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ABSTRACT

Objectives: The purpose of this study was to investigate the influence of achievement motivation and self concept on clinical practice
satisfaction in the dental hygiene students.

Methods: A self-reported questionnaire was filled out by 206 dental hygiene students in Jeonnam from December to October, 2013.
The questionnaire consisted of 6questions of general characteristics, 6 questions of achievement motivation, 18 questions of self concept,
and 23 questions of clinical practice satisfaction. Cronbach’s alpha was 0.881, 0.889, and 0.935 in achievement motivation, self concept,
and clinical practice satisfaction, respectively. The data were analyzed by t-test, one way ANOVA, Pearson correlation coefficient and
multiple regression analysis.

Results: Clinical practice satisfaction showed a significant difference by grade(p<0.05), personality(p<0.05) and satisfaction of
major(p<0.01). Clinical practice satisfaction had a positive correlation with achievement motivation(r=0.508, p<0.01) and self
concept(r=0.324, p<0.01). Multiple logistic regression analysis revealed that clinical practice satisfaction was related with achievement
motivation(p<0.05) and self concept(p<0.01).

Conclusions: The clinical practice satisfaction depends on achievement motivation and self concept. It is necessary to develop the program
to improve satisfaction level of clinical practice by achievement motivation and self concept.
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Table 1, The general characteristics of the subjects (N=206)
Characteristic Division N %
Grade 2 102 49.5
3 104 50.5
Personality Good 95 46.1
Not bad 102 49.5
Bad 9 44
Interpersonal Good 117 56.8
relationship Not bad 85 413
Bad 4 1.9
Adapt to the change Good 101 49.0
of surrounding Not bad 87 422
Bad 18 8.7
Motivation of Considering their own aptitude 11 53
choosing dental High employment rate 121 58.7
hygiene For the result of the examination 14 6.8
For encouraging from others 55 26.7
The others 5 2.4
Satisfaction level Satisfaction 62 30.1
with major Usually 112 54.4
Dissatisfaction 32 15.5
Total 206 100.0
Table 2. Characteristics of the main variables (N=206)
Variables Mean SD Min Max
Achievement motivation 3.18 0.39 2.34 3.86
Self concept 3.26 0.53 2.98 3.85
Clinical practice satisfaction 3.28 0.68 2.78 3.78




290 e J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2015; 15(2): 287-93

EEL ko] 339-oR ‘RE 330FI B

2034 Met IEP S E-001), e} SfelaAs
FoWo| 3THOE YAAG UHE 4 B vet
oL folakA GOk, EE AN Tejsto] QIS
AHEist 0] QJARAlS mEEE ) 349A 07 71 eglo

U golg Aol ggick

ot =
& w9 JJ&%?%I(FO-SO& p00nE L}E&m Ao}
Fe 9} 4] A A|(r=0.324, p<0.01)E

Table 3, Clinical practice satisfaction according to general characteristics

Uehilk 4215719} Mopdo] £24s Qs et
127 ek 4315719k bl 4 Akb=0.283,
p<0.01)E Lpeick

[e]

2 2 vl 20l ol ¢
CEEAEAS AARE ZIe <Table 5>9} Pk Flol
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(N=206)

Characteristic Division Mean+SD t, F(p-value®)
Grade 2 3.3840.70 2.244(0.026)
3 3.1740.64
Personality Good 3.3440.71° 4.021(0.019)
Not bad 3.26£0.61"
Bad 2.69+0.77°
Interpersonal Good 3.37+0.69 2.427(0.134)
relationship Not bad 3.15+0.63
Bad 2.84+0.87
Adapt to the change Good 3.35+0.70 1.445(0.238)
of surrounding Not bad 3.20+0.61
Bad 3.17+081
Motivation of Considering their own aptitude 3.49+0.80 0.574(0.682)
choosing dental High employment rate 3.30+0.62
hygiene For the result of the examination 3.17+0.59
For encouraging from others 3.20+0.79
The others 3.23+0.54
Satisfaction level Satisfaction 3.3940.65° 5.449(0.005)
with major Usually 3.30+0.64°
Dissatisfaction 2.93+0.76"
“by t-test or one-way ANOVA
**The same character indicates no significant difference by Scheffe test at a=0.05
Table 4. Correlation between variables (N=206)

Achievement Clinical practice
. Self concept . .
motivation satisfaction
Achievement motivation 1
Self concept 0.283" 1
Clinical practice satisfaction 0.508" 0.324" 1

“p<0.01 by pearson’s correlation analysis



Table 5, Effect of factor on clinical practice satisfaction (N=206)
Non-standardized standardized
Model* coefficients coefficients t p-value”
B SE i
Constant 1.392 0.378 3.685 <0.001
Self concept 0.311 0.097 0.243 3.189 0.002
Achievement motivation 0.274 0.131 0.159 2.088 0.038

F=

14.346 R’=0.124 Adj. R=0.115

“by multiple linear regression analysis
*Dependent variable : Clinical practice satisfaction
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