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A Study on the Effect and Related Factors of Self-Perceived Oral
Health Awareness and Dental Care on Work Loss of Workers in the

Capital Region

Mi-sook Yoon '

Department of Dental Hygiene, Shinhan University, Uijeongbu 11644, Korea

The purpose of this study was to examine the self-rated oral health status of industrial workers and influential factors for their work loss caused by
dental care in an effort to prepare some information on policy setting about the promotion of the oral health of industrial workers and on the
prevention of their oral diseases, The married industrial workers experienced work loss due to dental care more commonly than did the unmarried
workers (x2:5_10, p<0.,05), In addition, the workers who found themselves to be in worse health experienced significantly more work loss
(x2:29,69, p<0.001). The workers who received treatment for oral diseases experienced significantly more work loss than those who did not
receive treatment (x2:1 460, p<0,001), In addition, the workers who had oral symptoms requiring treatment experienced more work loss than the
others who not (x?=11.08, p <0.01), The experience of not receiving treatment for a perceived oral disease was more dominant among the workers
who found themselves to have an oral disease but did not receive treatment than among those who received treatment (p <0.001), Regarding
factors affecting the work loss of the industrial workers caused by dental care, the workers whose monthly mean income was larger and who found
themselves to be in worse health had significantly more experience of absenting themselves from the office or of leaving work early (p <0.001),

Key Words: Awareness, Dental care, Oral health, Work loss, Worker

M E

she

A+

o] Q3 FH L AHYA 2EAE =3 +H A
39 $243E AA aA AAsta ot 7+ AL
A

N

o FRAURE T E FA8H7] ¢35 1990 ol = AT
FRAYAAEE =Ydto] AHGTFEAAEE APt
317] A&sEaL, 19943 o= 22737

7 o AA7]
& W staN HAAYT R ARE AeE

Received: November 16, 2018, Revised: December 14, 2018, Accepted: December 14, 2018

*Correspondence to: Mi-sook Yoon

ISSN 2233-7679 (Online)

Department of Dental Hygiene, Shinhan University, 95 Hoam-ro, Uijeongbu 11644, Korea
Tel: +82-31-870-3451, Fax: +82-31-870-3459, E-mail: news9090 @ naver.com, ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8029-128X

Copyright © 2018 by Journal of Dental Hygiene Science

@ This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution Non-Commercial License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/
by-nc/4.0) which permits unrestricted non-commercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.


http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.17135/jdhs.2018.18.6.389&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2018-12-31

J Dent Hyg Sci Vol. 18, No. 6, 2018

199596l FRAZFAo] A WA 22 Ae]
AL A AT wm—g— AEA F7keko] A
2EAE Yo st W4 FAPAAAES =9

shwA] $-eue AAl 22 }94 FARAL Do
AAEE 'E‘%}ﬂl HUek. $etel FHEANYE
20009 PRl ARHEA BAHow FAH T

slom, 7% 17@70': & A el 77190 ek ol
4,49, AT AITAA0] T3] A

l:o{'
o
X,
0,
oz

o M 5%
o

\l ol.N
>

_—

ofr

24

2A}e] 72 7J°ﬂ cn A7} 24 o}% Hl%% o]
&5 dep). 2@ 22 PHHEE 246

2 b4 gol AHg e Qe 2R ol 2 £

> rlr o
NNy XK

o = B ILorl 32

ot
x
N o
ol g
_124_5

1
[
o
N
N
2&
rr
N
=5
fu
o r
o n
b1
3
i
i)
o
ox

i)
&
o
K9
o
:?L_',
b
ro
=cl>1£
M
4a
it
ﬂL
X
QL
rr
s
ftlo
D
o,
+,

Of

>
é
o
@;
47
o
o
I’
i
2 °
1—n
:<|>L_‘4

=l
e ARl A °‘HH%*0 A 1];7} Al E A
o] ofg] a7} Akl AZ1 A R Qo= 224
E oo 3 PR AnS ol A% ARG T2
o] A 5] z]]—'—lq;q o ook =3 ZFRAES R ARS
oA

