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Abstract

Endangered languages, such as Navajo—the
most widely spoken Native American lan-
guage—are significantly underrepresented in
contemporary language technologies, exac-
erbating the challenges of their preserva-
tion and revitalization. This study evaluates
Google’s large language model (LLM)-based
language identification system, which consis-
tently misidentifies Navajo, exposing inherent
limitations when applied to low-resource Na-
tive American languages. To address this, we
introduce a random forest classifier trained
on Navajo and eight frequently confused lan-
guages. Despite its simplicity, the classi-
fier achieves near-perfect accuracy (97-100%),
significantly outperforming Google’s LLM-
based system. Additionally, the model demon-
strates robustness across other Athabaskan lan-
guages—a family of Native American lan-
guages spoken primarily in Alaska, the Pa-
cific Northwest, and parts of the Southwest-
ern United States—suggesting its potential
for broader application. Our findings under-
score the pressing need for NLP systems that
prioritize linguistic diversity and adaptability
over centralized, one-size-fits-all solutions, es-
pecially in supporting underrepresented lan-
guages in a multicultural world. This work
directly contributes to ongoing efforts to ad-
dress cultural biases in language models and
advocates for the development of culturally lo-
calized NLP tools that serve diverse linguistic
communities.

1 Introduction

The urgency of preserving endangered languages
is not merely a linguistic issue but one deeply
connected to the preservation of cultural, histor-
ical, and ecological knowledge (Tulloch, 2006;
Zariquiey et al., 2022; Zhang et al., 2022; Cusenza
and Çöltekin, 2024). These languages reflect the
intellectual heritage of diverse communities, play-
ing a critical role in maintaining global cultural
diversity. Yet, despite this significance, the develop-
ment of language technologies has been dispropor-
tionately focused on languages with large speaker

Figure 1: Recognizing Navajo (and other Athabaskan
languages) presents significant challenges for central-
ized models like Google Translate. Our model addresses
these challenges effectively.

bases and economic clout, leaving languages with
smaller populations—such as Native American lan-
guages—largely unsupported.

This study centers on Navajo, the most widely
spoken Native American language (Dietrich et al.,
2022), which remains vastly underrepresented
in widely-used digital platforms like Google
Translate, powered by large language models
(LLMs) (Google Cloud, 2024). The lack of com-
prehensive linguistic datasets and dedicated tools
impedes both language preservation and learning
efforts (Shamsfard, 2019). This technological gap
is even more pronounced for other Native Amer-
ican languages, many of which are on the verge
of extinction due to minimal technological integra-
tion and educational resources (Meredith, 2013;
Flavelle and Lachler, 2023).

Our investigation into Google Translate’s per-
formance on the Navajo 10k dataset (Goldhahn
et al., 2012) revealed consistent misidentification
of Navajo as unrelated languages, exposing signifi-
cant shortcomings in its algorithmic treatment of
Native American languages. In response, we de-
veloped a language identification model tailored
to accurately distinguish Navajo from frequently
misidentified languages, achieving near-perfect ac-
curacy. This success illustrates that low-resource
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languages, often overlooked by major technolog-
ical platforms, can be effectively supported with
targeted approaches and resources. Beyond Navajo,
we extended our model to other languages in the
Athabaskan family—including Western Apache,
Mescalero Apache, Jicarilla Apache, and Lipan
Apache (George and Lopraisová). Our model’s ro-
bustness across these related languages underscores
its potential applicability across broader linguistic
groups (see Figure 1). This suggests a viable path
for NLP technologies to not only support individual
endangered languages but to facilitate revitalization
efforts across entire language families.

We highlight how centralization in language
technology disproportionately benefits global
languages, often sidelining underrepresented
languages and thus contributing to the erosion
of linguistic diversity (Schneider, 2022). Our find-
ings underscore the feasibility of creating decentral-
ized, robust language identification tools, which, by
focusing on the unique needs of specific languages,
can play a significant role in preserving endangered
languages. Furthermore, it offers promising path-
ways for leveraging NLP tools across culturally
and linguistically related groups, enriching both
academic research and community-driven language
revitalization by fostering tools that are responsive
to the specific needs of these communities. This
aligns with the broader goal of developing NLP
technologies that not only accommodate but also
actively support the linguistic and cultural diversity
of our vibrant multicultural world.

