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ABSTRACT 

The purpose of this study is to investigate the usage and frequencies of amplifiers in the 

English language and whether there are differences in usage, collocations and in gender. The 

material used is the Swedish-English Corpus (SWENC), a collection of Swedish native 

speaking journalists writing in English, and the Corpus of American Soaps (SOAP), a 

collection of American soap opera scripts. The size of the two corpora is quite different and 

therefore the number of tokens varies largely, but by using normalization, the frequencies 

have been compared. The results show differences in frequency and collocations between the 

different corpora and the conclusion drawn from this study is that there in fact are some 

amplifier differences when it comes to gender and collocations. 

 

KEYWORDS: adverbs, amplifiers, collocations, corpus-studies, gendered language, 
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1. Introduction 

In the English language there are certain amplifiers that are used as modifiers to express the 

intensity of adjectives. They are used to emphasize the degree of the adjective. This study will 

investigate a few of these amplifiers and compare their usage and frequency of them in the 

selected corpora material. A few examples of amplifiers could be: utterly, entirely, completely 

and totally. To further display the use of amplifiers, a sentence with an amplifier (1) will be 

presented and compared to a sentence without an amplifier (2). The amplifier used in this 

instance is completely and the examples are collected from the Corpus of American Soap 

Operas (SOAP). This corpus contains material from different American soap operas and is 

available freely to everyone.  

(1)  This is completely different  (SOAP, 2010, AMC)  

(2) This is completely different  This is different (SOAP, 2010, AMC) 

 

This example is taken from a conversation between two characters in the television soap 

opera All My Children regarding two different situations, the past and the present. The 

speaker utters the chosen sentence to distinguish between the two. After a quick consideration 

and comparison of the two different sentences, the purpose of the usage of the word 

completely can be argued to indicate that the amplifier in this instance portrays that the 

situation talked about in the television soap opera is completely different compared to another 

situation and has no similarities according to the speaker. Excluding the amplifier indicates 

that the sentence is less intense and that perhaps there are some similarities yet still different. 

It leaves us with a more open interpretation of the sentence.  

Further, these amplifiers can be divided into two groups, one being boosters and 

one being maximizers. The difference between these two subgroups of amplifiers is that 

maximizers express the maximal intensity of an adjective, whereas boosters express less than 

maximal intensity. A few examples of maximizers could be: absolutely, entirely and 

completely. A few examples of booster could be: heavily, highly and particularly (Kennedy 

2003:69).  

(3) Lily: Gorgeous. Absolutely gorgeous.    (SOAP, 2006, ATWT) 

(4) Pete: It’s highly unlikely.   (SOAP, 2008, AMC) 

 

In the examples above found in the SOAP, example (3) shows a use of absolutely and (4) a 

use of highly. All of the amplifiers intensify the adjective, but the maximizers and boosters do 

it to a different extent. If the amplifiers had been switched in (3) and (4), we would end up 



2 
 

with two similar, yet very different, sentences. A possible angle of this is to analyze whether 

men and women use these amplifiers differently or similarly. Just like social background 

influences the way we speak and write, so does gender. Xiao & Tao (2007:242-245) argue 

that there may be a difference between men and women’s usage of amplifiers and that there 

are several different sources and studies indicating that one gender uses amplifiers more than 

the other. As a side note, other factors such as sociolinguistic background, level of education, 

age and social status could also be investigated, but are not considered in this study. The 

reason for this is a way of focusing the scope and research.  

 

1.1 Aim, research questions and scope 

The aim of this study is to investigate whether there are differences in frequency, usage and 

collocations of amplifiers between the selected corpora. Further, this study will investigate a 

few further possible differences in usage of amplifiers. In order to complete the aim of this 

study, the following research questions have been formed and need to be addressed. Research 

questions A and B are considered to be the primary research questions of the study and C, D 

and E are considered to be secondary research questions, to analyze the material a bit deeper. 

 

A. How does the frequency of amplifiers differ between the different corpora? 

 

B. Which adjectives collocate with the different amplifiers? 

 

C. How does the frequency of amplifiers differ between men and women in the SOAP? 

 

D. Are there any possible differences in amplifier usage between genders in the SOAP? 

 

E. How do the amplifiers differ based on the topic of the article in the SWENC? 

 

Since the material permits many factors to be researched, the study will take gender into 

account and also the topic of the articles in which the amplifiers are in the SWENC. To limit 

the scope and narrow down the material, a few amplifiers have been selected to apply to the 

research. The amplifiers chosen are the following: utterly, entirely, completely, totally, 

extremely, absolutely, fully, exclusively, wholly, perfectly, thoroughly, altogether, uniquely 

and very. Therefore, the focus of this study will only take these particular amplifiers into 

account in the results. These amplifiers have been selected because they all appear in previous 

studies such as Kennedy (2003), Nesselnauf (2013), Eriksson (2013) and Xiao & Tao (2007). 

Additionally, they are all quite commonly used and known amplifiers and therefore they are 

likely to be frequent enough in the material to be analyzed.  
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2. Theoretical Background 

In this section the different terms, background and previous studies will be presented and 

discussed. To fully understand what an amplifier is, the word class adverbs must be dealt with 

first.  

