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Evaluation of Texture Image and Preference to Men’s Suit Fabrics
according to Mechanical Properties, Hand and Fabric Information of Wool
Blended Fabrics
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Abstract

In this study, differences of texture image and preference for men’s suit fabrics according to mechanical properties,
hand and fabric information were investigated. 55 subjects evaluated texture image and preference of 12 kinds of wool
blended fabrics. For statistical analysis, t-test and pearson correlation coefficients were used. The results were as follows:
Most of mechanical properties effected on texture images, and bending property and shearing property were effected
on tactile preference and purchasing preference. For hand, objective hand values showed correlations with subjective
texture images and preferences, but THV had almost no correlations. In sensory images according to presence of fabric
information, fabrics were evaluated thinner, lighter, more pliable and smooth by cognition of wool blending ratio.
For sensibility images, fabrics were evaluated more refined, intellectual, dignified and less practicable after recognize
of wool blending ratio. In preferences, tactile preference was increased and purchasing preference was decreased after

recognize fabric information. Therefore, significant differences of texture image and preference were observed according
to presence of fabric information.
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Qo] g 2AEE dRE BAEe FitonA] ¢
Az wo] gigh AYAT-Eo] o]FojHon, JA3h Ux,
Gl =dlo]=3t Fol gFF 8lo= vERd vl 9l
th.(Bae & Kim, 2003; Ju & Ryu, 2004; Ko & Kim,
2002; Ko et al, 2003; Roh & Ryu, 2005; Ryu et al.,
2002)

Y AR FE AES g shof o]l
=g, A8y 9 F34 Ad%7KKim & Park, 2006;
Kim & Park, 2007)2} of=eo] &-8-87 27t a9le] #-
do] AT-HAILJu & Ryu, 2005), & HE 2Afo] A
o sl A 54 B 23 g Aol Ar) Be
G MAE ZeR YERGTHIu, 2005; Roh & Ryu,
2007b; Roh & Kim, 2008).

2 AES o r g At et ZejozE

SNAE] H 2 WA 58 FEAEA Y] Mswe|
A5t I7H(Kim & Lee, 1996)0l14] 9= 80% /Z2]of| 2|
2 20% %522 silky, smooth, soft®] 742 Wil 7} Al
SEE Zlog Yepyth B 3 A& Fito|n#]
AE ol F3 A BA ko], 2o 8 A=
To} Aol B A Eo] Wol AMEE e weEt
olgfgt FAlo digh Aol FoAo] Atkar Azt

2ol T84 7Htolu B T Hh Alel| A& &
23 olelel the ofg] a9lo] L w|RItke AT AHE
T vk Agbolm| A tigh ¥3F 8jloz Hr} whHo
zo)E @5 ATEEA Ko et al.(2003) RAES =
BT NS ARgshe] b Ale] 34 7Hzte] Aol
A5, Lee & Kim(2004)e o)5F Al 34
o B F7F o2 A - E7F, £7F, A7 WHE v
St A, Aegta) @z veldle J-8ARIA Al 3
Atolell f2ofgh zfo|7} AL, AlZF Hrh=s T T W
o] H71x|e} Froldt ZfolE YERN ST Yi et al.(2009)
ANZY} EZtol] o3k A5 HRke] xjole} HEtH] el o
g st An, wjgch e} AEEc = fofgh 2ol
7} Sk &, Kim & Kim(2004)2 7] 2&2] A9}
HIAA] Bl e AR ZEe] &7 HrhE vwdt 4
¥, FHA e fARE 23S Jepdidloy 7 AE
< ArBRE 7ol Aa7F Aol FHAR] 2A4E =Y
2= gtk shgdeh mst, Kim(1999, 2000y Z|&2o] S35
2 ° J7F Al FriRke] A3, R, el wEr B 3
7126l zfo|7b e ¥hel ub ok

o]9} o] A &o] F= Agte] Hr} Aol H7} W,

2 AN W 2 G B 5 AE 54 olsle] g

%)

