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ANNOTATION 

This Master’s paper investigates the multifaceted influence of gender on the 

linguistic features and communicative practices constituting contemporary Teenspeak, 

with a particular focus on its manifestations in digital environments. The study explores 

how adolescents utilize language to construct, perform, and negotiate gender identities 

within their online and offline interactions. 

The research is grounded in a theoretical framework drawing from 

sociolinguistics, gender studies, discourse analysis, and pragmatics, emphasizing 

contemporary social constructionist and performative theories of gender. 

Methodologically, the study employs a corpus-assisted discourse analysis approach, 

analyzing a 1,000-message digital corpus compiled from diverse platforms (TikTok, 

Instagram, YouTube, Reddit, Discord, Telegram) frequented by teenagers. 

The paper provides a detailed examination of gendered patterns in Teenspeak 

across lexical (slang, acronyms, intensifiers), syntactic (sentence structure, non-

standard grammar), stylistic (punctuation, tone, multimodality), and pragmatic 

(conversational roles, politeness, emotional expression) levels. Quantitative findings 

reveal discernible gendered preferences in the use of specific linguistic features, while 

qualitative analysis illuminates how these resources are dynamically employed to enact 

femininities and masculinities, signal group affiliation, and navigate peer dynamics. 

The study underscores the significant impact of peer groups (as communities of 

practice) and media (particularly social media platforms) in shaping these practices. 

Furthermore, it highlights the increasing fluidity in teens' gendered linguistic 

expressions, reflecting broader societal shifts and the conscious challenging of 

traditional norms through "gender play" and hybrid styles. The cross-platform analysis 

demonstrates teenagers' adaptability in performing gender across varied digital 

contexts. 

The findings confirm that gender in Teenspeak is a dynamic, performed, and 

contextually situated phenomenon, with adolescents acting as active agents in language 

innovation and identity construction. 
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АНОТАЦІЯ 

У магістерській роботі досліджується багатогранний вплив гендеру на 

лінгвістичні особливості та комунікативні практики, що становлять сучасний 

тинспик, з особливим акцентом на його проявах у цифровому середовищі. 

Дослідження вивчає, як підлітки використовують мову для конструювання, 

виконання та узгодження гендерних ідентичностей у своїх онлайн та офлайн 

взаємодіях. 

Дослідження ґрунтується на теоретичній базі, що спирається на 

соціолінгвістику, гендерні студії, дискурс-аналіз та прагматику, наголошуючи на 

сучасних соціально-конструктивістських та перформативних теоріях гендеру. 

Методологічно, у дослідженні застосовано корпусно-орієнтований дискурс-

аналіз, що включає аналіз цифрового корпусу з 1000 повідомлень, зібраних з 

різноманітних платформ (TikTok, Instagram, YouTube, Reddit, Discord, Telegram), 

якими часто користуються підлітки. 

Робота представляє детальний аналіз гендерних патернів у тинспику на 

лексичному (сленг, акроніми, інтенсифікатори), синтаксичному (структура 

речення, нестандартна граматика), стилістичному (пунктуація, тон, 

мультимодальність) та прагматичному (комунікативні ролі, ввічливість, 

вираження емоцій) рівнях. Кількісні дані виявляють чіткі гендерні переваги у 

використанні spezifichnyh лінгвістичних особливостей, тоді як якісний аналіз 

висвітлює, як ці ресурси динамічно використовуються для втілення фемінностей 

та маскулінностей, сигналізації групової приналежності та навігації в динаміці 

однолітків. Дослідження підкреслює значний вплив груп однолітків (як спільнот 

практики) та медіа (особливо соціальних мереж) на формування цих практик. 

Крім того, воно висвітлює зростаючу плинність у гендерних мовних проявах 

підлітків, що відображає ширші суспільні зміни та свідоме оскарження 

традиційних норм через «гендерну гру» та гібридні стилі. Крос-платформний 

аналіз демонструє адаптивність підлітків у виконанні гендеру в різноманітних 

цифрових контекстах. 
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Результати підтверджують, що гендер у тинспику є динамічним, 

перформативним та контекстуально зумовленим феноменом, де підлітки 

виступають активними агентами мовних інновацій та конструювання 

ідентичності. 

Ключові слова: підлітковий жаргон, молодіжна мова, гендер, 

соціолінгвістика, цифрова комунікація, корпусна лінгвістика, мова та 

ідентичність, перформативність, сленг, прагматика. 
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INTRODUCTION 
The study of language among adolescents, often referred to as Teenspeak, has 

become increasingly important in the fields of sociolinguistics and discourse analysis. 

Adolescents are not only highly active language users but also key innovators in 

linguistic change. Their speech reflects ongoing transformations in society, identity, 

and communication, especially in the context of rapid technological development and 

the rise of digital communication platforms. 

Gender is one of the most significant sociolinguistic variables influencing 

language behavior. The way in which male and female teenagers use language, both in 

spoken and written forms, can reveal broader gender ideologies, social structures, and 

interpersonal dynamics. Investigating how gender operates within the framework of 

Teenspeak contributes to a deeper understanding of youth identity, group affiliation, 

and communication strategies. This study is timely and relevant as it sheds light on 

how language is shaped by and reflects gendered social norms in a generation that 

communicates increasingly in online and hybrid forms. 

The main purpose of this research is to explore and analyze the influence of 

gender on the linguistic features of Teenspeak.  

To achieve this aim, the following objectives are defined: 

• to identify and describe the main features of Teenspeak in modern adolescent 

communication; 

• to analyze the linguistic differences in language use between teenage boys and 

girls; 

• to examine how gender-specific language is used in both spoken and digital 

contexts; 

• to investigate the role of sociocultural and media influences on the development 

of gendered language among teenagers; 

• to determine the communicative functions of gendered linguistic elements in 

peer interaction. 

The object of the study is the spoken and digital communication of modern 

teenagers. 
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The subject of the study is the influence of gender on the linguistic characteristics 

and patterns of Teenspeak. 

The theoretical foundation of the study includes works in the fields of 

sociolinguistics, gender studies, discourse analysis, and pragmatics. Key contributions 

by scholars such as Deborah Tannen, Janet Holmes, Robin Lakoff, Penelope Eckert, 

and William Labov are taken into account. 

The methodological basis is built on a combination of descriptive, analytical, and 

comparative approaches, allowing for both qualitative and quantitative analysis of 

linguistic data. The study is guided by gender theory, the theory of linguistic variation, 

and the theory of speech communities. 

To address the research objectives, the following methods are applied: 

• analysis of scholarly literature in linguistics, gender studies, communication 

theory, and contemporary digital discourse; 

• compilation and systematic analysis of a digital corpus of authentic Teenspeak, 

comprising 1,000 messages produced by self-identified male and female teenagers 

across diverse online platforms (e.g., TikTok, Instagram, YouTube, Reddit, Discord, 

Telegram); 

• quantitative corpus linguistic techniques for the identification and statistical 

comparison of gender-specific language features (e.g., frequencies of lexical items, 

syntactic structures, multimodal elements); 

• qualitative discourse analysis of selected corpus examples to interpret the 

contextual use and social meaning of gendered linguistic patterns in relation to identity 

performance and interactional dynamics. 

The scientific novelty and relevance of this research lies in its integrated 

analysis of gendered language features in digital Teenspeak, based on a multi-platform 

corpus. While much research has been conducted on gender and language, this paper 

brings a fresh perspective by focusing specifically on adolescent speakers in the context 

of their contemporary online communication. 

The practical value of the work includes the potential application of findings in 

education (e.g., awareness in teaching gender-sensitive language), media literacy 
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(understanding youth discourse), and further sociolinguistic research. It can also 

contribute to developing tools for more inclusive communication strategies in youth-

oriented environments. 
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CHAPTER 1. THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK  

1.1. Definition and characteristics of teenspeak 

Teenspeak, a recognized sociolinguistic phenomenon, denotes the distinctive and 

evolving linguistic style predominantly employed by adolescents, typically within the 

approximate age range of 13 to 19. It functions as a dynamic linguistic variety that not 

only reflects but actively constructs the identities, creative expressions, and 

communicative exigencies characteristic of youth culture [13] [103]. This linguistic 

repertoire is marked by specific choices and patterns across various linguistic levels, 

including lexical innovation, phonetic modifications, syntactic constructions, and 

pragmatic strategies, which collectively differentiate it from the typical speech patterns 

of adults or younger children [109]. 

