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            Abstract
          
        

        
          The as-parenthetical construction in English often includes a gap, either at the sentence or predicate level, and shows flexibility in where it can appear in a sentence (see Dehé and Kavalova 2008, Potts 2002). In many cases, these constructions also appear without an explicit subject, especially when only a sentential gap is involved. This study examines how predicates behave in these subjectless as-parenthetical clauses using data from the Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA). The analysis shows that these constructions frequently omit the expletive subject it, yet still form clear and coherent meanings based on the surrounding context. Interestingly, in the previous researches, whether the clause is finite or non-finite, or whether the subject is present or omitted, often does not lead to differences in interpretation. To better understand how different verbs (or predicates) behave in these environments, this study uses a method called distinctive collexeme analysis (Gries and Stefanowitsch 2004), which demonstrates which verbs are strongly associated with each construction type. The findings reveal patterns of preference and alternation, presenting how verbs are distributed across different syntactic forms and how the intended meaning remains recoverable even in the absence of overt grammatical elements such as the subject. This paper argues that predicate selection is lexically and pragmatically controlled by constructional environments in subjectless as-parentheticals.
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