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iz 2 ey, 200 interpersonal relationship abilities on department  satisfaction in the dental hygiene students.
Methods : A self-reported questionnaire was filled out by the dental hygiene students in  Busan
and Ulsan from March to May 2013,
Corresponding Author Results : Self-esteem had a positive relation with interpersonal relationship abilities(r=0.487,
Hyo=Jin Ko p<0.001) and department satisfaction (r=0.308, p<0.001). Interpersonal relationship had influence
Department of Dental Hygiene on department satisfaction (r=0.347, p<0.001). Multiple regression analysis showed positive relations
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Busan, 614—714, Korea, gender(p(0.05).
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+82-10-5102—2858 and interpersonal relationship abilities in the dental hygiene students by group counseling and
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Table 1. The general characteristics of the subjects
Characteristics Division N %
Male 14 3.1
Gender Femele 434 9%.9
Under 20 131 29.2
21 155 34.6
Age 2 120 26.8
Over 23 42 9.4
1 128 28.6
Grade 2 197 44.0
3 123 271.5
Under 200 64 14.3
200~300 107 23.9
Monthly income 300~400 142 3L7
400~500 82 18,3
Over 500 53 1.8
Parents 363 81.0
Paying tuition %aerslelf 5% 1%8
The others 16 3.6
House 218 62.1
o Living on one's own 81 181
Residential type Dormitory 78 174
The others 1 2.5
Under 30 minutes 147 32.8
Co ting ti 30 minutes~1 hour 94 21.0
TLMULNE Lme 1 hour~2 hours 160 35.7
Over 2 hours 47 10.5
Total 448 100.0
R, o] St slaf Ale) Sl mhe Aol ool of 31743}
T 51, S R et ANOVAS: AAISER 47
A5 Duncan test ATk, AOKEST ikl 5 1, SITCHAKIC] QKR EM U StalMel S
2, ol WA 710] IS lopiiy] QI ARARAS AT  USHOE ofshilo] 4348 06.91001%
AN, Bl M) AR UAE S BAs] ok A3 2147} 15WGAGN R F1g ek shde 25t
9l tE2lHEA S AAISHITh Eo] 1978 @000 0% 71 Wkt 79 o A5E 3007t

Table 2. The characteristics of major choice

Characteristics Division N %

Aptitude and interesting 24 5.4

Special subject 14 3.1

. . . . Get a job ease 274 61.2
Choice motive of dental hygienics Result ; of oxam 19 49
Recommend people around 9 20.3

Promising future 26 5.8

Didn't know well 210 46.9

Prior knowledge about dental hygienics ﬁj}eezigx?ery well 1?2 ?gg
Unaptitude 91 20.3

Aptitude for dental hygiene X;Eiﬂge i% ggg
Dissatisfaction 163 36.4

Satisfaction of school facilities Usually 212 47.3
Satisfaction 73 16.3

Total 448 100.0
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Table 3. Self-esteem

Characteristics Division Mean+SD t, F
Male 4,02+0.74 o
Gender Female 3.53+0,56 3186
ﬁ;?iizl Under 20 3.57+0,61°
Age 21 3.50i0.48‘3 3 610"
22 3.51+0.50
Over 23 3.81+0,58"
1 3.56+0,58
Grade 2 3.49+0,58 2,065
3 3.62+0,54
Under 200 3.5640,54"
200~300 3.44+0,56" '
Monthly income 300~400 3,59+0,54" 2,512
400~500 3.50+0.62"
Over 500 3.72+0,61°
Parents 3.55+0.58
. - Oneself 3.93+0.45
Paying tuition Loan 3.48+0.56 1.885
The others 3.57+0.54
House 3.58+0.55
L Living on one's own 3.49+0.57
Residential type Dormitory 3.59400,65 0.635
The others 3.45+0.54
Under 30 minutes 3.56+0.65
. . 30 minutes~1 hour 3.47+0,57
Commuting time 1 hour~2 hours 3.59+0.,49 0.884
Over 2 hours 3.56+0.58
Aptitude and interesting 3.5940.60
Special subject 3.45+0.47
ﬁiire Choice motive of dental hygienics E;Rijtsosf e:sxaem g Zgig 2? 1,236
feature Recommend people around 3.57+0.62
Promising future 3.78+0.62
Didn't know well 3.51+0,61
Prior knowledge about dental hygienics  Average 3.5440.50 2.541
Knew very well 3.68+0.59
Unaptitude 3.38+0.62"
Aptitude for dental hygienics Usually 3.50+0,51" 15395
Aptitude 3,78+0,60"
Dissatisfaction 3.50+0,57
Satisfaction of school facilities Usually 3.56+0.55 1671
Satisfaction 3.65+0.61
Total 3.55+0,57

0005, p0.01, " pd0.001

b8Py same characters are not significant by Duncan test
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Table 4, Interpersonal relationship abilities

