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ABSTRACT

Objectives : The purpose of this study was to compare the dental information websites in
some nations and to provide the basic data for clinical application,

Methods : Two hundred twenty-four dental websites were chosen by using Yahoo search engine,
The websites included 59 from the United States, 50 from the United Kingdom, 54 from Canada,
and 61 from Korea. The survey was conducted from August 15 to September 30, 2011,
Results : The guidance of medical treatment expenses was the most sustainable in the United
Kingdom and followed by the United States, Canada, and Korea(p<0.001). Korean dental information
website provided the visitor's message. The United Kingdom provided the best type of FormMail
and the United States, Canada and Korea also provided(p(0.001). Korean dental information website
showed the best types of messages and was followed by the United States, Cadana and the
United Kingdom, Korean dental information had the best type of FormMail(p{0.001).
Conclusions : In order to make the accurate access to the dental health information website,
it is necessary to provide the easy access and continuous research efforts to the information system,
Key Words : dental information websites, information services
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Table 1. General characteristics of dental websites N=224
ltem Classification N %
Us 59 26.3
. GB 50 22.3
Hation CA 54 2.1
KR 61 271.2
Medical treatment Yes 80 35.7
expense guidance No 144 64.3
. . Yes 23 10.3
Reported information No 9201 89.7
. . . Yes 31 13.8
Equipment introduction No 193 6.2
) Yes 27 12.1
Video Service No 197 87.9
Name of area 64 28.6
Meaning grant type 113 50.4
Name type of domain Doctor's name 20 8.9
Others

(Number, Abbreviation) 2 12.1
Writing notice 52 23.2
Type of consultation service Formmail 63 281
No 109 487
L Static screen 130 58.0
of maine screen Dynamic screen 94 42.0
Writing notice 28 12.5
Type of reservation service Formmail 24 10.7
No 172 76.8

(p€0.001), Q1 o5 SJujFtolgo] 7P A Vst
om Bk 32,7%, 1=k 26.5%, % 21.2%, 7L} 19.5%
&0 & 7t Zhefl felgh Apol7F YERHTHP(0.01), =T,
ol Skt L ojulRofgo] Fulgg gk v Auch
£ YR Hirj= Aolgo] wE =HQl ol 533 ol
T S-S ARSI A A §7 0 R AEAHIA
7} Sl A3} QA ES A 9l8tal, Formmail -3 =7
36.5%, U=t 34.9%, ZHLTE 20,6%, =t 7.9% <=0 %A, AIA]
o= FPoRE v, o Aut B §lglon ghrol
SRR 100%S 2HA8E). o, Ak A 3o w2 =7t
7t Apoli= FAA O R §-2J8HtHp0.001). HIIEH 4
o )=t 35.4%, Tk 33.1%, G 28.5% =02 A9

bu to
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Tdo] FAQ1 P AR 7 YR, el o
S =20l smAlo] 60,602 A0l sk LA
31620} o] 327 yepon, iAol dig w17t 7t Ajo]
= 5AH0R Goslth(p(0.001). deFAR A FEL o
OpATH|ATE Gli= 2|3t YAt EE A|Llstal, AlXE 37t
Formmail 3 2.5 gh=0] ZH} 60.7%, 62.5%= w7 UEr
wom, =7b 7k aoli= BAKOR §-218HAchp(0.001).
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Table 2. Differences between nations according to general characteristics N=224
Characteristics Classification Us GB CA KR Total p
. . Yes 24(30.00  30(37.5) 16(20.0) 10(12.5) 80(100.0)
Medical treatment expense guidance . BOLY 20039 38264 51354 1441000 OV
. . s Yes - - 28.7) 21(91.3) 23(100.0)
Reported information No 50004 50049 5259 40199 2011000 P
. . . Yes 9(29.0) 309.7) 11(35.5) 89(25.9) 31(100.0)
Hauipment introduction No 5059  AT0A4) 43029 53275 1930000 -2
Video service’ Yes 3(37.5) 2(25.0) 1(12.5) 2(25.0) 8(100.0) 896
No 56(25.9) 48(22.2) 53(24.5) 59(27.3)  216(100.0) :
Name of area 16(25.0) 16(25.0) 26(40.6) 6(9.4) 64(100.0)
Meaning  grant
Neme type of domain type 30(26.5) 24(21.2) 22(19.5) 37(32.7)  113(100.0) oot
Doctor's name 8(40.0) 4(20.0) 4(20.0) 4(20.0) 20(100.0)
Others 5(18.5) 6(22.2) 2A7.4) 14(51.9) 27(100.0)
Writing notice - - - 52(100.0)  52(100.0)
Type of consultation service' Formmail 22(34.9) 23(36.5) 13(20.6) 5(7.9) 63(100.0) 000
No 37(33.9) 27(24.8) 41(37.6) 4(3.7) 109(100.0)
Type of maine screen Static screen 46(35.4)  37(28.5) 43(33.1) 431 130(100.0) 000
Dynamic screen 13(13.8) 13(13.8) 1(11.7) 57(60.6) 94(100.0) :
| Writing notice ~~ 725.00 186 3107 17600  28(100,0)
Type of reservation service’ Formmail 2(8.3) 3(12.5) 4(16.7) 1562.5)  24(100.00  .000
B No 5029.D)  4626.7) 47273 29(169)  172(100,0)
T p0.01,  pd0.001, The data were analysed by x “—test,
' The data were analysed by fished exact test,
3. 27} Zt o2 ™HEMH|AN| 2 EZ iAol gAH R

