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A study on the consumers' attitude toward before and after technique
in cosmetic surgery advertisement by kind of surgery
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to investigate the effect and potential problem of before and after technique in cosmetic
surgery advertisements. This study would draw the positive and negative aspects in executing before and after technique
by segmenting the surgical part(eyes, nose, and breast). And this study compared before and after technique with after
technique and doctor(expert) endorser.

Independent variables of this study are advertisement technique(before and after/after/doctor) and the kind of
surgery(double eyelid surgery/ rhinoplasty/mastoplasty). Dependent variables of this study are general attitude toward
advertising, hospital believability, ethical judgement toward advertising, intention to cosmetic surgery. This study is
run as 3x3factorial design with 30 subjects per cell, resulting in a total sample size of 270.

The result of this study shows that advertising technique in cosmetic surgery advertisement important variable to
mediate the effect. This study found that before and after technique was more effective than any other techniques.
Also, this study found that the kind of surgery variable should be considered in the execution of cosmetic surgery
advertisement. Therefore, the result suggests that the kind of surgery and advertisement technique should be spontaneously
considered by cosmetic surgery clinic and advertising regulation organizations for the effective communication way
and consumer protection.

keywords: cosmetic surgery advertisement, before and after advertising technique, after advertising technique, doctor
endorser, advertising technique
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(Table 1) research design

advertising technique

before and after

after doctor

double eyelid before and after/ double eyelid after/double eyelid surgery

surgery surgery (N=30)
kind of rhinoblast before and after/ rhinoplasty
surgery plasty (N=30)
before and after/ mastoplasty
mastoplasty

(N=30)

doctor/double eyelid

(N=30) surgery (N=30)

after/rhinoplasty (N=30)  doctor/rhinoplasty (N=30)

after/mastoplasty (N=30)  doctor/mastoplasty (N=30)
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(Table 2) the mean and standard deviation of general attitude toward advertising by kind of surgery and

advertising technique

list of measurement kind of surgery kind of surgery Mean Std. Deviation N
before and after 4.03 .67 30
double eyelid after 3.20 1.24 30
surgery doctor 4.23 1.01 30
Total 3.82 1.09 90
before and after 4.63 .89 30
. after 3.97 1.07 30
rhinoplasty
doctor 3.90 1.12 30
. . Total 4.17 1.07 90
level of information
before and after 4.27 1.05 30
after 3.57 1.14 30
mastoplasty
doctor 3.67 .84 30
Total 3.83 1.05 90
before and after 431 91 90
after 3.58 1.18 90
Total
doctor 3.93 1.01 90
Total 3.94 1.08 270
before and after 4.27 .83 30
double eyelid after 4.03 1.33 30
surgery doctor 3.57 1.22 30
Total 3.96 1.17 90
before and after 4.73 1.20 30
. after 4.43 .94 30
rhinoplasty
doctor 3.93 1.14 30
. Total 4.37 1.14 90
level of entertainment
before and after 4.57 1.07 30
after 4.27 1.20 30
mastoplasty
doctor 3.73 .98 30
Total 4.19 1.13 90
before and after 4.52 1.05 90
after 4.24 1.16 90
Total
doctor 3.74 1.12 90
Total 4.17 1.15 270
before and after 4.20 .66 30
double eyelid after 3.60 1.35 30
surgery doctor 4.30 92 30
Total 4.03 1.05 90
before and after 4.60 .86 30
. after 4.37 1.03 30
rhinoplasty
doctor 3.90 1.12 30
. Total 4.29 1.04 90
level of understanding
before and after 4.43 .97 30
after 3.57 1.26 30
mastoplasty
doctor 3.97 .85 30
Total 3.99 1.09 90
before and after 4.41 .85 90
after 3.84 1.26 90
Total
doctor 4.06 .98 90
Total 4.10 1.06 270
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(Table 3) the two-way ANOVA of general attitude toward advertising by kind of surgery and advertising technique

list of Sum of
Source df Mean Square F Sig.
measurement Squares
kind of surgery (A) 6.896 2 3.448 3.337 .037
level of advertising technique(B) 24.207 2 12.104 11.715 .000
information AXB 12.281 4 3.070 2972 .020
Total 4506.00 270
kind of surgery(A) 7.652 2 3.826 3.097 .047
level of advertising technique(B) 27.963 2 13.981 11319 .000
entertainment AXB 148 4 .037 .030 .998
Total 5054.00 270 1.235
kind of surgery(A) 4.719 2 2.359 2.257 107
level of advertising technique(B) 14.763 7.381 7.060 .001
understanding AXB 12.748 4 3.187 3.048 .018
Total 4852.00 270

