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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to identify cross-cultural features among Korea, China, and Japan
by comparing differences in facial awareness, attractiveness preferences, and consideration of facial
parts in a group of Korean, Chinese, and Japanese men and women as they evaluated the faces
of Korean women in their 20s. A survey was conducted targeting male and female Korean,
Chinese, and Japanese college students in their 20s. Frequency analysis, ANOVA, Duncan test,
factorial analysis, and reliability analysis, MANOVA were carried out using SPSS 18.0. The results
of this study are as follows: Faces of Korean women in their 20s were evaluated by Korean,
Chinese, and Japanese men and women in their 20s and were classified into four categories as
‘Youthfulness’, ‘Classiness’, ‘Friendliness’ and ‘Activeness’. Differences in facial image awareness
were observed depending on nationality and gender. Korean participants were found to place im-
portance on overall morphological factors; The Japanese focused on the eyes; and the Chinese on
the skin color. Women of all nationalities showed, on average, a higher awareness of facial parts
than men. No significant differences in facial attractiveness preferences were found based on na-
tionality or gender, but there were differences in how the participants evaluated faces for attrac-
tiveness, showing that reasons for preferences may vary even if the preferences are the same.

Key words: attractive preference("] 341 3.%), awareness influential factor(d =214 438 4,
cross-cultural study(H] = 3FA ), facial image type(Z=°lP| A 7))
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0d, T2 2013 5€1¢HEH 201399€31¢,
%E—% 2013 12¢ 23?:11"3 20149 1€ 31¥97HK
W da RS AEXRAME B9 AYEHAL
FTHE LA EZAIE AP HAT
AU SPSS 210 TAZRIHE o83l
ow, HEFA ANOVA, Duncan-test, MANOVA,

89%4, Cronbach’a A2 = #4& s

r-[n oH,
=

ox M
o

e

1. 20cH St=0{dol d=0|0/X F&3t
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(Table 1> Demographic Characteristics
Demographic characteristic N %
male 130 60%
Sex
female 90 40%
Korea
- 0,
(n=220) 20-24 208 94.5%
Age 25-29 12 5.5%
Mean 21.2
male 96 49.0%
Sex
female 99 51.0%
China
20-24 147 75.4%
(n=195) Z
Age 25-29 438 24.6%
Mean 23.2
male 113 59.2%
Sex
female 78 40.8%
Japan
20-24 115 60.22
(n=191) 2 2%
Age 25-29 76 39.8%
Mean 24.7
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A (Table 2)9 AN St 1677%), FEA(THA © 271, A=A ¢ 1506%)
A%E AWEW, 29 1S Wk AAAH e 2 £0% Ueut olHd 4] 29 AR B
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Gl A9 WM AYHICE TAHel 9 0801402 ¥A e
O 7 208 WAL B2 2955 ]2 Holu
20 23 go] %3 Ayo] 2 ¥= olfE 4 2 AZ0|0|X| S| CfEt =0 x|zt
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9. o AHE Back & Kim(2014)¢] 7oA 200 F=reigel delnA Fel e dedl
20u) = dutietgel 20u) @ oye] dzolm A HERED elnlA Az Aelg AsEl e
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(Table 2> Factor Analysis Result of Korean Women's Facial Image

S
SA vebon], s E dEe Heol 7t

o

Factor Statement Factor loading Eigen Value Varience% Cronbach’s a

comfortable .852

Friendliness naturel o 3.09 17.15% 0.87
intimate 7197
good-natured 695
fresh-faced .780
cute 766

Youthfulness innocent .687 3.06 17.01% 0.82
adorable .630
cheerful 575
urbane 788
intelligent 778

Classiness elegant 775 3.02 16.77% 0.82
Sexy 695
feminine .48
active 799
tough 783

Activeness 2.71 15.06% 0.80
manly 751
characterful 127
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(Table 3> The Difference of Awareness according to Facial Image Types in Korea, China and Japan

nation Korea China Japan Fvalue
facial image typed (n=220) (n=195) (n=191)

