Universal Multiple-Octet Coded Character Set
International Organization for Standardization

ISO/IEC JTC1/SC2/WG2 N2270

Title: Vietnam Response to Comments on IRGN2270
Source: VNPF

Status: National body contribution

Action: For consideration by JTC1/SC2/WG2/IRG
Date: 18 May 2018

This document contains Vietnam's response to feedback regarding
the Viethamese submission in WS2017 draft, IRGN2270. The
response covers comments in three documents received as of the
above date:

IRGN2270 EisoReviewonWS2017V11_PDF20180502.pdf
IRGN2270_ids-check-kawabata.docx
IRGN2270_JpnReview.docx

The responses are listed by character and cover 3 categories of issue:
1. Unification

2. Glyph design in the Nom Na Tong font

3.IDS

We have deferred addressing comments regarding radical, stroke,
total stroke, etci until after we resolve the more basic issues list
above.

In each response we have noted whether we agree, disagree, or

require additional investigation and discussion with the IRG
members.

Glyph | Code IDS Issue VNPF Response

i V-F11C2 glyph agree: changed glyph
o V-F0765 glyph agree: changed glyph
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V-F0355
V-FOCE6
V-F0607

V-F07Cl1
V-F0833
V-FOABD
V-F1E36
V-F14C0
V-FI1B17
V-FOCEC
V-F1C95
V-F1E46

V-FIDCA
V-FOCF3
V-FID7D
V-F1D75
V-FIDAD
V-FIDCB
V-F0798
V-F1833
V-FO6ES5
V-FOEIF
V-F1999
V-F13F0
V-F129C
V-F16D4
V-F06D5

V-FIDIE
V-FO3F2

V-F0903
V-F0134

V-F0830

glyph & IDS
glyph & IDS

IDS

IDS
IDS
IDS
IDS
IDS
IDS
IDS
IDS
IDS

unification
unification
unification
unification
unification
unification
unification
unification
unification
unification
unification
unification
unification
unification
unification

unification
unification

unification
unification

unification

agree:
agree:
agree:

agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
not clear what the action is here.

changed glyph and IDS
changed glyph and IDS
changed IDS

changed IDS
changed IDS
changed IDS
changed IDS
changed IDS
changed IDS
changed IDS
changed IDS to -/ J X

"trailer"?

agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:
agree:

unify with GDM-00068
unify with GDM-00075
unify with GDM-00119
unify with GZ-2902501
unify with GZ-3962101
unify with GZ-4882504
unify with GZA-103347
unify with GZA-215128
unify with KC-07210
unify with KC-07524
unify with KC-07906
unify with U+2030A
unify with U+20C95
unify with U+20EFF
unify with U+24CF0;

separate in Vietnamese usage
(see TDCNDG), but can be
treated as IVS

agree:
agree:

unify with U+24F57
unify with U+2585E i

AELE

agree:
agree:

agree:

unify with U+2C2E9
unify with U+2D4C7

unify with U+2E3A6
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V-F1D67
V-FOCE4
V-FI1D88
V-F195E

V-FIDA3 LB I

V-FO8B7
V-F1627
V-F1250
V-F1796
V-FOB72
V-F1716

V-F1177 e

V-FI9BA | [T}

3

V-FOAAF | 1

unification
unification
unification
unification

unification

unification
unification
unification
unification
unification
unification

unification

unification

unification

agree: unify with U+3582

agree: unify with U+7E92

agree: unify with U+8097

agree: unify with U+80FF;
Vietnam does not consider the
difference between H and J to
be significant, so no value in
separation

agree: unify with U+9ED5, Nom
Tay only, not used in Vietnamese
agree: unify with UK-10656
agree: unify with UK-10666
agree: unify with UK-10731
agree: unify with UK-10890
agree: unify with UTC-03007
disagree: # U+20CBC or
U+20BDO; phonetic is H "viét",
not [ "nhat" or 1 "clc, cl, bau,
bat, phau"

disagree: # U+225AD or U+5FCB;
different phonetic elements; £
"di" represents words in one
phonetic - semantic cluster "ré,
ri, etc." ; . "ki" represents a
different set, and [J. "tiét"
represents yet another.
disagree: # U+23DCF; phonetic
elements "lénh" % and "kim" &
are treated as separate in most,
if not all, cases: <= vs. %5;
U+4F36 & vs U+4EF1 15;

