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A study on oral health awareness—recognition factors and oral health

promotion activities of social workers engaged in child care facilities

. 1 2
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Dept. of Dental Hygiene, Songwon University - 1Dept, of Dental Hygiene, Chunnam Techno University ZDcpt‘ of Dental

Hygiene, Seoyeong University

Received : 13 September, 2012 ABSTRACT
Revised : 7 December, 2012 Objectives : The aim of this study was to examine the level of oral health knowledge,
Accepted : 10 December, 2012 oral health importance, oral health status and oral health interest of the social workers

engaged in child care facilities to analyze the influential factors on oral health promotion
activities and provide the basic data for oral health promotion activities,

Methods : The subjects in this study were those social workers engaged in child care
facilities from May 15th to May 25th in 2011, The self—report questionnaires were distributed
and withdrawn and then a total of 205 papers from the subjects that participated in this
study were analyzed for the final analysis,

Results : 1, Oral health knowledge had 12,1641.66 in a full score of 15 and oral health importance,
oral health status and oral health interest were 1.1240,36, 2,80+0,50 and 2,1410,8 respectively
in a full score of 5,

2. Acoording to the general characteristics, the difference analysis of cognition—recognition factors
showed that singles had significantly higher aral heelth knowledge nmarried couples (p<0,05) and
the sodial workers unusing auxiliary oral hygiene devioes had significantly higher oral health interest

Corresponding Author
Myeong—Seon Lee

Department of Dental Hygiene,
Seoyeong University, 1 Seokang—ro, then those sing therr(p0.00),

Buk'—gu, Gwangju 500—742, Korea, 3. The mean of oral health promotion was 3, 2840,51, characteristics of detailed specific—area were
Tl * +82-0-520-5215,+82-10-9474— 3602 as fallows ; the toothbrushing was 3,77+0,57, the use of fluoride was 2,67+0,98, periodic dental
Fax : +82-62-520-5214 screering and treatrrent were 2,98-+1,09 and eeting helits wes 4.14+0,57, These results generelly
E—mail : msZSZl@hamnaﬂ, net showed tooth—brushing and eating hahits show a little higher figures,

4, Considering the factors oral health promotion behaviors of sodal workers engaged in child care
facilities, the higher oral health interest was, the higher oral health pronmotion behavior was,
Conclusions : It seems that social workers engaged in child care facilities are required
to pay attention to the importance of oral health and learn oral health knowledge, which
will lead to much better improvement of oral health for children brought up by them,
Keyword : awareness—recognition factors, child care facilities, oral health promotion
behavior, social worker
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Table 1. Validation on oral health Promotion behaviors
Division 1 2 3 4
—_— o e e s o
Use of fuoride U of it e it Turid o
Regular dental examination iizﬁz zzgyf;f;mng and treatment 8 83171
B abis onprset in sl o e sor

2.3. X224

4% ALR= SPSS(Statistical Packages for Social Science
7.0) FARA ZRIHS o|gsto] AtriaAte] Unk
Eﬁ% Aol wiEsR AREsiglon, QIx-AZasl
ol
o]
+ T-est?} Mann-Whitney tests ©]-85131aL, ©1A]-212-Q.9]
B RAEAR B Ttk S8 A
(Pearson’ s correlation coefficient) S AASIHL]. Q1A]-A| 2
Qolo] LAALZAYYol| AL njA= Q018 olu
7] el vl hitate Al

Table 2. The general characteristics of the subjects

3. A/dH

3.1, GHlthyRte] L Ed

Aol Byl Ay zostﬂoﬂ/q 27} 92.7%, HA 7.3%
2 oAl b We BES Hot AToliolds /|8
56.1%, 1| 43, 9% 7]@1 o wWoka, RS 49
S A 5L, ATlol e S 48.30lem, 91
HAGES S A9 3850, AEIA o A9
61500 Y 7 UERgt(Table 2).

EI

[e:

QIX|-x|ztR9l0| £

TFEAGAAE T3 158014 121651608 22 UEyd

3.3. € Edol mE 2UX|-X[ZLelo] Xt
| 2N
el So] T2 Q1A-A2H 0219 Hol A o]
Atz Ak ok AAAA, AR o
Ak 015k Aoliz GI9le}, AEoiolA vlEo] %
A4jo] o 7 Uheh 9ol Aol HATI(p(0.05), T4

Division Frequency Percentage
Gener Fle 0 o
i s e,
Oral health education Eis 188 4%;
Auxiliary oral hygiene devices Eis 1;2 iﬁg
Total 205 100.0
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Table 3. The awareness—perception factors for oral health

Division N M=*SD

Oral health knowledge 205 12.16+1.66

Oral health importance 205 1.12+0.36

Oral health status 205 2,80%0.50

Oral health interest 205 214081
ZEAOIAE 7] 80] B okAut folet Aol giglck T 3.4, PUALSTISS|O| Al Foiw SN
AEANS Ado] Q= AL AR AX AL SEATIANE, - _ _

P e e e 1, redes FAREARRS BFS 30051402 Lelto
:f,_o Yol i ___L/V\K]L_ TI"J?_ X} ]T: BA RS T o‘l"] gi D:‘ Aﬂ_}—f_ %qo:]tg E_/g_o_ 91_/}_%_:1 Ogoﬂ 3 7740 57;<_] %/\O]
5T - = bl - bl i = -1 T, By
ZEES AN o ABAES0] PR “oldel A 9 AR 2080 0%, A
. A= P A=

=

(p0.01){Table 4).

