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Abstract

This study analyzed the difference of selection criteria when buying socks and
wearing satisfaction related to socks according to demographic characteristics
and fashion interest degree for the adults in their from 20s to 40s. Factor
analysis, t-test, ANOVA, and Duncan multiple range test were used for data
analysis. The result of factor analysis for selection criteria when buying socks
showed that the drawn factors were design and coordination, hygiene and
wearing comfort and practicality. The difference analysis results about
selection criteria when buying socks showed that design and coordination,
hygiene and wearing comfort, and practicality were significantly different
according to gender, age, and occupation, and that design and coordination
and practicality were significantly different according to marital status. The
result of difference analysis for selection criteria when buying socks according
to fashion interest degree  showed that design, coordination, hygiene,
wearing comfort and practicality were significantly different. The result of
factor analysis for wearing satisfaction of socks showed that the drawn
factors were wearing comfort, hygiene, durability, and design. The difference
analysis results about wearing satisfaction of socks showed that design was
significantly different according to gender and marital status, wearing comfort
and design significantly different according to age, wearing comfort, hygiene,
and design were significantly different according to occupation. According to
fashion interest degree, wearing comfort and design showed the significant
difference.
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Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of Samples (M=300)

Demographic Characteristics Frequency Percentage(%)

Gender Male 133 443

Female 167 55.7

Marital status Unmarried 187 62.3

Married 113 37.7

20-29 108 36.0

Age 30-39 98 32.7

40-49 94 313

1,000,000-1,999,999 30 10.0

2,000,000-2,999,999 59 19.7

Incomes 3,000,000-3,999,999 62 207

(KRW) 4,000,000-4,999,999 49 16.3

5,000,000-5,999,999 45 15.0

6,000,000-6,999,999 55 18.3

Self-employed 22 73

Professional 40 133

Occupation Service and production 41 13.7

Office 46 15.3

University students 103 34.3

Housewives 18 6.0
28E A9t 1373 RAo| o]gstgith. S I AR 22 6719 £¥er FAESGeH, o
A 18] grke] 1ol mie Z1Ehe] 57 7kA] 53 2ato] oulit tizlgl ¥ FrjdlolMolatn Pistgit.
ZAE HLE olgstgrt. BMUR-2 SPSS 202 o]gst Q910 Myzle & Hxtol ok 277%= Yeptorn Q
o] QRJAEA t-test, ANOVASL}E Duncan multiple range o] 2 B2A aFA FFA, =g AAERE, A=A
test 58 Aot JElw SRl zogn e TRz P4H
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Table 2. Factor Analysis for Selection Criteria when Buying Socks

Variance
Factor Name ltem Fact.or Eigen Value Explalne.d Cronbacha
Loading (Cumulative
Variance) %
Pattern 832
Clothing and Coordination .824
; Color .820
DeS|gh an_d 4591 28.697 923
Coordination Fashion trend orientation .805 (28.697)
Color Scheme 793
Wearing Conditions 701
Absorptiveness .887
Deodorizing Property .853
Hygiene and Antibacterial Property 784 V336
Wearing Touch .658 4374 (56.033) .890
Comfort Kinds of Materials .656
durability 655
Clamping Force of Socks Cuff 574
Price 773
o 13.930
Length of Socks 677 :
Practicality 9 2.229 (69.963) 738
Thickness of Socks 649

Table 3. The Difference of Selection Criteria when Buying Socks according to Demographic Gender and Marital status

