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epicting the treatment situation
the drawing reflects the treatment situations
1 omission of the treatment situation

Juxtaposition of the child s size as compared with the dentists
the dentist appears larger than the child

1 the chlid appears in a similar or larger size than the dentist
Drawing of the dentist

the dentist is present

1 the dentist is not present

Depicting dental instruments

absence of dental instruments

1 presence of dental instruments

Omission of parts of the body

presence of all the parts of the body

1 omission of parts of the body

Drawing of smile or mouth

presence of smile

1 absence of smile or mouth

*Cronbach' s alpha = 0.1158

2e a8 F A9 A8 7 v 47 S A3 gt
A} (Fig. 1).
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Fig. 1. Faces Pain Scale by Bieri.
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1 23
2 32.56 42
3 31.78 41
4 17.05 22
5 0.78 1
6 0.00

DAS mean value : 2.5039+1.0009

23.26
543
0.78
1.55
1.55
2.33

DOt W~
W NN = ]

FPS mean value : 0.6434+1.2612

nd DAS

FPS 0261 T0.003

by Pearson correlation
FPS : Faces Pain Scale, DAS : Dental Anxiety Score
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Table 3. Distribution of the anxiety and no-anxiety items
_ Anxdety items
Omission of the treatment situation

115

89.15
The child appears in a similar or larger
size than the dentist 58.91 16
Omission of parts of the body 53.49 69
Absence of smile or mouth 41.86 54
Presence of dental instruments 3.88 5
The dentist is not present 3.10 4

items

The dentist is present 96.90 25
Absence of dental instruments 96.12 124
Presence of smile h8.14 75
Presence of all the parts of the body 46.51 60
The dentist appears larger than the child 41.09 53
The drawing reflects the treatment situations 10.86 14

122
17

FPS 0-3
FPS 4-6

3.7143
2.4344

0.7559
0.9705

0.001

by Independent-Sample t-test in confidence interval 95%

Table 7. Difference of DAS in sequential dental visits __—
e

‘Mean

1st visit 2.2917 .

2nd visit 2.4583 1.1413 0.372
3rd visit 2.3750 1.0959

4th visit 2.7917 0.9315

by One-way ANOVA at significance level 5%
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Table 8. Difference of DAS accordlng to the type of treatment Table 9. Difference of DAS according to the age

Type 1 2.3947  0.8865 38

2.5366 0.9513 41
Type 2 2.4737 0.8412 19 0.085 56 2.5455 0.9117 22
Type 3 2.8095 1.0647 42 ' 6-7 2.4783 1.1229 23 0.049
Type 4 2.2333 1.0010 30 7-8 2.0800 1.0376 25
8-9* 3.0000 0.8402 18
by One-way ANOVA at significance level 5%
Type 1 : Dental examination by One-way ANOVA at significance level 5%
Type 2 : Filling, impression, dressing * : There is significant difference at Post Hoc by Duncan s
Type 3 : Preformed crown, pulpotomy, pulpectomy multiple range test
Type 4 : Extraction, mesiodens removal, trauma
Table 10. Difference of DAS according to the gender Table 11. Difference of DAS according to the reaction in the

t f dical and dental procedure

" Ma

26769 0.9860

Female 2.3281 0.9929 64 0.047 very good . .
good 2.7561 0.9690 41
by One-way ANOVA at significance level 5% bad 2.3182  1.0949 4 0.007
very bad 2.8235 0.7276 17

I don't know*  1.9500 0.6863 20

by One-way ANOVA at significance level 5%
* ! There is significant difference at Post Hoc by Duncan s
multiple range test
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Abstract

ASSESSMENT OF DENTAL ANXIETY IN THE CHILD PATIENT
BY THEIR DRAWINGS

Seo-Jung Choi, Ho-Won Park

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

The aim of the present study was to establish validity for Dental Anxiety Scale in children by their drawings.

Dental treatment was provied for 35 children in the ages of 4 to 8, using the quadrant approach. The chil-
dren’ s anxiety arising during dental treatment was measured by Modified Sheskin s Criteria(Dental Anxiety
Scale, DAS). After reliability analysis of Dental Anxiety Score, it was compared with Faces Pain Scale and was
tested for their correlation. Thereafter the several factors having an effect on Dental Anxiety Scale were exam-
ined.

A significant correlation(r=0.2610) was found between the two scales and Dental Anxiety Scale was high sig-
nificantly in 4-6 score of Faces Pain Scale The findings suggested that the Dental Anxiety Scale is a valid
means of assessing child dental anxiety status in a clinical context and the Dental Anxiety Scale can be affected
by ‘Age , ‘Gender and TReaction in the past .

Key words : Dental Anxiety Scale, Faces Pain Scale
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