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HKSAR’s Review Comments on IRG Working Set 2015 v2.0 

 

The Hong Kong Special Administrative Region has reviewed IRG Working Set 2015 v2.0 (IRGN2155) and has the following comments: 

 

1. Unification 

SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00719 

 

U+580D 

 

Unification According to IWDS (based on IRG #42), the glyph should be 

unifiable with U+580D. 

 

IWDS #243: 

 
 

Code Chart: 

 

 

Original attributes: 

 

01416 

 

U+2BF4A 

 

Unification The glyph is identical to U+2BF4A. Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

03611 

 

U+26C9E 

 

Unification According to IWDS (based on IRG#42), the glyph submitted 

should be unifiable with U+26C9E. 

 
 

Reference: IWDS (based on IRG#42): 

 
 

Code chart: 

 

Original attributes: 
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2. Radical 

SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00716 

 

 

 
Radical In the light of the meaning of the glyph, should the radical be 

 (Knife, R18) rather than  (Earth, R32)?  If yes, 

then SC=8, FS=1. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00812 

 

 

 
Radical 

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

R30) or  (Meat, R130) rather than  (Scholar, R33)?  

If the radical is changed to  (Mouth, R30), then SC=17, 

FS=1; if the radical is changed to  (Meat, R130), then 

SC=16, FS=1. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

01013 

 

 

 
Radical 

In the light of the meaning, should the radical be  (Knife, 

R18) rather than  (Corpse, R44)?  If yes, then SC=11, 

FS=5. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 



6 

SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

01519 

 

 

 
Radical 

In the light of the meaning, should the radical be  (Heart, 

R61) rather than  (Dipper, R68)?  Radical change does not 

affect SC and FS. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00109 

 

 

 
Radical, FS It is resolved during IRG Meeting #46 that the radical should be 

changed to  (Water, R85): 

 

However, should the radical be  (Small, R42) instead?  

Whether the radical is changed or not, the FS must be 0 because 

the SC is 0. 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00110 

 

 

 
Radical, FS It is resolved during IRG Meeting #46 that the radical should be 

changed to (Water, R85): 

 

However, should the radical be (Small, R42) instead?  

Whether the radical is changed or not, the FS must be 0 because 

the SC is 0. 

Original attributes: 

 

02615 

 

 

 
Radical 

Is  a variant form of KangXi Radical  (Sickness, 

R104)?  Should the radical be  (Wrong, R175) instead? 

 

Reference: IRGN2036 R104: 

 
 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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3. Font design 

SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00010 

 

 

 
Font design The evidence shows that the slanted stroke in the lower 

component should be longer and looks like  rather than 

.  As such, the lower component should comprise of two 

separate strokes instead of one continuous stroke and the SC 

should be 5. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00114 

 

 

 
Font design The evidence shows that the last dot on the left should be placed 

right under the vertical stroke. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00212 

 

 

 
Font design The FS of the right component looks different from the evidence. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00215 

 

 

 
Font design The middle and right components look different from the 

evidence where a dot and a horizontal stroke should be adopted 

respectively. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00219 

 

 

 
Font design The evidence shows that the vertical stroke in the middle should 

be longer. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00313 

 

 

 
Font design 

The lower left component looks like  rather than  and if 

the font design is changed, the SC should be 10. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00315 

 

 

 
Font design, SC The right component looks different from the evidence where the 

extra left falling stroke should be removed.  Without the extra 

stroke, the SC should be 11. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00516 

 

 

 
Font design The last stroke of the left component looks different from the 

evidence. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00611 

 

 

 
Font design It is suggested that the lower right component should be modified 

to reflect that the encircled part comprises two separate strokes. 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00615 

 

 

 
Font design The lower left component looks different from the evidence.  

