China Responses to IRGN2155 Review Comments
Part 2 Zhuang Characters



1. Unification

unifiable with U+2575E, as UCV16 (not exactly ﬂﬁﬁq% ’ }\)\ “ 71? »o, “=” F”A o }j

same but similar) HUH SR DL = S R A
PAEHGE
16 | éz}j Zf'gl%;j\{j::

02966 G_Z4471101 vs U+2575E

60E8 4 £ MR
L 618 JI‘7¢< J|‘/_‘5f}\‘ j[\: Jl//' ‘I7¢<
eoms2  Henst Tesse  uwama  keass (When used as the right-side =2

and — are not unified,

for example:-

- 2575E / , 2 TR Z =
02966 %: U+2575E| # 1153 j‘t} A—E‘/// unification U+67i9 1 IR Z vs U+3B45E
o ot UCS2003  TF-2842 CR=
U-00022058 1111 Z vs
U-0002205A  [Tiifi=

03584 G_Z3702401 vs U+83D2
Difference non-trivial the abstract
shapes are different

3776 G_Z0591501 vs U+2B89A
\/4-4078 Ask for clarification from
Vietnam as to glyph for V$-4078 .




i
8 [ 3

= Z

:.&

Code chart:

60E8 £ J P2

G0-3252 H- 9.'3\51 T3-3578

Reference: IWDS (based on IRG#42):

2 B

J0-3B34 K2-3264

e 83D2 i unifiable with U+83D2 as minor stroke Disagree
03584| >~ U+83D2 | # e unification L . o
G 23702401 (G3-894F difference? )T?)“T‘Tta }‘)\ “Hr ’ “/ITQ” o Z:ﬁgfﬁ “o
03611 e U+26C9E Unification According to IWDS (based on IRG#42), the glyph |Agree
;f&% submitted should be unifiable with U+26C9E. L gE—
1| 26C9E & £
UTC-01967 0 a0 e
140 UCs2003  TF-3ET1

3776 AN U+2B89A unification [May be unified Need the respond of Vietnam
G_ﬁol 2?8969A ?X'fglﬂ! F!I_J “;H: 7 ’ Jd&:%z! ﬁ%’\qz! }‘}\ “ j\\
' , DUCNFEAREE” 1530, 5 2BBIA M “A |
KA T, RRLFT?
A0t EE R B AT 7
2. Attributes
comment Comment
seq1 char 1 comment
type From




Change radical to 168 , and change SC to 3 UTC Agree
/, A, WEF, KR Y47 s
00062 A Radical
G_723072403
This character is mean scars of head skin, so it'll be better to change |T Agree
its radical to 107 (%), SC to 3 and FS to 2. e )
niuj [nizu’] 5= ¢ 57
Ll . 3¢ it ny 'ia s ML . J&—~,
00049 Rad]cal gyaeuj niuj. Jo b 015 h I
24 FE. AT, N
G_73841301 , P RN T T
R, Al . TE N R
T Disagree
&'}‘?
B J% is the phonetic component of /E
&‘f" Change radical to 29(X), SC to 11 and FS to 3. /; . phonetic compon I; o
00065 Radical TerET, NCm”, CR7 E. T
X 'sradicalis X o ) et e o
G_Z1652501 FEXAT, BT RIXATN R, BT
PEHARE? L7 SR, AR E &
He
== T Agree
= Change radical to 166(£), SC to 7 and FS to 3. ]
00067 >4 Radical i
&F’sradical is E.
G_70502301
Previous radical is J , which isn’t an obvious radical. It will be better{T Change the radical to | , SC to 16 and FS to
}l‘% to change its radical to 32(%), SC to 15 and FS to 3. 3
00068 Radical o ] I ) .
F+’s radical is + , and Z’s radical is X. None of them are group FEms, W7, “E7 R, “HT KL,
G_73311101

into the radical J .

L S




faR

It means the chin, change its radical to 130(A) and SC to 15 will
be better.

