HBI 2SI A Vol. 24, No. 2, 1999

Asejsta ARde TRt 24 - FRAARSATA

A

2 X

ME
OIFHat S i
SRS

&2 % 1

4 B
A=

AEE=

<zH= -

LN B8
ZASEATHE Aol ooty BEL
“BAA e AANH 22 E40 FHE E79
& 22 9 FAH BEolgz Fdtn A,
ojof o3l FEoIH TR FejAZo] g8 H
TEE &Folzty] Bihe #3839 A4 4
glata olslsfof gt §3] +73u tH e AE
T oA A8 S HB VR FRERE &4,
ANAE, AR, dez Y £ Je 7Y
249 AL @} Walters?= A9 24
555 7w @2 g AFoa FEe Al
ol 7MY ER BERATYn Husgn,
Gerschman Y& %% A% So] B3 Mg,
AZE, WY HEH A dAdTin Ba
stef ThE ALA F-9 2ot FAokA A A sl
FEY AYA dABAE HeFam gl

2

5] A%E vAE 8428 o|de FF
A8, AMA AEYA Fo| Fascl WA o
Mol FEAYL WA FEo AN JgS
ulxH, o|de] FEAEL FALR o] wHE
i 4AHA freElASo] gk 5EE L
g 5 Ao

F5 4TS Fe £ U2 240 P ~
Efzolt), 2EHAT A 7R o
7HA a2 Aol tiste] Aol A doju=
H Eo] Al AExk-goln, FalAH o)A M H
d A¢ 53] ZzEa slvk Ao 2EH2E
doglA ate B e A5E 2EH 2Holgn
a0, 2Ed 29 W Hgol gl wel of
F59 Ago) TAT 5 AP,

Selye”o] o3t A o] 2E# 2L 78R
& 2E# 27t dojuEs dAE 39AE o
T, o] d¥e] H3FE Ao Yutd g
Frolgtn AP ed, 2EgAE o9 2
GAE AX AHE HAAFIA R AA e =
A3 23, 4%, 44 59 22 Uy
A B 53 2 99ld gaME g3k
1 3 ~EYAYoRE B
,EE, T4 2L A A AeE A2y
oZlt}.

2EH A8 A HdEe o84 71dT g
A 719 F74A g7t sick S84 7lde
Ao 94 #deg JALE 5& & F U

¢

i
Jo

1= -
o de
42

B

ok to 12 P o
o

H

P

[

107



o o] g Fe)9 o 2EHJAE R A
A ol ok Y44 7L WAL R AE
AT F2ste 2 A 4d, 28y, A94A
g A, FAR I8 719 2 AAA
2 & Ao (Psychophysiologic disorders)& ¥.2
714 H 3,

Sternbach”: 2E#|A7t 29 48 €%
Nz s F7Ha, 3 5%, $ulE,
5, €4Fe F83 9¢lo] ~E#H AT
dto] 2EY 29 FE09] FAANE BxF4
o}

L do o

AHAAHE Brisrl HE B AAET

101112 = 7}o] A A R &2 AW Symptom Checklist
-90-Revision, SCL-90-R)'"= A7) 214
A5 EZ2 o2 907 EFe QAFFeE 7
e den, FAEde] 41 e 9 X 8E
Y 7 A FR0] UM dAHeg B
ol 451 gv HALETFolt),

ol Azp= AUA a9l Artn AztEE
TN A e FF Aol ANH 2EH 28
M Meld FAdel v F&E Hristar,
Pl AR GHALE o]ty EFPEE gy
o2 FUH 2EH Yt Al HiE
Fasle] Hushe blolth

o &had S 2y
1. O2CHe

AENGw AAviet 43hdeo] A el 419
& ez 2AEY olF FHHS e
65 A9 BH Bt HF B3}
o] F9 T4 dA 199, A} 169, BHAH 2
Z4zt 551254 9 242+ 114 Hth.

