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A Study on the Comparison of 3D Virtual Clothing and Real Clothing by Neckline Type

Young-Ran Nam and Dong-Eun Kim""
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Dept. of Fashion Industry, Ewha Womans University, Seoul, Korea

Abstract: While it is an important element of clothing construction, research has so far been very limited on the similarities
between virtual and real clothing in terms of the type of neckline. The purpose of this study is to verify the similarity, accu-
racy of virtualization, and actuality of neckline, which all play an important role in individual impressions and image formation,
and require considerable modification when fitting real samples. A total of 5 neckline models were selected through the anal-
ysis of dress composition textbooks. The selected designs were then planned and manufactured in muslin. The specimen
clothes were then tested on a female model in her 20s. 2 kinds of virtual bodies were created in order to compare the real
and the virtual dressing. The first virtual body was made through an Artec 3D Eva scan of the model, and the other was
made by entering the model’s measurements in a CLO 3D program. A visual image of the front, side, and back image of both
the real and virtual dressing were subsequently collected. The collected images were then evaluated by 20 professional fash-
ion workers who checked the similarity between the real and the virtual versions. The current study found that the similarity
between the actual and virtual wearing of the five neckline designs with reality appeared higher with the virtual wearing
image using the 3D-scanned body. The results of this study could provide further information on the selection of appropriate
avatars to clothing companies that check the fit of clothing by utilizing 3D virtualized programs.
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%‘H‘)ﬂ’ﬂl“ Hie o) F QANA 7PN RS HFH 0=
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oF A
g A=t An|Rte] VSRS
s g AAES 718 5 Avk(Park, 2007).

e, 7PEEe7E AAIAe] Bas 2 wkgsial olevlel
gt A7e ofF S JElE HHel oF &AM =
Aol 3z} FEE AojE= Bfo] ARl BEH At fAL
x|, 7P 2dls) o) 7 FHEko] AA|zke] el duht
AR, o Eo] AztEe oA AES A, 39, B4
S 2 oo AR WlEo] feouet A ey
=4 5 9t AlZeA 5ol Ea3slth(Lee et al., 2016).

Az ztelel 7Pkl FAF AEE Bk 7|Ee] Mg
TEE Fol2AES] AAIFe|e} 7P| o] Bl (Kim
et al, 2011), E24 A9 A Ze]9} 3D 7Pgzre]e] 9
A= Hrloll B3 A(Kim et al., 2014a), 33-) 7]
oF AAR)E 5 Hl‘ﬂoq*éﬂ HER] BEEAR H|W(Lee & Lee,
2013), AL BN LE S 402 3 AA|ztele}l 3D MR
o9l 9 fAE 3 Ml A3k AF(Kim et al., 2014b) 5
2 AR A9} 7P fAF AES A5 9
3 2AE, AF, v o 54 o& oleldlg gideR F
AR A7t o]FAR AL Utk olF tRRle] FYUgE AFl
olg} & AIFARI tEHIYR! A, A}, e, A/, U=
Zle] e ol k] o5 ojux7t ZA GEAA =
o], oF71A] YEHY FE A= vl £53 d3olnt ~°1,
vl AR gl 7ML AR o ol 2 7] o
ol YRRl ERJAES] AES p, /NS o]m|=| e} E917]
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Tof A M3 HARle] IA gEiAE Fitelth
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s}, ool & AFellA= i1 I ow|R] FAel 8
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Ut wEbA B AFors ZRaoA QAAXGE 1HdsiAl
YEste] A= ofutere A5 oAk 3D 2 E EaH
Az ofute}r 2717 BEE 04%01] &3t AF oFE
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Park, 2015; Park et al, 2009; Yang, 2012) 7}’ =& HI%
2 Yehd ge=u 32k (round), EolulFERR](v), Z=dAloiv]=2
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Hol ek QA A5 G 71Fow Zgsgion, de A
ol Bag Qi Aol FHS A T B QAAFEA
A B2 QA 2PEE NF0E 2Ptk AF A5

