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In contrast to purely computational approaches in historical linguistics that try to do without human annotation, computer-assisted language comparison aims to reconcile computational and classical approaches in historical language comparison by providing interactive workflows in which data are passed back and forth between humans and machines (List 2017b). Computational approaches are mostly employed to preprocess linguistic data, while interfaces then allow experts to refine and correct computational annotation.
While some workflows and tools have been published that illustrate the benefits of computer-assisted as opposed to purely computer-based or purely manual approaches in historical linguistics (Wu et al. 2020; Hill and List 2017; List 2017a; Segerer and Flavier 2015; Starostin 2000), there remain many tasks in historical linguistics where computational and computer-assisted approaches are lacking so far. These include, for example, semantic reconstruction (Urban 2015), phonological reconstruction (Anttila 1972), and sound law induction and the establishment of relative chronologies (Fortson 2014).
In the workshop we want to invite both classical and computational linguistics to present open problems and potential solutions in historical language comparison that have so far not been addressed sufficiently in computer-assisted approaches. Our hope is that we find a good mix of contributions in which classical linguists present problems that cannot be addressed by computational approaches and illustrate how they solve them manually, while we also hope for contributions by computational linguists who share recently developed workflows that can be applied to data in historical linguistics. In both cases, we hope that scholars present problems and solutions in such a form that they can be applied across different languages and families, rather than solutions focusing on individual problems in particular languages and particular language families.
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