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Background

There is concern that the COV ID-19 pandemic and its aftermath will result in excess suicides by
increasing known risk factors such as self-harm, but evidence on how pandemic-related risk factors
contribute to changes in these outcomes is lacking.

Aims

To examine how different COVID-19-rel ated adverse experiences and adversity worries contribute to
changesin self-harm thoughts and behaviours.

M ethod

Datafrom 49,324 UK adultsin the UCL COVID-19 Socia Study were analysed (1 April 2020 to 17 May
2021). Fixed effects regressions explored associations between weekly within-person variation in five
categories of adversity experiences and adversity worries with changes in self-harm thoughts and
behaviours across age groups (18-29, 30-44, 45-59, and 60+ years).

Results

26.1% and 7.9% respondents reported self-harm thoughts and behaviours, respectively, at least once over
the study period. More adverse experiences were more strongly related to outcomes than worries. The
largest specific adversity contributing to increases in both outcomes was having experienced physical or
psychological abuse. Financial worries increased the likelihood of both outcomes in most age groups,
whilst having had COVID-19 increased the likelihood of both outcomes in young (18-29 years) and
middle-aged (45-59 years) adults.

Conclusions

Findings suggest that a significant portion of UK adults may be at increased risk for self-harm thoughts
and behaviours during the pandemic. Given the likelihood that the economic and social consequences of
the pandemic will accumulate, policy makers can begin adapting evidence-based suicide prevention
strategies and other social policiesto help mitigate its consequences.
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Introduction

Numerous studies have shown that the COV ID-19 pandemic is having a detrimental impact on population
mental health, and athough not inevitable, there are concerns that suicide rates will subsequently
increase.* Although other high-income countries have reported either no meaningful change or a decrease
in suicide rates in the first months of the pandemic,? temporarily lowered suicide rates have been
observed in the early phases of other crises such as natural disasters and epidemics that were then
followed by increases.® This pattern has already been observed during the COVID-19 pandemic in Japan,
where thefirst five months were marked by a 14% reduction in suicides, followed by a 16% increase in
overall suicides, with a49% increase in children and adolescents and a 37% increase in females.* There
are several reasons why suicides may increase once the immediate crisis has passed. First, the COVID-19
pandemic has involved the exacerbation of known risk factors for suicide such as unemployment, mental
health problems, intimate partner violence, and insufficient access to mental health care that may not
immediately resolve as the pandemic abates.™ Second, the cumulative effects of |ockdowns, job losses,
and uncertainty during the pandemic itself may start to take atoll over time.*® Third, the International
Monetary Fund predicts that the global recession resulting from the COVID-19 pandemic will be the
worst since the Great Depression,® and research has consistently identified links between economic
recessions, large scale unemployment, and increases in suicide rates.” All of these stressful circumstances
and life events have the potential to increase risk for suicide through increasing mental health difficulties
such as depression, defeat, anxiety, and a sense of entrapment.®®

One reason for concern about a potential future increase in suicide deaths as aresult of the pandemicis
that there is already evidence that risk factors for death by suicide have been increasing. Thinking about
self-harming, suicide or death and intentionally damaging or injuring oneself have been widely observed
to be risk factors for death by suicide.’®™ A number of studies have suggested that prevalence rates for
thinking about self-harm or suicide or engaging in self-harming have been higher during the pandemic
than previously.**™* Although clinical presentations for self-harm have been significantly lower in the
early months of the COV1D-19 pandemic compared to prior trends,™ this could have been due to fears of
contracting COVID-19 in hospitals and not wanting to be a burden on the healthcare system.>*® Even pre-
pandemic, the mgjority of individuals who self-harm or consider suicide do not seek help from clinical
services.

In considering why the above-mentioned risk factors (e.g., unemployment, mental health difficulties, and
domestic abuse) for suicide may have increased in the first months of the current pandemic, several
studies have identified potential predictors. Financial strain,® experiencing physical/psychological
abuse™ and receiving a COVID-19 diagnosis,***® legal problems, ongoing arguments with a partner, and
worries about alife-threatening illness or injury in a family member or close friend have been associated
with thinking about and carrying out self-harm,*® as have new and exacerbated mental health problems
and insufficient access to mental health care.® However, studies exploring predictors of self-harm
thoughts and behaviours have been limited so far in which predictors they have considered and
considering predictors a a single moment in time. Asthe social and economic circumstances of the
pandemic are changing so fast, predictors identified early on in the pandemic may no longer be relevant.
So, it isimportant to have updated information on what is causing people to think about harming
themselves and to actually do so as the pandemic continues. Finaly, it isimportant to identify which
factors are associated over time not just with an increased overall risk in self-harm thoughts and
behaviours but dynamic changes (both increases and decreases) so that modifiable targets to reduce self-
harm can become the subject of future interventions.

Therefore, the aim of this study isto establish which factors are associated with changes over timein
thoughts of death or self-harm (hereafter referred to as “ self-harm thoughts”) and self-harm behavioursin
alarge sample of UK adults across the first 59 weeks of the COVID-19 pandemic. Specificaly, we


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.19.21252050
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.19.21252050; this version posted September 17, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

explore the time-varying longitudinal relationships between (i) adverse experiences and ii) worries about
adverse experiences with changes in self-harm thoughts and behaviours, and how these associations vary
by age. Identifying specific concerns and adversities that are risk factors for self-harm thoughts and
behaviours will provide an opportunity for policy makers to address those issues by designing policiesto
mitigate the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic and the anticipated upcoming economic recession.

Methods
Study design and participants

Data were drawn from the COVID-19 Social Study; a large panel study of the psychological and social
experiences of over 75,000 adults (aged 18+) in the UK during the COVID-19 pandemic. The study
commenced on 21 March 2020 and involves online weekly data collection for the first 22 weeks of the
COVID-19 lockdown in the UK (until 15 August 2020) then monthly collection thereafter. Sampling was
not random and therefore is not representative of the UK population, but the sample is heterogeneous.
More information on sampling methods can be found in the Supplementary Materials.

The authors assert that al procedures contributing to this work comply with the ethical standards of the
relevant national and institutional committees on human experimentation and with the Helsinki
Declaration of 1975, as revised in 2008. All procedures involving human subjects were approved by the
UCL Ethics Committee. Written informed consent was obtained from all participants.
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As questions asked about adverse experiences and worries about adversity in the prior week, we focused
on data collected from 1 April 2020 (one week after lockdown commenced in the UK) to 17 May 2021 (n
= 66,308; observations = 918,440). We then limited our analysisto participants who had taken part on
three or more occasions during this period (n = 52,569; observations = 899,447). We further excluded
participants who had missing data on any study variable for at least three interviews (n = 3,245). This
resulted in the final sample of 49,324 participants totalling 849,452 observations (See Supplemental Table
S1 for descriptive characteristics of excluded and included participants).

Qutcomes
Self-harm thoughts and behaviours

Self-harm thoughts were measured with an item from the Patient Health Questionnaire (PHQ-9)** and
self-harm behaviours were measured with a similar study-devel oped item (See Supplementary Materials).
Responses to both items were collapsed into the presence (one or two days, more than half the days, or
nearly every day) vs absence (not at all) at each time point.

Exposures
Adversity experiences

Five categories of adversities measured weekly for the first 22 weeks of the study (1 April to 21 August
2020) and then monthly to 17 May 2021 were considered: financial adversity, COVID-19 ilIness,
family/friend illness or bereavement, experiencing physical or psychological abuse, and not being able to
access essential items. Each category of adversity was treated as binary (absent vs. present). More
detailed description of these measures can be found in the Supplementary Materials.

