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ABSTRACT 11 

Exposure to environmental noise in residential areas has been associated with adverse mental 12 

health outcomes; however, the mechanisms of this relationship remain underexplored. This study 13 

investigates the contribution of reduced sleep quality to the negative association between 14 

perceived neighbourhood environmental noise exposure and poor mental health. We used the 15 

Household Income and Labour Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) survey and applied causal 16 

mediation methods to examine the role of sleep in the association between self-reported exposure 17 

to road traffic noise and plane, train and industry (PTI) noise and mental wellbeing at three time 18 

points between 2012 and 2021. Road traffic noise was associated with poorer mental health in 19 

2012-13 and 2016-17, while no evidence of an association was observed in 2020-2021 (the 20 

period of COVID-related lockdowns in Australia). For the years where a significant association 21 

was observed, mediation analyses suggest that reduced sleep quality accounts for 21% (in 2012-22 

13; 95% CI: 7–35%) and 33% (in 2016-17; 95% CI: 26–64%) of the total effect of perceived 23 

traffic noise on mental health.  Perceived PTI noise was associated with poorer mental health in 24 

2016-2017 and 2020-2021, with mediation through sleep observed in 2016-2017 (proportion 25 

mediated 20% (95% CI:3–38%)). Mediation by sleep quality was stronger among people 26 

reporting exposure to multiple noise sources than among people reporting exposure to a single 27 

noise source. As much as a third of the association between road traffic noise and poor mental 28 

wellbeing may be due to poorer sleep quality following exposure to unwanted noise. 29 
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INTRODUCTION 30 

Environmental noise, defined as unwanted or disruptive outdoor sound caused by human 31 

activities, can adversely affect the health and wellbeing of individuals and is becoming 32 

increasingly pervasive due to growing urbanisation[1,2]. Previous studies estimate that in western 33 

Europe environmental noise accounts for the loss of 1.0-1.6 million disability-adjusted life years 34 

(DALYs) annually, primarily due to its effects on health and wellbeing, including childhood 35 

cognitive impairment, sleep disturbance, tinnitus and noise-annoyance[3]. Environmental noise 36 

stems from several sources, ranging from transport (road, rail, air) and industry to recreation and 37 

domestic activities[3]. With an expanding proportion of the global population living in urban 38 

areas, understanding the health impact of environmental noise exposure in residential areas is 39 

important[4]. 40 

 41 

Some research suggests chronic exposure to environmental noise is also associated with 42 

increased stress, anxiety and depressive symptoms, although the quality of the currently available 43 

evidence is generally low and results are heterogeneous [5,6]. Most studies rely on cross-44 

sectional data, and limited attention has been given to understanding the mediating factors that 45 

would explain these associations. The most thoroughly studied mediator of the relationship 46 

between noise and mental health is noise annoyance[7–11]. Among lesser understood candidate 47 

mediators is sleep, which plays a crucial role in maintaining both physical and mental 48 

wellbeing[12]. Improved sleep quality is known to contribute to good mental health[13], yet 49 

night-time environmental noise can adversely impact sleep[14]. It can affect individual’s sleep 50 

quality, causing them to awaken or preventing them from falling asleep entirely[14]. Therefore, it 51 

is highly plausible that adverse mental health effects associated with exposure to noise in the 52 

neighbourhood environments surrounding people’s homes are mediated by reduced sleep quality. 53 
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The small number of studies investigating sleep as a mediator of the relationship between noise 54 

pollution and mental health are narrowly focussed, concentrating either on university student 55 

populations[8–10]  or a specific noise source (wind turbines[7]), and therefore may not be 56 

generalisable to the wider population.  57 

 58 

This study uses nationally representative panel data from a large sample of Australian households 59 

to explore whether sleep mediates the association between environmental noise exposure and 60 

mental health among the community-dwelling population aged 15 and above. Examining this 61 

issue in the Australian context is important since the urban population accounts for approximately 62 