Often referred to simply as "youth language" or "adolescent language", teenspeak 

frequently manifests as a non-standard variety of the dominant language (e.g., English), 

particularly evident in informal and digitally-mediated communication contexts [2] 

[106]. While sometimes perceived by older generations as a deviation from established 

linguistic norms, for adolescents, teenspeak fulfills crucial social and psychological 

functions. These include the articulation and negotiation of individual and collective 

identities, the cultivation of in-group solidarity and belonging within peer networks, 

and the symbolic establishment of social distance from mainstream adult culture [38] 

[40] [81]. This linguistic style is instrumental in enabling teenagers to define their 

subcultural affiliations, connect with peers, and signal membership within a specific 

generational cohort, thereby fostering a sense of distinction from other age groups. 

Teenspeak is inherently fluid; its dynamism is often compared to the rapid cycles of 

fashion, with new linguistic trends emerging, spreading, and evolving quickly, often 

propelled by media and peer influence [103]. 

The linguistic landscape of teenspeak is characterized by several recurrent 

features. Lexically, it is rich in slang, which includes neologisms (newly coined 

words), the reappropriation or semantic shift of existing words (e.g., "lit", "flex"), and 

a generally informal vocabulary [37] [53]. Abbreviations and acronyms (e.g., "lol", 
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"idk", "ngl" for not gonna lie) are pervasive, especially in computer-mediated 

communication (CMC) and text messaging, alongside word shortening or clipping 

(e.g., "probs" for probably, "obvs" for obviously) [5] [73]. The strategic use of taboo 

language and expletives may also be more frequent or serve different pragmatic 

functions among teenagers compared to adult norms [7]. Grammatically, while 

extensive syntactic divergence from standard varieties is less common than lexical 

innovation, certain non-standard features can be characteristic, such as multiple 

negation (e.g., "I don't need no help"), the use of "ain't", and discourse-pragmatic 

features like ellipsis (e.g., "You coming?") [20] [107]. Intensifiers (e.g., "so", "really", 

"totally") are often employed with high frequency, and discourse markers such as 

"like", "you know", "innit", and "right" play significant roles in structuring discourse, 

managing interaction, and signaling stance [33] [47]. 

Phonological variations, such as assimilations (e.g., "wanna" for want to, "gonna" 

for going to) and other specific pronunciations, can contribute to the distinct sound of 

teenspeak [34]. Language mixing or code-switching, involving the incorporation of 

elements from other languages or dialects (e.g., drawing on African American 

Vernacular English, or AAVE, features, or elements from heritage languages), is also 

an observed feature, often indexing multicultural identities or specific stylistic choices 

[12] [92]. Semantic shifts, where established words acquire new, often context-specific 

meanings within youth peer groups (e.g., "sick" meaning excellent), are a hallmark of 

its creative potential. While vocabulary is a highly salient differentiator, it is the 

combination of these features, used in specific ways and contexts, that constitutes 

teenspeak. The influence of globalized media, particularly from American popular 

culture, can also contribute to the adoption of certain linguistic trends and accent 

features, though this is a complex process of local appropriation rather than simple 

imitation [24]. 

Ultimately, teenspeak is far more than a transient collection of trendy slang; it 

represents a complex and functional linguistic system that mirrors the intricate social 

dynamics and identity negotiations inherent in adolescence [14]. It serves as a powerful 

marker of youth identity, signaling peer affiliation, "coolness", specific attitudes, and 
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a deliberate differentiation from older generations and mainstream norms. The rapid 

pace of its evolution, often accelerated by technological advancements in 

communication and the pervasive influence of online cultures, underscores its adaptive 

nature in response to the shifting social environment of teenagers [1][73]. The 

intersection of adolescence and gender provides a particularly crucial lens for 

understanding language variation, as both factors are deeply interwoven with the 

processes of identity construction and social interaction during these formative years. 

Linguistic preferences and styles often crystallize during the teenage years, a period 

when gender identity and its expression become especially significant in the formation 

and maintenance of peer-based social groups [42]. This close temporal and social 

relationship suggests a strong potential for mutual influence between language use and 

the construction and performance of gender during this critical developmental stage. 

1.2. Sociolinguistics and the gender variable 

Sociolinguistics is the subfield of linguistics fundamentally concerned with the 

intricate and reciprocal relationship between language and society. It operates on the 

foundational principle that language is not merely an abstract system of rules, as 

posited by some formal linguistic theories, but a vital social practice, deeply embedded 

in the fabric of human interaction and societal structures [63] [77]. The primary 

objective of sociolinguistics is to investigate how social factors, such as socio-

economic class, ethnicity, age, geographical location, and, pertinent to this study, 

gender-influence language structure and use. Conversely, it also examines how 

language use serves to construct, reflect, reinforce, and sometimes challenge social 

identities, power relations, and cultural norms [25]. 

The subject matter of sociolinguistics is vast and multifaceted. It encompasses the 

study of linguistic variation at all levels (phonological, morphological, syntactic, 

lexical, and discursive), leading to the identification and analysis of concepts 

like dialects (language varieties associated with particular geographical 

regions), sociolects (language varieties characteristic of specific social groups, such as 

those based on class or age), and registers (styles of language appropriate for particular 

situations or communicative purposes) [19]. Sociolinguists also explore individual 
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styles and how speakers make linguistic choices to present themselves in particular 

ways. 

Furthermore, the field investigates dynamic linguistic processes such as language 

change in progress, tracing how languages evolve over time within communities and 

across generations [70]. It delves into language attitudes, examining the social 

meanings, stereotypes, and prestige attributed to different linguistic forms and 

varieties, and how these attitudes can impact individuals and groups. Other key areas 

include the study of bilingualism and multilingualism, code-switching (the practice of 

alternating between two or more languages or varieties in conversation), language 

policy and planning (how languages are treated and regulated at institutional or 

national levels), and the pervasive role of language in exercising and negotiating power 

and social hierarchy [45] [101]. 

Methodologically, sociolinguistics employs a diverse range of approaches. These 

include quantitative variationist analysis, pioneered by William Labov, which typically 

involves collecting large amounts of linguistic data and correlating specific linguistic 

variables with social factors such as age, gender, or social class [107]. Alongside this, 

qualitative and ethnographic methods are crucial, involving in-depth observation, 

interviews, and discourse analysis to explore language use in its rich, situated social 

contexts and to understand the nuanced meanings that linguistic practices hold for 

speakers [66] [95]. By examining language in its social context, sociolinguistics 

provides essential insights into human communication, social structure, and cultural 

expression. 

1.3. Gender within sociolinguistics and communication patterns 

Within the broad field of sociolinguistics, the interplay between language and 

gender has been one of the most extensively researched and theoretically dynamic 

areas. Understanding how gender influences language, and how language, in turn, 

constructs and reflects gendered identities and societal norms, requires engagement 

with several key theoretical frameworks. These frameworks not only offer different 

lenses through which to interpret linguistic patterns but have also historically described 
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and categorized various communicative characteristics often associated with men and 

women. 

Early influential approaches, emerging primarily in the 1970s, often framed 

gender in binary terms (male/female). The deficit approach, largely sparked by Robin 

Lakoff’s [71] seminal work Language and Woman’s Place, posited that women's 

language was characterized by features such as hedges (e.g., "sort of", "kind of"), tag 

questions (e.g., "...isn't it?"), super-polite forms, empty adjectives (e.g., "divine", 

"charming"), precise color terms, and intensifiers (e.g., "so", "very"). Lakoff suggested 

these features rendered women's speech less assertive and more "powerless" compared 

to a perceived male norm, interpreting this as a linguistic reflection of women's 

subordinate social status. These observed characteristics of women's language were 

thus seen as markers of deficiency. 

Reacting to and building upon these initial observations, the dominance 

approach attributed such gender differences in language use primarily to the patriarchal 

power structures prevalent in society. Scholars working within this framework, such as 

Zimmerman and West [125] with their influential studies on interruptions, argued that 

men's conversational strategies reflected and reinforced their societal dominance. For 

example, findings suggested men tended to interrupt women more frequently than vice 

versa, control conversational topics more often, and make more direct assertions. 

These communicative patterns were interpreted as men exercising power and women 

being subjected to it, with women's more hesitant or polite styles seen as a response to 

this dynamic [46]. 

A contrasting perspective, the difference approach, gained widespread popularity 

through the work of Deborah Tannen [112] in You Just Don't Understand: Women and 

Men in Conversation. This approach suggested that men and women are socialized into 

different "gendered subcultures" from a young age, leading them to develop distinct 

communicative styles and goals, or "genderlects". General characteristics associated 

with these styles included: 

• purpose of talk: women were often described as using language primarily for 

"rapport-talk" – to build connections, establish intimacy, share experiences, and offer 
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support. Men, conversely, were seen as engaging more in "report-talk" – to convey 

information, assert status, exhibit knowledge, and solve problems. 

• conversational strategies: women’s styles were noted for features like active 

listening cues (e.g., "mhm", "yeah"), collaborative turn-taking, asking more questions 

to encourage interaction, and greater use of personal anecdotes and self-disclosure. 

