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What is the difference between the strong and weak versions of linguistic relativity?
The people's language is critical to the way people think and interpret the world's view based on the healthy version of linguistic relativity. However, as per the weak performance, language does not determine fully or bar the way people think or view the world and might have some sense of connotations. It is claimed that people's ability to speak and learn many languages depends on the healthy version of linguistic relativity and speakers must understand notational system used in communication. For instance, a person can learn various languages, but the person's thoughts may not change (Berlin & Kay, 2019). Most of the anthropologists and linguists disprove the healthy version of linguistic relativity. Their critics claim that approximately all the languages have a standard structure; hence all people across the world similarly view the world. The weak version of linguistic relativity acts as a center of interest in many scholars in various fields and departments such as sociology, psychology, linguistic, and anthropology. To get practical evidence on the hypothesis, different scholars have used experiments. 
The experiments which were used were conducted by different scholars, including Kay and Kempton. During the experiments' attempt, the involved scholars used two groups of participants, whereby the groups were chosen as per the type of language they used. The groups selected were an English-speaking group and a Tarahumara speaking group. It was realized that the Tarahumara lacked independent words that could be used to distinguish between the term blue and term green, but in English, the two words are distinguishable (Kay, 2014). It was found that a single word, "siyoname, generally refers to the two terms." When the two colors were exposed to different English speakers, they could distinguish between the two meanings that they had two additional terms that could refer to the two colors. 
Therefore, the experiment results confirmed the theory of linguistic relativity, whereby it identified language a significant influence on people's character and behavior from different communities and backgrounds. It is important to note that neither Whorf nor Sapir proposed the difference between linguistic relativity theories. It should be understood that the two scholars Sapir and Whorf, primarily criticized any attempt made by the other scholars to overemphasize the role played by language non-linguistic conduct, which supports the healthy version of linguistic relativity (Kay, 2014). In other words, the difference between the weak and intense performances of the linguistic relativity was in a less way addressed in their discussions. Therefore, an experiment was conducted to confirm the vulnerable version of the concept, which claims that the language people use can contribute to how the same people behave and act. Further, the Sapir-worth hypothesis puts it clear that language spoken by people influences ways in which they think of reality due to Sound symbolism used in particular language.
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