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ABSTRACT

Objectives: The purpose of this study was to compare the general health status and oral
health status based on periodical dental preventive experience, and to find methods for
regular dental prophylaxis, using the data obtained from the 7" National Health and Nutrition
Survey. Methods: This study was performed using data collected from the 7" National Health
and Nutrition Examination Survey (KNHANES). A total of 9,015 participants were selected
for the study. Statistical analysis was performed using SPSS 21.0, with data obtained from a
complex sampling design, and a significance level of 0.05 was set. General characteristics of
the participants, oral health status, and recent preventive dental treatment were examined
for a complex sampling frequency analysis, and the differences in distribution were analyzed
using chi-square test. Results: The group that recently under went dental prophylaxis, when
compared to the group that had not under gone dental prophylaxis recently, reported several
‘no obstacles’ for all items of the EQ-5D (p<0.05). Moreover, the group that recently underwent
dental prophylaxis used all the oral care products (p<0.05). Conclusions: It is necessary
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to actively expand institutional supervision so that regular dental preventive measures can be
undertaken to promote oral health that affects general health.
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B0] 25 Q37A] WAARLS Aol Al Fah 5480 2 o] = WEHS WAl Tiste] of 2k ool

7Hs317] w2l 21745t 2lo} AAI51] el ool FstcHIl. 7427 Hofe] wre Kol

A FARZIS F) cggizol Al astel B A ATtE ol2eir. H2 elete

A130) 7777 o] giko] A7, S, Qe tislel A A7 EE o] AlaERiA

o) 773717401 et Q1412 ghalo] ot Qlek. SRk Eickso] xS o] zRlel L 7%

2712 9J3) o] Uit Bk Eulet I BIE, $4) 5 A BE BH 02 YUsh 497t Y
y

T
o=
il
T
=
0
B
>
=
H
1H
ol
1o
)
rlo
111
MHT
o,
2
oL 9§

TH4l.

[e] o
of wp=2m UHEA7ZRI ] 79 31.6%, F-Goke] 72 39.4% 2 ujQ e o9, A RIof| tis
| Qiths 2} U542 Q) ) =ul S BAg 0 2 2] & sto] 37 Xlogt o] =& Zio] oh g}

2| o A2 S S DA RS slioF & Zlo|eh13]. el x| = Eaet AHE[14],

=
SQlg 7 mlgslet. webh A7 §A1S 918 Aol A S e Bt
S AN Ehet TS Belsto] Qb 7 slo] Aol Ato] HES 24 Wartl

L

0

rlI.
2
0
N
N
ox
i

EuroQoL Group©]l 23} 7igHe EQ-5D+= HRQoL S =2 TeslH A = 7 =

48 4= Q= Eto|tHl6]. EQ-5DE= A/ R1 /dshe dkslo] thafst 174l 282 4= 3lom, &
A
o

712, Qe 55/50T, E9-2) 57 ol sl S 2he S A 1%

;
A
N

wodelo] AR 7HEA7H A B A Elol[19] AT TS th o2 s S
21 31 71 7 Hol AFg R A Q) AR EAEAS quality adjusted lfe year) S Z43Re 7t

https://doi.org/10.13065/jksdh.20190048



YRe/ FZ XoolLH K| REYE DD ZE 2| MUHLHER AL UL AE] |- 547

e Btz g7 Q7] whzel[20] w A1 0. & de] ARSE| L QlTH21].
71E ATE SUALFFEAI AR S ol 85to] A Q] 37| 2ot 4he] o njx|= J3Fe
QAR A{7:9,22]7} thF2 o2 X|2tof A 2174 o] Q= H/gARt ol %| 73 o] el aivdAtel
A 277 g Bl A el vl aslhE B oot ik ek 2|l 27F 54 99 4 ddolst
oLt Al 217ge] SHollA l v‘i—"ﬁ }01 FE ZIJMIHWZI L ﬂtﬂ% TFFEAA

N]ﬂ.l 1o F]F
K
-
&=
ANy

o
ofo

ol
K
N
Y
o
2

gz Az ol AN els) 2 ﬂaw_-u 3ol

2 Q17 Ane) 2 R0l nfd MAISH INAZIYEA F A7) ARES B RN
2 2AR= 20074 0} U ||, AN R L Sl stz AR, 2 BERA,

0

2 o] FofA Qlth 4| 7719] 79- 22A SR EE FEHE ARSIl Al S, FEREE 7IE
O & 55 TSI, FAA vl g, 71 B, Bl 52 WA SRV IEo R ARSSISltE &
S5762AM, 13,2487H7, 16,277782] tVgAL 5 2 15tet e 2ARYEl| SHeH 9,015 2 %
Atz A7kt A IEARE Al 67] 32HA = o] S5 E A2t Al 224018 5l 5
2 ARzARZAN S w2t 57 A 35S 218l easke Al sigste] el
] Ao} E o] @Al ATt

