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AlStRAT, eAlet E2] Aol uhE tiehiEAs
] ol two way ANOVAS A5t on &4
whe} tf s EA] g0 n|x]= PTFL logistic regression

analysisE A AT}
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X}o| ELA A Aol s B ASE FoH|Y gHA 9
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Table 3, SHAjo]] 2 chatiEA 2o O]X]= FJF
Model I Model T
B SE Wald OR 95% CI p B SEE  Wad OR 95% CI p
1H 22 0.050 0.260 0.037 1.051 0.631~1.751 0.847 0.231  0.233 0983 1.259 0.798~1987 0,322
ALE) A Hg 0.141 0300 0222 1,152 0.640~2.074 0.638 0.141 0296 0228 1.151 0.645~2.056 0.633
HARA 2L 0.610 0286 4.556 1.840 1.051~3.222 0.033 0.583 0.280 4.324 1791 1.034~3.103 0.038
AlA A 2S5 0.369 0.269 1.871 1446 0.853~2.451 0.171 0332 0.265 1.564 1393 0.829~2342 0211
ofstol cigh o2k 218 —1.374 0272 25,443 0253 0.148~0.432 <0.001 —1292 0265 23.830 0.275 0.163~0.,461 <0.001
() 0.982 0,702 1955 2,670 0.674~10.574 0.162
L}o] 0.058 0.058 0.987 1.059 0.945~1.187 0.320
AB5o~40uE)  —0.338 0387 0.763 0713 0.334~1.523 0,383
AABOo~351)  —0.637 0312 4,159 0529 0,287~0.976 0,041
AAR5oP~3.0m) 0,353 0,248 2,030 1,423 0.876~2.312 0,154
47 (2,5 vlwh —-0.035 0.197 0032 0966 0.657~1.419 0,859
1A (reference=4A)), AJ %] (reference=4.0 ©]4})
Model 1 : thE-RIBA S 25, Aola] 25, JA2 25, ARF 25, hstel et o2k 219), QATLAFEISHE B4 (4, vol, =) WS AL
Model 2 : SRS S-(3HdA A, A8l2 28, AAA 28, AAF 28, distol gist o)z 2-3) 4= AME-
* by the logistic regression analysis,
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Al
3AA 434 ’ 3AA 494 39 4dA ’ 3AA 4dA ’ 39A 494 394 4dA ’
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0.10 0.15 0.08 0.12 0.11 0.16 0.09 0.14 0.10 0.15 0.07 0.11
3504 263+ 2.65% 295+ 297+ 2,60+ 267+ 239+ 240+ 285+ 265+ 2,68+ 267+
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Type II Sum of Squares df Mean Square F p* partial eta squared Scheffe test
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k| 4.715 4 1.179 9.230 <0.001 0.079
Ao} A A 0.046 4 0,012 0.091 0.985 0.001
o 54.793 429 0.128
A 2952880 439

* by the Two way ANOVA
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ABSTRACT

College life adaptation among dental hygiene students

Da-Young Ryu, Kwui-Sook Song'

Department of Dental Hygiene, Hyejeon College

Introduction: This study aimed to investigate the adaptation to college life of dental hygiene students.

Methods: A total of 300 students in the 3-year course, and 200 students in the 4-year course at the Department
of Dental Hygiene, were selected. A self-reported questionnaire was used between 27th June and 31st August 2017.
From this, 439 questionnaires were collected and analyzed.

Results: 1. The overall degree of adaptation to college life, according to varied general characteristics of the
subject students, appeared to show that male students had a higher degree of adaptation than
female students. It also appeared to be higher in students that had a higher level of academic
accomplishment(<0.001).

2.'The average score of the degree of adaptation to college life was 2.57 points(full score of 4.00 points).
Social adaption had the highest score of 2.92 points, while academic adaptation had the lowest score
of 2.37 points. Regarding the subordinate domains of adaptation to college life, the average score of
attachment adaptation of students in the 3-year course of the Department of Dental Hygiene(2.69
points) appeared to be higher than that of students in the 4-year course(2.52 points). The difference
between these scores was statistically significant(p=0.001).

3.The effects of varied academic systems upon the degree of adaptation to college life were also
analyzed. Emotional and attachment adaptation to college, as well as the academic accomplishment of
students in the 3-year course, was distributed over a range of 3.0~3.5. This was significantly different
compared to students in the 4-year course(p<0.05).

Conclusion: It is necessary to develop stepwise and continuous educational programs to enable better college life

adaptation for students in the Department of Dental Hygiene.

Keywords: College life adaptation, Dental hygiene students



