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Abstract

Having long been questioned by various experts, the so-called huimizi
“characters” in the CJKUI Extension J Draft are in fact rare, obsolete free-
standing symbols not meeting Unicode’s criteria and violating the IRG PnP.
Encoding all huimizi is impracticable and only renders a small fraction of
all falu symbols possible to be expressed in plain text. The proposed inclu-
sion of huimizi in Unicode is against the habits and practices of the current
user community, and would have serious consequences which may destabilize
the synchronization between other character sets and Unicode or ISO/TEC
10646. We request to remove the controversial huimizi symbols from the Ex-
tension J Draft according to comments submitted by Han character experts
and professional Daoists.

(This is a slightly modified version of the August 26th document.)

1 Introduction

While digitalizing Daoism text one may often encounter many new and unique
characters, like the famous Z& (qi), the Ldojun Bei ZFE M characters, and 1 (kou
mouth) radical characters used to write spells. Among all Daoist-usage characters,
huimizi (M7, sacral and secret characters or sometimes refered to as Daoist
characters)! are probably the most controversial. They lack proununciations and
are often used along with other symbols in filu (#F5%, Daoist magic symbols and
incantations, talismanic script).

3 years ago a number of these huimizl “characters” were submitted to WS2021
by the UK. Although they had been questioned multiple times, they were not moved
to D set. In the recent CJKUI Extension J Draft a number of these huimizi sub-
mitted by the UK have been included, which has led to doubt and concern among
experts and users. Feedback from hanzi experts and Daoists who are the most famil-
iar with the characters all showed that huimizi are outside the scope of the IRG and
unsuitable to encode as CJKUIs or as any other kind of characters. Many users from
the CJKUI Extension Blocks” user community are also against encoding huimizi.

“E-mail: z_b_y_20100@126.com
!Some non-Daoist cults or organizations also use characters similar to Daoist huimizi in spells
and we would be calling them huimizi as well.



2 Unsuitability for Inclusion

The reason to remove huimizl from the Extension J Block Draft has been thor-
oughly explained in the article A T Z[ETE IRG WS2021 F2 2 HIEZFHIEUL (On
Daoist Characters Submitted by the UK in WS2021). Basically:

o Huimizl are symbols, rather than normal hanzis.[1] IRG PnP stated that
“Characters must be used in script as characters in text. Logos and images
used separately from running text are not acceptable”[2], disqualifying huimizi
“characters”. Thus huimizi are outside the scope of IRG work.

e Huimizl are only small fraction of all falu symbols and encoding them does
not mean full digitalization of all flu.[1]

e Throughout the history huimizi have almost always been created in large
amounts by individuals causually. New huimizi would keep appearing ad in-
finitum, and encoding large quantities of rare huimizi is a waste of public
resources. It is much better to use PUA characters or images instead.[1]

« The source Gudngchéng Yizhi: Ticquan Shishi Ji BERAER] - $EEMESE (&
BH _FFIAR) UK used for huimizi in WS2021, is unreliable.[1]

The following is a more detailed explanation, along with some additions.

2.1 Symbols, not Characters

It should be made clear that huimizi has always been regarded as a part of
faltt among Daoists. Cihdi FEi states that fa (£F) is “character-like figures drawn
using red or black pen on paper”?[3]. Zhonggué Fizhou Wénhua Daguan "PIERF
FEXAKRI (A Grand View of Chinese Charms) says that “Daofa (JETF Daoist
fi) ... albeit bearing resemblance to wénzi (3X5), are already fi rather than zi
(%% characters)™[4]. According to Xiandai Hanytu Cididn IRDUE RIS (Modern
Chinese Dictionary), fi is “a kind of pictures or lines drawn by Daoists”[5]*.
Obviously huimizi are fi and thus are symbols, and should be treated the same as
the pictures and drawings used in Daoist text. The huimizi collection Daojiao Huizi
Hutji TEBGEETMESE (Collection of Daoist Huizi) demonstrates this more clearly:
“huizi (Hi%¢)> work as symbols allowing people to communicate with Gods”[6]5. Tt
is easy to see that huimizi are symbols.

