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Table E13. Tukey HSD - electrostatic cling, filling

Tukey HSD®
Subset for alpha = .05

FAB 1 2

3 3 .00

8 3 .00

10 3 37

4 3 4.39 4.39
2 3 5.39 5.39
1 3 6.67 6.67
6 3 8.36
5 3 10.00
7 3 10.00
9 3 10.00
11 3 10.00
Sig. .067 .190

Means for groups in homogeneous subsets aredisplayed.

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 3.000.
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Table E15. Tukey HSD - stretch, filling

18R

Tukey HSD?
Subset for alpha = .05
FAB N 1 2 3 4
3 2 2.00
10 2 2.00
4 2 3.00
8 2 8.50
5 2 34.50
9 2 35.00
7 2 38.00
1 2 46.00
2 2 78.50
1 2 94.00
6 2 104.00
Sig. .620 .081 1.000 162

Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.
a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 2.000.



Table E16. Tukey HSD — growth, wirp

Tukey HSD?
Subset for alpha = .05
FABRIC 1 2 3
10 2 .9652000
3 2 | 1.0768350
4 2 | 1.2603450
6 2 | 13.135865
2 2 | 19.095210
1 2 | 28.771980
11 2 | 36.374960 | 36.374960
8 2 | 52.719605 | 52.719605
9 2 | 67.095370 | 67.095370
5 2 102.15016 | 102.15016
7 2 139.28198
Sig. 055 .057 .549

Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.
a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 2.000.
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Table E19. Tukey HSD - fabric count, warp

Tukey HSD?
Subset for alpha = .05
FAB 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
2 5 8.55
7 5 14.20
11 5 15.60 15.60
1 5 17.20 17.20
6 5 18.20 18.20
5 5 19.30
9 5 22.30
8 5 24.40
10 5
4 5
3 5
Sig. 1.000 .375 .203 .811 .710 1.000 1.000
Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.
Subset for alpha = .05
FAB 8 9 10
2
7
11
1
6
5
9
8
10 60.00
4 69.60
3 82.00
Sig. 1.000 1.000 1.000
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Table E20. Tukey HSD — fabric count, filling

Tukey HSD?
Subset for alpha = .05
FAB 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
2 5 8.60
5 5 15.90
1 5 16.00
9 5 16.60
7 5 19.40
1 5 19.70
6 5 20.80
8 5 23.50
10 5 61.20
4 5 76.00
3 5 80.40
Sig. 1.000 .844 .058 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.
a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 5.000.
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Table E21. Tukey HSD - stiffness, warp
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Tukey HSD?
Subset for alpha = .05
FAB 1 2 3 4 5
3 12 2.071
6 12 2.179
1 12 2.925
8 12 2.929 2.929
9 12 3.075 3.075 3.075
10 12 3.083 3.083 3.083
7 12 3.467 3.467 3.467
4 12 3.642 3.642 3.642
11 12 3.646 3.646
5 12 3.671
2 12 4.533
Sig. 1.000 .052 .052 .206 1.000

Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 12.000.




Table E22. Tukey HSD - stiffness, filling

195

Tukey HSD?
Subset for alpha = .05

FAB N 1 2 3 4
6 12 1.629
3 12 2.142 2.142
1 12 2.513 2.513
7 12 2.654 2.654
11 12 2.783 2.783 2.783
2 12 2.946 2.946
10 12 3.021 3.021
8 12 3.142 3.142
5 12 3.242 3.242
4 12 3.258 3.258
9 12 3.467
Sig. .494 A77 .057 116

Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 12.000.



Table E23. Spearman’s Rho Correlation Coefficients

Fabric Fabric
Abrasive- Count, Count, Stretch, Stretch,
ness Thickness Weight warp filling Cover warp filling

