SAT Review Comments on IRG Working Set 2015 Version 5.0 (IRGN2269)

Below is the comments for possible issues regarding characters in p.134 through p.264 (S/N 1489 through S/N 2964) of IRG N2269, where SAT reviewed.

1. Unification

SIN 1 Image 1 SIN 2 Image 2 Comment
] . U+230B6 | 230B6E 1k 1k - Possibly Unifiable
ﬁ | T 8810 TTTﬁ %E‘h %JT The same set of strokes with
01529 | GHZR42174.02 UCS2003  GKX0480.18  TG-5D4F different disposition.
S.1.5.3,S.15.c
Am U+65B2 | gERBR2 m—, - Possibly Unifiable
4] l— = 69.10 E_B
[ U+65B5 | ! 1 i S.15.4,5.15.¢
GHZR42174.28 GE-2C4D HB2ESC1  T2-5068  J14-2DBA  K1-BE4A cf. IRGN2263
01534 6585 mﬁ 20 mﬁ % mﬁ i
' Eﬁ EE gﬁ dizynified-
GE-2C4F  HFCCD  T3-546B J42DEB  K2-3836 to ST+
L . . L 7 |wimdss|| | 02553 -
- S » = - s7j|evidence iz handwritten material and variant )
GJ_Z; %5[ & 7551 s fﬂ [Eéj Lﬁg If;ﬁ '[|: A 'i-ﬁEr;—.‘-jjg. IVS would be considarsble " disunified- -
T13-2E43 GI4TM  HETAFSS  TISBET  JMEN  RDATMA 5 jom. R
o @y
U+23159 | 23159 —* H — Possibly Unifiable
01548 H-G 3 723 H r j 73 Documents that Taisho
USATO8986 UCs2003 Va-Tgat Tripitaka cites suggest




U+23159. Is this an accidental

% *]idn

B

(B :“F(BFRAE ), IRt &, FF

error?
FF U+2219E | 2219E FF FT- FF Unifiable
ﬁi‘ Foro BRI PRI r}h, They are cognate; the
UK-02821 UCS2003  GKX-0341.10  UTC-00100 evidence is somewhat

ambiguous.

00456 B AW
Iiﬁn {ﬁ%)ﬁﬁﬁvi__%ﬂoi%ﬂo

@ /R (BT Y “ &, o, (BEREN =

PRY < “Eham Ak (B Wi, 4K/, AR, — BRI > " X

m; f‘ﬁﬂu()ﬁﬁ'ﬁgﬁz> H " Er m&u“ {EE%%'E

E-ﬁiﬁ?? $ORE) DAF &R, )5 mh,”

O AR+ EH- T .“ &, K+t

. U+2C114 °C114 Unifiable

. 1(}%: + 7541 *%f: cf. UCV #288-293

G_70872302

TD-5020




=T U+2AD53 | 2AD5E3 Unifiable
1671 E;R % 7921 J:'R S.15b,S.15.i
cite a source.
z U+27TETA | 2TETA %= TS Possibly Unifiable
01916 T SRR - 3 S.15.i
GHAR42153.06 UCS2003  GHZ-53510.02
= U+6C23 | gC23 = — /—- = Possibly Unifiable
01929 = = 846 ,—}%L RS >\, FKl K S.15.c
T13-2C4A @1-4678 HB1-AEF0 TH-5634  JO-5DBE  KD-5128  V1-5B59
e 01933 P o— Unifiable
01934 Iﬂh EL Cognate glyphs with a single
T13-2C4E T13-2C4D overshoot.
“T’ U+23C75 | 23C75 ! LI N Possibly Unifiable
01937 N 852 7J( XJ‘( 7K S.154a S.15]
T13-2C50 UCS2003  GKX-DBO308  T6-252B
“:é U+6CA7 SCA? /\- 23{:01 :".-/’\ .:'. N :/{\: Possibly Unifiable
01982 / U+23CC1 | 7k 854 { 3, 75 { T. { - /I S.15.a S.15.
T13-2C62 G0-3257 UCS2003  GKX-081907  TE-2054




