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The trend of facial attractiveness: on affective facial model for a Miss Korea's face.
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Abstract

With an assumption that the view point of a given
society and time on facial attractiveness can be inferred
by analyzing winners of beauty pageant faces, the
trends in the physical measures of miss Koreas were
investigated. A classification model of affective facial
impressions was used to obtain the physical measures of
the faces and classifying them into a face-type category.
The number of face images analyzed in the study were
171 winners of Miss Korea Contest. The results show
that there has been a shift in the impression from
'mature’ to 'babyish’ for the Korean beauty-contest
winners for the last 50 years.
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