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The Effects of Preferred Images of School
Uniform and Free Clothing on Preferred Images
of Hair among High School Girls

Younghee Park-Sookyoung Choi’
Dept. of Fashion & Clothing, Kyungnam University

Abstract

The purpose of this study is to investigate the effects of preferred images
of school uniform and free clothing on preferred images of hair among
high school girls. The data were collected between November and
December 2014 from 300 high school girls in their's, living in Changwon
province. The data have been analyzed by using SPSS program. The
methods of factor analysis, reliability analysis, and multiple regression have
been adopted for the data analysis. The results of this study are as
followings: The factors of preferred images of school uniform consist of
six dimensions of attention, neatness, vividness, visibility, practicality, and
trend. The factors of preferred images of free clothing consist of six
dimensions of neatness, practicality, attention, vividness, visibility, and
trend. The factors of preferred images of hair consist of six dimensions of
concentration of attention, convenience, elegance, attention, trend, and
cuteness. Preferred images of school uniform and free clothing resulted in
a correlation with preferred images of hair. Preferred images of school
uniform and free clothing had an influence on preferred image of hair. It
is highly expected that this study is used as the wuseful sources of
marketing plans of fashion industries targeting high school girls.
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Table 1. The Factors of Preferred Images of School Uniform
. . . Pct of Var Cum Pct Reliability
Factor Question Factor Loading Eigenvalue (%) (%) Coefficient
Refined 848
Stylish .804
attention Sensuous 792 3.457 14.404 14.404 876
Attractive 729
Luxurious 692
Decent 877
Polite 827
Neatness Clean 780 3.280 13.667 28.071 .866
Diligent 718
Responsible 599
Cheerful 837
Vividness Animated 808 3246 13.523 41595 873
Bright 759
Cute 709
Notable .898
. Distinctive 853
personality 2.882 12.009 53.604 .856
Showy 79
Individual 602
Practical 853
Practicality Comfortable 811 2.806 11.694 65.298 840
Easy .809
Active 655
Trend Fashionable 857 1.748 7.284 72.581 799
Popular 838
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Table 2. The Factors of Preferred Images of Free Clothing
Factor Question Factor Loading Eigenvalue Pet (co)/:‘,)Var Cu(r:n/o)P @ CT:E?ciilti:r{t
Diligent 788
Polite 763
Neatness Decent 753 3.231 13.462 13.462 .836
Responsible 697
Clean .550
Long Wearable .837
Practical 835
Practicality Comfortable 799 3.179 13.247 26.709 .832
Active 678
Easy .605
Refined .798
Sensuous 791
attention Attractive 742 3.126 13.025 39.735 .856
Stylish .695
Luxurious .608
Cheerful 847
Animated 834
Vividness 3.043 12.678 52.413 874
Bright .765
Cute .673
Notable 828
Visibility Distinctive 811 2.560 10.667 63.080 847
Showy .808
Fashionable 874
Trend 1.843 7.681 70.762 .840
Popular .856
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Table 3. The Factors of Preferred Images of Hair
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Qutstanding .896
Notable .881
Distinctive .861

Attention Showy 834 4998 19.992 19.992 .924
Individual .823
Active .709
Positive .637
Convenient .848
Decent 793
Soft 751

Convenience Displayable 746 4.496 17.985 37.977 894
Easy 738
Natural 736
Clean 710
Gracious .839

Elegance Elegant 834 2777 11.108 49.085 905
Refined 783
Attractive 725
Sensuous 719

attention - 2.434 9.735 58.821 .869
Stylish 545
Pure .543
Fashionable 875

Trend 2.19% 8.785 67.606 910
Popular .839
Cute .869

Cuteness 2.129 8.514 76.120 .905
Cheerful .862
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Table 4. The Correlation of Preferred Images between School Uniform and Hair
Preferred Images of School Uniform
attention Neatness Vividness personality Practicality Trend
Attention 2317 - 147" 129" .340™ -.015 217
Convenience 239" 396" 044 -.076 216" .053
Preferred Elegance 433" 166" 256 175" 067 2317
Images of
Hair attention 474" 1257 296" 214" 142" 258"
Trend 199 .004 210™ 146" .045 357
Cuteness 263" 1417 506™ 217 077 220"
*¢.05, .01
Table 5. The Correlation of Preferred Images between Free Clothing and Hair
Preferred Images of Free Clothing
Neatness Practicality attention Vividness Visibility Trend
Attention .001 -.008 1707 203 454 1247
Convenience 344 388" 240" .099 -.069 .052
Preferred Elegance 299" 089 399" 318" 209" 179"
Images of Hair| i ention 240" 200" 493" 390" 290" 216"
Trend 128" 105 201 3177 1927 401
Cuteness 153" 128" 235" 609" 333" .208™

€05, 7<.01
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Table 6. The Effect of Preferred Images of School Uniform on Preferred Images of Hair

