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Distribution of the population characteristics between the experimental and control groups
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3 2. TSI AT ) O RS AT A @ R E R ALIE A LR BT H B AE B S 1
Comparison between scores of the experimental and control groups for pre-test and post-test knowledge, attitudes towards oral
health care, and the plaque index
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Cots

A ORAR Ak RN AT B R B R
Coetficient estimated by the stepwise regression in the post-test evaluation of knowledge of oral health care

[EH i (% B
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Participants’ evaluation of the n‘urc process ofthc curriculum activity
. i 8 i D 13y
NE A ANBC EA R OB B K0 el ANEC HEA
12 (17.4) 48 (69.6) 9 (13.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
15 (2L 26 (37.7) 22 (31.9) 6 (8.7 0 (0.0)
27 (39.1) 39 (56.5) 3 4.3) 0 (0.0) 0 0.0)
7 (10.1) 11 (15.9) 30 (43.5) 21 (30.4) 0 (0.0)
26 (37.7) 31 (44.9) 13 (18.8) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
23 (33.3) 33 (47.8) 14 (20.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
8 (11.6) 29 (42.0) 28 (40.6) 4 (5.8) 0 (0.0)
7 (10 16 (23.2) 41 (59.4) 5 (7.2) 0 (0.0)
17 (24.6) 43 (62.3) 9  (13.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
5 (7.2) 38 (55.1) 17 (24.6) 9 (13.0) 0 (0.0)
0 (0.0) 7 (10.1) 40 (58.0) 22 (31.9) 0 0.0)
4 (5.8) 32 (46.4) 24 (34.8) 9 (13.0) 0 0.0)

§ Power pomt
(1) BT B DA% g
33.3% ’] ‘J ’hﬁi /| - fmu =

,mmv l/(£{ ]

/fi{j;)'li'h)”/zl;i,/,,,, py

’7"’}Jf’fi§ Power point #8K 7

i IJ/UW’J 1

“‘f f" i
= M},? IIEC AT /1"{)/1‘ ASE T
WJUJ 1 I\i”" ; fJ\HJ {2

L B

N

o M/HH !
, BN S RN
,;‘:f I 3.5 1 0 Al AT )itrfnw i SR BH AR
)‘S%J'I/\”*:Vif,i_ JERLY i I S M e 4 5k 4 Satoko et alt AL ERAT - 4hHE
FO(#&S5)oe eI o B R DA [R) T RE R HE B AR B T

108 Chin Dent J 2006 = Vol 25 » No 2



KAP intervention jor aboriginal studen is

b i
1rv4

: i ARG AR E
AT A% [ SARN NS SR
ERLTF R B J/m L 1 A
m “/! & AW

//;1 Bk | I/

R A ii? I TR

AT R i)L,
ELEIAN I/UJ”J/JII

e 1 P » TARS 2
PR 1 1% gL ) 02 :

Hi ?’M ,iIfo‘”‘
{H .

(e HET
-rm rFER
I/\)‘!)H

i DL AR~ 1
CHESN AP H b 1 - B AT
S SO fiEy

i 'l o [K]tk 28

: Tf"'bh ’ ‘LT

% 1 R e ﬁ:] /| ]]/] AHE S I
: Jh‘ﬁ : ’f\’%“w e e

‘fﬁ]

L (P

”(b T+ /M! UU’ lin R 1S

//3,

g ",”1 ff ,L Z’uj f V

o ot e ‘

1 SUIN:: i/i #

i 5(7) 78-86, 1996

fi) bl 6-18 8 A T2 R i

. hltp//www.bhndoh.go\htw/B}IP ( accessed on 2005/
7/20).

3.0 B B

1 i

/,l“

2-12,2002.

Chin Dent.J 2006 = Vol 25 » No 2 109



6.

. Sue, Y.H. Yang, C.H. Tseng, et al.

A - 2
110, 2003.

s

R 8 7 A WRAE.

(2):160-169, 1997.

Frencken JE, Borsum-Andersson K, Makoni F, Moyana F,
Mwashaenyi S, Mulder . Effectiveness of an oral health
education programme in primary schools in Zimbabwe after

110

10.

3.5 years. Community Dent Oral Epidemiology , 2%
253-259,2001.

Satoko O, Yoko K, Kayoko S, Yoshiyuki S. Evaluation of
school-based dental health including  fluoricie
mouth-rinsing in Hiraizumi, Japan. ] Med Dent Sci, 47
133-141, 2000.

Hartono SW, Lambri $E, Van Palenstein Helderman WL
Effectiveness of primary school-based oral health education
in West Java, Indonesia. Int Dent J, 52:137-143, 2002.

Saito H, Kawaguchi Y. Halitosis prevention campaign: a
report of oral health promotion activities in Japan. Int Dent J,
32 (Supp. 13): 197-200, 2602.

Undby A, Petersen PE. Oral health status in relation to
ethnicity of children in the unicipality of Copenhager,
Denmark. Int J Paediatric Dent, 13: 150-157, 2003,

activities

Chin Dent J 2006 < Vol 25 - No 2



KAP intervention for aboriginal students

Intervention study of the oral health education on the knowledge
and behavior of aboriginal junior high school students

ROUH-LAN SUE' YI-HSIN YaANG® CHU-HSUAN TSENG® TIEN-YU SHIEH

! Department of Community Medicine, Ping-Tung Christian Hospital, Pingtung, Taiwan, ROC.

‘T Graduate Institute of Oral Health Sciences, College of Dental Medicine, Kaohsiung Medical University, Kaohsiung, Taiwan, ROC.
* Graduate Institute of Dental Sciences, College of Dental Medicine, Kaohsiung Medical University, Kaohsiung, Taiwan, ROC.

* Oral Health Research Center, Kaohsiung Medical University, Kaohsiung, Taiwan, ROC.

This study attempted to develop teaching materials suitable for oral health education
implementation for aboriginal junior high school students. Changes on knowledge, attitudes
and behavior after the intervention were evaluated.All students enrolled were first-grade
aboriginal students in Ping-Tung County. 155 students from Lai-Yi Junior High School in the
control group; and 95 students from Ma-Ja Junior High School in the experimental group.
Only students in the experimental group received 300 minutes of interventional activity on
oral health education. Both groups received oral dental plaque examination and pre-survey
evaluation one week prior to the interventional activity began and two weeks after the
educational activities. Data were analyzed by version JMP 501 software. Results showed an
increase in the mean value of scores on oral health knowledge and behavior in the
intervention group. Frequencies on sweets consumption were decreased. Daily frequency of
tooth brushing and use of Bass tooth brushing method increased. The significant factors
influencing learning results were family factors and gender differences. Students with
parents living together or female students have better learning effect than those who parents
separated or male student.

Key words: aboriginal junior high school students, Oral health education.
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