This document contains comments from the China, TCA, Japan, SAT, UTC and volunteers (Retarkgo, Eiso and Henry).

Consolidated Comments
on

IRG N2223 IRG Working Set 2015 Version 4.0

Part 1: unifications
Part 2: IDSes, radicals

Part 3: glyphs / fonts, evidences

Part 3

Part 4: stroke counts and total strokes.

Part 5: editorials

1. Glyphs / Fonts

SN Image/Source CO_P;, rg:nt Comment Cofnr10rrr1nent
\.‘ Consider Normalization to || £ >§; E is phonetic. Henry
00054 E?Q Normalization|00054 is an alternative form of § (=E#). In both characters, [£ is the phonetic.
GHZR10035. 23 If modified, IDS = [ E k.
Henry
00090 % L Normalization[Does not match PRC conventions, consider normalize to 114 L., SC =9, TS = 10.

GHZR10064. 09
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00273

HZIR10145. 09

Misdesigned
glyph

Corrupted Form of & U+204E0?

Siku Version of Jiyun:
EEYITIEN - B i
[ 3 743 |1y TR (O

{5k3 (B AR &R RID L

off A B FRALLE K

B e
34 73| &5 |1k D LR A i —

(=Y & o
AFL08 » IS0 -
RIS

T = AR IR
1g Universi

Item source: Zhefjian ity Librar

Scanned by: CADAL.

A\ Transcribed automatically with OCR. Please
help correct any errors.

@5 O [famEmx ez e
IR JET U
2 e 3| R L3 B
1 oo d i
7 AR LR EA i
|| R AR | A | g ¥ AR
1R Sl 1
| AR xR T X
£ | LT 12 g &3 30|35 3L
LT AR S S X 5o
e A S ) e A || o oL
S e B A R =R B e 4

At R AL R e x| O O
T ke ) [View] [Editing help]
w | A 88| b e 2

Full text search:

b Search

&2 |2 Rl

The glyph in Hanyu Daiidian does not appear to be designed correctly.

Bottom should be <7, to hit, as ## means to whip.

Herny

00285

jﬂ%:.

GHZR10033. 13

Glyph

Should match the evidence.

SAT
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The internal component of the top component is needed to be refined to clarify the disconnection of the J
strokes:

[Z1] i
N2

GHZR10117.09

Confusing

The glyph from Dunhang Suzi Pu could be unified/normalized to f (U+22649) (semantically equivalent |[Henry

(<L to & (U+60F1)).
fif¢

00451 Normalization -+ as a written quickly form of | ; II is frequently used interchangeably with L] in ancient handwriting.

GHZR10075. 01
The use of - on the left does not confer the appropriate meaning related to worry (&) -- heart.

Normalize right hand side to d5? Herny
i I " H, is customary form of £E.
00751 I Normalization
GHZR10507. 06 Disunified Examples:

4 (U+260F0) = 4l (U+7E69)
4 (U+2A48E) = i (U+4D74)

A E‘ Normalize right hand side to £¢? Henry
00972 %R Normalization
GHZR21015. 1° Also refer to U+26F5B % (= H7#%) in Longkan.
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LIy The place name should be =#%J5. Likely someone mistook /x as simplified I, then artifically Henry
01060 j:a Misdesigned |generalized the traditional form.
il glyph
GHZR20816. 17 Suggest withdraw.
01062 % Normalize to the form 11l %% (111 is the radical, phonetic is %). Henry
GHZR20818. 03 (_)nev_e[smn /2]: Lgng_l@_n_ns_h_gws the following glyph (in red) instead:
] a| mxm(M ) 2|8E x| e e ——
AP AN JETANE Y REE AE AR R e R T g R
g '»}»{{J_ﬂif? W lealL K| |AE LA, &/i&'i\#&,@‘ !
SRR ﬁ;ra A4y fh | A ﬁ:i-% ’5}"* S H] 5
AR RE R IR SN WS AR AR Y B |57 Ty gk DHE
il Z; 'R ;;Yélj FL‘&;—— Hr 4 &ﬁ_, | &P 1‘1}%"‘, 3 /r{ﬂ%E X
I nple s bl 1‘%}&1{:1&&\@5‘;
; PRE N AL AR AT X Il 2 L0y
@‘f::fgﬂf\ &ai;j“b eA| A T .Lt! *{’L}’;\gﬁ‘
;,5\ |V | b gy B |- :L| J%g#k;@%
A R e b e o
BT i P e AL S S T M %A ‘Qﬁ&yiiﬁgiﬁ;
Normalization| |~ | =#|»%| & [# k|t 2] s |4 5! 2Rl 0 R J
#’f- g A g |Tn ;1$§(‘9ﬁ! J l% a:%g ‘
PRI AT CECAE- NP VI AL ARl es
RS S b ﬁ:ﬂ;m v a2 I%Z’:
BEALSIRLIE SR AP S AR . )
Eiz-ﬁ m%wﬁ.‘f:&,i.&ii : ‘ j%i]
A | 4| )ﬁ‘f( " § =
AR PRI A JEEat et o .
| £ g_ﬁ ga o ; i ) - -
vl n ok b al iR B Another version:
Expanding the bottom component to under (1] is a rather common customary form. Please refer to the
glyph for i, circled in blue in the previous two images.
The glyph should be modified to follow the modern conventions, with (] spanning the whole left side.
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IX]

