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THE DIACHRONIC EVOLUTION OF ENGLISH ABSOLUTE CONSTRUCTIONS:
A QUANTITATIVE-CORPUS PROTOTYPICAL APPROACH

V. V. Zhukovska*

This article studies the diachronic evolution of English absolute constructions (ACs) from the
perspective of a quantitative-corpus approach, reconceptualizing these syntactic patterns as
dynamic, frequency-sensitive structures that form flexible constructional networks. The study
identifies the patterns of transformation in the prototypical and peripheral features of ACs across
historical stages of English. The theoretical and methodological framework of the research combines
diachronic analysis, quantitative-corpus research, and construction grammar.

The development of absolute constructions in Old, Middle, and Early Modern English is analysed
through the interpretation of findings from previous historical-linguistic and corpus-based studies.
The analysis of ACs in Modern English represents the author’s quantitative-corpus research,
conducted on the data from the British National Corpus. The empirical database comprises 35
morphosyntactic types of ACs, represented by 11,000 corpus realizations. The applied methodology
of multiparametric linguo-quantitative profiling allowed for the verification of 13 parameters,
including the morphological properties of the subject and predicate constituents, syntactic functions,
syntactic connection, position within the sentence, and register distribution.

As a result, a hierarchy of prototypical features has been constructed, where the central position
is occupied by the binary scheme [NP XP] with an explicit subject and a non-finite predicate. It is
established that the frequency can serve a key factor determining the status of a construction in the
network. The findings confirm the effectiveness of the quantitative-corpus approach for describing
the dynamics of grammatical systems.

Keywords: absolute constructions, diachronic evolution, corpus linguistics, quantitative-corpus
approach, prototypical approach, constructional network.

AIAXPOHIYHA EBOAIOIIISA AHI‘AII;'ICBKILIX ABCOAIOTHHX KOHCTPYKIIIH:
KBAHTHTATHBHO-KOPIIYCHHH INPOTOTHUITHHH ITIAXI

XyxkoBchbka B. B.

Y cmammi npedcmasnieHo KomnaeKkcHe OO0CNIOIKeHHsT OlaxpoHHO! eeosoyili abconromHux
KoHcmpykuyili (AK) awHenilicekoi wmoeu 3 nosuyili. KEAHMUMAMUEBHO-KOPNYCHO20  Ni0X00y.
AxmyanvHicms pobomu 3Ymo8aeHA HEeOOXIOHICMI0 NepeocMUCIeHHS. CKAAOHUX CUHMAKCUUHUX
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O00UHUUb SIK OUHAMIUHUX, UACMOMHO-UYMAUBUX CMPYKMYP, WO POpMYOmMb 2HYUKL KOHCMPYKYITIHI
Mmepexi. Mema OocCniOI)KeHHST — BUSIBAEHHSI 3AKOHOMIpHOCMel MpAaHCchOpMAayii NpomomunHux i
nepudgpepiiinux o3Hakx AK Ha pi3HUX emanax iCMOpUUHO020 Po38UMKY AH2/iliCbKOoi MO8U.

Teopemurxo-memoodosnoziuHa 6a3a OOCNIONKEHHSL NnoedHye Mmemoou OiAxXpPOHHO20 AHAI3Y,
KeaHMumamugHO-KOPNYCHO20 O0CHIOIKEHHST MA NPUHYUNU KOHCMPYKUIiLHOL epamamuru. Eeonoyiro
AK y o0asHbo-, cepedHbOo- ma pPAaHHbOHOBOAHR2MICLKUL nepiodu npoaHali3n8aHO HA OCHOSL
Y3azanbHeHHs. ma iHmepnpemauii pe3ysiemamie nonepeoHix iCMoOpuKo-IiH28ICMUUHUX | KOPNYCHUX
docnioskeHb. Ananiz AK Ha mamepiani cyuacHoi aHenilicbkoi mo8u 30iliCHEeHO HA OCHO8L 8/1aCH020
K8AHMUMAMUBHO-KOPNYCHO20 OOCAIONKEHHST a8MOpPKU, 8UKOHAHO020 Ha mamepiani Bpumarcbkrozo
HayioHanbHo20 Kopnycy. Ewmnipuuny 6a3y cmaHoensmes 35 wmopgocurnmarxcuuHux munie AK,
penpeseHmogaHux Yy 11 000  KopnycHux  peanizayisx. 3acmocosaHa  memoduka
MYSAbMUNAPAMEMPUUHOZ0 JIH2ZBO0KE8AHMUMAMUBHO020 NPOdiLnoeaHHs 0ana 3mozy eepudgikyeamu 13
napamempig, 30Kpema UACMUHOMOBHY peanisayito cyb’ekma i npeourxama, CUHMAKCUUHY PYHKUIO,
NO3UYILHUL po3N00iNL Y peueHHI ma Oucmpubyuiro 8 pi3HUX pe2icmpax MOBeHHSL.

