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ABSTRACT 
 
Purpose: The SmartSleep Study is established to comprehensively assess the impact of night-time 
smartphone use on sleep patterns and health. An innovative combination of large-scale repeated survey 
information, high-resolution sensor-driven smartphone data, in-depth clinical examination and registry 
linkage allow for detailed investigations into multisystem physiological dysregulation and long-term 
health consequences associated with night-time smartphone use and sleep impairment. 

Participants: The SmartSleep Study consists of three interconnected data samples, which combined 
include 30,673 individuals with information on smartphone use, sleep and health. Subsamples of the 
study population also include high-resolution tracking data (n=5,927) collected via a customized app 
and deep clinical phenotypic data (n=245). A total of 7,208 participants will be followed in nationwide 
health registries with full data coverage and long-term follow-up.  

Findings to date: We highlight previous findings on the relation between smartphone use and sleep in 
the SmartSleep Study, and we evaluate the interventional potential of the citizen science approach used in 
one of the data samples. We also present new results from an analysis in which we utilize 803,000 data-
points from the high-resolution tracking data to identify clusters of temporal trajectories of night-time 
smartphone use that characterize distinct use patterns. Based on these objective tracking data, we 
characterize four clusters of night-time smartphone use.  

Future plans: The unprecedented size and coverage of the SmartSleep Study allow for a comprehensive 
documentation of smartphone activity during the entire sleep span. The study will be expanded by 
linkage to nationwide registers, which will allow for further investigations into the long-term health and 
social consequences of night-time smartphone use. We also plan new rounds of data collection in the 
coming years.  
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STRENGTHS and LIMITATIONS of this study 

• The unprecedented size and coverage of the SmartSleep Study allow for a comprehensive 
objective and subjective documentation of smartphone activity during the entire sleep span. 

• The data in the SmartSleep Study are sampled by three different strategies, which allow us to test 
robustness and validate findings across samples. This aligns with the principles of triangulation, 
which aims at obtaining more reliable answers to complex research questions through the 
integration of results from different approaches with different sources of bias. 

• The SmartSleep Study is readily available for research projects: the data sources have already been 
linked, the data have been cleaned and prepared for future analyses. 

• The SmartSleep Study is not fully representative of the general population due to the sampling 
procedures, and we are currently creating weights that can be used in the statistical analysis to 
compensate for this imbalance.  
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INTRODUCTION 

Sleep facilitates central biological processes involving restitution and brain plasticity.1 Disruption of 
these essential processes may lead to severe health consequences.2 Smartphones are easily carried into 
bed and offer multiple facilities that may disrupt sleep through mental activation (e.g., social media, 
streaming, news feeds). Also, the artificial light exposure from smartphones and the emission of 
electromagnetic radiation can delay release of sleep hormones and affect sleep latency.3–5 Thus, the 
massive and increasing 24-hour use of smartphones raises public health concern. The SmartSleep Study is 
established to comprehensively assess the impact on night-time smartphone use on sleep patterns and 
health. An innovative combination of large-scale repeated survey information, high-resolution sensor-
driven smartphone data, in-depth clinical examination and registry linkage allow for detailed 
investigations into multisystem physiological dysregulation, obesity, sub-optimal mental health, fertility, 
and long-term health consequences associated with night-time smartphone use and sleep impairment. 

The rising prevalence of mental health problems in young adulthood is alarming. While sleep problems 
are well-known symptoms of depression, sleep disturbances have also been shown to play an etiological 
role in the development of mental illness through altered emotion regulation and neurobiological 
interaction.6,7 Sleep is often perceived to be a modifiable risk factor, but to restore good sleep we need 
to address the problem of unhealthy sleep habits. Recent reviews show a clear correlation between 
mobile phone addiction and anxiety, depression, and sleep quality.8,9 This highlights a need for large-
scale studies documenting the effect of different types of night-time smartphone behavior on mental 
health outcomes. Linkage of high-resolution smartphone tracking data with detailed health registries in 
the SmartSleep Study allows for documentation of the dynamic interplay between night-time smartphone 
use, sleep, and mental health problems.  

