250 J Korean Acad Dent Health Vol. 29, No. 3, 2005

LSt EAES|X| M 293 X 35, 2005
A J Korean Acad Dent Health Vol, 29, No_ 3, 2005

Aodd A, AU, 2927, AP
QA st Aol Bfet 2|9 petal, Atk Ashust o AL
nb gk A9y ste), 4RO shL A zoist oA\ eha

L4 & S PR e AN 5 Dl 3

7hsh alakA) Stk TR AN ABA 77

segeE TARARY Seolt BAE  ARFEske) AeAo dhstol thre] ARA
Sla) SHABGTANSOMT inde)h AGA 71 Agado] glrkm Mgk whe A AapE"
AAFRPARARCPITY) 5o ABA PR & AwAo] gAY, 9512 tre) A} B
SAETE F2 o8I ok, ek FWe) A @ AFARE M ATl THAL vl TL
Ao atel Ae AAMo e 2N 99 FAE WS MRGR wus. 3, ARd 720%
QAL el S SR TRl AT WSS are IR ARl 48
o i o] 9] Fashet, 2 5 g ols TRYLE A% FF /%
A7 WA Aol g AEvk ovel ARE, A olslelE B4, 1%, WEFE B £54 &
A, A8 Qg geiea 2 o, ojzele o <ln ARe] I, PRI 4PE Fo] 747
A7) A k) Aisle] BEels TAAYY A6l Gake vA7] Wl webd o4
o] A (wellbeing)ol e Bk AE o=z 5 R ohe AT W, ALE AR W,
b8 g ook w9 TAARIAe A5doe 49 A% Fo| X3 xwA md seq 77
ol g Hjole ofstd Aol uls) wek AAA Ago] AT AL FHG Larel A7
A5 ATAH) 2 o §IHE ARl FUHL F L, Gift BUe ATASA 22, AR 730%
o, ey, #8749 AR 2 LY} FRA T4

ofehy : 2t $220-701 LT YFAl YMS 162 HAIHEID Izl ieyst x| 9|astm)
M3} :033)741-0395 T :033)742-5034 emall : wethani@dreamwiz.com



CIRrF 2 MO il 292 H| 32, 2005

Aol FFe A= Fele 2 2
d} ook, 22} o]o} e TEA md St 77
A2 BUF G 2AN AFE Lol B
AL, T A o] & e AT 9l

ot}

TN =7hE Ao AF 3 E3HA
7, e A el zto|z ols] =7} kel Tk
yehd o gleug fejuvet gldx 73
23 e JAs] #EEE g A 9
st =g 0392‘?01] wpt 248 ?%‘Zﬂ 7

4g AN

_l

oi
T o o

£
3
ko)
it
A
—Ll
N
R
0>‘~
2
=
=
4o
do
QL
4,
L)
o,
o
o £ =

e A 27 UrENO ngs Oﬂegi%
of B4 et vk Az,

wehA] 2 AT £A2 184 o] o] Aol of
af A, A, ol WE QT aql, AElA
Ag gl FARAN Y Wy T X
27 2l shollx $-2vet el Tzl
O 7 SEAFote] APE FAske Ao
o},

-
ol
o)

mu o N
re i
4>
i o
R 02
<
(O}

(L
b
Hi
rg,
4
ol
Y
ol
i1t
=

N
>~
-
b

bt
o
oo
o
8
lo
=3
o
ofy
ol
o
(2
&
it
Sl
BN
So
i
off

E
o 2
ox r
ot
2
—
®
=,
s
o
o
rO
o
=
o
o
il
o
Lo
3R
k)
—_
0

I~
& oo
oX o
i3 B

N
S
rlf o
o
dlo l’Z‘j
£ 5
m oo
@ i
W%
=

>

=

o

W
2
o
&

R oo e lo
re
-
=2
=
rir
g
i
S
o
N
N
_(?L
T
o
o
o
Ho
A
L
=

_h' (-Lln;
olN X
e,
.
N
<4
<
M
o
=
<l>?~
i
ok
ol
o

e 2

>
run

ofy
o -LU =

ﬂ

rlo

P
ol

e
N
olr
o
e
N
=2
M
o
a
BN
>,
=
o
)
:&
N
Y
0]
2 o W i

T2 10078(2,2006)]
&8 18-344] ?éﬂ%ow 0.00%, 35~64
M= 0.35%, 654 014 =elFdAE

;2
Flr E
re
oft,
=
=2

12

i

=

251

A A s a4

HA 4,538 2,269 2,269
18-244) 569 285 284
25-20A] 568 285 283
30-34A4)] 570 285 285
35-444) 569 284 285
45-54A] 568 284 284
55-644) 557 277 280
65-74A) 570 285 285
7541014 567 284 283