Y pesynemami docnioxeHHsT 8UOYOYBAHO IEPAPXIIO NPOMOMUNHUX 03HAK, 0e UeHmpasibHe Micue
nocioae 6iHapHa cxema [NP XP] 3 excnaiyumHum cyb’ekmom i He@IHIMHUM NnpeduKamom.
YemarosneHo, wo uacmoma 6’KUBAHHSL CAY2YE BANAUBUM (PAKMOPOM BUSHAUEHHST cmamycy
KoHcmpykuii 8 mepexki. Ompumani pe3ysbmamu 3aceiduyroms egpeKmueHicmb K8aHMUMAMUBHO-
KOpNnyYycHoz0 nioxody 05t onucy OUHAMIKU 2PAMAMUUHUX CUCMEM.

Knrwuoei cnoea: abconiomHi KOHCMPYKUii, OIGXPOHIUHA e8oNI0Ulsl, KOPNYCHA JiH28icmuKa,
KeaHMumamugHo-KopnycHUll nioxio, NPomMomunHuil nioxio, KOHCMPYKUILHA MepexKA.

Research Problem and Its part of a minimally bi-clausal structure
Relevance. The corpus revolution in that consists of a matrix clause (MC) and
linguistics [3: 21; 10: 28] at the a punctuationally or intonationally
beginning of the 21st century has detached non-finite or non-verbal clause
fundamentally reshaped empirical with its own explicit subject. This
language research by providing linguists detached clause represents a
with large-scale corpora of authentic syntactically independent non-finite
language use and computational secondary predication. Structurally,
instruments for a quantitative analysis. English absolute constructions display a
The integration of corpus technologies fixed binary pattern [NP XP|, where (XP)
with quantitative methods has given rise functions as a non-finite (Prednr)/ non-
to the corpus-driven paradigm, which verbal (Prednv) predicate and NP serves
prioritizes usage-based evidence and as its explicitly expressed external
foregrounds quantitative patterns as argument - the subject (Subj). The
explanatory resources in linguistic predicate slot may be filled by participial,
analysis [14]. Within this paradigm, infinitival, adjectival, nominal, adverbial,
grammatical phenomena are increasingly or prepositional phrases, optionally
examined not as static system-internal introduced by an augmentor such as
entities but as dynamic, frequency- with, without, despite, or what with. (e.g.,
sensitive  structures emerging from times being hard, his eyes near wild,
actual language use. without onboard electronic constantly

Within this paradigm, particular helping the  pilot, despite some
attention has been paid to the analysis of improvements having occurred in her
complex syntactic patterns, particularly problems, what with Mrs Clements and
non-finite and non-verbal constructions the girls also gone for the 264 week) |2].
with an overt subject, traditionally Literature Review. Absolute
referred to as absolute constructions. constructions have been extensively

Absolute  constructions occupy a examined within traditional grammar,
specific niche in the syntactic system of generative grammar, corpus linguistics,
English, revealing a number of systemic-functional grammar,
idiosyncratic morphosyntactic, semantic construction grammar, typology and
and discourse-functional properties. translation studies [1; 4; 6; 7; 11; 17; 22,
Syntactically, absolute constructions are to name but a few]. Despite sustained
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scholarly interest in absolute
constructions, several issues remain
insufficiently resolved. Most notably, the
origin and development of these
syntactic patterns in English still remain
unclear, and a comprehensive
quantitative corpus-based analysis of
their prototypical morphosyntactic
properties across historical stages of
English is still lacking.