Agree
)‘l‘ﬁ)_:l'_:va‘,t, }\}\ “W” s “,fﬁv )_:"_:'o ﬁﬁq%’ 44|2:]n
1 IR B

00253 2 [Radicl [ M)
G_21902402 giemz [kiim®] g
m“gg” , XAT B,
~ fi, giemzhangz.
E.
This character means a part of pig. It will be better to change its Agree
radical to 130(BJ) and SC to 7. TERES, W7, “7 E. HEN YW
- M IR
174
00306 If\hﬁ Radical WE| (. )
bouz [pou®] pywsm
G_Z0341101 “HR” ST BE I
- ~, nohbwdbouz. gpy,
Jie 20 [ 3 B0 S 17 4 St R 32 8
W, BN ],
It's mean taboo or a fuss. Change its radical to 61(i(»), SC to 2 and FS Agree
to 3 will be better. TR, Nn”, “JL7 E. HEA L
)R LI
JL 8 (. (w5)
00346 JUD Radical geih [kei'] @ug,

G_7Z1841301

9%~ 34, Baenz
ae geihgwn manh.
EWEEH, @ik, BT~

zing, Cungj mbouj
geih mbouj caz. xig
LA E,




00716

H
=

G_71131402

Radical

T: It's meaning is to shovel. It will be better to change its radical to

18(71), SCto 8 and FS to 1.

H: In the light of the meaning of the glyph, should the radical be

: ] (Knife, R18) rather than —1 . (Earth, R32)? Ifyes, then
SC=8, FS=1.

T, H

Agree
BT, N “T17,
= W IER

Bl om,om)

danj[ta:n“ ].'Vv.‘ m:

“:H:Iv )_:l'_:'o

~

k % m jg. Danj doj.

baez guh bwnh. gt

HBER o

W 70




00812

Hifs
=H

G_72362401

Radical

T: Change radical to 30([).

='sradicalis .

H: In the light of the meaning, should the radical be (Mouth,

R30) or I/\SI (Meat, R130) rather than —L . (Scholar, R33)? If

the radical is changed to (Mouth, R30), then SC=17, FS=1; if

the radical is changed to I/\SI (Meat, R130), then SC=16, FS=1.

Evidence:

44k
S (m. M. om. w
B H)
haengj [hap’|@m
% R&~tE, Gou gag
haengj gwx de.gppown
At @H R, V5957,

T, H

Agree

AT, N“B”, “B”F. XfFh“s”,
CETAE (U0 BEANEE, N CET N
ST, (REERTER) AR 1T 8, YR
XE, WEAEE.

2 XU PUEW BT, “H T R,

“HEHET RET, “B” KREE




00838

N

G_73482401

Radical

Change radical to 44(F") and FS to 3. Its radical should be unified
with #01017 and #01018.

Agree
TERES, INCR”, “R” E. WEN T
1.

@nda [da'] g b

RN,

00847

it

G_7Z2621401

Radical

This character is mean scar or skin, so it will be better to change its

radical to 107(fZ), SC to 9 and FS to 1.

Agree

;Mjien1j[i:m‘]om,7;;: =
%;!. iemjsae. m#@n
& @48 WA~
Aen baez neix dawz
iemj loh. ximamas
7. @K, £)% ~&
f, iemj maknim. g
¥ O K(EYEFHI
B, B~ FEHEXT.
Cawz iemj baelij miz
song gaen. pkfKIEiE
HErS WA, T
NGRS, N“R”, A7 BE, R
S IR

00879

=

G_7Z3872201

Radical

This character is mean deaf, so it will be better to change its radical

to 128(E), SCto 5 and FS to 5.

Agree

L5 (. m m)

nuk[nuk’] 2, gi~,
rwz nuk. B, gy, p<H”,

“r R, R ONEE .




Radical Agree
= {_‘F The glyph is different from the evidence.
1
00939 L The 3rd stroke of & should be horizontal. ¥’ ,'* ‘
G_Z3701302 ’ ' ‘] N
= L IEAf
Radical Agree
X
,ﬁ‘. The character is mean to supplicate, it will be better to change its ﬁf (E%L #, R, M)
00967 = radical to 149(&), SC to 6 and FS to 4. ngon [gon'] sk,
G_23781502 TR P~ OB gy e
TR, T IR,
fare Radical Agree
00971 E]-": Change radical to 36(%).
G_Z4661303
It's meaning is the fellow, it'll be better to change its radical to Agree
158(&), SC to 8 and FS to 2. JemEs, M “g”, “187 48/, “5”7 K
H I
00988 ‘j Radical PEN (hub
ndaek [dak’] ¢ 4
G_73492202 A CHMAT&EEX D,

~{z13. ndaek vunz

MNeIXGX A A X DEK,




01013 I Radical ] ' Agree
% In the light of the meaning, should the radical be AR, G, RES, N C)”, “B”
G 71391302 ):] L, “T17 R IR
44 (Knife, R18) rather than (Corpse, R44)?  If yes, then
I — SC=11, FS=5.
a Evidence:
10 |
|
Il ( \WJ )
doz [to*] . g
_ 2. ﬂﬁfvo
canghdoz. 4
Change radical to 5(2). Disagree
's radicalis Z. JIn
I ’g
01100 éﬁ Radical 4. is the phonetic component of é

G_73121401

BT, KB, R (BEE
“fé\” yﬂ)‘(?\/j, i"l[/j\ “%7’ nq%ﬂzg “E” ﬁg
.