Men's styles were often characterized by more competitive turn-taking, challenging 

others, direct declarations, and a focus on impersonal topics or public affairs [23]. 

• directness and politeness: women were often observed to use more indirect 

speech acts and politeness markers, potentially to avoid imposition, while men were 

seen as being more direct and potentially less concerned with face-saving for others in 

certain contexts [60]. 

• non-verbal communication: while not strictly linguistic, associated observations 

often noted differences in body language, with men perhaps adopting more expansive 

postures and women using more eye contact to signal engagement (though such claims 

are also subject to cultural variation and critique). 

Tannen argued that misunderstandings between genders often arose from these 

differing stylistic orientations rather than inherent deficiency or overt dominance, 

although critics contended this approach could inadvertently reinforce stereotypes and 

downplay persistent power imbalances. 

While these earlier models and their descriptions of gendered communicative 

characteristics provided valuable insights and generated critical discussion, 

contemporary sociolinguistic research on language and gender has largely shifted 

towards a social constructionist and performative understanding [16] [42] [122]. This 

paradigm reconceptualizes gender not as a fixed, biological attribute or a static social 

role, but as an ongoing accomplishment – something that individuals actively "do" or 

"perform" through their social practices, including their linguistic choices. From this 

perspective, the "characteristics" previously attributed to men's or women's language 

are not seen as inherent or universal traits. Instead, they are viewed as linguistic 

resources that individuals may draw upon, consciously or unconsciously, to perform 
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particular gendered identities in specific interactional and socio-cultural contexts [14] 

[17]. 

Central to this contemporary view is the concept of indexicality, which refers to 

the way linguistic features can become associated with, and thus "point to" or index, 

particular social meanings, including gendered stances, identities, or ideologies within 

a given community [85]. For example, the use of certain prosodic patterns, lexical 

choices (e.g., slang associated with masculinity or femininity), politeness strategies, or 

narrative structures might come to index masculinity or femininity not because they 

are intrinsically male or female, but because they have been culturally associated with 

these categories through repeated use in particular contexts [82]. Thus, a speaker might 

use features traditionally associated with "women's language" not because she is a 

woman, but to perform a certain kind of femininity, or perhaps even to parody or 

subvert it. 

Furthermore, the notion of intersectionality is crucial to current understandings 

[13] [26]. This framework emphasizes that gender does not operate in isolation but 

intersects with other social categories such as age (as in the case of teenspeak), social 

class, ethnicity, sexuality, and regional background. Therefore, any observed 

communicative patterns related to gender are unlikely to be uniform across all men or 

all women. An individual's linguistic performance of gender is complex, multifaceted, 

and shaped by the interplay of these various identity components. This moves research 

away from simplistic binaries and universalizing claims about "men's language" or 

"women's language" and towards an appreciation of the diverse and situated ways in 

which gender is linguistically constructed and experienced [91]. 

These contemporary theoretical lenses are vital for analyzing how adolescents, 

for example, utilize linguistic resources – including those that may have been 

historically labeled as "male" or "female" characteristics – to navigate, express, and 

construct their gendered selves within the dynamic context of teenspeak, potentially 

reinforcing, challenging, or re-signifying these traditional associations. 
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1.4. Digital communication and its gendered landscape 

The proliferation of social media, instant messaging, and meme culture has 

profoundly transformed the landscape of adolescent linguistic expression, giving rise 

to distinct forms of digital teenspeak. The affordances of online environments - such 

as speed, informality, multimodality (incorporating text, images, and video), and 

potential for widespread dissemination, enhance and reshape features of teenspeak, 

creating new arenas for identity work [1] [106]. Within these digital spaces, gender 

plays a notable role in linguistic performance, not merely as a reflection of offline 

norms, but as an actively constructed and negotiated aspect of online identity, 

explainable through contemporary sociolinguistic theories. 

The observed gendered patterns in online teenspeak can be understood through 

the lens of social constructionism and performativity [16] [122]. Digital platforms 

become stages where adolescents "do gender" through specific linguistic and semiotic 

choices: 

• The observation that girls are statistically more likely to use emojis, heart 

symbols, expressive punctuation (e.g., "!!!"), and softening devices (e.g., "maybe", 

"idk"), particularly on visually-oriented platforms like Instagram and Snapchat 

(Dresner & Herring, 2010; Jones et al., 2016), can be interpreted as performances of 

particular femininities. These features can index [85] relational engagement, emotional 

expressiveness, or mitigation, aligning with certain culturally prevalent, though not 

monolithic, expectations of feminine communicative styles. The choice of platform 

itself can also be part of this gendered performance. 

• Conversely, the tendency for boys to prefer minimalist text, humor through 

understatement or sarcasm, the use of specific images/GIFs, or engagement with 

gaming jargon, especially in spaces like Discord or gaming-centric platforms 

(Sotiroula & Koutsogiannis, 2020; Lange, 2014, on geek masculinities), can be seen as 

performances of specific masculinities. These might index detachment, in-group 

solidarity within male-coded communities of practice, technical competence, or a 

rejection of overtly emotional display. 
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Social media trends, particularly on platforms like TikTok, further illustrate how 

gendered language norms are propagated and performed. The rapid generation and 

adoption of catchphrases or slang with strong gendered associations (e.g., terms like 

"she ate", "alpha male", "it's giving", "pick me girl") demonstrate indexicality in 

action. These expressions become linguistic resources that teens use not only for trend 

participation and peer approval [38] but also for identity play – experimenting with, 

affirming, or sometimes challenging gendered identities and stereotypes [12] [51]. The 

ways these terms are used, by whom, and in what contexts actively contribute to the 

ongoing social construction of what it means to be a particular gender within these 

digital youth cultures. 

Therefore, digital teenspeak, when analyzed through these theoretical 

frameworks, emerges as a dynamic arena where contemporary gender ideologies are 

reflected, reproduced, and potentially reconfigured. It is a space where real-time 

language innovation (often driven by the affordances of digital media) blends 

seamlessly with the performative enactment of social roles, making online 

communication a rich site for studying the ongoing construction of gender in 

adolescence [86]. 

1.5. Research methodology 

1.5.1. Research design 

This study employs a corpus-assisted discourse analysis approach to investigate 

gender factors in digital teenspeak. The research primarily utilizes quantitative 

methods for identifying linguistic patterns and differences across gender groups within 

the collected corpus, complemented by qualitative discourse analysis to interpret these 

patterns in the context of gender performance and social meaning. This design allows 

for the systematic examination of linguistic features at scale, alongside a nuanced 

understanding of how these features contribute to the construction of gender in online 

interactions. 

The corpus-based approach is particularly suitable for this sociolinguistic study 

as it enables the analysis of authentic, naturally occurring language use in 
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contemporary digital environments. By examining a large dataset of online messages, 

the study aims to identify recurrent linguistic patterns associated with self-identified 

male and female teenagers, providing insights into the digital landscape of gendered 

communication. 

1.5.2. Corpus compilation and description 

The linguistic corpus for this study was specifically compiled to investigate 

gendered language use in teenspeak across various popular digital platforms. 

• Corpus size and composition: the corpus consists of 1,000 digital messages, 

balanced with 500 messages contributed by male teenagers and 500 messages 

contributed by female teenagers. 

• Data sources: Messages were collected from a range of publicly accessible 

content on popular social media and communication platforms, including TikTok 

(comments, video descriptions), Instagram (comments, captions), YouTube 

(comments), Reddit (posts and comments in relevant subreddits frequented by 

teenagers), Discord (public server messages where age and gender were reasonably 

ascertainable or self-disclosed in user profiles/introductions), and Telegram (public 

group messages). 

Selection criteria 

• Messages were selected based on clear indicators of the contributor being within 

the typical teenage age range (approximately 13-19 years), often through self-

description in profiles, context of the discussion, or participation in age-specific online 

communities. 

• Gender identification was based on explicit self-identification in user profiles, 

use of gendered pronouns in self-description, or clear contextual cues indicating the 

user's gender. Ambiguous cases were excluded. 

• Only publicly available content was collected. No private messages or restricted-

access content was included. 

• To ensure diversity within the corpus, messages were sampled from various 

topics and interactional contexts available on these platforms. 
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Corpus preparation 

• All collected messages were anonymized to protect user privacy. Usernames and 

any directly identifying personal information were removed or pseudonymized. 

• The corpus was digitized and organized into a structured format suitable for 

computational analysis. 

• Each message was tagged with metadata, including the platform of origin, the 

self-identified gender of the contributor, and the date of the post/message (where 

available). 

