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ABSTRACT

Generative linguists claim that the argument of the matrix verb as in Mary seemed to be innocent is the DP (determine
phrase), which is the raised argument of the to-infinitive clause being raised to be landed in the Spec T. However, the
current study argues that the DP argument as the subject of the matrix verb seems to be the given DP and this is supported
by functional linguistics. The argument in this study is statistically supported by the empirical evidence of international
applied linguistic research articles. The data collection was English for Specific Purposes (ESP), which were indexed in the
Q1 SCOPUS database. A total number of approximately 250,000 words was derived from 25 applied linguistics research
articles, which contained 47 tokens concerning the argument with the matrix verb seem. The data analysis was divided
into the framework of syntactic analysis and the quantitative study of inferential statistical analysis. The framework of
syntactic analysis follows functional linguistics called the pragmatic discourse of givenness. The statistical analysis in this
study was Pearson Correlation in SPSS29. The results showed that there was a statistically significant relationship between
the given DP of the matrix verb seem and applied linguistic research articles. The p-value was reported at 0.044. Thus,
the hypothesis in this study was accepted. The discussion follows the principle of cohesion and fixed colligations. It is
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to contribute to the field.
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1. Introduction

Linguistically, the English language is no null-subject
parameter. This means that the subject in the English lan-
guage is compulsory!! 21, Omitting the subject, as in *seems
to be innocent, leads to ungrammaticality. However, an
exception was the subjects of non-finite clauses, interchange-
ably known as to-infinitive clauses® 3. The structures of
to-infinitive clauses in English consist of control construc-
tions, exceptional-case marking constructions (ECM), and
raising constructions. The subjects of these three structures
have different derivations, such as PRO, remain in situ, and

A-movement, as in Example 1.

Example 1. (/a) Mary hoped to spend a year in England.
(Control constructions)

(1b) Mary expected James to spend a year in England.
(ECM constructions)

(Ic) Mary seemed to spend a year in England.

(Raising constructions)

To spend a year in England is a to-infinitive clause.
However, when used in different syntactic contexts, it uses
different constructions. For example, the to-infinitive clause
in (1a) is control construction. The matrix clause and the
to-infinitive clause have the same subject, so Mary is both
a hoper and a spender. The to-infinitive clause in Exam-
ple (1b) is exceptional case-marking construction or ECM.
James is the object of the verb expect and the subject of
the verb spend. So, James also plays two roles in this sen-
tence: as a theme and an agent when remaining in situ. The
subjects of the to- infinitive clauses in these two syntactic
structures remain either in situ or in coindexation and they
are not moved from one position to another. Control con-
structions are analyzed by the null subject called PRO or
non-movement approach. While several previous studies
agree that the to-infinitive clauses in control constructions
and ECM construction denote sequential events and future
denotations* %!, the semantic denotations of to-infinitive
clauses in raising constructions remain a mystery. However,
to-infinitive clauses in raising constructions, such as Mary
seemed to spend a year in England, are different from the to-
infinitive clauses in control constructions and ECM construc-
tions. It is controversial that the argument of the verb seems
to be the raised DP> !, Raising constructions in English

are analyzed by the syntactic mechanic of A-movement!? 31,

Generative linguists believe that the arguments of the verb
seem are raised from the subject of to-infinitive clauses to
be landed in the right branch as the subject of the matrix
clause in Spec T called the raised DP[? 3 ¢101_ This analysis
complies with the Extended Projection Principle (EPP). The
matrix subject in Spec T cannot be left zero or null. Hence,
generative syntacticians believe that the subject of raising
constructions involves a movement approach. The illustra-
tion of A-movement via a syntactic representation is given
as follows:

According to Figure 1, the Spec T extended from the
TP node is the position of the subject where the argument
is moved to be landed. In this process, it is initially landed
inside the VP position to be assigned a case marking and to
comply with the VP’s internal hypothesis, referring to the
emerging of the subject inside the VP. Since the verb seems
does not assign a theta-role, it is then moved to the final Spec
T, becoming the subject of the sentence. Therefore, Mary
is acknowledged as the raised subject in generative linguis-
tics. In contrast to generative linguistics, the argument of the
verb in functional linguistics is given and this complies with
the theories of pragmatic discourse of givenness. The given
information is firstly filled in the subject position before pro-
viding the new piece of information at the VP postposition.
If this is true, it means that the subject of the verb seems is
the given DP, so the argument derivation of the verb seem
is, therefore, non-movement!!!: 121 Tt is likely to follow the
principle of cohesion to link information together, such as in
Example 2.

