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Qutput SPSS

Tests of Normality

Kalmogorov-Smirnov? Shapiro-Wilk
Statistic df 3ig. Statistic df Sig.

Zygomatic Width (pre) 12 14 200 6T 15 724
Zygomatic Width (post) 124 14 200 42 19 281
Intercanthal distance 108 19 2000 981 19 857
(Pre)

Intercanthal distance 15 149 200 451 149 416
(post)

Pupil midfacial distance A27 14 200 G588 149 533
(pre)

Pupil midfacial distance .08g 149 200 Relite] 149 747
(post)

Masal hase widht (pre) 184 19 .08s a15 19 091
Masal hase widht (post) A27 14 200 56 15 4489
Mouth widht (pre) 189 14 046 428 15 60
Mouth widht (Fost) 26 14 200 454 14 hA2
Face height (M-gn) (pre) A3z 14 200 843 15 294
Face height (M-gn) (post) RE 18 087 BE2 14 011
Lower face height 110 149 200 G44 149 314
(subnasale-gn) (pre)

Lower face height 124 19 200 R=]51a] 149 668
(subnasale-gn) (post)

Masolabial angle (pre) .20 19 042 817 149 .0gg
Masolabial angle (post) 16 149 200 HE6 149 G496

* This is a lower bound of the true significance.

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
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Tests of Normality

Kolmogarov-Smirnoy? Shapiro-Wilk
Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig.
115 wajah lateral (pre) 234 19 .oov 806 19 062
1/5wajah tengah (pre) 326 149 000 G628 149 000
115 wajah medial (pre) 243 149 004 682 19 .0oa
1/5 wajah lateral (post) 242 149 005 800 149 0o
1/5 wajah tengah (post) 285 18 .0on B43 19 oo
1/5 wajah medial (post) .240 149 o0& Rilili] 19 .0oa
intercanthal distance 243 18 .004 682 19 .0oa
(pre)
eye widht (pre) 326 149 .oon 628 149 .ooa
intercanthal distance 240 14 .00& GEG 19 .00o
(post)
eye widht (post) 2449 149 .0o3 G95 19 .0oa
1/5 wajah medial (pre) 243 149 004 G82 149 .0oa
nasal hase widht (pre) RFE| 18 200 838 19 250
1/5 wajah medial (Fost) 240 19 005 BEB 19 .0oo
nasal hase widht (post) 206 149 034 H249 149 163
mouth widht (pre) A74 149 12 833 19 Aa7
interpupillary (pre) 18 19 200 Se7 19 T2
mouth widht (post) A27 19 200 463 19 B36
interpupillary (post) 0498 14 200 967 19 Far
* Thisis a lower hound of the true significance.
a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
Tests of Normality
Kalmogarov-Smirnov® Shapiro-Wilk
Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig.
1/3 atas (tricion-glahela) 116 19 2000 979 19 424
(pre)
1/3 tengah (glabela - 66 18 a2 941 19 27
subnasal) (pre)
1/3 tengah (subnasal- 65 14 84 a0 149 050
menton) {prel
1/3 atas (tricion-glabela) A2 149 200 G52 149 432
(post)
1/3 tengah (glakela - 113 149 200 439 19 252
suhbnasal) (post)
1/3 tengah (subnasal- 417 19 2007 913 19 086

menton) (post)

* This is a lower bound of the true significance.

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
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T-Test

Paired Samples Statistics

Std. Error
Mean & Std. Deviation Mean
Pair1  Zygomatic Width (pre) 102.89 19 9826 2.254
Zygomatic Width (post) 111.53 19 §.652 2.214
Pair 2  Intercanthal distance 321083 19 2 ER44T 1127
(Pre)
Intercanthal distance 33.4737 19 300681 GB981
(post)
Pair3  Pupil midfacial distance 27.2632 15 233553 53581
(pre)
Pupil midfacial distance 20.0526 19 275325 B3164
(post)
Pair4  Masal base widht (pre) 335263 19 374712 5965
Masal base widht (post) 34,0474 19 345565 78274
Pair&  Mouth widht (pre) 41,7895 19 3.85220 80670
Maouth widht (Post) 44 7368 19 412098 B4542
Pair&  Face height (N-gn) (pre) 98.4211 19 g.44140 1.936549
Face height (M-gn) (post) 104.2632 19 10.06557 2304820
Pair 7 Lower face height 523158 15 717288 1.64557
(subnasale-gn) (pre)
Lower face height A7.6G578 15 577844 1.32566
(subnasale-gn) (post)
Pairgd Masolabial angle (pre) a7.7108 19 1273540 2482182
Masolabial angle (post) 97.0788 19 951937 218388
Paired Samples Correlations
Il Correlation Sig.
Pair1  Zygomatic Width (pre) & 19 564 o2
Zygomatic Width (post)
Pair2  Intercanthal distance 19 812 [}
(Pre) & Intercanthal
distance (post)
Pair3  Pupil midfacial distance 19 844 000
(pre) & Pupil midfacial
distance (post)
Pair4 Masal base widht (pre) & 19 813 000
Masal base widht (post)
Pairs  Mouth widht (pre) & Mouth 19 G338 003
widht (Fost)
Pair& Face height (MN-gn) (pre) 19 872 0oo
& Face height (M-gn)
(post)
Pair7  Lowerface height 19 790 0oo
(subnasale-gn) (pre) &
Lower face height
(subnasale-gn) (post)
Pairg8 Masolahial angle (pre) & 19 858 000

Masolahial angle (post)
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Paired Samples Test

