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Ego-Identity of Women Seeking Double Eyelid Operation*
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—ABSTRACT

Korean J Psychosomatic Medicine 2(1) : 80-87, 1994 —

Objective : Cosmetic surgery, as a psychosocial intervention, is unique in that its foundation
rests solely on the individual motivations, internal or external, of the patient. We investigated
the ego-identity in women who seek double eyelid operation, to understand one aspect of

internal motivation for cosmetic surgery.

Methods : Subjects of this study were 47 young women, visited to plastic surgery clinics
in Kwangju from June 1993 to October 1993, and 58 women who did not want double eyelid
operation were chosen as controls. Each subject’s ego-identity was scored using Dignan’s ego-

identity scale.

Results : The total and stability subscale’s scores of ego-identity of double eyelid operation
group were significantly lower than those of control group.

Conclusion : More psychosocial research on the ego-identity of patients seeking double eyelid
operation is required to understand the psychological motives for requesting surgery.

KEY WORDS : Double eyelid operation - Ego-identity.
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o] F ol Ak (Wengle 1986). 1843 & 52 (cosmetic
plastic surgery) & Al FAEolA FAWH
B, VBT B, AF33N 59 oI ZA
BEl7h Bag bt 3l2v) (Macgregor 19825 Perts-
chuk 1991), 53] FARAZ, A3 387 (body
dysmorphic disorder), Zt71N A QHZ ] Fz}e
B U8B BAsY 443 EAS 2
e 5 o] FA3A o v Hr}r} B8 8cH(Brook
1971 ; Marcus 1984 ; Olley 1974).
Wengle(1986) & A¥F&S AAd A =7
Bt A28, dA#A g 4, 44 oY, 2=

80 —



20 g de 5& MAAA, § Mo FA
HOZ AAE A YES FAEE e 280
dui ok vgAgYses AXE Ed 52
AQG FqA BAH A5F Aol EIXE
ZEA I 9ol 4Fe] AAALSH F A (psychosodial
intervention) 83l ¥ 4 gornz nLAdYPs5s
Aol HAAAE A S g JT7 el
A7 1€} ‘

n&4dgres U X g HAdeH
d7e 2L A3l AEEY B, AFF=,
AR, FEAY Fo BEE, £&¢ F9 HA
oA FRFNE F4HLE o|FoA stti(Bers-
cheid®} Ganstad 1982 ; Pertschuk 1991).

N g8 FES B e AFE UF 4
TES AHRY, 7] 479 YR FA
Bt g Relgn AAPen, FALHESH
TN WHY AAH EAY A2R2N A5
7€ olFslel A=A H(Wengle 1986). 4
g 71¥e] glid= B¥3ln 18] 9EE
v 71E A3ke A ZAA 7L v Aol gk 7EAg Sl
d7E AMAHTe Holth(Berscheid®t Ganstad
1982). 1940~1950dtholl = i e] dF7} 1] &
AEFEE, FAAF EAE IR e AHFE]
A zzg FIA WIYA FMF Zd5g &
2%88E Al=2 B (Hilld} Silver 1950, Linn®}h
Goldman 1949), 1950t @i 1960 ol
g4 Fe@RY] /3 BEsF LA o4&
7HA3 e Ae® Bt (Edgertons 1960).

19703t o] AT M E oA ] Axtel vls} B}
e Hlgl ABAHEE A 40% FENA
AAHRA ko] Y2 X 7] A1 2§l 0.5 (Hays} Hea-
ther 1973), vl &Y< Ul de A=
v RS &, Wigde AAE 13 AR &
A% oA THAJ] AR A Y 7t E F
gets @A, nEdEFEE9] T8 T
A AZIAG, A&, A71F3E FEdEe
Yo By, Ho 8 HIo AZ=HUT
(Kalick 1982). 1980 dth e} AFA & AdAAEF
& NPgA9 1/8 AxA FAXF EAZ A
(Goin% 1980)2 BRI AT Adie} Wsle] ue}
AAAH Ade] FA JdHAe AEE Bole
ol AAwEd £3E& £ HULENF e

