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Comparison of Denture Satisfaction by Burdened Cost Types

Byeong-Jin Kang, Hyun Cho

Graduate School of Health Administration, Inje University

[Abstract]

Purpose: The purpose of this study is to analyze denture satisfaction by burdened cost types.

Methods: All 588 subjects in Gyeongsangnam-do, Korea was surveyed randomly. The study was conducted for
about 24 days from March 28th to April 20th, 2014. The objects who participated in the survey were offered self-
report questionnaires for this study.

Results: Satisfaction with Half Price of the National Health Insurance Support Denture patients appears the
highest point of 2.98 +0.22, and The Governor Pledge Free Denture appears 2.90£0.17 the lowest. Also Pay
Denture appears 2.96 £0.21. Provincial authority regulated medical carelessness inefficiently and at all during the
procedure, without having to pay the cost of individual. also provincial authority support low budget. This is the
result from the lowest satisfaction of The Governor Pledge Free Denture patient.

Conclusion: According to the survey results, The Governor Pledge Free Denture and The Total Pay Denture's
satisfaction are higher than The National Health Insurance Support Denture. and The National Health Insurance

Support Denture are more uncomfortable than pay denture to use.

©Key words : free denture, pay denture, satisfaction
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Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of the Subjects by Burdened Cost Types

Wk WA 45 B 2

oN

mkﬁ rlr

Half pay

Free denture’ » Pay denture® Total
Characteristics (n=364) d(?]rz]ﬁg ) 3(n=110) (n=588)
n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%)
G Male 182(50.0) 40(35.1) 37(33.6) 259(44.0)
ender
Female 182(50.0) 74(64.9) 73(66.4) 329(56.0)
65-70 99(27.2) 0(0.0) 37(33.6) 136(23.1)
70-75 103(28.3) 0(0.0) 22(20.0) 125(21.3)
Age (y1) 75-80 77(21.2) 65(57.0) 24(21.8) 166(28.2)
80-85 62(17.0) 35(30.7) 21(19.1) 118(20.1)
Over 85 23(6.3) 14(12.3) 6(5.5) 43(7.3)
Mean=SD (yr) 74721627 7846%x545 7394+6.61 7530+6.38
Non study 127(34.9) 30(26.3) 20(18.2) 177(30.1)
Education Elementary school 148(40.7) 42(36.8) 42(38.2) 232(39.5)
Middle school 64(17.6) 34(29.8) 28(25.5) 126(21.4)
Over high school 25(6.9) 8(7.0) 20(18.1) 53(9.0)
Alone 186(51.1) 54(47.4) 28(25.5) 268(45.6)
Household With spouse 163(44.8) 38(33.3) 45(40.9) 246(41.8)
With issue 15(4.1) 22(19.3) 37(33.6) 74(12.6)
o Do 20(6.3) 15(13.2) 23(20.9) 58(9.9)
Income actvity 5ot o 304937) 99868 8779.)  530(90.1)
1) National basic livelihood security
2) Half Price of the National Health Insurance Support Denture
3) Pay Denture
2. UYECIEN =137} 54.1%2 713 Bk, 23] 31.1%% o0, H]8-H
A M EAJS BH, T2 Aot 4= 07HQ G E R FRYA= 13] AFe] 69.0%= 7HE W3k

t 6.65+6.087 %o
25+5 427194 o1} =ul
8mdQ-quﬂ§¢
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Table 2. Clinical Characteristics of the Subjects by Burdened Cost Types

