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Appendix: 1

Editors from China, HKSAR, Japan, R.O.Korea, SAT, TCA, USA, Unicode
Consortium and some individuals met during IRG#50. The editorial group discussed
the IRG Working Set 2015 issues.

1. Review of the UCS Project Editor’s Draft Dispositions on CJK G
Reference:
e [RGN2304 Disposition of comments on PDAM?2 to ISO/IEC 10646 5th edition

This document records JTC1/SC2 ballot comments on CJK Ext. G, which contains
same characters and attributes of IRG Working Set v5.0, and the UCS Project Editor’s
draft dispositions. The IRG editors confirmed that all technical comments were
reflected in the IRG internal review reports and could be processed by this editorial
meeting. (See item 2 of this report.)

Henry Chan accepts to skip his comments postponed in IRG#49.

For UK comment TE.3, the editors concluded to keep the postponed 39 characters out
of CJK G/WS2015 to avoid breaking IRG procedures. These characters could be
submitted to WS2017 if the submitter thought they were mature for further process.

2. Dispositions of IRG Working Set 2015 Comments
Reference:
o JRGN2269 Consolidated Comments on IRG WS2015 v5.0
> Feedbacks from character submitters
> Additional information from individuals
> JRGN2269 KR Resp2R

The editors reviewed and discussed all comments on unifications and dis-unifications,



radicals, and evidences listed in Table 1, 2 and 3 of the “consolidated comments.”

The comments in Table 4 to 7 which do not seriously affect the collection of WS2015
will be automatically processed by the IRG Chief Editor and related character
submitters:

Table 4 Fonts: The fonts will be upgraded by their submitters.

Table 5 Stroke counts and total strokes: The IRG Chief Editor will fix them.

Table 6 IDS: The IRG Chief Editor will fix them.

Table 7 Editorial Errors: The IRG Chief Editor will fix them.

The editors accepted Korea’s explanation of of 7 normalized K WS2015 fonts in
IRGN2269 KR_Resp2R. The first one could be unified with 829F Z& and should be
removed from WS2015.

3. IRG Working Set 2015 Review Schedule

The editors agreed to generate the IRG WS 2015 v6.0 and asked the IRG Rapporteur
to submit it to WG2 for consideration.

The editors set the schedule below:

® 2018-06-08: The IRG members’ chief editors submit updated TrueType fonts to
the IRG Rapporteur and updated BMP fonts to the IRG Chief Editor.

® 2018-06-08: The IRG Chief Editor submits updated attribute data to the IRG
Rapporteur.

® 2018-06-08: The IRG Rapporteur submits updated TrueType fonts and attribute
data to the UCS project editor.

e 2018-06-15: Target of ISO/IEC 10646 Project Editor to produce the code chart of
Ext. G(IRGN2308) for review at WG2#67.

e 2018-06-15: The IRG members’ chief editors submit tables dual-listing TTF
glyphs and BMP glyphs to the IRG Rapporteur.

Appendix: Discussion record (by Ms. Li Yang)



IRGN2291 Detailed record
Consolidated Comments on IRGN2269 IRG WS 2015 V5.0

This document consolidates comments from China, HKSAR, Japan, R. O .Korea, SAT, TCA, UK, UTC, Mr. Eiso Chen and Mr. Henry Chan.

1. Unifications / Duplications

SN1 Glyph 1 SII}ICZS/ Glyph 2 Type Comment From notes
%E.)‘ U+230B6 Possibly 230B6 1k 1k - SAT IVD
) | Unifiable | 2 o1 ﬂ}ﬁ %}T %}T ucv
GHZR42174.02 ' ) L
01529 UCS2003  GKX-048019  T6-5D4F
The same set of strokes with different disposition.
S$.1.5.3,S5.1.5.c
?"u; U+65B2 Possibly S.1.5.3,S5.1.5.c SAT IVD
1 U+65B5 Unifiable cf. IRGN2263 ucv
GHZR42174.28

E

GE-2C4F  H-FCCD  T3-546B  J4-2D6B K2-3836

e BT S ST W B

GE-2C4D HB2-E5CT  T2-5068  J14-2D6A  K1-6E4A

op
disunified
to H«
02553
disunified
to 8¢

01534

T |Witsdsa
025 é.’g jU-755| 7959 s

) w{ o f w{ pgpvidence is hmdurittes maerial ad variat
- H i
53

f U=7559. IVS would be consideradle

13-2E43 e DA .-u\mm




possible 230FF ANV J IVD
0154 U+230F unification 77 708 le[:_
4 F
Possible unification with u+230ff UCS2003
UK: Unify with U+2C114 #5 ([ ARZ) UK, unify
SAT
0177 {:\'\ U+2C11 Z\\ e SAT:
0N N Unification :
1 4 JLN 288
G_Z0872302 TD-5D2D R
cf. UCV #288-293
E& U+2AD5 Unifiable S.1.5.b,S.1.5.i SAT IVD
A 3 ucv
01871 | GHZR42325.09 ZAE)S? F%n
! X
Hanyu Da Zidian does not cite a source. GBK-1007.55
2L U+27E7A Possibly 27E7A %= TN SAT | Not unify
01916 ,'E- - Unifiable ?]- 155.12 % —— ;‘E—_—%
GHZR42153.06 S.1.5.i UCS2003 GHZ-53510.02
NIE U+23CF1 Possibly 23CF1 N NEE N SAT | Not unify
( {'] Unifiable * 856 {ﬁ] {i}J >$}J
KC-01987 UCS2003  GKX-0623.09 T6-3241
S.1.5.b
01972 01972 is an unidentified personal name, but U+23CF1 is also an appropriate character for
a given name.
#l
“ ”
B“HR” - BH) : “IR,FE " (FReHh- K
#3) - “#), BIRE”
3 U+3CFC Possibly 3CFC _‘Z — SAT IVD
7 Unifiable % 858 753\( 5’}% ucv
GHZR31510.09 GKX-0630.19  T3-3C4F
01989
cf. IRGN2263
2.5 Unification

Postpone | ot = and =




U+7234 Possibly 7234 - 5 SAT IVD
@}K Unifiable i 87.11 @m m ucv
02321 GHZR42184.13 GE-325A T44A6C  J14.7028
2.5 Unification Postpone
= -
of. IRGN2263 O = and =
;[,_‘ U+2457C Unifiable 2457C /_. J— J SAT T C A
95 U+24DA H 907 }L‘{% )l:lgi )':Ig'-‘\- postpone,
5 " China not
T13-2D60 ]
U+253C2 UCS2003  GKX-069204  T6-415E unify
;{}9‘-‘ 24DA5 & T \
1047 J Pj—é J ,7& ,9:.
GHZR42545.08 | A
. UCS2003  GKX-077425  TE4BSE
02338
02339 253C2 A A A
% 1116 A A 9&
UCS2003  GKX-082428  T6-425A
S.1.5.b,S.1.5.c
cf. UCV #337
[ T
1!:! U+24AC5 Unifiable | 24 AC5 TES SAT IVD
i e RO ¥
GHZR21220.10 UCS2003 GHZ2114518  TTA4E44
02498 “Unified” says the discussion record. cf. IRGN2263
0243 unified ,
| B || 24AC5 e not s
J= E %16 rule
Al U+24C9D Possibly 24C9D /\' S SAT | Not unify
Unifiable %5 ‘ﬂi&
02566 | GHzRS2722.14 M 1028 FH

UCS2003  GKX-0765.09  Te-5541




F‘i’ U+27186 Unifiable 27186 1_;:5 +f - SAT | Not unify
HH = 3] Sing 1]
GHZR52582.13 w2 g N e
UCS2003 GHZ-53339.04  T7-6248
02961 Hanyu Da Zidian cites the same source twice.
“ ”
. A SR B 30, () - Bt
B fEW.”
i U+25049 Possibly 25049 @: ) A SAT | Not unify
JIIL Unifiable m 1084 .HIL m ﬂ
GHZR52716.02 1L oo
EE] UCS2003  GKX-0793.10 T6-332D
02693 IITL S.1.5.b
7 = |83 -
S i
02850 % 7857 % Henr unify,
% 1126 E y inform
E) | ) JD john
7 y G0-6D4D
G Unify to £ (U+7857).
According to the provided evidence, the phonetic is obviously from g.
Eiso: They are the cognate glyphs with the difference of a minor stroke. Eiso, unify
The evidence shows the Zhuang word of G_Z0942302 is daeh [tai®], the meaning is #t | Henr
Y B 5. y
Note that the sixth tone in the old loanword system of the Zhuang language means [%
» N 2, and the real phoneme of [a] is close to /e/ in the phonological structure of the
0427 E — U+9013 ossible modern standard Zhuang language.
6 J (G T], GE-403A ugification 1% (U+9013) is the variant of #&(U+905E) according to Unihan Database, and the
(G) K, KP) ngj';}];: Cantonese pronunciation ofi(U+905E) is [tei??], which this tone pitch meansf%Z:as
G_20942302 II(Z_-6568 well in the phonological structure of Cantonese. One of the meanings of€(U+905E) is
KP1-7D91 L.

It's not obvious to distinguish the minor differences between G_Z20942302 and
U+9013.

> >xrx oo AY = PN . . P 1 1 . . 1 1 . o




ﬁ T, unify
Eiso: Maybe unifiable to U+29CAA, add to ivd. For example,02980(T13-2F6A"T/JY ) is Henr ucv
unified to U+79F0 FF. The rules should be consistent. y
Henry: Unify to 8 (U+29CAA)
Refer to 02980 and 02027.
115 &
EFN I\
A h 5 | T13-2F6A
05072 ’J“ | 29CAA W unification
GHZR84720.02 U+79F0 %R, add to ivd, irg48.
857K JIA
T % i)
8 | T13-2C6F
U+3CFD 3, add to ivd, irg48. evidence of actual usage
temporarily accepted, irg46.
The glyph shown by the evidence is fi§(U+2A04B)not /[ 5. Eiso | Not unify
. y
0523 Iy U+2A04 Y - )
2 B unification
(G) | GHZR84932. (G,T) GKX- %3489'1 Note that TCA had pointed out this one on their review on WS2015 v1.1.
16 T5'606D ;%ﬁ &% Font & evidence are different.

GHZ84932.16

[ propose China to withdraw this character because the correct one has been encoded.




03730 ﬁ fﬁ 2E516 thia ﬁ H unify
KC-03766 (Ext F) Despite the actual shape shown in the evidence , according to IRGN2226b #168:
SN Variant Normalized
(Serial component component Evidences, examples, source
Number) shape shape
168—1 = = 47 8L [A22:259:9(FF)]
168-2 | & B |- A2:71c:6(P))
he left component should be normalized as EE The font should be modified as
mﬁ and unifiable with U+2E516.
Nicrriscinn ramar 4. SC kept for 423. ira38
unification 'K, and T&, should be unified. For example, T Not unify
24FD6 26AD5 ERLT
. ji 1075 {5, 1395 (5B
04396 A JESGE W UCS2003  GKX-0791.04  T5-2E78 UCS2003  GKX-1014.08  T5-347D 2% (CH
KC-04205 ) &
JMJ-060270 K %
(%%
i) Bl
CH:=2)
Is the discussion record right? Eiso | Not unify
Z U+2ABS / [ unified to U+2ABSE, irg49. |pending unified to U+2ABSE,
disunificatio | | jrq46.
E g
(T) !

USAT08664

TC-266A

If USAT08664 has been unified with 4 (U+2AB5E), 01354 should be removed.
However, I think it’s not well to unify USAT08664 with ¥4(U+2AB5E). The Master

TAdanmranhe Canlrar chanre tha nrantincinbinn AfF P4 (MTLIARERY ic v and tha avidancns




1UueugIrdplIls seexker s1v

shows the pronunciati Eiso | Notunify
0135 variant of f.. So I think
4 which 5 (U+22A94) is
(SAT) USAT pronunciation is T #L(
U+22A9 (JE¥E) , Volume 5, Fc
4 possible 2
(G T) GKX-0422.0 unification :
) 8 '
T6-2770
ZL l l
B U+23159 Possibly 23159 - — SAT Not unify
5 Unifiable g 723 H—5 HS
01548
USAT08986 UCS2003 V27844
Documents that Taisho Tripitaka cites suggestU+23159. Is this an accidental error?
The evidence shows ZH&USAT09518; is 7H B (Jgd /muhiita). The Kangxi Dictionary, the | Eiso IVD
Master Ideographs Seeker and IPA all show % (U+3B30, also MJ001671 on IPA) is the ucv
variant of Fdand USAT09518 and U+3B30 is similar, so it’s unreasonable to encode
them seperately. Please see the explanation of this character(aka A03394-005) from
RS
] (Hu’ @QuV
E#EHE  (Lya (2)vong
H3rE | FAE
0163 ] U+3B30 N
3 (G, T,J, | GKX-0502.0 | uynification
(SAT) KP) 3
USAT09518 T3-2374
JA-236F
KP1-4A1E

[ propose SAT to do a horizontal extension to U+3B30 or add it to IVD.




‘:I:Q The evidence shows “&USAT10202;... 5T ff [x &USAT09472;(9N) 57 .. £ &USAT09472; Eiso IVD
=)u ) - : . (YM)&USAT07176;%1”, which the meaning of Il fZis eggshell, so we can know the ucv
0186 }I' U+23AD g Ij o bottom component is¥.USAT10202&%%(U+23AD8) are both the variant of 5%
9 ﬁ > 8 unification
SAT o) | GKX-0588.1 (U+3C89).
(SAT) USAT10202 (GT) 0 USAT10202 should be unified with U+23AD8. I propose SAT to do a horizontal
T7-4032 extension to U+23AD8 or add it to IVD.
Possible Possible unification with u+2e600 J IVD
0384 unification | 2E600 =
6 u+2€600 = 1495 l_j
USAT-02040
= U+6C23 Possibly 8C23 = —— /- SAT | Not unify
s AR omreve s SR SRL SR R R R
T13-2C4A (G1-4676 HB1-AEF0  T1-5634 J0-5D66 K0-5128 V1-5B59 S.1.5.c
Vo 01933 V= Unifiable Cognate glyphs with a single overshoot. SAT unify,
o034 [EI\ = Keep
T13-2C4E T13-2C4D 01933
\]’/ U+23C75 Possibly 23C75 —— AT \ SAT | Not unify
01937 “AD Unifiable | 52 7}( / J‘( 7K
T13-2C50 UCS2003  GKX-060308 T6-252B g1 . 515i
S/ U+6CA7 Po:il:’lly 6CA7 /\ 23CC1 \ D) \/\ SAT | withdraw
01982 /E U+23CC1 Unifiable % 854 {B * 855 /—I—\_—: { [ y 1__
T13-2C62 G0-3257 UCS2003  GKX-081907  T6-2C5A ¢ 15 . g5




\\B U+23CEE Unifiable 23CEE . -1 N | N SAT | Not unify
{ res 0 {11 o
T13-2C58 UCS2003  GKX-0623.06 T6-323A
01969 N,
o
Vo-3839 5.1.5.b
N U+6D81 Possibl SAT | Not unif
\$§ Uniﬁabl‘:a 6D81 N 4 N ; N ; y } '
02021, 1/ K 857 { AR A VAR Vs ( 7/
T13-2C6D (55-5552 H-8DDA T3-3221 J4-6EST S.1.5.
\\%‘ U+6EAS5 Unifiable SAT Move to
02031 /=T |68 ‘ oy ey
T13-2C78 5.1.5.b,5.1.5.i cf UCV #68
\‘3;_1‘ 02061 == Unifiable Cognate glyphs with an extra stroke. SAT | Not unify
NIR= =] 6EAS ok \% \EB
T13-2C75 T13-2D21 7K 85.10 { {
G0-845F HB1 BIC1 T1-6467 JO—SE!O KO SDZA
N 02049 Unifiable The evidence suggests that the actual shapes of the two characters are only different in SAT Move to
K s
/ /7[( contact of strokes. WS 2017
02050 | T13-2C73 T13-2C72 {{( E- “ {{. ,.‘£ [ E
ANNN (NN SN \44
\‘}% U+240F9 Po.s§ibly 240F9 “'ﬁ. by Ij{ NF=s SAT | Not unify
/ Unifiable * 8547 /E {/{_‘ Y N
T13-2D31 UCS2003  GKX-0662.04 T7T4E2D
02139

S.1.5.i

|294 ‘Fi Jﬁ
cf. NUCV #294




AL U+7078 Unifiable 7078 7 7 y/ SAT | Move to
oK X 863 K & K & j‘\ﬁ f,;,: ws 2017
02159 | T13-2D33 GO-3E44  HBI-ABE2 T14B25  J03 KO4F36  V1-5D6F
S.1.5.c
Characters with this component are unified/postponed in IRG #49.
— U+722A Unifiable SAT Move to
A 722A ws 2017
02305 JIL 87.0 I \ I \ s
T13-2D57 G0-5726  HB1-A4F6  T1-4557 JO-£45E K0-7050 V1-5E4A $.1.5.]
Y U+80B0 Unifiable 80B0O N N . SAT | Not unify
IR XN 7/ N N
T13-2D6A G5-4ET72 T3.2A52 K2-5521
TH cf.UCV #21
02393 v The evidence suggests that the left part is a variation of N similar to the top of % (or
UK-01584 &P4-02; in IRGN2225).
18/5; 20/9; 21/14; 39/32 4% <|*R.
U+73CD Unifiable SAT | Not unify
Y v e B
: ww 17 1212 32 17 17
T13-2D7A G0-5564 HB1-ACC3  T1-5246 JO-4441 K0-7252 Vi ;5F25
73CE f— e
% %5 f/J\ ﬂ]ﬂ\ IR EE/,]K ﬂ](
02453 GE-3334 H-FBD7 T3-2D7E JO-805F K2-4785

IRGN2133 does not explain why the evidence is identifiable as & ; we could not find the

discussion record.




ff U+24934 Unifiable 24934 —_ SAT IVD
E 965 ££ |\. |\ £“”\
T13-2D7B UCS2003 GHZ-80018.21 H-9C58
The evidence shows the dot at just right side on E; IRGN2133 does not explain why the
02457 evidence is identifiable asE.
“ ( e ™
R -0t
S <)
;é U+2AEF4 Possibly SAT keep
02480 7N Unifiable Right: 2
_ Left: =
T13-2E28 45153
U+74A3 Possibly 74 A3 SAT unify
T13-2E2E

G1-8781

HB1-BFS9  T1-7143  J13-783C KO- 5130 S.1.5.e




0253

(T

+

T13-2E36

U+7528

(G! H: T;

J, K, KP,
V)

~

G0-5343
HB1-A5CE
T1-466E
J0-4D51
K0-6944
KPO-FACE
V1-5F48

disunificatio
n

T13-2E36 and FH(U+7528) are non-cognates. I request to disunify them.
T13-2E36 is the transcription of the original form of J&, which the glyph of the Bronze

script is and it’s not related to F. On the other hand, the glyph of His

. These two characters have different sources, so it's not well to unify them.
I have found out T13-2E36 was used on 725 (02266), /N %2 5 (02411), &5 5
(02478) and so on.
(71 A5 R e o R AR R ) L P. 3

(365008 S0) A () = A T4 () B{AE]CED, ik G I R E) # G BF G0, &,
5 G8) fii i FLH A, FIVE () S8 (3) k.

If IRG and TCA could accept this new evidence and explanation, the glyph should be
modified a little to /)] +:shownas bellow, the IDS should be changed to “// ) ] 1-"as
well, and the radical should be “32 +” SC= 2, FS=3.

