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ABSTRACT

Objectives: A study investigated the effect that a dental orthodontics treatment has on the social life and
self-worth perceived by the patient. The study was conducted to collect information on patients worried
about dental orthodontics in later life. Methods: A survey was conducted on patients with dental orthodontics
living in Seoul and Gyeonggi-do, from December, 2016. Of the collected 200 aquatic samples, 182 were
used for the analysis, corresponding to 91% of the collected data, while excluding 18 insufficient responses.
Results: The difference in self-worth and perceived social life before and after dental orthodontic treatment
were investigated. Self-worth increased by 0.53 points after dental orthodontics treatment. Perceived social
life increased by 0.81 points after dental orthodontics treatment. Conclusions: The relationship between
self-worth and perceived social life after dental orthodontics treatment was found to be closely correlated.
The study provides information on people hoping for treatment in accordance with the insurance benefits
that should be offered.
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Table 1. Credibility of research tools

Variables Number of questions Cronbach’s a
Dental orthodont before self-worth 30 0.730
Dental orthodont after self-worth 30 0.756
Dental orthodont before social life 34 0.866
Dental orthodont after social life 34 0.845
G 373 A 5 AN 7134202 TYEI 00, 91RAS Folo] ARYES AFsir

o =
W A2g AYSH H 571, 1w A - & Aot T Al e £
= Likert W2]of] oot 53 2= 25| T1=dA] vt ofl 14, vl 8ot of 534 Frofsolnt.
2~

- F Aot ES AT ARG Ha7T a5 Aot £ a0] WL AeligS st bl 3l

H AT S 2p= 0] FAEA-2 SPSS Window Program 21.0 version (IBM, United States)
2 olgalart

AT 2

9,
T
2
4

R

H E/4& metshy] flof Mol Mhid-aS AFESI AL, ARk Ql S4of whE
W Aot E54, ARl S0 mhE A gl et o142 SHEE ¢

t-test) T LR AR (one-way ANOVA Y-S AAT6F]. 0, LU AEARE S (one-way ANOVA)
ofli FAA = ol de Hel A AR O & Scheffes ©o]-§515irh WA A - & Aot 5
ol zol, w7 A - S Afe ] iet 142 2lols Hi-g- Hr t717(paired #-test) 0= 245H
AL, w78 F-0f Aot ZFAA ARl ] thet 1 Ake] A PRIAIE Pearson ] A3HEA](Pearson’s

correlation coefficient)= A AISHSICE.

ZJo
Al

MW

d

[o

A2zt
1. RACHIALL] LEFQl S

2 AT ZA At AREARl B4 o2 A, A, T, o, A, AR A 4
BTUS TAFIIT<Table 2>, AJEoA = AA27F 11276(61.5%) 22 HAF 7075(38.5%) HTt
ok A7-2 20t 11875(59.3%), 30t 5278(28.6%) 40T 04 2278(12.1%) &0 & Yt e
Tu= B 167(8.8%), 7151 47H(25.8%), AF1L 19%(11.4%) <=0 =2 YERTt g8 1E
o]} 115%(63.2%), th&o1d 6778(36.8%) = UERE O™, 22 A1 1129(56%), AFF 4 14
8(7.7%), Y 508(27.5%), F5/71EF 1678(8.8%) wC = LRt AT nlE 11078(54.9%),
278(45.1%) = YR, A= QIot 7678(41.8%), {ITH 11678(58.2%) = LRt o™, & 1
o -2 1009H BT 55%5(30.2%), 100-1995H 3975(21.4%), 200-2995HA 5678(30.8%)<=2

Py

2 Rt

N
(ol
o0

https://doi.org/10.13065/jksdh.2017.17.02.203



206 * J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2017;17(2):203-13

Table 2. General characteristics of the subjects

Characteristics Division N %
Gender Man 70 385
Woman 112 61.5
Age Twenty 118 59.3
Thirty 52 28.6
Over forty 22 12.1
Religion Buddhism 16 8.8
Christianity 47 25.8
Roman catholicism 19 114
No religion/the rest 110 54.9
Academic ability <High school 115 63.2
>University 67 36.8
Job Office worker 112 56.0
Self-employmens 14 7.7
Student 50 27.5
Housewife/the rest 16 8.8
Marriage Single 110 54.9
Married 82 45.1
Children presence or nothing Presence 76 41.8
Nothing 116 58.2
A monthly average income <100 55 30.2
(Unit: 10,000 won) 100-199 39 21.4
200-299 56 30.8
=300 32 17.6
Total 182 100.0