Worries about adversity

Worries about adverse experiences were measured at the same time as the adversity measures and
selected to correspond with these variables. Each category of worry was operationalised as binary (absent
vs present): financial worries, COVID-19 illness, socia and relationship worries, concerns about safety
and security, and worries about accessing essentials. See the Supplementary Materials for further
description of these measures.

Statistical Analysis

First, we describe weekly patterns in our outcome, adversity, and worries about adversity variables from 1
April 2020 through 17 May 2021. We then use fixed-effects regression to anayse the time-varying
associations between changes in both experiences of and worries about adversity with changesin self-
harm thoughts and behaviours across these 59 weeks. In this approach, individuals serve as their own
reference point, which accounts for any confounding associations between time-invariant (stable)
covariates such as socio-economic status, genetics, personality, and history of mental illness between
predictors and outcomes.”” Our analyses consisted of regressing each outcome measure on i) the total
number of adversity experiences and adversity worries jointly and ii) individual categories of adversity
and worry about adversity for the total sample then stratified by age. All regression models adjusted for
day of week (categorical) and days since lockdown commenced (continuous). Resulting regression
coefficients were exponentiated and presented as odds ratios along with 95% confidence intervals. See
Supplementary Materials for more detail, including model equation.
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Sensitivity analyses included: models which included continuous measures of i) weekly depression
symptoms, ii) weekly anxiety symptoms, and iii) the physical/psychological abuse variable separated into
physical abuse and psychological abuse. To increase representativeness of the UK general population,
data were weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education in the UK, weights
were constructed using the ‘ ebalance’ programmein Stata® based on data obtained from the Office for
National Statistics.?* Analyses were conducted using Stata version 16.

Results
Sample characteristics

In the unweighted analytic samples of participants with any change in self-harm thoughts (N = 11,580) or
self-harm behaviours (N = 3,747) during the study period, women (78% in both samples) and individual s
with auniversity degree or higher (69% in the self-harm thoughts sample; 64% in the self-harm
behaviours sample) were overrepresented (Supplemental Table S2). In contrast, people from ethnic
minority groups (6% in both samples) and young adults (ages 18-29; 10% self-harm thoughts; 14% self-
harm behaviours) were underrepresented. After weighting, the samples reflected popul ation proportions
of these demographic characteristics (e.g., 55% women in both samples; people with a university degree
or above: 36% in the self-harm thoughts sample; 30% in the self-harm behaviours sample; and 12% and
13% ethnic minoritiesin the self-harm thoughts and self-harm behaviours samples, respectively).

The average proportions of the sample reporting self-harm thoughts and self-harm behaviours over the
first 59 weeks of the pandemic were relatively stable from the beginning of the pandemic to early autumn
(Supplemental Figure S1a), but fluctuations were then seen in both outcomes in September and October
2020. The average number of total number of worries about adversity were consistently about three times
higher than actual adversity experiences across the 59 weeks, with fluctuations seen starting in September
2020 (Supplemental Figure S1b), when data collection switched from weekly to monthly.

Over aquarter (26.1%) of respondentsin the total sample reported having self-harm thoughts at least once
over the first 59 weeks of the pandemic (Supplemental Table S3), and nearly one in ten (7.9%) had self-
harmed at least once (Supplemental Table S4). There was within-individual variation over time in self-
harm thoughts and behaviours outcome measuresin 11,580 and 3,747 individual s, respectively,
suggesting fixed effects was a valid approach. Descriptive statistics for predictor and outcome variables
for each for these two samples are presented in Supplemental Table Sb.

Associations between total number of adversities and worries with self-harm thoughts and behaviours

Each additional adverse event experienced was associated with 1.56 (95% confidence interval [Cl] =
1.52 to 1.60) times higher odds of self-harm thoughts (Supplemental Figure S2 & Table 1), whilst
each additional adversity was associated with a nearly two-fold (odds ratio [OR] = 1.80; 95% CI =
1.72 to 1.87) increased likelihood of self-harm behaviours (Supplemental Figure S3 & Table 2) in the
total sample. Increased likelihood of both outcomesin the total sample was smaller in magnitude for the
total number of worries about adversity (self-harm thoughts: OR = 1.28; 95% CI = 1.26 to 1.30; self-harm
behaviours: OR = 1.16; 95% CI = 1.13 to 1.19) than actual adversity experiences. This also applied to
age-stratified analyses; the total number of adversity experiences (self-harm thoughts OR range = 1.43 to
1.61; self-harm behaviours OR range = 1.68 to 2.02) were more strongly associated with both outcomes
than adversity worriesin each of the four age groups (self-harm thoughts OR range = 1.19 to 1.33; self-
harm behaviours OR range = 1.07 to 1.26).

Associations between individual categories of adversities and worries with self-harm thoughts and
behaviours
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When examining individual categories of adversities and adversity worries, having experienced
psychological or physical abuse had the largest associations with both outcomes across all age groups and
in the total sample (Supplemental Figures S4 and S5 and Tables 3 and 4). Odds ratios were slightly higher
for self-harm behaviours (OR range: 3.39 to 6.96) than for self-harm thoughts (OR range: 3.37 to 3.90).
Increases in financial adversities and worries, social/relationship concerns, and concerns about one’s
safety (‘threatsto safety’) increased the likelihood of later self-harm thoughtsin all age groups. Financial
concerns generally had larger magnitudes of association (self-harm thoughts OR range: 1.35 to 1.72; self-
harm behaviours OR range: 1.11 to 1.40) with both outcomes than actual adversity experiences (self-harm
thoughts OR range: 1.12 to 1.27; self-harm behaviours OR range: 0.80 to 1.14). Having had COVID-19
increased the likelihood of both outcomes in young adults and in adults ages 45-59. However, concerns
about becoming ill with COVID-19 only increased the likelihood of self-harm thoughts, and only in older
adults, and decreased likelihood of self-harm thoughtsin the total sample, young adults, and adults ages
30-44.

In the two younger age groups (18-29 and 30-44) and in older adults, socia and relationship concerns had
the second strongest associations with self-harm thoughts (OR range = 1.67 to 1.92) after experiencing
physical/psychological abuse. In adults ages 45-59, the second strongest associations with self-harm
thoughts after physical/psychological abuse were for financial concerns (OR = 1.72; 95% CI = 1.59 to
1.86).

In older adults (ages 60+), the second strongest association with self-harm behaviours was for having not
been able to access essentia items (OR = 1.43; 95% CI = 1.14 to 1.79), whilst this was the case for
having had COVID-19 in adults ages 45-59 (OR = 1.52; 95% Cl = 1.25 to 1.84) and young adults (OR =
2.43; 95% CI = 1.83 to 3.23), and threats to personal safety in the 30-44 age group (OR = 1.70; 95% CI =
1.44 10 2.01).

Sensitivity analyses

When accounting for anxiety and depression symptoms within models, results were largely similar
(Supplemental Tables S6-S9). Analyses examining physical abuse and psychological abuse as individual
adversity experiences showed different patterns of association for each abuse type with outcomes
(Supplemental Tables S10 and S11).

