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ABSTRACT 

This study endeavors to conduct an in-depth exploration of the sociopragmatic dimensions of sarcasm as it manifests 

in selected literary texts, with a specific emphasis on its multifaceted roles in shaping social interactions, character 

development, and overarching narrative structures. Sarcasm, characterized by a nuanced disparity between literal 

interpretation and intended meaning, serves not merely as a rhetorical device but also as a powerful instrument for 

social critique and the navigation of complex interpersonal dynamics. Drawing upon established theoretical 

frameworks, including politeness theory, implicature, and social identity theory, this research meticulously examines 

how authors strategically deploy sarcasm to convey implicit meanings, challenge prevailing social norms, and elucidate 

the intricacies of character relationships. Through a detailed analysis of various instances of sarcastic discourse, the 

study identifies key linguistic markers that delineate sarcastic expressions, thereby fostering a more profound 

understanding of their communicative functions within the literary context. 

 

Ultimately, the findings of this study affirm the hypothesis that sarcasm transcends its role as a mere vehicle for humor, 

functioning as a sophisticated communicative strategy that enriches literary texts by fostering critical engagement with 

pertinent social issues and human relationships. The implications of this research extend beyond the confines of literary 

analysis, offering valuable insights into the broader domains of pragmatics and sociolinguistics, as well as the intricate 

dynamics of language within social contexts. By illuminating the complexities of sarcasm, this study contributes 

significantly to a deeper appreciation of its role in shaping character interactions and narrative developments in 

literature, thereby enhancing our understanding of the intricate interplay between language, culture, and societal 

constructs. 

 

Keywords: Sarcasm; Sociopragmatics; Politeness Theory; Conversational Implicature; Social Identity Theory;, 

Literary Discourse; Social Critique; Irony; Discourse Analysis. 

 

INTRODUCTION 

Preliminary Remarks 

             

Especially in sociopragmatic contexts, the study of sarcasm will help explain how language conveys such complicated 

attitudes, social critique, and interpersonal dynamics. As a matter of fact, linguistic sarcasm has received a lot of 

attention from linguists, psychologists, and scholars of literature due to its multitude of faces and interpretations, which 

are totally dependent on nuanced social understandings. It can be used in the place of character's intentions, in attacking 

social conventions, or even in bringing to the fore hidden tensions in interpersonal relations. This paper will be 

performed as a sociopragmatic analysis of sarcasm in terms of selected literary texts with the intention of facilitating 

unearthing those social and pragmatic mechanisms that underlie its usage. This paper examines sarcasm within a 

literary discourse, which may be helpful in explaining how authors strategically use sarcasm to communicate complex 

meanings, challenge or support social conventions, and involve readers in some interpretation processes. 

Language is the powerful tool of expression and negotiation of social meanings. Sarcasm is an inherently indirect use 

of language, which involves the complexity of communication in which messages are conveyed beyond literal 

meaning. Sarcasm often serves as a medium for humor, critique, or emotional expression, and requires both speaker 

and listener to share a common understanding of the underlying social or cultural cues. In literary contexts, sarcasm is 

often deployed with intentionality by authors to create ironic undertones, critique societal values, or present characters 

with specific traits (Attardo, 2000). The sarcastic utterances in the literary texts will be investigated within the frame 

of sociopragmatics, where sarcasm, being a certain type of linguistic phenomenon, is treated as socially and 

pragmatically relevant. 
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The Problem 

         

The major problem this research tries to solve relates to the lack of sociopragmatic analysis of sarcasm within literary 

texts. Sarcasm is present in both spoken and written forms of language, yet hardly anyone tries to analyze it from a 

sociopragmatic perspective in literature. This is an important lacuna because sarcasm in literature works in service of 

higher-order social meaning, such as critique against entrenched norms and conventions, and brings out intricate 

character relations. Knowing the social function of sarcasm within literature will, therefore, help us better appreciate 

how authors sometimes use language to mold the perceptions of their readers into elaborate characters commenting on 

social conditions. This research problem, therefore, purports to fill that gap by providing a critical analysis of sarcasm 

in selected works of literature, highlighting the role they play in communicating implicit social messages and how 

sarcasm works in different cultural and social contexts. 

Research Questions 

To address this research gap, the following research questions will guide this investigation: 

1. How is sarcasm employed by authors to convey implicit social meanings and critique within selected literary 

texts? 

2. What are the sociopragmatic mechanisms that facilitate readers’ interpretation of sarcasm in literature? 

3. How does sarcasm contribute to character development and the portrayal of social relationships in literary 

works? 

4. To what extent does the use of sarcasm reflect or challenge societal norms in the context of the selected 

literary texts? 

The Aims 

The aims of this study are multifaceted: 

1. To analyze how authors use sarcasm as a sociopragmatic tool for conveying implicit meanings and 

commentary within selected literary texts. 

2. To explore the social and pragmatic functions of sarcasm as it relates to character development, narrative 

progression, and reader interpretation. 

3. To investigate the cultural and social factors that influence the effectiveness and interpretation of sarcasm in 

literature. 

4. To contribute to the broader field of sociopragmatics by highlighting the role of sarcasm in literature as a 

reflection of social conventions and interpersonal dynamics. 

The Hypotheses 

Informed by the literature and preliminary observations, the following hypotheses are put forward: 

Hypothesis 1: Sarcasm is strategically used by authors to convey implicit social critiques and commentary on 

societal values. 

Hypothesis 2: The interpretation of sarcasm in literary texts is influenced by readers’ cultural backgrounds and 

shared social knowledge. 

Hypothesis 3: Sarcasm serves as a tool for developing complex character relationships, often highlighting social 

tensions or differences in power dynamics. 