The present study aims to critically
revisit existing accounts on the origin of
absolute constructions in English by
offering a systematic frequency-based

analysis of their prototypical
morphosyntactic and syntactic-
functional properties on each stage of
the language development. The

diachronic stages prior to Present-Day
English are analysed on the basis of
previous corpus-based and historical
studies, while the Present-Day English
data are examined on the basis of the

author’s  original corpus analysis.
Drawing on corpus data and a
quantitative prototype-theoretical

framework, the study models central and
peripheral features that shape their

constructional network in Present
English.
The study adopts a quantitative

corpus-based approach to the analysis of
English absolute constructions,
combining frequency-based methods
with a prototype analysis approach.
Quantitative corpus data are used to
distinguish prototypical and peripheral
features of the construction across
historical stages. The approach allows
the diachronic development of absolute
constructions to be modelled as gradient,
frequency-sensitive constructional
network rather than a set of discrete
structural types. The novelty of the
research lies in the systematic
application of a corpus-based prototype
model to the diachronic analysis of

absolute  constructions, enabling a
quantitative distinction between
prototypical and peripheral features
across  historical stages of English
language development.

Results and Discussion.

1. Absolute constructions in
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modern and early Indo-European
languages. Absolute constructions
represent a well-attested syntactic
pattern across a wide range of
contemporary Indo-European languages
[17], including Italian, French, Spanish,
Dutch, German, Portuguese, Norwegian,
and English. In contemporary Indo-
European languages, absolute
constructions display systemic variation
with respect to the morphosyntactic
realization of their core constituents,
predicate types, and case marking. This
variation is constrained by a stable
underlying structural schema that
consists of a nominal subject and a non-

finite or non-verbal predicate forming a

syntactically detached secondary
predication.

For instance, in contemporary
German, a  prototypical absolute

construction consists of a nominal phrase
in the Accusative case combined with a
participial predicate, yielding the so-
called Absolute Accusative. Alongside
this pattern, German also exhibits
constructions labelled as Absolute
Nominative, with the subject in the
Nominative case. However, given the lack
of typical features of unaugmented
absolute constructions, the German
Absolute Nominative is often
conventionally interpreted as a complete
sentence with an implicit finite predicate.
In both German and Norwegian,
adjectives do not function as predicates
of such constructions, and unaugmented
structures are absent in Norwegian [6:
26].

Despite crosslinguistic  variation,
absolute constructions exhibit a number
of universal properties that can be
explained by their shared Proto-Indo-
European origin [11: 163]. Such
syntactic patterns are registered in many
early Indo-European languages,
including Ancient Greek, Latin, Sanskrit,
Old Lithuanian, Old Church Slavonic,
0Old Bulgarian, Old Serbian, Gothic, Old

English, and Old Armenian, among
others [4; 8: 165]. Across these
languages, absolute constructions
demonstrate a marked structural
similarity.
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In early Indo-European languages, the
predicative centre of absolute
constructions is typically realized by a
non-finite verbal form (mostly a
participle), which functions as the logical
predicate and agrees in gender, number,
and case with the nominal subject. This
nominal subject represents the agent of
the action expressed by the participle
and is obligatorily distinct from the
subject of the matrix clause. Participles
may appear in various tense forms,
usually present or past, to indicate
simultaneity or precedence of the action
in the matrix clause. Each language
adopts a fixed case marking for both the
subject and the predicate of the
construction: the Locative in Sanskrit
(Locativus Absolutus), the Ablative in
Latin (Ablativus Absolutus), the Genitive
(and less frequently Dative or Accusative)
in Ancient Greek, and the Dative in
Germanic and Slavic languages (Dativus
Absolutus) [15: 387-406]. Functionally,
absolute constructions typically provide
background information to the matrix
clause and are semantically equivalent to
finite subordinate adverbial clauses.

