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Abstract

Research on mock impoliteness has expanded to multimodal interaction. Existing studies focus
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primarily on social functions and pragmatic strategies, while the meaning construction and cogni-
tive processing of jocular mockery in text-image interaction require further investigation. Drawing
on Conceptual Blending Theory, this study proposes an online blending model that incorporates
multimodal metonymy and multimodal metaphor. Visual signs, including internet stickers, are
treated as relatively independent cognitive inputs. The model examines how multimodal signs con-
flict and integrate. Across cases, verbal and visual content contributes to the construction of input
spaces and cues relevant structures from the Face-Threatening Frame and the Non-serious Frame.
Interactional context constrains the selective projection of these structures, through which the
emergent meaning of jocular mockery arises. The model therefore offers one possible approach to
text-image jocular mockery that complements social-functional accounts by addressing its mean-
ing-construction process.
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Table 1. Interactional data in Case 1

= 1. 20601 BEahiER

B REE/ &3/ . . . ZERSHR/
Turn Speaker Original text SR /English translation Multimodal description
01 Ul BRI KT ?  Who told you guys to bring umbrellas today? U1 R E 30

02 U2 LEYilipg Boyfriend 5% MK B 15 75 5

03 U3 @U2: %@ 4% —#E @U2: Dying of laughter A blow to the head N RIE TS
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Figure 1. Online conceptual blending model for text-sticker interactions
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Figure 2. Conceptual integration path of Case 1
E 2. =1 PSR SEE

Table 2. Interactional data in Case 2

2. =2 BEohiER

B REEH/ 234 ; . . ZHRSHR/
Turn Speaker Original text SSCRIPE/English translation Multimodal description

04 U4 LTHEZE No need to say more. XX T RFEAL

05 Us fH2? IREF@FET? 2 What? Did you retake the Gaokao? BRI R 2

X a4 E What major are you studying this time? -
y US5: Retake it once more, definitely not
@Us: EHK, @us : » definitely o
06 U4 . e studying Surveying and Mapping this time. —IE KR ER S
XX —E AL

Ud FEN A “Ef 2 57 MR “IREMIHY MR, FFPoRE R AR N
JR SRS IRMUEST. US SEks R My “EHmEE” , B BURANHBOL £ e F R, ikl
EEVRAE R T BUMAESE . 5 KAT R DS s A A 3 2 & 75 K[ 117

FAR B ROR G AL R AU EALTE AT 12 %%E’Jﬁ,w Bas 50T WA R AR RS . U4 752
BEPIMMANZRILER “Us IR RN A REE” X —RERR, RSN 1R “EE” JE
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Figure 3. Conceptual blending process of Case 2
Bl 3. =62 B SEETRE
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Table 3. Interactional data in Case 3

3. =613 BEFhiER

B REH B3/ E3'E )2 ) E2LF Y b))
Turn Speaker Original text English translation Multimodal description
Y- N i ‘7 e =)
07 U7 A T @ KR L3 Did I allow you to look? @ KN
Come take my shift.

08 U6 PR EART &  Working is absolutely out of the question. &  BEIEIRBTS
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Figure 4. Conceptual blending process of Case 3
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