Sometimes huimizi are called 3XF (characters, script) like the faltt wénzi (5%
X F) in [7] because the author uses the less-accepted definition of X% “drawings
or symbols with a meaning used in information interchange”[8]7. Tt is evident that
the rejected W52021-00002 is not more similar to symbols than huimizi, because it
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Figure 1: Excerpt of |7 Bl E75 IEEA%E [9).

has a proununciation and is used to write a spell. The evidence Figure 1 and 2 from
Gudngchéng Yizhi: Yudi Zhéngchdo Ji T~ AL E7F IEHA%E is more convincing —
the so-called “characters” submitted are listed along with other obvious symbols.

It is a common fallacy to regard huimizi as “used in running text as characters”.
For instance, in Fanyin Douke 725 3£} huimizi are usually used in Daoist text in
the format & (&F) GFMF) OR--- ) (Write [name of hul ()] [huimizi] (on
...)), such as the sentence AR AR MIRFIZF R ERBMERIT (FF5], EEAND
BN [F55] 8[10] and X AR EREIR &, FEFFES[10]. It is apparent that every
symbol can be used in this way. This does not indicate “used in running text as
characters”, or every symbol could be “used in running text as characters”, which is
ridiculous. Some of the times the evidence provided is obviously not running text,
for instance the evidence for W52021-04561.

However, by saying huimizi are symbols we do not mean that all Daoist-usage
characters are symbols. Some [ radical characters are used to transcribe spells, are
not symbols and do not incorporate symbols, so they should be encoded. This is
why we do not oppose the encoding of many of the mouth radical Daoist characters
in WS2021. In general, huimizi and normal hanzi are easy to tell apart. There
are indeed some interesting cases in WS2024, which would be the scope of a future
proposal.

2.2 Low Utility

Now that we have proven that huimizi are symbols, one may ask whether
huimizl meet Unicode’s criteria for encoding symbols? It is obvious that most
huimizi -

« are not typically used as part of computer applications

« usually do not need be searchable or indexable

8Translation: “The fashi writes the Tianhudng Zhiji Ceéyi Hao [symbol] and the Wang Zhénrén
Xinyin [symbol] according to the order.” See Fig.3, the evidence of WS2021-04371 for glyphs of
the two symbols.

9Translation: “And write the Tianhudng Hdao 5% according to the order and say as you write.”
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Figure 2: Another excerpt of | (X E 75 IEHHALE [9].

Figure 3: Evidence of WS2021-04371[10].
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Figure 4: Daoist claims “unnecessary to type huimizi out” here.

« are not customarily used in tabular lists as shorthand for characteristics
« are not part of a notational system

o often do not have well-defined semantics

o do not have semantics that lend themselves to computer processing

o are primarily used freestanding (or similar to freestanding)

 are often unstable

o it is usually OK to ignore their identity in processing

Furthermore, a survey among Daoists showed that Daoists generally do not need
to use characters for hulmizi — images are much more common (c.f. Fig.4). Even
when they do, a very mature solution is to use the PUA-mapped font developed by #t
B2 Hong Biijian. Therefore huimizi do not meet the criteria for encoding
symbols, and thus should not be encoded in principle. In addition, a non-
huimizi character may have the same shape as an existing huimizi (this is common,
such as # which is both a normal hanzi and the & [6]), and a different encoding
model would confuse users, like IRGN2522 mentioned.

2.3 Complex Structure and Unclear Origin

Moreover, even if huimizi meet the criteria for encoding symbols, it would still
be not possible to encode a collection containing all or even most of them.

There are mainly 3 approaches to encoding huimizi: as CJKUIs, as in the Xf
THRELE IRG WS2021 222 BT IR UL article and as in L2/23-073. The
impossibility of encoding huimizi one by one as CJKUIs has been shown in the = UL
article. To put it simply, there are too many huimizi to encode because they have
been coined up causually in large quantities throughout the history.


https://tieba.baidu.com/p/9116039361
https://zhuanlan.zhihu.com/p/688358852
https://zhuanlan.zhihu.com/p/688358852

g

U

i3
L=

e 3

SR R Eabow I i g8 s

Figure 5: A set of huimizi in ftHHA} [12].

