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EMOTIONAL AND EXPRESSIVE FUNCTIONS OF ENGLISH SUBSTANDARD
VOCABULARY

Abstract. This article deals with the English substandard vocabulary as a linguistically
and socially significant phenomenon, focusing on its emotional and expressive functions in
contemporary discourse. The aim of the study is to analyse how slang, jargon, argot,
colloquialisms and vulgarisms encode, intensify and pragmatically deploy emotional meanings
in modern English communication. The research is grounded in an integrative methodological
framework that combines discourse analysis, contextual analysis, semantic-pragmatic analysis
and descriptive-classificatory methods. Authentic examples are drawn from media discourse,
digital communication and spoken interaction to illustrate the emotional potential of reduced
lexical units.

The findings demonstrate that emotionality in substandard vocabulary is not peripheral
but constitutive: such lexemes function primarily as evaluative and affective markers rather
than neutral nominative units. The study reveals that substandard vocabulary encodes a wide
range of emotional meanings - positive, negative and ambivalent, through mechanisms such as
semantic shift, metaphorical exaggeration, evaluative reversal and taboo transgression. These
mechanisms significantly enhance expressivity and pragmatic impact, enabling speakers to
convey attitudes such as admiration, frustration, irony, humor and aggression with high
emotional density.

The value of the research lies in its contribution to the understanding of the interaction
between language, emotion and social context, challenging prescriptive views of non-standard
lexis. The results may be applied in Stylistics, Sociolinguistics, Discourse analysis and
Language teaching, particularly in analysing media texts and informal communication. The
study concludes that substandard vocabulary represents a key resource for emotional expression
and identity construction in contemporary English.

Key words. Substandard vocabulary, emotionality, expressivity, slang, vulgarisms,
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ArblJIIBbIH TIVIIHAETT CYBCTAHAAPTTbBI JIEKCUKAHBIH ODMOLIUAJIBIK-
IKCIIPECCHUBTI KbIBMETTEPI

Anodamna. Makana Kazipri arbUIIIBIH TUTIHJETT CYOCTAHIAPTTHl JIGKCHMKAHbI (CIIEHT,
’KaproH, apro, KOJJIOKBHATH3MIEP, BYJIblapH3MAED ) THHIBUCTHKAJIBIK 3pi OJICYMETTIK MaHbI3bI
0ap KyObUIBIC peTiHIEe KapacTHIPLIN, OHBIH dMOLMOHAIILI KOHE DKCIIPECCUBTI KbIZMETTEpPIH
TaJIJIAyFa apHAJIFaH. 3epTTEeY/iH MaKcaThl — CyOCTaHAAPTThI JIEKCHKAJIBIK OIpIIKTEpAIH Ka3ipri
arbUIIIBIH KOMMYHHKAIMACHIH/IA AMOLUAHBI KOATAY, KYIIECHTY OHE MparMaTHKAJIBIK TYPFbIIa
Kajai JKy3ere acaTbIHBIH aHbIKTay. 3epTTEYIiH 9AiCTEMENIK HEeri3iH JHUCKYPCTBIK Tajjaay,
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KOHTEKCTYyaJIJbl TaJIZay, CEMaHTHKAJIBIK-IIPArMaTHKAJIBIK Taljlay, COHAAH-aK JECKIIPHITHBTI
KOHE  KJIacCH(HKAIMsIAY dIicTep Kypaabl. DMIHPHKAIBIK Marepuan peTiHAe Meaua
JMCKYpC, IMGPABIK KOMMYHUKAIUS KOHE aybI3eKi Ceiijiey YNTiJepiHEH anblHFaH TYMHYCKa
MBbICaJI1ap KOJIAaHbLIA/IbI.