Characteristics Division Mean+SD t, F
Feature Under 20 3.47+0,33
21 3.43+0,32
hee 2 3.39+0,32 L670
Over 23 3.49+0,35
1 3.46+0,33
Grade 2 3.43+0,32 0.607
3 3.42+0,33
Under 200 3.38+0,32
200~300 3.40+0.34
Monthly income 300~400 3.45+0.33 1.638
400~500 3.46+0,30
Over 500 3.50+0,35
Parents 3.44+0,33
. - Oneself 3.38+0.39
Paying tuition Losn 3.45+0.33 0.114
The others 3.43+0.26
House 3.45+0,32
L Living on one's own 3.39+0.34
Residential type Dormitory 34140,33 1,101
The others 3.52+0.36
Under 30 minutes 3.44+0,36
. . 30 minutes~1 hour 3.40+0,31
Commuting time 1 hour~2 hours 3.46+0,32 0.87
Over 2 hours 3.40+0,30
Aptitude and interesting 3.54+0.34
Special subject 3.37+0,29
Major . . .. Get a job ease 3.44+0,32
h (jioe Choice motive of dental hygienics Rosults of exam 39740,33 2.053
feature Recommend people around 3.40+0,34
Promising future 3.51+0,39
Didn't know well 3.40+0,33
Prior knowledge about dental hygienics Average 3.16+0.33 2.950
Knew very well 3.48+0.31
Unaptitude 3.40+0.37" -
Aptitude for dental hygienics Usually 3.40+0,31° 6,941
Aptitude 3.53+0,32"
Dissatisfaction 3.40+0.34
Satisfaction of school facilities Usually 3.44+0,31 2.279
Satisfaction 3.50£0.35
Total 3.44+0,33

"p<0.05,  p<0.01
*"The same characters are not significant by Duncan test
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Table 5. Department satisfaction

Characteristics Division Mean=+SD t, F
feature Under 20 3.55+0,56
21 3.51+0,51
hee 22 3,49+0,42 1306
Over 23 3.65+0.54
1 3.62+0.45
Grade 2 3.53+0.50 0.089
3 3.54+0.47
Under 200 3.57+0.49
200~300 3.47+0.46
Monthly income 300~400 3.60+0,46 1.545
400~500 3.49+0.48
Over 500 3.47+0.55
Parents 3.53+0.48
. . Oneself 3.67+0.25
Paying tuition Loan 3514044 0.386
The others 3.48+0,57
House 3.55+0.43
L Living on one's own 3.48+0.59
Residential type Dormitory 348052 0,985
The others 3.67+0.43
Under 30 minutes 3.52+0.54
. . 30 minutes~1 hour 3.51+0.40
Commuting time 1 hour~2 hours 3.57+0,53 0.740
Over 2 hours 3.46+0,57
Major Aptitude and interesting 3.87+0,42°
choice Special subject 3,46i0,48'°‘z
feature . . . Get a job ease 3.51+0,46" -
Choice motive of dental hygienics Results of exam 398+0.44° 4,291
Recommend people around 3,53+0,48"
Promising future 3.67+0,61"
Didn't know well 3.48+0,50"
Prior knowledge about dental hygienics Average 3,56+0,41" 3057
Knew very well 3.62+0,52"
Unaptitude 3.21+0,48"
Aptitude for dental hygienics Usually 3.52+0,39" 46845
Aptitude 3.8040.48°
Dissatisfaction 3.34£0.50°
Satisfaction of school facilities Usually 3,58+0,39" 30,217
Satisfaction 3.82+0,49°
Total 3.53+0,48

p€0.05, p<0.01, " p<0.001
abedbbye same characters are not significant by Duncan test



Table 6. The correlations between self—esteem, interpersonal relationship abilities and department satisfaction

Seli—esteem Interpersonf-all -relatlonsh|p Dep.)artm.ent
abilities satisfaction
Self—esteem 1.000
Interpersonal relationship abilities 0,487 1.000
Department satisfaction 0.308 0.347 ™ 1000
7 pd0.001
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Table 7. Effect of factor on department satisfaction

independent variable B B t

Gender” —0,239 —0.087 —2.100
Age —0,057 -0.115 -1.781
Grade 0.061 0.096 1.511
Monthly income —0.024 —0.062 —1.566
Choice motive” 0.19 0.092 2.304
Prior knowledge about dental hygienics 0.005 0.008 0.208
Aptitude for dental hygienics 0.201 0,285 6.707
Satisfaction of school facilities 0.174 0.254 6.338
Self—esteem 0.084 0.101 2.211
Interpersonal relationship 0.322 0.222 4935

F=23152 . R’=0.346

YGender[0=Male], [1=Female]
2)Ch01oe motlve[O -Above this, 1=Aptitude and Interesting]

p<0.05, 0,001
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