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Abstract
convergence course. The final analysis of 168 students agreed to research purpose and method was conducted from
March 26 to June 11, 2018. The benefits was highest at 3.99 points, and the severity was lowest at 2.01 about oral

The study was implemented the convergence research on oral health beliefs G area S university

health belief. The t-test and ANOVA outcome about oral health improvement behavior and oral health belief were
dental clinic visit was benefits and importance, scaling experience was sensitivity, benefits and importance, use of
auxiliary oral care products was importance to be statistically significant. The imported oral health beliefs for oral
health improve and a variety of programs for oral health education need to be developed within university to learn
knowledge of oral health behavior and attitude changed for correct oral health beliefs.
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Table 1. Subjective level oral health beliefs (N=168)
Variable Chronbach’s a M+SD Minimum value Maximum value
Susceptibility 0.764 2.53+0.71 1.00 4.00
Seriousness 0.753 2.01+0.66 1.00 3.50
Benifit 0.803 3.99+0.57 283 5.00
Salience 0.667 3.13+0.52 1.00 5.00
Barrier 0.765 3.32+0.74 1.83 5.00
Total 0.687 2.99+0.30 220 3.60

Table 2. The difference of subjective oral health improvement behavior according to general characteristics

, ) . ) Use of auxiliary oral care
Characteristics|  Categories N(%) Scaling experience Regular dental visit Tooth brushing products
Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No
Gender Male 35(20.8) 7(200) | 28(80.0) | 13(37.1) | 22(629) | 32(91.4) 3(8.6) 11(31.4) 24(68.6)
Female 133(79.2) | 61(459) | 72(54.1) | 93(69.9) | 40(30.1) | 114(857) | 19(14.3) 74(55.6) 50(44.4)
p-value’ 0.004 <0.001 0.281 0.009
Grade 1 8349.4) | 31(37.3) | 52627) | 52627) | 31(37.3) | 73(88.0) | 10(12.0) 32(38.6) 51(61.4)
2 85(50.6) | 37(435) | 48(565) | 54(635) | 31(365) | 73(859) | 12(14.1) 53(62.4) 32(37.6)
p-value’ 0.255 0.517 0433 0.002
Smoking
state No 128762 | 11275 | 29(725) | 86(67.2) | 42(32.8) | 110859 | 18(14.1) 65(50.8) 63(49.2)
Yes 40(238) | 57(44.5) (555) | 20(50.0) | 20(50.0) | 36(90.0) 9(10.0) 0(50.0) 20(50.0)
p-value’ 0.040 0.039 0.358 0538
Stress feel 62(36.9) 4(387) | 38(613) | 43(694) | 19(306) | 51(823) | 11(17.7) 32(51.6) 30(48.4)
Nomally 91(542) | 39(429) | 52(57.1) | 55(604) | 36(39.6) | 82(90.1) 99.9) 3(47.3) 8(52.77)
Do not feel 15(8.9) 5(33.3) 066.7) | 8(533) | 7(467) 13(86.7) (13.3) 0(66.7) 5(33.3)
p-value’ 0.736 0.380 0.368 0371

*Chi-square test
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Table 3. The difference of subjective oral health beliefs according to general characteristics

