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Conclusions :

to have negative feelings for the practice,
In order to provide the best clinical practice contents to the dental hygiene
students, it is important to prepare the best combination of the contents, learning management
system, and the assessment tool in the classroom,

Objectives : The purpose of this study is to investigate the influencing factors on attitude,
satisfaction and stress in clinical practice in dental hygiene students,
Methods : The subjects were 304 dental hygiene students living in Suwon, The data were
collected from 2012 to 2013 by a self-reported questionnaire, The data were analyzed using SPSS,
Results : Clinical practice showed good results in attitude, satisfaction and stress than that
in the classroom, Satisfaction in the classroom practice was proportional to clinical practice, The
contents, learning management system, and the assessment tool in the classroom influenced on
the dental clinical practice, As the dental clinic practice became stressful, the students tended

E—mail : jangme68@hanmail.net
Key Words : clinical practice, attitude, satisfaction, stress
Qs FolHlE, 2EdS, UEE
AE Rt W= Aol vt s s ffet A
ok 713815 Al ¢ AEF S5A Y AgAlitol I
AP} WS A L FRA oA A2 EAe] A StekaL sk,
< A8 YT 4= Qe AR EeE ekt 9L A A1yt ws opolal= AltehE bt 2]
ong Sy Aol sz 2 9l HAIA ool AA F5, Aeek 915=0] sy 5o A
ol o] L-ogg]ofof g}, o] A= O‘OE’?) AR kg o R of el A
2] QA TLe] WIHTAL- o] 2T} Al 07 o]Fo]A 9l o & sfdsfioF gtk &% & A drrdeEs
O] &3} AlZ+0] H|- 8L ] QA WL AT 7} 7)Z20tof| A 50:50 FEAZ17] SIgt 2|9 e] Ak af ARG L
o ARt e, nlEA QB A TSl 995 (2004) AT oR FEEh
oflAl= 2P| 7|2 PA S-S X 9P HAEe] 8tA ¢ WSS 3] 5 Shal Wof A A= Ao
o] fgt BA Aol BEAAG Egtafof sl weapge]  APEAMIAS, ATARSI S, QPHEA S, AHA

Copyright(©2014 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/3.0/), which permits unrestricted non—commercial use, distribution, and reproduction in medium, provided the original work is properly cited,




J Korean
Soc Dent Hyg 2014 ; 14(3) : 407-15

408

L

ﬂﬁﬂMoMﬁoaﬂLﬂoE

nﬁ#%&ﬂ%ﬁ 2
S ol — T s

2%%%“%%1 e <k %mm_mon__/umm.lmoﬂouu
ﬂlﬂﬂﬂjﬂ@]ﬂlﬁﬂ 3T = ™~ ‘_OL;ODT_D‘__/MWO#E%M.,\...QO

2 0 % g R o o & P W S,_omuliﬁnfunﬂlb :
22 ik c R HT B y 1o BT < £ T 4
ﬂz,%mmle,;ua@ T = u,%otmmo%wmaoﬁﬂﬁuﬁoréuu%mmwmmﬂiﬂoé
EMW%%%m& - 5 W%¢%®%¢%@%WQ£WﬂﬂMﬁ@

] ﬂﬁmwﬂMﬁz,mg o i AL,EHﬂnuaﬂ%demﬁAﬂ?pwnmmo

= = i %o B o ~ Hlo R N Nl s ‘J,A .Eoﬂul.wr - B

20 sg%ﬂm%sw 5o S E © L9 & T

t+ %moﬁhm@m_ew%rww o uo%uewmmoE%ﬁﬂw,]%umm‘Wmﬁgﬂ%

—~ ~‘|7..J|1_. 0 O — = r|117r| < .

5 LT EEREEY Py mwwww%%gwmw@%%QWWEE
TabtZTael = o nh B R e Cra ez el
luo%ﬂme%w.z}o Sigh S R B %oy Mo H e F o E
a@wﬁoﬂm@&maﬁw w _uomo_L,%Lﬁ_xeﬁuhmﬁﬂ,mwmufmﬂnﬂmo%