A S-S
AT E 2de] AAXSE Table 29} o). 7Pg=ke)o} &

gul

oA G AHE HAEI(Lee & Nam, 2007; Nam & @ HaATe] 74 ir] A4 EE Z3slod (Jeon, 2019;
Table 1. Neckline design for study
Part Round Square High Cowl
Front m g} '
- m g] m
Table 2. Body measurement the study model (Unit: cm, kg)
Measurement items Value Measurement items Value
Hps height 133.0 Knee circumference 375
Bust circumference 86.8 Calf circumference 36.0
Neck base circumference 38.0 Ankle circumference 22.0
Across shoulder 375 Bicep circumference 28.0
Shoulder drop 4.53 Elbow circumference 23.0
Bust height 113 Wrist circumference 14.5
Underbust circumference 72.5 CB neck to wrist 69.8
Apex to apex 16.0 Height 159.0
Hps to apex 26.0 Weight 53.0
Waist circumference 70.0 Waist back length 38.0
Waist height 99.0 Waist front length 34.0
High hip circumference 84.5 Back interscye, length 34.0
Hip circumference 92.0 Front interscye, length 33.0
Inseam 70.2 Shoulder length 12.5
Thigh circumference 54.0 Arm length 54.0

[ : Measurement based on CLO avatar dimensional measurement method.

Shading : Measurement based on size Korea measurement method.
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Lim, 2010; Park, 2020) 27F4] 71 wltlE AAskdct 31 |
A 7P¢ vlH]= Artec 3D Eva HIH AU E E83le] A+ of
® Bde] A 270 dolEHE AR, 3D A 27
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Table 3. Image of real and virtual fitting (front)
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Table 4. Image of real and virtual fitting (side)

Virtual body
Body®@

Design Real body

Round [ 3
-

Vv A

‘ -

Square K .
.

High | \i
|

Body®

TN

Cowl .

AP

¥

<= H, 7V BA d% AstaL Algdolds ddsislon, 7t
ARzt e & AW, =29, IH Ak 4 AHE

=<t 7 AU, =

2 A sle] ofmx &2 At o e da Azt

lu

s e CLO ZholBEglel AdH 30+ F5 E4o=
A Aol &8s Ax|zre] 9 7pdERe] omR|=
Table 3, Table 4, Table 59} 72om, AA A thadzte] A
A 270 dHoleE B8l A9 opbfEre] PR e
Body®, CLO 3D Z23lo|x &4 A A+E dgstd
AgE= olubete] 7P| B4-2 Body@elth.

34 I A BN

7= AP oldel olE A HFAE 108, GAlol
A1 CLO 3D RIS Eoh= A4k 109 5 208S o
o HrHE AAlEth JAH 4 FAREE Bk ¢
A mg- ARy, “FARBITHERy, BEolti3H), f

A]—s]—X] oL]:]_(2X4)’ cuﬂ <3} /K}oP(] q_(l;d ) 77};<] 524 zh:
71E2o 2 BT AAF g A HI A, <fALSH
A Ay, S FARA dth1RyE Q4@ 39 olf



Table 5. Image of real and virtual fitting (back)
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A B felapt vER e foapt UeRd 3 25 Body®
o] A= A7t =T Body@9] FH fAKE Hoe 235
Ao, 3,008 olstE YRt AL A7 B 71



252 @

Table 6. Composition of questionnaire

o] ZLRII S8R A23F A2%, 20214

Survey content

Survey scale

Front
Overall shape similarity Side th very similar (1 point), not similar (2 points), neutral (3 points), similar (4 points), very similar (5
points)
Back
Front Necline width — wide / similar / narrow
Round Back Necline depth — deep / similar / shallow
ac Round shape — round / similar / angular
Front  Necline width — wide / similar / narrow

