and succinct 
manner which also minimised survey length and so sup-
ported compliance in a pandemic setting. Participants 
answered the same questions for both the time periods; 
now (time of data collection; approximately one-year-
on from the start of the pandemic) and a year ago (ret-
rospectively pre-pandemic). Whilst this survey design, 
adapted for the pandemic period, allowed examination 
and comparison of multiple aspects of pre and in pan-
demic life, the limitations of these measures and retro-
spective data collection are addressed in the discussion.

To avoid any post hoc categorisation, for all meas-
ures, poorer outcomes were considered scores of ≤ 5. 
Thus, individuals were categorised as, for instance, never 
poorer mental health (≥ 6 pre-pandemic, ≥ 6 one year 
on); always poorer mental health (≤ 5 pre-pandemic, ≤ 5 
one year on); pre-COVID-only poorer mental health (≤ 5 
pre-pandemic, ≥ 6 one year on) and one-year-on-only 
poorer mental health (≥ 6 pre-pandemic, ≤ 5 one year 
on). The relative merits of this categorisation process are 
considered in the limitations.

Individuals were asked to report how many trusted 
family members and trusted friends (outside of their fam-
ily) they currently had, with responses to both questions 
coded into none, 1–2, ≥ 2. Individuals also reported com-
munity support access with a positive answer indicating 
that they knew where to get help in their local commu-
nity. Participants were asked if they thought they have 
had, or currently have, COVID-19; with those respond-
ing ‘yes’ categorised as having had COVID-19. Respond-
ents’ age (five year groups), gender (male; female; other) 
and ethnicity (UK census categories) were also collected. 
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For the purposes of analysis, age was categorised into 
ten-year groupings (18–29; 30–39; 40–49; 50–59; 60–69; 
70 +) and due to low levels in individual non-white cat-
egories, ethnicity was re-categorised (white, other). 
Postcode of residence was captured by the MRC and con-
verted into deprivation quintile using the respective IMD 
of the study area (1 = most deprived to 5 = least deprived). 
Whilst this study was structured to collect data from all 
adult age, sex and deprivation demographics it did not 
aim to provide a population representative sample for 
England and Wales. However, for context, demographic 
comparisons between the study sample and England and 
Wales adult population are provided in Additional File 1: 
Table A2.

Statistical analysis
Statistical analyses used SPSS v27. Cross-tabulations and 
chi-square tests were used to examine initial relationships 
between outcome variables and ACEs and other partici-
pant characteristics (age, gender, ethnicity, deprivation, 
COVID-19 infection and social assets), study location 
(England, Wales) and method (telephone, online). Fol-
lowing study design, and to avoid any post hoc deci-
sions regarding splitting data, all responses (telephone 
and online) were incorporated into individual models 
for each outcome of interest with a survey method vari-
able included in the models. Independent associations 
between ACEs and outcome categories were measured 
using multinomial logistic regression (MLR), control-
ling for other participant demographics. For each out-
come of interest, individuals not in the poorer outcome 
category at either time period (one year on, pre-COVID) 
were used as the reference category (i.e. never category). 
This allowed adjusted odds ratios for poorer well-being 
category membership one year on, pre-pandemic or at 
both time periods to be calculated for ACEs, social assets 
and other independent variables. The use of categorised 
variables avoided any assumption of linear or ordinal 
relationships between dependent and independent vari-
ables. In all MLRs, 0 categories are used as the refer-
ence for count variables (ACE count, numbers of trusted 
friends and family) and no is used as the reference for all 
yes/no variables (community help, had COVID). Based 
on the models fitted in Tables  1, 2 and 3 we generated 
socio-demographically adjusted percentages for category 
membership of never, always, pre-COVID-only and one-
year-on-only for each outcome for specific socio-demo-
graphic groups. For the purposes of illustration figures 
use mid-deprivation (quintile 3), mid-age (40–49 years), 
white ethnicity and not having had COVID-19 for esti-
mates presented in graphs. Graphs use stacked bars to 
show percentage membership of each poorer well-being 
category by time periods (always, one-year-on-only and 

pre-COVID-only) with movement out of poorer catego-
ries from pre-COVID to one-year-on represented below 
the x axis. Percentages are presented separately for each 
sex. Where effect sizes (Cohen’s d) are included, they 
are calculated from odds ratios with d values 0.2, 0.5, 0.8 
considered small, medium and large effect sizes respec-
tively [26].

Patient and public involvement
The study did not involve patients. Study findings are 
being made publicly available to participants and the gen-
eral public through the production of study reports and 
open access journal articles. The study webpages pro-
vided contact details for the research team if any individ-
ual wished to directly request publications.

Results
Almost two thirds (62.2%) of participants were female, 
64.3% were aged 50 or over and 94.2% were of white 
ethnicity, with proportions in each deprivation quin-
tile ranging from 17.6% (quintile 3) to 25.0% (quintile 1). 
Overall, the study sample was a relatively good match 
across deprivation quintiles to England and Wales pop-
ulation. However, it included a higher proportion of 
females and individuals of white ethnicity and lower pro-
portions of individuals under 40 years of age (Additional 
file  1: Table  A2). Approximately half of all participants 
reported 0 ACEs (50.8%), with 22.2% reporting 1 ACE 
type, 16.7% 2–3 ACE types and 10.3% ≥ 4 ACE types. 
One in five (19.0%) reported having had COVID-19.

Membership of a poorer mental health category was 
identified in 25.7% of the sample across time periods. 
Of these, 6.7% were categorised as always poorer men-
tal health (both pre-pandemic and one year on). An 
additional 15.3% of individuals moved into the category 
of poorer mental health during the one-year pandemic 
period (i.e. one-year-on-only). A smaller proportion of 
individuals (3.7%) were categorised as poorer mental 
health pre-COVID-only (Table 1). Similarly, poorer physi-
cal health was identified for 32.0% of individuals across 
any time period. Of these, 10.5% categorised as always 
poorer physical health. An additional 16.4% of individuals 
moved into the category of poorer physical health during 
the one-year pandemic period (Table 2). Around five per-
cent were identified as having poorer physical health pre-
COVID-only (Table 2). Finally, poorer sleep was identified 
in 37.6% of respondents across any of the time periods. 
Of these, 16.4% classified as always poorer sleepers. An 
additional 17.5% of individuals moved into the category 
of poorer sleep during the one-year pandemic period 
(Table  3). Just under four percent were categorised as 
poorer sleepers pre-COVID-only (Table 3). Further analy-
ses are reported in sections for each outcome variable.
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Mental health
Bivariate relationships between mental health category 
and ACEs, social assets and demographics are shown in 
Table 1. The proportion of individuals in the never poorer 
mental health category reduced with higher ACE counts, 

fewer trusted family members, fewer trusted friends, and 
not knowing where to access community help (Table 1). 
Using MLR (Table  1), ACE counts of ≥ 2 (vs. 0) were 
associated with membership of all poorer mental health 
categories (vs. never poorer mental health), with odds of 

Table 1 Percentage and adjusted odds ratios for self-rated poorer mental health according to the pandemic period

ACE Adverse childhood experience, Ref Reference category

ns Not significant
a Know where to get help in the community
** P < 0.01
*** P < 0.001

