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Not-Unifiable Components

No. |{Components Analysis Samples
163 i Iﬁ Unifications
Separations |E&, 330, 1B1l, Eln, G2 Es, B, BRER, AR, [RI, MhME, S5 i
i O
264a |+ - Unifications 58F3 = = == 2= ==
= 7 VI A VIR = s VR ¥
% GO-3F47 H-96F2 T3-282D J1-385E K2-2B3E
-
e BE TE ER
E}% UCS2003  GHZ-74512.13 IT57C22
Separations |7Xa%, FRER, FRL, BRak, BREX, Bl s, R, eak, EiE, aER, B
294 ,ﬁ ﬁ Unifications
Separations |k, IR, BB, ERE, R, |85, K&
Jik-only
FF-only P IR 2 A5 A R PR AT 25 I G P P R P R SR S T
317 IEI [ﬁ] Unifications
Separations |[Cl[H, JEiE, Hma, i
325 Unifications 35F4
Fnﬂ FlEﬁ [130.12 nﬁﬂ [Iﬁﬂ ﬂﬁ;ﬁ
(G5-3856 T4-492D J4-2442
]
[]ﬁ;ﬂ K3-226F V0-3338

Separations

&, e, 1w, TFEHF? i, TR, MR, B, B, HREAE, R,

i, TR, 4, HRER, S, SR, AR, B,
IR, Sfises, ﬁﬁaﬁﬁ‘ﬁ Hl’ﬂwfrﬂ

PSS, ARG, AAR, SRR,

G0-652E  HB2-F465  T2-6933 J1-4935 K2-4344 TF-5556

f-only 3753 ] 7 A e
A-only I3 A A 5
333a _Iﬁ_f _lﬁl_‘ Unifications | 4572 == 2
— ;E o 14016 T = =1
23~ T% Gg_-g—Bﬁ\Z rﬂ?é %
Separations 2R, I, BE, 12T, {848, B)E, BE, B2, T, E5
H-only
E-only (b PR N ok )
343 /\l] /\B Unifications | 3B9D v
A
A 759
ﬁ ﬁ GS-4247 T4-4I‘»:[I§
R *
G3-4247 T4 4423 KP1-4CE2
N 2F8E7
ST
G3-4247 T4- 4423 T5 3F71
Separations |A14E, #lH
382 | I= % Unifications
H Separations |55, 1818, VIR, (B/F, T, fEAE, BX, BVH, 1R, AR, i
B-only ﬁkﬁﬁlﬁ"‘ﬁﬂ i
B-only BhEEE HgRE NG 5 1L EEVEIE & v (5 45 S
399 | Ay &y 4y |Unifications |7039 SALSAL A was 2F913 Ay
Fﬁg FFE' 555 k 8547 (ﬁﬁ% /Fﬁ%’ /Fﬁ% H';’ﬁ' % K 8547 /%

Separations

[

Eme &
IR IR, o
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g

gi 634733 T5-462E
3AAC PR) I3,
¥ 66.14 ﬁ
%Z G34739  T45B3A K3-2728

g R

gﬁ UCS2003  GKX-047621  T5-6C34

Separations

AL, BB, RAA, B, BRAS, AL, B, FRA, B, RO, AU, X
UL, BB, MO, KUk, OB, BB, 1R, B, B, BRAY, B, o
a8, W, B, B, B, R, BORL, B, SR S0, B, i,
IS, 4, g, ks, o, mian, W, i, Wi, Bgk, WOk, i
sz, H, Wi, BB, IRk, Rk, AlAk, anlt, RO, B, R, B,
PRCHL, Bk, R, B, RO, PG, FERE, TROR, S, mEL, B, T
B, R, B, B, TROR S RO, i, R, BB PR
R, RRY, RO, BCRE, B, ORG, BR IGH

Z-only IS B BSISCR BN R B RSORSCECEL . .(About 400)
X-only RS A A e B S i B R R B (About 200)

406 Unifications |gg12 55 FA20  HA ohEe

%‘ % 14017 % *7% i 14017 %% *%
Separations | &35, #H, FaHE, BEE, Rk, 16
&-only EifTEhe
fE-only EmESEGRELBNERENEhEHEEERELEES
$E%E
409 Unifications

I
il

Separations
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Status Report of UCV Update (2013/05/23)

After IRG#38 (Gyeongju, ROK), the comments to update the UCV list were given by Korea and
Hong Kong.

The comments by Korea are mainly the clarification of the terms and layout for the hardcopy users.
Because UCV list was originally designed for the softcopy readers and its source data is not for the
fixed layout document, the improvements for the layout issues will spend more time. Currently,
followings are planned.

- MUI will be prepared for contents of IRG N1928

- Documents to describe HYDCD, JIS X 0213, SCS will be attached.

- For some characters in NUC, SuperCJK excerpt will be prepared.

- Attempt to insert page breaks between subsections.

- Attempt to put head lines to each page.

The comments by Hong Kong are mainly the detailed review to eliminate the confusing examples in
the UCV list. The Hong Kong comments could be classified into 4 types;
A) Example should be shown by multicolumn chart
The UCYV list had ever printed with the CJK fonts installed on the technical editor’s computer.
Sometimes the glyph of the font was different from the referential glyphs in the UCS code
chart. Considering that the latest UCS code chart is printed by the scalable fonts, Hong Kong
proposed to update the examples by the images clipped from the latest UCS chart.
B) Confusing example should be removed.
Some fonts or the images clipped from UCS code charts do not show the glyphic difference for
the given UCV. Hong Kong proposed to remove such examples.
C) No unification example is shown.
Some UCYV rules have no examples of the unification although the exceptional disunification
examples are shown. It is confusing and required to be updated.
D) UCY picture should be corrected or added.
Some UCV pictures (showing the component shape, in the most left column in the list) are
duplicated, or, different from the shape in the examples. They should be updated for the
consistency.
All comments type A) are accepted and updated, because all examples are now shown by the images
clipped from UCS code chart.
Most comments type B) are accepted and updated. However, several examples are arguable whether
they are suitable or not, and kept as they were.
The dispositions to the comments type C) are classified into 2 types; one is no action because the
unification rule is as a reversal of the “source code separation” in Annex S. Another is no action
because the UCV is thought to be applied before the submission to IRG, in the internal of the
member bodies. Of course, further investigations are needed to collect for latter cases.
All comments type D) are accepted and now being updated.
The current status summary is following:

status proportions
Done 158/253 (~62%)
No action 60/253 (~24%)
Source code separation 29/253 (~11%)
Work in progress 6/253 (~ 2%)

Following is a table to summarize the current status of the dispositions to the Hong Kong comments.



Cmt# Date UCV# Comment Type Status (2013/04/22, Thu)

1| 2012/08/15 | UCV#004 UCYV Picture should be added. Done
2 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#005 UCYV Picture should be added. Done
3| 2012/08/15 | UCV#008 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
4| 2012/08/15 | UCV#008 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
5| 2012/08/15 | UCV#013 | No unification example is shown. gzg:‘;;‘t?oyn.s"“rce Code
6 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#015 No unification example is shown. :Ll;v‘:;lﬁboyn.SOHrce Code
7| 2012/08/15 | UCV#017 | No unification example is shown. gzgzzt?oyn.so“me Code
8 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#018 UCYV Picture should be corrected. Done
9 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#023 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

10 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#027a | Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

11 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#027a | Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

12| 2012/08/15 | UCV#028 | No unification example is shown. gzgzzt?()yrlsource Code

13 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#030 Confusing example should be removed. Done

14 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#032 UCYV Picture should be added. Done

15| 2012/08/15 | UCV#032 | Confusing example should be removed. gzgzzt?oyn.so“me Code

16 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#032 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

17 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#036 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.

18 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#038 UCV Picture without example should be removed. No action yet.

19 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#039 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

20 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#041 | No unification example is shown. gzgzzt?()yrlsource Code

21 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#042 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

22 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#044 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

23 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#046 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

24 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#047 UCYV Picture should be added. Done

25 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#048 UCYV Picture should be added. Done

26 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#050 Confusing example should be removed. Done

27 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#051 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

28 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#053 Example should be replaced. Done

29 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#053 Confusing example should be removed. Done

30 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#053 UCYV Picture should be added. Done




31| 2012/08/15 | UCV#053 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

32 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#054 Confusing example should be removed. Done

33 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#055 Example should be moved to another UCV. No action yet.

34 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#055 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.

35 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#055 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

36 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#055 UCYV Picture should be added. Done

37 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#056 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

38 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#057 Confusing example should be removed. Done

39 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#057 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

40 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#060 UCYV Picture should be added. Done

41 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#060 Confusing example should be removed. Done

42 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#063 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

43 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#063 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

44 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#066 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

45 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#067 Confusing example should be removed. Done

46 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#076 Confusing example should be removed. Done

47 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#076 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

48 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#079 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

49 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#085 No unification example is shown. :Ll;v‘:;lﬁboyn.SOHrce Code
50 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#092 Confusing example should be removed. Done

51 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#093 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

52 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#096 Example should be added. Done

53 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#096 Confusing example should be removed. Done

54 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#096 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.

55 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#096 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

56 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#098 UCYV Picture should be added. Done

57 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#099 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

58 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#109 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

59 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#112 UCYV Picture should be corrected. Done

60 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#112 UCV Picture should be added. Work in progress.
61 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#112 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

62 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#116 Confusing example should be removed. Done

63 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#117 UCYV Picture should be added. Work in progress.
64 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#118 | No unification example is shown. Shown by Source Code

Separation.




65 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#119 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

66 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#121 Confusing example should be removed. Done

67 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#123 Example should be replaced. Done

68 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#126 Example should be added. Done

69 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#129 Example should be added. Done

70 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#130 Example should be added. Done

71 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#132a | Example should be added. Done

72 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#132a | Confusing example should be removed. Done

73 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#134 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.

74 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#136 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

75 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#139a | Example should be added. Done

76 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#140 Confusing example should be removed. Done

77 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#140 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

78 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#145 Example should be added. Done

79 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#148 | Confusing example should be removed. ::;zzt?oyn,soume Code
80 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#152 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

81 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#153 UCYV Picture should be added. Done

82 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#155 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

83 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#157 Example should be added. Done

84 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#159 Example should be added. No action yet.

85 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#161 | No unification example is shown. gzgzztit’()yrléource Code
86 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#164 | No unification example is shown. Zzgzgt?()yn_s"“m Code
87 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#165 | No unification example is shown. g:;;;?oyrfmrce Code
88 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#166 Example should be added. Done

89 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#167 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

90 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#168 Confusing example should be removed. Done

91 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#169 Example should be added. Done

92 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#171 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

93 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#172 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

94 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#173 UCYV Picture should be corrected. Done

95 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#173 Example should be added. Done

96 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#174 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

97 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#175 Example should be added. Done




98 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#177 UCYV Picture should be added. Done

99 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#177 UCYV Picture without example should be removed. Done
100 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#177 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
101 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#179 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
102 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#180 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
103 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#181 UCYV Picture should be corrected. Done
104 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#181 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
105 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#182 | Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
106 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#185 Confusing example should be removed. Done
107 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#186 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
108 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#187 UCV Picture should be added. Done
109 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#188 No unification example is shown. No action yet.
110 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#193 Single example is shown twice. No action yet.
111 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#193 Example should be added. Done
112 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#194 Confusing example should be removed. Done
113 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#194 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
114 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#197 UCYV Picture should be added. Done
115 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#197 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
116 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#199 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.
117 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#202 UCYV Picture should be corrected. No action yet.
118 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#202a | Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
119 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#203 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
120 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#204 Confusing example should be removed. Work in progress.
121 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#206 No unification example is shown. No action yet.
122 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#214 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
123 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#215 No unification example is shown. No action yet.
124 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#216 Confusing example should be removed. Done
125 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#217 No unification example is shown. No action yet.
126 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#218 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done
127 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#220 No unification example is shown. No action yet.
128 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#222 UCYV Picture should be added. Done
129 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#223 UCV Picture should be added. Done
130 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#224 UCV Picture should be added. Done
131 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#226 No unification example is shown. No action yet.
132 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#228 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done




133 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#232 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

134 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#235 UCYV Picture should be corrected. Done

135 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#239 Confusing example should be removed. Done

136 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#239 Single example is shown twice. Done

137 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#242 UCV Picture should be added. Done

138 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#242 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

139 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#243 Confusing example should be removed. Done

140 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#244 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

141 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#245 UCYV Picture should be added. Done

142 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#246 UCYV Picture should be added. Done

143 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#247 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

144 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#249 No unification example is shown. EZS;Zt?g/n'Source Code
145 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#250 Confusing example should be removed. Done

146 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#252 Confusing example should be removed. Done

147 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#252 Confusing example should be removed. Done

148 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#255 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

149 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#260 | No unification example is shown. 22;’;:;’(;?“”" Code
150 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#267 | No unification example is shown. gzg:;;‘t?oyn.s"“rce Code
151 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#269 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

152 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#270 | Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

153 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#271 | No unification example is shown. gzgzzt?()yrléource Code
154 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#272 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

155 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#276 UCYV Picture should be added. Done

156 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#278 Confusing example should be removed. Done

157 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#279 UCV Picture should be added. Done

158 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#279 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

159 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#282 UCV Picture should be added. Done

160 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#285 | No unification example is shown. 22;’;;?3f°““° Code
161 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#290 | No unification example is shown. gzgzzt?()yrléource Code
162 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#291 UCYV Picture should be added. Done

163 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#292 Example should be added. Done

164 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#293 No unification example is shown. No action yet.




165 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#298 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

166 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#298b | Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

167 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#299 Example should be added. Done

168 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#302 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

169 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#303 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

170 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#313 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

171 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#315 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

172 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#318 Confusing example should be removed. 2:;§2t?§;1§0urce Code
173 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#318 | No unification example is shown. gzgzzt?()yrlsource Code
174 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#319 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

175 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#320 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

176 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#322 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

177 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#324 UCYV Picture should be added. Done

178 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#324 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

179 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#326 No unification example is shown. :Ll;v‘:;lﬁboyn.SOHrce Code
180 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#329 UCV Picture should be corrected. Done

181 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#330 | No unification example is shown. gzgzzt?()yrlsource Code
182 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#331 | No unification example is shown. Zzgzgt?()yn_s"“m Code
183 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#339 Single example is shown twice. Done

184 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#342 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

185 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#348 Confusing example should be removed. Done

186 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#348 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

187 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#349 UCYV Picture without example should be removed. No action yet.

188 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#350 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

189 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#352a | No unification example is shown. No action yet.

190 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#353 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

191 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#354a | Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

192 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#355 Example should be moved to another UCV. Done

193 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#355 UCV Picture should be added. Done

194 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#355 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

195 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#359 Confusing example should be removed. Done

196 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#360 UCV Picture without example should be removed. No action yet.




197 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#361 UCYV Picture should be corrected. Done

198 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#362 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

199 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#363 | No unification example is shown. gzgzztz)yn.so“me Code
200 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#364 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

201 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#366 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

202 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#367 Confusing example should be removed. Done

203 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#367 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

204 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#372 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

205 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#372 Confusing example should be removed. Done

206 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#372 Example should be moved to another UCV. Done

207 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#372 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

208 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#373 Confusing example should be removed. Done

209 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#374 UCYV Picture without example should be removed. No action yet.

210 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#381 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

211 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#383 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

212 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#384 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

213 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#386 | No unification example is shown. S}e‘;’z;’t}’()yn§°“r°e Code
214 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#387 | No unification example is shown. g:szzt?oyn.s()urce Code
215 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#391 No unification example is shown. :Ll;v‘:;lﬁboyn.SOHrce Code
216 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#393 | No unification example is shown. gzgzzt?oyn.so“me Code
217 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#397 Confusing example should be removed. Done

218 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#397 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

219 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#398 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

220 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#407 Confusing example should be removed. Done

221 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#407 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

222 | 2012/08/15 | UCV#408 No unification example is shown. No action yet.

223 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#027a | Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

224 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#032 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

225 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#038 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.

226 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#053 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

227 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#053 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

228 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#055 Confusing example should be removed. Done




229 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#056 Example should be moved to another UCV. No action yet.
230 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#060 Confusing example should be removed. Done

231 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#091 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

232 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#096 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

233 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#096 Confusing example should be removed. Done

234 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#096 Confusing example should be removed. Done

235 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#112 UCV Picture should be added. Work in progress.
236 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#117 UCYV Picture should be added. Work in progress.
237 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#132a | Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.
238 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#148 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.
239 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#194 Confusing example should be removed. Done

240 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#197 UCV Picture should be corrected. Work in progress.
241 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#197 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.
242 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#199 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.
243 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#204 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.
244 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#206 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.
245 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#223 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.
246 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#252 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.
247 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#252 Example should be added. No action yet.
248 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#299 Example should be added. Done

249 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#318 | Confusing example should be removed. gzgzzt?()yrléource Code
250 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#331 Example should be added. Done

251 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#372 Example should be shown by multicolumn chart. Done

252 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#372 Confusing example should be removed. Done

253 | 2012/11/08 | UCV#407 Confusing example should be removed. No action yet.