. Independent 7
Dependent Variables Variables B B t F R
Personality 275 274 4977
Attention Neatness -.297 -.233 -4.1217 22.026" 182
attention 290 239 4.028""
Neatness 403 409 7.005™
Convenience Vividness -.150 -.189 -3.147 23.812"" 194
Preferred attention 162 A71 2.898"™
Images of
Hair Elegance attention 581 433 8.289™" 68.706"" 187
attention 468 424 7.6017"
attention 45,984 236
Vividness 110 119 2.123"
Trend 404 323 5.726™"
Trend 23.984" 139
Vividness 137 114 2.012"
Cuteness Vividness 647 .506 10.115™" 102.315"™ .256
*¢.05, 7<.01, ™<.001
)z Aoz vyttt 294 olu|A|e] J&FE mAle ol E E=gPHsE dlo] FPEAL AAG A
nE Azouz= gy omAE UElyth miEA o] Table 73+ Zro] Uetdth. dlo] Azoln|z] & FMF
Hjzje] FE mAlE & Asou|zE migAat I Aol G A= AEE ASon|Ale PAHLR
Aoz yEper, of F miEAo] ¥ F gL vAle eyttt "Heldo 9% vAE AEE AsomAs A
Aoz Vet f34d0l dFe mAe nE Hdsol| €A 944 XA a8l mjEAer yEhton o]
Ae g Fgdor yehgon, of & §34°] ¢ Z Ag4o] 7Kg A 4TS W ouA & vreRTh
A FFS A Ao YEth Aol 3% | Z940] 9 2= 2R Asolu e oj2igat
A 2% AgoluAe wagoR et Yo vepton ofF wEdel o & 9T uA|
o|dat Zo] W& M3olu|z]7} o] AT ofm]|z]e] H] £ Ao ettt migel 9ke nXle A 4S
A= ke BAR Av mRel w4 oluA: o] olulAL Wi ga wegon vepton] ol ujeiAo]
olulz] F F9] [T Aol A= ARtEA FF o & 9T vAEs AoE yepgth s JFS
AT e o 4 Qolek dlo] olulA F BT U ml A48 dsolul SaAi wegoR ek
FAol= BF wj2go] 7P & 9FE nHeEA oF om o] Aol ¢l A 9L nA= Ao Vet
9] olmz|7} sllo] ofm|A YIS HHH=s AL & 4 9 dth AGA 9GS mAe ALE MTomAe dd
ek, slolAEte(Kim & Ha, 2011) 1 Atge] o]a]7) A3k 9oz ehton] oF wetde] o A4 A%
2 Fsted APHOR GFS UAL 8910 do] 2 wHe oz Uehyr)
AT oluRE wlg Asolnz|et AAEE oelst 4 9l oAtT} Zro] ZRgE AlSolu|z]7} o] AToln]|zx]e
ot AE GRS AT At olnlA: slefolu] x|l @A
g5 olu]|z] <] /91wl A= ARt
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Table 7. The Effect of Preferred Images of Free Clothing on Preferred Images of Hair

Dependent Variables Independent Variables B B t F R?
Attention Visibility 449 454 8.799™" 77.423™ 206
Practicality 324 297 5.282™"
Neatness 184 175 2.809™
Convenience 20.882"" 221
Visibility =119 -.155 -2.849™
attention 140 145 2.369"
attention 445 324 5718
Preferred Elegance 34,925 .190
Images of Vividness 216 192 3.384™
Hair
attention 453 402 7.556"""
attention 60.296™"" .289
Vividness 216 233 4.392"
attention 426 341 6.382"""
Trend 39.243" 209
Vividness 273 227 4239
Vividness 829 650 13.074™
Cuteness 91.060™" .380
Neatness =175 -.104 -2.085"
*¢.05, <01, ™<.001
o] oo AT thgAdo] Mz AputE ) A dider wE Agomz|et glof Hzoln]z]
nz= Aoz Ughdoax slo] oluz Azol 2 a3 AeE Adoon|A|et sjof Aeolw]Aoke] A
olu|z)7} JFL ujHT e meots 2~ 919l AE AnE An tay A
S TAES W% Hzolux|et slo] Hzolm|xete] 4
v.#E B B4 2x 12 Agolud] F ujEde de] 4
Zolmz] 6749 AaolmA|et FH ATTAE EHch
2 ARAL ouge thate g 50| ATsHe wE, G2 sllo] Azou|z] F 9 FFAETe £ AT
g2 97 Ho] AsoluAE & F 18 Hsol wAZ, B, B, 4 1en AedTs 3
n|z|¢} sllo] ATo|nx], AgE HAToln|z|¢} slo] AL AERTAE Bt TEAEL Flo] dzelnr] & 9] J
olmz|ete] JAE Hold, wEY AE&E 2] =4, B4, WA, 94 a9 AT FF AT
7} dllo] Azom|A]o] mlx]& W] ol =f TAE Hlow, WAL slo] omA] & 9] HFA,
ok 1 23 vhgat 22 ZES A5 4 9 ZoA, miEA, a4, 181 AGAT A ARHAE
ANYES] i, A&E, I8 Flo] Azoln|z]e] of Holoy, AgAL dlo] omlx] & w2y, wigddat A4
o a12AS AASE it =% 6749] aglo] kE Hgl AIBAE, 342 dllo] oA F Fo| AT, B¢
PE gsolnAL v, Ay, W A, i, S84 2T AGAT 3A AneAg B
o
AA

A A AR AdgemA] F BAA omA= dof 4
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