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The author analyzes gender differences in the Russian journalistic discourse using the example of
the lexical field related to the concept of epyeme “sorrow’. The more frequent use of these words is
indicative of a higher level of empathy. The results demonstrate that male authors exhibit a higher
proclivity towards the usage of the words from the aforementioned lexical field. The results are
another piece of evidence that a higher level of empathy in women is not absolute but rather highly
dependent on the concrete context.
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1. Introduction

The present multidisciplinary research ties into three areas of cog-
nitive sciences. First, it is related to the psychological study of gender
and empathy. Second, it draws upon the tradition of (Slavic) gender lin-
guistics. Finally, the present research is related to the linguistic study of
emotion.

There is a common theme in social psychology about gender diffe-
rences in various aspects of emotional processing. Although there exists
a general popular perception about a higher level of empathy in women,
scholarly literature on that subject paints a more complex picture. As de-
monstrated in a recent study on the subject (Rueckert 2011: 221), cross-
gender differences in empathy are dependent on the concrete context:

There is a long-standing belief amongst both psychologists and lay people that wo-
men are more emphatic than men. In reality, the scientific literature is mixed. While
women consistently self-report higher levels of empathy, studies utilizing other, more
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objective measures, have reported little or no gender difference. (...) It appears that the
female advantage in empathy is not absolute, but depends on the type of empathy mea-
sured and various contextual factors, such as the instructions given or the relationship
between the empathizer and the person with whom they are empathizing.

In the present research, the question is how the context of journalism
affects gender differences in empathy. This particular context gives us the
opportunity to see how contextual factors influence the discourse about
empathy in pre-existing data, i.e., in a non-experimental context.

The second relevant research tradition, maintained by gender lin-
guistics in general (see for example: Hellinger, BuBmann 2003, Cameron
1992, Eckert, McConnell 2003, Mills S. 2003, 2012) and Slavic gender
linguistics in particular (e.g.: Mills M.H. 1999), has devoted considera-
ble attention to various gender linguistic issues: virility, gender roles and
perception, gender and diminutivization etc. The general idea of gender
inequality in Slavic languages and cultures, which is well documented in
this tradition, would point to the possibility that these differences may re-
veal themselves in the use of empathy-related vocabulary in a journalistic
discourse. Given traditional gender roles, one would expect a higher use of
such vocabulary items in females.

One should finally mention the linguistic study of emotion. Linguistic
aspects of emotion have been addressed in a broad array of papers and
monographs, from general studies such as Wilce 2009) to those works
which concentrate on the conceptualization and expression of emotions
(e.g.: Athanasiadou, Tabakowska 1998), to the studies of emotional met-
aphors (such as Kdvecses 2000), to cross-linguistic comparisons, (e.g.
Ogarkova, Soriano, Lehr 2012).

The present paper builds upon the three aforementioned traditions
in attempting to answer the question if male and female journalistic dis-
course exhibit differences in the use of the words related to the feelings
which can invoke empathy. The goal of this research is thus to place gen-
der differences in a concrete discourse, using a concrete empathy-relevant
lexical field.



Gender Variation in the Emotional Construal of Russian Journalistic Non-fiction 151

2. Procedure

The present research looked into the group of Russian words related
to the concept of epycms ‘sorrow’ in two journalistic textual subcorpora,
one written by female authors and the other written by male authors. The
principal research question was if the two corpora exhibit differences in
the number of texts in which these words are used. A more frequent use
of the aforementioned words could indicate a higher level of empathy,
i.e., the ability to recognize sorrow and report about it. The analyses of
the Russian emotional concepts from the same semantic field point to
the fact that their use is related to a higher level of empathy. One should
mention in particular Wierzbicka (1999), who analyzes epycms among
other concepts, and Ogarkova, Fontaine, and Prihod’ko (2013), who ana-
lyze a similar concept of mocka (defined by Nabokov as follows: ,,At its
deepest and most painful, it is a sensation of great spiritual anguish, often
without any specific cause. At less morbid levels it is a dull ache of the
soul, a longing with nothing to long for, a sick pining, a vague restless-
ness, mental throes, yearning. In particular cases it may be the desire for
somebody of something specific, nostalgia, love-sickness. At the lowest
level it grades into ennui, boredom” — Puskin 1990: 141, note to stanza
XXXIV line 8). In addition to the indication about the relation of the
conceptual field of epycmo ‘sorrow’ to empathy, there is a common-sense
one. It is namely so that the texts analyzed here are general newspaper
articles, which means that the author is typically referring to other people
when using the words from the lexical field of epycms ‘sorrow’. The mere
mentioning of these words is a clear indicator of the author’s awareness
of that kind of emotion in other people, which in turn also means a higher
level of empathy when compared with the authors of the texts where these
words are not used.