70% of the total population[15], and the nation trails behind other regions with regard to 63 

understanding the impact that exposure to environmental noise has on the community[16]. The 64 

panel structure of the data used allows us to establish appropriate temporal ordering of the 65 

exposure, potential mediators and the outcome. 66 

 67 

We focus on perceived noise from road traffic and plane, train, and industry (PTI) noise: sources 68 

that make up much of the environmental noise in residential areas[17].  Prior studies have shown 69 

that perceived noise is associated with psychological stress and other mental health 70 

outcomes[18,19]. While objective noise measurement is critical for evaluating the relationship 71 

between environmental noise exposure and health[20], subjective experiences of noise are also 72 

important. Subjective experiences of sound differ among individuals – the same sound may be 73 

deemed as noise by some and not by others[21]. In the context of mental health effects in 74 

particular, therefore, considering measures of perceived noise can contribute to a more nuanced 75 

understanding of the impacts of noise in the residential environment.  76 

 77 
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By exploring the role of sleep as a potential mediator, we aim to improve current understanding 78 

of the pathways through which transport and industry noise in the residential environment 79 

impacts mental wellbeing, thereby contributing to the development of interventions and policies 80 

to reduce environmental noise exposure and, ultimately, promote healthier communities.  81 

 82 

METHODS 83 

Study Population 84 

This study used the Household Income and Labour Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) survey, a 85 

longitudinal study running since 2001. HILDA follows Australians over the course of their lives 86 

and collects data on households, family and relationships, financial wellbeing, participation in 87 

work and education and health. It has previously been used to explore the relationship between 88 

environmental noise and mental wellbeing[19]. The sampling unit is the household, whose 89 

members are followed up annually. Using a multistage clustered, stratified design HILDA 90 

commenced with a nationally representative sample of 7,682 Australian households and 13,969 91 

people and has gradually expanded to include new members of original households, new 92 

households formed by original participants, and a top-up sample in wave 11. The 2021 sample 93 

(wave 21) consisted of 9,358 households with survey responses from 16,549 people[22]. The 94 

HILDA dataset is deidentified and publicly available to approved researchers through the 95 

Australian Government Department of Social Services 96 

(https://dataverse.ada.edu.au/dataverse/DSSLongitudinalStudies). As such this study was exempt 97 

from institutional review board approval. 98 

 99 
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Measures 100 

Mental health outcome: Mental health was measured annually in HILDA using the mental health 101 

component summary score of the validated Short Form 36 (SF-36) survey[23]. The SF-36 survey 102 

is a self-rated health survey providing a comprehensive assessment that distinguishes between 103 

mental and physical health[23]. The mental health summary score ranges from 0-100 with higher 104 

scores indicative of better mental health.  105 

 106 

Noise exposure: The HILDA survey asks participants biennially about the frequency of noise in 107 

their neighbourhood: specifically, plane, train and industry (PTI) noise and road traffic noise. 108 

Responses were recorded as 1 (never happens), 2 (very rare), 3 (not common), 4 (fairly common) 109 

and 5 (very common). For analysis, we dichotomised noise exposure such that 1 indicated 110 

fairly/very common noise exposure and 0 represented less frequent noise. We analysed road 111 

traffic and PTI noise both separately and in combination. For the latter, we derived an additional 112 

exposure variable to indicate whether each participant was exposed fairly/very commonly to 0 113 

(no noise), 1 (road traffic noise only), 2 (PTI noise only) or 3 (both).  114 

 115 

Sleep quality: Sleep quality has been measured in HILDA every four years since 2013. 116 

Participants rate their sleep over the last 30 days on a scale from 1 (very good) to 4 (very bad). 117 

This variable was dichotomised for analysis, with 1 indicating fairly/very bad sleep quality and 0 118 

indicating fairly/very good sleep. 119 

 120 

Covariates: We controlled for a range of demographic, socioeconomic, health and housing 121 

covariates; specifically, sex, baseline mental health, labour force status, shiftwork status, 122 

household income, education, alcohol consumption, several major life events, area disadvantage 123 
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and whether residing in a major city. The relative timing of the measurement used for each 124 

covariate was determined by whether it was considered a potential mediator of the exposure-125 

outcome, exposure-mediator, and/or mediator-outcome association. See Appendix 1 for covariate 126 

details. 127 

 128 

Statistical Analysis  129 

Data were analysed in Stata/SE 18.0 for three 1-year follow up periods: 2012-13, 2016-17 and 130 

