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Abstract 

Background  Both COVID-19 and its associated societal restrictions have affected individuals’ health and everyday 
life. In Sweden, more lenient public health restrictions were implemented, with individuals asked to act responsibly 
in terms of reducing spread of disease. The majority of studies reporting on experiences of Covid-19 restrictions have 
been in the context of more substantial mandatory rules aimed at reducing social contact, therefore it is important 
to describe how more lenient restrictions have impacted individuals’ well-being. This study aims to describe percep-
tions of everyday life during the first wave of the COVID-19 pandemic, perceived by individuals with no underlying 
medical condition, and living with more lenient public health restrictions in Sweden.

Method  The participants were recruited from individuals who originally had participated in an online survey 
about life satisfaction, health, and physical activity. Fifteen individuals (median age 49, range 26–76 years, seven 
women) in various social situations, such as living alone/cohabiting, having children at home, geographical area 
and size of city were interviewed. Qualitative content analysis was applied to the data.

Results  An overall theme “Both hindrances and opportunities in important life domains were experienced 
within the same person during lenient Covid-19 restrictions” was derived and covered three categories: “New possibili-
ties of flexibility in work and better health”, “Life went on as usual with minor adjustments” and “Everyday life changed 
and became more difficult” together with eight subcategories. For most participants, both facilitating and hinder-
ing important domains in life were described. Unexpected findings were positive experiences regarding work-
ing from home, physical activities, leisure time activities and the balance between work and leisure time. In areas 
where only minor adjustments were made, life was perceived as going on as before. On the other hand, restrictions 
increased worries and were perceived to have negative effects on social participation.

Conclusion  The impact of the pandemic and lenient restrictions in Sweden on the participants´ everyday life 
was multifaceted. Both hindrances and opportunities in important life domains were experienced within the same 
person. An increased flexibility in work- and leisure activities were perceived having positive effects for health 
and wellbeing and led to a better balance in life.
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Background
The COVID-19 pandemic has caused enormous human 
suffering, challenged the foundations of societal well-
being and profoundly changed our lives. Society and 
health care organisations have faced challenges never 
encountered before. In May 2022, the World Health 
Organization, WHO, stated that the number of cases 
reported globally had exceeded 500 million cases with 
an estimated over six million deaths [1]. By May 2022, 
Sweden reported over 18  000 Covid related deaths [1, 
2]. The COVID-19 pandemic has over time emerged in 
waves and has impacted global regions to various extents. 
Health care has had a heavy burden managing patients 
with severe symptoms and death, but also managing 
patients with other types of diseases along with on-going 
COVID-19 infection.

In general, the pandemic has had a profound impact 
on individuals´ health and life [3–5]. But also, the restric-
tions and limitations introduced by authorities world-
wide to slow the transmission of the virus have changed 
life routines in a perceptible way for many people. In 
comparison to many other countries, the Swedish pol-
icy has been less stringent [6]. The Swedish strategy 
has been based on voluntary restrictions and recom-
mendations and no legal sanctions against individuals 
have been imposed [7]. Shops, theatres, sports arenas, 
and public areas have been obligated to follow activity-
specific restrictions, concerning for example distancing 
and maximum number of attendances. However, also 
in Sweden the recommendations have implied social 
distancing, working from home and distance educa-
tion at high school and universities. Sport activities for 
children and adolescents have been cancelled. Through-
out the pandemic, these restrictions have been continu-
ously adjusted. The Swedish government, and the Public 
Health Agency of Sweden have worked closely together 
with the ambition to alleviate the health care burden [8].

A growing body of research shows profound effects on 
wellbeing and health among people during the COVID-
19 pandemic. In a review of the impact of quarantine, the 
authors included studies from North America, Africa, 
Asia, and Sweden. They concluded that an imposed quar-
antine, although necessary, may have long-lasting conse-
quences and that it is important to minimize the impact 
of a quarantine by providing information and support 
[10]. Also, current literature suggests that psychological 
symptoms such as fear, anxiety, depression, stress, sleep 
disorders and suicidal behaviour were triggered by the 
pandemic itself as well as by the restrictions related to 
the pandemic [11, 12]. This is especially prevalent among 
people with pre-existing medical conditions [13].

Also, qualitative data is emerging regarding the per-
ceptions and experiences of social distancing and social 

isolation. Most of these are based on the experiences of 
people suffering from underlying medical conditions 
such as long-time respiratory conditions [14], demen-
tia [15], among pregnant women [16], older adults [17] 
or among children and adolescents [18]. However, a UK 
study based on public perceptions of individuals report-
ing no underlying medical conditions, revealed that many 
participants felt that social distancing and isolation poli-
cies have had significant negative social and psychologi-
cal impacts on their lives [12]. Lack of trust in, and clarity 
of, government communication as well as high levels of 
self-adherence, but even observations of non-adherence 
in others were also reported [12].

Another study explored COVID-19 related to social 
stigma (meaning negative societal beliefs and feelings 
associated with the health status among confirmed coro-
navirus individuals and their household members) and 
the experiences of people who were home quarantined 
or isolated in Finland during the spring 2020 [19]. This 
study reported that social stigma could be a challenge by 
impacting social relations and by creating psychological 
distress, which is likely to affect quality of life. Experi-
ences of quarantine and isolation were especially charac-
terized by health worries and boredom.

Also, attitudes and beliefs among community members 
have been studied. The findings showed that the partici-
pants felt overwhelmed by staying at home and that they 
experienced frustration, agitation/anxiety, boredom, and 
loneliness due to lack of physical interaction [20]. Moreo-
ver, perceptions of shock and chaos, gradual adjustment 
to the new reality, fears, and concerns for oneself and 
family members have been described [9].

Thus, many studies have been conducted in a context 
of strict confinements and lockdowns. They indicate that 
this can have a huge impact on society in different ways. 
Governments and health care authorities make decisions 
on the best available facts and consider pros and cons for 
different interventions. In Sweden, the use of more leni-
ent restrictions was applied, and this strategy has received 
criticism from other countries. To increase knowledge of 
the perceptions of more lenient restrictions and confine-
ments, a large online survey was carried out in Sweden 
in the fall of 2020 [21, 22]. Somewhat surprisingly, a sig-
nificant part of the participants reported an unchanged 
or improved level of physical activity and life satisfaction 
over the period. The likelihood of reporting decreased 
life satisfaction increased for those who had no children 
living at home; were middle-aged; did not receive their 
income from employment or had a chronic illness. Older 
age was also associated with reduced physical activity 
levels due to the restrictions. To further increase knowl-
edge, this study aims to describe perceptions of everyday 
life during the first wave of the COVID-19 pandemic, 



Page 3 of 13Lindgren et al. BMC Public Health         (2023) 23:1743 	

perceived by individuals with no underlying medical con-
dition, and living with more lenient public health restric-
tions in Sweden.

