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Abstract: Social isolation in adults can be associated with altered sleep and eating behavior. This 8 

study aimed to investigate the interactions between the extent of social contact, eating behavior and 9 

sleep in infants and preschool children. In an observational study, 439 caregivers of 562 children 10 

aged 0-6 years provided information on sleep (i.e., duration, latency, bedtimes and nighttime 11 

awakenings), eating behaviors (i.e., meal size, consumption of sweet snacks, salty snacks, fruits and 12 

vegetables) and social contact (i.e., quarantine status, household size, social activities) during the 13 

Covid-19 pandemic (April 2020). In infants (0-3 years), the change in meal size and consumption of 14 

snacks, fruits, and vegetables did not significantly relate to the extent of social contact. For preschool 15 

children (3-6 years), a trend was observed, suggesting that quarantine status was associated with 16 

increased meal size. Changes in sleep duration, sleep latency, bedtimes and nighttime awakenings 17 

from before to during the pandemic were not significantly linked to the 3 variables quantifying 18 

social contact in both age groups. The study highlights that, contrary to expectations, the extent of 19 

social contact has negligible associations with infants’ and preschool children's sleep and eating 20 

behaviors. These findings indicate that other factors beyond social isolation play a role in shaping 21 

children's eating habits and sleep patterns. 22 

 23 
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 26 

1. Introduction 27 

Social relationships are fundamental to well-being, mental and physiological health 28 

in adults (Cacioppo et al. 2002; Holt-Lunstad et al. 2015) and adolescents (Qualter et al. 29 

2013). Reported associations between social relationships and physical health mainly 30 

focus on two constructs: social support and social integration. Social support represents 31 

the psychological and material resources provided by the social network to help cope with 32 

stress, while social integration represents the participation in social relationships (Cohen 33 

2004). More generally, frequency and duration of social interactions have been linked with 34 

physical and mental health through changes in health-related behaviors, such as diet, 35 

exercise, or smoking (Berkman et al. 2000). 36 

 37 

Social isolation in adults generates higher risk for depressive symptomology 38 

(Cacioppo, Hawkley, and Thisted 2010), mortality (Holt-Lunstad et al. 2015) and reduced 39 

sleep quality (Azizi-Zeinalhajlou et al. 2022; Cacioppo et al. 2002). One relevant factor 40 

intertwined with these observations may lie in altered eating behavior, based on 41 

indications that social isolation can be associated with eating disorders and binge eating 42 

(Mason et al. 2016; Wright and Pritchard 2009). The effect of social isolation on sleep and 43 
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eating behavior has been experimentally examined in Drosophila, demonstrating that 44 

separating adult flies from the group led to increased food consumption and shorter sleep 45 

(Li et al. 2021). 46 

 47 

The COVID-19 pandemic created a unique quasi-experimental framework to 48 

investigate the effects of enforced confinement on a global scale, downsizing direct social 49 

contact within populations. In this framework, social isolation significantly impacted 50 

mental health of children and parents (Ehrler et al. 2022). In addition, children and 51 

adolescents consumed more snacks and processed foods during the pandemic, leading to 52 

weight gain (González-Monroy et al. 2021; Pujia et al. 2021). Children and adolescents also 53 

experienced shortening of sleep (Markovic et al. 2021; Teixeira et al. 2021). Yet 54 

controversial results remain, for example as part of the COVID-19 pandemic, an increase 55 

in fruit and vegetable consumption was reported in Italian children ages 5 to 14 years 56 

(Pujia et al. 2021). The pandemic-induced reduction of social contacts could explain the 57 

changes in eating and sleeping behavior towards more “unhealthy” patterns, which aligns 58 

with findings from observational studies on social isolation. Indeed, the contrasting 59 

findings might be explained through differences in effective social isolation determined 60 

by the household structure, family size, extent of isolation orders by country, or 61 

geography (urban vs. rural regions). Thus, quantifying individual levels of social contact 62 

might contribute to a more precise understanding of the interactions among social contact, 63 

eating and sleep behaviors in children. Moreover, these interactions have not yet been 64 

examined in preschool-age children, who might respond differently to changes in social 65 

contacts due to their reliance on interactions with caregivers rather school-age children. 66 

In this investigation, we thus tested the hypothesis that infants and preschool 67 

children who experienced increased social isolation (i.e., being in quarantine, engaging in 68 

activities alone rather than together with other family members and small household size) 69 

have worsened sleep quality (shorter sleep duration, increased night awakenings, longer 70 

sleep latency), and more “unhealthy” eating patterns (increased meal size, decreased 71 

consumption of fruits and vegetables, and increased consumption of sweet and salty 72 

snacks). 73 

2. Materials and Methods 74 

2.1 Study Design 75 

During the start of the COVID-19 pandemic from April to July 2020, caregivers of 76 

children below 6 years were invited to participate in a study about children’s sleeping 77 

behavior. Recruitment was realized through large-scale distribution of digital flyers and 78 

a video invitation, distributed on social media platforms, childcare institutions, medical 79 

practices, and personal channels. 439 primary caregivers (423 females, 96.35%, age 38.28 ± 80 