 

2.1 Adverbs 

Biber, Conrad and Leech (2002:193-194) describe adverbs as a word class that has two major 

roles in grammar. The adverb functions as either an adverbial element or modifier of another 

word. As an adverbial, the clause element serves one of three purposes. Firstly, they can be 

circumstance adverbials which provide information on where or when an action took place. 

Secondly, they can be stance adverbials, which express the speaker’s comments or feelings in 

a clause, and thirdly, they can be linking adverbials, linking the clause to another. 

In the three following examples, a circumstance (3), stance (4) and linking adverbial (5) will 

be displayed. (Biber, Conrad and Leech, 2002:354-355) 

(3) I think she'll be married shortly  (Biber, Conrad and Leech 2002) 

(4) In all honesty, $300 million… (Biber, Conrad and Leech 2002) 

(5) In summary, the Alexis apartments… (Biber, Conrad and Leech 2002) 

 

In (3), shortly gives us a sense of time in the sentence and provides us information as to when 

she will be married.  In (4), the phrase In all honesty gives us the speaker’s view on the issue 

and is therefore a stance and finally in (5), the prepositional phrase in summary links the 

whole sentence together. (Biber, Conrad and Leech, 2002:354-355) 

The second category of adverbs is the modifier category, which is the type of 

adverb that is analyzed in this study. As a modifier, the adverb modifies most commonly an 

adjective, but can also modify another adverb. (Biber, Conrad and Leech, 2002:193).  This 

category of adverbs can be further broken down into more subcategories of adverbs 

depending on the degree or intensity of the adverb. Primarily, the adverb can be labelled as an 

amplifier which increases or amplifies the intensity and it can also be labelled as a diminisher, 

which decreases or diminishes the intensity. (Biber, Conrad and Leech, 2002:193).  
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2.2 Amplifiers 

The amplifiers can be distinguished into two different groups depending on what degree or 

intensity of the adjective that the amplifier provides. These two subcategories are boosters and 

maximizers, where the difference is that the boosters increase the level of intensity and the 

maximizers increase the intensity to the maximum degree (Biber, Conrad and Leech, 

2002:209-211; Kennedy 2003:469). To illustrate this, a maximizer and a booster will be 

compared using the adjective important.  

(6) I wouldn’t be here unless it was extremely important (SOAP, 2005, AMC) 

(7) Yeah, it’s very important business  (SOAP, 2003, GL) 

 

Similar to the first example in this paper, we can identify the intensity of the selected 

adjective important. In this example, however, two different amplifiers are compared. 

Basically, it is comparing extremely with very. The maximizer extremely is generally 

considered more intense and stronger than the booster very and also portrays a stronger sense 

of urgency to the adjective important in the sentences.  

The process of categorizing an amplifier is most of the time fairly simple since 

most amplifiers are commonly known to be of a certain type, but it can sometimes be a tricky 

task to see which category an amplifier belongs in. Therefore, after locating an amplifier, the 

context must be considered to be able to decide which category the amplifier falls under 

(Athanasiadou, 2007:555-557). According to Athanasiadou, (2007:560-562) quite is one 

amplifier where the meaning depends on the context. She argues that quite may be used both 

as an intensifier and as a diminisher. An example of this can be seen below. 

(8) The prices are quite reasonable  (Athanasiadou, 2007:560) 

(9) This is quite interesting   (Athanasiadou, 2007:560) 

 

Here, when used as an amplifier for reasonable, as in the first example, quite is intensifying 

the adjective and before interesting, as seen in the second example, quite downplays the effect 

of the adjective. Additionally, she argues a similar case in which pretty is another amplifier 

that fits into more than one category of amplifiers. To highlight this, she uses the examples 

pretty straight and pretty small, where pretty in pretty straight serves as a booster and in the 

second case, pretty small, as a diminisher (Athanasiadou, 2007:558). 

The category of adverbs that will be analyzed in this study is the one that 

increases the intensity of the word following and is called intensifiers or amplifiers (Biber, 

Conrad and Leech, 2002:209-211). To simplify the vocabulary of the study, only the term 
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amplifier will be used and discussed and the definition in Biber, Conrad and Leech, will be 

the defining term to avoid any confusion. 

 

 

2.3 Amplifier collocations 

A collocation is described by Lindquist (2011:71-73) as two words that often occur with each 

other in text and speech language. Occasionally, a word can have a different meaning 

depending on collocation and this highlights the importance of collocations (Lindquist, 

2011:73-81). In a previous study by Kennedy (2003), amplifiers were analyzed in The British 

National Corpus, a corpus containing 100 million words. The focus of the study was to use 24 

different amplifiers as key words and analyze the frequency of their collocations. The initial 

different amplifiers were the following: fully, very, completely, really, entirely, particularly, 

absolutely, clearly, totally, highly, perfectly, very much, utterly, extremely, dead, badly 

heavily deeply greatly considerably severely terribly and enormously. Kennedy states that out 

of these 24 amplifiers the by far most frequent was very, occurring approximately once per 

800 words in both written and spoken text. After analyzing the key word amplifiers and 

collocation, Kennedy argues that the amplifiers collocate with different words, depending 

whether they are considered positive or negative and further that certain combinations may 

not appear in the corpus or even be considered correct by native speakers such as completely 

easier or heavily unique even though they are grammatically correct. (Kennedy, 2003:470-

474) 

 

