UK Responses to Consolidated Comments

on

IRG N2223 IRG Working Set 2015 Version 4.0

Summary of important changes requested by UK:

Withdraw the following character:

e 01186 UTC-01349 %%

Change the glyphs for the following characters:

e 01824 UTC-01538
e 00569 UTC-01651 &

Responses to Comments

Part 1. Unifications

SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
00198 | UTC-01573 ,f AGREE to unify with U+20266.
A
00540 | UTC-01370 | =, NOT UNIFY. UTC-01370 is the variant form of 5/, whereas
= U+2BE27 is the vulgar variant form of U+53E5 ] according
to fE#E. They are non-cognate and the shape is different, so
they can't be unified.

00689 | UTC-02770 l‘E NOT UNIFY. UTC-02770 is the local variant form of # at i1l
Hbl%, whereas U+21240 is the variant form of 4. They are
non-cognate and the shape is different, so they can't be
unified.

00742 | UTC-02625 | 45 NOT UNIFY. UTC-02625 is the simplified form of U+588F 7,

== they can't be unified. Compare these examples:

00817 | UTC-02921 NOT UNIFY. The differences between UTC-02921 and

o

U+208F4/U+208F8 are not unifiable.




SN

S/Ref.

Glyph

Response

00852

UTC-01652

NOT UNIFY. UTC-01652 is the variant form of ¢, whereas
U+5973 % means “woman”, and U+216A6 is a very rude
word meaning "vulva". UTC-01652 is non-cognate with
U+5973 and U+216A6, and the shape is different, so they
can't be unified.

01108

UTC-02787

AGREE to unify with U+38C74;. Horizontal extension.

01113

UTC-02641

NOT UNIFY. UTC-02641 is the strict transformation form of
the Shuowen Small Seal, and Duan Yucai changed it to
U+22122 according to the explanation by /M, but many
scholars disagree with this change. It is useful for scholars
and for mapping to Shuowen Seal to keep UTC-02641 as a
separate character. Furthermore the components ¥4 and %k
are not unifiable.

02684

UTC-01393

n:

NOT UNIFY. UTC-01393 is an ancient place name mentioned
in oracle bone inscriptions, using the Il “dish” radical;
whereas U+2626C 5 refers to a type of small net (5#Z), and
uses the ¥ (") “net” radical. Note, the oracle bone script
form shown below clearly uses the “dish” radical, not the
“net” radical. They are non-cognate and the shape is different,
so they can't be unified.

Ty y

2.1 IDSes

SN

S/Ref.

Glyph

Response

00237

UTC-01469

i

Agree. Change IDS to | | { fii.

00724

UTC-01576

E

DISAGREE. The structure of the left side is =i+ not -7 1.

00852

UTC-01652

P

Agree. Change IDS to i ™.

00868

UTC-01737

Ak

Agree. Change IDS to "7 ZZ.




SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
01152 | UTC-01428 % DISAGREE. Using IRGN2225 component entities it could be
e described as 7 &D7-03;&H601;%%, but 2% is better.
01824 | UTC-01538 | 1 & Agree. Furthermore the font glyph should be corrected to
= show U+2123C =+ at the bottom as a transcription character
for Old Hanzi should be more strict than a modern character.
03191 | UTC-02871 *ﬁ% DISAGREE. The original IDS i : K7 is better.
03202 | UTC-01946 )F DISAGREE. The original IDS { I K7 is better.
03226 | UTC-01628 Z\gﬁ Agree. Change IDS to { | 4 i1 kY.
»
03458 | UTC-02855 Hﬁj’“ DISAGREE. The original IDS {1} H# is better.
03488 | UTC-01518 ﬁg DISAGREE. The original IDS {{}F B is better.
03503 | UTC-01659 | EEH | Using IRGN2225 component entities, &P15-01; & would be
= even better.
03520 | UTC-01632 %(\ Agree. Change IDS to { T 5/ \—L
03577 | UTC-02897 ffé‘ DISAGREE. The original IDS {177 is better.
03589 | UTC-01961 D%—'] DISAGREE. The original IDS {1 [l is better.
03590 | UTC-01962 | 745 | DISAGREE. The original IDS 77X is better.
I~
03847 | UTC-01454 % Agree. Change IDS to | LN 5. SC=6, TS=13.
03851 | UTC-02147

DISAGREE. The original IDS i7" & is better.




SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
04027 | UTC-01653 Eﬁ Partially agree. Better to change IDS to -1 {154 %1 H. Even
h better would be to define a component entity for the outside
of JiEk.
04258 | UTC-02095 /;:{ Agree. Change IDS to (i IR &
04317 | UTC-01545 | > iy e
1}% Agree. Change IDS to ii:i1_ 5.
04601 | UTC-02768 ﬁ‘ Agree. Change IDS to i--i [ ].
04771 | UTC-02738 .

Agree. Change IDSto i}

2.2 Radicals

DISAGREE. Actually X is the semantic and " is the phonetic.

SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
00304 | UTC-01328 % Agree. Change to radical 172 .
00408 | UTC-01686 % Agree. Change to radical 30 H. SC=6, FS=5.
00592 | UTC-01615 éf—':'é Agree. Change to radical 30 H.SC=8 and TS=11.
00864 | UTC-01674 J;IQ DISAGREE. The radical is 38 %, and X is the phonetic.
= Compare:
U+9765 i : radical 176 [f
U+990D J& : radical 184 &
U+9B47 J& : radical 194 %
U+9EE1 J# : radical 203
01175 | UTC-01617 E,';E Agree. Change to radical 163 . SC=8, TS=15.
=
02307 | UTC-01450 EER

See Jidguiwén Cipti Hf 3Cqa% (Liren Shuju, 2013) p. 239:




SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
Ly
|
03969 | UTC-01416 %’& Agree. Change to radical 79 4. SC=9, FS=1.
AL
04257 | UTC-02904 % _:F Agree. Change to radical 167 4:. SC=14, FS=4.
3.1 Glyphs/Fonts
SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
00569 | UTC-01651 | 22 Agree. Change glyph as shown below. SC=7, TS=10.
=
4 Y/
00660 | UTC-01666 Hﬁ% Disagree. Placement of 1 radical follows Chinese convention.
NV
00740 | UTC-02624 Yes, it is the simplified form of U+214E6 1.

3.2 Evidence

SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
00045 | UTC-02964 [IX Disagree. Many components have already been encoded as
CJK unified ideographs, e.g. - ¥ 7***"“#%F encoded in
Unicode v. 4.1.
00046 | UTC-02965 II/L‘
N
00122 | UTC-02967




SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response

00308 | UTC-02966 | »z

00319 | UTC-02945 ‘{};(L DISAGREE. All articles written by Prof. Zhao use UTC-02945

for his name, and we believe that Prof. Zhao knows how to
spell his own name! Other sources that mistakenly use
U+6CA8 X probably do so because they do not have a font
with UTC-02945.

00519 | UTC-01656 DISAGREE. UTC-101656 is not unifiable with U+20B41 &,

and the alternation of H and H is common in Chu texts.

=|
=

01186 | UTC-01349 % Agree. WITHDRAW UTC-01349 pending further evidence.
—

00990 | UTC-01639 | /I~ DISAGREE. Many CJK ideographs which are digraph ligatures
AN have been encoded as individual characters.

01126 | UTC-01489 Z—‘-J UTC-01489 is the variant form of U+6CBB ¥}, whereas
U+2BASE #1 is the variant form of U+4F41 1. See Lit
Xinfang 21Z 7%, Chujidnbé Tongjic Huishi 4 5 B G FE
(Beijing, 2011) p. 68:

23] L1541\ FREM (FERZE ) 10:
“B(R) 0B K k(=) 4 0E)
X, JEtR () 21 (18) .7 4], NARH,

01450 | UTC-02916 _jl‘;—% DISAGREE. See additional evidence for this character from
CHERS ZiE)  (GEE =1+ " EEZIA) T4 folio 9:




SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
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4.1 Stroke Counts and Total Strokes

SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response

00864 | UTC-01674 J;l‘{ Agree.
=<

03090 | UTC-01924 gg Disagree. kTotalStrokes for % (U+4E13) is 4.

