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Mr. Reimann’s paper proposes H” literals as an untyped character form. H" literals have been around for a long while as a pretty common extension - but for Microfocus and us (CA-Realia) and whomever else allows them, they are a form to represent a numeric integer item - not a character string at all.  In my paper which originally proposed H" literals as numeric items, the committee decided against it for now. That is well and good, but I don't think it a good idea to introduce this new type of hex literal to be incompatible with a pretty common extension.

If J4 does add a new untyped hex literal, please don't use “H” to denote it unless it is a hex form of a numeric integer.

Something to consider would be to make X" literals as currently specified the untyped ones. My guess is that most users of this existing extension would expect X"1A" to always represent B"00011010", and not be converted to the runtime character set. And then consider changing the existing X" literal type to XA" (hex alphanumeric) and have the XA” and XN” forms get conversions to the runtime character set. Users might be happiest with this as then their current use of X" won't have any unexpected side effects.