2 Background

While there are studies on endangered lan-
guages (Zariquiey et al., 2022; Zhang et al., 2022;
Cusenza and Çöltekin, 2024), their integration into
business technologies remains insufficient. For ex-
ample, although Google Translate supports over a
hundred languages, it fails to include Navajo, often
providing inaccurate or irrelevant suggestions. This
gap highlights the limited support for Native Amer-
ican languages. Similarly, advanced NLP models,
such as ChatGPT, struggle with Navajo due to a
lack of training data, which is predominantly de-
rived from more widely spoken languages (Hangya
et al., 2022).

The scarcity of digital resources for Navajo fur-
ther compounds these challenges, as it lacks suf-
ficient digital presence needed for effective NLP
tool development (Magueresse et al., 2020). This
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Figure 2: Misdetected languages by Google Language
Detection API, along with their frequency counts.

scarcity not only limits the use of standard NLP
methodologies but also hampers preservation and
revitalization efforts. These issues reflect broader
market-driven priorities in language technology,
which overlook less commercially viable languages
(Costa-jussà et al., 2022), creating significant barri-
ers to preserving cultural heritage and emphasizing
the need for more inclusive technological support
for endangered languages (Todacheeny, 2014).

3 Identification for NatAm Languages

The benefits of Native American language identifi-
cation (especially for underrepresented ones such
as Navajo) are twofold: to bolster the development
of linguistic tools tailored to these languages, and
to aid in their preservation and revitalization (Mo-
hanty et al., 2023). Effective identification is foun-
dational for creating technologies that understand
and process these languages, addressing the signifi-
cant digital divide in language technology support
(Mohanty et al., 2024).

Our evaluation aims at a detailed assessment of
the models’ capability to accurately recognize and
differentiate between Native American languages
and others. By understanding the strengths and
limitations of our models, we can refine our tech-
niques to better serve the needs of Native American
language communities.

3.1 Benchmark Construction

To construct our dataset for evaluating language
identification models, we used two distinct ap-
proaches to account for the diversity and speci-
ficity needed to test our models thoroughly. The



first dataset was formed based on eight languages
that Google Translate frequently misidentifies as
Navajo. This subset includes samples from sev-
eral unrelated languages that Google’s algorithm
erroneously suggests as similar, namely Icelandic,
Lingala, Wolof, Czech, Polish, Manx, Fulah and
Yoruba, with their distribution shown in Figure
2. Each entry consists of 1k or 10k sentences ex-
tracted from the Leipzig corpora (Goldhahn et al.,
2012), ensuring standardization against the Navajo
10k dataset in terms of linguistic features and con-
texts.

The second dataset focuses on languages from
the Athabaskan family, which are linguistically
related to Navajo, including Western Apache,
Mescalero Apache, Jicarilla Apache, and Lipan
Apache (Saxon, 2023). A sample of aligned words
across these languages are included in Appendix
A. To compile this dataset, we curated a limited
sample of texts contributed by native speakers and
language preservation organizations. Specifically,
we collected texts in Western Apache (Glosbe,
2024), Mescalero Apache (Library, 2024), Jicarilla
Apache (Wikipedia, 2024), and Lipan Apache (In-
dians.org, 2024). These curated texts not only
enrich the model’s exposure to authentic linguis-
tic scenarios but also enable the evaluation of its
ability to discern subtle linguistic nuances among
closely related languages, thereby enhancing the
precision and applicability of our language identifi-
cation models.

3.2 Model Specifics

For the language identification task, we used a Ran-
dom Forest classifier (Ho, 1995) with 100 trees for
its robustness, interpretability, and effectiveness in
handling complex classification tasks. The model
builds multiple decision trees and predicts by aggre-
gating their results, which reduces overfitting and
enhances generalization. This model was chosen
for its high interpretability, crucial when working
with lesser-known languages, as it helps identify
key features that distinguish languages, supporting
linguistic analysis and improving endangered lan-
guage identification. Additionally, its simplicity
and widespread use make it ideal for replication
and comparison with similar research.

