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Abstract

As one of the sub-types of it-extraposition, “it be AD]J to V” structure has been frequently used in
English writing and our daily communication. On the basis of the framework of Construction Gram-
mar and the British National Corpus (BNC), the current paper contributes to examine the semantic
relationship between the adjectives and the verbs of “it be AD] to V” construction through the com-
bination of Co-varying Collexeme Analysis and Correspondence Analysis. This paper sets out to deal
with two specific questions: (1) What are the co-varying strengths between the adjectives and the
verbs occurring in the adjective and verb slots in the “it be AD] to V" construction? (2) What do the
co-varying strengths between the adjectives and the verbs in the investigated construction repre-
sent their semantic relationship? (3) What kind of cognitive pattern does the semantic interaction
between the adjectives and the verbs reveal? The results show that in the “it be ADJ to V” construc-
tion, evaluative adjectives and formal emotional verbs are closely related to each other. Moreover,
there is a strong semantic interaction between epistemic adjectives and existential verbs. The use
of this pattern presents a cognitive entrenchment in the matching of dynamic or evaluative adjec-
tives and verbs denoting epistemic, aspectual, and communication. By exploring the semantic inter-
action between the adjectives and the verbs of this pattern, this paper discussed the enlightenment
that cognitive patterns of language gave lexicography and English teaching and learning, giving dif-
ferent insights into similar studies with a combination of different methods.
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1. 5|

“Itbe ADJto V” [REAESy “it” AbE S5 v — 38, PRHBIURE (R EE D RE AN UM BT £ 52 R .
“it” A1 45 F(it-extraposition constructions) & SEiE B AR T B — AN SL Y R, X 4 R T8 VS T B
— BB TR N A BER s B )R, A “it” R BRI R T A E.  “it” SPELH
W TR s AT REAN . XSS VT2 R T 2 R E R A I REI L R b
AR B R R 5 IR IS, B FE3E TF U6 S0 I 18 55 (0 S B 5 P A 100 DA S 12 45 R PE AN [R) B AR B B
AR R . H TR EE AN R I R, DK 22 SO 7 0 BT T SRR O 1 b T R T A R
SERIT. I, VR O ST R, TR A 5 i Z (A iE SO RA R — DRI

2. “It” HpELEHBITR

FET, xF “it” ShELSH BT FEANRN, TEN “it” SMEEMEOE L — D18, X “it be
ADJ to V” HAIRFCM BN 8 20 HEALWHITE, VF2 2 MASE M R R IX — i “it”
SREEEHAT 755 B FHRI T AN BB RRHE . LR S AT R3RT AR AL. R
F) AR 7 R] Jespersen [1145 HYIX & — ot A 3 B i AR B 1 AR L AL B 2 R BOTRIR LR . £
HE2] R GEHRD T d bR T ) “HNE” KRR
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Biber %5 A [3]7 H 8 R} & J7 VL5 40 B S5 MITE AR RIE I P AT 1 i At ie . Bt S Hopth B 2
RIVEHE IE A A P B S5 ISR 5 25 B 2 X [4] RRAEPE it YRR 2 DA B 3 ARV R B 2 2R S
ARG A A [5] e IX LU TN B 5 T SCARSR AL S AL bR H (0] A B S R IR A AN SOE R R

[, Ah B S5 R DI AR R s = e A 22 B 3 7 e R G . FEIE AN B AR R A
SrANEMR[6] RN E S5 s G 5 AR IR B 58 R [7]. Jarvis [B]KILTE Atchan iBE 1, 41E (ex-
traposition) ¥ % 5 AE 4 7145 ¥ (non-raising structures) i ] F 1t 2 )5 % & V1% £

KB 5 L8 ST oA B R IR TR i T i B, e 12 F LR AT 3R A7 20 AT V20 aX — 14
AIIAE R FITE 2 R AL AT ER U [9]s SRIXT LA ATE IR TE it-VEAN 28 5 5 2 B Sl ARkt B 56 &R [10]; 18
IS BCIR A 23 b9, B8 it AMNE S5 R 2518 5 Bl i 135 UL R XA [11]

B, KEZH TR S 2 s ML, A T2 1A RS T R AL LR EATT IS SRR
X AN R 3R SRR MEAT IR N b o BRI, AHIF 5T 1B FE PR 501244 3 b T/ 2598 5 3l iR S ELB 6 R
o] 5 e AN AL 20 S, DA A xR AR 1A 22 2H S LB O RAHEVESE M AR i SR 7L
] it o 8 1) R S

