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1. Introduction
This document is a review of TCA’s characters.

Table of Contents:

Section 2: 7 glyphs for unification (via IVD) for the consistent treatment of rare variants, typically those found on tombstones, in WS2015.
Section 3: 9 glyphs for unifications covered by existing UCV rules or existing unification example in the URO or historical precedent.
Section 4: 1 character which TCA should object to unification and move back from postponed set to M-set.

Section 5: 12 characters with glyph design, normalization, and attribute comments.

Appendix I: (Page 19 - 88)
Probable unifications which could be conducted by IRG, but are generally not unified under the current rules in the PnP for WS2015, or a lack of
existing UCV.

Unifications are one of the following:

(1) tombstone variants not in general circulation where clear shape deformation is observed and proved by authoritative source; or-

(2) vulgar variants where similar in-between shapes are provided in the member body’s evidence; or-

(3) alternative transliterations of Li-shu glyphs transliterated by actual shape of Li-shu grapheme instead of by each semantic component or a group
of semantic components, typically transliterations not in general circulation and/or inconsistent in its transliteration methodology; or-

(4) minor variations commonly found in calligraphy.

The probable unifications are suggested based only on the evidence provided. It is possible some of them may actually be specialized semantic
variants of, or even non-cognate with, the identified base characters. Further study is needed. The unifications in category (1) — (3) are included for
informative purposes only and are generally not expected to be discussed during IRG#49. The unifications in category (4) may be selected by the
member body(s) for extra discussion in IRG#49.



2. Suggested Unifications for Consistency

21T 1A
Suggest to Unify 01921 with U+23C45 via IVD, for consistency with 02722:

01921 ﬁ Unification 2sc45 =

- —
. 834 E% E% %

UCS2003  GKX-059805  T6-2C48
UNIFY E (U+23C45), Add to IVD.

FLa=2048

02722 UNIFIED in IRG #48

i

U+76F2 B, add to ivd, irgd4S.



https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=02722

2.2

Reconsider unification to # (U+66FE) or & (U+66FD) via IVD for consistency with the treatment of 02154 and

05084 ‘ ‘ L ‘ ‘ l ‘ Unification Reconsider IVD to % (U+66FE) or & (U+66FD).
'_1
Discussion Record:
not unified to U+66FE/U+66FD &/5, irg48.
02154 e UNIFIED 86 N S
T KT L,
LU+706E (¢ i ivd 218
02573 ‘ ‘ s l ‘ l ‘ UNIFIED 102 B Ale,
TE-&E244 ) [ 1 624
U+7576 4%, add to ivd, irgdS.

This character 05084 can be easily confused with £ (U+517D), which is the simplified form of &

(U+563C) / EX (U+7378), so it may be confusing to the general public for 05084 to be

encoded as a new character.

Since 05084 comes from ({W$FA% ) , it may be more suitable to be encoded as

IVD to & (U+66FE) or & (U+66FD).

/ . (
fer &

=

¥

> 4 L
Pl .

i~



https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=02154
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=02154
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=02573
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=02573

23 EH
Reconsider unification of 02723, 02728 and 02724 to & / E for consistency with other Li-shu glyphical variants.

02723 —E— Unification IVD to H.
12
02728 E Unification IVD to H.
Prior discussion record:
not unified to U+76F4, irg48.
02724 =] Unification IVD to H.
Prior discussion record:
not unified to U+76F4, irg48.
03996 —g Unification IVD to E.
T
02736 »ar UNIFIED 109 B e
%‘.‘ 02736 A ;%-
] 10 T13-2FX
U+771F B, add to ivd, irgds.
02743 e UNIFIED 109 B e
TL"_i““ 02743 SER IE‘
] 1 132121
U+771F 3¢, add to ivd, irg48.



https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=02736
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=02736

2.4 5

According to the treatment of 02081, and according to UCV, 03995 should be unified to U+4765 instead of disunified.

03995

\
b B
™

T13-3126

Unification

4765 < 3

GKX-1203 21 13-5837

Unify with U+4765.

Existing discussion record:
not unified to U+4765, irg47. pending unified to U+4765, irg46.

Also refer to UCV #272:

272 - unifiable 25

=]

02081

UNIFIED

85 7K D
7 -
i

I 1 M-7142

unified by U+23F4E (UCV), irgd7. unified by U+23F4E, irgd6.



https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=02081
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=02081

3 Suggested Unifications as covered by UCV or otherwise unifiable by example in URO or historical precedent

03528

K

T13-3056

Unification

o iR IR IR AR

GE2D38  HEDB3 133648 005820
Unify to . It is possible that the missing strokes are due to misprint or taboo.

According to the source given by TCA, another version of Jiyun has the strokes inside H without
problem:

"E S
=




03543

tfrefs

T13-305B

-_—
2
=

p =
O
s ¢

%

)

T P e B

b
|

ot s

\
-

Unification

Consider IVD to U+827E.
827 +H-~ —++ + 7 =

S R

G0-302C HBI-AGE3  T1-4864 JO-6768 KO-6475 V16455

4

Even though the unification of Jifi** is an NUCV rule (Rule #404), besides Ui and ** proper, existing

dis-unifications are all in Extension B, 5 are due to disunification of multiple head characters in
GKX/GHZ, and 1 is disunification of GKX with TF character.

However, in URO, there is a unification example, U+2F994 is unified to U+82B3 as a compatibility
variant:

2F994  JHH 82B3 g ke e e B

1404 713‘ 4 1404 }j /j }j 7‘3‘

H-8EFD G0-373C  HB{-AADA T1-4F3D  JO-4B27  KO-5838

i should not always be unified to ** because U1l is not always grass; it could be an alternative
transliterated shape for J%, which is not true grass. In these cases, it would be unsuitable to unify.
However, in the case of 03543, it is a variant of I/ (U+827E), and the glyph is sourced from {jE&f=

TED)

There are a lot of cases of characters related to grass written with the complex form §if in the Li-shu

script that are still being used, such as %57 &K — 75 A
e P LA

CHASHO SHIMIZU IPPOEN

(< shop sign in Tuen Mun, Hong Kong)

Would it be necessary to encode such glyphs as separate characters? Does the general public
recognize them as a different character to the more common forms? | do not think so. I think the
general public will at most only recognize this as a Li-shu style form.




03763 Unification 76C7
7, ; ) :
gannk N 11 1 E&
T13-3070 GE-3458 T3-2E32
2504B A%t A
Rosd AL I
Ucs2003 T6-332C
Unify to 25 (U+76C7) or 7% (U+2504B).
Difference in direction of stroke.
Two forms have already been encoded, is it necessary to encode another form as a new character?
Or is it better to encode as IVD?
02718 Unification

" H H B B H H

PN N N Z N P
GO-3E5F HBY-ABE3  T1-4C26 JO-3671 KO-4E7D  V1-4C4E

Refer to U+42F0 and U+485E

w8 B OB P B OB
= S
#1208 2N ZN 7% ¥ 1588 EQ ==,
G3-6C28 T4-4623 K3-2E7C G3-4563 T4-4E2A

Also refer to the bottom of 02736 vs U+7714;

109 H e
02736 BHA _E\'

l 10 T13-2FX

U+7T71F 3, add te ivd, irgdB.



https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=02736
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=02736

02309 Unification 795E S S N - =
JIEg e A FH A A
T13-2D59 G0-4971 HB1-AFAB T1-572€ JO-3F40 KO-636A Vi-6121
2564D
~ 1135 /
UCS2003 GHZ-1002507  T4-2A68
IVD to fH# (U+795E) or 7§ (U+2564D).
According to the provided evidence (i3CPUAE]) | this glyph is an old-hanzi variant of 1
(U+795E). The typical transliteration of 7 from old Hanzi is J[t (U+25605). Based on the similarity in
shape, and the character relationship can be deducted that the left hand side of 02309 should not
be JI{ but JIt (U+25605).
Also, although Hi is the simplified form of & in the present day, B can be written as H in the past.
The character &, which is composed of [ + E, has the lower part deformed into Hi.
Therefore, it is suggest to unify to 1 (U+795E) or T4 (U+2564D) via IVD.
03542 Unification Should be UNIFIED TO ¥ (U+827E)

X<k

T13-305A

Reference 03604, 03546

140 Wy oS
[ZE]
[IRITHN) ; 7k
3 ] T i3-3065
unified by U+0B3D3, irgd47. unified by U+083D3, irgi6.
140 Ynp

(1540 7 _Xi‘
2 ] (15 T13-3059

unified by U+26AFF, irgdT.



https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=03604
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=03604
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=03546
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=03546

02789 AL, Unification Should be Unified to U+77C7.
Hg Refer to UCV #371
T13-2F38
371 - unifiable &
A AL
02031 = Edito;ial This character should have been concluded to be unified to j& (U+6EA5) by
~F Srr:ﬁircation UCV rule #68 within IRG #47. It should not be pending IVS research for IRG
T13-2C78 #47 to ;& (U+6F19) and it should not be unified to j& (U+6F19) either.
02270 Unification 2D9ED B% H'&
ER (1 72.12 VATS I
TE-6F6B

KC-05172  USAT-02020

Unify to i (U+2D9ED).

Even though there is a difference in structure, the extension of bottom fire component has typically
been ignored by IRG.

Refer to the unification of & (U+8638)

0. WE BE BE ME ME
140 19
" E‘n\\ JNNN NSNS NNN NN @m\
GOH663A HB1-CSD9  T1-7C45  J13-7B4C  K2-HA79  V2-8F5C
as well as the unification of i (U+77A7) and [] (U+FA9D)
FAQD 14

7TTA7 - =
SR H/n\ Hﬁﬁx\ B/%E\\ E/%ﬁ\\ ﬂ;g\‘:\ e ";:“

G0-4746 HB1-C140  T1-744A  J1-4F35  K2-4BSC KF1-5681







4 Characters which should not be unified:

02462 is currently in the Postponed list for unification to 02465. It should NOT be unified to 02465.

02462

Ex

T13-2E21

Disunification

Do not unify to 02465.

Although X and [X] may be considered variants, 02465 is the derivative simplified form of ¥,
while 02462 is the corruption of ¥H (¥§). 02462 and 02465 should be moved back to the M-set in

WS2015.




5 Characters with possible normalization issues and attributes:

03408

T, TN
A

3
[13-3048

Normalization

This character is not actually 75 H but a variant of .

The top part is semantically 77, which is the classical form of H.

Consider normalize to 7T A to avoid the confusion of structure.