8.27% St} TR Aol ety SHE3A] o
1075 0] A o] F B dAl= 4,428 o] ATt

FEUSQA AT A o) Bt w17
), AAE oty |, Moy | ‘AAsA ¥
F A X3 ol o 57 A
== —715"}:5}932‘% BAA H & o5 o] 2 A73
o}, BFolth, A7dstA] el 349 HER o)
a4tk

AR F73774 8 WTEE DMFS index, @
& Xolr, B, CPITNE A4ksle] o]8319)
o QAL S MR o], A, AFAY, 7}
25, WEAE, A, omrgded A3 vy
ol g3t TR AN W
AR, & 3, 749
BEE *l%ﬂr 2o TR 2 P ol w3
ZAL E-S o] 835t

X

—iJ

mZi

%ﬂ]lﬂr 0.
EA T 7] A|(SAS Institute Inc., Cary, U.S.A)E o]-&
3}&1 st

HANY, CPITNT 22 H5Y wge 39 7

18] AU A W Aol EXEEAE U

ol27] $fal M E W e 5P A o] FholAlF

2 SAS(statistical analysis system) 8.01



J Korean Acad Dent Health Vol. 29, No. 3, 2005

AA A7Fsitt REo|t} %34 Zahct

A A 4 428(100.0) 1,220(27.6) 1,274(28.8) 1,934(43.7)
A

A 2,222(100.0) 645(29.0) 661(29.8) 916(41.2)

A 2,206(100.0) 575(26.1) 613(27.8) 1,018(46,2)
Ao

A 2,110(100.0) 588(27.9) 616(29.2) 906(42.9)

FATA 1,638(100.0) 448(27 .4) 468(28.6) 722(44.1)

TolE 680(100,0) 184(27.1) 190(28.0) 306(45.0)
AHry

Ad 1,220(100.0) 451(26.4) 585(34.3) 670(39.3)

d 1,274(100.0) 476(28.3) 483(28.7) 725(43.1)

9] 1,934(100.0) 293(28.2) 206(19.9) 539(51.9)

Mantel-Haenszel #-test, : p< 0.05; " p< 0.01; ™ p< 0,001
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i 3. Z A ae| Aol e W DMFS index (mean+SD)
index
DMFS DS MS FS
Ad
AR 12,93%11.23 2,481+3.90 2.93+6.00 7.51£8.42
273 8.21£9.00 1.76+3.12 7 2.19£5.32 425%6.26
HEQ 1080892 * 231£3.62 ™ 2131496 6.36+6.92 *
73R Z3F 17.99+12.38 31214 47 4,14£7.00 10.73£9.69
2
A 23.71%24.33 2.144.40 13,52+21.28 8.05%10.50
KRSl 14.84+18.69 1.67£3.77 7.55£14,51 5.62+8.17
25 206312150 e 1.89£344 = 10.59£18.51 = 8.15£9.67 =
KaRAL PRI 31.60+26.78 2.60+5.24 19,42+ 24.96 9.58+12.01
=9l
A 56.24139.84 4.0819,03 4492439 71 7.25%£11.50
KakAL-iy 38.56+32.83 1 4.08+7.34 1 27.22%32.04 7.26£10.93
ER 58.09+38.50 275+549 486314031 e 66611095
4 A 64,51%40,70 i 4.64%10.77 52,39140.19 N 7.48%12.02
ANOVA, " p< 0.05; ™ p< 0.01; ™ p< 0.001
H 4, 2 o FZo| LAY W= W X|oks (mean+SD)
Ao}
&0l 7|5 2o} AR5 Z|o}4 TAE 2o}
Ad
A 29.80+1,99 29.54+2.04 11.9410.34 17.8611.94
773t 26.96+1.93 29,71i1,97—| 11.96+0,18 7 18,00i1,90—|
HE] 29097+187 2975187 11,96to,24j 18.01=1.85 *
g AR R 2954+2.11 29.22+2.18 11.92+0.44 17.62+£2.01
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A 26.47+5.16 26,22+5.21 11.30+1.87 15.17+3.84
VAAL1Y 28.0413.83 27.8713.90 11.64+1.31 : 16.40+2.99
HEQ 27381421 +  27.18%421 « 11,4941,50 = 15804325
A7 s A 23 24.83+5.97 24,4816, ooJ 10,95+2.31 13.88+4.28
=9
A 16.631+9.61 16.01+9.60 8.0814.29 8.55£5.87
1733 22.08+8.33 21.52+8.42 7 9.98+3.48 12.10%5.42
e 15.72£10.02 = 15417996 7.6414.56 e 8.0819.06
FARAR D BTy 14.261+8.95 13.47+8.86 7.30+4.26 6.96+5.23
ANOVA, " p< 0.05; ™ p< 0.01; ™ p< 0.001
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A
A 1,516(100.0) 188(100.0) 1(100.0) -
A7rer 427(28.2) 23(12.2) 1(100.,0) - .
By 542(35.8) 43(22.9) 0(0.0) - J
27FsrAI 55 547(36.1) 122(64.9) 0(0.0) -
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Al 346(35.2) 110(19.6) 14(12.6) 6(21.4) 8
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A75 A5 120(40.1) 145(45.9) 164(66.9) 110(61.8)
Mantel-Haenszel #-test, *: p< 0.05; ™ p< 0.01; ™ p< 0.001
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6. Z AT AFZAMENO]| = 22U IA(H (%)
CPITN
AA A F24 FE AF2F AHFPP AFRE AFPIA Fz3

2d?