3.3 Experimental Results

Our experimental evaluation of the Random Forest
classifier is conducted using a dataset that included
Navajo, labeled as ’0’, alongside a selection of lan-
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Figure 3: Our solution’s classification results for nine
languages. The x-axis is the predicted language classes,
while the y-axis is the true language classes. The diag-
onal elements represent the number of correctly clas-
sified instances for each language, while off-diagonal
elements indicate misclassifications. The intensity of
the color indicates the frequency of classifications. La-
bels on x and y axes correspond to languages in Table 1.

Language Class Precision Recall F1-score Support

Navajo 0 0.97 1.00 0.98 1980
Icelandic 1 0.99 0.99 0.99 1989
Lingala 2 0.99 0.97 0.98 265
Wolof 3 1.00 0.99 0.99 2023
Czech 4 0.97 0.95 0.96 2028
Polish 5 0.96 0.98 0.97 1970
Manx 6 0.99 0.99 0.99 1974
Fulah 7 0.96 0.92 0.94 219

Yoruba 8 0.99 0.98 0.99 2010

Table 1: Detailed classification results for each lan-
guage: precision, recall, f1-score, and support counts.

guages that Google Translate frequently misiden-
tifies as similar to Navajo. The dataset comprised
57,832 training samples and 14,458 test samples,
each vectorized into 5,000 features to capture a
wide range of linguistic attributes. The classifier
achieved an overall accuracy of 98%, demonstrat-
ing its strong capability to distinguish Navajo from
the misidentified languages.

The performance metrics show high precision,
recall, and f1-scores across all tested languages,
with Navajo achieving a precision of 0.97, a re-
call of 1.00, and an f1-score of 0.98, as shown
in Table 1. These results highlight the classifier’s
effectiveness in accurately differentiating Navajo
from other unrelated languages, which are often er-
roneously suggested by Google Translate. The con-
fusion matrix in Figure 3 highlights the classifier’s
performance, particularly for Navajo. The model
achieved 1,976 true positives for Navajo, with only
a few false negatives. These results demonstrate



Figure 4: Family Tree for Athabaskan Languages

Language Classified as Navajo Total Sentences

Western Apache 96.00% 25
Mescalero Apache 100.00% 32
Jicarilla Apache 92.31% 13
Lipan Apache 62.16% 37

Table 2: Classification Results for Apache Languages:
Percentage of sentences classified as Navajo and total
number of sentences examined for each type of Apache
language (out of 107 sentences).

the model’s robustness in identifying Navajo and
underscore its potential for supporting language
identification in underrepresented Native Ameri-
can languages. Nevertheless, addressing the few
misclassifications through enhanced training could
further improve accuracy and generalization.

The stable performance of our classifier reveals a
flaw in Google Translate’s language identification:
its lack of support for Native American languages,
including Navajo. This absence contributes to the
erroneous suggestions of linguistically unrelated
languages, highlighting a critical need to include
these languages in global technology platforms to
better respect and reflect linguistic diversity.

3.4 Model Generalizability
Following the successful differentiation of Navajo
from languages inaccurately suggested by Google
Translate, we further tested the classifier’s capabil-
ity with our second dataset of curated Apache lan-
guages. Upon running this subset through the clas-
sifier, initially trained to distinguish Navajo from
other languages, we observed that the classifier of-
ten identified these Apache languages as Navajo.
This result is particularly significant given the lin-
guistic similarities within the Athabaskan language
family, to which both Navajo and the Apache lan-
guages belong. The classifier’s performance here
underscores its ability not only to identify Navajo
with high accuracy but also to generalize across
related languages within the same family. This gen-
eralizability is indicative of the model’s potential
utility in broader linguistic applications, especially
in creating tools that support multiple but related

Native American languages.