&/‘é (p<0 05)01] A

of prey
e
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fel

Characteristics Categories N(%) Susceptibility Seriousness Benifit Salience Barrier
Gender Male 35(20.8) 2.51+0.63 2.02+0.67 3.86+0.63 3.04+0.56 3.29+0.65
Female 133(79.2) 2.53+0.73 2.00+0.66 4.02+0.54 3.16+0.51 3.33+0.76
torF =117 180 -1.547 -1.219 -.287
(p-value) (0.907) (0.857) (0.124) (0.225) (0.775)
Grad 1 83(49.4) 2.44+0.72 1.88+0.69 3.81+0.55 3.06+0.52 3.32+0.71
rade 2 85(50.6) 2.61+0.69 2.13+059 4164053 320052 3.330.76
torF -.1588 -2.546 -4.202 -1.714 -0.089
(p-valug) (0.114) (0.012) (<0.001) (0.088) (0.929)
Smoki No 128(76.2) 2.48+0.72 2.01+0.66 4.05+0.53 3.19+0.49 3.36+0.76
Stg‘tz no Yes 40(238) 2,67+0.66 2,00+0.66 378+0.62 2.97+0.60 3.20+0.67
torF 1.442 -.065 -2.786 -2.345 -1.161
(p-valug) (0.151) (0.948) (0.006) (0.020) (0.247)
Stress feel 62(36.9) 23.61+0.69 202+0.68% 3.94+0.53 3.13+0.58 3.19+0.71
Nomally 91(54.2) 2.51+0.69 207+0.65% 4.00+0.59 3.16+0.46 3.38+0.74
Do not feel 15(8.9) 2.30+0.83 1.53+0.35 4.08+0.60 3.03+0.65 3.50+0.81
torF 1.248 4.548 0413 0.359 1.736
(p-valug) (0.290) (0.012) (0.662) (0.699) (0.179)
«by independent t-test and one-way ANOVA
3 The same characters indicates no significant difference by post hoc Scheffe test
Table 4. Relevance of oral health improvement behavior and oral health beliefs
- Sca]lng . | Regular dental visit . Tooth brushing . Use of auxiiary .
Characteristics experience p-value p-value p-valug™ | oral care products| p-value
Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No
_— 240 2.62 251 254 254 246 259 247
Susceptioilty w071 +060| 0% | ige0 | w074 | 080 | w070 | 075 | OB% | io70 | 071 | 0270
) 2.00 201 1.98 2.05 20 1.94 2.08 1.93
Seriousness w070 | +063| 9% | somt | w000 | %42 | s0est | o7t | %" | ioe4 | 067 | O
- 417 3.86 4.09 3.80 3.99 3.99 4,06 3.92
Beniit w056 | +054| OO | soss | w05 | O | sos6 | 059 | %99 | iom2 | s0e0 | &1
, 3.28 3.03 3.21 3.00 3.13 3.18 323 3.04
salience w053 050 | 92 | sos4s | s0m0 | O9" | 053 | 051 | %% | i042 | s0e0 | O
) 345 324 3.37 324 3.30 346 3.36 3.29
Barrier w081 +067| 00 | so7a | w073 | OO0 | s075 | 0e8 | O3 | so71 | 077 | O
=by independent t-test
Table 5. Correlation between oral health beliefs
Susceptibility Seriousness Benifit Salience Barrier
Susceptibility 1
Seriousness 0.630" 1
Benifit -.085 -.100 1
Salience 0.013 0.105 0.401" 1
Barrier -.367" -.292" 0.140 0.003 1

“p<0.01 by pearson’s correlation analysis




Ay Ro}

S

43]o]
], &

o
7%1 7]

p

3
o

L

T

BHX
6_]'.
Bk St

=

o} T+ -
7] §3F Aol A= YEA H T

sHlo] a1, of

oA

]

0l (p<0.05), 18Rt} 2
- o1k ol[14]9] Aol A

3]

