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EMCAT-ENG: A CATALOGUE OF 1,759 BASIC EMOTION TERMS  

IN ENGLISH 

HALSZKA BĄK 

ABSTRACT

 
This study investigates the lexicalization patterns of six basic constructs of emotion in English: anger, 

disgust, fear, joy, sadness, and surprise. These words, along with all their synonyms in noun, verb, 

and adjective forms were recorded and supplied with corpus frequency data. The resulting catalogue 

of basic emotion terms in English was analyzed. The categories of words denoting different emotions 

were quantified in order to determine their relative cultural significance. Word frequency patterns were 

analyzed in order to determine any manifestations of display rules. The results indicate that in English 

all emotions are preferentially lexicalized as adjectives. Negative emotions are preferentially 

expressed as verbs, and positive emotions – as nouns. English boasts more words for negative than 

positive emotions, confirming the presence of the negative differentiation effect. At the same time, the 

less numerous words for positive emotions were found to be more frequently used, confirming the 

Pollyanna effect. The study revealed the central role of fear in the English-speaking world. Uniquely, 

fear was found to conceptually and semantically overlap with all other basic emotions regardless of 

their valence; the mean frequency of all the words denoting fear made it the second most frequent 

overtly, verbally communicated emotion in English – after joy.   
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1. Introduction 

 

The leading mainstream theory of emotions within psychology, Paul Ekman’s 

basic emotions theory, is so well established within the field that even its critics 

dub it the standard view (Russell 1991). Since it was proposed, the basic emotions 

theory has produced a substantial body of evidence for its major tenet: the 

existence of a small selection of facial expressions for basic emotions that are 

linguistically and culturally universal. At the same time, cross-cultural research 
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shows that there are limits to the universality thesis, and at certain depths analyses 

reveal unique, culture-specific characteristics of emotional concepts (Elfenbein 

& Ambady 2002). Evidence for the universal, pancultural nature of basic 

emotions has been demonstrated in the non-verbal channel of communication; in 

the human voice (Pell et al. 2009), body language (Kleinsmith, De Silva & 

Bianchi-Berthouze 2006), and, of course, facial expressions (Keltner & Ekman 

2000). One aspect of emotion communication that has been long understudied 

but is currently attracting increasing interest, is the verbal channel of 

communication and various intersections of emotions and language (cf. Vigliocco 

et al. 2009). Researchers of basic emotions have long been deeply skeptical of 

language in general, and words denoting emotions in particular (Plamper 2015). 

This skepticism has largely been fueled by the notion that verbal expressions of 

emotions are too easy to control and, therefore, to fake (e.g., Ekman 1993). 

The study of the language of emotions has a long, if intermittent, history in 

emotion psychology. Though few researchers pursued this topic systematically, 

several important findings have been made across a wide spectrum of theories 

and approaches within the field of research into emotions. First, that emotion 

concepts, like all acquired knowledge, are organized in the mind into prototypical 

structures, with the most representative category at the center and the less typical 

concepts scattered around the periphery (Russell 1983; Ekman 1994; Cowen et 

al. 2019). Another theory has it that words denoting those concepts are 

imperfectly but meaningfully connected with their underlying concepts (Ekman 

1994; Russell & Barrett 1999), and the link significantly affects the processing of 

emotions (Lindquist et al. 2014). Researchers studying verbal expressions of 

emotion across languages observed that there are considerable differences in 

basic lexicalizations of emotion concepts. These differences mainly concern the 

parts of speech used to express the emotions and the number of words there are 

for different emotions (Clore & Ortony 1988). Linguistic anthropology of 

emotions has offered one explanation to such variations: Different emotions have 

different significance for different cultures, and this ethnopsychological 

importance of any given emotion in a culture is reflected in its language 

(Wierzbicka 1999). In practical terms this means that emotion concepts of high 

cultural significance are larger, more complex, and are denoted by more words 

(hypercognition), whilst less significant concepts of emotion are smaller, simpler, 

and represented by fewer words (hypocognition) (cf. Levy 1973; Heelas 1996). 

Within the psychology of emotion there have been broadly two approaches to 

studying the intersections of language, conceptualization, and emotion. In one 

approach researchers catalogued words denoting emotional states while also 

attempting to establish the selection criteria for what might constitute an emotion 

word. These catalogues were typically moderately sized and focused on descriptive 

statistics and occasionally on qualitative analyses that probed the potential 
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relationships between words for emotions and their underlying concepts (Davitz 

1969; Averill 1975; Clore, Ortony & Foss 1987). An approach focused on the same 

research goal, but implementing smaller, highly selective collections of emotion 

words was later developed to systematically and empirically study emotion 

concepts within and across cultures (Russell 1980; Russell, Lewicka & Niit 1989; 

Fontaine, Scherer & Soriano 2013). The largest resources created so far for the 

study of any emotive states in language are databases such as the seminal Affective 

Norms for English Words (ANEW; Bradley & Lang 2010). These tend to include 

impressively large collections of words, but the distinctions in emotional meaning 

are limited to the broad valence (positive, negative, neutral). In the face of a 

growing interest in studying specific emotions rather than broad affect in language, 

some researchers endeavored to supplement the existing affective databases such 

as ANEW with annotations classifying the words therein by their relatedness to 

basic emotions (Stevenson, Mikles & James 2007). 

Attempts both to compile lists of words denoting emotions and to complement 

affective word collections with classifications of basic emotions point to the need 

for appropriate resources to study the language of emotions systematically. To 

study both words denoting emotions and their underlying concepts a dedicated 

resource would seem to be needed, and previous research lists the parameters such 

a resource should satisfy. Firstly, the words collected should be selected in such a 

way as to allow comparisons between languages (Osgood, May & Miron 1975). 

This could be achieved by determining a range of likely universal concepts and 

studying the way they are reflected in different languages. Secondly, it has been 

observed that different emotion concepts are lexicalized – i.e., coded into language 

– differently, so that the categories of words denoting emotions that differ in size 

and emotions are differentially expressed in different parts of speech (Clore, Ortony 

& Foss 1987; Clore & Ortony 1988; Dziwirek & Lewandowska-Tomaszczyk 2010; 

Foolen 2012). To include all major parts of speech: nouns, verbs, and adjectives, 

would therefore increase the utility of such a resource. Finally, as language is 

subject to constant change, and its speakers differ in their preferred or normative 

use of language, a means of investigating patterns of language use needs to be 

provided in any resources designed to study emotion words (Wallace & Carson 

1973; Conway & Bekerian 1987; Galati et al. 2008). In applied linguistics and 

psycholinguistics language use tends to be determined through language corpora. 

Language corpora are large collections of texts from a variety of sources which 

allow users to establish the absolute frequency of words in the corpus, which 

indicates their relative frequency in the language as a whole. Adding word 

frequencies to a collection of words denoting emotions would allow researchers to 

seek evidence of certain patterns of overt verbal communication of emotions.  

The EmCat-Eng (Emotion Catalogue – English) was created with all of the 

above considerations in mind. It was built on the assumption that the basic 



 H. Bąk 

 

36 

emotion concepts are robustly represented in language. This robust representation 

was documented using lexicographic sources. Native monolingual dictionaries 

were referenced to compile a list of all the words denoting and related to basic 

emotion terms and the synonyms of those terms in noun, verb, and adjective 

forms. English language corpora were used to supplement the list with word 

frequency data. Every word on the list was tagged for a number of parameters, 

including part of speech, category of basic emotion, and frequency. 

EmCat-Eng was thus created primarily as a resource for future research on 

emotion terms, particularly on the prototypical nature of emotion concepts. The 

parameters selected for inclusion in this database, along with its design, were 

determined in such a way as to allow replications in other languages. In fact, a 

sister database in the Polish language (Bąk in press) has been created based on 

the principles set for EmCat-Eng, allowing for the first systematic comparisons 

of two complete lexicons of basic emotion across two Indo-European languages. 

Every aspect of EmCat-Eng, including the analyses conducted on the collected 

material, was intended to make this a reliable resource for researchers, one that 

would allow them to make well-informed and rigorously controlled choices of 

stimuli for their research.  

There are certain fundamental questions pertaining to the nature of lexicons 

of emotion that any researcher has to resolve in order to make valid selections of 

words for the study of emotions. The answers to these questions allow the 

researchers to contextualize and justify their choices, as well as to correct their 

results, factoring in the structural and functional aspects of language. The 

analyses conducted on the EmCat-Eng therefore sought to answer those 

fundamental questions, thus increasing the utility of this database as a resource. 

One of those questions was whether the Pollyanna and negative differentiation 

effects are evident in the collective pool of words for basic emotions. The 

Pollyanna effect in language is the observation that the words denoting positive 

emotion, though less numerous, are significantly more frequently used; the 

negative differentiation effect is the observation that the words denoting negative 

emotions are significantly more numerous than words denoting positive emotions 

(Rozin & Royzman 2001). Both effects were observed in adjectives; here I also 

had the opportunity to look for the effects in nouns and verbs. 

