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Table 1 Agreement between favorate brand types and using bland
types

1.fRE
i %‘#’éﬁ$3:5.5%(87/245; ER )
73 FNL 63.6%

Fo 51.7%
T % mi 47.6%
2L 89.0%
VIVA YOU  0.0%
YT A - 0.0%
2 fhpE s,
75 F—EEE60.7% (145/239; (B /fF &)
ety — 100.0%
fEE 88.0%
B 80.5%
PES: Lv 80.0%
s =—2  45.5%
Ll 40.0%
INAF -
FaAd—n 16.7%
¥ b 6.7%
3.B&RA
7T K —BE45 5% (45/99; R E)
mL 100.0%
FT4T ==

14.3%(6/42)
(FE.57477=— > EH L
42 .9(18/42))
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HEBE>RE>REROEE %> T 5 (Table 1),

3, BRTS R ERITES
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Fig.1. Comparison of personality score and number of friend

in each wear-brand.
* p<.0s ™ pl0l

Table 2 Summary of canonical discriminant analysis: wear-brands
{in use}

Canonical

Correlation Pr > F Total-Sample Standardized Canonical Coefficients
CANI1 CAN2
1 0.319721 0.0007

2 0.086962  0.4628 B & . 0.6374141006 0.8316984987

SATE -.6871352710 0.7950759811
Raw Canonical Coefficients
CANI1 CAN2
B # .+ 0.0925295553 0.1207326480

. AE  -.1243936877 0.1439344442
Class Means on Canonical Variables

FWB CANI CAN2

5l - 4106397583 0.0432114916
YA hY TN 0.2560693262 ~_ 0818298884
FFF4 et (.4785042790 0.1521263927
oAt 00091369286 - 0775248831
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L E ARG DESGRIN S 1 (Table 2), 55 1 EAEZHOCH T 5 EHe
BRI ER T, MAFLCEDEERLTED, ZREFY T -
AT EEBET 2SI, COMEL Ty FE— TRl BEEET
LEERAEE S e D L R R L T2,

LSO 7 2 > V8 2w T, ERERT, ANETER, MA
Ty E LIz (Table 3), 81 E¥EEH L Tid, HABETOE
B 5 OFHEEEM TRRTE, FFHAEIRRELH, &
FEL#w, BRATY S » FERERL L 2F RS, HHEtoFwC
EERIPELELZ(WTFNLE I EREEROABELHEEAETE-1),

Table 3 Summary of canonical discriminant analysis: cosmetic—b)rands
(in use

C%??glgltci?)l] pry p Total-Sample Standardized Canonical Coefficients
CANI1 CAN2
1 0.199527 0.0029
2 0.080854 0.1345 ~REC
E % -.9173539208 0.6046522790
S ATE 0.9233251676 0.5958031150
Raw Canonical Coefficients
CANI1 CAN2
HAHEC
= #-.1911032818 0.1259612373
TATE 0.1732909141 0.1118211331

Class Means on Canonical Variables

CWBL CANI CAN2

A#FAF - . 1385885002 0.0315309525
ol 0.1373847499 -. 1110430396
PR 0.5299559070 0.1628048342

5. MITRE L/ \—VFUT 1 EDREE

PN=VF DT 4 B RTESCE L T RS T b 2 B,
B4 THEEBEE TR AL H 1, 2 EEAREFREEECH >/ (Table
4), BB 1 AN 2 EA T, ANEDTER (—) HAFE,
FLTHITERELTH, 5 (TrvvardEEL), 6 (Bi2),
9 (EOALRD, 1 (Br2xEE —) LBLWEABEZSATH
Do B2 ERBEICHL T3, FATE, SHECER(—), BB
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FFeBaL), 9 (MoOAER T—)), 6 (Efis T—) KEHAMNEZS
nT»w3, BiERhE - oRFEE Y BIEL TORT~OKL, ®#HEIA
HHe, BOERNNLERETCOFIT~OEbLIDI 4 FHHE I LETR
BLTyvod,

