
                   ISO/IEC JTC1/SC2/WG2/IRG N1700 
Date:  2010-06-24 

  

Editors from China, Japan, R.O.Korea, TCA, Hong Kong SAR, Macau 
SAR, US and Unicode Consortium met at IRG#34. The editors discussed 
the following issues: 

1. CJK_BMP CD review 

The editors discussed the consolidated comments of CJK_BMP CD 
and responses from China, Japan, ROK, Vietnam and HKSAR and 
made decisions. (The consolidated comments and responses can be 
obtained under IRGn1670 at IRG web site.)  

The editors discussed IRGn1666 (TCA and China) and agreed China 
and TCA to change their fonts of U+5FF9 to show the correct glyphs 

of and . The editors also agreed to remove the source 

of U+2F89F for non-cognate reason. 

The editors discussed IRGn1657 (Vietnam) and agreed to remove 

V3-3664 from U+7E06 and V2-7671  
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from U+22B31 for dis-unification. 

The editors agreed that Japan would refine the last stroke of the font of 

U+4148 as it was in UCS 2003 . 

The editors set the schedule of CJK_BMP fonts correction as below: 

● 2010-07-30(Friday): Members’ chief editors submit descriptions 
of font correction to the IRG Chief Editor, IRG Technical Editor 
and all members’ chief editors. And submit the corrected fonts to 
the ISO/IEC 10646 Project Editor (Google email). The 
descriptions should be in form as below: 

To keep the unchanged fonts stable, the related IRG members are 
required to submit corrected fonts with UCS code points only.  

● 2010-08-04(Wednesday): The ISO/IEC 10646 Project Editor 
distributes revised code charts to all IRG members’ chief editor for 
review. 

● 2010-08-11(Wednesday): Members’ chief editors submit 
comments/confirmation to the IRG Chief Editor and all members’ 
chief editors, the IRG Chief Editor should remind the related 
editors right then. 

● 2010-08-18(Wednesday): Members’ chief editors submit updated 
fonts to the ISO/IEC 10646 Project Editor and descriptions to the 
IRG Chief Editor, IRG Technical Editor and all members’ chief 
editors. 

● 2010-08-22(Sunday): The IRG Chief Editor checks all corrected/
updated descriptions and reports to the IRG Rapporteur and the 
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ISO/IEC 10646 Project Editor for FDIS preparation. 

2. CJK_E issues 

The editors discussed IRGn1693 (Prof. SUZUKI Toshiya) and agreed 
that mappings to Yinzhou Jinwen Jicheng Yinde (殷周金文集成引得) 
were sufficient. China was required to provide the following 
information: 
● Detailed mappings to殷周金文集成引得(similar to index of Kangxi 

Dictionary康熙字典) for ZJW characters, by 2010-08-28. 
● Examples showing that the heading characters are used in different 

publications (not only in 殷周金文集成引得), by 2010-10-08. 

The editors reviewed the evidences of MacauSAR’s persons’ names 
and place names (IRGn1698) and accepted them. (For governmental 
management reasons, some evidences were not submitted in document 
but presented at the meeting only.) MacauSAR was suggested to refine 
their evidences in written form as their best, and submit them to IRG 
by 2010-10-08. 

The editors discussed IRGn1657 (Vietnam) and confirmed that 

V3-3664 was already in CJK_E. The editors agreed to remove 

V04-5565 and V04-557C from CJK_E and add their 

sources to U+28599 and U+2865B . Vietnam was 
required to submit their fonts to the ISO/IEC Project Editor by 
2010-07-31. 

All the related IRG members were required to review CJK_E61 D 
Sets and submit responses by 2010-10-08 for discussion at IRG#35. 

3. Three characters to be encoded in future 

The editors discussed IRGn1666 (TCA and China) and agreed to 

encode in future extension of CJK. 



The editors discussed IRGn1677 (Dr. Ken Lunde) and ROK’s 
response (under IRGn1677 at IRG web site), and agreed to encode

in future extension of CJK while should be unified to 

U+5DE5工as a special case. 

The editors discussed IRGn1657 (Vietnam) agreed to encode V2-7671

in future extension of CJK. 

Note: All additions will be to future extension of CJK because CJK_E 
was closed at IRG#33. 

4. CJK_ C fonts 

China and TCA were required to submit CJK_C fonts with UCS code 
points to the ISO/IEC 10646 Project Editor by 2010-08-22. 

5. Annex S 

The editors reviewed IRG N1679 (WG2 N3794, Michel Suignard) 
entitled Annex S Revision and IRGn1696 which was entitled Annex S 
Revised Based on IRG feedback. IRGn1696 was confirmed at the 
editorial meeting. 

6. Multi-column code chart font encoding suggestion 

The editors accepted IRGn1702 and asked IRG members to study and 
make use of the suggested tools and methods if applicable. The IRG 
members were also encouraged to feedback to Dr. Ken Lunde if there 
was any problem. 

7. Update of IWDS 

The editors reviewed and accepted the update of IWDS in IRGn1701. 