= o

Eiso

Separate
encoding,
Change
the
compone
nt

to 1.
Put into
WS2017




U+7537 Unifiable 7537 EEI SAT Move to
AN N
02542 | T13-2E3C GO-4450  HB1-A868 T1-4BZE J0-4348  KOS17B  V1-574D
S.1.5.i
Seemingly disunified in IRG #47 but we could not find the record
g U+24C30 Possibly 24C30 [j:] EE SAT unify
L\ U+24C32 Unifiable | 1024 )ﬂ }
02549 | T13-2E3F [\
- UCS2003  GKX-076026  Te-327A
24C32 A = 141
ylj U+7559 Possibly 7559 [:‘77 SAT IVD
T13-2E40 515 SRS EH
G0-4174 HB1-AFB4  T1-5667  JO4E31  KO573A  VI-SFS0
an
disunified
02551 to S
02553
disunified- -
to BBe
S.1.5.a, cf. IRGN2263
- L ) ) i ) Witkdra
|°§; e EE LR el M
TI13-2F43 MMM T o YR \mn
U+24C3B Unifiable AT unify
24C3 ifiabl 24C3B j:[_‘_ S if
== =024 ==
op55y | 113-2E41 UCS2003  TF-2c49
132 4 a4 44
cf. UCV #152
ﬁ U+759A Unifiable 759A 9 . . )}_\_‘ . \ - SAT ucv
mes YA A YA N YR IL
02595 | T13-2E4E GO-3E4E  HBI-AABS T1-4ETA  JO-614C

K1-5A5D  V1-5F5D

S.1.5.c
Characters with this component are unified/postponed in IRG #49.




Ny 02596 ;—‘—‘ Unifiable Cognate glyphs with a single overshoot. SAT IVD
02597 7% 9& 0%
T13-2E50 T13-2E4F
;—‘Ik—j U+75C5 ll:::;bbl:/ 75C5 = NN } L = N x SAT IVD
R I S I IR
T13-2E51 G0-3221 HB1-AF66  T1-5669 J04942 K0-5C38 V1-5F64 S.1.5.
U+7656 Unifiable SAT IVD
ﬁ 7656 = v oy IeE e
[ ~ 10413 :f_‘ :|§ F
T13-2E5A G0-7131  HB1-C27TD  T1-7669 JO-4ALA K0-587E V2-8E31
Apparent displacement. If this is not the glyph corresponds to U+7656, the evidence does
02635 not provide the exact match shape to the modern form.
)
-
= )
y\t U+7678 Unifiable )7 SAT IVD
02644 ‘;- N %
T13-2E60 K0-4024 V16F705 1.5.b
% U+7687 Unifiable 7687 E E E El E é SAT IVD
02652 SR R S e O i
T13-2E66 GO-38¢A HBI-ACD3 T15256  J03344  KO7C55 V16025 G q g
U+2690D Unifiable 2690D g [j g SAT IVD
=@s oy oy by
02655 | T113-2E67 UCS2003  GKX-100022  TE-4365 g 1 5 |

|295‘ﬂ:_‘l_ r‘fi
cf. UCV #295




-%_‘ U+26918 Unifiable 2691 8 — l," 'l == SAT IVD
02662 e = | == %
T13-2E6A UCS2003  GKX-100029  T4-4C€0 Cognate glyphs with an extra stroke.
02689 Unifiable Cognate glyphs with minor variation. SAT IVD,
02685 $.1.5.a/5.1.5.c/S.1.5.i encode
T13-2E72 T13-2E76 02685
7 IVD
02687 IITL
T13-2E74
= IVD
02690 OTL
T13-2E75
% U+2505E Unifiable 2505E ——i—!: ) I SAT IVD
02697 IOTL o 1086 JTTI. TIIL. IIIL
T13-2E77 UCS2003  GKX073405  T4-334C g 1 g j
F‘E U+76DB Possibly 76DB \ !“ ~ SAT IVD
Unifiable 108.6 j J?’C ’52 jji
02698 | IITL S ¥ 4 6 R 7. 0o G ok
T13-2E7A G0-4A22 HB1-BZB1 TI5C36  J04039  KOB07C V1603251 5o
Ny — 02723 —— Unifiable Cognate glyphs with an extra stroke. SAT IVD
02728 E _.E
T13-2F26 T13-2F24
M7 u+77C7 Unifiable 77C7 I—l—_{: 4+ =~ ~ = SAT unified
i e i B B IR M Hx
T13-2F38 G1-7857 HBI-C3A8 TI-7858  JO-625E  K1-6060  V1-6055 371
02789 The evidence does not show how distinctive the stroke would be in Clerical Script.

eé\_!; (A &\




U+229B5 Unifiable I |A SAT | Not unify,
220B5 = unify,
% 625 % 7J” glyph of
02800 02800
T13-2F3B UCS2003  GHZ-21405.09
A correct
The evidence suggests thatX is on the top-right rather than right above.
—‘2 U+7950 Unifiable 7950 N N N — SAT IVD
3 0 Wi ¥ b ik
T13-2F51 (G3-5726  HB1-AFAT Ti1-572A J0-4D34 K0-695E
What the evidence in Clerical Script shows is merely rotational variation and not
02917 distinctive in modern script.
\
S =
> U+795E Unifiable 795E » N N — — SAT IVD
R e A FHT HRH R
T13-2F56 G0-4971 HBI-AFAB TI-572E  JO3F40  KO-636A  V1-612f
The evidence suggests that the shape is a curved 8 with a dot.
02921 e
B
RN
rhh T
X ~
U+076C Possible Possible unification with u+21603 or u+76c7 ] IVD
e D1
0376 - unification 76C7 \t 21 603 3021£Oznd
3 U+2160 m 1084 1T Jc 375
3 GE-345B T32E32 UCS2003
Possible Possible unification with u+767b ] IVD
0396 unification | 7678 YA A A 2 A% I
6 u+767b < 1057 7':} I S v IO M
G0-3547 HB1-BS6E  T1-6074  J04550  KO-5474  V1-5F7D




FF- U+2219E Unifiable They are cognate; the evidence is somewhat ambiguous. SAT | withdraw
0= 2219 FF FF  #£¥
UK-02821 SR> ST S r_;f—\r

UCS2003  GKX-0341.10 UTC-00100

L -

. " a(gs)":“ﬁ(lE?ﬁéf’ﬁ‘ﬁ’)./J\ﬁ&oMK.?F
‘jibn CBEa) & 3840, Fgk R eH,

IR (RS SRAEY : “ 5, /NSR tho” (B B4 #
) : “ AR B T/, K, — A . X
B FAL BT B =) . “ B, Mt (ME 2 |- 76
H-FEAET) R A FH, Ui iehy,”
Ot 7. R HEAER-TH) . “&, K+t ”

Possible unification with u+221b5or u+2aa8a

0112
6 u+221b .
: nosk, 2185 i 4

u+2aa8a %
4 922 TC-264B

% *]idn

| Not unify




0141

(UK)

UK-02632

U+2BF4
A

(G)

)

GZFY-0068
8

disunificatio
n

HK pointed out UK-02632 was identical to #(U+2BF4A), but the glyph for¥
(U+2BF4A) on the code charts had been updated to match the evidence after Andrew
and Ming Fan pointed out this design error, pleas see IRGN2108(aka WG2N4682).

2BF4A ]2

F 64.8 %

GZFY-00688

The original evidence of GZFY-00688 shows the #(U+2BF4A) is an ideograph for
Shanghdi dialect usage.
(BT 5 K1H L) |, P.5386

S\

(2] xido 112 @<@h>HEL. Rik. ki [2i0%)
W4 TR R~ 2 R R AL NEL. @ <> B3, Ml
W,

$#(U+2BF4A) is the simplified variant of #(U+3A6D). #2(U+3A6D) is the variant of #&
(U+652A) on (#E#R) and other dictionaries, but ##(U+2BF4A) or #(U+3A6D) on
this case is non-cognate with 1% (U+652A). There are two pronunciations of{&
(U+652A) and $i£ (U+6405) in Shanghdi dialect, [ko?*] and [tcio?3], and the rationale
for ##(U+2BF4A) or #2(U+3A6D) on this case, which the pronunciation is [zi2??], is
that the semantic element is ( ¥ ), the phonetic element is £(2%).

The evidence of UK-02632 shows it’s the variant of #(U+632C), and its
corresponding Shanghdi dialect pronunciation is [pa?®]. I provide the additional
evidence of UK-02632 on three versions of (#E#E) as below.

#

iF,
*
Tt
.- )’i 'ﬁ
|

e additional evidence shows the meaning of UK-02632 is #clearly.

i

v
A ]

SR
e

Al
¥

T

j=x

Eiso

IVS to
632C



http://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/~irg/irg/irg45/IRGN2108Andrew_WG2N4682.pdf
http://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/~irg/irg/irg45/IRGN2108Andrew_WG2N4682.pdf

ﬂé 02336 HE Possibly Seemingly alternative transcriptions for the same character. Are they distinctive? SAT Unify,
Unifiable S keep
02341 | UK-01583 UK-01622 49/33 ik ~[1H. 01622
17/5; 39/4; 49/33 #k <| i |LL (cf. Guodian Laozi A, Slip 21, Wuxing, Slip 36).
N U+7544 Unifiable 7544 N/ N/ v/ 2C3BF N/ SAT | Not unify
U+2C3BF H 1023 B 1022
02541 | UK-01392 GE-3377 T3-2A36  J0-6137 GZJW-D0041
S.1.5.3,S5.1.5.b,S.1.5.c
Meaning unclear.
) I I U+753E Unifiable 753E << <<< <<< <<< SAT Not unify
UK-01520 GO-675E HB2.CD72 T22834  JI47137  K24930
02543 7544 N4 W/ D
= 1023 BE] BEI
GE-3377 T3-2A38 J0-6137
S.1.5.3,S5.1.5.e
Meaning unclear.
According to UCV No.355 and U+6717. Is 05325 possibly unified to U+2CEOF? Not unify
: . R,
05325 E—D‘J 2CEOF E(._.
UK-02441 6717 1
Ganvas o B OBH OBA BB P
GO404A HB1-AED4 TI-5576  JO-4F2F  KOB547  V1-5928
'k’/‘d U+2DD3 Unifiable 2D036 ) N SAT unify
02213 6 X 867 HH
UTC-01266

USAT-00992¢ 1 5




03677 :‘ —— This is put down on the discussion record. unify
il 5 ;l Page 129, IRGN2217Appendix1:
UK-01430 | 03677 | UTC-01430 | H According to the evidence, | Agree. Unify with U+2C7CF.
’7should be removed from
2C7CF UTC-01430 and the
unification components on the left and
right should be connected
with two horizontal
strokes. The actual shape
should look like , which
is unifiable with U+2C7CF.
Possible Possible unification with u+2c8d9 or u+8bab Not unify
0388 u+2c8d9 unification SBA6 N 2C8D9 ~» Y
; S Ve e 11 1
G0-5A26 GCH-5015.80 UTC-00071

2. Radicals




UK notes: We are concerned that some characters have been assigned radicals that are not obvious, which makes the character hard
for users to look up. We think that as the Unicode Character Set simply allocates code points for CJKV ideographs, radicals assigned to
CJKV ideographs in the Standard should be primarily intended to aid users in finding characters, and the job of determining semantic
radicals should be left to dictionaries. Therefore, where there is a discrepancy between an obvious visual radical and an unexpected
semantic radical (i.e. a radical that is not at the top, left, right, bottom, etc.), the obvious radical should be chosen rather than the
unexpected radical.



SN Image Comment From | notes
]:? Change to R.92 7 SC=4 UK
00018
G_Z5002602
Change to R.37 K SC=10 UK
00036 Cf. 2BBEC, 2D447, 2D448 etc.
G_Z0201402
Eiso: The radical should be changed to “66 %" not “6 | ” from “2 | ” according to the original discussion record. Eiso, G,
U K,
Radical: 002.0 | — 066.0 (%)| The semantic component is at Sal [ Agree | Henry
jj‘ﬁ the top.
00053 l: :I )
Q) SAT pointed out the semantic element is 7%, so the radical should be “66 "
G_70872502
UK: Change to R.66 7 SC=8. Discussion record: Radical: 002.0 | - 066.0 (57), irg49.
Henry: The radical should be 66.0 << as per the discussion record, not 6.0 ] .
-ﬁj_t, Change to R.10 JL SC=10 UK
00260
G_7Z1671103
"g$ Change to R.10 JL SC=13 UK
00267 L Use the most obvious radical so it is convenient for users to find the character
G_Z5062401
BFE Change to R.12 /\ SC=8 UK
00287 T
G Z0381503
3 Change to R.19 /] SC=10 UK
00412
G_Z2841101
9% Change to R.19 }J SC=11 UK
00415 77 Use the most obvious radical so it is convenient for users to find the character

G_Z2672203




Change to R.113 7~ SC=10

UK

00418 <
G_Z0812301
31 SAT: Radical = 020.0 (") SAT,
=2} The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the bottom. Revert the previous change. Eiso
G_7Z1421501
Radical: 094.0 Eiso: The Zhuang word of G_Z1421501 is duk [tuk’], and the meaning is ‘&, which the English meaning is to “envelop and
' ' secure in a protective covering” according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary. It means that the semantic element is
fland the phonetic element is 7#. The radical should be changed back to “20 " J".
00425 Zhuang-Chinese-English Dicrionay, P. 351
duk (Zh) {B3l. . Z en-
velop and secure in a
protective covering: wrap
up A Ra di baengzsa daeuj
What Henry meant was to suggest to change the radical to “9 A” from “21 £.” on his review comments on WS2015 v4.0, | Eiso K
because Ytis a associative compound character (& &) according to i, which the rationale is M X7EA _E.
;I b This is a Grass script transliterated form of ¢ (38 = Henry Agree
00428 b]\
(G) |Radica| /‘\k:)L) is more appropriate.
GHZR10301.09
If the radical were changed to “10 JL” finally, the end users would search it hardly.
So the radical should be changed to “9 \” not “10 JL” from “21 [©.".
The evidence shows GHZR10098.10 is the variant of i(U+20970) and the radical of B (U+20970) is “23 [.” not “22 [_". Eiso 23
00432 i ;; I:] So the radical should be changed to “23 " from “22 [_".
(G) A
GHZR10098.10
The evidence shows GHZR10100.05 is the variant of [2.(U+53F5) and the radical of[5. (U+53F5) is “30 1" Eiso 23
00434 n&, The meaning of [Eis < 7], so the outside components of [F.and GHZR10100.05 are both/< . We haven’t any evidence to
Q) provewhether/Z 5 could be treated to[ _or ..

GHZR10100.05

The better way is to change the radical to “30 [1” from “22 [ ",




Eiso: The Zhuang word of G_Z4581101 sieng [0im'], and the meaning is #§F, which the English meaning is “box” | Eiso 23
according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary. The meaning of [~ (U+5338) is “box” shown by the kDefinition value
— on Unihan Database.
So the radical shoud be changed to “23 [_” from “22 [ "
00436 *H Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, 1065
(G) — sieng @ (4) T relatively
G_74581101 large box—1like container:
box, carton, case, chest,
crate, trunk A ~ faex K
Henry thought the phonetic element of G_Z1491101 is¥, the semantic element is"{on his review comments on WS2015 | Eis o, | agree
v3.0, but I think this comment was wrong. The Zhuang word of G_Z1491101 is euq [e:u®], the meaning is $#},$ &, which | UK
the English meaning is to “insist on” sth. according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary.
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 365
eug @ (F)) . BFF insist
I on; be determined to A De
00593 I]LI 1 The Zhuang pronunciation(#1: %) of "{is heuh[he:u®], and the Zhuang pronunciation of $is euq[e:u®].
(G) ~ Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 1343 &P. 1470
G_Z1491101 nj; #% [3h] heuh 3t [3)1] euq -
[ think PH&%rare both the semantic elements and phonetic elements, and it’s easier for Radical Mouth to search this
character.
I suggest changing the radical back to “30 [1” from “87 JI\”, SC=8, FS=5.
UK: Change to R.30 [ SC=8
ok Change to R.141 J£ SC=15 UK agree
00673 7#)1)
GHZR31417.03
00748 e i\g IRG#50 decision is ambiguous. Need confirmation. J agree

GHR-10512.04




TCA and HK had pointed out the correct radical on their reviews on WS2015 v2.0. Eiso
[Radical ;'S?::zzlrzdgal 10 30(0). T H
JH: In the light of the meaning, should the radical be D (Mouth,|
IR30) or AJ (Meat, R130) rather than (Scholar, R33)? If
he radical is changed to (Mouth, R30), then SC=17, FS=1;
F‘g: radical is changed to I/\ (Meat, R130), then SC=16,
00812 g ELii::ﬂCBZ
- H 2 12N
o 22001 ﬂl (@l W, i’ .
By K
haengj [hap’ @
W A&~ i8. Gou gag
haengj gwx de.gpow
WAt o @ 15 s FE R, S 33 T
-+ And China and John Knightley had also confirmed the radical should be [ not .
8
00812 ﬁ Agree
(©) =] o, - - R
G_72362401 “HTE GO MERMEE, M CET M
h “IT, QEEEREMLD fE D R, <
&%, WHAEKE.
2 (TR CHT YT RAeRET
“HEIETORET, YW R
The Zhuang word of G_Z2362401 is haengj [han?], the first and original meaning is & ,which the English meaning is to
“enjoy” according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary. It means that the semantic element is Eand the phonetic
element is 15.So the radical should be changed to “30 [1” from “130 [A”, SC=17, FS=1.
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 602
haengj ©® (3 BWK. FH.
% be fond of (doing
something) : enjoy, like
to, love to A Gou ~ doeg~
Maybe it’s an editorial error to use the Radical Meat.
*g Change to R.37 K SC=15 UK
00850 =0 Use the most obvious radical so it is convenient for users to find the character
G_Z4322303
W Change to R.48 1. SC=11 UK
00918 Cf. U+5DF0

G_Z3122402




00975

iz}

G_72412302

Change to R.10 JL SC=13

UK

00976
(G)

=

G_7Z2442301

SAT and I had explained why the radical should be changed to “77 I&” on our respective review comments.
The Zhuang word of G_Z2442301 is hanz, the meaning is “f | Eiso, SAT
1E”, and the other cognate variant form is == % shown by
the evidence, so M IE (aka /2 IF) 544 %% . The radical should
be changed to “77 1E, SC should be “11”, FS should be 4.

SAT: Radical 040.0 ™™— 077.0 (1I). The semantic

component is at the bottom.

And China’s response on this issue was to agree to change the radical to “77 11"

Agree change radical to 77.0 and SC to 11. (FS remains as 1.)

Please see the Prof. Qin’s opinion as below.
Zhuang Characters Research, P. 206

EZE

ERTFHRT (HrFi) 8244 WH9 £, s
R =/ ER ham®, TR “RIE” WEER. BAZEBETY
FE, SREHTRALETE: bR %€ £ “%” HEKRER
(BB T FAHMPR), & “&”, FRicHiE ham® (KIE)
HIBEE; T “IE” M “R” 23R “%& M % gy
X, BAMFHREFHRATHIREAN T E ( “RIE” £
“ERT, BHOM R M CIE” BR “EST).

I request to change the radical to “77 1" one more time.

Eiso




00979
(G)

o))
HY

G_722401102

The Zhuang word of G_Z2401102 is hag [ha:k®], the meaning is 2~&*#,which the English meaning is to “study” &
“school” according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary.
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 611
hag @ (4%) %8 school (as an

institution rather than

as a building) A soengq

lwgnyez bae ~ EHEF ¥

1 take a child to school

[f: hagdangz ©® (F}) 2%

study A ~ gangj Vah-

cuengh “FYPitiE; ¥t

The Zhuang pronunciation(f1: &) of ‘Eis hak [ha:k’] according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary.
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 1323

¥ [#4] hak

It means the semantic element and etymology is 2#(%), the additional phonetic element is 'E. So the radical should be
changed to “39 ", FS=4.

Eiso

01063

U7

G_Z2761302

Change to R.46 (1] SC=10

UK

01132

W

G 72142206

Change to R.10 JL SC=7
Cf.U+5164

UK




01176
(G)

5H

G_72081105
139 &

Eiso: The radical should be changed to “130 [A” not “139 f&4” according to the original discussion record, which the
comment was from SAT and me.

The Zhuang word of G Z2081105 is gumq, one of the meanings is | Eiso, SAT |Ag_ree |
back (H), and the other meanings are about human organs. The radical

should be changed to “130 17| SC should be “8”, FS should be 5.

