
Unicode request for South Slavic Cyrillic modifier letters
Kirk Miller, kirkmiller, gmail.com 2026 September 02

We request 6 additional characters for Cyrillic Extended-D to support South Slavic.
Proposals L2/21-107, L2/21-142 and L2/22-010 requested modifier letters that became the Cyrillic 
Extended-D block. There are gaps in coverage, particularly for South Slavic languages, due to gaps in 
attestation in those proposals: 

Gaps in super- and sub-script letters of the national Slavic Cyrillic alphabets. (Requested characters in red.)
А Б В Г Ґ Д Ђ Е Є Ж З Ѕ И І Ј К Л Љ М Н Њ О П Р С Т Ћ У Ф Х Ц Ч Џ Ш Щ Ъ Ы Ь Э Ю Я
𞀰 𞀱 𞀲 𞀳 – 𞀴  𞀵 – 𞀶 𞀷 – 𞀸 𞁌 𞁍 𞀹 𞀺  𞀻 ᵸ  𞀼 𞀽 𞀾 𞀿 𞁀 𐞕 𞁁 𞁂 𞁃 𞁄 𞁅  𞁆 – ꚜ 𞁇 ꚝ 𞁈 𞁉 –
𞁑 𞁒 𞁓 𞁔 𞁧 𞁕 – 𞁖 – 𞁗 𞁘 𞁩 𞁙 𞁨 – 𞁚 𞁛 – – – – 𞁜 𞁝 – 𞁞 – – 𞁟 𞁠 𞁡 𞁢 𞁣 𞁪 𞁤 – 𞁥 𞁦  – – –

Here we show that the South Slavic letters are attested for more than a century. Modern usage 
includes both new text and reproduction of older material (e.g. Figure 9).
Thanks to Uroš Stefanović for providing several of the figures. 

Characters
 1E06E MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL LJE. 
 1E06F MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL NJE. 
 1E070 MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL DJE. 
𐞕 1E071 MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL TSHE.
 1E072 MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL DZHE.
 1E073 CYRILLIC SUBSCRIPT SMALL LETTER SOFT SIGN.

Properties
1E06E;MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL LJE;Lm;0;L;<super> 0459;;;;N;;;;;
1E06F;MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL NJE;Lm;0;L;<super> 045A;;;;N;;;;;
1E070;MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL DJE;Lm;0;L;<super> 0452;;;;N;;;;;
1E071;MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL TSHE;Lm;0;L;<super> 045B;;;;N;;;;;
1E072;MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL DZHE;Lm;0;L;<super> 045F;;;;N;;;;;
1E073;CYRILLIC SUBSCRIPT SMALL LETTER SOFT SIGN;Lm;0;L;<sub> 044C;;;;N;;;;;
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https://www.unicode.org/L2/L2021/21107-cyrillic-mod.pdf
https://www.unicode.org/L2/L2022/22010-cyrillic-mod.pdf
https://www.unicode.org/L2/L2021/21142-cyrillic-mod-letter-add.pdf
R McGowan
Text Box
L2/26-244



Charts
1E030 Cyrillic Extended-D  1E08F

1E03 1E04 1E05 1E06 1E07 1E08
0 𞀰 𞁀 𞁐 𞁠 
1 𞀱 𞁁 𞁑 𞁡 𐞕
2 𞀲 𞁂 𞁒 𞁢 
3 𞀳 𞁃 𞁓 𞁣 
4 𞀴 𞁄 𞁔 𞁤
5 𞀵 𞁅 𞁕 𞁥
6 𞀶 𞁆 𞁖 𞁦
7 𞀷 𞁇 𞁗 𞁧
8 𞀸 𞁈 𞁘 𞁨
9 𞀹 𞁉 𞁙 𞁩
A 𞀺 𞁊 𞁚 𞁪
B 𞀻 𞁋 𞁛 𞁫
C 𞀼 𞁌 𞁜 𞁬
D 𞀽 𞁍 𞁝 𞁭
E 𞀾 𞁎 𞁞 
F 𞀿 𞁏 𞁟  ◌𞂏
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Figures

Figure 1. Belić (1913: 129). Modifier љ and њ indicating palatalization of both alveolars and 
palatals. The text is reviewing a publication from the previous year. 

Figure 2. Bošnjaković (2021: 91). Modifier њ indicating the local pronunciation of the city of 
Gnjilane, Kosovo, which sounds more like “Njilane.” 

Figure 3. Pavlović (1939: 28). Modifier ћ indicating epenthesis. 