ro
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sle], QEMAL o] 83 ARAES HEHE 4YFT)
F BA=o} S AlFo sk #ilo] HEE AL
Aol e Q4] 3FH(Choi, 2012), 18~214e] Zn]=}
E2 12390 Al R 2 AR B (visual image)E 7}
Fa3H AZyetal, B2E A AHZE A 54
A Az A, AEr e B, AR &8 o
Hl 7] A2 yesithLee et al. 2012). 2
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A gzl A, F4, 714 oo g aAlEkal A7k,
o|FF FulAl Al gt Z1d) Hele FA BEo] 2
717 ke, B2 A, A=A, 4, SAA
= 7|olekItHNa et al, 2011). wWabA 2 gRE=
22kl 9 e xalel vl Al ZH|RpEL] QA Aol T2
St TS T 5 L, ofFe A9 Al A JH, 53] &
Ae] A &85 HBO| fio wt diteln]x] B A3
T gEbd 4 vk AzbE) wEbA] A AR o
Agtoln|A|e} M =g HHEo2A FFE 24 7
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712 ARE AT 5 UL Aotk
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1. A2

Ao ARRH AlE= AHE(Kim & Na, 2011)2} 535}
Al B A EHEo] et Al A8 oRaAE
o] g3qlrt. AEe] Mg FAM O R, B AL FHO
2 Fdsta AHEe 542K FAE A 5471
(thickness gauge)S Al&35}e] 10°mm7}HA] ZA35FA(KS
K 0506), A= Axp1e-g ALgate] A=l 2AS 107
7] ZA4EFA 0 H(KS K 0514), W= 215 B 73 (pick
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ZZo[o|x|et M= "I} 3

glass)& o|-83to] T WA AAle} oA &5 54
SHoich. 2] 542 <Table 1>7) 2tk &, ZEo] o3}
 E49 KES-FB system(KATO TECH)Z o]-83}e] ¢l

(Table 1) Characteristics of fabrics

<Table 2>¢} &

F9 54 2 FAs S| 1632

sl 2t

ko=

th. E=¢F, KES-FBE F3ll ¥ o3k =

specimen fiber thickness weight density weave color attern
No. contents(%) (mm) (mg/cm) (warpxweft/in?) p
1 W 100 0.36 12.60 108 X 72 twill gray plain
2 W 100 0.41 14.68 108 X 96 twill gray stripe
3 W 100 0.44 15.47 110X 96 twill gray herringbone
4 W80/P20 0.45 17.86 88 X 84 twill gray plain
5 W80/P20 0.41 14.77 84 X 88 twill gray stripe
6 W80/P20 0.44 14.14 96 X 88 twill gray herringbone
7 W70/P30 0.41 13.44 88X 72 twill gray plain
8 W70/P30 0.54 17.24 84 X 64 twill gray stripe
9 W70/P30 0.33 12.36 112X 124 twill gray herringbone
10 W50/P50 0.39 15.18 76 X 96 twill gray plain
11 W50/P50 0.42 13.88 72 X 64 twill black stripe
12 W50/P50 0.38 15.45 76 X 80 twill navy herringbone
W: wool, P: polyester
(Table 2) Mechanical properties of fabrics
Tensile properties Shearing properties Bending Compression properties Surface
prop & Prop properties p prop properties
Mechapical wC
properties LT WT RT EMT
] ) G 2HG 2HG5 B 2HB (gfem/c MIU MMD SMD
specimen () (gffenr) (%) (%) ) 2 (%)
m
1 0.659 12.525 5724 7.565 0.475 0.480 1.080 0.037 0.014 0.306 0.097 41.24 0.181 0.021 4.938
2 0.618 11.250 64.815 7.285 0.490 0.380 0.905 0.056 0.013 0.334 0.112 56.25 0.198 0.020 3.558
3 0.610 18.650 59.205 12.005 0.500 0.280 0.800 0.050 0.011 0.304 0.102 48.04 0.203 0.016 3.120
4 0.677 13.100 60.600 7.775 0.665 0.500 1.340 0.073 0.020 0.322 0.104 52.88 0.175 0.013 2.518
5 0.732 10.800 56.360 5.920 0.545 0.405 1.050 0.047 0.011 0.321 0.094 5532 0.175 0.020 2.610
6 0.677 13.775 57.825 8.175 0.495 0.390 0.965 0.054 0.012 0.295 0.101 5545 0.174 0.023 3.670
7 0.774 9.600 61.795 4.990 0.670 0.490 1.465 0.051 0.019 0.236 0.079 37.97 0.161 0.019 3.873
8 0.729 7.450 63.845 4.095 0.585 0.940 1.840 0.089 0.031 0.397 0.136 3897 0.206 0.028 7.088
9 0.758 8.350 61.330 4.405 0.655 0.565 1.790 0.047 0.015 0.236 0.059 30.51 0.163 0.016 2.530
10 0.785 8300 58.990 4.270 0.49 0.500 1.190 0.069 0.024 0.327 0.094 46.81 0.174 0.017 7.485
11 0.679 8.050 66.110 4.710 0.820 0.950 2.375 0.061 0.022 0.318 0.109 4037 0.168 0.027 7.795
12 0.738 9.650 61.575 5.230 0.900 1.115 2.63 0.078 0.031 0.318 0.074 36.49 0.155 0.012 2.330
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AXE AALE FEX(KN-301- WINTER)Z  AlAlste]
KOSHI(stiffness), NUMERI(smoothness), FUKURAMI
(fullness and softness), THV(total hand value)2] ]} %k
s \=

