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A study on the reorganization of the curriculum for
produce of field-oriented dental technicians
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[Abstract]

Purpose: The objectives of this study is to collect the opinions of experts in the field of dental lab technology, and to
present a plan for reforming the curriculum for producing clinical-based dental technicians.

Methods: 71 experts were selected for this study. Experts were grouped into clinicians, educators, and policy-makers.
First of all, the purpose and method of this study were explained to experts. After receiving the consent to participate in
the research, their opinions were investigated. The survey was conducted through a questionnaire created based on their
opinions and opinions collected.

Results: The results showed that they were relatively satisfied with the curriculum. In addition, it was found that they
hope to increase the proportion of mandatory education of digital dentistry and clinical practice. Emphasis was placed on
expanding opportunities for on-the-job training as well as on time for hands-on training. As for admission capacity, the
highest opinion was to keep it as it is, followed by the need for reduction.

Conclusion: It seems necessary to minimize the difference between the curriculum and the clinical field in order to
produce field-oriented dental technicians. To this end, it is necessary to reorganize the operation of field-oriented subjects
and to increase the practice time to improve practical skills.
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Table 1. Satisfaction survey results for current dental
education system

Groups
Clinician Educator Policy  Total
group group group
Very Frequency 0 3 1 4
dissatisfaction % 0.0% 14.3% 4.0% 5.6%
... Frequency 4 3 2 9
Dissatisfaction
% 16.0% 14.3% 8.0% 12.7%
Frequency 6 4 1 21
Normal
% 24.0% 19.0% 44.0% 29.6%
) . Frequency 14 1 9 34
Satisfaction
% 56.0% 52.4% 36.0% 47 9%
Very Frequency 1 0 2 3
satisfaction % 4.0% 0.0% 8.0% 4.2%
Total Frequency 25 21 25 7
% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
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Table 2. Satisfaction survey results for the curriculum that
constitutes the curriculum of the current dental lab
technology department

Groups
Clinician Educator Policy  Total
group group group
Very Frequency 0 1 0 1
dissatisfaction % 0.0% 4.8% 0.0% 1.4%
N . Frequency 1 1 4 6
Dissatisfaction
% 4.0% 4.8% 16.0% 8.5%
Frequency 4 7 8 19
Normal
% 16.0% 33.3% 32.0% 26.8%
) . Frequency 19 1 10 40
Satisfaction
% 76.0% 52.4% 40.0% 56.3%
Very Frequency 1 1 3 5
satisfaction % 4.0% 4.8% 12.0% 7.0%
Total Frequency 25 21 25 n
% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
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Table 3. Courses that require mandatory education at
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Table 5. Improvement of practical training in dental lab

school technology
Groups Groups
Clinician Educator Policy  Total Clinician Educator Policy  Total
group  group  group group  group  group
c i Frequency 6 7 4 17 Increased  Freauency 7 7 7 18
urrently T
% 25.0%  35.0% 16.0%  24.6% practice time % 292%  292%  292%  26.9%
Digital Frequency 14 10 16 40 Expansion of  Frequency 15 15 15 43
dentistry % 0 S o o field practice
" 83% 500% 640% 580% opportunities % 625% 625% 625%  642%
Basic Frequency 0 0 2 2
A . Diversification Frequency 2 2 2 6
engineering % 00% 00% 80% 29% of practice
Frequency 2 2 1 5 courses % 8.3% 8.3% 8.3% 9.0%
Business
% 8.3% 10.0% 4.0% 7.2% Total Frequency 24 24 24 67
ota
Special dental Frequency 2 1 0 3 % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
prosthetics % 83% 50% 00%  43%
o FEMNY 0022 ER ARwS FHS 943 o Agws AH B
% 0.0% 0.0% 8.0% 2.9% _ -
of tfsto] AR AIM= table 63 o, 11 A3} A
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Table 6. Improvement method for practical education of the
dental lab technology department

Table 4. Educational direction to be pursued in dental lab
technology department

Groups
Clinician Educator Policy  Total
group  group  group
Personality ~ Frequency 13 5 6 24
education % 520% 238% 240% 338%
Clinically Frequency 10 13 17 40
education % 40.0%  61.9% 680% 56.3%
Business  Frequency 0 1 1 2
education % 00%  48%  4.0% 2.8%
Overseas  Frequency 2 1 1 4
employment % 8.0% 48%  4.0% 5.6%
Frequency 0 1 0 1
Other
% 0.0% 4.8% 0.0% 1.4%
Frequency 25 21 25 7
Total
% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
362 ootk nty| 2oty K|

Groups
Clinician Educator Policy  Total
group  group  group

Repeated Skill Frequency 1 9 13 33
Practice % 458%  429% 520%  AT1%
Use clinical  Frequency 9 9 7 25
model. % 375%  429% 280%  357%
National Frequency 0 0 1 1

exam—oriented
training % 0.0% 0.0% 4.0% 1.4%
Use of various Freauency 4 2 4 10
equipment % 16.7% 9.5% 16.0% 14.3%
Frequenc 0 1 0 1

Other : Y
% 0.0% 4.8% 0.0% 1.4%
Frequency 24 21 25 70
Total

% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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Table 7. Satisfaction survey results about the admission
quota of dental technology department in colleges

Groups
Clinician Educator Policy  Total
group  group  group
Very Frequency 0 2 0 2
dissatisfaction % 00%  95% 00% 28%
Frequency 5 7 6 18
Dissatisfaction

% 20.0%  333% 240% 254%
Frequency 15 6 1 32

Normal
% 60.0% 286%  44.0% 451%
Frequency 5 6 8 19

Satisfaction

% 20.0% 286% 320% 268%
Very Frequency 0 0 0 0
satisfaction % 0% 0% 0% 0%
Frequency 25 21 25 71

Total
% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
U A 9%k SPY A T A5 24} A

Table 8. Reorganization of the entrance capacity of the
dental engineering course

Groups
Clinician Educator Policy  Total
group  group  group
Frequency 12 10 1 33
Currently
% 571% 476%  458% 50.0%
Many personnel Frequency 0 5 2 7
reduction % 0.0% 238% 83% 10.6%
Personnel  Freauency 7 6 9 22
eduction % 333% 286% 375% 33.3%
Personnel  Freauency 2 0 2 4
Increase % 9.5% 00% 83% 61%
Many personnel Freauency 0 0 0 0
increase % 0.0% 00% 00% 00%
Frequency 21 21 24 66
Total
% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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