It is the national/regional policy for TCA to not conduct normalization upon rare
ideographs found in ancient scripts. However, the lack of normalization may
lead to user confusion of the meaning of the character. The normalized form
may also be found and unified to this character in the future, leading to
discrepancy of glyph over different systems and a possible need to change the
T-source glyph shape and mapping in the future.

Another solution could be that TCA submit the normalized form with a virtual
source such as T13N-304B, then unify the actual glyph shape as found in the
source to the normalized character via IVD.

Alternatively, TCA could also unify this character to & (U+23361) and treat it as
additional (minor) stroke. 7 (U+23361) is the form which is found in (£#. “F
.2, (s A, (K. OAES. W) and (VUERRE. HED
meanwhile 03408 is found in {5 SCPUREEE. V. 2D .

03550

S+
G

T13-305D

Normalization

Bottom part may be normalized to Y¥ instead of i,

Same as above.




02229

K

FAR R
T13-2D47

Misdesigned
glyph,

Attributes (Radical,
SC, TC)

The four dots for fire should be centered under 7K.

The four dots is an error "unsimplified" form of "—" and the original "—" repeated
above it again. Therefore, the four dots should not stretch the whole character.

Radical = 64 F; SC = 10; TC = 13.

Also refer to the evidence:

j J& < =

R

N
" 4




01954

N

T13-2C56

Misdesigned glyph
/ Normalization

This character is currently in the “Postponed” set.

Consider changing glyph to follow the Kaishu form used by the original source:

3

oL g g ]
Xl | | |48
e 2 8- bl '} 7B
0 AR SA
L2 L2
% | & T =
A BETE
(/;’ YN = l -4
}’{7 s e 'A{‘
i H }r\ L
ALl

S
A\
‘-bhhd ;.
r'v-J.
25 T 3
\ e
5] o TR s O N S S
SR o W (R

)
AZ
'

W A

8w
SR
e -
o




Misdesigned glyph

Design of i_ does not match TW conventions and does not match evidence.

03526
f
\1_ -
T13-3055
01973 N IDS Changeto .| y &=
; /N
T13-2C60

02719 IDS R YN=|

-

T13-2F22




02650 Radical | Radical JI| 47, SC =5.
€L This character is a variant of 5 U+6CC9. Radical of 5% U+6CC9 is water
T13-2E65 7K so 02650 should use radical stream JI].
03334 Radical | radical — 14: SC = 7.
; | : Character is a variant of % so the two dots do not belong to the top
T13-303C radical but are a deformation of the first two strokes of .
03337 Radical | Radical 109 H. The character is a variant of 52 (U+776A). Refer to the
Lt radical of 5 (U+776A);
L 776A = == = ==
T13-303D (o S 5 o == ==
T | S 1
GE-3471 HB1-BB4t T1-6548 J14-7227  K2-4B4AC
03413 Radical | Radical 74 moon H,IDS = HE.

HE

T13-304C

According to the evidence, it is a variant of HE. H and H radical are often
interchanged, so it can be determined the correct radical is H, not [A].

Consider changing the glyph shape to use H instead of }J. In Guwen
Sisheng Yun, in the time it was composed in, | and H are not
distinguishing glyph shapes for moon or meat semantic. Therefore, the
experts of TCA should not judge the radical via the modern orthographic
conventions but also pay heed to the customs of that time.




03636

f

T13-306C

Radical

Radical #37 &, SC =12, FS = 1.

This character is likely a ##H/{L from %1% to use & component instead of
7K radical. Therefore, we should use the & component for choosing the
radical.




Appendix I: Additional References for Unification.

Examples of possible cases to be studied for unification, in the criteria mentioned in Section 1 Introduction above, are included below in random
order.

It is not expected that a majority of them be unified in the time frame of WS2015. For the unifications of these glyphs/characters, careful
consideration and discussion is needed by IRG to avoid over-unification beyond expectation of general use. At the same time, encoding too many
variants may lead to user confusion and increased cyber-security risks such as domain phishing.

01929 ‘ ‘,ﬁ ‘ l l ‘ unieaton | 623 /7?‘ f—[_?\ i—ﬁ R 5 ﬁ

G1-4678 HB1-AEFO  T1-5634 JO-5066 K0-5128 V15858
IVD to & (U+6C23).

Unification Criteria: c-3. Differences of two dots or single stroke

01933 Unification 6C24 =

13-208 = 846 /'[3:_?]:\‘ %‘\4 %{l %:_i

GO6B33 HBI-AEF4  T1-5638  JO5DB5  K1-6ABH
Consider IVD to &, (U+6C24)

=2

This glyph comes from a glyph carving "error" identified by (f##F =% ) .




Encoding via IVD seems a better choice.

.

= | | &

a
e

M
i
i

8
| M

i_'}‘"

(m—

Unification 6C24 = — 3 — —
AL E B A

15-304F = 84%
G0-6B33 HB1-AEF4  T1-5638 JO-5065 K1-6A61

Consider IVD to &, (U+6C24).

01934

CET

This glyph comes from a glyph carving "error" identified by (F&7FHi4%) -

Encoding via IVD seems a better choice.




Unification

=]
“g‘.

e

&>

' o -
|5°M"\“ Ty RRd g ol

e B

01937

BOBS .3, N S g N, =
e 7K K 7K 7K K K
GO-5340 HB1-ASC3  T1-4663 JO-314A  KO6736  V1-5858

IVD 7 (U+6C38).
This glyph comes from a glyph carving "error" identified by (F&7FHi4%) -

Encoding via IVD seems a better choice.




01956

Unification

S r T T

G5-4425 HB2-D5C3  T2-3627 J14-2E68 K2-3A76
IVD Z (U+687C)

Sk in the past, but such style is no longer popular today.




01973

7

Unification

UNIFY to JX (U+6D87).
Suggest new UCV Rule 7= (U+2124A) = & (U+5DEQ)**

Existing Dis-unified:

75 (U+2124A) = & (U+5DEQ)**
#7 (U+4856) = §K (U+8F15)

& (U+26007) = 4% (U+7D93)
17 (U+272BB) = & (U+86F5)
[] (U+2D6E9) = 1K (U+5F91)

** 75 (U+2124A) is also an Old Hanzi variant of £ (JT () + +)

02004

aalr
il
T12-2066

Unification

BEFF v SEE i /4+
K 1 {l;ﬁ /l% /% W W T
G1-427A HO1-BAA1 T1-6948 JO-5E60 K0-5838 V1-5D3%6

Suggest to reconsider for IVD to jiiy U+6EFF.

According to the submitted evidence, this is one of the many similar
variations:




~
T

haSY

*
i

R
*£3+

l‘g‘

?.
B

A%

&

3

I
)

"\

RNy _\\
=} 1}

It is also a minor difference compared to the orange squared glyph variant,
which is also substantially closer to jf U+6EFF.

02005

W jelbap

{

Unification

L \];l» AL s B oz < ?H—. :&_EL»
X /iE /IE /IE IE

G0-3560 HB2-DSEQ T2-3644  J0-4DB4  KO6FE3
Reconsider Unification to ;& (U+6DCO0)

= can be normalized to 5g, reference Korea’s Normalization Document for
IRG.
According to the evidence given by TCA, 02005 is the variant of g




(U+6DCO).

See Also: 04650, 04753

oo [—g=—]| BF

r I 10 GHZRTA440. 06

o Ay
0475 Nz “fé

l' 5| Glzk7aa1e. 0

02011

Unification

6D59 Q 2 % %
7k 857 / / / {
GO5563 HBI-AEFD T156641  JOSE36  KO-6F3A
Reconsider VD to j#f (U+6D59).

In calligraphy, 7 is often written as J5. For example, 5 (U+6278) is variant
of 7 (U+6298) or #7 (U+6790); §li (U+23A0A) = i (U+3C64); 5 (U+290D1)
= 72 (U+4A1B).

Other examples:

R (U+3B4A) = # (U+6790)
¥ (U+2840F) = ¥ (U+65B0)
¥ (U+245D4) = #r (U+65B0)
Fh (U+245DF) = #r (U+65B0)

3 (U+27993) = 2F (U+8A34)
fift (U+2723C) = ¢ (U+86B8)




02036 ;ﬁ?\j Unification 6DD1 2 > 2 N 2
T13-2C71 7K 858 «{/\R //X //\R /[‘ [Q
GO-4A67 HB1-B251 T15B56  JO3D4A  KO-6257
Suggest to Unify/IVD to j§l.
& (U+21B27) is an alternative transliterated form of £{ (U+53D4).
Suggest add new UCV i (U+21B27) = 1 (U+53D4).
Existing Disunified: (1 pair only)
#t (U+21B27) = £1 (U+53D4)
02049 :::;.: Unification 6DF1 N AN AN A/ N N/
v IR AR R R TR YA
/ /
GO-4%6E  HB1-B260 T15865  JO3F3C  KO6422  V1-5066
Unify to ;& (U+6DF1).
Z& and Zg are both variants of 2%, with & (without dot) being by far the most
popular.
Existing disunified (total 2):
7% (U+7AT7C) = 5 (U+7F59)
1% (U+23589) = 1% (U+68CE)
02050 Unification Unify to 02049.

85 7K Nau
02049 R A<

g | 12 T13-2c72




02050 is one of the many variants of 5. Difference in direction of strokes.

-
~

KT

RPN IR B
i B s 3

V. -SA%
. 43
= Y

)

W

3
y

I\ &
oo

L

r
F B
2 R

& r
s
W 7y 8
9

When looking at the original Li-shu evidence, the difference between 02050
and 02049 seems very minor compared to the Song-ti form.




02051 e Unification
ix D31 Jrx o
GKX-064127  T3-423C
IVD to % (U+3D31).
The right hand side is a corrupted form of 2% (U+2594D).
02037 : Unification
=) 6DC4 K (K KK :gé (f:f:ﬁ
xss {H JH /H
GO-574D  HB1-B264  T1-5860  J13-7671  KO-763F
IVD to ;& U+6DCA4.
& is a commonly seen variant of &. - HH, - HH, —HH, —H[E]), HHE
are all variants of 5.
Existing dis-unified (3):
B (U+2318A)**
i (U+2835F) = g (U+8F1C)
& (U+25ECD) pronounced as zil, most likely (unencoded) > + 5.
** & (U+2318A) is also corrupted form of = (U+65FE). The first stroke has
fused with the second and third strokes and the fourth stroke has broken into
two.
02044 Unification

A

6E24  EL JEf :;I:jj fhj /173
ves 1) VE) V) T ) O

G0-3233 HBI-BAF1  T16038  JOSESF  KOBATD  V15C71
Consider IVD to 3 (U+6E24).

