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Abstract

The aim of the present study was to measure intra—individual consistency in clothing and fabric
evaluation and to examine its relation to the ratings. A sample of 93 female and 97 male university
students rated clothing of 4 styles of daytime wear and 2 fabrics on 15 pairs of polar adjectives twice in
7—days interval.

Correlation coefficients between the two ratings for each subject, intra—individual consistency in the
evaluation, ranged from -—012 to 089 and mean coefficient was 0.63 of female and —0.01 to 0.78 and
mean coefficient was 0.5¢4 of male.

Based on the coefficients, the subjects were classified into three groups: high, medium, and low intra—
individual consistency. Analysis of variance of mean ratings by the three groups revealed that significant
difference existed in 24% of female and 23% of male in 90 combinations of 6 clothing and 15 semantic
differential scales. Femnale of subjects with high intra—individual consistency were most likely definite to
evaluate clothing, whereas the ones with low were least. But male subjects were not definite.

Mean correlation coefficients for style evaluation subscales of female was 039, but male was 0.44.
Among the semantic differential scales, high stability in the two ratings was observed for the synthetic
clothing evaluation,

Correlation coefficients for each clothing obtained from the mean score of the subjects in each semantics
differential scale were around 0.98, including that the mean scores of the subjects in each scale could yield
excellent stability in clothing evaluation,
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Fig. 1, Frequency distribution of correlation coefficient,
mtra—individual consistency in clothing evaluation,
between the two ratingsfor each subject.
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Table 1, Correlation coefficients for each clothing obtained from mean score of subjects in each differential

scale of female,

Semantic differential scale RO GS CF BO RF BT Mean

SD1 g58U — AL 0.22 0.56 0.35 0.30 0.45 0.47 0.39
SD2 HEH — &28& 0.32 0.56 041 0.57 0.31 0.57 0.56
SD3 MEHA — B 0.07 0.63 0.32 0.37 013 0.54 0.34
SD4 A — AX 0.23 043 0.05 0,38 0.28 0.48 031
SD5 e —AEgk 0.43 0.49 010 0.43 0.25 047 0.36
SD6 AFLde — =eA e 0.20 0.33 0.45 0.36 048 0.54 0.39
SD7 e — X7EE 0.19 0.28 0.32 0.40 0.46 0.42 0.35
SD8 gt — RoE g 0.39 0.42 057 0.29 0.33 0.29 0.38
SD9 A — FTEQ 0.35 0.42 0.29 0.27 0.32 0.48 0.36
SD10 Az — YAYA R 0.13 0.43 0.31 —0,01 045 0.46 0.30
Shi1 g — oF% 0.37 0.56 0.20 0.27 025 054 0.37
SD12 s — s 0.34 0.45 0.43 0.16 047 0.21 0.34
SD13  EAIFH — AE2EE 0.45 0.41 0.35 0.54 0.51 0.39 0.44
SDi4 A - FAL 0.19 0.48 0.41 0.37 0.36 0.40 0.37
SD15  Folsle — Hol3keE 0.44 0.74 0.32 047 0.60 0.77 0.56
Mean 0.29 048 0.33 0.34 0.37 0.47 0.39

Abbreviation: RO; Red one—piece, GS: Green sweater, CF; Cream colour fabric, BO; Blue one—piece, RF:
Red colour fabric, BT: Black velvet two—piece

Table 2, Correlation coefficients for each clothing obtained from mean score of subjects in each differential

scale of male,

Semantic differential scale RO GS CF BO RF BT Mean

SD1 g5HA — Aedd 015 0.52 0.04 0.31 0.32 0.54 0.31
SD2 AEE — 28 0.45 0.51 0.39 0.40 0,50 0.53 0.46
SD3 AAAA — Hag 0.27 0.54 0.44 0.40 0.40 0,59 0.44
SD4 AAE — Azl 0.29 0.27 0.32 0.29 059 0.38 0.36
SD5 3 —HurE 0.39 0.42 0.55 0.46 0.49 0.56 0.48
SD6 MAFGeE — =z 0.22 0.54 0.45 0.50 0.38 0.55 0.44
SD7 wsegh — aA7HE 0.26 0.54 0.52 0.34 0.36 0.55 0.43
SD8 gugt — Roeg 0.40 041 0.25 0.31 052 0.45 0.39
SD9 AL AN — FAY 0,27 0.54 0.44 0.35 0.45 0.27 0.39
SD10 A& — YYAF 0.29 0.36 0.50 0.40 043 0.51 0.42
SD11 He — AFE 0.32 0.55 0.57 0.52 0.61 0.41 0.50
SD12 g — FFE 0.34 0.49 0.44 0.45 045 0.50 0.45
SD13  TAEQA — AE2EHR 0.39 0.52 0.57 0.58 0.51 0.55 0.52
SD14 AR - FAE 0.48 0.39 0.37 0.46 0.66 0.50 0.48
SD15  Folste — Hode 0.34 0.59 0.48 0.60 0.64 0.72 0.56
Mean 0.32 0.48 0.44 042 0.49 0.51 0.44

Abbreviation: RO; Red one—piece, GS; Green sweater, CF; Cream colour fabric, BO; Blue one—piece, RF:
Red colour fabric, BT: Black velvet two—piece

— 563 —



A@dol ¥ 3

x]—:L

d T TR
< WhE o, FEE ANHes
ol 7] wEol H7HEH7t 7
o2 Azpde] Aok el A&
o FEjd, oluixE Hrists Ak ABAF
05 olste] Z-9-7h ol ¥l
g ¢ 3ok