Poorer mental health (%) Adjusted odds ratios (95% confidence intervals)

Never Always Pre- 
COVID-
only

One-year-
on-only

P Ref: never poorer mental health

Always Pre-COVID-only One-year-on-only

n 3471 314 172 716

All 74.3 6.7 3.7 15.3

ACE 0 80.9 4.9 2.4 11.8 Ref

Count 1 76.4 5.7 3.3 14.6 0.94 (0.67–1.32) 1.32 (0.85–2.05) 1.11 (0.89–1.39)

2–3 65.3 8.8 5.0 20.8 1.44 (1.04–2.01) 2.20 (1.42–3.38) 1.64 (1.30–2.06)

 ≥ 4 51.6 14.3 8.9 25.2 *** 2.36 (1.66–3.36) 4.36 (2.81–6.77) 2.11 (1.62–2.76)

Trusted 0 50.5 16.8 5.8 26.8 Ref

Family 1 63.9 11.8 3.8 20.5 0.61 (0.35–1.05) 0.48 (0.21–1.10) 0.61 (0.39–0.94)

Members (n)  ≥ 2 76.5 5.7 3.6 14.2 *** 0.37 (0.23–0.60) 0.42 (0.21–0.83) 0.41 (0.28–0.60)

Trusted 0 64.0 14.3 2.8 19.0 Ref

Friends (n) 1 62.1 13.2 3.7 21.0 0.90 (0.57–1.41) 1.23 (0.54–2.78) 1.05 (0.72–1.53)

 ≥ 2 76.6 5.3 3.8 14.3 *** 0.44 (0.31–0.64) 1.35 (0.69–2.63) 0.74 (0.55–1.00)

Community No 68.6 10.5 4.0 16.9 Ref

Helpa Yes 76.1 5.5 3.6 14.8 *** 0.66 (0.50–0.86) 0.87 (0.60–1.25) 0.90 (0.74–1.10)

Had No 75.8 6.5 3.7 14.1 Ref

COVID-19 Yes 68.0 7.8 3.6 20.7 *** 1.09 (0.81–1.48) 0.84 (0.56–1.26) 1.33 (1.09–1.63)

Deprivation (least) 5 79.7 4.3 3.1 12.9 Ref

Quintile 4 77.3 4.4 4.5 13.8 1.08 (0.68–1.71) 1.47 (0.89–2.41) 1.10 (0.83–1.46)

3 76.9 6.9 3.2 13.0 1.42 (0.92–2.19) 0.95 (0.55–1.65) 0.91 (0.68–1.22)

2 70.4 8.9 3.6 17.1 1.86 (1.22–2.83) 1.11 (0.65–1.89) 1.26 (0.95–1.66)

(most) 1 68.6 8.7 3.9 18.8 *** 1.78 (1.18–2.67) 1.15 (0.70–1.91) 1.32 (1.01–1.72)

Age 18–29 46.4 15.5 7.8 30.3 Ref

(years) 30–39 59.5 11.6 6.4 22.4 0.59 (0.39–0.90) 0.65 (0.38–1.12) 0.57 (0.41–0.80)

40–49 70.6 7.5 3.4 18.5 0.39 (0.26–0.59) 0.32 (0.18–0.56) 0.45 (0.33–0.61)

50–59 73.3 6.8 3.9 16.0 0.33 (0.22–0.49) 0.37 (0.22–0.63) 0.39 (0.29–0.52)

69–69 81.0 4.6 2.5 11.9 0.21 (0.13–0.33) 0.23 (0.13–0.41) 0.28 (0.20–0.38)

70 + 89.3 2.4 1.9 6.4 *** 0.11 (0.06–0.18) 0.19 (0.10–0.35) 0.15 (0.10–0.21)

Sex Male 80.4 5.5 2.4 11.7 Ref

Female 70.6 7.4 4.4 17.5 *** 1.51 (1.16–1.97) 1.99 (1.39–2.86) 1.71 (1.42–2.05)

Ethnicity White 74.7 6.8 3.6 14.9 Ref

Other 66.7 5.9 5.2 22.2 ** 0.50 (0.28–0.88) 1.31 (0.71–2.41) 1.08 (0.77–1.52)

Survey Phone 76.7 5.4 3.5 14.4 Ref

method Online 61.0 13.9 4.8 20.3 *** 1.90 (1.42–2.56) 1.28 (0.84–1.95) 1.29 (1.02–1.63)

Study England 75.9 6.1 3.2 14.7 Ref

location Wales 73.2 7.1 4.0 15.7 ns 1.05 (0.81–1.38) 1.18 (0.83–1.68) 1.11 (0.92–1.34)
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poorer mental health always or one-year-on-only dou-
bling in individuals with ≥ 4 ACEs and odds of poorer 
mental health pre-COVID-only increasing four times. 
Effect sizes (Cohen’s d, ≥ 4 vs. 0 ACEs) for poorer men-
tal health always, one-year-on-only and pre-COVID-only 

were 0.47 (small), 0.41 (small) and 0.81 (large) respec-
tively. Having ≥ 2 trusted family members (vs. 0) reduced 
odds of each poorer mental health category, with odds 
of poorer mental health one-year-on-only also reduced 
with one trusted family member. Having ≥ 2 trusted 

Table 2 Percentages and adjusted odds ratios for self-rated poorer physical health according to the pandemic period

ACE Adverse childhood experience, Ref Reference category

ns Not significant
a Know where to get help in the community
* P < 0.05
*** P < 0.001

Poorer physical health (%) Adjusted odds ratios (95% confidence intervals)

Never Always Pre- 
COVID-
only

One-year-
on-only

P Ref: never poorer physical health

Always Pre-COVID-only One-year-on-only

n 3176 492 240 765

All 68.0 10.5 5.1 16.4

ACE 0 74.8 8.8 4.0 12.4 Ref

Count 1 67.9 9.2 5.3 17.5 1.02 (0.78–1.33) 1.28 (0.90–1.82) 1.39 (1.13–1.72)

2–3 59.0 13.3 5.4 22.4 1.55 (1.18–2.03) 1.34 (0.91–1.97) 1.83 (1.47–2.29)

 ≥ 4 48.9 17.3 10.0 23.9 *** 2.08 (1.53–2.84) 2.54 (1.72–3.77) 2.01 (1.54–2.64)

Trusted 0 46.3 17.9 9.5 26.3 Ref

Family 1 55.9 16.5 6.5 21.2 0.89 (0.54–1.46) 0.56 (0.29–1.09) 0.71 (0.46–1.10)

Members (n)  ≥ 2 70.3 9.5 4.8 15.4 *** 0.62 (0.40–0.97) 0.36 (0.21–0.64) 0.48 (0.32–0.70)

Trusted 0 56.3 20.5 5.3 18.0 Ref

Friends (n) 1 52.8 18.6 5.4 23.2 0.97 (0.66–1.42) 1.00 (0.52–1.91) 1.34 (0.92–1.96)

 ≥ 2 70.8 8.6 5.1 15.5 *** 0.50 (0.37–0.68) 0.96 (0.58–1.60) 0.86 (0.63–1.16)

