IRG Working Set 2017v2.0

Source: SAT Wang Yifan
Date: Generated on 2018-10-14

Response
Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description
03777 Response Needs discussion whether 3R and IR are unifiable.
03777
Y 140.12.15
Bl USAT00077
03404 Response Needs discussion whether % and %< / 5k and 3K are
03404 VA unifiable.
3K 119.13.15 95
® USAT00771
01898 N Response Needs discussion whether & and A are unifiable. This
01898 > component frequently appears in our source.
7K 85.5.8
K USAT01485
00306 Response Needs discussion whether 5% and 3k are unifiable.
00306 EA
£ 21.12.14 95/ \
= USATO01533
03333 Response Needs discussion whether t and —+ are unifiable.
03333 /4%
17118.13.19 I\g
S USAT01639
03678 Response Postpone for unification to U+2E3B1.
_H_A
03678 ’fEE
B R ysaTo2649
00111 Response Need discussion. According to our source, this character is
00111 - related to 1% and U+2CF74 to .
A96.8
:‘_SAT- USAT03106




Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description
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02397 Response Needs discussion whether # and & are unifiable.
02397 ) f:I'E
X 86.11.15
USAT04227
01553 Gk Response Needs discussion whether such recomposition is unifiable. The
01553 B shape is stable.
T 69.12.16
USAT04261
00254 Response Needs discussion. We are not very positive of £ U+209E2's
00254 unifiability to the left component of U+20745 unless with other
7118.8.10 experts' support.
USAT04262
00401 Response Needs discussion. This glyph contains one of frequent
l] %E components in our source that related to multiple characters.
USAT04361 SAT-He6A =R F i 47

A conflated shape that is related to either & (U+3694) or % (U+2B889).
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Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description
01206 Response Agree. Radical = 149.0. Full context is:
01206 ?
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00322 Response Needs discussion whether F and + (not ) are unifiable.
00322  JfF (not )
+ 24.15.17 ﬁF-
EIREF USAT04690
01263 Response Needs discussion whether F and F are unifiable.
01263 /|\¥
USAT04707
01015 ':' Response Needs discussion whether such recomposition is unifiable.
/ I
USAT04761
00312 — Response Needs discussion. All witnesses we have agree to have /2
‘/A inside that we assume a great degree of shape stability as a
n whole.
USAT05020
00313 ~ Response Disagree. < and & are not unifiable because different in
00313 \{A number of components.
C 23.10.12 a
& USAT05021
04820 Eﬁ Response The shape is stable. Needs discussion whether £ll and 5l are
04820 unifiable.
£ 190.7.17 IJ
USAT05061
02364 Response Need discussion. The left component is actually related to our

02364

=
R

USAT05070

auxiliary component.

SAT-HO6A KT j1Eais

y A conflated shape that is related to either 25 (U+3694) or 4* (U+2B889).




Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description
01820 Response The right side is a frequent component in our source that is
01820 ll:ﬁ related to 3z, while the counterpart in U+2DB5B is intended to
1£77.5.9 be Z. Thus it needs discussion on unifiability between them.
- USAT05106
’ SAT-PO3A K TR
An alternative development of 32 (U+652F) from the Seal-Cleric glyph.
— IRG WS2015 00511 (USAT09010)
03141 Response Disagree. According to WS2015 evidence, U+30A27 is a
03141 i:\‘ variant of 3%, while this character #. They are non-cognate.
K 115.7.12 } IL 3
2=
USAT05171 &“ ” ”
ﬂlJiﬁl T K EERE R : “ B, AL
00591 I Response Needs discussion whether I7~K and 7, 2% and %2 are
00591 I]?J unifiable.
030.14.17 K
: USAT05511
02223 Response Needs discussion whether = and K are unifiable.
02223 5,
7K 85.16.19 {
- USATO05574
S12A*
01146 Response The left side is a common component in our source. Needs
01146 ] discussion whether it is unifiable to [ and its kind.
= 49.8.11 SAT-S@7A | E lE BB B2 [
USAT05619 An alternate shape of [E (U+268DD).
| E The shape with leftward sweep on the first stroke still comes under this component.
02705 Response We will provide additional images at IRG.
02705 H]
4 100.7.12
(D USATO05677
00027 g Response It is not an incidental corruption. The shape is stable as in the
= 4 N evidence.
2, Moreover, according to the context, phonetic annotation 11 8&
USATO5688 is given for the left component, which suggests that it was
intended to be % in the original work, not &.
00996 Response Need discussion. The shape is stable. Another evidence for
reference.
~
USAT05844
00161 Hj Response Needs discussion whether £ U+6556 and X U-00022F95 are
00161 unifiable.
A 9.13.15 7j
USAT05849
00984 Response Needs discussion whether ¥ and ¥ are unifiable.
00984 .

