Sino-Tibetan: Genetic and Areal
Subgroups
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Members of the Sino-Tibetan family
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ne Comparative Method
LR

e Language data 1E 8}

« Compare between 2 languages or across many languages
« T AE S B 1E S I ELEL
* Look for regular correspondences —3- % A FR 13 0TV < &
e.g., English father is Latin pater is Sanskrit pita
Blan. TiE R father 47 | 18 H 2 pater fEFEIE BT pita

* Archeologists might look for other evidence — linguists must stick to
|anguja§1e; fﬁ%%ﬂﬁé%%?ﬁﬁ#ﬁé%ﬂ%, G5 PR EERU
G5 NI




Challenges for Sino-Tibetan a

method: X JEiE & F0 EL TS

e Little written data £/ 1] -

*Similarities may be due to XL |7

* Related so they share features

o« BARERFT LA IRFERFE (AFEE i

(like

nd the comparative
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orother and sister)

SLELY )

IR

* Live next to each other for many years (like neighbors or
friends) {KIHATEAEAR BRI TG (e BU AT JE B3 AH AO

* Change in the same way because languages tend to do
similar thmgs (like tree which grow old in expected

ways)1E 5§ M E
& B LLTIHA D

LA AN (i EER AR Z ALY 7 5\



Two sisters? Tibeto-Burman and Chinese
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Chinese languages (varletles dialects)
POE (HiE/E, BE)

Norern: LT H Ceaal: "HHETTF
Mandarin supergroup Wu dialect famly 1o
___ Norheastern dislects Shanghticse 7<) H
EREVE] Zhongyuan dialects Xiang dizlect family WS
Beijing dialects Gap dialect family  bg JJ =
Lanymn dialects Hakia dislect growp % 57 J5 =
Jilu dislects (Besfang) | Southem: UL T =
Southwestern dialects Yue dialect family
Jisolhao dialects Cantonese i%
Jinghuai dialects Min dialect family
Hokkien, 'I'euwzlln%‘lscr'i Iﬁ =




Chinese Y 1&

*Family of related languages (each Ianguage

has dlalects too) *ﬁi%%)ﬁﬂ%%% ]JEI’JID =
(BFAE S [FRAFAE H N AJERER &)

*Reflect dialect networks £l H 77 = ¥
*National standard: Putonghua
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* Intense language contact {RJE 15 5 il

Why are the languages so different it they related?
PRI KRN A AR R R ?

* Northern languages influenced by contact with norther ST languages like

Tungus, Mongol, Manchu, ﬁ?ﬁ@%%ﬂﬁﬂﬂ?ﬁ%%ﬂ@%
IR AE S se i (s g 8. FEdiE. s

=

2 fih 1y 52 21 e

* Southern languages influenced by southern ST languages like Thai and Mon

Khmer 7041 CE a7 B DORLE 28 118 5 DR i n A2 21 5 V15 2R B 520

CEE At i)

* Borrowed Chinese vocabulary ¥ {& 1]

* ‘honey’ and ‘goose’ from Indo-European contact, “H§%” .

SEEL
((%}j—@u” . “%

KKiE . ‘tiger, ivory, crossbow, river’ all from Mon Khmer,
74)) . ((%)? . ((:/ﬂ‘)? ;%QE%*%'L%

. Calendar terms from Mon Khmer H 794 B #1072 B & &S iiiE

* Influence from languages of Sixteen Kingdoms (303-439)>

“#8” kH

& H 75 B



Lolo-Burmese Branch 4

Burmish
Burmese:

Zuwa (Ats1)
Maru
Bola

Achang
Lachy

2

Yangon
Arakanese
Tavoyan
Yaw

7.

i

Loloish ﬁlﬁ
Northern Central
Nusu Sani-Ahi
Nasu Lahu
Nosu Lisu
Nisu Lipho
Luguan Jino, Jinwo
Zauzou

