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Abstract

Language universals have been longly attributed to anéndaiversal Grammar. An alternative
explanation states that linguistic universals emergeepeddently in every language in response
to shared cognitive, though non language-specific, biaSsemmputational model has recently
shown how this could be the case, focusing on the paradigneaample of the universal
properties of color naming patterns, and producing resultaccurate agreement with the
experimental data. Here we investigate thoroughly theabkecognitive bias in the framework
of this model. We study how, and to what extent, the structiirthe bias can influence the
corresponding linguistic universal patterns. We show #tsad the cultural history of a group
of speakers introduces population-specific constrairgs dbt against the uniforming pressure
of the cognitive bias, and we clarify the interplay betwekese two forces. We believe that
our simulations can help to shed light on the possible mdshemnat work in the evolution of
language, as well as to provide a reference for further #t&al investigations.

Summary of main points

e Two forces shape language: cultural interactions and tiwgriiases;

A multi-agent model accurately reproduces empirical data&@or naming systems, and
shows that:

The bias is responsible for the presence and nature of waiMgatterns;

Cultural history introduces frozen accidents and actsregée bias;

Universality exists in a statistical sense and outliersshrgys possible.
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1. Introduction

Different languages share a collection of structural progentidich are accordingly said
to be universaliﬁ @) The origin and nature of this universalitwé@deen debated
for decades in a dispute that is still far from being settlBitKerton & Szathmary, 2009;
\Smith et al.,l 2010). The classical view assumes that largle@rning requires an innate
language-specific knowledge_(Chomisky, 1995; Pinker, [1995yery individual is endowed
with a set of grammatical principles, defining a Universab@mar, that are consequently
found to be shared across all human languages. This view tasvier been questioned
in various ways. For example, it has been argued that theudgeylearning problem, a
crucial argument in favor of the UG, simply vanishes when eoesiders that language
has evolved to fit the brain, rather than vice versa (Chriséa & Chatér, 2008). At the
same time, dferent computational approaches have shown that the hygistbiea language-
specific genetic endowment would result in a series of pamsi¢Chater et all, 2009), and
that cultural transmission introduces informational leotecks that favor the emergence of
regularities |(Kirby et al., 2007; Gfiths & Kalish,[2007). A systematic analysis has also shed
new light on the very concept of universality (Evans & Leving2009). Language universals
must be intended in a statistical sense, rather than assagdsatures of all human languages
(Christiansen & Chater, 2008; Evans & Levinson, 2009).

All of these more recent accounts, even though heterogsnieatheir turn, agree that the
observed cross-linguistic regularities emerged indepetiyl in every language in response
to universal communicative, cognitive, or perceptual éathat are not specific to language

8). For example, color, sound, shape and Ejgaties would reflect the peculiarities
of our perceptual systerﬁ; 97). The structure of @mwel system is stronglyfiected by
the way in which we produce, perceive and discriminate ssuedms likenighandlow wouldn’t
make sense without a gravitational bias; terms fikeand closereflect our ability to evaluate
spatial or temporal distances; our abilities to perceivangities are at the basis of our numeral
systems and many other examples could be drawn. In additishik terms and pronouns would
be dfected by invariant social realities, and other universalsld/be the result of more abstract
thought processes that favor singular over plural, pasitiver negative, present tense over past
or future tense, etc._(Clark & Clark, 1978). Beyond the pptaal system, bio-physiological
biases shape both our category system and the languageséigHi987| Lakfl,1987). For
example, we experience our bodies either as potential i@mntaor as immersed in external
containers (e.g., rooms), and this “container” schema dgfiine most basic distinction between
in andout, which on its turn is reflected not only in physical uses, lwatnein metaphorical ones
such adfigure out work out etc. Analogously, the “link” schema, which would date back
the umbilical chord and goes on to the use of ropes and striregsslates into such expressions
asmake connectionandbreak social tiesjmmﬂ. On a syntactic domain, recently it
has been shown how the emergence of duality of patterninigl tmugtected by our ability to
perceive and conceptualize our environmmzo

However, also in this perspective several problems rempénd Evans & Levinson (2009)
have recently listed some of the more urgent questions, gmdrich: Which are the biases
responsible for agivenobserved regularity? How do they generate a structure? Mikithe
relation between the strength of a bias and the amount o§dimguistic variability? To this
list we would add a question which is to us as urgent as thersitlvéhat is the origin of such
a cross-linguistic variability (Baronchelli etal., 2022)n other words, howféective can be the
role of the specific history of a language in shaping its dewuiefrom universality?
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The challenge is extremely hard, but focusing on simple @speaf language has provided
crucial insights. This is the reason for the huge attenti@t tolor categorization has been
capturing for the last decades. As observed in the World IC8lovey (WCS)m,
[1969; Cook et al., 2005), indeed, any two groups of indivislagevelop diferent color naming
patterns, but some universal properties can be identified btatistical analysis over a large
number of populations (Kay & Regler, 2003). Furthermoreydpears that basic color names
began to be used byftrent cultures in a relatively fixed order (Berlin & Kay, 1969

The universality of color naming is fully recognized as agee linguistic umversambr,
[2003), and it has profound implications. For examiple, Witkki & Browr (1977) have pointed
out the importance of the findings in this domain for “the é&atiencoding of a wide range of
phenomena in addition to color” (p. 5@1@]989) haededed that the “Berlin and Kay’s
work also has more far-reaching implications for work orglaage universals and typology, and
even for descriptive linguistics”, such as the one of “pdinvg one example of a psychological
explanation of a linguistic universal” thanks to the idéastion of the role played by color
perception (p. 38@@98) has argued that the ‘tiwgrbias’ explanation of language
universals naturally accounts for both the cross-linguistoperties exhibited by color naming
patterns, and the other linguistic universals, from motpipto syntax.