Discussion

Both experiencing adversities and worrying about adversities were associated with an increased
likelihood of self-harm thoughts and actually engaging in self-harm behaviours across the first 59 weeks
of the COVID-19 pandemic. These results were found across age groups, with strongest associations for
the total number of adversity experiences compared to the number of worries about adversities. The
proportion in our sample reporting self-harm thoughts (26.1%) and self-harm behaviours (7.9%) at |east
once over the first year of the pandemic was higher than in other population-based studies conducted in
the first few months of the pandemic, when approximately 10%"*** of adults reported suicidal/self-harm
thoughts and around 1% reported self-harm behaviours. Our findings are, however, similar to one US
study which found that 31% of adults had reported thoughts of suicide/self-harm in the past two weeks.'®

The largest predictor by far of both thinking about and engaging in self-harm was experiencing physical
or psychological abuse, and this finding was consistent across all four age groups examined. Sensitivity
analyses suggested that physical abuse is making larger contributions than psychological abuse to self-
harm behaviours, whilst the size of the associations of both abuse types with self-harm thoughts were
more similar. A range of literature outside of pandemic circumstances shows that different forms of abuse
including domestic violence are predictors of self-harm behaviours and suicide.®*” That increasesin
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domestic abuse would occur during stay-at-home orders was anticipated early in the pandemic,”® and has
been demonstrated in countries internationally. For example, the number of calls to emergency domestic
abuse hotlines in the European Union had increased 60% by the end of April 2020,% whilst intimate
partner violence against women increased 23% over the first three months of the first lockdown in

Spain.®

Worsening economic circumstances have been identified as one of the causes of thisincrease in domestic
abuse,® and financial stress was another predictor of self-harm thoughts and behaviours identified by our
study and by other research conducted during the current pandemic.*® Notably, worrying about financial
adversity such aslosing one' s job rather than actually experiencing such an adversity was more
consistently associated with self-harm thoughts and behaviours across age groups. This suggests that, thus
far, economic uncertainty rather than actual adversities are negatively impacting people’ s mental health,
and it is possible that these associations may change in magnitude as the economic consequences of the
pandemic and recession unfold. Considerable evidence indicates that economic recessions are associated
with increases in rates of self-harm and suicide, particularly in the working-age population.® Risk for both
attempted suicide and suicide death is higher for those unemployed over the long-term compared to
shorter term unemployment.3*? However, an increase in self-harm and suicides during economic
recessionsis not inevitable.*

Lessons learnt from prior economic recessions suggest multiple opportunities for how governments can
respond with policies to mitigate the mental health impact of the upcoming recession.” The increasesin
suicides that correspond to unemployment rates are not uniform across al countries but are instead
modified by differentia investment in social programmes to mitigate these effects.*® For example,
following the 2008 financial crisis, an increase of 1% per capitain government spending designed to
mitigate the effect of financial hardship was associated with a 0.2% decrease in suicide in Japan.* In the
three decades |eading up to the 2008 recession, every $10 USD invested per person on programmes aimed
to increase chances of gainful employment resulted in a decrease of the effect of unemployment on
suicides decreased by 0.04% in EU countries.® Thus, our findings highlight the potential danger of the
economic impacts of COVID-19 on self-harm thoughts and behaviours and, as self-harm is an important
risk factor for suicide, potentially for suicide too, and suggest the importance of addressing economic
concerns amongst individuals urgently.

Whilst many of our findings were consistent across age groups, there were some discrepancies. For
example, worrying about catching COVID-19 was associated with reduced likelihood of having self-harm
thoughts and self-harm behaviours in adults aged 30 to 44, but this pattern was reversed in the oldest age
group (60 years plus), where worries about falling ill were associated with increased likelihood of
thoughts of harming themselves or that they would be better off dead (self-harm thoughts). This could
have been influenced by public health messaging highlighting that older adults are at higher risk than
younger adults for dying of the illness; a death that news coverage often portrayed as occurring alone and
without the ability to say goodbye to loved ones. In contrast, having already had the illness was related to
increased likelihood of both outcomes in the total sample, and this remained true in young (18-29) and
middle aged (45-59) adults for self-harm thoughts and for self-harm behaviours. It is therefore possible
that the disease itself may play arole in increasing risk for self-harm thoughts and behaviours, while those
who are particularly worried about faling ill with COVID-19 are more protective of their health and less
likely to want to harm themselves. Evidence for the former, that COVID-19 illness leads to increased risk
for mental health problems such as depression, self-harm thoughts and self-harm behaviours has been
documented across a range of studies.***

This study has anumber of strengths including the use of alarge, well-stratified sample on socio-
demographic groups which were weighted on the basis of population estimates of core demographics, and
its longitudinal follow-up with repeated assessments of adversities, worries and self-harm thoughts and
behaviours. We also used robust statistical methods to account for unobserved stabl e participant
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characteristics. However, sampling was not random and the data are therefore not representative of the
general UK population. It is possible that individuals who were experiencing greater adversity and were
more likely to have self-harm thoughts and behaviours were more likely to participate in the study.
Nevertheless, this study did not aim to report prevalence of such experiences, but rather to identify the
time-varying relationship between exposures and self-harm thoughts and behaviours. Crucially, the
sample was heterogeneous and maintained its heterogeneity over time. There may have been other
relevant forms of adversity and worry not captured in the current study, which may have resulted in an
overestimation of the adversities and worrieswe did include. Finally, fixed effects regression does not
address direction of causality. Arellano Bond models can be used to follow up fixed effects models to
account for this lack of directionality,® but because linear estimation is used, we could not utilise this
approach as our outcomes were binary. However, whilst the rel ationship between worries and self-harm
thoughts and behaviours may have involved some bidirectionality, thereislittle evidence to suggest that
self-harm thoughts or behaviours increase the likelihood of individuals experiencing adversities.

Across the COVID-19 pandemic, there are concerns about potential future increases in suicide levels.
Self-harm thoughts and behaviours are important and strong predictors of future suicide risk, so
identifying modifiable risk factors for self-harm that can be addressed through public health interventions
during the COVID-19 pandemic and beyond is vital.> Our findings suggest that increasesin self-harm
thoughts and behaviours across the first 59 weeks of the pandemic were related to financial uncertainty,
physical or psychological abuse, concern for others, not being able to access essentia items, and worries
about one' s personal safety. Suggestions have already been made for how to adapt evidence-based suicide
prevention strategies to current the pandemic.®” For example, it has been recommended that universal
interventions to mitigate the impact of poverty and unemployment on suicide risk should be
implemented.® Our data suggest the importance of following such strategies to try and reduce self-harm
thoughts and behaviours that have the potential to drive increasing suicide rates of the coming months.
The findings here also suggest the need for ongoing surveillance of how these well-established risk
factors for suicide and self-harm may be exacerbated by the upcoming recession and as public health
measures such as social distancing continue.
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Table 1. Fixed-effects logistic regression models predicting within-individual change in self-harm thoughts from the total number of adversity
experiences and adversity worries

Self-harm thoughts

Total sample Ages 18-29 Ages 30-44 Ages 45-59 Ages 60+
95%  95% 95% 95%  95% 95%  95%
Variable OR Cl a | or a (BNC| g 9%CH 9WC 5o g a | orR c cl
upper lower upper
lower  upper lower lower  upper lower  upper
Tota numberof | 4 oo 355 160 | 155 145 166 | 143 135 151 160 153 168 | 161 153 170
adversity experiences
Total ”“Tvgf: ig 128 126 130 | 133 128 138 |119 115 123 | 130 126 134 | 132 128 136
Number of 206,714 16,495 53,752 74,635 61,832
observations
Number of individuals 11,580 1,168 3,394 4,069 2949

Note. Adversity experiences (0-5) and worries (0-5) variables are weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education obtained from the
Office for National Statistics. Individual adversity experiences and worries variables are binary. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time

since

lockdown

began.

OR

odds

retio.

