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Table S1. Intensity ratings. Mean values and standard errors for five emotion
categories divided into two blocking conditions.

Overall conditos conditon
;‘;‘;ﬁ‘ggd M SE M SE M SE
Anger 6212 2.04 625  2.56 6173 2.41
Disgust 68.56  1.98 6629  2.65 7082 2.11
Fear 765 197 7638  2.08 76.62 336
Happiness 7632  2.55 7691 2.7 7573 2.79
Neutral 7754 2.36 7675 2.6 7832 2.65
Overall 7221 133 7177 1.46 7264 151

Note. The intensity was measured on a scale from 1 to 100. 1 indicated that the sound
expressed the portrayed emotion to the lowest degree and 100 indicated that the sound
expressed the portrayed emotion to the highest degree.

Table S2. Arousal ratings. Mean values and standard errors for five emotion
categories divided into two blocking conditions.

Overall conditios condition
E;ﬁif‘gﬁd M SE M SE M SE
Anger 66.33  1.93 6516 221 67.5 221
Disgust 4176 1.86 41 2.1 425 20l
Fear 69.56  1.76 69 217 7012 1.81
Happiness 61.54 1.83 61.65 2.21 61.43 2.11
Neutral 2329 1.87 237 234 2288  1.96
Overall 525 129 521 1.52 59 13

Note. Arousal was measured on a scale from 1 to 100. 1 indicated that the sound was
arousing to the highest degree and 100 that the sound was arousing to the highest degree.



Table S3. Recognition scores. Mean values and standard errors for five emotion
categories divided into two blocking conditions.

Overall conditios condition
E;ﬁif‘gﬁd M SE M SE M SE
Anger 4831 271 481 32 48.5 3
Disgust 6525 2.6 634 3.6 67.1 2.8
Fear 6847  2.52 68.5 2.6 68.5 3.5
Happiness 79.32 3.02 80 33 78.3 34
Neutral 7627 2.8 753 3.4 783 34
Overall 675 16 67.1 1.7 67.9 2

Note. Recognition was measured on a scale from 1 to 100. The higher the score, the most
accurately the sounds were recognized.