Community No 62.9 15.2 4.9 17.0 Ref

Helpa Yes 69.6 9.1 5.2 16.2 *** 0.71 (0.57–0.89) 1.14 (0.82–1.59) 0.96 (0.79–1.17)

Had No 69.5 10.7 4.8 15.0 Ref

COVID-19 Yes 61.6 9.7 6.6 22.1 *** 1.01 (0.78–1.32) 1.30 (0.94–1.79) 1.44 (1.18–1.76)

Deprivation (least) 5 75.5 6.7 3.2 14.6 Ref

Quintile 4 74.0 8.7 6.4 11.0 1.37 (0.96–1.96) 2.03 (1.28–3.22) 0.76 (0.57–1.01)

3 70.1 9.3 5.6 14.9 1.45 (1.01–2.08) 1.71 (1.06–2.76) 0.99 (0.75–1.30)

2 65.2 12.1 5.1 17.6 1.96 (1.39–2.78) 1.55 (0.95–2.53) 1.20 (0.92–1.56)

(most) 1 57.8 14.7 5.4 22.1 *** 2.96 (2.13–4.11) 1.74 (1.09–2.79) 1.67 (1.30–2.15)

Age 18–29 52.1 14.5 10.8 22.6 Ref

(years) 30–39 58.5 11.0 8.8 21.6 0.73 (0.48–1.13) 0.76 (0.48–1.21) 0.88 (0.62–1.24)

40–49 64.2 9.1 5.7 21.0 0.70 (0.46–1.04) 0.49 (0.31–0.79) 0.89 (0.65–1.23)

50–59 66.4 10.6 4.6 18.4 0.80 (0.54–1.17) 0.40 (0.25–0.63) 0.81 (0.59–1.10)

69–69 72.4 12.3 2.9 12.4 0.89 (0.60–1.30) 0.24 (0.14–0.41) 0.54 (0.39–0.76)

70 + 78.5 8.4 3.3 9.8 *** 0.59 (0.40–0.88) 0.29 (0.17–0.47) 0.43 (0.31–0.61)

Sex Male 72.9 10.7 4.1 12.3 Ref

Female 65.0 10.4 5.8 18.8 *** 1.15 (0.93–1.41) 1.52 (1.14–2.04) 1.68 (1.40–2.01)

Ethnicity White 68.2 10.7 5.0 16.1 Ref

Other 64.1 7.8 7.0 21.1 * 0.58 (0.35–0.95) 1.00 (0.59–1.71) 0.97 (0.69–1.37)

Survey Phone 70.4 8.8 4.8 15.9 Ref

method Online 54.5 19.9 6.9 18.8 *** 2.15 (1.68–2.75) 1.44 (1.01–2.07) 1.26 (1.00–1.60)

Study England 69.0 9.0 5.0 16.9 Ref

location Wales 67.3 11.5 5.2 16.0 ns 1.35 (1.09–1.69) 0.99 (0.74–1.33) 1.05 (0.88–1.26)
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friends (vs. 0) and knowing where to access commu-
nity help reduced odds of always poorer mental health 
only. Demographically, always poorer mental health was 
also associated with greater deprivation, being younger, 
female and white, as well as completing the survey 

online (Table 1). Younger age and being female were the 
only other factors significantly related to poorer mental 
health pre-COVID-only. Younger age, being female, hav-
ing had COVID-19, residence in the most deprived (vs. 
least deprived) quintile and completing the survey online 

Table 3 Percentages and adjusted odds ratios for self-rated poorer sleep according to the pandemic period

ACE Adverse childhood experience, Ref Reference category

ns Not significant
a Know where to get help in the community
* P < 0.05
*** P < 0.001

Poorer sleep (%) Adjusted odds ratios (95% confidence intervals)

Never Always Pre- 
COVID-
only

One-year-
on-only

P Ref: never poorer sleep

Always Pre-COVID-only One-year-on-only

n 2916 765 173 819

All 62.4 16.4 3.7 17.5

ACE 0 69.7 13.3 2.7 14.3 Ref

Count 1 62.9 16.0 3.5 17.6 1.21 (0.98–1.50) 1.33 (0.87–2.03) 1.24 (1.01–1.52)

2–3 52.9 20.5 4.7 21.9 1.71 (1.36–2.15) 2.00 (1.30–3.08) 1.65 (1.33–2.06)

 ≥ 4 40.7 25.8 7.5 26.0 *** 2.49 (1.90–3.26) 3.57 (2.26–5.64) 2.27 (1.74–2.96)

Trusted 0 44.7 29.5 4.2 21.6 Ref

Family 1 50.1 24.7 5.3 19.8 0.90 (0.59–1.37) 1.24 (0.52–2.92) 0.93 (0.59–1.48)

Members (n)  ≥ 2 64.6 14.8 3.5 17.1 *** 0.54 (0.37–0.78) 0.64 (0.29–1.41) 0.71 (0.47–1.07)

Trusted 0 50.3 25.3 3.5 21.0 Ref

Friends (n) 1 52.3 24.2 2.4 21.0 0.89 (0.62–1.26) 0.55 (0.24–1.30) 0.87 (0.60–1.26)

 ≥ 2 64.7 14.6 3.9 16.8 *** 0.64 (0.48–0.85) 1.02 (0.56–1.87) 0.70 (0.53–0.94)

Community No 56.2 20.2 3.8 19.8 Ref

Helpa Yes 64.4 15.2 3.7 16.8 *** 0.78 (0.64–0.94) 0.89 (0.61–1.30) 0.78 (0.65–0.94)

Had No 63.8 16.4 3.4 16.4 Ref

COVID-19 Yes 56.3 16.4 5.1 22.2 *** 1.08 (0.87–1.34) 1.46 (1.01–2.11) 1.35 (1.11–1.64)

Deprivation (least) 5 70.7 11.3 3.1 14.9 Ref

Quintile 4 66.7 12.9 4.8 15.6 1.22 (0.91–1.64) 1.65 (1.01–1.70) 1.10 (0.84–1.43)

3 60.7 18.8 4.0 16.5 1.87 (1.41–2.48) 1.43 (0.85–2.40) 1.19 (0.91–1.56)

2 58.9 19.0 3.8 18.3 1.83 (1.38–2.42) 1.29 (0.76–2.18) 1.30 (1.00–1.67)

(most) 1 56.2 19.5 3.0 21.3 *** 1.98 (1.51–2.59) 1.04 (0.61–1.76) 1.61 (1.25–2.06)

Age 18–29 49.9 18.8 6.3 25.1 Ref

(years) 30–39 53.3 18.4 6.2 22.0 1.00 (0.69–1.45) 1.00 (0.57–1.77) 0.84 (0.60–1.18)

40–49 59.0 17.8 3.6 19.6 1.03 (0.73–1.46) 0.60 (0.33–1.07) 0.77 (0.56–1.05)

50–59 61.6 15.9 3.8 18.7 0.90 (0.65–1.26) 0.62 (0.36–1.08) 0.72 (0.53–0.97)

69–69 64.6 17.0 2.6 15.8 0.98 (0.69–1.38) 0.45 (0.24–0.83) 0.63 (0.46–0.87)

70 + 72.5 13.5 2.5 11.5 *** 0.76 (0.54–1.08) 0.45 (0.25–0.83) 0.44 (0.32–0.62)

