1 L] L1E
AAGE 9 ahe] A aprow siel e A
Aoks whASlH i AZF Aotw 42 - §A5)

A} Sl = QAp7F WobA|aL glowm A x|utolA]
A 2ok FESE] QJF Ao R lEw
Aol tig @t} 7|di7t F7kskar ek, $-g]
Leh= 1980 2Rt AETE Algo] AJZHEGlo
o, A Xt et #2F 109 F 7 Ee=
EHE djaf] ‘HE o]y e R ¢ Qlrkar HarE uf
AP, o3t AlE] EES Mo HtYsie] &

23 165

m e

=
Rl
=

o,
e
u
[m
Rl
U
2
)
:?i:,
[\
=t
o0
)
~

o,

= dEio] Ao JEHE ugo digt FF7HA|

AEAA Ao gt S8 GHHOR F7kst
ol FAlolm, oloA EwE Aol e B}
So] JEUE UEEL 1 A4t ) 249

420224 1149 18Y 2S4pHEY: 20224 12¥ 8

AR &Y 2022 129 8Y

WAIKXE o] A2t (Jae—Ra Lee), (58644) g™ H3EA]
AR 413—1 B EHE A1 6045
Tel: 061) 270—2724, Fax: 061)270—2723
E—mail: jaeriya@hanmail, net

Vol. 5, No. 2, 2022 | 53

cHOH 2 Y Aiatot el 2] vol. 5, No. 2, 2022
Doi : 10.22753/JKDHS/2022.5.2.53

7I0|=Z 0|35}

3t Btxte| Okx

[e]
27gato] 4 970l JETES A
S UEE ARE JOR o] Flo|=E olgte] o
$9lol YEUES AFsH Ao, ofo] Q=
E

=
£ o] gslo] YEUHES Aladt sAE o
o

O‘D Fl'lI
re
-
rlr
oS
3]
i
i

>
i)
ot
P
u)
ox
o

N
N
o,
I
i
o,
o
ok
o
[k
i
I
>,
)Y
2
riok

)
N L r_?i_[
r.l

[

>
=
N
H1
i
M
1
QL
k1
0o ©
il
g
M
4
i

g0, 2
IR
H

14
fu
x
N
K
I
I
o
ojo

r {
N
an
1o
=
N o
H
it
Hi
o
I
ir!_,(
N
2
ng;
ki
by
>
~
P‘l
8
ix)

ilf

¢
m



2l

Aro g 2171719}
22 AFLEF

= Abgakrt,
Stk Table 1),

3z
Bl

Al

=

=

H =

T

Faz 228

0]

Al
oL

2915 69 309717
B

2255 A9

=

2]

=
2]

S /garet 22

2022% 3

1

T

Journal of Korean Dental Hygiene Science

CiSt 2

Ny

=

2] FHR|of AR S Agstal At hofe] of

2.1, ALCHA
Table 1. A2ET T A%

54|

s 2
ToE N :
<6Ld|ﬁ] my
MM o b 3%
= mﬂm%ﬂn@
o o —
EAxBBEL |
T2V e E e
5 o om Ee;o‘_
Wy = N
o) HTﬁoMndm_mﬁﬂuul_
Re O gy (F B E
1r W do =p Lo o F
;00 —_
ol T
N A o <k <o
™ < A AF oy R
o wl w ow oy 7 ow
TR B A A T
=< Hp oHy Hp < oR Hp
T BB P g O
izzziiz
0 0 OO0 OO o OG0 o
XK oK K KX
oy oy owp o oo e o o
Lt 1 1 Rt R R ] Rt
X ® W o o o o o ° o
ﬂﬁ&ﬂﬂuﬂuﬂuﬂuﬂuﬂuﬂu
T U Wl P do db do oo do do oo
%Mmlr%%%%%%%%
o NN AR AR KR AR AR AR AR AR
owowowowowow owowow w
B B B i B B B B R B
s 5T I = v = =, = =
7o B g N R R GR GR GH o o oH oH O
— Nt N O N~ ANt o
- |
o | X %o B
= Oz.:‘
_,OOWE—ﬁ Melﬂ_/lwm_ﬂ_

& Table 29} T}, o7

0.729

3. 44281

15

LS

Cronbach’s a 4}
5

1 t—test

¢

%

= O
o=

IBM SPSS Statistics
7ho|& ghEkeof of

L=

R

7hol= B Y] Kol

| #0e A
2 one—way ANOVA A

90

LN

WEETL QEUE 5% UEE] mAE 49

2.3. Xt EN



56.6%, FAF 43.4%2 JEbton, A8 20~30
o] 20.3%, 40~50t)] 36.0%, 60~70TH 26.3%, 80tHo]

