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Abstract

Purpose: To evaluate chronotype, lifestyle factors, and parental myopia in relation to myopia,
and characterise the effect of cycloplegia on spherical equivalent refraction (SER) in Estonian
secondary school students.

Methods: One hundred twenty-three students aged between 15 and 17 years from three
secondary schools in Estonia participated in the study. They underwent a comprehensive
ocular examination, including cycloplegic refraction and ocular biometry. Chronotype was
evaluated with the Morningness—Eveningness Questionnaire. Participants also completed a
guestionnaire about their daily activities, including time spent outdoors, time spent on near-
work and mid-working distance activities, and parental myopia. Myopia was defined as
cycloplegic SER <-0.50 D. Logistic regression analysis was performed to assess the
association of the studied factors with myopia.

Results: In a multivariate regression model, having two myopic parents was associated with
higher odds of myopia (OR 3.78, 95% CIl 1.15-12.42). We found no association between
myopia and chronotype. Notably, time spent outdoors, and doing near-work and mid-working
distance activities, did not affect the likelihood of having myopia. Non-cycloplegic SER was
significantly more myopic than cycloplegic SER on average by 0.86 D (p < 0.0001, Wilcoxon
matched-pairs signed rank test).

Conclusion: Consistent with previous reports, we identified parental myopia as a myopia risk
factor. Chronotype was not associated with myopia in our study sample. Interestingly, there

was no association between myopia and time spent outdoors or near work. Using non-
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Introduction

The prevalence of myopia, or short-sightedness, has increased markedly over the last
decades [1]. Should the current trend continue, approximately half of the global population will
be myopic by 2050 [1]. Myopia risk factors have been studied extensively worldwide. It has
emerged that the risk of developing myopia is reduced in children who spend more time
outdoors [2-5] and increased with more near-work [6], and computer use [7].

Several recent studies have raised the possibility that myopia is associated with
circadian rhythms. Genes associated with refractive errors in genome-wide studies have an
increased representation of genes controlling circadian rhythms [8]. It is also known that axial
length and choroidal thickness show diurnal rhythmicity in humans [9, 10] and chicks [11, 12].
Furthermore, inducing myopia in chicks with form deprivation abolishes this circadian
rhythmicity in axial length [11].

There is also evidence to suggest that short-sightedness may be linked to sleep. For
example, myopic children have been reported to sleep later than children with no myopia [13—
16], and to have worse sleep quality [17, 13]. However, the data in the literature is inconsistent
and several studies have found no associations between myopia and sleep quality [18] and
bedtime [19, 20]. Interestingly, though, poor sleep quality is associated with evening
chronotype, or one’s late sleep-wake timing preference [21-23], raising the possibility that late
chronotype may be the link between myopia and poor sleep quality. Chronotype has been
studied in the context of myopia in a couple of studies, and no definitive associations have
been found. In one report, the circadian phases of myopes and non-myopes did not differ [24]
and in another, self-report of a “morning” or “evening” type was not associated with myopia
progression [15].

Some discrepancies between the findings of the studies listed above might be related
to whether myopia was self-reported [16], defined with cycloplegic [14, 19, 18, 20, 15] or non-
cycloplegic [13, 24] refraction measurements. It is known that refraction measurements are
more myopic without cycloplegia [25, 26], which may lead to overestimating the number of
myopes in studies using non-cycloplegic refraction to determine myopia.

In this study, we assessed the effect of chronotype, parental myopia status, and

lifestyle factors on myopia in Estonian adolescents. We also analysed the difference between
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cycloplegic and non-cycloplegic spherical equivalent refraction (SER) measurements to

estimate its influence on assessing myopia prevalence in our study population.

Methods

The study was conducted at the East Tallinn Central Hospital Eye Clinic in 2019. It adhered
to the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki and was approved by the Tallinn Medical
Research Ethics Committee. Form 10 students from three public schools in Tallinn were
invited to participate, and a total of 123 students were recruited. Written informed consent was
obtained from the participants and their parents or legal guardians. All participants were
European Caucasians. The schools differed slightly in their education profile, putting more
emphasis on science, arts, or sports.