2.4 Social differences 

There have been a few studies with different results and conclusions when it comes to 

amplifiers and gender. It is known that there are differences depending on gender, class, 

background and age when analyzing written and spoken language, and also differences in 

usage of amplifiers (Xiao & Tao, 2007:242-245). The general assumption based on previous 

research points toward women as the more frequent users of amplifiers and also other kinds of 

adverbs and hedges. Additionally, it is a common belief that men tend to use amplifiers to 

achieve status while women seem to use amplifiers as a form of more emphasis on positive 

and negative politeness strategy (Vasilieva, 2004). Another research by Mendez-Naya (2008) 

argues that when analyzed from a gender perspective the amplifier extremely is more 

commonly used by women. 
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2.5 Previous studies 

Paradis (2000:1) addresses, among other things, the topic of formality of amplifiers. She 

states, based on her findings using three different corpora, that the modifiers entirely, utterly, 

highly, somewhat, almost are quite formal. In her study (Paradis, 2000), the London-Lund 

Corpus, the Bergen Corpus of London Teenage Language and the British National Corpus 

were the material analyzed. Using these three corpora provides a contrast between age groups 

and further gives an opportunity to compare formal and informal language since the different 

groups of people represented in the different corpora are labelled as having different levels of 

formality due to their age. The social variable of age is used and evaluated, where Paradis 

argues that amplifiers are used differently among age groups. She argues that educated adults 

use more formal modifiers when compared to teenagers and also that the teenagers were more 

likely to have a swearword collocation with the amplifier than the adults. (Paradis, 2000:1-5). 

Another interesting observation made by Paradis was that teenagers were more likely to use 

amplifiers combined with heads that are or used to be nouns such as totally rubbish, 

absolutely bollocks and complete crap (Paradis, 2000:7). 

Xiao & Tao (2007) provide several statements regarding the formality of 

amplifiers. As the researchers expected, informal amplifiers are more commonly used in 

speech than in formal publications and vice versa. A few examples of informal amplifiers 

could be dead, real, really, very, damn. Additionally, the authors argue that the highest 

frequency amplifiers are more commonly used in speech, whereas written language tends to 

have a wider variety of amplifiers used. (Xiao & Tao, 2007:246). To emphasize the 

agreements of formality of amplifiers, the authors used the spoken language British National 

Corpus to further determine whether educated people, who are believed to use a more formal 

register than uneducated people, use amplifiers different than people with different levels of 

education. Along with the common belief that higher education is more associated with 

formal language, the researchers found that usage of amplifiers in fact is related to a level of 

education. They argue that the more educated subjects of investigation have a larger register 

of amplifiers and also tend to use them more frequently (Xiao & Tao, 2007:256-257). 

Along with Kennedy (2003), Xiao & Tao (2007) and Paradise (2000), there 

have been two more influential studies for this research. One of them is a study done by 

Eriksson (2013), also on the topic of amplifiers.  Her study used the SWENC and a corpus 

called TIME, which consists of newspaper material from the American newspaper Time 

Magazine. The aim of the study was to compare the maximizers in American newspaper 

language and Swedes that write in English. In Eriksson’s study, the term maximizer is used 
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instead of amplifier and she had ten maximizers selected for her research. The findings in her 

study reveal that only three of the ten maximizers are more frequently used in the TIME 

corpus than in the SWENC (Eriksson, 2013) and that a possible reason for this could be found 

in Granger (1998), suggesting that certain amplifiers are more likely to be used as “safe bets” 

by speakers who do not have English as their native language when they are uncertain about 

which amplifier to use in a certain context. 

The other influential study was made by Nadja Nesselhauf (2013) and is based on the recent 

history of English maximizers and how their usage rate changes. Nesselhauf analyzed the 

development of collocational preferences for her selected amplifiers. Her study used a fixed 

number of amplifiers such as absolutely, completely, entirely, fully, perfectly, wholly, totally 

and utterly. Using the Corpus of Historical American English, Nesselhauf analyzes the 

development and recent changes of the selected maximizers (Nesslhauf, 2013). The amplifiers 

used by Nessehauf are all included in this study.  

 

3. Material and Method 

3.1 Material 

The main material is found in the Corpus of American Soap Operas (in this study known as 

the SOAP). This corpus consists of approximately 100 million words that are found in 22,000 

different transcripts of American soap operas. The corpus was created by Mark Davies of 

Brigham Young University, a private university located in Provo, Utah, United States. The 

material within the SOAP is collected from television soaps scripts that have been aired 

between the years 2001 and 2012. In this study, the SOAP is labelled as written language that 

is treated as and assumed to be similar to spoken language. Within the material, every line of 

text can be traced back to which show it was on and also the name of the character that says 

each line. Therefore, it is possible to see which gender each speaker has by viewing the name 

given in the material. Also, every soap within the corpora has an abbreviation next to it in the 

text so the instance can be traced back to which soap it comes from.   

