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ABSTRACT

how wisdom tooth extraction was perceived among adults in 20 households in Seoul and Gyeonggi province
starting in December, 2016. Results: A review of the factors influencing the perception of wisdom tooth
extraction showed that the regression model was statistically significant and the model had an explanatory
power of 8.3%. It was also found that those in their 20s or younger had saw a lower level of perceived oral
health, and a higher level in perception in wisdom tooth extraction. Moreover, students, housewives, and
professions showed a lower perception of wisdom tooth extraction. Conclusions: It is necessary to have an
education program for adults aged 60 or older who have few opportunities for oral health education.

Objectives: The purpose of this study was to investigate how wisdom tooth extraction is perceived, and to
correct erroneous perceptions thereby establishing proper awareness. Methods: We conducted a survey on
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Ao] e 5102 AT, FEAR) TR0 BAALS Likert HHAle] ofgk ml- Ticke] |
2, B T3] Qe o] L Holte] 47 e e4E 2ol BAHe] Sl A0 & slst

.0, AZ| k1= Cronbach o] &} gfo| 242} 0.7473 0.746 0 2 LFEFSITY

3. A=

B A= SPSS 21.0 window program FA| X2 TS o]-gsto] EA5HT
AoV dAre] LRk BA9a} A7 ah e, Al ] e BA9S mielsl] flof] Rl et mE-as
FESEAAT, ARG Aol Hfe Q1A A 91 71739 7\1] e got 7] flsiA Bt &

AR TRt GREAQl EAdof mhE ARy o] Thet QAT FpHA Q1 77 o] wAlA
dotR 7] ol EHEE t7%(independence t-test) T} LA EAHEA] (one-way ANOVA)=
A5t oM, AR AR (one-way ANOVA)OIA BAZ 02 §o4-S Hol Hhe AKE
A8 0= Scheffes oottt TRt ARG WA]of dfgh Q1 Alof ks HIA= 221& Yol 7]
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1. ZAKRRIS] kol £4

ZAARO] QEEA 0] EXJL tF-oat Zrh<Table 1>

Table 1. General characteristics of the subjects

Characteristics Division N %
Gender Male 94 32.0
Female 200 68.0
Age (yrs) <20-29 130 442
30-39 36 122
40-49 58 19.7
50-59 45 15.3
260 25 8.5
Education <Middle school 22 7.5
High school 179 60.9
University 83 28.2
= Graduate school 10 34
Job Student 119 40.5
Housewife 55 18.7
Service/sales/office work/administrative work 36 12.2
Profession 23 7.8
Sief-employment/business 37 12.6
Inoccupation/etc 24 8.2
Total 294 100.0
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JEE /o] 68.0% = E/d 32.0% Hrt Bl A2 20t olskt44.2% = 7Y Bk, o
=0 & 40t 19.7%, S0HH 15.3% =02 e ot 1150] 60.9%2 7 Wl tiE
28.2%, G ©I5}7.5% w0 & et om, 2192 5H80] 40.5% 2 7P Bk, 5 18.7%, A4
AT 12.6% =0 2 LFERITE

2, ZALCHSAS| HZAEY

ZAPdAre] A7 e thaat P Ti<Table 2>.

FRE LT 73.8%R 7P WAL, o1 17.3%, 71 F 8.8% w0 & LRt £5-2 7]
oFA Bt 42.9% 2 7P RISIAL 5 1-22] 24.1%, 5 38] 014 23.5% o= HERdor], &5
= 719 kA =t 32. 7%= 7P BkAL, 1221 26.9%, ‘D 1-29] 24.5% =0 & WERHT 4
At T2 0] 34.4%2 714 B, ThE0 R B 26.5%, *HF° 20.1% w02 R,
AP gz OFE wgto] 70.7% 2 7P B, The0 2 1] 915 15.0%, 871202 14.3% w2
= UEPth