Infertility is another issue of public health concern. Only one in four young men has optimal semen 
quality,10 and one week restriction of sleep to 5 hours per night was related to lower serum testosterone 
levels in an experimental study.11 It has also previously been shown that young men with self-reported 
disturbed sleep have lower semen quality than men with less disturbed sleep in a general population 
sample.12 While the majority of studies on risk factors for dysfunctioning of the reproductive system are 
based on infertile male populations, the SmartSleep Study includes a detailed clinical examination of 
irregularities of menstrual cycles and ovulation in young women before they are aware of their own 
fertility potential. 

Previous studies have reported negative effects of technology use on sleep, health, and well-being,9,13–15 
but the validity and translation of these findings are limited by the fact that they are mainly cross-
sectional in design, the majority are based on self-reported smartphone use and restricted to 
smartphone use around bedtime primarily among children, adolescents, and young adults. Only a few 
smaller studies have objectively measured screen time in relation to health outcomes.16,17 The SmartSleep 
Study provides an unprecedented data infrastructure that will add important new insights into the health 
consequences of smartphone interrupted sleep, which goes well beyond traditional epidemiological 
studies based on single questionnaire-based measures of sleep. 
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STUDY DESCRIPTION 
 
The study population 

The SmartSleep Study consists of three interconnected data samples which ensure an innovative 
combination of large-scale repeated survey information, high-resolution sensor-driven smartphone 
data, and in-depth clinical examination. A flowchart outlines the participants in each data sample 
(Figure 1), and the timeline for the data collection is presented in Suppl Figure 1. 
 
The Citizen Science Sample  

The baseline data collection of the Citizen Science Sample included 25,135 Danish adults, who were 
recruited in November 2018 using a citizen science approach. The Danish National Broadcasting 
Corporation (DR) was used as a vehicle for creating attention and public interaction around the 
research project and formed the framework for recruiting the study participants. This approach was 
inspired by other similar citizen science studies, such as the British Broadcasting Corporation (BBC) 
Loneliness Experiment18 and the Rest Test.19 Citizen science more generally aims to benefit both 
researchers and the participants by transferring knowledge between each other; the researchers obtain 
data for research, and the participants gain literacy and knowledge on scientific topics.20  

During the week of data collection, the DR deployed a theme about sleep on several of their national 
radio programs, their website, and social media pages. The theme was intended as a wrapper of the 
SmartSleep survey and to engage participants in discussions concerning sleep and smartphone use. To 
create a feedback process between researchers and participants, preliminary results were generated daily 
and reported on the project website. The preliminary results were also reported live on the radio 
followed by interviews with the researchers. A personal feedback feature was incorporated in the 
survey, providing each participant with individual, direct feedback on their reported night-time 
smartphone use compared to an age- and gender-stratified mean. The feedback was intended to make 
the participants reflect on their own sleep and smartphone behavior. Participants had to be aged 16 
years or older and understand written Danish to participate. A detailed description of data collection 
for the Citizen Science Sample has previously been published.21  

The 1st wave of follow-up was initiated already two weeks after the citizen science data collection had ended 
(November/December 2018). A total of 12,396 participants in the baseline data collection (49%) had 
indicated that we could contact them for future studies. These people received an online follow-up 
survey via email. The follow-up survey was very short and aimed at evaluating whether the participants 
had changed their smartphone behavior following the citizen science campaign. Thus, the 1st wave 
follow-up survey only focused on night-time smartphone use, changes in night-time smartphone use, 
and motivational factors for these changes. Up to three reminders were sent to those not responding to 
the first email. In total, 8,911 responded to the follow-up survey (72% response rate). See Andersen et 
al.22 for more details on this data collection.  