PPl HFA TAase v A@F FAdyol
AL&E 7] A3 3L, vEAdPeeS Be AREE
AA e W3}, § Ko B “FAJATEC] vEA
Fres HEFH2R Polgoln 7] BEelY
(Pertschuk 19915 Wengle 1986).

ol ¥ #PNA WL 4Fre BAEY FUIE
913 % 7} (external motivation) 2} W} A ¥ 7] (internal
motivation) 2 U-o] AZEHA H3led, 93 5
7le fxe B4 T oJHuAE A4 she
A 2L did#A g F3, ¢33 & A3H
4HE dv A(Adams 1977)°1%, WH F7le
A& (self-esteem) @ 21714 (self-image) @] 7H4d,
AA A FA 4 (dendty) ] AFA, 22 BY £
49 34 F(Edgerton® Knor 19715 Burks 19
87 ; Goin¥} Goin 1988 ; Pertschuk 1991)¢] A A]
Ha ot

TN AT TEL AFNA 2 Z4YE
(rhinoplasty) #A4+& 3o 2 o]Fo)F HoRA,
THAE THT FAAAA 7HF gl ARBHE
ngAddrE2 4P AAE AY&EATFR 19
805 Kobayashi®} Shirakabe 1991)¢] A=A &
Ao gt AT uFd 4dAoldl.

wEbx AAEL n 8- BHo s RAENYE
S APzt YA E FET e AU L
ddez ngdgses dax 3 W3 57
A Fs= zolF A A (ego-identity) & FAMe}) 4]
3t B ATE AASIA

o ety

1. G oHat

B d7E 19933 795 33 1094019 %
AZAYEE L BHo 2 FFAYY AYgHE
¢ 442 dAaez g, d7dady 438,
FE57E adis ¢4 v448e =
Hog, 222 o4& W72 2T 18MFH 29
AAtol ot B o] AFds n]lE oz B A9
FAX L A U AP L L Fosl= Ao
FAAAG. v gol9e AL A AHe, F2
ehle] dfoll o3 &0 2AH F$, 2 19
olg] A WHol Y& AS, ZANHF o
AE BF, ¢2YF T FEIEYo e 73
9 AEA g whgol BFAP AL @
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FoidN A AR 7] 7% 3] F 607
% 3% 4770 ¥ A7 WL r AYHUH.

HEzZe AAE FeTd FEE 474 ¥
A& 7 uE P e2A, AAEC YL $o
E2x AAE 5 APT Aol ge dAE
ddgen, WArlEe A% HEHFH AAF
BEE 7HA BT F 608E e HE
AE AWEA SHol ESHY 29E A 58
Bo] dxree FF AFIAUG-

2, o7 2

BAE Feg& A8 WEE g d4E° 4
FAFRYAL 2P F FEdFS e AN
AAEAJ] AHE A 9, 1% IFE,
A, AFBAA BH, 9 57, AFA, B
AGH B, AAH YE& 28 YL, 2§
(1981)°] £FT A9 7744 FFE A%
o ZANAL2RE 1dol g HEARA(life eve-
nts) 9] AR FE FRE AUt

A3l AotFA & 337 #1301 Dignan
(1965)9] Ego-ldentity Scale A E-A(1975)0] =
Welx FET AokFAAL A E LA
AotFAY AxE 43 AE2AM F EFLR
T} on 879 AT &, A4 (stabi-
lity), & A FA (goal-directedness), =54 (uni-
queness), 219 & 7] (interpersonal role expecta-
tion), A 715§ (self-acceptance), &} 715 % (self-asse-
riveness), AF7]1&A 23] (sense of self), 21 o)
Q1 #A (interpersonal relationship) & %8313 Ut}

