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Analysis Characteristics of Image Words Shown on the Face of Woman
- Women in their 20s and 60s -

Ae Kyung Kim'
Dept. of Beauty Care, Tongmyong University, Pusan, Korea

Abstract : This thesis collected words, feelings, and psychological images expressed in female faces in their 20s and 60s.
The comparative analysis of the characteristics will be based on the effective image of direction and improvement. Through
the analyzed station of word of images collected, female faces in 20s of image are positive images such as pretty, cute, and
elegant; however, there were also negative images such as gloomy, sharp, and stubborn. Female faces in 60s image are
negative image such as scary, gloomy, sharp, and stubborn. To the analyzed station of word's tendency (usually expressed
appearance), external-oriented tendency significantly developed in their 20s and 60s. It shows that the importance of
appearance is emphasized in women face image in 20s and 60s.
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Table 1. Propensity of Image Words in Women Faces in 20s

Total

Words N%)

Directed

gloomy(328) meek(64)
stubborn(190) diligent(39) strong(36)
nice(185) warm(46) happy(23)
g00d(94) bad(43) aggressive(10)
obtuse(79) cold(37)

pretty(391) sexy(55)

sharp(281) countrified(50) ill-tempered (28)
elegant(267) sophisticated(47) mild(25)
cute(259) feminine(47) thin(23)

neat(190) lively(42) favorable-impression(22)
apparent(124) fierce(41) brisk(21)
intense(90) exotic(40) drooped(21)
young(84) normal(39) angular(18)
cheerful(74) round(38) plump (16)
active(67) boyish(37) princesslike(14)
fastidious(63) angry (36) surprised(13)
fascinating (63) comfortable(34) agile(12)
fierce(63) very charming(31) sleepy(12)

dense(183) outgoing(48)

pure(135) responsible (48) lovely(25)
tired(94) intelligent(47) skillful(23)
passive(92) dollish(45) familiar(22)
quiet(64) mature(45) hincty(14)
plain(49) introvert(36) refreshing(14)
sensitive(48) kind(26) greedy(14)

13
(18)

Inner-
Directed

External-

Directed (54)

20
(28)

Both-
Directed
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Table 2. Propensity of Image Words in Women Faces in 60s

. Total
Directed Words N%)
gloomy(395) obtuse(32)
Inner-  nice(245) greedy(26) strange(13) 10
Directed stubborn(122) cold(19) severe(11) (19)
benignant(65) wicked(18)
grim(401) sophisticated(93) pretty(11)
strong-impression(286) unpoised(91) laughable(11)
fierce(250) blunt(83) somber(11)
ordeal(246) round(69) clean(10)
External- youthful(195) tender(63) old(10) 28
Directed mild(192) feminine(32) brisk(10) (60)
sharp(187) springy(24) asymmetry(10)
boyish(154) splendid(18) artificial(10)
fastidious(140) unaffected(17)
indignant(120) ill-tempered(12)
Both- tired(403) intelligent(33) dense(11) 9
Directed normal(98) countrified(23) bright(11) (19)
blunt(83) quiet(16) timid(10)
Total 47
n(%) (100)
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Table 3. Comparative Words of positive image and negative image in Women Faces of 20s and 60s

20s 60s 20s 60s
Positive Frequency Positive Frequency Negativ ~ Frequency Negativ Frequency
pretty 391 nice 245 gloomy 328 tired 403
elegant 267 youthful 195 sharp 281 grim 401
cute 259 mild 192 stubborn 190 gloomy 395
neat 190 normal 98 dense 183 strong-impression 286
nice 185 sophisticated 93 tired 94 fierce 250
pure 135 favorable-impression 89 passive 92 ordeal 243
apparent 124 tender 63 obtuse 79 sharp 187
good 94 benignant 56 fierce 63 boyish 154
intense 90 intelligent 33 fastidious 63 fastidious 140
young 84 feminine 32 countrified 50 stubborn 121
cheerful 74 springy 24 sensitive 48 indignant 120
active 67 splendid 18 dollish 45 normal 98
meek 64 unaffected 17 bad 43 unpoised 91
quiet 64 quiet 16 fierce 41 blunt 83
fascinating 63 pretty 11 cold 37 obtuse 32
sexy 55 bright 11 boyish 37 greedy 26
plain 49 clean 10 strong 36 countrified 23
outgoing 48 introvert 36 cold 19
responsible 48 angry 36 wicked 18
intelligent 47 ill-tempered 28 strange 13
sophisticated 47 brisk 21 ill-tempered 12
feminine 47 drooped 21 somber 11
warm 46 angular 18 dense 11
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Table 3. Comparative Words of positive image and negative image in Women Faces of 20s and 60s (continued)

20s 60s 20s 60s
Positive Frequency Positive Frequency Negativ  Frequency Negativ Frequency

dollish 45 plump 16 severe 11

mature 45 greedy 14 laughable 11

lively 42 surprised 13 brisk 10

exotic 40 sleepy 12 artificial 10

diligent 39 old 10

o3t 34 asymmetry 10
very-charming 31
kind 26
mild 25
lovely 25
happy 23
skillful 23
favorable-impression 22
familiar 22
princesslike 14
refreshing 14
hincty 14
aggressive 10
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Table 4. Comparative Propensity of Image Words in Women Faces

in 20s and 60s

Difference Word

Directed Commonness Word
20s 60s
gloomy good strong benignant
stubborn meek happy greedy
Inner- nice diligen haggar
Directed obtuse aggressive strange
cold warm severe
bad
pretty exotic neat strong-impression
intense ill-tempered cheerful unpoised
elegant dollish active tender
cute sophisticated fascinating springy
fastidious mature sexy splendid
sharp countrified comfortable unaffected
Exteral- boyish normal ve'ry charming laughable
. round fierce thin somber
Directed
apparent angry drooped clean
fierce lively angular asymmetry
brisk favorable- impression plump artificial
young princesslike
feminine surprised
mild agile
quiet pure outgoing blunt
intelligent passive responsible bright
Both- tired plairT . ithroverT timid
. dense sensitive kind
Directed ili
lovely familiar
skillful hincty
refreshing greedy
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