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ESM7. 99 as an infix to  342 in  344, Case Study 2.


List 1, with  344 and sans  342. 


1)   8212. 2) ▩        1419. 3)        1431. 4)      2041. 5)     

1029. 6) ▩    1462. 7)     1535. 8)    5088. 9)      2185. 10)       1457. 

11)         2599. 12)      1247. 13)     7063. 14)    3507. 15)   4473. 


ESM7. 99 as an infix to  342 in  344, with  344 and sans  342 after in a same sequence. 15 instances.

1)   8212. Compare this with   7029. And we immediately know what 99 is doing in  344, and why. The count for 

 216 before  342 is 28 (ICIT). The count for  342 before  216 is 7 (ICIT). These exceptions compel scrutiny. 2317  

          is one such case. There is a  342 before  216 in 2317 and it is not marked in an obvious way. 

This is a D3 anisotropy, where sign doubling in a line,  342 in this case, becomes its own agency and marker. In      
2281 and 7069     , the transposition   is adjacent and it causes a D2 marker outside its range in each case. 99 

in 2281, and 123 in 7069.

2) ▩        1419. The following sequences contradict the expression in 1419. A  342 occurs four times before  

389 and is not marked. In all cases 389 occurs in a habitual string, in        4105,        4297,  

       4017, and          5052. Each is a case of D4.

3)        1431. The case for  342 before  67 is already discussed. See 5) under List 7a.

4)      2041. There is a D1 anisotropy in 2041, and the transposition marker is  344.  342 never leads a  53 in a 
sequence and trails the latter 99 times in ICIT. 

5)     1029.  342 occurs twice before  102. In      2470, where 97 intervenes to produce a D1 instance. In 

      1713, 123 intervenes to produce a D1 instance.

6) ▩    1462.  342 before  387 happens in two identical lines, 2690 and 1012,        . 123 

intervenes to produce a D1 instance.

7)     1535.  342 occurs thrice before  60. In   </>     2456 (cf. ICIT 2336   </>    ),  

     1090 (cf. ICIT 3164     ), and     1125 (cf. ICIT 2423    ). If we take the ICIT 
version for 2456, which attests in CISI M-1769, the case drops. In the case of 1090, CISI M-740 settles it in favour of M77, and 
the sequence produces a Dx. In 1125, M77 and ICIT 2423 disagree over the terminal sign, and CISI M-1732 cannot do much. The 
last sign is partially lost and cannot be resolved as either  or , and we have an E1.

8)    5088. A terminal position for  344, as for 99, will most likely fulfil in usage when it is impressed followed by 

another sign string in a seal impression. There is one other case like this,   4473 (case 15, merged to this, and not addressed 
separately). See also Section 5.5.

9)      2185.  342 before  66 does not occur.

10)       1457.  342 before  301 does not occur.

11)         2599. The scenario for  342 before  387 is the same as in 6) above in List 7b.

12)      1247.  342 occurs twice before  175. In        2103, the terminal sign pair triggers 99 to 

suffix to the first sign in the sequence, hence D2. In     1302, the transposed pair does not trigger a marker, hence Dx.

13)     7063. This case is the same as     1029 discussed above, under 5).

 of 1 2



43539_2023_102_MOESM7_ESM

14)    ▩ 3507.  342 before  98 occurs 12 times (after eliminating duplicates). 3507 is the only instance of 344 before  

98 and does not explain well.

ESM7. 99 as an infix to  342 in  344, with  344 and sans  342 after in a same sequence. 15 instances.
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