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Table 1. General characteristics of study subjects
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Variable N %

Gender Male 10 50.7
Female 107 49.3

Year of admission < 2009 122 67.7
> 2010 95 32.3

Grade 1 grade 24 1.0
2 grade 39 18,0

3 grade 52 24.0

4 grade 102 47.0

Standard of living Good 31 14.3
Usually 183 &4.3

Difficult 3 14

Smoking Current 60 27.6
Non 144 66.4

Former 13 6.0

Drinking Non 35 16,1
<1(month) 76 35.0

1(month) 61 28.1

2—3(week) 28 12.9

>4(week) 17 7.9

Area Big city 69 31.8
Midway City 15 53.0

Towns 28 12.9

Village 5 2.3
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Table 2. Oral health characteristics of study subjects

Variable N %
Oral health status Very healthy 38 17.5
Healthy 57 26.3
Usually 98 45,2
Unhealthy 20 9.2
Not healthy at all 4 18
Need of dental care Yes 79 36.4
No 138 63.6
Experience of dental treatment  Yes 54 24.9
No 163 75.1
Dental treatment Routine check ups 8 9.3
Preventive care 12 14.0
Caries tx 23 26.7
Peridontal tx 10 1.6
Tooth removal 9 10.5
Treat inflammation of wisdom 5 0.8
Prosthetic 1 1.2
Orthodontics/Esthetic 2 2.3
Ete. 16 18,6
Why not treat Fear 1 3.9
No time 53 18,9
No medical insurance 44 15,7
Traffic inconvenience 19 6.8
Need to accompany 17 6.0
Difficulty of communication 31 1.0
Experience of oral care products  Dental floss ol 19.8
Inter—dental brush 33 12.8
Mouth rinses 38 14.8
Power Antomatic Toothbrushes 31 12.1
Tongue cleaner 26 10.1
Etc. 5 1.9
Do not use 73 28.4
Experience of oral Yes 60 27,6
health education No 157 2.4
Dental improvements Facilities 4 1.5
Unkindness 13 4.8
Time 8 2.9
Traffic 22 8.1
Communication 61 22.3
Foreign discrimination 42 15.4
Cost 114 4.8
Etc. 9 3.3
The dental treatment, in the experience of dental treatment, is the result of those who answered Yes
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Table 3. General characteristics of oral health impact profile

