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(rejuvenation) BHRFEAL ~ HiEH F G
BRI BEASSIH "W, ~ THInE
8 1 SRS - K FMR IR & 2R
B FHERIRE AN - RSO EE BT = T -
bt TEHMEIZE ) S A B ESE -SRI ERE
BEEAEGGw  HEBENFOEEERE
R (outcome) - KERET A& HALAR
] FEACFEAZRITT - (E RN v HR P B -
BARY TBHAIZE ) FEILIREE - TR E S (A
fSCRk 2 BashourB&Hl 2006 H-7F £ E I 4h
PGt BRI E - ML ER T 159
SIS R FR AR E - BRI
HERBIEIE G - S s =3 BIERER ~ DURH
SO B85 - AT - B2k rEET
frgh » K& B TF g B A AN 5
WO TR YAHE EER - FRDARRES T R
AR - RES0 L1l i 3 IR o B A s 7 KR &
HFMAT R EAIR - EEAE 36, AR
BEEPAE2 3

G B DIRMME RO
SEEHEE RS T - “Beauty” HYEFESURK
PRET Y i [ Eb R SE AR R B - 35 DASC AU TR
= Pubmed » &15E] 5,152 5238k 5 R
MEEIEEE B “Beauty” BySCE - HF 1,226
B oo S EE R R T “Esthetics”
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Bl “Aesthetics” » W& %3%26,9495% ; [Rid
FIREEETBGE = » XEREEE S
2,282F% (K— - @gi=%1) - "3£, EE—
e B s HEAY) L kBN EZE
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RIEE AN i FefE i 7 —Fd - AREEIfT A
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“Aging” R “Age Factor” 5 RufEBEEE: 3 5H
By (MeSH) AR » fUSLERHY S FR
MR ER LT » ARSI E I -
E SR =R B ER R RT2E - &
BRIy TBAMISE ) S E MRS KL AYRE
outcome » Ty H ARG AR DI LR SRAHE -
WS RLEL )5 i

LA PubMed #5575 [SAm 8 SRk - BRI SEHY
MeSH Bi##74 “Beauty” , “Esthetics” -
A0 B S Aesthetics BN =y 52 %
& KEE AR - Fm S CEERIIIEIR - 25948
BT SEAT ROy TBAEmSE , 0 ik
Facial Bst Y » BRI -

M HEBIEIRLE HER RN
MeSH FZr=e » 41 “Treatment outcome” (£
5 Clinical Efficacy + Treatment Effectiveness
%) ~ “Follow-up studies” “Patient
satisfaction” < - iy N & B &k it 1y

“Prospective Studies” -~ Eil “Perception” % -
B G A T B B AH B Y MeSH G| - 40
“Reference Standards” - “Reference Values”
([Al#=3A k5 Reference Value ~ Normal Range

) ~ £ “Data collection” % » W] LIf5%]
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[ - BHEASMEL "Cephalometry” 2
BB AHERY "Anthropometry" #R2 Al RERHY
MeSH & - {HAFE "BHmEZE o AP -
LAY 8 S 748 S A BRI LR SO - R
IR SEEITSE -

e BRI R IREE - Eih
B EZEHE - fnk “Aging” DIk “Age
Factors” 5 i flil IS 2 52 Ay MeSH i
B GBI AR - iR SR B SURRAH &
(R—) -

DA = {1 A 2 i 322 B B SE 05 B AR AY 2 fis
FESE
« AR JERE AL ANIRE ~ 1O

- JiIEE

« RHMEBREEAEE ;
« WEAFMEGEREE - S HR 2 -

A B REAZ L ST R R SE A SR
L TBEIESE o AIESEER (synthesis)
o is

DUl 3t B #t 7 #8 = PubMed & HLEH » 15
FIF— P58 - MeSH B 7 HE (R
B R W o LU R DL T3
TAEES | WA MeSH i St AR LGS
i o B “Aging” K “Age Factors” 5E(1y
477 B SRR - DL bl = i A2 e 15 3]
TEEWEZE ) RS (RORFE=)

Bl “Aging” KEBREFEESHEZN
163 R » HEIUSHE X > B3 Ll
WA= R - R ERTERFATEE 25 1H MeSH B
PR o
B TBHEIE , MSUBRNE » R REUTER

=%

S

o BRI @ BR 7 EERT 2l LB IS Tl A
BEREER - ¥ R g SR SR B BB A U ST
AR E S - B AT A B T 2t DS i )

F*— » Medline #£5=3R8% (Accessed on 2015/04/01)

FERRESHERTZE~~F [ ] S8E0 - BEZFE

g

= FEF

(Text word) (MeSH)
“Beauty” 5,152 1,518
“Beauty” [title] 1,226
“Beauty” or “Aesthetics” or “Esthetics” 26,949 9,995
“ Ttitle] 2,282
“Aging” 200,805 309,996
“Aging” or “Age factors” 681,497 606,554
(Esthetics[mesh] or Beauty[mesh]) AND (Aging[mesh]) 163
(Esthetics[mesh] or Beauty[mesh]) AND (Aging[mesh] or 477
“Age factors” [mesh])
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G AL ARYEDUE 2 15 B P SR R
IRF - AR RS T BRI SE ) AVEEEYE - they
A ST 5 L S A T 1l A -
T AR B = A RR 0o B 52 Bt & E2 AT

