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The spread of the COVID-19 pandemic has been a sudden, disruptive event that has
strained international and local response capacity and distressed local populations.
Different studies have focused on potential psychological distress resulting from
the rupture of consolidated habits and routines related to the lockdown measures.
Nevertheless, the subjective experience of individuals and the variations in the way
of interpreting the lockdown measures remain substantially unexplored. Within the
frame of Semiotic Cultural Psychosocial Theory, the study pursued two main goals:
first, to explore the symbolic universes (SUs) through which Italian people represented
the pandemic crisis and its meaning in their life; and second, to examine how the
interpretation of the crisis varies over societal segments with different sociodemographic
characteristics and specific life challenges. An online survey was available during the
Italian lockdown. Respondents were asked to write a passage about the meaning
of living in the time of COVID-19. A total of 1,393 questionnaires (mean = 35.47;
standard deviation = 14.92; women: 64.8%; North Italy: 33%; Center Italy: 27%; South
Italy: 40%) were collected. The Automated Method for Content Analysis procedure
was applied to the collected texts to detect the factorial dimensions underpinning
(dis)similarities in the respondents’ discourses. Such factors were interpreted as
the markers of latent dimensions of meanings defining the SUs active in the
sample. A set of χ2 analysis allowed exploring the association between SUs and
respondents’ characteristics. Four SUs were identified, labeled “Reconsider social
priorities,” “Reconsider personal priorities,” “Live with emergency,” and “Surviving a
war,” characterized by the pertinentization of two extremely basic issues: what the
pandemic consists of (health emergency versus turning point) and its extent and impact
(daily life vs. world scenario). Significant associations were found between SUs and all
the respondents’ characteristics considered (sex, age, job status, job situation during
lockdown, and place of living). The findings will be discussed in light of the role of
the media and institutional scenario and psychosocial conditions in mediating the
representation of the pandemic and in favoring or constraining the availability of symbolic
resources underpinning people’s capability to address the crisis.

Keywords: COVID-19 pandemic, Semiotic Cultural Psychosocial Theory (SCPT), sense-making, narratives,
symbolic universes, cultural milieu, Italy
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INTRODUCTION

The spread of the COronaVIrus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) has
been a sudden, disruptive event that has strained the health
system and had huge repercussions both on the social and
economic plane and at the individual level. The containment
of the massive outbreak of the virus strained international and
local response capacity and distressing local populations. With
no established treatment or vaccine to contain the infection rate
among the population and not overload the often-limited health
systems, most of the affected countries implemented emergency
lockdown procedures through mass quarantine.

In Italy—the second country worldwide after China to be
massively hit by the crisis (to date, as many as 238,159 reported
cases and 34,514 deaths have resulted from COVID-19 in this
country—Bulletin of the integrated supervision of the Istituto
Superiore di Sanità, and Istituto Nazionale di Statistica, 2020,
updated 19 June 2020)—lockdown measures were established by
the Government to contain the infection rate and applied first to
the so-called “red zone” (Lombardia and 14 provinces of Veneto,
Emilia Romagna, Piemonte and Marche) and then to the whole
country (Decree of the President of the Council of Ministers, 9
March 2020). As a result, social contacts, entrenched habits, and
daily routines were interrupted as never before: people stopped
visiting relatives and friends; praying in churches; doing sports
in the gym and in parks; visiting museums; attending cinemas,
theaters, bars, and restaurants; participating in social and cultural
events; taking a walk; or shopping.

Different scholars emphasized the potential psychological
distress produced in citizens by this sharp breakdown of their
habits and routine (Liu et al., 2020; Sood, 2020; Suresh, 2020;
Vijayaraghavan and Singhal, 2020). For instance, the study by
Liu et al. (2020) among the Chinese population found that 44.6%
of the people were anxious about the unknown situation and
their health, 33.2% suffered from stress due to the biodisaster,
and more than half exhibited mild depression, acute stress,
and anxiety. A recent review on studies that analyzed the
psychological impact of quarantine at the time of previous
pandemics—severe acute respiratory syndrome (SARS), Ebola
virus disease, Middle East respiratory syndrome, swine flu
(H1N1), and equine flu (Brooks et al., 2020)—reports symptoms
such as confusion, anger, sleeping problems, and even symptoms
of posttraumatic disorder (anxiety, bad memories, irritability and
depression) related to the isolation and the break in routine. High
degrees of social insecurity, in addition to the health hazards
(Pellecchia et al., 2015), tensions within households (Di Giovanni
et al., 2004), stigma, and psychosomatic distress (Lee et al., 2005),
were also reported with regard to previous epidemics.

On the other hand, the overriding focus on the negative
effects of the health emergency, although crucial, presents two
main limitations. First, it may not allow the researchers to
understand what kind of symbolic resources (i.e., worldviews,
beliefs, modes of feeling, thinking, and acting) citizens mobilized
in response to the acute stage of the pandemic and whether
these resources were suited to support the management of the
crisis in its whole breadth and depth. Second, it provides limited
insight into variations in the experience of quarantine due to

individual factors and social situations; negative psychological
outcomes could be strongly influenced by contextual aspects
related to the microsphere, such as with whom one lives and
the quality of the relationship, as well as the macro social
sphere (e.g., degree of trust in politics and/or science or kind
of media information). For instance, the findings of a study
based on qualitative semistructured interviews with community
informants and households during Ebola (Caleo et al., 2018)
emphasizes the importance of the community having a role in
tailoring outbreak responses to make norms more acceptable and
effective, as well as in the clear communication of complex health
messages. In short, researchers have taken for granted that the
pandemic was a psychological tsunami for individuals and that
the tsunami was intrinsically determined by the pandemic as
disruptive events that can only produce a disruptive impact on
daily life, people’s psychosocial conditions, and circumstances.
On the other hand, negative or difficult life events may provide
special opportunities for meaning making (e.g., King et al., 2000;
McLean and Pratt, 2006; Bakker, 2018) and for turning crisis
into opportunity.

Surprisingly, little research has been conducted to understand
the everyday experience (feelings, experiences, practices, actions)
and perspectives of those affected by the lockdown measures for
the COVID-19 crisis, as well previous epidemic (Cava et al., 2005;
Braunack-Mayer et al., 2013). To our knowledge, currently no
studies have been performed in Italy, or worldwide.

According to the outline considerations, the present work,
within the frame of Semiotic Cultural Psychosocial Theory
(SCPT), aims to explore the way Italian people represented the
pandemic crisis and its meaning in their life, within the general
view that pandemics do not have an invariant psychological
meaning, but the opposite: they are the meaning by which people
interpret their being-in-the-world to explain their reaction to
the crisis. A brief outline of the SCPT will be provided, in
order to frame the following analysis of psychosocial processes
underpinning people’s current response to the pandemic crisis.

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

The SCPT (Valsiner, 2007; Salvatore et al., 2009, 2019c,d;
Salvatore and Venuleo, 2013, 2017; Salvatore, 2018; Russo et al.,
2020; Venuleo et al., 2020a) postulates the mediational role
of sense-making in the way people represent and face their
material and social world and in so doing shape their experience.
Accordingly, people do not represent and respond to the reality of
the pandemic as if it were the same states of affairs for everyone.
Rather, each person interprets the pandemic in terms of specific
meanings that are consistent with the symbolic universe (SU)
grounding their own self and their being-in-the-world (Salvatore
et al., 2018; Venuleo et al., 2020b). SUs are conceptualized
as systems of implicit, only partially conscious, embodied
generalized assumptions or patterns of meanings (significance,
texts, practices, behavioral scripts) that foster and constrain the
way the sense-maker interprets any specific event, object, and
condition of their life (Salvatore et al., 2018). An example is
provided by the generalization of the friend–foe schema, which
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implies that the whole variability of the circumstances is reduced
drastically to just the one degree-of-freedom distinction between
being or not being other-than-us.

People vary in their tendency to make use of generalized
meanings (Feldman, 1995; Barrett et al., 2001; Barrett, 2006).
According to SCPT, the capacity of the SU to promote adaptive
responses is a function of the variable degree of salience of the
generalized meanings composing them (Venuleo et al., 2020b).
Whereas a high salience of the generalized meanings corresponds
to a rigid, polarized, way of thinking, producing homogenizing
affect-laden interpretations of the reality (typically organized by
the bad/good, pleasure/displeasure opposition), a low salience
corresponds to more flexible thinking, able to capture the distinct
events of the experience and to produce differentiated meanings
that favor the process of learning from experience. A similar
concept was expressed by Barrett et al. (2001) when they suggest
that people vary in their capacity of emotional differentiation
and argue that individuals with highly differentiated emotional
experience are better able to reflectively regulate emotional
experience to inform adaptive responses. With reference to the
current pandemic crisis, different scholars have observed how
fear and, more broadly, a general state of anxiety (e.g., of getting
infected and/or of infecting someone else, of losing friends or
relatives, of being alone, of not “making it” economically—the
fear that nothing will ever be like before) was the dominant
emotional reaction of the society to the pandemic crisis (Casale
and Flett, 2020; Presti et al., 2020; Schimmenti et al., 2020). It is
the common response to conditions and events that are a major
violation of the expected state (e.g., Proulx and Inzlicht, 2012;
for a review, see Townsend et al., 2013; for an analysis of the
emotional response to a pandemic, see Kim and Niederdeppe,
2013) and can be interpreted as the marker of high affective
activation: it produces global, homogenizing, and generalizing
embodied affect-laden interpretations of reality, at the cost of
more fine-grained and differentiated analytical thought (Venuleo
et al., 2020a). Among other manifestations, these high affect-
laden interpretations are expressed though the spreading of
conspiracy theories (and the related devaluation of experts’
knowledge) and the initial blaming of specific outgroups (“the
Chinese,” or the “immigrants,” in some populist propaganda),
based on the friend–foe schema, which influenced alarmist
comments and discourses on the social media (Venuleo et al.,
2020a). Less polarized and more flexible interpretations may be
indicated by discourses focused on the need to learn from the
pandemic what can usefully be changed in past choices and habits
to better manage personal and/or societal resources and construct
a better future (for one’s own life and/or, more broadly, for the
life of society), as well as in the initiatives activated to mobilize
relational resources and create a dense solidarity network.

According to SCPT, the SUs through which people’s
sense-making is expressed are not transcendental intrapsychic
structures, but in their working depend on sociohistorical
conditions and are placed within the sphere of social discourses,
which suggest what a particular event consists of, why it became
a disaster, who was responsible, what should be learned from
it (Fairclough, 1992; Ratner, 2008; Venuleo and Marinaci, 2017;
see also Cannon and Müller-Mahn, 2010). Broader contextual

dimensions (e.g., ideologies; shifting frameworks of knowledge;
power structures; health and economic policies; the discourse
of the media, scientists, and politicians) such as psychosocial
conditions impose constraints on the multiple ways people could
make sense of the events, problems, and circumstances of their
life (Salvatore and Zittoun, 2011; Venuleo and Marinaci, 2017;
Marinaci et al., 2019).