R u+23cee | 23CEE [ N I N Unifiable
XE K 838 {l:[ (l | S.15b
01969 T13-2C58 u:gzuna GKX-0623.06  TE-3234
&
V0-3B39
- U+23CF1 | 23CF1 > > ~. Possibly Unifiable
N Py LT} -‘
{ UJ 858 { ﬂ] { ﬂj giﬂ S.1.5b
KC-01987 UCS2003  GKX082308  TE-3241 01972 is an unidentified
01972 -
ﬂ v w N personal name, but U+23CF1
ﬁ m ﬂ{iﬁ.ﬁﬁ‘} H ﬁ’ﬁéﬂ {?#ﬁ-?K iS a|50 an appropriate
gﬁ} :“H ' ﬁﬁ!’ﬁl o character for a given name.
- U+3CFC SCFC ﬁz EJ(: Possibly Unifiable
7 HoEsE 5 R cf. IRGN2263
GHZR31510.09 GKX083018  T3-304F 2 & Unification
01989 of = and =
' Postpone
~ u+6D81 - ~ ~ Possibly Unifiabl
\$:; GDS'I_ 2 ; h f; 2 :; N ; 053|- y Unifiable
02021 S 7 857 7 s 7 v S.1.5.
T13-2CaD B5.5552  H-BODA  T3-3221  JMBEST
‘?ﬁ U+6EA5 BEASL :'Fi:‘l ¢ % : FE% “ﬁ \_ﬁ Unifiable
02031 I & 8510 {J /I~ /~T {Ty ?—f S.15b,S.15.i
T13-2C78 GO0-B45F  HB1BTC1  T1-8467  JO-SETD KO-5D2A of. UCV #68




|'-'jg o

;‘EIZ_'. 02061 N==% Unifiable
02037 =| =| Cognate glyphs with an extra
T13-2C75 T13-2D21 stroke.
NN 02049 N4 Unifiable
g’* f?é The evidence suggests that the
T13-2C73 T13-2C72 actual shapes of the two
02050 haract ly different i
characters are only different in
S LT ®KE
‘[_ contact of strokes.
>N LSS aNw . N
:% U+240F9 | 240F9 ?f: hy Ii > ﬁ Possibly Unifiable
/ * 8517 {;‘E e A= S.15.]
02139 T13-2D31 UCS2003  GKX-0862.04  TT-4E2D cf. NUCV #294
‘294 ‘lﬁf Jﬁ;
U+7078 :rz Unifiable
% e r F R x R % s.150
02159 T13-2D33 GO3E44 HBI-ABE2 T14B25  J0.3584  KO-4F36  V1-5D6F Characters with this

component are
unified/postponed in IRG #49.




U+2DD36

2DD36 Y

Unifiable

|22 J
02213 ’tﬂi & 867 FH S.1.5.c
UTC-01266 USAT-002E2
. U+722A | 7224 - - Unifiable
I - _/K )
02305 . 870 \L S.15.
T13-2D57 Q05726  HBI-A4F6  T1-4557  JO445E  KO7050  VM-SE4A
; U+7234 7234 - Possibly Unifiable
Iﬁm 871 m @m of. IRGN2263
GHZR42184.13 2E-3254 T44AEC  J14-T02B 7 5 Unification
02321 of =¢ and ¢
' Postpone
U+2457C . Unifiable
2457C | L5 b= A=
02338 Hl% U+24DA5 | H w71 ] 9& I % S.15b, S.15.c
T13-2D60 U+253C2 UCS2003  GKX.069204  TBA15E cf. UCV #337
A 24DA5 2 Jo \ 33?% Jﬁ
;U»:Fc ~ 1047 Jlﬁé jlﬁi 19;‘. |
GHZR42545.08 UCS2003  GKX-D7T425  TE4BSE
02339
253C2 A A A
116 \ 9{ A %
UCS2003  GKX-082428  TE425A




)':ié 02336 )':IE Possibly Unifiable
1 L . .
49/33 ;Ij\ . J'IE Seemingly alternative
UK-01583 UK-01622 transcriptions for the same
02341 character. Are they

distinctive?