8. Schedule of CJK_B multi-column code charts review 

For CJK_B multi-column code charts review, the editorial group 



agreed member bodies shall divide into 4 groups and members in each 
group shall check all characters assigned in first round of review: 
● Group 1: China and Vietnam for part 1 
● Group 2: TCA and US/Unicode for part 2 
● Group 3: Japan and MacauSAR for part 3 
● Group 4: ROK and HKSARG for part 4 

➢ Part 1: U+20000~U+229B5, 10,678 characters 
➢ Part 2: U+229B6~U+2536B, 10,678 characters 
➢ Part 3: U+2536C~U+27D21, 10,678 characters 
➢ Part 4: U+27D22~U+2A6D6, 10677 characters 

The Schedule of first round of review is as below: 
● 2010-09-24: IRG members’ chief editors submit comments to the 

IRG Chief Editor. 
● 2010-09-30: The IRG Chief Editor distributes consolidated 

comments (draft) to members’ chief editors for confirmation. 
● 2010-10-08: IRG members’ chief editors submit confirmation/

feedback to the IRG Chief Editor. 
● 2010-10-15: The IRG Chief Editor distributes consolidated 

comments to members’ chief editors. 
● 2010-11-08: IRG#35 discussion 

The comments should be word files in form as below: 

The tentative schedule for reviews after IRG#35 was also set as below, 
it may be revised at IRG#36: 
● 2011-03: comments of round 2 review of FCD, 1 month before 

IRG#36 
● 2011-06: comments of round 3 review of FCD 
● 2011-10: comments of round 4 review of FCD 
● 2011-11: IRG#37 discussion 
● 2012-01: Updated fonts for FDIS (if FDIS could be postponed to 

this month) 

For CJK_B and CJK_Compatible CD, download SC2n4146 at: 
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http://lucia.itscj.ipsj.or.jp/itscj/servlets/ScmDoc10?Com_Id=02 

CJK_B: U+20000 to U+2A6FF 
CJK_Compatible: F900-FAFF, 2F800-2FAFF 

Appendix: Minutes (recorded by Mr. Peter Cheng, a zip file)

http://lucia.itscj.ipsj.or.jp/itscj/servlets/ScmDoc10?Com_Id=02


U code Ed. 2003 Ed. 2010 Comments Note 

Discussion 
Record 

426D 
  

H:As there are many unified 

cases involving the pair, we may 

consider adding this as an 

example in Annex S.  

V: Lower parts unifiable? 

  

407D   

H:As there are many unified 

cases involving the pair, we may 

consider adding this as an 

example in Annex S. 

  

40F3   

H:As there are many unified 

cases involving the pair, we may 

consider adding this as an 

example in Annex S. 

  

4732   

H:As there are many unified 

cases involving the pair, we may 

consider adding this as an 

example in Annex S. 

  

4753   

H:As there are many unified 

cases involving the pair, we may 

consider adding this as an 

example in Annex S. 

  



4A89   

H:As there are many unified 

cases involving the pair, we may 

consider adding this as an 

example in Annex S. 

  

881F 
  

H:As there are many unified 

cases involving the pair, we may 

consider adding this as an 

example in Annex S. 

  

8E90 
  

H:As there are many unified 

cases involving the pair, we may 

consider adding this as an 

example in Annex S. 

  

908B   

H:As there are many unified 

cases involving the pair, we may 

consider adding this as an 

example in Annex S. 

  

945E   

H:As there are many unified 

cases involving the pair, we may 

consider adding this as an 

example in Annex S. 

  

9B23   H:Similar to case of U+407D 

  



9C72   

H:As there are many unified 

cases involving the pair, we may 

consider adding this as an 

example in Annex S. 

  

9B1B   H:Similar to case of U+407D 

  

9B2E 
  

H:Since there are many different 

ways of writing the character 

‘turtle’, it will be useful to 

list all unifiable variants in 

Annex S for reference purpose. 

  

418B 
  

H:Since there are many different 

ways of writing the character 

‘turtle’, it will be useful to 

list all unifiable variants in 

Annex S for reference purpose. 

  

9F9C 
 

 

H:Since there are many different 

ways of writing the character 

‘turtle’, it will be useful to 

list all unifiable variants in 

Annex S for reference purpose. 

  



9F9D 
  

H:Since there are many different 

ways of writing the character 

‘turtle’, it will be useful to 

list all unifiable variants in 

Annex S for reference purpose. 

  

9F9E 
  

H:Since there are many different 

ways of writing the character 

‘turtle’, it will be useful to 

list all unifiable variants in 

Annex S for reference purpose. 

  

 



U code Ed. 2003 Ed. 2010 Comments Note Discussion Records 

701E 

  

T：The G-glyph and J-glyph maybe 
need to change the mapping talbe? 
(U+2F914) 

 

 No change but Japan suggested changing the representative 
glyph in the compatibility zone from G-version to the 
T-version (i.e. the source glyph) 
ROK: the suggestion did not work because one 
compatibility character may have several sources. 
Japan: then to show all different glyphs of all the sources. 
Rules should be set on the choice of glyph. 
Rule 1: if only one source glyph, use that glyph. 
ROK: use the first source glyph for multiple sources 
Conclusion: follow the order of the source references 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



8C6C 

  

K: The ROK's glyph at U+8C6C is 
the same as that of U27CEF. 

 
 The glyphs of U8C6C are 
variants and, therefore, U27CEF 
should not have been added to 
CJKU; instead, U27CEF should 
have been added to CJKC. 
H: It is believed that the K-glyph is 
a mistake. 

IRGN___R
OK_k1863-
15 

Japan: already published, no chance to change it back 
 
Michel: to make a list of mistaken characters 
 
Japan: Taichi has such a list with about 100 characters 
 
Japan: the K-glyph is of another radical and thus not 
unifiable 
 
 
Conclusion: no change 

7A3D 

  

K: The ROK's glyph at U+7A3D is 
the same as that of U25874. 

