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ABSTRACT

The present study investigates language contact of Sinitic and their
neighbouring languages currently spoken in the ecology of temperate zone,
extending from Russian Far East through China into Central Asia. The
dataset of 130 linguistic varieties consists of Sinitic, Tibetic, Iranian, and
languages of the Altaic typological complex (Koreanic, Tungusic,
Mongolic, and Turkic). Their typological profiles are analysed by the
Neighbor-Net algorithm, revealing a significant deviation of several
Mandarin varieties spoken towards the western end of the dialect
continuum. The discussion also extends to changes and convergence
observed within two specific domains of grammar: 1. adjustable
quantification of entities and events, and 2. asymmetry in negation systems
across morphosyntactic contexts. The results indicate several
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genealogically biased patterns as well as contact-induced changes in
specific microareas, which are responsible for divergence of cognate
languages inside and outside the contact areas. For instance, inventories
for adjustable quantification remain robust as a system in Sinitic and their
neighbouring languages towards the east, while nominal classifiers have
been reduced in Sinitic towards the west where verbal classifiers in turn
are better retained. The role of Sinitic in the microareas is also highlighted
from the Altaic perspective, as Sinitic have either introduced or reinforced
a classifier system on the one hand and an alignment pattern of negation
asymmetry on the other.
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1. INTRODUCTION
1.1 Areal Linguistics of Sinitic

Sinitic together with Tibeto-Burman form the second largest
language family by number of speakers in the entire globe, Sino-Tibetan
(a.k.a. Trans-Himalayan), falling behind only the Indo-European language
family (see Eberhard et al. 2024). Sinitic languages originated among
communities around the central river basins of present-day China. From
the Qin dynasty (221-206 BCE) onward, Sinitic populations expanded
southward. Concurrently, northern tribes migrated into Sinitic-speaking
areas beginning in the mid-1st millennium CE. Despite these expansions,
Sinitic languages have undergone shifts due to the influence of other
language families: in the south, Mainland Southeast Asian (MSEA)
languages (notably Tai-Kadai, Hmong-Mien, and Austroasiatic), and in the
north, languages of the Altaic typological complex (particularly Mongolic
and Tungusic). These language shifts have shaped regional Sinitic varieties
through substrate effects, a key factor in the divergence and variation found
within modern Sinitic (Chappell 2001; Szeto 2019; Szeto and Yurayong
2021).

Previous studies have discussed the impact of language shift in the
structure of Sinitic, challenging the idea of “universal Chinese grammar”
posited by Chao (1968: 13). Genealogical connections notwithstanding,
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