Sex Male 68.7 14.9 2.6 13.8 Ref

Female 58.6 17.3 4.4 19.8 *** 1.41 (1.18–1.68) 1.96 (1.38–2.79) 1.67 (1.40–1.98)

Ethnicity White 62.5 16.4 3.6 17.4 Ref

Other 61.1 15.2 4.8 18.9 ns 0.77 (0.53–1.13) 1.34 (0.71–2.51) 0.91 (0.64–1.29)

Survey Phone 64.3 14.8 3.5 17.4 Ref

Method Online 52.0 24.8 4.8 18.3 *** 1.65 (1.32–2.05) 1.38 (0.91–2.10) 1.03 (0.81–1.30)

Study England 64.7 16.0 3.0 16.3 Ref

Location Wales 61.0 16.6 4.1 18.3 * 1.09 (0.91–1.31) 1.35 (0.95–1.92) 1.25 (1.05–1.49)
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were also associated with poorer mental health one-year-
on-only (Table  1). MLR models were used to estimate 
demographically adjusted percentage changes in mental 
health category membership over the pandemic period 
for specific socio-demographics (see Methods). Thus, 
for women (mid-deprivation quintile, aged 40–49 years) 
an estimated 13.8% of individuals with no ACEs and 
high supporting assets (friends, family, community help 
knowledge) moved into poorer mental health during the 
pandemic (i.e. poor mental health one-year-on-only), 
rising to 33.8% of those with ≥ 4 and low access to sup-
port (Fig.  1a). Moreover, 2.5% of women with no ACEs 
and high supporting assets moved out of poorer mental 
health over the year (i.e. poor mental health pre-COVID-
only) rising to 9.0% of those with ≥ 4 ACEs and low access 
to support (Fig. 1a).

Physical health
In bivariate analyses, the proportion of individuals in 
the never poorer physical health category reduced with 
ACE count, fewer trusted family members, fewer trusted 
friends and not knowing where to access community 
help (Table  2). In MLR, odds of poorer physical health 
one-year-on-only were significantly elevated with any 
ACE exposure (Table  2). Odds of always poorer physi-
cal health were increased in those with ≥ 2 ACEs and of 
poorer physical health pre-COVID-only in those with ≥ 4 
ACEs (vs. 0 ACEs; Table 2). Effect sizes (Cohen’s d, ≥ 4 vs. 
0 ACEs) for poorer physical health always, one-year-on-
only and pre-COVID-only were 0.40 (small), 0.38 (small) 
and 0.51 (medium) respectively. Having ≥ 2 (vs. 0) trusted 
family members was associated with reduced odds of all 
poorer physical health categories while having ≥ 2 trusted 
friends (vs. 0) and knowing where to access community 
help reduced odds of always poor physical health. Always 
poorer physical health (vs. never) was also associated with 
greater deprivation, white ethnicity, online participa-
tion and being resident in Wales. Poorer physical health 
pre-COVID-only was associated with younger age, being 
female, online participation, and inconsistently associ-
ated with deprivation, with greatest risk in the second 
most affluent quintile. Poorer physical health one-year-
on-only was associated with the highest deprivation quin-
tile (vs. the lowest), younger ages, having had COVID-19 
and being female. Using the MLR models an estimated 

10.1% of males (deprivation quintile 3, age 40–49 years) 
with no ACEs and high supporting assets (friends, family, 
community help) moved to poorer physical health during 
the pandemic (i.e. one-year-on-only category) rising to 
25.6% of those with ≥ 4 ACEs and low access to support 
(Fig.  1b). In the same demographic, 4.8% moved out of 
poorer physical health over the year (i.e. pre-COVID-only 
category) rising to 12.2% of those with ≥ 4 and low access 
to support (Fig. 1b).

Poorer sleep
The proportion of individuals in the never poorer sleep 
category reduced with higher ACE counts, fewer trusted 
family members, fewer trusted friends and not knowing 
where to access community help (Table 3). Using MLR, 
ACE counts of ≥ 2 (vs. 0) were associated with member-
ship of all poorer sleep categories (vs. never poorer sleep), 
with poorer sleep one-year-on-only also elevated with 
one ACE. Odds of poorer sleep pre-COVID-only more 
than tripled in individuals with ≥ 4 ACEs and odds of 
poorer sleep always or one-year-on-only more than dou-
bled (Table 3). Effect sizes (Cohen’s d, ≥ 4 vs. 0 ACEs) for 
poorer sleep always, one-year-on-only and pre-COVID-
only were 0.50 (medium), 0.45 (small) and 0.70 (medium) 
respectively. Having ≥ 2 trusted family members (vs. 
0), ≥ 2 trusted friends (vs. 0) and knowing where to access 
community help reduced odds of always poorer sleep. 
Having no trusted friends and not knowing where to 
access community help were also associated with poorer 
sleep one-year-on-only, although no social asset meas-
ures were associated with pre-COVID-only poorer sleep. 
Demographically, always poorer sleep was significantly 
associated with higher levels of deprivation, being female 
and online survey completion (Table  3). Younger age, 
being female and having had COVID were the only other 
factors significantly related to poorer sleep pre-COVID-
only, while high deprivation, younger age, being female, 
having had COVID-19 and being from Wales were also 
associated with poorer sleep one-year-on-only. Using 
MLR models to estimate demographically adjusted per-
centage changes in sleep category membership over the 
pandemic period, for women (mid-deprivation quintile, 
aged 40–49 years) an estimated 14.6% with no ACEs and 
high supporting assets (friends, family, community help) 
had moved into poorer sleep (one-year-on-only category) 

(See figure on next page.)
Fig. 1 Modelled estimates of proportions with different poor health outcomes one year into the pandemic. Footnote: Stacked bars show 
percentage membership of poorer well-being category for each time period; one-year-on-only, pre-COVID-only and always (both periods). 
Percentage movement out of poorer categories from pre-COVID to one-year-on is represented below the x axis. Pre-COVID-only represents 
the proportion of individuals that moved out of poorer outcome categories during the study period. Models estimated are calculated 
for mid-deprivation (quintile 3), mid-age (40–49 years), white ethnicity and not having had COVID-19. ACE = adverse childhood experiences; 
no assets = no trusted family members; no trusted friends; do not know where to get help in the local community; all assets =  ≥ 2 trusted family 
members; ≥ 2 trusted friends; know where to get help in the local community
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Fig. 1 (See legend on previous page.)
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rising to 30.2% of those with ≥ 4 and low supporting 
assets (Fig.  1c). Further, of the same demographic, 3.5% 
moved out of poorer sleep (pre-COVID-only category) 
over the year, rising to 7.6% of those with ≥ 4 ACEs and 
low access to support (Fig. 1c).

Discussion
Consistent with many studies, results here identify those 
with a history of higher childhood adversity (ACEs) as 
being more likely to have entered the pandemic with 
poorer mental health, physical health and sleep quality. 
Thus, for those with ≥ 4 ACEs, 23.2% were categorised as 
having poorer mental health pre-COVID (categories of 
always or pre-COVID-only combined), 27.3% as having 
poorer physical health and 33.3% as having poorer sleep 
compared to 7.3%, 12.8% and 16.0% respectively in those 
with no ACEs (Tables 1, 2 and 3).

