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ABSTRACT

Objectives: This study provides basic data for developing practical teaching methods enabling
efficient execution of the dental hygiene care process. Methods: A total of 197 dental hygiene
students experienced in dental hygiene care process in Gwangju and Jeonnam were surveyed
from June 1 to August 30, 2019 to study their class flow, professors-student relationships,
and class satisfaction level. Post survey, statistical analysis was performed using frequency
analysis, independent t-test, Pearson's correlation analysis, and multiple regression analysis.
Results: 1. Class flow was high in three lecturers (3.56), four hours per week (3.39), and four
hours per week (3.94). Class satisfaction was high in three lecturers (3.99) and four hours per
week (3.90) (p<0.05). 2. There was a positive correlation between class flow and professor-
student relationship (r=0.519), class flow and class satisfaction (r=0.566), and professor-student
relationship and class satisfaction (r=0.838) (p<0.01). 3. The factors influencing class flow were
the number of lecturers (=0.442), class hours per week (3=-0.397), and class satisfaction
(B=0.385). Conclusions: Apart from finding ways to improve class satisfaction for class flow in
the dental hygiene care process, efforts are required to increase the number of lecturers and
class hours per week for efficient class management. Further research is needed to develop
practical teaching methods.

J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2020;20(1):63-71 https://doi.org/10.13065/jksdh.20200007 pISSN : 2287-1705 eISSN : 2288-2294
Copyright © 2020 by Journal of Korean Society of Dental Hygiene. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution Non-Commercial License(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0)



o

e
ol Ael
oo

Aet6HAIZ A

L

I

At 2= 7571 o
A

3,971
2

Tof

=

]

=

=22

A

)

3]
A=l 827K =, 2|1t

A

)

Rl

A}

34

Al
Aol = 809601 T

}

S
T

2

=
=

Q%

2 232

19178321217 (dental hygiene care process)°]gt %] 9]
)] AA

Key Words: Care, Dental hygiene, Flow, Relationship, Satisfaction
A

ME

64 + J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2020;20(1):63-71

Gt T H W
o oor B e we X
o H = o Nr =
i N b o X
ojy T+ & NH wlﬁ
70 B w_.r_mu <
o Al B o7 B
Nlo T i oI o]
or o T u! =
31 T o o o =
< ooz o I+ =
®  oF I Uo T m
—_— e (o]
5 @ SN W g
= q_,mro = W
o o Yy
< RN 3
‘o =) 3
~a of oy B
x 2 B o
= & uj
=X ERGS n_EH; =0 w
T W w o
 XTH oM
oF o off NF )
A X
= ol e EEN
= 0y x
ijo :_E E X
r w F oL B) «Jn
= ERICY T or
® Tgr X
of N5z B
A .mm = N ! ol
OT ulal .../w.,n* EHl EE
= R o0 ) [T}
S
it 3% o =
s g% %
" o ® A or B
O_ _L_l nvMO __O_l .mﬂ .NL
R U PE DR
H . %" o & L
o Y T o 5% T 7§ B

oo o% o ™ o% N

T

o
i

15

s

=l

Q
ol F

2jo] v of
ERSRE

Eay

=]

2 shPol The- &
[e]

1217171 9)

o

0]
H= H
QDR REEE

FA

o

kel

|

T

=

=
9=

3 25, 7
T

=
=l

o
i

ST

74e) o)

1

7z

o] 2A2(10], 27} gl11e 3
1.

8
A
et

=

1

kel

[e)

o

]—O

fis

7] °
S

T

TR 0] 3t
193t} Deshields[12]+= o

=41
L=\-L
Sigs

o]

o

i 3
e

]

0] AH14,15]011A R}t

73
2k 2o

| 37

o

A
T

o}

A
S A

27, 3
Tof

o
=

2| P EagolM F2 wEIpgo|H tf

}.

=

o
ZA

|

.

=

9] 7]

oilA
A

L=

siick

5

}

L

708 ZAREII) 1ol chstile)

H
}o

H
o

=]

https://doi.org/10.13065/jksdh.20200007




ttestol] o

+

=

of| ARg-
1727g0]{ct AEZAL

1A} 2019 6% 14 RE

S|

Hx

=~

H
L

folojAg

=
AL
T

°

Al

sigton,
A7

Q-

o

=

[e)