) ) Mean 2.75 2.56 2.77 e
Friendliness 45,283
Duncan test A B A

Mean 2.46 2.54 2.66 .
Youthfulness 41,147 %**
Duncan test C B A
Mean 2.47 2.53 2.75 )
Classiness 89.128%**
Duncan test C B A
) Mean 2.89 2.46 3.08 )
Activeness 306.713%**
Duncan test B C A
*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001
a, b, ¢t Groups with significant differences according to Duncan test were noted with different letters.
FA =52 7P 9 JEiE Tt AlEAd s S 19 Il dis] TS EFAol ¥ ==
Qu9 Hitol 71F A veksth ANeln QRS FEA] B YZR ANFS
@elel WARE %% Aol Hs) A2 L 5 Ay
FEAAMT Hao] F FUA, AHEFAXME HF
o] WA vttt 53] FHF9 Hutol 7 WA 3. Y=O0|0|X| w&Hol CHet stE5e HHS
geht S9Y 42 WAE o FE3 g2l Rzt ®ol
3 o dREsE & F Ak AT 28U FUt
s 4dNY STL GEAE AR A= T 200 @Foigel dzolA F3o e BFY
o= - I
A AEA s8oMe] HFol Al Ue 2 T WA= 9] ojux] A7t Apo]lE AFRET] 3 t-testE
2R 2207 Ugyon JRe FE oJZ AASAT I A (Table 49 2ol Al vgt &
= O & =
o)A fFAN Hirel /g wA vhebekek, o T 7P FFOIA R AR Felh v
Za3 QRS dZHT} AN S O oy A STk FAFOE HA¥EW 54 A IS
SA B e & 4 drk ww gy op) 8 FUA AGA FRIN ded 2ol de
= S g 0.3 =
Ae 227 QR HF Fol7h AA Yent §F datel w7 debtew, 284 s A Y

2 mF wgel el ¥4 vehgth ok wyol

(Table 4> The Difference of Awareness according to Facial Image Types in Korea, China and Japan ‘s Male and Female

nation Korea China Japan
.facial male female P male female ; male female ‘
image type (n=130) | (n=90) (n=96) | (n=99) (n=113) | (n=78)
Friendliness 2.7 2.88 -5.193%** 2.56 2.56 0.119 2.70 2.83 -3.713%**
Youthfulness 243 2.51 -2.503* 2.57 2.51 1.964 2.61 2.72 -3.538%#*
Classiness 2.4 2.58 -5.553%** 2.56 2.5 1.897 2.70 2.82 -4.661%**
Activeness 2.93 2.84 2.437* 2.52 241 3.299** 3.10 3.04 1.580%**

*£X0.05, **p<0.01, ***0.001
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4. AZ0[0|K| QIAIHE S 40f hEH SHEY S B F e ole AL 9% 2 AR
H| A= FAY Y EA= G gAAd €=
3 PEAS 9ZAL 9T dWaFALe] §3
200 @719 AZolWA Bk A GFE WE L uu g Ao 2 - 90
Qzrslel UE BEU Aolg Awns gl Deoz Z3e Hude] AEA Fod
ANOVAE AAsH ?‘zﬁr.‘(Table 59 7ol BE 3 gosz Ueh} o2 ARz gy Az ¥
Soll A Al yepzke] frolgk Apolzt AT HO= FHAo) oske ©f wo] WSS o 2 9]
e . =
BAE DFY, w598 A A T s el gyRe 23050 W A
= o HWB b=
@A HEEEE, THE AR Ll 7w gzgeon oze WEGAs) weNa
= o - gL - H
Z EA vEET B3 d 82 SRS T A S} 9RE AU o] ElWEe|L} Yol
Hgo 2} = 1} _ .
gael 7k A e, AR BE=e] Ws) w%ale] o) ETHDiamond,
SO wRHAS 3t 5 q I
WS AFAL AT G 2ol WEL o) amuy Re v zHow Anse
SEO A o 5
BuE WL 5ol ols BHAS AWAD G2 R gy peas (@ s 2 A0
T A) = 9 & = 100 o) 2
Al wael = g A A REE T T ygus sen 28 ARaE 224 sE
(Table 5) The Difference of Awareness Influential Factor in Korea, China and Japan
nation Korea China Japan F-value
facial part (n=220) (n=195) (n=191)
Mean 3.62 3.05 3.41 )
face shape 202.840%**
Duncan test A C B
Mean 3.23 2.84 3.02 )
forehead 91.799%**
Duncan test A C B
Mean 3.38 2.92 3.4 o
eyebrow 142.185%**
Duncan test B C A
Mean 3.92 3.17 3.92 e
eye 439,531 %**
Duncan test A B A
Mean 3.25 3.01 3.10 )
nose 45.154%**
Duncan test A C B
Mean 3.43 3.06 3.25 )
mouth 89.990***
Duncan test A C B
) Mean 3.26 2.90 3.08 .
chin 74.289%**
Duncan test A C B
) Mean 2.72 2.94 2.79 o
skin color 22247
Duncan test C A B

