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Conclusions :

to have negative feelings for the practice,
In order to provide the best clinical practice contents to the dental hygiene
students, it is important to prepare the best combination of the contents, learning management
system, and the assessment tool in the classroom,

Objectives : The purpose of this study is to investigate the influencing factors on attitude,
satisfaction and stress in clinical practice in dental hygiene students,
Methods : The subjects were 304 dental hygiene students living in Suwon, The data were
collected from 2012 to 2013 by a self-reported questionnaire, The data were analyzed using SPSS,
Results : Clinical practice showed good results in attitude, satisfaction and stress than that
in the classroom, Satisfaction in the classroom practice was proportional to clinical practice, The
contents, learning management system, and the assessment tool in the classroom influenced on
the dental clinical practice, As the dental clinic practice became stressful, the students tended
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Table 1. General characteristics of the subjects

Variable Division N(%)

Time Day 165(54.3)
Night 139(45.7)

. Yes 112(36.8)

Dental experience No 192(63.2)
Satisfied 65(21.4)

Satisfaction level with major Not bad 225(74.0)
Unsatisfied 14(4.6)

over 3.7 46(15.1)

Level of record 3.0~3.6 169(55.6)
under 3.0 89(29.3)

3. XI2EN

R AR $PSS 12,0 BAZEIRE o] gle] o)
AY] QWA B4, A HOTHIE, A WEE, A A
Pt MERAS shieh, AP B a5
3L, QHE S }

9Iote] scheffe A1 HHS AASILE, < Holdh, 44
W, A4 AR, St SR, 8, AudEsel B
AZ A5117] 9J5le] Pearson®] ATHEAS 431
% Holgme] YA mA 212 An] Slstol b
B e s,

Table 2. Participation attitude, stress and satisfaction of field clinical practice and clinical practice in school

45, 7%, A3k Aol Q= T 36.8%, 9l T
63.20030c}. BhI} Wt Hgo] 74 0% 7P WokaL, v
21.4%, = 4.069).01, 312 3,0~3.60] 55.0% 7Fg

Wkl 3,001 29.3%, 3,701 15.1%A T} Table 1),

=5,
WIS A TG Holels, T, A

olees 28308 WA ol w7t A
% olele B} Sl e (p(0.001), P T
S AR W 3,72, ARG W 2048
WD WEETE A e Het =9kt
(p€0.001). Lefuf YRS AE AN s
AEH A 379, AN s AE A 3228 A dls

(Table 2).

Unit : Mean*SD

Variable Division Clin_ical practice Field cl_inical t
in school practice
Participation attitude 3.44+0.56 2.83£1.16
Content of practicum 4.16%+0.58 3.32+0.80
. . Operation of practicum 3.294+0.66 2.944+1.04
Satistaction Fvaluation of practicum 3.72:40,67 2.63+0,80
Total 3.72+0.49 2.9440,69
Privately factor 4.07+0.53 3.25+0.81
Stress Operation of practicum 3.35+1.03 3.19+0.87
Evaluation of practicum 3.97+0.67 3.22+1,07
Total 3.79+0.56 3.22+0.72

.05, .01, p0.001



410 J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2014 ; 14(3) : 407-15

Table 3. Field clinical practice and clinical practice in school participation attitude by general characteristics

Clinical practice in school

Field clinical practice

Variable Division

Mean=*SD Mean=*SD
Day 3.4740.55 9.85+1.12
Time Night 3.39+0,57 2.80+1.21
t 1.245 372
Yes 3.6040.55 3.05+1.16

Denti,l N No 3.33+0.54 2.69+1.14

experience 408 263 ,,,,,
o Satisfied 3.6340.54 3.00+1.17
?anffac.zfn Not bad 3.41+0.58 2.8241.16
o Unsatisfied 3.39+0,52 2.75+1.16
! F 3184 0.695
Over 3.7 3.78+053 2,98+1.16