(Table 4) the post hoc multiple comparisons(scheffe) of general attitude toward advertising by kind of surgery

and advertising technique

Mean Muefore and after Mafier Maoctor
level of Moefore and after=4.31 - T3 38*
information Mage=3,58 - 35
Maoctor=3,93 -
Mean Moefore and after Mafter Maoctor
Mubcefore and afier=4.52 - 28 T8
Mase=4.24 - .50%
level of entertainment Maoeu™3. 74 -
Mean Muouble eyelid Mhinoplasty Minastoplasty
Maouble eyelic=3.96 - Al1* 23
Mihinoplasty=4.37 - .18
Munastoplasty=4-19 -
Mean Moefore and after Mafier Maoctor
level of understanding Mistoreamar=441 ) 7 36
Mase=3.84 - 21
Muoctor=4.06 -
*p<.05, **p<01
MAZ Be oflE W4E We oz ushth o gi@ odlE A57 b we Zom ehd
(M=4.43, SD=97). Rt 7k5 Ao o2y 7|y Jar  (M=3.57, SD=1.26).
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5 -
before and after
== after
/\ doctor
3

double eyelid surgery rhinoplasty

mastoplastic

[Figure 1] the interaction between kind of surgery and advertising technique(level of information)

5 -
before and after
/\ = after
doctor
3

double eyelid surgery rhinoplasty

mastoplastic

[Figure 2] the interaction effect between kind of surgery and advertising technique(level of understanding)
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(Table 5) the mean and standard deviation of ethical judgement by kind of surgery and advertising technique

list of Std.
kind of surgery advertising technique Mean N
measurement Deviation

before and after 3.57 94 30
double eyelid after 3.53 1.30 30
surgery doctor 427 94 30
Total 3.79 1.11 90
before and after 3.30 79 30
. after 3.17 1.02 30

rhinoplasty
doctor 4.13 97 30
. ) Total 353 1.02 90

advertising reality

before and after 4.07 1.05 30
after 3.90 .84 30

mastoplasty
doctor 4.20 .85 30
Total 4.06 92 90
before and after 3.64 98 90
after 353 1.09 90

Total

doctor 4.20 91 90
Total 3.79 1.04 270
before and after 3.30 .99 30
double eyelid after 327 1.28 30
surgery doctor 427 94 30
Total 3.61 1.17 90
before and after 3.10 .88 30
) after 297 1.03 30

rhinoplasty
doctor 4.20 .96 30
advertising Total 3.42 1.10 90
exaggeration before and after 3.83 1.12 30
after 3.70 95 30

mastoplasty
doctor 423 .82 30
Total 3.92 .99 90
before and after 341 1.04 90
after 331 1.13 90

Total
doctor 423 .90 90
Total 3.65 1.10 270
df=4, p>.05). Al Vel
4q Bael 5Y f9e) FEI BALOE felul AL Felo] FRAE BALCE folnlsi ek

Al JERITHE=22.768, df=2, p<.001). ojZE] 7]3<]
Fa el 7k g Ao AZAHII(MS33I,
SD=1.13), 3322} Fare] 7ol 7pg w2 Aew A
243 QIQTHM=4.23, SD=.90). A5 24 Z}, Hl“
ol ofZE|9} o] FaL Afole] Zi4= zfole} of e -

o HE2] FaL Atelo] A afol7h BAH R fofn|s }

THF=5.665, df=2, p<.01). SHASS 7 48 B1e 7
o] 7P =t AZslar 9% (M=3.42, SD=1.10),
7hs A8 e] BgAdo] 1 ke Ao Aztska glgith
(M=3.92, SD=99). ALE B4 Az, 1 A3 527} 7k
Y 5% Aole] B4 A5 Aot BAHOR froln]

PRSI
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(Table 6) the two-way ANOVA of ethical judgement by kind of surgery and advertising technique

list of

Source Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

measurement
kind of surgery(A) 12.274 2 6.137 6.459 .002
advertising technique(B) 22.963 2 11.481 12.083 .000

advertising reality
A X B 5.148 4 1.287 1.355 250
Total 4172.00 270 .950
kind of surgery(A) 11.474 2 5.737 5.665 .004
advertising advertising technique(B) 47.096 2 23.048 22.758 .000
exaggeration AXB 5.370 4 1.343 1.326 261
Total 3928.00 270

(Table 7) the post hoc multiple comparisons(scheffe) of ethical judgement by kind of surgery and advertising technique

Mean Mobefore and after Mafter Maoctor

Mouefore and after=3.64 - 1 56%*

Mafterz 3.53 - 6T**

. . Mdoctor=4 .20 -
advertising reality
Mean Mdoublc eyelid Mrhinoplasty Mmasmplasty
Maouble eyetia=3.79 - .26 27
Mrhinoplasty:3-53 - 52%*

