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Abstract 
The focus of this paper is on analysis of predicate argument structure 
in Isekiri.  Since predicate in its roots refer to the verb and other 
categories that occur after it, it becomes necessary to give a concise 
definition of verb, their types and forms in Isekiri.  Thereafter, the 
paper moves on, using chomskyan grammar tradition to examine 
predicate argument structure in Isekiri.  The paper examines three 
classes of verbs based on their occurrences in the predicate argument 
structure in Isekiri. 
 
Generally, verb is that part of word class that tells what somebody or 

something does, or what state somebody or something is in.  It is regarded as the most 
important part of word class because it gives meaning to the sentence. 

In Isekiri, verb is known as asuliofo, and the following are some types of verbs 
in Isekiri: 
Asuliofo Kpatakiri (main verbs) 
Utieyin – asuliofo  (auxiliary verbs) 
Asuliofo -gbogofo (Transitive verbs) 
Asuliofo -aregbogofo (Intransitive verbs) 

Expressing the forms of verbs in Isekiri is not as easy and straight forward like 
that of English.  While it is possible to express the following six (6) forms of verbs as 
single words as well as a sentences in English, in Isekiri, apart from the simple and 
infinitive forms that can be stated in single words, all the others can only be expressed 
in sentences.  These are exemplified below using the verb Write  “ya”; 
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 English   Isekiri 
1. Simple form:    Write    ya 
2. Infinitive form:    to write    gba 
ya 
3. -s(Third person singular) form:  writes    ?? 
4. Past form:    wrote    ?? 
5. Past participle form:   written    ?? 
6. -ing (present participle) form:  writing    ?? 
 
Apart from (1-2 above) that can be written as single words as well as in sentences (3-6) 
can only be expressed in sentences.  These are shown below: 
3. O ka ya Oruko Kpojokpojo 
 He write his name everyday. 
“Ka”  is used to indicate that the verb form is the “third person singular” form. 
4. Mo ya oruko mi ni irukuya we. 
 I wrote my name on the black board. 
 Notice that nothing shows that Ya “write” in (4) above is inflected for the past 
tense form, it is only implied in the context of the sentence.  One simple way to go 
about it so as to indicate past tense form is to use the element (factor) of time.  This is 
shown with the sentences below: 
 
Mo ya oruko mi ni ola 
I wrote my name yesterday 
Mo ya oruko mi ni owuro-wuro ren 
I wrote my name in the morning. 
The adverbs of time ni ola “yesterday” and owuro-wuro ren “that morning” are the 
indicators that the verb ya “wrote” is in the past tense form the in the two sentences 
above 
Having explicate verb types and forms in Isekiri, attention shall now be given to the 
major thrust of this paper – an analysis of predicate argument structure in Isekiri. 
 
Predicate Argument Structure in Isekiri. 

Predicate is a term which modern linguistics borrowed from traditional 
grammar.  In chomskyan grammar, it refers to the verb that has a meaning-relation with 
nouns or nominal that cooccur with it.  
In other words, predicate defines the relation between the individuals being talked 
about and the real world – as well as with each other. 

Argument on the other hand is a relational term for words or structures that act 
or receive an action from the verb.  These words are usually nouns or noun clauses. 

When the two words are conflated, predicate argument structure can be 
described as the structural relationship that obtains between a predicate (a verb) and its 
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argument (nouns or noun clauses) in a sentence.  In other words, predicate argument 
structure refers to the number of arguments that a particular predicate requires.   
Consider the example given below: 
 
John hit the baseball. 
 

There are two arguments in the above example, John and baseball.  These are 
elements in the world that are participants in the action described by the sentence.  The 
predicate in the sentence is hit.  Hit expresses a relation between the two arguments.  
More precisely, it indicates that the first argument (John) is applying some force to the 
second argument (the baseball). 

What stands out here is the fact that only verbs and arguments are relevant to 
the determination of predicate argument structure of sentences. 

Having explained the term predicate argument structure, what now follows is 
an adumbration of three classes of verbs based on their occurrence in the predicate 
argument structure.  These are well exemplified with sentences in Isekiri.   