Color categorization is therefore considered as a protcaypxample to understand language
universals|(Gardnelr, 1985; L af{01987; Murphyl 2004). With respect to most of the examples
mentioned above, it has the advantage of being a well-defineolem, for which field data
have been available for decades, and it continues to be thjecswf intense investigation.
Moreover, in the last years several computational modele lcantributed to shedding light
on the diferent theoretical hypotheses put forward in this conteieS & Belpaem 5;
Belpaeme & Bleys, 2005; Dowmen, 2007; Komarova et al., 28@Marova & Jameson. 2008;

| 2008; Jameson & Komarova, 200da,b; Bardfietial!,[2010] Loreto et all, 2012;

.l_Z_QiZ). Even though most of theflertss have been devoted to model the
emergence of shared color categorization patterns in alesipgpulation of individuals,
more recent contributions have also addressed the issuenioérsality (Dowman) 2007;
Baronchelli et all, 2010; Loreto etldl., 2012; Xu etlal.. 2013

In the present paper we focus on the Category Game modeligPefcrl. [ 2008), describing
how a group of agents manages to establish a shared set wiklicgategories when faced with
a continuous aspect of environment, such as the hue chahtie oolor spectrum. According
to the standard approach of language games (Wittgenst@H®; Steels, 1995), a population
of individuals manages to establish a shared categorizegigorting only to pairwise linguistic
interactions. In every conversation one of the two agergs to direct the attention of the other
towards a specific object out of those that constitute theestieey are both facing. Depending
on the success (or failure) of this operation both agentsifymdiueir internal state eventually
leading to a global consensus. The model can be informedanithman psychophysiological
parameter, namely the Just Noticeabldf@®ience (JND) defining the minimum distance at
which two stimuli from the same scene can be discriminatea fasction of their wavelength
(Bedford & Wyszecki/ 1958; Long et al., 2006). Remarkabfythie individuals simulated in
the Category Game are endowed with the human JND functierstttistical properties of the
emerging categorization patterns turn out to quantitbtiveatch those observed in the World
Color Survey data (Baronchelli et/dl., 2010), and the eropily observed color hierarchy is
reproduced (Loreto et Al., 2012).

According tol Xiao et dl. 1), the fact that the non-randproperties of color-naming

patterns can be accounted for by the wavelength JND, showBabsgnchelli et al. | (2010),
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“implies a link between the universal constraints and thecfional characteristics of the
retinogeniculate pathway”. Strikingly this is what the samuthors find in their analysis,
where they establish a direct link between a universal caimston color naming, namely the
fault line close to the “warm”-“cold” color distinction, @nthe cone-specific information that is
represented in the primate early visual system, specifittadl L- versus M-cone contrast.

The agreement between the outcome of the model and expesahtta corroborates the
hypothesis according to which weak perceptual or cognitigses can be responsible for
the emergence of linguistic properties shared across ardtemt Ianguage@%l:dﬂg%

r, 2008; Evans & Levinsbn, 2009). Hawein the model the bias does
not constrain the structure of the shared categorizatittenmain a deterministic way. Rather,
its effect can be detected only through statistical tests run ongea laumber of languages. In
other words, two forces shape the naming structure of aesipghulation. The cultural history
defines arbitrary consensus patterns that, once emerggdhste as frozen accidents arfteat
the further evolution of the language itself (Dunn et| OMukherjee et al., 2011), while
the perceptual bias would tend to prefer some patterns dhers At the level of the single
population it is not possible to predict which force will pedl and to what extent. Statistically,
however, it is possible to recover the signature of the bias.

Here, we investigate the role of the cognitive bias. We Btain the framework of the model,
what a “weak” bias is, how it works, and how ftacts the cultural history of a linguistic pattern.
To do so we exploit the unique possibilitie@ered by numerical simulations in two ways. First of
all we manipulate the nature of the bias, considering adlfiND functions, and comparing the
impact they have on the emerging categorization patterdindfehat the human JND belongs to
a class of special functions that allow for a good agreeméhttive experimental data, and that
this agreement is by no means assured by any arbitrary JN&h, e analyze in details what
“weak” bias means by looking at the variability of the obsatpatterns. In particular, we study
the cross-linguistic fluctuations of the categories whibhwaus to estimate the relative strength
between cultural and cognitive pressures in the framewbthe@model. We show that single
languages can be driven far from universality by their owstdrical evolution, even though the
vast majority of languages share, to some extent, universperties. The peculiar nature of such
fluctuations (characterized Wt tails, i.e., over-populated extreme events) suggestsaael
role for history-dependent correlations (Mukherjee €{2011), which - in a sense - should be
considered as a kind @lltural pressure Since, as mentioned above, the Category Game model
is able to reproduce the statistical properties of the WQ3a deovided individuals agents are
endowed with the human JND, we conclude that our analysishefyto shed into the actual
mechanisms responsible for the emergence of languagersalse

2. The Category Game model and previous results

The most remarkable features of the Category Game modelhate(i) it concerns the
categorization of a genuinely continuum perceptual chia(eglisi et al.| 2008) and that (ii)
it generates categorization patterns whose statistioglguties are in striking agreement with the
ones observed in the WCS data. In this section we briefly IFfeaimodel definition and some

previous results (Baronchelli et/al., 2010).