Russian national corpus (<www.ruscorpora.ru>) was used to create
the two subcorpora. The two subcorpora had one restriction in common
(journalistic non-fiction texts) while the gender of the author (female vs.
male) was used as the defining restriction for each subcorpus. Subcorpora
parameter setting is illustrated in Appendix 3. Quantitative features of the
two subcorpora look as follows:
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Corpus total: 85 996 documents, 19 362 746 sentences, 229 968 798 words.

Female Journalistic Corpus: 8 390 documents consisting of 1 070 582 sentences,
13 418 493 words.

Male Journalistic Corpus: 20 122 documents consisting of 4 318 938 sentences,
60 275 922 words.

The list of the words related to the concept of epycms ‘sorrow’ is
based on babenko (1989). The original list is presented in Appendix 1 with
a slightly modified list, which is used in this particular research, is given
in Appendix 2 with the Russian category names translated into English.
The only modification was the exclusion of the words which are prepon-
derantly more frequent in their other usage than in the metaphorical usage
in this semantic field. For example the word uepno ‘black’ is used for the
color much more frequently than for feelings. This particular exclusion
was meant to reduce the external variable of additional meanings of some
words.

Two frequency counts were performed on the aforementioned female
and male corpus. Given that the two corpora were different in their size,
the results were normalized by calculating the percentage of the forms in
each corpus. First, the frequency count for all lexical items in 18 different
categories established by badenko (1989) was tabulated, their percentage
in the corpus was calculated, which was followed by the computation of
the differences between the two corpora. The small number of categories
did not allow the use of inferential statistics. Second, the frequency for
each unique word, the percentage in the corpus, and the difference between
the two corpora were tabulated. Given that the list contained 149 items,
it was also possible to compute the T-Test to see if the relationship was
statistically significant. The difference between the textual frequencies is
expressed as follows: difference = female subcorpus frequency — male
subcorpus frequency given the general expectation of a higher use of
these words in females.

The present research has three principal limitations. First, there are
words in the lexical pool analyzed here that have other meanings that
are not related to the lexical field of the word epycms. The most drastic
examples of such words were excluded from the pool (as mentioned earlier
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in this text), but the effect of the meanings outside of the observed lexical
field is still present. One should say, however, that the effect is equally
present in both established corpora — female and male. Second, although
the effect size was controlled by measuring the percentage of the relevant
words and fields in the entirety of the subcorpus, the fact that the male sub-
corpus was considerably larger still has some effect. Obviously, one should
also note that this disproportion in the size simply reflects the differences
that objectively exist in the society — a higher number of journalistic texts
is penned by males than by females. Given that the goal of this research is
to investigate emotional construal in a type of discourse, it had to go with
the parameters of that particular discourse. Third and final, this research is
determined by all limitations of the Russian National Corpus and babenko
(1989) which were used to tabulate the frequencies of the relevant words.
Again, the female and the male corpus alike were affected by the limita-
tions of the two principal data sources.

3. Results

The results of the analysis of the cumulative frequency of the words
in the aforementioned 18 lexical fields are presented in Table 1 further in
this text. As might be seen, the use of this vocabulary is consistently higher
in males. The differences range from .31% to 6.19%. On average, males
use the words related to the semantic field of epycmo 2.52% more in their
particular discourse than females. Given a low number of categories estab-
lished by badenko (1989), it was impossible to check if this relationship
would be statistically significant.

The results of the analysis of particular words is provided in Appendix
5. Here too, as was in the case with the categories, males use these words
considerably more frequently than their female counterparts. However, in
this case that is not universally true. On average, the investigated words
have 31% higher frequency in the male than in the female corpus. Out of
149 words, 125 are used more frequently by males (the difference ranges
between .003% and 3.76%), 15 words have identical frequency in the two
corpora, and only nine words are more frequent in the female corpus (rang-
ing from .004% to .5%). It is interesting to note that the word where the
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female use is most predominant is denpeccus ‘depression’ (.5%), with the
next most frequent items being considerably lower in the difference (.126,
.188,.033, etc.).

The T-Test results are not straightforward. While the T-Test itself
shows that the relationship is not significant (even though it is rather close
to the significant range), Levene’s test yields statistically significant re-
sults, which means that the differences in variance between the two sub-
corpora are not random. The results are presented in Table 2.

4. Conclusion

The present research has brought us to the following conclusions. First,
Russian female journalists definitely do not show any proclivity toward
a higher use of the vocabulary from the lexical field of zpycmes. This find-
ing goes along the lines of psychological findings about empathy quoted
at the beginning of this paper — females are not generally more empathic
than males: their level of empathy is dependent on the concrete context.
The data about the use of the lexical field of epycms are just a limited piece
of contributing evidence in favor the aforementioned psychological find-
ings — with them we are, quite obviously, not making a direct claim about
empathy per se.

Second, Russian male journalists consistently use the words from the
lexical field of epycms considerably more frequently than females. This
goes against the traditional popular construal of gender roles in Slavic lan-
guages and societies. Here again, the results are just a small piece of con-
tributing evidence pointing to the fact that linguistic gender differences in
one Slavic language and in one particular sphere of usage are much more
complex than it is commonly believed.