<

SARIYAL) 17 BEEALE B3] T o), AE, 1Y, A, e, AR, Uit

B2 I3} Lrol= 204 BT, 204 ol 404] BI2¥, 404] o) 604 BI¥, ‘604 oY 0 2 7
39T, F7sd e 554l 5 F Gap @ P apos Tuselh
2) ANAZH A7 Al B4

oi/dAte] Al = %"é—i T e 7l o EREAA, DR BAHIA H|F
= of B ‘o9t ‘of 2’2 ERg]?ic}. FuroQol Group (Wwvv euroqol org)2l9]) 51 whol Al =
EQ-5D= 558 (27]), A7 18258, 2 7)), d25(Y, 35, A, o71s), 8528, =
RH2-&(719, HFY, d¥d)el tigt 5712 ol dish s 2|7l @it 0, G =g 2|70l 9l
P 1, ‘Wi A o] QIef =28 37 $39] SH0 2 ZAw|QIcH17].

aivdAte] S e B4 0= R, 2|3} n]R| & o7, Y] A, Telb] EAIE skl

I, A& A7]9F e 85 ARSI RS ERlsIith 7] Aot wehr ] #A|) Hee i B ¢

B, BE, B &, W8] Bk ¢5F 0 5o ® S REHUL, 1 9f FRk2 BF o9} of
U’z 2&7=ch

3) 22 1 o] X| 2ol ] of 5

TRV ARZAL S 2 1 o] Mol 2] FH(EUE, BAEE, e 24T 5)9) 757 7

https://doi.org/10.13065/jksdh.20190048



548 - J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2019;19(4):545-54

2o]| 3 7ot ‘off aka 293 m1 A2 2|TtolHxlx] AP 7o Ba
SRSt TIAAIE X0k x| 2R 70 & Hasilth Bl 1
Alslgirt.

3. X2 BM

Z}z.2] H44-2 IBM SPSS ver. 21.0 (IBM Co., Armonk, NY, USA)E- 0|8

oh] 9’ el
mnﬂqu1

gsflon, e 240l 3lof

X FoR, RS, 715 & Fofshe Batad A 2495 (Complex sampling analysis) 2}-8-5}
ek F-9,0157 - 2 11 o]u | olg=]%| 74,5578 73

A% 4458%0] e} Q1 pak =
K3k A AR, T A, AE A7), Pl e Ee) AL vl

%o]ﬂ.‘._ﬂ. 7]—0]1-]]_-_7-1;%]

(chi-squared test)2 A 3511, A27he G-ad 7Ho 2 22jsilon, 5414 449 89432 0.05

2 513tk

HAZa

1. 312 Kol SRS 2R olete 4 u)a
Table 1. Comparison of demographic characteristics of subjects Unit: N(%)
Recently experience of dental
Characteristics Division preventive treatment P
No (N=4,557) Yes (N=4,458)

Year 2016 2,297(50.2) 2,171(48.2) 0.261
2017 2,260(49.8) 2,287(51.8)

Gender Male 2,101(49.7) 2,019(49.9) 0.861
Female 2,456(50.3) 2,439(50.1)

Age <20 1,457(29.2) 727(13.3) <0.001
20-39 665(20.6) 1,033(29.8)
40-59 1,087(28.3) 1,642(40.0)
60< 1,348(21.9) 1,056(16.9)

Marital status Married 2,690(56.7) 3,164(68.5) <0.001
Single 1,867(43.3) 1,294(31.5)

Economic activity Active 1,711(41.8) 2,313(56.3) <0.001
None 2,846(58.2) 2,145(43.7)

Household income Lower 892(20.2) 668(15.0) <0.001
Lower-middle 927(20.4) 787(17.7)
Middle 883(18.8) 889(20.1)
High-middle 941(20.9) 954(21.5)
High 893(19.7) 1,151(25.8)

Employment status Full-time 500(14.0) 879(23.1) <0.001
Temporary position 4,057(86.0) 3,579(76.9)

Medical insurance Community insurance 1,169(26.0) 1,203(26.7) 0.002
Employed 3,192(70.4) 3,154(71.2)
Medicare 196(3.6) 101(2.1)

Private health insurance  Yes 3,529(81.0) 3,835(87.8) <0.001
No 1,028(19.0) 623(12.2)

