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With this issue, we are very pleased to see Language Dynamics and Change
(ldc) finish its fifth year of publication. When the journal was launched, our
goal was to establish an outlet for high-quality work on diachronic linguistics
and connected fields written from both traditional and emerging perspectives.
We believe thatwe have been successful in this regard. Already in our inaugural
issue, we present, on the one hand, work from a strongly linguistic perspective
in Hyman’s (2011) consideration of how proposals for major linguistic macro-
areas within Africa should (or should not) impact our reconstruction of the
Proto-Niger-Congo. And, on the other hand, immediately following, there is
Pakendorf et al.’s (2011) interdisciplinary synthesis of work on the linguistic and
genetic prehistory of speakers of Bantu languages.

Based on the global distribution of the authors who have published in the
journal (covering much of Europe, North America, and Australia) and their
stage of career (from well-known senior scholars to rising mid-career and
junior researchers), there is good evidence that the journal is filling what
had previously been an open niche in the linguistics publishing landscape.
Its pages have also contained articles focusing on a wide range of language
families and groups, such as Uto-Aztecan (Hill, 2011), Alor-Pantar (Robinson
and Holton, 2012), Chinese (List et al., 2014), non-Bantu languages of southern
Africa (Güldemann and Loughnane, 2012), and Indo-European (Barðdal and
Smitherman, 2013), as well as papers covering a diverse set of topics within
historical linguistics, from areality (Michael et al., 2014) and borrowing (Seifart,
2015) to cognitive models of language change (Morley, 2012). Importantly, it
has also featured papers on the computational and mathematical modelling
of language change (e.g., van Trijp, 2013).

While many aspects of the way the journal operates are similar to other
humanities journals, there are also some features that are more likely to be
found in a hard science journal, intended to enhance the speed with which
content is published: reviewers are asked to hand in their reports in just three
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weeks, and there is an Advance Article option for publishing papers as soon
as they have been copy-edited. This option is used for cases where there is
a significant gap between the time of availability of content and the issue in
which it would otherwise appear. Another feature not often associated with
humanities journals is the possibility of publishing online supplements along-
side a paper. ldc requires research results to be replicable, and data necessary
for this purpose, as well as other kinds of supporting data in general, are pub-
lished online in case their inclusion in a paper would cause the word count
to exceed the limit of 10,000 words that is normally imposed on research arti-
cles. In other respects, the journal is similar to many other linguistics jour-
nals. Papers are normally reviewed by three relevant experts, although in some
circumstances—typically a combination of one reviewer’s failure to deliver
and two timely, high-quality reviews—two reviews are deemed acceptable.
In our first five years, we have also had a number of special issues: Method-
ology in Linguistic Prehistory edited by Tom Güldemann, Gary Holton, Robyn
Loughnane, and Laura Robinson (ldc 2.2), Phylogeny andBeyond: Quantitative
Approaches to LanguageDiversity edited byMichael Dunn (ldc 3.2) andQuan-
titativeApproaches toAreal Linguistic Typology edited byHaraldHammarström
and Lev Michael (ldc 4.1). We welcome future proposals for special issues.
Papers for such special issues are treated in the same way as regular submis-
sions, the only differences being that the guest editors screen contents before
submission, suggest at least some of the reviewers, and, if they feel the need,
provide an introduction. Because special issues can be fit into the journal’s
existing publishing timeline and make use of its online editorial management
system, they can be published in a much quicker timeframe than a typical
edited volume.

ldc is indexed in erih plus, Linguistic Abstracts, Linguistic Bibliography,
and, most importantly, scopus. The last is currently the commercial citation
index with the best coverage. Although an impact factor has not been issued
yet, it is clear that ldc already compares favorably to even much more estab-
lished outlets for work in historical linguistics in terms of average citations
to its articles.1 We believe that a good deal of the credit for the journal’s high
citation rate, despite its relative youth, is due to ldc’s openness to publishing
work that employs new methods in the general area of language dynamics, a

1 This assessment is based on a comparison of citations of articles published in ldcwith those
of other historical linguistics journals (as well as other linguistics journals in general) from
2011–2015 as collected by Google Scholar (http://scholar.google.com) and aggregated using
the Publish or Perish tool (Harzing, 2007). Book reviews were excluded from the calculations.
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domain discussed inWichmann (2008) and Loreto et al. (2011). Here we repro-
duce the tentative definition of language dynamics found inWichmann (2014)
with some minor modifications:2

The study, through observations, reconstructions or simulations, and,
whenever possible, quantitative methods, of processes of emergence,
change and interaction of languages at any time scale, possibly in relation
to processes within or among human agents and their specific sociohis-
torical and geographic environments.

