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This document is based on an excerpt of WG2 N3913 and L2/10-358R (Proposal to encode Metrical
Symbols and related characters), as it was decided to split that work and to propose the "related
characters" separately by subject.

1. Introduction
In linguistic texts, there is often the request to mark the reading or interpretation of a specific
character (or the sound it denotes, or any other property of it which is discussed in the text) as
doubtful, either if the author doubts the reading or interpretation itself, or to mark that the author
is uncertain regarding the discussed property (e.g. the pronunciation of a given grapheme).
The characters marked doubtful may be letters as well as e.g. metrical symbols.
This is often expressed by a combining question mark. This can be placed above or below the
affected letter, depending of typographical considerations (which in turn may depend whether
the text within it occurs contains high or low modifier letters to be marked).
Therefore, both versions of the combining question mark (above and below) are proposed here.
In theory, they could be considered as glyph variant of the same underlying character.
However, there is no precedent of a combining character which has no fixed placement relative
to the base letter, and especially there is no combining class indicating such a placement
variation. Introducing such a combining class also would mean to extend the combining rules
specified in Unicode as such.
Therefore, it is appropriate to simply propose two characters here, with existing and proven
combining classes.
In addition, also a free-standing superscript question mark is used.
This character especially is used in critical apparatuses. There, it is used in contrast with the
common question mark, to mark different doubts on the reading
(see also the detailed explatantions in the figure legends of fig.1992a-VIII and 2001a-50):
•

The ordinary question mark indicates doubt on the reading on the character, while the fact
that the character was corrected in the source is not subject of the doubt.

•

The superscript question mark indicates doubt on the properties of the indicated correction,
while the reading of the character itself is not subject of the doubt.
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Also, the superscript question mark is found within texts or sequences of metrical symbols
themselves in contrast to the ordinary question mark, to denote similarly different scopes of
doubt.

2. Proposed Characters
Annotations in parentheses address special issues for a character, or reference to figures where
such special issues are discussed. (These annotations are not intended to be retained in the
character list when copied into the standard.)

Block: Combining Diacritical Mark Supplement
Combining Marks for linguistic use
?

◌
◌
?

U+1DF5

COMBINING QUESTION MARK ABOVE
= combining doubt mark (linguistic and metrical)
(see fig. 1982a-75, 1989a-35, 1989a-122)

U+1DF6

COMBINING QUESTION MARK BELOW
= alternative combining doubt mark
(see fig. 1896a-109)

Block: Superscripts and Subscripts
?
U+209D

SUPERSCRIPT QUESTION MARK
≈ <super> 003F
= doubt mark (linguistic and metrical)
(see fig. 1989a-122, 1992a-VIII, 1992a-42)

Properties:
U+1DF5 COMBINING QUESTION MARK ABOVE;Mn;230;NSM;;;;;N;;;;;
U+1DF6 COMBINING QUESTION MARK BELOW;Mn;220;NSM;;;;;N;;;;;
U+209D SUPERSCRIPT QUESTION MARK;So;0;ON;<super> 003F;;;;N;;;;;

3. References
[1896a] Thomsen, Vilh. – Inscriptions de l'Orkhon – Helsinki 1896
[1982a] West, M. L. - Greek Metre - Oxford 1982 - ISBN 0-19-814018-5
[1989a] Mahler, Hervicus (ed.) - Pindari Carmina cum Fragmentis, vol. II - Leipzig 1989 - ISBN
3-322-00 673-5
[1992a] West, Martin L. - Aeschyli Septem contra Thebas - Stuttgart 1992
- ISBN 3-519-01019-4
[1993a] Mastronade, Donald J. – Euripides Phoenissae. Edited with introduction and
commentary. – Cambridge 1993, ISBN 0 521 41071 1
[1998a] West, Martin L. - Homeri Ilias., vol.I: rhapsodia I-XII continens - Stuttgart+Leipzig 1998
- ISBN 3-519-014301-9
[2001a] Hutchinson, G. O. - Greek Lyric Poetry - New York 2001 - ISBN 0-19-924017-5
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4. Examples and Figures
The figures are numbered by the referenced work (consisting of the year of edition and the
letter, as in the "references" list, followed by a hyphen the page number, and following by a
second letter if more than one figure is taken from a page.
E.g.: "Fig. 1896a-109" means "See ref. [1896a], p.109").
References to already encoded characters are usually given in parentheses.
Fig. 1896a-109: Showing COMBINING QUESTION MARK BELOW below ordinary letters
(purple arrow) and modifier letters (green arrows)-
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Fig. 1982a-75: Showing a specimen for COMBINING QUESTION MARK ABOVE
applied to a metrical pause symbol.

