O] 7L 813 4]
A6H #38, 2014
<AFTE=E>

olz ZAMES| 9= 7

1
HHS o-{)w‘

_|I_

- 2gEY - o8 - g

PISSN 1229-2060

eISSN 2287-5743

Fashion & Text. Res. J.

Vol. 16, No. 3, pp.469-475(2014)
http://dx.doi.org/10.5805/SFT1.2014.16.3.469

= UST AEf Z=A}

ojFy"?

Dy eoieta AgTsiTiet o) Rt
DSk AP 7L
VzdE A3t

Preference of Health Care Professionals for Medical Gowns
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Abstract : This study’s goal was to obtain basic data about the functional gowns of health care providers. 828 health care
providers, including 150 doctors, 224 dentists, 202 nurses, 61 physical therapists and 191 medical technicians, living in
Seoul and Daejeon areas, participated in this survey. A questionnaire was created using 15 items about the current health
care providers’ gowns. 15 items were consisted of 3 parts; satisfaction rate and activity (part 1), preference the details
of medical gown (part 2), and personal information (part 3). In this study, “wearer activity” was the main concern for them
and the majority of respondents, regardless of their age and type of work, preferred the V neckline, short gown length
(waist line), loose sleeves and anti-bacterial textiles. Only the doctors preferred the full sleeves, whereas, the others pre-
ferred short sleeves. The younger health care providers showed a slightly higher preference for the slim type gown, while
the older providers preferred the straight type. In this study, most health care providers were not satisfied with their cur-
rent gowns, except dentists. Physical therapist answered the highest score of dissatisfied for current wearing medical
gown among the all health care professionals. The 20’s answered the highest score of dissatisfaction among the all gen-

eration.

Key words : health care professional(®] & FAFAl), medical gown(2] & 7}<%), questionnaire(d F4])
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Table 1. The demographic characteristics of respondents  (unit : n)
Gender Man Woman

Ages } l i ! ! !  Total
Specialty 20's 30's 40's 50's 20's 30's 40's 50's
Doctor 2 60 21 10 5 25 5 2 150
Dentist 26 81 25 8§ 13 59 10 2 224
Nurse 1 4 1 2 76 74 35 9 202
Physical Therapist 10 14 12 1 7 9 7 1 6l

Medical Technician 7 11 8 9 100 45 10 1 191

66 170 67 30 201 212 67 15
Total 828
333 495
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Fig. 1. The satisfaction rates by the health care professionals.
Dissatisfaction rates: outside circle
Satisfaction rates: inside circle
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Table 2. Statistical results, frequency and rates of each items among doctors, dentists, nurses, physical therapists and medical technicians (N=828; n(%0))