The character is mean a roast pastry. It'll be better to change it’s T Agree
radical to 86(2X), SC to 7 and FS to 1. aa
N L{'{l ( i)
gangq [ka:®] g,
01420 2 Radical e Wi, bingj
G_Z1781101 gangq.  gEmlmpE, hikA
B e, kT,
LT KT R IER.
01519 %;I Radical \ H Agree
JD\ In the light of the meaning, should the radical be jl—t (Heart, ‘}X{%iﬁj, W, JEES, YD, “RY”
G 72892101 il—‘ “COONT ONE IERR .
68 R61) rather than (Dipper, R68)? Radical change does not
T affect SC and FS. ( f'{ )
> 8
lluh[h.u 1 x5 wis,
10 4 Evidence: B R~ "“;fn]
Gou livh  mwngz
mbouj haengj bae guh.
FHH o218
02983 Radical may be F? SAT Agree
[ o T, W, R, R
adica
Ho

G_Z2941101




following to GZ characters in CJK F, the radical should be #(55), Agree
rather than 3 (162) DUE, g BT, CCRRT R
162 EY ALY RN, HEEA 27 0
N radical and 04309 E ﬂ'lf
04309 1— NN G_72921401
stroke count
G 72921401 2D699 | 2D69B F
s i 8513 j—]—}J\(
GZ-4291310 ) GZ-2622106
00214 ﬁﬂ sC SC=9 Agree
G 74692409
9
A
10 4
disagree
01417 SC Change SC to7. 25 & J i &
G_PGLG4009
H,ﬁ i Agree
G_Z0342701
01611 sC 12—11
72
H




01722

LS

G_Z4282402

9 [ a

SC

9—10

Agree

02068

k3

G_Z1212101

85
X

10 5

SC

10—9

disagree

35

AL ) e

02207

B

. G_Z3441204

SC

disagree

35

A&




02706

E"é_.
ﬂﬂﬁ]
G Z0902603

108
m

— T4

SC

9—11

Agree

02714

b

G Z2311402

108
m
15 T

SC

15—16

G, H

Agree

03017

i

G 72951201

115
x
13 |2

SC

SC=14

Reference: IRGN954AR #35

A ) TS &

35

Agree

3. Font Design

seq1

char1

comment

type

comment

Comment
From




—n

—4—:: Font design  [The glyph is too narrow; fixed in UTC Will change the glyph
IRGN2155ChinaFontChanges.pdf (page 7); OK
00121 | ||E
o=
G_Z0402202
Fontdesign [T: & can be bigger. T, UTC new glyph is changed
UTC: The glyph has too much space in its center; the
00135 right component should be wider; fixed in
IRGN2155ChinaFontChanges.pdf (page 26); OK
G_Z2091301 gespdf (pag )
00212 » B Font design  [The FS of the right component looks different from |H standard writing form
I the evidence.
G 70832104
9 Evidence:
10 3
Font design  [The glyph doesn’t match the evidence. It should be . [T, H Will change the glyph
L and _ in the red circle.
{ n e
00215 )

G_7Z1511301




Font design  [T: It's a wrong glyph. T, UTC, H standard writing form
UTC: The glyph does not match the evidence; the
missing stroke in the evidence appears to be
intentional; OK
00315
G_7Z3842301 KE
00516 Font design  [The last stroke of the left component looks H Will change the glyph
different from the evidence.
G 73171104
29 Evidence:
’ i ®, ,
Fontdesign |The glyph matches the evidence, but the UTC Will change the glyph to follow PRC
right-side component does not follow PRC conventions
(El conventions
00623

G_72902401




Fontdesign |The glyph does not match the evidence, but UTC standard writing form
» follows PRC conventions; OK
[] r
00885
G_Z0312504 g |
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but UTC standard writing form
follows PRC conventions; OK
00906 E-
G_Z3861502 H-
Fontdesign  |The glyph does not match the evidence, but UTC, H standard writing form
follows PRC conventions; OK
=]
—
00916
G_Z3151303




Font design

The glyph does not match the evidence, and

UTC Will change the glyph
does not follow PRC conventions
)""__ B
pille,
00939 7 ]
G_73701302 51 = 'F"j:
| FL G
:
Fontdesign |The glyph matches the evidence, but doesnot [UTC Will change the glyph
— ,‘x follow PRC conventions
2o X
G_Z4491301 ’l*,
01016 Font design i H standard writing form
E The left component looks like rather
G 74301401 E
44 than .
):

