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ABSTRACT

Objectives: The purpose of the study is to investigate the academic achievement in comprehensive dental hygiene courses using MBTI
personality type. This study will provide the various pedagogical approaches in the dental hygiene education.

Methods: A self-reported questionnaire was completed by 58 dental hygiene students in Chungnam from December, 2012 to March,
2014. The questionnaire consisted of academic achievement of comprehensive dental hygiene course and communication skills, After
filling out the questionnaire, the students completed MBTI personality type sheet.

Results: The students were categorized as extroversion type (58.6%), sensing type (70.7%), feeling type (56.9%), and perceiving type
(67.2%). In the academic achievement, extroversion and judging personality type students had higher self-efficacy than the students
of introversion and perceiving types. The extroversion personality type students also had the higher assignment level and confidence

than the introversion type.
Conclusions: In order to enhance the understanding and learning capacity of the students, dental hygiene professors should understand
the differences in achievement levels due to different personality types so that they can utilize better pedagogical approaches.

Key Words: academic achievement, comprehensive dental hygiene course, dental hygiene student, MBTI personality type
KO K2 4R 7 AL, EA) QYT ), 4, 2] 945l 5y

] of WFHBE fEse WEACIP. XA A
FAROR YRE S| 2R S Aol
obd T PHoIH YTE FsoRsl7Iol] 1 Bao] wet
WYY WRo] I FHe| WLA ERA YO
AiElo] =T ek XY B BRI =
A9 WEIAL GAH AToIAre] AEAS Aehe

A AT S 98] TRl ARE St
= kAol TpREe) el SRS SRt That

Copyright(©2015 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.

T 4= QIS WSSk Aot LA o] £l
&= XA ZA(Dental Hygiene Process)2 3HA}0] A1 AP,
Aoy AR 9 A AR 2, 0, WS B0,



604 * J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2015; 15(4): 603—11

AahgALe] Q5 wislel s AR ok Aele] 4
7 BAZ 25V Slstel, ARl n EPH o Hs
St AuIAg Agsta QA Ackt B o
QP e viels] Siek mgapole} 8 4 Glcp.
SVgstat £9) 5 HEARA ATSMAL] Fag o
Fe, et Sxjete] Aolol gloiAl FAA A
L Zloleh webd WARelA] WEAA @ RS
7) 9 B Bl glold oaERe &

Pl ol 24 e Fask.

REOA AT olsishs A FRsekl she
et A7jolsolck. Alolalet AAIS] A2k 712 AAL
QU4 ALe] 22 BN A7) Faba WAet And A
Aol e W] S Jom, AR A, AR
BRI ), ARZA] A7), A7l eRiote] HaulE
sjefal gzolcp, wehd AHIe] Aol dhsl Xt
A7ol8lE sh Ahe ke o|ibagel] WiAoln, izt
of Bt Thakt BES el of3t] 913 3 Ao
QS slesiks AL on] g dojetm & 4+ Atk
2040 A3 C. G. Jung®] o]2S HfEFo = At
HAGHIAHMBIDE -0, 222, Aag
ek l4joleh 47e] FHAEE BRI, of AL
3 Qlzke 27| ARl erole] s % B E4A of
G oA Elo|, vk QDVAE FAsEY 28-S
C =7e P8%m ook
w3, olefat AZGE AEAS) Hat Al 2
of Aldolut, SRIAHE, QA 5 ofef Hoolx] vl
Ho] Uehbr| 3.

%17 A2 MBTI 4253 21914 2

3} MBI 47b4 A5A|3Ee] ket 2]2)
AR O oI5 Hol7} 9l
79 A8, 7190, el slao
oAl kel itk q7-Awel A% A
o8, 7198 Apdol © otk Eak wt o)
Aol TESS TARoR ARzt MBTI 4
A9 AN B e AY4AR9T MBTI 42459
o TAZ BT A3 HAMSAR o] FOIT BAY
Qlotl, HANARY F A AR, A, A
QRS SlRpAITE AR 71, Al melat ge
o Aol g Ao verdrk

o4 MBTI 4493 FAH: ShSY A9 9 Az
Ao glo] 83 7hol= ofahe shuA & o AH4le] A
S} e Ao ARS v £S £ 4 ook %
BRI S AAelA] F2 ThalA D Bl
dhet A= 9 we] Sof et ASmET QholA A1)
2ol 9] glob TRIskALG 5o} SH SAES BE
2 4 gtk ofeld SMISS 913l MBTI 4293 AAk:
Ao AR Al Wake fsta, SEe] A2 9 A

