CENTRE for

‘B Efficient communication drives the
semantic structure of kinship terminology

Maisy Hallam <4 Simon Kirby <4 Fiona Jordan 4 Kenny Smith

e

a—i14-Lr-

scan for the paper!

We discovered that kin term semantics are encoded in a hierarchy, where some features are
encoded robustly and often, while other features are encoded minimally and rarely.
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LANGUAGES DIFFER IN WHAT DISTINCTIONS BUT KINSHIP TERMINOLOGY SYSTEMS ARE
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Using this insight about the expected correlation between shared wordforms and meanings,
we analysed which semantic features contribute most to shared category membership in >1000 languages”.

A MODEL FOR OPTIMISING THE CORRELATION BETWEEN FORM AND MEANING
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The model output tells us: Semantic similarity is the Form similarity is the
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