 

 The glyphs of U7A3D are 
variants and, therefore, U25874 
should not have been added to 
CJKU; instead, U25874 should 
have been added to CJKC. 

IRGN___R
OK_k1863-
15 

Conclusion: no change 



3DD7 

  

K: U+3DD7 and U242C5 are 

variants and, therefore, 

U242C5 should not have been 

added to CJKU; instead, U242C5 

should have been added to 

CJKC.  

T: K glyph wrong? 
H:Different structure. 

IRGN___ROK

_k1863-15 

Conclusion: no change 

56CD 

  

K: The ROK's glyph at U+56CD is 
the same as that of U21155. 

 The glyphs of U56CD 

are variants and, therefore, 

U21155 should not have been 

added to CJKU; instead, U21155 

should have been added to 

CJKC. 

T：The K-glyph is different 

from other shape. 

IRGN___ROK

_k1863-15 

Conclusion: no change 

 



U code Ed. 2003 Ed. 2010 Comments 

Discussion Record 

9C69  
 

H: Is the style of radical 雨  (V) 
changed? 

Vietnam will change font 

7A3C  
 
J: Ask V to confirm the “家” shape. 

Vietnam will change font 

96F7   

H: Is the style of radical 雨  (V) 
changed? 

Vietnam will change font 

4CE0   

H: There should be some space 
between the left and right parts of the 
K-glyph. 

ROK: will change the font 

4D07 
 

 

H: There should be some space 
between the left and right parts of the 
K-glyph. 

ROK: will change the font 



5185 

  

J: V1-4c51 looks to be designed as 
“ENTER” and conflicts with u+5167. 
Glyph should be corrected. 

 

Vietnam will change font 

 



U 
code 

Ed. 2003 Ed. 2010 Comments 

 Discussion Record 

4C41  
 

K: G glyph 
G: Glyph wrong. G font will be 
changed to its original style in 
G3. 

 China to change 

5829 

 

 

T: The G-glyph is different from 
its old shape, China confirm it or 
check the glyph of this type. The 
current G glyph has another code 

U+ 21377.  

H: Not unified. Please refer to 
the ‘not unifiable’ example in 
Annex S: S.1.4.3 Different 
Structure of a Corresponding 
Component. 

G glyph 
wrong.，G font 
will be change 
to its original 
style in GE. 

China to change 

8C6C   

H: It is believed that the K-glyph 
is a mistake. 

 No change 



3EAC 

 
 

G: Glyph wrong. G font should 
be changed later. (Both T fonts 
are similar to KX style, 
pronounced “gong”. The new T 
font is HYD style. Current G 
font should be unified to 
U+248ED which is pronounced 

“xin”.)  

 China to change the glyph to 
T-style 

4565   

G: Glyph wrong. G font will be 
changed later. 

 China to change the glyph 

4227 

 
 

G: Glyph wrong. G font will be 
changed later. Will V font be 
changed? (According to KX 
Dictionary, T, J and K style 
which is the same as KX-893.26 
is a wrong glyph, the correct one 
is KX-901.05 which is the same 
as G and V style but not encoded 
yet.) 

 China to change the glyph to 
T-style 
 
USA: change the glyph but do 
not encode the character, solve 
the problem with IVD 



96D5   

J: No dot on the “SHORT TAIL 
BIRD” shape. 
H: Differences with an extra 
dot/stroke 

 Vietnam will change font 

4617 
 

 

G: Glyph wrong. T font should 
be changed later, a horizontal 
bar is missing. 
H: Differences with an extra 
dot/stroke 

 TCA to change the glyph 

4AC8  
 

G: Glyph wrong. T font should 
be changed later, one more dot. 

 TCA to change the glyph 

3BE1   

H: Does the existence or absence 
of a dot affect unification? 

 TCA to change the glyph 

8B76   

J: Different character. Glyph 
should be corrected. 
H: It is believed that the T-glyph 
is a mistake. 

 TCA to change the glyph 

3EEB 
 

 

H: T glyph wrong. 

 TCA to change the glyph 
(already done according to Michel) 



4039 

 
 

G: Glyph wrong. T font should 
be changed later. It is now the 
same as U+9FC3. (U+04039 
was dis-unified to U+04039 and 
U+09FC3.) 

 

  

 



U 
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Discussion Records 

42F0   
H: Separated or joined together 

G glyph changed 
according to G3  (GB 
7589-87). Unifiable? 

Do not change G glyph, and  
Include it in the Working 
Documents Series. 

485E   

H: In the T-glyph, the middle 
component is 大, but this is not 
the case in the G-glyph. Is the two 
component unifiable ? 

G glyph changed 
according to G3 (GB 
7589-87). Unifiable? 

Do not change G glyph, and  
Include it in the Working 
Documents Series. 



3665 

 

 

 

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 
H: The G-glyph has its source from 
the Kangxi Dictionary, but the 
glyph in Kangxi is more or less the 
same as the T-glyph, with the right 
middle part being 口 , not 厶 .  
Cf. U+889E vs. U+886E. Similar 
cases: U+3A30 and U+465B. Is it 
better and more logical to keep the 
Kangxi shape when the Kangxi 
Dictionary is quoted as the source 
reference by China?  If China 
quotes another source (e.g. Hanyu 
Da Zidian), then it may not be 
important to follow the Kangxi 
shape, e.g., U+4707. 

According to KX, right 
part of the G glyph should 
be changed as the same as 
889E? 

