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This paper is an attempt to give an insight of the morphosyntactic structure of numeral system in some of the Indian

languages. Languages given in the next paragraph are the ones I have dealt in this present paper. Delving into the
intricacies of the Indian numeral system preserving and documenting it for future generations. These number

systems are getting lost in translation as time passes often with entire linguistic tribes getting extinct.

Kurukh belongs to a Northern Dravidian language family. Tangkhul is a Sino-tibetan language of the Tangkhul
branch. Bodo, also known as Mech, belongs to the Sino-tibetan language of the Bodo people of the north-eastern
India and Nepal. Khasi is an Austroasiatic language and is closely related to the Munda branch of the family, which
is spoken in east-central India. Mundari is also a Munda language of the Austroasiatic family spoken by Munda

people,

The numeral system is an integral part of a language and should be described like all other parts of lexicon from the
point of view of its syntactic construction and its internal morphology. Numeracy is a very important aspect of any

linguistics system. According to Omanchonu (2011:84) “Counting or numbering is an integral and inseparable part
of the grammar of any language because there is hardly any meaningful linguistic discourse in a language that does

not make reference to quantity, size, time, distance and weight in definite numbers.”

I followed the “Questionnaire method” to see the various aspects of this topic. My questionnaire is based on the
questionnaire of SJEF BARBIERS (from Meertens Institute, Netherland), who has worked a lot on numeral system

and he also looked this topic from the perspective of cognition and mind.

The typological approach helped me analyze the numeral system at the morphological level. This area of work
helped me explore many interesting features of cardinal and ordinal numerals, as well as of multiplicatives,
fractions, classifiers and indefinite numerals; like the packing strategy, external ordinal marking circumfixal type,
the suppletion (lower numerals) in multiplicatives and ordinals. The behavior of numeral ONE is different from rest
of the numerals, likewise numeral 1,2 & 3 are different from rest of the pack. The fascinating base system of
numerals in syntactic construction is one to be document. The processes involved are similar but slight variations
can be seen, for example, arithmetic operations in the formation of complex numerals, affixation is involved and
also compounding. In several other aspects, the lower value numbers behave differently from other numbers. The
Num-N interaction is very interesting to look in this paper along with numeral classifier language. Across languages,
the lower-value numbers (1-4) tend to behave like adjectives, and the higher value numbers (especially hundred,

thousand, million) behave like nouns. And all others are arranged in continuum showing substantival feature.

This paper inferences that the diversity found within Indian humeral system suggests that these systems have an
important place in numeral typologies. The numeral system of many languages are becoming endangered even if the

langauges are not. Many langauges loosing their numeral system rapidly as they are not in use and are very much



influenced of the dominant neighbouring language. Same goes with these languages too, the numeral system of TB
languages are very less reported, they are in verge of extinction as neighbouring languages are having a huge
influence on every aspect of these languages.Many languages are shifting their number systems into the
predominantly decimal base or else into the dominant language spoken in the region.Younger generation do not
want to use the traditional numeral system and they use the dominant variety so this is now high time for us as a
linguit, to preserve the numeral system of the languages. As a result many uncommon systems are quickly vanishing
along with the incredible mathematical insights they hold. We need more researches as we have so many lesser
known languages in India whose numeral system is about to endangered. Numeral systems provide an insight into
the human cognition and along with their socio cultural background, losing them would be losing our history and a
way towards our future. This topic has cognitive implications too, acquisition of numeral system is very interesting

field for future research.



FIGFURES, EXAMPLES AND REFERENCES

TABLES:

Table 1: Numerical features

Features Bodo Tangkhul | Kurukh Khasi Mu
ndari
Base Decimal + + + + +
Vigesimal - + - - T
Arithmetic Operation Addition + + + + +
Multiplication + + + + +
Subtraction - - - - -
Division - - - - -
Ordinals Affixation + + + + +
First Suppletion | + + + + +
Multiplicatives Affixation + + + + +
First Suppletion | - - + - -
Fractions Common - - - + +
Transcribed - - - + -
Demonstrative Det. Sg. Proximal + + + + +
PI. Proximal + + + - -
Sg. Distal + + + + +
Pl. Distal + + + - -
Num. Classifier Ig. + - - + -
Number with Pl marker | [+Human] + - + n _
[- Human] + - - + -
Word Order [Num N] + - + + I
Definiteness - - - - -
Indefinite Numerals + + + + -

Table 2: Two varities of Kurukh Numeral System




Numerals | Kurukh (Original) | Borrowed from Hindi
One ond/onte/orot ek
Two &d/dur do
Three mund tn
Four na:kh caxr
Five pance pac
Six Soj che
Seven sa:j sa:t
Eight a:k" a:th
Nine naj (9) no
Ten doj dos

Table 3: Suppletive form of FIRST in Khasi

Predicted forms of FIRST | Existing forms of FIRST

Khasi bavar

nikon

EXAMPLES:

1. Kurukh has three allomorphs for numeral ONE:
lond/ - cardinal number
lorot/ - used when ONE modifies the noun in a phrase [+human]
lonte/ - used when ONE modifies the noun in a phrase [-human]

2. Khasi has 2 Sortal classifiers : /yut/ and /till/. /gut/ occurs with [+Human] and /tilli/ with
[-Human] feature. These classifiers follows the numerals that is followed by noun. They
are obligatory with numerals used with the noun, their deletion results in ungrammatical
sentence. In terms of the inherent properties of the noun like animacy or shape, these
classifiers categorizes. They do not have specific meaning of their own. They are used

with quantifiers too. The word order is like: [Numeral-Classifier-Noun].

ar put Ki-Konthor [+Human] * a:r ki-konthor

Two CL PlLgirl



“Two girls.”

. Sao tdlr ki-kalt [-Human] * Sao ki-kalr
Four CL Pl.car
“Four cars.*
Numeral ONE doesn‘t take any classifier.
1:-Ver 1: kPon
N.Sg-one N.Sg-child

“One child.*
3. Tangkhul uses conjunctive marker /ta/ for the formation of complex numerals instead of
using arithmetic operation.
thora-to-khonr = 12
10 -CONJ-2=12
4. Bodo is the also Numeral Classifier Language
Sortal classifiers:
/man/ - General classifier

/Sa/- General classifier

/ma/- classifier for animals. [+Animate]
/phag/- classifier for tree

/khoji/ - Mensural classifier
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