The 2nd wave of follow-up data was collected between February and July 2020, where the 12,396 
participants who volunteered for future studies were invited via email to participate in a second follow-
up. The median follow-up period from the baseline data collection was 543 days, corresponding to 18 
months (IQR: 530-555 days). This wave of data collection was rather extensive and included a) filling in 
a detailed survey, and b) downloading the SmartSleep app and tracking one’s night-time smartphone use 
for up to 14 nights. A total of 1,426 participants provided both tracking and survey information, 459 
provided only survey data, and 164 provided only tracking data (17% response rate). The participants in 
the Citizen Science Sample on average tracked 10.5 (SD: 13.3) nights/median 7 nights (IQR: 2-14). 
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The Population Sample 

The Citizen Science Sample was supplemented with a random population sample to ensure a broader 
representation of the general population. We invited 85,000 Danish adults between 18-50 years of age 
between July and October 2020 randomly selected from the Central Population Register. The 
participants were invited via a secure digital postbox which was identified via the participants’ social 
security number. The same methodology for data collection as in the 2nd wave follow-up of the Citizen 
Science Sample was followed; the participants were asked to fill in a detailed survey, as well as 
download the SmartSleep app and track their night-time smartphone use up to 14 nights. Up to two 
reminders were sent to non-responders. In total, 3,222 participants provided both survey and tracking 
information, 1,300 only provided survey information, and 889 only provided tracking data (6% 
response proportion). The participants in the Population Sample on average tracked 5.3 (SD: 4.7) 
nights/median 4 nights (IQR: 2-8). 
 
The Clinical Sample 

The Clinical Sample was aimed at obtaining clinical and biological measures to investigate whether 
night-time smartphone use associates with early signs of physiological dysfunctioning across multiple 
biological systems among young women. We invited 5,400 randomly selected women aged 18-25 years 
and living in proximity to the examination site of Copenhagen University Hospital Hvidovre in March 
2019 from the Central Population Register. The data collection took place between November 2019 
and October 2020 and was paused mid-April to end-June 2020 due to the outbreak of COVID-19 in 
Denmark. The women were invited via a secure digital postbox identified by their social security 
number. Pregnant women, breastfeeding women, and women using hormonal contraception were not 
eligible for the study, neither were women who did not have sufficient understanding of Danish. 
Exclusion criteria were clearly stated in the invitation letter and based on national statistics on 
pregnancy and use of contraceptives, we expected that approximately 40% (n~2,160) of the invited 
random sample would be in fact eligible to participate. Among the eligible women, 245 women signed 
an informed consent and went through a comprehensive clinical examination (11% response 
proportion). The participants were also asked to download the SmartSleep app and track their night-time 
smartphone use for at least 7 nights and respond to a detailed survey. Of the 245 women participating 
in the clinical examination, 224 provided both survey and tracking data and 18 provided only survey 
data and two provided only tracking data. We offered DKK 500 (approx. € 67) and the possibility to 
receive personal test results in compensation for the participants’ time and willingness to participate. 
The participants in the Clinical Sample on average tracked 9.1 (SD: 6.2) nights/median 8 nights (IQR: 
5-12). 

The Clinical Sample is restricted to young women, but fertility issues in young men associated with night-
time smartphone use and disturbed sleep are of course of equal importance. Thus, we have initiated a 
collaboration with an ongoing study on male fertility, in which we have included most of the 
smartphone and sleep-related survey items from the SmartSleep Study, starting from 2020 and onwards. 
This study annually enrolls approx. 300 young men into a comprehensive study on fertility status and 
semen quality. For details about the male fertility measures please see Priskorn et al.23 
 
Data types  
 
Survey data 

Survey data was collected in all samples. Table 1 provides an overview of the different topics covered in 
the surveys and in the different samples. We used items from the following validated scales: the 
Copenhagen Social Relations Questionnaire24, the sleep quality dimension of the Karolinska Sleep 
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Questionnaire25, the 10-item Perceived Stress Scale26,27, the Major Depressive Inventory28, Satisfaction 
with Life Scale29, and the UCLA Loneliness short three-item T-ILS version30. The survey also included 
several items developed specifically for the study evaluating nightly smartphone behaviors. Smartphone 
dependency was measured using a subscale of the validated Problematic Mobile Phone Use 
Questionnaire31. In order to make use of the scale in Danish, we translated and back-translated the 
scale using authorized translators and subject matter experts. The back-translated version was reviewed 
independently by researchers and adjusted accordingly.  

