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factors of dental hygienists on physical symptoms,
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bacteria, dusts and bio-aerosol in order to ensure the successful environmental control,
Key Words : dental hygienists, indoor environmental factors, physical symptoms
QL = A 22, A 33 89, XAt

M= FroflEdo] e AafREe] ARgoR sl 24 YW F

7] § FrAREoE QIgt ol HolA| ok L o] Eelt

QL xTlolm Bl Wake bl et 24 o AU AWE] 9 Atk 7R 1A Aske] Yol
o} ol& olglo] A&} AHslEe e el Qi) wal o oz HAEL glow, ey 4% ﬁ% EoF dor)= A
AEAZ g8AoR A3sly] o8] AAYEre] tjrES o7 HaEy 9lr}, ¥3 Sick-Building Syndrome?] 522213
A7 0] A7 oA B WA w244 Al O 7 nlo]Qofo] 20| 40%E X}le 31 Q) o™ Humidifier
A AFEAL wehA o, A3k W - ojde] Rsly  Fever, WA 04 Aol glof Aule712e] Algel skt

2 Aok AL, Hoto] ABhz 4HBS A & HaED Un,

14 2 airwater spray?] AP, & A2 S0 A0l 27 ]J—} o Xe] 8& Yol 8 vE 9 el
FOJ9} F0. 1] AT is-of|o] (Bisphenol A)E o EA| 4] & A O R ko] glo] SAFEOY A BEARAETL

Copyright(©2014 by Journal of Korean Society of Dental Hygiene
This is an open—access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution Non—Commercial License (http://creativecommons,org
licenses/by—nc/3.0/), which permits unrestricted non—commercial use, distribution, and reproduction in medium, provided the original work is properly cited,

P 0| =22 2014LIE ATHElm ChSItTH|0] Olstol $3El 21




198 J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2014 ; 14(2) : 197-204

A Aubgl 7i5Ao) o grp, o At ool dot A, A, dumT 3 5, ARG, F, 3h, TR
Bt el led Hrh D571 e vt 5o A WP ), AW B 65, AR S 2052
S0l S7H S HE 84 Aav WPEelE ds 2 HEI A AR Y, e S, s
e, AT F A PIAL ZHRle] 7ol of2ee 71 e BFE ekt

7 Bo] FARlR ARlAE AT vlo] daES W

S 1ol (AR A o, Ao mEa Agn 21 AU 2 22
A Tt 08 205 40 A0 44 agen WD N B9 ARRE 2 500 2 4 wa
ol AAIA AEH Aok 037550 0] %] 31 %E}D' of ARgsIoITt AR w3 &7)7) ok, WAF W
X]J,}HA(E/\P:‘ x]g_/\I_J io‘&% /é}LHJg_ﬂoﬂ 1}1\17} iig 2= X]'C’V]' ﬂq(q"jr ESE}/L*E»L %‘:})7 Lﬂ'r Zﬂ}_o]—l:]— *‘E
Ao 9AH - ANAl HEgre A4 LA f, Aeg 7 ES WA E e At eeges e a8
O wHEH AUSEY ASHE oo slof AF oy o Lo IS WHE S A e S e
o] 1A o A‘]H]/\E AZs)7) o AEA Ll ofn A 1234582 Fofaiolet, Havt s A 2
1%, BANE 52 52 Aot dol Uekd 4 o] szt O FE Ol ]?‘E} 29 2R 2 A e
SHEe) A7 Basien B 4 g, A ey O S $H9 RO TIRIS] b fraoiein BEe

) s 174l
ot 2ol e ol Sohek ek, Ashy o) O S S Cronbacts ¢ 090015
o] A1} 9 alo] ASIYASS] AALEA

2.2, MANSH
& vl 8O, Wele] A o whsies 2pRkdnte] ey g apo) de AAEEAS 240 Slslol
WA, kARl ek Aol 2EAA orobin depglold A A8AE Fasjo] 21
A S Y ek 4, AN AU 2ol s 2 A - wtele el 48
A% F5At S, ‘3?%4 SEAL AU g ) 2 o, AR R, e 2 450,
A7} o Eolet, A ebdat 7)ol ot WAk 4l AZVEA; 458} 2 205akS ZAFIIT) o Ty Ok
o FUEIHN AULUAIES e A0 B30 FRHE  yry - i e onef el 14 o 71 12545
1R|etH, A7yl tist TAlo] obA|aL Qict, o] a5t o Hojloon AH|A ZALo] Flo] Zr1EHEE 77)461S
Aol Etekal A QPEARS ] g A7 olujate). AlHA ZARS. 7k Q018 Wi ket A AlFE
o] TAof Tzt Aot BT Aotk Apolat Wusloleh Al2E 24 AT Gronbach's ¢ =0.9049]
At

afeba] B el ASAAIEY] T ele] 3 Al
FASIIL, AEPdo] AIAES] A A} %
of wlx= o] oha Abwmaa gk 3, XI2EA