Correlation Coeff |Abrasiveness 1.000 0.107 -.0260 -0.456 -0.459 -0.404 0.634 0.409
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.293  0.089 0 0.000 0.020 0.002 0.059
N 99 99 44 55 55 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff |Thickness 0.107 1 -0.687 -0.253 -0.505 0414 0.317 0.516
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.293 0.000 0.063 0.000 0.017 0.151 0.014
N 99 110 44 55 55 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff |Weight -0.260 -0.687  1.000 0.376 0.155 0.825 -0.281 -0.012
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.089 0.000 0.012 0.316 0.000 0.206 0.958
N 44 44 44 44 44 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff |Fabric Count, -.0456 -0.253 0.376 1.000 0.770 0.607 -0.556 -0.654
Sig. (2-tailed) warp 0.000 0.063 0.012 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.001
N 55 55 44 55 55 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff |Fabric Count, -0.459 -0.505 0.155 0.770 1.000 0.483 -0.594 -0.785
Sig. (2-tailed) filling 0.000 0.000 0.316 0.000 0.004 0.004 0
N 55 55 44 55 55 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff |Cover -0.404 0414 0.825 0.607 0.483 1.000 -0.342 -0.343
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.020 0.017 0.000 0.000 0.004 0.12 0.118
N 33 33 33 33 33 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff {Stretch, warp 0.634 0.317 -0.281 -0.556 -0.594 -0.342 1.000 0.378
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.002 0.151 0.206 0.007 0.004 0.12 0.083
N .22 22 22 22 22 22 22 22
Correlation Coeff |Stretch, filling 0.409 0.516 -0.012 -0.785 -0.654 -0.343 0.378 1.000
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.059 0.014 0.958 0 0.001 0.118 0.083

N 22 22 22 22 22 22 22 22
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Table E23. Spearman’s Rho Correlation Coefficients, continued

Coeff of Coeff of Surface Surface Electro- Electro-

Growth, Growth, Friction, Friction, Roughness, Roughness, static Cling, static Cling,

warp filing warp filling warp filling warp filling
Correlation Coeff |Abrasiveness 0.685 0.473 0.117 0.002 0.181 0.391 0.371 0.329
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.000 0.026 0.516 0.993 0.313 0.024 0.033 0.061
N 22 22 33 33 33 33 33 33
Correlation Coeff |Thickness 0.360 0.434 -0.041 -0.125 0.607 0.604 0.323 0.227
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.100 0.043 0.82 0.487 0.000 0.679 0.067 0.204
N 22 22 33 33 33 33 33 33
Correlation Coeff |Weight -0.269 -0.161 -0.333 -0.047 0.126 0.075 -0.237 =277
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.225 0.474 0.058 0.796 0.486 0.679 0.184 0.119
N 22 22 33 33 33 33 33 33
Correlation Coeff |Fabric Count, -0.499 -0.815 -0.726 0.143 -0.756 -0.453 -0.537 -0.582
Sig. (2-tailed) warp 0.018 0.000 0.000 0.426 0.000 0.008 0.001 0.000
N 22 22 33 33 33 33 33 33
Correlation Coeff |Fabric Count, -0.579 0.741 -0.292 0.038 -0.616 -0.547 -0.617 -0.525
Sig. (2-tailed) filling 0.005 0.000 0.000 0.834 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.002
N 22 22 33 33 33 33 33 33
Correlation Coeff |Cover -0.277 -0.464 -0.374 0.174 -0.113 -0.015 -0.446 -0.438
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.212 0.030 0.032 0.332 0.533 0.932 0.009 0.011
N 22 22 33 33 33 33 33 33
Correlation Coeff |Stretch, warp 0.945 0.450 0.136 -0.048 0.325 0.540 0.624 0.635
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.000 0.036 0.546 0.832 0.140 0.009 0.002 0.002
N 22 22 22 22 22 22 22 22
Correlation Coeff |[Stretch, filling 0.319 0.955 0.587 -0.199 0.857 0.573 0.543 0.725
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.148 0.000 0.004 0.374 0.000 0.005 0.009 0.000
N 22 22 22 22 22 22 22 22

Lol




Table E23. Spearman’s Rho Correlation Coefficients, continued

Stiffness, Stiffness,

warp filling
Correlation Coeff | Abrasiveness 0.032 0.148
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.002 0.168
N 88 88
Correlation Coeff |[Thickness -0.312 -0.587
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.003 0.000
N 88 88
Correlation Coeff |Weight -0.779 0.715
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.000 0.533
N 44 44
Correlation Coeff [Fabric Count, 0.498 -0.086
Sig. (2-tailed) warp 0.000 0.533
N 55 55
Correlation Coeff |Fabric Count, -0.488 0.083
Sig. (2-tailed) filling 0.000 0.546
N 55 55
Correlation Coeff [Cover -0.799 0.429
@i~ (2-tailed) 0.000 0.13
|Correlation Coeff |Stretch, warp 0.324 0.013
. ..141 0
N 22 22
Correlation Coeff |Stretch, filling 0.251 -0.097
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.26 0.6
N 22 22
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Table E23. Spearman’s Rho Correlation Coefficients, continued

