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Effects of Self-Esteem and Body Satisfaction of Middle-Aged Women on their
Clothing Satisfaction and Clothing Selection Criteria

Sung Jee Chungf
Dept. of Fashion Design, Dongduk Women's University; Seoul, Korea

Abstract : The study analyzes the effects of self-esteem on body satisfaction, clothing satisfaction, and clothing selection
criteria, the effects of body satisfaction on clothing satisfaction and clothing selection criteria, and the effects of clothing
selection criteria on clothing satisfaction. The questionnaire developed by the researcher was distributed to 160 women
between 40 and 65 years of age in Seoul or Gyeonggi-do. One hundred fifty one questionnaires were used in the final
analysis. The data were analyzed by common factor analysis, multiple linear regression, t-test, ANOVA, and Tukey’s test
using SPSS 18.0/Windows. The results demonstrate that clothing selection criteria is classified into design, quality, prac-
ticality, and economics. There was a significant effect of self-esteem on body satisfaction, and significant effects of body
satisfaction on clothing satisfaction and on factors of design, quality, economics in clothing selection criteria. Factors such
as design, practicality, and economics contributed to clothing satisfaction. Significant differences were found in self-esteem
between age groups as well as self-esteem and body satisfaction among groups according to education level and monthly

income.
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2.1. XIOFESZ (Self-esteem)

Rosenberg(1979)= AFeid (self-conceptys AF71 ARA1S &
o] tidez vigkds Aol Alael 7o) FebelEla 4
o3 thas cited in Im et al, 2009). 53} xpo}EZ7H(self-
esteem) Alopde] WrHA FAHLARAN A7 ARIE F
obete BEE walw Aopde] g Fad a0t
(Kahng, 1995). 22|22 ApolEZolE AT, A7) &
= AIEIH e A SHE X, Re AEF
7re] 7E a9t 1A el FFE WAL A EF4t
< sA7E 71 283 715S FIETHIm et al,
2009).

AlolEFAe] alolE IT-5AA 540 wet AR R, 41-
594 FdAgel gt ArolMe 2E=-AT AskEAiEn, A
22 AP e A% SR, A7P3E 22 ol
=2 Jurn, ArFo e FEet £o=2 AolEFte]
S(Kim & Kim, 2011), &J37489] 7% ZAA $5of u}
e ST JAdo] see JdETh ARAH &5t
= THKim & Kahng, 1992). A E Aw{EH 40-500) S

AEL 200RT) APolETo] =%tk (Lee, 2004), S
AF = Folgh Zlol7t fIAthKim & Kim, 2011).
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Be53= FAET(Hom, 1975).

FHAEL] AATEE U3k A5 AHEH, Wee and
Park(2003)2] Aole AAFS] 2088 T 1973llA Ht
% 34 olste] BYES £FS& YEllth XS Park and
Ryo00(2004)2] A7oM%E 1328 A S R B3k
AS HolFglon, B3] BuE o] £ JEL EE
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9} v AT T3 Moon et al.(2008)2] Aol HY,
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22 HEAE Rk T %5 A (Ford & Drake,
1982; Kim & Kahng, 1992)7% 10-40t] I (Jeon & Lee,
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AR e AANSER= fFolgk FA1 FTEAT AN
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1982b), AXAERE BAA e Tree] JATEo| 3
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Aods} ojEgiEze A%t AFE AHEY, JuNE
o2 g Aella 7P Aoplide] w2 Hwto] it
T} AelA ol&A T gl A Aeblido] B
o] 2 JuHT F2AF flA ¥ 52 JHRE HE
Wek(Yun & Hwang, 2007). 9ZAS tido=z 3 T &2
AT (Kim & Kahng, 199204 ETIEL 4230] 2o 3
o] w2 Jutt ALE]A AlelEgite] folsiAl w3t &
g AJoldAE tldez 3 A7 (Lee & Kahng, 1982a)004%
Zopde oBuEwe} fog A JRAAE Bylom, A
Qlgzte] ojEFuj571¢k Aopidel ek Kahng and Lee
(1993)9] AFolME zede] o™ oE Juf & IEE
7t =& Ao yehit)