Conclusion: no change 

3AC
4 

  

H: Will China follow KX for the 
top component? Similar case: 
U+3B84 

 

Glyph in KX is as the 
same as T and J glyph, G 
glyph will be changed? 

Conclusion: no change 



470
C 

 

 

H: G glyph is noted that the left 
part (糹) is different from the right 
part (糸). 

Glyph in KX is as the 
same as J-glyph, G glyph 
will be changed? 

Conclusion: no change 

5378   

J: The 1st stroke is on the 
horizontal line. Ask V to confirm 
the design. 

 Vietnam will change font 

95C
4   

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Conclusion: no change 

9724   

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Conclusion: no change 

979
A   

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Conclusion: no change 

97B
2 

 
 

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Conclusion: no change 



97D
D   

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Conclusion: no change 

97E5   

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Conclusion: no change 

9c4f 
 

 

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Conclusion: no change 

6942   

T: The K-glyph is different from 
its old shape. 
V: J glyph wrong? 

 K-glyph: Conclusion: no 
change 
J-glyph: Conclusion: no change 

3FD
C 

  

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Conclusion: no change 
 
But Japan wanted to mention 
that the glyphs with dot and 
without dot are not unifiable.  
Japan wanted to have this 
comment recorded.  Taichi 
will reflect this in the IRG 
Working Documents Series. 



880F 
 

 

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Vietnam will change font 

49C
8   

G: Glyph change. S font will be 
changed later. 

 China will change the font. 

3D3
4   

G: Glyph change. G font will be 
changed later. (The New T font is 
KX and HYD style.) 

 China will change the font. 

43D
E   

G: Glyph change. New T font to be 
confirmed. (G font is KX and 
HYD style, pronounced “mo”.) 

 TCA to change back 

3899   

G: Glyph change. T font to be 
confirmed. 

 TCA will change the font 

3780   
H: Differences in Structure 

 TCA will change the font 

4785   
H: different positions. 

 Conclusion: no change 

3795   

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Conclusion: no change 



8786 
 

 

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Conclusion: no change 

878E   

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Conclusion: no change 

9c26 
 

 

T: J glyph wrong? 
J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Conclusion: no change 
 (for T and J) 

7A7
4 

 
 

J: V1-6149 is conflict with 
u+5b82. Glyph should be 
corrected. 

 

 Vietnam will change font 

9DC
B   

H: Cf. old version. Vietnam has 
changed itS glyph. 

 Vietnam will change font 

9EC
E   

H: Cf. old version. Vietnam has 
changed itS glyph. 

 Vietnam will change font 



9F0
E 

  

H: Cf. old version. Vietnam has 
changed its glyph.Are the 
enclosing components (especially 
the lower left part) in the two 
glyphs unifiable? 

 Vietnam will change font 

58D
1  

 

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Vietnam will change font 

722b 
 

 

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Vietnam will change font 

88D
5  

 

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Vietnam will change font 

8C3
7   

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Vietnam will change font 

8CF
5  

 

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Vietnam will change font 



96C
0   

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to ask 
provider if it is intentional or not. 

 Vietnam will change font 

6C9
2  

 

T: The V-glyph is different from 
its old shape. 

 Vietnam will change font 

61B
2   

T: The V-glyph is different from 
its old shape. 

 Vietnam will change font 

6268 

 
 

T: The V-glyph is different from 
its old shape. 
V: K glyph wrong? Ref: U+5203 
vs U+5204. 

 

 

 Vietnam will change font 

4E11   

J: Mid-horizontal stroke is not 
overshoot. Ask V if this is 
intentional. 

 Vietnam will change font 

5169   

J: “MAN” vs “ENTER” Ask V to 
confirm. 

 Vietnam will change font 

516E   

J: “EIGHT” roof is narrow and 
looks strange. Ask V to confirm 
(V). 

 Vietnam will change font 



51A
0   

J: Different relative position of 
components (V). 

 Vietnam will change font 

5433   

J: No vertical stroke on the end of 
hook shape (V). 

 Vietnam will change font 

66F0   
J: T-glyph conflict with Sun? 

 Conclusion: no change 

69D
8   

J: Need G confirmation. 
 Conclusion: no change 

6A3
7   

J: Need G, T confirmation. 
 China will change back. 

TCA: no change 

7F6
E   

J: Upper “NET” doesn’t touch to 
the bottom comoponent. 

 Vietnam will change font 

7F76   J:Just confirmation. 

 No change 

7FA
B   J:Just confirmation. 

 No change 



7FA
E 

 
 J:Just confirmation. 

 No change 

8015  
 

J:Just confirmation. 

 Vietnam will change font 

86A
9  

 J:Just confirmation. 

 Vietnam will change font 

 
 



U code Ed. 2003 Ed. 2010 Comments 
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9A3A 

  
K: K2-6F42 -- U9A3A -> U9A47 

ROK’s K1863-12, 
submitted on 2010-01-22 
with Hanja font v45. 

ROK: to delete the glyph 
in U+9A3A and move it 
to U+9A47 
Japan: this mistake has 
been there already, just 
leave it as it is 
 
Rapporteur: WG2 is strict 
with mapping change 
 
Michel and US: against 
mapping change and 
suggest that ROK can 
introduce a new character 
to fill the K-hole in 
u+9A47 
 
Postponed for offline 
discussion. 
 