FUH - Bk I ER AR A

o BRI E]J7 (Attractiveness) fUHF5E @ thig
IR Ry B e SR AT HE T 2K+ (HIHE R i
JRERE » BR T RITHEAIGHAHRE - TR
% BN F A G ~ B BIP SR
R B BRI F#R% (Facial recognition) 5§
BHIE #1% (Facial perception » 12 MeSH
TR ) B ER B TR BT -

MESR AR ERI IR - ELL T AR
FHEARY MeSH FalZe B iz i SO SR AE B P
KEL - BIEERAR - WA B —REER
Fy TBRISE ) AUE AR B BB AR - AL
R [ BEIFE <SRN R
R R (R > HERGRNILE

(R=) -

FKHERERN T A 5 Hx
% yim S Bashour B&Hl 2006 11 B # I 51
FHEE By S R RPN B e 5 | IR SRR R SR
[ElEHL - AEFAE 2004 4F - BILIVELR A R
o L 1 [ TR A PR T e S MR IR 5E
Fiy - HgEEE - LHZEESHH] (golden
ratio) HYETE » 3% RIS A L A0 H LU
BRI - WAAREMRE TR MR EE
M o HESTRIYE 5 PersichettiZ/EZy “About
beauty” fEfHz EIFAAL » GEEIH 5B ER
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Bashour (2006) HYERAELARESARE » £
HESE R A SRR IERE » ARIF9ERY IR « — B DLE
SEEE VL o FRHLE I 2Bl - Bashour
e DABEmH 5 [ )7 (facial attractiveness) iy »
HHENAUETE “About beauty” & EHIVET
A 25300 40— 53 - Bashourfy SCt 458 17 =i B
K - DUHEFERHT ~ B8 - MR~ DARER
A LS Pl il B A R 2R BRI 56 i IS EORY
A R B AUE R PRI EE & B8 =R

TR L BA S - EIYE T HFERL
RS - R2E25 AU RE T3 -

2006 -5 HM R FRBAIAISERIAFSE » Lee B
R HR %) (oculoplasty) FEHEGR 523G FH
SRERIHEE - EERVIRFERE - BIEER
nasolabial fold % » B'H Lakayth /2RI
B o FIMIFFEA R SNOMED 2 & f e
AR o LB AN L E A EEIZ » RARTREIER
Fi ICD-10 # /3 JER 4 - BIBIMRIFRA T
EEASpUYaIE

20094 W4 f= fff o2 Rt v & H R RY
B o —EPREER R B Tl 22 Bh A 1y
population-based study - B BH 1 22 & & AHEA
b se I A S R4 (body image) -
B s 22 i i AR Ak B WY 2 F Ay “body
dysmorphic disorder” [ BHEKR® - Preminger
and Fins &1 ~ EHZBIP Tl Bl B BRS¢
(professionalism) » {EE#LHIFI SMEEFRE B
LAY H AR 2K - s gL Ll guideline
MIHEE - FERRE R LR SEER B e U A S B R
A TR T S IR A -
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(systematic review) y2Z 8L A I
KRR B E DU s fHRIRY PubMed MeSH B8
2EXEHT “Aging” LIk “Age Factors”
A H IR E RS 0 RHE IR T
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REGA%E - a0 “Surgery, plastic” ~ B[EIHFF
flii “Rejuvenation” £REf » B RATIAYE
JEERAF - A2 B A SR ENE

“Cosmetic Techniques” L Z2¥REE T -
RIS RARY MeSH G5z » HRo3 JF At H B
B S B P ) B S o [ 5 e R -

AWV RZ — » 2R R B
AU 7 IRl 28 e 1 28 A B RS
(Paradigm shift) - #lgIAusting: A 2002 4
(F 3K B BT MR R S R B L R A
ERERIMYSE 2R T 28 - R AR
Fy=£ T Cosmetic surgery “reveals” beauty
Yo ORWF SR R B B B 0 K - (A2 TE
2004 4 » SOl fEERFIESHFMrI R - B
B LEB1 (golden ratio) HUETATR - T aRMEH
FERRRESEI M TR, RS -
TR =R SRR B EE - 2006 AR DA AEEH
[HIEMFIEE B A -

A EH HAEAIE SRR » BB LB
BERIE] o SR H LEsa TR MR BT 9EaPerenack
(2005) » &S FAl BRI TE T Bl ¥ LIS 24
BT o F R I I W] 25 R EERE
(O - BRARER SRR - W R R e
T SERTE iR 24 - AN - BT AR B
TS SRS+ DRDRy S R S H At i A AR e
A& - A HER TN - BESHE E
FERER o AR EY R 2 LI R R T8

12-14
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“Face” A EELZEMeSHEA% - AT hN iR
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FRRPR AT H A — B 8 - "2
HERES “Face/*anatomy & histology” IR
“Beauty” 15E(#Y 204 FECUEK KR mIHEsE
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TERFFEM BRI » # Wk F ull TH 28 FE AT A
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