Level of 3.0~3.6 3.36+052 2.81+1.16

record Under 3.0 312i068 2,36i1,0£§

. F_ 18,64 1776

0,05, pd0.01,  p<0.001
3. 2dtd EMO| [E wLiUMAES A %t 4, Ldb™ EMo| ME wLUMAES 2 %

QUAMAES EIET QUAMAES OIET

AUz EAO w2 QAMAG HoE s A EE WY Anky EA| wE i dAASG T 5 A
ARGl A F27FAY 3,47, oF7ESHAY 3.39% F7FelAYo] o7kl w2 Ajo]S Abw R AL o A= F71sHY
oMY K} A F o]gl ot FAK R [olek] ¢gko 4,25, oOFIeHAY 4,055 F7FHY L] W7t =0 TH(p(0.05).
o FMFAGo A 271 2,85, of{FsHY 2,800 % A58 e Y 3.38, oF7ksHAY 3,192 F71elAYo] =0k
Yo ogshAY Wt Fg 4 o]glo) FAHOR §-9 (p(0.01) AGH7I AL £1F 3,80, oF7F 3.630.2 =7t
5HA] ket shAjo] W= A UERITHp(0.05).

A7 F o] w2 W QA FroE o A= Z]ab g o] A7 e WY A G TS E = AGUygo A=
A= A 360, Y= A2 3330 Ao Qe Ao A% Q2 421, A% §le 4.13 0]QlaL, A5-oolA = A
34 FAR eE H Y I(p<0.001), AU TAS Frolel Q2 3.36, AY ¢l 3.252 AT = A EET)
Zo A= Aol Q= A9 3.05, §l= A 2.0=2 2|3 A YeERgod BAH o GolsiA| ekoktt, Al Bl
Fol Q= A A HofeieE HYl A AE S 3.82, AE ¢l 3.000.2 23 o] Ql=

Sl ghErof whE WU ARG FrofElmef e v - TEE7} 1=9ktHp(0.05). ARIATAG THEes A
3.63, HE 341, 571 3308 SIS 7} =848 IA W8ollAl Ad S 3.36, A i 3.30 ], A5 71
o] ZH =S B 1(p(0.05), FAAAFAG Frofg o e 8 S 270, A9 kg 2592 Aol Q= ¢
A T 3,00, HE 2,82, BV 2752 SIS} =2 T} =7 YER oL BAAOR fst] ot A
2 G0l Fog s R0 EAHoR FolsA] H2YollAE A 92 3.03, A 912 2.80=2 AT o]
Qo AurA o2 AAQIAFALH I WU QA Gof| Al = A9 T A YERSTHpL0.01).

SAAG] Folg s H) Shi vl w2 WU AMAlG TR AlSURof A

Pl w2 WA o= 370142 3.78, 3.0 UkSo] 4472 7P =940l BiE 4.09, EY 3,79 <=o|qich
~3.62- 3,36, 3.00|8k= 3. 1288 0] w&s X (p€0.001), AGHFGoAE o] 3,658 7P =9kl B
ol E K aL(p(0.001), AHUAALAAE 3,704 3.22, =S 277 2019121 (p€0.001) A5 7oA e T

2.98,3.0~3.62 281, 3,051z 23625 8]d0] &4
A HolH S BYTHP(0.05)(Table 3.

d

o

o] 4072 7V I, HE 3,62, BN 3.065:0.2 YERyE

CHp(0.001).
o] W2 WA T
4
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Table 4. Field clinical practice and clinical practice in school satisfaction by general characteristics  Unit : Mean+SD

Clinical practice in school Field clinical practice
Variable Division Content Operation Evaluation Content Operation Evaluation
Day 4.25+0.74 3.38+0.14 3.80+0.90 3.35+0.98 2.92+0.42 2.60+0.20
Time Night 4.05+0.86 3.19+0.98 3.63%0.50 3.2940,22 2.96+1.13 2.671+0,96
t 2.92° 2.55 216 0.66 —031 -0.9
Dental Yes 4,21+0.57 3.361+0.66 3.82+0.63 3.36+0.81 3.03%+0.96 2,70+0.84
experience No 4.13+0.59 3.25+0.65 3.66 iO 69 3.30%0.80 2.89 +1 08 2.5910.77
1.123 1.373 2.403 0.558 2,675 1.139
Satisfaction Satisfied 4,47+0.49 3.6510.67 4,07+0.63 3.46+0.87 2.88+0.89 2.63+0.80
lovel with Not b?d‘ 4.094+0.56 3.22+0.60 3.62+0.65 3.30+0.79 2.99+1,09 2.64+0.80
major Unsatisfied 3. 79+O‘:72 2, 77+O;:77 3. O6+0;:'74 3.07+0.65 2.48+0.69 2.60%0.85
F 15,12 16.75 11.76 1.659 1.737 .023
Over 3.7 4,36+0.55 3.47+0.66 4,00+0,54 3.39+0.82 2.87+0.88 2.08+0.81
Level of 3.0~3.6 414+0.57 3.28+0.67 3.68+0.68 3.36+0.79 2.91+0.91 2.66+0.80
record Under 3.0 4.08+0.60 3.23+0.62 3.64+0.69 3.21+0.83 3.03£1.30 2.61£0.80
F 3,737 2,236 4919~ 1,212 0515 0.261

