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Abstract
this research explained the relation between syntax form and
lexicon form in Kurdish language  structure , we did our analyses
by describing the initial features of the innate lexicon elements
which they had the task of making sentences .
In the first step of this research  we oriented the  features of
lexicons elements and in the second stage we had recovered the
external forms( the syntax form ) of those lexicons elements .At the
conclusion of the research we attempted to prove that  Kurdish
language has a kind of lexicon elements that had owns  lexicon
information . in other hand those elements  are  abstract and they
have there complementary  in so many concrete  variety  in  syntax
, and they represent there structures in( T-) and (V-) forms , by this
tow pattern  the elements earn them innate  features and there legal
representation in syntax therefore  acceptable complementary
elements will have there syntax forms which make there existence
related to them lexicon information .
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