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ABSTRACT

Objectives: The purpose of the study was to review the current status of clinical practice and training in
dental hygiene in hospitals and clinics for the students. Methods: A self-reported questionnaire was
completed by 80 dental hospitals and clinics from August 8 to September 12, 2016. Except incomplete
answers, 211 copies were retrieved and analyzed. The questionnaire consisted of general characteristics of
the subjects (6 items), present condition of clinical education (7 items), support policy and facilities (8
items), teaching personnel (6 items), improvement direction (3 items), and general considerations (3 items).
Results: The annual practice time for students was 8.4 weeks. The average number of students per each
practice institution was 5.95. The evaluation of the clinical practice period was rated as ‘average’ by 55.3%
of the respondents, while 65.4% preferred the current duration of the practice. Meanwhile, 33.0% of the
respondents wanted to increase the practice period. In clinical training education support, 62.3% of the
hospitals had a person in charge, 79.2% of the hospitals and clinics had a operative procedure, appointed
staff and a department for student practice. But 86.5% of the hospitals did not have standards for the budget
for practice and instruction fee. In the personnel for clinical training, 52.6% said they were dental
hygienists. In 87.1%, the practice instruction conducted by professors was done through communication
with the hospital or clinic, while the man-to-man practice instruction was 8.6%. Conclusions: It is necessary
to improve the process and operation method of dental hygiene clinical training. In order to make clinical
training meet education goals, a standardized set of criteria is needed to support training education and
guidelines for instructors and students.
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Table 1. General characteristics of subjects

Characteristics Division Frequency Percent
Type of hospital Dental clinic 145 69.4
Dental hospital 56 26.8
General hospital 8 3.8
Age (yr) <25 76 37.1
25-29 72 35.1
30-39 25 12.2
40-49 15 7.3
=>50s 17 8.3
Education status of dental Associate’s degree 146 71.6
hygienist Bachelor’s degree 38 18.6
Master’s degree 17 8.3
Doctorate degree 3 1.5
Duration of employment <2 61 29.3
2-4> 42 20.2
4-6> 25 12.0
6-8> 31 14.9
8-10> 14 6.7
>10 35 16.8
Region Seoul & Gyeonggido (S) 30 14.4
Daejeon & Chungcheongdo (C) 85 40.7
Gyeongsangdo (G) 94 45.0

ST SHAK(18.6%), A1AK8.3%), HHAK(1.5%) =0 It 571712 21 ©]5K29.3%)7F 7 B3k
T thE 0 & 3:418(20.2%) 02 UERGTE 29 AAE(45.0%), A - E3(40.7%), A2 A7)
(14 4%) —r'__.i —,—i-ﬂ;o}- le'

. noat:lJ-l-T’f‘i'og ?j%l'

)

<Table 2>+= VAEE A9 D IAGFHS| theh - AS 2AR dafolrt.

A Y F 8okl Q= gt = 271w 37.9 L
W(24.7%), 57H4L o}d(6.3%) =0 & UEPTh A9 AaS Sls) 87 Fs e 4]
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Table 2. Present condition of clinical education in subject hospitals

Characteristics Division N (%) Mean+SD
Colleges practicing per clinical educational hospital 1 59 (31.1)
2 72 (37.9)
3-4 47(24.7)
=5 12( 6.3)
Opinion about optimum number of colleges for dental 1 36 (19.1)
hygiene practice 2 101 (53.7)
3-4 44 (23.4)
=5 6(32)
Etc. 1(0.5)

Duration of students’ clinical practice (week) =4 23 (14.2) 8.40+3.08
5-8> 115 (71.0)
8-13> 7(43)
=13 17 (10.5)
Colleges practicing simultaneously at any given time None 79 (41.4)
2 82 (42.9)
3 20 (10.5)
=4 4( 2.0
Etc. 6(3.1)

Number of students per year 1 24 (16.1) 5.95+8.02
2 38(25.5)
3 7(47)
4 32 (21.5)
=5 48(32.2)

<Table 3> A2 /dAl5717He] A g} afe 7)Aol ot o)A EAet Axtoch
AL 77t Ts] < B otk Eh= S Hhe 55.3%0] 90 n] HAAARE Setol| A <A Hsich =

£ A7N1AGL 60.7%E 7P Eokom AT A2 < HFo|th7F71.1%E 7P B, oA
ZAA oM < HEolth 71 49.4% 2 ERFA GOt Z1o]7} Q11 tk(p<0.001).

AAAE V57171l gt AR oiel < AR -RAD 2hs -85 AT 219(70.6%),

=
- SEAIH(61.8%), A= - 7871 A1(59.3%) o= AL <@ el S ek -SHe A
[e]

X

A ZH(35.5%), 73°3(28.2%) w02 UL O {-2J8t Zfoli= oL It} (p<0.05).

