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ABSTRACT The purpose of this survey research was to investigate the satisfaction and the factor of stress of 183 dental
hygienic students for the dental clinical training who were at 3 colleges which were located in Incheon-city and Kyunggi-
do. This survey was carried out from 12th of September to 19th of October and analyzed using SPSS WIN 12.0. As a

result of analysis, the following conclusion were obtained. 1.

86.3% dental hygienic students for satisfaction for the

major, 75.9% for training, and 91.8% for future occupation reflected as more than good. 2. In case of the factor of stress,
Ideal and value was found out as 3.54+ 1.23 and personnel relationship as 1.74+1.20. 3. In case of satisfaction according
to general characteristics, there were more or less significant differences according to motive of department choice
(P=0.003) for satisfaction of the major and motive of department choice (P = 0.036) for satisfaction of future occupation.
4. Correlation among each satisfactions showed as the more they were satisfied with the major, the more they were
satisfied with training, moreover, they were also satisfied with future occupation. 5. For factor of stress affecting to
satisfaction for training, role and ideal and value were showed as affecting variables.
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Table 1. The general characteristics of research Subjects

7] AERARE AAEem, 3l5E 18355 AREA
ol &3t om, IFEL 76.2%°] At

— =2
sk 2E# A aRlol| tiaixe drst Wi g, 7ssAE
o]-g-3t3itt. dvkd S mE W% x}o]= One-way
ANOVAE o] &319om, A}377-S Duncan multiple range
testE ©] &3ttt
Z} v o] A, iERe) 2By 2~e910] Ak

gl

il

2ol 7] 98] Pearson's correlation coefficient® 213t}
1 gl nE

1. A7Ciyel Ey Sk

2 A7l dwrd 542 vE3 ZTH(Table 1),

A 222347} 69.4%2 7P Bkl 24-25417F 20.8%=
yebgth dehgal e awEY F el 9] 60.1%=
7P B9k Bl fret e S F gl 19.7% wo=
el ATolA Zall A3 84.7%, ASIAE Tl 11.5%,
1d o] AF 1.5% =2 AFAFAT} v S2EiT

ShAE sl A Ad R FAYel tiRk 2ol 69.9%=
7P Bk FHel A4ET) 18.6%2 LT ol A2,
o'z} AF Aoz Y Aol Aol digk 1Bl 9

Classifications Divisions Frequency Percentage
Age 22-23 127 69.4
24-25 38 20.8
More than 26 year 18 9.8
Status at the entrance time Entrance into college right after finished high school 110 60.1
Entrance into college after more than second try 14 7.7
Temporary absence from other department or entrance into college after graduation 36 19.7
Entrance after social experience 23 12.6
Motive of department For occupation in the future and guarantee for working 128 69.9
choice Considering their own aptitude 8 44
For the result of the examination 13 7.1
For encouraging from others 34 18.6
Clinical practice institute Dental college clinic 100 54.6
Dental clinic in general hospital 108 59.6
Collaboration opening dental clinic 75 41.0
Personal dental clinic 72 393
Others 2 1.1
Total period for clinical 9-12 weeks 150 82.0
practice More than 13 weeks 33 18.0
Total 183 100.0

Clinical practice institute: Plural response



Journal of Dental Hygiene Science

Table 2. The level of satisfaction of research Subjects
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Status of satisfaction

Classification of satisfactions Best Betior Good Worse Worst Total
For the major 2(1.1) 76(41.5) 80(43.7) 25(13.7) 0(0.0) 183(100.0)
For clinical practice 4(2.2) 51(27.9) 84(45.9) 34(18.6) 10(5.5) 183(100.0)
For future occupation 1(0.5) 83(45.4) 84(45.9) 13( 7.1) 2(1.1) 183(100.0)
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Table 3. The level of the factor for stress
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Item Classification Factor Mean SD
Circumstance 5 2.88 1.26

Stress factor Personal relationships 5 1.74 1.20
Role 4 2.55 1.05

Ideal and value 5 3.54 1.23
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Fig. 1. Stress classification for circumstances.

0-No stress

1-New circumstance and status of clinic practice institute
2-New implements and equipments

3-Long distance to home form a clinic practice institute

4-Fear of cross infection in a medical office

5-Difference between advance information and real circumstance
for a clinic practice institute

PR

Hire

PR

Fig. 2. Stress classification for personal relationships.
0-No stress

1-Relationship with dentists

2-Relationship with guidance dental hygienists
3-Relationship with nurse's aides

4-Relationship with colleagues

5-Relationship with patients or their protectors
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Fig. 3. Stress classification for role.
0-No stress

1-Shortage of various patient
2-Because one day practice hour is long
3-Because of many practice subject
4-Shortage of one's own role

Z

Hire

IV

Fig. 4. Stress classification for the ideal.