2020-21. Analyses were repeated for each period, with noise and baseline covariates measured in 131 

the first year and sleep and mental health measured the following year. Binary life event 132 

indicators were based on events reported in the second year, to capture events that occurred after 133 

the measurement of noise and in the year leading up to the measurement of sleep and mental 134 

health, to ensure appropriate temporal sequencing as these were considered potential confounders 135 

only of the mediator-outcome association. The analytic samples were restricted to individuals 136 

who did not experience a residential move during follow up, to minimise the chance of a 137 

substantial change in noise exposure before sleep and mental health were measured.  Complete 138 

case analyses were performed. 139 

 140 

Figure 1 depicts the relationships we investigated in our analyses. For each exposure (road traffic, 141 

PTI and combined noise), we first estimated its association with mental health (using multiple 142 

linear regression) and, separately, sleep quality (using multiple logistic regression), after 143 

adjusting for potential confounders. We also used estimated associations between sleep quality 144 

and mental health.  We then used the ‘mediate’ package in Stata 18 to estimate total, direct and 145 

natural indirect effects of noise exposure on mental health, and proportion mediated, with sleep 146 

quality as the potential mediator. This approach is based on the potential-outcomes framework 147 
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that considers observed outcomes in relation to a counterfactual scenario of no exposure. Causal 148 

mediation is more robust than traditional mediation methods such as the difference method 149 

because it relies on fewer assumptions; in particular causal mediation allows for potential 150 

exposure-mediator interactions and non-linear relationships rather than assuming these are not 151 

present [24,25]. . As the presence of an exposure-mediator interaction was unknown from prior 152 

research, we also tested for these to assess whether our decision to use a model that relaxes this 153 

assumption was important for this relationship. 154 

 155 

Sensitivity analyses 156 

To examine the sensitivity of our results to the way noise exposure was defined, we repeated the 157 

analysis redefining the exposed category to only those individuals exposed to noise “very 158 

commonly”. This also allowed us to examine whether sleep quality is a stronger mediator in 159 

individuals exposed to more frequent noise.  160 

 161 

RESULTS 162 

 163 

Summary statistics 164 

 165 

Table 1 describes the sample of respondents for each follow-up period (2012-2013, 2016-2017 166 

and 2020-2021) with sample sizes of 10,605, 11,536 and 10,991 respectively. The proportion of 167 

participants reporting good sleep quality decreased slightly from 75.7% in 2013 to 71.7% in 2021. 168 

Noise exposure for both road traffic noise and PTI noise remained relatively stable across the 169 

three time periods, with an average of 26.8% of individuals reporting fairly/very common 170 

exposure to road traffic noise and 22% reporting fairly/very common exposure to PTI noise. 171 
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 172 

Associations between noise, sleep and mental health 173 

Frequent exposure to both road traffic and PTI noise were consistently associated with poorer 174 

mental health, although the magnitude of the association varied between years (Appendix Table 175 

2). Road traffic noise was more strongly associated with mental health than was PTI noise in 176 

2012-2013 (road traffic: β = -1.17; 95% CI: -1.72, -0.63; PTI noise β = -0.22; 95% CI: -0.80, 177 

0.35), while the effect of PTI noise on mental health appeared greater in 2016-2017 (road traffic: 178 

β = -0.70; 95% CI: -1.23, -0.16; PTI noise β = -0.82; 95% CI: -1.39, -0.26) and 2020-2021 (road 179 

traffic: β = -0.32; 95% CI: -0.86, 0.22; PTI noise β = -0.48; 95% CI: -1.06, 0.09). Road traffic 180 

noise was associated with increased odds of poor sleep in 2012-2013 (OR = 1.21; 95% CI: 1.10, 181 