2AH gl ENEE Alojof] A tigk A3
55 AYEE, F9 M= folnid JAEAE 2o
™(Lee & Kahng, 1982b), :=17] oJA43< iAo &
M= AAREE} oEVEEIL o3 IAE Hof 214
Tt 2 Juo] Y2 FutHt) o ENEE AQgl
4 2 rAR, tARI T, 84 2 H
F93HA =UTHKim et al, 1996). &= ©}2 A F(Hwang,
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ok BEE SR9eEe] A WAl AFEdME Y ol
S e R 3 AF(Jeon, 1998)0A A== o]k
nEC9} §o3 A JARAS BHPow 53] 93} A3
2 290 AY e AAAAE YeERiTh T3 oS o
Aoz & Lee(1996)2] Aol e AADELS} ETEELe
froleh AR AHIAE UEleH, oEREE 4991 &, 7t
7 - 2990, A 291, gk acly) A84da91s)
frolgt A JAAAE HAFUTE E8 10400 o
nd Lee(2003)9] A-FolA= AlA R
STE 9B AuAS FASh: ZoE el
< UoE 2RISR w2 75 Fereld &
SRt 2o Huo] vk FuEc)
AFT A7 FelsAl o =3 THKim, 2002).
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el =da, AAEAES tideZ 3 Kahng and Lee
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g AAA FEEE 2 Fd7] AU AT (Lee &
Kahng, 1982b)9} 1374) th/de] A4-(Kim & Kahng, 1992)°
A B AAA FEo] 2575 o8NS #390 e o
S5 e $37] 934 (Lee & Kahng, 1982b) 4321 24
(Lee & Kahng, 1982a)9 tist 7oA BF W&5F0] =
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24. S|EMED|E

FTAZ A9 glolzmzElde we FujdlEe] #SE A+
(Choi et al., 2011914 Fuj7]E=L Rl ~eld, 714, U
o olmix|9fe] 3}, BAEw, A4 #Aele Wy, tE %
o] 3}, AE wrEAle] $/f 3H HdoE ERESUT 60-
700 o34 Aw|xke] QIXH Ao wWE oE AMEly]FEe| gt
Hong and Lee(2010)8] ATollX= o5 He7|ES 1A &,
MAA A, 84, T24, AR BFch 204
ol Aol GAS e =E 3 Lee and Kahng(1982a)2] A+
oA LEMEy|E HA, ke, AN, fEA, Al 3
dol EFHAT FA S 71ESE § Hwang and
Lee(2000)2] AollM= oBXe7|2S 7 891, 484, &
YA, 2P0 BFIA

Aoplide] e]FAg7]Ee HAs TS HAAFE AFE
S AR, AU GAES AAH, AFEH, AEE Aoplid
| 225= o 7] F o8 frle) 9%t FulEr|7t
Qt3l(Kahng & Lee, 1993), A EL #loplidoe] =2 3
Eo] B Jus Ho) A8A4 Fret AAA 0t fefst
=9t Hwang, 1999). FE3F 10-400) 4L tiao= 3
Jeon and Lee(2003)¢] AAtelM= AlES0] 28575 o5
9] olgrhgolu 13, A4 wiEgde AT 8RS
319 MAEF Apolegttl te AFEEE 73 Aopid
o] F& ok ke JoHt) ojEaFelAa 42 &
N, 23 g2 FeA felsA o B2 BAEXE
YERITHYun & Hwang, 2007).