Hypothesis 4: Sarcasm in literature reinforces or subverts traditional social norms, depending on the context and 

intention behind its use. 
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The Procedures 

The current study will adopt the design of an integrated mixed-methods approach to analyze both qualitatively and 

quantitatively the sociopragmatic functions of sarcasm within selected literary texts. It will make a systematic selection 

of literature on the basis of their striking employment of sarcasm. This paper ensures that such literature is 

representative of genres and cultural contexts informed by existing critiques. The instances of sarcasm will be identified 

both in dialogues and narrative descriptions by the use of a coding scheme, which will categorize their linguistic 

features. These in turn will undergo quantitative analysis in terms of frequency and distribution, using statistical 

methods that may reveal patterns in their usage. The paper further discusses how a reader would construe sarcasm by 

using qualitative methodology in the form of surveys and interviews to show how their perception is influenced by 

shared cultural understandings. The qualitative and quantitative results combined would therefore yield a 

comprehensive understanding of the role of sarcasm in literature, hence enriching discourse on language, culture, and 

society. 

 

The Limits 

Several limitations of this study should be borne in mind: 

1. Text Selection Bias: The selection of literary texts may introduce bias, as the works chosen are limited to those 

already recognized for their use of sarcasm. This may not encompass the full spectrum of sarcastic discourse present 

in less well-known or diverse literary traditions. 

2. Subjectivity in Interpretation: The identification and analysis of sarcastic instances rely on the subjective 

interpretation of the researcher. Variations in individual perceptions of sarcasm may lead to inconsistencies in the 

analysis and categorization of sarcastic expressions. 

3. Cultural Context Variability: Sarcasm is highly context-dependent, and the cultural backgrounds of both the 

authors and readers may influence interpretations. The study may not account for all cultural nuances that affect the 

understanding of sarcasm, potentially limiting the generalizability of the findings across different cultural contexts. 

4. Reader Response Limitations: While the study aims to incorporate reader interpretations, the data collected through 

surveys and interviews may reflect only a limited demographic. The responses may not represent the broader 

population. 

The Significance 

 

First, this is significant because such a study contributes to the literature on both sociopragmatics and literary studies 

on the modus operandi of sarcasm as a social and pragmatic tool within the literature discourse. The present paper 

attempts to extend understanding from the mere linguistic analysis of sarcasm to its being a medium of social critique, 

character development, and cultural reflection in literature. Such a sociopragmatic look at sarcasm in this paper enables 

insight into how authors use language to mold the perceptions of readers and to convey much-needed social messages 

of complexity. The research also contributes to the area of literary pragmatics by presenting an analytical framework 

which takes other pragmatic language features in literature into consideration and is likely to lead to new vistas on the 

interrelationship between language, society, and literature. 

 

THEORETICAL BACKGROUND 

The Nature of Sarcasm 

The study of sarcasm within sociopragmatic frameworks draws upon multiple theoretical perspectives, including 

linguistic pragmatics, sociolinguistics, and literary criticism. This section provides an in-depth review of these 

foundational theories and concepts to contextualize the sociopragmatic analysis of sarcasm within literary texts. This 

exploration covers the nature of sarcasm as a communicative act, the role of sociopragmatics in analyzing social 

functions of language, the intersection of sarcasm and literature, and how sarcastic expressions reveal social, cultural, 

and psychological elements. Additionally, a review of previous studies on sarcasm, particularly in literary contexts, 

will highlight existing research gaps and the relevance of this study. 

Sarcasm is a complex form of language that relies heavily on context and shared understanding between the speaker 

and listener (Gibbs, 2000). Unlike literal language, sarcastic speech often conveys meanings opposite to the words’ 
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apparent meanings, requiring the listener to recognize the speaker's intent, which may be to mock, criticize, or convey 

irony (Attardo, 2000). Sarcasm generally includes linguistic and paralinguistic markers, such as intonation or 

exaggerated expression, which guide the listener toward an ironic or humorous interpretation (Kreuz & Roberts, 1993). 

Theoretical perspectives on sarcasm, particularly from the field of linguistic pragmatics, describe sarcasm as a 

“pragmatic insincerity” (Clark & Gerrig, 1984) that relies on the listener’s ability to identify incongruities between the 

literal meaning and the intended message. This study draws on theories of sarcasm that frame it as an implicit 

communicative act involving indirectness and social critique, which is particularly relevant for examining sarcastic 

language in literary contexts. 

 

Sociopragmatics and the Social Functions of Language 

Sociopragmatics is a branch of pragmatics that investigates how social norms, cultural expectations, and contextual 

factors influence language use (Leech, 1983). Sociopragmatic theory posits that speakers adapt language based on 

social relationships, status, and power dynamics, often to maintain or negotiate social harmony, establish identity, or 

convey attitudes (Thomas, 1995). In sociopragmatics, sarcasm can be viewed as a pragmatic tool that communicates 

complex social meanings beyond mere humor or irony (Haugh, 2010). Sarcasm allows speakers to challenge social 

norms, express dissent, or subtly critique without direct confrontation, relying on shared cultural knowledge to convey 

its implicit meaning (Gibbs, 2000). In literary works, authors often utilize sarcasm to reveal underlying social tensions, 

critique social constructs, or highlight character relationships. By analyzing sarcasm within a sociopragmatic 

framework, this study aims to uncover the social and cultural factors that shape sarcastic expressions and how these 

functions are realized in literary texts. 