2.1. The model
The Category Game involves a populationMfartificial agents. Starting from scratch and

without any pre-defined color categories, the model dynalfyiteads, through a sequence of
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pair-wise interactions (games), to the emergence of ayatdred set of linguistic categories of
the visible light spectrum. Despite the highly reduced $gtamameters, namely the population
sizeN and the JND function, the CG features a rich and realistiputut

For the sake of simplicity and without loss of generalitye(séso [(De Beule & Bleys, 2010)),
color perception is reduced to a single analogical contisupgerceptual channel, each light
stimulus being a real number in the interval 19, which represents a rescaled wavelength.
A categorization pattern is identified with a partition oétimterval [Q1) in sub-intervals, or
perceptual categories. Individuals have dynamical imuées of form-meaning associations
linking perceptual categories with their linguistic coemgarts, basic color terms, and these
inventories evolve through elementary language gamesadkt éme step, two players (a speaker
and a hearer) are randomly selected from the population asceae ofM > 1 stimuli is
presented. Two stimuli cannot appear at a distance smhber INDK) wherex is the value
of one of the two. This is the way in which the JND is implemehitethe model. On the basis
of the presented stimuli, the speaker discriminates theesaefining if necessary its perceptual
categorization, and utters the color term associated toobtiee stimuli. The hearer tries to
guess the named stimulus, and based on their success oe faitith individuals rearrange their
form-meaning inventories. New color terms are invented\etiene a new category is created
for the purpose of discrimination, and are spread througtptipulation in successive games. A
detailed description of the model is presented in the Append

The dynamics proceeds as follows (Puglisi et al., 2008)hAttteginning all individuals have
only the perceptual category,[D) with no associated name. During a first phase of the ewwlpti
the pressure of discrimination makes the number of pereépategories increase, making at the
same time the synonymy grow due to the manffedent words used by fiierent agents for
similar categories. This kind of synonymy reaches a peaktlag dries out, in a similar way
as in the Naming Game (Steels, 1995; Baronchelli et al., [20®8hen on average only one
word is shared by the whole population for each perceptuagoay, a second phase of the
evolution intervenes. During this phase, words expand tlehinion across adjacent perceptual
categories, merging several perceptual categories gisado a new type of categories, namely
the “linguistic categories”. The structure of the lingidstategories evolves through a domain
growth process, known in statistical physics as coarse@, [1994). Their number is
progressively reduced till the system undergoes a dynauaniest, featuring a slowing down of
the domain growth, much along the same lines of the physicalgsses by which supercooled
liquids approach the glass transitimmoog)himldmg-living, almost stable, phase,
usually after 16 games per player, the linguistic categorization pattemiuies a degree of
sharing between 90% and 100%. The success rate and thergintfacategory patterns across
different agents both remain stable for a time of the order 8fgiines per player, and this
pattern is considered as the final categorization pattemergéed by the model, to be compared
with human color categories (see below). Note that, at thed & the Category Game, categories
can be equivalently described in terms of boundaries oppypes. Slow diusion of boundaries
ultimately takes place due to small sizeets. Recent investigations have demonstrated that
this phase can occur on very long time-scale, with autotadiom properties typical of an aging
material, such as a glass. The shared pattern in the lonte gthbse between tGnd 16
games per player is the main subject of the experiment destin the following section. It
is remarkable, as already observed|in (Puglisi bt al., [2€0) the number of linguistic color
categories achieved in this phase is of the order of 1B, even though discrimination allows
for the existence of hundreds of categories.
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2.2. Comparison with real-world data
A large amount of data on color categorization was gathemethé World Color Survey

(Berlin & Kay, [1969] Kay & Regiér, 2003), in which individusbelonging to dferent cultures
had to name a set of colors. The main finding is that color aystacross language, far from
being random, exhibit instead certain statistical regtka: In this section, we describe how the
Category Game model has been used to ridumericalWorld Color Survey that, remarkably,
produced results in quantitative agreement with the erpetal ones (Baronchelli etlal., 2010).

2.2.1. The World Color Survey

P. Kay and B. Berlinl(Berlin & Kay| 1969) ran a first survey on BMguages in 1969.
From 1976 to 1980, the enlarged World Color Survey was cateduoy the same researchers
along with W. Merrifield and the data have been publicly azi& since 2003 on the website
http://wuw.icsi.berkeley.edu/wcs. These data concern the basic color categoriesin 110
languages without written forms and spoken in small-scadm-industrialized societies. On
average, 24 native speakers of each language were intediewach informant had to name
each of 330 color chips produced by the Munsell Color Compghayrepresent 40 gradations
of hue and maximal saturation, plus 10 neutral color chigac{egray-white) at 10 levels of
value. The chips were presented in a predefined, fixed randden, ¢o the informant who had to
tag each of them with a “basic color term” in her language (fiore details seé (Berlin & Kay,

).