2. IYolnlx| ¥ MBE HIt
D B

SISt BT obd Uit % A 559

= Bl hat
ZAE A @_5—7\]‘* 184 o4-—1"-(K1m & Na, 1999;
Kim et al., 2003; Kim & Na, 2011; Park & Ryu, 1999;
Shin & Lee, 2002) 2 o|u]xA} A¥2 vlgto g 717to)
nA] ko] 25%33t gHdeln| Al kel gk 2123
aga s griel 4o s ARSI

o et Azwel Azt on|A|e] Hrh=
ZHE(Kim & Na, 2011)9} 5Lgt o=z st om,
12%9] N85 A7t H E718 o] &3l HriapHE
g ARFEQE FES F, 1 A oln)A] Bl s Ee|
st 2+ 232 7d A== s &gt =, AxE
G-EALel thete] 3] 3R] ool sfgshd 14, ‘uf
- aFEP sigebd 7= kst ditoln]A|
= F 407le] FEo=A vy}, R, efct, 7Y
o}, wetait, mmsict 5o fhtoln| e} folaltt, oL
w2yl 2Esith, AldE, Agbsitt 5o 7Hdoln]

2ol el ke, AEes AEE HE gk =
g T As =g Jreles sty 7t 202 E 4
A AE7}F gl el e *‘EHOM ¥ ke elaL
= AASHIT

3. &4lEM

Spss win 13.0& o]-83to] 4sts 54, ©f ¢ 24 3
Wl ditoln]A] Y Mg o] FAAAE Pearson

TE o]&ate] EAatlom A FHo fie] ue
7+ olu) e} HF o] H|WE paired t-testS AAEIC)

anz

V. 23}

na

1. =2

FIOI-

=9 FZO|o|x| @It

D) ofsbs 54 A

o] Aol thsle] H(Kim & Na,
2011)04] 8R1IEAE AAlste] ‘BHSA, ‘FIRP, 4
33, &b, ‘S 674A Azteln]A]
Q13 FYAP, AL, INEA, MEE ] A 2
gofm|A] g]le] F=HJTE B E2Eo] Aifo|n]A]
= Azoln] Ao tigh g&aclow KES-FB A|=H e o
3 SAE Astd 570 FAHAE #£43ke] <Table
3>o AAEAH. 2 A,
(Bending property; 2HB, B), AtHE-AJ(Shearing property;
2HGS, 2HG) A7 o] o}, 79 2 A% 2447
ol2o] & AL HHEA olul A | el
e AD54(2HGS, 2HG), %EH(B) QAAEA
(Tensile property)Z RTe= H-443%, WT
o Heh ddolef Gl e
A A7 2 Hggo) R
EPuigle). E e U5
(2HGS, 2HG)7 A= FaaA7} ‘/}E}‘)r d
1Y zMowﬂcﬂ 2 Age el olmAZ 7}
ks, S e AIAEHWT, EMD)sH
o ow&, FE0IGQHB)T 24 o] Yeh Q14 of
Yo} 218-do] 2] 38 2 Ak ofelo] 2 A 2
PtoluA|E el & FEre B
*3(B, 2HB)Z} A Ao ol Bl & 2ol
FA7P o AHoln|AE BATE BT 5 A
zrolm| Aol that
of A& g 54 T ‘—E.Sl BISY I AGEA
=

ol 2ol 3 epgors

oJu]A]