Z) (U+351C) is a common corrupted form of Zj (U+52C3).

Top part of U+5B5B = can be written as /K with last two strokes as two




small dots, then it can be corrupted into 7. Writing characters containing =
as % is rather common in Tang and Liao dynasty.

02030 & Unificati
ﬁ)‘} nification 6?24 j\(;fj] > N i’_hjj F:j ““j!
GO-3233 HBI-B4F1  T16038  JOBESF  KOBA7D  V15CT71
Consider IVD to 3 (U+6E24).
Z) (U+351C) is a common corrupted form of #j (U+52C3).
Top part of U+5B5B = can be written as K with last two strokes as two
small dots, then it can be corrupted into 7. Writing characters containing =
as % is rather common in Tang and Liao dynasty.
Also refer to 02044
85 7K N7
02044 ] /'JZ}J
9 I 12 T13-2076
02045 HE Unification 6E96 :7 ~ ~ % i% R > ﬁ
= = ~ ~
3-20Th 7 >4 7 ( {% /
i3 2071 K 85.10 /?ﬁ % ; . +
G1-573C HB1-B7C7 T1646D  JO-3DB0  KO7ISE V15D
Unify/IVD .
This character is from Z:zE, coudl the missing last stroke be due to taboo (##
aH)?
02055 : Unification

> Y
e B m A
K /

UCS2003  GKX063322  T6-4140
IVD & (U+23D9F)?




02061 =) Unification
] SOOI Y SIS L KL
#= {H /H /H i
GO-574D HB1-B264  T1-5860  J13-7671  KO-763E
IVD to & U+6DC4.
& Is a commonly seen variant of . = HH, = H, s HEH, A,
are all variants of &5.
Existing dis-unified (1):
& (U+2514C)**
** & (U+2514C) is also corrupted form of &. To avoid confusion of "is the
right hand side & (gui4) or &5 (zil)", IVD to the respective normalized
characters is proposed.
02058 H Unification

6ESB  yH SH SH 3 D
7K 859 { N /Ut [/ { 3
GO0-553F HB1-B4EF  T1-6036 J0-4339 KO0-5340 VO-3B4C

UNIFY JE.

The Songti transliteration is not completely accurate. Refer to submitted
evidence below. 02058 and ;& are both as similar to the evidence.




02086 ;?,]E Unification 3D31 \\/\\ \\ )
12124 A 8510 j? /ﬁ
GKX-0641.27 T3-423C
IVD J%.
"Error" glyph of }% (32%) according to the source <RI Hi4m>.
02073 f% Unification 6E,9C ?% \\lS]J \\[3]‘7 ?QJ 157]
0 /EH /B THE {H
GO-416F HB1-B7C8  T1-646E KO-5736
6DC4 3 3¢ KK s
x=s {H /H /H
GOS574D  HB1-B264  T1-5B69 KO-763E




Unify to 38 (U+6E9C) or IVD to ;& (U+6DCA4).

B (U+3F5E) is a common variant form of & (U+7559), while & (U+7559)
and {5 (U+753E) are often written as 1 (U+7544).

SRE e ST T
202 7K 85.11 / /
G1-427A HB1-BAA1 T16048  JOSE60  KOS838 V15036
Consider IVD 3.
02088 2 Unification N N ~ T
& S YER VBB SER e
- % AR OR R
GO-5468 HBI-BEFE T17120  JO5F%  K16D23
IVD J&.
"Error" glyph sourced from %5 ==#r 45
02082 /gi Unification 6FCO N 2 2 %y 3 N
132028 7K 8513 / /7‘7‘
G0-3C24 HBI-BF&S TI-712F  J03763  KO-4C2D  V1-5D56
i (U+6FCO0)
Corrupted form of }# (U+6FCO0). This character is sourced from Zhonghua
Zihai which quotes a rock carving.
02095 i Unification 6DB6 S S S
|J'r 2024 7K 858 «{{i \ti {I;E
G3-5460 13-3C50 D
UNIFY to .

#& (U+2136E) is a common variant of £ (U+5782).
Suggest add new UCV #& (U+2136E) = 5 (U+5782).




Existing Disunified:

% (U+2136E) = # (U+5782)
{&# (U+2036E) = {f (U+5015)
JEE (u20aaa) = & (u539c)

1% (U+20F8A) = It (U+553E)
#: (U+2144A) = 5 (U+57F5)
Bt (u21686) = Ht (U21647)

#: (U+22D39) = ## (U+6376)
HE (U+252CD) = & (U+7761)
fi# (U+2558C) = fif (U+787E)
% (U+258A4) = f&% (U+415C)
% (U+25D13) = % (U+7BA0)
fi# (U+26256) = fift (U+434B)
7 (U+27B21) = 3 (U+8ACS)
&5 (U+28784) = %[ (U+90F5)
# (U+28B47) = i (U+9318)
[ (U+28F26) = [i# (U+9672)
# (U+29045) = % (U+28FEO0)
#5 (U+2999B) = #f5 (U+298F7)

02097 3 Unification
1 TY Y JE U IR T TR
B % {/\ R AFN VPN S 1N
GO5150 HBI-BA74  T1693D  JO3169  KO651  V1-5D3C
IVD J&.
"Error glyph" sourced from << {7 >
02100 3 Unification

G1-4873 HBI-BCED T16D57  J0-3D61 KO6B48  V1I-5D4A
IVD .




"Error glyph" sourced from 151 45

02159

Unification

7078 /
% %D kR K

<

GO3E44 HBI-ABG2 T1-4825  J03564  KO-4F%
UNIFY %.

I is a variant of ZZ_very common in handwriting.

Existing Disunified:

I (U+4E46) = X (U+4E45)

YA (U+23C84) = )& (U+6C63)

% (U+24C51) = &7 (U+755E)

Z¢ (U+25933) = 7z (U+2592F) (partial)

-5D6F

02191

Unification

4 E A

UCS2003 GHZ-32196.04 16-3245
Consider VD to ¥ff.

I is old tranliteration form of /%.
Suggest add new UCV: 5 (U+221DB) = f& (U+65A5)

Disunified:

FE (U+221DB) = J} (U+65A5)
fF (U+2343C) = fff (U+67DD)
#E (U+27EE7) = #F (U+47A3)
JE (U+23D14) = Jff (U+6CDD)
BF (U+28020) = fff (U+8DCb5)




02186 I Unification 70ED
:|'r.I ;Irll N 866
FAR Y
G0-4848
IVD #
02203 ﬂﬂ Unification 70DF
J \ ) J ]
] % A R E KA A
G0514C  HFDE7 13320  JOSF5D  KO-6653
IVD to f.
Unification Criteria: c-3. Differences of two dots or single stroke
02246 A Unification 7167 77 77
=1
“;I?:Z ) 869 Bjcj] H[:I l:l HE Hg Bg
VAR LY VAR RV AR R PAR R AR R VAR
G05555 HBI-B7D3  T1-6470  JO-3E48  KO704E  VI-BEQF
VD 0
"Error form" from {REmE R,
02286 : Unification
1% 1 I

N

G1-3253 HBI-COEQ  T1-7434
IVD to J& (U+71ES6).

"Error" glyph from <tERI5H4m >

J0-3838  KO-733E  V1-5E42




02305

Unification

28 = w5 s AN D)
GE-3250  H8BD3  T42151  JI4702A  K2-455F  \O-3D58
722A
o JTC VIV I
GO-5726 HBI-A4F6  T1-4557  JO-445E  KO7050  V1-5E4A
IVD ~ (U+722B) / I\
02311 J—JE]J l Unification 5BB5 3 ,}%7 )"%" /;%—» %'
12164 ~ 407 %
GO-4F7C  HBI-AEB4  T15528  JO-3E2C  KO6132
IVD & (U+5BB5).
02332 Hfﬂ Unification 7269 El !
F13-2060 e #@ #@ ,;F% ¢% %
GO-4E6F HB1-AAAB T1-4E6C  JO-4A2A  KOBA2A  V1-5E5E
Unify to ¥ (U+7269).
4= is frequently miswritten as . To avoid confusion, please do not disunify
the corrupted forms from the correct form.
Also refer to 02332, 02334, 02342 where 4~ is miswritten as A .
02334 Unification

e M OVE MR ME

G0-497C HB1-ACBO T1523C  J0-4037  KOSFB5  VI-5E5F
Unify to ¥ (U+7272).




4~ is frequently miswritten as 7{. To avoid confusion, please do not disunify
the corrupted forms from the correct form.

Also refer to 02332, 02334, 02342 where 4= is miswritten as .

02338 Unification
lﬂﬁl fication | 2485 I ‘I\ i
N\
UCSsS2003 GKXQ773.13 T6-4236
J&E U+24D85. Alternative transliteration of Ji£ U+24D85 in 37 > 7.
Also refer to 02339
90 A -
12349 o I[}}\
I > GHZRA2545. 08
02342 HIE} Unification 7292 _é‘_. 'Ex" T‘:" E‘r‘ =] ) o1
11-2062 4 9310 IEJ la ll_jj =] I'E'] 6]
GO6A78 HB1-BABS T1-6960  J0-6037  K1-7376  \V2-8D71
Unify to 45 (U+7292).
4~ is frequently miswritten as 7{. To avoid confusion, please do not disunify
the corrupted forms from the correct form.
Also refer to 02332, 02334, 02342 where 4+ is miswritten as .
02362 Unification

|

X

OO Q)

GE-242E 13-2180 JO-3C7D0 K2-2628
IVD Y

L and 4~ are very similar in historical handwriting.



https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=02339

02375 {F _,1: Unification 7972
o PR PR PR OYE OPE
G0-497C HB1-ACBO T1-523C  J0-4037  KOS5FB5  VI-5ESF
IVD #4+.
02373 *ﬂ_{\ Unification 72C0 N N N ~ ;I I\ §
T13-21Hiti K 944 JI:lj( ;:[j( Hk Hk ;ij‘
GI-5734 HBI-AAAC TI-4E6D  J3-776A  KOSF52  V1-5E63
IVD ;K (U+72CO0).
Left hand side 7 is corrupted from 4.
Right hand side is corrupted variant of k., also refer to ROK normalization.
02381 Fi Unification 7282
R F Fo3 X R Fn
R R s ol
GE-36E  HFES1  T33D24  JO6034  K2-4622
Unify 22 (U+7282)
02389 :ﬁ( Unification 72C0 5 3 X ~ N 3
s AR R AR R AR R
G1-5734 HBI-AAAC T1-4E6D  J3776A  KOSF52  V1-5E63
IVD jik (U+72CO0).
This "error" glyph is sourced from <f# 5= 45>
02393 Unification

80B0 N \ S
7 1304
G5-4ET2 T3-2A52 K2-5521
Unify to U+80B0 fix




02400

o7

Unification

- 5 3

G5-4657 T3-2A29
Reconsider to unify to %% (U+3E64).