H At Table

=

(p<
005)014 EAAoZ g9
f-o3 Ax}

4>,
<Table 5>

ﬂlﬂoﬂLﬂo
o,lx‘mu]F
ﬂ/uzmuo,ﬂﬂ WWz?NI%O
e qd.]o]ﬂ}wﬂﬂﬂx 3
ﬁo]oﬂlpjlw_xlv))ﬁl o_udrmdr,
POEA[.Aw_b_bLU B B O o
?7Eﬂﬂ¢ ,007, on@xikoﬂ
Sl dr@OO,EdFOtHL)yA ;ooﬂﬂ&ooiﬂoJu
%ﬁoAm ,1|(<<J|mMuu %igedo = o = Mo R
MT_.TEHomlwvﬂoW%WLmﬂLﬁ]EOEeﬂ]%ﬂﬂﬂ?__ﬂomMmmouﬂ.ﬂ
l o X N <,|1_|d| — T
wnwﬁmﬁqmvmﬁ?z%ﬂ@hx@1m;o ,i_aﬂwfm
%%7wmm%QQMWQ@m@wmiﬁtwqiﬁmA
90 18} ; ; N X |
ﬂgmfﬂw%%E_LMM?Q%%M%EﬁOMﬂL%w%wM
@ﬂl@%aﬂ@WHB%ﬂ%;ovlﬁaraw%%ﬂl;uﬂ
ol i@qﬂ%}moﬂ_fiq?ﬂzT]Ar#&u_fée
o.onuL]ﬂo4‘m.L ‘n_.‘ljl‘.A,._lo‘.r e _r# ,A,._lo
E7ﬂ7oxxo &27_QMV]A 7u1r%% | Tl
_.TooLoJ.oLLjuJ| N )quﬂ X }:Wﬁwaa]ATnoﬂ
£y _ nNox ol Wﬁ ™ . ) 8 2 . %O o o Njo ﬁoMﬂuP
ﬁemﬂdq_’ﬁ.&néi,eqaﬂuOQ%XOHounuqoﬂr%E = O
pdﬂf%ﬂ%%&ﬁ%hmwn:cm}m%aﬂ%o%ﬂ,ﬂ
%4%wqﬁamamwwawwa%@%n@%%w@o@
o iﬂiaﬂﬂ VL_P#AM#HO%% 4%;&%%%3
b T B T AT N P%VOL?HWML?QW&QEQ
ﬂ@_]xmo _Lo ]o_x X MC]LV;OL = Ay
<) ) R Fe) No 5 AEY . X o N i
%Eﬂﬁik.xa}ﬁoﬂﬂ% ﬂﬂﬂ%drﬂﬂao iy
0 ]quAﬂFIr/\_ JEE)y,m]ﬂ[Llum_um.o] o ‘wﬂﬁ;‘mi
%o ol o = shp]rowaxﬂooldlﬂL] %Eo 11%»
o ® o w B oF o o M ~ S T m fuam) ' ] Mo ™ i ML o 2
Eovxg#.ﬂo<10ﬂﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬂﬂrV%‘uu%hge
R of oF o /WUrL/m 1no#ﬂ] 2 N_ﬂ/u,%]
e N ° 40](,@%7121.2 @PFO T
G © R TS R = G
CASEREE © o Hgoﬁa?&:
° R < e T N S = 5
1,9“10%70 o M of No o T o B ﬂAp,lWyl7o_AJm0t Zo
vvﬂ?al%nomﬂmw%% kR B E ==
woug%ﬁod_d@wﬂs&: ,ﬂ?ﬁ%i?} o
ii}?moﬂoﬁoﬁiwz B ol T B
o st Z_I] ~o e O#E.#‘mu‘.f‘lo#,l‘lo =)
Lai%11%?7w¢;_. o . S
T R o gom ol M T g X7 T «
_meMﬂﬂWWﬂHﬁoﬂm?ﬂl@Wng .,;%_c%rc%o? ﬂ_mmeﬂﬂ]
memoWﬂu]own?ﬂﬂawréo,uo%%%ov # moli_an@
ﬁliomod@ o T SSEd L z mAl R g
1ﬂ7ﬂ_tu,,|1§ﬁom_m7xrmw*m2,o| ﬂmn_luﬁ7q_l_lﬁi LCmA)Jl;o_y
2 o ﬂé.Hﬁu@é%s*oﬂoos&]rﬂﬂﬂbo# %0%72
@@Euwono%%ﬂ?ﬂo ch&hﬂém@ ﬂo@@,ﬂ_c
ﬁemwfb%?z?gﬁﬂmw@ﬂwi?aﬂ FLETZ
ucu%_s_s_x% i&nagwogehu,@uulqﬁ%% &oﬂﬂ_xwﬂ
_— OTOLOTZFOQJI‘_LI iy ,AL_L - = JIHL 70mnA0ﬂno.LL
Mgﬂ?ﬁoﬁozepﬂ%ﬁ%#@Mﬁo%mﬂmm%ﬂ%w_c ﬁﬂﬂmﬂmﬂﬂﬂ
N ﬂ/ummo 1L‘_ il Te} — o o AR =<
ﬂLﬁo%Ho@ﬁoﬁge%%mMﬂmommDmme%%moH W@%W%
Mﬂﬂ/u‘tmuMW_,TUEHﬂEedlﬁTﬂﬂ_,T7Eo707].%ﬂ,ﬁm,,% ﬂr‘m‘mL@
m%ﬁo_cszlﬂwﬁlEAEQ?E TR wExE 2
m?w%agm_gwﬂ@ﬂo}g ,zgz@ﬂg B XS
,@,xﬂmo%%oowipiﬂuﬁdrg@m# o Mo = 5 7o
T &g 9 — No ™K oy o R K = 2o o A o oy M
520 T B IR %urm,a,xlzmmmpﬂ i
7%gelumﬂ4§i}?3}ﬂ NN R T
7d|uthanﬂwpo ﬂL@ﬂowauﬁil 1N|_zu@
o 7omu1roue‘mu4o] Hoﬂo,_soﬂFoLﬂ]yﬁLﬂr
™ N uﬁ.mﬂpxdrurmov a S e
o%ﬁawﬁaﬁﬁl,mw%wfud%mo
Aun_tuiwv@o»ma%ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁ
B AR Wmhuru
EELC

