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Survey on the Perceptions for Dental Implant Surgery and Maintenance Care

Hong-Ryurn Park
Department of Dental Hygiene, Jinju Health College, Jinju-City 1142, Korea

ABSTRACT The purpose of this study was to obtain basic data for dental implants prosthetic maintenance care after
analysis perceptions of dental implants. A question was used to questionnaire by 210 dental patients at five dental clinics
in the Jinju-city. In conclusion, 1. The knowledge level about implant is ‘Never’(35.7%). 2. A feeling of unrest during
implant surgery is ‘pain’(37.6%). 3. The expectation level about dental implants function is 70% of natural teeth(36.2%).
4. The main function of implant teeth is ‘mastication’(70.5%). 5. The implant hygiene supplies for the dental implants
maintenance is ‘proximal brush’(60%). 6. The important maintenance attitude for the dental implants is ‘regularly dental
examination’(42.9%). 7. The interval regularly for implant examination is ‘six monthly’(44.8%).
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1. AFCHeRte] LU £

A7 dAre] urAQl 599 FEE A7P7E 56.2%, 71E
27} 65.7%, 30T’ 7F 26.7%, ‘THE: o] 0] 45.7%, SAKI 0]
15.2%, “100~200%+ 107} 48.6% = }EFTHTable 1).

2. Xt AZSUMEO cist LHHEEOl X[AHET

23 JEHE 3t A= = FFATy
45.7%, N3 B2 357%2 UERY AFOdAES] AEA
Eof g AAA == @A YEET

TEHol| tigh AruidRke] gubARl B30 wE A&
(p<.05), A% (p<.01), FH(p<.001), AH(p<.001) £ &
258 (p<.05)p] wbA SAIHCR fefdt /129 zfel7t
ATt

Aol webds 60t (81.8%)7}, o) weEtE ==
(93.3%)°] A& RETh= §Hol EUIL, Fa7 Qhrbel gk
SEHLE G2 (40.2%), 71E°(50.0%), ‘AFA’(69.6%), 4007+
A o] (62.5%)° A = A THTable 2).

o8 YeEth
durzo] EA F AH(p<.05), ¥ FAE(p<.050° wt

Table 1. The sociodemographic characteristics of respondents

A BAHOR Fo3% Q4] Aozt Uk

Aol wEb e gl A9 41.3%), AR E 60Th”
(59.1%), THEHRE 22(60.0%), 2 HAAE2ZE Fujz)p
(58.8%)°N4 & Al B0 gk SHEC] EAUATH(Table 3).

4. YEHE x[ofe| Xtix|o} 7|se| SFHE
A7 AEFHE AL 7gistal e X3 ASHE A

AARo} 75 FEALE 70%8%= 7t 36.2%, 100%7
w9 wz2Aths 247 20.0%2 el

AkAQl B4 F A3 (p<.001), A= (p<.001), & (p<.001)
gAY (p<.050°l webr] FAHSRE foldt Q14| xfo]rt
AL .

Ao wEbE G2 (37.0%)7t AE FR-AE &
(37.0%)°], APl Wb E F22°(50.0%)°] 70% 3157
ol =A SHATE & 60t)°(68.2%)9F 2E(73.3%)°lA =
‘100% 3 = g 35S 7ltieta AATh(Table 4).

o

AEHE x|of 2t A B3 07|= 7Is
AZNE Ko} 2 A 7P F83M 971& 75 A&
71%570] 70.5%, ‘B)(]FH)A A W 124% LD F7%E 8.6%
TOo &2 YUERT

A7 3] dnbAQl SR AE(p<.001), A%
(p<.01), =FH(p<.05), AApP<.01) 2 & 25p<.0n°] =}
Al FAASE o Q1249 Aol ATt AL of Fof w
e 71E(79.0%)P14, AFANE 60t (100%)7}, SH o
M 2Z2(100%)°], AFoNHE BoI1A°(100%) 2 a5
A& 200~300(73.9%)RHAT] 7 A= 1E dig gl =%
T}(Table 5).

