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The Relevance of Behavioral Science in Oral Health Promotion

Kakuhiro Fukal

1. EU®IC

F1FE9% (oral disease)& d XX 5 oiflyc ix, fifh
(Zr L k) (dental caries)& Bi)f#% (periodontal disease)
WCREESNLD, TNSIZEEZHELTRFT A L%
WOT, BHRED D VITAEEEERE LToOHEIEY
, —HOHE SOOI 3.

el 2L, DYPEORFZEEE AL L, EHD S
WETid, Fime L dITWMT 5. 2LT, BHEIMNI—K
IKF L2z, AW LA LT, 65~69i%ATE
— 7 LB b, ENUROEMRTIE, WEFSHRSIZETUTH
VI LERENPALNDY. ZNIE, G OEREBIERE
QOL Z W IZHERR T B & v o) KR OFE & 13 7%
5HDTH5H.

INHOOFERE, WIhd OEMREED =20 H 55
OB A BEF W T 5 2 & X - TH o JE I
(dental plaque) 2VEH &, DB E % - THAT
b, ZOOFERL, HRPOALNEEETHY, AAEWN
DWBEZTL., AL EIL, EETWLDDIEARD
GATENCTH Y, EIZANEORM I FIBAT A8 E L L
TOMMERH 5. ZOEKRT, IYEI»SHRHE IV
FCTOEEICDIZ THEROFEAED) A7 559, &5
W2, ZOTFRiEVIBENSASL L, 504ED a5 it
FIBE TR SN TV LEM T 072007 v LIt H
&, BEIEERICB T Ao % 725 L. FLT,
AL XU EHD E, TEREIHEEGOZNTOR
IEIR & WO OWIRATENC AL SN 5DOTHY, Lird
37 A~6 7 AEOWRZZIC X 5 EIN R TRiLEIZ X
STHRYVOREFHTESL?. $4bb, ORI, £
DFEAL TR ZOND [FTE)] 1272 ) IR S NLHER
ThH5.

T B L 72 T8 T 5 T HEREATE) (oral
health behavior) &, OIEERITE (oral hygiene
behavior), @ £ATH) (food intake behavior), G wHiFl
%+ e #ITE) (dental attendance behavior) (Z4-4HT

SRR B R PR R % HTZE R

HIEHTES. IRLOFMEILRT ST LIE, LR
PESPBIC 51T BTEIEH1C b BAIRHR — AR EH 1 & o
THRELETH 7.

2. RETEIFOMERR & ORERLE

1) RETEVZ DR

PRAEATENICBY 5 2 e 2 A % &, £ O¥miEiE 1950
ERPS RSN, WEMMED G OHE S F DL 7 5
TWw5.

19534E12 A4 = — IV K% D Janis & 1%, RO D
L [HADEA LS 2T Z2II 22— 3 (fear-
arousing communication) ] &ATEIZZE L OEMIZOWT
ERAEE R E LIREREORIRTRLAY. Thbb,
WRHRED D 725 T RA~NDEE L EZOREOERSL L &
ZHRE L 7o BRERERE ClE, A L S 2 L 2 WigER
ICERART, BEIRANOANLIIHENITRT 5. Lo L, i
BT AHEORELXARLE, TLAMKT ARERZ
AL, BfiziE s3I 2= —Ya VORRE LTE
HEN/ E512, 7 AY H OEFHREHEALE O R Y
B THo 7z Kegelestd, HFHEEY — A~ —FEOHESR
178 (seeking behavior) Z7EH L, 19614F 12 KEAHH
HMESRIZ TWhy people seek dental care : A review of
present knowledge|” Z5&K L7z, T NA O ILFENIIEE
THbHI VTV R¥DRosenstock DRMELE &€ FIL
(Health Belief Model) ¥ ~& R L 7=,