%

ol ApE 0z
o] 21098 A7 4%

=4

]_z

A
pul

- FEo| / xl9l4(
85

1
&
Al

SEDE

=

=32
S

o

=

iy

20905

3l

8

A o] 274
0.05,7

felrz

o

St} AT A 4= Gpower 3.1.9.2 program ©|

o

a737]0.5,

Sopgoz

s

15

S

~ I .L_/ .I
o % o o ™ H YT R ™ O ] =
z SRR eB2R ¢
TE TTTEUEEE D 2
iy % Y o B A o
& o e 80 e 2 : i
G TR EETY B =
n _,AA- —= ~ N [e)
op o ﬂm% iy ﬁ o Lm o 3 T
11 R
ﬂ_tq B Ak oo phy © s = 5, 3
T T KT LR T = M e
wm‘m TR TR R TR £ oy
EH omma&i aLL_L%ﬁmmm w
Bn IF nr 89 e w W oo B >
olo 4 = B rW 0° To = N wo _n_u%o i m
w5 B anmw_mluoiulll
oo oF o = X B o
] ) of oo LR Ll = =)
< M.ﬂ ol X m_. NS = W_M WT X =N g
a7 bt _—
,‘m_A_.mMm n.NWme_.:ﬂommemﬂl.M\rq:k.__uWo m
Nio ,ﬂw\ =0 %O B T S B m | ol .
T o THETRETEER Y 3
0B Mﬂziumu.mwﬂﬂﬂ =
B LETeEIrTE g z
b g o R I N =2 S
=2 RXLEHEILER L -
E_E%). M_.W“Emﬂ%ﬁ% B 7
Nrtqm ﬁﬂmuﬁﬁmw@%&m% :
i Lm h._- 8e _w_m._ of XL o] o H B .hnma 1D| g
MEH._._m umﬂﬂuﬁ;quﬂMMOAme %
wnmdh_% wﬂaﬂMﬂomFﬂumonlﬂ;CM =
oﬂmmw L_Lm._LMMaﬂn&mﬂHWMLmH% s
— o X i~ ° N <Kk 1:_ <1 W =0 o 2
Y _l_l e N nA_ﬁ_o qw_.u.mmup
T o B ol g i e e 5 BIOE
TEiHEeellizg2iT R g
X Mo _l_l of X o H S T o of E| &2 Troar
S :.%muaa%moﬂm&w_tmk )
Sz B om o Lk Foowr IR g £ IH
SHMLZ%GI.E;J@.&__%JME@Mm &Em
of o] file) ~
w%c n__HJ .MV_O Bt B hd A__l D_.\_ nA___vn_ .__Hy.oﬂ_ .A_l X m

z}o] H]
1A} mof& -2 A (Pearson's

gic

kit

0O

https://doi.org/10.13065/jksdh.20200007

0]

=

]—_'l

p -

CHE3] 7 24 (Multiple regression analysis)-2-

o

ooh] 9]

=
=

w49
ek

3

= A

°

O 2 LjER T Table 1>.

L

0.05=

a
P

AZ O

T

(50.8%), 4A17+978(49.29%)2)

i9ick BE £ 5o

4

9

100

iy

[S)

s

1. AChARO] U 7
ey 4 Al 192 Z3AE 4% 13075(66.0%), 3789 A 6778(34.0%)°1 2

2 A

Al




66 + J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2020;20(1):63-71

Table 1. The general characteristics of the subjects

Characteristics Division N %
Type of school College 9 50.3
University 98 49.7
The number of instructors One person 130 66.0
Three people 67 34.0
Class hours / 1 week 3 hours 100 50.8
4 hours 97 49.2

U] EXJof| 2 44 5Q]) WY A, S AR =S v Wt At pAGAL = A =9, w5t
A THA|, A= B qoot 2o| & LR £ AEUoIA A7AE 4= 19(3.31) Eet 3H(3.56), 4>

S A 179 (3.75) 20} 38 (4.00), U= 178 (3.67) 50} 3% (3.99)2] - Bt = kH(p<0.00). 155 4
AP 24-8PY A= 4A17H3.94)0] 3ARHI 73R}, £ URHE= 4417H3.90)0] 3ARH3.67) 2Tt EAA
O 2 FOJ5IA| EOHp<0.05), A=A SAH 0= {23k 2fol= §lglTTable 2>.

Table 2. Class flow, instructor-student relationship, class satisfaction to general characteristics
Unit: Mean=®SD

Instructor-student

Characteristics Division Class flow . . Class satisfaction
relationship
Type of school College 3.3310.60 3.781+0.55 3.721+0.61
University 3.47+£0.56 3.8910.58 3.8510.64
t (p) -1.709 (0.089) -1.410 (0.160) -1.490 (0.138)
The numberof  One person 3.31+0.60 3.75+0.54 3.6710.61
instructors Three people 3.5610.51 4.00+0.58 3.9940.60
t() -2.960 (0.003) -2.995 (0.004) -3.418 (0.001)
Class hours / 3 hours 3.40%0.56 3.73%+0.55 3.671+0.64
1 week 4 hours 3.391+0.61 3.941+0.56 3.90£0.60
t (p) 0.108 (0.914) -2.634 (0.009) -2.657 (0.009)
‘by t-test

3 EEo] S B Ant A 82U wa-sY BA|(=0.519,
R0.01), A EJTH S ATEE (=0.566, p<0.01), 245y THAR} S ATEE (=0.838, p<0.01)°llA] Y]
A7 LFER T Table 3>.

Table 3. Correlation between class flow, instructor-student relationship, class satisfaction

Division Class flow Insu“uct‘or-stu‘dent Class satisfaction
relationship

Class flow 1

Instructor-student relationship 0.519" 1

Class satisfaction 0.566" 0.838" 1

"p<0.01 by pearson's correlation analysis
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Table 4. Factors affecting of class flow

Division B SE B t p
Constant 1.401 0.232 6.038 <0.001
Type of school -0.124 0.099 -0.106 -1.244 0.215
(university=1)

The number of instructors 0.542 0.143 0.442 3.780 <0.001
(one person=1)

Class hours / 1 week -0.461 0.100 -0.397 -4.595 <0.001
(3 hours=1)

Instructor-student relationship 0.186 0.107 0.180 1.744 0.083
Class satisfaction 0.367 0.097 0.385 3.798 <0.001

F=25.325, p<0.05, R*=0.399, adj. R*=0.383, DW=1.883
"by multiple regression analysis

A IR SARCE RolstRlan(F=25.325 p0.05), BFRPe] ¥ 38.3%0|Uch
Durbin-Watson A7g7l-= 1.8832-2 2P|t /do] @31, VIFE 100131 ¥} glo] ths34d/dol €l
+ 2108 s Qi) 24 5ol FFE vIxls 8912 £ AGAF(3-0442), 3 S AAI(3=0.397), 4
AREE(3=0.385)2 A ATHp<0.05).
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