As with other studies [2], nearly half of all adults sur-
veyed had experienced at least one ACE and one in 10 
had suffered ≥ 4 ACEs. Consequently, ACEs represent 
a marker of existing vulnerabilities which may be over-
looked in crisis situations such as pandemics, but which 
affect large proportions of populations.

Even amongst those with ACEs but, as yet, better 
mental and physical health, our results suggest ACEs 
are associated with movement towards a poorer health 
outcome during the pandemic. Those with ≥ 4 ACEs 
were around twice as likely to have moved into the 
poorer mental health, physical health and sleep catego-
ries over the pandemic although effects sizes for move-
ment towards poorer outcomes over the pandemic (≥ 4 
vs 0 ACEs) across all outcomes were relatively small. For 
physical health and sleep, increased likelihood of move-
ment into poorer categories was apparent with just one 
ACE, with effects significant on mental health from ≥ 2 
ACEs (Tables  1, 2 and 3). Results here are consistent 
with a history of ACEs being associated with lower resil-
ience in crisis [24, 27]. Consequently, individuals’ abili-
ties to adapt to change and accommodate reduced levels 
of social and professional support in the pandemic may 
contribute to more detrimental impacts on health and 
well-being (Tables 1, 2 and 3).

Studies on population health during the pandemic have 
focused primarily on factors associated with increas-
ing harms and less on where health and well-being may 
have improved [28, 29]. Individuals with higher ACEs 
may be less likely to feel well adapted to work and social 
environments even in non-pandemic times [30, 31] and 
consequently changes, for some, may not necessarily be 
negative. Here, individuals with ≥ 4 ACEs were also more 
likely to move out of poorer mental health (4.36 times), 
physical health (2.54 times), and sleep categories (3.57 
times) during the pandemic. Moreover, whilst differences 

were significant for all outcomes with ≥ 4 ACEs they were 
also significant for mental health and sleep at ≥ 2 ACEs 
(vs. no ACEs, Tables  1, 2 and 3). Effect sizes (≥ 4 vs. 0 
ACEs) for movement out of poorer outcomes categories 
during the pandemic were greater than those for move-
ment in with, for instance, a large effect size associated 
with movement out of the poorer mental health category. 
The pandemic may have provided changes in working 
(e.g. from home, flexible times, etc.), social pressures (in 
or out of work) or other stressors that benefited a sub 
set of individuals [32], such as those with ACEs. Con-
sequently, such vulnerable individuals may also benefit 
from different post-pandemic models of work and social-
ising with further studies required to identify how these 
models might best be realised.

Results here also explored which social assets were 
associated with better health outcomes during the pan-
demic. Having higher numbers of trusted family mem-
bers or friends (≥ 2 vs. 0) was strongly associated with 
lower likelihood of always reporting poorer mental 
health, physical health and sleep (Tables  1, 2 and 3). 
More trusted family members was also associated with 
more than halving the likelihood of developing poorer 
mental and physical health over the pandemic but had 
no impact on sleep quality. However, higher number of 
trusted friends was related to improvement in sleep qual-
ity (Tables 1, 2 and 3). Why results varied from family to 
friends between outcomes requires further examination. 
Together though, these findings support other studies 
[18, 33, 34] that suggest having multiple trusted individu-
als may contribute to better physical and mental health 
outcomes including in crisis situations. Higher num-
ber of trusted family members was also associated with 
reduced likelihood of moving out of poorer mental and 
physical health categories during the pandemic (Tables 1 
and 2) which is consistent with family support being pro-
tective against poorer health pre-COVID. Whilst this 
study did not specifically measure communications with 
friends and family during the pandemic, results suggest a 
vital role for retaining connectedness during pandemics 
or other crises.

Finally, we found knowing where to get help in the 
local community was associated with lower likelihood 
of always (i.e. both before the pandemic and one year 
one) reporting poorer mental, physical and sleep out-
comes. Otherwise, community support was only associ-
ated with lower risks of moving into poorer sleep during 
the pandemic (Tables  1, 2 and 3). However, we did not 
measure respondents’ history of seeking help from health 
care or other services locally either prior to or during 
the pandemic. Such contact, especially during the pan-
demic, may be related to knowing where to get help in 
the community and could have contributed to changes 
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in well-being outcomes. A history of ACEs, few or no 
trusted friends and family, and not knowing where to 
access help in the community each contribute only parts 
of the risk for poorer outcomes across the pandemic. 
However, individuals who experience all of these appear 
to have had dramatically different health trajectories. 
For instance, 28.7% of men with ≥ 4 ACEs, no trusted 
friends or family members and no knowledge of where 
to access community help moved into the poorer men-
tal health category during the study period compared to 
8.6% of those with no ACEs and all these assets (Fig. 1a, 
modelled estimate for men, deprivation quintile 3, aged 
40–49, white, who did not report having had COVID-19). 
Similar differences depending on ACEs and social assets 
are apparent across all outcomes (Fig. 1a-c).

Whilst not the focus of this study, examination of other 
socio-demographic and pandemic experiences identi-
fied some associations of interest. Consistent with other 
studies, reporting having had COVID-19 was associated 
with increased risks of developing poorer mental health, 
physical health and sleep [35, 36]. This was also the case 
for being resident in areas of high deprivation and being 
female ([37]; Tables  1, 2 and 3). Also, as reported else-
where [16, 36], younger ages showed a strong relation-
ship with moving to poorer mental health during the 
pandemic (Table 1). However, younger age was also asso-
ciated with movement into poorer physical health during 
the pandemic as well as always having poorer physical 
health (Table 2, see limitations).

Limitations
Undertaking a survey during a pandemic created chal-
lenges relating to access to respondents, urgency in 
developing and delivering data collection tools covering a 
wide range of topics, and the need for widely understand-
able approaches to presentation and communication of 
findings to inform action. Such issues required pragmatic 
epidemiological approaches which also resulted in some 
limitations. Questions on health outcomes were devel-
oped specifically for this survey and used a single item 
measure for each outcome. Piloting identified no issues 
with understanding and response rates. However, more 
work on validation of these measures is required in future 
studies to understand their limitations and how they may 
be refined for use in further studies undertaken in restric-
tive circumstances. Further, health measures were self-
assessed, thus respondents are likely to have judged their 
health and sleep quality relative to personal expectations 
rather than against any objective scale. There is some 
suggestion in our data that such expectations may have 
been higher in young people and consequently scores for 
current health and sleep lower (Tables 1, 2 and 3). Meas-
ures of pre-COVID mental health, physical health, and 

sleep relied on retrospective self-assessment which could 
have introduced recall errors and biases. For instance, a 
study comparing prospective and retrospective meas-
ures of anxiety and depression symptoms in individuals 
with pre-existing mental health conditions found corre-
lation between retrospective and prospective measures, 
yet that retrospective measures tended to underestimate 
prior symptom severity [38]. Here, we could not meas-
ure whether different groups (e.g. those with or without 
ACEs) may have been affected differently by recall bias 
and consequently if recall may have impacted findings.

