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Introduction:
IRG Working Document SeriesdWBS IRGWDS) is a set of IRG - (Formatted: Strikethrough
maintained documents which keeps the up-to-date example lists of CJK - (Formatted: Strikethrough
unification related example cases to supplement the published Annex S of
ISO/IEC 10646 for IRG unification work. The maintenance of the IWDS
should comply with the operational procedures established in Annex E of
the IRG Principles and Procedures.
In addition to this document(labeled as SUM) which explains the IWDS
with a summary of the examples, there are also 3 document series as
listed below:
Series 1: List of UCV (Unifiable Component Variations) of
Ideograhs(labeled as UCV) (Formatted: Strikethrough
Series 2: List of Non-Unifiable Components of Ideograph and (Formatted: Font: Bold
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SSS is the name of the specific series and /I refers to the IRG meeting

where the list is confirmed. Thus, unification-example lists-in-the series,

file names of lists of unification/separation examples which are updated

from time to time will pe-takingethe folowingformat look like;

IRGWDS_SUM_nn: a summary of IRGWDS documents « K%
o I S “{Formatted: Font: (Default) Times New Roman,

IRGWDS UCV_nn: UCV list (Series 1)
IRGWDS NUC_nn: Non-Unifiable Components (Series 2)

IRGWDS MUI_nn: Possibly Mis-Unified Ideographs (Series 3).

/ one more comment: Currently, an IRG N number is included in IRGWDS

file name. However, according to SUM document, IRG N number should

not appear in IRGWDS file name.
— Suggestion: include IRG N number to IRGWDS file name.

// modify file names according to the decision.

A

Detailed Specification of the Standing Document Series
This section explains the nature of each series as well as the format and
the information contained in each series.

1. List of Unifiable Component Variations (UCV)

The UCV list provides the list of component variations to be unifiable
observed from existing UCS multi-column charts, or proposed and agreed
among IRG members to be unifiable.

If two ideographs differ only in terms of the components in the UCV list,
but satisfy the requirement for dis-unification according to dis-unification
rules, such ideographs may be encoded differently. However, such cases
are exceptional and should be exhaustively listed in this document under
the related components to avoid confusion for consideration of other
characters.

Unification is meant to be at the component level only. In other words, if
the components themselves are also ideographs proper, this list does not
imply that the corresponding ideographs proper are unifiable.

The following is the format for each entry in the file:

a. No.: The serial number of the entry for reference that is unique
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throughout the standardization works.

b. Criteria UCV: List of actual glyphs of UCV, "[Deleted: .

c. References: Excerpt from existing document (e.g. JIS X 0213 and (Formatted: Strikethrough
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d. Exceptions: The exhaustive list of dis-unification examples.
e. Compatible/Duplieate/ Unified Examples: The example list of unified (Formatted: Strikethrough
ideographs and compatibility ideographs, and notes if
necessary
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The following is an example of a typical entry in UCV list. (Formatted: Indent: Left 0 ch, First line: 0 ch
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// The above example showing entry #47 seems incorrect.

// The current #47 is shown below:

// |f appropriate, need to update the above example.

AT - —Z|| = 7_ 081181 /JL. /R {R {R /E
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5448 0-334A  1-4947  0-4468 0-6F50 1-4E63
0-1942  1-4139 0-3672 0-7948  1-4667

These five glyphs are unifiable and they are well unified
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5448 0-334A 1-4947 0-4468 0-6F50 1-4E63 E

01942  1-4139  0-3672 0-7948 1-4667  2F83E
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The glyph of comptb. char U2F957 is unifiable with glyphs of U5448 and

they are well unified.

// could add some more explanation
= Currently, it does not seem to give enough info. in the context of UCV.

= comments are shown below:




(IS X 0213 - 29)

R® TG W

(HYDCD - 22)

RE: JIS example:

1) For example, does each variant have its own code position in JIS?

2) Or, does JIS include UCV list?
3) What does "29" mean?

Nearly the same comments apply to HYDCD example:
1) Does HYDCD list UCV?

2) Why are ﬁ{ﬁ included here? (These two chars do not seem to
include UCV)
3) What does "22" mean?

// How about numbering headings?

— An example [s shown below:

Differences in rotated Strokes/dots

Differences in stroke initiation direction

Differences in open direction of two strokes

Differences in intersection and extension of two strokes or dots
-——=>

1. Differences in rotated Strokes/dots

1.1 Differences in stroke initiation direction

1.2 Differences in open direction of two strokes




2. Differences in intersection and extension of two strokes or dots

// How about putting table of contents at the beginning?
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2. List of Non-Unifiable Components of Ideograph(NUC)

The NUC list provides the list of component variations which are not to
be unified. This list should be kept as minimum as possible. Components
that are not obviously unifiable will not be listed here. That is, it should
only list those that are close in glyph shapes which cognitively can be
confusing. In other words, this list should only contain the components
which are (possibly inappropriately) unified by precedence during the
IRG working processing, or components that are stated to be unifiable by
some local national standards, but not in the UCS.

Furthermore, this list should not contain components which are either (1)
KangXi radicals (such as T. vs. 12 ) or (2) simplified vs. traditional
components with no precedence of unification (such as 4 vs []).



The following is the format for each entry in the file:

a. Components: List of non-unifiable glyphs that is unique throughout the
standardization works

b. Analysis: Reasons for dis-unification and each reason will be listed
separately. Typical ones are already separated ones and
ideographs which are encoded by one-side only.

c. Examples: List of exhaustive possibly over-unified ideographs (if

exists)

The following is an example of a typical entry in BINE NUC:

Components

Analysis

Samples |

AR

PR

Unifications

Separations

W, B, IR, EE, B, I,

A

H
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} Jk-only [none
FR-only | PR 5% 8 F5F 155 5 1 1 AR IR PR P P P PR JRE I
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| ) e | ]

Separations

R, SR, AR, W, 1A,
i, S, B, 6RAR, BBRS,

, A, ST, OO, SO, AR, AR

R, i, FAUE, BN, WEH, RN, R4, PR, WA, mRRE, 5

fE-only

I 0 S T R

Bfl-only

IR R

= Analysis — Unifications examples.

— Are these chars dis—unified by mistake?? Or are they exceptional?

— could add references to dis—unification rule?

— Reasons are not given why they are dis—unified.

1l ]
Unifications
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— The above example seems to come from UCS.

@M could add some explanations
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Separations |i3%%, #4454, 540, B,

R

E

@M It is not obvious from where the above examples came. (probably not
from UCS?).

@M could add some explanations

A

3. List of Possibly Mis-Unified Ideographs(MUI).

MUI list provides the possibly mis-unified ideographs as pairs of CJK
compatibility ideographs and their corresponding CJK unified
ideographs, which have different semantics and pronunciations with the
supplied related reference information in a single document (possibly a
dictionary).

It is possible that the coded CJK compatibility ideographs listed in this
document need to be proposed as new CJK unified ideographs. However,
extreme care must be taken to assure the compatibility with existing
standards in accordance with Annex I of WG2’s Principles and
Procedures.

The following is the format for each entry in the file:
a. U-code: The UCS codepoint
b. Characters: List of possibly non-unifiable ideographs.

b. References: Excerpts of their usage from a single document source .

The following is an example of a typical entry in MUI:
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