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Overview: the Russian Constructicon

*Why and How We Built It
Semantic Classification
A Tour

Main Point:
We take seriously Fillmore’s (2008) claim that a

language is a structured inventory of
constructions, a constructicon




Why and How We Built It




Why build a constructicon?

* For linguists
e to achieve improved description of languages
* to extend theory of construction grammar
e to facilitate cross-linguistic typological comparison

* For L2 learners
* to achieve greater language proficiency

* to motivate use of specific wordforms
* to fill in gaps in current language resources and pedagogy



For Linguists: Theoretical premises

CxG: numerous thorough studies of individual

) : : What are the major types of
constructions found in various languages

meanings that multi-word
grammatical constructions can
encode?

Yet little is known about how the semantics of the What semantic types of
entire system of constructions unfolds in a single constructions are attested
language. more often than others?

Do various types of
We need a relatively large inventory of constructions constructional meaning form a

of a single language, and a detailed description of coherent system?
this inventory, a constructicon.



For Learners:
Filling in the gaps

* Dictionaries, grammars, and
textbooks focus primarily on
lexemes, lexicalized idioms,
inflectional paradigms,and
grammatical patterns

e Multi-word expressions with
open slots are less reliably
represented in standard
resources

It seems that a few things
just fall through the cracks
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Examples of
Russian constructions

* morphemes
-t’ = INF

* lexemes
tancevat’ ‘dance’

 multi-word idioms where all slots are fixed
tancevat’ ot Adama ‘start from the very beginning’

* multi-word expressions with open slots
VP pod NP-Acc Our project focuses

I Ona tzl?cevala pod rr'iuzyku She danced to the music mainly on this type of
arger aiscourse units construction




Scaling up our constructicon

2016 Sept 2018 Nov 2019 May 2020

E=x=ber of
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Initial inventory m Corpus-based expansion m System-based expansion




Practical considerations

How exactly to turn a list of collected items
into a structured inventory?

This is a practical challenge that all existing
constructicons face.

Other constructicons are closely connected to a FrameNet resource and focus on verb
argument constructions.

FrameNet has been suggested as an alternative (Fillmore and Atkins 1992; Fillmore et al.
2012).

In other constructicons, constructions are classified semantically according frames they
envoke (Ohara 2014, 2018; Boas et al. 2016; Torrent et al. 2014, Lee-Goldman & Petruck
2018).



Head and Modifier;

Why frame semantics
IS not enough

Morphological construction; 7

Discourse «Echo» construction; 24
Clause and Modifier; 76
atrix and Sentential Complement; 87

858 Connection construction; 124

Biclausal construction; 137

Predicate Argument Construction;
8%

CI/XP with parentheticals; 203

Copula Construction; 236
Clause; 352

Frame semantics focuses on Predicate
Argument constructions, which
constitute only 8% (184 items) of our
database

Our Constructicon includes a larger
variety of conventionalized form-
meaning pairings that can be
understood as an early stage in the
process of grammaticalization, in which
quasigramatical meanings are
distributed across constructions and
their (partially bleached) anchor words
Classification rests on various
classifications of Universal grammatical
inventory discussed in a wide range of
typological studies (cf. Bybee et al
1994, Melchuk 1993-2000).
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Bottom up approach

e OQur aim

o to analyze constructions on their own terms, allowing patterns to emerge
from the data, not imposing other models

* Methodology

o We annotated individual constructions by assigning semantic tags that
capture relevant aspects of their meaning

o The annotation of constructions was carried out by a panel of three native
speakers

o The taggers worked together as a team over a long period of time
o Reaching a consensus about annotation of each construction



Semantic Classification



Semantic types of constructions grouped into classes and subclasses

1. Qualia

1.1. Situation structure

1.2. Major roles

1.4. Logical relations

1.6. Sets and elements

Timeline +

Taxis +
Actionality +
Pluractionality +
Phase of action +
Result +
Actuality

1.3. Situation modifiers

Spatial expressions +
Temporal expressions +

* Addressee +

* Instrument

* Possession

* Comitative

* Caritive

* Non-standard subject +

* Cause

*  Purpose

* Consequence
* Condition

* Concession +

* Additive
* Inclusive
* Exceptive
*  Exclusive
*  Subset

* Options

* Quantification +

1.5. Properties

1.7. Magnitude

* Salient property +
* Temporary characteristics +

* Non-existence +
* Measure +

Root modality +
Epistemic modality +

2.2. Neighborhood

Volition
Causation +
Prohibition +
Threat

Request
Apprehension +
Curse

*  Polarity value +
* Source of opinion +
* Mirative

* Discourse structure +
* Intersubjectivity

*  Objectivity

¢ Source of information

4.2. Discourse clauses

* Reaction to the previous discourse +

* Routine +

*  Manner * Comparison + * Calculation +

2. Modality and its neighborhood | 3. Subjectivity 4. Discourse 5. Parameters

2.1. Core modal meanings * Assessment + 4.1. Discourse organization * Degree of intensity +
e Attitude + * Degree of accuracy +