After two decades of intense debdte (Gardner, 1985), KayRaier (Kay & Regiér, 2003)
performed a quantitative analysis proving that the colaning systems obtained in ftirent
cultures and language are in fact not random. Through abdeiteansformation, they identified
the most representative chip for each color name in eacluéageand projected it into a suitable
metric color space (namely, the CIEL*a*b color space). Testigate whether these points are
more clustered across languages than would be expectedaogehthey defined a dispersion
measure on this set of languadgks

Ds, = Z Zminc*d*distanceg c’), Q)
1,1*€Sy cel
wherel andl* are two diferent languages,andc* are two basic color terms respectively from
these two languages, and distancel) is the distance between the points in color space in which
the colors are represented. To give a meaning to the meadisfetsiorDs,, Kay and Regier
created “new” datasetS; (i = 1,2, ..,1000) obtained through random rotations of the original
setSp, and measured the dispersion of each neviDget
The human dispersion appears to be distinct from the hiatogf the “random” dispersions
with a probability larger than 99%. As shown in Figure 3a of (Kay & Redlier, 2003), the average
dispersion of the random dataseBreutra, IS 114 times larger than the dispersion of human
languages. Thus, human languages are more clusteredes® dispersed, than their random
counterparts, confirming the existence of some kind of usaldy.

2.2.2. The Numerical World Color Survey
The core of the analysis described above is the comparistimeoflustering properties of
a set oftrue human languages against the ones exhibited by a certainerushivandomized
sets. In replicating the experiment it is therefore neagssa obtain two sets of synthetic
data, one of which must have some human ingredient in itsrggor. The idea put forth in
6
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Figure 1:The human Just Noticeable Dfference (JND) functiondescribes the wavelength change in a monochromatic
stimulus needed to elicit a particular JND in the hue spaath bs a function of the wavelength of the incident light
(measured in nanometers) and on the rescaled interyh). [Bor convenience we display also the spectrum of theleisib
light. For the purpose of the Category Game we rescale theamamatic stimulus in the visible spectrum (measured
in nanometers) in the range, [0 for the Topicx. In the same way the JND function (in nanometers in the lefkig) is
rescaled into @ ND(x) function (right y-axis).

(Baronchelli et all, 2010) is to act on the JND function. latfauman beings are endowed with
a JND that is a function of the wavelength of the incidentti¢gee Fig[dLH. This is the only
parameter of the model encoding the finite resolution povi@ng perception, or equivalently
the human Just Noticeable fBérence

Starting from the human JND, fiérent artificial sets can be created:

e “Human” categorization patterns are obtained from populationssehiadividuals are
endowed with the rescaled human JND;

e Neutralcategorization patterns are obtained from populationdiichvthe individuals have
constant JND (JNB 0.0143), which is the average value of the human JND (as it is
projected on the [AL) interval).

In analogy to the WCS experiment, the randomness hypotiresie NWCS for the neutral
test-cases is supported by symmetry arguments: in neutralaions there is no breakdown of
translational symmetry in the color space, which is the rbés in the“human” simulations.
Thus, the diference between “human” and neutral data originates fromptreeptive
architecture of the individuals of the corresponding pagiaghs. A collection of “human”
individuals form a “human” population, and will produce ar@sponding “human”
categorization pattern. In a hierarchical fashion, finalyollection of populations is called a
world, which in (Baronchelli et all, 2010) is formed either by ailtman” or by all non-“human”
populations. To each world a value of the dispersinndefined in Eq.[{l1), is associated to

2The attention is here on the human Just NoticeabfgeRince for the hue, sée (Baronchelli étlal.. 2010).
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qguantify the amount of dispersion of the languages (or caieagtion patterns) belonging to it. In
the actual WCS there is of course only one human World (he.cbllection of 110 experimental
languages), while irl_(Baronchelli etlal., 2010) several. (il 500) worlds have been generated
to gather statistics both for the “human” and non-“humarsesa

The main results of the NWCS is that the Category Game, indfdrmith the humard DN(x)
curve, produces a class of “worlds” featuring a dispersoover than and well distinct from that
of the class of “worlds” endowed with a non-human, i.e., amif, IND(X). Strikingly, moreover,
the ratio observed in the NWCS between the average dispes$ihe “neutral worlds” and the
average dispersion of the “human worlds’Dgeytral/ Dhuman ~ 1.14, very similar to the one
observed between the randomized datasets and the origipali@ental dataset in the WCS.
Crucially, these findings are robust against changes in padmeters as the population sigg
the distribution of the stimuli, the number of objects in arseM, the time of measurement (as
long as measures are taken in the temporal region in whiclegaazation pattern exists) etc.
(Baronchelli et al., 2010).

These findings are important for a series of reasons. Fitalt,dbr the first time the outcome
of a numerical experiments in this field is comparable at amgllwith true experimental data.
Second, as discussed above, the results of the NWCS are lyoinogualitative, but also in
guantitative agreement with the results of the WCS. Thivd Mery design of the model suggests
a possible mechanisms lying at the roots of the observecersality. Human beings share
certain perceptual biases that, even though not so strodegtémministically &ect the outcome
of the categorization process, are anyway capable of inflngrcategory patterns. This can be
made evident through a statistical analysis performed avarge number of languages. This
explanation for the observed universality had already Ipegforth based on theoretical analysis
(see, for instance (Deacan, 1998; Christiansen & Chat@8Q0but the NWCS represents the

first numerical evidence supporting it.

2.3. The role of dimensionality of the perceptual space

The previous sections provide all of the background necgdsaunderstand the original
results presented in Sel 3. However, the Category Gampiteléts simplifying assumption
of a one-dimensional perceptual color space, is able tomdeme further non-trivial features
observed in actual languages, even beyond the statistai@hing of the data discussed above.
For example, the model reproduces also the hierarchy dgfihanorder in which dferent basic
color terms appear in fierent cultures (Berlin & Kay, 1969). It turns out, in factattthe time
needed for a population to reach consensus on a color naneadtepn the region of the hue
color spectrum, and the order found in simulations acclyratatches the one observed in the
analysis of the WCS (Loreto etlal., 2012).

