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Table 1. The path of learning about sedation therapy and factors related to decision to get the therapy Unit ; N(%)

Sedation therapy Division N %

Dental office 101 49.5

Word of mouth 69 33.8

Internet 15 1.4

Path of learning Kindergarten 11 5.4
Mass media 6 2.9

Others 2 1.0

Total 204 100.0

The child is young 124 42.3

The child is too afraid 55 18.8

There are many teeth to be treated 47 16.0

Factors related to decision To adjust the number of visits 33 1.3
to get the therapy’ Recommended by the dentistry 24 8.2
For behavior management 9 3.1

Others 1 0.3

Total 293 100.0

a Dichotomy group tabulated at value 1, * The multitudes an answer
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Table 2. Anxiety about sedation therapy and reasons for the anxiety Unit ; N(%)
Sedation therapy Division N %
Feel 98 48.0
Anxiety Moderate 73 35.8
Not feel 33 16.2
Total 204 100.0
The child is young 95 33.0
Worry about side effects 90 31.3
Reason” Worry about recovery of consciousness 74 25.7
Worry about the blunting of intellectual abilities 22 7.6
Others 7 2.4
Total 288 100.0
a Dichotomy group tabulated at value 1, * The multitudes an answer
Table 3. Awareness of the types of sedation therapy Unit ; N(%)
Division* N %
Inhalation sedation 154 53.3
Oral administration 40 13.8
Rectal administration 3 1.0
Intravenous injection 74 25.6
Intramuscular injection 15 5.2
Administration through nasal cavity 3 1.0
Total 289 100.0

a Dichotomy group tabulated at value 1, * The multitudes an answer
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Table 4. Satisfaction with sedation therapy according to gender and age Unit; M£+D

Sex Age
AR P- Less Over P-
Division
Male Female value than 48 48 value
(n=94) (n=110) months months
(n=99) (n=105)

Choice of sedation therapy 4141060 414071  0.998 4.16+065 4.13£0.67 0.760
The stationing of an anesthetist 460%£054 450+062 0.236 455060 454%+057 0.877
One time completion of treatment 437+£069 4.32+0.72 0.630 438+067 4.31£0.74 0.544
Cost of treatment 3.11£0.82 296+0.88 0.230 3.05+£0.88 3.01£0.84 0.729
Duration of treatment 3.63+0.83 3.59+0.80 0.757 3.66+0.83 3.57%0.80 0.451
Waiting time 3.79£0.69 3.62£0.77 0.102 3.74£0.73 3.67£0.75 0.489
Contents of treatment 3.90+0.73 3.74%£0.75 0.128 3.82+0.71 3.81+0.77  0.931
Intentiontoget treatment continuously 355+1.09 3.58+1.01 0.839 3.65+1.06 350%1.04 0.329
Intention to recommend treatment 3.92+0.80 3.83+0.81 0.416 3.94+0.74 3.81%£0.86 0.279
Cautions 419£0.63 4.11£053 0.310 410£0.56 4.19£0.59 0.209
Prior perception 3.98+0.80 3.69+0.92 0.018 3.65+1.02 3.99+0.67 0.005

o N aFEE 240 AEE v o1t
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Table 5. Correlation between sedation therapy and satisfaction

Division 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
‘| -
2 0.457* -
3 0.547"  0.491™ -
4 0.325™  0.170°  0.209" -
5 0.602"* 0.320™ 0.435™ 0.476™ -
6 0.461™* 0297 0.333" 0.409™ 0717 -
7 0.543" 0394 0.499™ 0.403" 055" 0.533" -
8 0.440% 0227 0.378™ 0.270* 0.344" 0.391" 0.391* -
9 0.577" 0277 0.424™ 0360 0.396" 0.406™ 0.475" 0687 -
10 0.259™ 0.218™ 0.168° 0.234" 0.284" 0.234™ 0.194™ 0214 0.288™ -
1 -0.025 -0.153" -0.144* -0.025 -0.084 -0.053 0.005 0047 0087  0.053 -

*Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed)
**Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)
1. Choice of sedation therapy 2. The stationing of an anesthetist 3. One time completion of treatment 4.
Cost of treatment 5. Duration of treatment 6. Waiting time 7. Contents of treatment 8. Intentiontoget treat-
ment continuously 9. Intention to recommend treatment 10. Cautions 11. Prior perception
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Abstract

On the awareness and satisfaction of parents with
sedation therapy of children visiting
pediatric dentistry

Hee-Hong Min - Mi-Ra Lee* - Min-Gyeong Ji*
Dept. of Dental Hygiene, Daejeon Health Sciences College
'Dept. of Dental Hygiene, Jeonbuk Health Science College

Key words : awareness, parents, pediatric dentistry, satisfaction, sedation therapy

In pediatric dentistry, sedation therapy is one of methods for managing children’s
behavior, and various types of sedation therapy are being used. Thus, this study surveyed
the awareness of and satisfaction with sedation therapy in 204 parents who visited the
Pediatric Dentistry using a self—administered questionnaire during the period from June
to December 2008 in order to get information necessary in behavior management for

pediatric patients, and obtained results as follows.

1. The most common path of learning about sedation therapy was dentistry (49.5%), and
the most common reason for choosing sedation therapy was The child was young’
(42.3%), which was followed by ‘The child is too afraid (18.8%), ‘There are many
teeth to be treated (16.0%), ‘To adjust the number of visits (11.3%), and ‘For behav-

ior management (3.1%).

2. Most of the parents felt anxiety about sedation therapy, and the reasons for the
anxiety were The child was young (33.0%), ‘Worry about side effects’ (31.3%),
‘Worry about recovery of consciousness (25.7%), ‘Worry about the blunting of intel—
lectual abilities’ (7.6%), and others (2.4%).

3. Satisfaction with sedation therapy was higher in men than in women, and was high
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in order of ‘Stationing of an anesthetist, ‘One time completion of treatment , and
‘Cautions.” Statistically significant difference was observed between men and women

only in question “Have you ever heard about sedation therapy?” (p=0.018).

4. According to age, satisfaction with sedation therapy was highest in parents whose
child was less than 48 months old. Satisfaction was high in order of ‘Stationing of
an anesthetist,’ ‘One time completion of treatment , and ‘Cautions,” ‘Choice of
sedation therapy , and statistically significant difference was observed according to

age only in question “Have you ever heard about sedation therapy? (P=0.005),

5. Positive correlation was observed among questions on satisfaction with sedation

therapy.

In the survey on the awareness of and satisfaction with sedation therapy in parents
visiting the dentistry, awareness and satisfaction were generally high with regard to the
parents choice of sedation therapy, but many of the parents answered that they chose
sedation therapy and felt anxiety because their child was young.

The results of this study need to be considered for behavior management in pediatric

dentistry and there should be systematic education and promotion of sedation therapy.
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