Framing with SCPT, thus, the “pandemic” can be considered
not only a sign referring to an actual event, but a hyperdense
polysemic sign (Venuleo et al., 2020a). By hyperdense, we mean
a sign that stands for the whole of social life, due to the first
tenet deriving from SCPT cited above: each person interprets
the actual event of the pandemic in terms of specific meanings
that are consistent with the SU grounding his/her own self and
his/her being-in-the-world. By polysemic, we mean a sign that
can be interpreted in very different manners and used within
a great many discourses and social practices, with different
cultural and psychosocial contexts (cf. Venuleo et al., 2020a):
this aspect reflects the second tenet of SCPT: SUs depend
on sociohistorical conditions. One therefore finds “pandemic”
associated with signs such as war, enemy, and conspiracy,
consistent with a paranoid affective interpretation of the social
landscape, which characterizes a vast segment of the population
in the contemporary scenario (Salvatore et al., 2018), or also one
finds “pandemic” associated with signs such as solidarity, hope,
reborn, and consistent with an interpretation of the crisis as a
chance to learn from the experience and to make new choices for
a better future; and so forth.

Previous studies have shown the essential role of SUs in
grounding, motivating, and channeling social and individual
behavior (Venuleo, 2013; Venuleo et al., 2015, 2017; Marinaci
et al., 2019; Salvatore et al., 2019d; Venezia et al., 2019). Different
interpretations are not merely abstract judgments—they are a
way of being channeled to act and react in a certain way.

Accordingly, research into the interpretative categories that
underpinned people’s responses during the pandemic is crucial
for public health officials and policy makers in comprehending
what favored or hindered an adaptive response to the crisis, in
order to outline exit strategies and to design more effective future
health emergency plan.

AIMS OF THE STUDY AND HYPOTHESES

On the basis of the theoretical premises discussed above, the
study aims to explore the SUs through which people represented
the pandemic crisis and its meaning in their life. The following
hypotheses guided the study.

First, based on the theoretical frame of SCPT, stating the
dependence of the SUs on the cultural and psychosocial contexts
people belong to, we expect that a plurality of representations of
the crisis scenario is active in the cultural milieu. Particularly,
we expect that highly rigid/polarized and homogenizing affect-
laden interpretations of the pandemic crisis framing it in terms
of a battle against an uncertain and unknown enemy and the
loss of a prior idealized state (e.g., loss of life, freedom, habits)
emerge along with more flexible representations (e.g., pandemic
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as opportunity to change), reflecting people’s variability in the
categorization of the experience (Barrett et al., 2001; Salvatore
et al., 2018) and the variability of the media and social media
discourses characterizing the cultural milieu.

Second, we expect SUs to vary over social segments, because
of the variability of psychosocial conditions, discourses, and
social practices, which people are exposed to during the
pandemic. Specifically, we explore the role of respondents’
sociodemographic characteristics—such as sex, age, and
job status—which we expect to be related to specific life
challenges and health, social, and economic concerns—and
social characteristics related to the health emergency, such as
work situation during the pandemic and place of living (having
different characteristics regarding the spread of the virus and
health and media alarm).

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Narrative inquiry was chosen to gain access to the Italian
people’s subjective experience of the health emergency. According
to the definition of McAdams (2011), the story is a selective
reconstruction of the autobiographical past and a narrative
anticipation of the imagined future that serves to explain, for
the self and others, how the person came to be and where
his/her life may be going. Social researchers argue that personal
narratives can capture particular attitudes, beliefs, and values
about themselves as individuals (Baxen, 2008) and their ways
of making sense of social experience and of their own role in
it, as well as mirroring the changing social conditions (Bertaux,
1981) and elucidating processes of social change and the place of
individuals within them (Andrews, 2007). In the terms of Gergen
(1985), narratives are important because they are the means by
which people understand and live their lives and because they are
ways to participate actively in the practice of a particular culture.

The narratives used in this article were collected as part
of the first phase of a mixed-methods research project aimed
to analyzing the impact of the COVID-19 health emergency
on everyday life. In the first phase, the subjective experience
of people living in the time of COVID-19 was investigated,
along with their social conditions and sociodemographic
characteristics. In the second phase of the research (currently in
progress), people were asked to keep a diary periodically to talk
about the meaning of the pandemic scenario in their life.

Instruments
An anonymous online survey was designed to assess feelings,
emotions, and evaluation of the lockdown measures. The survey
was available online from April 1 to May 19, 2020, coinciding with
the government decree “Chiudi Italia” and disseminated through
social networks.

People were asked to respond to the following question:
Imagine telling someone in the future who has not lived
through this period what it meant for you to live in the
time of COVID-19. What would you tell them? They were
encouraged to writing down everything that comes to mind
with respect to the situation and responding in the manner

that is deemed most appropriate, taking into account that
the objective of the investigation was to collect people’s
subjective experience.

Then, sociodemographic and social characteristics of
respondents (i.e., sex, age, job status, job situation in the current
pandemic scenario, and place of living) were collected.

All procedures performed in the study were in accordance
with the ethical standards of the institutional research committee
and with the 1964 Helsinki Declaration and its later amendments
or comparable ethical standards. According to the ethical
code of the Italian Psychology Association1 and the Italian
Code concerning the protection of personal data (legislative
decree no. 101/2018), participants were informed about
the general aim of research, the anonymity of responses,
and the voluntary nature of participation and signed an
informed consent. No incentive was given. The project
was approved by the Ethics Commission for Research in
Psychology of the Department of History, Society and Human
Studies of the University of Salento (protocol no. 53162 of
April 30, 2020).

Participants
A total number of 1,393 questionnaires and related texts
(mean = 35.47, standard deviation = 14.92, women: 64.8%;
North Italy: 33%, Central Italy: 27%, South Italy: 40%) were
collected (Table 1).

1http://www.aipass.org/node/26

TABLE 1 | Sociodemographic characteristics of the respondents.

Variables Frequency (%)

Sex Men 491 (35.2%)

Women 902 (64.8%

Age range (y) 18–25 582 (41.8%)

26–35 269(19.3%)

36–45 151(10.8%)

46–55 192 (13.8%)

56–65 152 (10.9%)

>65 47 (3.4%)

Job status Student 492 (35.3%)

Employee 564 (40.5%)

Self-employed 135 (9.7%)

Precarious worker 34 (2.4%)

Unemployed 112 (8.0%)

Retired 56 (4.0%)

Job situation during lockdown Ordinary 180 (12.9%)

Working from home 354 (25.4%)

Reduced hours 69 (5.0%)

Suspended 175 (12.6%)

Lost job 9 (0.6%)

Not classified 606 (43.5%)

Residence North 456 (32.7%)

Center 380 (27.3%)

South 557 (40.0%)
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DATA ANALYSIS

The analysis aimed to map the main dimensions of meanings
underpinning the set of contents of the narratives collected
and defining the SUs through which respondents make sense
of their COVID-19 experiences. Each dimension of meaning
can be conceived of as a generalized meaning component that
was highlighted by the interviewees to talk about the time of
COVID-19 and that provides space for a plurality of statements
and positions. For instance, if the interviewees highlighted the
challenges the pandemic brought to their life, then this dimension
provides space to express different views/connotations on this
aspect (e.g., some interviewees might talk about the change
occurring in the relationship with their children; others might
describe the changes occurring in their conjugal relationship).
Thus, the meanings map goes beyond the descriptive level of
content analysis and identifies the latent meanings generating
the variability of the contents (for a similar approach, see Visetti
and Cadiot, 2002; Venuleo et al., 2018a,b, 2019). To this end, an
automatic procedure for content analysis [Automated Method
for Content Analysis (ACASM); Salvatore et al., 2012; Salvatore
et al., 2017], performed by T-LAB software (version T-Lab Plus
2020; Lancia, 2020), was applied to the whole corpus of texts
obtained through the narratives. The method is grounded on the
general assumption that the meanings are shaped in terms of
lexical variability. Accordingly, a word such as “father” might,
for instance, contribute to the construction of the symbolic
meaning of “authority” if it is associated with other words
such as “order,” “punishment,” “power.” Otherwise, the same
word “father” might help to depict a different meaning, such
as “protection” or “warmth,” if it is used together with other
words such as “home” and “care.” A similar criterion of co-
occurrence is entailed in the semantic differential technique
(Osgood et al., 1957) and can be also equated to the free-
association principle (Salvatore, 2014). Accordingly, the method
of analysis applied to the textual corpus aims at detecting the
ways the words combine with each other (that is, co-occur)
within utterances, somewhat independently of the referentiality
of the sentence (Lebart et al., 1998). ACASM procedure
followed three steps.

First, the textual corpus of narratives was split into units of
analysis, called elementary context units (ECUs). Second, the
lexical forms present in the ECUs were identified and categorized
according to the “lemma” they belong to. A lemma is the citation
form (namely, the headword) used in a language dictionary,
e.g., word forms such as “child” and “children” have “child” as
their lemma. A digital matrix of the corpus was defined, having
as rows the ECU, as columns the lemmas and in the cell xij
the value “1” if the jth lemma was contained in the ith ECU;
otherwise, the xij cell received the value “0,” Table 2 describes the
characteristics of the dataset.

Second, a lexical correspondence analysis (LCA)—a factor
analysis procedure for nominal data (Benzécri, 1973)—has been
carried out on the obtained matrix, to retrieve the factors
describing lemmas having higher degrees of association, that
is, occurring together many times. Each factorial dimension
describes the juxtaposition of two patterns of strongly associated

TABLE 2 | Dataset.

N

Texts in the corpus 1,393

Elementary contexts (EC) 3,531

Types 12,283

Lemma 1,122

Occurrences (Tokens) 139,883

Threshold of lemma selection 23

Lemmas in analysis 479

(co-occurring) lemmas and, according to the model grounding
the analysis (Salvatore et al., 2017; Gennaro et al., 2019, 2020),
can be interpreted as a marker of a latent dimension of meanings
underpinning dis(similarities) in the respondents’ discourses and
defining their SUs. The interpretation of the factorial dimensions
is carried out in terms of inferential reconstruction of the global
meaning envisaged by the set of co-occurring lemmas associated
with each polarity, based on the abductive logic of interpretation
of the relationships among single contents/lemmas (Salvatore,
2014). The first two factors extracted from LCA were selected, as
the ones explaining the broader part of the data matrix’s inertia,
and labeled by three experienced researchers, in double-blind
procedure, on the basis of the specific vocabulary and sentences
composing the factors. Disagreement among researchers was
overcome using a consensus procedure (Stiles, 1986).

