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ABSTRACT

This study conducted a comparative analysis between Koreans and foreigners on how they feel of the ‘Oreum’ so that
the data could be used to conserve and utilize ‘Oreum’ as a brand of Jeju, which is one of the natural and original sceneries
of the island along with Halla Mountain.

Four aerial photo slides were selected to be assessed among 18 overlooked views of ‘Oreums’ through quasi-preliminary
and preliminary surveys. The assessment group was divided into native and foreigner groups. Image and preference were
measured based on 7 step categorization on 26 adjectives, and factor analysis was implemented.

The selected factors from factor analysis reflected that calmness was recognized as common image identification variable
to natives and foreigners. However, foreigners choose ‘dynamics’, ‘peculiarity’ and ‘grandeur’in order to explain the image
while Koreans selected words in the order of ‘attractiveness’, ‘grandeur’, ‘dynamics’ and ‘peculiarity’. This means Koreans
identify the image of ‘Oreum’ as absolute beauty while foreigners see the dynamics and relative peculiarity as its attractive
point.

As a result of factor score, preference and multiple regression analysis, Koreans selected ‘calmness’, ‘attractiveness’
and ‘dynamics’ as important variables to explain preference. On the other hand, foreigners choose ‘dynamics’ and ‘calmness’
as well as ‘evenness’, ‘peculiarity’ and ‘simplicity’. This represents that foreigners are highly influenced by the structural

peculiarity and simplicity on the image preference.
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Figure 1. Distribution Chart of Assessment ‘Oreum’,
Source: Jeju-do, Geographical Information Room(1990).
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Figure 2. Division of assessment subject of quasi-preliminary sur-
vey for preference assessment
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Table 1. Descriptions of assessment subject scene ‘Oreum’
. Altitude | Height | Circumfere | Area Bottom Photo
E3
Oreunt Location (m) (m) | -nce(m) | (m®) |Diameter(m) Form No.
Songaksan Sangmo-ti San2 Daejeong-eup Seogwipo-city 104 99 3,115 588,982 927 Multi-type 21
Jimibong Jongdal-ri San 8-1, 4, 5 Gujwa-eup Jeju-city 165.8 160 2,636 423314 907 Horse-hoof North | 61
Darangshi Oreum Sehwa-ri San 6 Gugwa-eup Jeju-city 382.1 227 3,391 800,463 1,013 Round-type 9
Ilchoolbong Seongsan-ti 1 Seongsan-eup Seogwipo-city 179 174 2,927 453,030 693 Round-type 58
Biyangdo Hyeopje-ri San 100-1 Hallim-eup Jeju-city 1141 104 2,023 160,428 651 Multi-type 8
Chatmang Oreum Gasi-ri 158-2 Pyosean-myeon Seogwipo-city 446.6 55 1,351 140,916 458 Horse-hoof North | 56
Note 2: Oreum names, scales and forms are applied to Jeju's ‘Oreum’ (Jeju-do, 1998)
52 0|59 FHL |, 97, T3 AU SAN WEH S 1) %7k 28 ojuy
o139l WG R ATk ZAIE 20079 99 59 A% oEe] BAAT onARAS et 4 ‘28
HE 99 20970 3k o AAA o] Folfom, Htel oA gk F&AF H5E WA E ARE 7 ATAE A
rxg7}£x4 oz sgmm o Muﬂs} & /ﬁ;@ﬂ AHRS (KX H T2AE ATH Table 4 3%).
< ol&ste] 210x180cme] A3 Aol Bl a3 HIFE (A)ol] that oln)A] 7|&EA A WeES 587,
g 239 Afo]¢] 7HAE 3~10m Aol Z 315, AHel|A ‘ol rhe T} WakH o) 7_}7_} ‘5.81 ‘Yzz & 352 HTA
5 15k 2~ o) =}l
gk 2 s AFS 5 A sk olu)x L7lo] Ao R EalaA TalEglon, 4okakB)
< QA 2 309, HShEA ¥ 341, thlEA &
4, 2449 = = g0 A
=Tes= 361 To= S UEhtth E3 AN AR FoRt
1= 32 B7R) 7] © e AR R 2177 B3 X
AT QEO AN oln S4 BHe) Asted 2pge) T o) FAAESE Fskble SRSk Earrl
AdH = 5}44 AXRA Q97re] A #AEs AoE Bt