IRG#36, IRGN1775 CJK Editorial Group
Report

The editorial group reviewed and confirmed the updates of IWDS,
UCV and NUC.

The editorial group reviewed and discussed IRGN1766 and
IRGN1777. The editorial group agreed to use “delta IWDSnn (e.g.,
delta IWDS36)” when updating IWDS. The editorial group agreed to
use the term of “explanation” for recording glyph changes.

The item 4 of Japanese review report of CJK B were reviewed and
accepted, they should be added to the IWDS.

The editorial group also asks IRG to suggest WG2 to add a
“corrigendum” to UCS for CJK glyph changes.

The followings (Page 1 to 4) are from “Japan review result on CJK B 2nd round (IRG N1748
chart), 2011-02-25 Source: Japan”

4. Corrigendum text (comments on IRG N1744)

Most texts in IRG N1744 only record conclusions of IRG discussion like "xxx is preferred
although it is different from xxx" or "xxx remain unchanged". However, Japan expects text should
record like "this is not correct regarding the unification rule" or "why this standard keeps this
wrong shape" or such explanations so that people who doesn't know the IRG discussion will
understand the wrong situations.

On this viewpoint Japan proposes alternate text as below.

UCS 2003

Unicode Glyph IRG N1707 Glyph SuperCJK Glyph

BRC | ok 2382C gk AR A Aok
2D

SRR KT8 o) 2ROR AEE KRR

UCS-2382C TF6951  UCS-2382C
§§ %I<;J<

The current glyph (i.e. T-glyph) is preferred, although it is different from the UCS glyph.

— TF-6951 was mistakenly unified to U+2382C at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGR
EXTENSION B. TF-6951 of ISO/IEC10646 keeps this shape for the consistency to the CNS st
although these two glyph shapes cannot be unified.

M B
ik Kik ik

UCS-23EE4




UCS 2003

Unicode Glyph

IRG N1707 Glyph SuperCJK Glyph

The current glyphs (i.e. G-glyph and T-glyph) remain unchanged. This is a case of mis-unifica
SuperCJK.

— T7-243F was mistakenly unified to U+23EE4 at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGR
EXTENSION B. T7-243F of ISO/IEC10646 keeps this shape for the consistency to the CNS st
although these two glyph shapes cannot be unified.

[Note] GKX-0648.09 can be unified to U+23EE4 although it has slight difference from KangXi dic

shape.
24369 KK 24369 Kk kK KK
_S‘ZA K 86.12 ‘ﬁ _j: -
UCS-24358 TF-5024 UCS-24369

»

&

The current glyph (i.e. T-glyph) is preferred, although it is different from the UCS glyph.
— Because of mis-unification in Super CJK, UCS glyph was designed differently (one dot more
TF-5024. To keep consistency multicolumn code chart keeps original UCS shape.

27555 5%; 27555 i B
1o 01 14217 U‘lﬂif\ E‘E‘Ej‘{

UCS-27555

GKX-1103.28  T5-7648

i

UCS-27555

= =
=

g

The current G-glyph remains unchanged, although it is different from the UCS glyph.
— Because of mis-unification in Super CJK, UCS glyph was designed differently (one dot more)
from Kangxi dictionary shape. To keep consistency multicolumn code chart keeps original UCS

shape.
27BIF —;ﬁb 27BIF 4k pg b b
=l B 149.12 nt’i EI$ A F‘E‘
UCS-27B1F GHZB401808  T7-5035 K% RO
i AB A
& H
UCS-27B1F

The current G-glyph remains unchanged because it is a correct glyph.

— GHZ-65018.09 was mistakenly unified to U+27BI1F at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED
IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. GHZ-65018.09 of ISO/IEC10646 keeps this shape for the
consistency of source mapping although these two glyph shapes cannot be unified.

= 27041 = B 5

~ D

27D41 = Awe 7N 2N =
UCSs-27D41 TF-385F UCs-27D41

>

i

The current glyph (i.e. T-glyph) remains unchanged. It is noted that the UCS glyph is wrong.
— Because of mis-unification in Super CJK, UCS glyph was designed differently from TF-385F. To
keep consistency multicolumn code chart keeps orginal UCS shape.




UCS 2003

Unicode Glyph IRG N1707 Glyph SuperCJK Glyph
%Dﬂ ol uaij
JHY 28B75 pmm %[m ; Y
28B75 UCS-28B75 & 16713 fH > Hﬁ NI

TF-686D UCS-28B75 i" x ‘/i\%

The current glyph (i.e. T-glyph) is preferred, although it is different from the UCS glyph.
— Shape of TF-686D in CNS standard has been changed after the first edition of CJK UN
IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B was published, so TF-686D needs to keep this shape although it car
unified to U+28B75.

D .

=¥ 293FB HE & =

5y % i 178.20 A ‘Jkii § i m %

I
UCS-283FB GHZ-74512.13  T5-7C22
293FB s
'_'g n“
NE
UCS-293FB

The current T-glyph remains unchanged, although it is different from the UCS glyph (i.e. unified). Yet
an exception to the unification rules.
— Shape of T5-7C22 in CNS standard has been changed after the first edition of CJK UN
IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B was published, so T5-7C22 needs to keep this shape although it car
unified to U+293FB.
[Comment] IRG didn't agree to discuss about modifying unification rule. So this is not an "exception'
rule.

UCS-29450 GKX-1389.08  T5-3D4A
X ME

UCS-28450

The current glyphs (i.e. G-glyph and T-glyph) are preferred, although they are different from the UCS
(i.e. unified). It is noted that the UCS glyph is the glyph shown in the Kangxi Dictionary.

— GKX-1399.08 has different shape from Kangxi Dictionary. Both GKX-1399.08 and T5-3D4A
unified to U+29450.

[Comment] This note is not necessary because this is a case of issue 2 of 4.3 in IRG N1745.

W

The current glyph (i.e. T-glyph) is preferred, although it is different from the UCS glyph (i.e. unified).
— Shape of T7-5666 in CNS standard has been changed after the first edition of CJK UN
IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B was published, so T7-5666 needs to keep this shape although it car
unified to U+29C52.




UCS 2003

Unicode Glyph IRG N1707 Glyph SuperCJK Glyph
2A0B8 N 2 AO B8 l-'—l Z\;\, s
TN B1ss TN RS W ﬁn\‘
UCS-2A0B8 GKX-1484.15  T7-523A
N
VS g X
UCS-2A0B8

TCA prefers to keep its current glyph and the G-glyph and T-glyph are thus unified. Yet TCA will
check with its experts.

— Shape of T7-523A in CNS standard has been changed after the first edition of CJK UN
IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B was published, so T7-523A needs to keep this shape although it car
unified to U+2A0BS.

[Comment] Glyph difference of G is a popular pattern of unification but T is not, however TCA w
keep this shape. So IRG concluded to make note for this situation. If TCA needs further study, IRG has
to discuss at the next meeting.

One more note should be added (cf. 2.2(h))

299FB 2
Mt |2

Shape of GCH has been changed after the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENS
was published, so G-glyph for U+299FB needs to keep this shape although it cannot be unified
original UCS shape.




IRG#37, IRGN1837ErrataReportIRG37

Summary:

This document drafted notes for CJK B multicolumn code table for
3rd edition that are confirmed as unification errors and needs
explanations. This document also listed additions to IRG UCS/
NUCV list.

Partl is draft notes for corrigendum notes that should be submitted
to WG2 for IRG.

Part2 shows list adding to UCV (Unifiable Component Variations)
list.

Part3 shows list adding to NUCV (Non-Unifiable Component
Variations) list

See Page 6 to 19 for IRGN 1837.



Title: CJK B error report to WG2
Source: IRG editorial group
Meeting: IRG#37

Date: 2011-11-10

Summary:

This document drafted notes for CJK B multicolumn code table for 3rd edition
that are confirmed as unification errors and needs explanations. This document
also listed additions to IRG UCS/NUCYV list.

Partl is draft notes for corrigendum notes that should be submitted to WG2 for
IRG.

Part2 shows list adding to UCV (Unifiable Component Variations) list.

Part3 shows list adding to NUCV (Non-Unifiable Component Variations) list

Partl: Draft text for corrigendum notes

CJK Editorial group has confirmed several mis-unifications or glyph errors in
ISO/TIEC10646:2003. To avoid misunderstanding of unification rule by users of
ISO/IEC 10646 future edition, IRG concluded to submit draft corrigendum text
to WG2. Pictures are for the confirmation and not a part of corrigendum text.
Note that 12 more texts in IRG N1775 (CJK Editorial group report at IRG#36)

ut23 AR 2 #JF ’ﬁl wrong gl J: This is postponed at|IRG N1775 tabl
1 = IRG #36 however they
cannot be unified.

A J
G: Nand éf‘\ not
unifiable, need V glyph

No change. UCS2003 is incorrect. It is a unification error

V0-354d was mistakenly unified to u+235fl at the first edition of CJK
UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. IRG concluded that V0-354d of
ISO/IEC 10646 keeps this shape for the consistency to the TCVN5773 although
these glyphs are not able to be unified.




ut+2{ @ 5 & 4R U | unificatic J: This is concluded at IR IRG N1792/IR(
99 | == to change back to UCS20( table 1

H: The V-glyph has been

the new glyph has one add

G: An extra stroke been ac
to UCS font, unifiable?
K: non-unifiable shape

No change. Make a note to corrigenda as a unification error.

V4-5565 was mistakenly unified to u+28599 at the first edition of CJK
UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. IRG concluded that V4-5644 of
ISO/IEC 10646 keeps this mapping for the consistency with the V4 source
although these glyphs are not able to be unified.

U+20T 2% 81 J8) B  glyph not revised IRG N
5 UCS2003  GKX-0148.26 T5-3669 table4_2. 1

T-glyph can be unified to U+2088D. But we would not change the map. Itis a1

T5-3669 was mistakenly unified to u+20885 at the first edition of CJK
UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. IRG concluded that IRG concluded
that T5-3669 should be mapped to u+2088d by means of unification rule and
this mapping is err. However, IRG concluded that T5-3669 of ISO/IEC 10646
keeps this mapping for the consistency with CNS standard.

e

U+21 T (2% 8 %8 & | J: Tsource shouldbexIRG N
2 ST Thew character as expld table4-2.2(c)
N1793.

K: T glyph is the same :

Move T-source from U+21F12 to U+21F2C. Record U-glyph of U+21F2C is w

T5-4C6E was mistakenly unified to u+20885 at the first edition of CJK
UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. IRG concluded to ask WG2
moving T5-4C6E source to map to u+21f2c.

U+2:V 2% B 1 J:glyphnotrevised | IRG N
8A o H: The V-glyph has 12 table4-2.2(f)
13 as in the UCS2003 g

No change. UCS is wrong. It is a unification error

Shape of ut+2a48a was wrong in ISO/IEC10646:2003. Although correct shape
of V2-7C66 cannot be unified to the current shape in ISO/IEC10646:2003, IRG
concluded to keep this mapping because of the consistency.




U+24 VvV RS R J:glyphnotrevised IRG N
5 s eroen G: A stroke i1s missing table4-2.2(f)
Already menti
IRGN1775_A4 (J comr
K: wrong glyph

No change. UCS is wrong. It is a unification error
Shape of u+24f15 was wrong in ISO/IEC10646:2003. Although correct shape of
V2-7D5A cannot be unified to the current shape in ISO/IEC10646:2003, IRG
concluded to keep this mapping because of the consistency.

No change. UCS is wrong. It is a unification error.
Shape of u+25089 was wrong in ISO/IEC10646:2003. Although correct shape

of V2-7D68 cannot be unified to the current shape in ISO/IEC10646:2003, IRG
concluded to keep this mapping because of the consistency.

25089 ik ﬁk
i 108.10 JIIl _[l]].

UCs2003 V2-7D68

IRG N
table4-2.2(f)

glyph not revised
9

U+2T Y

U+2,G %% % 2% #E  glyph not revised IRG N
CO UCS2003  GKX-1538.20  T5-7BSE table4_3

No change and add a note to corrigenda as Unification error.

GKX-1538.20 was mistakenly unified to u+2a6¢c0 at the first edition of CJK
UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. V4-5644 of ISO/IEC 10646 keeps
this shape for the consistency to the GKX source although these glyphs are not
able to be unified.

229: B8 | #29) @ 240 | Unificat The T-glyph is diff
,E\ SN N == the KX Dictionary gl
UCSo003 | UCS2003  GKX040828  T56777

No change. Add a note to corrigenda as a unification error

T5-6777 was mistakenly unified to u+22936 at the first edition of CJK
UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. T5-6777 of ISO/IEC 10646 keeps
this shape for the consistency to the CNS standard although these glyphs are not
able to be unified.




2832 Unificat The T-glyph is diff
qp the KX Dictionary gl

UCS2003 UCS2003  GKX-1244.18 T6-632A

No change and add a note to corrigenda as a unification error.

T6-632A was mistakenly unified to u+22936 at the first edition of CJK
UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. T6-632A of ISO/IEC 10646 keeps
this shape for the consistency to the CNS standard although these glyphs are not
able to be unified.

22B/ S3Z | Wrong glyp Difference in the top
% == glyph G
RS GKX-040.17

No change and add a note to corrigenda as a unification error.

GKX-0440.17 was mistakenly unified to u+22BA3 at the first edition of CJK
UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. GKX-0440.17 of ISO/IEC 10646
keeps this shape for the consistency to the GKX source although these glyphs
are not able to be unified.

230 | K }gﬁ Wrong glyp Difference in the righ
y=:| of the glyph T

0Cs2003
23 T5-6CH

No change and add a note to corrigenda as a unification error.

T5-6C34 was mistakenly unified to u+23023 at the first edition of CJK
UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. T5-6C34 of ISO/IEC 10646 keeps
this shape for the consistency to the CNS standard although these glyphs are not
able to be unified.

2427 ’:.; —z%= | Wrong glyp The bottom difference
(52005 }(

GKX-0672.02

No change and add a note to corrigenda as a unification error.

GKX-0672.02 was mistakenly unified to u+23023 at the first edition of CJK
UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. GKX-0672.02 of ISO/IEC 10646
keeps this shape for the consistency to the GKX source although these glyphs
are not able to be unified.




Part2: List of additions to IRG UCV list
Listed below are to be added to UCV list as unification examples.

U+21GT 2P & 2 % | glyph not revised IRG N
table4-3

F5 UCS2003  GHZ-63657.03  T7-4350

No change. Add a note on UCV examples.

U+29 GT | %% 8 #2 %  glyph not revised IRG N
4 UCS2003  GHZ-74714.09  T7-5D7D table4_3

No change. Add a note to UCV examples.

2148 2 B R & Wro
UCS2003  GKX.02410¢  T7-373F

D glyr

No change. Note this and find more cases for the unification of those

270 | % B D %

UCs2003

D2 @ s

glyph

No change. Note to find more examples to unify them.

29D5C AN
29D f 1953 ?é“] @ \NII‘O
5C Ucs2003  voAB? glyy

No change. Add note to UCV.

Part3: List of additions to IRG NUCV list
Listed below are to be added to NUCYV list as wrong unification examples.

U+26 T (%% B8 B glyph not revised IRG N
F UCS2003  GKX-0957.05  T64D30 table4_2.2(c)

No change. Add a note to wrong unification examples.

U+26 T (%% 8 1% B glyph not revised IRG N
7 UCS2003  GKX-0959.18 T7-4871 table4_2.2(c)

No change. Add a note to Annex S that 2649B should be unified to 2649E.

RN

U+27T (7% ¥ 4% 8 | glyph not revised IRG N
O UCS2003  GKX-1070.32 T7-5876 table4_2.2(c)




No change. Add a note to wrong unification examples.

DF

U+2

T

0% BR IR 2% glyph not revised

UCS2003  GKX-1101.17 T7-5477

IRG N
table4-2.2(c)

No change. Add a note to wrong unification examples.

29C

F

UCS-29C9B

UCS2003  GHZ-74428.18  Te-846C

2 = G @  Unific:
Font d

China to keep the current glyph. T to change back—>T-glyph has been changed

22D
15

22D15

£ 8411

Unifi
i 1®

wes2oir w2 | cation

V-glyph not change and stroke count should be changed. Add a note to

2485
8

e ) @ Wro

UCS2003  GHZ-21386.09  TE-SERA

glyr

No change. Add a note to excepti

26B
3D

26B3D +%- S Wron
e

UCS2003  GKX-102508  T6.343B

<

g

No change. Add a note to exption.