1.35) and 2016-2017 (OR = 1.18; 95% CI: 1.07, 1.30) (Appendix Table 3). PTI noise was 182 

associated with increased odds of poor sleep quality in 2016-2017 only (OR = 1.19; 95% CI: 1.07, 183 

1.31). There was no evidence to support an association between any source of noise exposure and 184 

sleep quality in 2020-21. A strong negative association between sleep quality and mental health 185 

was observed for all years (2012-13: β = -6.11; 95% CI: -6.67, -5.55; 2016-17: β = -6.27; 95% 186 

CI: -6.79, -5.74; 2020-21: β = -5.80; -6.34, -5.26) (Appendix Table 4). 187 

 188 

Mediation analysis 189 

Causal mediation analysis showed a strong negative indirect effect of road traffic noise on mental 190 

health through sleep quality (Table 2) in both 2012-13 (natural indirect effect (NIE) = -0.22; 95% 191 

CI: -0.34, -0.09) and 2016-17 (NIE = -0.21; 95% CI: -0.34, -0.-0.08). The proportions mediated 192 

were estimated to be 21% (7%, 35%) and 33% (26%, 64%) respectively. In 2020-2021 there was 193 

little to no evidence of an association between road traffic noise exposure and mental health and 194 
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therefore sleep could not act as a mediator, though the estimated effect sizes for the total and 195 

indirect effect were consistently negative.  196 

 197 

The indirect effect of PTI noise on mental health was less consistent across the years, however all 198 

years had a negative indirect effect estimate (Table 2). The strongest indirect effect was observed 199 

in 2016-17 (NIE = -0.17; 95% CI: -0.27, -0.06), accounting for 20% (3%, 38%) of the total effect. 200 

No association between PTI noise and mental health was observed in 2012-2013 or 2020-2021.  201 

 202 

When combined exposure to both PTI noise and road traffic noise was compared to exposure to 203 

only one source of noise, the indirect effect of noise on mental health via sleep quality was larger 204 

in those exposed to multiple noise sources than either source individually, in both 2012-13 and 205 

2016-17 (Table 3). Consistent with results when noise sources were analyses separately, no total 206 

or mediated effects were observed in 2020-21 for combined or lone source noise exposure.  207 

 208 

  There was only minimal evidence of exposure-mediator interaction (Appendix 4), any effect of 209 

which will have been accounted for by using a causal mediation modelling approach. 210 

 211 

Sensitivity Analyses 212 

In the sensitivity analysis, when the exposed category was limited to those exposed very 213 

commonly to noise, results for both road traffic noise and PTI noise were broadly consistent with 214 

the primary analysis (Appendix Table 5).  215 

 216 

DISCUSSION 217 

 218 
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Our study provides evidence that perceived road traffic noise exposure in the neighbourhood 219 

adversely impacts mental health, with sleep quality appearing to mediate the association in both 220 

2012-13 and 2016-17. In contrast, in 2020-21 evidence for any association between road traffic 221 

noise exposure and mental health was limited, despite perceived road traffic noise levels 222 

remaining stable. With much of Australia subject to COVID-19 lockdowns during 2020-21, it 223 

may be that our findings for that period were influenced by a combination of increased time at 224 

home, changes in objective levels of noise from various sources, working/schooling from home, 225 

and competing influences on mental health at that time.  226 

 227 

The association between mental health and self-reported noise from planes, trains and industry 228 