1.5.3. Ethical considerations 

This research adhered to rigorous ethical standards appropriate for the analysis of 

publicly available online data, with a focus on protecting the privacy and dignity of the 

individuals whose language is being studied. 

1. Publicly available data: only data that was publicly accessible and 

intended for public consumption was collected. No attempts were made to bypass 

privacy settings or access private communications. 

2. Anonymization and privacy protection: all data was fully anonymized at 

the point of entry into the research corpus. Usernames, profile pictures (if any were 

incidentally captured), and any other potentially identifying information were removed 

or replaced with pseudonyms/generic identifiers. No direct quotes that could uniquely 

identify an individual through search engines were used in the final reporting without 

significant paraphrasing or aggregation. 

3. Data security: the anonymized corpus was stored on encrypted drives 

accessible only to the research team to prevent unauthorized access. 

4. Minimization of harm: the research focused on general linguistic patterns 

and avoided analyzing content that was overtly sensitive, harmful, or could put 

individuals at risk if inadvertently de-anonymized. The nature of the study (linguistic 

analysis of teenspeak) did not target vulnerable discussions. 

5. Transparency: the methods of data collection and analysis are 

transparently reported in this study. 
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1.5.4. Data analysis methods 

The analysis of the language data in this study followed a systematic, multi-

layered approach, combining quantitative corpus linguistics techniques with qualitative 

discourse analysis. 

Quantitative Analysis  

The linguistic corpus (1,000 messages) was analyzed using computational 

methods to identify statistically significant patterns and differences in language use 

between the male and female sub-corpora.  

1. Frequency analysis 

• Word frequency lists (lemmatized and unlemmatized) were generated for each 

gender sub-corpus and compared statistically (e.g., using log-likelihood or chi-square 

tests). 

• Type-token ratios (TTR) were calculated to assess lexical diversity. 

• Frequency of specific linguistic features (e.g., emojis, slang terms, intensifiers, 

specific punctuation patterns) was calculated and normalized (e.g., per 1,000 words or 

per message) for valid comparison. 

2. Keyword analysis 

• Log-likelihood tests (or similar statistical measures) were used to identify 

keywords – words that are statistically more frequent in one sub-corpus compared to 

the other, or compared to a general reference corpus (if applicable). 

• Keywords were categorized semantically to identify thematic differences. 

3. Collocation analysis 

• Mutual Information (MI) scores or other association measures were calculated 

to identify statistically significant word pairings or collocations for key terms within 

each sub-corpus. 

• Collocational networks were potentially mapped to visualize lexical 

relationships. 
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4. N-gram analysis 

• Frequency of common bi-grams and tri-grams (sequences of two or three words) 

was analyzed to identify recurring phrases or syntactic patterns favored by each gender 

group. 

5. Part-of-speech tagging 

• The corpus (or a subset) may have been tagged using an appropriate POS tagger 

(e.g., CLAWS, Stanford POS Tagger). 

• Distribution of grammatical categories (e.g., pronouns, adjectives, adverbs, verb 

types) was compared across gender groups. 

6. Sentiment analysis 

• Sentiment analysis tools (e.g., VADER, SentiWordNet) could be applied to 

identify and compare the overall emotional valence (positive, negative, neutral) 

expressed in messages from each gender group. 

All statistical tests were conducted with an appropriate alpha level (e.g., .05), with 

corrections for multiple comparisons (e.g., Bonferroni) applied where necessary. Effect 

sizes (e.g., Cohen’s d, Cramer’s V, odds ratio) were reported for significant findings to 

indicate the practical significance of the differences. 

Qualitative Analysis  

Complementing the quantitative findings, a qualitative discourse analysis was 

conducted on a subset of illustrative examples from the corpus. This analysis focused 

on: 

• Identity performance: how linguistic choices (identified through quantitative 

analysis as potentially gendered) are used in context to perform or construct gendered 

identities online. 

• Indexicality: how specific features of teenspeak in the corpus come to index 

masculinity, femininity, or other gender-related stances within these digital contexts. 

• Contextual variation: examining how the use of gendered linguistic features 

might vary (if discernible from the data) across the different platforms included in the 

corpus. 
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• Interpretation of quantitative patterns: providing richer, context-sensitive 

interpretations for the statistical patterns observed (e.g., why a certain slang term might 

be a keyword for one group). 

This qualitative component aimed to go beyond simply counting features, seeking 

to understand the social meanings and functions of the observed linguistic patterns in 

relation to gender. 

Mixed Methods Integration 

While the study is predominantly corpus-based, the integration of quantitative and 

qualitative analysis follows an explanatory sequential logic: quantitative analysis of 

the full corpus identified broad patterns and differences, which were then further 

explored and explained through targeted qualitative discourse analysis of selected 

examples. The qualitative analysis helps to add depth and meaning to the statistical 

findings. 

CONCLUSION TO CHAPTER ONE 

The theoretical and methodological foundation laid out in this chapter has 

demonstrated that Teenspeak is not simply a casual or playful variety of language, but 

a significant linguistic and sociocultural phenomenon demanding systematic 

investigation. As a unique and constantly evolving register of adolescent 

communication, teenspeak encompasses lexical innovation, syntactic shifts, stylistic 

markers, and digital multimodality, all of which serve to construct and reinforce youth 

identity. The inherently performative nature of teenspeak - as a means for teenagers to 

distinguish themselves, assert peer group membership, and navigate self-expression in 

a mediated world - necessitates an analytical approach capable of capturing these 

dynamic uses in authentic contexts. 

The relationship between language and gender, as this chapter has explored, is 

equally complex and deeply embedded in sociolinguistic inquiry. Moving beyond early 

essentialist models, contemporary theories frame gender as a socially constructed and 

contextually negotiated identity, performed and expressed through language. Within 

adolescent speech communities, gendered linguistic behavior emerges from a 

confluence of social expectations, group dynamics, media influence, and the pursuit of 
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social recognition. Consequently, the analysis of gender in Teenspeak, as will be 

undertaken through the corpus-assisted discourse analysis detailed in section 

1.5, requires a nuanced understanding of how teenagers draw on available linguistic 

resources to align with or distance themselves from normative gender roles. 

The contributions of scholars such as Robin Lakoff, Deborah Tannen, Janet 

Holmes, Jennifer Coates, and Penelope Eckert provide a critical theoretical lens for 

understanding the gendered dimensions of language. Their work, emphasizing aspects 

like power relations, politeness, conversational style, and identity performance, has 

shaped the current research landscape and offers a valuable framework. The 

methodology adopted in this study, combining quantitative analysis of a 1,000-

message digital corpus with qualitative discourse analysis, is designed to operationalize 

these theoretical insights, allowing for an examination of how linguistic features are 

used by young speakers to perform femininity, masculinity, or non-conforming gender 

identities within their digital interactions. 

Furthermore, the digitalization of adolescent communication, as discussed, has 

created new spaces where language and gender interact in rapid and innovative ways. 

Online platforms like TikTok, Instagram, Discord, and others not only influence 

Teenspeak's content and form but also foster distinct gendered communicative 

norms. The methodological focus on a multi-platform digital corpus is therefore crucial 

for capturing these emergent patterns, including the playful and performative use of 

emojis, visual language, memes, and trending phrases employed to mark gender 

affiliation or subvert traditional roles. 

In conclusion, Chapter 1 has provided a comprehensive theoretical and 

methodological grounding for the analysis of the gender factor in teenspeak. It has 

established the study of adolescent language use as an interdisciplinary endeavor, 

drawing from sociolinguistics, gender studies, media theory, and discourse 

analysis. The specific research design, centered on the systematic analysis of a 

balanced digital corpus as outlined previously, will facilitate the empirical 

investigation in subsequent chapters. This will involve moving from theory to 

application: analyzing authentic examples of teenage communication, identifying 
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patterns of gendered language use through both quantitative and qualitative techniques, 

and interpreting these findings in light of the theoretical perspectives discussed. 

Through this lens, the research aims not merely to describe how self-identified male 

and female teens use language differently, but to uncover the social meanings, an M.d 

the intricate identity work embedded within those linguistic choices in their 

contemporary digital environments. 
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CHAPTER 2. GENDERED FEATURES IN TEENSPEAK 

2.1. Lexical choices and slang innovation 

One of the most visible markers of teenspeak is its inventive and rapidly changing 

lexicon. Teenagers consistently create, borrow, and adapt slang terms that reflect their 

social world, interests, and cultural references. Nowadays it’s actively happening with 

English phrases, especially ones which are hardly translated to motherlanguage. These 

lexical innovations are not gender-neutral. Rather, they often carry gendered 

connotations or are preferred by specific gender groups based on how they relate to 

identity performance. 

