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Linguistic typology evolved thanks to the proposal of Greenberg (1963). He proposed a series of 
language universals in word order or morphosyntax that show invariance between groups of different 
and distant languages united by the same shared linguistic type. 

In subsequent years his claims have been revised by extending the original 30-language sampling to 
include more languages (Dryer 1992, 2009, 2019). However, the research methodology did not change. 

Instead, nowadays, thanks to the availability of other methodologies such as the analysis of large 
language corpora, we can achieve a different and more precise type of knowledge, based on 
occurrences in real texts and obtain other metrics (Futrell et al. 2020, Gerdes et al. 2021, Guzmán 
Naranjo & Becker 2018, Levshina 2022, Liu 2010). 

Therefore, in this research we ask whether it is possible to test and validate universals computationally 
through texts and whether we can formulate new universals from those proposed by Greenberg. In 
other words, we propose a quantitative (and not categorical and grammar-based, as in Greenberg) 
approach that allows us to observe in greater detail the precise behavior of the different languages of 
the world and to obtain non-prototypical structures.  

The methodology used for the study is based on the computational analysis of data hosted in Universal 
Dependencies (2.11), relating to 143 different languages in 243 corpora of varying typology. For the 
processing of syntactic or morphosyntactic data, the Grew-Match tool is used (and we add graphical 
representation using Typometrics). In addition to the presentation of the data in quantitative format 
and observing the graphical distribution of the languages, we also propose to follow the guidelines of 
Gries (2013) and Levshina et al. (2021) to subsequently allow comparability with the Greenberg labels 
and to assess the differences found. 

We offer a method for the determination of the linguistic types of the dominant word order, as 
Greenberg wanted, based on objective, falsifiable and quantificational criteria of languages not 
available in WALS, for example. We offer a formalization for universals 1, 4, 7 and 13. We analyze the 
(satisfactory) precise degree of fulfilment of these universals in UD. We propose modifications or 
extensions of these universals based on the alternative data we have analyzed. We propose a reading 
of the universals with reference to the clusters that can be formed in the distribution of languages. 
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