Third, while we can clearly see the dominance of the observed vo-
cabulary in the male subcorpus, we cannot say that gender is a predictor
of vocabulary use (the T-Test turned out not to be statistically significant).
What can be stated is that the gender differences in vocabulary use are not
random.



Danko Sipka

156

pawnsse

jou
SoouBLIBA
L8SELY" TO8STO-  BOSLLLI™  €68¢CE 690" 6CTE9C v8l [enbg
pauinsse
SooueBLIBA
80VELY"  €T9STO-  BOSLLIT  €68¢CE 690 96¢ 81 610 ¥09°S [enbg JuddIdd
1oddn I0MOT
QoudIalyIg
o) JO [BAIU] JOUSIOPIJ 90oUAIPIQ  (Po[rel-7)
OUIPYUO]) 9%S6 101 "PIS UBI 318 Ja 1 BN d
saoueLIBA JO Ajijenbyg
SueaIA Jo Ajijenby 10 159)-) 10J JS9], S, 9UQAT
3891, sojdures juapudadapuy
scoror LITEET] L6Y8S 914! J
9909% 1 LS6T8L'] 98806° 6¥1 w FLLCRREX |
UBOA JOII 'PIS  UONEIAd( PIS UBOIA N Iopuan)

sopspels dnoao

snd1oo oew oy} puk S[eWId} Y} Ul eudAd2 PJATy [EOIXA] OY) WOIJ SPIOM Y} 10J IS -, ' 9[qeL



Gender Variation in the Emotional Construal of Russian Journalistic Non-fiction 157

Literature

Athanasiadou A., Tabakowska E. (eds.), 1998, Speaking of emotions: conceptualization
and expression, Berlin.

Cameron D., 1992, Feminism and linguistic theory, Hampshire—New York.

Eckert P., McConnell-Ginet S., 2003, Language and Gender, Cambridge.

Hellinger M., Bulmann H. (eds.), 2003, Gender Across Languages: The Linguistic
Representation of Women and Men, vol. 3, Amsterdam.

Koévecses Z., 2000, Metaphor and emotion: language, culture, and body in human
feeling, Cambridge.

Mills M.H. (ed.), 1999, Slavic Gender Linguistics, Amsterdam.

Mills S., 2003, Gender and Politeness, Cambridge.

Mills S., 2012, Gender Matters: Feminist Linguistic Analysis, Sheffield.

Ogarkova A., Fontaine J.R.J., Prihod’ko 1., 2013, What the GRID can reveal about cul-
ture-specific emotion concepts: A case study of Russian ‘toska’, in: Components of
emotional meaning: a sourcebook, eds. J.R.J. Fontaine, K.R. Scherer, C. Soriano,
Oxford, p. 353-365, DOI: 10.1093/acprof:0s0/9780199592746.001.0001.

Ogarkova A., Soriano C., Lehr C., 2012, Naming feeling. Exploring the equivalence of
emotion terms in five European languages, in: Dynamicity in Emotion Concepts,
ed. P.A. Wilson, vol. 27, p. 253-284.

Puskin A.S., 1990, Eugene Onegin, trans. V. Nabokov, Princeton.

Rueckert L., 2011, Gender Differences in Empathy, in: Psychology of Empathy, ed.
D.J. Scapaletti, Hauppauge, p. 221-234.

Wierzbicka A., 1999, Emotions across Languages and Cultures. Diversity and Univer-
sals, Cambridge.

Wilce J.M., 2009, Language and emotion, Cambridge.

babenxo JL.I., 1989, Jlexcuueckue cpeocmea 0bo3nauenus smoyuii 8 pycckom szvike,
CBepIIOBCK.

Internet sources

<www.ruscorpora.ru>



158 Danko Sipka

Appendices
Appendix 1

I'pycmo ‘sorrow’ in babenxo (1989: 151-152)

L. 3yners;, fpHAaBHTL / NPHAABAHBATL2, NPHUENHTLEA [/ IPHULEIANTECH,, NPHIIHGHTb,,
PasAABHTL / PA3NaBAHBATL), PACTPABHTE / PACTPABAHBATb, PACTPABAATH|, TECHHTb;,
ILEMHTh.

IMOYUOHAABHOE OTHOWENUE

{. Comaners.
I1. Baamxatbs, COMANETh;.

Buewnee soipanenue Imoyut
I. Hepanocthwii, oTyasnAbHA, neuaibubifi, NOMYPHTBCH, CKYWIHBHA, . CKyuHLIR, TOMHHA,
TOCKAHBHE A, YHEALHA, XMYypPLA.
11. HionHs, noexaTss, pasaocanosaHHbif, CKyuaoumiis,
1. HaxoxAnTbesi / HAXOXAHBATLCH, XOXJAHTHCSz, TECHHTD / CTECHHThg, TYMan}.