The second question the EmCat-Eng helps resolve concerns the sizes of 

categories of words denoting basic emotions. The studies in which existing 

affective databases were supplemented with a basic emotion tagging point to 

rankings of different categories of basic emotions rankings by size. According to 

Stevenson, Mikels & James (2007) joy should be the largest category, followed 

in order by disgust, anger, sadness, and fear. According to Strauss & Allen 

(2008) the order of size should be joy, followed by anger, disgust, fear, sadness, 

and surprise. However, these rankings are based on classifications of affective 
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words, few of which could be unambiguously classified as belonging to one or 

another category of basic emotions. With EmCat-Eng I would be able to verify 

their results against a systematic collection of terms denoting basic emotions. 

 

 

2. Method: Word selection criteria 

 

The words included in the EmCat-Eng were selected based on their semantics and 

using lexicographic sources as references. The selection process involved five stages: 

key term selection, synonym search, complementation, verification, and 

consolidation. The first stage – key term selection – was based on the existing 

literature in emotion psychology. The next three stages were based largely on 

lexicographic sources, specifically the online unabridged thesauri and dictionaries – 

the Merriam-Webster (henceforth: MW) and the Oxford English Dictionary 

(henceforth: OED). These specific dictionaries and thesauri were selected for their 

premier status as English language resources. The selection of the online unabridged 

versions was motivated by the fact that these are the most up-to-date and complete. 

The last stage involved final editing and consolidation of the recorded material.  

Canonically, basic emotions theory focuses on six constructs of emotion: 

anger, disgust, fear, joy, sadness, and surprise. However, disgust has long been 

listed alongside contempt, the term joy is used interchangeably with happiness to 

denote the same construct, and the status of surprise as an emotion state is 

routinely questioned. 

Contempt has long been considered one end of a conceptual and semantic 

spectrum, the other being occupied by disgust (cf. Tomkins 1962; Ekman, 

Sorenson & Friesen 1969). Recent studies, however, show contempt to be a much 

more complex concept than disgust. Conceptually, apart from emotion, contempt 

incorporates associations with social norms and moral evaluations (Fontaine, 

Scherer & Soriano 2013). Semantically, across multiple languages, contempt 

yields poor inter-rater agreements, strongly suggesting the term and its 

underlying concept are both highly culturally entangled and individually 

idiosyncratic (Soriano et al. 2013). For all these reasons contempt was not 

included as a key term at this stage.  

The terms happiness and joy are used in emotion psychology to denote the 

same positive emotional state. This is hardly surprising, as the two terms overlap 

significantly in their semantics. The OED lists synonyms for both these terms 

which overlap at a rate of 53%; the MW shows a 59% overlap between the 

synonyms of joy and happiness. On conceptual and semantic grounds therefore  

I included both joy and happiness as key terms. For the sake of clarity in the 

planned analyses, however, all alternatives for both terms were logged in 

EmCat-Eng under the common label of joy.  
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The recent studies which endeavored to supplement existing affective 

language databases with classifications of basic emotions routinely excluded 

surprise as a category (e.g., Wierzba et al. 2015; Hinojosa et al. 2016; 

Stadthagen-Gonzalez et al. 2017). While the reasoning behind such exclusions 

is never listed, some previous research points to the questionable status of 

surprise as an emotion (Ortony & Turner 1990). More recent studies in the 

appraisal theory of emotions show that surprise is based on a significant and 

universal perception of stimulus novelty. This subjective sense of novelty 

appears to have connotations with emotions and has been found in multiple 

languages (Fontaine & Scherer 2013). Therefore, surprise was included as a 

key term for EmCat-Eng.  

The seven basic terms for the six canonical states (anger, disgust, fear, 

happiness/joy, sadness, surprise) were initially listed in their noun forms. From 

these I derived single-word adjective and verb forms if such grammatically valid 

forms existed in contemporary English. Happiness alone lacked a single-word 

verb form, all other key terms had both the verb and adjective forms for a total of 

20 key terms to conclude the key term selection stage. These 20 key terms are 

listed in Table 1.  

 

Table 1. The basic emotion terms that served as key words for the EmCat-Eng 

word selection process. 
Nouns anger disgust happiness joy fear sadness surprise 

Verbs to anger to disgust – to enjoy to fear to sadden to surprise 

Adjectives angry disgusted happy joyful fearful sad surprised 

 

These twenty terms became the base key words in the next stage. In it, the 

dictionaries and thesauri were referenced to identify all synonyms and words 

related to the key words. All of those were logged in a single repository, each 

tagged for its part of speech and the basic category of emotion it belonged to by its 

semantic association with specific key words. I found 1,262 such words in the MW 

(659 adjectives, 383 nouns, 220 verbs) and 744 words in the OED (415 adjectives, 

223 nouns, 106 verbs). At this stage I therefore identified 2,006 words semantically 

related to basic emotion key words according to lexicographic sources. 

The second stage revealed that words denoting basic emotions were unequally 

distributed among the different parts of speech. I therefore included the third 

stage – complementation. For example, within the 2,006 terms identified at the 

previous stage the key noun anger yielded the synonym fury. Its adjective form 

angry yielded the synonym furious. The verb form to anger, however, did not 

yield the verb to infuriate. The last is, however, clearly morpho-semantically 

related to both fury and furious, and it carries a clear meaning related to an 

emotional state. Therefore to infuriate was added to fury and furious in order to 



EmCat-Eng: A catalogue of 1,759 basic emotion terms in English 

 

39 

complement the set and was tagged provisionally as belonging to the category of 

basic emotion anger by association.  

Parallel to complementation, the fourth stage, that of verification, was carried 

out. At this stage, the dictionary definition of every word identified thus far was 

analyzed. Firstly, words labeled within the MW and the OED dictionaries as 

‘rare’, ‘dated’, ‘archaic’, or ‘dead’ were excluded. Every word that had no clear, 

unambiguous denotation or reference to an emotional state in contemporary 

English was also excluded. The complementation added some words, while 

others were removed through verification. At the end of these two stages I 

identified 1,395 candidate words (577 adjectives; 488 nouns; 330 verbs) in the 

MW, and at 939 candidate words (399 adjectives; 327 nouns; 213 verbs) in the 

OED. 

The final stage was consolidation, where the main purpose was to remove the 

redundancies from the final version of the EmCat-Eng. Both dictionaries of 

choice are dictionaries of contemporary English, so they naturally overlap 

considerably in their contents. I therefore compared the collections of words 

sourced from each dictionary and thus identified 570 redundant entries, i.e., 

words found in both dictionaries. These redundant entries were deleted, in each 

case leaving only one entry for the final version of the database. 

Another category of redundancies were words denoting multiple emotions, 

meaning they were synonymous with more than one category of basic emotions. 

This led to them being logged more than once – each time with a different basic 

emotion tag. Such multiple entries are a reflection of polysemy on a semantic 

level and of blending on a conceptual level. These redundant entries were also 

deleted, leaving in each case just one tagged as a blend of all the basic emotions 

with which it was synonymous. A good example of this would be the adjective 

upset, logged initially four times as a synonym of disgust, fear, surprise, and 

sadness. The word upset was therefore ultimately logged once and tagged as a 

blended synonym of all four emotions. Other examples included words such as, 

e.g., consternated (synonymous with: fear and surprise); fuss (anger, fear); awful 

(disgust, fear, sadness, surprise); horror (disgust, fear); outrage (anger, disgust); 

or troubled (fear, sadness). In total, 195 blends were logged in the EmCat-Eng.  

Following the fifth stage, the EmCat-Eng totaled 1,759 words denoting or 

semantically related to basic emotions. Of those 738 were adjectives, 619 were 

nouns, and 402 were verbs. Each word was tagged for its category of basic 

emotion and part of speech. Additional tags were provided signaling whether the 

words belonged to pure or blended categories, the lexical root they were derived 

from, and whether they were fully or partially lexicalized. The latter was a metric 

which expressed whether a given basic emotion concept had valid noun, verb, 

and adjective forms within the EmCat-Eng. Those that did were tagged as fully 

lexicalized; those that did not were tagged as partially lexicalized.  
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For the purpose of some of the following analyses, temporary tags pertaining 

to etymology and registers were also added. Those tags, however, are not 

included in the final version of the EmCat-Eng database1. 
 

 

3. Results 
 

3.1. EmCat-Eng database: Basic breakdown 
 

Table 2 contains a tally of EmCat-Eng database entries broken down according to 

their part of speech, basic emotion category, and pure vs. blended category status. 

The Venn diagram in Figure 1 illustrates the relative sizes of all categories of basic 

emotions and the extent to which these categories overlap in the semantic space.  