75 (U+53BA) is the strict seal script transliteration form of 2% (U+53BB).
Suggest add new UCV 7x (U+53BA) = % (U+53BB).

Existing disunified (4 cases):
75 (U+53BA) = % (U+53BB)
725 (U+3CD2) = % (U+6CD5)
Al (U+206D7) = £ (U+5226)
i (U+26681) = fit (U+80EOQ)

02404

Fat

Unification

ER R 1T

GO-4F 41 T3-2071 JO-3639 K2-4662
Reconsider to IVD to U+72ED J#.




In original evidence, 02404 is rather similar to U+72ED J#:

N

1%
2147 ?ﬂ(
w X

02431

Unification

T O 18 B W

G1-3640 HBI-BFS?  T17141  J0B057  KOS43C  VI-5E74
IVD %&j

"error glyph" is sourced from {74519 7]5*. Compared with other variants
listed in the evidence, it seems likely strokes were ommitted for taboo.
Suggest unification with J& (U+7368).




02448

Unification

SE 7389 = " E 15 = 1.
T13-27y * 960 . AR —_<. N - N N AR '—_\;
GO5371 HBI-ASCO  T1-4663  JO-364C  KO682C  VI-SETB
IVD/Unify
corruption of & fRAER A%
02453 Unification
5, Sy E2EE2E2 P2 E
= o = = oo =73 74
G0-5564 HBI-ACC3 T15246  J0-4441  KO7252  VI-5F25
IVD to £ (U+73CD).
"error glyph" sourced from {fgAEh% I
02457 FE Unification 73A8 e
TLI-207H £ %4 —
G5-4172 HB1-AAB2  T1-4E73  J4-7060
24934 T T [~
£ %65 » » IS
UCS2003 GHZ-80018.21 H-8C58
IVD to 3T (U+73A8) or 5§ (U+24934).
02467 Unification

ot

== YL Bf BT BE BE M

HB1-AF5A  T1-585D J0-4848 KO-548C V1-5F28
UNIFY/NORMALIZE TO HF (U+73ED).

It is very common for seal script form of 1] be written with small hook
rightwards. Such component should be transliterated as 1] instead of .




02461 SE Unification
4 e ITE EE ZE EE EE
GE333%  HO8CI  T33247  J147068  K2-476D
IVD to %% (U+73E1).
When A_is written at the bottom, it is often written as J[.. However, A_in 3
(U+73E1) is not "true A" but just a pictograph.
02463 ; Unification
2 A — = ==
ik = = = = == X
GO-384A HBI-ACD3 T15256  J03944  KO7CS5 V16025
IVD to & (U+7687).
Character is sourced from {2 ERR R
02472 ﬂ,{_ Unification 73ED
g2 == YL Pt Pt BE BE P
HBI-AF5A  T1565D  J0-4840  KOSABC  V1-5F28
IVD to Ff (U+73ED).
In the original evidence, it looks like an extra stroke was added in error to Ift.
The middle component is not that similar to 4/.
The source of this glyph is also &7 3 FHEE
02471 Unification

= I B B, B

G5-4231 HB1-AFS5C  T1-565F JO-6063 KA-717A
IVD #fl, (U+73EE).

Addition of dot(s).




Unification Criteria: i. Differences of extra or reduced stroke or dot.

02475 IJA&I Unification 73ED
7 == U Pt Dt #E Wi it
HB1-AF5A  T1565D  J0-4848  KO5A8C  V1-5F28
IVD Ft.
The source of this glyph is {FEE 5.
02480 I%E Unification 7439;1'8 ;é % ;_“:_E Q’é % %
e = il - il il ol
GO-4750 HB1-BSSE  T16064  JO3657  KOS056  V1-5F2F
IVD to %t (U+7434).
This is lishu variant form of Z (U+7434).
02481 E£E Unification 7434
5 E EE EZE IF ZE LE
L X 968 i\ /ﬁ% = -7 = .3
GO-4750 HB1-BSSE  T16084  JO3657  KOS056  V1-5F2F
IVD to £ (U+7434).
This is lishu variant form of Z (U+7434).
02487 Unification

7434 E E E
E %68 ;—‘/\ /:,% /%é ?&l ;:,% g
Q04750 HBI-BSSE T16064 0657  KOS056  VISF2E

IVD £ (U+7434).

"Error glyph" from EEh# Rl




02491 Unification 74A3
o B PR OBE TR BR
GI-6761 HBI-BFSQ  T17143  J13783C  KO5130
Unify/IVD to ¥ (U+74A3).
Suggest new UCV: £& (U+386C) = & (U+5E7E)
Existing disunified:
A (U+386C) = 4 (U+5ETE)
02505 T Unification
| % | EON R KK KR
TI3-2E31 m 970
GO-304F HB1-ASCA T1-466A 03138 KO-4D7E  V1-5F3B
IVD Ji{ (U+74DC)
02519 H Unification 751A N
G0-4975 HBI-ACCS T15240  JO-3F53  KO6424  VI-5F45
751A
e TN \
G0-4975 HBI-ACC6 T15240  JO3F53  KO-6424  V1I-5F45
Suggest for 02519 to be disunified from & (U+751A) for WS2015,
characters containing 02519 be unified to characters containing & (U+751A)
for WS2017 and up.
02540 Unification
I 753B
e azmzlllllll_]ll

(G0-382D H-8C78 T3-2A37 K2-492F
UNIFY/IVD [ (U+753B)




02548 S5 Unification 7537
2]
1 SL B BB s
GO-4450 HBI-ABSB  TI-4B2E  JO-434B  KO517B  VISF4D
IVD to & (U+7537)?
02549 ificati
i e T == A == A == A = = A == = |
B T IR TR X IX K
GO-4E37 HBI-ACC8 T1524B  JO305A  KO6866  VISF4F
VD &
02557 % Unification 661F = = = =
1%-9E42 B 725 /:':: ﬁ_’:: EA /—_h E ,——‘:
G0-5047 HBI-ACS0  T1-5153  JO-4031  KO6O78  V1-5855
IVD £
"error glyph" sourced from %5 45.
02564 ﬁrz_l' Unification 7576 )':‘[ ’ ;:1 [z )t::t[ , ;:' Lr \':' [V 'lé:’*
B2 /9 B OBH O BEH B H
GI1-3531 HBI-B7ED T16535  J06144  KO5357  VI-5F57
Consider IVD to ‘= .
Glyph is sourced form <Ef# F==>. The [ has been changed to one . In
the same evidence, another glyph has the [1 replaced with a .
02574 Unification

e g e B B OB R

G0-3128 HBI1-BCCS  T1-6033 J0-483D KO-786C V1-5868
IVD £ (U+66B4)

"error glyph" sourced from {fAEh% 7=




02595 A Unification 759A
\
EX o YK PR TK IR K WK
GO-3E4E  HBI-AABS T1-4E7TA  JO614C  KI-5A5D  V1-5FSD
Unify/IVD to ¥ (U+759A).
4 is a variant of Z_very common in handwriting.
Existing Disunified:
2 (U+4E46) = Z_(U+4E45)
YA (U+23C84) = (U+6C63)
i (U+24C51) = Ex (U+755E)
Z¢ (U+25933) = 77 (U+2592F) (partial)
02598 e Unification 75C5 S g N
1, “o JA IR TR A A I
G0-3221 HBI-AFE6  T1-5663  J0-4942  KO5C38  V1-5F64
IVD to J% (U+75C5).
An ancient Hanzi, 5 is written without the top horizontal stroke. It should not
be confused with [4 (inside). Suggest to IVD to J% (U+75C5) to avoid
confusion.
02617 ‘j;m- Unification

% Jm JR JE R R W
G0-4D34 HB1-B568  T1-606E J0-4448 KO-7754 V1-5F6A

IVD ¥

"error" glyph is sourced from H# 5|5 #r 4.




02614 ﬁ Unification 7620 B B O B 5
= o I
G0-7124 HBI-BD43 TI1-6D6C  JO616B  KO-7430
IVD to $ (U+7620).
"error" glyph is sourced from 55 5|5 45
02629 :j._,‘,_.' Unification 7624 oy <y g
A i R R B
GO-4176  HBI-BD46 T16D6F  JOH16E  KO-5738
IVD to &5 (U+7624).
Suggest addition of new UCV rule: 5 (U+3F5E) = & (U+7559)
Existing disunified:
B (U+3F5E) = & (U+7559)
44 (U+2611B) = 4% (U+260D3)
g5 (U+29151) = g5 (U+9724)
B (U+2997A) = B (U+9A2E)
02635 Unification

7656 By \BE ¥ 2
“0. 5% JBE BE B E

GO0-7131  HB1-C27D0  T1-7668 JO-4AdA  KO-SB7E  V2-8E31
Unify to J# (U+7656)

¥ in Jiyun is often written as #¢ (with the left stroke extending of the left to
shorted degree than normal)

Suggest new UCV rule: ## (U+28413) = ¢ (U+8F9F)
Existing Disunified (1 pair only):
#t (U+28413) = | (U+8F9F)




02636 % Unification 7645 = X e i
13-2E50D ™ 10442 j% % ')‘E
GE-343E T35553  JI-4E28  K2-4A35
7624
~wo YR B YR R JeE
G0-4176  HB1-BD46 T1606F  JOGIBE  KO573B
IVD to fiE (U+7645) or &7 (U+7624).
& (U+24CA2) and EE (U+7571) are alternative transliterations of &
(U+7559)
Suggest new UCV Rule & (U+24CA2) = gE (U+7571) = B4 (U+7559).
Existing Disunified:
22 (U+24CA2) = BE (U+7571) = ¥ (U+7559)
1% (U+24AT7E) = 5 (U+74A2) = 1 (U+7460)
02642 & Unification
3 | % 5% B % g% R
T13-266 N
GO-3%F HBI-ACD! T15254  J06223  KO-4D24  VISF7C
IVD 2% (U+7678)
"error" glyph of %% (U+7678) from R 5|53 4
02644 Unification

OB 5t % % &

GO-3%F HB1 ACD1 T1-5254 J0-6223 K0-4D24 1-5F7C
IVD %% (U+7678)

<

"error" glyph of %% (U+7678) from R4 5|53 4




02646 {é Unification 5944
& T hREERB AR
GO-5159  HB1-A9S1  T1-4063  JO3162  KO6572 V15150
IVD #& (U+5944)
"error" glyph sourced from {F3ERR FI 5
02647 ; Unification S
&, EE BB RLT L
SIS :
G0-3547 HBI-BSBE  T1-6074  JO-4550  KOS474  VISF7D
IVD & (U+767B).
7 and #f are similar shapes used for presenting a &% (vessel)
02648 Unification

7

w3 % B B

UCS2003  GHZ-42761.03 16-4B68
IVD to % (U+24F32).