3eprrey HOTHXKeNepl CyOCTaHAAPTThI JIEKCHKAIArbl IMOLMOHAIBUIBIK KOCAIKLI eMec,
KYPBUIBIMJIBIK CHUIIATKA W€ eKeHIH Kkepcereni: Oipiiktep Oeiftapan artayumibl KbI3METKE
KaparaHJa Oaranaynibl koHe a((eKTHBTI MapKepiep peTiHJae Kbi3MeT aTKapansl. Tanaay
OapbIChIHAA CYOCTaHAAPTTHI JIEKCHKAHBIH JKarbIMIbl, JKaFbIMChI3 JKOHE aMOMBAJIEHTTI
IMOLUSIAPIBI CEMAHTHKANBIK BIFBICY, MeTadOpaJIbIK dcipeney, Oaranay HHBEPCHSACH CHUSKTHI
TOCUIEpP apKbUIbl JKETKI3UIETIHI aHBIKTAIAbl. ATalraH MEXaHM3MIEP OSKCIPECCHBTLIIKTI
ApTTHIPHII, COMIEYNIIHIH TaHJIaHBICHIH, HAPA3bUIbIFbIH, HPOHHS, FOMOP HEMECE arpeccHsChiH
BIKIIIAM Opi dcepJii OLIAipyre MyMKIHIIK TYFbI3aIbl.

3epTTeyAiH KYHIbUIBIFBI TiJ, 3MOLMS OHE OJIEYMETTIK KOHTEKCT apachIHAarbl ©3apa
OaiiIaHbICTBI TEPEH TYCIHAIPYIH/E )KIHE CTAHIAPTTHI eMec JIEKCHUKara KaThICThl IPECKPUIITHBTI
Ke3KapcTap[bl KaiTa KapacTbIpyblHIA. AJIBIHFAH HOTHIKENIEPAl CTHJIMCTHKA, OJICYMETTIK
JMHTBUCTHKA, JUCKYPCTHIK Tajay JKOHE TUIAI OKBITY TaXipuOeciHae KonmaHyra Oonafpl.
Makana cyObcTaHIapTThl JEKCHMKAHBIH Kasipri aFbUILIBIH TUTIHIE AMOLMSAHBI OUILTIPY KOHE
QlleyMeTTIK MIAeHTU(UKAIMIHBI KYpy/arbl HEeri3ri pecypcrapibiy Oipi ekenin Oaca Hazapra
KOpCeTe OTHIPBII TYKbIPLIMIAANHbL.

Kinm cezdep. CyOcTtanaapTThl JEKCHKA, IMOLMOHAIIABUIBIK, SKCIPECCUBTLIIK, CJIEHT,
ByJIbrapusmep, Oaranayuibl CeMaHTHKA, MParMaTHKAIbIK (YHKIHS, JUCKYPCTBIK Tanjaay,
Ka3ipri aFbUIIIBIH T
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IMOUMNOHAJIBHO-9KCITPECCUBHBIE ®YHKIIMH CTUJIMCTHYECKH
CHUKEHHOM JIEKCUKH AHIJIMHCKOI'O SI3bIKA

Annomayus. B cratbe paccMarpuBaeTCsd CTHIMCTHYECKM CHHMIKCHHAs JIEKCHKA
AHIVIMHCKOTO A3bIKA, KaK JIMHTBUCTHUECKH M COLIMAJILHO 3HAYMMOE SIBJICHUE C aKIIEHTOM Ha ee
OMOIMOHAIBHBIE U IKCIIPECCHBHBIC (DYHKIIMM B COBPEMEHHOM JHUcKypce. Llens uccnenopanus
3aKJII0YaeTcsl B aHAllU3e TOrO, KakuM 00pa3oM CIICHT, jKaproH, apro, KOJJIOKBHAIU3MBI U
BYJIBrapu3Mbl KOAMPYIOT, YCHJIMBAIOT M IIparMaTHYECKH pPEalIH3yIOT AIMOLHOHAILHBIC
3HAYEHHS] B COBPEMEHHOH AaHIVIMHCKOW KOMMYHHUKAIMH. METOM0JIOTHYECKYH) OCHOBY
UCCIIE/IOBAHUS COCTABIISAET MHTErPATHUBHBIN MOIXO0/, BKINOUYAMIMUNA JUCKYPCHUBHBIH aHAIM3,
KOHTEKCTYaJIbHBIH aHaJIN3, CEMaHTHKO-IIParMaTUYeCKuil aHanM3, a TaKKe JAeCKPUIITHBHO-
KIaccU(UKAIMOHHBIC METOJLI. DMITMPHUYECKUIl MaTepHan IpeACTaBIeH ayTeHTUYHBIMU
NpUMEpPaMH U3 MeHaJUCKypca, IM(PPOBOH KOMMYHHMKAIIMK M YCTHOH peyH.