(End of Document)




IRG#38, IRGNI1864 CJK Editorial Group
Report of CJK_E

The editorial meeting decided to add NUC examples as below:

f=1
i==A
UCS2003

U+29ACF

CJK Ev7
09702
Examples are:
2 - - é‘_‘
1452181 H, =1
HH 5 A H
09712 | 13| 1|G_ZJWO00697| ,o\c
a »
* 11452.191 SN N =
w| Wk |5
09713 | 14] 1|G_ZJWO00696| ,0,c0
— .
1452201  Pri %%
e | B
09714 | 15] 1 |G_ZJW00699 -




IRG#39, IRGNI1896 CJK Editorial Group

Report
6. Review of IWDS

References:
e IRGNI1918 IWDS
e IRGNI1839 IWDS

> ROK comments on IWDS summary

> HK comments to UCV list
The editorial group accepted ROK and HK comments on IRGN1839. The
editorial group asked Mr. Taichi Kawabata to update the IWDS summary
and all UCV lists to reflect these comments.
The editorial group asked Mr. Taichi Kawabata to use images for the
ideographic characters rather than fonts in the lists of UCV and NUC to
avoid wrong showing. The editorial group asked Mr. Taichi Kawabata to
mark the updated items for better tracking.
Reminder: Some comments (such as #56, #299, #318, #372, or more)
from HK 1is not reflected or not reflected well in the latest UCV list. Some
appropriate examples are not found.
To reduce the size of this file, please browse http://appsrv.cse.cuhk.edu.hk/~irg/irg/irg39/

IRG39.htm for the HK comments, dated 2012-08-15 and 2012-11-08, and ROK comments,
under the entry of IRGN1839.



IRG#36, IRGN1775 CJK Editorial Group
Report

The editorial group reviewed and confirmed the updates of IWDS,
UCV and NUC.

The editorial group reviewed and discussed IRGN1766 and
IRGN1777. The editorial group agreed to use “delta IWDSnn (e.g.,
delta IWDS36)” when updating IWDS. The editorial group agreed to
use the term of “explanation” for recording glyph changes.

The item 4 of Japanese review report of CJK B were reviewed and
accepted, they should be added to the IWDS.

The editorial group also asks IRG to suggest WG2 to add a
“corrigendum” to UCS for CJK glyph changes.

The followings (Page 1 to 4) are from “Japan review result on CJK B 2nd round (IRG N1748
chart), 2011-02-25 Source: Japan”

4. Corrigendum text (comments on IRG N1744)
Most texts in IRG N1744 only record conclusions of IRG discussion like

'xxx is preferred
although it is different from xxx" or "xxx remain unchanged". However, Japan expects text should
record like "this is not correct regarding the unification rule" or "why this standard keeps this
wrong shape" or such explanations so that people who doesn't know the IRG discussion will

understand the wrong situations.

On this viewpoint Japan proposes alternate text as below.

Unicode UCS 2003 IRG N1707 Glyph SuperCJK Glyph

Glyph
2382C i 2382C *
)}Jﬂ,\,}Q Ao 7518 Mz )j“i

% TF %
UCs-2382C TF6951 UCS-2382C rarrls

¥

The current glyph (i.e. T-glyph) is preferred, although it is different from the UCS glyph.

— TF-6951 was mistakenly unified to U+2382C at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS
EXTENSION B. TF-6951 of ISO/IEC10646 keeps this shape for the consistency to the CNS standard
although these two glyph shapes cannot be unified.




Unicode U(C}?yi(:l% IRG N1707 Glyph SuperCJK Glyph
23EE4 2 23EE4 i) }
Bk ven BN K j‘)zl;ﬂ( Fik
UCS-23EE4 GHX-0848.08  T7-243F
Kk Hik ik
i )l
UCS-23EE4

The current glyphs (i.e. G-glyph and T-glyph) remain unchanged. This is a case of mis-unification in
SuperCJK.

— T7-243F was mistakenly unified to U+23EE4 at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS
EXTENSION B. T7-243F of ISO/IEC10646 keeps this shape for the consistency to the CNS standard
although these two glyph shapes cannot be unified.

[Note] GKX-0648.09 can be unified to U+23EE4 although it has slight difference from KangXi dictionary
shape.

24369 KK 24369 kK T
SF | ke S AP i
UCS-24368 TF-5024  UCS-24369 A VAN

&

The current glyph (i.e. T-glyph) is preferred, although it is different from the UCS glyph.
— Because of mis-unification in Super CJK, UCS glyph was designed differently (one dot more) from

TF-5024. To keep consistency multicolumn code chart keeps original UCS shape.

27555 % 27555 i ==
LER S T R - =
UCS-27555 GEX-1103.29  T5-7649 a

IJCS-27555

B

The current G-glyph remains unchanged, although it is different from the UCS glyph.
— Because of mis-unification in Super CJK, UCS glyph was designed differently (one dot more) from
Kangxi dictionary shape. To keep consistency multicolumn code chart keeps original UCS shape.

[Note] UCS shape is wrong because GKX-1103.29 is placed at 17 strokes place in Kangxi dictionary.

27BIF *5% 27B1F 2tk g 2l —lﬂﬁ
i 14912 ﬁ]_‘li E[‘E ﬁ
UCS-27B1F GHZ-64018.00  T7-5035 X AW b
= A5 %
5
UCS-27B1F

The current G-glyph remains unchanged because it is a correct glyph.
— GHZ-65018.09 was mistakenly unified to U+27BI1F at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED
IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. GHZ-65018.09 of ISO/IEC10646 keeps this shape for the consistency of

source mapping although these two glyph shapes cannot be unified.




UCS 2003

Unicode Glyph IRG N1707 Glyph SuperCJK Glyph
"}I ~ 2|?| ?si 41 S i x -E !'-
27D41 == L ZIN == :..l-"[.;-.., ﬁ
UCS-27D41 TF-385F  UCS-27D41
&

The current glyph (i.e. T-glyph) remains unchanged.

It is noted that the UCS glyph is wrong.

— Because of mis-unification in Super CJK, UCS glyph was designed differently from TF-385F. To keep

consistency multicolumn code chart keeps orginal UCS shape.

28B75

i

UCS-28B75

G
TF£86D

iy

UCS-28B75

%Hi

xﬁﬁ“’

The current glyph (i.e. T-glyph) is preferred, although it is different from the UCS glyph.

— Shape of TF-686D in CNS standard has been changed after the first edition of CJK UNIFIED
IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B was published, so TF-686D needs to keep this shape although it cannot be
unified to U+28B75.

P

293FB BE  E=i BE B
I p==t 17820 L T %
UCS-293FB o e i DLEES
GHZ-74512.13  T5-7C22
293FB o
FIL) %
UCS-293FB

The current T-glyph remains unchanged, although it is different from the UCS glyph (i.e. unified). Yet this
is an exception to the unification rules.

— Shape of T5-7C22 in CNS standard has been changed after the first edition of CJK UNIFIED
IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B was published, so T5-7C22 needs to keep this shape although it cannot be
unified to U+293FB.

[Comment] IRG didn't agree to discuss about modifying unification rule. So this is not an "exception" of the

rule.
29450
XE 29_4 50 3 YE E
VN 12 | R
UCS-22450 GKX-1389.08  T5-3D4A
i )[ﬁ
N

UCS-28450

The current glyphs (i.e. G-glyph and T-glyph) are preferred, although they are different from the UCS glyph
(i.e. unified).
— GKX-1399.08 has different shape from Kangxi Dictionary. Both GKX-1399.08 and T5-3D4A can be
unified to U+29450.

[Comment] This note is not necessary because this is a case of issue 2 of 4.3 in IRG N1745.

It is noted that the UCS glyph is the glyph shown in the Kangxi Dictionary.




Unicode UCS 2003 IRG N1707 Glyph SuperCJK Glyph

Glyph

29C52 [ 29C52 o
. I%% M 18342 ‘:][%% g%ﬁ '.?H gt‘g
UCS-29C52 T7-5666  UCS-29C52 5‘&5‘ 5'%3

The current glyph (i.e. T-glyph) is preferred, although it is different from the UCS glyph (i.e. unified).

— Shape of T7-5666 in CNS standard has been changed after the first edition of CJK UNIFIED
IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B was published, so T7-5666 needs to keep this shape although it cannot be
unified to U+29C52.

2A0B8

NE 2088 a7 X 7

R;m 5 1969 Jn R”“ ﬁ

’ iy na

UCs-2A0B8 GKEX-1494.15  Ti-523A
7 = 73
i I ?[ v Xh\\
UCs-2A0B8

TCA prefers to keep its current glyph and the G-glyph and T-glyph are thus unified. Yet TCA will further
check with its experts.

— Shape of T7-523A in CNS standard has been changed after the first edition of CJK UNIFIED
IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B was published, so T7-523A needs to keep this shape although it cannot be
unified to U+2A0BS.

[Comment] Glyph difference of G is a popular pattern of unification but T is not, however TCA wants to
keep this shape. So IRG concluded to make note for this situation. If TCA needs further study, IRG has

better to discuss at the next meeting.

One more note should be added (cf. 2.2(h))

S AR

UCE-2949FB %

Shape of GCH has been changed after the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B
was published, so G-glyph for U+299FB needs to keep this shape although it cannot be unified to the
original UCS shape.




IRG#37, IRGN1837ErrataReportIRG37

Summary:

This document drafted notes for CJK B multicolumn code table for
3rd edition that are confirmed as unification errors and needs
explanations. This document also listed additions to IRG
UCS/NUCYV list.

Partl is draft notes for corrigendum notes that should be submitted
to WG2 for IRG.

Part2 shows list adding to UCV (Unifiable Component Variations)
list.

Part3 shows list adding to NUCV (Non-Unifiable Component
Variations) list

See Page 6 to 19 for IRGN 1837.



Title: CJK B error report to WG2
Source: IRG editorial group
Meeting: IRG#37

Date: 2011-11-10

Summary:
This document drafted notes for CJK B multicolumn code table for 3™ edition that are confirmed as unification errors and

needs explanations. This document also listed additions to IRG UCS/NUCYV list.

Partl is draft notes for corrigendum notes that should be submitted to WG2 for IRG.
Part2 shows list adding to UCV (Unifiable Component Variations) list.

Part3 shows list adding to NUCV (Non-Unifiable Component Variations) list



Partl: Draft text for corrigendum notes

CJK Editorial group has confirmed several mis-unifications or glyph errors in ISO/IEC10646:2003. To avoid
misunderstanding of unification rule by users of ISO/IEC 10646 future edition, IRG concluded to submit draft corrigendum
text to WG2. Pictures are for the confirmation and not a part of corrigendum text.

Note that 12 more texts in IRG N1775 (CJK Editorial group report at IRG#36)

# 7510

u+235 ﬁﬂ: 235F1 ;F'QF )’IH wrong glyph |J: This is postponed at IRG #36 |IRG N1775 table 3

fl o however they cannot be unified.

Al ]
G: Nand 5*\ not unifiable, need V

glyph to change back..

K: V glyph wrong, an extra A is

added.

No change. UCS2003 is incorrect. It is a unification error




V0-354d was mistakenly unified to u+235f1 at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. IRG
concluded that V0-354d of ISO/IEC 10646 keeps this shape for the consistency to the TCVNS5773 although these glyphs are

not able to be unified.

u+285 ﬁ 2855 f% ELE »gi unification | J: This is concluded at IRG #36 that V | IRG N1792/IRG N1775
99 5% to change back to UCS2003 shape. table 1

H: The V-glyph has been modified, but
the new glyph has one additional
stroke.

G: An extra stroke been added

compares to UCS font, unifiable?

K: non-unifiable shape

No change. Make a note to corrigenda as a unification error.




V4-5565 was mistakenly unified to u+28599 at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. IRG
concluded that V4-5644 of ISO/IEC 10646 keeps this mapping for the consistency with the V4 source although these glyphs

are not able to be unified.

U+2088 | T 20885 ) Jﬁﬂ @ glyph not revised IRG N1775

1 1840
UCE2003  GRX-014826  T5-3668

5 table4-2.1

T-glyph can be unified to U+2088D. But we would not change the map. It is a mapping error.

T5-3669 was mistakenly unified to u+20885 at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. IRG
concluded that IRG concluded that T5-3669 should be mapped to u+2088d by means of unification rule and this mapping is

err. However, IRG concluded that T5-3669 of ISO/IEC 10646 keeps this mapping for the consistency with CNS standard.

1 4612

U+21F1 [T 21F12 E‘: ﬁ % J: T source should be removed for a | IRG N1775

UC52003  GHX-0319.30  TS4CEE

2 new character as explained in IRG | table4-2.2(c)




N1793.

K: T glyph is the same as 21F2CE&

Move T-source from U+21F12 to U+21F2C. Record U-glyph of U+21F2C is wrong. It is a mapping error.

T5-4C6E was mistakenly unified to u+20885 at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. IRG

concluded to ask WG2 moving T5-4C6E source to map to u+21f2c.

U+24A |V 24A8A £A fifé‘ J: glyph not revised IRG N1775
_.?

E 9613
UCS2003 V- 7C56

8A H: The V-glyph has 12 strokes, not | table4-2.2(f)

13 as in the UCS2003 glyph.

No change. UCS is wrong. It is a unification error

Shape of u+2a48a was wrong in ISO/IEC10646:2003. Although correct shape of V2-7C66 cannot be unified to the current

shape in ISO/IEC10646:2003, IRG concluded to keep this mapping because of the consistency.



17 10418

U+24F1 |V 24F15 Jﬁﬁ‘ gﬁﬁ‘t J: glyph not revised IRG N1775
UCSN3  V27D5A ) o
5 G: A stroke is missing in V glyph. | table4-2.2(f)
Already mentioned in

IRGN1775_A4 (J comments).

K: wrong glyph

No change. UCS is wrong. It is a unification error

Shape of u+24f15 was wrong in ISO/IEC10646:2003. Although correct shape of V2-7D5A cannot be unified to the current

shape in ISO/IEC10646:2003, IRG concluded to keep this mapping because of the consistency.

U+2508 | V 25089 @ﬁ '_l‘j]ﬁﬁ glyph not revised IRG N1775
ucsa003 V2-T068
9 table4-2.2(f)

No change. UCS is wrong. It is a unification error.

Shape of u+25089 was wrong in ISO/IEC10646:2003. Although correct shape of V2-7D68 cannot be unified to the current



shape in ISO/IEC10646:2003, IRG concluded to keep this mapping because of the consistency.

U+2A6 |G | 20600 20 Bh Zf | elyph not revised IRG N1775

UCS2003 GKX-153820  T5.7BSE

Co table4-3

No change and add a note to corrigenda as Unification error.

GKX-1538.20 was mistakenly unified to u+2a6¢0 at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B.
V4-5644 of ISO/IEC 10646 keeps this shape for the consistency to the GKX source although these glyphs are not able to be

unified.

22936 :_l:_‘.%r ﬁ@ - @ Unification | The T-glyph is different from

[ —

—
4N PR NN I J LN the KX Dictionary glyph.
UCS2003 UCS2003  GKX-0408.28  T56777




No change. Add a note to corrigenda as a unification error

T5-6777 was mistakenly unified to u+22936 at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B. T5-6777

of ISO/IEC 10646 keeps this shape for the consistency to the CNS standard although these glyphs are not able to be unified.

Unification | The T-glyph is different from

28321
the KX Dictionary glyph.

UCcs2003 UCS2003  GKX-1244.18  TB-632A

No change and add a note to corrigenda as a unification error.

T6-632A was mistakenly unified to u+22936 at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B.

T6-632A of ISO/IEC 10646 keeps this shape for the consistency to the CNS standard although these glyphs are not able to

be unified.



22BA3 prry Wrong glyph Difference in the top part of the
== G
UCS2003 GKX-0440.17 glyph

No change and add a note to corrigenda as a unification error.

GKX-0440.17 was mistakenly unified to u+22BA3 at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B.
GKX-0440.17 of ISO/IEC 10646 keeps this shape for the consistency to the GKX source although these glyphs are not able

to be unified.

= |57 Wrong glyph Difference in the right component
23023 == H T
Ucszo03 T56CH of the glyph

No change and add a note to corrigenda as a unification error.

T5-6C34 was mistakenly unified to u+23023 at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B.
T5-6C34 of ISO/IEC 10646 keeps this shape for the consistency to the CNS standard although these glyphs are not able to

be unified.



24229 =5 = Wrong glyph The bottom difference
B K
GKX0672.02

No change and add a note to corrigenda as a unification error.

GKX-0672.02 was mistakenly unified to u+23023 at the first edition of CJK UNIFIED IDEOGRAPHS EXTENSION B.
GKX-0672.02 of ISO/IEC 10646 keeps this shape for the consistency to the GKX source although these glyphs are not able

to be unified.

Part2: List of additions to IRG UCYV list

Listed below are to be added to UCV list as unification examples.

U+27D |GT | 27DFS 'Eé: ’,’é % glyph not revised IRG N1775
UCE20(3 GHZEWST.03 Ti-4350
F5 table4-3

No change. Add a note on UCV examples.




U+29E

F4

fi 19512

GT |29EF4 %
AW

iy

UCS2003 GHZ-74714.09  T7-807D

glyph not revised

IRG

table4-3

N1775

No change. Add a note to UCV examples.