4.74 years, mean ± SD) completed an online survey (SoSci Survey; Leiner, 2021) with 81 

questions about their children’s demographic variables, sleeping behavior, eating 82 

behavior and social isolation. The survey was compiled in English, and then translated to 83 

Italian, Spanish, French, and German by the authors, which was then checked by at least 84 

two native speakers. For families with multiple children, questions were looped to assess 85 

data for each child individually. We collected a total dataset of 309 (146 females, 47.25%) 86 

infants and toddlers (between 0 and 35 months old), and 253 (127 females, 50.2%) 87 

preschool children (age 36 to 72 months). The institutional ethics board of the University 88 

of Fribourg, Switzerland, approved the study, and parents gave informed consent before 89 

completing the survey. 90 

 91 

 92 
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 93 

2.1 Sleep Behavior change 94 

According to age, children’s sleep was either assessed with the Brief Infant Sleep 95 

Questionnaire (BISQ; 0-35 mo) (Sadeh, 2004) or with the Children’s Sleep Habits 96 

Questionnaire (CSHQ; 36-72 mo) (Owens et al., 2000). Caregivers reported on the child’s 97 

sleep behavior before (retrospectively) and during the confinement. The change in four 98 

aspects of sleep behavior was analyzed by means of a difference during-before the 99 

lockdown: sleep duration, sleep latency, bedtimes and nighttime awakenings (as in 100 

Markovic et al., 2021). For the infant group (0-36 months), parents reported infants’ sleep 101 

duration for nighttime and daytime sleep, which were summed for the total sleep time (in 102 

minutes), number of nighttime awakenings, sleep latency (in minutes), and bedtimes (in 103 

minutes). In the preschool group (36-72 months), sleep duration was quantified from the 104 

item “My child sleeps about the same duration each 24-h-day (nighttime sleep and naps 105 

combined)”, sleep latency from the item “My child falls asleep within 20 min after going to bed”, 106 

nighttime awakenings from “How often does your child wake up during the night” and 107 

bedtime from “My child goes to bed at the same time at night”. Each item for preschool 108 

children was captured with ratings from 1 to 5, such that 1 referred to never (being the 109 

case, i.e., at 0 days/week), 2 to rarely (1 day/week), 3 to sometimes (2-4 days/week), 4 to 110 

usually (5-6 days/week) and 5 to always (7 days/week) being the case. 111 

 112 

2.2 Social contact 113 

With three variables we captured the individual extent of social contact during the 114 

confinement: First, quarantine status indicating whether the caregiver was in quarantine 115 

at the time of survey completion. Second, household size indicating the number of people 116 

living in the household. And third, social activities where parents reported the duration 117 

their child engaged in several activities (e.g., watching television or playing), and whether 118 

the child was doing these activities alone or with someone else (parents, siblings or 119 

friends, for details see Appendix). The percentage of activity spent engaged with the 120 

parents compared to alone was computed. For example, a child who spent half of the time 121 

engaging in activities with someone else would be attributed a 50% participation rate in 122 

social activities.  123 

 124 

2.3 Eating behavior change 125 

We assessed the change in meal size from before the confinement to during the 126 

confinement with a 5-point Likert scale capturing whether the child’s overall meal size 127 

was “much smaller”, “a bit smaller”, “same as before”, “a bit larger” or “much larger”. 128 

Moreover, parents rated the child’s change in the consumption of salty and sweet snacks 129 

(between main meals), and the consumption of fruits and vegetables by means of “much 130 

less”, “a bit less”, “the same amount”, “a bit more” or “much more”. 131 

 132 

2.4 Statistical Analysis 133 

Statistical analyses were performed in R version 4.0.5 with packages dplyr (Wickham 134 

et al. 2021), and figures were created by using ggplot2 (Wickham 2016). Due to a small 135 

number of responses for meal-sizes “much smaller” (n = 3 for the infant group, n = 4 for 136 

preschool children) and “much larger” (n = 6 for infants, n = 4 for preschool children), the 137 

scales were consolidated into three response groups “decreased”, “no change”, 138 

“increased”. Accordingly, the consumption of salty and sweet snacks, fruits and 139 

vegetables were composed into a 3-point scale (“decreased”, “no change”, “increased”). 140 