Example 2. (2a) I went to the prison to talk to Mary yester-
day. Mary seemed to be innocent.
(2b) I went to the prison to talk to Mary yesterday. She

seemed to be innocent.

Example 2 shows that the DP Mary in the first discourse
and the second discourse are the same person, which can be
tested by the replacement of a pronoun, such as she, called
a substitution test!!3. If the argument of the matrix verb
seems in functional linguistics is analyzed as the given DP
derived from the left side or previous discourse, it is likely to
be relevant to the principle of cohesion. Cohesion or cohe-
sive devices in English are divided into lexical cohesion and
grammatical cohesion. Lexical cohesion is exemplified by
synonyms, antonyms, and repetition!!!). On the other hand,
grammatical cohesion is exemplified as the replacement by
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pronoun, conjunction, and substitution. The examples of the

two categories are given in context as in Example 3.

Mary seemed to be innocent.
( P

Spec C

nudl /{\
/\

mu’/

Spec T
Mary
frpst) /\
Mﬂfr
VP Internal Subject Hvpothesis| /\
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Figure 1. Syntactic Representations of the DP Raised Argument
via A-Movement Chain.

Example 3. (3a) CLT is a teaching approach that focuses
on communication. CLT has been increasingly popular since
the 18th century.

(3b) CLT is a teaching approach that focuses on com-
munication. It has been increasingly popular since the 18th

century.

Examples 3 are different variables of cohesive devices.
The example of cohesion in (3a) is the same DP. This pat-
tern of cohesive devices is frequently found in abbreviations,
terms, and terminologies!'¥. Cohesive devices are consid-
ered important linguistic tools to link information with the
boundaries between sentences. This practice complies with a
pragmatic discourse of givenness which is a theory of struc-
turing information in functional linguistics ') It originated
in the Prague School of Linguistics. It refers to placing the
given information that is linked with the previous discourse

(15, 16]

before placing a new piece of information , such as

Example 4.

Example 4. A tripartite model of proximization was postu-
lated and tested whereby set patterns of lexical-grammatical
items were configured to measure the performance of proxi-

mization. Though most commonly applied in the field of Crit-
ical Discourse Analysis mainly of political discourse, proxi-

mization, either as a construct or a methodological tool, seems

applicable to various other discourse domains as welll'”/ .

Example 4 shows that the DP maximization in the sec-

ond discourse is analyzed as a given chunk of information. It
is used as the same DP to link with the previous discourse be-
fore providing the new piece of information, which applies to
various other discourse domains as well. It can be concluded
that the DP subject used with the verb seem is the given DP,
sometimes known as the given argument!!'!). The same DP
is often found with acronyms, abbreviations, terminology,
and terms['¥. These word formations are likely to relate to
the concept of collocation. Collocation and colligation are
formulaic patterns of co-occurrences that frequently occur
as a chunk'®). Once co-occurred, new senses are extended.
These are words or phrases that always co-occur together,
such as bread and butter and fish and chips. This also in-
cludes idioms. Swapping the places between words as in
butter and bread and chips and fish may not maintain the
same sense of meaning. This category of collocation is fixed,

19211 n contrast to fixed colloca-

called fixed collocation!
tions, semi-fixed collocations allow some changes, such as a
big difference and a major difference ']

Semantically, raising constructions are the syntactic
structures to fill in the semantic denotations of subjectivity.
Subjectivity is the writers’ comments, evaluation, and opin-
ions towards certain events[??. The subjectivity in academic
writing is that the writers tend to avoid presenting themselves
on the stage by using the pronouns I and we. However, this
study argued that the DP with the matrix verb seems to be a
syntactic cohesive device for linking what is wanted to be
evaluated with the author’s subjectivity.

