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In response to the Letter to the Editor received regarding
“Public Perception of Ideal Breast Shape,” we appreciate
the letter and interest.’? In particular, the letter expressed
that the survey participants being 60% male was a detri-
ment to the results and possibly not aligned with the av-
erage female’s preferences. This is a valid concern. The
authors assumed this would be an issue in earlier work.
A few different experiments were conducted which in part
attempted to address this.

The study that followed this publication studied the
crowd’s perception of the aesthetics of breast character-
istics using actual patient photographs.> Demographic
questions were additionally asked during this study. Figure
6 of this study actually examines the preferences of the
crowdworkers in areas that were seen to show significant
differences. The 6 different demographic groupings shown
in this figure: socioeconomic status, ethnicity, number
of children, marital status, age group, and education all
showed at least noticeable differences in preference.
Surprisingly, however, there were no statistically significant
differences in preferences between males and females.
For this reason, they were not included in the plots made,
as mentioned in the text. These data were revisited due to
this letter for double-checking, and indeed the aesthetic
ratings, when stratified by gender, showed a statistically
insignificant difference, less than a 4% difference between
before and after preferential questions.

An additional area of concern was that the raters being
40% female was potentially not enough to provide an ac-
curate assessment. The authors conducted a study before
this which analyzed the ability of crowds to provide reli-
able and repeatable responses to aesthetic survey assess-
ments.? During this study, statistical tests were conducted
to find the minimum number of assessments necessary to
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provide an accurate measurement that would be repeat-
able and reliable. In this study, it was found that just 40
raters are sufficient for providing accurate assessments in
this topic area.
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