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Abstract

A Study on Satisfaction of Practicing Dentists about Prosthesis in Pusan
Part : About Fixed Prosthetic appliances

Lee, Myung-Kon

Department of Dental Laboratory Technology,
Jisan Junior College

Fixed prosthetic appliance is the restorations of damaged teeth with cast metal or porcelain, and of
replacing missing teeth with fixed, or cemented prosthesis. Successfully treating a patient by means
of fixed prosthodontics requires the thoughtful combination of dentist and dental laboratory
technician.

In order to know the saticfaction of dentisits about fixed prosthetic appliances-porcelain, precious
and non precious metd-, this study was conducted for 69 practicing dentisis in Pusan during Fed. to
Mar. 1988 using aquestionnaire method and was analyzed by the use of percentage, X2 -test

The results are obtained asfollow:

1. General characterigtics of the respondents,

The rate of age distribution of practcing dentists responded was as follow : 31~35 age group is
29.0%, 51~55age group 18.8%, 41~45 age group and 46~50 group each 11.6%, 36~40 age
group and 56~60 age group 8.7%, over 60 age group 7.3%, below 30 age group 4.3%
respectively.
The tate of term of practice experience distribution of dentists responded was as follow : 6~10
year group 26.1%, 25~25year group 18.8%, 11~15 years group and 16~20 years group each
13.0%, below 5 years group and over 30 years group each 10.2%, 26~30 years group 8.7% in
order.
Therate of respondents  degree was follow : bachelor group 81.2%, doctor group 13.0%, master
group 5.8% in order.
The rate of respondents completed medical speciaist course was as follow : non-complete
group 75.4%, complete group 24.6%
The rate of having own laboratory in respondents’ clinic was as follow : no having own
laboratory group 58.0%, having own |abiratory group 42.0%
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Therate of being lab. technician in respondent;s clinic was as follow: non-being lab.

technician group 91.3%, being lab. technician group 8.7%.

The rate of transactiona commercia denta lab. numbers was as follow : | dentd lab. group
40.6%, 2 dental ab. group 30.4%, 3 dental lab. group 20.3%, production a own lab. group 8.7%

2. Cognitions about the respondent’ sjob,

About cognition of patient numvers, there were neither many nor few group 62.3%, few group
17.4%, many group 15.9%, too many group 4.4% in order.(P<.01)

As compared with the ratio of dentists to patient prothetic treatment, there were moderate level
group 46.4%, high level group 33.6%, low level group 18.8% in order.(P<.01)

By job satisfaction of respondents, the highest percentage group was satisfied group 44.9%,
neither astisfied nor disstified group 33.3%, dissatisfied group 14.5%, much satisfied group
7.3%(P<.01)

As compared with the level of prosthetics price, the were moderate level group 71.0%, low level
group 23.2%, high level group 5.8%(P<.01)

3. Satisfaction and assessment of dissatisfied factor of the fixed prosthetic gppliance, As compared
with the satisfaction of a prosthetic appliance, there were neither satisfied nor dissatisfied group
59.4%, satisfied group 20.3% dissatisfied group 18.8%, much satisfied group 1.5% in
order.(P<.01)

About precious and non precious metal crown and bridge, there were neither satisfied nor
dissatisfied group 60.9%, satisfied group 24.6%, dissatisfied group 11.6%, much satisfied group
2.9%in order.(P<.01)

The reat of respondent;s satisfaction about porcelain crown and bridge was as follow : neither
satisfied nor dissatisfied group 43.5%, dissatisfied group 33.3%, satisfied group 21.7%, much
satisfied group 1.5%(P<.01)

The rate of respondent’ s dissatisfied factor item of precious and non precious meta crown and
bridge was as follow : inadequate margin fit item 39.1% respondent, inadequate occlusion item
24.6%, inadequate adaptation item 23.2%, poor anat omic form item 15.9%, inadequate contact
item 31.9%, improper polishing item 4.4%, the rest item 11.6% respectively.

The rate of respondent’ s dissatisfied factor item of porcelain crown and bridge was as follow :
inadequate margin fit item 52.2%, inadequate occlusion item 2.9%, inadequate adaptation item
10.1%, poor anatomic form item 11.6%, improper polishing item 1.5%, shade mismatching item
71%, the rest item 7.2% respectively.

The rate of cognition of respondents’ about cause of dissatisfied factor on fixed prosthetic
appliance by item was as follow : deficiency of sincerity item 55.1%, deficiency of knowledge
about work item 47.8%, deficiency of experience item 15.9%, poor quality of using material
item 5.8%, the rest item 2.9% respectively.
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