(2) RETENEERHE

ZORREEETIVIE, RETHORTL LT, NEHE
H 5 5& U 2 EBI LA OF B & AT O A 221 2 i)
WL 7e TlifE-ife ) BCHES Kb DTH o7z, T OxHL
TEIOMFF 2 B O (self efficacy) D& TIRZ, 17T
BHSRER LRSS 5 [HIRE] & [EE] 12X o THE
SN % & L7zBandura D& H B (social learning
theory) ¥ ~NE& BB S N7z, & 512, Rogers 3, &G
(threat appraisal) & %HLEFMi (coping appraisal) Zxf3
B RABR O e TH L B05UI 3 2 BiEiik z, PR
THOBKE L CHEET 2 EEHRAGT (Protection-
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motivation theory)” 2L, I I2=F—T 3 v IIB
FAREEREONZEICHVOEN TS, £/, ThHDMH
ANDFEFA T 5 EHEZ B & NATEHOF RMEICS S
12, N RHHEr SR T 8B CTERINSGZOANDRE
% (normative belief) O EZZWH Ah/ZEF VI
Ajzen & Fishbein ® 5 ¥917 285 (Theory of reasoned
action) " 23H 5. IO OO R I, DFE
ETTEN D 2 OB ITERATEI 2 HH T 27V & LGl
ADBRASLNTE. E512, MADOLIMEEICER L,
Health locus of control, self-esteem, SOC (sense of
coherence) 7 & & MFERESTE) & OB % 5 L 723
BN P90,

RAETENCH T 2@ FEHBEONR L HHWERE LT
X, BCOFERR 2 RERIEE)ICHE N % H Tz Levental
& Cameron O H M E 7V (self-regulatory model) ¥
o EXHUTENE EBINICETT A 2 L ORBLHMAT S D
DE, BEHETO T T LIATHETOHGEMAGDE
7z Diclemente X Prochaska 5 OB B ZILE 7V (the
stage of change model) ® 2% %. X 512, NVA T T E—
¥ 3 ¥ (Health promotion) (19864F, * ¥ 7 #E&) O
#1232 < Green ® PRECEDE PROCEED Model ' &,
I ORBEHEER VR LFHOETVE LTHEHASNT
W5, DRENIBVWTHWERL, WifHridosBTclo
PRECEDE PROCEED Model s#H L 7236153 5115 9,

(3) REEFTENC & 1T B O RAEORE

T 72, WRHEBROSE T, Ihs o ETEsES Vo
BT, sE=E - FITENICB T 2T 70 AL
TabhTnsd, Ziuk, WEHGED, RFTREH O
il % E o BBEORLEREME LS LTHHIERI LT
LEI)RFEPDH D, ENZEWLIGT 57200 TEFM
OBEHATHD., Tz, ZOWEZH - TEIIIVDLEH
DATENE, REIMMGE L TZZT2HEDNL L AONLH
BHEB OR R & MR - T, 1980 48 LU I 13 8 8% o
B EFHEHOL OISR 2 A Y TF Y AL LT,
EHERZZOREERICHET AMERRBIALND
w2, NADIREERS - X2l L, ZHFT 5
#HE (patient acceptance of dental care)® X HEEILED
34 (sheared decision making)® (213, B&E-FEHEEHLR,
PAEIREIZ BT 2 BEORBEORE (2> 7747 v 2147
), fEERoRtEaI - gy, BEMEE
(patient satisfaction), HEHEHOE DM (quality of
treatment, quality of care), BHE DEIF (preference) 7%
ENERICBUT B BEEROG & & b ISR R 5
B OTERFEOREE 25T 5.

3. OFRETEIOFMIEE

(1) ORREFEHOT Y kH L

AR IED I BT B IRERHE ORIRE A5 EHRIE
MoXHCEMBCcHiicksbnd, BETHOLHIC
ZORMRPASLPIC RS ETICRMMAET 2030 LAt
H5.

