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TCA is currently reviewing the CNS11643 Website (£2J&) for IDS, based on the IDS
Code rule provided by IRGN2225 , but we find that the specification is not very clear at
this stage, so TCA suggests that the IRG experts can focus on the IDS rule for discussion.

According to the results of the review, three phenomena were found, and if there is no
consistent principle, TCA are afraid there will be difficulties for the next submission of
new sets.

1. The confusion of CJK Supplementary Component representation
Such as “IDS code vs U code”, is it not necessary to use IDS code to represent the
glyphs that already have U code? Should the IDS code be removed? be given to its

use?
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2. Inconsistent disassembly methods
As shown in the table below.
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3. How to maintain the database?
If, according to IRGN2225, each submitter can add an IDS code of his own, how will
all the data be maintained? How to publish the IDS code after adding it? How to
make sure the IDS code is the later version?

In view of this, TCA recommend that IRG could set up an IDS group and those who are
interested in this topic could join and discuss it together. Because of the inconsistency of
each expert's idea and the difference of ideographs of each member body, there will be
differences in the disassembly process.
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