Tracking data 

We developed an app (the SmartSleep app), which allowed us to continuously track all screen activations 
from participants during the sleep period. To increase the usability of the app, it was developed both 
for iOS and Android systems and it could function with multiple (newer) software versions on both 
systems. A dynamic panel was built into the app where participants could enter their daily sleep onset 
and offset times. A feedback panel was also made available in the app where the participants could 
follow their own screen time use during the sleep period. This panel was added to motivate the 
participants to use the app, but also to provide the participants with concrete examples of what type of 
information was collected and what they could be used for. The app could be downloaded either from 
App Store or from a provided link. Each participant was given a unique user-id in the invitation letter, 
which was used for entering the SmartSleep app. This user-id was used to link the different types of data. 
The SmartSleep app was tested for technical issues on several of the most used iOS and Androids 
models in Denmark. User experience was tested among ten voluntary test persons who were 
interviewed after having used the app for at least one week. For a small subsample of the health 
examination participants using the SmartSleep app iOS version (N=28), the collected screen activation 
data were compared to iOS’s own built-in screen data recordings, and reasonable overlap between the 
two was found (spearman correlation, r=0.72, please see Supplementary Text 1), although the 
SmartSleep app tended to record more activity than the iOS’s own built-in screen data recordings. Which 
one provide the most correct measure cannot be determined from this comparison. The app was built 
as open source and all available code can be accessed via GitHub: 
https://github.com/smartsleep/about 
 
Clinical data and biomarkers 

An overview of clinical data and biomarkers can be seen in Table 1. All clinical measures and biomarkers 
were collected at Copenhagen University Hospital Hvidovre as part of a comprehensive health 
examination of the 245 women in the Clinical Sample. The health examination consisted of measurement 
of weight, height, waist circumference, hip circumference, resting pulse and blood pressure. Further, non-
fasting blood samples were collected (n=241) and the participants were evaluated by transvaginal 
ultrasonography (n=232) or transabdominal ultrasonography (n=13) to collect information on ovarian 
morphology and any uterine pathology, the number of ovarian follicles (antral follicle count [AFC]) and 
the volume of both ovaries to investigate indicators of reproductive function. Ultrasonography was 
performed during the early/mid follicular phase of the menstrual cycle (median of cycle day 7 (IQR:5-
9)). In addition, the woman's menstrual cycle length since menarche was systematically reviewed by 
interview with a focus on the last 3-6 months. Plasma was sampled and analyzed for levels of vitamin D, 
total cholesterol, triglyceride, high-density lipoprotein (HDL) cholesterol, very-low-density lipoprotein 
(VLDL) cholesterol, and low-density lipoprotein (LDL) cholesterol, which were analyzed sampled in Li-
heparin tubes with a separation gel, and glycosylated hemoglobin (HbA1c), which was sampled in K2-
EDTA tubes. These plasma analyses were processed at the same laboratory at the Department of Clinical 
Biochemistry at Copenhagen University Hospital Hvidovre (Cobas 8000, TOSOH HLC – 723 G8). 
Details about each procedure can be found at the Department of Clinical Biochemistry website. Immune 
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system and inflammatory profiles were measured using a high-profile panel of 54 different human 
biomarkers including proinflammatory markers, cytokines and chemokines among others by a 
commercially available multiplexed immunoassay (V-PLEX Human Biomarker 54-plex) from Meso Scale 
Discovery (Rockville, MD).32 Data were temporarily stored in a secure database at Copenhagen University 
Hospital Hvidovre during data collection and subsequently transferred to the University of Copenhagen, 
Department of Public Health. In addition, serum, plasma and cell fractions from whole blood were 
extracted and are stored in a biobank at Copenhagen University Hospital Hvidovre for future research. 
 
