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ABSTRACT
Kim, Sol. 2025. A narrative review of failed humor. Korean Journal of English
Language and Linguistics 25, 598-619.

This study investigates the concept of failed humor in various conversational contexts.
Applying a narrative review, the study addresses a gap in humor research where
unsuccessful humor remains relatively unexplored. Drawing on theoretical frameworks
such as superiority theory, relief theory, incongruity theory, and extended relevance
theory, the study defines failed humor and discusses its characteristics. It examines the
factors contributing to its disruptiveness and presents a typology of failed humor within
a revised framework consisting of three analytical layers: triggers, speaker, and hearer.
Moreover, this study explores how social relationships, such as group solidarity, status
hierarchies, and gender, affect the failure of humor among interlocutors. It further
analyzes the responses to failed humor from both the listener and speaker perspectives.
By providing a multi-layered theoretical framework, this research enhances the
understanding of the discourse dynamics of humor and its implications in everyday
interactions, offering valuable insights into the field of failed humor research.
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1. A&

=)

U Y

Lo &y o

He dAddA FF Yehde gdez, AEHd fHE HAY 2S5y
SHoh(Norrick 2003). Ads @Weto A AL&HE= FH= distxe] 1034S ¢43hsta

o iy

o

o
AuratAl &A=t 7)ol stk (Holmes 2006, Wanzer et al. 2010). 221} 9 7F 34 &
a2s 7HAE A2 oldnh FAAR fHe diskAe] AW A4 A9E A
o]
AN

]

t}(Bitterly et al. 2017, Holmes 2000, Holmes and Marra 2002). o]x & fHE wsl o
ko] ofyey, e Abs|AdolshA] aglo] Agshe HEA stor B ¢ vk AlEEC]

g | 2 A FeAE AEetr] A3l 294 o], olgt olE, Fx3} o F,

S 98] o]Eo] AAF gt}(Attardo 2008, Meyer 2000, Raskin 1985).

FHE oldfistar FE&e7] fldiM= Aol A WEe] g oldlE dol #H WItE
o1l (recognition), ©]&ll (understanding), <=8 (appreciation), & 2] (agreement)3}= GAS Aok
gth(Hay 2001). ©] 5 ol= & dAlgE Adstd fre At =g a34E lx X8 +
pow, WE RE GAE ¢ oldisttete skt 1kl #Alel] wEt fHe AAE
ATH(Platow et al. 2005, Priego—Valverde 2020, 2022). ™ol that wk-g-& A7t dhxjel] o3l
7} = A E A ket 8 w0l 7] wjio|th(Ruiz—Gurillo 2021). @b it A fo 7 A ojsi=
olfr= sl A AAbe] B3 v 3z wiitolgtal BAgE ¢ oglow, spxpet At
Ao} == (linguistic competence), F™HE Fd3t= W2 (performance), A4 92 5 oF
[47F HFAor Agdve= dS ol @ (Norrick 2004). H3gh, fFw7t AYE olF
# A1 4] (double —voicing) &= FA7F wHe] AAISH shate] AAl =& RS oAHA e F
Ut (Priego—Valverde 2009). ol= ¢l=oj2 ® fFHE oldst= Atdll A= Uehu=t], Belldt
Attardo(2010)= A2 oo &% stFAdE S dol9 FHE osfidt= H oHws A=

G oglow, o olaaly] slalA: B84 A4e] Wastia sl

kA Asg Fo’d B Y71? Priego—Valverde(2022)0] w2 A3l FoE @A)
el oF 19%° 29 A= 25 BAS Aok feed oidt Jeojz deE Ad8H=
Hay(2001)2} Bell(2015)S As®W Hay(2001)= AHd 9= A2 9 gus
AA A &S olsieA XY, d¥ WE&S Fotsidlite AuE =71A Eeriv
oA o Aol wEkR gtAskrh olek frARShAl Bell(2015)2 SA7E s S3
st YnRE Aeglov, st v 4% 24 5 oY 8o ® Q| AvE S HA
53 wals A3 2 Fostith. 3 Bell(2015)S H]91ojF fHy obge] f, agx
A= aAolet AAF oY ol AFE #HE FHE o A7 WHFNA ALEtii
P =3

Too A= Auet fFujo] #e AU T 22 gge WA o]FojA g 2l
AdS 3= JFE 7+ thd(Ducheneaut and Moore 2005), H]go7ls} Yojwl 7+ A4+
3k(Bell and Attardo 2010), 93 I 24 (Bogdan 2014), =~¥X= A5 9 33X F72

18] H(File and Schnurr 2019), M2 t& =3& Ad AlgE 7+ th3}(Oesterle and Schwab
2024, Ruiz—Gurillo 2021) oA =1 @S 1T & vk T8, A7 77k AQIAH
ArE A A7 e #ACA ZAstE At fHe oisk A+ (Priego—Valverde 2020,
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g, Slel A 2

p el =
2] - (narrative review) WHES A &3Fo], st oAl T ASto| A A Aot FHE U9,
=

s 2 BA, F& w3 A A BEAN AAGeE R4S, oF FA AT F}
AU dehd AAE G os dEsu FrhKnopl 2006). WAED i 54 742

= H #F&% A5 BRie=, AAFH £ 1
review) A d @A doly AH & AAA = AN, AR 545 wet
Hjgd oz gjAstal A 2g =29 o = Adol Jtk(Sukhera 2022).