The author of the B M. article proposed an approach encoding a set of com-
bining radicals and components and using character sequences (e.g. # as M EX]
or some similar mechanism) for simple huimizi. If the huimizi system had been
more straightforward this approach might have been practicable, but in reality it is
impossible for the following reasons:

e Huimizl often have unknown origins. Even the most common huimizi may
-—E'% . \ NN
have an unclear structure, such as 2. Before encoding huimizi one has to
analyse the structure of them, which is difficult or even impossible in many
cases.

e Sometimes huimizl incorporate strange character components found nowhere
else, which makes encoding them as character sequences difficult. E.g. # has
a particularly weird component found only in itself.

o Huimizl often have strange, complex and ambiguous structures, such as the
character in Zhuydu Ke HLHEL shown in Fig.5.

A typical example is the set of huimizi from Zhuydu Ke fLAHEl (titled 222k
MELREF TS [12], used as a talisman) shown in Fig. 6, which has an unknown origin,
contains strange and unique components, and is probably impossible to encode.
The author of this document has seen more extreme examples found in manuscripts
posted by online shops, cramming up to 11 characters together.

We are also against encoding huimizi or ligatures in 1.2/23-073 for the following
reasons.



Figure 6: Another set of huimizi in #fLHE} [12].



For one thing, it is sometimes difficult to represent huimizi or ligatures
using IDS. A characters may correspond to multiple IDSes as well and it is hard
to decide which. A ligature of 4f and FR is found in Daoist sources[7]. Should one
and ¥ and it is hard to decide which to use. Sometimes the structures of characters
are quite ambiguous. Ligatures like W52021-00267 which joins the strokes of two
characters are almost impossible to describe unambiguously using IDS.

Additionly, although one can differentiate huimizi from normal hanzi most of
the time, there is no clear boundary between ligatures and usual hanzi. Encoded
examples include U+2A7TEE, U+420350, U+31456, and U+2EDEE. Are they sur-
name ligatures or independent normal surname characters? (This is not within the
scope of this document though.)

Furthermore, any encoding model able to interperate most or all huimizi
must also be able to interperate most or all normal hanzis, meaning that
it would likely be subject to misuse. IVSes may also be used in sequences,
so character sequences using such an encoding model would also be likely to be ex-
tremely complex and too difficult to display except using pre-made glyphs.
Apparently, the objective of encoding all or most huimizi is unachievable.

2.4 Special Status in Daoism

We also have to note that, huimizi are often deemed as secrets among Daoists,
which is why they are called mi (F# secret). TEZGRTIESR states that .. (huimizi)
cannot be used causually and bihui (1 taboo) is required. Otherwise it would
be considered profane.”'°[6]. Sometimes even posting huimizi-related content online
is considered not good. Some books about huimizi even state “spreading the mate-
rial is strictly prohibited” (B&ZESME [13]), and encoding large amounts of huimizi,
especially those which only occured a few times in manuscripts, may lead to in-

frangement. (This is not a very important issue though.)

3 Anticipated Objections (Feedback of IRGN2522)

It might be argued that, “the encoding of Daoist-usage characters is no different
to the encoding of Buddhist-usage characters, except that the number of Daoist-usage
characters required for encoding is tiny compared with the thousands of Buddhist-
usage characters that have already been encoded.” [14]

We would like to point out that this might not be very accurate. First, “the
number of Daoist-usage characters required for encoding is tiny” is completely
wrong. The huimizi collection Ddojido Huimizi Zaoziji B FEMFIEFE (Col-
lection of Daoist Huimizi Gaijis), attached at the end of this document, contains
thousands upon thousands of huimizi collected from Zhonghud Ddozing HH4ETE
(Collection of Chinese Daoism Text), which is only a tip of the iceberg of existing
huimizi. In L2/24-179 Wang Xieyang claims to have already collected over 5000
huimizi “characters”[16]. In contrast, although Buddhists may have borrowed some

0 RN, B, A AUBLE A RHL



https://hc.jsecs.org/irg/ws2021/app/?id=00267

characters from Daoists[17], most so-called “Buddhist-usage characters” submitted
by the SAT are rare, obsolete ézi (LF erroneous characters, corrupted characters)
that happened to appear in Buddhist sources. In reality, the total number of
huimizi dwarfs that of Buddhist-usage characters, not the opposite. Sec-
ondly, “the encoding of Daoist-usage characters is no different to the encoding of
Buddhist-usage characters” is also false because of the reasons mentioned earlier
in this document. UK-submitted characters are fundamentally symbols,
not hanzi and of course would require a special encoding model, or they
would be a de facto violation of the IRG PnP.