\% Necline depth — deep / similar / shallow

Back

V-line shape — round / similar / pointed

Front ~ Necline width — wide / similar / narrow
Square Necline depth — deep / similar / shallow
Back g le — large / similar / small
quare angle — large
Necline width — wide / similar / narrow
Necline depth — deep / similar / shallow
Front Neckline height — high/similar/low
Creases around neckline — many / similar / less
Distance between neckline and garment(based on C.F.) - far/similar/close
Detailed shape ' Neclir}e wid.th - wi(%e / 'sin'lilar / narrow
similarity High Side Neckline height — high/similar/low o
Creases around neckline — many / similar / less
Distance between neckline and cowl(based on C.F. & C.B.) - far/similar/close
Necline width — wide / similar / narrow
Back Neckline height — high/similar/low
Creases around neckline — many / similar / less
Distance between neckline and garment(based on C.B.) - far/similar/close
The height of the cowl(based on c.f.) - high/similar/low
Front The amount of creases around cowl — many / similar / less
Distance between neckline and cowl(based on C.F.) - far/similar/close
The height of the cowl(based on the front center) - high/similar/low
Cowl Side The amount of creases around cowl — many / similar / less
Distance between neckline and cowl(based on C.F. & C.B.) - far/similar/close
Necline width — wide / similar / narrow
Back Necline depth — deep / similar / shallow

Distance between neckline and cowl(based on C.B.)

Table 7. Image comparison between virtual bodies in nude state

Front

Overlap image(body® + body@)

Bod: Bod:
ody® ody® Using the CLO 3D program Flat sketch( 529 3)
€ N
// ‘.\ A \ "’.. ’\““.
Ty AB QJA
| || € -
|
Side
Overlap image(body®D + body®@)
Bod; Bod
ody® 0dy@ Using the CLO 3D program Flat sketch(____ggg’;%)
4
A
‘ /

——

(3
e

A
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Table 8. Overall shape similarity between real and virtual body by neckline type
Front(M S.D. Side(Mq S.D. Back(M S.D.
Design G.rf)up. ront(Mean (S.D.)) Wilcoxon Z ide(Mean (5.D.) Wilcoxon Z ack(Mean (S.D.) Wilcoxon Z
classification  Body® Body®@ Body® Body®@ Body®D Body®@
Total 4.00 3.50 ek 3.15 235 o eurs 4.15 3.05 U
(n=20) (0.65) (0.89) 2.066 (1.04) 0.81) 2541 (0.49) (1.05) 3380
Graduate student 4.00 3.30 B " 330 2.20 B - 4.10 2.90 N «
Round (n=10) (0.00) (0.82) 210 (0.82) (0.79) 2.598 (0.57) (1.10) 2521
Professionals 4.00 3.70 3.00 2.50 4.20 3.20 "
(n=10) 0.94) (0.95) —828 (1.25) (0.85) —1.089 (0.42) (1.03) =227
Total 4.05 330 i oness 360 2.70 o omss 405 345 ook
(n=20) (0.83) (0.86) 3035 (1.05) (0.98) 2.698 (0.60) (0.69) 3.000
Graduate student 4.20 340 N N 4.20 2.80 B - 4.20 3.60 N N
v (n=10) 0.79) (0.84) 2.271 0.63) (1.14) 2.724 (0.63) (0.52) 2121
Professionals 3.90 3.20 « 3.00 2.60 3.90 3.30 *
(n=10) (0.88) (0.92) —2070 (1.05) (0.84) —966 (0.57) (0.82) —2121
Total 4.00 255  cooses 340 240 ogss | 395 2.90  togees
(n=20) 0.73) (0.76) 3699 (0.94) (0.88) 3.042 (0.89) 0.97) 3191
Graduate student 4.10 2.60 N . 3.70 2.10 . o 4.00 3.00 N *
Square (n=10) 0.32) (0.52) 2871 (0.67) (0.74) 2.724 (0.82) (0.82) 2.332
Professionals 3.90 2.50 N " 3.10 2.70 _ 3.90 2.80 N «
(n=10) (0.99) 0.97) 2481 (1.10) (0.95) 1300 (0.99) (1.14) 2.209
Total 2.90 2.20 ~ o 275 2.10 ~ i 3.80 2.55 ~ ok
(n=20) 0.97) (0.77) 2810 0.79) (0.91) 2437 (0.62) (0.69) 3852
. Graduate student 3.00 2.30 _ 2.70 1.80 N " 3.70 2.40 N .
High (n=10) 0.67) (0.95) 1.933 0.67) (0.92) 2165 (0.48) (0.52) 2919
Professionals 2.80 2.10 N " 2.80 240 B 3.90 2.70 g .
(n=10) (123) (0.57) 2.070 0.92) (0.84) 1134 (0.74) (0.82) 2.585
Total 3.30 3.15 _ 295 245 B x 3.60 3.70 ~
(n=20) (0.86) (0.93) 1.732 (1.10) (0.83) 2673 (0.75) 0.73) 707
Graduate student 3.60 3.50 3.10 2.60 " 3.70 3.90
Cowl (n=10) (0.84) (0.85) ~1.000 (1.10) (0.84) —2:236 0.67) (0.74) —816
Professionals 3.00 2.80 2.80 2.30 3.50 3.50
(n=10) 0.82) 0.92) 1414 (1.14) 0.82) -1667 (0.85) 0.71) 000
Shading :Items with an average of Less than 3 points.
Closer to 5 points means it is similar to the virtual body.
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Table 9. Comparison of detailed questions between real and virtual body in round neckline
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(Unit: n(%))