FMOYUOHAABHAR XOPAKTEPUIAYUR

I. Beanapemunii, GeaoTpannuii,be3patocTheif, 3anyauuil, 3yna, kucan#, Kpyunnasih,
MEJEHXOMHK, MEIaHXOJHYCCKAR, MEAaHXONHYKA, MYTOPHEA, MBMpa, HasolauBuf, one-
YANEHHBIR, OTYARHMLIA, [ECCHMHCT, MECCHMMCTKE, NeualbHHK, NeuaibHHIa, MOHYPHA,
CKYUJHBHH, CKYUHNHA, CMYPHOR, Cyilib, XMYPhifi, erduibiit.

[1. Tuerywni;, 3agaBReHHBA, KHCNATHHA;, MEPTBALULHA, MOHOTOHHMMAp, Haawia, nepe-
yTOMAeHNHWAy, NPHIABACHHLH;, NPHIHNALA (NPHAHRAND)s, CMYPHH4, CYMpauHbifs,
TOCKAs, TYMaHHBIA,, SJAETHUHbBIA.

I Taywsrens;, rHer, naHuXHAHK#, NOCTHHH;, NPHAKRNYKBRI;, CBHHUOBLIR;, corGeHnmit,

CyMepeuHb, TeMHbBIA;, THIY4HAy, SCPHLIA |y, LICMALLH;.

FMOYUOHAALHOE KAKECTEO

I. MenanxoAwyHoCTb, MPAYHOCTb, HAA0EAAHBOCTb, HABOMAHBOCTH, MECCHMHCTHYHOCTD,
CMYPOCTh, COKPYIIHTEABHOCTD, 3/ErHYHOCTE.
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Appendix 2

I'pycme as used in this paper modified Babenxo (1989: 151-152) with categories trans-

lated in English

DMoIoHaIbHOE COCTOsIHIE (emotional state)

1.

0e3HaIe)KHOCTD, 0€30TPaHOCTh, OE3BICXOMHOCTD, TPYCTHTh, TPYCTHBIH, TPYCTh,
JETIPecCcHs, XXyPUThCS, 3aJaBICHHOCTb, 3aTOCKOBAaTh, HIIOXOHAPHSA, KPydHHA,
KPYUYUHHUTHCS, KPYUMHYIIKA, KPYTUTBhCS, KYKCHTHCS, MEJIAHXOJMs, Ha3oJja,
HACKy4aThCsl, HATOCKOBATbCs, HEBECEIIbIH, HEPaJOCTHBIN, HOCTAIBIUS, OTUASIHUE,
MECCUMM3M, ITIECCHMUCTHUCCKHH, MEYATUThCSA, OINEUANNTHCS, I1eJaoBaThCs,
nevanb, MeJaabHbIA, HOaBICHHOCTb, TO0CA0BATh, HOKPYUHHUTHCS, TIOHYPOCTD,
MOCKy4aTh, MOTOMHUTBCS, HOTOCKOBaTb, MOTYKHTh, CTPYCTHYTHCS, CETOBATh,
[IOCETOBaTh, CKYKa, CKy4aTb, CKYYMIA, CKY4YHbIH, COXaJleHHE, COKpYLIAaThCs,
COCKYYHTBCSl, CIUIMH, TOMHBIA, TOCKA, TOCKJIMBOCTb, TOCKIHUBBIH, TOCKOBATb,
YHBIIOCTD, YHBUIBIH, YHBIHHE, YTEIUICHNE, XaH[Pa, XaHAPHUTh, XMYPO, XMYpPb
TPYCTHO, HEBECENO, HEPaJOCTHO, HEYIOTHO, HEXOPOIIO, HYAUTHCS, HYIHO,
OMpa4yeHHBIH, TAaKOCTHO, MapLIMBO, I€YaJbHO, IIOTaHO, IIO/IABJICHHbIN,
NpUIIHOICHHBIH, po3s0aeT, mpo3sdanne, pa3aocalOBaHHBIN, CKBEPHO, CKyYaTh,
CKYYHO, CTPaaaTh, CyMpadyHO, CyMpaYHbIN, TOMUTBCS, TOCKA, TOCKINBO, YHBIIO
KHCHYTb, MUHOp, MUHODHBIH, Mpak, MpauyHbli, OCKOMHHA, MaCMypHO, TE€MHO,
TSIHYTb, IOTSIHYTh, JIETUS

CraHoBIIeHHE PMOIMOHANIBHOTO cocTosiHUs (formation of emotional state)

1.

