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Abstract A convergence study of oral health beliefs and subjective oral health awareness-knowledge factors
of some university students was conducted on 216 students agreed from April 1 to June 14, 2019. Satistical
analysis was performed with the mean and standard deviation, t-test, one-way ANOVA, and Pearson's
correlation test. The oral health beliefs were 3.87 and oral health knowledge, oral health importance
measured by 5-point, oral health interest and oral health status are 11.9, 1.50, 2.36, 2.67 respectively. The
need for constant oral health education so that changes in oral health beliefs of university students and
subjective oral health awareness-perception ability can be improved. Oral health education programs
should be developed to suit the characteristics of university students.
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Table 1. General characteristics of the subjects
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Unit : N(%)
Characteristics Categories N(%)
Gender Male 56(25.9)
Female 160(74.1)
Grade 1 125(57.9)
2 91(42.1)
Major satisfaction Satisfaction 119(55.1)
Average 94(43.5)
Dissatisfaction 3(1.4)
Smoking history Yes 47(21.8)
No 169(78.2)
Drinking Yes 192(88.9)
No 24(11.1)
Stress Feel 81(37.5)
Nomally 120(55.6)
Do not feel 15(6.9)
Total 216(100.0)

T727FAI 7%= Table 29} o] & 2.99%0131ch

Table 2. Subjective level oral health beliefs

94 3.874, Aold 3314, 394 3.124, 743 2.58
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Unit : MeantSD

Variable Chronbach’s « MzSD
Susceptibility 0.796 2.58+0.74
Seriousness 0.794 2.08+0.69

Benefit 0.870 3.87+0.62

Salience 0.712 3.1240.68

Barrier 0.764 3.3120.74
Total 0.709 2.99+0.32
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Table 3. The subjective awareness—perception factors for oral health

Unit : MeantSD
Variable N M+SD
Oral health knowledge 216 11.9+1.48
Oral health importance 216 1.500.59
Oral health interest 216 2.36+0.68
Oral health status 216 2.67+0.72
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Table 4. The difference of subjective oral health beliefs according to general characteristics

Unit : MeantSD
Characteristics Categories Susceptibility Seriousness Benefit Salience Barrier
Male 2.49+0.93 2.08+0.80 3.68+0.89 3.03£0.75 3.40£0.90
Gender Female 2.61+0.66 2.08+0.66 3.93£0.48 3.1420.51 3.28+0.68
torF -1.026 0.012 -2.640 -1.279 1.045
(p-value’) (0.306) (0.990) (0.009) (0.202) 0.297)
1 2.569+0.73 2.03+0.66 3.83+0.558 3.05+0.54 3.34+0.78
Grade 2 2.56+0.76 2.13+0.73 3.92+0.71 3.20£0.63 3.26+0.70
torF 0.225 -1.035 -1.109 -1.921 0.840
(p-value’) (0.822) (0.302) (0.269) (0.056) (0.402)
Satisfaction 2.53+0.76 2.02+0.71 3.9310.66° 3.18+0.56 3.35£0.71
Major Average 2.63+0.72 2.14+0.67 3.82+0.55%® 3.03+0.60 3.26+0.80
- - Dissatisfaction 2.8310.44 2.50£0.87 3.00£0.33° 3.39+0.54 3.1720.17
satisfaction
torF 0.625 1.333 3.918 1.997 0.477
(p-value’) (0.536) (0.266) (0.021) (0.138) (0.622)
Yes 2.53+0.76 2.03+0.67 3.62+0.80 2.95+0.68 3.26%0.83
Smoking No 2.59+0.74 2.09+0.70 3.94+0.55 3.1620.54 3.3240.72
history torF -0.530 -0.496 -3.190 -2.268 -0.493
(p-value’) (0.597) (0.621) (0.002) (0.024) (0.623)
Yes 2.57+0.73 2.08+0.68 3.88+0.60 3.1240.58 3.30£0.74
Drinking No 2.63+0.85 2.0240.81 3.7440.79 3.07£0.62 3.35£0.82
torF -0.394 0.415 1.043 0.407 -0.285
(p-value’) (0.694) (0.679) (0.298) (0.684) (0.776)
Feel 2.74+0.80° 2.25+0.73° 3.87£0.63 3.17£0.62 3.2120.81
Normally 2.53+0.67° 2.03+0.65" 3.84+0.55 3.09+0.55 3.330.68
Stress Do not feel 2.03+0.70° 1.49+0.43° 4.11+0.99 3.06£0.64 3.58+0.86
torF 6.540 8.773 1.305 0.573 1.717
(p-value’) (0.002) (¢0.001) (0.273) (0.565) (0.182)
" by independent t-test and one-way ANOVA
35 The same characters indicates no significant difference by Scheffé test
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Table 5. The subjective awareness—perception factors according to the general characteristics