2148D

21480 ExX EHX

tue 2% ZK

— =N
UCS2003  GKX.024108  TT-373F

Wrong

glyph

No change. Note this and find more cases for the unification of those components.

270D2

27002 74 e
#4047 ?&% % é%
o1 080 21

ucszns Gl
—+

T7-5456

W
[

Wrong

glyph

No change. Note to find more examples to unify them.

29D5C
29D5C £ 1953

i
i J M
UCs2003 Vi

Wrong

glyph




No change. Add note to UCV.

Part3: List of additions to IRG NUCYV list

Listed below are to be added to NUCV list as wrong unification examples.

U+2642 | T 2515'; EII§J3 :]_,E‘]{ glyph not revised

UCS2003  GKX.[85705  TG4D30

F

IRG

table4-2.2(c)

N1775

No change. Add a note to wrong unification examples.

U+2648 | T 2?4}2?” % z E}% %% glyph not revised
UC52003  GKX-0858.18  Tr-48T1

7

IRG

table4-2.2(c)

N1775

No change. Add a note to Annex S that 2649B should be unified to 2649E.

i — .
U+270F | T 270r0 % J}in_% %EZ% glyph not revised
UCS003  GKX-1070.32 T7-5876

0

IRG

table4-2.2(c)

N1775




No change. Add a note to wrong unification examples.

U+274 | T

DF

274DF E

i1 14214

H EH A .
g;lﬁ 'iﬁ mﬁ glyph not revised

UCS2003  GKX-110117  TT5477

IRG

table4-2.2(c)

N1775

No change. Add a note to wrong unification examples.

29C9B
By

UCS-29C9B

29CoB

Ho1esd

% Unification/

UCS2003  GHZ-T442878  TE-B46C

Font design

China to keep the current glyph. T to change back—=>T-glyph has been changed already. Add a note to exception.

22D15
22D15 e R

= @

Cs2003

V27753

Unification

?

V-glyph not change and stroke count should be changed. Add a note to exception.




24858 3@ i Wrong
8411 .
24858 Ua:'%’; GHZ-21368.08 Eﬁlj
glyph
No change. Add a note to exception.
Wrong
26B3D +% 2
26B3D w05 Tl % =
UCs2003  GKX-102508  T8.343B
glyph
No change. Add a note to exption.

(End of Document)




IRG#38, IRGNI1864 CJK Editorial Group

Report of CJK E

The editorial meetin

=1
==
UCs2003
U+ 29ACF | CJK_Ev7
09702
Examples are:
1452 181 e
HE & | wH
09712 | 13] 1 |G_ZJWOD697
> 145i191 T E
%& s =)
09713 | 14| 1 |G_ZJW00696
1452201 jEm7
B4 5|
09714 | 15] 1 |G_ZJWo0D699

g decided to add NUC examples as below:

é._-

29AE7
=R M

29AE8

.

=

29AED



IRG#39, IRGNI1896 CJK Editorial Group
Report
6. Review of IWDS

References:
® [RGNI918 IWDS
® [RGNI839 IWDS

» ROK comments on IWDS summary

» HK comments to UCV list
The editorial group accepted ROK and HK comments on IRGN1839. The
editorial group asked Mr. Taichi Kawabata to update the IWDS summary
and all UCV lists to reflect these comments.
The editorial group asked Mr. Taichi Kawabata to use images for the
ideographic characters rather than fonts in the lists of UCV and NUC to
avoid wrong showing. The editorial group asked Mr. Taichi Kawabata to
mark the updated items for better tracking.
Reminder: Some comments (such as #56, #299, #318, #372, or more)
from HK 1is not reflected or not reflected well in the latest UCV list. Some
appropriate examples are not found.

See Page 22 to 103 for HK comments dated 2012-08-15.
See Page 90 to 104 for HK comments dated 2012-11-08.
See Page 105 to 122 for ROK comments.



HK

Dated 2012-08-15

HKSAR’s Review Comments on the IWDS (IRG N1839)

The Hong Kong Special Administrative Region has reviewed the IWDS (IRG N1839) and has the following comments:

No ucv Exceptions Examples Comments
4 i e
: 082/114 ":F‘U @H i[] $|J iu i g i
[=] = = It is suggested that should be added to the list of
§O79 (-GE  15E3 03364 07950 1-4DIE
1 2478 16220 (-1966  (-BYED  1-4514 UCVs.
II 0911179% @ %? %: %:
$ SBBS 0-3426 1-5824 0-3312 D—{ﬁ!a\ 1-525D
B2605  1-5304 01918 0-9010  1-5081
> @ E2)) ? % F EE]J
?JJ 089/081 ~ . o~ It is suggested that should be added to the list of
5951 0-4675 1-5056 0-3740 O0-4CTE 1-5155
EED DIBBE  1-4BS4 (2332 D-4488  1-4053 UCVs.
096/093 JO N /D
0-6D22 32ETE  1-3067  C-4E3F
EIED 605D 07702 2-1494  1-2971 (-4631




i

The glyphs U+22844 and U+FADO look exactly the same.

8 9{
) @ It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
U+22844 to better illustrate the unification:
21844 FADD
22844 T
2 ol
‘Iﬁé ) UCSN03  GRXO40403  T7-2321
FIaN] FIAN
22848 FACE ii. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
U+2284A to offer a better picture of the glyph:
2284A | MER
£ 8102 rans ;ﬁé l\"}é
UCS0M3  GRND40413  TT-227A
13 _l: peons 0enss Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
=1 =
I_J O536C 05360 components be placed under NUC?
jimip ] ey
I I] Da44A2 26 BAE
[=cl = ]
D4B79 2989E
5o s
Z29FB1 2a003
L= SN <))
15 ﬁ 0EBT20BBT3 Nil Ditto
L |‘:_-
e, ﬁ
ﬁ 0596F 21693

= =




5

053C3053C4
06156 22804
% &
03E91 24858

Nil

Ditto

18 The two glyphs in the UCV column are exactly the same. It
] | ! 079/005 1—”'&: {q
aFos 77w e T
SO 11—t -t is suggested to replace one of them by X
R o I8 I I I 15
5428 [on dows mn e buw
23 \ It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
e s U+20525 to  better  illustrate  the  unification:
20525 4 +He L
20525 bl E .
2 e | 2022 HR MG 4m
UCS03  GHZ10S008  TE-4658
27a 04907 2887B x

|

R

o

1 8 VR TR

226F1  PBEBB PREAC  gTage  2TFID

s

1.

i. The glyph of U+4907 is wrong. It should be Pﬂﬁ :

4907 23 2 TAS
e ORI
GKX-128527  T7-3454 K3-3374

ii. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of

all the examples to better illustrate the unification:

G S

UCSZ003  GHXQ44212  TE-£831




=R

o
_{z-_ i

L
WSS

26E8C #Ht T
ner VB V% IR

UCS2003  GKX-1056.28  T5-5749

A D
TABE px iy 2
77 1489 ljﬁ
UCS2003  GKX-1170.03 T5583C

T g

UCSI0D  GRCIZIS00 T4

U+22450 and U+2F874 are not appropriate examples of the

28
/ J A /!\ s~
NV E UCVs since none of their glyphs has the component N/ :
22450 2FErTe
— 22450 415 oy PTG
1 583 '
Todu8
UCS2003  TE.B4EE =5F53 M
30 U+7387 is not an appropriate example of the UCVs since

Ny \/
Lzl L\}

Npr N \?'/ ‘\E/
P
115/135 ’%,i" $ SOk &

0-424A  1-5B7B  0-4E28 -
7387 M.24472 1.RG01 f-dfnfd  NARRT

ra >~
x$\
none of its glyphs has the component .




32 J_'_‘ J_‘_‘ J_'_‘ \ ]
118/029 @ uf% 4 i. Itis suggested that ZIX should be added to the list of
761 D 35F3A 252 1-4D73  2-4A24
36326 -5026  1-4583  2-4204 UCVS
L '
060/078 ££ % ii. U+FAA4 and U+24E04 are not appropriate examples of
3C4E ;99 5 WF o the UCVs since their glyphs are exactly the same:
FAAd i
24E04 25 ;rm 3 §~ a0 J;]!{
s PR Vie 5?2 WP1 SBFS
IIEI J( UCSIN3  GRXTIER  Tad5E = 7610 #it
1;97’220 Q !; 4/ gﬂ? ZESF iii. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of
FERSI 1483 14063 U+25133 and U+493D to better illustrate the unification:
251 33
2R OH
ucszo0d GK)( 0804.04 TJZESA
493D m it
D73/061 4 167.10 \,;R ,,;[(
493D GKX-131828  T35UF
== =
137/049 i@ E"E B L
3931 5-3350 2-5Ad44 1-5C85 2-5F25
31961 2-5836 69 26305
36 5‘5""‘;354 DA Y AT A Y A Y A U+59A5 is not an appropriate example of the UCVs since
GO4D5T  HB1-ATB4  T14874 J0-4245 KD-7 V15168

I~

none of its glyphs has the component




2541D */ T
7 123 I;‘J ,{]\J ‘h{J

38 A 14 53?93 _\j_j)"( ;zr}i ¥}i ‘#}}i g’ﬁ 3—’};{ This group of components are unified under “Differences in
GOAS1  HBILABTI TIN5 U040 KOS VIdE throwing away at the stroke termination”. U+53DB and
,3:\ 3AB5 N7 N U+3ABS5 may not be appropriate examples to illustrate the
3} 685 j:ll— j:ll‘ unification since the left components of the glyphs throw
A P4 G3-5083 Té-2881 away at the stroke termination without exception, i.e. none of
EI{
them have the component I .
39 gn \F}U 1 It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
;[" H *& U+256CS5 to offer a better picture of the glyph:
28505 aFass 256C5 ,F?ﬂ'.' 2] ;FGJJ'
7] v - TR T
LCS200Y  GROGOA4S 20 T44BSF
41 051E2051E3 Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
components be placed under NUC?
42 QI\ A a It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
: 1‘ g J E U+23FSE  to  better  illustrate  the  unification:
FIERE 2Fa10 23F5E \‘g \‘%Z:\ S
RA TR R B
UCSI03  GKXOES133  T7-258
44 It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
) R‘] E}a U+2541D to offer a better picture of the glyph:
/j 541D D

UCS2003  GRX0E27.12 152745




46 < IZI;IE;T It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
4 N I % U+2633E to offer a better picture of the glyph:
2EIIE 2F77 i
A 2633y piE p
J Mi2zie AR AL 2t
UCS2008  GKX-088029  T5-777A
47

N7 N\

081/181 ‘?’}IIJ

o6 It

0376 3-2450
51B5 G386 0457
\I I Ay
081/181 ‘!fjb /5|
0-3F76 3-2458
51B5 E-3186 30457
\/_’
107/033 '/j\ @
0-344E 1-4E38
6321 0-2046  1-4D25
-
b
078114 2
1-7D54
4E72 1-9352
084/168 é[\'
5745 1-5038
54AB 5541 1-4624
vror
089/255
0-574B 1-505C
SQFF [-;EIE 1-4860
S
osermss T4 TN
0-ED27  1-3543
6063 0-7707 125335

N,
L8
104/037

E-206C
6825 E-1370

21585

0-5157
0-4955

L

0-5157
0-4455

K

22438
20427
:{R
22438
2-0427

27310
0-8313

=

22142
20134

-

0-8D24
FIFD

=
a-e02c
Tz
R
PR
06030
07716

=R
2354
2.2352

N
L 3

1-4453 FaTt

Ay

e

1-4463  2Fa1B

KK i

15805 oFEEF

5170
1-4892

It is suggested that — should be added to the list of UCVs.




48

—

ALy

078/040 1@ )f/:j

4F28 7

51758

084/065 [@ I]/j

5441 3-355E

F262

32272
30282

owror 18 35] 1

03083

5747 0-3ETY

1-4561 03851
1-4165 02243

0-5033
04813

5]

1-5055

1-4853

Y
It is suggested that '/j should be added to the list of
UCVs.

50

133/017 EE EE

351 1 0-436F

13579

e

R

1-6E50  0-484F
1-TRAT  N-4246

I

=

0-5621
n-A701

—
148/086 ﬁ $}§

9456 37132 36082

38718 3-6450

-

1-FRAE
1-AG4R

U+8511 and U+9456 are not appropriate examples of the

UCVs since none of their glyphs has the component E

51

DR

076C72504B
A #

Nil

No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
components be placed under NUC?




53

2z I 0

0670C 080A6
W @
06710 080CA
M @
O%ELS 0%:;7
080F6 03B35
B (O
0813C 23377

b G

08158 266E2

(I
08192 267FE

03B3B 04420

2
090/181
5ABS et

0-7584

el
103/033

3-4D52
8721 34550

»,
111110 {
BFBE ©33!

01817

128173 EW

aoAD 0-6B47

0-7539

nemﬂﬂjﬁ

43D9 34051

Fa4dg

068/011
440B

e W T

14240 13074

13430 1-2580
Eﬂlﬂ

23833

1-BD53  0-442C
SPTEY 03612

(B iy I

2-2850 0-G6ED

i—UB‘iS 07077

L2765
#0769
PaN
[N
B-407E
4194

1-6AGE
1-7478

2304F
22547

i) ol i 9

0-704D  1-5DED

0-2045

1-5C57
1-6055

i
[

330M
3160

1-5145

@ iy

*036B
1-6775

2FI83

s

FEIA

-

2

2F20F

2FBDG

7%

FFA0T

2N
L

2FEM

il

2F909

fie

FoEd

i

2F3Ra

At

2FEE7

i

Except for the last pair of glyphs, all glyphs shown in the

Exceptions column have the same component H . Itis
suggested that for the following characters, the component

H should be adopted instead to better illustrate the
exception:

e W B

GE383 TS  JISSF  KI62A

W Ha He e e

GEI9H  HEROOET  TRD24  DMAAA  KIGAES
LR B RO
GE3S1  HE2OT4F  T2ED ISR KI-M0M
BB MR %

GO30M  HEB!  TIAMA  JIEEM  K2ESD

R

GHCIC T43A3E U663 K2-6553
8158
SgE

GB-TCS5 TE-4354
8192 g 5
2OE e

GI4CAT TI4E®
4420 g [
v fiE FR I

G TeaF  roun

Hu'—';'

L

e

8




04436 233AF
27987 27997

Oz 05

ii. As regards the last pair of glyphs in the Exceptions

iii.

column, the component? of U+27987 is not one of the
UCVs.

It is suggested that H should be added to the list of
UCVs.

. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of

U+20804, U+23393, U+2339C and U+267A7 to better
illustrate the unification:

20006 1] B by

UCS2003  GKXO0M4518  TES3EE

= fe e B

UCS2003  GHMDSEZT  Ta-d4aM

= i il e

UCE2003  GKX0506.34 T5.5864

W R

UCS2003  GHXG0S91.18  T4-4648




54

1041181

108/078
GC4E =¥

E.a1

83732

uamzs):L J:L ):L J:L FL
5 E 2318 13427

034/006 Im mﬂ.. 'PJ‘ L

G378 ATID p4Rdn
G111 4033

j2N

08473

1-4438  B-435E0

“

M3

14RT  bdagE
14038 Ban3k

The examples given are not appropriate since none of their

glyphs has the component FL

55

H=z| m=

2959B 2959C

U

062/172
3EAC

062/184
3EBS

062/184
3EBS

N

3-2671
3-0681

it

3-323A
31826

i

3-323A
31826

D i =

2959B 2959C
i. Tt is suggested that mﬂi @ in the Exceptions

56
L
column should be moved to UCV 56 @

ii. U+3EAC, together with U+2F92A, may no longer be an

appropriate example to illustrate the unification since its

= 3, 3

glyphs have been modified GROc0T2AtT - T

iii. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
U-+3EBS to offer a better picture of the glyph:




X 985

3EB8 N
o R

T3-323A H-938F

iv. It is suggested that Rshould be added to the list of
UCVs.

56

Nil

Nil

Neither exceptions nor examples are given.

57

HES DA

123/081
7B51 0557E

1-549L

123/201 @

7Bc9 1-567E

1-5494

Bz
A,

28630

Vivaglixi
16134 D-435E
16520 0-3562

5 4L o

1-7160  0-4358
1-8164  0-3358

i. The two glyphs indicated in red circle in the UCV column

are exactly the same. It is suggested to replace one of

them by J;;L

ii. Itis suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of

U+29B30 to better illustrate the unification:

20830 EZ 2 Es
wws I, AL :%;i

UCS2003  GKX-1453.44  T7-362F




60

A

114/128 E

7280 0-4F2C

1-4712

=7
1-6058
1-6456

I

,::'L-E.