To contrast this material, an additional corpus was added, namely the Swedish-

English Newspaper Corpus (in this study known as the SWENC). This corpus was created in 

2013 by students and educators at Linnaeus University in Växjö, Sweden and consists of 

English newspaper articles written by native speakers of Swedish. The nationality and native 

language of the authors has been confirmed by viewing their names and sending an email to 

them for confirmation. The topic of the articles is news in all its forms, varying from politics 

to sport to culture and so on. In 2014, roughly 35,000 words were added to the corpus by a 
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new group of students so that the total amount of words would surpass 200,000. The corpus 

consists of articles collected from the following online journals: The Local, The Swedish 

Wire, Svenskt Näringsliv and Stockholm News. Also, an important point to consider is that 

many of the articles have been first written in Swedish and then later been translated into 

English by the same author since some of the websites have news in both Swedish and in 

English. The assumption is made that the authors of the articles primarily collect their 

information from Swedish sources since they are all of Swedish nationality.  With these two 

corpora, there are many angles that can be investigated. The material can be viewed as formal 

(The SWENC) or informal (The SOAP) or male versus female, since all text is labeled with a 

name. Additionally, the SWENC is based on multiple newspapers with various topics and the 

SOAP is compiled from several American soaps and therefore, the corpora can be separately 

compared to themselves.  

 

3.2 Method 

The initial task was to along with other students collaborate and add material to the already 

existing SWENC so that it would be a larger corpus consisting of more words and provide a 

larger basis for a result. As mentioned in the material section, the size of the corpus was 

increased from 165,000 words to roughly 200,000 words during the autumn of 2014. The 

articles were collected from the internet, after asking the original author for permission. All of 

the writers were asked if they approved collection and analysis of their material and they were 

all positive to the idea and gladly gave their permission for the material to be analyzed. Also, 

in the SWENC there are topics of the articles and the topic of an article which contains one of 

the selected amplifiers has been checked for analysis. 

After collecting sufficient material, the different corpora were analyzed and the 

frequency of the maximizers was investigated and counted. As mentioned in the aim, research 

questions and scope section, the selected amplifiers are utterly, entirely, completely, totally, 

extremely, absolutely, fully, exclusively, wholly, perfectly, thoroughly, altogether, uniquely 

and very. Each of these examples of the amplifiers has been checked so that they in fact are 

used as an amplifier in the material. Further, a few of the instances from the SOAP have been 

checked whether they come from a male or female speaker or writer. To define whether a 

speaker is male or female, their name has been checked in the corpora. If there are any 

borderline cases with a name that is unisex or a last name, the gender of the actor who plays 

that speaker in the SOAP will be checked to confirm.  

(10) Leslie: See, this is going to be a totally private ceremony (SOAP, 2001, AMC) 



9 
 

(11) Kendall: They're completely honorable       (SOAP, 2003, AMC) 

(12) Lt. Baker: And it's your decision … fully aware that …    (SOAP, 2006, BB) 

(13) Counselor: …you've made your decision, fully aware …  (SOAP, 2001, PASS) 

(14) I am a grown woman, and I am fully capable of making    (SOAP, 2009, DAYS) 

 

In the first two instances, (10) and (11), Leslie and Kendall are the two speakers. Both are 

characters from All My Children. In both cases, the speakers have names that are unisex and 

give doubt to the gender of the speaker. Therefore, both the characters were checked to see 

whether a man or woman played the role of the character and then the gender behind the 

names could be identified. Both of these cases turned out to be women. There are also 

instances in the corpora such as (12) and (13) where only a title or last name is provided. In 

these instances, the cast list of the actual episode of the series was checked to determine 

whether the speaker is male or female. In these cases Lt. Baker turned out to be a man and 

Counselor turned out to be a woman. The final of these instances listed (14) does not at first 

require a viewing of the name, but to be certain, even instances where the speaker clearly 

states, as in (14) with the underlined phrase, that he or she is of a certain gender have been 

checked. 

When the material was collected, the freely available corpus program tool 

AntConc was used to process the SWENC corpora. This freely accessible program allows the 

user to process, categorize and analyze text material or those of others to search for specific 

instances within a text and enables the user to analyze the material more efficiently than by 

using a text document program such as Microsoft Word. For example, a user may search for 

the number of tokens or frequency of a single word or lemma (Lindquist, 2011:35). In this 

study, this method has been used to determine the frequency of certain amplifiers. Lindquist 

further discusses the importance of comparison between or within corpora and this has also 

been done (Lindquist 2011:37-38). After the tokens had been counted a normalization of the 

figures was required to deal with the issue of the size of the corpora. Since the SOAP contains 

a bit more than 100 million words and the SWENC contains roughly 200 000, this presents an 

obstacle. To compare the different corpora, a normalization of the frequencies was required.  

The normalization of tokens per 100 000 words was chosen and will be used as the primary 

normalization throughout this research.  This choice was made so that the tokens of SWENC 

would not be inaccurately represented. In other words, had the frequency of one per 1 000 000 

words been chosen, the SWENC tokens frequency would be represented by a larger number 

than there are actual instances in the corpora.  To normalize a frequency, one must take the 
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number of tokens divided by the size of the corpora and then multiply it by the number that is 

desired for the normalization. Lindquist (2011:26-40) discusses in greater detail how to 

normalize frequencies from different corpora and the benefits of normalization. 

 

3.3 Limitations 

While searching the corpora, it became clear that any potential misspellings of the chosen 

maximizers would be excluded from the research due to the fact that the corpora and AntConc 

can only search for specific spellings of the words. It is quite unlikely that typos occur in the 

corpora, but the fact that there are some should be noted and taken into account when viewing 

the corpora and results. All of the instances in this research are displayed the exact same way 

that they are found in the corpora. It should be noted that instance (29) contains a grammatical 

error and has not been edited.  

