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Objectives : The purpose of this study was to investigate influential factors for the use of

oral hygiene supplies with a view to give the right directions for related oral health education.

Corresponding Author Methods : Subjects were recruited in dental dinics in Seoul and Gyeonggi Province, Questionnaire

Kyeong—Hee Lee data were carried out from June 1 to August 31, 2012,

Department of Dental Hygiene Results : 1. The awareness towards oral hygiene supplies revealed a mean of 5.4613.87 out

Shin—heung College of 14 points. Familiarity with the oral hygiene supplies was 2.62+2.66 and that of oral hygiene

95 Hoam-—ro, Uijeongbu, Gyeonggi—do [ supplies was 2,63+1.48. 2. A regression analysis showed that by selecting the use of oral hygiene

480—701, Korea. supplies as a dependent variable and the model turned out to make an 8,1% prediction, Among

Tel : +82—-31-870—-3442 the selected independent variables, familiarity with the use of oral hygiene supplies revealed a
+ 82—10—9199—2072 statistically significant influence on the use of oral hygiene supplies that was a dependent

X © +82-31-870-3449 variable(p<0.000).
E—mail : noh3898@hanmail.net Conclusions : Awareness of oral hygiene supplies didn't have a lot of impact on the use

of the supplies. It is important to motivate learners to make use of oral hygiene supplies in
case of oral health education,
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Table 1. The general characteristics of subjects

Characteristics Division N %

Man 129 42.0

Gender Wornan 178 58,0
10-19 yrs 23 7.5

20-29 yrs 127 4.4

Age 30—-39 yrs 62 20.2
40-49 yrs 37 121

50 yrs 58 189

<1 month 79 25.7

. 1-6 month 97 31.6

Recently dental treatment time 6-12 month 65 919
>12 month 66 21.5

Dental caries treatment 142 46,3

Periodontal disease treatment 60 19.5

Dental disease treatment experience Prosthetic treatment 32 10.4
Orthodontic treatment 26 85

Dental implant treatment 36 1.7

Hypersensitive tooth treatment 1 3.6

1-2 times 18 38.4

Toothbrushing frequency(for a day) 3—4 times 166 54.1
> 5 times 23 7.5

Before a meal 48 15.6

Toothbrushing time After a meal 208 67.8
Frequently 51 16.6

Total 307 100.0

Table 2. Recognition of oral hygiene supplies by general characteristics

Division N M=£SD tor F p

Man 129 4,90+3.50

Gender Woman 178 5.8744.09 2.182 0.030
1019 yrs 23 4,48+3.20
2029 yrs 127 5.76+3,95

Age* 30-39 yrs 62 5.13+3.26 1.082 0,642
4049 yrs 37 4,89+3,00
50-59 yrs 58 5.93+4,90
<1 month 79 5.38+3.84
. 1-6 month 97 5.41+3.64

Recently dental treatment time 612 month 65 57144 08 0.110 0.954
>12 month 66 5.39+4.12
Dental caries treatment 142 5,79+4.17
Periodontal disease treatment 60 4,85+317

Dental disease treatment™ Prosthetic treatment 32 5,75+3.72 2578 0,054
Orthodontic treatment 26 6.35+3.67
Dental implant treatment 36 3.81+2.95
Hypersensitive tooth treatment 1 7.0945.32
. * 1-2 times 18 4.44+4.02°

(Tfi’)iﬂ;bgalsy?mg frequency 34 times 166 6142578 6.998 0,000

> 5 times 23 5.83+2.61°
Before a meal 48 4,60+313"

Toothbrushing time After a meal 208 5.99+4,29" 6.267 0.002"
Frequently 51 414+2,30°
Total 307 5.46+3.87

Analyzed by the T—test for two groups and One—way ANOVA(post—test Scheff) or Kruscal-Wallis test(*post—test Mann—whitney) for three
or more groups

f"b’The same character indication shows that there is no statistical significance

p<0.05, " pd0.01, ~ p<0.001
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Table 3, Familiarity of oral hygiene supplies by general characteristics
Division N M=£SD torF P
Man 129 2.43+2.18
Clender Worman 78 2.7642.96 LO™ 0.282
10-19 yrs 23 2.48+1.90™
20-29 yrs 27 3.09%2.80°
Age* 30-39 yrs 62 2.50+2,60™ 2.661 0.024
4049 yrs 37 2.68+3.207
50-59 yrs 58 1.74+2,09°
<1 month 79 2.56+2.67
. 1-6 month 97 2.78+2.68
Recently dental treatment time 6-12 month 65 9 494979 0.191 0.903
>12 month 66 2.58+2.63
Dental caries treatment 142 2.49+2 42"
Periodontal disease treatment 60 2.98+3.09
Dental treatment discase™ Prosthetic treatment 32 3.53%3.53 9 968 0,006

Orthodontic treatment
Dental implant treatment 36
Hypersensitive tooth treatment il

1-2 times
3—4 times

> 5 times
Before a meal
After a meal
Frequently

Toothbrushing frequency*(for a day)