(as opposed to road traffic) was inconsistent across years and across our various sensitivity 229 

analyses, leading us to conclude that any mental health effect of PTI noise  is likely to be weaker 230 

than the effect of road traffic noise. However, results of our mediation analysis when PTI was 231 

associated with mental health (in 2016-17 only) show evidence of an indirect pathway through 232 

sleep, suggesting that if PTI noise does influence mental health , the relationship  may be 233 

mediated by sleep. When considering perceived exposure to multiple noise sources compared to 234 

exposure to a single source of noise, multiple exposures also had larger sleep-mediated effects on 235 

mental health.  236 

 237 

Our findings are consistent with numerous previous studies reporting a negative association 238 

between both perceived and actual traffic noise exposure in the neighbourhood and mental 239 

health[19,26–29] and align with prior research concluding that mental health was less impacted 240 

by PTI noise than road traffic noise[27]. Studies have shown that at the same levels of noise 241 

railway noise is commonly perceived as less annoying than noise from road or air traffic however 242 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 3, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.02.24309814doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.02.24309814
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

  
 

12

frequency of trains, building and vibration factors may influence this relationship [14,30]. One 243 

previous study showed that sleep is only a mediator when an individual also experiences some 244 

level of noise annoyance[26]; it is plausible that this lower level of annoyance may be sufficient 245 

to reduce the mental health impact of PTI noise[8]. Our results are also consistent with the 246 

findings from research using objectively measured noise in showing cumulative effects of 247 

multiple noise sources on mental health[27]. 248 

 249 

We are aware of four studies that have previously investigated the mediating role of sleep with 250 

respect to noise and mental health[7–10]. However, these have been limited in their scope and 251 

varied in results. Three of these studies were conducted in university students and, like the 252 

current study, found sleep to be a mediator of the association between noise and mental health, 253 

though one found this was only the case in individuals reporting noise annoyance. The remaining 254 

study[7] conversely found no mediating effect of sleep, however it was limited to noise exposure 255 

from wind turbines. Building on this limited existing evidence base, our study’s strengths lie in 256 

its longitudinal study design and large sample size allowing for a comprehensive exploration of 257 

the mediating role of sleep in the noise-mental health relationship in the general adult population. 258 

Repeating our analysis over three separate time periods introduced replication, enhancing the 259 

credibility of the findings.  260 

 261 

The study nonetheless has some limitations. First, in using self-reported measures of noise 262 

exposure we are limited to perceptions of noise rather than objectively measured exposure, and 263 

risk introducing bias due to measurement error. However, a previous study using the same dataset 264 

employed an area-level aggregate measure of perceived environmental noise to reduce bias from 265 

individual-level measurement error and found that associations with mental health were of a 266 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 3, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.02.24309814doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.02.24309814
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

  
 

13

similar magnitude to when using the individual measure [19]. Second, the study’s exclusive focus 267 

on transport and industry noise within the neighbourhood environment omitted noise from 268 

neighbours and elsewhere within the neighbourhood as well as possible occupational and 269 

commuting noise exposure. Third, we were also not able to consider the amount of time spent at 270 

home, and thereby assume all individuals are equally exposed to the noise in their home 271 

environment, when in truth differential exposure is likely and may have led us to underestimate 272 

importantly larger effects in some groups of people. Relatedly, the source data also did not allow 273 

us to consider the timing of noise exposures during the day/night, which may be vital in 274 

understanding the impact of noise on sleep. Fourth, we relied on a single item self-reported 275 

measure of sleep, as more comprehensive sleep measurement was not available. Future research 276 

is needed using more robust measurement of sleep (e.g. validated sleep questionnaires and 277 

actigraphy) as part of this relationship. Finally, our models did not include noise sensitivity. As 278 

noise sensitivity could lead to increased reporting of environmental noise exposure and can be 279 

increased by poor mental health, this omission introduces the possibility of reverse 280 

causation[12,31]. 281 

Overall, our findings suggest that strategies aimed at improving sleep quality, especially in areas 282 

impacted by high levels of environmental noise from multiple sources, have the potential to 283 

improve population mental health. This could extend to the design of homes, and particularly 284 

bedrooms, in aiming to protect against sleep disturbance caused by noise. Upstream interventions 285 

aimed at reducing environmental noise in residential areas should consider the differential impact 286 

of noise from various sources. Road traffic noise appears more harmful that PTI noise though 287 

areas with high levels of both types of noise may place residents at the highest risk.  288 
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 289 

