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ABSTRACT

This Paper develops the Hanguel character learning system for elementary school students and foreigners.
Standard character pattern is selected and DB is comstructed for model by feature extraction. For this,
performance of pre-processing independent of environments, feature extraction and simility functions are
defined. Finally, beauty evaluation is done by matching between input character pattern written by elementary
school students or foreigners and standard character pattern. It is possible for this system to extend the
specific character font learning from selecting the specific standard character pattern. Also the effectiveness of
this paper is demonstrated by several experiments.
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<Table 15> Comparision Between Evaluation Results
for Similarity Measure and Questionarire
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