Figure 4. Pavlović (1939: 29). Modifier ђ indicating reduced articulation. 
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Figure 5. Pavlović (1939: 78). Subscript soft sign ь. As in the Russian tradition, subscript and 
superscript phonetic symbols contrast. 

Figure 6. Ivić (1986: 100). Modifier ђ indicating a lack of word-final devoicing. 

Figure 7. Ivić (1986: 168). Modifier ћ indicating anticipatory devoicing.

Figure 8. Mladenović (2019: 1033). The schwa, assuming Cyrillic is desired rather than Latin, is 
already encoded for Kazakh. 

Figure 9. Kozomara (2022: 82). Modifier ђ indicating anticipatory voicing. Digitization of a text 
from 1923. 
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Figure 10. Mladenović (2023: 341). 

Figure 11. Milosavljević & Mladenović (2025: 352).

Figure 12. Kozomara (2022: 56). Modifier џ for anticipatory voicing.

Figure 13. Trajković (2024: 81). Modifier џ. 
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ISO/IEC JTC 1/SC 2/WG 2
PROPOSAL SUMMARY FORM TO ACCOMPANY SUBMISSIONS

FOR ADDITIONS TO THE REPERTOIRE OF ISO/IEC 10646TP

1
PT

Please fill all the sections A, B and C below.
Please read Principles and Procedures Document (P & P) from std.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 std.dkuug.dk/JTC1/SC2/WG2/docs/summaryform.html.

See also std.dkuug.dk/JTC1/SC2/WG2/docs/roadmaps.html for latest Roadmaps.

A. Administrative

1. Title: South Slavic Cyrillic modifiers

2. Requester's name: Kirk Miller
3. Requester type (Member body/Liaison/Individual contribution): individual
4. Submission date: 2026 September 02
5. Requester's reference (if applicable):
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):
Proposed name of script:

b. The proposal is for addition of character(s) to an existing block: yes
Name of the existing block: Cyrillic Extended-D

2. Number of characters in proposal: 6
3. Proposed category (select one from below - see section 2.2 of P&P document):

A-Contemporary x B.1-Specialized (small collection) 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” yesin Annex L of P&P document? 
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? 

Kirk Miller
b. Identify the party granting a license for use of the font by the editors (include address, e-mail, ftp-site, etc.):

SIL (Gentium Release)
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)? yes

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 www.unicode.org for such information on other scripts.  Also see Unicode Character Database 
(www.unicode.org/reports/tr44/) and associated Unicode Technical Reports for information needed for consideration by the 
Unicode Technical Committee for inclusion in the Unicode Standard.

1TPPT Form number: N4502-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, 2011-03, 2012-01)
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C. Technical - Justification 

1. Has this proposal for addition of character(s) been submitted before? no
If YES explain

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? Uroš Stefanović.
If YES, available relevant documents: emails on request

3. Information on the user community for the proposed characters (for example:
size, demographics, information technology use, or publishing use) is included?
Reference:

4. The context of use for the proposed characters (type of use; common or rare) phonetic
Reference:

5. Are the proposed characters in current use by the user community? yes
If YES, where?  Reference: see illustrations

6. After giving due considerations to the principles in the P&P document must the proposed characters be entirely 
in the BMP? no

If YES, is a rationale provided?
If YES, reference:

7. Should the proposed characters be kept together in a contiguous range (rather than being scattered)? no
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, or could be confused with, an existing character? no

If YES, is a rationale for its inclusion provided?
If YES, reference:

11. Does the proposal include use of combining characters and/or use of composite sequences? no
If YES, is a rationale for such use provided?

If YES, reference:
Is a list of composite sequences and their corresponding glyph images (graphic symbols) provided? no

If YES, reference:
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 characters? no
If YES, are the equivalent corresponding unified ideographic characters identified?

If YES, reference:
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UnicodeData.txt
1 1E06E;MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL LJE;Lm;0;L;<super> 0459;​;;;N;;;;;
2 1E06F;MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL NJE;Lm;0;L;<super> 045A;​;;;N;;;;;
3 1E070;MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL DJE;Lm;0;L;<super> 0452;​;;;N;;;;;
4 1E071;MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL TSHE;Lm;0;L;<super> 045B;​;;;N;;;;;
5 1E072;MODIFIER LETTER CYRILLIC SMALL DZHE;Lm;0;L;<super> 045F;​;;;N;;;;;
6 1E073;CYRILLIC SUBSCRIPT SMALL LETTER SOFT SIGN;Lm;0;L;<sub> 044C;​;;;N;;;;;
+6
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