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ABSTRACT

Objectives: This research aimed to identify the influential factors that affect the satisfaction
of dental hygiene students' clinical training between college and university and contribute to
improvement in clinical practice quality. Methods: A self-reported questionnaire was completed
by 210 dental clinical hygienists from June 10 to August 30, 2018. Data were analyzed using
SPSS 22.0. An independent t-test, one-way ANOVA, Scheffe’s post-hoc test, and Pearson’s
correlation coefficient were employed, and a stepwise multiple regression analysis was
performed. Results: Regarding the influential factors of satisfaction with clinical practice among
dental hygiene students, in the case of college students, dental hygienist practice instructor
dummy, self-efficacy, satisfaction of school life, interpersonal relation was the increasing
order. In the case of university students, dental hygienist practice instructors, subjective health,
satisfaction with school life, and interpersonal relations was the increasing order. Conclusions:
The most influential factor of dental hygiene students’ clinical practice satisfaction between
college and university was the ability to form interpersonal relationships. Therefore, to increase
the satisfaction of dental hygiene students with clinical practice between college and university,
external sources and efforts to emphasize internal sources are required.
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FHEAIE Pearson’s /A2 AASIAL A/dAE TS Bl B 221S whelshy] sl Stepwise

multiple regression= AASFATY.
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1. stwjo]l mtE CHaRfe] RMEE UEL, AV |2 S, tielaA 55, ©
MEE YT
2| QA8 (Eh st o] Al RS = 3W A SHAo| 3.274, 444 sHA¥o] 3.637 011, A a57t
© 334 spgo] 341, 44 0] 3558015 on], tielgA S22 334 sPo] 3687, 444 S
o] 3661019, AF WHEE= 3WA] S0l 3564, 4dA] BPgo] 3700l WG e
(p=0.001)°11A frof gt 2o 7} I th<Table 1>.

2. SHRIOH 1} XI91Y(2)} Stad0] QIANBTIZE FHE
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37 21918 (Ehat s ] /S Rt = 71 P el (p=0.033), A 541 = (p=0.000), ST g ERI= 5
(p=0.001), T2 27 (p=0.014)0llA] 723t 2} AL, = 1 | R = W %E”qi, ggxli
& A A e uf A deRde) S E TS R T
TheA] LR, 7829 717ke A7ksic 7} mgolcy E}—k—%ﬂl theRstt. 4w1xﬂ 9] ga el
WAL TEEE AEA = (p=0.004), SFIABHEE (p=0.001), FLA A A7Hp=0.001)°llA] f-o)5h =+
o7 AL, AEHA == XA XIE%‘HHiHI Uebdth ShagEuEE L TESH oA &7
LEhgtaL, S Q) 272 stk 7 27deHA) Gtk Ert 7] Lehdti<Table 2>.

3. SHHlO) ME YAAE BER, AI|ESY, A 58, HE
a1

i)
N

3R 21 A (Shat shAY o] Al R = 217 @5 7H1r=0.505), Q1 8HA] 521 (=0.503), A5 7=
T (r=0.590)= YAFAlE HEE 1 oF Gol5t A (+) 2] A S UeRCh S 4E 7ho] AakiAl =

Table 1. Satisfaction with clinical practice, self-efficacy, interpersonal relations and major satisfaction

between college and university students Unit: Mean=£SD
Characteristics Total College students(N=113) University students(N=107) tp)
Satisfaction with clinical practice 220 3.27+0.54 3.63+0.71 -4.295(0.001)
Self-efficacy 220 3.41+0.63 3.55+0.73 -1.596(0.112)
Interpersonal relation 220 3.68+0.54 3.66+0.69 0.155(0.877)
Major satisfaction 220 3.5640.59 3.70%0.63 -1.848(0.066)
" by the t-test
Table 2. Satisfaction with clinical practice between college and university students Unit: Mean=£SD
Characteristics Division N Co]le(ie:i‘%?ents ¢ (Z %F N Umveas\,;iylg‘;l)ldents ¢ ((;) i)F
Grade 2 36 3.14 £0.64 -1.620 37 3.57 £0.69 -0.589
3 77 3.32 £0.48 (0.108) 70 3.66 £0.72 (0.557)
Year <21 92 3.29 £0.51 1.212 50 343 £0.70 -1.604
=22 21 3.14 +0.64 (0.228) 57 3.66 +0.74 (0.112)
School work <29 36 3.31 +0.52 0.675 26 3.70 =0.74 1.217
credit =3.0 77 3.24 +0.55 (0.501) 81 3.50 +0.72 (0.226)
Housing type  Home 55 3.37 £0.49 2.162 52 3.53 £0.74 -0.242
Live alone 58 3.16 £0.56 (0.033) 55 3.57 £0.72 (0.809)
Practice Dental hygiensts 94 3.33 £0.51 2.829 96 3.62 £0.70 2.927
instructor Others 19 2.95 £0.58 (0.006) 11 2.96 £0.70 (0.004)
Economic Bad 14 3.48 +£0.65 1.291 18 3.56 £0.91 0.505
level Average 94 3234051 (0.279) 82 3.53 £0.69 (0.605)
Good 5 3.29 £0.75 7 3.82 +0.74
College life Dissatisfaction 9 3.04 +0.38° 12.620 8 3.09 +0.55° 12.305
satisfaction Average 79 3.15 +0.48° (0.001) 64 3.37 £0.63° (0.001)
Satisfaction 25 3.69£0.55" 35 3.99 £0.73"
Subjective Unhealthy 8 3554071 4430 7 3.11 +£047° 10.710
health Moderate 71 3.15 +0.51° (0.014) 51 3.30 +0.68% (0.001)
Healthy 34 343+0.51° 49 3.87 +0.68"