Vol. 5, No. 2, 2022 | 55

7hol= QIA] of = o 85.1%, °F
Az 7

[e] ===

U2 14.9%01%031, YSHE 7tol= A

l

EH
= o ™
AF7.5%019th ¥ WS 2009HY Bwk 23.7%, A 3.5%, iliMA} 23 59.6%, FHe] =4 28.9%,
200~3009+ )Tk 36.8%, 300~4009+ ©]Tk 25.4%, Zu A 7.9%0]3ch UZTE 2% IR o)
400~5009+ 1Tk 9.2%, 5009+ o)A 4.8%0] 31T}, & WEIICE 7} 55.3%2 7 w2 o2 e

A E3l9] A7 E= o 82.5%, oFU L 17.5%0] (Table 2).

Table 2. Yukd EX (N=228)

} = & N %)

A Uz} 99(43.4)

o=} 129(56.6)

A 20~30tH 69(20.3)

40~50t] 82(36.0)

60~70t) 60(26.3)

80t} o]AF 17(7.5)

o Wt 2007+ Bk 54(23.7)

200~3007H 84(36.8)

300~4007+H21 58(25.4)

400~5009+ 2109.2)

5009+ o)A} 11(4.8)

A Eele] A7 E] 9 188(82.5)

ol g 40(17.5)

O]ZTE slo|t 9l7] o H q 194(85.1)

ol ¢ 34(14.9)

A 8(3.5)

UZTUE 7ho|E AgiA 2 A2l A} S5 136(59.6)

Zwo] 24 66(28.9)

EEShR 18(7.9)

AEHE 5 W5 - = 0(0.0)

upE 1(0.4)

HE 14(6.1)

upz= 87(38.2)

-9 k= 126(55.3)
3.2. YUZatE 7}0|E o|gofl Yt BIEE S AN AleS W72 Age Aol sy wka
AL AR QEHE Flo|E o] gof Tt U_P—_-TE tF(4.37+0.61), 2 HHNA Aok AEHE =
+ Table 337} At} Ths YESHE A& A= = £ 7I0|EE ARESE JIETHE g WoAl 3 e
& 7to|=E ARSSE Aoltf(4.41£0.62)7F 7MY =9 of tigt E9ko] &4tF4.25+0.73), ‘UYESHE =&
o, ThgoR YBAE 548 TJolEE AMRsle] & Tlol=E ABaA S-S she B9 vhgol Wt

AZTUE 42 3 u EHTIo] A1t (4.39+0.65),
le]

1Z2E 2489 37 A, YZAUE 544 7lo=

ATl (4.25+0.73) 202 EFITH Table 3).



CHOh x| Ak o 2] 2]