Satisfaction Important Points Activity Time
Yes No Design Color Mobility Evaporation Antibacteria  Etc. 25% 50% 75% 100%
Doctor ~ 70(46.6) 80(53.4) 42(28.0) 15(10.0)  72(48.0)  19(12.7) 2(1.3) 0(0.0) 25(16.7) 54(36.0) 48(32.0) 23(15.3)
Dentist  127(56.7) 97(43.3) 57(25.4) 25(11.2) 123(54.9) 18(8.0) 1(0.5) 0(0.0) 32(14.3) 83(37.1) 83(37.1) 26(11.6)
Nurse 65(32.2) 137(67.8) 42(20.8) 24(11.9)  101(50)  31(15.3)  49(2.0) 0(0.0) 9(4.5) 46(22.8) 100(49.5) 47(23.3)
;ﬁ;j;?slt 14(22.9) 47(77.1)  11(18.0) 16(26.2)  22(36.1)  11(18.0) 0(0.0) 1(1.6)  2(3.3) 9(14.8) 26(42.6) 24(39.3)
Medical
Technician 97(50.8) 94(49.2) 70(36.8) 20(10.5)  80(42.1) 17(3.9) 3(1.6) 0(0.0) 10(5.2) 41(21.5) 109(57.1) 31(16.2)
Value P value Value P value Value P value
Chi-Square ~ 40.524 <0.001 52.544 <0.001 84.196 <0.001
Sommer's d  0.41 0.104 - - - -
Lambda - - 0.000 - 0.013 0.714
Preferring Gown's Waist Length ~ Preferring Gown's Arm Length Preferring Gown's Silhouette Preferring Gown's Neckline
Knee Waist Long Short Seasonal Straight Slim Etc. Chinese V-neck
Doctor 66(44.0) 84(56.0) 87(58.0) 63(42.0) 0(0.0) 79(52.7)  71(47.3)  0(0.0) 18(12.0) 132(88.0)
Dentist 79(35.3) 145(64.7) 81(36.2)  143(63.3) 0(0.0) 108(48.2) 115(51.3)  1(0.5) 24(10.7) 200(89.3)
Nurse 42(20.8) 160(79.2) 46(22.8)  155(76.7) 1(0.5) 101(50.0)  101(50.0)  0(0.0) 32(15.8) 170(84.2)
;}?zrj;iaslt 18(29.5) 43(70.5) 13(21.3) 48(78.7) 0(0.0) 30(49.2)  31(50.8)  0(0.0) 18(29.5) 43(70.5)
Med’{cgl 47(24.6) 144(75.4) 49(25.7)  141(73.8) 1(0.5) 72(37.7)  118(61.8)  1(0.5) 16(8.4) 175(91.6)
Technician
Value P value Value P value Value P value Value P value
Chi-Square 27.047 <0.001 62.502 <0.001 11.160 0.193 110.800 <0.001
Sommer's d 0.100 0.000 6.626 0.000 0.063 0.011 - -
Lambda - - - - - - 0.037 0.026
Preferring Gown's Color Gown's Arm Fitness Textiles Function Wearing Tie Anti-bacteria Function
White Light Dark Etc. Tight Loose Yes No  Normal Bow Non Yes No
Doctor  70(46.7) 54(36.0) 26(17.3)  0(0.0)  40(26.7) 110(73.3) 134(89.3) 16(10.7) 58(38.7) 3(2.0) 89(59.3) 137(91.3) 13(8.7)
Dentist  71(31.7) 76(33.9) 71(31.7) 6(2.7)  52(23.2) 172(76.8) 191(85.3) 33(14.7) 37(16.5) 5(2.2) 182(81.3) 194(86.6) 30(13.4)
Nurse  36(17.8) 129(63.9) 32(15.8) 5(2.5)  57(282) 145(71.8) 192(95.0) 10(5.0) 5(2.5) 14(6.9) 183(90.6) 191(94.6) 11(5.4)
,F}}:éj;iait 9(14.8) 25(41.0) 21(344) 6(9.8)  28(45.9) 33(54.1) 56(91.8) 5(82) 26(42.3) 2(3.3) 33(54.1) 59(96.7) 2(3.3)
T:g;fliicc:?alm 32(16.8) 117(61.3) 31(16.2) 11(5.8) 46(24.1) 145(75.9) 179(93.7) 11(6.3) 17(8.9) 2(1.0) 172(90.1) 182(94.8)  9(5.2)
Value P value Value P value  Value P value Value P value Value P value
Chi-Square 20.856 <0.001 13.690 0.008 15.778  0.003 127.499 <0.001 15.628 0.004
Sommer's d -0.006 0.719 -0.015 0.486 0.000 - - - -0.038 0.003
Lambda - - - - - - 0.000 - - -
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Fig. 2. The dissatisfaction rates of the health care professionals’ gown by
generation.
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(N=828; n(%))

Satisfaction Important Points

Activity Time

Generation . weare
Yes No Design Color mobility

Evaporation Antibacteria

Etc. 25% 50%

75% 100%

20 110(13.3) 157(19.0) 86(104)  24(2.9) 118(14.3)
305 180(21.7) 202(244) 99(12.0)  45(5.4) 194(23.5)
40°s 61(74)  7388)  303.6) 2328  65(79)
50%s 227 2328)  7(0.8) 8(1.0)  21(2.3)
Total  373(45.0) 455(55.0) 222(26.8) 100(12.1) 398(48.1)

36(4.4)
38(4.6)
15(1.8)
7(0.8)
96(11.6)

2(02)
6(0.7)
0(0.0)
2(0.2)
10(1.2)

00.0) 1822) 55(6.6)
00.0) 37(45) 119(14.4)
10.1)  15(1.8)  43(5.2)
00.0) 8(1.0)  16(1.9)
10.1)  78(9.4) 233(28.1)