" by the t-test for two groups and one-way ANOVA (post- test Scheffé) for three or more groups
*»¢ The same character indication shows that there is no statistical significance
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2 AH519 0, ekl EAJL tinH42 W3sto] thA|Z] tEe] A EAS AAISIITE 36 A 21948
(Eha} shAie] Al TSl folst IS & S A &5 7H(E=2.580, p=0.011), HRIHA|
52 (t=2.690, p=0.008), St ST = (=3.170, p=0.002)7} Y345 TS ol AHH FF= F3U1,
LA & (=2.074, p=0.040)= 2()Z] 92 F}. Durbin-Watson ZAI4= 1.946.0 2 271 AFHA]
o] A7 IR L, FASHAR= 1.00]512 frol et H o] om(F=18.128, p<0.001), VIF= 102 EA] ¢kof
FAIE ek 3WA| she] AAdAlG ThEol| T 2912 ASA T XA obd (B~
0.157), 27| &57H(B=0.247), St ETE = TES w(30.252), Q1A 53(-0.255)=011 L,
7P FFS F= 2912 tijlTHA 530l o, A2 38.0%0] ALt 4184 o] FAlG TS =
of folgt e & EHHPEL T A7H=2.236, p=0.027), S AYETHEE (=3.977, p=0.001), Th
ANTHA| 58 (=4.611, p=0.001)7} B/FAE THEEoll F(HF] FTFS FAL, ASAE(=2.348, p=0.021)
L B()A ke Fio) 2ate] Aol A= Durbin-Watson ZAAAIS S 21692 27|44 o] 24
7F AR, TR 1.00J5HR 2] gt o] o1 (F=19.216, p<0.001), VIFE= 10 'dA] ok 2417}
ARk 494 sHAYe] YAFalS TS Tl FaF 212 AEA = X| 2] AYAL} obd Z-2(5=0.182), F
A 24752 21758 w(3-0.185), St AT = =St wl(5-0.321), tiRlEA| 53(30.357)=°] A
1, 7P Qe T2 2902 tilEA| 580l om, ArE2 40.7%0] A< Table 4>.

Table 3. Correlations of instrument scales, clinical practice satisfaction, self-efficacy, interpersonal relations
and major satisfaction between college and university students

Characteristics Variables Satisfaction with Self-  Interpersonal Major

clinical practice  efficacy relations satisfaction

College Satisfaction with clinical practice 1
students Self-efficacy 0.505** 1

Interpersonal relations 0.503** 0.609™* 1

Major satisfaction 0.590** 0.556** 0.532%* 1
University Satisfaction with clinical practice 1
students Self-efficacy 0.419%* 1

Interpersonal relations 0.468** 0.737%* 1

Major satisfaction 0.755"* 0.542%* 0.450™* 1

" p<0.01 by pearson’s correlation analysis
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530 - J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2019;19(4):525-33

Table 4. Affecting factors of satisfaction with dental hygiene students' clinical practice between college and

university students

Characteristics Variables B SE B t p* Tolerance VIF

College (constant) 1.569 0.300 5.239 0.001

students Practice instructor (dental hygienists vs others) -0.255 0.108 -0.157 -2.074 0.040 0969  1.031
Self-efficacy 0.212 0.082 0.247 2.580 0.011 0.607 1.648
College life satisfaction(average vs satisfaction) 0.326 0.103 0.252 3.170 0.002 0.874 1.144
Interpersonal relations 0.255 0.095 0.255 2.690 0.008 0.615 1.626
R=0.402, Adjusted RZZO.SSO, F=18. 128(p<0.001), Durbin-Watson: 1.946

University (constant) 1.787 0.333 5.367 0.001

students Practice instructor (dental hygienists vs others) -0.433 0.185 -0.182 -2.348 0.021  0.930  1.075
Subjective health(moderate vs health) 0.269 0.120 0.185 2.236 0.027 0.816 1.226
College life satisfaction(average vs satisfaction) 0.495 0.124 0.321 3.977 0.001  0.858 1.165
Interpersonal relations 0.412 0.089 0.357 4.611 0.001 0931 1.075

R=0.430, Adjusted R*=0.407, F=19.216(p<0.001), Durbin-Watson: 2.169
"by stepwise multiple regression analysis at a=0.05
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