TEIRHEOMERBO 22T, WEIZIIREfTET T
W OFEIR ERGE, B 5\ IZREATE) O P ERNIZ 3 5 55
WP b Twiz2s, BIETIE, TEH 0 Lo R
(result) % &D X HIZEHHi§ 2 M b Twb. §%
bbb, ZOTBHEFIIMZ TS ST, BEICKHTLHE
(outcome) & ZFDFHM D4 (evaluation validity) 2%
Koo b,

CORERED & D725 720880, BFAli € & 2RI
(health indicators) & f#f@17E) (health behavior) 2%, %
NENDOIA T AT =TV TERNIRRTRENTVWEZ LT
HbH. T2l 2 ZFLY BB B B EEFL I o I 2L B fh
(bottle caries), “*HEMOREHRHII BT 2 EFHIKE
DT R O B O X557k A SR Ol e Bk, EEHN
T TOMADEFEFEBIEIC BT 5 BRIC 0 5178
VA7 OB, WA O RGBS L & O ASRREN
FERNC AR L 72 B, i o a2 1 3B 1
L pOEERZ EORERETH S, TS, NEINZET
5 [OFERATE) ] BX0 [EETE] &, BA - ZAH
2B D [ZHATE ] 25, HEEZBLIZAVATHE—- g
X o TR, FoHBROREREE L-OERBL T
W ZENTE S,

(2) OFEREITEIOFHEIEE

HREHAR21 2 A5 L, [N REARE - REER],
[t l, [7 v Lsmiea] THEL LTHIR
i R OBEE], [7 v i EwEBER oMM, [ER]
WP R, [oREERER] & & oREITEI2) 27
KHHEE LTI 7ATF—VBICERESN, LD,
8020 3% B O 7= b D FBHE BRI o H A 25 DMF % CPI
(community periodontal index) & L TEARK % $5fli TR
ENTWn5EY,

HRGHETIZ, ChFT20IZb7zo> TWHODICS
(international collaboration study) #577Zb LT 575,
CIFEEATEI & LC [48H 1 ML RS2 A0 BOEE],
[Ty F N 7aR %X 5w AR E 20,
WA - SETE TR AR 1 ERowRE], TaE
VEMO PR D720 0f %% % ETIFlishTns >,
F1ICZOMERO—EER LIS, Th O ORI R
T HATENE R S, Rl BT B AU (health equity)
DEEDS, FEHROY AT AR LREEZBR 2D &
LTHRRSIN TV .

(3) AfRIEIC A A b 5 QOLIER
feHERREE L L CODMFT ® CPLIE, FHi7us 740
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1. ICS I B XUICS TIZHB T A L EsTE) o ik
wOERTE wWRSE - SETH
D E (%) WRISRE H V) (%) FRED 72 H DT (%)
G BH1EE) GBE 1 £/ GAE 1 FME)
IR IR BRA A
REF REF 12~1412~13 12~1412~13 35~44 35~44
ICS1 ICSI ICSI ICSI _ICSI ICSI ICSI ICSIT ICSI ICST
Erfurt, Germany 1981 1991 52 73 85 94 80 75 37 34
Yamanash, Japan 19741991 1992 23 66 71 64 42 42 5 11
New Zealand 1973 1988 64 46 90 99 46 56 37 52
Lodz, Poland 1977 1989 41 49 51 92 45 66 33 15
Baltimore, USA 1975 1990 56 52 64 81 57 75 61 73
(WHO, 1997)

MEERFICHETZLIETHS. LarL, EEOEHE
HEHI & L COBMEBBEDOREZT TR, ZOERMIMH
AOHFEETED QOLIZED L) IS, HHWIEZ
BHEINTVENEVHIRERD Y, HHEICHT SR
(outcome) X, BERALDQOLICVHL72EEE LT
BibhsZ Lllhs.