Another interesting model is the one introduced by Dowrh&073. It replicates the frequency
of color terms observed in the WCS by adopting an evolutipipaarspective, along with a
Bayesian scheme of term acquisition. Also this model deéls avone-dimensional color space
relative to hue dimension. In addition this hue space isrdis¢ featuring only 40 possible
hue values. It further assumes (i) that the universal foeipaedefined and unevenly spaced in
the color space and (ii) that color terms denote a contiguange of colors. In the Category
Game, on the contrary, the hue space is continuous and thieatwmding hypotheses above are
not necessary. In particular, the universality of hypohés is a byproduct of the fact that
the individuals are endowed with the human JND function,lev(ii) the fact that color names
refer to contiguous frequencies is an important emergioggnty of the dynamicm]al.,

2008).
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Taken as a whole, all of these results indicate that at lease<f the crucial properties of
the WCS data can be accounted for by considering uniquellidbechannel. Specifically, this
is true for properties concerning basic color terms, as we ltiscussed above, while it has
not to be the case for the naming of composite or derived s@,@). Interestingly, the
crucial role played by the hue has very recently found a bjicki rationalizationl@og__éél.,
), as discussed in the introduction. However, it is irtgod to stress that the Category
Game has in fact been extended to more dimensions in ordesstride the evolution from a
mostly brightness-based to a mostly hue-based color testersyon the basis of a change in
the environment comparable to what happened in Englismduhie Middle English period in
response to the rise of dyeing and textile manufactutingBBale & Bleys, 20100). The 2D
model is obviously more complex and requires further spetifins on the rules determining
the individual categorization process. The outcome is mmicter than the one of its one-
dimensional counterpart, but the unavoidable consequendtkat it is less transparent to
interpretation. Given that in this paper we aim to clarife tbomplex issue of the interplay
between a cognitive bias and the universality propertigh®fjenerated languages, and that the
latter happens to appear already in the 1D model, we stidietsimplest case (sgm&t al.,
) for a deeper discussion on why choosing simplicitymémnfronted with such a choice).

3. Role of the bias and statistical meaning of universality

In this section we investigate the role of the perceptuad.bFrst, we check to what extent
the very good agreement between the outcome of the modehanekperimental data can be
related to the specific structure of the human JND. In doifggwle address the possible criticism
according to which any kind of bias would lead to the same kifidniversality in the model.
We rule out this hypothesis by testing theet of diferent IND functions, and by showing that
different instantiations of the bias alter the agreement betwerulations and true data. We
point out that a single feature of the JND function, namedyritughness, is able to determine
the strength of the emerging universalityThen, we compare the categorizations dfetent
simulated populations, and we measure the dispersion af ¢beor naming patterns. This
allow us to quantify the relative strength of the bias as carag to the intrinsic stochasticity
introduced by the underlying cultural process. Once stsiitally generated configurations
appear with high consensus during the dynamics, they f&atahe ensuing evolution as a
sort of frozen accidents flectively competing, in this way, with the ordering tendeunicie to
the bias. From this perspective it is easy to explain whynedopting the human JND function,
single populations can deviate considerably from the aleskuniversal patterns. We argue that
our results allow to better understand what a “weak” biasaig] how it may determine the
emergence of the universal properties of language.

3.1. Artificial INDs

As described above, only two JND functions have been testpdevious works, namely the
human and the flat uniform JNDs. The realistic case had irntddm contrasted with an unbiased

SGenerally, one refers to the term roughness to quantify énical deviations of a generic function (in our case the
JND function) with respect to an ideal curve (in our case @sstant average value). Here, we do not enter in further
details and avoid to make the argument quantitative bedhisould go beyond the aim of this paper. When we refer
to the term roughness we shall mean a qualitative notionugjhoess.
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Figure 2: Artificial JNDs. Each panel depicts one of the artificial JNDs used in the é@xgeits (continuous
lines). Caser is the empirical fit of the human JND (dashed line, all panelstained according to the expression
IND(X) = c1 + Cp cos@x+ C3) + ca4(x— 0.5)2, wherecy, ¢,, C3, ¢4 anda are fitting constants. Casgsy ands are obtained
by constant increases of tagparameter. Curveis a Gaussian-like JND, while cagés a reflection of the JIND around
the average value (with a further prescription avoidingatieg values of the JND).

one. Here, we exploit the opportunitffered by numerical simulations to tesftérent, artificial,
JNDs. The aim of this new experiment is to understand whetmeragreement with data is
related to the specific shape of the human JND or rather it eathieved, in the framework of
the model, with any JND. Of course, any bijettive functiofiied in [0, 1) could play the role
of a JND, and a systematic exploration is therefore unfégsitor would it be useful. Rather,
we start from the human JND, fit it empirically, and then mgdtie fitted function so as to
progressively diverge from the original one. In particiee insert local extreme points (minima
and maxima) to increase the roughness of the JND. Furthesm consider also a Gauss-
shaped JND as well as an inverted human JND. Fifilire 2 sketichexlopted functions. The
key quantity studied here is, again, the dispergiomefined in Eq.[{ll) among languages, which
is the natural measurement (complementary) of the degrsiendlfrity, as already discussed in
the literature Kay & Regier (2003).

Figure[3 shows the outcome of the numerical experiments iinsgveral artificial INDs.

