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Abstract

Online communication has become an essential component of social interactions in modern society.
However, in recent years, impoliteness in online communication has garnered widespread attention.
This paper takes the example of the Bilibili bullet screen video website, a leading bullet chatting
platform in China. Online bullet chatting language that appears in Bilibili videos frequently exhibits
instances of impoliteness. Based on Culpeper’s impoliteness theory, bullet chatting language of food

SCEF| M Bl P SEER Bilibili SRS LIRS T ). BUCIE 27, 2024, 12(7): 686-693.
DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.127612


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.127612
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.127612
https://www.hanspub.org/

[ = =
=1 HHHH

provide a reference for the development of online culture and the standardization of online social
etiquette. It is found that the bullet chatting language involves four types of impoliteness strategies:
“bald on record impoliteness strategy”, “positive impoliteness strategy”, “negative impoliteness
strategy”, and “sarcasm or mock politeness strategy”. Among them, “positive impoliteness strategy”
is employed the most frequently, which contains 10 impolite output strategies. The results show that
emotional and power factors mainly account for the use of incivility strategies.
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1. 518

PERNER RS2 —, ENIMEFEXALSURTT T REIT, MAFLSRLT SR Pk i AL SR
4, Bousfield & Locher [1]#6H, ANALSUAZALIR BB ZAH) “RE" , B ZEH TR DT
55 ALFUE R — M AR 2B IR, BRI E ZE[2]. TSN A B
AFLSE S GEAT T 400, AL XS 5 R, B2 7 AR ARE, a1 “aggression” Al
“rudeness” [3] [4]. ISR, “impoliteness” — L& 18 F | 12 82 AR . Culpeper ¥ “A4L50”
g M S AN . FERES ARG S BTN, HPE A AR ) 07 2 2R I I Mo ak
JB X 5 B BT, SR A T SRR T 3, S SR B IRANIRDT T S AL 2 A
1, AW HEEHER, I T RHEAAL S SK IS [5]. Bousfield [6]9iF FH 22 HIAL W 7T s it 1 BT AOAI
A, TR T AL S AT A RIERIER, PLEAALEN S BT A B BNESE R SR, gt “AAL
7 by BSE AL RIRSIT, RA R A IR BT TS BT N B N ik E A
WHEAEE[7] 0 B8 24 1 A B R, BT AR 98 B HH R A AL R AT 40T, 8 T AL
FELR Y, IR ARG SEBR AL 258 bR R e SR T H ME S5 .

IR 28 A8 B HH 22 B 21 B 3 AS BN T AN AL 5 18 HE B mT R o B 1) B A 84K 4 21 42 [E AM(AN)
AL T RS HR PR H R DGR 2R B A RS IRAR” SRR T AR BN AE AL AL R . BRI
[913% 3 1] A ) Fh ST X T B2 U R o AR iV ikl 48 9 4% B 0 R EHRFE I A A AL ) R IA R X
S Bilibili 1E Ay S LS W SO A 5 MR P AR T — AR RIS IR A B o R — b
TELAMM NI, R AN TIE SR ELVF e i — Mo, PRR A B RoREMT T L,
MEEA VA IR Z VR, WA Lt s = A i R E A 750 O iR . sl DU R . Bt
e FF P 78 A 6 AT (16 RITES 175 2 AN o 250K 251018 45 H Rl 25 AS AL ST 7845 AL S0 5 IO 43
Mr A o AT H BTER 0 B5E 5 P A AL FUAE 6 2, BL Culpeper FIANALEREE I8 VAESE, H
Bilibili #1355 fr M RRAE iE R RIR,  DUGHR 50 I i A5 AN AL SR 28 28 L e s DA R A FH R AT
T %o ) 28 RS I 28 48 R b e i 5 2%