ACEs were also self-reported retrospectively. Although 
surveying adults about their history of ACE exposure 
is a well-established methodology, recall bias remains a 
potential issue. Studies suggest both retrospective and 
prospective ACE measures show similar associations 
with health and well-being outcomes [39, 40]. How-
ever, retrospective measures of ACEs may overestimate 
relationships with subjectively measured poorer health 
outcomes [40]. We were not able to collect objective 
independently assessed health measures during the pan-
demic and surveying adults necessitated retrospective 
measurement of ACEs. Further work is required on the 
accuracy and utility of ACE data collected both prospec-
tively and retrospectively and on the robustness of rela-
tionships between these measures and both subjective 
and objectively collected outcome measures.

A key aspect of this study was to identify factors asso-
ciated with having or avoiding a poorer level for each 
well-being outcome. The study did not aim to identify 
individuals with clinical needs or relate respondents’ 
health and well-being ratings to a particular diagnosis. 
Rather, as a broader population study it categorised self-
reported measures into higher or lower categories for 
each outcome and allowed analysis of outcome member-
ship pre-pandemic and one year on as well as any tran-
sition between categories over this time. Consequently, 
we used a binary measure splitting respondents accord-
ing to whether they self-rated in the lower (0–5; poorer 
for all outcomes) or higher (6–10) halves of the scales. 
No post hoc attempt to create different category bounda-
ries for outcomes was undertaken. Whilst those rating 
themselves in the lower half of the scale are more likely 
to report health and well-being vulnerabilities, some 
individuals with well-being issues will not have been cap-
tured in the poorer category. Further work is required 
to assess how such limited measures compare to more 
extensive validated scales and whether binary upper 
and lower scale membership is an appropriate method 
for their categorisation. Overall, however our findings 
on poorer levels of mental and physical health in those 
with higher ACEs are consistent with other studies [2]. 
Other potential sources of variation (e.g. substance use, 



Page 12 of 14Bellis et al. BMC Public Health         (2023) 23:1618 

education level) were not included but may also contrib-
ute to well-being and changes in well-being through the 
pandemic. Our study identifies associations and not nec-
essarily causal relationships between ACEs and poorer 
outcomes across mental health, physical health and sleep 
measures. Other studies have now identified biological 
changes associated with exposure to ACEs which pro-
vide stronger evidence for a causal role for ACE in poorer 
health and well-being [41]. In this study however, we can-
not directly rule out a role for other factors, either genetic 
or environmental, which may correlate with both ACEs 
and poorer health outcomes and consequently contrib-
ute to observed associations between the two. Finally, 
although this study used a substantive sample (n = 4,673), 
compliance was 33.3% through telephone contacts and 
not measurable through the online component. Less than 
5% of individuals were removed due to incomplete data 
and whilst we adopted a complete case analysis approach, 
we are not able to examine any potential bias introduced 
into the data through sample self-selection or incomplete 
responses.

Conclusions
Nearly everyone has faced substantive changes and 
challenges to their lives as a result of the pandemic. 
Across the world, populations have experienced 
increased isolation coupled with reduced access to 
physical activities, social and professional support and 
shaken confidence in their financial futures [42–44]. 
Recently, a variety of systems across health, educa-
tion and criminal justice have begun to adopt trauma 
informed approaches to the delivery of their services 
and support. Such approaches ensure strategies and 
staff recognise that individuals with a history of trauma, 
such as ACEs, may require additional or different sup-
port when facing crises or other life course challenges 
[45]. Our results suggest that ACEs may leave people’s 
general mental and physical health at greater risk in 
pandemic situations and childhood adversity should 
be considered when assessing vulnerability in future 
pandemics. Our results also support the importance of 
friends and family in crises and the additional health 
risks those without such connections face. Although 
we are not aware of comparable data from other pub-
lic health crises, such vulnerabilities linked to early 
adversity and lack of trusted peers may be common 
to multiple settings and requires further examination. 
Our findings revealed a smaller subset of individu-
als with high ACEs whose health outcomes improved 
during the pandemic. Thus, whilst aspects of home 
working, virtual communication and greater isola-
tion may be harmful to some groups, it may suit others 
better. Current debate over post COVID norms must 

take into account the heterogeneity in how proposed 
changes and new norms will affect health in different 
populations. Creating the right environments for peo-
ple already struggling with a history of adversity may 
help improve their health and happiness. Creating the 
wrong ones may exacerbate physical and mental health 
issues and encourage a cycle of ACEs passing from one 
generation to another.

Abbreviations
ACE  Adverse childhood experience
IMD  Index of multiple deprivation
MLR  Multinomial logistic regression
MRC  Market research company
NS  Not significant
Ref  Reference category

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1186/ s12889- 023- 16549-z.

Additional file 1: Table A1. Questions and qualifying responses for inde-
pendent variables. Table A2. Participant characteristics and variable distri-
butions with demographic comparison to England and Wales population.

Acknowledgements
We are grateful to the residents of Wales and Bolton who kindly participated 
in this study and to the staff of DJS research for data collection. We also thank 
Freya Glendinning, Hannah Madden, Rebecca Hill and Tracy Black for their 
support with study development.

Authors’ contributions
M.A.B., K.H. and H.L. designed the study and all authors contributed to 
questionnaire development. K.F. prepared the dataset for analysis and M.A.B. 
undertook data analyses. M.A.B. wrote the manuscript with contributions from 
K.H., K.F. and H.L. All authors reviewed the manuscript.

Funding
This work was funded by Bolton Local Authority and Public Health Wales.

Availability of data and materials
The dataset analysed in the current study is available from the corresponding 
author on reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Ethical approval for the study was granted by the Bangor University Medical 
and Healthcare Sciences Ethics Committee (Ref 2020–16844). All interviews 
abided by the Market Research Society Code of Conduct and the study 
adhered to the Declaration of Helsinki. Informed verbal or electronic consent 
was obtained from all participants. The informed verbal or electronic consent 
was approved by the Bangor University Medical and Healthcare Sciences 
Ethics Committee.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Author details
1 Faculty of Health, Liverpool John Moores University, Liverpool L2 2ER, UK. 
2 World Health Organization Collaborating Centre on Investment for Health 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-023-16549-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-023-16549-z


Page 13 of 14Bellis et al. BMC Public Health         (2023) 23:1618  

and Well-Being, Policy and International Health, Public Health Wales, 
Wrexham LL13 7YP, UK. 3 Public Health Collaborating Unit, School of Medical 
and Health Sciences, College of Human Sciences, Bangor University, Wrex-
ham LL13 7YP, UK. 4 Helen Lowey Consultancy Ltd, Lathom L40 4BQ, UK. 

Received: 26 September 2022   Accepted: 17 August 2023

References
 1. Struck S, Stewart-Tufescu A, Asmundson AJN, Asnundson GGJ, Afifi 

TO. Adverse childhood experiences (ACEs) research: a bibliometric 
analysis of publication trends over the first 20 years. Child Abus Negl. 
2021;112:104895. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chiabu. 2020. 104895.

 2. Hughes K, Bellis MA, Hardcastle KA, Sethi D, Butchart A, Mikton C, et al. 
The effect of multiple adverse childhood experiences on health: a 
systematic review and meta-analysis. Lancet Public Heal. 2017;2:e356–66. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S2468- 2667(17) 30118-4.

