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The UTC received the Extension F2 Version 4.0 feedback that follows this page, which should be taken into 
consideration. Note that the UTC did not have an opportunity to review these comments, and they are being 
forwarded as received.

That is all.
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08295	 is	 probably	 not	 unified	 to	 U+9CF1	 鳱	

( )	,need	to	see	the	evidence.	

	
06527	 is	 probably	 not	 unified	 to	 U+8677	 虷	

( )	,need	to	see	the	evidence.	

	

	

Not	unified	to	00254.	

	

Not	unified	to	U+2A720	 𪜠 ( ). 

Because	they	have	many	differences	in	glyph	shape.	

	
Unified	to	00004.	

	

Not	 unified	 to	 U+8279	 艹 	 ( )	 ,but	 may	 be	

unifiable	with	U+5344	卄	 ( )	.	

	



The	evidence	is	clear	enough. 	

	

Not	unified	to	U+3579	㕹( ).	

	
Not	unified	because	different	component	position.	

	
Although	 it	 have	 same	 meaning	 with	 U+6C94	 沔	

	 ,it’s	 suggested	 not	 to	 unified	 to	
U+6C94	because	it’s	the	common	variant	of	U+6C94.	

	
Unified.	

	

Not	 unified	 to	 U+6F82	 澂 	 	 because	 this	

ideograph	 is	 related	 to	 taboo	 avoidance,	 to	 unify	 them	 is	 taboo.	 It’s	 suggested	 not	 to	 unify	
ideographs	related	to	taboo	avoidance.	

	

The	evidence	is	clear	enough. 	

	
Need	explanation.	



	

Not	unified	with	 	 	or	 	 .	

	
Unified.	

	

Not	unified	with	 𥾉 .	

	

Not	unified	with	826E	艮	 .	

It’s	 used	 in	 component. (中华字

海	 P26	No.41)	

	

Unified	because	same	meanings. 	

	

It’s	suggested	to	replace	the	G4K	source	of	U+26C7D	 	 with	G_CY3658	

because	臥	 should	be	normalized	to	卧.	

	
Change	radical	to	谷.	

	
Change	radical	to	羊.	



	
Change	radical	to	麻.	

	

Not	 unified	 to	 U+891D.U+891D	 	 is	 the	 Japanese	
simplification,06704	is	the	standard	Chinese	simplification,	they	shouldn’t	be	unified.	

	

Not	 unified	 with	 鲅 	 .08280	 is	 the	 simplified	 form	 of	 9C4D	 鱍	

,they	have	different	meanings.	

	

The	evidence	is	clear	enough. 	

	

Not	unified	to	2844D	 .	

	

The	glyph	 	 is	not	Xing	or	cursive	style,	it’s	clear	that	it’s	not	unified	to	U+3EF6	



.	

	

Not	unified	with	 	 .	Non-cognate.	

	

Not	 unified	 with	 𨶮 .	 The	 evidence	 	 is	
clear	enough.	

	

Not	unified	with	 𩉝 .	

	

The	normalization	 	 is	no	problem,see	IRGN2083.	

	

It’s	unified. (IRGN2083).	



	
Radical=167.0?	

	
Z_SAT02805	seems	have	no	connection	with	U+887D,see	SAT	evidence	file.	