Of the 1,759 words denoting emotions in the form of nouns, verbs, and 

adjectives in the EmCat-Eng database 1,564 (≈89%) belong to pure semantic 

categories, and 195 (≈11%) to blended categories. The human capacity to express 

non-prototypical and blended or conflicting emotions in their facial expressions has 

been documented before (Ekman & Friesen 1982; Ekman 1996). In EmCat-Eng 

we see, for the first time, a systematic record of non-prototypical and blended 

expressions in language. Viewed from a lay perspective, the canonical six basic 

emotions are an unbalanced set, with four negative emotions (anger, disgust, fear, 

sadness), but only one positive (joy), and one neutral emotion (surprise) (Ekman 

1999). This classification of basic emotions by valence is, to a degree, reflected in 

the semantic space created by the basic emotion terms and their synonyms in 

English. The semantic overlaps between the negative emotions are relatively large 

and deeply interconnected, often blending more than just two categories together. 

The overlaps between the negative and the positive or neutral emotions are small 

and relatively weak, typically involving only two categories at a time. 

Quantitatively as well as qualitatively (cf. Supplementary Materials) the semantic 

overlaps between the four negative emotions are considerably larger and stronger 

than those between the negative emotions and the positive joy or neutral surprise. 

This observation is reflected in the results from studies in which affective language 

databases were supplemented with the categorizations of basic emotions. In several 

of those studies, across different languages, strong positive correlations were found 

between the negative emotions while negative correlations were found between the 

negative emotions and joy (Briesemeister, Kuchinke & Jacobs 2011; Wierzba et al. 

2015; Hinojosa et al. 2016; Ferré et al. 2017). 

                                                 
1  Copyright reasons preclude the inclusion of the tags specifying word etymology and registers in 

the EmCat-Eng. Researchers interested in this aspect of the data should be advised that the data 

on etymology and registers is not always included in dictionaries across languages. This 

particular research avenue will therefore have limited replicability across languages with 

different lexicographic traditions and techniques.  
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Different researchers tackling the problem of the terminology of emotions 

have predicted that different emotion concepts are likely to be lexicalized 

differently with respect to parts of speech that carry the emotional meaning (e.g., 

Clore, Ortony & Foss 1987; Hinojosa et al. 2016). I found this to be the case in 

English. Grammatically, every word in the database has the potential to generate 

most major part-of-speech word forms, but not all the resulting words carry 

emotional meanings. Emotional semantics in English are found most reliably in 

adjectives – EmCat-Eng includes 739 verified emotion adjectives (41.96% of the 

whole), 619 nouns (35.19%), and 402 verbs (22.85%). Adjectives denote 

attributes, so it may be tentatively concluded based on the morpho-semantic 

makeup of basic emotion words in English that the linguistic expression of 

emotion in this language is primarily attributive. 

 

Table 2. EmCat-Eng database: Tallies of items broken down according to their 

part of speech and their basic emotion category. 
 Basic Emotion(s) Adjectives Nouns Verbs Totals 

Pure Categories Joy (J) 157 145 105 407 

 Anger (A) 135 111 70 316 

 Fear (F) 113 103 53 270 

 Sadness (S) 97 76 38 211 

 Surprise (Su) 83 60 49 192 

 Disgust (D) 78 60 30 168 

Blended Categories DF 23 15 6 44 

 FS 14 13 14 41 

 AD 9 12 9 30 

 AF 3 4 4 11 

 JSu 3 3 5 11 

 DFS 4 3 3 10 

 FSu 3 3 4 10 

 DFSSu 2 3 2 7 

 DS 3 2 2 7 

 AJ 2 2 2 6 

 AS 3 – 3 6 

 DFSu 2 1 1 4 

 AFD 2 1 – 3 

 FJ 1 1 1 3 

 AFS – 1 1 2 

 Totals 738 619 402 1759 
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Figure 1. Venn diagram of pure vs. blended basic emotion concepts in the English 

language2. 

 

In other words, when referring to emotional states verbally, speakers of 

English have the greatest number and variety of adjectives at their disposal. To 

express emotional nuance they may thus preferentially opt to describe emotions 

as attributes of things and people rather than as independent entities (nouns) or 

actions (verbs). This may serve as a tentative conclusion based solely on the 

morpho-semantic makeup of the semantic space of basic emotion words. This 

makeup is somewhat different from the overall makeup of the English language 

as a whole, determined on the basis of the OED data. According to the OED, it 

contains 304,328 headwords, with nouns comprising 55.43%, adjectives 28.35%, 

verbs 10.70%, and other parts of speech 5.52%. Against this backdrop, the 

semantic field of emotion words is much more balanced, with less dramatic 

differences in size between the parts of speech. It is also proportionally more 

adjectival than nominal. 

English has a long and complex history of language contact and change and 

dictionaries of the English language typically give fairly detailed etymologies for 

their headwords. While the exact progression of a word from any given language 

into English is often complicated, a marked preference for borrowings from Latin 

                                                 
2  Four blended semantic spaces are not included in this Venn diagram as the overlaps exceeded 

the capacity of a 2-dimensional visualization. These blends include: 7 fear, sadness, surprise, 

and disgust blends; 6 anger and sadness blends; 4 fear, surprise, and disgust blends; 2 anger, 

fear, and sadness blends. 
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and French has been exceptionally well documented (Finkenstaedt & Wolff 1973; 

Williams 1986 [1976]). I found this also to be true in the case of borrowed emotion 

words. Across the EmCat-Eng I found 368 (21% of all the whole) words borrowed 

from 12 other languages. For the majority of those only one word per language 

would be borrowed (e.g., nirvana, borrowed from Sanskrit), while the vast majority 

of borrowings were attributed to Latin and French. Of the 368 borrowings, 182 

(49.46% of all borrowings) came from Latin, 104 (28.26%) came from French, and 

54 (14.67%) are attributed with varying levels of certainty to either Latin or 

French3. Altogether, 92.39% of all borrowings come from Latin and/or French, 

which is typical given the general pattern of borrowings into English. 

More telling is the distribution of borrowings between the categories of basic 

emotions. Overall, in EmCat-Eng the order by size of categories of words 

denoting basic emotions is: joy > anger > fear > sadness > surprise > disgust (cf. 

Table 2). The borrowings follow this size pattern almost exactly with 82 words 

(22%) belonging to the category of joy, 66 (18%) to anger, 63 (17%) to fear, 49 

(13%) to disgust, 33 (9%) to sadness, and 29 (7%) to surprise; with an additional 

49 (13%) belonging to semantic blends. The only outlier here is disgust, but on 

the whole – the larger a category is the more borrowings it appears to attract, 

which speaks to the conceptual robustness of these basic emotion categories.  

EmCat-Eng was compiled in parallel with its sister database EmCat-Pol, 

created on the same principles and using the same procedures, but for the Polish 

language. In Polish, language registers turned out to be a significant variable in 

the overall makeup of the database, with formal registers inflating the sizes of the 

categories of sadness and anger, with important implications for the 

ethnopsychological portrait of the Polish language (cf. Bąk in press). I therefore 

inspected all information regarding registers of the words included in the EmCat-

Eng. Whereas nearly 74% of the words in EmCat-Pol (Bąk in press) are marked 

for specific registers, only 4.15% (73 words) of EmCat-Eng were tagged in 

dictionaries as belonging uniquely to any specific registers. This is very likely the 

result of English-specific lexicographic tradition, which serves as a telling 

example of the limited potential replicability of fully tagging the words in the 

database for registers. On the other hand, this conspicuous absence of 

classification of vocabulary into specific registers (e.g. formal, informal, literary) 

may mean that the use of the entirety of vocabulary denoting emotions in English 

is potentially less contextually constrained than it is in Polish. Specifically, this 

might mean that the words denoting emotions in English are less constrained to 

or marked for specific social or communicative contexts of use.  

                                                 
3  Only borrowings from contemporary languages and from Latin into English were considered in 

the analysis. The aim was to consider words which can be reasonably assumed to be recognized 

as borrowings into English from another source language by the average users of language. 
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3.2. Overlaps between EmCat-Eng and the existing resources for basic emotion 

words in English 

 

There exist two databases for the English language, where the researchers have 

attempted to supplement categorization data for basic emotions to words 

previously evaluated for core affect measures. In the first, participants were asked 

to use five scales of basic emotions (excluding surprise) to indicate the extent to 

which each word presented to them conveyed each basic emotion. The database 

used was ANEW and, of its 1,034 words, 536 (51.84% of the whole) could be 

classified as clearly belonging to discrete emotion categories. Of that number 358 

(34.62%) words were classified as one of five of the canonical six basic emotions, 

23 (2.22%) were classified as blends or just broadly negative, and 155 (14.99%) 

had an unclear classification, pointing to different categories depending on the 

participant. Of the words classified as canonical basic emotions: 90.5% were joy, 

3.91% – disgust, 2.23% – anger, 1.96% – sadness, and 1.4% were classified as 

fear. The EmCat-Eng and this version of ANEW share 91 entries. A comparison 

of the basic emotion tagging – based on lexicographic information in EmCat-Eng 

and participant evaluations in the ANEW – indicated a high degree of overlap. 