AR A B F-5AHU @A S
A dEd T2 Jol di@ A3 =7, R
P& A4le] JAAEFE7F Fela #4719 3
Y e Ao 277 od FAJAAC i@
BEgE A4, 5EA4L @49 YA AAFH, 4
23 EAEA & AgEd FEss Ao,
dAGE7Id e & Atge] dig AN Gold
oz A& we} JidEe ta dAFeln &
AAA AIHA AoMd, A7IFEL Ado] £¢
A3 9} £319] TE vlFo £ A4 H 7] wj &
BolEARAY £ FA] X317 Bl AF3=
Aotd, A71FFL A717F Qdte HvHE £939

A 3T Bl 3] o] & BB E & e Hx

ARA, AN ArEASt AU Az
AAE S4EC g 2P A4, 297 G
BAE YABAG o] Ado] Hahe A
AgAe gne,

2 d7e SARME FEY AT WD
AolzAR HEe) AolE oA -2, o2
B3 FHUBEAL ALY, SPSS PCHE o]
g3 AVADHATL FA5EL 0052 FoA
o},

2 ot

1. FASIEN X2

ATHAEY A%, TS, A, BAH BH
T QA AF83 Wl eI A= Table 1914
Uebd ule}l Zo] ¥ FAAEY foF Aole QL
Aok dHL HA 18M A H 274 7A] EXE
e BF AHE FAELAYeTAA 2219
(24694, N2EL 23.05(X 459D A, A
=& AaFo] 13.95(+2.02)9, HEFo| 14.18(%
1.87)2 Aol gjF&o] ZEojAoldt. 2 6/MY
o] BEAAL BAEZ F 20 (42.6%), o)
ZF % 303 (51.7%)0] B3y on FAHoR
fo 7 ZolE HolA sty

2. ¥AHE I T XoFEA|Y

NG R E Abol Y Aol Az FF&
vl @s RA(Table 2) AA HErt ol HFE
A4 165.61(£ 12.66), th=T0] 170.98(£ 12.69) 2
A, 18& EFoR AAE F£&& ANWTLA
e oA dzTd vE fodA e JAFE
B A (t=—~2.14, p=0.085). Zt 39 AxE= 1)
@3 BE AN RAETAAE BT 19.36
(£3.59), TN E 22.18(x278) 22 BAE
TN FARHLE {odA wokth(i=—4.46,
p=.001).

3. MgHAel A ofsiel Kol
ATYAES YA AY 2o g 2
olFARYE P4E wasrw(Table 3), 2
AR YT Ago] 50, IFA Fe A}
Fol 559t 18 A%, Y S TP
ATArB Y wWQle Role AT 21U A2



Table 1. Demographic data of subjects

Double Eyelid Group Control Group
N=47 N=358
Mean *+ SD Mean & SD
Age(year) 22.19 + 4.69 923.05 = 4.59
Education(year) 13.96 = 2.02 14.13 * 188
Occupation
Student 16(34.0%) 17(29.3%)
Office worker 11(23.4%) 15(25.9%)
Public official 8(17.0%) 14(24.1%)
Service 4( 85%) 7(12.1%)
Others 8(17.0%) 5( 8.6%)
Economic condition
Low class 0 3( 52%)
Middle class 46(97.9%) 54(93.1%)
High dass 1€ 2.1%) 10 1.7%)
Life event
Yes 20(42.6%) 30(51.7%)
No 27(57.4%) 28(48.3%)