The LCA provides a measure of the degree of association
of any respondent with every factorial dimension, expressed
in terms of respondent’s position (coordinate) on the factorial
dimension. Accordingly, the SU the respondent belongs to is
detected in terms of their factorial coordinates. In the final
analysis, these coordinates reflect the respondent’s positioning
with respect to the oppositional generalized meanings sustaining
the SUs identified by the study. Once the coordinates of
each subject were identified—as the third step—a set of χ2

analysis allowed us to explore the association between SUs and
the respondents’ characteristics. For a more accurate reading,
adjusted standard residuals were considered a post hoc procedure
for statistically significant omnibus χ2 test (Agresti, 2007).
Residuals represent the difference between the observed and
expected values for a cell. The larger the residual, the greater the
contribution of the cell to the magnitude of the resulting χ2 value
obtained. Adjusted standard residuals are normally distributed;
thus cells having absolute value greater than the critical value N
(0,1), 1 - α/2 = 1.96 will have raw p-value less than 0.05 (for two-
sided test). In so doing, post hoc hypotheses tests on standardized
residuals were tested.

RESULTS

Dimensions of Meanings and
Descriptions of SUs
In Tables 3, 4, the two factorial dimensions obtained from the
ACASM procedure, and for each of their polarities, the lemmas
with the highest level of association (V test), are reported, as
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TABLE 3 | LCA output.

Representation of the Pandemic Crisis

Health emergency Turning point

Test value* Lemmas Test value* Lemmas

−18.225 To die 14.566 Experience

−16.860 Death 14.054 To live

−16.860 Dead 13.608 Meaning

−16.514 Mask 13.164 To mean

−15.514 To close 12.440 Time

−15.294 Closed 11.446 To rediscover

−14.863 Glove 11.162 Life

−13.273 Virus 9.954 To discover

−11.470 China 9.873 Discovery

−11.226 Supermarket 9.641 Future

−10.943 To wear 9.185 For me

−10.819 Italy 8.457 To appreciate

−10.518 Shopping 8.309 Freedom

−10.492 Home 8.208 To reflect

−10.477 To exit 7.949 Period

−10.094 Shop 7.381 Importance

−9.300 Queue 7.302 Uncertainty

−8.972 Subway 7.281 Important

−8.544 To arrive 7.196 Small

−8.535 Nurse 7.133 To learn

−8.207 TV news 7.095 Values

−8.203 News 6.947 Reflection

−8.186 Elder 6.927 To slow down

−8.184 School 6.852 Social

−7.890 To enter 6.706 Moment

Characterization of the first factorial dimension. *Highest levels of association
standard scores (V test).

well as their interpretation in terms of dimensions of meaning.
Henceforth, we adopt capitals letters for labeling the dimensions
of meaning and italics for the interpretation of polarities.

FIRST DIMENSION. REPRESENTATION OF THE PANDEMIC
CRISIS: Health emergency versus turning point. This dimension
opposes two patterns of words that we interpret as the markers of
two ways of representing the COVID-19 crisis (Table 3).

(−) Health emergency. On this polarity, lemmas focusing on
a contagiousness (virus) that cross the nations (China, Italy, to
arrive) and having a dramatic impact on health (to die, death,
dead) co-occur with lemmas related to the changes imposed to
contain the health emergency: changes in daily habits (to wear,
mask, glove, supermarket, queues) and throughout contexts and
domains of life (to close, closed, home, school, shopping, shop,
subway).

(+) Turning point. On this polarity, the reference to
uncertainty—which suggests a crisis of meaning, the feeling of
not having categories to interpret what happens or what to do
to cope with the moment—co-occurs with lemmas that suggest
the idea of a process of discovering new meanings to life (to
live, meaning, to mean, to discover, to rediscover, discovery, to
appreciate, to reflect), which invest the individual domain (lived,

TABLE 4 | LCA output.

Pandemic impact

Daily life World scenario

Test value* Lemmas Test value* Lemmas

−13.196 Friend 23.481 Enemy

−12.189 To close 17.437 War

−12.060 Closed 15.110 Impotence

−11.497 Lesson 14.661 To die

−11.357 To exit 13.513 Virus

−10.757 Day 12.840 Worldwide

−10.565 School 11.746 To fight

−9.920 Mask 10.464 Crisis

−9.558 Exam 9.852 Economic

−9.454 Online 9.656 Death

−9.407 Shop 9.656 Dead

−8.985 Video call 7.941 Uncertainty

−8.935 Shopping 7.937 Our

−8.701 Boy 7.931 Pandemic

−8.617 Glove 7.752 To hit

−8.580 From home 7.730 Policy

−8.136 To pass 7.728 Unknown

−8.075 Undergraduate 7.448 Healthcare

−7.720 University 7.323 Country

−7.719 To study 7.243 Victim

−7.717 Time 7.198 Future

−7.678 Week 7.179 Elder

−7.567 Book 7.140 Economy

−7.556 To work 6.959 Front

−7.447 Morning 6.579 Fear

Characterization of the second factorial dimension. *Highest levels of association
standard scores (V test).

for me) and social life (social), and allows one to review one’s
priorities and values (importance, important, time, life, future,
freedom, values).

SECOND DIMENSION. PANDEMIC IMPACT: Daily life versus
world scenario. The second factor extracted opposes two patterns
of lemma that we interpret as the marker of two different
interpretative “lens” to evaluate the impact of the pandemic crisis
(Table 4).

(−) Daily life. In this polarity, the lemmas seem to refer
to the change occurring in daily life habits (e.g., the adoption
of protection: mask, glove) and domains of experience such
as education, working, and interpersonal relationships (school,
university, lesson, exam, to study, to work, friend, shop, online,
video call) due the lockdown measures (to close, closed). Temporal
trackers (morning, day, week, time) evoke the idea of a change
unfolding in a limited temporal horizon.

(+) World scenario. In this polarity, a world war scenario is
evoked (enemy, front, war, to fight, to hit, to die, death, dead,
victim), without spatial and temporal borders (virus, pandemic,
worldwide, future), disrupting social life at different levels (crisis,
policy, healthcare, economy). A feeling of fear and a sense of
helplessness (impotence) is associated with this scenario which
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appears to escape from the very possibility of being represented
(unknown).

Symbolic Area
The intersection between the two factorial dimensions identifies
four quadrants, which we interpret in terms of SUs (henceforth
SUs) (cf. Figure 1) and that were labeled: Reconsider social
priorities, Reconsider personal priorities, Living with emergency,
and Surviving a war. A description of each SU is reported below.

SU 1: Reconsider social priorities. This symbolic area is
organized by a symbolization of the pandemic crisis as a “turning
point” (right polarity of the first dimension) having an impact
on the world scenario (upper polarity of the second factorial
dimension). The pandemic here is recounted as something that
transcends the health emergency and stands for something
else—the by-product of a predatory and short-sighted way
of conceiving human and social development, soliciting a
reorganization of social values and priorities to build a better
tomorrow. As such, the pandemic is shaped as a potential
generative social turning point that can undermine the idea
of invincibility of human beings, cast shadows on an idea of
growth and progress measured in terms of technological and
economic development, show the short-sightedness of our own
policies, bring to light the connectivity among individuals and the
being part of a collective, and help rediscover the importance of
cooperation and solidarity. Examples of discourses are as follows:

Just a couple of months ago, we lived in an era where,
as privileged spectators, we believed we were strong and
invincible. Sitting in comfortable armchairs; many looked at
the continuous natural disasters that occurred on the planet,
with the strong and solid conviction that they would never
touch our lives (. . .). One cold winter day, we woke up and
without proper preparation, they told us that a virus was

going to erase our hopes for tomorrow. Scientists, experts
told us that we were wrong, that we were no longer the
strongest (. . .). The virus had isolated us from the world, from
our loved ones, had pushed us all together on a dangerous
barge in a stormy sea, the same that for years had carried
many migrants, alone, desperate, helpless, and needy (. . .).
Everything has become fragile, in a few hours, the priorities
have changed (. . .). If our boat is spared this stormy sea
and we can survive this difficult test, we hope never to forget
all this.

It led us to understand and reflect on the fact that we
are not masters of the world! We always thought we were
invincible, with our world made mostly of money, cutting-
edge technology and comfort. But it is not true. Have we
always had everything under control? No, never! When
COVID-19 appeared, we may have begun to understand
some of the non-material values that are the most important
in addressing a pandemic of this kind properly and especially
to consider our race, worthy of being called human! (. . .).
In my opinion, the watchwords are solidarity, respect,
understanding, listening, altruism, knowledge, and above
all love.

I would talk about how the planet slowly began to breathe
again (thanks to the closure of a lot of factories or various
companies, or with the decrease in traffic). I would like to
talk about how many people have rediscovered the Earth, the
sacrifices, the fatigue, the fruits, and the satisfactions linked
to it, thanks to working in the fields.

SU 2: Reconsider personal priorities. This symbolic area shares
with the previous area a symbolization of the pandemic crisis as
“turning point” (right polarity of the first dimension) but differs
in the focus on the “daily life” impact (bottom polarity of the

FIGURE 1 | The symbolic space defined by the factorial dimensions.
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second factorial dimension). The pandemic is here recounted
as sudden interruption of the ordinary, which leads to not
taking for granted different aspects of life and being able to
change significantly one’s perspective toward oneself and others,
one’s way of being-in-the-world. The lockdown measures are
experienced here and represented in their aspect of being a
space–time suspension of routine, able to generate new meaning
for experience and to reconsider values and priorities in life.
Examples of discourses are as follows:

The being able to reclaim your time and your spaces.

Everything that used to be part of the normal routine becomes
something out of the ordinary and no longer possible, and you
are confronted, in an extremely profound way, with yourself.

My life was almost a boring routine, almost following a
written script. COVID-19 forced me to reorganize my mental
and physical spaces.

I would tell you about an experience of elasticity and
resilience where the difference emerged starkly between those
who had begun to work on themselves and those who,
panicked, railed against the restrictions shifting the focus of
their own problems (. . .). I would recount the rediscovery of
some family tensions and wounds and the strengthening of
the bond and love with my husband. (. . .) I would tell him
that life always (sooner or later) presents us with challenges
and that we must learn from them in order to grow and
be better.

SU 3: Live with emergency. It is a symbolic area organized by
a symbolization of the pandemic crisis as “health emergency”
(left polarity of the first dimension) having an impact on “daily
life” (bottom polarity of the second factorial dimension). Here
the pandemic crisis, identified with a health emergency, is
narrated by referring to the impact of the lockdown measures
on personal everyday life, at different levels: change in daily
habits to contain the risk of infection (e.g., wearing mask and
gloves), management of overlapping roles at home due to the
reorganization of school and work from home restriction on
freedom of movement, and related feeling of fear and anxiety.
The narration of what the pandemic has interrupted or has no
longer made possible (e.g., “you can’t see”; “you can’t do”) is in
the foreground. The pandemic is mainly seen in terms of loss of
the previous condition/sphere of experience, which means that
the interpretation of the new reality emerging from the pandemic
rupture tends to be made within the affective grounds provided
by the prerupture semiotic scenario. Examples of discourses are
as follows:

A time where our certainty and habits changed, and the
freedom of moving, traveling, and interacting with other
persons was greatly limited. A time where the fear of getting
sick made you suspect your neighbor and this inevitably
changed everyday life, isolating and separating families and
friends.

