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e We investigated the degree to which people’s
reported strategies mirrored their sarcastic
productions.
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e We |ooked at both specific words and general
strategies that people reported using to make
something sarcastic.

Specific words/phrases participants reported using
to create sarcasm: um, yeah, so, totally, well, of
course, oh yeah, as if, literally, like, always, for sure,
surely that’s right, obviously, absolutely, really, ana
clearly. These showed up a total of 471 times in the

099 rewritings.
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