Half pay

Free denture denture Pay denture Total
Characteristics (n=364) (n=114) (n=110) (n=588)
n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%)
0 116(31.9) 51(44.7) 22(20.0) 189(32.1)
Romaint 1-5 44(12.1) 20(17.5) 26(23.6) 90(15.3)
teee';?]a'”'”g 6-10 76(20.9) 25(21.9) 34(309)  135(23.0)
Over 11 128(35.2) 18(15.8) 28(25.5) 174(29.6)
Mean=SD 7214643  429+488 7254542  665+6.08
One time 251(69.0) 25(21.9) 42(38.2) 318(54.1)
T dort Two times 79(21.7) 57(50.0) 47(42.7) 183(31.1)
n:g“gj eNUeS  Three times 30(8.2) 28(24.6) 9(8.2) 67(11.4)
Four times 3(0.8) 4(3.5) 4(3.6) 11(1.9)
More than five 1(0.3) 0(0.0) 8(7.3) 9(1.5)
Below 60 32(8.8) 28(24.6) 37(33.6) 97(16.5)
60-64 54(14.8) 20(17.5) 31(28.2) 105(17.9)
When fitted 6569 109(29.9) 26(22.8) 15(13.6) 150(25.5)
dentures 70-74 79(217) 24(21.1) 17(15.5) 120(20.4)
(yr) 75-79 57(15.7) 11(9.6) 8(7.3) 76(12.9)
Over 80 33(9.1) 5(4.4) 2(1.8) 40(6.8)
Mean=SD (yr) 69.14+7.40 6541+897 62.03+9.01 67.09+851
3. HIEFEGEIZE QX & - FZHEEETL H|ul 0.578% 3.384+0.598lA4 2% & 3.27+0.598 %
H| R HTHE o] T2 0]7] A3} 5o NEE 2ol 3.56+0.578(p<. 001, p<.001), 4Fe] A& 2.08+0.47%
W, Faolx|e I AZHEY Higre] x| 9] 9 A& 3} T} 2,124+0.53% 04 A & 3.49+0.59% 1} 3.57+
7] A A REFE7E 17740,508 % 1.80+0.56801%L  0.648 02 {23l S7FskITHpd 001, p 00D, #+&
Ouf oA ¥ 34541068 3.16+0.78 2 fofst A Aofls A WHEITF 1.98+0.67HAA oA
A Z7FF32H (p<.001, p<.001), B THEE= 310+ T 2.73+£0.7178(p<.001), T 3.63+0.49F0lA 2]

0.5638 3 3.41+0.46-A 2% 3 2.99+0.79%8 %}
3.25+0.558(p=.002, p=.009), °|&72 2.65+0.62%
I 2.37+0.578NA A & 1.99+0.5687F 1.91+
0.568(p<.001, p{ 00L&, Algjd WErl 312+

270 _
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% 3.38+0.658(p<.00D), ol&% 2.49+0.758A <
2] 3 2.03+0.628(p<.001), 4Fe] 2 2.20+0.687 0l A]
FJ3HA 57Hp< 0013k L
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Al
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Table 3. Comparison of Satisfaction between Before and After Denture by Burdened Cost Types