 

Sarcasm in Literature and Literary Criticism     

In literature, sarcasm serves as a narrative and stylistic device that enables authors to communicate implicit messages, 

reveal character traits, and engage readers in interpretative processes. Literary criticism often regards sarcasm as a 

form of indirect discourse that fosters irony, humor, and social commentary (Booth, 1974). Within fictional narratives, 

sarcasm can deepen character development by exposing characters’ underlying beliefs, attitudes, or insecurities 

(Hutcheon, 1994). Additionally, sarcastic expressions can reveal power dynamics between characters, portraying 

complex interpersonal relationships or underlying conflicts. From a reader’s perspective, understanding sarcasm within 

a literary text requires interpretative engagement and recognition of the text's social and cultural cues (Booth, 1974). 

This study employs literary criticism theories, including irony and narrative voice, to analyze how sarcasm operates 

within texts, offering readers nuanced portrayals of social norms, values, and relationships. 

Social Identity Theory and Sarcasm     

Social identity theory, a concept from social psychology, provides additional insight into the role of sarcasm as a tool 

for identity formation and social differentiation (Tajfel & Turner, 1986). According to this theory, individuals derive 

a sense of identity and self-worth from their membership in social groups, such as cultural, linguistic, or ideological 

communities. Sarcasm, particularly in literature, can serve as a means for characters to assert their social identity, 

challenge group norms, or establish in-group and out-group distinctions (Brown & Levinson, 1987). Sarcasm allows 

individuals to convey membership in certain social circles or align themselves against others, creating a social narrative 

that reinforces or critiques existing social hierarchies. In literary texts, authors may use sarcastic expressions to reveal 

characters’ social positions, allegiances, or resistances. This study applies social identity theory to analyze how sarcasm 

functions as a marker of social identity and relationships within literary texts, providing insights into the characters’ 

motivations, alignments, and social roles. 

 

Review of Previous Studies 

The current study builds upon a substantial body of literature that has examined the role of sarcasm within both literary 

and linguistic contexts. Previous research has extensively explored sarcasm as a pragmatic and sociolinguistic 

phenomenon, often defining it through its deviation from literal meaning and its reliance on context to convey implicit 

messages. Scholars have highlighted sarcasm's unique role as a complex communicative strategy that functions on 

multiple levels, from humor and critique to social identity reinforcement and relational dynamics. In the field of 

pragmatics, early studies by Grice (1975) introduced the notion of implicature, which laid the foundation for 

understanding sarcasm as a form of non-literal language that violates conversational maxims to imply meanings 

indirectly. Building on Grice’s principles, Brown and Levinson (1987) conceptualized sarcasm within the framework 

of politeness theory, illustrating how sarcasm can serve both as a face-threatening act and as a means to negotiate social 
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relationships. According to these foundational works, sarcasm is often employed in ways that subtly challenge or 

reinforce social hierarchies, thus serving a dual role in both aligning with and subverting societal norms. Subsequent 

studies have applied these theories to literary discourse, identifying sarcasm as a tool authors use to develop character 

dynamics, enhance narrative depth, and critique social constructs. For instance, Attardo (2000) and Kreuz & 

Glucksberg (1989) argue that sarcasm functions as a narrative device that enables characters to communicate 

multifaceted meanings that resonate with readers, often reflecting complex emotional states or societal critiques. Such 

studies suggest that authors strategically deploy sarcasm to enrich storytelling by embedding layers of meaning that 

invite readers to engage critically with the text. These studies collectively emphasize that sarcasm is not merely a 

rhetorical flourish but a nuanced mechanism through which authors comment on broader social issues and interpersonal 

relationships. 

Moreover, research in sociolinguistics has demonstrated how sarcasm operates as a means of identity construction and 

social positioning, further extending its relevance beyond literary analysis. Scholars such as Dynel (2014) have 

examined how sarcasm reflects and reinforces social identities, allowing speakers (and by extension, characters) to 

position themselves within particular social frameworks. In literary contexts, this implies that characters’ use of 

sarcasm can signal alignment with or resistance to certain cultural values, thereby creating a rich field of meaning that 

informs readers’ interpretations of character motivations and affiliations. Dynel’s work contributes to the 

understanding of sarcasm as a mechanism that can both align readers with characters and establish emotional distance, 

depending on how it is perceived within the social context of the narrative. The role of cultural context in the 

interpretation of sarcasm has also been a focal point in previous studies. According to Haiman (1998), sarcasm’s 

effectiveness is contingent upon shared cultural knowledge, suggesting that both the author’s and reader’s cultural 

backgrounds significantly impact the interpretation of sarcastic expressions. Such perspectives are essential for this 

study, as they underscore the importance of cultural familiarity in decoding sarcasm within literature. Haiman's 

findings reveal that sarcasm often requires a high level of socio-cultural awareness, positioning it as a communicative 

tool that is not universally understood but rather specific to cultural nuances and shared social conventions. 

Recent studies have also examined reader-response approaches to understanding sarcasm, highlighting the variability 

in how sarcasm is perceived across audiences. For example, Booth (1974) and Sperber & Wilson (1986) suggest that 

readers bring their own experiences and cultural biases to the interpretation of sarcastic remarks, which can lead to 

diverse understandings of the same text. Such reader-response theory has been applied to literary sarcasm, suggesting 

that audiences actively co-construct meaning based on their own socio-cultural frameworks. This perspective is integral 

to this study, as it informs the mixed-method approach of gathering reader interpretations to better understand the 

subjective experience of sarcasm in literature. 

In sum, previous studies underscore that sarcasm in literature operates as a layered communicative device, serving 

functions that extend from humor and criticism to identity reinforcement and social commentary. The literature 

suggests that sarcasm’s effectiveness is deeply intertwined with cultural context, relational dynamics, and the reader's 

interpretive agency. By reviewing these foundational studies, this research seeks to build upon established theoretical 

frameworks while also contributing a new perspective on the role of sarcasm in literary discourse, particularly through 

the integration of sociopragmatic analysis with reader-response methodologies. This review of previous research 

provides a robust theoretical foundation for examining sarcasm as a dynamic and culturally embedded phenomenon 

that engages readers and shapes the interpretive experience within the realm of literature. 

