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H 1. General characteristics
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Variables Category No %
Male 133 41.3

Gender Female 189 58.7
10~19 20 6.2
20~29 116 36.0

Age(year) 30~39 60 18.6
40~49 56 17.4
50< 70 21.7

Total 322 100.0

3.2. P THUYBE AISEE

F5u ASAEE XAo] 34.9%% 714 B

.9% FA&

N 33.5%, AEA&
=
o

Z12! 1. Use of oral hygiene devices

gargle agent
tongue brush
denture cleaner
denture brush
orthodontic brush
water pick
rubbur tip |l 0
automatic brush
end tuft

proxa brush
perio brush
super floss

dental floss

10.6%

33.5%

33.9%

34.2%

ATABA 7L QA oo} @R AHgolR B
= 1704 mlato] 40.5%, 39.7%= 71 o} 21}
ARg W AV} HESE FRIAEEA o
3k olz|oJ Bl AR AL E7F ottt 9l&A 3
e QAo He} AlGo K W 3~43]7} 67.7%
o} 59.8%2 714 ol FAH 2 ejgt 2oz
A3(p=0.001, 0.004), A&EH W& HHo|

M}J\
Q= S QlxojH 81, 8%, 2 AR 58.1%
2 9= A9 18.2%8) 41.9%E T -2l =

AtHp=0.000)(F 3).

EH 2. Comparison between subjective oral health condition and use of oral hygiene devices

Perceived presence x Use of present x°
Category

Yes No (p-value) Yes No (p-value)
Good 63(28.6) 17(16.7) 6.392 35(19.6) 58(40.6) 8.276
Moderate 77(35.0) 36(35.3) (0.041) 73(40.8) 40(28.0) (0.016)
Poor 80(36.4) 49(48.0) ’ 71(39.7) 45(31.5) ’
Total 102(100.0) 220(100.0) 179(100.0) 143(100.0)
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EH 3. Comparison between oral health care and use of oral hygiene devices

Perceived presence x? Use of present x?
Variables

Yes No (p-value) Yes No (p-value)
Treatment time(month)
<1 89(40.5) 38(37.3) 7.053 71(39.7) 56(39.2) 2.658
1~5 49(22.3) 20(19.6) (0.070) 38(21.2) 31(21.7) (0.447)
6~11 32(14.5) 8(7.8) 18(10.1) 22(15.4)
12 < 50(22.7) 36(35.3) 52(29.1) 34(23.8)
Frequency of
tooth brushing
1~2 51(23.2) 45(44.1) 14.952 64(35.8) 32(22.4) 10.858
3~4 149(67.7) 52(51.0) (0.001) 107(59.8) 94(65.7) (0.004)
5 < 20(9.1) 5(4.9) 8(4.5) 17(11.9)
Education experience
of tooth brushing
Yes 180(81.8) 46(45.1) 44,906 104(58.1) 122(85.3) 28.135
No 40(18.2) 56(54.9) (0.000) 75(41.9) 21(14.7) (0.000)

EH 4. Comparison between dental treatments and use of oral hygiene devices

o (no) Perceived presence x? Use of present x?
ategory(no,

9o Yes No (p-value) Yes No (p-value)
Preservative tx.(109) 74(67.9) 35(32.1) 0.014(0.905) 71(64.2) 39(35.8) 4.971(0.026)
Periodontal tx.(79) 52(65.8) 27(34.2) 0.302(0.582) 38(48.1) 41(51.9) 2.378(0.123)
Prosthetic tx.(38) 24(63.2) 14(36.8) 0.531(0.466) 21(55.3) 17(44.7) 0.002(0.966)
Orthodontic tx.(34) 26(76.5) 8(23.5) 1.166(0.280) 11(32.4) 23(67.6) 8.314(0.004)
Implant tx.(28) 25(89.3) 3(10.7) 6.227(0.013) 12(42.9) 16(57.1) 2.014(0.156)
Cold teeth tx.(12) 5(41.7) 7(58.3) 4.092(0.043) 10(83.3) 2(16.7) 3.886(0.049)
Scaling(58) 40(69.0) 18(31.0) 0.013(0.908) 33(56.9) 25(43.1) 0.049(0.825)