Gender and Gender Marital status
Marital status
Male Female Unmarried Married
Desired Image | (=133 ) (n=167) t (r=187) (r=113) t
Mean(SD) Mean(SD) Mean(SD) Mean(SD)
Design and Coordination 3.341(.805) 3.741(.914) -4.252™ 3.790(.771) 3.188(.796 ) 6.456™"
Hygiene and Wearing 3335(741) | 3.530(739) | -2.270° | 3471 (724) | 3.399(780) | 0.800
Comfort
Practicality 3.393(.773) 3.599(.730) -2.359" 3.604(.702) 3.348(.813) 2.884™
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Table 4. The Difference of Selection Criteria when Buying Socks according to Age
Age Age
20s(n=108) 30s(n=98) 40s(n=94) F
Desired Image Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
Design and Coordination 4'034c('696) 3‘464b(’745) 3'126a('794) 38.730™"
Hygiene and Wearing 3.626 (.724) 3.281 (.654) 3.404 (.818) 5 861"
Comfort b a a ’
Practicality 3.772b(.701) 3.425a(.661) 3.291 a(.82 1) 11876
"0<.05, “p<.01, ""p<.001, Duncan multiple range test : a<b<c
Table 5. The Difference of Selection Criteria when Buying Socks according to Income
Income
Income
1,000,000- | 2,000,000- | 3,000,000- | 4,000,000- | 5,000,000- | 6,000,000~
2,000,000 2,999,999 3,999,999 4,999,999 5,999,999 6,999,999 F
(n=30) (n=59) (n=62) (mr=49) (r=45) (n=55)
Desired Image | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD)
. N 2.400 3.576 3.561 3.548 3.467 3.733
Design and Coordination (893) (.808) (.845) (959) (816) (724) 815
Hygiene and Wearing 3.400 3.326 3.460 3.414 3.396 3.639 1.12
Comfort (.708) (.686) (.746) (.844) (.706) (.757) 6
Practicalit 3.444 3.610 3.489 3.442 3.429 3.575 522
y (.718) (.730) (.750) (.749) (.860) (.732) ’
"0<.05, 7p<.01, ""p<.001, Duncan multiple range test : a<b<c
ZolEWA 5L AEHETIE oFhg © wo| e Q1 2 Zodlold, 98 2 284 2|3 A84elM &
sk A97} golxon B3 F Lo LRHUE AUA ot Aolg Hrh. & T 7l Al dishEe] e A
22 A= A9}t Sojdo](Park, 2016) wat Edg ol wlsl AR}l 2 Zejdleldyt A84dE TP S8%
ojEa} At ofgell oue A7} = E]1}01 L AE7|EeR of7ls o= veyton o 3 2483t
Fojylolde] tigt 8¢ Wl Hoz AmHc AT & o] Zgells stz ikl Hete] 7HE a3t AE
ol wetAe gael 2 Foyloldat AgAdelA 2 VIEoR A7l Alw e
3 Aol2 WelTh, = opar 7o) A ulEAY} A AuT) o] oigt B Awel Aol wetdE Al @
Ut @ Fryoldn A8AS § Zag A sjzo Ao, 9 9 87 T3 AL feldt 3}
2 o7le Aoz et do] el fapel @ ol Hort. = mAel digt WAl weE U
Frjdlold, 48 9 247 T8y A8AeA Hoet 2t Al Gl 9 Anye]do] Fast AE7IE] Aer 1
o2 H4rt = ofy 1u A] dAgo] JPF B 20t} eyttt el thgh I HEoE 7 ot Hgo] W
000} ool Hls) o Ead A szos o= A S Gl s G T A S8 U A 4e4e
o2 it ol 2 PUel FLOIE AololA Wy T FRE UAVIEOR o/l AL ehich 42 3
ofoleloa za] FowA(Park, 2016) Z-LolS Atold| Aol 2701 Qe FREJE = dEol @4 F
A T2 Zget oBo| Aldate]l Fdujolde] FQ A g e ZIIE Mk ] At HAIA7E 70*6‘}71]

Ag71Zo0] H1 Qe Aoz AlgHLE 4Eo| wehbA
= gt 2polE el gotet. Al wetsde tat
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Table 6. The Difference of Selection Criteria when Buying Socks according to Occupation