PesynpTaThl MCClIEIOBaHHMS TMOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO AMOIMOHAIBHOCTh B CTHJIMCTHUECKH
CHIDKEHHOH JIEKCHMKE HOCHT He TNepH(epHiiHbIi, a KOHCTUTYTHBHBI XapakTep: JaHHbIC
neKceMbl (PYHKIHOHHPYIOT IPEUMYLICCTBEHHO KaK OLeHOYHO-a(eKTHUBHBIE MapKephl, a He
KaKk HEHTpajabHbIC HOMHHATHUBHBIC €IMHUILI. YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO CyOcTaHIapTHAas JIGKCHUKa
nepeiaeT NIMPOKUHA CIIEKTP SMOLMOHAIBHBIX 3HAYEHHUI: MMOJIOKUTENbHBIX, OTPHLATEIbHBIX U
aMOMBQJIEHTHBIX, TMOCPEJICTBOM TaKHX MEXaHH3MOB, KaK CEMaHTHUECKHH  CJIIBHT,
meradopudeckas runepdona v Hapymenue tady. ITH MEXaHU3MBI CYILIECTBEHHO YCHIIMBAIOT
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IKCIIPECCUBHOCTL M MPArMaTuyeckoe BO3ICHCTBUE BBLICKA3bIBAHMs, MO3BOJSAA d(P(EKTUBHO
BBIPAXKATh BOCXHINEHHE, (PYCTPAIHIO, HPOHHIO, FOMOP H arpeccHio.

Hayunass 1neHHocTh padoThl 3akirovaercss B yriayONeHHMM TIpeACTaBlIEHHH O
B3aMMOJCHCTBHM 53bIKA, 3MOLMM M COLMAJIBHOIO KOHTEKCTa, a TaKKe B IEepecMOTpe
NPECKPUIITUBHBIX B3IJISIOB HAa HECTaHJAPTHYIO Jekcuky. [IpakTtudeckas 3HAYMMOCTh
MCCIICIOBAHHS CBA3aHA C BO3MOKHOCTBIO €0 IPUMEHEHHS B CTUIIMCTHKE, COLIMOJIMHI BUCTHKE,
JMCKYpC-aHAJIM3€ W TNpenojaBaHuM sA3bika. [lomydyeHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl JEMOHCTPHPYIOT, UTO
CHM)KEHHAsl JIEKCHKA BBINMOJIHAET HE TOJBKO 3KCHPECCHBHYH), HO M BaXHYK COLIMAJILHO-
nparMaTHYecKyo (GyHKIUIO, YYaBCTBYS B KOHCTPYMPOBAHUHM MJCHTHYHOCTH, BBIPAKCHHH
COJIMJIAQPHOCTH M YCHJICHHH KOMMYHHMKAaTUBHOTrO Bo3JeicTBus. CTHIMCTUYECKH CHHIYKCHHAs
JIEKCHKA PACCMATHPHBAECTCS KaK JTUHAMHYHBIA M MMPOJYKTUBHBIH KOMIIOHEHT COBPEMEHHOIO
AHIJIMHCKOTO SA3bIKA.

Kirouesvle cnosa. CTUIMCTUYECKH  CHMIKEHHAS  JIGKCUKA, 9MOLMOHAIBLHOCTD,
JKCIIPECCUBHOCTD, CJIEHI, BYJIbIAPU3Mbl, OLICHOYHAsl CEMaHTHKa, [parMaTudeckue (pyHKUUH,
JTUCKYpPC-aHaJIN3, COBPEMEHHBIM AHTTTMHCKHUH SA3BIK.