~ 40.13.16 ﬁ

Heg USAT05856




Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description
00211 Response This shape indicates the bottom half of & U+24514. It certainly
00211 has been confused with 8 U+518F (cf. & U+24526), but
[113.4.6 etymologically this shape has component "hand" inside instead
G4X UsAT05857 of "windowpane" or "mouse".
01522 Response The right top shape is an alternative interpretation of that in
01522 E Seal script. Needs discussion on unifiability with 52.
% 66.7.11

PR

USAT05866




Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description
02357 Response Disagree. The glyph has an additional element and different in
02357 =5 abstract shape.
35N
X 86.9.13 ML
X USAT06046
00182 182 MA Response Needs discussion whether IA and M are unifiable.
0}? 8 cf. 2 U+3634 vs 42 U+5750, [1 U+2D22C vs T U+55AA
10.7.9
I ATL ysaToB097
01689 J— Response Need discussion. We are not very positive of the component's
01689 (U+188807?) unifiability with £3. The strokes are stable going
K 75.6.10 ﬁ outward.
~# UsAT06107
02299 Response Needs discussion. The description in is consistent across
02299 7 versions in having X and X.
X 86.6.10 —I=
t USAT06116
03686 e Response Needs discussion whether the component and 7 are unifiable.
03686 i g | cf. U+26B8A, U+286C4 etc.
Y% 140.6.9 ]
71— USAT06146
01293 Response Needs discussion whether B and B are unifiable.
01293
0 61.7.11 JN
EHED USAT06183
04905 Response Needs discussion whether & and & are unifiable.
04905 £ "
r196920 iy
USAT06247
04029 - Response Needs discussion whether 3 and B are unifiable.
04029 =
= 149.14.21 I
& UsAT06248
03456 Response Disagree. It is not unifiable due to NUCV #405.
03456
% 120.18.24
USAT06262
03498 |7UI Response Needs discussion whether PU and [0 are unifiable, as this
03498 variation is common in our source. It is non-cognate with
M 122.4.8 ;I\ U+7F59.
SRS USAT06267
01466 —5a Response Needs discussion whether # U+23A8A and 3% U+6BBC are
01466 Tﬁﬁ unifiable.
F 64.11.15 %‘5.
ERF USAT06344
00214 00214 — Response Needs discussion whether sz and & are unifiable.
—14.8.10 ” X,
E £ USAT06362
01365 Response Needs discussion whether ™ and ~ are unifiable.
01365 M=)
0 61.14.17 ﬂ'(
USAT06382
02160 ~ Response Needs discussion whether 1t and 5 are unifiable.
02160 ~
’k 85.13.16 ‘g

&SAT-P09A;