Methods
The present study is part of a larger project on COVID-
19, which encompasses online surveys on physical activ-
ity and life satisfaction during the COVID-19 pandemic 
[21, 22], and interview studies. We used the Consolidated 
Criteria for Reporting Qualitative Research, COREQ 
checklist [23] as a foundation for reporting the study. 
All four authors were engaged in all phases of this study, 
including recruitment, conducting interviews, and doing 
the analysis as well as manuscript writing.

Recruitment of participants
Participants were recruited from a Facebook announce-
ment from the Department of Health Sciences, Lund 
University, posted between 1st of September and 7th of 
October 2020. The announcement was also shared via 
Instagram and Twitter and comprised information about 
the project. The project webpage was hosted at Lund 
University.se and contained general information on the 
project, a participant information sheet, and a link to the 
survey. The announcement was directed to three differ-
ent regions in Sweden: two regions with large outbreaks 
in the first wave of the pandemic (Stockholm, the capital 
of Sweden with approximately one million inhabitants, 
and Gothenburg, the second largest city with 600  000 
inhabitants 2020), and to the county of Scania in the 
southernmost part of Sweden (approximately 1,4 million 
inhabitants 2020) consisting of rural areas, smaller towns, 
and medium-sized cities. Individuals aged 18  years or 
older, able to read and understand Swedish were invited 
to participate in the study. The announcement was also 
possible to share. Participants received information 
about the study, including the online survey and a poten-
tial interview. Informed consent to publish was obtained 
by each participant. In the online survey, 1082 people 
replied. The online survey was anonymous (i.e., included 
no names nor personal identification numbers), but 
included demographic questions and questions about life 
satisfaction, health, and physical activity [21, 22].

The participants in the online survey were asked to 
participate in an interview on perceived physical and 
mental wellbeing during the pandemic and if willing to 
do so, asked to provide their phone number. No names 
were registered. After the online survey was closed, the 
researchers sorted the participants who had provided 
their phone number (n = 277) depending on whether they 
had an underlying illness/ medical condition or not. In 
the present study, focus was on participants reporting no 
underlying medical condition. The potential participants 

(n = 159) were sorted by sex (76,4% women) and then 
into five age groups (< 35, 35–49, 50–69, ≥ 70 years). Each 
participant was labelled with the following: Sex, living 
alone or with a partner (yes/no); having children living at 
home or not (yes/no) and living in a large, medium, or 
small town. A table with groups based on these proper-
ties was formed. Our intention was to get a diverse sam-
ple regarding sociodemographic factors and using the 
table, we did a selection from each age group, represent-
ing both men and women and reflecting the different 
living situations [24, 25]. Fifteen potential participants 
were contacted by telephone consecutively. If the person 
did not answer at the first call, they were called a second 
time. All the 15 potential participants we got in contact 
with agreed to participate. During a first telephone con-
tact, the researchers informed the participant about the 
study and ethical principles and booked an appointment 
for the interview. They were also told that they could 
interrupt the interview at any time. At the time for the 
interviews, one person was not able to be reached, there-
fore the next similar person on the list was contacted. 
Consequently, 15 persons agreed to be interviewed. 
All background characteristics were obtained from the 
online survey [21, 22] (Table 1).

Interviews
An interview guide with open-ended questions was 
developed in advance [26]. All four authors were 
involved, and the interview guide was adjusted several 
times. The questions focused on the participant’s every-
day life situation during the pandemic and if there were 
any changes since the start of the pandemic. Questions 
were related to work situation, daily activities and leisure 
activities, social contacts, and physical and mental health 
(Additional file  1). The interview guide was tested on a 
person not involved in the project which rendered fur-
ther minor adjustments.

The researchers (IL, CL, ATS, KS) who did the inter-
views had no relationship whatsoever to the partici-
pants. All interviewers were registered physiotherapists, 
educated to doctorate level and had long clinical and 
research experience (> 10  years). Two of the interview-
ers had also extended experience in doing interviews and 
qualitative studies. The interviews were conducted on 
telephone (13 participants) or a digital communication 
platform (Zoom) (2 participants) in a confidential way 
(i.e., names or city of residence were not mentioned) and 
recorded. It was mandatory to use the Zoom camera. The 
ambition was to have a conversation, so questions were 
asked, based on the interview guide, but not necessarily 
in the same order [27]. Probing questions were used to 
deepen interesting topics. The interviews took 21–54 min 
(mean 39 min).
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The interviews were transcribed verbatim by two stu-
dents, employed by the project. The audio recordings and 
the transcribed interviews were stored on a secure data 
server at Lund University, to which only the research-
ers and the persons who transcribed the interviews had 
access. All transcribed material was in Swedish, until 
manuscript writing. The quotes were forward translated 
by a bilingual speaking researcher with English as first 
language. This person also holds experiences in the area.

Analysis
Data were analyzed applying latent qualitative content 
analysis [28, 29]. First, all the transcribed interviews were 
read by all authors several times, to get an overview and 
sense of the whole content. All transcribed text was con-
sidered as unit of analysis. Thereafter, one interview was 
analyzed jointly by all authors. The text from the inter-
view was divided into meaning units, condensed, and 
labelled with codes by each author and was then dis-
cussed thoroughly. Then the remaining interviews were 
divided between (KJ, IL, ATS) for identification of mean-
ing units, condensation, and codes. To limit the number 
of codes, without losing accuracy, a record of codes was 
available to all authors. The already existing codes could 
be re-used, if possible, but also new ones were continu-
ously added. In total, 405 codes were settled on. As the 
work resulted in many codes, these were sorted into con-
tent areas by two of the authors (IL, CL). After this, all 
the authors gathered on several occasions for joint dis-
cussions on how to group and sort codes into subcat-
egories and categories in a process that went back and 
forth. During the whole analytic process, the researchers 

worked close to the text. Finally, three main categories 
with eight sub-categories were settled on. We also iden-
tified an overall theme that was present throughout the 
complete material. The theme included text that was not 
possible to categorize, and impacted all categories. To 
add transparency and trustworthiness [30] to the find-
ings, quotations are added to the results. The analysis 
process is illustrated in Table 2.