In each model employed, the number of participants was adjusted for the exclusion of 141 

missing data. To examine the relationship between the extent of social contact and sleep 142 

behavior, we separately computed generalized linear models for the two age groups, with 143 
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sleep duration, sleep latency, bedtimes and nighttime awakenings as the outcome and the 144 

extent of social contact (quarantine status, household size, social activities) as the 145 

predictor. For both age groups, the association between the extent of social contact and 146 

eating was tested with change in meal size, snacks, fruits and vegetables as outcome and 147 

social contact as predictor. Age and sex were included as control factors, and parental 148 

stress was included as a covariate in alignment with previous work demonstrating an 149 

association with children’s sleep (Markovic et al. 2021). Change in parental stress was 150 

captured with ratings from 1 to 5 with the question “Did your behavior change across the time 151 

that passed since the lockdown, such that your level of stress: 1 decreased a lot, 2 decreased a little, 152 

3 did not change, 4 increased a little, or 5 increased a lot.” Alpha level was set to p < 0.05 and 153 

p-values were corrected for multiple testing using the false discovery rate method 154 

(Benjamini and Hochberg 1995). 155 

3. Results 156 

3.1 Study population 157 

Demographic variables revealed that household size and percentage of quarantined 158 

families were similar in the age groups (Table 1). Percentage of shared activities was by 159 

10.62% larger in the infant group compared to the preschool children. The control 160 

variable change in parental stress was comparable between groups. 161 

 162 

Demographic and control variables Infants  Preschoolers 

Number of children  309 253 

Number of girls 146 (47.25%) 127 (50.2%) 

Age (years) 1.58 ± 0.79 4.44 ± 0.8 

Change in parental stress 0.47 ± 1.09 0.42 ± 1.17 

   

Social contact Infants  Preschoolers 

Household size (persons) 3.72 ± 0.92 4.02 ± 0.89 

Quarantined families 94 (30.42%) 79 (31.23%) 

Shared activities (percentage) 76.09% ± 18.99 65.47% ± 19.19 

Table 1. Demographic and control variables included in the analysis, indicated for the infant (n=309) 163 
and preschool-age group (n=253). Data are reported as mean and standard deviation. 164 

 165 

3.2 Sleep behavior 166 

Before the lockdown, sleep duration ranged from 570 to 1020 minutes for infants, 167 

during the lockdown it ranged between 510 and 990. Sleep latency before the lockdown 168 

was between 0 and 60 minutes, during the lockdown it was between 0 and 90 minutes. 169 

Before lockdown, bedtime was between 6 and 11pm, it ranged from 6:30pm to 11:30pm 170 

during the lockdown. Infants used to be awakened between 0 and 45 minutes during the 171 

night before the lockdown, which was then comprised between 0 and 60 minutes during 172 

the lockdown. Regular sleeping times on 5-6 days a week were reported for 59.11% of 173 

preschool children before the lockdown and 51.82% of preschool children after the 174 

lockdown. The number of times they fell asleep in less than 20 minutes 5-6 days a week 175 

was 46.56% before lockdown and went down to 39.68%. Before the lockdown, for most 176 

preschoolers, bedtimes were regular 5-6 days a week 66.40%, which decreased to 52.63% 177 

during the lockdown. For 7.69% they woke up during the night once a week before the 178 

lockdown and 9.31% during the lockdown. 179 
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Next, the change in sleep from before to during the pandemic was computed. This 180 

revealed that more infants experienced a decrease in sleep duration (21.05% increase, 181 

30.89% decrease), a prolongation of sleep latency (34.79% longer, 11.52% shorter), later 182 

bedtimes (51.14% later, 13.01% earlier), and more night awakenings (19.86% increase, 183 

13.47% decrease). For preschool children, the shift was in the same direction with less 184 

regular sleep duration (6.73% more regular, 17.17% less regular), a more frequent long 185 

sleep latency (27.95% more frequent, 8.08% less frequent), more irregular bedtimes 186 

(33.67% less regular, 6.39% more regular), and more frequent night awakenings (16.16% 187 

more frequent, 8.75% less frequent, Table 2).  188 

 189 

  Infants   Preschoolers   

  Before During Change N Before During Change N 

Sleep duration 770.35 ± 122.07 753.69 ± 108.98 -16.67 ± 97.09 296 4.26 ± 0.62 4.09 ± 0.79 -0.17 ± 0.67 241 

Sleep latency 48.34 ± 127.35 58.88 ± 144.72 13.31 ± 79.25 295 3.92 ± 1 3.63 ± 1.11 -0.29 ± 0.85 241 

Bedtime 1151.7 ± 248.53 1178.98 ± 244.45 27.28 ± 258.01 297 4.12 ± 0.69 3.74 ± 0.9 -0.38 ± 0.84 241 

Night awakenings 28.36 ± 88.15 31.11 ± 82.35 2.75 ± 40.95 296 2.15 ± 1.27 2.25 ± 1.51 0.1 ± 1.02 241 

Table 2. Sleep variables (mean ± standard deviation) in the infant and preschool-age group, and their difference computed as during- 190 
before the lockdown from BISQ (infants, reported in minutes) or CSHQ (preschoolers, reported as frequency). 191 

 192 

3.3 Eating behavior 193 

 194 

  Infants   Preschoolers 

Eating variables Decreased Similar Increased N Decreased Similar Increased N 

Meal size 

50 

(16.18%) 

