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ABSTRACT

Objectives : In this study, the treatment method for some college students,
due to the misuse of non—therapeutic molding technique non-—therapeutic
procedure is applied in orthodontics or jaw surgery and therapeutic purposes,
such as to properly recognize and to investigate whether,

Methods : In this study used, 4 questions, the questionnaire general
characteristics (such as gender, major, whether the treatment experience and
purpose) Orthodontic and knowledge about the jaw surgery (Corrective jaw
surgery hope and reason, or jaw surgery benefits, side effects, etc,) 6 items,
calibration and recognition jaw surgery on seven items 17 items was constructed,
Results : Of the perception of the majors of the respondents according to the
presence or absence of a non—therapeutic procedure for calibration or jaw
surgery the correct way, and the purpose appeared to know roughly majors
and all students majoring statistically significant (p<{ 001).

The degree of recognition for non—therapeutic procedures according to the
gender of the respondents' facial aesthetic improvement, and the most common
reason, you want to make a non—therapeutic procedure, correction or contrast,
I've found that looks supremacist influence on the non—therapeutic procedure
or roughly know the correct way, and jaw surgery for the purpose that appeared
to be statistically significant (p{ 05).

Conclusions : Non—therapeutic procedure for the interest and knowledge to
promote oral health as well as esthetic improvements to the original
non—therapeutic procedure for therapeutic purposes and how to deliver
education and it is very important,
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Table 1. The general characteristics of the study group

Ak 487810.80 02 Vet dite] bl ARA

SA9) AERAE folEE W FAE AR 15%6.2%),

AnA gaAl 1478(5.8%), 1Al ‘GS 20278(83.196) 0
2 2d5}ITH( Table 1),
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Variables N %
Male 120 49 .4
Gender
Female 123 50.6
) Dental health science 129 53.1
Major
Other major 114 46.9
Non—therapeutic Yes 48 19.8
procedure experience No 195 80,2
Treatment — jaw protrusion and chin up 15 6.2
Aesthetic effect of promoting 14 5.8
Non—therapeutic .
Seamless communication 2.1
procedure for therapeutic ) ) .
Gastrointestinal disorders overcome 2 0.8
purposes
Any other purpose 5 2.1
No 202 83.1
Total 243 100.0
Table 2. The study group of major and treatment—experienced presence
Variables Gender Total
Male Female
. Dental hygiene 66(55.0) 63(51.2) 129(53.1)
)
Other major 54(45.0) 60(48.8) 114(46.9)
Treatment—exerienced Yes 21(17.5) 27(22.0) 48(19.8)
—experi
P No 99(82.5) 96(78.0) 198(80.2)
Total 120(100.0) 123(100,0) 243(100,0)




L0/ - 0|2 - 0|Ms] - ZUs /H| NZZSHOZ A&k

"_l
30
rr
2
2
El
0z
B
0
12
4>
>
=2
il
ro
ne
4
il
Jon
0=
i
1o
re
1=
|.|-|
=2
el
rok
re
-
o
w
(6]

Table 3, Consideration on the subjects of non—therapeutic procedure of the study group

Variables N %

Family and friends of the recommendations 29 11.9

Why did you think about Treatment subjects 19 7.8
the jaw surgery or correction To be more beautiful 100 41,2
Ete. 95 39.1

Jaw surgery hope Yes m 8L
No 166 68.3

Costs 32 13.2

Side effect 19 7.8

Why did your jaw surgery Acquaintances of the gulf stream 7 2.9
Medical Accidents 15 6.2

Change one's mind 4 1.6

Chewing functional improvement 27 1.1

The advantages of orthodontics Facial contour sh'rlnk . 68 28.0
or jaw surgery Prongunced Ifu.Ilctlonal improvement 8 3.3
Confidence rising 68 28.0

Aesthetic promote 72 29.6

Facial muscle paralysi 100 41,2

Sleep Apnea 47 19.3

Side effects of jaw surgery Nose blurring 12 4.9
Jaws sensory loss 42 17.3

Postoperative bleeding 42 17.3

General Dentistry 10 4.1

To place a non-therapeutic Plastic Surgery 37 15.2
procedure General Hospital 25 10,3
Calibration professional dental 171 70.4
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Table 4. The study group of non—therapeutic procedure for recognition