L Body® Body®@
Questionnaire - - - -
Group classification Group classification
Part o @ Graduate student Professionals Total (%) Graduate student Professionals Total (%)
(n=10) (n=10) (n=10) (n=10)

 Wide 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
Nf::‘;g’e Similar 9(90.0) 8(80.0) 17(85.0) 9(90.0) 8(80.0) 17(85.0)
Narrow 1(10.0) 2(20.0) 3(15.0) 1(10.0) 2(20.0) 3(15.0)
~ Deep 2(20.0) 2(20.0) 4(20.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)
Front N;zl;;?e Similar 8(80.0) 8(80.0) 16(80.0) 10(100.0) 9(90.0) 19(95.0)
Shallow 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
Round 0(0.0) 2(20.0) 2(10.0) 2(20.0) 2(20.0) 4(20.0)
]:}‘1’;‘;: Similar 10(100.0) 7(70.0) 17(85.0) 7(70.0) 8(80.0) 15(75.0)
Angular 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0) 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0)
C Wide 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)
vacil;igle Similar 9(90.0) 10(100.0) 19(95.0) 2(20.0) 2(20.0) 4(20.0)
Narrow 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0) 8(80.0) 7(70.0) 15(75.0)
‘ Deep 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
Back Nzc;jiﬁe Similar 9(90.0) 9(90.0) 18(90.0) 5(50.0) 4(40.0) 9(45.0)
Shallow 1(10.0) 1(10.0) 2(10.0) 5(50.0) 6(60.0) 11(55.0)
Round 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0) 3(30.0) 2(20.0) 5(25.0)
1;‘1’;1;: Similar 9(90.0) 10(100.0) 19(95.0) 6(60.0) 7(70.0) 13(65.0)
Angular 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(10.0) 2(10.0)

Shading : Most selected by respondents.