B3TPYCTHYTb, B3TPyCTHYThCS, 3a3KMYPUTHCS, 3aKPYyIHHUTECS, KPYIIUTh, MPAuyHETh,
MOMpa4yHeTh, HAJ0ECTh, HAJ0EAaTh, OMNEYATUTHCSA, OMOCTHIHYTh, OMOCTHITH,
OTYaATHCS, OTUYAUBATHCS, MOTPYCTUTh, IIOMPAYUTHCS, IOMPAYaThCsl, ITOHYPUTHCS,
IPUYHBITh, INPUYHBIBATh, Pa3A0CaN0OBaThCS, PACKBACUTHCA, PACKBAILUBAThLCS,
PacTOCKOBATHCS, PACTYKHUTHCS, CKYKCUTBCSI CKyUHETbh, TIOCKYYHETh, CTOCKOBATHCS,
YHBIBaTb, YTOHSTHCS, YTOHATBCSA, XMYPHUTHCS, HAXMYPHUTCS

B3BBITh, MPAUUTHCS, OMPAUUTHCS, OMPAUUTHCS,, OMPAYATHCS, COKPYIICHHBIH,
COCKYYUThCS

THECTH, JTaBUTh, 3aTyMaHHUTHCS, 3aTyMaHUBATHCS, OTYMAaHHUTHCS, OTYMAaHUBATHCS,
TYMAaHUTLCS, IIOHUKHYTb, IIOHWKaTh, HUKHYTb, NPHECThCA, IPHEAATHC,
PAaCKUCHYTh, PACKHUCaTh, CKUCHYTb, CKHUCAaTh, CHHUKHYTb, CHHUKATh, TEMHETH,
IOTEeMHETh

DOMornuoHatbHOE Bo3zeiicTBre (emotional impact)

1.

TPYCTHBIN, 3ayHBIBHBIM, MpauHbIi, HAJAOEMJIMBbIN, HAJACAIHBIA, HACKYYUTb,
HEBECENbli, HEOTBS3HBbIM, HEOTBS3UMBBIA, HECHOCHBIH, HYIHBIH, OIEYAIMTh,
oIe4aanBaTh, IEYalUTh, OCTOYEPTETb, IMOTOMHTH, MPUCKYyUUBATh, MPOTOMHUTH,
pasnocanoBarb, CKyUHbIH, YHBIBHBIH, yTOMUTEIbHBINH, YTOMUTb, YTOMIISITH

J1e3Th, HEJIOBKUM, HY/IHBIH, OMpPauuTh, OMpadyaTh. MPauUTh, 1€4AJIbHBINA, I0JaBUTh,
MOAABIATh, TOAABISIIONINA, NPUCTATh, IMPHCTaBaTh, COKPYIIATh, COKPYIIWTH,
COKPYILIMTEIbHBINA, CTECHUTb, YTECHATh, CTpAILHBIM, CyMpauHbIi, TOMMTb,
TOCKJIUBBIN, YHBLIbIH
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3. 3ymeTh, MPHUIABHUTh, MPHUIABIUBATH, MPUICTUTHCS, MPHUICIUISITHCS, MPUIIHOHUTS,
pa3iaBuTh, Pa3aBIUBATh, PACTPABHUTH, PACTPABIHMBATH, PACTPABIATH, TECHHTB,
IEMHUTH, COXKAIIETh, B3IBIXaTh, COKAIETh

DMolMoHanbHOE OTHOIIeHHEe (emotional attitude)

1. coxanerbh

2. B3ObIXaTh

BHemrnee BrIpaxkeHHe dMoIHii (external expression of emotion)

1. HepamoCTHBIH, OTYASHHBIH, MEYAIBHBIH, MOHYPUTHCS, CKYWIMBBIA, CKYYHBIH,
TOMHBIH, TOCKJIMBBIN, YHBUIbIN, XMYPBIi

2. HIOHH, pa3[0CaJIOBaHHbIN, CKYYaIOIIHHi

3. HaxXOXJIUTHCS, HAXOXJINBATHCS, XOXJIUTHCS, TECCHUTh, CTECHHUTh

DMonnoHaIbHAs Xapakrepusanus (emotional characterization)

1. OesnazmexHsblid, Oe30TpagHbIii, O€3paJOCTHBIN, 3aHYOHbIA, 3yda, KHCIBIH,
KPYYMHHBIH, MEIAHXOJIMK, MEJIAHXOJIMYECKUH, MEJaHXO0JIM4Ka, MYTOPHBIH,
MBIMpPa, HA30WJIUBBIN, OICUAICHHBIN, OTYASHHBIN, MECCUMUCT, MECCUMHCTKA,
MevYaJIbHUK, Te4YaJbHULA, TOHYPBIH, CKYWJIUBBIM, CKY4YHBIH, CMypoOil, Cyllb,
XMYPBIi, HIerMuHbIA

2. THeTyWWH, 3aJaBJICHHBIH, KHCIATHHA, MEPTBAIUMN, MOHOTOHHBINM, Ha3o0Ia,
MEPCYTOMIICHHBIN, MPHIABICHHBIN, MPWIUIATh, CMYyPbIA, CYMpauHbId, TOCKa,
TyMaHHBIH, 2JICTUYHbIH

3. DIymwWTenb, THET, NAaHUXWIHBIA, TOCTHBIA, NPWIHITYUBBIA, CBUHIIOBBIH,
COrOeHHBI, CyMepeuHbIi, TEMHBIH, TATYYHH, YEPHBIH, IEMSIIUI.

