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ABSTRACT

Objectives: This study compared the codes of ethics for dental hygienists in the United States (2024), United Kingdom (2014),
Canada (2024), Korea (2004), and the International Federation of Dental Hygienists (2023), focusing on the distribution of
autonomy (A) and social responsibility (S). Methods: A comparative content analysis was conducted using the most recent
officially published versions available on the websites of each issuing body’s website as of January 2025, verified by the stated
revision year. Independent ethical items were coded into A or S categories according to predefined operational criteria. A total of
80 ethical items were identified and analyzed based on their frequencies and proportions. Results: The United States(12 A, 11°S;
A'S = 1.1:1) and the United Kingdom(4 A, 5 S; 0.8:1) showed relatively balanced distributions. Canada(9 A, 21 S; 0.4:1), IFDH (3 A,
8 S; 0.4:1), and Korea(2 A, 5 S; 0.4:1) demonstrated social responsibility-dominant patterns. Conclusions: The findings indicate
variations in value distribution and structural composition among national and international codes, providing empirical evidence
for further discussion on ethical frameworks in dental hygiene.
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Table 1. Overview of codes of ethics by country: document-level content analysis of structural and regulatory
characteristics

Country Year enacted / Issuing bod Legal Core ethical Length Key structural

(document title) latest revision -8 PO enforceability structure (pages) characteristics

United states 2024 ADHA Self-regulation 6 core values 9 Balanced emphasis on autonomy and

(ADHA code of ethics) (membership 7 areas of social responsibility (A:S = 1:1)

obligation) responsibility

United kingdom 2014 GDC Legal obligation 9 principles 98 Issued by a regulatory authority, subject

(GDC standards for the  (current) (licensure to license suspension

dental team) requirement)

Canada 2024 CDHA Self- regulation 5 ethical principles 16 Equity and public health focused,

(CDHA code of ethics) S-dominant ethical framework

Intern ational 2023 IFDH Recommended 4 core values 6 International guideline-oriented purpose,

(IFDH code of ethics) guideline strong emphasis on social responsibility
(non-binding)

Korea 2004 KDHA Self-regulation 7 declarative 1 Community-centered principles,

(KDHA code of ethics) articles insufficient articulation of autonomy

ADHA: American dental hygienists’ association; GDC: General dental council; CDHA: Canadian dental hygienists association; IFDH: International
federation of dental hygienists; KDHA: Korean dental hygienists association.

Document length refers to the total number of pages in the officially published PDF, including appendices and references where applicable. Structural
components reflect the number and organizational categories of core ethical principles as explicitly labeled in each source document, without
researcher-imposed reclassification.
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Table 2. Comparison of autonomy and social responsibility item distribution and structural types in dental
hygienists’ codes of ethics by country
No.of No.of A

Country Altems STtems Ratio Ethical structure type Descriptive characteristics

United states 12 1 1.1:1 Balanced Near-equal emphasis on patient rights (A) and public
health responsibility (S)

United kingdom 4 5 0.8:1  Balanced-regulatory Issued by a regulatory authority; parallel emphasis on
risk management and patient protection

Canada 9 21 041 S-dominant Strong emphasis on diversity, equity, and inclusiveness;
public health-centered, socially oriented framework

IFDH 3 8 0.41 S-dominant Includes environmental and global public health
perspectives; emphasizes universal ethics

Korea (KDHA) 2 5 0.41 S-dominant Focus on promotion of national health; limited

articulation of autonomy-related items

A (autonomy): Individual-centered values, including patient choice, protection of information, and autonomous professional
judgment; S (social responsibility): Community-oriented values, including public health, equity, collaboration, and social
accountability; KDHA: Korean Dental Hygienists Association.

Each independent provision or item within a code of ethics was treated as a single coding unit. Classification was based on
the title and substantive content of each provision. When a provision addressed both A and S values, it was assigned to the
category reflecting its dominant content. The Ethical Structure Type was determined by the A:S ratio: “Balanced” for ratios
between 0.8 and 1.2, “S-dominant” for ratios of 0.5 or below, and “Balanced-Regulatory” for balanced documents issued by a
statutory regulatory authority with legal enforceability.
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Table 3. Comparison of levels of specific ethical obligations in dental hygienists’ codes of ethics

Primary value-specific obligations ADHA GDC CDHA IFDH KDHA
Autonomy (A)
- Informed consent o ([ O O O
- Protection of information and confidentiality o o O O O
- Patient participation in decision-making o o O — —
Social responsibility (S)
- Promotion of public health O O o o o
- Equity O — [ ] O
- Interprofessional collaboration within the dental team O ([ o O O
- Reporting complaints and risks O o O — —
- Professional development o o o O [ ]
- Research- and evidence-based practice O O o o —

ADHA: American dental hygienists’ association; GDC: General dental council; CDHA: Canadian dental hygienists association;
IFDH: International federation of dental hygienists; KDHA: Korean dental hygienists association.