An additional limitation that became apparent was that there was no way to 

completely confirm that the author of a certain instance of text is of a certain gender in either 

corpus. To define the gender of a person is tricky due to the fact that each person would have 

to be asked whether they are a man and a woman. Alongside this, the factor of multiple 

genders and transgenders, which gender a person considers them self to be and other gender 

related issues occur. Therefore, the names have been the only and ultimate judge in this study 

of whether the authors or speakers are considered male or female. In the case of the SOAP, 

the name of the actor portraying the character was the deciding factor if the character’s name 

was unisex, similar to (12) and (13). 

 

4. Results and discussion 

4.1 Amplifier frequency 

All of the amplifiers initially chosen in for the study can be found in the SOAP with a varied 

number of tokens. However, in the SWENC not all amplifiers were represented since the 

amplifiers uniquely and exclusively did not appear, but they are still used in the study. The 

other 12 amplifiers did appear in the material with a varied number of tokens. When viewing 

the figures and tables it is important to remember that these are the frequencies for the words 

when they serve as an amplifier, not for every instance of the actual word. If the number of 

tokens of each word itself had been displayed, each of the words would have a higher 

frequency and the results would be inaccurate. As mentioned earlier, the frequency is 

measured in words per 100 000 words. First the combined frequency of all the selected 

amplifiers will be displayed. 
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Table 1. The combined frequency and tokens of all amplifiers 

Corpus name Total tokens  

(selected amplifiers) 

Selected amplifiers combined word 

frequency (per 100 000 words) 

SOAP 82067 82 

SWENC 296 148 

In total there are 82067 tokens of the selected amplifiers in the SOAP and 296 tokens in the 

SWENC. It was to be expected that the SOAP would contain more of the selected than the 

SWENC, since the size of the corpora differs so much. However, when normalized, it shows 

that the SWENC has a higher ratio of amplifiers than the SOAP does. The amplifier 

frequency in the SWENC is approximately 50% higher than in the SOAP, when viewing the 

selected amplifiers. This could be an indication that spoken-like language could be less 

amplifier heavy than written newspaper language.    

 

 

Figure 1. Frequency of amplifiers in SWENC and SOAP 

Figure 1 displays the frequencies of the selected amplifiers. The amplifier very has been 

excluded from figure 1 since the frequency of very is much larger than the other amplifiers 

and including it in figure 1 would hinder the purpose of the figure and it would make it 

difficult to view the frequencies of the other amplifiers. Above in figure 1, we can see that 

some of the amplifiers are quite similar in frequency such as exclusively, uniquely, 

thoroughly, utterly and absolutely. A common trait that the first four amplifiers share is that 

they are infrequent. Absolutely is one of the more frequent amplifiers in the study and it is 
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interesting that the frequency is so similar between the corpora. A few examples from both 

corpora are listed below. Instances (19) and (20) are the only occurring tokens of thoroughly 

and utterly in the SWENC.  

(15) … the most uniquely beautiful person ever to…             (SOAP, 2006, GL) 

(16) Oh, Alan and I thoroughly enjoy having children around…      (SOAP, 2004, Gl) 

(17) That is utterly ridiculous               (SOAP, 2005, YR)  

(18) You’re absolutely right!           (SOAP, 2005, AMC) 

(19) …are technically perfect, yet thoroughly imperfect when …     (SWENC) 

(20) It is utterly absurd        (SWENC) 

(21) unless you have an absolutely stunning campaign      (SWENC) 

 

The exact frequency of all the amplifiers can be found in table 2 for the SOAP and table 3 for 

SWENC. As stated earlier, the frequency numbers in the figures and tables are displayed as 

tokens per 100 000 words.  

Table 2. Amplifiers and the number of tokens in the SOAP 

Amplifier 

 

Number of tokens 

in the SOAP 

Normalization 

(per 100 000 words) 

Very 61408 61,5 

Completely 5621 5,6 

Absolutely 4746 4,7 

Totally 4207 4,2 

Perfectly 3229 3,2 

Extremely 1594 1,6 

Entirely 711 0,7 

Fully 232 0,23 

Utterly 199 0,2 

Thoroughly 48 0,05 

Altogether 44 0,04 

Wholly 14 0,014 

Uniquely 13 0,013 

Exclusively 1 0,001 
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Similar to the study by Kennedy (2003), the amplifier very is by far the most frequent of the 

amplifiers analyzed. A possible reason for this could be that very collocates with many words 

and also that the SOAP corpora represents language that is written to be spoken and acted in 

the different American television soaps. Since the SOAP corpus contains over 100 million 

words, it is likely to be expected to have a few tokens of every amplifier represented, and 

therefore somewhat surprising to see that some amplifiers such as wholly, uniquely and 

exclusively only had between one and 14 tokens in total. Exclusively was the amplifier to only 

have one token in the corpora. As mentioned earlier, twelve of the 14 amplifiers were 

represented in the SWENC. Additionally, it is vital to take the size of the corpora into account 

when viewing the tables and frequencies. 