Southern
Akha
Han
Haomi
Mpi
Khatu
Bisu

Bisu



TABLE 1.2 LOLOISH CHECKED TONES 55 315 2 1 47 96 35 10 354 75 B

PLB initials Sani Ahi Nasu Luquan Jino Lisu Lahu Akha  Sangkok
classes

*s-bak ph-55 ph-55 ph-55 ph-55¢c ph-55 p-S55 p- 35 p-1ll¢  ph-3lc¢
*s-mak m355 m-55 m-55 m-55¢ m-35 m- 55 m-35 m-ll¢c m-3l¢
*pak ph-44 ph-44 ph-32s ph-22s ph-42 ph-35c ph-54s p-33¢ ph-33¢
*sak sz-44  s-44 $-32s s-22s ts-42 s- 35¢ §-54s s-33¢ s-33¢
*k-rak h- 44 h- 44 x-32s h-22s x-42 h'-35¢ ¢y 54 x-33¢ x-33¢
*s-pak p- 44 p- 44 p-32s p-22s p-42 p- 35¢ p-54s p-33¢ ph-33c
*(s)-mak m-44 m-44 m-32s m-228 m-42 m- 4d¢ m- 548 m-33¢ m-33c
*m-pak b- 44 b- 44 b-32s b-228 p-42 b- ddc b-54s b-33¢c p-33c
*ryak h-228 x-445 x-M 7h- $5¢ x-55 h-217? h- 35 y-1lle x-3lc
*C-sak 5-22% s5-¥s - 55 s-55¢ s 55 s- 217 8- 35 s-1lc s 3lc
*C-pak ph-22s ph-44s ph-55 ph-55¢ ph-55 ph-21? ph-2ls p-1llc ph-3lc
*rak y-228  j-44s  y- 55 y-5%¢ r-55 y'w-212 y-21s y-1lle  *r-3lc
*zak 2-228 2z-44s d2-55 z-55¢ 2-55 2-217 y-21s y-1llc *2-3lc
*bak b-22s b-44s b-55 b-S5¢ p-55 b- 21?2 p-2ls b-llc p-3ic
*mak m-223s m-445 m-55 m-355¢ m-35 m-212 m-2ls m-llc mb-3lc

Note: b- = voiced stops; p- = unaspirated stops; ph- =aspirated stops; m- = nasals.
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The Tibetan Subgroup
T T S

 Proto-Tibetan — Reconstructed J& 46 5 15
* Old Tibetan/Written Tibetan &5 J815 / 5 [H Je 15

* Classical Literary Tibetan for documents written after the 9th century
o JUHZ A FH T ORI e TR

* Modern Tibetan languages: I s 1E
* Various ways of describing 8 42 A EIFIFES




Tibetan language variation (Tournadre 2005, 2008)
JE T ST

e There are more than 200 varieties of Tibetan.
o JEIE N EA L2000 - 1E

 Some are quite similar to one another, others are
mutually incomprehensible.

o FUESEFIRAAMLL, A BINABEAE BE T
* Fall into 25 distinct [mutually unintelligible] groups.
.+ TT LA 25 A 4L rom oo 016




Comparing monosyllabic nouns

L T 44 18] Y LU

Balti Tokpe Gola Amdo
(west) (central) (east)
arrow horse nda ¢ta ta ta nda xta
%} %} %}
mda’ rta
fire medicine me sman me mé nyi "men
me / myi sman Y Y Y

From Caplow 2016



From Grierson (1909)

“The most important Tibeto-Burman language is Tibetan. It comprises several
dialects, and it is known in an old form which goes back to at least the seventh
century A.D.

R ANE i EEANE S RBIE S, EEEART S, BALZEMESEN, TLUEWREI 2 DAt
The old language makes an extensive use of prefixes, which had lost their character as
separate syllables and had been reduced to consisting of a consonant alone. The old
soft [i.e., voiced] intiials were well preserved. The modern dialects have all been
developed from a similar form of speech.

HOREAT KB ATS, EA1CSR S TE AN R IREE, i RO E T R E R ER A
R IRAE e 8, AT B R E 18R UK R 1K

In Central Tibet the old prefixes have been lost, and the soft initials have become

aspirated and hardened [i.e. voiceless]. Hand in hand with these changes the

characteristic Central Tibetan tone-system has been developed.
T s, e OAH R, HimEE A ERFEE, R4 7ERE/ ERRS.



...continued from Grierson (1909)

“In the west, the prefixes have, to a great extent, been preserved. The same is the
case with the soft initials. There are, on the other hand, no tones.

EVUHTT & ik Fa KERr s, i iR Lr S HMIE, (Hadiam AR,

The eastern dialects agree with the western ones in the particulars just mentioned.
Some Tibetan dialects are spoken in the Chinese province of Ssechuan [sic]. They are

characterized by the use of prefixes which are still full syllables.”

HRA T SR AT & PR A A 7

-

B E T, AR
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Why are East Bodish languages considered related to Tibetan?