DMOIHOHATBHOE KauecTBO (emotional property)

MEJIaHXOJIHMYHOCTh, MPAYHOCTh, HAJOCIITHBOCTh, HA30MIHMBOCTh, IECCAMUCTUYHOCTB,
CMYPOCTh, COKPYIIHTEIBHOCTb, JIETHYHOCTh

mun 3nadenuss 1 — ocHosHoe 2 — HOMUHAMUBHO-NPOU360OHOe 3 — MemaghopuiecKu-
npousgooroe (the type of meaning 1 — basic 2 referential derivative 3 metaphorical
derivative)
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Appendix 3
Corpus search parameter setting (journalistic texts written by females) from
Hayuonanvnwiii Kopnyc pyccko2o sa3vika (WWW.Iuscorpora.ru)

Subcorpus

2
[ Disambiguated corpus only

Main parameters (?

Tite | ]
Aumorl |
Gender: Oany Omale @ female

Date of birth: between | ‘ and| |

Date of creation: between| \ and \ \

Genre and type (?

1. Fiction []

Genre select

Type select

Time and place select

2. Non-fiction M

Domain select
' \
[

Type select

Theme select
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Appendix 5

Lexical items from the semantic field rpycTs in the female and male corpus

The first column contains the words used in this count, the second the count in the fe-
male corpus, the third the size of the female subcorpus, the fourth percentage in the
female corpus, the fifth the difference between the female and male corpus percentage
(a positive number means that females use the word more than males, a negative num-
ber that males are using the word more frequently than females), the sixth column con-
tains the percentage in the male subcorpus, the seventh the size of the male subcorpus,
and the eight the count in the male corpus.

