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Comparative Sudy of Visualization I nformation and M or phology
Typography of Chinese and English Words

LI Zhen-yu
(Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214000, China)

ABSTRACT: Chinese characters and English characters are different in their font structure. Each font has its own law of
development. The visual information and form of character are important latitude to study the typography. Taking the
Chinese and English fonts as research subject and the comparison of their visualization and form as the research center,
the research was undertaken from six aspects of characters such as size, density, structure, morphology, recognition and
cognitive characteristics. Their respective design features of typography and advantages were explored, so as to learn ra-
tionally from each other and gain enlightenment out of them. Adjusting factors such as character density, stroke thickness
and internal structure ratio can make the layout of Chinese characters more uniform and regular. Changing the stroke
shape at the lower end of key words by means of arcs can make words smooth and the semantic focus prominent.
Strengthening the edge features of Chinese characters is one of the methods of fast cognition. In designing the subtraction
of Chinese characters, the central part of the characters is one of the preferred positions. The upper and left ends of Eng-
lish letters are highly recognizable and easy to read quickly. By learning from its characteristic advantage, the character-
istics of the upper and left Chinese characters are strengthened and play a role in fast reading. For combined layout of
Chinese and English, a unified adjustment can be made by referring to the internal proportion of either Chinese or English
characters, so that the two can be more coordinated.
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