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Abstract

Objective: The purpose is to study the factors to impact on the satisfaction of field practice among dental
hygiene students and to provide the basic data for the quality improvement of the field practices for dental
hygiene students.

Methods: A self-reported questionnaires were filled out by 108 dental hygiene students in C city.
Questionnaires were composed with the general characteristics, satisfaction to major, and satisfaction to
field clinical practice. The data was analyzed by chi-square statistics using SPSS 20.0 program.

Results: The higher satisfaction to communication with professor or seniors in department was associated
with the higher satisfaction to field clinical practice (p<0.05). The higher satisfaction to field clinical
practice hours per week was associated with the higher satisfaction to field clinical practice (p<0.05). The
higher interest to major subjects and the satisfaction to the laboratory environment were associated with
the higher satisfaction to field clinical practice (p<0.05).

Conclusions: The higher satisfaction to major was associated with the higher satisfaction to field clinical
practice. Therefore, the systematic curriculum development is needed to improve the satisfaction with
major and clinical practice.
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Table 1. General characteristics

N %

Previous academic achievement

<3.0 26 240

3.0~35 42 388

>3.5 40 37.0
Main cause of selecting one’s major

Employment 65 60.1

Aptitude " 10.1

Advice from parents 10 9.2

Grade 13 12.0

Others 9 8.3
Satisfaction to communication with professors

High 7 72

Medium 30 277

Low 1 0.9
Satisfaction to communication with seniors

High 22 20.3

Medium 68 62.9

Low 18 16.6
Satisfaction to adaptation to department

High 71 6567

Medium 33 305

Low 4 3.7




Table 2. Satisfaction to field clinical practice according to depargeneral characteristics

Satisfaction to field clinical practice, n (%)

Variables p value
High Medium Low
Previous academic achievement
<3.0 12 (46.2) 10(38.5) 4(15.4) 0.677
3.0~35 26 (61.9) 12 (28.6) 4(9.6)
>35 21(52.5) 12 (30) 7(17.5)
Main cause of selecting one’s major
Employment 38(58.5) 19(29.2) 8(12.3) 0.717
Aptitude 7 (63.6) 3(27.3) 10.1)
Advice from parents 3(30.0 5(50.0) 2(20.0)
According to grades 8(61.5) 3(23.1) 2(1.4)
Others 3(33.9) 4.(44.4) 2(222)
Satisfaction to communication with professors
High 50 (64.9) 18(23.4) 9(11.7) 0.01*
Medium 9(30) 16 (53.3) 5(16.7)
Low 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(100)
Satisfaction to communication with seniors
High 16(72.7) 5(22.7) 1(4.5) 0.01**
Medium 36(52.9) 26 (38.2) 6(8.9
Low 7(38.9) 3(16.7) 8(44.4)
Satisfaction to adaptation to department
High 49 (69.1) 17 (23.9) (7.0) 0.00%*
Medium 10(30.3) 16 (48.5) 21.2)
Low 0(0.0) 1(25.0) (75.0)
p value obtained fron chi square analysis. **p<0.01, *p<0.05.
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Table 3. Satisfaction to field clinical practice according to environments of field practice

Satisfaction to field clinical practice, n (%)

Variables Sum p value
High Medium Low
Satisfaction to practice hours per week
High 52 40(76.9) 10(19.2) 2(3.9) 0.000%*
Medium 32 15 (46.9) 14 (43.8) 3(9.4)
Low 24 4(16.7) 1041.7) 1041.7)
Satisfaction to total practice hours
High 49 35(71.4) 11(22.4) 3(6.1) 0.008**
Medium 31 14 (45.2) 13(41.9) 4(12.9)
Low 28 10(35.7) 10(35.7) 8(28.6)
Satisfaction to meal service
High 45 34 (75.6) 8(17.8) 3(6.7) 0.003**
Medium 31 15 (48.4) 12(38.7) 4(12.9)
Low 32 10(31.2) 14 (43.8) 8(25)
Satisfaction to friendship with staffs in clinic
High 30 22(73.3) 7(23.3) 1(3.3) 0.000**
Medium 53 28 (52.8) 22 (41.5) 3(6.7)
Low 25 9(306) 5(20) 11 (44)
p value obtained from chi square analysis. **p<0.01.
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Table 4. Satisfaction to field clinical practice according to satisfaction to major

Satisfaction to field clinical practice, n (%)

Variables Sum p value
High Medium Low
Interest in major
High 50 34 (68) 11(22) 5(10) 0.000%*
Medium 52 24 (46.2) 23 (44.2) 5(9.6)
Low 6 1(16.7) 0 5(83.3)
Difference in preference between theory and practice
Theory 36 22 (61.1) 10(27.8) 4(11.1) 0.070
Practices 41 24 (58.5) 13(31.7) 4(9.9
Both theory and practice 14 8(57.1) 5(35.7) 1(7.1)
Neither theory or practice 15 3(20) 6 (40) 6 (40)
Satisfaction to lab environments
High 86 55 (64) 22 (25.6) 9(10.5) 0.001**
Medium 22 4(18.2) 12 (54.5) 6(27.3)
Low
Satisfaction to lab instruments and materials
High 93 54 (58.1) 28(30.1) 11(11.8) 0.143
Medium 15 5(33.3) 6 (40) 4(26.7)
Low
Understanding of field clinical practice through prior education
High 31 21(67.7) 7(22.6) 309.7) 0.110
Medium 55 27 (49.1) 22 (40) 6(10.9
Low 22 11 (50) 5(22.7) 6(27.3)
Satisfaction to curriculum
High 51 38(74.5) 10(19.6) 3(.9 0.001#**
Medium 47 18(38.3) 21(44.7) 8(12)
Low 10 330 330 4.(40)
p value obtained from chi square analysis. **p<0.01.
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