Of the 91 words 71 (78.02%) matched exactly in tagging and, a further 9 (9.89%) 

matched partially, bringing the total of full or partial matches to 87.91%. 

The second database that included categorizations of basic emotions was that 

created by Strauss & Allen (2008) using a variety of previously used word lists. 

They presented their collection of words to their participants to sort into eight 

categories – including anxiety, neutrality, and all six basic emotions. Their 

complete word list included 484 words, 251 (51.86% of the whole) of which could 

be classified as one of the eight categories specified to a satisfactorily high level of 

confidence. Of this number, a mere 89 (18.39%) words were categorized 

unambiguously as belonging to one of the six basic emotions, with another 162 

(33.47%) classified as either anxiety or neutrality. The 89 words classified as 

belonging to basic emotions included: 47 (52.81%) words denoting joy, 12 each 

(13.48%) – anger and disgust, 8 (8.99%) – fear, 7 (7.78%) – sadness, and 3 

(3.37%)  – surprise. Comparing the basic emotions tagging between EmCat-Eng 

and the results from Strauss & Allen (2008) I found 45 overlapping terms. Of those, 

36 (80%) words matched exactly in tagging; with a further 4 (8.89%) words 

matching partially, which meant full or partial matches here reached 88.89%.  

All in all, whenever measures of categorization of basic emotions are thus 

imposed onto databases designed for measuring affect, a marked positive bias 

manifests itself. Looking at the sheer number of words per category, EmCat-Eng is 

broadly the same. Much like the other two datasets described, the largest 

EmCat-Eng category is joy, followed in order of category size by anger, fear, 

sadness, surprise, and disgust. Across all three datasets joy is therefore the most 
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prevalent, followed by anger and/or disgust, with the remaining three emotions 

showing a relatively high variability in numbers and proportions, all of which could 

be attributed to the nature of the word selection process. Where EmCat-Eng differs 

from the other two is in its inclusion of verbs, the one part of speech missing from 

most affective language resources. This inclusion is significant for two reasons. 

Firstly, verbs show a unique and hitherto unobserved pattern of frequency 

distribution (see below). Secondly, the inclusion of verbs allows for a systematic 

testing of the proposition that every emotion concept has its unique pattern of 

lexicalizations, specifically, that different emotions may be lexicalized 

preferentially as different parts of speech (Osgood, May & Miron 1975; Clore & 

Ortony 1988). 

 

3.3. The lexicalization of basic emotions in English  

 

English is an analytic language and therefore it conveys its complex relationships 

between meanings largely through syntax and a variety of function words. 

Languages of this type usually boast a relatively large number of moderately 

productive root morphemes from which various word forms are derived. This 

may open up the statistical probability that emotion concepts are largely 

lexicalized only partially – as one or two, but not as all three of the major parts 

of speech. Having the lexical means to describe emotions as discrete entities 

(nouns), their attributes (adjectives), or as actions (verbs) improves the strength 

of the associative connections, the relative conceptual salience, and consequently 

– the overall ethnopsychological significance of a given emotion concept 

(Harkins & Wierzbicka 2001). Apart from the relative sizes of the categories of 

words denoting basic emotions, it is thus worth investigating the extent to which 

the concepts that make up each basic emotion category are fully lexicalized.  

To do this, root morphemes were extracted from every word in the 

EmCat-Eng, and compared with the part-of-speech and basic emotion category 

information. Every root morpheme in the database that produced valid nouns, 

verbs, and adjectives was tagged as belonging to a “fully” lexicalized concept. 

Every root that was lexicalized as only one or two of the three parts of speech 

was tagged as belonging to a “partially” lexicalized concept. This tagging 

revealed that, in total, EmCat-Eng contains 736 unique lexical roots. Of those 684 

produce words that belong to only one basic emotion category, or words which 

belong to a single type of semantic blend. The 684 roots together produce 1,569 

words. The remaining 52 roots produce words that belong to between 2 and 4 

different pure categories and blends. A total of 190 words in EmCat-Eng are 

derived from these 52 roots. Here I will focus on the roots producing words in 

pure basic emotion categories; the analysis of the roots straddling different 

categories can be found in the Supplementary Materials. Table 3 tallies the full 
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and partial lexicalizations, expressed in the number of unique roots, across the 

different categories of basic emotions, and the percentage of all unique roots in 

each category that produces full lexicalizations. 

 

Table 3. A tally of unique roots and lexicalizations across basic emotion 

categorizations. 

 
 Full Partial Total % full 

Joy 68 97 165 41.21% 

Anger 49 83 132 37.12% 

Fear 38 68 106 35.85% 

Sadness 23 66 89 25.84% 

Surprise 32 51 83 38.55% 

Disgust 23 44 67 34.33% 

Blends 20 22 42 47.62% 

Overall 253 431 684 36.99% 

 

On the whole, English appears to have more partial that full lexicalizations of 

basic emotions, and the proportion is comparatively stable across all categories 

except joy, sadness, and semantic blends. By definition the semantic blends blend 

multiple categories, thus this category’s propensity for a greater proportion of full 

lexicalizations was predictable. It is, however, the categories of pure basic 

emotions that are more telling with respect to the ethnopsychological makeup of 

the English language. The total counts of unique roots, whether they yield partial 

or full lexicalizations, by emotion category are a clear reflection of the overall 

word counts by emotion category (cf. Table 2). Both in terms of raw word counts 

and unique root counts the EmCat-Eng has the greatest number of entries 

denoting joy, followed in order of category size by anger, fear, sadness, surprise, 

and disgust. The overall proportion of full to partial lexicalization for the entire 

database is about 37%, and the categories of anger, fear, surprise, and disgust are 

roughly within that proportion. The category of joy represents a high point with 

41.21% full lexicalizations, and the category of sadness represents a low point 

with 25.84% full lexicalizations. Given the relative sizes of the basic emotion 

categories, i.e., words and unique roots, and their lexicalization patterns, it may 

be tentatively concluded that surprise and disgust, and particularly sadness are of 

lesser ethnopsychological significance in English than joy, anger, and fear. This 

is a markedly different result than that found in Polish. In EmCat-Pol sadness and 

fear had the highest proportion of full lexicalizations, followed by anger, joy, 

surprise, and disgust, with the last four considerably less fully lexicalized than 

the first two (Bąk in press). The key difference between the two languages 
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appears to be, however, the significance of sadness and joy which appear to have 

opposing statuses of importance across the two languages and cultures.  

 

3.4. Frequency distributions within EmCat-Eng 

 

The imbalance in the number of positive (joy) and negative (anger, fear, disgust, 

sadness) emotion words is roughly in line with a couple of routine observations 

about the English language of emotions. One of these observations is that there 

appear to be fewer words for positive emotions, but they are all used more 

frequently. This is known as a variation on the Pollyanna effect (Rozin, Berman 

& Royzman 2010). The other observation is that the words denoting negative 

emotions are both more varied and more numerous. This is known as negative 

differentiation (Rozin & Royzman 2001). Both observations have been made for 

the English language only and are limited to emotive adjectives (Osgood, May & 

Miron 1975). EmCat-Eng allowed me to quantify and systematically describe 

these effects for all valid terms for basic emotions in noun, verb, and adjective 

forms. To that end I tagged all words denoting joy as positive, all words denoting 

surprise as neutral, and all remaining words as negative, blends being excluded 

from this analysis. To these I added raw frequency scores from the Corpus of 

Contemporary American English (henceforth: COCA) (Davies 2008) and the 

SubtlexUS corpus of frequencies (Brysbaert & New 2009). I focused on the 

frequencies for American English, as this is currently the dominant variant of 

English around the world with approximately 70% of all native English speakers 

identifying as American (Crystal 2003). Furthermore, in the later empirical stages 

of the EmCat project psychometric data was collected from English native 

speakers in the United States of America, so the choice of American English was 

further informed by that. 

The following analyses are based on the COCA frequency data, while the 

analyses based on the SubtlexUS data can be found in the Supplementary 

Materials. I opted for the COCA data here for two key reasons. Firstly, in the 

course of intellectual and emotional development people acquire passive and 

active vocabulary from both written and spoken sources. While the SubtlexUS 

claims to be based on spoken language only, the COCA corpus includes both 

written and spoken language subsections. This allows for a more comprehensive 

assessment of both active and passive emotion vocabulary through a systematic 

analysis of word frequencies in the corpus (Wallace & Carson 1973). Secondly, 

a keyword search of both corpora yielded 1,315 hits in the SubtlexUS (74.76% of 

all the words in EmCat-Eng), and 1,702 hits in COCA (96.76% of EmCat-Eng). 

