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ABOUT THE RESEARCH

The Social Activity Measure (SAM) is a behavioural study that records the public response to the risk of COVID-19
infection over time. Designed by the ESRI’s Behavioural Research Unit (BRU), SAM is an anonymous, interactive,
online study that surveys people about their recent activity. The study offers insight into where and how risks of
COVID-19 transmission arise. SAM aims to inform policy regarding the opening of parts of the economy and society,
while keeping COVID-19 under control. The research was designed by the BRU in consultation with the Department of
the Taoiseach, which funds the work. The survey is completely anonymous. Where comparisons between survey
rounds are highlighted, they are statistically significant.

TIMING

This slide deck presents results from a nationally representative sample of 1,000 people aged 18 and over who
participated in the study between 4t and 10t May. Data were collected following a bank holiday weekend and during
a period when restrictions on activity were gradually being eased. The restriction to travel only within 5km of the
home was lifted on 12t April. Elite sports and GAA training had returned on 19 April. Outdoor attractions and a
range of outdoor activities and training were permitted from 26t April. From May 4t", construction and other outdoor
workers returned to work, two households were permitted to meet to socialise outdoors (but not in gardens) and
fully vaccinated people were permitted to meet other fully vaccinated people indoors.
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The charts show the proportion of the population who had visited each location at some point during the
previous week. Note the different scales on the vertical axis. The largest increase was for attending a café,
for a take-away coffee.
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Source: ESRI Social Activity Measure for the Department of the Taoiseach
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The charts show the proportion of the population who had visited each location at some point the previous
day. Note the different scales on the vertical axis. The largest increases were for going to shops/businesses
and visiting cafés.

Source: ESRI Social Activity Measure for the Department of the Taoiseach
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There was a further small
but non-significant rise in
close contacts, driven
mostly by more close
contacts in homes. The
increases also applied to
close contacts in which
people were not wearing
facemasks. Slide 7 shows
these contacts may be
accounted for by
vaccinated individuals.

*Close contact interactions are defined as those that are likely to have lasted for longer
than 15 minutes without a 2m distance being maintained at all times or that took place
indoors for longer than 2 hours in a space that was not well ventilated (hse.ie). 5
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Visits to homes

Risk factors during social visits
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There was a small but non-significant drop in social visits to homes, concentrated among over 70s (Slide 7).
Close contact social visits, however, remained stable. All risk factors during these visits increased, with
significant increases in meeting indoors and not maintaining social distance.

Source: ESRI Social Activity Measure for the Department of the Taoiseach
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Close Contacts at Home by Age and
Vaccination

Change in social visits by age
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The left chart shows the
percentage of each age group
who had a social visit. Over
70s saw the largest drop in
social visits, following a spike
in late April.

The chart on the right shows
population who had a close
contact with others at home.
The striped bars show
incidents where at least one
of the households was fully
vaccinated. The chart
suggests that the rise in close
contacts at home is driven by
vaccinated individuals,
although it should be noted
that these individuals may
have received just one dose.
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Increased close contact by age
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with a drop in close contacts among those over 70 that aligns with the fall in
social visits.

The rise in close contacts since late April is concentrated in those aged 50-69,

Source: ESRI Social Activity Measure for the Department of the Taoiseach
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SRl Close contacts — work

Proportion going to workplace who had close contact at

Reasons for Attending Workplace
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The chart on the left shows that workers who attend work on
a given day experience a close contact has remained relatively
stable at around 50%.

There has been no increase in the percentage of the
population feeling pressure to attend their workplace.
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There was no further decline in the proportion of people who met no one outside of their household over the past 48 hours, nor an increase in the
average number of people met. People who have been vaccinated are more likely to meet someone outside of their household than those who are
not yet vaccinated (61.1% vs. 51.4%). Almost 60% of people report meeting no un-vaccinated others in the past 48 hours.

Source: ESRI Social Activity Measure for the Department of the Taoiseach 10
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ESRI Wellbeing and Fatigue
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The trend shows that
overall level of worry seems
to have stabilised. The
other three charts show
how worry predicts activity.
People with a one standard
deviation higher level of
worry are less likely to have
a close contact, less likely
to be involved in a social
home visit, and meet fewer
people from other
households. The arrows
indicate the strength of
these effects.