0-3454
0-2652

7

21488

o] & SO = Ng O W
I & W 2 ~td 8 ~N#&

21CA8

0-5F79
0-6389

1-5E61
1-6265

e

2F924

|7J‘4
i. It is suggested that should be added to the list of
UCVs.

ii. U+2149B and U+2177C are not appropriate examples of

the UCVs since none of their glyphs has the component

F
2495 4 g

UCSH003 TF-5566

2177C

PH =12
i 388 'j;f

UCS2003 TF-3%F

iii. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of

U+21C67, U+21C98 and U+21CA9 to better illustrate the

unification:
——1
BAES =[=
gL Jj-u

2cer p2

UCS2003  GKX-030215  TE-3670

R R

UCS2003  GKX-0303.07  Te<4TTE

R R

UCS2003  GHZ-20878.06  Te477D




081”47% ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ

5193 3302%  2-ZEI13 0314 1-GAdT
F605 21403 0-4847  1-5A38

UCVs since its glyphs have been modified:

W

GRNZ HEZDOED TRIER  JOS14A KISA4T

ii. There are no examples to show that % is unifiable

63 }g_‘ Nil Nil Neither exceptions and examples are given.
66 Nil Nil Ditto
67 It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
5. ﬁ ﬁ U+22331to offer a better picture of the glyph:
2130 2F891
2?3331 ﬁ =] 1=
UCS2003  CHX038314 T6-2749

76 i. U+5193 may no longer be an appropriate example of the

with %and %




it

219¢8

A

25044

Bl & il

2F33D

U+219C8, U+25044, U+250F3 and U+27966 to better

illustrate the unification:
219C8 =

J‘)
S B =

UCS2003  GHZ-20912.01  T6-2447

Niig

79 090A32867B Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
ﬂ: AR HHS components be placed under NUC?
26403 2640E
— 1 - EH
2945E 29468
- = A4
85 Nil Ditto
T | osmooseo
4= K 233
= e
-
92 5‘ g 5 It seems that the example of U+6B79 has been misplaced.
ﬂ 1071121 ’5 &A
-3475 1-4550 (-5D46 23E56  1-583A | -
; 6879 02085 1-3748 06138 2-3054 1-5026 | Fass
93 It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of

SH

250F3

i1

=]

21966

7

2F941
—a

5

IFOCC

b

25044 —
m 1083 E E

UCS2003  GKX-0792 41

=
=
r
=1
&
&




e M5 M5 WG

UCS2008  GKX-0799.18  T8-2D3C

27966

T A5 A T

UCS2003  GKX-1148.04  T5-3043

96

+EE=

037B7 2125A

® P

23CEB 23D6D

® @

284CF 284F9

o

052/158
349E

fe

5753
5551

=

2108

[AF

2F8F8

{4

2R

i

The first pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column seem to

have the same component | . Itis suggested that
the T-glyph or J-glyph should be adopted for U+37B7
instead to illustrate the exception:

37B7

GKX-0305.06  T4-2376 JA-2238

i. The second pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column may

not be appropriate examples of exception for the UCVs
since neither of them have the components I—[—l and
23CEB

Aoess [ Y[:E }%

UCS2003  GKX0622.01 T4-2D71




23D6D N
o O
UCS2003  GHZ-B0023.18

iii. The third pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column may not

be appropriate examples of exception for the UCVs since

neither of them have the components IJJ and Ll_l:

284CF b NS
2 1827 S o +

UCs2003 GCY

284F9 > Sy Sl
# 1628 = SO [ 535

UESIN3  GKX-1280 13 TR-AFAN

iv. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of

U+349E and U+21DOB to better illustrate the unification:
349E == JLE]
A 95 {‘HI_} H=

v

GEX020.19 T3ST83
21D0B Ll whr
o ss REYE 'S
ucs2ons GE-0306.11 T42X20

98

B

0633F 063D2063F7

)

114/080 HE’E Hﬁ Hﬁ Hﬁ

E-3262 3-425C 1-4A453 2-456B
7250 E-1866 3-3460 1-4251 23775

054/252 ﬂEjE ﬁﬁzﬁ

36FC #3038 4367

32022 42293

2F922

2F868

It is suggested that | should be added to the list of

UCVs.




99

afs

os5C2A05C2B
i E

05C36 05C37

05140 O05C22

JL JC

0537C 05C2F

e Jue

0o5C2C 21BD3

Jov T

05C30 21CO01

= =

05C33 21C05
i B
0378A 2568B
g
o ﬂ—t%]
04CAB21COE

T

206AF 21BC7

Nil

No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of

components be placed under NUC?

109

55

Nil

Nil

Neither exceptions nor examples are given.




112 (— 0071073 JrE JIE: y \E. ;l\E: ‘ i. The two glyphs indicated '1n red circle in the UCV column
E i fol are exactly the same. It is suggested to replace one of
I B14E M7l 16IC 13 1-E66E
== 14187 16792 03121 15378 BT
=_—l
i — e — themby —= ~ .
=1 B B B AR
771E E_Sﬁﬁ ;33;? ﬂfmg E_Ei_;ﬁ g | ii. Itis suggested that = =, = and = should be
% % 5= E . added to the list of UCVs.
155/018 = = % iii. TItis suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
37B5C 2-6AT6  1-BAZA 1-5E33
E‘I 9B12 10160 27486 17410 1-7819 A U+25AAT7 to better illustrate the unification:
== AN =Y e
\IH 25AA7 k= N
lL-: ﬂLE\ i 1710 l[)lE\. ﬂ/é; YI}E
AR 290 UCS2003  GKX-087304  TS-4F2D
L
i o
25047 2rotE
116 mih = @ U+52EF and U+6AS80 are not appropriate examples of the
082239 H/) H =T
§OEF 53626 24F5D 22542 =
52106 2-4761 2-0534 UCVs since neither of them have the component ——

I} g}

106!128* TE *E ;fg *E

BAB0 C4c3d 1TIT 14348 05324 1-5AT2
C-4420 1-8381 0-3541  0-5110 1-5882

52EF =il wil W i
e B H OBl 2]
53525 HB2E4FS T2.4P5D K2-2842
6AB0 i iy i b fei o b
A B SR N A

G0-4C34  HB1LOCE  T1-7ET J0-4348  KO-B32A W1BAT2




o) 0

appropriate examples of exception for the UCVs since neither

17 jE e T f
092/034 )L; @j[: il i. Itis suggested that [—lshould be added to the list of
LSE4C  1Wesd 08571 22E2F
5C22 (TN 13 oewr rrers 2875 UCVs.
h JEJE 3
0;?;?'9 carar dome ii. None of the examples has the component .
52346 4-0835 2876
118 = 06287 22A8F The pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column seem to have the
= %H ikH same component E It is suggested that the G-glyph
should be adopted for U+6287 instead to illustrate the
= exception:
6287
O (S == A = I
634964 HB2CAEC T2240E Ko-Ms4 V03727
119 ﬁ ?E It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
Ju . U+2063A to offer a better picture of the glyph:
20634 2F30D 2063A N
ve U JU L
UCs2003 GHir1027706 TF-214B
121 E 2972E 2976E The two glyphs in the Exceptions column may not be

of them have the components El‘and E




123

[JdL

07808 25449

i 0

The pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column seem to have the

same component E‘ It is suggested that the G-glyph
should be adopted for U+25449 instead to illustrate the
exception:

e EOAE HE

UCS2003  GKX0829.02  T6-3348

B 15

same component —Z\ It is suggested that the G-glyph
should be adopted for U+61E1 instead to illustrate the

126 Hz% (=1 It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
; I _\‘ Hzﬁ U+267B5 to offer a better picture of the glyph:
26785 2988
267B5 | 7%
13000 f IR
UCS2003  T4-4548
129 / 061E1 228D7 The pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column seem to have the

exception:

G3-5278 T4-5632  JI-ETA  K2336A




It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of

130 . —a -
| E I IE[ I E I U+20122 to  better illustrate  the  unification:
I_IEl Wiz 2803 20 132 E IE] =]
_— UCS2003  GKX-0087.05  T8-2585
132a i. Itis suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
E EI m# U+2219F to better illustrate the unification:
» 2219F H £
215F Feno [ﬁﬁ ”UI' L[l;f
ucs2003 GEX-3N T8-523F
Hﬁ% ii. U+207F3 is not an appropriate example of the UCVs
207F3 since none of its glyphs has the component EIE':
207F3 1 m]JJJ_ vyl
77 1813 EH}ZF - 7+
UCS003  GHZAOIST 02 T7-225A
134 —_— 2699D 269A7 The two glyphs in the Exceptions column may not be
I?El B ot appropriate examples of exception for the UCVs since
B o
= U+2699D does not have the component I I ]
I_I"EI
136 E Neither exceptions nor examples are given.




139a

iy

059/130 %

3382 3-4174

3-3384

066/240 %

42 Fo 3-BC28

3-7808

Q72/094 %

485E 3-4563

3-3767

il

4-3835
42421

ol

4-4623
4-3803

il

4-4E2A
44610

3-2E7C
3-1492

It is suggested that the code charts of the examples should be

replaced by the following ones to better illustrate the
unification:

3B82 =

20, 2 omom

A 758 ﬁ:\: 7]‘%

G3-4174 T4-3835

“X

2y
I~ P ~

G3-6C28 T44623 K3-2E7C

485E
4 1598 %

G3-4583 T4-4E24

140

[NITIT

05315 2090E

£ L

e

2082C

g,

21648

&

2FB34

L

ZFBED

i

The pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column seem to have

the same component K . Itis suggested that the
G-glyph or T-glyph should be adopted for U+5315
instead to illustrate the exception:

EE O il el

GO-5830  HB1-A450  T14431 J05238  K0-5D62

. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of

U+20A2C and U+216A8 to offer a better picture of the
glyphs:




0 E Y B

UCs2003  GKX-0160.16  TS-213F

R A (4

UCS2003  GKX-025425  T5-2162

145 R By TR AR S — None of the glyphs shown in the Examples column, except
JIEEL 0917231 O O = o = f T
J SBE7 447E 1634 04728 05218 o i:lIl
Frivre 3684 1727 03911 0-5027 2r86F for U+5BE7, has the component ~ ¥ :
= g e : P ‘
Dgesglz)s 1—:??: 17346 0-5366 1;(“'; 5680 ‘n:nu" [[j:%‘:?_ [["l‘:“ []j:%‘i "J":Fﬁ
1-6344 18338 05170 1-6033 [1 2014 Sl o J%J_‘l T
41 et it HER
106/184 % _%-3_ J_i;"-l. ﬁ-} G1-5F4C  HB1-CO7TB  T1-7346 J0-5366 K1-5C41
GABS 4478 17652 05026 23059 6AB8 Uine IS%S VTS s52 Vo
3691 1-8650 (0-6106  2-2957 e 7544 T *JIEL i N 17 N O
WBF VER Ve TR T N - = e
121e A i Ed Y G14478  HB1C266  T17852  J0-5D28  K2-3058
1-4521  1-7422  (0-5F3F  1-5C42
6FDB U0 Thn e oo 6FD8  4dz vt Mt et i
¢hrs a’m 55:7\' ﬁm 51-7:.7{ L - = L
RETARERd b e e il G152 HBICODT  T17422  JRSF3F  K15C42
7370 1-447C  1-743C  0-6058 Q-673E  0-3D42
1-3692  1-8428 0-6456 0-7130 0-2934 1
- X 3 D (% (A G
W e e B (S o o
128/121 T I ‘ Gl J'(‘ H'a‘j;| T PHJ" n% mr‘:‘!s 1‘\?’1‘:‘
LTI77 2BASF 06664 D-546F ALTE MR A LR R
8079 L TG oo aawra 8079 ﬁ;‘%‘fi /%y ’E‘i Hﬁ H‘il_ll:‘.l_":
T 12814 fa-=3
T I I T
GI7177  HBZF4B2 T2-695F  JO-BBB4  K2-546F
148 =1 lj\j W W W U+5185 and U+2F814 are not appropriate examples of the
081/133 UCVs. It is suggested to replace U+5185 by U+5167:
0-4454 32148 D-4662 1-4C51 8 P g
Ij\] 5185 03658 30140  0-3865 1-4449  2F814




NN W

GE-2262 HB1-A4BA  T1-4478 KO-522E

:

=

—++

=
24FBB
e

26C36

=+

26F2C

5

2F93C
4

=

2FIAd

-

i

2FIAD

It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of
U+24FB8, U+26C36 and U+26F2C to better illustrate the
unification:

24FB8 (¥
180 u

Fodede

I =

s HE
UCS2003  GEXJ7E008 Te8267
fi
H.F.FFS

26036 Hgn g e

w108 AT =y (=]
UCS2003  GKX-1037.21 T64D70

26F2C #E
o 140,13 %—: {D*I

UCS2003  GKX-108036  T7-3ABE

i

B B K

091/040 ﬁ% ﬁ%

5B28 5-4069

53173

RV
093107 ll%

5D6B (7

Y=
A

G

&

It is suggested that
UCVs.

should be added to the list of




097/072 ,gé\ fz"u_,g\ z%‘f\‘

8148 03448 16375

0-2040 1-678%

0-387C
0-2792

110/203 ¥ ;Zé &%

0-574C  1-6045
6ECB 0-5544

1-6437

0-3c22
0-2802

110/203 7 }Zé &i

sECB 0-574C  1-6045

0-5544  1-6437

0-3C22
0-2802

JN
0-6D31
07Tn7
s
¥
06032
07718
PRy
%,
0-6032
0-7718

EE@
1-8668 4 N

1-5375 2FERG

AATEN

144

Fage

AY
/
bucs

155 II_ = It is suggested that the code chart of U+66C5 should be
-1 102/197 % % replaced by the following one to better illustrate the
$ I‘ 66CH 56t 3507 1-675E unification:

- 2
1] 54168 34804 1-7162 66C5 =t P ;
-1 I 7212 ;':l_:- % L
G5-4984 T3-507E K1-675E
157 [==| It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
:/tf;. 1% tﬁ U+236A3 to offer a better picture of the glyph:
=] A SN 236A3 FHH  HE HH
:}I‘_-I& 23843 2FBEC 4 7,12 S AE;H:_ P
UCs2003  GKX-0855.21 T44444
159 F 04672 277E7 The two pairs of glyphs in the Exceptions column seem to
% = have the same component I_:HEI‘ It is suggested that the
I—:EE- 277F1277F5 UCS-glyphs or G-glyphs should be adopted for U+277E7 and

Wy EE
A HiZ

U+277FS5 instead to illustrate the exception:




277E7  TH ™
i 146.4 :{Q l:/i\jl -_—E“;EE
UCS2003  GKX-112821  T5-3041
277F1 &1 [EERR == =)
i 1488 HE
UCS2003  GKX-I12801  Ta-d734
161 E-E 09B2C 09B2D g—lé]ﬁ ggﬁ EEJ:I‘ EEE None of glyphs in the Exceptions and Examples columns has
- =5 | 101178 X HE
EE & Er G5B2 204D 25068 1-4161 1-5E4A | the component :
E-1245  2-4872 1-3365 1-7842
164 ﬁﬁ 059EB O59EC Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this group of
f components be placed under NUC?
ﬁlﬁ ;IE Sy
165 07155 242EE Nil Ditto
PR T TN
EE  BR




~,

166 E ﬁﬂ JE 1‘4 {EE . It is suggested that the code chart of U+51DE should be
4NN 081/222 4\“ AR AREARR B | replaced by the following one to better illustrate the
\J 54DE ©278 25644 13 0—7065 . )
E-0281 25436  1-1908  0-9375 FAtS unification:
JAN
\ 51DE | \ 5 y AVin
JAN AN AR A R A AR
\ E GE-227TE  HB2-EBFS  T2:5644 J1-3328  KO-7D8B
i
167 n Nil Nil Neither exceptions nor examples are given.
VRS
g
168 E 08416 26BF5 The two glyphs in the Exceptions column may not be
—H —d appropriate examples of exception for the UCVs since
Eﬂ U+26BF5 does not have the component EH
169 It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of

SE|

A

26074

el

2738

20CF1

U+26074, U+2732B and U+29CF1 to better illustrate the
unification:

26074

O a 4f 4

UCS2003  GHZ53415.03  T8-803D

27528 e 1

UCS2003  GKX-1088.31 Te-8170




29CET g

UCS2003  GHZ-7443411  T74550

171

096FB 290D3

== P
B= L = A
2002B 2049E
25957 259A3

s
CE=E
29131 29187

Nil

No examples of unification are given. Should this group of

components be placed under NUC?

172

EiEidt | Sod

B

26209

2F975

It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
U+262D9 to offer a better picture of the glyph:

262D9 I—lax 14

o 1228 ﬁ

UCs2003 T6604A




173

5

214E4

s

23887

2FB59

=

2FBFD

i. The two glyphs indicated in red circle in the UCV column

are exactly the same.

them by ; \EI.

It is suggested to replace one of

ii. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of
U+214E4 and U+238A7 to offer a better picture of the

glyphs:

ST e = G

UCS2008 GHZ-10499.20  T7-3F35

.

