3. Font Design

comment Comment
seq 1 char 1 comment
type From
—_— Font design  [The glyph is too narrow; fixed in uTC
2: IRGN2155ChinaFontChanges.pdf (page 7); OK
00121 | | =
S
G_Z0402202
7 Font design  |T: & can be bigger. T, UTC
00135 \ )%' UTC: The glyph has too much space in its center;
\ the right component should be wider; fixed in
G_Z2091301 IRGN2155ChinaFontChanges.pdf (page 26); OK
00212 » Font design  [The FS of the right component looks different from |H
l the evidence.
G 70832104 Evidence:
9
A
10 3
Font design  [The glyph doesn’t match the evidence. It should T, H
. be . and _in the red circle.
w
0 J—
00215 ’[ . |
G_Z71511301
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Font design  [T: It's a wrong glyph. T, UTC, H
UTC: The glyph does not match the evidence; the
missing stroke in the evidence appears to be
intentional; OK
00315 —-
G_Z3842301 K
Font design  [The glyph matches the evidence, but does it follow |UTC
—I—- PRC conventions?
00443 - —}—‘
2 i
GHZR10069.13 -
00516 Font design  [The last stroke of the left component looks H
different from the evidence.
G 73171104 .
~ Evidence:
29
- i
4 | 5
Font design  [The glyph matches the evidence, but the right- |UTC
side component does not follow PRC
conventions
00623

G_Z2902401
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00885

G_Z70312504

Font design

The glyph does not match the evidence, but
follows PRC conventions; OK

nrtd

uTC

00906

G_Z73861502

Font design

The glyph does not match the evidence, but
follows PRC co

nventions; OK

fH.

uTC

00916

G_Z3151303

Font design

The glyph does not match the evidence, but
follows PRC conventions; OK

fH

g

UTC, H
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Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence; the uTC
left-side radical is odd in that it is curved, not
straight/vertical; does not match other

s characters
00917 :} 3
USAT08740
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and |UTC
does not follow PRC conventions
J-—‘]
.
00939 7 é?
G_Z3701302
A :>< Fontdesign  |The glyph matches the evidence, but does not [UTC
— follow PRC conventions
oo | T 2%
G_Z4491301 }L/
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01016 Font design — H
E The left cgmponent looks like »=— rather
G 74301401 ke :
44 AN — .
I Evidence:
12 |
ﬁ Fontdesign  |1he glyph does not match the evidence utc
Ea
01020 —/I\ gg
GHZR10435.13 '
Fontdesign [The glyph does not match the evidence, but uTC
mﬁ follows PRC conventions; OK
01073 Y |
J | dﬁ
. N
G_71761307 |~ A
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and |UTC
tﬁ- does not follow PRC conventions
01096 -
-

G_Z0681101

iz,
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uTC

The glyph does not match the evidence, but

Font design
% follows PRC conventions; OK
01101
G_Z72562401
{{( ~ Fontdesign  tre glyph matches the evidence, but does not utc
I follow PRC conventions
01334 | FTS D
GHZR31515.06 X
. Fontdesign  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and |[UTC, T
T does not follow PRC conventions
01373 J
G_Z0091301
Fontdesign  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but  [UTC
' follows PRC conventions; OK
01381 ; }
G_Z0612202 *ﬁ
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01413 Jﬂj Font design  [The upper middle component looks different  |H
e from the evidence where an extra stroke should
—_— be removed. If the extra stroke is removed, the
G_24591502 SC should be 7.
64
i Evidence:
8 [ 2
[ —
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but uTC
follows PRC conventions; OK
01561 J—%E
il
G_Z0542203 Qﬂ
01915 S Font design  [The right component is too small. H
3%
< Evidence:
G 70381203
82
=S
12 14
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and |UTC
y jll does not follow PRC conventions
02182

