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Abstract

This study aims to explore the multiple factors affecting the sleep quality of graduate students. Based
on questionnaire survey data, we conducted an in-depth analysis using factor analysis, structural
equation modeling, and the FAHP evaluation method. The results show that noise factors, psycho-
logical pressure factors, somatosensory factors, lifestyle factors, and interpersonal relationship fac-
tors significantly affect the sleep quality of graduate students. Among them, noise factors have the
greatest impact on sleep quality, especially sound and dormitory schedules; psychological pressure
factors, including graduation pressure, employment pressure, and research pressure, also signifi-
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cantly affect sleep quality. The study indicates that the sleep quality issues of graduate students are
mostly caused by external environments and personal pressure. It is recommended to improve noise
conditions, alleviate psychological pressure, and adjust lifestyle habits to enhance the sleep quali-
ty of graduate students.
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1. 5|

v [ FERR AT TC b 25 WIS T A R, 298 50% 1 27 A A7 78 BRI IR [R) AN 2 45 BRI i AL, R 20 T 55
BeriIwt s i, HmlnE V2 A S Ak a . WEFRN, W U AR AR A B S 0 PR DA
Ko BRYE(2023)38 M H G IR A Tk, RKBUE T AR S /KT SRR b & 2 35 OO [1]. Hk, VS
J5 At xR U A A R 5T e B AT LR . T SUR W, B CARAE HR ARV R R J83h SRS T A
FE—E R, XSRS IR B (2] fea, WETCAR R SAb S 7 o 3 B I MR o 22 () — N L
BRIER[3]. il 2E6)(2022) il il B B ACHL, AT T AL i) ik i g MBI 5T 2 52 8 25 1B A o0, Bl
JE AR, MEIR P SR 22 (4], X RRAEAE S BT FU A IR PR TR, AIMREMI 2 2] . TARRIART.
HPRES o DRI T 7 2 B MRS B O T 70 R B B I S OB IR i S PRI, AR AR IR T2 it 7e
WEAR S IO 2, F B2 L AR L (O DRt RN 0 S B R S B 1 - R 2R, IR IR TTE A T 1R S BBk
S1EFH L]

2. HERREI

N RERS T o b T RARTE SRE T AR 0 AR R OISR S P B B R SRR A O TR SR A A 1 B
WIS SR MR R 25, SO DA 2 25000 3 B R U B I A N 2%, X PR B AL AR AT SE b A A . 1) A5 28—
o3 AR A 7E SRR 70 AR 1 A BOR H O BEROIRAS v H I 1 BB RE, 58 30 70 VR 7 % DR 3R 0 FE IS 9 4R
(10 B AR 52 T 2 T DA SO AR PR P2 25, O3 DR AEIE IR 3R ABR R RIR R HEFEE.
TR DR 25 DA R M P TR 3R — AR A A R e AR, [k B AR R i A R AL e DU 2 25 v
PRI T B SR 2R e R R P p) A A T H HEAT 4T 40 [5]

N T AREATE BRI K 52 B A AR St T AR A R AR Gtk AT oy JE A . TEShFE
B, SRS — B ISR EAEARXE, ARG — € L W& 2 ok Sz B — e H e A
W, ¥R MRS S E—RAEAREAR . BhAL, AT HEmE A EICR, ARV AR AR5 106
W2 ) ARG A T, BRI AR R L 1.

EFWIRF— WF . WF =43 BIBEHLA T 100 43 80 4 70 My i, JLAIK 250 (i A i, 104
LRl 227 4y, BE—. B W= GRS A 88.0%. 90.0%. 95.7%, EEAR[EIE N 90.8%,
S E S E =
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Table 1. Sample size distribution
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Figure 1. Cross-graph of bedtime and actual sleep time
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Figure 2. Before bed behavior diagram
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w3 fras, MRIRFTF=A IS B B, 28 SRR 5 7E 1 SR AR 70 A 7= AR ) e s L5
M, 5 70.93%. X3 HH BRI 70 AE I I FE R = A s, vl RE 2 S8 IR A1 gt T B
[6]o 74k, RHRFSHIFFT A S A B ANCo B 1 286 A 1R K[ 7] .
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Figure 3. Effects of insomnia

3. KERETERIFN

3.3. PSQI EEIR REF/SELHIER

PSQI HEAR R 2 : 0~5 pHEHRFT RRLF; 6~10 )RR BI61T; 11~15 HrHEARF & — 0 16~21
S BEAR i 2R 2 [8].