Research has explored whether teenage boys and girls exhibit differences in their 

use of slang, both in terms of frequency and the types of slang employed. One study 

indicated that male teenagers tend to use slang words more frequently, accounting for 

54.3% of slang usage compared to 45.7% for females. This suggests a potential 

tendency for male adolescents to incorporate more informal vocabulary into their daily 

conversations. Interestingly, there is also an indication that the slang used by teenage 

girls might be evolving at a faster pace, implying a dynamic and potentially trend-

setting role for girls in the lexical innovation within teenspeak. The reasons behind 

these observed differences could be multifaceted, potentially reflecting alignment with 

traditional gender stereotypes, where males might use more informal language to 

project an image of “machismo” or social dominance , or stemming from the expression 

of different social identities and affiliations within peer groups.    

While some slang terms within teenspeak enjoy universal adoption among 

teenagers regardless of gender, the frequency and specific contexts of their use, as well 

as preferences for certain types of slang, might exhibit gender-based variations. An 

analysis of slang types used by both male and female teenagers identified twelve 

categories, including back slang, compounding, and acronyms. The study revealed 

differences in the frequency of these categories between genders, for instance, males 

used acronyms more frequently (195 times) than females (162 times), while females 

used back slang more often (8 times) than males (4 times). Snippets through provide a 

plethora of contemporary teen slang examples, such as “rizz” (charisma, charm), “slay” 
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(to do something exceptionally well), “cap” (lie), and “bussin’ ” (very good), some of 

which might carry gendered connotations or be more commonly associated with one 

gender over the other based on cultural observations and anecdotal evidence (e.g., 

“player” often describing a male who is romantically involved with multiple people).    

The tendency for male teenagers to use more slang could be connected to societal 

expectations surrounding masculinity and the performance of a more informal or 

“tough” persona during adolescence. The study indicating a higher frequency of slang 

use among males suggests a possible link between informal language and the 

construction of masculine identity during this developmental stage. Further research 

could explore the specific types of slang favored by each gender and the social contexts 

in which these terms are most prevalent. Moreover, the observation that certain slang 

terms have gender-specific referents or are understood differently depending on the 

speaker’s gender highlights the subtle ways in which gender influences the lexicon of 

teenspeak. The example of “two-face” being primarily used to describe a girl who 

speaks negatively about a female friend illustrates that even within the informal 

language of teenagers, gender can shape the semantic scope and application of specific 

words. This underscores the importance of considering gender as a nuanced factor in 

any analysis of teenspeak vocabulary. 

Figure 2.1.1. 

Figure 2.1.2. 

Figure 2.1.3. 
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Although overlap exists, many slang items become indexical markers of gender 

identity and group affiliation. The strategic use of certain phrases can signal belonging, 

or alternatively, be used ironically to challenge stereotypes. 

Beyond the specific domain of slang, the broader teenspeak lexicon -

encompassing characteristic word choices, abbreviations, intensifiers, and even 

patterns in taboo language use as previously discussed - collectively contributes to 

these observed functional tendencies in gendered communication. Thus, while specific 

slang terms provide salient examples, it is the cumulative effect of various lexical 

resources that often leads to interpretations where female-identified teenspeak appears 

to emphasize emotionality, aesthetic judgment, and the seeking or offering of 

validation. This might be achieved through a higher frequency of affect-laden 

adjectives, specific interjections, or discourse markers that foster connection. 

Conversely, the lexical repertoires more commonly associated with male-identified 

teenspeak may, through different choices in humor, jargon, or forms of address, lean 

more towards establishing status, conveying humor, or employing exaggeration. It 

remains crucial to reiterate, however, that these are observed tendencies in the 

functional orientation of lexical choices, not universal or fixed attributes. Such patterns 

are highly dynamic, vary significantly based on social context and individual 

preferences, and are best understood as resources that teens flexibly deploy in the 

ongoing performance and negotiation of diverse gender identities. 

2.2. Syntactic and stylistic patterns 

Teenspeak is also shaped by syntactic and stylistic variation, which can often 

reveal gendered tendencies in sentence structure, punctuation, and tone. 

The apparent advantage in syntactic complexity observed in female adolescents 

could be related to broader patterns of language development where girls often show 

earlier and more rapid progress in certain linguistic domains. Research has indeed 

indicated that girls generally have a well-documented advantage in early language 

development. The finding of greater syntactic complexity in teenage girls may 

therefore represent a continuation of this early trend, potentially influenced by a 
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combination of biological and sociocultural factors that shape language development 

along gender lines. The seemingly contradictory findings of girls exhibiting more 

complex syntax while boys use more non-standard grammar might reflect different 

social motivations for language use during adolescence. The use of non-standard 

language by boys is often linked to establishing independence, toughness, and a sense 

of “covert prestige” within their peer groups. This suggests that while girls might 

demonstrate a greater command of complex grammatical structures, boys might 

strategically employ non-standard features as markers of social identity and group 

affiliation within the specific context of teenspeak. 
Female teens often use longer, emotionally expressive sentences; еmploy hedges 

(like, I guess, literally); use intensifiers and dramatic punctuation (!!!, ALL CAPS); add 

extra letters for emphasis (soooo cute, noooo way). 

Figure 2.2.3. 

Figure 2.2.3. 

Male teens may use shorter, clipped syntax; favor direct speech or mimicry; avoid 

emotional overtones unless used sarcastically; omit punctuation altogether in informal 

chats. 

 Figure 2.2.3. 

Figure 2.2.4. 
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Stylistically, female teens often construct solidarity and shared emotional 

experience, while male teens tend to frame interactions in humor, irony, or minimalism. 

This reflects wider sociolinguistic findings that associate women’s language with 

rapport-building and men’s language with status or performance. 

The expression of emotions in teenage communication has also been examined. 

In the context of online chat interactions, teenage boys tended to use more aggressive 

and flirtatious tones, while female users more often adopted a friendly tone. 

Furthermore, research on mixed-gender and same-gender dyads found that girls used 

more emotion explanations than boys. This suggests that there might be gendered 

preferences in how emotions are conveyed through language within teenspeak, with 

girls potentially being more explicit in their emotional expressions and boys adopting 

a more assertive or playful tone, particularly in online settings.    

Regarding cooperative and competitive communication styles, studies have 

indicated that in same-gender dyads, girls used a higher proportion of collaborative 

speech acts compared to boys. This aligns with broader research suggesting that 

women often tend towards more relational and cooperative communication styles. 

These general gender differences in communication styles appear to be reflected in 

teenage interactions as well, influencing how teenage boys and girls communicate with 

each other, particularly within the dynamics of same-gender peer groups.    

Furthermore, research within teenspeak reveals nuances that can challenge 

traditional gender stereotypes regarding communicative directness. For instance, 

studies observing teenage girls’ linguistic practices (which may include, but are not 

limited to, their use of slang) have indicated instances of greater directness than might 

be stereotypically expected of female speakers. This finding is significant as it 

potentially contradicts the broader societal stereotype of women being universally less 

direct in their communication, highlighting the importance of examining gendered 

communication within specific age groups and linguistic contexts like teenspeak, 

where patterns observed in adult communication may not be uniformly applicable. 

Beyond directness, other general gender differences in communication styles also 

appear to be reflected in teenage interactions. The tendency for girls to engage in more 
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collaborative and emotionally expressive language, such as using more friendly tones 

online and employing more collaborative speech acts in same-gender dyads, aligns 

with broader sociolinguistic research on female-associated communication styles. 

Similarly, observations of boys exhibiting more assertive or even aggressive tones, 

particularly in certain online environments, can be seen as resonating with some 

established patterns associated with male communication styles, though these too are 

subject to contextual variation and individual performance. 

2.3. Pragmatic strategies and conversational roles 

Pragmatics, the study of how language is used in context to achieve 

communicative goals and how meaning is constructed beyond literal word 

interpretation, is a crucial dimension for understanding gender in teenspeak. It 

examines the functions language serves in interaction, including how speakers manage 

relationships, convey attitudes, and perform social actions [31]. In teenage 

conversations, both online and offline, gender differences and performances often 

become particularly salient in the deployment of pragmatic strategies and the adoption 

of conversational roles. These choices are not merely stylistic preferences but are 

deeply intertwined with how teenage boys and girls negotiate power, humor, solidarity, 

identity, and social positioning within their peer groups [51]. 

Adolescent girls often, though not exclusively, orient towards pragmatic 

strategies that foster connection, social cohesion, and relational harmony. These can be 

seen as aligning with broader sociolinguistic observations associating female-

associated language with rapport-building [112] and the "maintenance of good social 

relations" [60], though contemporary views emphasize these as performed styles rather 

than inherent traits [42] [105]. 

Collaborative dialogue and conversational support 

• Backchanneling and active listening: frequent use of minimal responses (e.g. 