Participants underwent a comprehensive ocular examination, including non-
cycloplegic and cycloplegic refraction, ocular biometry and biomicroscopy. Cycloplegia was
achieved by applying two rounds of 1% cyclopentolate and 0.5% tropicamide with a 5-minute
interval, as per [3]. Cycloplegia was evaluated 40 minutes after the application of the first
round and considered adequate when the pupil was 26 mm in diameter and not responsive to
light. Ocular refraction was measured with HandyRef-K autorefractor (Nidek, Tokyo, Japan),
axial length and anterior corneal curvature with IOLMaster 500 (Zeiss, Oberkochen,
Germany). SER was calculated as sphere + % cylinder, and participants’ SER was defined as
the mean SER of the left and right eyes. Myopia was defined as cycloplegic SER
<—0.50 dioptres (D), high myopia as SER <-6.00 D, astigmatism as <—1.00 dioptre cylinder
and hyperopia as SER > 2.00 D.

Participants filled out a questionnaire about daily activities, including time spent
outdoors, doing near work and mid-working distance activities, separately for weekdays and
free days. Total time spent on each type of activity was calculated per week. Near-work
activities were defined as reading, writing, and using a smartphone. Mid-working distance
activities were defined as watching TV, working with a computer, and playing video games.
The weekly total number of hours spent outdoors, doing near work and mid-working distance
activities were calculated and used in the analyses. Chronotype was evaluated with the
Morningness-Eveningness Questionnaire (MEQ) [27]. MEQ was translated from English into
Estonian and pilot-tested on a separate cohort of thirty 16-17-year-olds to eliminate any
misunderstandings in the wording. The questionnaire also contained questions about parental
myopia.

Statistical analyses were performed using Stata Software for Statistics and Data

Science (version 14.2). Graphs were produced in Prism (version 9, GraphPad). Continuous
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variables were expressed as mean or median when appropriate, and qualitative variables
were summarised as frequency and percentage. Wilcoxon signed-rank test was used to
compare the SER before and after cycloplegia and Spearman rho was calculated to
characterise correlations between ocular parameters. Variables associated with myopia were
assessed with multivariate logistic regression analysis, and results presented as odds ratios
(OR) with their 95% confidence interval (CI). A two-tailed p value of <0.05 was considered

statistically significant.

Results

A total of 123 students participated in the study (57% female), and the majority were 16 years
old (71%). 18% reported having two myopic parents, and 41% had one myopic parent. Half of
the participants were from the science-oriented school, 28% from the arts-oriented and 22%
from the sports-oriented school (see Table 1 for a demographic characterisation). The
prevalence of myopia in our study population was 30.9%, high myopia was present in 2.4%,
hyperopia in 3.3% and astigmatism in 11.4%.

The average time spent outdoors per week was 16.5 hours for both non-myopes and
myopes (Fig. 1A). Myopes spent slightly more time on near-work activities, 54.4 hours,
compared to 52.0 hours per week in non-myopes (Fig. 1B). The average time spent on mid-
working distance activities was 21.3 hours for non-myopes and 17.7 hours for myopes (Fig.
1C). In MEQ), a larger score indicates an earlier chronotype [27]. In our study sample, the MEQ
score was 46.7 for non-myopes and 48.8 for myopes (Fig. 1D).

Multivariate logistic regression analyses of the factors studied (Table 2) revealed that
participants with two myopic parents were 4.3 times more likely to have myopia (95% CI 1.19
— 15.74). Subjects attending the sports-oriented school had lower odds of myopia than
participants attending the science-oriented school (OR 0.12, 95% CI 0.03 — 0.51). We found
no significant association between chronotype and refractive status. Time spent outdoors, on
near work and mid-working distance activities were not associated with myopia in our study.