Introduction. The rapid evolution of contemporary communication practices has led to
profound changes in the lexical and stylistic organization of modern English. Processes such as
digitalization, the expansion of social media, dominance of informal online discourse, and the
increasing permeability between spoken and written modes of communication have
significantly intensified the use of non-standard linguistic forms. Within this context,
substandard vocabulary — including slang, jargon, argot, colloquialisms and vulgarisms has
emerged as one of the most dynamic and expressive layers of the English lexicon. Once viewed
as marginal or peripheral, this lexical stratum now plays a central role in everyday interaction,
media discourse, advertising, youth communication and professional communities.

A distinctive feature of substandard vocabulary 1s its close association with emotionality
and expressivity. Unlike neutral or standard lexical items, substandard units are rarely used
solely for nominative purposes. Instead, they function as powerful tools for encoding subjective
evaluation, affective stance and speaker attitude. Emotional meaning in such lexemes is not an
optional stylistic overlay but an intrinsic semantic component, activated through context,
pragmatic intention and shared sociocultural knowledge. As a result, substandard vocabulary
offers a particularly revealing perspectives on how language mediates emotions, social relations
and identity construction.

The study of emotionality in language has long occupied an important place in linguistics,
stylistics and pragmatics. Scholars have emphasized that emotions are not merely psychological
states reflected in language, but communicative resources strategically employed to achieve
specific goals, such as persuasion, solidarity, humor, confrontation or self-presentation. In this
respect, substandard vocabulary represents a privileged domain for linguistic analysis, as it
foregrounds emotional evaluation, intensification and expressive impact more overtly than
standard lexis. Through mechanisms such as semantic shift, metaphorical exaggeration and
taboo transgression non-standard lexical units condense complex emotional meanings into
compact and highly salient forms.

Despite a growing body of research on slang and non-standard language, the systematic
analysis of emotional semantics and expressive mechanisms in substandard vocabulary remains
an actual and theoretically significant task. Contemporary discourse environments particularly
social media, advertising and mass media demonstrate that emotionally charged substandard
expressions increasingly shape public communication, influence audience perception and
redefine norms of linguistic appropriateness. This tendency underscores the need to reconsider
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traditional prescriptive attitudes toward non-standard lexis and to explore its functional
potential within modern English discourse.

The present study is therefore aimed at examining substandard vocabulary as a
linguistically and socially meaning phenomenon with particular emphasis on its emotional and
expressive dimensions. By integrating insights from Stylistics, Sociolinguistics, Pragmatics and
Cognitive Linguistics the research seeks to demonstrate that emotionality in substandard lexis
is not incidental but structural, constitutive and pragmatically motivated. Such an approach
allows for a deeper understanding of how language users exploit reduced lexical forms to
construct meaning, negotiate identity and manage interpersonal relations in contemporary
English.

In addressing these issues, the article contributes to ongoing discussions on the interaction
between language, emotion and society, highlighting substandard vocabulary as a key where
linguistic creativity, emotional experience and social practice intersect.

Materials and methods of research. The present study is grounded in a qualitative
linguistic framework aimed at revealing the emotional, expressive and pragmatic properties of
substandard vocabulary in contemporary English. Given the socially and contextually marked
nature of reduced lexical units, the research adopts an integrative methodological approach that
combines tools from stylistics, sociolinguistics, pragmatics and discourse analysis.

The methodological framework is informed by classical and modern works in Stylistics
and Sociolinguistics, including Galperin's theory of stylistically marked vocabulary, Bally's
concept of affective meaning, Shakhovsky's linguistic theoty of emotions, as well as
contemporary studies of slang and taboo language by Mattiello, Allan and Burridge, Eble.

The empirical material of the study consists of authentic examples of substandard lexical
units (slang, jargon, argot, vulgarisms) extracted from a range of contemporary English
language sources. These sources were selected to ensure genre diversity and to reflect the most
productive environments of substandard vocabulary usage in modern English.

