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Kingdom of languages

Wang 2002 YUNNAN and her Cultural Treasures
B | anguage families- Sino-Tibetan(Chinese dialects;
Tibeto-Burman; Kam-Tai; Miao-Yao); Austroasiatic

B Ancient traces

B Early written systems




Written Tibetan
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Y script

WAL ALK WA
NYSYER, B,
TOBRER. LHEL A
AEEE, ERERET.
YERS. S Sk

THd0,  FE HINF R,
YX9hd, ESEREAL,
BAOKE. HIAEELME,

P AT EANIFEA
D% AP

ol AT R > 0 fe
@ Y RN 58S




Dongba script

oV

@i’ "cloud'

Yy
A 3

be® 'snow’




Bal script

Bom B o & i g BUuBAREHE,
kel sel kel svh pnal 1iT nol

B m B s B B T B Rk R &S,
kel koh ket guid Do iset teher




How does these languages come into being

From Sino-Tibetan to Tibeto-Burman?
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Sino-Tibetan

Li Fang-Kuei 1937

Sino-Tibetan

B Sinitic

B Tibeto-Buramn
B Kam-Tal

B Miao-Yao
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Another version of Sino-Tibetan

sSinno-THibetan

////\

Tibeto-Burman Chinese

Baic

Eamarpan Y uAman

ME lndia, ¥ Burma
Karenic

Hitnalayish Burma, Thailand

Tibat, Mepal,
Bhutan, Siklkim

Eiangic

Sichuan, ¥ unnan

Lolo-Bunmnese-Nam
S '::}'in-:l, El_rm-:,
Thailand, Lacs, Yistnam

Jingpho-Nungish -Luish

M EBor ma, ' onnan

http://stedt.berkeley. Edu/html/STfamily.html



Sino-Bodic hypothesis => Chinese: ST or TB

Tibeto-Burman

T T

Western Eastern
(Brahmaputran and other
primary taxa) /
Northern
(Sino-Bodic) Southern
Northwestern Northeastern Deep Southern Central
(Bodic) (Sinitic) (Burmic, Karenic)  (Qiangic, Xifan)

7N N\

Bodish Himalayan Lolo-Burmese Karenic




Languages in Tibeto-Burman area
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Vertical transmission and Horizontal transmission

Proto-Language

WL

" Ln1 Ln
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The case of the Bal language

To which language group does the Bal
language belong to?

B Many hypotheses...
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y el |
%\’i dialects:

A=Hide
B=%Wuding [
C=langcheng o,
. D= eizhan "
# E=Hanhua
F=3hilin
.




exical Comparison: What are compared?

Proto-languages

B Old Chinese (>Middle Chinese)
B Proto-Bal

B Proto-Yi

Comparisons between languages

B Related words: words with sound correspondences
B Sino-Bal Comparison = Sino-Bal related words
B Bai-Yi Comparison = Bal-Yi related words
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The genetic relationship between Chinese, PB and PY

Chinese PB Py

Wang (2006)
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Shared sound changes between PB and Chinese

1. *-ra- 2> -l -

2. *Inj- =2 nj-

3. *-ag =2 -U
Words FYe PEe Chinese (OC=MMC)
white B | **brak = phrul *prak = b@d | *orak = bakd
sun H gt = Tnib Pt =2 njid it =2 *njit = nyid
five 11 agk =2 guod agd =2 gu2 | Fhag = gu?
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Shared semantic changes between PB and Chinese

1. “firewood: tree’ = “firewood’:
2. ‘to plant’ = ‘tree’

PY PE Chinese (OC=RC
218 ‘tree’; firewood’ sien firewood’ *a1un = sinl “firewood’

drma’s tree’ *dugh > dzyju3 “tree’ (€ ‘to plant™)
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The genetic relationship between Chinese, PB and PY

Chinese PB Py
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The dating problem

The time depth of Proto-Bal

When did these languages split from each other?
B Bali, Chinese, Yi
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Historical documentation

=

SiEE, AMkIE, FERRZ, Wik e, H4HZ
Ve 5N AR, UEWE. REZASHS, BEA
FoRIAH A X, DIEGE, 8217, AN k. KRHEIE
ZPEBE, NBREY ., BIEZ RGEME), WiBZIEH
, BBz W, HhiBE, BB, FlEzE, JIHBZ
R, HEZIR, Wiz M, WLWIE 208, FE1E 2 s
- M, B B, =t W, IRt H, R, KIS
WoNFE, EITAEY, EEONEN, BN, 1BTENEL
WA, 5185 BEAF.
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7] 151 o PG JR UG FiE
1 JE tiger Z'lal *o1

