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ABSTRACT

Objectives: The purpose of the study is to investigate the influence of socio-demographic characteristics and ethical type on self-esteem
in dental hygiene students.

Methods: A self-reported questionnaire was completed by 657 dental hygiene students in J region from November 10 to December
10, 2014. Data were analyzed by SPSS 12.0 program. The study instrument consisted of ethical type and self-esteem by Liker 5 scale.
Ethical type was adapted from Ethics Position Questionnaire by Forsyth and self-esteem was adapted and modified from Rosenburg
instrument. Cronbach alpha was 0.850 in ethical type and 0.840 in self-esteem.

Results: Ethical type of dental hygiene students showed higher idealism of 3.87 and relativism of 3.59. Self-esteem was 3.49. Extroverted
personality tended to show higher self-esteem. Age, monthly income of parents, family atmosphere had an influence on self-esteem.
The explanatory power of the study was 35.0%.

Conclusions: The ethical type and self-esteem were the important factors to the dental hygiene students in career development.

Key Words: dental hygiene, ethical type, idealism, relativism, self-esteem
AL A =9, &2 A7, o9, AotESAt, A 1A

ME Fol7h 7Hsat olzzet 471l il St Al 3
Bhg FHoka gick ol Qlal oIS W4 oAl

Adforste] W2 ofmrld AEsiet A AW ASE AndE 1o BAS HolUwAE 2 4oL 4S5
Op7IStAAL ARAMMIAS AESRRhE FRORE Mgl Qb Hlge] AR PR e FEsks dio] AstE
Aom, o] ow7| S Yl AGFHE | A7 EY omh, $a)7 dajul Ao 2Wsla Quka 8 2= Q)

o Jeht olmARle] e 24 Flsoht AEd 58
CoPyI.'ight@ZOlS by Joumql of Kprefan Society of Dental Hygiene ] %—1‘?:5] X"”:g_é]'xl %8]'—31 A= 3—101 EH@O]]:} E}“j/]'ki A}
I 0 e il e sl e e ot Sl7ap 9 A9 S oldil %ok S
licenses/by-nc/3.0/), which permits unrestricted non-commercial use, N2 824 %%%o] 71%%]%4;\01 A7|=EHA 28 87

distribution, and reproduction in medium, provided the original work is B ° _
properly cited. 7] Ayt g2 iAol a4EaL gk



498 e J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2015; 15(3): 497-504

QTS QM YO B SHROR Y &
g FoR §7) EEHOR AT Arke A U
M AESS BER b B 4 ook ofsh el
2el Sl that SHhE QAT AR QS Habol
U 29 5 daleld] AR 5 ol TRt aeld 25 A
Folla] nighat opagel 1ol @ 4= 9] wholp,
=, A|geke AT BHISo] ofHet LelARES 7
1 Qlutps 291 5 ofSe] Ak B WA N9 A9
of 2=, nigbAe geld Bee & 4 gl 7|20

T

1A

17

=

oY

40 10 mo i

bR Fasi} o]o ATpelm FolA QI
Ol AEQlo Al AT 2214 oA
Fagt 2Aolol, oj5o] $30] ofas & 4
Sl geld AR o4l ghlo] WaHole 3

Schlenker?} Forsyth¥Q} ForsythY= ARFE0] S84
kS Sk 71 QAR o iofof Ao o] F THA]
A AL Stk o] ARk &84 w9
ApEch= 39 11 AA| wet dddle A=E ofnlst
o, A g BHA =Y whdstR] o=
ArE ouigith uakA Aol SE18 Hgs g 1B
HAQ] =Ezls sk Aert Ades Ao 4
FE WA 4ol Hrfal & 4 vk 53], At 9
27)=9] Al It ARsatxe] Wk Qlel, AEAl
Adjd =gETre 2= 20| A7|Ee Su4 S
A sE7] o FA Holl whet X st wsabgolla dtA]
Q) Melglel A9 LelEol thgt Uhesie] Lgol
o]Fo]Z| 1L Q= o] dAo|t}. weba 29 wST o
A TR, SRjo|2 Y2lS 29l fYusEs
slstar, AAAQ &84 ALE 53 AAEAEE & 4 9
= 8 A Zart ok

E3h, A LPAE omEollA] BTt HEshd
A magAo)al GE|H o R YRS YT 5 qlojof sl=t|
ol5 flalf Al AlFstal 7HAE AT 5784 Aol

-
o
H=A

o

o4
oL

4
o2
N

]