Evidence:




Fontdesign |The glyph does not match the evidence, but UTC standard writing form
ﬂ]ﬁ follows PRC conventions; OK
01073 (AR [ E
G_21761307 - A0A |
Fontdesign |The glyph does not match the evidence, and UTC Will change the glyph
l—r does not follow PRC conventions
01096 - }
) z
G_Z0681101
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but UTC standard writing form
follows PRC conventions; OK
01101 %
G_7Z2562401
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and UTC, T Will change the glyph
L 1 does not follow PRC conventions
01373 J

G_720091301




Fontdesign |The glyph does not match the evidence, but UTC standard writing form
j-h follows PRC conventions; OK
01381 j
G_20612202 ;*
01413 th Fontdesign [The upper middle component looks different  [H standard writing form
— from the evidence where an extra stroke should gﬁ |E‘
G_7Z4591502 be removed. If the extra stroke is removed, the ( ?.4 )
SC should be 7. Si % R
64 : ~EI M
F #,. Sij mbouj ndaej
Evidence: . :
g | 2 biek mwngz. & xmusr
he
_-.——‘
Font design  |The glyph does not match the evidence, but UTC standard writing form
follows PRC conventions; OK
E [ —
01561
e,

G_7Z0542203

‘TH




01915 & Font design  |The right component is too small. H new glyph is changed
g u o}
N
G 70381203 Evidence:
82
£
12 4
Fontdesign |The glyph does not match the evidence, and UTC Will change the glyph
j_h does not follow PRC conventions
/
02182
{
G_74521401 N
02219 EI E Fontdesign |The gap between the upper and lower H Will change the glyph
N components is too wide.
G 71631501
86 Evidence:
9\/

8 1 3

JE

'AR




Fontdesign |The glyph matches the evidence, but does not [UTC Will change the glyph to [H
E follow PRC conventions
02232
J =
G_73092201
R AN
Fontdesign |The glyph does not match the evidence; a stroke [UTC standard writing form
is missing, but the evidence appears to be in
J \] 4 ﬁ error; OK
02278
G_7Z4622701
02714 il.. Fontdesign [The last stroke of the left component should be |H Will change the glyph
II]], slanted.
G 72311402
108 Evidence:
1]

15 |

I




Fontdesign |The glyph does not match the evidence, but UTC standard writing form
/\Il follows PRC conventions; OK
02772
G_Z4041101
02814 El_- Fontdesign [The last horizontal stroke of the middle H standard writing form
JLZA component should be slanted.
G 72052101
111 Evidence:
_9% -
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence UTC Will change the glyph
[amng
03008 Ly

G_7Z3271501

F&




Fontdesign [The glyph does not match the evidence; there is |UTC standard writing form
one additional stroke, but the evidence appears
hﬁ":t to be in error; OK
03144 i |$ i
G_Z3651201 m
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but UTC standard writing form
gx follows PRC conventions; OK
03215 | } l@ z
G_Z4461501 " *
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and UTC Will change the glyph
KA ] does not follow PRC conventions
03231 ﬁ
G_Z4741501 ‘)5§




Font design  [the evidence does not use "E3". J standard writing form
E= the meaning is f1F1 (stone mortar)
ES ‘
03499 |  FA rum [yum'] #pg
G 74331501
however, the description could justify the existence
of E3, further investigation is needed to confirm the
glyph used in the actual usage.
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows [UTC standard writing form
PRC conventions; OK
03504
G_Z1741101 ﬁ I\
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence; glyph uses  |UTC Will change the glyph
simplified radical, but evidence uses traditional;
change radical from 147.1 to 147
03825
G_74071301 %




04422 E/\ Font design  [The left component is relatively too small. H new glyph is changed
sk —_
——
6_2342 1 203 Evidence: A
.
167 il 3 hon =4 | /N
o T 1 - i
\ Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows [UTC standard writing form
- PRC conventions; OK
04616 | |4 =
G_72971101
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does not [UTC Will change the glyph
follow PRC conventions
™
B
04623 I E f

G_Z2501102




Fontdesign [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows [UTC standard writing form
PRC conventions; OK
04738 E
BB
G_Z4352403 EH
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does not [UTC Will change the glyph
follow PRC conventions
04741 = i
G_Z3411301 —:.‘lﬁ
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows [UTC standard writing form
PRC conventions; OK
04879
G_70902203 ﬁi
Fontdesign [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows [UTC standard writing form
] PRC conventions; OK
04880 H :
G_72242601 ﬁlm




