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Table 1. General characteristics of subjects N=354
Variable Division N %

General 264 7.8
High school Industrial 98 217
Others 2 0.6
Parents' house 157 44.4
. Alone 140 39.5
Residence type Relative's house 7 2.0
School boarding house 50 141
Not good 2 0.6
. So so 174 49.2
Personal relations Good 169 477
Don't know 9 2.5
Not good 14 4.0
Health conditions So so 165 46.6
Good 175 49.4
Don't know 220 62.1
Scholarship for good grade Yes 13 319
No 21 5.9
Not good 26 7.3
Satisfaction of major So so 225 63.6
Good 103 29.1
N Dental hospital 88 24.9
Last practice institutions Dental office %66 751
School records 15 4.2
Recommendation of acquaintances 146 41.2
Motive of department choice Employment 173 489
Aptitude 18 0.1
Others 2 0.6
Not good 25 71
Satisfaction of clinical practice So 80 214 60.5
Good 115 32.5

2T 2.5%, FA FF7F 0.60R 00, A= & 71EF 0.60%EF. e alss Ttes LA Eitfelar ST

[}
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OR= ARRFS] 0] 41.20%, A/'0) 5.1%, Bl A Aol 4.2%, E Al 30640722 71 =9kl oAl 7Rl
Table 2. Stress and coping according to the fields
Division Mean+SD
Stress on clinical practice

Environmental factor 3.06x£0.72

Personal relation 2.39£0,74

Role and activity 2.82+0.68

Ideal and worth 3.040.77

Treatment field 2.62+0.79

Stress coping 2.95+0,34
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Table 3. Meaning clinical practice stress, coping according to general characteristics

Variables

Clinical practice stress

Cope with stress

Mean=+SD p Mean=+SD P
General 9.77+0.57 9,96+0.34
High school Industrial 2.83+0.60 0,653 9,93+0,34 0.598
Others 9,78+0,36 3.07+0,03
Parents' house 2.67+0.58 2.96+0.34
. Alone 9,93+0.56 2.93+0,35
Residence type relative's house 9.82+0,39 0.003 9.91+0,93 0.870
school boarding house 2.75%0.57 2.96+0,32
Not good 9.72+0.19 3.0540.67
. So so 9,80+0.60 9,91+0.34
Personal relations Cood 9 76+0.57 0.480 3.0040.33 0.085
Don't know 3.0540.57 2.8940.31
Not good 3204043 3.1140,99
Health conditions So so 2.84+0, 57 0.002 2.934+0.33 0.209
Good 2.70+0,58" 2.95+0.35
. Don't know 9.78+0.56 9,9440.32
Sijglarsﬁp for Yes 9,83+0,52 0,427 9.97+0,37 0.687
g00d grade No 9,63+0,55 2.96+0,38
o Not good 3.0640,55" 9,93+0,34
Sat.lsiamon of S 50 9.80+0.60™ 00157  293+0.34 0.169
a0 Good 9.7040.53" 3.00+0.33
i ' + +
Last prgctlce Don't knox?v 2.90+0.53 0,056 3.00+0.33 0,137
institutions Dental office 2.75+0.59 2.94+0.34
School records 2.719+0.43 2.98+0.23
. Recommendation of acquaintances 2.79+0.61 2.95%0,33
gﬁwoee of department Ermployment 9.80+0.55 0.620 9.94+0,34 0.578
Aptitude 9,6240.65 9.98+0.45
' Others 3.18+0.84 3.33+0.54
T .00 p.0L | pd0.05

* Analysed by the one—way ANOVA
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Table 4. Correlation between satisfaction of major, satisfaction of clinical practice, clinical practice stress and coping

tisfaction
Variables Satisfactio

Satisfaction of Clinical

Coping

of major clinical practice practice stress
Satisfaction of major 1.000
Satisfaction of clinical practice 0. 318%.:' 1,000
Clinical practice stress -0.143" 0259 1.000
Coping 0.083 0.148" 0.127 1.000
Analysed by correlation coefficients
""""" p<0.001, * p0.01, * p<0.05
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