6.5 E 24 Zl(Handling of etymological errors in the original book)

For most of the small seal glyphs, Shuowen gives explanations on the composition of the
components. In the problematic Small Seal glyph, the glyph is different from the interpretation. By
comparing with other versions of Shuowen, such as Da Xu Ben, we can confirm that they are errors of
Tenghuaxie version. Therefore, the incorrect glyphs will be modified.
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