Tabule 4 Summary of canonical correlation analysis

Canonical Likelihood Pr>F

Correlation Ratio
1 0.404698 0.67883276 0.0001
2 0.339167 0.81178755 0.0071
3 0.226580 0.91730966 0.3561
4 0.181792 0. 96695164 0.5357

Standardized Canonical Coefficients for the fashion interest
CANIL CAN2 CAN3 CANY
* ¥ % ok

SE -0.1894  -0.2137 0.5142 0.9023 B
PRISC 0.2532  -0.4686 0.8070 -0.5371 BEIECER
PUBSC -1.1049  ©0.398%  0.0791  0.0974 AWECER
S0C 0.6387  0.7450  0.3338  0.4232 WATE
FASHI0 -0.3821  -0.1541 0.2036 0.1962 FITEERIE, S
FASHI02 0.0355 0.1291 0.5516  -0.4066 HITEIR2BIITAL
FASHI03 -0.0043 02506  -0.3206 -0.6438 FiTERE.OH
FASHI4 -0.0230 0.1357  -0.3224  -0.1985 @ITER4FH
FASHI05 0.3850  0.2280  0.2307 0.1269 HifTERSIBEIHT
FASHI0B 0.3865 -0.4291  0.1573  0.0007 FITEM6EM2
FASHI0? -0.3059 0.1596  -0.5777 0.1398 HITE®IY AW
FASHI0S -0.0540  -0.1563 0.1673  -0.5226 WITERSLMEE
FASHIY 0.3645 -0.4511 -0.1799 -0.2243 WITERIMOA LR
FASHIIO 0.2086  -0.2911  -0.1680 03479 FUTERUEREE
FASHIIL 0.0188  D.4630  0.2297  0.4706 HITEIRLIFITEEL
FASHII2 00040 -0.2326 -0.0698  -0.4850 FRITEER12MEAR
FASHII3 0.2733  -0.0802 -0.7188 0.5031 FATERRIIFEE
FASHII4 -0.2455  -0.0687 02071 -0.0871 FATERAGITEM:
FASHI15 0.2267 03282 -0.0602  -0.1963 FUITERISMEE
*% D01

5. HAEZOBEr 7Sy P8I EoBE
WiTER, =V VT 4 BEEB S0 T, BT (EET S,
Varimax [E#z, SMC) %77 -7-+ 2%, 3HET L T2 2ENBo R

— 00—
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Table 5 Varimax rotated factor pattern of fashion consciousniss
FACTOR3 communality

FASHIOL2
FASHIOL3
FASHIO2
FASHIOH
FASHIOLL
FASHIOL
FASHIOY

FASHIOb
FASHIO5
FASHIO?
FASHIO4
FASHIOI5

FASHIOZ
FASHIO8
FASHICL0

PUBSC
SOC

SE
PRISC
FRIENDI
Za?

