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Abstract

As an emerging linguistic phenomenon, CMC (Computer-Mediated Communication) has attracted
more and more attention, but little research has addressed the phenomena of “nonsense responses”.
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In order to summarize this phenomenon and find out the reasons behind it and the meaning of it,
this paper collects “nonsense responses” from Douban (Z3§), a widely used app, and counts differ-
ent types of “nonsense responses”, namely repetition, enlargement, explanation and negation, re-
ferring to conversations under various topics. This study aims to expand the current research on
online communication and explore the use of “nonsense responses” in conflict talks in online com-
munication from the perspective of interpersonal relationships.
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W28 22 bR IE I TR AR SSBAR . IR LR BEHT A bRiE s, W RS B E
ASE 2 F A, AT BB M8 PR R E B . B AR 2 4alk. RIEHRE. £ 5
W8 AZ PR BRI ST AR s NATTER I T FLIR WX 48 5 A M LB T8 5 0 o3 I A A J DA g T BB ] B A ) 7 2
W28 AZ B o — FoB M AR S BBl 75 3, I ZI 2O NATHR B8 B2 1) B RARB R 2 6. [FI, W28
Pt AT EAR . A ERAT 24 7R . W28 A2 B i N9 5 (A A2 — N B EE I e, AR 7 M4
#or G b, RVEIR ARG . B iE R E & P B PR b A ELHE T, Wi T S PRl
MR AL B BTSRRI R AL, FIRAT IR Skt — 2 REBE B A8, I 1 s B

PERFERSCEIRM AT —AELR,  “RWESCET , bR “TEE N, R B R RS
WERTETE HIL. KT ME TR P SRE R CER TIFEM o, (AT “TE BRI Wi RALE
DL T, AW FUEE IR I TN A BRI “Te R SRS TERE, R ISR A B
AERITER, DU R 9 2% 2 Bt FEAL S

2. Xkt
2.1. PI4K3ZBR

W28 AT A R AEAE BRI ARSI L H0 R AT 45 WY 28 B BT 7 AR (R A T B AT A bR 3l 4%
A PRI AFE MR SR, BlanscT- Bl SR, R AT DUE S & M i, Bl
Wiy FHL PARERSE . ARG A 7 3ATH AR PR AT BB —3 4, AATTRT DU I R 2% 58
FRoRIREEE . BV BER. 2F4%. RIAERE. i AP RE 7 MR E 5 KRR DL E
& S G 25 0d B BRI AR 7 . ELIBCR AT I 5 Al S0, Bl . o R R OR AR
FFH 4 SR 55, AR M bR R G 5 2. 1B S MR C AW T ESRIE S E
FH P RRTEAE I [1] . [RIES, X828 BRAE 9 — M X At 2 58l 773, sk B AN X 0 AATTFEAS [R] g
[ B3R AL T B8 2 10 R EIA M2 H] [2] o Herring W28 A2 BREAT T 4328, SR 58 4 M 73 BT IR 28 g 4 16 28 28
[3]. XN RAK RAHE T LN ER: & HEM (Interactional level): 38 BRI /& 5 5 & 28 T i
R 57, Flinihie. #He. &%, &2 H 3 8i(Seech act level): 72 HE MRS 5HEZ R+
Pt i AR AR B A, BIEGE . RN fRRESESE . X E (Linguistic level): R HIEFRIES
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HERAEZRPEH K EAAESER, fllnEik, Wit EHESE. ZZH X (Social level): 22 H X%+
(1722 5 &5 ACT T P R B (AL S ASCARHE, Gl and 7l L AR08 L s R A7 B 55 5% . 28 B (Media level):
LHBEN RS 5 F AR P I BAAGEATEX, Flnd FlssE. BRE WInS5E. X T1E
GURITHIRI T BB, W28 AE bRl B e B L AR ok I, & O T R 9T B [4] [5] (Taguchi, 2011;
Plough & Banerjee, 2018).

[FIS, P28 AZ Bn et AT AR, A5 BEFIAT A 1 REm . AT R B HE0, BT I8 BRIk
FLEZ R, FRATAT DR AT B R4 XA b B 07 VR R 58 R AN 78 IRAE A HAS IR A, g2 ) H.
TP 1 38 5 45 A s ANE B 2 AT S R A I IR B TR [6] 0 59— RUF 70 38 i ok T 4k A AR o] 5
Mg NATFE AL S Rk B CR W T7 20, RIS A mT A4S 8 e b B0 W N BB 5 KRR H CHIEE
{H 7] B P BUR L REAN R 2 WA N SEIMGTER, AR S rE ) “UiBRIRE " [7]. X —#FFeiRmedkAl, 78
A AR, FEEEACKWEAT, DL B A NS R L . X M2 52 briE 5 IR 7t R
RUFRERIEF DG, W “REFTS” [8], WM T IHRIE MM, WE s L, arLE K
2T bR AR P — AT 9B, SRABEATHT ) 2 BT AT AT

2.2. LRI BRH SR TR TR

IR 28 22 B R IR 5 8 2 — AN E B AL AU . SR, TEMIZEF & b, i SR T TR A AN Tk ST,
I H A M2 1) K, X IR AER T . B PR F AR 5 80T 100 RO T Tl 2 1) (1 N B o
X, UWRZ5FZEMMLAF, BFMELIARRE. MK, Mm-S ENBRaE 1) K9] .
Spencer-Oasey A\ A, #E2BUR EEGFEHATH[10]: —=& TR, XEREFEINE CMNIZZET
LN, MAZMANIRAE, HFESEAZMARE. B ARKAN, fERWEE . T EiEREF
SRR, it IRA AN FNSZ 55T ORISR SR PR R 2 AR, XA, 502 07 MR
B AR, T o R RIETE S HARE E ) XORFIE[11].