Fig. 1982a-102: Showing a specimen for COMBINING QUESTION MARK ABOVE
applied to a metrical symbol.

Fig. 1989a-35: Showing a specimen for COMBINING QUESTION MARK ABOVE
applied to a metrical symbol.
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Fig. 1989a-122: Showing specimens for COMBINING QUESTION MARK ABOVE (red) and
SUPERSCRIPT QUESTION MARK (green), in contrast to a common question mark (blue).
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Fig. 1992a-VIII: Showing specimens for SUPERSCRIPT QUESTION MARK (red), together with
an ordinary question mark, explaining the different meaning of those characters when used
in a critical apparatus. Right, an enlarged excerpt containing the question marks is shown.
The abbreviations read:
Aa? – A, fortasse ante correctionem – manuscript A, the indicated reading is presumed to be
the one before the correction (i.e. it is doubted that the otherwise undoubted identity of
the character is in fact the one before the correction)
Aa? – fortasse A, ante correctionem – the presumed reading in manuscript A, as it was
before the correction (i.e. the identity of the corrected character itself is doubted)
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Fig. 1992a-42: Showing SUPERSCRIPT QUESTION MARK (red) in contrast to the ordinary
question mark (green).

Fig. 1993a-556: Showing SUPERSCRIPT QUESTION MARK (red).
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Fig. 1998a-156/157: Showing SUPERSCRIPT QUESTION MARK (red) in a critical apparatus
(lower picture from p.157), in contrast to an ordinary question mark in the same apparatus
(blue; upper picture from p.156).
The third picture shows the same SUPERSCRIPT QUESTION MARK from p.157 by a
higher resolution.
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Fig. 2001a-50: Showing SUPERSCRIPT QUESTION MARK (red).
Here (for Bacchylides 17: carmen [canto] 3, line 9 to 14 shown in the excerpt), a manuscript
"A" is considered which had been corrected by two scribes.
Thus, the critical apparatus remark for line 14 following the colon reads:
φαρθι in manuscript A, »²« ab altera manu correctus (corrected by second hand) »?«
fortasse (perhaps) »ac« ante correctionem (before correction): φαρθιν
– i.e.: there is a correction to φαρθι in the manuscript A, possibly by the second scribe, but
it is doubtful that this in fact was done by the second scribe.
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ISO/IEC JTC 1/SC 2/WG 2
PROPOSAL SUMMARY FORM TO ACCOMPANY SUBMISSIONS
1
FOR ADDITIONS TO THE REPERTOIRE OF ISO/IEC 10646
Please fill all the sections A, B and C below.
TP

PT

Please read Principles and Procedures Document (P & P) from http://www.dkuug.dk/JTC1/SC2/WG2/docs/principles.html for
guidelines and details before filling this form.
Please ensure you are using the latest Form from http://www.dkuug.dk/JTC1/SC2/WG2/docs/summaryform.html.
See also http://www.dkuug.dk/JTC1/SC2/WG2/docs/roadmaps.html for latest Roadmaps.
HTU