SAT: Radical 057.05— [130.0 (JA)| The semantic component

is at the right.

J: IRG#50 decided to change radical to (130)

UK: Change to R.57 5 SC=9
HK: It is agreed that the radical is B’:—J(RBO, Meat), not @(R139, Colour). Thus the RS value should be 130.8.
Bt Cme . w5
"V
It\’g\ ﬁ\ ?\ HE\
. Z)
gumq [kum® ]

0% Rk OELEH. ~
mo gumqga’euz’ grEjﬁbo

Eiso, ],
UK, H




The discussion record of 01191(G_20431502) on WS2015 shows "Radical should be 1 #24, SC = 14, FS = 4, irg48", but Eiso
the current radical is still #59 =. ‘
59 Z i, |3041E \/:J:j
01191 T % 4 5914 EL/
14 17 G_Z0431502
GZ-0431502
The Zhuang word of G_Z0431502 is byongh [pjo:n°], and the meaning is *}2,—>%, which the English meaning is “half (of an
) /:I-; / a mount)” according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary. It means that the semantic element is **and the phonetic
01191 =/ element is &.
}L/ Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 129
byongh @ (¥) —H2—: —
¥, 2 half (of an amount)
A ~ doengj raemx ndeu ¥
7K half a bucket of
water / bi ~ —%E¥ one and
a half years [d]: buenq @
So the radical must be changed to “24 1+, and then SC=15(not 14), TS=17, FS=4.
—H Change to R.72 H SC=15 UK
01621 Hﬂ“}ﬁ
G_Z4951601
The Zhuang word of G_Z4462201 is sak [@a:k’], the meaning is #F,which the English meaning is “pestle” according to the | Eiso
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary. It means that the semantic element is #Fand the phonetic element is 2.So the radical
7I<é|: should be changed back to “75/K” from “139 &, SC=10, FS=3.
01739 % Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 1036
(G) sak (%) HFM large pestle
G_Z4462201 used with a large stone
mortar: pestle A Miz aen
Ch .68 =} SC=
7'—: A ange to R.68 =} SC=6 UK
01516 k>
G_Z1022302
%: Change to R.68 =}- SC=8 UK
01517 7] Use the most obvious radical so it is convenient for users to find the character

G_Z1031201




Radical - 131.0 (E2) SAT
The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the top.
01523
G_Z1691401
Radical: 069.0
) Radical - 043.0 (JT) SAT
L The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
01562
G_Z0862201
Radical: 072.0
Radical > 073.0 (H) SAT
H The evidence suggests that the meaning is about word, thus it should fall under H instead of H, unless the left side is an error
01632 | G 70821310 | of 1.
Radical: 072.0
[] Radical - 030.0 () SAT
The evidence suggests that the top-left [ is the determinative for derived character.
01695
(G_Z4881302
Radical: 075.0
t Radical - 061.0 (.[) SAT
mu\ The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
01745 1 G_72982202
Radical: 075.0
I Change to R.75 /K SC=19 UK
01795 s
G_Z0431701
H; Radical > 187.0 (55) SAT
- ,.\j The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the middle.
01904
GHZR42147.22
Radical: 082.0
e Radical = 119.0 (k) SAT
J’t' The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the middle.
0191> 1 570381203

Radical: 082.0




N t Radical - 061.0 (/L) SAT
y . . . .
{JD\ The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
02002
G_Z2982305
Radical: 085.0
7% SAT: Radical - 085.0 (7K) SAT,
= The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the top. Eiso
G_Z3341203 )
Radical: 109.0 Eiso: The Zhuang word of G_Z3341203 is mug [muk®], the meaning is £.J#,which the English meaning is “nasal mucus”
adical: . .
02096 according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary.It means that the semantic element is J%#and the phonetic element is
H. The radical should be changed back to “85 7K” SC=12, FS=4.
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 851
mig (%) E¥f nasal mucus:
boogers #, mucus, snot /7
37:J< Change toR.17 L[ SC=11 UK
02110
G_Z0772201
vl Change to R.130 4 SC=16 UK K
02132 H
GHZR42275.10
K, Change to R.102 [ SC=13 UK X
02289 ==
GHZR52734.12
Radical > 073.0 (H) SAT
The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
02351
G_Z0231401
Radical: 091.0
Radical - 001.0 (—) SAT
The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
02355
G_7Z3932105

Radical: 092.0




=, SAT: Radical = 057.0 (5}) SAT,
ﬁ:‘- The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the top. Eiso
G_Z3912101
Radical: 092.0 Eiso: The Zhuang word of G_Z3912101 is nyag [na:k®], the meaning is f%%?. We can know the cognate variant of
02357 G_73912101 is fif(U+7811), butfif(U+7811) on this case is different from the Hanzif#, which the Chinese meaning of fiis
to “polish” according the kDefinition value on Unihan Database. We need to group G_Z3912101 and #fto understand the
rationale. F'is the phonetic element, which the non-entering tone(%7%££) became the entering tone( A %), the semantic
element is f§{ %, which means the component 47 of i (U+7811)is from fiff and the component #of G_Z3912101is from 7%.
So the radical should be changed to “57 =” from “92 “+”, SC=6, FS=3.
Eiso: The Zhuang word of &G_Z4831501;&G_Z4831501; is vangjvangj [wa:n® wa:n®], the meaning is 257, but the usage Eiso,
seems to be related with the gate. We can confirm the phonetic element is Feasily, and F (U+20063) on this case is the | SAT
G 74831501 half of inot mbiengj or others. So the radical should be changed to “2 | ” from “96 ", SC=7, FS=5.
T Please also see the comment from Chen Zhixiang on China’s response on WS2015 v2.0 as below.
Radical: 096.0
3. ﬁﬁ is a variant of Fﬂ_:. i is the Simplification of F3] So left-side component of FE is 00 (U+20063 ) which is half of
02455
; i
(M. 1)
SAT: Radical - 063.0 (J7)
The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the left, which represents a single half of double doors or [§
(U+9580), being equivalent toJ7 (U+6236).
> SAT: Radical - 067.0 (X) SAT,
Q The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right. Eiso
02526 G_Z4612203 N
Radical: 100.0 Eiso: The Zhuang word of G_Z4612203 is sinq [8in®], the meaning is {7, and the English meaning is “letter”. It means the
‘ . semantic element is 3, which the letter is related to the writing, and the phonetic element is . So the radical should be
changed to “67 " from “100 4", SC=5, FS=3.
Radical - 075.0 (K) SAT
The evidence suggests that the phonetic component is at the right.
02571 | G_74861402

Radical: 102.0




&53 Radical > 130.0 (A) SAT
N The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
02577 .
G_Z1432204
Radical: 102.0
- Radical = 140.0 (/1) SAT
The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
02659
G_Z0222102
Radical: 106.0
H Change to R.107 FZ SC=8 UK
02681
G Z0262601
?jj Radical - 019.0 (/7) SAT
JITL
02696 | GHZR52743.08
Radical: 108.0
AYA Radical - 010.0 (JL) SAT
N The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
02711
G_Z71482101
Radical: 108.0
Radical - 009.0 (A\) SAT disagre
02823 The evidence suggests that the bottom 2 is the determinative. e
UK-01453

Radical: 111.0




Eiso: The Zhuang word of G_Z4211202 is rib [yip®], the meaning is &/ ,which the English meaning is “nail” according to | Eiso, H
the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary. It means that the semantic element is Fand the phonetic element is 3/..So the
radical should be changed to “102 HH” from “117 3" SC=5, FS=4.
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 984
rib @ (%) W nail of a
R finger or toe: nail A ~
03069 lL fwngz F-F5H fingernail /
(G)
G_24211202 HK: The meaning of G_Z4211202 is nail and the semantic component is EFI Should the radical be BE](Field, R102)?
VRGNS,
rib [¥ip®] s, I
Evidence: 4 IBIES j \o
The Zhuang word of G_Z2671101 is laeb [lap®], the meaning is & 37,1% 37,which the English meaning is to “construct”, to | Eiso
“build” according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary.#thas a dialectal usage to mean constructing. It means that the
semantic element is #£and the phonetic element is 37..So the radical should be changed to “32 1" from “117 A" SC=12,
}~ FS=3.
03077 i - Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 673
(G) .i:. laeb @ (3)) MEA KT

G_722671101

#. #HM construct (a
building or civil engi-
neering project) : build,
erect, make A Bi’gvaq




03080
(G)

G_724082203

Eiso: The Zhuang word of G_Z4082203 is raep [yap’], the meaning is 5¢,which the English meaning is “basket” according
to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary. It means that the semantic element is 7 (#€)and the phonetic element is 3/..So
the radical should be changed to “118 17” from “117 3/.”, SC=10, FS=4.
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 968
raep @ (%) —MEF, Hr woven basket used to

B, MRk, W= contain poultry being

ARG, —REFFHmms  sold, typically holding

F: %®F. % kind of  twoor three birds: basket

% 7
HK: The meaning of G_Z4082203 is cage and the semantic component is jEI Should the radical be (Bamboo, R118)? If
yes, then SC=10, TS=16.

KIS
R (% )
raep [¥ap' | miEBw
Y AN |

N\

Evidence:




03081
(G)

i

G_Z4252202
117 37

The Zhuang word of G_Z4252202 is roeb [yop®], the meaning is i£.It means that the semantic element is #%and the
phonetic element is 37..So the radical should be changed to “162 2" from “117 37", SC=12, FS=4.

=

NAZ
HK: The meaning of G_Z4252202 is come upon and the semantic component is & Should the radical be 7\E (Walk, R162)?

If yes, by taking the SC of component Q as 3,SC=12, TS=14.
IRGN954AR #40:

I~ idozE
RE (P w. w0

roeb [vop'] &, s

i%; l@. ”"ﬂﬁﬁﬁ‘-}?o

Roeb sou youq Namz-

Evidence: ningz' Efﬁ"—?i&m T{’/R ﬂ‘]o

Discussion record: S€ 11, irg48.

40

Eiso, H




Eiso: Henry had pointed out the radical is inapposite on his review on WS2015 v3.0. I agree with him. Eiso,
03131 118 JoeN Radical 03131 G_Z4682206: Phonetic is £, semantic is 37, Radical Henry UK
Lt #K should be 3 #67, SC = 14, FS =3.
TU'T G_Z4682206
The Zhuang word of G_Z4682206 is son [fo:n?], the meaning is #{,which the English meaning is to “teach” according to
the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary.
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 1085
son O{z}) # teach (a subject
or a skill) A ~ ciengq go
05;(1}331 #UBEK teach singing / ~
G 74682206 The meanings between 3 (culture)and #{(education)are related, such as the modern Chinese word 3 #. The initial of
- G_Z4682206 is [0], and the initial of &is /(> f}; the vowel of G_Z4682206 is [o:n], and the vowel of His [l|##EHE, and we
have good reasons to believe the vowel of Ll##in the Proto-Yué-Dialect was close to /o/. We can confirm the
pronunciation of & on this case has accorded with the phonological status closely.
It means that the semantic element is 3 and the phonetic element is %..So the radical should be changed to “67 " from
“11817", SC=14, FS=3.
UK: Change to R.67 3 SC=14
=y Change to R.113 7/~ SC=13 UK
=
03132 73—\‘
G_Z1152302
Eiso: The Zhuang word of G_Z0062205 is baed [pat®], the meaning is %&,which the English meaning is the “ancestor shrine | Eiso, H
F-“J)., in a home” according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary. It means that the semantic element is Z£and the phonetic
lﬁ# element is /& .So the radical should be changed to “40 " from “130 [A”, SC=20, FS=5.
Q Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, PP. 26 through 27
03483 baed @ (%) ML, #E. #  home, inset in a wall:
G_Z0062205 PR . . -
(G) 130 B % ancestor shrine in a shrine [Fl: ham ® {(4)
19 23 HK: The meaning of G_Z0062205 is niche or shrine and the semantic component is ;B Should the radical be (Roof,

R40)? If yes, then SC=20, TS=23.




03480
(G)

i)
G_72931101
130

Eiso: The Zhuang word of G_Z2931101 is loengz [lon?], the meaning is %,which the English meaning is “loose-fitting of
the clothes” according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary. It means that the semantic element is Zand the phonetic
element is the left component, & (U+2668F)which is the half of #Eon this case.So the radical should be changed to “40 ~”

from “130 [A”, SC=21, FS=4.
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 730

=z N
HK: The meaning of G_Z2931101 is loose and the semantic component is El Should the radical be (Roof, R40)? If yes,

then SC=21, TS=24.

FEICm)

loengz [lon* ] ¢xpm)

Rk BHinn~4s, Geu
buh neix loengz

Evidence: lal x: ﬁ{*ﬁﬂ&j‘ﬁ T °

Discussion record: SC 20, irg48.

loengz () % (FERMRFE)
loose-fitting (of
clothes): big, large,
loose A Geubuhneix ~ lai,

Eiso, H




kx

4

Eiso: The Zhuang word of G_Z2181407 is gwnz [kwn?], the meaning is _,which the English meaning is “upper or
superposed location” according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary. It means that the semantic element is _and the
phonetic element is £ .So the radical should be changed to “1 —” from “138 [£”, SC=8, FS=2.
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 562
gz @ (%) frBEAERILH:

. BT upper or super-

posed location; upward

direction: on, top {(of),

upon A Diuz giuz neix,

HK: The meaning of G_Z2181407 is top and the semantic component is J: Should the radical be (One, R1)? If yes, then

Eiso

03527
G_72181407 - =
(G) 138 E SC=8, TS=9.
_— 2 . =
TR % (7&‘\ N IL\ 3=, H
3 T 9 e 5L
g5 L. BN O#)
» 2
gwnz [kwn*] 1 1
CTL 3 . 18 3 Biff~.
De naengh youq baih-
Evidence: 8WTZ {11 7 |1,
The Zhuang word of G_Z4572301 is sieg [8i:k®], the meaning is /] F,which the English meaning is “laddle” or “spoon” | Eiso
according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary. It means that the semantic element is ““Jand the phonetic element is
f2.So the radical should be changed to “20 “]” from “139 &, SC=7, FS=3.
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 1063
sieg @ (%) P (BB
small ladle, such as that
03534 / \ used for ladling rice
(G) | porridge: ladle @ (&)

G_Z4572301

—/NBZE: I amount
capable of being con—
tained in a small ladle:
ladle of, ladleful of ©
(%) /N small spoon:
spoon @ (&) —/NMJZ &:




03534 /U /j
,\J The meaning of G_Z4572301 is ladle and the semantic component is . Should the radical be (Wrap, R20)? If yes, then
G_z4572301 | SC=7,T5=3.
139 & iii’»] sieg [ei:ks ] SE
=) .
3 T ~ft f3 p. Aeu
sieg daeuj daek
1 &A oz 3
Evidence: Iaeu.l‘ FEATREBE °
03538

G_7Z3412303

[T

E

The meaning of G_73412303 is heavy and the semantic component is . Should the radical be %(Village, R166)? If yes,

then SC=8, TS=15.

JEL o, g . i-.ﬁ‘

fE, B, 1.
0E . . m\zé,
fifi, ¥R )

naek [nak' |@®. &g
rap mwngz
naek lai. mxgiET k&
T. @F 8. & g~
Bonj saw neix naek
lai. g xHHELEL. OF
(): ~Bp, Naeksim,
L. ORE .

~4, Diuz

. £ s
Evidence: < ‘L%




03582 140 Y $ $ H disagre
Tj{i The meaning of UK-02801 is carry and the semantic component is . Should the radical be (Cart, R159.1)? e
7 - g # - -
e % (&) 16 us <D R, HHF. OFE: “~,
E Q'Ulo i E?}_ﬁ_ﬂ‘:: “N\ g’ Bl‘ﬂ% ﬁ‘ﬁ!.. " m%
_ g 4 “« < . | PAs "o )y »
UK-02801 Evidence.  TFAEHL: © CTHED . s BAb
03639 /+{‘\ N j( H
l‘j The meaning of G_Z0401401 is forehead and the semantic component is . Should the radical be (Big, R37)? If yes,
G Z0401401 then SC=12, TS=15.
_om A (B B B0
R b a . E .7
11 [ 15 yak [pja:k’] g,
M ~. najbyak., g
Evidence: 5‘?0
The Zhuang word of G_Z2472104 is hawq [haw®], the meaning is T ,which the English meaning is “dry” according to the | Eiso
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary.
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 624
hawq (&) #®AKTEIKSEH
B/, T, T free or
relatively free of
moisture (of objects and
matter): dry, parched A
03692 Nl The pronunciations of [in several dialectsare shown as below.
(©) MU BEPEALIY FISE | heu

G_72472104

REFEG R TE 55, fiou

BETUHRAEHEIEF3E. hay

EVEEAUAREE . haw

BEVEIHAL hou
EVEE =% hw

We can know the pronunciation of G_Z2472104 is from the one ofﬁﬁaccording to the table above.
It means that the semantic element is T (¥7)and the phonetic element is [%.So the radical should be changed back to “51
1" from “141/%", SC=11, FS=2.




03725
(G)

el

G_720821101

The Zhuang word of K&G_Z0821101; is daihcoengz [ta:i® con?], the meaning is X H. There are two meanings of K H (X
&) for Chinese culture, one means the “giant worm”, such as (&0 iR E A E) REANMLUE K SN FE M, and 75

Hexpained that B[l#j; & 17; the other meaning which is more popular is “tiger”, such as  (7K{#F{&) shown as below.
N#RR NS (2002), 55+ 1, P. 66(Lesson15 The Jingydng Ridge)

HEAR A HEYT [ sne P, Rl —FEFE,
o . RiRb, BSXIMEE, R
PA Bk, BT +H55E, AP HKEPA LR R AT
ERIERT. RAMEREWHEEE 1, FRFRS
BB Bk, BT, R B L,
IAMER SIS, TR HCE ALK AR
[ o 2 AiaL s 3 K mpunsiesk,
PSR T IR, JUR TRBHE, RT 1+

i, RAMEIS KB T T s £, 5 ]
MRATRA — SN T . R 5 5 gt g

Note that (F[Z[]) (The Jingydng Ridge), also called (EIAFTFE) (Wit Song Fights the Tiger),is a very famous and
popular story in China and this lesson has moved to the current Book B used for Grade 5(Lesson 20).
K ICZE, SUE U AT . AT T A
Wi, Wooe 1y PETHERE A . W aCRET AR & B
I o A AT D KPR 1d R P '3 & N G L [
g M AR T, PR A XY FARM TR B
I S TR P 5 Il T & P KR (R

NS (:‘- x

A S LIS A @, ke TN, el o LT
st iU fir o T ICFBLLIDINL 5 1 it . XD S ES L RBAT G SC, FX
T N1 L1010 O Rl 1T W I £ o 7 N 0 W P R ¢
e N AN AL K, X St 1, gl S
UL TR Ak edegik . SWIHg

Dafl s Bk 2 O A, @B G NI N as. @R U 5)

Eiso

vl
{ .lrl
—




/N
=

The Zhuang word of G_Z2642503 is iq [i®], the meaning is /J\,which the English meaning is “little” according to the
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary. It means that the semantic element is /J>and the phonetic element is 1X.So the radical
should be changed to “42 /|»” from “145 1<” SC=6, FS=4.

Eiso

03778 Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 651
(GQ) iq @ (JB) /P small in size:
G 72642503 diminutive J£, little,
small, tiny A ranz ~ /)
Y, Change to R.145 7% SC=10 UK
03804 %)JX
G_Z0841103
n§ Change to R.147"' Il SC=7 UK
03825 L
G_Z4071301
Ha Change to R.130 P SC=9 UK
03852

GHZR42250.06




EIN

The Zhuang word of G_Z2392101 is haeuj [hau®], the meaning is A, 3,2 which the English meaning is to “enter”, to “put
sth. into an enclosing space”, to “install sth. on another thing” according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary.

Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 607

haeuj @ (3 #. A enter A

encoffined ® (&) IELKF
RO BRI E (i
WEBGEEE) . &, £
put (something) into an
enclosing space, such as
quilt padding into a quilt
cover A Mwngz mbouj rox ~

come and help. @ (&) 4
YImER RPN ARE: &
&, . R install
(something) on another
thing: attach, fasten on,
install M ~ bakcae %t I

Eiso

03964 One of the meanings of Ain Cantonese is #£ Ashown as below.
(©) (BEM 7T ) P 433
G_72392101 . .
[Alieps @FEA:~R| | ~8|
~ M| B Eeaenesex @F
AFR~EFE~X? | ~FBI~K|~Fl
~O|l~it @ZmEx:~17|~&|~
fHI~HE~R” ORE: H~—Waxw
It means that the semantic element is A. It’s better to change the radical to “11 A” from “151 %", SC=7, FS=1.
03971 151 & j‘_‘ j: " =
The meaning of GHZR63804.11 is high and dry place and the semantic component is . Should the radical be (Earth,
R32)? If the radical is so changed, then SC=12, TS=15.
=
Evidence: F“3G" (HERMTFE - LH) . “&”, “W BT,
GHZR63804.11
03983 IX_Xj H ]
75{ According to the evidence, the radical should be (Net, R122). If the radical is changed to R122, then SC=10, TS=14.
GHZR63853.12 2=
152 2k jﬁ%{n“%’%(EE%?%-W%B):“i,ﬁiﬂ_‘fio}!
—= Evidence: tho”

7 14




.ma The Zhuang word of G_Z2142301 is gvanq [kva:n®], the meaning is 5 ,which the additional explanation after the character | Eiso
04045 I—l Tion the evidence is [HFf—TF#Hi%% 5y — 1. It means that the explanatory semantic element is T, the phonetic element
(G) )\ and the etymology is 71 (&) on this case.So the radical should be changed to “24 " from “154.1 £”, SC=10, FS=2.
G_72142301
o Change to R.162 & SC=17 UK
04316 L. Use the most obvious radical so it is convenient for users to find the character
G_Z2071403
jﬁ“x Change to R.162 & SC=11 UK
04302 l s A Use the most obvious radical so it is convenient for users to find the character
G_7Z1871405
Eiso G_Z3312101 is the simplified variant of Bf(U+498E), and the radical of F(U+498E) is [, so the radical of Eiso,
G_Z3312101 should be changed back to “169.1 ['1” from “10 JL”, SC=4, FS=1. UK
Jton this case is to prompt the Zhuang word maenz /man?/, which means the money unit of PRC, so JCis the phonetic
element as well.
1Oyuan—db1naenz
»
—
04603 l ’l
(@)
G_73312101 L
On the other hand we can also say it's a X ¥J5%, mon is (] 1) 7TV, because the vowel of Jtis LIHEITLEE (1A =) and we
can believe the essential vowel(#2/1) of [L/#in the Proto-Yue-Dialect was close to /o/.
UK: Change to R.169' [] SC=4
Use the most obvious radical so it is convenient for users to find the character
[32% Change to R.85 7K SC=14 UK Foot
04708 ’ steps
GHZR74482.01
- Change to R.173 [ SC=9 UK
04738 Cf. 2E99E, 2E9AF, 2E9B0, 2E9B3 etc.

G_74352403




— The evidence shows j#&KC-00334;F£9R, so we can confirm the meaning of KC-00334 is related to hide or to store up. The | Eiso change
00429 E’Z IDS submitted by ROK is {51~ % not/ & %,
(K) — The radical should be changed to “23 [” from “22 [ _".
KC-00334
ZIL* Change to R.54 Z_ SC=7 UK K
01153 Use the most obvious radical so it is convenient for users to find the character
USAT06491
7|< The evidence shows “#%... 2 [ ... A\ /R&USAT03891;%..”, so we can know USAT03891 is the variant of *¥(U+2298F) or | Eiso N 0
01671 *$(U+22992). As we know, *%(U+2298F) or *%(U+22992) is M\ X 7%, so top component AKcame from 7, and the ancient change
(SAT) X meaning of ¥is similar to .
USAT03891 The radical should be changed to “29 " from “75 /X", SC=4, FS=1.
EH— -~ The evidence shows “Bf = & USAT05012;”. Does it mean USAT05012 is the variant of Ef:?If yes, is it better to change the | Eiso 8|
02469 4 radical to “102 H” from “96 %"? SC=6, FS=5.
(SAT) JJ L
USAT05012
Eiso: The radical should be changed to “26 ! ” not “130 A” from “74 H” according to the original discussion record. Eiso,] | [!
The evidence shows “...... USATO05873...... BERMXE WMESL | Eiso Change the
HPEDEE . so this character is the variant form of §P. radical to
The better radical is 130 [
01642 \ -
(SAT) I pointed out USAT05873 is the variant of J}(U+5375)on my review comments on WS2015 v4.0, but SAT thought the best
< radical is !, which the radical of Jlon Kangxi Dictionary is ! as well, and the result of the discussion at IRG #49 was to
USAT05873 change the radical to “26 [ ” not “130 A",
J: IRG#50 decided to change radical to [] (26)
m Change to R.46 11| SC=19 UK %
04187 [

USATO05679




RS Change to R.140 J1i SC=11 UK No
02087 E Variant of U+2B2577fwhich is R.140
T13-2D26
pi=| Change to R.108 Illl SC=7 UK No
02038 JITL Use the most obvious radical so it is convenient for users to find the character
T13-2C79
SIA Change to R.108 Illl SC=7 UK No
02039 Use the most obvious radical so it is convenient for users to find the character
T13-2C7A
ﬁ Radical = 130.0 (A) SAT No
~
/’J The character is related to #& (U+7136), thus tofik(U+80BO0).
T13-2D6A
02393 \
\
-
UK-01584
Radical: 094.0
3 Change to R.30 [ SC=12 UK no
02437 Ej&
T13-2D76
Change to R.107 7 SC=6 UK No
02849 Eﬁ
T13-2F46
1 Change to R.127 3 SC=4 UK *
02972 Vi Discussion record: keep radical 5§, irg46.
T13-2F68
%y( Change to R.72 H SC=9 UK no
02997 =

T13-2F71




L Change to R.79 %% SC=11 UK no
03009 e
T13-2F74
Eiso: The radical should be changed to “14 “ ™ not “17 [|” according to the discussion record. Eiso, | 1224
—— UK
X ﬁ raidical sc 7, irg49.
03334
T13-303C
(T)
T13-303C
UK: Change to R.14 "~ SC=7. Discussion record: radical 14", sc 7, irg49
—L— UK-01732 is the simplified variant of (U+3977) and the radical of &(U+3977) is “61 /L, so the radical should be | Eiso i
01142 j\ changed to “61 /[ from “53 | ", SC=9, FS=4.
(UK) I LN
UK-01732
/JX Radical = 130.0 (A) SAT
~
“ The character is related to %4 (U+7136), thus tofik(U+80B0).
T13-2D6A
02393 N
y
-
UK-01584
Radical: 094.0
3. Evidences
S/N Glyph Evidence Comment From notes
01512 Questionable evidence. SAT keep

[

UK-01624

50/35 @J o~ ’%ﬁ The context seems to indicate & (U+2301E) rather

than this character. Is the transcription accurate?




00047 I » SNy Trm—— Possibly non-Han script. SAT keep
H This passage describes that Khitans embroider their
UK-02962 ﬁk K@%‘_‘\‘ banner with the piece of writing, alongside translation
to Chinese. It is suspected to be a reproduction of a
E :I . g E H Khitan, or some non-Han script character.
A - a ‘“’ i
— - - N N ?‘;. =
uestionable evidence. eep
01559 Questionabl id SAT ki
= ’14/21 v/ G g There is another character (02562) appears in the
UK-01555 same document, with similar but less presumable
description. Is this character a result of valid alteration
in ancient script, or some kind of editorial error?
01575 » > Evidence unclear. SAT keep
HL , & ﬂ’ Too small to identify. Is there any supporting evidence?
G_PGLG2013 2’
6 % »
p &L
00128 it | Evidence unclear. SAT Already
rd e “o a‘ ﬁ Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any change
UTC-01202 B x _E supporting evidence?




02028 N . ' . - Evidence unclear. SAT Encode
{)’?( ‘f‘ i ﬁ BE Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any both
UTC-01241 ﬁ a ﬁ _'E supporting evidence? We also found another
o # competing glyph shape shown below. (Note: it does
- not mean we trust this one, either.)
Y
sud W Ll o E
E AT 1 ~— 7o~ B
https://ctext.org/library.pl?
if=gb&file=60541&page=111
02111 \‘ 3/9F ~ & . Partially illegible. Following HLy, who takes top right element Questionable evidence. SAT withdraw
as W LL?t?anscribcs a The evidence states “Partially illegible”. There are
UK-01533 . = doubt on how much authentic the transcription
attempt could be.
02137 iflﬁ g 3 — Evidence unclear. SAT withdraw
E\. C E Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any
UTC-01256 m ?% supporting evidence?
02145 \ - r ———— Evidence unclear. SAT withdraw
l%ll ﬂ + —x # Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any
UTC-01257 ! m I. iﬁ supporting evidence?
02190 Evidence unclear. SAT keep

%

UTC-01263

Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any
supporting evidence?



https://ctext.org/library.pl?if=gb&file=60541&page=111
https://ctext.org/library.pl?if=gb&file=60541&page=111
https://ctext.org/library.pl?if=gb&file=60541&page=111

02212 T Evidence unclear. SAT keep
I ﬁ Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any
UTC-01265 ! supporting evidence?
’E‘ )
J: -
02262 o , — Questionable evidence. SAT withdraw
A % i There are more than two different glyphs impressed in
UTC-01272 .- modern type (cf. 02284) representing the same
ﬁ %t person’s name, which reminds us of a high probability
_-E of editorial error.
02277 4 . Evidence unclear. SAT keep
I !}J Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any
UTC-01275 % t supporting evidence?
herr
02284 '}‘[’? Questionable evidence. SAT withdraw
C %g ;' There are more than two different glyphs impressed in
UTC-01276 I modern type (cf. 02262) representing the same
4 person’s name, which reminds us of a high probability
) of editorial error.
> R
02299 1 e Evidence unclear. SAT keep
K AE Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any
UTC-01279 % j: supporting evidence?




02309 Questionable evidence. SAT Move to
m% The left hand side does not look like a usual realization ws 2017
T13-2D59 of JT\. It is probably a variant of J|[.
02315 Questionable evidence. SAT Move to
l The left hand side does not look like a usual realization ws 2017
T13-2D5B of JT\. It is probably a variant of J][. Also looks like Ilifi
(U+25673).
02387 5 : Questionable evidence. SAT Withdraw
:), The ancient form does not look like the transcribed
UK-01480 . glyph. Is this a popular transcription? Some other
literature that refers to the book prefers 4 (U+246D1).
http://www.guoxuedashi.com/kangxi/pic.php?
f=ijzldzd&p=72
g MR- oem
02463 m Evidence unclear. SAT Keep

==
T13-2E22

Lug

Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any
supporting evidence?



http://www.guoxuedashi.com/kangxi/pic.php?f=jjzldzd&p=72
http://www.guoxuedashi.com/kangxi/pic.php?f=jjzldzd&p=72
http://www.guoxuedashi.com/kangxi/pic.php?f=jjzldzd&p=72

02471 I Evidence unclear. SAT Keep
m Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any
T13-2E24 supporting evidence?
02472 Evidence unclear. SAT Keep
EE It is not clearly rendered as 47 within the evidence. It
T13-2E23 could also be ¥twith an extra stroke.
02702 BB Evidence unclear. SAT keep
oI The top part is not unambiguous enough to support
T13-2E7C the proposed glyph; it could be double H, double H,
or BH(which the right character on this image is
supposed to have?)
02941 e Questionable evidence. SAT withdraw
"I‘I% The highlighted character in the image should have the
KC-02995 radical ¢ (145). The entire paragraph is a quotation of
CE 4R RHEY , which on this part reads “BE32mEH
AR .
https://zh.wikisource.org/wiki/
%ESHAEX%SBWHEE%IBWBE/%ES%ED%B722H#%E3%80%8
A%E7%99%BD%E7%BA4%B5%E7%AF%87 %E5%A4%A7%
02955 e Questionable evidence. SAT withdraw

%

KC-03037

The highlighted character in the image should have the
radical 7% (145). The sequence reads “¥% &5 &1 =,
which is assumed to be a title of court servants in
charge of footwear. In this case, it should be unified to



https://zh.wikisource.org/wiki/%25E5%25AE%258B%25E6%259B%25B8/%25E5%258D%25B722%23%25E3%2580%258A%25E7%2599%25BD%25E7%25B4%25B5%25E7%25AF%2587%25E5%25A4%25A7%25E9%259B%2585%25E3%2580%258B_%25E6%2598%258E%25E5%25B8%259D%25E9%2580%25A0

02964

=

T13-2F64

Not modern form. SAT
% The character shows a stylistic variation in Clerical

Script (3#), which is not necessarily rendered into
the proposed shape in Regular Script (H&&).

\)1«- )

IVD

4. Font designs& normalizations

Does not match PRC conventions, consider normalize left hand side to Hii (which is also present in the evidence

provided); i and 1 is unifiable, refer to discussion record for 03860.

149

X

il

7 UK-02918

Dilk

unified to U+46E9 (concluded at IRG47), irg48.

Bottom stroke of Afl / Hi should be #2.

SN Image Type Comment From
Eiso: The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso,
7—‘ \} - Henry
00041 —D ) D h
) J_ :) font design l
G_73181301
Henry: Does not match PRC conventions, does not match evidence. Last stroke of I should be &, not T,
: The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso
00065 &/ >
font design
@ F: 8
G_71652501
00119 | 30058 \ Normalizatio N Henry
=70 n Tk
73791503 G_Z3791503




Eiso: The glyph should match the evidence. The second stroke of the right component is different. Eiso,
N /\ Henry
00184 .
font design
@) j(ﬂ 8
G_7Z1511401
Henry: Does not match PRC conventions, 5th stroke of fk should be f;
00189 | 303D9 Misdesigned | Does not match PRC conventions, second stroke of 4 should be dot. Henry
F 517 f]\¢ glyph
GZ-2241401 ﬁ¢
G_Z2241401
00250 | 30E12 A=k Misdesigned | According to PRC Conventions, the second dot of 41 should be #fi Henry
B 15412 )]E\ glyph ™~
GZ-1741401 / N
JIE
G_Z1741401
00270 | 30638 /- Misdesigned | Does not match PRC conventions; last stroke of %% should be #5. Henry
A& 7515 %l: glyph
GZ-0042102 %‘E
G_Z0042102
00315 | 3100C Misdesigned | Does not match PRC Conventions, last stroke of left component should be #f; Henry
2 1686 I(’E glyph
(62:3842301 ﬁ,&
G_Z3842301
00340 | 3010B Misdesigned | Does not match PRC conventions, for consistency with other characters from G_Z, right hand side should be Henry
;1612 { ]% glyph normalized to i, phonetic is 3.

GZ-3542301

#E and £ are Source Code Separations and unifiable; following Kangxi conventions (i.e. count by ) SC = 13;

TC=15.
AR b =

{1

G_Z3542301




00351 | 30116 H:]]T‘ Misdesigned | The second last stroke of H} should be slanted upwards. Henry
L) 7 T glyph | Refer to 00350
GZ-0851501 17 L1
8 | 10 | GHZR10065.04
, The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso
00531 :& : font design
© }(/ ,
G_70581301 /
00536 | 301C1 g_&/g’ Misdesigned | Does not match PRC Conventions: last stroke of left component should be #i2. Henry
28 HY glyph
GZ-0811201 %%
G_Z0811201
XX The glyph should match the evidence. The second stroke of the upper left component is different. Eiso
00546 . @g
font design
(©) — 8
G_70842401
The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso
00563 l]’ . 4
font design
() J\ g
G_Z0331303
|:' The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the bottom left component is different. Eiso
00567 j([ .
font design
(G) J 8

G_Z3442105




The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso
A
A 1
font design
© H :
G_Z1702401 Note that Japan had pointed out this one on their review on WS2015 v1.1.
the shape of "J¢" is slightly different
between the evidence and proposed|
&% E glyph (font design issue) "
Eiso: UTC proposed to normalize the glyph to follow the PRC conventions on their review on WS2015 Eiso, ]
v2.0.
Font design  [The élyph matches the evidence, but the right- [UTC
side component does not follow PRC
m Eg lconventions
G_Z2902401 ﬁg
00623 G 72902401 normalizatio
(G) 30033 - —T x n China agreed to normalize the glyph on their corresponding response.
RS | ill change the glyph to follow PRC
G2-2902401 .
conventions
However, there has been changed anything till now. I agree with UTC and request to normalize this glyph
again.
il: The glyph should match the evidence. The fourth stroke of the left component is different. Eiso
00659 :Ey .
font design
@ / K 8
G_71831401
00693 | 30255 Fe Misdesigned | Top should be X instead of K. KX is the phonetic. Henry
Y I ol glyph
GZ-1241401 @
G_71241401
00980 | 300D4 E’EE Misdesigned | According to the PRC Conventions, the last stroke of ‘H. should be $&. The right hand side should be normalized | Henry
, lyph
Lo gvp to 5t instead of JE.
GZ-3951603

Py

G_Z3951603




The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso
o b
01(2)12 $ font design ®
G_74642401
' l . Eiso
01023 The glyph should match the evidence. The first stroke of the bottom component is different. ﬁ
) font design
By Note that Japan had pointed out this one on their review on WS2015 v1.1.
G_ZO3 6 1 3 O 1 B the top component "Ll1" is wider than J
(=22 | sl in the evidence. also the left verticall
% { E, stroke of "J" in the evidence is curved|
(font design issue)
Font design | Henry: Glyph in PDAM 2.2 does not match WS2015 v5. ], Henry
303AE . J: Glyph is intentionally changed from WS2015 although no discussion record.
01073 w4613 m/ﬁc‘& i
GZ-1761307 Iu‘\
G_Z1761307
The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso
-
01(8?8 2 I 2 | font design
G_75051401
I The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different Eiso
01(8395 EE“ font design
G_Z4461201




01096 | 303C2 > Misdesigned | According to PRC conventions, the last stroke of 7% should be $2. Henry
I 813 é% glyph
6Z-0881101 i%—
G_Z0681101
01147 | 303F6 Misdesigned | According to the PRC conventions, the last stroke of £ should be % Henry
I 5312 Ez glyph
GPGLG2017
%
G_PGLG2017
01149 | 303F8 m Misdesigned | According to the PRC conventions, the last stroke of & should be . Henry
I~ 5314 E]E glyph N
GZ-3112502
il
G_Z3112502
Henry: According to the PRC conventions and the evidence, the last stroke of left component should be 5. Eiso
Eiso: The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different.
01150 .
font design
@) Elg &
G_70431401
01156 | 303FB Misdesigned | The top _I= (phonetic) and /I (semantic of grass) should not be joined. Refer to the original evidence. Henry
# 553 glyph
GZ-0601401
G_Z0601401
01174 | 3040D 51 92 Normalizatio | Consider normalize right hand side to 5% to follow PRC conventions. 5§ and 7€ are present in (i —ilt57{k5: = Henry
5 5738 &~ n
GZ-1912202 )

078

G_71912202




01403 | 304E5 Normalizatio Henry
F 647 ‘jl‘ )% n %}FFT:}
GHR-41993.18 GHZR41993.18
PRC rejected the normalization of the right hand component to /i based on the evidence in —YJ#8¥% % that
¥ JF has a different meaning.
¥ (BEER) in —YI#EE 2% is a vulgar form of . Meanwhile, 01403 according to the HYDZD quote
from & is a vulgar form of #% (1#).
However, Jif is frequently used as the vulgar form of both J& and Jj?, by itself and also as a component. & and
Ji% are also frequently interchanged in vulgar use. Example:
:bli\
A F - %.
i 2 0 ¢ 30 3 a3 R 0 o Bl
KA
Also, according to Longkan, # is also the variant form of #j§ (refer to left image).
It is not convincing to imply the difference in stroke penetration can be used to distinguish between the J& and
JF% phonetic.
01408 | 304EF Misdesigned | Does not match PRC conventions; right hand side should be 2R (starting with 1'). Henry
F 648 %@ glyph
6Z-1922401 %ﬁ