128(15.5)  66(8.0)
166(20.0)  60(7.2)
55(6.6)  21(2.5)
172.1)  4(0.5)
366(44.2) 151(18.2)

Preferring Gown's Waist Length ~ Preferring Gown's Arm Length

Generation

Preferring Gown's Silhouette

Preferring Gown's Neckline

Knee Waist Long Short Seasonal Straight Slim Etc. Chinese V-neck

20’s 72(8.7) 194(23.5) 77(9.3) 190(23.0)  0(0.0) 104(12.6)  161(19.5)  1(0.1) 38(4.6) 229(27.7)
30’s 126(15.3) 255(30.9) 138(16.7)  242(29.3) 1(0.1) 182(22.0) 199(24.1)  1(0.1) 37(4.5) 345(41.7)
40’s 37(4.5) 97(11.7) 42(5.1) 91(11.0) 1(0.1) 73(8.8) 61(7.4) 0(0.0) 26(3.1) 108(13.0)
50’s 17(2.1) 28(3.4) 19(2.3) 26(3.1) 0(0.0) 30(3.6) 15(1.8) 0(0.0) 7(0.8) 38(4.6)
Total 252(30.5) 574(69.5) 276(33.4) 549(66.4)  2(0.2) 389(47.0) 436(52.7)  2(0.2) 108(13.0) 720(87.0)

Generation Preferring Gown's Color Gown's Arm Fitness Textiles Function Wearing Tie Anti-bacteria Function

White Light Dark Etc. Tight Loose Yes No  Normal Bow  Non Yes No

20 59(7.1) 120(145)  738.8)  14(17)  72(8.7) 195(23.6) 254(30.8) 12(1.5) 37(4.5) 6(0.7) 224(27.1)
305 113(13.6) 182(220) 80(9.7)  7(0.8) 96(11.6) 286(34.5) 338(40.9) 43(5.2) 69(8.3) 12(1.4) 301(36.4)
40’ 2935)  76092)  2328)  6(0.7)  45(54) 89(10.7) 119(14.4) 15(1.8) 22(2.7) 6(0.7) 106(12.8)

50’s 17(2.1)  22(2.7) 5(0.6) 1(0.1) 10(1.2)  35(4.2)

40(4.8)

5(0.6)

15(1.8) 2(02) 28(3.4)

Total  218(26.3) 400(48.3) 181(21.9) 28(3.4) 223(26.9) 605(73.1) 751(90.9) 75(9.1) 143(17.3)26(3.1) 659(79.6)

258(31.2)  9(1.1)
345(41.7)  37(4.5)
122(14.7)  12(1.4)

384.6)  7(0.8)
763(92.1)  65(7.9)
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Generation 20's 30's 40's 50's
Contents Value P Value Value P Value Value P Value Value P Value
Satisfaction 8.485 0.075 20.169 <0.001 15.836 0.003 8.333 0.080
Important Points 25.060 0.069 18.493 0.296 25.599 0.046 23.477 0.102
Activity Time 36.309 <0.001 49.925 <0.001 20.502 0.058 8.520 0.743
Preferring Gown's Waist Length 13.886 0.008 15.760 0.003 3.638 0.457 1.414 0.842
Preferring Gown's Arm Length 17.937 0.001 32312 0.000 12.559 0.128 9.430 0.051
Preferring Gown's Silhouette 20.677 0.008 5.106 0.746 4328 0.363 8.986 0.061
Preferring Gown's Color 40.117 <0.001 73.054 <0.001 19.370 0.080 29.937 0.003
Preferring Gown's Neckline 18.600 0.001 24475 <0.001 5.335 0.255 2.726 0.605
Preferring Gown's Arm Fitness 13.449 0.009 8.443 0.077 2.263 0.687 4.798 0.309
Preferring Gown's Textiles Function 3.387 0.495 7.639 0.106 4218 0.377 2.720 0.606
Preferring Gown's Wearing Tie 67.599 <0.001 59.951 <0.001 18.441 0.018 5.922 0.656
Preferring Gown's Anti-bacteria Function 1.158 0.885 10.117 0.039 5.034 0.284 2.726 0.605
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