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Overestimation in Communicating Irony:
The Comparisons Between Receivers and Bystanders

Shinichiro OKAMOTO

Abstract

The purpose of this paper was to compare the degree of overestimation of success in communicating irony
between the receiver and the bystander. In an experiment simulating e-mail communication, the sender
participants were given the information about the target people and wrote remarks of irony or sincere praise
about them. Bystander participants were shown the remarks made by one of the senders together with the
information about the target people. The remarks of the senders were also shown to the receiver participants
without the information about the target people. The senders and the bystanders predicted whether the receiver
would judge each of the remarks as irony or as praise. The receivers themselves made the judgements about
each of the remarks. The results showed that while the senders predicted that the receivers’ success higher than

the latter’s real performance, such overestimation was not observed among the bystanders.
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