A 1,364(100.0) 234(100.0) 202(100.0) 5(100.0)

FaRALi 381(27.9) 50(21.4) 19(18.6) 0(0.0)

254 468(34.3) 78(33.3) 38(37.3) 1(20.0) =

XA A eIy 515(37.8) 106(45.3) 45(44.1) 4(80.0)
2hd

AA 983(100,0) 381(100.0) 258(100,0) 48(100.0)

7% 292(29.7) 98(25.7) 78(30.2) 6(12.5)

HE 302(30.7) 107(28.1) 67(26.0) 5(10.4)  m

A7 A2 389(39.6) 176(46.2) 113(43,8) 37(77.1)
59l

AA 325(100,0) 285(100.0) 270(100.0) 92(100.0)

273% 118(36.3) 68(23.9) 79(29.3) 22(23.9) q

254 59(18.2) 60(21.1) 67(24.8) 8@8.7)

73R 53 148(45.5) 157(55.1) 124(45.9) 62(67.4)

Mantel-Haenszel #-test, " p< 0,05; ™ p< 0.01; **: p € 0,001
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HE 7.8 golo el #EE 2019 Odds ratio
Ad 34 =9
AR/ 8% Be/BA A7/E0% BR/EUR AR/ERY Re/ERR

A 7R A

DMFS index 0.91" 0.94" 0.97" 0.99
ZHER]o} 4 1.09" 1.06 1.13" 1.05
HANH 1AG7HE A 0.63 0.51" 0.68
$2) 2403 - - 0.48"
F9)7] - -
CPITN =9 - 24 0.50"
7 2 - - 0.33 0.29°
ATALE s WA
k) 1.06" 1.047 108"
A () S
24 FAEA| 0.66" 1.87
(H=AD Fol& 0.59 0.60"
74 1997kl o] 3} 1.56" 0.67 0.67
(200~399%+g])  400%t9lo0] A} - -
ALEFE 58 uEo|s}
(FanE) gt Eo)
2 =3 1.86
(HHE4) AEZ 1.63 - -
71eH4] 2,52 178 - .
Sk Bij=p=
(P8E3)
AR IR R
AR EE PHEA 0.04™ 0.13" 0.02" 0.13" 0.06™ 0.25"
(AL 7HEAA 0.16™ 0.59 0.16 0.32"
&l 1303}
(2~33)) 48]0} 1.80 1.61
TAAREE  AM8E 1.47
AHEE)
2] ZHg ANH X FEE
@RS S5 YTLE

Baseline-category logit model, p < 0.05; " p< 0.01, ™ p< 0,001
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Abstract

The association of perceived oral health with
oral epidemiological indicators in Korean adults

Young-Nam Kim, Ho-Keun Kwon', Won-Gyun Chung, Young-Sik Cho?, Youn-Hee Chor’
Department of Dental Hygiene, Wonju College of Medicine, Yonsei University
!Department of Preventive and Public Health Dentistry, College of Dentistry, Yonsei University
*Department of Dental Hygiene, Namseoul University
Dept. of Preventive Dentistry, School of Dentistry, Kyungpook National University
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Objectives: The purpose of this study was to examine oral health perception of Korean adult
population. And the association of self-rated oral health with oral epidemiological indicators under the
control of demographic, socioeconomic factors and oral health related behaviors was tried to clarify.
Methods: The oral examination and survey data of 4,428 subjects over 18 years were analyzed.
Baseline-category logits model was used to multivariate analysis for perceived oral health of young
middle and old age groups.

Results: 43.67% of Korean adults rated their oral health as poor, 28.77% as fair, and 27.55% as good.
In young age group of 18-34 years old, living in metropolitan area, low income, lower DMFS index,
no fixed bridge, no bleeding gum or calculus, no worry about their oral health, and use of oral hygiene
products were positively associated with self-rated oral health. In middle age group of 35-64 years
old, older age, middle income than low, professional job, lower DMFS index, more remaining teeth,
no bridge, no periodontal pocket, no worry about their oral health, and brushing more than 4 times
were positively associated with self-rated oral health. In old age group of over 65 years old, older age,
living in metropolitan area, no job, more remaining teeth, no denture, no periodontal pocket, and no
worry about their oral health were positively associated with self-rated oral health.

Conclusions: Self-rated oral health is a simple measure and reflects not only objective oral status but
also socioeconomic status and psychological effect as worry about oral health. So, we should actively
use the perceived oral health to promote nation’ s actual oral well-being.



