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Subjective and objective evaluation of body sculpting effect and
attractiveness in shapewear

LAN Tian'
(1. College of Art and Design Changchun University of Technology Changchun Jilin 130012 China;
2. College of Management Shih Chien University Taipei Taiwan 10462 China)

Abstract: To study the changes of body shape and female attractiveness when wearing a shapewear
a hybrid subjective and objective evaluation method were proposed. In objective evaluation method 3D
human body scanning technique was adopted to provide reliable data for human body measurement.
Changes in body shape ( CBS) and waistto-hip ratio ( WHR) were calculated based on female figure
identification technology. Interviews were conducted with 3D scans and subjective body shape changes
and subjective physical attractiveness changes were analyzed when wearing shapewear. The experimental
results showed that the CBS and individual cognitive measurement in CBS was not consistent: most
participants have perceived changes in body shape because wearing a shapewear make her look more close
to an hourglass figure more upright posture but it does not match the objective measurement results. In
addition significantly decreased WHR values were apparently consistent with individual perceived
attractiveness.
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