Following research methods were employed to achieve research objectives.

Discourse analysis used to examine how substandard lexical units function within broader
communicative contexts and to identify their pragmatic roles. This method makes it possible to
analyse not isolated words, but their interaction with discourse strategies and speaker intentions.

Contextual analysis applied to interpret emotional and expressive meanings of
substandard lexemes in specific linguistic and situational contexts. Since emotional semantics
is highly context-dependent, this method allows for the identification of evaluative shifts, irony
and pragmatic re-interpretation.

Semantic-pragmatic analysis aimed at uncovering the affective, evaluative and expressive
components of meaning inherent in substandard vocabulary. Particular attention is paid to
semantic shift, metaphorical extension, intensification and taboo transgression as mechanisms
of emotional meaning construction.

Descriptive and classificatory methods used to systematize types of substandard
vocabulary m accordance with established typologies and to describe their functional
characteristics.

Elements of comparative analysis, where relevant, to contrast substandard lexical units
with their neutral or standard equivalents in order to demonstrate differences in emotional
charge, stylistic value and pragmatic impact.

By combining these methods, the study ensures a comprehensive and systematic analysis
of substandard vocabulary as an emotionally and expressively charged component of modern
English, allowing for reliable interpretation of its semantic, pragmatic and social functions.

Results and Discussion. Substandard vocabulary is a broad linguistic category that
encompasses lexical units deviating from the norms of Standard English in terms of formality,
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stylistic register and social acceptability. This term is widely used in Stylistics, Sociolinguistics
and Lexicography to refer to lexical items, which function outside the codified literary standards
and often carry strong expressive, emotive or evaluative connotations. As [.Galperin notes,
substandard vocabulary "serves to denote non-standard forms of communication used in certain
social groups, situations or registers" [1, p.85].

The term substandard vocabulary has been classified and interpreted differently across
linguistic traditions, yet most scholars converge on the idea that it comprises lexemes marked
by lowered stylistic status, social specificity and expressive colouring. A widely cited typology
1s offered Mattiello, who conceptualises substandard lexicon as a "non-standard, informal and
often socially restricted set of lexical items" [2, p.13].

Mattiello distinguishes several layers within substandard vocabulary: slang, associated
with playful creativity and group identity; jargon, linked to technical or professional in-group
communication; colloguialisms, representing everyday informal speech; vulgarisms, which are
socially stigmatized due to taboo or offensive content [2, pp.14-20].

To this classification we may add argot (also spelled argo), a term traditionally used in
Lexicography and Sociolinguistics to denote "a secret or semi-secret vocabulary employed by
socially or professionally closed groups to ensure in-group exclusivity and obscure meaning
from outsiders". As Allan and Burridge define it, argot consists of "specialised, often covert
lexical items developed within marginal or stigmataised communities to prevent outsiders from
their communication"[3, pp.71-73].

Eble likewise emphasises that argot is "a vocabulary of restricted access", typically
associated with groups such as criminals, underground subcultures and tightly knit occupational
communities [4, pp.20-21]. This layer of substandard lexicon is thus marked not only by
informality but by intentional opacity, functioning as a linguistic tool of secrecy, identity
protection and resistance against mainstream linguistic norms.

Taken together these classifications underscore that substandard vocabulary is not a
homogeneous phenomenon but a multi-layered system of socially and stylistically marked
lexical forms. Each subtype - slang, jargon, argot, colloquialisms, vulgarisms fulfils distinct
communicative and sociocultural roles, reflecting both linguistic creativity of speakers and the
stratified nature of modern English-speaking communities. Thus, substandard vocabulary
represents a productive area for examining how language encodes social meaning, emotional
expressivity and identity negotiation.

Emotionality constitutes a fundamental dimension of language, reflecting the speaker's
affective states, attitudes and subjective evaluation of reality. In linguistics, emotionality is
commonly understood as the capacity of language units to convey emotions, feelings and
emotional relations, either explicitly or implicitly. As Shakhovsky argues, emotionality is not
merely an optional stylistic layer but an integral component of meaning, forming a "semantic-
emotive continuum" within language structure [5, pp.21-24].