Register follow-up 

All Danish residents are given a unique 10-digit Civil Personal Registration (CPR) number at birth or 
upon immigration. This unique CPR number allows for linkage between various type of data, including 
data from nationwide registers for research purposes. The CPR number was available for all 
participants in the Population Sample and the Clinical Sample and most of the participants in the 2nd 
follow-up of the Citizen Science Sample also reported their CPR number. This allowed us to link 
information on 7,208 individuals with social and health registries in a pseudonymous way. The data 
linkage includes the Civil Registration System, the Danish Psychiatric Central Register,33 the Danish 
National Prescription Registry,34 the Danish Medical Birth Registry,35 the Danish in Vitro Fertilization 
Register,36 the Danish National Patient Registry,37 Danish Register of Causes of Death,38 and various 
social registers. This linkage will allow us to investigate long-term health and social consequences of 
night-time smartphone use.  
 
Patient and public involvement 

The public was involved in the initiation of the SmartSleep Study through citizen science approaches 
applied in the baseline data collection of the Citizen Science Sample, including a direct feedback and 
engagement with the preliminary results.  
 
Ethical and data approvals 

All data collections in the SmartSleep Study have been approved under the University of Copenhagen’s 
umbrella approval from the Danish Data Protection Agency (datatilsynet.dk), which ensures compliance 
with national and EU legislation in terms of data security (Citizen Science Sample no. 514-0237/18-3000 
and 514-0288/19-3000 (2nd follow-up), Population sample no. 514-0288/19-3000 and Clinical Sample 
no. 514-0344/19-3000). The data collection for the Clinical Sample was further approved by the National 
Committee on Health Research Ethics (approval no. 67074). Participation in all parts of the study was 
voluntary and the participants gave informed consent. 

 
FINDINGS TO DATE 

The SmartSleep Study is a newly established dataset and only few studies have been published to 
date,21,22,39 but several studies related to mental health, fertility, obesity, and inflammatory profiles are 
currently ongoing.  
 
Citizen science as a platform for public health interventions 

Citizen science can be defined as research in which the public is engaged in one or more of the research 
processes.40 This approach was used in the Citizen Science Sample of the SmartSleep Study, as outlined 
above. Citizen science has also been highlighted as a strategy to maximize the social impact of 
research,41 and using data from the 1st follow-up of the Citizen Science Sample, we aimed at evaluating 
whether the massive public focus on sleep and smartphones during the radio campaign influenced 
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night-time smartphone behavior among the participants.22 We found that 15% of the participants had 
changed their night-time smartphone behavior two weeks after the campaign, and that the vast majority 
of those modifying their behavior (83%) had reduced their night-time use. Increased knowledge and 
awareness appeared to be the key motivational drivers for these changes. We conclude that public 
health projects may benefit from exploring citizen science in combination with other interventional 
approaches.22   
 
Night-time smartphone use and sleep 

Night-time smartphone use is highly prevalent in all three samples, especially among young adults 
(Figure 2). The highest prevalence is found in the youngest age group, where 28% of those aged 16-25 
in the Citizen Science Sample used their phone during the sleep period on a regular basis (a few nights 
a week or more). The corresponding number was 34% among those aged 18-25 in the Population 
Sample, and 53% among those aged 18-20 in the Clinical Sample. We have previously used the Citizen 
Science arm of the SmartSleep Study to disentangle the effects of day and night-time smartphone use, 
and we have shown that night-time smartphone use, rather than daytime smartphone, is associated with 
poorer sleep quality and a higher risk of both short and long sleep duration compared to those who do 
not use their phone during the sleep period.21 
 
Patterns of night-time smartphone use 

The SmartSleep Study is one of the largest studies so far to have developed an application and collected 
objective tracking data on smartphone use during night-time over repeated nights. We collected 3.97 
million data points in 5,927 individuals via the SmartSleep app. One data point represents either an 
activation or a de-activation of the phone throughout the data collection period (including both days 
and nights). In a subsample of 40,625 fully tracked nights among these 5,927 individuals, we present 
results obtained using non-parametric Functional Data Analysis,42 in which we utilize 803,000 data-
points from the high-resolution data to identify clusters of temporal trajectories of night-time 
smartphone use that characterize distinct use patterns. Please see Supplementary Text 2 for an outline 
of the method and the technical details of the statistical analysis.   