A bad time when you never feel safe when you leave the house
and you always need to wear a mask and gloves: You can’t

see your friends, you can’t do those normal things like having
coffee in a bar, having dinner in a restaurant or having an
aperitif. It’s spring, but we’re not enjoying it; we wanted to
travel, see new cities or just be around the streets of our town,
but you can’t do any of this.

At the beginning, the quarantine has me a bit destabilized;
it meant giving up my everyday habits and my freedom of
movement, but then I got strong, knowing that it was the only
way to stop infection.

Period of anxiety, fear, and confinement. Privation of our
freedom to safeguard people.

I have had to be the teacher and mother for my children
aged 4 and 6 who have continued to follow the activities with
online teaching (. . .) I don’t understand when I’m a mother
or a teacher. My children have suffered so much being away
from school and also the motivation to complete a task has
fallen day after day. The work of encouragement and support
was hard.

SU 4: Survive a war. It is a symbolic area organized by a
symbolization of the pandemic crisis as “health emergency” (left
polarity of the first dimension) having an impact on the world
scenario (upper polarity of the second factorial dimension): a
militaristic language is used to talk about COVID-19 and its
impact on individual feeling and responses. Tragic, terrifying, and
frightening are among the most connotations associated with a
pandemic, lived as if it were an unexpected and unannounced
war. The unpredictable character attributed to the crisis and its
identification with an invisible virus whose space–time location,
as well as physical drivers, is very hard to identify are associated
with the feeling of being unprepared and helpless. Not being
infected and surviving appear to be the only possible goals.
Examples of discourses are as follows:

COVID-19 was a terrifying and unimaginable experience,
maybe worse than a war because we fought with an invisible
enemy, a virus, which has separated us from our loved ones
for so long (. . .) a tragic and traumatic event for every
country in the world, with many victims and as many healed.

Living in a pandemic is like living in a war, always with the
uncertainty of being able to be saved, always with the fear for
oneself and for others.

This is a tragic time that I had not budgeted for other than as
one of the worst nightmares. The danger has come from far
away, from China, in a subtle way, on the sly, and found us
unprepared. First problem: how not to be infected? But many
did not have time to ask themselves. I still have in my eyes the
images of those in the ICU who died in complete solitude, the
columns of army vehicles carrying the coffins, the churches
full of coffins.

A nightmare.
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Relationships Between SUs and
Respondents’ Characteristics
Table 5 reports the results of the χ2 tests applied to investigate
the associations between SUs and respondents’ characteristics.
Significant differences were found in all the characteristics.

Concerning gender (χ2 = 12.168, df = 2, p < 0.05), the
adjusted standardized residuals show that men were more
associated with “Reconsider social priorities” SUs, whereas
women were more represented in “Surviving a war.” Concerning
age (χ2 = 41.466, df = 15, p < 0.000), respondents aged
18–25 years mostly represented the COVID-19 experience as
surviving a war, respondents aged 26–35 years experienced
COVID-19 as an opportunity to reconsider social priorities, and
respondents 46–55 and 56–65 years assumed the lockdown in
terms of reconsidering personal priorities.

With respect to job status (χ2 = 28.628, df = 15, p < 0.05),
retired persons tend to represent the crisis scenario as a turning
point, leading to reconsider personal priorities, employees in
terms of living with the emergency, and students in terms of
surviving a war. With respect to working during the health
emergency (χ2 = 27.928, df = 15, p < 0.05), individuals
maintaining their ordinary work situation during the pandemic
tend to experience the crisis scenario as an opportunity to
reconsider personal priorities.

The three macro areas of Italy in which respondents
live—northern Italy, central Italy, and southern Italy—showed
significant difference (χ2 = 19.104, df = 6, p < 0.05) in the
opposition among northern part versus southern part: the former
is more associated with surviving a war experience and the latter
to reconsidering personal priorities.

In short, the highlighted differences allow us to obtain a
clear picture of the respondents belonging to the different SUs
retrieved: the representation of the COVID-19 crisis in terms
of reconsideration of social priorities (SU 1) is represented by
male respondents, aged 26–35 years, and the retired; “Reconsider
personal priorities” (SU 2) characterizes people aged 46–55 and
56–65 years, retired, and maintaining ordinary work conditions
and people of Southern Italy. The representation of the COVID-
19 crisis in terms of Living with emergency (SU 3) characterizes
employees, whereas Surviving a war (SU 4) characterizes
women, people aged 18–25 years, students, and people living in
the north of Italy.

DISCUSSION

The first goal of the study was to explore the SUs through which
Italian people represented the pandemic crisis and its meaning
in their life. The analysis of the narratives based on the ACASM
procedure led to the identification of four distinct SUs organized
by two main dimensions of meaning, which foreground two
very basic issues: what the pandemic crisis consists of (health
emergency vs. turning point) and its extent and impact (daily life
vs. world scenario).

Consistently with the hypothesis, more rigid/polarized and
highly homogenizing affect-laden interpretations, triggering
feelings of fear and anxiety and framing the pandemic crisis as

a battle against an uncertain and unknown enemy and/or the
loss of a prior idealized scenario (SUs labeled “Surviving a war”
and “Living with an emergency”), emerged along more flexible
representations (SUs labeled “Reconsider social priorities” and
“Reconsider personal priorities”), reflecting the variability of the
media and social media discourses, which seem to characterize
the cultural milieu.

Specifically, the SUs labeled “Surviving a war” and “Living
with an emergency” differ with regard to the identification of the
pandemic crisis as a social or individual rupture but share a short-
term representation of the changes imposed by the pandemic
related to a focus on the health emergency (more than a crisis
encompassing health, economic, political, and social levels of
analysis), which brings to the foreground the dichotomy between
life and death and between the “normal things” that the pandemic
emergency has interrupted to safeguard people (“You can’t see
your friends, you can’t have coffee in a bar, you cannot travel
. . .”) and the extraordinary habits imposed by the crisis. The
pandemic is thus identified as a sectorial and confined event,
although frightening, which can almost trigger at the individual
level a reorganization of one’s habits and routines to defend
oneself and one’s loved ones, and at the societal level strong
measures of restriction of people’s freedom to move to avoid
overloading the health system. However, the pandemic does not
seem to work as something new that calls for an accommodation
of one’s way of interpreting one’s own life and the world scenario;
rather, it is approached through categories that foreground the
loss or the lack of what existed before the rupture. This kind of
position lends itself to be interpreted as the marker of an intense
affective activation that triggers a homogenizing form of thinking
which represents the new according to the past (Bria, 1999;
Salvatore and Freda, 2011; Salvatore and Venuleo, 2017). Indeed,
to express concerns about what was missed or interrupted by
the pandemic entails the instantiation/reiteration of the presence
of what was before (the past scenario) as the canonical order
according to which the present is interpreted. In the final analysis,
the concern is an (unintentional) way of keeping a certain version
of the self/world psychologically alive regardless of the changes
occurring in the real world.

On the other hand, the view of the pandemic as a turning
point—which characterizes the SUs labeled “Reconsider social
priorities” and “Reconsider personal priorities”—identifies a
different area of meaning, where the rupture opens to a new
way of being-in-the-world, and is felt as an opportunity to reflect
on previous choices and their critical impact and to make the
future better. To use an image, people’s meaning-making seems to
move from the focus on loss (e.g., the dead people that will never
come back, or the daily habits interrupted)—which characterizes
the previously discussed SUs—toward a gaze to the future, the
new adjustment challenge that one has to address. What one can
learn from the crisis and what has to be changed are represented
differently. Whereas the turning point concerns the individual life
(“Reconsidering personal priorities”), the pandemic as a rupture
highlighted the fragility of life and led to the search for a new
way of managing one’s time and a clearer consideration of what
matters. Whereas the turning point concerns the social and public
sphere (“Reconsidering social priorities”), the pandemic rupture
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TABLE 5 | Association between symbolic universes and respondents’ characteristics.

Symbolic universes

Respondents’ characteristics Reconsider
social

priorities

Reconsider
personal
priorities

Live with
emergency

Surviving
a war

χ2** p***

Men n 178 99 75 115 12.168 0.007

Sex Adj. res. 2.4 1.5 −1.2 −2.8

Women n 279 158 165 281

Adj. res. −2.4 −1.5 1.2 2.8

Age range (y) 18–25 n 172 91 105 199 41.466 0.000

Adj. res. −2.3 −2.4 0.6 4

26–35 n 103 36 48 75

Adj. res. 2.1 −2.4 0.3 −0.3

36–45 n 54 32 24 36

Adj. res. 0.8 0.9 −0.4 −1.3

46–55 n 66 47 39 35

Adj. res. 0.4 2.3 1.2 −3.4

56–65 n 47 39 19 40

Adj. res. −0.4 2.6 −1.6 −0.5

> 65 n 15 12 5 11

Adj. res. 0.1 1.5 −1.1 −0.5

Job status Student n 143 80 84 172 26.628 0.018

Adj. res. −2.3 −1.6 −0.2 3.9

Employee n 195 103 111 139

Adj. res. 1.1 −0.2 2 −2.6

Self-employed n 46 29 17 37

Adj. res. 0.5 1 −1.4 −0.2

Precarious worker n 14 7 3 9

Adj. res. 1.1 0.3 −1.3 −0.3

Unemployed n 44 22 18 25

Adj. res. 1.5 0.3 −0.4 −1.5

Retired n 15 16 7 14

Adj. res. −0.8 2.2 −0.8 −0.4

Job situation during Ordinary n 63 48 26 36 27.928 0.22

the lockdown Adj. res. 0.8 3.1 −1 −2.6

Working from home n 121 57 67 98

Adj. res. 0.6 −1.3 1 −0.4

Reduced hours n 28 15 12 13

Adj. res. 1.3 0.7 0 −1.9

Suspended n 59 30 34 46

Adj. res. 0.3 −0.5 0.9 −0.6

Lost job n 4 2 0 2

Adj. Res 1 0.4 −1.3 −0.3

Not classified n 182 105 101 201

Adj. Res −2 −1 −0.5 3.4

Living place North n 153 63 74 151 19.104 0.004

Adj. res. 0.5 −3.1 −0.7 2.8

Center n 117 71 77 108

Adj. res. −1.2 0 1.7 −0.2

South n 187 123 89 137

Adj. res. 0.7 3 −0.9 −2.5

*Adj., adjusted standard residuals; ∗∗chi-square; ∗∗∗p-value.
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highlighted the critical impact of short-term and local politics
and the need for more awareness of the interdependence among
people and countries, which could facilitate reorganization of
previously considered out-groups and in-groups into a single
community with a common destiny.

As to Hypothesis 2—the interpretation of the crisis varies over
societal segments with different psychosocial characteristics—the
findings showed that significant associations exist between SUs
and all the respondents’ characteristics considered (sex, age range,
job status, job situation during lockdown, and place of living).

