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Abst ract

This meno docunents | ETF consensus for Internationalized Dormai n Nanes
for Applications (IDNA) derived character properties related to the
three code points, existing in Unicode 5.2, that changed property

val ues when version 6.0 was rel eased. The consensus is that no
update is needed to RFC 5892 based on the changes made i n Uni code

6. 0.

Status of This Meno
This is an Internet Standards Track document.

Thi s docunent is a product of the Internet Engineering Task Force
(ITETF). It represents the consensus of the IETF community. It has
recei ved public review and has been approved for publication by the
I nternet Engineering Steering Goup (IESG. Further information on
Internet Standards is available in Section 2 of RFC 5741

I nformation about the current status of this docunent, any errata,
and how to provide feedback on it may be obtained at
http://ww.rfc-editor.org/infol/rfc6452

Copyri ght Notice

Copyright (c) 2011 | ETF Trust and the persons identified as the
docunent authors. Al rights reserved.

Thi s docunent is subject to BCP 78 and the | ETF Trust’'s Lega
Provisions Relating to | ETF Docunents
(http://trustee.ietf.org/license-info) in effect on the date of
publication of this docunment. Please review these docunments
carefully, as they describe your rights and restrictions with respect
to this docunent. Code Conponents extracted fromthis docunent nust
include Sinplified BSD License text as described in Section 4.e of
the Trust Legal Provisions and are provided without warranty as
described in the Sinplified BSD License.
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1. Introduction

RFC 5892 [ RFC5892] specifies an algorithmthat was defined when
version 5.0 (later updated to version 5.2) [Unicode5.2] was the
current version of Unicode, and it also defines a derived property
val ue based on that algorithm Unicode 6.0 [Unicode6] has changed
General Category of three code points that were allocated in

Unicode 5.2 or earlier. This inplies that the derived property val ue
di ffers dependi ng on whether the property definitions used are from
Unicode 5.2 or 6.0. These are non-backward-conpati bl e changes as
described in Section 5.1 of RFC 5892

The three code points are:

1.1. UW+O0CF1 KANNADA S| GN JI HVAMULI YA
The General Category for this character changes fromSo to Lo. This
inmplies that the derived property val ue changes from DI SALLONED to
PVALI D.

1.2. U+0CF2 KANNADA SI GN UPADHVANI YA
The General Category for this character changes fromSo to Lo. This
inmplies that the derived property val ue changes from DI SALLONED to
PVALI D.

1.3. UW+19DA NEWTAlI LUE THAM DIG T ONE
The General Category for this character changes fromNd to No. This
inmplies that the derived property val ue changes from PVALID to
Dl SALLOWED.

2. | ETF Consensus

No change to RFC 5892 is needed based on the changes nade in
Uni code 6. 0.
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Thi s consensus does not inply that no changes will be nade to
RFC 5892 for all future updates of The Uni code Standard.

Thi s RFC has been produced because 6.0 is the first version of
Uni code to be rel eased since | DNA2008 was publi shed.

3. | ANA Consi derati ons

| ANA has updated the derived property value registry according to
RFC 5892 and the property values defined in The Uni code Standard
version 6. 0.

4. Security Considerations

VWhen the algorithmpresented in RFC 5892 is applied using the
property definitions of Unicode Standard version 6.0, the result wll
be different fromwhen it is applied using the property definitions
of Unicode 5.2 for the three code points discussed in this docunent.
The three code points are unlikely to occur in internationalized
domai n nanes, however, so the security inplications of the changes
are mnor.
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