213 (68.93%) 46 (14.89%) 

297 

28 (11.34%) 177 (71.66%) 42 (17%) 

241 

Salty snacks 

47 

(17.54%) 

198 (73.88%) 23 (8.58%) 

272 

47 (19.42%) 170 (70.25%) 25 (10.33%) 

241 

Sweet snacks 

72 

(26.87%) 

180 (67.16%) 16 (5.97%) 

272 

91 (37.3%) 139 (56.97%) 14 (5.74%) 

241 

Fruits 

70 

(25.27%) 

168 (60.65%) 39 (14.08%) 

263 

48 (19.43%) 161 (65.18%) 38 (15.38%) 

236 

Vegetables 

34 

(12.27%) 

204 (73.65%) 39 (14.08%) 

263 

32 (12.96%) 180 (72.87%) 35 (14.17%) 

238 

Table 3. Count and percentage for eating behavior variables in infants and preschool children. 195 

 196 

The eating behavior overall remained similar for the majority, ranging from 56.97% 197 

to 73.88% across all categories in infants and preschool children (Table 3). In the 198 

remainder, meal size increased in 14.89-17% and decreased in 11.34-16.18% of infants and 199 

preschool children. 200 

The consumption of Salty snacks increased in 8.58-10.33% and decreased in 17.54- 201 

19.42% of children. 202 

For Sweet snacks, an increase was observed in 5.74-5.97% and a decrease in 26.87- 203 

37.3% for both age groups. Children increased their consumption of Fruits in 14.08-15.38% 204 
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of cases, while 19.43-25.27% decreased it. Vegetables eating increased in 14.08-14.17% of 205 

children and decreased in 12.27-12.96%. 206 

 207 

3.4 Social isolation and eating behavior 208 

We then examined whether the extent of social contact related to eating behavior in 209 

both age groups. Overall, neither the change in meal size, nor snacks, fruits and vegetables 210 

were related to the infants’ extent of social contacts (Table 4, all p>0.05). In preschool 211 

children, a trend was observed in the association between change in meal size and social 212 

contact through quarantine status (p=0.07). In other words, this would indicate that 213 

preschool children in quarantine were more likely to increase their meal size, compared 214 

to non-quarantined preschool children (Figure 1). The other measures of social contact 215 

were neither related to meal size nor to type of consumed food (Table 5, all p>0.05). 216 

The control variables included in our model (age, sex and parental stress) were not 217 

related to the children’s eating behavior, with the exception that older children decreased 218 

meal size to a larger extent from before to during the pandemic (b = -0.217, p < 0.001), and 219 

ate more vegetables (b = 0.214, p < 0.001). 220 

 221 

  Infants  

  Meal size Vegetables Fruits Salty snacks Sweet snacks 

  b p b p b p b p b p 

Household size 0.057 0.195 -0.028 0.831 -0.080 0.331 0.019 0.833 -0.059 0.543 

Quarantine status 0.015 0.828 -0.008 0.919 -0.090 0.525 0.023 0.833 0.072 0.543 

% Social activities 0.133 0.484 -0.404 0.143 -0.218 0.525 0.251 0.559 0.161 0.543 

Sex 0.054 0.484 -0.136 0.155 -0.135 0.331 0.115 0.536 -0.029 0.728 

Age 0.217 <0.001 0.214 <0.001 0.144 0.192 0.020 0.833 -0.143 0.113 

Parental stress 0.025 0.484 -0.014 0.857 -0.015 0.721 0.008 0.833 0.033 0.543 

Table 4. Association between extent of social contact and eating behavior in infants.  222 
Unstandardized beta coefficients (b) and corrected p-values (p) are indicated from the generalized 223 
linear model. Significant associations (p < 0.05) are presented in bold. 224 

 225 

   226 
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Figure 1. Change in meal size for the groups of quarantined and non-quarantined preschool 227 
children. Numbers refer to percentages and counts of preschool children for whom a change in meal 228 
size was reported.  229 

 230 

 231 

 232 

  Preschoolers 

  Meal size Vegetables Fruits Salty snacks Sweet snacks 

  b p b p b p b p b p 

Household size 0.013 0.736 0.001 0.978 -0.038 0.623 0.010 0.848 -0.016 0.869 

Quarantine status 0.193 0.071 0.153 0.305 0.108 0.623 -0.111 0.483 -0.026 0.869 

% Social activities -0.108 0.736 -0.383 0.305 -0.408 0.608 0.261 0.483 -0.039 0.869 

Sex -0.028 0.736 0.113 0.386 0.055 0.623 -0.096 0.483 -0.115 0.869 

Age -0.069 0.182 -0.009 0.978 -0.004 0.936 -0.038 0.667 0.045 0.869 

Parental stress 0.065 0.093 0.014 0.963 -0.024 0.623 -0.042 0.483 -0.020 0.869 

Table 5. Association between extent of social contact and eating behavior in preschool children. 233 
Unstandardized beta coefficients (b) and corrected p-values (p) from the generalized linear model. 234 