G_Z4521401
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02219 El E Font design  [The gap between the upper and lower H
I components is too wide.
G 71631501 ; .
_ 36 Evidence:
X 3 E
L AR
Fontdesign [The glyph matches the evidence, but does not |UTC
E follow PRC conventions
02232 E
FE R
G_Z3092201 3%
Font design  |The glyph does not match the evidence; a uTC
stroke is missing, but the evidence appears to
j \) ’ﬁ be in error; OK
02278
G_Z4622701
02714 :Hs Font design  |The last stroke of the left component should be |H
II]I. slanted.
G%%;SIMOZ Evidence:
m o
15 1
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Fontdesign  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but  [UTC
/\“ follows PRC conventions; OK
02772
G_z4041101
02814 —-/_. Font design  |The last horizontal stroke of the middle H
E component should be slanted.
G_Z2052101 ; .
_ Evidence:
111 -
ES
10 |
3 Font design  |The glyph does not match the evidence uTC
03008 [ *i’
G_Z3271501 '-L'
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence; there |UTC
"l.‘.l:: is one additional stroke, but the evidence
k appears to be in error; OK
03144 ﬁ |
G_Z3651201 m
Font design  |The glyph does not match the evidence, but uTC
z follows PRC conventions; OK
03215 @ 2
G_Z4461501 l\‘%
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03231

Kk

| il

G_Z4741501

Font design

The glyph does not match the evidence, and
does not follow PRC conventions

uTC

03499

£
R

G Z4331501

Font design

the evidence does not use "F3".

)

rum [yum'] gz

however, the description could justify the existence
of F3, further investigation is needed to confirm the
glyph used in the actual usage.

03468

W

GHZR42268.10

Font design

all existing glyphs including similar component are
designed to use H rather than 73: Z(U+6B70), 1#
(U+348A), B(U+20F7C), Bi(U+2185F), %
(U+2256C), ¥ (U+22849), #(U+2369F), i
(U+24597), 2 (U+6F80, 7 (U+453C), #(U+8B45),
$(U+27D19)

is this glyph correctly designed? this is the first glyph
using 77.

03504

G_Z1741101

Font design

The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows
PRC conventions; OK

fik

uTC
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Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence; glyph uses |UTC
simplified radical, but evidence uses traditional;
change radical from 147.1 to 147
03825
G_Z4071301 %
04315 -\% Font design  [The lower part of the right component should be H
1= 1
GHZR74152.02 instead of . If the font design is
162 changed, the SC will be 15.
f’é Evidence:
6 13 »
04422 E/\ Font design  |The left component is relatively too small. H
EE: Evidence:
G_Z3421203
167 !E l,.
9 | 1 - -
N Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows |UTC
o PRC conventions; OK
04616 | | A
L)

G_Z2971101
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Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does |UTC
not follow PRC conventions
A"
.
04623 I Ef
Ea )
G_Z2501102 ﬂ
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows |UTC
PRC conventions; OK
04738 ¥
3 54
G_Z4352403
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does |UTC
ﬁ* not follow PRC conventions
™
04741 = I3 5
G_73411301 3
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows |UTC
PRC conventions; OK
04879
G_70902203 ﬁﬂ .
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Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows |UTC
v PRC conventions; OK
04880 E ﬁfﬂ
G_Z2242601 L
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows |UTC
PRC conventions; OK
04882 %
G_70282401
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows |UTC
—_— PRC conventions; OK
1)
1218
04885
G_Z1972401
Font design  [The glyph matches the evidence, but does not follow |UTC
PRC conventions; fixed in
A -1{ IRGN2155ChinaFontChanges.pdf (page 34); OK
04886
G_Z2782401
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows |UTC
PRC conventions; OK
»
04887
G_Z0381301
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Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows |UTC
PRC conventions; OK
—
04888 34
G_71362102
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does |UTC
not follow PRC conventions
05024
G_Z0011502
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does |UTC
' I not follow PRC conventions
05027 -
~
G_71972101
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Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does |UTC
not follow PRC conventions
w| HH
G_Z1772203 E
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, and does |UTC
not follow PRC conventions
05030 %w\
G_Z3621104 _
b'i
Font design  [The glyph does not match the evidence, but follows |UTC
PRC conventions; OK
05087
JIV
G_Z3862201
J
e Font design  |UTC: The third stroke is too tall; other K-source T, UTC, H
2 characters exhibit this issue, but this seems to be
00219 |l one of the extreme cases
KC-00169
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00313 é —r’ Font design %
ﬁk The lower left component looks like 4 rather than
==
KCI%0265 ﬁ and if the font design is changed, the SC should
be 10.
o Evidence:
11 1
00615 | —E=I Font design  |The lower left component looks different from the
ﬁ a evidence. The extra stroke should be removed.
KC-00486 Evidence:
30
]
10 11 24 =il
00813 - Font design }'I/
'JT,L The lower left component looks like rather
K%_%OSO? than )-L and the last horizontal stroke of the right
- component should be longer.
j: Evidence:
17 3