Mmasloplasly:4-06 -

Mean Mbefore and after Mafter Mdoctor

Mouefore and after=3.4 1 - .10 B2 %*

Maftcr=3 31 - 92 %*

. . Mdcctor: 4.23 -
advertising exaggeration
Mean Maouble eyelid Mrhinoplasty Mmastoplasty
Maouble eyetia=3.61 - 18 32
Mrhinoplasty:3 42 - .50 okl

Mmastoplasty=3 92 -

*p<.05, *p<.0]

3 ¢iTExl 39 Hoh MEZD BH 9D AlZ 3 A1E 290l be) @45 Azels el dig 4l
Hololl mhe welo st Azl 2z} % AlolE AvnE Rolck. ¥4 A, FH §97 A

= F9] Abole] Ao Akg Bl SAIFCRE vl
UERFA] QS HF=.724, df=4, p>.05). H el i3t 215

ol

2 Aoli RF APEA 38 43T EH &

- 539 -
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(Table 8) the mean and standard deviation of clinic believability by kind of surgery and advertising technique

kind of surgery advertising technique Mean Std. Deviation N
before and after 4.13 1.01 30
doub] ” after 393 1.05 30
ouble eyelid surge
Y e doctor 423 1.10 30
Total 4.10 1.05 90
before and after 437 1.25 30
after 3.63 1.07 30
rhinoplasty
doctor 430 1.15 30
Total 4.10 1.19 90
before and after 4.53 1.20 30
after 3.67 1.30 30
mastoplasty
doctor 437 1.22 30
Total 4.19 1.28 90
before and after 434 1.15 90
after 3.74 1.14 90
Total
doctor 430 1.15 90
Total 4.13 1.17 270

(Table 9) the two-way ANOVA of clinic believability by kind of surgery and advertising technique

Source Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

kind of surgery(A) 474 2 237 179 .836

advertising technique(B) 20.119 2 10.059 7.587 .001

AXB 3.837 4 .959 724 S77

Total 4975.00 270

Solit HEBm BY Yol Fasve] Ueilth APl A A7l 4 499D 59 53
(F=7.587, df=2, p<01). |Fz=0] Bl ol thet Al A& F-2foll wie} v‘%ﬂ—a—ol Hol= %k%‘? T o= 9l
S WE A oEE(M434, SD-L13), ARl o] Aot uehkrle Auwngic WA, B8 44 A
(M=4.30, SD=1.17), 71231 S ZE)(M=3.74, SD-1.14)] % 3] Alolo] J52hg Arke FAZOE Felulab) b
o2 UERdTh AR A A, HIE QD ofZE|of of = ERbA] FUTHF=.090, df4, p>.05). TEEF ARFBAL 57

B 71 Alolel A4 Aols) ohze] At el A1
Aolel A4 Aolrt BARE Felulah ek,

4. ATEM 49| 2ok o
ool we = o 2o

Fo) FEhe eI GkehF-349, df-2, p>05). v
X ol o] ZE|(M=2.86, SD=.97), AE2|(M=2.81,
SD=1.00), Z12]3L o ZEJ(M=2.73, SD=.98)2] &=0 & A3
G2 olm B4t e, oS Aol AHeR
Selolsh) el R Al ¥9l9] sk BAH0R
Felabl LR SISkeKF=281, df-2, p>05).
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(Table 10) the post hoc multiple comparisons of clinic believability by kind of surgery and advertising technique

Mean Mbefore and after M after Mdoctor
Mouefore and afte=4.34 - .60%* .04
Mafter=3.74 - S56%*
Mauoctor=4.30 -
Mean Mdcublc eyelid Mrhinoplasty Mmastoplasty

*p<.05, **p<0l

(Table 11) the mean and standard deviation of intention to cosmetic surgery by kind of surgery and advertising

technique
kind of surgery advertising technique Mean Std. Deviation N
before and after 2.87 .82 30
doubl i after 2.63 1.03 30

ouble eyelid surge
Y gery doctor 2.73 1.01 30
Total 2.74 .95 90
before and after 2.80 92 30
after 2.77 .90 30
rhinoplasty

doctor 2.83 1.09 30
Total 2.80 .96 90
before and after 2.90 1.16 30
after 2.80 1.03 30

mastoplasty
doctor 2.87 .94 30
Total 2.86 1.03 90
before and after 2.86 97 90
after 2.73 .98 90

Total

doctor 2.81 1.00 90
Total 2.80 .98 270

(Table 12) the two-way ANOVA of intention to cosmetic surgery by kind of surgery and advertising technique

Sum of .
Source df Mean Square F Sig.
Square
kind of surgery(A) .556 2 278 281 155
advertising technique(B) .689 2 344 .349 706
AXB 356 4 .089 .090 .986
Total 2376.00 270 .987
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