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Figure 3A: Effect of Mental Health (Including Body Dysmorphic
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survey respondents to available external references. 19.6% evaluated separately, a aesthetic procedure volume.
minority of studies * y-axis: Procedures per person expressed in percent
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Based on average yearly ISAPS worldwide surgical totals: 2015-2019, 10.6
million; 2020, 10.1 million; 2021-2025, 16.0 million.
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RESULTS & SYNTHESIS.... Representation in Head &  _ o- CONCLUSION:....
: ® , Neck Aesthetic Procedures 2.
ingle-ti : . | dies: o : : TOP: percentage of female and In our analysis, we recognize that surveys
Single-timepoint cross-sectional studies: 96/187 (51.3%). male respondents in head-and-neck may introduce new layers of subjectivity at
* Conceptual conflation greatest with the gender demographic survey samples, by recruitment 75- every stage of the process. And, this is a
category. group. context where individuals’ unique
» ~70/187 (37.4%) documented nonprobability sampling or voluntary Bottom: percentage of head-and- - £ experiences and views of the world may not
recruitment / crowdsourcing; 28/187 (15.0%) o | neck procedures in women and g work in our favor.
* Procedure interest/intention: ' men reported by ASPS, ISAPS and . . .
. / . the Aesthetic Society. Survey o5 - Standardization of a series of actions may
- General public 14/92 (15.2%); periods use collection dates; be preferred over standardization of
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