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Objectives: This study was conducted to investigate the effect of quality of life and interpersonal
relationship satisfaction on academic achievement among dental hygiene students.
Methods: A survey was conducted on 210 dental hygiene students from Chungcheong, Jeolla, and

Results: The factors affecting the academic achievement of dental hygiene students were inter—
personal relationship satisfaction (=0.489), quality of life (3=0.243), and grade_dum3 (<2.5/>3.5;
B=0.206). The most significant factor was interpersonal satisfaction, with an explanatory power of

Conclusions: As a result of the above, it was found that quality of life and interpersonal satisfaction
were closely related to the academic achievement of dental hygiene students. Further research on

ways to improve academic achievement is needed.
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ok
b

sl
e REEE

=
=)
rlo
vl
ro
=
s
o,
)
i
© b
30
‘l;[‘?l'_grlr
ol %ﬁj
IR
o T
3::“5;3
> e 19
m_>_~:|=‘lo.9,
uf
)
=
)
-,
o

5
o
)
il
32
k=l
=] .
5
=

)
il

|

1,
r o]
4y 2
jins
filo
[
o2
ol
N
I

i 4o
rot

A=
k)
o
ol
Z,
[
<
>4
g
1123
S~
3
2
o
olrt

-0, i}

2 g o

o,y 1o ot

s

o,

I

=)

=

B

S~ rlﬂ ol

=

9
=
o,
T
rolr
o
i
>
_lO[l
ox
i o
rlo
2
o
fo
ol
=
N
©
>
10 rlo [ & 4

7 B8] ok ep, Eet Z2uh-102

% 2
ool $9PgAe me-sho] HaAge] AR

r
rit,
o
ol
i
_loh
ox
g

SHAFE 744 9T MY 19 ws AR A% Aol

A, SAAEE ot RolA Sldel a7 Aot 43
o HHskn Yerol tet A0 oY) A S

I &Y T AT tigt iRl wioll ¥R HIA= 8212 oufgt
P, =R AR Z A7 A 7Y AR 2-F-1 WA 1,933
oAl e A%} A E 2 A, ‘A3 wWoltk 60.4%, - Az
SHEF 20.0%, “AZsHA] UrF 19.6%ER= 5o upektf. 121 717
L w4eto] A7} shIAF ol kS miZlTha s19iTh
F2H-192 QI8 AT 57 D88 B2 HakE 7HAST
S Y AR QI ok AL tfFE] ARRE AFA[5}
H5 @50l 11 9 sy ojdso] UNtehA o|FojRA] &5

A

ol

oz

[
o

Copyright © 2022 by Journal of Korean Academy of Oral Health

® This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution Non-Commercial License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/), which permits unrestricted
non-commercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

JKAQCH is available at http://www.jkaoh.org

pISSN 1225-388X [ elSSN 2093-7784


https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0226-0212

208
J Korean Acad Oral Health | 2022;46:207-211

Y o] 2 QIgt AEH AR oI5 4to] Hof| JFLS WS 740]11]-1 Azt
gk, 3} oP9] Ao A F2U-19 0]F 4 4] gt

obFThY st3om, A 572 20194 oiv] 20214 4] A ?“
4.70% A5kl B Esk.

qisH9] Al7l= gAF o s %ﬂﬂ FAA S A 208

/80 Als2 BAIsto] Aol Ul kmeohe HAlAL
= on, tish g £ojlA “Wﬂﬂ o oieh W A2 e
B, 424 tiIHA YEIE AsH 348 g s o
A k0, slA)gk F2ut 192 <18t AR%7] 2 Qls) FRuzkdo]
iRt 2o} TR0 QI & AA] 528 Yol 2 HIE gol
SHA EHA HAIEA A El S S0 B Aok AL 9
o, |53 Aol Agt FTEolu AHlEate] whdolA o
< A 21A19] 719 A AR = A2 ofEeE 4L
Tk, izt 22 tQIdA| L} SHAAH o] JFe A
1L 3k

ojof & A B 2d7He] F2H-195 A2 A A5 A=

] SRl g5 ol 4] A} tjQIeA| ELET} ulA| = JFS Lotk
1 A YA AL SIS0 AR TS =9 4= 9= " S A5
et 7124 EE AlEstalAt ek

;4;_@
Mo A 4

o b

1

LA U
1. AFCHA
3 Qe QEuallst 7|24 22 91E]o] S2AIRB No.