8FD HEHEMREE
8FE
8FF i

904 ErieiEs PR
905
906
907 ;

It might also be argued that, “The characters under consideration are used
in the same context as other CJK unified ideographs and have the typical char-
acter structure of CJK unified ideographs, and therefore should be considered to
be CJK wunified ideographs. There is nothing abnormal about the structure of the
UK-submitted characters which necessitates a special encoding model.”[14]

This is not precisely correct. The characters under consideration are not
used in the same context as other CJKUIs, but used as symbols, often
freestanding, which has been pointed out by various hanzi experts. See
also Section 2.1 of this document, which should have illustrated this clearly. Having
“typical character structure of CJK unified ideographs” does mean that
huimizi are suitable for inclusion, because self-created characters, wrong char-
acters and even Jianzi notation characters also “have the typical character structure
of CJK unified ideographs” sometimes, which does not change the fact that they
should not be encoded as CJKUIs. We would like to stress that, UK-submitted
characters are fundamentally symbols, not hanzi and would require a special encod-
ing model.



Sometimes may argue that, “It is impossible to artificially distinguish Daoist-
usage characters from ordinary CJK unified ideographs, any more than Buddhist-
usage characters or Zhuang-usage characters could be separately encoded from the
main set of CJK unified ideographs.”[14]

Although this might be the case for non-huimizi Daoist-usage characters, it is
incorrect when it comes to huimizi. In actuality, huimizi are symbols and
ordinary CJK unified ideographs are characters, and they should be and
can be distinguished, as in Appendix A.

A plausible excuse for encoding huimizi is that, “Many Daoist-usage characters
have already been encoded, and in many cases the characters requested by the UK
complement already encoded characters. It makes absolutely no sense to treat the
UK-submitted characters any differently to related already-encoded characters.”[14]

In truth, this is incorrect. Is not WS2021-00002 used in conjunction with the
encoded llI? Is not the kana ligature toki, WS2021-00020 used in conjunction with
the already-encoded characters U+2A708 [£? The IRG expert Andrew West com-
mented on WS2021-00020 (which is a kana ligature), “The fact that the kana ligature
tomo was incorrectly encoded in Ext. Cas U42A708 is not a precedent for encoding
additional kana ligatures as CJK unified ideographs. SAT should propose the kana
ligatures tomo and toki for encoding in one of the kana blocks.” Similarly, the
fact that a few huimizi have already been encoded is not a precedent for
encoding new huimizi “characters” in CJKUI blocks.

One may also argue, “Some of the UK-submitted Daoist characters (or non-
cognate characters with the same structure) have also been submitted by other na-
tional bodies based on other sources. Some of the other UK-submitted Daoist charac-
ters are also attested in unrelated non-Daoist sources. It is quite possible that other
UK-submitted Daoist characters with a mouth radical are also used for Vietnamese,
Zhuang, or Chinese dialect usage.”[14]

This is a problematic argument. Sometimes non-Daoist text may seem to con-
tain huimizi. Often the character in non-Daoist text is unrelated to the
huimizi used in Daoist text, like & meaning BITRST (deep) or 7K#4 (river name)
[18] and # meaning £iF . The two glyphs are fundamentally different - one is
a character while the other is a symbol. When handling these téngxingzi (Id]
JEF identical characters), the huimizi in Daoist sources should be ig-
nored during the review process. Sometimes non-Daoist text uses huimizi as
falu, and in these cases they are not used any differently to the way they are used
in Daoist texts. It remains an open question whether to encode huimizi
in non-Daoist text, but for now the most rational decision would be to
reject them. Whether to encode huimizi or other similar “characters” in normal
text could be the topic of a future proposal.

Finally, it might be questioned that, “If Daoist-usage characters were to be
encoded in a separate block or using a novel encoding model (something which we
believe is highly improbable that the UTC or WG2 would ever agree to) then this would
create all sorts of problems for software implementations and text processing. For
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example, would the Daoist characters have the Unicode “unified ideograph” property?
If yes, then why are they not encoded in a standard CJK Unified Ideograph Extension
block? If no, then what happens when a non Daoist character with exactly the same
structure as an existing Daoist character (e.g. a mouth radical and the same phonetic
component) is proposed for encoding as a CJK unified ideograph?”[14]

This is indeed true and we are all aware of these issues, and that is also why
we oppose encoding huimizi. This is another piece of evidence that huimizi
should not be encoded at all.

