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< Abstract>

According to the results of this study conclusion and suggestion are as follows.

(1) Out of homemaker’s many images of instant food,taste and health factors can be
implicated and it is considered that these images can decide the demand of instant
food. It appears that homemaker’s age, out of homemaker’s characteristic variables
adopted in this study, doesn’t have influence on the image of instant food and the
consumption degree. Homemaker’s educational level has an effect on the image of
instant food and the consumption degree, the state that homemaker has a job or not (if
homemaker has a job, then 0, and if not, then 1) on the cbmsumption degree of instant
food and role overload, and the level of household income on the consumption degree.

(2) It appears that homemarker’s consumption degree of instant food is affected by
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the image of instant food, but not by the degree of role overload.

It appears that in case homemaker’s educational level is high, the image of instant

food is postive and homemaker’s have a job, the consumption degree of instant food is

high.

(3) As the result of multi regression-analysis about factors which have influence on

the consumption degree of instant food, independent variable which has the most influ-

ence on the consumption degree of instant food is the image of instant food, which predicts

or explains 7.1% of total variant amount. These four independent variables explain 24%

as the consumption degree of instant food.

By means of analysis results like above, it is possible to suggest as follows.

As the result of homemaker’s image on instant food, it appears that image degree of

being good for health and being high in nourishment is low but of liking is high. So it is

expected that the demand of instant food will be increased. It is considered that it is

necessary to improve nourishment level or to advertise about nourishment and health so

as to increase the demand of instant food.
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