The extra stroke should be removed. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00616 

 

 

 
Font design 

The right component looks like  rather than . 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00617 

 

 

 
Font design 

The middle component looks like  (Hand, R64) rather than 

 (Tree, R75), and the SC should be 9. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00813 

 

 

 
Font design 

The lower left component looks like  rather than  

and the last horizontal stroke of the right component should be 

longer. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00916 

 

 

 
Font design 

The upper right component looks like  rather than . 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

01016 

 

 

 
Font design 

The left component looks like rather than . 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

01413 

 

 

 
Font design The upper middle component looks different from the evidence 

where an extra stroke should be removed.  If the extra stroke is 

removed, the SC should be 7. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

01510 

 

 

 
Font design The last stroke of the left component should be longer. 

 

Evidence: 

 

 

Original attributes: 

 

01915 

 

 

 
Font design The right component is too small. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

02119 

 

 

 
Font design The evidence shows that the upper right component should be 

 (Bamboo, R118) rather than  (Grass, R140). 

 

Evidence: 

 

 

Original attributes: 

 

02217 

 

 

 
Font design The evidence shows that the upper right component should be 

 rather than  and that the lower right component 

should be  rather than . 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

02219 

 

 

 
Font design The gap between the upper and lower components is too wide. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

02420 

 

 

 
Font design The two vertical strokes should be in contact with the last 

horizontal stroke. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

02714 

 

 

 
Font design The last stroke of the left component should be slanted. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

02814 

 

 

 
Font design The last horizontal stroke of the middle component should be 

slanted. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

02916 

 

 

 
Font design 

 is a variant of  (Spirit, R113) commonly used in 

Chinese calligraphy.  Should the glyph adopt  instead of 

 as the left component? 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

03118 

 

 

 
Font design 

The lower right component looks like  rather than .  

If the font design is changed, the SC should be 10. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

03718 

 

 

 
Font design The last horizontal stroke should be moved to the bottom. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

03810 

 

 

 
Font design 

The upper right component looks like  rather than . 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

04310 

 

 

 
Font design 

The left component looks like  rather than  and 

upper right component looks like  rather than . 
 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

04315 

 

 

 
Font design 

The lower part of the right component should be  instead of 

.  If the font design is changed, the SC will be 15. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

04422 

 

 

 
Font design The left component is relatively too small. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

04718 

 

 

 
Font design According to the evidence, a dot should be removed from the 

glyph. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

4. Evidence quality 

SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00815 

 

 

 
Evidence quality Evidence unclear 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

01318 

 

 

 
Evidence quality Evidence unclear.  It is difficult to identify the middle and lower 

parts of the right component. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

01417 

 

 

 
Evidence quality Evidence unclear. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

01511 

 

 

 
Evidence quality Evidence unclear.  It is difficult to identify the left component. 

 

Evidence: 

 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

01514 

 

 

 
Evidence quality Evidence unclear.  It is difficult to identify the left component. 

 

Evidence: 

 

 

Original attributes: 

 

03316 

 

 

 
Evidence quality Evidence unclear. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

03617 

 

 

 
Evidence quality Invalid evidence. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

05120 

 

 

 
Evidence quality The evidence shows two forms of the glyph with the difference of 

a stroke.  Which one is stable? 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

05414 

 

 

 
Evidence quality The glyph is different from the evidence in the relative length of 

the two horizontal strokes of the right component.  As the 

evidence shows that the character is pronounced , the 

appropriate phonetic component on the right should be  as 

shown in the glyph submitted, not  as shown in the evidence. 

 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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5. File name error 

SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

04015 

 

 

 
File name error The evidence file name and bitmap file name do not tally with the 

source reference GHZR73882.14. 

