SN Image/Source Cor;n ment Comment Comment
Yp¢ From
107
00847 ] 74 SC SC=10 T
G 72621401 9 1
00890 38 sC SC=11 H
7 Page 26, IRGN1113:
G 7188210170 | 4 05513 — SC should be 5.
0227.271 i 1 Evidence: the right part & )
| B (U+5DE8) has 5 strokes. Its
5 | 0 |China(CYY00211) :
01256 0 61 SC,FS  [SC=8, FS=2 H
J T .
HJD = IRGN9S4AR #36:
GHZR42506.03 75 3 36| - ‘ @ ‘ d'—f—k b okl w o @
04
B — _
02441 = * SC SC=13 T
3N
G 71412103 14 2
e o4
02443 ’%ﬁ * SC SC=16 T
G 73021104 15 4
102
m -
02577 3 H H SC SC=9 T
G 71432204 10 3
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SN Image/Source Cor}n ment Comment Comment
Yp¢ From
11Tr
02861 ﬁ:': SC SC=7 T
GHZF_‘I'*&T* 0o 8
< 117
03081 lljl% e SC 1211 G
G_z4252202 T |5 3
120
03227 ?E‘] % sC 98 G
G_Z1382201 TT
s 130
03480 Hfi 7 SC 17—20 G
G_Z2931101 ?‘T
03736 142 SC SC=10 H
1= IRGNOS4AR #35:
o fun —F 3 J19%3D
03761 **@“ SC 1815 G, H
Z3o3304 W
03762 142 SC SC=19 H
E IRGNOS4AR #35:
E
G_ Z376140I 4 J ‘ @i@
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SN Image/Source Cor}n ment Comment Comment
Yp¢ From
03991 . 152 sC SC=14 H
; S ®
GHZR63859.13 13 ] - -
=] ﬁ
Evidence: 5
04024 . 154 SC SC=10 H
+ =
1=
GHZR73895.08 Il | ]
& 114
02964 ]TE, = sC 10—11 G
T13-2F64 10 5
. 122
L) 3
03344 R ’ ffsj SC 8—7, FS 5—3. %& is counted 7 in UCS. (U+514D, 10.5) G
% W
USATOR448 ] 5
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SN Image/Source Cor}n ment Comment Comment
ype From
04006 e 154 e SC=4 H
J:E =) IRGNOS4AR #24
TI3-312A5 | 1 - [:t‘ —“ @bt l:]: @
04292 i % 162 SC, FS G: 9—10, 12 G, H
E E
i H:SC=10, FS=2
TI3313A9 | ] IRGN954AR #36:
36-]--[-‘ @ ‘ @q—]—[—-‘—f‘ i yJL].l
137
03521 ﬂﬁ 7 SC 8—9 G
USATI10046 N—W
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Comment

Comment

SN Image/Source T Comment
ype From
03792 SC,FS  |G: 758, 12 G, H
*j/( H: SC=8, FS=2
USAT06913 7 I IRGN954AR #36:
0 | g+ gud
03879 149 SC,FS  |G:13—14,1-2 G,H
IZIEJE' = H: SC=14, FS=2
USAT0508113 | 1 IRGN954AR #36:
36 _]__}_.‘ , @#_]_l_- +— 9.!L].I
01180 SC,FS  |SC=11, FS=2 H
5‘ % TRGN954AR #36:
USAT06432 10 | 1 36 +-l—-‘ @ ‘ d—H—- + 45 9-“-]-]
. 122
52 "
03344 fEaeE 8 2 : ffsj SC 87, FS 5—3. %2 is counted 7 in UCS. (U+514D, 10.5) G
o m
USATOR448 ] 3