j',.,--"
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Font design

Change FS to 2.
Is it(in blue circle) a stroke or not? If it is, it should be

[ | more distinct.
01036 | 1 §|. vix
KC-04996 [‘ 1
s
01510 H‘ Font design  [The last stroke of the left component should be|H
longer.
KC-01480 Evidence:
° 7
13 1
clear evidence accepted, irg46.
02217 EtE Font design  [The evidence shows that the upper right component|H
j i should be rather than and that the
KC-05318 %
86 lower right component should be rather than
9\/

8 | 2

Evidence:
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03118 Varins Font design — A
H}l( The lower right component looks like 7J<- rather,
’ ~
KCl-O138188 than ﬂ( If the font design is changed, the SC
—— should be 10.
/T}I Evidegge:
o T3 %3
%
03810 % Font design A
0 The upper right component looks like EE. rather|
/
K(i;i)%SSO than
ZQ Evidence:
16 4
04718 ‘{—f Font design  |According to the evidence, a dot should be removed|H
% from the glyph.
/
KC-04376 Evidence:
172
=3
13 4

46 / 67



»

02916 AT WA Font design y H
-1 ;f is a variant of 7|Q (Spirit, R113) commonly|
used in Chinese calligraphy. Should the glyph adopt
T13-2F52 S j‘-\-
113 /_I(‘ instead of as the left component?
2 Evidence:
5 | 4 » .f
Font design  [font design is too similar to non-cognate character %|J
U+25B12.
25B12 A A 2
#1185 ﬁ gz
UCS2003  GKX-0880.05  T5-344C
Japa The lower part should be more similar to X, because
03089 ﬁ it ji_the_va;rjant of %.
T13-302F
U+7i3(3é
TBOB Ak Ate AAe SAE ok
e KR K K R OK
GO-736  HB2-D344  T2-3166  J0-3568  K1-5BEO  V1-B161
Font design  |the left component should be shaped as "77"? J
oz ][R 54

T13-3056
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| IK Font design
00045 | —— There’s too much space below the glyph.
\\;777/,/
UTC-02964
”h. Font design
00046 | —— There’s too much space below the glyph.
T UTC-02965
;_'t.]_.\ Font design
00122 The glyph should be put in the middle.
UTC-02967
00114 Font design  |The evidence shows that the last dot on the left
should be placed right under the vertical stroke.
UTC-00972 Evidence:
6
J
00617 Font design
The middle component looks Ilke (Hand, R64)
UTC 02917 rather than (Tree, R75), and the SC should be 9.
I:l Evidence:
10 1

"
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02119 ‘\ ‘_i"*a‘: Font design  |The evidence shows that the upper right component
/j[ \] should be / VA (Bamboo, R118) rather than
UTC-01802
85 (Grass, R140).
7J( Evidence:
T
14 3
evidence of HYD accepted, irg46.
Font design  |the glyph in the evidence is designed to be full
height,
Fits 3
03489 |
UTC-02968 4
is the proposed glyph needed to be compressed
vertically?
03718 e Font design  [The last horizontal stroke should be moved to the
S bottom.
UTC-01055 Evidence:
142

7 1 2
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Font design

the enclosed component in the Old Hanzi glyph
should be determined as "&"? It could be

determined as "§".