It is worth noticing the differentiated position of women,
young adults (aged 18–25 years) and students compared
respectively to men, adults aged 26–35 and 46–55 years, people
maintaining their ordinary work situation during lockdown, or
to the retired. The former tend to interpret the pandemic crisis as
a health emergency, confronting people with the shared goal to
survive, whereas the latter in terms of a personal or social turning
point. Findings suggest that having a more stable life situation
and less economic and job concerns could favor a more reflexive
stance on the pandemic crisis. By contrast, unique challenges
imposed by the lockdown measures, such as those related to the
disrupted social roles and returning to living with parents, which
may impact mainly students and emerging adults (Gruber et al.,
2020), could have favored a interpretation of the crisis in terms of
loss and urgency to return to the prerupture scenario.

As concerns the association between the SUs “Live with the
emergency,” focusing on employees and the disruptive changes
occurring in their personal daily life due to the lockdown
measures, it can be interpreted considering how they were
asked to close their offices and work from home (about 81%
of the worldwide workforce has been affected by full or partial
workplace closures, see Saviæ, 2020). Findings from recent
studies show that working from home relates to the feeling of
work intruding into personal life and work-life conflict (Molino
et al., 2020), which could have triggered the daily stress and the
feeling of living with and within an emergency.

The contrasting position of women and men deserves a
comment, too. The negative impact of the coronavirus pandemic
outbreak on equality (Bernardi, 2020), and particularly on
gender equality, is recognized, although few detailed data are
currently available (Kristal and Yaish, 2020). Data from the World
Economic Forum (Hutt, 2020) show that women are responsible
for the so-called unpaid care work three times more than men; it
is likely that the care of children, the elderly, and other vulnerable
groups was mostly provided by women also during the lockdown.
With respect to Italy, the context of the current study, women
tend to be the ones mainly responsible for the care of children in
the family context. During the lockdown and the related closure
of schools, and given also the insufficiency of the resources
allocated to family support for children’s care, they have had
to do a lot of multitasking and—often in the same space (the
home)—to perform work assignments and activities related to the
family management and teach their children (Rinaldi, 2020). This
complex of circumstances may have triggered greater stress and
more in general an affective activation of anxiety, foregrounding
the risk of “losing the battle” (health, economics, social resources)
more than the hope for a different future. Different exposure to

health and media alarms may explain the differences related to
the area of residence: people from North Italy tend to interpret
the COVID-19 crisis as a war to which one has to survive, whereas
people from South Italy as a personal turning point. It is not
surprising. The expansion of the COVID-19 outbreak began in
northern Italy, where the higher incidence of the coronavirus
contagion is currently active and where the percentage of people
infected and dead was far higher than in the rest of Italy
(Santacroce et al., 2020). The daily bulletin of the data provided
by the civil protection about the infected people and deaths and
the media discourses depicting the overload of hospitals and
of frontline health workers have contributed to depict a war
scenario and to fuel feelings of fear and impotence. Fresh in
everyone’s minds are the dreadful images—shown worldwide by
the media—of the long rows of military trucks transporting the
dead from the hospital outside the Lombard city of Bergamo
(North Italy), because of lack of space to bury them in the
town cemeteries.

Beyond the specificities of the associations detected between
respondents’ characteristics and SUs, this kind of results shows
how the meaning of the pandemic, the possibility that the crisis
seems to be the loss of a previous desirable state of “normality”
or a chance to rethink what went before and to generate new
opportunities, is not ubiquitous and invariant but mediated by
people’s sense-making.

On the other hand, as previously observed, according to SCPT,
people’s affective interpretation of the pandemic scenario is not
formed in a social vacuum. With regard to the interpretation
of the pandemic scenario in terms of a mere health emergency
and war against an unknown enemy, which forces government
and individuals to fight for people’s survival (see SUs labeled
“Surviving a war” and “Living with an emergency”), one can see
its full continuity with the media and institutional discourses.
Here the pandemic crisis was identified substantially with a
health emergency and framed by affect-laden metaphors, with a
clear prevalence of militaristic language: COVID-19 was widely
depicted as an “enemy to defeat,” hospitals as “the trenches,”
doctors and nurses as “heroes on the frontline,” and the counter-
action against the virus as a “war” (Cassandro, 2020), as often
found in the political and media discourses about previous
epidemics (e.g., AIDS: Connelly and Macleod, 2003; SARS: Meng
and Berger, 2008; Ebola: Trèková, 2015). Seminal studies argued
that the use of militaristic language and metaphors makes it easier
to sacrifice people and their rights (Fornari, 1970; Ross, 1986) and
exculpate governments from responsibility (Larson et al., 2005),
such as the kind of economic investment made in the health
system and research. The Semiotic Cultural Psychology Theory
suggests that affect−laden, simplified interpretations of the
reality—such as those that underlie processes of enemization—
restore the capacity of making sense of an uncertain social
landscape (Venuleo et al., 2020a). From this standpoint, the fact
that a high affect-laden interpretation of the pandemic scenario
emerges in our analysis of how people make sense of this time of
crisis is not surprising. The more the uncertainty of the scenario,
the more sense-makers are likely to restore the stability of their
sense-making through their adherence to generalized worldviews
(Russo et al., 2020). Findings of studies based on the Terror
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Management Theory (Greenberg et al., 1997; Greenberg and
Arndt, 2012) provide empirical support to this thesis. Recent
studies among European societies reveal that about 40% of the
respondents view the external world as if it were full of threats
that may disrupt their living space (Salvatore et al., 2018). From
this standpoint, the identification of the pandemic crisis as
war appears to be only a further form reflecting the semiotic
mechanism through which a lot of problems, critical changes, and
ruptures (e.g., unemployment, worsening of living conditions,
. . .) are currently mentalized by a large segment of the population
in the current cultural milieu.

Unfortunately, we have not collected measures (e.g., people’s
attitudes and compliance with the health measures) that
allow us to empirically evaluate the impact of the different
symbolic positions detected on the pandemic crisis; however, few
speculative hypotheses can be made on the bases of previous
studies. Scholars have suggested that when people are gripped
by strong fear and feel that their survival is at stake, they are
more likely to break their entrenched habits (Barrett et al.,
2001; Coombs et al., 2007), a vital factor in coping with the
emergency, as already found among other populations during
previous pandemic such as the SARS (Hsu et al., 2006) and H1N1
pandemics (McVernon et al., 2011). With respect to the COVID-
19 emergency, it is reasonable to think that the widespread fear of
being “hit” (getting infected and/or of infecting someone else),
of losing friends or relatives in the battle, favors higher levels
of compliance among the Italian population than one might
have expected if one considers the quite low level of trust in the
institutions and commitment to the common good characterizing
Italian communities (e.g., Salvatore et al., 2019a; Venuleo et al.,
2020a). However, in the medium and long term, the fear response
could increasingly prove to be inadequate in managing the
pandemic: this is because the fear response persists insofar as
the alarm trigger is active while prone to fade away as a result
of desensitization. Thus, a global reduction of compliance with
measures to contain infection can be expected to be associated
with the flattening of the infection curve and of the decrease
in the alarms launched by TV, newspapers, social media, and
political speeches. Further studies are needed to examine this
hypothesis in greater depth.

A further critical aspect of a symbolization of pandemic as
a war against a virus is that it looks at the pandemic crisis
as a sectorial and confined event, which can trigger short-
term changes at the individual level (e.g., avoidance of social
aggregations) and societal level (e.g., a greater investment in the
health field), but not favor the holistic view required to empower
individuals and institutional effort to learn from the crisis how to
build a better tomorrow.

On the other hand, the view of the pandemic as a turning
point—which characterizes the SUs labeled “Reconsider social
priorities” and “Reconsider personal priorities”—identifies a
different area of meaning, turning crisis into opportunity,
involving a promise of some kind of progress toward better
living conditions, opening one’s gaze to the future and leading
people to search for a new way of managing their personal
and societal resources. Specifically, conceived as a social turning
point, the pandemic reveals the presence in the cultural milieu

of a set of symbolic resources (e.g., meanings, cognitive schemas,
values, social representations, attitudes, behavioral scripts, etc.)
that foster the individual’s capacity to interiorize the collective
dimension of life, what has been called semiotic capital (Salvatore
et al., 2018; Venuleo et al., 2020a). Recent studies on the SUs
active among European societies (Salvatore et al., 2018, 2019b)
reveal that, along with a view of the external world as full of
threats that can disrupt their living space, there are also SUs,
although a minority in the cultural milieus, which recognize the
systemic level of social life and the collective interest as something
that matters, therefore the common good as a super-ordered
framework of sense orienting individual decisions and actions.
It is argued that semiotic capital is particularly important in the
management of the pandemic scenario, because people will not
only have to accomplish the task of complying with negative
regulations (e.g., avoid social gatherings, keep a distance from
other people), but—more profoundly, to integrate a reference
to an abstract common good—the management of the risk of
resurgence of the pandemic—in their mindsets, as a salient
regulator of their way of feeling, thinking, and acting (Venuleo
et al., 2020a). And this task requires people to be enabled
to recognize and give relevance to the relation between the
individual sphere of experience and the sphere of collective life
and, as such, to go beyond the mere focus on the individual
experience and interest (see also: Schimmenti et al., 2020).

Implications for Policy
Typically, the focus on the psychological impact of the pandemic
and related lockdown measures was accompanied by the
emphasis on individuals’ need for psychologist and psychological
support; suggested actions include support lines for anxious
people, telecounseling, virtual connecting, and help groups
(Sood, 2020). However, this approach, although crucial, does
not appear to be enough to sustain the development within
the population of the symbolic resources underpinning people’s
capability to address the crisis. The pandemic demands that both
the individual and society as a whole consider the consequences
of particular choices and actions, a strategic issue that has
implications far beyond the sphere of individual well-being and
beyond the challenge of surviving the health emergency (which is
in the foreground in SUs1).

We have above suggested that the impact of the pandemic
crisis on individuals and their ability to respond adaptively to it
are shaped by the social and cultural resources that they have to
hand. This also means recognizing that disruptive events, like a
pandemic, constitute not only natural hazards, but also socially
constructed events: the product of the impact of a disruptive
event on people whose vulnerability is also constructed by social,
economic, and political conditions (see Cannon and Müller-
Mahn, 2010). Counterfactual thinking in support to this thesis
is that problems exponentially more disruptive than SARS-CoV-
2, such as climate change at the societal level, or smoking at the
individual level, have been unable to produce a reaction of fear
even remotely like that of the pandemic. By extension, this means
that the feeling of fear and impotence that have characterized
a large part of the population are not a direct reaction to the
pandemic as such, but to the way the crisis scenario has been
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perceived, discussed, and negotiated in the society. Obviously,
this does not mean to question the seriousness of the pandemic
emergency; rather, this perspective emphasizes how political
decision making and discourses in the public sphere affect the
way people make sense of what is happening and their feeling
of being passive spectators or victims of an event beyond their
control or also active agents and drivers of change.