Table 3. Amplifiers and the number of tokens in the SWENC 

Amplifier 

 

Number of tokens 

in the SWENC 

Normalization 

(per 100 000 words) 

Very 200 100 

Entirely 18   9 

Completely 16 8 

Extremely 16 8 

Totally 16 8 

Fully 14 7 

Absolutely 8 4 

Exclusively 2 1 

Wholly 2 1 

Altogether 2 1 

Perfectly 2 1 

Utterly 1 0,5 

Thoroughly 1 0,5 

Uniquely 0 0 

 

Just like the SOAP, the most frequent amplifier in the SWENC is very, but with a much lower 

number of words due to the size of the corpora. Many of the amplifiers are similar in 

frequency in both corpora such as uniquely, thoroughly and utterly which all have a low 

frequency. Additionally, the frequency of absolutely is quite the same also, but larger than the 

previously mentioned three. 
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One of the amplifiers that has the highest difference in frequency between the 

different corpora is the amplifier entirely. It is almost 13 times as frequent in the SWENC 

compared to the SOAP. An argument could be made that entirely tends to occur in more often 

in formal written language than language that is meant to and believed to be spoken. 

(22) Well, that's not entirely true, because…           (SOAP, 2011, GH) 

(23)  I was thinking of an entirely different adjective…      (SOAP, 2009, AMC) 

(24) …an entirely different scale, and for entirely different wages. (SWENC) 

(25) Moreover, it isn’t an entirely closed process.   (SWENC) 

 

There are two amplifiers with large differences between the normalization figures in the 

different corpora. One of them is exclusively and it is the only amplifier that has more tokens 

in the SWENC than the SOAP. There are two tokens in the SWENC and only one in the 

SOAP. This finding is surprising considering that the SOAP is approximately 500 times the 

size of the SWENC. The amplifier exclusively is so infrequent in the SOAP that it only 

appears in 0,001 tokens per 100 000 words or 1 token per 100 million words. The other 

amplifier with a large differential is fully which is almost 30 times as frequent in the SWENC 

as it is in the SOAP.  

(26) And you’re fully recovered?       (SOAP, 2006, AMC) 

(27) I’m fully aware of the terms.       (SOAP, 2005, AMC) 

(28) …the election in September is fully open.  (SWENC) 

(29) All of the other four defendants was fully acquitted.  (SWENC) 

 

4.2 Amplifier collocations 

As seen in previous studies such as Kennedy (2003:470-474) and Paradis (2000:1-5), the 

value and importance of collocations of the amplifiers is highlighted, and an interesting 

variable for researchers to investigate. In study the conducted by Kennedy (2003) the most 

common amplifier was very both in written and spoken language.  

Table. 4 SOAP collocations with very          Table. 5 SWENC collocations with very 

Collocation 

(SOAP) 

Per 100 000 

words 

Collocation 

(SWENC) 

Per 100 000 

words 

Good 75 Important 24 

Well 42 Strong 20 

Happy 32 High 16 
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As seen above, the 

most common 

collocations with very in 

the SOAP are far more frequent that the most frequent collocations in the SWENC. 

Interestingly, in the SWENC, there is only a small number of tokens of very, a total of 200 

tokens. A reason for this is most likely the size of the SWENC and also the fact that the 

SWENC contains exclusively written language from news articles. Still, the frequency of very 

is almost 50% higher in the SWENC than in the SOAP. Further, the most common 

collocation of each amplifier will be listed in Table 6. Xiao & Tao (2007) label very as an 

informal amplifier that is more commonly used in speech than in written language. However, 

in this study very has a higher normalized frequency in the SWENC which is made of up 

newspaper articles than it has in the SOAP which is based on spoken-like language.  The next 

paragraph will be the most common collocation of each amplifier. 

Table 6. Amplifiers with their most common collocation and number of tokens 

Amplifier SOAP Tokens SWENC Tokens 

Very Good 7539 Important 12 

Entirely Different 187 Different 4 

Completely Different 959 New 2 

Extremely Important 92 Loud 3 

Totally Different 475 Different* 1 

Fully Aware 82 Acquitted* 1 

Absolutely Right 1260 Necessary 2 

Exclusively Online 1 - 0 

Wholly Disingenuous* 1 Owned 2 

Altogether Different 9 Scrapped* 1 

Perfectly Clear 521 Clear* 1 

Utterly Ridiculous 22 Absurd 1 

Important 29 Good 16 

Long 28 Different 14 

Nice 28 Difficult 14 

Clear 19 Few 12 

Special 18 Happy 6 

Hard 16 Interesting 6 

Sorry 16 Seriously 6 



16 
 

Thoroughly Convinced 8 Imperfect 1 

Uniquely Beautiful 2 - 0 

If an amplifier has an asterisk (*) next to it, it indicates that there are equally frequent 

collocations apart from the collocation listed.  Nesselhauf (2013) found in her study that when 

viewing the amplifier’s preferred collocations over time, both perfectly clear and entirely 

different were two amplifier collocations that had been similar in usage over time. When 

viewing the corpora, it can be seen that different is one of the more common collocations with 

the amplifiers and there are four amplifiers in the SOAP and two in SWENC that have 

different as the most common collocation.  

A few examples are listed below. 