53], 2RAEe PAY 2729 de] a4
o sl QAA3A Ratel FRANL FuE 1 EEAol
Yol 3 19} AAE T Q43 Bel} vl F e,
FAel 2 AHANE AFAAL gome YFh
FRABE ARG oIE BFHT TF o7 B o] {2
ARZ W) ofele 27|82 FAE 497wt 72
Aoz Qlatel 22ATF A2 L AL ol Aol E
ot st ol Q1A £AmE ohet 71913} AL8l 4
Edo] HHY, o)dg Fo4e AXFHAE Seite
I o P A2 1 Ak 22 Ee) 9

Aol et 2Atsh A7} Tl i) $EF Ygolme

a‘°ﬂ %01 °‘°}iﬂ=l 2]
FI 2 5& dAFste] A
A 2=AEY] 73 43 vt 7+ et
A% 712248 S vhEsta .

1. 7o &t

2 A7 i AEH 471, Ad T a=d AY i
ZJ°] SEAETH QA AR s o s
1t ar, thAHAF 2= G*Power 3.1 for Windows =

IS AHgst] S 3 EA ol Had Ha B a7

=

& ol

nﬂo 2
l-u »
n°\'

—_

*Eé AHsl ATt #-2l4-= 0.05, 23 371 0.15, 242 0.95,
MBS B THE A2 19490] Fastglon), 99

Eou} HAYF&= <3l FE o HAsEA o] LUEIE F I
AL 7hokatel BE 300%S FAlo 2 ME 20N

o] T 3|FEA i AF gilo] eHELA| oo} FA4g
1672 AEE A3t & 2841 A2 E HE B4
© 2 3drh. & ZAb= Al st s Al o] 93] 4l
& % 35} %It SHIRB-201804-HR-059-02).

FEA AQ APAE FFo 2 ki 9l

ZNE A7I719H o= A5t
ZA} 717k 2018 kj 59 2093 E 84 3047140
F 2ot QI Abdbd |5l o] u
S ol A *é%?q% v Zato] A Ar ol Folg S Aol
ghsto] T oA & Rt —8—%1}7} 222 AES A &

)

fru
N
it
o
°>~
4
e gy (I
re Mol

)2 ¥ 35}
, AH{A 5 7

o R [o



27 Ao 2EASY FHY TN KIKR} 22

LA DX ¥

A ek 1A ¢ 2oy 5502 Hato] P4t

S5 5 A BET g ot TR o R A7

o 25 Y, 7Y A4 F 27 AnE UA RE YL

/2 ZAVSERAL ‘Yrp et $H3E AR} 3hste] 3

g FAA R 71&8) stalck w3 A A% A=
o =
= =

1

Wlndows (ver. 23.0; IBM Co., Armonk, NY, USA)E o]
g3ho] BAsiol. BAVMoRE ATt Rel QA
S5 2Rae), 2e)a 74 A% A4 E stetal] 9
o Hlo} WEee AEslrh Ea A 22ASe
o2 &S A EY] A3 chi-square test (FFo]AlF74)
9} t-test (t 715°), one-way ANOVA (L QHFEANE A A
shglen, AelAl 2RAE 22 £ nAE 2
Yol x 7] ¢35 logistic regression—o— A /\]‘S}Cﬂ . oluf Aty
A 2EAe 22 4] g A 2
Aelshgict

2 3

1 o4FACHALO| QlHIN EM

B A7 AFidale £ 284w g dapt
75.4% = JERY o7} 24.6% KT} = .
2= 504 o]l 30.6%= 7+ iﬂl LhERSE o H,
© 2 40~ 4947} 29.6%, 30~ 3947} 25.0%, 304 u]gto]
14.8% <o 2 Yelyth A& oJREE = 7]E0] T29% =2
nE 27.1% K0 B9l 99F A5 ¥ 2= 2009~ 300
Tk uigko] 327% 2 7MY T2 XS Hlon, thgo
232009 9 m|vko] 25.0%, 4005+ 1 o]A4to] 24.6%, 300
Tk~ 4007+ 9 w]qto] 17.6% <=0l 2ith.