Results
The 15 participants’ median age was 49 (range 26–76) 
years, seven were women. They were equally distrib-
uted among the four age groups. The size of residential 
community areas was also evenly distributed between 
the participants, where five lived in large cities, six in 
medium- sized cities and four in villages. Four partici-
pants had children living at home part time or full time. 
Regarding income, eleven were working, one was study-
ing and three responded to the response option “other”. 
There were differences regarding whether they could 
work from home during the pandemic or not, where 
three persons had to be at their workplace. The majority 
of the participants were born in Sweden (85,7%) [21]. For 
further information see Table 1.

The results are presented with an overall theme.”Both 
hindrances and opportunities in important life domains 
were experienced within the same person during leni-
ent Covid-19 restrictions” and three main categories 
1) “New possibilities of flexibility in work and better 
health”, 2) “Life went on as usual with minor adjust-
ments” and 3) “Everyday life changed and became more 

Table 1  Description of study sample (n = 15)

Participant 
number

Sex Age group Residential community size Civil status Education Income

1 Female  < 35 Small village Married/cohabiting Post-secondary education Work

2 Female 35–49 Large City Single Post-secondary education Work

3 Female 50–69 Medium-size town Married/cohabiting Post-secondary education Work

4 Female 70 +  Large City Single Post-secondary education Other

5 Male 35–49 Medium-size town Single Post-secondary education Work

6 Male 35–49 Medium-size town Single Post-secondary education Work

7 Male 50–69 Medium-size town Single Secondary school Work

8 Male  < 35 Large City Single Secondary school Studies

9 Male 50–69 Medium-size town Married/cohabiting Post-secondary education Work

10 Male  < 35 Large City Married/cohabiting Secondary school Work

11 Male 60–69 Large City Married/cohabiting Post-secondary education Work

12 Male 70 +  Small village Married/cohabiting Secondary school Other

13 Female  < 35 Medium-size town Single Post-secondary education Work

14 Female 35–49 Small village Married/cohabiting Secondary school Work

15 Female 70 +  Small village Single Unknown Other
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difficult”. The first category had three sub-categories, 
the second had two, and the third three sub-categories 
(Fig. 1).

Both hindrances and opportunities in important life 
domains were experienced within the same person 
during lenient Covid‑19 restrictions
The pandemic and the restrictions were experienced in 
different ways, very much based on how the participant 
could tackle the new situation. Personal resources such 
as mental health and social network impacted how the 
participant coped with the situation. Also, more gen-
eral living conditions were important since these could 
serve as facilitating or hindering factors.

The impact of the pandemic was multifaceted. For 
most participants, both facilitating and hindering 
important domains in life were described. Still, prior 
activities and interests, social networks and working 
conditions, were important for how the pandemic and 
the restrictions affected different areas of everyday life. 
For individuals working, possibilities to organize and 

perform the work with respect to restrictions, had a 
great impact.

New possibilities of flexibility in work and better health
For many of the participants, the challenges following 
the restrictions also opened opportunities and facilitated 
changes for the better. To work from home was a new 
experience for many, which was appreciated. Thereby, 
more time was available for physical activities and a 
healthier lifestyle. Also, cancelled activities contributed 
to a quieter lifestyle. New forms of interactions were 
experienced and prioritizing in one´s own social life was 
approved.

Ability to work from home led to increased efficiency 
and more flexibility in daily life
To work from home provided benefits of more flexibility 
and greater freedom to plan and perform the work. Also, 
the breaks were more effective, since doing minor home 
duties during pauses were mentioned. Overall, there was 
more acceptance from the employer and colleagues for 
what could be done during the day, for example to take 
a walk while in a meeting. Also, the technical solutions 

Fig. 1  An overview of the theme, categories and subcategories
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for social networking developed during the pandemic. 
Digital meetings were perceived to be more effective than 
meetings in real life since no time was wasted on com-
muting. But digital meetings with a creative purpose and 
with persons with whom one was not well acquainted, 
were considered difficult. Participants who had that type 
of work missed having meetings and conferences in real 
life. Many hoped that they should be able to work partly 
from home after the pandemic, for example some days a 
week, since there were vast benefits.

And this morning when I woke up I thought” Oh no; 
think if the pandemic ends, then I´ll have to be at the 
workplace maybe five days a week and that I don´t 
want. “So, it went from “Oh God no!” to “I wish this 
carries on”. [Participant 3].

More time was available for physical activities 
and a healthier lifestyle.
Some participants described their physical health as bet-
ter than before the pandemic. The pandemic had given 
opportunities for physical activities through flexible 
working hours and cancelled activities for both the par-
ticipants and their children.

Some practiced physical activity on a high level and had 
increased the time spent on physical activities even fur-
ther, up to 5–7 times per week. Yoga, gym, cross-country 
running, padel, badminton, and strength training were 
examples of strenuous physical activities.

Yes, I train quite a lot. I train every day…Maybe 
like 17–18  h a week thereabout…I have actually 
increased [during the pandemic] (laughs). Due to the 
lack of other things as well…that´s what you do…
Have trained more often and played [badminton]
with a few mates I like to play with. [Participant 9].

New forms of interactions emerged, and it became 
acceptable to make priorities regarding social life
Alternative ways to communicate were found, as using 
Facetime and Zoom. For some, this was already the case 
before the pandemic a common way to communicate 
that could now be extended. But for others it was a new 
way of keeping in contact with friends and relatives. It 
was perceived as a convenient way to keep in touch and 
led for some to have even more contact than before the 
pandemic.

Changed or less social activities, minimized travel-
ling and changed work circumstances also contributed 
to a less hectic everyday life. Many expressed that they 
lived a more peaceful life and had more time on their 
own. This was appreciated and generated a better balance 
in life. Moreover, some had reflected on which persons 
and activities were important in their life and prioritized 

the time with the close family and a small group of near-
est relatives or friends. For these participants, the social 
arena had become smaller.

Furthermore, many participants also reflected on how 
good habits could be established after the pandemic. An 
example mentioned by several, was that reduced travel-
ling could minimize the environmental impact. Even if 
many longed to travel and meet their friends again, some 
also hoped to go on with the calmer way of life.

Yes [on the positive side] I have taken things easier 
and not stressed as much. I believe that many have 
been constantly stressed….and we have wound down 
a little, not all the time having so many different 
things to do….I haven´t used my work calendar for a 
year now, no time schedule to keep track of in a way. 
[Participant 12].