Different syntactic structures in English have their func-
tions and preferences in different genres of writing®*!. For
example, passive constructions are preferred in academic
prose, especially in methodological sections. This is because
the subject is not required to be spelled out and it is commonly
known that the person(s) who conducted a research study is
the researcher(s). On the other hand, imperative, which is
an informal structure, is commonly found in conversational
dialogue in novels!'”l. As mentioned above, the argument
with the verb seems is used for subjective comments and
evaluations. This structure is common in academic research
papers when the researchers prefer to give comments with
self-disclosure. In other words, they tend to hide themselves
from the stage. It is interesting to examine how comments
are given in academic research articles. This study selected

international applied linguistics research articles to exam-
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ine the use of arguments with the matrix verb seem. The
international applied linguistics research articles in English
are considered reliable examples concerning contents and
language use. The papers are reviewed by several reliable
reviewers and they are proofread by native speakers before
being published. The novice researchers who aim to publish
their research articles as indexed Q1 SCOPUS can use the
results of this study as their examples or guidelines for writ-
ing comments. Even though previous studies employed the
genre of academic prose to examine the argument with the
verb seem, they focused on a qualitative method. However,
this current study employed a quantitative approach to study
the arguments with the matrix verb seen in applied linguis-
tics research articles. This study aimed to test the following
hypothesis stating that there is a statistically significant re-
lationship between the argument of the verb seem and the
theory of pragmatic discourse of givenness in Q1 SCOPUS
applied linguistics research articles.

2. Methods

Since the current study aims to test a hypothesis, the
method that is suitable for this study is a qualitative method

via an inferential statistical analysis.

2.1. Data Collection

The data collection in this study was applied linguis-
tics research articles that were indexed in the Q1 SCOPUS
database. The international journals in this study were En-
glish for Specific Purposes (ESP), which has been indexed in
the Q1 SCOPUS database for longer than a decade. The data
collected to be studied should be up-to-date to reflect the use
of language in present-day English[?*]. The research articles
in this study were collected between the years 2020 and 2024.
The total number of words in this study was approximately
250,000 which were taken from 25 applied linguistics re-
search articles including 38 international authors. There are
47 tokens of the DP argument with the matrix verb seen in
this study material. The topics of applied linguistics that
the researcher collected to study should be various, such as
teaching methods, language evaluation, and assessment, lan-
guage use in different genres, and language acquisition 231,
This could help avoid prejudice that may occur in the process

of data collection. For the sake of up-to-date data collection,

the data in this study excluded the Q1 SCOPUS applied lin-
guistics that was published before the year 2020. The topics
of research papers gathered to study excluded translation and
sentences translated into other languages. This would lead

to misinterpretations.

2.2. Data Extraction

Normally, the data extraction for a structural study is a
phrase, a clause, or a sentence. However, this current study
manually extracted two sentences, which were sentences
with the same lexeme seem with its previous sentence. Ex-
tracting the data in this way allowed the researcher to inves-
tigate givenness effectively. The example of data extraction
in this study was given in Example 5.

Example 5. A tripartite model of proximization was postu-
lated and tested whereby set patterns of lexical-grammatical
items were configured to measure the performance of prox-
imization. Though most commonly applied in the field of
Critical Discourse Analysis mainly of political discourse,
proximization, either as a construct or a methodological

tool, seems applicable to various other discourse domains

as welll!7].

Example 5 shows that the data was manually extracted,
so the length of extraction could be controlled. The keyword
seems to be entered into the search engine. The whole sen-
tence containing the cohesive device seems to be collected

and coexisting with the whole sentence on the left side in an

adjacent area.

2.3. Coding Schema

The coding schema in this study was given according to
the following conditions as in Table 1. If the argument of the
matrix verb linked with the previous discourse via a variety
of cohesion, it was the given DP. On the other hand, if the
argument of the matrix verb did not link with the previous

discourse, it was the raised DP.