Ao Allg frjel #3 A8 A5 AAA SR HESH] el Google Scholarol A
‘failed humor’, ‘humor failure’, ‘unsuccessful jokes’, ‘miscommunication in humor 2| 7|¥==
#e =ES e ARE FRAAn ol A%H 2%¢ AEse A7 FAY WHW ARE

o AFAS BHE7] Y3 58 HI7F(peer—reviewed) =ES 4 ETFEISILH
al

A= QA "Tstn A
1
[e)

Ho oy
_>|‘l_',

T
<E

¢

A PESgon, g 712 0 B Bl ¥EF A9 1 olde ATE TFsHAt

B AT E B fr] o|BS MFoR WA F0'8 2AHoE Hosa, Fo A}
TG Y AT 4RI 2 AARES woldnA @ olold WM e A
a3, Saeh PR wMee =@ Hd A7E wwHon AEY otk oF %
SAbaE TR WASE AAE FE AFHeR olHF & Jr oled EdE
shastust gt

2. 9 ol&d AT 7 &<l

2.1 5494 o2

$94  olge ToEd olPrEddsst AWE AP ¥ HzE  Ad
o] Zolth(Attardo 2008). ° Wl WMEW Fut B}l wE rle] PBol thE FUROIA
W] EETH(Meyer 2000). AE Hol, Unth BaAF AFGEe fArle] dom wdaAL, te
Ao AZte 2FaAL, AA] vele] Bae wM Ui a2 gda 4Rl FE Yt
o
o

gea o] o]&d] Waw fuio of Aol Aol fukET o
Bt Zeun 2ARE BES FI £ % %
o

9} #B#H3}o] Bergson(2008)S E} = 9ol dF9 AslY A Sue=
vk ®Wokth 19 Al wEw, Hdd s FAo thik dAE o] wrdww Ab3 A
st ste 715 o] AUtH(Holmes and Marra 2002, Norrick 2003). o719 EA3

s
wsHozd sk d HiAeola & YA BAoR HEe AAD 5 glen Bl

H3le 53 4 9ot welA] Bergson(2008)¢] #AoA HYES uwf Ad G

o Iy Rl
ot e o o 9
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SEshe g B e O 4T R fvicke @ 5 A

394 olgo] sk AAY U7} e Age B uv $U%E =] deel Aut
BT oleu, Wb $URe A g Abgelsl BaE Qo] wASHYS W 1 fHs
Al gk e o ol®e $EAL A gE Aus FuwE AvdE sk
274 A9an EUT. T WG, wordlay)d @ol ERF vl gl HUE
MgsA Rtk Aol WAV dok ABRHOE, S84 B EAF e gAY
Hav SA4e s A% fv 53 4EE £ QAT oFd FF AN FHE
Al FEeA ot

2.2 o]gt o) &

o

—_—

g olEe AARMEH PHA oEd PAHolu AE
Ay @tk Meyer 2000). AFeAL HwahA AU FAH AUAT FoE Fa %
ez WEHWA  ol$ Aust etk slelth Freud(1960)9] mEw
Ao #7148 &

Norrick(2003)2  $-#7} Adst= o FAZ FYgAzxo=m

o = a) o

- T = -
FEolZtal Bt & 5o, AFES AMEA Alem i AU A Sek 22
SUE orEA " ol s A duAe= HAHAYI dHoR qEHA ¥,
sHEHolY WHEE Holq AR =Hd g duh olg o2l wEd, HA= e
datdM 07w AdEel ouAE FHstal, wee] 4 A (punchline) oyt o dA R
AEE T o] &5H duAE Reor WESHA d

Bell(2015) o€k o]&9] wHelA fr7t Adfst= F 7HA =208 AASIH. A

to r

s g A 2EYATF faHE fHoz FASHEA
T oy wak wAY 205 AWE F Adrk ol 94 o2

.
ol& oA RE fu] A4 TRAoR AW #A7} 3

H

ZAL AR &wo] oju YA e FAE UFEIE dolt. dF £, HAUF A
FA] sl ALES =7 I FA #HS FHE dEteE o 298 47 ogEe F
Ak 22 Bell?t Pomerantz(2016)= HA7F AMES =7 FAY FHAAE EARES
AT 7 ASS BAFAT FHrE Adets FoAA 20 A2 25S SEl duAE
RS v SRS AAA 0% AEHE FAEA Xske Blelth S, s Al Al
EAow s EYdorA X w fHe gt "ojxivk= Aotk olwl fHrt
AdatE 99 At A

AzHo g o|gh oEL e

<

Z

=P
N
N
2
ll
o,
e

F-x3t o2 tESE Ldlshy-ol7t frel el Aud el Ao, o FA
3

=
T o
et
-
K

E3 Q47 AP A o) & WHow 3E =g & o] A= Ho T3
o]2)3 #H L Raskin(1985)¢] ‘Semantic Script Theory ¢} Attardo®} Raskin(1991)¢] ‘General
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Theory of Verbal Humor (GTVH) oA FAHoz AWHrt, of7|q 2FHE(script) T
27|mk(schema) 2} FAFSHAl Wojeh dAddd ofn] AHE @S JAAE vty F-x31 o] 2o
=W s fHde AR tE ARE T o9 2aHEI EAh

F-23b o] B2 fFH7F HAGtE AdS tiEAt alETE e ZAe HEE ANkE on

AtH(Norrick 2003). =, e 2o 7|hel ¥-aHalx] &7y Wete] 2443 Ao tht
2 uetdn olelg Ao wEd furt Aestr] EAeE 7R Fxst 847t
Fxs7h A8 gAY AR gow frert AeA] etk vl dAA =

AR = FAHAFHAY Foug X1 5w (shaggy dog story)’ol A%
Ale] AmE =2 4 S, ol Fxsiy e AEH} FE ALl 7|vtete] 7}
ANA = 7] vl v},
oo mEwW, HXAEYVL fuessitial PPy s s AL AbaRE HA S
W = (non—bona—fide communication, NBFC)'®2 Z&afjof g}, o]gjst 32 =0l
d(play frame)S A3, & H=Ex d/ F /9 FHHIAY dEe ~239E
Har vk dirH o HFL 3 UHA AIYER HAEE sjAsitirl, oW A7)
e ~39Eert gA4stE u F 23 YE 7Fe] Y (script opposition)o] =y A
™ 7F GAyetth(Raskin 1985). Raskin(1985)& #9& "WASHA @& 9AARE(NFBC) 22
TAdskl=l, ol Grice(1975)7F @2 ¥ (cooperative principle) A AAIS XA gk
YA} A% (bona—fide communication, BFC)' @ Awrthe] sfldoltt da dF& th3} FHodztEo]
Aol & A A, WA M A AES EFFeEA AR e oldlE HASHA|NH
NFBCol A<= o] AEo] o=Aom HANY. F, A4 frs 237k NBFC 9ol mhet
dagh ARk Agata, = A WS Aste] oo AtE AAHEE SA
dgstsr o ebdEoh Wi, HATE ofHds] BFC EollA "HAEES siAEAY EsiArt
NBFCZ9 Hgs wWestAl Asshx] gom, dist iz ko] R= dgke] oigh g7t
o] FolA A ot M7l HdsiA drk. =, g F4A e ‘Fs 34 E(cooperative
interpretive framework)’o] & w f7} A 9dtri= o] th(Raskin 1985).