Y2 ’z
04290 =]
UTC-01478
U+9019
9019 2p 12 32 M= 1=
cw JH 78 28 18 38 18
G1-5562 HB1-B36F T1-5D556  JO-A767  KOBE4F  W2-0054
04310 Yy Font design =
The left component looks like L rather than
N
UT1C6%2926 L and upper right component looks like ++
rather than —++.
= Evidence:
13 2
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00010 Font design  |The evidence shows that the slanted stroke inthe  |H
lower component should be longer and looks like
USAT03822 rather than . As such, the lower
component should comprise of two separate strokes
instead of one continuous stroke and the SC should
- be 5.
4 | 2 Evidence:
00611 I Font design  |It is suggested that the lower right component should|H
[I—J:- be modified to reflect that the encircled part
N comprises two separate strokes.
USATO06137
]
9 | 4
00616 Font design H

X

USATO01240
[
10 1

The right component looks like ﬁ rather than j

Evidence:
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02420 E Font design  [The two vertical strokes should be in contact with the|H
last horizontal stroke.
PN
USATO08465 Evidence:
94
A
8 | 2
Font design  [the width of "J&" is too narrow. J
03a74| [ Jd

USAT10234
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4. Evidence

Comment
From

seq 1 ch

comment
arl
type

comment

01417

& Evidence
quality

Evidence unclear.

£

G PGLG4009

_o4
=
8 [ 3

I§vidence:

SAT

3144 kot

RIE

G_Z3651201

The right component is different from the evidence.

evidence m
-

SAT

3243 é']-‘

G_PGLG5009

evidence

The evidence is too ambiguous.
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3244 é SAT
-
G PGLG3053 .
= evidence
The evidence is too ambiguous. The shape seems to be
1 (U-0002BODE) or #fi (U+7EC5).
3280 evidence . SAT
én £
G PGLG2019 e . .
- The evidence is too ambiguous.
3305 Q evidence | prmmm—"—— SAT
f’%
G_PGLG3057
The evidence is too ambiguous.
3316 evidence SAT, H

AL
-

G_PGLG2015

The evidence is too ambiguous.
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01318 \ﬂﬂ Evidence |Evidence unclear. It is difficult to identify the middle and lower parts of the right |H
/ D:! quality component.
N
KC-01330 Evidence:
iy
17 5
05120 7 Evidence [The evidence shows two forms of the glyph with the difference of a stroke. H
B quality  |Which one is stable?
A
KC-05947 Evidence:
195 .
==
13 4 y
":7k"‘ should be normalized to "K"? 3
VAT -
03118 HK evidence
KC-03188
J
Ay
s
03146 S evidence
KC-03245
J, SAT
A
03190 *%Lf evidence
EC-03272
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i

Not "&" but "&" in the evidence?

03359 evidence
EC-05591
L
03365 %’% evidence
KC-03401
unclear evidence
03429 H/E\: evidence
KC-03468
the component enclosed by F is 7572
’
03436 H% evidence [r™
KC-03469 i'.
Laf e 4
unclear to identify as "X". it could be "3 " without the top dot.
§-—f~
03561 ;{H evidence
KC-03547
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. Nt T A il o s et My

3586 ;—L':_[I: s SAT
evidence -
KC-03564
'i'he shape of this evidence might be i (U+8358)
unclear to identify as grass head. J
03597 evidence
=
KC-03578
the lower left component does not look like heart ( 1) J
: |
SF g o ]l ’
03629| ' evidence [Ww |
EC-03622 > I
I
o 1
J: there might be no "/\" over &. J, SAT
SAT: The shape of this evidence is defferent from the glyph. The evidence
seems to be unified with & U+453F
-
03648 5L evidence
EC-03660
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fik

»—JK” should be normalized to "7k”?

03783 evidence
KC-05473
The Ieft component is "&K"?
Iy .
03797 ﬁ‘ evidence
KC-03823
The ewdence glyph has """ but proposed glyph lacks it.
W
03859 u/{ff, evidence N,
E.C-03854 - .
VR
1 horizontal i%‘troke is missing in the proposed glyph.
03862 ~ evidence
EC-03901
an_:leaL to identify as proposed
- fy
e .
03880 |:|] evidence k-
EC-03932 Py »
[ ; B - E
unclear evidence to identify the most right component
04127 Eﬂﬁ evidence [&gﬁ
N
KC-04025 v
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the top of the component # in the evidence is unclear to identify as ~ LI A. It
could be regarded as X.