B e

S|
NE7P,
2

’EJ

O

[y = 20
e e

=
= %@?‘Aé

n°"

quﬂz%oe p=1 p—_m-z%g] Z"V;gl

Na et al. (2013)4 Oﬂ?oﬂﬁ A5H M=§ viEE 2A)
o] sty 54 vhrie BrbolvlAlst ko]
2 UEREDL, A8 ol tigk AEe] A3ty 54 5
o AuEAe] Fuk 7ztke Hkshed Fashl
et v} It Kwon etal., 2004). &, oA ZA-8 A
o] Z34] 7foln| Ao} Aol FL ootd BAe 1
GHEAY FeEAo R E3] F3EAL Ao =
UEh A (Kim & Na, 2013), & dtelxfe}l vprix| =
Gt B Ale) Befolul Aol o eistd HAl
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P e T 5 ok GFL MG AT FI(Yi et al., 2009), F7} H7} A
oo, 4 7o) Aolul A aglah ofshd BT ol AT EW ALY, Az Wk Al AR
B ol Ak <Tuble 459} ek 1 A%, 3 AL Al o] JFS VIR, PR AR T
14 FUSHQHB, B), AUSYQHGS, ¥ EW S0 0 47 olulx 4% 47(Ko &

2HG), PEA(WT, EMT)% 24 geho 2, F94495%  Kim, 200204 el 2 3ge 2o

d

=~ 3 =
2o WS AEe AolNINE Yepl, A8 o] U1 B deli gl et A5l
on A= AREAQHGS, 2HG, Gyt ¥4 o] Ueh w7l & vehdtha siglone B o7 Avel niizh
U Aol ol2lo] whe abgo] “A8A oln|E A ofshd BAde] ZAoln|Hd] A Qe el
FHSL, AAE on A FYSHQHB, B), AR5 ek

(QHG)H 24 4 9 QUASHWT, EMDT A4 48 ole} o] = &34%e) of5bs] 54| 314doln Ao

=

o Vieh A Aol B BET Ae olgo] Wom  nlals ek SelE 4 glon} ojshy S4u 747} of]
A QAelUR|ek A1do] E& Aol Yehhs 7h4o]l | the] ko] Wol UEpde e u ojshd Exe
e @ 5 Qe e Hge] FASAH A9E 27 onASS e 2 Yeita 2 4 g

=]
e E aAe] ZEA, A8 hdoln| o] F

T T
3 FFE MAEE, Ao F s ¢ =dol=4 2) B} Zztolu]A|
o] =3} A AL ARe 7S 2]} Al
| st 227} Jatal a2 TS UepARE A B s Ee] AAA bjo} 2y A7kolu|Alele] B
e voim Prlee & 5 ek B

A% Golir] Slste] KES-FB Al2wle] ols) 24
s} ztolulA] 37} H4-e] A <Table 550l A
Foack. A elel ZztolnlHe] Mgk AwE 2,

i

O

(Table 3) Correlations of Sensory Images with Mechanical Properties

Sensory Images Smoothnes Bulkiness Stiffness Elasticity Moistnes Weight
Mechanical properties S S sensation
Tensile LT 0417 -0.311 0.399 -0.562 0.22 0335
WT -0.526 0.612" -0.485 0.780™ -0.49 -0.319
RT 0.524 -0.704" 0.492 -0.702" 0.555 -0.035
EMT -0.522 0575 -0.485 0.766™ -0.456 -0.344
Shear G 0504 -0.653" 0.549 -0.535 0.228 0.127
2HG 0.722" -0.783" 0.727" -0.624" 0.468 0.412
2HG 0.648" -0.806* 0.687" -0.644* 0.422 0.247
5
Bending B 0.726™ ~0.546 0.737™* -0.49% 0.286 0.764*
2HB 0.765™ -0.631* 0.748™ -0.629" 0.382 0.632"
Compression LC 0323 -0.161 0.266 -0.029 0.08 0.589"
wC 0.308 -0.114 0.223 -0.068 0.272 0338
RC -0.399 0572 -0.426 0.501 -0.536 0.187
Surface MIU -0.065 0.166 -0.134 0.255 0.12 -0.076
MM 0472 -0.419 0.374 -0.411 0.671" 0.09%
D
SMD 0551 -0.481 0.481 -0.482 0.389 -0.364

wEpC 001 *p<01  *p<.05
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KOSHI(stiffness)= 3787, ‘BRSA, ‘T3 A4
FBBAE, FERP, AE IR 13 @A et

