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Thank Ms. Judith Chen for her contribution to the revision of G-source glyph and references.
The characters she mentioned in IRGN2843 do indeed have the issues with their glyph design.

There is no doubt that the revision suggestion for the glyph of U+211AE, U+2A917, U+2AA30,
U+2B536, U+2CE4B, U+2CE4C, U+2CE4E, U+2A942, U+2A945, U+2A94F, U+2A9DE, U+2A9E7,
U+2AABS8, U+2BFBO, U+2C6F6 is correct and persuasive.

The question is about U+59C9, U+6FF2, U+81A5.

Analysis for U+59C9:

Judith suggests to change the glyph of U+59C9 from to ﬂi . That’s a wise idea for
it

U+59C9 is a variant of % with 2 or 3 kinds of original glyph. The left components are evolved

A
from I/ZIB . As the earliest documentary evidence, there are three variants of I Ij , I | i ,

—-
.

and I_—J which are not related to I |j in the Dunhuang manuscripts. Although the glyph

ﬁfﬁ do exists in the later literature, it’s the second evolution of I/:la , further formed by the

N

i i
combination of strokes from . Therefore, is the most common glyph in later

ancient books.
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Analysis for U+6FF2:
Judith suggests that China reconsider the glyph design of U+6FF2.
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g ﬁ& %
China confirmed that GB 18030 changed 7FX [Z0*, version 2005] to [ , version

2022] according to the glyph of other horizontal sources.
No matter what stroke the middle part of this character is, it is the erroneous form of U+7014 %
as Evidence 1-7 show, while evidence 8-12 show the correct form.
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Of course both (evidence 1-4) and (evidence 5-7) exist in the ancient literature,
anyone could be settled on the code point U+6FF2. It is also good to have the UCS glyph follow
the GB 18030 glyph changes.
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Analysis for U+81A5:
According to the evidences, the common glyph shapes and encoded glyph shapes have structural

difference. The frequently used glyph is U+31F1A *% whose left component is confirmed as
& by the collating note in evidence 2(2). Then we can make sure that the G-glyph of U+81A5
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should be revised from /“El to IAF" what GB 18030-2022 have already done.
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The table of glyph revision:
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