A portion of this definition would describe historical linguistics in a tradi-
tional sense, which tends to focus on the study, through observations and
reconstructions, of processes of change and interaction of languages at a time
scale where the comparativemethod can be applied. Shortening the time scale
brings in dialectology and sociolinguistics. Widening it brings us to the study
of language evolution and large-scale historical typology. Considering human
agents in interactionbrings in the sociology of language and studies of language
competition; and modeling processes within human agents invites psycholin-
guistic and neurolinguistic perspectives. Explicitly bringing ‘environment’ into
the picture follows recent shifts in typological investigation that emphasize
areal and historical explanations for contemporary typological distributions
over universalist ones. Computational simulation is a tool which can aid in
all these enterprises, but one which is alien to historical linguistics as tradi-
tionally practiced. Finally, the definition deliberately avoids viewing the field
solely as a branch of linguistics, since other fields such as archaeology, genetics,
and geography, are clearly important for understanding key aspects of linguis-
tic diachrony.

The novelty of the methods that many papers within the field of language
dynamics rely on can oftenmake thema poor fit for journals strongly grounded
in traditional linguistics, though this is clearly not due to a general lack of
scholarly interest in their application. Indeed, in recent years, work within lan-
guage dynamics has been published in journals like Nature and Science (Dunn
et al., 2011; Bouckaert et al., 2012), high-profile outlets where linguistic work
is otherwise rarely featured prominently. While well-established linguistics
journals have published significant work within language dynamics, as seen,
for instance, in Chang et al.’s (2015) response to Bouckaert at al. (2012), pub-
lished in Language, our impression is that the barriers to publishing such work

2 Some of the discussion here is borrowed fromWichmann and Good (2014).
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are, in general, too high, given the necessity of allowing for experimentation
and timely presentation of results when a new field of inquiry is becoming
established, in particular one that rests on the rapid proliferation and steadily
increasing availability of newmethods of data analysis.

ldc is, thus, proud to have emerged as a forum for work which employs
emerging methods to reach new historical conclusions (Jansson et al., 2015),
evaluates such methods so that linguistics and allied disciplines can better
understand how to apply them effectively to particular research questions
(Denham and Donohue, 2012), or presents detailed discussion to motivate and
document possible revisions to commonmethodological practice (Jäger, 2013).
We further believe that, as a journal centered within the field of linguistics but
with strong connections to other domains, ldc has an especially crucial role to
play in ensuring thatwork like that just described above is thoroughly reviewed
by experts with the requisite linguistic, interdisciplinary, and methodological
expertise. This allows us to publish promising new investigations without sac-
rificing editorial standards, and we are extraordinarily grateful to the experts
who have given their valuable time to review submissions to the journal. We
would, therefore, like to end this note by publicly acknowledging the scholars
below who have reviewed one or more papers for ldc.

Our most sincere thanks go to: Phillip Alday, Artemis Alexiadou, Gregory
D.S. Anderson, Erik J. Anonby, Gilles Authier, Robert Barnes, Raphael Berthele,
Katrien Beuls, Damián Blasi, Richard Blythe, Lars Borin, Kasper Boye, Cecil
H. Brown, Dunstan Brown, Anna Bugaeva, William Chang, William Croft,
Michael Cysouw, Karen Dakin, Swintha Danielsen, Albert Davletshin, Dan
Dediu, Johannes Dellert, Mark Donohue, Michael Dunn, Teresa Fanego,
FrancescoGardani, Elly vanGelderen, LobkeGhesquière, EdwardGibson,Hans
Goebl, Anthony P. Grant, Simon J. Greenhill, Stefan Th. Gries, Jack Grieve, Tom
Güldemann, GeoffreyHaig, NancyHall, HaraldHammarström, IrenHartmann,
Jason D. Haugen, Wilbert Heeringa, Bernd Heine, Eugen Hill, Frans Hinskens,
Eric W. Holman, Gary Holton, Terhi Honkola, Geoff Horrocks, Gerhard Jäger,
Bram Jagersma, Carina Jahani, Vsevolod Kapatsinski, Brett Kessler, Marian
Klamer, JaredKlein,GrzegorzKondrak,AgnesKorn, Jyri Lehtinen,Caitlin Light,
Johann-Mattis List, Richard Littauer, Robyn Loughnane, Anke Lüdeling, Gary
Lupyan, Sylvia Luraghi, Patrick McConvell, Elizabeth A. McCullough, William
L. Merrill, Lev Michael, Piotr Michalowski, Steven Moran, Lydia Müller, John
Nerbonne, Lea Nieminen, Mikael Parkvall, Daniel Petit, Steven T. Piantadosi,
Simon Pickl, Ingo Plag, Tim Pooley, Taraka Rama, Laurie Reid, Michael Rießler,
Don Ringe, Sean Roberts, Laura Robinson, Nik Rolle, Teresa Satterfield, Dan
Slobin, Kenny Smith, Marci Sortor, George Starostin, Don Stilo, Mark Stone-
king, Brian Stubbs, Francesca Tria, Matthias Urban, Annemarie Verkerk, Ljuba
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Veselinova, Jacqueline Visconti, Rainer Vossen, George Walkden, Robert Wal-
ker, FengWang, MartijnWieling, BjörnWiemer, BodoWinter, Mary RuthWise,
Alena Witzlack-Makarevich, Shuhua Xu, and Menghan Zhang.