 235 

3.5 Social isolation and sleep behavior 236 

We then examined whether the extent of social contact was related to children’s sleep 237 

behavior. Neither in infants nor in preschool children was the extent of social contact 238 

associated with sleep variables (i.e., duration, sleep latency, bedtimes nor with the number 239 

of nighttime awakenings; Table 6, all p>0.05). Change in sleep behavior was not related to 240 

age, sex and parental stress, except for a link between parental stress and sleep latency in 241 

preschool children, such that increased stress related to longer sleep latency (b = 0.130, p 242 

= 0.043). 243 

  244 
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 245 

  Infants 

  Sleep duration Sleep latency Bedtimes Nighttime awakenings 

  b p b p b p b p 

Household size 5.846 0.334 -6.137 0.521 7.993 0.760 -1.705 0.895 

Quarantine status -20.355 0.107 19.213 0.222 -31.804 0.760 10.324 0.174 

% Social activities -51.058 0.107 -2.123 0.932 38.103 0.760 1.655 0.895 

Sex -4.342 0.745 1.088 0.932 -13.249 0.760 1.184 0.895 

Age 13.975 0.107 -2.401 0.932 -48.104 0.088 7.735 0.095 

Parental stress 5.541 0.334 -9.111 0.222 -1.543 0.908 -0.773 0.895 

  Preschoolers  

  Sleep duration Sleep latency Bedtimes Nighttime awakenings 

  b p b p b p b p 

Household size 0.043 0.746 0.029 0.722 0.065 0.622 0.007 0.933 

Quarantine status -0.043 0.746 -0.249 0.139 0.271 0.117 -0.049 0.933 

% Social activities 0.234 0.746 -0.221 0.636 -0.222 0.622 0.491 0.848 

Sex 0.042 0.746 0.039 0.722 -0.096 0.622 -0.023 0.933 

Age 0.001 0.978 -0.058 0.636 -0.003 0.965 -0.076 0.848 

Parental stress 0.067 0.453 0.130 0.043 -0.099 0.117 -0.057 0.848 

Table 6. Extent of social contact association with sleep behavior. Unstandardized beta coefficients 246 
(b) and corrected p-values (p) from the linear mixed model.  247 

 248 

Overall, the results indicate only a negligible relationship between the extent of social 249 

contact with eating behavior in infant and preschool children during the COVID-19 250 

pandemic. This was indicated by a trend suggesting that being in quarantine related to 251 

increased meal size in preschoolers. 252 

 253 

4. Discussion 254 

Social isolation in adults can be related to poor sleep (Azizi-Zeinalhajlou et al. 2022; 255 

Cacioppo et al. 2002), and altered eating behavior (Mason et al. 2016; Wright and Pritchard 256 

2009). Yet, the interplay between those three factors remains to be elucidated in early 257 

childhood, which was evaluated with this observational study during the COVID-19 258 

confinement. Specifically, parents of 309 infants and 253 preschool children provided 259 

information before and during the confinement, rating their children’s social contacts, 260 

eating behavior and sleep. Overall, our results indicate that children’s social contact is not 261 

strongly associated with sleeping behavior, nor with eating behavior, with the exception 262 

for a trend such that quarantined preschool children tended to have increased meal size 263 

compared to non-quarantined ones. The nuanced findings emphasize the need to better 264 

understand which aspect of social isolation is impactful on children’s health through 265 

changes in their sleeping and eating behavior. 266 

 267 

Contrary to our hypotheses, meal size, as well as the consumption of snacks, fruits 268 

and vegetables, was not related to the extent of social contact, suggesting that factors 269 

beyond social isolation play a role in dynamics of eating behavior in infants and 270 

preschoolers. We observed that preschoolers being in quarantine had a heightened chance 271 

of increasing meal size in relation to the confinement, yet this association remained as a 272 
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trend after adjusting for multiple comparisons. This relationship is concordant with 273 

findings demonstrating increased subjective isolation in obese adolescents (Mason, 2020). 274 

Interestingly, our observation prevailed only in preschool children, yet not in infants, 275 

which could point to age-specific differences in need for social contact. Increased meal 276 

size and more unhealthy eating behaviors during the pandemic have been reported in 277 

children 6 years and older, suggesting that the effect of social isolation may be dependent 278 

on age (González-Monroy et al. 2021; Pujia et al. 2021). Age effects could also be attributed 279 

to the extent of contacts with people outside of the immediate household. For infants, the 280 

main social contacts are their primary caregiver(s), while preschool children are more 281 

likely to have extended contacts with other adults. Thus, as the change in social contact 282 

with primary caregiver(s) during the pandemic did not change, infants’ changes were 283 

probably less extreme. Further, we lacked information on other aspects of eating behavior 284 

such as the timing of meals which could also be affected by the pandemic and is related 285 

to sleeping behavior (Mühlematter et al. 2023). Moreover, eating behavior is the primary 286 

factor determining the composition of the gut microbiota, and interestingly animal 287 

research observed associations between social isolation, the gut microbiota and the brain 288 

