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Abstract

Sarcastic expressions convey negative emotions or attitudes with complimentary remarks. In the
process of interpreting sarcasm in written form, the contextual information is indispensable, and
in the process of interpreting verbal sarcasm, context and prosody will work together. However,
there are still lots of controversies about which cue plays bigger role in the perception process.
We find that the main reason for the divergence among different studies is that they did not con-
trol the complexity of the contextual information. Future studies about verbal sarcasm perception
should pay more attention to the irrelevant variable, so that the validity and reliability of the ex-
periment can be improved.
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1. 5|

RAERAEFHE T EEE AL —, BHEA R OE ERFER. kS, s NEE
I RAB IR A 2 B RE R R B, TS B L B S BRIR B R (15 AR . RSB EH TheE, RiB
AT M2 9 B SR UE AN S B E (Jeffrey, Philip, & Kelly, 2000; @4 EE, 2015). SIEZE4ERS 115 AL T = 1
HEVE RGBSR IR R IS B B, MR A CHERERGERMEEL 7. ga8il: “IF
KT, BAEAER” o T RIEREE AT AR RO, FE T A 2R T 3 1R SR R W R 1 1 2
B, WA, VP, WIFESE . ROBEREVPOR KA ST IR E .

YiE NES A 5 A B RE S RERE B LEE, MU A FEE “BWS 7 2Pkt “B
PERTE " o TERMEE RN, e B L SRR R AR MR DB RN R, BR T R
F(ESR), WriE AESFNSHERIEANRIER ., S05 95907 &R, A CEEGCEMIR, THemk
LR F N SOMER AR AIEF -

2. TRRE RINEREPER

SRTEVE B SR A RS, R s R P R AR TE R e R . W B s

BEE: R AL RN 250N o REASTBREIRG, RRILEIN N T Rit:

SORIETE: A RRSELFW .

BRI AR B B CRAA ) 5 INEE & B (R A MR, i Aisd i —#H
() R S RAF A 15 1 R R o BN T RONGE U ERR A B E  HAT, X T iE e B AR # v o]
B RIEVERIX — R, EARFEAFAE R 2 il A L2323 (Gibbs, 1986, 1994) I\ MiE T 2R AL S R IF i 2
FRAT SN (H A ) B0 T SR PR ) it 2 R AR I 5 T A 242573 (Grice, 1975; Searle, 1979) M\ B2 R
TE R IEE PR S B (H AR R 21 S R e ) A = RIEVER . B,  “ EEEA B (direct access
hypothesis) ” . « 2k 1 4b B % 2 (linear processing model) ” 1 4 2% 2. 1 & X ik (graded salience hypothesis) ”
X =R STV PR A e B 2 R] 1) 3 A0 B — B E F (I TA]

SHEF ARG R R, EF RGN B EE ) B O TR S RIS R 5N S & L
LA Z A AAEAEZ R . Gibbs (1986, 1994) 5 Hi 1 “ HEaBIA R YL” N EEE SORIR I st =
RIFER; BRI FHE XSRS, ROREE RS BT B “ [ N $E /R #LiE (echoic
reminder theory) ”(Kreuz & Glucksberg, 1989) L& “ &/l 21 18 (allusional pretense theory) ”(Kumon-Nakanura,
Glucksberg, & Brown, 1995)#1# %€ T & B 7E S R E S B AR Fh i BB B/E T, S ELERmak R -

M0 SRR PR A BEAR S 1 238 (Grice, 1975)INA, & (1)1 = SRR g e ab ], B 578 vE 5 = 0
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TIEMAARAEA . ERAR RGN, HAR A7 & R e b3 . e AR EiEE, &kt
B, HEMBEXGESENR, WiEASSRIESR, HRREEIRZEE L.

Giora (1997, 1999, 2003)4& Hi i “ 7 g Pk 2 S ” WAy, B RORERAE FE R, 1H 1B Ve L,
BIVAE At £ K 0 B0 B 3] S b B R S, SRR e AT . 2 B I SR RS SURROE I, 1 TR I SOKR
SCRT A ELHE AR B 5 T 24 5 R SCRROE I, Wil N AT BN L, 3RS Uil AR i AR B 0 S R S

3. EWERINERPIER

FEISEAZ bR, 15 T (12 B4 st v DS BT 1 A PR SR E B 1 & ORI 15 A B = . Mehrabian
& Ferris (1967)H & 1 FIIE S FAAE A B 20, 4 25 4 10 “7/38/55” %€ 4. Mehrabian & Ferris (1967: p. 252)
N, 2 UTE N BT 25 00 FH 1) 3 3 S LR R A I, Wil A% Ui AT BRI 25 2 1R SR E 7% 08t T4k
FEITE 5 RIE; 38% LR T Uik NI & BIRFIE; 55%HUR T A5 S .

