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Survey of Maternity wear Purchasing Status in Pregnant Women

Hee-Kyoung Oh'
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Abstract : The purpose of this study is to most appropriately develop maternity wear according to the preferences of spe-
cific age groups of pregnant women. The specific age groups were women in their twenties, early thirties, and late thir-
ties. This survey was conducted in the metropolitan area around Seoul, South Korea through a questionnaire given to 150
pregnant women. The study found that pregnant women purchased significantly cheaper clothes after their pregnancy
than before. The participants responded that they mostly bought clothes using the Internet, but they also reported many
instances of returning the clothes due to fit and sizing. It was shown that women in their twenties tended to consider
the price, design, and activity more than women in their thirties when purchasing maternity wear. The study showed that
pregnant women tended to wear maternity wear from early in the pregnancy—preferring leggings, one-piece dresses,
pants, shirts, briefs, and bras with the girdle on the outside. More women in their late thirties purchased maternity sup-
port belts than younger age groups. In any case, in purchasing maternity wear, clothing features that the respondents
focused on were comfort, functionality, fit, the covering of their body changes, and fashion. Still, many respondents 35
years and older reported more interest in safety rather than fashion in comparison to the responses of respondents under

the age of 35.
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AH o Z AAFol, A, Hol AMd 55 t] Bo] Kol F
o] JtkKim & Cho, 2012; Lee & Park, 2013). o} A}
WEe] 7% 20009 JARET 37 AHROAIN E=A e
U, QJake] 99wk wiw el wE Akrel w93 9al
o uld3la AUck(Lee, 2014).

Al 717+ ElopllAl o] AHF Aot ofHue] A
et B3 v Elole] HAdHQl W A% 28-S 3t
asEE a3 A& i 4
st E3ke] S PIATE FY =3 T8I dojof gt
(Jang, 2006). 2] 71)7] o/de] & =
31, YAl Folls AES 2 v, 4 F Anel &
Atore] A7 9 obs 5ol gk AAA ez HAlH ]
= AR She Aol e sit(Lee, 2014).

A dFE 282 FHA Wl AP Bz
15 olallslar zRle] A%}
YA ZEH 2T} Yol Zpof &
tHLee & Park, 2013). T
o7} 7153wt ofet 3784 AlA| o|nxE s 4 Q)
S ZHe3ro M LA Wl tial] S HHRA Bi=et &
S5 7+ 4= dthHan, 2013). ©]@ 3§ ¢JrE] gk A8

o HH WA QFE] A ZARRE ARE TRl
gk YAakHo] HEo] #H3 AP (Lee & Yang,
2012), YH-H-o] o defol] g ZAK(Park, 2003), YH<52-2
A% 78] B3 A(Han et al, 2006), 2 A 4]
ARE puf Yol Be A (Lee, 1994), AT YF-Eo]
ShAdoll 3k 474(Choi et al., 2000), A13]% WH3lo] & ¢
BE A A3(Park, 2010)7F AT} HH JRE HAE 3
Are WA Arie] AFsle] gk A7 (Kang, 2008; Na
et al, 1994; Okabe & Sugimoto, 2007)2} A& W3}ol| W=
o)8 MA AFMori & Kioka, 1994; Shinozaki, 1991; Lee,
1990; Cho, 2011), & Yo/} d¥E 52 wsle mE o
AA A7-(Higuchi & Chiba, 1991; Kioka & Mori, 1994)7}
Atk ES AFE T el g 7 (Kang, 2008; Kim
et al., 2010; Kwon, 1997)7} o] 212 it}
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7t ARTHe] A g S5t FEsi) o]
of £ A7 JA-E 200](21~294)), 30t ARH30~344]), 30

FHH35-394)0] AHTE o] 4 AR G 2
Aefet 7l MEE zfolE A AYIE MFshs o= Ah
gl 53] Srksle 2w fdwel &ake 300 ke i
Y-S vilshke RS ARkl Zx2AREE Algetaat dvh
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stk AR W82 AP (Han, 2013; Kang, 2008;
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oJF FH], el o S, ofo]d W ZRE A=} A7),
T FEE AR Asshs o ghel tiEldde F
Azt 7bssAl stk AlAl FRE 2 Hme )
Al 8% oM HAET 57 A== A8l AR}
At
I8 B2S SPSS statistics 225 ARREIloH, 9T B4
oA E3, dEe] AE AR A, e g, Tl R
NERAS Sk ehE, 9l )k o] 9 o)F Fdulel o
o] rtests, Tl T E AEU ol A F2E 28 )
Ao thale] AHFZE ANOVAS AN3F & F712 AL
S Sk =5 ) Al F2 84 golry] 98] 89l
15 AABIAAL, AFe WE ) AT xlelE Wel7] ¢
[e]