S AFRE= SPSS 18,02 o]gato] BAsigit, diaAke]

oZ: uj

A URPA SAS MR MRS Palelch thHe] e

A B, ARk 2lolE H7|9150] test, ANOVA test=:

1, Hoh& ol g5to] TASH o, AR Scheffe test #1551

H = 20134 5Y 195EH 6Y 209714 A&, 7], ESE Z) W] AlAS B 719)610] pearson  correlationS

014, 2 2|e1o] 2)at ¥ - o]9] |THOJAIA} 2107HL- hAro. Algistolon], el Au 2ol AlAlE el viAls FiE o

2 AFElolth A7 2R LS Ea) sl AR opi7] f1af stepwise S o]-85lo] BlFEALS AAIBISICE

A8} oot A Akl SoE 9§ 25079 HEAE

BRI, A7) 719 WA o= 2ARS B9IH o]F SHO o{31741}

AR A0S ALJRE 21057-0] HEAE HE A AR

AHgisie, 1. Ebxol £
ATFJAI A 0] oJHlH 0] EAO. ZHeH(Table 1).
» omEa epALSe) o TR83 LTK(Table

-2 294 o]3} 170 (81.0%), 3041 ©]AF 40H(19.0%)°] 31

& A9 Tt dWh 54 8ERHAIE, asE, ] W oo 26 24| UER)T) mgosmo L_FEHJ_ 137



05| /AU 8t 2010] X|at{MALel MBS Ol & 199
Table 1. General characteristics N=210
Classification N %
<30 170 81.0
Agelyrs) 30< 40 19.0
. Collage 137 65.2
Hiucation level University < 73 3.8
. ' Hospital 19 56.7
Working of dental office Clinic 9 433
. <5 140 66.7
Carrier 5¢ 70 333
. . <10 140 66.7
Working time 10¢ 0 333
<
N. of average patient(day) 5_05<O 16428 ;82
High 98 46.8
Health level Moderate 81 38.6
Low 31 14.8
oL . Yes 194 92.4
Ventilation windows No 16 76
5(65.2%), T oA} 737 (34,800 2.2 LFEREom LiEel
2 A2 1199 (56.7%), 2172 91 (43.3%)0| e}, 7 = Very disturbury
& 51 o]3} 14075(66.7%), 64 ©14F 709 (33, 3%)01212\11 SOty
HR AT 4 S golgirt, A 10412 o]} 14
(66.79%), 11A)7F oA} 70(33.3%) 0.2 LfERon | 21 ug% “resn

