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In IRGN2846, Hudang Junliang proposed to disunify A% from #&. Disunifying those two
glyphs seems reasonable for me according to so many evidences listed in his proposal,
however, for the charadter IMJ—033523, 1 have some different opinions.

From the perspective of development history, %1% ¥t (Moji Johd) inherited all the
characters from JLHFE 1~ (Hanyd Denshi) except for those characters which has only a ¥f
i M — 5 source, while Il JH & included the whole A 7% Fl &¥ 8 (Daikanwa
Dictionary), and Ki#EFIFFHL included the whole FEEES#L (Kangxi Dictionary). Thus, we

could check FERESZHH firgt:

Fig.1 FelR-pii P1592

This matches the evidences in IRGN2846. The glyph is #&, and its pronunciation is Hf.
Now let us check KyEFIEEEL then:



Fig.2 KyEFIgEEL P288S

This does not match the evidences in IRGN2846. The glyph changed to &, however, its
pronunciation is $till Bf. Given the fact that FFEEF 8L does not have the glyph £, while
KREEFNgEEL N H ™ 1/ do not have the glyph F&, we could infer that K730 HL
made the glyph wrong — but it should still be considered the same character.

Since the glyph difference is small enough to be unified, I support the unification — I
mean, it is reasonable to encode #i (whose pronunciation would be #) with other source
references (possibly G—source) separately, but JMJ—033523 should be kept on U+21694.
Japan may consider doing nothing, or just revising the glyph for JMJ—033523.
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