4 Consequences of Inclusion

It should be noted that the inclusion of huimizi would lead to grave conse-
quences. IRG experts have already been blamed for not rejecting huimizi, and users
have begun to question the IRG, UTC and some experts (c.f. comments below [1]).
The inclusion of huimizi is in practice a violation of the IRG PnP and opens up
the Pandora’s box of symbols, rare, obsolete yixié¢zl (55 F non-structural variant)
characters, and unstable characters. If UTC insists on encoding huimizi, the Chi-
nese national body may take the advice of some experts, refuse to incude huimizi
characters in future versions of GB18030 and stop being in sync with Unicode and
ISO/IEC 10646, as it could have done in its Amendment 2. Disappointed users may
submit their huimizi collections with peculiar symbols, which would be a burden for
future working set reviewers.

5 Conclusion

In conclusion, we consider that huimizi are symbols with little need to en-
code. It is both in theory and in practice unreasonable and unnecessary to encode
huimizi such as those submitted by the UK as CJK unified ideographs or any other
kind of characters or character sequences. Encoding huimizi would lead to serious
consequences, including but not limited to users’ dissatisfaction, various issues for
software implementers, implementers’ refusal to support new CJKUI blocks, slow
review of future working sets, and desynchronization between other standards and
ISO/IEC 10646. For the sake of Unicode and ISO/IEC 10646 we request that the UK
submitted characters listed in Appendix A be rejected for inclusion in future drafts
or versions of Unicode and ISO/TEC 10646. If UTC insists on encoding huimizi it
would be putting Unicode and ISO/IEC 10646 at risk.

We hope the issues raised in this document would be addressed.
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Appendix A: List of Invalid Huimizi

Below is a list of invalid huimizl to delete from the draft. Sometimes only one
source reference should be deleted, such as M| whose V source is non-problematic.

In the following table F refers to & 3Fh H is EHGEFIESR and T BEUER -

BRI R

Z
o
Q
<
e
=

I8 % R W

’ﬂl

0 N O U W N
q
£

8

= = = = O
W N = O

=~

15 | &
16 |
17 | Z&
18 | &%
19 | &
20 | &
21 | &
22 | &
23 | %
24 | e
25 |
26 | 58
27 | i
28 | iX
29 |
30 |
31 | &
32 | &

(V)
w

w
ot

w
D

Draft Codepoint
3328C
3333E
33341
3328E
3325F
3328F

33283

33255
33258
33275
33281
33265
33257

32E76

3327E
3326A
33286
33271
33269
33290
33277
33272
33266
33287
33249
33292
33288
33246
3328A
33267
33293
33284
33289
3327A
3327D
33291

WS2021 No.

04371
04563
04566
04373
04324
04374

04358

04313
04319
04348
04356
04332
04315

03204

04359
04340
04365
04345
04339
04375
04350
04335
04333
04366
04301
04377
04367
04298
04369
04336
04378
04363
04368
04353
04357
04376
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Notes

Hui, RES (F), HIEHH (H)

Unclear, rarely used

Unclear, rarely used

Hui, very unstabe glyph, 2% (F,H)
Hui, 4 #& being SHRFF (F)

Hui, FHIE (H)

Hui, very unstable glyph, K25 (F),
E#iE (H)

Falu, rarely used

Fualu, extremely rare, suspicious glyph
Falu, also hul as a AFFIH (H)

Fualu, rare, hanzi-yijing-hexagram hybrid
Fualu, extremely rare, suspicious glyph
Fualu, extremely rare, suspicious glyph
Hui, suspicious glyph and usage,
JItHS (F)

Hui, E{EH (F,H)

Hui, KigH (F,H)

Falu, rarely used

Falu, rarely used, or hui as FgARH (H)
Fualu, rarely used

Fualu, rarely used

Fualu, rarely used, suspicious glyph
Falu, rarely used

Fualu, rarely used

Fualu, rarely used

Falu, rarely used

Fualu, rarely used, suspicious glyph
Fualu, rarely used

Fualu, rarely used

Falu, rarely used

Fualu, rarely used

Falu, rarely used, or hui as ¥ (H)
Falu, rarely used, or hui as A& (H)
Fualu, rarely used