B —ME ZMERE T T SRR, BT E SIS EARN . (MBS Es. &
SRS KEE R, EIERZPRY, H AT LAARICTE SRE,  An7E 08 i F T SRR B . o A R
WRIRNEE: BB DMEEUE NG, BB Es =SB B, Uid AESS bR 208 2 5l & BRIk
G, UREEMEESESE,

AR, FEAVTHRRIEE BN FZ X ESE SHEMEN . RRZ HREIISE AT, BISREx
WA SE, R—MEAHROENIEFHES . EEHRKIEER, JHiEASBEEMAR S, X
— IR AR S S S AR T AR Sk SO T (0 BR AR AR P RO S S B AR . A
H A& A BB 5 SRR T, Wil AAEAS bR b n] DUR I B W i85 R Al A2 0 i NI RS . &
HWFFE(Colston & O’Brien, 2000)iER, TEiES(E EHURIEFA T, Wrid A DURHE 115 105 545 R
AR M. EFHEFT(Pell, Paulmann, Dara, Alasseri, & Kotz, 2009) & 81, Bt —FifEAERES, EHK
FRAE NATS AT LA BEAE 2 IRV b 2 BB I S IR

B BT BT N TR SR, 4 SORTEAE 2 15 B 8 B & RHIE ? 2k, R E S
TR S R 18 )5 B RE A, (RS R ) 25 RAFAE 22 7o Shapley (1987)W\ K, ROKIETE 248 FH T
A F(Anolli, Ciceri, & Infantino, 2000) & LS K1 1 HH K& 1 B8 ey s 30 223 (3 0 &ML, 2011) K3,
HEBML, WIREEFEEEE, 7 B,

SZAE E R R OO U, FRATTAR AR R RS BT BE B IE . (HE, R H AT
FOO SONAETE & B IR A A —, A — SR EAEER . EIE5ERANELT, ”INES
HH ) B R ST T DA BT U5 AR RO . XN TR JUAEE SRS S B G iR R

4. BESEWZF

SO, VBT S R R O EAR R R . BZEBLSAS R, R B AR A
TR WOHOR AR s UL, 25 BRI R E B ERAR OB, JRATIE it — b W B SR £ L AR

2011 4, Woodland Fil Voyer (2011)# J7ESEHh R0 T BRI A (3L ) P R VB AREG B0
I AL R T SRR, R E-Prime BofRitat T2 AN 48 BYSIR RN R LG FI B SR . 4
PR, fEREAE R, R RS R R S R IR B, 4 — AN ORISR
5 ANERE RO AL AN, 2R AP U R B FIRER B bR — MR E T A
S, RO SL RIS SE R S T VB 8 I R PR R R AR B s B3
FRPE ST 25 R 2 T DA B A B e SR VR B, T AR — S0 R 3 R R 7 A A
WAy, L A B R A I T DA AR, AN PR O B S R
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2014 4%, Voyer %5(2014)%F 2011 AT i) SR B0 AT T B SR GEE . AR AT 38 S B IR A Y SE IS A4 KL RN
777k, B € T Woodland F1 Voyer FISEE 4518 . 4, ok G sEitil dt— SR 5T T N ER iR TR iE (S B
55 bnA) 35 5 5 2 1B % L KR (contrast effect): BRI S B (RN 2 B TS ) A H AR
TR RS RN Z [ R i, W7o N AR SO 15 B 7% (T TR s s DR . o, Y Rk
558 MIVE RS A5 SRR SE K BN s b S8 AT, 52 T 7E B AR APk A7 55 P s SIS i 75 110 e 2 P e G

Woodland 1 Voyer (175256 1E B T 535 A0 SI7E S AER A v VR s IS4 2 3 S Rl A HE A F I, 6
— PRI ZR A REA SRR 2 1R T TR B B AR R R S AT U B NSl B R Ld AR, B
SRIUR AR BIWE 2 A 2285 DA B I AT T ERIE, (EJ S o s ISR A7 FE 4y . — 30 23 (Wilson &
Sperber, 2012; Riviére, Klein, & Champagne-Lavau, 2018)i\ A, 7ERINERIRMIES +, BEERKRET
BAEH]: WA 22 (Deliens, Antoniou, Clin, & Kissine, 2017)iAA, 18 B AR BAINAZE 14 1k
B B AT DU A A B T 18 N UR, DR T BRI S IR R R B 2R — R R