Thus, from a diachronic perspective,
the crosslinguistic evidence suggests
that absolute constructions constitute a
stable inherited syntactic pattern whose
later development is shaped Dby
language-specific processes resulting in
the gradual reorganization of the
constructional network, including shifts
in predicate types, reduction or
reanalysis of case marking, and the
emergence of new structural variants.
This historical background provides the
necessary typological and genetic context
for analysing the diachronic evolution of
absolute constructions in English and for
identifying  their = prototypical and
peripheral features within a quantitative
corpus-based framework.

2. The origin of Absolute
Constructions in English. The origin of
absolute constructions in modern English
is conventionally traced back to the Old
English Dative Absolute. This
construction typically consisted of a
participle and an accompanying nominal
or pronominal phrase, both marked by
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the Dative case and syntactically
detached from the matrix clause.
Alongside the Dative, early Old English
also attests the Instrumental case, which
gradually merged with the Dative,
resulting in a unified case category.

The origin of absolute constructions in
Old English has been extensively
discussed in the literature [18]. While
existing studies offer detailed
descriptions of the construction’s formal
properties, the question of its origin
remains contested, and no single
account has achieved general
recognition. At present, three major
theories account for the origin of
absolute constructions in Old English: 1)
absolute constructions as syntactic or
lexical calques from Latin; 2) absolute
constructions as autochthonous
Germanic formations; or 3) absolute
constructions as the result of selective
multiple calquing.

Proponents of the Latin calque theory
[13; 19] state that Dative Absolute
constructions in Old English represent
syntactic = borrowings  from = Latin,
introduced through the intensive
translation of Biblical texts. They note
that such clauses are significantly more
frequent in word-for-word Old English

translations of the Latin Ablativus
Absolutus than in more literary
translations, and that these

constructions are almost entirely absent
from native Old English literary texts.

Other researchers challenge this view,
highlighting alternative means available
for early translators to convey the Latin
Ablativus Absolutus. Most commonly, it
was rendered by a subordinate clause,
and occasionally by a coordinate clause.
F. T. Visser considers it unlikely that
translators would use syntactic patterns
unfamiliar or incomprehensible to the
readers. He argues that a foreign pattern
can become incorporated into the target
language if it aligns with that language’s
grammatical development and @ is
compatible with its morphosyntactic
structure [24: 1261].

From the perspective of interpreting
the Dative Absolute as an indigenous
Germanic syntactic formation, N. van de
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Pol rejects the view of its translational
origin and argues in favour of its
autochthonous Germanic nature. To
support this claim, the scholar offers a
number of arguments. First, absolute
constructions are registered not only in
glosses but also in numerous Old
English and Early Middle English texts.
Based on the empirical analysis of
absolute constructions in a large corpus
of Latin translations and Old and Early
Middle English texts, the researcher
demonstrates that their frequency in
English texts does not align with the
typical linguistic behaviour of syntactic
borrowings. If the Dative Absolute were a
syntactic borrowing, then in the case of
successful assimilation, its usage would
initially be absent or minimal, followed
by a  significant increase and
stabilization. In the case of unsuccessful
assimilation, the construction’s
frequency would gradually decrease until
it disappeared. However, empirical data
demonstrate that the absolute
construction had the highest frequency in
the texts of the Old English period and
then steadily decreased which
contradicts the expected behaviour of
syntactic borrowings. Instead, the rapid
decline in the frequency of the
construction  reflects the  natural
tendency within ancient Indo-European
languages to gradually lose absolute
constructions over time [21].