20,05, p.01,  pd0.001

TR 7E =9kT(p0.05), B7IME o] 3,704k T 4,07, 595 3,712 h} Wk ET) 55408 AEY ATL
4,00, 3,0~3.62 3,68, 3.00|81= 3.64% SPHo] o2 O HP0.05), @AM BN 3.00, HE 3 28,
227} w=9kH(p(0.01) (Table 4) ukE 3108 8H} BRI} 02 AEF AT} O

2 rlo

Aok B0 W2 ABF A AT IS @Y 2 UERITHp(0.05)(Table 5).
PO A5G AyE7E Gl Fof, A,
a7, sl up2 Golgh zjojl WAl okory, 5, WLHQIAMAE I SXIOIAAAO| ZIOJEHT
AL fol Pt skt W] upe} o3k Ao] UELE, AEFA ZI0] HEE
= Boloh el Aol sk v 41, B WA Folelw MG THEE(=61D),

Table 5. Field clinical practice and clinical practice in school stress by general characteristics  Unit : Mean£SD

Clinical practice in school Field clinical practics
ML) DiKisiel Privately Operation Evaluation Privately Operation Evaluation
factor factor

Day 4,04+0,52 3.30£1,.08 4,00+0.63 3.17%0.76 3.15+0.80 3.13+01.0

Time Night 4,100,563 3.41+0,98 3.94+0.72 3.33%0.86 3.24+0,94 3.34+1.10
t —1.030 -8 741 —1.644 =943 -1.68

Dental Yes 4.024+0.54 3.29+1.11 3.93+0.69 3.17£0.84 3.21£0.84 3.21+1.09
experience No 4,09£0,52 3.394+0.99 3.99+0.66 3.30+0.78 3.19+0.87 3.24+1.06
t —1.097 =734 =144 —1.296 154 =243

Satisfaction Satisfied 411£0.51 3.20%+1.10 3.93+0.64 3.10%0.83 3.14+0.87 3.22%1.14
lovel with Not bgd. 4.07+0.52 3.40%1.02 4.00+0.67 3.28+0.78 3.22+0.86 3.22+1.07
major Unsatisfied 3.711+0, 57 3.294+0,99 3.711+0.67 3.60+0.89 3.14+0.85 3.40x0.70
F 3,397 963 1.315 2.912% 238 195

Over 3.7 4,10%+0.53 3.11£1.10 4.11+0.62 3.12%0,79 3.40+0.78 3.49+0,99

Level of 3.0~3.6 4.02+0.54 3.41+1.03 3.95+0.68 3.22+0.80 3.174+0,89 3.19+1.09
record Under 3.0 4,14+0,50 3.37+1.01 3.94+0.67 3.381+0.80 3.14+0.85 3.17+1,07
F 1.627 1.528 1,149 1,854 1.489 1,555

"p<0.05
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Table 6. The relationships between participation attitude, stress and satisfaction of field clinical practice and

clinical practice in school

Clinical Clinical Clinical Attitude of  Satisfaction Stress of
Variable Practice Practice Practice field of field field
attitude in  satisfaction stress in Clinical Clinical Clinical

school in school school practice practice practice

Practice attitude in school 1

Practice satisfaction in school 6l 1

Practice stress in school -.021 14 1

Attitude of field practice 176~ .082 664 1

Satisfaction of field practice 118 146 .020 408 1

Stress of field practice —103 —108 142 -358 —456 1

.05, p.01,  pd0.001
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=
N
H1

BPUPEE  WOIHE170, BFARY

0
3
o
(o]
IS
o
5
)
)
e
o
2
K
Bl ¢
=
j=ios
o,
=
>
rEI
N
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|

