5. ¥t (Handling of possible duplicate)
In principle, even if glyphs that have only subtle differences are worth keeping, and they
would be encoded individually.

But in the N5089 Q3, two sets of very similar glyphs were adjusted. Due to Xu Shen(F{H)
clearly stated that Guwen and Zhouwen should not be resembled. To improve the glyphic

difference, the representative glyphs would be updated by using other versions, as explained in
the following table:
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