Wi 4 Frow, M PSQI MERR T 255205 i, BERR T EICAT IREAS S iR 2, 4 50.22%, Hik2—k,
1 b 33.04% . MR 5 & — MR 22 3k 1 LE 38.33%, 1t W K30 43+ T 75 A A IR o 8 A7/ — 2 vl 8, 2401 N\ i A
M Ty BRI .
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Figure 4. PSQI sleep quality grade distribution
4.PSQI BIRREERAH

4. WS RERR FRE RN R R SR
4.1 FERUEEF S

KR T2 T7is, USRI FUEREACY AR, ik 78 A MR 5 5 5 1 R R I 85 23R4T 70 A
I Ky S S P 70 2 e i R 3R ) 4 ) 7 R AR

4.1.1. KMO #1 Bartlett TR 218

TEBATIH P e, T B ARRIR AT E LRI Bartlett BREALSE . 8IS Bartlett BRI Wikt 56
SR F W B H R B IE G T IR R T a2 I, YR 538 Kaiser MIMAL,  “ EUARFRIERIE A
5 KMO {E#HT 1, R LA S 3T R 70 0 (8 R G . KMO 8 0.9 DL E3oR Ak & & T H 7
3T, 0.5 LR RIRFENAE & #EAT R T4 [9].

H 2 WA, KMO BUREE DI PERG 36 $0 14 0.928, Bartlett ERFEAG 56 AT A 5 18 3385.901, HH
JEy 231, PAEHEET 0, ZAR/INT ZEMEKF 0.001, WHEFRFR B ZAE A S E & T 7200
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Table 2. KMO and Bartlett spherical test table
Fz 2. KMO 70 Bartlett Bk #6383

BURE % 5 (¥ Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin J& & 0.928
EALRTT 3385.901
Bartlett FIERI FEA B df 231
WEE 0.000

¥E: "p<0.05, "p<0.01, "p<0.001,

412 FERBESEFEA

FENH 0] 2 B AT IR T o0 Wi, SR B o e i R K5 259 il 5 Bk, @5 & iea B LR
YU — AT IR R, /7 5 AN T IR IEE AR KT 0.9, MR 5 AN FHRME AR bz 8k T T,
5 ANAF 1 BT 7 Z5TER RN 71.3%, A RUFIIMRE I, DRI 5 N A LR T,

AR
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Figure 5. Gravel map
E 5 #mAaE

FEREIEHL 5 DN AFERIT A, X7 20 W 75 2R B8 1 Bomr R R dme K7 Z2 ikl AT e e, M A i
FEDR T b B SN S, AR e o 25 D) 7 A2 R (AR R I

RIG/HRH, BAREFAEEIET . BBy sl kg OBE RS T B AR, Rk
A ORI T o B AR B AR R AN RSB SR IRIE S R IR YA T T A A K
PRI 5 — A SRR T A A E SR o = ARG R . BRORAR FINRAR WERR,
FIERZ LHBHTBOR, B = ARE T i AR R BT HNARE L& KRR,
PREGEFIE B = AN 7 LR BRI 55 DY A SE B 1 A O R 7 B AR TR F . 16
AR BTN, RORE 5 T A IR 1 i 4 MRS TR a5 ZE DT R R AT ORI, AEA U T AT
Az R 5T S PR R RO T e, o SR A B2 D R B, O AR SR T
42. FHERRSSHHENE
42.1. B¢

WA (R B 2 BB IS ) ARSI NBRK AR RS WA TLANTT I RN . e R
SR RATE LT, B A SORE Al 1 N AR S PR AT R IR . ASSCHEAS BE M 795 L, o
RN —BUMEAS B R %L Cronbach’s a (T (5 FE R
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H13 3 4R A%, Cronbach’s a 2%y 0.945, XA A H I RERA B MEE, trfEiRE
Bl

Table 3. Questionnaire internal consistency test table
< 3. [ERAT—HHRIER
Cronbach’s a FETHRUELINT Cronbach’s @ Tk
0.945 0.945 22

NIRRT R R AT AR B RS AT ISR, AR IR A R AR R 4 BT

Table 4. Confidence test table for the latent variables

4 BLENEERER

AL AT AR AN E Cronbach’s a
DR 7 8 0.943
A3 2 15 4 0.813
NBRK £ 5 0.842

ek 3 0.758
Ik 7 2 0.731

e 4 UKL, OFRIE A7, ETESI. AFRoR &R MR, RS Cronbach’s a REERK T 0.7, &
HEREEE.