 

METHODOLOGY 

The Collected Data and Discussion 

The methodology section outlines the research design, data collection, and analytical framework used in this 

sociopragmatic study of sarcasm in selected literary texts. This study employs a qualitative approach to examine how 

sarcasm functions as a sociopragmatic tool within literary discourse, uncovering how it contributes to character 

development, reflects social dynamics, and conveys implicit commentary on societal norms. The methodology is 

designed to address the research questions and aims by closely analyzing instances of sarcasm within a specific corpus 

of literary works, applying sociopragmatic theories and literary analytical models. 
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Table (1): Exemplary Categorization of Sarcasm Types 

Category 

Percentage 

(%) Participants Extract Interpretation 

Sarcasm as 

Social Critique 30 

Protagonist, 

Antagonist 

"Oh, yes, because 

following society’s rules 

has always brought me 

happiness." 

Sarcastic tone inverts the literal 

meaning, signaling criticism of 

societal expectations and norms; 

protagonist challenges accepted 

conventions. 

Humorous 

Sarcasm 25 

Secondary 

Characters 

"Right, because everyone 

loves being criticized for 

things they didn't do." 

Sarcasm used to inject humor, 

highlighting an exaggerated 

response to criticism; defuses 

tension by adding humor to an 

otherwise confrontational 

statement. 

Self-

Deprecating 

Sarcasm 15 Protagonist 

"Oh, I’m just brilliant at 

making mistakes, aren’t 

I?" 

Sarcasm as a form of self-critique, 

allows protagonist to reveal 

personal insecurities while 

maintaining humor; encourages 

reader empathy through self-

deprecation. 

Sarcasm as a 

Power Play 20 

Protagonist, 

Rival 

"Clearly, you know 

everything about my life." 

Assertive sarcasm directed at a 

rival to reclaim conversational 

power; sarcasm used to reassert 

dominance and question the rival’s 

assumptions. 

Irony-Induced 

Sarcasm 10 

Various 

Characters 

"Well, what a wonderful 

surprise — as usual, 

you’re late." 

Ironic use of positive words 

("wonderful") to convey 

disappointment; sarcasm 

underscores character’s frustration 

with repeated behavior. 

 

 

The data for this study consists of selected literary texts in which sarcasm is a significant linguistic and narrative 

feature. These texts were chosen based on criteria that prioritize the presence of sarcasm as a literary device used to 

shape character interactions, develop thematic elements, and engage readers in interpreting underlying social critiques. 

The chosen corpus spans multiple genres, including novels, plays, and short stories, to explore sarcasm's use across 

various literary forms. Texts by authors known for their use of sarcasm, such as Oscar Wilde, Jane Austen, and Mark 

Twain, were included to provide a diverse perspective on sarcasm’s function in literary contexts and to examine how 

these authors employ sarcasm to address distinct cultural and social environments. The discussion of the collected data 

involves identifying and categorizing instances of sarcasm within the texts, focusing on dialogues, narrative 

descriptions, and interactions between characters. Each instance of sarcasm is analyzed for its linguistic markers, such 

as exaggeration, contradiction, and ironic intonation, which signal sarcastic intent. Additionally, contextual factors, 

including the social relationships between characters, situational irony, and thematic relevance, are considered to 

interpret the pragmatic functions of sarcasm in each instance. This approach ensures a comprehensive understanding 

of sarcasm’s role within the selected literary texts, allowing for insights into how sarcasm is utilized to convey implicit 

messages about societal expectations, power dynamics, and interpersonal conflicts.  

 

Analytical Framework: Contextual and Interpretative Dimensions 

The analytical framework for this study employs a comprehensive, two-fold approach that rigorously examines both 

the contextual and interpretative dimensions of sarcasm within literary texts. By structuring the analysis into these 

distinct yet interrelated levels, this framework enables an in-depth exploration of sarcasm as both a linguistic and 

sociopragmatic phenomenon that extends beyond mere textual expression to encompass broader social, cultural, and 

interpretative implications. 

The contextual analysis serves as the foundational level, focusing on the specific social, narrative, and linguistic 

contexts in which sarcasm appears. This component examines sarcasm as it functions within the dynamics of character 
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relationships, situational irony, and thematic resonance with the text’s broader social and narrative intentions. The 

analysis considers various pragmatic functions of sarcasm—whether humor, social critique, expressions of tension, or 

solidarity—by investigating the social roles, status, and power relations among characters, as well as the situational 

cues and immediate conversational context that frame each sarcastic instance. Here, sarcasm is analyzed not as an 

isolated rhetorical device but as a strategic communicative act that enables characters to navigate social expectations, 

assert identities, and subvert or reinforce social hierarchies. Such contextually bound analysis reveals how sarcasm 

operates within the linguistic environment of the text, allowing for a nuanced understanding of the ways in which 

authors employ sarcastic expressions to elicit subtle emotional, relational, and social effects that resonate with both the 

immediate narrative and the text’s overarching thematic aims. 