3. Fonts and Glyphs
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SN | Image/Source Comment Comment
From
02615 The shape of the Radical #175 component does not follow TW conventions U
T13-2E53
03966 4 g T13-3122 is yet to be updated. According to page 11, IRGN2155TCA_Response, the font
T% 2 should be modified as 52-. .
151 " |Discussion record:font changed, irg47
— Page 11, IRGN2155TCA_Response:
4 | 5
2N
i\ “'A There’s new glyph below.
i }j’ /@ H
ﬂ Py Agree to
03966 | KA, % '; ' create new y_.z
133122 ;‘; glyph. i
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SN | Image/Source Comment C(;:mment
rom
04292 ng To align with other characters under the same radical in the T column of the code chart,
i ;;E A should the radical component of T13-313A adopt i_instead of Hz?
162 -
= | u
Evidence:
[ 8FDO > — 3=
9 1 2 1624 E g :LI_\‘ ;[é
G B T4-2826 J1-6130 K2-6555
8FD1 > y N 8
O UE T W T T
Code chart: GO-3D7C TI4F54  J0-3881  KOSMME V16929
04296 Qé. To align with other characters under the same radical in the T column of the code chart,
D A -
1 ;_;T; B should the radical component of T13-313B adopt 7 instead of X—?
162 >
= A
= Evidence:zL. H
8FDO — .
0 S el 7ol T Vi 1
H-9060 J1-6130 K2-6555
8FD1 3 N 5 N
£ 1624 ﬁ :LE :ﬁ
COde Chart: HB1-AAF1 JO-3661 KO-S04E V1-6929
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SN | Image/Source Comment Comment
From
04298 3 fﬁ To align with other characters under the same radical in the T column of the code chart,
) > 3
i g should the radical component of T13-313D adopt i_instead of X—?
iE Evidence: H
BFDO No= 4= N =4 v
10 T4 ST AN 7ENN TN VN U
G0-544B H-9060 T4-2826 N6130 K2-6555
8FD1 y y \ N N
ST T T T
Code chart: GO-3D7C  HBI-AAF1 T14F54  J0-3861  KOSME V16020
04299 \ig“- According to the evidence, the vertical stroke does not fold back at the stroke termination.
> < Modification should be made to T13-313C to reflect the actual shape of the font.
T13-313C ™
162
= A B
xE L™ H
10 3
~
Evidence:
04800 *E The evidence uses “73” instead of “ZK”.
AR
T13-314D ] I
v
-
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SN | Image/Source Comment Comment
From
00346 )—I_ It is suggested that G_Z1841301 should be modified by folding back the last stroke of the
IO upper component as shown in the evidence so as to reflect the actual shape of the font.
G 71841301
61
T
& Te Evidence: {
Page 5, IRGN2155ChinaResponsesPart2Zhuang:
H
It's mean taboo or a fuss. Change its radical to 61(i[»), SC to 2 and FS Agree
to 3 will be better. EEE, 0" JL” R qH A
ESWINTR
IL :{:.L: ( m "A.l )
00346 J lb\ Radical geih [kei'] gug,
1%~ g, Baenz
G_Z1841301 ae geihgwn manh.
| HMBYN, @it H5~
%, Cungj m?mu-‘
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SN | Image/Source Comment Comment
From
00835
j@ It is suggested that the left component of G-Z3481504 should adopt j< rather than j(
G 73481504
37 H
R Evidence:
7 12
00980 - It is suggested that G Z3951603 should be modified by disconnecting the last two strokes
from the upper right component as shown in the evidence.
G 73951603
40 H
Evidence:
13 [2
00999 It is suggested that the last stroke of the left component should be modified as a dot rather
than a right-falling stroke.
G 74982402
_44 H
i Evid
vidence:
5 15
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SN | Image/Source Comment Comment
From
01073 [JJ JF'&: It is suggested that the highlighted slash of the right component of G Z1761307 should be
AR lengthened so as to reflect the actual shape of the font as shown in the evidence.
G Z1761307
46 H
L A
Evidence: u
13 1
01413 j? Iﬂj Evidence does not include the component “1E”.
G_ 74591502 ? St J
01580 H § Evidence uses “X” instead of “X”
G_Z3781104 - J
I
01657 ﬁ Evidence uses X instead of X.
JE .-L Hﬁ J
G 73651101
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Comment

SN | Image/Source Comment From
01669 B Evidence is unclear to identify the middle component as 3. Considering other characters
g with same semantics, it could be %&-.
G_72931504
J
&
01722 1\_% Evidences uses “7R” instead of “A”.
G 74282402 3 | J
A

01836 LF % The mid horizontal stroke of “#” in the evidence is not overshooting, it looks like “3”.

G 70912201 i[? I
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SN | Image/Source Comment Comment
From
03959 AV A . ' . ' T% f.:
ﬁ i According to the evidence, the right component should look like [X rather than XK. The
GiIRIG16 i font as shown in the evidence should be unified with U+27BC1 for they are identical.
150 |/
== Ak
9 a -
A t
TP = 1 2
. A “ 4
Evidence: s
27BC1 R - Y as A
w109 /ﬁ 9& A 5'1
& . [I N
Code chart: UCS2003  GKX-1190.19 T7-3356
04629 N3 The vertical stroke of “Z" is not overshooting like 3, looking like .
i
G 72402204 J
04738 5 The shape of H is more looking like U+4E12(X).
e J
G 74352403 i
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Comment

SN | Image/Source Comment From
04762 5_ should be enlarged slightly, according to the evidence.
LT J
G 70222201 ien[pi:n’ Iy, .
04775 The right component of B is slightly different in the evidence.
i J
G_74901402 ﬁﬂﬂ
04270 M ]
l H‘: According to the bitmap file and evidence file, G Z2151501 should be ﬁ (SC=5, FS=3),
G_72151501 not’]ﬁ'
162 )
E |
5 1 3 f

Bitmap file: 622151501 bmp
Evidence file:

