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oS0l st ol FAQl A X|4of thst At F 13t 7, o|AHF Al
2 4of 3t WS A e I% 166.2cm, AlF 43.8kg, 7}5 84.9cm, 3
63.3cm, 490| 86.8cmE YEYTh olE FEHE AUEZE A92A RIA
219t vl W B 20t) 24t oj 9 BEX+ 7)= 158.8cm, AF 52.5kg, 7
82.1cm, &d 64 9cm, 40| 89.3cmE 7= T.4cm WE ¢ & Hog eyt
o R HFE EE AR 8 Tkgolu o AL A& oo A7t Y%y
HEEdE 2.8cm 1 o A& o4HoE 47T FEd: L6em “J%,
ddo| Ed+ 2.5cm 12 H 7—‘1‘3 Ag o)A o R Q7T 9l g0l BTt
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%18 Zeleo WARA B4 @S olgste] FNEE HY T2 o 4FO
2 B7tste AAR|4e 20| S vlmet Aol
o] 1Y ol EZH 9 oM o2 HzetE A4 2ol E A ZH o
gols) & 4 Atk 7] 1,50, 7H5EH 0.580 92 o 2 A&, AF 0.470, 3AE
2 0.340, ¥E0IEH 0.60 O B2 AL oH o2 et A2 Uiy,
Table 1. Statistics of ideal size that is considered by female university students
a1 wg [ mzed | oW | oAxd | A9
7] (cm) 166.2 2.17 10.0 162 172
H%(kg) 498 2.41 10.0 45 55
7taEd (cm) 84.9 2.98 15.0 76 91
&2 (cm) 63.3 2.25 10.0 59 69
] 5‘°]%"-ﬂ cm) 86.8 2.80 12.0 80 92
5 37 Bz M
i o -1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5
7| 158.8 49
|
A% 525 58 <

—

A sl 48 >

37 64.9 4.1 /
7

dde] 893 4.2 /

M : FUEEAY 2uA
DolgH o2 AZEHE ANAS

Figure 1. Mollison's comparison graph for table 1
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Table 2. Statistics of body size that is guessed by female university students,
which might considered by male university students

n=73
g 1wz | m2Ez | 9y 427 | Ho
7] (cm) 165.4 2.23 10.0 160 170
A% (kg) 475 2.21 7.0 45 52
7+4E9 (cm) 86.6 3.13 21.0 76 97
8 &4 (cm) 61.9 1.93 8.0 59 67
g9golEd (cm) 814+ 3.50 21.0 76 97
35 ug RBEua M
- -1.5 -1 ~-0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5
7| 163.5 48 _
AF 508 45 - _\{;’ -
T~
A \
M 824 45 — /\/.
="
#9652 3.2 _,.,,.56:_
dyol 883 49 * -
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Az24E 7] 0.40, 7+ 0.930 T & 0.7
£9 0180 W3 AL AL HEY Holokn 2334k 3 jos Yebget 91 24 2
}2 ¢ o) oahyse 2ol oy 2 Apue gasol o8
Ao st oo AA 247t o w20 s g o 2 AL ooz 4
4 Aolehi 253t

51315\‘-1] 1. 030 %‘%‘°1

_t])u

3.3 AA wEYFol BAstE oA A HA 2+

A dePsol ol oR Yt datie) A A4t B 33 20 24 A4
H "Had2 7] 165.0cm, HF 49.5kg, 7H& 88.4cm, 51!‘»] 63.9cm, 440l
86.7cmoltt, A o] £x5L oM Eo] 223 U E9) ]AHHoi g
Aojete AR 2ok v 2d & of 7lof QlojM: A H|R3t BEE Ko Apol7}
qgen Aga YoluE AR gaiol ow o2 Yzt gyl e

F32) B 2.0kg o A dedd. sheEe s g AAl RSl o
FRLE A7ske AA 247t The Eﬂ 1.8cm, 3 Ee 2.0cm % o 24 ¢
Bt dhE ol Fdle A WSl ol 4N R ARt AA 257t 7
(0.7cm) 27| vebitet, E3 & 3o vehd HIFSL & 19 AHYE 20| |
AR At AA A4 HEs) BH e oY o] oA oE 7t
st 719 Bl 47 (0.8cm) 2A etttk AFH &2, d9ol E4| ¥
2 A vt fo Aol7h Gleh. 22y TtEEH Y IR S A
Alo] BZste o)A AlA| 2|4 3t ‘*i“ ol oML Aztete FHkol
3.5cm B o ZA yepide, 1Y 32 S dAHA BA vy g o 45t
o qetggo] 3t AMAPG A G S0 AL E HZstE AA 4,
a2 of3PYF 2pAlo] o)A o2 HZst: AA 247t 2ol E ul2E Holr},
O|AL 7IEAM)E A3 Al AAx 42 6} & o oS0l FE3ke AR
SO AA e Sol oA o2 Yste A A4 AE HAFE HoE o
Y50l FEst AAR ¢ A3 Ao o FH oz HAstE 2|4 EH*J 23}
= 229 W 2o A wiAEol l*ox—.-‘li Bzshs AAAeE AT
0.30, 32 E2 0.40, ¥POIEH 0.30 9 o}F 24F F=2 A2 A& **328}—