— o_a J)J o 08 xr | E@ < lr_u WIW OT_ E.‘ ol ﬂa Bo m =nl 73 o A ~ ﬂm hﬁ \_E oR =W
L.uLlﬂ|1r53 e 0o RIE R~ 0
W EEELEERGn ook %oa%w%m%m%mw&aq}amw
ur._u%@ﬁﬁﬂmﬁ%zoge _.T,Aﬂo Eﬁﬂ.jéntE_OMMLL%%%WZ#%,HWWMLMO
_.T_,Tjuté}_ﬂ_,oamwﬁ. = Ar @m..roﬂoéuiﬁj X Eﬂlmlxuﬂmm@
qu,.qxé o] & H = % S _Lo%lkoﬂomu@‘ T oA noE s
E@mg%?m@ﬁm _._.ﬂpfrﬂ.wﬁ%hsueuaouz?x;u,_oﬂqoﬂj SN
RS ETELEE o @%1%ams.kzéﬂaﬁ S % w
:A_l ﬂL O o file) ;OL MuL == .m.M -~ e} il Lﬂ_ zr| ﬁu - J | r jatl
~— _ﬂnﬂMHAHoE;ﬂoL%MNﬂ @N_H_._7AWMMOW__/IRMOWO}MEENEdIzﬂWMWHmA MWU&DWLKW&_M
f = _— o8 B o- XEON T NG
©F zbwwmmgw@y%m@w@ﬁ%%W£4%@%
%&ﬁr%@nﬂa . ﬂéﬂdu.w%wﬁmﬁ .,_ooﬁﬁ%WﬂfrEwo_éi
ol il sl so oy Bl oo T o e e Mwﬂ%#go%ﬂ
pELET T PELLIRTIEE 3 sEEREREY
T Mo mm © o S TOWE ®T w0 “
Eﬂozﬁge omeﬂnmﬂiﬂﬂ_ﬂc_el T EERSIRRE OB
=By E ormﬂluHrwﬂao_%érmoﬂﬂﬂu'ﬁﬁJﬂloﬂ% =TT o
ﬁrmmSWMﬂu‘.ﬂo%ﬁVﬂﬁoéﬂrﬁ%@ﬁ@ﬂr%%%%ﬁ A%@wgmﬁ% I An R B TS
%WW%M%%M%QW%%;%éﬂ%mﬁmﬁ% ﬁwe%ﬂ,wﬂr ﬂﬂ%%gé‘ﬁ mﬁmmgﬁmww
1ocj%ﬂ_ofu%uﬂiwx%acgmquorﬁﬂaEMdVomﬂmw%o S =P T A oo ®
wﬁéuﬁéunﬂAT@ﬁﬁqu ,A,_EENE_EE”HAV%MBHroaﬁ,%ﬂﬂ ﬁﬁ@ijx;oﬂwﬂl pﬁnnmz;q_%_ﬂHL]t
%Q%@ﬂ@ﬂ%ﬂﬂé%bgﬂ%ov%%w@.ﬁ%]mxi%ﬂ Lf;ﬂmﬁﬁnw.mwﬂ ﬁlﬂaﬂfgﬁ
ﬁﬂoﬂm_x%@%u@wmHHTM%L#ZEO_;E%Eﬂolmo@ﬂuw EEXELRT Aﬂmx%wwﬁg
kuﬂoihﬁmﬁoﬂﬂo%A@;obmuA WmeﬁEozﬁmx%ﬂoEﬁwgmemumlnnwmwﬂr_wwm Negomﬂ&muo_so
—~ X° B X - =R o) = = T s 1o T o v ~E 8
aﬂﬁamomWd&ﬁo_uﬂumﬁuem%&eﬂwwMer%%mﬂ“@%?ﬂﬁhwgoﬂemﬁﬁ WMUW@%UWW
Hﬁﬂﬂ.@ﬂﬂ%%ﬂwgﬂwn%m%mﬁﬁﬂ;ﬂw@mﬂmommu%qéﬂ@ﬁ%mm%% %%JMEM
— pr o ﬂoao_.Ll]~ ﬁdo;oLlAuwluAIJEoL‘aﬁLﬁLlo] X oF o _1_%15_5%1.
5w 8 A Eﬁsﬂ‘_aﬁ&% iéueﬂﬁx _@%s_b%uéi@A#m# Jn A ey
TR X 4 " %%ME%NEJ1E%%@$ %ué%w_@ﬂoovgm ENEM%WBE_
_z.#ﬂpmmoﬂlx_ﬁﬂpbﬁxmﬂreﬂnhmﬁlﬁu 7M%A#]H%HTﬂA_.EOE_ﬂH;oo ﬂﬁiﬁwr%u A TE <o Ae,ﬁoA
ﬂ]mvﬂiimmMo_moP%xﬁﬂmeoﬁxﬁzﬁ Lo B U é?%m&%ﬂ}%i& B g X P
o s HoleFoleElAEquE;ﬁﬂu = au 24 B — AE.XHL = ol 3.oA4|]E
g:_umm%wﬁzo,}vﬁv Newwagﬁﬂwﬁmﬂﬂwﬂ;ﬁwﬂmoﬂ%ﬂmﬁmﬂgﬂr s
o3 < ol mo X -+ ko o o B H AmomuPL7ﬁ °f o e X< R )
Ry gﬁ%;qmoiOSAWE&%mﬂﬁzvaﬁ]4£5@wgmﬂf ey I
OMﬂEEMHﬂﬂﬁIdlA&IOEO® o]EM.e_eEﬂArﬂa &om.n_xxaﬁﬁoutwnniooﬂs,ﬁ WOOE@JEE
S QA%ﬁ%gwwﬁEM%QNEM%gyﬂuig¢ﬁm -
A%@qqy%aﬁa%%w@qay%wﬁﬁWQ GTETER
—_—— ol O- = [~ =
nfooO_a%rmmewma%zoﬂﬁwul?W mw%mwmaoﬂ
A_L#LHOWQE%%MJMQﬂLﬂ&H
o ﬂmﬂ”q%‘%re
)AO