(30) This is entirely different            (SOAP, 2001, YR) 

(31) This is completely different       (SOAP, 2006, AMC) 

(32) This is totally different       (SOAP, 2006, PASS) 

(33) That was altogether different     (SOAP, 2004, OLTL) 

(34) These are made on an entirely different scale  (SWENC) 

(35)  They constitute totally different groupings and should… (SWENC) 

 

In the SOAP, the pattern of pronoun + a form of be + amplifier + different is a fairly common 

concept, as can be seen in the four examples selected from the SOAP. However, this sentence 

structure is far less frequent in the SWENC and different is used in a different way. 

The amplifiers that had two or more collocations with equal number of tokens 

are wholly in the SOAP and perfectly, totally, fully and altogether in SWENC. A few 

examples are provided to display this. 

(36) IKEA's anticorruption policy is said to be perfectly clear. (SWENC) 

(37) Stockholm is perfectly suited for deliveries to Scandinavia. (SWENC) 

(38) I find your arguments specious and wholly disingenuous.    (SOAP, 2010, YR) 

(39) They're, like, this wholly dysfunctional…                             (SOAP, 2004, GH) 

 

4.3 Male and female amplifiers 

Xiao & Tao (2007), Vasilieva (2004) and Mendez-Naya (2008) all agree that men and women 

use amplifiers differently. This part of the results will address the differences between men 

and women using amplifiers and the tokens found in the SOAP. The three amplifiers selected 

for this part of the research are fully, altogether and thoroughly. They were selected since they 
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are not among the most frequent amplifiers and also because they are fairly similar in 

frequency.  

 

Figure 2. Gender usage of amplifiers Fully, Altogether& Thoroughly in the SOAP 

The blue part represents the male speakers’ tokens and the red part represents the female 

speakers’ tokens. The amplifier fully is quite evenly divided between male and female, with 

55% of the tokens being male and 45% being female. Altogether proved to be dominated by 

male speakers, with 73% being male and 27% being female speakers. Finally thoroughly was 

quite the opposite and had a majority of female speakers, with 71% being female and 29% 

being male speakers. Here are two examples of each amplifier with one male and one female 

speaker provided for each.  

(40) Noah: What, that I’m a fully qualified neurosurgeon?       (SOAP, 2007, GH) 

(41) Meg: I already own a fully loaded tool kit (SOAP, 2007, ATWT) 

(42) Paul: I’m not altogether sure        (SOAP, 2003, YR) 

(43) Luna: Different, altogether different   (SOAP, 2004, OLTL) 

(44) Jax: Well, my fiancé looks thoroughly appalled      (SOAP, 2005, GH)  

(45) Victoria: That’s why it’s so thoroughly enjoyable      (SOAP, 2005, YR) 

 

Instances (40), (42) and (44) are male speakers and (41), (43) and (45) are female speakers. 

Each instance of these amplifiers was analyzed to see if there was any pattern between the 

different collocations. The tokens of altogether and thoroughly proved to be fairly similar 

with every collocation when compared to the overall percentage, but in the case of fully, the 

results were different. 
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Figure. 3 Fully and the three most frequent collocations in the SOAP 

When analyzing the amplifier fully, there are 232 instances of fully as an amplifier in the 

SOAP corpora. The three most frequent collocations are the ones listed above. The results 

show that the most frequent fully aware is more frequent among men, yet the other 

collocations are more frequent among women. In the case of fully capable, ten of the 

instances are from male speakers and 14 are from female speakers, but when analyzing the 

context of fully capable deeper, it can be seen that 20 of the instances are from a speaker 

talking about a woman or a group of women as being fully capable people, while two are used 

to describe a man or men as fully capable and the remaining two describe a group of people.  

(46) Michael: She just left me hanging. She is fully capable           (SOAP, 2007, YR) 

(47) Luke: You don't know Tracy. She is fully capable of...           (SOAP, 2009, GH) 

(48) Liza: As you can see, I am fully capable                              (SOAP, 2009, AMC) 

(49) Michael: The forensic team … is fully capable            (SOAP, 2004, YR) 

(50) Eric: But I’m fully capable of taking care of my children        (SOAP, 2002, BB) 

 

Examples (46), (47) and (48) display men and women talking about women as fully capable 

and instance (49) displays a group as fully capable and instance (50) a man describing himself 

as fully capable. The data indicates that the amplifier fully collocating with capable tends to 

be more likely used describing a woman in particular or a group of women than it is 

describing a man, a group of men or a group of people of unidentified gender. A theory as to 

why these results occur in the corpus could be that women as a gender might possibly feel 

more obliged to state to others that they in fact are capable of completing a task, whilst men 

might not have the same obligation to do so. 

To receive a different perspective, the same kind of approach can be made from 

the opposite direction, listing some of the more frequent collocations and which amplifiers 

collocate with them.  
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Figure 4. Some of the most frequent collocations in the SWENC and the instances 

collocating with the selected amplifiers  

As displayed above, different collocates most commonly with entirely, but also with very and 

totally. The adjective important collocates most commonly with very but also with a single 

instance of extremely. Finally, new was selected as a third common collocation and it 

collocates with completely and entirely.  

 

4.4 Amplifiers in SWENC 

In the SWENC, there are 296 tokens of the selected amplifiers at a word frequency of 148 of 

the selected amplifiers per 100 000 words. The SWENC is, as earlier stated, made up of 

newspaper language of several topics. The majority of the articles are either: politics, 

economy, science or culture and therefore those four topics have been chosen to categorize 

the amplifiers. The topics that do not fit into any of those groups are accounted for in the 

category “Other”.  