The latter, then, yielded a more complete set of frequency data for EmCat-Eng. 

For these two reasons the COCA frequency data are used in the analyses 

presented here. All frequency data were corrected for part of speech (e.g., 
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differentiating between the frequency of upset when logged in COCA as a noun, 

a verb, or an adjective). Figure 2 shows the proportional distribution of the word 

counts with the words categorized by valence. Figure 3 shows the mean 

frequency of these words categorized by their basic valence. 
 

 

Figure 2. Counts of basic emotion terms sorted by their basic valence category. 

 

 

Figure 3. Mean frequencies of basic emotion terms sorted by their basic valence. 
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All in all, negative differentiation and the Pollyanna effects are both present 

across all parts of speech, and both appear to be differentiated by part of speech. 

Regarding negative emotions: verbs constitute the least numerous but the most 

frequently used category. Regarding positive emotions: the moderately sized 

category of nouns is the most frequently used. The general effect of negative 

differentiation is present as the negative emotions include four discrete 

categories, with all the words denoting them outnumbering the positive emotion 

words roughly two to one. The general Pollyanna effect is also present insofar as 

collectively positive emotion words are considerably more frequent than those 

denoting negative emotions. Interestingly, the smallest basic emotion category by 

valence, the neutral surprise, yields a disproportionately large frequency, on a par 

with that of all negative emotions combined. I observed the same “neutrality” 

effect in Polish, though there it was considerably more pronounced (Bąk in press). 

This cross-linguistic similarity speaks to the robust results from the appraisal 

studies which determined the “novelty” appraisal as a key component of the 

meaning of emotion words, which is what defines the status of surprise as a 

discrete emotional state (Fontaine & Scherer 2013). For the sake of thoroughness, 

I checked for both the Pollyanna and negative differentiation effects in the two 

largest affective language databases in English – the most recent version of 

Affective Norms for English Words (ANEW; Bradley & Lang 2010) and the 

database created by Warriner, Kuperman & Brysbaert (2013). Both effects 

manifested strongly in both databases, but the neutrality effect presented 

differently. A complete discussion of these results can be found in the 

supplementary materials.  

Given the robust negative differentiation in terms denoting basic emotions in 

English and the curious spike in word frequencies for neutral (surprise) words,  

I took a focused look at the frequency distributions of the words denoting each 

basic emotion. Figure 4 shows the frequency distributions of nouns, verbs, and 

adjectives denoting each of the six canonical basic emotions. 

The category of joy is the only positive basic emotion, the largest lexical 

category of all basic emotions, and it leads the board on mean word frequency in 

the English language. It also appears to be preferentially expressed in the form of 

nouns. Second in order of frequency is fear, only the third largest category by size. 

However, fear is also unique insofar as it is the only basic emotion with semantic 

overlaps with all other basic emotions regardless of valence. Fear appears to be 

preferentially expressed through verbs. Surprise is the third most frequent basic 

emotion, though it is also the second smallest category of basic emotion words. 

This is particularly interesting when considered with the reference to the similarly 

sized category of disgust. Were the frequency distribution roughly to mirror 

category sizes, surprise would find itself decidedly lower, but instead, words 

denoting surprise are paradoxically frequent in the corpus. Surprise, like joy, is also 
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preferentially expressed in nouns. Anger is the second largest category but ranks 

only the fourth most frequently discussed basic emotion. When discussed, anger is 

also preferentially expressed as a verb. Sadness is the second least frequent 

category of basic emotion with a unique distribution of expressions among parts of 

speech. Overall, it is preferentially expressed in verbs, with a secondary preference 

for adjectives, with the expressions in nouns decidedly infrequent. The same 

distribution is observable for disgust, the least frequent of the categories of basic 

emotion, although disgust shows a higher frequency expressed in adjectives, 

followed closely by verbs. 

 

Figure 4. Frequency distributions of basic emotion terms expressed as nouns, 

verbs, and adjectives. 

 

All in all, the negative emotions of anger, fear, and sadness, are preferentially 

expressed as verbs, a preference particularly marked in the cases of anger and 

fear. The one remaining negative emotion of disgust is preferentially expressed 

through adjectives, though verbs come a close second. The positive joy and the 

neutral surprise are both preferentially expressed through nouns, with the 

difference being more pronounced in joy. The magnitude of some of those 

differences in mean frequencies between the parts of speech prompted me to 

check their statistical significance. None of the comparisons, overall or across the 

different basic emotion categories, came back as statistically significant.  
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4. Discussion 

 

Emotional experiences relevant to members of any community occupy their 

thoughts and the need to cope with them and communicate them shapes the 

language of that community. The greater the significance ascribed to a given 

emotion within a given community the more nuanced the verbal expressions 

grow, forming increasingly large clusters of semantically related words 

(Wierzbicka 1999). At the same time, language change takes time and the 

members of different linguistic communities vary in their levels of language 

aptitude, education, and communication skills. This means that the average native 

speakers of any language will not typically know all the words for any given 

emotion in their language and will likely have specific preferences regarding the 

means of verbally communicating the concept (Wallace & Carson 1973). The 

verbal communication of emotions using words that specifically denote them 

constitutes overt and explicit emotional expression. One might therefore expect 

it to be subject to display rules – social norms governing the expressions of 

emotions that are acceptable and the circumstances under which they are 

acceptable in a given community (Ekman & Friesen 1969, 1974). In verbal 

communication such display rules become apparent, among other things, in the 

frequency distributions of words denoting individual emotions. The results of the 

analysis of EmCat-Eng offer an insight into both the basic conceptualizations of 

and the display rules for verbal communication of basic emotions in English. 

The conceptualization of basic emotions as expressed in language appears to 

have a strong pancultural character on the general level of valence. The categories 

of words denoting the negative basic emotions of anger, disgust, fear, and sadness 

overlap to a significant degree, signaling the existence of conceptual blends that 

combine the meanings of multiple basic emotions. The existence of such blended 

categories has been postulated before, based on evidence from facial expressions 

(Tomkins 1962; Ekman & Friesen 1982; Cowen & Keltner 2020), as well as from 

language (Shaver et al. 1987; Stevenson, Mikles & James 2007; Scherer 2013). The 

results here further support this proposition by documenting a whole class of words 

in which blended semantics is an inherent trait.  

Studies in multiple languages have pointed to a strong positive correlation 

between words associated with different negative emotions and a negative 

correlation between negative and positive emotions (Briesemeister, Kuchinke & 

Jacobs 2011; Wierzba et al. 2015; Hinojosa et al. 2016; Ferré et al. 2017). EmCat-

Eng data demonstrate that these correlations are predicted by the structure of the 

language itself, further supporting the idea that emotion concepts may be mapped 

reliably through language (Ortony, Clore & Collins 1988).  

Finally, the negative differentiation and the Pollyanna effects, formerly 

observed in adjectives only (Rozin & Royzman 2001), were both confirmed here 
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in nouns, verbs, and adjectives alike. The same valence-based results were found 

in the parallel study of Polish emotion terms (Bąk in press), which leads me to 

the conclusion that the sphere of broad affective dimensions is where most of the 

universality of emotional conceptualizations lies.  

The display rules for the expression of emotions in verbal communication are 

most evident when the relative sizes of the individual basic emotion categories 

are compared with their use frequencies. The category sizes tell us the number of 

means of overtly and unambiguously communicating an emotion the speakers of 

a given language have at their disposal. The word frequency indicates how often 

they make use of those emotion words. In American English joy is the largest 

category of words, with the highest proportion of fully lexicalized concepts and 

highest frequencies. This is typical for Western, English-speaking, individualist 

cultures, which are intensely focused on the experience and maintenance of 

positive emotions such as joy and on various forms of positive reinforcement 

(Heine et al. 1999).  

In cultures that attribute great cultural significance to positive emotions and 

the act of pursuing them, negative psychological outcomes such as depressive 

states become very common (Ford et al. 2015). This may explain the frequency 

distributions of words denoting sadness in EmCat-Eng. The category of sadness 

is moderate in size, but it also has the highest proportion of partial lexicalizations 

and has the second lowest frequency of all basic emotions. Some researchers have 

remarked that cultures oriented towards high emotional positivity show an 

equally strong desire to minimize the experience of and exposure to expressions 

of sadness (Safdar et al. 2009). The considerable size, the robust lexicalizations, 

and the frequency of joy with the corresponding moderate size, poor 

lexicalization, and low frequency of sadness in EmCat-Eng could be a reflection 

of that. 