Unlike purely denotative meaning, emotional meaning is evaluative and subjective. It
reflects the speaker's emotional stance toward an object, action or interlocutor and is often
context-dependent. Bally was among the first to emphasize that emotionality permeates
everyday speech and finds its most vivid expression in non-neutral lexical layers, where
affective meaning dominates over referential precision [6, pp.38-42].

In modern linguistics, emotionality is closely linked to pragmatics and discourse analysis,
as emotions are not only encoded linguistically but also strategically deployed to achieve
communicative goals such as persuasion, solidarity, aggression or humor.

e.g.: This phone is freaking awesome (from media discourse).

The slang intensifier freaking functions as an emotionally charged modifier that amplifies
positive evaluation. Unlike neutral intensifiers (very, extremely), it conveys subjective
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excitement and authentic enthusiasm, aligning the speaker with informal, youth-oriented
discourse.

I'm dead - this exam absolutely murdered me (social media/ meme discourse).

The metaphorical slang usage (I'm dead, murdered me) expresses emotional exhaustion
and stress, but in humorous, hyperbolic mode. The emotionality is mitigated by irony,
transforming negative affect into shared amusement. This aligns with Attardo's view that
humor operates through "controlled emotional incongruity" [7, p.83]. Thus, substandard
vocabulary enables speakers to reframe emotional experiences in socially acceptable and
entertaining ways.

In the case of substandard vocabulary, emotional semantics is not peripheral but
constitutive. Slang, jargon, vulgarisms, colloquialisms and argot units are inherently loaded
with affective meaning and rarely function as emotionally neutral designators. As Galperin
notes, stylistically reduced lexical units "are primarily evaluative and expressive rather than
nominative" [1, p.88].

Substandard lexemes often encode:

e positive emotions

e negative emotions

e ambivalent or ironic emotions.

Substandard vocabulary is particularly rich in emotional semantics, as many of its units
are explicitly designed to express evaluation, affect and speaker's attitude. Unlike neutral lexical
items, substandard lexemes often function as emotionally loaded signals, whose interpretation
depends on context, intonation and shared cultural knowledge.

Positive emotional semantics signifies approval, admiration, excitement, enthusiasm.
Lexemes such as awesome, sick, dope, lit, fire illustrate how substandard vocabulary
resemanticizes originally neutral or even words with negative shape to convey strong positive
affect.

awesome. Originally meaning "awe-inspiring" (often with religious connotations),
awesome in colloquial English expresses strong approval or admiration. Example: That concert
was awesome! The word encodes enthusiasm and emotional intensity rather than objective
evaluation. Its substandard status lies in its informal register and hyperbolic semantics.

sick. Traditionally associated with illness (negative), sick undergoes semantic inversion
in youth slang. Example: That trick was sick! The positive emotional meaning ("impressive".
"exciting") emerges through pragmatic recontextualization. The emotional effect relies on
shared in-group norms; outside the group, the meaning may be misinterpreted.

dope. Originally referring to drugs, dope has become a marker of approval. Example:
She's got a dope style. the lexeme conveys admiration while simultaneously indexing youth
culture and informality, reinforcing social identity alongside emotional expression.

These examples demonstrate that positive emotionality in substandard lexis is often
achieved through semantic shift, metaphor and exaggeration, amplifying emotional impact.

Negative emotional semantics expresses anger, contempt, frustration, moral
judgment.

Substandard vocabulary is equally productive in expressing negative emotions, often in a
more direct and affectively charged way than standard lexis.

Jerk. Example: He's such a jerk for doing that. The lexeme encodes contempt and moral
disapproval without requiring explicit explanation. It functions as a concise emotional judgment
rather than a descriptive label.

bastard. Example: That bastard lied to everyone. This vulgarism intensifies anger and
hostility. Its emotional force stems from taboo associations and social offensiveness, making it
pragmatically powerful but socially risky.
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crap. Example: This software is total crap. Used as a mitigated vulgarism, crap expresses
frustration and dissatisfaction while remaining less offensive than stronger taboo terms. It
occupies an intermediate position between colloquialism and vulgarism.

