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Table 1. Categories of Behavior: global scale

Rating Category

1 Definitely negative
Refusal of treatment, crying forcefully, or any other overt evidence of extreme negativism
2 Negative
Reluctant to accept treatment, uncooperative, some evidence of negative attitude but not pronounced,
i.e. sullen, withdrawn.
3 Positive
Acceptance of treatment; at times cautious, willingness to comply with the dentist, at times with
reservation but patient allows the dentist’s directions cooperatively.
4 Definitely positive
Good rapport with the dentist, interested in the dental procedures, laughing and enjoying the situation.

AR AR M Z2 4T B AIRE B H7E Clark, 1996), A" #Akeh AAH A e $Ao
St Wals weig A HRE ALEStE ol Z}o] & &3} (Chernik et al, 1990; Macnab et al,
<, A= g oAy TH g Bk g2 1991) =AY = St} FdEL AP HA=E wk
ANE A8 & Yu, UEAAT UHOE T& 9T & AET A5 Adoz wEolAl o
g FeE 2HE F doke Zolth A E B, ¥ o, o]t FEEo] Bl AL JHES FHE TE
A7y 5 wEe] dste HA-SA wES speok AFRE o g HolA e o} Eojeof M, A&
Ao sgsd, ot TZH Hrz wAF o 31717F Aok @ (Clark, 1996). =3+ = 7t o
F7F 913l OAA/S scale & A&# AEE AL&st  ANE UF Ud&S(internal consistency)E 753}
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w FPeje W9l &AL T& SAGA AME E FFgozH & F Jth(De Jonghe et al, 2000).
F An A5 YL & u 2457 (parametric sta- AGHEE Aol B ALL37] Y= €
tistics) S AFEE = Au= A= AHo|th T (validity), Al Z(reliability), ¥F-8-*J(responsiveness)
AZHAEE ML wf ool & Algozs Fo] AZH glojok grh(De Jonghe et al, 2000).
O3 22 Zlo] SitkDe Lemos et al, 2000). I  EREH JAPHErF L I A=E HUhste
Az A H5HY 285 0 4T & d= E EAHEE By HAOZEA, face validity, con-
= frEojHof . Te M gE JAHALAERE B tent validity, criterion £ construct validity”} %1THDe
olE AMFES FET F glojok &1, e Alge]l  Lemos et al, 2000). Face validity® DA 21 1A
ANE Azt wiet WHete JAFAEE FEINE He7t RS Hrrst=d AFUtE Be 3lola,
UEE THEo]Aof gt ob&y] PAFelA AHE-3H7] content validity® content % &7}7} content validity in-
7} ZtAstof dla, BEEAE & £ AES inter-  dexE 7MY &, 99, IFHE WA BIFAAS
val level2 AT 4 glojof ot IAAHEY Fx AFste WHolth IFHEE AR FEF(gold
E Ay B, FE(tem)o] EJA Y (domain, di- standard)©] Qo2 ¥ F3} H| 3} criterion va-
mension)& ©]Fi FHGo] FHAA HAHA A liditye A AFE 4 gtk 284 A2 s
2] % (instrument) 7} $+Al ©1TH(De Jonghe et al, 2000). A AAHHEE 7)E0 AFEHo 0W AAFFIE T &
AZH== U/l 998 14 9ED o uEhA TZ7F 943 thE visual analog scale 53 H| 3}
FES NIsHA Hch dde AP EHm Bz = construct validityS F=Z 7530
£S5 F83EE WS X A Y(De Lemos et al, 2000; A ed dAS Az JAAAHY e FAE
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Sedation-Agitation scale (SAS)(Richer et al, 1994), Motor
Activity Assessment scale (MAAS)(Delvin et al, 1999),
Vancouver Sedative Recovery scale (VSRS)(Macanb et
al, 1991), Comfort scale (Ambuel et al, 1992) o] Al

e Bl =rt AFEo] A 53] Vancouver In-
teraction and Calmness scale< A1Z| T 9} B} =+
Eola ¥ 7tA AFH Ak o] FolA VSRS,
Comfort scale A0}E UdoZ 3 ALY 18
1t} Comfort scale®} VICSE UH EH3IA datolA
A AREE7]e o] g-o] ]E]' T &7
g dde=E 3 IAAHHARE FdFsadAY 1Y
Aol A TEks He gloy, 35 Fo
A% AF37]719F9] X3} (synchrony with the ventila-
tor) &2 7]FW FE Flo| dig vh3(reaction to
endotracheal suction) 59 &8 glojof 3 Aol
121} OAA/S scale, Conscious Sedation scale,” Uni-
versity of Michigan sedation scale (UMSS) (Malviya et
al, 2002) 52 °IZFH FdFEdAYy AAHY A
5S Adstey wEox Zﬂ—éo]ﬂ-. Ramsay scale
(Ramsay et al, 1974) T&A4 3IAAE gjdoz tt
EoRoy SdFEdAe 1AFH T A3t
T 22 Aoz AZETHTable 3).

BEd AIert AFHo da, TdFEoA
o] AT Tl 7 wol AMEEI 9= OAA/S
UH—?- T3 JIAHEC|BERE F ¢ FAHS

el
2 dAg% Feryl UAtk(Table 2). TF4 OAA/S

Table 2. Observer’s Assessment of Alertness/Sedation Scale

Assessment categories

Composite
Responsiveness Speech Facial expression Eyes score level
Responds readily to
name spoken in Normal Normal Clear, no ptosis 5

normal tone
Lethargic response
to name spoken in
normal tone
Responds only after
name is called loudly
and/or repeatedly
Responds only after
mild prodding or
shaking

Does not Respond to
mild prodding or
shaking

Mild slowing
or thickening

Slurring or
prominent
slowing
Few
recognizable
words

Glazed or mild

Mild .
. ptosis (less than 4
relaxation
half the eye)
Marked Glaze.d or marked
. ptosis (half the eye 3
relaxation
or more)
2
1
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Table 3. Ramsay Scale

Description
Score

Awake level
Patient anxious or agitated or both
Patient co-operative, oriented and tranquil
Patient responds to commands only 3

Asleep level
A brisk response to light glabellar tap 4
A sluggish response to light glabellar tap 5
No response 6

scale> g 7] FAT} 4] FHOE FAE 9]
tH(Chernik et al, 1990). OAA/S scale®] HFZ uf7]
= W& F 71A7F =6, composite score B2 7
- &l A5 FAFsE sum score o] Slrh.
Composite score 2ol WA o HE7) 2,
T(speech) &Eo] 4, D= 3L (facial expression)
5ol 3, E(eyes) FEo| 48t 7 w2 WA ¥
ES welA composite score’} 27} FH= W
Sk o R AFOA o] WAe] HEA
433 O™ sum score WAL A9 ALEEHI Q)
A 4tk OAA/S scale®] o] & FolA 7Hd &
2 HEE AFde FE52 w34 FdEolth. wet
A ukgd & Fentez WA ARE HUksH)
=

3lth(Katoh et al, 1998).
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