Detailed evaluation question: The virtual body is more ~(@) in terms of (D) than the virtual body.
Evaluators were required to check the virtual and virtual images and then select item @.
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(Unit: n(%))

. . Body®D Body®@
Questionnaire - - - -
Group classification Group classification
Part o ® Graduate student Professionals Total (%) Graduate student Professionals Total (%)
(n=10) (n=10) (n=10) (n=10)
_ Wide 6(60.0) 2(20.0) 8(40.0) 4(40.0) 2(20.0) 6(30.0)
vaciliﬁe Similar 4(40.0) 8(80.0) 12(60.0) 6(60.0) 8(80.0) 14(70.0)
Narrow 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
, Deep 2(20.0) 1(10.0) 3(15.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
Front N?iiﬁe Similar 8(80.0) 8(80.0) 17(85.0) 9(90.0) 10(100.0) 19(95.0)
Shallow 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0)
_ Round 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)
;2;: Similar 10(100.0) 9(90.0) 19(95.0) 9(90.0) 9(90.0) 18(90.0)
Pointed 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0)
. Wide 4(40.0) 1(10.0) 5(25.0) 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0)
Nvevciﬁiﬁ‘e Similar 6(60.0) 9(90.0) 15(75.0) 8(80.0) 8(80.0) 16(80.0)
Narrow 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 2(20.0) 3(15.0)
. Deep 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0)
Back Nzcel;ige Similar 10(100.0) 10(100.0) 20(100.0) 9(90.0) 9(90.0) 18(90.0)
Shallow 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)
. Round 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
Zh!;: Similar 9(90.0) 9(90.0) 18(90.0) 4(40.0) 7(70.0) 11(55.0)
Pointed 1(10.0) 1(10.0) 2(10.0) 6(60.0) 3(30.0) 9(45.0)
Shading : Most selected by respondents.
Detailed evaluation question: The virtual body is more ~(@) in terms of (D) than the virtual body.
Evaluators were required to check the virtual and virtual images and then select item (2.
Table 11. Comparison of detailed questions between real and virtual body in square neckline (Unit: n(%))
. Body®D Body@
Questionnaire - - ——
Group classification Group classification
Part o ® Graduate student  Professionals Total (%) Graduate student  Professionals Total (%)
(n=10) (n=10) (n=10) (n=10)
_ Wide 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)
N‘e,vcil(;g?e Similar 9(90.0) 10(100.0) 19(95.0) 4(40.0) 7(70.0) 11(55.0)
Narrow 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 6(60.0) 2(20.0) 8(40.0)
. Deep 8(80.0) 0(0.0) 8(40.0) 10(100.0) 8(80.0) 18(90.0)
Front NZS;E“G Similar 2(20.0) 10(100.0) 12(60.0) 0(0.0) 2(20.0) 2(10.0)
Shallow 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
Large 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
T;;r: Similar 10(100.0) 8(80.0) 18(90.0) 3(30.0) 2(20.0) 5(25.0)
Small 0(0.0) 2(20.0) 2(10.0) 7(70.0) 8(80.0) 15(75.0)
_ Wide 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)
vaciﬁg?e Similar 9(90.0) 10(100.0) 19(95.0) 6(60.0) 7(70.0) 13(65.0)
Narrow 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0) 4(40.0) 2(20.0) 6(30.0)
, Deep 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
Back N?iiﬁe Similar 7(70.0) 7(70.0) 14(70.0) 0(0.0) 3(30.0) 3(15.0)
Shallow 3(30.0) 2(20.0) 5(25.0) 10(100.0) 7(70.0) 17(85.0)
Large 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
i?:;r: Similar 8(80.0) 9(90.0) 17(85.0) 2(20.0) 3(30.0) 5(25.0)
Small 2(20.0) 1(10.0) 3(15.0) 8(80.0) 7(70.0 15(75.0)

Shading : Most selected by respondents.