*1£X0.05, **p<0.01, ***pX0.001

a, b, ¢ Groups with significant differences according to Duncan test were noted with different letters.
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{Table 6> The Difference of Awareness Influential Factor in Korea, China and Japan's Male and Female

nation Korea China Japan
. male female ; male female P male female ;
facial pa (n=130) | (n=90) (n=96) | (n=99) (n=113) | (n=78)
face shape 3.63 3.61 0.544 3.03 3.07 -1.028 3.38 3.45 -1.726
forehead 3.20 3.27 -1.876 2.78 2.90 -3.227%* 3.02 3.03 -0.264
eyebrow 3.29 3.51 -5.843%** 2.89 2.96 -1.977* 3.39 3.52 -3.346™*
eye 3.89 3.96 -2.096* 3.08 3.26 -4.163*** 3.85 4.01 -4 456
nose 3.26 3.24 0.708 2.97 3.06 -2.278* 3.04 3.20 -4.695%**
mouth 3.36 3.54 =4 7747%* 2.97 3.15 -4.409%*** 3.17 3.38 -5.440%**
chin 3.25 3.27 -0.750 2.85 2.96 -2.768%* 3.03 3.14 -2.865%*
skin color 2.77 2.64 3.222%* 2.87 3.00 -3.210%* 2.72 2.90 -5.345%#*

*£X0.05, **p<0.01, ***0.001
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N 9 WAl BFY 200 PUE AAG 22l
o= = A Ugst GA Az et sl meAees & Aole oy 54 A=
qa@g Ao et Alzto] Ao AXFT YL daide debd 2 Zol7t des & 5 A
% % Sk el 1083 11el Qo) aae
Qo] 7+ ZaAgH A 2 ma U= L=0f thet skse X2 o

@5 79 Aze] Holzt
3

=
3= SHLZOAT} 9ee L 5 Uk
WY Qe dzol WE dELe) Az Aol o
=olmA skl v apo] #A4E& 9
(Table 7> The Difference of Attractive Prefrence in Korea, China and Japan
, Korea China Japan
nation
et Stimulus N (%) Stimulus N(%) Stimulus N (%)
number number number
1 1 70(33.7) 1 44(23.8) 1 72(38.1)
2 5 63(30.3) 5 33(17.8) 6 33(17.5)
3 6 25(12.0) 6 33(17.8) 5 31(16.4)
4 10 18(8.7) 9 26(14.1) 9 21(11.1)
5 2 9(4.3) 2 15(8.1) 2 10(5.3)
6 9 5(2.4) 3 11(5.9) 3 7(3.7)
7 11 4(1.9) 4 11(5.9) 11 6(3.2)
8 3 3(1.4) 10 5(2.7) 10 4(2.1)
9 4 3(1.4) 8 3(1.6) 7 2(1.1)
10 7 3(1.4) 12 2(1.1) 12 2(1.1)
11 12 3(1.4) 7 1(0.5) 4 1(0.5)
12 8 2(1.0) 11 1(0.5) 8 0(0.0)
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(Table 8> The Difference of Attractive Preference in Korea, China and Japan's Male and Female
Korea China Japan
male female male female male female
N N N N N N
number (%) number (%) number (%) number (%) number (%) number (%)
1 41 1 29 1 24 5 21 1 42 1 30
(33.6) (33.7) (27.0) (22.1) (37.8) (38.5)
40 23 13 20 19 14
S ey | P | 8 |we | Y lan| P |wp| b | @
12 13 12 19 19 12
S Tew | & Jwo| ° w9 | P @ | & | wn| ° | wo
12 6 10 16 9 12
10 (9.8) 2 (7.0) 2 (11.2) ! (16.8) ! 8.1 ! (15.4)
5 6 10 5 6 4
Y Ja | " Jan | ¥ |an| % | 6» | 2 |6 | % | 6D
3 3 8 4 4 3
2 (2.5) 1 (3.5) 4 (9.0) 3 (4.2) 3 (3.6) 3 (3.8)
3 2 7 3 4 3
7 (2.5) 3 (2.3) 3 (7.9) 1 (3.2) 10 (3.6) 1 (3.8)
2 2 4 3 3 0
S lae | Y ey Y lun |l P e | M en | | oo
1 2 1 2 2 0
3 (0.8) 12 (2.3) 7 (1.1) 12 (2.1) 7 (1.8) 7 (0.0)
1 0 0 1 2 0
Pl | " Joo | P oo | Y lan | ¥ as | P | oo
1 0 0 1 1 0
Lo | 2 Joo | B ool M an | * o | | oo
1 0 0 0 0 0
Zbws | P oo | ¥ o] T ool | oo | ¥ | oo
MANOVAEA-S AAs A3 Table 99 2ol 5 o] FAEHE & 4 AT T F9 wiHHA I
AROR BE fos vesth @39 dBe o Ug NERA Asgs A Ao} Avuw, e
< =g da vy 22 onARE Hrista 579 el x3hE dFo|nAEo] §HT o|nA e
Aotk ol @A BFFH AR 200 WIAYECl  ALAA @3 47k AZolrA el I
Aol U BHISH HABIAT 9ee T & o 2F A vehT Qo] 3FY BE U
Atk ¥HE, T2 dZolvR] Hrutel A g ol P E UEHORE Fsly] BHoe A#Ev], T
o odre] Anst 50% HEe AAEE Mol o ©, A0 Fo| TR olYvE 27T YL
4 g Qeshes d2Wsk Qo Aok ANk ¢ & Ark
535 T2 7HA9 dZovA §F T w4, A
24, BEA dEiHE AZolnx Xz zo]7} V. #=
[}