…I don´t think that people will travel as much as 
before and they´ll appreciate dear Sweden to be a 
beautiful country that has all we need….we won´t 
need to fly abroad as much as we did before like…
work trips or private trips like. [Participant 11].

Life went on as usual with minor adjustments
For many participants, it was considered important to 
live as “normal” as possible (generally implying “as before 
the pandemic”). Several participants had a pragmatic 
view and described themselves as having easy to adjust. 
They experienced that it was possible to take active deci-
sions within the restrictions and that they only had to 
make minor adjustments to their lives. Participants with 
this attitude did not let the restrictions influence life 
more than necessary and did not find the restrictions 
burdensome. Also, some lived already in a manner that 
was not affected by the pandemic.

Easy to adapt to restrictions and only minor adjustments 
in social life were necessary
Many participants accepted the restrictions and consid-
ered that they followed them, for example went to the 
supermarket when it was not crowded or met friends 
outdoors. Even if some participants would have wished 
harder restrictions, many were content with the authori-
ties and their management decisions and felt safe. They 
also expressed that it was positive that there was no lock-
down and that it was beneficial for the economy. Moreo-
ver, many described good mental and physical health and 
took responsibility for maintaining good health. They 
lived their life mainly as before and chose not to ponder 
upon the negative consequences of the pandemic.

I think that the authorities made the, the best deci-
sions they could make given the situation, and after 
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that you just had to go along with it. If it was right 
or wrong in hindsight only time will tell but every-
one did as good as they could when we were up in it. 
[Participant 3].

But then again…one is more active…quite a lot…
Even with the restrictions, we could actually be 
there…It felt pretty good to be at home and plan the 
day just as I liked, especially in the morning with the 
kids. Same thing if I wanted to meet up with a friend 
or someone after work. [Participant 13].

Physical activities and leisure time activities continued 
as before
Physical activities and training were for many an impor-
tant part of everyday life, and many tried to exercise as 
before the pandemic. Even if gyms were partly placed 
under restrictions (i.e., limited number of visitors), they 
were not completely closed, and the participants tried to 
participate in the activities that were available.

Many tried to perform physical activities and leisure 
activities outdoors; examples were walking, running, 
cycling, skiing or hunting. Other participants had a dog 
or a horse, which they spent their leisure time with. For 
those who prior to the pandemic neither had taken part 
in cultural activities, visited restaurants, nor were used 
to spending time going shopping, the restrictions did 
not incur great changes. Neither indoor leisure activi-
ties, such as reading, playing computer games, engaging 
in conversations with relatives and friends via telephone 
and watching TV were affected. During holiday time, the 
participants described travelling in Sweden. Even if some 
thought that not being able to go abroad had a negative 
impact, not many expressed that they missed it.

…some think that you ought not to go the gym, but if 
I don´t go I´ll feel pretty low…both in my head and 
body. I need it, and it works well for me as I can pre-
book a time and there are few people there. You´re 
by yourself at the barbell… it feels safe enough and 
people keep their distance, so I don´t think that I 
have to feel guilty about it. [Participant 6].

Everyday life changed and became more difficult
Everyday life could also be perceived as being disturbed 
during the pandemic. The restrictions in society were for 
some a heavy burden. Common but unwelcomed effects 
of the pandemic were an increased feeling of anxiety and 
lack of everyday routines.

Increased worries for others and the future
Worrying was a prominent part of perceptions described. 
The degree of concerns changed from time-to-time but 

was in general directed at others, such as relatives and 
people in their immediate surroundings. The participants 
expressed being worried for older relatives and their well-
being. Some did not visit their relatives, to not expose 
them to potential infection. Among those, there were 
sometimes also older adults at risk for developing severe 
disease. One´s own health was in general described as 
being of lesser importance when compared to other con-
cerns. But participants working in for example institu-
tions or hospitals had to stay in their workplace where 
they had to meet clients or patients. They described 
experiences of higher workload when colleagues were in 
quarantine and of being uncomfortable regarding their 
risk of being infected, which triggered worrying.

Sports and leisure activities for children were sus-
pended. The lack of activity for children and teenagers 
worried parents. Also, some participants expressed con-
cerns for the industrial, commercial and cultural spheres 
and how restaurants could manage with a considerable 
loss of guests. They felt sorry for those who had been 
forced into a troublesome situation.

So much was unknown, and the future was unpredict-
able. There were thoughts on how prepared we are as a 
society for new pandemics.

…. We have had different views on all of this, where 
I have been much much more restrictive than my 
partner has been. I worried very, very much and 
thought “Good Lord we shouldn’t meet anyone” 
and then, then he heads off and has coffee with a 
mate and I just think “ Oh no no no”…You just get 
entrenched in thinking that what you do yourself is 
right and then someone else has another way of see-
ing things. [Participant 3].

As a matter of fact, most concern is for older people 
who might not get through an infection, they are the 
ones we are most worried over, more than normal… 
That´s the worry we have that somebody we know 
with poor health might not get through an infection. 
[Participant 9].

Lack of everyday routines and alarmism from media made it 
difficult to cope with everyday life
For some, the restrictions rendered feelings of increased 
loneliness and isolation. When everyday routines were 
not present anymore, it was sometimes hard to find new 
ones. Mental health was strained, and already present 
problems became more obvious. For a participant who 
had contracted the COVID-19 virus and suffered long-
COVID-19, everyday life was severely impacted for a 
long time, not knowing when it would end.
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Some participants pointed out the media as a very 
negative factor that contributed to alarmism. The fre-
quent reporting from all over the world on the number 
of deaths due to COVID-19 and the increased number 
of infected was not supportive. Some participants also 
expressed being somewhat shocked over how the world 
reacted during the pandemic; the perceived excessive 
alarmism was difficult to cope with.

Most of all it´s the hysteria from the papers and 
journalists on TV, radio, hum, that they just keep on 
talking about this negatively, negatively, negatively. 
Hum, I don´t hear anyone saying anything positive 
like. [Participant 4].

Important parts of work and social life were gone
Not all participants were positive to changes caused by 
the pandemic. For some, work was experienced to be 
worsened, with a higher workload when colleagues were 
in quarantine due to the restrictions. A student described 
that different elements of the curiculum, such as profes-
sional training, were put on hold and not replaced. Col-
laboration was digital and this resulted in feelings of 
being lonelier at home.

