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This is an immature proposal, readers are welcome to provide comments. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Since the current CJK Unification Rules (Annex S of ISO/IEC 10646) 
were firstly implemented, more than 10 years has gone. According to my 
personal experience of making CJK_B and CJK_C, as well as making GB 
(national standards of China) fonts, I believe that the CJK Unification 
Rules need to be revised for the following reasons: 
 
1. More examples of unification are need. 
 

Example: 
 

          
 
The right parts of these characters were considered having “abstract 
shape” and the corresponding characters were unified. Thus, one more 
examples should be added to S.1.5 of ISO/IEC 10646 (S.1.5 
Differences of actual shapes). 
 
Note: Actually, I strongly suggest to dis-unify these pairs in order 

to reflect the fact that the right glyphs were widely used in 
ancient books and the upper left glyphs are used in modern 
Chinese mainland books only. The upper left glyphs should 
be considered simplified forms. 



 
I believe more examples of different cases are needed for addition to 
S.1.5 of ISO/IEC 10646. 
 

2. There are some possible wrong unification examples in the current 
rules. 

 
Example: 
 

 
 
According to S.1.5 of ISO/IEC 10646 (S.1.5 Differences of actual 
shapes), the right parts should be unified.  
 

 



Component 晉 and component 晋 were considered old form 
and new form when IRG people unified related characters years ago. 
Unfortunately, they are considered unsimplified form and simplified 

form according to some dictionaries in China. Thus, glyph  
may be wrong. 
 

If convincing evidences are found, example  should be 
removed from the unification rules. More possible wrong unification 
examples may be found in future. 
 

SUGGESTION 
 
I believe the revision of current unification rules will help IRG people to 
promote the quality of future CJK work, such as CJK_E and so on. I hope 
that experienced IRG people to volunteer their expertise to this job from 
now on. 
 


