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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to identify and compare the dimensions and patterns of the perception of traditional food
for Koreans living in Yanbian, Mongolia and Uzbekistan. ltems representing the perception of traditional food were
combined into a dimension and a pattern based on underlying perception of the Koreans living in the area. Any difference

in the perception of the Koreans living in these areas likely reflects their different dimensions and patterns. Thus, it is
important to determine if Koreans living in Yanbian, Mongolia and Uzbekistan should be treated as a homogeneous group
when defining their perceptional structure of traditional food. Factor and cluster analysis of the data generated in this study
revealed two different dimensions and patterns for each group of Koreans living in Yanbian, Mongolia and Uzbekistan.
However, the structure of the dimensions and patterns of the perception of traditional food differed, indicating that Koreans
within and between the countries are not a homogeneous group. Similarities and differences in perceptional dimensions and

patterns among Yanbian, Mongolian and Uzbekistan-Koreans are also discussed. Moreover, future implications for food and
nutrition specialists, especially for those who have an interest in Korean traditional food in Asia and those who have an

interest in globalization of Korean traditional food are provided.

Key Words: perception of traditional food, Yanbian-Koreans, Mongolian-Koreans, Uzbekistan-Koreans
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<Table 1> Characteristics of the Sample N(%)/M(SD)
Variabl Cateeori Yanbian Koreans Mongolian Koreans Uzbekistan Koreans
ariables ategories N (%) N (%) N (%)
Below 29 25(12.6) 48 (15.9) 73 (11.5)
30~39 57 (28.7) 84 (27.7) 93 (14.7)
Age 40-49 56 (28.3) 105 (34.4) 235 (37.1)
50-99 25 (12.3) 34 (11.1) 136 (21.5)
Higher than 60 37 (18.8) 3 (10.8) 97 (15.3)
Elementary school 41 (20.4) 29 (9.8) 91 (14.9)
Educari Junior high school 80 (39.8) 110 (37.3) 113 (18.5)
ueation High school 51 (25.6) 101 (34.2) 116 (19.0)
More than college 28 (14.2) 55 (18.7) 292 (47.8)
. Nuclear family 182 (91.2) 237 (77.7) 532 (84.3)
Family type Extended family 18 (8.8) 68 (22.2) 99 (15.7)
Family size Mean size (std. dev.) 3.3 (1.1) 39(1.2) 3.7 (1.2)
Years of marriage Mean years (std. dev.) 20.7 (13.3) 18.5(9.2) 20.1 (10.8)
Total Number 200 305 634
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<Table 2> Results of Factor Analysis: Yanbian Koreans

Items Tradition oriented Modern oriented

Perception of table arrangement for Korean traditional food 0.857

Perception of Korean traditional food 0.816

Assessment of comparing traditional food with foreign food 0.494

Perception of succession to Korean traditional food 0.662
Impact of Korean traditional food on health 0.602
Need for development of Korean traditional food 0.581
Intention of using Korean traditional food 0.463
Eigenvalue 2.16 1.13
% of Variance 29.53 25.34
Total variance 29.53 54.87
Cronbach’s o 0.63 0.51

<Table 3> Results of Factor Analysis: Mongolian Koreans

[tems Tradition oriented Modern oriented
Perception of table arrangement for Korean traditional food 0.759
Perception of Korean traditional food 0.738
Impact of Korean traditional food on health 0.732
Assessment of comparing traditional food with foreign food 0.629
Perception of succession to Korean traditional food 0.592
Need for development of Korean traditional food 0.769
Intention of using Korean traditional food 0.716
Eigenvalue 2.52 1.14
% of Variance 46.06 26.25
Total variance 46.06 72.31

Cronbach’s o

0.72 0.67
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<Table 4> Results of Factor Analysis: Uzbekistan Koreans

Items Tradition oriented Modern oriented
Perception of Korean traditional food 0.805
Perception of table arrangement for Korean traditional food 0.795
Intention of using Korean traditional food 0.484
Perception of succession to Korean traditional food 0.458
Impact of Korean traditional food on health 0.802
Need for development of Korean traditional food 0.627
Assessment of comparing traditional food with foreign food 0.526
Eigenvalue 1.65 1.43
% of Variance 33.56 30.44
Total variance 33.56 64.00
Cronbach’s o 0.62 0.52

<Table 5> Results of Cluster Analysis: Yanbian Koreans

Items Cluster 1 Cluster 2
Perception of table arrangement for Korean traditional food 4 3
Perception of Korean traditional food 3 3
Assessment of comparing traditional food with foreign food 4 4
Perception of succession to Korean traditional food 3 3
Impact of Korean traditional food on health 4 3
Need for development of Korean traditional food 5 4
Intention of using Korean traditional food 4 3
Number of cases 103 97
Percent of cases 51.5 48.5
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<Table 6> Results of Variance Analysis: Yanbian Koreans