2. MEBIZBRPONFLIATAR

Lachenicht F.7£ 1980 “Egife i 7 “aggravating language” ML, € XN “H HIKAE =B ok 3
B F UG N7 [4]. Lakoff [11]13\00, 1EA T BRSO N SL & AT AT H AL SR EE, Rt Fh
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18 HBE A& B P AR N I . AR . Culpeper [12]908 “ANAL5H 7 3 B3 i Mok sRsk i o 7 1)
T ARG AR, S ARSI A A R [ #E2E. SERAE®R. [, 7EX
AL E AT E TG, T 2010 AE4 H “AALEL” SRR B 5 TR AT NI —FP A5 2 PEVE A
[13]. Bousfield & Locher [LJIAy “A4L30” 7T DIMERE A “LEHRFEESE R ITHF540 7, & — PP o
PRSI T T S 84T N (FTAS). Terkourafi [14)46H, 4R 6 Ok B B L R e, & HBiAS
LS, BRSO AN BT, EUrE FEA S ULE NG BT TR . SRR, R AALER TS
WRRBIAFE MG . FREAREEE[7]E BV T IR ALS B R I G BTSSR B ), R
T IAALEH 1E 5 PR OC R MR B 0 A4 2 I AR FLOG R o JAIARYL o i (156 ZE Sl 2R o
IR MG HEATIR 7, 7R T IX R RAL S S ms b = S i 5 0 @M I P2 A H S 5 6 BBk . TEABAT T K
FoH BB SRS E ST KREALSHMIEE . R, L3RS SGRL T B R Z A A4,
DTS By GG & BRI . RS BT [16] U N BE O TR AL TR S T N BRI
PRI, TTRESBE AN B 2 AR B g, AR TR AN E S R .

TEBGERRIAR,  FBCM 0 Je N NBR A AR 3R AL T 3T s ). B BB vz S, AT AR S
LRI R AR AR B o AR IR RO H R N BRI S o WA B o — PRIk (1 A 3L
T, FLER I HH I RE sl A B 44 M, 3K Oy I 28 2% ] HR R B A AL SR 1) H L0 T R (9 2% 14 [17] - Haugh
(181 W4 B F IR A« LA AR AR P (BB E iERE, S AL AT R L . Upadhyay [19]8F 7T
T LR N 2 AR b L SRR RS R, PPl TNV AS T S R AL AN S 2 [ R &R . BEAT
R, VT TRES T80 AR HL S SR SRV 38 43 R SOt AR BRI I A R T S A, BRI RS
T o WHE[20] AAALSUAT I AL A FE R, W48 22 Br b A AL AR I AE BIE S b, ISER AR
JE FARBUE LS I T8 S b, RS S E A s S E R @A B 1B ES . bR A5 %,
WZE I I E U A N G k. B0, WSS T EIRRI T RS 58 a4, GhEimsa
BV DA R G R BRI B et o AR A IR B0 T FEE U L v 1 A S R AR R, R I 4% 1B A S AR
AL RIARE LI, ZWEE BN 2 ERE ML BEIFRAE9]. FREM K T[21]
Pl W EIRR—MIERIG, 2% FBABRALI” o MATEN )y, EANBREH A T M4 5L
I NBRAALIAT R R - BRAER T 1A 9K BN o k2 SR AT [22) /E A B B AU IREZL R, R R DA
W 8¢ g A 1 EL B R S R SRR

PRI e SR A I 25 A bR I BB 2 —, R — Rl J B BN 451 5 AT T . 5&an)
PR T AR, P AT DATE SRR AN 1 48 2 I D6 A0 1) AR B sl SO AT RO PPt . thah, S0
W2 USRI e B b, X SRR AAIEEAT BN . WA R P o] LA BIIX e Fie, H P2
()t ] DABEAT AU o 240 R [23] N2 AN 5 T 8 T A AT a5 7= A [ Ji R RS ), 48 HR AW 8 IR IRAT A1
M—LeRa iR, Hoh, BWAERTHEU SR, —ERE B4R T SO BRI B SO R R, B
IR R ST 2, R E MR B M NE . AR R PP8 kA B R A & R R
A3 P ) — SRR AL . B ARV R NN E, SZARERICAEAN NI #EES AN
V)P R 2 1R iR FH 6 SR S M Al AT 1R 1B SE 5 2 o), W AR RO R S AN R . S 3E[24]
T T AR FIE 5 8 F W AN 7 TH 25 SR W ot s 5 IRRRAE , JRTEUREERE b, 3R T 30l & pa e
PR 52, HRTER X ERE S A AN AL S SRR BB SO LR B, B AR — PR