Variables N %
Would 45 18.5
R ized for Artists i Would like to see counseling received 73 30,0
ecognized for Artists ja
gniz 1888 Jaw I do not want to 59 24,3
surgery . .
Personality seems to have disappeared 43 17.7
Etc, 43 17.7
Recognition for the Is positive 52 21.4
universalization of jaw Is negative 92 37.9
surgery Do not you ever think about 99 40.7
Expect a positive impact on social life, confidence recovered 34 14.0
. . Jaw surgery—related medical technology improvement 2.1
Reason to think positively . .
. Improve the stability of the future jaw surgery 62.5
jaw surgery common . .
Immediately caught wrong—known technique of commonsense 7 99
opportunity ’
Positivel ideri 26 10,7
Receive Idea whether a OSIHVELy considering ’
th i d ‘ Idea, but guard problem 31 12.8
non—ther ic pr re for
0 the apeut'c procedure 1o Idea, but side effects 38 15.6
non—ther i r
© erapeutic purposes Do not ever think 148 60.9
H 174 71.6
The impact of Ni:e 7 2' 9
non—therapeutic procedure in I do not know 35 144
ran rem:
appeatance supremacy Not interested in 27 1.1
Know exactly what is 23 9.5
Calibration or jaw surgery in  Roughly know 95 39.1
the exact manner and Ever heard 42 17.3
purpose of recognition No idea 38 15.6
Not interested in 45 18.5
Table 5. Degree of recognition according to the experience of subjects of non—therapeutic procedure
. Treatment—experienced _
Variables by p—value
Yes No
Is positive 11(22.9) 41(21.,0) 52(21.4)
Recognition  for  the I . 94 a(34 9
universalization of jaw s negative (50.0) 68(34.9) 92(37.9) 079
Do not you ever
surgery
think about (27.1) 86(44.1) 99(40.7)
K tl hat
oW exactly wha (12.5) 17(8.7) 93(9.5)
Orthodontics or jaw '®
surgery in the exact Roughly know 24(50,0) 71(36.4) 95(39.1) 082
manner and purpose of Ever heard 10(20 8) 32(16 4) 42(17,3) :
recognition No idea ( 3) 34(17.4) 38(15.6)
Not interested in 8.3) 41(21.0) 45(18.5)
The impact of Have 37(71.1) 137(70.,3) 174(71.6)
non—therapeutic Not 12.1) 6(3.1) 7(2.9) 659
procedure in T do not know 7(14.6) 28(14.4) 35(14.4) ’
appearance supremacy Not interested in 3(6.3) 24(12.3) 27(11.1)

p .05
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Table 6. According to the presence or absence of the major subjects in a non—therapeutic procedure for recognition

Majoring presence

Variables . Non—major Total p—value
majors s
Recognition for the Is positive 33(25.6) 19(16.7) 52(21.4)
universalization of jaw Is negative 41(31.8) 51(44.7) 92(37.9) 076
surgery Ever thought about not 55(42.6) 44(38.6) 99(40.7)
Orthodonti ) Know exactly what is 9(7.0) 14(12.3) 23(9.5)
rtnodontics or ja
,1 0 ) Wt Roughly know 44(34.1) 51(44.7) 95(39.1)
rgery in X ey
SUrBery ) ¢ exac . Ever heard 19(14.7) 93(20.2) 49(17.3) 001
manner an urpose o
i Purp No idea 21(16.3) 17(14,9) 38(15.60
& Not interested in 36(27.9) 9(7.9) 45(18.5)
. Have 84(65.1) 90(78.9) 174(71.6)
The impact of
non—therapeutic procedure Not 6(4.7) 10.9) 72.9) 070
) peutic b I do not know 992(17.1) 13(11.4) 35(14.4) :
in appearance supremacy . .
Not interested in 17(13.2) 10(8.8) 27(11.1)

" pC001
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A HE 34.1%, WE 447 S AE 150

&3 13

BNl 22
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2% 398 tHp(.001)(Table 6).
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Al ol QAT

Aol W B AR £ S A olgEi ol
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o S o, “elmx et ) Az 4] )3

o] A9 Wb 56,7, of5h 86,247 27} ofahy

of © A uepgon mE EAHoR folsict

Table 7. According to the gender of the subjects in a non—therapeutic procedure for recognition

Gender
Variabl Total —val
ariables Male Fomale otal p—value
Famil fri f th
amily and friends of the 16(13.3) 13(10.6) 99(11.9)
recommendatlons
Reason  why  you Treatment subjects
think this ) 12(10.0) 7(5.7) 19(7.8) .
. because 026
non-therapeutic Facial aesthetic
procedure ) 39(32.5) 61(49.6) 100(41,2)
improvement
Etc. 53(44.92) 42(34.1) 95(39.1)
The impact of Have 68(56.7) 106(86.2) 174(71.6)
non—therapeutic Not 7(5.8) 0(0.0) 7(2.9)
procedure in I do not know 24(20.0) 11(8.9) 35(14.4) 000
aPDPearance \ interested in 21(17.5) 6(4.9) 927(11.1)
supremacy
Orthodonti ) Know exactly what is 10(8.3) 13(10.6) 23(9.5)
rthoadontics or ja
_1 " ) “2 Roughly know 37(30.8) 58(61.1) 95(39.1)
surger n e exac 3
gety 1 ) X Ever heard 19(15.8) 93(18.7) 42(17.3) 1020
manner an urpose
- nitionp P No idea 95(20.8) 13(10.6) 38(15.6)
& Not interested in 99(24.4) 16(13.0) 45(18.5)

" pC05, pd.oot
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