IS RPEIEE, BRATTLUE 2GS EMSX —EN T CE K E. LY, WBEE K
HEZ T2, Z25FHMERZMEFN. WEFERUAE S TIHHE T XRRHE =255,
AT, 45 =072 5 FH ARV RO AT TR, BN 7T, RN T, 58
XFFT S R 9]

2.3. MBIZBRPHIABRXRERE

AL T FH 25 (A% O 2 —[12] (MR3712, 2008). Leech #EiE T Grice & B M R DY /M 4%
TSN & H A8 S 71 [13]. Spencer-Oaty #2H T — & FANFF Brown A1 Levinson FITH T-F £ [14]
F1 Leech AL 50 R U O AL SR A, BTS¢ 285 FRAR Y (Rapport Management Model, RMM) [10] [15]. 2%F1#
MIEF AL AZIHL, Spencer-Oaty \Jy, AMIMEHESALICREH AR KRR, AR A T2
Brown #l Levinson B XTI FHIF K. #TF 2, RREABANA, WFHARABRKRBET, B
A FE AL A T ORY 1, W28 T AR R HART . BRI S, A8 E FA AL
U, AR B R RGBT E, T2 2% B3 26 A0 B IR SIS s 24 V8 38 5 e BBt (m] i
AT 2P ik SRR IR A 1 N Bk & [13]

TEMZE R, NATEEBA X T A ML, RIS AG AT S . G SRR 0 2 5 o o g 7 ke R
UEAER AR, 7 S AT REAE R 2% th 3R A5 B8 2 AL S8 R A HIE B SRR [16] o 78 2 MR B 018 Hh 1 55 W
T 10 A ) 28 1 358 o 1) T T TR A7 A — Re AR RR A, (HL 55 W3 2R A BT R AR [17] b4, 7E 28 52 B )
HE, WaBR R DARE 70 4 A TR T RE R AR R [18]. WeERPT LA 2875 30, B T AT ARLIE AZ T
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(IBEES, COR T DU SRATAEAL ) 60 RN 2 RIS E 2
3. It
3.1 iREE: MEXFEDPH “BiEXE” IR

JRAG RN, WP AR “RIE ", R SCEBM S ts B FAER AT fEAES R |, <R
W WOE SO BN “UL T —EERPE, (HIREE R, RIUOTE N BARMES) T UE IRk eE, (HIF
A B E BEGE G R, M RIERE— MEE e A A IER . AT BRI B (5 BAE
A [19] [20],

JREAE [ Bt R TR LR AT B — M5 S . HBEM LRSS BT e & S EURE R &, X
B8 CPRESCE” RN LA T BRSNS R YRR . S —T5 T, EAEA “oR X R I, AR
T G F IR PTG I SEBRAS EE, AT B I A gk AT AN [F) S R . A9

JA P A ARABIE.,
F P BiFA P A AAHAEET?
AP ADE: REEIGELET EF.

(e LTRBIT ol P AR B B R R SR PP A (R EL L R RS EARFE 1 LIS
R, WA ERRA T (A BAREIR TN . R XRS5, RN WIRE T 1
Lo WL A EIERAHIRE, BHEEN B X A RS,
Aot

FEI AT, R SRR R T A A A T o G AL SR AT R, s
XL SR S T . LV AL ST 0 b TR R A, 2T
PRARISCR L G SO SR 00 3 40 2 R ABRIN R . AT SR T =/ LT 5L

a) WIS RAR ) T XL ATk

b) 4fF R SUEE” I, (B LT O A X R

) TR UL AT LU AR S B R 5 1 e

3.2. BRWIER

NHEAATEERE T, SR EREKMELIEX 2 . ZHDERTE, RRAERME T
G, K ARG BRI MR 734, DMEAE— 2o & G im0 T, Bt N J\ER A E BRI
M IIRRSE, IRAE S 51 K, dEimsl kR,

et T R, ISR 2 1 AR R4, BN 2021 4F 11 ] 31 H % 2022 45 11 /] 31
HIERAR R, 30T TUWESEMSGe T, Sg W T IR “Tom R 88 R A . il 48 &R o0 H
TR, DLRWERR SRR R TR LRIE T, 125 DNEEIPE IR N — MR AT S
T

4, MRS
4.1 “TENRN" BIARBFNIRE

FEREFEH, 125 AMf “ERCEIR” M E R BORBAT 704 . IR X LA FRIZHME S, 7
PURNSEARY) “ o XImR” rde, HAERMmE 1,
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Table 1. The types and frequency of “nonsense responses”
F 1 “REXEE” LBTME

eyt H LR (IK) ik
BHE 59 47.20%
ik 11 8.80%
e 29 23.20%
fif R 26 20.80%
Jsyill 125 100.00%

RPN, BEEGEERE MK “JCR BN A, i ko AN SRR,

411 EE

HEERAUM “LBNER” BRESHTENTRNER.

a) VRHA X el 1X e ?

b) B FIKEBIXAERETE FIR.