ARAA 2EAES] Z2FFEH o dis) AHE A 257
ZHEEE 59 vk 20 o] o] Z+7t 28.2% 5 xHAIEHA
on, thgo 2 10~20d ulgko] 26.1%, 5~ 10\ u|gto]
17.6% « 2 2 Vetgtt oF Fad ZFARE EEs 8AIRE
oJ3}7} 57.4% = Wk o]-& AAA|S o H, T 0 = 1043t
o]’0] 22.2%, 9A17k0] 20.4% otk YFU 23 5
AIRPE R = SAIZE W|who] 28.2% 2 71 BtoH, thg o
2 10|17 o]AFo] 17.3%, 5~9A|7to] 13.7% %O = v}E}
WL, 23 282 814 e 22 A 40.8% 2 2HA8H T

A fEEEE vAZRYo] 57.0% 2 AxY 43.0%

o

Hep golch ZERYPRE AHFHC] 65.5%2 LA
345%HT w2 BEX S B AA o FERE AA
°] 89.1% % thF-E& AA|s e, v TFAL 10.9% 3
t}(Table 1).

Table 1. General Characteristics

Classification Frequency
Gender Man 214 (75.4)
Woman 70 (24.6)
Age (y) <30 42 (14.8)
30~39 71 (25.0)
40~49 84 (29.6)
=50 87 (30.6)
Marital status Married 207 (72.9)
Unmarried 77 (27.1)
Monthly average income (1,000 KRW)
<2,000 71 (25.0)
>2,000 <3,000 93 (32.7)
=3,000 <4,000 50 (17.6)
>4,000 70 (24.7)
Period of service (y) <5 80 (28.2)
=5, <10 50 (17.6)
=10, <20 74 (26.0)
=20 80 (28.2)
Daily average work (h) <8 163 (57.4)
9 58 (20.4)
=10 63 (22.2)
Weekly overtime (h) 0 116 (40.8)
<5 80 (28.2)
>5,<9 39 (13.7)
=10 49 (17.3)
Type of business Manufacturing 122 (43.0)
Non-manufacturing 162 (57.0)
Type of work Production 98 (34.5)
Office work 186 (65.5)
Type of employment  Regular worker 253 (89.1)
Irregular worker 31(10.9)
Self-rated oral health status
Healthy 105 (36.9)
So-so 126 (44.4)
Unhealthy 53 (18.7)
Experience of receiving treatment for an oral disease
Have 51 (18.0)
Not have 233 (82.0)
Oral symptom requiring treatment
Have 103 (36.3)
Not have 181 (63.7)
Total 284 (100)

Values are presented as n of workers (%).
KRW: Korean won.
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Table 2. Experience of Not Receiving Treatment for a Perceived Oral Disease

Classification Have Not have Total p-value
General characteristic
Gender Male 74 (34.6) 140 (65.4) 214 (75.4) 0.212
Female 30 (42.9) 40 (57.1) 70 (24.6)
Age (y) <30 12 (28.6) 30 (71.4) 42 (14.8) 0.376
30~39 23 (32.4) 48 (67.6) 71 (25.0)
40~49 32 (38.1) 52 (61.9) 84 (29.6)
=50 37 (42.5) 50 (57.5) 87 (30.6)
Marital status Married 83 (40.1) 124 (59.9) 207 (72.9) 0.046
Unmarried 21 (27.3) 56 (72.7) 77 27.1)
Monthly mean income (1,000 KRW) <2,000 24 (33.8) 47 (66.2) 71 (25.0) 0.420
>2,000 <3,000 30 (32.3) 63 (67.7) 93 (32.7)
>3,000 <4,000 19 (38.0) 31 (62.0) 50 (17.6)
>4,000 31 (44.3) 39 (55.7) 70 (24.6)
Work pattern
Period of service (y) <5 22 (27.5) 58 (72.5) 80 (28.2) 0.154
=5, <10 17 (34.0) 33 (66.0) 50 (17.6)
=10, <20 30 (40.5) 44 (59.5) 74 (26.1)
=20 35 (43.8) 45 (56.3) 80 (28.2)
Daily average work (h) <8 60 (36.8) 103 (63.2) 163 (57.4) 0.730
9 19 (32.8) 39 (67.2) 58 (20.4)
>10 25 (39.7) 38 (60.3) 63 (22.2)
Weekly overtime (h) 0 45 (38.8) 71 (61.2) 116 (40.8) 0.690
<5 27 (33.8) 53 (66.3) 80 (28.2)
=5, <9 12 (30.8) 27 (69.2) 39 (13.7)
>10 20 (40.8) 29 (59.2) 49 (17.3)
Type of business Manufacturing 45 (36.9) 77 (63.1) 122 (43.0) 0.936
Non-manufacturing 59 (36.4) 103 (63.6) 162 (57.0)
Type of work Production 32 (32.7) 66 (67.3) 98 (34.5) 0.314
Office work 72 (38.7) 114 (61.3) 186 (65.5)
Type of employment Regular worker 91 (36.0) 162 (64.0) 253 (89.1) 0.515
Irregular worker 13 (41.9) 18 (58.1) 31 (10.9)
Oral health status
Self-rated oral health status Healthy 23 (21.9) 82 (78.1) 105 (36.9) <0.001*
So-so 46 (36.5) 80 (63.5) 126 (44.4)
Unhealthy 35 (66.0) 18 (34.0) 53 (18.7)
Experience of receiving treatment for an oral disease <0.001*
Not have 3(5.9) 48 (94.1) 51 (18.0)
Have 101 (43.3) 132 (56.7) 233 (82.0)
Oral symptom requiring treatment Not have 14 (13.6) 89 (86.4) 103 (36.3) <0.001*
Have 90 (49.7) 91 (50.3) 181 (637)
Total 104 (36.6) 180 (63.4) 284 (100)