Cultural manifestations can be addressed and, eventually,
counteracted only if the cultural dynamics underpinning them
are explained in their specific and contingent way of functioning
(Russo et al., 2020). The characteristics of sense-making outlined
by SCPT offer a contribution in that direction. More specifically,
the fact that sense-making is embedded in affect−laden,
generalized, holistic meanings (SUs) and in the cultural milieu
and the performative quality of the processes can be translated
into methodological criteria for designing strategies to support
the cultural possibility of turning the pandemic crisis into a
cultural opportunity. Although a deeper, systematic discussion
of the methodological criteria that can be drawn from the
theoretical framework is beyond the scope of this work, three
speculative hypotheses can be considered, showing the heuristic
and pragmatic potentiality of SCPT.

First, the acknowledgment of the holistic nature of the
generalized meaning underpinning SUs implies that any
intervention that restricts its action to the specific domain
of health (in terms of fighting the virus) is likely to have
limited efficacy, given that people shape their way of addressing
the pandemic crisis and relate to sanitary measures not only
according to health domain−specific beliefs, but also according
to their global worldview that concerns the world of experience
as a whole (Salvatore et al., 2019d).

Second, if the SUs develop within specific sociohistorical
conditions and come alive in the context of discourse and
interaction (Linell, 2009), we must also recognize the role of the
way the crisis is managed at an institutional level and signified by
communicative practices and discourses, which therefore have to
be critically examined.

Third, the acknowledgment of the performative nature of
sense-making leads us to recognize that SUs are not produced
by statements but enacted by social practices and rooted in the
social group’s mindscape. This entails that, to act on the cultural
dynamics, policy does not have to espouse contents (beliefs,
values, principles), but to design social practices that encapsulate
those contents (Venuleo et al., 2020a). For instance, to promote
the value of cooperation and solidarity, rather than advocating
it, social practices grounded on the representation of otherness
as a resource have to be implemented within the social group.
First comes action; then meaning follows. More specifically, the
promotion of semiotic capital is carried out through the design
and activation of settings of social practices that encapsulate the
worldviews, the beliefs, and the views of otherness making up the
semiotic capital.

Limitations and Future Direction of
Research
The results of the present study should be considered in light
of several methodological limitations. First, our case study

is based on an Italian convenience sample; thus, the results
cannot be generalized and have to be related to the specific
cultural context under analysis. Because SUs depend on their
working on sociohistorical conditions and are placed within
the sphere of social discourses, we might suppose that, in
other countries, other SUs emerge to represent the pandemic
crisis and its impact.

Second, the analysis of how SUs vary over social segments
due to the variability of psychosocial conditions could be
improved by considering other potential variables than
sociodemographic characteristics, work situation during the
pandemic, and place of living. Although these characteristics
are supposed to reflect specific life challenges and health,
social, and economic concerns, other factors should be
considered such as psychological well-being, longer or
shorter life expectancy, perceived social support, trust in
institutions, sense of belonging to the community, current
intergenerational differences with respect to the sensitivity and
interests expressed toward other social problems causing
a catastrophic impact for the whole of humanity (e.g.,
climate change), and different exposure to social network
communication to better understand how micro and
macro social spheres influence the ways of interpreting the
pandemic crisis.

Third, on the basis of SCPT and previous studies that have
shown the essential role of SUs in grounding, motivating, and
channeling social and individual behavior, we have suggested
that SUs might favor or hinder an adaptive response to
the crisis. However, the current study does not allow this
relationship to be examined further. Further studies should
longitudinally examine the variability of the SUs over time
and their impact on psychological well-being and people
responses to the crisis in the medium and long term (e.g.,
degree of compliance toward the health emergency measures
established by the government and levels of engagement in
solidarity actions).

CONCLUSION

This article has explored the meaning of living in the time
of COVID-19 through the collection of narratives from Italian
adults and within the frame of the semiotic psychological theory
of culture to enrich our understanding of the SUs active in the
cultural milieu to interpret the current crisis.

The core of our proposal lies in the call to move
beyond the idea that the pandemic can be taken for granted
as being disruptive with a negative psychological impact
on individuals and assume that those are the meanings
through which people interpret their being-in-the-world to
explain their reaction to the crisis, and that this reaction
has to be understood in the light of their social–cultural
milieu. What we need to do is to look more closely
at the way individuals, their system of activity, and the
sociocultural and political scenario interact with each other
in constructing the impact of the pandemic on individuals
and social life.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 13 September 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 577077

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles


fpsyg-11-577077 September 15, 2020 Time: 19:17 # 14

Venuleo et al. Living in Time of COVID-19

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The raw data supporting the conclusions of this
article will be made available by the authors, without
undue reservation.

ETHICS STATEMENT

The studies involving human participants were reviewed
and approved by the project was approved by the Ethics
Commission for Research in Psychology of the Department
of History, Society and Human Studies of the University
of Salento (protocol n. 53162 of 30 April 2020). The
patients/participants provided their written informed consent to
participate in this study.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

CV and TM conceived the study and overall edited
the manuscript. All the authors collected the data, organized
the relevant literature, and interpreted the results. CV wrote the
manuscript, with the contribution of TM. TM and AG conducted
the data analysis. TM, AG, and AP reviewed the manuscript
sections.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to thank the doctors: Maria Luisa Lezzi,
Ludovica Latini, Roberta Licci, Valentina Purini, and
Francesca Romagnano for their precious collaboration on data
dissemination.

REFERENCES
Agresti, A. (2007). An Introduction to Categorical Data Analysis. Hoboken, NJ:

Wiley.
Andrews, M. (2007). Shaping History: Narratives of Political Change. Cambridge,

MA: Cambridge University Press.
Bakker, M. H. (2018). Turning Crisis into Opportunity: The Influence of Government

and Social Environment. Enschede: University of Twente.
Barrett, L. F. (2006). Solving the emotion paradox: categorization and the

experience of emotion. Pers. Soc. Psychol. Rev. 10, 20–46. doi: 10.1207/
s15327957pspr1001_2

Barrett, L. F., Gross, J., Christensen, T. C., and Benvenuto, M. (2001). Knowing
what you’re feeling and knowing what to do about it: mapping the relation
between emotion differentiation and emotion regulation. Cogn. Emot. 15,
713–724. doi: 10.1080/02699930143000239

Baxen, J. (2008). Using narratives to develop a hermeneutic understanding
of HIV/AIDS in South Africa. Compare 38, 307–319. doi: 10.1080/
03057920802066600

Benzécri, J. P. (1973). L’analyse des données [Data Analysis], Vol. 2. Paris: Dunod.
Bernardi, F. (2020). Pandemics the great leveler?. Available online at: https://

cadmus.eui.eu/handle/1814/66919 (accessed 30 May, 2020).
Bertaux, D. (1981). Biography and Society. Newbury Park, CA: Sage.
Braunack-Mayer, A., Tooher, R., Collins, J. E., Street, J. M., and Marshall, H. (2013).

Understanding the school community’s response to school closures during the
H1N1 2009 influenza pandemic. BMC Public Health 13:344. doi: 10.1186/1471-
2458-13-344

Bria, P. (1999). “Introduzione. Verso un’epistemologia bi-logica [Introduction.
Towards a bi-logicepistemology],” in L’inconscio antinomico. Sviluppi
e prospettive dell’opera di Matte Blanco [The antynomicunconscious.
Developments and prospectives of Matte Blanco’s work], eds P. Bria and F.
Oneroso (Milan: Franco Angeli), 11–21.

Brooks, S. K., Webster, R. K., Smith, L. E., Woodland, L., Wessely, S., Greenberg,
N., et al. (2020). The psychological impact of quarantine and how to reduce it:
rapid review of the evidence. Lancet 395, 912–920. doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(20)
30460-8

Bulletin of the integrated supervision of the Istituto Superiore di Sanità, and Istituto
Nazionale di Statistica (2020). Available online at: https://www.epicentro.iss.
it/coronavirus/bollettino/Infografica_10giugno%20ITA.pdf (accessed 20 June
2020). doi: 10.1016/s0140-6736(20)30460-8

Caleo, G., Duncombe, J., Jephcott, F., Lokuge, K., Mills, C., Looijen, E., et al.
(2018). The factors affecting household transmission dynamics and community
compliance with Ebola control measures: a mixed-methods study in a rural
village in Sierra Leone. BMC Public Health 18:248. doi: 10.1186/s12889-018-
5158-6

Cannon, T., and Müller-Mahn, D. (2010). Vulnerability, resilience and
development discourses in context of climate change. Nat. Hazards 55, 621–635.
doi: 10.1007/s11069-010-9499-4

Casale, S., and Flett, G. L. (2020). Interpersonally-based fears during the COVID-
19 pandemic: reflections on the fear of missing out and the fear of not
mattering constructs. Clin. Neuropsychiatry 17, 88–93. doi: 10.36131/CN202
00211

Cassandro, D. (2020). Siamo in guerra! Il coronavirus e le sue metafore [We
are at war. The Coronavirus and its metaphors]. L’Internazionale. Available
online at: https://www.internazionale.it/opinione/daniele-cassandro/2020/03/
22/coronavirus-metafore-guerra?fbclid=IwAR0kZCnNmLZLENFTAPUIFtkq8
bqrabqMe-vEoZpQZ6Wig55XdPEWlzdzRkE (accessed June 20, 2020).

Cava, M. A., Fay, K. E., Beanlands, H. J., McCay, E. A., and Wignall, R. (2005). The
experience of quarantine for individuals affected by SARS in Toronto. Public
Health Nurs. 22, 398–406. doi: 10.1111/j.0737-1209.2005.220504.x

Connelly, M., and Macleod, C. (2003). Waging war: discourses of HIV/AIDS in
South African media. Afr. J. AIDS Res. 2, 63–73. doi: 10.2989/16085906.2003.
9626560

Coombs, W. T., Fediuk, T., and Holladay, S. J. (2007). “Further explorations of
post-crisis communication and stakeholder anger: the negative communication
dynamic model,” in Proceedings of the 10th International Public Relations
Research Conference, South Miami, FL.

Di Giovanni, C., Conley, J., Chiu, D., and Zaborski, J. (2004). Factors influencing
compliance with quarantine in Toronto during the 2003 SARS outbreak.
Biosecurity Bioterrorism 2, 265–272. doi: 10.1089/bsp.2004.2.265

Fairclough, N. (1992). Discourse and Social Change. Cambridge, MA: Polity Press.
Feldman, L. A. (1995). Valence focus and arousal focus: individual differences in

the structure of affective experience. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 69, 153–166. doi:
10.1037/0022-3514.69.1.153

Fornari, F. (1970). Psicoanalisi della guerra [Psychoanalysis of war], Vol. 145. Milan:
Feltrinelli.