AARERE} B8 7o) et AFES AHEH Ford
and Drake(1982)2] AtolA] AAtjAie] AA T2 o&) tigt
AlEgs} A Aol Aok skt =3 104001 St
©2 3 Jeon and Lee(2003)2] A7ollME AADZET} Eolx]
W o9 Aol o] HolA= AE & 4 AN 430
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Feto] vke Funn) AR B A7 G281 =30k
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3.2. A7 e & X2y

Tate®} Glissons®] F171¢] Ho]& 404914 6542 T3}
3 40-49418 FAA7, 50-65415 SWESI|R FES A(as
cited in Lee & Kahng, 1982b)2 /4= & A= 20129
69 A& 7] Aol AFshs 40-65419] S R 4
H|ZALS AT dH|2ALE 248t 74 - Bakgh A
A& A& A7IAG AFshe o4 16078007 viZste] o
T 15157 SFEJAL o]E & Aol HF 24 ARE &

g3ttt

i

ApolEF7E 32 Rosenberg(1965)7F 7815 Jon(1974)7}
bk o R FAA AolEF3t s F8A AelEFH

A Gop (1)l G 2 (R)e] SHHTE T Al
43199 tH(as cited in the Handbook of Psychology Measures,
1998).

Al BEzo] ek 32 Secord and Jourard(1953)<]
Body cathexis ScaleS HH3l] AM8-8 Lee(1996) 5] 4138
A4E EOE 54 - Beste] 208302 8T HEe
- BRI lA wi HEITEHE YA 5H EAE
Y A& ARSI
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9 JEANE 72 H|R]E G AAVNEETF 25
g} QEME7|F) n|R)s G, T8l oEAgr|Foe
BoiEto| v)Xe GegS dolrs] 9 =

L3193 FdoAe] A7EAH EA we a5 A}
olEZZE A NEL, BN 7|FE ) oBNEL o) Xols &
olr 7] ¢Jsle] EAHEA(ANOVA)RF A7 02 Tukey's test
E AMgalglon, RE 2412 SpSS 18.0/WindowsS ©]-8-3131

o},

41. ATEAN M

B A7 AR BT 024 ARHE = 404-
4941 (708, 46.4%)2t 504]-6541 (8178, 53.6%)= =AUt 4
FoRzEs 710 tIFE(1384, 91.4%)P]UL, oz E 1
E3w YA 458(29.8%), 294 HFEHA7E 584
(38.4%), 434 HIE=UA7T 437(28.5%), 2E]3L HAEY
ZA7F 58(B.3%)eIAth AFHEE FHIF 65H43%)E 7P
ok v g2 HEA/ASE] 279, 17.8%), AR 4] (26
H,17.2%), Hvl/A 8] 22219, 13.9%), Ai/71s2019,
7.3%), 71EH1™, 0.7%)°2 At 452 100-2009H]
o] AY WI(75M, 49.7%), TFXO 2 200-300%+ (359,
23.2%), 50-1002FA 214, 13.9%), 300-4007+1(107, 6.6%),
509k o187, 4.6%), 400-5007H(31, 2.0%) &=o|ith.

4.2 o|EMEYY|Eo| QOolEMI} J|E} Holo| ME|T B4

2 AFdMe 4 =79 35 820 Felele] dAdE
AA7|Es F3s] S8l FE B4 ol gk 9%
AL e 291 3He Fwsd F elE] 2 (Varimax)
WS o] gsion, 8AAAF (Factor Loading)o] .50 ©]F
o foj3t Heg HTslr). o]E 7|FEoE 9l Falgo)
w2 B3RS AlQet 1671 Tl A7 1081 419 &
olo] FEHULE QQEAMS i E2H Q89| v 7+
2 AdAAS AES] 3l Cronbach's o AIGFE o83 A1F
EEMS AAEINTE 208 A3l= Table 13 72th

89 1 ‘wIFE, vHE Eaol gigk 29l Falgo]
o} ‘AAAlTT WAL LFAE 3398, AHHTE

21.238%°]™, Cronbach’s a %] .841= UERITE 221 2
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Table 1. Factor analysis of clothing selection criteria and analysis of reliability