G_71922401




01413 | 304F2 llb Misdesigned | Glyph in PDAM2.2 does not match WS2015 v5. Henry
F 648 j:: glyph
GZ-4591502 T.LLB
G_Z4591502
The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso
7—‘\
01516 N> font design »
© -
G_71022302
01580 30587 Glyph Should match the evidence (on the WS chart too). SAT
B 728 Hé H‘§
GZ-3781104 Hé
G_Z3781104
' J
30BF3 Jjﬁ
01657 7 13010 ,L font design
GZ-3651101
Glyph is intentionally changed from WS2015 although no discussion record. 623651101
01669 | 30C13 = Misdesigned Henry
7 13014 %, glyph
6Z-2931504
G_Z2931504
In PDAM2.2, the bottom should be 7%, not 7%
01704 | 305E7 4‘.\1; Normalizatio Henry,
K 758 L n Henry: Consider normalizing the right hand side to j& (U+8FBE) to match PRC conventions. SAT

(GZ-0932301

SAT: The dot inside could be more significant

A

G_Z0932301




01722 130605 ¥ Misdesigned | Glyph in PDAM2.2 does not match WS2015v5; G style is to use /K instead of 7. Henry
x50 AR glyph
GZ-4282402 75 K *‘7;14
AR N
10 14 G_Z4282402
font kept g style, irg48. sc 10, irg47.
In IRG#47 it was determined that the Rshould remain instead of changed to7]s.
02007 | 306F7 Misdesigned | According to PRC conventions and the evidence, last stroke of 7K should be dot Henry
* 857 ﬂ(% glyph
GZ-1312201 j(%
G_71312201
02013 | 306FC = Misdesigned | According to PRC conventions, last stroke of 7K should be dot. Henry
7k 858 Zh;b glyph =
GZ:2031401 ﬁw
G_Z2031401
02018 | 30701 Misdesigned | According to PRC conventions, last stroke of 7K should be dot. Henry
7k 858 Mﬁ glyph
GZ-4442101 z‘({%
G_Z4442101
02029 | 3070A E Misdesigned | According to PRC Conventions, last stroke of 7K should be dot. Henry
7k 859 7J< A glyph
GZ-2631501 ZI(E:
G_72631501
02123 | 30760 A Misdesigned | Does not match PRC conventions; the last stroke of 2 should be #f; Henry
7k 85.15 {*p glyph o
GZ:2162201 ?%D

G_72162201




02232 | 307BF &= Normalizatio | Does not match PRC conventions; the top third and fourth strokes should not join the sides (Refer to §). Henry
X 89 PRAR R n =
GZ-3092201
AR A
G_Z3092201
F The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso
/ =
02294 ; )(% .
font design
(G) 8
G_73312401
, \ The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso
02328 .
font design
@) X 8
G_71602601
m The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso
02571 W .
font design
@) /I: 8
G_74861402
02577 | 308E3 25| Misdesigned | Doesn't match PRC conventions, last stroke of left component 4 should be . Henry
B2 Y ﬁ glyph
GZ-1432204 ngH
G_Z1432204
02581 | 308EA - Normalizatio | Doesn't match PRC conventions, last stroke of left component % should be #f. Henry
@ 10212 D{j_j n —
GZ-2782104 ~H
G_Z2782104
02708 | 30967 B Misdesigned | Does not match PRC conventions, last stroke of # should be & Henry
m 10810 N\ glyph =
GZ.0101203 J]]I];

G_Z0101203




02775 | 309A1 Misdesigned | Does not match PRC conventions; last stroke of [E. should be 2. Henry
B 109.10 Eﬂz glyph
GZ-4672102 Eﬂf
G_74672102
The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso
02860 ﬁ .
font design
@ ﬁ &
G_70272401
02868 | 309F4 6‘7‘—% Normalizatio | Consider normalize right hand side to 5% to follow PRC conventions. 5§ and 5€ are present in  ((f—ilt7{k5: = Henry
A 1128 S n
e
GZ-1861301 HILR)

fi%

G_71861301




Henry: Does not match PRC conventions. Normalize right hand side to %. % is commonly written as 3¢ in Eiso,
handwriting. It is obvious from the provided evidence that the character uses % as phonetic. enry
Eiso: The Zhuang word of G_Z3271501 is mik [mik’], and the meaning is/K{,which the English meaning
is “sheaf” according to the Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary.
Zhuang-Chinese-English Dictionary, P. 827
mik @ (%) {EFERE. FHEH
HeHlF: #EJ)L bundle con-
sisting of bound cu; grain
plantg: sheaf A Cug gijd
As we know, T (U+5BBB) is the variant of Zaccording to the variants 1nf0rmat10n on Unihan Database.
The pronunciation of Zin the related dialects are close to [mik’], such as [ FLif: [mik]. So we can
confirm the right component is Tﬂand it'’s the phonetic element as well.
Irequest to normalize the glyph to  { K%, please see the new evidence. And then SC=11, TS=16.
— <<j(|_"%§ #i) , Volume 40, Folio 10
03008 % normalizatio || ’f
© a1 n /\... o~
G_73271501 @ %ﬁ
Dﬁ\
)3 :jﬁ
Y R
%
ZR4E&! | IR ; (Lé Duy Mat) was a historical personage in Vietnam.
The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the bottom left component is different. Eiso
=g
N
03027 XX :
font design
(G) ¥

G_20872401

3




03101 | 30AB2 kA Misdesigned | Does not match PRC conventions, last stroke on the left should be i Henry
tr 1187 _‘”g glyph
6Z-2132302 ék}[l
G_72132302
03112 | 30ABC  AAJ\ Misdesigned | Character doesn't match PRC conventions; fourth stroke of 4~ should be 5. Henry
t 1189 ZK)J glyph
%‘/ \
GZ-1521102 7
G_71521102
03140 | 30AD4 /‘% Normalizatio | Does not match PRC conventions. Consider normalize bottom component to f{. It can be seen from provided Henry
fr 11815 j:El n evidence that the phonetic is indeed fi{.
GZ-4491201
pipe
Ak
G_Z4491201
03192 | 30B01 W)\ Misdesigned | Does not match PRC conventions; the second stroke of 47 should be . Henry
* 11941 5] glyph
(6Z-3262304 *51
G_73262304
03216 | 30B19 QE Font design | The right hand side component in the PDAM?2.2 glyph can be adjusted for better balance. Henry
#1208 R
6Z:2361201 A
G_72361201
‘é N The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso
03354 =) .
font design
(©) th: :
G_72231201
The glyph should match the evidence. The evidence shows the glyph is {-1 % PInot {11 5. Eiso
03359 &%ﬂ .
font design
(K) 8

KC-05591




03527 | 30c47 Misdesigned | Doesn't match PRC conventions; last stroke of left component should be 2. Henry
1383 J:& glyph
GZ:2181407 J:E
G_Z2181407
03665 | 30CC1 Hup Misdesigned | Does not match PRC conventions nor the evidence; the last stroke of llll should be i instead of 1. Henry
4 140,15 ﬁk glyph
GZ-1501101 &
G_Z1501101
03805 | 30D3F > Misdesigned | Doesn't match PRC conventions, last stroke of Z should be . Henry
& 145.10 % glyph
GZ-1202503

il

G_Z1202503




03825
©

WE

G_Z4071301
30D4B {‘I\

1477
GZ-4071301

font design

Eiso: The glyph on v4.0 is correct and matches the evidence, but the one on v5.0 becomes wrong and
there is no change on the glyph during IRG #49. The glyph should be changed back to “i:-:/ 7", and others
should be kept.

The following is G_Z4071301 on IRGN2223 WS2015 v4.0.

147 8 .
03825 B plii
7] o 6_74071301

The following is G_Z4071301 on IRGN2269 WS2015 v5.0.

8
03825 147%§ Ij]_é

7 | 14 | 624071301

J: Glyph is intentionally changed from WS2015 to non-unifiable form although no discussion record.

H: he font is yet to be updated as %

W& O, . m.
B, K. . )

raen [yan'] g .

Evidence:
Discussion record:

ids corrected, irg49. Radical T/S fixed, irg48.

Henry: Glyph does not match PRC conventions, use 7+ instead of 7.

Eiso, |,

Henry

03959

30DCF

e

GHR-74160.16

Font design

Glyph is intentionally changed from WS2015 to non-unifiable form although no discussion record.

GHZR74160.16




Eiso: The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different. Eiso,
- - Henry
03974 _
font design
(@) AL 8
G_71412404
Henry: Doesn't match PRC conventions, doesn't match evidence, last stroke of left component should be $2.
04021 | 30E08 ]/\‘;% Normalizatio | Does not match PRC conventions. Consider use 7€ instead of 7%. Henry
B 15410 n
2 A
GZ-4412301 Efe
G_Zt;412301
04111 | 30E61 Eﬁ Normalizatio | Does not match PRC conventions. Phonetic 7~ (tim1). Consider normalize right-hand side to 7. Henry
R 1579 5 n
GZ—1§3]§O1 Eﬁ
™\
G_Z1231301
04135 | 3077 Eg Normalizatio | Does not match PRC conventions. Consider normalizing right hand side to iF. Difference is unifiable; refer to Henry
= By E}:ﬁ n IRGN2226B ROK Normalization Rule #266-5.
azZ2171101 -
P
G_Z2171101
04280 | 30EFD ~Fp Misdesigned | According to the PRC Conventions, the last stroke of & should be dot. Henry
21027 ] E glyph

GZ-4221203

I3

G_Z4221203




04616
(G)

5

G_7Z2971101

normalizatio
n

This character is the simplified variant of # (U+95C0), and the current glyph has matched the PRC
conventions, so the normalized glyph should be accepted.
[ provided the other evidence which shows the character is used for Chinese as below.

(FRfEFE) P 1562

@ FI“BY”. 7 #).

FQ ‘R THI KRR AT . \

[ request to make G_Z2971101 be back to WS2015 very strongly.

Eiso

04629

7] 16914
GZ-2402204

3103D 5
i

Misdesigned
glyph

Does not match PRC conventions; 7th stroke of & should penetrate 6th stroke.

s

G_72402204

Henry




The evidence shows this entry quotes from <<E¢%>> but the glyph on HYD was wrong. The Eiso
corresponding glyph on (E &) is{ P 4*notiii [ i KT, please see the new evidence as below.
(EETEi)%» Volume 6, Folio 33
[
AZ2 zﬁ
“:'%;L%@%
CALLe IR ]% :
% G X ® | .
e dppie e
N 5@3; l 7 CEL 3
%-_I‘_ EIFEI'?/FJIEI \l ln;gﬂ!,&‘& -
1 YS! A IR
s TR 20 2 ”ﬁ
Pl el B = [0\ [5) 5 B8 i
04641 1. normalizatio || ‘Jg]i F%_FIF J-_' HEW E_"g :
(©®) n ; ﬁﬁ\ "ok f
GHZR74438.04 -k %
. | R i
E@f&_@ %F?
- JEEME 2T IE
eatlrls
]
]
] ﬁﬁéﬁ}ﬁ m
The new evidence shows this character is the variant of {5, and % is the variant of %, so the glyphi i %=
is better.
GHZR74438.04 should be normalized to {1} [ %%, and the IDS should be changed to “{ i B 4% or “I1} f i1k
T from “{ [} [ KT corrspondingly.
04738 | 3001D Glyph is intentionally changed from WS2015 although no discussion record. ]

il

GZ4352603

— 1.16

.

G_74352403




The original submitted glyph of G_Z48715010on IRGN2115 is better for the PRC convention. Eiso
New evidence has been provided to support the glyph above.
Zhuang Characters Research, P. 229
04872 2 % normalizatio ‘ H’%
(G) n —_— N N Y,
G.74871501 “ T (EHEEFH) 8487 T S5 &, thidHiE
— 3 ) =r P 4 == 2
ve’, TR “—/NET MER, BNMNHESESR WEFZ, |
N /€ 3% | IR 113 ” = \) "
GaBRNERAERS, B, 8 KT ER N REX |
04686 | 3106F == Normalizatio | Does not match PRC conventions, for consistency with other characters from G_Z, right hand side should be Henry
£ 17012 JE n normalized to 3, phonetic is 3.
CZHAE0 ¥£ and ¥ are Source Code Separations and unifiable; following Kangxi conventions (i.e. count by 3#) SC = 13;

TC = 16.

[

G_71141302




05029
©

;]

G_Z1772203

font design

Eiso: The glyph should match the evidence and the PRC convention.

Note that UTC had pointed out this one on their review on WS2015 v1.1 and v2.0.
1= The top of the left component (Radica
i

#188) doesn’t match the evidence, and|

G_Z1772203 gg

And China’s response is to change the glyph at that time.

breaks regional conventions

Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does [UTC
not follow PRC conventions

Will change the glyph |

UTC: The top of the left component does not follow PRC conventions (UTC mentioned in v1.1: http://
appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/~irg/irg/irg46/IRGN2133-utc-review.pdf#fpage=2); OK in Extension G; Review chart
production error

Eiso,
UTC



http://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/~irg/irg/irg46/IRGN2133-utc-review.pdf#page=2
http://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/~irg/irg/irg46/IRGN2133-utc-review.pdf#page=2
http://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/~irg/irg/irg46/IRGN2133-utc-review.pdf#page=2

05030
(@)

T3

!
G_723621104

C

font design

Eiso: The glyph should match the evidence and the PRC convention.

WA

Note that UTC had pointed out this one on their review on WS2015 v1.1 and v2.0.

The top of the left component (Radical
ﬁ% #188) doesn’t match the evidence, and|

breaks regional conventions
ﬁ/w\

G_23621104 i
| WA

And China’s response is to change the glyph at that time.
(Will change the glyph |

Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does  [UTC
not follow PRC conventions

UTC: The top of the left component does not follow PRC conventions (UTC mentioned in v1.1: http://
appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/~irg/irg/irgd6/IRGN2133-utc-review.pdft#page=2); OK in Extension G; Review chart
production error

Henry: Does not match PRC conventions. Consider normalize to %&; they are unifiable, refer to discussion
record for 03860

149 & >
s

7 UK-02918

unified to U+46E9 (concluded at IRG47), irg48.

Eiso,
UTC,
Henry

05230
(@)

15

G_72442101

font design

The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different.

\J
K

Eiso



http://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/~irg/irg/irg46/IRGN2133-utc-review.pdf#page=2
http://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/~irg/irg/irg46/IRGN2133-utc-review.pdf#page=2
http://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/~irg/irg/irg46/IRGN2133-utc-review.pdf#page=2

00233 | 300B5 L. Misdesigned | In IRGN2223 2 KR comments 2 Henry revised.pdf page 6, ROK agreed to change the proportions of the Henry
A 943 'f% glyph right hand side components.
Kc-00202 {%
KC-60202
00247 | 300C1 == Misdesigned | Glyph in PDAM2.2 does not match glyph in WS2015vS5. Henry
A 9.16 /f%: glyph s
Kc-00226 o
KC-00226
00635 | 3021B u%k Misdesigned | In IRGN2223 2 KR comments 2 Henry revised.pdf, ROK agreed to normalize the right component to fk Henry
R 20 glyph based on KR norm. rules and change glyph accordingly.
KC-00531
il
KC-00531
00766 | 30298 j:[@ Normalizati | Glyph should be normalized to [ #} according to IRGN2226B ROK Normalization Rule Henry
+ 3211 =
on #225-4.
Kc-00723
:[j
=
KC.N0722
01145 | 303F4 }—% Misdesigned | The glyph was changed in WS2015 v5 to 2% but the PDAM2.2 glyph is still 2% incorrectly. Henry
I~ 5341 glyph

KC-01124

KC-01124

L .

J%




Henry: Glyph should be normalized to [11 1 {#. Refer to IRGN2226B ROK Normalization Rule 225-2. Eiso,

Henry
Eiso: If ROK thinks the original submitted glyph on IRGN2114 as below is better, please use the additional
evidence to support changing back to the original submitted glyph as below.

fith

(7B —3%) Folio 33
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0427 41 X
01200 KC-01175 normalizatio / & E'Y/
(K) n 1 ;:i
P | i
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01595 Misdesigned | In IRGN2223 2 KR comments 2 Henry revised.pdf, ROK agreed to normalize the right component to ¥ Henry
3357?1% Hglﬂ? glyph based on KR norm. rules and change glyph accordingly.
KC-01630 Hglj
KC-01630
01720 | 305F5 =] Normalizatio | The glyph should be normalized to [[I/RK2; SC = 11; TC = 15. Refer to IRGN2226B ROK Normalization rule Henry
A& 759 = n #158-3.
KC-01836 =)
=
KC-01836
02216 | 307AC | Misdesigned Henry
K 868 glyph ‘J:li:I
KC-02320 '
) KC-02320
Glyph in PDAM2.2 does not match WS2015v5
02235 ’k@, Glyph Should match the evidence. The four-dot fire seemingly only covers the right half. SAT
FARNY
KC-02285
02483 | 30898 Misdesigned | In IRGN2223 2 KR comments 2 Henry revised.pdf, ROK agreed to normalize the right component of Henry
E 910 glyph KC-05394 to FZbased on KR norm. rules and change glyph of KC-03002 accordingly.
KC-05394
Bk
KC-05394
02952 | 30A40 = Misdesigned | In IRGN2223 2 KR_comments_2_Henry_revised.pdf, ROK agreed to normalize the right component of Henry
= 1312 }Tl% glyph KC-03002 to fEbased on KR norm. rules and change glyph of KC-03002 accordingly.
Kc-03002 ~
i
KC-03002
02956 | 30A44 =+ Normalizatio | The right hand side should be normalized to f= according to IRGN2226B ROK Normalization Rule Henry
R 11315 iﬁ% n #113-1. SC=14; TC=19.

KC-03034

[

KC-03034




02955 | 30A43 s Normalizatio | Right hand side could be normalized to &, following IRG2226B ROK Normalization Rule #178-2. SC = 15; Henry
T 1314 m& n TC =20,
KC-03037 .
M
KC-03037
03022 | 30A70 = Misdesigned | In IRGN2223 2 KR comments 2 Henry revised.pdf, ROK agreed to normalize the right component to & Henry
A 11516 78 glyph based on KR norm. rules and change glyph accordingly.
KC-03110 =
e
KC-03110
03055 rai~g Font design H
I
I = ‘, >
KC-03138 As shown in the evidence , the lower right component looks like EE or EE‘ rather than EE
116 7% Should modification be made to reflect the actual shape of the font? If the font is changed, the IDS should be
TR N
NI NEI=F= AP EHTE
11 | 16 201 22— |+ -
IRGN2242UCV #201: .

Discussion record: Not unfied to U+25A15 irg46.




03146

e

KC-03245

118 71

30AD9 AR
11821 %%

KC-03245

Normalizatio
n

Henry: Consider Normalize right hand side to %; SC = 20; TC 26. Refer to IRGN2226B ROK Normalization
Rule #111-1.

H: Despite the actual shape shown in the evidence %, according to IRGN2226b #111-4:

Variant Normalized
component component Evidences, examples,
shape shape

£ ==

12 72 B081:061b:7]

\lz: -------------
in WS2015 v2 and that SC=20, TS=26. If the existing font is adopted, the IDS should be 4ﬁ
M- F

as the lower right component consists three horizontal strokes instead of two.
Discussion record: SC 21, irg48. font changed for matching evidence, irg47.

Eiso: The original submitted glyph is {:-iT#, but ROK changed it to match the submitted evidence at IRG

#47.

I provide an additional evidence for the real - T#&glyph as below.

I request to change back the glyph to {--ifTFaccording to the new additional evidence and then SC=20,
TS=26.