[¢]

A AEH AG=114), FRAAA
Fol Al EA. i il
WG AEAG=142)0F Fof AHHAE Wi, A
T Aol APPAS WHE= 4099 ¥
S 2ol @gddds &
HOlE i (=-358), TG NS (= 4509} &2] AT

AE Hck(Table 6).

r
O
d
o]
fll
[
=)
AN
m
g
3

I

i)
Ir
o
N
2

sto] ThA|1%] St}3] | (stepwise multiple regression) -
AARE Adp il AES] - o] A U=
AR 0.4430.% Folef e - H3lFo] 449071 25
off gkl il ofel AL Qlrk Bk & 7jQlAel
AEY A AGRGAE A, o F2 o Ao] vkt
A] SFol A Q=] AL AFUE T (p<0.001), A5 7t v
Fe(p(0.001), H5Hed TEE(P0.001), St T
(p€0.05)7} =31 AT ? (p€0.00D)0] = A5 5444l
AL Holi=g Bl 3 F ASWE U
QRS Wt B 4ufu Arelo] =9kom] ALHrE AEY
A7F =5 R A HofHEs YA Fuke 1)

O HERITH(p(0.05).

AR A9 2] ARRe e 2k
(R 0.2172 TG4 Holeie & Hakge] 2107t
ol 23k = 3
Q1 AEYA, AEH7 AEL A, Sh} RS E, 3hy R

oo [
=
J
H1
Ir
[
of

it
rE
3
2
1o
%
ikt
=)
)
&
%9
ful
ol
o
N
=
re

(p€0.05), AFHE7} TFE(P(0.0), AFy WSk
(p€0.05)7} =11 A TAF (p(0.05)0] Y42 LAl A
5 HoHEE BN, AGE7F AEY AL 2845 A
Folg = £ e A= ZAoR yehitt
(p€0.01)(Table 7).

Stle] AT el ARAEH W S Sl
AU B AT MV 9 A S Aela
A9L0 A1) AT PAE FAsH=E] BHo] glou] 7|
H1FolA] ofut Aol A3te AeHel IO
Aok BIEHY. whebd mERAOIA L thket Aol

ATHSPALe] QNG ST 5 s A B A4
7V, AN 5 AU AAA Fj0le) AR wE A
a4 PYAL ¢ A

Cervero%} BJ Daley”= 74 7]4:0] 3152 31531 7%
Atolofa] AN olFflE Tl WEFo 2 o)Falal glor

©

2 BSUaT} me e 44 A SRS T o

o] Hasteia sk

o] 3 QAo Al Mgl kb F ARAQ AR
53 $50] W4AQ) AaaEe] Holde, PR, A=
G5 AEIL 7ol RS e 218 Tolslel R

Aol Aguat 299 7|2ARE AAStLAL BT

v ou =
HARAo| 11 HFEE 7} Yo A0 S Lo A 2L H 3

et Bl Wapse] S
257} WA ke AR AREILE 102 A1l
APPAL Relo] A, ATchst Al 9L o,



012
.000
.000
.000
.034
.000
.036
.002
.022
.038
.009
.002

043
7 Al

t

2.519
7.677
3.111
4.032
=2.127
3.620
2.107
3.089
2.306
2.087
2.615
-3.132
2.028

o

AR

391
152
.210
—-.09
159
.100
147
137
138
—.186
122
]

Beta

.240
.049
042
.044
.038
.055
.o00
.092
073
125
.080
.088

S.E
.0551

.606
377
130
176
—-.080
.186
116
1.546
.21
152
327
179

—.201

39.04 p=.000

Operation of practicum satisfaction

Operation of practicum satisfaction
Evaluation

Evaluation
Content of practicum satisfaction

Content of practicum satisfaction
Satisfaction level with major

.443(,432) F
of practicum satisfaction

Evaluation

of practicum satisfaction

Evaluation

of practicum stress

Dental experience

of practicum stress
.217(,203) F=15.73 p=.000

Dental experience

(constant)
(constant)

Table 7. The affecting factors on the participation attitude of field clinical practice and clinical practice in school

Clinical
practice

in school
R'(abj R)
Field clinical
practice
R'(abj R)
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