Journal of Korean Dental Hygiene Science

56

Table 3. YEZE 71o|E o] R0 3t BtEE
= EdEar =)= P Bt + FFHRE
olZgE 49 yloluE ALk Aﬂgg:y ﬁx%:l—ﬁ 3
1. \:le‘x_—— TEO ]’ ] = ]’ooHﬂ ]Ea ]E Z28¢ /\Oﬂ EHOH 3.00 5.00 4374061
==y
2. AETE &8 7Io|EE AESH JETE Al&H] 82 Ho] &&=
. —‘UE TEO ]’ ] ]’o lE ]o T o l E] 1.00 5.00 4_041‘0_83
Holtt,
O1ZTLE 288 J}o|EE 0]83) AIZTE SaulH O As| 42|51l
3. % - TES ]’ ] ]o =i TE O o S °] = lol”—'— 2.00 5.00 4224073
Ao,
4, YEHE F58 7o|EE A3 AESTUE =8 5 55 3k 2ot
.o 2 T=0 ]’ ] ]’o = T= T Tﬁoﬂ EH =T 2.00 5,00 4,25i0,73
o] &t
5. STE F&8 7|5 AMEA e ste 59t ko] gt 2.00 5.00 4.25+0.73
6. YESTE &8 7Io|EE AEdlo] dETUE &S & o 2o
.4 T8 71l F&-3ko] < T o = | 3.00 5.00 4.3940.65
=Py
7. ZSHE 558 70|58 AR JEUE 20 i8] w3ttt 3.00 5.00 4.31£0.48
8. T UESTE A& A= =58 7to| =& AR Aot} 3.00 5.00 4.41£0.62
3.3. QZ2tE J}0|E 0|2 MEH HE2O| M2 <o gk &9l EH S 4= AAg
QIZZE Jlo|E 0| QO] Cigt BEEE Xto] A 4.62%4 $ag ol B9 uhgo] HekhnE
ATFHAAL] ABZVE 7jol= o]§ HE HRo| &L 2AR PN 500HOR 7 EE oA
T2 QJEZUE lo]= offol tiFt RS AolZ A Eton], BAHOE Golgt 2|7t ekite
A3 AT Table 49} 2T}, A& W72 AT <005 p<0.0]), ‘YBUE &S T v BuiFo] ¥
Aol gl TFEREE 1) AAE HA 5004, Y ATHIZE 6), "YEHE poof sl THEHEE 7)
SUE A& H8RHUEE )2 =5y 24417 T ETHE A= Ao 58 7Fo|=8 ARG
A, AEHE oS Ags| gAskaL A (Rt L= 8) > TAIARI 73k Akol= §lATH Table 4).
£k 3) 2 AARE HAW 487F, UEHE & T
Table 4. YEFE 71O|E 0] Hef F2o] B2 QIEIE s}o|E o] gof it WEE Xfo]
UZTHE JholE AE AH=2
3} & 2Er - o = - F p—value
AAR A oJ=2x F3 Al =4 ol A
=t 5.00+0.00 4.41£0.61 4.24+0.63 4.33+0.48 4,144 0.007"
uREE D 3.75+0.46 4.17+0.85 3.81+0.69 4.05+0.99 3.206 0.024"
UREE 3 4.87+0.35 4.30+0.63 3.96+0.89 4.22+0.64 5.610 0.001"
UREE 4 4.62+0.51 4.31+0.62 4.04+0.88 4.3340.68 3.014 0.031"
UREE 5 5.00+0.00 4.33+0.62 4.04+0.81 4.11+0.90 5.921 0.001""
UREE 6 425+1.03 4.33+0.68 4.06+0.80 4.44+0.51 2.484 0.062
=L 7 4.3740.51 4.44+0.64 427+0.73 4.44+0.51 1,095 0.352
=T g 4.62+0.51 4.46+0.56 427+0.75 4.44+0.51 1.728 0.162

“by independent t—test, one way ANOVA



¢
m

¢
m

ojx|L Q9] BA

Vol. 5, No. 2, 2022 | 57

s FollAl o] AHEAE Eildh o= 4=
E 7lol= o)
£ FOAE AR BAH R fofut 2|7}

UHER T Table 5).

(R )

==
o1§ WHEI} oA W YBAE 5%

3T

]

nEE4 UkEE; gkEEg gEE7 uREEg

772" 1

427 7917 1

.800" 796" 8017 1

646" 187 803" 820" 1

7to| = o]-gof
A& A=
Zo|tH4.41+0.62) 0| A 7}

[

4

>
>
o o o

:

>
o

o A

I
wE fo

)

ol

SH= et nhgo] HORHTHESE 5k AT FA
500802 7 B gEe) A 44 kgkon, 57
Moz o3t Aol7}k trebdthp<0.05, p<0.01). o]
£ ABUE 558 Jto|SE AGIIA ASEe o
ol Thet oAz ATl G 7] 4.36£0,522

7 otk AYe) vto| = JERES 2l AR

2 ‘2| 7lojate] AR Hlgo] 11.9%% 7V =4 =

EHE| g HEE | atejAtelA

AlEar gk A7Yoke T2 Aua 3 7tols

£ o83t ASHE Higt ot AR Algom 9
Z



HEAA QERE Tjo|=F of

= O
o =

2129] Q10| M o Ea
anw Aot A

=

S /garet 22

Journal of Korean Dental Hygiene Science

CiSt 2

58|

<y

ot

Al F8

2
=

|

60.2%% 714 ek gl wh ik, AT

E A

i},

ul

A4 A 7o)

1
R

Al A2 e ©]

15

LS

o

7Fol=o] of
o] 442§ 71|

3%
()
i

ol
L

A<
T

|5 Alof =
2of u}

Aot} (4.41+0.62)7} 7}

A

sge

o]
=i

O
1
=

Q 3}

§ 7lol=2 A8

o

L

o

= oA

A 7 et

=
2~
=

g}

b

R

X}

Kol gk AoIAE Bad vt ek,
O

_]

=
Fis

g

s

Q.

