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ABSTRACT

Corfhpased statistical analysis plays a significant rol e
evidence has shown that different | anguages exhibit soi
that |l etterscimwrisbimeg al phgbagés have strikingly simil
frequency distributions. Does this hold for Chinese, W
obtained | etter frequency data of some alphabetic writ
| aw of dtihset rliebtutteiron s I n addition, we collected Chinese
hi storical periods from the Tang Dynasty to the present
|l anguage into three kinds of basicveppatisl eThecharacte
results of the statistical analysis showed that, in dif
use of basic particles in Chinese writing varied, but t
I n particul ar, etlChidiester ichmtsitonustofvetiparts are certain
those alphabetic writing | anguages. This study provide
human | anguages
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ge has a fundament-dlt|l yesnocobmpl Exnadaphi v
, 2018), |l anguage has attracted much inter
ased statistiedala anghydi € amas rpll &y ( Manni ng
) . Some experi ment al di scoveries inspire
ommo nofloawgdi fferent | anguages. A representati
found teéerqauen dy dviogtdr imaumt il amyguafg@sd mavl h ww Z
pf, 1949) , which is also verified by other
atzigeorgiu, N2i OkPrlo sT, MAailGaE lagy-an&i ¢ebi |, 2004) ,
ani(sHa, St ew& r $mi tHhasnon®a®) 06 di an | anguages (Jay
08) , Ar abMicl t(oMa s r2a0il 68 and Ger man, Lati n, Af
i egand, Nadar aj ah, & Si |, 2018) . Besi des t hes
word usingGGaWwaws dstiéws edit pfpperi ods includ
asty, Yuan Dynasty, Ming Dynasty, Qing Dyna
Chen, Gu o, & Liu, 2012) . Esperant o, as a ¢
(Wiegar@®18). aBecause of this amazing cons
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usage freqguencies have been a focus point
ears (Piantadosi, 2014).

ides word usage frequknbhassbeenmeanthed =6
f ocuses foomnsoerafr cenw wnagr itchies | anguages. He a|

number of different words (i.e., word types)
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r of words i n v7ad) .ouBad ead goum gtehse (wHeradp sn, g rle
have attributed words to different cl as
rent | anguages to be consistent in theirtr
a, & Laicomp@loegy . ndtswaor k t heory, the scie
ctic dependency networks share many nont |
phenomenon, scaling in the distribution
hEh) .etZ al . used word2vec, which can con
rsion of text into vector space operation
present semantic similarities coomdilsas nftou
g, Xu, Su, & Xu, 2015). Dodds et al . have
ora across 10 diverse human | anguages
(Dodds et al ., 2015)0angyonagesot beexpdor
ies of pol ysemy, which represents the
s, and found that structural features
er mome common mohckesthavedbaed found
of |l anguages. (Beliankou, Khler, & Naun
e mmo nofloawdi fferent | anguages prompt the
ature of | anguagiectuhe samproRAidpraseanyin
ed research is far from adequate. Schol ar
whet her there is more evidence that
er any drmcemgtirest emitghhda rdati onal ity of this
his paper, we attempted to provide more ¢
ed on | etters, which are the basic ortho
ars havemofno ubnads isco menictosm of al phabetic wri
rs have strikingly similar statistical di
i bed i n references (Jernigan, 2008; Li ‘
roinb uitn t he Voynich manuscript was anhalyse
avi an, Karakal pak, Kabardian Circassi an,
extent does this rule apply to other | ancg
ese? Since there are no explicit l etters
l engi ng.
using the frequency data of ten al phabeti
rr distributions and founsdgteéhtt Fhet ieenoee
tructed a Chinese corpus from the |l iteratu
dent ififeytothresneas ¢ i cl e structure arranged as
oduce the datalesoB8ecebsonsdd iwa tbhmpapapethe
he 10 alphabetic writing |l anguages and fin
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Section 4, we di scuss Be tptgarcsl ulde n g a Caii chaets

actetrrsogkebsasi@nds constructive parts. Their
ared with the discussion on alphabetic | a
ion.



