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Saurashtra script was encoded in Unicode 5.0 by the proposal L2/05-222R2.
However, it appears that the original proposal has missed an important
character among the Indic scripts – the Candrabindu sign. While researching old
Saurashtra script primers, there were several instances of Candrabindu
character being utilized by the Saurashtra script. This document proposes the
inclusion of the Candrabindu character in the Saurashtra block of the UCS.

Saurashtra Primer (1880) showing Candrabindu with consonant series

A8C5

◌ꣅ

SAURASHTRA SIGN CANDRABINDU

Character Properties
A8C5;SAURASHTRA SIGN CANDRABINDU ;Mn;0;NSM;;;;;N;;;;;

Positioning of Saurashra Sign Candrabindu
Unlike other Indic scripts it can be seen that the Candrabindu character is not
positioned directly at the top of a character. Rather, it is positioned slightly to the
left. This placement is similar to that of Malayalam Virama. It is necessary for
font designers to note this nuance while designing fonts for the Saurashtra script.
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Additional Attestations

Sample from a book on Saurashtra grammar (1905)

Sample from Saurahshtra Bodhini (1906)

Sample from Aksharavali (1876)
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