USAT06430




Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description
01438 /\/\ Response Disagree. We are not positive of the component's unifiability to
01438 Ff. The shape is one of frequent components in our source,
¥ 64.8.11 }F whose closest variant we think in UCS is U+22199.
u USAT06446 SAT-PegA [ MFF
An alternative shape of #% (U+22199).
AA, — IRG WS2015 01117 (USAT08402)
00181 _.& Response Needs discussion whether 7c and JC (JT) are unifiable.
USAT06450
00305 Response Disagree. The shape is stable. We have parallel cases such as
t|<J<_<| fi§ U+8166 vs Jiifi U+266C1.
USAT06473
00121 Response We are not very positive of similarity with U+5559 unless with
00121 _[J:I: other experts' support. The shape is stable. Non-cognate with
A 9.8.10 AN U+23981.
M USAT06493
00126 Response Disagree. This is not an incidental corruption. The evidence
states that it is a vulgar character whose right top part is T,
thus difference in abstract shape.
USAT06519
02863 Response Additional evidence. Note that we have modified the branching
02863 point to follow Taisho Tripitaka's (Japanese modern
B 109.4.9 typography) convention.
XA USAT06593
——
02863 02863 Response The bottom component is consistently E. Needs discussion on
H/H/8 unifiability because the confusion is very common in
B 109.4.9 our source.
EIRE USAT06593
00420 Response Need discussion. We are not very positive of unifiability
00420 l]; N between #= and .
M 30.7.10 IF
USAT06600
03992 Response Needs discussion whether f& and £ are unifiable.
03992 1k
5 148.6.14 ’|%|
Sl USATO06605
03649 Response Needs discussion whether component H3-01 and T are
03649 - i bl A
E unifiable. As | remember, unifiability of T~ and A are
¥ 140.3.6 established since IRG #48.
=++&H3-01;  ysAT06643
01410 j:n Response Needs discussion on the component's unifiability with £.
USAT06644
00051 s Response Need discussion. We are not very positive of its similarity with

)

=:

USAT06670

U+4E56 due to structural difference, unless there are other
experts' support.




Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description
02721 Response Disagree. It is not unifiable due to NUCV #405.
02721
H 102.4.9
s USAT06713
02310 Response We would like to follow 3% for this character. SC = 7 (no
02310 ) change).
/ cf. Longkan Shoujian
5 USAT06726 http://www.guo_xuedashi.com/kangxi/pic.php?f=|ongkan&p=183
|
1
‘ = 1N
03431 Response Disagree. We are not positive of the component's unifiability to
03431 ( I\/\ F*. See the response on 01438.
#120.8.14 JIN
USAT06761
02505 Response Not unifiable due to NUCV #405, unless we have another rule
02505 on IRz and (TR &K
4 93.11.15
X USAT06773
02061 Response Needs discussion whether £ and A are unifiable.
02061 b
7 85.10.13 {HIJ
USAT06786
00087 Response Disagree with unifying to U+68C4. It is a variant of the head-
character that looks like U+25F52, which is 2. Non-cognate
with U+68C4.
USAT06811
02385 Response Needs discussion whether [ and &/ are unifiable.
02385 )
X 86.11.15 n
USAT06813
03342 03342 N Response Needs discussion whether 7+ and A are unifiable.
5
m1s1824 PR
T USATO06847
03590 Response Needs discussion whether [J and A are unifiable.
03590 ]
7 130.10.16 BSJ
EEW USAT06902
04090 0 Response Disagree. There is an additional component that makes it and
04090 (= # U+20F78 different in abstract shape. It is also non-cognate
B 154.6.13 E with U+20E90, which is related to 1.
=nE USAT06938
01203 Response Agree. Radical A 130.0.
01203 e ?
I~ 53.16.19
HEP USAT06943
01203 Response Needs discussion whether 23 and B are unifiable.
01203 W
[~ 53.16.19