UCS2003  GKX-056707  T8-3857

174

25080

26FB1

2

2F965

ot
A

ZF9E0

It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of
U+25C80 and U+26FB1 to offer a better picture of the

glyphs:

25C80 Ty A

LUCS2003  GKX-0RA70R  TAAT7AN

o i

UCS2003  GKX-1083.11  T4-5D25




206F920702

175 It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
% % i\aﬁ U+21B18 to better illustrate the unification:
N = N By
276 2 21B18 gy by g
21818 ZFET 40,23 /4‘ 1 /?}ln }j‘\ |
% UCS2003  GHZ-53380.11  T&-7AZ7
177 :FF

| I
Jl Fi

il @

HF i

2548 2FBIB

i

23460 2FBE3

i

iil.

It is suggested that “ H should be added to the list of
UCVs.

. None of glyphs in the Exceptions and Examples columns

has the component I I Iq

It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of
U+2054B and U+2346D to better illustrate the

unification:

2058 il i

UCE2003  GKX-0120.06  T6-235A

MMt

UCS2003  GHZB0019.20  TE-384E




179

>+
F+

Ar

22131

I

250F2

g

H

26005

2F9AG

It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of
U+22331, U+250F2 and U+26CD5 to offer a better picture of
the glyphs:

UCS2003  GKX035314  T6-2748

250F2
o2 51

UCS2008  GKx-07T99.15  T4-2750

26CD5 £ Ly =g
1409 d—I—‘E‘ 7._,_—'7—] P

UCS2003  GKX-104408  T6-5751




3

It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of the
zj:l: éﬂ glyphs in the Examples column to better illustrate the

s xem unification:

24735 1.
B ] S8 G I
25000 - UCS2003  GKXOTO7.01  T52454

25CD0 (arR e s
E}F ﬁﬂ: i 1812 %:ﬁ Dﬂ Eﬁ
UCs2003 GKX-0899.12 T5-6340

26228 27972 Vo

\ \ E3|
%}:[: }1: VC?;EZ!S

26228 IR
27667 2F508 0228 HE*J:F ]Jf}:|: jlﬁ}:l:
%}% %}:1: UCS2003  GKX-0845.02 T5-2F5B

2TCAB 2F303 27667 \ N : : \

i e i
20456 ZF‘JH; 2;C1£\48 %}:F %)‘I‘ %}ZI:
% ﬁ . UCS2003  GKX-120011  Té-384E

20201 FAIL 29496 -
[ 1818 }{/E H/El H:E

UCS2003  GKX-1403.16  T7-2B24

28 B e

UCS2003  GKX-150909  T7-2027




181

L

26247

R

FaDT

2FOFB

fiFt

2F9FT

i

JFAIN

i.

=4

The two glyphs indicated in red circle in the UCV column

are exactly the same. It is suggested to replace one of

them by j::i:

ii. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of

the glyphs in the Examples column to better illustrate the
unification :
24C92 ’ LY L1
W WE W
UCSH0)  GRATBADT  TWIESA
26247 N =
1218 ﬁ}?{: Ih}j_-‘i—' ﬁﬁ
UCS2003  GHZ-52638.08  T7-286F
27ED3 i > M
i i
UCS2003  GKXA2I705  Té4123

20145 = T AR
TR =3 ‘()i SHE

UCS2003  GKX-1378.01  T7-4B50

= W

UCS2003  GKX-138404  T5-5248

2A600 1} 3 T4
LR [ '&Fﬂ:

UCS2003  GKX-153408  T57325




It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of

182 ﬂ
% fg U+26523 and U+220F6 to better illustrate the unification:
EE" 26523 28970 26523 j.y% g
% 12712 =)
]'Il_ié UCs2003  TF5C29
220F6 m—l—z ‘ = [j—
220F6 S8 @ l ]:,J; ”'53-‘
UCSHO3  GKX0IMZE T
185 The two glyphs in the Exceptions column may not be
066DB 232B3 . . :
appropriate examples of exception for the UCVs since
E Hnn H T U+232B3 does not have the component 733~
FAR R
186 It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of

i

/]
]

21604

T

22505

2FBAd

i

2F39C

U+226D4 and U+22505 to offer a better picture of the glyphs:

226D4 ] )
O

{» 618
UCS2003  GKX0380.32  T&-3267

G

UCS2003  GKX0388.09




T MR I

o Y

.rn, J[\ ME PR
w2 |H |H IH |18 ‘I It is suggested that =1 should be added to the list of UCVs.
618E 0-5477 1-6CTD  O-41FE 07173

(-5287 1-7680 (-3394 0-3183 FAF

il
%
=
T

Sa

. N
)| Fﬁl /)
097/142 FEI r
L5477 1B
618E 15287 A7

20
NS
34
@&
g3
g
e
2%

PRy Lz ‘W
097/142 FE! ra H I3 'I’%
B18E [O0 Vo o oo s
[ B [ He Hen |,
s RE RE AR R R i
5 e L A

& Ly
=g

1-5479 1
SDOB 15288 1.

=
=

=
B

LAtdI

7]
1411003,E\EI =H A 83 RE
8D08 0% i e oswe o | me
07EBA 26169 Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this group of
components be placed under NUC?
a8




It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of

193 f : i. It should be better to put the two U+5145 examples
™
081/069 7]: 3 | 36 ?ﬁ 3 Ex 3% together.
0-336¢  1-4572  0-3DIC  O7STE  1-40H3
5145 b1t 1\-3;_“ ﬁ% L8580 I‘;—i‘ = ii. Itis suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
ﬁ 109/065 {jﬁ, }) |T_ ()IL {ﬁ }) L ?)zI:L- U+23AFA to offer a better picture of the glyph:
6041 Sy T B ke D PIFA o
N R
1n9mﬁ§¥ﬂ },IIL {f”L I }J[L ‘}ﬁ_ @ e H ik E
3D41 o tI?; 1-517C  D4E2E  DETIS | !Cl.:! ucs2003 GKX-0590.07 T4-4A53
t% 1-49!2 0-84614 05511 1-603% & i\‘
1367215 ;FJ]I,. %f[:[‘:_ ﬁ ﬁ Q‘E
a-BD? ! BERA  2402A 2EESC .
58958 23M0 28280 58
f B
ZIAFA 288
0211069 ?E }E f‘: ?E E @
5145 03364 14572 BI0IC  BISMG 14CH ©
0- 198 1-3787 32928 D-HS26 14425 2F]
194 05746 0653B & i. The two glyphs in the Exceptions column may not be
i T H{I Hﬂﬁ appropriate examples of exception for the UCVs since
g I R R
§ : 2249 [ neither of them have the component &

U+25249 to better illustrate the unification:

Sl

UCS2003  GKx-081420  T7-304D




197 —— 05DFFO05E02 i. The two glyphs in the UCV column are exactly the same.
I_ ] I | ] I_-ﬁ It is suggested to replace one of them by j
—_—t ii. The two glyphs in the Exceptions column seem to be the
I_ j same. It is suggested that the G-glyph should be adopted
for U+5E02 instead to illustrate the exception:
5E02 3 - Sy
i 502 | | rh Iy 1 |J
G0-4A50 HBI-ASAB  T1-4648 J0-3854 K0-833C V15356
199 £ U+97FF may not be an appropriate example of the UCVs
B i S B
1- LFEC -TB40  O-3A41 D—TJIJ" 1-ABAC
OTFF 3% Vot oz osom 17ere FACA since none of its glyphs has the component EC :
! = = = = = =
Gi4FSC  HB1C554  T1-7B40 JO-3641 KO-7pd2  V1-6B6C
202 S L ~" | | The two glyphs in the UCV column are exactly the same.
ﬁ 101/08 @z jtﬁ 5{ j; j{
D 1 sAT2 EA4s Mm 15323
6556 01620 1-5882  0-5836 07180 1-5603 _ FAMD is suggested to replace them by T and
202a . It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
ﬂj:\‘ i ~ U+27ESS8 to better illustrate the unification:
- ) 27E58 4 -1I-
TR ZiES8 #1551 /jj\ )N T
J J UCS2003  GHZ53507.01  TB-2EH




203

e i

HAEFA 2FBE1

It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
U+216EA to offer a better picture of the glyph:

7

UCS2003

TF-263E

204

Var uliax
123/108 Biz Eﬁ

TBGC 36364 3—3DT‘?I

36768 3-2987

AT-N

hk

1-642D
0-6813

AT

B

0-607E
0-6494

138/160 %J& %}ﬁ Eﬁi

8AAO 1-334F  1-6662  D-403F

11047 1-TNRR n-37

= =
0-6124  1-86737
nRRENL 17177

U+7B6C and U+8AA0 may not be appropriate examples of

the UCVs since none of their glyphs has the component

7B6C Ay
s 1

G3-6364
BAAD . n
7 1496 n

G1-334F

i

H9951

ﬁ: ",
A

HB1-B8DB

At A

% %

T30TT  JOE420  KOSOTE

S Ak ARk

T1-6862  JO-403F Kog124 V16737




None of the glyphs shown in the Examples column has the

206 b ) <]
1E wansz Il Ty ey Uy
5634 L0 ed i o component L.
IJ: 101/063.[-& LF)/I BI 1& i&
B53F (3% Tien owe ssem temer
| @S (=l il | = o} E'ﬁ-b i =)
125/043 T3 /\gﬁ N ?fl’i
TD2B (50 Vn L emm e
s ek % WE
141/007 ==
8D07 1k 1 bcd Te
] =) - = =
15Tm97ftt% E% Et% ﬁ% ﬁﬂ%
9D81 10 Vi wem Leer o
214 j—D It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
Jf}'% ﬁ% U+23A8D to offer a better picture of the glyph:
23A8D JA J—‘J L JL
JLu 23880 2FBFT o v It ﬁ
e i X Y
UCS2003  GKXD585.08  T&-4078
215 /\ 04ECA 2B746 Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
% A P components be placed under NUC?
I 7




The five glyphs in the Examples column are not appropriate

216 ﬁ Ej{:
examples of the UCVs since none of their glyphs has the
E 20599
E% component E::
21AC9
H 20599 ET Ejﬂ
220CE o L‘
UCS2003  TF-3ASD
iy 21AC9 F‘“E: 2
23008 < 4013 X Eﬁ
% Ucs200  TF8431
o 229CE E‘ji E iz
¥ 628 s
UCS2003  TF-3B2F
2300B i)
¥ 6613 L E}l&
Ucs2003  TF-8A37
25D0B A&f A
11812 E’K E‘)’L\’
UCS2003  TRSFTE
217 25678 256C8 Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of

2 f&

components be placed under NUC?




218

4 uééi:;

It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
U+22909 to better illustrate the unification:

% 22009 Aty AN Ak
= 22908 e =y oy =
Lol T, s iy
UCS2003  GKX-040743  T74721
220 )_l_t DGE7F 06881 Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
) .
R 5‘“’“ . components be placed under NUC?
06C92 06CAlL
Yaw ) 2o
2 080A1 2663F
AE B2
248FB 24904
B
222

N
——

0513F 0516B

JL

056DB 211A6
@

08C8C 27CD6
5

0485A 28313

LU S

087/000

5700 5-397A  3-2BES  0-537B

52580 31169 0-5190

oaamﬁ@ ﬁ %%
590B 33351 32546 1-3861

31948 3-0538  1-2465

nagmuﬁ ﬁ ﬁ
590c 3-3A35  2-2623  1-3862

37671 2-NE03 1-746R

i

2-2856
2-0854

53

2-2849
=114

%

22848
21147

It is suggested that / \and / \should be added to the
list of UCVs.




223 \ s P
~ 105.'012*2 ‘|I ’.II @ i. Itis suggested that /_\ should be added to the list of
egoc 342]A 3C4D  (-5B7D 23852
33410 2-2845 0-5093  2-2750 UCVs.
-7 By ST oo oo ST .
7N\ 1221118 jt j-[_] j—b j-[_‘ j—[_] ii. U+7A77 is not an appropriate example of the UCVs since
TATG iEIF 4B bbb e it is single-sourced and has no compatibility ideograph.
=3
122/119 jj
TATT T
—\ JIL UL LI -
A woenst Y 11 ﬁ:? (o 7 3 }lr:}
3 6CBF fome i@ one smo v /L1 It is suggested that ) should be added to the list of UCVs.
E7LATAN i)
)_L oronss @ ald =
(] 48C7 17 o o
; L
e VY 10
JL 67D7 £ 3o ton ren
I I F SIL Mo L
130/057 Jltlﬁ ﬂ}_:[ {'P ﬁ]‘:l )F‘JIII
9239 TN Vi ames suwr e
226 I e Neither exceptions nor examples are given.
228 >, It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of

-
c

>

i

20586

2FAN

U+295B6 to better illustrate the unification:

2280 g Rl

UCS2003  GKX-141208  T4-4855




It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of

232 !
/ J N\ + - U+26B3C to better illustrate the unification:
2N 7 26B3C + jj;
N
f—r 26BIC 2987
/J\ mws 21N ZIN 0 7N
UCS2003  GKXA02506  To-3443
235 - The two glyphs in the UCV column are exactly the same. It
078/008 i ;t i t St
4E08 (-5549  1-4437 (066 GEDSE  1.4A28
Ty L LAm o piE v is suggested to replace one of them by
: 7 .
X 0947244 )IL i ZL ;’Z_
SEFA Con sun e cres
AN AN LD
1147054 )L
7236 2ui Taw San Sua
- . T M 51 T} ELAE i i H i
239 j( E ’ = EL = o i. The palr. of glyphs in the Excep.tlons. column are not
11l ik ED Tt T AN = R appropriate examples of exception since U+8296 has the
~ o104 1-53872  o-20M) EX 3] 812 AN ~
k 20 3_.? = . I j(
08296 26B2B g%g:; ijﬁ racia ?.u]:: ?,E ﬁ component of j\ instead of .
3 5 yors L . +
152004 iﬁ :ﬁ %ﬂ ﬁﬁ‘ 3 1 ¥ ii. It should be better to put the two U+81ED examples
983E [5 1HG i aen e _eo together.
25

086/104 'Eg: %5

O4BTT  1-T04T
5668 °UF

0r -10M

o g'c
1220128 T s

TAR{ tmn Tsama

00827 __1.6083

[y
05248 18448 us




242 > 28416 28418 XL AL KL AL AT < <
ﬂ—\‘ o 107186 78X T A __f;
>< ;J_‘:J"L BBBA 11 T Tk tene e s i. Itis suggested that 71t and I L should be added to
28985 289BE X A Al
7"% > 149/183 /J\Bﬂ Tl Jﬂ fﬁﬁ‘ﬂ ;ﬁﬂ the list of UCVs.
ﬁ?ﬁ % 95B7 3-415F  2-6040 1-683D .. . . .
20CBA 29CDS 3333 26432 2757 arer ii. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of
AL U+23EDI and U+2A105 to better illustrate the
% N
% % {fl’q @ unification:
29CC329CD9 2En 20
< 2 B 23ED1T 3L AL A
Mo G B N A
28105 2FAI2 UCS2003  GKX-0844 .01 T44448
2A105 i 4
fa 1910 % F‘% ﬁ%ﬂk
UCSI0D  GHAMI  THSTA
=
i
NRLARAT
243 263BD 263CA It seems that the pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column
% ¥% f % have been misplaced.
)
244 % 083A7 08408 Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
—_—— PN components be placed under NUC?
- =2 W




245

N

v
- » NN @ .
:L_ 033225 {« < 1& j‘l}i X « l{ﬁ It is suggested that L should be added to the list of UCVs.
5DE1 05132 1 56 0-IDsd  0-E25E h!ﬂ?
Y G498 104354 0-2060 06662  1-5157 __MAN
» -~ ~
1 1430182 _ A :‘l_
8FBE 3 TING Lih ime rer
£ L
246 %K 08C55 08C56 woso 1) SR I I | 15 O
@ 585A T reme b Gl e It is suggested that and should be added to the
Ve fe2 2 :
osamsulﬂﬁ tﬁ j%( tﬁ list of UCVs.
%i 08C5A 04401 CONS R
AN wonn B B R T ) g5
7422 05T 1801 2278 TETC  1-8F2
05533 f-gdid }-!-ISG_ 8892 1-831) Fada
115103-1}% % Eé( fﬁ: Eﬁ @
7422 05749 16060 4376 TETC  15F2D
0-5533  1-B4E4 3486 08652 16312 unes
247 It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of

b

%

2436C

£

Z49E9

U+249BC and U+249E9 to offer a better picture of the
glyphs:
249BC B KV

UCS2003  TS4T3E

249E9 3 o
I

T 9%.9
UCS2003  GHZ-21130.04




249 09”AA9 09:‘“"3 Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
jl_‘ H h components be placed under NUC?
04E38 04E5D
j | 3 i
0341C 20083
Fh Fh
250 05396 20A47 The th) pair of glyphs in the E.xcepn‘ons column are not
L JE @ appropriate examples of exception since U+20A47 and
Z
A
O5A0F 216EA ,I
L1 IQ}E @ U+216EA have the component of instead of .
252 . 0869F 09213 The three pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column are not
1. - appropriate examples of exception because:
< | w8
J— 3 +
—_— 0923A 27263 1. For the first pair, U+9213 has the component instead
L
T % 0 E
034D8 24954 2. For the second and third pairs, all the glyphs have the
% component —L,
255 It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of

~| >~

—l

23305

U+233DS5 to offer a better picture of the glyph:




2B Bl i

UCS2003  GEX0513.07  T5-264C

pit

I
260 O5FB3 05FB7 Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
P
/N 1’?& % components be placed under NUC?
ﬁ 08074 265DF
/L He B
267 sy 05BDC 05BE7 Nil Ditto
¥ B B
=
[= S =
e
269 % O5ECC 22281 Nil Ditto
N B E
219B1 219B5
WY BE BE
219B2 219B3
270 It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of

N
ZNEA

i

24263

5%

H

2F91D

U+24263to offer a better picture of the glyph:

24263 WU, .
& 868 E{E{[ Ifjj k%

UCS2003  GHX-D6TA07T  TE4ATH




members of UCV 300:

271 Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
09CEFO09CF3
= components be placed under NUC?
_ )
B o
Yo A
272 E_A =i It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of
071/101 == U+4765 and U+23F4E to better illustrate the unification:
i’ 4765 BT 4765 3 g
B3 oo 5 15312 %E %E%—:
?E GKX-1203. 21 T3-5B37
==
== 23F4E .‘E NS BN
2IF4E . == 2= M=
== & 85.12 { ( { /2B
UCSIO03  GKX-0850.05  T7-2463
= 065B3230B7 Ll =T == =t
. 139057 == nE= HE n= n i It is suggested to replace with on the list of
e e %ﬁ 8339 1-3D77 1-773F  D-3660 0-504D 1-675A
i 1-2087  1-8731  D-2264  0-4845  1-TI58  FABF % ——
@ 09A39 29955 UCVs.  (Please note that the and % are

ne
‘%Ij_l‘ ;@
21164 21178

# @




300 %
x
=

)
278 = = = U+3B05 is not an appropriate example of the UCVs since
5= 0591005 5 T | =
3B05 43D 3415A none of its glyph has the component 7= :
=) 4229 38358 3B05 B, =
75‘ H 728
G543 T34M5A
279 PR 0712D 07162 Nil S
J,—L,‘ 2 & i. Itis suggested that #~ULshould be added to the list of
R 06A69 23727 UCVs.
T s

3
®

o
W
A
©
0
N
(@]
(]
0}
V)

5
3

N
o
m
w
>
N
o
T
a
®

3
i

ii. No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
components be placed under NUC?