The left hand side is not exactly 75, it is still rather deformed =. In normal
Kaishu, the third stroke (hzg) of 75 usually originates from the same place of
the fourth stroke (p). Meanwhile, in the evidence for 02648, the fourth stroke
is completely horizontal, which is a remanent that it is not true 75 but a
deformed version of 5.

Also refer to IRGN954AR #22:
= K

Compared with the evidence, the first stroke #5 with backwards hook is a
deformation of #&37/f&$4, and the third stroke E37#7$4 has been broken into




i~ At

02652 : Unification 7687
=, w B2 B B H B B
GO-384A HBI-ACD3  T15256  J03944  KO7CS5 V16025
IVD to £.
Glyph is sourced from JE&EFJ
02655 E Unification 2690D E E ; |
T13-2ERT
aws oy o ohy
UCS2003  GKX-100022 16-4365
[T = T — N =— G = R == =
B I =, = E == =F=
GO-384A HBI-ACD3  T15256  J03944  KO7CS5 V16025
IVD to & (U+2690D) or & (U+7687).
02661 Unification

667A 0 281 2 RH =l Kl
s BEEE A S
G0-5647 HB1-B4BC  T1-5F61 J0-4352  KO722A V15863

UNIFY %

Unification Criteria: i - Differences of extra or reduced stroke or dot.




02660 = Unification 2
i1 oFF e Bk kR B R KK
H H H Hd =
G0-4C66 HBI-BACO TI5F65  J0-4258  KO-7470  V1-587C
UNIFY & (U+66FF)
Unification Criteria: i - Differences of extra or reduced stroke or dot.
02662 % Unification 2691 8 —iea __'.::1_'.
S g 1329 % %r !
UCS2003 GKX-1000 29 T4-4C60
Unify to & (U+26918).
Both are variants of & (U+5EB8)
02677 gﬁ Unification

24FF9 %& $}§
F 1078

uCs2003 16-5553
Unify/IVD U+24FF9 .

5 (U+5E78) is modern form of 2 (U+3694).
Suggest add UCV Rule 5 (U+5E78) = 2% (U+3694)
Existing Disunified: (examples)

5 (U+5E78) = Z& (U+3694)**

# (U+57F7) = £ (U+2163A) = #j| (U+21655)

# (U+5831) = % (U+21648)

2% (U+76ED) = £ (U+250CA)

%5 (U+25DE4) = €5 (U+25DDA)

** 32 (U+5E78) is equivalent to 2= (U+3694) only when pronounced as nie4.
When pronounced as xing4, the meaning is different and it is non-cognate.




02685 J:Eﬁ Unification 5B5F ? %_? % %
T13-2E72 T 385 _[[[L m E‘ .II[L .I]II.

GO-434F  HB1-A973  T1-4C75 J0-4C52  KO-5868 V15242

=

VD &
02686 ﬂ;;t__l Unification 76C1 73 7_5
A S
GE-3459 132678  JI-4E49
IVD 77 (U+76C1)
02697 Unification =] =
= 2000 == = ==
FA=2ETY ﬂ]l 1086 _ml_‘ —_—a :—
UCsS2003 GKX-0724.05 T4-334C
76E1 == =5 ﬁ
m 1089 FARRY TN :E\D\j: 3NN PAER (418
G1-3E21 HB1-BACS T16970  J06238  KO7257 V16034
IVD to & (U+2505E) or % (U+76E1)
02698 @ Unification 76DB 5 r \ S S }32
V2T | m 1086 }[]II& _EIL JIJJ]SE ATt

GO-4A22 HB1-82B1  T1-5C3%6 K0-807C V1-6032

&
8

IVD .

Missing stroke. Is this taboo character for ] ?




02801 "1".% Unification 229A7 X X
UCS2003 GKX-041224  T6-3138

Reconsider IVD to 7% (U+229A7).
T (U+229A7) is recorded in ( £ ) and (FHiE) as 32 of oF, the former
which predates (VU#j=5) by afew hundred years. Also, (VUERS/E) is
authored in Jin Dynasty which is a non-Han regime, so a higher amount of
variation in (VU= E) is expected.
Note: & (U+2298D), is also a character head in (VUE /G ) as a variant of
=F.

02804 ji— Unification 77E2 9%

13 _-|“:|| 1110 ;E ;E ;; ;E
GO-4A38 HB1-ASDA  T1-467A JO-4C70 K0-6345 V1-6058

IVD % (U+77E2)
"error" form sourced from R 514w

02817 Unification

= A
= Fn

% o1
Kl

T EEEE M

G1-3D43 HBI-C142 T1744C  JO-363A  KO-4E6C  V1-605F
IVD to ¥& (U+77EF).

& is a common form of 5.

Consider adding (N)UCV for % (U+20CEE) = & (U+55AC).
Existing disunified variants equivalent in semantics:

% (U+20CEE) = & (U+55AC)

t6 (U+69D7) = & (U+6A4B)
#5 (U+22C6A) = §& (U+649F)




J& (U+2482C) = J& (U+7362)
45 (U+260E3) = 45 (U+7E51)
&l (U+2647D) = &l (U+4397)
fili (U+27926) = fi§ (U+46A9)
i (U+280E7) = 5 (U+8E7B)
#i5 (U+28384) = i (U+8F4E)
§5 (U+2931A) = #5 (U+97BD)
i (U+29E99) = fi& (U+9CA4E)
B (U+2A118) = & (U+9DEE)

Related: 02817, 03003, 04952, 04071
4 characters are pending in WS2015.

02849 Ef l Unification | Reconsider IVD to U+7834(f).
I 2F
Left hand side is not 5, but J5 (U+25416), which is a variant of & (U+4096)
= (U+77F3).
02872 A Unification 78EC
'ﬁ:{{l l

A 2 B 5 = =]
el
G0-6D80 HB1-BF6B T1-7155 JO-627E KO-4Co4 V1-6072
IVD to &

"Error" glyph sourced from 5= ¥ 45

(1) left side vs F: difference in minor stroke

(2) right side <7 vs %: corruption, difference in relative position of
components.




02909 jm Unification 79C1
T1A-2F 4 A 1152 %A *A *A\ *L\ fA *L
GO-4B3D HB1-A870 T1-4B33  JO-3BS4  KOSE67  Vi-6132
IVD F.?
02915 3 Unification 67E9
E, MR ME KR AR HE AR
GO-6851 HBI-ACSE  T15161  JO6B4D  KO-4F2F  V1-5960
IVD #Z (U+67E9)?
02917 Eﬁ Unification 7{;50 %E :\FE ?E ;FE e
T13-2P51 T~ 1135 ’Ii1 i
G3-5726 HB1-AFA7  T1-572A  J0-4D34  KO-BO5E
IVD 1% (U+7950).
Difference in transcription of Lishu character, &% = 55
02916 "i“_:ri Unification 7965 Sy N N2 N N/ -
T13-2Fh2 T 1136 } ’l
GO-4F6C  HB1-B2BB  T15C40  JO3E4D  KO-5F54
IVD #? (missing major stroke...)
02920 S Unification 683D < 5 N N Y < \
ria-zt A 756 * * \/ * *
G0-5454 HB1-AEE2  T15626  JO-3AF  KOBE28  V2-8D2E
IVD #%
02925 Unification

T 6 th th th ik

G3-5726 HB1-AFA7  T1-572A
IVD t# (U+7950)

J0-4D34

KO-835E




(TEElEl e

02921

2

Unification

795E > > % = >
T fH G i

G0-4971 HB1-AFAB  T1-572€ JO-3F40 KO-636A Vi-6121
IVD ¥ (U+795E).

Addition of minor dot.

i
2
<
&7

1
?

This difference is rather common in many characters, for example = vs [,
where the additional dot cause the stroke to bend leftwards for aesthetics.
In the past, K is sometimes written as Ef due to the same phenomenon (in

reverse).




02943 ’Fﬁ Unification 904A M) VaES  NAups N ~ VL.
Y b~ 4
T13-2P5 £ 1629 I}j? EB? Eﬁ} lﬁ? ib? l}j—j‘
OF-4040 HB1-B943 T1672B  J0-4D37  KO6B34  V1i-694F
IVD #%?
W 4w
7 (%) moved outside enclosure
02944 ?% Unification 7A31 *ﬁi *gﬁ_ *% *@ *,‘\ *‘/
T14-2F5D A 11589 % «é—
G1-3346 HB1-BADS T16A22  J0634A  KO7860  V1-6141
IVD f% (U+7A31)?
W 4R
02947 —p Unification e SO A —_—  —ea A
i T 18 1R R S i A
13=2F% a0
G0-3823 HB1-BAD6 T1-697D  J0-4A21  KOSC58  V1-6128
IVD 1g (U+798F)
02970 == Unification 79CA = = = —. i
TI‘I F 1153 7‘% TA ﬁ’\A 2{‘& ZS
GE-357A  HSCDE  T3-2A44 137946  K0-5236
IVD Z= (U+79CA).
SA X YR additional stroke.
02973 Unification

i3

L T

G13346 HB1-BADS  T1-6A22
Reconsider IVD to 3.

it

JO-634A

KO-7660

il

V16141




So many different variations in the source submitted by TCA:

FEES
2

WIES ZEn AT | K R
- i’ kfégd 1v;9 g-';r

R
o oS
N 3

E |

g >

e
} b

v ! -
.a,‘s‘ b 3 l! P
) o P

- )
3
g‘\ka‘-
e

=

>

-

i
ALY

e
A 3 > %
=
-~

»

(SO P

e Y %
2 :
-
-
- -

A B
\

e
k-
f—

\
/

e dix %
AT
%
Sl
- o

4?f:;g }J;
2% ¢ | 34

03039

B

Unification

TA% 23 o o oo oo
e JK JE JE JBE JK

G07138 HB1-B2CO  T1-5C45 JO-B35A KQ-7057
UNIFY %g (U+7A95).