WA EAE S8 A2 6/ ULe]
ZAUEE ¥ TEFAE =AY, B
A 2B 29U AEE 71H R AYA, A
BE, ANEF Lol ZAAEHAE AAsh

108

olo] JAAE A WE Eiw, T
5% 7AYo e AYE, FAYTLE Yo
v n, ¥Astgict.

ol G A A o) it e AA AR
(SOM, 12&%), 7t A =(0-C, 108%),
A4 HZ(I-S, 9%, +23=(DEP, 13§
), B E(ANX, 1083), Atz 3 =(HOS,
643, FEESH A E(PHOB, 723, ¥4 = 3
Z(PAR, 6%3) 9 H4lZF = (PSY, 1053))
T Ol FAAdeE Ukl 7t FAAeY F
o] g g AE UoHoR), 4t A
), A¢F Avh2A), B As3(33), oFF A
3l 4d) 5 5559 VAS(Visual Analogue
Scale)¥z r}ardch

3. SAXC

FA" A8E SPSS/PC+H(v.8.0)] Y& F &
t-test, ANOVA 281 AFF A E(Scheffe test)
g oj&ated s

TATH FIFEL ¢=0050]t}

m. HRNH

HZ NE A I o] wRAES
2 YT v BHES 67 (74.3%)0]| 1, Ad
Z FEed g4 1995 129(63.2%), 4 16
& 149 (87.5%)°] 24},

AA9 5l4%7t FEE, 311%7F AFE,
26.7%7} <k 2 Y7 55E a3 171%7F
Ztzy gqaAgs P75 Agdag
(Table 1).

2. FACHSE ZeiFl RASZE AN
Saf X0l

AA 3RS A2 6MY T FAIDF
T AT FAYLLE Yol A4, AY
FAEE 94 33S 4 e 43 A



Table 1. Number of adults who have expserienced orofacial pain

Male (n=19) Female (n=16) Total (n=35)
Headache 8 (42.1%) 10 (62.5%) 18 (51.4%)
Toothache 7 (36.8%) 6 (37.5%) 13 (37.1%)
Face/cheek pain 6 (31.6%) 3 (18.6%) 9 (25.7%)
TM joinit pain 3 (15.8%) 3 (18.6%) 6 (17.19%)
Oral sore 4 (21.19) 2 (125%) 6 (17.1%)

Table 2. Mean values of psychological score in group with and without pain experience

PRE

»

DUR POST

NOPAIN(n=9)| PAIN(n=26) | P= |NOPAIN(n=9)

PAIN(n=26)| P= |NOPAIN(n=9)| PAIN(n=26) | P=

SOM | 089£1.05 | 369+272 | 0000 | 211%215
0-C 4891371 | 658+£324 | 0191 | 522383
-5 211%330 | 415£259 | 0066 | 1.67+260
DEP 3561265 | 662410 | 0045 | 444%516
ANX | 111£127 | 227%207 | 0126 | 189%169
HOS | 078%+067 | 231%£154 | 0007 | 078083
PHOB| 056083 | 046%065 | 0735 | 033£0.71
PAR | 044073 | 146153 | 0013 | 067£112
PSY 144188 | 2394225 | 0269 | 1441201

373£332 | 0182 | 0781083 | 3.19%230 | 000
6151332 | 0490 | 433£367 | 504%347 | 0608
38+231 | 0024 | 178%148 | 254%212 | 0329
550E323 1 0477 | 3001265 | 4921420 | 0.209
3651306 | 0042 | 111%£1.17 1961184 | 0206
181160 | 0076 | 078%1.20 1.42£145 | 0.239
0.69+084 | 0259 | 011%033 | 0461065 | 0132
142£179 | 0246 | 044101 089%1.14 | 0.314
2194232 | 03% | 100112 1541170 | 0.385

PRE : pre-examination, DUR : during-examination, POST . post-examination

g2 FEESH zi E A3 v e oy 54
Aol BF APTAM FAHETET w2
7 go| LlrEPxM 53] Algd A 3=
(P=0.000), %% HE(P=0045), Az =
(P=0.007), BHF A=(P=0013) & 4719 &=
Ao, Al S AT A Z(P=0.024), B¢ F
Z(P=0.042) B 2709} FEo|A, AFF Ala) sl
HZ(P=0.000)o A F7AHET AEFo] fel
stA A Jebsth (Table 2).
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Table 3. Mean values of psychological score in male and female group

