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ABSTRACT

Objectives: The purpose of this study was to examine the relationship between educational satisfaction and learning participation of
dental hygiene students.

Method: A self-reported questionnaire was completed by 344 dental hygiene students in Gyeonggido, Chungcheongdo, and
Gyeongsangdo from June 2 to 24, 2014, The questionnaire consisted of general characteristics of the subjects(3 items), choice reason
of dental hygiene(7 items), educational satisfaction(22 items), and learning participation(11 items). The educational satisfaction and
learning participation were assessed by Likert 5 points scale. Data were analyzed by a statistical package SPSS WIN 18.0.

Results: Educational satisfaction included educational environments, teaching, educational content and educational effect. Learning
participation included class flow, class participation and class readiness. Gyeongsangdo students tended to have higher score than other
areas. The educational effect and teaching effect had more influence on learning participation.

Conclusion: To improve the better dental hygiene education, it is important to prepare the effective educational methods and find out
the influencing factors for class immersion.

Key Words: class immersion, educational effect, educational satisfaction, learning participation.
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Table 1. General characteristics 0zlo]. 40lEH|o] g ol oS B3l Aul= <Table
Characteristics  Classifications N(%) 3>3t gt
Course job 342(95.5) SR E 7t ARG F SAHCE [t alolE
. enter upon 16( 4.5) Hel vk B4 =il aazteler A4 ok
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Chungcheongdo 136(38.0) FrefobAl s Hei: o
Gyeongsangdo 137(38.3) Avkd 54 F FAY7HS shERtel=eke] TA
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Table 2, Educational satisfaction by general characteristics
Teachin Educational Educational Educational Educational
Variable Division & content environments effect satisfaction
Mean+SD Mean+SD Mean+SD Mean+SD Mean+SD
Course Job 3.66+0.66 3.574+0.65 3.3940.65 3.62+0.65 3.56+0.59
Enter upon studies 3.91+0.49 3.73+0.58 3.4240.64 3.75+0.61 3.70+0.51
t(p-value”) -1.492(0.137) -0.988(0.324) -0.164(0.870) -0.721(0.471) -0.925(0.356)
Hope of job  Dental clinic 3.63+0.69 3.58+0.63 3.38+0.64 3.61+0.63 3.55+0.59
Dental hospital 3.67+0.63 3.54+0.65 3.40+0.65 3.61+0.66 3.55+0.59
General hospital 3.83+0.57 3.76+0.46 3.55+0.65 3.84+0.55 3.75+0.51
Health center 3.53+0.45 3.42+0.60 3.18+0.55 3.54+0.70 3.42+0.48
Other 3.87+1.31 3.79+1.17 3.504+0.82 3.75+0.99 3.72+1.04
No answer 3.91+0.49 3.73+£0.58 3.42+0.64 3.75+0.61 3.70+0.51
F(p-value”) 1.121(0.349) 1.030(0.400) 0.694(0.629) 0.740(0.594) 0.950(0.449)
Location Gyeonggido 3.62+0.74° 3.3840.66" 3.16+0.63° 3.45+0.66 3.40+0.61°
Chungcheongdo 3.5540.64° 3.494+0.65 3.3440.63° 3.51+0.65° 3.47+0.58"
Gyeongsangdo 3.83+0.59° 3.79+0.57° 3.60+0.61¢ 3.86£0.57° 3.77+0.53°
F(p-value”) 6.704(<0.001)  13.227(<0.001)  13.862(<0.001)  15.145(<0.001)  13.791(<0.001)

"by t-test or one-way ANOVA

ab,c

same symbol represents groups with no significant difference(p>.05) according to Duncan's multiple comparisons
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Table 3, Learning participation by general characteristics

Variable Division Class flow Class participation Class readiness p:;figg::?on
Mean+SD Mean+SD Mean+SD Mean+SD
Course Job 3.1540.59 3.87+0.84 2.68+0.65 3.23+0.47
Enter upon 3.37+0.61 4.27+0.66 2.81+0.71 3.48+0.48

t(p-value”) -1.438(0.151) -1.875(<0.05) -0.761(0.447) -2.039(<0.05)
Hope of job Dental clinic 3.14+0.56 3.72+0.87 2.71+0.63 3.19+0.46
Dental hospital 3.1240.55 3.95+0.80 2.62+0.64 3.23+0.46
General hospital 3.3040.66 4.04+0.71 2.77+0.68 3.3740.49
Health cental 3.1940.70 3.96+0.72 2.63+0.58 3.2640.47
Other 3.34+1.18 4.08+1.28 3.15+0.99 3.5240.82
No answer 3.37+0.61 4.2740.66 2.81+0.71 3.4840.48

F(p-value®) 0.953(0.447) 2.168(0.057) 1.320(0.255) 2.028(0.074)

Location Gyeonggido 2.97+0.57° 3.96+0.88° 2.384+0.63% 3.10+0.42°
Chungcheongdo 3.23+0.60° 3.71+0.85° 2.76+0.66° 3.23+0.49°

Gyeongsangdo 3.21£0.58" 4.01£0.76 2.80+0.60° 3.34+0.47°

F(p-value") 6.158(<0.05) 5.114(<0.05) 13.017(<0.001) 6.595(<0.05)

by t-test or one-way ANOVA

*>same symbol represents groups with no significant difference(p>.05) according to Duncan's multiple comparisons

Table 4, The correlation between educational satisfaction and each factor of learning participation

. Educational ~ Educational  Educational Class Class
Teacting . Class flow s .
content environments effect participation readiness
Teaching 1.000
Educational content 0.804 1.000
(p<0.0017)
Educational 0.740 0.788 1.000
environments (p<0.001%)  (p<0.001%)
Educational effect 0.784 0.806 0.731 1.000
(p<0.001%)  (p<0.001")  (p<0.001")
Class flow 0.321 0.344 0.316 0.331 1.000
(p<0.001")  (p<0.001)  (p<0.001")  (p<0.001")
Class participation 0.423 0.329 0.233 0.408 0.287 1.000
(p<0.001")  (p<0.001")  (p<0.001")  (p<0.0017)  (p<0.0017)
Class readiness 0.042 0.148 0.197 0.125 0.361 0.031 1.000
(p=432) (p=.005*)  (p<0.001") (p=.018") (p<0.001") (p=.807)

*by perason’s correlation analysis.

Ho}F w400l |9t Rl BAVE §le
2 Uit} <Table 4>.

i

a
10
i}
o2
[=)
|.|'|
2
o
)
o
E
rir
0]
ro

o= WAIA T3] A (stepwise multiple regression)-2

AAIgE Aik= <Table 5>¢}

2 FA4 2

QLM |

ola] o, H714le) SE4S

Rtk o] BFlALe Ak

Brkkes A4A= 019602 SR es Aish=

Yuigol A3

2 0=

0] 19.6%2 LJehgth, TRUEEE 18T

Baclut magle] YRS X aclow ehto
olie] Anz Fol7] mue chewt gol EAF 4 gtk

BRSOl = 2.007 + 0.228%(WL-ET) + 0.112%(T4=R29))

J



Table 5, Factors affecting learning participation
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