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Abstract

The perception of a fashion product may vary depending on the texture and color of its material. Additionally,
the product may appear differently in person versus on a digital screen. Therefore, in the present study, we sought
to investigate the differences in visual sensibility evaluation between materials in person and on digital screens. In
this study, three pairs of visual sensibility adjectives were tested for 60 samples selected as fashion materials.
Fashion materials were divided into colors, embossings, and visual clarity categories. Results showed that each color
had the same sense during in-person and digital evaluation. In terms of visual sensibility according to embossing,
both in-person and digital evaluations of materials with embossings were found to have the same visual sense,
whereas those without embossings looked different between in-person and digital evaluations. Assessments based
on visual classification showed that both in-person and digital evaluations had the same sensibility. This study is
meaningful in suggesting that when evaluating the visual sense of fashion material, the sensation for the digital
screen versus in person may be different in some cases.
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Table 1. A sensory adjective variable used in an evaluation
experiment
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Table 2. The fashion material characteristic
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U e E B EEEEDR
L 15.34 14.67 14.08 13.74 15.02 13.54 16.89 15.01 17.48 12.51

c’ 0.96 1.11 0.67 0.69 1.01 1.39 1.69 1.06 1.01 1.31

a 0.46 0.69 0.61 0.6 0.15 0.82 0.83 0.79 0.94 0.96

b -0.85 -0.87 -0.26 -0.33 -1 -1.12 -1.47 -0.7 -0.36 -0.89
. not flat- | not flat- | not flat- | not flat- | not flat- | not flat- | not flat- not flat-
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classification | -through | -through | -through | -through matt matt matt dazzling | dazzling | dazzling
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Table 2. (Continued)
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Fig. 5. Visual hardness(hard-soft) by fabric surface
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Table 3. Visual sensibility differences of basic color fashion
materials by evaluation method

actual digital
Visual Sensibility materials screen t(p)
(M/SD) (M/SD)
visual roughness 0.219
(rough-smooth) 3.78(1.876) | 3.76(1.782) (0.827)
visual hardness 2.642
(hard-soft) 4.42(1.912) | 4.25(1.822) (0.008)*

visual temperature 43(1.961) | 3.96(1.913) 5.352

(cood-warm) (0.000)**
* p<0.05, ** p<0.001
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