¢) WrE—JEiE, Wl — .

HEREEHAN “TE LR KR, EARMEHREE. ERZHEN T, MHXREAT XA
SALERIEIRL,  PUERFERT G I 4k 48

BeAh, IR BT DA S TN TETE 0 1R e T — R T S R ORI [ R, PR
A A TR LR85 B AR E .

HAER LR NERE” ZHBUIR RSN EIECE” BE. TG R, XA R RALE H
GrxtiE, BERT AR TR0 RER A I ph IS et , BT DL TR iR IA A g Wi, B nT LA Rk
LONER e S i S

412 ik
k) “TER LRI F5 S N KA 7, s B S BT . 52, BiiE
A B2 AR B A A B ], SR H — AR A TETE (I B IX AN o) R B 52, 452 DA X6
F P A ARFAET R
R P B: RFAEHIK,

FERXAREF, M B BIRR “AEAMER” I, FFBCA IR EIEH T A JR R Bk 22—
ARF A IO E), (E A R B LA .

PRI, SRl ] e P e e LR R A, RO . B IR R T R 45 A 1
BRSSO G T e LA R R 1

413. BE

TR “ TR R FEARIE I 5 58 1 7 S s SRR IR — P S R

- WERARAHIE, HERIMIE,

38 2 W R Z Wi RIEM IR R o FEMIZRAZ PRI RE T, 20 Bl AL AN A I B i
MREEILT, VP2 N HX R B 25 20K B 5 15 R

Bk, FERZHEIEOLT, 5% T CLas SR ER I HOR R ZZ A 2%

4.1.4. BB
fERESR AU “ o SR AR et A A P A5 P ) SCm] R A 4437 8 3, AN RIE Ty
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244 R R 7SI [ R

a) XL, AR

b) NAERPUNFD, A fat 2l — 4.

METASAIE WL, (EAA I A R, s LR

SO [ 27 I e L 4P LB/ A, 30 A 3o ol 8 SR o — b 2 5 0, b — R
RN SR AR AT A et A B i
5. #Wig

AR LG F, B AR R PR, B Tk, AE. R, PR <
B FERE T R AN R A B SE HEE REE, R ROE T e s £y
(16 5. SRR RAE AR S BRI T, (R R IR R e, AT B TR FE 3B 4 5500
AR

SIS TR A7 I T, FRATAT LA I, R[] 5 2 7 A  AR F RUR R 4 R 0
— i, TR A TR SECHE LT OO PR R, “ TR L AT RE S
SEHEN B IKEAE . 7ECEFEMII R EE T, TR ES” TR IR AR 1, RN
TR AR AT G M. BN, “TEXES” T2 SE0HR 105 5 5 R RS BLR
EAIARE, EHTEH AR EH B 0 L, ST Bellad 7 M, (3 bR SO R
Bl EEEME, CLE AL WS SEOHER R TR, BT ARHER T A SR
SR — TR I, F AT U I A S U £ BRTE e B R A SR sk g 6 R [21].
P, —WRHMERL “PEESCSE” . TEMZRCBRT, TTRE 200t A BT % 2 B SR A R

F— 5T, PR RRA, AR AR R RSO TS . BoE RR A E RS .
R R NBR R TEFIS AR, 00 2 1 SIS (975368 4 i 4 SR S 5 2 A £
B LRIN A [22]. TPE ETSR B 4 FAL G < BEE S0 IR, EAT . R RIRRX =R AT L
SR S AR LA PR, B i o AL AR = A R . ABR G R TRk, 2 —Fh]
D FF SR 8 e R 43 A B 2R ) S U o T 785 2 33K — R ) B [ S8 T B P 44k B0 2 P T T
SRR — AL VR, AT LASRE RN 3Rl T STl SRS I AR R, ARFEHE e, 1S
G R AOHEAT, T SEHLGHA 155 B O A4S EL[10] .

[FIIN S B [t — P IR IEI o Ay — Rt G S TE A B 1, & LUKt X7 2 )y 4
B — R — B AS B, BIOHE “TE7E SR o (M BRI AT Sk, WATT B S LR A 4 B A
TERFE T, AR 2 Mt Ak BB B A T T, M 24 B R E . ik, “F%
R SRR B DLAE S 7E 4% A2 bR P R A N 2 TV ST 26 R I — A B, TR R RAE W R IR 2 1], —
SRR _E T LR it 1 25 15 1R 368 1 1 o 58 AT T U 52
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