7t olgl5ol ik <l Z]~‘:'\v:”54(1*“act01r Analysis) = A AT8HA E}.
RIAREA W FAREA
< A&t om, AR A2 e A (Varimax) W02 3
AANA 53 (Eigen Value) 1 o)A 71502 AAE 5
stitk W7h FAle WHH A5 1F 1) AATE 5
I FJAOE e ARAAE Agstatt ey & a5 A
Y AFardell A AAE d#H] AT A T FY HIHEA(
N I1F)E IR A7 3t T digh M3 37}
Aol & Duncan®] tHsH AR 23, 5 800 A5uiAl
257N (<F 29%) gto] BAA frejidol e AR By AE
2

OJ

Zheb v R AES T glo] U=l 9=l el 24
< W50 B4 AT
?Ei °V§-’F(factor score) & SHHTE, A A3k

g 3

o E}%ﬂﬂ%”—‘i multlple regression) < AAEI oM, 2d e
oS ANOVAZ =3 A=t

Windows RI3(SPSS Inc. 2007)& Eal A&t

_\1
o
= r|d
of
Y
M
1
rlo
w
nl
A

| ‘@E'ZAne| o|0|X| LW} 7|SEAH

5012 A ekte.
290l 242 512, 1l

59

2) #7h 15 olnlA
0] 20 e Wk Ak AU s 290

é

rlo

o M

Hi iy Jl;ﬂ o
°1T>

rlo

=0z
dgo=

=4
L

hyA
it

> fo o

6] 718
A E B
‘E}iﬂio’ 1435,

o,
R

A o
rr

r |o
b
=
Bl

_|
(

rl
o W
e

E

©

p
Ir

)
Hr

=
[ms)
L

i e
ﬂ
rfo

o

olmx|7} 7tz 5042 EA vrehdt

424 5

il

>~
o
=
2

dale BM7E WA eng
ue] g2 ABolF
oAk, 91Fele] A%
guksy 4419) 714

o

o

=
o

o
>

oy
tjo
=5
s ]

i
o

- o
| =, AR,

)

o] AES A= Table 59 2t W=911
A 382 TR

02 989 T

Hh CZ L)

I, 283 512, %

=

Hi
rlo
o
N
)

£
E}ﬂlo
D)

Ir
oY
4z ¥
o b
ot ofo
ol

rJ

rE o
oX

. 1o
0,
44

o L
O

2 g

1

wstel eigoz

A ROl 397,

Aol Y= I15

il

-r‘

l

rh & oo

O o
=



Mz "2E 0 tiet W=2l1t =019 ZR0|0|X] Hlw =4

Table 2. Rank of mean preference by preliminary assessment

Journal of the Korean Institute of Landscape Architecture 132

Rank | Mean+SD Scene No. Image Rank | Mean+SD Scene No. Image
I
1% | 7.35¢1.94 | 16. Biyangdo 10 570+199 | 8. Geomi Oreum
2% | 7.30£1,78 | 15. Iichoolbong 11 550+2.29 | 6. Doonji Oreum
3 6.28+2,08 | 17. Sanbangsan 12* 5.40£1.17 | 7. Chatmang Oreum
4% 1 612£1.83 | 1. Songaksan 13 5.3612.23 | 13. Dot Oreum
5 6.08+2.22 | 5. Sara Oreum 14 5.33£2.06 | 10. Saebyeol Oreum
6 5.89£2.10 | 2. Barime ‘Oreum’ 15* 5.26+1.28 | 14. Darangshi Oreum
7 5.84+2.04 | 18. Geomoon Oreum 16 5.26£2.32 | 9. Sangoomburi
g | 5784101 | 11. Jimibong 17 4942201 | 3. Goisoochi Oreum
9 5.78£1.34 | 12. Weondangbong 18 3974218 | 4. Min Oreum

Note 3: *: Scene for semi-final assessment, **: Scene for final assessment

SR xAEE| X M 373 15(20094 48)
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Table 3. Result of reliability test

