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In the Concepticon project, we add more concept lists, improve the links to concept sets,
and discuss ambiguous cases regularly. With every new release, the Concepticon is updated
and the changes are published. Here, I discuss the improvements we integrated into the
newest version: Concepticon 3.1. After covering the new lists that were added to
Concepticon in this release, I describe the process of refining concept relations and
mappings. I also demonstrate how we deal with inconsistencies in the data we encounter
using the example of a wordlist that proved to be inconsistent. The aim is to inform about
the processes and discussions that led to the new version of Concepticon.

1 Adding New Concept Lists

The Concepticon is a reference catalog of standardized concept sets which are mapped
to concept lists (List et al. 2016). An important part of each Concepticon release is the
integration of new concept lists. Between the release of Concepticon 3.0 (List et al. 2022)
and Concepticon 3.1 (List et al. 2023), we added 13 new concept lists.
For the release of version 3.1, we focused mainly on adding lists to the Concepticon

that were already incorporated in Lexibank (List et al. 2022). One list that was added
recently illustrates this process quite nicely: Zhou-2020-350. This concept list is part of
a Bachelor’s thesis that attempts to provide a first reconstruction of the Tujia language
family (Proto-Bizic, Zhou 2020). The glosses of the list in the Lexibank repository were
already linked to the Concepticon concept sets, thus, adding the list was a rather
straightforward process. Following the beginner’s guide to adding new concept lists
(Tjuka 2020), I checked the mappings, edited the respective files, and created metadata.
The actual work came when discussing the mappings in our review process. Thankfully,
Chinese is a language spoken by some members of our group, which made the review
process easier and the discussion lively. However, we encountered some ambiguous
cases. For instance, one point of discussion was whether a gloss should be mapped as 913
CROW or 2543 RAVEN, as Chinese does not distinguish here. We also discovered
many glosses that referred to two concepts indicating colexifications (François 2008)
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and decided to unmap these cases, i.e. left the glosses without a corresponding link to a
Concepticon concept set. Such was, for instance, the case with the
nouns god and ghost. When all points of discussion were settled, the list was successfully
integrated into the Concepticon.

2 Refining Concept Relations and Mappings

Another step in improving the Concepticon is to check the existing concept relations and
mappings and to refine them where it is possible. First, we added four new concept
sets: 3979 TADPOLE, 3980 GET DRUNK, 3981 GUAVA and 3982 BREEZE. The
process of adding a new concept set includes examining the number of instances a gloss
occurs that may be linked to this new concept set. Additionally, of course, extensive
discussions are held, where it is debated to what extent the glosses could be linked to
already existing concepts.
Over the course of working on the Concepticon, some ambiguous mappings get

reassessed and sometimes even mistakes are noticed. Thus, glosses need to be remapped
or concept relations need to be changed. For the release of Concepticon 3.1, an instance
of the Spanish noun selva needed to be remapped to 3808 JUNGLE in DiezAlamo-2018-
750, the concept sets of 1229 OLD and 2113 OLD (USED) were put in relation to each
other and an instance of pizza, which was previously mapped to 256 FOOD, was
unmapped in Luniewska-2019-299.

3 Encountering Inconsistencies

Sometimes, we encounter difficult cases or inconsistencies in the lists we want to add,
or even in the lists that were already added. This was the case with the list Jonauskaite-
2020-12. This list includes 12 colour terms across 21 languages, from a study on colour-
emotion associations (Jonauskaite et al. 2020). During working with the Concepticon
we noticed that there were inconsistencies in the way colour glosses were mapped to
concepts referring to colour. The first instance that stood out was that French noir was
mapped to the concept set 837 BLUE. Soon, we realized that these inconsistencies
occurred across the original word list: in it, the rows were swapped around so that they
did not match up with the mapping to the Concepticon concept sets. By translating the
21 languages included in the list, it turned out that there were two different patterns of
mix-up. Three people worked on correcting the order of all of the cases manually and in
the end, could solve the issue.
Cases like the mix-up in this list show, how important it is to work continuously on the

Concepticon, and the relevance of collaborative work for this project.
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