It is clear that the human JND, along with slight variatioristp performs well, while more
irregular functions (cases vy, 6) weaken the agreement with the empirical data. The Gaussian
like function and the inverse JND (case®nd/), perform worse than the human JND even
thought not dramatically bad. It is worth stressing thatritlative error between the simulated
values and the experimental one is plotted in logarithmédes¢Figure B, bottom) and that an
error below 10% can very well be considered as noticeablyllsgneen the simplicity of the
Category Game model.

Overall, it is clear that smooth JNDs produce a weaker diigg@f the color naming patterns
across dferent populations, and vice versa rough JNDs force a langi&mmnity. This allows
us to conclude that roughness is a parameter determiningtribiegth of the bias. The amount
of universality observed in a set of languages dependsftireréalso) on a specific property of
the cognitive bias. Speculatively, this result suggests tiad the human JND been less smooth,
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Figure 3:Numerical World Color Survey with artificial INDs. Top: the dispersion of the JND case normalized by the
neutral one is plotted for populations of sike= 100. Bottom: the relative error between the average digpersand
the experimental resulg = |[sim— exg/expis plotted (in %). Diterent JNDs are named after Figlite 2. The horizontal
line indicates the experimental valugld obtained by the analysis of WCS datalin (Kay & Rédier. P008jtical bars
refer to the variation of values in the late stage of the sétiam, in the range.5 x 10° — 2 x 10° games per agent.

we would have observed a greater regularity in color namattems across flerent languages.
It is also important to highlight that the human JND happensroduce a very good agreement
with experimental data, arttlis is not a trivial finding, since gierent JINDs can perform much
worse Said in other words, the model is in fact sensitive to thepstaf the JND, and that the
human JND happens to produce a small discrepancy betwesimthkations and the WCS dHta

3.2. Fluctuations

In the previous section we focused on the question: how theng the result of our model
to the particular form of JND curve? It turned out that thenfoof the JND function matters,
i.e., choices dferent from the “human” one do not agree, in statistical te(ohsstering of
languages), with the empirical WCS data. However we canndetestimate theynamical
and stochasticnature of our model: indeed, it does not simply optimizes s@ort of energy
landscape associated to the external constraint (e.g.NBbecidirve). On the contrary, it goes
through a sequence of trials, errors, and successes thabaeasily forgotten andfiect the
successive evolution of the category pattern, as pointédya recent study based on time-
dependent statistical correlation functiohs (Mukherje@lle2011). Such a history-dependent
“cultural” process leads to a final state not necessarilinggdtwith respect to the JND function,
implying that constraint is only weak biago the category formation.

Let us now address this problem in a quantitative way, fowen the structure of categories,
as represented by their centroids. To this extent, we sim8l@0 independent populations each
one withN = 200 agents: all the simulations start from a blank slate amdtapped at f0yames
per agent, when a quasi-stationary state with high comnatimé&esuccess has been reached. The

4See alsol (Baronchelli etldl., 2010) for the robustness afethesults against changes in the other parameters of the
model (such as population size, time of measurement, envieat the populations are exposed to, etc.).
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Figure 4: Numerical World Color Survey with human and neutral JNDs: structure of categories. The two solid
curves represent the histograms of position of categonyrgiels obtained in simulations with the human (black cyrve
and neutral JND (blue curve). As a reference, the inversheohtiman JND, rescaled by a constant factor, is displayed
(red dashed curve). In the central region strong correlatiseen between the centroid distribution from “humaa®lik
simulations and the inverse of the human JND, while the en&cof unbiased simulations is flat in the same region.
Strong oscillations near the two extrema (0 and 1) are ajsteecin both models, typical of “hard boundaries”. The
solid circles displayed at the bottom of the graph reprefentaverage pattern” of the 150 populations which display
14 categories at the end of “human-like” simulations.

m; categories shared by tiNagents are identified in theth population and their centroids are
averaged across thi¢ agents, giving rise to the population category patsgra {Xi, Xz, ..., Xm;}
wherex; € (0, 1) is the average centroid of tireh category.

First, we verify that some correlation exists between thecstire of categories and the JND
curve used in the simulation. For this purpose we computkigtiegram of all centroid positions
% from all populations, displayed in the main graph of Figlite #he black curve is the
distribution of centroid positions in populations simel@twith the human JND, the blue one
is obtained with a neutral (flat) JND. The red dashed curvéasitverse of the human JND
curve, rescaled by a constant factor (for the purpose ofalispy it on the same scale). Itis clear
that - in the central regior [0.2,0.8] of the light spectra - a strong correlation exists between
the distribution of centroids and the inverse of the JND eui@entroids are more easily found
where the JND is smaller, i.e., where the perceptual resolyower of agents is higher. More
interesting is the presence of large oscillations nearvleeextremes (0 and 1) in both human
and neutral simulations: indeed such oscillations are duéeé presence of hard boundaries,
i.e., to the fact that no centroids can appear too close to@ (precisely at distance smaller
than the JND in the extrema, which 4s 0.02 for humans and 0.01 in the neutral model).
Such dfect strongly resembles the oscillations of density foritiglof hard spheres near a wall
(Hansen & McDonald, 2006). It is expected that simulatioiits weriodic boundary conditions
do not display those oscillations.

