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Many typographers assert that words are not
recognized by perceiving letters each word has, but
the outlines made around the word shapes. Word
Superiority Effect proves that whole word images are
used to recognize words. In contrast, Pseudo-word
Superiority Effect stands on counter side. However, it
is inferred that the cause of Pseudo-word Superiority
Effect is from misreading. Haber & Schindler asserted
that the result of proof reading test they experimented
proves words are recognized by word shape. Paap,
Newsome & Noel also experimented proof reading
test but different conclusion against Paap, Newsome
& Noel's was showed. The cause that students show
different opinions about word shape is that each
research was experimented based on the lack of
understanding word shape exactly. Moreover, although
there are many possible visual factors to recognize
words, only word shape has been considered.
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model of word context effects in letter perception: Further
investigations of the word-superiority effect. Journal of
Experimental ~ Psychology: = Human  Perception  and
Performance, 20, pp.1158-1176,;

20) McClelland, J.L. & Johnson, J.C., Ibid., p.251.
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24) Geyer, L. H. (1977). Recognition and confusion of the
lowercase  alphabet.  Perception &  Psychophysics,
22,pp.487-490; x2S Paap, K.R., Newsome, S.L, & Noel,
R.W. (1984). Word shape’s in poor shape for the race to
the lexicon. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human
Perception and Performance, 10, p.419.

25) Paap, K. R., Newsome, S. L., & Noel, RW. (1984). Word
shape’s in poor shape for the race to the lexicon. Journal
of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and
Performance, 10, pp.413-428.
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