A visualization of 55
semantic types of
constructions
groupped into
subclasses and

classes

182 semantic

subtypes of
constructions
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1. Qualia

1. Semantic class Qualia

1.1. Situation structure

1.2. Major roles

1.4. Logical relations

1.6. Sets and elements

Timeline +

Taxis +
Actionality +
Pluractionality +
Phase of action +
Result +
Actuality

1.3. Situation modifiers

Spatial expressions +
Temporal expressions +
Manner

2. Modality and its neighborhood

Addressee +
Instrument

Possession

Comitative

Caritive

Non-standard subject +

3. Subjectivity

Cause
Purpose
Consequence
Condition
Concession +

Additive
Inclusive
Exceptive
Exclusive
Subset

Options
Quantification +

1.5. Properties

1.7. Magnitude

Salient property +
Temporary characteristics +
Comparison +

4., Discourse

Non-existence +
Measure +
Calculation +

5. Parameters

2.1. Core modal meanings

Root modality +
Epistemic modality +

2.2. Neighborhood

Volition
Causation +
Prohibition +
Threat

Request
Apprehension +
Curse

* Assessment +

e Attitude +

* Polarity value +

*  Source of opinion +
¢ Mirative

4.1. Discourse organization

* Discourse structure +
* Intersubjectivity

*  Objectivity

¢ Source of information

4.2. Discourse clauses

* Reaction to the previous discourse +
* Routine +

* Degree of intensity +
* Degree of accuracy +

— constructions
that describe the
properties of the
given objective
physical world,
external to the
speaker
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2. Semantic class Modality and its neighborhood

1. Qualia

1.1. Situation structure

1.2. Major roles

1.4. Logical relations

1.6. Sets and elements

e Timeline +

¢ Taxis +

* Actionality +

¢ Pluractionality +
* Phase of action +
*  Result+

* Actuality

1.3. Situation modifiers

* Spatial expressions +
* Temporal expressions +
*  Manner

2. Modality and its neighborhood

* Addressee +

* Instrument

*  Possession

¢ Comitative

* Caritive

* Non-standard subject +

* Cause

* Purpose

* Consequence
* Condition

* Concession +

* Additive
* Inclusive
* Exceptive
*  Exclusive
*  Subset

* Options

* Quantification +

1.5. Properties

1.7. Magnitude

* Salient property +
* Temporary characteristics +
* Comparison +

* Non-existence +
* Measure +
¢ Calculation +

3. Subjectivity

4, Discourse

5. Parameters

2.1. Core modal meanings

*  Root modality +
* Epistemic modality +

2.2. Neighborhood

Volition
Causation +
Prohibition +
Threat

Request
Apprehension +
Curse

* Assessment +

e Attitude +

* Polarity value +

* Source of opinion +
* Mirative

4.1. Discourse organization

* Discourse structure +
* Intersubjectivity

*  Objectivity

*  Source of information

4.2. Discourse clauses

* Reaction to the previous discourse +
* Routine +

* Degree of intensity +
* Degree of accuracy +
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3. Semantic class Subjectivity

