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Abstract The purpose of this study was to examine the teaching efficiency of clinical training for dental hygiene
students in Gyeonggi Province. The subjects in this study were 371 dental hygiene juniors in seven different colleges in
Gyeonggi Province, on whom a self-administered survey was conducted. The collected data were analyzed with a SPSS
WIN 12.0 program, and the findings of the study were as follows: 1. The teaching efficiency of clinical training that the
dental hygiene students undergone was on the average. As for evaluation of the factors of teaching efficiency, they gave
the highest marks to the role model factor(3.40). 2. The size of the institutions where they received clinical training made
no statistically significant differences to the teaching efficiency of their clinical training. The university hospitals ranked
first in professional knowledge, one of the sub-directory of teaching efficiency, and the gap between them and the others
was statistically significant(p=.005). 3. Concerning links between satisfaction level with the major and view of teaching
efficiency, stronger satisfaction with the major led to better perception of teaching efficiency(p=.001). Among the sub-
directory of teaching efficiency, that made statistically significant differences to view of interpersonal skills, performance
as a supporter, fair evaluation, academic organization skills(p=.005), encouragement and support, teaching methods,
professional academic knowledge(p=.001), communicative competency, performance as a role model and cooperation
with the staff of dental clinics(p=.000). 4. There were no statistically significant gaps in teaching efficiency according to
teaching styles. Among the sub-directory of teaching efficiency, statistically significant differences were found only in
encouragement and support(p=.005). The above-mentioned findings suggest that the teaching efficacy of the clinical
training was approximately on the average, and that a better satisfaction with the major led to a higher teaching efficacy.
Therefore a wide variety of teaching methods and systematic training programs should be developed to boost the quality

of clinical training to improve its teaching efficacy.
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AR EAL Table 13 2t AU RS7]
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Table 1. The characteristics of research subjects

Characteristic Division N(%)
Clinical practice Dental university hospital 68(18.3)
educational institution General hospital 45(12.1)

General hospital 97(26.1)
Dental clinic 161(43.4)
Majored in dental Very dissatisfied 14(3.8)
hygiene of satisfaction [ j1e dissatisfied 57(15.4)
Average 124(33.4)
Little satisfied 128(34.5)
Very satisfied 48(12.9)
Major grades Above 4.0 80(21.6)
Below 3.0-4.0 225(60.6)
Below 3.0-2.0 60(16.2)
Below 2.0 6(1.6)

*All grades : 4.5
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Table 3. Teaching effectiveness sub-directory of clinical practice

2. SiEQeME WRo TR
AP AR TR WEFIE Table 29F Prp. @y Sweion .
o) A}AZ oo WA Mol 41.0%7) TG B Teaching effectiveness sub-directory M+SD
b A2 Thohal 33.8%. ZdelAThle 949, Atk Interpersc?nal‘ skllls. 3.19+ 48
4 > . > Communicative skills 3.38+.64
Z3 5.9% NZVIAL 4.9% =02 ZARE AT Role model 340+ 61
Function of the supporter 3.23+.67
3. BiNAMAMENRO| ur SN SRy Usefulness 325+ .61
AU IAFISE] WFEEA SHYY2 Table 33 Encouragement and support 3.20+.60
2t ARASEF 25 AFEEAS 17 57 7] Fair evaluation 326+ .56
o7 A% A, Wi 3.28, XFHAL 0.602 Ho Teaching method 3.234.60
2 Arol Aoz JePth EAE B3 = oAl Optimal assignment to clinical practice department 322+ .61
A e A GYAAEA 223 AES Au)sty Qo Academic organization skills 3.27+.58
o} 7re gt FEoA 34080 TEEeA o) Professional ability 3.33+.64
7h =7 Ut SR e Qlabal s R mals Smzk Professional knowledge 3.36 .65
_ - Cooperation with the staff of dental clinics 34+,
Zho] glrhsl 2 @A B CME 3.198< P 334+ 59
JHAF LU L)
P& S ekt Table 4. Teaching effectiveness of teaching styles
Division M+SD F P
4 _E}T:%'\;}i” i o&! 48T E” °01[ N tb:/ﬂ i’L 584 Teaching effectiveness Professor 3.34+.49 1.5360.191
;ﬂ pis c])- a]ﬁ]—i';—hrr}\ zoﬂ IE}T;—\ :_J’_;‘EE P Tible 0491' of teaching styles Training tutor 307+ 48
7 & AF OIAFAIZT7 O o] 77 S = o) 3
ot A% dddeREe AT we wrasd Teaching assistant 3.21+.43
Lecturer 3.28+.44
Table 2. Teaching styles Part-time 3.06+.47
Characteristic Division N(%) instructor
Teaching styles of clinical Professor 152(41.0)
practice education Trainiflg tuto.r 144(38.8) 2 AYwFTt P =9ka, AsEdR)l, A dgws,
Teaching assistant 22(5.9) @%;ﬂ?:lzﬁ’, }\] Z_pc]'/‘]‘ o 2}3133] , %ﬁl?ﬁgi% %9]
Lectu‘rer ' 3594 5k z}o]7F YAATHP>.05). 23 Y AFEE8A9] 199
Part-time instructor 18(4.9) X =