2k} 4= 505 o5 148 (70.5%), 5179 o4 6258(29.5%)0]
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(14.80) 2.2 o] 7P okt F71gel Ale MY 194
H02.4%), P WY 16876002 et
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Table 3. Differences in physical symptom according to general characteristics
Respiratory Skin Eye Subjective Physical
Category symptom symptom symptom symptom symptom
M=+SD M=+SD M=+SD M=+SD M=+SD
80 33.71+7.18 10,4243.00 12,.92+4.27 14,03+3.25 711141513
Age(yrs) >30 34,42+7.19 1,45+2.77 13.60+3.81 14,12+3.20 73.60+14.88
m: 262 t —0.560 —-1.958 —0.911 —0.157 —0,938
p 0.576 0,052 0,363 0.875 0,349
Hospital 34.06£7.41 10,78 +2.97 13.03+4.34 14,05+3.38 71,94+15.52
Working of Clinic 33.57+6.88 10,40+2.99 13.08+3,99 14,05+3.04 71,12+14.56
office t 0.495 0.922 —0.093 0,010 0.390
p 0.621 0.358 0,926 0,992 0.697
<10 34.67+7.38 11.1942.77 13.17+4.27 14,28+3.38 73.33+15,22
working >10 32.20+6,48 9.48+3.07 12.81+4.02 13.58+2.88 68.08+14.26
time t 2.385 4,047 0.993 1.482 2.405
p 0.018 0,000 0,554 0,140 0,017
High 36.16+6.30° 11,00£2.89 14,05+3.84 15.25+2.85" 76.46+13.37°
Health Moderate 31.93+7.51° 13.39+3.05 12.17+4.48 13.28+3.22" 67.79+15,75°
lvel Low 31.54+6.86" 10.03+3.02 12.22+3.81 12.25+3.05" 66.06+13,98"
F 10,414 1.634 5.3%4 15,773 10,683
p 0.000 0,198 0.005 0.000 0.000
Yes 34.41+6.69 10,73+2.92 13.27+4.07 14,24+3.03 72.67+14.14
Ventilation No 27.00+9.36 09.25+3.41 10.43+4.77 11.75+4.58 58,43+19.86
window t 4122 1.972 2.640 2.137 2.807
D 0,000 0,055 0,009 0,048 0,012
By the Independent t—test or one—way ANOVA test at a =0.05
** The same characters are not significant by Scheffe test at «=0.05. (a<b)
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Table 4, The correlation of variables

Poor . . . Subjective .
Ventilation Dusty Temperature Dry Moist mell Respiratory Skin Eye ST Physical
Poor 1
Ventilation
Dusty L
Temperature 0,573;_ I
Dry 0.587 0619 I
Moist 041'7 0531 0890
Bad smell 0509 0492 0468 0525 1
Respiratory 0442 0.510 0.492 0.359 0477 1
Skin 0. 478 0. 412 0.517 0O, 342:_‘ 0. 473 0. 59’7
Eye 0.507:‘"" 0.319w 0.429:‘" 0.230 0.358% 0. 601
Subjectivet 0. 411: 0. 317 0. 857i 0. 317 0 394 0. 706 1
Physical 0,533 0,481 0,532 0370 0,504 0918 0.786 0,823 0847 1
0,05, p0.01, " subjective symptom
FEFE VA= AORE Yehston, & §aeo] A2 21% ofAlAef ot Agat 41 5 TRt felgd oR o w
= Ut o]F WA =0.28)7} T W JEE vlHomn, o A=A == 4= U
FHAZF AL WA 9 oR7E ASkReE A2t o) B 1Rt 2 Aol e AL B Qo] AlAIE Tl wiA=
<= Yehdo, WA, Az, WAl ARl dEs mlAl= QaFe gotkr] Sl AkePIARY] RmA fefeh QlAf
ZOR e om o] Ala=0] e 3906% LEsITH QA= B A 2 vk, A 2 aclat AT
olF 7x(p =0.27)7} 7P W2 FaFe vlAH &, WAL WS A A ol Foll & U & Sl
WAL xRkl WAL Aleaes Aol 571k vehd LIS 277l E Aol ofistar, A7ktelE fIgt
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Table 5. Effect of indoor environmental factors on the physical symptoms

Dependent Independent Adj
variable variable B £H3 B t P R—square 1 VIF
Temperature 1.790 0.532 0.250 3.362 0.001 0.256 1,773
Respiratory Bad smell 1.567 0.415 0.250 3.781 <0.001 0.321 37.827  <0.001 1,400
Dry 1,424 0.475 0.220 2,997 0.003 0.346 1.720
Dry 0.813 0.192 0.302 4230  <0.001 0.264 1.621
Skin Bad smell 0.639 0.175 0,245 3.652 <0.001 0.329 37.413 0,001 1.435
Dusty 0,487 0.209 0.171 2.328 0.021 0,343 1.709
Dusty 1,559 0.291 0.389 5.360 0.001 0.254 1,525
e Dry 0759 02 0201 276 0006  ogr OO Q00T
Subjective Dusty 0.877 0,221 0.284 3.963 <0.001 0.165 8348 0,001 1.350
Ssymptom Bad smell 0.705 0.202 0.250 3.491 0.001 0,207 ’ ’ 1.350
Physical Dusty 3.550 1,015 0,246 3.496 0.001 0.281 1.709
symptom Dry 3.665 0.933 0.269 3.927 €0.001 0.351 46,194  <0.001 1,621
Bad smell 3.328 0,849 0,253 3,920  <0.001 0.393 1,435
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