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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to investigate the relationships zmocng fasion leadership,
Social character, clothing conformity and fashion information source. For this purpose, a
causal model was to be constructed and empirically tested. Fashion leadership is divided into
fashion opinion leadership and fashion innovativeness and is appropriated to the model.

The following conclusions were derived from the data analysis.

1. Social character has direct effects on clothing conformity, but indirect effects on fashion

information source.
2. Significant interaction between clothing conformity and fashion information source was

found.

3. In a fashion opinion leadership model, social character, clothing conformity, and fashion
information source have significant direct effects on fashion opinion leadership

4. In a fashion innovativeness model, social character and fashion information source have
significant direct effects on fashion innovativeness, and clothing conformity indirect effects
through the fashion information source.

5. The explanatory power (R?) was higher for the fashion opinion leadership model than

for the fashion innovativeness model.
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