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Table 1. The parental preference on pediatric dentist and behavior management technique

: 1st survey 2nd survey
Quest
uestion Types of answers N 7 o 7
Male dentist 40 14.5 4 7.6
Gender Preference Female dentist 45 16.4 20 37.7
No preference 190 69.1 29 547
Parental seperation afﬁrm‘atlve 36 13.1 16 30.2
negative 239 86.9 37 69.8
: Child may be afraid of ........ 38 13.8 -
Glass-wearing Child may be familiar with.. 19 6.9 -
not relevant 218 79.3 -
Other than white color is better. 100 36.4 -
Color of gown The white color is better. 79 28.7 -
not relevant 96 34.9 -
Voice control Agree if treatment is possible 2117 78.9 45 84.9
Not agree 58 21.1 8 15.1
Physical restraints Agree if treatment is possible 224 81.5 40 75.5
Not agree 51 18.5 13 245
Oral sedation Agree if treatment is possible 175 63.6 37 09.8
Never agree 100 36.4 16 30.2
N1:275 N2:53
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(p»0.05).
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Abstract

A SURVEY ON THE PARENTAL PREFERENCE
ON PEDIATRIC DENTIST AND THEIR BEHAVIOR MANAGEMENT TECHNIQUE

Soo-Jin Park, Tae-Sung Jung, Shin Kim

Department of Pediatric Dentistry, College of Dentistry, Pusan National University

The purpose of this survey was to investigate parental recognition and preference on pediatric dentist and
their behavior management technique.

The subjects were the parents of new children visiting the Department of Pediatric Dentisrty, Pusan National
University Hospital for 6 months. The questionnaire was performed over 2 times : at 1st visit and 1 month after
that. The parental preference about pediatric dentist - one s sex, color of gown and glass-wearing - and about
behavior management technique - parental separation, oral sedation, voice control and physical restraints-were
asked through the questionaire and obtained the results were as follows:

1. The preference on sex of dentists was not shown.

2. The parents recognized not so close relation between glass-wearing and children’ s anxiety level, but on col-

or of gown, showed various opinions.

3. Most parents opposed to the separation from their children in operatory.

4. For the behavior management technique, parents accepted generally.

5. There was no siginficant difference between the first and second survey.

Key words : Parental preference, Behavior management technique, Pediatric dentist
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