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One of the key findings from studies otihe interaction of conceptual metaphor withargmatical
constructions is that generalizaticgdstin how the metaphoric source and target domains are expressed
in argument structure constructions (Sullivan 2013, David 2016). For insbarn@msitive constructions,

it is the verb that evokes ti{eoncrete)metaphoric source domain, while the direbjeat evokes the
(abstractmetaphoridarget domainand not the revers&xamples of this include crustomeone’s spirit

and tackle poverty. Indeed, as | will argue in this talk, warealyzing the full range @frgument structure
constructbnssome crossonstructionahs well as crosbnguistic generalizations begin to emerge.

First, | presentthe links between metaphor and grammar within the architectuienbbdied
Construction GrammaECG is a version of construction grammar tleainalizes the meaningfulness of
grammatical structures hgrarchicallyorganizedmage schemg$&eldman, Dodge & Bryant 2009)hen,

I show how establishing such links has been fruitfuMietaNet anautomated metaphor identification
system(Stickles et al. 20d). Finally, | show how the metaphorical construction model is useful in doing
annotation of metaphor in corpor& introduce ateambased online annotation tool developed—
Constructional Annotation Netin order to track metaphor use in a corpus of can