Henry

01321

GHZR31508. 07

Normalization

The left side of YY is often incorrectly copied as /.

Example of characters with J% (1) origin incorrectly swapped with 4/:

A T
298FE - 13k $$£
UCS2003 566D
269CA1 EEL, %
g 13421 oo %
UCSZ003  GKX-1006.19  T7-653E
26ACT  pEY :
CREECI s e
UCS2003  T7-5450
26AC2 P <
# e B §Z
UCS2003  T7-5451

01223 J [_\J\ Normalization|Consider normalize the top part to [X[. The phonetic is [X].
GHZR42435. 10
o oy Orthodox form should be A58, f (U+22663) is a common vulgar variant of 5 (U+60E1). Encoding of [Henry
.__.._[this form may hamper the encoding of the orthodox form as a character. The orthodox form will likely be
1274 EEE N | - . . e . o .
0 /LN ormalization) -tied with this form. Therefore, it is encouraged for China to normalize to 7~ or temporarily
GHZR42498. 12 withdraw this character.
Change bottom left form to Jy. Henry

5/ 26




b The left side should be £%, not 44 according to pronunciation. Henry
01325 gﬁ Normalization Change the third stroke (dot) to protude the second stroke (hzp).
GHZR31509. 04 Otherwise, 1VD to &}, (U+39B4).
Henry
01403 EE% Normalization|Consider to normalize right hand component to fF.
GHZR41993. 18
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01432 | There is an error in this glyph in HYDZD.
;J: = Below is information provided by expert Chau Gienwen:
CHIR 49[}—‘% 06 GHZR42030.06 (J£K) FIoAM » & (KRTAAiaTsE) CEfs/NER) EEE "L F =0,
B (R (RTTDARIBFE) 542 H) - ER#Es GHZRA2030.06 - 1 "L F =™, HFHERH
? o

B

:E 'm:h_ ) |

K

a0

Misdesigned o "_ '__&_ .

glyph { S— S

c‘il‘"Ti_ A = 8 A anw |

cJ

Translation by Henry:

There is an error in HYDZD's glyph. Checking (ZRITLIZR{GFEE) |, the actual form is [] (on the bottom
right). Suggest to withdraw GHZR42030.06 and resubmit correct character later.

Henry's comment:

F =
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01485

12

GHZR42104. 04

e,

Normalization

Normalize right hand side to [E€ (U+26110).

Please refer to 04179, 04379:

159 =

04179 T I
T I 18 GHZR63791. 09

unified to U+8F46i, irg48.

164 B8 @%

0379 M T E 5
21 | o8 | OHR63sd.07

unified to U+91C3[E, irg48.

change the glyph shape in the future.

As they will be unified, it is better for the shape to be normalized by China. Otherwise, China may need to

Henry

02099

~
™

L

|

~3
G 70752301
85 7K

15

B (@ m oa)

cimg [¢im® le; w.

Evidence:

™
As shown in the evidence and according to China’s convention, the second stroke of the component J_IJ has a hook
at the stroke termination. Should G_Z0752301 be modified to reflect the actual shape of the font?
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https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04179
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04179
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04179
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04179
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04379
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04379
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04379
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04379
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04179
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04179
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04379
https://henrychan-pc/unicode/irg/ws2015/app/list.php?id=04379

The second stoke of the right component should be corrected to \_(U+31CF). Eiso
/A
0(3(;2 ﬁ)‘] font design i/ i» Al 3 g
6_71521102 ( fgﬂ» XI‘( S % { M )
Consider changing right hand side to 7. Henry
H}gﬂ Other cases where 77 is swapped in place for &:
. i@ U+2185F = 4 U+36F4
03468
_]_]: Normallzatlon%ﬁﬁ U+27D19 = £ U+27CES
GHZR42268. 10
written in Qin seal / clerical is same shape as variant form of %7, and hence 03468 is one of the many
ancient "derived variant".
;{ : ™ Henry
04669 |"'a-1:"-.’. Normalization|Normalize right hand side to %=,
| T4 ;
Consider normalize right hand side to 2. If this glyph is encoded, and i 5% is found, then China may |Henry
need to change the glyph.
=] Consider new UCV rule [] (U+2D9C2) = 5 (U+66B4)
04968 WIS Normalization

GHZR84879. 11

Existing disunified:
[](U+2D9C2) = 5% (U+66B4)
(U+2AE7C) = J& (U+7206)

[] (U+2DA03) = i (U+66DD)
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05444

GHZR84908. 26

Normalization

Does not match PRC conventions: Z should be one stroke.

