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Since discovery of word superiority effect, many
students have ftried to prove word shape effect.
Nevertheless, word shape effect has never been
corroborated yet. Bonyoung Koo indicated one of the
reasons of fail to prove word shape effect is from
narrow interpretation of whole image of word,
mentioned as potent factors of word shape effect. He
formulate hypotheses that stroke density also works
as one of factors of whole image of word and proved
it. However, it was possible that unexpected factors
affected his experiment. The text that the stroke
density was strengthened stands out visually.
Consequently, this study prepared an experiment to
cut off unexpected factors; the darkness of the parts
of strokes was manipulated according to stroke
density. As the result of the experiment, the text that
stroke density effect was exaggerated was more
readable than that was reduced(P>0.05). Although it
was not enough to prove stroke density effect, the
stroke density effect is supported by the experiment,
considered with the precedent studies on the
hypotheses.
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