Another set of display rules manifesting in the EmCat-Eng data pertains to the 

expressions of fear. The English-speaking world in general and Americans in 

particular have been characterized as living in a persistent and cultivated culture 

of fear. Some date this back to the very dawn of American nationhood, to the 

emotional turmoil of running from various forms of oppression, to perilous ocean 

crossings, and to rebuilding lives in an unknown and hostile land (Stearns 2006). 

Fear, it has been argued, is ever-present in the cultural discourse, grown out of a 

variety of socioeconomic anxieties and often guided through social and political 

narratives to bloom into a fear of external enemies (Skoll & Korstanje 2013). 

This broad ethnopsychological observation may explain the unique dataset 

presented by fear in EmCat-Eng. Though moderately sized, it is the second most 

frequently overtly discussed emotion in English. It is also the only category which 

semantically overlaps with all other basic emotions regardless of their valence. 

Americans are relatively accepting of open displays of fear of various intensities 
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(Moran, Diefendorff & Greguras 2013), as the emotion is generally seen as 

non-threatening and relatively socially harmless (Safdar et al. 2009). Once again, 

the semantic structure and the frequency distribution of the fear category of words 

appear to reflect both its display rules and its cultural relevance.  

Disgust and anger are commonly discussed together in display rule literature 

as parts of a triad also including contempt, as all three are elicited by specific 

violations of commonly accepted social norms (Rozin et al. 1999). Open 

expressions of disgust are generally not tolerated (Matsumoto, Hee Yoo & 

Fontaine 2008) and expressions of anger are only tolerated in narrowly defined 

contexts (Koopman-Holm & Matsumoto 2011). In Western individualist cultures 

open expressions of anger are seen as more socially acceptable when expressed 

within established communities, in in-groups, much as a tool helping to regulate 

interpersonal boundaries (Elwood & Olatunji 2009). All of these display rules 

may explain the fundamental differences in the way disgust and anger are coded 

into and used in English. Disgust is the smallest and least frequently discussed 

emotion. Anger is the second largest but only fourth most frequently discussed. 

In a fiercely individualistic culture that values personal autonomy anger is an 

important protective emotion (Eid & Diener 2001), but the way in which it is used 

and the frequency with which it is expressed are limited given the socially 

disruptive nature of behaviors it can provoke (Averill 1983).  

Finally, the EmCat-Eng, much like its sister database  EmCat-Pol, showed an 

unexpected spike in the frequency of words denoting surprise, the second 

smallest basic emotion and the only one to be broadly neutral. It is often identified 

as more of a quasi-emotional cognitive state of brief adjustment to a freshly 

detected violation of expectations in the perceived progression of events or the 

state of the world (Reisenzein, Meyer & Schützwohl 1994). When it is treated as 

an emotion its valence is often presented as ambiguous and largely determined 

by the requirements of the study design (Noordewier & Breugelmans 2013). 

When basic emotions are sorted by valence, the neutral category of surprise is 

the smallest, but it just outstrips the four negative emotions combined on mean 

frequency. Some speculate that open expressions of surprise, as a neutral emotion 

may follow the same pattern as does the positive joy (Safdar et al. 2009). On the 

other hand, evidence from appraisal studies shows that the basic 

cognitive-affective appraisal of novelty, which is at the core of the meaning of 

surprise, may carry a deal more pancultural significance than was previously 

thought (Fontaine & Scherer 2013). This seems also to be supported by the fact 

that I found the same result in Polish, in the EmCat-Pol database (Bąk in press).  

The results from EmCat-Eng have considerable implications for further 

research in psycholinguistics. Firstly, the great majority of studies in 

psycholinguistics rely on the broad distinction between positive and negative 

valence of stimuli. The results here, however, demonstrate the robustness and 
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relative discreteness of negative emotion concepts as expressed in the varying 

lexicalization and usage patterns of words that denote those concepts. Negative 

differentiation is very strong in the taxonomy of words denoting emotions, as 

seen in the results from EmCat-Eng. Unlike positive emotions, every negative 

emotion is specifically negative, and treating all negative word stimuli as a 

homogenous class may constitute a confounding variable. 

Grammatical aspects, such as parts of speech, also have a bearing on emotion 

conceptualization and therefore, potentially, on processing. Negative emotions 

are preferentially discussed using verbs, signaling that they may be 

conceptualized preferentially as actions. Positive emotions, on the other hand, are 

preferentially expressed as nouns, signaling that they may be conceptualized 

preferentially as entities. The final implication is that in the conceptualization and 

expression of emotions language is anything but inconsequential. Broad emotive 

character traits cultivated in individual communities and cultures are reflected in 

language, its morpho-semantic structure, and its patterns of use. The emotion 

concepts underlying the words denoting emotions may be meaningfully and 

reliably traced and mapped by a focused study of those words in the context of 

their culture. Therefore the results of this study may protect future 

psycholinguistic studies from confounds resulting from negative differentiation 

or grammatical variables.  

 

 

Data Availability Statement 

The data and materials for all experiments are available in the Open Science 

Framework repository of supplementary materials for this paper, 

https://osf.io/wxftq/   

 

Funding Statement 

This project was funded by the National Science Centre, Poland Research Grant 

SONATA 13, Ref. No. 2017/26/D/HS6/00035, Basic Emotion Terms Catalogue 

– Polish & English. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

about:blank


EmCat-Eng: A catalogue of 1,759 basic emotion terms in English 

 

55 

REFERENCES 

 

 
Averill, James R. 1975. A semantic atlas of emotion concepts. JSAS Catalog of Selected Documents 

in Psychology. Text 5(330): Ms. No. 421. 

Averill, James R. 1983. Studies on anger and aggression: Implications for theories of emotion. 

American Psychologist 38(11). 1145–1160. DOI: 10.1037/0003-066X.38.11.1145 

Bąk, Halszka. In press. EmCat-Pol: A catalogue of 817 basic emotion terms in Polish. Poznań 

Studies in Contemporary Linguistics. 

Bradley, Margaret M. & Peter J. Lang. 2010. Affective Norms for English Words (ANEW): Affective 

ratings of words and instruction manual. University of Florida, Gainesville. 

FLTechnical Report C-2. 

Briesemeister, Benny B., Lars Kuchinke & Arthur M. Jacobs. 2011. Discrete emotion norms for 

nouns: Berlin affective word list (DENN–BAWL). Behavior Research Methods 43(2). 

441–448. DOI: 10.3758/s13428-011-0059-y 

Brysbaert, Marc & Boris New. 2009. Moving beyond Kučera and Francis: A critical evaluation of 

current word frequency norms and the introduction of a new and improved word 

frequency measure for American English. Behavior Research Methods 41(4). 977–990. 

DOI: 10.3758/BRM.41.4.977 

Clore, Gerald L. and Andrew Ortony. 1988. The semantics of the affective lexicon. In Vernon 

Hamilton, Gordon H. Bower & Nico H. Frijda (eds.), Cognitive perspectives on 

emotion and motivation, Springer. 367–397. DOI: 10.1007/978-94-009-2792-6_15 

Clore, Gerald L., Andrew Ortony and Mark A. Foss. 1987. The psychological foundations of the 

affective lexicon. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 53(4). 751–766. DOI: 

10.1037/0022-3514.53.4.751 

Conway, A. M. & Debra A. Bekerian. 1987. Situational knowledge and emotion. Cognition and 

Emotion 1(2). 145–191. DOI: 10.1080/02699938708408044 

Cowen, Alan S. & Dacher Keltner. 2020. What the face displays: Mapping 28 emotions conveyed 

by naturalistic expression. American Psychologist 75(3). 349–364. DOI: 

10.1037/amp0000488 

Cowen, Alan S., Disa Sauter, Jessica L. Tracy & Dacher Keltner. 2019. Mapping the passions: 

Toward a high-dimensional taxonomy of emotional experience and expression. 

Psychological Science in the Public Interest 20(1). 69–90. DOI: 

10.1177/1529100619850176 

Crystal, David. 2003. English as a global language (2nd edn). Cambridge University Press. DOI: 

10.1017/CBO9780511486999 

Davies, M. 2008. The corpus of contemporary American English (COCA): 520 million words, 

1990-present. https://www.english-corpora.org/coca/ (accessed on 01/09/2018). 

Davitz, Joel R. 1969. The language of emotion. Academic Press. 