4.2.2. WE

N DR 1) 26 BE AT 2805 R B MR B 70 A MR B R O R 3R, BEAT RRBEAR 0 3 T BRI P8 R 3R 20 SR 454
RPEHEAT PR . AEIUEVERIZR 0 Hrh, A DA Y (R 0 i 2 38 3 T 2 2 AR, A BEAAT WS S5 A T AL
R — 2B PPAG[10] o AT SR AT AMOS B X EASHEAT U8R PE A 520 BT, 45 2R S R UL 5 H AR R4

Table 5. Fitting index table
F 5. AR

BRAEELD febrE F e

Ve 828.366 /N
GFI: A EE 4R 4L 0.794 >0.8
NFI: HUTEHFIHE 2 0.795 >0.8
IFI: H B HEREER NFI 0.867 >0.8
RFI: HHXT LA 4k 0.769 >0.8
PGFI: a3 RIS a4 0.655 >0.5
CFl: BLE A4 0.865 >0.8
RMSEA: Tl Z 13 75 R 0.081 <0.08

5 AW, A5 RMSEA Jy0.081, 35 B4 5 o] L3Sz,
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5itFEr, #EEHE R EEZNRIE R, A EEET RFIL. IFI. NFI. CFl &, X485
B 1, B S FEE LT, ABF5H NFI=0.795, IFI=0.867, CFl=0.865, RFI=0.769, iX
o) S PR BCER LI 0.80, IXRIUZAAIM A FEAE, FEITBIERE,

4.2.3. ZEHHREEREES R

Table 6. Table of path coefficient estimates of the partial measurement models

6. MAMEBRARERREITER

Hte REL PrifEiR Il 7 EE BEMR
L HE TR 77— AR 5T 5 0.217 0.088 2.449 0.014
ek 7 — HEE AT 0.427 0.148 2.892 0.004
NBRIE 5 — B 5 &= -0.066 0.114 -0.583 0.56
AT ST — B T &= 0.199 0.122 1.631 0.103

7 6 W& 7R AT RN THE . FRdERR. IR AR R DL R BB . REIE R I 1E 0.05 1)
REMEACET, NBro% S AANE SIGO0 BERR 57 8 542 REOF AR, KX 2 KRR AR BR .

Table 7. Partial fitting results of the latent variable variance
=7 BTEREBIUEE

Jr ZE b THE PrttEiR I F L (C.R) MR
el 0.709 0.071 9.994 0.000
e2 0.328 0.037 8.76 0.000
e3 0.813 0.08 10.196 0.000
e4 0.387 0.042 9.241 0.000
e5 0.352 0.039 9.03 0.000

M 7 AR, RER R R AR T Al T HE R U Ty ZE s Ul T %, BRI, T ZE AR
A FR, MEBZFEMFZ S UED, a7 Z28EE 7 BEMKT, KR BRE R
MRl THE AR L B T 82 KT

H 25 FE B T BEFk 22 L IR A7 AEAHOGHE , ARG AF LA BOM AR R AT A2 11, RETMT SR TR AL G AL
i —RHBIE)E, BRRECORERE SIS REFEEIENTA 7D, SRR a A TP
Th, RAREALE R R IR S5 R UK 8 TR

Table 8. Table of the overall fit coefficient of the corrected model

8. BIERREEFIUSERHE

BRAEELD B IERTFa AR (ENSEEE AN} F e

2%IDF 2.473 2.365 [N 5/58
GFI: R EE 4R 4L 0.794 0.812 >0.8
NFI: a0 %k 0.795 0.802 >0.8
IFI: B B EREGH NFI 0.867 0.875 >0.8
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RFI: AHXT L& 64K 0.769 0.779 >0.8
PGFI: a3 RIESL & 641 0.655 0.667 >0.5
CFl: EE AR S 0.865 0.874 >0.8
RMSEA: il Z R4 771 0.081 0.078 <0.08

g b, XTHEEIRFEN SR R D BRI RE, Oy 1 ORIEWT AL A AR SR, SR A AT B R E
ZH ABG TR S RORIFAN B, Oy 13— AR TER M TT A B IR P R AR, FRATR A FAHP
POIERE— BT

5. FAHP #4413
5.1. FAHP i+ 48

FAHP P42 —FoB B 224 1P FCE (Fuzzy Comprehensive Evaluation) 121k 2 #1i% AHP
(Analytic Hierarchy Process)fH 45 & WP T 2%, TEAK RPN BREVEAS « RAMALE T A &) Z IR,
e ME S T B G RIEN AL KEUES B UGEA RS, PP A A R AR T SR