Adpeive 1 (Koreon Engi) flumdoted | i tondted | vl carlaion | dated |
54 U-A A (active-quiet) 142.70 321.899 0.298 0.747
Aol 9lE=-F¢] gl=(alive-dead) 142.94 313222 0.450 0.737
-2 3H(brisk-depressing) * 14292 368907 -0.312 0.778
T2 "J-Z}ﬂli‘ﬂ(artiﬁcial-natural) 142.22 368.501 -0.289 0.779
Sk ok-31 2 9H(brisk-depressing) 14243 328039 0.309 0.746
A Fe-A 7814 %2 (boring-no boring) * 142.34 365477 -0.277 0.774
525 (spacious-narrow) * 14303 342512 0.078 0.758
7F72-H (close-distant)* 142,57 342.665 0.088 0.757
ALs-3bs1A] 2 (comfortable-discomfortable) 142.77 325571 0.398 0.742
TR Z2-tBEA %2 (colorful-colorless) 142.10 325694 0.373 0.743
B3 92 2 $(complex-monotonous) 14191 328.887 0.356 0.745
91389k &H(dangerous-secure) * 142.73 361.119 -0.208 0.772
=231-d A (closed-open)* 142.59 351.271 -0.053 0.763
Flo] A&-Flol §1& (forceful-forceless) 142.84 324451 0.383 0.743
A -1 AM81A] ok (fresh-stale) 142.68 313715 0.605 0.732
AZ1-5=8H(harsh-gentle) * 142.72 346.710 0.005 0.763
$-3.491-H]4-5.4 A (friendly-unfriendly) 14288 321690 0491 0733
&&-%-2(high-low) 142.711 329479 0.365 0.744
TF5ol Be-HeksH hilly-flat)* 14291 351478 -0.056 0.763
718 k-4 (intimate-strange) 142.78 316.175 0.617 0.733
A AHstA] ek (majestic-no majestic) 142.65 332909 0.289 0.748
AR 3-A1H181A] - 23 (mysterious-un mysterious) 142.84 323443 0.442 0.740
o2 -3 FA %2 (peaceful-un peaceful) 142.78 324610 0431 0.741
T8 %2 (pure-impure) 142.73 324.180 0.522 0.739
Z8-9-A1 118 quiet-noisy) 143.18 338.028 0.191 0.752
kA o1-8]d A Q] (romantic-unromantic) 14241 324593 0.504 0.739
-2 7h2 &(round-sharp) 143.04 336.894 0.201 0.752
019l =-5 1 = (interesting-uninteresting) 14316 322.156 0.536 0.737
2222w 5H(soft-hard) 143.06 327988 0.398 0.743
opA) A Q1-u] oA A ) (wild-no wild) 14312 340.385 0.124 0.755
Fo] £2-%o] £4 eh2(towery-sag) 142.78 327944 0.391 0.743
ORE Th-F 3H(beautiful -ugly) 142.94 320475 0.568 0.736
22 Q1-3 A A A( straight-curved) 141.76 351.959 -0.063 0.762
FY 37 Y3stA] % (uniform-no uniform) 14261 333092 0.274 0.743
HE9-H50] obd(usual-unusual) 142.53 338.773 0.259 0.750
e 3217 FE( warm-cold) 142.75 330.624 0.338 0.746
Z2-11¥(good-bad) 14312 318124 0.641 0.733

Alpha=0.755

Note 4: * Cronbach's @> 0755, €922 Ald AL tEFHo] 4= o] wjxlg o]

2. O[OIX] of2| 49| 2IxHEA A GG F 26789

D) 9724 oj|A] A= WHAX F 5, =S F 670 <
LF AR omA SAS £48] fsl 4R olv] FEEAT W= Iw9 A9, 298 IRAE V)
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Table 4. The values of S. D scale measured for each scene

