With the view to provide a better clarity on the scope of the SG activities, the following conceptual model depicting a broader range of issues on root zone LGRs applications is proposed. It is compartmentalized into layers thereby delineating the SG’s scope with the work of other external entities within ICANN org.Conceptual Model of the RZ_LGR Scope
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Figure 1- Conceptual Model of the Scope of Activities of the SG
IDN Label Validation: validating a label both against syntactic and semantic rules. 	Comment by Dennis Tan: Most members of SG believes the RZ-LGR should be used to validate all top-level domain labels, not just IDN labels. In this sense, we should be neutral when referring to a label. 
Syntactic Validation- validating a label for conformance to existing the current label generation rules of a script of domain name applicant’s interest using the LGRs repository built on the integration of code points of the various scripts.for the Root Zone.
Semantic Validation- it amounts to validating a label for eligibility by scanning its compliance with respect to ICANN’s policies (GNSO- WT1, WT2, WT3, WT4, WT5, ccTLD, etc), ICANN’s human rights bylaws, etc	Comment by Dennis Tan: Is this the “Application Review Process”? if it is, I side with using commonly used terms instead of creating our own.
Variant Label : a label that has one or more variant code point(s) . 
Variant Label Calculation: generating labels of similar or identical semantic meaning or visual confusability because of the presence of a variant code point in the labelThe process by which all possible variant labels are calculated based on code point variants defined in the RZ-LGR. Variant labels also have a disposition value determined by the calculation, “allocatable” or “blocked”.
Scope of the SG: All orange colored boxes constitute the scope of activities analsyis of the study group- technical issues related to ccTLD and IDN Label Validation (pertinent technical issues that surround Syntactic validation of labels classed as ccTLD or gTLD), RZ_LGRs Update Triggerschanges (uncovering the various technical issues that can lead to RX_LGRs update) and RZ_LGRs Deployment Architecture (identifying metrics to find out a suitable deployment architecture for RZ_LGRs repository)	Comment by Dennis Tan: Dessalegn: I don’t understand this. We haven’t talked about this in our calls.
RZ_LGRs Update TriggersChanges: refers or represents circumstances or situations that can lead to updating root zone LGRs such as:	Comment by Dennis Tan: Dessalegn, if possible, let’s use the same terms we use in the document.	Comment by Dennis Tan: Do we care what caused the LGR to change or how does changes to the LGR affect existing or future applications? I believe our analysis should be on the latter, independently from how the changes occurred.
· Changes in variant code points disposition
· The development of new LGRs by generation panels for scripts that have not been part of the existing RZ_LGR 
· Revision of existing LGRs because of :
· Changes in IDNA 2008 – the update of IDN 2008 tables is freezed ( currently stuck at Unicode Version 6.3.0, compared to a current version of 11.0), and sooner or later a decision might be made to change this.
· Changes or updates in RFCs related to IDN 
· Etc
RZ_LGRs Deployment Architecture: How best can be RZ_LGRs can be deployed with respect to performance, fault tolerance (failover options), security, stability, etc metrics. Issues such as the following become pertinent:	Comment by Dennis Tan: See comment above
· Fragmenting RZ_LGRs-  Splitting RZ_LGRs into parts ( for instance ASCII Vs Non-ASCII RZ_LGRs)
· Potential risks on security and stability of the root zone
· Performance and failover options
· Caching of RZ_LGRs- Possibilities and Risks that surround the caching of root zone LGRs
·  Replication of RZ_LGRs- Possibilities and Risks that surround Replication of root zone LGRs  
The following are items if addressed they may also help to clarify the scope of the SG activities: 
We may have to put off defining the key words or terms until we produce a draft of the intended deliverable, however giving a definition for some of the key words at this initial stage may add more clarity to the scope of the SG’s activities. In light of this it may be important for the SG to address the following items. 	Comment by Dennis Tan: Our document has a section for definitions. Maybe we should start populating those.
· What is an IDN label (including its length a single letter or two letters and beyond)?	Comment by Dennis Tan: I would content that we don’t care about any of these items. If the RZ-LGR determines the input label is valid, then it is valid. It is one of our principles, we take the LGR procedure and the RZ-LGR as is.
· Can an IDN label be a combination of two or more scripts? 
· Can an IDN label be a combination of RTL and LTR? 
Besides describing what the SG is responsible for, I believe that policy related and other stuff that have close resemblance to what the SG is tasked for but are not within the SG scope need also describing thereby adding more clarity to the SG’s scope.  


