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ABSTRACT

Objectives: To identify and improve the care efficacy and related factors of dental hygiene students and use them as basic data
for the implementation of the teaching program. Methods: Data were collected from December 25, 2023 to March 30, 2024,
and the final analysis subjects were 180 people. The data were analyzed using SPSS 26.0. Independent t-test, one-way analysis
of variance, the Scheffe posthoc test, and the Pearson correlation results were reviewed, and a multiple regression analysis
was conducted. Results: Factors influencing the care efficacy of dental hygiene students were significantly related to major
satisfaction, clinical practice satisfaction, club activities, and moral sensitivity. The explanatory power was 28.2%. Conclusions: In
order to increase care efficacy, it is necessary to develop participatory programs for the formation of positive relationships in the
curriculum to improve interaction and empathy.
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Table 1. Degree of the variables

Variables Item Min Max Mean®SD  Cronbach’s a
Care efficacy 30 2.87 5.83 4.18+0.62 0.921
Moral sensitivity 27 3.19 5.85 4.78+0.49 0.776
Emotional intelligence 16 2.19 5.00 3.724+0.56 0.913
Social support 12 2.00 5.00 4.06+0.64 0.944

SRES AIVTEO PPUSNEE, B 5ole] 71olA] I3t 7102 UeHTHp<0.001). HgEoke 719 ofola A 1t
Ehdeh AR A3 PASTEEL BUET dRch RS o) 1) Urehdka, 943 Ao} UK Table 2.

Table 2. Level of scales according to general characteristics Unit: Mean*SD

Characteristics Division N Care efficacy F/t(p)

Age (y) >21 40 4.2020.47 0.056
22 80 4.180.66 (0.946)
<23 60 4.15%0.66

Grade 2 52 4.16%+0.59 0.238
3 119 4.18+0.63 (0.808)
4 9 4.31+0.75

Record =29 36 4.11£0.61 0.689
3034 70 4.130.60 (0.560)
3.5-39 51 4.247+0.58
<4.0 23 4.2940.81

Major satisfaction Dissatisfaction 2 3.98+1.11 16.052
Usually 97 3.9610.52 (<0.001)
Satisfaction 81 4.45+0.63

Clinical practice Dissatisfaction 5 3471047 18.980

satisfaction Usually 72 3.92+0.49" (<0.001)
Satisfaction 103 4.40%0.62°

Join a major club Yes 4 4.48+0.57 3.818
No 136 4.08+0.61 (<0.001)

"by t-test or one-way ANOVA

*The same characters are not significant by Scheffe’ test

EE G570 =87 174 (r=0.313, p<0.001), ZHIA15(r=0.582, p<0.001), Ak&] A A]2](r=0.532, p<0.001)2}F 42] AFzHA 17} ek &=
%EE“. 2 QI 29 A5 (=0.471, p<0.001), AFE] A 21 A (r=0.447, p<0.001)<} o] A A, TR s
0.001)7}+ 2] A7 AT Table 3>.
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Table 3. Correlation of variables

Variables Care efficacy Moral sensitivity Emotional intelligence Social support
Care efficacy 1.000

Moral sensitivity 0.313" 1.000

Emotional intelligence 0.582" 0.471" 1.000

Social support 0.532" 0.447" 0.703" 1.000

"p<0.01, by pearson’s correlation coefficient
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Table 4. Influencing factors of care efficacy

Variables B SE B t P Tolerance VIF
(constant) 2.737 0.410 6.667 <0.001

Major satisfaction (usually) 0.206 0.095 0.166 2.162 0.032 0.718 1.393
Clinical practice satisfaction 0.313 0.095 0.251 3.292 0.001 0.727 1.376
(dissatisfaction)

Join a club (yes) -0.305 0.095 -0.211 -3.219 0.002 0.981 1.019
Moral sensitivity 0.293 0.086 0.230 3.406 0.001 0.927 1.078

R™=0.299, adjusted R’=0.282, F=17.733 (p<0.001), Durbin-Watson= 2.114
p<0.05, by stepwise multiple regression analysis
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