I R BB RS B N A R R R ERTE 7

Written Dakpain Sin Dzala van Bumthap van  Kurt6p Hyslop
Tibetan efal.(1991) Driem (1997) Driem (2015) (2011)

H tone /H/ /H/ H/ H/
green snpon-po  Hpau*’po™ Hpdu — Hpanti
heart snin Hnip™ Hnén nengma -i Hneng
medicine sman Hman™ - -- Hman
nose sna Hna™ Hni Hnaphang Hna
oil snum Hnum™ — - —

L tone L/ L/ L/ L/
Isg; | na tpe ‘pe ‘nat (A) ‘ngat (A)
barley nas ‘N2> — [*nat] ‘na:?
cry; weep nu tpu’’ — - 110
inside; interior nan ‘nen* — ‘na‘nan ‘na

name mip ‘men** ‘men ‘men ‘men




‘down’ ‘away’ ‘inward, ‘outwards, ‘toward
upstream’ | downstream’ | center’

Qi;lag\:,vo a- %IHTH—H = > jé@ j’%\ *Hﬁ-‘[’%\
- b > X
R X R, WA, fEE ki
. 31 _
ey A AT ] T 25 =3
Pugiirzlghua doa'>-
Taoba da*>-
Prinmi Niuwozi ds-/da-
Muya

Proto-Ersuic
Kala Lizu
Mianning Lizu
Kala Lizu
Naiqu Lizu
Qingshui
Zeluo Ersu

Tangut [Xixia]
Queya, nDraba ?

rGyalrong:
Stau [Ergong]
Tshobdun [Caodeng]
Japhug rGyalrong
ICogtse rGyalrong




Moving South and West —No

rtheast India
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1 Modern China and its neighbours.
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Northeast India
E R A AL &

Proto-Central Naga (PCN)

Proto-Ao

Chungli Ao

Mangmetong Mongsen Ao (Coupe 2007)
Changki (dialect of Mongsen)

Yacham

Tengsa

Sangtam [Tukumi]
Yimchungrii [Yachumi]
Lotha [Lhota)

Boro:  Boro [Bodo]
Dimasa
Tiwa [Lalung]
Mech
Kachari
Hill Kachari
Kokborok [Tripuri)
Garo: Garo
Koch: Koch: Tintinkiya Koch, Wa’nang Koch and Pani Koch
Rabha
A’tong
Ruga

Deori [Deuri], Chutia



Kuki Chin sub group £ 2& — X 1E 3¢

* PTB *s-, *sy- > PKC *th (Van Bik)
(Proto-Tibeto-Burman reflexes in Proto Kuki-Chin)

JEL06 B 2 — B AT s SR A el 2 T ) — L2 1R O

Morphological innovation of agreement prefixes from pronouns

PR ARG EHT: AFRPRid

*kai ‘I' > *k- ‘1Y
*nang ‘you’ *n- ‘20
*a-mi ‘he/she’ *g- 3"

* \erb stem alternation

. B A



Verb stem alternation zj17] 18] #R

Pattern
ng~n
O~k
t~Q

Stem-1 Stem-11 Gloss
kyoong kyoon ‘catch’™
chaa chaak ‘eat’
kaat kaa ‘shoot’

Table 1. Verb-stem alternation patterns in Lamkang

LamkangiE H 2) 18] (1] 18] #R A2 & 7~ 1)




Kuki-Chin sub group e 2& — EXiE 5

Central Chin'* | Maraic Northern Chin  Southern Chin | Northwestern (Kuki-)
Chin

Mizo [Lushai] | Mara Tedim [Tiddim] Daai Chin Aimol Langrong

Laizo Lai (Lakher/ | Paite Hyow Anal Monsang

Hakha Lai Maram] | Sizang [Siyin]  Asho [Shd] Hallam Moyon

Laamtuk Thet | Senthang | Gangte K’Cho Khyang | Bete Tarao

Bawm Zothung | Thado Chinbok Rangkol  Purum

[Banjogi] Zophel Ralte Khomic Chothe Lamkang

Zahao Lautu Pawi Koireng

Hmar Kom




West and north — more subgroups

FUR AN AL AR - B 25 18 5

Kiranti subgroup: Eastern Nepal, 29 of them four branches

Contact or related — not easy to tease apart); complex verb
paradigms, ergativity

Athpare Hayu (this volume) Thulung
Bahing Jero Wambule (this volume)
Bantawa Khalin Yakkha : .
Bellsriitisvoling).  Kulig Yaiihi Western Hlmalayan Grqup. pronouns
Camling (this volume) Limbu and agreement Innovations
Chilling Nachiring
Dumi Sunwar
Kinauri cluster Almora cluster
Kinauri, Kanauri Rangkas
Chamba Lahuli Byangsi
Kanashi Chaudangsi
Rangloi, Gondla, Tinan  Darma
Bunan
Jahri

Manchad



Not a tree but fallen leaves — A s& BT 2
NS S i R K




Discussion 1°f i