Fontdesign [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows [UTC standard writing form
PRC conventions; OK
04882
G_Z0282401
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows [UTC standard writing form
PRC conventions; OK
=]
04885 I
G_Z1972401
Font design  [The glyph matches the evidence, but does not follow |[UTC new glyph is changed
PRC conventions; fixed in A
4 Y. . b \
\ IRGN2155ChinaFontChanges.pdf (page 34); OK /
04886 X

G_7Z2782401




Fontdesign [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows [UTC standard writing form
PRC conventions; OK
“
04887
G_Z0381301
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows [UTC standard writing form
PRC conventions; OK
04888 \
G_71362102 1
'A
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does not [UTC Will change the glyph
follow PRC conventions
05024

G_Z0011502




Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does not [UTC Will change the glyph
[ L follow PRC conventions
05027 L
L7 ™
G_7Z1972101
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does not [UTC Will change the glyph
follow PRC conventions
o) HH
G_71772203 B
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does not [UTC Will change the glyph
follow PRC conventions
05030 T

G_73621104




Fontdesign [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows [UTC standard writing form
ﬁ PRC conventions; OK
05087 ] H‘ﬁ
G_Z3862201
/
4. Evidence
Com
men
comment
seq1 char 1 ty comment t
e
p Fro
m
01417 K Evidence [Evidence unclear. H

£

G PGLG4009

_o4
=
8 1 3

quality

Evidence:




3144

ﬁ'ﬁ"‘i

RIE

G_Z3651201

evidence

KI¥

evidence.

The right component is different from the

SAT

3243

T

G_PGLG5009

evidence

The evidence is too ambiguous.

SAT

3244

21

G_PGLG3053

evidence

The evidence is too ambiguous. The

shape seems to be [] (U-0002BODE) or ## (U+7EC5).

SAT




3280 evidence | ! SAT '
2 | 48 4% 5 1
G_PGLG2019 T}:e-izvid;n;e is too ambiguous. ’% 51" /@ E¢
) ey DL ik
R PR %
3305 evidence SAT
i'j% S AR I A
G_PGLG3057 6 '\z 2" 3 ‘/‘E-
F 5% %
Rt Kb A
3316 2 f_jE evidence SAT, H
G_'_F:;;LLEGIS

The evidence is too ambiguous.

5. File name error




SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Comment Comment
Type From
UTC, H
This character was not postponed like 02454 (G_Z3141602) for its
00516 o
right-side component; OK
G_Z3171104
UTC
This character was not postponed like 02454 (G_Z3141602) for its
01362 | G_20222703

right-side component; OK




SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Comment Comment
Type From
- - UTC
02454 | G_Z3141602 { | This character was postponed for its right-side component; OK
|
N
| UTC
This character was not postponed like 02454 (G_Z3141602) for its
02455 | G_z4831501

left-side component; OK

00516 G_Z73171104 First character, U+20063 [, confirms right-side of .




F) ek He /e
mbiengj [bi:g’]3y,
—F A8 A f~, Aen

mak gwn boux

mbiengj. —4mrmAs
$r,

01362 G_Z0222703 Right-side component of different proportions to right-side component of evidence for postponed 02454 therefore should
not postpone.

02454 G_73141602 Fifth character, U+20063 [, confirms right-side of , therefore should not postpone.

B m & @ B
(N ENNL-Y)
mbangj- [ba:p’] —

%, —%H AR ~P~

3, Mbangj byaij

mbangj ndwn. gk

H 3
02455 G_Z4831501 Left-side component of different proportions to right-side component of evidence for postponed 02454 therefore should
not postpone.



Responded by Chen Zhixiang:

1. 00 ( U+20063 ) in Zhuang character means a part or a side. In fact, this meaning of [1 ( U+20063 ) should be from the figure of

WF 3

O ( U+20063 ) which is half of PJ ( door ) . So the right-side component of ez and

P oen. 4 M ) iH (M f. fit. B,
A, 13, Bg)
mbangj- [ba:ig’] —

—f AN H~, AN w _mu fw, ~Pi~

‘3 is O ( U+20063 ) .

mbiengj [bi:g’® 134,

- H 3 - ';
bi: | pi: ]
2. The pronunciation of [1 ( U+20063 ) in Zhuang character is 1‘ U ] = p IJ of ﬂa So [ (U+20063 ) isthe

phonetic component of EHE

N ET

. R, )
biengj [pi:n’] s,



F9.

I

is a variant of FE I"] is the Simplification of . So left-side component of FE is [ ( U+20063 ) which is half of

(P, W)