For the purpose of estimating how large is the influence of #IN® on the structure of
categories, we focus only on simulations with the human JMD with a final number of
categoriesn = 14. We sampled 5000 filerent populations. Populations with the human JND
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Figure 5: Numerical World Color Survey with human JNDs: weakness of the bias. The histogram of the squared
distanced = i:lfl(Xj —%)? between the position of theth centroid and its average (“typical”) value. Black dapnesent

the statistics of those populations displaying 14 lindaisategories at the end of Category Game simulations wéh th
human JND, which were roughly 1300 over the total 5000 considered populations. The insplays the actual values

of d for each population. Green and red data come from a “Randoatfemvhere each “language” is produced by a
uniform random distribution of 14 category centroids. Adam case with a very large number of languages (red curve)
represents the “ideal” statistics of such a model. The dtgtsd from the average pattern (shown in the inset) appear to
have a larger averaghang than the Category Game modkig (where byd we refer to the mean value of the random
and the CG cases, respectively), but since we are intergstkd fluctuations we have rescaled the random model data,
dividing them byarand/acg, in order to compare the histograms. A power lawfix 3 is also shown as a guide for the
eye.

happen to have a number of categories between 9 and 19 withshbped distribution, whose
maximum ¢ 1300 populations out of the 5000 simulated) isret 14. So the choicen = 14
corresponds to single out the largest available group ofifadions ending up with a givem. We
computed the average, or “typical”, pattern of categoresHis sub-groups = {X1, X, ..., X14}.
The 14 average positions of typical centroids are displatatie bottom of Figurgl4. We can
now ask how far the patters) of each populatiorj (in the group of those with 14 categories)
is from the typical oné&. The simplest tool to this end is the Euclidean (squaredpuie
di = Is; - 5% = 3.0 — %)? of the j-th population from the typical pattern. The 1300
values ofd; obtained are shown in the inset graph of Figure 5. While inisitively clear
that such a distance can take values distinctly larger tleao, z2 quantitative assessment of
this observation can be obtained by computing the disiohubdf the values ofij, which we
report in the main graph of Figufé 5. It appears that on a decédarge values (in between
~ 0.01 + 0.1) the distribution is quite broad: a possible power-lawaye(d) ~ d=® (with
a ~ 3) could approximate the fat tail, nevertheless this cabeajuaranteed with our available
statistics. More compelling is the comparison between titegbry Game results and those from
a “Random model” where the 14 centroids are independentyuaiformly distributed on the
segment [01]. On one hand the red dashed curve in Figdre 5, coming fromualation of 1¢
random languages, illustrates the “ideal” distributiorsoth a model, which has an exponential
cut-of for large distances. On the other hand the green curve atlmesgaluate also finite size
13



effects, by taking into account only 1300 random languagesich a case the histogram is noisy
but close to the ideal one and it is not as broad as the oneddiathe Category Game.

In conclusion we find that in the Category Game - with a nonligiéde probability - a
population may display a category pattern quite far fromtyipécal one. Thus, “typical” does
not mean “certain”. The bias induced by the external comgt{the human JND) is not strong
enough to attract all patterns to a typical configuratiord #re history-dependent dynamics
may lead a population into states only weakffeated by the JND. Repeating such an analysis
with different choices ofn # 14 leads to similar results with compatible power-law exgrus,
signaling the robustness of the result. It might be intémgsto repeat the study of these
fluctuations of “distances” from the typical pattern wittethctual data of the WCS. However
the number of available languages is too small, and resigithe analysis to a given number of
color terms would reduce the statistics even more. For tressons we did not pursue this idea.

4. Discussion and conclusion

Our analysis clarifies the mechanism through which a weakitiog bias ends up influencing
the structure of a language. We have focused on the protatlypase of color categorization
and we have investigated the Category Game model. Previadges showed that in this
framework the presence of the JND bias triggers the emeegehaniversal color naming
patterns whose statistical properties are in striking egient with the ones observed in the WCS

(Baronchelli et al, 2010). Here we have further shown that:

1. The particular form assumed by the cognitive bias (ie shape and roughness of the JIND
function) does fiect the properties of the universality patterns generaggddmodel. The
fact that the human JND produces such a good agreement witW@S data is therefore
genuinely remarkable.

2. Afurther source of biases is given by the evolutionaryadgits. While the JND is universal
and would tend to uniform the category patterns ovdfedént languages, the specific
evolution of each language acts in the opposite directiombpducing frozen accidents
and randomness in the process. Quantitatively, the disioitb of the distances from the
typical pattern of the various languages exhibits a fat wdilich indicates the possibility of
significant, “culture”-dependent, deviations.

These conclusions arise from a series of numerical expatsria which the agents were
informed with artificially manipulated JNDs. It is worth esing that, at least to our knowledge,
there are no previous attempts to connect experimental(datathe ones of the WCS) to a
single characteristic (i.e., the roughness) afpecifichuman cognitive feature (i.e., the JND)
through a quantitative test of a computational model. Is tiespect, a remark is in order on
the agreement with the data obtained when the human JND &dmyed. Whether this is an
(extremely, actually) fortunate coincidence or has mooéqamd reasons can not be “proved” in
this context. The task of simulations is that of testing teéioal hypothesis, showing whether
they are realistic, and checking for the implicatidns (&aex al.| 2009).

What we have proven is that a cognitive b@snin fact induce universality, to be intended
in a statistical sense, and that the shape of this bias carendé the degree of universality (i.e.,
regularity across dierent languages). The quite large cross-linguistic vditalof the color
naming patterns emergent in population endowed with thedmudND indicates that strong
deviations from the most common patterns are possible. Toadbess of the fluctuations
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distribution suggests that its origin could be dynamica,, irelated to a single population’s
history, which was already proven to be highly correlatedikierjee et all, 2011). This clarifies
that universality has to be intended in a statistical sesisee the history of a language can shield
the uniforming &ect of a given bias.