=
3 7} Q2159 value BHOE ANOVAS AAEE & Fr12 A}
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200 A= 269 (17.3%)°13, 300 7Rk diki= 75
™H(50.0%), 30 HEo] Jabi= 4978 (32.7%)°-2 30t vt
o] 7P BT & A AT He A% 31.6541(%3.79)
2 Yeht wid Ha 71ES AAlska dE 20159 -2kt
QA Ha 24 A% 322349 FARIAL ol AT AE
AFo] FA =ojel mEt Wt B9 AT ZoR I 9
FAIE wrdeitiar & = ok oA YAk AEFol
olglel mel kg EAFS fJ8le] 53] 30t %o F
o ¥t S3ld UF-Ee A4t st

ZRA7E QUE A= 1198(79.3%)0 2 UAHEEC] XAkl A
27t 7P gkem, 2pA7E 1%el A9E 23%(15.3%), 21
ol AE SP(GA%)E HF E4HES 1.27(20.58)°1%
th ol Al 2yt Al E4HE] 1.2420159)00 AR
FRR, ZAEAY] 712490 130 2ot @it} thgl o)4) 8t
S 7H AR 1279H(84.7%) ol9e™ FuE 7H AlEe
687 (45.3%), T/t = AR 821 (54.7%)°1Act. ¢4, 7t
& A 4 FYo] 3009H o]l ATt 9178 (60.6%) 0=
7 Btk A9 €3S ARy, dal Ao 1389
92.0%)°] AAFE 7HEARE, dAlS SHHA 66 (44.0%)0] Z
Fg e AoE AU YA Foll= F
AAREL 68 (453%) 22 E4F Fo= A& AU FAT

Ao 2 AR ATH(Table 1).



Table 1. Pregnant women’s general characteristics (N=150)
Characteristics Categories n(%) or M+SD
31.65+3.79
20~29 26 (17.3)
Age(yr)
30~34 75 (50.0)
35~39 49 32.7)
1.27+0.58
None 119 (79.3)
Number of children 1 23 (15.3)
2 7 4.7
3 1 0.7)
High school 21 (14.0)
College 114 (76.0)
Education level
More than university 13 ®.7)
Not provided 2 (1.3)
Yes 68 (45.3)
Religion
No 82 (54.7)
Marriage 147 (98.0)
Marital status Single 2 (1.3)
Not provided 1 0.7)
100~199 15 (10.0)
200~299 44 (29.3)
Monthly incomes 300~399 32 (21.3)
400~499 32 (21.3)
500~ 27 (18.0)
Before Yes 138 (92.0)
pregnancy No 12 (8.0)
Housewife 78 (52.0)
Office worker 24 (16.0)
. Professional job 23 (15.3)
Occupation  Current
Own a private business 4 2.7
Part time 8 (5.3)
Public servant 13 8.7
After Yes 68 (45.3)
delivery  No 82 (54.7)
32 ¥ olF 7l
YRR Al A3t Fo] & o F Rl diste] F-elv]

o

2 zpo)7F YEREO W (1=11.626, p<.001) SHZE H<Jm3l =}
olx YeR}A| okttt oAl Mo ¢ o) elule 308k o
olehs Sl 333 (22.0%) 02 7 BRAT 5~97H (27

, 20.0%), 10~143E(279, 18.0%)5 & Y87} gk
7Li ERI=ATE et A4l Fo] F oF odulE sv
wlgto] 617 (40.7%)0. = 7HE WAL, 599+ Aol7} 537
(35.3%)0Z Ukl oF 75%7} 109K vWgke] SJRHIE A&
shal Qe Aoz YePdthFig. 1). ol BE dwulel it
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(Unit : people)
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Fig. 1. Comparison of purchasing clothes between before and after
pregnancy.
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Fig. 2. Place of purchasing for maternity wear in pregnant women.
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Table 2. Degree of purchasing satisfaction for maternity wear among the each age group by internet
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Age 20~29 30~34 3539
(n=25) (n=65) (n=47) fotal F value )4

Item M SD. M S.D. M S.D. M S.D.

Size 2.92 1.04 3.15 1.26 2.96 1.04 3.04 1.15 558 574
Color 3.40 0.82 351 0.87 341 0.76 346 0.82 257 774
Design 292 1.12a 343 0.87 b 341 0.73 ab 333 0.89 3351 * 038
Touch 332 095 3.46 0.99 327 0.73 337 090 630 534
Elastic 320 091 3.54 0.87 344 0.81 344 0386 1.404 249
Activity 3.12 073 a 3.75 0.90 b 3.55 0.73 ab 357 0.84 5.446 ** 005
Fit 2.88 097 323 0.90 2.98 0.64 308 0.84 2.093 127
Price 2.88 1.05 a 352 0.77 b 3.50 0.70 b 340 0.84 6.242 ** 003