282

r

?7‘?
058/048 ,&

3A30 5-4D2F 34679

5-4515  3-3889

2

E‘,
It is suggested that ~ “Sshould be added to the list of

UCVs.

L ™ >
_%‘ 1117154 ‘/ 7 It is suggested that 7 and J should be added to the
ng E-3124 F-4FTD 1-48BE
Ed] E-1710 F-4763 14078 list of UCV.
285 % 07BE107C12 Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
v e e components be placed under NUC?
A
200 05156 05157 Nil Ditto
Z<| o o=
—
08412 ZGEfG
| R E
291 <
=

071/007 Etﬁ @

4707 7265 35912

58269  3-5702




292 — = | P It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
E ,E\ 3 E U+24814 to offer a better picture of the glyph:
~~ 2814 s | 24814 z% jé 5‘:’
N k9410 # N E\
E UCS2003  GKX071820  TB.5524
-
293 ﬁ 0903A 09060 Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this group of
o == components be placed under NUC?
25 JEPT
298 ?k 076D7076DC Nil Ditto
iii ik B &K
Nun JmL
%=
298b \ It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
% 063/220 =14 U-+3FDC to better illustrate the unification:
36220 3FDC % J
J% SFDC 3-6613 §7 10423 =I5 JEisizy ; I:%
|ZRE] HH

HH
GHZ-42705.15  T3-6220 H-88DD




299 = ol None of the glyphs in the Exceptions and Examples columns
= ==
4= .
EE[ has the component -~ ~~. It is suggested to add U+9EC4
as an example to illustrate the unification:
% 9EC4 - s H oY
Z3 sa PHOTH B OBH
@ G03B48  HEBFE  T3306A  J0-3228 V16020
302 It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
% 068/061 ﬁﬁ U+443D to better illustrate the unification:
= 443D 32762 | 443D i
ﬁl;:\j 30756 13042 i ﬁﬁ
% GHZ-32106.08  TF-5155 K3-2762
303 -+ nil nil Neither exceptions nor examples are given.
o




313

%

It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
U+21DE4 to better illustrate the unification:

!I:l
=) = u}
= 21DE4 1 2 1 DE4 ”_I;ZL ﬂ] m;'l
2878 i 467 3 Ve L
:- I:l:-: UCS2003  GKX-031210  TB367E
™~
!IZI
315 Al 57 It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of
I U;BBI(;'J; A HZ% U+3B19 and U+24FAL1 to better illustrate the unification:
34801 2FBCE 3 B1 9 7 =7 N
w3 v H 7212 = f—'g] =
AWy ) E% GKX-0459.43  T3-5121 H-9479
24F41 2F938 24F A1 EW; 7 E]r\'?
108,12 )h\\r H I )J%
UCS2003  GKX-0789.17  T4-5728
318 0571605717

i |

==
=1

087/022

5716 1-4D3C  1-6837

1-4528  1-7223

087/023

B717 E547 4637

E-053% 33823

ERE

0-5426
0-5206

0-53M
05181

1-504A
1-4842

o

2F84B

]

2FB4D

i. None of the examples given can illustrate the unification.
ii. Given the fact that only exceptions are available, should
this pair of components be placed under NUC?




319

M1NF

It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
U+291DF to offer a better picture of the glyph:

il

UCS2003  GKX-1382.06  T5-5AT4

320

2077

2F9F1

It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
U+28D77 to offer a better picture of the glyph:

DR [E]

UCS2003 GHZ-T430809  T7-3D30

322

B EXED T

“
-
-
7/

1

08605 27107

FET T
08613 27068
08861 2258D

&1 AT
09BSA 29D4B

= =
09B95 29F30

Tty ks
29DDF 29F89
29E19 29E3A

ZOFO7 Z9F8D

Nil

No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
components be placed under NUC?




1855 Ik I R
091/062 E ~ i. Itis suggested that “/-~*= should be added to the list of
PR E- 26547 1-554F  1-5D7E
SB3E [T The Lo eres 2HBEA UCVs
*E‘ ﬁ*ﬁ ﬁﬂ m % ii. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
Z™ 091/062 N E ~ ﬁE U+2A20E to offer a better picture of the glyph:
ER3E E27¢h 26547 0-554F 1-5D7E
E-O742 26839 05347 16104 2868 2A20E % 77
£ 196,15 ﬁ,\“ ?ﬁ%
=/ > UCsS2003  TRBCTE
2420E FA13
326 09EANODEAB Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
o
EI§ 0‘%,: 0aEa0 components be placed under NUC?
=] ==
09ANAES9 29B0O6
’:Ig = =
0ATOB 2TEAA
REic] £5
21737 2174F
aas a1
219CD 2Z219CE
0= TS

21A,A9B 27DS8SE

22504 22509
;[-EEj i
23D29 23D48
Ay I




329

The two glyphs indicated in red circle in the UCV column are

]

05BC321A18

provide the multi-column code charts of U+514E and
U+5154 to illustrate the unification:

Te T LSRR

GE-2254 T3-2454  J4546  KO-774D

R T S

0773E 08846 . m {1l
E?i % 071/102 ;R ;{R exactly the same. It is suggested to replace one of them by
06F4006F68 4766 >0 0% rro
DR -1 - '
T AR IZT< W\'
% 29149 29167
/ [ ==
330 — 0S8FD 05?90 Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
== = e
ts be placed under NUC?
= a 0BAES 22DEC components be placed under
071FD 2442D
331 B‘E‘ 0514E 05154 Nil No examples of unification are given. It is suggested to
hl
=
7
=

GO4D43  HBI-ABDF  TI4C22 05130 K2237D  V14C41




339

ishi

e =

BE M0 24A72 D504 15030
33437 74282 06043 15728

1107209 V‘EJL 5’% {'IEJ' {%

BED1 %®¢ ':EdEL‘ u:nm 0-7ce

0-3847

The example U+6ED] is duplicated.

342

064E7 08209 26999

2 #2 5

06511 03A6E

W

06AF806B05 237F1

e

No examples of unification are given.

components be placed under NUC?

Should this group of

348

W X | R 4 4R

097/122 JI'E ’rg I[‘g

35248 2-4A36 1-5F43
617A 35043 24222 1-6335

]

2002

1%

2FBRA

W
2F9B1

i. U+617A is not an appropriate example of the UCVs since

none of its glyphs has the component % .

ii. Itis suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
U+270D2 to better illustrate the unification:

270D2

140147

JI T SN

—I—EE Tr-
/ »
g 4l 4
UCsS2003

;k—f—
25

H-8754

GKX-1089.21  Ti-b4e6




349 NS Cr N e N z None of the glyphs shown in the Examples column has the
= 144;114@ i};_rl:E IEE ): J‘E
Q72 3¢ 172A  EENF —
e 11957 1-8258  D-7815 ==
'E.g component
o
==
JE
350 — U+29952 is not an appropriate example of the UCVs since
: I: 5 pprop p
_'+
Ny "I —
JIu 29952 none of its glyphs has the component JIu,
29952 T 54 8
1% 16710 ,\»JE ’I\-S)I]L ““)l[—L
UCS2008  GKX-144320  T75168
352a L~ Nil Nil Neither exceptions nor examples are given.
A
=
AR
353 Nil Nil Ditto.

RN




354a I~ Vo AT AW It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
% 124/020 % U+7C14 to better illustrate the unification:
E-373F 0-6443 7C14  fone o
IS 7C14 ¢ : :
E-2331 0-6635 fror FE =
R GE-373F TF-5B5F  J0-5443
355 i. Itis suggested that the example U+5373 should be

VI T

083/115 EI:I ED Elj ED EU

5373 0-3C34 1-193B 0-4228 1-6D71 1-4D78
0-2820 1-4117 0-3408 1-7781 1-4588

]

2FBIF

sy W UEH 90 YD U0 gy

5ATF 4764 1-544F 0-3628  D-ACAF 1-4DTB
0-3968  1-5246  0-2210  0-4447  1-4581 2F831

083/127 gﬂp QEH gﬂl] gED UEH E@]

0-4764 1-544E  (-3628 D-4C4F  1-4D7B
537F (-3968  1-5246  (0-2210  0-4447  1-4591 2FB32

it il

"

moved to UCV 357:

=
£

ii. It is suggested that = and ﬁ should be added to the

list of UCVs.
iii. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts
of U+21DE6 and U+2872E to offer a better picture of
21DE6
r 467 E[ |r'|, %E a{ II_‘I[
the glyphs: UCS2003  GKX-0312.15  T6-3879




e B

ucs2003 T64F63

359

24262 242B1

j;n\\ri -1’“\\}

The two glyphs in the Exceptions column are not appropriate

examples of exception since none of them has the components

360

081/032 ﬁﬁ f%

51 20 33247

31839

<
0931228 [\,
SDE4 T35

(551
1007248 TR,
64F8 3-4B56

34354

114/009 i&{

7209 =ssc

34860

<
114/163 4:%

T2A3 0%
¢S54
15117 JER,

7375 153

129/216 H['(-_;Ei

1-4030
81Dg 1-3216

RN
136/031 B

8e1F

2-5C49
2-6041

34BEC  1-3B7E

3-4376

]
BEL

2-6160
2-6564

1-2794

Y R

4-5FTE
45394

LLL

2

2-6578
2-6991

1-4A41
1-4233

R

1-7665
1-8669

HE R

0-6054
0-6458
s,

1-7868  D-B744

1-8873  D-7136
B i
EEL A

1-7B27  1-587%

1-9107

1-6088

12

2-236D
2-0377

Y
EEL

0-3928

1-8E77
1-6287

1-6435
1-6821

HER

1-663C
1-7028

None of the glyphs shown in the Examples column has the
s94
A

|
component J’




361 J@ i ,/l,@ The two glyphs indicated in red circle in the UCV column are
113/156 %R /LA k@ exactly the same. It is suggested to replace one of them by
719C 504D 25478 24523 [
3-4345  2-4988 2-3703 2F91E
& 4 !
12sn12 it HEs ity Hiky AT H]liy'l :
~_ 8OT70Q 1344F 17479 0-6562 07546  1-6362 L
|IA 12047 1-3489  0-7066 08638 16766 | zroF
-ﬁ z )
— 086/241 @
B5GFq 351 3258 1-37C 22682 15040
02043 30540 1-2202 20950 1-4832
362 — . It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
J I ?I:i %& U+25626  to  better illustrate  the  unification:
25626 y —
25626 27952 Sree T % e
UCS2003 GHZ-42388.04  T6-315A
363 ~ Oil‘;'?': Ob;;;' Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
/I 05986 0599D components be placed under NUC?
; I iz sz
osBDD OsSBE2
= =
05CO06 05CO7
= H55
364 !Z Nil Nil Neither exceptions nor examples are given.




Nil Nil Ditto

PR

ﬁn 24B88 24B9B il ‘ ‘ E%
i. The glyph of U+24B88 is wrong. It should be £ L :

374
20 = RN E
R UCS2003  GKX-0751.15  T5-555F

ii. No examples of unification are given. Should this pair
of components be placed under NUC?

i. For U+5F5B in the Exceptions column, it is suggested to

05F5B 05F5C % %
H @ ey 056/199 % choose the G-glyph instead to illustrate the exception:

-

H5r 38C7 *3er 42682
-1 -1 12741 40634 2855 —
5F5B D, =t ?

é?ﬁ i A "t::

| 22472 26133 070/053 fof :F:?('\ @ e B A A

— sroe aa > GETR53 T3S05E  JI-3CTA  KO6C2D

— L %% %? 4635 54176 M 2recs .. . . .
N i ii. The second pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column are

not appropriate examples of exception for the UCVs

since none of them has the component E

It is suggested that two pairs of glyphs in the Examples
column, i.e. U+38C7 and U+2F896; U+4635 and
U+2F9C8, should be moved to the UCV 373:

=

iii.




e

20843

=

23288

26104

2FB38

&

2F857

2r8%8

—

iv. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of
U+20B63, U+232B8 and U+261DA to better illustrate

the unification:

EE O R

UCS2003 GHZ-10400.08  T6-3D67

i W

UCS2003 GHZ-2153705  T7-2082

261DA & S
HE =

UCS2008  GKX-084320  T7-688D

373

L

05F50 05F51

i A

2339F 26805

b= Tt

The two pairs of glyphs in the Exceptions column are not

appropriate exception examples of the UCVs.




374 ~7 \\ .;;- : Wf U+6D56 is not an appropriate example of the UCVs since its
~ I
I~ 109/086 1 ™ j P 7
ﬂ-‘ 6D56 &5ssc 33177 Ivohs onlv have th ~ I
FEIRN LATET glyphs only have the component .
>~ j
=
~1
381 = yAn 03C7E23A8A Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
HR A L components be placed under NUC?
H3Z <z
A
383 i 0756B 07575 Nil Ditto
= = =
== = -
B8]
384 /\ .. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code charts of

a0
=

»

ez|
AN

2iFIF

2A0CE

U+27F2F, and U+2AO0CE to offer a better picture of the
glyphs:

UCS2003  GKX121807  T4-5427

2A0CE A AN o
e By My A

UCS2003  GKX-148508  TS56F40




08D7008D71

E Z

386 06075 OGOEO Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
S = = components be placed under NUC?
07A42 O7TAS57T
TR =
093F8 28ACD
EL- S
387 %‘ 05C0205C08 Nil Ditto
>
=
Tl_.
391 O7FAE O7FB9 Nil Ditto
= = =
=5= ==
2688B 268CD
B2
393 I N Nil Ditto
A~




i. U+510F, U+6BA9 and U+8592 are not appropriate

7 1B ER
081/015 1 . .
ﬂ 10F town oo examples of the UCVs since none of their glyphs has the
5 E0236  3-5848
ysz 107:1695% @é :5 Q
- - component .
6BA9 L5 oo P
i;)ﬁ(’( \}\ﬁ? j:% @é \kgé ii. It is suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
1.}3fé360 |28 1_53'?‘ 0-3R38 N U+6BADJ to better illustrate the unification:
1-1851  1-8420 0-2724
ey 6BA9 T
133/146 % 5,% 5 1812 &gé g% ]f%
8592 e o GE-2F5D T55B72  J14628
398 055AE 209A4 Nil No examples of unification are given. Should this pair of
l:l I:I E % components be placed under NUC?
2766C 276BE
11| = =
407 I i. U+2A6AB is not an appropriate example of the UCVs

Y

h

W
[l [=T

Yy

2ABAB

2A6BD

since none of its glyphs has the component %
2AGAB o
i 2134 Ei (57 H

UCS2003  GHZ-74808.08  Ti-574%

ii. Itis suggested to provide the multi-column code chart of
U+2A6BD to better illustrate the unification:




2A6BD iy ffl
w235 FHY {Hg %

UCS2003  GHZ-74810.15  T7-574A

408

i
7

Nil

Nil

Neither exceptions nor examples are given.