It is worth noting that weak biases have been treated alsglation to their impact on cultural
transmission (Boyd & Richerson, 1988). In particular, Kiet al. (20077) have investigated how
a biological bias can translate into universal linguistiogerties in the context of the Iterated
Learning frameworkl (Kirblyl 2001), assuming that learngplya the principles of Bayesian
inference@m@ The central result is that culteeasmission can magnify weak biases
into strong universals, while strong biases could be sbilay transmission bottleneck. In the
same framework, Gffiths & Kalish (2007) showed that linguistic structure can sgeewhen
language learners use learning algorithms only slighthgéd towards structured languages. In
our view, our work nicely complements these important rtssiby showing that the history of
each language can introduce non-biological constrainfaréser biases shaping the language
itself. While the Iterated Learning approach has shed laghthe interplay between biology
and cultural transmission in a formal way, we have tacklednfa diferent perspective, the
relationship between biology and cultural evolution.

Very recently, finally, Xu et d1[(2013) have shown that ctatdransmission produces schemes
of color categorization similar to those observed in the WE% laboratory experiment in
which chain of individuals simulated the Iterated Learnsgheme with a pre-determined
number of terms. In particular, the authors borrow toolsrfrimformation theory to show a
significant match between their experiments and the WCS ddto in this case, we believe
that the Category Game represents a valuable complemeapargach fiering (i) a possible
mechanism determining the cultural evolution of the smalthber of color names observed in
all the languages of the WCS, and (ii) suggesting with qeatinte evidence that the underlying
cognitive bias, magnified by cultural transmission in ﬁ@ ) experiment, can in fact
be the human JND function.

In conclusion, we believe that our analysis has potentiallyreaching consequences, even
beyond the debate on linguistic universals. It shows thatpdational models are nowadays
able to substantiate th@edankenexperimeapproach in those cases in which the latter has so
far been the only tool in the hands of Cognitive Scientists.
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Appendix: The Category Game model

For convenience, we reproduce the pseudo-code of the Cgté&mme model from the
Supplementary Information df (Puglisi et al., 2008).

The game is played by a population bf individuals. Each individual is characterized
by its partition of the [01) perceptual channel in non-overlapping contiguous segsne
henceforth calledperceptual) categoriesEach category has an associated inventory of words,
which constitutes its linguistic counterpart. Individsiare endowed with the capability of
transmitting words to each other and interacting non-listizally via pointing at stimuli from
the environment.

At each time step = 1, 2, .., two individuals (one as the speaker and the other as thetear
are randomly chosen to interact. They facgcaneof M stimuli, i.e. M real numbers randomly
chosen from the interval [Q), with M > 2, where each pai, y cannot be closer than a minimal
distance set by ND(x). One of the stimuli is the topib for the speaker to communicate to the
hearer. Results in this paper are obtained Witk 2.

The interaction involves the following steps:

Discrimination
The speaker perceives the scene, i.e., assigns each gimal[D, 1) in the scene to one
of its categories. The category associated with a stimiulsishe unique segment, [) of
the individual perceptual channel in which it holds i < r. A stimulusk is said to be
discriminatedby categoryc, if k is the only stimulus of the scene to be associated. to
In other words, ifk is discriminated byc, then given any stimulug in the scene it holds
jece j=k.

There are two possibilities for the topic

either his already discriminated by a categary

or hand a non-empty s@ of different stimulii fall in the same categony.

In the latter case, the speaker refines the category partiiats perceptual channel to
discriminate the topic. Given the the two stimayb for which it holdsa = maxofi : i < h}

andb = minicofi : i > h}, categoryc is split into new categories by new boundaries at
(a+h)/2and b+ b)/zﬁ Each new category inherits the linguistic inventorgpplus a new
word.

Word transmission

After discrimination, the speaker transmits a word thantdies the topic to the hearer.

If a previous successful communication event has occurreld thi¢ discriminating
category, the speaker transmits the word that yielded thaess;

else the speaker transmits the new word added to the discrimipattegory when it was
created.

51f h> i, Vi (h < i, Vi) thena (b) is not defined, and of course the corresponding new bourislayt created.
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Word reception

The hearer receives the transmitted word, and by lookintp aépertoire, identifies the set
of all categories

(i) whose inventories contain the transmitted word and
(i) that are associated to at least one stimulus in the scene.

Guessing and outcomes of the game

There are now several mutually exclusive possibilitiesifierhearer:

a The setis empty;

b The set contains only one category, corresponding to aesstghulus in the scene;

¢ The set contains only one category, corresponding to maredhe stimulus in the scene;
d The set contains more than one category.

Then:

if a The hearer cannot infer which is the topic, and communicigeperplexity to the
speake

if b There is only a candidate stimulus for the hearer, who peaihits
if cord The hearer points randomly at one of its candidate stimuli.

At this point, the speaker unveils the topic via pointingd @oth individuals become aware
of the result of their interaction, that is

successif the stimulus pointed by the hearer corresponds to thetopi
failure in all the other cases.

Updating

Independent of the outcome of the game, the hearer checkshevhéhe topic is
discriminated by one of its categories. If not, she disanames the topic following the
same discrimination procedure described above.

Then:

in case of failure the hearer adds the transmitted word to the category disa@ting the
topic;

in case of succesdoth agents delete all the other words but the transmittedimm the
inventories of the categories that discriminate the topic.

6We can image that individuals have a built-in conventiareli way of doing this, for instance pointing at the sky.
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