	Option
	Application
	Benefits
	Burdens/Risks

	1. All two-character strings reserved for use as ccTLD only, ineligible for use as gTLD
	ASCII
	It allows users to avoid confusion with ccTLD strings
	In general this measure is not enough, lot of users do not have even minimal information about quantity of letters in domain names. In this situation this part of users could be confused.

	2. (Version 2a: Two-character strings eligible for use as gTLD if not in conflict with ISO 3166-1.)

(Version 2b: Two-character strings eligible for use as gTLD if not in conflict with [ISO 3166-1 and/or other standard/list].)
	ASCII
	2a, 2b: possibility to sell more new gTLD strings.


	2a. 2b. User confusion could be more cases, than in point 1. Possible to minimize such risks if there will be difference in representation of ccTLD strings in the browser (example – different colors for ccTLD and gTLD strings)



	3. Unrestricted use of two-character strings if not in conflict with an existing ccTLD or any applicable string similarity rules.
	ASCII
	possibility to sell more new gTLD strings.


	User confusion could be more cases, than in point 1, 2a.2b.

	4.  Future two-character strings reserved for use as IDN ccTLD only, ineligible for use as gTLD
	IDN
	Multilingual presence
	Small  risk of confusion, but it exists. IDN for ccTLD is not limited by 2 characters, possible to use more than 2 letters in ccTLD 

	5. Unrestricted use of two-character strings if not in conflict with an existing TLD or any applicable string similarity rules or [other conflict conditions to be discussed, for example, visually similar to any one-character label (in any script) or visually similar to any possible two-character ASCII combination]
	IDN
	Multilingual presence 
	Small risk of confusion, similar with point 4. High risk for confusion for visibly similar string with other scripts. Better to provide different representation for ccTLD and gTLD strings in browsers. 