 3. Merrick MT, Ford DC, Ports KA, Guinn AS, Chen J, Klevens J, et al. Vital 
signs: estimated proportion of adult health problems attributable to 
adverse childhood experiences and implications for prevention - 25 
states, 2015–2017. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2019;68:999–1005. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 15585/ mmwr. mm684 4e1.

 4. Anda RF, Butchart A, Felitti VJ, Brown DW. Building a framework for global 
surveillance of the public health implications of adverse childhood expe-
riences. Am J Prev Med. 2010;39:93–8. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. amepre. 
2010. 03. 015.

 5. Bellis MA, Hughes K, Ford K, Rodriguez GR, Sethi D, Passmore J. Life course 
health consequences and associated annual costs of adverse childhood 
experiences across Europe and North America: a systematic review and 
meta-analysis. Lancet Public Heal. 2019;4:e517–28. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/ S2468- 2667(19) 30145-8.

 6. Hughes K, Ford K, Kadel R, Sharp C, Bellis MA. Health and financial burden 
of adverse childhood experiences in England and Wales: a combined 
primary data study of five surveys. BMJ Open. 2020;10:e036374. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1136/ bmjop en- 2019- 036374.

 7. LaBrenz CA, Baiden P, Findley E, Tennant PS, Chakravarty S. Maternal 
adverse childhood experience exposure and resilience during COVID-19. 
Fam Soc. 2021;102:385–99. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 10443 89421 10023 23.

 8. Baumeister D, Akhtar R, Ciufolini S, Pariante CM, Mondelli V. Childhood 
trauma and adulthood inflammation: a meta-analysis of peripheral 
C-reactive protein, interleukin-6 and tumour necrosis factor-α. Mol Psy-
chiatry. 2016;21:642–9. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ mp. 2015. 67.

 9. Puterman E, Gemmill A, Karasek D, Weir D, Adler NE, Prather AA, et al. 
Lifespan adversity and later adulthood telomere length in the nationally 
representative US health and retirement study. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 
2016;113:e6335–42. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1073/ pnas. 15256 02113.

 10. Teicher MH, Samson JA, Anderson CM, Ohashi K. The effects of childhood 
maltreatment on brain structure, function and connectivity. Nat Rev 
Neurosci. 2016;17:652–66. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ nrn. 2016. 111.

 11. Longhi D, Brown M, Fromm RS. Community-wide resilience mitigates 
adverse childhood experiences on adult and youth health, school/work, 
and problem behaviors. Am Psychol. 2021;76:216–29. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1037/ amp00 00773.

 12. Fritz J, de Graaff AM, Caisley H, Van Harmelen A-L, Wilkinson PO. A system-
atic review of amenable resilience factors that moderate and/or mediate 
the relationship between childhood adversity and mental health in 
young people. Front Psychiatry. 2018;9:230. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ fpsyt. 
2018. 00230.

 13. Cheong EV, Sinnott C, Dahly D, Kearney PM. Adverse childhood experi-
ences (ACEs) and later-life depression: perceived social support as a 
potential protective factor. BMJ Open. 2017;7:1–11. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1136/ bmjop en- 2016- 013228.

 14. Desvars-Larrive A, Dervic E, Haug N, Niederkrotenthaler T, Chen J, Di 
Natale A, et al. A structured open dataset of government interventions 
in response to COVID-19. Sci Data. 2020;7:1–9. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ 
s41597- 020- 00609-9.

 15. Hrynick TA, Lorenzo SR, Carter SE. COVID-19 response: mitigating nega-
tive impacts on other areas of health. BMJ Glob Health. 2021;6:e004110. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1136/ bmjgh- 2020- 004110.

 16 Daly M, Sutin A, Robinson E. Longitudinal changes in mental health and 
the COVID-19 pandemic: evidence from the UK household longitudinal 
study. Psychol Med. 2020;52:2549. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1017/ S0033 29172 
00044 32. Online ahead of print.

 17. Bann D, Villadsen A, Maddock J, Hughes A, Ploubidis GB, Silverwood R, 
et al. Changes in the behavioural determinants of health during the 
COVID-19 pandemic: gender, socioeconomic and ethnic inequalities in 
five British cohort studies. J Epidemiol Community Health. 2021;75:1136–
42. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1136/ jech- 2020- 215664.

 18. Li F, Luo S, Mu W, Li Y, Zheng X, Xu B, et al. Effects of sources of social sup-
port and resilience on the mental health of different age groups during 
the COVID-19 pandemic. BMC Psychiatry. 2021;21:1–14. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1186/ s12888- 020- 03012-1.

 19. Maier A, Gieling C, Heinen-Ludwig L, Stefan V, Schultz J, Güntürkün O, 
et al. Association of childhood maltreatment with interpersonal distance 
and social touch preferences in adulthood. Am J Psychiatry. 2020;177:37–
46. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1176/ appi. ajp. 2019. 19020 212.

 20. Meng T, He Y, Zhang Q, Yu F, Zhao L, Zhang S, et al. Analysis of features 
of social anxiety and exploring the relationship between childhood 
major adverse experiences and social anxiety in early adulthood among 
Chinese college students. J Affect Disord. 2021;292:614–22. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. jad. 2021. 05. 105.

 21. Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local Government. The English 
Indices of Deprivation 2019. 2019. https:// www. gov. uk/ gover nment/ stati 
stics/ engli sh- indic es- of- depri vation- 2019. Accessed 12 April 2022.

 22. Welsh Government. Welsh Index of Multiple Deprivation 2019. https:// 
gov. wales/ welsh- index- multi ple- depri vation- full- index- update- ranks- 
2019. Accessed 12 April 2022.

 23. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Behavioral Risk Factor Surveil-
lance System ACE Data. 2021. https:// www. cdc. gov/ viole ncepr event ion/ 
aces/ ace- brfss. html. Accessed 12 April 2022.

 24. Browne A, Stafford O, Berry A, Murphy E, Taylor LK, Shevlin M, et al. 
Psychological flexibility mediates wellbeing for people with adverse 
childhood experiences during COVID-19. J Clin Med. 2022;11:377. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 3390/ jcm11 020377.

 25. Tinkler L. The office for national statistics experience of collecting and 
measuring subjective well-being. Stat Trans New Ser. 2015;16:373–96. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 21307/ statt rans- 2015- 021.

 26. Cohen J. Statistical power analysis for the behavioral sciences. 2nd ed. 
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates; 1988.

 27. Wahlström L, Michélsen H, Schulman A, Backheden M. Childhood life 
events and psychological symptoms in adult survivors of the 2004 tsu-
nami. Nord J Psychiatry. 2010;64:245–52. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3109/ 08039 
48090 34840 92.

 28. Manchia M, Gathier AW, Yapici-Eser H, Schmidt MV, de Quervain D, van 
Amelsvoort T, et al. The impact of the prolonged COVID-19 pandemic 
on stress resilience and mental health: a critical review across waves. Eur 
Neuropsychopharm. 2022;55:22–83. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. euron euro. 
2021. 10. 864.

 29. Xiong J, Lipsitz O, Nasri F, Lui LMW, Gill HJ, Phan L, et al. Impact of COVID-
19 pandemic on mental health in the general population: a systematic 
review. J Affect Disord. 2020;277:55–64. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jad. 2020. 
08. 001.

