Doc Type:

Title:
Source:
Status:
Action:
Date:

Universal Multiple-Octet Coded Character Set
International Organization for Standardization
Organisation Internationale de Normalisation

JTC1/SC2/WG2 N4682

IRGN 2108

ME)KAYHapOL[HaH OpraHu3anud 1o CTaHAapTU3allruHn

Working Group Document

Error Report for CJK Unified Ideographs Extensions C and E

Andrew West and Ming Fan

Individual Contribution
For consideration by JTC1/SC2/WG2, IRG and UTC

2015-10-12

This document reports errors in the glyphs for four characters encoded in the CJK Unified Ideographs

Extension C and E blocks. The source for all four characters is Hanyii Fangydn Da Cididn (X 1E 75 5 K ja #
[Great Dictionary of Chinese Dialects] (Beijing, 1999), and images from this dictionary given below show
the correct glyph forms for these characters. The glyphs for these four characters should to be corrected,
and in two cases the stroke count needs to be adjusted.

Code Correct | Radical/ | Source
Point Code Chart Image Glyph Strokes | Reference Notes
2B5AA /- Simplified form of U+29454 7
2B5AA i 181'3 —l‘ﬁ /2ﬁ 181'3 Hc‘my,u 'Iiangyan The code chart glyph has an
GZFY-UD;\Q Da Cididn p. 4185 incorrect left hand side
i component.
2BgD7 > Hanvii Fanavén The code chart glyph is missing
2B9D7 C 2.1 [m | = 22.12 R y .y 9 a horizontal stroke, and the
S I=1=R Da Cididn p. 2505 .
GZFY-00836 stroke count is incorrect.
Simplified form of U+3A6D EF'%
The code chart glyph has the
wrong top right component.
A
il:—}" is a different, non-cognate
2BF4A JlL,P ) Hanyii Fangydn character (variant of U+632C #3
2BF4A T 648 ?i 64.8 Da Cidicin p. 5386 | ) thatis currently unencoded.
GZFY-00688 These two characters (ﬁ and
T%) are given separate entries in
Zhonghud Zihdgi TAETHi
(Beijing, 2000), and cannot be
unified.
2C88D Simplified form of U+27835 %E
= 5 I_I I‘] , Hanyii Fangydn The code chart glyph mistakenly
2C88D W 14r.7 jh 147'.6 Da Cididn p. 4605 | has 3 instead of i on the left
GZFY-00673 hand side, and the stroke count
is incorrect.
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Hanyii Fangydn Da Cididn p 4185

—_—

Zﬁ LR ko 5 <> &, Bi. 5‘3:&'@5:&“5"
B “BH~ RN ‘~, B SBHERER
ZEB~%, gEERZIB~T."

Hanyii Fangydn Da Cididn p. 2505

-

JZ(_. [@\,ﬁm ﬁ.ﬁ] lign $H115,
(AR @<a> @ik, #in, @t d [liam?™ tson?],

OFO>IRF . Wik, WAE [lie* ts54],

CEEDTY 0B 5, B8 26 A5 o [18040-94
fap°],

Hanyii Fangydn Da Cididn p. 5386
N A

(2] xito Ti1% @<ah># Al RiF. L [2i0*°)]
Hete [T BRIRIE ~ 15 £ R R A ISR @ <B)> Bk, Wik,
T

Zhonghud Zihadi p. 344

il"—%? A“#”. MR,
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Zhonghud Zihdi p. 347

ﬁ “WHRMERLF.

Hanyii Fangydn Da Cididn p. 4605

ﬁm L) o 5 @ F. Rif. WwEmits1]
REEH () B~RBIAB. ER 3 HFH0:
CER~, Wik, BHHH. SRN B ES~,
~TWH." A< G fE. ORiFE. THKEM
[ts"1T 2R B I8 Sk ~ 00~ &% 22 9 4 3 L 0k 0 R M
. OWiG. MIMMMA [ts“1°] %148~ @<
Bl MWW, Wi, WRNMH [ts1%°)8a~wE,
LIRS, ZRET [ts'12']1~F A
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ISO/IEC JTC1/SC2/WG2 IRG N2108
Title:  Feedback to IRG 2108; Unification between 3 versus R
Source: suzuki toshiya
Type: individual contribution
Action: review in IRG#45 meeting

During the review of IRG N2108, I expressed a concern that the correction for this codepoint

288D Simplified form of U+27835 ik

= : I_I n , Hanyti Fangydn The code chart glyph mistakenly
2C88D S j_, 1476 Da Cididn p. 4605 | has # instead of K on the left
GZFY-00673 hand side, and the stroke count
is incorrect.

may cause non-unifiable change of the representative glyphs. I checked the existing disunification examples
out of URO (we should care for source separation rule) or Ext B (many mistakenly disunification). Yet I have
no time to identify the semantics of them (because most are T-single sources), but the some

cognate-but-disunified pairs would be:

Sl S ARC

G0-5D78  HB2-EVSC  T2-5345  J1-5830 K2-5345 TD-546C

kR R

-BAA6  T1-612C  J0-3ATE KO-T3TE  W1-B174

MFF g 7B56 A
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G0-325F
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NI

20N g 2801 g

TE-3C5B TE-2F22
i = . P
A 758 EE A= 7510 EQ.
TD-3C45 TD-4D20

68D7 H B BE R R K

RS O O AR R R

G1-5466 HB1-B4CT7  T1.5F6 KO.-7044  V1.542C

=]
=
=3

L5052

b ]

Nothing to say, there are many non-cognate pairs showing this component contrast.

Also I raise another concern that CJK F is not reviewed with an assumption “4 and ® might be unifiable”,
so marking this shape difference as unifiable can cause another revisiting of CJK F.

(end of document)
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