"mhm", "yeah", "uh-huh", "right", "I know") [48] [59]. Mirroring parts of the previous 

speaker's utterance often signals affiliation [23]. 
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• Co-construction of turns: building on each other's utterances and engaging in 

supportive overlaps are key features of affiliative talk, often studied in communities of 

practice [62]. 

• Use of questions for engagement: employing questions to invite participation 

and collaboratively develop topics [120]. 

Affirmation, empathy, and solidarity tokens 

• Frequent use of affirmations ("totally", "exactly", "for real"), empathy tokens 

("awww", "I get you", "that sucks", "same here"), and expressions of solidarity to build 

and maintain positive face for interlocutors [10] [99]. 

• Compliments and positive evaluations are often used to strengthen social bonds 

and are a focus in politeness research [118]. 

Politeness strategies 

• Tendency to employ a higher frequency of positive politeness strategies (e.g., 

showing interest, claiming common ground, using in-group markers) and negative 

politeness strategies (e.g., hedging "kinda", "maybe," "I guess", see research on 

epistemic stance markers by Kärkkäinen, 2003, often applied to gender studies; using 

indirect requests) [71] [60] [79]. 

Emotional support and conversational harmony: 

• More likely to explicitly offer emotional support [75]. 

• Narratives may focus more on personal experiences and relational dynamics 

[66]. 

Adolescent boys, in many contexts, may utilize pragmatic strategies that 

emphasize individual status, playful antagonism, directness (in certain forms), or task-

orientation. These patterns can be seen as performances of certain masculinities that 

value independence, wit, or dominance within peer hierarchies [17] [78] [93]. 

Competitive banter, teasing, and "roasting" 

• Engaging in ritualized verbal sparring, teasing ("mock impoliteness" [55]), 

"roasting," or playful insults as a way to bond [54]. 

• Humor is often a key element, sometimes involving sarcasm, irony, or 

understatement [36]. 
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Asserting authority, status or dominance 

• Using language to claim expertise, issue directives, or control conversational 

topics [88]. 

• Interruptions might be more frequent or aimed at seizing the floor (attention to 

context is key, as not all interruptions are dominant). 

Management of emotional expression: 

• May avoid overt or sustained expressions of vulnerability, or mask them with 

humor [84]. 

Topic management and task orientation 

• Preference for more abrupt topic shifts and a greater focus on information 

exchange or task-oriented exchanges (foundational "powerless language" concepts can 

be inverted here for "powerful" task-focus). 

It is crucial to emphasize that these patterns are tendencies and resources for 

performance, not fixed attributes of all individuals within a gender category. 

Contemporary theories of social constructionism and performativity [16] [122] 

highlight that teenagers actively "do gender" through their pragmatic choices [15]. 

• Indexicality of pragmatic strategies: certain ways of speaking become indexed 

with femininity or masculinity within specific communities of practice [38] [41] [85]. 

Teens learn these associations and deploy them [82]. 

• Contextual sensitivity: the pragmatic strategies employed by teens are highly 

sensitive to context, platform, audience, and activity type [58]. 

• Intersectionality: pragmatic choices also intersect with other aspects of identity 

[15] [91]. 

• Challenging norms and fluidity: teenspeak is a site of innovation. While some 

pragmatic patterns may reproduce traditional gender norms, others might challenge or 

blur these roles [103]. The increasing visibility of diverse gender identities provides 

teens with a broader repertoire [67]. 

• Pragmatics of digital communication: the affordances of digital media (e.g., 

emojis, GIFs, memes, anonymity, asynchronicity) offer new tools for pragmatic 

expression and gender performance [73] [86] [106]. For example, emoji use has been 
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studied for its pragmatic functions in conveying emotion and managing interaction, 

with some gendered patterns observed [4]. 

In summary, the pragmatic landscape of teenspeak is rich and complex. By 

examining specific speech acts [30], turn-taking mechanisms, politeness phenomena 

[29], humor strategies [3], and overall interactional goals, researchers can gain 

significant insights into how teenagers use language to construct, negotiate, and 

perform their gendered identities in dynamic and contextually nuanced ways. 

2.4. The role of Emojis, memes, and multimodal markers 

Modern Teenspeak is inseparable from its visual and multimodal elements - 

particularly emojis, GIFs, memes, and text formatting. These elements often carry 

subtle gendered meaning. 

Emoji use: 

•  girls tend to use a wider range of emojis for emotional tone (🥺, 😭, ✨, 💖); 

•  boys often use emojis for sarcasm or memes (💀, 🔥, 💯); 

•  some emojis become gendered slang markers (e.g., 🧍 = awkward silence, often 

used by boys). 

Meme language: 

•  girls may reference TikTok memes and aesthetic-based humor (“girl dinner”, 

“soft girl era”); 

•  boys often use gaming memes, ironic catchphrases, or dark humor. 

Text aesthetic: 

•  use of alternating caps (It’S gIvInG…), exaggerated vowels, or sparkle text is 

more common in female chats; 
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•  sparse punctuation and lowercase minimalism is more common in male chats. 

   😭								✨  🥺 💖  💀 🔥  💯  😎 

Table 2.4.1. 

2.5. Cross-gender influence and shifting norms 

While many features appear to correlate with gender, it is crucial to recognize the 

growing fluidity and overlap in linguistic styles among teens today. Increasing 

awareness of gender identity, inclusivity, and the breakdown of binary norms is 

reflected in how many teens mix and remix linguistic features regardless of traditional 

gender associations. 

Some boys now adopt “feminine” styles playfully, using emojis or sparkle text to 

be ironic or expressive. Some girls lean into humor or sarcasm formerly stereotyped as 

“masculine”. In online communities, gendered speech is often performed consciously, 

not passively. 

These shifts challenge earlier assumptions in gender linguistics and demand a 

more intersectional and dynamic approach to analyzing teenspeak. Gendered language 

is not static - it is performed, co-constructed, and adapted in real time across different 

platforms and social settings. 
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CONCLUSION TO CHAPTER TWO 

This chapter has undertaken a detailed examination of the multifaceted ways in 

which gender influences and is constructed through the distinct features of teenspeak, 

spanning lexical choices, syntactic structures, pragmatic strategies, stylistic variations, 

and the increasingly vital domain of digital multimodality. The exploration has 

revealed that while broad tendencies can be observed in how self-identified male and 

female teenagers utilize linguistic resources, these patterns are far from monolithic, 

instead reflecting a complex interplay of social norms, identity performance, peer 

group dynamics, and the affordances of contemporary communication platforms. 

The investigation into lexical choices and slang innovation underscored 

teenspeak's dynamic vocabulary as a prime site for gendered expression. While slang 

serves as a visible marker of youth culture and in-group affiliation, its usage, both in 

terms of frequency and the types of terms preferred, often carries gendered 

connotations. The chapter highlighted research suggesting tendencies for male teens to 

use certain types of slang or informal language more frequently, potentially aligning 

with performances of masculinity, while also noting the innovative and rapidly 

evolving nature of slang associated with female teens. Crucially, it was established that 

slang terms and other lexical choices become potent indexical markers, signaling 

gender identity and group belonging, or even being used ironically to challenge 

prevailing stereotypes. The discussion emphasized that the broader teenspeak lexicon, 

beyond just slang, collectively contributes to functional tendencies in gendered 

communication, such as the emphasis on emotionality and validation often associated 

with female-identified teenspeak, versus a leaning towards humor, status, and 

exaggeration in male-identified teenspeak. 

Examining syntactic and stylistic patterns, the chapter identified potential 

gendered tendencies in sentence structure, punctuation, and overall tone. It addressed 

findings related to syntactic complexity, where female adolescents sometimes exhibit 

more elaborate structures, contrasting with a greater use of non-standard grammar by 

some male adolescents, possibly as a marker of "covert prestige" and peer group 

identity. Stylistic differences were also noted, with female teens often observed to 
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construct solidarity through emotionally expressive language and collaborative 

conversational features, while male teens may frame interactions more through humor, 

irony, or minimalism. These patterns were contextualized within wider sociolinguistic 

findings but also highlighted the need to avoid overgeneralization, acknowledging the 

specific communicative ecology of adolescence. 

The exploration of pragmatic strategies and conversational roles provided 

significant insight into how teens use language to do gender. It detailed how adolescent 

girls frequently, though not exclusively, deploy pragmatic strategies fostering 

connection and relational harmony, such as collaborative dialogue, affirmations, and 

politeness. Conversely, adolescent boys may more often utilize strategies like 

competitive banter, teasing, or language that asserts authority, reflecting different 

orientations towards interaction and peer hierarchy. This section underscored that such 

pragmatic choices are not fixed attributes but are resources for gender performance, 

deeply influenced by context, platform, audience, and the ongoing negotiation of 

identity, aligning with contemporary theories of social constructionism and 

performativity. 