*by complex samples chi-square test
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Table 2. Comparison of whole body health(EQ-5D) status of the subjects Unit: N(%)
Recently experience of dental
Characteristics Division preventive treatment
No (N=4,557) Yes (N=4,45)
Perceived (general) health Very good 467(9.3) 376(7.5) <0.001
Good 1,306(28.8)  1,278(29.0)
Nomal 2,018(46.2) 2,178(50.1)
Poor 572(12.3) 536(11.6)
Very poor 194(3.3) 90(1.7)
Unmet dental care needs Yes 627(15.1) 541(13.5) 0.075
No 3,930(84.9) 3,917(86.5)
EQ-5D_mobility (walking about, or confined to bed) No impediment 2,450(58.4) 3,272(78.0) <0.001
Bearable 207941.2)  1,175(21.9)
Unbearable 28(0.4) 11(0.1)
EQ-5D_self-care (washing, dressing) No impediment 2,842(65.5) 3,532(82.8) <0.001
Bearable 1,702(34.3) 922(17.2)
Unbearable 13(0.2) 4(0.0)
EQ-5D_usual activities (work, study, housework, family or leisure) No impediment 2,694(62.6) 3,429(80.8) <0.001
Bearable 1,838(37.0) 1,020(19.0)
Unbearable 25(0.4) 9(0.2)
EQ-5D_pain/discomfort No impediment 2,186(51.6) 2,866(68.6) <0.001
Bearable 2,267(46.5) 1,537(30.5)
Unbearable 104(1.8) 55(0.9)
EQ-5D_anxiety/depression No impediment 2,675(61.7) 3,330(78.2) <0.001
Bearable 1,855(37.9) 1,116(21.6)
Unbearable 27(0.4) 12(0.2)

*by complex samples chi-square test
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Table 3. Comparison of oral health status of the subjects Unit: N(%)
Recently experience of dental
Characteristics Division preventive treatment i
No (N=4,557) Yes (N=4,458)
Oral examination Yes 2,679(59.0) 3,008(66.7) <0.001
No 1,878(41.0) 1,450(33.3)
Dental untreated Yes 881(19.8) 566(12.3) <0.001
No 3,676(80.2) 3,892(87.7)
Chewing problem Very uncomfortable 268(4.7) 81(1.5) <0.001
Uncomfortable 745(15.7) 549(11.4)
Normal 1,982(40.5) 1,344(26.9)
Comfortable 675(16.1) 1,022(23.9)
Very comfortable 887(23.0) 1,462(36.3)
Speaking problem Very uncomfortable 90(1.4) 17(0.2) <0.001
Uncomfortable 364(7.1) 160(3.6)
Normal 1,822(36.3) 990(18.5)
Comfortable 604(13.7) 694(15.7)
Very comfortable 1,677(41.5) 2,597(62.0)
*by complex samples chi-square test
Table 4. Comparison of brushing time of the subjects Unit: N(%)
Recently experience of dental preventive
Characteristics Division treatment P
No (N=4,467) Yes (N=4,432)
After breakfast Yes 2,989(64.9) 3,018(65.3) 0.768
No 1,478(35.1) 1,414(34.7)
After lunch Yes 2,180(49.5) 2,467(56.1) <0.001
No 2,287(50.5) 1,965(43.9)
After dinner Yes 2,430(54.2) 2,577(58.3) 0.001
No 2,037(45.8) 1,855(41.7)
After snacking Yes 130(2.8) 170(3.8) 0.019
No 4,337(97.2) 4,262(96.2)
Before sleep Yes 2,173(51.1) 2,273(52.8) 0.178
No 2,294(48.9) 2,159(47.2)

*by complex samples chi-square test
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Table 5. Comparison of use of oral care products of the subjects Unit: N(%)
Recently experience of dental preventive
Characteristics Division treatment §
No (N=3,558) Yes (N=3,948)

Dental floss Use 691(21.2) 1,235(32.7) <0.001
Unused 2,867(78.8) 2,713(67.3)

Interdental toothbrush Use 576(17.2) 869(23.4) <0.001
Unused 2,982(82.8) 3,079(76.6)

Toothpaste solution Use 754(21.9) 1,282(30.7) <0.001
Unused 2,804(78.1) 2,666(69.3)

Electric toothbrush Use 153(4.5) 228(5.9) 0.016
Unused 3,405(95.5) 3,720(94.1)

Other Use 246(6.7) 296(7.4) 0.250
Unused 3,312(93.3) 3,652(92.6)

*by complex samples chi-square test
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