 

Original attributes: 

 

6. SC 

SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00214 

 

 

 
SC SC=9 Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00219 

 

 

 
SC SC=10 

 

Reference:  (SC=9) 

 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00316 

 

 

 
SC SC=22 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #35 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00317 

 

 

 
SC SC=25 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #35 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00512 

 

 

 
SC, FS SC=4, FS=3 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #15 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

01215 

 

 

 
SC SC=5 

 

Reference: page 26, IRGN1113: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

01514 

 

 

 
SC 

The SC of KangXi Radical  (Turtle, R213) is 16. 
Original attributes: 

 
02221 

 

 

 
SC SC=9 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #35: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

02321 

 

 

 
SC SC=10 Original attributes: 

 
02712 

 

 

 
SC SC=14 

 

Reference: IRGN1864: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

02714 

 

 

 
SC SC=16 Original attributes: 

 
02716 

 

 

 
SC SC=22 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #35: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

03016 

 

 

 
SC SC=13 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #26: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

03017 

 

 

 
SC SC=14 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #35 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

03419 

 

 

 
SC As a phonetic component of the glyph, the right component 

should be  ( ), not  ( ).  The SC should be 4 

and the FS should be 1. 

 

Evidence: 

 

   

Original attributes: 

 

03612 

 

 

 
SC SC=9 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #35 

 

Original attributes: 

 

03919 

 

 

 
SC SC=8 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #35 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

04220 

 

 

 
SC SC=9 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #35 

 

Original attributes: 

 

04813 

 

 

 
SC SC=7 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #35 

 

Original attributes: 

 

05016 

 

 

 
SC SC=11 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #35 

 

Original attributes: 

 

05315 

 

 

 
SC SC=7 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #35 

 

Original attributes: 
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7. FS 

SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00012 

 

 

 
FS FS=5 Original attributes: 

 
00015 

 

 

 
FS FS=5 Original attributes: 

 
00414 

 

 

 
FS FS=5 Original attributes: 

 
00516 

 

 

 
FS FS=2 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #44 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00614 

 

 

 
FS FS=3 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #1 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00813 

 

 

 
FS FS=4 Original attributes: 

 
01616 

 

 

 
FS FS=4? 

 

According to IWDS #23, the following two components are 

unifiable: 

] 

Examples: 

 

 
Reference: IRGN954AR #7: 

 
 

Evidence: 

 

Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

00111 

 

 

 
FS The FS must be 0 because the SC is 0. 

 

Reference: IRGN2151Appendix1: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

00112 

 

 

 
FS The FS must be 0 because the SC is 0. 

 

Reference: IRGN2151Appendix1: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

02113 

 

 

 
FS FS=2 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #44 

 

Original attributes: 

 

02315 

 

 

 
FS FS=1 Original attributes: 

 
02319 

 

02318 

 
FS FS=2 Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

02417 

 

 

 
FS FS=2 Original attributes: 

 
02427 

 

02413 

 
FS FS=1 Original attributes: 

   02416 

 
 

02519 

 

 

 
FS FS=4 

 

Reference: IRGN1105 #23: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

02614 

 

 

 
FS FS=4 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #27: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

02617 

 

 

 
FS FS=5 Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

02811 

 

 

 
FS FS=2 Original attributes: 

 
02812 

 

 

 
FS FS=2 Original attributes: 

 
02817 

 

02815 

 
FS FS=1 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #54: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

02819 

 

 

 
FS FS=2 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #36: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

03411 

 

 

 
FS FS=2 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #32: 

 

Original attributes: 

 



35 

SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

03915 

 

 

 
FS FS=1 Original attributes: 

 
04014 

 

 

 
FS FS=2 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #20: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

04119 

 

 

 
FS FS=3 Original attributes: 

 
04422 

 

 

 
FS FS=3 Original attributes: 

 
04613 

 

 

 
FS FS=3 Original attributes: 

 
04718 

 

 

 
FS FS=1 Original attributes: 
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SN1 Image 1 SN2 Image 2 Comment Type Comment Note 

04913 

 

 

 
FS FS=2 

 

Reference: IRGN954AR #36: 

 

Original attributes: 

 

 

Regarding SN 01679 (UTC-01746) on page 8 of Appendix 1 of IRGN2151: 

 

 

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. 

 

 

End of document 