2. Data sources

21. Data for 10 alphabetic writing | anguages

We obtained t hres fafe queweryalofallphtaleeti ¢ writing
we b shittteps: / / en. wi ki pedi.dher gl/awiak ie/nlceotntpears_sf rteegnu

including English, French, Ger man, Spani sh, P
and Eswaiaht os an artificially constructed | an
l etters.
Tablleetltters and their relative usage frequencies (%
Engl | Fren| Ger mé Spani Portug Ital|Turki|{Swedi Polil Esper
a 8.16 7.63 6.51 11.52 14.63 11.7 12.97 9.38 10.5 12.11
b 1.49 0.90 1.88 2.21 1.043 0.92 2.84| 1.53 1.74 0.98
c 2.78 3.26¢ 2.73 4.01 3.887 4.50 1.46| 1.48 3.89 0.77
d 4.25 3.66 5.07 5.01 4.997 3.73 5.20| 4.70 3.72 3.04
e 12.7(14.7|1639(12. 1} 12.57111.7 9.91]10.1 7. 35 8.99
f 2.22 1.06 1.65 0.69 1.023 1.15 0.46| 2.02 0.14 1.03
g 2.01 0.86 3.00 1.76 1.303 1.64 1.25| 2.86 1.73 1.17
h 6.09 0.73 4.57 0.70 0.787 0.63 1.21 2.09 1.014 0.38
i 6.96 7.52 6.55 6.24 6.18¢ 10. 1 9.6 5.81 8.32 10. 01
i 0.15 0.61 0.26 0.49 0.397 0.01 0.03| 0.61 1.83 3.50
k 0.77 0.07 1.41 O0.01 0.01% 0.00 5.68 3.14 2. 75 4. 16
| 4.02 5.45 3.43 4. 96 2. 77 6. 5] 5.92 5.27 2.56 6.10
m 2.40 2.96 2.53 3. 15 4. 73 2.51 3.75 3.47 2.51 2.99
n 6.74 7.09 9.77 6.71 4. 44¢ 6. 88 7.98 8.54 6. 23 7.95
0 7.50 5.79 2.59 8.68 9.73% 9.83 2.97| 4.48 6.66 8.77
p 1.92 2.52 0.67 2.51 2.527 3.05 0.88 1.83 2. 44 2.75
q 0.09 1.36 0.01 0.87 1.204 0.50 0 0. 072 0 0
r 5.98 6.69 7.00 6.87 6.53 6.36 7.72| 8.43 5.24 5.91
s 6.32 7.94 7.27% 7.97 6.80% 4.98 3.01 6.59 5.22 6.009
t 9.05 7.24 6.15 4.63 4 .33 5.62 3.31 7.69 2.47 5.27
u 2.75 6.31 4.16 2.92 3.63 3.01 3.23|] 1919| 2.06 3.18
\% 0.97 1.83 0.84 1.13 1.57% 2.09 0.95 2.41 0. 01 1.90
w 2.3€¢ 0.04 1.92 0.01 0.037 0.03 0 0.14 5. 81 0
X 0.1% 0.42 0.03 0.21 0.257 0.00 0 0.15 0.00 0
y 1.97 0.12 0.03 1.00 0.00 0.0 3.33| 0.70 3.20 0
z 0.07 0326/ 1.13 0.46 0.47| 1.18 1.5 0.07 4.85 0.49
ot h 0 2.83 2.32 2.97 4.13 1.29 6.69 4. 44 7.68 2.33
This table is incomplete with the exception of Engliindlmramad i Dwmt ch
r e t dtips://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Letter_frequency .
0 indicates that this letter does not exist in the Il anguage.
’°0t hers denote frequency sum for other Il etters except for English
"Thi s densott efsr ehgiugeghnecy of |l etter in the |l anguage.
"There are inconsistencies in the Wiki data for Tur kimalde We have

S 0me corrections.