ARG ZA TR R=)E, =208 SR G VEN T BT =R AR 8, fabrin 4
MBI CL. C2. C3 %5; - EFIAMREIN = Eftr BNt Es, FHHHMTREAFEE—1k
WFARRINE R, B RSIEET R IF R, febsar 2 N E R Bl B2, B3 %; =
15 B MRS & s N 3R B ARG 44 . BRI B E A 6 Fs.
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Figure 6. Hierarchical chart
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5.2. Fuzzy &M =Rietn o ¥
AU BERIE BN, IUEPESSERAIEALTR N L7 TFEZW(20 47). “27 Fomi55(40 43).
“3” —M(60 43).  “4” FMaEisE(80 43).  “5” FSMATE (100 43), X ZFRbREET M.
FR A 0] 2 X i AR T B2 M IR R AU AT 2 B, Hoep, OV IR R I N 32 9 BT

Table 9. Influence frequency table of psychological stress factors
= 9. WWEENERZNSBR

A SN 1 2 3 4 5
2 > S 41 34 68 58 26
Bk 31 28 69 60 39
BHIFE 31 21 51 78 46
H & 29 21 70 71 36
g 28 20 49 86 44
ol E A 26 17 66 75 43
2R 32 30 72 60 33
o FLE 39 35 68 55 30

DLGIE R SR ONEIE BRI RL, I8 =R Fetn B FL:

59.47

64.23
20

67.67
40

65.64

F1=R1*| 60 |= )

68.63
80

68.11
100

62.82

60.18

R4E R AP AR =GR OB R 1 R gt R BHHE ). BRlEE. Bk
J1~ W Ty % 7R PR AR RE IR 25 1) 5 e L LR A 4 43 i 59.47. 64.23. 67.67. 65.64. 68.63.
68.11. 62.82 £l 60.18.

[FI B, ] 75 A 5 TH i = R bR 7 B

FEAEE IR 2 b, S i) B AN R ST 358 SR IS B0 R B 5 e 8] 3R 1) 52 0 B 22 5245734 il g 58.50.
56.04. 57.62 f/1 54.89.

ENPRRRHAER L, BRKER WAERR. FNKR. B KRMGEER R Z 0 2S5
4399 58.59. 53.92. 50.13. 57.80 #1 56.30.

RN 2 b, sk, AR RN PR AR &7 B R 2% 1 s 1) B 2 B2 454349 Jall iy 60.44, 55.95 F1 66.08.

EME R R R b, PRI AR S R R (R R e B L REAS 53 3 70 69.69 Fil 65.55.

5.3. AHP it —HIet=z o

5.3.1. ¥3E¥|HrsERE
AL = R ARAR 2> B R 3 W B (AT, RIRE LG IS JT R 2N, A 8 TkIAE R, 25l
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A M11. M12. M13. M14. M15. M16. M17. M18. VIELBRIULMAS & REOCUVERebn B B4 3, it
PP ELEE, e - Fe b 2 1) B BV E s i B ) 0 B R B, id oA Al. L 10,

Table 10. Judgment matrix table
7= 10. FIHREERETR

LSS Folgt WlIES RHHEY HWREE ERlIE sk &SRS DB

% 3] G 1.000 1.080 1.138 1.104 1.154 1.145 1.056 1.012
LR 7y 0.926 1.000 1.054 1.022 1.069 1.060 0.978 0.937
FHIEE 77 0.879 0.949 1.000 0.970 1.014 1.007 0.928 0.889
& 0.906 0.979 1.031 1.000 1.046 1.038 0.957 0.917
Bl 0.866 0.936 0.986 0.956 1.000 0.992 0.915 0.877
L E g 0.873 0.943 0.994 0.964 1.008 1.000 0.922 0.884
23 a5 0.947 1.022 1.077 1.045 1.092 1.084 1.000 0.958
VIR f 0.988 1.067 1.125 1.091 1.140 1.132 1.044 1.000

PP LA oy, T BT AE AL,
L _HRROEES S w
SRR E BT B w,

1.000 1.080 1.138 1.104 1.154 1.145 1.056 1.012)(M1l1

0.926 1.000 1.054 1.022 1.069 1.060 0.978 0.937 || M12

0.879 0.949 1.000 0.970 1.014 1.007 0.928 0.889 | M13

Alw 0.906 0.979 1.031 1.000 1.046 1.038 0.957 0.917 || M14 3)