Table 1. General characteristics of the subjects

Variable Division N(%)

Time Day 165(54.3)
Night 139(45.7)

. Yes 112(36.8)

Dental experience No 192(63.2)
Satisfied 65(21.4)

Satisfaction level with major Not bad 225(74.0)
Unsatisfied 14(4.6)

over 3.7 46(15.1)

Level of record 3.0~3.6 169(55.6)
under 3.0 89(29.3)

3. XI2EN

R AR $PSS 12,0 BAZEIRE o] gle] o)
AY] QWA B4, A HOTHIE, A WEE, A A
Pt MERAS shieh, AP B a5
3L, QHE S }

9Iote] scheffe A1 HHS AASILE, < Holdh, 44
W, A4 AR, St SR, 8, AudEsel B
AZ A5117] 9J5le] Pearson®] ATHEAS 431
% Holgme] YA mA 212 An] Slstol b
B e s,

Table 2. Participation attitude, stress and satisfaction of field clinical practice and clinical practice in school

45, 7%, A3k Aol Q= T 36.8%, 9l T
63.20030c}. BhI} Wt Hgo] 74 0% 7P WokaL, v
21.4%, = 4.069).01, 312 3,0~3.60] 55.0% 7Fg

Wkl 3,001 29.3%, 3,701 15.1%A T} Table 1),

=5,
WIS A TG Holels, T, A

olees 28308 WA ol w7t A
% olele B} Sl e (p(0.001), P T
S AR W 3,72, ARG W 2048
WD WEETE A e Het =9kt
(p€0.001). Lefuf YRS AE AN s
AEH A 379, AN s AE A 3228 A dls

(Table 2).

Unit : Mean*SD

Variable Division Clin_ical practice Field cl_inical t
in school practice
Participation attitude 3.44+0.56 2.83£1.16
Content of practicum 4.16%+0.58 3.32+0.80
. . Operation of practicum 3.294+0.66 2.944+1.04
Satistaction Fvaluation of practicum 3.72:40,67 2.63+0,80
Total 3.72+0.49 2.9440,69
Privately factor 4.07+0.53 3.25+0.81
Stress Operation of practicum 3.35+1.03 3.19+0.87
Evaluation of practicum 3.97+0.67 3.22+1,07
Total 3.79+0.56 3.22+0.72

.05, .01, p0.001
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Table 3. Field clinical practice and clinical practice in school participation attitude by general characteristics

Clinical practice in school

Field clinical practice

Variable Division

Mean=*SD Mean=*SD
Day 3.4740.55 9.85+1.12
Time Night 3.39+0,57 2.80+1.21
t 1.245 372
Yes 3.6040.55 3.05+1.16

Denti,l N No 3.33+0.54 2.69+1.14

experience 408 263 ,,,,,
o Satisfied 3.6340.54 3.00+1.17
?anffac.zfn Not bad 3.41+0.58 2.8241.16
o Unsatisfied 3.39+0,52 2.75+1.16
! F 3184 0.695
Over 3.7 3.78+053 2,98+1.16