17/5; 39/4; 49/33 R <[ |LL (cf. Guodian Laozi A, Slip 21, Wuxing, Slip 36).

A U+80BO | 80RO o . w, Unifiable
éjj{ A 1304 ” ji Hk Hﬂ cf. UCV #21

13303 T13-2D6A G5-4E72 T3-2452 K2-5521 The evidence suggests that the
. left part is a variation of |
b1 . Aq j- '-
- 18/5; 20/9; 21/14; 39/32 #& <| 3. similar to the top of % (or
UK-01584 &P4-02; in IRGN2225).
U+73CD Unifiable
FA 73CD . TALN TA /s _
~ U+73CE T %5 :’2' ~ “ «ér, :f& Z IRGN2133 does not explain
T13-2D7A G055 — = 7 ;s hy the evid i
5584 HB1-ACC3  T1-5248  JOM41  KDT252  VI-5F25 why the evidence Is

73CE = . T /]_, identifiable as E; we could
02d03 & %83 E’f J ) £)"f]_:" £d\" E ) If A not find the discussion record.

- S GE-3334 H-FBD7? T3-2D7E JO-B05F K2-4765
v e fL\iexl
s Row B0
m g Mg OR ¥
N :




ff U+24934 | 24934 _ —_ Unifiable
£ %85 f » E- M £_ _~:_ The evidence shows the dot at
o257 T13-2D78 UCS2003  GHZB0D1EZ1  H-GCSS just right side on E:;
= IRGN2133 does not explain
\ AR . .
‘ C M M s Q ) why the evidence is
identifiable as E.
U+2AEF4 Possibly Unifiable
EE 2AEF4 EE y
02480 o Y I %68 _.:_;-__‘, S.15a
T13-2E28 TD-4024
I U+74A3 | T4A3 ﬁ 4 2 5’ ££ 41 Possibly Unifiable
B - - B ']
02491 % E 9%.12 I}JC fﬁ% ET\,% JJ‘,% ]ﬁﬁ S.15.e
T13-2E2E G16761 HB1BF58  TI7143  JM3T83C  KD-5130
}H U+24AC5 | 24 ACE } : i‘E—r Unifiable
HE']_-, € %18 TE Ea.. E% “Unified” says the discussion
GHZR21220.10 UCS2003 GHZ2114518  T74E44 record. cf. IRGN2263
02498
0249 unified ,
8 Fg:} 24ACS but not a
+ %16 rule
N 74 U+7544 | 7544 N/ YRS Unifiable
02541 U+2C3BF | = 1023 FH S.15.3,5.15b,S.15.
UK-01392 BE-3377 TI2A%  JOB137 Meaning unclear.




2C3BF 7/
M 1022
GZIW-D0041
U+7537 7537 EE{ EH Unifiable
% | 1022 _ % j’—J % % jj S.1.5.

02542 T13-2E3C G0-4450 HB1-ABGE TI4B2E  JO4MB  KO517B  VI-5F4D Seemingly disunified in IRG
#47 but we could not find the
record.

EEl U+7544 B 1023 D:l EE EE EE[ E=| S.1.5.a,S.15e

02543 UK-01520 G0-675E  HB2-CD72  T2283%  JI4T13T  K24830 Meaning unclear.

7544 4 WS
= ] B8
BE-3377 TI2A3  JOB137
U+24C30 | 24C30 }j:{ EE Possibly Unifiable
J L\ U+24C32 | = 1024 ﬁ a JTC TN S.1.5.b/S.15.i, S.1.5.f
T13-2E3E UCS2003  GKXAOTE026  TE-327A
02549
24C32 P P Ed
=4 TV JIC JTN
UCE2003  GKX-0TED28  TE-3%65
U+7559 - - Possibly Unifiable
ZAB| 7559 [ ] o B IEy)) Y
02551 == R 1025 Eéj []éé FH EllélJ Jéélj ==
T13-2E40 GO-4174 HB1-AFB4 TI-5667  JO4E31  KD5TIA  VI-5FS0




