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A study on affective space model for Celebrity’ s face
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Abstract

This study was conducted to observe the changes
in trend of a beautiful face defined in different time
frames. Affective space model was used in this
study, for physical components of a face are far too
complicated and undistinguishable from simple
categorization of a face by facial characteristics. It
is because using a facial model defined only by its
physical characteristics renders a complicated and
multi-dimensional space, whereas an emotional
facial model enables a 2-dimensional space for
easier observation and explanation. Scope of the
study is focused on faces of the Korean female
celebrities, looking at the media frequency,
popularity rankings in well-known portal sites, and
popularity ratings by reliable search organizations
as of 2006. Celebrities in their 20s and early 30s
were selected. In addition, to observe any trend in
a beautiful face with the passage of time, the study
looked at changes or trends in the last 5 years by
comparing the faces of celebrities in year 2006 with
their faces stored in the database since five years
ago.
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