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Effects of relative embodiment in lexical and semantic

processing of verbs
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5. General discussion

The aim of the present study was to investigate two dimensions of
verb meaning using the semantic richness approach. We focused on
the candidate dimensions of relative embodiment and imageability.
We characterized relative embodiment for a large set of verb stimuli.
Results showed that for some verbs knowledge gained through bodily
experience was judged to be very important to their meaning; the
highest relative embodiment ratings were for the verbs dance, jog,
breathe, and exhale. Notably, these highest-rated verbs seem to be
those that involve much of the body and rich sensorimotor experiences
and not necessarily specific action patterns. For other verbs the human
body was judged to be not at all important, with the lowest relative
embodiment ratings for forecast, expect, cancel, and evaporate. Moderate
ratings were provided for verbs that can be viewed as involving the
body in less prescribed ways, for instance retreat, excel, adjust, and
demolish. As such, these ratings seem to capture the bodily sense that
Borghi and Cimatti (2010) described. This sense goes beyond specific
and goal-directed actions that have been the focus of much verb repre-
sentation and processing research in the literature (e.g., Hauk et al.,
2004; Ruschemeyer et al,, 2007), to include bodily experience involved
in passive actions and internal sensorimotor states (e.g., proprioceptive
states).
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