Table 2. Health behavior of the subjects

Characteristics Division N %
Smoking Yes 51 17.3
No 217 73.8
Smoking in the past 26 8.8
Exercise 23 times/week 69 235
1-2 times/week 71 24.1
1-2 times/month 28 9.5
Hardly do 126 429
Drinking 23 times/week 47 16.0
1-2 times/week 79 26.9
1-2 times/month 72 24.5
Hardly do 96 32.7
Eating habits Very irregular 30 10.2
Irregular 78 26.5
Average 59 20.1
Regular 101 34.4
Very regular 26 8.8
Dental treatment Periodically 42 14.3
Only when you are sick 208 70.7
Do not 44 15.0
Total 294 100.0
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Table 3. Characteristics of wisdom tooth extraction

Characteristics Division N %
Extraction experience Yes 124 422
No 170 57.8
Total 294 100.0
Reason for extraction I was sick 54 43.5
Wisdom teeth erroneously 14 11.3
Uncomfortable 16 12.9
Hard to manage 18 14.5
Wisdom teeth cause abnormalities in other teeth 18 14.5
Etc 4 32
Subtotal 124 100.0
Reason for not extraction Wisdom tooth does not erupt 88 51.8
Wisdom tooth erupted right 18 10.6
I do not feel I need it 37 21.8
I think it hurts 12 7.1
I do not have time to extract 4 24
Because of the cost 1 0.6
Etc 10 5.9
Subtotal 170 100.0

TR 0] ZAR S A A=

th7} B 3.56+0.95402 71

th2a} Zh<Table 4>.

S Ve

a1, the-o 2 <A 7]|A el

ARG H2] SF=th B 3.49+0.947, <9 WARZF G Ao] Qop T 3.44+0.9174.0 2 VrERG
o] ]IH T
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Table 4. Perception of subjective oral health problems

Division Mean SD
Toothache 3.56 0.95
Bad breath 3.44 0.91
Discomfort of life 2.84 1.06
Chewing problem 2.53 1.11
Swelling & sensitive 3.15 1.09
Pronunciation problem 2.32 1.02
Leave without treatment 2.94 1.13
Do not take regular checkups 3.49 0.94
Do not use oral health devices 3.06 0.96
Too hot or cold food intake 2.93 0.96

5. ARZL| Z2[of| Ciek 214

At R o) gk @14 of] thof A Avh= vt ZTi<Table 5>.

‘mZ5}] oFom W2) oot ETh It B 3.7740.994.0 2 JPY =911, the.0 2 Hl= A of
ZoP WA|51A] grote HTh 71 Bt 3.71+0.86 0 2 LEstTE Bhof| «dkx]51%] ¢roH o2 4]
ofe]] kS b7t Bt 3.15+1.03% 02 7P gk, ohg o8 ie] s ErhUt Wt

Table 5. Perception of wisdom tooth extraction

Division Mean SD
I have to make an unconditional extraction 3.38 0.98
If you erupt correctly, you do not have to make un extraction 3.71 0.86
If you do not hurt, you do not have to extract 3.41 0.96
f you can manage well, you do not have to extract 3.65 0.91
If you do not erupt, you do not have to extract 3.77 0.99
If you do not extraction, it affects other teeth 3.15 1.03
If it is not inconvenient, you do not have to extract 3.52 0.97
It must have dental caries 3.50 0.92
When you extract, your face changes 3.34 0.89
The sooner to extract, the better 3.28 0.98

6. LLIAQl /0| kS AL L2 [of| CHEt Q14|

=) E/Jof| w2 Al )0 ofigh Q1Alef| thsf] A A= th3at Zri<Table 6>.
Aol A= FAL ot 3.47+0.577, 9L Bl 3.4740.41 - 02 et oLy, EAIFo 2 &
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Table 6. Perception of wisdom tooth extraction by subjects

Characteristics  Division N Mean SD t(F) p*
Gender Male 94 347 0.57 -0.164 0.870
Female 200 347 0.41
Age(yrs) <20-29 130 3.56" 040 2517 0.042
30-39 36 3.44° 053
40-49 58 342" 045
50-59 45 341" 048
>60 25 329" 063
Education <Middle school 22 324" 046 3.159 0.025
High school 179 352" 042
University 83 346" 051
2 Graduate school 10 326" 0.68
Job Student 119 353 040 2278 0.047
Housewife 55 334" 044
Service/sales/office work/administrative work 36 333" 0.54
Profession 23 343" 0.60
Sief-employment/business 37 3.56 046
Inoccupation/etc 24 358 050