The alternative account proposed by
van de Pol [21] explains the emergence of
absolute constructions in Old English
through the mechanism of selective
frequency copying within the framework
of Johanson’s code copying theory [12].
According to this view, the Proto-Indo-
European absolute construction was
inherited by Old English through Proto-
Germanic. However, already at these
early stages of Old English, absolute
constructions were on the verge of
disappearing, which was a natural
diachronic process observed across
many ancient Indo-European languages.
The high frequency of absolute
constructions in Latin source texts led to
their increased use in Old English
translations, to such an extent that this
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construction reappeared in English texts
— usually in an amount proportional to
the translator’s familiarity with Latin
[21]. This interaction between inherited
grammatical patterns and contact-
induced frequency effects provides a
historical and theoretical foundation for
applying a corpus-based prototype
analysis to the development of absolute
constructions.

3. Quantitative-corpus approach to
prototype. The development of non-
finite constructions with overt subjects
in English can be examined from the
perspective of prototype theory, which
conceptualizes linguistic categories as
networks of partially overlapping
subcategories linked by relations of
"family resemblance" [16; 5]. Within this
framework, the prototypical member of a
category is the one that exhibits the
highest degree of category representation
in quantitative terms. Less quantitatively
represented members are considered
non-typical, characterized by
idiosyncratic features, diverging
structurally and functionally from the
prototype. The prototype theory proves
particularly effective not only in
modelling semantic categories, but also
in accounting for syntactic categories,
especially from a diachronic perspective
[9]. Diachronic change thus can be
interpreted as a gradual reorganization
of the internal structure of a
constructional category, involving shifts
in the relative salience of its features. In
this sense, frequency is not merely a

descriptive = measure but a key
explanatory factor in identifying category
centrality and peripheralization.
According to E. Traugott and
G. Trousdale, partially sanctioned
extensions of a particular
conventionalized construction may
eventually become fully sanctioned
instantiations of a more general,

schematic construction as a result of the
speaker’s/listener’s experience with the
language [20: 25]. This mechanism is
relevant to the diachronic development of
absolute constructions. In each period of
English language development, the
prototypical type of absolute
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constructions can be identified based on
the analysis of the dynamics of
quantitative changes in their structural-
morphological and syntactic-functional

properties, the emergence and
disappearance of specific subtypes, and
the consolidation of  the most

represented features. Drawing on data
from corpus-based studies that address
the genesis of these syntactic patterns
[7; 21; 22: 23], together with the data
obtained in the author’s research [1], the
present study offers a quantitative
corpus-based account of the diachronic
evolution of the prototypical structural,
morphosyntactic and functional
properties of absolute constructions,
covering the periods from Old English to
Present-Day English.

4. Prototypical absolute
constructions: a corpus-quantitative
analysis from Old English to Modern
English. In the Old English period,
absolute constructions display a limited
range of structural types. The typical
case marking is Dative, with occasional
instances of the Instrumental case. The
most frequently attested subtype is an
unaugmented construction with
Participle I or II, typically performing an
adverbial (temporal) function. In the late
Old English period, Participles I and II
continue to function as the prototypical
predicates of absolute constructions.
However, occasional instances also
appear with infinitival, adjectival, or
prepositional  predicates, suggesting
expanded syntactic possibilities. The
adverbial temporal function remains
dominant, although there is a slight
increase in the number of absolute
constructions that realize the additive
syntactic function, expanding the matrix
clause proposition with additional
accompanying details. The primary type
of connection to the matrix clause
remains asyndetic, but occasional
instances of with- and after-
augmentation begin to emerge [5; 7; 21;
22; 23].
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During the Middle English period,
absolute constructions with Participle I
become the most frequent, while
constructions with Participle II decline in
use. At the same time, there is a notable
increase in constructions with adjectival,
infinitival, and prepositional predicates,
alongside the emergence of new
predicate type expressed by adverbial
and nominal phrases. The adverbial
function remains the normative use of
absolute constructions in this period, but
additive functions increase markedly in
number. The Dative case disappears,
and the Nominative becomes the default

case for the subject of absolute
constructions. In instances where the
case marking is ambiguous, the
Nominative is recognized as the

conventional case marking. At the same
time, the Accusative case is also
occasionally attested [5; 7; 21; 22; 23].