S.15.4a,S.15.

of. IRGN2263 | Al
disunified-
7 |withdss|| | to ST+
- - handwritten material and t .
s %raj st B OO W ﬁ*? 'F{f resh. TS wonld b comidaaile v | 02553
T13=2E43 G178 HENAFS 1568 BRAEX Tk 18F5; . dlsumﬁﬁd ]
to B8
I U+24C3B | 24C3B -k 4 Unifiable
== =24 T cf. UCV #152
02552 T13-2E41 UCS2003 TF-2C49 152
Sl A
Az U+24C9D | 249D v A& Possibly Unifiable
02566 H 1028 fi[\; B
GHZR52722.14 UCS2003  GKX-OTES.08  TE-5541
4—\—‘ U+759A 759A e 7 J \ Unifiable
A 1043 jﬁk VR 7\ S.15.¢
02595 T13-2E4E GO3E4E  HB1-AAB®  T14ETA  JOB14C HL5A~ '..-'1-5F5I3 Characters with this
component are
unified/postponed in IRG #49.
== 02596 \ Unifiable
02597 'J ;E J 3% Cognate glyphs with a single
T13-2E50 T13-2E4F overshoot.
U+75C5 | 75C5 “ LI . Possibly Unifiable
N i1 \ x ) - \ % 1,
02598 JW 71045 Jﬁ ’J[‘/'\]’ J[*j JP‘ZI JP{I I | sas.
T13-2E51 G0-3221  HBI-AFEE  TI-5EES  J04947  KO503B Vi-5FE4
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jﬁg U+7656 | 7656 . }_ \ X ey e Unifiable
o 10413 E:lf: E$ E_% E:'f E$ B_;F‘ Apparent displacement. If this
T13-2E5A G0-T131  HBIC2TD  T1-T669  JO4A4A  KD-5BTE  V2-8E31 is not the glyph corresponds
02635 - “&\ R - T SRIPSTEA to U+7656, the evidence does
\ Wi )| 1 ‘.; .': : : n;’ - J .
AR Ll £ ‘i.‘.‘.?‘ et s not provide the exact match
& o s B ORI, A s, < shape to the modern form.
N a3 ' o )W N )
?‘Q U+7678 | 7878 y\g )7{{ 7‘(:; ?\Q },—r Unifiable
02644 R ST SIS AN AN~ S.15.b
T13-2E60 G0-396F HB1-ACD1  T15254 KO-4D24  VISFTC
% U+7687 7687 Iél Ir:I E I_’:_I E' lél Unifiable
02652 284 L T = FH= = T+ S.15.
T13-2E66 G0-3B4A HE1-ACDI  T15256  J03844  KOTCS5 V16025
U+2690D | 2690D E D g Unifiable
g v iy S.15.
02655 T13-2E67 UCE2003  GKX-100022  TE-4365 cf. UCV #295
295
| i i
% U+26918 | 258918 —_— ; = ? = Unifiable
02662 g 1329 Ei == % Cognate glyphs with an extra
T13-2EBA UCS2003  GKX-100029  T4-4C80

stroke.

11




02689 Unifiable
02685 ﬁ g‘ Cognate glyphs with minor
T13-2E72 T13-2E76 variation.
7 S.15.a/S.1.5.¢/S.1.5.i
02687 IITL
T13-2E74
=2
02690 10111
T13-2E75
l_H U+25049 | 25049 _Ea: EJ_ 'EE: Possibly Unifiable
[111 e 1 1 PO o i A A S.15b
02663 GHZR52716.02 UCS2003  GKXN-O0783.10  TE-3320 cf. UCV #83, #182
FH SR [
Tt
T13-2E78
% U+2505E 2505E i _ I - % Unifiable
02697 T m 1086 [ITL It oot S.15.i
T13-2E77 UCS2003  GKX-07T8405  T4-3340
l—_-ﬁ: U+76DB | 76DR i‘ sz Ew: E,‘E\ i‘ ]—E Possibly Unifiable
02698 IITL v s s A s % i |sise
T13-2E7A GO-4A22 HB1-B2B1 TI5C36  J0-4038  KO-B0TC  V1-6032