Unit : MeantSD

Oral health
Characteristics Categories Oral health knowledge ) ral hea Oral health interest Oral health status
importance
Male 11.57¢1.71 1.48+0.63 2.52+0.79 2.73+0.92
Female 12.031.38 1.51£0.58 2.30£0.63 2.65+0.64
Gender
torF -1.985 -0.261 2.078 0.733
(p-value’) (0.048) (0.795) (0.039) (0.464)
1 11.6611.37 1.50+0.63 2.42+0.66 2.700.70
2 12.24+1.57 1.49+0.55 2.27+0.70 2.64+0.75
Grade
torF -2.877 0.116 1.51 0.590
(o-value’) (0.004) (0.908) 0.132) (0.556)
Satisfaction 11.9241.49° 1.45£0.56 2.32+0.69 2.66+0.76
Viai Average 11.97+1.42° 1.56£0.61 2.38£0.67 2.67+0.66
ajor
satisfaction | Dissatisfaction 9.33+1.53° 1.67+1.15 3.00£0.00 3.00£1.00
torF 4.774 1.164 1.599 0.316
(p-value’) (0.009) (0.314) (0.205) (0.729)
Yes 11.40£1.78 1.43+0.58 2.45+0.80 2.74+0.87
Smoking No 12.05£1.36 1.52+0.60 2.33£0.64 2.65+0.67
history torF -2.669 -0.971 1.029 0.789
(p-value’) (0.008) (0.333) (0.305) (0.431)
Yes 11.90+1.46 1.49£0.60 2.40£0.67 2.70£0.70
. No 11.96+1.65 1.58+0.58 2.04£0.69 2.46+0.88
Drinking
torF -0.178 -0.728 2.431 1.540
(o-value’) (0.859) (0.468) 0.016) (0.125)
Feel 11.85£1.70 1.42+0.61° 2.32+0.70 2.77+0.83°
Normally 11.90£1.37 1.58+0.59° 2.43+0.66 2.67+0.64%
Stress Do not feel 12.27+1.10 1.27+0.46° 2.00£0.65 2.20+0.56°
torF 0.497 3.133 2.824 4.010
(o-value’) (0.609) (0.046) (0.062) (0.020)

" by independent t-test and one-way ANOVA

> The same characters indicates no significant difference by Scheffé test

3.6 TGN F N T4 QXX AL

TR FWH P QA aslse]
AR Table 63 2et. PHAAEE F4873A1)
(r=0.294, p<0.01)T} 73 A7AEN(r=0.406, p<0.01)°A

F] ATAS Btk FARANL TS84
(r=-0.137 p<0.01)3 F73A73384(r=-0.179, p<0.01)°l
A 29 RS S8 AR
(r=0.259, pX0.01)2 %] AFTAV} Uepsith

Table 6. Correlation between oral health belief and ora health subjective awareness—perception factors

Oral health Oral health Oral health Oral health Oral health
beliefs knowledge importance interest status
Oral health beliefs 1
Oral health knowledge 0.294" 1
Oral health importance -0.055 -0.137" 1
Oral health interest -0.127 -0.179" 0.259" 1
Oral health status 0.406" -0.103 0.081 0.098 1

“X0.01 by pearson’s correlation analysis
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