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Abstract This study investigated the perceptions of health science college students of the scope of
practice of dental hygienists (DHs) and nurse assistants engaged in dental clinics (NAs) and awareness
of name tag standards of dental-associated workers. A survey was conducted from April to May 2021 of
262 university students majoring in health-related fields. To evaluate differences in perceptions of the
scopes of practice of DHs and NAs and name tag standards based on majors, chi-square tests and
One-way ANOVA were performed using IBM SPSS 26.0. Findings revealed that 56.9% of respondents
differentiated DHs and other dental support personnel, and 'scope of practice’ was the most identified
distinguishing factor at 53.0%. In addition, 84.4% of respondents were aware of the differences in the
scope of work conducted by DHs and NAs, and more than 80% responded that DH work includes scaling,
preparing operations, assistance, and impression. However, less than 50% responded to dental x-ray
taking, temporary appliance placement and removal, and temporary filling. Only 32.1% of respondents
were aware of the enforcement of name tag standards for dental-associated workers. Significant
differences based on major were observed for differentiating DHs from other staff (p<0.001), perception
of the scopes of practice of DHs and NAs (p<0.001), and awareness of name tag standards (p<0.001).
These results show that health science college students had low awareness of the legal scope of practice
of DHs and the mandatory use of name tags by those employed in the dental field. Moreover, they
demonstrate that health science college students should be educated and more fully informed about the
scope of practice of DHs and the enforcement of name tag standards for healthcare practitioners.
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Table 1. General characteristics of participants
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(N=262)
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Senior 35039 2 3078(20.1%)3 B 2878(18.8%) =02 UERdT
Dental clinic visiting Yes 199(76.0)
experience No 63(24.0)
— Table 3. Distinguishing dental hygienists from other
Oral examination 84(42.2) staff (N=262)
Scaling 7(3.5)
Reason for visiting | Orthodontic treatment 37(18.6) Variables Categories st NOO x
(N=199) Pain 3809.0) n(%) n(%) [2)
Distinguishing 149 113
Dental treatment 180.0 dental hygienist from other staff| (56.9) (43.1)
Other 15(7.5)
. 76 25
Dental hygiene 75.2) 24.8) 32327
x| 7F2| A O|Al Major Nursin 29 27 («0.001)
3.2 X[ YAL QIAE ’ 8 618 | @82
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Table 2. Recognition of dental hygienist

(N=262)
. . Yes No X
Variables Categories 2% %) o
Recognition of 247 15
dental hygienist (94.3) (5.7)
. 100 1
Dental hygiene (99.0) (1.0 8.601
0.014)
Major Nursing (95436) (;) )
Other health 94 11
division (89.5) (10.5)
Variables Categories n(%)
School 98(39.7)
Media 12(4.8)
Information Dental treatment 38(15.4)
pathway
(N=247) Having acquaintance dental hygienist | 62(25.1)
Through other people's stories 18(7.3)
Other 19(7.7)
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Table 4. Recognition of nurse assistant engaged in

Table 5. Perception of the scope of practice of dental

dental clinic (N=262) hygienists and nurse assistant engaged in
- dental clinic
Variables Categories :g/s) 1‘11\(]‘;) ();) (N=262)
Recognition of 165 97 Variables Categories st NOO x
nurse assistant engaged n(%) n(%) (p)
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. A
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’ . b
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n | % | o Other health 3.7540.81°
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. 40 61 °
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Table 6. Perception of the name tag standards for

dental-associated workers (N=262)
. . Yes No <
Variables Categories %) %) o
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