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On 2016-03-16, | received feedback from CheonHyeong on IRG N2929. It contained a total of 105 suggestions for glyph changes and 13 reminders for retaining certain

glyphs unchanged. | greatly appreciated her feedback and carefully reviewed each of her suggestions and reminders. On 2026-03-18, | also explained to her the

reasons why some of her suggestions were not adopted. Since there was no further reply from her, | assumed she was satisfied with our response. The related

records are as follows.

Order | Character | Code Point CheonHyeong’s Suggestion Our Reply
1 ;Z% U+217B2 | S8R pe N sL Approved.
. ¥ ViIRIER, RERKEADMKFRERE, FXAWEE, BR
2 ‘/% U+23F40 | RIBMFR TERNFME, HIRT VIERIAR, B VIEIR | 72, 5 RKXX F U+EBDA FRARFF—E.
reel, BArE5FE
B — oo Approved.
3 % U+26208 | B2 ARREATHT 7 Decided not to change later.
4 P U+26FE8 | KM (FIFMAL) HEEAR, EREHREIMFEA B EE.
- FLBE K, ref. 26EE7 B, FIE FEMZFRIT I (B | o ppor s
S| SR | v | i) Bmtess REF-




6 s U+27803 | EX T (KFEFFHESH—H&= 4 BRI, MR B A6 LA A (EFHR) .

; 7 U+28545 E;&f,HE*%%%@?#%ELﬁﬁéﬁmﬁﬁi; R, 5 RKXX FHE UEEDB FIARFF — B
MRBFE, which IRT TiE, BittrhFREELAMRE Decided to change it after rechecking.

8 = U+28908 | - -

9 203 U+2DF40 | ie—EHK S R EERER?

10 fg‘ U+2E68B | FXAEIMEL Atk B, SheEEPFRAE—B.

1 i U+2EAQ7 %gﬁiigsggg ltt%ﬁ;%,-ﬁ“ (GKX-1402.14) , T/KP IR | grpircog

12 %% U+31243 | £ TEXE, £hH [ E | ik, HPNIEMamA2HE BRI, RKRIKEEZAINAG.

13 %% U+31286 %ﬁ%ﬁ ﬁiﬁgigﬁ)) %%%ﬁﬂ%&—ﬂlﬁﬁﬁgﬁt o /Szzrdog/de (:\'ot to change later.

14 il U+317F6 | FREIER oo, i [ ] R4k, [TH] SiFRAA AR, 5XKMGEEFRARF—.

15 2 U+3297F | AHRBEFRIER T B AR

Although the feedback IRG N2984 arrived later than we had expected, we still consider it valuable. After carefully examining the suggestions one by one in it, we

decided that the glyphs of the following two characters should be changed as suggested:

1. ¥ U+2178B2

The component 3 should be modified as suggested.

2. % U+28545

Information is in fact -:1_ZE. The character had previously been incorrectly displayed in our database due to font configuration error.

We would like to thank CheonHyeong once again for her contribution to our work.




Personally, | would like to offer some further explanation. In today’s China, various glyph styles and glyph standards are still in use. Therefore, NOT all of China’s
representative glyphs need to strictly follow any particular standard; some of them may be adapted according to actual uses. In the process of developing encoded
character set standards, we generally regard ourselves as organizers and collectors of existing characters and glyphs, rather than as creators or approvers of new
characters or glyphs. We believe that our work consists of organizing characters and glyphs that already exist, not of inventing new ones. Consequently, for characters
that currently lack a concrete glyph standard, have relatively few attested uses, and still stably retain so-called “non-standard” forms in modern materials, we usually
select that “non-standard” form as the representative glyph, because it better reflects how they are actually used in China. This selection criterion is unlikely to
change in the near term.

In addition, | would like to clarify the following special cases:

1. ¥ U+23F40

| did not say that “the glyph from EREE=FBL(HEITHR) looks exactly like this, so we refuse to modify it.” What | said was: “The glyph should not be changed because
the current glyph aligns with the glyph of U+EBDA in the font Founder Song — Population Information.” You may check our chat record to confirm this.

2. B u+28908

After discussion with Mr. Tao Yang, we decided that it is preferable to use El in the middle, since this is a liding character (& E =) used mainly by scholars. Using
El in the middle will be helpful to scholars when they illustrate the shape.

3. 5 U+31286

It is reluctant for China to change the representative glyph of #§ (U+9D75), as it is encoded in the URO. In order to keep the glyph style consistent within the

standard, we do not intend to change the representative glyph of U+31286 either. This won’t prevent people from making the characters’ glyphs with & vyielded.
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Furthermore, | would like to point out that the standard number of (HEEENRIBAZMIEFERER) is GB/Z 40637-2021, not GB 40637-2021. GB/Z denotes a
guidance standard, whereas GB denotes a mandatory standard; the two are fundamentally different. GB/Z standards apply to projects on which consensus has not

yet been reached, and they are not compulsory. Therefore, whether the component £ should yield for the right component is purely a matter of glyph choice.

4. %% U+3297F
The glyph was changed to match the form given in the (EHFHEZ. A SHEITIEE) .
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