0.866 0.936 0.986 0.956 1.000 0.992 0.915 0.877 || M15

0.873 0.943 0.994 0.964 1.008 1.000 0.922 0.884 || M16

0.947 1.022 1.077 1.045 1.092 1.084 1.000 0.958 | M17

0.988 1.067 1.125 1.091 1.140 1.132 1.044 1.000 )\ M18

O]

5.3.2. IRIEFIHTEERE K AERUE
X AW EE B IR AT SRAFAT BRI, BRRE AT EAR P — W EERAE w, DLLHEE S
RZAH, HEERINFE 11 .

Table 11. Table of arithmetic mean results of psychological stress factors

=1L DEBEENERERFHRERSE

ks 1THARFBE(RAM)

T AR5 IH— 1A (%)
M11 1.0861 13.54
M12 1.0057 12.54
M13 0.9546 11.90
M14 0.9841 12.27
M15 0.9411 11.73
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M16 0.9484 11.82
M17 1.0282 12.82
M18 1.0734 13.38
it 8.0217 100

5.3.3. ¥ERiERERY—H 010
NT B G AR AR BRI 2 L R RE A A B I B T RE S A S — SR, T A R AT — S
G0, K — S fe bR ClLAIARYE Satty $2 H (IBENL — St Fabr RI R AIMAEFE — S FEE . RAAR

Fn:
13 A,
Ay =— ) —2 4
max n;VVI ()
Aoy —N
Cl = fmax —— 5
— (5)
Cl
CR=— 6
= (6)
;o A, (W
o, A= e e e ([ | AGIISE EATEE,
anl a'nn Wn

Cl i/, VLI —8oR, HERIBEHLE R, 51— ds R, @l ERATA,
L WAE PR AL 24 n =7 B, R = 1.32; 24 n =8 I, RI = 1.41. 0 FE K J1 DK & HIK AR FE 1 CR B /N T 10%,
B . FEE, TPRARIAE BN R ABRKERFE . MR ZAEES KRR CR HI/N T
10%, PN B, MR BCEUE AT .

5.3.4. ZRLERTFMN I
TETH 5 = 2048 b i R B 4 B LAt 556 BN BB AUS B — R e bR AR 8, BAkgs R
T % 12 s

Table 12. Importance index table of comprehensive influencing factors
F12. FERNEREEHERE

B E MR
SRR RE [N TR 2 e LSVIE ey
2 ) S 59.475 12
Bk g 64.23 8
BHIFE 67.67 4
OIE AR & 64.42 2 RS 664 ®
EAEV 68.63 2
Wl £ 71 68.11 3
BEES 62.82 9
LB 60.18 11
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£k i) 58.50 14
== 56.04 18

ATESIR R R 56.73 4
W IR 5] 57.62 16
Q-] 54.89 20
BERKREA 58.59 13
A & 53.92 21
INGS SN 55.17 5 CIRESS 50.13 22
TEKRER 57.80 15
FRERF 56.30 17
Pt 60.44 10
(ENEAPSEN 60.54 3 RAIRSE 55.95 19
PRERETIE B 66.08 5
CSES 67.56 1 i 0969 !
TE &R 65.55 7

YT B3 12 WTDAG H, EROSEI AR B SR TR BT B TS AR A B s e AR R DR TR O B HE Y
M FERER . O FE R EREEER. EEIBIE R ARG RE R Hodr, M R e R
B R AR, A3 67.56; M4, ESTURLHRECR, MERZRE B “HEE 7 fRinHEA Em, B3
69.69; HUUEOLHLE HEAFM “HlLE 7, 194 68.63, HE R “HlES” , 154 68.11. LLLZ
T TR A HE4 3 = [ B I A

OB RS, “HMERD” a7 A RN D)7 PR TR B IR Eh HEAE A T
135753 68.63. 68.11 1 67.67; H U “HIREER” o “URILES” M “KU k)17 B FERIEEE
HHETERT AL, 15707070 65.64. 64.23 F162.82. BLEHXTTHEFLAKUL, A&SZ TR A% TAEMAR
ZITHIME ST, IFHIX S JJH Ay 1 5 0 R AR o & 1) R 3

MENPRRRHEES, “FRRR” M WERR” WFAERTHRECH HER AT+ b, 8595
Jill /& 58.59 Al 57.80, ULEALERTA APRKHRH, 506 R M NHEIRIT & SO R 2, RlVAITE &
IIE A NGO IR0, AT 2 e PR o

6. it 5EIN
6.1. &it

LB ST R FAHP PP JESE R, tOL A & % I St S5 A Y (R TE AR B M R R )
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