Also, some participants described that social activities 
were negatively affected. They felt it was harder to keep 
up social relations at distance with digital meetings and 
social media and missed meeting people in more public 
areas. Also, engagement in different organizations was 
strongly diminished when meetings were postponed and 
activities cancelled.

..,it´s actually quite fun when you´re working like 
that in a voluntary organisation and there´s just a 
few working…It´s a tight group when we meet and 
do things. I haven´t been able to do that for a year 
now… and I miss it…you don´t get that bonding 
when we do things together and can meet and sort of 
just talk with someone who is newly elected… [Par-
ticipant 15].

Discussion
In the present study, 15 individuals with no underlying 
disease were interviewed regarding perceptions of every-
day life with lenient restrictions during the first wave of 
the COVID-19 pandemic in Sweden. We found that both 
hindrances and opportunities in important life domains 
were experienced within the same person during lenient 
Covid-19 restrictions.

New opportunities
The most unexpected result in the present study was that 
almost all participants described positive changes and 
new possibilities in everyday life during the pandemic 

and the subsequent restrictions. Although many previ-
ous studies of everyday life in connection to COVID-19 
describe negative perceptions, also positive experiences 
can be found [11, 12, 31]. For example, increased social 
support and reduced loneliness were described and were 
suggested to increase closeness and social cohesion [3]. 
Experiences of “Being part of an extraordinary experi-
ence", "Re-discovering family”, to be in a close relation-
ship even at a distance and opportunities to spend more 
quality time with the family have also been described by 
Italian and UK adolescents [31, 32]. Very similar experi-
ences were expressed in the present study, where the par-
ticipants reflected on which persons and activities were 
important in their lives, prioritizing the time with the 
near family and friends, but in a smaller social arena than 
before.

Working from home was another challenge that was 
also experienced as facilitating changes to the better in 
the present study. Working from home entailed more 
time for physical and other self-elected activities, and 
the possibility to be able to have control over one’s daily 
schedule was much appreciated. Similar experiences are 
described in previous literature where Zalat et al. found 
that more than half of the participants in their study 
recommended that, due to the benefits in their working 
and social life, working from home should continue also 
post-COVID-19 [33]. One reason for these positive per-
ceptions can be explained by the Karasek’s job-demand 
control model, hypothesizing that control buffers the 
impact of job demands [34]. However, also negative per-
ceptions are reported in previous studies in connection to 
working from home, since for example parents have had 
to take care of children simultaneously because of closed 
schools and kindergartens resulting in a decrease in their 
well-being [35]. No such experiences were described in 
the present study, possibly due to that schools and pre-
school and nursery care in Sweden were kept open dur-
ing the pandemic.

In issues related to physical activity and healthy life 
choices, positive experiences of having more time for 
such activities were described in the present study. These 
results are in line with previous results of additional 
physical health and ability to exercise, as related to the 
lockdown in UK – a country practicing wide restric-
tions on movement and socialization and lockdowns also 
for schools [31]. These authors also reported that the 
restrictions did not allow them to engage in the type of 
exercises they wanted, creating new exercising opportu-
nities such as “exercise classes on zoom” [31]. However, 
in contrast to results describing more time for physi-
cal activities, lockdowns in Australia and in the United 
States were reported to be associated with lower levels 
of physical activity, poorer mental well-being, along with 
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higher levels of loneliness as compared to a post-lock-
down period [36, 37]. Also, and in contrast to the results 
here, a systematic review with data from 35 countries, 
presented that the impact of lockdown on movement 
behaviors showed reduced physical activity and that 
stricter lockdowns tended to have a larger impact on det-
rimental movement behaviors [38]. Since more extensive 
restrictions have been associated with more symptoms 
of anxiety and depression as compared to social distanc-
ing [37], it cannot be excluded that the positive experi-
ences of for example health and more time for physical 
activity described here may be due to the more lenient 
restrictions. Open fitness centers, shops, and theatres 
with restricted number of visitors were implemented 
and practiced in Sweden, as compared to countries 
practicing more extensive restrictions. But also the cir-
cumstance that Swedish citizens before the pandemic 
had a high standard of living, well developed digitaliza-
tion and health care but also a generally high confidence 
in authorities, can be speculated on to be related to the 
experiences of opportunities and less strong negative 
perceptions during the pandemic. Still, the result of this 
study showing increased physical activity, is not in line 
with the results from Public Health Agency in Sweden 
(FHM), describing decreased physical activity [8]. The 
reason for these differences might be that the population 
studied here were older (mean age 50 years), since FHM 
concluded that young people’s lifestyles had changed the 
most.

Divergent perceptions of how everyday life was perceived
Participants in the present study described good mental 
and physical health and took responsibility for maintain-
ing good health. For some participants, work, physical 
activity, and leisure time activities were affected only to 
a minor extent. Previous literature mainly describes chal-
lenges in relation to the COVID-19 pandemic with regard 
to physical and mental health. In these studies, challenges 
in connection to stress, sleep, loss of routines, challenges 
in connection to others and to employment and finances 
are emphasized [11, 12, 31, 39].

In the present study, increased anxiety or worry was 
mainly described as being directed towards others, such 
as relatives and the surrounding world. For example, sev-
eral participants expressed worries for older relatives and 
their well-being, but less so regarding one’s own health. 
Also, worrying about not exposing others to potential 
infection and severe illness was expressed by several par-
ticipants, and was described as a main reason to follow 
recommendations and restrictions. This resulted in some 
participants not visiting their older relatives. The future 
was also in focus for worries along with issues about 
interpreting the restrictions differently. This is in line 

with other studies of the pandemic, describing anguish 
related to death and loss as the most representative top-
ics, and that several emotional and psychological con-
ditions including fear, anxiety, depression and suicide 
ideation can be triggered by the pandemic itself, but also 
by the preventive measures taken [11, 32].

Other areas of concern during the pandemic described 
as a major problem in prior studies have been employ-
ment and financial issues [31]. This was not brought up 
as a major concern by the participants here, but some of 
them expressed worries for those who had been forced 
into a troublesome situation because of losing work or 
worries for the industrial and commercial spheres, cul-
tural life and how restaurants would manage financially. 
For some of the participants, work was perceived as 
being worsened with a higher workload when colleagues 
were in quarantine. A higher workload causing feelings of 
stress and depressive symptoms are frequently described 
in previous literature in relation to health care profes-
sionals during the pandemic [40, 41].