 30. Sani F, Herrera M, Bielawska K. Child maltreatment is linked to difficul-
ties in identifying with social groups as a young adult. Br J Dev Psychol. 
2020;38:491–6. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ bjdp. 12332.

 31. Fletcher JM, Schurer S. Origins of adulthood personality: the role of 
adverse childhood experiences. BE J Econ Anal Policy. 2017;17:1–29. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1515/ bejeap- 2015- 0212.

 32. Demartini B, Fortunato F, Nistico V, D’Agostino A, Gambini O. COVID-
19 and mental health: the other side of the coin. J Affect Disord. 
2021;282:695–6. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jad. 2020. 12. 189.

 33. Gariépy G, Honkaniemi H, Quesnel-Vallée A. Social support and protec-
tion from depression: systematic review of current findings in western 
countries. Br J Psychiatry. 2016;209:284–93. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1192/ bjp. 
bp. 115. 169094.

 34. Bu F, Steptoe A, Fancourt D. Loneliness during a strict lockdown: trajec-
tories and predictors during the COVID-19 pandemic in 38,217 United 
Kingdom adults. Soc Sci Med. 2020;265:113521. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
socsc imed. 2020. 113521.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chiabu.2020.104895
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2468-2667(17)30118-4
https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.mm6844e1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2010.03.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2010.03.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2468-2667(19)30145-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2468-2667(19)30145-8
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2019-036374
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2019-036374
https://doi.org/10.1177/10443894211002323
https://doi.org/10.1038/mp.2015.67
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1525602113
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn.2016.111
https://doi.org/10.1037/amp0000773
https://doi.org/10.1037/amp0000773
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2018.00230
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2018.00230
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2016-013228
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2016-013228
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41597-020-00609-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41597-020-00609-9
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2020-004110
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291720004432
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291720004432
https://doi.org/10.1136/jech-2020-215664
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-020-03012-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-020-03012-1
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ajp.2019.19020212
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2021.05.105
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2021.05.105
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/english-indices-of-deprivation-2019
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/english-indices-of-deprivation-2019
https://gov.wales/welsh-index-multiple-deprivation-full-index-update-ranks-2019
https://gov.wales/welsh-index-multiple-deprivation-full-index-update-ranks-2019
https://gov.wales/welsh-index-multiple-deprivation-full-index-update-ranks-2019
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/aces/ace-brfss.html
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/aces/ace-brfss.html
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm11020377
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm11020377
https://doi.org/10.21307/stattrans-2015-021
https://doi.org/10.3109/08039480903484092
https://doi.org/10.3109/08039480903484092
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2021.10.864
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2021.10.864
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2020.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2020.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjdp.12332
https://doi.org/10.1515/bejeap-2015-0212
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2020.12.189
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.115.169094
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.115.169094
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2020.113521
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2020.113521


Page 14 of 14Bellis et al. BMC Public Health         (2023) 23:1618 

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your researchReady to submit your research  ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

 35. Abel KM, Carr MJ, Ashcroft DM, Chalder T, Chew-Graham CA, Hope H, 
et al. Association of SARS-CoV-2 infection with psychological distress, 
psychotropic prescribing, fatigue, and sleep problems among UK primary 
care patients. JAMA Netw Open. 2021;4:1–14. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1001/ 
jaman etwor kopen. 2021. 34803.

 36. Ellwardt L, Präg P. Heterogeneous mental health development during 
the COVID-19 pandemic in the United Kingdom. Sci Rep. 2021;11:1–7. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41598- 021- 95490-w.

 37. Kwong ASF, Pearson RM, Adams MJ, Northstone K, Tilling K, Smith D, et al. 
Mental health before and during the COVID-19 pandemic in two longitu-
dinal UK population cohorts. Br J Psychiatry. 2021;218:334–43. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1192/ bjp. 2020. 242.

 38. Young KS, Purves KL, Hübel C, Davies MR, Thompson KN, Bristow S, et al. 
Depression, anxiety and PTSD symptoms before and during the COVID-
19 pandemic in the UK. Psychol Med. 2022. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1017/ 
S0033 29172 20025 01.

 39. Gondek D, Patalay P, Lacey RE. Adverse childhood experiences and 
multiple mental health outcomes through adulthood: a prospective 
birth cohort study. SSM Mental Health. 2021;1:100013. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. ssmmh. 2021. 100013.

 40. Reuben A, Moffitt TE, Caspi A, Belsky DW, Harrington H, Schroeder F, et al. 
Lest we forget: comparing retrospective and prospective assessments of 
adverse childhood experiences in the prediction of adult health. J Child 
Psychol Psychiatry. 2016;57:1103–12. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ jcpp. 12621.

 41. Berens AE, Jensen SKG, Nelson CA III. Biological embedding of childhood 
adversity: from physiological mechanisms to clinical implications. BMC 
Med. 2017;15:135. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ s12916- 017- 0895-4.

 42. Hale T, Angrist N, Goldszmidt R, Kira B, Petherick A, Phillips T, et al. A global 
panel database of pandemic policies (Oxford COVID-19 Government 
Response Tracker). Nat Hum Behav. 2021;5:529–38. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1038/ s41562- 021- 01079-8.

 43. World Health Organization. The impact of COVID-19 on mental, neuro-
logical and substance use services: results of a rapid assessment. Geneva: 
World Health Organization; 2020.

 44. Fetzer T, Hensel L, Hermle J, Roth C. Coronavirus perceptions and eco-
nomic anxiety. Rev Econ Stat. 2021;103:968–78. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1162/ 
rest_a_ 00946.

 45. Bellis MA, Wood S, Hughes K, Quigg Z, Butler N, Brown C, et al. Tackling 
adverse childhood experiences (ACEs): state of the art and options for 
action. Cardiff: WHO Collaborating Centre for Violence Prevention, Public 
Health Wales, 2023. https:// phwwh occ. co. uk/ resou rces/ tackl ing- adver 
se- child hood- exper iences- aces- state- of- the- art- and- optio ns- for- action/. 
Accessed 14 March 2023.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2021.34803
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2021.34803
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-95490-w
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.2020.242
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.2020.242
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291722002501
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291722002501
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssmmh.2021.100013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssmmh.2021.100013
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcpp.12621
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12916-017-0895-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-021-01079-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-021-01079-8
https://doi.org/10.1162/rest_a_00946
https://doi.org/10.1162/rest_a_00946
https://phwwhocc.co.uk/resources/tackling-adverse-childhood-experiences-aces-state-of-the-art-and-options-for-action/
https://phwwhocc.co.uk/resources/tackling-adverse-childhood-experiences-aces-state-of-the-art-and-options-for-action/

	Measuring changes in adult health and well-being during the COVID-19 pandemic and their relationship with adverse childhood experiences and current social assets: a cross-sectional survey
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusions 

	Background
	Methods
	Data collection
	Study questionnaire
	Statistical analysis
	Patient and public involvement

	Results
	Mental health
	Physical health
	Poorer sleep

	Discussion
	Limitations

	Conclusions
	Anchor 20
	Acknowledgements
	References