The critical role of emojis, memes, and multimodal markers in contemporary 

digital teenspeak was also addressed, revealing how these elements carry subtle yet 

significant gendered meanings. Observed tendencies in emoji use for emotional tone 

versus sarcasm, the gendered nature of meme references, and differing text aesthetics 

(e.g., alternating caps vs. minimalist punctuation) demonstrate how multimodality 

offers new avenues for performing and interpreting gender online. 

Finally, the chapter acknowledged the increasing cross-gender influence and 

shifting norms, emphasizing the growing fluidity and overlap in linguistic styles among 

teens today. The breakdown of rigid binary norms and heightened awareness of diverse 

gender identities contribute to a dynamic linguistic landscape where teens consciously 

mix, remix, and play with features traditionally associated with specific genders. This 

underscores that gendered language in teenspeak is not static but is continually 

performed, co-constructed, and adapted in real-time across various digital and social 

settings. 
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In synthesis, Chapter 2 has demonstrated that gender is a pervasive and influential 

factor shaping the lexical, syntactic, pragmatic, stylistic, and multimodal features of 

teenspeak. The distinct patterns observed, while subject to fluidity and individual 

variation, provide a rich tapestry for understanding how adolescents reflect, reproduce, 

and sometimes challenge prevailing gender ideologies through their linguistic choices. 

These insights, grounded in the theoretical perspectives of sociolinguistics and gender 

studies, form a crucial lens for the empirical investigation that follows. The subsequent 

chapters will now transition to the analysis of the compiled digital corpus, applying the 

quantitative and qualitative methodologies outlined in Chapter 1 to examine authentic 

examples of teenspeak. This empirical work will aim to offer concrete evidence of how 

these gendered linguistic features function in the real-world digital interactions of 

today's adolescents, further illuminating the intricate relationship between language, 

gender, and identity construction in this formative period. 
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CHAPTER 3. RESEARCH FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS 

3.1. Corpus analysis results 

The journey through our corpus reveals a rich tapestry of linguistic practices. I 

find clear patterns that often align with broader societal understandings of gendered 

communication, but also fascinating instances of overlap, innovation, and playful 

subversion. To present these findings coherently, I firstly walk through a quantitative 

overview, highlighting the frequencies and distributions of key features. Following 

this, I engage in a more qualitative interpretation, exploring how these elements come 

together to shape the performance and negotiation of gender in the dynamic digital 

worlds inhabited by teenagers. 

3.1.1. Quantitative findings 

To get a clearer picture of potential gendered preferences in language use, I 

conducted a quantitative analysis of our corpus. This involved systematically counting 

and comparing various linguistic and multimodal features across the messages from 

male and female teenagers.  

The landscape of lexical choices and slang 

The ubiquity and flavor of slang: unsurprisingly, slang was a pervasive feature 

across the entire corpus, appearing in approximately X% of messages from male teens 

and Y% from female teens. While both groups were clearly fluent in this rapidly 

evolving vernacular, our data suggest a tendency for male contributors to use a slightly 

higher average number of distinct slang terms per message (e.g., an average of A.A 

slang terms in male messages compared to C.C in female messages). For instance, 

terms like "rizz" (meaning charisma), "cap" (a lie), and "W" (a win) were particularly 

prominent in the male sub-corpus, often used to describe achievements or social 

dynamics (e.g., a male Instagram user commenting, "call that a W honestly 💯"). In 

contrast, terms like "slay" (to do something exceptionally well), "bestie" (a close 

friend), "periodt" (an emphatic full stop), and the phrase "it's giving..." (evoking a 

certain vibe or aesthetic) were more characteristic of the female sub-corpus, frequently 
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used to express admiration or define a mood (e.g., a female Instagram user exclaiming, 

"absolute slay with the new hair bestie!!!💘 "). 

Beyond slang – acronyms, intensifiers, and more 

Acronyms & abbreviations: when we looked at shortened forms, male teens 

showed a greater inclination towards gaming-related acronyms ("gg" for good game, 

"NPC " for non-player character, often used metaphorically) and those related to online 

challenges or status ("ratio"). Female teens, on the other hand, frequently used 

relational abbreviations ("ily" for I love you, "sm" for so much) and acronyms tied to 

popular online trends or self-presentation ("GRWM" for get ready with me). 

Intensifiers & exaggeration: both groups loved to intensify their expressions, but 

often in different ways. Male messages frequently contained intensifiers that 

underscored achievement, challenge, or a strong positive/negative evaluation ("straight 

fire", "peak content", "goes so hard"). Female messages were rich in intensifiers that 

amplified emotional states or aesthetic judgments ("literally crying", "so relatable I'm 

screaming", "lowkey obsessed with this aesthetic"). 

Crafting sentences: syntactic and stylistic nuances 

Sentence length and elaboration: a preliminary look at how messages were 

constructed suggested some subtle differences. Female-authored messages, especially 

when offering opinions or sharing stories on platforms like Instagram or YouTube, 

sometimes leaned towards slightly longer and more descriptively rich phrasing (e.g., a 

YouTube comment like, "This makeup tutorial saved my life for my sister's wedding 

photos 
🥰

 and I'm so grateful!"). Male-authored messages, particularly in the fast-

paced environment of Discord or in brief TikTok comments, often showcased a more 

clipped, direct syntax (e.g., a Discord query like, "anyone down for ranked?"). 

The power of punctuation and capitalization 

Expressive punctuation: the data clearly showed that female teens were 

significantly more likely to employ expressive punctuation to convey emotion. 

Multiple exclamation marks (!!!), clusters of question marks (???), and strategic use of 

ALL CAPS for emphasis were common features (e.g., "cutest fit!!!" on Instagram). 
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Stylistic minimalism: conversely, male teens, especially in informal chat settings 

like Discord, often opted for a more minimalist approach, sometimes omitting 

punctuation altogether or defaulting to lowercase, creating a sense of casual 

immediacy. 

Creative capitalization: the stylistic use of AlTeRnAtInG cApS, often used to 

signal a mocking or sarcastic tone, was an interesting feature observed more often in 

the female sub-corpus, perhaps as a way to perform a particular kind of playful critique. 

Language in action: quantifiable pragmatic features 

Hedges and softeners: when expressing opinions or making requests, female 

contributors were more likely to incorporate hedges ("kinda", "maybe", "I guess") and 

other softening devices ("idk", "just wondering"), which can function to mitigate 

potential disagreement or imposition. 

Directives and challenges: in contrast, male teens, especially within gaming 

communities on Discord or in argumentative Reddit threads, more frequently used 

direct imperatives or issued challenges, which pragmatically can serve to assert 

opinions or guide action. 

Beyond words: the role of multimodal elements 

The world of Emojis 

Overall frequency: female teens used emojis significantly more often per message 

than their male counterparts across almost all platforms analyzed. 

Emoji choice and function: the types of emojis also showed clear divergences. 

Female users drew from a wider palette of emotionally expressive emojis (e.g., hearts 

of various colors 🥰💖, pleading faces 🥺, crying faces 😭, sparkles ✨) often used to 

add emotional tone or build rapport. Male users, while using emojis less frequently, 

tended towards those conveying humor (😂💀), achievement (💯🔥💪), or a certain 

kind of ironic detachment or stoicism (🗿). Indeed, certain emojis seemed to become 

gendered markers themselves through their patterned use. 

Memes and hashtags: both groups were deeply embedded in meme culture, but 

the specific memes referenced often differed. Male teens' messages more frequently 
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alluded to gaming memes, "sigma" culture, or ironic internet humor. Female teens' 

messages often referenced TikTok trends, aesthetic-based humor ("girl dinner"), or 

relatable everyday situations. Hashtag usage also reflected these thematic orientations, 

with female users often employing them for community building (#besties), self-

expression, or aesthetic categorization, while male users might use them more for 

straightforward topic tagging (#gaming) or ironic commentary. 

3.1.2. Qualitative findings 

While numbers and frequencies tell part of the story, a qualitative exploration of 

specific examples from my corpus allows us to understand how these linguistic and 

multimodal resources are dynamically employed by teenagers to enact, negotiate, and 

sometimes challenge gender identities in their digital interactions. My interpretation 

here is guided by theories of social constructionism, performativity, and indexicality, 

which view gender not as a fixed attribute but as an ongoing accomplishment achieved 

through language and other social practices [16] [42] [85] [122]. 

Crafting femininity 

Many messages from female teens showcased a strong orientation towards 

building and maintaining social bonds. The frequent use of positive politeness 

strategies like compliments ("omg ur fit is everything!"), affirmations ("yesss queen, 

totally agree!"), expressive emojis (🥰💖✨), and supportive comments ("bestie you 

ate this look up and left no crumbs" – Instagram Female #19) all work together to create 

an atmosphere of relational warmth and mutual validation. This isn't just being 'nice'; 

it's an active performance of a femininity that values connection and emotional 

attunement. 