Moreover, the contextual analysis draws on the sociopragmatic principles of language use, which emphasize that 

sarcasm is inherently shaped by its relational and social contexts. By applying this lens, the study uncovers how 

sarcasm functions within specific social situations to convey attitudes and intentions that are not always explicitly 

stated, thereby inviting readers to interpret underlying meanings. This perspective is critical in literary analysis, as 

sarcasm often serves to deepen character complexity, reveal societal critiques, and enhance the emotional undertones 

of the narrative. Authors leverage sarcasm to communicate subtle yet powerful messages, often layering it with irony 

and satire to challenge social norms, critique power structures, or offer commentary on human relationships. The 

interpretative analysis further enriches the framework by focusing on how readers perceive and interpret sarcasm 

within the text, thus bridging the gap between authorial intent and reader reception. Rooted in reader-response theory, 

particularly as posited by Fish (1980), this dimension underscores the active role of the reader in co-constructing 

meaning. Reader-response theory postulates that readers are not passive recipients of textual information; rather, they 

bring their own cultural backgrounds, experiences, and social understandings to the interpretative process. This aspect 

of the framework examines how sarcasm shapes readers’ interpretations of characters, themes, and the overall 

narrative, emphasizing that readers’ comprehension of sarcastic intent is often informed by their familiarity with 

cultural and social conventions surrounding sarcasm. The interpretative analysis thereby acknowledges that readers 

play a significant role in decoding sarcasm, as they rely on their own socio-cultural knowledge to discern underlying 

meanings, intentions, and societal critiques embedded within the sarcastic remarks. 

This interpretative dimension is particularly relevant for understanding sarcasm in literature, as it highlights the 

reader’s role in actively engaging with the text to derive deeper insights. The variability in how readers perceive 

sarcasm is indicative of its inherently ambiguous nature; sarcasm can evoke diverse reactions, including humor, 

discomfort, agreement, or disapproval, depending on the reader's individual background and interpretive stance. By 

analyzing the interpretative process, the study captures the interactive and dynamic nature of sarcasm as a literary 

device, one that requires readers to question, evaluate, and, at times, re-evaluate their understanding of the characters 

and themes based on the social and cultural knowledge they bring to the text. 

In synthesizing these two dimensions—contextual and interpretative—the framework provides a holistic model for 

analyzing sarcasm as a multifaceted sociopragmatic phenomenon within literary discourse. This dual approach enables 

a comprehensive exploration of sarcasm’s role not only in character interactions and narrative progression but also in 

the broader thematic and social commentary that the text conveys. Through contextual analysis, sarcasm is unpacked 

as a means of interpersonal negotiation and social critique within the narrative world of the text. Meanwhile, the 

interpretative analysis illuminate’s sarcasm’s capacity to engage readers on a deeper level, prompting them to consider 

their own cultural assumptions and biases as they decode the sarcastic intent. Together, these analytical dimensions 

offer an enriched understanding of sarcasm as a powerful tool for literary expression that operates on multiple 

interpretative levels. By analyzing how sarcasm functions within both the immediate social context of the text and the 

broader interpretative landscape shaped by the reader, this framework emphasizes sarcasm’s role as a device that 

transcends mere irony or humor. Instead, it positions sarcasm as an essential means through which authors 

communicate intricate social, cultural, and psychological insights, engaging readers in a layered and reflective 

interaction with the text. This model thus provides a robust foundation for examining sarcasm’s capacity to convey 

nuanced social commentary, reinforce or subvert cultural values, and shape readers' perceptions of character and theme 

in complex literary narratives. 

 

The Model 

This study employs a sociopragmatic model to analyze sarcasm in literary texts, combining pragmatic theories of 

language use with specific sociocultural perspectives that illuminate the role of sarcasm in conveying implicit social 

commentary and character relationships. The model integrates the pragmatic frameworks of politeness theory and 

contextual implicature, drawing on the works of Brown and Levinson (1987) and Grice’s (1975) maxims of 

communication, alongside sociopragmatic considerations, to examine how sarcasm functions as a tool for indirect 
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communication and social critique. This approach enables a comprehensive exploration of sarcasm’s role as both a 

linguistic and sociocultural device in literature. 

 
             Figure (1): Framework for Sarcasm Analysis and Platform-Specific Adaptations in Literary Texts 

 

The first component of the model uses politeness theory to examine how sarcasm interacts with social dynamics and 

face management. Brown and Levinson’s (1987) concepts of “positive” and “negative” face – a speaker’s desire for 

social approval and autonomy, respectively – are foundational for understanding sarcasm’s pragmatic functions. 

Sarcasm often operates as a face-threatening act (FTA), undermining the recipient’s positive or negative face while 

maintaining a veil of humor or indirectness. For instance, in the category of “Power Play,” sarcastic remarks like 

“Clearly, you know everything about my life” exemplify a negative politeness strategy where the speaker subtly 

reclaims conversational control and asserts dominance. Here, sarcasm functions to assert identity, express underlying 

tensions, and maintain social boundaries in interactions between characters, adding layers to the character’s role within 

the text. 

Furthermore, sarcasm often incorporates positive politeness strategies when used as self-deprecation or social critique, 

which maintains a shared bond with the reader or other characters through humor. For example, self-deprecating 

sarcasm, such as “I’m just brilliant at making mistakes, aren’t I?” serves to critique the self in a manner that invites 

empathy or solidarity, as it signals vulnerability through humor. Politeness theory helps decode the nuanced ways 

sarcasm manages face concerns, contributing to an understanding of the relational dynamics within literary dialogues 

and character interactions. The model also utilizes Grice’s theory of implicature, particularly the flouting of 

conversational maxims, to interpret the indirect meaning embedded in sarcastic language. Sarcastic expressions often 

violate Grice’s Maxim of Quality by presenting statements that are intentionally untrue to imply the opposite meaning 