0-No stress

1-Difference between the learned theory from collage and
clinic practice

2-Much hospital affairs than learning

3-Shortage of information and recognition of clinic practice
institute for students' practice and guidance

4-Shortage of students' deposition

5-Difference between the reality and the ideal from clinic
practice
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Table 4. Satisfaction for the major according to the general characteristics

Satisfaction for the major

Classification Division F P
Mean SD
Age 22-23 323 0.71
24-25 342 0.75
26-27 3.36 0.50 1.193  0.315
28-29 3.66 0.51
More than 30 year 4.00 0.00
Status at the entrance time Entrance into college right after finished high school 324 0.71
Entrance into college after more than second try 3.11 0.67
Temporary absence from other department or 2450 0.065
: g 3.52 0.73
entrance into college after graduation
Entrance after social experience 3.39 0.58
Motive of department choice For occupation in the future and guarantee for
. 3.38 0.67
working
Considering their own aptitude 3.75 0.70 4762  0.003*
For the result of the examination 3.07 0.86
For encouraging from others 2.97 0.67
*P<0.05
Table 5. Satisfaction for training according to the general characteristics
. . . Satisfaction for training
Classification Division F P
Mean SD
Age 22-23 3.00 0.88
24-25 3.05 0.86
26-27 3.18 1.07 0.158  0.959
28-29 3.16 0.75
More than 30 year 3.00 0.00
Status at the entrance time Entrance into college right after finished high school 3.01 0.87
Entrance into college after more than second try 2.92 0.61
Temporary absence from other department or 0.739  0.530
: . 3.19 1.00
entrance into college after graduation
Entrance after social experience 2.86 0.81
Motive of department choice For occupation in the future and guarantee for 3.04 0.84
working ) ’
Considering their own aptitude 3.12 1.12 2.093  0.103
For the result of the examination 2.87 0.87
For encouraging from others 3.14 0.89
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Table 6. Satisfaction for future occupation according to the general characteristics

Classification

Satisfaction for future Occupation

Division Nean D P
Age 22-23 3.36 0.69
24-25 342 0.59
26-27 327 0.64 0.615  0.652
28-29 3.66 0.51
More than 30 year 4.00 0.00
Status at the entrance time Entrance into college right after finished high school 3.34 0.72
Entrance into college after more than second try 3.35 0.49
Temporary absence from other department or 0.488  0.691
entrance into college after graduation 3.0 0.60
Entrance after social experience 3.39 0.58
Motive of department choice For qccupation in the future and guarantee for 345 0.60
working
Considering their own aptitude 3.62 0.74 2901 0.036*
For the result of the examination 3.07 0.95
For encouraging from others 3.17 0.71
*P<0.05
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o

=

2 EBY A5F w8 F8% FiES

2 shie A AT Ske
xqo] g:aﬂo 594‘_'_24;].57_

©
>
b3
a

M

o AEDAQQINO] AbabA|
Swol sEdspe] JadAE AuE e
1T} (Table 8).

ZL o] JFL nRE AEH AR
p<0.05), o147 71X G S (r=0.175 p <0.05)° 4]
5 @A Sl Ao ek, 5, gt
ALF, ol TG0l =7l 2EH T
oz eyttt
7(:)]0 oﬂoﬂ}q 1_77]‘:. AEgﬂA‘_—. ;H ] (
p<0.05), FZG (r=0.247 p<0.05), °)’F 7} 2 (r
p<0.05)l4 =7l= Z2EH 29 folgt FAaAA 7} 3l

]

>
)

I
.l

v}
i o
1:1> i)

i

F...‘n

0.

O

8

o to I

Hf MC Jo
Jr ot
_i}m oN

o o

_18, _IR

0.9, o

0.294
0.328
q

rlr

Classification Satisfaction for the major

Satisfaction for training Satisfaction for future occupation

Satisfaction for the major 1.000

Satisfaction for training 0.486 (P =0.000%) 1.000
Satisfaction for future occupation 0.635 (P =0.000%*) 0.372 (P =0.000%) 1.000
*P <0.05
Table 8. Correlation between satisfaction for training and the factor of stress
Classification Satisfaction for training Circumstance Personnel relationships Role Ideal and value
Satisfaction for training 1.000
Circumstance -0.013 (P =10.432) 1.000
Personnel relationships 0.061 (P =0.207) 0.294 (P = 0.000%) 1.000
Role 0.189 (P =0.005%) 0.247 (P =0.000*)  0.318 (P =0.000%) 1.000

Ideal and value 0.175 (P =0.009%)

0.328 (P = 0.000%)

0.179 (P =0.008*)  0.219 (P =0.001*) 1.000

*P <0.05
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