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The document is the response to:

¢+ TRG N2510 feedback by Wane Xieyang
¢ IRG N2510 feedback by TCA
¢+ IRG N2510 feedback by Ken Lunpe

1 Additional Evidence
We found additional evidence for the cognition of the three pairs.

¢ % (KP1-52B4)

TR p.199: ¥ X
* % (KP1-671B)

K, p1367: $: =
¢ M (KP1-4B26)

TULEEE, p.162: fili: ]

The arrangement of characters in KP1-source also confirms the cognition. According to [Suen, 2022],

characters with the same radical and the same residual stroke count are arranged in phonetic order.

4B23 M 3 52B1 {8 Al 6718 %5 =
4B24 M 2 52B2 Al 6719 4 =
4B25 % 3] S2B3 & 2 671A  #R =
4B26 Mt = 52B4 W At 671B  #K &
4B27 M gt 52B5 ¥ 2} 671C ¥k =
4B28 #5 3 52B6  JE A 671D 4% =
4B29  #K 3} 52B7  #E F 671E  #& %



https://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/%7Eirg/irg/irg57/IRGN2510FeedbackWangXieyang.pdf
https://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/%7Eirg/irg/irg57/IRGN2510_TCAFeedback.pdf
https://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/%7Eirg/irg/irg57/IRGN2510FeedbackKenLunde.pdf
https://cheonhyeong.com/PDF/KP1-reconstitution.pdf

Therefore it is reasonable for DPRK to place all the three characters in the compatibility block, and the

characters they are unified to are correct too. There is no necessary action for DPRK.

e . . 0 S A - i - A =

e

B e
K » - . FYEE A e 2 ;.k Fe ' i (,‘,wlw < v_ ,r.»u. B AN A.....,J,.I.A,
% %&m@?mﬁ o 1 — o< 552/
| mb pénru,%liu Tl BuGRY) v, -..Pa.l.H T ST |
_fmAEwﬂwr% J_fé% Eifﬁ.ﬁn[ o A
7~ e TR .S U R iiﬁm:f TPk %,
IR wﬂa. aﬂﬁﬁaa&ﬁféf ma_ﬂ#ﬁ%/ GR B T3]
T T 6 urd,zu.:mn s EuJ.Jro.mHo_&, 7;._ﬁ£1 ) s_-(.w@wmﬁ &?.;e._
. ,l.r__r Ez_fi %Etﬁ.ﬁ.cv RMD&LA..WENI @?ﬁmfz Tl 5 81 o i |
oo am B o uWERSS st < AR Ty S das AR
> % Tuw&.ﬁyram @@T’ﬁ?ktullﬁ \ &w@w@%a_l [ o = B .:F“.
el B M e L
g oy [ORYRE O jﬁ {2 -2 el L ._E,‘
o p— = .uul,..um Jlo aE? mk ‘F cllln.\li Sl od_l-u.,\ qlfo_.._:;o_nx.ﬁw ‘slde_
= o g b amee Tl el £ S mnaihC )
M B R L bl gl T ke e N 3 - —mamg
o ® g zfa ] - ) i Dﬁﬁigﬁﬁommﬁuiﬂ%,amﬁmai&%%
W = i DN B — o < R R m) e < f e ol O S Y|

ch.éOfﬁu:nr .‘?A..mE‘ _W_.mﬂ.% : @.ﬂ-ﬁ.lv% .E&:T.A\rioﬁo mtln_,.
nﬂﬁﬁfio%%@ﬂ& S TFE \( 3) ol i S s
. 7T |

rl\gl.,\ .

‘....l,.lp.nm

Rt~ ]

Figure 1  Evidence from 7 i g p-199
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Figure 2 Evidence from KR p-1367






2 Cross—regional unification

The main issue of concern in the feedback documents is the cross—regional unification process, which

requires a review of existing unification mechanisms.

For each actual shape submitted by each submitter source, its abstract shape can be analyzed using its
evidence. As we know from practice, evidence only serves to point out the abstract shape to which each
actual shape (and its components) corresponds, regardless of whether it functions as a semantic part or a

phonetic part, as long as the abstract shape is the same, they correspond to the same codepoint.
e main questions are:
Th quest

¢+ Due to the convention of the region where each submitter source is located, multiple abstract
shapes may be analyzed for the same actual shape by different submitter sources, vice versa.

¢ The abstract shape of the variant character is poorly defined.

¢ The abstract shape of the character with extremely limited evidence (personal name, etc) is poorly

defined.

It is difficult for me to make decisions on the complicated actual shape—abstract shape correlation, so here

are just a few examples for consideration by experts.

Part one:

*  The G-source actual shape & and J-source actual shape B can be both analyzed as Lii

Part two (assume that characters with different writing or structure are analyzed by cognition):

¢+  The T-source actual shape ’—g*‘ can be analyzed as {25y,
==

¢ The T-source actual shape = can be analyzed as {&3 and {¥%}.

*  The G-source actual shape " (kdi) can be analyzed as {F =YY, the V-source actual
shape ¥ ({éu) can be analyzed as YT
¢ The pseudo G-source actual shape Eﬁ can be analyzed as {3}, the SAT-source actual shape

Eﬁ can be analyzed as {573,

(End of Document)
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