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Table 1. Mean scores and standard deviations of the SCL-90-R scales and global indices in the study

group and the control group

SOM O-C I-S DEP ANX HOS PHOB PAR PSY GSI PSDI PST

Study 536 524" 504 50157 534™ 548" 512" 511 5L1° 516" 508 515¢

SD

109 11.2 113 107 10.7 124 119 124 117 11.3 104 10.7

Control  47.8 474 479 458 449 486 471 481 471 456 452 470

SD

8.2 8.1 94 83 73 8.3 82 89 89 8.2 80 9.2

SOM:Somatization, O~C:Obsessive-compulsive, I-S:Interpersonal sensitivity, DEP:Depression,
ANX:Anxiety, HOS:Hostility, PHOB:Phobic anxiety, PAR:Paranoid ideation, PSY:Psychoticism,
GSLGlobal severity index, PSDI:Positive symptom distress index, PST:Positive symptom total
* . P<0.05 compared with the control group

* : P<0.01 compared with the control group

* . P<0.001 compared with the control group

Table 2. Prevalence of craniofacial pain in the study group and the control group(%)
Headache Neck and Shoulder pain TM] pain Dental pain

Study 384+ 29.1% 2.3 93

Control 279 127 25 76

* | P<0.05 compared with the control group
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Table 3. Comparison of sleep disturbances in
the study group and the control

group(%)
Symptom .
Study Control p-value

Category

1 0 0 N.S.

2 15.1 1.3 *%

3 2.1 114 N.S.

4 15.1 12.7 N.S.

5 477 747 Kok

DAY A Egct

DA B AH3-5 Al

Dol FF A

D RET] ¥R dF

CHRY 2EE A

* 1 P<0.01 compared with the control group

* 1 P<0.001 compared with the control group
N.S. ! not significant

®* Ol B WD =

Zo vl felA wA Jelstt (Table 2).

Table 4. Comparison of irregular eating habit
in the study group and the control

group(%)
Symptom . .
Study Control p-value

Category

1 0 0 ! NS

2 58 13 NS

3 395 28 | x

4 . 337 291 | NS.

5 209 468 | e
11 &er

- ] g‘i’lﬂ'

™ 2]

n 1
3 Ui ol 4o g atx, A AFAQ AALE gt}
41 3H @ wistRo] A& st YA E ol 4
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: P<0.05 compared with the control group

* 1 P<0.001 compared with the control group
N.S. @ not significant

¥

Table 5. Comparison of decreased physical
activity in the study group and the
control group(%)

?;:;Zt(:yn Study Control p-value
1 465 304 *
2 244 380 N.S.
3 19.8 25.3 N.S.
4 58 6.3 N.S.
5 35 0 N.S.

» A EA e

D olmTh T4 ofelo] Uit

RS ARy B4R WA B

t 7 AR AH, BE EY F

TAAHA 27, AL F

* 1 P<0.05 compared with the control group
N.S. : not significant
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Table 6. Comparison of decreased social acti-
vity in the study group and the control

group(%)
Symptom Study Control p-value
Category

1 36.1 10.1 *kk
2 477 354 N.S.
3 47 114 N.S.
4 70 40.5 ook
5 47 25 N.S.

1: 38 3A geoh

2 FE3Y, S8 Sol i}

3 &FANEY, RS F

4 GARY FrHFolE] F)

5: A AzzHFuTH )

*%

* . P<0.001 compared with the control group
N.S. : not significant

Table 7. Comparison of increased emotional
tension in the study group and the
control group(%)

i}:tnezz)rr;] Study Control p-value
1 4.7 1.3 N.S.
2 209 15.2 N.S.
3 105 6.3 N.S.
4 62.8 709 N.S.
5 1.2 6.3 N.S.
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S, ! not significant
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-ABSTRACT-

The Craniofacial Pain and the Personality Characteristics in the Students
who Failed the College-Entrance Examination

Ja-Yun Ku, D.D.S.. M.S.D., Woo-Cheon Kee, D.D.S.. M.S.D., Ph.D.,
Jae-Kap Choi, D.D.S.. M.S.D., Ph.D.

-

Department of Oral Medicine, School of Dentistry, Kyungpook National University

Personality characteristics were studied by means of SCL-90-R test. Behavioral problem and pain site was studied
(Sleep disturbance, irregular eating habit, decreased physical activity, decreased social activity, increased emotional
tension) by examination sheets. This study was conducted to examine the mature and extent of psychological
difference between the students who failed the college-entrance examination and freshmen and to determine whether
psychological distress acts as a precipitate for craniocervical pain. 96 students who failed the college-entrance
examination (examination-failed student) and 86 freshmen were included in this study.

The obtained results were as follows ;

Mean T-score of SCL-90~R primary scale and global indies in examination-failed students were significantly
higher than the freshmen group.

In comparison with examination-failed student group and freshman group, the prevalence of neck and shoulder pain
was significantly higher than the freshman group.

When the study and control group were compared in behavioral problems the study group had not more sound sleep
than the control group. The study group had more irregular eating habit than control group. The study group had
the lower physical activity than control group. The study group had poor social activity than control group. There
were no significant difference in emotional tension.