M

ox
o

v of
il

o> ol
o o
oft
Fr

op 1o o nt
-
m
off

NS ox i
S o
_i

]

g
2

™

flo of
oflt

N

I—Zj]—

oflt

¢

Al

ol disf Hok A52¢ Ae A28A A B2 T

ASpget S AAE R AR
2 EBA UL AT e chald] o)
9 F03 WLtk WA ABATE AR A9l
SYSe] HARGeN vt R syl ik 4
= AolZ Tjotele] AT FaT YT TR
WeelE R3] glof S clst S45S nefs)
of 8] SUAT A Ao Ego] B O W
gtk webd AT MBTI 449390 o F

7 A A AER 2AEle] A9Eln SHISL
T ARHR] XTALR YA et
ot aeeha] M Ae] Fadde Al7lst

1. ATCHY Y XA

B QTR 20139E 1285 20144 3WH $Rd
ANl Q1 STste] 9ISt S 5 20141 029
b E9A) 289t 4shdo] sk 2l S 309E
HOR 58S ZATE YRS RS 2
SHaL, ERA STl HHES B S9 o
AT, S8 AaSE AER THE A4S T
Kgatol vje] 4B T4 F URAS A717|U4 0 2y
SHEE 5otk ARAlo] $u SIS MBTK(The Myers-
Briges Type Indicator) AAHIE olg3le] H2AZAE 4
Pshgon, HE 8BS AT A Agatsict

2. gH=T

B Aol Azadel te Tux gelagol
RS BeI9R BT Seld A7lake Huet
OB o] Et HAE ST,

2.1, X[t |ubEol et si™ AP |lesH

ol ARgEE SHIA A7 Es 3t B e At 09
kA 2P| 857 2 (academic self-efficacy : ASE)=Z 37
o] st9fagl & Al AL, A7|2d asd AHes
TEe] Qlom, IAPEAT 1029, A2 asd 102
o AR SEFOE = e T 25aqolnh =R
g s X epgety shEolA AHs gow
4 - elalo] 25Rae] ARAS AR 7} B3l
SHIARE A A P 1ollA] e g 5=
Likert 54 2=5 ARSIt 2h o] tigh Al=ew Bl



ZX 5 of|A Cronbach a = 0.766, 27| Z & G572 Cronbach
a = 0.804, AAIZFE Cronbach a = 7522 ZAE|9ich

NAEEE H7M=El=  Navran(1967)7}  Primary
Communication Inventory(PC)Z 7l 2'V7} Holst
HEg NG % 258 % 1528S 255 s
A% 2B Hedold AEAE 3RO HEAS
FAsiinh 7 290) SHAe 2t 187 ek 1l
o} 2k SYOR Likert S HES AMSIRL, Alms
Cronbach a = 0.6462 =A%k

23 84aM

AAZAA}L == 1962 Myers®} Briggs7| 9] o] 2
Edi2 7§t MBTIE 19909 #53}F 2 AR edqt
=43 MBTI(The Myers-Briggs Type Indicator) 229 =
MBTIZEaof|A] i&0)E ke T8iE M7 ks Saf AAt
2 seselich MBTI®) A% % 47 ALSAIES By
(D3, AZO)-ABNF, ARUTD)-AZEF) T, FHI)-A4(P)
Yoz paur 7t Aio weh 167] §HoE FREN &
QoA Tl Slsrl Ry, gz, AR
4. BHYRINGOR 47 AR FEste] AMgaleich

3. XzEA

T35 AL@= PASW Statistics 21.0 (SPSS Inc., Chicago,
IL, USA) 219 o} gajo] S4{allc), A9stat shs
O] kA B4, AARFY i 8 WelES] Wt #5
A5 2RIsk] 91eh 71e e Al A AL Aol
e} OARAE-5E O] ZolE BRRIGH| 25l tHS(ttest) O =
4513tk

ARl et 1A ZRAS B dhat 3
7| 8SHE] Aol BRRIsl] 8l tHFoE A At

rx
[1id
rH
ljo
M
[
o
~

o
{r
E
o

Mstat SAYSO| MBTI MHRE0 M2 ZXIYHEIIY M=

a

HI

M 60

re

ok

853l uet Sl A A7) asde] shefaclel ¥
ArEAs, A|2dasd, e zols eEjlstr
3 chsF EAREA(MANOVA)S AX|Ekglch £\
O p<0.05°] 31t

=
AT adAke] A, A, shAQ] E3E= <Table 1>7} Pk
58740] AoVt BT} ofdolqlar, EAYo] 48.3%, 43hd
o] 51.7%2] B2E Rk
At gAY Xt oAk 9l
i3l Sgret Aaks <Table 2>} 2t} BE tiaRlr} =
AT oS wsgton], 2| el WS
Al GAkaE e et fISith /S oAt
5 Yol Fa AZele A7dP A= 100%9)

o £

flo

QL
o
Kl

Table 1, General information on the subjects

Contents N (%)
Age 21 23 39.7)
22 27 (46.5)
23 8 (13.8)
Total 58 (100.0)
Sex male - -
female 58 (100.0)
Total 58 (100.0)
Grade graduate 28 (48.3)
4 grade 30 (51.7)
Total 58 (100.0)