Deliens 45(2017)iid SL 40 R 78 K IS IR BRI 22 THFESE Z N AR 77 (B, M E B4R L,
Wrih N2 i S A MBS B AR, T8I B P 4R ZOTH R HE UG 1 (9 S NG X . Deliens %5 (2017) B € T
HEIE RN T X, DCATE R RS R, 87 TN R R IR L B S
AR B HARASE IR BN, e R HUERf IS 2, Mo R O iR e B A T RIS . TEXT A bR
H BT AL G, AR RAE 2 A RIS Rk B — P G @ b B vk . RIth, #5578 OB R R AR TE 2
G IR, I A et .

{H7&, Wilson Fl Sperber (2012)iA N R FI B & — N R 220N EIE RS, 580 R 2 IR B 4 Bh it 2
2. Riviere %5(2018) i@ i SLIGIE A, W % A 7E SORER A b 2 BRI B3 48 & - Riviere %5(2018)%% Voyer
SH(2014) SN, TESRIG A T AR EEAORL, RIBUR B SR BORMNE S AITE AR e a5 X =R
ISR B AR A BIFE L T RIS IR IEE S8 . Bl — KAWL, SREM: 55 E R R
BB T IERGERE, AR ZASHE T EHEE: Fil, ERLETENELR.

Deliens %5(2017)5 Riviére %5(2018) 4R 5T T BB AN & B BIVE F R /IN, XS 56 25 B 1K1 20 B th 45 B4R
B, ZHMSS WA B X b A IS ibRl, wr DLHERT, A Sg0 45 B H B4y B 32 22
JEIRAE T 3 RAE I PR HIMT 45 B A S B R & . Deliens 25(2017)fE S5 rp Al B —Fh: +
AL B B0 A R BRI IR B B0 B OGS  7E B B O R ORISR 1 SR U A () A1 2R G
T SAE R AR BN I 1 S U IR (L) RS = T 55 B e iR IR BRI R 9 s

B BMAEMIET — M F. AT —AMRERA, OET AR, JLRE, B RDUREM
PRI AR 22, TR AL LR T — 5

FORTEE: XM FLARIRIT

AR CEE =W iE N) T B DU R I8 25813 1X A1 o2& R ?

AR E R OB RIET, ERP RSN SR RIrE AN ()RR () T RS R
W R iR -

WEE: HMIE T MR, AR RV, FYE AR SR T, RIESCREA
Uf. HEREE AR AR, FTE e — B . JLR)E, R IIX AR 7 0 R I5 5 F R0 5l 22,
TRRG LR T —%iEH:

SRRAE T IXA - AR R

AR CE =il N) T B2 DUR I 258131 A 16 & R ?

FESERE R, SZ(N) TR 200K B ORI A R B SR il N ()R A b, 58 BORORR BT
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% o R ARAEE B F PO BUES R, SZ(R) N = TGN, TR T SUE B S S s
N(C) AT 13 545 B — 20 BT 4 523 () K P A TR R 20T i N ()RR A G, AT P 58 ek Wi T 45
B, EERPOCHRESS, 20 BWE2HE G, ARG N (L) AT 5 1w H
JE SR, TCERBUR MR RORRI R R . 2 S 1 S P T IS N (2) Z (RIS BN SE, 38 TAE5% 1)
AP ik, fE Deliens %5(2017) 558, M0 TABEERMIMEEERCK. M7E Riviere 45(2018) [ skis 41, &
BiA5 BAR T RIE MW A 2L R R A AT A e e, (B A IR B2 5 a5 % A
Z IAME ARG s BRI 0 s A B e PR R

NHRASIFE 2 B B RV . TR RIS MR H . 78 D35 RO AR SZIe 240 TiE 8T 75 20
M2, UETEE 7 2R R R EA TAECIZ BT R AR 2 MR R, B T A0 S R
(4 K 2 SR R 2RI TIE SR ME R, BB R IE I /E Rt/ . 7F Riviere %5 (2018) 5K
Borh, ABE BARX R, R NERE A TR s Rk, 2l ae i B BBl 2 i AR
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ok, MR TR e, SZARTE RN A AR B AR XS Deliens 55(2017) 1)
LI EER

gi BRTiA, R4 Deliens %:(2017)5 Riviére %5:(2018) Fr#R 7T (1 17 AHALL, {5 Deliens %5(2017) i 556 A&
FREEEE B S NE, NOvHhikEs 7B, SR E A R .
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