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Request to change the glyph of 11008 BRAHMI LETTER II 

Srinidhi A and Sridatta A 
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December 23, 2016  

 

This document requests to change the representative glyph of 11008 BRAHMI LETTER II.  

� � 

Current glyph Proposed glyph 
 

After examining inscriptions and scholarly texts it is concluded that the current glyph with four dots 
actually represents iṃ. The glyph of the BRAHMI LETTER II needs to be replaced with proposed glyph.  

Note on current glyph - � 

Georg Bühler based on the Brahmi inscriptions of Nanaghat and Mathura predicted that four dots may 

indicate letter II.(See Fig. 15,20) His statement was based on resemblance of four dots with letter I � 

which has three dots. The form � occurs in Nanaghat, Mathura, Bodhgaya and Nasik Inscriptions. In all 
these inscriptions, the sign occurs in the word iṃdra(=indra) or its Prakrit form iṃda(=inda) where it 
isn’t appropriate to read as  īdra or īda (See Figures 10-20). 

Others scholars have opined that the four dots should be read as iṃ in all the contexts.  

� + � → � 
 

i + Anusvara → iṃ 

 

Description on proposed glyph- � 

This is the original and true glyph attested in Brahmi inscriptions. The glyph is not restricted to Tamil-

Brahmi and is attested in other regions of South and Central Asia where Brahmi script was employed. It is 

the parent glyph of most of the Indic scripts. The following section summarizes the evolution and 

development of letter II into various Brahmic scripts. (See Figures 5-7) 
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 North Indic scripts: 

  
 

   

Brahmi during 
Kshatrapa 
dynasty 

Bower 
manuscript 
 

Khotanese Sharada Bhaiksuki Siddham 

 

South Indic scripts: 

� ஈ ஈ ഈ ൟ ඊ ಈ ఈ 

Southern 
Brahmi 
inscriptions  

Tamil Vatteluttu Grantha Malayalam Sinhala Kannada Telugu 

 

Summary 

1. The current glyph does not indicate ī, the four dots has been read as iṃ by various scholars. 

2. The earliest Brahmi evidences for ī are from Tamil Nadu, Sri Lanka and Haryana which use �. 

3. Forms of ī in all the early varieties of Brahmi and most modern scripts trace their origin to proposed 

glyph. 
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Attestations 

 

Figure 1.   Occurrence of �  in Tamil-Brahmi inscriptions of Mangulam, Tamil Nadu (From IndoSkript 

project). 

 

 

 

Figure 2. Use of � in Arittapatti Cave inscription, Tamil Nadu (From IndoSkript project). 
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Figure 3.  Use of  � in Prakrit inscription from Tonigala, Sri Lanka (From IndoSkript project). 

 

 

Figure 4.  Use of ī in the coin of Īśvaradatta of Western Kshatrapas as in the word īśvaradattasa (From 

http://coinindia.com/galleries-isvaradatta.html ). 

Figure 5.   Forms in II in Tamil Brahmi and early derivatives of Brahmi, all of them are derived 
from � (From IndoSkript project). 
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Figure 6.  Description of Brahmi letter II and its development in various scripts (From 

Sivaramamurti, 1948 pg.63). 
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Figure 7.  Evolution Chart of the letter ī (From Sivaramamurti, 1948 pg.64). 

 



 

Figure 8.   A Terracotta Art showing a 
preserved at National Museum, New

Figure 9.  A closer view of the above figure showing letters from a to a

7 

A Terracotta Art showing a child learning Brahmi alphabet from Sugh, Haryana.
Museum, New Delhi. 300 BCE - 200 BCE 

A closer view of the above figure showing letters from a to aṃ. It also shows 

 

Haryana. Presently 

ṃ. It also shows letter II.
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Figure 10.  Pandit GH Ojha attesting � should be read as ‘iṃ’ with details from inscriptions (From Ojha, 

1959 pg. 51). 

A free translation is provided below 

‘iṃ’ � 10 is engraved in the inscription of Nanaghat in which the three dots belong to ‘i’ and the fourth dot 

is of Anusvara. […] 

10. Dr. Bühler has regarded this sign � as ‘ī’ and some European scholars read this sign according to 

statement of Bühler only. However, in reality this is ‘iṃ’ only. This sign is formed by three dots of ‘i’ 

along with the fourth dot of anusvāra and are written symmetrically due to presence of four dots. As of 

now, the sign is found in multiple inscriptions… In these inscriptions the sign occurs in the word indra’s 

Prakrit form iṃda where it isn’t appropriate to read as īda. The scribe of Nanaghat inscription inserts 

anusvara in the Prakrit text even when it isn’t required (namo saṃkaṃsana-vāsudevānaṃ....catuṃnaṃ 

caṃ lokapālānaṃ) then there it is not possible that ‘īda’ is written rather than the Prakrit form of ‘iṃdra’- 

‘iṃda’. 

 

 

Figure 11.  Opinion on glyph of BRAHMI LETTER II (From Verma, 1976 pg. 74). 
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Figure 12.  Opinion of Dr Bhatia describing in Hindi that the four dots should be read as iṃ (From Bhatia, 

1978 pg. 83). 

 

Figure 13. Use of � in the Bodh-gaya Inscription as in iṃdāgimitrāsa (From Cunningham, 1892 Plate 

10). 

 

 

Figure 14. Akshara list of Mathura inscriptions where four dots is read as iṃ (From Ojha, 1959 Plate V). 
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Figure. 15, 16 Use of � in one of the Mathura inscriptions along with its transcript. Here Bühler has read 

� as ī. However, as other scholars have indicated the word containing � should be properly read as 

iṃdrapā[la]… and īdra doesn’t provide any meaning here (From Bühler, 1894 No 9, p 201). 

 

 

Figure 17. From Nasik inscription where � is read as iṃ as in the word   iṃdrāgnidatasa 

(From Ojha, 1959 Plate XI). 
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Figure 18. Use of � in the Nanaghat Inscription as in ��� ��� iṃdasa namo (Sanskrit chāyā –indrāya 

namaḥ) (From Sircar, 1965 Plate XXXIII-1) . 

 

 

Figure 19. Akshara list of Nanaghat inscription where four dots is read as iṃ. (From Ojha, 1959 Plate III) 

 

 

Figure 20. Excerpt from IndoSkript project where four dots is read as iṃ in the Nanaghat inscription.1 

                                                           
1 Bühler had read ��� as īdasa in "The Nānāghāt Inscriptions." Archaeological Survey of Western India vol  V.1883: 59-74. 
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