The SER values displayed a left-skewed distribution in our study population with the
median cycloplegic SER +0.25 D and mean SER —0.38 D (Fig. 2A). Myopia exhibited both an
axial and corneal component as more myopic refraction was correlated with both longer axial
length (r = —0.76, Fig. 2B), and smaller radius of corneal curvature, or steeper corneas (r =
0.17, Fig. 2C).

The SER with and without cycloplegia were significantly different, non-cycloplegic SER
was, on average, 0.89 D more myopic than cycloplegic SER (mean non-cycloplegic SER —

1.27 D, mean cycloplegic SER —0.38 D; median non-cycloplegic SER —0.88 D, median
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cycloplegic SER +0.25 D, p <0.0001, Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test, Fig. 3A). Non-
cycloplegic SER was =-0.50 D in 83 participants (67% of the study population) while
cycloplegic SER was =—0.50 D in 38 participants (31% of the study population). Therefore,
had we defined myopia based on non-cycloplegic SER, we would have overestimated the
prevalence of myopia by more than two times. The non-cycloplegic and cycloplegic SER were
highly correlated (r = 0.74, Spearman correlation, Fig. 3B).

Discussion

This is the first study to investigate myopia risk factors in Estonia. Chronotype, assessed with
MEQ, was not associated with myopia in our sample. While later bedtime has been associated
with myopia [13—16], a link between chronotype and myopia has not been established. In their
study, Flanagan et al. [24] found that myopes had higher melatonin levels at all time points
studied, while the circadian parameters, i.e. dim-light melatonin onset, phase of circadian
activity determined with actigraphy, and MEQ score did not differ between myopes and non-
myopes. It should be mentioned that non-cycloplegic refraction was used to determine myopia
[24]. Furthermore, self-reported “morning” or “evening” type was also not associated with
myopia progression in a study by Lee et al. [15]. Larger studies are needed to further evaluate
the potential link between human circadian rhythms and refractive errors.

In agreement with other investigations [28], we determined parental myopia as a
myopia risk factor. While increased time spent outdoors has been convincingly shown to
protect from myopia development in multiple studies [2-5], we did not see such a correlation
in our study population. The reason behind this observation may be our limited sample size
and the use of a questionnaire to measure time spent outdoors. It has been demonstrated that
a daily activities diary correlates better with time spent outdoors evaluated by wearable light
meters than a questionnaire [29]. However, this is not the first study to report no association
between time outdoors and myopia in adolescents. Schmid et al. *’[30] found no differences
in the time spent in sunlight between 17 to 25-year-old myopes and non-myopes. Lu et al. [31]
reported no differences in self-reported time spent outdoors and myopia status in Singaporean
adolescents (mean age 14.7 years). Furthermore, Hagen et al. [32] saw no differences in
reported outdoor time between myopes and non-myopes in 16 to 19-year-old Norwegian
adolescents. Our study participants were aged between 15 to 17 years, and it may be that
outdoor time at a younger age, which is more critical for refractive development, confers a
protective effect, and outdoor time during adolescence may not be reflective of the previous

outdoor exposure.
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We assessed the SER before and after cycloplegia and determined an average
difference of —0.89 D, with the non-cycloplegic values being more myopic. This is similar to a
previous study reporting a —0.63 D difference [26]. Had we used non-cycloplegic SER values,
we would have overestimated the prevalence of myopia in our study population by more than
two-fold. This highlights the striking difference in the measured non-cycloplegic and
cycloplegic autorefraction values and emphasises the need to use cycloplegia for determining
refractive status, which may be one underlying cause of conflicting results in the literature.

In conclusion, this is the first study evaluating myopia risk factors in Estonia. In
agreement with published work, we found that parental myopia was a risk factor for myopia.
Decreased time spent outdoors and increased time on near-work activities were not myopia
risk factors in our study sample. In addition, we investigated whether chronotype affected
myopia development and found that in our study sample, chronotype, assessed with MEQ,

was not associated with myopia.