Var Scene Scene 16(A) Scene 1(B) Scene 11(C) Scene 15(D)
" | Adgective list Mean SD. Mean SD. Mean SD. Mean SD.
1 active-quiet 410 1.820 4.58 1.908 437 1.788 502 1817
2 live-dead 555 1.360 387 1.883 475 1762 5.04 1.849
3 brisk-depressing 479 1.376 3.75 1773 451 1.624 4.66 1778
4 comfortable-discomfortable 5.52 1282 3.09 1714 4.65 1.607 453 1754
5 colorful-colorless 4.68 1532 361 1.79% 4.36 1.642 4.50 1.830
6 complex-monotonous 3.52 1672 383 1.829 4.38 1757 3.79 1.707
7 forceful-forceless 473 1572 451 1794 443 1.494 504 1.654
8 fresh-stale 555 1423 369 1.683 418 1.567 504 1819
9 friendly-unfriendly 5.52 1.245 352 1413 454 1.378 4.36 1526
10 high-low 4,00 1.859 502 1678 448 1729 502 1.647
11 intimate-strange 4.84 1411 357 1611 471 1.609 414 1767
12 majestic-no majestic 454 1.652 470 1625 449 1.648 484 1832
13 mysterious-un mysterious 5.59 1.273 4.35 1.645 4.29 1.645 5.00 1873
14 peaceful-un peaceful 5.87 1.296 341 1.503 5,01 1.622 512 1.556
15 pure-impure 5.36 1.305 367 1437 461 1.590 4.65 1.720
16 quiet-noisy 5.61 1533 460 1751 510 1.485 512 1.646
17 romantic-unromantic 5.81 1.288 339 1714 4.08 1.500 461 1741
18 round-sharp 5.44 1.348 475 1.667 460 1.502 5.04 1.853
19 interesting-uninteresting 4.86 1484 437 1612 4.50 1538 483 1.686
20 soft-hard 5.52 1.290 3.72 1.623 4.36 1.607 4.37 1578
21 wild-no wild 4.52 1677 510 1618 4.30 1.808 4.50 1704
22 towery-sag 3.83 1.776 503 1543 439 1775 4.85 1732
23 beautiful-ugly 581 1231 392 1.334 463 1.657 499 1.697
24 uniform-no uniform 4.9 1445 3.66 1427 4.33 1522 476 1461
25 usual-unusual 457 1.400 3.96 1377 434 12712 439 1322
26 warm-cold 479 1705 391 1.604 447 1.593 404 1.659

Note 5: A: Biyangdo, B: Songaksan, C: Jimibong, D: Ilchoolbong

7} 5206, 4.454, 2.680, 2216 123 167622 AAt F5&9 o7k Argshal ok AdhEn) web Q1 2 iEAd S
712 ZFHA 1 oo yEpten, 67 AR FAg = Hrsloink 3, A 32 TEo] £2-Eol A ¥ &
1623302 Wetsith 52, TORAI-HI o A, TR B2 §
A 12 "HHE-HIFA G2, "AST-AtA & 9 ol3AES EFSAL slom, o3t oju|A] FEE2 AF
1 (e g, THE-EEo] ohd,, "Il REM AAE QAR oA HHE 2 Sle R
WA, rREE -, Tmse-Ahe, TREE-AE AER ANE & Qo weEp QA 3 $ERV O R 443
3 22 GEES sty 9lon, o onjx| EE Atk 2P A 4 AU, Tk Sle-Fel 3l
o AT 2F 0] BP0 HEE R £917] TE3 mishy T 2R, A2 FEES TSI e, o
&3 R de olEtRelM 71%lEke dAkE Heln g ojulA] FEEE AF LES T 2AAE 4% o
w1 12 WA o7 R skich A5 R dAERE AT 5 odvh webd AR 4 'Y
A7} 2% "AHIE-AHEHA] @2, TR S, TR AAssin
FEItE-Srigles, A L-HEERL, Telo] Ae-gel § TR Q1A b TEARHURE R, (A - TAlE
T PR AQER A, Te-ETtE R T eSS A &2y VN SR FAEIeH, 9A oA of 92
FeL o, olefd oju|A] FEEL AF LF 9 AWg et 7lesANME St io] RaskA] e E R 2l 4
I} 59 gl 58 22 g 9de 2489 A $24 A AZEE LE e TS & Fdst okl ddEh