Occupation Occupation
Office Professional| Sale and |Self-employed| University | Production | Housewives
(n=46) (n=40) Service (n=22) Students (n=30) (n=18) F
Desired (n=41) (r=103)
Image Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD)
Design and 3.283 3.325 3.305 3.265 4.052 3.450 3.157
Coordination (.871) (.929) (.741) (.706) (.685) (711) (.587) 11.148
a a a a b a a
Hygiene and 3.348 3.192 3.230 3.539 3.631 3.605 3.278
Wearing (.767) (.811) (.685) (.725) (.727) (.634) (.707) 3.097
Comfort ab a ab ab b b ab
3.391a 3.325a 3.374 3.333 3.783 3.511 3.148
Practicality (.820) (.797) (.692) (.658) (712) (.720) (.628) 4205
a a a a b ab a
*p<.05, 7p<.01, "p<.001, Duncan multiple range test : a<b<c
Table 7. The Difference of Selection Criteria when Buying Socks according to Interest for Fashion
Interest for Fashion Interest for Fashion
Low Medium High
(n=50) (n=127) (nr=123) F
Desired Image Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
Design and Coordination 2‘780a('788) 3'358b('7”) 4‘094C('960) 76.716""
Hygiene and Wearing 3.048 (.822) 3.437 (.668) 3.611 (.744)
10.792
Comfort a b b
Practicality 3.167 (.960) 3.498 (.744) 3.655 (.619) 7 824"
a b b
“p<.05, “p<.01, ""p<.001, Duncan multiple range test : a<b<c
AR F8 HACONE offe] EALES E HAMel  onl, F YL oF 67%: vehge,
tiAlelehKim, 2016; Lee, 2017). ol2jgh 22 w4l Es=l Q91 12 oprE wno| slElg §ul optE Hnuo]
e 1 o dA=foltt sjMde] oigh B Aol whet A= A, FEE 299 3| EEER AAAENeH, T
Hep|ze] Aot ehd Ao olelst EASst ke A Bge] oJuld Zggolztn wusigon], dyee
n)% A A= Z 24to] 19.57%E AAsta. 891 2= ' &5 A
A, dA, S e 2EY] S RYER FAE
3. 9% 218 wzE 29 gonl, +4 gl ouy gelzkn sigos,
AgEe F BAol 19.10%E AAsH3h 82l 32 A
49l g o o g miE mEmd diE % geerd, Av)n EEW AlY & 2 W] e B
QO1BAS MG Ay} Table 83 Zo] Uehgtt, oFd FER FAEeH, AR oulid Aol
Z-go] e TEL 138 FHeE FAAR B4 o gatgoen, AuEe & B4 1645%% A6t
#o}0] Varimax 2@ SR AAF AT nRAZE o] a9l 4k A D 2ok Al 5 454 27 BgER
Al 891 FEIink O A3t 4719] agjlo] EEEHS TAEeH, A 239 onld fapeldolta gt
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Table 8. Factor Analysis for Wearing Satisfaction of Socks

Variance
Factor Name ltem Fact‘or Eigen Value Explalne_d Cronbacha
Loading (Cumulative
Variance)%
ltch at the part of
Socks Cuff 865
. Mark at the part of 19.570
Wearing Comfort Socks Cuff .846 2.544 (19.570) .807
Clamping Force of
Socks Cuff 716
Sweat Absorbency .861
Comfortability 827
Hygien 2.483 19.100 802
ygiene Foot Odor 564 : (38.670) '
Touch 545
Fluff 507
Shape Stability after 829
Laundry
Durability Durable and Strong 795 2.139 (;gﬁ'g}) 722
Decoloration after 548
Laundry
Color and Pattern .841 12783
Design 1.662 ' .594
g Elasticity after (67.094)
.582
Laundry
ow, dgge F 2ol 1278%5 A bz A debget AE g7 e g g BHEE o]
B 287, 94 2T RPACIAE fold Aol
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Table 9. The Difference of Wearing Satisfaction of Socks according to Gender and Marital Status