1. Qualia

1.1. Situation structure

1.2. Major roles

1.4. Logical relations

1.6. Sets and elements

Timeline +

Taxis +
Actionality +
Pluractionality +
Phase of action +
Result +
Actuality

1.3. Situation modifiers

Spatial expressions +
Temporal expressions +
Manner

2. Modality and its neighborhood

* Addressee +

* |Instrument

* Possession

* Comitative

* Caritive

* Non-standard subject +

3. Subjectivity

* Cause

* Purpose

* Consequence
* Condition

* Concession +

Additive
Inclusive
Exceptive
Exclusive
Subset

Options
Quantification +

1.5. Properties

1.7. Magnitude

* Salient property +
* Temporary characteristics +
* Comparison +

Non-existence +
Measure +
Calculation +

4, Discourse

5. Parameters

2.1. Core modal meanings

Root modality +
Epistemic modality +

2.2. Neighborhood

Volition
Causation +
Prohibition +
Threat

Request
Apprehension +
Curse

Assessment +
Attitude +

Polarity value +
Source of opinion +
Mirative

4.1. Discourse organization

* Discourse structure +
* Intersubjectivity

*  Objectivity

* Source of information

4.2. Discourse clauses

* Reaction to the previous discourse +

* Routine +

Degree of intensity +
Degree of accuracy +

— constructions
that encode the
subjective
evaluation of a
situation, its
elements or
participants by
the speaker.
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4. Semantic class Discourse

1. Qualia

1.1. Situation structure

1.2. Major roles

1.4. Logical relations

1.6. Sets and elements

*  Timeline +

* Taxis +

* Actionality +

*  Pluractionality +
* Phase of action +
*  Result+

e Actuality

1.3. Situation modifiers

* Spatial expressions +
* Temporal expressions +
* Manner

* Addressee +

* Instrument

*  Possession

* Comitative

* Caritive

* Non-standard subject +

* Cause

* Purpose

* Consequence
* Condition

* Concession +

* Additive
* Inclusive
* Exceptive
*  Exclusive
*  Subset

* Options

* Quantification +

1.5. Properties

1.7. Magnitude

2. Modality and its neighborhood

3. Subjectivity

* Salient property +
* Temporary characteristics +
* Comparison +

4. Discourse

* Non-existence +
* Measure +
* Calculation +

5. Parameters

2.1. Core modal meanings

* Root modality +
* Epistemic modality +

2.2. Neighborhood

* Volition
* Causation +
*  Prohibition +

* Threat

* Request

* Apprehension +
* Curse

* Assessment +

e Attitude +

* Polarity value +

*  Source of opinion +
* Mirative

4.1. Discourse organization

Discourse structure +
Intersubjectivity
Objectivity

Source of information

4.2. Discourse clauses

Reaction to the previous discourse +
Routine +

* Degree of intensity +
* Degree of accuracy +

— constructions
that function at

the discourse level:

e structure the text

e organize the
communication

* refer to a broader
context than a
single sentence
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5. Semantic class Parameters

1. Qualia

1.1. Situation structure

1.2. Major roles

1.4. Logical relations

1.6. Sets and elements

* Timeline +

*  Taxis +

e Actionality +

*  Pluractionality +
* Phase of action +
* Result+

e Actuality

1.3. Situation modifiers

* Spatial expressions +
* Temporal expressions +
* Manner

* Addressee +

¢ Instrument

* Possession

¢ Comitative

* Caritive

* Non-standard subject +

* Cause

*  Purpose

* Consequence
* Condition

* Concession +

* Additive
* Inclusive
* Exceptive
* Exclusive
*  Subset

* Options

e Quantification +

1.5. Properties

1.7. Magnitude

* Salient property +
*  Temporary characteristics +
* Comparison +

2. Modality and its neighborhood

3. Subjectivity

4, Discourse

* Non-existence +
* Measure +
* Calculation +

5. Parameters

2.1. Core modal meanings

*  Root modality +
*  Epistemic modality +

2.2. Neighborhood

e Volition
e Causation +
*  Prohibition +

* Threat

* Request

* Apprehension +
¢ Curse

* Assessment +

e Attitude +

e Polarity value +

*  Source of opinion +
* Mirative

4.1. Discourse organization

* Discourse structure +
* Intersubjectivity

*  Objectivity

*  Source of information

4.2. Discourse clauses

* Reaction to the previous discourse +
* Routine +

* Degree of intensity +
* Degree of accuracy +

imply a scale that
serves as a point of
reference for a
property or a situation
characterized by a
construction

can apply to and "build
over" other meanings

S Qualia ERNS.
O ‘ |

_8 ~ Modality and its

() neighborhood

E — \

e —  Subjectivity

() |

e | Discourse )
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Classification of constructions

e Families

* afamily is a relatively homogeneous group of approx. 2-9 constructions that share
some semantic, syntactic, and/or structural properties

 the constructions in a family share various subsets of these properties
* semantic and syntactic tags facilitate identification of families
* annotation by a panel of three native speakers

e Clusters

* a cluster is a group of families that are linked through semantic and/or syntactic
similarities in a prototypical vs. peripheral distribution, usually corresponding to
semantic subtypes in annotation

* Networks

* a network is a group of clusters that share a general semantic tag

NEXT: Modality and its neighborhood, zooming in on two clusters of

Prohibitive constructions




" Discourse: Routine
¢ Subjectivity: Attitude

Class of constructions:

Threat (26)

Dashed lines — overlaps with other
classes (indicated by dotted blue lines)

st
.t
..
.

