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Analysis of personality characteristics
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Abstract AIM To investigate the personality characteris-
tics of patients who were to have cosmetic eyelid-bag oper-
ation so as to provide psychological evaluation references in
solving the increasing cosmetic surgery disputes. METH-
ODS Thirty female subjects who were to have eyelid-bag
operation were examined with Cattell 16 Personality Factor
Inventory 16PF and Eysenck Personality Questionnaire

EPQ . Thirty normal females used as controls matched
the subjects in age education level and marital status P>
0.05 . RESULTS Cattell 16PF analysis demonstrated that
the scores of dominance E gallantry H and vigilance

L of the patients were significantly higher than those of
controls 5.74+1.37 vs 4.81x1.47 6.25+1.45 vs

5.25+1.78 and 4.88+1.34 vs 4.12+1.59 respec-
tively P<0.05 . Among the EPQ items the lie scale L
scale was significantly different between the patients and
controls 55.22+10.10 vs 48.96 +12.36 P<0.05 .
CONCLUSION The patients who are to have eyelid-bag
operation are of their own characteristics dominance gal-
lantry vigilance extroversion and camouflage. This study
suggests that proper psychological evaluation of the sub-
jects is necessary before cosmetic operations.
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1.47 H 6.25+1.45vs5.25+1.78 L 4.88 +
1.34 vs4.12 +1.59 P<0.05 EPQ L
55.22 +10. 10 vs 48.96 +12. 36
P<0.05 .
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35.1+7.4 30 2.2 EPQ
EPQ EPN L
P>0.05 . L
P <0.05 N
1.2 16 E P
Cattell Sixteen Personality Factor Inventory 16PF P>0.05 Tab2 .
Eysenck Personality Questionnaire
EPQ . 2 . 2 EPQ
Tab 2 Comparison of scores of EPQ scales between patients and
controls n=30 x%s
Group N E P L

Patient 41.92 +8.88 50.98 + 8.36 53.77 +12.84 55.22 +10. 10°

3 Control 42.28 +7.66 50.91 £10.13 51.58 +14.04 48.96 +12.36
SPSS 10.0 . 2P <0.05 vs controls. N Neuroticism E Extraversion P Psychoticism
L Lie.
2
2.1 16PF 3
E H
3
L
Tab 1
1 16PF
Tab1 Comparison of scores of 16PF between patients and con- ’
trols n=30 x s Castle 5 40 a
Factor Patient Control
A Warmth 6.70 £1.48 6.83+£1.56 “ Body Dysmorphic Disorder BDD "
B Reasoning 4.95+1.83 5.80+1.59
C  Stability 5.09 +1.04 4.99 +1.46 Castle
E Dominance 5.74 +1.37 4.81£1.47 Grossbart 6
F Liveliness 6.75+1.80 6.36 +1.89 « . .. "
Neurotic Narcissists
G Rule Consciousness 5.09 +1.31 5.38 +1.58
H Gallantry 6.25 £1.45* 5.25+1.78
1 Sensitivity 6.03£1.34 6.17 £1.70 Relentless Improvers
L Vigilance 4,88 £1.34* 4.12+1.59
M Abstractedness 5.93£1.20 5.89 £1.06 16PF
N Privacy 5.99 £1.30 5.68 +1.08
0 Apprehension 5.67x1.71 5.67+1.59 P<0.05 Tab1
Q1 Openness to change 5.13+1.12 4.73 £1.51
Q2 Self-Reliance 4.37+1.22 4.74 £1.67
Q3 Perfectionism 5.46 +1.83 5.30x1.11
Q4 Tension 6.02+1.15 5.99 +1.58
Castle
X1 Anxiety 5.58 £1.07 5.63 +1.28
. EPQ
X2 Extraversion 6.49 +1.26 5.80+1.42
X3 Self control 4.99 £1.01 4.43£1.42 P <0.05 Tab 2
X4 Wil 5.04 +0.62 4.70 +0.87 Napoleon

6
2P <0.05 vs controls. . Napoleon
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