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Purpose: This study seeks to analyze the educational environments of the national dental schools in South Korea, Laos, and Vietnam to
develop targeted educational support strategies for Laos and Vietnam.

Materials and methods: The survey, using the DREEM specific to the healthcare field, was conducted online, with 97, 109, 215 dental
students from a single national university in South Korea (SKU), Laos (LU), and Vietnam (VU), respectively. The data allowed us to
compare students’ perceptions of the educational environment across the three institutions and analyze differences by gender, academic
achievement, and year of study.

Results: VU, LU, and SKU reported scores of 133.47, 129.66, and 104.23, respectively, all within the "more positive than negative"
range (101-150 points). SKU scored lowest in the category of "students’ perception of learning" (mean score of 1.82), while VU and LU
had the lowest scores in category of "students’ perceptions of atmosphere" (mean scores of 2.49 and 2.57, respectively) and "students’
social self-perceptions” (mean scores of 2.49 and 2.52, respectively). In contrast to SKU, VU and LU showed no differences between
achievement groups, with male students scoring lower than female students in some DREEM categories.

Conclusion: We expect that analyzing the educational environment from the beneficiaries’ perspective and developing strategies based
on this analysis will provide practical support to dental schools in Laos and Vietnam.
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Dental education, Laos, Vietnam

Correspondlng Author
Jungjoon Ihm, PhD, Associate professor
Partment of Dental Educatlon Dental Research Institute, School of Dentistry, Seoul National University,
Daehak-ro, on%no qu, eou 80 Ko
Tel 82-2-880-2343 / Fax : 82-2- 882~ 0228/E mail - ijj127@snu.ac.kr

APAL O] 1= 2023 MSTHE OFA|OIITA0] OFAJOF7 [ZAITAI Q| X|BiS 0L (94, (0448A-20230049)

696 | LHSIRITOIAREIX| K627 K115 2024



ORIGINAL ARTICLE

_|
o

LAE

OpAlo} TN Hofet HAom AlART A7
A o], Om w7 |H W AT ue R W H
A Q4] $E3 1834 59 FAIE A1 gleH?. olo
Eisf A AlAZQl Weul o= Qs =29 B4 9712}
A7} AZFiA AN SJ& FopollAe] =A| Q] F2e}
Adi7t 53] a3k AZJo|cp, ofof wet A
9] o2}Z-Z A Yok= AN EE 2 (International De-
Velopment Cooperation)}> FHA|AH 0= ghdslA 2
Y= ok FAAR] B EAo] YFEES FAkoh=
Lancet Y¥31= 201080] AAE W SFAAE 2719]
0] 55| 23E 71 A8 AT 15 Aok
22 A71E F7oP7 = ot .

Seuete] S A AT S S 7oA e o
2] 2oF 7k 471491 siauiRbE AT o S 1

5 2ofo]| A1 oA 9l Q. ‘ﬂXHW}X] = m=

VHE2HIEY, 7|27 AN 5E 5
Ne=E0] WRFokfA 9 7iEEE %:—% X 5
U=E TR A= X]**—Xq—i A el ek,

2t A0t HEW E3E WS-Eofol|A] f-2uzte] =4
ME S U= Uehsolt). 2t A /1 19HY T 9
ARz 247, THe A= 752 Aok 0, B
AU 7} ElQlo] B35k Argoln, 2he A FA9] oAt
oF A TOJAE ITOP‘ 71381 = H B AT K Uni-
versity of Health Science, UHS)}2 14 422 Xﬂﬁ}ﬂ
WEAE 508 S FEE Aokt olEe=
A3 Q.

HE E9t 20109 Al Q- 1R 3 SJAF 7178
(GSO, 2010) e+ 127]9] 2ok Bt ot
20214 ‘:1”‘] OfaeehE 2970714] B8 &I B 2l
HE YA S 0] st k. v
o A 19| S HSL 5= U= =7 AL HE

1o

A& (National Medical Licensing Exam, NMLE)2] +-
A9t ol g we AlAH dfste] W e v} e BAS
AL qu o] et wAIE oFH = tskat H A H| Yol o
S} 52 et o] tistte] EYAE B9 sfdstal
2t ot o,

Ty TS TR o AR A9 g
oA =0 = o] ARFA I WEALR, A, 7179
Al Aol =, Fg=2] A&7 k7t A9t &
Y=0] BRIl WS A4S Sl S-S A1
of thsf o] U= T} AlgY Hieto] Tt 119lo] Q.
St Aol

Al o] AtoflA= Skt SAVE S T = A
WHE BUSH| APl Q= =711 S A9 HIEY

A|apejste] wSehgo] iRt AN Q1 FARE Adstarat
sttt £, o] AoA= A =12 Dundee Ready
Educational Environment Measure(DREEM)E AH&-
SISAtE. DREEMZ ZA|IAIZ 0 &2 B Fofof|A 7Hg &
o] AF&El= ﬂ%ﬂﬁ g7t = 7k shE 7S, 1
, ARA 2HE Autdog AR
= oMY %*d%i% g7} Ttolok 3k AA7HA]
DREEMZ &85t 22 75004 o5 & B Fof g}

WE0] B33HY 9 o AHo] et 4L 24 o]
£ 284S HAlsher] B8 9o} S2lo) A7
3 45 A7 el 5 Uk ool Ytk

o] @70] ATEAN: tht 2

ofg A ek

rlyRe A3lh-voie-=i

CHSHR|ZHOIAEISIX] MIG2 A 115 2024 | 697



ORIGINAL ARTICLE

= Ao
Q1S o} AP ArH5QIH S S-D20240003).