Negative substandard lexemes thus function as emotionally compressed evaluations
allowing speakers to externalize affect rapidly and emphatically.

Ambivalent and context-dependent emotional semantics denotes irony, sarcasm, mixed
evaluation. Words such as crazy, insane, mad, wild illustrate the context-sensitive emotionality
of substandard vocabulary.

crazy. In contemporary English slang crazy functions as a highly context-sensitive
evaluative lexeme. In a positive expressive use, That startup idea is crazy ambitious! conveys
admiration and emotional intensity, where crazy operates as an intensifier of creativity and
boldness. In contrast, /t's crazy to trust him after what he did. encodes negative evaluation,
signaling irrationality and poor judgment. thus, crazy as a slang unit demonstrates semantic
ambivalence, with emotional polarity determined pragmatically by context, collocation and
speaker intention rather than by lexical meaning alone.

insane. In tech-industry jargon, insane is frequently used as an informal evaluative
intensifier to describe extreme complexity or performance: The latency on this system is insane.
In this context, the lexeme conveys a mixed emotional response: simultaneous admiration for
technical power and frustration with its consequences. The word insane encodes ambivalent
emotionality, oscillating between positive appraisal (impressive scale) and negative evaluation
(excess, lack of control) depending on discourse goal and speaker stance.

mad. In contemporary colloquial English, slang mad frequently functions as an intensifier
expressing strong positive evaluation: She's mad talented for someone so young! where the
lexeme conveys admiration and emotional emphasis rather than mental instability. In contrast,
in a critical or ironic context: He's mad if he thinks that plan will succeed - mad! activates its
negative evaluative component, signaling irrationality or poor judgment. The emotional
polarity of mad is thus pragmatically determined by discourse context and speaker intention,
illustrating how slang units flexibly encode mixed or shifting emotional evaluations. Such
lexemes demonstrate that emotional meaning in substandard vocabulary is not fixed, but
dynamically constructed through discourse shared cultural norms and pragmatic intention.

Emotionality in substandard vocabulary is closely intertwined with eexpressivity,
understood as the ability of linguistic units to intensify meaning na d increase emotional impact.
Expressive substandard forms often rely on: metaphorical exaggeration; semantic shift, taboo
transgression .

Metaphorical exaggeration involves the use of figurative language to amplify emotional
states beyond their literal meaning. Substandard expressions often rely on hyperbolic
metaphors, which create vivid emotional imagery and immediate affective resonance. Example:
I'm dead tired. Here, the adjective dead does not denote literal death but functions as an
intensifying metaphor, expressing extreme physical or mental exhaustion. The emotional
semantics of the expression lies in its dramatic overstatement, which transforms a neutral state
(tired) into an emotionally charged experience. Such metaphors are typical of colloquial and
substandard speech, where emotional immediacy outweighs logical precision.

Example: That exam killed me! The verb kill undergoes metaphorical resemantization,
expressing psychological pressure or emotional stress. This construction foregrounds the
speaker's emotional suffering and creates empathy or solidarity with the listener.

Semantic shift and evaluation reversal. A characteristic feature of substandard
vocabulary 1s semantic shift, whereby words acquire meanings that diverge sharply from their
original denotation often resulting in evaluative reversal. Example: Killer performance! The
lexeme killer, traditionally associated with violence and death, undergoes a positive semantic
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shift, functioning as an intensifier of excellence. The emotional effect arises from the contrast
between the negative literal meaning and strongly positive evaluative function. This reversal
enhances expressivity and reflects the dynamic, playful creativity of slang.

Example: The party was insane! In this context insane, no longer denotes mental
pathology but expresses emotional intensity, excitement or admiration. the term encodes
ambivalent emotionality which is resolved pragmatically through context. Such shifts
demonstrate how substandard lexis compress emotional evaluations into compact, expressive
forms.