 

Figure 5. Number of amplifiers in SWENC based on topic of the article 
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Clearly, the majority of the amplifiers fit into the politics and economy category, with culture 

as the third largest category and science as the fourth. Four different articles were found and 

labelled as other and they were about art, leisure and fun facts.  

Table 7. Tokens of selected amplifiers per topic 

Amplifier Politics Economy Science Culture Other 

Very 99 69 2 28 2 

Entirely 4 12 0 0 0 

Completely 5 6 0 5 0 

Extremely 2 5 3 5 1 

Totally 10 3 0 2 0 

Fully 5 8 0 0 0 

Absolutely 3 4 0 0 1 

Exclusively 0 0 0 0 0 

Wholly 0 2 0 0 0 

Altogether 1 1 0 0 0 

Perfectly 0 2 0 0 0 

Utterly 0 1 0 0 0 

Thoroughly 0 0 0 1 0 

Uniquely 0 0 0 0 0 

 

Figure 6. Tokens of selected amplifiers per topic 

The amplifiers exclusively and uniquely did not have any instances in the SWENC and are 

therefore without tokens in this table. Further, it can be seen that the majority of the tokens of 

the amplifier very appear in the most common topic, namely politics and very is also the most 

frequent amplifier of the selected amplifiers in the economy articles. Interestingly, the 

amplifiers wholly, perfectly, thoroughly and utterly¸ even though they are infrequent, do not 
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appear in articles with politics, which is the most common topic in which the amplifiers occur. 

Also interesting, is that culture has a higher frequency of the amplifiers that are considered 

maximizers (completely, extremely, totally, thoroughly). Perhaps this is a form of emphasizing 

the greatness of the movies, plays and books discussed in the culture articles and trying to get 

people to buy them or attend performances. 

 

 

 

5. Conclusion 

The aim of this study was to investigate whether there are differences in usage of amplifiers 

and also if there are differences in usage between newspaper language and language used in 

soap opera manuscripts. To aid and narrow the scope in this research, four research questions 

were formed. First, research question A will be dealt with and then each following paragraph 

will deal with a new research question.  

 

A. How does the frequency of amplifiers differ between the different types of text? 

 

B. Which adjectives collocate with the different amplifiers? 

 

C. How does the frequency of amplifiers differ between men and women? 

 

D.  Are there any possible differences in amplifier usage between genders? 

 

E. How do the amplifiers differ based on the topic of the article in the SWENC?  

 

 

In terms of frequency, the SWENC proved to have an overall higher frequency of amplifiers 

than the SOAP. In terms of each amplifier, the SWENC had a higher frequency of wholly, 

altogether, thoroughly, utterly, fully, entirely, extremely, totally, absolutely, very and 

completely, while the SOAP had a higher frequency of perfectly, exclusively and uniquely. 

The amplifiers with largest difference in frequency turned out to be fully, entirely and 

extremely. The results of very proved to be different when contrasted with the statements 

made by Xiao & Tao (2007), since very had a higher normalized frequency in the SWENC, 

which is considered to be the more formal of the corpora. 

In terms of collocations, the adjectives that collocated with the selected 

amplifiers often turned out to be similar between both corpora and mainly one adjective as the 

dominate one. In some cases, there were some collocations that were equal in frequency as 
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can be seen in the tables. Some of the collocations were more frequent among women, such as 

fully capable and fully conscious, while fully aware was more frequent among men.  

The results showed that there were differences between male and female usage 

in the SOAP. The amplifiers that are discussed in the results are fully, altogether and 

thoroughly. Fully was quite evenly used between the genders, while altogether was male 

dominated and thoroughly was female dominated. Unfortunately, no previous research was 

found to compare with these findings and it could possibly be an interesting topic for further 

and deeper research. 

Research question D has only been answered to some extent and the answer can 

be related to both research question B and C. The only observation made here has been the 

usage of fully together with capable, where this amplifier and adjective combination was 

mostly used by women, talking about a woman or a group of women. 

The final research question targets the type of articles in the SWENC. The 

articles were divided into five categories: politics, economy, culture, science and other. There 

were some differences between the different topics and politics turned out to be the most 

amplifier heavy topic of the topics, which can be explained due to a large part of the SWENC 

material being made up of news articles about politics.  

The process of collecting material turned out to be fairly easy. Collecting the 

newspaper articles from the internet and organizing it in a text file was an easy task. The only 

complication turned out to be receiving emails from the authors. Most replied fairly quickly, 

but some did not answer until late. In the end, all the material was validated and added to the 

already existing SWENC corpus.  

Not all of the amplifiers were counted and analyzed in every way, but instead a 

few of them were selected for the more in depth analyses such as the gender and SWENC 

analyses. This study may appeal to those who are interested in linguistics in general, adverbs, 

amplifiers, collocation corpus studies and also gendered language to some extent. 

Furthermore, this research only provides indications and arguments that there are differences 

between different types of text and gender regarding amplifiers and the results cannot be 

viewed as rules, but only as tendencies. With further research, more amplifiers and more 

extensive material, a different study may, of course, yield different results and the topic 

invites linguists to research and investigate the matter further.  
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