Fabric Fabric
Abrasive- Count, Count, Stretch, Stretch,
ness Thickness Weight warp Cover
Correlation Coeff |Growth, warp 0.685 0.360 -0.269 -0.499 -0.579 -0.343 0.945 0.319
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.000 0.100 0.225 0.018 0.005 0.118 0.000 0.148
N 22 22 22 22 22 22 22 22
Correlation Coeff |Growth, filling 0.409 0.434 -0.161 -0.815 -0.741 -0.374 0.450 0.955
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.059 0043 0474 0.000 0.000 0.032 0.036 0.000
N 22 22 22 22 22 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff |Coeff of Fric 0.117 0.041 -0.333  -0.726 -0.192 -0.374 0.136 0.587
Sig. (2-tailed) warp 0.516 082 0.058 0 0.1 0.032 0.546 0.004
N 33 33 33 33 33 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff |Coeff of Fric 0.002 -0.125 -0.047 0.143 0.038 0.174 -0.048 0.199
Sig. (2-tailed) filling 0.993 0487 0.796 0.126 0.834 0.332 0.832 0.374
N 33 33 33 33 33 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff |Surface 0,181 0607 0.126 -0.456 -0.616 -0.133 0.325 0.857
Sig. (2-tailed) Roughness 0.313 0.00 0.486 0.00 0.00 0.533 0.14 0.00
N warp 33 33 33 33 33 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff |Surface 0.391 0.604 0.075 -0.453 -0.547 -0.150 0.54 0.573
Sig. (2-tailed) Roughness 0.024 000 0.679 0.008 0.001 0.932 0.009 0.005
N filling 33 33 33 33 33 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff [Electrostatic 0.371 0323 -0.237 -0.537 -0.670 -0.446 0.624 0.543
Sig. (2-tailed) Cling 0.033 0.067 0.184 0.001 0.000 0.009 0.002 0.009
N warp 33 33 33 33 33 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff [Electrostatic 0.329 0227 -0277 -0.582 -0.525 -0.438 0.624 0.543
Sig. (2-tailed) Cling 0.061 0.204 0.119 0.000 0.002 0.011 0.002 0.009
N filling 33 33 33 33 33 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff |Stiffness 0.32 0312 -0.779 -0.498 -0.488 -0.799 0.324 0.251
Sig. (2-tailed) warp 0.002 0.003 0.000 0.000 0.000 0 0.141 0.26
N 88 88 44 55 55 33 22 22
Correlation Coeff }Stiffness 0.148 -0.587 -0.715 -0.086 0.083 -0.429 -0.013 0.097
Sig. (2-tailed) filling 0.168 0.000 0.000 0.533 0.546 0.013 0.953 0.668
N 88 88 44 55 55 33 22 22
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Table E23. Spearman’s Rho Correlation Coefficients, continued

Coeff of Coeff of Surface Surface Electro- Electro-
Growth, Growth, Friction, Friction, Roughness, Roughness, static Cling, static Cling,
warp filing warp filling warp filling warp filling

Growth, warp 1.000 0.386 0.016 -0.014 0.295 0.601 0.601 0.624

0.076 0.942 0.950 0.182 0.003 0.003 0.002

22 22 22 22 22 22 22 22

Growth, filling 0.386 1.000 0.59 -0.048 0.826 0.654 0.585 0.696

0.076 0.004 0.832 0.000 0.001 0.004 0.000

22 22 22 22 22 22 22 22

Coeff of Fric 0.016 0.016 1.000 0.098 0.631 0.11 0.286 0.33

warp 0.942 0.942 0.589 0.000 0.543 0.107 0.061

22 22 33 33 33 33 33 33

Coeff of Fric -0.014 -0.048 0.098 1.000 0.008 0.083 -0.149 -0.187

filling 0.950 0.832 0.589 0.963 0.648 0.407 0.298

22 22 33 33 33 33 33 33

Surface 0.295 0.826 0.631 0.008 1.000 0.662 0.473 0.446

Roughness 0.182 0.000 0.000 0.963 0.000 0.005 0.009

warp 22 22 33 33 33 33 33 33

Surface 0.601 0.654 0.11 0.662 0.662 1.000 0.446 0.407

Roughness 0.003 0.001 0.543 - 0.000 0.000 0.009 0.019

filling 22 22 33 33 33 33 33 33

Electrostatic 0.601 0.585 0.286 0473 0.446 0.446 1.000 0.725

Cling 0.003 0.004 0.107 0.005 0.009 0.009 0.000

warp 22 22 33 33 33 33 33 33

Electrostatic 0.624 0.696 033 0.446 0.407 0.407 0.725 1.000
Cling 0.002 0.000 0.061 0.009 0.019 0.019 0.000