3.5. TEYE FTUYEE AMSEE  (p=0.004), ZATAT}F JRE 1092 AL et

WRE4Y 47&%*@%% AR AT s AL sHiete B0 REoR 77
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16.
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12! 2. Use of recommended oral hygiene devices
for patient with periodontal diseases

153

12! 4. Use of recommended oral hygiene devices
for patient with orthodontic problems

pt. of periodotal diseases

automatic tooth brush
perio tooth brush
rubber tip

end tuft

super floss
dental floss 35.4%
gargle agent 27.8%
water pick

proxa brush 44.3%

pt. of orthodontic

rubber tip | 0%

gargle agent 47.1%
water pick
proxa brush

64.7%

orhodontic brush 82.4%

ool % *‘<28 9%), ¥ LN(23.7%) 59| 0|
Sthad 3).

b3

J18! 3. Use of recommended oral hygiene devices
for patient with prosthesis

Z12! 5. Use of recommended oral hygiene devices
for patient with dental implant

pt. of prosthesis

denture cleaner | 0
dental brush
end tuft

super floss

dental floss 28.9%

gargle agent 23.7%
water pick

proxa brush 31.6%

pt. of dental implant

end tuft

super floss | o

dental floss

gargle agent 46.4%
water pick | O

proxa brush 50%
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Abstract

Comparison study of oral health care and
dental treatments about the use of oral hygiene
devices among the patients

Hyung-Suk Lee, Young-Sun Kim
Department of Dental Hygiene, Daegu Health College

Keywords: Oral health care, oral hygiene device, dental treatments

This study has been performed for patients who visited dental clinic in Daegu and kyungpook

area. The oral health care, dental treatments about the use of oral hygiene devices were obtained

through self-administering questionnaires from 1 to 30, August, 2006.

The obtained results were as follows:

1.

The average percent of using dental floss was 34.2%, followed by interproximal brush was
33.9%, mouthrinse was 33.5%, electric toothbrush was 19.6%, orthodontic brush was 10.6%, and

tongue cleaner was 10.2%.

. Poor to perceive oral health was 36.4% in the patients who perceived oral hygiene device, and

there was statistically significant difference (p<0.05). Moderate to perceive oral health was
40.8% in the patients who using oral hygiene device, and there was also statistically significant

difference (p<0.05).

.In the patients who 3 or 4 times toothbrushing a day, the average percent of perceived oral

hygiene device was 67.7%, and the average percent of using oral hygiene device was 59.8%
(p<0.05). In the patients who had experience of toothbrush education, the average percent of
perceived oral hygiene device was 81.8%, and the average percent of using oral hygiene device

was 58.1% (p<0.05).

. The average percent of perceived oral hygiene device was 67.9% in dental implant treated

patient, and was 69.0% in patients with cold teeth (p<0.05). The average percent of using oral
hygiene device was 64.2% in prosthesis treated patient, and was 83.3% in patients with cold
teeth (p<0.05). The average percent of non-using oral hygiene device was 67.6% in orthodontic

treated patient (p<0.05).
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5.In patient with periodontal disease, the average percent of using interproximal brush was
44.3%, followed by dental floss was 35.4%, mouthrinse was 27.8%, and electric toothbrush was
21.5%. In prosthesis treated patient, the average percent of using interproximal brush was
31.6%, followed by dental floss was 28.9%, and mouthrinse was 23.7%. In orthodontic treated
patient, the average percent of using orthodontic brush was 82.4%, followed by interproximal
brush was 64.7%, and mouthrinse was 47.1%. In dental implant treated patient, the average per-
cent of using interproximal brush was 50.0%, followed by mouthrinse was 46.4%, and dental
floss was 25.0%.