In the Modern English period, the
distribution of predicate types in
absolute constructions becomes more
balanced, although the Participle I
remains the prototypical form. Notably, a
new predicate type emerges in this
period — the Perfect Participle [5; 7; 21;
22; 23].

The dominant function of absolute
constructions remains adverbial
temporal, but other types of adverbial
functions show a quantitative decline,
while the additive function becomes
more common. Pronominal subjects
expressed by personal pronouns become
rare, making it difficult to establish case
marking of constructions. The accusative
case remains productive; its use is
infrequent. With-augmentation becomes
the primary type of relational connection
between the absolute construction and
the matrix clause; however unaugmented
constructions remain the most frequent.
Table 1 summarizes the prototypical and
peripheral properties of English absolute
constructions from Old English to
Modern English [5; 7; 21; 22; 23].
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constructions in Present-Day English.
The development of absolute
constructions continues into Present-Day
English. The linguo-quantitative and
corpus-based parameterization of their
prototypical features in contemporary
English has been carried out in the
author’s research [1]. The empirical
material for the study of prototypical

164

Table 1
Prototypical and Peripheral features of Absolute Constructions
(Old English — Modern English)
Period/ . Late 0Old | Middle Modern
Grammatical Features Old English English English English
g Dative Dative Nominative Nominative
=4
. I % undefined
Case Marking s
8 | Instrumental Accysatwe Accusative
—_ Dative
Participle I Participle I Participle I Participle I
= = > Prepositional
Participle II Participle II Participle II phrase
Participle II
Adjectival Noun phrase
phrase Infinitive
Infinitive Adverbial
Type of o
Predicate Prepositional phrase.:
phrase Adjectival
phrase
Adjectival
phr.a:s? Adverbial e
Infinitive phrase Particivle I
Prepositional | Noun phrase P
phrase
adverbial
adverbial adverbial adverbial (temporal
reference)
Syntactic additive additive
function adverbial
additive (condition,
cause,
concession)
g unaugmented | unaugmented | unaugmented | unaugmented
o with’ ~ | ‘with’ -
=3
Type of 2 augmented augmented
augmentation =N ‘ , 6
‘with’, ‘after’ — ‘af 2 B 2255 other
though -
augmented augmentors
augmented
5. Prototypical absolute absolute constructions in Present-Day

English comprises 35 types of English
absolute constructions, instantiated by
11 000 constructional tokens extracted
from the British National Corpus (BNC).
These constructions instantiate 35
morphosyntactic types distributed across
two intersecting dimensions:
(1) augmenter specification {J, with,
without, what with, despite}, and
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(2) predicate  specification, including
non-finite verbal predicates (VPPI, VPPII,
VPInf) and non-verbal predicates (NP,

AdjP, AdvP, PP). This distribution
constitutes the empirical basis for the
subsequent parameterization of

prototypical features.

The formal properties of absolute
constructions were analysed within a
linguo-quantitative parameterization
framework aimed at verifying their
morphosyntactic, relational, referential,
syntactic-functional, positional, and
distributional characteristics. In total, 13
parameters were defined, operationalized
through 34 factors and 56 factor values.
These parameters include the part-of-
speech realization of the subject, case
marking of pronominal subjects, subject
determiners, part-of-speech realization of
the predicate, type and voice of the non-
finite predicate, type of syntactic relation
between the absolute construction and
the matrix clause, coreferential relations,
syntactic  function, position in a

sentence, and patterns of distribution

across discourse modes, corpus
registers, and text types. Using the
linguo-quantitative corpus
parameterization, prototypical formal

features of absolute constructions were
identified and a multiparametric linguo-
quantitative protomodel of  their
constructional network was constructed.
Prototypicality = was  established by
modelling a generalized frequency
hierarchy of feature realizations in the
corpus material. Feature values with the
highest frequency of occurrence were
interpreted as central (prototypical),
while less frequent realizations were
treated as peripheral. The quantitative
distance from the most frequent value
thus serves as an empirical indicator of a
feature’s degree of remoteness from the
prototype. Table 2 presents a generalized
corpus-based frequency hierarchy of
properties realizations of absolute
constructions in Present-Day English.