75“ 7}- L]‘E]—



42 SIARE=EA A8AE A5E

P A e e R A A R A N N R B e B 1)
AR 274, A7, Feldel =AY fodol o
W AEE et 28 Aog ®uskgrH2021]. B 4
To] Al oR GAY Soigt A 57k 128hd 5
A5 7S P TAES e R dges
71ell AANA AL tha F58 Ho] 9lom, &
F ATl = gdAE gulste] A7 et gl
S5 7SN FAAT Ui 22 a3S s

U-(—)‘E 7 o I A y 53 T, %‘Bfé 313@,
Fol’d 33231019431, o] 2015 0% 7Hg v
Al e,

2. AHbAQl B4l uh A= Al
A AZIA AT (Pp<0.00D), AMAAEH
(p<0.0B), T4 &= (p<0.05) AHgolAM FJ3t
Aols HAa, shdelr= A EE AR
(p<0.06)oNA el 2fol7h vpebsttt. Flol A=
371421 A3 (p<0.05), A AAA 7R (p<0.05)
oM AR fFolstdth

3. dubA el EAo) w2 A M= shdol
AE A (P<0.05), F943(<0.00DNA Fjst

, FAA(p<0.05) T F8
(p<0.05)ol A, Z~E#H 2ol = AZF3(p<0.05)0]
7}

7% Azke] XfolelA]
IS F-2 4 (p<0.05) 3 F 2.4 (p<0.05)91 A
ogk ztol7k U o AMAAA DA =
54 (p<0.05), #2144 (p<0.001), F24(p<0.05)

=2
R

oI Aol § Bk TAAYEE Al
2A4(p<0B)NA] BAH 02 Folg A3

L

o o

I
o o ﬂu
o ML
o 2
> B
i
)
1o,
oX,
ach
e
i)
=2
>
Ir
N
N
>

O
o,
o.,>L d
=
rJ
X
il
[t
2
o
oy f
4 d

fo

o ro ox I
o,
oy
e
i
)

ox dlo
i
e
)

e
e
N
N
—_
i
Ui
3L
o

R e 2
E
o
il
N
2
fifo
L
pasa

REFERENCES

[1]1 S. O. Lee & Y. J. Jang. (2016). Correlation among oral
health behavior, oral health knowledge and dietary
control of university students. Journal of Korean Society
Dental Hygiene, 16(5), 7125-732.

DOL: 10.13065/jksdh.2016.16.05.725

[21 M. S. Park. (2001). The effect of oral health behavior by
oral health belief of student in dental hygiene department
of college student in Seoul. Journal of Dental Hygiene
Science, 11(2), 107-119.

[3] D. Kushnir, S. P. Zusman & P. G. Robinson. (2004).
Validation of a hebrew version of the oral health impact
profile 14. Journal Public Health Dentistry, 64(2), T1-75.
DOL:10.1111/3.1752-7325.2004.860.730.x

[4] Y. E. Kim, Y. K. Chung & K. S. Kim. (2000). A study
on the relations of health promoting daily life style and
self-efficiency in boys ~ high. Journal of Korean
Society School Helath, 13(2), 241-259.

6] K H Lee & E. S. Jung. (2017). Factors affecting
perception of oral health prevention. Journal of Digital
Covergence, 15(6), 237-2417.