- -
04301 '1% evidence
KC-04107
-
the top of the component 7 in the evidence is unclear to identify.
S -
A1
04308 j% evidence
KC-04116
N .
04312 evidence

KC-05787
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evidence is unclear to identify the middle component as "&K"

4

04314 evidence
KC-04126

3494 = s SAT
T13-3050 evidence

The evidence is too ambiguous.
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3528

5

T13-3056

evidence

% ﬁl

.?W
ﬁrg?'
Eﬂ‘&i AR

—l/kﬂz%i

+a&®
__—}‘E{\/‘i

| 7}#’.?
¥ gt
ﬂ;‘ﬂ%

4% Iﬁ }1&7
E@&-

The evidence is ambiguous. Another evidence of ##Hshows “[&” (U+6716).
http://archive.wul.waseda.ac.jp/kosho/ho04/ho04_00019/ho04_00019_0006/ho0

4_00019_0006.pdf

SAT
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03845

/N

T13-3077

According to the evidence, the left component should not be designed as
simplified .

e

7
R =

2 ¥

‘\1\%

evidence #8 ap
;!L ,:’.}\‘h
A

03966

00815

il

o

the font design might be misleading, the proposed glyph is designed upper-lower
structure, but the evidence shows enclosing structure like &.

evidence

Evidence [Evidence unclear

c
—
Q
<o
>
I~
23

quality
Evidence:

.2

-
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SR Y W
The shape of this evidence is a little ambiguous. It might be unified with &
U+46E9.

01511 E Evidence [Evidence unclear. It is difficult to identify the left component. H
quality
Evidence:
UTC-01432 i
66
<
13 2 evidence of actual usage temporarily accepted, irg46.
01514 Evidence |Evidence unclear. It is difficult to identify the left component. H
quality
Evidence:
UTC-01429 v
2
I8 3 evidence of actual usage temporarily accepted, irg46.
03617 = = Evidence [Invalid evidence. H
Ifcl‘ quality
J\ Evidence:
UTC-01969 Fig. 670. Hanyu Da Zidian v. 6 p. 3457
140
Al TR 5 AR«
9 | 1 The wrong glyph is used for this character in the head entry and indexes.
3860 L -rre ' — SAT
UTC-02918 evidence
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the structure is different (in the evidence, B is out of 7%), and one extra J
component (1]) is found in the proposed glyph.

\
04319 @ evidence

UTC-00791
05414 Evidence [The glyph is different from the evidence in the relative length of the two H
quality  |horizontal strokes of the right component. As the evidence shows that the
S
UTC-02819 character is pronounced mo, the appropriate phonetic component on the right
ﬂ should be as shown in the glyph submitted, not jk as shown in the
;).'; evidence.

5 | 1 Evidence:

ﬁ (%] mo %

5. File name error
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Comment Comment
Type From
04015 File name error | The evidence file name and bitmap file name do not tally with | H
EIE the source reference GHZR73882.14.
ya - 285713 S\
GHZR73882.14
154
8
7 | 1 :l
E 7YH
Fa) GHZ?SBEmp
UTC, H
00516 This character was not postponed like 02454 (G_Z3141602)

G_Z3171104

for its right-side component; OK
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Comment Comment
Type From
uTC
This character was not postponed like 02454 (G_Z3141602)

01362 | G_z0222703 for its right-side component; OK

uTC
02454 | G_73141602 '(I')r|1<|s character was postponed for its right-side component;

uTC
02455 | G_z4831501 This character was not postponed like 02454 (G_Z3141602)

for its left-side component; OK
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Regarding SN 01679 (UTC-01746) on page 8 of Appendix 1 of IRGN2151:

SN1

Image 1

SN2

Image 2

Type

Comment

Note

| From |

01679

i

U+6803

i

U

unifiable with 7

UTC-01746

UTC-01745, IRGM2107-p 107, fig0a3?

T AT LF

J,
SAT

the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region considers that the glyph is identical to U+6803 in the H column, and thus should be

unifiable with U+6803.

M A

GE-2D64

6803

A 755

—_—

)i

H-98FC

i

JO-464A

B

K1-744C
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