In the present study, feelings of increased loneliness 
and isolation were expressed. When everyday routines 
were not present anymore, and important aspects of 
work and social life were absent, previous present prob-
lems were even more difficult to cope with. Such experi-
ences are in line with previous results of a rapid review of 
24 studies from 13 different countries around the world. 
They concluded inconsistent results, but that it was clear 
that loneliness had had an impact on mental health of 
adults worldwide [42]. Interestingly, Benke et  al. found 
in a cross-sectional online survey of 4335 individuals in 
Germany, that a higher level of restrictions due to lock-
down measures, was associated with more loneliness, 
higher psychosocial distress, and lower life-satisfaction, 
but not to anxiety and depressive symptomatology [4]. 
The results by Benke et  al. gives us further confidence 
to believe that although feelings of increased loneli-
ness and isolation were expressed by the present study’s 
participants, the many concurrent positive experiences 
expressed, might be due to the lower level of restrictions 
practiced in Sweden.

The more lenient Swedish restrictions in response to 
COVID-19 have been described as implying “mild law 
and individual responsibility”. This means that no lock-
downs were implemented, no penalties were issued for 
violation of restrictions, no schools for minor children 
were closed [7] as compared to for example Italy’s or UK’s 
“tough” response to the pandemic [31, 43]. In Sweden, 
voluntary restrictions on distancing, working from home 
and for example a maximum number of customers/spec-
tators in shops and theaters were suggested instead. This 
implicates that the individual had to make a judgement 
on how to act and make choices in everyday life. Personal 
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judgements could be perceived as troublesome, for exam-
ple when elderly people did not follow the restrictions 
and thereby were at risk of being infected, creating ten-
sions between older and younger generations. However, 
the present study indicates that freedom of decision was 
appreciated and perceived as positive. It is important to 
notice that a diversity of experiences was included within 
the same person, which can be related to the possibilities 
to adapt in important life domains.

Strengths and limitations of the present study
The present study encompasses 15 participants, which 
can be considered as a reasonable sample for an in-depth 
interview study, to be able to overview the transcribed 
interviews and provide with an in-depth analysis. We 
also found that little further information was added dur-
ing the last interviews. All accepted to participate on first 
request. The sample is strategic to provide a diversity 
regarding age, sex, living area and children living at home 
or not.

The original sample is of a large population that 
answered a survey on Facebook, meaning that the sample 
is a selection of individuals using this social media. We 
have experienced from previous studies that the most 
satisfied patients, and perhaps also individuals with no 
disease, may be the most likely to respond to surveys 
[44]. This might be one of the reasons for the unexpected 
result describing several positive experiences and oppor-
tunities during the pandemic. If the sample had consisted 
of participants that had lost relatives, work, or income 
during the pandemic instead, they probably would have 
responded differently. This should be considered when 
the results are interpreted. Yet, since the participants 
were interviewed on current perceptions, no recall bias 
was present. Even if recruitment from Facebook may 
lead to selection bias, we believe that our strategic sam-
ple from the interviews can give important information 
of how people experienced the pandemic and lenient 
restrictions in Sweden.

Another aspect to consider is that the interviews were 
performed by telephone or on Zoom and not in real 
life. This might have both negative and positive implica-
tions since the interviewer did not see gestures and facial 
expressions and therefore took no such field notes. Still, 
several participants described that the digital situation 
was relaxed and that they felt that they could express 
their perceptions freely. Nevertheless, interviewing in 
real life was not possible during the pandemic. The inter-
views lasted for 21–54  min (mean 39  min). To obtain 
elaborated answers and a rich material we addressed 
different topics with open-ended questions using “how”, 
“please tell me about…”.

In the present study, all authors were engaged in both 
study-design, in interviewing, coding, formulating sub-
categories, categories and a theme and in writing the 
manuscript. Concerning reflexivity, all researchers were 
women. Also, all the researchers had to follow the same 
Covid restrictions as the participants, for example work 
from home and limit social activities. In some of the 
interviews, or part of the interviews, the researcher’s 
experience might have been the same as the participants, 
but the researchers as well as the participants had a vari-
ety of work situations and social situations and were of 
different ages. The participants were both men and 
women. To overcome the issues, we therefore continu-
ally discussed the results during the analysis, this in order 
to remain neutral and to eliminate possible influences, 
which might be brought about by our preunderstanding 
[45].

Also, we used the COREQ checklist as a foundation 
when reporting the results [23]. This ensures that several 
aspects of the interviews and several opinions have been 
discussed and considered when processing the results 
and should be regarded as a strength of the study.

Conclusions
The impact of the  pandemic and lenient restrictions in 
Sweden  on the participants´ everyday life was multifac-
eted. Both hindrances and opportunities in important 
life domains were experienced within the same person. 
An  increased flexibility in work- and leisure activities 
were perceived having positive effects for health and 
wellbeing and led to a better balance in life.

Abbreviations
WHO	� World Health Organisation
TV	� Television
UK	� United Kingdom
COREQ	� COnsolidated criteria for REporting Qualitative research
FHM	� Folkhälsomyndigheten, Public Health Agency in Sweden

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1186/​s12889-​023-​16599-3.

Additional file 1.  

Acknowledgements
We acknowledge RPT, PhD Michael Miller for language editing and the partici-
pants who contributed.

Authors’ contributions
All authors have contributed to every part of the study and the manuscript.

Funding
Open access funding provided by Lund University. No funding was present.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-023-16599-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-023-16599-3


Page 12 of 13Lindgren et al. BMC Public Health         (2023) 23:1743 

Availability of data and materials
The data generated and/or analyzed during the current study are not publicly 
available. They are available (in Swedish) from the corresponding author 
on reasonable request, subject to approval from the ethics committee that 
approved the study.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
On the Facebook page for the survey, there was a link to a webpage hosted at 
Lund University.se. Informed consent was obtained by each participant before 
accepting to participate in the study, by clicking on the following link (https://​
rcweb.​med.​lu.​se/​surve​ys/?s=​KTYLP​ACNK3) and starting the survey. The study 
was approved by the Swedish Ethical Review Authority (Dno. 2020–02776), 
and the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki were followed.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Author details
1 Rehabilitation and Sustainable Health, Department of Health Sciences, Lund 
University, Lund, Sweden. 2 Department of Neurology, Rehabilitation Medicine, 
Memory Disorders and Geriatrics, Skåne University Hospital, Lund, Sweden. 
3 Department of Neurosurgery and Pain Rehabilitation, Skåne University Hospi-
tal, Lund, Sweden. 4 Human Movement: health and rehabilitation, Department 
of Health Sciences, Lund University, Lund, Sweden. 