Cl =

confidence

interval.
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Table 2. Fixed-effects logistic regression models predicting within-individual change in self-harm behaviours from the total number of adversity
experiences and adversity worries

Self-harm behaviours

Total sample Ages 18-29 Ages 30-44 Ages 45-59 Ages 60+
95%  95% 95%  95% 95% 95% 95% 95% 95% 95%
Variable OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl
lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper

Totd numberof | 4 gy 475 197 | 168 154 183 | 170 155 186 | 179 167 193 | 202 18 221
adversity experiences

Total number of worries | .16 1.13 119 | 126 119 134 | 1.07 1.01 114 119 113 1.25 110 1.04 117

Number of observations 63,767 7,687 18,594 23,859 13,627
Number of individuals 3,747 530 1,201 1,329 687

Note. Adversity experiences (0-5) and worries (0-5) variables are weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education obtained from the
Office for National Statistics. Individual adversity experiences and worries variables are binary. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time
since lockdown began. OR = odds ratio. Cl = confidence interval.
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Table 3. Fixed-effects | ogistic regression models predicting within-individual change in self-harm thoughts from individual categories of adversity

experiences and worries

Self-harm thoughts
Total sample Ages 18-29 Ages 30-44 Ages 45-59 Ages 60+
05%  95% 05%  95% 05%  95% 05%  95% 05%  95%
Variable OR Cl cl OR Cl cl | OR ClI cl | OR ClI cl | OR ClI cl
lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper
Adversity experiences
Financial | 1.18 113 125 | 127 112 142 | 116 105 129 | 112 103 122 | 125 112 140
Accessingessentials | 128 119 137 | 093 076 114 | 100 087 117 | 166 146 189 | 133 117 152
COVID-19illness | 1.17 109 125 | 126 106 150 | 1.04 091 119 | 127 113 142 |112 098  1.29
linessof | 11, 108 121 | 129 110 150 | 1.02 080 116 | 123 111 137 | 109 098 121
others/bereavement
Physical/psychol ‘;%'S:'e 355 337 375 | 373 319 434 | 390 347 439 | 348 317 382 | 337 307 370
Worries
Financial | 1.46 140 152 | 135 122 149 | 135 124 147 | 1.72 159 186 | 138 127 150
Accessng essentials | 1.18 113 124 | 143 128 159 | 1.06 097 115 | 099 092 108 | 139 128 150
COVID-19illness | 094 090 098 | 082 074 090 | 080 074 087 | 097 090 105 |112 104 1.2
Socid/ rel it(')‘r’]rc‘:“g; 162 156 169 | 1.92 173 214 | 167 154 182 | 162 150 175 | 144 133 155
Threatstosafety | 142 135 148 | 170 152 190 | 141 128 154 | 142 131 154 | 131 120 142
Number of observations 206,714 16,495 53,752 74,635 61,832
Number of individuals 11,580 1,168 3,394 4,069 2,949

Note. Adversity experiences and worries variables are weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education obtained from the Office for
National Statistics. Individual adversity experiences and worries variables are binary. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time since
confidence

lockdown began.

OR

odds

ratio.

Cl

interval.
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Table 4. Fixed-effects logistic regression model s predicting within-individual change in self-harm behaviours from individual categories of
adversity experiences and worries

Self-harm behaviours
Total sample Ages 18-29 Ages 30-44 Ages 45-59 Ages 60+
05%  95% 05%  95% 05%  95% 05%  95% 95%  95%
Variable OR «Cl cl | OR ClI cl OR Cl cl OR Cl cl | orR CI cl
lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper lower upper
Adversity experiences
Financial | .01 093 111 101 085 121 08 066 097 110 095 127 114 093 141
Accessingessentials | 1.18 106 131 | 110 089 136 | 088 070 112 | 136 114 164 | 143 114 179
COVID-19illness | 1.36 121 153 | 243 182 323 | 1.03 081 132 | 152 125 184 | 098 074 129
linessof others/ | § 53 119 936 | 151 123 185 | 120 095 152 | 114 096 135 | 115 093 141
bereavement
Physical/ psychol ‘;%'S:'e 494 457 535 | 339 284 406 | 696 584 830 | 434 378 49 | 59 509 698
Worries
Financial | 1.22 113 132 | 111 096 129 | 128 109 150 | 1.40 121 160 | 112 094 132
Accessng essentials | 122 114 131 | 147 127 170 | 109 093 127 | 117 102 134 | 118 101 137
COVID-19illness | 0.95 088 103 | 1.04 089 122 | 076 064 089 | 09 084 110 | 1.09 093 128
Socid/rel it(')‘r’]rc‘:':r'l‘; 131 121 142 | 179 152 210 | 114 097 134 | 133 116 153 | 1.11 093 132
Threatstosafety | 125 116 135 | 112 095 131 | 170 144 201 | 126 110 143 | 111 095 130
Number of observations 63,767 7,687 18,594 23,859 13,627
Number of individuals 3,747 530 1,201 1,329 687

Note. Adversity experiences and worries variables are weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education obtained from the Office for
National Statistics. Individual adversity experiences and worries variables are binary. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time since

lockdown began. OR = oddsratio. Cl = confidenceinterval.
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Supplementary Materials

Sampling methods

Three primary recruitment approaches were used. First, convenience sampling was used, including
promoting the study through existing networks and mailing lists (including large databases of adults who
had previously consented to be involved in health research across the UK), print and digital media
coverage, and social media. Second, more targeted recruitment was undertaken focusing on groups who
were anticipated to be less likely to take part in the research via our first strategy, including (i) individuals
from alow-income background, (ii) individuals with no or few educational qualifications, and (iii)
individuals who were unemployed. Third, the study was promoted via partnerships with third sector
organisations to vulnerable groups, including adults with pre-existing mental health conditions, older
adults, carers, and people experiencing domestic violence or abuse. Recruitment was refreshed in August
when participants who were | ost-to-follow-up were recontacted. The study was approved by the UCL
Research Ethics Committee [12467/005] and all participants gave informed consent. Participants were not
compensated for participation.

Outcomes
Self-harm thoughts and behaviours

Two outcome variables were assessed weekly for the first 22 weeks of the study (1 April to 21 August
2020) and then monthly to 17 May 2021. Thoughts of death or self-harm (“self-harm thoughts”’) were
measured with an item from the Patient Health Questionnaire (PHQ-9)*, an instrument often used as a
screening tool for depression in primary care practice: “Over the last week, how often have you been
bothered by: Thoughts that you would be better off dead or hurting yourself in some way?’. Second, self-
harm behaviours were measured with asimilar study-devel oped item: “Over the last week, how often
have you been bothered by: Self-harming or deliberately hurting yourself?’. Responses to both items
were rated on afour-point scale from “not at al” to “nearly every day”. Analyses focused on binary
variables indicating the presence of at least some self-harm thoughts and self-harm behaviours at each
time point.

Exposure variables

Adversities

Financial adversity consisted of: (i) loss of job/been unable to do paid work; (ii) spouse/partner lost their
job/was unable to do paid work; (iii) major cut in household income (e.g., due to you or your partner
being furloughed/put on leavel not receiving sufficient work); (iv) unable to pay bills/rent/mortgage; and
(v) evicted/lost accommodation. IlIness with COVID-19 was measured with an item asking if participants
had either suspected or been diagnosed with theillness. Family/friend illness or bereavement was
assessed as. (i) the participant having someone close to themill in hospital (due to COVID-19 or another
cause), and (ii) lost somebody close (due to COVID-19 or another cause). Participants indicated whether
they had been “physically harmed or hurt by someone else” or “bullied, controlled, intimidated, or
psychologically hurt by someone else” during the last week. Responses were rated on afour-point scale
ranging from “not at al” to “nearly every day”. A responseto either item indicating physical or
psychological abuse was categorised as present. Finally, inability to access essential items was measured
by asking if participants had been unable to access sufficient food and required medication. Total weekly
adversities scores were calculated by summing each of the five binary variables (range 0-5).