References

Barðdal, Jóhanna and Thomas Smitherman. 2013. The quest for cognates: A reconstruc-
tion of oblique subject constructions in Proto-Indo-European. Language Dynamics
and Change 3: 28–67.

Bouckaert, Remco, Philippe Lemey, Michael Dunn, Simon J. Greenhill, Alexander V.
Alekseyenko, Alexei J. Drummond, Russell D. Gray,Marc A. Suchard, andQuentin D.
Atkinson. 2012. Mapping the origins and expansion of the Indo-European language
family. Science 337: 957–960.

Chang, Will, Chundra Cathcart, David Hall, and Andrew Garrett. 2015. Ancestry-con-
strained phylogenetic analysis supports the Indo-European steppe hypothesis. Lan-
guage 91: 194–244.

Denham, Tim and Mark Donohue. 2012. Reconnecting genes, languages and material
culture in Island Southeast Asia: Aphorisms on geography and history. Language
Dynamics and Change 2: 184–211.

Dunn, Michael, Simon J. Greenhill, Stephen C. Levinson, and Russell D. Gray. 2011.
Evolved structure of language shows lineage-specific trends in word-order univer-
sals. Nature 473: 79–82.

Güldemann, Tom and Robyn Loughnane. 2012. Are there “Khoisan” roots in body-part
vocabulary? On linguistic inheritance and contact in the Kalahari Basin. Language
Dynamics and Change 2: 215–258.

Harzing, Anne-Wil. 2007. Publish or Perish. Software package. Downloadable at http://
www.harzing.com/pop.htm.

Hill, Jane H. 2011. Subgrouping in Uto-Aztecan. Language Dynamics and Change 1:
241–278.

Hyman, Larry M. 2011. The Macro-Sudan belt and Niger-Congo reconstruction. Lan-
guage Dynamics and Change 1: 1–47.

Jäger, Gerhard. 2013. Phylogenetic inference from word lists using weighted alignment
with empirically determined weights. Language Dynamics and Change 3: 245–291.

Jansson, Fredrik, Mikael Parkvall, and Pontus Strimling. 2015. Modeling the evolution
of creoles. Language Dynamics and Change 5: 1–51.

List, Johann-Mattis, Nelson-Sathi Shijulal, William Martin, and Hans Geisler. 2014.
Using phylogenetic networks to model Chinese dialect history. Language Dynamics
and Change 4: 222–252.

Loreto, Vittorio, Andrea Baronchelli, Animesh Mukherjee, Andrea Puglisi, and Fran-

Downloaded from Brill.com05/19/2023 07:09:35PM
via free access

http://www.harzing.com/pop.htm
http://www.harzing.com/pop.htm


168 good and wichmann

Language Dynamics and Change 5 (2015) 163–168

cesca Tria. 2011. Statistical physics of language dynamics. Journal of Statistical
Mechanics: Theory and Experiment p04006.

Michael, Lev, Will Chang, and Tammy Stark. 2014. Exploring phonological areality in
the circum-Andean region using a naive Bayes classifier. Language Dynamics and
Change 4: 27–86.

Morley, Rebecca. 2012. The emergence of epenthesis: An incremental model of gram-
mar change. Language Dynamics and Change 2: 59–97.

Pakendorf, Brigitte, Koen Bostoen, and Cesare de Filippo. 2011. Molecular perspectives
on the Bantu expansion: A synthesis. Language Dynamics and Change 1: 50–88.

Robinson, Laura C. and Gary Holton. 2012. Internal classification of the Alor-Pantar
language family using computational methods applied to the lexicon. Language
Dynamics and Change 2: 123–149.

Seifart, Frank. 2015. Does structural-typological similarity affect borrowability? A quan-
titative study on affix borrowing. Language Dynamics and Change 5: 92–113.

van Trijp, Remi. 2013. Linguistic assessment criteria for explaining language change:
A case study on syncretism in German definite articles. Language Dynamics and
Change 3: 105–132.

Wichmann, Søren. 2008. The emerging field of language dynamics. Language and
Linguistics Compass 2.3: 442–455.

Wichmann, Søren. 2014. The challenges of language dynamics. Comment on “Mod-
elling language evolution: Examples and predictions” by Gong, Shuai, and Zhang.
Physics of Life Reviews 11: 303–304.

Wichmann, Søren and Jeff Good. 2014. Introduction. In Søren Wichmann and Jeff
Good (eds.), Quantifying Language Dynamics: On the Cutting Edge of Areal and
Phylogenetic Linguistics, 1–6. Leiden: Brill.

Downloaded from Brill.com05/19/2023 07:09:35PM
via free access