3. FRIpHESR

BT ARIEE, MR E T LLE I E) 20 tEZ0 60 AR, U Fillmore $2H 7 #s 8%, RE
1977 FERF T8 5 1 S R ST, Lakoff 3t L4838 H , AR 2 SOFAU & FL ARG 4 I T gE
PR BB AR N ZE e H F IR . 1987 4, Lakoff HH TiX—HiR[12]. )G, AL AFMZEE M
FIEEAE R EL T AR, G0 A [13] [14]. BhEE[15]. HREH[16]5% . 1l
R DU BRUR, ALFE Fillmore [17]401 5 1449501572 Goldberg 1 Lakoff [1)#4x0iE14[13]. Ronald
Langacker [18] [191E S HIIAENIEEL, LK Croft [20]#2 H A iE%. Goldberg iAA, IR R
o S A AR AR T TR AN BE P A TR 1) At 7 T (B4 S i O g Sz i d =) T ok, I8 K A AE
TEE P BOAEAE[13] e RIS T — MG A RE 78 2 I Se AT 2 A U 0l ok, 9F H— M RfEA
[ 15 353 P RR U H BT AT R AN R R

4. ARIAESHZ®
4.1. BNC BNEM RIES

AT RT “it be ADJ to V7 FRIIERMR B 22 R B K22 1) CPQWeb T A H1f#] BNC 1%
BEEE[21]. 3X— T B AT LLA https:/capweb.lancs.ac.uk/usr/index.php?ui=login k34 H413k75 . BNC (FH E %
TEARE) S A2 96,132,981 ANHLIA] . [AIRT, M BNC ERHER R M B0 BE A 45 LG SCARZAS, R
T SCAETY

R 8 & B — AN N I Gt AT AL BT R, T LU R 3k
(http:/Awww.r-project.org/) % 3% R4 %35 [22]. R 18 & PRI VEANIEAE 48 5 T LAYE 580 1 S [23] 4k
#.

4.2. HTREEIRANM T HTE

HLARFATC 1A {57 43 B9 (Covarying Collexeme Analysis) & 44 x0F4 Bt 43 #7112 (Collostructional Analysis)f#]—
T, I USRI AR S UL e ZE AR R, A BIHERCIRAE, AT WA A, AT S A H A
5K T TG SURFIE[24] [25] 0 FEARFRE L 162 43 H ik AT LIS 4 5E 1 20 A 3C1E (R 18 5 801F) 1 Coll.analysis
4.1 BRI AT HAR A ERAN S A, AT SRR AN BB AR S A el 5RVCA BAR A, DARGX SeAE B
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A FH T 52 e 5 5 )48 FH AN B A
4.3. SN SHE

Xf 243 4t (Correspondence Analysis) [26]5& — 2 4Egt it 7%, H T B Al AL A 4r KR §r 2
(B Y5 R [27] 0 S8 I X6 87 20 BT 2 SRAR R AN (R 1] 1 B VE 7B AN (R 2R 5 TR ) o0 A 1 O A BT8R0 A 11
PSR

X 243 B3 0] LA 43 S T BRO6T B 43 B2 A 22 B IR 73 Afr ik [28] . 2 BN B e Airii T Ll i R 355 H
FactoMineR %4t 1) MCA BR%LSEHL[29] [30]o J8 ek iX — %0t G A pR K, mT DA 22 AN 208000728 & 2 1) 1 DR Bk
TR LK
5. BR5VR
5.1. EARSahRAETEERE

B BNC IR EAE R R HERLA *(it) {be} (AP (to) (V*)" Ik, AIRSCI3H T 836 21730 42
EH “itbe ADJto V" WM RIT . 15 H AT 22 X 3LARFA D 5 5 B v 1 45 B R R (GE 1) s

Table 1. The top 22 covarying collexemes in “It be ADJ to V" construction
F 1. “ltbe ADJto V" #MRXHHT 22 3THTINR S ML THER IR

TEAL 1~1E 4L 2 LA TEAL 1~HE 47 2 ARSI
1. interesting note 253 12. hard imagine 132
2. difficult see 235 13. difficult know 104
3. easy see 208 14. difficult imagine 99
4. likely be 193 15. possible make 93
5. supposed be 189 16. difficult believe 82
6. hard see 174 17. hard tell 81
7. important remember 166 18. unlikely be 78
8. important note 165 19. impossible say 78
9. fair say 139 20. difficult say 75
10. hard believe 134 21. good be 73
11. good see 134 22. true say 71

M L AE Y, IAE 2 A 3 i ST 25 17 22 o M 2 FEJE (- “difficult”  “easy” “hard” ). W]
RETE (U “likely” “supposed” ). EEZE (40 “important” )5l FH S 3R PP 4 2540 %5 P (I “interesting”
“good” “fair” ). [FEIB, FAMEHFERE LA 2 5 SN FR EBOA BRI . X — IR K 1%
AR T 2517 5 3y i) 2 8] R SRR B DL R I e 2 4 PR DA R [ 4K