Worries about adversity
Two questions asked participants to select which of alist of items had caused them (i) stress (however
minor) in the past week, and (ii) significant stress (something being constantly on their mind or keeping
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them awake at night in the past week). Responses were classified as worries whether participants said
they were causing them either minor or significant stress. Financial worries was measured with three
items: (i) losing your job/unemployment, (ii) finances, and (iii) work, COVID-19 illness with two: (i)
catching COVID-19 and (ii) becoming serioudly ill from COVID-19, social and relationship worries with
five: (i) marriage or other romantic relationship, (ii) friends or family living in your household, (iii)
friends or family living outside your household, (iv) neighbours, and (v) your pet), safety and security
concerns with one: your own safety/security’, and worries about access essentials with two (i) food and
(ii) medication. Total weekly worries scores were computed by summing these five binary variables
(range 0-5).

Variables used to describe the samples

Several socio-demographic and health factors were used to describe the two samples. All were measured
when participants first joined the study. These included gender (women vs men), ethnicity (white vs
ethnic minority groups), age groups (age 18-29, 30-45, 46-59, 60+) and education (up to GCSE levels, A-
levels or equivalent, and university degree or above). For ethnicity, participants were asked: “What is
your ethnicity?’. Answer choices were: i) Asian/Asian British - Indian, Pakistani, Bangladeshi, other, ii)
Black/Black British - Caribbean, African, other, iii) Mixed race - White and Black/Black British, iv)
Mixed race — other, v) White - British, Irish, other, vi) Chinese/Chinese British, vii) Middle
Eastern/Middle Eastern British - Arab, Turkish, other, viii) Other ethnic group, and ix) Prefer not to say.
Respondents endorsing v (White- British, Irish, other) were classified as white, whilst all other categories
were classified as ethnic minority groups.

We also included two health-rel ated factors to describe the samples: self-reported diagnosis of any long-
term physical health condition (e.g., asthma or diabetes) or any disability (yes vs no), and self-reported
diagnosis of any long-term mental health condition (e.g., depression, anxiety) (yes vs no). Participants
were asked if they had at |east one of eight long-term physical health conditions (high blood pressure,
diabetes, heart disease, lung disease [e.g., asthma or COPD], cancer, another clinically-diagnosed chronic
physical health condition). They were also asked if they had at least one of four long-term mental health
conditions (clinically-diagnosed depression, clinically-diagnosed anxiety, another clinically-diagnosed
mental health problem).

Statistical Analysis
The basic model can be expressed as follows:
Outcome;;= Bor+ B1Eikt + B2Wikt + B3Dt + BANt + ai + it

where Outcome. is ameasure of individual i's self-harm thoughts or self-harm behavioursat time ¢, E is
whether an individual i was experiencing adversity k at time t, W is whether an individual i was worrying
about adversity k at time t, Dt isavector of indicator variables for day, N#is a continuous variable for
days since lockdown, is unobserved time invariant confounding factors, and € is error.

Three sets of sensitivity analyses were conducted to ensure the robustness of our results. First, models
with individual categories of adversities and worries were re-run which included continuous measures of
weekly depression symptoms assessed with the PHQ-9, without the inclusion of the self-harm thoughts
item. Second, these models were estimated again, but this time with continuous measures of weekly
anxiety symptoms using the Generalized Anxiety Disorder (GAD-7) scal€”. Third, we repeated our fixed
effects models using individual categories of worry and adversity with the physical/psychological abuse
variable separated into two separate variables: physical abuse and psychological abuse.
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To account for the non-random nature of the sample and increase representativeness of the UK general
population, all datawere weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education
obtained from the Office for National Statistics®. Weights were constructed using a multivariate
reweighting method using the Stata user written command ‘ ebalance’*. Analyses were conducted using
Stata version 16° and fixed effects model results plotted with the user-written command ‘ coefplot’®. Full
details on sampling, recruitment, data collection, data cleaning, weighting and sample demographics are
available at https://github.com/UCL-BSH/CSSUserGuide.

Results

Sensitivity analyses

When accounting for anxiety and depression symptoms within models, results were largely similar. But
financial adversities were no longer increased risk for either outcome in any age group and were related to
decreased likelihood of outcomes in some age groups (Supplemental Tables S6-S9). Worries about
financial adversity, however, remained associated with increased likelihood of both outcomesin the total
sample and across some age groups. Analyses examining physical abuse and psychological abuse as
individual adversity experiences showed different patterns of association for each abuse type with
outcomes (Supplemental Tables S10 and S11). Whilst physical abuse (OR range = 5.77 to 19.53) had
much larger associations than psychological abuse (OR range = 1.74 to 2.69) with self-harm behaviours
in all age groups, the associations for these two abuse types were more similar in magnitude across age
groups for self-harm thoughts.
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=+ Self-harm Thoughts and Behaviours Over Time
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Figure Sla. Average proportion of the sample with self-harm thoughts and self-harm behaviours over time for the
duration of the study period (1 April 2020 to 17 May 2021). Increased variability in data starting in August may be
due to the change in data collection frequency from weekly to monthly that occurred at thistime.
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Figure Slb. Mean adversities and worries about adversity over time for the duration of the study period (1 April
2020 to 17 May 2021). Increased variability in data starting in August may be due to the change in data collection
frequency from weekly to monthly that occurred at thistime.
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Figure S2. Associations between the total number adversity experiences and worries about adversity and change
over time in self-harm thoughts derived from fixed effects models. Experiences and worries were entered
simultaneously into the same model. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time since lockdown

began.
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Figure S3. Associations between the total number adversity experiences and worries about adversity and change
over time in self-harm behaviours derived from fixed effects models stratified by age. Experiences and worries were
entered simultaneously into the same model. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time since

lockdown began.
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Figure $4. Associations between individual adversity experiences and worries about adversity and change over time
in self-harm thoughts derived from fixed effects models. Experiences and worries were entered simultaneously into
the same model. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time since lockdown began.
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Figure S5. Associations between individual adversity experiences and worries about adversity and change over time
in self-harm behaviours derived from fixed effects models. Experiences and worries were entered simultaneously
into the same model. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time since lockdown began.
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Table S1. Characteristics of included and excluded participants, unweighted

Included Excluded
Variable M SD M SD
Female (ref male) 0.75 0.43 0.73 0.44
Age
18-29 0.07 0.26 0.17 0.37
30-44 0.25 0.43 0.36 0.48
45-59 0.35 0.48 0.29 0.46
60+ 0.33 0.47 0.18 0.38
Ethnic minority (ref white) 0.05 0.21 0.09 0.28
Education
Upto GCSE 0.14 0.34 0.18 0.38
A-levels or vocational 0.17 0.38 0.20 0.40
Undergraduate 0.41 0.49 0.38 0.48
Postgraduate 0.28 0.45 0.24 0.43
Income
£90,000+ 0.11 0.31 0.11 0.31
£60,000-90,000 0.16 0.36 0.15 0.36
£30,000-60,000 0.35 0.48 0.33 0.47
£16,000-30,000 0.24 0.43 0.24 0.43
< £16,000 0.14 0.35 0.18 0.38
Living arrangement
Alone 0.19 0.40 0.15 0.36
With others, not including children 0.55 0.50 0.49 0.50
With others, including children 0.26 0.44 0.36 0.48
Keyworker (ref not) 0.23 042 0.29 0.45
Long-term physical health condition 0.40 0.49 0.36 0.48
Long-term mental health condition 0.18 0.39 0.23 0.42
Number of individuals 49,324 16,984
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Table S2. Socio-demographic characteristics for entire sample and for those with variation in self-harm thoughts and self-harm
behaviours, unweighted and weighted