9o AERNE B3 Qe AR ve

dzoluAd s dFLdel mofy
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(Table 9> The Difference of Facial Image’'s Sub-factors in Korea, China and Japan

(measure @ N)
Stimulus number | nation Friendliness Youthfulness Classiness Activeness Hotellings
Korea 2.65 2.28 2.87 2.91 88.176%**
1 China 2.77 2.35 2.62 2.34 35.549%%*
Japan 2.65 2.97 3.01 3.27 45.119%**
Korea 3.4 3.16 2.03 2.04 38.447%**
2 China 281 2.91 251 1.91 26.909***
Japan 3.74 2.16 243 2.07 110.343***
Korea 2.55 212 2.28 3.22 43.515%**
3 China 2.69 2.60 2.52 2.36 23.040%%*
Japan 2.62 291 2.74 3.42 95.972%%*
Korea 2.33 1.88 1.94 3.77 50.034%%*
4 China 2.32 2.28 2.07 2.99 29.511%%**
Japan 2.54 2.53 2.19 3.79 69.919%**
Korea 2.93 2.98 3.33 2.58 43.375%**
5 China 2.60 2.79 2.94 2.29 24.386%**
Japan 2.56 2.95 3.23 3.07 71.725%**
Korea 3.38 3.08 2.50 2.27 39.707%%*
6 China 2.80 2.84 2.70 2.31 27.206**
Japan 3.28 311 2.74 2.51 73.129%%*
Korea 3.25 2.47 2.23 2.72 38.676%**
7 China 2.52 2.45 2.53 2.43 25.063%**
Japan 3.09 2.35 2.38 2.66 47 5507
Korea 2.03 1.78 1.76 3.76 44.077%%*
8 China 2.13 213 2.10 2.99 19.699%**
Japan 2.14 2.38 2.13 3.86 61.015%**
Korea 2.58 2.33 3.10 2.93 45.752%%**
9 China 2.78 2.64 2.98 2.44 28.670%**
Japan 2.68 2.38 3.49 3.02 69.748%**
Korea 3.13 3.22 2.54 2.35 44 222%%*
10 China 248 271 2.49 2.36 21.168%**
Japan 2.83 2.82 2.61 252 52 14175
Korea 2.98 2.36 2.45 2.76 38.465%**
11 China 2.65 2.50 2.61 2.33 22.892%%*
Japan 3.00 2.66 2.61 2.92 63 5147
Korea 1.98 1.93 2.45 3.37 38.542%%*
12 China 2.08 2.13 2.30 2.78 222447
Japan 1.84 2.26 2.35 3.82 55.238%**

#pX05 K01 ¥ p 001
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