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Methodolog

The Kurdish language and its many variations Applying Evaluative Language Mapping Typology (ELM-T) proposed by [20] in six sections:

have been actively researched [1| with little con- 1. Technical Digital aspects — Interactivity in use and creation
census about their classifications. Fundamental setup Accessibility — Colorblind-friendly palette [21]
issues are still occupying recent work |2, 3|: 2. Context Social context — Author = Audience
: : and theme Map language(s) — En, De, Ku, Ar, ...
e Gorani and Zazaki to be T : : —— e
standalone languages [4, 5| 3. Type of Language varieties treated — Identification & Categorization of varieties
’ language map Other types — Language classification taxonomies & diachronic extension
e Gorani and Zazaki are part of Data sources — References to publications
4. The data : . .
the Kurdish language [6, 7, 8, 9, 10]. Data selection — Choice of data and grouping
5. Visualisations

Canvas — Administrative divisions and borders

e Zazaki and Gorani are one dialect |11, 9| and other
cebresentational Visualisation of key data — From labels & polygons to heatmaps
¢ Them being separate dialects [12, 13]. pst:ategies Overlap of points/polygons — Colours & textures

This work aims to shed light on Kurdish dialec- .l Possible motivation and bias — Interest & advancement of knowledge
, , ) i 6. Critique . .. o ,
tology via the creation of an interactive map. Limitations — Scope & ambiguity of data and third party usage

Data & Ve

Relat

Early work on Kurdish dialect geography |5], Utilizing various R-Packages, we now have information for 3551 distinct Kurdish Amudki
proposed a division of the Kurdish language into locations, considering the second layer of administrative boundaries of the Deriki
. . . R . ||Khorasani Kurmanji
the three dialect groups Northern, Central countries Iran, Iraq, Syria and Turkey. ""”k”:_""" ™ orfa Kurmani
. . . . . . . ine'i
and Southern Kurdish, which have been the Scouring the plethora of scientific publications rewarded us with a list of over Sanandai Mihemedi
basis for much of the linguistic work for Kurdish. 100 dialect names of varying granularity and specificity in their definition Southern Jafi Za;zs_“_‘
. o, o . . . . . anaini
Later sub-classifications took place Northern and geographic position and linguistic classification. W:r"‘a“_“a Kochgir
orani
Kurdish (Kurmanji) first into five [14|, later N urd 2 CoLmT PR Sarhadi
. . . . . Iran . Tori
adjusted into three |15| distinct dialect groups. - ot SR, L I@; Baban T
B R e i oot Tutkey oome Birjend
- o KT L ROLI Y Pl Y A i Garmiyani Hend
o o . L0, e %‘L:‘-’L'Ff%;i‘irﬁ [ ﬁli;’ e vy’ y A
New understanding grows upon and rectifies prior ﬁ‘*f;%ﬁ Y S as: T2 =il 2By Hewler Cezir
L. s ':-n'.;___iv 9] m_;-!.{*:.“ AE_::;-?‘Q;*I}_Z;;-_’}M-{' _ e T ; &V =4 3, ] L Arclalar_’ui : Ji hiri
work as can be seen by [16] writing about the A g ae . ST A P G Babani Khanaquin e
i@%ﬁq‘ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ SR, D W VA Sahins S Pizhdar Qocani
often referenced work of [17]: T s, SR g ‘ Hrﬁff’ﬂ@?{ NS et —— Senjari
“It seems obvious that the seven subgroups identi- B~ A f‘“ [ AR X W o Suleimanni Judikanl
5 NI -if T T (P [ Hever i Yuneki
fied by (Fattah, 2000) cannot be treated as clear- N T o | L SlAl Wem Arbil
. S \:Lﬂ NS o __,\{_\};.h‘.—w;[_,__,f--f ”_“h‘ \kf; \ Hetr_"nanshah| Kerkuki
cut, sharply-defined bundles of dialects. They — PRV Fa N M) B — po—r
0 c 0 c c x / ;'mf 4 ':}:“”TE“I: T\:f- “"'5:‘-]- krﬁ“-_--.-. A !f";-'—*ii 5 ™ r ::]grl::*e n Kurmanji o =
show considerable internal variation and in some {/ TPSEAORININR N B oo somai” Kamyaran Badre'
. . : : : AN VAR <2 § caN v (IR w70 SRS uthern Zazaki - : :
cases seem to include dialects manifesting highly — G XN TR ) A wester Krmani Diwandara Kurdish | _Garrus
: : L, : W AT L NA Snayi, Senayi Malekshahi
diverging features. Some varieties cannot be easily >0 N[ oy Fayzullabagi || Laki Southern Kurdish
ascribed to any specific subgroup, but are transi- AN === Tilakaw Kermanshahi
tional between subgroups.” T— Sarshiwt Kordal
. . | 200 mi | P E——— Laylakhi, Laylakht ||Peripheral Kermanshahic
The here allured concept of dialect continuum . et —

C t t t b 1 t . R f th f th K d h d 1 t Kurdali, Kordali, Palai||Kalhori-Sanjabi-Zangane
1s crucial for under standing or even displaying HITEHL PTOtOLype (built in R) o VHE Hiap 01 LAe AUTEISHL ALaieens. | Kushnaw Kalhor
the KurdiSh language. rrdl Ve R Qapt=rach ' P Judeo-Kurdish Sanjabi

. Northern Kurmanji Kolyai
Work on Kurdish language, regardless of produc- Bayezidi Luri
ing a map or not, tends to focus on just a few or Bitlis Kurmanji ""a°;°_&IG‘fra“‘
. . . , ajelani
only a single dialect: Northern Kurdish [14], E“;e"";"KK”rmarff' Bayray
. - ush Kurmaniji
Central Kurdish [18|, Southern Kurdish [16] Van Karmani Kurdi Xwarin
and Other dialects [19] Southeastern Kurmaniji PehIeV\{ani
Akre Laki
) . Amadiye Kurdish Zazaki-Gorani
Be it personal interest, or borders between sawari Jor |
countries- for some reason most works fail to de- Gull Gurani
. . | I e | | oo s Halkdkari H 1 Luh
liver more than a very rough outline of the Kur- 2 B W= | | SR EElA, il e e
s . .é:“‘ o e | gp‘\gi ‘g‘ ! '}“ : Mhallami Hawraman-I Taxt
dish language landscape to interested readers. - P el | w’iﬁsﬁg’ Sheikhan Dohuk Kakai
B e | R TR @@fﬁﬂ \ Shomdinaml || Tuclear Suran
&"‘-"" ,' Surchi Gawhara
Zakho Kurdish Kandula
Southern Kurmanji Zardayana
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