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Consolidated Comments 

on 

IRG N2223 IRG Working Set 2015 Version 4.0 

 

Part 5 
 

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

 

Part 1: unifications 

Part 2: IDSes, radicals 

Part 3: glyphs / fonts, evidences 

Part 4: stroke counts and total strokes. 

Part 5: editorials 

 

 

6. Editorial: 
 

SN Image Type Comment 
Comment 

From 

04378 

(G) 
 

record error 

No discussion record in IRG #48. The Zhuang word is soemj, the meaning is 

acid (酸). The radical should be changed back to  “164 酉”, SC should be 

“15”, FS should be 4.  

Eiso 
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00592 

(UK) 
 

record error 

No discussion record in IRG #48. The radical should be back to “30 口”, SC 

should be “8”, TS should be “11”, FS should be 1.  

Eiso 

01191 

(G) 
 

Missing 

update 

Radical should be “24 十”, SC should be ”14”, FS should be 4 according to 

the discussion record in IRG #48.  

Eiso 

04479 

(UTC, 

G)  

Pending 

move 

China NB has submitted GCE-113 which has the same shape with UTC-

01119 as UNC to UTC, IRG & WG2. If GCE-113 will have been accepted 

to be included in URO+, UTC-01119 should be unified with it and move to 

the new code point. And then UTC-01119 should be removed from WS2015.  

Eiso 

05225 

(G) 
 

misspelling 

Discussion Record should be “not unified to U+29FE6, There are 3 versions 

for 《龍龕手鑒》, although both of them are the variants of 䳅,they are 

distinguished by phonetic change. Irg48.”  

 

Eiso 

00156 

 

 

File name 

error 

The evidence file name and bitmap file name do not tally with the source reference 

GHZR10179.06. 

  

H 



 3 / 12 

 

03991 

 

 

File name 

error 

The evidence file name and bitmap file name do not tally with the source reference 

GHZR63859.13. 

  

H 

04503 

 

 

Source 

image 

reference 

The source images of UTC-02228 and UTC-02761 should be Fig. 955 and Fig. 954 

respectively. 

IRGN2107R_Proposal:

 

 
IRGN2107R_evidence: 

 

H 
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00168 

 

T/S Flag: 0 T/S Flag → 1 

Identical to local Simplified shape. 
SAT 

00170 

 

SAT 

00269 

 

SAT 

00335 

 

SAT 

00353 

 

SAT 

00372 

 

SAT 

00374 

 

SAT 

00379 

 

SAT 

00382 

 

SAT 
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00389 

 

SAT 

00424 

 

SAT 

00425 

 

SAT 

00487 

 

SAT 

00494 

 

SAT 

00505 

 

SAT 

00523 

 

SAT 

00536 

 

SAT 

00541 

 

SAT 
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00546 

 

SAT 

00567 

 

SAT 

00570 

 

SAT 

00575 

 

SAT 

00584 

 

SAT 

00604 

 

SAT 

00609 

 

SAT 

00627 

 

SAT 

00720 

 

SAT 
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00823 

 

SAT 

00873 

 

SAT 

00890 

 

SAT 

00909 

 

SAT 

00974 

 

SAT 

01594 

 

SAT 

01002 

 

SAT 

01068 

 

SAT 

01094 

 

SAT 
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01096 

 

SAT 

01132 

 

SAT 

01159 

 

SAT 

01160 

 

SAT 

01190 

 

SAT 

01219 

 

SAT 

01246 

 

SAT 

01250 

 

SAT 

01309 

 

SAT 
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01337 

 

SAT 

01348 

 

SAT 

01361 

 

SAT 

01368 

 

SAT 

01375 

 

SAT 

01379 

 

SAT 

01381 

 

SAT 

01426 

 

SAT 
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Sn Image/Source 
Comment 

Type 
Description 

Comment 

From 

00295 
 

Editorial 

error 
Not Unified with 00471, IVD to U+518C 册 only, IRG #48. 

Henry 

04373 
 

Editorial 

error 

Comment "not unified by U+250B9, irg47." belongs to 04372 

GHZR63834.04. 

Henry 

05487 
 

Editorial 

error 

"pending for evidence (The inner component could be 夕, 夂 etc.), irg48." 

 

This comment obviously does not apply to this character. 

Henry 

00471 
 

Editorial 

error 
Not Unified to 00295 or U+518C 册, IRG#48. 

Henry 

01822 
 

Editorial 

error 

The discussion record says "unified to U+23952 (currently disunified but 

could be unified in future), irg48." 

 

The correct discussion record should be "NOT unified to U+23952 

(currently disunified but could be unified in future), irg48." This character 

should be moved back to the M-set. 

 

It has been agreed that within WS2015 transliteration differences will not 

be subject to possible unification, of course unless the submitter 

themselves agrees to. 

 

In case this evidence is judged to be bad because it is from Zhonghua 

Zihai, may I attach the excerpt from Jiyun: 

Henry 
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Sn Image/Source 
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Comment 

From 

 
 

And from Leipian: 

 
 

If IRG decides to unify, China may wish to consider changing the glyph 

for U+23952 to use the transliteration which is better recognized. 

     

     

     

     

     

 

 

Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description Comment From 
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Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description Comment From 

01891 
 

T/S Flag T/S Flag 0 --> 1 
Henry 

01812 
 

T/S Flag T/S -> 1 
Henry 

04060 
 

T/S Flag T/S Flag --> 1 
 

01068 
 

T/S Flag T/S Flag 0→1 
 

 