sRxFES|A| A 37 1320094 48) 71
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Table 5. The values of S.D. scale measured for each group
Var Scene Group 1+2(native) Group 3(foreigner) Total
" | Adjective list Mean SD N Mean SD N Mean SD N
1 active-quiet 455 1.868 478 1.803 464 1.843
2 live-dead 485 1.891 472 1732 480 1.827
3 brisk-depressing 444 1.753 441 1.601 443 1.691
4 comfortable-discomfortable 4.39 1.849 4.52 1779 4.4 1.820
5 colorful-colorless 4.24 1792 4.3 1.682 4.29 1.747
6 complex-monotonous 382 1.850 397 1.632 3.88 1.765
7 forceful-forceless 461 1702 478 1.557 468 1.745
8 fresh-stale 4.57 1.839 468 1.691 461 1779
9 friendly-unfriendly 448 1.551 464 1.494 455 1528
10 high-low 457 1.837 473 1.685 463 1776
11 intimate-strange 432 1731 431 1.602 432 1678
12 majestic-no majestic 453 1.816 481 1.485 464 1692
13 mysterious-un mysterious 482 1.841 479 1.486 481 1.703
299 207 506
14 peaceful-un peaceful 49 1.769 471 1.704 485 1744
15 pure-impure 459 1.653 455 1.603 457 1631
16 quiet-noisy 512 1.662 5.09 1718 511 1642
17 romantic-unromantic 443 1.893 4.53 1.660 4.47 1.800
18 round-sharp 5.06 1.630 481 1.625 4.96 1631
19 interesting-uninteresting 4.66 1.632 461 1.535 4.64 1.591
20 soft-hard 444 1642 440 1.594 442 1621
21 wild-no wild 450 1812 476 1579 461 1724
22 towery-sag 445 1.837 463 1.658 453 1767
23 beautiful-ugly 493 1631 470 1.666 484 1.648
24 uniform-no uniform 442 1562 445 1.525 443 1.546
25 usual-unusual 430 1.385 433 1322 432 1.358
26 warm-cold 428 1735 432 1582 430 1672
Pref. good-bad 489 1.756 5,56 1.891 6.73 1707
VA5 AT OF AYH B 5 AL SN 28E Q% 2 TBUE-BEW, THAA-RA,, "ol P-F
TR skt of ey, "HAZS-TAHEA By, AN AMdskA] o
=19 7, 29 IHA(E V.)E 27 4856, 3.880, <1, T8l de-Fol gl TErle-Srgles 2Ea TR
2327, 2142, 1572 23 12592 QA 29 7139 744 I-SA, 5o RS T )lom, o on]A]
(E. V) 1 oVdo= vehston, 671 124 292 16,0332 FEE2 AF 2F Y 9 S FUCE o] Fv]
= Yesith e 2 Ye 248 FAO AEE ss Awsiy
W 1S THRZERAEA G2, EFFEFHA & Yrky BUH W A% 2k GEAOR AsT
2, TREALNSEAY, TEGWALAL, THIHA W, Q43S TR, TAE-AA %2,
QFoEA| gy, TERHAQI-HIG A QL T B - gl ) FEo] £2-%0] £A 42y, 5292, T eSS 2
EH AL, TOFETE-F, 5} RS YBES TYHL A T YOw, oI oA RES AF LF'Y oA
om, olg|g ofm|A] FEEZ WS AAHEY Ao} fraket S04 AR QAA S AWe s de T e
Al AF " LE e F71 0L HEkm & w917 L83 ¢ o SAEE AT ok wEbd A 32 FESoIY R
I HEHFS YR sk ofFthHolA ZIlskE AR Akt
BT mebd o4 12 hFe $Y Ane SYsA B T3 A 4 TRUT-RUSA G2, T Ael-uopy A
yo s 2, THES-BEO] obd, 3} 2 FEEL TR Yon,
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Table 6. Rotated factor matrix(Group 1+2)