Free denture Half pay denture Pay denture

Satisfaction  Before After Before After Before After

M+sD) (Mxsp) P v=sp) m=sp) P (wxsp) (mxsp) P
Masticaton 1774050 3.45+1.06 zfg’g‘)‘ 180+056 3.16+078 26"053 1984067 273+0.71 (2%3‘1‘)
Pronunciation 3.10+0.56 2.99+0.79 (%8% 3414046 325+055 (_%gg) 363+0.49 338+065 (<?c'>%11)
Forelon 0odY. 565062 199056 (%.16%?) 2374057 1914056 <<E.3(')7051) 2494075 2,03+0,62 (5635)
Psychological 312+057 3274059 280 338+059 356+057 +90' 3654054 3704058 O
(€.001) (€.001) (324)
Quality of life 2.08+0.47 3.49+059 ?fgt%? 2124053 357+064 &2_8351()’ 2204068 357+0,65 &18317)
Table 4. Differences in Satisfaction after Denture by Demographic and Clinical Chracteristics
Characteristics Free denture Half pay denture Pay denture
N MtSD tp) N M*SD tp) N  M=SD  t(p)
Conder Male 182 2924018 194 40 2974023 —050 37 2954022 —0.29
Female 182 288+0.16 (053) 74 299+021 (619 73 296+021 (773)
Income Do 20 3014024 204 15 2954015 —055 23 3064023 246
activity Don't do 344 289+017 (037) 99 299+022 (582 87 294+020 (016)
65-70 99 290+0.16 0 0.00+0.00 37 2964024
7075 103 2.93+0.18 0 0.00+0.00 20 289+0.17
Age 75-80 77 288+0.18 (%gg) 65 299+0.21 (.11-82) 24 298+023 (.14%3)
80-85 62 2874015 35 294+023 21 3,00+0.20
Over 85 23 286+0.17 14 3064018 6 3024015
Non study 127 28701772 ggp 30 293+021 20 2914017
Education Elementary school 148 2.89+0.14b (001) 42 298*+021 125 42 295*+0.16 154
Middle school 64 296+021c alcd 34 303+022 (295) 28 294+023 (209)
Over high school 25 298+019d o€ g 3014022 20 3.05+0.30
Alone 186 2.88+0.16 54 297+021 28 295+0.21
Household  with spouse 163 2914017 (%gg) 38 3.00+.020 (%;g) 45 2.94+019 (%'gg)
with issue 15 295+025 20 299+027 37 299+0.24
0 116 2.86+0.16a 51 2.94+0.19 20 2964022
Remainng 15 44 2:83+0.13b (?&51) 20 310017 282 26 3004014 059
teeth 6-10 76 292+017c ol 25 2984027 (042" 34 2964026 (620
Over 11 128 2.95+0.18d 1=8 2.95+0.21 28 2.92+0.20
Times One time 251 2.89+0.19 25 298+028 42 294+024
dentures  Two times 79 288+013 2% 57 208+019 903 47 2064018 08
(053) (978) (450)
made More than three 34 297+0.14 32 299+0.20 21 3014022
Below 60 32 296+0.13 28 2.99+0.20 37 2954019
| 60-64 54 287+016 20 2904021 31 294+016
\é\’ehrizrgts‘ed 65-69 109 2924015 149 26 310£018 318 15 288+020 174
o 70-74 79 2804019 (191) 24 298+023 (010 17 3014032 (132)
75-79 57 2:89+0.20 11 2874016 8 313020
Over 80 33 2874018 5 200+028 2 2864008

*No difference between group by Scheffe
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BR2oX7} 2904017802 A%t
2.98+0.228% F=22)A 2.96+0.21E} =L}
LHOITHpC 00D), WHEE 9] Fod s B, A Zto]| gt
MR 2003 3.45+1.06%, FUALEY vigh 9
2] 3.16+0.78%, FEYA 2.73+0.714
(p<00D), ¥, A4 vh5e, dRbdel v F =
9]2]2.99+0.79%, 3.27+0.59%, 3.17+0.747°] H]3|
ARG g 9% 3.25+0.55%, 3.55+0.574,
M3t F=22A] 3.38+0.65%, 3.70+0.58%, 3.63+
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Table 5. Comparison of Satisfaction After Denture among Burdened Cost Types

Types of denture

Satisfaction - Free denture Half pay denture Pay denture F(p)
(M£SD) (M£SD) (M£SD)
Mastication 3264099  345+106a  316+078>  273+07ic 24'2%()'201)
Pronunciation 3.12+0.74 2.99+0.79a 3.25+0.55b 3.38%+0.65¢c 14‘2%&201)
Foreign body sensation ~ 1.98+0.57 1.99+0.564a 1.91£0.56b 2.03+0.62c 1.19(.304)
Psychological 3414061  327+05%a  355+057b  370+058c 26-2?&-20”
Quality of lfe 2484061  251059a  243+064b  243+065¢ 112(328)
General 3344070  317+074a  360+053b  363+052c 30-2?&-80”
Total 2034019  290+017a 29840226  296+0.2ic 10-2%_-201)
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