12




— . 02723 — Unifiable
02728 E‘ E Cognate glyphs with an extra
T13-2F26 T13-2F24 stroke.
M U+77C7 | 77C7 e pgEs e b AL A | Unifiable
Hi A 109.14 H% E% H% E%E Hﬁf H%?\ The evidence does not show
T13-2F38 G1-7857 HB1-C3A9  TI-7B5&  JO-B25E  KI6DE0  WI6055 | how distinctive the stroke
02789
would be in Clerical Script.
At \/ "
—.‘E‘IX\ (N & )
>, U+229B5 I~ ) Unifiable
229B5 = ‘
¥ 625 % T The evidence suggests that X
02800 T13-2F3B UCS2003  GHZ-21405.08 is on the top-right rather than
o right above.
?ﬂﬂkz. o
-7 U+7950 ?950 — Unifiable
$Ij T % % JT What the evidence in Clerical
T13-2F51 G35726 HB1-AFAT TISTIA  J04D34  KO-95E Script shows is merely
02917 || — e .
'&g ,_\< _‘\n # rotational variation and not
\*. ‘ \E‘ “ distinctive in modern script.
h U+795E | 79RE 5 a \. — = Unifiable
02921 $ﬁ% 135 %EIE] %EE %EE %EE HTEFI %Elfl

T13-2F56

G0-4971

HB1-AFAB  T1-57ZE

JO-3F40

KO-6364 V16121

13




The evidence suggests that the

shape is a curved EB with a

dot.
e U+27186 | 27186 + = - Unifiable
i =2 ohwg o M TS Hanyu Da Zidian cites the
GHZR52582.13 UCS2003 GHZ-53339.4  T7-6248 same source twice.
02961
%Iﬁ]“ #97 o (BRER - BERR) - “ 39, (B0 H B4,
BEW.”
2. Evidence
SIN Glyph Evidence Comment
01512 Questionable evidence.
% 50! 35 %ﬂ = ‘%ﬁ The context seems to indicate [&; (U+2301E) rather than this
UK-01624 character. Is the transcription accurate?
00047 L LR L D el P Possibly non-Han script.
UH ﬁﬁ'@ K %@ %._é.,‘ This passage describes that Khitans embroider their banner with the
UK-02962 e B piece of writing, alongside translation to Chinese. It is suspected to be
e a reproduction of a Khitan, or some non-Han script character.
S EER. p

14




01559

UK-01555

14/21 Wi ~ | &,

Questionable evidence.

8/16 A (*mu? ) <| & |(read as £F*mu?).

There is another character (02562) appears in the same document, with
similar but less presumable description. Is this character a result of

valid alteration in ancient script, or some kind of editorial error?

01575 H\i_'—i b & 7 Evidence unclear.
L ol % Too small to identify. Is there any supporting evidence?
G_PGLG2013 p D
00128 - - ~ i .
o & | n ﬁ Evidence unclear.
7I< - E Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any supporting evidence?
UTC-01202 = X T
02028 Evidence unclear.

Ik

UTC-01241

Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any supporting evidence?
We also found another competing glyph shape shown below. (Note: it
does not mean we trust this one, either.)
https://ctext.org/library.pl?if=gb&file=60541&page=111

————

.
|l v A

L

15



https://ctext.org/library.pl?if=gb&file=60541&page=111

02111 2 Questionable evidence.
i jé The evidence states “Partially illegible”. There are doubt on how much
UK-01533 authentic the transcription attempt could be.
3/9 F ~ & Partially illegible. Following HLy, who takes top right element
; =
as . LL transcribes as| #&.
02137 Tﬂ """""" 1 3 — Evidence unclear.
? i ﬁ T ‘E Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any supporting evidence?
UTC-01256 ﬁ ?2 }-
=
02145 :ﬁﬂ i\]. + ‘i ,E. ' 'ﬁ' Evidence unclear.
17X ° nr . Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any supporting evidence?
UTC-01257 N R iy
02190 Evidence unclear.