filling 22 22 33 33 33 33 33 33

Stiffness 0.334 0.268 0.174 0.054 0.021 0.23 0.314 0.352

warp 0.139 0.253 0.334 0.767 0.908 0.198 0.075 0.044

21 20 33 33 33 33 33 33

Stiffness 0.027 0.003 0.253 0.315 -0.076 0.077 -0.130 -0.054

filling 0.908 0.991 0.156 0.074 0.673 0.672 0372 0.763

21 20 33 33 33 33 33 33
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Table E23. Spearman’s Rho Correlation Coefficients, continued

Stiffness,  Stiffness,
warp filling

Correlation Coeff |Growth, warp 0.334 0.027
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.139 0.908
N 21 21
Correlation Coeff |Growth, filling 0.268 -0.003
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.253 0.991
N 20 20
Correlation Coeff |Coeff of Fric 0.174 0.253
Sig. (2-tailed)  |warp 0.334 0.156
N 33 33
Correlation Coeff |Coeff of Fric 0.054 0.315
Sig. (2-tailed)  |filling 0.767 0.74
N ) 33 33
Correlation Coeff |Surface 0.021 0.076
Sig. (2-tailed) Roughness 0.908 0.673
N warp 33 33
Correlation Coeff |Surface 0.23 0.077
Sig. (2-tailed) Roughness 0.198 0.672
N filling 33 33
Correlation Coeff |Electrostatic 0.314 -0.060
Sig. (2-tailed) Cling 0.075 0.742
N warp 33 33
Correlation Coeff |Electrostatic 0.352 -0.054
Sig. (2-tailed)  |Cling 0.044 0.763
N filling 33 33
Correlation Coeff |Stiffness 1.000 1.000
Sig. (2-tailed) warp

N 88 88
Correlation Coeff [Stiffness 1.000 1.000
Sig, (2-tailed)  |filling

N 88 88

LU¢
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Table F1. Raw data - abrasiveness

Fabric

Amount of
fiber (mm)

Cover (%
area)

Engilsﬁ Net, 0.08604  26.46180
1.95895 26.35299

nylon

0.22100
0.04622
0.83507
1.50413
0.79559
0.80774
0.59518

mean

26.46759

0.76110 2642746

Net, nylon

1.64078
0.18827
3.34938
0.08064
0.71495
3.72693
0.87083
1.35365
4.05050

837472
7.75933
8.21249

mean

1.77510

8.11551

Georgette,
polyester

0.00000
0.02396

54.23218
55.04183
53.51780

mean

Crepeline,
silk

mean

0.27629

22.43074

Tulle, silk

0.04960
4.69595
0.91233
2.14924
0.08300
0.00000
0.00000
3.03121
0.00000

23.85534
23.93901
25.26070

mean

1.21348

24.35168

English net, 0.00000 32.87093
0.23146 32.62810

polyester

0.00000
0.59113
0.00000
0.00000
0.15105
0.00000
0.00000

32.50340

mean

0.10818

32.66748

Fabric

Amount of
fiber (mm)

C eor
(w0 area)

[llusion, nylc

1.02637
0.47304
0.75139
0.37317
0.27195
0.74329
0.17781
0.87960
0.90457

13.84069
13.50004
14.01891

mean

0.62235

13.78655

“Tulle, cotton

0.89175
0.76573
0.94276
0.55435
3.74684
1.45555
0.55609
2.12225
2.40398

3482143
3505272
35.06999

mean

1.49326

34.98138

Net, polyeste

3.36794
0.35630
1.30675
0.19704
0.00000
0.28645
0.44947
0.00000
0.08840

19.82038
20.02570
19.41794

mean

0.67248

19.75467

“Stabiltex

0.14441
0.00000
2.46978
0.04116
0.03239
0.00000
0.00000
0.03860
0.03595

23.16036
23.32620

mean

0.30652

Tulle, nylon

3771889
0.58370
0.68807
0.77940
0.61913
0.51358
0.1417
0.10966
2.12630

23.41662
13.24042
12.68314
13.13906

mean

1.037/83

13.02087
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Table F2. Raw data — coefficient of friction

