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This paper presents a descriptive finding on the Indonesian verbal prefixes. The aim of the paper is to prove 

the hypothesis that Indonesian verbal prefixes are voice markers that manifest differently depending on the 

kind of verb that they are attached to. The general assumption is the prefix Me- is an active voice marker on a 

transitive verb, Ber- is an active voice marker on an intransitive verb, Di- is a passive voice marker of an 

agentive passive, and Ter- is a passive voice marker of an accidental passive.   

The experiment was done by looking at the compatibility between Indonesian verbal prefixes (Me-, Ber-, Di-, 

Ter-,) with different sets of words (transitive verbs, intransitive verbs, nouns, and adjectives) and use them in 

different voice constructions (bare active, me- active, ber- active, bare passive, di- passive, and ter- passive). 

Furthermore, some of the words are also accompanied by reduplication and applicative -kan, -i, and -an to 

make the word grammatical (*Me-ngerja/Me-ngerja-kan). The word class involved in the experiment is not 

limited to verbs because other words from different classes can be a verb when it is attached with the prefix 

(Tangis -> Me-nangis) or with the applicative (Tinggi -> Tinggi-kan). The samples of the tables are provided 

below (figure1 and figure2) 

The results of the experiment prove the hypothesis to be not entirely true. While it is the case that the verbal 

prefixes mentioned above function as voice markers to their corresponding verbs in some occasion, it is not 

always the case with other verbs. There are intransitive verbs that take Me- instead of Ber-, there are transitive 

verbs that take Ber- instead of Me-, and there are verbs that can take both or neither. Although the result does 

not conform to the hypothesis, there are patterns that can be drawn between the verbal prefixes and the words 

that can take them. There’s a much more convoluted mapping of forms and functions regarding Indonesian 

verbal prefixes and the type of words that can take them. This mapping possibly involves rules, features, and 

restrictions beyond the syntactical ones.  
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