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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
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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(4.50) 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(4.57) 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
Post-hoc alb,c EEE,C alb,c alb,c alb,c alb,c
SKU  High' 16 2650(846) 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 (4.85) 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 2,31
LU High 18 31.61(7.12) 30.00(.38) 2333(5.62) 2894(6.26) 19.06(3.42) 132.94(24.18)
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(350) 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
T
22.59 25.47 18.36 26.47 15.41 108.29 HE
SKU- Male Y (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)
Female 61 31.87 29,53 2244 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)
Female 117 3091 34.32 20.72 30.68 17.49 134.12
(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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