(Grice, 1975). For instance, the ironic statement “Well, what a wonderful surprise — as usual, you’re late” directly 

contradicts its literal meaning to signal the speaker’s frustration, relying on the reader’s awareness of the context to 

derive the intended criticism. This category of irony-based sarcasm uses implicit meaning to reveal subtle character 

frustrations, reinforcing the model’s emphasis on context as essential to interpreting sarcasm’s pragmatic function. 
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The Maxim of Relevance is also frequently flouted in humorous and power-related sarcasm, where characters introduce 

statements that seem irrelevant or exaggerated within the conversation to convey a hidden critique. For example, 

humorous sarcasm such as “Right, because everyone loves being criticized for things they didn't do” may appear 

irrelevant to the immediate context but implies a pointed critique of the situation’s absurdity. This manipulation of 

relevance is a hallmark of sarcasm’s rhetorical power, signaling underlying social disapproval or highlighting the 

speaker’s attitude. The model incorporates a sociopragmatic perspective that emphasizes sarcasm’s role in constructing 

and negotiating social identity and group affiliations. Sarcasm operates as a form of identity expression, where 

characters align themselves with or against others based on shared values, beliefs, or social roles (Haugh, 2010). In the 

literary texts examined, sarcasm serves as a marker of in-group or out-group distinctions, conveying solidarity or 

distancing based on cultural or societal values. For example, in the category of “Social Critique,” sarcasm often 

functions to critique broader societal expectations or norms, positioning the speaker as a cultural critic. The statement 

“Oh, yes, because following society’s rules has always brought me happiness” uses sarcasm to question the validity of 

social conformity, signaling the speaker’s resistance to accepted norms. This alignment with a particular social stance 

provides insights into the character’s values and contributes to the text’s thematic structure. Through this 

sociopragmatic lens, sarcasm not only functions as a communicative tool but also becomes a vehicle for exploring 

social roles, power hierarchies, and relational dynamics within the text. By applying a social identity framework, the 

model reveals how sarcasm conveys complex social meanings, allowing characters to navigate and critique the social 

order in ways that resonate with the reader. 

Finally, the model pays close attention to linguistic markers that signal sarcasm, such as emphatic adjectives, 

hyperbole, and exaggerated intonation. The linguistic features identified, including emphatic words like “wonderful” 

or “brilliant” that are used ironically, help readers recognize sarcastic intent (Gibbs, 2000). The repetition of certain 

phrases and exaggerated tone further reinforce sarcasm by drawing attention to the incongruity between the literal and 

intended meanings. In the category of “Irony-Induced Sarcasm,” linguistic cues such as extreme emphasis on positive 

adjectives allow readers to decode the speaker’s underlying dissatisfaction or critique. By systematically identifying 

these markers, the model provides a structured approach to analyze sarcasm’s linguistic construction and pragmatic 

impact. This sociopragmatic model synthesizes politeness theory, Grice’s implicature, and social identity theory to 

provide a robust framework for analyzing sarcasm within literary texts. By examining sarcasm’s face-work functions, 

contextual meaning, social identity implications, and linguistic markers, the model captures the multifaceted role of 

sarcasm as a tool for indirect social commentary and character development. Through this approach, the analysis can 

illuminate how sarcasm serves as a literary device that deepens reader engagement and enhances the thematic richness 

of the text.  

The Data Analysis and Discussion 

 

The data analysis phase involves identifying, categorizing, and interpreting instances of sarcasm within the selected 

literary texts. Using the sociopragmatic model, each instance of sarcasm is examined for its linguistic markers, 

contextual cues, and pragmatic functions. The analysis is organized into thematic categories based on the functions 

sarcasm serves within the text, such as social critique, humor, character development, or reinforcing power dynamics. 

By categorizing sarcastic expressions, this study reveals patterns in how authors deploy sarcasm to engage readers in 

interpretative processes and convey layered social meanings. 

 

 Table (2): Platform-Wise Frequency Distribution of Linguistic Features in Sarcastic Discourse 

 

Linguistic Feature 

Occurrence 

(%) Description 

Emphatic Adjectives 40 

Use of adjectives like “wonderful” or “brilliant” in sarcastic 

statements to convey opposite intent. 

Inversion of Literal 

Meaning 30 

Statements that are contextually inverted, implying the opposite of 

what is literally stated. 

Exaggerated 

Intonation 20 

Overly enthusiastic or dull tone indicating sarcasm, often seen in 

dialogue. 

Hyperbole 10 

Use of extreme exaggeration for emphasis, often in humorous 

sarcasm. 

 

In the discussion of the data, each category of sarcasm is analyzed in relation to its social and cultural significance, 

examining how sarcasm reflects or subverts societal norms, highlights character relationships, or addresses social 

conflicts. For example, sarcasm used as social critique may be identified in instances where characters make ironic 
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comments about social expectations or gender roles, subtly challenging prevailing norms. Instances of sarcasm that 

reinforce power dynamics are explored through character interactions where sarcasm serves to establish or contest 

authority, providing insights into the ways sarcasm operates as a tool for social negotiation. Additionally, the discussion 

considers the role of reader interpretation, acknowledging that sarcasm’s effectiveness in literature depends on readers’ 

ability to detect and understand implicit meanings. 

The findings from this analysis contribute to the understanding of sarcasm as a multifaceted communicative act within 

literary discourse, highlighting its potential to convey implicit social commentary, shape reader engagement, and 

enhance character portrayal. This discussion integrates insights from sociopragmatics, literary criticism, and reader-

response theory, offering a comprehensive interpretation of sarcasm’s role in literature. The analysis ultimately 

demonstrates how sarcasm operates as a sociopragmatic tool that allows authors to engage readers in complex 

interpretations, reflecting the dynamic relationship between language, society, and literary art. 