Bell(2015)2 F=x3} o229 #HA fr7F Adfst= Al 7k A0S AAEelt. AA,
spA7E oAt AT AN sE REE H3E AEsHA] @2 Afolnh. BA, dwE ouE
ol Qe 239EY U F53 Fgolth AR, 2 HE 7He] vt wAlel tigk o] &7t

o o

X,
o

02 oo (2
4o [z BN fo o kI A
o
N
o,

N,

of o |4 of

D) EI.‘VL
£ BN
o

E)

¢

ARAD ATl A WA BB ALHE APEE AL AAT YFL wel A3 F
Foave REw ARsE 22 RAESA /AL, A% Beln ANE =7l PPl
gtk W F owAS A A ASE A AED A Sl mel s wase], 240
WAS 27k 2ARES] 4 met f Abgo] WAEAL 18 & Ak

W, Wanzer 91(2010)% P28 o2& wa g3 Al fue gEw AAE
FRSG o5 mEW, Wt wANA #UWE ST O ded & g dde A
AAolth. A WAL SEe] PxE A QA Rehel wAle §vE gAA R
Agolv] ¥ @At SEe] ¥2E ANAHAE 1 BUXNE AAsA B ERL =t
A gtk vhA ke Sl WAL fIE AR

2 o % P Aol 44 498
= 7
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2.4 7]€} o] &

Zuo(2020)= ELAZ lsto] o7t Sdd 7hsAdol AR, 2R 2dATE EA] =
AAE = A& ofyw Ao wep o8y FHS U s At FAEIT 1ye
1€ 9 BUA 82 (incongruity—resolution) X@o] ARZ Rz37L AMH Fv a3HE
frdete HAS S AWskA oo AAske, 99 A3 dedt AR dds dHo
AA7F BAA 2ol ol& fHE A w dAErka Btk ol & IAEy] 98 1=
45 #AHA o] E(extended relevance theory)o &3t}

G B o]l wWEW, ks oAAT RAAA e AEE ddete

i, Ao AAE 54 wIoR O]ﬂoﬁﬂﬂﬂb s 3 F 3

1o 52

L7 AR R =evs gix4 AR, 1 F8 34
AR A o]ld(informative) WAR, A= w3t WHAF QU](eXphcature)g}
AA (implicated premises)S EE 3xto] ARZA g otary, F WHAs
A (emotive) AR, EAA A HANA THEA 847F JNYPE] HATE olE
AAAY & AME AdstA
o] o]&e] M=™W FH7} At olfr= A Al AR Wm U A, ZRA o]
GAlNA 7 AR AEE A A A7 BE WES FEs] gotetAl Xete A f-oltth
=4, 84 A WAl A ELXE dAEFdE olE sfAstA EI FHE wrolE o XA
Aoz wigto]l AAAQ] S @ wf Aeth Al Fxbe] JH1A AP 7t
Lo FEgFS vH T vHo] AR g2A A EH= A Folth webA fe A=
g ou AY e /vF okt Ak 7o, wiAEAA, zela AR dfAe] BEHom
4 IF o] ATE Q1A A HAHe| 2HS wFUV] Wil dE, A,
A A9 T3 22 ’\}ﬁ—ri}ﬂ fgle] frm Ao WA= ¥ e EHA FAT
Az fmHe Aile oy oES T3 AWE 4 9l Bogdan(2014)2 Brown¥}
Levinson(1987)2] 2] o] (politeness theory)ol H|Fo] Fm7} Athule]l AWS 185t
y A
T

ooy E E B |
oo 1E X ool X
(R S A o S VNS

rEL'
M,
_E
mﬂ
+r
30,
gy
g
o

A4ds xdd W Ao 7heAe] smorviar H okt whd 19 9] (face—threatening
act)7b 3HEE A o] AAW, Fs] ool x=FFEAY AREA 94lo]l &4d
AdE AL W 2 FAFH mdrr FEHAA @ olEd #A2 Culpeper 9](2003) ]
F#E o] &(impoliteness theory)#%= UX|gkth. o] AFte] W2, Fw7l 342 o] A vlAE
Ao Al wf Foe olE Fulsita ol o] wAsty] fuk wepA {9
A5 fAdstes AA-S "ol AR B wWEta o] defe] AE o

’

AN

i

[¢]
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3. AT foe) A
3.1 AT 4 Ao 2 54

Hay(2001)% Aol ojsh dolel g 243l §v1 % olshshs © Bag v 744 thahA
5 (mplicatures) & AN SLh vl WAL Foiels@ gt Zagel A4, fo) el ol
folol i 58, 49 WA Gg Fololth Hay(2001)€ o] F shekE 54 @ow
Fo7h Asjata wath wek ARk fvE QAA48A RaAY, W olsad R
Avigieta Bk @A, fvl dAA FsA gom fre Adshs
Sof, 4 ATEC & AT FPL A4sn 1 WL oARALAE BFsm A
AZhE ole W@ el Az % 5 ek ey Sheikan(2024)0] AH vhsh o],
AARZE ekl AE o] W wAE W FREI] olel vl Frpgel Seom wedvkm A
MEA @ olslt BelE elmalA =tk webd o] ul BAE EE ANA gdeE
FU7 4TS 5 AT A9H FFol EATS GFol Folof k.