Gennaro, A., Gelo, O., Lagetto, G., and Salvatore, S. (2019). A systematic review of
psychotherapy research topics (2000-2016): a computer-assisted approach. Res.
Psychother. 22, 472–485. doi: 10.4081/ripppo.2019.429

Gennaro, A., Kipp, S., Viol, K., de Felice, G., Andreassi, S., Aichhorn, W., et al.
(2020). A Phase transition of the unconscious: automated text analysis of
dreams in psychoanalytic psychotherapy. Front. Psychol. 11:1667. doi: 10.3389/
fpsyg.2020.01667

Gergen, K. J. (1985). The social constructionist movement in modern psychology.
Am. Psychol. 40, 266–275. doi: 10.1037/0003-066X.40.3.266

Greenberg, J., and Arndt, J. (2012). “Terror management theory,” in Handbook of
Theories of Social Psychology, Vol. 1, eds P. Van Lange, A. Kruglanski, and E.
Higgins (Sage Publications Ltd), 398–415.

Greenberg, J., Solomon, S., and Pyszczynski, T. (1997). Terror management theory
of self-esteem and cultural worldviews: empirical assessments and conceptual
refinements. Adv. Exp. Soc. Psychol. 29, 61–139. doi: 10.1016/S0065-2601(08)
60016-7

Gruber, J., Prinstein, M., Abramowitz, J. S., Albano, A. M., Aldao, A., Borelli,
J., et al. (2020). Clinical psychological science’s call to action in the time of
COVID-19. PsyArXiv [Preprint]. doi: 10.31234/osf.io/desg9

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 14 September 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 577077

https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327957pspr1001_2
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327957pspr1001_2
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930143000239
https://doi.org/10.1080/03057920802066600
https://doi.org/10.1080/03057920802066600
https://cadmus.eui.eu/handle/1814/66919
https://cadmus.eui.eu/handle/1814/66919
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-13-344
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-13-344
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)30460-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)30460-8
https://www.epicentro.iss.it/coronavirus/bollettino/Infografica_10giugno%20ITA.pdf
https://www.epicentro.iss.it/coronavirus/bollettino/Infografica_10giugno%20ITA.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(20)30460-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-018-5158-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-018-5158-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-010-9499-4
https://doi.org/10.36131/CN20200211
https://doi.org/10.36131/CN20200211
https://www.internazionale.it/opinione/daniele-cassandro/2020/03/22/coronavirus-metafore-guerra?fbclid=IwAR0kZCnNmLZLENFTAPUIFtkq8bqrabqMe-vEoZpQZ6Wig55XdPEWlzdzRkE
https://www.internazionale.it/opinione/daniele-cassandro/2020/03/22/coronavirus-metafore-guerra?fbclid=IwAR0kZCnNmLZLENFTAPUIFtkq8bqrabqMe-vEoZpQZ6Wig55XdPEWlzdzRkE
https://www.internazionale.it/opinione/daniele-cassandro/2020/03/22/coronavirus-metafore-guerra?fbclid=IwAR0kZCnNmLZLENFTAPUIFtkq8bqrabqMe-vEoZpQZ6Wig55XdPEWlzdzRkE
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0737-1209.2005.220504.x
https://doi.org/10.2989/16085906.2003.9626560
https://doi.org/10.2989/16085906.2003.9626560
https://doi.org/10.1089/bsp.2004.2.265
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.69.1.153
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.69.1.153
https://doi.org/10.4081/ripppo.2019.429
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.01667
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.01667
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.40.3.266
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(08)60016-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(08)60016-7
https://doi.org/10.31234/osf.io/desg9
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles


fpsyg-11-577077 September 15, 2020 Time: 19:17 # 15

Venuleo et al. Living in Time of COVID-19

Hsu, C. C., Chen, T., Chang, M., and Chang, Y. K. (2006). Confidence in controlling
a SARS outbreak: experiences of public health nurses in managing home
quarantine measures in Taiwan. Am. J. Infect. Control 34, 176–181. doi: 10.1016/
j.ajic.2005.11.008

Hutt, R. (2020). The Coronavirus Fallout May be Worse for Women Than
Men. Here ’s Why. World Economic forum COVID Action Platform. Available
online at: https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2020/03/the-coronavirus-fallout-
may-be-worse-for-women-than-men-heres-why/ (accessed June 10, 2020).

Italian Personal Data Protection Code – Legislative Decree No. 196 of 30 June 2003.
Official Journal of the Italian Republic. Available online at: http://www.privacy.
it/privacycode-en.html (accessed June 20, 2020).

Kim, H. K., and Niederdeppe, J. (2013). The role of emotional response during an
H1N1 influenza pandemic on a college campus. J. Public Relat. Res. 25, 30–50.
doi: 10.1080/1062726X.2013.739100

King, L. A., Scollon, C. K., Ramsey, C., and Williams, T. (2000). Stories of life
transition: subjective well-being and ego development in parents of children
with Down syndrome. J. Res. Pers. 34, 509–536. doi: 10.1006/jrpe.2000.2285

Kristal, T., and Yaish, M. (2020). Does the coronavirus pandemic level gender
inequality curve? (It doesn’t). Res. Soc. Stratif. Mobil. 68:100520. doi: 10.1016/j.
rssm.2020.100520

Lancia, F. (2020). User’s Manual: Tools for text analysis. T-Lab version Plus 2020.
Available online at: https://www.tlab.it/?lang=it (accessed June 20, 2020).

Larson, B. M., Nerlich, B., and Wallis, P. (2005). Metaphors and biorisks: the
war on infectious diseases and invasive species. Sci. Commun. 26, 243–268.
doi: 10.1177/1075547004273019

Lebart, L., Salem, A., and Berry, L. (1998). Exploring Textual Data. Dordrecht:
Springer.

Lee, S., Chan, L. Y., Chau, A. M., Kwok, K. P., and Kleinman, A. (2005). The
experience of SARS-related stigma at amoy gardens. Soc. Sci. Med. 61, 2038–
2046. doi: 10.1016/j.socscimed.2005.04.010

Linell, P. (2009). Rethinking Language, Mind and World Dialogically: Interactional
and Contextual Theories of Sense Making. Charlotte: Information Age
Publishing.

Liu, D., Ren, Y., Yan, F., Li, Y., Xu, X., Yu, X., et al. (2020). Psychological impact and
predisposing factors of the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic on
general public in China. Lancet Psychiatry doi: 10.2139/ssrn.3551415

Marinaci, T., Venuleo, C., Buhagiar, L., Mossi, P., and Sammut, G. (2019).
Considering the socio-cultural terrain of hazardous behaviours: a cross-
cultural study on problem gambling among Maltese and Italian people.
Commun. Psychol. Glob. Perspect. 6, 129–148. doi: 10.1285/i24212113v6i
1p129

McAdams, D. P. (2011). “Narrative identity,” in Handbook of Identity Theory and
Research, eds S. J. Schwartz, K. Luyckx, and V. L. Vignoles (Berlin: Springer),
99–115.

McLean, K. C., and Pratt, M. W. (2006). Life’s little (and big) lessons: identity
statuses and meaning-making in the turning point narratives of emerging
adults. Dev. Psychol. 42, 714–722. doi: 10.1037/0012-1649.42.4.714

McVernon, J., Mason, K., Petrony, S., Nathan, P., and LaMontagne, A.
(2011). Recommendations for and compliance with social restrictions during
implementation of school closures in the early phase of the influenza A (H1N1)
2009 outbreak in Melbourne, Australia. BMC Infect. Dis. 11:257. doi: 10.1186/
1471-2334-11-257

Meng, J., and Berger, B. K. (2008). Comprehensive dimensions of government
intervention in crisis management: a qualitative content analysis of news
coverage of the 2003 SARS epidemic in China. China Media Res. 4, 19–28.

Molino, M., Ingusci, E., Signore, F., Manuti, A., Giancaspro, M. L., Russo, V., et al.
(2020). Wellbeing costs of technology use during COVID-19 remote working:
an investigation using the italian translation of the technostress creators scale.
Sustainability 12:5911. doi: 10.3390/su12155911

Osgood, C. E., Suci, G. J., and Tannenbaum, T. H. (1957). The Measurement of
Meaning. Champaign, IL: University of Illinois Press.

Pellecchia, U., Crestani, R., Decroo, T., Van denBergh, R., and Al-Kourdi, Y.
(2015). Social consequences of Ebola containment measures in Liberia. PLoS
One 10:E0143036. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0143036

Presti, G., McHugh, L., Gloster, A., Karekla, M., and Hayes, S. C. (2020). The
dynamics of fear at the time of COVID-19: a contextual behavioral science
perspective. Clin. Neuropsychiatry 17, 65–71.

Proulx, T., and Inzlicht, M. (2012). The five “A”s of meaning maintenance: finding
meaning in the theories of sense-making. Psychol. Inq. 23, 317–335. doi: 10.
1080/1047840X.2012.702372

Ratner, C. (2008). Cultural psychology and qualitative methodology: scientific
and political considerations. Culture Psychol. 14, 259–288. doi: 10.1177/
1354067X08088557

Rinaldi, A. (2020). Donne e Uomini, Perché con la Pandemiasirischia un
Passoindietro [Women and men, why with the pandemic there is the risk of a
step back]. Il Sole 24 ore. Available online at: https://www.econopoly.ilsole24ore.
com/2020/04/23/parita-donne-pandemia/ (accessed June 10, 2020).

Ross, J. W. (1986). Ethics and the language of AIDS. Federation Rev. 9, 15–19.
Russo, F., Mannarini, T., and Salvatore, S. (2020). From the manifestations of

culture to the underlying sensemaking process. The contribution of semiotic
cultural psychology theory to the interpretation of socio-political scenario.
J. Theory Soc. Behav. 1–20. doi: 10.1111/jtsb.12235

Salvatore, S. (2014). The mountain of cultural psychology and the mouse of
empirical studies. Methodological considerations for birth control. Culture
Psychol. 20, 477–500. doi: 10.1177/1354067X14551299

Salvatore, S. (2018). “Cultural psychology as the science of sensemaking: a
semiotic-cultural framework for psychology,” in The Cambridge Handbook of
Sociocultural Psychology, 2nd Edn, eds A. Rosa and J. Valsiner (Cambridge, MA:
Cambridge University Press), 35–48. doi: 10.1017/9781316662229.003

Salvatore, S., Avdi, E., Battaglia, F., Bernal-Marcos, M. J., Buhagiar, L. J., Ciavolino,
E., et al. (2019a). “The cultural milieu and the symbolic Universes of European
societies,” in Symbolic Universes in Time of (post)Crisis. The Future of European
Societies, eds S. Salvatore, V. Fini, T. Mannarini, J. Valsiner, and G. A. Veltri
(Cham: Springer), 53–133. doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-19497-0_3

Salvatore, S., Fini, V., Mannarini, T., Veltri, G. A., Avdi, E., Battaglia, F., et al.
(2018). Symbolic Universes between present and future of Europe. First results
of the map of European societies’ cultural milieu. PLoS One 13:e0189885. doi:
10.1371/journal.pone.0189885

Salvatore, S., and Freda, M. F. (2011). Affect, unconscious and sensemaking.
A psychodynamic, semiotic and dialogic model. New Ideas Psychol. 29, 119–135.
doi: 10.1016/j.newideapsych.2010.06.001

Salvatore, S., Gelo, O. C. G., Gennaro, A., Metrangolo, R., Terrone, G., Pace, V.,
et al. (2017). An automated method of content analysis for psychotherapy
research: a further validation. Psychother. Res. 27, 38–50. doi: 10.1080/10503307.
2015.1072282

Salvatore, S., Gennaro, A., Auletta, A. F., Tonti, M., and Nitti, M. (2012).
Automated method of content analysis: a device for psychotherapy process
research. Psychother. Res. 22, 256–273. doi: 10.1080/10503307.2011.647930

Salvatore, S., Lauro-Grotto, R., Gennaro, A., and Gelo, O. (2009). “Attempts to
grasp the dynamicity of intersubjectivity,” in Dynamics Process Methodology in
the Social and Developmental Sciences, eds J. Valsiner, P. Molenaar, M. Lyra, and
N. Chaudhary (Berlin: Springer), 171–190.