£ AL HFA7E AAWIYL 039, &R
WL 04S HepiTh oIS HriabE GaA
Foll A EA YR RSl EA vebs
o A= AdRAse] HaAs w4 dEd A
< %A 42 AFE Mg o, Frel Aol
§E e Wbt Hxd Fdd AFe F4H3
A%l A7) wWEel FBAFTE 2A et Re

=
Al
Rog

=
L.
o

3 guyel Wty B

o

UETELE B

Table 3. Correlation coefficients for each clothing
obtained from mean score of the subjects
in each semantic differential scale,

Correlation coefficient

Stimuli
Male Female
Red one—piece 0.55 0.98
Green sweater 0.98 0.97
Cream colour fabric 0.98 0.94
Blue one—piece 091 0.98
Red colour fabric 0.94 0.98
Black velvet two—npiece 0.98 0.99

E Eth

Table 4. Mean ratings of each clothing in each semantic differential scale by three subject groups with high,
medium, and low intra—individual consistency in clothing evaluation of female,

Clothing Consistency SD1 SD2 SD3 SD4 SD5 SDé SD7 SD8 SD9 SDi10 SDi1 SDi2 SDi3 SDi4 SDis
low 354 491 491 350 391 476 322 528 461 433 404 385 424 359 550
RO  medium 414 464 464 322 357 525 29 553 503 402 377 395 452 376 503
high 396 481 481 289 353 531 302 58 549 404 379 360 411 362 485
F value 324" 075 075 563™ 178 461" 083 589™ 763 241 091 116 149 050 252
low 385 461 504 354 370 333 280 530 39 398 223 224 484 303 446
GS medium 369 416 486 389 347 315 244 555 328 375 216 216 404 297 375
high 360 434 528 317 343 300 211 585 265 354 204 204 337 248 389
F value 023 200 146 250 109 092 456" 5821033575 055 081 557% 593 317
low 486 330 407 285 287 480 367 498 404 372 307 435 302 372 361
CF medium 529 313 435 274 267 526 353 550 461 368 324 464 326 413 349
high 511 284 432 257 233 521 330 572 454 337 276 443 280 350 354
F value 131 147 082 090 311" 507 118 577" 251 228 269 075 164 460 021
low 402 496 472 382 365 407 49 383 341 321 480 504 472 428 502
BO  medium 403 489 505 384 38 405 484 437 338 334 483 501 457 455 552
high 450 502 522 365 354 437 504 402 354 332 502 530 459 463 539
Fvalue 247 014 193 070 151 138 060 28 031 024 065 145 115 113 192
low 355 315 345 319 341 467 311 496 446 415 372 300 346 359 409
RF  medium 417 289 339 275 297 516 28 546 495 395 384 313 330 401 350
high 437 295 324 261 300 559 309 583 522 378 417 300 298 389 348
F value 387" 389" 046 413" 235 7.50™ 091 827 562 291 202 209 254 200 315"
low 474 241 296 230 270 533 376 467 504 443 435 265 246 393 311
BT medium 472 243 307 233 234 560 339 506 528 420 448 253 236 374 306
high 478 241 322 221 230 581 306 515 532 426 464 219 234 353 317
Fvalue 002 001 065 045 289 233 354 183 061 111 062 279 026 107 008
*p<0.05, *¥p<0.01, ™p<0.001
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Table 5. Mean ratings each clothing in each semantic differential scale by three subject groups with high,
medium, and low intra—individual consistency in clothing evaluation of male,

Clothing Consistency  SD1 SD2 SD3 SD4 SD5 SD6 SD7 SD8 SD9 SD10 SD11 SD12 SDi3 SD14 SD15
low 417 443 426 367 366 455 352 455 444 383 405 424 438 431 474
RO  medium 394 477 415 378 385 476 322 486 423 385 400 433 446 438 471
high 403 483 428 384 401 476 336 464 434 393 403 445 448 441 493
Fvalue 051 137 104 037 144 070 091 116 026 013 002 032 007 008 042
low 405 352 388 317 322 343 271 543 400 284 216 410 340 281 283
GS medium 371 332 405 305 327 317 203 581 418 314 197 422 356 258 24
high 372 340 388 318 321 321 241 564 338 316 195 453 341 253 262
F value 066 033 031 040 007 056 614™ 272 455* 153 081 121 032 161 149
low 38 352 416 331 309 422 340 498 39 312 280 429 308 343 331
CF medium 464 364 436 353 292 471 344 499 401 362 341 446 372 405 394
high 483 390 450 319 314 490 369 491 402 347 336 449 393 403 407
F value 623* 116 102 037 074 340° 090 006 014 607 442" 388" 551 459" 460
low 369 390 369 391 369 384 469 383 341 317 428 441 367 397 408
BO  medium 371 418 432 370 373 39 503 381 354 318 488 481 413 438 424
high 410 434 452 386 386 4056 472 412 334 328 464 469 405 443 450
F value 154 145 546™ 051 037 037 163 109 052 012 311* 177 158 178 094
low 310 340 338 326 316 436 297 431 433 381 376 360 345 417 412
RF  medium 375 365 322 328 367 462 309 458 450 417 406 322 359 415 431
high 386 372 360 348 348 502 317 455 417 386 412 334 347 441 409
F value 508" 071 144 058 275 334 035 064 091 218 102 118 016 061 038
low 397 283 309 307 3 471 457 367 405 410 488 303 28 414 347
BT medium 48 268 321 264 253 541 424 384 417 399 472 319 251 436 319
high 448 240 290 252 25 538 390 459 402 393 457 253 231 391 278
F value 409" 152 093 418" 34" 409 298 669" 017 032 064 434" 309" 151 261
*p<0.05, ®p< 0,01, ™p<0.001
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