Level of 3.0~3.6 3.36+052 2.81+1.16

record Under 3.0 312i068 2,36i1,0£§

. F_ 18,64 1776

0,05, pd0.01,  p<0.001
3. 2dtd EMO| [E wLiUMAES A %t 4, Ldb™ EMo| ME wLUMAES 2 %

QUAMAES EIET QUAMAES OIET

AUz EAO w2 QAMAG HoE s A EE WY Anky EA| wE i dAASG T 5 A
ARGl A F27FAY 3,47, oF7ESHAY 3.39% F7FelAYo] o7kl w2 Ajo]S Abw R AL o A= F71sHY
oMY K} A F o]gl ot FAK R [olek] ¢gko 4,25, oOFIeHAY 4,055 F7FHY L] W7t =0 TH(p(0.05).
o FMFAGo A 271 2,85, of{FsHY 2,800 % A58 e Y 3.38, oF7ksHAY 3,192 F71elAYo] =0k
Yo ogshAY Wt Fg 4 o]glo) FAHOR §-9 (p(0.01) AGH7I AL £1F 3,80, oF7F 3.630.2 =7t
5HA] ket shAjo] W= A UERITHp(0.05).

A7 F o] w2 W QA FroE o A= Z]ab g o] A7 e WY A G TS E = AGUygo A=
A= A 360, Y= A2 3330 Ao Qe Ao A% Q2 421, A% §le 4.13 0]QlaL, A5-oolA = A
34 FAR eE H Y I(p<0.001), AU TAS Frolel Q2 3.36, AY ¢l 3.252 AT = A EET)
Zo A= Aol Q= A9 3.05, §l= A 2.0=2 2|3 A YeERgod BAH o GolsiA| ekoktt, Al Bl
Fol Q= A A HofeieE HYl A AE S 3.82, AE ¢l 3.000.2 23 o] Ql=

Sl ghErof whE WU ARG FrofElmef e v - TEE7} 1=9ktHp(0.05). ARIATAG THEes A
3.63, HE 341, 571 3308 SIS 7} =848 IA W8ollAl Ad S 3.36, A i 3.30 ], A5 71
o] ZH =S B 1(p(0.05), FAAAFAG Frofg o e 8 S 270, A9 kg 2592 Aol Q= ¢
A T 3,00, HE 2,82, BV 2752 SIS} =2 T} =7 YER oL BAAOR fst] ot A
2 G0l Fog s R0 EAHoR FolsA] H2YollAE A 92 3.03, A 912 2.80=2 AT o]
Qo AurA o2 AAQIAFALH I WU QA Gof| Al = A9 T A YERSTHpL0.01).

SAAG] Folg s H) Shi vl w2 WU AMAlG TR AlSURof A

Pl w2 WA o= 370142 3.78, 3.0 UkSo] 4472 7P =940l BiE 4.09, EY 3,79 <=o|qich
~3.62- 3,36, 3.00|8k= 3. 1288 0] w&s X (p€0.001), AGHFGoAE o] 3,658 7P =9kl B
ol E K aL(p(0.001), AHUAALAAE 3,704 3.22, =S 277 2019121 (p€0.001) A5 7oA e T

2.98,3.0~3.62 281, 3,051z 23625 8]d0] &4
A HolH S BYTHP(0.05)(Table 3.

d

o

o] 4072 7V I, HE 3,62, BN 3.065:0.2 YERyE

CHp(0.001).
o] W WA T
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Table 4. Field clinical practice and clinical practice in school satisfaction by general characteristics  Unit : Mean+SD

