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In contrast, when the second part is an adverb, it may or may not carry an accusative case marking, and when the 
second part is a prepositional phrase, there is no case marking. In LFG, the analysis should describe the system 
of languages. As shown above, the problem is in the second part of the two sentences in (44) if we use the 
double-tier analysis. In this case, there is a difference between the covert and overt copula in that when the 
copula appears, the second part is in accusative case, and when it disappears, the second part is in nominative 
case. We suggest that the solution of this problem is in the language itself. Therefore, this paper suggests that in 
both cases, the second part is the object of a covert or overt copula. When the copula appears, the complement 
carries an accusative case marking, and when it disappears, the complement carries a nominative case marking. 
This assumption is not strange in MSA because objects sometimes carry a nominative case marking and subjects 
an accusative case marking as long as the meaning is clear (see Alansari, nd). Additionally, we assume that the 
difference between the case marking in both constructions is because of the semantic difference between them. 
As shown above, when yakūn optionally appears, it makes a semantic difference; namely, it emphasizes the 
relationship between the subject and the complement, thus confirming the meaning of the sentence. It is clear 
that LFG is more flexible and able to use both assumptions in analyzing verbless sentences without serious 
problems. 

6. Conclusion 

This paper discusses verbless sentences in MSA and shows the analysis of this type of sentence in 
transformational grammar and the LFG framework. We argue that LFG is more flexible than other theories and 
provides a simple analysis for verbless sentences. The single-tier and the double-tier analysis are discussed in 
this paper, and we argue that there is no one right analysis for this phenomenon in MSA. Therefore, both 
analyses should be used in analyzing verbless sentences in MSA. This paper suggests that the single-tier analysis 
should be used when the second part of a verbless sentence is an adjective because adjectives are able to function 
as predicates. In contrast, if the second part of a verbless sentence is a nonadjectival word, the double-tier 
analysis should be used because the null copula in this analysis will be the predicate of the sentence. 
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Note 

They are called raising verbs in transformational grammar because it is assumed that the subject of the 
subordinate clause has been raised from the subordinate clause to the matrix clause (see Kiparsky & Kiparsky, 
1970). 
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