@ Detailed: Includes practice guidelines or specific examples within the provisions; O Brief: Limited to principle-level
statements without practical guidance; — Not included: No relevant provisions identified.

Criterion: Independent coding of the full text of each national code of ethics by two researchers, followed by expert
consultation. Detailed was defined as the presence of three or more independent normative statements that included explicit
behavioral guidance. Brief was defined as one to two general references without specific operational criteria. Not included
indicated the absence of relevant normative statements. Final ratings were determined through consensus between the two
coders.
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Table 4. Relationship between healthcare system types and ethical value structures (A:S) in codes of ethics

Country Type c;]iltiarithcare Islfgé;g A:SRatio” Ethical structure type Summary
United states ~ Mixed system  Professional 1.1:1  Balanced Strong emphasis on both autonomy and
centered on private association social responsibility
insurance
United NHS-based public  Statutory 0.8:1 Balanced-regulatory Parallel emphasis on patient protection and
kingdom system with public  regulatory risk management

—private hospitals  authority
Canada Single-payer public Professional 0.4:1 Social responsibility — Strong emphasis on equity and public

insurance with  association (S)-dominant accountability
supplementary
private sector
Korea Single public ~ Professional  0.4:1 Social responsibility ~ Emphasis on public interest and professional
insurance with ~ association (S)-dominant accountability

public-private

mixed provision
A: autonomy; S: social responsibility.
"The A:S ratio was calculated by dividing the number of autonomy (A) items by the number of social responsibility (S) items,
based on the item counts presented in Table 2.
Ethical structure classification criteria(researcher-defined based on ratio distribution):
A:S=1.0 & 0.2 — Balanced or near-balanced type;
AS < 0.5 — Social responsibility (S)-dominant type;
A:S = 1.5 — Autonomy (A)-dominant type (not observed).
Healthcare system classification:
The type of healthcare system for each country was summarized based on official national health reports and internationally
recognized policy documents, including reports by the Commonwealth Fund and the King’s Fund. Classification followed the
standard typology distinguishing single-payer public systems, mixed public-private systems, and NHS-based models.
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Table 5. Ethical value themes by relational domain and country in dental hygienists’ codes of ethics

Application relationship ~ United states United kingdom Canada [FDH Korea (KDHA)
Patients Consent, safety, Principle of Autonomy and Emphasison ~ Promotion of national
information patient primacy  welfare centered human rightsand  oral health; strong
provision respect for choice emphasis on
preventive practice
Colleagues Conflict Emphasis on Cooperation Cooperation and Mandatory
management, teamwork and mutual fair practice collaboration;
knowledge sharing respect emphasis on
professional ethics
and shared
responsibility
Self-management Integrity, healthy =~ Maintenance of  Self-evaluation Emphasis on Professional
values professionalism and lifelong learning competence
continuous and ethical development;
learning autonomy reinforcement of
professional identity
Society / Profession Community Maintenance of Reporting Environmental Community
engagement public trust obligations;social ~ protection and participation;
justice global professional
responsibility accountability;
included protection of
professional rights

KDHA: Korean dental hygienists association.

Each cell summarizes the key ethical themes identified through content analysis of the explicit provisions and practice
guidelines within each code of ethics. Coding was conducted at the level of individual provisions, and themes were included
when explicitly stated in the source document. Researcher-interpreted paraphrasing was applied solely for conciseness,
without altering the original meaning.
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FAHA o5 PASH= Ao Us = YoH, A eTA7F S A AR A 2 A 7] Mol diF oz 24 e =
o] Uck. Tt 2 /A of o whet FA ) B8] QA7) Rl S5l xtol 7 HhAYsh 4= Qi whebA] 2 ol Axk= £ 291 5
U2 Ay Bk, Zh=o] Al A wizks 3 aefste] siA e P o vt it nj=at o=t i As3e]rh g2 e S AlAsiglon, o]

2 223 2840 AR RS FY Q| vl RS R, Sh2 ALS|A A Ro) 2|93 By AR E RAISIL URUTHL 4L ol
7870 A1t 20187 WG =) 2] QQkTh= A=A A ThE FkshA| btk AA| =2 u|=H(2024), FHLFEH2024), =A71712023) 22 S 7H
slo] SAI HAg2] o)A S uhegshubH Hahe- 2004 A1 o] % 7iH o] o] Foix|A] gkt ITH1,3,5,7].