List of abbreviations

Cl — confidence interval

D — dioptre

MEQ — Morningness-Eveningness Questionnaire
OR - odds ratio

SD — standard deviation

SER - spherical equivalent refraction

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate

Tallinn Medical Research Ethics Committee gave ethical approval for this work. Written
informed consent was obtained from the participants and their parents or legal guardians.
Consent for publication

Not applicable

Competing interests

The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Funding

This research project received no external funding.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.12.23294974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.12.23294974; this version posted September 12, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

References

1. Holden BA, Fricke TR, Wilson DA, Jong M, Naidoo KS, Sankaridurg P, et al. Global
Prevalence of Myopia and High Myopia and Temporal Trends from 2000 through 2050.
Ophthalmology. 2016;123:1036—42.

2. Parssinen O. The wearing of spectacles and occurence of myopia. Tampere: Acta
Universitatis Tamperensis, ser A vol 208, University of Tampere. 1986;208.

3. Rose KA, Morgan IG, Ip J, Kifley A, Huynh S, Smith W, et al. Outdoor Activity Reduces
the Prevalence of Myopia in Children. Ophthalmology. 2008;115:1279-85.

4. Xiong S, Sankaridurg P, Naduvilath T, Zang J, Zou H, Zhu J, et al. Time spent in outdoor
activities in relation to myopia prevention and control: a meta-analysis and systematic
review. Acta Ophthalmol (Copenh). 2017;95:551-66.

5. Ho C-L, Wu W-F, Liou YM. Dose—Response Relationship of Outdoor Exposure and
Myopia Indicators: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Various Research Methods.
Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2019;16:2595.

6. Huang H-M, Chang DS-T, Wu P-C. The Association between Near Work Activities and
Myopia in Children—A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. PLoS ONE. 2015;10.

7. Enthoven CA, Tideman JWL, Polling JR, Yang-Huang J, Raat H, Klaver CCW. The impact
of computer use on myopia development in childhood: The Generation R study. Prev Med.
2020;132:105988.

8. Hysi PG, Choquet H, Khawaja AP, Wojciechowski R, Tedja MS, Yin J, et al. Meta-
analysis of 542,934 subjects of European ancestry identifies new genes and mechanisms
predisposing to refractive error and myopia. Nat Genet. 2020;52:401-7.

9. Wilson LB, Quinn GE, Ying G, Francis EL, Schmid G, Lam A, et al. The Relation of Axial
Length and Intraocular Pressure Fluctuations in Human Eyes. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci.
2006;47:1778-84.

10. Chakraborty R, Read S a., Collins MJ. Diurnal variations in axial length, choroidal
thickness, intraocular pressure, and ocular biometrics. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci.
2011;52:5121-9.

11. Weiss S, Schaeffel F. Diurnal growth rhythms in the chicken eye: relation to myopia
development and retinal dopamine levels. J Comp Physiol A. 1993;172:263-70.

12. Nickla DL, Wildsoet C, Wallman J. Visual Influences on Diurnal Rhythms in Ocular
Length and Choroidal Thickness in Chick Eyes. Exp Eye Res. 1998;66:163-81.

13. Ayaki M, Torii H, Tsubota K, Negishi K. Decreased sleep quality in high myopia children.
Sci Rep. 2016;6 May:33902—-33902.

14. Liu XN, Naduvilath TJ, Wang J, Xiong S, He X, Xu X, et al. Sleeping late is a risk factor
for myopia development amongst school-aged children in China. Sci Rep. 2020;10:17194.

15. Lee SS-Y, Mackey DA. Prevalence and Risk Factors of Myopia in Young Adults: Review
of Findings From the Raine Study. Front Public Health. 2022;10:861044.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.12.23294974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.12.23294974; this version posted September 12, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

16. Xu S, Zong Z, Zhu Y, Zhang X, Zhang Y, Wang X, et al. Association between sleep-
wake schedules and myopia among Chinese school-aged children and adolescents: a
cross-sectional study. BMC Ophthalmol. 2023;23:135.

17. Zhou Z, Morgan IG, Chen Q, Jin L, He M, Congdon N. Disordered Sleep and Myopia
Risk among Chinese Children. PloS One. 2015;10:e0121796.

