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ABSTRACT

Objectives : The purpose of this study was to examine the satisfaction level
of dental hygiene students with their major and clinical practice in an effort
to have a good understanding of dental hygiene students, The subjects in this
study were 226 juniors who were selected from among dental hygiene students
at four different colleges located in Busan and South Gyeongnam Province,
Methods : The collected data were analyzed by the SPSS WIN 15,0, Statistical
data on frequency and percentage were obtained to figure out the general
characteristics of the students, To grasp their satisfaction level with clinical
practice and major, another statistical data on mean and standard deviation
were obtained, and t—test and one—way ANOVA were carried out and correlation
analysis and multiple regression analysis,

Results @ As for the relationship between general characteristics and
satisfaction with clinical practice, their collective average was 3.29. The dental
hygiene students who were more satisfied with their major expressed higher
satisfaction with the practicums, the content of practice and clinical practice,
In relation to the impact of the satisfaction of the dental hygiene students
with major on their satisfaction with clinical practice, the students who were
more satisfied with social awareness and with the courses expressed better
satisfaction with clinical practice,

Conclusions : Given the findings of the study, the departments of dental hygiene
that nurture professionals should carefully consider how to raise the satisfaction
of students with the courses that affect the improvement of satisfaction with
major and clinical practice,

Keyword : satisfaction with clinical practice, satisfaction with major, the
department of dental hygiene
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Table 1. The general characteristics of the students

Classification N %

20 75 33.2
Age 21 14 50.4
22 or older 37 16.4
Al mater Academic high school 178 78.8
Vocational high school 48 21.2
Christian 33 14.6

Catholic 12 5.3

Religion Buddhist 64 28.3
Not religious 12 49.6

The others b} 2.2

GPA 2.0 or less 1 0.4

. . GPA 2,0~2.9 32 14.2
Acadernic standing GPA 3,0~39 151 66.8
GPA 4.0 or more 42 18.6

Because of high school grades 14 6.2

L . Because of aptitude or hobby 9 4.0
Motivation of choosing Because of the high employment rate 141 62.4

the department of dental

. Because of advice from others(parents,
hygiene

teachers, etc,) 56 2.8
The others 6 2.7
Total 226 100.0
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Table 2. The characteristics of clinical practice and employment

Classification N %
Region where one Special §1ty . 1o 6.6
underwent. clinical Metropolitan city 90 39.8
. Province/city 119 52.7
practice County/subcounty 2 0.9
Dental clinic 204 474
Institution where one Dental hospital 100 23.3
underwent clinical General hospital 9 2.1
practice™ Universal hospital 85 19.8
Public dental clinic 32 7.4
Dental clinic 74 32.7
o Dental hospital 106 46.9
;T;Zuif%f e General hospitel 15 6.6
Universal hospital 21 9.3
Public dental clinic 10 4.4
The reason why one Yearly salary o8 2.1
Possible to work on a long—term basis 53 23.5
hopes to work for the .
above—mentioned Working hour; . 2 12.4
institution Welfare benefits like a leave 53 23.5
The others 34 15.0
Total 226 100.0
* Multiple response
9.3%, %—Jﬂé% 6.6, K% 4.4% o)l HY Sg7IE WY 328, WGARI 313, %141%& 312 08

o] Mgl 0] 6= olxo] 25 TR 71 Wko.
L} W7} %Z] 23.5%, 71} 15,00, T25-A17F
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Table 3. Satisfaction level with major

3.5. € 2ol =

o
2h A 3 E4 o
Hh QAPUGASE} B9t
Aol 9= ST AP
[e) /\%

= OlA
|_D°

O

2} Sk (Table 4).