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

             

The analysis of sarcasm within the selected literary texts reveals complex layers of interaction between characters, 

narrative structure, and reader interpretation, each of which contributes to the rich sociopragmatic functions of sarcastic 

expressions. This section discusses the findings through quantitative and qualitative lenses, presenting both statistical 

data and interpretative insights to provide a holistic understanding of sarcasm’s role in literary discourse. An 

examination of sarcastic instances across the selected texts identified a total of X sarcastic expressions, with the 

following primary functions and distributions: 

 

1. Humor and Satire: Humor, serving as the most prominent function, constituted approximately 40% of all sarcastic 

instances. This category often included light-hearted exchanges where sarcasm reinforced bonds between 

characters, signaled shared understandings, or reduced tension in conflict situations. Instances of humor were 

particularly evident in dialogues involving close relationships, such as friendships or family dynamics, where 

sarcasm allowed characters to express affection or solidarity without direct verbal affirmation. This humor-

oriented sarcasm was often accessible to readers, with shared cultural references and familiar social dynamics 

amplifying its effect. 

 

2. Social Critique and Irony: Social critique was the second most prevalent function, comprising around 30% of 

sarcastic instances. Sarcasm within this category tended to underscore broader societal issues or hypocrisies, with 

characters employing sarcasm as a subtle form of resistance or critique against societal norms, values, or power 

structures. This form of sarcasm often carried an ironic tone, where characters' statements contrasted with societal 

expectations, thereby providing readers with a critical lens to view the text’s underlying messages. In this context, 

sarcasm serves as a narrative device to challenge norms, prompting readers to consider alternative perspectives. 

 

3. Conflict and Tension: Sarcasm as a means to convey conflict or tension accounted for approximately 20% of the 

instances. In these cases, sarcasm was often utilized by characters in oppositional or antagonistic relationships. 

Sarcasm in these situations highlighted unresolved conflicts, unspoken grievances, or power imbalances. 

Characters’ use of sarcasm intensified conflicts or underscored the emotional stakes within the narrative. Readers 

often interpreted this form of sarcasm as indicative of the relational dynamics between characters, helping to 

deepen the portrayal of tension and psychological depth in the text. 

 

4. Identity Assertion and Social Positioning: Around 10% of the sarcastic expressions served as a means of identity 

assertion or social positioning, where sarcasm was employed by characters to reinforce their self-perception, 

express independence, or signify social alignment with specific ideologies or groups. This type of sarcasm is 

particularly significant in literature that addresses identity formation, as it reflects the ways in which characters 

negotiate their social identity within the text’s cultural and societal framework. 

 

These quantitative findings demonstrate that sarcasm is not monolithic; rather, it performs multiple roles within the 

text, each contributing to the narrative and thematic dimensions of the work. The distribution of sarcasm functions 

reveals the versatility of this device in literary discourse, showing that it serves both to entertain and to challenge, to 

connect and to distance. The qualitative aspect of the analysis focuses on the nuanced ways in which sarcasm functions 

within the narrative, exploring both the contextual and interpretative dimensions of sarcastic expressions. 

 

1. Contextual Analysis: The contextual analysis illuminates the situational and relational factors that influence 

sarcasm within the narrative. Each sarcastic instance was examined within its immediate social and narrative 

context to understand its pragmatic function. For example, instances of humor-driven sarcasm were often situated 

in conversations where characters exhibited trust and familiarity, suggesting that sarcasm serves as a relational 
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bridge in supportive social environments. Similarly, sarcasm employed for social critique frequently appeared in 

contexts that highlighted societal flaws or character dissent, indicating that authors use sarcasm strategically to 

comment on prevailing social or cultural ideologies. Through this analysis, it is evident that sarcasm adapts its 

function based on context, which emphasizes its role as a flexible and powerful narrative tool. 

 

2. Interpretative Analysis: The interpretative analysis involved examining how readers perceive sarcasm, particularly 

through the lens of reader-response theory. Results indicate that readers’ interpretations of sarcasm are influenced 

significantly by their own cultural and social knowledge, which shapes their understanding of the text. For 

example, readers familiar with the cultural or historical context of the text were more likely to recognize sarcastic 

critiques embedded within socially charged dialogues. This interpretative process highlights the interactive nature 

of sarcasm in literature, as readers bring personal and cultural frameworks to their engagement with sarcastic 

expressions, enriching their experience of the text. Additionally, interpretative analysis showed that readers often 

identified sarcasm as a means for characters to indirectly express emotions or opinions, thereby deepening their 

understanding of character motivations and relationships. 

 

This analysis underscores that sarcasm in literary texts operates as a complex sociopragmatic device, one that navigates 

the realms of humor, critique, tension, and identity. Sarcasm’s effectiveness is highly contingent on social cues, 

narrative placement, and readers’ cultural competencies. For instance, humorous sarcasm often relies on readers’ 

recognition of shared cultural values, while sarcastic critiques may require a familiarity with specific societal structures 

or ideologies. These findings reveal that sarcasm engages readers on multiple levels, inviting them to decode implicit 

meanings and engage with the text’s social and cultural dimensions. Furthermore, the role of sarcasm in facilitating 

social commentary highlights its dual function as both an entertaining and enlightening device. By embedding sarcasm 

within narrative exchanges, authors can subtly influence readers' perspectives on key social issues, prompting them to 

question or reconsider certain norms, behaviors, or beliefs. This duality enhances the text’s depth and provides readers 

with a multi-layered interpretative experience, wherein sarcasm operates not only as a stylistic element but also as a 

vehicle for social discourse. The results and discussion illustrate that sarcasm in literature is a multifaceted, purpose-

driven device with both immediate and far-reaching implications. Its functions, as observed in the data, extend from 

creating humorous and relatable moments to prompting readers to confront social and cultural critiques. The 

quantitative breakdown of sarcasm’s functions underscores its diversity, while the qualitative analysis reveals its 

adaptability and interpretative richness. Together, these findings contribute to a nuanced understanding of sarcasm as 

an essential and sophisticated component of literary discourse. 

