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1. Introduction

Annex S of ISO/IEC 10646 describe the “Procedure for the Unification and arrangement
of CJK Ideographs”.

The goal for this document is to clarify the procedure and process used for CJK
Ideographs Unification in addition to Annex S of ISO/IEDC 10646. It is not intended to
be a replacement to Annex S.

The intended audience for this document is the IRG editors and other people doing

related work in IRG. Particularly, it is written specifically for Extension C work but may
be use in other future work if applicable.

2. Submission Criteria
For each CJK Extension phase, there are different criteria. The submission criteria will be

defined before each phase. Therefore, submitter should understand the criteria before
proposing the ideographs for inclusion.

3. Clarification to Unification Procedure




3.1 General Principle

It is possible that two ideographs are not unified according to Annex S but are “similar”.
When in doubt, these ideographs should be bought up for further discussion for possible
unification.

3.2 Traditional and Simplified Chinese ideographs

In mainland China, there is a difference between stroke normalization, and simplification
including derived simplification. And for many applications, there is a need to distinguish
characters in its simplified or traditional form in display or other processes, for other
applications, to treat the simplified and traditional form as the same. Therefore,
traditional or simplified ideographs will not be rejected for submission.

However, theoretical ideographs that are created from existing ideographs using
mainland China Simplification Rules will not be a consideration for submission. Instead,

all ideographs must provide documented proof on its usage.

Simplified and traditional ideographs are not unified. However, stroke normalization is
considered for unification and they should be unified.

3.3 Source separation

Source separate is no longer a consideration for dis-unification.

34 Stroke count

Stroke count difference is not a consideration for dis-unification.

3.5 Cognation

Non-cognation may be considered for dis-unification.

3.6 Clarification to S1.5

In addition to Annex S1.5, the groups of group of ideographs below are also considered

unified, regardless whether they are been used as an ideograph-proper or as a component
of an ideograph.
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The groups of group components below are considered unified only if they are used as a
component of an ideograph.
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The groups of group ideographs below are considered unified only if they are a
ideograph-proper.
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In addition, the groups of group ideographs/components may be unified and should be
bought up for discussion
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3.6.1. Addition to S1.5(a), Differences between rotated strokes and dots

3.6.2. Addition to S1.5(b), Differences between overshoot at the stroke initiation
and/or termination

3.6.3. Addition to S1.5(c), Differences in contact of stroke

3.6.4. Addition to S1.5(d), Differences in protrusion at the folded corner of strokes
3.6.5. Addition to S1.5(e), Differences in bent strokes

3.6.6. Addition to S1.5(f), Differences in folding back at the stroke termination
J&-Jk

3.6.7. Addition to S1.5(g), Differences in accent at the stroke initiation

3.6.8. Addition to S1.5(h), Differences in “rooftop” modification

3.6.9. Addition to S1.5(i) Combinations of the above differences

A6. For further discussion



Appendix B — Examples of Source Separation

The following are source separated examples extracted from Annex S. Source separation
is no longer a consideration for dis-unification. The list may not be exhaustive.

However, these are useful examples of what ideographs should be unified but was not for
historical reasons.
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Note:

a) Did not explain S1.4.3 on “Different structure of a corresponding component”
because it is redundant. Any abstract shape which is different are considered not
the same unless it is stated otherwise according to Unification Rule Appendix A

b) There should be more much more ambiguous cases of what is unified and what is
not. We should go back Ext C to look for more of these examples. Source

Unification (Appendix B) also have a lot of cases which we have not managed to
capture yet.