Fualu, rarely used

Falu, rarely used

Fualu, rarely used




37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44

45

46
47
48
49
20
o1
52
93

54

95
56
o7

o8

29
60

61

62

63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70

EES E ANM N HHNINNNG N BRARERES

33296
3327B
3324D
33285
33295
3324F
33252
3328D

33268

3326C
33282
33274
3325C
33268
33273
33253
3326F

3325A

3324E
33260
3327F

33338

33331
33344

33343

33335

33332
33339
3333F
33337
33340
33346
33345

04381
04354
04305
04364
04380
04307
04310
04372

04330

04341
04362
04347
04320
04337
04346
04311
04344

04318

04306
04326
04360

04555

04547
04569

04567

04551

04548
04557
04564
04554
04565
04561
04570
03224

Fualu, rarely used

Filt, rarely used, or hul as & 414 (H)
Fualu, rarely used, strange glyph

Fualu, rarely used

Fualu, rarely used

Fualu, rarely used

Fualu, rarely used

Falu, rarely used

Falu, or hui as £ _E#Fi# (H),

rarely used, suspicious glyph

Filt, rarely used, or hul as JE{EIH (H)
Fal, one of (K EHH (H)

Falu, one of L EHIF (H)

Hui, one of 771 (F,H)

Hui, one of 71771 (F,H)

Hui, one of 1751 (F,H)

Hui, one of F1775 (F,H)

Fil, one of AufFiH (H)

Filu, rare, one of A7 (suspected),
more commonly written %

Hui, one of FL7F 1 (H)

Hui, one of FLiFiH (H)

Hui, one of Fu7F I (H)

Hui, one of Fg3}/NEH (H) or FE3HE (T),
both G and UK sources to be removed
Hui, one of F3}7NEH (H) or B3R (T)
Hui, one of Fg3}/NEH (H) or B3R (T)
Hui, one of F§3F7NEH (H) or B3R (T),
both G and UK sources to be removed
Hui, one of L=}k (T), rare,

also PYPEI (H)

Hui, one of 4L3}H (T), rare
Hui, one of 4L3}Pk (T), rare
Hui, one of AL} (T), rare
Hui, one of L3} (T), rare
Hui, one of Jt=3}k (T), rare
Hui, one of L3+ LEH (T), rare
Hul, one of L3} JLEH (T), rare

Fualu component

Table 1: List of WS2021 Characters to Reject




The huimizi listed below have suspicious or problematic glyphs or usages, and
should be postponed for further research. As for now they should be removed from
the Extension J Draft.

No. | Glyph | Draft Codepoint | WS2021 No. | Notes
Suspicious glyph and usage,
1 Bl 3306C 03765 unification issue, glyph issue, hui
as Wi (JBEEILE/LTIN)
2 28 32503 00414 Suspicious glyph, unification issue
3 7] 0 00265 Suspicious glyph, unification issue
3 L] 3251B 00436 Suspicious glyph, unification issue
4 afl 32593 00595 Suspicious glyph, unification issue
5 -4 325FC 00721 Suspicious glyph, unification issue
6 Wi 0 00687 Freestanding, rarely used
7 L] 32544 00498 Suspicious usage, V source is fine

Table 2: List of WS2021 Characters to Postpone

We recommend that the UK should not submit any huimizi to future working
sets. Huimizi in WS2024 should be postponed for further discussion. As previously
mentioned this could be the scope of a future proposal.

If the above characters are rejected, characters in L.2/24-179 should be rejected
as well, and vice versa.

A.1 On T4

I was the WS2021-00264 from version 1.0 to 6.0. In WS2021 version 7.0,
the glyph was updated and the new evidences were accepted. However, the two
characters are actually different. The ] with a | stroke in the middle is a symbol
in a fill,, whose origin is the hole in the middle of ancient coins, while the ] with
a J in the middle is a variant of ™. During the review process the submitter
in fact changed the submitted “character” to a different one. Although bearing
resemblance to each other the two characters are non-cognate. The act of
replacing ] with a different character is also against the IRG PnP.
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Appendix B: JHEGEHEMZIEFHE

The author of JEAFEM T IE T is #HFHEL. The majority of the characters
in this document are huimizi collected from FH4EJEE. Note that HAEE R is a
small fraction of all Daoist text (e.g. B and FEF3}FL are both absent from
the collection), and there are a large number of unencoded huimizi in manuscripts.
Note that this huimizi collection contains some errors.
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