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Abstract

The purpose of this research was to investigate the difference in fabric preference of formal wear
attire between the Korean and American female consumers, For such purpose, fabrics which were used in
the women’s formal wear market of Korea(n=25) and US.A.(n=25) in the 1999 spring/summer season
were collected from different fabric converters of the two countries. The respondents were comprised of
50 Korean and 50 US.A. female volunteers in the age group of 20s and 40s. A 5 point Likert Scale was
used to evaluate the degree of the “like” preference of fabrics, T—test and Spearman’s rho statistics were
conducted for data analysis, The followings are the results,

1. Korean 20s and American 20s preferred Korean fabrics but Korean 40s and American 40s preferred
US.A. fabrics.

2. Generally, the 20s preferred greyish or tone down color, whereas the 40s preferred both greyish and
colorful fabrics,

3. Koreans preferred melange colored fabrics as well as solid color fabrics.

4. Americans liked knit fabrics as well as woven fabrics for formal wear and 20s liked compact density
fabrics compared to the 40s age group.

Key words: formal wear fabrics, Korean - American, fabric preference, fabric characteristics;
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Table 1, Types of Fiber Mixture among Korea and US.A. Fabrics

Fiber wool + polyester + | rayon+ nylon + cotton + silk + Linen/ spandex
Country other other other other other other Ramie + included
Korea 16(64)* 10(40) 12(48) 7(28) 5(20) 0 0 6(24)
US.A. 4(16) 14(56) 7(28) 5(20) 6(24) 4(16) 0
*number in () is the percentiles,
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Table 2. Result of T—Test on the Physical Properties of Korea and USA, Fabrics
tatistics Fabric N Mean S@@d ¢ it sig!
Property Group Deviation

Korea 25 1.6992 0,5741

Wei ) ’ —2.042 48 0.047*
eight(g) USA. 25 1.9960 0.4450
K 25 0.3829 0.3829

Thickness(mm), orea —0.,516 48 0.608
USA. 25 0.4029 0,4029
Korea 25 201.88 100.33

Fabric Densi 4.200 48 000"
abric Density USA. 25 111.32 3948

yalues with *are significant at ¢=0.05
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Table 3. Color Characteristics of Korea and USA. Fabrics
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Fig, 1. Chromaticity Diagram of Korea Fabrics
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Fig, 2. Chromaticity Diagram of US.A, Fabrics
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Table 4, Mean Differences and the Rank Comparisons of the “Like” Preference between different age groups

within Koreans and Americans

Population |Fabric Group T—Test Spearman’s rho
Compared Compared Mean Difference t df sig! rho sig.
All —0.156 1.765 49 0.084 0162 0.260
Korean 20s/ -
Korea 0.044 0.369 24 0715 0,435 0.030
Korean 40s
USA. —0.357 —1752 24 0,092 —0.0563 0.801
. All —0.2865 —2.862 49 0.006™ -0.177 0.219
American 20s/ - .
. Korea 0.295 3.048 24 0.006 0.420 0,036
American 40s =
USA. —0.868 —4.348 24 0.000 —0.292 0.157

*: significant at @=0.05, *: significant at =001
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Table 5, Mean Differences and the Rank Comparisons of the “Like” Preference between Koreans and Americans

Population |Fabric Group T —Test Spearman’s rho
Compared Compared Mean Difference t df sig.! rho sig.
Korean 208/ All —0.552 —3.653 49 0.001* 0.270 0.058
Amrerican 20 Korea only —0.923 —4.390 24 0.000™ —0.136 0.518

US.A. only ~0.180 —0.932 24 0.361 0.481 0.015%
All —0.682 —5.121 49 0.000™ —0.299 0,035
Korean 40s/ -
American 40 Korea only —0.673 —3.547 24 0.002 —0.224 0.282
US.A. only —-0.691 —3.621 24 0.001™ ~0,566 0.003"