-

UTC-01263

Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any supporting evidence?

16




02212

7

Evidence unclear.

Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any supporting evidence?

UTC-01265 !E
% ’
02262 ke — Questionable evidence.
el % ﬁ% There are more than two different glyphs impressed in modern type
UTC-01272 ﬁ ;Et- (cf. 02284) representing the same person’s name, which reminds us of
:E a high probability of editorial error.
02277 ) + Evidence unclear.
-]
UT{:ﬁzﬁ !j] Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any supporting evidence?
it
02284 ke Questionable evidence.
= é ]‘E‘ There are more than two different glyphs impressed in modern type
UTC-01276

T
=

(cf. 02262) representing the same person’s name, which reminds us of

a high probability of editorial error.

17




02299

Evidence unclear.

1 5
I ',}1! iF' Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any supporting evidence?
uTc-01279 - -
02309 Questionable evidence.
mEE The left hand side does not look like a usual realization of JIt. Itis
T13-2D59 probably a variant of J[C.
02315 Questionable evidence.
JT Iﬁ The left hand side does not look like a usual realization of JTT. It is
T13-2D58B probably a variant of J[t. Also looks like jifi (U+25673).
02387 Questionable evidence.

T

UK-01480

The ancient form does not look like the transcribed glyph. Is this a
popular transcription? Some other literature that refers to the book
prefers f# (U+246D1).
http://www.guoxuedashi.com/kangxi/pic.php?f=jjzldzd&p=72

18



http://www.guoxuedashi.com/kangxi/pic.php?f=jjzldzd&p=72

02463 EEI Evidence unclear.
1 é,. Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any supporting evidence?
T13-2E22
pa
02471 f Evidence unclear.
ﬁ Too small to identify some strokes. Is there any supporting evidence?
T13-2E24
02472 Evidence unclear.

ot

T13-2E23

It is not clearly rendered as 4 within the evidence. It could also be

FE with an extra stroke.

19




Evidence unclear.

02702 EIE[
JITL The top part is not unambiguous enough to support the proposed glyph;
T13-2E7C it could be double H, double H, or B (which the right character on
this image is supposed to have?)
02941 an Questionable evidence.
'Ii% The highlighted character in the image should have the radical #<
KC-02995 (145). The entire paragraph is a quotation of (177 /) , which on
: 13l ives V=] tL)
:& ,\1“’ - - Y_g this part reads 228 H FRFE R,
w. E\% o ‘,u’ '\‘?‘: = }__. https://zh.wikisource.org/wiki/%ES%AE%8B%E6%9IB%B8/%E5%S
D%B722#%E3%80%8A%E7%99%BDY%E7%B4%B5%E7%AF%87
%ES5%A4%ATY%EIY%IBY%B5%E3%80%8B_%E6%98%8EY%ES%B8
%9D%E9%80%A0
02955 i Questionable evidence.

%

KC-03037

T

i s

L LEPYELL ~ I T Wy

The highlighted character in the image should have the radical #<
(145). The sequence reads “¥ 5348 B, which is assumed to be a title
of court servants in charge of footwear. In this case, it should be unified
to # (U+896A).