Gender and .
Marital Status Gender Marital status
Male Female Unmarried Married
(r=133) (n=167) t (n=187) (r=113) t
Wearing Satisfaction Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
. 3.127 3.137 ) 3.184 3.051
Wearing Comfort (757) (673) 120 (700) (722) 1.579
. 3.134 3.087 3.082 3.150
Hygiene (624) (.535) 702 (582) (566) 0.989
- 3.145 2.964 3.045 3.044
Durability (706) (729) 2.580 (702) (764) .004
. 3.274 3.341 3.369 3.216
Design (555) (554) 1.037 (556) (542) 2.332%
*p<.05
Table 10. The Difference of Wearing Satisfaction of Socks according to Age
Age Age
20s 30s 40s
(n=108) (n=98) (n=94) F
VWearing| Satistaction Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
Wearing Comfort 3.161ab(.661) 3.252b(.706) 2.978a(.749) 3.727+*
Hygiene 3.041(.547) 3.179(.584) 3.109(.596) 1.497
Durability 3.031(.676) 3.054(.728) 3.050(.781) 0.043
Design 3.394b(.568) 3.342b(.525) 3.186a(.553) 3.792%
"0<.05, “p<.01, ""p<.001, Duncan multiple range test : a<b<c
A Rt v AR, HRE, w9 w2, 7 Afo] ATk AT WTAIAE ol Holg Hol]
o 123 ALHRo] 7P e REEEE HAlrh 914840 orokor} a7ty tzelde] folgt ztols Byt =
deiie FREel wEEsL 1 BA deRd v we) o] sk walol A e de] el 2gzit
9 AuAzo] g e WEES et tRRld] e ARl WEES} o w7 veb,
Ae ARZe] 1Y B WEEE HYon, WA ) oWt g AT AT ATEANH 54 3 9 &5
W AEAATh el ARhEe] b e MEES B 2 9¥2 nXA got A, FE 4R, 99, 29 1
of T Zgo W Z8e] JFE uAE F8 2% 21 sfdof] it T4 Ao L Zgol IE UEE
oR2:= o S50 viE g = e FHPEA of JFE = AS ERIT 4 Utk B T &
5ol 2 & St} wEA 2 Fof WAsks "ol F4E S0 o2 trEel e Ad A F SR FE A
o] o]Ao] 7|4 A= ofd Hfoz HjEo] YvistA o] o] digt AHAEe] WEE ZAF AF A(u, et al,
TM o Zg7olt el g WEESL Bobd Ao 2009)°] Sshw SR FE ARG T WEZ Zjo] At
Flig 4 ek B AT FRE AnHoR S8 Aol el Holg M| 40t ol et 1
ﬁa}w% 2o g ol B Aol wE Q) ofse] AYURT L WEEE Bl Ao b
A WA B4 So et % A7t Agslelor & 7 olg} go] Aol W Pt B AqAmels Atz
ojtt. HjA T4 Ao M2 ofd ZHgo wE TS o) AWEH APATfolde i FEo] HHfE H I
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Table 11. The Difference of Wearing Satisfaction of Socks according to Income
Income Income
1,000,000- | 2,000,000- | 3,000,000- | 4,000,000- | 5,000,000- | 6,000,000-
2,000,000 | 2,999,999 | 3,999,999 | 4,999,999 | 5,999,999 | 6,999,999 F
(n=30) (n=59) (n=62) (n=49) (n=45) (n=55)
Wearing Satisfactione | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD)
. 3.077 3.107 3.145 3.034 3.192 3.218
Wearing Comfort (725) (845) (593) (609) (566) (8s8) | 20
Hygiene 3.213 3.057 3.045 3.102 3.146 3.145 516
vo (463) (.660) (533) (420) (510) (739) :
Durabilit 3.100 3.039 3.037 2.884 3.133 3.097 998
y (.628) (.782) (.759) (.743) (.630) (703) ’
Desian 3.283 3.305 3.250 3.255 3.388 3.390 667
9 (552) (.594) (632) (.480) (424) (582 |-
“0<.05, “p<.01, **p< 001, Duncan multiple range test : a<b<c
Table 12. The Difference of Wearing Satisfaction of Socks according to Occupation
Occupation Occupation
Office Professional | Sale and |Self-employed| University | Production | Housewives
) (n=46) (r=40) Service (n=22) Students (n=30) (n=18) F
YVear[ng (n=41) (n=103)
Satisfaction| Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD)
Wearing comfort 3.094a 2.950a 3.114a 3.121a 3.197ab 3.022a 3.519% 2 636+
9 (.833) (.825) (.705) (.621) (.628) (.752) (.460) ’
Hygiene 3.338bc 3.070abc 3.961a 3.109abc 3.058abc 3.033ab 3.356¢ 2 505+
vo (679) (563) (494) (477) (552) (668) (403) :
Durabilit 3.098 2.938 2.781 2.932 2.985 2.967 3.306 1377
y (.866) (.652) (.707) (.744) (.684) (.668) (.769) )
Design 3.435b 3.225ab 3.134a 3.136a 3.398ab 3.383ab 3.194ab 2 206+
o (.553) (.565) (.548) (413) (.561) (.536) (.572) )
*p<.05, 7p<.01, "p<.001, Duncan multiple range test : a<b<c
Table 13. The Difference of Wearing Satisfaction of Socks according to Interest for Fashion
Interest for Fashion Interest for Fashion
Low(n=50) Medium(n=127) High(n=123) F
Wearing Satisfaction Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
Wearing Comfort 3.173(.660)ab 3.13(.706)a 3.241(.720)b 3.363*
Hygiene 3.032(.541) 3.058(.552) 3.189(.607) 2.114
Durability 3.106(.747) 3.034(.726) 3.030(.716) 0.312
Design 3.130(.551)a 3.189(.491)a 3.512(.559)b 15.112%%*

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

Duncan multiple range test :

a<b<c
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