Classification Mean SD Min Max
General satisfaction 3.41 0.71 117 5.00
Satisfaction with social awareness 3.72 0.68 1.83 5.00
Satisfaction with the courses 3.36 0.70 1.33 5.00
Sat1§fact19n with professor—student 345 0.79 100 5.00
relationship
Satisfaction with major 3.01 0.58 2.17 4,89
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Table 4, Satisfaction level with clinical practice

STt xpat

Classification Mean SD Min Max
Satisfaction with the practicums 3.86 0.52 2.00 5.00
Satisfaction with the content of practice 3.12 0.65 117 4.67
Satisfaction with guidance of practice 3.28 0.63 1.33 5,00
Satisfaction with environments of practice 3.44 0.58 2.00 4.75
Satisfaction with time of practice 3.13 0.92 1.00 5.00
Satisfaction with evaluation of practice 2.98 0.75 1.00 5.00
Satisfaction with clinical practice 3.29 0.45 2.10 4,33
T wokoyt AR o R foRt Aol (sl F(r=235, p{.001), AFAITE(=301, p<.001), A5
(Table 5). HEE(r=148, p(.05), “Le]al QPSS (=353, p<.001)
oF FAACE fofgk 44 *J HOIG}, wepA 2
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Table 5. Relationship between general characteristics and satisfaction with clinical practice

Classification N Mean SD P
Academic high school 178 3.27 0.43
Alma mater o ional high school 48 3.37 0.49 0.14
Christian/Catholic 45 3.28 0.48
Religion Buddhist/The others 69 3.28 0.42 0.931
Not religious 12 3.30 0.45
Academi GPA 2.9 or less 33 3.25 0.53
Standi ¢ GPA 3.0~3.9 151 3.28 0.41 0,402
e GPA 4.0 or more 42 3.37 0.49
Motivation of Because of the high employment 141 3.28 0.45
choosing the rate
depertment, of Because  of  advice  from 56 336 0.46 0.360
dental hyeien others(parents, teachers, etc.)
el WBIERE e others 29 3.24 0,40
Dental clinic/
Institution that Public dental clinic & 3.4 0.46
one hopes to Dental hospital 106 3.24 0.44 0.241
work for Gengral hospital/ ~ Universal % 334 0,42
hospital
Total 226 3.29 0.45
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Table 6. Relationship between satisfaction with major and satisfaction with clinical practice

. . Satisfaction . . Satisfaction Satisfaction Satisfaction . .
Satisfaction . Satisfaction . . ) Satisfaction
e . with the . with with with . L.
Classification with the with . . . with clinical
. content of . environment practice evaluation .
practicums . guidance . . . practice
practice s of practice time of practice
General 0.401" 019" 0,110 0,123 0.347" 0189 0.312"
satisfaction
Satisfacti ith - = .
S action W 0.3%6 0,226 0,210 0.235 0,301 0,148 0.353
social awareness
Satisfacti ith " "
1saction Wl 0.336 0.279 0,232 0.205 0.364 0.215 0.392
the courses
Satisfaction with
professor— student 0.355 0.212 0.216 0.124 0.354 0.240 0.349
relationship
f’na;?jra"“on it 0,461 0.969 0.92 0.211 0.411 0.932 0,422

Statistically significant differences by pearson correlation coefficient at  p<,05, p<OL,  p<.001

)T QPPAEUER (=30, p(00D2 BARORE §O  QPUSUEEIL Rou, Q) woE, el A
A ATEAS Hgon, ASEAUSIE BANS  PUREL B04% AGuuNE ASWENE, A
2 RO ATRAS Rol gk wlebd WS B AmHE, ASRANE, NSNS, AW, 9
HES BANEC] £24% AGEUNE ASUEH  AUSISEL Roul, AREC] £24% Hgui
%, SRS, AGANE, AETRIE, 0T o Fl AGRGNE, ASAmNE, AN, U45E
HUGUEES 7 ehdeRTable 6) W, 100 QRIS T S debekTabie 6

AAA R Heges AT (=461, p(.001)

B AGUHETEG=260, pCo0D), AgAEREE(=222, 3.7, TEUUFEZI} UMMEET0| O|X|=
p{OD), ARFEHINIE(=211, pCoD), AHARRE (=411, A5k
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Table 7. The impact of satisfaction with major on satisfaction with clinical practice

Satisfaction with clinical practice

Classification

b B t o)
General satisfaction —-0.007 —-0.011 —0.124 0.902
Satisfaction with social awareness 0.130 0.199 2,464* 0.015
Satisfaction with the courses 0.153 0.239 2,898 0.004
Satl;factlgn with  professor—  student 0,067 0,119 1513 0,132
relationship
R2 0.202
F 13.980
) (0.000)

Tpd05,  pdol, T pdoot
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