FACTORI
0.81161
0.80501
0.58825
0.53012
0.51708

-0.34662
0.27480

0.14947
0.28894
0.13139
0.05584
-0.12308

-0.12582
0.02899
-0.03031

-0.19617
-0.00777
0.01017
-0.02433
-0.05822
2.59844

FACTOR?
0.13940
0.13255
0.20682
0.10451
0.50356

-0.16474

-0.07955

0.70194
0.64679
0.48036
0.38738
0.36530

0.07818
0.10629
-0.04771

-0.15427
0.17147
-0.09667
-0.05650
0.00491
1.89462

0.03351
0.02317
0.11085
0.02305
0.13978
-0.02527
-0.15909

-0.03125
0.14961
0.01546
0.08223
0.06322

0.08119
-0.04363
-0.19958

0.75355
0.59358
-0.43803
(.43140
-0.20925
148710

0.679413
0.666145
0.401102
0.292485
0.540480
0.147927
0.107151

0.516037
0.524201
0.248252
0.159944
0.152590

0.028534
(.014014
0.043026

0.630121
0.384180
0.201315
0.19601t
0.047200

5.98016

FITERIZESH
TR RRI3H A
FATEM2RITAW
FITHEMLAF T I AN
FATERLLIFITEC
PLTEMRIBE S
TITHREMbO A & [/

TG EH 5
FITEESLE RO
WITHEI Y — 2>
WA TR
iy e Biihes

HTE SRS L
BT RS EM R &
FATERIRRE

LHECES
HATE
BELL
HATHCER
FRADEAY

(Table 5), 8 1 BF, TFfTiEESR, THRITHES, 2 COEE
AramE» ks <, HiTsEEL, HIAfmeERERT &0 (—)
ThU, BH2HEFIR TBHisZLEFAR, 77y v EROEEE
S {FA BECATENE L, BITCERT, £HegrEs 4
@(—), FIRFEAK, FHNECEROSHALNETCED, #LTHH
LICADAFERERLTBY, & OBSETRTESEZ 5,
CORTFRAZHEEBL, 77 v FEORFEETHE T 3 &, n HOR&

BLIE L,

7y FEOMEBERZOES (AEMER), anan BOFETE

E, BUEE, BEFREORIT~OHEE, AR FHEORTERE S
PURENTV S (Table 6),
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Table 6 Comparison of fashion consciousness-Average factor scores

i L KrfavaTo bTvata Ol
factor 1

FITEE « B ns
factor 2

B - R 0.550 -322 -.187 =211 p<.001
factor 3

fhEME 0.255 -.138 -.547 -.009 p<.001

ZOM (FFaFN, ~Fty, TLHTCRAEED)

I an.an non.no other
factor 1

MITHE - fih -.150 -.055 .188 p<.04
factor 2

R - e -.164 -.060 156 p<.04
factor 3

a2 . ons

ERHES HAXF Zoit JEfFEH
factor 1

TITHE - fiEh -115 051 640 p<.001
factor 2

=1 = -.067 -.115 863 p<.001
factor 3

&M n.s

* BEKFE (B4, ©E, 3—&—, #4H87)
o (FFER)

7. BETS 2 FBEIRIZEAT IHENEDEE

WMBEDT S o FBIFL S — YU F 4 LOMELBEMCIEL 2
iz, BREE, HE T N, ERMERER TS N, TS, HIEEH,
Eaa7ad)—, L7, HELBHIER W LEATEBA IR
Bt 7 b L R IEE VW7 (FACOM—ANALYST #H),
FHIZALBE i, AENEL-ReEE (¢) HEesnEooZz LA
A (—), B2y 7ombE (1) v aotbEasg ()
LERREND, E£7, BRI EERE. RRAS (+) HEESES (—) -
Sl s 2 RELTWwa X Bbh s, Fig?, Figdid, #hPiiE]l L8
2, Bl EEICOWTO/ATIT)—7 24 VOB RLEZLOT
H5,

AV 2T VERFE, VR, FUROFEET, 57« HHEE
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Fig.2. Configuration of categorical weights : axis 1 and axsis 2.
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Fig.3. Configuration of categorical weights : axis 1 and axsis 3.
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Fy THIZHLT, b7y FREREREL, RROFE, #FmMito%
s, BFEREAOBLEMEL TWynaZ 0505 (Fig2), £/,
FEMEOERR, B3 LW TREREVWEFELTWAS, M
Ry o FBENRCLTT vy v YHEOHB L/ (ZRF727 4T
VEBERE, BF8R77 P L, AERESER, v LIbHMIEE
AE, Fo7~HEBLOItEsE L, testiBLddEnEd g,
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Abstract

Brand Preference and Fashion Interest in Impression Management of
Appearance.

IKUO DAIBO

Impression management of appearance is a very important skill in
coping in interpersonal interaction. Physically attractive individuals are
judged more competent and well-adjusted than less attractive individ-
uals. Most individuals are concerned about the way they appear to
others.

The present study was intended as a first step in clarifying the links
between fashion brand preference and personal characteristics (personal-
ity traits and individual intersts in social erientation like reading maga-
zines, TV program preference and so on.).

The fashion wear-brand preference showed significant correlation
with personality traits. In particular, those with traditional fashion
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preference had high self-esteem and self-confidence.

The brand preference groups are divided into clusters corre-
sponding to personality and social preference.

Implications of current findings are considered as neccessarily
clarifying the personal attributes behind the seeking of particular fashion
brands.
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