Clinical practice in school Field clinical practice
Variable Division Content Operation Evaluation Content Operation Evaluation
Day 4.25+0.74 3.38+0.14 3.80+0.90 3.35+0.98 2.92+0.42 2.60+0.20
Time Night 4.05+0.86 3.19+0.98 3.63%0.50 3.2940,22 2.96+1.13 2.671+0,96
t 2.92° 2.55 216 0.66 —031 -0.9
Dental Yes 4,21+0.57 3.361+0.66 3.82+0.63 3.36+0.81 3.03%+0.96 2,70+0.84
experience No 4.13+0.59 3.25+0.65 3.66 iO 69 3.30%0.80 2.89 +1 08 2.5910.77
1.123 1.373 2.403 0.558 2,675 1.139
Satisfaction Satisfied 4,47+0.49 3.6510.67 4,07+0.63 3.46+0.87 2.88+0.89 2.63+0.80
lovel with Not b?d‘ 4.094+0.56 3.22+0.60 3.62+0.65 3.30+0.79 2.99+1,09 2.64+0.80
major Unsatisfied 3. 79+O‘:72 2, 77+O;:77 3. O6+0;:'74 3.07+0.65 2.48+0.69 2.60%0.85
F 15,12 16.75 11.76 1.659 1.737 .023
Over 3.7 4,36+0.55 3.47+0.66 4,00+0,54 3.39+0.82 2.87+0.88 2.08+0.81
Level of 3.0~3.6 414+0.57 3.28+0.67 3.68+0.68 3.36+0.79 2.91+0.91 2.66+0.80
record Under 3.0 4.08+0.60 3.23+0.62 3.64+0.69 3.21+0.83 3.03£1.30 2.61£0.80
F 3,737 2,236 4919~ 1,212 0515 0.261

20,05, p.01,  pd0.001

TR 7E =9kT(p0.05), B7IME o] 3,704k T 4,07, 595 3,712 h} Wk ET) 55408 AEY ATL
4,00, 3,0~3.62 3,68, 3.00|81= 3.64% SPHo] o2 O HP0.05), @AM BN 3.00, HE 3 28,
227} w=9kH(p(0.01) (Table 4) ukE 3108 8H} BRI} 02 AEF AT} O

2 rlo

Aok B0 W2 ABF A AT IS @Y 2 UERITHp(0.05)(Table 5).
PO A5G AyE7E Gl Fof, A,
a7, sl up2 Golgh zjojl WAl okory, 5, WLHQIAMAE I SXIOIAAAO| ZIOJEHT
AL fol Pt skt W] upe} o3k Ao] UELE, AEFA ZI0] HEE
= Boloh el Aol sk v 41, B WA Folelw MG THEE(=61D),

Table 5. Field clinical practice and clinical practice in school stress by general characteristics  Unit : Mean£SD

Clinical practice in school Field clinical practics
ML) DiKisiel Privately Operation Evaluation Privately Operation Evaluation
factor factor

Day 4,04+0,52 3.30£1,.08 4,00+0.63 3.17%0.76 3.15+0.80 3.13+01.0

Time Night 4,100,563 3.41+0,98 3.94+0.72 3.33%0.86 3.24+0,94 3.34+1.10
t —1.030 -8 741 —1.644 =943 -1.68

Dental Yes 4.024+0.54 3.29+1.11 3.93+0.69 3.17£0.84 3.21£0.84 3.21+1.09
experience No 4,09£0,52 3.394+0.99 3.99+0.66 3.30+0.78 3.19+0.87 3.24+1.06
t —1.097 =734 =144 —1.296 154 =243

Satisfaction Satisfied 411£0.51 3.20%+1.10 3.93+0.64 3.10%0.83 3.14+0.87 3.22%1.14
lovel with Not bgd. 4.07+0.52 3.40%1.02 4.00+0.67 3.28+0.78 3.22+0.86 3.22+1.07
major Unsatisfied 3.711+0, 57 3.294+0,99 3.711+0.67 3.60+0.89 3.14+0.85 3.40x0.70
F 3,397 963 1.315 2.912% 238 195

Over 3.7 4,10%+0.53 3.11£1.10 4.11+0.62 3.12%0,79 3.40+0.78 3.49+0,99

Level of 3.0~3.6 4.02+0.54 3.41+1.03 3.95+0.68 3.22+0.80 3.174+0,89 3.19+1.09
record Under 3.0 4,14+0,50 3.37+1.01 3.94+0.67 3.381+0.80 3.14+0.85 3.17+1,07
F 1.627 1.528 1,149 1,854 1.489 1,555