Here, we |list the 26 most lcamgoaggsuisedTdllten
table clearly shows that the usage frequency h
For exampl @&9i si nt hken gnhoissth ,f requently used |l etter.
mor e o ffzoennhitchhanis t hel mbserraneEwgluset. Howeve
Esperanto, the pr oifewarnfddion arfowrsde intensity of
18. Among t hes efedloafadg usa gteltse md sthefrequently wus
frequency prpatfa I @@ o m

The detaethey dmalgysi s i s described in Section



22. Chinese data sources
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cording to the reference (Q. Chen et al : 2
anged significantly with the evolutdon of hi
Hfrrgequency is much stabl e. However, the top
st popul O, WAH.E dis0@ami@ 0r espectively from Tang
esent. Toetdi src@isisneéshe comprehendgihvel p,apweea ,us
in reference (0Q. Chen et al , 2012). The de
nveni eonncsei,deweedc corpora from the Tang Dynast

me that <characters r emalisewerne aogltyaitrheed sfarnoen
ur ces htitnpcl/uUdwwwmg t.i alehyeeshop &r. @ oaw/e descri bed b
terials are presented in simplified Chinese.

FCor pUBSI®®DA. D. ) :

The Complete Tang poems.
FCor pugsial@ A9 D. ) :

Th@ompl et eP GSetnrgy .Ci

FCor pUs2BA®A8 D. ) :

The Compl ete Yuan ver se.

FCor pUs3B881A1 D. ) :

Four <c¢l assical novels from the Ming and Qin
West, Al Men Are Brothersand®Robream of the I
Chamber.

FCorpus 5 (after 2000 A.D.):

Novel st ecdkolflreocm the I nternet, Vi z. ei ght sto
storwttpst/ www. gboAQmrei.lcnZ20 ,ebath@®y.

We only focused on Chainnde snee codhedQddi cataesrad Isaymath oM os

i n
pr

3.

3.1

Th
| e

cluding punctuation mar ks, et c. The <charac
ocessing and analysis of the data are descr.i

Tabl®he&.counts of characters per corpora.
corpu corpu corpuy corpu corpu
count of ¢/ 2,602|1,417|2,172|2,506|12, 379
count of chg 7,44 5,79 6,11 5,45 5, 671

Letter distributions of alphabetic writing |

Letter di stributions

e letterls amiet $ hef nahe@rpahonetic al phabet. Wo
tters in a particufe@rs otrhdee rmo sltn fEnegg uiesnht,| yt hu



ratp&ao¥%. The | etter with th& wiowksa ffrequemcy

o n I8y x%. I n Portuguese, t hefadmocscto ufnrteignuge nftdry 1uds.et
and the Il etter wit fiyo &4 e o d motwiersigt o reAlotetngeg g hi s
Esperanto is a constructed | anwrualgel,anguasgeasl |i
many fields (Ausl oos, 2fdi0s; tWieegnaonsdt epto paull.ar 20
takes pb& yomfndt he whol e probability. These resul
the usage of |l etterstambegl difkterémeqluanguage:
similaritieség Ipd oRi glhroevsl ,t hae Ziopfr el ati on bet we
of different | etters #fsdrzet escadief.f erent | anguag
018 I T T T T T T 1 T
i —m— English
0.16 - —e— French T
F @ German
0'14__ '\ —w— Spanish T
- Portuguese | |
012 I m <— ltalian
> 0.10 + “"‘4 Turkish .
= I \k& ¢— Swedish
8 0.08 - { —%— Polish -
<] - wige —=— Esperanto
@ 006 | ‘ .
0.04 -
iy, ]
L " \vg"\
0.00 “"‘“:::thau” ,,,,, -
_002 I 1 1 1 1 1 L 1 L 1 L 1 1 1 1 1 L 1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Rank
FigubLettler frequenlcOy adlipshtarbiebtuitciaoln sl afnogruages .