Whole sample

Sample with variation in self-harm thoughts

Sample with variation in self-harm

behaviours
Unweighted Weighted Unweighted Weighted Unweighted Weighted
Variable M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD
Female (ref male) 0.75 0.43 0.52 0.50 0.78 0.41 0.55 0.50 0.78 0.42 0.55 0.50
Age
18-29 0.07 0.26 0.13 0.33 0.10 0.30 0.18 0.38 0.14 0.35 0.23 0.42
30-44 0.25 0.43 0.21 0.40 0.28 0.46 0.25 0.43 0.32 0.47 0.25 0.43
45-59 0.35 0.48 0.29 0.45 0.35 0.48 0.29 0.46 0.35 0.48 0.30 0.46
60+ 0.33 0.47 0.38 0.49 0.25 0.43 0.28 0.45 0.18 0.39 0.22 0.42
Ethnic minority (ref
white) 0.05 0.21 0.09 0.29 0.06 0.23 0.12 0.33 0.06 0.24 0.13 0.34
Education
Up to GCSE 0.14 0.34 0.31 0.46 0.13 0.34 0.30 0.46 0.16 0.37 0.33 0.47
A-levels or vocational 0.17 0.38 0.33 0.47 0.18 0.38 0.35 0.48 0.20 0.40 0.36 0.48
Undergraduate 0.41 0.49 0.22 041 0.40 0.49 0.21 0.40 0.38 0.49 0.18 0.39
Postgraduate 0.28 0.45 0.14 0.35 0.29 0.45 0.15 0.36 0.26 0.44 0.12 0.33
Income
£90,000+ 0.11 0.31 0.08 0.27 0.08 0.28 0.06 0.25 0.07 0.25 0.05 0.22
£60,000-90,000 0.16 0.36 0.12 0.33 0.14 0.35 0.11 0.31 0.12 0.33 0.08 0.27
£30,000-60,000 0.35 0.48 0.33 0.47 0.34 0.47 0.30 0.46 0.30 0.46 0.25 0.44
£16,000-30,000 0.24 0.43 0.28 0.45 0.25 0.44 0.28 0.45 0.25 0.43 0.26 0.44
< £16,000 0.14 0.35 0.20 0.40 0.19 0.39 0.24 0.43 0.26 0.44 0.35 0.48
Living arrangement
Alone 0.19 0.40 0.20 0.40 0.23 0.42 0.23 0.42 0.24 0.43 0.24 043
With others, not including
children 0.55 0.50 0.57 0.49 0.52 0.50 0.54 0.50 0.52 0.50 0.53 0.50
With others, including
children 0.26 0.44 0.23 0.42 0.25 0.43 0.23 0.42 0.24 0.43 0.23 0.42
Keyworker (ref not) 0.23 0.42 0.21 0.40 0.23 0.42 0.20 0.40 0.23 0.42 0.19 0.39
Long-term physical health
condition 0.40 0.49 0.44 0.50 0.45 0.50 0.48 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.54 0.50
Long-term mental health
condition 0.18 0.39 0.19 0.39 0.34 0.47 0.34 0.48 0.52 0.50 0.52 0.50
Number of individuals 49,324 11,580 3,747
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refers to Genera Certificate of Secondary Education.

Asian and minority ethnicity. GCSE

Note. Data in the weighted samples were weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education obtained from the Office for National
refers to Black,

Statistics.  Ethnic  minority
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Table S3. Descriptive statistics by number of times self-harm thoughts were reported in total sample (N = 49,324), weighted

Self-harm thoughts
Never Once or twice Thrice or more
n = 36,455 n = 5,650 n=7219
(73.9%) (11.5%) (14.6%)
Variable M sD M D M SD
Gender (ref male) Female 0.51 0.50 0.55 0.50 0.53 0.50
Age 18-29 0.10 0.30 0.18 0.38 0.20 0.40
30-44 0.19 0.39 0.26 0.44 0.24 0.43
45-59 0.28 0.45 0.28 0.45 0.31 0.46
60+ 0.43 0.49 0.27 0.44 0.25 0.43
Ethnicity (ref white) Ethnic minority 0.08 0.28 0.13 0.33 0.12 0.32
Education Upto GCSE 0.31 0.46 0.29 0.46 0.32 0.47
A-levels or vocational 0.32 0.47 0.35 0.48 0.36 0.48
Undergraduate 0.22 0.42 0.21 0.40 0.19 0.39
Postgraduate 0.15 0.35 0.15 0.36 0.13 0.34
Income £90,000+ 0.09 0.27 0.08 0.26 0.05 0.22
£60,000-90,000 0.13 0.33 0.12 0.33 0.08 0.27
£30,000-60,000 0.34 0.47 0.30 0.46 0.28 0.45
£16,000-30,000 0.28 0.45 0.28 0.45 0.28 0.45
< £16,000 0.17 0.37 0.22 0.42 0.31 0.46
Living arrangement Alone 0.18 0.38 0.20 0.40 0.26 0.44
With others, not children 0.59 0.49 0.54 0.50 0.54 0.50
With others, including children 0.23 0.42 0.26 0.44 0.21 0.40
Keyworker (ref not) Keyworker 0.21 0.41 0.21 041 0.18 0.39
Long-term physical health condition
Present 0.42 0.49 0.45 0.50 0.52 0.50
Long-term mental health condition
Present 0.11 0.31 0.28 0.45 0.48 0.50

Note. Data were weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education obtained from the Office for National Statistics. Ethnic minority
refers  to Black, Asian and minority ethnicity. GCSE refers to  Genera Certificate  of Secondary Education.
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Table $A. Descriptive statistics by number of times self-harm behaviours were reported in total sample (N = 49,324), weighted

Self-harm behaviours

Never Once or twice Thrice or more
n = 45,408 n=2424 n=1492
(92.1%) (4.9%)

Variable M SD M SD M SD
Gender (ref male) Female 0.51 0.50 0.56 0.50 0.54 0.50
Age 18-29 0.11 0.32 0.23 0.42 0.27 0.44
30-44 0.20 0.40 0.26 0.44 0.23 0.42

45-59 0.29 0.45 0.29 0.45 0.32 0.47

60+ 0.40 0.49 0.22 0.42 0.18 0.38

Ethnicity (ref white) Ethnic minority 0.09 0.29 0.12 0.33 0.15 0.36
Education Upto GCSE 0.31 0.46 0.34 0.48 0.34 0.47
A-levels or vocational 0.32 0.47 0.35 0.48 0.38 0.49

Undergraduate 0.22 0.41 0.18 0.38 0.18 0.38

Postgraduate 0.15 0.35 0.13 0.33 0.11 0.31
Income £90,000+ 0.08 0.27 0.06 0.24 0.03 0.16
£60,000-90,000 0.13 0.33 0.09 0.28 0.06 0.23

£30,000-60,000 0.33 0.47 0.26 0.44 0.23 0.42
£16,000-30,000 0.28 0.45 0.27 0.44 0.24 0.43
< £16,000 0.18 0.38 0.32 0.47 0.45 0.50
Living arrangement Alone 0.19 0.39 0.23 0.42 0.26 0.43
With others, not including children 0.58 0.49 0.53 0.50 0.54 0.50
With others, including children 0.23 0.42 0.25 0.43 0.20 0.40
Keyworker (ref not) Keyworker 0.21 0.41 0.20 0.40 0.18 0.38
Long-term physical health condition Present 0.43 0.50 0.53 0.50 0.56 0.50
Long-term mental health condition Present 0.15 0.36 0.47 0.50 0.65 0.48