3. Rt
3.1. IBpEZRR
Culpeper RGHEHAYN T HAZOR EEAILSRRRS, B35 1) EEAALRENE: £ KT
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LT, DAERE. SR A SIS A5 AT I 7. 2) BIRAALE RN A B e i 1h
NARHR T 3 T RIS o 3) THARANALI SRS (6 ] 5 AE B Ui vl NV AR I 1~ 75 SR A SR o 4) R B kgl
AL BEAT T BUY AL B SRS AN PRI SR R 3R i B SEBL. B) ALSBR . fENLIZIF
LB T BRRALS, I XTARA AL R AALIFE L T — R 5% sk . AR AS AL Bt Hh skms
BIEBWE . VXTI, BINKTT AR RN HERRAE R 8 15 sl sk S Bl 12 obs 5 it AR S BR (1 2
TINGMARIBC R, 8 SR AZ EREIE); EBLIH ANEOGE . AR OB = A QRS A
o S SRR, DR AR BRI 555060 75 O3 AL (U0 24 9 28 5 DI A P SR ANk IS, 245G AR izt I FH 3
ik P 2 SRR O 5 (B P AT TR 0] T iR =, B (8 TR A b Eefh AR RRTE(H H AR AN RIS 103 1 5K
IYBG R AMBURAE AL AR T B AIR(NTER . ATT e e AR, JUE, Bl
FEARPER)E 5 BB 2Rk AR AR AL 7, B AL A W S R A BRI &5« YR A AN AL 300 A il 4 35
M B A7 R FH AR Lo BE R FE M X 5 O s SRIBUR e R A RE, R B RE SRS s 7 (R s B
AT EA; ARICKTT A N6 s LR TR HCRE X 5 5 7 B BT IR R . R

3.2. WisRIAIRR

BETREXT Bilibili 555 R4 sk o R 1 5 A AN AL S SR AR o BT 7 A AL, G T RIS SRt
ATENE AT, BT RUR AN 1) Bilibili 315 5 60 TR AALSI RS ? 2) PR s RRE F Al
FIZANKL SRS R PR A4

3.3. ARIR

Bilibili 1Ey— 4~ EE R —REEE LA AL X, AP P 2.72 12,(2021 45514
ZfE). R4 QuestMobile (1%t it, Bilibili &1 [E 24 5 LU FER N SR IN TR « T #E1 R IER
HERUIG, RES@EEFRMEEE R, o S Sar kg i, KEERENS, BT FafimAs
PR, AT DUE B — SR AL RS . XA S BT AALIE S AR o . JEEY Bilibili 300 ERISE AL
AR R SRR (R 7 BB R - Bilibili b 1) 35 6 B4R 2 A d ik AR ) R £ BR A ARG R B S I 1, £E Bilibili
AR REAS NATE B WA TT DU I 3 BUP S SRR A ) B R Bl s oS . SRR, BE
ARSI, M. EREAER R PR, RN R SR I R I AT B SR . Dy T R A
WAV, Ak AR 0 2 LR ARdE: 1) $RIEIA S 50 5L by 2) — AN ) s R
500 o BN GO DLSCARTE R B IS, N T IR ER A R E A B s, 8 s A = R T
SCPIAN =, B IS 30 1) SR AR TR B AT R 2 b, DL AR B T DR 4 50t 1 v R R 1)
ik 77 s
34. RSB