o

6. AEUE X[0} 2| Al ERE FLUAMEE

UEHE o} #AE] A] At P EF 2= AHE
60.0%, ‘X4 40.5% 2 EAH7N(SEY) 38.6% TOE
B x|7kxé00] 7P a3t PSR R AL Q)
= RAo® Yelgth AEREE 92 (674%), AL S =
71E2(63.0%), DHAME 60tH’(81.8%), THNHE ZZE
(86.7%), AoM e B 2°(76.5%) 2 D2ASME 200~300
THIT) (66.7%)7F, HZEEel] g &Ro] =3kth(Table 6).

Unit: person(100%)

Provision Division N % Provision Division N %
Gender Male 92 438 Occupation Company 32 152
Female 118 56.2 Government official 29 13.8
Marriage Married 138 65,7 Self-employed 23 11.0
Unmarried 72 343 Farmer, fisherman 20 9.5
Years 20~29 48 229 Service staff 19 9.0
30~39 56 26.7 Salesman 17 8.1
40~49 51 243 Management staff 10 4.8
50~59 33 15.7 Engineer 17 8.1
60~69 22 10.5 The others 43 20.5
The level Elementary school 15 7.1 Income 100~199 102 48.6
of education  Middle school 24 114 (10,000 won)  200~299 69 329
High school 75 357 300~399 23 11.0
More than college 96 457 400 < 16 7.6
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Table 2. Comparison of the dental implants general knowledge by sociodemographic characteristics
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Unit: person(%)