=0

710l FEETE A U2 Abehal dhdkEw o]ef 7
9

=
2

=2 d
= 1

Z20] Zfo]

b

I
hE

7hol=of

Il

-

27)9]

]_

R

o BT

25
=

ke A

o]l =
==
ARG QoA

3

w|
o)

oH

] 1y

N

Ap3lAgrolLt

L
.

&o]

Fob o}

-

o

].

5

Alg WS H SR 2),
=

’ A O
T

’

£ 4)

(‘?_}_'—é‘i 1)” ¢

&7}

3k 24o]7} LR Thp<0.05, p<0.01).

s

7to|= olgof| o

w|
e
K

—

o %

e

{
&

J)

A

71

5

7ol olg MEEL

AW YBAE S& WHEE foby

o Uepie},

5

o}
QF

2918

1
.

= W] v]A]

4+

A<

A
T

1
1o

T

1

A

9

171 %

=0
3T

=
=

=

=
=

& A77F Ao, el &

3T

fBAHAE AT

o

R

3 g 2AL Aol 7]o] AuE}A7]7]

3T

Al =

yob el gl

o 2

=

o AL YBUE 52§ slor} o}y maist
=

of mr}
=)

B



Note
B AT 2024 E Hxnsijstm sl

A2 wrok Asgg

ORCID ID
Jae—Ra Lee, https://orcid, org/0000—0002—2051—
4952

AD2H

1. Han JH, Kim KE, Comparison of expectation and
satisfaction of implant patients in pre—post implant
therapy. J Dent Hyg Sci 2011;11(2):121-127.

2. Kamg BW, Lee SM. Awareness of periodontal
diseases and implant management among implant
wearers, J Kor Soc Dent Hyg 2012;12(4):759—770,

3. Ministry of health and welfare Korea Institute for
health and social affairs, 2017 A survey on the Actual
condition of the Disabled. 2018.

4, Kim GW, Choi SM, A study on the factors giving
effects to patient’s satisfaction in the selection on
implant operation, Korea Academia—Industrial
cooperation Society 2010;11(11):4354—4359,

5. Brodala N, Flapless surgery and its effect on dental
implant outcomes, Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants

2009;24:118—125

10,

11,

12,

13,

14,

Vol. 5, No. 2, 2022 | 59

Azari A, Nikzad S, review of the literature and report
of 2 cases with computer—guided surgical approach, J
Oral Maxill Surg 2008;66(5):1015—1021,

Youk SY. Survey on implantpatients' satisfaction
using the implant surgical guide, Unpublished master’
s thesis, Department of Clinical Oral Health Science
Ewha Womans university, Seoul, 2013,

Yoon SR, Choi CH, Patient satisfaction survey for
implant surgical guides in some areas of Jeollanam—
do. J Kor Soc Dent Hyg 2022:22(4):281-287,
Seong MG, el al, Factors affecting the satisfaction
for medical service and reuse intention of patients at
dental clinic in Gyeongnam Province, J Dent Hyg
Sci 2015;15(2):106—112, https://doi,org/10,17135/
jdhs,2015,15.2,106

Kim CS, el al, Comparison of satisfaction before
and after dental implant, J of Con for Infor Tech
2021;11(2):181-187.

Kim SG, el al, Factors influent on treatment decision
for the need of dental implant, J of Kor Con for Ass
2011;11(11):264—273,

Yoon HS, el al, The factors influencing to the implant
patients discomfort, J Dent Hyg Sci 2011;11(4):325—
332,

Yoo EM, Shim HJ, A relationship between dentistry
consumer's knowledge and expectation of dental
implants, J Dent Hyg Sci 2010;10(4):219—-225,

Lee MJ, el al, Patient’s functional satisfaction of
dental implant treatment, J Dent Hyg Sci 2008:8(2):
97-101.



CHOh x| Ak o 2] 2]

Journal of Korean Dental Hygiene Science

60

ABSTRACT

Satisfaction of patients with implants placed using the implant surgical guide

Jae-Ra Lee

Department of Dental Hygiene, Mokpo Science University

Background: This study was aimed at improving the satisfaction of patients with implants placed using an
implant surgical guide by analyzing patient satisfaction with the implant procedure cartied out using the guide .
Methods: We extracted convenient samples from patients with implants who had visited dental hospitals and
clinics in Mokpo from March 2 to June 30, 2022. We used 228 copies of the self-report survey for analyses.
Results: All items of implant satisfaction were positively correlated with the use of an implant surgical guide.
Conclusions:The results of this study showed that implant satisfaction can be increased with the use of implant

surgical guides.

Keywords: Implant; Implant surgical guide; Satisfaction