The strong association
between worry and
behaviour had been
weakening over previous
weeks, but has
strengthened again in May.
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When asked which is more
important, preventing the
spread of the virus (=1 on
the scale) or the burden of
restrictions (=7), most
people give a score below 3.
The trend rose to the end of
March but levelled off with
the easing of restrictions.
People with a one standard
deviation higher score are
more likely to have a close
contact, more likely to be
involved in a social home
visit, and meet more people
from other households in a
48-hour period. The effect
of prioritising the burden of
restrictions on meeting
more people is weakening.
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Psychological Variables — Info Sources

Information Sources by Worry Information Sources by Burden

These charts show the extent to which
individuals get information about
COVID-19 from different sources, split by
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Satisfaction with vaccine rollout
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This chart shows that
perceptions of the vaccine rollout
are mixed, with approx. 40%
giving a response above the
midpoint of the scale and 38%
giving a response below the
midpoint. The average response
is 3.9.
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Protecti Returning to “Normal”
ESR) rotecCtion vs. neturning to ormad
Importance of protecting others vs resuming Importance of preventing the spread of the virus vs the
normal life burden of restrictions
40 20 468
35.4 45
35
40
30
35
P 25 £ 30
: g
'g c
§20 17.8 § 25
g (O]
< < 20 18.4
R 15 X
12.6
15 13
10 10.1 o1 9.6
5.4 10 82 6.8
0 0 . .
Protection Normal life Preventing the spread Burden of restrictions

When considering the importance of different implications of the vaccines, a majority give a response closer to “protecting friends
and family” than “returning to normal life”. This finding aligns with the consistent finding that most people value preventing the
spread of the virus over the burden of restrictions.

-
% Source: ESRI Social Activity Measure for the Department of the Taoiseach 22
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Source: ESRI Social Activity Measure for the Department of the Taoiseach

The level of support for the
vaccine has remained
consistently high among
those not yet vaccinated.
Note that, since the most
willing individuals were first
to be vaccinated, this trend
likely hides an increase in
willingness among the
remainder of the
population.
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)
“Rl Vaccine: Intentions of others

Will people closest to you get the vaccine? Would you recommend the vaccine to a
friend/family member that is unsure?
m Almost all will m Most but not all will
Some will, some won't m Most won't = Yes = Maybe ® No
= None will Not sure
A large majority

1% 3% believe most people
2% 77

close to them will
take the vaccine and
most would
recommend the
vaccine to friends or
family members who
are unsure.

7%

)

A Source: ESRI Social Activity Measure for the Department of the Taoiseach 24
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ESRI Vaccine: Registration
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Aware of the need to register

_ Reasons for not having registered yet
(among those not yet vaccinated)

90
Y N 78.8
mYes mNo 80
‘5 70
T 60
&
‘q:," 50
S 40
g
2 30
©
X 20
7.1
10 >-0 3.5 2.0 1.7 15 0.4
Not yet Intendto Don't Waiting Wantto Don't Not  Technical
eligible register wantthe foracall wait know decided problem
vaccine longer how yet
% . - . 25
Source: ESRI Social Activity Measure for the Department of the Taoiseach
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Q)
SR Vaccine: Following news & information sources

Vaccine intention and following news coverage on COVID- Trusted sources of information

19 Gvt web I
Yes mUnsure ENo GP I
45 Int orgs I
40 TV
35 Pharmacist I
42 30 Newspapers I
() .
'g 25 Health professional I
220 Radio
g
e 15 Gvt ads I
10 Friends/family
5 I I I I Gvt SM
0 News on SM m
Not atall Very Other mm
closely
SMposts/messages W
Following news coverage of COVID-19 is strongly associated with , A .
willingness to take the vaccine. The Government website and GPs 0 0 0. 0.6 0.8
are the most trusted sources of information about the vaccine.
26
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27/1-1/2  9/2-16/2 23/2-2/3 9/3-16/3 23/3-30/3 6/4-13/4 20/4-27/4 04/5-11/5
(looking to (looking to (looking to (looking to (lookingto (lookingto (lookingto (looking to
Feb) Mar) Mar) Apr) Apr) May) May) June)

—@—Tighteneda lot =—=@=Tightened a little No change Eased

-
g Source: ESRI Social Activity Measure for the Department of the Taoiseach

FSRI Expectations for easing restrictions (next month)

There is a continued
increase in people expecting
further easing of
restrictions, accompanied
by a drop in those expecting
no change. Over 88% of
people expect restrictions to
be eased in early June.
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