2.4. Data Analysis
2.4.1. Phrase 1-Quantitative Analysis

Once the data were collected and the codes were as-

signed as either code 1 or 2, the researcher keyed the codes
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Table 1. Coding Schema.

Code 1 — The Given DP

Code 2 — The Raised DP

Code 1 was assigned if the argument of the verb in
selected materials agreed with the theory of pragmatic
discourse of givenness in functional linguistics.

Given

[
[...] The given DP [....]. The givtn DP seems [...].

Code 2 was assigned if the argument of the verb in
selected materials disagreed with the theory of pragmatic
discourse of givenness in functional linguistics.

Raised

[...]No link [....]. The givs_il DP seems [ ... ’

into the inferential statistical program called SPSS29. For
this study, the different theories were proven.

Code 1 complied with functional linguistics.

Code 2 is compiled with generative linguistics.

The statistical tool called Pearson Correlation was used
to analyze a statistically significant relationship. The data
analysis of a p-value that is less than or equal to 0.05 denotes
a statistically significant relationship between the two vari-
ables!?>]. The 2-tails were selected as it was acceptable if the

results of the study were calculated as either plus or minus.

2.4.2. Phrase 2-Qualitative Analysis

In phase 2, the given DPs in applied linguistics research
articles were further investigated as to how they were linked
with their previous discourse. The categories of cohesion
in this study were categorized into syntactic and lexical-
semantic variations of the given information as shown in
Table 2.

The same DP is defined as the sameness of spelling the
DP between the given piece of information and the informa-
tion in the previous discourse. Replacement by pronoun is
defined as the use of pronouns, such as they and it to replace
the whole DP in the previous discourse. For example, in
the DP the students were replaced by the pronoun they .
Replacement by referential determiners refers to the use of
this, these, that, and those to point out the information in the
previous discourse as if the longer and heavier information
in the previous discourse was recapitulated ], Antonym or
contrastive link refers to the opposite information between
the given piece of information and the information in the
previous discourse!!3]. Part of the whole refers to a certain
part of givenness which is to be discussed as the topic in
the following sentence. Lexical synonym refers to closely
related wordsPl. With this methodology, the results of the
study are given in the following section.

18

3. Results

This section presents the results of this study. There
were 47 tokens of raising constructions found in international
applied linguistics research articles. This section answers the
first research question stated “Is there a statistically signifi-
cant relationship between the theory of pragmatic discourse
and the argument of the verb seem in Q1 SCOPUS applied
linguistics research articles?”

Table 3 reveals that there was a statistically significant
relationship between the argument of the matrix verb as the
given DP in applied linguistics research articles in English.
The p-value was reported at 0.04. Thus, the hypothesis in this
study was accepted. With this result, the second phase of the
study was then examined. This section answered the second
research question 2 “What are the syntactic and semantic
variables of the argument of the verb seem in Q1 SCOPUS
applied linguistics research articles” as in Table 4.

Table 4 presents the given DP via the syntactic and
semantic variables. A total of 47 raising constructions were
divided into syntactic variables and semantic variables. The
percentages of syntactic variables and semantic variables of
givenness are 89.35 percent and 6.39 percent, respectively.
The highest percentage of syntactic variables is the same
DP at 61.70 percent. However, the percentage of semantic
variables was 2.13 percent each. It is interesting when the
results show the given DP as the same DP. The discussion of

the results of this study is given in the following section.

4. Discussion

The discussion in this study covers the given DP as
cohesion, the given DP as fixed collocations, semantic deno-
tations of to-infinitive clauses as evaluations, and the use of
given DP in applied linguistics research articles. Since the
DP argument of the verb seems was not raised as claimed
by the camp of generative syntax. The empirical evidence
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Table 2. Syntactic and Lexical Semantics Variations of the Given DP.

