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When we re-check the Khitan Small Script block code chart in Unicode, 14.0.0 (Beta), we found
the current glyphs for U+18BDE and U+18CCA are the same entirely, which are both similar to
U+4E45 /A in CJKUL Please see Fig. 1.1 and 1.2. However, they are not the actual duplicates,
so we need to clarify the rationales and modify one of them.

2. Suggestion
We request to modify the U+18CCA glyph as below.

Fig. 1.1 & 1.2 U+18BDE and U+18CCA
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Table 2 Modifying suggestion for U+18CCA glyph

uUcCs

Current Glyph

Modified Glyph

U+18CCA

A

b3

We know it’s too late to update anything in Unicode, 14.0.0 now, so we suggest adding this
issue in the Updates and Errata page first when Unicode, 14.0.0 is released in this September.

3. Rationale

In the current code chart, U+18BDE (&) is under Radical-06 (aka U+18D05 in WG2 N4795 or
L2/17-107, the glyph is similar to J ), and U+18CCA (&) is under Radical-18 (aka U+18D11
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in WG2 N4795 or L2/17-107, the glyph is similar to /.). The other characters under Radical-
06 and Radical-18 are shown as below.

Table 3 Radical-06 and Radical-18

Rad. No. | Rad. Form | Character
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U+18CC6 U+18CC7 U+18CC8 U+18CC9 [-] U+18CCB

The following pictures show the information for these two characters in WG2 N3820 or L2/10-
130 which is the first proposal to encode the Khitan Small Script submitted by China NB (aka
Fig.3.1),and WG2 N4725R or L2/16-113R submitted by Andrew West, Viacheslav Zaytsev and
Michael Everson (aka Fig. 3.2).

Fig. 3.1]-0214 and J-0250 in WG2 N3820

Present Khitan small Characters glyphs Qinggertai’s Ji Ruhe and Wu
Number Yingzhe’s
Number | radicals | Characters Imitated Characters | Number
pronunciations and
meaning
J-0214 A da 171
J-0250 v 3 Unkown-103 215 3 280




Fig.3.2 No. 223 and 460 in WG2 N4725R

Ching. | Ching. | Ching. | Jishi | Jishi | Kame | Liu | Liu 'g“wh: Wag, | Tale--| L& | Alsin

Jan. uchi Kang | Gioro
1985 2002 | 2010 | 1996 | 2012 | 2009 | 2009 | 2014 2009 2010 2012 | 2014 | 2012

J-0214 | J-0214 171 171 171 175 171 280 171 171
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J-0250 | J-0250 215 215 215 215 215

NEICEIE P 2 A& x x4

No. | Glyph | N3820 | N3918

In WG2 N3820, U+18CCA (&) was under Radical-07 (aka U+18D06 in WG2 N4795 or L2/17-
107, the glyph is similar to “~), but when we read the source pictures provided in WG2
N4725R, we can know the original ]-0250 glyph there doesn’t match the sources.

As Fig. 3.2 shows, Ching. 1985, Kane 2009, Liu 2009, Liu 2014, Liu & Kang 2014 make the
glyphs are different clearly, but Ching. 2002, Ching. 2010, Wu & Jan. 2010 make the glyphs the
same; there is only one character in Takeuchi 2012, but No. 440 glyph there is the same as
U+18BDE (A&). We can understand almost all the sources treat them as two different
characters, so the different glyphs for them are necessary.

The modified glyph for U+18CCA (&) we suggested in Section 2 in this document matches J-
0250 glyph in WG2 N3918, No. 215 glyph in Ching. 1985, Kane 2009, Liu 2009, Liu 2014, Liu
& Kang 2014.
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