Table 2

Generalized Corpus-Based Frequency Hierarchy of Absolute Constructions in
Present-Day English

Parameter Factor Factor Value

SubjPOS SubjN > SubjPrn NCmn > NProp
PrnPers > Prnind > PrnDem >
PrnRefl > PrnNeg

SubjPrnCASE CaseSubj > CaseObj CaseNom > CaseAcc

SubjDET @Det > DetDef > DetIndef NPl > NSing
PrnPoss > ArtDef > PrnDem
Artindef > Prnindef

PredPOS PredNF > PredNV PredPI > PredPII > PredInf
PredP > PredAdjP > PredAduvP >
Pred NP

SynREL RELAug > RELNonAug AugWith > JAug > AugDespite >
AugWithout > AugWhatwith

SentPSN SentFin > Sentlnit > SentMid > SentSplt

FSYN Extn > Enhnt > Elbn

The quantitative results confirm that
absolute constructions in Present-Day
English are complex morphosyntactic
units characterized by a stable binary
structure [NP XP], where NP functions as
the explicit external argument (the
(pro)nominal subject) and XP as the non-
finite or non-verbal predicate. The
predicate slot may be realized either by a
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non-finite verbal form (Participle I,
Participle II, Infinitive) or by a non-verbal
phrase (NP, AdjP, AdvP, PP). Absolute
constructions form part of a minimal two-
clause configuration consisting of a
matrix clause and a syntactically
detached secondary predication with its
own explicit subject, introduced either
syndetically by an augmenter or
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asyndetically.
In Present-Day English, absolute
constructions instantiate 35

morphosyntactic types, representing five
augmentation patterns - unaugmented
(F-augmented), with-, without-, despite-,
and what with-augmented constructions
each realized across three non-finite
verbal predicate types (VPPI, VPPII,
VPInf) and four non-verbal predicate
types (NP, AdjP, AdvP, PP).

The establishment of prototypical and
non-prototypical properties was achieved
through the construction of a frequency-
based hierarchy of linguistic features.
Central features occupy the upper levels
of this hierarchy, while peripheral
features are positioned at progressively
lower levels as their frequency decreases.
This hierarchy constitutes a
multiparametric linguo-quantitative
protomodel of the formal properties of
absolute constructions in Present-Day
English and provides an empirical basis

for interpreting their internal
stratification.

Conclusions and Prospects for
Future Research. This study has

examined the diachronic evolution of
English absolute constructions within a
quantitative-corpus prototype
framework. The diachronic
reconstruction shows a reorganization of
prototypical features across historical
stages. Old English is characterized by a
restricted set of absolute types with
Dative (and marginal Instrumental) case
marking and predominantly participial
predicates functioning as temporal
adverbials. Middle English introduces a
major shift: Dative case disappears,
Nominative becomes default, the

inventory of predicate types expands
beyond participles, augmentation
increases in productivity, and additive
functions become more entrenched. In
Modern English, the Perfect Participle
emerges as a productive predicate type,

while augmentation gradually
consolidates around a smaller set of
augmenters.

The corpus-based prototype
perspective provides an empirically

grounded way of identifying what is
central in the constructional network at
each stage. In Present-Day English, the
construction is modelled as a fixed
binary schema [NP XP] with a non-finite
or non-verbal predicate and an overt
subject, functioning as a syntactically
detached secondary predication
optionally introduced by an augmentor.
The feature hierarchy indicates that the
prototypical core favours a mnominal
subject and a non-finite verbal predicate
(with Participle I remaining especially
prominent), while alternative predicate
types and augmentation strategies
occupy more peripheral positions. This
quantitative stratification allows to be
described the construction not as a
single uniform structure but as a
network organized around frequency-
defined central features. The obtained

results are valid for the analysed
empirical material and open up
prospects for further research by

extending the corpus-based prototype
model to other construction types in
English and across languages, enabling
a more systematic quantitative mapping
of prototypical and peripheral features
within constructional networks.
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