G Z2151501 jR

(i) SB215HARESESH
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SN | Image/Source Comment Comment
From
00762 =1 . . _H_‘ -H-A .
_92‘ The upper right component of KC-00720 looks more like than . Should it be
2 ~ modified to make the second horizontal stroke clearer?
KC-00720
32
T —
11 1 "'_-:
g H
': S
Bitmap: i :
E 4
Lo
Evidence:
00771 il‘ It is suggested that the last horizontal stroke of KC-00724 should be removed while that of
T i UTC-01220 should be longer than the second last horizontal stroke as shown in the
KC-00724  |evidence. If the fonts are so modified, should they be disunified and the SC of KC-00724
be changed to 10?
3 H
UTC-01220 ilﬂ
32
+ Evidence:
= > Discussion record: Umfy 00767, irg46.
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SN | Image/Source Comment C(;:mment
rom
00788
%Q The upper left component as shown in the evidence looks like EEI rather than EEI . Should
e {}10{?1 KC-00773 be modified to reflect the actual shape of the font?
32 H
T
13 1  |Evidence:
00806 KK : . .
ﬁ:)é The lower left component shown in the evidence looks like )T—* rather than 7]: . Should
?];- e KC-04946 be modified to reflect the actual shape of the font?
KC-04946
32 H
T
24 1 |Evidence:

N—
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SN

Image/Source

Comment

Comment

From
01054 ”Iﬁ[ It is suggested that KC-00986 should be modified as the middle component shown in the
—a
. )( evidence does not merely comprise and /J . It looks more like m%i (U+3802),
KC-00986 mnnm
forming the term ﬁ ;%“i
L Evidence: | :5 o -
E I
A
X =~
‘ H

i S

BC

LI

COde chart: G3-3948 T4-432E
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SN | Image/Source Comment Comment
From
01059 == It is suggested that KC-00995 should be modified as the middle component shown in the
— p
Y 7
" g( —)EE“)S evidence looks like rather than D If the font is modified, then SC=10.
46 > H
Ll_l %
9o 1[4 Evidence: #
01066 mlyl/;v It is suggested that KC-01028 should be modified as the right component shown in the
_ ’ &
KC 02‘28 evidence looks like ’I% rather than }ITJ' If the font is modified, then SC=9, FS=4; if the
46 font remains unchanged, FS=5.
H
L
11 2
Evidence:
01072 ,_[Ijé It is suggested THAT one horizontal stroke should be removed from the upper right
1 component of KC-01045 so as to reflect the actual shape of the font as shown in the
KC-01045  |evidence. If the font is modified, then SC=11.
4 H
L
12 4 |Evidence: a
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SN

Image/Source

Comment

Comment

From
01145 2= It is suggested that KC-01124 should be modified as the upper component inside the
/ %% radical looks more like é’i than 9&
KC-01124
53 H
,—I—
11 3  |Evidence:
03678 o~ e TS
jé_ Modification should be made to KC-03739 as the top component should be rather
3 - - —=
KC-03739 [than , and the middle component should look like ¢ rather than —a.
140 I-
Yy
22 1 H

Evidence:
8AEE 22yp 2% 2% D =
= ==X =K 2 =
S o g H n
Code chart: GI5A51 HBI-BFD4 TI723F  JO-3B7N  KO-03
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SN | Image/Source Comment C(;:mment
rom
03859 =p v T
—‘tf; According to the evidence, the right component of KC-03894 looks like % rather than /{2 .
K(FIIOB 204 Also, it is mentioned on page 11 of IRGN2155ROKResponse 161007 that KR would
1 49 change the font. However, the font is yet to be changed. If the font is so changed, then
———  [|SC=8.
=2 —
7 T 1
H
s H
Evidence: i
Page 11, IRGN2155ROKResponse 161007:
The evidence glyph has "I " but
= 72 proposed glyph lacks it.
03859 &1 41 evidence LY KR will Change glyph having "I " J
KC-03894

2%,

Discussion record: font changed, irg47
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SN | Image/Source Comment Comment
From
00771 i It is suggested that the last horizontal stroke of KC-00724 should be removed while that of
T UTC-01220 should be longer than the second last horizontal stroke as shown in the
KC-00724 |evidence. If the fonts are so modified, should they be disunified and the SC of KC-00724
i% be changed to 10?
H
UTC-01220 ';i 1ﬂ
32
+ Evidence:
Discussion record unify 00767, irg46.
11 2
00777 . . , , E
As shown in the evidence, the upper right component of UTC-01219 looks like rather
UTC-SD 19 |than E. Should the component be modified to reflect the actual shape of the font?
—_— H
T
12 |
Evidence:
00828 Z"}: As shown in the evidence, the last stroke is "\ rather than K Should UTC-00992 be
BN modified to reflect the actual shape of the font?
UTC-00992 -~
37 H
x -
2 1 3 Evidence:
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SN | Image/Source Comment C(;:mment
rom
00857 The font shown in the main entry looks different from that shown in the first line. Which
one is stable?
UTC-01353
38 H
2 |ovidence: 303 (5) G100
4 T 1
00983 . ‘ o yE ?z
v As shown in the evidence, the lower component looks like 1 rather than 1H. Should
. . _ ()
UTC-01226 modification be made to UTC-012267
40 H
14 5 |Evidency;
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SN | Image/Source Comment Comment

From
01006

It is noted that the middle component 7J< of UTC-02809 looks different from that shown

in the evidence where the main entry adopts )R and the sub-entry adopts m Which
one is stable?