UTH

HTU

UTH

HTU

UTH

A. Administrative
1. Title:
Proposal to encode Linguistic Doubt Marks in the UCS
2. Requester's name:
Martin Schrage; Karl Pentzlin
3. Requester type (Member body/Liaison/Individual contribution):
Expert Contribution
4. Submission date:
2011-10-21
5. Requester's reference (if applicable):
University of Munich, Germany (M. S.)
6. Choose one of the following:
This is a complete proposal:
Yes
(or) More information will be provided later:
B. Technical – General
1. Choose one of the following:
a. This proposal is for a new script (set of characters):
No
Proposed name of script:
b. The proposal is for addition of character(s) to an existing block:
Yes
Name of the existing block:
Combining Diacritical Marks Supplement; Superscripts and Subscripts
2. Number of characters in proposal:
3
3. Proposed category (select one from below - see section 2.2 of P&P document):
A-Contemporary
B.1-Specialized (small collection)
X
B.2-Specialized (large collection)
C-Major extinct
D-Attested extinct
E-Minor extinct
F-Archaic Hieroglyphic or Ideographic
G-Obscure or questionable usage symbols
4. Is a repertoire including character names provided?
Yes
a. If YES, are the names in accordance with the “character naming guidelines”
in Annex L of P&P document?
Yes
b. Are the character shapes attached in a legible form suitable for review?
Yes
5. Fonts related:
a. Who will provide the appropriate computerized font to the Project Editor of 10646 for publishing the
standard?
The authors (if requested)
b. Identify the party granting a license for use of the font by the editors (include address, e-mail, ftp-site, etc.):
The authors (if requested)
6. References:
a. Are references (to other character sets, dictionaries, descriptive texts etc.) provided?
Yes
b. Are published examples of use (such as samples from newspapers, magazines, or other sources)
of proposed characters attached?
Yes
7. Special encoding issues:
Does the proposal address other aspects of character data processing (if applicable) such as input,
presentation, sorting, searching, indexing, transliteration etc. (if yes please enclose information)?
No
8. Additional Information:
Submitters are invited to provide any additional information about Properties of the proposed Character(s) or Script
that will assist in correct understanding of and correct linguistic processing of the proposed character(s) or script.
Examples of such properties are: Casing information, Numeric information, Currency information, Display behaviour
information such as line breaks, widths etc., Combining behaviour, Spacing behaviour, Directional behaviour, Default
Collation behaviour, relevance in Mark Up contexts, Compatibility equivalence and other Unicode normalization
related information. See the Unicode standard at http://www.unicode.org for such information on other scripts. Also
see http://www.unicode.org/Public/UNIDATA/UCD.html and associated Unicode Technical Reports for information
needed for consideration by the Unicode Technical Committee for inclusion in the Unicode Standard.
HTU

HTU

UTH

UTH

1

Form number: N3702-F (Original 1994-10-14; Revised 1995-01, 1995-04, 1996-04, 1996-08, 1999-03, 2001-05, 2001-09, 2003-11,
2005-01, 2005-09, 2005-10, 2007-03, 2008-05, 2009-11)
TP

PT
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C. Technical - Justification
1. Has this proposal for addition of character(s) been submitted before?
Yes
If YES explain
They are contained in WG2 N3913 = L2/10-358R and are separated here from its revision
2. Has contact been made to members of the user community (for example: National Body,
user groups of the script or characters, other experts, etc.)?
Yes
If YES, with whom?
One of the authors (M. S.) is a member of the scientific community himself
If YES, available relevant documents:
See text
3. Information on the user community for the proposed characters (for example:
size, demographics, information technology use, or publishing use) is included?
Yes
Reference:
See text
4. The context of use for the proposed characters (type of use; common or rare)
Common
scientific
Reference:
See text
5. Are the proposed characters in current use by the user community?
Yes
If YES, where? Reference:
See text
6. After giving due considerations to the principles in the P&P document must the proposed characters be entirely
in the BMP?
Yes
If YES, is a rationale provided?
Yes
If YES, reference:
To keep them in line with related characters
7. Should the proposed characters be kept together in a contiguous range (rather than being scattered)?
Yes
8. Can any of the proposed characters be considered a presentation form of an existing
character or character sequence?
No
If YES, is a rationale for its inclusion provided?
If YES, reference:
9. Can any of the proposed characters be encoded using a composed character sequence of either
existing characters or other proposed characters?
No
If YES, is a rationale for its inclusion provided?
If YES, reference:
10. Can any of the proposed character(s) be considered to be similar (in appearance or function)
to an existing character?
Yes
If YES, is a rationale for its inclusion provided?
Yes
If YES, reference:
See text
11. Does the proposal include use of combining characters and/or use of composite sequences?
Yes
If YES, is a rationale for such use provided?
Yes
If YES, reference:
See text
Is a list of composite sequences and their corresponding glyph images (graphic symbols) provided?
n/a
If YES, reference:
The proposal contains combining characters but no composite
sequences
12. Does the proposal contain characters with any special properties such as
control function or similar semantics?
No
If YES, describe in detail (include attachment if necessary)

13. Does the proposal contain any Ideographic compatibility character(s)?
If YES, is the equivalent corresponding unified ideographic character(s) identified?
If YES, reference:
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