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Following on from IRGN2108 (Error Report for CJK Unified Ideographs Extensions C and E), this document
notes seven more characters in CJK Extension E that have glyph forms that do not accord with the

evidence provided for these characters (U+2B822 ¥, U+2B9D2 [E, U+2B9D9 [Ef, U+2BDA4 i, U+2C275

75, U+2CA15 %2, and U+2CD98 fifi). We request confirmation of the correct glyph forms and stroke counts
for these characters.

U+2B822 %“:‘ (source ref. V4-4022)

2B822 _ I
— 14 T

V4-4022

The evidence for this character in IRGN1564 shows only a single horizontal line, with a residual stroke
count of 3. If the evidence provided in IRGN1564 is correct then the code chart font glyph for this
character should be corrected.

IRGN1564 p. 2

00006 | 06155 V04-4022 503.2.2 TDNT

Hf
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U+2B9D2 [H (source ref. GZJW-00110)

[~ 226

2B9D2 ﬁ

.

GZJW-00110

It appears from Yin-Zhéu Jinwén Jichéng % J&14: SCEERY that the inside of this character should be [F]

rather than [F], with a residual stroke count of 5.

Yin-Zhou Jinwén Jichéng Yindé B¢ JA &3 CER G5 p. 1272

4307 M
10.5340 A E (fE) 7

Yin-Zhou Jinwén Jichéng B & CE A543 p. 3332

05340.1
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U+2B9D9 @} (source ref. GZJW-00752)

2B9D9
[ 2214 %ﬂi

GZJW-00752

It appears from Yin-Zhou Jinwén Jichéng % J&4: JCHERY that the inside of the left hand side component of
this character should be 55 (wi) rather than & (nido), with a residual stroke count of 13.
Yin-Zhou Jinwén Jichéng Yindé B¢ A& 3CE R 5% p. 1288

4354 HEF(REF)

8.4321 Jt IE E 18 /&
mMP(H).EF
(R).ZF(R).BF
(F). M %, 01 F
(%) LEP(R), 5
EORLE I (VN
En B EAREAL
P (R)

Yin-Zhéu Jinwén Jichéng B 8 &R 5145 p. 2697

pn
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U+2BDA4 I (source ref. GGH-1004.37)

2BDA4

1] 46.18 m%

GGH-1004.37

According to the evidence for this character (Gtidai Hanyti Cidicin 15 X317 #1) this character should
actually be U+2AA56 JiZ in Extension C. Is there any evidence for the character form | _illI::{/F5F encoded

as U+2BDA4 ? If U+2BDA4 has been encoded in error then it's glyph should not be corrected to ::ill|/Z as
that would make it a duplicate of U+2AA56.

IRGN1519 1.1 p. 25

o rl [} Il!
Dv20 I:l ﬂlﬁ chan  TLEWAER" .
oEam ..?. source
9597 ¥ ar ¥ , . e
2y =t | nfeE CUEER]  chengen Bealer. HEOR R
— } } ) A Dictionary e Ol U, B - - L
08082 } of Ancient
Chine
G_SOURCE S
GH100437 Explanation
FEFIEH R A
Note “~@gi” , BEEKE
U P LU
Location
15501 page 155
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U+2C275 Z‘S (source ref. V4-4D23)

2C275

& 86.3

AL
V4-4D23

The evidence for this character in IRGN1564 shows that it is U+6770 7. Is there any evidence for the
character form {-:i°K .., encoded as U+2C275 ? If U+2C275 has been encoded in error then it's glyph
should not be corrected to i-iK,.,, as that would make it a duplicate of U+6770.

IRGN1564 p. 64

04664 | 07387 V04-4D23 ?' E 321.2.3.1 | TENT
IRGN2119 Further Error Report for CJK Extension E Page 5 of 7




U+2CA15 % (source ref. GJZ-00156)

2CA15 ?E
% 15915 /—\E
GJZ-00156
The evidence for this character (Gtijin Hanyti Zididn 4157 #4) indicates that this is the simplified

form of U+4879 B, and should have Z rather than # on the right hand side, with a residual stroke count
of 14.