Syntactic and Semantic Variations

Exemplifications (Example 6)

(6a) After tabulating the estimated percentage of all the students reported in the
interviews, it is found that overall, they allocate more effort to studying problem

The Same DP

sets and notes taken in class. What is particularly noteworthy is that problem

sets seem to capture students’ attention, as they reported investing more

time in studying these materials

[26]

(6b) When students were in control of reading the notes, the reading process was

Replacement by Pronoun

pronounce them?’.

slowed down as the students set the pace. They seemed to regularly ask questions
about the meaning of medical and non-medical terms and asked how to spell or

Replacement by Referential Determiners

(6¢) And in solving these problem sets in the exam, the students found it unnecessary
to explain the logical steps in prose. This phenomenon seems to mirror how [+++] 2%,

Antonym or Contrastive Link

(6d) Some students had a high sense of agency in learning, whereas other students
seemed to be wanting direction

[27]

(6e) Another source of variation is in the degree to which there is a link between form
and function. For example, cases, where a linguistic form seems to determine a

Part of the Whole

functional category, include Vassileva's “permission” being expressed through

Let Me, Kuo's “Expressing wish or expectation”, or Ferndndez Polo’s
“Thanking audience .

(6f) Alternatively, the analyst would choose to create a new step, “reviewing the

Lexical Synonym

biography of the literary author or film director”. However, adding new steps for
instances that don t seem to fit the CARS generic descriptions would complicate

the scheme, causing an endless expansion of the model’”! .

Table 3. Statistical Correlations between the Argument and Givenness.

Correlations
Argument Givenness
Pearson Correlation 1 0.295%
Givenness Sig. (2-tailed) - 0.044
N 47 47

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).

shows that the DP argument of the verb seems to be the given
DP. This was supported by the theory of pragmatic discourse
of givenness in functional linguistics. Therefore, the analysis
tells us that there was no movement in raising constructions

in English.

4.1. The Given DP as Cohesion

The current study shows a statistically significant rela-
tionship between the theory of pragmatic discourse of given-
ness and raising constructions in international applied lin-
guistics research articles. The p-value was reported at 0.044.
While previous studies addressed that raising constructions
are the syntactic structure of subjective complements >3], this
result has become true partially when it comes to the current
study. The researchers who employ raising constructions

in their applied linguistics research articles presented their

attitudes and opinions toward certain topics by giving their
stances. The topic of their comments can be the results of

their study and terminologies, such as Example 7.

Example 6. See Table 2.

Example 7. In the online classes in this study, synchronous
text chat appeared to promote students’ motivation to par-
ticipate in their classes and facilitate interaction between
the students. Also, by using text chat, the students seemed to
become more aware of their linguistic errors, which would

have been overlooked in the F2F context3% .

The DP of the students in the second sentence refers
to the participants. The researcher gave his/her comments
about the participants based on the study results. The DP the
student is given as the topic for commenting. The results in

this study show that the subject of the verb seems to com-
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Table 4. Syntactic and Semantic Variables of the Given DP.

Variables of the Given DP  Pragmatic Discourse of Givenness Frequency % Total %
The Same DP 29 61.70

Syntactic Variables Replacement by Referential Determiners 8 17.02 89.35
Replacement by Pronoun 5 10.63
Antonym or Contrastive Link 1 2.13

Semantic Variables Part of the Whole 1 2.13 6.39
Lexical Synonym 1 2.13

No Link 2 4.25 4.25

Total 47 100 100

ply with the linguistic theory of functionalism where the DP
subject is the given DP. Due to the statistical support in this
study, since the verb seems is not a raising verb, it could be
argued that the verb seem is interpreted as a control verb in
English.

The given DP as the subject of the verb seems in applied
linguistics research articles is supported by the reason of co-
hesion in writing referring to making the academic piece of
writing become a unit as a whole!!!>*!1, Cohesion is catego-
rized as lexical cohesion and grammatical cohesion. Lexical
cohesion can be applied with different techniques of reiter-
ation, such as synonym, near-synonym, and superordinate.
Complying with Halliday and Hasan, near-synonym tech-

niques are also found in this study!!), such as Example 8.

Example 8. Alternatively, the analyst would choose to create
a new step, “reviewing the biography of the literary author
or film director”. However, adding new steps for instances
that don 't seem to fit the CARS generic descriptions would
complicate the scheme, causing an endless expansion of the
model!®’/.