Modality and its neighborhood stenuated = Curse (10)
Request pro?llgl)t've (28)  continuative

= (21) \/}, prohibitive (17)

ausation
301 constructions (86) PFO'(‘ibi)tiO" .......

55 ( Tt
Can be modelled as a radial category — . 4 ,
" " . direct  indirect apprehensive
central "core" modal meanings and @)  (37)
their neighborhood Apprehension <
‘ Volition (35) (20)
IncLudes)lO semantic types (visualized ——
as boxes
Arrows indicate subtypes of semantic - —
Root modality Epistemic
types (41) modality (84)
Numbers in () — type frequency of each nace i
type in terms of individual internal (3) ¥ permission :'fgz'e‘:;gl;j: low degree
constructions N e:teecrt:‘s;sll'g:z) pos:.;t;ility (12) (52) of c(esrtze;mty
Solid lines — connections between 1
types within thisclass .- o —
......... Qualia

ey
“an
.......
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Discourse: Routine
] Subjectivity: Attitude

Threat (26)

attenuated Curse (10)

prohibitive

hibiti
Request pro(llol) ve (28)  continuative
(21) / prohibitive (17)
Causation A d
(86) Prohibition | ~~~~~~

(55)

direct indirect

apprehensive
(49) (37)

Apprehension
(20)

Vot by (NP-Dat) (nikogda
ne/vsegda) VP-Inf!

preventive
Vot by nikogda ne rabotat’! \
‘Wouldn’t it be great if one \ ((Ja) bojus’,) kak by ne VP-
never had to work!’ Epistemic Pfv.Pst
modality (84) Kak by Misa ne opozdal!
’'m afraid Misha could be
necessity: . / late!
internal (3) permission high degree low degree
. hecessity: p055|b|Iity (12) of c?srtzz;lnty of certainty
external (22) (4) (32)
(NP-Dat) Cop mozno VP-Inf \

Do Moskvy iz Londona moZno

doletet’ za Cetyre Casa.

‘One can fly to Moscow from
London in 4 hours'.

Ne strasno/nicego, esli CI?

Ne strasno, esli ja zakurju?
‘Would you mind if | smoke?’
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Cluster 1

Cluster 2

Legend:

—» semantic transitions

syntactic/formal similarities

— — — — weaker relationships

overlap with other

overlap with Intensity

1:2 (7 constructions)
General rules

Ne VP-Inf!

‘No X-ing!’

1:4 (7 constructions)
Prohibition of smallest portion
Nikakix NP-Gen!

1:5 (3 constructions)
Anticipation of resistance

networks of cxns 7 ‘No X-es!’ Ne VP-Fut.2!
predicative / ‘You’re not going to do X!’
// generalization / Ficati o
/ generalization Intensification opposfnon to opposition to
7/  option resistance repetition
v
] . 1:1 (4 constructions) 1:6 (2 tructions)
; 1:3 (9 constructions) - - : constructions .
overiap with Request - = ° ) Prevention of intended Prohibition against repeating | ©Verlap with Warn
(NP-Dat) ne stoit VP-Inf . actlwty. Ctob(y) Pron bol’se ne VP-Past!
‘There’s no point in X-ing’ | attenuation Ne smej VP-Imp.Inf ‘No more X-ing!’
‘Don’t you dare X’
predicative . .
continuative imperative
d continuative continuative

2:2(7 _con_struct'.ions) 2:1 (4 constructions) aggression 2:5 (3 constructions)

Quantitative, milder tone Stop unwanted activity "| Prohibition and Threat overlap with Threat

Xvatit (Pron.2-Dat) VP-Imp.Inf! Brosit’-Imper VP-Imp.Inf Ja Pron-Dat VP-Fut!

