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Aesthetic Rhinoplasty for the Improvement of the
Lateral Facial Profile; Image-up Rhinoplasty

Sung Min Kim, M.D.

Eyemi Plastic and Aesthetic Surgery Clinic, Institute for Face
Remodeling, Seoul, Korea

There are several characteristics of the nose of
orientals. The dorsum of nose is flat and low, the skin
is thick with severe tension, the nasal tip is bulbous, the
nostril is wide, and the projection of the nose is limited
due to a poorly developed alar cartilage with a short
columella. In order to improve these untoward charac-
teristics of the nose of Orientals aesthetically, plain aug-
mentation of the dorsum and tip-plasty with conventional
methods has been performed by many plastic surgeons.
However these conventional rhinoplasty is not enough to
obtain satisfactory results when transforming into a more
beautiful and aesthetically charming appearance. In
order to produce the optimal nasal shape and profile, it
is extremely important to consider the aesthetic surgical
factors, which are; the position of the nasion, the optimal
nasolabial angle(95 - 100 degree in Orientals), the natu-
ral exposure of infra-tip lobule with and columella, the
position of the tip defining point in harmony with the
dorsal profile and the smooth and natural silhcuette of
the lateral nasal profile as it descends into the inferior
portion of the nose. From April, 2003 to August, 2004,
a total of 52 patients underwent open rhinoplasty, ad-
hering to the strict aesthetic principles considered and
described priorly. Surgical approach was done through a
transcolumella incision and an alar rim incision. The
nasal dorsum was augmented with a silicone implant
and the shape of the columella and the nasolabial angle
were finessed with a silicone strut implant which was
placed in between the medial crurae in a manner of a
non-visible graft. The nasal tip was corrected by alar
cartilage suture technique and onlay graft of shield
shaped Alloderm and Gore-Tex. Author obtained the
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optimal nasal shape and profile aesthetically, and the
results, considered satisfactory in all patients without any
complications, are as follows; 1. the average increase in
nasal length was 2.5 mm, 2. the average decrease in
nasal width was 2.1 mm, 3. the average increase in nasal
tip projection was 3.2 mm, 4. the changes of nasolabial
angles were from 85.5 degree to 94.7 degree, 5. the
changes of the angle between the long axis of the
external naris was from 101.3 degree to 89.5 degree. In
conclusion, this surgical procedure is an effective, reliable
and a valuable method in improving the nasal shape, tip
projection, nasolabial angle and especially, the lateral
facial profile of Orientals aesthetically.

Key Words: Aesthetic rhinoplasty, Profile, Implant, Nasolabial
angle
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Fig. 1. Using Alloplastic material of Image-up rhinoplasty. A:
silicone nasal implant, B: silicone strut implant, C: Alloderm, D:
Alloderm + Gore-Tex.
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Fig. 2. Schematic illustration of surgical pro-
cedure. (Left) Preoperative lateral finding.
(Right) Postoperative lateral finding. ANS:
anterior nasal spine, I: silicone strut implant. s:
sellion, s upward repositioned sellion, prn:
pronasale, pm':ichanged pronasale, sn: sub-
nasale, NLA: nasolabial angle, NLA": increased
nasolabial angle, s-prn: preoperative nasal
length, s'-pm’: postoperative nasal length, sn-
pm: preoperative nasal tip projection, sn-prm’:
postoperative nasal tip projection.
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Table |. Preoperative and Postoperative Mean Measurement

Measurement factor Preop. Postop. Mean difference
Nose length 45.3 mm 47.8 mm +2.5 mm
Nose width 37.2 mm 35.1 mm -2.1 mm
Nasal tip projection 151 mm 18.3 mm +3.2 mm
Nasolabial angle 85.5 94.7 +9.2

Angle between the long axis of external naris 103.3 89.5 -13.8
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Fig. 3. Casel. (Left) Preoperative view of 26-
years-old female with low dorsum, plunging
nasal tip, acute nasolabial angle and short colu-
mella. (Right) Postoperative view of the patient 4
months after Image-up rhinoplasty. The increased
nasolabial angle and tip projection are shown by
the postoperative view.

Fig. 4. Case2. (Left) Preoperative view of 20-
years-old female with unfavorable nasa! profile
who was undergone humpectomy, augmenta-
tion rhinoplasty and nasal tip plasty 1 year ago.
(Right) Postoperative view of the patient 5
months after Image-up rhinoplasty. The in-
creased nasolabial angle and tip projection, im-
proved nasal profile nearing aesthetical nose are
shown by the postoperative view.
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Fig. 5. Case3. (Left) Preoperative view of 28-
years-old female with unfavorable nasal profile
who was undergone augmentation rhinoplasty
and nasal tip plasty 9 months ago. (Right)
Postoperative view of the patient 3 weeks after
Image-up rhinoplasty. The increased nasolabial
angle and tip projection and improved natural
nasal profile are shown by the postoperative
view.

Fig. 6. Cased. (Left) Preoperative view of 34-
years-old female with blunt and under projected
nasal tip, severe acute nasolabial angle and short
columella who was undergone augmentation
thinoplasty 4 years ago. (Right) Postoperative
view of the patient 1 month after Image-up rhino-
plasty. The increased nasolabial angle and tip
projection, improved nasal profile nearing aes-
thetical S-line silhouette are shown by the post-
operative view.
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