IRGN1519 1.2 p. 157

fep = o B gy I G

8278 B, Pl — S Ay 4
1 V20 A SESUETR | TR

20475 Dictionary of
AM Chinese

G_Sm Lartimiiain =

giz00156 Explanation
BFERE. 8T

Note MFEHERI L F

_ simplified

Font to be tormfist,, FEEEF

corrected. “gET . TR
BT

Location

HIH35T page 835
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U+2CD98 @ﬁEII] (source ref. GJZ-00265)
2CD98 4
f1 195'8 __,,l:[j
GJZ-00265

The evidence for this character (Hanyii Da Zididn 355K 5#1) indicates that this is the simplified form of
U+29E61 &, and should have 5% rather than & on the right hand side, with a residual stroke count of 9.

IRGN1519 1.2 p. 233

w20 ﬁﬁ
9963 Sourae CiRE1) —sbokas bWy, R M-,
S R - iy TAMBHITEIMA IR, T P B
c1 v20 Hﬁfﬁj{; ;ﬁ&?a“ A48 0 U1 A, BB T4 P
23574 -
& SOURCE
£ iz00265 Explanation
B IR. S
Note i EE T H .
) “g" MR
Font to be zimplified
corrected. formfEat, SHpE #
~a" , EBE—F
A Esh.
Location
iR 4TI E
page 4701
IRGN2119
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ISO/IEC JTC1/SC2/WG2 IRG N2119
Title:  Feedback to IRG 2119; Unification between -+ versus & on—
Source: suzuki toshiya
Type: individual contribution
Action: review in IRG#45 meeting

During the review of IRG N2119, there was a discussion whether + or + on  are unifiable or not.

Dv20 —f zh
o | JLaEeg |7 B ( ?ﬁ W)
C1_V20 f CHSTEFR | D
20475 Dictionary of
A/M Chinese
G_SOURCE i

The well-known unification is horizontal bar under — (recorded as UCV#265 and UCV#266), like,
58F3 - g 2= ==

—al

[- 334 ‘:JLF :’)—L: :J:f_’l m

GO-3F47 H-96F2  T3282D  J1-385E  K2-2B3E

Rl

The existing disunifications are 1 URO/ExtA, and 3 ExtB.

#(U+3684)  E(U+7590),
i (U+21072) HE(U+568F),
#(U+27036) 2 (U+2704F),
#E(U+283E1) ##(U+4879)

I think CJK F is not reviewed with assuming that these are unifiable, so marking this shape difference
as unifiable can cause another revisiting of CJK F.

(end of document)
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For the reference:
U+2B822 = (source ref. V4-4022)

2B822 -
- 14 T
V4-4022

The evidence for this character in IRGN 1564 shows only a single horizontal line, with a residual stroke
count of 3. If the evidence provided in IRGN1564 is correct then the code chart font glyph for this
character should be corrected.

IRGN1564 p. 2

00006 | 06155 |V04-4022 | <J° |503.2.2 |TENT t

strokes. We think that there is a wrong font for the character. We shall
correct the font foIIowing the source. The evidence for this character exists
in the dictionary “Tw dién Nom Tay” (TDNT)



Mira két Hdang Nga git
nwa bén (C.D)

(o) trong lang khéng con
c6é6 tén anh nita; coi nhu

‘ sang cdi khac, 1én
0 i k&t ngdi cuing
% Hing Nga)!

& | ¥~ TENH

Trén.
song —= . &

Pién tam son ngilsbedc
long ténh (Th.L)

(Hoa phép 14y nii non vé
che 1&én trén). Tam son

For the reference

U+2C275 75 (source ref. V4-4D23)

2C275
s AR
V4-4D23

character form i:77,... encoded as U+2C275 7 If U+2C275 has been encoded in error then it's glyph
should not be corrected to 117%..., as that would make it a duplicate of U+6770.

IRGN1564 p. 64

04664 | 07387 voa-4023 | 7% 321231 | TONT i

FARA]

There are evidences for the character, taken form the dictionary “Tw dién
chir Ném dan giai” by Prof. Nguyén Quang HOng (the character does exist
in many original texts)



The other evidence comes from the dictionary "Giup doc Nom-Han-Viét" by
Father Tran Van Kiém

End of document
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