*p<.05, **p<.01
Scheffe test results a<b
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Table 3. Degree of satisfaction for maternity wear at each body part among the each age group

Age group 20~29 30~34 35-39 ot
(n=26) (n=75) (n=49) F value P
Iteam M S.D. M S.D. M S.D. M S.D.
Sleeve 312 1.03 337 105 306 1.05 323 1.05 1496 227
Arm 327 092 341 095 304  1.00 327 097 2236 A1
Top Neck 335 075 351 099 319 0.79 338 090 1.895 154
Bust 300 117 299 101 285 101 295 1.03 281 755
Abdomen 308 120 285  1.09 302 110 295 111 550 578
Hip 315 097 312 091 304 103 310 096 145 865
Cover length for abdomen 2.85 1.12 2.99 1.01 2.96 1.07 2.95 1.04 175 .840
Elastic in abdomen 288 114 283 1.04 288 112 285  1.08 043 958
Bottom Thigh 300 106 304 078 296 082 301 084 137 872
Hip 296 104 303 075 308  0.82 303 083 187 830
Cross 277 114 303 0.66 3.04 079 299  0.80 1.161 316
35. 4N FEY ARS FHE HE 3] Al 3~570Y Abelell 70% ol’de] dFE-S 971 Al
olo} A AlA| FEE FE A8 HHE AL A AF ATHTable 4). Park(2003)2] Aol Qatire] ¢JiE g0
8 F3 Aol YRR AT AAF o= 7P v 4~o70 9 Atelell 86.1%7F Y=Thal sAL 1~37HLell= A<
=4 )

Ry 3T
= 25 BE =2 SHIIUK(Table 3). 28 <
T 3% [e) %%2_
2 9ED7E Eva @ 5 gk 300 QAR 2 20tET)
Aztehs B2 =7t oM (Kim & Cho, 2012), 3
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Table 4. When women start buying and wearing maternity wear

AA etk ZAFEITE T3 Choi et al.(2000)2] A-T-oll4
= 4FE Faart dXl sigE A vl gl 23y
olgigt MPAFehs tE2A B Ao o o2 AIV|RH
UFES ZEske o2 AGEHUTE £29] 79 Han et

u!

al.(2006)2] A7-ollA Al 7ol %2 2Hgo] 37.0%= 7F%
E=ATh 3ieH, 5~7HY Atolol] kg £8-8 Z83)7]

A

> H

Aste AOR ZAEUT, TEh} B Aol &2 o A
Ao} ThEA 94l 5 A AlF A7} wekggol Bl
ek,

SJRE YAE] PREL oldIE A M we
A Hgab] AR e AEYle] BFos Qe th
TAH Hust At Fohstat she <8l thale] &

o

unit: n(%)

Items Maternity
Suit  One-piece  Skirt Pants Leggings Blouse T-shirts Jumper Pajamas Briefs Girdle Bra support  Stockings
Month belt

12 3(23.1) 16(143)

4(133) 16(18.6) 23 (18.0) 2 (11.1) 11(15.5) 5(102)

17(153) 1 (9.1) 14(133) 2 (6.5) 12(22.2)

3 7(53.8) 26(232) 4(13.3) 21 (244) 28 (21.9) 5(27.8) 11(15.5 8(163) 1 (32) 28(252) 2(182) 28(26.7) 3 (9.7) 11(204)
4 1 (7.7) 27(24.1) 9(30.0) 16(18.6) 31 (24.2) 4(22.2) 18(254) 10 (20.4) 6(19.4) 27(243) 2 (182) 18(17.1) 4(12.9) 9(16.7)
5 2(154) 29 (25.9) 10(33.3) 23(26.7) 30(234) 5(27.8) 18(254) 9(184) 7(22.6) 25(22.5) 5 (45.5) 23(21.9) 12(38.7) 10(18.5)
6 8 (1) 1 (33) 8 (93) 11 (86) 1 (56) 9(127) 8(163) 6(194) 9 (8.1) 7 (67) 6(194) 5 (9.3)
7 545 267 2 @23) 4 @GD 1 (56 3 42 3 61) 4129 2 (181 O1) 767 3 97 2 (3.7)
8 1 (0.8) 1 (14) 3 (6.1) 5(161) 2 (1.8) 3 (29) 5 (93)
9 1 (09) 2 @41) 2 65) 1 (09) 2 (19)

10 1 20 329 1 (32

Total 13 (8.7)112(74.7) 30 (20.0) 86 (57.3)128 (83.5) 18 (12.0) 71 (47.3) 49 (32.7)31 (20.7) 111 (74.0)11 (7.3)105(70.0) 31(20.7) 54 (36.0)
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Table 5. The number of maternity wear items purchased unit: n(%)
Items Maternity
Suit  One-piece  Skirt Pants Leggings Blouse T-shirts Jumper Pajamas Briefs Girdle Bra support  Stockings
Amoun belt