E s 3 T R
S S 3 S . SR
0e3Ha/IeKHOCTh 45 8390 0.54% -0.507% 1.04% 20122 210
0e3HaIeKHbIH 231 8390 2.75% -1.923%  4.68% 20122 941
0e30TpagHOCTh 1 8390 0.01% -0.048% 0.06% 20122 12
6e3pagoCTHBII 10 8390 0.12% -0.582% 0.70% 20122 141
0e3BICXOIHOCTh 41 8390 0.49% -0.187% 0.68% 20122 136
B3IPYCTHYTb 5 8390 0.06% 0.005% 0.05% 20122 11
B3TPYCTHYTHCSI 4 8390 0.05% -0.022% 0.07% 20122 14
IPYCTHTH 98 8390 1.17% -0.412% 1.58% 20122 318
IPYCTHBIH 362 8390  4.31% -1.540%  5.85% 20122 1178
rpycTh 156 8390 1.86% -1.103%  2.96% 20122 596
Jenpeccus 134 8390 1.60% 0.509% 1.09% 20122 219
KYPHUTBCS 1 8390 0.01% -0.003%  0.01% 20122 3
3a/1aBJIICHHOCTD 1 8390 0.01% -0.013% 0.02% 20122 5
3AKMYPUTBCS 19 8390 0.23% -0.121%  0.35% 20122 70
3aKPYYHMHUTHCS 0 8390 0.00% -0.055% 0.05% 20122 11
3aHYIHBIH 13 8390  0.15% -0.074%  0.23% 20122 46
3aTOCKOBAaTh 22 8390 0.26% -0.041% 0.30% 20122 61
3ayHBIBHBII 26 8390  0.31% -0.152%  0.46% 20122 93
3yna 29 8390 0.35% -0.141%  0.49% 20122 98
HIOXOHIPHS 6 8390 0.07% -0.097%  0.17% 20122 34
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KHCITBIi 111 8390 1.32% -0.302% 1.63% 20122 327
KPYTHTBCS 117 8390 1.39% -0.424% 1.82% 20122 366
Kpy4nHa 2 8390  0.02% -0.105%  0.13% 20122 26
KPY4YMHUTHCS 0 8390 0.00% -0.065% 0.06% 20122 13
KPYYHHHBIH 0 8390  0.00% -0.005%  0.00% 20122 1
KpyUYHHYIIKa 0 8390  0.00% -0.010%  0.01% 20122 2
KPYIIUTh 22 8390  0.26% -0.190%  0.45% 20122 91
KyKCHUTBCS 1 8390 0.01% -0.013%  0.02% 20122 5
MEJIaHXOJIUK 8 8390 0.10% -0.044% 0.14% 20122 28
MEJIAHXOJINYECKUI 13 8390 0.15% -0.615% 0.77% 20122 155
MEJIAHXOJINYKA 0 8390 0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
MEJIAHXOJINYHOCTh 1 8390 0.01% -0.003% 0.01% 20122 3
MEIIaHXOJHUS 39 8390 0.46% -0.151% 0.62% 20122 124
Mpa4yHeTh 17 8390  0.20% -0.031%  0.23% 20122 47
MpavHOCTh 21 8390  0.25% -0.117%  0.37% 20122 74
MpaYyHbIH 285 8390  3.40% -2.835%  6.23% 20122 1254
MYTOPHBIH 11 8390  0.13% 0.012% 0.12% 20122 24
MbIMpa 1 8390  0.01% -0.013%  0.02% 20122 5
HaJ0e/1aTh 55 8390 0.66% -0.512% 1.17% 20122 235
HaJI0eUINBOCTb 0 8390 0.00% -0.025% 0.02% 20122 5
HaJI0€UTNBBIN 12 8390 0.14% -0.319% 0.46% 20122 93
HAJI0€CTh 232 8390 2.77% -1.022% 3.79% 20122 762
HaJICaTHBII 9 8390 0.11% 0.018% 0.09% 20122 18
Ha30iIMBOCTh 7 8390 0.08% -0.160% 0.24% 20122 49
HA30MITHBBIN 60 8390 0.72% -0.647% 1.36% 20122 274
Ha3zoJsa 8390  0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
HACKy4aThCst 8390  0.00% -0.005%  0.00% 20122 1
HACKy4YHTh 31 8390  0.37% -0.381%  0.75% 20122 151
HaTOCKOBAThCS 0 8390 0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
HAXMYPHThCS 23 8390 0.27% -0.273%  0.55% 20122 110
HeBeceblit 69 8390 0.82% -0.594% 1.42% 20122 285
HEOTBSI3HBII 11 8390 0.13% -0.122% 0.25% 20122 51
HEOTBSI3UUBBII 2 8390 0.02% -0.100% 0.12% 20122 25
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HEPaJI0CTHBIN 10 8390 0.12% -0.129% 0.25% 20122 50
HECHOCHBII 32 8390  0.38% -0.667% 1.05% 20122 211
HOCTAIBTHS 99 8390 1.18% 0.126% 1.05% 20122 212
HYIHBIH 48 8390  0.57% -0.317%  0.89% 20122 179
oMpadarbcs 4 8390  0.05% -0.151%  0.20% 20122 40
oreyaaeHHbIH 0 8390  0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
oreyaanBaTh 1 8390 0.01% -0.003% 0.01% 20122 3
OIICYAIIUTH 14 8390  0.17% -0.425%  0.59% 20122 119
OIeYaIUThCS 7 8390 0.08% -0.066% 0.15% 20122 30
OIOCTBIHYTh 0 8390 0.00% -0.015%  0.01% 20122 3
OIIOCTHITh 0 8390  0.00% -0.015%  0.01% 20122 3
0CTOYEpTETh 14 8390 0.17% -0.146% 0.31% 20122 63
OTYaMBATHCS 54 8390 0.64% -0.062% 0.71% 20122 142
oTYasiHUE 256 8390  3.05% -1.894%  4.94% 20122 995
OTYasHHBIH 234 8390  2.79% -2.176%  4.96% 20122 999
OTYASATHCS 70 8390  0.83% -0.284% 1.12% 20122 225
MEeCCUMHU3M 47 8390  0.56% -0.498% 1.06% 20122 213
MIECCUMUCT 24 8390  0.29% -0.430%  0.72% 20122 144
HEeCCUMUCTUYECKHUI 38 8390 0.45% -0.367% 0.82% 20122 165
MTECCUMUCTHYHOCTD 8390 0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
NECCUMUCTKA 4 8390 0.05% 0.033% 0.01% 20122 3