A
O o
A2 Yo 71k 0,30, FHEAE 130 A% 2 A8 o4R0E A7 A
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Table 3. Statistics of ideal female body size that is considered by male u
university students

n=50
g 1wz | mzey | ¥ | Had | Ay
7] (cm) 165.0 1.97 7.0 163 170
H%(kg) 49.5 3.50 17.0 43 60
%4 (cm) 88.4 8.69 47.0 73 120
d5sd (cm) | 639 | 446 | 170 59 76
49o|Sd (em) | 867 | 956 | 55.0 70 125 |

M
-1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 15
7 163.5 48 =
= ./'.—’/
% 50.8 45 '\%?.\
\~.\-\ -
7t 82.4 4.5 ///'/ -
/,./'/ -
dd 652 32 e
\.
Ky
ggo] 883 49 L
D S A& A 2%
— YIS o]migg A7 Aojgte 2334

———— & aj3S 0| ojAlH o 2 Hrbate I*HZIT

— o A EAE) oo R st A A4

Figure 3. Mollison’s comparison graph for table 3

AR Aot gAEAEY ASHE 2 Y A AEA & F 40 Rol+ A
7o Z A 49 F4%42 7] 163.5cm, AF 50.8kg, 7+E 82.4cm, 3
65.2cm, 990l 88.3cmoltt, o] £AEL AYH o2 A(10)9) 5219} vl 2}
£ o 7] 3.4cm o IA U, HFL 3. 8kg, 7}&58 2.9cm, &2 EE
l.4cm o ZA Yeyt, Edt o] 4 %il—t— 5# Z A B2A([2]9 EZE2]9 H]
23 71E 4.7cm o :’711 Uett . A2 1.7kg 32 AA detgd ZHeEd
o s Eele AY i £A1E B Jgo| g REXd vla HHEol
lem 9H2 34 L}E}‘;IE}. 1” 4 IYEZE AYEIAY EE2]9 A5 Al
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AR 2e) 42418 Belae] PABR A HlDYS ol g3t vl Ho2 N2
ARZ4E 7] 0.960 THF 2A Uty 7t delsdle 22 0.060 359 &
23 2ol & Bt AL 0.30 12 970l FdlE 0.230 TF FA vebitn
Table 4. Statistics of actual body size that is obtained from female
university students
n=73
g B¢ | Bzmy | #Y a1 | Hoy
7] (cm) 163.5 4.83 27.0 150 177
% A5 (kg) 50.8 4.50 22.0 42 64
458 (cm) 82.4 4.53 23.0 ! 94
delgd (cm) 65.2 3.20 12.0 59 71
ddolEd (cm) 88.3 4,94 22.0 75 97
e ¢ REEA
M
-15 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 15
7 158.8 49
A% 52.5 5.8 \
7 82.1 48
Lk 64.9 4.7
g9 893 4.2
M SUEE AY 214
— oSG A2 AAA S
Figure 4. Mollison' s comparison graph for table 4
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ABSTRACT

A Study on the Difference between Actual and Ideal Body Size
That is Considered by Female University Students

Choi, In-Ryu* - Bang, Hey-Kyong**
* Dept. of Textiles and
Clothing, SungShin Women' s
Univ., Professor
** Dept, of Textiles and All people think that their apparence which may be evaluated by someone is a very important
Clothing, SungShin Women' s

Univ. Lecaer thing. Especially, this trend is more important to women. The objective of this study is to

compare and analyze the data of ideal and real body size which are obtained from female
university students. Also, in order to find the difference of view of point between men and
women, some data are obtained from male university students. The data are collected by the
five typical parts on body such as height, weight, circumferences of chest, waist, and buttock.
the samples for this study are randomly chosen from the universities in Seoul and Kangnung
during three months (1999. 9~1999. 11).

According to many researches, there is a strong relationship between cloth and appearance.

The result of this study will play an important role not only for clothing psychology but also
clothing marketing.
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