S

Bell(2015)2 A#st FH7F 5348 t52A < (multifaceted) dAoz Adst fHE

42l
AW 3k= Ao ZitkEral W3l vk v Y% &4 5EAS dgste] e fr st
o Ao Aesta, g2 Afde AT F= 7] "ot EE fHe Aurt
ST FEE v A oy el AHs) Axe updsh &2 Ade Abgel wet
27 welEod 4 lth

a8y Asfe frE ddets 71Ee FAU7 AFAES T2 A whgdd A
el AE oRE Hrte] grh Attardo(2008)E £SolgtE AE A v AF7 Ao
FHo = £33 YA fetha A A8 3, Hay(2001)E Add 92 HAREE AAS
W2] 53F(unsupported) 7 23l K9kTh Bell(2009b, 2015)2 ‘™2 A2 = a1 o] 3= A1k
WolEol X x| e wal'r AT Priego—Valverde(2009)= A

A AA=HA S - (unperceived humor)'9} Q1A E oL}
humor)'® FE3G=H, A= shate] HgE xHE AR A &
ez Q3ists AdfoH, A= Adrt fHE dAdsA=
FAGE ALY AAlo] FARGITIIL oA FHE ANeE A8S dE=
3¥H | Bogdan(2014)2 uj= g3}(Meet the Fockers)ell Ueld 1879 A3 £

Alsto] Priego—Valverde(2009)¢F 543 3= AAsIloy, ol E7st= 7Ied /g4
o= ZFo]7} 9tk Priego—Valverde(2009)+% Bakhtin®] ‘o]% 28}(double—voicing)” 7Hd S
&3ato], shuto] sl o] e 7 7HA WAIAE FA7E A=A AFE VFEoR S
Fotgth. whH,  Bogdan(2014)2 Az} HEES EUE  FEST. ®3 Priego—
Valverde(2009)= A#g fe7t dist ddx A4 184S 2918 F Ades 5F4

Me & oY Ao

HEAEYS WA WEel, Bogdan(20140) Ad@ frizk wmi o gkel #AE
zgse 98¢ 9T F Jon mgt F AT mR Aug fust A A
shvl, frolel 4TS AL BTl dwg AIY wee 15
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ey File#t Schnurr(2019)% 7]& dd7r5°] fHe A3 AE AUAA o]FHA o=
Uethar sk 50]5& fregte A5 AzdAe ATHd F AAR g2 HFA=
A F dSE ~ '3}%‘:} ol EE Ax = AFe FA 9 RIEFE A4St digte] #He 9
AAHRIE R 213 }, , e ' el wet sdd vl AR vgE2A sAEL FEEE
A E AAgEo = A -rrUiJ A E @d3 VFor Fostr] oHrie e dFsidth

Priego—Valverde(ZOZZ)E FHE ATy AuzE JUFriEg digta 7ke] xEZFQ
A& (frame shifting) ¥} W2t =& g3} zlo] dvbed dFdo= Bt JU= 8AI7 239
Zgol distE BAE A3, A9 et oistE Wl (disruptiveness) st 545 Adrhal
Awaigitt. o] Aol A HAY] WS (X5, FX, T, AT )= VIR o A oAFE
weket A3, dA 1,34570 5 25971(¢F 19%)o] A fe = ERHAY. 53 94 X3
= digtel A ZA7E A7 FHE AR W Adg fezt o WA JErsen, o=
frejel =gk WetE ok X WA oS FE AT

Priego—Valverde(2022)= A g3 FHE st FA¢ 22X &= E<AX|(disalignment) 2}
s sFo FF3A ¢t vlEZ(disaffiliation)e] ¥ 7gez Adsgit. oF Sof, &
A7 FHE A edE W FATE o] & WA SHA wrotE o] AL FAlst
tiske] zqle]l AAE AHeA tE st stAE A8 W
Fatgith, ey o] AgtE e A WETE skt o] #Ale o= Ak JEFS ‘%’—}9}%0115

wraia, daAe Aot A9 5 i ade ndad gavs deA wAE Avt,
Stk A9 FME WA HAT F A2k FHE gush st wge g4,
ofe] Aol $EAg Fol ehhs 54 wAel 28 "ast drkn AA @k Auardo

2008, Holmes 2000). & &9, Cook(2000)¢] language play AAT-ol A A A]E v} o], EHA
Ao &2 (linguistic form), 97 (semantics) ¥ 3}&(pragmatics)e] Q450 1 =2 A3t
ool A AR Zgs 4= ok, ek wWEksl WA (contextualization cues)S vef

el EAE AA ke o ol e, A3 AolA ke fwrh wdstd ol A @
HeAY & A5 WA= ek = 871 wiEol vhH(Bell 2015).

Ao s FAe] wes B = A AE feel s 5A% vhs
HolAY swtel dis wWws] FAZQ HrE WE 5 odnk wheF %XV} ;%4 Wh-g-aFA|
ooy, stk old WEL sHolE =
ey Ak HAom lste] Ajgk o A 7L htE 41/} 5‘4%}7} 5\‘31?} kg
e gt %

I 27} Adth(Priego—Valverde 2020).

o
o[o
tio
HI
e
ol
¥9,
o
o
fu
re
-
_|>~_l,
rir
O
fot
L
ofo
12
JE
o
4,‘1
e
ot
_|>i
1o o
(Z
olo
o
6°)
2]
ol
BN
>
2

3.2 79 A5} A

Bell(2015)& #}Aale] A Ao Kaur(2011)'e] A4 AE Bz Yol 7+ tislol] A e fm

' Kaur(2011) 9ol vi7/l=2 3 &3 7+ oAla%olA a7t HAsts T8 9clo] doj4 mi= #3}%
8B Y= gxle] 2o WAlE EEA (ambiguity), &% £ @/ (mishearing), 123 thslxtEo] HF
3 AAl K2e] Zolol M MlEHET FAEFT 2y ol#fdt F4Le whdle] X7} glow, A=
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i

Hgofrlo] E3e tistel e v dvi AHQ Folr} glov], wA =

atol 7k EAFTI FAeAk. 12 Bellst Attardo(2010)7F 425 #& o] A€S

Moyl Al vlstaAEe] 94 Ua F dolwl §vE AU oldsd %@ AR

b AE wE weld oult WEH FEAH o A3 stetala R, dolulA

A 29 el elsi RO Yol EAE. ol A, doftlaf foiel 231
=

=
£ N o2
o 1o
o
Ho
ofl
=2
>

fE
oo A?L o e &
(o

2

distalr] faiA = A2de] w8 2 E3x Estel digk 584 ols7t dasithe AS AlAREL
3 Kaur(2011)7F 23k AAl A2 (world knowledge)o] <o T3S X33ves He
L3S W, doiwe] fu Aufel wjdoirio] frw Al gitol= Aol } A 4 Sl

gl9, Belld?} Attardo(2010)= H]gojwlo] HojHlzte] sl #HL H AdE GAE=Z
Rttt 22y o] ERie FoAEe A7) Bil(self-report) Hlo|EE HlR o R slo] A
AE AHA BAHAAMT A= SAVE Ak AAR fErr Adss ol fde shAte]
FYPE AV 2 5 Q7] wiEelth ool Bell(2015)L 7| FRE st dubHql
AAE el A ] fr A WAE 2FHORE AT sk, A Al A HAHE oy}
shaF 891S EFFeTHE 1 3#x)