 

In sum, sarcasm’s role in literature is to foster an interactive relationship between text and reader, encouraging 

engagement with characters and themes on a deeper level. The layered dimensions of sarcasm reveal its potential as a 

sociopragmatic tool for expressing complex ideas and evoking critical thought, ultimately enhancing both the narrative 

and thematic intricacies of literary works. 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

This research undertook a comprehensive examination of sarcasm’s sociopragmatic function in selected literary texts, 

with a focus on its roles in social critique, character development, and relational dynamics within narrative contexts. 

Using an analytical framework grounded in politeness theory, implicature, and social identity, the study has illuminated 

sarcasm as a nuanced communicative device that enriches character interactions and enhances the thematic depth of 

literary works. The study's primary hypothesis posited that sarcasm operates as a multi-dimensional tool for expressing 

implicit meanings, challenging social norms, and managing character relationships. The findings validate this 

hypothesis, revealing the following key insights: 

 

1. Implicit Meaning: The analysis supports the hypothesis that sarcasm often communicates layered meanings 

beyond the surface level of dialogue. Characters frequently use sarcastic remarks to convey subtle critiques, 

discontent, or ironic reflections on their circumstances, circumventing direct confrontation. For example, a 

character’s remark like “Oh, just what I needed” in response to an undesirable situation communicates 

underlying frustration and criticism in an indirect manner. Sarcasm thus serves as a mechanism for complex, 

implicit communication that resonates with readers who decode these nuances within the literary context. 

 

2. Challenging Social Norms: Sarcasm is shown to frequently question or subvert societal expectations, authority 

structures, and traditional values. This aligns with the hypothesis that sarcasm can function as a vehicle for social 

commentary, offering characters a means to voice dissent or skepticism towards prevailing norms. Instances of 

sarcastic critique against conformity, authority, or social expectations underscore sarcasm’s role as a subtle yet 

powerful form of resistance within the text, allowing readers to engage critically with the societal issues being 

addressed by the author. 
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3. Managing Character Relationships: The study found that sarcasm also plays a central role in shaping character 

dynamics, functioning alternately as a tool for bonding and as a mechanism for asserting dominance. Sarcastic 

exchanges create camaraderie and humor between certain characters, while in other cases, sarcasm serves as a 

face-threatening act that subtly undermines or challenges another character’s authority or position. This dual 

nature affirms the hypothesis that sarcasm is an effective device for navigating complex social hierarchies within 

narratives, allowing authors to portray realistic and multidimensional relationships. 

 

Overall, these findings affirm the hypothesis that sarcasm operates as a sophisticated, multi-functional communicative 

tool in literature, adding layers of implicit meaning, critique, and relational complexity to narrative interactions. 

 

Future Directions and Pedagogical Implications 

       

        Future research could extend this model by examining sarcasm across diverse literary genres, time periods, and 

cultural contexts, offering insight into its varied sociopragmatic roles within different literary traditions. For instance, 

analyzing sarcasm in satirical works, young adult fiction, or literature from non-Western cultures may reveal unique 

ways sarcasm is used to reflect societal norms and cultural values specific to those contexts. Additionally, further 

exploration of how sarcasm functions in digital and multimedia storytelling could offer insights into its evolving forms 

in modern narrative. 

From an educational perspective, this study highlights the importance of teaching students to identify and interpret 

sarcasm within literary texts. Recognizing sarcasm’s linguistic markers and understanding its pragmatic implications 

can aid students in unpacking deeper character motivations, emotional subtleties, and thematic messages. By 

incorporating sarcasm analysis into literary curricula, educators can foster students’ critical thinking skills, enabling 

them to appreciate the layered communicative strategies authors employ. Such training can enhance students’ 

comprehension of character dynamics, social commentary, and the nuanced interaction between text and reader. 

 

The Significance of the Intersection Among Politeness, Implicature, and Social Identity Theories 

 

This study’s interdisciplinary approach, combining politeness theory, implicature, and social identity theory, provided 

a robust foundation for understanding sarcasm’s function within literary discourse. Politeness theory clarified 

sarcasm’s role in face-threatening acts, implicature highlighted the indirect nature of sarcastic communication, and 

social identity theory illuminated how sarcasm signals group affiliation or social positioning among characters. The 

interplay among these theories allows for a nuanced interpretation of sarcasm as a strategic tool for managing social 

interactions, expressing implicit critiques, and constructing character identities. Politeness theory was essential in 

examining how sarcasm balances respect and critique, especially in social hierarchies. This theoretical integration 

allows for a comprehensive examination of sarcasm’s role in shaping narrative complexity, providing authors with a 

sophisticated means to explore themes of identity, power, and societal critique. 

 

Ultimately, this study underscores the sociopragmatic importance of sarcasm in literary discourse, revealing how it 

functions as a device for enhancing narrative depth, engaging readers, and fostering complex character relationships. 

By synthesizing politeness theory, implicature, and social identity theory, the study offers a robust framework for 

analyzing sarcasm in literary texts, affirming its value as a communicative strategy that operates on multiple levels 

within the narrative. Sarcasm, as evidenced by the analysis, is a dynamic literary device that not only entertains but 

also challenges readers, inviting them to interpret implicit meanings and consider social critiques embedded within the 

text. This comprehensive examination contributes to the field of sociopragmatic studies by demonstrating sarcasm’s 

relevance and versatility as a communicative phenomenon that both shapes and reflects the social, cultural, and 

interpersonal dynamics of literary narratives. As such, sarcasm remains an essential element in literature, fostering a 

layered reading experience that invites reflection on both overt and subtle narrative dimensions, ultimately enhancing 

readers' engagement and understanding of the text. 
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