F2I3HAHp(0.01). FH=tol| A Alg3t

SR A HAM| A0 ghig G5 9l =7} 7k Zjolof Tt RAL
A= (Table 3) 3} At SJRAH|A 0] ks 4
n 2 & 56.3%, UZHE 47.8%, HAARE 45.5%, WYX 7
42,00 0% Ueilth Ay, AujA| g, 254 R, AEHE,
AP e, BEA gt R B AH|AY] 57} 7F 2ol
SAHCR GOttt WAL ekt 53.2%, FHUTE 22.3%,
= 13.8%, =1 10.6% 20|91t =7F 7k Abol= S AIA o
2 Y8l tHp0.001). Au|A|EL= gt 38.1%, 7Ryt
24.6%, =1 19.8%, U=t 17.5% <=0]%laL, =17} 7k 2jol=
EAA R 598l AtH(p(0.001), A|FA]Ri= St 43.8%,
7Rt 21.3%, Bl= 20.0%, = 15.0% =o]9aL, =7k 7t
2poli= A OE FoatlTh(p(0.001). YETHES= T
46,7%, G=t 18.7%, H]=+ 17.8%, Ut} 16.8% <=0]3al, =+
7F 7t Atol= AR O R [2akIth(p(0.001), HEAE ¢
= 60.0%, Thak 33.3%, Bk 6.7%, FiLc 0% £=0)9lal, =7}

, HETE, AR RollA H]Fo] 7
LERAAL, vlsroll A Aok JERA N2 M B, o,
AR} A e, gaollde A el oEet
E, AMuttelde dulx|mel 2o o] A4 yept,
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gt Aol7F ERA] 23 34tH(p) 0.05).
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Table 3. Differences between nations according to information service N=224
Classification us GB CA KR Total o}
Orel susee Yes  16(35.6) 9(20,0) 1022.9) 1022.9) 45(20.1) 465
gey No  43(24.0) 41(92.9) 44(24.6) 51(98.5) 179(79.9) :

_ Yes  10(10.6) 13(13.9) 21(92.3) 50(53.9) 94(42.0)
Orthodontics No  49(37.7) 37(98.5) 33(25.4) 18.5) 130(58.0) 000
Conmeti Yes  92(17.5) 95(19.8) 31(24.6) 48(33.1) 196(56.9) 0™

SINEHES No  37(37.8) 95(25.5) 93(93.5) 13(13.9) 98(43.9) :
N— Yes  16(20.0) 12(15.0) 17(21.9) 35(43.9) 80(35.7) 0™
No  43(29.9) 38(96.4) 37(95.7) 926(18.1) 144643 -

, Yes  1917.9) 2018.7) 18(16.9) 5046.7) 107(47.8)
Dental implant No  40(34.2) 30(25.6) 36(30.9) 1109.4) 17(52.9) 000
Preventive denist Yes  922(36.1) 14(93.0) 13@21.9) 1219.7) 61(27.9) 8

eventive denustry No  37(22.7) 36(92.1) 41(95.9) 49(30,1) 163(72.9) :
o . Yes  13(30.9) 7(16.9) 8(18.6) 15(34.9) 43(19.9)

Children's dentistry No  46@254) 43938  46(%54)  46(%5.4) 181(30.9) 393
. Yes  27(%6.5) 1716.7) 94(93.5) 34(33.9) 102(45.5)
Prosthodontics No  3296.9) 33(27.0) 30(24.6) 27(92.1) 122(54.5) 153
. ! Yes 5(17.9) 4(13.8) 6(20.7) 14(48.9) 29(12.9)
Temporomandibular Disorder No  54(27.7) 46(93.6) 48(24.6) 47(24.1) 195(87.1) 052

, . Yes  15(29.4) 917.6) 1(21.6) 16(31.4) 51(92,9)
Conservative dentistry No  44(95.4) 41(93.7) 43(24.9) 45(26.0) 173(77.2) 688

_ _ Yes  6(17.6) 12(35.3) 13(33.9) 38.9) 34(15.9)
Sedation dentistry No  5327.9 382000 41216  58(30.5) woety O
Yes  1(6.7) 9(60.0) - 5(33.3) 156.7)
Botox treatment No  5827.9) 41(19.6) 54(95.9) 56(26.9) 9209(93.9) 001

. Yes  4(36.4) 2(18.9) 5(45.5) - 11(4.9)

Dental X—rays No  55(95.9) 48(92,5) 49(93.0) 61(98.6) 213(95.1) 118

7 pd0.01,  p<0.001, The data were analysed by x “—test,
' The data were analysed by fished exact test,
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