Dziwirek, Katarzyna & Barbara Lewandowska-Tomaszczyk. 2010. Complex emotions and 

grammatical mismatches: A contrastive corpus-based study. De Gruyter Mouton. DOI: 

10.1515/9783110227758 

Eid, Michael & Ed Diener. 2001. Norms for experiencing emotions in different cultures: Inter- and 

intranational differences. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 81(5). 869–

885. DOI: 10.1037/0022-3514.81.5.869 

Ekman, Paul. 1993. Facial expressions and emotion, American Psychologist 48(4). 384–392. DOI: 

10.1037/0003-066X.48.4.384 

https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.38.11.1145
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13428-011-0059-y
https://doi.org/10.3758/BRM.41.4.977
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-009-2792-6_15
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.53.4.751
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699938708408044
https://doi.org/10.1037/amp0000488
https://doi.org/10.1177/1529100619850176
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511486999
https://www.english-corpora.org/coca/
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110227758
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.81.5.869
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.48.4.384


 H. Bąk 

 

56 

Ekman, Paul. 1994. Strong evidence for universals in facial expressions: A reply to Russell’s 

mistaken critique. Psychological Bulletin 115(2). 268–287. DOI: 10.1037/0033-

2909.115.2.268 

Ekman, Paul. 1996. Emotion families. In Irmengard Rauch & Gerald F. Carr (eds.), Semiotics 

around the world: Synthesis in diversity, De Gruyter Mouton. 191–193. DOI: 

10.1515/9783110820065-023 

Ekman, Paul. 1999. Basic emotions. In Tim Dalgleish & Mick J. Power (eds.), Handbook of 

Cognition and Emotion, John Wiley & Sons Ltd. 45–60. DOI: 

10.1002/0470013494.ch3 

Ekman, Paul & Wallace V. Friesen. 1969. The repertoire of nonverbal behavior: Categories, 

origins, usage, and coding. Semiotica 1(1). 49–98.  

Ekman, Paul & Wallace V. Friesen. 1974. Detecting deception from the body or face. Journal of 

Personality and Social Psychology 29(3). 288–298. DOI: 10.1037/h0036006 

Ekman, Paul & Wallace V. Friesen. 1982. Felt, false, and miserable smiles. Journal of Nonverbal 

Behavior 6(4). 238–252. DOI: 10.1007/BF00987191 

Ekman, Paul, Richard Sorenson & Wallace V. Friesen. 1969. Pan-cultural elements in facial 

displays of emotions. Science 164(3875). 86–88. DOI: 10.1126/science.164.3875.86 

Elfenbein, Hillary A. & Nalini Ambady. 2002. On the universality and cultural specificity of 

emotion recognition: A meta-analysis. Psychological Bulletin 128(2). 203–235. DOI: 

10.1037/0033-2909.128.2.203 

Elwood Lisa S. & Bunmi O. Olatunji. 2009. A cross-cultural perspective on disgust. In Bunmi O. 

Olatunji & Dean McKay (eds.), Disgust and its disorders: Theory, assessment, and 

treatment implications, American Psychological Association. 99–122.  

Ferré, Pilar, Marc Guasch, Natalia Martínez-García, Isabel Fraga & José A. Hinojosa. 2017. Moved 

by words: Affective ratings for a set of 2,266 Spanish words in five discrete emotion 

categories. Behavior Research Methods 49(3). 1082–1094. DOI: 10.3758/s13428-016-

0768-3 

Finkenstaedt, Thomas & Dieter Wolff. 1973. Ordered profusion: Studies in dictionaries and the 

English lexicon. Carl Winter Verlag. 

Fontaine, Johnny R. J. & Klaus R. Scherer. 2013. The global meaning structure of the emotion 

domain: Investigating the complementarity of multiple perspectives on meaning. In 

Johnny R. J. Fontaine, Klaus R. Scherer & Cristina Soriano (eds.), Components of 

emotional meaning. A sourcebook, Oxford University Press. 106–125. DOI: 

10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199592746.003.0008 

Fontaine, Johnny R. J., Klaus R. Scherer & Cristina Soriano. 2013. The why, the what, and the how 

of the GRID instrument. In Johnny R. J. Fontaine, Klaus R. Scherer & Cristina Soriano 

(eds.), Components of emotional meaning. A sourcebook, Oxford University Press. 83–

97. DOI: 10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199592746.003.0006 

Foolen, Ad. 2012. The relevance of emotion for language and linguistics. In Ad Foolen, Ulrike M. 

Lüdtke, Timothy P. Racine & Jordan Zlatev (eds.), Moving ourselves, moving others. 

Motion and emotion in intersubjectivity, consciousness and language, Benjamins. 347–

368. 

Ford, Brett Q., Julia O. Dmitrieva, Daniel Heller, Yulia Chentsova-Dutton, Igor Grossmann, Maya 

Tamir, Yukiko Uchida, Birgit Koopmann-Holm, Victoria A. Floerke, Meike Uhrig, 

Tatiana Bokhan & Iris B. Mauss. 2015. Culture shapes whether the pursuit of happiness 

predicts higher or lower well-being. Journal of Experimental Psychology: General 

144(6). 1053–1062. DOI: 10.1037/xge0000108 

https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.115.2.268
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.115.2.268
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110820065-023
https://doi.org/10.1002/0470013494.ch3
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0036006
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00987191
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.164.3875.86
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.128.2.203
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13428-016-0768-3
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13428-016-0768-3
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199592746.003.0008
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199592746.003.0006
https://doi.org/10.1037/xge0000108


EmCat-Eng: A catalogue of 1,759 basic emotion terms in English 

 

57 

Galati, Dario, Barbara Sini, Carla Tinti & Silvia Testa. 2008. The lexicon of emotion in the neo-

Latin languages. Social Science Information 47(2). 205–220. DOI: 

10.1177/0539018408089079 

Harkins, Jean & Anna Wierzbicka (eds.). 2001. Emotions in crosslinguistic perspective. De Gruyter 

Mouton. DOI: 10.1515/9783110880168 

Heelas, Paul. 1996. Emotion talk across cultures. In Rom Harré & W. Gerrod Parrott (eds.), The 

emotions: Social, cultural and biological dimensions, SAGE Publications. 171–199. 

London: SAGE Publications. DOI: 10.4135/9781446221952.n12 

Heine, Steven J., Darrin R. Lehman, Hazel Rose Markus & Shinobu Kitayama. 1999. Is there a 

universal need for positive self-regard? Psychological Review 106(4). 766–794. DOI: 

10.1037/0033-295x.106.4.766 

Hinojosa, José A., Natalia Martínez-García, Cristina Villalba-García, Uxía Fernández-Folgueiras, 

Alberto J. Sánchez-Carmona, Miguel A. Pozo & Pedro R. Montoro. 2016. Affective 

norms of 875 Spanish words for five discrete emotional categories and two emotional 

dimensions. Behavior Research Methods 48. 272–284. DOI: 10.3758/s13428-015-

0572-5 

Keltner, Dacher & Paul Ekman. 2000. Facial expression of emotion. In Michael Lewis & Jeanette 

M. Haviland-Jones (eds.), Handbook of emotions (2nd edn), Guilford Press. 236–249.  

Kleinsmith, Andrea, P. Ravindra De Silva & Nadia Bianchi-Berthouze. 2006. Cross-cultural 

differences in recognizing affect from body posture. Interacting with Computers 18(6). 

1371–1389. DOI: 10.1016/j.intcom.2006.04.003 

Koopmann-Holm, Brigit & David Matsumoto, D. 2011. Values and display rules for specific 

emotions. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology 42(3). 355–371. DOI: 

10.1177/0022022110362753 

Levy, Robert I. 1973. Tahitians: Mind and experience in the Society Islands. University of Chicago 

Press. 

Lindquist, Kirsten A., Maria Gendron, Lisa F. Barrett & Bradford C. Dickerson. 2014. Emotion 

perception, but not affect perception, is impaired with semantic memory loss. Emotion 

14(2). 375–387. DOI: 10.1037/a0035293 

Matsumoto, David, Seung Hee Yoo & Johnny R. J. Fontaine. 2008. Mapping expressive differences 

around the world: The relationship between emotional display rules and individualism 

versus collectivism. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology 39(1). 55–74. DOI: 

10.1177/0022022107311854 

Merriam-Webster. (n.d.). Merriam-Webster.com dictionary. https://www.merriamwebster.com/ 

(accessed on 01/09/2018)  

Moran, Christina M., James M. Diefendorff & Gary J. Greguras. 2013. Understanding emotional 

display rules at work and outside of work: The effects of country and gender. 

Motivation and Emotion 37(2). 323–334. DOI: 10.1007/s11031-012-9301-x 

Noordewier, Marret K. & Seger M. Breugelmans. 2013. On the valence of surprise. Cognition and 

Emotion 27(7). 1326–1334. DOI: 10.1080/02699931.2013.777660 

Ortony, Andrew, Gerald L. Clore & Allan Collins. 1988. The cognitive structure of emotions. 

Cambridge University Press. DOI: 10.1017/CBO9780511571299 

Ortony, Andrew & Terence J. Turner. 1990. What’s basic about basic emotions? Psychological 

Review 97(3). 315–331. DOI: 10.1037/0033-295x.97.3.315 

Osgood, Charles E., William H. May & Murray S. Miron. 1975. Cross-cultural universals of 

affective meaning. University of Illinois Press. 

