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Subject: R.0.Korea' s proposal for indicating relevant components of
CJK characters in NB's comments/feedback

Relevant documents:

1. R.0.Korea suggests that, in NB's comments/feedbacks, NB indicate relevant
component (s) of CJK characters “in red circles/boxes” so that other people can
easily identify components in question. This will make a review process more
efficient and thus save time.

2. Some examples are shown below:

2.1 Relevant components of GJK characters are indicated in red boxes.

Code Glyph in 3ed/CD (IRG N1748) Comment Comment
type

Unification
Are [N and the same glyph?

Oris T glyph wrong?

2001A | 20014

200C4 Wrong Glyph G and T glyphs are different from UCS glyph.

200C4
an Is UCS glyph wrong_
20180 5 W Glyph Which of T and UCS glyphs 1 rect?
20180 .é. = rong Glyp ich of T an elyphs is correc
=& 5 | ==
UCS2003 :'5-51:52
201C3 201C3 A Wrong Glyph T glyph seems wrong: {b in T glyph
UCE2003 T6-234B
9 y r 71 n g W
201DC 201DC Jé_'_‘,';- /j_\\ 2\ Wrong Glyph T glyph 1s wrong.
. 835 m +17 This char is not composed of  */\/ A/
Josa0dr  Geelildtz TR but is composed of * A/L/AR.




2.2 Relevant components of CJK characters are indicated in red circles

Code Glyph in Glyph in IRG N1748 Comment Type Comment
UCS 2003
20016 _ o Font quality
QD
UCS2003 uCs2003 VO-3F5F
200A0 @ @ @A Unification
@ UCS2003  GHZ-10037.02  TE-2225
UCs2003
2010D Glyph design | The T-glyph is different from
@D @ the KX Dictionary glyph.
UCS2003  GKX-008512  T5-2127
UCS2003
20185 R . Font quality
ﬁ ™~ ~ ™~
UCS2003 UCs2003 TF-4D59

2.3 Relevant components of CJK characters are NOT indicated.

__ Glyph in UCS e oy | Comment ; |
Code- 2003. Glyph in CD- ne T_Comment.
259FD. 7;_‘2 LT Wrong | “/"shouldbe
5-3655. 1= 1. elyph. | “7%7.
. =iy Iz
LIALT: (== ] = = Galyon unifiable-
7-3072. = = changed. | ===
’ Varan Al Glyph
S S 7S PR | unifiable.
5-4F30. = . (S . changed-
JAran LA Glyph
i — = 7P Change Back-
7-4132- =, = changed.-




3. R.0.Korea suggests that the above proposal be added to IRG P&P as
fol lows:

3.1 The current Sections of IRG P&P:

4. Guidelines for Comments and Resolutions on Working Sets 12

4. 1. Guidelines for M-Set 12
4.2 Guidelines for D-Set 13
5. |IRG Website 13

3.2 R.0.Korea suggests that Section 4.3 be added as fol lows:
// start of suggested text
4.3 Guidelines for comments

a. When a comment claims that component(s) of a glyph is wrong, the
relevant component (s) of ideographs need to be indicated in red
circles/boxes in comments files.

Similarly, when a comment claims that components of two or more
|deographs are the same or different, the corresponding components of two
or more ideographs need to be indicated in red circles/boxes in comments
Tiles.

20103 { _;I,AE :"'ﬂ‘E h‘l‘l\ltly Glyph -i] glyph seems wrong. 1L in T glyph
[Mmwnnt) BT FHE [

2010D Glyph design | The T-glyph is different from
(ﬁ) @J} Cﬁ) the KX Dictionary glyph.
US5200 L2y

..... G GEROEEL2 TS-21ET

// end of suggested text

* %k kx



