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Abstract

Background :

According to surveys, among the elderly above 65 years old in Taiwan, the proportion of the
people who miss all of the teeth is 21.5%, one of every two elderly wears dentures. Except for
improving the chewing ability, the comfort satisfaction of dentures also affects the elderly’s life
of health.

Purpose :

To realize the satisfaction and related factors on elderly who wear dentures, and to evaluate
the outcome of the satisfaction on chewing and speaking, and the improvement on oral health
status and dentures care behaviors of the people who wear dentures over half a year.

Methodology :

This research adapts Cross-sectional Study. We choose our research targets among the elderly
above 65 years old with dentures and registered in Tainan City by random sampling. With the
structured questionnaire, we collect their demographic characteristics, denture wearing types, the
oral health status and follow-ups after wearing dentures, dentures care behaviors, wearing experiences
and satisfaction, and so on. Furthermore, we contact 430 elderly by telephone survey in the beginning
and involved in health education, and make telephone survey again after half a year. There are 318
elderly selected in research samples.

BRmEAZORTZHEEREERRERN

Findings :

Among the 318 samples, the male- female ratio is 52.2% and 47.8%, the average age is
74.0+5.1, and the satisfaction rate is 71.4%, after wearing dentures, the pain and loose dentures
is forecast factors in the impact of satisfaction. After follow for half a year, the satisfaction
on chewing and speaking, the oral health status and dentures care behaviors have significant
improvement.

Discussion and Suggestion -

The elderly satisfaction on full dentures in this research is 71.4%, which is a significant proof
of the elderly’s support of this project. The pain and the loose dentures are the predictor factors of
the satisfaction on dentures. After telephone instructions and care services, the satisfaction rate
on chewing and speaking also highly improved as well as the satisfaction on oral health status and
health habits. Thus, this research suggests that the elderly satisfaction rate on dentures can be
improved if their chewing and speaking abilities are strengthened, which can be achieved by the
ental clinics hospitals provide direct patient constructions, and enhance the elderly’s recognition
of correct ways to wear and care removable dentures. Hence, the elderly can keep good oral care
habits and thus enjoy their healthy lifes.
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