2. ZERQI S/90f| U E WY £ Ajot 2L

UHHH ] EAJof w2 WA Fof] Tt Aot 52 <Table 3> At A YGollA= 24
3.68+0.2927 0 2 714 =9k, FHIT Wl 3.3240.352F 0 8 7 Uk, EAR o2y Goloh
2tolE B th(p<0.01). TeF A4, At 24 -2 S} 7oA 2ol 5 Ktk AEf-7
A7) 80| Bt 3.65+0.311 -0 2 1|E Bt 3.34+0.3117 Kt = Jehyton EAAo 2w
ot 2polE HtHp<0.001). AMg-F7olA = AT B 3.66+0.318H02 gltfrt H+
3.35+0.306%] Hoh =3t oH, SAA 0 & FolRt Afo| & H lth(p<0.001). & B+t TYollA=300
T o)A} 4009HY mlgto] W 3.70+0.246 4.0 2 71 =9k, 1005+ o)A 2005HY migto] B
3.22+0.300%] 0= 7FF Wgtom, FAA 02 [ofekA LERTH(p<0.001). FoF ARSEA] At
1109HA B9} 110-2009H3-2 200-3009H337} 300-4007H4 7} 2jo| 2 Rt AE, o9, F, st
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Table 3. Self-esteem after dental orthodontic treatment according to general characteristics

Characteristics Division N Mean SD t(F) p*
Gender Man 70 3.52 0.323 1.417 0.158
Woman 112 3.45 0.357
Age Twenty 118 347 0.341 0.925 0.399
Thirty 52 3.45 0.366
Over forty 22 3.57 0.316
Religion Buddhism 16 3.51 0.302 0.474 0.701
Christianity 47 3.51 0.330
Roman catholicism 19 3.40 0.308
No religion/the rest 110 3.47 0.367
Academic ability < High school 115 3.45 0.336 1.677  0.197
>University 67 3.52 0.360
Job Office worker™ 112 352 0345 4751 0003
Self-em ploymens” 14 3.68 0.292
Student” 50 338 0320
Housewife/the rest” 16 332 0352
Marriage Single 110 3.34 0.311 -6.618 <0.001
Married 82 3.65 0.311
Children presence or nothing Presence 76 3.66 0318 6.572  <0.001
Nothing 116 335 0.306
A monthly average income ~ <100° 55 3.35 0323 27614 <0.001
(Unit: 10,000 won) 100-199° 39 322 0.300
200-299" 56 3.65 0.263
2300 32 3.70 0.246

*by independence t-test & one-way ANOVA
**The same character indication shows that there is no statistical significance
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—_ =
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Table 4. The awareness of social life after dental orthodontic treatment according to general
characteristics

Characteristics Division N Mean SD t (F) p*
Gender Man 70 3.45 0.444 -0.091 0.927
Woman 112 3.46 0.358
Age Twienty 118 3.44 0.399 0.65 0.523
Thirtyu 52 3.44 0.377
Over forty 22 3.55 0.399
Religion Buddhism 16 3.48 0.386 1.169 0.323
Christianity 47 3.49 0.415
Roman catholicism 19 3.30 0.330
No religion/the rest 110 3.46 0.392
Academic ability < High school 115 3.44 0.401 0.438 0.509
>University 67 3.48 0.378
Job Office worker 112 3.49 0.367 1.371 0.253
Self-em ploymens 14 3.56 0.368
Student 50 3.38 0.441
Housewife/the rest 16 3.38 0.391
Marriage Single 110 3.31 0.376 -6.169  <0.001
Married 82 3.64 0.332
Children presence or nothing Presence 76 3.65 0.318 6.190  <0.001
Nothing 116 3.32 0.382
A monthly average income ~ <100" 55 3.35 0.447 14312  <0.001
(Unit: 10,000 won) 100-199* 39 322 0.289
200-299" 56 3.59 0.323
>300° 32 368 0297

*by independence t-test & one-way ANOVA
**The same character indication shows that there is no statistical significance

4, uH -2 20t ZFL2 210]

WA A . 5o| zjo} £57F0] Zjo|= <Table 5> Lt} Aot £57+0] WA A Bt 2.94+0.268
HollA WA F3.47+0.34574 0 2 0.537 A5019.01, ZHA Q] 71x]= WA A Hat 3.00+0.5677
oA WA §3.85+0.7355 2= 0.855] “J55IHL, TAA LR frolet 2folE H 3t (p<0.001). £
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3.34+0.60073 0 2 0.827 A55190m, A2 0 2 805t AJo| S B ¢lth(p<0.001). EFlzto] H]
W= 17 A Ht 3.5120.493-0flA WA $2.99+0.465 02 0.324 FAst o, FAHCR
Jolgt Al B 1(p<0.001), QA D ZAAHEFL w4 A B 2.60+0.603HA 1A &
3.82+0.6744 02 1.2248 A5ol o, TAFCE Fogt Afo| & HAthp<0.001). AH:10] A&
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Table 5. Differences in self-esteem before and after dental orthodontic treatment
Unit: Mean+SD (N=182)

