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The loss of inflectional morphology has been instrumental in shaping 

many languages, but has been relatively little studied. We present a 

model of inflectional loss along two parameters:y 

1. Mechanism of change, subdivided into LOSS, EXTENSION or 

DISPLACEMENT. Loss is seen in the history of Malayalam, where subject 

suffixes were gradually dropped (Ramaswami Ayyar 1936), so that the 

loss of inflectional contrasts was a by-product of morphological attrition. 

Extension is inherently contrast erasing, as in Mand (Trans New Guinea), 

where the 3SG subject form is taking over the paradigm (Daniels 2015). 

Displacement comes from the outside the paradigm, as in Basque verbs, 

where periphrastic verbal constructions replace synthetic ones 

(Jendraschek 2003).  

2. Manner of change, subdivided into two cross-cutting contrasts. 

UNIDIRECTIONAL vs. MULTIDIRECTIONAL change is seen in the contrast 

between Mand, where all values converge on the 3SG, vs. Ancient 

Egyptian, the the stative verb ends up swapping subject suffixes at 

random (Sethe 1899). GLOBAL vs. INCREMENTAl change is seen in the 

contrast between Mand, where the loss of subject marking affects all 

values simultaneously, and Swedish, where loss of person precedes loss 

of number (Mørck 2005).  

While inflectional loss has many potential causes (morphological, 

phonological, morphosyntactic or semantic), this typology relies solely 

on observable properties, as a first step towards a broader account. 
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