Factors Questions Factor loadings Eigen value % of variance Cronbach's o
Exchange/Refund .807
Price 782
Factorl. 3398 21238 0.841
Economics Comfort 767
Coordinating with other clothing 746
Durability .870
Absorbenc; .859
Factor. M 3.012 18.824 0.864
Practicality After service 842
Cleaning 815
Finishing 928
Factor3. Tailoring 80 2977 18.604 0.937
Quality
Sewing .868
Trendy 741
Style 658
Factor4. .
. Design 647 2.479 15.496 0.795
Design
Color .644
Dignity .568
Cumulative % 74.163
3T A= 3.012, AERES 18.824%°]H], Cronbach’s = 906 13 EVEE ST gk AlEeE 88231
o #ol 864 YERATE 891 32 EnREE, Al 8 2
Q1 etk =ob F2 olgkal HHsIith LAl 2977, A 4.3. XNOFEZZ0| MA2FEEe o|S0FE I ofSMEYT|

HHEES 18.604%°]™ Cronbach’s oo Zol 937% UETE &
F3Y°, el Fadol] @9l Rl ol TIx}el 0]
2 Wyt IHXe 2479, AHHEHEES 15.496%0]H
Cronbach’s o Zk°] 7952 YElst). o]FAe]7]E9] 42219]
HoE 15 H3le 74.163%Ath 18|32 ARlEF7, A
S5, 283 oERERe gk AEx AAS AASISTE &
olESTE 108F2] AFEE 914, AANEL 102 AlF%

Sy

&0l o|Xl= P&

AolEFTro] AARSEY} B uEE 2 oHAE |
H X G AR 98 31AHEA A3 Table 29 2tk
. AolEFo] AAEZ| tigh AR Ege e dTel
gt AANEE 13.0%E Jepton, AR =
T fog Aoz Ykt 4 23 AAvEEd e Aol
FHP<00De] g Ao L HIXE Ao, Aol

Table 2. Effects of self-esteem on body satisfaction, clothing satisfaction, and clothing selection criteria (N=151)
Unstandardized )
Depe-ndent Independent Coefficient Standardized ¢ R ¥
variable variable Coeffient S
B SE
. . (Constant) 1.873 25 7.425%**
Body satisfaction 130 22.280%**
Self-esteem 331 .07 361 4.7720%**
(Constant) 3.656 30 12.234%%*
Clothing satisfaction .012 1.767
Self-esteem 110 .08 .108 1.329
) (Constant) 3.353 24 13.776%**
Design .034 5.275
Self-esteem 155 .07 185 2297
Quali (Constant) 3.483 34 10.183%** 000 051
; uali . .
Clothing v Self-esteem 021 095 018 225
selection (Constant) 2.421 35 6.985
o onstan . . .
criteria Practicality 021 3.169
Self-esteem 171 .10 .144 1.780
. (Constant) 3.694 33 11.318
Economics .003 402
Self-esteem 058 .09 052 .634

kg < 001
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AT (Ford & Drake, 1982; Kim & Kahng, 1992; Jeon
Lee, 2003)¢] Z3453} AX|ath. ol AolEFqol 2
e ool Alel ARl thak AL 73 FE A
A2 E ol ARG AAe] et WMEHEE ol o 5
g 4 glow] 22 Sof AW ohlet A A 9w
Pol ¥EY w2 FAE e TS Hole AT YS
sk Folck,

T AolEgAo] oERERE mAlE Y
itk ol NS e s Aol SEREE AL
olo] ARl FAAAE KA
T8 ApetEFe] woW EFH) F NEETF EU=
Kahng and Lee(1993)¢] d7-9h= YAIekA] o= Ao|r}. &
gk ApelEFAol AHAE71Ee] 48814 MRl FFE F9
A g¥otth. ©]= Kahng and Lee(1993)2] Aol ApolEs
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Hwang(1999)] A7l Aolegle] e xivte] 484
Foh AAFTE Flak Erhe ARETE o

