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Japan found several GKX-characters were not identical to the shapes appeared in KangXi dictionary.
Japan reported this issue as a review result of Group 3, and commented to the CD ballot of 10646 3ed. At
the last WG2 meeting, this comment is discussed and disposed as:
A note will be added in sub-clause 23.1 after the enumeration of the G source references
with the following text:
Note 3 — The graphic symbol shown on the code charts for a character referenced by
a Kangxi Dictionary (GKX) are in modern Chinese style which may differ slightly

from the corresponding graphic symbol used in the dictionary.

This is acceptable for Japan as the reason why GKX source characters are not always identical to the

shape in the dictionary.

However, the issue is not so simple.

As below the issues are categorized

Compare new glyphs to Identical with KangXi dictionary Different from KangXi dictionary shape
Compare the shapes in the shape
new glyphs to the dictionary

shapes in the
current standard

Same/Unifiable change from the (D No problem (@) WG2 resolved to add note to the definition
current standard of the source

This type of characters are categorized in "Japan
comment-(2) GKX source issues".

Need to check if they are unifiable change. In
case of non-unifiable, move to @

Non-unifiable with the current @ What to do ? @ Font production error.
standard Glyphs of this category should be correct back
to the current shape.

[Discussion]

For the case of (), it is considered that glyphs in the current standard might be wrong. However, if we keep
new glyphs, this is incompatible change on the standard. We need to make some notes or corrigendum to
explain those incompatible changes clearly. On the other hand, if we change back glyphs to the current
shapes, the source information might be wrong and China may request to add the correct KangXi

characters.

CJK extension B is published about 10 years ago and widely implemented for use. They are not used only
in China. Japan is afraid that this kind of incompatible change might effects to the users. So IRG should be
careful how to process these changes. Before starting editorial meeting, IRG should discuss how to correct
the chart.




Here is samples (not exhaustive) from the consolidated comments:
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