2.6710.984, 7141
4141057802 Yep} Sl&Zal Alsato] A4 oR +
Al VERHTH Table 5).

Hir 2 o

Table 4. The awareness—perception factors according to the general characteristics (unit: M+SD)
L Oral health Oral health Oral health Oral health
Division N . .
knowledge importance status interest
Male 15 11,93+1.22 4.,00%0,00 3.13£0.35 3.93£0.59
CGender' Female 190 12.18+1.69 3.87+0,369 3.21%+0.51 3.85+0,83
) 1233,500 1252,500 1338,000 1359,500
(0.376) (0.154) (0.582) (0.751)
Single 920 12.42+1.59 3.88+0.36 3.21+0.53 3.78+0.78
. ¥ Married 115 11,96+1.69 3.88+0.35 3.1940.48 3.92+0.84
Marital status " 2,005 0,010 0.281 1,260
(0.046) (0,992) 0.779 (0.209)
Yes 106 12.32+1.58 3.86+0.38 3.250£0,57 3.95+0,77
e No 99 11,99+1.74 3.90+0.33 3.14+0,40 3.76+0.85
Oral health education © 1.498 0,812 1.631 176
(0.155) (0.418) (0.101) (0,087)
Yes 79 12.08+1.45 3.82+0.38 3.1940.53 3.67+0.81
Auxliary oral hygiene ~ No 126 12214179 3.914+0,34 3.21+0,48 3,98+0.80
devices | ) —0.579 —1.766 —0.230 2,655
(0.563) (0.089) (0.819) (0,009 )
" p<0.05, "t pl0.01
" Analyzed by the Mann—Whitney test,
" Analyzed by the T—test,
Table 5. Detailed specific area characteristics of oral health promotion activities
Division N M=SD M=SD
. Thorough brushing after meal 205 3.75+0.81
Tooth brushing Correct toothbrushing 205 3794058 3774057
. Use of toothpaste with fluoride 205 2.99+1.13
+
Use of fluoride Use of mouth rinses with fluoride 05 2354109 2.67+0.98
. Regular Prophylaxis 205 3.03+1.16
+
Regular dental examination Periodic dental screening and treatment 205 2.92+1.13 298109
. . Adequate nutritional intake 205 4,48+0.81
Fating habits Temperance in alcohol and tobacco 205 3.80+0.67 4142057
Oral health promotion behavior 205 3.28+0,51
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Table 6. Differences between oral health promotion behaviors and individual areas based on the general

characteristics (unit: M%SD)

Ues of Periodic Oral health
Division N Toothbrushing . dental Eating habits promotion
fluoride . .
screening behavior
Male 15 3674052  2.70+115 2.87+1.17 3.70+0.84 3.12+0.58
conder” Female 190 3774057  2.67+0.97 2,99+1.09 417+0.53 3.29+0,51
naer 0 1246,000 1397500 1329.000 1089,500 1192.500
(0.384) (0.900) (0.660) (0.029) (0.292)
Single ) 3724050  2.77+0.97 2.92+1.07 4,08+0,57 3.94+0.49
Nl +  Married 115 3.80+0.62  2.59+0.98 3.02+111 418+0.56 3.30+0.53
status 0 ~1,094 1.277 — 647 —1.190 — 866
0.275) (0.2039) (0.519) (0.235) (0.389)
Yes 106 3.88+0.57  274+1014 3.23+1.11 418+0.56 3.40+0,48
Oral health No %9 3.65+0,55  2.60+0,94 9.71+1.01 4.09+0.58 3144051
education” 0 2,953 1.024 3,530 1115 3.820
0.004") (0.307) 0.001) (0.266) (0.0007)
Auxiliary oral  Yes 79 3.75+0.65  2.40+1.01 2.69+1.13 410+0,58 3.03+0.52
e
deils;e No 196 3774052 2.84+0.92 3.16+1.03 4.16+0,56 3,43+0.45
0 - 959 -3.196 ~3,053 —1705 ~5.807
(0.811) (0.002) (0.003) (0.482) (0.000 )
- p0.05, 1 p0.01, : p0.001
TAnalyzed by the Mann—Whitney test,
¥ Analyzed by the T—test,
3.5. gutd EMo|| ME LS LRI%I2} A (0.0} EA0l8p0.05)914 et 2 A
ME gode xjo| WAS ERdT, T e SlEp.0n, =
aba
ulA Exjo|| mh2 I AZIEAO) L R ARG A £OFHP . OOO)’ 71491 Hp0.0000l4 et gl A
& TS A e PR e 7S Uehion], oz % 2Olp(0.01), 27150l A
3 2Hp(0.001 T 2830 2|85 oro. AG
e S BT 00, "o omeld o o9 e Ushi
1 RN
(p€0.00 Yol A A -’] J4S 23t on Eaolgal 27]4 ‘_] ﬁz(p<0 01) 7kl okt ool
AN oo’ zjolofla], e Aol A9 ofzrt Ao 9190EHp(0.01) (Table 7
Amrt o 7 Ueht Sofat AolE HYTp©os), A o e '
Zojiloas 710l Sl&ATL 7]A9] AR, Al5olA] 3.7, TZIHAZIEXISNQ|0) B O|x[= QO
A rERtoLt ol Aol Qloick R AmSol A e ° © -
L R ATS AR Q= A7h Q1A (p(0.01), 7|40l oFFEAldel Hiehe AAEAmYY] S
AAEO.0DA S0t ot Uepdt, pgejame ol SFE vlAks /S gokw] ffRf SRR
%% /\H;;_ OUoﬂ/ﬂ‘— /\]_%_3}1] %1—% 7\}7} /\0]5}_ OE %i H R 0}01 %ﬂ:ﬂ*“ﬂ% /.\j_] ]@ éﬂ}, Zﬁﬂ'
(00D, F714R) HAPQODOA] folal sl vpefe T SIS SAKOE SERRAMPO.0D, s
tH(Table 6) HE 14.0m=E UERTE E3E AYE SHEe 5 2
Al SAAeR oot ke A AT
3.6. #LAHZ CUX|-X|ALlnt AUZHUS T o wers PHISAWIE woRE & o AU
SHQ| Zte| AEhrtA| (Table 8).
AT QAT AT SRS 7ol A
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Table 7. Correlation between oral health awareness—perception factors and oral health promotion activities