18. Stafford-Bell N, McVeigh J, Lingham G, Straker L, Eastwood PR, Yazar S, et al.
Associations of 12-year sleep behaviour trajectories from childhood to adolescence with
myopia and ocular biometry during young adulthood. Ophthalmic Physiol Opt J Br Coll
Ophthalmic Opt Optom. 2022;42:19-27.

19. Wei S-F, Li S-M, Liu L, Li H, Kang M-T, Sun Y-Y, et al. Sleep Duration, Bedtime, and
Myopia Progression in a 4-Year Follow-up of Chinese Children: The Anyang Childhood Eye
Study. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2020;61:37-37.

20. Li M, Tan C-S, Xu L, Foo L-L, Yap F, Sun C-H, et al. Sleep Patterns and Myopia Among
School-Aged Children in Singapore. Front Public Health. 2022;10:828298.

21. Sun J, Chen M, Cai W, Wang Z, Wu S, Sun X, et al. Chronotype: implications for sleep
quality in medical students. Chronobiol Int. 2019;36:1115-23.

22. Rigue GLN, Fernandes Filho GMC, Ferreira ADC, de Sousa-Mufioz RL. Relationship
between chronotype and quality of sleep in medical students at the Federal University of
Paraiba, Brazil. Sleep Sci. 2014;7:96-102.

23. Lima AMA, Varela GCG, Silveira HA da C, Parente RDG, Araujo JF. Evening
chronotypes experience poor sleep quality when taking classes with early starting times.
Sleep Sci. 2010;3:45-8.

24. Flanagan SC, Cobice D, Richardson P, Sittlington JJ, Saunders KJ. Elevated Melatonin
Levels Found in Young Myopic Adults Are Not Attributable to a Shift in Circadian Phase.
Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2020;61:45-45.

25. Flitcroft DI, He M, Jonas JB, Jong M, Naidoo K, Ohno-Matsui K, et al. IMI — Defining and
Classifying Myopia: A Proposed Set of Standards for Clinical and Epidemiologic Studies.
Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2019;60:M20-30.

26. Sankaridurg P, He X, Naduvilath T, Lv M, Ho A, Smith E, et al. Comparison of
noncycloplegic and cycloplegic autorefraction in categorizing refractive error data in children.
Acta Ophthalmol (Copenh). 2017;95:e633-40.

27. Horne JA, Ostberg O. A self-assessment questionnaire to determine morningness-
eveningness in human circadian rhythms. Int J Chronobiol. 1976;4:97-110.

28. Zhang X, Qu X, Zhou X. Association between parental myopia and the risk of myopia in
a child. Exp Ther Med. 2015;9:2420-8.

29. Moafa MAM. Quantifying Risk Factors for Myopia: Instrument Validation and
Establishing Dosage for Light Intensity and Duration. The University of Sydney; 2019.

30. Schmid KL, Leyden K, Chiu Y, Lind S-R, Vos DJ, Kimlin M, et al. Assessment of Daily
Light and Ultraviolet Exposure in Young Adults. Optom Vis Sci. 2013;90:148-55.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.12.23294974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.12.23294974; this version posted September 12, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

31. Lu B. Associations Between Near Work, Outdoor Activity, and Myopia Among
Adolescent Students in Rural China: The Xichang Pediatric Refractive Error Study Report
No. 2. Arch Ophthalmol. 2009;127:769.

