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The study on the attractive profile compared to the average profile of Korean young women

Division of Orthodentics, Department of Dentistry, Kangnam St. Mary" s Hospital,
The Catholic University of Korea
Su-Jin Ko, Chang-Jin Park, Young-Jin Kim

Faciat esthetics has been of concerns since human civilization has begun. The purpose of this study was o find out whelbher or
not good lacial profile is based on the averageness ol the public and to determine the characteristics of altractive [acial profile
come out of the public. Facial profile photographs ol 133 randomly selected young women were used for sood profile judgment,
From Iwo groups of 98 randomly selected young women and 35 good-profile women who had prefersed profile to orthodontists,
lateral cephalometric radicgraphs were used for soft tissue analysis. And the cephalomelric measurements of both groups were
statistically tested by unpaired t-test.

The results were as follows.

1. Vertical measurements of facial proportion didn’ t show any statistically significant difference between two aroups (p<0.03).

2. Measurements of faciai convexity, except aasolabial angle, didn' t show slatistically significant dilference between wo

groups (p<0.05).

- Measurements which has close relationships to lip position, Ls to Sn-Pg’ (mm), Li to Sn-Pg’ {mm), Ls to § line(mm), Li to §
line(mm), Ls (o E-line{mmy}, Li to E-line(mm), had statistically significant difference belween two groups(p<0.001). And H
angle and 8n to H line (mm) had also statistically significant difference between two groups (p<0.03).

()

4. Most of facial measurements which characterize facial prelile were similar with the averageness of the public except several
measurementts whict are related (o lip position. Lip position of geod-profile group was retruded than that of the public.

Key words : facial esthatics, profile preference, lip position, soft tissue analysis
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1, Glabella
anterior point in the midsagittal plane of the

(G) : The most prominent or

forehead

2. Soft tissue Nasion (N') : The most concave
point in the tissue overlying the area of the
frontonasal suture

3. Subnasale (Sn) @ The point at which the
columella merges with the upper lip in the
midsagittal plane

4 Labrale superius {Ls) : The most anterior
point on the upper lip

b, Stomion (St) | The median point of the oral
embrasure when the lips are closed

6. Labrale inferius (Li) : The most anferior
point of the lower lip

7. Soft tissue Pogonion (Pg’ ) : The most
antetior point of the soft tissue chin

8. Soft tissue Menton (Me' ) : The most
inferior point of the soft tissue chin
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. Naso-labial angle {°)
. Labio-mental angle (°)
N -Pg' -Sn (°)

N -Pg' -nose tip (°)
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. G-Sn / G-Me'

. St-Me” / N'-Me’

57 A5PE (19 3)

Sn-Me' / G-Me'
N'-Sn / N -Me'
Sn-St / N -Me'
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sSn-Pg’ . H angle
H-line
Ls n Sn
P
Li
S~line E-line > Sn perp.
Ls Ls —>j<—|—5
—pYa L
Li Li PO’
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. Ls to Sn-Pg’' (mm) 98} Friedman test® Alg&$th H7k 24F 7]
. Lito Sn-Pg’ (mm) 207 3l o & AX AF WA 1338 e
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1

2

3, H angle (*)

4, Sn to H line (mm)
5. Ls to S line {mm)
6. Li to S line (mm)
7. Ls to E line (mm)
8 Lito E line (mm)
9. Sn perp. Ls (mm)
10. Sn perp. Li {mm)
11. Sn perp, Pg  {mm)
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G-5n-Pg (°)

Naso-lablal (*) %65 12.65 91.08 11.88 0.0206 *
Labio-mental (*) 108.01 15.22 105.65 19.40 0.5169 NS
N -pg ~3n (*) 6.54 220 7.3 299 0.1532 NS
N' -Pg ~Nosza tip (7) 1761 229 17.97 211 0.3973 NS
G-Sn / G-Me .51 0.01 0.51 0.02 06211 NS
Sn-Me' / G-Me 0.49 0.0? 0.49 0.02 0.6211 NS
N'-Sn / N -Me 0.44 0.02 0.43 0.02 0.1857 NS
Sn-St / N -Me' 017 0.01 0.18 0.01 00701 NS
St-Me’ / N -Me' 0.39 0.01 0.38 0,02 07574 NS
Ls to Sn-Pg {mm) 6.59 1.22 1.7 1.99 0.0062 * k&
Li to Sn-Pg’ (mm) 5.34 1.37 6.93 2.49 0.0001 * o ¥
K ange (*) 1459 318 1650 504 90413 *
Sn to H line {mm) 9.41 204 10,77 2,60 0,000 * %
Ls to S line {mm) 2.00 1.40 3.56 2.16 00001 # ¥ %
Li to S fine (mm) 2.49 1.47 453 273 0.0001 * %%
Ls t E line (mm) -1.36 156 0.31 252 0.0001 * ok ok
Li to E line (mm) 0.53 1.70 256 297 0.0001 e
Sn perp. Ls (mm) 594 1.40 6.41 1.75 0.1921 NS
Sn perp. Li (mm) 3.76 2,00 4.2% 27 0.2088 NS
8n perp. Pg {mm) -2.53 353 4,39 518 0.0604 NS

¥ p{005 %% pl00o1  #* p{0.001 NS non-significant
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