CEfRfEICBIE 3 5 QOLIRIEE L LCiX, OFEBIMZHE
AREOFHM, QWO R Eo®EN, ORFHr LD
AT 2MEERELRAr—VE R b, TRHIT,
B ORI LEPER 2 2 €, 34 TH
DT LR ICENE D CTOEICEET 5 QOL iR
DRI N TS, #FTIE, SOHSI (Subjective Oral
Health Status Indicator), OHIP (Oral Health Impact
Profile), DIP (The Dental Impact Profile), GOHAI
(The General Oral Health Assessment Index) 7 &MY
EWDOTHY, TORYUN - FHEOFHE b7 b T
W5 W29, - RENZBWT S, FSPD34#0, OHIP
HARRM 2 EOMER RSN LA, R L ToIkE
L7230 BFEICIZ Wiz o Tui Wy,

4. OFRETEIOREER

(1) K ADORERERITEI OB EME A

IR T8, ADNEHASBAL I TOXS A 7R
T— UV THEMAINBIEISNEBEDRALND & V) BEKT
&, EERETLIOTH S, FFIT/NBHOE I & AR
EICBIT B REHF L, TOROREITENCEEL RIFTT
BOTHAH., ThiE, R2HIARREINWETEL S
FTY Y IRIBICE CONZTEROAREFHE 2B 2T
FTHRWV. EZAWEAEZ, FOMAOHESRFNWER
RO EOHMECEE LT, LIEULIE TaskE AT
By, TREE L4TH)] A—B LWV A ONE [#HOMG
ATEER] Th D, HERMEfTEIZFHT2ETVE L
TWEHIR L 22D ET VA5, MO GEHED %
NCHADITEZRRT H2ETFTVETH LA, 22T, 17
BET A7 a0t R L ZOMEEROBLED S AL,
H1IR LA DRBITHOMEET VS BEZ LN
5.

T b OITEOFRERRICIE, BERERCRE, WEHo
T EORENRR T &, REHAF I T 2 AR
HWEHR EOMERT23H 5. E5ICZOMEHMAD L
MNC, BRELDNTE LT, Fin, M2, it w
R EDH b, 722 21E, Marcences 5D T T VIVEAN%E
g & U 7AR T, ISR ATE) & o o f KT 1,
HEBBENRTOBBVETRETH ), LrdRGOEE
BEO7LF Y T4 LOBBEEHIhTwEY,
72, BABENZBWTY, BHGERO 7 AP OR3EICEE§
% 207% 2 & 50 %A DB 553 % DI EREITE 2 A B &
RAEIC X 20 5 0 BV DS A S I, BRI O AR BLHI S 53,
COHEERAITESCHAZZ 2T T HIKRE S 5121,
[0 RE] & OERETEORMAED HE ShTwn
5% (K2).

(2) R ETEOREEZER

A DR EITE ORI B VT, TOTEIN A
RFERERICHR RSN, L2 Z0MADZF 7o flhE
HEDOLARNVZHELAEINDL LD THEDT, RFELZMH
B 272009 > 7)) ¥ 7 LWHFEHEBTH 5.

DHREOEROVEDE LT, iFE»SIMETOA
105 ANBEED 9 T O IS BB T 5 25700 © 64 7%
DRAB L1418 B ORERE R A B &, LHEHRATENIC
W S e P L AEREE S A SN TWw B P, Thid, T
4DV 7K BEBRTHOEAR AW H 72 15 L7
T E) & RS A RIS B A L RS
b. F7, R - HEATEITYH, ZPEISE W E R
L, Ziud, sRHREBIEHE OB 5 Rk & aastk
BRBLTwBEEEZLNS (M3).

BEHECAR I DB A & OIS E IO W T, OFEHHE
B, i I OVE, ORBEEROSRE, GHiko
REREOFE L NV, OFTB ORGSR, G238 O FIEME
7o EOFRE, OIS 5 EEME, OANIIHE®E
REVDHITHNL. EFHEFBEE D530 12K & 2 M
BHHNLVHhASETIE, R ISR BT 5@
BEHBEOLNIVIZ X - THI &I S5 OEREDBME
DFERDS, WA E %2 5.
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F#h
BERE T
FBRREITE
TE8ID e REETTEID
e =P | [OfRERTE = . .
wWHRE - XETE
[ESFSES
5z
(ZRF#, 1998)
1. B O EGAEATB) OB SRR A
%

100 BERROEH
PE(FEAE
=)

80 oERES (8
E1ER)
601 | O EMETHED
401 |
201
0

TS

G =Y 1.