A58 RE s IR At S AT gl thet oS ARt A= <Table 4>
ohdth A a7 17kl et 22 el et Sl <Attt = | ahol AvhE9
0] 37.5% 2 AT AU(25.0%) Rt #3101 ol Aol oF Sl (p<0.05)

A5 Y AS7IRE AN el tist el <@ AEIE A el S A
°] 78.3% 2 7V WL, FHEA(62.5%), AT A(61.2%) <O 2 w7 YERL O, < AE R
o} St ek oA FREA37.5%), AT RA(37.3%), APHEA(19.6%) w02 et ot &
Ofet Aoz oh 2tH(p<0.05)
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Table 3. Appropriateness of clinical practice duration and improvement direction

Characteristics Region Total p-value*
S D&C K
Appropriateness of clinical practice duration
Not appropriate 3(10.7) 8(10.4) 2(24) 13( 6.9) <0.001
Nomal 7(25.0) 38(49.4) 59 (71.1) 104 (55.3)
Appropriate 17 (60.7) 27(35.1) 21(25.3) 65 (34.6)
Very appropriate 1( 3.6) 4(52) 1(12) 6( 3.2)
Improvement direction of clinical practice duration
Keeping the lights on 16 (59.3) 47 (61.8) 60 (70.6) 123 (65.4) 0.721
Greater than today 11 (40.7) 27 (35.5) 24 (28.2) 62 (33.0)
Smaller than today - 1( 1.3) 1(12) 2( 1D
Etc. - 1(13) - 1(0.5)

*by chi-square test and fisher’ exact test at @=0.05

Table 4. Appropriateness of clinical practice duration and improvement direction

.. Type of hospital
Characteristics — - - Total p-value*
Dental clinic  Dental hospital General hospital

Appropriateness of clinical practice duration

Not appropriate 8( 5.9 3(6.8) 2(25.0) 13( 6.9) 0.282
Nomal 73 (53.7) 28 (63.6) 3(37.5) 104 (55.3)
Appropriate 51 (37.5) 11 (25.0) 3(37.5) 65 (34.6)
Very appropriate 4(29) 2( 45 - 6(3.2)
Improvement direction of clinical practice duration
Keeping the lights on 82 (61.2) 36 (78.3) 5(62.5) 123 (65.4) 0.208
Greater than today 50(37.3) 9(19.6) 3(37.5) 62 (33.0)
Smaller than today 1(0.7) 1(22) - 2( 1.1
Etc. 1(0.7) - - 1(0.5)

*by chi-square test and fisher’ exact test at @=0.05

A o] gk @3S LA VM <Table 5>9F 2k
A
=]

o
T U 70] Qs e 62.3%0191T, X|$VAEh T sPgo] Al
2 9l

3
Ao AGHFA] Aefaliop & o] tiet th5-3H2A 2 oMY ot ot 0] G2
65.2%= FLSHA 7P BRI, tha 0 =2 A5717H63.6%) 2= et HhHof| ot ©] 2] 91(16.8%)
QTR A FA(14.1%), A19M8 T5717k] A54E1(12.5%), FEPA 2 A(1.1%)= 27
UERGT ob&d] A5 dobAlol 2gdE]olok g U8 == A57IT o] 78 2% = 7H Bt A
B7t W-8(77.1%), W-5717H58.0%), S 4(52.1%), AEA| L H](22.9%) <=°] ATt
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Table 5. Support policies and facilities for clinical education

Characteristics Division N (%)
Internal regulation for dental hygiene student Available 119 (62.3)
practice Not available or no documents 72 (37.7)
. . . Available 152 (79.2)
Supervisory staff for clinical education .
Not available 40 (20.8)
Agreement with college Agree 149 (79.3)
Disagree 39 (20.7)
Prerequisite conditions for agreement to dental ~ Number of students 120 (65.2)
hygiene student’ practice™ Duration of clinical education 117 (63.6)
Required department for training 26 (14.1)
Clinical guidance at college 120 (65.2)
Support from college 31(16.8)
Accreditation status of college 23 (12.5)
Relationship 2( L1
Etc. 2( L)
Contents of agreement* Duration of clinical education 147 (78.2)
Duration of education 109 (58.0)
Number of students 98 (52.1)
Clinical education fee 43 (22.9)
Evaluation of clinical education 145 (77.1)
Etc. 3(1.6)
) o Directly preventive duty 20 (10.4)
Scope of students’ dental hygiene activities* o o
Under the supervision of dental hygienist 145 (75.1)
Only to observe 99 (51.3)
Interview for patient assessment 6(3.1)
Recording dental hygiene performance 8(4.1)
Conducting education for patients 23 (11.9)
Etc. 10( 5.2)
. o o . Fee assessed per student/week 4(23)
Scoring criteria of clinical education fee .
Not received 148 (86.5)
Etc. 19(11.1)
Meeting with college Regularly held 19 (11.4)
Irregularly held 12( 7.2)
Not held 117 (70.1)
Etc. 19(11.4)
Facilities* Conference room 48 (25.8)
Changing room 166 (89.2)
Library 1(05)
Resting room 97 (52.2)
Etc. 5027