Provision Division N Never A little So so Much SO much 1(p)
Gende Male 92 40 37 14 1 .0
43.5 40.2 15.2 1.1 .0 6.006
Female 118 35 59 19 3 2 (-199)
29.7 50.0 16.1 2.5 1.7
Marriage Married 138 50 69 16 1 2
36.2 50.0 11.6 i 1.4 9.982*
Unmarried 72 25 27 17 3 .0 (.041)
34.7 37.5 23.6 4.2 .0
Years 20~29 48 18 17 10 3 .0
37.5 354 20.8 6.3 .0
30~39 56 15 29 12 .0 .0
26.8 51.8 214 .0 .0
40~49 51 13 29 7 1 1 38.709%%*
255 56.9 13.7 2.0 2.0 (.001)
50~59 33 11 17 4 0 1
333 51.5 12.1 .0 3.0
60~69 22 18 4 .0 .0 .0
81.8 18.2 .0 .0 .0
The level Elementary 15 14 1 .0 .0 .0
of education  school 933 6.7 0 0 0
Middle 24 12 11 .0 .0 1
school 50.0 45.8 .0 .0 4.2 41.651%**
High school 75 25 39 9 1 1 (.000)
333 52.0 12.0 1.3 1.3
More than 96 24 45 24 3 .0
college 25.0 46.9 25.0 3.1 0
Occupation ~ Company 32 16 10 6 .0 .0
50.0 313 18.8 .0 .0
Government 29 2 17 9 .0 1
official 6.9 58.6 31.0 .0 34
Self- 23 5 16 1 1 .0
employed 21.7 69.6 43 43 0
Farmer, 20 12 7 .0 .0 1
fisherman 60.0 35.0 .0 .0 5.0
Service staff 19 4 8 7 .0 .0 71.750%%%*
21.1 42.1 36.8 .0 .0 (.000)
Salesman 17 7 8 2 .0 .0
412 47.1 11.8 .0 .0
Management 10 3 6 1 .0 .0
staff 30.0 60.0 10.0 .0 .0
Engineer 17 6 6 2 3 .0
353 353 11.8 17.6 .0
The others 43 20 18 5 .0 .0
46.5 419 11.6 .0 .0
Income 100~199 102 49 33 16 3 1
(10,000 won) 48.0 324 15.7 2.9 1.0
200~299 69 18 39 12 .0 0
26.1 56.5 174 .0 .0 25.475%
300~399 23 6 14 2 .0 1 (.013)
26.1 60.9 8.7 .0 43
400 < 16 2 10 3 1 .0
12.5 62.5 18.8 6.3 .0
Total 210 75 96 33 4 2
35.7 45.7 15.7 1.9 1.0
*p <.05 *¥*p <.01 ***p <.001
7. YEHUE X|0IE 9IEt F2E RX[E2] e I AL 42.9%, AEA W 3eE 22.9% B A
AZHE Xolg I3t a3t fA1HE P2 A71HU A S-S o] &3 A7 FEPE 15.7% T E YET
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Table 3. Comparsion of a sense for unease on the dental implants surgery by sociodemographic characteristics Unit: person(%)
Provision Division N Anesthetic Pain Bleeding Swelling The others 22(p)
Gender Male 92 3 38 30 7 14
33 413 32,6 7.6 15.2 11.460*
Female 118 14 41 23 10 30 (:022)
11.9 34.7 19.5 8.5 254
Marriage Married 138 7 50 39 11 31
5.1 36.2 283 8.0 225 6.653
Unmarried 72 10 29 14 6 13 (.155)
13.9 40.3 19.4 83 18.1
Years 20~29 48 6 21 7 5 9
12.5 43.8 14.6 10.4 18.8
30~39 56 7 20 13 3 13
12.5 35.7 232 54 232
40~49 51 2 13 15 5 16 23.820
3.9 255 29.4 9.8 314 (.094)
50~59 33 2 12 10 3 6
6.1 36.4 30.3 9.1 18.2
60~69 22 0 13 8 1 .0
0 59.1 36.4 4.5 .0
The level of Elementary 15 1 9 5 .0 .0
education school 6.7 60.0 33.3 0 0
Middle 24 0 8 11 1 4
school 0 333 45.8 42 16.7 18.428
High school 75 5 30 17 8 15 (.103)
6.7 40.0 22.7 10.7 20.0
More than 96 11 32 20 8 25