2 & rich fin keel *g01

3 £k salt ¥ pjinl(<*prjinl) *prenl

4 7= high %] kak *kan 1

5 Wz eat "7 yju3 *jurd
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The method of Word group id] 38 /%

£ stone>4bronze>%kiron

¥pig>Jijdog>5gchicken>=Fsheep>shorse

Z.onion>garlic 77 > cucumber# Ji\
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Tool materials in Bal

#5lo | EHe Proto-Bai-~ | Tle Gxe Eg~ Ege Jme Jxe Dse Zce Mzl N
Index« Glosse
43+ fo':mj drod+ djud2- dzu2ls | guZle teudle fjo2le tsoud2e | tsoud2e tsoud2s | tshuv42e |#
334 E?:nzea qaEnle qan33e | qan22¢ | q@22e | qa22e | qa22e | [t¥21]e | [t621]¢ | ke33e | k#33¢ N
54 fi&:;a theds tchid2e tchi24e tchidse tchidse tchisse thedde thed4e the33e thed4e +
%5/ | W H EisEiE. | EEDGEY | RFRZ o
Indexs | Glosse Proto-Bai- | Old Chineser| Correspondences
djak NN
430 he drods Jae HR R &
stones The oldest lavers
53¢ i ganle - AT o
bronzes Not correspondencer
540 the thedo thitp = .
irone The oldest laver+
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2

I 43 B st ] T R 260011
Split of Proto-Bai and Old Chinese: 2600BP

#=5le | 1w H EitEE. | EEGE. | BEEE. X R
Indexe | Glosse Proto-Bai- | Old Chinese~| Archaeological Time~ | Correspondences
n | B o Fiak- Syt Bk

stones More than 10,000BP+ The oldest laver+

5 5000-2 T

53 il q@n2e - 000-2600BP+ 7 e

bronzes Not correspondences
Sao o heds thit+ 2400-2200BP~ Ml Bk
B iron< ' The later borrowing+
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2

54y B 1A F 2600717

Split of Proto-Bal and Proto-Yi: 2600BP

#£5[. | 18 B EfsEiE. | Ris&EE. | M

Indexs | Glosse Proto-Rai- | Proto-Yie Correspondencer
He lo8+ ERER

43¢ stones drod- The oldest layers
iR 5 gjud- AT o

33¢ bronzes qaEnss Not correspondence~

s40 | R thed- o -
1ron+
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Dating language split

5888 -40680EP

3788-3000BP

EESGE RinE1E

Rins1E
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Remarks

O 1. }—EinS%ﬁttﬁﬁ’]ﬁ&i%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁimS%FE%EI’JFFB
KPR, AHAEZEXS IS TR R € _EEdERD . 1 2REA
W RERE— B IIETE RS &R, R M iﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂ*
BEINTER, T E 73 A B Ak Ta] v

Historical linguistics = sequence, lack of absolute date
Method of word group - archaeological evidence with date

O 2. FERERIEE T, WSR e A B 5E 2 1 AT B 41 A A 3]
X, HE MR REAC e B R R B oK

More word groups => the clearer picture of coevolution of language
and culture
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Bai People

=
KI2EBa

=P

Lama

i)

E:%E%mjia \"

‘277 H % Bai
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Zhao & Lee 1989:

] /f 4823\%‘7/2,
49=p4 51X, 50=%1
AW, 51=KHH,
52=J3 HyX, 53=2%
B A

Zhao, Tongmao & Tsung Dao
Lee. 1989. Gm and Km allotypes
in 74 Chinese populations: a
hypothesis of the origin of the
Chinese nation. Human Genetics
83:101-110.
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12 Fp [ERAF IR AL B (55 H 77 5 1990:265)

SBER

Uygur

53
Tibetan
W

Man
) —
Mongol
[ —_—
Hui

i

Han

-

Korean
Yi
H

Zhuang
ﬁ .

Dong

WLl
Gaoshan
=i

Bai

[ 1 i 1 i 1 1 i 3 1 i A 1 S|

1 3 5 7 9 1 13 15 17
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B, % 0E. FEEE. 1990, rfE 144 R 21 20 o I8 JA T st A AR A CGEtAL 2R 17: 260-269.
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Fig.1 Dendrogram using average |inkage between groups of Leme and other ethnic groups
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Remarks

1 Time scales

2 People Sample

Joint research - a whole picture
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