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ABSTRACT

Objectives: This study provides basic data for developing practical teaching methods enabling
efficient execution of the dental hygiene care process. Methods: A total of 197 dental hygiene
students experienced in dental hygiene care process in Gwangju and Jeonnam were surveyed
from June 1 to August 30, 2019 to study their class flow, professors-student relationships,
and class satisfaction level. Post survey, statistical analysis was performed using frequency
analysis, independent t-test, Pearson's correlation analysis, and multiple regression analysis.
Results: 1. Class flow was high in three lecturers (3.56), four hours per week (3.39), and four
hours per week (3.94). Class satisfaction was high in three lecturers (3.99) and four hours per
week (3.90) (p<0.05). 2. There was a positive correlation between class flow and professor-
student relationship (r=0.519), class flow and class satisfaction (r=0.566), and professor-student
relationship and class satisfaction (r=0.838) (p<0.01). 3. The factors influencing class flow were
the number of lecturers (=0.442), class hours per week (3=-0.397), and class satisfaction
(B=0.385). Conclusions: Apart from finding ways to improve class satisfaction for class flow in
the dental hygiene care process, efforts are required to increase the number of lecturers and
class hours per week for efficient class management. Further research is needed to develop
practical teaching methods.
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Table 1. The general characteristics of the subjects

Characteristics Division N %
Type of school College 9 50.3
University 98 49.7
The number of instructors One person 130 66.0
Three people 67 34.0
Class hours / 1 week 3 hours 100 50.8
4 hours 97 49.2

A S0l T} 49129, WA A, SUVZEE W WA AT S S S UBY, T4
A A, £ B Golat xto] 2 etk £ 2ol £ 4 1B(E3NR} 3(356), 34
c}

S8 A 178 (3.75) KT 318 (4.00), AT 183675 38(399)2] 9 27 = ATHP<0.05). 1578 5
ARG w45 A= 44 7H3.94)0] 3A|7H3.73) BTt 4= THE = 4A]7H3.90)0] 3A17H3.67) E Tt EAIA
02 [OJ5lA| EOLHp<0.05), +UEYU2 EAIH 02 Folgt 2jol= ¢RIt Table 2>.

Table 2. Class flow, instructor-student relationship, class satisfaction to general characteristics
Unit: Mean=SD

Instructor-student

Characteristics Division Class flow . . Class satisfaction
relationship
Type of school College 3.3310.60 3.781+0.55 3.721+0.61
University 3.47+0.56 3.8910.58 3.8510.64
t (p) -1.709 (0.089) -1.410 (0.160) -1.490 (0.138)
The numberof  One person 3.31+0.60 3.75+0.54 3.67£0.61
instructors Three people 3.5610.51 4.00+0.58 3.9940.60
t() -2.960 (0.003) -2.995 (0.004) -3.418 (0.001)
Class hours / 3 hours 3.40%+0.56 3.73%+0.55 3.671+0.64
1 week 4 hours 3.391+0.61 3.941+0.56 3.90£0.60
t (p) 0.108 (0.914) -2.634 (0.009) -2.657 (0.009)
‘by t-test

3 UEEo] S B Ant A 82U w4 BA|(=0.519,
R0.01), A EJTH S ATEE (=0.566, p<0.01), 245y THAR} S ATEE (=0.838, p<0.01)°llA] Y]
A7 LFER T Table 3>.

Table 3. Correlation between class flow, instructor-student relationship, class satisfaction

Division Class flow Insu“uct‘or-stu‘dent Class satisfaction
relationship

Class flow 1

Instructor-student relationship 0.519" 1

Class satisfaction 0.566" 0.838" 1

"p<0.01 by pearson's correlation analysis

https://doi.org/10.13065/jksdh.20200007



RO - HO| / K1 (2 BHse] XPITR T +BY el - 67

Table 4. Factors affecting of class flow

Division B SE B t p
Constant 1.401 0.232 6.038 <0.001
Type of school -0.124 0.099 -0.106 -1.244 0.215
(university=1)

The number of instructors 0.542 0.143 0.442 3.780 <0.001
(one person=1)

Class hours / 1 week -0.461 0.100 -0.397 -4.595 <0.001
(3 hours=1)

Instructor-student relationship 0.186 0.107 0.180 1.744 0.083
Class satisfaction 0.367 0.097 0.385 3.798 <0.001

F=25.325, p<0.05, R*=0.399, adj. R*=0.383, DW=1.883
"by multiple regression analysis

A IR SARCE RolstRlan(F=25.325 p0.05), BFRPEe] ¥ 38.3%0|Uch
Durbin-Watson A7g7l-= 1.8832-2 2P|t /do] @31, VIFE 100131 ¥} glo] thsa4d/dol €l
+ 2108 st Qi) 24 B0l FFE vIxle 8912 £ AGAF(3-0442), 3 S AAI(3=0.397),
ARHEE=(3=0.385)2 A ATHp<0.05).
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