Bell(2015)°] AIAE 3 WA wAlE dskart zele Adz uA R23AG A4t a9
wats ggs] 4 Reke 5, EHAAAA axld o A#E ou|dt. o7l FW
S e 5 Ao Fd FFE T alEe] xFEY. 7 A dAlE Ao A HE
&Qi “oj el omit oluet &, FH, FALEC g olslE EFgth o] WA= AoF
Y 2 gy "HeA dAdE] o, FxprE SutE Ao JuE QAeA] XE dATE
ug,omur ALY Aoj A A Ao] FEate] watE AR oldletA] Kdh= A¢-E XTSI

Eafe)

A WA A deleld F84 BE § owses edd wAdlt. Ao dsel
oF WEW EAL SN AUE frste @ W, A7t 1 wE

o= e A48 2o
fols Asisl Bch W, A7 FoAel enE omeld @gtieE, A7k Wl
SEL 5

R54E shefstel o] frjelzstl wolEd % vt
= =
T

dowA wAE Rse] FusEs @gsh S AXAS BEomM Rzt Asshs
Aol Azt wate] EAA ovlE oldjsdetE 1 ol WER v sefalx Rl
Flel omsh AwEA g Aol Avh cheldust A MES FRel e AN
u)

sy HAZEYH A 9bgS Foul fv a3rt AAdE 4 ok
A A dAl= wAIAZE dgE s el oS WT”V} Afjst= Agolth. odE 59,
‘knock—knock’ & H-2 “knock, knock”C. 2 AlFsfof s, FFEAV= AEI Yy S
Ao el e AA7E AAD = Advk whef ﬂx}ﬂ o] 2] & = Ad=E
EotAY, AR 1 @A S olafshA ekt E .
AXN WA GAA = e st 4 Hetst g7 Fa skt
st e AR W, d It s u]% Aol Al ke & AlFsfioF &} whof
AA7E o] @A E dokatElAl H3 wHEs AAGA EsHAY, R E 9AE st A&

WL SaALYE WobEAT i Ul

12
sk
o
o

Ladil ovaﬂ— Schroder(2022)E A} 7+ #3124 X2& FHst= Aol FHE olds= d° a3
e HAE BoFA
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A Narrative Review of Failed Humor

E 1 AAS 599 dAANA disiAz) uFd ¢ = FAI(Bell 2015, p. 55)

Trigger

Speaker

Hearer

(1) Locutionary problem

Utterance poorly encoded (slurred
speech, etc.)

Unable to process utterance
(noisy, drunk)

(2) Linguistic rules

Error/slip with regard to rules of
phonology, morphology, syntax,
semantics (e.g., spoonerism,
“misunderestimate,” use of
nonplussed to mean underwhelmed)

Slip of the ear or lack of familiarity
with linguistic rule

(3) Ambiguity

Introduces unintended ambiguity or
intentional but not marked

Is unable to identify/decode
ambiguity

(4) Problem with pragmatic
force of utterances

I11—/perlocutionary force not
clearly communicated (e.g. too
vague, indirect)

Unable to identify illocutionary
force

(5) The form of the message
(e.g., register, code—
switching, rhyming)

Failure to perform formal elements
appropriately (e.g., unable to voice
a hillbilly in a recognizable way)

Failure to appreciate the form of
the message (doesn’t know how a
hillbilly talks)

(6) Humorous framing/keying

Does not use clear/appropriate cues
to signal play frame

Unable to properly interpret cues

(7) Joke incongruity

Failure to construct an appropriate
and well—formed incongruity

Failure to understand the
incongruity of the joke

(8) Joke appreciation

n/a

Failure to appreciate the joke

(9) Joke (meta) messages

Does not clearly communicate
additional messages; communicates
inappropriate meta—messages

Failure to recognize any (meta)
messages contained in the joke

(10 Humor support

Failure to join in the joking or
provide appropriate feedback

© 2025 KASELL All rights reserved
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& 5o, 378 e AE 54 fdd FHHeE wgsH 1 fHel s FHgA
B ZAstE e v, vagk QlEe] Asste e FAHoR AE JhsAdel A

olgfgt Yok AEZS Fulo] thg whFel= 2 FEFS w A=, Platow 9](2005)¢ Aol
2w Fsdd Zugde] fHE Eddt:E T 2e4AgE AEE Aol d AT,
QAT = APl AATh o= fH FTbel o] A HHA iR oy}, AAlo] &gk
At wkgo] Foe J&FS ulHS AALEY Yol £ fH7F Au s sto]l shele]
oJARTE F7 w3ste] Wl o A FAe-d 7 AdoH, I E37F FAHE S ALl A=
olelgt Aol 1L Freld 7tsdol =

o8 AFAE FHE 3

At HelA 54 Jile] wiAlE = A4S o7 Ao dE
£9], Ducheneaut®t Moore(2005)E 3}Ato] FH7F HAd FA L TEE A ol x9E
Z s AHHE AAISS T 28 AY AFUES] A9 3]9¥ B i have a 17 mag that could
pop your head like a zit (p. 97)'8he THoZE FaEY ddzis FAsy Joy, o
S|PEL 1 AEoR sty Hadte AARS BT A, 252 BY wwol AW §ive
ojfrRto g TE wiAletAl HAth o] AtEle fH e At sate] A9 E st Al 7=

.-

[o

(¢

TAAEY A5Ee oY 48T & Aee welFdh Iy AY A7 B sdol 9
AR GUGAEA, F9 AN AF BANA, TF PHI BAA} AP P4 B
= lo] A AA h AFH AL AT Rk