Received: 27 July 2022   Accepted: 23 August 2023

References
	1.	 World Health Organization, WHO: Weekly epidemiological update on 

COVID-19 [https://​www.​who.​int/​emerg​encies/​disea​ses/​novel-​coron​
avirus-​2019/​situa​tion-​repor​ts ].

	2.	 Public Health Agency of Sweden (Folkhälsomyndigheten, FHM): Cumula-
tive confirmed COVID-19 deaths per million people [https://​fhm.​se/]

	3.	 Tull MT, Edmonds KA, Scamaldo KM, Richmond JR, Rose JP, Gratz KL. Psy-
chological outcomes associated with stay-at-home orders and the per-
ceived impact of COVID-19 on daily life. Psychiatry Res. 2020;289:113098.

	4.	 Benke C, Autenrieth LK, Asselmann E, Pane-Farre CA. Lockdown, quar-
antine measures, and social distancing: Associations with depression, 
anxiety and distress at the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic among 
adults from Germany. Psychiatry Res. 2020;293:113462.

	5.	 Pieh C. T OR, Budimir S, Probst T: relationship quality and mental health 
during COVID-19 lockdown. PLoS ONE. 2020;15(9):e0238906.

	6.	 Ludvigsson JF. The first eight months of Sweden’s COVID-19 strategy 
and the key actions and actors that were involved. Acta Paediatr. 
2020;109(12):2459–71.

	7.	 Winblad U, Swenning AK, Spangler D. Soft law and individual responsibil-
ity: a review of the Swedish policy response to COVID-19. Health Econ 
Policy Law. 2022;17(1):48–61.

	8.	 Public Health Agency of Sweden (Folkhälsomyndigheten, FHM): En 
samlad bedömning av covid-19-pandemins konsekvenser för folkhälsan 
under 2020[The consequences of the COVID-19 pandemic on public 
health in Sweden during 2020] [https://​www.​folkh​alsom​yndig​heten.​se/​
smitt​skydd-​bered​skap/​utbro​tt/​aktue​lla-​utbro​tt/​covid-​19/​covid-​19-​och-​
folkh​alsan/​samlad-​bedom​ning-​av-​covid-​19-​pande​mins-​konse​kvens​er/].

	9.	 Levkovich I, Shinan-Altman S. Impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on 
stress and emotional reactions in Israel: a mixed-methods study. Int 
Health. 2021;13(4):358–66.

	10.	 Brooks SK, Webster RK, Smith LE, Woodland L, Wessely S, Greenberg N, 
Rubin GJ. The psychological impact of quarantine and how to reduce it: 
rapid review of the evidence. Lancet. 2020;395(10227):912–20.

	11.	 Pedrosa AL, Bitencourt L, Froes ACF, Cazumba MLB, Campos RGB, de Brito 
S, Simoes ESAC. Emotional, behavioral, and psychological impact of the 
COVID-19 pandemic. Front Psychol. 2020;11:566212.

	12.	 Williams SN, Armitage CJ, Tampe T, Dienes K. Public perceptions and 
experiences of social distancing and social isolation during the COVID-19 
pandemic: a UK-based focus group study. BMJ Open. 2020;10(7):e039334.

	13.	 Murphy L, Markey K. C OD, Moloney M, Doody O: The impact of the 
COVID-19 pandemic and its related restrictions on people with pre-
existent mental health conditions: a scoping review. Arch Psychiatr Nurs. 
2021;35(4):375–94.

	14.	 Philip KEJ, Lonergan B, Cumella A, Farrington-Douglas J, Laffan M, Hopkin-
son NS. COVID-19 related concerns of people with long-term respiratory 
conditions: a qualitative study. BMC Pulm Med. 2020;20(1):319.

	15.	 Smaling HJA, Tilburgs B, Achterberg WP, Visser M. The impact of social dis-
tancing due to the COVID-19 pandemic on people with dementia, family 
carers and healthcare professionals: a qualitative study. Int J Environ Res 
Public Health. 2022;19(1):519.

	16.	 Sweet L, Bradfield Z, Vasilevski V, Wynter K, Hauck Y, Kuliukas L, Homer 
CSE, Szabo RA, Wilson AN. Becoming a mother in the “new” social world 
in Australia during the first wave of the COVID-19 pandemic. Midwifery. 
2021;98:102996.

	17.	 Brooke J, Clark M. Older people’s early experience of household 
isolation and social distancing during COVID-19. J Clin Nurs. 
2020;29(21–22):4387–402.

	18.	 Abdulah DM, Abdulla BMO, Liamputtong P. Psychological response of 
children to home confinement during COVID-19: a qualitative arts-based 
research. Int J Soc Psychiatry. 2021;67(6):761–9.

	19.	 Lohiniva AL, Dub T, Hagberg L, Nohynek H. Learning about COVID-19-re-
lated stigma, quarantine and isolation experiences in Finland. PLoS ONE. 
2021;16(4): e0247962.

	20.	 Ali NA, Feroz AS, Akber N, Feroz R, Nazim Meghani S, Saleem S. When 
COVID-19 enters in a community setting: an exploratory qualitative study 
of community perspectives on COVID-19 affecting mental well-being. 
BMJ Open. 2021;11(5):e049851.

	21.	 Eek F, Larsson C, Wisen A, Ekvall Hansson E. Self-perceived changes in 
physical activity and the relation to life satisfaction and rated physi-
cal capacity in Swedish adults during the COVID-19 pandemic-a cross 
sectional study. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2021;18(2):671.

	22.	 Brogårdh C, Hammarlund CS, Eek F, Stigmar K, Lindgren I, Schouenborg 
AT, et al. Self-perceived life satisfaction during the first wave of the 
COVID-19 pandemic in Sweden: a cross-sectional study. Int J Environ Res 
Public Health. 2021;18(12):6234.

	23.	 Tong A, Sainsbury P, Craig J. Consolidated criteria for reporting qualitative 
research (COREQ): a 32-item checklist for interviews and focus groups. Int 
J Qual Health Care. 2007;19(6):349–57.

	24.	 Robinson OC. Sampling in Interview-based qualitative research: a theo-
retical and practical guide. Qual Res Psychol. 2014;11(1):25–41.

	25.	 Patton M. Chapter 5, Designing qualitative studies. In: Qualitative research 
& evaluation methods: integrating theory and practice. 4th ed. SAGE 
Publications, Inc.; 2015. p. 244–326.

