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Abstract

The purpose of this study was conducted to improve middle school students’ satisfaction on their uniform to provide
basic information for the wearing condition. on their comfortable uniform. Survey was conducted on 532 boys' and
girls' middle school students in Iksan City. This study analyzed the purchasing factors and modification, fitting evaluation,
and satisfaction of comfortable uniform aspect of students. It was the questionnaire consisted of 18 questions in total.
The results are as follows :

First, boys’ middle school students preferred ‘activity’ among the purchasing factors. Girls’ middle school students
preferred ‘design’ and ‘activity’ among the purchasing factors. Second, in purchasing types, boys’ students bought
the type of cooperative purchasing and the type of the school uniform special shop in girls’ students. Third, 51.0%
of the students interviewed have experienced to modify their uniforms. Since the non fashionable design and non suitable
uniform length caused the students to modify their uniform. Also students did not satisfy the color and design in
their comfortable uniforms. Thus school uniform maker should make that consider movement, color, design, functional
elements and changing students’aesthetic sense
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(Table 1) Frequency of students according to types of middle school and grade

N(%)
Categories . . .
Middle School(boy) Middle School(girls) Total
Grade
Ist 66(12.6) 156(29.8) 222(42.4)
2nd 34(6.5) 105(20.1) 139(26.6)
3rd 68(13.0) 94(18.0) 162(31.0)
Total 168(32.1) 355(67.9) 532(100)
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(Tabe 2) Significant difference school uniform purchase factors according to school types

Categories Middle school(boys) Middle school(girls)
t-value
Factors Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
Brand 3.03 1.09 2.68 091 386
Design 2.36 125 1.93 0.86 398
Fit 227 1.18 2.00 0.83 274"
Fabric 228 1.16 1.97 0.85 312"
Activity 2.09 1.18 1.93 0.86 1.60
Price 233 1.11 2.06 0.91 276"
Management 227 1.16 2.07 0.80 2.08"
A/S 2.38 1.19 2.12 0.82 2,58
*p<.05, *p<0I, ***p<.00]
(Table 3) Significant difference of purchase types according to school types
N(%)
Categories . . .
Purchase types Middle school(boys) Middle school(girls) Total XQ
Cooperative purchase 110(21.0%) 88(16.8%) 198(37.9%)
School uniform shop 49(9.4%) 261(49.9%) 310(59.3%)
Order shop 4(.8%) 3(.6%) 7(1.3%) 93.11™"
etc. 5(1.0%) 3(.6%) 8(1.5%)
Total 168(100.0%) 355(100.0%) 523(100.0%)
i< 001

- 922 -



(Table 4) Significant difference of modification according to the middle school types

N(%)
Categories . . . 9
Modification Middle school(boys) Middle school(girls) Total %
Experienced 72(13.9%) 193(37.1%) 264(51.0%)
modification e e e
No Experienced o N 0 590"
modification 93(18.0%) 161(31.1%) 254(49.0%) .
Total 165(31.9%) 353(68.1%) 518(100%)
*0<.05
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(Table 5) Significant difference of modification and purchase types according to the middle school types

N(%)
Categories Middle school(boys)(n=165) Middle school(girls)(n=353)
. No . .
Experienced Experienced total 9 Experienced  No Experienced total 9
Purchase types modification p' . X modification modification X
modification
Cooperative
23.69 69(41.8Y 108 15.69 1(8.89 8
purchase 39(23.6%) 9(41.8%) 55(15.6%) 31(8.8%) 6
School uniform
<hop 29(17.6%) 20(12.1%) 49 133(37.7%) 128(36.3%) 261
Order shop 2(1.2%) 1(0.8%) 3 797 1(0.3%) 1(0.8%) 3 7.46
etc. 2(1.2%) 3(1.8%) 5 3(0.8%) 0(0.0%) 3
Total 72(43.6%) 93(56.4%) 165 192(54.4%) 161(45.6%) 353
*0<.05
(Tabe 6) Significant difference of fit according to the middle school types
Categories Middle school(boys) Middle school(girls)
t-value
Part of uniform Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
top width 2.82 0.56 2.77 0.69 0.92
top length 2.92 0.58 276 0.78 262"
sleeve width 2.77 0.57 2.92 0.63 -2.68"
sleeve length 2.86 0.51 291 0.60 -1.04
shoulder width 2.88 0.48 2.89 0.52 -0.19
pants width (skirt width) 2.54 0.87 2.58 0.75 -0.50
pants length (skirt length) 2.74 0.73 2.44 0.84 427"
waist circumference 2.67 0.77 2.64 0.64 0.42
*<.05, ¥p<.01l, ***p<.001
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(Table 7) Wearing or not of comfortable uniform according to the middle school types N(%)
Categories . . . 9
. Middle school(boys) Middle school(girls) total X
Wearing or not
wearing comfortable uniform 138(26.4%) 194(37.1%) 332(63.5%)
no wearing comfortable uniform 30(5.7%) 161(30.8%) 19136.5%) 318
total 168(32.1%) 355(67.9%) 523(100%)
k< 00]
(Table 8) Distribution of comfortable uniform types according to the middle school types
Categories ) ) )
. Middle school(boys) Middle school(girls) X2
Comfortable uniform types
/“&iﬁ\
\
<) LD
w v 5(1.5%) 0(0%)
top - 8.59"
< > 132(39.8%) 194(58.4%)
no 1(0.3%) 0(0%)
123(37.0%) 0(0%)
bottom 311.38%%*
8(2.4%) 2(0.6%)
etc. 5(1.5%) 2(0.6%)
no 2(0.6%) 190(57.2%)
*0<.05, *p<.0l, ***p<.00]
AEES ekl e S e s A8 e YeElARE Adolu baiklel] disirs EvbEel AoR
£ AR A7 <Table 9>¢} Zth Yt
dehiEe] 49 ol Wk, Uu WIF Wk ol FIEe] A9 o] W}, U W
b, FHel & HA gk welrh folstk o Al A, ‘o] & b m Felrk Golshk wow
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(Tabe 9) Significant difference of comfortable uniform’s satisfaction according to the middle school types

Categories Middle school(boys) Middle school(girls)
t-value
Satisfactional factor Mean S.D. Mean S.D. v
Good design 2.85 0.94 2.78 0.86 0.72
ood color 2.80 0.94 2.70 0.95 1.00
Too loose to show body shape 291 0.88 3.17 0.82 286"
Comfortable 335 1.07 3.78 0.80 4,05
Fits well 3.10 1.01 3.34 0.87 232
Wrinkle-resistant and easy to manage 3.18 0.67 3.51 0.77 340"
Breathable 3.14 1.01 3.29 0.86 -1.50
Sweat-absorbent and dries fast 3.09 1.04 3.19 091 -0.95
Easy to take on and off 3.26 0.93 3.61 0.82 3647
More economical 2.96 0.84 3.98 0.84 -0.30
Doesn’t reveal underwear 3.30 1.04 3.55 091 232
*0<.05, *p<.01, **p<.001
(Table 10) Wearing times of top's comfortable uniform according to school types
N(%)
Categories ) . . 2
. Middle school(boys) Middle school(girls) Total %
Times
No wearing 27(8.1%) 16(4.8%) 43(13.0%)
1 30(9.0%) 30(9.0%) 60(18.1%)
2 1(0.3%) 24(7.2%) 25(7.5%) "
60.83
3 2(0.6%) 35(10.5%) 37(11.1%)
4 2(0.6%) 18(5.4%) 20(6.0%)
5 76(22.9%) 71(20.8%) 147(43.7%)
Total 138(100%) 194(100%) 332(100%)
**¥p<.001
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