U, 2ol whefela E4lsx 9 Aol flowA &
Hol w1122 72 YeRl ™, NUMERI(smoothness)=
‘_1774&]%1-” ‘ANz AAAAT, G, ‘BTHEA,
73 21 Ago] Ueht, dzo) =
oW, AL v EAY HHekA] = A2he vERd
o}, &3k, FUKURAMI (fullness&softness)= ‘21&71
SRR A A, Fe, (BREA, A8
= 5A RAAE e, A
=, xvuw ok vz ﬁsw ore
A gAHe =
24 Blol 9 Ptoln]A|e] o] Beg o & gle
pa Ao duhd BEyow Fud PonAE o
& % girka Az

Gk, A Eje} Zdolm]R|ete] WAIE i A,
KOSHI= ‘S22, A&7, ‘Alde’ ojn]#|e} 74
FHAAE HolA, AEo] dAetA] gl AlEEA]
gomr d8AolA ¢k 7S YERIch. NUMERIS}
FUKURAMI += “Z&2p, ‘Al o|u|z|e} HF Ad3to]
UeRY, ZlEo] dAskal AdE 7H3s 1tk

Alsta A1Z=2Jo]

Q X0 ov

>

Ho] O]Otﬂ}ﬂ ;&_/\]—5]_

= 742he el

p:_l:ﬂ-X] _/] 0:1@]—}4 l_?fg 2 .Z__Jgﬂ 71-1

ae, FHAoln| el glejA] KOSHI= 7143%),
NUMERI2} FUKURAMIE ‘284, 7)432" ojn]x]e}
Zdke] GHAl JeRY 7Hdoln| A 7hzteln| el H]s|
2o dgta] EAvto g o&3)] olgleg & AUtk

=3+ THV(Total Hand Value)@td ¢l 742+ 9 7+
dolm| Aok o] vhe-g At Huf, vhx] THVRIS 2
= T oA E ol&3Ey] o ek gk A
FATIME ole} e At Uehded, A& A
= g9} F34 ¥ H71= v)wsk 9 7HKim & Lee, 1998)
o] KOSHI 2] 2 J&rﬁ g A= S, 2USA
Eg,] _Z’JL]_;G F,Hq_ 1—_1,}~_ _l;l_c)bio],]. 61- EH‘— ,T_q,]_xq
Az Ee} 0121&— B HolA] golA] FHA HE o
s17)ols A HsiA| w-}v} shdct. ololl igt ol 2=
Od 5 X3 Agteln|A] T I AP AFE(Bae

m, 2003; Kim & Lee, 1996)ol|4] 2% Azto]n]=|

dol|A] 7ide KES-FB Aol o3 Z4% 53
Bl 5} oS AlstE Hzbeln| A7t FEE ] Ivke
slof| wh2 € Hrhe] zfo] wEo 2 FAE 4 glrk wet
Al THVE A9l 7127 2 4 gla . Ag=2vt
ARg3llof 8 Aolet AJ7tEct.

rlr 2° e Iy o

(Table 4) Correlations of Sensibility Images with Mechanical Properties

Sensory Images

Vechanical propertics Classic Practical Characteristic Sophisticated
Tensile LT -0.604" -0.212 0.531 -0.299
WT 0.767™ 0.442 -0.361 0.632"
RT -0.522 -0.519 0.005 -0.672"
EMT 0.752" 0.417 -0.402 0.576"
Shear G -0.379 -0.628" 0.398 -0.289
2HG -0.693" -0.719" 0.506 -0.658"
2HG5 -0.620" -0.725" 0.563 -0.527
Bending B -0.715™ -0.463 0.302 -0.648"
2HB -0.787" -0.475 0.448 -0.711*"
Compression LC -0.344 -0.17 -0.151 -0.422
WC -0.168 -0.002 -0.451 -0.315
RC 0.465 0.341 -0.572 0.368
Surface MIU 0.06 0.188 -0.422 -0.135
MMD -0.372 -0.295 -0.115 -0.449
SMD -0.596" -0.134 0.061 -0.580"
HEP< 001 *4p<01  *p<.05
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(Table 5) Correlations of Texture Images with Hand by KES-FB