Future research should explore the role of sleep quality as a mediator in the context of different 290 

noise sources and using validated measures of perceived and objectively measured noise and 291 

sleep. Additionally, further consideration should be given to potential effect modification by co-292 

occurring exposures such as air and light pollution, and housing conditions and design features 293 

(e.g. insulation, layout), which are likely to moderate or compound effects of noise on sleep and 294 

mental health.  295 

 296 

Conclusions 297 

This study provides evidence to support the role of sleep quality in explaining the association 298 

between noise exposure in the neighbourhood and mental health. We found that sleep quality 299 

accounts for one-fifth to one-third of the estimated total effect of noise on mental health among 300 

Australian adults. At present this is the only study to examine the mediating effects of sleep on 301 

the mental health impact of environmental noise using national, longitudinal data. Further 302 

longitudinal studies that make use of validated measures are warranted. Interventions that target 303 

the layouts of neighbourhoods, transport management, and the design and construction of homes 304 

to reduce the impact of noise exposures on sleep quality have the potential to improve 305 

population-level health and wellbeing.  306 
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Table 1: Characteristics of Study Sample 393 

Covariate 2012-2013 

N = 10,605 

2016-2017 

N = 11,536 

2020-2021 

N = 10,991 

Sex, % (n) 

    Female 

    Male 

 

53.07 (5628) 

46.93 (4988)  

 

53.06 (6121) 

46.94 (5415) 

 

54.07 (5944) 

45.93 (5050) 

Age, mean (SD) 46.87 (18.15) 47.02 (18.45) 48.46 (18.49) 

Household Income, % (n) 

    < $40,000 

    $40,000 - $59,999 

    $60,000 – $99,999 

    $100,000 – 149,999 

    $150,000 + 

 

21.28 (2257) 

13.72 (1455) 

23.14 (2454) 

21.54 (2284) 

20.32 (2155) 

 

17.36 (2003) 

13.70 (1581) 

21.92 (2529) 

22.85 (2636) 

24.16 (2787) 

 

15.41 (1694) 

12.76 (1403) 

19.72 (2168) 

21.48 (2361) 

30.63 (3368) 

Labour force Status, % (n) 

    Employed 

    Unemployed 

    Not in labour force 

 

63.26 (6709) 

3.18 (337) 

33.56 (3559) 

 

63.42 (7316) 

3.42 (394) 

33.17 (3826) 

 

61.92 (6808) 

3.24 (356) 

34.84 (3830) 

Education Level, % (n) 

    Post graduate degree or graduate 

certificate 

    Bachelor or honours 

    Diploma or Cert III/IV 

    Year 12 

 

 

10.87 (1153) 

14.16 (1502) 

31.16 (3305) 

14.47 (1535) 

 

 

12.32 (1421) 

15.06 (1737) 

33.08 (3816) 

14.05 (1621) 

 

 

14.16 (1557) 

16.66 (1832) 

33.64 (3698) 

13.94 (1533) 
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    < Year 12 29.33 (3110) 25.49 (2941) 21.59 (2374) 

Urbanicity, % (n)    

   Resides in a major city 66.85 (7089) 66.55 (7677) 66.25 (7282) 

   Resides outside a major city 33.15 (3516) 33.45 (3859) 33.75 (3709) 

Area-level socio-economic 

disadvantage (quintiles), % (n) 

   

   Q1 18.45 (1957) 17.75 (2048) 16.81 (1848) 

   Q2 19.19 (2035) 19.64 (2266) 19.67 (2162) 

   Q3 19.97 (2118) 19.45 (2244) 19.89 (2186) 

   Q4 21.19 (2247) 21.14 (2439) 21.80 (2396) 

   Q5 21.20 (2248) 22.01 (2539) 21.83 (2399) 

Shift worker, % (n)    

   Yes 9.19 (975) 9.35 (1079) 8.61 (946) 

   No 90.81 (9630) 90.65 (10457) 91.39 (10045) 

Baseline Alcohol Consumption, % (n) 