The first one is the MonadicPredicates.  These are verbs which occur with only 
one argument. 
They are purely intransitive verbs.  Examples of these are shown below: 
(a)    Omawumi wu uko 

Omawumicoughed 
(b)   Onobiren werin 
 The womanlaughed 
(c) Oko we rin. 
 The boat sank 
(d) Iwe titon we gben 
 The new book is torn 
(e) Mo jo 
 Mo danced 

The underlined words are the verbs in each of the five sentences above.  Note 
that these verbs take single subject arguments. 
The second class of verbs are the Dyadic Predicates.  These are verbs that cooccur at 
the subject and object positions.  Examples of these are shown below: 
(II)  (a) John kpa eguale we 
  John killed the snake 
 (b) Joni ta Aleero ewo 
  John slapped Alero 
 (c) Eyituoyo kpe Omere ro 
  Eyituoyo called his brother 
 (d) Eyitemi se egin we 
  Eyitemi broke the wood 
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All the underlined verbs above cooccur with two NP arguments (at the subject and 
object positions respectively).  Notice that in sentence b, we have the example of a split 
verb in Isekiri, i.e a verb that is split by the object NP argument (ta Aleero ewo). 
The third class of verbs are the triadic predicates.  These triadic predicates involve a 
relation between a verb and three arguments within the same sentence.  Examples of 
these are shown below: 
(III)  (a) Gbubemi mu iwe we gbe Omasan. 
  Gbubemi gave the book to Omasan 
 (b) Bawo muewu ro ghan Eyinmisan. 
  Bawo showed her dress to Eyinmisan 
` (c) Joni gba egin Kpa eguale we 
  John killed the snake with a wood 
 (d) Solaye mu iwe we ni abe imeje 
  Sholaye placed the book under the table 

All the underlined words are arguments and they all have relationship with the 
verbs in the sentences. 

Another way to distinguish between arguments is whether they are external or 
internal arguments.  Arguments that occur before the main verb are said to be outside 
the scope of the verb and are therefore external arguments.  Such arguments occur as 
subjects of sentences (see iii (a- b) above.  Those that occur after the verb are controlled 
by it.  Such arguments are referred to as the internal arguments of the verbs. 

Another name for argument structure is valency.  Take, for example, predicates 
that take only one argument (i.e., they  have a valency of 1).  These are predicates like 
smile, arrive, sit, run, etc.  The property of transitivity refers to how many arguments 
follow the verb.  In predicates with a valency of I, no argument follow the verb (the 
single argument precedes the verb), so these verbs are said to be intransitive.  These are 
the verbs we earlier on referred to as monadic predicates. 

Predicates that take two obligatory arguments have a valency of 2; these we 
earlier on referred to as dyadic predicates.  Some examples of these are hit, love, see, 
kiss, admire, etc.   The predicates are said to be transitive, because they have a single 
argument after the noun (the other argument precedes the verbs). 

Finally, predicates that take three arguments have a valency of 3.  Put and give 
are the best example of these classes.  These predicates have two arguments after the 
verbs, so are said to be ditransitive.  These we earlier on referred to as triadic 
predicates. 
 
Conclusions 

So far in this paper, predicate argument structure has been examined.  It begins 
with a definition of verb, outlining or listing of the types of verbs as well as forms of 
verbs in Isekiri.  It was noted that expressing the forms of verbs in Isekiri is not as easy 
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and straight forward like that of English.  That it is in the context of sentences that the 
forms of verbs can adequately be expressed in Isekiri. 

Thereafter, predicate argument structure was analysed.  Not only were the key 
concepts (words) defined and explained, a combinationof the 2 key concepts resulted in 
the definition of predicate argument structure as    -  This was followed by an 
explanation of class of verbs – like Monadic predicates, Dyadic predicates and Triadic 
predicates.  All of these were exemplified with sentences in Isekiri.  Mention was also 
made of the difference between external and internal argument. 

It is hoped that the materials represented in this paper will be of immense 
benefit to scholars, especially those interested in comparative studies. 
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