
 

 

 
 

 

Edinburgh Research Explorer 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Do truth-endorsing adjectives act as cues to non-literality in the
processing of modified metaphors? A psycholinguistic
investigation of English 'actual', 'literal', and 'real'
Citation for published version:
Macuch, V, Ffion, N-R & Rohde, H 2021, 'Do truth-endorsing adjectives act as cues to non-literality in the
processing of modified metaphors? A psycholinguistic investigation of English 'actual', 'literal', and 'real'',
TExMod2020: Theoretical and Experimental Approaches to Modification, 17/01/21.
<https://approachesmodificationhome.files.wordpress.com/2021/01/macuch-
silva_roberts_rohde_texmod.pdf>

Link:
Link to publication record in Edinburgh Research Explorer

Document Version:
Publisher's PDF, also known as Version of record

General rights
Copyright for the publications made accessible via the Edinburgh Research Explorer is retained by the author(s)
and / or other copyright owners and it is a condition of accessing these publications that users recognise and
abide by the legal requirements associated with these rights.

Take down policy
The University of Edinburgh has made every reasonable effort to ensure that Edinburgh Research Explorer
content complies with UK legislation. If you believe that the public display of this file breaches copyright please
contact openaccess@ed.ac.uk providing details, and we will remove access to the work immediately and
investigate your claim.

Download date: 26. May. 2023

https://approachesmodificationhome.files.wordpress.com/2021/01/macuch-silva_roberts_rohde_texmod.pdf
https://approachesmodificationhome.files.wordpress.com/2021/01/macuch-silva_roberts_rohde_texmod.pdf
https://www.research.ed.ac.uk/en/publications/e588a19e-2b27-41a6-9f0c-fa63a32640a3


Do truth-endorsing adjectives act as cues to non-literality in the
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investigation of English ’actual’, ’literal’, and ’real’
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English adjectives like ’actual’ and ’real’ have been described, semantically, as re-
inforcers (Feist, 2009), that is, as linguistic expressions that reinforce the meaning of
the head they modify. Unlike most reinforcers, however, ’actual’ and ’real’ have a clear
semantic meaning of their own, one which relates to truth in spite of any grammatical
meaning of reinforcement. Given that these reinforcers occur syntactically before the
modified head, which is to say that in online comprehension they are processed before
the actual carrier of referential meaning, how do such expressions impact the processing
of non-literal language like metaphors? We address that question by introducing an ex-
periment where we investigate the processing of metaphors of the sort X is Y in contexts
where they are modified by the adjectives ’actual’, ’literal’, and ’real’. Crucially, we test
whether these modifiers act as strictly semantic, and thus truth-endorsing, cues or as
pragmatic cues that signal non-literal meaning.

We present a self-paced reading task where participants are asked to read different
types of metaphoric statements, namely statements that contain modifiers that bias a
figurative reading (”He is a wise owl ...”), statements that contain truth-endorsing re-
inforcers (”He is a literal owl ...”), and statements that contain modifiers that do not
bias a figurative reading (”He is a barn owl ...”). We compare reading times at the crit-
ical region immediately following the modified noun, where comprehenders encounter a
cue that signals the temporary nature of the description (e.g., ”... sometimes in class”),
thus rendering the figurative reading more sensible than the non-figurative one. Fillers
prevent participants from learning that truth-endorsing adjectives consistently precede
metaphoric statements (e.g., He is a real childminder sometimes after work; She is an
actual volunteer sometimes for charity).

Pilot data shows that the truth-endorsing adjectives pattern with the metaphor-
supporting adjectives, yielding reading times that are descriptively similar to those from
metaphor-supporting adjectives while being descriptively faster than those from non-
metaphoric ones, contra an account in which the semantic meaning of the reinforcers
outweighs their pragmatic meaning during incremental processing. What these prelimi-
nary results seem to suggest is that a cue derived from a modifier whose semantics signal
a message’s literal truth can in fact ease the processing of non-literal, metaphoric lan-
guage. We discuss these results in light of recent work on modification, interpretation of
discourse particles, and incremental language processing.
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