USAT06943




Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description
03976 =05 Response Seems wrong evidence given. Please see additional images.
03976 i Needs discussion whether & and & are unifiable. The shape
1 146.10.16 Q?JEI is possibly coming from the association with moon phases.
..... o % - - -
EIFR USAT06957 CIr/S o
E -
- a f ;
Y. 4 s
03976 =05 Response cf. Longkan Shoujian
03976 J http://www.guoxuedashi.com/kangxi/pic.php?f=longkan&p=338
i 146.10.16 g-elJEl http://www.guoxuedashi.com/kangxi/pic.php?f=longkan&p=360
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01285 ~ Response Needs discussion on unifiability between % and 3%, H3-01/5/
01285 - e
T, and significance of —.
i 61.6.10 =
USAT06978
03847 Response The right component is stable, and is a common shape in our
03847 ’r source. See the response on 01820. Additionally, it is not a
= 142.5.11 X "wrong" glyph but a glyph precedes the standardization of
3 Regular script in Tang period. Needs discussion whether it is
USAT07003 it
unifiable to 2.
02018 S Response Needs discussion whether &5 and & are unifiable.
02018 \{
USAT07019
03571 Response Needs discussion whether such recomposition is unifiable.
03571 ﬂy;
E 128.9.15 [ AN
(EEH#D  ysaTO7042
01534 Response Disagree. It is not unifiable due to NUCV #405.
01534
% 66.11.15
USAT07071
01835 Response Needs discussion whether % and 47 are unifiable.

01835
% 785.9

USAT07103




Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description
04305 S AA Response Disagree. We are not positive of the component's unifiability to
04305 > 9:'; F. See the response on 01438.
USAT07108
00367 Response Needs discussion whether &7 U+6B7A and j U+239B5 are
00367 "—!3'2 unifiable.
H-
USATO07173
01843 :I:)_L Response Needs discussion whether the left component is unifiable to i
JIX =
USAT07176
01228 Response Glyphs are consistent in having % in bottom left. Needs
01228 e discussion whether % and {1iJ) ) are unifiable.
=158.6.9 & rl]
SE USAT07189
02732 Response Needs discussion whether 7} and /R are unifiable.
02732 [H/\
A 102.5.10 /J\
(AR USAT07201
00209 Response Agree to unify to U+2E307. Other versions have varied shapes
m that may have little distinction with U+2E307. Should be IVS.
USAT07205
00744 - Response Needs discussion. The shape itself is stable.
00744 TN
+32.9.12 AIA
F— USAT07210
03517 XX Response The {1157 5 component only appears in this line of our source,
03517 where witnesses all have incompleteness in printing. Thus we
M 122.13.19 q]% deem the most complete version of the component to be what
E B USATO7231 we provide. Any suggestion supporting {1iM 5 would be also
welcome, while we take it minor difference as a character.
04539 Response Needs discussion whether FfT and &f are unifiable.
04539 =)
P 160816 |
IR USATO07232
01359 Response Needs discussion whether £ U+6556 and X U-00022F95 are
01359 Hi unifiable.
/0 61.13.16 ﬁ
USAT07236
00378 Response Disagree. This glyph is the lower part of & U+231AA, which is
00378 etymologically reversed & U+4EAF. " U+20BC3 is an
[30.3.6 unidentified character only whose pronunciation is known to be
= USAT07270 the same as . U+231AA, despite its shape on Kangxi
dictionary, should not be considered to be composed of El/H
and U+20BC3 itself, as the same component also has varied
rendering in Regular script, such as in £ U+3AD7 or £
U+23189. & U+2A277, the older form of the headword &
U+8983 also does not have the final hook. This glyph and
U+20BC3 should be regarded as false friends.
01175 Response Needs discussion whether 5 U+24286 and = U+7968 are

01175 - [I]%

USAT08280

H12A,;

unifiable.




Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description
01740 01740 Response Needs discussion whether W and =t are unifiable.
K 75.9.13 ’ I /K\
RERNLR . ysaT08374
03407 Response Needs discussion whether =-1™ . and & are unifiable. cf. #
03407 W/ U+2B279, | U+2DBIE
>k 119.14.20 E
B UsAT08407
01409 Response Need discussion. We are not very positive of unifiability of <]
01409 \ and 77 unless with other experts' support.
F64.6.9
e USAT08424
00395 Response Needs discussion whether % U+2009E and % U+200A0 are
00395 l]\ /. unifiable.
03058
; USAT08441
02047 + Response Needs discussion whether 13X K (51X 3K) and %k are
02047 _.\X unifiable.
7K 85.10.15 M
USAT08442
01655 Response Agree. Radical A& 130.0.
01655 = ?
A 74.6.10 B
USAT08443
01655 Response Needs discussion whether [ U+2D9D4 and & are unifiable.
01655 =
B 746.10 H
USAT08443
03388 Response Needs discussion whether £ and 3 are unifiable.
03388 ﬁ
k1191016 SHZ
EI&SAT- USATO8505
S10A;3K
03949 Response Needs discussion whether 5 and & are unifiable.
03949
X 145.8.13
USAT08506
01724 Response Disagree. We are not positive of the component's unifiability to
01724 /‘/‘ F. See the response on 01438.
K 75.8.12
- USAT08588
02890 Response Needs discussion whether 5 and § are unifiable.
02890 HEI
B 109.8.13 ﬁ
(HEs USAT08633
03701 03701 g Response Needs discussion whether -+ and 3 are unifiable.
Y 140.8.11 %
= #  usaT08706
02179 Response Needs discussion whether B and F are unifiable.

K 85.14.17
W USAT08708

02179 %%




Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description
03107 Response Agree. Radical >& 119.0.
03107 11374
T113.1318 7N
""" Xk usaTosss2
02866 Response Needs discussion whether B and F are unifiable.
02866 =X
E 109.4.9 H
EJ&SAT- USATO08897
S04A; 8B
00835 Response The top two horizontal bars have almost equal length in
00835 = witnesses. We would like to take T in line with existing
E characters, thus radical &= 32.0. IDS no change.
USAT08978
02926 Response Needs discussion whether 35 and % are unifiable.
02926
¥ 110.7.12 [ |
rE USAT09034
00476 Response Needs discussion whether component H3-01 and T_ are
00476 1S nifiable.
7l-< unifiable
030.9.12 =
FIRE&H3-01, ysATO9073
04131 Response Needs discussion whether 7= and % are unifiable.
04131 %zk
E 156.7.15 LI
R USAT09121
04035 TR Response Needs discussion whether the component (or & U+27DCF)
04035 EvATY and & are unifiable.
= 149.25.32 [[) 1]
IWAE  ysaT09174
01699 Response Needs discussion whether H# U+21275 and Jk are unifiable.
01699 i j:
K 75.7.11
LERHE USAT09177
02992 Response Disagree. We are not positive of the component's unifiability to
02992 ﬁ/‘/\ Ff. See the response on 01438.
A 112.8.13 ﬂ:
HIB8SAT-  ysaT09224
01425 it Response Need discussion. If we literally take the evidence, it is related
01425 ]:“’ with ¥ and non-cognate with & U+22BA4, which is only
F64.7.10 E known to be related to 3. However, both are citing obscure
i USAT09241 sources that could be wrong.
01656 Response Agree. Radical A 130.0.
01656 %‘5‘
USAT09609
01861 Response Needs discussion whether [1 U+2D558 and /& are unifiable.
01861 Two characters U+2E7FF and U+2D558 was accepted back in
% 82.8.12 a Ext. F.
&3 USAT90333
04370 Response Agree. Radical Z 162.0.

04370 \‘%
2 163.8.12 1

N5 USAT90361




Sn Image/Source Comment Type Description
04182 Response Agree. IVS to U+8E26 after IRG #49 Discussion Record.
04182 \ 218 ZF and % are common calligraphy variants. - Gl f:ﬁﬁélf
2 157.9.16 n imncatloja ©f | Propose to add new (N)UCV Rule & = .- to. AT -n
i & and 3 Existing Disunified: o the future,
£ & USAT90393 e % (U+TAD2) = & (U+5947). '::Coded
% (U+5BD5C) = ¥ (U+3TE2). o
5 (U+FA11) = & (U+5D0E)- need  be

i (U+202E3) = f& (U+501A)- separated o
e (U+22C24) = #F (U+638E ). o