ROK reply on 22 June: 
Conclusion: ROK to 
change the font 
 



38A4 

  

K: wrong glyph or wrong 
mapping? Ref.: U+39B2 

 

 No change 

 



U 
code 

Ed. 2003 Ed. 2010 Comments Note 

Discussion Record 

3A81   

H: Any need to align the glyph 
of the radical? 

 No change 

3A88   

H: Any need to align the glyph 
of the radical? 

 No change 

3A8C   

H: Any need to align the glyph 
of the radical? 

 No change 

3A9C   

H: Any need to align the glyph 
of the radical? 

 No change 

3AAC   

H: Any need to align the glyph 
of the radical? 

 No change 

3A8E   H:Differences in Structure 

 No change 



3AA2   H:Differences in Structure 

 No change 

96D7   

T: wrong glyph? 
J:Non-unifiable change. 

 No change 

7361 
  

K: G glyph is different from T 
and K glyphs 

Glyph from G3 
is the same as T 
and K glyph. G 
glyph should be 
changed? 

No change 

3B82   

J: “ EYE” touches to the 
horizontal line and left/right 
strokes start under the line 

G glyph changed 
according to G3. 
Unifiable? 

Do not change G glyph, and  
Include it in the Working 
Documents Series. 

4165   

T: J glyph wrong? 
J: “MAN” shape is changed 
to “ENTER”. Japan should 
back this change on its font. 

 Japan will change the font 

443D 

  

H:In the old version, U+443D 
has K-source only but China 
and TCA have introduced 
their glyphs in this version.  
It is noted that the K-glyph has 
one extra horizontal stroke in 
the middle right part. 

Unifiable? TCA to change the font 
China: no change 



3515   H:Differences in Structure 

Glyph from KX 
is the same as T 
and J glyph. New 
syle unifiable? 

No change 

36F6   H:Differences in Structure 

Glyph from KX 
is the same as K 
glyph. New style 
unifiable? 

No change 

4566   H:Differences in Structure 

 Unifiable.  No change 

810E 
 

 

K: G and H glyphs are 
different 

G glyph from 
G0. unifiable. 

No change 

8362 
 

 

G: Unification. New J font 
should be confirmed. 

 J-glyph will be changed.  Japan 
to discuss with Michel offline. 

35F4 
 

 

K: J glyph 
V: 閒 and 間 unifiable？ 
H: Differences in Structure 

 Though usually unifiable but for 
this J-glyph no change for the 
reason of consistency. 



8977 
 

 

H: Different structure. 

 No change 

6BA9 

  

T: The two component 「 歹」

and 「歺」should unify or not 
unify? Ref: U+6FAF 

 
J: Need G confirmation. 
H: China has modified its 
glyph and TCA has introduced 
a new glyph . Are the upper 
middle component 歺 in the 
G- and T-glyps unifiable with 
歹 in the J-glyph? 

Unified in 
SuperCJK140 
but is it correct? 

 

No change 

95F5   

J: Strange dot position on the 
simplified “GATE” shape. 

 TCA will change the font 

434F   
H:Is this case acceptable?  
Just an extension of a stroke? 

 No change 



4CA4 

  

H:Is U+4CA4 an example of 
over-unification or 
mis-unification?  Generally 
speaking, the traditional fish 
and the simplified fish are not 
unifiable. It is suggested to 
dis-unify H-9D73 with 

GS-224D .  Please refer 
to IRG N1667 on the 
dis-unification request made 
by Hong Kong. 

 No change 

7C14 

  

J: This difference cannot be 
unified. 

 TCA stated that they were unified 
by IRG many years ago. 
Taichi will double check. 
Pending issue for IRG to include 
in the Working Documents 
Series. 
 
Glyph no change 

3A32   

K: wrong glyph? 
V: Right components 
unifiable? 
H: Differences in Structure 

 Vietnam will change font 



8FAD 

  

J: “PAW” shape is strange 
and “ム” shape is changed to 
“ハ”. 
H: Vietnam has introduced its 
glyph. The upper component 
in the enclosed left bottom 
part is 八 , but the 
corresponding component in 
the glyphs of other sources is 
厶.  Vietnam is suggested to 
modify its glyph. 

 Vietnam will change font 

8AA4  
 

H: The unification rule may 
not apply to the circled 
component. 

G glyph from 
G1. 

Vietnam will change font 

6433  
 

T: The V-glyph is different 
with other types, unification 
issues. 

 Vietnam will change font 



4907 

  

K: Ref.: U+2887B  

V: Right components 
unifiable? 
H: The right middle part (火) 
of G glyph is different from 
the corresponding part in the 
T- and K-glyphs.  The source 
reference of the G-glyph is 
KX1285.270 but the Kangxi 
glyph is T and K style.  In 
this case, China may have to 
modify its glyph. Similar 
cases: 
U+4A73

,  

U+4939. 

 

similar to 
U+04B9F 
 
 
glyph from KX 
is similar to T 
and K glyph. G 
glyph should be 
changed? 

China will change back. 



820B 

  

G: Unification. New T font 
should be confirmed. (Similar 
cases: U+0864B and 
U+091C1, T glyphs were 
unified to corresponding G, J, 
K and V glyphs.) 

 

 

H: Different structure. 

 TCA will change the font 

382F 

 
 

K: wrong glyph? 
G: Unification. New T font to 
be confirmed. (G font is KX 
style.) 
H: Fully enclosed, 
semi-enclosed or un-enclosed? 