= 2} Abel el
AdE Bal, AT A8 AES Fekshs A PASAS WASE B2 488 £ A
WHh o Aol @ oA A4 Afle FREel LA Fuw: fuE $Hd5w
madom ot A%l AuWsdrh dF Sel, @ Fush nAds "ok AT AF ¢t
A7 (wanke) W AEUL e FHS b4, 1A bE BREe £22 HEzou
a3 BAl g, A% FaEEvd aHged 24 uda 23 ngdgo. o
Al il st Bes) el AE Aols Wold, Aw vl 2% WA Al A4
G%e VA e AMBh o9k FA18H Bellwh Pomerantz(2016) SISl vl Bl
a5 Ta dEAon fuE oldd At AdE uusdth ot FAs AHHow
AUEE G F557] 98 folol W wee At A2 meF, AlgH Wit
F Ashel VR ojgo] AL AT

Bell(2009b, 2013) dispzl 3+ 2= 2 ASZA 7ol whe} se] volsfel gk kg
UFa itk Bell(2009b)2 &g #AlC A= HA7E “olafizb < 72y

A S AAer Fdahe v, ARlely wd #AAME o FTHAL WS
Bltka etk g3, Bell(2013)2> w=r el St 229S didom i FHE(E2o]
S AAE H, ol Al THA ARSA A K- (R B, AR AL 3 A #AD €

fe H

2 Every time the mail carrier comes to this one house, a huge dog comes bounding out and jumps on him—
the dog even puts its paws on the mail carrier’s shoulders and licks his face, sometimes almost knocking him
over. One day, the mail carrier arrives and walks into the yard, but there’s no dog; the next day, the same
thing happens. On the third day, while the owner is in the yard, the slightly anxious mail carrier asks,
“How’s (house) the dog?” and the owner replies, “I did.” (Bell 2013, p. 178)
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TEobE v, TYT fHR AA wel d2A grkE S Aokt o] A 2R P4
TeAgeh Al =gk Abdve EAdlens, o Ay ZATE =wke]l X7 gl
s AR w e weo] oW @R eAE FF 5 AR =od Fdavt gle
Aot}

e gEdel Ak Aeet Ayl 2 #9 AR 3 Aurh sk Aol
sl gubel AdpEol Harsal Slvh. Brooks®b Schweitzer(2017)= #wel g3t At
stape] ARz T Wbl ARA] TS VA, dAHem sake] AfE A7

[e)

stEtA . # tkal FAElTh o5 Ut A A € fHE AR AS, ddy
FHom vjF g gornmE fu AR Al AlFgte] @rEthal Fxstqlth. o9k fAFSkAl Pundt
9(2022)= #H7l dxAor FHE A HE TAdA 2
AsfatA =HH el 74 ghe] Aol AZe FAA G = &} o]
A= A9 Fe7E gyt FA8Y BAY dS Astetttal FAESHAE, A AExzAbe)
g5 H3 AR o= Qlaf 1Al iAol dA7F AUt

vk Miron—Spektor 9](2022)+ 2,40770¢] TED #HS EAste, ZFdAxe #9 A7}
off Al FAA S mAA vkl Bttt TED AAMES HAA S A53H &
LE wEor Ads syl wwol, A% 7 Adsieds dA A Wl A
A=HA FE&H= 73@:01 A} wEpA Fe Ay 23] 0 G3 Ale E37E Susd 3ot
l = Avrt =&HY. 2oy o] AFE TEDHE 553 39
1 22 W goe fre Aol oigh A9 A= Aol 7t

AtaL

+
o

EY AT Aae A4 A fH AlEZE O 2 oS THAE
fre] AlEel tiek Sy ANk = A3E Al AE ST
s & Fold7t? Kotthoff(2006)+= o Aol A8 "@AY
271+ B9 (4 play the clown, fool around)”} ‘A ER] Z3 PFo 2 A2y +=
S AHE. o2 e E AT E Evans 9(2019)E AFoA IA 3 oo
o o vk grhel A ferh SRt A= FEFS EA sl AT A
AZ2Z7F S AFEetd giAZ FAHAL Hre o {9 ARgou A xA7E
X ddFo] AA Gtk W, oA AE=zrt S Abgstd WAEA &k AL
’ s e Aol FEUAY. 53], A4 A=A #Hrt degs o 2
b= Zlo R yEehgEd, ol 1 ARgel QojA ' A =AekE vhE Wb
M-S AAFST o] #E|AFEo] FoA Ao R AUs A AT WF sy
oeFst AFy 22 FeAm ot Ao veideAE AES Havt deS

$AAT 44 1 ARE Aol Oesterle® Schwab(2024)9] Al A% 1€t} o] A=
20175-¥ 202074 Erasmus+ ZZAE] st f7 4/ (2=, 5, F=r, =9d)

F4 WAL 15%0] sosEA et Asd f9 AE RS o ATlA duAEe
AR® S AFdor BgSe ANE mAFAY koo 5ge Age: Fuom
Agstleh ol wal, BY FEA Wl FUHoR we AAE A yEe AN
Flel Se, SA 4B, A AW AFw e WA dsE wese 9o xsE
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frA skt skelch tiskAk b 29 Apol7b FEE wie Ao fHE QIAst sAHA R
T8t Aol Aden, s A A zholl= frefol gk RS FHo] thgEith
SHEAIE o] ATtellA Ak fo AtEle YAAREY FolEe] oyt o5 FHI A
o8l % HH e FulAE g

o, ol ATE e gARAY B AFSEAE s FA wtE FARCR
FEelA ol 54 F7hel BaA S4ol Aelel fu g WA A4 AL F8
2 Ealgith w3, AT Folxsel 5A Ivte] o) =4 aw

o

5. Augt fol] i wvr&
5.1 AR whg

T HEAARE A wE/HA tdetrh(Attardo
[e)
o

N 47 353 HE!
AEE Agdna Ban w2 A7 e A4 @eud ols wwel Zldd avs WA
XS A & A Norrick 2003). ol2d Hd= FA7 fHE olsfstA] XA,
gEHoR X5s dANE JheAde sk HFolu o3 e dAe f#9 3¥
WAl tid Fa3 9AE AT 5 Utk 18y Priego—Valverde(2022)9F  Gironzetti
©1(2016)= et 5 Abole] @Al mefsittal TS 7 NEAl REE FEEAE
gor X5 w9 flolk AT 4 dvka A HE i

