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ABSTRACT

fear based on the general characteristics, major and personality type of the 400 girl students in
university in Ulsan,

version,

Objectives : The purpose of this study was to investigate the factors related to the dental

Methods : Subjects were 400 girl students in university in Ulsan from November 2012 to March
2013, Data were collected by questionnaire and dental checkup and analyzed using SPSS 20,0

Results : Neuroticism was closely related to dental clinic visit, Those who did not visit dental
clinics tended to have low score of neuroticism,

Conclusions : To reduce dental fear in girl students, it is necessary to make them visit dental
clinics frequently and promote the preventive dental care effectively.
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Table 1. Socioeconomic characteristics of the study subjects
Variables Category N %
Study Dental hygiene 261 65.3
Non—dental hygiene 139 34.7
Grade 1 191 477
2 108 217.0
3 over 101 25.3
Age(year) 18 80 20.0
19 17 29.2
20 A 23.5
21 61 15.3
22 over 48 12.0
Total 400 100.0
2, ZAICHAL OfCiAdo| ZiZof| M2 PARZAKIAL  (pC0.00D), SlgoF Bgom olEws oyst & 9l
HEE (p€0.001), “defo] HiFE]A] o> SAlE o S o]
TRl thet o) e 3ol et st A7} I (p(0.00D) 7HA] 105292 2| 9A3te] Al &o]

== [€]
=

sy AN

- il*ilﬂﬂ—t— = %Jﬁswp@ oo, ‘*ﬂw} of

&, oF) AlFe Aok A ] +E}(p<o 001)' ‘o]_,_}\]7H /\}_Q_

Hr} Xl*‘A}%Ol A& aﬂ‘%} | & AFAo|cHp(0,001), A

Ao & } FroE] 2RO ppAu 22 ofdf
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Sk (p0.001), AAHAE shH 2o} Afo]7h ol
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Table 2, Comparison of percentage of correct answer for oral health knowledge according to major of the study

subject
Non—
Category Total Def“a' dental p—value
hygiene .
hygiene

Regular dental check up helps to maintain oral health 396( 99.00  260( 99.6)  136( 97.8) 0,123
When gum disease worsened, bad breath occurs 390( 97.5)  258(98.8)  132( 94.9 0, 037¥
Brushing is an important way to prevent gum disease 383(95.7)  260( 99.6)  123( 88.4) <0. 001
Periodic scaling is essential to prevent gum disease 382(95.5) 259(99.2)  123( 88.4) <0. 001
Fluoride containing toothpaste will prevent cavity 382(95.5)  258(98.8)  124( 89.2) <0. OOl
Consumption of fresh fruits and vegetables are good for oral health 382(95.5)  258(98.8)  124( 89.9) 0. OOl
Use of floss more effective to prevent gum disease than toothpick 381(95.2) 257( 98.4)  124( 89.9) ©.001"
Chewing gum after meal can replace brushing (F) 368( 92.0) 238( 91.1) 130( 95.5) 0.447
Sufficient brushing can almost prevent cavity 346( 86.5) 224( 85.8)  122( 87.7) 0.647
Dnnklng Water' that contains appropriate concentration of Fluoride 394( 81.0) 959( 96.5) 79( 51.9) Q. oor™
will prevent cavity
Tartar removal will broaden the gap between teeth (F) 301( 75.2)  212( 81.2) 89( 64.0) <. 001
Cavity is the main cause of tooth loss 200( 72,5  177(67.8)  13(8L2) 0005
Taking gum disease medicine can prevent gum disease (F) 284( 71,00 200( 76,6) 84( 60.4) 0. OOl
Consumption of non sugar content, foods will help to prevent cavity 255( 63.7)  198(75.8)  57(41.0)  <0.001
Gum disease is caused by virus (F) 186( 46.5)  127( 48.6) 59( 42.4) 0,248
Total 400(100,0) 261(100.0) 139(100.0)