	26.	 Kvale S, Brinkmann S, Torhell S-E. Kapitel 7, Att genomföra en intervju. In: 
Den kvalitativa forskningsintervjun [The qualitative research interview], 
vol. 3. Studentlitteratur: Lund; 2014. p. 172–82.

	27.	 Ohman A. Qualitative methodology for rehabilitation research. J Rehabil 
Med. 2005;37(5):273–80.

	28.	 Graneheim UH, Lundman B. Qualitative content analysis in nursing 
research: concepts, procedures and measures to achieve trustworthiness. 
Nurse Educ Today. 2004;24(2):105–12.

	29.	 Graneheim UH, Lindgren BM, Lundman B. Methodological challenges 
in qualitative content analysis: A discussion paper. Nurse Educ Today. 
2017;56:29–34.

	30.	 Lincoln Y, Guba E. Chapter 11, Establishing trustworthiness. In: Naturalistic 
inquiry. Beverly Hills: Sage Publications; 1985. p. 289–94.

	31.	 Taylor C, Lafarge C, Cahill S, Milani R, Gorzig A. Living through lockdown: 
a qualitative exploration of individuals’ experiences in the UK. Health Soc 
Care Community. 2022;30(6):2240–9.

	32.	 Fioretti C, Palladino BE, Nocentini A, Menesini E. Positive and negative 
experiences of living in COVID-19 pandemic: analysis of Italian Adoles-
cents’ Narratives. Front Psychol. 2020;11:599531.

	33.	 Zalat M, Bolbol S. Telework benefits and associated health problems dur-
ing the long COVID-19 era. Work. 2022;71(2):371–8.

https://rcweb.med.lu.se/surveys/?s=KTYLPACNK3
https://rcweb.med.lu.se/surveys/?s=KTYLPACNK3
https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019/situation-reports
https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019/situation-reports
https://fhm.se/
https://www.folkhalsomyndigheten.se/smittskydd-beredskap/utbrott/aktuella-utbrott/covid-19/covid-19-och-folkhalsan/samlad-bedomning-av-covid-19-pandemins-konsekvenser/
https://www.folkhalsomyndigheten.se/smittskydd-beredskap/utbrott/aktuella-utbrott/covid-19/covid-19-och-folkhalsan/samlad-bedomning-av-covid-19-pandemins-konsekvenser/
https://www.folkhalsomyndigheten.se/smittskydd-beredskap/utbrott/aktuella-utbrott/covid-19/covid-19-och-folkhalsan/samlad-bedomning-av-covid-19-pandemins-konsekvenser/


Page 13 of 13Lindgren et al. BMC Public Health         (2023) 23:1743 	

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

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

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

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

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

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

	34.	 Karasek RA. Job demands, job decision latitude, and mental strain: Impli-
cations for job redesign. Adm Sci Q. 1979;24:285–308.

	35.	 Zacher H, Rudolph CW. Individual differences and changes in subjec-
tive wellbeing during the early stages of the COVID-19 pandemic. Am 
Psychol. 2021;76(1):50–62.

	36.	 Bhoyroo R, Chivers P, Millar L, Bulsara C, Piggott B, Lambert M, Codde J. 
Life in a time of COVID: a mixed method study of the changes in lifestyle, 
mental and psychosocial health during and after lockdown in Western 
Australians. BMC Public Health. 2021;21(1):1947.

	37.	 Meyer J, McDowell C, Lansing J, Brower C, Smith L, Tully M, et al. Changes 
in physical activity and sedentary behavior in response to COVID-19 and 
their associations with mental health in 3052 US adults. Int J Environ Res 
Public Health. 2020;17(19):6949.

	38.	 Kharel M, Sakamoto JL, Carandang RR, Ulambayar S, Shibanuma A, Yar-
otskaya E, et al. Impact of COVID-19 pandemic lockdown on movement 
behaviours of children and adolescents: a systematic review. BMJ Glob 
Health. 2022;7(1):e007190.

	39.	 Caroppo E, Mazza M, Sannella A, Marano G, Avallone C, Claro AE, et al. 
Will nothing be the same again?: changes in lifestyle during COVID-19 
pandemic and consequences on mental health. Int J Environ Res Public 
Health. 2021;18(16):8433.

	40.	 Mojtahedzadeh N, Wirth T, Nienhaus A, Harth V, Mache S. Job demands, 
resources and strains of outpatient caregivers during the COVID-19 
pandemic in Germany: a qualitative study. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 
2021;18(7):3684.

	41.	 Vindegaard N, Benros ME. COVID-19 pandemic and mental health conse-
quences: systematic review of the current evidence. Brain Behav Immun. 
2020;89:531–42.

	42.	 Pai N, Vella SL. COVID-19 and loneliness: a rapid systematic review. Aust N 
Z J Psychiatry. 2021;55(12):1144–56.

	43.	 Farina M, Lavazza A. Lessons from Italy’s and Sweden’s policies in fighting 
COVID-19: the contribution of biomedical and social competences. Front 
Public Health. 2020;8:563397.

	44.	 Mazor KM, Clauser BE, Field T, Yood RA, Gurwitz JH. A demonstration of 
the impact of response bias on the results of patient satisfaction surveys. 
Health Serv Res. 2002;37(5):1403–17.

	45.	 Malterud K. Qualitative research: standards, challenges, and guidelines. 
Lancet. 2001;358(9280):483–8.

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


	Perceptions of everyday life during lenient COVID-19 restrictions in Sweden- an interview study
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Method 
	Results 
	Conclusion 

	Background
	Methods
	Recruitment of participants
	Interviews
	Analysis

	Results
	Both hindrances and opportunities in important life domains were experienced within the same person during lenient Covid-19 restrictions
	New possibilities of flexibility in work and better health
	Ability to work from home led to increased efficiency and more flexibility in daily life
	More time was available for physical activities and a healthier lifestyle.
	New forms of interactions emerged, and it became acceptable to make priorities regarding social life

	Life went on as usual with minor adjustments
	Easy to adapt to restrictions and only minor adjustments in social life were necessary
	Physical activities and leisure time activities continued as before

	Everyday life changed and became more difficult
	Increased worries for others and the future
	Lack of everyday routines and alarmism from media made it difficult to cope with everyday life
	Important parts of work and social life were gone


	Discussion
	New opportunities
	Divergent perceptions of how everyday life was perceived
	Strengths and limitations of the present study

	Conclusions
	Anchor 30
	Acknowledgements
	References