Toothbrushing time

Total

2 3.00+2.37
1.33+1.82"
3.00+1,90"
18 1.67+2,03" 3
166 3194287 13.216 0,000
23 3.39+2.61°
48 1.79+20.5° _
208 2.69+2.76" 3.329 0,037
51 3174255
307 2.62+2.66

Analyzed by the T—test for two groups and One—way ANOVA(post—test Scheff) or Kruscal-Wallis test(*post—test

Mann—whitney) for three or more groups

abThe same character indication shows that there is no statistical significance

0,05, " p0.01, " pco.001
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Table 4. Use of oral hygiene supplies by general characteristics

Division N M=SD tor F P

Man 129 2.50+1.28

Gender Women s omiie W 018
10-19 yrs 23 2.04+111°
20~29 yrs 127 2.77+1.85"

Age* 30-39 yrs 62 2.71+1.37 1,531 0.045
40-49 yrs 37 2.70+1.47
50-59 yrs 58 2.43+1.91™
<1 month 79 2.5141.30

, 1-6 month 97 2.92+1.75

Recently dental treatment time 6-19 month 65 9604133 1,988 0.116
>12 month 66 2.39+1.36
Dental caries treatment 142 2.35+1.26"
Periodontal disease treatment 60 2.62+152"

o Prosthetic treatment 32 2.75+1.27"

Dental treatment discase Orthodontic treatment % 3,3141.93" 3,002 0.004
Dental implant treatment 36 3.06+2.23"
Hypersensitive tooth treatment 1 3,10+1.30™
1-2 times 18 2.21+1,.23"

Toothbrushing frequency*(for a day) ~ 3—4 times 166 2.83+1.57" 9,427 0.000"
> 5 times 23 3.35+1.50"
Before a meal 48 2.29+1.13

Toothbrushing time After a meal 208 2.62+1.61 2.882 0.058
Frequently 51 3.07+10.6

Total 307 2.63+1.48

Analyzed by the T—test for two groups and One—way ANOVA(post—test Scheff) or Kruscal-Wallis test(*post—test

Mann—whitney) for three or more groups

*PThe same character indication shows that there is no statistical significance

p<0.05, “p0.01,
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Table 5. Reason for non—use of oral hygiene supplies by general characteristics Unit:N(%)
Peaues B9 Because | don't Because it's Because
Division —— feel the need to Sl:ICh a it's. Total p
do that nuisance expensive
Man 20(24.1) 31(37.3) 19(22.9) 13(15.7) 83(100.0)
Gender 0.176
‘Woman 21(16.9) 46(37.1) 44(35.5) 13(10,5) 124(100.0)
10-19 yrs 209.1) 12(54.5) 6(27.3) 209.1) 22(100,0)
2029 yrs 12(19.0) 22(34.9) 24(38.1) 5(7.9) 63(100.0)
Age* 30-39 yrs 10(21.7) 16(34.8) 13(28.3) 7(15.2) 46(100.0) 0.581
4049 yrs 4(16,0) 12(48.0) 5(20.0) 4(16,0) 25(100.0)
5099 yrs 13(25.5) 15(29.4) 15(29.4) 8(15.7) 51(100,0)
Recently <1 month 6(10.9) 32(55.2) 11(19,0) 9(15.5) 58(100,0)
dental 1-6 month 18(28.1) 15(23.4) 25(39.1) 609.4) 64(100.0) 0.014"
treatment 6-12 month 8(19.0) 18(42.9) 12(28.6) 4(9.5) 42(100.0) '
time >12 month 9(20.9) 12(27.9) 15(34.9) 7(5.4) 43(100.0)
Dental caries treatment 19(18.8) 36(35.6) 31(30.7) 15(14.9) 101(100.0)
Periodontal disease treatment 15(34.9) 15(34.9) 11(25.6) 204.7) 43(100,0)
Dental Prosthetic treatment 1(4.5) 10(45.5) 8(36.4) 3(13.6) 22(100,0)
treatment  Orthodontic treatment 3(25,0) 4(33.9) 3(25.0) 2(16.7) 12100.00  0.010
disease™ Dental implant treatment 209.1) 9(40.9) 8(36.4) 3(13.6) 22(100.0)
Hypersensitive tooth 1(14.9) 3(42.9) 2(98.6) 1(14.9) 7(100,0)
treatment
Tooth 1-2 times 24(24.2) 35(35.4) 24(24.2) 16(16.2) 99(100.0)
kfmshmg 3—4 times 16(16.7) 35(36.5) 38(39.6) 7(7.3) 96(100,0) 0. 027"
frequency
(a day)* > 5 times 1(8.9) 7(58.9) 1(8.9) 3(25.0) 12(100,0)
Tooth Before a meal 11(27.5) 16(40,0) 6(15.0) 7(17.5) 40(100.0)
brushing After a meal 25(16.9) 57(38.5) 51(34.5) 15(10.1) 148(100.0) 0.085
time* Frequently 4(23.5) 4(23.5) 6(35.3) 3(17.6) 17(100.0)
Total 41(19.8) 77(37.2) 63(30.4) 26(12.6) 207(100.0)
p0.05
*Fisher’ s exact test
2078 tgom dnky Ao whg e85 vARE- A sk, FAMCRE FOfRE AfolE HITH(p(0.05).
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