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Abstract The purpose of this study was to examine the quality of life of high schoolers related to oral health. The
subjects in this study were 287 high school students, on whom a survey was conducted. After the collected data were
analyzed, the following findings were given: 1. As for self-perceived oral health state, 34.8 percent of the high schoolers
investigated found themselves to be in a good oral health, and 65.2 percent didn't. In regard to concern for oral health,
15.7 percent showed a lot of interest, and 52.6 percent were a little interested. 31.7 percent had no interest in that. 2. Out
of the oral health impact profile (OHIP) areas, they scored highest on the area of physical pain(2.24) and lowest on the
area of social disadvantage(1.35). The overall oral health impact profile was 1.66. 3. Concerning relationship between
general characteristics and the OHIP areas, the high school boys got significantly higher scores on the area of social
disadvantage, and those who had ever visited dentist’s offices scored statistically significantly higher on the areas of
physical pain and mental insecurity. 4. Regarding connections between concern for oral health and the OHIP areas, those
who were very interested in oral health got statistically significantly higher scores on every area. 5. As to the correlation
among the OHIP areas, there was a statistically significantly positive correlation among all the areas.
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Table 1. Distribution of general characteristics

Item Classification Number (%)

S Male 122(42.5)

& Female 165(57.5)

Dental visit experience Yes 189(65.9)

within the past lyear No 98(34.1)

Healthy 100(34.8)

Awareness of the Unhealthy 103(35.9)

hygiene of the mouth Caries 78(27.2)

Periodontal discase 6(2.1)

Very interested 45(15.7)

Concerned of Interested 151(52.6)

oral health Little interested 74(25.8)

Not interested 17(5.9)

Total 287(100.0)

Table 2. The degree of oral health impact profile

Sub-category Mean+SD
Functional limitation 1.57+ .76
Physical pain 2.24+ 96
Psychological discomfort 1.81+ .86
Physical disability 1.69+ .95
Psychological disability 1.54+ .82
Social disability 1.41+ .78
Social handicap 1.35+ .72
Total 1.66+ .63
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Table 3. The degree of OHIP based on the general characteristics

Functional Physical Psychological Physical Psychological Social

Classification limitation ~ discomfort discomfort disability disability disability ~ andicap
M+£SD M=£SD M=£SD M=SD M+£SD M+£SD M+£SD
Sex Male 1.53+.66 2.15£97 1.90+.87 171+.98 1.56+.87 149£87  1.52+86
Female 1.60+.82 231+.96 1.74+.85 1.67+.93 1.52+.78 135671 1.23+57
t(p) -760 -1.354 1.586 337 448 1.435 3.295
(448) (177) (.114) (.736) (654) (152) (001%)
Dental visit Yes 1.59+.79 2.39+97 1.90+.87 1.73+.97 1.59+.84 146£82  1.39+76
experience No 1.54+.70 1.95+.82 1.62+.81 1.62+.90 1.43+.78 132670 129463
t(p) 429 3518 2.627 930 1.573 1452 1.143
(.623) (001%) (.009%) (353) (117) (.148) (254)
*p<.05
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Table 4. The degree of OHIP based on the concerned of oral health

Functional Physical Psychological Physical Psychological Social Handica
Classification limitation discomfort discomfort disability disability disability P
M=£SD? M=SD M=SD M=SD M=SD M=SD M=SD
Very interested 1.88+£.97* 2.65+1.08° 2.24+.93* 2.03+1.20° 1.94+1.01° 1.75¢1.11° 1.70+1.03*
Interested 1.56+.76™ 2.24+1.00™ 1.78+.86" 1.72+.96™ 1.51+.77° 1.37+.71% 1.29+.58™
Little interested 1.41+.54° 2.03+.83" 1.58+.66" 1.45+.71° 1.31+.65 1.22+.54¢ 1.25+.58°
Not interested 1.52+.67° 2.08+1.31° 1.85+1.02° 1.52+£.73° 1.67£1.08® 1.70£.91% 1.61£1.13®
F(p) 3.715 3.780 5.732 3.737 5.858 5.372 4.138
(.012%) (.011%) (.001%) (.012%) (.001%) (.001%) (.007%)
a,b : same symbol represents groups with no significant difference(p>.05) according to Duncan’s multiple comparisons
Table 5. Correlation between variables
Functional Physical Psychological Physical Psychological Social Handica
limitation discomfort discomfort disability disability disability P
Functional
limitation 1000
Physical o
discomfort 353 1.000
Psychological 375" 529" 1.000
discomfort
Physical 391" 503" 555" 1.000
disability ’ ’ ’ ’
Psychological o - - -
disability 360 347 .632 .588 1.000
Social % *% ** % **
disability 383 305 .553 .562 11 1.000
Handicap 342" 294" 579" .498™ 685" 759" 1.000

*Ep < .01
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