Based on the clustering of the temporal activity patterns represented as functional data, we found that 
four clusters provided the optimal representation of smartphone use according to the optimization 
criterion. Figure 3 shows the average standardized activity patterns for each of these clusters. The 
shapes of the clusters show distinct types of night-time smartphone use. The non-use cluster includes 
37.6% of the nights, and this cluster is characterized by no smartphone use during the sleep period. 
The sleep onset cluster includes 21.7 % of the nights, and this cluster is characterized by smartphone use 
during the sleep period, but mainly confined to the period right after sleep onset. The sleep offset cluster 
includes 29.1% of the nights, and this cluster is characterized by smartphone use during the sleep 
period, but mainly confined to the period right before sleep offset. Finally, 11.6% of the tracked nights 
belongs to the continuous use cluster, which is characterized by repeated smartphone use during the sleep 
period. In this cluster, the rate of activity increases in the first and last approximately 12.5% of the 
nightly sleep period as seen by the curvature, but in the middle 75% the slope is close to linear which 
indicates uniformly distributed activity on average during this period. 
 
Figure 4 shows summary statistics of key features characterizing smartphone use in each of the 
estimated clusters. In general, the non-use cluster has shorter sleeping periods than the three other 
clusters. The continuous use and the sleep offset use clusters are associated with later sleep offset times 
than the other two clusters. The continuous use cluster generally has a higher number of activations 
and a longer total duration of screen activation during the sleep period than the other clusters.  
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STRENGTHS AND LIMITATIONS 

The unprecedented size and coverage of the SmartSleep Study allow for a comprehensive documentation 
of smartphone activity during the entire sleep period. The data in the SmartSleep Study are sampled in 
three different ways, which allow us to robustly validate findings across samples. This aligns with the 
principles of triangulation, which aims at obtaining more reliable answers to research questions through 
the integration of results from different approaches.43 While we may envision a randomized controlled 
trial aimed at smartphone intervention in a smaller selected sample, it would be difficult – or even 
impossible – to design a trial which would uncover the day-to-day dynamics of smartphone use, sleep 
and health in the general population, which is really the public health question of concern. By 
combining different approaches with different sources of bias, triangulation allows us to address this 
complex question from different angles.  

Table 2 shows an overview of the key sources of bias in each arm of the SmartSleep Study. Selection bias 
due to selective entry into the study is a concern in all three samples, but due to the varying modes of 
enrollment and data collection in the three samples, we will be able to strengthen the evidence by cross-
context comparisons.43 The Citizen Science Sample was collected through nationwide radio, which 
ensured public engagement and a large sample, but it came at the cost of a selected sample without a 
transparent sampling strategy. Not surprisingly, given the platform for data collection, the participants 
were more likely to be women, have high education and be younger than the general population.21 
While we cannot fully document the bias arising from this self-selection, we are most concerned that 
those with sleep problems were more likely to participate in the study. To address this concern, we 
have previously compared the prevalence of poor sleep in the Citizen Science Sample with the 
prevalence in the representative Danish National Health Survey 2017, and it is reassuring to note that 
we found very similar numbers.21  