‘Enough X-ing!’ attenuation . . RS . " o

Stop X-ing! imperative | "Youdo X and you will regret it!
option Pad
-’
further attenuation imperative temporary --
-’
2:3 (2 constructions) . - imperative N EtWO rk Of
Delimitative 2:4 (3 constructl'lons) . option, po- P ..
/D : . - Stop temporarily refix option
po-VP-Imp.Past i xvatit po- prefix wemp P P ronipiqaive
“You've done enough X-ing’ PodoZdat’-Imper VP-Imp.Inf
‘Stop X-ing for a while’

constructions




Discourse: Routine

Subjectivity: Attitude

e

apprehensive

preventive

=

‘Misha managed to smoke’.
29

Threat (26)
attenuated 3 Curse (10)
prohibitive prohibitive
Request (10) (28)  continuative
(21) / prohibitive (17)
Causation L7
(86) | prohibiton | 7 Tt
8y | Tt
direct indirect
(49) (37)
Apprehension
Volition (35) (20)
. S S S - -
- S Root modality Epistemic
Dl o (41) modality (84)
008 0/ O ) / /\‘
0 e ab 3.) permission high de?'ee low degree
004: 6 necessity: possibility/ (12) of cesrtzalnty of certainty
0 e moda external (22) (4) (52)
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Actuality (3)
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https://constructicon.github.io/russian/

The Russian Constructicon

e Over 2200 constructions

* Arguably the largest openly available constructicon resource for any
language

» User-friendly for linguists, teachers, learners

» Searchable according to semantics, anchor words, syntax
* Open-source, publicly archived data

* Designed to be portable to other languages, reproducible

RUSSIAN

CONSTRUCTICON



> C & youtube.com/channel/UC8q-_F8c8bx9gI7fYET1-dQ

= » YouTube "

0 a searchable
o database of
multiword

grammatical

@
plor

_ constructions ‘
] .
T of Russian A

4 See also instructional
videos on our YouTube
channel:
https://www.youtube.com

/channel/UC8q-
F8c8bx9gI7fYET1-dQ

Lreatea piaylists

Nooo/ ,
vvvvv 1 Meet the team 1

e ¢

RUSSIAN ;

CONSTRUCTICON ¢

SUBSCRIBED Q

NELS

SSSIAN

Get to Know

SMARTool

Th

Pyccknia
KOHCTPYKTUKOH

How to build a
constructicon in 5 years?

Kak nonb3oBatben How to build a constructicon Instructional video from the Pycckuit KOHCTPYKTUKOH:
pecypcom PycCKMiA... in five years: The Russian... Launch of SMARTool: The... HoBblit NMHrBUCTUYECKMIA...

PycCKuii KOHCTPYKTUKG
2020

23 views * 2 months ago 17 views * 2 months ago 12 views * 2 months ago 9 views * 2 months ago

Nl % Nl
‘ 1 to Know 2 Conference talk 7


https://www.youtube.com/channel/UC8q-_F8c8bx9gI7fYET1-dQ

Strategies for data management

FAIR Principles and TROLLing



Data management and FAIR principles

 Janda, Laura A. 2022. Managing data and statistical code according to
the FAIR principles. In: Andrea Berez-Kroeker, Brad McDonnell, & Eve
Koller (eds.), MIT Open Handbook of Linguistic Data Management.
Open Handbooks in Linguistics, Vol 1. Chapter 37, pp. 447-452. 2022.
https://doi.org/10.7551/mitpress/12200.003.0042



https://doi.org/10.7551/mitpress/12200.003.0042

Murphy’s law and
data management
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* All of these things have happenedtome -~ ~ i d %:EL%;%?'&E:%ND »
* | lost the data EI‘%\\ "/ . [

* The data got corrupted/uninterpretable STHO ADRan A\ L

* Site-licenses for proprietary software did not get renewed

* The software underwent a backward-incompatible upgrade

* The meanings of all the abbreviations and code that were so obvious when
working on the original project evaporated from my personal memory

—

In other words, | got permanently separated from my data and analysis...