These findings also raise interesting questions
about the classifier’s sensitivity to the nuances be-
tween closely related languages and its potential
role in developing more sophisticated NLP tools
that can accurately differentiate between languages
with subtle linguistic differences. The detection
for Navajo performed best for Western Apache and
Mescalero Apache, as shown in Table 2. Both these
languages fall under the Western Apachean sub-
group along with Navajo, as shown in Figure 4. On
the other hand, Jicarilla Apache and in particular,
Lipan Apache, performed less well in Navajo de-
tection, which could be because they fall under the
Eastern Apachean subgroup. This could be pivotal
for linguistic preservation, allowing for the devel-
opment of specialized educational and communi-
cational tools tailored to each language’s unique
characteristics.

4 Conclusion and Future Work

This study demonstrates the effectiveness of our
Random Forest classifier in accurately distinguish-
ing Navajo from languages commonly misidenti-
fied by Google Translate, as well as effectively
recognising related Athabaskan languages. These
results highlight the potential for broader applica-
tions in language identification, particularly for un-
derrepresented languages. Our findings highlight a
significant gap in support for Native American lan-
guages in current digital platforms, and highlight
the need for refined, inclusive language models.
This work illustrates the promise of using machine
learning to improve digital accessibility and usabil-
ity for endangered languages, thereby contributing
to language preservation efforts.

Future work can focus on expanding the classi-
fier’s training to include additional Native Amer-
ican languages, improving its adaptability, and
extending its utility to different language groups.
The development of tools capable of distinguishing
closely related languages is crucial for support-
ing educational and communication needs within
Native communities. We also advocate the decen-
tralisation of NLP research efforts, emphasising
the need for targeted investment in endangered lan-
guages. Such initiatives are essential to ensure that
advances in language technology promote linguis-
tic equity, thereby preserving cultural diversity and
heritage in the digital age.



Limitations

While the study successfully demonstrates the
Random Forest classifier’s efficacy in distinguish-
ing Navajo from languages commonly misidenti-
fied by Google Translate and identifying related
Athabaskan languages, it does have limitations
that impact its broader applicability. Firstly, the
language variety included in the study is limited;
the classifier was tested primarily against a small
set of languages suggested by Google and a few
Athabaskan languages. This narrow scope might
not capture the classifier’s effectiveness across a
broader range of Native American languages, po-
tentially limiting its utility for other endangered
language families. Secondly, the experimental de-
sign assumes a binary distinction between Navajo
and other languages without considering the intra-
group variations and dialectical differences that ex-
ist within the Athabaskan language family, which
could affect the classifier’s accuracy in real-world
applications. Lastly, the reliance on vectorized
features of 5,000 dimensions may overlook some
finer linguistic nuances, which are crucial for dis-
tinguishing between closely related languages. Ad-
dressing these limitations in future work will be
essential for developing more robust and widely
applicable language identification systems.

Ethics

Ethical considerations are paramount in the devel-
opment of language technology, especially for Na-
tive American languages, which are deeply inter-
twined with cultural identity and heritage. This
study emphasizes the importance of respectful en-
gagement with these communities, recognizing the
cultural, spiritual, and historical significance of
their languages. Technology development involv-
ing Native American languages should proceed
with close collaboration with native speakers and
community leaders to ensure that these tools sup-
port and reinforce language preservation rather than
contributing to cultural homogenization or appro-
priation. Additionally, data privacy and consent
are critical, as much of the linguistic data involves
sensitive cultural content. Ensuring that commu-
nities retain control over how their linguistic re-
sources are used is essential for maintaining trust
and upholding ethical standards in research. More-
over, to ensure transparency and foster research,
we have made our code and datasets used publicly
available through an anonymous GitHub (https:

//github.com/isitnavajo/NavajoDetector).
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A Aligned Words Across Native
American Languages

Figure 5 lists 20 aligned words in four Native Amer-
ican languages, together with their English and
French translations.



Figure 5: Aligned Words from Chiricahua Apache Mimbreno Nde Nation (2024).
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