Table 2. Comparison of ego-identity scale scores between double-eyelid operation group and control

group
Double Eyelid Group Control Group
N=47 N=58
Mean £ SD Mean £ SD t df P

Stability 19.36 £ 3.59 22,13+ 278 —446 103  .001
Goal directedness 21.80 £ 4.72 2244+ 3.88 —.J76 103 448
Uniqueness 2042 & 3.08 20.10 2.94 .55 103 583
Interpersonal role expectation 21.51 £ 2.97 2201+ 2.85 —.89 108 875
Self acceptance 18.63 + 3.65 19.58 = 3.57 —1.34 103 .184
Self assertiveness 19.65 + 3.23 20.08 + 38.35 —.65 103 515
Sense of self 21.23 £ 4.32 2222+ 4.19 —119 108  .238
Interpersonal relationship 23.02+ 3.51 22.03 + 3.85 147 103  .146
Total score 165.61 +12.66 170.98 +12.69 —2.14 035

Table 3. Comparison of ego-identity scores between subjects with life events and subjects without life eve-

nts
Life event(+) Life event(—)
N=50 N=55

Mean £ SD Mean + SD t df p
Stability 20.54 &+ 38.58 21.21 £ 38.37 —1.01 103 316
Goal directedness 21.14 + 3.99 23.09 = 4.33 —2.39 108 .019
Uniqueness 21.38 + 2.79 19.21 + 2.76 398 103 .00r
Interpersonal role expectation 20.82 + 2.83 22.67 + 2.69 —343 103 .001
Self acceptance 1840+ 3.40 19.85+ 3.07 —2.09 103 039
Self asseruveness 20.02 + 3.60 19.78 + 3.07 37 103 715
Sense of self 20.14 + 4.33 28.27 + 3.62 —4.08 108 001
Interpersonal relationship 22,72+ 3.40 22.25+ 8.50 69 103 492
Total score 165.36 £ 12.17 171.451+12.95 —2.48 015
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Table 4. Comparison of ego-identity scores between double eyelid operation group and control group

Double Eyelid Group

Control Group

N=47 N=58

Mean + SD Mean = SD F _p*
Stability 19.36 = 3.59 22,13 278 21.241 .001
Goal directedness 21.80 = 4.72 2244 = 3.88 1.005 318
Uniqueness 20.42 + 3.08 20.10+ 2.94 915 341
Interpersonal role expectation 2151 2.97 2201+ 2.85 1.580 212
Self acceptance 18.63 = 3.65 19.58 £ 3.57 2.443 121
Self assertiveness 19.65+ 3.28 20.08 + 3.35 384 587
Sense of self 2128+ 4.32 22.22+ 4.19 2.747 101
Interpersonal relationship 23.02+ 3.51 22.03+ 3.35 2.353 .128
Total score 165.61 +12.66 170.93 £ 12.69 5.975 .016

*By analysis of covariance, to remove the effects of life event
Y Y

ABARE Z2IAD AdolA oAy AA
B S30] 165.36(+12.17), AP3A ¢ Fol
171.45(£ 12.95) 2 -2} 0] § 2ol & YEHATH=—
248, p=.015). 3§] A== B2 BEAFAG
=-239, p=.019), YA E7IH(=~—8.43, p=.
001), A75&(t=-2.09, p=.039), ZE 1 A7
EA) 94 (1= —4.03, p=.001)9] 57+ JEAIA S
B8 FAA FAsA wter] £5543(=398,
p=.001)9] HFE F3A =k

4, MEAA ZEe| kg vidstn Hols &
NHE FETT t=Fe| XotFAY

Aol A A% 4o tig BB AIEY 9FS
SAsE AASZEH W2 TY AokFEAAR AAH
FE N RENPS A= (FEZFEA), 2AEL
9] AAHE(F=5.975, p=.016), FAHFE F ¢
A (F=21.241, p=.001) A7} tl=Zd vl &
J&A w3ttH(Table 4).
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Erikson(1959, 1968)2 AAM8E @F A =
5% Aolol&g AMAG. BUENEH A7
ArE g3, E3IFEE FFE 7talsld, Ao
A4 (ego-identity) & A13re] B3 &M fAHE
E 2% (sameness)# A& (continuity)oll 712
F83 &9 MAA F3 4 (personal identity) %
At FAZE Qe oW o] i g4l
7I2E A8 FA9 AArSH 334 (psycho-
social identity) 2.2 A} & mAdoMe 34

— 84

TESH AEFH FAEAEY AolFAHE o
g vt JEu(3ES 1984 HG 1986), N8
A7+ 9 8A Y] FARE debdte AL FAHF
A EAG, o F o] Bt X5 A SH
EFS € Aozt 4Zdvh(Akhatar 1984).