As shown in Figure 1, the distribution curves
for German and Portuguese are the steepest, t
steep. I'n general, mthardéoreasingOcluangsaages. s
Direct rough comparison is not easy to persu
|l etter types used in the 10 |l anguages is diffe
measur ement-scdaload dt phoertbteied meofprtohe ori gi nal ran
of |l etters used, which al ways sshoallaslibzemackonstr
pl ot is shown in Figure 2. These probability
change, whechesslthassamat shown in Figure 1.
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I L it KS statlshc : ""-\ ]
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Figuteverse cumulative distribution for 10 alphabetic

In theigbpersubpl ot of Figure 2, we show t h
unctions, whi ch becomeesmoot momrei prekcapel yFug
imilarities of the |l etter dImitrrindwt(kKd)s, s twaet ic
Dr ew, Glen, & Leemis, 2000), the maxi mum absc

unctions with equation as

D=max |F¢)P ()] (1)

Here v®druevaolfue of KS statistics $walbeda ,ween O

he small er t he diffrfeegrueennccey bhseetrw eeesn, tahned trweos ul t
heir consi stency. | ntcwil t ilvienley, t owei nctaenr scercda w t
i stribution function curve of the d$stributi
alues of each pair in the 10 | anguages are di
Among t hbnmeitnaibrhuem val ue wast BeORBdttendiusageésngi
nd Turkish was the most similar. I n contrast,

he most dis$ismi0a22@8ueHotwetberpuat hegm@an3adf i mp
hat the distance Betieemotansyi ginwd ilcamguggedi f
xamined | anguages, Portuguese is cer$tainly di
s 0.175 comparing to other | anguages,; i f Por
ver$asgneong al ldelcarequsaege to 0. 133. Among the 10

Esperanto have$ofi n0 . muan0 avyred a@.el25 comparing to



Tabl®vall.ue of the |l etter frequency distributions for 10

Frenf Germg Spani Parugueg |l tal| Tur ki Swedil Pol i|lEsper g
Engli|] 0.22 0.13 0.16 0.21§ 0.19 0.08 0.06] 0. 07 0. 10¢
Frenc 0 0.16/] 0.11 0.06€ 0.1(¢ 0.22 0.20 0. 21 0.17
Ger ma - 0 0.08 0.16(¢ 0.121 0.14 0.16/ 0. 0¢ 0.14
Spani - - 0 0.15¢0 0.03 0.15 0.13 0. 11 0.11
Portug - - - 0 0.15% 0.21 0.22 0. 2(¢( 0.19
Itali - - - - 0 0.18 0.16] 0. 14 0.14
Tur ki - - - - - 0 0.03 0. 0¢€ 0.08
Swedi - - - - - - 0 0. 08 0.07¢
Pol i s - - - - - - - 0 0.08
32. Fitting of the |l etter distributions

Siim ar |l vy, reéferawngt hdecZapdge in the relative
can also be analysed. I n this paper, we refer
Grzybek, 2007 ; Grzybek & Rusko, e2Q@®9; diist& i Miun
curve

TablFi t4t.ing results of different equations for |l etter
No . Equation E & g R 233 | ! )a#
1 . 0.14 0.59 - 0.8{0.00 -220
| B3
5a (Btp P d (MBLu gy
2 s 0.12 0.11 - 0.9(0.00 259
I o
ga ! (B g 1 (BT Qg
3 N PR 0.12 0.03 - 0.9(0.00 262
|
Ba@ ' BA 9@l (Mrmgq (MBrmY U
4 Ba | MA Q@MAl 9@y 0.12/ 0.02 0.000.9]0.00 268
Mrmny)q (Mrmy7n (MU d
5 p(r) = Ar—te s 0.41 1.00 1.23/0.8{0.00-230
(MG (MR (MT Qo0
6 C N e 0.000.202 1.28/ 0.9]70.00 271
! 1 C
B @i c M@ (BUmp 1 (BT ¢ (U YC
a+r —2 b—a+A—r 39 1 5.76
r—1 A—-r+1
7 (b+z’i—1) 0.9(0.00 -258
A

()epreashentst andard deviation for parameter estimation.
We find the opti mal solution of equation (7) the Negative Hype
is no standard deviation.

AIC,. — RSS of 1 2k(k+1) N .
Thle['“ ”]“(1*)+2A+'1k1from referencel( Pethbe dh@6st amflexei s number
of parameters.

