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UTC has submitted IRGN2369 (aka L2/19-185) to do the horizontal extensions for 150 CJK 

Unified Ideographs. This document shows something questionable as below.  

 

1. UTC-00081 for U+9FB8 

 

 

The current UTC-00081 glyph doesn’t match the G9-FE6D glyph under U+9FB8, but it’s as 

the same as the UK-02966 glyph under *U+300EE in WG2 N5032.  

 

When we check USourceData-12.0.0.txt, the Field 6 shows the source of UTC-00081 is GB 

18030-2000, which is as the same as G9-FE6D.  

In L2/03-411, Deborah Goldsmith and Eric Muller pointed out that there are several 

unencoded characters in GB 18030 and HKSCS. In WG2 N2807R and WG2 N2808R, Michel 

and John provided the encoding method of these unencoded characters in GB 18030-2000.  

 

So, the UTC-00081 glyph must match the source glyph in GB 18030-2000.  

Solution:  

Modify the UTC-00081 glyph to match GB 18030-2000 and keep the horizontal extension.  
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2. UTC-00111 for U+9083 

 

 

The current UTC-00111 doesn’t match any existing source under U+9083, KP0-E4AC 

included.  

As Ming Fan’s comment in the email to Unihan list, UTC-00111 should be unified with 

U+2E11C as below.  

 

Solution:  

1) Change the request as below.  

F UTC-00111  𮄜 U+2E11C 

2) Change the information in UAX #45 as below.  

UTC-00111;F;U+2E11C;116.13;0869.071;⿱穴遂;kMatthews 5434; 

 

3. UCI-00942 for U+24FB9 

 

The source reference has just been changed back to the G-Source in WG2 #67 in London 

according my document IRGN2245 and there is no need to add the UCI-prefix source 

reference to U+24FB9.  

Solution:  

Remove this request.  

 

4. UCI-00938 for U+2AD12 

 

The current UCI-00938 doesn’t match the TE-353F glyph for U+2AD12 and the UCI glyph is 

wrong.  

The TE-353F glyph was wrong in Unicode, 5.2.0.  
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However, TCA had modified the glyph since Unicode, 8.0.0.  

 

Please see the details in Section 2 of WG2 N4621 as below.  

 

Solution:  

Remove this request.  

 

5. UCI-00940 for U+2B08F 

 

There is no need to do the horizontal extension for a UCI character. Please see the details in 

Section 1 of WG2 N4621 as below.  
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Solution:  

Remove this request.  

 

6. More HE requests for the UK-Source characters 

There are 4 UK-Source characters in IRGN2369, but there are more UK-Source characters 

which needs to do the horizontal extensions according to the discussion result of WS2015. I 

list them as below.  

A UK-02787  㣇 U+38C7 

A UK-02918  䛩 U+46E9 

B UK-01678  𠈙 U+20219 

B UK-01344  𡉉 U+21249 

B UK-01470  𡠧 U+21827 

B UK-01586  𣉻 U+2327B 

B UK-02922  𣘻 U+2363B 
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B UK-02923  𣠹 U+23839 

B UK-01627  𣿕 U+23FD5 

B UK-01462  𤉡 U+24261 

B UK-02656  𥒎 U+2548E 

B UK-01967  𦲞 U+26C9E 

E UK-01327  𬅶 U+2C176 

F UK-02896  𭹊 U+2DE4A 

 

7. A special case 

UK-02790 is under *U+3050C in WG2 N5032.  

 

But, the Irish NB has pointed out UK-02790 (WS2015-01436) should be unified to U+22C3A 

in the ballot comment, WG2 N5021R.  

 

If the comment from Irish NB were accepted in IRG #52, UK-02790 (WS2015-01436) should 

be removed from WS2015, and it’s better to do the horizontal extension to U+22C3A as 

below.  

B UK-02790  𢰺 U+22C3A 

 

(End of Document) 


