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Drape property of Fabrics and Shape horizontal section of hem line of flare skirt
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{Abstract)

In this study, the formative property of flare skirts is carri out by the shape
horizontal sections of hem line,

Flare skirts was made by 10 kinds of fabrics with different physical properties,
The length of flarc skirts was 60em.

The main results obtained are as follows:

1. The shape horizontal sections of hem line has differed with number of nodes
and fabrics properties, in direction of texture,

2. According to the fabrics analysis of drapability decreased in order from
Polyester/nylon(20/80) )Polyester (twill, thickness (.2441))Polyester (plain, thickness
0.3760 ) >Polyester(plain, thickness 0.3687))Polyester(plain, thickness 0.3101).

3. The correlation between the number of nodes and wave-height of nodes and
breadth showed a high negative correlation with the drapability of fabrics,
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Table 1. Details of the fabrics used

i | Density - Bending
Sample Thickness Weight o o
Weave ) (WpXWT) rigidity
Fabric (mm) {mg/cm®) ,
)t\'m(h (g.cm®icm)
P 100(A) Twill (.2441 9.7230 lth 104 W 0.0531
F 00136
' P 100(B) ; Plain 0.3687 14.3565 144 X386 ‘ \‘( () ()11 2
: I 0.0729
P 100(C) Plain 0.3101 14.6823 165 %98 | W 0.0128
] [ F 00198
- . -
P 100(D) Plain 0. 3/(’)() 12.2035 168 X 90 ; W 0.0363
| F 0.0080
P/N(20/80) Plain 0.3760 10.6020 140 % 83 j W 0.0220
(B) F 00147 |

P ! Polyester

N @ Nylon
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Table 2. Measurements rate of the fabrics used
Sample DN | DHN | DHV DHP
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Table 3. The correlation coefficent between the variable measurements

DN DHN DHV DHP SRL SFB SN SDC
DN 1.0000
DHN -9183** | 1.0000
DHV - 5546 7810*7  1.0000
DHP 7387 5719 | 0656 | 1.0000
SRL -.3909 4497 4064 1846 | 1.0000
SEB -1118 0588 1700 | 1204 1674 | 1.0000
SN 0000 1061 0304 1206 | -4177 0101 | 1.0000
SDC 1973 3732 7918% - 4437 3703 0117 1 -3638 | 1.0000
* pl 01
p¢. 05
Table 4. Constant and correlation coefficient of regression equation
a b t
DHP 2421863 0.22642 -0.7387
DHY 2421863 0.13411 -0.5546
SDC 3170426 1.46430 -0.3638
SRL 3170426 0.12681 -0.4177
SFB 31.70426 0.0372 -0.0101
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Fig4 Relation between DN and DHP DHP y=-0.22642x +24.21863(r=-.7387)
DHV y=-13411x+24.21863(r=:-.5546)
V.2 & SDC v+ -1.46430x + 31.70426{r = -.3638)
SRL y=-0.12681x+31.70426(r=- - 4177)
Aol oRolelziel G Yo v FIS
Sola7] fefel 3327 HEAE 55 5ol thked (¥ = ¥ 9]
Aol ug At Pl dHIALE FYstd
de Ave g g ) BERX, RFREM, H-F21T-2H 1181 B AR

WIEMD Ly b LRI T S -EE, ¥

—153—



gigtrb g aka ] A33H 4350 1995

@
| %
2 SFB

Fig.5 Shape horizontal sections of hem line of flare skirt.
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