US4 Fe @ g FAgEdH S
dTPERE YESFed dde ARREY B
(Hill#} Silver 1950 5 Pertschuk 1991), 21343 (body
image) (BelferS 19823 Goin® Goin 1986
GoinZ} Goin 1988), AZHTZ(ETH T 1984
BEAE T 19915 AAFE F 1993), AU H AT
& 1980), &AW Fo WET(GoinT 1980
SEset AAE 1992), € F AA%H 1 H
Zoh ol A (Hay$t Heather 1973)9) o gk RE0)
Ao & d7e Fed U 571, 53 WA
719 d¥E 479 e A

2 479 ddE BAEREESs NdeaA
222 AT F2 A JHLZ A3 o)Fe
o3 2

AR, AAERYES 3L T FFA4
AX 74 §ol AlEEHE 1843 & ol H(Kobaya-
shi 1991 ; A8 1980). ol AMF8te] Fgo g
@] mo] # 71Eo] WEHL o, 4
2REH £ g Folgt 3tY £ v]F X E
Fa84 99 FUHHY, 9, & B3] A, AT
FAAMY AF, 447 v 9P Foe
A 25 #hHY AAEEYE] Bol o
Folxtrn $H(McCurdy 1990). E4, v 843
Fe9 F7e dold m Xolr} okn &
AAt. 304 o] e B4 F2 AEFH] FA



olv} A&7 AdE 93F F717%, 304 Hwte
g AEAY Fduu F349 st 2L
Wa 5717} $A8ithe A8 (Pertschuk 1991)8
2t E dFoAe AolFA dgE F
NE 7H Aoz AZHE 304 o o=
g Rolth. AR, ATE A A olfe
G —ojAlel o] AlAAH(body image) o] Aol w4
AY5E £45 L A1 HEe Hold o
43717} @8A = ¥ (Goind} Goin 19865 Pru-
zinsky®} Edgerton 1990)&-& 2| ¢ Aolth. v,
EIQIS] Afo 3 ALE A AL, Bl
REAF LR e 9F Ul dgdE ez
Hol, HQ 571§ A9EiA st £ 479
230 R¥HA gevin 2 g&ojt) uwixge
2, AolFEAAL Fdrld oA FA4=HE Aol
olvE} FAFS FAHE st A=A}
= Aojgl= 28] (Erkson 1968 ; Douvand} Adel-
son 1969)& Z<¢tdte] 715 Q3T 99 ¢
Aty ATFE AP

2 a7y AR AAELEEE AR e
ool AYdAzTol uld] A= AA
AF7E 43 QAT F GAHAOl {93
vigrth. ol A& S AP JiadHt 4
Qo] Rpo} N (self-concept)©] Rrlhe 73] (Perts-
chuk$} Whitaker 1982)9} &AMgF Z3jolt}. ol=
BAAZRAEE S ANPe 3= S0 482
23zl g AR 276 ol EFE
BEsL glom Al EE uhEeE A4le
AR Ao} d-g MAEL Ao} FAHE A3
€ AZE 32 v BeZd, A4S At
st F53HQ UQBASAAN 4o FEAHY
A gt A4 =4& uidis ReZ ¢
Aol e Ao FAENYEE T AolF
AL A AT AFAHsEe UF 5718 7
Ax A 3 nE&9¥8 el ML FA
A, AAAZ, 3@ BFS FEFE 2
dolny, YR E HEF 2N ANAE Fol I AL F
7tXNE WEAYEe 718 HdFe A
323 Y (Berscheid®} Ganstard 1982).