Paired Differences
95% Confidence Interval of the

std. Error Differznce
Mean Std. Deviation Mean Lower Upper t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Pair1  Zygomatic Width (pre) - -B.632 9100 2.088 -13.017 -4.246 -4135 18 ool
Zygomatic Width (post)
Pair2  Intercanthal distance -1.36842 1.77045 40617 -2.22175 -51508 -3.369 18 003

(Pre) - Intercanthal
distance (post)

Pair3  Pupil midfacial distance  -1.78947 1.47484 33837 -2.50037 -1.07858  -5.288 18 000
(pre) - Pupil midfacial
distance (post)

Pair4 Masal base widht (pre] - -1.42108 2.21800 50807 -2.49058 -.35153 -2.79 18 012
Masal base widht (post)

Paira  Mouth widht (pre) - Mouth -2.94737 3.43054 78908 -4 60517 -1.28957 -3.735 18 ooz
widht (Post)

Pairé  Face height (N-gn) (pre) - -6.84211 4.94709 1.13404 -8.22653 -3.45768 -6.148 18 .ooo
Face height (N-an) (post)

Pair7  Lowerface height -5.34211 4.40345 1.01022 -7.46450 -3.21971 -6.288 18 .ooo

(subnasale-gn) (pre) -
Lower face height
(subnasale-an) (post)

Pair8 Masaolakial angle {pre) - 63158 6.69337 1.53556 -2.59452 3.85768 411 18 G686
Masolakial angle (post)

1/5 wajah medial {pre) 19 33.3158 5.88834 27.00 55.00
115 wajah lateral (post) 19 357885 564288 25.00 54.00
115 wajah tengah {post) 19 34.0526 6.65394 25.00 59.00
115 wajah medial {post) 19 350526 £.45505 29.00 59.00
intercanthal distance 18 3A5.0526 6.45905 28.00 55.00
(post)

eye widht (post) 19 34.3158 6.745992 25.00 59.00
115 wajah medial (Post) 19 350526 £.45905 29.00 59.00

Test Statistics”

intercanthal
115 wajah 115 wajah 115 wajah distance 115 wajah
lateral (post) - tengah (post) medial (post) (post) - eye widht medial (Post)
115 wajah - 175 wajah - 175 wajah intercanthal (post) - eye - 175 wajah
lateral (pre) tengah (pre) medial {pre) distance (pre) widht (pre) medial {pre)
z 35210 -3.676" -3.703" -3.703" 36710 -3.703"
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000 .000 .000 .000 .000

a. Wilcoxon Signed Ranks Test
b. Based on negative ranks.
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T-Test

Paired Samples Statistics

Std. Errar
Mean [ Std. Deviation Mean
Fair 1 nasal hase widht (pre) 33.8947 149 362601 .|0aaz
nasal hase widht (post) 3515674 149 360860 .82810
Fair2  maouth widht (pre) 42,0526 149 376347 86340
maouth widht (post) 449474 149 4261849 BTTTA
Pair3  interpupillary (pre) 53.7368 19 4 BVEES 1.072490
interpupillary {(post) A7.4211 149 556083 1.27577
Paired Samples Correlations
[+l Correlation Sig.
Pair1 nasal base widht (prej & 19 B35 000
nasal base widht (post)
Pair2  mouth widht (pre) & 19 d14 .0
maouth widht (post)
Paira interpupillary (pre) & 19 BA0 ooo
interpupillary (post)
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences
95% Confidence Interval of the
Sid. Error Difference
Mean Std. Deviation Mean Lower Upper t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Pair1 nasal base widht (pre) - -1.26316 2.050583 AT7042 -2.25148 -.27483 -2.685 18 015
nasal base widht (post)
Pair2  mouth widht (pre) - mouth  -2.89474 3.07128 70460 -4.37505 -1.41443 -4.108 18 .0
widht (post)
Pair3  interpupillary (prej - -3.68421 282589 67127 -5.00445 -2.27383 -5.488 18 .0oo

interpupillary (post)
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T-Test

Paired Samples Statistics

Std. Error
Mean [ Std. Deviation Mean
Pair1 113 atas (tricion-glabela) 55,8421 19 4.04507 82800
(pre}
1/3 atas (tricion-glahela) 556263 19 473014 1.08517
(post)
Pair2 1/3tengah (glabela - AT.E316 19 421914 G67494
subnasal) (pre)
1/3 tengah (glabela - G0.5263 14 431236 88032
subnasal) (post)
Pair3 1/3tengah (subnasal- 54 7368 14 6.99375 1.60862
menton) (pre)
1/3 tengah (subnasal- 596316 149 530420 1.21687
menton) (post)
Paired Samples Correlations
[+l Correlation Sia.
Fair 1 113 atas (iricion-glabela) 19 BT .00z
(prey & 1/3 atas (tricion-
glahela) (post)
Pair2 1/3tengah (glahela- 19 B56 002
subnasal) (pre) & 1/3
tengah (glabela -
subnasal) (posf)
Paira 1/3tengah (subnasal- 19 835 .0oo
menton) (pre) & 143
tengah (subnasal-
menton) (post)
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences
95% Confidence Interval of the
Std. Errar Difference
Mean Stl. Deviation Mean Lower Upper t Sig. (2-tailed)
Pair1  1/3 atas (tricion-glabela) -3.68421 166746 84137 -5.45187 -1.91655 -4.379 18 ooo
(pre) - 173 atas (tricion-
glahela) (post)
Pair2  1i3tengah (glabela- -2.80474 364173 81253 -4.60180 -1.18768 -3.563 18 0o2
subnasal) (pre) - 173
tengah (glabela -
subnasal) (post)
Pair3  1i3tengah (subnasal- -4.89474 3.88580 89146 -6 76763 -3.02184 -5.491 18 0oo

menton) (pre) - 1/3
tengah (subnasal-
mentan) (post)

73