XL LRI 2 R, A A 2 e A I P 25 1R 5 Al ] (0 I | R R BRI R R AN R
B, X BT RE R R B S bR AR LRI R R 2 . R FBWRHIE MES . ATREME . BN, A3
PEL IR R IR AR R S M B S R A0 BRI WTEL . R AR SREL. AL SRS IE
NG BB ] 1 5 AR B IX R B, TG SRR I 1 2510 5 3] 2 (R AE A R ) R BRI, R
HEATHE L ESEAE AT b 5 A . IR, 30 5 2k = AP 28 7 25 17 A IE 508
R I ISR B A 1 R B TR H AR R
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Table 2. Collostruction strength of covarying collexemes in “It be ADJ to VV” construction
F 2. “Ithe ADJto V" X FpHTHEAL AR HTIEALIRE

Word 1~Word 2 Relation Coll.strength
interesting note attraction 1423.609494
fair say attraction 812.3075636
supposed be attraction 623.375603
important remember attraction 560.8303919
likely be attraction 499.3108941
true say attraction 490.6071874
hard believe attraction 399.7010021
reasonable assume attraction 335.8875928
hard imagine attraction 334.2104569
good see attraction 280.8218437
important note attraction 229.72965
easy see attraction 228.9502587
unrealistic expect attraction 205.8946104
reasonable suppose attraction 203.2457587
easy forget attraction 203.1255601
unlikely be attraction 192.6415624
important stress attraction 173.5352883
hard tell attraction 170.3141793
important realise attraction 167.0677959
nice have attraction 166.2017175

5.2. RARRSHANEXERXER

AW FEFHET Herriman [31]PL & Biber PAK & 1E# [3]46F 41 B &5 4 b 4] 138 L5328k %t “it be ADJ to
V7 R T2 R A BEA TR 2. TRV SUZ T, Herriman 32 20K 3= A 3E1E R 08 T INAMEAS | 18
MER . B ES SRR, MRYE Biber 5 A2, IO HIIE “itbe ADIto V" #
H R BhiE £ B AT BN SCBRshiAl . INAIBhE . AALEEOR RN (RIS EUE S R A A
(LS ETIRE R oy

W 1, FATATLLBEES] “itbe ADIto V7 R AT 2] 5 1A R AT ANE SRR . ARAEEA]
S HUREOR AT 8 1018 SCRAY, & 1 R T R s ia fshia 2 m ) B8t R . Hdr, Mgt
ik, RERX— X — DT, AR I X — 4R FE R L SRR R AE . 7RI 1 o,
INHNRIE 2517 5 A7 0 56 R 288 78 [R)— 48 5 b B ELPE S5, R WITE “it be ADJ to V7 #=(rfr, A
R SAAEBOR RRFA A E RHEMWR, AMTE BRI S X — SR, £
FEEE BB T A — 3B SO RN A . R, fERTA e, RN, PF. 3h s AR
RAAEBOR R ZRMMBEBEEGR, HAERNFRGERE ERTTEsoR, X 7 eI & X prd A
(R, DARCE AT T EEAN ) 2R S TR AN 5
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Figure 1. The semantic interaction between adjectives and verbs in “It be ADJ to VV” construction
E 1. “Ithbe ADJto V” MNP FIRASHIAMIENKFH

6. &t

AR SC LA BV O BB HESE 25 JLAR R TC 1A 137 43 A i R0 22 J1 6 IR 40 A2 4 Sl ket T 2% 4] 5 8
T Z IR (8 SCHLB) K R S HOR AR U ST AE S MR AT R T o 45 SR M ) =X b (K PPN SR 253 A
TERE I A1 BB AR B HE AR R AR, AR S5 E 8ok R R A G 4
BEMECR . XRPNAEE X — 2, AR R 20 2 S0P s SCRIBaA R A5, 38R
BN C A B @R EE P AFE TR NE LESR R, AR TR A1 KR,
NI FH B 54 02 v DA 5 2 2] iR B X i T 2518 5 3l b AT HE S, ] DUSEARAT 01 5 S 4
UL BRE#FFRIL . [FE, AEAR A R A 20A BT 58 20 B R 70 5 — e e i = R [ e R 6
WA R R A ARSI, AT g i) B g 8 22 AL AR 124 A 1 2% S At — s F5 B AT R 7
BOM

AR S B T AR FOZ B0 B . E AU IT AR A AR TR R Y )
W O RZCT S SRR NS BB BE MR TR R A N e BUZ S CERE . HIk, AR e s
BN TG PR 2445 T I E JE 4 B Bh DL AP ENE 5 2 KO8 IS & 2% A2 T E AN [ U8R 43 S48 H
MIAF DL AN TR T Ba,  ASSCINR] 58 5 0k B RESE R I A 45 T I Sl AN S Hs
£ E&WA

AT R 78 B A A0 70 AR 208 BRI gxmzu-chxb202401 %5 BI(3 H 4 5 gxmzu-chxs2024213) .
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