BRSERE  EPIE
(FRFHAth, 1997)

B 2. WA e PRAEAT )

5. WRERKICH T B THREORRA

1) ERZE - FETHET I

RS2 - ZBATENCIE, ORWE HELZoMLE L
TOZHFETH L, QBHWHOF =y 7T v 7, HEED
AL YTFF VR, FHTOT S ADRODOZETHE VD
STOOME DS, Lad, WEHEEICE, RN EYN
B OBBEDRD HNBHEHE L, BEOONEREITE) O
REPZOBRBOTFHREIET H2MHLH 5. FR/NED

B k> B =2 NI DARE 0 i 510 0 T B2, @ IR 2 g RE
2% (regular dental check-up) 2R SN 5. bHEIC
BWTIE, BAD411%7%, @£ 1FEMICHE 222
LTCWBEENDHL® (K4).

WAt - ZRITE A FHT 2 ETVICE, ShFETIS,
OLHWET IV, QER L BHEOMEMEHET NV, @R
HET IV, OHKFEHNETVIRRENTNS Y,

C ORI - HITENIL, OFBIN=—X GEHROE
BIYEE), @BIRE GRBORBINEEMN), @R
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50 FFEVRREC 313 2 LA it B
% l[%ﬁ [j'ﬁﬁ
100 100 100
80F - 80 80 ] B
60F - 60 60F B
40} - 40 40} B
20} - 20K 20K B
005-34 35-44 4554 5564  © 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64  ° 25-34 35-44 4554 55-64
#)
B T, BATH HRED - SRTH
BRI OE A D S BIR MR (Z:AsER) »H D DEFEER (%)
(B A EER) i
(RH, 1998)
3. FEER) - MERI AR AT E)
(%)
100 =——F—"—"—/ " ———
80 —
OB &L
s 4 e
BB N BB
40 - o L —
20 e
0
15~24 25~34 35~44 45~54 55~64 65~74 75~84 85LltF (&)

EEEFRBELERRAE (1999)

B 4. % 1R O R

Y-V 2A0E, ORFEEY—CAOEIZX > THIESI
LeEz2oND. ARERBHIED 2T, HEKWTEG %
HOREEEY — ARSI N L bAEIZBWTIE,
WCEBN — AR ED I ITEIHEENL LW EID
5.

72 & 213, MaieriZ2500 4D AR %2 wpHR & Lz
T, ERoEURZZEE L, BERED [Ew] L HE
TRHEIZLZ VO LT, etz E T, 8N

BRHRMEIRE DS RAF 22 B3 &2 DO ZZBHITE o 7o L iy
LTwa™. 7, brEOHETD, #HEOWHZLRE
B, [RBRHEIHE LR 2528705, HEo
Wil RS SR AEE NS (3] 2R % &) Rk 7 &
BER, BFHERE & IR H Bl & L CIREFEEIN 2 HHL S 2
I A A LTS *, 512, [#E 1EROERZ
ZHM] TAhBE, [WHEER] L L2FE [FPZH
& L@ iR | Oz d ORthidE R 5.
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Bt
100%
O/ |
80% ] Corah®
DASscore
_/_
60%| | 015~20
m9~14
40%; m4~8
20%]
0%-

25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64
FhoE

i
100%
80%1 Corah®
|| DASscore
60%- ] ] 015~20
| mo9~14
40% m4~8
20%-
0%
25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64
FHE
(FRF S, 1998.)

X 5. BADOREHAE I T 2%

(2) WRAEICHT 247K

$%0)uﬂ( WNDAZ (dental anxiety, dental fear)
LT, BRAHERMIATE D X9 IZxE T 2 222w T,
HL PO WA EROPEO O EOTH S, WAHARIIHT
5 [Bh] oREELTRENLDDIZ, Corah®DAS
(Dental Anxiety Scale)*’ % Kleinknecht ® DFS (Dental
Fear Survey)? & 5. Z OWEHEEIIWN T H5A48% %,
PRI THAD L, £ DBTHIE,S, BELID D
DS, HESERE LD DIEEE TALH RN (M5).