Table 5. Teaching styles of teaching effectiveness sub-directory

Training Teaching Part-time
Characteristic Professor tutor assistant Lecturer instructor F P
M + SD M + SD M + SD M + SD M + SD
Interpersonal skills 321+ .49 321+ .48 3.17+ 47 3.15+.50 298+ .54 1.081 366
Communicative skills 346+ .65 339+ .59 3.18+ 61 326+ .68 3.17+ .83 1.966 099
Role model 345+ .63 3.37+.58 3.23+.59 3.57+.65 3.19+ 64 2.023 091
Function of the supporter 327+.65 322+.72 326+ .52 3.23%.67 2.91+.70 10183 318
Usefulness 3.32+.60 325+ .63 3.17+ .47 3.18+.56 3.03%.75 1.344 253
Encouragement and support 325+ .61 321£.58 3.094.68 3.31+.53 2.77+.70 3.078 016"
Fair evaluation 3.28+.59 326+ .58 334+ .53 321+ .42 320+ .55 0.270 897
Teaching method 329+ .61 3.24+.58 3.15+ 58 3.26+.58 2.87+.69 2.077 083
Optimal assignment to clinical 3.30+.62 3.19+.64 3.15%.55 321+.55 3.00+ 49 1.385 238
practice department
Academic organization skills 3.35+.55 3.23+.62 3.14+ 43 331+.62 3.184+.58 1.281 277
Professional ability 3.41+.68 3.29+.60 326+ .49 3.30+ .64 3.11+ .81 1419 227
Professional knowledge 342+ .65 3.33£.65 34172 333471 322+.73 0.615 652
Cooperation with the staff of 3.39+.60 3.36+.61 326+ 61 322+ 43 326+ .65 0.865 485

dental clinics

#p<0.05
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Table 6. Teaching effectiveness of dental hygiene students

Characteristic Division M+SD F P
Clinical practice educational Dental university hospital 3.32+43
institution General hospital 3.28+.54
Dental hospital 3.29+.51 .090 .966
Dental clinic 3.27+.48
Majored in dental hygiene of Very dissatisfied 3.02+.22
satisfaction Little dissatisfied 3.12+.06
Average 3.24+.03 4,948 0.001**
Little satisfied 3.37+.04
Very Satisfied 3.44+.08
Major grades Above 4.0 3.34+.49
Below3.0-4.0 3.29+.48 1.536 0.191
Below3.0-2.0 3.21+51
Below2.0 3.16+.42
#%p<0.01
AF A U 2AR RS AFF6te] Frpet 2 4 FAE BAL AIBAEN JIEFTEHS FEANE
e} 2|7 e ARt {213 Zpo] & HERH ATHp<0.05). T A= Aol 713l EEFHoloF it Y FuEol
& 7Fel o] o]BuSS THskAL &Este] AN &
5. X213} Spo| SMU| TIE DHFESY goh, a7l S A4 ekl AR
983} Sge] B4l mE w4REdS Table 63 AR ARBSiel] HAE F5stE T AV He

= HATHp<0.01). -3
o] FETE WTE S0
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Table 7. Teaching effectiveness sub-directory of characteristic for dental hygiene students