#t is an extremely common old variant form of JK.

Existing Disunified Pairs:

}

\\N
[T,

<
&
Q




(All in Extension B)

H# (U+21275) = JK (U+5146)
fit] (U+20729) = Jkij (U+206EA)
Ht (U+22B39) = £k (U+6311)
& (U+231B7) = 5 (U+6641)
A (U+23D27) = JJk (U+6D2E)
it (U+2457F) = ik (U+24577)
M (U+247AF) = 3k (U+72E3)
Bt (U+251AE) = Bk (U+773A)
£ (U+25B3B) = 3k (U+7B44)
At (U+26389) = #k (U+436E)
B (U+26585) = Ik (U+804E)
it (U+26A44) = fik (U+446C)
#t (U+27A19) = &k (U+8A82)
Bt (U+28C76) = £k (U+28C75)
#t (U+292B2) = ik (U+9789)

9 new characters of such variation are pending in WS2015.

03082 %% Unification 7AF6 U TITE SETE 2 Iy
s b ST SR L W
GI-3E3A HB1-C476 T17A23 Q03625  KO-4C66
IVD 3%
03149 Unification

6599 i M N D W2 )
}| 686 A / \\ / \\ A »
GO-414F HBI-AECE T15568  JO-4E41  KOS679 V15834
Reconsider VD to #} (U+6599)

The first two dots has been joined into a single stroke.

Glyph "error glyph" sourced from 4 S - EE.




03240 2 Unification 2. 2 e = =
_ISI_T‘_I 62264319 l\i_‘l% \\\E\\\ %%‘ZE\\ *E*E\ &_‘ Al
~ ~ ~
GI-424E HBI-C5CB  T1-7C37  JO5A38  KOS57D
IVD & (U+6523).
In &%, many characters with 5 have become simplified two horizontal
strokes and one vertical stroke. In this case it has been simplified to
resemble §.
To avoid confusion, it is better to IVD to & (U+6523).
03344 %E % Unification 5195 = et =t =t == =
nwe B e 5 )
G0-4361 HBI-BOC3 T1-5028  J0514B  KOS874  V1-4C56
IVD to &7
03383 % Unification 8053 5w TFL
B H 1286 H =N
GE-3942 136729
IVD to & (U+8053).
2 (U+8053) is also a variant of 5 (U+58FB).
03490 Unification IVD to 046637

Corrupted form of 04663.

Right hand side of 04663, =, is actually alternative form of £, and not
alternative form of .

Note: This glyph is sourced form <{RlEr#E]F>




03551 —;__ﬁ Unification 5[_:.1 F D4 )2y > 2 —‘ﬁl
e B B5 B5 B B B
Q0-365C HBI-A7CC  T1-4A2E JO-446F KO-7028 V1-544C
Consider IVD to = (U+5F1F).
This glyph is a glyph quoted by ({RIEmEH|5F) as an "H|F" form of 5.
Suggest to IVD to zf (U+5F1F).
03553 Unification

N R

G0-323D0 HB1-AB42  T1-4A63 J3-7643 KO-5C46 V1-5B35
IVD 3 (U+6B65)

Consider IVD to # (U+6B65). This is a glyph in Li-shu form. According to
the evidence provided by TCA, IF has been corrupted to ~~. Therefore,
suggest to VD to 2/ (U+6B65).




45
3
SR
e
3 ®

S — BN

|k D e i

i
it Il e A

S

|

03554 r Unification 82FD = 4+ 4 —i )ﬁi

|.\: #1405 )_[& )—E\ )"[:\

G5-6761 H-8854 T3-2E7A  J13-7A88  K0-4D48
IVD Jit (U+82FD)

Bottom is a corruption form of J.




— ificat
03593 'ji Unification 24F32 \Q < \Q \Q
e B BY B
UCS2003 GHZ-4276103  T6-4B68
2D6C1 2l
= 579 gﬁ
JMJ-057470
2D8F5 =k
cwr BX
JMJ-057596
Consider IVD to: f U+24F32, [ ] U+2D6C1, [] U+2D8F5
03594 ?E Unification 24F32 \Q S \Q \Q
e B BXER
UCS2003 GHZ-4276103  T6-4B68
IVD ;.
Rare "error" glyph sourced from Ehg R 5.
Unification Criteria: Calligraphic simplification, similar shape (5 ~ 7T, £ as a
continuation of the §9)
03598 Unification —
) 0. T BE BE OFE OBE OB
= R 7~ I
G1-5236 HB1-BBAD T1-6634  J04D55  KO6728 V16538

IVD % (U+8449)

Refer to evidence provided by TCA:
Variant of 2%; "3&" 1§ "BE".
Removal of one stroke compared to %,




03610 Y Unification
3 G BE B 5% 8% 9% B
G1-3722 HB1-BS56F  T1-6075  J06224  KOSB21  VISFTE
IVD 2%
Evidence provided is a "error" glyph from &7 30 F-#E 5/ BERE Rl .
Unification Criteria: calligraphic simplification
03655 E Unification g
B S6E A= B A
— 2 == == S=E == S5} ==
GI-375¢C HB1-BEC4 T1704D  JO-4A33  KOSD47  VI-515A
IVD to %E.
Corrupted form of %, according to provided source ({RZER ).
03672 o Unification 5B7D —f e e e
o 4 Vo BE EE BEE EE BY BF
3 3 3 = =5
GO-4475 HBI-CASE  T1-7969  JI3-4FS7  K2-2064  V1-524A
IVD to &£ (U+5B7D).
Corrupted form of &£ according to provided source (445 3 FHHER).
-f- is easily confused with & which can also be written as 5.
03777 Unification

o L L FL L AL AL

GO-4071  HFEF7  T32433  JO-4E69  K2-4DBB V16078
IVD %L

Corrupt form of ¥, according to evidence.
Two extra strokes.




03803

Unification —d R e A
e 8914 > 95 = =
=ws AH 1HE TH H
G3667C  HB2-E7C4  T2:542D K2-5E74
IVD to & (U+8914).
Corrupt form of #& (U+8914) according to evidence (F45!]554w)
03848 5 E Unification 23AOC _A:_‘ '\E 9_._.
- rer JH 28 Jp
UCS2003  GKX-0581.03 T6-4071
Consider IVD U+23A0C 53
03854 JEL::’T{ Unification 279CC _1:‘ X W
7 T =7
UCS2003  GKX-1158.12 T4-4071
IVD to &F (U+279CC).
Unorthodox form of & (U+279CC).
03954 Unification N \
# BB IR OX R R O e
: v BB e e N
GO-485D0 HB1-AES5 T15529  JO-4D46  KOB,B V15260
IVD to %5 (U+5BB9).
Corrupted form of & (U+5BB9), according to provided source Ei%H]5.
03966 Unification

“a

767B 3 7¥ VA%
G T EREE
GO-3547 HBI-BSGE TI6074  JO4560  KOSAT4  VISFTD

IVD % (U+767B).




Corrupted form of &. The etymology of this character is two -, not two
hands (YY). Foot and Hand are often mixed up in vulgar variants.

03972 HE Unification 5
o (USRS Q- s S~ P-4 JP2 S
i w7 B T 2. B K.
GO-3547 HBI-BS6E  T16074  JO-4550  KO5474  VISF7D
Suggest IVD & (U+767B).
This is a corrupted form of &. The etymology of this character is two ||, not
JE. Glyph is sourced from {5 S FHEE.
04003 H){ Unification 6557 E H H
w0 B B Fe B B T
G1-305C HBI-BIDI T1BA76  J0-4754  KO-7828 V15824
IVD F
~Z and 4z are frequently mixed up in calligraphy. Glyph sourced from {igJEh%
pallis=
04000 e Unification 771F r F F
||ﬁ:: B 1085 g E- E E‘A E é
N ~ ~ O~ N Z N I
GO-8566 HBI-AF75  T15678  JO-3F3F  K2-4B27  V1-604t
VD &
Glyph sourced from 4450 5
04250 Unification

A

RN

G1-5634 HB1-BOF5  T1-505A JO-3C3¢ KO-7278 V15070
IVD to s, (U+57F7).

Discussion Record:




> not unified by U+57F7 (unless
> additional examples found), irg47.

% (U+5548) is a specialized semantic variant of [ (U+3595) (in Kai-shu
script) according to MOE Dictionary:
s () CEEDEEED

=
U
€D

WEEE o o8- 1l

v

AR SR R T v B R TR
AR AR IR 12 e Rk 8 8l

«x» (Smznsd)

e .
( }'i’-\- " AN LOL

wrFde




04251 ¥E Unification 5831 N
T13-312F 4+ 328 :\F
G1-3128 HB1-B3F8 TIBESE  JO-4A73  KO-5C43 V15079
IVD to # (U+5831).
Also refer to 04250.
04265 i Unification
d

T GE G GE AT 4T A

G05153 HBI-A9B5 T1-4D37 03164  KO-6645  V1-543E
Reconsider Unification to 7t (U+5EF6).

In the original provided evidence, 04265 is one of the glyphs along the whole

spectrum of variations in Li-shu:




Zedl s =t | )
= > L
| UZ }iﬁc :E g
z-.., | =+ |~
. wEl -ttt =
3= R
=8 %EL\.E
| | = ,i“'
| Alsg
AE|JE | =5
4&‘.{ /\’57&
i d I 2 3
}éi:; \
P

04265 T13-3131 may look significantly different from 7t (U+5EF6), but it is
not significantly different from other characters inside the spectrum.

04268

Unification

T

G05153 HB1-A9B5 T1-4D37  J03164  KO-6645  V1-543F
Reconsider Unification to %t (U+5EF6).

In the original provided evidence, 04265 is one of the glyphs along the whole
spectrum of variations in stone carvings:




04268 T13-3132 may look significantly different from %t (U+5EF6), but it is
not significantly different from other characters inside the spectrum. Most
notably, it seems like a abruptly written style of the other two variant glyphs
circled in orange.

04654

Unification

28EF1

ne P B i

UCSs2003 GKX-1358.17 166366
IVD to i (U+28EF1)

A is a common calligraphic simplification of Af.

