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Abstract The purpose of this study is to identify the factors affecting creativity and personality of students in dental
hygiene department. From 14 May 2018 to 1 June 2018, 114 dental hygienists were enrolled at S University in
Gwangju. The overall average of meta-cognition was 3.26. There was a significant difference between satisfaction
and satisfaction of the major 3.36. The overall average of the mastery approach goals was 3.26. There was a
significant difference in the satisfaction of the major satisfaction by 3.38. The overall average of autonomous
educational climate was 3.08. According to the study variables, there was a significant difference in the satisfaction
of major majors 3.17. The overall average of creativity and personality was 3.37. There was a significant difference
between satisfaction and satisfaction of the majors. The factors affecting creativity and personality of college students
were meta cognition and mastery approach goal. Metacognition and mastery approach goal score showed higher
creativity and personality.
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Table 2. Autonomous educational climate and
creativity personality satisfaction
according to general characteristics

Autonomous Creativity—
Variable Educational Climat personality
M£SD p M=SD p
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Table 3. Relationship between  Metacognition,
mastery approach goal, autonomous
educational climate, creativity,
personality of Dental Hygiene Students

Mastery Autonomous -
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9 Goal Climat P
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" p<0.001.
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Table 4. Factors Affecting Creativity and Personality
of Dental Hygiene Students

Variable B SE B t 0
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Mastery .
Approach Goal | 02 | 00721 0201 1 32% 1 oo
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