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2.2.2 Oral chromaZ °| &% #3 &4
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s}3t= ppb

hydrogen sulfide 6.60 £ 17.36
methyl—mercaptan 7.66 £ 59.90
dimethyl—sulfide 57.09 £ 112.46

3.11 Oral chroma &A#d W& +HAFH L

Oral chromaZ ©o]&3 T3 AA=AR A hydrogen sulfide, methyl-mercaptan,
dimethyl-sulfide®] Z}7he] 9% 7kl 112, 26, 8ppbE W& ddAE F¥Ae 7HH S o
Y hydrogen sulfide 1.2%, methyl mercaptan 4.1%, dimethyl sulfide 52.9%¢] B &= %

o] vhebg

¥ 11. Oral chroma =33zt W& T+HFEE

shgh= N(%)
hydrogen sulfide(112ppb ©]7) 2(1.2)
methyl—mercaptan (26ppb ©]7) 5(4.1)
dimethyl—sulfide (8ppb ©]2}) 90(52.9)

312 FHAAA =S HdA 3 SAHXA H

T 170 o ARGl A AA ARG R A FHSAAE vag Ao
A et SE3 ZAFNE AL 349 o = hydrogen sulfide 3.26£6.71, methyl mercaptan
94+2.71, dimethyl sulfide 55.58+78.12, ‘eFzt Hr}’ 1329 oAl hydrogen sulfide 7.61+19.30,
methyl mercaptan 9.53+67.90, dimethyl sulfide 58.31+121.37, ‘34 =24 Ax=Z dt} 399
/] hydrogen sulfide 3.26+6.71, methyl mercaptan .66+6.35, dimethyl sulfide 15.66+18.44,
s Freol Ak WAy ol 1Me $EAlolA hydrogen sulfide 4.00, dimethyl
sulfide 71.00¢] ZAX7} vetwth 2 @Az o3k Aol= gle Ao U

(p>0.05).



12, AN = AA 5 SAHA v

A=
AN = N hydrogen methyl dimethyl
sulfide —-mercaptan —sulfide
A e 34 3.2616.71 94+2.71 55.58+78.12
oFZt ok 132 7.61+19.30  9.53+67.90 58.31+121.37
G =4 AR dr 3 66+1.15 3.66+6.35 15.66+18.44
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p>0.05
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Abstract

Research Study on the Grade of Subjective Symptom and Recognition of

Oral Malodor of Women's College Students or Co-eds.

Sun-Sook Kim Eun-Sook Lee!', Mi-Hyun So, Sun-Hee Woo

Dept. of Dental Hygiene, Suwon Women's College

Dept. of Dental Hygiene, Kimcheon College

Key words

: oral malodor, oral malodor psychasthenia, volatilethydrogen)sulfide

This research study investigates the grade of the subjective symptom of oral malodor

the students of Dental Hygiene Department located in Gyeonggi-do(Province) and
Gyeongbuk area and then after measurement of the generation of the actual oral
malodor, and then after the investigation of the both whether they are of one accord,
the research will be helpful for the increasement of the recognition about the oral
malodor, and at the same time this research study has been conducted for the purpose
of utilization as reference material concerning the protection against oral malodor and

the treatment and the conclusion is as follows:

1. Concerning the grade of the subjective symptom of the generation of oral odor, The
"A little bit oral malodor ' was the highest by reaching 77.6 %, and ’'No oral malodor
" was 20%.

2. The time in which one feels the oral malodor most highly was revealed 'immediately
after awakening from the sleep ' by running up to 88.2%.

3. Concerning the extent of the aversion during the generation of oral malodor from the
other, 57.6% expressed as 'unpleasant’, and it was 3.5% who showed no aversion.

4. Concerning the intention to participate in the protection program against the oral

malodor 51.8% showed that they have intention of participation in the program.
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5. The 132 respondents who answered that they had ’'a little bit oral malodor’ in
comparison with the grade of subjective symptom of oral malodor and the measurement
of the actual oral malodor showed the hydrogen sulfide 7.61£19.30, methyl mercaptan
9.53+67.90, dimethyl sulfide 58.31+121.37(p>0.05).

The above research result was measured by limited subjects, and afterwards the more
diversified and precise comparative study is to be required by means of the

classification of various levels in case of the selection of the research subjects.

AA: PA% ($MI-360) A71% 544 AAT LEBHE -6 FUeIATIet 2943
A3} 031-290-8124, FHE: 019-582-7917 E-mail: sook@swec.ac.kr
P ATE 20079 SRR wEAAATH ALl o o] FolH

_18_



