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Agenda

1. Roll Call and SOI Updates (2 mins) 

2. Welcome and Chair Updates (5 mins)

3. Review of critical path to Phase 1 Initial Report (15 mins) 

4. ICANN org input on the String Similarity Review Hybrid Model (65 mins) 

5. AOB (3 mins)
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Review of critical path to Phase 1 Initial Report 
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Critical Path to Phase 1 Initial Report 
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Review Org Input on String Similarity Review Hybrid Model 
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Summary  
● Focus: Analyze the potential operational impact of the proposed hybrid model on the new gTLD process 

● Overview: ICANN org conducted an analysis to determine the potential number of comparisons that would need to be performed 
in the String Similarity Review, of the models the EPDP Team is considering, ie Levels 1-3 and Hybrid 

● Method: 

○ Randomly selected 20 gTLD strings from the 2012 round as example applied-for strings (skewed toward IDNs) 

○ For simplicity, assumed only the primary string is being applied for, not any of its allocatable variant(s) 

○ Calculated allocatable and blocked variant labels of the strings using RZ-LGR-5, with mixed script labels removed 

*target label = a label that the source label needs to compare with in the string similarity review. For example, in Level 1, one source primary label will be compared against 
19 target primary labels, as there are a total number of 20 gTLD primary labels in the pool. 

Compare Source Label Against Target Label

Level 1 primary primary 

Level 2 primary + all allocatable primary + all allocatable 

Hybrid primary + all allocatable primary + all allocatable + all blocked

all blocked primary + all allocatable

Level 3 primary + all allocatable + all blocked primary + all allocatable + all blocked 
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Calculate the Number of Comparisons
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Results 

● Number of Comparisons: 

○ Level 1: 190 comparisons 

○ Level 2: 343 comparisons 

○ Hybrid: 13,003 comparisons

○ Level 3: 95,144 comparisons 

● Caveats: 

○ The number of comparisons in this calculation represents theoretical limits 

○ In practice, the actual number of comparisons may be fewer, depending on the visual similarity among strings (e.g. the 
String Similarity Review panel may decide it is not necessary to compare an Arabic string with a Chinese string, etc.) 

● Takeaways: 

○ The mitigation of confusion risks will likely be enhanced from Level 1 to Level 3, but the cost of operating the String 
Similarity Review will likely increase from Level 1 to Level 3 

○ The added costs will likely be passed onto applicants, given the cost recovery principle 

○ Hybrid model is a compromise between Level 2 and Level 3 in reducing computational complexity involving blocked variants
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String Similarity Process & Hybrid Model 


