Appendix 2 Stopword List and Discussion
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In retrospect, the stop word list used for the current study, presented above, may have
been overly aggressive in certain respects (removing, for instance, words such as

“woman” (nu 2L) or “listen/obey” (ting §=) that could have been useful to include) and
failing to eliminate common words such as ren A_(person, human) that may have

distorted some of the topic modeling or other analyses presented below. The creation of
properly calibrated stop-word lists is obviously an area where careful thought and
expertise are required, and what constitutes a well-chosen list very much depends on the
purpose of the analysis. For instance, although pronouns and grammatical particles are
typically included in stop lists, a scholar interesting in problems of textual dating may
very well want to include them. A planned follow-up study will explore the variable

effects of different types of stop-word lists in more detail.



