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Part 1 

In IRGN2338 TCA Feedback, TCA requested to disunify 

U+2F8F0 (T6-4A3F ) from U+238A7 (T6-3857 ):





In IRGN2365 Misc Report, it was confirmed as below:





In WG2 N5100R3, it T6-4A3F is moved to new codepoint U+4DBE as CJK Unified Ideograph:







However, according to the UCV Rule#173, T6-4A3F  and T6-3857  should be unified:





There is also another unification example of  &  :

 U+2F93A is compatibility character which canonicalizes to 瘐 U+7610:





According to MOE dictionary, U+238A7 (T6-3857 ) and U+2F8F0 (T6-4A3F ) are 
variants:







According to IRG PnP Annex I item I.3, character pair which is cognate shall not be disunified:




 


Therefore, U+2F8F0 (T6-4A3F ) should not be disunified from U+238A7 (T6-3857 ).

 

I suggest that be removed from WG2 N5100R3.




Part 2a 

Because T6-4A3F ( ) is the more common preferred form, and T6-3857( ) is a less 
common form, I suggest that the two glyph and source references be swapped, i.e.


T6-4A3F ( ) be moved to U+238A7, and T6-3857( ) moved to U+2F8F0.


Part 2b 

I also suggest China to consider to update the glyph of U+238A7 to , which is more common 
form, with the source reference revised to GHZR-42297.07:


 (Hanyu Dazidian Vol 4 page 2297 entry 7)


Summary of changes from Part 2a & 2b:


Before Proposed Changes After Proposed Changes

U+238A7

U+2F8F0