college 11.5 333 20.8 8.3 26.0
Occupation ~ Company 32 1 6 14 2 9
3.1 18.8 43.8 6.3 28.1
Government 29 1 12 8 4 4
official 34 414 27.6 13.8 13.8
Self- 23 2 5 7 0 9
employed 8.7 217 304 0 39.1
Farmer, 20 2 10 5 2 1
fisherman 10.0 50.0 25.0 10.0 5.0
Service staff 19 3 4 5 .0 7 50.867*
15.8 21.1 26.3 .0 36.8 (.018)
Salesman 17 1 10 1 1 4
5.9 58.8 5.9 5.9 23.5
Management 10 2 4 2 2 .0
staff 20.0 40.0 20.0 20.0 .0
Engineer 17 1 5 4 4 3
5.9 294 235 235 17.6
The others 43 4 23 7 2 7
9.3 53.5 16.3 4.7 16.3
Income 100~199 102 8 45 22 7 20
(10,000 102 7.8 44.1 21.6 6.9 19.6
won) 200~299 69 5 26 16 8 14
69 72 377 232 11.6 20.3 17.884
300~399 23 2 3 12 2 4 (.119)
23 8.7 13.0 52.2 8.7 17.4
400 < 16 2 5 3 0 6
12.5 313 18.8 0 37.5
17 79 53 17 44
Total 210 8.1 37.6 252 8.1 21.0
*p<.05
ATrARe] ekl Sel webi: AR (p<.05), o AFOIAE 600" (77.3%), B 22(66.7%)°) 2
(p<.05), Y@2EP<.05EEE 2 2129 =o]7F UATH 5, Aol E 5-019°(60.0%)001 4, BASEAHE 100~
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Table 4. Comparsion of the function repair for dental implants teeth by sociodemographic characteristics Unit: person(%)
Provision Division N 100% 70% 50% 30% Unknow 1(p)
Gender Male 92 29 34 21 2 6
315 37.0 22.8 22 6.5 30.297***
Female 118 13 42 18 9 36 (.000)
11.0 35.6 153 7.6 30.5
Marriage Married 138 31 51 26 3 27
225 37.0 18.8 22 19.6 8.555
Unmarried 72 11 25 13 8 15 (.073)
153 347 18.1 11.1 20.8
Years 20~29 48 6 20 8 4 10
12.5 41.7 16.7 83 20.8
30~39 56 7 21 10 3 15
12.5 375 17.9 54 26.8
40~49 51 8 17 10 2 14 45202%**
15.7 333 19.6 39 275 (.000)
50~59 33 6 14 9 2 2
18.2 424 273 6.1 6.1
60~69 22 15 4 2 0 1
68.2 18.2 9.1 0 45
The level of  Elementary 15 11 2 1 1 .0
education school 733 133 6.7 6.7 0
Middle 24 11 7 5 .0 1
school 45.8 29.2 20.8 .0 42 50.726***
High school 75 9 33 12 3 18 (.000)
12.0 44.0 16.0 4.0 24.0
More than 96 11 34 21 7 23
college 11.5 354 21.9 73 24.0
Occupation ~ Company 32 8 15 4 .0 5
25.0 46.9 12.5 0 15.6
Government 29 2 11 8 5 3
official 6.9 379 27.6 17.2 10.3
Self-employed 23 5 8 6 .0 4
21.7 34.8 26.1 .0 17.4
Farmer, 20 8 5 3 1 3
fisherman 40.0 25.0 15.0 5.0 15.0
Service staff 19 4 7 4 2 2 49.100*
21.1 36.8 21.1 10.5 10.5 (.027)
Salesman 17 .0 7 4 .0 6
.0 41.2 235 .0 353
Management 10 1 5 4 .0 .0
staff 10.0 50.0 40.0 0 0
Engineer 17 6 4 2 1 4
353 23.5 11.8 5.9 235
The others 43 8 14 4 2 15
18.6 32.6 9.3 4.7 349
Income 100~199 102 25 34 14 4 25
(10,000won) 245 333 13.7 3.9 24.5
200~299 69 12 25 15 4 13
174 36.2 21.7 5.8 18.8 11.25
300~399 23 4 10 6 2 1 (:508)
17.4 43.5 26.1 8.7 43
400 < 16 1 7 4 | 3
6.3 43.8 25.0 6.3 18.8
42 76 39 11 42
Total 210 20.0 36.2 18.6 52 20.0