Detailed evaluation question: The virtual body is more ~(@) in terms of (D) than the virtual body.
Evaluators were required to check the virtual and virtual images and then select item (2.
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Table 12. Comparison of detailed questions between real and virtual body in high neckline

(Unit: n(%))

. . Body® Body®
Questionnaire - - - -

Part Group classification Group classification

Graduate student Professionals Total (%) Graduate student Professionals Total (%)
@ @ (n=10) (n=10) (n=10) (n=10)

Wide 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0) 9(90.0) 9(90.0) 18(90.0)
Neckline width Similar 7(70.0) 10(100.0) 17(85.0) 1(10.0) 1(10.0) 2(10.0)
Narrow 2(20.0) 0(0.0) 2(10.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
Deep 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0) 3(30.0) 5(50.0) 8(40.0)
Neckline depth Similar 7(70.0) 8(80.0) 15(75.0) 6(60.0) 5(50.0) 11(55.0)
Shallow 3(30.0) 1(10.0) 4(20.0) 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0)
High 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0) 3(30.0) 0(0.0) 3(15.0)
Front  Neckline height Similar 7(70.0) 7(70.0) 14(70.0) 5(50.0) 4(40.0) 9(45.0)
Low 2(20.0) 3(30.0) 5(25.0) 2(20.0) 6(60.0) 3(40.0)
Creases around Many 7(70.0) 7(70.0) 14(70.0) 10(100.0) 9(90.0) 19(95.0)
neckline Similar 2(20.0) 3(30.0) 5(25.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)
Less 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
Distance between Far 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0) 4(40.0) 6(60.0) 10(50.0)
neckline and garment Similar 5(50.0) 7(70.0) 12(60.0) 4(40.0) 3(30.0) 7(35.0)
(based on C.F) Close 5(50.0) 2(20.0) 7(35.0) 2(20.0) 1(10.0) 3(15.0)
Neckline Wide 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)
width Similar 2(20.0) 3(30.0) 5(25.0) 2(20.0) 3(30.0) 5(25.0)
Narrow 8(80.0) 7(70.0) 15(75.0) 8(80.0) 6(60.0) 14(70.0)
High 1(10.0) 1(10.0) 2(10.0) 4(40.0) 1(10.0 5(25.0)
Neckline height Similar 8(80.0) 9(90.0) 17(85.0) 4(40.0) 4(40.0) 8(40.0)
Low 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0) 2(20.0) 5(50.0) 7(35.0)
Creases around Many 7(70.0) 5(50.0) 12(60.0) 8(80.0) 8(80.0) 16(80.0)
Side neckline Similar 3(30.0) 5(50.0) 8(40.0) 2(20.0) 2(20.0) 4(20.0)
Less 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
Distance between Far 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0) 3(30.0) 3(30.0) 6(30.0)
neckline and garment Similar 4(40.0) 4(40.0) 8(40.0) 6(60.0) 4(40.0) 10(50.0)
(based on C.F) Close 6(60.0) 5(50.0) 11(55.0) 1(10.0) 3(30.0) 4(20.0)
Distance between Far 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0) 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0)
neckline and garment Similar 4(40.0) 2(20.0) 6(30.0) 8(80.0) 7(70.0) 15(75.0)
(based on C.B.) Close 6(60.0) 7(70.0) 13(65.0) 1(10.0) 3(30.0) 4(20.0)
Neckline Wide 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0) 4(40.0) 2(20.0) 6(30.0)
width Similar 9(90.0) 10(100.0) 19(95.0) 3(30.0) 6(60.0) 9(45.0)
Narrow 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 3(30.0) 2(20.0) 5(25.0)
High 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0) 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(5.0)
Neckline height Similar 9(90.0) 3(80.0) 17(85.0) 9(90.0) 9(90.0) 18(90.0)
Back Low 1(10.0) 1(10.0) 2(10.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)
Creases around Many 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(10.0) 2(10.0)
neckline Similar 4(40.0) 8(80.0) 12(60.0) 1(10.0) 2(20.0) 3(15.0)
Less 6(60.0) 2(20.0) 8(40.0) 8(80.0) 7(70.0) 15(75.0)
Distance between Far 1(10.0) 2(20.0) 3(15.0) 4(40.0) 0(0.0) 4(20.0)
neckline and garment ~Similar 9(90.0) 3(80.0) 17(85.0) 6(60.0) 10(100.0) 16(80.0)
(based on C.B.) Close 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

