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Summary

This document describes feedback concerning the Small Seal encoding proposal (n5343r) received
by email from two parties on October 7th and the answer by experts from TCA and China on October
11t followed by a quick acknowledgement from Kushim Jiang on the same day.

Note: The term ‘liding 7€ form’ used in this document is the practice of regularizing ancient
Chinese character forms in clerical or regular script (the term literal meaning is ‘clerical fixing’).
Liding is often used in Chinese textual studies. See https://www.wikiwand.com/en/articles/Liding
for more details. This is by contrast to the normalized or standard form which is typically based on
the original publications of Shuowen Jiezi where the clerical characters appear in the explanation.

Both forms may appear as ‘modern’ CJK for a given Small Seal character. More information about the
normalized form is now provided in N5355.

Original feedback from Kushim Jiang (2 JK&)) received October 7t 2025

| compared the latest data with my own and discovered over 1,700 differences in modern
characters. | shall now list some potentially necessary modifications for the reference of China and
TCA.

U+3D02C may be &7
U+3DOCA may be
U+3D32B should be /Y
U+3D399 should be &
U+3D8FO0 should be
U+3DACE should be &
U+3DADE may be it
U+3DCS5E may be ifj
U+3E3DO0 may be B
U+3ECES8 should be 5!
U+3EF90 should be }{%
U+3F6BC may be 1%
U+3F80A should be 5%


https://www.wikiwand.com/en/articles/Liding

U+3FB97 should be >

Original feedback from CheonHyeong Sim (};X¥7) also received October 7th 2025

| found an issue. The modern CJK value for U+3E9FC should be U+540E (/5, meaning “queen”)
instead of U+25416 (J=, which is a variant of 7, meaning “stone”). Kushim also agrees that [5
would be correct.

Answers received from Selena (Fi#f4g), TCA, October 11th

(by email)

China and TCA experts had a quick discussion about the issues Kushim Jiang and Shen Tianheng
(CheonHyeong Sim) raised in their email (10/7) . Selena (Biffff) compiled experts' feedback and
replied in the attached file [see below].

The principle we're going with is: When modern CJK characters and small seal script look the same,
AND the pronunciation and meaning match, we'll use those first. If no matching form exists, we'll
substitute with standard characters (IE57).

As for whether we need to apply to IRG using UNC for characters that don't have corresponding
small seal script forms - we can discuss that part later. Personally, | don't favor applying for
encoding using "liding (£ E)" forms, unless the character actually appears in historical
documents.

Attached file

Reply to Kushim and Tianheng's Oct. 7 Email

China and TCA experts discussed the questions you raised. TCA also added a character that needs
a Modern CJK entry modification. Selena compiled experts' feedback as below.

Our principle: When modern CJK characters and small seal script looks the same, AND the
pronunciation and meaning match, we'll use those first. If no matching form exists, we'll substitute
with standard characters (1FZF).
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Further feedback from Kushim Jiang (3£ Jk#}) received October 11th 2025
| agree with the document (attached file above).

My previous reluctance to display modern characters on code charts stemmed primarily from the
lack of a reliable source. However, after revising thousands of entries, the significance of these
correspondences has become far clearer, and | now consider their inclusion on code charts to be
entirely justified.

| wish to distinguish between ‘provided the liding sZ 7€ form’ and ‘provided the normalized form 1F5¢
because the liding form was unavailable’, for instance by adding an asterisk after the characterin
the latter case.

Michel’s note: Not totally clear what the ‘normalized form 5’ means in this context. TCA uses the
term ‘standard characters (1)’ A proper analysis of these determinations should probably be
created and documented in the future. (See now n5355 which is an answer to that note).
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