*p <.05 **p <.001

2009HITH°(47.1%)7F AA1AS) A3} AR ek Ho] =9k (34.8%)7F =L, 400RHIT) ool X e A (25%), A7
o} &, 300~4005+th oM e FHAEES o83 Ay Aol XA Z(25%), AAZ ) AL (25%)7F BF s
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Table 5. Comparsion of the key point for dental implants prosthetic by sociodemographic characteristics

Unit: person(%)

Provision Division N Mastication Fine view Pronounce Strength Color 1(p)
Gender Male 92 67 9 7 9 .0
72.8 9.8 7.6 9.8 .0 3.763
Female 118 81 17 11 7 (439)
68.6 144 93 59 1.7
Marriage Married 138 109 7 13 8 1
79.0 5.1 9.4 5.8 7 23.811%%**
Unmarried 72 39 19 5 8 1 (.000)
542 264 6.9 11.1 1.4
Years 20-29 48 27 15 3 3 .0
56.3 313 6.3 6.3 0
30-39 56 34 8 5 8 1
60.7 14.3 8.9 14.3 1.8
40-49 51 40 1 7 3 .0 39.886**
78.4 2.0 13.7 59 .0 (.001)
50-59 33 25 2 3 2 1
75.8 6.1 9.1 6.1 3.0
60-69 22 22 .0 .0 .0 0
100.0 .0 .0 .0 .0
The level of  Elementary 15 15 .0 .0 .0 .0
education school 100.0 0 0 0 0
Middle school 24 21 .0 1 2 .0
87.5 .0 42 83 .0 21.749
High school 75 54 11 3 7 0 *(.040)
72.0 14.7 4.0 9.3 0
More than col- 96 58 15 14 7 2
lege 60.4 156 14.6 73 2.1
Occupation ~ Company 32 25 4 .0 3 0
78.1 12.5 0 94 0
Government 29 14 4 9 1 1
official 483 13.8 31.0 34 34
Self-employed 23 14 3 3 3 0
60.9 13.0 13.0 13.0 0
Farmer, 20 20 .0 .0 .0 0
fisherman 100.0 0 0 0 0
Service staff 19 14 3 1 1 .0 56.007
73.7 15.8 53 53 .0 **(.005)
Salesman 17 12 2 .0 3 .0
70.6 11.8 .0 17.6 0
Management 10 8 .0 .0 2 .0
staff 80.0 .0 0 20.0 0
Engineer 17 9 2 4 2 .0
529 11.8 23.5 11.8 .0
The others 43 32 8 1 1 1
74.4 18.6 23 23 23
Income 100~199 102 73 17 5 7 .0
(10,000won) 71.6 16.7 49 6.9 0
200~299 69 51 9 5 4 0
739 13.0 72 5.8 .0 27.521
300~399 23 15 .0 5 2 1 **(.006)
65.2 .0 21.7 8.7 43
400 < 16 9 0 3 3 1
56.3 .0 18.8 18.8 6.3
148 26 18 16 2
Total 210 70.5 124 86 76 1.0
*p <.05 *¥*p <.01 ***p <.001
SHES E U THTable 7). l=ZaiE x|ofe] F7|XQl ZTI7|Zt
HEWE Hoto] e & F714 HAIL oY 44.8%,
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Provision Division N Floss Water pick Tuft brush Proximal brush  Gargling liquid
Gender Male 92 40 40 22 62 18
43.5 43.5 239 674 19.6
Female 118 45 41 44 64 30
38.1 347 373 542 254
Marriage Married 138 61 51 40 87 29
442 37.0 29.0 63.0 21.0
Unmarried 72 24 30 26 39 19
333 41.7 36.1 54.2 26.4
Years 20~29 48 15 19 19 29 10
31.3 39.6 39.6 60.4 20.8
30~39 56 22 20 23 28 16
39.3 35.7 41.1 50.0 28.6
40~49 51 22 21 18 28 10
43.1 412 353 54.9 19.6
50~59 33 12 17 5 23 11
36.4 51.5 15.2 69.7 333
60~69 22 14 4 1 18 1
63.6 18.2 4.5 81.8 4.5
The level of  Elementary 15 12 2 2 13 2
education school 80.0 13.3 13.3 86.7 13.3
Middle school 24 8 9 4 15 5
333 375 16.7 62.5 20.8
High school 75 34 25 28 52 18
453 333 373 69.3 24.0
More than 96 31 45 32 46 23
college 323 46.9 33.3 479 24.0
Occupation Company 32 15 15 8 19 7
46.9 46.9 25.0 59.4 219
Government 29 9 17 9 10 10
official 31.0 58.6 31.0 34.5 34.5
Self-employed 23 9 9 10 13 6
39.1 39.1 43.5 56.5 26.1
Farmer, 20 12 7 2 13 5
fisherman 60.0 35.0 10.0 65.0 25.0
Service staff 19 10 6 6 14 5
52.6 31.6 31.6 73.7 26.3
Salesman 17 8 3 9 13 2
471 17.6 529 76.5 11.8
Management 10 2 4 1 6 .0
staff 20.0 40.0 10.0 60.0 .0
Engineer 17 4 6 6 11 3
23.5 353 353 64.7 17.6
The others 43 16 14 15 27 10
37.2 32.6 349 62.8 233
Income 100~199 102 44 29 33 67 20
(10,000won) 43.1 28.4 324 65.7 19.6
200~299 69 32 33 20 46 18
464 47.8 29.0 66.7 26.1
300~399 23 4 12 7 8 7
17.4 522 30.4 34.8 30.4
400 < 16 5 7 6 5 3
31.3 43.8 375 31.3 18.8
85 81 66 126 48
Total 210 40.5 38.6 314 60.0 229
TR 205%, VAL 11.9%2 JeR} vnd QEuE QTIPS AHel S4ol metE FEAR(p<.01),