7005565 202207-HR-001-01)& HHe & d7= {oﬂo}“‘ 0111 il

ol EH}\C}-X]'OH}HU} /\u]—EE.Q_ o]_Q_o]- Lao1gne H]-_/g_'(%]-oq ga}o

F9E B2 T HEZAL| ZofslE 0]-93\“4' HEF7]= G*Power
version 3.1. 9 program= ©|-8-5t0] YR EAREA 0 D a3t 7t
3719 a337] 0.15, 94 0.05, AAZL 0.95=2 AH=dto]

Table 2. Level of scales according to general characteristics

£37] A2 17201, GFAE 1ol 2108 A
02 319t 20224 79 195 11¢Y 3097H] AREZAE A8t
k.

2, A7

2 1 APO

49 é}% 1l 997} At Skt AlA R A7) 4k A 7HE g
A (WHOQOL-BRER)E AF239ith & 2652302 AlA2 A%
AEA, ARA, g 47 99 24719 =3t HeEAQl 4k
A3t ekl 77140 thgt @9 2] EFeE FHgElo] glom,
HAEA (A 1A oot 14, vhe- 13t} 53R SAsSi.

2.2 SIUEF

SHIPHIEE of U} 9] Aol ARG E =TS K, Rt
299] =75 AGIISI & 1802 SaMly|wa, Stto| 27
3} SRR ATA7|01A Sk ake-odo] 57 9oz Q)
on, BAEAE(AS 234 oirt 14, il ¢ 13 53)= S5

0—‘;
Jl o |

By

2.3 HRIHAUEE
HRIEA W= A0 £ Hokgh A WS = (Rela-

tionship Change Scale, RCSZ 4 B slof AL&3t Al 519 &
Table 1. Reliability of instrument scales
Variables N Mean SD  Cronbach’'s a
Academic achievement 210 3.59 0.59 0.937
Quality of life 210 3.37 0.47 0.886
Interpersonal relationship 210 3.60 0.58 0.944

satisfaction

Unit: Mean+SD

Division N Ac.adermc F (P
achievement

Year
1 70 3.52+0.53 0.794
2 54 3.65+0.70 (0.454)
3 86 3.60+0.56

Grade
<2.5 64 3.51+0.64° 2.778
2.5-<3.0 40 3.4140.50° (0.042)
3.0-<3.5 46 3.55+0.56™
=35 90 3.7140.51°

Subjective health
Bed 31 3.20+0.44° 18.434
Normal 82 3.4740.55" (<0.001)
Good 97 3.82+0.58°

Interpersonal
Quality of life F (P relationship F (P
satisfaction

3.28+0.45* 4.215 3.51+0.51° 3.159
3.52+0.51° (0.016) 3.76+0.66" (0.045)
3.33+0.44° 3.57+0.56°

3.48+0.52 1.020 3.66+0.62 0.752
3.33+0.38 (0.385) 3.50+0.53 0.522)
3.30+0.46 3.56+0.58

3.374£0.50 3.64+0.58

2.95+0.47° 40.983 3.25+0.42° 24.061
3.2240.39 (<0.001) 3.42+0.53° (<0.001)
3.37+0.47° 3.60+0.58°

*By one-way ANOVA.

“b<Same letters indicate statistically indifferent by Duncan multiple comparison.
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ARl A7l A= 7oty ol A A UebstTable 2). Quality of life 0.618* 1
Interpersonal relationship 0.691* 0.725** 1
satisfaction
**P<0.001 by Pearson’s correlation analysis.
Table 4. Influencing factors of quality of life
Variables B SE B t P* Tolerance VIF
(constants) 0.512 0.244 2.102 0.037
Quality of life 0.304 0.093 0.243 3.260 0.001 0.408 2.452
Interpersonal relationship satisfaction 0.500 0.072 0.489 6.974 <0.001 0.463 2.161
Grade_duml (<2.5/2.5-<3.0) 0.023 0.096 0.015 0.241 0.810 0.560 1.786
Grade_dum?2 (<2.5/3.0-<3.5) 0.155 0.093 0.109 1.666 0.097 0.535 1.868
Grade_dum3 (<2.5/>3.5) 0.245 0.082 0.206 2.973 0.003 0.473 2.115
Subjective health_dum1 (bad/normal) 0.127 0.088 0.105 1.438 0.152 0.425 2.352
Subjective health_dum? (bad/good) 0.124 0.097 0.105 1.280 0.202 0.339 2.953

R?=0.541, adjusted R?=0.525, F=33.965 (P<0.001), Durbin-Watson: 1.906

*By multiple regression analysis at a=0.05.
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