    Never 

    Rarely 

    Weekly – less than daily 

    Daily 

 

18.36 (1947) 

23.39 (2481) 

51.20 (5430) 

7.04 (747) 

 

19.43 (2242) 

22.66 (2614) 

51.27 (5915) 

6.63 (765) 

 

19.72 (2168) 

22.41 (2464) 

51.20 (5629) 

6.67 (733) 

Alcohol Consumption at Follow 

Up, % (n) 

    Never 

    Rarely 

 

 

17.96 (1905) 

23.39 (2481) 

 

 

18.83 (2172) 

22.65 (2613) 

 

 

19.33 (2125) 

23.51 (2585) 
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    Weekly – less than daily 

    Daily 

51.41 (5452) 

7.23 (767) 

52.12 (6013) 

6.40 (738) 

50.60 (5563) 

6.56 (721) 

Sleep Quality, % (n) 

    Good 

    Poor 

 

75.72 (8030) 

24.28 (2575) 

 

72.64 (8380) 

27.36 (3156) 

 

71.70 (7883) 

28.30 (3111) 

Road Traffic Noise, % (n) 

    Unexposed 

    Exposed 

 

73.49 (7794) 

26.51 (2811) 

 

73.61 (8492) 

26.39 (3044) 

 

72.45 (7965) 

27.55 (3029) 

Plane, Train and Industry Noise, % 

(n) 

    Unexposed 

    Exposed 

 

 

78.27 (8301) 

21.73 (2304) 

 

 

78.03 (9001) 

21.97 (2535) 

 

 

77.70 (8542) 

22.30 (2452) 

 

Baseline Mental Wellbeing Score, 

mean (SD) 

75.31 (16.57) 74.21 (17.35) 72.09 (17.88) 

 

Life Events, % (n) 

    Birth/adoption of new child 

    Damage to home from weather event 

    Death of spouse or child 

    Significant financial improvement 

    Significant financial worsening 

    Fired or made redundant 

    Personal injury or illness 

 

2.98 (316) 

1.17 (124) 

0.64 (68) 

2.91 (309) 

2.47 (262) 

3.39 (359) 

8.89 (943) 

 

3.22 (371) 

1.20 (139) 

0.71 (82) 

2.47 (285) 

1.65 (190) 

2.56 (295) 

8.12 (937) 

 

3.09 (340) 

1.16 (127) 

0.75 (82) 

2.73 (300) 

1.65 (181) 

2.42 (266) 

8.02 (882) 
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    Changed jobs 

    Marriage 

    Victim of property crime 

    Pregnancy 

    Got back together with partner 

    Retired 

    Separated 

9.51 (1009) 

1.78 (189) 

3.02 (320) 

4.48 (475) 

0.65 (69) 

2.61 (277) 

2.31 (245) 

10.51 (1212) 

1.66 (191) 

2.38 (274) 

4.57 (527) 

0.60 (69) 

2.04 (235) 

1.97 (227) 

11.26 (1238) 

1.50 (165)  

2.00 (220) 

4.94 (543) 

0.49 (54) 

2.42 (266) 

2.30 (253) 

 394 

  395 
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Table 2: Mental Health Impact of Single source Noise Mediated by Sleep Quality 396 

 Total Effect   P-

value 

Natural Indirect 

Effect 

P-value Natural Direct 

Effect 

P-

value 

Proportion 

Mediated 

P-value 

Road Traffic Noise 

2012-13 -1.06 (-1.6, -0.50) <0.001 -0.22 (-0.34, -0.09) 0.001 -0.84 (-1.38, -0.30) 0.002 0.21 (0.07, 0.35) 0.004 

2016-17 -0.63 (-1.18, -0.09) 0.023 -0.21 (-0.34, -0.08) 0.001 -0.42 (-0.95, 0.11) 0.118 0.33 (0.26, 0.64) 0.034 

2020-21 -0.19 (-0.75, 0.36) 0.500 -0.06, (-0.17, 0.05) 0.311 -0.13 (-0.67, 0.41) 0.631 0.31 (-0.65, 1.26) 0.531 