As shown inBlmkelfers, twhehe freqgubantyequeptobla
used lliet ttehre, t ot al number of | etters. As obseryv
coefficientiXdh afred etrhnei nr esi2d3)3al agbmdgBmadguares
23i3ndi cat e a !bg#tatneral fsiot .i nHerceait e t he quality of
into account the infl uelngie anfs degrt dcdes fadft Efi roege d
the data in the tabl e, we can see that t hese ¢
which cdnfrigsmsl tLi(Li & Miramg2r@ad d, g0 bk)y.o nMo r0e
except thEQfMEatnBag'¥@AWor The Cocho / Beta equatic
Ba] 'EAT C M@and quadratic |Bdl dEVMAtQegiviAt q@¥ nct i on
perform best in this case. These equations ca
|l etter diostthrerbultamgwagens with the smaller sum
determinant coefficients.



4. Thé etéft erequency in Chinese

The consistency of the various alphabetical (I

the Chinese |amgufagget hravyee dahet kose of ot her | a
easy to answer because there are no explicit |
answer is: what is the count ernmdsyaznsa opdseditlelre
options in this section. They are Chinese charzc
parts.

41. The Chinese characters

Sentences in Chinese are composed of a series
mo s t natur al unit ZW0W™M @), Eofir 1 Xxam@d od,luadregs, 5
char dadica @0 of omni 0l n this sense, someone may
character s, t he natur al uni ts i n sentences,
determine whether this isltetoerswando@hamedeth
However, t hery@nmnauwye emo rod tCthdmese characters, !
approximately 30 |l etters for English and other
in completely differehe twagdsstiTobaeabimpas mor
scaled the ranki mgep.t ol hfeanl,| wen ctohnep arraendg et hoef r e s
with the distributions of |l etters in the 10 al
3. The mnveriseecdi-st¢al dbdtClhinnesdereharacters 1is
| anguages we explained earlier, which indicate
Chinese characters. The KS distanccaei fofed weretn Ch
periods are relatively smal/l even though the
Chen et al ., $2@1 2, ishendyeOad®5, especially b
4 t hatm@ips only
1 v T T T T T T T T T
English
1.0 | —— French
German
Spanish
g 0.8 Portuguese |
o Italian
®© )
'8 Turkish
a 06 — gwgchsh -
— —— Polish
Q9 Esperanto
© —0o— Corpus1
04 | -
E’ —0— Corpus2
e —A— Corpus3
802 i —v— Corpus4 | |
- Corpusb
0.0 Mitiiitiiticeencrsecees '.;...i;.,l.fffff:ittffz -
1 1 1 1 1 1

0.0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1.0
Rescaled Rank

FigubLet8er distribution with Chinese characters as



However, the KSChitmddsestarnd ke wete@nal phabetic
ranged®dgxodmpwi th an m@vwew dhe efgnificant gap be
character distributions and the letter distril
be consi deardd toodrmteedmtter in other | anguages.

42. The Chinese strokes

Chinese strokes are another candidate counterp

characters. Strokes are an astttreomtkpet ctoonpiochemttisf
can beouwedte Han radical s. There are some di
Chinese characters, some of which are compoun
compound strokes comprise more than one movem
schohlaavres di fferent interpretatiomrsal pFiormT e x ampl!l

hiffheqguency Chinese characters and concluded
derivative strokes. Mh@&ndloamed nLiChd n@®EI )X hediste
in which they stated that there exist 5 basic
We coll ected statistical dat a of stroke:
https://github.com/l Dong8hkhegserhkdamn8egeéenceach cl
to be fde@baedc stroked, tvwlei sta mes aasl mdhe number

| anguage |l etters. The strokes and some exampl e
Stroke | Example Characters | Stroke Example Characters | Stroke Example Characters | Stroke Example Characters
| |Hees |7 Mo %8 |[— [£%5%x |LU|[RLLA
s ez x|/ AHEAE |3 [ samwmn, |9 %,5,%,3
IHEESE ] R R |- |k#wAA | ) | REHK
L |%=a48 |7] #6723 |\ A X4 1T |w AR E
L |42 7 — |52 | E, K, &, % 3 A, B8
AR NE 1 i |\l #, &, K, & oL |, 8,8
FiguSemé. Chiokese Str
Af ter computing, we compared their frequency
scaled plot, as shown in Figure 5.
The frequency of Chinese strokes is very c¢l o