Clinical practice educational institution

Majored in dental hygiene of satisfaction

Characteristic Dental unjversity Gene.ral Gene.ral Dgn@l F p . Ve}'y ' LitFle Average L.ittle Yery F p
hospital hospital hospital clinic dissatisfied dissatisfied satisfied satisfied
M + SD M+SD M+SD M + SD M+SD M+SD M+SD M=*SD M=+ SD
Interpersonal skills 3.17+ 44 320+.54 3.18+.51 321+.49 0162 922 304+.74 3.06+.47 3.18+.42 321+46 338+.61 3338  OII*
Communicative skills 334+ 64 336+.78 334+.65 343160 0553 646 302+91 3.16+.59 333+.55 350+.65 3.56%.69 5275  .000%**
Role model 342+ .54 344+.77 341+66 340%57 0107 956 302+.86 323%.60 331%.55 3.50%.60 3.70=.60 7.288  .000%**
Function of the supporter 3.30+.66 317+£.74 323+£.67 322467 0400 753 317+£90 3.08+.62 3.14+.59 332+.68 341+.68 2785  .027*
Usefulness 3.24+ 55 327+£.60 326%.62 326%=.64 0018 997  317£91 3.08%.53 323%+.51 334+.61 334+£.78 2153 074
Encouragement and support 3.20+ .58 329+.67 320+.65 3.19+.58 0311 818 286+.99 3.07+.53 3.16+.53 330+.62 335%£.65 3570  .007**
Fair evaluation 338+.51 328+.63 325+.56 323+57 1163 324 306+.81 3.124.50 323+.48 335+.58 336%.68 2774  .027*
Teaching method 329+ 58 3.19+.68 324+.61 323%£.59 0303 823  3.124+91 3.03+£.49 320%.56 3.32+.58 340+.72 3434 .009**
Optimal assignment to clinical 325+ .58 328+.64 32560 3.19+.63 0461 710  326+1.14 3.12+49 321+£.54 325£.60 335+.75 0947 437
practice department
Academic organization skills 342+ .54 329+.66 325+.53 323+.60 1783 150  318+.85 3.124+.48 321+.54 337+.57 342+.69 3.113  015%
Professional ability 3.19+ .66 333+£.66 341£.70 335%£.60 1.533 206 298+.91 324+.67 330%£.57 341+.65 342+.66 2128 077
Professional knowledge 3.56+.62 321+.75 331+£.62 337+£.66 3.051 029" 3.07+.1.07 3.18+.53 331+.63 348+.61 3.52+.78 3917  .004**
Cooperation with the staff of 3.35+.58 336+.61 333+.59 337+.61 0055 983  326+.79 3.10+.57 327+.54 348+.54 353+.68 6262 .000%**
dental clinics
#p<0.05, ** p<0.01, ***p<0.001
Table 7-1. Teaching effectiveness sub-directory of characteristic for dental hygiene students
o 4.0 Above 3.0-4.0 Below 3.0-2.0 Below 2.0 Below
Characteristic F p
M + SD M + SD M + SD M + SD
Interpersonal skills 3.24+.50 3.18+ .48 3.15+.52 329+ 49 0.520 668
Communicative skills 345+ .67 3.39+.62 3.29+.69 2.89+.54 1.894 130
Role model 347+ .67 342+ .56 3.29+.69 3.06+ .85 1.655 181
Function of the supporter 335+.66 3214.69 3.18+.66 2.83+ .46 1.623 184
Usefulness 3.34+.65 3244 .60 3.20+ .58 336+ .66 0.813 487
Encouragement and support 324+ .68 3.23+.59 3.09+ .61 3.07%.39 1.045 373
Fair evaluation 334+ .58 3.26+.57 3.22+.53 3.10+.52 0.740 529
Teaching method 335+.59 322+ 61 3.16+ .61 3.11+.40 1.485 218
Optimal assignment to clinical practice department 321+.62 3.23+.62 321+.62 3.394 .49 0.191 903
Academic organization skills 334+ 59 328+ 57 320+ .59 3.00+ .61 1.066 363
Professional ability 334+ .66 336%.62 321+.74 333+ 42 0915 434
Professional knowledge 3.39+.70 3.38+.64 330+.71 3.17+.61 0.472 702
Cooperation with the staff of dental clinics 337+ .59 337+ .59 323+ .57 3.50+.62 1.109 345
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