A FAE gFez ¢ AolFA gy T
(3385 1984; G 1986)A}e} wimEH E
AT ZAZE vEF5ES Ro e UL WSS

Zge 229 FAZAAA 7AdGs] Bge
AEAH A71%% 2 /14, F A3 (identity) & AT
% (Edgerton®} Knor 1971 ; Burk$ 1987 ; Goin¥}
Goin 1988 ; Pertschuk 1991)9] W& 7)o A] u]
Fdvhe Ass dJ@ga .

Aol AL A, AKTE, AW, LA
o] g3 BEEF 8] 9FE (A EA
1975). & A7olA ATAAS] FH oo ©E
Aot g Az Feye ABANE BEE 3
Gold oA AA HF Sl FY3A
wgton &9 Ax 2 o]l B SREAEA,
WAHEd, A7 7§, A7EAG4 ] F57t
%2 W 5549 357t ¥4 Uttt Erkson
(1959)& AA7] A FA 4 Ev9 aQdez 4,
ALE AD@A e g3, ol d&A &Al, AT A
g oot ZHAY EAE Eled & I
Az JEHEE A& F DA Rpo} FA| A o]
WA U A A Ao ole AotF
Aol BEY WF o A IFE Tx
Ve FAAFE AHoln.

olAE BHAXN ABAAS FHel WE Aof
FA G AP TS MAE LA 3o F
ARz I %S wAstd Betoy, HAEY
e NPsteidie G444 dxTd v A
=AX F5o) N Hx F 483 vt fo A
2. ol2§ Ade BAELIES Toe
WA B7lsk ZetFAd Aolel] owigle A7
FSE AALET.

B a7 AvFLEEe AA, Al A3
i, tgdgol olA YT AT e B
WEALE QA2 3R] el dutelE Fo}
JYTEL 3t AIEEC Ad=enz 2 @

v

7o 23E durslste d oE gl Ao A
olth. €A, +&5H ¥ AE4 FejolA A4 F
EUEo] Bu(Offman® Bradley 1992), ¥<ho]

EE B AotFA Aol 2H(ID 1986)= HE&
ZAdstd, B dPoA $golu Bty g A
MAE7h AotE A R AAZENY 9 APET)
o MR FFE HIIERA BT Heln.
U8B FE ¥ AAFG FAY o] WileRe
BE3A goe AAE Qe (Wengle 1986), 55
Sy F ATl AURAN RAFE4o] Frtstn
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ZA7)4 3} A o) /)t (Reich 19693 Goins
1980 ; Belfer 1982) FHoX FX FARALES
e ¢ A-F o AolFEAN P& vinATE
& dTFZEHE B HEA 45 & U
Aol @A n&A4P&E Y3ke YT B
ot gleBg F—o Alolg HAATE T3
29 AolHE golie AR FwugE A3
g Zlojth. ¢, " gAdEx BV mAEe B
313 o] oz FAYY Hlm A77t B
83}

| =
Ngg BRoz AAENYSS NYEA A
Fo%E FEY NE AU FAEYE S

ua

432 = hET9 AolFA/4& Dignand =
olFAd AEE o843l I BAEA
BEs B st AT AokFAY FAH
T2 AR F B A4t iz v)g
F3A Rkt AetFA Az Ay AE
e f5o wet fod HFolg Red, A
gAREE B TAA BEA @e Tl v
AotFAd AARFS SNAE T ZEAFA,
WARA 7Y, 275, AR Fet
B3, 5549 A Bt AgAAY 2
olFAY HFd A IFE FAE A=
BAEZBEE LIZ 3= AAAA AotFAA
AR A= F AR AUt dz=Tl
B8 fostAl din. ol Adte #AAELY
=& PaAsE G0N AFotFA e ATEE
AzgEe WA 577 e AYE AR

EHo] D R AELEE - RolFAA.
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