PRE DUR POST
MALE(n=19){FEMALE(n=16)| P= |MALE(n=19)|FEMALE(n=16)| P= |MALE(n=19)|FEMALE(n=16)| P=

SOM | 263x327 338182 {0404| 311313 396%318 (0672 211%242 313203 0191
0-C 584*371 650+2.83 ]0.566| 579£3.74 606313 (0818 4.00£3.20 583+363 10114
I-5 290%2.75 450+2.88 (0101} 3261275 331236 |0.955] 211£197 2631203 (0448
DEP 5051438 6.75£336 (0214} 547+422 4M+326 {0681 358£3.45 544431 10166
ANX | 184*198 213£19 0675 268300 381+264 (0250 147£147 206198 (0320
HOS 168+1.38 219168 |0.337) 137134 1751169 |0462] 1.2611.49 1252134 0978
PHOB | 068+0.75 0.25£058 |0.067] 0.63+09% 056+063 |0.806] 042+0.61 0311060 0600
PAR 1.00£1.16 1441171 |0.375) 1.05%162 144£175  0504) 0.79£1.%7 075083 0919
PSY 1.84%241 250186  |0.380 216257 1.81+1.83 (0656 1.37£1.38 1442183 {0899

Table 4. Mean values of psychological score in pre-. during-. and post-examination(n=35)

SOM 0-C I-5 DEP ANS HOS PHOB PAR PSY

PRE 2971270 6141331 363128 5831398 1971195 191+152 0451070 1.20%143 214£217
DUR  331%311 581+343 3294254 523+377 320%28 154f150 060081 123+166 2.00£224
POST 2571228 4861348 2341108 4431392 1.74£172+ 126140 0.37£060 0.77£1.11 1.40+158

P= 05215 0.2466 0.0878 0.3236 0.0158 0.1798 0.4063 0.3249 0.2670

Table 5. Mean values of psychological score of pre-, during-. and post-examination in group without
pain experience (N=9)

SOM 0-C I-8 DEP ANS HOS PHOB PAR PSY

PRE  089t105 489+337 211£330 356+265 1.11£127 0781067 056083 0.44E073 14118
DUR 211215 522%383 1671260 444%518 1891169 073£083 033+071 067:£1.12 144201
POST 078+0.83 433t367 1.78%148 300£265 1.11+117 078£120 0111033 04%101 1.00+112

P= 0.1216 08721 0.9299 0.7074 04071 1.0000 0.3971 0.8544 0.8186

Table 6. Mean values of psychological score of pre-, during-. and post-examination in group with pain
experience (n=26)

SOM 0-C 1-5 DEP ANS HOS PHOB PAR P5Y

PRE 369%+272 658+324 415259 6621410 2271207 2311154 0464065 146153 239%225
DUR 373%332 6.15+3.32 38%231 5501323 365306 181+160 069+084 1422179 219232
POST 3194230 5041347 254£212¢ 4921420 196184« 1421145 0467065 0.89F114 154170

b= 0.7440 0.2368 0.0361 0.282% 0.0288 0.1201 0.4109 0.3119 0.3211
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- ABSTRACT -

Effects of Orofacial Pain Experience on Psychological Symptoms under Emotional
Stress

Bong-Jik Suh, D.D.S., M.S.D., Ph.D.

Dept. of Oral Medicine, College of Dentistry and Institute of Oral Bioscience, Chonbuk National University

The author studied the prevalence and sites of orofacial pain during the latest 6 months, and psychologic
symptoms under the emotional stress through SCL-90-R in thirty-five dental students(nineteen men and
sixteen women) of school of Dentistry, Chonbuk National University.

26 students(74.3%), 12 men and 14 women, experienced the orofacial pain; headache, toothache, facial & buccal

pain, TM]J pain and intraoral pain were occurred in 51.4%, 37.1%, 25.7%, 17.1% and 17.1% respectively.
In psychological scores in before-, during- and after examination, there was no significant difference between
men and women. On the other hand, when these scores were compared each other in one group with orofacial
pain experience and the other group without pain experience, the former showed significantly higher values in
somatization, depression, hostility, and paranoid ideation dimension before examination, interpersonal sensitivity
and anxiety dimension during examination, and somatization dimension after examination than those of the later
group(P<0.05).

The changes of psychologic symptoms in before—, during-, and after examination were observed in one group
with pain experience and the other group without pain experience, respectively; in the former group the
significantly higher values of anxiety dimension in during examination than after examination, and the
significantly higher values of interpersonal sensitivity dimension in before examination than after
examination(P<0.05) were evaluated.
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