Salvatore, S., Mannarini, T., Avdi, E., Battaglia, F., Cremaschi, M., Fini, V.,
et al. (2019b). Globalization, demand of sense and enemization of the other:
a psychocultural analysis of European societies’ sociopolitical crisis. Culture
Psychol. 25, 345–374. doi: 10.1177/1354067X18779056

Salvatore, S., Palmieri, A., Pergola, F., and Andrisano Ruggieri, R. (2019c).
Trasformazioni sociali, affettivizzazione della sfera pubblica e ricerca di senso.
[Social transformations, affectivization of the public sphere and search for
sense]. Educ. Sci. Soc. Open Access J. 10, 206–255.

Salvatore, S., Valsiner, J., and Veltri, G. A. (2019d). “The theoretical and
methodological framework. semiotic cultural psychology, symbolic universes
and lines of semiotic forces,” in Symbolic Universes in Time of (Post)Crisis. The
Future of European Societies, eds S. Salvatore, V. Fini, T. Mannarini, J. Valsiner,
and G. A. Veltri (Cham: Springer), 25–49. doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-19497-0_2

Salvatore, S., and Venuleo, C. (2013). Field dependency and contingency in the
modelling of sensemaking. Pap. Soc. Represent. 22:21.

Salvatore, S., and Venuleo, C. (2017). Liminal transitions in a semiotic key: the
mutual in-feeding between present and past. Theory Psychol. 27, 215–230. doi:
10.1177/0959354317692889

Salvatore, S., and Zittoun, T. (2011). “Outlines of a psychoanalytically informed
cultural psychology,” in Cultural Psychology and Psychoanalysis in Dialogue.
Issues for Constructive Theoretical and Methodological Synergies, eds S. Salvatore
and T. Zittoun (Charlotte: Information Age Publishing), 3–46.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 15 September 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 577077

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajic.2005.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajic.2005.11.008
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2020/03/the-coronavirus-fallout-may-be-worse-for-women-than-men-heres-why/
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2020/03/the-coronavirus-fallout-may-be-worse-for-women-than-men-heres-why/
http://www.privacy.it/privacycode-en.html
http://www.privacy.it/privacycode-en.html
https://doi.org/10.1080/1062726X.2013.739100
https://doi.org/10.1006/jrpe.2000.2285
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rssm.2020.100520
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rssm.2020.100520
https://www.tlab.it/?lang=it
https://doi.org/10.1177/1075547004273019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2005.04.010
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3551415
https://doi.org/10.1285/i24212113v6i1p129
https://doi.org/10.1285/i24212113v6i1p129
https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.42.4.714
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2334-11-257
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2334-11-257
https://doi.org/10.3390/su12155911
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0143036
https://doi.org/10.1080/1047840X.2012.702372
https://doi.org/10.1080/1047840X.2012.702372
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354067X08088557
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354067X08088557
https://www.econopoly.ilsole24ore.com/2020/04/23/parita-donne-pandemia/
https://www.econopoly.ilsole24ore.com/2020/04/23/parita-donne-pandemia/
https://doi.org/10.1111/jtsb.12235
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354067X14551299
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316662229.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-19497-0_3
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0189885
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0189885
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.newideapsych.2010.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1080/10503307.2015.1072282
https://doi.org/10.1080/10503307.2015.1072282
https://doi.org/10.1080/10503307.2011.647930
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354067X18779056
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-19497-0_2
https://doi.org/10.1177/0959354317692889
https://doi.org/10.1177/0959354317692889
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles


fpsyg-11-577077 September 15, 2020 Time: 19:17 # 16

Venuleo et al. Living in Time of COVID-19

Santacroce, L., Charitos, I. A., and Del Prete, R. (2020). COVID-19 in Italy: an
overview from the first case to date. Electron. J. Gen. Med. 17, 1–8. doi: 10.29333/
ejgm/7926

Saviæ, D. (2020). COVID-19 and work from home: digital transformation of the
workforce. Grey J. 16, 101–104.

Schimmenti, A., Billieux, J., and Starcevic, V. (2020). The four horsemen of fear:
an integrated model of understanding fear experiences during the COVID-19
pandemic. Clin. Neuropsychiatry 17, 41–45.1.

Sood, S. (2020). Psychological effects of the Coronavirus disease-2019 pandemic.
Res. Hum. Med. Educ. 7, 23–26.

Stiles, W. B. (1986). “Development of a taxonomy of verbal response modes,” in
The Psychotherapeutic Process: A Research Handbook, eds L. S. Greenberg and
W. M. Pinsof (New York, NY: Guilford), 161–199.

Suresh, M. A. (2020). The psychological impact of lockdown. Stud. Indian Place
Names 40, 961–981.

Townsend, S. S. M., Eliexer, D., and Major, B. (2013). “The embodiment of meaning
violation,” in The Psychology of Meaning, eds K. D. Markman, T. Proulx,
and M. J. Lindberg (Washington, DC: American Psychological Association),
381–400.

Trèková, D. (2015). Representations of Ebola and its victims in liberal American
newspapers. Top. Ling. 16, 29–41. doi: 10.2478/topling-2015-0009

Valsiner, J. (2007). Culture in Minds and Societies: Foundations of Cultural
Psychology. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Venezia, A., Mossi, P., Venuleo, C., Savarese, G., and Salvatore, S. (2019).
Representations of physician’s role and their impact on compliance. Psicol. della
Salute 2, 100–121. doi: 10.3280/PDS2019-002005

Venuleo, C. (2013). I modelli di valutazione di un servizio URP espressi dall’utenza
di un’Azienda Sanitaria Locale. Un caso studio [Models of evaluation of a
service of public relations in a Public Health Center. A case study]. Psicol. della
Salute 3, 23–49. doi: 10.3280/PDS2013-003002

Venuleo, C., Calogiuri, S., and Rollo, S. (2015). Unplanned reaction or something
else? The role of subjective cultures in hazardous and harmful drinking. Soc. Sci.
Med. 139, 9–17. doi: 10.1016/j.socscimed.2015.06.023

Venuleo, C., Ciavolino, E., Vernai, M., Marinaci, T., and Calogiuri, S. (2018a).
Discourses on addiction among gamblers and drug users in treatment. an
analysis of the interviews through constrained correspondence analysis. Int. J.
Ment. Health Addict. 16, 207–224. doi: 10.1007/s11469-018-9877-9

Venuleo, C., Gelo, C. G. O., and Salvatore, S. (2020a). Fear, affective semiosis,
and management of the pandemic crisis: COVID-19 as semiotic vaccine. Clin.
Neuropsychiatry 17, 117–130. doi: 10.36131/CN20200218

Venuleo, C., Mangeli, G., Mossi, P., Amico, A. F., Cozzolino, M., Distante, A.,
et al. (2018b). The cardiac rehabilitation psychodynamic group intervention
(CR-PGI): an explorative study. Front. Psychol. 9:976. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2018.
00976

Venuleo, C., and Marinaci, T. (2017). The social construction of the
pathological gambler’s identity and its relationship with social adaptation:
narratives from members of italian gambling anonymous and gam-anon
family Groups. J. Gambling Issues 36, 138–163. doi: 10.4309/jgi.2017.
36.7

Venuleo, C., Mossi, P., and Marinaci, T. (2017). Meaning and risk. The role of
subjective cultures in the evaluation of hazardous behaviours. Psicol. della Salute
1, 48–75. doi: 10.3280/PDS2017-001003

Venuleo, C., Mossi, P., and Rollo, S. (2019). The social-cultural context of risk
evaluation. An exploration of the interplay between cultural models of the
social environment and parental control on the risk evaluation expressed by
a sample of adolescents. Psicol. della Salute 3, 28–53. doi: 10.3280/PDS2019-
003003

Venuleo, C., Salvatore, G., Andrisano-Ruggieri, R., Marinaci, T., Cozzolino,
M., and Salvatore, S. (2020b). Steps towards a unified theory of
psychopathology: the phase space of meaning model. Clin. Neuropsychiatry 17,
178–194.

Vijayaraghavan, P., and Singhal, D. (2020). A descriptive study of Indian general
public’s psychological responses during COVID-19 pandemic lockdown period
in India. PsyArXiv [Preprint]. doi: 10.31234/osf.io/jeksn

Visetti, Y. M., and Cadiot, P. (2002). “Instability and the theory of semantic
forms: starting from the case of prepositions,” in Prepositions in their Syntactic,
Semantic and Pragmatic Context - Typological Studies in Language, eds
S. Feigenbaum and D. Kurzon (Amsterdam: John Benjamins Publishing
Company), 9–40. doi: 10.1075/tsl.50.02vis

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2020 Venuleo, Marinaci, Gennaro and Palmieri. This is an open-access
article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License
(CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided
the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No
use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 16 September 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 577077

https://doi.org/10.29333/ejgm/7926
https://doi.org/10.29333/ejgm/7926
https://doi.org/10.2478/topling-2015-0009
https://doi.org/10.3280/PDS2019-002005
https://doi.org/10.3280/PDS2013-003002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2015.06.023
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11469-018-9877-9
https://doi.org/10.36131/CN20200218
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.00976
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.00976
https://doi.org/10.4309/jgi.2017.36.7
https://doi.org/10.4309/jgi.2017.36.7
https://doi.org/10.3280/PDS2017-001003
https://doi.org/10.3280/PDS2019-003003
https://doi.org/10.3280/PDS2019-003003
https://doi.org/10.31234/osf.io/jeksn
https://doi.org/10.1075/tsl.50.02vis
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

	The Meaning of Living in the Time of COVID-19. A Large Sample Narrative Inquiry
	Introduction
	Theoretical Framework
	Aims of the Study and Hypotheses
	Materials and Methods
	Instruments
	Participants

	Data Analysis
	Results
	Dimensions of Meanings and Descriptions of SUs
	Symbolic Area
	Relationships Between SUs and Respondents' Characteristics

	Discussion
	Implications for Policy
	Limitations and Future Direction of Research

	Conclusion
	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Acknowledgments
	References