Existing disunified examples:
B (U+21DA4) = g (U+5D29)




## (U+276B8) = #fi (U+4656)
i (U+2ACT7D) = #i (U+68DA)
e (U+29FFE) = it (U+9D6C)
$H (U+212A4) = HJ (U+580B)

02929 = Unification S N N
t e =H = B O =
g I~ IS I~ AN AN AN
Q05977  HFEF3  T3433D  JO6349  KI-7251 V16125
IVD to = (U+7980)?
A lot of additional variants could be encoded according to the original
evidence provided:
— ’ :,-:
i S
,1_’ 5 ‘-s%' | b =
(5] 2 | 2| 2
@_. i.,’ "7—;.’ kl 7?‘} B B I.\ F—“i,:
EREFEER
;L-‘l m_"' 7;" % 71:‘5 %
5% 2 2or 25 te % O
2 | M|/
‘};-J:n 7)‘:1:1‘ '1;, k = @
S g . = =
01920 L:E Unification 6C10
Py (Reference [ 831 EE EE IE(
only) HBIABC2 TIdBR  UIBTOEF  KIGBSF

Consider IVD to E_E (U+6C10).




01969 : Unification 6CBB » N S By S >
.IE[[ (Reference 7k 855 \é? ;{:—? }é {‘é’\ ‘/‘él\ /'lj\

only) GOS64E  HBI-AAT6 TI-4ES0  JO3C23  KO763D  VI-5B78
IVD 3% (U+6CBB)

01982 > Unification
: w8
13-2C62 -k
' =9 Ja /
only) GI-3257 HBI-B7CS TI646F  JO5E68  KO7367  V2-8D54
IVD to J&

Suggest new UCV rule (transcription difference) & (U+4EFA) = &
(U+5009).

Disunified:

& (U+4EFA) = & (U+5009)

& (U+205B8) = J& (U+6EC4)

2] (U+206DB) = #l] (U+5275)

¥ (U+26B60) = & (U+84BC)

24 (U+26B6B) = % (U+84BC)

41 (U+206F2) = £l (U+5275)

4

02046 N<E Unification > ” - 3 . >
.’rﬁ2 (Reference 6[;::985610 ‘/%ﬁ }?ﬁ }éﬁ { _{__?E_. 1&

f
only) GI-573C HBI-B7C7 T1646D  J03D60  KOZISE  VI-5D26
IVD 3 (U+6E96)

02210 shok; Unification 52DE  Jm S Ve KK iR JeK
% Ty
only) GI-404D HBI-B3D2 TISER  J05220  KOS64C  VI-4D4C

IVD %5 (U+52DE)




02225 I Unification 5A46 s 3 > >
e (Reference + 388 g 5 ! E %
only) GO-4645 HBI-BI43 n. 0-474C  KO7768 V1528
IVD #
Glyph sourced from 43 {55422
02490 F Unification
|::II|‘J::I|‘::. (Reference 2DEZ13 fﬂ
only) b 9.
USAT-60216
Consider IVD to [] (U+2DE73).
#1 is a common variant of #L,
02497 T Unification 7405
.i.;g.j (Reference £ %7 IE {E fE EE IE
only)

G0-4045 HB1-B277 T15B7C JO-6066 KO-554A
3 (U+7405)

& (U+25B77) is an alternative transliterated form of E (U+826F).
Suggest add new UCV & (U+25B77) = B (U+826F).

Existing disunified:
& (U+25B77) = E (U+826F)




02634 3 Unification 2 2
8 (Reference 2§E1§g yZE 32@ SRR
only) ! = | = | =
UCS2003  GMZ-42701.10 T7-4828
7620 S R OBR R BR
§~ 104.10 7%
GO7124 HBI-BDA3 TI6DEC  JO616B  KO-7430
Suggest IVD to # (U+24EE3) or % (U+7620)
02687 Ir Unification 5B5F ? 3_7
i (Reference | 7 w5 J]]l] J:]:n.i Jm.i IiTt. J]ILa R h
only) GO-434F HBI-AG73 TI-4C75  J0-4C52  KOS86B  Vi5242
VD &
02689 Unification — ; ¥ 3_7
&, (Reference | - s J]T;l [ R E s A s A 111 A 71 %
only) GO-434F HBI-AG73 TI-4C75  J0-4C52  KOS86B  Vi5242
IVD &%
02813 J Unification 65CF LI 2N fa Y y -
E rieers | % TR R MR IR
only) GO5765 HBI-BIDA TLSATE  JO-4232  KO7089 V15844
IVD jiz
glyph sourced from {a& 34
02938 : Unification 68FA i = g
“ffg (Reference * 758 TB *g TE *E FE’ fB
only) G0-3957 HBI-BIC3 TISFE8  J0343D  KOMER2  V1-5A35

IVD #& B 50 Hr 4w




03159 e : Unification 6599 NERS NS R 1 I < \
,—’M- *ﬂ 9 (Reference 3 686 *;I. 7[?4‘ 7[?}[» *)I» *)I‘ *}l‘
only) GO-414F HBI-AECE T15568  JO-4E41  KOS679 V15834
IVD ¥} (U+6599)
2} and Ff is similar in writing and often confused.
See also: 05070, 03159, 01546
191 8
{ l 11 GRSATIT. 06
l ]L‘ A/
01159 *\ 7t ,\ﬁ *;i-
; ] 0 T13-3037 |SATD4RTS
not unified to U+6599%}, iregd8. unify 03138, irgd6.
085 KAt
01546 Rl )‘iﬂ
10 ] 11 GHZRAZ34L. D6
04289 i Unlflcatlon 9061 ) AR YA NN Y N
l i-;F-)_Hu- ‘ (Reference £ 162.10 H 2mﬁ EDTB 5@ igfﬂ
only) GE-404D  HO065  T34A26  JO-414C  KOB14F

IVD to #fl (U+9061).

o7 in seal script has one curved stroke, one straight stroke and one curved
stroke. It may be transliterated to three horizontal strokes. However, 7 is the
more common transliteration, so suggest to unify/IVD to ##f (U+9061).



https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=05070
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=03159
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=03159
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=01546

04358 lﬂ]_ﬂ‘ Unification 9159 5 % N 5 <
ra (Reference 7 1644 Ell» @3—[— @Ll. ELI— @;'»
only) GE-4071  HOFAE  T33054  JI47Ad1  K26727
IVD f} (U+9159)
2 and Ff is similar in writing and often confused.
See also: 05070, 03159, 01546
04711 HE Unification 552E
YT (Reference O 208 g £ &£ = AL
only) ‘ = = = = 1
GO-4AS8 HB1-BOE2 T15Q47  J05334  KI-652A
IVD &
05499 Unification

W b

UCS2003 GHZ-74789.16  T7-4D33
Consider IVD to fif (U+2A5E1)?

(1) Both ff (U+2A5E1) and 05499 are variants of 5.




(2) 7 and 4z are existing rules in NUCV, but is the mass disunification of 7
and 4z really necessary?

04729 = Unification Corrupted Form
fa-ali (Reference
only)
04723 e;u Unification Corrupted Form
*’U (Reference
only)
04294 i Unification Alternative Transliteration
Res
13-3130 (Reference
only)
04277 _ Unification 5EFA i = = <
.[T'#_'“-. (Reference 3 546 ii %i E% 51 23 &i‘
only) 03028 HBIABDS TISO7A  DA77A  KOMBOF  Vi-5440
IVD to % (calligraphic simplification, [, ~ 7 )
04298 e Unification 65AD I I * AR
115-311 (Reference 697 \
only) G0-364F T3360A 04347  K23832  V1-5838
IVD I, calligraphic variation (5_ ~ L), extended enclosing shape
04304 3 Unification IVD &, calligraphic variation (;_ ~ [.), extended enclosing shape.
am (Reference

only)



https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04304
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04304

03968 %EE. Unification 77ED T o =2y P =3 o
ST A s A <

G0-364C HB1-B575 T1-6078 J0-4338 K0-5320 V1-805E
UNIFY 45 (U+77ED).

=% is an alternative form of 4.

Suggest add new UCV Rule % (U+20095) = % (U+77E2).
Existing Disunified:

7% (U+20095) = & (U+77E2)

%2 (U+25B18) = %= (U+7B36)

03367 S Unification 5B5D
G0-5022 HB1-A7B5 T1-4975 J0-3827 KO-7C78 V1-5241
IVD 2.
Broken bent stroke. Character is sourced from Ei% F=£.
03342 E Unification =
113-3040 (Reference
Only)
02694 st Unification 76CC
T m 1085 ﬁm]B 57[13]8 ?IHE 57[111.[3 gnu %%

GE-345D HFECB  T33258  J137868  K16862  V2-8E33
Unify to 52 (U+76CC).

4k (U+21585) can be both variant of 4, (U+5917) or variant of top of &
(U+7559) (0p).

Existing Coded Characters where 4t (U+21585) is Variant of 43 (U+5917):
4t (U+21585) = 4 (U+5917)




ZE (U+2B7CD) = %3 (U+82D1)
% (U+2B814) = & (U+9D1B)
2% (U+2D725) = 48 (U+6028)

If this glyph is encoded as a character, confusion about its pronunciation and
meaning may result.

02633 _}% Unification 7@44 ) 3 ‘E :EE E
i - ke /I\\\ ?u\\ AN /NN
GE-343D T35555  JI-4E27  K2-4A34
Suggest VD to jE& (U+7644).
All characters containing - can be systematically re-written as >k.
Considering this >k is a third level component, may suggest unification via
IVD.
Alternatively, suggest adding a new UCV rule: £ (U+24299) = ££ (U+7126).
Existing Disunified:
B (U+24299) = ££ (U+7126)
#E (U+236D1) = f# (U+6A35)
&% (U+293F6) = & (U+293F7)
#8 (U+2A185) = fi2 (U+9DES6)
&l (U+288D0) ~ fis (U+91AE)**
** not unifiable due to difference in relative position of components.
04805 Unification

e, 65 kA BE 16

N
GE-4540 H-S0F9 135678  J14-7C3E  K1-7023

Suggest IVD to £ (U+9866).

All characters containing - can be systematically re-written as >X.
Considering this >k is a third level component, may suggest unification via




IVD.
Alternatively, suggest adding a new UCV rule: £ (U+24299) = ££ (U+7126).