N
N
UTC-02809 :
Evidence: (main entry) H
E (sub-entry)

E (last line)
N
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SN | Image/Source Comment C(i:mment
rom
01125 The shape of the font shown in the main entry of the evidence does not look like that in the
entry. Which one is stable?
UTC-01319
a2
% o
- 3 Evidence: j (main entry) H
1 (first two lines)
01208 Z’ It is suggested that the proportion of the upper component to the lower component of
IO UTC-01006 should be adjusted.
UTC-01006
61
r[,\ H
T 15 ¢
1 3 ! .
SLE
Evidence: L ‘ »
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SN | Image/Source Comment C(i:mment
rom
01245 J]C[: It is suggested that the proportion of the upper right component to the lower right
JON component of UTC-01013 should be adjusted.
UTC-01013
61 J
10 H
7 T 1 &
Evidence: tl: Ly
01514 The glyph design of “3E” is different from the evidence.
ﬁ UTC-01429, IRGN2103
UTC-01429 ﬁ J
284  (4) R PEA: BRR@E
01783 Shape of “ 7 in the evidence looking like “=—"".
it J
UTC-01236 ﬂ
01959 A The vertical stroke is connected or disconnected?
K ;
UTC-01238
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SN | Image/Source Comment C(;:mment
rom
02041 The horizontal stroke under grass head is flat or slanted? It is difficult to identify from the
?E evigc;.nc‘e.
N J
UTC-01243
02042 The mid horizontal stroke of the right component is overshooting in the evidence, but the
? é proposed glyph is looking like “3” without overshoot.
o J
UTC-01244 ?ii p
! = aba
03677 According to the evidence, /7 should be removed from UTC-01430 and the components
g
on the left and right should be connected with two horizontal strokes. The actual shape
V0 ™Y [should look like HEL, which is unifiable with U+2C7CF.
il
4
18 3
H
Evidence:
2C7CF &
i 140.16 .E’r
Code chart: GZJW-01510
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SN | Image/Source Comment Comment
From
03834 Modification should be made to UTC-01414 as the vertical stroke encircled should not
K overshoot the last horizontal stroke of the left component.
UTC-01414 A
148 4
== H
2 | 5
Evidence: =
03835 ﬁ Modification should be made to UTC-01415 as the vertical stroke encircled should not
G- overshoot the last horizontal stroke of the upper component.
UTC-01415
148
5 H
L =y
Evidence: : I
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SN | Image/Source Comment Comment
From
03847 e . . A
I—_j According to the evidence, the left component of UTC-01454 should look like ¥ rather
UTC-01454  |than W Modification should be made to reflect the actual shape of the font.
149 |2y
% '.—‘
5 T 1
Evidence: I |r ]
03982 55 As shown in the evidence, the horizontal stroke in the middle should be relatively shorter
25 than the last horizontal stroke and the vertical stroke should be slightly shortened..
UTC-01166 AL
152 e @ ¥ IR Fx H
Evidence:
2N
6 14
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SN | Image/Source Comment Comment
From
.
04134 ﬁ, ‘I According to the evidence, the short left-falling stroke on top of the component B should
be removed. UTC-01168 should be modified to reflect the actual shape of the font. If the
UT]CS'%I 168 |font is modified, then SC=15.
= §F
H
6 15 J
Evidence: ’&f
04721 e The glyph shape of “Hi” is odd (the lowest horizontal stroke is looking like a wedge.
fEfE J
UTC-01169
05381 < Incorrect font glyph.
= The glyph should match the evidence.
) e SAT
vrc-o2492 | (BN,
J“M” R ILF o
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4. Cannot unify

SN Image/Source | SN/Code Image or Source Comment C(;::::nt
01210 /é‘ U+?§;1E3 }/L\} Non-cognate; cannot unify U
UTC-01487
03660 UTC-01288: should NOT be unified to
U+46E9; restore to WS2015v3.
= e 03860 UTC-02918: should be unified to U+46E9;
N = migrate to unified&withdrawn.
03660 Hr U+46E9 5  unific Henry
UTC-01288 E‘l:]]
03860 UTC-02918
é U+230A2
01522 5 ﬁ (B) g ﬁ No UCV can be found U
GHZR42171.02
AA] U+24B40 =L
02513 o No UCV can be found U
Eu ®) V=
GHZR31526.14
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SN Image/Source | SN/Code Image or Source Comment C(;:T:::nt
_ .
—_— l:!
1 4
I U+2CD14 In— No UCV can be found; different structure (top
05032 o U
Ju (E) component looks like r57)
GHZR84895.03 GZJW-00676
H U+243B7 ~Z 1>
02274 D% B) E No UCV can be found U
T13-2D53
P E{ Do not unify per NUC #399
s U+2A6CB AH NG DN D
05547 FHE] (B) """E[ 399 g DO 1 U
T13-3159 H HH H
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5. Evidences