2 A 230 7]eket WgEAolahs /34 E 7HA eAlE 71T AR, B4 ool g217e BAjoll =gk o Qlof
o] g2)747 AT} A8 oo thst A Akme EER] gttt S, ARedTt ALY A Rels ol B EAE2 8% 7ix|e] &
b5 S FE5] BHskA] ot A Uk AR, Zh &2)7dE siA] agollA] 1ol A AL 3k mieto] 24 5] whgE]A] 2
3 lom, s =7} E7F AR 5o Bk Ak 3R] Zooie). % Atolxl s ol2idt dAlEo] Hekd Wt itk
St 7P B Bt 4 Wale] 2tol 2 Qls) g 4= 9l A/S H&-2 M7 9o opd 71x] Bxo] AJthA S ol A EE S
]ojo ghtt.

TR0l E5Hal 2 As MM GRS st 247 obd, =7k QleAlE 9 A St A E & A AR B
SHATH= MollA] A4 olelg A|dt}. g2 g7 ] el 4], 71A] v Al 4.8 A AR 12 52 A9 H 0 vlugon &
2] 7}x] F20] FAA thld it A=A gHelE ozt o 2 A AsITh

St &) A 1 ke AN, A, HE Al Bl WY B 5 A B dES SHE 2FO0E TSt
g} Pe] B5o] 712 A& Dot et E4, ‘9F B 1 (Duty of candour)'2} 2+ &t S5 Zilohs 22 AT 24, o
Ale] &2 Axlo] 7hsshe S ok gtk AR, Aafe] MAA 2] FA RS AP 7]Hke] EA= g b/ 1} HR/g
& =ol= o g wHd 4= Qi o]=7HaAHI3], A/ IAHI4] & thE Bl s HEA] el golM 354 0 2 A A |1 Yl 2HA
2, 2| Aol A Thet A tol| &2 7150 Y/t 2t kA 7kx| o] A3k " e o] A|7| =] At QIEH15).

20 B fe|de Wl FA|2) Al U] FEot $|, Ae/du ALS A A Ro] 7 Qe 7k AAA|, 2Ej Al A g 7]kt
A AR 7271 ®ais|ojof & Zlo|tt. of2igh /i W2 3l FAl 0 R B 53] Y A2t o] 3 Fojshs Aaks B 3

7H 4= 31tk o2’ Wdol IR wl, oh= Ao At e ettt A ol A2 A=A A

sH
=
o

Hir ofN
ol
ol
K
i1
R
N

i
d
o

Q7 )%, 9, il 3 9 S AIFDH)OIA WS ATl 8272 tho 2, AHa 4 (Autonomy)H A1 2
(Social responsibility)eH= 74 %-& 712:0.2 L§-& BAJ8t1, 37k 28 2] 7o) Aol ulwsleict. ol g Sa 9 gelgae] 72
£33 Aekeka G A1 Wl ot 7|2 Ak AlAskaA stk

Q17 A}, vl R} Qo] 2 e AR AT AISIE AR A7} 1 i 0819] 182 FRH O REHlo] o0, 84} Ueje T
1971 272 wastol APAls) 7|45k loirk. 55 o5 F7he 7o) A AL 242 A5 WSl ADHA)2 27} 17| BHGDO) 0.2 4

o
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olgol 2711, A Aol TR AAH A 722 FASTL AUk
R FHUiCh IFDH, 32 2% AS HI&0] 0.4:1 o|5HR A4 MR FA10] Z4A1Y T35 B om, B3] 32 AHeA) FEo] 3] zq
ARl £ 910) Z1eket ALS RAlalaL QISIT). a8 27me) 241 A ook B Afe] $aF 9 4 45 o1 7)) whitol ek
n)x]= 124 Qolo & stolg|olh
Fi0] )7 e BAliA] 7o) o] 2olx]x) elok, Ahg A} Tl S1A) B2 (5], AR A, H HA 5)o] BAfel A A
Sk aju]gkAefolt. o] = x|k dAke] 4] Al it SAbEAl &2 A S Al A o' FEs] Ridshs Hl Algto] & 7Hs/d= AlARRE
o % S210 S mela A9, AHaAThBeie Bl Fme] 128 9 A APe) PAIsE Bl AES 4 9lg 2ol
2 A= X LI @A E S Dt 1 F50] ofd ZEx| 0] ol H]al-2Askl o H, 57 ZF Ao 7k A=A g at A K
A= 7Hs/dS AASIAT ol2ieh FME2 22 54l 71ee] ¥l E A o = HESHY, S Al A =9 & fIg 7124t

BHE T P W4 A U9E B U8R Aol ZIeka Slom, A Bt A Ale) folg Shs) ATt BaakAt
QI sk v chigo] U5 ket A7) 7ol FgElo] glo ARE LEHSH: ol AFgo] 27k TtehA] £ A70] b} Aok
2 7h) o) i 7ge ATk S 4] el Lol sAE Wt ik
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