U+2BA67 4[] vs. U+542B &;

4> H; U+9D12 4E vs. U+9CF9 4,
etc.

disagree: # U+26B8E 3t;
resemblance is fortuitous; non-
cognate; V-FOAAF is derived from
FOAAF 5E; U+26B8E #, related

>
to Eft
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V-F1C4A

V-F1C95

V-F1718

V-FID5C

V-F1D65

V-F02C7

V-F0872

V-F1E28

V-F1D84

AR

unification

unification

unification

unification

unification

unification

unification

unification

unification

disagree: # U+28C7D; glyphs are

variants are in use (see V source
dictionary TDCNDG); & and £
are not generally unified, e.g.

possible, but variant of 75
disagree: # U+2BA6F non-

"hai"; & = "ngat"

disagree: # U+2C275; While
these are cognate, in most cases
K and K are separate: U+368F
7¥ vs. U+2C32A 75; U+5936 Ak
vs. U+3E5C AK; U+730B %% vs.

disagree: # U+356D; phonetic is
& "then", not X "yéu", similar
case to to U+2B88B /k and
U+4EF8 1k

disagree: # U+6C3D or U+6C46;
Not related to water; derived
from f via 7K

disagree: # U+7C73 >K; these are
non-cognate >, U+F0872 is a

1 KT)

disagree: # U+8A0D; X is not ¥,
but a simplification of ¥, similar
to W

disagree: # U+9092 T[S (Nom Tay:
"build"); [ and [I are generally
separated, e.g. Iif$, ] and I3, L[]



Ui V-FIDBA | J W unification disagree: not ¥ ; simp. of i
(lacquer)

I V-FIDBD = unification | disagree: not ¥ ; simp. of #F

I V-FIDB9 | J B unification disagree: not ¢ ; simp. of §&

Ui V-FIDBB e unification disagree: not ¥ ; simp. of §i

G| V-FIDBC | ) E unification disagree: not ¥ ; simp. of i

3 V-FIDB7 HPE: unification disagree: not ¢ ; simp. of #if
(bracelet)

U V-FIDBE )R unification disagree: not ¥ ; simp. of filt

3o V-F1E24 LA unification investigate unification with

U+2014D #[; V-F1E24 is used in
Nom Tay and is a borrowing from
Vietnamese; both mean "lost,
L.\ is a variant of T_ through
IA. However, most users would
probably not recognize that they
are related so we are leaning
toward separation.

1% V-F17C7 T&E unification investigate unification with
U+217A7 725 "mém"; Most
chlt Ném characters with the
phonetic "mam, mém, mém,
mim, etc", use the elements
such as # "séng", are generally
Han-Viét, with readings related
to "tong" (c.f. Mandarin "zong")
In practice, the elements % and
have been encoded
separately: U+6936 12 vs. 2367A
14, U+5D4AF % vs U+21F07 & ; "%
2A883 vs I 20EE6. Vietnamese
usage generally reflects this.
There is only 1 case in our data
character with 2 is read "mam".
We prefer to keep the general
distinction.

N V-F0745 R unification investigate unification with
U+225E9; shape difference is F
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V-F1C91

V-F1D98

V-F124E

V-F13BB

V-FO3EO

unification

unification

unification

unification

unification

# t. V-FO745 is a simplified
form of Z£ long, in which T
represents 5, so they are clearly
non-cognate

investigate unification with
U+25A90 — 3711101 ) LR,
clearly cognate, since both derive
from #E

investigate unification with
U+2B83A, shape argument
similar to CNT "ténh" which has 2

Tay character is a borrowing
from Vietnamese. The argument
in the Eiso Review seems to
suggest that the two should be
kept separate, since they differ in
meaning

investigate unification with

form of & are these cognate?
investigate unification with
U+663C /&; Nom Tay evidence
for "ru" (Zhuang dialect "sux")
suggests only one form, &
investigate unification with UK-
02654: phonetic element is 5%
tho



