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CJK C GLYPH CHANGE
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One stroke different
Glyph changed due to font
mistake

Font mistake
Glyph Changed

Font mistake
Glyph Changed

Code mistake
Code changed

One stroke different
Glyph changed due to

One stroke different. Font
mistake
Glyph changed

One stroke different. Font
mistake
Glyph changed
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Font mistake.
Glyph changed

Font mistake.
Glyph changed

Font mistake.
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Font mistake.
Glyph changed

Font mistake.
Glyph changed

Font mistake.
Glyph changed



Further comments on N1328

S/N | IRG N 1328 CJK C1v4.0 Comment
1 F 09726 Glyph of “hand” is not commonly
2ABBA - 10541 = = used, while the glyph in CJK_C1
V044848 0453191 :I: is commonly used.
BN V04-434B | 3 Vietnam to confirm please.
11] 1

Vietnam’s response:

The glyph was changed with the correct component of “Hand” as follow:

I
T

2 07643 The middle horizontal stroke of
2AF88 ﬂlﬂ 08373 . .
A 0765.181 [FH] is not straight enough.
i H \V04-4666 Vietnam to confirm please.
9|5
Vietnam’s response:
The character of VV04-4666 /\ HEI was corrected
3 f> 14482 A change of glyph is noted.
2AFB4 [ 01?59509;21 » 4, Similar cases are U+2AA80
\VD4-4E71 I3 DT /X Ij—jjp H
313 ' 7N

( ‘.I'Ud-ﬂl?,]T), U+2ACC3( V04-4875 )’
Al
U+2B1D6( *.fu4-5224),
Al
AN
u+2B3cc( %) and




S/N | IRG N 1328 CJK_C1v4.0 Comment

s
H]

U+2B3D5( 045957y The right
component is different from that in

Ext C v 4.0, an example is

10979
11889
0537.121 ;IV
A V04-4B2B
31
Other examples are not included
here.

Vietnam to confirm please.

Vietnam’s response:

The right component of the listed characters remarks the phonetics of the character, and it has three variable shapes: I y I 9 J

Among which, the component of 7 has the most frequent distribution in many old texts.

The character was hand-written in the old texts, thus, it might vary a little bit in different people’s hand-writing.

Somehow, in regarding to the shape of 7 ’s frequency, Vietnam confirm that this is the most common shape of this kind of component, and in the listed cases
above, the two components could be unified into T.

é}Ln S Q@ UTC source !l:IILCgf:i:’f:u;:er::z;iqo:‘:?\?'llf.:Eucgceis quite UTC Source ShOUId be removed ?
A - removed different without further information, the
251 51 éﬁ UTcon022 éA UTC source data cannot be used.
- - 2
G_CH501182 UTC00022 (from WG2 N3267)
BISL | Japm | G_ACTOT18 | ?T_f]' P :fﬁ:x:_";"u:ﬁ hould
UTC00022 é'?‘“ T

(from WG2 N3261)

- 1124 141 not clear. The change of the glyph
V04-5430 ZE V04-5430

11 3

T Her | 12159 % Upper horizonal stroke of [ [ ] is

(the top component) for [ﬁ] is
noted.
Vietnam to confirm please.

Vietnam’s response

The radical of /\ has another variation of /. In many cases, even when one of the two variations is used, everyone know that they all refer to the radical of
“Eight”. In many Chinese fonts, these two variations of Eight are used as similarity.

Thus, Vietnam re-confirm that the character of V04-5430 is not wrong, but we still re-correct this part, so that there would not be any misunderstanding for this
character




Findings of checking of N1328 with WG2 N3261 Annex 1

S/N | codepoint | From WG2 N 3261 Annex 1

Required changes are not yet updated in N1328

1 | 2AF7C IH s
HEIA\ mA Glyph change for V column
[] H

The glyph (V04-4E34) does not align with the disposition.

2AF7C IH/_'?\ H]'ZI—}
TC-4D38 V04-4E34
Vietnam to confirm please.

Vietnam’s response

Glyph changed [H-Ij

Glyph change

2 2B04B @ @

The glyph (TD-4223) does not align with the disposition.

2B04B %@

TD-4223
TCA to confirm please.

3 | 2B642 * . No change é-ﬁ -
HIH. Glvph change to I—‘

The giyph is chaﬁged though the disposition is “No change”.

fil

V04-574C
Vietnam to confirm please.

Vietham’s response

Glyph corrected ﬁ

4 | 2B644 w.'." E Glyph change
B

The change may not align with the disposition.

2B644 é}%ﬁ

V04-574E
Vietnam to confirm please.

Vietnam’s response:

Glyph corrected




5 2AA1F From (Ext C v 4.0) From IRG N1328

“ RARFRERE RERERY S| 0 KL e g

2AA2C -
2AA2D . - . Point 1. A change of glyph of a number of characters IS noted.
2AA2F ngé%p left component in Ext C v4.0 is different from that in Point 2: Generally speaking, the commonly seen glyph of the radical

is ):' , the top part is somewhat like a rectangle where the top
horizontal stroke joins with the left vertical stroke. In the glyphs
shown above, the top horizontal stroke extends towards the left and
extends beyond the left vertical stroke.

Vietnam’s response
Vietnam has been re-checking the case and re-corrected this series of character.
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