Table 2, Students’ perception on communication education during the clinical practice in terms of Comprehensive dental hygiene

process courses

Contents N (%)
Did you receive a comprehensive education about hygiene management? yes 58 (100.0)
no - -
total 58 (100.0)
Have you received a communication class for the patient in the curriculum? yes 58 (100.0)
no - -
total 58 (100.0)
Do you think you need communication classes for clinical training to patient?  yes 58 (100.0)
no - -
total 58 (100.0)




606 ° J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2015; 15(4): 603—11

Table 3, Subjects’ academic self—efficacy and communication skills scores with respect to comprehensive dental hygiene process

Contents Mean SD
Task difficulty preference 341 0.47
Academic self-efficacy Self-regulated efficacy 3.67 0.42
Confidence 3.19 0.73
Communication skill 3.58 0.32
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Table 4. Distribution of subjects’ characteristic types

Characteristic N (%)

Introversion(I)/ 24 (41.4)
Extraversion(E) 34 (58.6)
Sensing(S)/ 41 (70.7)
iNtuition(N) 17 (29.3)
Thinking(T)/ 25 (43.1)
Feeling(F) 33 (56.9)
Judging(J)/ 19 (32.8)
Perceiving(P) 39 (67.2)
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Table 5, Differences in academic self—efficacy in comprehensive dental hygiene process of care courses with respect to varying

characteristic types

Characteristic N Mean SD p-value"
Introversion(I) 24 3.34 0.31 0.025
Extraversion(E) 34 3.56 0.40

Sensing(S) 41 3.45 0.36 0.688
iNtuition(N) 17 3.50 0.42

Thinking(T) 25 3.50 0.33 0.526
Feeling(F) 33 3.44 0.41

Judging(J) 19 3.61 0.29 0.049
Perceiving(P) 39 3.40 0.40

“by independent t-test

Table 6, Differences in sub—factors of self—efficacy in comprehensive dental hygiene process of care courses with respect to

varying characteristic types

Dependent variables Independent variables Mean SD F df p-value”

Task difficulty preference Introversion(I) 3.25 0.38 4.750 1 0.034
Extraversion(E) 3.51 0.50

Self-regulated efficacy Introversion(I) 3.63 0.40 0.290 1 0.593
Extraversion(E) 3.69 0.44

Confidence Introversion(I) 292 0.62 6.221 1 0.016
Extraversion(E) 3.38 0.75

Wilks' A=0.866, F = 2.789, p-Value* = 0.049

Task difficulty preference Sensing(S) 3.38 0.42 0.548 1 0.462
iNtuition(N) 3.48 0.58

Self-regulated efficacy Sensing(S) 3.67 0.42 0.014 1 0.907
iNtuition(N) 3.66 0.44

Confidence Sensing(S) 3.18 0.75 0.051 1 0.823
iNtuition(N) 3.22 0.71

Wilks' A=0.986, F = 0.249, p-Value* = 0.862

Task difficulty preference Thinking(T) 3.35 0.41 0.557 1 0.458
Feeling(F) 3.46 0.52

Self-regulated efficacy Thinking(T) 3.75 0.36 1.731 1 0.194
Feeling(F) 3.61 0.45

Confidence Thinking(T) 3.31 0.78 1.234 1 0.271
Feeling(F) 3.10 0.69

Wilks' A=0.899, F = 2.025, p-Value* = 0.121

Task difficulty preference Judging(J) 3.56 0.40 3.318 1 0.074
Perceiving(P) 333 0.49

Self-regulated efficacy Judging(J) 3.85 0.34 5.833 1 0.019
Perceiving(P) 3.58 0.43

Confidence Judging(J) 3.20 0.62 0.006 1 0.941
Perceiving(P) 3.18 0.79

Wilks' A=0.883, F = 2.390, p-Value* = 0.079

“by multivariate analysis of variance(MANOVA)
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Table 7. Differences in communication skills with respect to characteristic types

Characteristic N Mean SD p-value
Introversion(I) 24 3.38 0.28
) <0.001
Extraversion(E) 34 3.71 0.29
Sensing(S) 41 3.59 0.32
o 0.675
iNtuition(N) 17 3.55 0.33
Thinking(T) 25 3.62 0.36
. 0.340
Feeling(F) 33 3.54 0.29
Judging(J 19 3.60 0.32
ging(l) 0.752
Perceiving(P) 39 3.57 0.33
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