4> ot
;:O
i}

TG S U, B, AokEFto] e AR Aol A
Al dhal A4 A= BAle) Al FEst 44
Sejstu] vlhg EHSIA e A Ale] 71
WA BAASEE 9) ARdel o) BE4hE 2 s
3} veel] 2349 BER sl Hckh Ea Aol
o] & NI NATE BEHolT i
S| 4 4 QA HEE AAlat g whe: folat A
olmE, el ATHSMAL B A9t SHASIA
=4 Wagh g2o] obd 4+ ik

oo £ AT ATHSMAL H7] Slo) WHE W X
SII SPIES] AjolEFto] GRS WX Q1 FARRIEH

ofN et mn wle
oy

=~

e
=

4 W SelARRS A7st, Bed BARAA ol
A eld AR vlaA o solstal SukE 424 ol
2R UE 4 s $Ee Tt 4 ol W mag
SJat 71z Auz Fesian Aok

LT
1, AL

B AL J Ao skl = 370 hste] x¢Ayat
PO A Aol it HAE AT Foll Aoz Fojgt
tdAhS dido 2 s ATE gick 2AF A7) 201449
1Y 10Q2E 129 10U 2 s1h.00, 27]7]4] A
BE2AS o] &3] BAS T ARA]| 6575 & Sulo
EAASAL 257} 9l BRESH AR 57R(8.7%)2
AlLlt 60091.3%) 89| AL=E 2T Aol ARSI

2, g+

2 Qo] AgstE ARAS] FAL ATASE 5
4 = W &R Aol B3t 3 207), AelESA 10
o} Barom PAElo] glon, ole} #90] A 44 -
HOokslo] &9 A2 Cronbach's alpha ZHO.2 e

& AJgE Forsyth® 9] Ethics Position Questionnaire
(EPQ) HE=F o] &5i3lom, k9] 4442 o2 %
1025 A A 108902 LA o459
QS AbEo] &2 i Aol AutEoh= s ApA
oJsf] ksl AaFolal, AJthFo] A HHAl &2
WA ETHE Al ofsf elde ddsie Aol &
= 57 Likert =5 ARgso] ‘s 2] orh 13
Al AR 2R Yk 24, cEgolk 34, ‘A= 1
AR, A gk sHCE AUt 2555 dT A
| =0 siAsllal, Aijlo] ZHAIAL Q= ol o] ARk
I Ao ARRe Wtk FHAESeH, A=Y
Cronbach's alpha F-2 0.8500.2 ZAME o] H|w A =2 Al
s HoEqh

Lo

i)

]

22 XoESY

AlokEErS £79517] $18 Rosenburg” 9] Aol
He s $4 Helsto] o gsiglon, Zako AL 37
AotEF3t 5, FAA AolEsd v T 1052
o] Fo]AqUe}. F3E 54 Likert A5 ARESlo] ‘A5 1
A ek oA ‘A= IFA] grp 24, ‘EFo|tf

1T )



oz - x5 /

34, AR g 4%, A Ik SHOR H4E 3

=

Ry

510

Aoleg et e
[e)

358 50| £ Yehinl 244

gk

o IY 3 BA33IE A E9] Cronbach's alpha
0.8400.2 AR o] vl & AFES HoFich

3. XzEA

FAE A= FAEARE SPSS 12.0 FAH|A| 2=
2 olgdjo] AFATIY B4 WEY HRRE B
o, 24 w9 AL Cronbach's alpha value
o[- g5tk QAR S0 wE AolEFi
932 one-way ANOVAE o] &3¢ ow, zjol&57t

opi7] ffsf

i)

Ol
-

i
=

i)
>

Ho

1%

o)
1o

lastaict. lAbelaka

e

2oox [T rlo Mo mn x M
O
™

»
Jo
O

o
e

rEl

2339 shelaclate) HdS
A L
e

p<0.055 7|22 433t

o
TR A 53

W AolEE, &
At on E

Table 1, General characteristics of the subjects

EMat 2a|45t0| XotESZoll OIxl= Fet » 499

ol zint
1. CHAIRIO] QITALEIaHS S

el QAR ol A e 18~204) 52.0%,
Z0= Bt 62.7%, AZL HA 3.6~4.00] 40.0%°2
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Division N %
Age(y) 18~20 312 52.0
21~22 248 413
23~25 32 5.3
26< 8 1.3
Religion Christianity 160 26.7
Catholic 40 6.7
Buddhism 16 2.7
No religion 376 62.7
Others 8 1.3
GPA(Grade point average) Lower than 2.4 32 5.3
2.5~3.0 96 16.0
3.1~35 184 30.7
3.6~4.0 240 40.0
Higher than 4.0 48 8.0
The average monthly income of <200 144 24.0
the parents(Unit: million won) 200~299 144 24.0
300~399 176 29.3
400~499 72 12.0
=500 64 10.7
Home atmosphere Not a very harmonious 8 1.3
Not a harmonious 8 1.3
Normally 200 333
It is harmonious 240 40.0
It is very harmonious 144 24.0
Personality type Introverte 96 16.0
Normally 296 493
Extroverte 176 29.3
It is a very extrovert 32 53
Total 600 100.0
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Table 2, Subject of ethical type and self esteem cognitive level