Aok #7140 wheel M A% Aol Be

Holgit,

A

H(p<.001), e (p<.01)°] we} A2]e] zo]7} AATH

AERT WA E PE@7.2%)° B, d8ERE

20
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Table 7. Comparsion of Important attitude for implant teeth maintenance by sociodemographic characteristics Unit: person(%) *p < .05
Provision Division N Food kind methF(r)(()iot&h ?‘r;l:]sll;ence Scaling Exam Health I}’lf}:]lzic;l:lael v(p)
Gender Male 92 2 22 8 41 8 11

22 23.9 8.7 44.6 8.7 12.0 2.948
Female 118 5 26 7 49 9 22 (:708)
42 22.0 59 41.5 7.6 18.6
Marriage Married 138 4 30 9 61 14 20
29 21.7 6.5 442 10.1 14.5 3.307
Unmarried 72 3 18 6 29 3 13 (:653)
42 25.0 83 40.3 42 18.1
Years 20~29 48 1 15 3 19 2 8
2.1 313 6.3 39.6 42 16.7
30~39 56 5 14 5 21 2 9
8.9 25.0 8.9 375 3.6 16.1
40~49 51 1 10 5 21 4 10 32.091*
2.0 19.6 9.8 41.2 7.8 19.6 (.042)
50~59 33 0 7 2 12 6 6
.0 21.2 6.1 36.4 18.2 18.2
60~69 22 0 2 0 17 3 0
.0 9.1 0 77.3 13.6 0
The level  Elementary 15 .0 1 0 10 3 1
of educa-  school 0 6.7 0 66.7 20.0 6.7
tion Middle school 24 0 5 1 14 3 1
0 20.8 42 583 12.5 42 25.315*%
High school 75 2 23 4 33 4 9 (.046)
2.7 30.7 5.3 44.0 53 12.0
More than 96 5 19 10 33 7 22
college 52 19.8 10.4 344 73 229
Occupation Company 32 .0 10 1 14 3 4
0 313 3.1 43.8 9.4 12.5
Government 29 2 5 6 7 1 8
official 6.9 17.2 20.7 24.1 3.4 27.6
Self-employed 23 2 7 2 8 3 1
8.7 30.4 8.7 34.8 13.0 43
Farmer, 20 .0 5 1 12 .0 2
fisherman 0 25.0 5.0 60.0 0 10.0
Service staff 19 1 3 1 7 2 5 42.824
53 15.8 53 36.8 10.5 26.3 (351)
Salesman 17 1 4 1 9 1 1
5.9 235 5.9 52.9 5.9 5.9
Management 10 .0 1 1 5 2 1
staff 0 10.0 10.0 50.0 20.0 10.0
Engineer 17 .0 3 2 6 1 5
0 17.6 11.8 353 5.9 29.4
The others 43 1 10 .0 22 4 6
2.3 233 0 51.2 9.3 14.0
Income 100~199 102 2 25 4 48 8 15
(10,000won) 2.0 245 39 47.1 7.8 14.7
200~299 69 3 15 6 32 4 9
43 21.7 8.7 46.4 5.8 13.0 27.831%
300~399 23 1 6 1 6 1 8 (.023)
43 26.1 43 26.1 43 34.8
400 < 16 1 2 4 4 4 1
6.3 12.5 25.0 25.0 25.0 6.3
7 48 15 90 17 33
Total 210 33 229 7.1 2.9 8.1 15.7
*p<.05

the] A9(58.3%)7k, SHEel wEt e 2E(53.3%)°]

297t AE 60t (68.2%)7F 12719, Sl E Z2(66.7%)°]
‘oNd ez AR ks Aol Ao Emuth o A

ol ‘29 o] AFetrtE SHol Bk TH(Table 8).
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Table 8. Comparsion of the cyclic examination for implant teeth by sociodemographic characteristics
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Unit: person(%)