Plane Train and Industry Noise 

2012-13 -0.10 (-0.67, 0.48) 0.740 -0.08 (-0.21, 0.05) 0.206 -0.01 (-0.57, 0.54) 0.959 0.85 (-4.01, 5.73) 0.734 

2016-17 -0.81 (-1.38, -0.25) 0.005 -0.17 (-0.27, -0.06) 0.002 -0.65 (-1.20, -0.09) 0.022 0.20 (0.03, 0.38) 0.019 

2020-21 -0.45 (-1.04, 0.13) 0.130 -0.03 (-0.15, 0.09) 0.596 -0.42 (-1.00, 0.15) 0.150 0.07 (-0.19, 0.32) 0.592 

Adjusted for age, sex, baseline mental health, household income, labour force status, education level, area socioeconomic disadvantage, shift work, residence in a 397 
major city, alcohol consumption at baseline and follow up and several life events.  Boldface indicates statistical significance (p<0.05). 398 
  399 
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Table 3 Mental Health Impact of Multi- and Single-Source Noise Exposure Mediated by Sleep  400 

 Total Effect   P Natural Indirect 

Effect 

P Natural Direct 

Effect 

P Proportion 

Mediated 

P 

2012-13 

Road Traffic 

Noise Only 

-1.09 (-1.77, -0.40) 0.002 

 

-0.21 (-0.35, -0.06) 0.005 

 

-0.88 (-1.54, -0.21) 0.009 

 

0.19 (0.04, 0.35) 0.015 

 

Plane, Train and 

Industry Noise 

Only   

0.27 (-0.46, 1.01) 0.47 -0.03 (-0.18, 0.12) 0.677 

 

0.30 (-0.42, 1.02) 0.409 -0.12 (-0.81, 0.58) 0.741 

Multiple Noise 

Sources 

-0.90 (-1.71, -0.08) 0.032 -0.25 (-0.44, -0.05) 0.016 

 

-0.65 (-1.45, 0.14) 0.108 

 

0.27 (-0.02, 0.56) 0.067 

2016-17 

Road Traffic 

Noise Only 

-0.53 (-1.21, 0.15) 0.128 -0.15 (-0.31, 0.01) 0.061 -0.38 (-1.04, 0.28) 0.263 0.29 (-0.13, 0.70) 0.174 

Plane, Train and 

Industry Noise 

-0.75 (-1.50, -0.00) 0.050 -0.08 (-0.19, 0.02) 0.135 -0.67 (-1.41, 0.07) 0.075 0.11 (-0.05, 0.27) 0.192 
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Only   

Multiple Noise 

Sources 

-1.06 (-1.84, -0.28) 0.008 -0.33 (-0.52, -0.15) <0.001 -0.72 (-1.48, 0.03) 0.061 0.32 (0.06, 0.58) 0.016 

2020-21    

Road Traffic 

Noise Only 

0.04 (-0.64, 0.72) 0.908 -0.02 (-0.17, 0.13) 0.832 0.06 (-0.61, 0.72) 0.868 -0.40 (-8.80, 8.00) 0.925 

Plane, Train and 

Industry Noise 

Only   

-0.28 (-1.06, 0.50) 0.482 0.04 (-0.13, 0.22) 0.626 -0.33 (-1.09, 0.44) 0.406 -0.16 (-1.00, 0.69) 0.713 

Multiple Noise 

Sources 

-0.62 (-1.42, 0.19) 0.132 -0.09 (-0.24, 0.06) 0.225 -0.53 (-1.32, 0.26) 0.189 0.15 (-0.13, 0.42) 0.291 

Adjusted for age, sex, baseline mental health, household income, labour force status, education level, area socioeconomic disadvantage, 401 

shift work, residence in a major city, alcohol consumption at baseline and follow up and several life events.  402 

Boldface indicates statistical significance (p<0.05).403 
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Figures 404 

Figure 1 DAG 405 
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