A AFE AFok= o] ZJFgko]s) SKU)}>
AAE D FALE 7= w8411 A ofl H= o]
skal Qlek 20189 HIER 22|91 X|ahoetat g ek

S Al dstal S8 E A Qo] Wi, 2|95t HdH 5
T 5 TR @55 &SI, 201440 2t
22 Bvpets W Ajuitste] 22 9 ofH] B

ZAE AFoZ 20209 2o A0] ASto] ghe =
AlZ31%.0H, 202190 YA
25ke st s sl AlE

OFLOH Z“# R ot %%XMEH SHelst LUK 2
Q20 A RAZ} E7] At w2 Al Tdhe et

7]to]H, ojFihsto] &3t A /9] SR Z Shtolc?,
A 689 w5 7IZke AA ATeArE e At
o st} Ao R W8AHS iR, 20214 o
HA A} £ A rolol T WS +Y5I9
o, A A 719K 20149 SRS At e R
/\]. ol q]H}E]-ﬂ-H _:,<_/\]- ]* —aLxh;_]—l,]. o:lai A ]E' 0;(]
3o} LEAY ALIS A&H 0 My 7]3olch)

Aol Zofgt M EES] S Hiekelst VU HIEH
o] = ie} 270 F shtolm, 2| efeti= ojefstdislo]
&3 et WIS TRt TRPIAZ 69 gL

2,238 7|278} 0]5 442 YA} o] 2} 1Y ZEo]
A 30 g o]Fo|A QIHY, A A tiste] w4zl
202090 o ek A3 HHESE o] 2024 3§
Aol WHEote] o] w83t A A= of| el wFof
0 SPE A TAE Akl
ole} o] Atxlat A 4] tiste] i Joke 2o A

o] Aol A= Roff et al.o|4] 7HESt Dundee Ready
Education Environment Measure (DREEM)& ‘1’}0]—01
ARESERITE. DREEM2 571 5H9] 8213t 50712 7
g0 Ao} QH?. 7+ 9o] ¥ el AL og
Y(Students’ Perception of Learning, SPL) 1253}, 1L
Y H(Students’ Perception of Teachers, SPT) 11&
3, 8 9Y(Students’ Academic Self-perceptions,
SAS) 853, 12 £9]7] Y (Students’ Perceptions of
atmosphere, SPA) 1253}, AFS14] Aot < (Students’
Social Self-perceptions, SSS) 75822 F 50%=30|
o} 7} B9k 54 YAE A2 PAEY, WAy I
A] heFe] 0F R - 1T 4317k oS
skict. o] 71kl 974, 8, 9, 17, 25, 35, 39, 48, 50)+=
A2 =@l DREEMY F42 2008019, Z4
tjst 342 very poor (0~50%), plenty of problem
(51~1007%), more positive than negative (101~150
7), excellent (151~20078)& 7|1&0.2 it} ZF 3o
gt Sl positive (3.5 ©J4Y), could be enhanced or
improved (2~3%), problematic area (2% °JshE 7|
0 & i}

698 | LHSIRITOIAREIX| K627 X115 2024




ORIGINAL ARTICLE

_,
2

Az £ 2]l 72 AEo 2 APt LU}
ot SRl Al AEe] HAof| thel A
MIES] o] 815 2459t s

2Rl Aol s

S
rlr
%
oft
o

SRR LR

52 928 54

1ol gt e B

A% 48] Foig 5 A3t
=

e
r_l
N,
N
lo
R
c
10,

+ o= Hgsi=t, SK
LU VU2 3~69Pd PSS = siirt. =

= 73920234 119 3 5<%, LU=
20244 1¥€ 309 ~ 2921
k. Ao ZojAl= Eato] sigst
kel 1~43h4,

], VU= 20241 3¢ 18 ~

- =1

= A 42170] ZofstAe.