Note. Data were weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education obtained from the Office for National Statistics. Ethnic minority

refers to Black, Asian and minority ethnicity. GCSE refers to General Certificate of Secondary Education.
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Table S5. Descriptive statistics for predictor and outcome variables amongst individuals with variation in each outcome variable
Sample with variation in self-harm thoughts Sample with variation in self-harm behaviours
. Overdll Between - Overall Overall Between Within
Variable Overdl Mean D D Within SD Mean D D D
Outcomes Self-harm thoughts 0.28 0.45 0.26 0.36 0.47 0.50 0.36 0.34
Self-harm behaviours 0.04 0.20 0.14 0.16 0.20 0.40 0.23 0.33
Adversity experiences
Total adversities (0-5) 0.48 0.71 0.57 0.47 0.61 0.80 0.66 0.52
Financial 0.15 0.36 0.29 0.24 0.17 0.38 0.30 0.25
Accessing essentials 0.04 0.20 0.15 0.16 0.07 0.26 0.19 0.20
COVID-19illness 0.12 0.32 0.27 0.19 0.12 0.33 0.27 0.20
[1Iness of others/bereavement 0.06 0.24 0.12 0.21 0.07 0.26 0.15 0.22
Physical/psychological abuse 011 0.31 0.23 0.22 0.17 0.38 0.28 0.26
Worries
Total worries (0-5) 2.18 121 0.96 0.78 2.36 1.28 101 0.81
Financial 0.60 0.49 0.37 0.31 0.64 0.48 0.36 0.31
Accessing essentials 0.19 0.39 0.27 0.30 0.25 0.43 0.30 0.33
COVID-19illness 0.58 0.50 0.38 0.32 0.48 0.50 0.38 0.32
Social/relationship concerns 0.77 0.42 0.27 0.32 0.79 0.41 0.27 0.31
Threats to safety 0.14 0.35 0.24 0.27 0.20 0.40 0.28 0.30
Number of observations 206,714 63,767
Number of individuals 11,580 3,747
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Table S6. Fixed-effects | ogistic regression models predicting within-individual change in self-harm thoughts from individual categories of
adversity experiences and worries accounting for anxiety symptoms

Self-harm thoughts

Total sample Ages 18-29 Ages 30-44 Ages 45-59 Ages 60+
95%  95% 05%  95% 95%  95% 05%  95% 95%  95%
Variable OR cl cl OR Cl cl | orR «C cl OR ClI c | orR c cl
lower upper lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper
Amxiety ymptoms | 134 133 134 | 132 130 133 [ 132 130 133 | 134 133 135 | 136 135 138
Adversity experiences
Financial | 1.01 096 107 | 1.06 093 120 | 1.04 093 116 | 097 088 106 | 1.03 092 116
Accessingessentids | .17 109 127 | 084 067 104 | 091 078 107 | 149 130 171 | 127 111 147
COVID-19illness | 1.11  1.03 120 | 119 099 144 | 1.00 086 115 | 1.23 109 140 | 1.05 091  1.22
linessof others’ |y g7 597 104 | 207 090 126 | 092 080 106 | 1.06 095 119 | 089 079  1.00
bereavement
Physical/psychol ‘;%S:'e 268 252 283 | 328 278 387 | 301 265 342 | 259 235 287 | 236 213 261
Worries
Financial | 1.16 111 122 | 111 100 123 | 1.05 09 116 | 1.30 119 141 | 1.18 108  1.29
Accessng essentials | 1.02 097 107 | 120 106 135 | 092 08 101 | 08 079 094 | 1.18 109 129
COVID-19illness | 0.84 080 088 | 075 067 083 | 074 068 08l |08 078 092 | 098 090 107
Socidfrel f(')?}';i‘;g 131 126 138 | 153 136 171 | 134 122 147 | 130 120 141 | 122 112 133
Threatstosafety | 112 106 117 | 139 123 157 | 107 097 118 | 112 103 122 | 105 096 115
Number of observations 206,005 16,434 53,586 74,421 61,564
Number of individuals 11,548 1,164 3,387 4,060 2,937

Note. Adversity experiences and worries variables are weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education obtained from the Office for
National Statistics. Individual adversity experiences and worries variables are binary. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time since
lockdown began.
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Table S7. Fixed-effects | ogistic regression models predicting within-individual change in self-harm behaviours from individual categories of
adversity experiences and worries accounting for anxiety symptoms

Self-harm behaviours

Total sample Ages 18-29 Ages 30-44 Ages 45-59 Ages 60+
95% 95% 95% 95%  95%
0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Variable OrR PNC o g PHC BNCA | 5 BNC ot og g BNC T o o g
lower lower upper lower upper
upper upper lower lower upper
Anxiety symptoms 1.18 117 1.19 1.16 114 1.18 1.19 1.17 1.21 | 1.19 1.17 1.21 121 119 123
Adversity experiences
Financial | 095 087 104 | 103 086 124 | 076 062 092 | 103 08 120 | 09 073 112
Accessing essentials | 1.15 1.03 1.28 1.04 0.84 1.30 0.93 0.73 1.18 1.26 1.05 1.52 1.47 1.17 1.84
COVID-19illness | 1.35 1.20 1.53 2.77 2.07 3.72 1.00 0.78 129 | 1.46 1.20 1.78 0.92 0.69 122
lliness of 1.11 1.01 1.24 1.39 1.12 1.71 1.10 0.86 1.40 1.06 0.89 1.27 1.00 0.81 1.24
others/bereavement
. Physical/ 4.14 3.82 4.49 3.09 2.58 371 6.33 5.28 7.60 3.54 3.08 4.07 4.54 385 535
psychological abuse
Worries
Financial | 1.08 1.00 1.17 0.96 0.82 1.12 1.09 0.92 1.29 1.24 1.07 1.43 1.05 0.88 1.25
Accessing essentials | 1.17 1.08 1.26 141 1.22 1.64 1.02 0.87 1.19 1.11 0.97 1.28 1.12 0.96 1.31
COVID-19illness | 0.91 0.84 0.98 1.00 0.85 1.18 0.73 0.62 0.86 0.93 0.81 1.07 1.00 0.85 1.19
Socidfrelationship | 4 45 404 120 | 152 120 179 | 097 082 114 | 116 096 080 115
concerns 1.00 1.34
Threatsto safety | 1.07 0.99 1.15 0.98 0.83 1.15 1.47 1.24 1.74 1.03 0.90 1.18 0.96 0.82 1.13
Number of 63,383 7,654 18,540 23,707 13482
observations
Number of 3,728 527 1,197 1,322 682
individuals

Note. Adversity experiences and worries variables are weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education obtained from the Office for
National Statistics. Individual adversity experiences and worries variables are binary. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time since
interval.
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Table S8. Fixed-effects | ogistic regression models predicting within-individual change in self-harm thoughts from individual categories of
adversity experiences and worries accounting for depressive symptoms

Self-harm thoughts
Total sample Ages 18-29 Ages 30-44 Ages45-59 Ages 60+
95% 95% 95%  95% 95%  95% 95% 95% 95% 95%
Variable OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl
lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper
Depressive symptoms | 1.37  1.37 1.38 135 133 1.36 1.37 1.36 138 | 1.38 137 1.39 139 138 141
Adversity experiences
Financial | 1.00 0.94 105 | 106 093 121 | 097 087 109 | 096 0.87 105 | 1.06 094 120
Accessing essentials | 1.13  1.04 122 0.77 061 0.96 0.84 0.71 099 | 151 131 1.74 122 105 141
COVID-19illness | 1.05 0.97 113 | 129 106 157 | 091 078 106 | 1.14 1.00 130 | 097 083 112
linessof others/ | h97 999 103 | 101 085 120 | 088 076 102 | 105 093 117 | 094 084 106
bereavement
Physical/ psychol ‘;gb'lf:'e 265 250 28l | 307 260 363 | 277 243 316 | 259 234 288 | 250 226 278
Worries
Financial | 1.18 1.13 124 115 103 1.27 1.05 0.96 115 | 1.30 119 142 120 1.09 131
Accessing essentials | 1.01  0.96 105 | 123 109 138 | 090 082 099 | 084 0.77 092 | 116 106 126
COVID-19illness | 0.90 0.86 094 | 083 075 093 | 080 073 087 |09 083 098 | 1.01 092 110
Social/ relationship concerns | 1.32  1.26 1.38 158 141 1.77 131 1.19 143 | 1.32 121 1.44 123 113 1.34
Threatsto safety | 1.16  1.11 1.22 147 130 1.67 1.10 1.00 122 | 116 1.06 1.27 1.09 100 1.19
Number of observations 206,714 16,495 53,752 74,635 61,832
Number of individuals 11,580 1,168 3,394 4,069 2,949