The raised DP subject in the second sentence creating a
new step is synonymous with the information in the previous
discourse adding new steps. Aside from lexical cohesion,
grammatical cohesion is exemplified as referential deter-
miners that point back to the information in the previous
discourse which also complies with descriptions!'!, such as
Example 9.

Example 9. Learning Polish was much more difficult for
those coming from Western countries — this seems to be sup-
ported by the direct experience of one of our respondents,
as he shared outright his direct observation in the seventh

quote[ 3.

Due to the avoidance of repetition, the referential de-

terminer is used to link two chunks of information together.
Therefore, the given DP has functions semantically and syn-
tactically. The given DP serves two major purposes of struc-
tural information, which are the economy principle (some-
times called least effort of requirement) and the horror aequi
principle. When repeating the same information, writers are
likely to shorten the second piece of information by using a
referential determiner, such as this and that to support their
economy principle33). However, if the given DPs are terms
or terminology of the field, they are likely to be repeated as

if a norm of academic research writing.

Example 10. (10a) Formative assessment, including aca-
demic and professional assessments, may suggest that the
constructs underlying the robot’s AR underscore the Dual
Coding Theory. In addition, it was indicated that embodied
cognition and extended cognition through the robot signifi-
cantly facilitated students’ EMP listening and reading. How-
ever, the robot’s AR seemed to be a more robust module for
enhancing the cognition of comprehension!3% .

(10b) Thus, in this classification scheme the Connection-
of-Theory-and-Data assignment type appears to be buried
in the rather general scholarly essay assignment category.
In other studies, Connection-of-Theory-and-Data seems to

be spread out across different categories!3/.

Examples (10a) and (10b) show that the given DP the
robot’s AR and the connection of theory and data are termi-
nologies in the field, so grammatical cohesion is not applied
in these cases.

4.2. The Given DP as Fixed Collocations

The majority of the given DP in this study is the same
DP, which was usually found as terms and terminologies of
applied linguistics. The lower frequency of semantic vari-

ables of the raised DP is because the terminologies in applied
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linguistics cannot be paraphrased. They are used as fixed col-
locations, referring to the exact arrangement of word order, to
mean a certain thing!'®!. The examples of the same DP fixed
collocations in this study are the robot’s AR, Connection-of-
Theory-and-Data assignment, GM, form and function, and
problem sets. This is a reason why the technique of seman-
tic variables of the raised DPs is not productive in applied
linguistics research articles. Paraphrasing these words with

other lexical semantics might not maintain the same sense.

4.3. Semantic Denotations of to-Infinitive
Clauses as Evaluations

Subjectivity refers to presenting the writer’s opinions,
comments, and evaluation concerning the given topic??!.
Previous studies!'#), studied the use of raising constructions
in English novels and found that the raised DP subject with
the matrix verb seems to be used with the subjective predi-
cate. The results in this study complied where the semantic
denotation of the raising verb seems to be subjectivity, such

as Example 11014,

Example 11. (1la) Finally, engineering and this discipline
is noteworthy not for any substantial changes in use, but
largely for its striking disinclination to use negation in re-
search abstracts. Engineering seems to be similar to physics
in this regard, attaching greater importance to affirming
antecedent claims than denying alternative possibilities 3%/

(11b) In the online classes in this study, synchronous
text chat appeared to promote students’ motivation to par-
ticipate in their classes and facilitate interaction between
the students. Also, by using text chat, the students seemed to
become more aware of their linguistic errors, which would
have been overlooked in the F2F context3".

(11c) However, as we have observed, this issue was ex-
perienced mostly by scholars from Western Europe and the
rest of the world rather than those from Eastern European
countries. This finding seems to support the thesis of this
paper — that English is still not a full-fledged lingua franca

in Polish Academial?%.

