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ABSTRACT

Objectives: This study was carried out to provide basic materials to draw up measures for
courses operation and effective clinical practice operation for the cultivation of future effective
problem solving abhility by identifying the relationship between problem solving ability and

clinical practice satisfaction of dental hygiene students.

Methods: This study targeted 215 dental hygiene students from 3 universities located in
Gyeonggi-do from November 30 to December 4, 2015. We analyzed the data with frequency
analysis, descriptive statistics, t-test. One-way ANOVA, Pearson correlation coefficient, Regression

analysis by using SPSS.

Results: Clinical practice satisfaction between grades according to the general characteristics
of the study subjects was analyzed and as a result, clinical practice satisfaction showed a

significant difference depending on grade (t=-2.355, p=.019), major satisfaction(F=9.548, p=.000),
health status(F=4.909, p=.008). The problem solving ability according to the general characteristics

of the study subjects was compared and as a result, the problem solving ability score of
students ‘living apart from their family or living in lodgings’ was found to be higher than that

of students ‘living with their family’ (p=.023) and the problem solving ability of students who
answered ‘satisfied with their major was higher than that of students who answered ‘moderate’
(p=.000). As the problem solving ability and major satisfaction are higher and health status is
better, clinical practice satisfaction showed higher results (p<.0l).

Conclusions: The above results showed a correlation between the problem solving ability
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and clinical practice satisfaction of dental hygiene students and clinical practice satisfaction
showed higher scores as the problem solving ability level was higher. Therefore, efforts to enhance

dental hygiene students’ clinical practice satisfaction are considered necessary by developing and
providing a program to strengthen students’ problem solving ability.

Key words: Clinical Practice Satisfaction, Dental Hygiene Students, Problem Solving Ability
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Z - ole] AwA-S Pearson correlation coefficientZ,
PFAGFTER FEFE A= 89S FEEH]

=
23k Regression analysisZ ©]-&3sFth

<Table 1> General characteristic of subjects

<R D> 2 A7 46.0%7F 281, 54.0%
7F 38hd Aol T TANR 2AMER 7t
=3} A Aks sMo] A9 21%E ZAME
t} Aol WF I E $EHS BI%S I,
‘HEL 302%9 S$HE Bk Ao A7)
E AR E $H0] 628%, HEo] 30.2%, A%
A &S 7% o7 ZAEAL, AA SHA

68.4%7F 7149 AAAQ FFo] ‘Z7F FFola

Division n %
2Mgrade 99 46.0

Grade »
3 grade 116 54.0
Living with their family 19 9.1
The statue of Living with family Boarding house 15 70
Relative house 2 09
Satisfies 125 58.1
Major satisfaction Moderate 78 36.3
Dissatisfies 12 56
Healthy 135 62.8
Health status Usual 65 30.2
Not Healthy 15 7.0
High 44 112
Economic level Middle 147 68.4
Low 24 205
Total 215 100.0

by the Frequency analysis

& %
A3k <E 2> ) PPEFRT
ETE 159 930 11027, 3 g

5)
70103 wholl 7287, Y3 EE

FAIRM tigk wEE e 2 105 vl 715
A, 6304S Rtk EAEsEHe =

} 157 wHdel EAIIA 5ol 11342 7P =9
om oA AASY 11.03d, BEFEE 10954, ¥
7F 10943, 49 10803, 71319 1042, w)=w)
10264, A8 237 10187, F4FAE 10.10

A T2 AN

oot
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<Table 2> Problem solving ability and clinical practice satisfaction

Division Total Mean S.D.

Clinical practice manager 15 11.02 251

Clinical practice environment 10 715 1.75

o . ) ) Clinical practice period 10 6.30 2.06
Clinical practice satisfaction o . .