Values are presented as n (%).
p-values were analyzed using chi-squared test; *p <0.001.

tlo %



2015 ol NN Z2AEQ FHY 1Y

2o

PSS =

ry

Z2

3. U ZEALS 22 &4 FH

A SRAS ] AR T AFHAAER s Aol
U 259 3ol 9l=A vl Avhs Table 39} o] 4|
BAZ T AFARR <lel| Aoy 2HE & ol gl
CEAZL 81.0% % Aot 2HE & o] e 2=2A4

Table 3. The Work Loss Experience of the Industrial Workers

7 Ao] ggrer, 2

3

R

Be Zlog vehdrh 9ty
J&o] vl Enet {3} 2 Qs Aol
of o] whe} §-2]m gk Aol
F FuH 7% 4
t7} A7aA

Classification Have Not have Total p-value
General characteristic
Gender Male 41 (19.2) 173 (80.8) 214 (75.4) 0913
Female 13 (18.6) 57 (81.4) 70 (24.6)
Age (y) <30 4 (9.5) 38 (90.5) 42 (14.8) 0.080
30~39 10 (14.1) 61 (85.9) 71 (25.0)
40~49 17 (20.2) 67 (79.8) 84 (29.6)
=50 23 (26.4) 64 (73.6) 87 (30.6)
Marital status Married 46 (22.2) 161 (77.8) 207 (72.9) 0.024
Unmarried 8 (10.4) 69 (89.6) 77 (27.1)
Monthly mean income (1,000 KRW)  <2,000 11 (15.5) 60 (84.5) 71 (25.0) 0.127
=>2,000 <3.000 14 (15.1) 79 (84.9) 93 (32.7)
>3,000 <4,000 9 (18.0) 41 (82.0) 50 (17.6)
>4,000 20 (28.6) 50 (71.4) 70 (24.6)
Work pattern
Period of service (y) <5 9(11.3) 71 (88.8) 80 (28.2) 0.117
=5, <10 12 (24.0) 38 (76.0) 50 (17.6)
=10, <20 13 (17.6) 61 (82.4) 74 (26.1)
=20 20 (25.0) 60 (75.0) 80 (28.2)
Daily average work (h) <8 27 (16.6) 136 (83.4) 163 (57.4) 0.316
9 11 (19.0) 47 (81.0) 58 (20.4)
=10 16 (25.4) 47 (74.6) 63 (22.2)
Weekly overtime (h) 0 22 (19.0) 94 (81.0) 116 (40.8) 0.995
<5 15 (18.8) 65 (81.3) 80 (28.2)
=5, <9 8 (20.5) 31 (79.5) 39 (13.7)
>10 9(18.4) 40 (81.6) 49 (17.3)
Type of business Manufacturing 25 (20.5) 97 (79.5) 122 (43.0) 0.582
Non-manufacturing 29 (17.9) 133 (82.1) 162 (57.0)
Type of work Production 21 (21.4) 77 (78.6) 98 (34.5) 0.452
Office work 33 (17.7) 153 (82.3) 186 (65.5)
Type of employment Regular worker 47 (18.6) 206 (81.4) 253 (89.1) 0.592
Irregular worker 7 (22.6) 24 (77.4) 31 (10.9)
Oral health status
Self-rated oral health status Healthy 6(5.7) 99 (94.3) 105 (36.9) <0.001*
So-so 26 (20.6) 100 (79.4) 126 (44.4)
Unhealthy 22 (41.5) 31 (58.5) 53 (18.7)
Experience of receiving treatment for an oral disease <0.001*
Not have 0(0) 51 (100) 51 (18.0)
Have 54 (23.2) 179 (76.8) 233 (82.0)
Oral symptom requiring treatment Not have 9(8.7) 94 (91.3) 103 (36.3) 0.001
Have 45 (24.9) 136 (75.1) 181 (637)
Total 54 (19.0) 230 (81.0) 284 (100)