Henry

04883
(G)

53

G_Z0721301

font design

The left part should be fit with G style and the evidence.

X

(L, @, B L

Eiso
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02781

T

As shown in the evidence, the fifth stroke of the upper left component folds back at stroke termination. Should T13-
2F36 be modified to reflect the actual shape of the font?

%i‘
Evidence:

H

T13-2F36
8D66
109 B AR
ﬂ H Code chart: G04962 HB1-B6A TI-GDS0  JO-3C4F  KO-5E75  V1-683E
11 16
03526 AW AN Conventions [The Radical #162 7 form does not follow TW conventions; also see U+2CA66, U+2CABA, and uTcC
“H- U+2CAGE in Extension E
L
T13-3055
03598 —FF-~ Conventions [The Radical #140 + form does not follow TW conventions uTcC
/i\
T13-3066
03610 —fF—F= Conventions [The Radical #140 + form does not follow TW conventions utc
§§ AN
T13-3068
03615 Conventions [The Radical #140 + form does not follow TW conventions uTC
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03636 L Conventions (The Radical #140 + form does not follow TW conventions uTC
N
NR
T13-306C
03972 — — Conventions (The upper-left vertical stroke does not follow TW conventions (its bottom should curve to the left) uTC
-l
T13-3125
04265 ™ Conventions [The Radical #162 & form does not follow TW conventions; also see U+2CA66, U+2CAGA, and uTcC
A ] | U+2CAGE in Extension E
Am——
T13-3131
04292 N —+t¥F- Conventions [The Radical #162 & form does not follow TW conventions; also see U+2CA66, U+2CABA, and uTcC
— U+2CAGE in Extension E
Z R el
T13-313A
04296 Conventions [The Radical #162 3 form does not follow TW conventions; also see U+2CA66, U+2CABA, and uTC

>

—
[EN
W s
=
5 4
W

U+2CAGE in Extension E
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uTC

K

KC-00773

04298 :: \[7 Conventions [The Radical #162 & form does not follow TW conventions; also see U+2CA66, U+2CAGA, and
z, \ U+2CAGE in Extension E
T13-313D
00082 @‘ The font of KC-00039 is yet to be updated. H
ZJ Page 141, App 1, IRGN2217:
Henry A. CHANGE]
KCi OO O;gq 00082 KC-00039: unclear evidence: E or ?
b & il
7 2
6 | 7 Evidence: b
Considering that the internal “/= has serif but no serif in surrounding box, it is suspected to be a 1= in J
F squared box, not 1 in [].
00678 {—A
KC-00580 '
00788 Glyph Is there overshoot, EH or H? SAT
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01145 J L}{ Glyph  [Should look like 4. ; SAT
EC-01124 i -

03564 ——f— Glyph Normalize the number of strokes of Radical #140 + to be 4 among ROK-submitted glyphs uTC
/(7_5 Normalization
KC-03553

03573 —F—F— Glyph Normalize the number of strokes of Radical #140 + to be 4 among ROK-submitted glyphs uTcC
N % Normalization
{
KC-03555

03585 — - Glyph Normalize the number of strokes of Radical #140 *+ to be 4 among ROK-submitted glyphs uTcC
JI:I [1 Normalization
KC-03560

03586 Glyph Normalize the number of strokes of Radical #140 + to be 4 among ROK-submitted glyphs uTC
/—L! - Normalization
11
KC-03564
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03597 —f—f—- Glyph Normalize the number of strokes of Radical #140 + to be 4 among ROK-submitted glyphs uTC
:[:I: Normalization
KC-03578
03629 —fFf- Glyph Normalize the number of strokes of Radical #140 + to be 4 among ROK-submitted glyphs UTC
\ Normalization
)
KC-03622
03647 —5F- Gly_ph _ Normalize the number of strokes of Radical #140 + to be 4 among ROK-submitted glyphs; Top stroke of |UTC
%E Normalization |g component should be vertical, not diagonal
KC-03655
04130 —FF~ Glyph Normalize the number of strokes of Radical #140 + to be 4 among ROK-submitted glyphs uTcC
> Normalization
KC-04031
04136 ——- Glyph Normalize the number of strokes of Radical #140 + to be 4 among ROK-submitted glyphs e
EtEEE Normalization
KC-04037
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00569 % Glyph Should match the evidence. Is thereno famouslv w dotinside =7 SAT