Items Mean square F ratio

Perception of Korean traditional food 15.93 49.33%*+*
Perception of table arrangement for Korean traditional food 27.31 62.78***
Assessment of comparing traditional food with foreign food 14.13 43.16***
Impact of Korean traditional food on health 61.75 174.05%+*
Perception of succession to Korean traditional food 2.23 7.65%*
Need for development of Korean traditional food 2.85 6.62**

Intention of using Korean traditional food 6.18 12,51

*p<0.05 **p<0.01 **p<0.001

<Table 7> Results of Cluster Analysis: Mongolian Koreans

Items Cluster 1 Cluster 2
Perception of table arrangement for Korean traditional food 3 2
Perception of Korean traditional food 3 2
Assessment of comparing traditional food with foreign food 4 3
Perception of succession to Korean traditional food 4 3
Impact of Korean traditional food on health 4 3
Need for development of Korean traditional food 4 3
Intention of using Korean traditional food 3 3
Number of cases 221 84
Percent of cases 72.5 27.5
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<Table 8> Results of Variance Analysis: Mongolian Koreans

Items Mean square F ratio
Perception of Korean traditional food 51.95 86.56™*
Perception of table arrangement for Korean traditional food 45.37 76.127%%*
Assessment of comparing traditional food with foreign food 59.02 87.32%**
Impact of Korean traditional food on health 70.80 111.69**
Perception of succession to Korean traditional food 68.41 98.51%**
Need for development of Korean traditional food 58.84 34.28%**
Intention of using Korean traditional food 3.32 3.66*

*p<0.05 **p<0.01 **p<0.001

<Table 9> Results of Cluster Analysis: Uzbekistan Koreans

Items Cluster 1 Cluster 2
Perception of Korean traditional food 4 3
Perception of table arrangement for Korean traditional food 4 3
Perception of succession to Korean traditional food 5 4
Impact of Korean traditional food on health 4 4
Need for development of Korean traditional food 2 4
Assessment of comparing traditional food with foreign food 4 4
Intention of using Korean traditional food 4 4
Number of cases 350 262
Percent of cases 57.2 42.8

<Table 10> Results of Variance Analysis: Uzbekistan Koreans

Items Mean square F ratio
Perception of Korean traditional food 55.28 53.67***
Perception of table arrangement for Korean traditional food 99.08 63.95%**
Assessment of comparing traditional food with foreign food 14.20 16.89**
Impact of Korean traditional food on health 26.21 31727
Perception of succession to Korean traditional food 49.12 55.59***
Need for development of Korean traditional food 15.06 15.71%*
Intention of using Korean traditional food 17.91 26.90**

*p<0.05 **p<0.01 **p<0.001
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<Table 11> Comparison of Perceptional Dimensions among Yanbian, Mongolian, and Uzbekistan-Koreans

Items Yanbian Koreans Mongolian Koreans Uzbekistan Koreans
Perception of KTF (Korean traditional food) F1(.82) F1(.74) F1(.80)
Perception of table arrangement for KTF F1(.86) F1(.76) F1(.81)
Perception of succession to KTF F2(.66) F1(.59) F1(.46)
Impact of KTF on health F2(.60) F1(.73) F2(.80)
Need for development of KTF F2(.58) F2(.77) F2(.63)
Assess. of comparing KTF w. foreign food F1(.50) F1(.63) F2(.53)
Intention of using KTF F2(.46) F2(.72) F1(.48)

F1=Tradition oriented, F2=Modern oriented

<Table 12> Comparison of Perceptional Pattern Types among Yanbian, Mongolian, and Uzbekistan-Koreans

I Yanbian Koreans Mongolian Koreans Uzbekistan Koreans
T

ems Clusterl Cluster2 Clusterl Cluster2 Cluster1 Cluster2
Perception of KTF (Korean traditional food) 4 3 3 2 4 3
Perception of table arrangement for KTF 3 3 2 4 3
Perception of succession to KTF 4 4 4 3 5 4
Impact of KTF on health 3 3 4 3 4 4
Need for development of KTF 4 3 4 3 2 4
Assess. of comparing KTF with foreign food 5 4 4 3 4 4
Intention of using KTF 4 3 3 3 4 4
Number of cases 103 97 221 84 350 262
Percent of cases 51.5 48.5 72.5 27.5 57.2 42.8
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