=3

(WEELRREF) L Folio13

=

KiK. ZofRElg| 18, 3 B
R B A TG 4 )
gsm B R B E
(A2 Ay i % &
B Bl A ﬁ A 2| 48 i
B A P A IE B R

L T B 3 :-h 2o

Eiso, H,
Henry




03190

119 §K
g L9k
KC-0327212 |

Despite the actual shape shown in the evidence Eﬁ, according to IRGN2226b:

SN Variant Normalized
(Serial component component Evidences, examples, source
Number) shape shape
E—%[BOSM::SOM:S(P@)]
47-2 -

" =! <@32542023(19%)] 20171012 {8

u—j—/l?l [A12:208¢;1(E£2)]

=5 [B113:542¢:3(197%)
9961 %)t‘ 7:"3_% é od2¢ =

]
z%—i‘:ﬁ[BOSG:éLélSc:Z]

226-2 | (4R R | %= (B023:057b;:6(7)]

the two components on the right should be normalised as

_______ N[
the IDS should be ....... ; I : ------ ’ F—:I SC=11, TS=17.

and E KC-03272 should be modified and

|ds corrected, irg49. sc 12, irg48. explanation of evidence
Discussion record: accepted, irg47.




03239 < EE H
TIVER Is the adoption of the component in line with the convention of Korea?
5E70 = e =
i % I [
120 éﬁ‘ G3-383B  HB2-FIFE  T2-654A J1-3C41 K1-7342
— o Vs g
#E 6507 = 4oz ig = =
7 Fan R TR TR &
G3-4B59  HB2-F242  T2-654D K1-7343
6AF6 1:;% 1;)—\—» = e ==
A 7516 IDL‘:?\ IO JDL‘:?\ /N
(5-4632 H-8DDO0 T4-634E KO0-7A4B
017 g Y Y2 YE |VE
ree @8 A A IR | IR
G3-5666  HB2-F265  T2-6570 J1-492F K2-4337
—— e
8915F14(0316 —aF- —p;-p E —FaFs
v o JE&LE!\ LR T NPT Jl:lrl?\
Code chart: GE-3B5A H-96C7 T3-5C76 J1-597E K2-5A5B
e
L T
€.
T
Evidence: * # s
03585 | 30C7B - Normalizatio | Suggested to normalize to 7 -, refer to IRG 2226B ROK Normalization Rule #195-3. Henry
W 1407 ;-i‘ E\_ n -
KC-03560 ;'I UL
KC-03560
03678 | 30CCE "i},,'\: Glyph is intentionally changed from WS2015 although no discussion record. ]
% 14022 J»"-:_ Font design
KC-03739




03730
(K)

fize

KC-03766

Ipropose ROK to normalize the glyph to | . iH %, Please see the two new pieces ofevidence.

H 1%

(I FEHE) | Volume 942, Folio 1

CIEIEIEN

S

gt

B+EPE
113 5 M

EE A
ACIRAE

¥ oy

R
She

% 4E | = g
i%f%&& ¥

B

normalizatio

n .

G4 ) Volume 9, Folio 39

Eiso




03783 | 30D33 — Misdesigned | Should be normalized to {1/ 7k according to IRGN 2226B ROK Normalization Rule #261-3. Henry
7 1456 %}J{ glyph SC=5,TC=11
KC-05473 —
fR
KC-05473
Eiso: The submitted glyph didn’t match the evidence. ROK changed it at IRG #47. Eiso, ],
If ROK needs the original submitted glyph at fact, I provide a new clear evidence to support |5 JEas Henry
below.
(HE%%) ,P.172
[EBbr gk
03859 1503 oo normalizatio | B3: [REIR (%) 2 4% (EE)
® 1 30p73 = L t EA: &
ol = £ IR Abnth AR SO
KC-03894

8% K CLRiBmE AR
swep. (%)

And then ROK needs to change the glyphback to | |5 JZas below.

=D
=y 7
i

If ROK thinks the current glyph is necessary, the IDS should be changed to “/ { {51}/ JiZ” from “/{i{5 J&”,
and then SC=8, TS=15.

J: Glyph is intentionally changed from WS2015 to non-unifiable form although no discussion record.




04126 | 30E6GE Misdesigned | Right hand side could be normalized to Hi. The original glyph submitted by ROK seems to be correct. Henry
R 157.13 E% glyph
KC-04024 h!a[_i
KC-04024
04250 ?lé}-l‘ ? F H
T13-312E As shown in the evidence , the last stroke of the left component should be a slash rather than a
160 3£ vertical stroke. Modification should be made to reflect the actual shape of the glyph.
H Discussion record:
3—|— not unified by U+57F7 (unless additional examples found),
irgd7.
04308 H

KC-04116
162 &

EX:
3

[

Despite the actual shape shown in the evidence B , according to IRGN2226b #259-5:

SN Variant Normalized
(Serial component component Evidences, examples, source
Number) shape shape
259-9 ﬁ]‘ | A aﬁ—ﬁ[Boa&lwczlom)]

—+t ~=f

A i
the right component should be normalized as J I_I . Should the original design as adopted in
IRGN2155CJKWSet2015v1.1 be restored? If the original design is restored, SC=13, TS=17.
8a | 8FB6i | @D | >

IRGN2221 #8a:

If the original design is not restored, the IDS should be
SC=12, TS=16.
8a | 8FB6i | @D | >

L3

IRGN2221 #8a: i,
Discussion record: font changed, irg47




04440 Font design Glyph is intentionally changed from WS2015 although no discussion record. ]
30F85 L B
& 167.12 \L’U; \/\,E[E!‘
KC-05825 70N
KC-05825
04443 Conventions | The upper-right component does not follow ROK conventions, and should be four strokes, not three UTC
h)
¥
KC-04293
ExtG U+30F8E
05131 | 3120A ﬁ"‘i Misdesigned | Glyph in PDAM?2.2 does not match glyph in WS2015v5; right hand side was updated to B to match the Henry
R 19521 l“‘EK glyph evidence.
KC:-05855 SC=23; TC = 34; IDS A
i
n““%
KC-05955
05484 Conventions | The left component does not follow ROK conventions in that the four short strokes should be disconnected and UTC

-~
L]
b

L
Ala

Ala

-

KC-04768
ExtG U+3134D

Xt

diagonal, and not connected and horizontal (compare with U+2EBAD and U+2EBAE in Extension F)




00616
(SAT)

i3

USAT01240

font design

The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke is different.

Note that HK had pointed out this one on their review on WS2015 v2.0.

"& Font design

USATO01240

IThe right component looks like k rather than k

Evidence:

And then SAT agreed to change the glyph on their corresponding response.

SAT will change the font design according to the comment.

Eiso




02420
(SAT)

M

USAT08465

normalizatio
n

The glyph should be modified to match the evidence.

[ provide one clear evidence as the additional one as below.
(A EZESIEIES) Folio 343

H =&
o S * cgr
: TR
¥ i #+ W R
= 7 W Al e R e T .= 2R 2%
®EF SRXHEBRDB®AWEN B
AL EEEEREREL A
B A mE MO KR T B kI8 -}
¥ ¥ " o #W W B M
BB A B & 2
& B
g #
= Wb
Note that HK had pointed out this one on their review on WS2015 v2.0.
E Font design [The two vertical strokes should be in contact with the
z}_\‘ last horizontal stroke.
USAT08465 Evidence:
94
R
8 2

And then SAT agreed to change the glyph on their corresponding response.
SAT would like to postpone to decide it.

Eiso




Font design | Henry: Glyph in PDAM2.2 does not match WS2015 v5, the glyph should be 7. ], Henry
Change the source reference to T13-3463 and correct the Stroke Count, Component, Cangjie, and Stroke order
for T13-2C76 at http://cns11643.gov.tw/AIDB/query general view.do?page=13&code=2C76.
30714 w J: Glyph is intentionally changed from WS2015 to non-unifiable form although no discussion record.
02044 | #*®ss }] Wrong SC.
T13-2C76
7
T13-2C76
= KR suggests to insert space between upper and lower components. K
02970 S EN Font design
T13-2F66
03052 | 30A87 Misdesigned | Broken Stroke in PDAM2.2 Henry
72 116.10 glyph
T13:3022 g
T13-3022
03408 | 305BA —— Misdesigned | Glyph in PDAM2.2 has missing stroke. Henry
A 744 ﬁ glyph -
>
T13-3048 ‘E
T13-3048B
04723 Conventions | The 5th through 8th strokes of the f§ component do not follow TW conventions UTC

T13-314A
ExtG U+31091




04729 Conventions | The 5th through 8th strokes of the F§ component do not follow TW conventions UTC
N
T13-314B
ExtG U+31095
04924 Conventions | The upper-right component does not follow TW conventions, and should be four strokes, not three UTC
HE
ll\"
T13-314F
ExtG U+31151
04931 Conventions | The upper-right component does not follow TW conventions, and should be four strokes, not three UTC
M\
T13-3150
ExtG U+3115D
00047 | 30566 Misdesigned | First stroke should be dot leftwards. Henry
B 722 I}H glyph
UK-02962
;J—‘p The glyph picture hasn’t been updated yet. Eiso
noses g fontdesign || 29 [font updated]rg4s.
UK-01651

UK-01651




UK,
/ /A,ﬁ N Henry
=
UK- 82 UK: The bottom right component should be UK-01482 T (U+2123C) not F (U+58EC).
Henry: Bottom right was confirmed to be - instead of - by UK in email conversation.
) UK,
; Henry
‘
01322 @ Q
UK-01467 UK: Third stroke of%should be corrected.
Henry: According to PRC conventions, the third stroke of %4 should be dot.
01680 | 305CE 15 Font design | The top component can be adjusted for better balance. Henry
I S o
Al
UK-01747 St
UK-01747
01685 | 305D2 S Misdesigned Henry
* 756 glyph The last stroke of "X should be dot according to the PRC conventions.
UK-02755
990D
f 1846 )
See G0-7750
01732 % Glyph Should match the evidence. SAT
UK-01380
I [ . The glyph picture hasn’t been updated yet. Eiso
01824 3: font design JJ:‘EE | font updated,: irg49. evidence of actual usage temporarily
(UK) —a UK-01538 accepted, irg46.
UK-01538




03349 XK1 N 114
= +
IDEN ﬁ -
UK-01402 As shown in the evidence **" 1%, the lower right component looks like #4™ rather than i . Should
122 modification be made to reflect the actual shape of the font?
— ar0C - 2 fxp 93 ﬁ'\?’r
- [X—)%ﬁ% & 14942 n\l:l/% WHER ;ﬁﬂiﬁ /)
19 | Code chart: GKX-1180.10  T5-6952 47868 K3-324B
03359 ﬁ%ﬂ
KC-05591 As shown in the evidence , the last stroke of the left component goes beneath the right component.
124 I3 Should modification be made to reflect the actual shape of the font? If the font is modified, the IDS should be
T e
,,,,,,, rER| f bt _
4 10 Discussion record: eXplanation of evidence accepted, irg47.
B e KR suggests to insert space between components % and Fz.
03658 % Font design
UK-01562
03677 ;‘ According to page 6 of UK Response to Consolidated Comments on IRG N2179 IRG Working Set 2015 Version
X[ 3.0, UK-01430 should be modified and unified with U+2C7CF:
UK-01430 According to the evidence, /7should be removed from UTC-01430 and the NA,
components on the left and right shfn&ld be connected with two horizontal strokes. UNIFIED
”If 4‘8““ The actual shape should look like %E‘. which is unifiable with U+2C7CF.
o
b
. ) ‘ h
Font design | 18 | 3
s H
g‘l o
Evidence: j
2C7CF v
it 140.16 ;:*
Code chart: GZJW-01510
04254 SESE Font design
I e |
UK-01460 As shown in the evidence &  the bent stroke of the lower component carries a hook. Modification

should be made to reflect the actual shape of the glyph.




04505 | 30FC6 Misdesigned | Does not match PRC Conventions: First stroke should be f# for #+. Revert glyph change. Henry
§ 1677 glyph
UK-02827
H )
04801 ﬁ
UK-01598
The overshoot of ZZshould be corrected. /\
UK,
l@ Henry
04907 ﬁ Z [/ )
UK-02310 UK: The top right of the glyph should be corrected. /
Henry: According to PRC conventions, top right hand component should be one stroke.
’ ) , UK,
% Henry
04909 l LX
UK-02312 UK: The fourth stroke of ‘Kshould be corrected.
Henry: According to PRC conventions, the last stroke of ‘K should be H&f.
UK,
» » Henry
05315 A
UK-02432 UK: The third stroke of#%should be corrected.
Henry: Third stroke of £ should be ¥, not %
N UK,
Y )) / » Henry
40
05329 ? —
UK-02445 UK: The last stroke of Fshould be corrected.

Henry: Last stroke of 7 should be $2




N UK,
M) / S Henry
—r
UK: The overshoot of Z{should be corrected.
Henry: Left hand side %L should be joined not split. Refer to
§Yip OD4IE wH wE W
05330 s w7 LS N S
G3-5057 H-8948 13-5978
UK-02446 . B ’
22F3B W7 DY N
g7 Y Y 4
UCS2003  GKX-0470.35 T6-4040 ;.4
295D4 W D W
B, 1827 ﬁ g
UCS2003  GKX-1412.38 T5-5977
Henry: Last stroke of 4% should be & Eiso, UK,
Henry
k]k -‘j Eiso, UK: The glyph should match the evidence. The last stroke of the left component is different.
05372 ) '—3 font design
(UK) YA 8 N

UK-02483




00128 | 30704 &7 Henry: Stroke missing in PDAM2.2 glyph. ], Henry
* 858 7K J: Glyph is intentionally changed from WS2015 to non-unifiable form although no discussion record.
UTC-01202 Wrong SC.
Font design —
8 =1 ]
<
UTC-01202
02126 | 30762 ;, H- Misdesigned | Does not match PRC conventions, the last stroke of 5& should be . Henry
7k 8515 {)E‘ glyph
UTC-01254 ?ﬁ
UTC-01254
03644 | 30CAE Misdlesi}glned The last stroke of . should be %, refer to the provided evidence and 5 (U+3DC5) Henry
Wo14012 < glyp
uTC01287
P
uTC-01287
EE IR DK
G55169 T3-3C75
04077 | 30E40 E)J Font design | Right hand side component can be adjusted for better balance Henry
R 157.2
UTC-01062 E}]
UTC-01062
05285 | 31293 5 Misdesigned | Does not match PRC conventions or evidence, last stroke of ¢ should be dot. Henry
5 1964 j{—[% glyph
UTC01146 }1\-%
UTC-01146
5.SC&TS
Note: The radical £ is counted as 5 strokes in IRGN954AR, all SC and TS attributes of characters with radical  will be fixed automatically. Therefore, these cases are NOT shown
in this table.
SN Image Type Comment From




00214 S SC SC=10; TC=12. Henry
3009D 1 is counted as 5 strokes in IRGN954AR.
A 99
GZ-4692409
7 15.13 4t is unified with 5*. According to Kangxi conventions, right hand side
G7-4571201 should be counted according to 5#; TC = 8.
00623 SC, TS H: SC=7, TS=13 H, Henry
135 i-?
Eg 777777 Discussion record: fadical & #135, irg48.
G_Z2902401¢ |
Henry: SC=7; TC=15.
3OC33 l:] Following Kangxi conventions, character should be counted by = not 5.
= 1356 l:] . . .
(original evidence also using [}).
GZ-2902401
45 4 Pd
01020 EMMEIN TS /I\ SCandTS |SC8,TS11. G
9 | 12 GHZR10435.13
01096 30302 3 SC SC=15TC=18. Henry
T 4813 %% 4t is unified with 4*. According to Kangxi conventions, right hand side
GZ-0681101 should be counted according to 5#; TC = 8.
01150 303F9 SC SC 14->15, TS 17->18. (810) G, Henry
I~ 5314 AN
GZ-0431401

| Bk

7N
2 | 17 | G.z0431401




01174 SC SC=9;, TC=12 Henry
3040D & (U+26351) has total SC =9 (£ = 6)
5 578 \
GZ-1912202 26351 i'f:
w0 U8 8 TG
UCS2003 GHZ-5312603  TF-2D24
N2
55
H-8EC3
01234 30449 ~ SC SC=7,TC=11 Henry
I 616 TN In IRG#48, i, was decided to be 7 to follow general Kangxi convention.
GZ-0771201
01285 SC SC=12; TC=15 Hen
3047D  j} "
Iy 61.11 HisTC=12 according to Kangxi conventions.
GZ-0702101
01408 304EF SC G: SC 899, TS12->13 G: Henry
+. 648 ?@i Henry: SC=9; TC =13
G7-1922401 According to Kangxi conventions, #X (U+4E9F) is 9 strokes.
64 F 6975 —
e L wme UL HR i Ay
3 - [ G_Z1922401 G1-3C2B  HBI-B7A5 T16448  J0364B  KOS03F  Vi-5A44

B B By Gl iy

GO-6%6A HB2-DDFB  T2-4423  J146E21  K2-3E64

S T

G3-523E 15-3848 K3-254D




G, Henry

64 F E
HER Do
14 17 G_Z4061101
01476 30527 x SCand TS |SC14->15,TS 15->18
+ 64.14 JU
GZ-4061101
01626 SC SC=17, TC=21. H
305AE K- ey
H 72.16 %‘ According to IRGN2221, 3 SC = 9, therefore & = 13.
GZ-2601502
01629 30580 SC SC=18; TC =22. Henry
B 7217 %‘ According to IRGN2221, % SC = 9.
GZ-4512401 = (4); m (5); # (9); therefore & SC = 18
01638 SC H: SC=15, TS=22 H, Henry
d‘éﬁ 23 | 8005 HE | O %
G_Z45113011 | 8
30E17 % RoN2221 123 i,
B 154.14 Discussion record: Radical should be B #154, SC14, FS2, irg48.
GZ-4511301
Henry: SC=15; TC =22
According to IRGN2221, # SC =9, therefore & = 13.
02091 SC SC=13; TC = 16. Henry
30744 nH
7K 85.12 _[[Il By Kangxi Convention, M is counted as 10 strokes.
GZ-4762510
j:l\% SC=16, TS=21 Eiso
02714 ‘
(G) J]]L |g SC&TS sc 16, irg47.
G_72311402




02868 N SC SC=9, TC=14 Henry
309F4 3& (U+26351) has total SC =9 (= = 6)
A 1128 N
GZ-1861301
03109 SC Henry: SC =8; TC = 14. H, Henry
30AB4 Ay % SC = 6 according to IRGN954AR.
fr 1187 %}J
HK: SC=8, TS=14
GZ-0861402 . N
52 ~N ‘ (% ES E
IRGN954AR #52: @ ’ %
03779 30 D2B A SC TC=10 Henry
7 1454 % / \ SC of % = 6; IRGN954AR.
GZ-4282103
57 5 N G
04316 B E5 sc SC17->18
17 | 21 G_Z2071403
168 £ =
04582 E IF£ 5 SC&TS | SC=9, TS=16
10 | 17 GHZR74320.03
04693 31 077 e —a SC SC=12; TC = 20. Henry
B 17013 E E Per Kangxi conventions, 7f SC=3/TC=5; & SC=5/TC =12
N ~
GHR-7447202 T13-3148
04883 TC TC=19. Henry
31 1 2C > Count according to Kangxi conventions, £ TC = 15.
fr 184.10

GZ-0721301




05482 TC TC=25 Henry
3134B &% B =TC 15
B 20711 ){%U % I=TC11
Total = 25
GHR-10540.10
00635 3021 B SC SC=13; TC=16. Henry
= 30.11 Count according to Kangxi convention shape ik (U+6B43).
KC-00531
00941 sc SC=9 J
01201 SC SC=9; TC=12. Henry
30428 4 According to Kangxi Convention, 3{ (U+81F4) is counted with %, total 9
1 60.10 /fj: strokes.
KC-01181 81F4 p £ Ay
E 133 = s =
G0-5642 HB1-ADSO  T1-5333 JO-4357 KO-7648 V1-643C
02952 30A40 — e SC SC=10; TC = 15. Henry
T~ 113.12 m = In IRGN2223 2 KR_comments_2_Henry_revised.pdf, ROK agreed to
normalize the right component of KC-03002 to fFbased on KR norm. rules
KC-03002 and change glyph of KC-03002 accordingly.
03016 3OA6D _3. SC SC = 12; TC=17. Henry
7 115.13 %}%ﬁ According to Kangxi conventions, il = 12.