03155 | UTC-02807 *§ Disagree. kTotalStrokes for % (U+4E13) is 4.

03238 | UTC-01614 % Disagree. kTotalStrokes for f£ (U+5107) is 15.

03263 | UTC-01990 Q)sz Agree.




SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
03503 | UTC-01659 @ Agree.
=
03677 | UTC-01430 | Z& Agree.
03829 | UTC-02859 EEH Disagree, but SC should be changed to 11 as kTotalStrokes for
JJ 25 (U+20041) is 11.
03847 | UTC-01454 2 | Agree.
H

04305 | UTC-01524 | > Agree.

1#
05325 | UTC-02441 El’% Agree.
05445 | UTC-02394 %% Agree.
05545 | UTC-02615 | plike Agree.
05176 | UTC-02530 ﬁﬁ: Agree.

4.2 Total Strokes

SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
00790 | UTC-01626 —I%S Agree.

==
00868 | UTC-01737 %‘ Disagree. TS=8 because % is a simplified component.
00899 | UTC-01431 ﬁ% Agree.
02870 | UTC-02657 ﬁ”ﬁ Agree.
03090 | UTC-01924 | &/~ Disagree.
03103 | UTC-01926 | A4 Disagree.

Ul




SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
03155 | UTC-02807 *§ Disagree.
03179 | UTC-02846 *% Agree with UTC.
03185 | UTC-02797 )F% Agree.
Y
03186 | UTC-02710 % Agree with UTC.
=

03191 | UTC-02871 *ﬁi Agree with UTC.
03202 | UTC-01946 *l% Agree with UTC.
03238 | UTC-01614 % Disagree.
03263 | UTC-01990 Q)sz Disagree.
03299 | UTC-02940 | 47 Agree.

i
03302 | UTC-02818 Q—é—% Agree with UTC.
03309 | UTC-02022 | Agree with UTC.
03325 | UTC-02036 | 47 | Agree with UTC.

“I»
03458 | UTC-02855 B%‘ Disagree.
03547 | UTC-01947 -%F‘ Agree.
03549 | UTC-01948 —% Agree.
03552 | UTC-01949 _li“ Agree with UTC.
03557 | UTC-02629 }‘IL“ Agree.
03562 | UTC-01951 Agree.

i




SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
03565 | UTC-01952 | 23 Agree.
xof
03567 | UTC-01954 | 4% Agree.
Ui
03568 | UTC-01955 | 22 Agree.
=
03569 | UTC-01956 | %&* Agree.
2N
03570 | UTC-01957 | == Agree.
7%
03571 | UTC-01958 —15]“ Agree.
LA
03575 | UTC-01959 %TJ‘ Agree.
03576 | UTC-01960 | 3} | Agree.
> d
03577 | UTC-02897 | 3+ Agree.
|
03581 | UTC-01953 | 5= Agree.
UM
03582 | UTC-02801 | =2 | Agree.
3=
03589 | UTC-01961 | &= Agree.
)z
03590 | UTC-01962 | A& Agree.
ZIN
03591 | UTC-02800 | == Agree.
1]
03595 | UTC-01963 éﬁ Agree.
- -
03596 | UTC-01964 ij\ Agree.
03599 | UTC-01965 | 2t Agree.
==
03600 | UTC-01966 _é_j_l;: Agree.




SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
03608 | UTC-02899 | 3h= Agree.
i
03609 | UTC-02900 76 Agree.
i
03612 | UTC-01968 é"&‘ Agree.
03618 | UTC-01970 —l_—FE[,:."‘ Agree.
VAN
03623 | UTC-01971 | A= Agree.
=
03625 | UTC-02901 | == Agree.
Ak
03630 | UTC-01972 —)_%‘ Agree.
I
03631 | UTC-01973 % Agree.
03633 | UTC-01539 % Agree.
03637 | UTC-01974 ﬁ‘ﬁ Agree.
/N
03643 | UTC-02910 | £z Agree.
I
03653 | UTC-01975 | 25 Agree.
I
03656 | UTC-02630 %ﬁ Agree.
N
03657 | UTC-02948 H% Agree.
03658 | UTC-01562 % Agree.
03659 | UTC-02631 | =~ Agree.
FE
03670 | UTC-01404 % Agree.
03673 | UTC-01976 ;k,jﬁ Disagree.
RIS




SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
03676 | UTC-01977 | B& Agree.
2
03677 | UTC-01430 | 2 No opinion.
03715 | UTC-01913 &‘j‘ Agree with UTC.
¢
03727 | UTC-01915 | B%& Disagree.
=4
03772 | UTC-01438 /? - Agree.
/2
03784 | UTC-01936 %—H‘ Disagree.
L
03829 | UTC-02859 EEWJ Disagree.
03847 | UTC-01454 2 Agree.
H
03851 | UTC-02147 | 2= Agree.
=
03887 | UTC-02712 _‘I//\ Agree.
03894 | UTC-02142 | >H+ Disagree.
1
03931 | UTC-02815 _L% Disagree.
03943 | UTC-02176 ilgé Disagree.
H
04051 | UTC-02103 lj\[% Disagree.
b
04097 | UTC-02121 Eﬁ Disagree.
04188 | UTC-02912 % Agree.
04237 | UTC-02081 ?ﬁ'ﬁ‘ Agree.
(i)
04238 | UTC-02082 ?‘F? Agree.
AN




SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response

04239 | UTC-02083 ?% Agree.

04240 | UTC-02084 ?‘Fir. Agree.

H

04241 | UTC-02085 % Agree.

04243 | UTC-02088 %_":‘Q Agree.

04246 | UTC-02086 $ﬂ‘%‘. Disagree.

04248 | UTC-02089 ?H‘ Disagree.

1]

04264 | UTC-02130 | > Agree.
2

04273 | UTC-02131 | & Agree.
Jzo

04284 | UTC-01637 ‘% Agree.
1=

04286 | UTC-01496 | >XH Agree.
PULS

04290 | UTC-01478 | 232 Agree.
=

04293 | UTC-02132 | MHE Agree.
JGEA

04295 | UTC-01574 ‘E Agree.
X

04300 | UTC-01620 | 23R Agree.
JEX

04305 | UTC-01524 | > Agree.
1#

04307 | UTC-01629 | >4 Agree.
i

04310 | UTC-02926 | X3 Agree.
JE

04317 | UTC-01545 :‘[% Agree.




SN S/Ref. Glyph | Response
04322 | UTC-02125 ﬁl} Disagree.
04323 | UTC-02617 ﬂ%l% Disagree.
04478 | UTC-02943 IJE/\ Agree.
an
04551 | UTC-02251 %@ Agree.
04905 | UTC-02308 | } Agree.
i
04907 | UTC-02310 | Agree.
s
05011 | UTC-01475 HJ% Agree.
05016 | UTC-02379 % Agree.
05164 | UTC-02715 1[% Agree.
05376 | UTC-02487 I%;% Agree.
05377 | UTC-02488 El% Disagree.
05383 | UTC-02494 % Disagree.
05445 | UTC-02394 2% Agree.
N
05478 | UTC-02588 | ik Agree.
==}
05531 | UTC-02610 | ik2 Agree.
Ji
05545 | UTC-02615 | plike Agree.
00592 | UTC-01615 Agree.

H




5. Editorials

We agree with all editorial comments.