Provision Division N 3th's 6th's Oth's 12th's 15th's 18th's 21th's 24th's 1(p)
Gender Male 92 8 42 9 20 5 3 1 4
8.7 45.7 9.8 21.7 54 3.3 1.1 43 4.649
Female 118 17 52 8 23 12 2 1 3 (.703)
14.4 44.1 6.8 19.5 10.2 1.7 8 2.5
Marriage  Married 138 10 60 9 38 11 3 1 6
7.2 43.5 6.5 27.5 8.0 2.2 7 43 20.056
Middle school 72 15 34 8 5 6 2 1 1 **(.005)
20.8 472 11.1 6.9 8.3 2.8 1.4 1.4
Years 20~29 48 9 28 3 2 5 1 .0 .0
18.8 583 6.3 42 104 2.1 .0 .0
30~39 56 10 23 6 9 5 2 .0 1
17.9 41.1 10.7 16.1 8.9 3.6 .0 1.8
40~49 51 4 25 4 8 3 2 2 3 60.584
7.8 49.0 7.8 15.7 5.9 3.9 3.9 5.9 ***(.000)
50~59 33 2 14 3 9 3 .0 .0 2
6.1 424 9.1 273 9.1 .0 .0 6.1
60~69 22 .0 4 1 15 1 .0 .0 1
.0 18.2 4.5 68.2 4.5 .0 .0 4.5
The level Elementary 15 1 3 .0 10 .0 .0 .0 1
of school 6.7 20.0 .0 66.7 .0 .0 .0 6.7
education  Middle school 24 0 9 2 9 2 0 0 2
.0 37.5 8.3 37.5 8.3 .0 .0 8.3 46.534
High school 75 7 40 10 6 6 2 1 3 *5(001)
9.3 53.3 13.3 8.0 8.0 2.7 1.3 4.0
More than 96 17 42 5 18 9v 3 1 1
college 17.7 43.8 52 18.8 9.4 3.1 1.0 1.0
Occupa-  Company 32 Sv 19 2 3 .0 1 1 1
tion 15.6 59.4 6.3 9.4 .0 3.1 3.1 3.1
Government 29 4 9 6 8 1 1 .0 .0
official 13.8 31.0 20.7 27.6 3.4 34 .0 .0
Self-employed 23 4 11 2 3 2 .0 .0 1
17.4 47.8 8.7 13.0 8.7 .0 .0 43
Farmer, 20 2 6 .0 9 .0 1 .0 2
fisherman 10.0 30.0 .0 45.0 .0 5.0 .0 10.0
Service staff 19 3 12 .0 1 2 .0 .0 1 65.497
15.8 63.2 .0 53 10.5 .0 .0 53 (.181)
Salesman 17 2 9 .0 3 2 .0 .0 1
11.8 52.9 .0 17.6 11.8 .0 .0 5.9
Management 10 2 5 1 1 .0 .0 .0 1
staff 20.0 50.0 10.0 10.0 .0 .0 .0 10.0
Engineer 17 v 7 1 5 2 .0 1 .0
5.9 412 5.9 294 11.8 .0 5.9 .0
The others 43 2 16 5 10 8 2 .0 .0
4.7 372 11.6 23.3 18.6 4.7 .0 .0
Income 100~199 102 14 46 5 21 10 2 0 4
(10,000won) 13.7 45.1 49 20.6 9.8 2.0 0 3.9
200~299 69 7 32 8 14 3 2 2 1
10.1 46.4 11.6 20.3 4.3 2.9 29 1.4 15.742
300~399 23 1 11 3 4 3 0 0 1 (.784)
43 47.8 13.0 174 13.0 .0 .0 43
400 < 16 3 5 1 4 1 1 0 1
18.8 31.3 6.3 25.0 6.3 6.3 .0 6.3
25 94 17 43 17 5 2 7
Total 210 11.9 44.8 8.1 20.5 8.1 2.4 1.0 33
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