KC-03092

Refer to Al /Mett/5ifi/ A/ et /Aol /5 0ot S/ 5/ 0 S et




03859 = 149 = SC=8, TS=15. H, Henry
ﬁE """" %_ZE Discussion record: font changed, irg47
KC-038947 |
30D73 =
5 1497 S
KC-03894
;3 SC=7, TS=13, if the glyph would be normalized to “i i %" Eiso
03730 !‘ ! Q
SC&TS
(K)
KC-03766
E[:EI[ SC=12, TS=19 Eiso, H
04126 E
(K) M SC&TS
KC-04024
04718 — SC SC=12; TC=20 Hen
3108B e &
£ 172.13 )]E: According to Kangxi conventions, 1A, is 8 strokes, not 9.
KC-04376
00375 SC SC=6; TC =8. Henry
301 2E # I According to IRGN954AR, zf: is 3 strokes.
7] 187
USAT—09219
01153 SC SC=8; TC=12.SC of 4 is 8. Herny

306EF ,}@(

USAT-06491




01648 7.( 130 |ZS_| SC HK: SC=6, TS=10 H
HIF ,,,,,,, TB% £ st | O [
USAT067697 ]
30BD7 VAN IRGN2221 #2: bl
7 1307 Discussion record: radical 130 [, irg49.
Skl Henry: SC = 6; TC = 10.
According to IRGN954AR, - is 3 strokes.
03437 ]_30 |7'¢_| SC HK: SC=9, TS=15 H, Henry
Bﬂg@ ,,,,,,, 26a | SIFEH | O ga
USAT072028 | o 8
30BES ¥ IRGN2221 #26a: J\ 9
Py 1308
Henry: SC=9; TC = 15.
USAT-07202 B is counted as 9 strokes by Kangxi conventions.
03470 SC=13 ]
SC
04434 30 F81 \\ SC SC=10; TC=18. Henry
& 167.10 ) According to IRGN954AR, - is 3 strokes.
USAT-08427
04678 31 068 y]: " SC SC=9; TC=12. Henry
£ 170.10 Bi According to IRGNOS4AR, - i 3 strokes.
USAT-09405
05026 SC SC=6;TC=16 Henry

311AD %7’§
B 1887 I|:

USAT-0S8817

According to IRGN954AR, - is 3 strokes.




02964 tfr SC, TS SC=8, TS=13
{% IRGN954AR #36:
T13-2F64 36| 44 l ‘d” 4_,.++@
114 A
e 11 | 79Bs i | ® IﬁJ
10 4
IRGN2221 #11: FLTJ 5 Iﬁ 5
Discussion record:
sc 10 (E5), irg49. sc 11, ird48. not unified to U+0842C, irg46.
03367 125 & SC=3, TS=7.
% OFF 125 #&
IRGN2223 IRG Working Set 2015 v4.0: 3 | 07
03550 - 140 U SC=4, T5=8
g_"_[_, —=E IRGN954AR #36:
T13-305D7 | 36| F J- l ‘ d_}_'_. + -‘-‘-P@
Discussion record: 91YPh no change, irg49.
00569 SC SC=7 after glyph has been changed.
Al SCand TS
T
00642 e SC 11, TS 13. (Middle component 7 strokes.)

12

|

UK-02636




03308 120.1 % SC=9, TS=12
é’ﬁ Lz 19 | siFast | D :ZE\XZ
UK-02025 10 | ?&9
IRGN2221 #19c: 10
03373 E% 126 ™ SC=11, TS=17
E—— 32 65E2 H
UK-015799 | =t E%
11
IRGN2221 #32: E%12 EEE 12
03591 —H— 140 Y SC=8, TS=12
% —_H_m IRGN954AR #52:
) N
UK-028007 52
| CIREE I
03658 30CBA SC o N
@ 140.13 SC=14 if 3¢ is separated from E2. Need confirmation.
UK01562
03936 N 1491 = SC=12, TS=14
_[% i=E 23 | s00s #E | O© %ﬁ
UK-02173 11 | 8
IRGN2221 #23: % 9
03940 N 1491 = SC=12, TS=14
IHQ TiEm 34 | 6562 By | AD ﬁ&
UK-02175 11 | 11
IRGN2221 #34: Eﬁ 12
164 £ =1
04374 Ao ﬁ SC&TS | SC=10,TS=17

11 | UK-02093




04059 30 E2F Y SC SC = 17; TC=24. Henry
* 15516 iﬁzé # (U+71DF) should be counted with {=} instead of 5 following Kangxi
e = Conventions.
UTC-01220
04318 SC
30F1C
£ 16239 SC=41 ;
~
UTC-01312
04431 3OF82 SC SC=11; TC=19 Henry
& 167.10 i% By Kangxi conventions, & TC = 11.
UTC-01302
04447 30 Fgo SC SC=15;TC=23 Henry
i According to Kangxi conventions, SC = 15 for & (glyph as & not X).
& 16714 )
UTC-01305
6. IDS
SN Image Comment From




If G_Z4632101 could be back to WS2015, the IDS should be changed as well.

I propose to add P8-04 as below into the CJK Supplementary Components collection.
/4

JL

There are several encoded character which one of the components is P8-04, such as %

Eiso

00066 /
G) (U+2307D;TF-4032,H-9167), #(U+2885B;TF-5258), #4(U+29C86;TF-3930), #F
(U+29C87;TF-392F), % (U+29D2B;TF-672A), M (U+29D30;TF-6926),%L
G_Z4632101 @
(U+2CD3E;JK-65931),#i(U+2CD40;TD-666D), i (U+2CD59;TD-666D),(U+2D02F;
GZ-0062201), M (U+2D038;USAT-03533),#%5(U+2EADC;USAT-05771),%&
(U+2EAES5;KC-04677).
And then the IDS should be changed to “{-:&D8-04;%” from “/{:%L#1”. It will make the IDS
clearer.
ﬁ The IDS should be changed to “Z#: A Fi- i 4" from “ AN H A+ Eiso
00210 IAN
G) e
GHZR10236.14
E n’j The IDS should be changed to “{#7K” from “ &}k ". Eiso
00419 =
© X
G_7Z4052201
The IDS should be changed to “:=[_4[1” from “i:Z[ 41" because the radical is “23 " Eiso
00432 if ; Ij shown by the evidence.
(@) A
GHZR10098.10
The better IDS should be “:i[f 7” because it’s the variant of [F.and fZis the additional Eiso
00434 n& phonetic element.
@) A
GHZR10100.05
T e The IDS should be changed to “i:E[_#H” from “zi[#” because the radical needs to be |  Eiso
00436 *E changed as well.
(@) MLELEEN

G_Z4581101




The IDS should be changed to “ i1 fil ¥ 4" from “ 0 #ifi” according to the| Eiso
00535 evidence.
(G)
GHZR10436.07
F[ The IDS should be changed to “ i & ” from “. 7 /7 ”if the glyph would be normalized. Eiso
00623
(G)
G_72902401
y N Eiso,
;‘—)—;l ] 300D4 -~ Henry
00980 ﬂ JL 10.14
(G) LJ
G_Z3951603 The better IDS should be “{1 /L1 CF oS
j | The IDS should be changed to “t--ill] H” from “::i1l] H” to match the evidence, because the Eiso
01023 bottom is real “moon”.
(G) ~
G_70361301
( The IDS should be changed to “.:iH ¥ from “ i H " Eiso
01549
(G)
G_720671101
Eiso: The IDS should be changed back to “t::ifi 75" from “/-ifji#5". The evidence shows the | Eiso, K,
glyph is il %, which the pronunciation is loenq [lon°] and the phonetic element is 7%, so [{-IKe’ng;
the glyph on v5.0 is correct and the one on v4.0 is incorrect.
E ;é‘ K: Change IDS from (_B.ﬁi) to
01669 ‘
(@) % UK: Correct IDS to = fii 3%

G_Z2931504

> TN
HK: Given the lower component is % rather than %, the IDS should be HEE%
ids corrected, irg49. Radical Meat 130, fig (fall), font updated,

Discussion record: 1r948.




01722 F’th IDS >[I AT
N
G_Z4282402
IDS: [TIAR R
/\ The IDS should be changed to “:-iFE 453" from “ 47" Eiso
01883 GHZR42139.21
(G K) % YA
KC-01967
Q2 The IDS should be changed to “{ Li3Zi{0—+ ¥ from “{ [iAZE—+ <7 Eiso
03068 lL-:Z‘
(@)
UTC-01042
K, H
K: IDS(—T./I—) is not complete.
ﬁ://q '
f;t"' H K: The lower component JHX (U+2ABAB) is missing from the IDS, which should be
03140 ?B& Tﬂ;ﬂ&
G_74491201 HX.
2ABAB L 1t
TR AL
Code chart: TD-5C26  KP1-4731  V1-575F
) /-—'_—: The IDS should be changed to “/K:-i——F " from “L i DKE——F " Eiso
03166 ‘:Z‘
(@)
UTC-01044
4 K
03564 L—EJ """

KC-03553

P —
Change IDS from (¢) to “E A TI(F= 5T ).




The IDS should be changed to “E "™ #” from R .| Eiso,
'—I—I—‘ Henry
03632 ‘ 30609 rTrII
() I, N
GHZR31333.11 GHR-31333.11
03674 — 3 DT
E}%‘ The lower component is missing from the IDS, which should be i____ E }—%‘ H
G_Z3172501
04181 = 6
$% The right component is missing from the IDS, which should be E EI e I
GHZR63793.06 Discussion record: ids corrected, irg49.
04681 —g UTC: Change IDS from .
=
) I | TR ERE-TRES R ute, T
GHZR74469.18
04703 |-§Et BREEX— BB T
GHZR74481.05
04704 IE/JQ B 2%~ B B (U+ 207FC) T
GHZR74481.06
5
n B HER-U B RE
GHZR84879.13
%:-a
SEH :
GHZR84896.13




-éf'—‘ The IDS should be changed to “/ /= B /i TIE E” from “{ L IE E”. Eiso, UTC
IIZII EI UTC: Two IDSes, || /% H. [G] and [/ HE [T], should be specified for this character, one for
05039 GHZR84895.21 each source
(G, T) ';l‘
T13-3153
zlz‘%
05444 2 T
GHZR84908.26
The IDS should be changed to [ii i EiSO,
T:EE enry
00082 30038 -EEEf
(K) 2 i Z 56 Z [
KC-00039 KC-00039
~ f Eiso: The IDS should be changed to “::*” [T [” from “:3*” [1 71" according to PnP. Eiso, UTC
00539
(K) | UTC: Change 7 (U+3131 HANGUL LETTER KIYEOK) to "1 (Extension B U+200CD) in the IDS
KC-00392
The IDS should be changed to “--iKi /[ E.” from “--iK k", The bottom component means Eiso
00557 the final consonant(Z/d /4 &) of the Korean syllable, which is different from " (aka
(K) K0-726A).
KC-00414
N The IDS should be changed to “:--if}i { [ 2" from “--if}1L”. The bottom component means Eiso
00566 o the final consonant(&7d /#¢Ef) of the Korean syllable, which is different from It (aka
(K) & K0-726A).

KC-00411




P

The IDS should be changed to “i--¢f3:: i[1F.” from “-i5 1" The bottom component means
the final consonant(&”J /# &) of the Korean syllable, which is different from M (aka

Eiso

00576
K | ! K0-726A).
KC-00434
The IDS should be changed to “i-1 31 {1 E.” from “--i 2 1”. The bottom component means Eiso
00577 N the final consonant(F7d /#¢E) of the Korean syllable, which is different from It (aka
(K) &2 KO0-726A).
KC-00436
— The IDS should be changed to “t--i5. {{[1F,” from “:-i5.01". The bottom component means Eiso
00601 N /. the final consonant(%7J /#&) of the Korean syllable, which is different from I (aka
) e K0-726A).
KC-00472
—f—- The IDS should be changed to “=-5E! {I[1 2" from “.-{#EL”. The bottom component means | Eiso
00602 — the final consonant(%d /#&) of the Korean syllable, which is different from I (aka
(K) D & K0-726A).
KC-00476
] The IDS should be changed to “=-i[H: T{[1 2" from “¢--i[HIL”. The bottom component means | Eiso
] the final consonant(Z/d /4 &) of the Korean syllable, which is different from " (aka
00605 ;
a KO0-726A).
(K)
KC-00458
\‘/J\ The IDS should be changed to “t-- ¥/ L {[1E.” from “i--¥>Ak”. The bottom component means Eiso
00610 / the final consonant(%7J /#&) of the Korean syllable, which is different from It (aka
K) ] K0-726A).
KC-00474
= The IDS should be changed to “-iH: {1 E” from “--i k", The bottom component means Eiso
00615 the final consonant(F7d /#¢E) of the Korean syllable, which is different from It (aka
(K) KO0-726A).

KC-00486




f

The IDS should be changed to “:--ifti i [ " from “i--{fffit”. The bottom component means
the final consonant(&”J /# &) of the Korean syllable, which is different from M (aka

Eiso

00624
(K) K0-726A).
KC-00480
g E The IDS should be changed to “--i3E! /1 12" from “i--i3EL”. The bottom component means Eiso
00625 the final consonant(F7d /#¢E) of the Korean syllable, which is different from It (aka
(K) I:] 2 K0-726A).
KC-00490
D The IDS should be changed to “t:-i%: {1 .” from “¢--¥&17”. The bottom component means Eiso
00626 the final consonant(%7J /#&) of the Korean syllable, which is different from I (aka
) ! K0-726A).
KC-00493
II\T‘[ The IDS should be changed to “/- 7 {:[1E.” from “/-i#fEL”. The bottom component means | Eiso
00630 the final consonant(%d /#&) of the Korean syllable, which is different from I (aka
) | | ! K0-726A).
KC-00502
The IDS should be changed to “/ .} #k” from “ [ k", Eiso
On the other hand, the real { : i[1i{glyph was found on the official website of VNPF.
Qudbc Ngir Han-Nom Codepoint Context Ref. English
00635 , N
(K) sép pé} U+food4 sap sifa | gdhn to organize, to arrange
KC-00531 :
If Vietnam could provide a clear piece of evidence for the { i :[1fifglyph, I support ROK to
normalize this character.
| I —— The IDS should be changed to “:--ijf i {1 1" from “--/#kML.”. The bottom component means Eiso
00650 JIV 1L the final consonant(%“J /#&) of the Korean syllable, which is different from M (aka
© |- K0-726A).
KC-00523
/Ef’ The IDS should be changed to “-{& ! /[1.” from “/-{& .. The bottom component means Eiso
00651 = the final consonant(F7d /#¢E) of the Korean syllable, which is different from Mt (aka
®) T K0-726A).

KC-00547




The IDS should be changed to “:--i#f . [ .” from “--##FIL”. The bottom component means Eiso
the final consonant(&”J /# &) of the Korean syllable, which is different from M (aka

00653 %
I

N

(K) K0-726A).
KC-00546
| Eiso: The IDS should be changed to “:::i+ |” from “t::i+ 71" according to PnP. Eiso, UTC
00687
(K) [ UTC: Change 7 (U+3131 HANGUL LETTER KIYEOK) to 1 (Extension B U+200CD) in the IDS

KC-00597

Eiso

00788 E‘g‘
(K) 7:jl:1

KC-00773

3

ﬁ ’y: The IDS should be changed to “/-:#£28” from “{ | 1ZE2%”. Eiso
£

00806
(K)
KC-04946
00941130337 ‘¥ S = -
~ 408 e
KC-00905
3 303CA I3 ey
M 505
KC-01086
01277 3046F  |[vhy S ey
L 61.10 4

KC-01263




AKX

Eiso: The IDS should be changed to “:-#X 1" from “t::i% 71" according to PnP.

Eiso, UTC

01280 PR AV
(K) R— UTC: Change 7 (U+3131 HANGUL LETTER KIYEOK) to 1 (Extension B U+200CD) in the IDS
KC-01273
o410 304EC T B AL, enry
F 648
KC-01398
01539 }Y'Lj 3055C Bﬁ gAQTn ry,
KC-01508 v 107
T K CaiIal
. The IDS should be changed to “1}H =" from “/ . 1H =" Eiso
01590 H
®) J&
KC-05159
01720 =1 IDS >[IAL SAT
Z
KC-01836
IDS: [TIAREIF—Z
NS
02129 \ gﬂ 30765 N W EIAeTn ry,
7k 8515 gé[
KC-02157 Z
IDS: (117 IR % e
02501 J’? 308A8 E Ig AeTn ry,
: E 96.16 A
KC-02657
IDS: [T EF 3 HEL KC-02657




. Eiso: The IDS should be changed to “::F |” from “=:iF 71” according to PnP. UTECi,SOS’AT
02649 UTC: Change 71 (U+3131 HANGUL LETTER KIYEOK) to 1 (Extension B U+200CD) in the IDS
(K)
KC-02794 SAT: IDS >1H ]
IDS: I 1 Replaces HANGUL LETTER KIYEOK, which is not allowed in the syntax of IDS, with CJK STROKE
HZ.
02880 ﬁlﬂz% IDS 11 5 AT
KC-02915
IDS: S HH
02942 30A33 4% JE, flenry
=ms ),
KC-02999
02952 ’1@ SAT: IDS >[I/, Original data corrupted. SAT
'Il : Henry: ﬂ?%
KC-(B?OZ In IRGN2223 2 KR comments 2 Henry revised.pdf, ROK agreed to normalize
IDS: (1779 the right component of KC-03002 to Fbased on KR norm. rules and change glyph
30A40 +H of KC-03002 accordingly.
T~ 113.12 iﬁ‘ A
KC-03002
03022 = H
a5}
/0N

KC-03110




03118 Vayon H
K
KC-03188
03351 =y i
KC-03383
2053F
NN
Code chart: UCS2003 64K
E,
Evidence: J l
Discussion record: K font changed, irg47.
03367 % 125 & i
T13-3044 With reference to the attributes -1 | of T13-3043 (S/N 03366), the IDS should be
i I\ UTC: The IDS should be changed to “:::iP |” from “t:-ifif 1” according to PnP. Eiso, UTC
03486
(K) | UTC: Change 7 (U+3131 HANGUL LETTER KIYEOK) to ~1 (Extension B U+200CD) in the IDS
KC-03502
03528 = }—J H H
E Given the left component is (U+2E86) rather than , it would be more appropriate to
T13-3056 R

not unified with U+6716, irg49. explanation of evidence
Discussion record: accepted, irg47.