IO, REHAEIIHN T A%, PO 2ICHERZ
D ZMEMETLINT LR DH, FO—FHT, NEDOMR

WADREHGERE Z BT B 720002, SRR USRI 7 B v
77T TS ATHRIEE A EALNZ .,

3) A>T 1T X1TH

227547 A (compliance) %, BHF}EEHEILALE M
DOIERFRICEEDNE ) TEIORETH 5. FFiZ, HE
I DIEHE (SPT : supportive periodontal therapy) D%)#:
EOBRICER LIRMED LS ABN TS WY, 2
NFCORFETE, [V v v TIAT VAR o rbb
WTeLT, REBHR:EBZORBICHT S AEALE,
PRI T S [Bh] OoBR, HEROGEESLRIRDORM
BE, WERIRHIR, R, WE Lok, BB,
ENoFSRMEEO% &L ORI hTwa., $72,
(277347 Y ZAORVWEF] ORfe LTid, sWEHE
Rl DR U 72 1R, BOwETFR—T 3 v, OERED
EEM AR U/, BRI LIPERNIREE, KR
DOYEEIZET 2 HORI IR, CEREI 1 h 0 2 i H
WZ L, ERHAEEITE LR O AYME < T E SRR S R R
BB, HENEENNThLZ L, REPHESN
TR0 —%, 4, YhE, ek Rtk a 7

FSAT VAL OBEIZST L OHMETIE RV,

¥/, BEOLHMEEE»S IV T4 TV ADTE %
RLLY ETMELALNS. 2 213 REEETE
TND [FRROERM], [HREUST B HEaiE ], [T
oMl [RETSHOACRINIE] O%»T, [y
ETRRE] v TIA T AICHET S, HHVIE, N
WA -TO—HhR-FT-a3y bha—VIZBT5 [FEH
(external locus of control) | OREETa Y 754 7 ¥ A4
BEMmT ol Eh b,

4) BEBEE

ABEG R (patient satisfaction) 1, E#FEOHY%EEBH
MO TG L 7245 RTH Y, BEVHET 7 M AL
DEOThHA. COEHEOEIZ, HEOE (Quality of
treatment : QOT) &4 7D (Quality of care : QOC))
LI TEZAZENTESL. QOTIE, FHOMIN,
5™ (evidence based), R#FFEHMPEML, BARHIHr
(decision making) OEE SR SN, QOCITIX, &
BN (health equity), B 7o (hospitality),
N 7 5 M(humanity), #BEICBT 50546 9 ilifH
(shared values) OMEAH L. F LT, HwiBEIZHAGRE
LREME2LTIOTHY, ToOWFEIL, F—EAL
NTBHEDODNDEEEICE>TRRY, Lrdb—2E0 [#F
A CE&LHiP (zone of tolerance) |° 2% 5. L7z25- T,
PRSI BT A BB R ENIZEICIE, e, 20
TUZADEMPTETNL EZEOTEREIINT S
awareness 2, TOMEEHREMEMD, yY—EC2DE%
YHELTHIETELNE VI HEONLT LI LIRS,

Newsome 5%, 19804E4* 5 1990 4E4% F T i L H i
REED L E 2 —ORR, BEmREOMRERE 5D
WKWHBEHLTWwD., T4bb, OO BN MW IE
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@IIazr—arizrof
@ FfF
@zl (facilities) T

(technical competence),
A B @ % N (interpersonal factors),
(convenience), @WiH#HE (cost),
H5H,

MEWEEOFRE (M) L LTUAKFHASIT
W5 b DIZix, Corah ® Dental Visit Satisfaction Scale
(DVSS) & Davis & ® Dental Satisfaction Questionnaire
DSQ)? BdHbH. ZNENINHIED 5H0Y, WHEIZS
L7-BEHGOFMICH 2D ), HEITHIRL XL -
H R R 8 L 2R T S, DVSSIZ 10T B OE R
oY, TOREIE, OFHR-23I2a=r—vav
(information-communication), @ ##-%%
(understanding-acceptance), @FMiAYMITE (technical
competence) b4 5.