Var. Adgective list Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4 Factor 5 s
14 peaceful-un peaceful 0.727 0.250 -0.234 0.118 -0.041 0.593
4 comfortable-discomfortable 0.713 0318 -0.118 0.189 0.161 0.784
15 pure-impure 0.702 0.357 -0.055 -0.011 -0.028 0.752
25 usual-unusual 0.690 -0.148 0.107 0.152 -0.019 0.685
11 intimate-strange 0.683 -0.004 -0.072 0212 0.320 0.685
20 soft-hard 0.662 0413 -0.020 -0.091 0.072 0.770
26 warm-cold 0.652 0.043 0.104 -0.224 0.221 0.625
24 uniform-no uniform 0.574 0.137 0.094 0172 -0.161 0.677
16 quiet-noisy 0.435 0.274 -0.089 -0.345 -0.202 0.609
13 mysterious-un mysterious 0.094 0.737 0.260 0.097 -0.050 0.582
8 fresh-stale 0.284 0.720 0.096 0.256 0.049 0.626
19 interesting-uninteresting 0.134 0.707 0.318 0.119 0.084 0.593
17 romantic-unromantic 0.569 0.635 -0.015 0.126 -0.053 0.632
7 forceful-forceless -0.097 0.578 0.333 0.331 0.245 0.662
23 beautiful-ugly 0.537 0.560 0.089 0172 -0.012 0.624
9 friendly-unfriendly 0.504 0.522 -0.120 0.251 0.076 0.433
18 round-sharp 0.332 0493 0.027 0.056 -0.379 0.747
22 towery-sag -0.026 -0.021 -0.852 0.162 0.018 0.501
10 high-low -0.032 0.064 -0.749 0.114 0.062 0.641
21 wild-no wild -0.036 0.149 -0.692 -0.026 -0.077 0.622
12 majestic-no majestic 0.037 0.400 -0.652 -0.016 0.080 0.509
1 active-quiet 0.039 0.163 -0.202 0.725 -0.054 0.754
2 live-dead 0.310 0.410 -0.021 0.709 0.126 0.640
3 brisk-depressing 0.232 0.355 0.075 0672 0.339 0412
6 complex-monotonous 0.061 -0.033 0.081 0.089 0.867 0.533
5 colorful-colorless 0.303 0.487 -0.082 0.229 0.545 0.537
EV. 5.206 4.454 2,680 2.216 1.676 16.233
C.V.(%) 32.070 21437 16.509 13651 10.324 -
TV.(%) 20.023 17130 10.307 8.523 6.446 62.429
olgg oA FEEZ AF 2F S T AAE AF4 Aol YA AT LEF 9 oln|A] AALE sk 7P
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Table 7. Rotated factor matrix(Group 3)

Var. Adjective list Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4 Factor 5 Factor 6 i
14 peaceful-un peaceful 0.825 0.109 0.075 -0.047 0.100 0.001 0.668
15 pure-impure 0.711 0.026 0.242 0.037 0.157 -0.025 0.643
9 friendly-unfriendly 0.648 0.406 0.077 -0.004 -0.157 0.028 0.696
16 quiet-noisy 0.631 -0.383 0.126 0.181 -0.097 -0.024 0.549
4 comfortable-discomfortable 0.610 0.330 -0.009 -0.083 0111 0.217 0.543
17 romantic-unromantic 0.603 0.306 0.373 -0.138 0.030 0.117 0.720
20 soft-hard 0.583 0.164 247 -0.008 0.324 0.033 0.59
26 warm-cold 0.550 0.275 -0.258 0.092 0.109 -0.267 0.669
23 beautiful-ugly 0.547 0.353 0.247 0.047 0312 0.027 0.616
3 brisk-depressing 0.278 0.760 0.057 0.080 0.177 -0.005 0.732
1 active-quiet -0.090 0.752 0.121 0.255 0.121 0.036 0.594
2 live-dead 0.331 0.713 0.113 0.044 0.09 -0.014 0.591
5 colorful-colorless 0.323 0.554 0.117 0.040 0.094 0.328 0.577
8 fresh-stale 0.439 0.526 0.333 0.003 -0.184 0.232 0.711
7 forceful-forceless -0.001 0.501 0.460 0.148 0.075 0.325 0.592
19 interesting-uninteresting 0449 0459 0.125 0.019 0.394 0106 0.607
11 intimate-strange 0.145 0.344 0.683 -0.003 0.218 0.000 0.630
18 round-sharp 0.365 -0.142 0.573 0.018 00.187 -0.008 0.517
13 mysterious-un mysterious 0.365 0.135 0.532 0.187 -0.327 -0.040 0.653
22 towery-sag -0.074 0.052 0.052 0.835 0.037 0.031 0.540
10 high-low 0.079 0.062 -0.028 0.823 0.017 0.190 0.635
12 majestic-no majestic 0.079 0.257 0.490 0.513 0.119 0.035 0.711
21 wild-no wild -0.052 0.209 0433 0477 0.003 -0417 0.584
25 usual-unusual 0.111 0.129 0.083 0.086 0.761 0.059 0.497
24 uniform-no uniform 0.392 0310 0.119 0.033 0.464 0.131 0.627
6 complex-monotonous 0.008 0.202 0.008 0233 0.130 0.780 0.536
EV. 4.856 3.380 2.327 2142 1572 1.259 16.033
CV.(%) 30.287 24.200 14513 13359 9.304 7852 -
TV.(%) 18,676 14923 8.950 8233 6.046 4.842 61.675
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Table 8. ANOVA between preference and factor score(Group 1+2)
Model SS df MS F Sig.