Variables Pre-test Post-test ~ Difference t p*
Self-worth 2.9440.268 3.47+0.345 -0.532 -14.881 <0.001
One’s own values 3.00+0.567  3.85+0.735 -0.848 -13.175 <0.001
Appearance perception 3.33+0.574 3.23+0.543 0.114 2318 0.022
Valuation of others 2.52+0.549  3.3440.600 -0.824 -13.194 <0.001
Compared with others 3.51£0.493  2.99+0.465 0.511 9.768 <0.001
Expression of opinion and 2.60+£0.603  3.82+0.674 -1.220 -18.124 <0.001
expression of one’s feelings

Satisfaction of everyday life 2.97+0.453 3.13+£0.501 -0.158 -3.171 0.002
One’s own character 3.09+0.517 3.46+0.724 -0.374 -6.059 <0.001
Appearance one’s own 2.31+0.889  3.11£0.790 -0.791 -8.771 <0.001

*by paired t-test

9] Q= WA A B 2.31+0.889 04 WA 5 3.11+0.790 40 2 0.8174 ARS8, EA AL
2 Golgt 2ol 2 HTk(p<0.001).

W7 - T AL Q14] 2fo] = <Table 6> a1, TE QRIoA A 02 Folgt 2jolg
HAth(p<0.001). AFRYE 01418 WA A Bt 2.65+0.4157014 WA T 3.46+0.3927 2.2 0.81
A 750l (p<0.001), AFE1A IR 1 A Bt 2.75+0.41 740 1 3.36+0.521 0=
0.617 A5 2™ (p<0.001), 27 W] TAI= WA A FF 2.65+0.524 oA A $3.53+0.682
o2 0.887 50t (p<0.001), Goll tht W= w7 2 Bt 2.50+0.6027704] 7 &
3.56£0.636 22 1.0673 A531tH(p<0.001). 715 2 J1Al= w74 A Bt 2.71+0.77470])

Table 6. Differences in perception of social life before and after dental orthodontic treatment
Unit: Mean+SD (N=182)

Variables Pre-test Post-test ~ Difference t p*

Recognition of social life 2.65£0.415 3.46+0.392 -0.811 -18.953 <0.001
A social position 2.75+0.417 3.36+0.521 -0.615 -12.182 <0.001
Workplace relations 2.65£0.524  3.53+0.682 -0.882 -16.834 <0.001
Satisfaction of the work 2.50+0.602  3.56+0.636 -1.058 -15.866 <0.001
Family and friends 2.71+0.774  3.79+0.811 -1.080 -13.224 <0.001
Hobby and leisure activities 2.53+0.871  3.59+0.935 -1.060 -11.838 <0.001
Expression of opinion 2.67+0.651  3.36+0.687 -0.694 -11.326 <0.001
Expression of one’s feelings 2.64+0.830  3.01£0.690 -0.374 -4.868 <0.001
Sociality 2.76+0.681  3.55+0.643 -0.786 -12.622 <0.001
Personal relationship 2.34+0.772  3.45+0.683 -1.114 -17.315 <0.001

Unit: Meant+SD, *by paired t-test
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Table 7. Correlation among variables after simulation education (N=182)
Division vl v2 v3 v4 V5 v6 v7 v8 v9 v10
Self- worth (v1) 1
A social position (v2) 0.725%* 1
Work place relations (v3) 0.290** -0.156* 1
Satisfaction of the work (v4) 0.617** 0.117 0.269** 1
Family and friends (v5) 0.029 -0.267** 0.258** -0.006 1
Hobby and leisure activities (v6) 0.654**  0.271** 0.319%* 0.439** 0.050 1
Expression of opinion (v7) 0.446%* 0.180*  0.157*  0.241** 0.074  0.273** 1
Expression of one’s feelings (v8) 0.520** 0.138  0.197** 0.429** 0.066  0.248** 0.115 1
Sociality (v9) 0.111 0.065  -0.081 0.013  -0.114 0.143 0.054 -0.091 1
Personal relationship (v10) 0.662**  0.364** 0.126 0.599** -0.105  0.591** 0.323** 0.384** 0.107 1

*#p<0.01 by pearson’s correlation coefficient
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