™
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Table 6. Mean Differences and the Rank Comparisons of the “Like” Preference between Korea and USA,
fabrics in each population group

Population {Fabric Group T—Test Spearman’s rho
Compared Compared Mean Difference t! df sig.2 rho sig.
Korean 20s |Korea/US.A. 0.064 0.271 48 0.787 0.025 0.904
Korean 40s |Korea/US.A.| —0.337 —1.697 48 0,096 —0,290 0,160
American 20s |Korea/U.S.A. 0.807 4,379 34.979 0.000™ —0.011 0.957
American 40s |Korea/USA.| 0355 —3.091 48 0.003* 0.053 0.803

it values for either equal or unequal variances have been selected based on the F test.

o*

7*: significant at ¢=0.05, ™: significant at =001
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Table 7. Ranks of Mean “Like” Scores of Different Respondent Groups
K(#): Korean Fabric U(®): US.A. Fabric Fab#: Fabric Number
Population | Korean | American A's 40 Korean 20s {American Z(Ysl Korean 40's | American 40
Rank K UFaK UFa# K UFRMK UFa{ K UFa# K UFa K U Faf K U Fabt
10 * 35 @® 14 @ @® 24| e 48| & 20| e 35| e 28
9 > 49 @® 46 K @® 18| e 4| @ 8| & 32 @® 42
8 * 8| e KZER 2 @® 41| e 28 @® 10 @® 15 @ 45
7 @ 17 e 18| & @ 46| @ 32 & 4 @® 40 @ 47
Highest 10 6 * 22 @® 10| e ® 30 ® 5|e 448 & 2| & 25
5 @® 19| e 45| & @® 40 @® 19| e 26| & 49 @ 46
4 @ 4| e 3H| e @® 17 @® 23| e 35 @® 4 @® 4
3 L 4 32| e 8 @ @ 4T e 1| e 22 @ 30 @ 31
2 L 2 2 @® 50 @ @® 15 ¢ 2 @ 50 @® 17 @® 14
1 @ 43 @® 3| e @ 31 @® 43| @ 34 @® 27 @® 15

Table 8, Number of Responses in the Subjective Response Categories

W Korean 20s(N) Korean 40s(N) | American 20s(N) | American 40s(N)
Response Type
Color 21 16 24 24
Texture 18 14 7 14
Function/Physics 28 19 H 21
Luster 1 1 1 0
Structure 5 0 0 1
Pattern 2 3 8 2
Mood 14 16 4 8
A71E FLAIBIE doem Rege A7 7tE7te T FA0ATHE A=), o9 e NS o
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£ vxd A Fig 33 2o st} v)=e] 20t
FE T srkE EFA Ade ddg HE

— 224 —



Vol. 25, No. 2(2001)

Table 9, Group Differences for Different Fabric Characteristics

Population Compared Physical Characteristics t df sig.!
Weight 0.322 9 0.755
Korean 20s . g
. Thickness 0.784 9 0,453
/American 20s .
Density —1.041 9 0.325
Weight —1.287 9 0.230
Korean 40s . ®
. Thickness —1.057 9 0.318
/American 40s .
Density 0.654 9 0.530
sigod, Ao R g= v e oAl Atk
2 O Ay dHES AIFS 2 5 9
Korean 20s Korean 40s
0.9 0.9
0.8 * Korean 20s 0.8 * Korean 40s
0.7 0.7
0.6 0.6
0.5 0.5
0.4 \ 0.4
0.3 0.3
0.2 0.2
0.1 0.1
0 b 0
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09
American 20s American 40s
0.9 0.9
0.8 * American 20s 0.8 * American 40s
0.7 0.7
0.6 0.6
0.5 0.5
0.4 0.4
0.3 0.3
0.2 0.2
0.1 0.1
0 0
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09

Fig, 3. Chromaticity Diagram of the most 10 “Liked” Fabrics across Different Population Group
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