BRI D ST AS 4 1 Bilibili B bRAEAT P s e AT R B S . FLUR, RS Culpeper FIAFLIREL 1S
MEZE, %t Bilibili 83 Hp {5 B A ALSR SRR 34T 7 38BN 40 2, ARG Btk s 2 Bilibili 33 AR
[E) AN AL 500 S PRI FH 485 51, 3R 70 A5 ) 42 SR 114 SR IR

4, ER57L
4.1. RFLIRRIRLE Bilibili 35 EE S Y5 FHFAE

HR¥E Culpeper FIAALILFNG 702K, YR T 100 2645 & 20 RN SR, Wk 1 FoR, [ VU415
(RIS P B AN AL S S AN LE— b, [ IS e BRI T L SR AR 1 A T 4L S W 3 7 7 1 AL i b SR F S P A 00
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Table 1. Frequency of the usage of impoliteness strategy

1 TALF RS IE R SN

BAALR G AR R ESOR A ALTE EREAALBORE ALBER R
73 40 10 5 0 128

WRYEGEE R T T DA AN AL SR, BB ANAL SRS, TR AN AL SR, R (R R AN
FLB SIS A LA A AL IS . AERX PR AL A b, B ANAL ISR 7 R f s H oAl sems, o
CTHRAALIANE " A R R BRI AL ISR 7, B ANE ALK 2 B LSS .
R 2 PR, BUHBMAA S FRT S, SR EL BB o IR A RV
1 B 3 b ic o Bilibili 5555 5 v A B e 19 o VS AR AN AL 300 SR 1) A5 AN T BB AN AL 30 5 2>
AL 3, IA/SFRIL RN, a2 “BIR” L BT, BRI . “RAUXTITRIE T . “H
B X 7 S AR AR ORER Y « “IEsRXTA R A “agd”, b “ BIEeR G 5 S v AT A
KIR” « “XTTIEEIZR” ARG REMLEIEIE 2 Bilibili #E T R e v ) = A A
ANFL 5 SR o T SOREE ) X AN AL 35 SR ) S B EAT Ui

Table 2. Frequency of the output strategy of positive impoliteness

= 2. FMMATLIRA RSN

TR EER—E 13
fi 4L =] 11
R 40 & bR 10
YN 9

% 7 BT R 8
PRI HoAth 42 7 7
HEBRAS 7 Fig sh 2 41 5
1 P M SRR R 1 = 5
UG AT TT 4
ARG A AIFTE 1

Table 3. Frequency of the output strategy of negative impoliteness

= 3. JHIRANFL SR H SR ER ST

B Ay 5 4 T P A ORI 11
RIS RN 9
AT B S 7
1RIUXS 77 i A5 ) 5
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ZHEARIER A A ARV R A SOHE, A ZTE, 0P 7 BEEMIRET A, EHA
P8 2 S bR SRS .

Bl 4: AR — DML R

TEB) 4 s RS ANAKRIESE B BE, HABRAHCESAAH, “MBFF7 —kinE 7T RE
BT, S8 B RAFRSMN, HH 1755 &SRR .

5. FHHOE R

TERAERES T, IR REARRA GG B I, %905 R % 4 LA NS ANET IR AL SR
FWSAR T A AR AR

% 6: PHF4 LA hotel

TEB] 6 s Kk E A “ K hotel” FRIFIIN EALE, #FE AR “BRiEdk” , W& s L, A
PRI Ath 44 =7 R AN AL 300 SR B 457 35 AN T o

B 7: ENKELAZAZEREE

SRR RN AR R R IR RIS T HEBR 7 TG Bl 2 A1 ) SRS A3 T T A A 2k R T
¥, SEBEBEAALI.

] 8: Tl # T R A Al

RAE AT FH W7 B SEF B)E 5 SR AT A AR, B 1 AR N AR AR TR o

B 9: ARAE WA B RUEE R E A B
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MR £SO Bilibili 56 & AR AE F T AALBURIS M 0t BEH PR EE . —J7
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