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ABSTRACT

Objectives: The purpose of the study was to investigate the related factors of learning ethics of dental
hygiene students. Methods: A self-reported questionnaire was completed by 278 dental hygiene students in
G metropolitan city from June 9 to July 29, 2016. The data were analyzed by frequency analysis, percentage
and stepwise multiple regression analysis using SPSS 12.0 program. The questionnaire comprised learning
ethics (10 items), condition of learning ethics (10 items), reason of plagiarism (8 items), intellectual property
right consciousness (8 items), internet ethics consciousness (20 items), individual ethics consciousness (2
items). Results: Condition of learning ethics was higher in mosaic plagiarism (33.9%). The main reason of
plagiarism was higher in lack of time (52.7%). Related factors with the intellectual property right conscious-
ness was use of reference (5=0.424), internet expectancy (£=0.228) and parental rearing attitude (3=0.229)
(Adjusted R*=0.336). Related factors with the internet ethics consciousness were parental rearing attitude
(#=-0.241), academic achievements (#=0.420), internet expectancy ($=-0.368) and grade (5=0.154)(Adjusted
R*=0.390). Related factor with the individual ethics consciousness was academic achievements (5=0.445)
(Adjusted R*=0.192). Conclusions: To increase the learning ethics and preventing plagiarism, it is necessary
to have essential understanding and practice to make the liberal arts education and extracurricular program
of institutions.
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Table 1. Condition of learning ethics

Division N (%)

Mosaic plagiarism 93 (33.9)
Unauthorized use in sentence 66 (24.1)
Copy for submission 61 (22.1)
Fabrication/Falsification 59 (21.5)
Transfer of report 56 (20.5)
Purchasing of report 56 (20.5)
Cheating behavior 55(20.1)
Unauthorized use in idea 54 (19.7)
Double submission of report 49 (17.9)
Free ride 47(17.3)

(multiple response)

Table 2. Reason of plagiarism

Division N (%)

Lack of time 125 (52.7)
Accessibility 120 (49.4)
Improvement of credit 99 (43.0)
Low confidence 83 (35.8)
Deficiency of education 44 (19.0)
Illiteracy 40 (16.9)
Low management of University 36 (15.9)
Low morality 28 (12.4)

(multiple response)

Table 3. Stepwise multiple regression analysis of related factors with the intellectual property right
consciousness

Variables B SE B t p-value VIF
Constant -2.739 2.796 -0.980 0.329

Use of reference 4.617 0.733 0.424 6.302 <0.001 1.022
Internet expectancy 0.633 0.192 0.228 3.292 0.001 1.088
Parental rearing attitude 0.559 0.171 0.229 3.273 0.001 1.110

R=0.349, Adjusted R>=0.336, F=26.302, p<0.001
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Table 4. Stepwise multiple regression analysis of related factors with the internet ethics consciousness

Variables B SE B t p-value VIF
Constant 64.729 3.968 17.392 <0.001

Parental rearing attitude -2.452 0.703 -0.241 -3.489 0.001 1.154
Academic achievements 5.541 0.925 0.420 5.988 <0.001 1.185
Internet expectancy -4.198 0.816 -0.368 -5.146 <0.001 1.232
Grade -1.662 0.718 -0.154 -2.313 0.022 1.061

R*=0.406, Adjusted R’=0.390, F=24.472, p<0.001
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Table 5. Stepwise multiple regression analysis of related factors with the individual ethics consciousness

Variables B SE 54 t p-value VIF
Constant 1.938 1.064 1.822 0.071
Academic achievements 0.482 0.079 0.445 6.081 <0.001 1.000

R’=0.198, Adjusted R’=0.192, F=36.978, p<0.001
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