MeYaInTh 78 8390 0.93% -0.715% 1.64% 20122 331
MeYaIUThCS 29 8390 0.35% -0.271% 0.62% 20122 124
eYaaoBaThCs 0 8390 0.00% -0.045% 0.04% 20122 9
nevans 141 8390 1.68% -1.291%  2.97% 20122 598
neyaabHUK 1 8390  0.01% -0.063%  0.07% 20122 15
nevanpHULa 0 8390  0.00% -0.010%  0.01% 20122 2
revyaabHbII 431 8390 5.14% -3.083%  8.22% 20122 1654
MOTPYCTUTD 4 8390 0.05% -0.047%  0.09% 20122 19
O/IaBJICHHOCTb 21 8390 0.25% -0.068% 0.32% 20122 64
10/10Ca10BaTh 4 8390 0.05% -0.012% 0.06% 20122 12
MTOKPYYHHUTHCS 8390 0.00% -0.005% 0.00% 20122 1
OMPA4YUTHCS 1 8390 0.01% -0.033%  0.04% 20122 9
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MIOMPa4YHETh 8390 0.11% -0.067%  0.17% 20122 35
MOHYPUTHCS 8390 0.00% -0.050%  0.05% 20122 10
MOHYPOCTh 0 8390  0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
MOHYPBIT 18 8390  0.21% -0.233%  0.45% 20122 90
M0CETOBATh 61 8390  0.73% -0.212%  0.94% 20122 189
MOCKy4aTh 5 8390  0.06% 0.000% 0.06% 20122 12
MOCKYYHETh 5 8390  0.06% -0.015%  0.07% 20122 15
HOTOMHUTB 2 8390  0.02% 0.004% 0.02% 20122 4
MOTOMUTBCS 0 8390 0.00% -0.010% 0.01% 20122 2
MOTOCKOBAaTh 0 8390 0.00% -0.015% 0.01% 20122 3
HOTYKHTh 1 8390 0.01% -0.033%  0.04% 20122 9
MPUCKYYHBATh 0 8390 0.00% -0.010% 0.01% 20122 2
HpUYHbIBaTh 0 8390 0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
NPUYHBITh 10 8390  0.12% -0.129%  0.25% 20122 50
POTOMUTD 0 8390  0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
pasnocaoBarb 14 8390  0.17% -0.295%  0.46% 20122 93
paszocaoBaTbCs 0 8390 0.00% -0.010% 0.01% 20122 2
PaCcKBaCHUTHCS 0 8390  0.00% -0.015%  0.01% 20122 3
pacKBaIIMBaThCS 0 8390 0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
pacToCKOBaThCA 0 8390 0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
PacTyKHUTBCS 0 8390 0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
CIPYCTHYThCS 0 8390 0.00% -0.010% 0.01% 20122 2
CeTOBaTh 136 8390 1.62% -0.208% 1.83% 20122 368
CKyKa 142 8390 1.69% -1.225%  2.92% 20122 587
CKYKCHUTBCS 0 8390  0.00% -0.020%  0.02% 20122 4
CKy4YaTb 182 8390  2.17% -0.390%  2.56% 20122 515
CKy4HILa 8390 0.11% 0.033% 0.07% 20122 15
CKYYJIMBBIN 8390  0.00% -0.010%  0.01% 20122 2
CKY4YHETb 8390  0.02% -0.036%  0.06% 20122 12
CKYYHBII 379 8390 4.52% -1.262%  5.78% 20122 1163
cMypoi 0 8390  0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
CMypOCTh 0 8390  0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
COXXaJIeHHE 887 8390  10.57%  -3.760%  14.33% 20122 2884
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COXKaJeTh 76 8390  0.91% -1.306%  2.21% 20122 445
COKpPYILIATHCS 51 8390 0.61% -0.451% 1.06% 20122 213
COKPYIIUTEIBHOCTh 0 8390 0.00% 0.000% 0.00% 20122 0
COCKYUHTBCS 71 8390  0.85% -0.018%  0.86% 20122 174
CIUTHH 8 8390  0.10% -0.089%  0.18% 20122 37
CTOCKOBAThCS 11 8390  0.13% -0.008%  0.14% 20122 28
CyLIb 46 8390  0.55% -0.550% 1.10% 20122 221
TOMHBIN 52 8390  0.62% -0.339%  0.96% 20122 193
TOCKa 265 8390  3.16% -1.359%  4.52% 20122 909
TOCKJIMBOCTb 0 8390 0.00% -0.015% 0.01% 20122 3
TOCKJIUBBII 88 8390 1.05% -0.517% 1.57% 20122 315
TOCKOBATh 111 8390 1.32% -0.734%  2.06% 20122 414
YTOHSATBCSA 1 8390 0.01% -0.053%  0.06% 20122 13
YHBIBaTh 45 8390  0.54% -0.294%  0.83% 20122 167
YVHBIBHBIH 1 8390 0.01% -0.018% 0.03% 20122 6
YHBUIOCTB 8 8390  0.10% -0.029%  0.12% 20122 25
YHBUIBIH 130 8390 1.55% -1.278%  2.83% 20122 569
YHBIHHE 72 8390  0.86% -1.025% 1.88% 20122 379
yTeIuIeHue 17 8390 0.20% 0.118% 0.08% 20122 17
YTOMHTEIIbHBII 73 8390 0.87% -0.884% 1.75% 20122 353
YTOMUTH 87 8390 1.04% -1.150%  2.19% 20122 440
YTOMIISTE 50 8390 0.60% -0.517% 1.11% 20122 224
XaHapa 18 8390 0.21% -0.138%  0.35% 20122 71
XaHJIPUTH 8 8390 0.10% -0.069% 0.16% 20122 33
XMYPHUTBCS 22 8390  0.26% -0.294%  0.56% 20122 112
XMYpO 26 8390  0.31% -0.177%  0.49% 20122 98
XMYpBIit 83 8390  0.99% -0.497% 1.49% 20122 299
XMYpPb 0 8390  0.00% -0.005%  0.00% 20122 1
NETHYHOCTh 1 8390 0.01% -0.013% 0.02% 20122 5
SJIETNYHbIN 0 8390  0.00% -0.025%  0.02% 20122 5