I
stroke distri buslipanTHheer mbmipmuumpwotiriac hi si s t he di ¢
bet ween corpus 2 and cwWumwuwhbechand the i si an
corpus 3 and cor$pfusomd .t hleheChmemaemseofstrokes to
| anguagges Tihse nfygoagett bat he average di stance of
strokes is Portuguese,i@anxdThaef avehage KS Swad
average KS stati stmdgs Alla h@hiigme st ehisst rkoSk esst aits st |
compari son between Chinese c¢ha$vaaltweeass amodn g ntgh €
10 alphabetical | anguages. Therefore, we concl
for this analysis.



' ' ' ' ' —-—English.
1.0+  © —+— French -
| German
r —~— Spanish
Portuguese
>%8r —«— ltalian 7
= i Turkish
ﬁ —+— Swedish
S 06| —.—polish | |
i —+— Esperanto
- | —0O— Corpus1
Q —O— Corpus2
D 04 | —A—Corpus3 |
E —v— Corpus4
£ r Corpusb
=]
Q 02 A
00 L CURRGSTS ROREOMONOO
1 1 1 L 1 1 1 n 1 1 |
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Rescaled Rank
FiguFeefuency of | ettiemesvd tchharhaectseérrsokes of Ch
43. Chinese character constructive parts
After the above analysi s, we found that there
|l etters and Chinese characters or strokes. We
strokebedongoto the same hierarchy. I n gener al
meaning However, most characters in Chinese ¢
2005) . I f words are split into basi ¢ hetrokes,
wor ds For English and some other | anguages, 1
meani ng. Even a single |l etter can express part
assume that the compl exity laervye!l tohfe tchoempwoerxd tiy
of the strokef iesobtto &€ hli mwe,s earmcch atrlaect er s shoul d
the characters and the strokes.
Jinchang Fei, a Chinese linguist, considers t
formnadrependent character, which is greater th
equal to the whole character. However, there a
school s of thought (Fei, 1996) . O i neexsaemp | e,
Character Component Standard of GB 18000.1 Ch
which is formulated under the joint chairmansh
Press and Publication Admini str aotmpoomns eaf t@li na
mosatsed 3500 char-abdaeast émns o( €8M®, skdn, Di, Havl
Mr. Mu Li has been engaged in the study of th
ti me, including a comparati Chis¢esueyclodr asdtmprlg

summari sed the various eeeompasaci eom omen htodsc f
proposed a new reasonable scheme for a compr ¢
determining meaning. He diedd€di @348 chbmmant g
approxi mately 340 parts and posted t he
http:// chinese. ex pFomropdedixaaonns 0 cbmpomed by 5 p

A Wo Hoanfd oby 3 fApard.s
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TablWsa&dge frequencies and probabilities (%) of Chinese const