S/N Glyph Evidence Comment Comment From
02152 I The first reference is Shuowen, but the glyph in SWis |J
7 &)« K" ° .4 YR, Y ° . .
*gﬁfﬁ;?),t{*{fg&« ’% }Zj;é]iﬁ e composed horizontally. Is this glyph correctly
/ ;; lia—rits , designed in “$g%&?”
GHZR42346.03 ¢

(|2

5

T
" .'1&37;:
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S/N Glyph Evidence Comment Comment From

04669 ~ ‘. i " The description says it is {&F, but of which character? | J
IK/& T&|
L 4]
GHZR74461.15 ﬁ,l ; \q
b e
=K. 0
=¥

.4

R

%
g
N el &

s

e
MR

e —.
—

TTTTCT O

St

)
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S/N Glyph _ Evidence Comment Comment From
05368 ?F J : Evidence unclear. SAT
NI L ¥
G_PGLG3056 .

" ’ -
ol N
r ¥

00989 H ' The evidence, other than the main entry, is too unclear | H

" ‘ to identify the left and the upper right components as
. . i‘c 3 H
UTC-01439 ~ and respectively.
41 Evidence: (main entry)
~T
12 5
(first two lines)
04429 fﬂﬁj Evidence unclear. SAT
J g Also looks like #ff (U+28ABS5).
UTC-01301 , y _— %
— K £ Y A 2 o O s - A —)
q.: 4._, HEMMBERAAR, BB, KRB TR
— (R)FHE - SR E R
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S/N Glyph Evidence Comment Comment From
04448 A Evidence unclear. SAT
}flll?l The left to middle portion is not determinative. Also
UTC-01307 looks like §#i (U+28BAS).
04699 The evidence is unclear whether the proposed J
E character is correctly and stably transliterated. The
~Z review by Chinese experts is expected.
UTC-01481
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S/N Glyph Evidence Comment Comment From
04752 e gy The reference would be inappropriate. J
UTC-02960

UTC-02960, IRGN2107-p345, fig1701

HEHE
LD

S

T

1\

64 20 i
CRERIERSLAISEEEIE) UNFRRTHET H8T)

g\g\ +
{
g\ﬁ\

64
(CREERIRE/ KABAETE)
5 i
=iEE
e

84 [
(eGSR RO AR

TAR  7ARN - RTY

29 |
(HH¥er)

=

—

/
3
()| AR

W - 8T

"\

52
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S/N Glyph Evidence Comment Comment From
04983 % % Evidence discrepant. SAT
- - “ m" B(J %ﬁﬁ{ t? o No character similar to the representative glyph found
\ Fig. 368. Hanyu Da Zidian v. 1 p. 201
00183 UTC-01681: need more evidence? The proper
00183 ) form in China is likely BR(/H), (or FE(IE])). (e.g. 4 -- Henry
wede | AF-prosmmpr. |
o
N Fig. 579. Hanyu Da Zidian v. 5 p. 2668
02752 UTC-01879: need more evidence? The proper
02752 Hl}il ¥ form in China is likely BA(IH). (e.g. i --> Ji¥) Henry
UIc-018m “IM” B RIER LT o
- Fig. 1079. Hanyu Da Zidian v. 8 p. 4817
- .
E 05045 UTC-02339: need more evidence? The proper
05045 lEj %ﬂﬁ form in China is likely BR(IH). (e.g. i --> Ji¥) Henry
-0233 “ J
ure-02339 | | MESES A
- Fig. 1080. Hanyu Da Zidian v. 8 p. 4817
E{" 05046 UTC-02340: need more evidence? The proper
05046 | @ B=2 form in China is likely BA(IH). (e.g. 8 --> JiF) Henry
. [} "
b 3] “BE” AL FE.
Fig. 1068. Hanyu Da Zidian v. 8 p. 4785
04871 UTC-02328: need more evidence? The proper
04871 ng% form in China should be #? Henry
n ‘R KAHERILT
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S/N Glyph Evidence Comment Comment From
}_’ Fig. 1056. Hanyu Da Zidian v. 8 p. 4770
= 04914 UTC-02316: need more evidence? The proper
04914 l/ J }.,g form on right should be &? Henry
02 i "
uTC-02316 L “ " B A
00082 _JFLT"l I Henry
: i : @ 00082 KC-00039: unclear evidence: E or E
EC-00039 z I
00087 J% 00087 KC-00046: unclear evidence: B 77 or Bj? Henry
KC-00046
00091 H. a. 00091 KC-00053: unclear evidence: & with three Henry
- :“" s strokes? two strokes?
KEC-00053 u
00394 ;F;;)k 00394 KC-00299: unclear evidence: | K& K? Henry
£ ot *X
KC-00299 Mo
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S/N Glyph Evidence Comment Comment From
00596 00596 KC-00447: unclear evidence: 7 with three Henry
I—I} K strokes? two strokes?
KC-00447
00630 - Hen
e e MM, ™™
':I El @ ‘ 00630 KC-00502: unclear evidence: or ?
KC-00502 ‘ :
04169 J: Evidence is unclear to identify the right component | J, Henry
Fiq.% Henry: 04169 KC-04069: unclear evidence: right hand
KC-04069 side
04440 Evidence unclear or discrepant. SAT

