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ā ʔ -i “the day o
does not form a

junctions 

r languages, M
ons in MSA w
8b), it occurs w

In

or after the pr
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5. Conclusion 
This paper has argued for a new analysis for shared arguments, including RNR, in the LFG framework. This 
work has shown that the previous analyses in LFG, namely, split analysis and function spreading, cannot account 
for all examples of this phenomenon in MSA. Therefore, this paper proposes a new analysis that can account for 
the two types of shared arguments in MSA discussed above and that can account for all types of examples for 
which problems arose for the previous LFG-based analyses. The new approach in this paper analyzes the missing 
argument as a null argument that should be presented in the f-structure as pro. This analysis, as shown above, can 
account for the shared argument when it fills a different function in each conjunct. Moreover, this analysis is 
consistent with the fact that MSA is a pro-drop language, which means that subjects and objects can be deleted. 
This paper suggests that the new analysis in LFG is applicable to other languages and can account for similar 
phenomena in other languages without problems. 
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Notes 
Note 1. The paper uses the following abbreviation in the glossing: PFV: PERFECTIVE, IPFV: IMPERFECTIVE, 
DEF: DEFINITE, 3SGM: THIRD PERSON, SINGULAR AND MASCULINE, NOM: NOMINATIVE, ACC: 
ACCUSATIVE, GEN: GENITIVE, IMP: IMPERATIVE, JUSS: JUSSIVE, FUT: FUTURE, PASS: PASSIVE, 
ACT: ACTIVE, PTCP: PARTICIPLE. 

Note 2. The data in this paper were obtained from experts in Arabic linguistics departments in some universities 
in Saudi Arabia, including the author, who has knowledge about this language. 

Note 3. The clause is complete if it contains all the governable grammatical functions that are required by its 
predicate (see Dalrymple, 2001). 
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