Values are presented as n (%).
p-values were analyzed using chi-squared test; *p <0.001.



J Dent Hyg Sci Vol. 18, No. 6, 2018

she 22AUSE B ekt o (p<0.001), 744 A
24% HERs 7Y ARgdel gt 2} 1
A ghe 2RARTt 44T F A2 A8 Aot
%52 @ Aol goka, 7AW An ol uet fofva
Aolg BYLHp<0.001). A& DL TR FTE2E
A7k B PRl ol

i rl
i
D)
N
d
ot o
N
52
flo
rd
b

ARt E A Ueh ol wl @ Zhol & Kiek(p <0.01).
o} o] tiREof ZeAS AL T A
& Hsl A2olu 25 & & 492 BA dgter, 7|
TR} FHAH 73N FEE AskA Kt
ANshe 2EALSS, 7AW A4l A= 224
2 A8k e FRF el Y

& DEANG AFAL T AR R
= 3 Aol gttt

)

4 QIX|El 2o X2 0| 43&

AJA ZE2AE ] AAE FAH S AEHA| B2
o] Q=A A& A= Table 374 FELE} SRR
A 83| 2 Yol gl 22T 634% =, 73‘
<22} 36.6% KT W2 Ao g yelyt) dut
AL gRURE 7| Eo] v]ERT} A H
A ke o] Wokow, AE offof ujg} o
£ B Ath(p <0.05). 3078 Folle 3448 #4074
A2 el (p<0.00D)9 7AW AEFE FF(p<0.001),
2 Ag 8 7454 A (p<0.001)e] wet f-2]v]
gk atolE Btk &, T84 7407414 AdEr A7t
A Balrhal ek 22AASE, S (23 4
o] Qe ARG Fo| JE Z2A, 2 g7t F
Aol v 2EAT 1¥8A g F2AkET 9

O o ol | e o

23 TS

Ad TS A8SHA G2 Bl Bkt o3 2o
AR 7S A78A 2 Bl gle 22T A=
o] i 2EARG TS AASAE A 88kA] &
& AYo] Bgton, 71&el 2229} FAA 1AL
7} 27detA] Eelrtar A Xeke 2EAYSE, JgL AR
7} Bad TS0l Y 22AV 2EA L 22AR
o AR 7S A8 2 ol BTHp<0.001).

5. QIx| =l T2 ol X2 20| A 0|S
AlA 2RAG0] AAH PR L
ol ol 1342 24 Table 45} 2

22.8%, AAA o g xgH]d 3 Bt wRo|t} 17.3%,

A= L BAA oAfE AR A HX| 5 ﬂ]d A
T2 WEolt} 10.5%, S|AollA 3 H X5 & S8 42

ol 2¥|5}7] EX71 Helt} 9.9%, A} B¢ 7&«1 A=
7} UF EAY 1Lg-0] oF Fo} X 5H7|7} BHELY] Wi
oltt 4.3% w2 2 vl uheba] AZbsicta Az E A
oo} At glojW 2| At v FA] =o] F3H S X F51A &

gkthar Xl 2 2A) 7MY BeS 4 S gt

l

6. MM 22X XX ZZ 25t 2= &4
32 o|x= 29I

AAA ZL2Ae] 2 &4 S v A= 2.2l gis)
2 A= Table 504 B nhe} o] oty 54
BR6) A 2005 9 w]uk(p=0.022)3} T57)7¢
01]»\1 5~ 10»4 1 vH(p=0.030), F3A F73 738 #
2A7331tH(p=0.000)9} K E-0]th(p=0.015)7} EA A