Note. Adversity experiences and worries variables are weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education obtained from the Office for

National Statistics. Individual adversity experiences and worries variables are binary. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time since
= confidence

lockdown began.
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Table S9. Fixed-effects | ogistic regression models predicting within-individual change in self-harm behaviours from individual categories of
adversity experiences and worries accounting for depressive symptoms

Self-harm behaviours

Total sample Ages 18-29 Ages 30-44 Ages 45-59 Ages 60+
95% 95% 95%  95% 95% 95% 95%  95% 95% 95%
Variable OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl
lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper lower  upper

Depressive symptoms | 1.20  1.19 121 118 116 120 | 121 119 123 | 120 119 122 | 121 119 1.23
Adversity experiences
Financia | 092 0.83 1.00 09 080 116 | 076 0.62 093 | 097 083 112 | 095 0.76 1.18

Accessing essentials | 1.09  0.97 121 0.97 0.78 121 0.85 0.67 1.09 122 101 148 | 1.39 110 1.75
COVID-19illness | 1.32  1.17 1.50 2.99 2.20 4.05 0.88 0.68 1.14 149 122 182 | 091 0.68 1.20

Winessof | 495 101 124 | 144 117 177 | 109 085 139 | 103 087 123 | 1.06 08 131
others/bereavement
Physical/ psycm";%'g:'e 392 362 426 | 296 247 355 | 584 486 702 | 341 296 390 | 430 365 507

Worries
Financial | 1.09 1.00 1.18 1.01 0.87 1.17 1.11 0.94 1.31 1.23 1.07 142 | 1.01 0.85 1.21

Accessing essentials | 1.14 1.05 1.22 1.40 1.20 1.63 0.99 0.84 1.16 1.10 0.96 1.26 | 1.05 0.90 1.23
COVID-19illness | 0.95 0.88 1.03 1.07 0.91 1.26 0.76 0.65 0.90 095 083 1.09 | 1.06 0.90 1.26

Socid/ rel i‘(‘)ﬂg;g 114 105 124 | 157 133 186 | 095 08 112 | 118 102 136 | 094 078 113
Threatstosafety | 109 101 118 | 101 085 119 | 149 126 177 | 108 094 123 | 095 081 112
Number of observations 63,767 7,687 18,594 23,859 13,627
Number of individuals 3,747 530 1,201 1,329 6387

Note. Adversity experiences and worries variables are weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education obtained from the Office for
National Statistics. Individual adversity experiences and worries variables are binary. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time since
lockdown began. OR = odds ratio. Cl = confidence interval.
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Table S10. Fixed-effects | ogistic regression models predicting within-individual change in self-harm thoughts from individual categories of
adversity experiences and worries with physical abuse and psychol ogical abuse asindividual adversity experiences

Self-harm thoughts

Total sample Ages 18-29 Ages 30-44 Ages 45-59 Ages 60+
95%  95% 95%  95% 95%  95% 95%  95% 95%  95%
Variable OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl
lower upper lower upper lower upper lower upper lower upper
Adversity experiences
Financial | 1.18 113 124 |126 112 142 |116 104 128 |112 103 122 |125 112 140
Accessing essentials | 1.28 119 138 ({094 077 115 | 101 087 117 |166 146 189 |134 117 153
COVID-19illness | 1.16 109 125 | 125 105 149 |104 090 119 |125 112 141 |[114 099 130
llIness of othergbereavement | 1.15 108 122 | 129 111 151 |102 089 116 |123 111 137 |109 098 121
Physical abuse | 286 258 317 | 472 318 701 | 497 387 6338 |260 215 313 |230 197 268
Psychological abuse | 3.05 283 323 | 325 277 381 |305 269 347 |307 278 339 |293 265 324
Worries
Financial | 1.46 140 152 | 133 121 147 |136 125 148 |173 160 187 |138 127 150
Accessing essentials | 1.18 113 123 | 142 127 158 | 106 097 116 | 099 092 107 |138 128 149
COVID-19illness | 094 091 098 | 082 075 091 |08 074 08 |097 09 105 |113 105 122
Socid/relationshipconcerns | 1.63 156 169 | 192 173 214 |169 155 183 |162 151 175 |144 133 156
Threatstosafety | 140 134 146 | 170 152 190 | 141 129 155 |140 129 152 |128 118 139
Number of observations 206,714 16,495 53,752 74,635 61,832
Number of individuals 11,580 1,168 3,394 4,069 2,949

Note. Adversity experiences and worries variables are weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education obtained from the Office for
National Statistics. Individual adversity experiences and worries variables are binary. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time since
confidence

lockdown began.
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Table S11. Fixed-effects | ogistic regression models predicting within-individual changein self-harm behaviours from individual categories of adversity
experiences and worries with physical abuse and psychological abuse asindividual adversity experiences

Self-harm behaviours
Total sample Ages 18-29 Ages 30-44 Ages 45-59 Ages 60+
95%  95% 95%  95% 95%  95% 95%  95% 95%  95%
Variable OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl OR Cl Cl
lower upper lower upper lower upper lower upper lower upper
Adversity experiences
Financial | 101 092 111 | 096 080 116 | 078 064 095 |113 097 131 | 111 089 137
Accessing essentials | 1.19 107 133 | 1.09 087 137 | 091 072 116 |136 113 164 |149 118 1.89
COVID-19illness | 1.33 117 150 | 233 174 312 | 100 078 130 |144 119 175 101 076 133
Iliness of othersbereavement | 1.22 110 135 | 154 124 191 | 121 09 154 |111 093 133 | 114 092 140
Physical abuse | 885 7.85 9.96 | 1953 1353 2819 | 1570 1162 21.21 |577 474 702 | 783 636 9.63
Psychological abuse | 239 219 261 | 1.74 144 210 | 254 208 311 |269 232 312 255 212 3.06
Worries
Financial | .24 115 134 | 116 100 135 | 1.34 114 158 |142 124 164 | 108 091 1.28
Accessing essentials | 1.24 115 134 | 161 138 187 | 111 09 130 |117 102 134 |114 098 134
COVID-19illness | 097 090 104 | 1.06 090 124 | 077 065 091 |09 083 108 |116 098 136
Social/relationshipconcerns | 1.30 120 141 | 157 132 18 | 118 100 140 |133 116 153 | 113 094 135
Threststosafety | 1.22 113 132 | 111 094 131 | 1.72 146 204 | 121 106 138 | 104 088 122
Number of observations 63,767 7,687 18,594 23,859 13,627
Number of individuals 3,747 530 1,201 1,329 687

Note. Adversity experiences and worries variables are weighted to the proportions of gender, age, ethnicity, country, and education obtained from the Office for National
Statistics. Individua adversity experiences and worries variables are binary. Analyses were further adjusted for day of the week and time since lockdown began. OR = odds

ratio. Cl = confidence interval.
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