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Table 1. Satisfied degree of facial profile by sex
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Frequency (9 ) Satisfied Acceptable Unsatisfied Total
Male 22 (22.45%) 51 (52.4%) 2 (2.04%) 75 (76.53% )
Female 4 (4.08%) 14 (14.29%) 5 (5.1%) 23 (23.47%)
Total 26 (26.53% ) 65 (66.33% ) 7 (7.14%) 98 (100%)
Chi-Square value=10.045, p=0.007.
Table_ 2. Facial deviation by satisfied degree of profile
Frequency (%) Deviation No Deviation Total
Satisfied 5(5.1%) 21 (21.43%) 26 (26.53%)
acceptable 29 (29.59% ) 36 (36.73% ) 65 (66.33%)
Unsatisfied 4 (4.08%) 3 (3.06%) 7 (7.14%)
Total 38 (38.78%) 60 (61.22%) 98 (100%)

Chi-squire value=6.112, p=0.047
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Table 3. Facial deviation by satisfied degree of profile

Frequency (%) Deviation No Deviation Total
Satisfied 5(5.1%) 21 (21.43%) 26 (26.53%)
Unsatisfied 33 (33.67%) 39 (39.8%) 72 (73.47%)
Total 38 (38.78%) 60 (61.2296) 98 (100% )

Chi-squire value=5.694, p=0.017
Table 4. Chewing side by facial deviation
Frequency (%) Left side Chewing Roght side chewing Both side chewing Total

11 (11.34%)
16 (16.49%)

Deviation

No deviation

18 (18.56% )
21 (21.65%)

8 (2.25% )
23 (23.71%)

37 (38.14%)
60 (61.86% )

Total .27 (2784%)

39 (40.12%)

31 (31.96%) 97 (100%%)

Frequency missing=1
Chi-Square value=3.138, p=0.208.
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Table 5. Head posture of sleeping by facial deviation

Frequency (%)  Lie on left side

Lie on right side

Lie supine Total

8 (8.25%)
16 (16.499%)

Deviation

No deviation

16 (16.49%)
28 (28.87%)

14 (14.43%)
15 (15.46% )

38 (39.18%)
59 (60.829%)

Total 24 (24.74%)

44 (45.36% )

29 (29.9%) 97 (100%)

Frequency missing=1
Chi-Square value=1.498, p=0.473.

& B Chi-square téSthﬁ » REBE  HRE
RIBREREEREN -

mE— o RSB REEREBECE
ERIFRENHRE LREEREN c BAER
¥R =A2—HAHE CRERARE
TR EEEERIE2.6T%ME c RZ » L&
I ? MBEGANSZ—E  MARREAR
01.74% T PR B ARI06F o FHik > AR
R BEAERRE AR c BE L - 1BRE
R D SN  BRAERHEEENRS
W ET » HEESREY  ERERME
—Friest ks R ( P=0.007) REMA o BRE
R > HEEET B TR % EEERE
ERkZ BB EERE ©

FRESEIERE S ERRN BT ?
AR A ERIH BN A\ & ANEE RS
2975 ( joint space ) MIBV/NEKAREBHNLNE
F1 o WIEE » AT ROHEER 0 K
MRE - NSEE  AEETEHEEHRRER
» Yo R BT SR MR T FE B o TRIBHTE BT
EEMEE RS EGE ? hRAWRERED
» AAACHEHBED - RRMERN AR
HeAmeEr A 8% » BHGESME o k) o Chi-squ
are testBIPIEIRAH0.05 - A RLEATE ¥ B4
e 2R A B o

BRI REEE  FEARWFR PR
SEEEREEMEL » REH - MRRAE
%E%%%@%Zﬂﬁﬁ%’iﬂ?i@%%ﬁﬁ
B cRREEAB EERE—RARE
H—HHEE (BB EEE— S RRBRIT &
iR TE ( photographic study of soft

tissue profile ) FIF| A x-rayfEP-A viewHIHE
HEH - UHEHETHBENEARE
(ANEEZ—HBEEBIEREEE ) HrIE
FRHENEE: ©

5% R

1. William R. Proffit, Raymond P. White,
Jr: Surgical Orthodontic Treatment. Ed 1.
Mosby-Year Book, Inc.,, 1991: 103.

2. Holdaway RA. A soft-tissue cephalometric
analysis and its use in orthodontic treat-
ment planning. Part 1. AJ.O, 1983; 8433:
1~28.