Adig freel i A W vE Z7] A7 Bell(2009a, 2009b)9] A7)
Aot Bell(2009a) At3ddefel #=5S 3shes dishla distdde tidow, v=
Tabsel AR A4S = e A7 G sRTS AlAse] 159 WS skl
o A, F 20739 W T 917 (44%)°] AA Fa wgoR

i

[e)
o -1
UERRH. ol sl SE¢ 1 adE vbEA g o digte] 35
Ao see BAHem Wrs: ARz olold & AL AT o o
"ol #E9 #5794 el AAzee B

o] 2
A% AT FAAt FE Fe FAE w6 @] o]
Aurstol] ¥ o

3 Bell(2009a)¢] Aol A} Aoy JAEH Q47 §lo] ARl A EARSE F Ve
AL Agkth 2y A2 A v =717 @S 7hsAdel A A gEo] & Aoy, vee T
Ao AFEE FHoltl: What did the big chimney say to the little chimney? - Nothing. Chimneys can’t
talk.

oo
o
off
iV
flo
r %]
of\
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Be11(2009b)£ sYg FHS AMESte] AR fFHo g ®F S

S(groan), 7P 2, HlEF Adoid A, AL FAMY AE, vjdod A=A 5 rhedst
01 EAeS WY A 2y, F 18679 wke F o 47.3%7F A A,

=, ol A= ATATE JAAH o2 fHgh oA e
D}?H}iﬂ w ol AA~e] 2 st Weto A o ARkstel= A 7F QT
33 £ QAEHA AW 1 W&S olsietA
F o9 EE §HE wolEolx @97 wWiiEY 4 Tl Priego—Valverde(2009) 9]
£ dAEA EH fH Ak EA AAE BRE A dsirt degE
| st AR FHE AAGR oY olF B olsietA XEohH
ol & 7HEEA ofyW FHS olslshAl Zekdlvkar 1A AASA €k whef
7b gkl e E olsllEhA] K AY Wolsolx] grow AulWoRNE vt E3AY
H7bol gl Atgo g H|Fojd 42 9tk Bell(2013)0] waEw o] sk fr zhzhe] mnl:=
b AW S axdo] ) wEbA A= A4l AWMS BEEr] flste] vl Al 7HA
Adet fFrojd dxst= Ao 2 UERET
A7 fHE oldllskAl e
mol gk §kg oA niQlo] A
%% 36.0%% YEFSTE o]ojA -
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X
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offt
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<
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o o o o N H M
fr ox B o X4 dlo
% "
ox!
=R
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T Jo
=~ (H

Qo o R 4 off Uy O oo o

oL
o
fr
FU
[

S "he)l= Aol Bell(2013)9 AF w=

k&0l 36.7% 5 AR, FHE Olsﬁs}ﬂ
A%)3 HAE(24.8%)°] 1 FHE ulsic)
o] M E dA A=

Fogom odg e AME

o,
ﬁfb

@ et
:L
r\r

>\(

[\l

Bell(2013)
Hlo].lz_ ] ]

8
A Ze Ad e AeA wson

2 gt} AAZ Bell(2015)9]
AT g oldi7E HHe fHE oldletA] KEoho]l AEld 2EdH A FAAS E4d
AHZF R s e, ol AR 4w old] oHIF AW FAel Fuldt s vA ¢ USS

AMFRE WA A fee) 0§ olsiBont Avigltia =74 @ wkge]th(Priego
Valverde 2009). °| 4%, 8Hast 34 2% fe] gzl Esve 3718 we 5 ot
A A PAe §E olsigont 1 ugol FaAAY RSt =t Aow, FAH

Sl we ARt Wepe mAsE Ak old] swath(Bell, 2015).

ABAoR £88 5 At WO Holy dojst Al oEaly] W], Fue] 1)

W f el REs dele] Hd Sidel itk wekd frlol Fels A

Aalo] Am v el ¥EaA gk 4e xshels Z9S wAth oF Eol, Lockyerst
A

=23~ T 60
| 2A7e =2 EAEel APAA md F
7. al

~
o

7}
Pickering(2001)& x| ¥ X9 o]u|
Mg A 2ale]l A FHE E7e AMRYS &
Bell(2009a, 2009b, 2013)¢] <A77 <IeiF ez A" FEl
AT, Ruiz—Gurillo(2021)+= A2~ st Wl Yehv= 9 S8
A O}Oﬂ‘:} of A= 2Tl BEOA SR F 9454 o] o] digE dide =, 3t
4~ W]l 9% (Least Disruption Principle)< =53=4] ofH™ o]& ooz {ulksln
FEAES A&ty teAE AT A Ad, AA g F 54%ve HA B 43S
A7 REAE, YA 46%0 5 5 "H(turn)o] Al W o] o]olx M FAEo] fHE A &stE &
Aol YyERRTE olw Ao §H ¥ HIA 9hE(55.68%), FAIE  ofwle ot

|

rl

© 2025 KASELL All rights reserved 613



Sol Kim A Narrative Review of Failed Humor

HE-S-(19.32%), *2(13.64%), EHA ovlo] that w-5(11.36%) oA, A wkgo]
=3 # M7 A&EE Ao A oy A} FHrF NS W PAZEH
S| HES- (o FRkg, 25 %zﬂ)ol vebd 7hsAdel &S AlAFSH

=5
, Sheikhan(2024)2 W3}2] <24 ZE(sequential trajectory)el] F&E3}o] Fmo sk
T3S O 7 3 o= E/ETh 3 HA 32 gt & AP SdE o5
Pr}\] 3t 3AE HEsE f FA](disattending humor)’o] 3, ¥ WHA F3& ‘HAEe] Wk
3} =% (minimal response: sequence closure)' & =AY wlik A X 3
Ag-olth. Al A= HAaghe vk A A e SHshe (HAa Rk
response: serious response) °|W, U WA= FHA3Fo WSy ¢

‘FHA e 59 (minimal response: agreement)’©]t}. wpA| U f3 -2

-

¢

o :
1

—|—‘

gL @dd A olnnEeE ‘7 FF(post—expanding humor)’o]th. o] EA E& 3} wEtof A
A7 FHE e S JusHA Fetstes ek ol ZIdeiddt ady FxrF A
Hh2 S Hol= ZEFH F7|5 AYWsteE d+ A4S Adh

Sol7h s W s A 2 wasanz sh:}

Bell(2015)& S27h §vlel As)2 sto] Almahi W 744 HES AASAL. 3

WA Aeke SAE QRS Aolth o HAF Ad@ frish AYE Tl Aol ¥ wﬁ
5 = Aol vkt AAL ABSAAL obF A

