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Introduction: Frequency is not theory-agnostic Tempest in a teacup: Morphological diversity within one language
Models of language change often focus on frequency as a driving force. The stability of regularisation patterns across dialects is surprising given the
Frequency is generally fairly simple to estimate, especially at the lexical level, and morphosyntactic diversity between regions. In the comparison between German
supposedly theory-agnostic. In particular, frequency has been demonstrated to be and English, the subtleties of counting “types” in determining frequency
a driver of morphological and lexical change [1-3], especially (ir)regularisation underlined the importance of complex schemata in the stability of inflectional
14, 5]. However, both regularity and frequency involve a number of subtleties such patterns [6, 7, 11]. A closer examination of the present data also reveals such
that even closely related languages with similar vocabularies and lexical frequency subtle yet complex schemata with regional differences between different
distributions can exhibit remarkable differences in their diachronic development, inflectional paradigms.

as evident in the comparison beween English and German (cf. [6, 7]).

Back to the future: Regional patterns in the Prateritoprasentia

A world in a grain of sand: Microtypology

The Prateritoprasentia are a small group of verbs which follow a past-tense like

Previous work [7] showed that the different inflectional paradigms of German inflectional paradigm in the present and include modal verbs.
strong verbs (Ablautreihen) regularise at different rates, suggesting a sensitivity
to factors beyond simple token frequency. As the German dialects show a

remarkable diversity in verbal morphology, we sought an even more fine-grained

microtypological comparison of regularisation by comparing German dialects.
These verbs show clear

regional clustering in the
presence or absence of
syncretism between the
infinitive and past participle
(used to form one of the two

Moreover, dialects are the language actually learned and spoken by native
speakers. They therefore are more reflective of natural trends in language change
and less bound to the distorting effects of standardisation. Dialects provide an
excellent testing ground for theories of language change.[8].
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Cutting the Gordian knot: Global and local optima in morphology
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German provides a particularly nice language for study due to its long and V-PART A participle must not embed a verb in the infinitive
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- The development of such strategies creates unpredictable differences in optimality
between dialects when only frequency is considered.
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Like snowflakes: Each made the same way, each unique

=
o
1

= "he German dialects provide a microtypological perspective on language change.
The similarity in both token and type frequency across dialects leads to similar
large-scale diachronic tendencies. However, in terms of fine-scale changes, the
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Divide and conquer: Procedure for regularisation dialects differ greatly. The large-scale evolutionary pressures are broadly the same
across languages, but the fine structure of language arises more dynamically and
» Our analyses followed those presented in [5-7]. heterogeneously.
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