=
W
KC-05825

The top-right component is possibly £ rather than .
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S/N Glyph . Evidence Comment Comment From
04587 ' Evidence unclear. SAT
: t A= The inner component could be %, & etc.
KC-04327 ‘ ;A
. _~
04661 e W Evidence unclear. SAT
‘)ﬁ: ‘ The left side is not determinative.
KC-04357 ‘llﬁz
b <5
-
04672 ) o The left component is unclear in the evidence. J
bz
KC-04362
04807 Ly Evidence unclear. SAT
Hl?éli The left side is not determinative.
KC-04516
04877 s l Evidence unclear. SAT
3 The right side is not determinative.
KC-04530
04954 AL Evidence unclear. SAT
WX The right side is not determinative. Also looks like BR
KC-04622 (U+9A22) or & (U+29923).
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S/N Glyph Evidence Comment Comment From
05047 _1/9 Evidence unclear. SAT
! Also looks like & (U+29B47).
KC-04771
05131 ﬁ ’,‘% SAT: Evidence unclear. SAT, Henry
“‘\t/"\f The bottom-right portion could be K.
KC-05955
B3
Henry: 05131 KC-05955: unclear evidence: *
e
B
05484 Evidence discrepant. SAT

4%

KC-04768

The character in discussion seems to be related to F&
(U+9F37). Therefore, automatic normalization of the
right component to 3% is not immediately justified,
unless it is clarified that it was the intended shape.

| &R B FENE KERRIEY
(http://21dzk.1.u-
tokyo.ac jp/SAT2015/T1992 .47.0618a12:0618al12.cit

)
Also looks like §& (U+2AS55E).
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S/N

Evidence

Comment

Comment From

04633

|
|
|
i

W B W

7
2

| Do

Not modern form.
The shape shown is of Clerical script (3% ), that is

not necessarily rendered into apparently similar form
in modern characters.

Hanyo-Denshi and Moji_Joho IVD collections include
similar variants.

SE2B Hil Hil

E0L01 E0102
Hanyo-Denshi Hanyo-Denshi
JA2753 KS100790

J: Evidence is Lishu, maybe inappropriate.

SAT, J
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6. Other Issues

SN Image/Source Comment Type Comment C(;?T;nlsnt
U: Incorrectly using RS for 00049 (G_Z3841301); RS should be 2.5, not 2.6
Henry: 00048 GHZR10061.08: radical SHOULD NOT BE changed to 107
JZ, irg47. Restore to Radical 2, SC 5, FS 5.
00048 LI ji Clerical error 107 U, Henry
GHZR10061.08 |54
2 5
U: Incorrectly using RS for 00048 (GHZR10061.08)
Henry: 00049 G Z3841301: radical BE changed to 107 J, irgd7, SC 2, FS
5.
00049 ng’l Clerical error 2 U, Henry
G 73841301 |
6 5
29
00512 ] k | Clerical error 4 Henry
S 4 5 The recording “sc10, irgd7” should be “sc4, irgd7”.
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SN Image/Source Comment Type Comment C(;;::)nn‘:nt
The recording “unified by U+2D2DF, irg46” should be “unified by
i. U+2D3DF”.
00768 Clerical error | 2D2DF H f—‘; 2D3DF i ,EP Henry
USATO06419 1 30.14 W e )E:
GZ-4682208 KC-06140
Henry: Unify to U+2D4EE, not U+2D4ED.
2D4ED +4%+ 2D4EE i
= 406 /(j( 406 é%
KC-00880 T
00931 HéL Clerical error Chen Zhuang: KC-07003 was at 2D4ED in UCSEd.5CD2 when this pair was Henry
USATO08293 discussed at IRG#46, thus no need to correct the discussion record “unified
by U+2D4ED(KC-07003), irg46”.
2D4ED i—/
= 406 %;
KC-07003
00010 ; IDS U
USAT05822
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SN Image/Source Comment Type Comment Comment
From
01633 5\ IDS Change IDS from & H ? to B R J U
USATO09518
02252 % IDS U
USAT06944
03014 Rl | IDS Change IDS from - #? to = H#EIfL | 7] U
USATO08751
04390 TJ;; DS IDS B - 2R
1k IDS should match the glyph. SAT
G_Z2841201
04668 gﬁ IDS IDS [ B =H/N%Z - TORER/NX
5= SAT
GHZR74461.01
04680 5I: IDS IDS LB EE=H/N\Z - TR EEER/N\X
SAT
GHZR74469.14
04968 [‘})ﬂ IDS S HEHAR - TREASR
WIS SAT
GHZR84879.11
05030 M IDS IDS [ F&E - TRE
”JL,‘ IDS should match the glyph. SAT
G_Z3621104
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SN