03564 i S i
Lr The last component is missing from the IDS, which should be &7 {Bj
KC-03553 Discussion record: font updated, irg49.
03586 30C7D &+ L Kcﬁm Henry
W 1407 4::t
KC-03564
The IDS needs to be changed to “/IiH%” from “ 1) B %" if the glyph would be| Eiso
03730 é&jb normalized.
(K)
KC-03766
03783 = T T i
%Zl‘( Given the font is changed, the IDS for the new font should be i % —A7J‘(
KC-05473 /-P—[— "(
Evidence: ]
Discussion record: SC 6, irg48.font changed, irg47
IRGN2242UCV #61a:
6lal =, 5. —
7K 7K K
Disunified Ideographs
92A2 — A= /= 2896D 2 D3 >
4 1676 i;J( $7K ﬁy—‘E & 1675 5]]( ﬁﬂ( ﬁﬂ{
GE4176 HB2-E4AC T24ET2 UCS2003  TF-4571 H-8D43
Unified Ideographs
721 A o Sm AR
T Wk Bk AR R
G3744B  H-AG6  TASE38  J1-6727
03859 H

ik

KC-03894

1y -

Discussion record: font changed, irg47




—_ The IDS should be changed to “/ L /R#” from “/ I} ¥ #” for matching the corrected glyph. }Pi S0,
— —r enry,
03801 }Fﬁ-% 30A3B - SAT
(K) ~ =19 I
KC-03032 KC-03032
Eiso: The IDS should be changed to “-:{5. |” from “i-1&." Eiso, H
03963 N/ HK: The lower component is missing from the IDS, which should be
(K) r 1= —I
KC-03944 | -5 L .
Discussion record: IS corrected, irg49.
04126 H
il
KC-04024
== Eiso: The IDS should be changed to “t::i8 " from “i:if 71" according to PnP. Eiso, UTC
04381 ——.
(K) I UTC: Change 7 (U+3131 HANGUL LETTER KIYEOK) to 1 (Extension B U+200CD) in the IDS
KC-04192
04408 r Change IDS from {15~ ) —1Fto il
W— A
\ —[ -~ uTC
&
KC-04212
oo
04417 \ )c =i T UTC
KC-04230
04427 Change IDS from L &/E to L& fat
uTC

Y1

KC-05818




04445

8

KC-04305

T, UTC

04739

T, UTC

04748

T, UTC

04768

T, UTC

04771

UK-02738

UTC

04807

il

KC-04516

05047

Z

KC-04771

T, UTC




/r

The IDS should be changed to “i-i7" X" from “--i1> X",

Eiso

00511 R
(SAT)
USAT09010
<<< The IDS should be changed to “/ 1} {{{iX” from “t LI ", Eiso
00613 I]—L‘
(SAT) IZI
USAT07072
i The IDS should be changed to “/ i 5" from “/ 1= %" to match the glyph and evidence. Eiso
00706 il e Note: #(U+21D00), 5 (U+21D44)
(SAT) -
USAT06991
—- Eiso: The IDS should be changed to “1!E " from “/_!F 1fi”. SAT has updated the glyph at | Eiso, G
01109 I' ] IRG #49, so the IDS should be updated correspondingly.
(SAT)
USAT04273
The IDS should be changed to “/:-i3Z {{” from “/ 5 (", Eiso
01489 <<<
(SAT)
USAT09839
7[‘ The IDS should be changed to “/!-iZE 37" from “| | 787" Eiso
00839 i
(SAT) X
USAT09815
—1 The IDS should be changed to “:-:ZE 5#” from “ [ ZEB". Eiso
00848 }F
(SAT) / L,

USAT09573




il

Eiso: The IDS should be changed to “iii[NTi” from “iATi". The evidence shows
“&USAT06375;...... EI7 IR iz Z A5 H B X = SO IE A T 3E R [ 2 ERURIR S =
&USAT06375;F £ &USAT06375;, 5 /&I & & H” The entry of fiion (Fi3C) shows “4

Eiso

03419 . WRTE. FKY). ” We can confirm USAT06375 is the variant of [ili(U+80BA)
(SAT) easily, which its right component is T (U+5DFF) not T (U+5E02). SAT has updated the
USAT06375 glyph at IRG #49, so the IDS should be updated correspondingly.
Henry: i1}
EB The better IDS should be “.: ! § 7" The evidence shows “... JEUI&K X . BUEZT. @E= Eiso
04426 H. F#&USAT00351;. AFFlw. AF =#I” We can confirm USAT00351 is the
(SAT) ) 'ﬁ variant of & (U+5191)notH (U+80C4)according to the passage, which® means “helmet”
USAT00351 and Hmeans “descendant”.
04259 = § f‘ = I\
[l: The right component is rather than . The IDS should be =__"_'::'_'_=7\E . i
USAT09007
05266 ,%@ T, UIC
USAT09827
N The IDS should be changed to 7} ¥ =" from “/ 1 { Z5” because the glyph has been updated | Eiso, SAT
h j \ to match the evidence.
~N
01954 / )
(T)
T13-2C56
01973 T SAT, Herny
SN /IN N—p ’
T13-2C60 peRsE T
IDS: (11 ¥ /N T13-2C60




02471 f)—lﬁ IDS >[I E )\ SAT
A
Original data corrupted.
T13-2E24
IDS: | il
02505 }-I/[\ IDS >N | SAT
T13-2E31
IDS: )TN L
02958 — =k = H
I \;g A
T13-2F62
Eiso: The IDS should be changed to “/Zi T :F F” from “/ 1 FI”. T13-2F68 is the variant of | Eiso, H
#HU+79D1) according to the evidence, so the left component is the variant of Knot #and
the radical “1157K” should be kept.
HK: Given that the vertical stroke of the left component does not overshoot at stroke
02972
(T) initiation, the IDS should be ;Iéi I )
T13-2F68 264E4
% 1270 ﬂé ;E %:(
Code chart: UCS2003  GKX-006217  T5-2321
Discussion record: Kepp radical 3, irg46.
03554 — _I l_ /ﬁ(
/ﬁ\< The IDC and the upper component are missing from the IDS, which should be i_..__: . H
T13-3060
03966 /X T XE‘
ﬁ Should the IDS be t.....ii i} H Y
20088
T13-3122 >y gy g B

Code chart: UCS2003  GKX-008117  T6-2124

Discussion record: font updated, irg48. font changed, irg47




04251 7 v
%K The right component is not li The IDS should be :|ﬁ I i < .
Discussion record:
T13-312F e - H
not unified by U+5831 (unless additional examples found),
irg47.
e
IZIIIIE{
05547 i3] =] T
T13-3159
F% The IDS should be changed to “/i { " or “tiii { Hi% 1" from “ [} { [i&”. Eiso
00237
(UK) ‘)\
UK-01469
— The IDS should be changed to “*" "ii-i% » [” from “:-i%*[1” because the glyph needs to Eiso
00569 % be updated to match the evidence.
(UK)
UK-01651
IS The better IDS should be “/i K 2", Eiso
00864
(UK) J2Z
UK-01674
(4L H
01110 303CF ({.{ T UE‘ESS enry
M 509 -

UK-01458




The better IDS should be “7 3K /C.

Eiso

01236
(UK) )
UK-02754
;%‘ The better IDS should be “{ K F" Eiso
01377 T
(UK) 3
UK-02753
01448 3050D ¢ flenry
+ 64.10 )
UK-02823
—_— H ’
01497 @ﬁ 3053C % SA6Tn ry
UK-01505 < 667 i
BB LD
01560 ,:! IDS > = JLH SAT
é“ Isn’t the right-bottom part a unit?
UK-01599
IDS: = H
H
01588 3058C /\ Aﬂé E[ UK-01619 enry
B 729 %
UK-01619
;Q The better IDS is “/ KA, Eiso, SAT
01685
(UK) ) I ~

UK-02755




02963 . %
% The IDC and the upper component are missing from the IDS, which should be :tL . H
UK-01643 Discussion record: €vidence of actual usage temporarily accepted, irg46.
03503 ’E;E.l-_g.’ EE‘ —
= The radical component is missing from the IDS, which should be H
UK-01659 o i ot
=
IRGN2223ConsolidatedCommentsPart2: 1
03503] = IDS |Change IDS from 1 L EIRI—& to L TEITRIE UTC
£
UTC-01659
Discussion record: ids corrected, irg49.
03679 J-E»K According to the Recommendation IRG M49.12: Proposal to add 3 New IDCs, the IDS should
S =ty >
46 be i T Y H
UK-01411 L B N .
Discussion record: Change IDS from ' [& ? to izl [BX, sc6, fs3, irg48.
Henr
03685 3OC D2 }‘}—{_% D UKE%DQ Y
e 1415
UK-01408
03722
E:I[I Given the middle component is in contact with the preceding component, the IDS should
UK-01532 J H—H H
Discussion record:
Change IDS from  ?Hto ' H™H, irg48.
04027
g According to the discussion record, the IDS should be i...__i i i
UK-01653 Discussion record: 1

A&, irg48.




04317 \%‘ I
l—\' P H
UK-01545 = | El/':_r{
T N
04917 ﬁ T
UK-01551
The IDS should be changed to “‘--#—+ <" from “=i—+ <", Eiso
00009
(UTC)
UTC-00970
- The IDS should be changed to “—H"” from “/--i—H1". Eiso
00011 -
(UTC)
UTC-00970
The IDS should be changed to “/ - iii—+F ¥ 4 from “{1i=i—1 Y $ Eiso
00114 Note that the discussion record should be “radical 6 hook confirmed, irg47.” not “radical 5
(UTC) hook confirmed, irg47.”
UTC-00972
o The IDS should be changed to “ -4 Eiso
00961 L_E
(UTC)
UTC-00999
—fa The IDS should be changed to “/ 7} ¥ " —H” from “{ 1} ¥ i--i—H”, Eiso
01366 HN|
(UTC)

UTC-01014




-—'_—: The IDS should be changed to “ i H - i——+ <" from “L{iH =i—+ <" Eiso
01556 H‘:Z‘
(UTC)
UTC-01019
\‘ —+ The IDS should be changed to “{ i} { iii—F <" from “11i { =5—1 <" Eiso
01958 {‘—\2‘
(UTC)
UTC-01026
01959 oy IDS >k AT
7,
UTC-01238
IDS:
—: The IDS should be changed to “/ i % -#ii—F ¥ " from “0 1} 4 &=i—1 <" Eiso
02396 ‘—\Z’
(UTC)
UTC-01032
1 The IDS should be changed to “ i B #i—+ X" from “.{iH i—1 <" Eiso
02732 ‘:Z‘
(UTC)
UTC-01035
03166 )Fj\? Given the vertical stroke of the right component overshoots at stroke initiation, the IDS should H
UTC-01044
Evidence: l E E ﬁ ]
03068 Given the vertical stroke of the rlght component overshoots at stroke initiation, the IDS should H

=

UTC-01042

¥$E1*J




—3— Eiso: The IDS should be changed to “:= " i—+F X7 from “¢-: " Ei—+ <7 Eiso, H
?Sii? % H: Given the vertical stroke of the middle component overshoots at stroke initiation, it would
UTC-01054 be more appropriate to change the IDS to
A Y SN Eiso: The IDS should be changed to “/ i1 {--i{&i—F ¥ " from “11i { =i—F <" Eiso, H
—dh
(()S{;(é? -I/—\Z H: Given the vertical stroke of the right component overshoots at stroke initiation, the IDS
UTC-01058 should be i i}
7. Editorial Errors
7.1 Record errors & misspellings
SN Image Type Comment From
The discussion record should be “radical kept <2, irg49.” The original radical submitted by SAT is % not /1, | Eiso

*}‘* and there is no change during IRG #49.
02330

j—I—A record error
(SAT) radical kept irg49.

USAT10180
Discussion Record should be “keep radical 3§, irg46.” Eiso
02972 . .
(T) misspelling | kepp|radical 3, irg46.
T13-2F68
record error There is no consensus on the issue regarding this character at IRG#50. This character should be deleted | J

03555 until IRG's confirmation

7.2 Source additions or deletions

page
(PDAM2.2

)

ucs

S / N /| Comment
(WS2015
)

From

Chen Zhuang’s Note




129 u+30278 00731 Add UK-01211 J About PDAM2.2
only.
The missing source
00731 33i:T§ iﬁ ﬂ;‘i unify 00729, irg46. IS UTC rather than
Bl _11 USAT06429 | uTC-01211 UK
131 u+302ed 00854 Add UK-01357 J About PDAM2.2
only.
00854 Sst-/t)IJ ’ ’ ..t(jl sz-. unify 00853, irg46.
2 | 5 USATO06750 UTC-01357
7.3 Order
page S/N From
(PDAM2.2 | UCS (WS2015 | comment
) )
132 u+3035d 00110 | These two character should be arranged according to J
u+3035e 00109 | source index.

7.4. Source Reference Errors

SN1 Image 1 Original Attributes Comment Type Comment From
03461 HEL 130 ¥ Source reference  The source reference GHZR42262.04 does not tally with the bitmap file Eiso
% error name and evidence file name.
B3 :
GHZR42262.04 X Evidence:

11 | 15




SN1 Image 1

03476 -
Ak

GHZR42276.20

04015 EJE‘

GHZR73882.14

04032 3

A
GHZR73900.09

7.5 T/S Flag

Original Attributes

130

 BE
15 19

Comment Type

Evidence file error

Source reference
error

Source reference
error

Comment

The glyph shown in the evidence file differs from the one submitted.
Evidence:

The source reference GHZR73882.14 does not tally with the bitmap file
name and evidence file name.
Evidence:

Discussion record: Not unified with U+27D6B, irg49.

The source reference GHZR73900.09 does not tally with the bitmap file
name and evidence file name. 20525

Evidence:
@900.@*.%@»5 e N )
EE(R) v FAMP v EFBEE ESHU) v B5H50) v
M
N/
W E] “ iR o(E%ﬁ" HER) . “H8” ,“ " HIBE .

From

Eiso

Eiso

Eiso



05207 Revert T/S flag to 1 (SAT suggested changing to 0 in v3: http://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/~irg/irg/irgd8/IRGN2179_SAT- UTC
Review.pdfftpage=21)
ol »
UK-02565
05215 Revert T/S flag to 1 (SAT suggested changing to 0 in v3: http://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/~irg/irg/irgd8/IRGN2179_SAT- UTC
Review.pdf#tpage=21)
UK-02573
02177 SIMP flag change to 1 Henry
3078E
X 8686
A GZ-1392601
02182 Change the Simplified Flag to 1 Henry
30796  h
X 866 7N
M
K GZ-4521401
01497 _‘E é E T/S>1 SAT
UK-01505
01551 ijj—j T/S>1 SAT
G_Z3601106
01565 T/S>1 SAT

i

G_Z0981201




01575 H‘E T/s>1 SAT
G_PGLG2013

01582 H,;, T/s->1 SAT
G_74381501

01589 H é T/s>1 SAT
G_74091401

01618 E’[& T/s->1 SAT
G_Z3551104

01643 % T/5>1 SAT
G_7Z3642404

01687 % T/s->1 SAT
G_71112101

01693 3 t’ T/5->1 SAT

i

G_Z0222601

00061 % Z T/s->1 SAT
G_Z3391401

03632 T/5>1 SAT

;FF,_XE

GHZR31333.11




01746 ;‘5‘ T/S->1 SAT
B
G_73632101
02441 55 T/ S->1 SAT
G_71412103
01908 T/S>1 SAT
G_70421202
01914 x% T/S>1 SAT
GHZR42150.11
01915 )}Q T/S->1 SAT
Bt
G_Z0381203
02009 ?IKH T/S->1 SAT
G_74962204
02008 \\ E T/S>1 SAT
TR
G_74792508
02077 :?Zﬂ: T/S>1 SAT
H
G_74042101
02177 T/ S->1 SAT

i

G_71392601




02182 Lﬁ‘ T/S>1 SAT
_j'\'

G_74521401

02231 ajz T/S>1 SAT

VAR

G_70722601

02241 nz, T/S>1 SAT
G_71102201

00419 @ T/S>1 SAT

J

G_74052201

00593 m{% T/S>1 SAT
G_71491101

02322 m;m T/S>1 SAT
G_74321201

02340 N T/S>1 SAT

T13-2D61

02371 fl:j—‘( T/S>1 SAT
G_73242501

02411 T/S>1 SAT

JH]

G_73321602




02527 EIE[:] T/S->1 SAT
G_72502401
02570 m A éi T/S->1 SAT
G 72132603
02604 . 7} /5> 1 SAT
/
G_70141501
02605 \ﬁ T/S->1 SAT
G_70592101
02606 y—\ﬁ—i T/S ->1 SAT
G_73671501
02708 i$ T/S->1 SAT
m
G_7Z0101203
02709 iA T/S>1 SAT
m-7
G_71982203
02706 iﬂ T/S->1 SAT
mP
G_7Z0902603
02714 T/S ->1 SAT

b

G_72311402




02838 ﬁ)-( j- T/S>1 SAT
G_Z1332501
02841 ﬁ T/S > 1 SAT
)
G_Z1342403
02850 6% T/S>1 SAT
G_Z0632304
02863 ﬁﬁ T/S>1 SAT
J
G_Z4632402
02867 . T/S>1 SAT
G_Z0492402
02878 F:; /s> 1 SAT
G_25172'§101
02928 T/S>1 SAT

ik

G_72942401




SAT's Feedback to IRG#50 Discussion Record on WS2015 (IRGN2291 Appendix)

We have found the following discrepancies between the official discussion record and our recordings. Entries are sorted according to the order in the official

D/R. We do not claim our accuracy over the official D/R, but would kindly ask experts to reconfirm the discussion results.

(Note: Our tag name live means retained in M-set, and withdrawn either of withdrawal, horizontal extension, IVS, or unification.)

1. Unifications / Duplications

[all T pending chars go to 2017]

SIN 1 Ref glyph SIN 2 D/R notes SAT memo (excerpt) Remarks
A IVD withdrawn The official D/R does not specify
T U+65B2 . . .
01534 d [ ucv U+65B5 which character to unify with.
GHZR42174.28 | U*65BS VD, new UGV
Not unify live The subsequent change was not
hY
[change glyph to match source] recorded. The operation was not
05232 U+2A048 )
) requested in other parts of
Consolidated Comments either.
N withdraw withdrawn The subsequent change was not
™ % U+6CA7
01982 / TCA: put them in WS2017 recorded.
T13-2c62 | Ut2sCCl
N==1 Not unify withdrawn Unmatched outcomes.
02037 =| 02061 Selena: pending for research
T13-2C75




Move to ws 2017 withdrawn Unmatched outcomes.
02542 :5 ; U+7537 U+7537
T13-2E3C TCA: IVD
unify withdrawn The official D/R does not specify
J@ U+24C30 _ o
02549 L\ U+24C30 which character to unify with.
T13-2E3F U+24C32
\ ucv withdrawn Unmatched outcomes.
02595 J% U+759A [all T pending chars go to 2017]
T13-2E4E
IVD withdrawn The official D/R is ambiguous on
——
p TO ¥ U+75BE which character is the subject of
02597 ), 02596 o
T13-2E50 Lu: IVD because of commonness | unification.
along with 02596
IVD withdrawn Unmatched outcomes.
02652 % 07687 [no record]
T13-2E66

[all T pending chars go to 2017]




unified with UCV# 371 withdrawn The official D/R understands it as
U+77C7 UCV #371, while SAT record as
Shin: #371 expansion of the rule. Current
02789 H% Us77C7 Lu: we will expand it because UCV #371 cannot embrace such
T13-2F38 people wouldn’t notice a bar; shape variants.
moreover it’s Clerical
Shin: also in KOR norm. rule
Lu: new UCV
IVD withdrawn Unmatched outcomes.
ST eorecy 30D1F and 21603 U+76C7
03763 4 1433 Suzuki: U+21603 found non-
T13-%070 Ur21603 cognate, so should be with
U+76C7
F 3 withdraw withdrawn Unmatched outcomes.
00456 ﬁi U+2219E U+2219E
UK-02821 Lu: so cognate, unify or IVS
¥ Unify, keep 01622 withdrawn The official D/R is ambiguous
02341 ﬂﬁ 02336 UK-01622 between WS serial number and
UK-01583 source reference number.
2. Radicals
SIN Ref glyph D/R notes SAT memo (excerpt) Remarks




g live Missing from the official D/R.
02696 TITL rad: 19.0
GHZR52743.08 agree
, Foot steps live Unclear meaning in the official D/R.

04708 Eﬁi rad: 170.0

GHZR74482.01 keep £

E live The official D/R is misleading as if the
04187 %ﬁ.ﬂﬁ rad: 159.0 radical were changed into 159.1.
USATO5679

keep in accord with ##




LU, Qin [COMP]

From: irgeditors-request@ml.comp.polyu.edu.hk on behalf of ffskEE <eisoch@126.com>
Sent: Monday, 28 May 2018 3:51 PM

To: csluqin; BRIt

Cc: Andrew West; irgeditors

Subject: lirgeditors] One record error in IRGN2291

Dear Dr. Lu and Mr. Chen,

There is one record error in IRGN2291.

Page 21. 02341:UK-01583 and 02336:UK-01622 should be unified, and, UK prefers to keep 02336:UK-01622,
because 02336:UK-01622 is more common than 02341:UK-01583, which Mr. Tao Yang has confirmed this

situation. The current record is "unify, keep 01622". 01622:KC-01675 is not related to this unification, which is
postponed for the clear evidence at this project. So the record should be changed to "unify, keep 02336".

Please upload this email as my feedback.

Regards,
Eiso
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