£ A3l ol AolEEE AR e sk 4
2 Yehls 299 AdeR olue s elE Apzol
e Ao BUY F 9o wEs BrpE B adve =
AP RS A T REAE =, Aol ouut
% Fo oRAE/|ES 2o wWEoR ofsjs B FE 9
Sg B B 4 ATk

4.4 MAREEZI} o|S0iEEe} o|SMEYY|E0| O|Xl= W&
AANZE7E JEREETe) B E v e JTFS
AR 7] 913 3)AEA] A3 Table 33+ 2t AAUMEE)
olERIETel oBME 7|5l HX|e Gl digh A

1T S

o
I
rlo
1o

EUNEE 15.5%, 8A497E FolA HARl 103%, F4
8.56%, 7AAA 10.5%Z Uehton, 3Fndge wF fo|3t
Ao et

4 A3} oEnEroe AAUSER<001yt 23 4
B dEFTFS v3oH, AANELYF 545 oE8 STt
Ehe S Soth Fd9A ool A7 (Lee & Kahng,
1982b)9} 1=3d7] o34 oiide]l AF-(Kim et al, 1996)0l14 21
AEE7} BN el Fo03 22 AF JABAE HolE
AFEF} AT

TS ARV o BE7])E FellA] TR (p<.001), &
A (p<.001), 2 AAA (p<.001)ell H(H)2] J&S mxon,
AAMEE} 275 YRRL, F4, ARG Ae7E =3t
ey AARESEL BT |E F A8 mRs dEg
frolebA] esdth. o] Aite AUAES] AANEEE o5
st A-Ea e ggde] vk § Ford and Drake
(1982)2] AFA} AAVEE7) Fom Al B4lo] 3l
T}l § Jeon and Lee(2003)2] A2} I L] s},

uebd, A71EFDEE g Al e WEe o)E) o)
g NEA T B8 AL dEFS TXE 84
ol e 4= o, £3], ARrle] AAe NEET) 2o Fd o
dEo] gEAEE 24 F A8 disiMe vud A
FHEA Fe ML
Exo= olg] & = r} 3k o} AlA| Hejdl HF
S EC] Bolvks d A
S| vHAY oz FH3)

At

4.5. o|=MEI|F0| o|=UEZ D|Xl= S

SEMEy|Fo] EuEL Y nX= JTS Avrr] 93t
SN AFRs Table 491 ). o =AE|Fo] ofnuEE
o M ol e AP 69.4%2 Yetor, 319

Table 3. Effects of body satisfaction on clothing satisfaction and clothing selection criteria (N=151)
Unstandardized )
Depe.ndent Indegendent Coefficient Standardized ; R F
variable variable Coeftient g
B SE
) (Constant) 2717 26 10,208+
Clothing satisfaction . . 155 27.277***
Body satisfaction 437 .08 393 5.223%**
(Constant) 3.006 22 13.556
Design .103 17.131%%%*
Body satisfaction 294 .07 321 4.139
Quali (Constant) 2463 31 7.947 085 130075
: uali . .
Clothing vy Body satisfaction 361 10 285 3.634
selection (Constant) 2.841 33 8.620
o onstan . . .
criferia Practicality 002 282
Body satisfaction 056 11 043 531
. (Constant) 2.707 29 9.261
Economics . .105 17.505%**
Body satisfaction 392 .09 324 4.184

*xkp < 001
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Table 4. Effects of clothing selection criteria on clothing satisfaction (N=151)
Unstandardized Coefficient i
Depf?ndent Independent variable Standardized t bid F
variable B SE Coeffient g
(Constant) -.045 255 -.176
] Design 493 069 406 7.123%%%*
Clothing Clothing Quality 107 050 122 2.162* 694 82.620%%x
satisfaction selection o
criteria Practicality .037 .041 .043 .895
Economics 430 052 468 8.315%**