u)gk QS vx= o2 Ueyith weba 9

0] 200 "kl mjwkol Al ZEAE L 4009
2AET AZAG 25 F X RA SR Qe 4
£ & nxH]7} 02082 VEFE AL, S5-7]7to]
5~10d v]gkel AkA] 2 A= 20 o] 2el AHdAl &=
ALH T WAH] 7} 5.0342 =4 UEgeH, F34 72737
7 7Y 17 g A A S2AkeE BEl ARA 22 A=
A7skA g é}?jﬂ] 22218}t Z+2F wxbd) g} 0.118,
03782 ARG 25 F TAHORE Qg AAAEE <l
sto] Aol xH e 7%401 ottt

02

>
&
O{N

=l
b
l'l

b do X

lrlL

M2 o (o dr o me w
rhoJ

_O,Ozwméﬂﬂioﬂ

Lo
B

Table 4. Reason for Not Receiving Treatment for a Perceived
Oral Disease

Classification N (%)

It was hard to make time because of being busy 37 (22.8)
with heavy workload

Because of the economic burden of the medical 28 (17.3)
expenses

I repeatedly forget it or put it off as I don’t think 56 (34.6)
the disease is serious

I feel uncomfortable about being absent from 16 (9.9)
the office or leaving work early to receive
treatment

I have fear for dental treatment though I have 17 (10.5)
time and can afford to receive it

It’s inconvenient to receive treatment because 7 (4.3)
of the long distance between my workplace
and the hospital or poor transportation

Others 1(0.6)

Total 162 (100)
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Table 5. Influential Factors for the Work Loss of the Industrial Workers Caused by Dental Care

Classification SE Wald df  p-value OR 95% CI
General characteristics
Gender Male 0.479 0.076 1 0.783 0.876  0.343~2.240
Age (y) =50 3.190 3 0.363
<30 0.959 —0.126 1 0.722 0.711  0.109~4.657
30~39 0.719 —2.663 1 0.103 0.309 0.076~1.266
40~49 0.449 —0.967 1 0.325 0.643  0.267~1.550
Marital status Married 0.693 0.003 1 0.957 0963  0.247~3.749
Monthly mean income (1,000 KRW)  =4,000 5.748 3 0.125
<2,000 0.686 —5.251* 1 0.022 0.208  0.054~0.797
>2,000 < 3,000 0.543 —2.504 1 0.114 0424  0.146~1.227
=>3,000 <4,000 0.548 —2.357 1 0.125 0431 0.147~1.262
Work pattern
Period of service (y) =20 6.501 3 0.090
<5 0.693 0.394 1 0.530 1.545  0.397~6.009
=5, <10 0.743 4.732% 1 0.030 5.034 1.173~21.591
=10, <20 0.499 —0.018 1 0.893 0935 0.352~2.486
Daily average work (h) =10 2.552 2 0.279
<8 —1.924 1 0.165 0.524  0.211~1.305
9 0.550 —0.002 1 0.966 0977 0.333~2.870
Weekly overtime (h) =10 0.604 3 0.895
0 0.540 0.529 1 0.467 1481 0.514~4.268
<5 0.561 0.301 1 0.583 1.360  0.453~4.082
>5, <9 0.670 0.048 1 0.827 1.158  0.312~4.301
Type of business Manufacturing 0.439 —0.948 1 0.330 0.652 0.276~1.541
Type of work Production 0.456 1.138 1 0.286 1.627  0.665~3.980
Type of employment Regular worker 0.592 —0.066 1 0.797 0.858  0.269~2.739
Oral health status
Self-rated oral health status Unhealthy —14.577%* 2 0.001
Healthy 0.571 —13.984%** ] 0.000 0.118  0.039~0.362
So-so 0.401 —5.885* 1 0.015 0.378  0.172~0.830
Oral symptom requiring treatment Not have 0.455 —0.190 1 0.663 0.820  0.336~2.002
SE: standard error, df: degree of freedom, OR: odds ratio, 95% CI: 95% confidence interval.
%*=60.116%** (df=13, p=0.000).
*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.
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