*by Multiple response analysis

https://doi.org/10.13065/jksdh.2016.16.06.993



)
Jz
e
N
X
=
e
da

ol 9 / A9AE dFEuS AR 24+ 1001

SgollA] o] A5 Aol olAle AP YAL A Imstel]| sz Z10] 75.1% 2 7P Batal
tho® PRt 5185h= 397t 51.3%0100 el A5 W2 et o 2ot ws
(11.9%), 213 AFDTF(10.4%), BA7|5(4.1%), 2L AT 9] 5185 = A AP 91t
H(3.1%) &0.2 Hehitt

AEA LHle] tiet APE7 152 86.5%7 1 71E0] YTtal -SHBtr. 8t ohal 7he] st EE
Slof= A1 A7 11.4%, WA WA A= 7.2%0] 9 0H, AR o= -97170.1%2
ERtTh S8 A5S Sloll ZE5-01 Qs AT PAVE R EoV2 89.2%, FAME-S 52.2% Bl 2H5-11

QlgloLt, 3048 25.8%, EAIAL 0.5%0] E}stict

QAPALA 912 Ao thet BAAT<Table 6>, PG E HRARR AFHS 4 b= A

Table 6. Teaching personnel for dental hygiene students

Characteristics Division N (%)
Qualification of clinical adjunct professor* Master’s degree holder 3( 1.6)
Head, dental hygienist department 16 ( 8.3)
Specified dental hygienist for clinical education 88 (45.8)
Departmental manager 54 (28.1)
Clinical dental hygienist with lots of experience 101 (52.6)
Acceptable academic qualification as Associate degree 83 (44.1)
teaching dental hygienist Bachelor’s degree 19 (10.1)
Clinical experience more than three years 76 (40.4)
Etc. 10( 5.3)
Extent of clinical teaching performed by ~ Takes charge of conference 19(10.2)
course professor* Only communication with hospital 162 (87.1)
Teaching overall practice directly 16 ( 8.6)
Etc. 5(27
Student’s practice evaluator at hospital Dentist 10( 5.2)
Manager 92 (47.9)
Head dental hygienist 44 (22.9)
Join dentist and dental hygienist 27 (14.1)
Etc. 19( 9.9
Developer of student evaluation criteria College 99 (53.5)
Hospital 69 (37.3)
Etc. 17( 9.2)
Clinical training for professors Regularly held 9( 4.3)
Irregularly held 4( 1.9
Not held 188 (90.0)
Etc. 8( 3.8)

*by Multiple response analysis
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TP A2 W7 Ho] B AP 52.6% 2 7P Bkt theo = FAfrtt sy
AL A TFPIARE AABIAL e o] 45.8%01 ATt AAFSHS] HEARE 1.6% 2 v 23
O, ATV FAG 0 2A] A5 9= 28.1%2 BT AEAIE 2| TePAe] et
Al tiet thE-8 = 2o N(44.1%), 78 =] 31 oV 40.4%), SAFRRI(10.1%) =02

et

Bl A =S UL 147} BSRe Aol it AReIAE Aahy - o) St Ot
ofeR § o] 87.1%5 7H3 WOk, Al At Tels 10.2%, 24 A4 A Pel 8.6%0] %
algick, SUSBI M F2 A RAo] 47.9%2 FFH Gglon], 54 AP

22.9%, A|TFOINLL ATV IAF B5 OB Bk 7P 14.1% 2 R A58t e e
Histe] @502 Zfeiths 97t 53.5%, U A4 AiTste] B oke 9= 37.3%019
of. i ool IR A T2 IR A 950 90.0%E WERd o, Ayt A o= A
oHe 7392 4.3%0l 23t

l

5. QAR RS UAASO it AR
<Table 7>°l|A] oMY /<50l 2| 91Ast =l E aotx|of it -85 A, 2|7l d(M=4.06)

o] A A(M=4.00) 2t} 2t =] Lot o3t 2foli= o ¢ ka>0-05)- M WIS
of| gt FE = 2|70 Q(M=3.55)°] AT Q(M=3.37) B} ThA =9k11(p=0.051), &5 2]&A]
o= oMY PEFSS -8 2RIl Hish Aol el(M=4.00)0] A|ZHELM=3.69)H =
Al JeFtHp=0.003).

Table 7. Awareness in clinical education according to type of hospital Unit: Mean+SD
Type of hospital
Characteristics Dental clinic Dental hospital p-value*
(N=137) (N=47)
Need for clinical education 4.06+0.73 4.00+0.66 0.627
Satisfaction of student’ clinical practice 3.55+0.71 3.37+0.49 0.051
Continued acceptance for clinical education 4.00+0.61 3.69+0.60 0.003

*by independent t-test at @=0.05
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