*p <05, ***p <001

P fol3t Aog yehgth B4 23} oEuETe) tiAl
(p<.001), FA (p<.05), A4 (p<.001)°] gt G+l FS
mFow, Uz, F4, BAE A4t 22E EvEs
7F Erhe 2e 5tk Sulele] SPA HRle ol Al #

F23 YRl M7 B Re feld IS F
ATH= Shu and Lee(2011)2] 7239l TR AX|5AT,
Aelgrte] olBnEel ofBME s FEal= foln|e A
S Ho|A| ¢SM}E Lee and Kahng(1982a)] dTtele U=
SkA] @t ol HdH oo o 52 ojEAde o
2ol 2 olE|E 4= S Ao vlolE)

e

46. ATEAE SN0l ME XOESY, AHEE, ol
BIEE, o|SME|E of X0
ATEAN B, 5 A, S, A5, A6l 1 AolE
0, AANBE, GBS, oRaE|Ze) ol Uokr
= J

¢

Aol mE AolEFt, AARNEE, EREE, 54
71%2] AolE HAT Table 59% 2t} A4 A AA U=
A H93k 2ol2 BATHp<05). 9 A77F @ 18
AAREZ=TE Fels o EBkon, ole Fd 7] HAE]
7] AHE B} ARle] AAle] o vIESlaL Jltke AE €]
ujgit}. o] A T 7] B0l T 3] JHERT

) -

ACARL, F4, 2484, BA) =M freldh akel7) 19l

Fd7] A7k S8 o8 wEEr wUAl 3§ Lee and
Kahng(1982b)¢] A7-ZdZel= et ol olxe]
AMEL AFYE glo|ZAEllol} AR Fe end
= o] AolE AT HZ T AHELS T4
2l Hr} F2 go|Z ey 2l 22 gR
3k F4lo] mobd AR Xfol7t FEEAA WA e ik

I =
22 g ¥ 9 Adey @ 5 vk wek
o

Table 5. Differences in body satisfaction, clothing satisfaction, and

clothing selection criteria according to age (N=151)
Age Early middle age Late middle age
Dependen (n=70) (n=81) t
variable M(SD) M(SD)
Self-esteem 3.480(.79) 3.518(.81) -279
Body satisfaction 3.220(.75) 2.942(.72) 2217*
Clothing satisfaction 4.180(.81) 3.976(.82) .077
Design 3.904(.68) 3.895(.68) 1.633
Clothing  uality 3.733(.94) 3472(92) 1171
selection oo
criteria Practicality 3.140(.95) 2.948(.95) 1.756
Economics 4.075(.71) 3.807(.96) 1.446
*p<.05

WGFE| mE AolEFt, AANEE, ETNEE,
Ael7)Ee] zjo]E BA3F Table 63 2t} wWS30|
q

ApolE Bt AolEgAel = 434

5 =0
s =4

Lo

e

A7} 23A

dekERiAet WSk EYAuT), 2T AR UEEelAE
494 TS EYAE 24 The EAAR FlSPA o &S

Table 6. Differences in body satisfaction, clothing satisfaction, and

clothing selection criteria. according to education M(SD)
Educatl(mHi oh School 2 year 4 Year
Level college College
Graduate - - F
Dependent (n=45) education Education
variable (n=58) (n=43)
Self-esteem 3.312(.71) 3.294(.73) 4.067(.61) 23,930k
b b a
Body satisfaction 2.981(.81) 2.890(.58) 3.239(.79) 3017
ab b a
Clothing satisfaction 3.822(.94) 4.417(.68) 4.014(.81) 368
Design  3.844(.85) 3.890(.57) 3.967(.61) .505
CIOthfng Quality  3.496(1.07) 3.649(.85) 3.488(.85) 1.103
selection o
criteria  Practicality  2.811(.91) 3.026(1.00) 3.093(.89) 1.190
Economics  3.750(.99) 4.013(.86) 3.837(.79)  3.050