Aef2 Azt e ARl s e le S B 2}
Z5a AMe W, A= A7 fHE A XSS dobxbEla, FEolok(I'm just
kidding)'¢} #2 AIFstd &S UlZolA "o olF S sAe Aol FHE
Wkl He el ARl FmrE § ol AufjshA] ¥EE AR ek Bell(2015)
Aol Aufdk Fr7h seEoldttal e W 28y AREH ¥ €2 Xes Follle dEel

Jerz fHE WAsE A2 o3y A AdS Hoshes Wyel 2 4 v &gl
ol¢} #Hslo] Bell?} Pomerantz(2016)= GOl #7 W37t &9, 4 (pause), A7} 235
Serolgha whe|m HA Al &5 3= 3 (You can laugh now.)'e] 37HA= A€ vhal ¥l v}
ATt

Al AA A st RS e FrzE AnA geu A vkes S5k
Aoltt. o] HFE ANS AYA &= I AloldlA @o] AREH: k. dl WA HEFS
BRle tidez Adgd #4490 e 2o E2= Aot a3 Fe=A A7t =7
A =8S dasta s g3t 5 vk £ stk Al fHvh AAE = E
2ol el At ges vheld s gl

&, A= FHrE AoeA] R ely] fste] stk v AuekA] s 54T

FA Fe FR 4 N 5 AkBell 2009). 58 Bt FAARNE fvle] FA7}
Amow S A 1 A SAT TR £9F As AePetrki and Nauven
2 | o eol Ak AVIAA @AY FAT F drbetn vg Ang =
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Williams®} Emich(2014)+= &1 A E=7F Asds wf dAst= Agd vrsa) 12 o3k 34
grol WstE AAAoR AT o] Aol wEwW, A fHe A A F& FAA
AA, ANz, AE3 o 5 AEAd FEs 2de, ke dijl A 2H Y= A7eh
P P 7 A 5 b ZALlo] fFHE AR St B Ao R 1A S
Ha, ol ol AER fH Ay FAA A & FAAHR JFS mIHvE

rzo

weba st AREE e Aol AlGsta mabA el oS A
g4, dE 5o, W zES fAsL ARlY Ades B
AgkstAY, FHolAeS WAIA Els
AAR7E Bl A BAe = 5340 A 2" EAYS BolFH, st s Aol
A4 Rbga #dEEe] es AAREH uRb o] date 2] Bad JigElE Uy ow
AmE T8t 33 A (recall bias) ¢ EA= AA| A3} Zol7t AL 7Hsdel 9
ghH, Priego—Valverde(2020)% Raskin(1985)¢] AAIgH =gk oJALAF(BFC)# XA 514
& OJAFAE(NBFC) 9 7S 7Wko = 5}7(}7]' ZARE o]of7] 5 olo7td F FAb Alkedh=
Froll oAgA Rk, o5 F& WA FEHS & TES }—OOV:‘X]E H}'\:!]O}_(/%]\I:]—-
ol AFelA A= FHE %5H o 3}¢] —Z.—Eiﬂ—%
shapel A A S, diske] dEA 44S
st ASS A= W, spabe Al A e Fdste] 2] diE 35S Al

91

il

o

A AAE AR WSS Helw ko] f AkE HAsAY FAh gt 55
Fellehs A& HAxskels Aotk £ owAls A 7 A& FASE Aoy dAe
Ao fHE EEATII Ale] olepr] M el HFatH AR ojopy] RE(BFC)® g
oAtk Al WA ERE WAA AR, Sbe AS "EE Ea e avte]er 2
AFAD Qo] @S AHEs A fH ARt FAREE BEE] she, oS T8 ARAlol
AAg de e c2EGEHS] 58 /AT & Ak ol#fd sAke] W e A
9% w99 %%‘Q TS molEn. & v Ade ded os FHolv %59
FAE obdet, shabeh A b Az ALl WAshs des ovetd on s FRAS
fFAsAY 35317 HBH g des eds diste 2 A9 2971S A HsaA
gt

e o] A A dEae] 44
WAL Qek. 53, @ AdlelA] nuE @ gelxe] S|l w friE AT A 2
daoln F2@ oae Ae Aol Atk @ A7 Polx yrrol dyem A

B

ol A4 % JlE AR Mg FES

ofo
ol
o
rir
oXx, .
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6. 2

rf

£ AT UAHR AN Sl GUE ol el Fese Wk frlel Ade
BAsa, SsE A AN S BAGE AA Y, adw oo g Has
B4 A3 wAe wAARL. 48 AT AT A, oI

= wes] AdojH wAA 7L
AR A A EHAY o HA] = Al FFFH X . H7E diske] weEe] F3takA|
A, st FoAx}t 3o BAA &lE A g AT froes A S AU
Al fele Bdflel Wstele diste] wWE &oA D}%Ji. o2 FHAHATHZuo 2020).
tistol A sttt Adxpe] o ehE AA[ZFZE Wistelw, st Fo] el Al e, gl
spA7b oj| Bxowm tistE olie=Ale] weh o Wt gk vk (Priego—Valverde 2022,
Sheikhan 2024). o]&g #elA A3 fFrls Ged Jakans A3zt obdet diste]
ARbAel whel 9l oiskap zre] #A|, A9, AE T add 1Es] dAxo glom ipoprt
3o ek AHE AFsts F83F 93 TARAE 7] 538G tH(Bitterly et al. 2017, Pundt et al.
2022). & A9 olYg FFS vtHoR I A FHE ek Vx AEE 28E T
Us Aolth
R i R At R
2o A yEhtE A
& o s #A
A

el
T o R uEgo R

50
3
5

[e)
T
Al

=
[e]

T

=

o
=2
k1

oA A AEae] e ohel, Aol stush g 5
%ﬂ AdE B ERA B 5 e Aol obge o
FHom BAs, tah Feldtel 54, WA, 437 o

A 1
éﬂ%%ﬂv}ﬂﬂ%wa}&ﬂ@éﬁ%%%ﬁ%%l%%ﬁﬂq.
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A&7} 2o (Applicable Languages): 3=9](Korean), % °}(English)

8715 <(Applicable Level): 2% (Primary), %% (Secondary), 1% (Tertiary)
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