 No change 

8AAC 

  

J: V1-6676 is conflict with 
u+8aaa. Glyph should be 
corrected 

 

 Vietnam will change font 



8F44 

  

J: Looks strange although 
unifiable. Japan would like to 
ask provider if it is intentional 
or not. 
V: Right components 
unifiable? 
H: Vietnam may have to 
modify its glyph. 

 Vietnam will change font 

928A   

V: Right components 
unifiable? 

 Vietnam will change font 

758A   
J:“ROOF” shape, not “Cover 
shape”. 

 Vietnam will change font 

7E0A   J: Question on the unification 

 Vietnam will change font 

87A0   J: Question on the unification 

 Vietnam will change font 

8A13   J:Strange “RIVER” shape 

 Vietnam will change font 

9813   J:Non-unifiable change. 

 Vietnam will change font 



773E   

K: V glyph is different from 
G, J, K, and V glyphs 

 Vietnam will change font 

7A0E 

  

J:V1-613E is conflict with 
u+7a05. Glyph should be 
corrected. 

 

 Vietnam will change font 

5002 
  

J:V1-4b56 conflicts with 
u+4f75. Glyph should be 
corrected. 

 

 Vietnam will change font 

5024   J:Question on the unification. 

 Vietnam will change font 

5151 

  

J:V1-4c40 conflicts with 
u+514c. Glyph should be 
corrected. 

 

 Vietnam will change font 



5339 
  

J:The shape is strange because 
“LEGS” doesn’t touch to the 
horizontal line. Questionable 
on unification. 

 Vietnam will change font 

5AB2 

  

T: The G-glyph is different 
from its old shape, China 
confirm it or check the glyph 
of this type. The current G 
glyph has another code U+ 

2180C.  

V: G glyph wrong? 

Both U+5A2B 
and U+2180C 
are matched to 
HYD21072.070 
whose glyph is 
“hook”. 

China will change back 
 
How to deal with u+2180C?  To be 
discussed later. 

8131 

  

J: V1-6421 conflicts with 
u+812b. Glyph should be 
corrected. 

 

 Vietnam will change font 



8641 

  

K: The ROK's glyph at 

U+8641 is the same as that 

of U27144.  They 

are NOT variants and, when 

we added U27144 to CJKU, 

IRG 

T: K glyph wrong? 
H:Differences in 

Structure 

IRGN___ROK_k18

63-15 

No change 

6669 

  

T: The K-glyph is different 
from its old shape. K-glyph 
should change the font or 
mapping table (U+665A).  

 

 ROK will change the glyph 

3CE4   

J: Different position of the dot. 
H: different positions. 

 TCA to change the font 



45BA   

H: different positions. 
 TCA to change the font 

 



U code Ed. 2003 Ed. 2010 Comments Note 

Discussion Record 

3AF7 

  

H:Separated or joined together? 

 No change for 

ALL in this 

table as they 

are all 

unifiable. 

 

ROK will go 

through this 

table by 

themselves and 

report to the 

meeting later. 

4889   H:Separated or joined together? 

  

8E8D   

H:The upper right component of the 

J-glyph does not look like the 

character ‘feather’ 

  

9404 
 

 

H:The circled vertical stroke does not 

extend to the horizontal stroke. 

  



9A44   H:Similar to the case of U+8525 

  

486F   H:Similar to the case of U+8525 

  

7E3D   H:Similar to the case of U+8525 

  

8070   H:Similar to the case of U+8525 

  

821D   

H:In the K-glyph, the top component is 

土, which is different from the top 

component of all other sources. 

  

4D91 
 

 

V: Right components unifiable? 

H:Seperated or joined together plus 

the addition of one stroke. 

Unified in 

SuperCJK140. HYD 

style. 

 



3536 

  

V:Are the right components unifiable? 

H:Similar case: U+3BEF. 

 

Cf.: 

U+400D

 vs 

U+4917.  

  

3778   

K: wrong glyph? 
V: Lower parts unifiable? 

H:Differences in Structure 

  

3862   
V: Right components unifiable? 

H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

9467 
 

 V: Right components unifiable? 

  



9819 
  

T: wrong glyph? 
V: Left parts unifiable? 
H:Cf. Old version. The left component 

of the J-glyph  is⺪while it is 正 for 

the rest. 

  

357C 
  

K: Ref.: U+54C5 

 

V: Right components unifiable? 

  

385B   
V: Right components unifiable? 
H: Different structure. 

  

393A   

K: J glyph 
V: Right components unifiable? 
H:Differences in Structure 

  

3B0A   
V: Lower parts unifiable? 
H:Different structure. 

  

3B27   

K: J glyph 
V: middle parts unifiable? 
H:Differences in Structure 

  

3CD7   
K: K glyph 
V: Right components unifiable? 

  



459D   
K: J glyph 

V: Lower parts unifiable? 

  

4D1F   

V: Lower parts unifiable? 
H:In general, 凡 and 丸  are not 

unifiable.  Does Japan agree? 

  

974C   
V：Lower parts unifiable? 

H:Differences in Structure 

  

9A37   
V：Right components unifiable? 

  

3CC7   H:Different structure. 

  

3CDB   H:Different structure. 

  

39EC   H:Are 卂 and 凡 unifiable? 

  

3F26   H:Are 卂 and 凡 unifiable? 

  



40AC   H:Are 卂 and 凡 unifiable? 

  

4143   H:Are 卂 and 凡 unifiable? 

  

4284   H:Are 卂 and 凡 unifiable? 

Unified in SuperCJK 
140. 