-2 7(875) 57(54.8) 21(87.5) 59(72.0) 54(41.5) 14(82.4) 34(49.3) 39(84.8) 23(92.0) 16(14.2) 8(80.0) 39(37.9) 29(96.7) 41(75.9)

3~5  1(125) 37(35.6) 3(12.5) 22(26.8) 62(47.7) 3(17.6) 32(464) 7(152) 2(8.0)
3(43)

6~10 9(8.7) 1(1.2)
11~ 1(1.0)

14(10.8)

7162.8) 1(10.0) 56(544) 1(3.3)
23(204) 1(10.0)  7(6.8)
32.7) 1(1.0)

11(20.4)
2(3.7)

Total  8(53) 104(69.3) 24(16.0) 82(54.7) 130(86.7) 17(11.3) 69(46.0) 46(30.7) 25(16.7) 113(753) 10(6.7)

103(68.7) 30(20.0) 54(36.0)

oAl e 4 7] Wit E AlEH
A fAF AR 59 Al ARs olaﬂ S, %
7keb Al (Kim, 2011) AF=9} Elole] AZdE E4ke 2|5}
dAl T -t YRE-S 7)ol 2Ll Ho2T A

X“I%UH“FA ElAE=
Solls #d2=rt 7}1 B, o

, 0] ZgolE dRE, o
E1r(Table 5). ©]= Lee and
yang(2012)9] AollA duj2e) g2 AATE dEske
ojBoZ &A}% A% dRskes Aol 2, Kim et
HEo] i F /P g Zlo]

%0}111 a OIWE A FF7ledl= 2HEat] oY
a1 BAEAE HolA] edol Aol §47] oY) wiEeleks
ool ATk 2y, HAEE 4S5l 7] wiwe] dAl
FI7)E Fgo] kst 222 Edsox Agsid 7Y
Asshe dFEoR AlREY. a2ER gAxe gz, 9

HA 2L

RE], YHBEAfE oF T olge] YAl F 3-58L
whske 0= SebEIic, # ATeIM QARRE BN, X

Beheot AEe wgkom Asshe oRomt A
ol o} Bl 9t AW2E 7 Azshe Aol 9
Ao AL Wb QRS S 915 A=l glo]
8] 2 Apol=] g 1—4{— A54e] Fol BEaol
A 2AE AT oY :

Koo J-l)l' ) —LJ

o

31, QHEr) ol Oﬂeﬂiﬂé Frefu|gh o]zt L}E}kﬁ} Gl
AL} - F 307 (20.0%)°] FF-EHE FesilEd], 2008
och Ak 3

o] JARE 4H(15.4%), 30

300) Fuke] QA= 179 (34.7%)0] THid AoE 8oy
THTable 6). YH-E= Fulat QrHES 2 300) Fuke] 9
F7F Fk ooz sh Eekor 20dh, 30 Hwkel ¢
Feow Fojd Aog RIHITHN’=10.845, p=0.028).
Ao Tl 7S AuEE, i o 7P o] )
sl= A0 =2 UERTH(Table 4). %Vd F8 Q=S oAl 367
o] 717+ Eok BAlEE | 2o A7k vk Z7et
THWang et al., 2009). YF-Eth= 332 71_‘% AL o}z
A AR FEA RS gukeiA] ok 253w S W
A B8 otz HlE X A 8}04 Il @)Fe]
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Table 6. Amount of purchasing for maternity support belts among the each age group of pregnant women

Age group 20~29 30~34 35~39 Total R
Number n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%) * P
0 2 (147) 66 (44.0) 32 (213) 120 (80.0)
1~2 4 @ 9 (6.0) 16 (10.7) 29 (19.3) 084 0028
3-5 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (0.7) 1 0.7)
Total 26 (173) 75 (50.0) 49 (32.7) 150 (100.0)
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Table 7. Result of factor analysis for purchasing maternity wear
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Comfortable &

Item functional Cover Suitable Fashionable
Activity .834 .079 286 .004
Elasticity 818 -136 .058 119
Restful .803 .058 201 132
Stability of a fetus .768 .089 380 .003
Fabric .699 .081 .080 122
Size 618 -.140 .043 281
Can wearing even after delivery 368 .145 -.197 267
Designed looks not potbellied -.053 841 177 .109
Designed looks not pregnancy 120 839 -.077 215
Fitness for body -.030 726 283 -202
Supplement for body shape change .093 .092 77 .005
Level of untight in body 323 153 .685 277
Adjust with clothes already had 292 195 .645 348
Color 107 .082 .099 .867
Style 236 015 293 784
Total 3.888 2.098 2.019 1.861
% of Variance 25918 13.988 13.463 12.405
Cumulative % 25918 39.906 53.369 65.774
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Fig. 3. Factor score 4 for analysis: Fashionable.
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