Fabric

Grand
Filling average

English Net, nylon

0.3628 0.3202 0.3338
0.3837 0.2758
0.3663 0.2939

mean

0.371 0.2967 0.3338

Net, nylon

0.427 0.2601 03112
03728  0.2423
0.3231 0.2419

mean

0.3743 0.2481 0.3112

Eeorgette, polyester

0.2455 0.2469 0.2632
0.2974 0.2572
0.2638 0.2682

Thean 02680 02574 02632
Crepeline, silk 0.2361 0.2281 0.238°
0.2352 0.2504
0.2205 0.2579
_mean 0.2306 0.2455 0.238
“Tulle, silk 0.2507 0.3089 0284
0.2521 0.3298
0.2693 0.2931
mean 0.2574 0.3106 0.284

?nglish net, polyestel

0.3636 0.2364 0.2902
0.3795 0.2000
0.3630 0.1985

mean

0.3687 0.2116 0.2902

Illusion, nylon

0.4038 0.2580 03174
0.3853 0.2210
0.4144 0.2219

mean

0.4012 0.2336 0.3174

“Tulle, cotton

0.2148 0.2549 0.2328

0.2217 0.2433
0.2193 0.2426

mean

0.2186 0.2469 0.2328

Net, polyester

0.1935 0.1798
0.1986 02253

mean

0.1850 0.1954 0.1902

“Stabiltex

0.2859 0.3057 0.3086
0.2652 0.3284
0.3405 0.3256

mean

0.2972 0.3199 0.3086

Tulle, nylon

04144 0.2513 _ 0.3226
0.3929 0.2841

0.3713 0.2217

mean

0.3929 0.2524 0.3226
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Table F4. Raw data — electrostatic cling

Fabric Warp* Filling* _
English Net,ny n : 10
10 10

10 0

mean 1.78 6.6/
Net, nylon 3.4 5.05
4.1 7.05

0.77 4.08

mean 2.76 5.39
Georgette, polyeste) 0 0
0 0

0 0

mean fO 0
Crepeline, silk 0.6 0
0.72 4.57

0.55 8.6

mean 0.62 4.39
“Tulle, silk 10 10
10 10

10 10

mean 10 10
English net, polyest 0 10
10 10

10 5.08

mean 6.67 8.36
Tusion, nylon 6.07 10
10 10

8.6 10

mean 8.22 l(l
“Tulle, cotton 0 0
0 0

0 0

mean (_) 0
Net, polyester 10 10
10 10

10 10

mean 10 10
"Stabiltex 0.03 0.57
0.05 0

0.1 0.55

mean 0.06 037
Tulle, nylon 10 10
10 10

7.62 10

mean 9.21 10

* cling time 1s reported in minutes
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Table F5. Raw data - fabric stretch and growth, warp

Warp

Fabric Stretch (mm) Growth (mm) % stretch % growth
‘English Net, 54,615 28.308 22 T
nylon 57.557 29.146 23 12
mean 56.086 28.772 22 12
Net, nylon 56.821 16.860 23 7
61.474 21.331 25 9

mean 59.148 19.095 24 8
Georgette, 7.610 1.199 3 0
polyester 6.823 0.955 3 0
mean 7.217 1.077 3 0
Crepeline, 3.144 1.254 1 1
silk 3.629 1.267 1 1
mean 3.387 1.260 1 1
Tulle, silk 121.750 100.359 49 40
135.010 103.941 54 42

mean 128.380 102.150 51 41
English net, 32.305 12.778 13 S
polyester 32.216 13.494 13 5
mean 32.261 13.136 13 5
Illusion, nylon 246.232 178.464 98 71
253.808 broke 101 broke

mean 250.020 89.232 100 71
Tulle, cotton 69.495 46.931 28 19
78.446 58.508 31 23

mean 73.970 52.720 30 21
Net, polyester 105.062 68.823 42 28
105.103 65.368 42 26

mean 105.082 67.095 42 27
Stabiltex ~3.460 1.551 1 1
3.673 0.379 1 0

mean 3.566 0.965 1 0
Tulle, nylon 82.718 37.711 33 15
79.771 35.039 32 14

mean 81.244 36.375 32.5 14.5
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Table F6. Raw data - fabric stretch and growth, filling