 

4857   H:Are 卂 and 凡 unifiable? 

  

8486   H:Are 卂 and 凡 unifiable? 

  

86E9   H:Are 卂 and 凡 unifiable? 

  

8DEB   H:Are 卂 and 凡 unifiable? 

  

928E   
T: K glyph wrong? 
H:Are 卂 and 凡 unifiable? 

  



978F   H:Are 卂 and 凡 unifiable? 

  

4359   H:Differences in Structure 

  

43A9 
 

 
K: J glyph 
H:Differences in Structure 

  

455D   H:Differences in Structure 

  

8286   H:Different structure. 

  

8525   H:Differences in Structure 

  

87CC   H:Similar to U+8525. 

  

8B25   H:Different structure. 

  



93D3   H:Similar to the case of U+8525 

  

 
  

 

  

 
  

 

  

 
  

 

  

 
  

 

  

864B   H:Different structure. 

  

89B6   
T: J glyph wrong? 
H:Different structure. 

  

8D67   H:Differences in Structure 

  

8D77   H:Differences in Structure 

  



9077   
H:Differences in Structure 

  

9078   
H:Differences in Structure 

  

912E   H:Different structure. 

  

91C1  
 

H:Similar to the case of U+820B 

  

93A6   H:Different structure. 

  

93AB  
 

T: J glyph wrong? 
H:Similar to the case of U+8525 

  

96E3   
H:Differences in Structure 

  

9721 
 

 
T: J glyph wrong? 
H:Differences in Structure 

  



97B4 
 

 H:Differences in Structure 

  

97DB   H:Differences in Structure 

  

9B2C   H:The pair in Annex S is:  

  

9B2D 
 

 H:The pair in Annex S is:  

  

9DB9   H:Similar to the case of U+912E 

  

9F08 
 

 H:Different structure. 

  

34A8   H:Differences in Structure 

  



34B9   H:Differences in Structure 

  

34D7   H:Differences in Structure 

  

34D8   H:Differences in Structure 

  

353A   H:Differences in Structure 

  

3732   H:Differences in Structure 

  

37EC   
H:Differences in Structure 

  

389A   H:Differences in Structure 

  

395B   H:Differences in Structure 

  



4096   
K: wrong glyph? 
H:Differences in Structure 

  

41D4   H:Differences in Structure 

  

4265   H:Differences in Structure 

  

4334   H:Differences in Structure 

  

4449   H:Differences in Structure 

  

44E7   H:Differences in Structure 

  

4748   H:Differences in Structure 

  

847D   H:The unification rule may not apply to 

the J-glyph. 

  



3659   
H:The relative position of 彡 is 

different. 

  

37CC   
H:The relative position of 彡 is 

different. 

  

3936   
H:The relative position of 彡 is 

different. 

  

3D33   
H:The relative position of 彡  is 

different. 

  

43F5   H:The relative position of 彡  is 

different. 

  

44FC   H:The relative position of 彡  is 

different. 

  

4D68   
H:The relative position of 彡  is 

different. 

  

86D6   
H:The relative position of 彡  is 

different. 

  



99F9   
H:The relative position of 彡  is 

different. 

  

4584   
H:The relative position of � is 

different. 

  

3C8A 

  

H:Cf. old version. The Kangxi 

Dictionary glyph is the same as the G- 

and T- glyphs.  The J-glyph, however, 

does not tally with the Kangxi shape. 

Similar case:  

U+471C.  

 Cf.: U+4967. 

 

  

4717   
H:The relative position of 心  is 

different. 

  

8638  
 

H:The relative position of � is 

different. 

  



8D17   H:different positions. 

  

8F57   H:different positions. 

  

9C64   H:different positions. 

  

9DE2   H:different positions. 

  

3673   H:different positions. 

  

3689   H:different positions. 

  

378A   H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

387C   H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  



4A76   H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

83BD   
H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

87D2   H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

8CD3   
H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

39AE   

K: K glyph 
H:The relative position of the dot is 

different 

  

8DF5   H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

9089   H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

97FF   H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  



9957   H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

86A4   
K: K glyph 
H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

9C20 
 

 H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

9F1C   
H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

357C   
H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

373C   H:Differences with an extra dot/stroke 

  

8B39   H:Differences in Structure 

  



45B9   H:Differences in Structure 

Unified in 

SuperCJK140. 

 

4887 

  

V：Left parts unifiable? See KX1235.04. 

 

 

Unified in 

SuperCJK140. HYD 

style. 

 



4B12 

  

K: G glyph 
V: Right components unifiable? See KX 

1285.27  

H:The Kangxi Dictionary glyph is T and 

K style.  In this case, China may have 

to modify its glyph. 

Unified in 

SuperCJK140. HYD 

style. 

 



4B9F 

  

K: G glyph 
V: Right components unifiable? See KX 

1413.41.  

H：Similar to the case of U+4907.  Cf. 

old version. The Kangxi Dictionary 

glyph is T style. In this case, China 

may have to modify its glyph. 

Unified in 

SuperCJK140. HYD 

style. 

 

4BA5   H:Differences in Structure 

Unified in 

SuperCJK140. HYD 

style. 

 

37DF   
H:Differences in Structure 

Unified in 

SuperCJK140. HYD 

style. 

 

37B7   K：wrong glyph? 

  



8747   K: wrong glyph? 

  

8A84  
 K: wrong glyph? 

  

9287   K: wrong glyph? 

  

93A9   K: wrong glyph? 

  

9425 
 

 K: wrong glyph? 