Clinical practice evaluation 5 3.20 A

Clinical practice relationship 10 7.00 1.86

Academic contribution 10 7.28 154

Rcognition problemss 15 11.34 1.62

Gerhering information 15 1095 194

Analysis 15 10.80 1.86

Divergent thinking 15 10.10 1.8

Problem solving ability Dicision 15 11.03 1.87

Planning 15 10.42 211

Risk taking 15 10.18 215

Evaluation 15 10.94 1.81

Feedback 15 10.26 1%

by the descriptive statistic

= =
FANAEE S nug Avhs <t 3> gk ¢
13 2 JRAFTEE R4 A3 33hdo) 28}

A2 MRS B A5, 1B TE BE 9

=
FE Bk g Bee

= SHAET foaiA EA velbth 87373 e
gt AFE e YFAFNEE A7)
‘A%eA gobe SR fojsh B4 ek
ok ARt dukA Sl we EAls) AT
HE vwdt A% 7S A AR SR A}

AV sks's svke A Al A SE At
& Ao 2 YERG O H(F=3837, p=0.023), A3l
W= gty oS3 o] ‘R oltf ' 3Hgk 8
ARt EAsldsdo] EUTHF=8925, p=0.000).
ZAAFTe] R FRl SMED sPgEoleta
iget e Al a5l ForistAl =4
VERSTHT=9.105, p=0.000).
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<Table 3> Problem solving ability and clinical practice satisfaction according to General characteristic

Clinical practice

Problem solving

Division n satisfaction ability
M+SD t/f p M+SD t/f P
Zndgrade 9 40.54+8.72 91.90+12.43 _
Grade -235 0019 -1.137  0.257
3rdgrade 116 4316+759 93.68+10.56
The statue of  1Aving with their family 198 41.74+828 9R2.27+11.30™
Living with ~ Boarding house 15 440+773 0828 0428 10067+11.94° 3837 0023
family Relative house 2 4450£071 9R.50+2.12
_ Satisfies 125 43504776 95.56+11.18*
lsva[z];’fgcﬁon Moderate 78 A71+725° 9548 0000°  89.23+11.21° 8925 0.000°
Dissatisfies 12 33921258 88.33+8.37"™
Healthy 135 43154776 93.84£11.10
Health status  Usual 65 40518497 4909 0008° 90711240 1662 0192
Not Healthy 15 3740+898™ 93.40+2.54
High 44 41434762 93.14+11.23"
Economic level Middle 147 4170+819 1199 0304  91.331097" 9105 0.000°
Low 24 44384933 101.71411.25°
"p<0.06, “p<0.01, “p<0.001
4. YNNBTIET SHHZASH, AN £ Az Bl Yt Ao e
HIOFEO AN AFAFREE} FA AT, A SH, AF
HEEE F(H)Y #E0] e AR UEHS
AT PHAFNEE, Al A s, A o o) EAsASeET ABNETI} =1, A%
B, dEUsEe] JuEY A < 4> A7t AREEE ASNET S} o AL
Aot PPAFEEet FARESH=026, p<O0),  ojm]siey

=23 v
A7l (=0.197, p<0.01), HFNEEr=0.264, p<0.01)

<Table 4> Correlation between Clinical practice satisfaction, Problem solving ability, Health condition and

Major satisfaction

Clinical practice

Problem

Major

Variable satisfaction solving ability Health status satisfaction
Clinical practice satisfaction 1
Problem solving ability 0.276™ 1
Health status 0.197" 0.074 1
Major satisfaction 0.264" 0.285" 0.2711" 1

p<0.05, “p<0.01, ""p<0.001
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5. QAASUFRE0 HES nlx= 20 AT AFVFErL gAaclow veyth
= BAls) A5 o] F24R(5=0252, p=0000), A
<Gk 5> ANETH, ABYE, AIVEE guEesl £852(3=01%, p0004) DAH
£ SENMSE so] QPAFNETO 9FE V) grosl w4 Ut 3T 239 duge
A #H8RE 3T AT ety £ 154%, =49 AWEe 14200tk
<Table 5> Factors affected oral health behavior
Independent variable B S.E. 3 t p R® Adj. R? F
(Constant) 033 3767 538 0000
Problem solving ability ATI6 1201 0252 398 0.000
Health status 1.656 0.880 0126 1.832 ot MOt B R0
Major satisfaction 266 0918  01% 285 0004
V. =9 PEAFVET Foft Aot gle e u
Bk, AR E7E AEEE s TIEE
vjFe) A7 AL AFleAFtms P ES AT RAG oS HASe] 9ddw
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