Corpus Corpus Corpus Corp Corp
Ratr Con Fre Pr &Cor Fre Pré&Con Fre Pr&Con Fre Pré&cCon Fre¢Pr &
1 o 380{ 5.8 o 193] 5. 3o 287 5. 4 o 348{ 5.8 o 1663 5.5
2 W 248( 3.7 W 1344 3.7 W 260 5. Q¢ w 290( 4.8 W 1478 4.9
3 200( 3. C 1194 3. 3 144( 2.7 152¢{ 2. 5§ 82985 2.7
4 1454 2. 2 89860 2. 4 . 133( 2.5 148] 2. 4 8010 2. 6
5 137( 2.0 790 2. 1 109¢{ 2.1 1277 2.1 1u 7047 2. 3
6 M 136( 2.0 v 742 2.CQ "~ 108¢ 2.0 . 126( 2. 1 6401 2.1
7 130 1.9 715 1.9 101y 1.9 1 110( 1. 8 5713 1.9
8 119! 1. 8 692 1.9 967| 1. 8 956| 1. 6 5127 1.7
9 . 111§ 1.7 676 1.8 . 923 1.7 938 1.5 € 5109 1.7
10| . 108! 1.6 669 1. § € 882 1. €6 € 906| 1.5 5059 1.6
11§ 987 1.5 553| 1. § 879 1.6~ 868| 1. 4 5053 1. 6
12 929 1. 4 533 1.4 w 810 1.5 M 851 1. 4 - 4882 1.6
13 ° 850| 1. 3 513/ 1.4 1u 786 1.5 843| 1.4 ~° 4819 1. 6
14 847 1.2 § 504 1. 3 777 1.4 833| 1.4 4443 1. 4
15 830 1.2~ 487 1. 3 704 1.3 § 830 1. 3 4313 1. 4
16| ~ 819 1.2 § 456 1.2 ° 628 1. 2 811 1.3 ° 4310 1. 4
17| i 813/ 1.2 © | 451 1.2 X | 621 1.1 804 1.3 4120| 1. 3
18] € 797 1.2 1 437 1. 2 612 1.1 Yy 771 1. 2 4117 1. 3
19 784 1.2 ~ 420 1.1 609 1.1 717, 1.2 m 4024 1. 3
20| 1 7750 1.1 412 1.1 573 1.1 712 1.1 3662 1. 2
21| - 703, 1.0 ~ 390/ 1.0 4§ 570 1.0 702 1.1 X | 3544 1.1
22 664 1.0 335/ 0.9 1 544| 1.0 i 701 1. 1 3285 1.1
23 622 0.9 333/ 0.9 540/ 1.0 X | 652 1.0 3229 1.0
24 591 0. 9 w 324/ 0.8 m 539 1.0 ° 6833 1.0 3 3174 1.0
25 0 588| 0.9 317/ 0.8 H 538/ 1.0 ~ 614 1.0 Y 3171 1.0
26| w 580/ 0. 8§ o 315/ 0. 8§ Yy 522 1.0 613 1.0 f 31585 1.0
27 570| 0. 8 306| 0. 8 511 0. 9 H 606 1.0 3119 1.0
28| © 564| 0. 8 304 0. 8 510/ 0.9 H 598, 1.0 ~ 2967 0. 9
29 558/ 0.8 Y 303 0. 8 499 0. 9 536| 0.9 2900 0. 9
300 m 527| 0. 8 296 0. 8 e 494 0. 9 504, 0.8 2823 0.9
31 ¢ 520 0.7 C 290/ 0. 8 ¢ 4883 0. 9 w 494, 0.8 H 2744 0. 9
32 4 515/ 0.7 O| 280| 0.7 479 0.9 486 0.8 w 2699 0.9
33 481 0.7 278 0.7 ~ 450 0. 8 479 0. 8 2674 0. 8
34 475 0.7 m 273 0.7 418 0. 8 478 0.8 1 2640 0. 8
35 71 464 0.7 268 0. 7 418 0. 8 474 0.7 = 2566 0. 8
36 458 0.7 265 0.7 409 0.7 469 0. 7 2450 0. 8
37 4304 0.6 250 0. € 404 0. 7 459 0.7 b 24085 0. 8
38 H 429 0.6 250 0. € ™ 398 0.7 453 0. 7 2370 0.7
39 H 423, 0.6 H 243| 0.¢ 3 393| 0.7 449 0.7 23485 0.7
40 421 0. 6 242 0. € 380 0. 7 438 0.7 2159 0. 7
41 418 0. 6 233 0. € 378/, 0.7 ¢ 428 0.7 21585 0.7
4 2] A 409 0. 6 233, 0. ¢ 375| 0.7 426 0.7 H 2025 0. 6
43| X 406| 0. 6 232 0. € b 361 0.6 = 424, 0.7 0 2018 0. 6
44 392 0.6 H 219 0. € 359| 0. 6 416 0.7 e 2014 0. 6
45 389, 0.5 218 0. € 347/ 0.6 0 407, 0.6 ¢ 1882 0. 6
46 384, 0. 5 217 0. € 340| 0. 6 395, 0.6 7 1860 0. 6
47 378| 0.5 215 0. 5 340/ 0.€6¢ O | 389 0.6 1811 0. 6
48 377, 0.5 209 0. 5 © 339| 065 388 0.6 179¢ 0. 6
49 376 0.5 201, 0. 5 339| 0. 6 366| 0. 6 178¢ 0. 5
505 375/ 0.5 X | 200| 0. 5 330| 0. 6 . 366 0. 6/ B 1741 0.5
*Some constructive parts do not be displayed for font reasons.
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Using méihod, we split the corpora of di ff e
character constructive parts. The resulting d:
corpora differ in the frequency of. chaernacetter s
al ., 2012) , t he most d@boommomd of 1 afs il ofcdhrar act er s
di fferent corpus respectively. Buid® oaahd most c
secondiwvonedi she frequencies are fod&id¥d™ consi st