Existing Disunified:

& (U+24299) = ££ (U+7126)

# (U+236D1) = t# (U+6A35)

&% (U+293F6) = & (U+293F7)

%8 (U+2A185) = £ (U+9DES6)

% (U+288D0) ~ [ (U+91AE)**

** not unifiable due to difference in relative position of components.

02596 ﬁ Unification 75BE A T 9_._‘ ’_._‘ 9_;—:
-2l i 5 ] | -
- w PR PR PR IR IR IR
G0-3C32 HB1-AFB5  T1-5668  JO3C40  KO7270  V1-5F63
IVD to ¥ (U+75BE).
It is common for seal script and early regular script to transliterate 4% into =&
or k. For encoding, it should be normalized to 2= and hence unified with ¥
(U+75BE) via IVD.
02597 Unification

79BE 2= N y"“ f’*‘ 97_.
% OB B R R K

G0-3C32 HB1-AFE5  T1-5668 JO-3C40 KO-7270 V1-5F63
IVD to = (U+75BE).

It is common for seal script and early regular script to transliterate %< into =&
or X. For encoding, it should be normalized to % and hence unified with ¥
(U+75BE) via IVD.




03965 = Unification T i =2y Sl =3 i
) 77ED  f5 0
R MK N ML /WL
G0-3684C  HB1-B575 TI-607B  JO-4338  KOS32D0  V1-B0SE
Unify to 53 (U+77ED).
It is common for seal script and early regular script to transliterate 2 into .
For encoding, it should be normalized to %< and hence unified with %5
(U+77ED).
02615 3E Unification 75F1
ad " HE HE HE T
GO-7072  HBI-B7F3  T16538  J147156  K2-496C
Unify to H¢ (U+75F1)
Consider new UCV:
7 (U+2456B) =y~ (U+7592)
i#7 (U+2457A) = 3% (U+75BE)
& (U+28FF3) = ¥ (U+24E30)
02632 ﬁ Unification

7658 e \EE JRE
™~ 10413 j 7 ]-% v
GI-705D HBI-C27E  T1-766A  JO6176
Unify to & (U+7658)

NAL

1-5E3F

Consider new UCV:

7 (U+2456B) =y~ (U+7592)
JE (U+2457A) = 5 (U+75BE)
W& (U+28FF3) = ¥ (U+24E30)




Unification

AR
132184

02640 %)ﬁ 7660 \#‘ MESZ \—-\T'; Y N
Fi3-21 10417  <JH H i
= JIw] 711\\' jm\ /I W
G1-5122 HBI-CS7E  TI-786A  JO617D  K0-6048
Unify to J& (U+766C)
Consider new UCV:
7~ (U+2456B) =y (U+7592)
i (U+2457A) = ¥ (U+75BE)
i (U+28FF3) = J (U+24E30)
02276 \ Unification oA ;
EX S BB
S e VN VIN N VIS VIN 21N
GO0-4147  HBI-BFS2 T1713C  JO5F7Q  KOS67A  VI-5E3D
Unify & (U+71CE).
Consider new UCV rule % (U+242EF) = %t (U+5C1E).
03060 ﬁ Unification 7AC2 -
£ B R OE
G55E59  H8ES51  T3-5568
Unify % (U+7AC2).
Consider new UCV rule ¥ (U+242EF) = %t (U+5C1E).
02245 A% Unification 7167 77 77
| o7 g BE BE HR AE BA

PARN JANN  ZVANN NN NN AR
G0-5556 HB1-B7D3  T1-6479 JO-3E48 KO-704E  VI-BE2F

IVD f&




02184 Unification 70A4
iﬁ (Reference A 865 J:B *7[:17 \kjljj '}:71_3 JkJDj /k{j]
only) GE35E HBLACB? TIS3A  JI37746  KOB13F V15078
IVD to /& (U+70A4)
Corrupted form of & (U+70A4).
02561 at Unification
.8 T EHYEEYH
SHSTTI. 1 | 1 2 EB
GO-4174  HBI-AFB4  T15667  JO-4E31  KOS73A  VI-5F50
Unify to & (U+7559)
4k (U+21585) can be both variant of 4 (U+5917) or variant of top of &
(U+7559).
Existing Coded Characters where 02561 is Variant of £ (U+7559):
£ (U+259E0) = 25 (U+259E5)
Existing Coded Characters where 4t (U+21585) is Variant of 43 (U+5917):
Sk (U+21585) = 41 (U+5917)
ZE (U+2B7CD) = %3 (U+82D1)
% (U+2B814) = & (U+9D1B)
[1(U+2D725) = & (U+6028)
If 02561 is encoded as a new character, confusion may result. It will be
unknown if 02561 is encountered if it is a variant of & U+3F5C or ¥4
(U+7559) without referring to context.
02131 3 Unification

6FC2 ;pE D y NE
7k 8513 { /) /) j=
G06525 HBI-BEFC TI7127  JO5F32  KO-5632

Unify & (U+6FC2)

>




Propose new UCV rule % (U+20525) = 3 (U+517C).

Disunified cognates:
% (U+20525) = 3 (U+517C)

1] (U+2D4A1) =  (U+5ACC)
[ (U+2E248) = & (U+7E11)
11 (U+2E639) = 3 (U+8B19)

BE (U+3898) = ji& (U+5ECY)
I (U+24459) = i (U+71EB)

Refer to:
03476, 02131, 03021, 04036, 04186

02553

Unification

M| 1025

P59 pry o A B J] bH
WA
GO-4174 HB1-AF64  T1-5667 JO-4E31 KO-573A  V1-5FS0

3F5C % g-g‘

A 1025

GKX-0781.11 T4-2E31
Unify to %% (U+7559) or £& (U+3F5C).

Difference in joining of strokes (joining on the left underside vs joining on the
top upperside).

Jf is sometimes written as 4.

Single Disunified Example in URO:
M U+6801 = fjl U+67F3

Related Characters in WS2015: 04157,04929,02553,03032,00432,04837




[Section 6A]

Propose to add new (N)UCV Rule & = &1

F (U+7AD2) = & (U+5947)
% (U+5D5C) = 2 (U+37E2)
I (U+FAL1) = i (U+5DOE)
{3 (U+202E3) = f& (U+501A)
£ (U+22C24) = 5 (U+638E)
WK (U+238F1) = &k (U+6B39)
B (U+249BA) = ¥ (U+7426)
fif (U+2550E) = % (U+7895)
% (U+25ABC) = #% (U+36A1)
%% (U+260B6) = % (U+7DBA)
$F (U+28A86) = #5 (U+9321)
R (U+28D4E) = 4 (U+28D64)
1 (U+2BACO) = I (U+20D47)
[ (U+2BB8D) = & (U+57FC)
1 (U+2COEA) = 15 (U+6905)
] (U+2D503) = & (U+5BC4)
1 (U+2D8FF) = &% (U+6567)
1 (U+2D943) = [ (U+65D6)
1 (U+2DELF) = % (U+7317)
] (U+2DF1D) = % (U+3FA8)
1 (U+2E629) = & (U+46F4)
1 (U+2EA8D) = B& (U+9A0E)

02052 = B6EOF N NZ AT S
s > N ~N D)
: 1‘ﬁ:. 74 858 {E‘]‘ /E‘l’ /EJ‘ { %
GE-304E H-97C8 T3-653E K2-412D
UNIFY & (U+6EOF)
02382 #ﬁ 7284 - S S
‘ TIA-2065 4 938 ¢§ #ﬂﬁ q:ﬂ ¢§ %
GO6A77  HB1-B5St T1-60657 J1-4A86 K2-4623
UNIFY % (U+7284)
e 7578 A mA VoY
G0-3878 HB1-B7EE  T1-6536 JO-6143 K0-5131
UNIFY & (U+7578)
02080 ‘ P ‘ 23E88 e
h 7 8510 8] / Q‘

UCS2003  HGDCH
UNIFY i (U+23E88)




[Section 6B]

Examples of permutations:

T TSI LR N

G1-5665 HB1-BD4B T1-6074 J0-6232 KO-7554 UCs2003 GHZ-42756 .12 T6-5551
24FES /7 24FEE & = 1 2DF6A 7 —
1076 & 1077 wo1wre o —
UCS2003  GHZ-42756.12  T6-423D UCS2003 GHZ-4276520  T6-4B6E IMJ-058141  USAT-60225
640A 22B06 /
i 2 A
G3-497E HB2-DDB1  T2-4337 J1-4048 K2-3633 VO0-383D UCS2003 T6-3151

2 4B mogm ZBE 42 43 42 B iy

UCS2003  GKX-0440.16 16-402D UCS2003 GHZ-31876.06  T6-314C UCS2003  GHZ-31877.04



02195 , Unification
: 5188 B
13-2D349 X 86.10 /y_?
655145  HBFDD  T3-476F
Consider IVD to IVD ¥&.
02196 | :%- Unification 2433D g} %
13-203A ’,\’ 8610 7 ﬁ x
UCS2003 GHZ-3222406  T6-5E4D
Consider IVD to % (U+2433D).
02667 . Unification
B 24FEE Oy o 1
' i 1077
UCS2003 GHZ-4275620  T6-4B6E
76BA
G15665 HB1-BD4B T1-6D74  JO6232  KO-7554
IVD to B (U+24FEE) or & (U+76BA).
02673 Unification
& 2DF72 ]
i i 107.10 »{}y
KC-05449
Consider IVD to [] (U+2DF72).
02680 Unification (Reference 76BA @
ol Yoo 8% B B
J06232  KO-7554

gz

G1-5665 HB1-BD4B  T1-6074
IVD #f.




02989

Unification
(Reference

only)

TR B BB B BY

G0-5246 HB1-B2BE  T1-5C43 JO-305C K0-6C39 V16138
IVD to % (U+79FB)

= (U+22451) is customary form of 2% (U+591A) or %5 (U+82BB). In this
case, it is customary form of 2 (U+591A) and not %3.

Exhaustive List of Dis-unified Ideographs (% (U+591A) etymology):
% (U+591A) = 5 (U+22451)

¥ (U+2247D) = % (U+2159D)

3¥ (U+2637D) = % (U+26379)

Disclaimer: The review is conducted on the best of my knowledge, referencing the materials provided by the submitters and by conducting some
research by my own. | have tried to ensure its correctness but there is no guarantee it will be free from error.

Since characters from a single member body’s collection are usually from a defined set of sources, and it is better to find potentially unifiable
variants by considering the context of the characters, the characters in WS2015 were mainly reviewed on a source-by-source basis. Due to
personal time constraints, the first review report was published on 2017/09/11 covering mostly regarding characters in HYDZD (PRC), and the

additional review could only be finished on 2017/10/13 regarding TCA characters. The two reports by no intentions whatsoever to pick on PRC or

TCA.