AEY] A

A2 il A7 oo sl E

= ZE g

UEAEA O] AFSEML Bonferroni corrections At
&5ttt £39] A1F = 24 23}, DREEM AA| £32]
Chronbach e+= 0.961, 5F9] H=Q1 SPLZ 0.892, SPT
= 0.863, SAS= 0.861, SPA+= 0.858, SSS+= 0.700°=
UEFGTh T3, SKUSE LUQ] AFH = Jet Blaof A= &
& 71 309 ofstel Fete] Z3HH o], Kolmogorov-
Smirnov ¥ Shapiro-Wilk testE &l 3 A5 A
AJSFAL B /3 RIS

EA =g 732 SPSS version 26.0 (IBM Corp., NY,
USA)E ©l-83I3H-

1. |9+ 23}

1. IS Ut £

SKU, LU, VU] Al 7} 21 Zrestoll Al 212t 977, 10978,
21579 sHgE0] Aol Fodstgitt. oES] e,
/39, 3hd, S ol thgt B = Table 13} 2t

Table 1. Demographic characteristics of the participants

Characteristic Category n (%) SKU LU VU

Gender Male 197 (46.8) 58 (59.8) 41(37.6) 98 (45.6)
Female 224 (53.2) 39(40.2) 68 (62.4) 117 (54.4)
1%t (or 39) 133 (31.6) 68 (70.1) 13(11.9) 52 (24.2)

] 2" (or 4") 73(17.3) 8(8.2) 17 (15.6) 48 (22.3)

Academic year
39 (or5") 89(21.1) 3(3.1) 32(204) 54 (25.1)
4" (or 6™ 126 (29.9) 18(18.6) 47 (43.1) 61(28.4)
High 98 (23.3) 16 (16.5) 18(16.5) 64 (29.8)
High-middle 188 (44.7) 33(34.0) 39(35.9) 116 (54.0)

Academic achievement Middle 107 (25.4) 23(23.7) 50 (45.9) 34(15.8)
Middle-low 15 (3.6) 12(12.4) 2(1.8) 1(0.5)
Low 133.1) 13(13.4) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

Total 421 (100.0) 97 (23.0%) 109 (25.9%) 215 (51.1%)
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Table 2. Differences in the DREEM of three universities by academic achievement

Variables N SPL SPT SAS SPA SSS Overall
SKU? 97 2180(9.31) 24.76(7.70) 1758(5.97) 2536(8.73) 14.72(450) 104.23(32.15)
LU° 109  31.08(6.04) 29.05(.49 2222(4.41) 29.83(6.01) 1748(3.60) 129.66(22.62)
Vu° 215 3093(748) 33.04(6.78) 20.96(5.72) 30.88(8.10) 17.67(457) 133.47(29.42)
F 54.175 52.785 19.948 17.152 54.180 36.568
p-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Posi-hoc alb,c EEE,C alb,c alb,c alb,c alb,c
SKU  High' 16 2650(8.46) 28.25(6.30) 22.81(420) 31.75(5.40) 17.13(4.47) 101.58(38.53)
High-middle? 33 (21%9931) (2140.3()68) 17.45 (6.45) (2150'9(?5) 1467 (485) 9865 (26.41)
Under middle® 48 2146(797) 23.88(5.84) 1592(5.16) 23.44(7.73) 13.96(4.05) 98.65(26.41)
F 2.763 2.049 9.428 6.048 3.106 5.046
p-value 0.068 0.135 0.000 0.003 0.049 0.008
Post-hoc X1 - 2,31 2,31 X1 2,1
LU High 18 31.61(7.12) 30.00(.38) 2333(562) 2894(6.26) 19.06(3.42) 132.94(24.189)
High-middle 39 31.33(654) 29.36(545) 22.08(3.67) 2959(5.33) 16.95(3.69) 129.31(21.21)
Under middle 52 30.71(6.09) 2848(5.61) 21.94(449) 30.33(6.46) 17.33(3.50) 128.79(23.43)
F 0.198 0.605 0.693 0.399 2.247 0.230
pvalue 0.821 0.548 0.502 0.672 0.111 0.795
Post-hoc - - - - - -
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Table 3. Differences in the DREEM of three universities by academic achievement by gender r%;'
o
Variables N SPL SPT SAS SPA SSS Overall SE
==
22.59 25.47 18.36 26.47 15.41 108.29 E
SKU- Male % 0m (7.72) 6.17) (8.37) (4.35) (31270
Female 39 20.64 2372 16.41 23.72 13.69 98.18
(9.48) (7.64) (5.52) (9.10) (4.58) (32.88)
t 1.009 1.097 1.592 1.531 1.872 1.5630
pvalue 0.816 0.275 0.115 0.129 0.064 0.129
U Male 41 29.78 28.24 21.85 28.93 16.37 125.17
(6.03) (5.35) (4.34) (6.27) (3.32) (22.16)
Fermale 61 31.87 29,53 22.44 30.38 18.15 132.37
(5.95) (6.57) (4.47) (5.84) (3.62) (22.63)
t -1.766 -1.185 -0.672 -1.227 -2.256 -1.621
pvalue 0.080 0.238 0.503 0.223 0.012 0.108
30.94 31.52 2124 31N 17.89 132.70
VU Mae B 80 (7.65) 6.19) (8.63) (5.02) (32.29)
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(7.00) (5.69) (5.33) (7.66) (4.16) (26.96)
t 0.024 -2.993 0.671 0.386 0.639 -0.351
pvalue 0.981 0.003 0.503 0.700 0.523 0.726
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