Ayl Ladla

Plad) Gpalilly uaal) gl padll b G calall G Ldld
Ajlga dadya dud
LAl Ao s el sdial
Olaad AL cp d) 3o o 53l 1aa] i)
sladia daals - Lol LS dupad) A2l and

raall dalal) i Laag o) dbide Gudya (S G dlgall ) dhiall 238 Caagd
adiall Ay meiall 8 Lagin EaYly GWY) and Sy Sladl (bl (gradll (s23d)
sl Lagan e b ) Ysumg ¢ hyeal) Cdlally slalally canlall ol el (10 Legiigas cililly

Ll G dyeal)l Goall & DAYy BV aagy Wilnl 3 dahall oda Al (e

) sy e ptl Olajdng chadpall Lgul€e Lagl cpnyd A3lse PlA e lapes duled)

ekl g (Eialll ale aa e oy ae Sl yall Gapall Dlge dudys Jol 2 o(Ealad
Ahl) aalies ilas 4ailiy Al Waanss cgaiy cdadie leliy ¢ Jgemd DG 8 dufyall

AN 0 Bilgag ccalall ) o L&y cpaslall ciskad Gilse Jg¥) Juadll cla
Jadll elag lagins dpall 2alall Gilse G Jndl) elag cdabiad) cpaslall jaliang cdulial)
el DAl Capall clale (e daeg sl Gl eyl e sl Cagal Glga GG

Odll Cm Ajasa CDlAy LD dasl dsag Leadl 2l (e degene ) Auhall cualig
Loy ¢yl CUAlg slalally oalsll il el (e Laghige By ¢ )< Baled) A33lgall eV lsa b
LAY ) L aayl il Al 3yna 19ieS ol daled) Al (8 Copall slale o) e

rall i 3 Slad) goalll SIaN ) Bagall 8y9 jm sy Gaeplal (Ao dahyall s il
Loy 4039 ARiRaty co)ledaY 4ud Cluhall (e ujall ehaly (daan

Jaally cJaghadll ledl gsalll Gl alaa¥) 8)5 pum Laiaall cilgal) Auhall cuasl WS
e lidas Ldlly cdie (ginall OO Byg ey ety Al Gfialdly Gl Al aali) e

cOmalll ialilly el olel Bgea 005S claSall 8 oyt



Shafiya Ibn al-Hajib between the explanations of al-Khidr al-Yazdi al-Masri and al-
Dhafiri al-Yamani

Budget morphology study
Researcher: Amani Zaid Ali Al-Shalili
Supervised by A.M.D.: Hadi bin Abdullah bin Naji Shamsan

Department of Arabic Language - College of Education - Sana'a University

This study aims to balance two morphological books with different contexts, namely Sharh al-
Shafiya by al-Khidr al-Yazdi al-Misri and al-Dhafiri al-Yamani, and to highlight the aspects of
agreement and difference between them in approach, rational and transmission evidence, and

their position on the opinions of Ibn al-Hajib and scholars and the morphological disagreement,
leading to a statement of their morphological doctrine.

The importance of this study lies in highlighting the aspects of agreement and difference in the
morphological lesson between the Yemeni environment and others through balancing two
explanations that have their morphological status and explain the most important morphological
text (the Shafiya text). It is the first study balancing the Yemeni morphological lesson with others
to the best of the researcher’s knowledge. The study was organized. In three chapters, preceded
by an introduction, a preface, followed by a conclusion, and a list of sources and references for
the study. The first chapter was a balance of the commentators’ style and their explanations
about Ibn al-Hajib, and a balance of the most prominent rational evidence and the various
commentators’ sources. The second chapter was a balance of the morphological evidence
between them, and the third chapter was a balance of the commentators’ position on the
opinions of Ibn al-Hajib and a number of morphology scholars and morphological

disagreement.

The study concluded with a set of results, the most important of which is the existence of
fundamental areas of agreement and disagreement between the two commentators in the areas
of budgeting mentioned above, and in their position on the opinions of Ibn al-Hajib and the scholars
and the morphological disagreement, which proves that the morphological scholars in the Yemeni
environment were not merely transferring and following others in other environments. The study
suggested to scholars and researchers the need to return to the Yemeni linguistic heritage in its
morphological aspect specifically, and to conduct further studies in it to show it, verify it, and
balance it with others. The study also recommended to the concerned authorities the need to pay
attention to the Yemeni written linguistic heritage, work to make it available to scholars and
researchers to investigate it, and the necessity of bringing the verified ones, printing them, and
publishing them to the researchers.