3. Ricketts RM. Esthetics, environment and
the law of lip relation. AJO. 1968; 54:
272~289.

4. Merrifield LL. The profile line as an aid

in critically evaluating facial esthetics. A.

JO. 1966; 52: 804~822.
5. Steiner CC. Cephalometrics in clinical

practice Angle Othod 1959; 29: 8 ~ 29.

6. Thomas Rakosi: An Atlas and Manual of
Cephalometric Radiography. Edl. Wolfe
Medical Publications Ltd., 1982: 85~89.

7. Riedel RA. An analysis of dentofacial
relationship AJO. 1957; 43: 103 ~119.

8. Powell N. Humphreys B. Proportions of
the esthetic face. New York: Thieme-
Stratton, 1984.

9. Gonzales-Ulloa M, Stevens E. The role of
chin correction in profile plasty. Pla st




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

16.

17.

18.

B/ B RBERNTIDRE / 21

Reconstr Surg 1961; 36: 364 ~373.
Legan HL, Burstone CJ. Soft tissue
cephalometric analysis for orthognathic
surgery. J Oral Surg 1980; 38: 744~751.
Burstone CJ. The integumental profile. A.
JO. 1958; 44: 1~25 .

Worms FW, Spiedel TM, Bevis RR,
Waite DE. Post treatment stability and
esthetics of orthognathic surgery. Angle
Orthod 1980; 504-: 251~273.

Burstone CJ. Lip posture and its signifi-
cance in treatment planning. AJ.O. 1967;

© 53: 262~284.

Farkas LG: Anthropometry of the Head
and Face in Medicine. New York, Else-
vier-North Holland, 1981, pp 111~191, 69
~82, 43~47.

Peck H, Peck S: A-concept of facial es-
thetics. Angle Orthod 1970; 40: 284 ~317.
Sushner NI: A photographic study of the
soft-tissue profile of the Negro Popula-
tion. AJO. 1977; 72: 373~385.
Satravaha S, Schlegel KD: The signifi-
cance of the integumentary profile. AJO.
1987; 92:.422~426.

Nakajima E, Maeda T, Yanagisawa M:
The Japanese sense of beauty and facial
proportions. II. The beantiful face and the

19.

20.

21

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

2 rule: Quintessence Int 1985; 16: 629 ~
637. '
Stephen W. H. David K: A photographic -
study of the facial profiles of southern
Chinese adolescents. Quintessence Int
1989; 20: 665~ 676.

BREX : CEHETEATREREE
BHEPYEBESH  TEFRBGHE
1984 ; 13:98 -

John R. Thompson: Asymmetry of the
face. JAD.A,, 1943; 30:1859~ 1871.
EER - BE BB E SN EE
R R - PETREEHEOS 1
74 -

W 2O08F > Zk > &4 &%
W& ARt » 1985 1 25 -

Carlsson, G. E,, Ragnarsson, N., and As-
trand, P Changes in height of the alve-
olar process in edentulous segments.
Odontol. 1. 1967; 75: 193~208.

SR AV TR o BB
Bt ERBEEAF - 1987 : 161~164 -
MM ~ 53 - SUEE - BUR - RA
BrEA BT EES ER2RBECHER
%o PEFERBEHRIE8I 12175
R - HERE - FHE  EEBREREt

(REL) I &1t > ERES R
it > 1989 : 8 -




22 BEESE ~ PRETR ~ EEE

fii— FAERAE

14 EZ 68 A
2HPECHRE - :

afE  bfaA cAWE
ISEEBERESEE

2  bE
AMHEEFEEA

afc & b & c.Fl %
SEEBREFHHERR

afr & b4 & cAP ¥




Chung Shan Med J 6. 17~23, 1995

23

A Preliminary Investigation on Self Judgment
of Facial Profile

Fu-Ming Chen, Tsai-Yuan Lin, Chung-Huei Peng,
Chang-Hong Tsay, Tsui-Hsien Huang, Chia-Tze Kao

The out-looking of profile is subjective.
The characteristics of this study is that the
facial profiles were decided by the subjects
themselves. There are totally 98 persons, in-
clude 75 males and 23 females, who.com-
pleted the questionnaire. The results of this
study showed that the satisfied degree of fa-

cial brofile was significantly different between
males and females; the satisfied degree of
facial profile was significantly related to the
facial symmetry. There was no significant as-

sociation between the facial symmetry and

chewing habit as well as posture of sleeping.

Key words: facial profile, facial symmetry, self judgment. -
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