FAIR principles for data management
(Wilkinson et al. 2016)

* Findable: Metadata makes it possible for other researchers to find the
data and code

 Accessible: A publicly available archive makes it possible for other
researchers to access the data and code

* Interoperable: Persistent open-source file formats make it possible
for other researchers to open and use the files

* Reusable: Adequate description of the files, their contents, the
variables, and their values, as well as annotation for the statistical
code, will make it possible for other researchers to understand and
reuse the data and code



Findable: Harvestable metadata

* Metadata should be built into the archive where your
data is stored (see Accessible)

 Metadata should be searchable

* Examples of types of metadata:

» Keywords: “North Saami, possessive suffix, Uralic, S-curve,
vocative, possession, language change, complexity”

» Topic Classifications: “morphology, diachronic, affixes”
» Kind of Data: “corpus, questionnaire, experiment”

* Geographic Coverage: “Norway, Sweden, Finland, Sapmi,
Northern Scandinavia”




Accessible: Publicly available archive

» Data and code should be stored in an archive that is publicly
accessible, and preferably both free and searchable without a
password

* Each set of data and code can be assigned a post and metadata can
be attached

* Each post should be supplied with a unique identifier and URL (e.g.,
DOI — digital object identifier)

* Mutual co-referencing: If there is a published article, the DOI can be
published in the article and the article can be cited in the post

* The archive should be professionally curated and maintained



Interoperable: Persistent open-source formats

* The use of appropriate formats makes data and code usable across
platforms

* Data and code should be presented in formats that can be accessed
by anyone and at any future time
* Examples of persistent non-proprietary open formats: .pdf and .txt

* Using such formats can mean losing the direct connection to software
that comes along with an item such as an R script. This can be
handled by providing duplicate files in different formats.



Reusable: Description and annotation

« REAMDME files that fully explain all variables and their values
* Assign file names that will organize the files in a logical order when

downloaded and are descriptive:
e 01README.txt /\/h

e 02data.csv A

e 0O3data.pdf
* O4code_for _regression_analysis.Rmd
* O5code_for regression_analysis.pdf F

e Annotate every line of code (e.g., with # or in names of R chunks)



Adhering to FAIR principles means extra work
for us, so why do it?

*For the good of the field
For yourself

Tip: if you have the FAIR
principles in mind from the
start, and are consistent in

documenting and annotating
as you go along, it will not be
so much of a burden in the end




FAIR for the good of the field

* Set ethical standards for best practices in data management and
promote collaboration

* Improve the overall level of accountability and integrity in the field

e Safeguard against research fraud

* Foster horizontal learning across the community of researchers,
facilitating the propagation of new methods

* Eliminate unnecessary duplication of efforts and representation of
negative results

* Provide data for previously unforeseen uses



FAIR for yourself

* Will you remember what the factors and their values are, what all the
abbreviations stand for, and how each line of code works:

* in a month, in a year, in 5 years?

* You never know when you might need to go back to a data set, either
to squeeze another analysis out of it or to use it as a recipe for a
parallel analysis of new data

* Or when someone else might want to do an additional analysis of
your data or similar data and might come with questions



A PLACE FOR Us:

The Tromse Repository of Language and Linguistics

https://dataverse.no/dataverse/trolling



https://dataverse.no/dataverse/trolling
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The Tromse Repository of Language and Linguistics

TROLLiIng

* is an international archive of linguistic data and statistical code

* is built on the Dataverse platform from Harvard University and complies with
DataCite, the international standard for storing and citing research data

* is compliant with CLARIN, the EU research infrastructure for language-based
resources

* assigns a permanent URL to each post

* uses metadata that ensures visability and retrieval through international services

* is professionally managed by the University Library of Tromsg and an
international steering committee



dataverse.no/dataverse/trolling
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Getting started with TROLLing

http://site.uit.no/trolling/getting-started/

* Promotional video
* User guide
* TROLLing banner



Basic steps in TROLLIng

 Create an account

* Needed only for archiving -- you do not need an account to search or
download data

 This step is self-explanatory, but there is an instructional video
* |t may take a day or two for your account to be approved

* Create a study
* Enter metadata, upload files in persistent formats, get DOI

e Search for a study
* TROLLing terms of use



After you have uploaded your study...

* You submit it for approval and receive an acknowledgement

* It will be approved and released by an administrator and you will
receive an email

* You will be able to edit your study later if needed and resubmit

* Previous versions of your study are archived, but only the latest
version shows up in initial searches



Search for a study

 All of the cataloging information (metadata) is searchable,
including:

 author
e affiliation
 country / nation
* date of production and distribution
* keywords, e.g. language
* topic classification
* Advanced search
* possible to include and exclude combinations of items



Terms of use that users must agree to when
downloading files

Affirm that:

* You will not use the materials that you downloaded to identify
individuals or organizations

* You will not download or use materials that would be prohibited
by law

* You will cite the data as stipulated in the Data Citation Information
in any publications or reports that you make using the data