Hand KOSHI NUMERI FUKURAI THV
Texture Images

Smoothness 0.716*" -0.746™ -0.599" -0.317
Bulkiness -0.677 0.767" 0.695" 0.400
Sensory Stiffness 0.758" -0.675" -0.570 -0.244
Images Elasticity -0.598" 0.756™ 0.746™ 0.468
Moistness 0.253 -0.815™ -0.693" -0.648*
Weight sensation 0.620" -0.201 -0.125 0.149
Classic -0.690" 0.741** 0.758" 0.421
Sensibility Practical -0.632° 0.546 0.521 0.224
Images Characteristic 0.376 -0.232 -0.551 -0.233
Sophisticated -0.579" 0.727" 0.624 0411

w001 *5p<01 *p<.05

3) A Fuel Aitoln|x|

2] AREA B FTHS-S AL
AgrolmlA|e] H7tol o)z} YeAE

olel| whz}
Srolr 7] $j5te]
2o AR feol mhE 7zt ofulA] g9le] 7} M4 2

ol vlmet AshefFigure 113} ek, 2] Huol e
Wrholel A oI BF HRSA olpl A} A 2
sk gRlo g Uehgton, B Zuhgo A HEV} gl
Fel el B7E Aol A °-4 #FHo] tg mjlzmyar A=A

ottty kst AL 212l
7t 7V ol %
g A A &I W Sl 1 100%] 2A7 &
o gk 7}%3}1 e AoR vl R A
oA Rl MIRZIAIR AA HE Q1A Fof B
100%2] 2417} & o frédsithal =7)e A o8 yepst
om, AlE 220e AA FHof upE on| = Zfol7f
e ‘3%"‘4 LE}EW A ZE ) g Ffon| A&

o}, 2] Anol W Aol
JololA) acle Fee s @

§

§

Hlal & uff B kgl tish 24| JHE Q1A AlolE B
880l 2 izﬁﬂ O gkaL 7P AL frédsht R0l
4 vjndcial wile Ae® Yeh & g0 A A
B A Fo] T FHzteln| x|l 7}l Oéf‘é e &

)‘ o] [e3] 1;}.
Fg/Ze)o] 2 H| =
Lee, 1996)0]4] 2

E2Ee] ol #dF A7(Kim &
7he B AR aAlEA e Hee
o QoA FE 80% / Zeldl=HZ 20% ©f 5Z=o]
silky, smooth, softd} 7+7+8 Uehfo] 7P Az =<
Zelo=E 2 100%2] B2 7P v s A=, o=

scratchy, smooth, flexible2] 73z} wj&olgla 3feir, <
Al A E8-82 dioln| Aol gk ¥F Q%o R v
uh Sl

—@— information

«sa@es noinformation

Score
ga

Sensory Images

[Figure 1] Sensory Images according to Fabric
Information
*p<.05 Smoothness, Bulkiness, Stiffness, Moistness, Weight

sensation

ooz 4 7hxle] FHAeln]A agle] g w7} Aol
£ [Figure 2]o] vlmaIIch 24) A §70] WE 744
onlx] HrhelH B Sy AelulA aslo] 71
23 9910 Uehton], 24 ARE o

o Foll=
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BE 2AE U @At A F ol F447F rkar 37t
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ol At} FHraeda o|2jsl Ak 1 dhg-go] vre
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[Figure 2] Sensibility Images according to Fabric
Information
*p<.05 Classic, Practical, Characteristic
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2 % gk
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)

(Table 6) Correlations of Preferences with Mechanical
Properties

Preference Tactile Purchase
Mechanical Properti Preference | Preference
Tensile LT -0.431 -0.357
WT 0.624" 0.611"
RT -0.611" 0.583"
EMT 0.611" 0.578"
Shear G -0.571 -0.437
2HG -0.770" 0.638"
2HG5 -0.702" 0.584"
Bending B -0.780" 0.612"
2HB 0.784" -0.582"
Compression [ -0.353 -0.309
WC -0.262 -0.097
RC 0.33 0.243
Surface MIU 0.124 0.048
MMD -0.408 0271
SMD -0.458 0218

wkp< 001 #*p<.01 *p<.05
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(Table 7) Correlations of Preferences with Hand by KES-FB

Hand

KOSHI NUMERI FUKURAI THV
Preferences
Tactile Preference -0.81893" 0.70911" 0.59449" 0.24667
Purchasing Preference -0.688527" 0.5501 0.54956 0.21676

wxp< 001 *5p<01 *p<.05

—e— information

=@+« no infor mation

Score

== =3+ nainformation

—e— information

Score

W30/P70 WS50/P50 WB80/P20 w100

Tactile Preference

W30/P70 W50/P50 WB0/P20 w100

Purchase Preference

[Figure 3] Preferences according to Fabric Information
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