Image/Source

Comment Type

Comment

Comment

From
05064 B35l IDS IDS :
= KR SAT
GHZR84889 06
00069 )—L IDS Missing IDS; use 11 J 71 U
UTC-02765
01320 jZ IDS U
UTC-01373
v |
01872 “X DS SNy U
UTC-02847
02936 by IDS U
UTC-01397
03679 ’ EZ\ IDS U
UTC-01411
03722 IDS U
UTC-01532
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SN Image/Source Comment Type Comment Comment
From
78 N
04027 : IDS HoXxOR U
UTC-01653
04601 — IDS IDS 2] — EH=I7]
| Should match with U+28CCC FH. SAT
UTC-02768
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SN

Image/Source

Comment Type

Comment

Comment
From

04752

UTC- e

IDS

IDS EEREE | BERE - HEBH or 1B

This is a ligature of U+4A3A £ and U+9F98 .

(images from EREZ[EFOBRE U7 INEXFEFTEBREpp.41-
42)

o SMEHX bR O% M NN—XIh ¢ =5
EROR-oR SR ov KLEESH () @2) R
ERSWem’ oK ibhRE 2 K0 O PR ES
50 RVEROL0 WOl Tl @) QL
<2 WRHEY T4 ~uRTEL O fInnie® 49797
BIR SRR s STEESE S se -0 REERE0 O LI
BORY T 500y TRty W IHE a0l & Bl S ¥l

A HIHE 40 50in & MEER DO N2Q L OV 4 v RIRKM 5° SO |
HH Mo L HIAEEQ Tl & B SR (el v oent [0St
BV 542 1 1 R0 0IXRTR O LQ P H Pl 4 ra® weR Egov |
<RIDI LR | v VRN Q7 A0 .R 80-6in L2 i$0 b
B B 2~ T4 oo 4e O 42° W:’&ﬁeﬁﬂd
RO 0 Ffhv O | B RO R0
THRR S 0D&~0 0517 [ 4h
0° HEfTh - S0 Sl

ey Qi I

SAT
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SN Image/Source Comment Type Comment C(;::)n;nt
04947 7 DS IDS (S F — [DRERHAF
Oy IDS should match the glyph. SAT
T13-3151
05264 %r- ! DS IDS [ &% — [R5k
" /@_Z IDS should match the glyph. SAT
KC-04718
04797 —[-‘ 2 Discussion The discussion record should reference 04796 (USAT90300), not itself U
T13-314C
| .
00056 T Discussion _ e msem Henry
= 00056 UTC-01557: alternative transcription Z{5€ of ?
UTC-01557
-
A : :
- = |, corrupted form o A
00198 LA Discussion | 09198 UTC-01573 A a form ot | /A Henry
UTC-01573
ﬁ Add back to IRG Working Set 2015; 04411 (UTC-01297) was unified
04416 jé Discussion A% U
UTC-01299 s
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SN Image/Source Comment Type Comment Comment
From
02494 £ [E=] Discussion The discussion record should reference 02493 (GHZR21218.06), not itself U
UTC-02646
Withdraw; do not unify with U+2C27A (Extension E); the UTC still prefers
) disunification
02151 }: E Discussion JIE U
UTC-01258
JK-65364
Unify with 00005 (USATO05803); the UTC still prefers disunification
00003 E Discussion U
UTC-00969 .
04762 \ T/S Flag T/S Flag: 0 — 1
. Identical to Simplified shape. SAT
G_Z0222201
04727 == T/S Flag T/S Flag: 0 — 1
”ﬁ. Identical to Simplified shape. SAT
G _Z1871104
P
05397 =1 T/S Flag: 0 — 1
=3 T/S Flag Identical to Simolified sh SAT
GHZRS1912 16 entical to Simplified shape.
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SN Image/Source Comment Type Comment C(;;l;nn‘:nt
05406 %’5 T/S Flag: 0 — 1
: T/S Flag g v SAT
GHZRS4901 03 Identical to Simplified shape.
05407 él: T/S Flag: 0 — 1
T/S Flag s v SAT
GHZRS4901.05 Identical to Simplified shape.
05408 ;)_%L[_] T/S Flag: 0 — 1
T/S Flag s v SAT
GHZR84901 13 Identical to Simplified shape.
05411 +rH
T/S Flag: 0 — 1
GHZRS4502 05 T/S Flag Identical to Simplified shape. SAT
05412 =
= S T/S Flag: 0 — 1
&j: T/S Flag : o SAT
GHZRS3902.16 Identical to Simplified shape.
05413 ' £ T/S Flag T/S Flag: 0 — 1 SAT
N . o
GHZR84903.10 Identical to Simplified shape.
05415 2
T/S Flag: 0 — 1
T/S Flag . o SAT
GHZRS4903.18 Identical to Simplified shape.
05416 E T/S Fla T/S Flag: 0 — 1 SAT
GH7RS4003 22 & Identical to Simplified shape.
05421 ;ta T/S Fla T/S Flag: 0 — 1 SAT
‘ A g Identical to Simplified shape.
GHZR84904.16
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SN Image/Source Comment Type Comment C(E.l;n;nt
05423 G5
10—
GHZ%}J?N.M T/S Flag Ec{esnlt:ilcaa% tg Siripliﬁed shape. SAT
05424 2 Sl A TS Flag T/S Flag: 0 — 1 SAT
A i Identical to Simplified shape.
05425 2{-_[/-]\ TS Fla T/S Flag: 0 — 1 SAT
e g Identical to Simplified shape.
05426 - 10—
GHZ%SEES.OG T/S Flag Ec{esnl:ilcaa%'tg Siripliﬁed shape. SAT
05427 51(‘5]: S Fla T/S Flag: 0 — 1 SAT
o g Identical to Simplified shape.
05428 =5
10—
BEE. = T/8 Flag Ec{esnlt:ilcaa% tg Siripliﬁed shape. SAT
05429 %n}/ /S Fla T/S Flag: 0 — 1 SAT
B . . g Identical to Simplified shape.
05430 +h S0 —s
GHZZS%OSAB T/S Flag Ec{esnl:ilcaa%'tg Siripliﬁed shape. SAT
05431 ;5% /S Fla T/S Flag: 0 — 1 SAT
T s g Identical to Simplified shape.
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Comment