klling

Fabric Stretch (mm) Growth (mm) % stretch % growth
‘English Net, 113.439 62.568 435 25
nylon 116.860 63.218 47 25
mean 115.149 62.893 46 25
Net, nylon 200.198 broke 80 broke
191.437 broke 71 broke

mean 195.817 78.5
Georgette, 5.252 1.772 2 1
polyester 5.073 1.133 2 0
mean 5.163 1.453 2 1
Crepeline, 8.649 3.376 3 1
silk 7.352 3.354 3 1
mean 8.000 3.365 3 1
Tulle, silk 77.051 57.747 31 23
95.621 75.595 38 30
mean 86.336 66.671 34.5 26.5
English net, 259.335 78.682 103 31
polyester 262.521 75.701 105 30
mean 260.928 77.191 104 31.5
Illusion, nylon 82.478 29.861 43 24
107.472 60.088 33 12
mean 94.975 44974 38 18
Tulle, cotton 20.933 18.035 8 6
21.855 15.784 9 6
mean 21.394 16.909 8.5 6
Net, polyester 83.039 50.973 33 23
91.468 57.381 37 23
mean 87.234f 54177 35 23
Stabiltex 4.563 1.397 2 T
4.553 0.893 2 0
mean 4.558 1.145 2 0
Tulle, nylon 228.468 158.903 91 64
243.469 171.077 97 68
mean 235.969 164.990 94 66
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Table F7. Raw data - thickness and :ig

Weight (gm ight {(gm
Thickness per 10cm Thic s  per 10cm
Fabric (0.001inch) sq) Fabric (0.Guainch) sq)
English Net, nylon 13 0.3484 {llusion, nylon 6 0.0866
13 0.3616 7 0.088
13 0.3404 6 0.088
13 0.3373 6.8 0.0876
13 6
13 6
12.8 6
13 6
132 6
13 6
mean 13 0.3469 mean 6.18 0.0876
Net, nylon 10 0.1153 Tulle, cotton 12 0.356
10 0.118 12 0.3632
10.5 0.1178 12.8 0.347
10 0.1206 12 0.3476
10 11
10 12
10.2 1.2
10 11.5
10 11.2
10 12
mean 10.07 0.1179 mean 11.77 0.3535
Georgette, polyeste: 7 0.4345 Net, polyester 11.5 0.1862
7 0.4391 12 0.1919
7 0.4411 12 0.1918
7 0.4398 12 0.2021
7 12
7 12
7 12
7 12
7 12
7.5 11.8
mean 7.05 0.4386 mean 11.93 0.1930
Crepeline, silk 4 0.1057 ‘Stabiltex 35 0.1255
38 0.1061 35 0.1268
35 0.0991 4 0.132
3 0.0993 32 0.128
35 4
4 38
32 35
35 35
35 35
4 4
mean 3.6 0.1026 mean 3.65 0.1281
Tulle, silk 13 0.1835 Tulle, nylon 6.5 X
12 0.1798 6.5 0.0891
122 0.1838 6 0.089
12 0.1872 6 0.0892
13.3 6
13 6
13 6.5
112 6.5
118 6.5
11.5 6.5
mean 12.3 0.1836 mean 6.3 0.0893
English net, polyest 13 0.4545
13 0.4528
13.8 0.4556
14 0.4769
13
13.2
13
13
13
13.5
mean 13.25 0.4600
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Table F8. Raw data - stiffness