The Population Sample and the Clinical Sample are randomly drawn from the general population to 
ensure representativeness, but they are both challenged by relatively low levels of participation. We 
asked people to fill in a detailed survey and to download the SmartSleep app to track their smartphone 
use, preferably up to 14 nights, in both samples. This is a rather demanding task, and we had initially 
expected a level of participation similar to those obtained in biobanks. Thus, we are not surprised by 
the relatively low level of participation of 6 to 17%, compared to e.g. the 5.5% obtained in the UK 
Biobank.44 But the issue of representativeness remains, and similar to the Citizen Science Sample we 
have compared the age, sex, residential area and educational distribution in each sample with that of the 
general population, and we find that more females, middle-aged people, and individuals with a higher 
educational level participate in the study (Supplementary Table 1). Also, there is an overrepresentation 
of people living in the Capital Region in the Citizen Science Sample. The level of sleep problems seems 
similar that of the general population. In the Population Sample, 40% of the population reported 
disturbed sleep at least a few times a week, and of that number, 9% reported disturbed sleep every 
night or almost every night. In the Danish National Health Survey 2021, 49% of the 173,324 
participants reported a few or several sleep impairments within the past 14 days, of which 15% had 
several sleep impairments.45 

Loss to follow-up is another potential source of selection bias which may impact the results. The 
SmartSleep Study benefits from applying different means of follow-up, which allow us to triangulate 
evidence across samples with varying degree of loss to follow-up. A strength of the SmartSleep Study is 
that a large subsample of the study population (n=7,208) has agreed to be prospectively followed-up in 
nationwide registers in years to come for medication use, mental and physical health diagnoses and 
social outcomes through the personal identification number assigned to every Danish citizen at birth. 
This allows for almost complete long-term follow-up for key health outcomes. 
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Confounding is an inevitable source of bias in observational studies, including the SmartSleep Study. 
Those who report high levels of smartphone use may differ from those who do not, e.g., by age and 
gender. Some of these differences can be adjusted for in our statistical analyses, but residual 
confounding from unmeasured or poorly measured confounders will always remain a concern. One 
way to address such concerns is to identify so-called ‘negative control measures’, which are 
characterized by sharing the confounder structure of the exposure of interest while ideally being 
unrelated to the outcome.43 The SmartSleep Study includes comprehensive measures of day-time 
smartphone use, which most likely share the same confounding structure as night-time smartphone use, 
but is hypothesized to be unrelated (or at least less related) to the outcomes of interest, which are 
primarily hypothesized to be impacted through mechanisms of impaired sleep (e.g. fertility and immune 
system functioning). This is supported by our initial findings, where day-time smartphone use was only 
weakly associated with sleep impairment, when night-time use was considered.21  

Misclassification is also a source of systematic bias in epidemiological studies. The SmartSleep Study 
benefits from applying different approaches to data collection, which will allow us to triangulate 
evidence across samples with potentially different and varying sources of misclassification. Most 
previous studies solely relied on survey questions, but in addition to comprehensive survey data we also 
developed an app to objectively track night-time smartphone use. This allowed us to perform an 
unprecedented characterization of patterns of night-time smartphone use without problems with recall 
or social desirability bias. Also, by clustering of the activity shape functions of smartphone use via 
Functional Data Analysis we obtained a collection of salient characteristics representing different 
dynamical properties of this use. Another potential source of misclassification relates to the lack of 
objective sleep assessment in the study. Subjective sleep reports tend to overestimate time in bed and 
sleep time,46,47 and it is therefore likely that in some cases our tracking results are not strictly limited to 
the sleep period but might also include short wake periods before sleep onset and after awakening. 
While this seems negligible for most research questions, we suggest not to use our dataset to investigate 
research questions that require an unambiguous (objective) sleep onset time point. 

In conclusion, the three samples nested within the SmartSleep Study represent multi-dimensional, 
temporal data, which allow for triangulation of evidence from different sources of evidence (surveys, 
tracking, clinical, and registry data) with varying degrees of bias. This design is expected to provide a 
reliable evidence base for the study of the dynamic interplay between night-time smartphone use, sleep 
and health.  
 