SN Image/Source Comment Type Comment From
05432 ﬁ
T/S Flag: 0 — 1
, T/S Flag Identical to Simplified shape. SAT
GHZR84906.18
05433 iy
T/S Flag: 0 — 1
i % T/S Flag . T SAT
GHZR84906.20 Identical to Simplified shape.
05434 %szz T/S Flag:
g:0—-1
: H 2 T/S Flag Identical to Simplified shape. SAT
GHZRS84907.09
05435 +ﬁ T/S Flag:
_333.' g:0—-1
ZZ T/S Flag . o SAT
GHZR43331.10 Identical to Simplified shape.
05436 .
55}:] T/S Flag ITC{S F.l"‘%' 0 S_’ 1 ified <h SAT
GHZRS4907 14 entical to Simplified shape.
05437 g%% T/S Fla T/S Flag: 0 — 1 SAT
GHZRS4907 04 & Identical to Simplified shape.
05438 i’Al T/S Flag: 0 — 1
A ﬁ‘l T/S Flag Identical to Simplified shape SAT
GHZR84907.21 P pe.
05441 5 .
g I T/S Flag: 0 — 1
: AR T/S Flag Identical to Simplified shape. SAT
GHZR84908.06
05442 ﬁﬁ T/S Flag T/S Flag: 0 — 1 SAT
GHZRS4908.08 Identical to Simplified shape.
05443 .
T/S Flag: 0 — 1
: T/S Flag . T SAT
GHZR84908 10 Identical to Simplified shape.
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SN Image/Source Comment Type Comment C(E.l:)n;nt
05444 % :
T/S Flag: 0 — 1
72 T/S Flag . . SAT
G Identical to Simplified shape.
05446 43 :
0 T/S Flag ITc{eSnfi{:aﬁ'tg S_I)I; lified shape SAT
GHZRS4908 17 P pe
05447 %ffbn‘ 1/S Flag T/S Flag: 0 — 1 SAT
T Identical to Simplified shape.
05448 %‘@% 1/S Flag T/S Flag: 0 — 1 SAT
g B Identical to Simplified shape.
05450 ;jé
T/S Flag: 0 — 1
472 T/S Flag : L SAT
B Identical to Simplified shape.
05451 I T/S Flag:
: g:0—1
DRl IR T/S Flag Identical to Simplified shape. SAT
05452 § ke
= T/S Flag: 0 — 1
IR T/S Flag : o SAT
T Identical to Simplified shape.
05491 {-@% 1/S Flag T/S Flag: 0 — 1 SAT
= Identical to Simplified shape.
05531 ik
T/S Flag: 0 — 1
E‘JI[II T/S Flag . o SAT
el Identical to Simplified shape.
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Comment

SN Image/Source Comment Type Comment From
05207 ) o
Hiz T/S Flag IE/ 5 1;13111g. ;._’ {’. . SAT
UTC.03565 ot fully Simplified shape.
05215 ) o
T/S Flag T/S Flag: 1 — 0? SAT

-
UTC-02573

Not fully Simplified shape.
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