= o e
UTC-01651 19441005 IW
00660 I])i% Glyph  |Should respect original placement of @2 /% [ Adalll SAT
=
UTC-01666 ER| = )
of AT e
A I)j}]
W W% 52
00675 ||E Glyph  [Should match the evidence. The bottom part should look like 5= (U+5433). SAT

= g /rﬁ
UTC-01135 i a
AN - ¢

j:j |
00740 Q The substitution from & to [ is rule based simplification?

UTC-02624
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Fig. 126: {mIBAE) ZH VUMM, Page 1021 [UTC-01215] J

] L LT
00758 il% *; | g g'g:
UTC-01215 T £ _

Henry
01109 Eiﬁ Normalization|The right hand side is better normalized as T{7 instead of 7, {7 itself is similar in meaning to rfl.
USAT04273
SE, the exact glyph the right hand side, is a variant of fz. Henry
EE In this case, the right hand side "2£" is actually "=E (U+212F2)", which is a variant form of 2%,
02820 —= Normalization
USATO6977 To avoid confusion, it is suggested that the character be normalized to use % (U+212F2) instead of ZE.

Alternatively, unify to 7 (U+77EC) via IVD.

03419 Structure  |Change ™ (5 strokes) to i (4 strokes) in glyph uTcC

USAT06375
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2. Evidences

SIN Glyph Evidence Comment Comment
From
00095 » Evidence unclear. SAT
u : Too small to identify. Is there any supporting evidence?
G_PGLGZ018
’
v

e &

L i<
00181 B SAT

El (RERET4 - ABE):“13,

GHZR10Z0Z. 09

Questionable evidence.
A version of Longkan Shoujian shows a character as on the
right. It suggests the character should be more closer to {f (U+2020E). Is
the glyph correct?
http://archive.wul.waseda.ac.jp/kosho/ho04/ho04_00789/ho04_00789_0001/
ho04 00789 0001 p0021.jpg
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http://archive.wul.waseda.ac.jp/kosho/ho04/ho04_00789/ho04_00789_0001/ho04_00789_0001_p0021.jpg
http://archive.wul.waseda.ac.jp/kosho/ho04/ho04_00789/ho04_00789_0001/ho04_00789_0001_p0021.jpg

Evidence unclear.

SAT

00547 I]ZJ:
AIN Too small to identify. Is there any supporting evidence?
G_PGLGA008
1o ok
00554 = % ~ Evidence unclear. SAT
: - Too small to identify. Is there any supporting evidence?
G_PGLGZ016 -
B
01147 Evidence unclear. SAT

%

G_PGLGZ01T

C\'.
Eor o
— s, 25N

N
v, W

.

7

Too small to identify. Is there any supporting evidence?
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01385 \ ’ Evidence unclear. SAT
1' ”‘ / Too small to identify. Is there any supporting evidence?
G_PGCLG3054 ﬂl ’ %
, 0
e
Ly ﬁ‘k‘ A
00094 %r] AT™ i Questionable evidence. SAT
[ Kerning is very dense around this character. A sequence that looks like “H
KC-00059 | £ Z.” is also observed above in this line. Is this one character?
c j .'
00187 ! ‘%ﬁr A Evidence unclear. SAT

i

EC-001453

F

# )

r
i

™

Too small to identify. Is there any supporting evidence?
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00268 %2 Questionable evidence. SAT
Vs ] What is the surrounding component? Could it not be a typographical
KC-00243 = ligature or a Radical [] (031) character?
00394 M’k Questionable evidence. SAT
S~ Also looks like #£7] or - Hf5 etc.
KC-00299
00472 = Questionable evidence. SAT
B The character is smallish and looks faint. Could it not be 5 or any other
KC-00356 character?
00478 Questionable evidence. SAT