20



https://zh.wikisource.org/wiki/%E5%AE%8B%E6%9B%B8/%E5%8D%B722%23%E3%80%8A%E7%99%BD%E7%B4%B5%E7%AF%87%E5%A4%A7%E9%9B%85%E3%80%8B_%E6%98%8E%E5%B8%9D%E9%80%A0
https://zh.wikisource.org/wiki/%E5%AE%8B%E6%9B%B8/%E5%8D%B722%23%E3%80%8A%E7%99%BD%E7%B4%B5%E7%AF%87%E5%A4%A7%E9%9B%85%E3%80%8B_%E6%98%8E%E5%B8%9D%E9%80%A0
https://zh.wikisource.org/wiki/%E5%AE%8B%E6%9B%B8/%E5%8D%B722%23%E3%80%8A%E7%99%BD%E7%B4%B5%E7%AF%87%E5%A4%A7%E9%9B%85%E3%80%8B_%E6%98%8E%E5%B8%9D%E9%80%A0
https://zh.wikisource.org/wiki/%E5%AE%8B%E6%9B%B8/%E5%8D%B722%23%E3%80%8A%E7%99%BD%E7%B4%B5%E7%AF%87%E5%A4%A7%E9%9B%85%E3%80%8B_%E6%98%8E%E5%B8%9D%E9%80%A0

02964 by Not modern form.
]%J | % The character shows a stylistic variation in Clerical Script (#2), which
T13-2F64 "r_lr_’ is not necessarily rendered into the proposed shape in Regular Script (k¢
| G B S ).
3. Radical
SIN Glyph Attributes Comment
Radical: 069.0 Radical — 131.0 (F7)
01523 % The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the top.
G_71691401
3 Radical: 072.0 Radical — 043.0 (L)
01562 $j[; The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
G_Z0862201
Radical: 072.0 Radical — 073.0 ()
01632 Hﬁ The evidence suggests that the meaning is about word, thus it should fall under H
G_Z0821310 instead of H, unless the left side is an error of 1.
g‘_% Radical: 075.0 Radical — 030.0 (1)
01695 The evidence suggests that the top-left [ is the determinative for derived character.
G_74881302
t Radical: 075.0 Radical — 061.0 (:.(»)
01745 1*;&‘\ The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
G_Z72982202
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> Radical: 082.0 Radical — 187.0 (/5)
01904 1 The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the middle.
GHZR42147.22
e Radical: 082.0 Radical — 119.0 (k)
01915 'I'—f t] The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the middle.
G_Z0381203
N t Radical: 085.0 Radical — 061.0 (:.[»)
02002 FIAT The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
G_Z2982305
Radical: 091.0 Radical — 073.0 (H)
02351 The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
G_Z0231401
. _‘ Radical: 092.0 Radical — 001.0 (—)
02355 The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
G_73932105
j===X Radical: 092.0 Radical — 057.0 ()
02357 ,ﬁ: The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the top.
G_73912101
“ 3 Radical: 094.0 Radical — 130.0 ()
b k]
02393 {'Jk f’]{ The character is related to %% (U+7136), thus to it (U+80B0).

T13-2D6A UK-01584
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?E_Ej. Radical: 094.0 Radical — 020.0 (/)
00425 B, The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the bottom. Revert the
G_71421501 previous change.
Radical: 096.0 Radical — 063.0 (F)
02455 F:]—t_ The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the left, which represents a
G_74831501 single half of double doors or [ (U+9580), being equivalent to & (U+6236).
W Radical: 100.0 Radical — 067.0 (3X)
02526 i)—\r The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
G_Z74612203
Radical: 102.0 Radical — 075.0 (k)
02571 *ﬁ The evidence suggests that the phonetic component is at the right.
G_7486140.2
Radical: 102.0 Radical — 130.0 (H)
02577 gg The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
G_71432204
Radical: 106.0 Radical — 140.0 ()
02659 The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
G_Z0222102
_ Radical: 108.0 Radical — 019.0 (/)
02696 JITL
GHZR52743.08
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YA Radical: 108.0 Radical — 010.0 (JL)
b}
02711 The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the right.
G_71482101
?ﬁ% Radical: 109.0 Radical — 085.0 (7K)
02096 Ei The evidence suggests that the semantic component is at the top.
G_73341203
Radical: 111.0 Radical — 009.0 (\)
02823 % The evidence suggests that the bottom 7 is the determinative.
UK-01453
4. Others
SIN Glyph Attributes Comment
01580 Glyph Should match the evidence (on the WS charttoo). 3n5a7 5
i 1%
G_73781104 e
01704 3 Glyph The dot inside could be more significant.
K 30sE7 4
¥ #7598
G 70932301 GZ-0832301
01732 = Glyph Should match the evidence. B
=] =3
UK-01380 %]
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02235 "J:JJ Glyph Should match the evidence. The four-dot fire seemingly only
3 ‘%‘ covers the right half.
KC-02285
01497 Eﬁ IDS: TEEX IDS — [[EX
UK-01505
01539 }rﬁ IDS: I HEURNE | IDS— I H
KC-01508
01560 ﬁ IDS: A H IDS — = JLH
= Isn’t the right-bottom part a unit?
UK-01599
01685 % IDS: L] ERA | IDS — RK
/
UK-02755
01720 = IDS: IREH— IDS —» IRE
’{‘?‘
=
KC-01836
01722 Fﬂ' IDS: [IARYL IDS — [AZL
g
G_74282402