(F): Wrong Statement p<0,05,  p<0.01
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Table 3. Comparison of scores for oral health knowledge, dental fear, neuroticism and extroversion between

departments
Dental hygiene Non—Dental hygiene
Category MESD M+SD M=£SD p—Zt
Oral health knowledge 131+ 1.28 11,5+ 1.66 12,6+ 1,61 <0.001
Dental fear score 49.7+15,83 53,5+18.71 51.0+16.96 0.043"
Neuroticism 72.2+13.15 70.7+14.85 71.7+13.77 0.276
Extroversion 59,6+ 7.55 59.6+ 8,62 59.6+ 7.93 0,999

M: Mean, SD: Standard Deviation, p¢0.05,  p<0.01

Table 4, Score comparison of dental fear, neuroticism and extroversion regarding dental service utilization pattern according to major

Dental fear score

Neuroticism score

Extroversion score

Dental

Non—dental

Dental

Non—dental

Dental

Non—dental

egor % T Total T
SRR No.(%) hygiene hygiene L] hygiene  hygiene g hygiene hygiene el
M=SD M=SD M#SD p  M*SD M+SD M+SD p  M*SD M+SD M£SD p
Dental dliric use Yes 243 60.8) 48551562 50441939 49.7+16.79 72541280  TL81673 7231410 598+ 774 501+ 820 50,6+ 7.87
experience during the
Jast, year 0,061 0,267 0.991
No  I57(39.3) 50141631  56.9+1747 53.0+17.00 TTHBT0 69541255 T07+13,22 502+ 721 601+ 907 59,6+ 804
Experience of ool 5 B O AR 8 . S o - - i e e e . o o .
et nead Yes 79325 S09+1696 433%1867 4941677 BT 6LTEITI5 73641324 BLI* 866 624% 857 6L4T 86
0,800 0,326 0,013
No 164 67.5) 48.6+1538 524+1927 49.9+1685 TOXIAHM 72941658 71741450 9.0+ 707 581+ 7.92 58,7+ 7.36
Experience of
cubclinical oral Yes  133(547) 49241571  d443+1448 47541531 T9+1322  MA+IBT4 73241416 S5+ T67 590+ 976 59,6+ 802
Bl check— 0,028 0,284 0829
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No  10(453) 5L7+1631 537+2086 52.4+18.10 73441296 T0.241655 71241404 599+ 716 590+ .95 594+ 7.74
Experience of fos 272 68 9 94157 52 2417 9 G+16 22 719413 TL5+1495 T1 8413 6" 505+ 767 5 AT RO 1+ 795
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1 98( 4.5 50041745 52541884 50717 T0+1255 63241385 70,2+12.03 580+ 687 578+ 778 586+ 712
0223 0,512 0322
2 760 19,0) 48441488 550+1487 50341514 12141496  TA2+1414 72741469 607+ 808 564+1061 506+ 890
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Table 5. Comparison of dental fear score according to neuroticism and extroversion personality

Dental hygiene Non—I?entaI
Category No. hygiene M=+SD p—value
M=SD M=£SD
Neuroticism
Low score gr.(<77) 202 48 7+15.13 50,8+17.50* 49.4+16,04 0.018"
High score gr.(=>79) 148 51,3+16.83 58.8+20,01 53.7+18.17 ’
Total 400
Extroversion
Introversion (<53) 82 48,4+13,39 56.6119.22 51,.3+16.07 0.877
Extroversion (>54) 318 50.0£16,41 52.7+18.58 51,0£17.21 )
Total 400
M: Mean, SD: Standard Deviation, p0.05
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Table 6. Multiple regression analysis for affecting dental fear score
Variables B B t p

Age 1.005 0.117 2.073 0.039.

Major(Non dental hysgiene=1) 4.070 0.114 2.068 0.039_

Frequency of scaling per yr. —-1.052 —0.141 =2.719 0.007

Experience of subclinical oral health check—up (No=1) 4,069 0.107 1.879 0.061

Dental clinic use experience within the last year (No.=1) 4,427 0.128 2.211 0.028

Neuroticism score 0.232 0.189 3.796 <0.001

Extroversion score —0.109 —0.051 -1,034 0.302
18,428 1,439 0.151

Adjusted R = 0067 F =511 p—value = <0.001
€005, " p<0.01
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