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Mi-Oak Leei, Ji-Young Lee, Mi-Kyoung Jeong
Dept. of Dental Hygiene, Jinju Health College

ABSTRACT The purpose of this study was to examine the relationships among the academic
seli—efficacy, interpersonal relationship and personality variables of dental hygiene students,

The subjects in this study were 130 selected dental hygiene students in an urban community,
on whom survey was conducted from March 10 to December 10, 2014. The colected data
were analyzed by a statistical package SPSS WIN 19.0, and t-test was carried out to look
for any possible significant differences according to academic achievement,

As for differences in academic self—efficacy, interpersonal relationship and  personality
according to academic achievement, the students whose academic achievement was higher
(M=3.49) had a better seli-regulatory efficacy than the students whose academic

achievement was lower (M=3.01), and the differences were statistically significant (i=—5.65,
p{.001). The former (M=3.24) was ahead of the latler (M=3.06) in terms of integrity, and
the differences were statistically significant as well (=—2.64, p{01). Among the subfactors
T Correspondence to: Lee MO, | of personality, integrity (8 =35, p{05) exercised a positive infuence on academic
Tel: +82—-55-740-1856 seli—efficacy, and likability (8 =.234, p{.05) affected interpersonal relationship.
Fax: +82-55-743-3010 Therefore an educational program should be developed as part of non-regular education
E—mail: forlove@hanmail.net curriculum to improve the integrity and likability of dental hygiene students in consideration

of their academic self—efficacy and interpersonal relationship.
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(Table 1) Difference test in academic self—efficacy, interpersonal relationship and personality according to academic achievement

Lower Higher
Characteristics (n=74) (n=44) t p
Mean£SD Mean®SD
Task difficulty 2.74+0.28 2.82+0.24 -1.628 0.106
Self-regulatory efficacy 3.01+0.40 3.4910.48 —5.654 0.000***
Confidence 3.03%0.51 3.17+0.43 -1.478 0.142
Interpersonal relationship 3.46+0.44 3.55+0.46 -.959 0.340
Integrity 3.06%+0.33 3.24+0.38 —2.641 0.009**
Likability 3.44+0.30 3.44+0.33 0.106 0.916

*% p<01’ *%k p<001

2 SARAE, A A7 B, ABA,
A4

CEREE

Aol Saracle] S ok Sisiel slolol A

F0E ABAAT. SAYHEE 712U BHE (1 =465,
p<O1), A4(r =238, p<OD3t He] ApTAzL ekt
SFAE A ES $H918910 Bl EE 472 &
S(r =431, p0l), BA(r=308, p<0l)t | e
togE o Uegon], A4A2d BEES AN(r
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=352, p<.01), Tl A (r =340, p<.05), TZHA(r =431, p<.01)
AR A =312,

Bogolgt Aol e

p<0net A o] A=Az Uebdon, g4l
T 50| ATIA 7L el T<Table 2>,

A(r=-318, p<.01)

(Table 2) Analysis of the correlations of academic achievement, academic self—efficacy, interpersonal relationship and personality

Characteristics (1) (2 ) (4) (5) (6) )
Academic achievement(1) 1
Task difficulty(2) 149 1
Self-regulatory efficacy(3) 465** A3 1
Confidence(4) 136 165 .352%* 1
Interpersonal relationship(5) .089 101 .340** 31** 1
Likability(6) -.010 -.012 131 -.318** .234* 1
Integrity(7) 238" .308** 4317 .038 175 179 1
* pC.05, ** p¢0t
3. RANT S A B B SEHTh Q1BA-47.86+371% A A1K)<Table 4

9T} sHEe] Aol Bl A AT dte] ofH o
o FEAS AET A3 QU4 A A7) mol
[e]

2 UERGTHF=17.008,
P<001) 3 2y AEe Uelle $4E 2ATA
R2)= 1202 YERyLTH 3‘—}—5—@2% 2x0] /1AL AF
o A= B 94 TS

A& A7) H57=5743+.861* /A 4d)<Table 3>.

(Table 3) The impact of integrity on academic self—efficacy
(N=118)

Variable B SIE [3 t Adj R2 F
Constant 57431 6,574 8.736

120 17.008***
Integrity .861 209 .358 4124
***D<.001

4. 4243 ddBA e oA

i}

9 S]] el ol TS
Ag AZF AT Aol gABAd 1754
(F=3.644). B3 BRO] Ay vehf +%
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N
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(Table 4) The impact of integrity on interpersonal relationship
(N=118)

Variable B SE B t Adj R2 F
Constant 47,867 6.125 7.814

022 3.644
Integrity 371 194 175 1.909

5. 3% S A71ESHY B4

A9a ALY 340l Bteld A7 Esae] ofd o
e FEAS AET 2 sS4l BelA A7) mkll
_"

4 AYASAG RYS 052 Epe AE402 5
A4 S AT AYE 2E FANY AYS FF
St 202 UeTHEYE A7l E-9LIS 197 B

A))<Table 5>.

(Table 5) The impact of likability on academic self—efficacy (N=118)

Variable B SJE B t Adj R2 F
Constant 91157  8.807 10.351

-.003 .600
Likability -197 255 -.072 =774
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