TRGN1420 Annex S review (2) Appendix E:

Further examples

Below are further examples for consideration by
editors. Comments are invited on the designation

given, the suitability of the representative glyphs
and any over relevant issues.

Examples 283—295 are suggested further examples of

pairs with differences of abstract shape.

Example |Pair Reason Notes

Number

283 P%? ”—g 1.4.3

284 F;:_B_jf ﬁ 1.4.3

285 I_Xﬁ W‘T 1.4.3

286 =, 31 1.4.3

287 @ f—‘z 1.4.1

289 PE.étEl‘r %/I 1.4.3

290 /ﬁ\ 1.4.3

291 @ (ﬁ 1.4.3

292 % 7% 1.4.3

—=

293 = 7—7% 1.4.3

294 ﬂ: )_L 1.4.3

295 $ it 1.4.3 cf TRGN1417 pp37,
2AR92 and 2AR93.




Examples 296—304 are suggested further examples of
pairs of encoded characters with the same abstract

shape:—
Example|Pair/ Reason Separately Notes
Number |Triplet Encoded
296 4_(04E46) |source separation cf example 306
s (04E45) |[Fute
307 H|Hnn| U+5405 vs G_zyf00706 . |Moved from table below.
Non—cognate. Do they
have different
abstract shapes?
297 &4 (054C1)
] (ZOBEE)
298 B (209A4)
B (055AE)
299 Al (08089)
Al (2054E)
300 F(05343) |non—cognate
+ (05E72)
301 Z (07575) |source separation cf F& U+236DB
= (0756B) [rule and f& JK-65328
302 3 (24CAF)
E%(O756B)
303 2 (24CBF) ht;p://1§0.1}1.1.
= 40/yitia/fra/fra02
& (07575) 650.htm
304 2 (28F76)
%%(24C6A)




Examples 305—-310 are suggested further examples of
glyph sets with the same abstract shape, in which one

or more glyphs is not separately encoded.

/N

JTADZ3.

Example |[Glyph set |Notes Reference
Number
305 1Y variants of [ ]
l_]l_] U+95ES.
306 cf U+ded6 vs JH— cf example 296

g
i,

U+5151.

HK considers % and
W, different
abstract shapes.
Annex S includes B
U+514E = % U+5154

308 These are basically |http://140.
F/EJ m I_&j handwritten 111.1.
variants of [A], cf [40/yitia/fra
U+27EE3 #A vs /fra03288.
U+27EEE #A4 htm
309 ctf U+90A6 vs TC—
ﬂgﬂg 2D59/G_XC2019
310 17 U+514D vs b,




The following suggested examples different abstract
shape where postponed from IRG N1350 Appendix B at
IRG #29 for further discussion as to whether or not
they have the same abstract shape:—

32

HN

Example |Pair Reason Notes

Number

137 E{}::; S.1.4.3 Discussed during

— [RG28, however

without context
contradicts F=F=F%
(see examples 001 and
041 in Appendix A).

138 1%;;63 Postponed IRG #29

152 ?I_%'B il‘% S.1.4.3

275 ﬁjz | S.1.4.1 & |Niether S.1.4.1 nor S.1.4.3 [HK]

BX N S.1.4.3 These two characters clearly have

differences of abstract shape.

279 S.1.4.3




The following suggested possible examples the same
abstract shape where postponed from IRG N1350
Appendix A part one at IRG #29 for further

discussion:—
Example |pair/ Reason Notes
number |triplet separately
encoded

001 non—cognate|Flag 1
T (058EC) s s
=+ (0738B)
F (21230)

008 non—cognate|Flag 62—3
£.(05902) s s
R (0590A)

010 non—cognate|Flag 69
J1,(051E0) s s
J1,(0513F)