Taboo transgression as expressive strategy. One of the most powerful mechanisms in
substandard vocabulary is taboo transgression. Swear words and vulgarisms derive their
emotional force from violating social and cultural norms, Thereby producing heightened
affective impact. Example: Bloody hell! That was damn good! The adjective bloody and damn
function as emotional intensifiers rather than literal references to violence or religion. Their
expensive strength lies in their historical taboo status which lends the utterance emotional
urgency and speaker involvement. Allan and Burridge argue that taboo words "derive their
pragmatic power from emotional shock value rather than semantic content".

Example: This is a crap idea. The vulgar noun crap expresses frustration or contempt
more forcefully than its neutral equivalent (bad or poor). the emotional semantics here is
confrontational, signaling the speakers strong negative evaluation and lowering the level
formality.

Across the mechanisms, expressivity in substandard vocabulary performs several key
functions:

e intensification of emotional states;

e condensation of evaluation and attitude into compact forms;

e strengthening of pragmatic impact (solidarity, criticism, humor);

e reduction of social distance between interlocutors.

Thus, expressive substandard forms operate at the intersection of semantics, pragmatics
and emotion, confirming that emotionality in reduced lexis is not incidental but structural and
functional.

Importantly expressivity does not always imply negative evaluation. Many slang
expressions functions emotional amplifiers, strengthening positive assessment e.g.: That movie
was fire!, while vulgarisms can be pragmatically reinterpreted as markers of intimacy or
camaraderie in informal discourse.

Conclusion. The conducted research demonstrates that substandard vocabulary
constitutes one of the most dynamic and expressive layers of contemporary English, playing a
crucial role in the verbalization of emotional experience and speaker attitude. Far from being a
marginal or purely deviant phenomenon, substandard lexis emerges as a productive linguistic
resource that reflects broader processes of informalization, digitalization and identity
negotiation in modern communication.

The analysis confirms that emotionality in substandard vocabulary is not peripheral but
constitutive. Slang, jargon, colloquialisms, argot units and vulgarisms are inherently evaluative
and affect-laden, functioning primarily as carriers of emotional meaning rather than neutral
nominative designators. their semantics is characterized by intensified subjectivity, contextual
flexibility and pragmatic orientation toward interpersonal impact.

The study reveals that substandard lexemes encode a wide spectrum of emotional
meanings - positive, negative and ambivalent, through mechanisms such semantic shift,
metaphorical exaggeration, evaluative reversal and taboo transgression. These mechanisms
significantly enhance expressivity, allowing speakers to compress complex attitudes into

|
Nel (37) 2026 https://ojs.wkitu.kz/ 173



BKUTY XABAPHIBICHI. FouibiMu #KypHai ISSN 2706-6266
BECTHUMK 3KHUTY. Hayunsrii :xypuan ISSN 3007-1062
BULLETIN OF WKITU. Scientific journal ISSN 3007-1070

concise and stylistically marked forms. As a result, substandard vocabulary proves especially
effective in conveying enthusiasm, admiration, anger, irony, frustration and humor.

From a pragmatic perspective, substandard lexis fulfills essential communicative
functions, including the construction of social identity, reinforcement of group solidarity,
reduction of social distance and strategic emotional manipulation. In media, advertising and
digital discourse, emotionally charged substandard units increase persuasive force and
authenticity, while spoken interaction they facilitate immediacy and emotional alignment
between interlocutors.

The findings support the views of [.R.Galperin, E.Matiello, K.Allan and K.Burridge and
C.C.Eble confirming that substandard vocabulary is inseparable from social context and
emotional intent. Its expressive potentials lies precisely in its stylistic markedness and semantic
volatility, which enable speakers to creatively adapt language to changing communicative
needs.

In conclusion, the emotional and expressive power of substandard vocabulary
underscores its significance as an object of linguistic research. Further studies may expand this
analysis through large-scale corpus investigation, cross-cultural comparison or diachronic
perspective, thereby deepening our understanding of how language encodes emotion and social
meaning in contemporary discourse.
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