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In contrast to a dictionary, in which words for a given language are organized by headwords whose
meanings are glossed and explained, wordlists start from a typically fixed list of concepts which are
then translated into one or more languages. Wordlists are widely used in historical linguistics and
lexical typology. In historical linguistics, they are used to search for cognate words in genetically related
languages (List et al. 2018), or as the basis of phylogenetic reconstruction (Hoffmann et al. 2021). In
lexical typology, they are used to study patterns of colexification in various forms (Frangois 2008,
Rzymski et al. 2020).

In the past decade, the compilation of wordlists has increased drastically, as reflected not only in
various new wordlists that have been compiled to study different language families (List et al. 2022,
Dellert et al. 2020), but also in new standards that have been proposed to handle various problems of
annotation, including partial cognates (List 2016), sound correspondences (Wu et al. 2020), and
patterns of lexical motivation (Hill and List 2017, Schweikhard and List 2020). Despite these efforts,
however, there are only a few examples in which scholars have consistently tried to annotate larger
wordlists at the level of the morpheme, indicating cognacy not only externally — across languages —,
but also internally — inside one and the same languages. Such a collection of morpheme-annotated
wordlists would be very useful in various respects. First, it would allow us to train methods for
automated morpheme segmentation on low resource languages. Current methods for morpheme
annotation make use of large dictionaries for languages that are generally well documented. In a low
resource setting, morpheme annotation methods show a very disappointing performance (List 2023).
Second, such a collection would allow us to study pathways of lexical motivations in unprecedented
detail. So far, lexical motivation — the formal and semantic processes by which new words are derived
from existing ones (Koch 2001) — has mostly been investigated in individual languages (Koch and Marzo
2007), and few studies have looked at typological motivation patterns (Urban 2012).

In the talk, we will present our efforts to employ newly developed annotation techniques in order to
compile a cross-linguistic database of morpheme annotated wordlists. We will report on the formats
that we test and present the results of an initial prototype that we are currently creating, consisting of
morpheme-annotated wordlists in 10 different languages from four different language families.
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