2

Table S1: Descriptive Statistics
	Variable
	People with 
Disabilities
	People without Disabilities
	Comparisons with Pooling

	
	Frequency (%)
	M 
(SD)
	Frequency (%)
	M 
(SD)
	

	Sample N1 (Total= 1407)
	590
	
	817
	
	

	Age
	
	43.46 (14.84)
	
	48.15 
(15.13)
	

	Gender Male
	209 (35.4)
	
	382 
(48.1)
	
	

	Ethnicity White British
	
	518 
(87.8)
	713 
(83.4)
	
	

	Anxiety Total 2 (Scale Range: 0-6)
	
	2.73 (1.59)
	
	2.15 
(1.50)
	t(1220.534) = -6.931, p <  .01

	Depression Total (Scale Range: 0-27)  
	
	8.51 (6.00)
	
	4.38 
(5.38)
	t(1174.493) = -13.379, p < .001

	Anxiety Case (≥ 3)3
	310 (52.53)
	
	287 
(33.57)
	
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]F(1, 219.76) = 46.631 p < .01     

	Depression Case (≥ 10) 4
	209 (35.42)
	
	107 (12.51)
	
	F(1, 7687.99) = 101.918   p < .01 

	CoR (Scale Range: 16-42)
	
	33.94 (8.92)
	
	33.03 
(8.39)
	t(1275.174) = -2.040, p = .042

	Social Support (Scale Range: 3-15)  
	
	10.29 (4.61)
	
	10.21 
(4.55)
	t(1277.314) = 0.329, p = .743

	Social Norms (Scale Range: 3-15)
	
	7.62 (1.89)
	
	7.62 
(1.89)
	t(1276.156) = -0.43, p = .667

	Trust in Gov (Scale Range: 1-5)  
	
	2.90 (1.22)
	
	2.94 
(1.14)
	t(421.653) = 0.410, p = .667

	Self-efficacy (Scale Range: 1-5)  
	
	1.96 (1.29)
	
	1.94 
(1.35)
	t(1097) = 0.007, p = .994

	Omicron Attitude (Scale Range: 4-20)
	
	13.17 (2.02)
	
	12.86 
(1.98)
	t(157.929) = -1.085 p = .994

	Resilience (Scale Range: 4-20)  
	
	12.17 (3.30)
	
	11.91 
(3.30)
	t(6224.815) = -3.06 p = .002

	Covid Distress (Scale Range: 2-10)  
	
	6.32 (2.21)
	
	6.79 
(2.34)
	t(439.551) = 3.23 p = .001

	Perceived Efficacy of Distancing
	
	3.08 (1.23)
	
	3.35 
(1.15)
	t(1945.286) = 3.93 p < .001

	Engaging in physical distancing (Scale Range: 5-15)
	
	7.57 (3.52)
	
	6.18 
(3.31)
	t(62108 = 7.53) p < .001

	Avoiding Gatherings (Scale Range: 5-10)
	
	7.11 (2.46)
	
	6.40 
(2.74)
	t(1767.212) = -5.27 p < .001



Notes
[bookmark: OLE_LINK2]1 An additional 38 participants could not be classified as people with severe disabilities or as people without disabilities. These individuals were therefore excluded from analysis.
2 Standard deviations cannot be calculated from pooled data after multiple imputation. Therefore Means & standard deviations are given for single imputation to ensure that sample sizes are correct.
3 This suggested cut-off for the GAD-2 is taken from Plummer et al. (2016)
 4 This suggested cut-off for the PHQ-9 is taken from Manea et al. (2015)






S2: Correlation Matrix 
	
	

	_
	COR
	Social Support
	Social Norms
	Trust in Gov
	Self-efficacy
	Omicron Attitude
	Resilient Coping
	Anxiety
	Avoiding Gatherings
	Physical Distancing
	Covid-specific Distress
	Efficacy of Distancing
	

	 
	Social Support
	Pearson Correlation
	-0.270***
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.000
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	Social Norms
	Pearson Correlation
	0.186
	-0.263
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.000
	0.000
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	Trust in Gov
	Pearson Correlation
	0.221
	-0.394
	0.182
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	Self-efficacy
	Pearson Correlation
	-0.196
	0.655
	-0.286
	-0.411
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	Omicron Attitude
	Pearson Correlation
	0.006
	0.147
	0.066
	-0.038
	0.116
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.860
	0.000
	0.014
	0.165
	0.000
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	Resilient Coping
	Pearson Correlation
	-0.027
	0.320
	-0.122
	-0.159
	0.536
	-0.006
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.719
	0.007
	0.000
	0.034
	0.004
	0.920
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	Anxiety
	Pearson Correlation
	0.258
	-0.019
	0.128
	-0.084
	-0.036
	0.136
	-0.131
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.000
	0.497
	0.000
	0.002
	0.200
	0.000
	0.028
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	N
	1445
	1445
	1445
	1445
	1445
	1445
	1445
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	Avoiding Gatherings
	Pearson Correlation
	0.341
	-0.269
	0.261
	0.207
	-0.277
	0.099
	-0.083
	0.161
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.389
	0.000
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	Physical Distancing
	Pearson Correlation
	0.057
	0.313
	0.070
	-0.246
	0.406
	0.264
	0.178
	0.309
	0.321
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.074
	0.000
	0.009
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.089
	0.000
	0.000
	
	
	
	

	
	
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	Covid-specific Distress
	Pearson Correlation
	0.285
	-0.419
	0.600
	0.316
	-0.470
	0.022
	-0.217
	0.091
	0.352
	-0.055
	
	
	

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.429
	0.023
	0.001
	0.000
	0.051
	
	
	

	
	
	 
	 
	

	
	Efficacy of Distancing
	Pearson Correlation
	-0.089
	0.028
	0.084
	-0.157
	0.066
	0.094
	0.033
	-0.011
	0.050
	0.072
	0.099
	
	

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.084
	0.292
	0.002
	0.000
	0.013
	0.002
	0.406
	0.671
	0.069
	0.007
	0.000
	
	

	
	
	 
	

	
	Depression
	Pearson Correlation
	0.049
	0.257
	-0.048
	-0.335
	0.276
	0.182
	0.058
	0.544
	0.031
	0.506
	-0.249
	-0.022
	

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.169
	0.000
	0.102
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.470
	0.000
	0.246
	0.000
	0.000
	0.419
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