p <05, **¥p< 001

a, b, ¢ : Means with the same letters are not significantly different from

Tukey's test.
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Table 7. Differences in body satisfaction, clothing satisfaction, and clothing selection criteria according to monthly income M(SD)
Monthly Less than 1,000,000- 2,000,000- 3,000,000-
Dependent Income 1,00,000 2,000,000 3,000,000 10,000,000 F
variable W) (n=28) (n=75) (n=35) (n=12)
Self-esteem 2.278(.43) 3.399(.68) 4.000(.69) 4.358(.74) 26,406+
c b a a
Body satisfaction 3.034(.70) 2.866(.65) 3.216(.75) 3.538(.10) 4106+
ab ab b a
Clothing satisfaction 3.907(.88) 3.979(.84) 4.166(.89) 4.383(.80) 935
Design 3.786(.70) 3.867(.70) 4.000(.61) 4.100(.71) .848
Cll‘"h{“g Quality 3.333(.96) 3.587(.89) 3.695(.90) 3.472(1.24) 1117
selection
criteria Practicality 3.000(.83) 3.113(.93) 2.900(.93) 2.625(1.31) 1.367
Economics 3.955(.86) 3.806(.86) 3.871(.95) 4.354(.94) 1.370

*ip < 01, **¥p < 001

a, b, ¢ : Means with the same letters are not significantly different from Tukey's test.

ok 41-594 FddS S ¢ Kim and Kim(2011)¢] €
TollA rEHEe] AR} RlolEFtte] wdthal ¢ Axet
=S ool 3hy ek aFsha EYolste] Ay
Aok AANEE7}F EYTh 3 Ku and Choo(1996)8] &
TAZ} dRgtt. 22y ERISES 54| 47
A 8AEARI, T4, A8, A elM= oIt zkel7t

= =
198204 BT TRFO] ¥25H oJHuERE} Hokrhs

o WE Aol Holx] 2 F YUk ot AT Fof 9ne]
l =

Edo] AMAOR wj§- FolXL 7] whe JEELS
SEARE0] oI5 Wil ekt 4 9.

oA Folgt xjolE BT RolEFelA= 200-3008Hd 2
SR 300-1,0009H1 A5Fwo] 100-2008H47} 1009+ 7]
o AERTED FosA EUI, 10020080 ASFwo]
1005k WRF AEPTET Fo3H B =3t ol g
TollA AT Lo 2 AolEFTe] &tk §F Kim and
Kim(2011)®] AAxe} AAA s & ¥ 54 5 F
T A Hdo] 3 7 A HTET; ALS A AolEF

Table 8. Differences in body satisfaction, clothing satisfaction, and clothing selection criteria according to monthly income M(SD)
Dependent Occupation Oftece-workers/ Professional/ Technition/ Sales/ House-wives F
varlijable Management (n=26)  Education (n=27) Manufact-uring (n=11)  Service(n=21) (n=65)
3.596 4.115 3.736 3.700 3.095
- dokok
Self-esteem (67) ab 61) a (93) a (83) a wnb 137
Body 2.981 3.176 3.664 3.038 2.885 3111*
satisfaction (72) b (.74) ab (79) a 9N b (63)Db ’
Clothing 3.862 4.093 4.309 4333 3.926 742
satisfaction (75) 77 (.84) ((72) (.90) ’
3.900 3.933 4363 4.143 3.708
. kK
Design (46) ab (65) ab (54) a (67) ab (7 b 3:5907%.
. 3.718 3.457 3.758 3.524 3.533
Clothing ~ Quality (78) (91 (.88) (1.22) (91 409
selection 2914 3.556 2.682 2.678 2.992
criteria icali : : ) ) ) *%
Practicality (83) ab (88) a (1.51) b (1.18) b (83)ab MO
. 3.548 4.161 4318 4.024 3.896
Economics (84) (.60) (.62) (.98) (92) 1.767

*p < .05, **p <.01, ***p <.001

a, b, ¢ : Means with the same letters are not significantly different from

Tukey's test.



92 SO FIY IR AsH Al 2013H
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