Bending Length (cm, Bending Length (cm) Bending Length (cm)
Fabric warp filling Fabric warp filling Fabric warp filling
English Net, Net,
nylon 2.8 2.4 Tulle, silk 35 3.5 polyester 4.85 4.05
2.8 21 33 2.8 3.6 4.15
29 36 3.75 29 2.6 2.7
31 2.5 325 29 2.3 2.45
2.95 2.5 3.75 2.75 2.35 325
29 2.5 34 2.8 1.75 225
3.15 2.45 43 3.55 3.7 4.7
3.25 2.95 345 31 4.05 4.45
2.85 2.35 39 3.35 3.55 32
2.85 2.3 4.35 32 4 24
2.75 21 33 3.85 225 4
2.8 2.4 38 4.2 1.9 4
mean 2.925 2.5125 mean 3.6708 3.2417 mean 3.075 3.4667
net,
Net, nylon 35 1.9 polyester 2 1.5 Stabiltex 3 3
4.65 2.6 2 1.6 225 3.75
4.6 2.6 2 1.55 345 2.85
4.55 2.6 2.15 1.7 2.95 32
475 2.75 2.85 1.55 3.75 2.75
42 22 2.25 1.75 3.05 3
4.6 3.25 22 1.7 2.6 2.95
4.95 3 2.1 1.7 31 3.05
3.6 32 215 1.65 3.6 3
36 36 2.05 1.6 35 2.7
54 3.75 2.35 1.7 2.85 3
6 39 2.05 1.55 2.9 3
mean 4.5333 2.9458 mean 2.1792 1.6292 mean 3.08333 3.02083
Georgette, Illusion,
polyester 2.1 2 nylon 2.4 1.6 Tulle, nylon 2.9 3.15
1.95 2.15 2.25 215 3 34
1.85 2.2 4.15 37 3.95 1.9
2.05 1.95 42 3.55 4.1 2
22 22 2.7 1.8 445 1.95
22 2.2 345 225 4.25 225
2 2.15 4.1 32 325 32
1.9 2.1 3.65 3 33 3.65
2.2 22 3.6 2 315 36
24 2.1 2.95 1.85 3 4.6
22 2.25 44 325 42 1.5
1.8 2.2 3.75 3.5 4.2 22
mean 2.0708 2.1417 mean 3.4667 2.6542 mean 3.6458  2.7833
Crepeline, Tulle,
silk 34 3.25 cotton 2.95 2.5
325 2.45 32 38
4.7 3.55 32 295
33 345 3.1 3.35
4 2.6 2.75 34
3.7 2.85 3.2 2.75
3 39 2.85 3.55
3 39 2.95 3.65
3.6 37 31 2.5
4 295 2.55 295
3.75 34 2.5 33
4 3.1 2.8 3
mean 3.6417 3.2583 mean 2.9292  3.1417




Table F9. Raw data - cover and gloss
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Cover (% Gloss Cover Gloss
Fabric area) Degree % Fabric (% area) Degree %
English Net,  26.46180 1249 Illusion, nylon 13.84060 743
nylon 26.35299 13.50004
26.46759 14.01891
mean 26.42746 mean 13.78655
Net, nylon ~ 837472 11.42 Tulle, cotton 34 82143 413
7.75933 35.05272
8.21249 35.06999
mean S.11551 mean 3498138
‘Georgette, 5423218 11300  Net, polyester 19.82038 7.67
polyester 55.04183 20.02570
53.51780 19.41794
mean 54.26393 mean 19.75467
‘Crepeline, . 1521 ~Stabiltex .
silk 21.06947 23.16036
23.34465 23.32620
mean 22.43074 mean 23.41662
Tulle, silk 23.85534 854 Tulle, nylon 13.24042 8.01
23.93901 12.68314
25.26070 13.13906
mean 24.35168 mean 13.02087
English net, 32.87095 11.54
polyester 32.62810
32.50340
mean 32.667/48




Tahle F10. Raw ata - fahric connt
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Fabric Warp* Filling* Fabric Warp*  Filling*
English Net, 17.0 16.0 1llusion, nylon 13.5 21.0
nylon 16.0 17.0 14.0 20.0
18.0 15.0 14.0 19.0
mean 17.0 16.0 mean 13.8 20.0
Net, nylon 8.0 85 Tulle, cotton 23.5 233
9.0 8.5 25.0 24.0
8.5 8.5 24.5 23.5
mean 85 8.5 mean 24.3 23.7
Georgette, 80.0 80.0 Net, polyester 22.0 16.0
polyester 84.0 80.0 23.0 16.0
80.0 80.0 22.0 17.5
‘mean 81.3 80.0 mean 22.3 16.5
Crepeline, 70.0 76.0 Stabiltex 60.0 62.0
silk 70.0 76.0 60.0 62.0
70.0 76.0 60.0 60.0
mean 70.0 76.0 mean 60.0 61.3
Tulle, silk 19.0 16.0 Tulle, nylon 170 19.5
19.5 16. 16.0 20.0
19.0 16.0 17.0 20.0
mean 19.2 16.0 mean 16.7 19.8
‘English net, 18.0 21.0
polyester 18.0 21.0
18.0 20.0
mean 18.0

Note: wovens are counted as yarns per inch; knits as hex per inch
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