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Judith Chen has completed an inspection work on the document IRGN2788 and identified three

kinds of data corrections that need to be revised. Here's a summary of the corrections:

1. Source Reference Value

China would agrees to Judith’s suggestions except for item 1.6, for the other experts want to

provide more effective methods to solve the G7 problem. Properties of U+4E85, U+5570 and
U+7CA6 remain as G8-2F7C, G8-2F7D and G8-2F7B.

Here are the references which needed to be changed:

UCs Glyph Current Source Revised Source
U+4FB4 a7 G3-327D G5-313F
U+5DC2 e G5-3F37 G3-3970
U+96DF & G3-3970 G5-3F37
U+58AB 1 G5-3722 GKX-0239.03
U+58FF 1 GE-3541 G5-3722
U+4A9E E G5-7768 G5-7767
U+23F7D iy GHz-31737.08 GKX-0651.04
U+3ADA 4 G3-4753 G3-4838
U+66F6 a8 G3-4838 G3-4753
U+4200 fifi G3-6429 GHZz-52973.13
U+5329 ES GE-3270 GGT-00003
U+6FF2 B GE-4037 GKX-0657.26
G8-2F7B  GU-04E85
U+4E85 ] G8-2F7C
GKX-0085.09
G8-2F7C GU-05570
U+5570 ng G8-2F7D
GHZR-20691.09
e G8-2F7A GU-07CA6
U+7CA6 2% G8-2F7B
GKX-0909.01




2. Glyph Design

The G-glyph of U+5329 and U+6FF2 are correct, but they haven't been given the correct source.
Please refer to the table above.

2.1 Explanation on the revision of U+5329 [&
L2S] ED
The phonetic component:]: of U+5329 ==

is transcribed from Small Seal style glyph % ,

which looks the same with the left component of #f. However, this similarity is merely

coincidental, arising during the stage of small seal script, the origins of them are quite different.

i

o
= of U+5329

ED
= originates from the Oracle style glyph

, which is composed of semantic

component foot 1FE¥ (means the direction) and phonetic component king I(pronounced

as wang). When the Oracle glyph transformed to Small Seal script, 1 L‘u and * f were

combined together, sharing a horizontal stroke in the middle%. So the best transcription of

%~ % should be designed like i with no breaks in the middle, and the best glyph of

U+5329 should be i

B4
BN

The glyph ! in GB/T 16500—1998 listed at 18-80 (0x3270) is different from what | expected,

—a

I would like to revise the glyph to -i, and change the reference to GGT-00003.

There are already 5 encoded characters existing in UCS( % U+37B7/5£U+2125A/ 32U+2D592/ %

U+21D0OD/%EU+3065D), | think it’s necessary to encode i as a new component.

LR | RERTR EY. ] FHER | HPRE | T | WOURTE

2.2 Explanation on the revision of U+6FF2
The glyph of U+6FF2 ¥ doesn’t need to be revised. It could be tell clearly that the middle part is
SUEK rather than 50K in Kangxi Zidian.




While the first stroke of the character '&' will be written as a clear * ) .

*,:?n ™
So | would prefer not to change the glyph of U+6FF2 %
GKX-0657.26.

and change the reference to

2.3 Hesitation about revision of U+9D56 B

It's obviously that the glyph writing in traditional style in GB 7589-87 follows the one in ancient
literature.

=]
As it has been reformed as E‘% in UCS by following the normalization case of bEE—*E%, the

i BS B5

G3-5D53 HB2-F1D6 T2-6522

E}\\‘ Et% E‘%

JMJ- K2-7253 KP1-8EA3
029536

G-glyph of U+9D56 shows a quite different shape from the others

literature, published after the release of UCS, show the modified glyph form generally.

, and the

B is a component that does not require analogy, which retains its traditional form in the
characters such as E/&/{E/JE/F2/FE/IE. So in this case, it should also remain unchanged E.

The only hesitation is that E‘% has been already used commonly in Zoology for nowadays.

IDS Glyph 1 Glyph 2 Glyph 3 Glyph 4 Glyph 5 Glyph 6
,,,,,,, =] | W) % W "
GB 7589-87 | EEZH(bifa) Wy | HERE | HEEE
[
RE B B
» "@
TRm 2
7777777 I% E—%ZEI ’ﬁ% % Oenanthe oenanthe lllm,l:{'iur; “ﬁas
. X N HEAE | ¥
LISk | o LA
52 £ Th B
AdvER | RAEER




There are 23 encoded characters which described by ©.!

</~ in their IDS.

UCS code glyph UCS code glyph UCS code glyph UCS code glyph
TS
U+3CA6 ﬁ% U+7FFO ﬁjj U+24339 ﬁﬁ? U+29E7C ﬁﬁ:
AN A\
U+4BA7 % U+8792 % U+25010 $& U+2A7FA $Hu
AN &
U+501D U+203C9 ﬂ:\‘ U+2524F U+2E2D6 SP|
-/
U+5E79 %\ U+224A8 @ U+2648B ﬁgg U+2E37F %\
A
U+65A1 ﬁﬁ U+229E2 ﬁ/jz U+27E73 ﬁ,jj‘: U+31160 }l:@
U+69A6 $7/k\ U+23259 ﬁﬁ U+29676 ﬁﬂ%
There are 9 encoded characters which described by [T"EL™/" in their IDS.
UCS code glyph UCS code glyph UCS code glyph
/_A
U+4E7E ﬁz U+20887 $/j3 U+293D1 ﬁ%
5 =
U+96D7 %E U+2338D ﬁﬁ U+2C8BA —l—:l:
U+9DBE $/_‘ U+26A7B $ U+31DA1 ,ﬂ_‘é
Meanwhile, there are more than 120 unencoded characters contain [/ B/

glyph of them are indeed in a state of chaos as Andrew said.
It’s not in a hurry to revise U+4BA7, U+9DBE and U+96D7, we would better verify all the glyph

before making any further decisions.

2.5 The following characters need their glyph revised:

GB 18030-2022
UcCs Current UCS glyph Revised UCS Glyph
Glyph
U+5329 |__ﬂ,§ E=} "




U+6E78 Wc fﬁfm ﬁ%k
| % %
wwss | BB o pe

3. Disunification

Current | Current glyph Recommended
UCs Ucs
U+4748 41e8. gE gjﬁ T9X o1 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 0; 10 ; 1213 14 15 16 17 18 19 U+XXXXX
| h oheRehaRsbaiHARRVRRR R AR WAL A fe Rt
G3-6F33

xﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ
& WRGE R R T T 55 B9 BAN SR B 95 BB KB S BY
b BR3e.3h B KB BE 38 5 5 B4 B3] B DR BB 5B BB,
5B BABKEE VOB 85 B BALIN S5 5 90 R

Figure 44: 79-19 (0x6F33) in GB 7589—87
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Longkan Shoujian HE#E T

While because | can find no more evidences for the glyph

existence of this character is highly suspicious, it’s not in hurry to encode !

new evidences appear.
| would prefer to modify the glyph of U+4748 only.

(EOF)