v VY.

The distributionveofpaQhisneisse schoonwsnt riurct Fi gur e
resulting distribution with the | etter di str
relatively cl ose.

I T I T I ! I T I ' I
—— English
1.0
French
German
> Spanish
£08 H
i Porluguese
% !It_allsnh
o i urkis i
o 06 - Swedish
3 Polish
o Esperanto
:EJOA i —o— Corpus1 ||
= —0— Corpus2
Q:.‘0.2 = :A:Corpuss |
- v— Corpus4
Corpusb
0.0 + OAARRATE XXX XXX XX -
1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
Rescaled Rank
Fi guFeeuency of Chinese character constructive p:
Further more, to expCbirereddhecaonsnt dactitye part
di fferent periods, we used the KS statistics
cumul ative distribution functions. The results
the KS sthatiestCihi seasfe torpora compared to the
t hagny and most of them do not exceed the avera
|l angua®peyx Bfom these results, digabdbdwess ré¢lberarn omnh :
bet ween Chinese and the 10 alphabetical l angu
most similardtecdbuse@ge uguese in

TablkS 6statistics of the frequency of Chinese character con:

Corpu Corpu Corpu Corpu 10 Al phabetica

mi ni m maxi mygaver i

Corpuy 0.00 O0.04 O0.03 0.06 0.10 0.26 0.19
Corpu 0 0.04 0.03 0.05 0.10 0.26 0.20
Cor pu - 0 0.01 0.01 0.12 0.30 0.23
Corpu - 0 0.02 0.11 0.30 0. 22
Cor pu - 0 0.14 0.32 0. 25
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We compare the KS distance between Chinese co

holl ow blue circles $wadliceat@marhge tKhSe salaph ashtd tc
family, and t her essosl itdh er eddi sctiarncclee sh eetxwpe en Chi ne
al phabetical |l anguages. Comparing to the holl o
a larger K& s&pmdigspwwhic shameans the Chinese cor |
| arger fdosmt ahpbabetical | anguages, but mul tipl
di stance range of hollow blue circles, which i

constructive parts have the relaltivVvaehguageil a
family.

— BB aee e S W"A.'«,‘ Pt I8 —-
FigumMbe7KS statistics among Chi nesreepcrodardpenstK3 sathat iogthiecs | afhgQhligr
corpus 1 to 10 alphabetical | anguages.

To compad ebtd @tesee moonveni ent , we make 31 gr ol
sequenti al 11 Chinese construct idvectdtpearest s . We

di stributide®ared tChd nleestet er s of 10 | anguages a
8 .

FiguFee8uencyf oGhiunseasgee cohar acter components and |l etters in the
in logarithmic scale.

The horizontal axis of the graph is |l etter ra
is the probabilitiy proeosdantnead esn ITdga rdiatsthred | i
di stri butions have strong exponenti al di strib
rangi nog qfur ofnrhe slf€peénecddilsketidbruti on are | arger
the other desalrudwei ons which signifies that t|
i mbal anced than the others.
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