(Dunphy-Doherty et al. 2018; Lopizzo et al. 2021). Thus, the gut microbiota could be an 289 

interesting candidate in future research on the interplay between social isolation, sleeping 290 

and eating behavior. Our results show that only quarantine could have an effect on eating 291 

behavior, and only in children aged 3 to 6 years old.    292 

 293 

In line with previous studies (Markovic et al., 2021), sleep behavior shifted towards 294 

a decreased sleep quality (i.e., shorter sleep duration, longer sleep latency, more nighttime 295 

awakenings). Similar to eating, children’s changes in sleep variables were not strongly 296 

linked to the degree of their social contacts. Interestingly, this contrast with findings in 297 

adults. Effects of adults’ social isolation on sleep quality are well-documented, showing, 298 

for example that subjective loneliness often accompanies subjective poor sleep quality 299 

(Bhatti and Haq 2017; Cacioppo et al. 2002; McLay et al. 2021). Thus, the difference to 300 

children’s sleep might be attributable to other factors, such as parents engagement in 301 

mindfulness techniques or the presence of pets, as previously demonstrated (Markovic et 302 

al. 2021). Another possibility is that children’s interactions with their parents sufficiently 303 

safeguarded them from potential negative effects of reduced social contact on their sleep. 304 

Moreover, our study used objective ratings of social contact, whereas studies involving 305 

adults relied on individual perceptions of isolation (Cacioppo et al. 2002; Cacioppo, 306 

Hawkley, and Thisted 2010). Thus, the adverse outcomes of social isolation might be 307 

subjectively biased in adults, making results not directly comparable. To summarize our 308 

findings, sleep behavior change during the pandemic was not dependent on externally 309 

reported measures of social contact. 310 

 311 

Age, sex, and parental stress had a small impact on children’s both eating behavior 312 

and sleep in our dataset. Higher parental stress marginally increased the chance of 313 

increased meal size in the preschool group. Thus, parental stress, depending on the age 314 

group, remains an important factor to consider in the framework of children’s eating 315 

behavior. In alignment with this, stress exposure in adults can increase food intake, with 316 

specifically increasing the preference for high-fat, high-sugar foods (Tomiyama 2019). 317 

Future investigations to elucidate the impact of stress on young children’s eating 318 

behaviors could inform strategies for mitigation. 319 

 320 

In conclusion, this study sheds light on the association of social isolation with 321 

sleeping and eating behavior in children up to 6 years old. We report that, in contrast to 322 

findings in adolescents and adults, social contact beyond the family household is only 323 

negligibly associated with young children’s sleep and eating behavior. Thus, more 324 

research is needed to gain a deeper understanding of the maturational transition and the 325 

relationships between social contact, sleep patterns and eating behavior. This is a 326 
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significant concern, particularly in light of the rising rates of obesity (Pan, Wang, and Pan 327 

2021) and sleep problems in children observed in recent decades (Chen et al. 2021). While 328 

these issues have complex causes, social isolation might potentially contribute to them, 329 

making it a worthwhile focus for addressing mental, metabolic and chronobiological 330 

health.  331 
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Appendix A - Activity Times Questionnaire 348 

Since the lockdown, what kind of activities does your child engage in? We are 349 

interested in the things you do together with the child (or the child does with siblings or 350 

friends) referred to as “together” and the activities the child does “alone”. Please indicate 351 

the number of hours (hours:minutes) on an average day. 352 

 353 

Watching television Together: ______  Alone: ______ 354 

Playing game on TV/tablet Together: ______  Alone: ______ 355 

Using pedagogic apps Together: ______  Alone: ______ 356 

Doing manual activities ( e.g. colouring, cooking) Together: ______  Alone: ______ 357 

Read something Together: ______  Alone: ______ 358 

Calling someone Together: ______  Alone: ______ 359 

Board game Together: ______  Alone: ______ 360 

Playing with toy(s) Together: ______  Alone: ______ 361 

Playing outside Together: ______  Alone: ______ 362 

Chores and household tasks Together: ______  Alone: ______ 363 

Other: ______ Together: ______  Alone: ______ 364 
  365 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 26, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.23.23298946doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.23.23298946


Foods 2024, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 12 of 13 
 

 

References 366 

1. Azizi-Zeinalhajlou, Akbar, Mojgan Mirghafourvand, Haidar Nadrian, Siros Samei Sis, and Hossein Matlabi. 2022. 367 

‘The Contribution of Social Isolation and Loneliness to Sleep Disturbances among Older Adults: A Systematic 368 

Review’. Sleep and Biological Rhythms 20 (2): 153–63. https://doi.org/10.1007/s41105-022-00380-x. 369 