Example 11a) is the evaluation of the section of the
findings. Examples (11b)—(11c) are the evaluation of their
findings. With the above discussion, the patterns of the given
argument with the verb seem are developed as follows:

Figure 2 is the linguistic pattern that occurs frequently

in the section of discussion to evaluate the results of a re-
searcher’s study in applied linguistics research articles. Fig-
ure 2 creates a new concept in that the to-infinitive clauses
colligated with the verb seem to have the semantic denota-
tions of evaluations. This current study gives a clearer picture
of why to-infinitive clauses between raising construction and
control construction are not the samel®l. The differences
between the two are their semantic denotation, such as Ex-

ample 12.

Example 12. (12a) [---] the students seemed to become more
aware of their linguistic errors [+ ] 3%
(12b) James promised to finish his assignment this week-

end.

The to-infinitive clause in (12b) gives futuristic seman-
tic denotation. There is a covert subject PRO that is confer-
ential with the matrix subject[3]. Therefore, the agent James
is the one who performs both actions as a promiser and a
finisher. On the other hand, the to-infinitive clause in (12a)
gives evaluative semantic denotation where the one who
evaluates this stance is the researcher. The covert subject
PRO cannot be the abstract subject of the raising construction
because the implicit subject in the lower clause includes the

researcher’s voice.

4.4. The Genre of Applied Linguistics Research
Articles

Different syntactic structures are used differently and
have their preferences for usage in different genres!'?). Re-
searchers employ the verb seem as a linguistic tool to com-
ment on and evaluate certain terminologies and the results
of their study in the section of the discussion. This structure
is also used to contrast different results of previous studies
in the section of literature review, as in some studies [--].
Other studies seemed to [---]. It is also used to give a plausi-
ble conclusion in the researcher’s study therefore, the results
in this study seem to be feasible [--]. A strong judgment
is not appropriate when writing applied linguistics research

articles.

4.5. Pedagogical Implications

When teaching the raising constructions in English to

EFL learners, the students should be encouraged to think
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about whether the argument of the verb seems to be either
the raised DP or the given DP. The teacher may ask this ques-
tion “Does the subject argument of the verb seem the raised
DP or given DP? Why? The students are not just taught to
understand, but they can learn to discuss their answers from
different linguistic theories and seek empirical evidence to
support their answers. An assignment could be given via an
individual written assignment or a debate activity between
two groups of students in a classroom. This can increase the
level of controversy and discussion in syntactic classes.

[...] Fix Collocations (i.e., terminologies). Fixed Collocations seem comments or evaluations |[...]

Figure 2. Linguistic pattern.

5. Conclusions

This study examined the DP arguments used with the
verb seem to answer the following research questions. Is
there a statistically significant relationship between the the-
ory of pragmatic discourse of givenness and the argument
of the verb seen in Q1 SCOPUS applied linguistics research
articles? The first answer is that there was a statistically
significant relationship between the given DP and the argu-
ment of the verb in international applied linguistics research
articles in English. The second answer is that the given DP
that is highly productive in international applied linguistics
research articles in English was syntactic variables, espe-
cially the same DP. While generative linguists said the DP
subject of the verb seems to be raised from infinitive clauses
to become the subject in matrix clauses, this idea was not
supported by the empirical evidence of this study. However,
the linguistics theory to support the first research question
in this study is functionalism. The given DP used with the
verb seems to comply with the linguistic principle of cohe-
sion. The given information is reintroduced at the subject
position before giving the new information at the predicate.
Therefore, this function is viewed as an effective information
structure between sentences that are linked syntactically. Ac-
cording to the results of this study, it seems fair to argue that
the generative linguistics concept that the DP argument is the
subject of the matrix verb seems to comply with the linguis-
tic theory of functionalism, known as the given argument.
Therefore, the verb seem is argued as a control verb, rather
than a raising verb in English. However, this argument is
only applicable to the data of international applied linguistics

articles. Generalizing the results of this study to other mate-
rials, such as legal texts and business documents, may not
be applicable. It is recommended to test the hypothesis of
this argument with other materials, such as novels in English,

which may contribute something new to the field. For the
future study, it is also recommended that the relationships

between textual characteristics and psychological variables
should be investigated®7], in the context of grammatical

structure in the English language.
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