Oral Oral Oral Oral Regular .
health health health health bL‘;‘:i: frus;igfe dental ﬁ:‘;ﬂg
knowledge importance status interest 9 examination
Oral health |
knowledge
Oral health 0,091 |
importance (0.194)
Oral health -0.015 0,098 |
status (0.827) (0.695)
Oral health 0,002 024 028
interest 0.97) 00007 (0.000™)
. 0,001 0.040 0,088 0.219
Toothbrushing 0.987) 0.572) 0,210 0oz 1
et of fluoride ~0.065 0,031 0172 0266 02
(0.354) (0.659) 0014 (00007 (0.0067
Periodic dental 0,025 0,100 0,098 0.347 028 020
screening 0.723) 0.153) (0.162) (0.000 ) (0,000 ) (o001 )
. ‘ ~0.047 0,058 0,007 0.095 0,205 0100 0102
Hating habits (0.505) (0.405) (0.921) (0.175) ©0.003") (0155  (0.146) !
p<0.05, "1 po.01, 7 pdo,001

4. A3 0l [0} AP, TR A doli, 471
S kS vlAl= AQIES FASle] ols7]RE
TATRE AR, WS W Au]r|hS whsjais 7739 ZHE R gAY Ees R0l viEs
i—ézl\_;ﬂ'?‘ _g_./l\_a' -;‘—:1__ _)]\_ 9\)]\].4_13) o_]% /\IXE‘LO,] %70}670}‘131 7()]—2%10% /:?1636; ZIE 2}1—‘5‘ ‘T‘LX\ﬂZ}]OL_ ;E‘)]E% Z—”_T’_:é‘].ﬂzl_ '\%

L oage Ba) 2o AR fAsH ool w5 TE AR
23 93k dlck ot PAmAe] MK Ay W xop & e AN SAelA AgAwele] Srgn s
$4%, A7, A8 RYET S| FAA Ygw of T W AT LG A W B 6L B3 3
2 Ao WARy] RoEY. of Ve Soppgua o TR ouE iR RN e
olgF oo TG ZA SAA|F|Es ALe] vy 9T 87.66 WA G e B.owe] Ak Holl £ 5
ol L, Q) FFAPIES 2ok Bk sty BT TRRAIAS S By L2 W S B9
0] Fze]lo] AMs A Bade] ok st T8N0l R RS Rk E2E BEEde] el
o aeEE ok APgely ofuiel gl & BEEES AR AR 8% A8 i B 6L
ash AT olmoreAdol dEloradel Asmele]  E AHESK Sk Ak | ) ekt 29 Asjel

TR wjo- Zaslelal Azl oo AJEA|E T ofmU Q] A AR ROl ARERITE} 24,000, ARESE
o] QIAAZF il Gl AR, PAAAEes, N SR T00E FARE AAS Hid. ofs Edz

Table 8. Factors having an influence of oral health awareness—perception on oral health promotion

Independent variable B SE B t P

Constant 2.594 0.473 5.486 0.000" o 1o

Oral health knowledge —0.022 0.020 =0.072 —1.087 0.278 Adj E2:O 193

Oral health importance —0.006 0,097 —0.004 0,058 0,954 }Eé 193 ’

Oral health status 0.032 0.070 0,031 0,456 0.649 p=0'000m

Oral health interest 0.225 0.044 0.358 5.110 0.000 )

: p<0.001
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