Commingling of cross-script code points in a single IDN table (recommendation 5, version 3) 

All code points in a single label will must be taken from the same Explicit Unicode Sscript as determined by the Unicode Standard Annex #24: Script Names http://www.unicode.org/reports/tr24. Exceptions to this guideline are permissible for languages with established orthographies and conventions that require the commingled use of multiple scripts. Even in the case of this exception, visually confusable characters from different scripts will not be allowed to co-exist in a single set of permissible code points unless a corresponding policy and character table is clearly defined.	Comment by Mats Dufberg: Could be “should”, but I find “will” strange.	Comment by Mats Dufberg: It must be possible to mix European digits with letters, and those are in different Unicode Scripts.	Comment by Mats Dufberg: If a table contains multiple Unicode Scripts then the restriction must apply to code points in different scripts.
It must be possible to have confusable characters within a table if they cannot occur in the same context, so contextual rules could solve that.


Harmonization of variant rules across same-script IDN tables

TLD registries with a variant policy will ensure that all applicable same-script IDN Tables have uniform variant rules that properly account for symmetry and transitivity properties of all variant sets. Exceptions to this guideline will be clearly documented in registries’ public policy.	Comment by Dennis Tan: Per https://tools.ietf.org/html/draft-freytag-lager-variant-rules-02#section-2 (Section 2, Variant Relationships)


Cross-script homoglyph labels

TLD registries may apply whole-label evaluation rules to new registrations that minimize whole-script homoglyph labels as determined by Unicode Technical Standard #39: Unicode Security Mechanisms http://unicode.org/reports/tr39/tr39-1.html#Whole_Script_Confusables. Registries may use data references such as Unicode’s intentional.txt or confusables.txt, the Root Zone LGR homoglyphs references or other authoritative sources. Any policy and its sources will be clearly documented in the registry’s public website.	Comment by Dennis Tan: Trying to strike a balance between enabling a safe environment and growing the IDN space. Too many requirements on IDN implementation impose a “tax” on registries, and potentially registrars, that want to grow the space.	Comment by Mats Dufberg: I find “may” meaningless.	Comment by Mats Dufberg: What does “may” mean here?
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