Unit : Mean*SD

. Phys'lcal Psy(l:holf).glcal ' Social Oral Health
Functional Pain disability disadvantage Impact
limitation & ability & ability & ability P pa P
. X . Profile
decline decline decline
Gend Male 2.14+1.25 3.70 1,98+0.94 5.04 1.92+0.96 6.50 1.83+0.93 491 7.87+3.73 5.70
naer
Female 1.85+090 (056)  172+075 (020 163+068 (O 1so+077 (04D gr9+o8y (018)
Year of < 2009 1.84+0,88 597 L7907 g 1.69+0,76 3.1 1,60+0,71 418 6.91+2.72 450
admission > 9010 2204181 (015  194+098 (180) 1.89+093 (079 1e4+101 (042 7gg+3g7 (035
1 grade 2.42+1.41° 2.18+1.17" 2.13+1.1%° 2.01+1.29° 8,74+4.70°
Grad 2 grade 2.98+1.04" 613 2.08x085 395 1.97+0,78" 4.98 2.02+0.89" 5.70 8.37+3 31" 6.01
rade
3 grade 2.224133% (CO0D  191+099° (009  185+095" (006  178+093" (COO) 777+394% (COOD)
4 grade 1.67+0.80° 1.66+0,65" 1.58+0,69" 1484059 6.39+2.26"
Good 3.06+1.55" 2.62+1,08" 2.58+0,98" 2.52+1.04° 10,78 +4.24°
Standard of L2022 o 1655 , 1976 L1897 . 2322
+ + + + +
living Usually 1.82+0,90 00D 2.00+1.73 o) 2.17+1.264 (<00 2.00+1.73 00D 7.66+5.50 00D
Difficult 1.50+0,87" 1.7240,78" 1.6440,74° 1.57+0.78 6.75+2.76"
Current 2.37+1.35 2.13+0.95 2.04+0,92 1.98+0,97 8,52+3,78
. 4,88 4,50 415 4,35 5.41
+ y + : + - + : + .
Smoking  Non 1.85+0.93 (008 1.74+0,79 (o) 1.67+0.77 (Ot 1,59+0,78 (0w 6.86+2.97 (005)
Former 1.85+1.23 1.83+0,93 L71+1.05 L71+1.00 715+4.11
Non 2.29+1.09 2.18+0,70 1,.80+0,94 1,.85+0,61 815+3.35
<1(month) 2.08+1,24 1.90+0.96 1.88+0.98 1.74+0,93 7.60+3.81
0.93 1.03 778 512 872
inki 1(month) 1.82+0.83 - 1724036 - 1624069 - 1.58+0.79 : 6.74+2.66 -
Drinking (443) (390) (541) (727) (48D
2-3(week) 1.88+1.03 1.81+0,76 1.80+0.78 1.7240.81 7.21+3.08
>4(week) 2.96+1,24 1.88+1.02 1.82+0.59 1.76+0,98 7504391
Big city 2.46+1.33" 2.24+1.03 2.20+0,10° 2.07+1.02° 8.97+4.08"
. ab a ab v ab
- Midway City 1.7340,81 715 1624063 oo 152305 . 1,49+0.68" 709 6364251 975
Towns 2.00+1,18° (00D  1,84+0.84" (001 1.81+0.88° (C00D)  165+074° (00D  7.30+3:39° (001
In rural areass  1.60+1.08 2.10+1,3% 1.70+1.57° 2.00+1.41° 7.40+5.26"
p<0.05, by one way ANOVA and t—test
*y Duncan multiple range test
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Table 4. Oral health characteristics of oral health impact profile

Unit : MeanxSD

Functional t or F Phlgl:il:al torF Psgfsr;oti(i)lﬁ;cal torF disaz?/c:::age torF Or?:n:ae;”h torF
limitation (p) & ab.ility (p) & ab.ility (p) & ab.ility (p) Profile (p)
decline decline decline
Ol heelth Ssatus Very healthy 2.39+1.49° 2.05+1,07° 1.94+1.07 1.95+1,10™ 8.34+4, 41"
Healthy 1.93+1,09° 1.85+0,78" 1.86+0.79" 1.69+0,71° 7.33+315"
Usually 1.8740,92° (.3'36; 1.7040,74° (%312) 1.59+0,70° ( <.(5)'021; 1.55+0,75" (.giﬁ 6.71£2,75" (.267;
Unhealthy 1.77+0,82° 2.08+0,91° 1.8840,84° 1.81+1.10% 7.54+3,34°
Not healthy at all ~ 3,00+1,22° 2,94+1,25 39254084 2.75+0,35" 11,93+3.30°
Need of dental Yes 2.67£1.29 60,79 2.41+0.97 6391 2.28+0.99 5396 217103 4900 9.54+3.95 7084
care No 1.60+0.74 (K0OD  153+058 (000)  149+059 (CO0D 1444061 (CO0D 6084210 (K001
mence of Yes 26¥143 g g 2BBELOT oo 2BELR o 2095113 o0 9B¥AB
roatment  No 180+0.89 (00D y701071 (COOD  ygorore (COOD  ys8407 (COOD g 7p1967 (COOD
Txparience of oral Yes 193£1.09 182 1.89+0,92 142 1,74+0.83 142 1.68+0,84 447  T67£349 868
heelth education No 2154111 (178 184+083 (7080  186+089 (706)  177+092 (504 720+329 (352
p<0.05, by one way ANOVA and t—test
**hy Duncan multiple range test
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Table 5. Variable to affect oral health impact profile

B SE 8 t p
(Constant) 15.69 1.30 12,07 oot
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