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Y = :5—_ Viz) < =
o REFORRLRET, _?E‘_:f' k= 75 l:irankl DR (& jin | Rating 4 | Definitely positive
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ICRT e 2O LITEIEHMAET 1,2 LHES N B 89 laughing and enjoying the situation
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7. ﬁ@%é/u %Bg’k’% 1 2 3 4 5
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7 15 12 1.6 1.1
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CFSSDSE | 313 ** 248 325 228
# . p<0.05, #x [ p<0.01
+ 1 p<0.05, ++:p<0.01 Welch 3
30 TdEh

1 8 i

15~ 20~ 25~ 30~ 35~ 40~ 45~ 650~ 55~
i CFSS-DSil

1 1RE#E D CFSS-DS EN57

TER

30 r
B

16~ 20~ 25~ 30~ 35~ 40~ 45~ 50~ 55~
CFSS-DS{E

®2 S4EHEO CFSS-DS HO5M

1ICEERE, M2 ICHERKEO CFSS-DS ED v
ANTTAERT, KEHE, BEKBEL DT, TEN
BETIE30~34 AXMERS L LTHMA L, EIEHTI



670 MBI /N OWENEM & R AR O B

I5~19 HEXEDOABPROE hole, MERE &
b, RNBIGHFET CFSS-DS 24 U ToBMEEZRT A
B, 7S UIZEILEE T CFSS-DS 1B 35 Bl LD EE %
AT RBZED,

F 6 ITUBIEE TORBMBARERLIL & 327 3 N4
END| DEFEB LU CFSS-DS EOMHBEIKE 20%F
BEMERT, NELEE, BOHEL b IR BRI RI%
i3 CFSS-DS 1 & #RIDME , HICREMEERE D
%53 CFSS-DS EIZHBEL TV WI L0355 h 5,

£ 7TIEFRE &L BERE L ENICOWTAEIDEE
EBILEEDFIC, AE D CFSS-DS KRS L) &0
ToT1EMCBREREREROD 5B (LK, BHRE
B (+) Bed5) L1 EDRICREMRBRERO W E
B LR, BRER (-) BeT5) WarT, £
CFSS-DS 1 £ BE DR ERMEAREBR L R T, 5 mAmM D

‘ < 6 CFSS-DS 1H & &8 BB SR O+ B8
BT

1 2 3 4 5

BRI TS TOMAE THEEELRAD Do
7278, 5 L EOR BRERER LERER (+) 8%
{, BEZEZED.

CFSS-DS fEIZ2oWT Hh b &, RERBOWEE & &E
B EGECIRBRRE (+) B (—) Btk sz
BOOLNLRHoT2, LL, BER - TEILDHORRKE
B (—) B9% D CFSS-DS 1Ei3 394 AT, 5l
DR EREAABRDHOL VIZRER (+) 8286 K
LHBLTERICEP o2,

K ICEER - THIDHCTRRER (—) Bo B
Bst, &Ra%k) OFME CFSS-DS AEZ 2EMD
WHRERELZ R T, 9OBFSLIEIRET, 6813
CFSS-DS 435 MUl Lo B R L7z, AR 2 4
DEFHEREZ 25 &, 5 B RERET COWBEL &
BRL, 240 ERETY—9 0 b - LY UFBREONE
2RF TV, 2EMOBNBEDATEBOLE Y%
FTniWwEIZ24TH o7,

1 7% 3 0.58 " 0.10 0.11 0.15 R A - TEICE RRER (—) B
2 CFSS-DS & ok 0.12 0.04 0.10 [N
" B ([
3BRMEEL (5K 0.12 0.64 el | »ﬂifﬁ% CFSS Frimkl = ;t)
= ) (%)  -DSfE OFE| S S WL
4 RMEE (5 RUH) 0.83 ki DE D
5 EMEE (&8 wE ek
1 (B 9ma»rH 55 2 3 0 1
S 2 B 9msaA 30 2 2 2 0%
3 BB 9mewrA 38 2 0 1 0*
1 2 3 4 5 4 | KB 9mTPA 35 2 0 4 0
18k 3 0.66 0.05 0.01 0.04 5 | 9o A 53 1 0 3 2
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Rélationship between Dental Fear and Experience of Dental Injection
in Cooperative and Uncooperative Child Patients

——CFSS-DS in Japanese Children

Yoshihiro Tanabe, Tomiko Sano, Yo Taguchi and Tadashi Noda

Department of Oral Health Science, Pediatric Dentistry,
Niigata University Graduate School of Medical and Dental Sciences
(Director : Prof. Tadashi Noda)

The purpose of the present investigation was to discover the relationship among growth, dental fear
and experience of dental injection in child patients. The subjects were comprised of 58 uncooperative
and 121 cooperative child patients aged 5 to 12 years. They underwent regular dental examination at
The Pediatric Dental Clinic of Niigata University Dental Hospital. For all of the subjects, the Dental
Sub-scale of Children’s Fear Survey Schedule (CFSS-DS) was conducted by mail. Inquires were then
made into their experience of dental injection base on dental charts. The results were as follows.

1. The subjects were divided into 4 groups éccording to their age(the low-age group: from 5 to 8
years or the high-age group: from 9 to 12 years old) and their behavior (the uncooperative group :
Frankl’s scores 1, 2 or the éooperative group : Frankl’s scores 3, 4) during dental treatment. In the
low-age uncooperative and cooperative groups, the mean scores of the CFSS-DS were 31.3 and 24.8
points, respectively. In the high-age uncooperative and cooperative groups, they were 32.5 and 22.8
points, respectively.

2. In the cooperative groups, the mean CFSS-DS score of each item in the low-age group was less
than that in the high-age group. In contrast to this, in the uncooperative groups, there was little differ-
ence between the scores of the low-age and high-age groups.

3. Distribution of the CFSS-DS scores showed a difference between the uncooperative and coopera-
tive groups. In the uncooperative and cooperative groups, the largest number of patients were in-
cluded in the CFSS-DS scores with 25 to 34 points and 15 to 24 points, respectively. There were,
however, some patients who scored more than 35 in the cooperative group or less than 24 points in
the uncooperative group.

4. In the high-age uncooperative group, the mean CFSS-DS score of the patients, who had not experi-
enced of dental injection during the past year, was 39.4 points. It was statistically higher than that of
the patients with such experience. In the other three groups, there were no differences between the pa-
tients with or without experiences.

The results of the present investigation show that experience of dental injection and psychological
growth of child patients affect their dental fear and cooperative behavior. Therefore, to allay dental
fear of patients in childhood, dentists should be aware of their patients’ dental history and behavior

during dental treatment in the past and take their behavior management problems into consideration.

Key words : Dental Fear, CFSS-DS, Questionnaire, Child Patients, Behavior Management Problem