Collaboration 

We encourage collaboration, and access to the SmartSleep Study is available to other investigators 
through collaborative agreements and a secured access. Please contact Professor Naja Hulvej Rod 
(nahuro@sund.ku.dk) for further information. 
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Table 1. Overview of survey data, clinical measures, biomarkers, and possibilities for long-term 
registry-linkage follow-up in the SmartSleep Study. 

  Citizen science  
sample 

Population 
Sample 

Clinical 
Sample 

  
 Baseline 1st round 2nd round Baseline Baseline 

 Populations, n 25,135 8,911 2,019 5,293 245 

Survey 
data 

Socio-demographics x  x x x 
Daytime smartphone use x  x x x 
Night-time smartphone use x x x x x 
Changes in smartphone use  x    
Motivation for changes   x    
Social media use x  x x x 
Smartphone dependency x  x x x 
Sleep, quantity and quality x  x x x 
Night work   x x x 
Social relations   x x x 
Self-reported health x  x x x 
Self-reported height/weight x  x x x 
Headache x  x x x 
Symptoms   x x x 
Previous diagnoses   x x x 
Common infections   x x x 
Fertility and reproductive health   x x x 
Sexual health   x x x 
Contraceptives   x x x 
Perceived stress x  x x x 
Depressive symptoms   x x x 
Life satisfaction    x x x 
Loneliness   x x x 
Smoking   x x x 
Alcohol consumption   x x x 
Physical activity    x x x 
Diet   x x x 

Clinical 
measures 

Weight/height     x 
Hip/waist circumference     x 
Blood pressure     x 
Resting pulse     x 
Ovarian morphology     x 
Uterine morphology     x 
Antral follicle count (AFC)     x 
Volume of the ovaries     x 
Menstrual cycle (interview)     x 

Biomarkers Total cholesterol     x 
VLDL cholesterol     x 
LDL cholesterol     x 
HDL cholesterol     x 
Triglycerides     x 
HbA1c     x 
Glucose     x 
Vitamin D     x 
Immune system and inflammatory 
profiles 

    x 

Registry 
linkage  
follow-up  

Hospital diagnoses   x x x 
Mortality   x x x 
Prescription medication   x x x 
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Table 2. Sources of bias in the SmartSleep Study 
 
  

 Bias type 

  
 Selection bias Confounding Misclassification 

  Selection into study Loss to follow-
up  Night-time 

smartphone use Health outcomes 

C
ro

ss
 c

on
te

xt
 c

om
pa

ris
on

 Citizen 
Science 
Sample 

Self-selection, 16 to 99 yrs, 
men and women, all regions 
(response proportion 
unknown) 

72% participated 
in 1st follow-up 
17% participated 
in 2nd follow-up 

Negative control 
(day-time smartphone 
use) 

Self-reported 
(survey data) 

Self-reported 
(survey data) 

Population 
Sample 

Random sample, 18 to 50 yrs, 
men and women, all regions 
(6% response proportion) 

Registry linkage 
(>95% follow-
up) 

Negative control 
(day-time smartphone 
use) 

Objectively 
measured  
(tracking data) 

Objective measured 
(registry linkage 
data) 

Clinical 
Sample 

Random sample, 18 to 25 yrs, 
women, capital region 
(11% response proportion) 

Registry linkage 
(>95% follow-
up) 

Negative control 
(day-time smartphone 
use) 

Objectively 
measured  
(tracking data) 

Objective measured 
(registry linkage 
data) + clinical 
examination 
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Figure 1. Flow chart for the data collection of the SmartSleep Study 
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Figure 2. Self-reported night-time smartphone use a few nights a week or more according to age and 
gender. 
 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

a) Among 4,522 adults from the Population Sample b) Among 1,885 adults from the Citizen Science 
2nd follow-up sample 

c) Among 242 female adults from the Clinical Sample 
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Figure 3. Mean functions of the standardized cumulative nighttime screen activation patterns for each of the four identified clusters. The time 
scale represents the night-time sleep period (standardized from 0 to 1 for all nights). 
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Figure 4. Cluster specific distributions of number of activations, sleep onset and off times and sleep 
duration. 
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