R
BE

KC-00363

The character is smallish and cursive. We could not find normalization rule
for such shape. Could it not be 7&, 2 or any other character?
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00654 DH}.’ i Evidence unclear. SAT
ZK The center part is unclear. Is there any supporting evidence?
RC-00544
.
J""
K
00678 - Questionable evidence. SAT
Could it not be a squared character?
A
KC-00580
00803 EE Evidence unclear. SAT
| The right part is unclear. Is there any supporting evidence?
e
EC-00783
00968 a'—‘;j Evidence unclear. SAT
j& Too small to identify. Is there any supporting evidence? Could it not be %
KC-00896 (U+5BDF) or any other character?
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01036 L W Evidence unclear. SAT
& iz The character looks faint. Could it not be 8 (U+5D6C) or any other
KC-04996 EE character?
01037 'E Questionable evidence. SAT
{_ Could it not be normalized to {xz (U+20236)?
EC-00963
01049 “;l;j Evidence unclear. SAT
[ = The left part is unclear. Is there any supporting evidence?
EC-05003
01054 IIW Evidence unclear. SAT
)( The center part is unclear. Could it not be [ (U+3802) or any other
KC-00986 character?
01277 M5 Evidence unclear. SAT
Also looks like 1& (U+614E) or [1 (U+2BEA4) etc. Jl‘lé
RC-01263

Ty




00045 I I tRFERBE 14 MEHMRS: 1 (G | Notan ideograph. SAT
R 16 ) (ﬁ],m], # (&) (IK(E According to the evidence, this is a component and should be so encoded.
UTC-02964 4 (£)(~m), F(B). 2(E).(RTA
— BRI RF, FRFEARR,
00046 I I J tRFOE Ry 14 MEK®SE: 1 (G | Not an ideograph. SAT
» 1€ )N (ﬁ),m], # (&) (IK(E According to the evidence, this is a component and should be so encoded.
UTC-02965 || (&)%), F(P). S(B).ORIA
—BRREBBYRF, ARFRARR,
00122 —lT' tRFOE Ry 14 MEKESE: 1 (G | Not an ideograph. SAT
1 aE) & [ﬁ],ﬁ], # (&) (IK(E According to the evidence, this is a component and should be so encoded.
UTC-02967 || 4 (£)(M), F(E). S(B).ORIA
—BRREBYRF, ARFERARR,
00308 L e Ey R 14 M. 1 (G | Notan ideograph. SAT
KB [A].ﬂ]. # (&) (QOE | According to the evidence, this is a component and should be so encoded.
UIC02986 || (@) ()M, F(®). 2(B).(RIA
—BRREBBYRF, FRFRARR,
00319 :‘/JRL Questionable evidence. SAT
, pa— 3 According to many sources, this person’s name is XX [U+6CA8]. It should
UTC—02945 E m ﬁ be an editorial error.

B3 = A v i G

http://www.ccom.edu.cn/aboutccom/yshm/
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E8%B5%B5%E6%B2%A8/10728683
http://www.zhaofengedu.com/Article.aspx?1D=10
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http://www.ccom.edu.cn/aboutccom/yshm/
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E8%B5%B5%E6%B2%A8/10728683
http://www.zhaofengedu.com/Article.aspx?ID=10

00519 E The manuscript writes not only the words hud {15} and féi {11} (the latter SAT
UTC—01656 has the phonetic ¥ over 1) with the component E ]:. as is common i{1 Chu
orthography. It also includes this semantic classifier, which pertains to
material (especially monetary) wealth, in the characters for cdang {5}
(‘store’), dé {13} (‘gain’),and wdng {1} (‘loss’). The form@]for cdng occurs
also in the Guodian manuscript *Tai yi sheng shui K—4H7K. Howcvcr@
for dé, instead of the usua an ‘ or wdng, instead of just [, are unique
forms. This additional semantic component lends the graphic representa-
Questionable evidence.
The passage suggests those character are accompanied by . Could it not
be & (U+20B41) or any other character?
00675 Evidence unclear. SAT
”E = The evidence is not enough clear to attest the glyph shape.
i 2o (
UTC-01153 L ,'ﬁ.
b,
01186 Evidence unclear. SAT
g The evidence is not enough clear to attest the glyph shape.
UTC-01349
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00805 ey Evidence unclear. SAT
i £ ﬁ {E Too small to identify. Is there any supporting evidence?
UTC-01225 ﬂ -1:
00990 VR | Questionable evidence. SAT
,)\ __.i'J % ."I\ {: ™ — It is a “digraphic” ligature that was common in Warring States documents,
UTC-01639 A which is indicated by doubling sign at the bottom-right corner. It is thus
questionable whether this character should be encoded in unity.
01126 2?:[ Questionable evidence. L\ SAT
The context suggests [1 (U+2BASE). Is this different from :J
UTC-01489 % e éf_l |Phu 1)
- : :
01450 Questionable evidence. SAT
E Considering the context, the phrase should read “fREE#R[U+69B1]#A”. It is
UTC-02916 likely to be an editorial error.

ok T VY]
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