  

8749   K: wrong glyph? 

  

3E02   
K: Unification 

H: Differences in Structure 

  

3BEF   K: wrong glyph? 

  



39A3   T: wrong glyph? 

  

3ADF   T: wrong glyph? 

  

4218   T: wrong glyph? 

  

93A1   T: wrong glyph? 

  

46FC   T: wrong glyph? 

  

4BA7   T: wrong glyph? 

  

4D64   T: wrong glyph? 

  

86E7   T: wrong glyph? 

  



969E   
T: wrong glyph? 

  

8E2D 
  

T:unifiable? Ref: U+9759 vs U+975C 

 

 

  

98BB 

  

T:unifiable? Ref: U+8B20 vs U+8B21 

 

 

  

8708   
T: Unify the “traditional font” with 

the “simply font”? 

  

5050   V: unifiable? 

  

5056  
 

V: unifiable?   



5662   

V: unifiable?   

586D   

V: unifiable?   

6AF1   

V: unifiable?   

753B 
 

 

V: unifiable?   

4701   H:Different structure. 

Unified in 
SuperCJK140. HYD 
style. 

 

 



IRG Meeting #34 in Nagaoka, Japan 

Notes of Discussion at the CJK Editorial Group Meeting 
Held in the Morning of 22 June 2010 

The meeting chaired by the Chief Editor started at 8:50 a.m. to finalise 
the review of the CJK BMP multi-column code chart. 

The meeting continued to review the Consolidated Lists.  Discussion 
results were recorded on the softcopy. 

Re Part 8 of the Consolidated Lists, ROK would review the table and 
would report to the Editorial Group. 

Japan would like to correct the glyph shape of U+4148.  The meeting 
accepted this request. 

The meeting closed at 9:50 a.m. 
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BMP Matters 

China: 

U+3B82 and two other similar characters 
to keep the G-glyph and add examples to the Working Documents Series 

ROK: 

U+821D 
U+357C 
U+974C 
U+39AE 
U+8747 
U+3ADF 
U+6AF1 
U+9D90 
To change the K-glyph 

Accepted 

Schedule 
Chief Editor to re-draft the schedule taking into account members’ 
concerns. 

Meeting ended at 5:40 p.m.
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IRG Meeting #34 in Nagaoka, Japan 

Notes of Discussion at the Annex S Editorial Group Meeting 

22 June 2010 

The meeting started at 10:20 am to review Annex S Revision (WG2 
N3794).  The meeting examined the new text of S.1.5 and noted that the 
main point was to change the word ‘ideograph’ to ‘ideograph component’ 
where appropriate. 

The meeting then went through the examples put under different 
classifications to make sure that the examples were correctly placed. 

The meeting agreed that all examples in the original Annex S should be 
kept as far as possible (except those that were ambiguous) and some of 
them had to be improved for better illustration. 

The meeting further agreed that images instead of fonts should be used to 
list the examples, so that the example pairs or triplets would appear 
exactly the same except the particular stroke feature under comparison. 

The meeting discussed the following questionable examples; 

[to be removed] 

[to be improved to show the stroke overshoot] 

( ) [to be improved to highlight the stroke features] 

 ( ) [to fix the example to show the overshoot] 

  [to be revised to illustrate only one 
difference in stroke feature] 

  [to be added back] 

[to be re-classified] 

[to be dropped and to add back ] 
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[not an omission example, it should be a miscellaneous 
example] 

(appeared twice, remove one; and not an omission example) 

 [not an omission example] 

[not an omission example] 

[appeared twice, remove one] 

[to add ‘in typical patterns’ 
at the end] 

[to be added back] 

The meeting considered that it would be more effective to review the 
example pairs or triplets in the original Annex S and to confirm their 
classifications were correct. 

The meeting agreed to change the following classifications: 

To put under miscellaneous: 

 

,  

To put under the item ‘stroke rotation’: 

 

To put under item i): 
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To put under ‘combination of the above differences’: 

 

To put under item d): 

 

The ISO 10646 Project Editor suggested that he could produce a new 
version to reflect the conclusions mentioned above and to seek member 
bodies’ feedback. 

The meeting noted that the Project Editor was working on a revised 
version and it would be ready soon. 

The meeting ended at 11:40 am. 

23 June 2010 
The meeting started at 10:25 am to review N1696 produced by the ISO 
10646 Project Editor.  

The meeting discussed and decided: 

--To move from item a) to the item of miscellaneous; 

--To adjust the size of the two images in  so that the two items 
under comparison were of the same size; 

--To remove because two identical glyphs were given;  

--To modify the title of item by 
adding ‘following a typical pattern’ and  

--To change the title of item  
to ‘Combinations of differences of the above categories’ 

 3



The ISO10646 Project Editor would amend the text accordingly. 

The meeting re-visited and approved the updated N1696. 

The meeting ended at 11:20 am. 

 4



IRG Meeting #34 in Nagaoka, Japan 

Notes of Discussion at the Extension E Editorial Group Meeting 
Held on 23 June 2010 

The meeting started at 11:00 am to review Vietnam’s requests as follow: 

 
Already in Ext E.  No problem 

 
Vietnam asked to remove the source reference V2-7671 from U+22B31 
and encode V2-7671 in Ext E.   
Would be encoded in the future because Ext E had be closed. 

 
Agreed and Vietnam had to provide the font by 2010-07-31. 

 
Agreed and Vietnam had to provide the font by 2010-07-31. 

The meeting closed at 11:20 p.m. 
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