N Mix Max Mean+SD
Ethical type Idealism 600 3.00 5.00 3.87+0.43
Relativism 600 2.70 5.00 3.59+0.51
Self-esteem 600 2.10 5.00 3.49+0.60
Table 3, Self—esteem according to socio—demographic characteristics
Division Self-esteem _
N Mean+SD F(t) p-value
Age(y) 18~20 312 3.43+0.60°
21~22 248 3.55+0.61°
23~25 32 3.43+0.35° 8.712 <0.001
26< 8 4.40+0.00°
Religion Christianity 160 3.61+0.54*
Catholic 40 3.54+0.30°
Buddhism 16 3.60+0.96* 6.466 <0.001
No religion 376 3.45+0.73%
Others 8 2.60+0.56
GPA Lower than 2.4 32 3.40+0.52°
(Grade point average) 25~3.0 96 3.45+1.82°
3.1~35 184 3.50+0.54% 0.438 <0.001
3.6~4.0 240 3.51+0.60"
Higher than 4.0 48 3.55+0.33°
The average monthly <200 144 3.33+0.61°
income of the parents 200~299 144 3.34+0.51°
(Unit: million won) 300~399 176 3.38+0.49° 32.734 <0.001
400~499 72 3.90+0.51*
=500 64 4.01£0.64"
Home atmosphere Not a very harmonious 8 3.10+0.00
Not a harmonious 8 2.90:£0.00
Normally 200 3.23+0.61° 25.527 <0.001
It is harmonious 240 3.55+0.51*
It is very harmonious 144 3.80+£0.59°
Personality type Introverte 96 3.33£0.41™
Normally 296 3.47+0.58°
Extroverte 176 3.56+0.68" 7375 <0.001
It is a very extrovert 32 3.85+0.68™

by the one-way ANOVA

**“The same charactors are not significant by Duncan test at a=0.05
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Table 4, Ethical types according to socio—demographic characteristics

L Idealism Relativism
Division N Mean+SD F(t) p—value* N Mean+SD F(t) p-value*
Age(y) 18~20 312 3.88+0.41° 312 3.65+0.56°
b be
21~22 248 3.84¢0.43b 15818 <0.001 248 3.46¢o.43a L8 <0001
23~25 32 3.70+0.33 32 3.8320.40
26< 8 4.80-0.00° 8 4.10+0.00%
Religion Christianity 160 3.97+0.54° 160 3.78+0.64%
Catholic 40 3.98+0.30° 40 3.70+0.47%
Buddhism 16  3.60£021° 5563  <0.001 16 3304021 12719 <0.001
No religion 376 3.83x0.38 376 3.5140.44°
Others 8 4.00£0.00° 8 3.00+0.00*
GPA(Grade Lower than 2.4 32 4.20+0.53° 32 3.28+0.53°
point average) 25~3.0 96 3.78+0.28" 96 3.57+0.37*
3.1~35 184  3.80+049°  7.837  <0.001 184 3.59+0.64°  3.615 <0.01
3.6~4.0 240 3.91+0.38 240 3.61+0.48"
Higher than 4.0 48 3.89+0.45° 43 3.68+0.31°
The average <200 144 3.96+0.34™ 144 3.53+0.48°
monthly income 544799 144 3.860.41% 144 3.64+0.54%
?&:ﬂe rﬂ?{ﬁgf 300~399 176 3712046% 1146  <0.001 176 346050 12785  <0.001
won) 400~499 72 4.11x040% 72 3.930.53%
>500 64 3.85+0.41% 64 3.5140.33°
;"m‘g‘:phere E;éninzzzys 8 3.7940.00" 8 3.80£0.00°
Not a harmonious 8 3.79+0.00° 8 2.90+0.00°
Normally 200  3.86£045° 5506  <0.001 200 3.66£0.54° 5778  <0.001
It is harmonious 240 3.80+0.38" 240 3.54+0.35"
ga;;ovrfgus 144 3974047 144 3.58:0.68°
Personality type  Introverte 96 3.88+0.35° 96 3.66+0.43
Normally 296 3.88+0.44° 2451 <001 296 3558056 0288
Extroverte 176 3.89+0.42° 176 3.60+0.51
It is a very extrovert 32 3.90+0.52 32 3.63+0.26

“by the one-way ANOVA
*“The same charactors are not significant by Duncan test at a=0.05
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Table 5, Self-esteem and ethical factors relevant to the type

F=41.359,(p<0.001), R*=0.359, Adj R*=0.350

Division Self-esteem Idealism Relativism
Self-esteem 1
Idealism 0.370" 1
Relativism 0.124™ 0.381" 1
*p<0.01 by pearson’s correlation coefficients

Table 6. Factors related to self—esteem
Division B SD 1] t p-value”
constant 0.265 0.267 0.992 0.322
Age(y) 0.132 0.030 0.144 4.361 <0.001
GPA(Grade point average) 0.023 0.021 0.038 1.111 0.267
The average monthly income
of the parents(Unit: million 0.133 0.017 0.280 7.815 <0.001
won)
Home atmosphere 0.174 0.026 0.246 6.684 <0.001
Personality type 0.040 0.029 0.052 1.390 0.165
Idealism 0.525 0.051 0.374 10.356 <0.001
Relativism -0.046 0.044 -0.039 -1.048 0.295

by multiple logistic regression
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