Oxford English Dictionary. (n.d.). https://www.oed.com/ (accessed on 01/09/2018) 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0539018408089079
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110880168
https://dx.doi.org/10.4135/9781446221952.n12
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295x.106.4.766
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13428-015-0572-5
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13428-015-0572-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.intcom.2006.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022022110362753
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0035293
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022022107311854
https://www.merriamwebster.com/
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1007/s11031-012-9301-x
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699931.2013.777660
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511571299
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295x.97.3.315
https://www.oed.com/


 H. Bąk 

 

58 

Pell, Marc D., Laura Monetta, Silke Paulmann & Sonja A. Kotz. 2009. Recognizing emotions in a 

foreign language. Journal of Nonverbal Behavior 33(2). 107–120. DOI: 

10.1007/s10919-008-0065-7 

Plamper, Jan. 2015. The history of emotions: An introduction. Oxford University Press. 

Reisenzein, Rainer, Wulf-Uwe Meyer & Achim Schützwohl. 1996. Reactions to surprising events: 

A paradigm for emotion research. In Nico H. Frijda (ed.), Proceedings of the 9th 

Conference of the International Society for Research on Emotions, ISRE. 292–296. 

Rozin, Paul, Loren Berman & Edward B. Royzman. 2010. Biases in use of positive and negative 

words across twenty natural languages. Cognition and Emotion 24(3). 536–548. DOI: 

10.1080/02699930902793462 

Rozin, Paul, Laura Lowery, Sumio Imada & Jonathan Haidt. 1999. The CAD triad hypothesis: A 

mapping between three moral emotions (contempt, anger, disgust) and three moral 

codes (community, autonomy, divinity). Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 

76(4). 574–586. DOI: 10.1037//0022-3514.76.4.574 

Rozin, Paul & Edward B. Royzman. 2001. Negativity bias, negativity dominance, and contagion. 

Personality and Social Psychology Review 5(4). 296–320. DOI: 

10.1207/S15327957PSPR0504_2 

Russell, James A. 1980. A circumplex model of affect. Journal of Personality and Social 

Psychology 39(6). 1161–1178. DOI: 10.1037/h0077714 

Russell, James A. 1983. Pancultural aspects of the human conceptual organization of emotions. 

Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 45(6). 1281–1288. DOI: 10.1037/0022-

3514.45.6.1281 

Russell, James A. 1991. Culture and the categorization of emotions. Psychological Bulletin 110(3). 

426–450. DOI: 10.1037/0033-2909.110.3.426 

Russell, James A. 1994. Is there universal recognition of emotion from facial expression? A review 

of the cross-cultural studies. Psychological Bulletin 115(1). 102–141. DOI: 

10.1037/0033-2909.115.1.102 

Russell, James A. & Lisa F. Barrett. 1999. Core affect, prototypical emotional episodes, and other 

things called emotion: Dissecting the elephant. Journal of Personality and Social 

Psychology 76(5). 805–819. DOI: 10.1037//0022-3514.76.5.805 

Russell, James A., Maria Lewicka & Toomas Niit. 1989. A cross-cultural study of a circumplex 

model of affect. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 57(5). 848–856. DOI: 

10.1037/0022-3514.57.5.848 

Safdar, Saba, Wolfgang Friedlmeier, David Matsumoto, Seung Hee Yoo, Catherine T. Kwantes, 

Hisako Kaki & Eri Shigemasu. 2009. Variations of emotional display rules within and 

across cultures: A comparison between Canada, USA, and Japan. Canadian Journal of 

Behavioural Science 41(1). 1-10. DOI: 10.1037/a0014387 

Scherer, Klaus R. 2013. Measuring the meaning of emotion words: A domain-specific 

componential approach. In Johnny R. J. Fontaine, Klaus R. Scherer & Cristina Soriano 

(eds.), Components of emotional meaning. A sourcebook, Oxford University Press. 7–

30. DOI: 10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199592746.001.0001 

Shaver, Phillip, Judith Schwartz, Donald Kirson & Cary O'Connor. 1987. Emotion knowledge: 

Further exploration of a prototype approach. Journal of Personality and Social 

Psychology 52(6). 1061–1086. DOI: 10.1037//0022-3514.52.6.1061 

Skoll, Geoffrey R. & Maximiliano E. Korstanje. 2013. Constructing an American fear culture from 

red scares to terrorism. International Journal of Human Rights and Constitutional 

Studies 1(4). 341–364. DOI: 10.1504/IJHRCS.2013.057302 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10919-008-0065-7
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930902793462
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.76.4.574
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15327957PSPR0504_2
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1037/h0077714
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.45.6.1281
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.45.6.1281
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.110.3.426
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.115.1.102
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.76.5.805
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1037/0022-3514.57.5.848
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0014387
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199592746.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.52.6.1061
https://dx.doi.org/10.1504/IJHRCS.2013.057302


EmCat-Eng: A catalogue of 1,759 basic emotion terms in English 

 

59 

Soriano, Cristina, Johnny R. J. Fontaine, Klaus R. Scherer, Gülcan Akçalan Akırmak, Paola 

Alarcón, Itziar Alonso-Arbiol, Guglielmo Bellelli, Cecilia Chau Pérez-Aranibar, 

Michael Eid, Phoebe Ellsworth, Dario Galati, Shlomo Hareli, Ursula Hess, Keiko Ishii, 

Cara Jonker, Barbara Lewandowska-Tomaszczyk, Deon Meiring, Marcello Mortillaro, 

Yu Niiya, Anna Ogarkova, Nataliya Panasenko, Hu Ping, Athanassios Protopapas, Anu 

Realo, Pio E. Ricci-Bitti, Yuh-Ling Shen, Ching-Fan Sheu, Mari Siiroinen, Diane 

Sunar, Heli Tissari, Eddie M. W. Tong, Yvette van Osch, Sowan Wong, Dannii Y. 

Yeung & Aïda Zitouni. 2013. Cross cultural data collection with the GRID instrument. 

In Johnny R. J. Fontaine, Klaus R. Scherer & Cristina Soriano (eds.), Components of 

emotional meaning. A sourcebook, Oxford University Press. 98–105. DOI: 

10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199592746.001.0001 

Stadthagen-Gonzalez, Hans, Constance Imbault, Miguel A. P. Sánchez, & Marc Brysbaert. 2017. 

Norms of valence and arousal for 14,031 Spanish words. Behavior Research Methods 

49(1). 111–123. DOI: 10.3758/s13428-015-0700-2 

Stearns, Peter N. 2006. Fear and contemporary history: A review essay. Journal of Social History 

40(2). 477–484. DOI: 10.1353/jsh.2007.0033 

Stevenson, Ryan A., Joseph A. Mikels & Thomas W. James. 2007. Characterization of the affective 

norms for English words by discrete emotional categories. Behavior Research Methods 

39(4). 1020–1024. DOI: 10.3758/BF03192999 

Strauss, Gregory P. & Daniel N. Allen. 2008. Emotional intensity and categorisation ratings for 

emotional and nonemotional words. Cognition and Emotion 22(1). 114–133. DOI: 

10.1080/02699930701319154 

Tomkins, Silvan S. 1962. Affect, imagery, consciousness: Vol. 2: The negative affects. Springer. 

Vigliocco, Gabriella, Lotte Meteyard, Mark Andrews & Stavroula Kousta. 2009. Toward a theory 

of semantic representation. Language and Cognition 1(2). 219–247. DOI: 

10.1515/LANGCOG.2009.011 

Wallace, Anthony F. C. & Margaret T. Carson. 1973. Sharing and diversity in emotion terminology. 

Ethos 1(1). 1–29. DOI: 10.1525/eth.1973.1.1.02a00020 

Warriner, Amy B., Victor Kuperman & Marc Brysbaert. 2013. Norms of valence, arousal, and 

dominance for 13,915 English lemmas. Behavior Research Methods 45(4). 1191–1207. 

DOI: 10.3758/s13428-012-0314-x 

Wierzba, Małgorzata, Monika Riegel, Marek Wypych, Katarzyna Jednoróg, Paweł Turnau, Anna 

Grabowska & Artur Marchewka. 2015. Basic emotions in the Nencki Affective Word 

List (NAWL BE): New method of classifying emotional stimuli. PLoS One 

10(7):e0132305 DOI: 10.1371/journal.pone.0132305 

Wierzbicka, Anna. 1999. Emotions across languages and cultures: Diversity and universals. 

Cambridge University Press. DOI: 10.1017/CBO9780511521256 

Williams, Joseph M. 1986 [1976]. Origins of the English language: A social and linguistic history. 

Simon and Schuster.  

 

https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199592746.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13428-015-0700-2
https://doi.org/10.1353/jsh.2007.0033
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03192999
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930701319154
https://doi.org/10.1515/LANGCOG.2009.011
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1525/eth.1973.1.1.02a00020
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13428-012-0314-x
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0132305
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511521256