"p<0.05
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Table 6. The relationships between participation attitude, stress and satisfaction of field clinical practice and

clinical practice in school

Clinical Clinical Clinical Attitude of  Satisfaction Stress of
Variable Practice Practice Practice field of field field
attitude in  satisfaction stress in Clinical Clinical Clinical

school in school school practice practice practice

Practice attitude in school 1

Practice satisfaction in school 6l 1

Practice stress in school -.021 14 1

Attitude of field practice 176~ .082 664 1

Satisfaction of field practice 118 146 020 408" 1

Stress of field practice —103 —108 142 -358 — 456 1

00,05, p0.0L | p<0.001

il
=
N
H1

RS HAYE(=.176), IR
(r=118)2} oFo] AFIAIE HAal, WAl
WS AEH A (=114), AFYIAAEG T
Ookgq /?3]'7_4—5‘ ]a Mr/]— LHO % ko o
0‘*0“1% AEY A (r=142)9} O] AEAIE HoaL, d%
T Hofe s AAUAAS TSR (=.408)2F AFY]
*1174]% Heoh UG AEY A ARG
o el i (r=-.358), AAAIG TFSIE(r=-.4560) 2 S-2] Al
AS HHTH(Table 6).

1)
rEI
N
H
|

m
il
sl
Ir =
o
S

1 94 A g patn 40 o
A 2 TAY, ok shlitEn S B
slo] oA A Zﬂ}ﬂﬂ(stepvwse multiple regression) £-41-2-
AN A Wl asEe] A o) A e
AATR2)= 0443052 ol 5 WSRO 44007} WY
o] Z3kE| Zeldgrol ol AWE]|al Q) M = FolAe]
AE A, AGEFAEY S, o Ft fodo] vk
Al ot Al E AL AFUE W= (pC0.001), A5 7 v
5 (p(0.001), AHe Og TS (p€0,001), &Hf} QRS
(p€0.05)7F a1 2T (p€0.001)0] U= A9 A H
A Aol g Bl 35 $ AU WSee Ay
Hhte Ko e 4ufiu) drgeo l‘:’*‘” n A5H7E AE
/\7]_ lr__,,i /\]/\ A]—O%EH _‘L:: ‘]OLI ]
S5 UERRITHP(0.05).

AR A9 2] ARRe e 2k
®R)E= 0.2172 AL ofee & Waleke] 2197}
Sd 08 Sl S G 0% 5 1

Aol 2Ee, ASHAE AR, Sl i, Bh S

b

2 Foko] Lt

orob A|LE AL AGUHE e
(p€0.05), AFHE7} TFE(P(0.0), AFy WSk
(p€0.05)7} =11 A TAF (p(0.05)0] Y42 LAl A
5 HoHEE BN, AGE7F AEY AL 2845 A
Holgos BAAQ S nAe AoE2 Yyt
(p€0.01)(Table 7).

“H—roﬂ*ﬂ glojut ”ﬂoﬂ Zﬁﬁl FEA WS o R
SOk FTH?, wleba] G AR A TRkt Alstol A
A LPIALS] PE D ¢ s A9 H A A
7|5, E 5 AYEEE AAIA TRQ19] AN v 479
e FIA =

Cervero?} BJ Daley "= &
Afolofl Al A olsE THlehe REoR ofgslal QLo
2 RS} Zeo1e A A U efslel o
e ek} o) BHE

o] Wastcta st}

olo] £ QoA 919} Wk 2 A Al A
2] 4550l B8 AR ol T, A5
AT AL 21700] kS P 292 Solelo] B8
Aol Asmat $4o] A2AnE AL Bt
UGS R D A )



012
.000
.000
.000
.034
.000
.036
.002
.022
.038
.009
.002

043
7 Al

t

2.519
7.677
3.111
4.032
=2.127
3.620
2.107
3.089
2.306
2.087
2.615
-3.132
2.028

o

AR

391
152
.210
—-.09
159
.100
147
137
138
—.186
122
]

Beta

.240
.049
042
.044
.038
.055
.o00
.092
073
125
.080
.088

S.E
.0551

.606
377
130
176
—-.080
.186
116
1.546
.21
152
327
179

—.201

39.04 p=.000

Operation of practicum satisfaction

Operation of practicum satisfaction
Evaluation

Evaluation
Content of practicum satisfaction

Content of practicum satisfaction
Satisfaction level with major

.443(,432) F
of practicum satisfaction

Evaluation

of practicum satisfaction

Evaluation

of practicum stress

Dental experience

of practicum stress
.217(,203) F=15.73 p=.000

Dental experience

(constant)
(constant)

Table 7. The affecting factors on the participation attitude of field clinical practice and clinical practice in school

Clinical
practice

in school
R'(abj R)
Field clinical
practice
R'(abj R)
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