BEWEEICHET 2 BHFMOERE LTiE, 20RO
TEFEIREE, AFn, MR, HE LV, ENG &L DOREN
WESIhTwa., by, ORFIRESRIE2ED, @
BUL D A, OFFEHID bEIEL, OHEFL N
WVRPWADEVE L DIKWED, KDEEZHERTvwEWn
IMEDVD L. EHIC, TOANDBEDOZHREE, ZHos
—, WRHAERIIN S AR L OBEED M I T
5%, —J, BEEMOERE LCid, Hikwatm G
WA L T3 2= — 23 VEA, EERRR, RN,
feb e, PRRME D O s & OB 2 f54i L 72 el o8
KRoNBHD,

G)EEEEEELDOII2ZA—Y 3>

EHALERLEDII = r—a i, BAMWEEL
@%@ﬁﬁ<,%ﬁﬁné%w5._@:\lﬁ7 av
1%, REEFRIEROE L HRoOLmER b b 2 &
127 5%. Ong b, ERFELZHOII 2 =Fr—2 3 /1
MTHLEa—0%2T, ML) bEEORM, KEHE
WORRPSLFIZRIENTVEEEZMALTVEY, £
72, BFEEDOBENDOIEOLEL L TON—N)-a3
2= a R BENELZ EOEEE LIS,
1ZNBM (Narrative based medicine) ™ O &E#H & b b\X.Z)TE[J
HTH5.

BRI O CAT 2 b 2 PR TR B R H T X, B
%@D%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%&%?é:tﬁﬁ%t&éﬁ,%%ﬁ
JEEEDS, Dh@iﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁw HICBG L7235
WEIIHFT D ALNL N, X LT, wRtZZoiRE
K%b%%ﬁ@z>7347/xﬁﬁ&®%@%hﬁbt
Wt d% <, HRICB 2 BEWMEEIL, Wi=® - T
AT ARERZEATAIDELLD, ZoZ ki, B
ﬁﬁ§ﬁ331:7—>ay%ﬁﬁ@fﬂhx%ﬁ%ﬁh
PHaTbdb0T, EBEOMIIZBIT 5O SO
HEOHERHHIREDO L NV Z ML TWEEBEZI LN
5.

OG)BERICHETZIBERRAENEAE (sheared decision
making) & EBEDELF (preference)

BT B LR D B

PR EIRIERORMLARICB W TIE, BIROFRRIGE
FMCBET AHHDS, BEOWHREEICHEEL, FoZ L
HEDOTRI %@%5&% T, WREOV R 72 LD
BEIFCTHATELIPEIBEB Lo TRLZIOTH Y
PR (clinical decision making) DT, HBFE LT
(preference) ZWAMZ L THBEL TV 2O ENDH 5.
ZOEFTTA MO "‘1‘#(22: LCOERMAGH (cost
utility analysis) 2% &% 5. ZOBERHIMHGI & 1X
E#FONEZ QOLICHE XML CHFMiT2d0THY, A
DR TIERIED X 5 12ED AD QOL I < B¢
LEMTRBICEEE 2 5. BRI, FMRRE
(rating scale), 2% Y% — KX % 7 (standard
gamble), ¥4 A FL— F*+ 7 (time trade-off) fa?&“@
FEXED Y, WEFEETOIBHITHAASL N TWS P Eﬁ
RIZBT 2 BEREDIF (shared decision makmg)
3, FEEHROE L ZFESEbIEDT, BEOD; \il?
i, FRZFLEE LS.

5. &8

TTEVRHAIZ 3BT B DR o J2 BV B L CIRE S i 70 i
EBUR T OB D W THEBS I IR 7z, TR 1 B
Y BATEV AT, ORE & el & LT 1950 44
LEMINTETWEA, HEREWZ L ITEIFRIEOW
MoOMEHEREIIESLTWwLEIETHhE. L 21T,
Health Belief Model 2%, Janis, Kegeles & O iR %;
BLwpt2 - AT T 2 BITATES 8RR & %2 5
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