Total 294 347 095

*by the t-test for two groups and one-way ANOVA (post-test Scheft) for three or more groups
**The same character indication shows that there is no statistical significance

ARG =20t of5k7} Bt 3.56+0.40 02 71 =331, 60TH7H Ht 3.29+0.63 02 7F
wtow, SAH 2T FolRt Ao |7t A IH(p<0.05). T AR A3t 20t o5h= 60t oV
I} zjolg Bt sEgFolis aEe] Bt 3.52+0.427 02 7P} w9k, FE olopt Wt
3.24+0.467 0 2 7P wokow, A 0 R {olet Zfol7t Q3T (p<0.05). FERHARGEA At
-2 FE olotet kel o gollA] 2ol & H AT, Al QJelxi= T2/ 71el 7} B4t 3.585+0.5007.2
B 7P =4, <Au| A/l AR/ 2] o] Wt 3.3340.547 02 TP Uigkon, SAHo gy
Folgt Aol 7t AATH(p<0.05). EZFART2A] At 2 7|Ep = < AH| Ay AR/ P72 2 9 <
22 2o 5 Hr

7. AL 2|ojl Chsk Q1Aof| FekS Oj2 = 22!

ke R BAH 2 OBl Lp<0.01), RBAFEE 83%5 Vet =5

p<0.05), TR 73737 Tigh Q14 (p<0.05)2 FEH4=R1 A ']l et Q14el FA14
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O 2 FORt Y vle ALz Ut 5, 20t ofste] Aol Al EA]e] o
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Table 7. Factors affecting perception of wisdom tooth extraction

3t 14l
d0]

Division B SE B t p* VIF
Constants 3.7499 0241 15.527 <0.001
Gender (Female vs Male) 0.017 0.064 0017 0262 0793 1.299
Age (£20-29 vs =60) 0325 0.154 0347 2109 0.036 8440
Age (£30-39 vs 260) 0.086  0.147  0.061 0.583  0.560 3.368
Age (£40-49 vs =60) 0.076  0.130  0.065 0.584 0559 3.859
Age (£50-59 vs =60) 0.053  0.130  0.041 0.410  0.682 3.154
Education level
(>High school vs <middle school) -0.039  0.184 -0.022 -0.210  0.834 339
Education level
(University vs <middle school) 0.151 0.160 0.159 0949 0343 8.739
Education level
(>Graduate school vs <middle school) 0.136  0.158  0.132  0.865 0388 7.252
Job (Student vs inoccupation/etc) -0.353 0.121 -0372 2928  0.004 5.056
Job (Housewife vs inoccupation/etc) -0.231 0.094 -0.193 -2.454 0.015 1.936
Job (Service/sales/office work/ 0160 0102 -0.113 -1.569  0.118 1617
administrative work vs inoccupation/etc)
Job (Profession vs inoccupation/etc) -0284  0.119 -0.164 -2389  0.018 1.467
Subjective oral health problems -0.121  0.049 -0.147 -2451 0.015 1.118
R*=0.104, adj.R*=0.083, F=2.509, p=0.003, Durbin Watson=1.857
P
*by multiple regression analysis
e
£2 % 29t
2730l tfat AlrS 2] Tilo] oA FAAze 7e] Bt e Ae) 2w olek. et
B> AlEo] ofelat ofo] Wlof| e 6kl A A RS BV |5 TR lohal A= tigt AE
2|5 AY AL IEH 7). AFY 2] GA] A=kt Xk 5oto] WA o 5 AAoflof SR, A
of eiig 222 Q1402 Qls) A|ES Aok BT AN AT G HIE rh49). o]
of| & ATeli= Q1S T o = ARgU X of] tit Q14-S ZASHo] thaath -2 AHE A3l
AU ] P B4 A Ay 3] A2 gl 57.8% = WAL, WA E 7t o= of
hA7H43.5%E 7P B, TR0 2 Al wize] Tk Kool o) o] A7A 14.5% 405 Lt
L, AFE2 T ARG Y 2ol 552 L7le 7394 913 ZJotel] deks = - olrb A E
Sh= 102 25T, o1& sk SIg et vlzle] Bag Z1o 2 AZEIsl,
W12 511 9 o] = AL L) QlobAZE 51.8% 2 Z1 Bk, Ao e M a g e %
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