End of document




HK

Dated 2012-11-08

HKSAR’s Comments on the Updated UCV List (IRG N1839)

The Hong Kong Special Administrative Region has reviewed the updated UCV list and has the following comments:

No ucv Exceptions Examples Comments
e 04907 28878 e
The glyph of U+4907 is wrong. It should be .
iy
i
4907 s B T
ECI oL
GK}(.I‘?&E 7 T7.3454 K3-3374
32 26FBD 26FDA The glyphs of U+26FBD and U+26FDA are wrong. They

HEHEXEXESE | W KY

-
k] ~»
) B AR
should be }\E and E respectively .

26FBD 7 N e
14014 i% 15[12 5?%

UCS2003  GKX-1063.40 T5-843.

o

26FDA = S
14014 AN 121
UCS2003 G#K




38

N N i

53DB

WoaT

3AB5

i 685

Az

(G0-455

1

st &

063

N N

HE1-4B71  T1-5035

T4-2061

M

4840

Ki-6A84

A

1-4E31

This group of components are unified under “Differences in
throwing away at the stroke termination”. U+53DB and
U+3ABS are, therefore, not appropriate examples of the
UCVs since the left components of the glyphs throw away at
the stroke termination without exception.




53

X=z= IO

D5E50 D383

565

DETOC 0BOAG

b8

DETOF 0BODO

At Bl

DET10 OBDCA

il

DE7T13 0B101

Bk Ik

06718 0B127

For most of the exceptions listed, the pair of glyphs look

identical to each other.

i. It is suggested that the component H or E should be
adopted for the following characters to better illustrate the

exception:
5E50 M2 YA
M B
G3-4D55 TAI2A U

G @nn
B0CA  qIAy y: k
UL
HEP R b

CGEF®E1  HBZFDTAF  T2-3853 J1563 K1-7034

4443 R
1 13044 @ @ Hé\(‘

GKX-0997.08  T3-5806 K3-3038

e 0D B0 MR

GO-3D3A  H-89B1  T3-ZMA J1-8824 K2653D

T @ I

G34CTC JI-5638  K2:5553




06723 OB1AT

O

GB-7C55 TB-4354

8192 :
|';9130.11 Hlﬁ'lu '@
GLACHT

4420 pEe AR e
T I

" 110 B}IL Ihi

G3-4D47 TE&IGF K3-302A

0

g%

“s

G340M Ta-na

26805 = El T
T5-5032

UCS2003  GKX-0994.11

oo i ()

ucs2003  VIE
ii. For U+268AB, U+266E9, U+2669C, U+2667F and

U+26808, the left component should be E

e BEOMC B

UCS2003  GHXDSE14  THEDE




03836 266E9

i
B0k

4438 233AF

G
2
o
LT
bt
]

i

5 B RE
nar

[ .

uuuuuuu

R

ucszom T5283%5

e RGN




U+3EAC and U+2F92A are not appropriate examples of the

UC52003 TF-5866

, I7J‘¢
none of its glyphs has the component or .

33 3EAC ¥ ¥ 2F92A
A F 963 £ 96.3 UCVs since their glyphs are exactly the same.
_L GKXOT2T01 T326T1 TF-2478
56 DO50E 205G 20508 2050C
N L R, AL iR
It is suggested that in the Exceptions column
fL should be moved back to UCVS55.
60 F 21498 iﬁ f . U+2149B is not an appropriate example of the UCVs since
SR E




91

-
|

) |
7
£L
J B

23040 27959

B

The glyph of U+23040 is wrong. It should be ﬁi
23040 5K = -
¥ 8625 EE igh{

UCS2003  GHZ-21481.11

96

£ EE

037B7 2125A

£ P

23CEB 23D6D

@ ®

284CF 284F9

S <2

v. The first pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column seem to

have the same component | . Itis suggested that
the T-glyph or J-glyph should be adopted for U+37B7 to
better illustrate the exception.

37B7

GKX-0305.08  T4-2376 JA-223B

vi. The second pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column are
not appropriate examples of exception for the UCVs since

neither of them have the components I—l—l and IJJ

23CEB I il i

xws ] R
UCS2003  GKX0622.01 T4-20M

23D6D 2

5 E M
UCS2003 GHZ-80023.18

vii. The third pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column are not




appropriate examples of exception for the UCVs since

neither of them have the components IJJ and l—I—l
284CF L ppas

ucs2003 GCY

284F9 > b e
FRCTIE = SO Y 535

HeS2N3 GKX-1280 13 TR-4F5D

A T

]
097/078 FE

61 4E 0-4977

0-4187

=

119/030 1=

=

771 E E-3466

E-2070

-
1551018 %

931 2 37B5C

39160

11

1-637C  D-3F35
1-6732  0-3121

i
|

w
i

23
58
e
&
23
‘3R
A

]
il

%)

-5A
27486

=
Lo
=5
=
=%

|C"P\
SRy

\ !

e

.
= o
@m
@ W

—

It is suggested that =~ , E‘ and = should be added to

the list of UCVs.




117

092/034 J[_x

5C22 C5E4C

1-6244

055/129 jTE“ jL‘

3781 T4

3-2346

The first and the third glyphs in the UCV column look almost
the same. It is suggested that one of them should be

replaced by : L‘ ( Note: the “L.” stroke on the right has

no contact with the horizontal stroke above).

132a

| DerSD

WIS

ucs2003

U-+207F3 is not an appropriate example of the UCVs since

none of its glyphs has the component EE

148

= 2

S o

GO448A

U+5185 and U+2F814 are not appropriate examples of the
UCVs. It is suggested to replace U+5185 by U+5167, the
compatibility ideograph of U+2F814.

TN NN

GE-2282 HB1-A4BA  T1-4479 KO-522E

2F814

A 112
T6-2150

— Q J'ﬂ

<5167 AD




194

05746 0e538

BB

The two glyphs in the Exceptions column are not appropriate
examples of exception for the UCVs since they differ only in

terms of the left component, i.e. 1+ vs L.

197

HBD | R

29994 299B4

i) S

iii. The first two glyphs in the UCV column are exactly the

—_—
same. It is suggested to replace one of them by l .

iv. The glyph of U+299B4 is wrong. It should be J% .

e B 5

UCS2003  GHZ-74581.06

199

Zupeu

TEE M A 45 AB s g
TR O &EJ =2 B =

GI4FGC  HB1CS4  TH-7B40  JO36H  KOTMA2Z  V1BGC

U+97FF is not an appropriate example of the UCVs since

none of its glyphs has the component EC .




204

U+665F, U+7B6C and U+8AAO are not appropriate examples

, ! E 665F
CR }% }% }% }% }5‘(, of the UCVs since none of their glyphs has the component
GOGMI HEZOIDY T2EFSS  JWSATD  KOG0T9 N
TB6C A A Ay AR :
G36364  HEST  TIOTT KO607E
W S w  k
G1-334F  HB1-BSDB  T1-6662 KO-6124 V1-6737
206 5634 I]% D%‘ % “% None of the glyphs shown in the Examples column has the
= 112
_I_ - GOSTEC HBLBCAC THACH KD-Ta24 IJ:
component .
B53F
I S B Y
b - GI-SSTE  HE1ACSE  T1-5140 KO-EF5H V15778
7D2B | = i
GI5T4F  HEVBSES  TI-E138 ¥O-6038 W-E2SS
8D07 ¥ EE i
H 15412 5%”“
GF;J?I-;\ HBZFMG  T26735 KI-6B4E
9061 =y = | =
G HBICMD  TITE5 KIS9T7  W1CTS




223

U+7A77 is not an appropriate example of the UCVs since it is

¥ 1162 jj single-sourced and has no compatibility ideograph.
GOATEE
=
7N\
252 — The glyphs in the Exceptions column seem to have the same

|
| VLlehd

034D8 24954

E&

component EE It is suggested that the T-glyph should be
adopted for U+34DS8 to better illustrate the exception.

|

G3-3253




299 50D9 = ol e = s = None of the glyphs in the Exceptions and Examples columns
T N T N
5] s S Mew el s e =
e, i 58B4 s has the component —~ —~. It is suggested to add U+9EC4
.z DBEC3 DRECH L :l:j%\ :I:EE{ as an example to illustrate the unification.
Eli — % G5-365F T3484F
E 9EC4 —He =
5AF9 T A &1
H g R gE g% T BOWE B ER W
FS O ABR ARR S GO3B4  HEBRS  TINGA K098 V16020
5 GEZW  HBZESSC 125025 k22090
5EE3 = ,‘!1-# F ]%
o i ORE R OBE MBS
GIO3 HBLECTY TISCED  JBETZ  KIMENS  AS4C
5F49 S = 2R
R W 5
G5-3F29  HB2ESTE  T2-503F K2-3136
T LI
R = O == W =5 U
G5-403¢  HB2ESBZ  T2-5059 K2-36TE
B65A2 W HEN R ey
=l &=
S S
37875 WEZES2 T2ETD K2-3620
66C2 = e
117212 Hﬁ H;E\[‘ H;ﬁ‘
GE-2C7C T4-5050 J1-4260
318 =R E E The two examples given cannot illustrate the unification.
087/022 || . = =
|=

B E

5716 i

5717 E-2547

E-0539

1-6837  D-5426  0-5371
0-5206 0-5181

1-504A
1-4842

2B

]

2FB4D




331

Nil

No examples of unification are given. It is suggested to
provide the multi-column code charts of U+514E and U+5154
to illustrate the unification.

e W RO R

GE-2254 T3-2454 J0-4548 KO-774D

S G B G

GO4D43  HB1-A8DF  T14C22  JH130  K2-237D  V1-4C41

372

L e g o o o

O5F5B 05F5C

=
55
22472 26133

V.

vi.

For U+5F5B in the Exceptions column, it is suggested to
adopt the G-glyph to better illustrate the exception.

5F5B = ‘ﬁ, ;.j:
= 5813 /F%S jj_'_. ﬂ";l'
cEmR

T3505E  J1-3C7A  KO-6C2D

The second pair of glyphs in the Exceptions column are
not appropriate examples of exception for the UCVs

since none of them has the component H .




407

i
7]

2ABAB

W 2134

UCS2003

GHZ-74808.08  T7-5749

U+2AG6AB is not an appropriate example of the UCVs since

none of its glyphs has the component %&

End of document
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Introduction:

IRG Working Document Series (IRGWDS) is a set of IRG maintained
documents which keeps the up-to-date lists of CJK unification related
example cases to supplement the published Annex S of ISO/IEC 10646
for IRG unification work. The maintenance of the IRGWDS 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)

Series 2: List of Non-Unifiable Components of Ideograph and
Overly-Unified Ideographs(Labeled as UCV)

Series 3: List of Possibly Mis-Unified Ideographs(Labeled as MUI).

Names of IRGWDS files:

Each IRGWDS file is named as IRGWDS SSS nn where SSS is the name
of the specific series and nn refers to the IRG meeting where the list is
confirmed. Thus, file names of lists of unification/separation examples

which are updated from time to time will look like:

IRGWDS SUM nn: a summary of IRGWDS documents
IRGWDS UCV _nn: UCV list (Series 1)

IRGWDS_ NUC nn: Non-Unifiable Components (Series 2)

IRGWDS_ MUI nn: Possibly Mis-Unified Ideographs (Series 3).

o e,



-—>File names may include IRG N number in addition.

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 1deographs 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 1s 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

throughout the standardization works.
b. UCYV: List of actual glyphs of UCV

c. References: Excerpt from existing document (e.g. JIS X 0213 and

HYDZD)
d. Exceptions: The exhaustive list of dis-unification examples.

e. Unified Examples: The example list of unified ideographs and

compatibility ideographs, and notes if necessary

The following is an example of a typical entry in UCV list.
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// start of gims’ comment:
Need to add the following portion from UCV so that people can

understand  “The glyph of comptb. char U2F957 is unifiable with glyphs of U5448
and they are well unified.”

ba

No. |ucV |References [Exceptions Examples

a. Differences in rotated strokes/dots

a-1. Differences in stroke initiation direction
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// end of gim’s comment
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084072 . . . = T

5448 0-334A  1-4547 (0-4468 0-6F50 1-4E63
0-1942 1-4135 0-3672 0-7948  1-4667

These five glyphs are unifiable and they are well unified

— 1 1

= .
084072 . . . = . H
5448 0-334A 1-4947 0-4468 0-6F50 1-4E63 E

0-1942 1-4139 0-3672 0-7948  1-4667 2F83E

The glyph of comptb. char B2E957 - U2F83E(??) is unifiable with glyphs of U5448
and they are well unified.

// start of gim’s comment:
Need to add the following portion from UCV so that people can
understand  “The above example shows Japanese JIS X 0213 Unification Criteria

Number and Hanyu-Dacidian Unification number”.
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// end of gim’s comment



unjun

(IS X 0213 - 29)

A® TG AR

(HYDCD - 22)

The above example shows Japanese JIS X 0213 Unification Criteria Number and

Hanyu-Dacidian Unification number.

8
R
//' T wonder why is included.

// seems relevant. However, does not seem relevant ??7?

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 7. vs. ~F ) or (2) simplified vs. traditional

components with no precedence of unification (such as £% vs [7).



Components

Analysis

Samples
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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: Evidence(s) for dis-unification will be listed separately.

Typical ones are already separated ones and ideographs

which are encoded by one-side only.

// start of gim’s comment.

We could probably add the following explanation for each type of row

(uni, sepa, *-side only).

b-1. Unifications: shows examples where characters in each group

should not have been unified (i.e., should have been

encoded separated) in UCS.

é

here ? (I am confused as

“Unifications™)

Is this what is meant

to the meaning of



b-2. Separations: ?? If examples for separations come from UCS, then
we need to capture the relevant portion so that people can
see UCS code position and other info. If not, where do

these examples come ? [ am confused here.
Need to add explanation as to the meaning of separation.
b-3. ??-only: Nearly the same comments for b-2 apply here.

Need to add explanation as to the meaning of ??-only.

// end of gim’s comment

c. Examples - samples: List of exhaustive—possibly—ever-unified
” hs (if exists

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

// start of gim’s comment:

Need to add the following portion from UCV so that people can
understand “These examples come from UCS. These shows that
usually G-Source and TJK-Source of U+58F3 are usually separately
encoded as shown in ‘Separations’, while only U+58F3 these shapes are
unified”.
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// end of gims’ comment
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These examples come from UCS. These shows that usually G-Source and
TJK-Source of U+58F3 are usually separately encoded as shown in ‘Separations’,
while only U+58F3 these shapes are unified.

// start of gim’s comment:

RE: the No for UCV and NUC.



No. |Components| Analysis Samples
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The numbe of the first entry in NUC is 163, NOT 1 (see the above figure).
The next number is 264a.

My understanding is that, in the past, all entries in UCV and NUC are
numbered in sequence.

Since we now keep UCV and NUC separately, it may be somewhat
hard to use/assign one sequence of numbers for both UCV and NUC.

We could consider giving a separate sequence of numbers for NUC
while UCV uses the old numbers. The last number used for UCV seems

408. We can use 409 for the next UCV entry.

For NUC, we could probably use, say, 8nn (starting with 800 or 801).

Furthermore, since we have only about 16 entries for NUC, we could
give 8nn numbers to the existing entries in NUC while keeping the old
number in parentheses. For new NUC entries we can give just an 8nn

number only. By doing this, we can easily understand that 8nn are NUC



entries.

® Probably we can give 9nn for MUI in the future.

If we give 8nn numbers to the existing NUC entries, the number

column will change as follows:

(before giving 800 numbers to NUC entries)



No. |Components| Analysis
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(after giving 800 numbers to NUC entries)

No. [Components| Analysis
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// end of gim’s comment

// start of gim’s comment

I suggest to start each of the following sections (a-1, a-2, .. b-1, ...) on a
new page.

Suppose that one has a printed copy of this list with personal notes and
that one NEW entry was inserted into section a-1. Then we may have to
print all pages since page breaks are changed on almost every page;
furthermore we may have to copy all the personal notes in the old copy to

the new copy — a time-consuming job!!!

If we start each section on a new page, then we can print only section a-1

while keeping the old copy of the other sections.



Summary of UCS Ideograph Unifiable Component Variations

Table of Contents
a. Differences in rotated strokes/dots

a-1. Differences in stroke initiation direction

a-2. Differences in open direction of two strokes

a-3. Differences in throwing away at the stroke termination

a-5. Differences of stroke or dot

b. Differences in intersection and extension of two strokes or dots
b-1. Differences in intersection at the stroke initiation and/or termination
b-2. Differences in contact of strokes

b-3. Differences in crossing of strokes

b-5. Differences in contact point of two strokes

c. Differences in contact of strokes

// end of gim’s comment

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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(End of document)
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