25




01954

IDS— [y &

K -
VS
T13-2C56
01959 . IDS: EEK IDS — /K
i
UTC-01238
01973 ::ﬁ IDS: i} (S SYAN IDS — Y &=
T13-2C60
02129 N IDS; [T IDS — 11V 3
bl )
KC-02157
02471 f IDS: T IDS —» ED A
ﬁ Original data corrupted.
T13-2E24
02501 J,'F IDS: [T EF H#E IDS — I E&
KC-02657
02505 JTE\ IDS: &N | IDS — &K |
T13-2E31
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02649

IDS: - H7
El[ A Replaces HANGUL LETTER KIYEOK, which is not allowed in the syntax of
KC-02794 IDS, with CIK STROKE HZ.
02880 ﬁl: IDS: i H IDS— A%
KC-02915
03801 : IDS: IR AER IDS — IURAEE
[jis
KC-03032
02952 - IDS: R IDS — | R
III@ Original data corrupted.
KC-03002
01497 T/S: 0 T/S—>1
Eﬁ Matches the simplified form.
UK-01505
01551 J}j_j
G_73601106
01565 5[ %
G_Z0981201
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01575

i

G_PGLG2013

01582

1

G_74381501

01589

122

G_74091401

01618

10

G_/3551104

01643

gD

G_73642404

01687

.
G_71112101

01693

U

G_70222601
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00061

A

G_73391401

03632

GHZR31333.11

01746

5

G_/73632101

02441

258,
52

G_71412103

01908

B

G_70421202

01914

GHZR42150.11

01915

G_Z0381203
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02009

1P

G_74962204

02008

IX

G_74792508

02077

Vg

G_74042101

02177

L

G_71392601

02182

45

G_74521401

02231

]

W
G_Z0722601

02241

1

-
s
r-':*

W

G_/1102201

L.
&
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00419

£/

G_Z4052201
00593 I]],l%
G_71491101
02322 J-@
G_74321201
02340 e T/S: 1 T/S—0
"E The leftmost component is not true simplified form, that unlikely to have the
T13-2D61 more “traditional” counterpart.
02371 —_ T/S: 0 T/S—>1
/
I;I:X Matches the simplified form.
G_73242501
02411 zﬁ
G_73321602
02527 1 T/S: 0 T/S — 1?
Matches the simplified form, but possibly the realization of the rarer character
G_72502401

itself in traditional context.
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02570

ik

G_72132603

02604

-

7

G_70141501

02605

M

G_70592101

02606

-

G_73671501

02708

i

G_70101203

02709

%ﬁ}

G_71982203

02706

i)

G_70902603

T/S: 0

T/S—>1

Matches the simplified form.
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02714

D

G_/2311402
02838
Xy
G_71332501
02841
i
G_71342403
02850 E%
G_70632304
02863 ﬁ ﬁ:
G_74632402
02867 EEF
G_70492402
02878 ﬁ%
G_75122101
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02928

e

G_72942401
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