Between groups 441936 5 88.387 63.561 0.000

Within groups 407442 293 1.391 - -

Total 849.378 298 - - -

Table 9. ANOVA for multiple regression(Group 1+2)

Unstandardized | Standardized
Model coefficient coefficients ¢ Sig.
B SE Beta
(Constant) 4,363 0.068 - 71.307 0.000

Factor score 1 0.904 0.068 0.536 13.240 0.000

Factor score 2 0.744 0.068 0.441 10.887 0.000

Factor score 3 0.035 0.068 0.021 0.507 0.612

Factor score 4 0.307 0.068 0.182 4501 0.000

Factor score 5 0.127 0.068 0.075 1.364 0.063

Table 10. ANOVA between preference and factor score(Group 3)
Model SS df MS F Sig.

Between groups 317.989 6 52.998 47354 0.000

Within groups 223837 200 1119 - -

Total 541.826 206 - - -

Table 11. ANOVA for multiple regression(Group 3)

ek Ee o melo] Ua 2AHA(ANOVA) Ao Table

95} 2t
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Yy=4.907+0.853F1+0.713F2+0.476F4+0.108F5(R*=0.587)

Unstandardized | Standardized
Model coefficient coefficients | Sig. Table 12. ANOVA between preference and factor score(Total)
B SE Beta Model Ss df MS F Sig.
(Constant) 4971 | 0074 - 67.605 | 0.000 Between Groups | 745680 5 149136 | 115260 | 0.000
Factors score 1 0767 | 0074 0473 | 10410 | 0,000 Within Groups | 646954 | 500 1.294 - -
Factor score 2 07% | 0074 0491 10800 | 0.000 Total 1392.634 | 505 - - -
Factor score 3 0331 0.074 0.204 4486 | 0.000
Factor scoe 4| -00%8 | 0,074 0060 | 130 | o1 Table 13. ANOVA for multiple regression(Total)
Factor score 5 | 0406 | 0,074 0250 | 5508 | 0000 - U”ji?f?iffed S;?jgiﬁf t .
Factor score 6 0194 0.074 0.120 2637 | 0.009 B SE Beta
o sl GEHARAL AN AAE e sl TeT (Constant) 4907 | 0051 - 97.040 | 0,000
Factor score 1 | 0853 | 0,051 0514 16855 | 0,000
A AE22 L] ANBTH Table &, 9, 10, 11 22, Factor score 2 | 0713 | 0051 0429 14.087 | 0.000
W=el 7F Aol dig 7 QQ1iarst A Eoke]
Ne AR A WeA f@A I27 GEAo] NS Factor score 3 | 0.044 0.051 0.026 0.866 0.387
AEEls 29 xS old & glom ARAS(R)E Factor score 4 | 0476 0.051 0.287 9.406 0.000
05355 UEhdth 1 232 37408 Zo] Aelsld theat Factor score 5 | 0.108 0.051 0.065 2134 0.033
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