2. Benjamini, Yoav, and Yosef Hochberg. 1995. ‘Controlling the False Discovery Rate: A Practical and Powerful 370 

Approach to Multiple Testing’. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society. Series B (Methodological) 57 (1): 289–300. 371 

3. Berkman, Lisa F, Thomas Glass, Ian Brissette, and Teresa E Seeman. 2000. ‘From Social Integration to Health: 372 

Durkheim in the New Millennium p’. Social Science. 373 

4. Bhatti, Adnan Bashir, and Anwar Ul Haq. 2017. ‘The Pathophysiology of Perceived Social Isolation: Effects on 374 

Health and Mortality’. Cureus 9 (1): e994. https://doi.org/10.7759/cureus.994. 375 

5. Cacioppo, John T., Louise C. Hawkley, L. Elizabeth Crawford, John M. Ernst, Mary H. Burleson, Ray B. 376 

Kowalewski, William B. Malarkey, Eve Van Cauter, and Gary G. Berntson. 2002. ‘Loneliness and Health: Potential 377 

Mechanisms’. Psychosomatic Medicine 64 (3): 407. 378 

6. Cacioppo, John T., Louise C. Hawkley, and Ronald A. Thisted. 2010. ‘Perceived Social Isolation Makes Me Sad: 5- 379 

Year Cross-Lagged Analyses of Loneliness and Depressive Symptomatology in the Chicago Health, Aging, and 380 

Social Relations Study’. Psychology and Aging 25 (2): 453–63. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0017216. 381 

7. Chen, Xianrui, Zhong Ling Ke, Yanhui Chen, and Xiaoxia Lin. 2021. ‘The Prevalence of Sleep Problems among 382 

Children in Mainland China: A Meta-Analysis and Systemic-Analysis’. Sleep Medicine 83 (July): 248–55. 383 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sleep.2021.04.014. 384 

8. Cohen, Sheldon. 2004. ‘Social Relationships and Health.’ American Psychologist 59 (8): 676. 385 

https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.59.8.676. 386 

9. Dunphy-Doherty, Fionn, Siobhain M. O’Mahony, Veronica L. Peterson, Orla O’Sullivan, Fiona Crispie, Paul D. 387 

Cotter, Peter Wigmore, Madeleine V. King, John F. Cryan, and Kevin C. F. Fone. 2018. ‘Post-Weaning Social 388 

Isolation of Rats Leads to Long-Term Disruption of the Gut Microbiota-Immune-Brain Axis’. Brain, Behavior, and 389 

Immunity 68 (February): 261–73. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2017.10.024. 390 

10. Ehrler, Melanie, Cornelia F. Hagmann, Alexandra Stoeckli, Oliver Kretschmar, Markus A. Landolt, Beatrice Latal, 391 

and Flavia M. Wehrle. 2022. ‘Mental Sequelae of the COVID-19 Pandemic in Children with and without Complex 392 

Medical Histories and Their Parents: Well-Being Prior to the Outbreak and at Four Time-Points throughout 2020 393 

and 2021’. European Child & Adolescent Psychiatry, July. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00787-022-02014-6. 394 

11. González-Monroy, Cristina, Irene Gómez-Gómez, Cristian M. Olarte-Sánchez, and Emma Motrico. 2021. ‘Eating 395 

Behaviour Changes during the COVID-19 Pandemic: A Systematic Review of Longitudinal Studies’. International 396 

Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health 18 (21): 11130. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph182111130. 397 

12. Holt-Lunstad, Julianne, Timothy B. Smith, Mark Baker, Tyler Harris, and David Stephenson. 2015. ‘Loneliness and 398 

Social Isolation as Risk Factors for Mortality: A Meta-Analytic Review’. Perspectives on Psychological Science: A 399 

Journal of the Association for Psychological Science 10 (2): 227–37. https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691614568352. 400 

13. Leiner, D. J. 2021. ‘SoSci Survey (Version 3.2.31) [Computer Software]’. Available at https://www.soscisurvey.de. 401 

14. Li, Wanhe, Zikun Wang, Sheyum Syed, Cheng Lyu, Samantha Lincoln, Jenna O’Neil, Andrew D. Nguyen, Irena 402 

Feng, and Michael W. Young. 2021. ‘Chronic Social Isolation Signals Starvation and Reduces Sleep in Drosophila’. 403 

Nature 597 (7875): 239–44. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03837-0. 404 

15. Lopizzo, Nicola, Moira Marizzoni, Veronica Begni, Monica Mazzelli, Stefania Provasi, Luigimaria Borruso, Marco 405 

Andrea Riva, and Annamaria Cattaneo. 2021. ‘Social Isolation in Adolescence and Long-Term Changes in the Gut 406 

Microbiota Composition and in the Hippocampal Inflammation: Implications for Psychiatric Disorders – Dirk 407 