Shading : Most selected by respondents.
Detailed evaluation question: The virtual body is more ~(®) in terms of (D) than the virtual body.
Evaluators were required to check the virtual and virtual images and then select item (2.
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Table 13. Comparison of detailed questions between real and virtual body in cowl neckline (Unit: n(%))
Body® Body®@

Questionnaire S——
Group classification

Group classification

Part Graduate student Professionals Total (%) Graduate student Professionals Total (%)
@ @ (n=10) (n=10) (n=10) (n=10)

, High 8(80.0) 3(30.0) 11(55.0) 9(90.0) 6(60.0) 15(75.0)

The height of the cowl o, ), 2(20.0) 7(70.0) 9(45.0) 1(10.0) 3(30.0) 4(20.0)
(based on the C.F)

Low 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)

Many 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

Front 11¢ aﬁ;ﬂ; choiifases Similar 9(90.0) 9(90.0) 18(90.0) 3(30.0) 6(60.0) 9(45.0)

Less 1(10.0) 1(10.0) 2(10.0) 7(70.0) 4(40.0) 11(55.0)

Distance between Far 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0) 2(20.0) 1(10.0) 3(15.0)

neckline and cowl ~ Similar 3(30.0) 4(40.0) 7(35.0) 5(50.0) 3(30.0) 8(40.0)

(based on C.E)  Close 7(70.0) 5(50.0) 12(60.0) 3(30.0) 6(60.0) 9(45.0)

, High 9(90.0) 6(60.0) 15(75.0) 9(90.0) 8(80.0) 17(85.0)

The height of the cowl . .\ 1(10.0) 3(30.0) 4(20.0) 1(10.0) 1(10.0) 2(10.0)
(based on the C.F)

Low 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)

Many 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)

The aar;‘;’ut“; ‘lfoiifases Similar 9(90.0) 4(40.0) 13(65.0) 5(50.0) 3(30.0) 8(40.0)

Side Less 1(10.0) 6(60.0) 7(35.0) 5(50.0) 6(60.0) 11(55.0)

Distance between Far 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

neckline and cowl  Similar 1(10.0) 2(20.0) 3(15.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)

(based on C.F)  Close 9(90.0) 8(80.0) 17(85.0) 10(100.0) 9(90.0) 19(95.0)

Distance between  Far 7(70.0) 5(50.0) 12(60.0) 7(70.0) 8(80.0) 15(75.0)

neckline and cowl  Similar 3(30.0) 4(40.0) 7(35.0) 3(30.0) 2(20.0) 5(25.0)

(based on C.B.)  Close 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

, Wide 2(20.0) 1(10.0) 3(15.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

Nf;‘;g’e Similar 8(80.0) 9(90.0) 17(85.0) 8(80.0) 9(90.0) 17(85.0)

Narrow 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2(20.0) 1(10.0) 3(15.0)

, Deep 2(20.0) 2(20.0) 4(20.0) 0(0.0) 2(20.0) 2(10.0)

Back szl;iL“e Similar 8(80.0) 7(70.0) 15(75.0) 10(100.0) 7(70.0) 17(85.0)

Shallow 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0) 0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(5.0)

Distance between Far 0(0.0) 2(20.0) 2(10.0) 1(10.0) 2(20.0) 3(15.0)

neckline and cowl ~ Similar  10(100.0) 8(80.0) 18(90.0) 9(90.0) 8(80.0) 17(85.0)

(based on C.B.)  Close 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

Shading : Most selected by respondents.

Detailed evaluation question: The virtual body is more ~(®) in terms of (D) than the virtual body.
Evaluators were required to check the virtual and virtual images and then select item (2.
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