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Part1 Traceability of difference causes

It is a good way to explore this problem from the original source.

As it shows in GB 18030-2005 15 23R 3wt F 454, U+SF50 is the radical character of
# /5% /5. This relationship can be seen more clearly in the code chart.
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Obviously, only the glyph from G-source is different from other sources. This difference needs to



find an explanation path from the development history of dictionaries.

According to the timeline, the evolution of this radical has also become clear.
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According to the principle of merging approximate radicals to facilitate shape near glyphs retrieval,




the characters contain components =I/4/ =/ = are integrated into one dictionary catalogue.
The traditional dictionaries determined the main radical as =, then the glyphs of sources except
G are in accordance with traditional regulations. But characters have undergone a long period of
reform in mainland China, some of the characters contain = are integrated to =, then the
quantity of characters with component —| become a majority, the modern dictionaries of
mainland China accept this adjustment and use = as the radical glyph. That’s why only the G
glyph is different to the others.

Part2 Suggestions on the use of ID in Macao

Returning to the question raised by the representative of Macao.

The glyph = has been used as a person name on ID card. Unify the glyph to U+5F50 or add an
UNC, bases on whether the civil affairs system of Macao compiles this glyph on code position
5F50. If yes, it would be better to unify to SF50 and add a M-source. If no, adding to a new code
point is feasible.

Part3 China's opinion on G-source glyph

Previously, China believed that according to the radical rules of traditional dictionaries, the glyph
should be modified to =’ to keep the code chart consistent, and = should added as a new
character on another code point.

However, this idea does not take into account the risks in practical applications.

The technicians of the Ministry noticed also noticed the proposals on dis-unifying U+5F50 =
(IRGN2414, IRGN2509, IRGN2538, IRGN2543) and thought it would be a great impact for
affecting 56,000 person names and 400 place names in the ID system. Thus, keeping it unchanged

or a compromise is hoped.

(End of document)