Hellhammer Award Paper 2021’. Psychoneuroendocrinology 133 (November): 105416. 408 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2021.105416. 409 

16. Markovic, Andjela, Christophe Mühlematter, Matthieu Beaugrand, Valérie Camos, and Salome Kurth. 2021. 410 

‘Severe Effects of the COVID-19 Confinement on Young Children’s Sleep: A Longitudinal Study Identifying Risk 411 

and Protective Factors’. Journal of Sleep Research, February, e13314. https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13314. 412 

17. Mason, Tyler B., Kristin E. Heron, Abby L. Braitman, and Robin J. Lewis. 2016. ‘A Daily Diary Study of Perceived 413 

Social Isolation, Dietary Restraint, and Negative Affect in Binge Eating’. Appetite 97 (February): 94–100. 414 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appet.2015.11.027. 415 

18. McLay, Laurie, Hamish A. Jamieson, Karyn G. France, and Philip J. Schluter. 2021. ‘Loneliness and Social Isolation 416 

Is Associated with Sleep Problems among Older Community Dwelling Women and Men with Complex Needs’. 417 

Scientific Reports 11 (1): 4877. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-83778-w. 418 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 26, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.23.23298946doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.23.23298946


Foods 2024, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 13 of 13 
 

 

19. Mühlematter, Christophe, Dennis S. Nielsen, Josue L. Castro-Mejía, Steven A. Brown, Björn Rasch, Kenneth P. 419 

Wright Jr, Jean-Claude Walser, Sarah F. Schoch, and Salome Kurth. 2023. ‘Not Simply a Matter of Parents—Infants’ 420 

Sleep-Wake Patterns Are Associated with Their Regularity of Eating’. PLOS ONE 18 (10): e0291441. 421 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0291441. 422 

20. Pan, Xiong-Fei, Limin Wang, and An Pan. 2021. ‘Epidemiology and Determinants of Obesity in China’. The Lancet. 423 

Diabetes & Endocrinology 9 (6): 373–92. https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-8587(21)00045-0. 424 

21. Pujia, Roberta, Yvelise Ferro, Samantha Maurotti, Janin Khoory, Carmine Gazzaruso, Arturo Pujia, Tiziana 425 

Montalcini, and Elisa Mazza. 2021. ‘The Effects of COVID-19 on the Eating Habits of Children and Adolescents in 426 

Italy: A Pilot Survey Study’. Nutrients 13 (8): 2641. https://doi.org/10.3390/nu13082641. 427 

22. Qualter, P., S. L. Brown, K. J. Rotenberg, J. Vanhalst, R. A. Harris, L. Goossens, M. Bangee, and P. Munn. 2013. 428 

‘Trajectories of Loneliness during Childhood and Adolescence: Predictors and Health Outcomes’. Journal of 429 

Adolescence 36 (6): 1283–93. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2013.01.005. 430 

23. Teixeira, Michelle Teixeira, Raquel Santiago Vitorino, Julia Holandino da Silva, Letícia Martins Raposo, Luana 431 

Azevedo de Aquino, and Simone Augusta Ribas. 2021. ‘Eating Habits of Children and Adolescents during the 432 

COVID-19 Pandemic: The Impact of Social Isolation’. Journal of Human Nutrition and Dietetics 34 (4): 670–78. 433 

https://doi.org/10.1111/jhn.12901. 434 

24. Tomiyama, A. Janet. 2019. ‘Stress and Obesity’. Annual Review of Psychology 70 (January): 703–18. 435 

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-psych-010418-102936. 436 

25. Wickham, Hadley. 2016. Ggplot2: Elegant Graphics for Data Analysis. Springer-Verlag New York. 437 

https://ggplot2.tidyverse.org. 438 

26. Wickham, Hadley, Romain François, Lionel Henry, and Kirill Müller. 2021. ‘Dplyr: A Grammar of Data 439 

Manipulation’. https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=dplyr. 440 

27. Wright, A., and M. E. Pritchard. 2009. ‘An Examination of the Relation of Gender, Mass Media Influence, and 441 

Loneliness to Disordered Eating among College Students’. Eating and Weight Disorders - Studies on Anorexia, Bulimia 442 

and Obesity 14 (2): e144–47. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03327813. 443 
 444 

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual 445 
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury 446 
to people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content. 447 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 26, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.23.23298946doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.23.23298946

	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and Methods
	2.1 Study Design
	2.1 Sleep Behavior change
	2.2 Social contact
	2.3 Eating behavior change
	2.4 Statistical Analysis

	3. Results
	3.1 Study population
	Demographic variables revealed that household size and percentage of quarantined families were similar in the age groups (Table 1). Percentage of shared activities was by 10.62% larger in the infant group compared to the preschool children. The contro...
	3.2 Sleep behavior
	3.3 Eating behavior
	3.4 Social isolation and eating behavior
	3.5 Social isolation and sleep behavior

	4. Discussion
	References