32. Hagen LA, Gjelle JVB, Arnegard S, Pedersen HR, Gilson SJ, Baraas RC. Prevalence
and Possible Factors of Myopia in Norwegian Adolescents. Sci Rep. 2018;8:13479.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.12.23294974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.12.23294974; this version posted September 12, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Figure 1
A Time outdoors B Near work C Mid-working distance D Chronotype

50~ 100- 5o,  ctvity 80-

40+ 80 : 40+
= > g >
[0h} Q [0] ﬂl_J T
2 30 2604 | + 2 301 8 ¥
> P i Sk o
200 | T 2 ol |1 2204 T l g
(=] . (] e X [e} b 44 E
I £ 3 ] I _ I 204

104 | : 20 ; 104 %

r : 0 T \ 0 T T . r
Non- Myopes Non- Myopes Non- Myopes Non- Myopes
myopes myopes myopes myopes

Figure 1. Distribution of factors analysed in non-myopes and myopes. (A) Time spent
outdoors, (B) on near work and (C) mid-working distance activities in non-myopes and
myopes. (D) Distribution of chronotype, measured with MEQ, in non-myopes and myopes.

Data are presented as mean + SD. MEQ, Morningness-Eveningness Questionnaire; SD,
standard deviation.
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Figure 2. Characterisation of SER of the study population. (A) Distribution of the
participants’ mean cycloplegic SER grouped into one dioptre bins. Correlations between (B)
SER and axial length, and (C) SER and radius of corneal curvature in individual eyes
(Spearman correlation, individual values fitted with simple linear regression to illustrate the

relationship). SER, spherical equivalent refraction; D, dioptres.
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Figure 3. Effect of cycloplegia on SER. (A) Difference between cycloplegic and non-
cycloplegic SER (p < 0.0001, Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test; boxplot presents
median with minimum and maximum values, “+” denotes the mean, individual participant
values presented). (B) Correlation between cycloplegic and non-cycloplegic SER (Spearman
correlation, individual values fitted with simple linear regression to illustrate the relationship).

SER, spherical equivalent refraction; D, dioptres.
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of the study population.

All participants Myopes
N % N %

Total 123 100 38 30.9
Characteristic
Sex

Female 70 56.9 24 34.3

Male 53 43.1 14 26.4
Age

15 years 5 4.1 1 20.0

16 years 87 70.7 26 29.9

17 years 31 25.2 11 35.5
Parental myopia

None 43 35.0 8 18.6

One myopic parent S8 47.2 19 32.8

Both parents myopic 22 17.9 11 50.0
School

Science 61 49.6 27 42.3

Arts 35 28.5 8 22.9

Sports 27 22.0 3 111

The demographics are characterised for the entire study population. The number and
proportion of myopes in each demographic group are presented.
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Table 2. Effect of demographic and lifestyle factors and chronotype on myopia

status.

Characteristic Odds ratio p value 95% CI
Sex

Female 1.00

Male 1.83 0.213 0.71-4.76
Parental myopia

None 1.00

One myopic parent 1.50 0.459 0.52-4.33

Both parents myopic 4.32 0.026 1.19-15.74
School

Science 1.00

Arts 0.41 0.103 0.14-1.20

Sports 0.12 0.004 0.03-0.51
Chronotype (MEQ score)

| tercile (evening types) 1.00

Il tercile 2.29 0.158 0.73-7.26

Il tercile (morning types) 2.69 0.074 0.91-7.98

Time spent outdoors
(hours per week)

| tercile (4.5-11.0) 1.00
Il tercile (11.25-17.75) 1.17 0.794 0.35-3.90
1l tercile (18.0-43.5) 1.00 0.996 0.32-3.14

Time spent on near work
(hours per week)

| tercile (14.0-45.0) 1.00
Il tercile (46.0-59.0) 0.58 0.363 0.18-1.86
1l tercile (60.0-95.0) 1.00 0.996 0.32-3.15

Time spent on middle-
distance work (hours per

week)
| tercile (3.0-15.0) 1.00
Il tercile (15.5-24.5) 1.88 0.270 0.61-5.76
1l tercile (25.0-68.0) 0.97 0.961 0.30-3.19

A multivariate logistic regression model was fitted with myopia status as the dependent
variable. Sex, parental myopia, school, chronotype tercile, outdoor time tercile, near work
tercile and mid-working distance activity time tercile were included as independent variables.
A p value of <0.05 was considered statistically significant and marked in bold. Cl, confidence
interval; MEQ, Morningness-Eveningness Questionnaire.
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