[6] S. ]J. Jang. (2016). Convergent relationship between
functional oral health literacy, oral health knowledge and
oral health behavior of some university students. Journal
o the Korea Convergence Society, 7(26), 69-75.
DOI:10.15207/JKCS.2016.7.2.069

[71S. M. Kim & H. S. Lee. (2015). Oral health belief and oral
health behavior of taxi driver in Jeollabuk—do. Journal of



A ojshge] el oigk g3kl 43

Dental Hygiene Science, 15(5), 542-50.
DOI:10.17135/jdhs.2015.15.5.542

[8] Y.B.Oh, H. S. Lee & S. N. Kim. (1994). Children " s
dental health behavior in relation to their mothers
socioeconomic factors and dental health beliefs. Journal
of Korean Academy Dental Helath, 18(1), 62-83.

[9] B. J. Jang. (2008). Study on relation between dental
health beliefs and dental health behavior in the high
grade students of elementary school. Journal of Dental
Hygiene Science, 8(3), 163-163.

[10] H S. Lee & G. S. Kim. (1999). Oral health behavior of
economically active women in Chollabuck do republic of
Korea:2. oral preventive behavior. Journal of Korean
Academy Dental Health, 23(3), 287-99.

[11] M. H Park, M. S. Lee & H. S. Lee. (2011). The effects
of oral health belief of elderly on oral health impact
profile in Daegu, Gyeongbuk Region. The Korean
Academy o dental Technology, 33(4), 391-402.

[12] S. U. Yoon & S. J. Jang. (2016). Covergent relationship
between oral health knowledge and oral health behavior
of health-related and health—unrelated majors university
students in some areas. Journal o the Korea
Convergence Society, 7(1), 97-104.

DOI : 10.15207/JKCS.2016.7.1.097

[13] H. M. Park. (2016). Effect of oral health beliefs and the
moderating effect of parents * oral health behavior on
oral health promotion behavior among adolescents. The
Korean Journal of Health Service Management, 10(2),
133-144.

DOI : 10.12811/kshsm.2016.10.2.133

[14] B. R Lee & Y. H Lee. (2017). Oral health beliefs and
oral health behaviors related factors of dental hygiene
students. Journal of Korean Society Dental Hygiene,
17(3), 431-440.

DOI : 10.13065/jksdh.2017.17.03.431

[15] M. N. Kim, D. S. Lim, M. H. Kim, A. R. Kim, S. L. Kim
& Y. S. Ahn. (2015). Effect of health belief factor on oral
health related behavior in pregnant woman. Journal of
Dental Hygiene Science, 152), 129-31.

DOI : 10.17135/jdhs.2015.15.2.129

[16] S. S. Kegeles.(1963). Why people seek dental care: A test
of a conceptual formulation. Journal of Health Hum
Behav, 4, 166-73.

[17] M K Jeong, Y. M. Kim & S. Y. Hong. (2011). A study
on the oral health behavior of some dental hygiene
students and other majors. Journal of Korean Society
Dental Hygiene, 11(5), 615-627.

[18] S. J. Jang. (2016). Convergent relationship between

functional oral health literacy, oral health knowledge and
oral health behavior of some university students.
Journal of the Korea Convergence society, 27(2), 69-75.
DOI : 10.15207/JKCS.2016

[19] M. G. Ji. (2008). A study on middle school students ~ oral
health belief and oral health practice. Journal of Korean
Academy Dental Hygiene Education, 8(4), 166-180.

[20] H. S. Lee. (199). Association between dental health
belief and dental health-related behavior in mothers and
childres. Journal of Korean Academy Dental Health,
2001), 11-30.

[21] H J. Lim, H J. Km & Y. S. Ahn. (2015). The impact of
health belief model in the middle and high school
students on oral health behaviors. Journal of Korean
Society Dental Hygiene, 15(1), 111-118.

DOI @ 10.13065/jksdh.2015.15.01.111

9] A o}(Sun—A Lim)

-20061d 24 AU gy
2] o] 87X o] FutA)

- 2005 39 ~ 2010 29 : A
et st 29T Zulg

2010 3€ ~ @A st
29188} Fage

TFARAS o v

- E-Mail : givesuna@nate.com

Aol :

Y