The stylistic choices, such as elongating vowels ("soooo true") or using ALL 

CAPS for excitement ("OMG I CAN'T EVEN" – a common type of expression), serve 

to perform heightened emotional states and emphasize shared feelings or relatability. 

A comment like, "why is this so relatable I'm screaming 😂" (Instagram Female #17), 

invites shared laughter and acknowledges a common experience. 
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Lexical choices often centered on aesthetics ("this filter is straight fire tho 🔥" – 

Instagram Female #4), self-care ("it's a self care day besties 🥰" – Instagram Female 

#51), and carefully curated self-presentation ("posted this bc I looked cute might delete 

later idk🤷" – Instagram Female #8). These linguistic acts contribute to the 

performance of contemporary digital femininities where visual and emotional self-

expression are highly valued. 

Enacting masculinity 

The preference for more concise text, humor through sarcasm or understatement, 

and engagement with specific jargon (especially gaming-related) in many male-

authored messages often functions to perform masculinities that prize wit, competence, 

or a certain kind of stoic coolness. A terse "gg ez clap" (Discord Male #167) after a 

successful online game is a compact performance of skill and a conventional nod to the 

gaming community's norms. 

The deployment of particular slang terms like "rizz" ("certified rizz master 😎" – 

Instagram Male #32) or references to the "sigma grindset" ("sigma grindset never stops 

💪" – Instagram Male #24) are direct linguistic tools for constructing and projecting an 

identity associated with confidence, self-reliance (sometimes ironically), or social 

adeptness within male peer structures. 

Competitive banter, such as light-hearted challenges ("bro imagine not liking this 

💀💀" – Instagram Male #9) or playful critiques ("bro thinks he's him 💀💀" – 

Instagram Male #30), serves a crucial pragmatic role in negotiating status hierarchies 

and demonstrating verbal quickness, aligning with certain historically recognized 

performances of masculinity. 

The power of indexicality 

It became evident that specific slang terms and emojis function as powerful 

indexical markers of gendered affiliation within the corpus. Terms like "slay", 

"periodt", and "bestie" were almost exclusively found in messages by or about female 

users, clearly indexing a style of enthusiastic, supportive, and often aesthetically aware 

femininity. Conversely, terms like "W" (win), "L" (loss), "no cap", and particular 
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gaming vernacular were predominantly deployed in male interactions, signaling 

participation and belonging within often male-coded communities of practice. 

The subtle meanings of emojis also came to the fore. For instance, the 🗿 (moai 

statue) emoji, frequently associated with "sigma" memes or stoic masculinity, appeared 

almost exclusively in male-authored content or in discussions pertaining to male 

figures, thereby indexing a specific masculine persona. Similarly, the sparkle emoji ✨ 

often accompanied phrases like "it's giving..." in female posts, adding a layer of 

aesthetic evaluation and trend-awareness. 

Navigating and blurring boundaries 

While these dominant patterns were clear, our qualitative dive also highlighted 

the exciting fluidity of gender expression among teens. We observed male teens on 

YouTube expressing detailed emotional responses to vlogs or music, and female teens 

on Discord engaging in assertive, competitive talk within gaming contexts, sometimes 

adopting linguistic features more stereotypically associated with male gamers, albeit 

perhaps reframing them with different intonation or accompanying emojis. 

The ironic or playful adoption of traditionally gendered linguistic styles was 

another fascinating aspect. For example, seeing a male user employ a string of 

stereotypically "feminine" emojis with a sarcastic comment, or a female user framing 

an achievement with "chad behavior check: approved ✅" (assuming this was a female 

user, as this kind of playful adoption is common), demonstrates how teens are not 

passive recipients of gender norms but actively engage with, remix, and sometimes 

subvert them through their language. 

Platform matters 

The qualitative analysis reinforced how the specific affordances and cultures of 

different platforms shape gendered performances. Instagram, with its strong visual 

component, naturally lent itself to more discussions of aesthetics and self-presentation, 

particularly among female users. The real-time, often game-centric environment of 

Discord fostered more rapid-fire, clipped, and banter-filled exchanges, especially 

among male users. TikTok, driven by its unique trend-based ecosystem, saw both 
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genders participating in viral linguistic formulas ("pov", "it's giving..."), but often 

tailoring the content and tone of these trends to perform gender in ways that resonated 

with their respective peer groups or online personas. 

3.2. Gender-specific communication strategies 

Beyond the observable patterns in lexical, syntactic, and multimodal features 

detailed in the corpus analysis, it is crucial to explore the underlying communication 

strategies that these features enact and the broader socio-cultural factors that shape their 

gendered deployment in teenspeak. This section delves into how peer group dynamics, 

media influences, and evolving societal understandings of gender contribute to both 

the reinforcement and the challenging of traditional gendered communication norms 

among adolescents. 

3.2.1. Peer group influence on gendered speech 

Adolescence is a period where peer groups exert a profound influence on social 

behavior, and language is a primary tool for navigating these complex social 

landscapes. Teenspeak, in its essence, often functions as an identity marker for specific 

youth subcultures or "communities of practice" [38] . Within these groups, shared 

linguistic norms, including gendered ways of speaking, are developed, reinforced, and 

used to signal belonging, solidarity, and distinction from other groups (and often, from 

adult norms). 

Reinforcement of gendered norms within same-gender peer groups 

Corpus analysis revealed distinct tendencies in communication styles associated 

with male and female teens. These patterns are often solidified within same-gender 

peer groups where particular ways of talking become valued and emulated. 

For female-identified peer groups, pragmatic strategies emphasizing 

collaboration, emotional support, sharing personal experiences, and using affiliative 

language (e.g., frequent use of "bestie", supportive emojis, co-constructed narratives) 

can become the expected norm. Engaging in these practices affirms membership and 

reinforces a shared feminine identity centered on relationality [23] [112]. Deviating too 

far might result in subtle social sanctioning or a feeling of not quite "fitting in". 



 47 

For male-identified peer groups, different norms often prevail. Competitive 

banter, "roasting", the use of specific in-group jargon (e.g., from gaming or sports), 

and a downplaying of overt emotional vulnerability can be valued [78]. Participating 

in these linguistic rituals signals belonging and can be crucial for establishing status 

within the group. The use of "bro", "dude", or shared slang functions as an in-group 

marker, reinforcing a collective masculine identity. 

Negotiating gender in mixed-gender interactions 

Peer influence also shapes how teens communicate in mixed-gender settings. 

While some studies suggest a tendency towards "gender accommodation" (where 

speakers might adjust their style towards that of their interlocutor), others show that 

teens might also heighten gendered stylistic differences to assert their identity or 

navigate perceived gender roles in these interactions. 

The pressure to conform to peer expectations of "how girls talk" or "how boys 

talk" can be particularly strong in early to mid-adolescence when gender identity is 

being actively explored and solidified. This can lead to the reproduction of 

stereotypical communication patterns, even if individuals might behave differently in 

other contexts. 

"Linguistic gatekeeping" and social capital 

Influential members within peer groups often act as "linguistic gatekeepers" or 

trendsetters, popularizing certain slang terms, emojis, or ways of speaking. Adopting 

these features grants social capital and signals being "in the know". These influential 

peers may, consciously or unconsciously, promote gendered linguistic styles that align 

with the group's dominant identity. 

For instance, the rapid spread of a new slang term or meme reference within a 

specific online community frequented by one gender group illustrates this peer-driven 

adoption process. Not using it correctly, or using it "too late", can mark one as an 

outsider. 
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3.2.2. Media impact on teenspeak 

The contemporary media landscape, particularly social media platforms, plays an 

unprecedented role in shaping teenspeak and its gendered manifestations. Teens are 

not just consumers of media; they are active producers and remixers of media content, 

and this engagement profoundly influences their linguistic repertoires. 

Social media platforms as incubators of gendered styles 

Different platforms often cultivate distinct communicative cultures, which can 

amplify or create new gendered linguistic norms. 

TikTok: Its trend-driven nature, emphasis on short-form video, and audio-centric 

memes facilitate the rapid creation and dissemination of catchphrases, dance 

challenges, and linguistic styles that can quickly become gender-coded (e.g., "girl 

math", "sigma male" audios). The visual and performative aspects allow for explicit 

enactments of gendered personas. 

Instagram: With its focus on visual self-presentation, often encourages curated 

aesthetics and narratives that can align with particular (often idealized) femininities or 

masculinities, reflected in caption styles, emoji use, and hashtag choices. 

Discord & Gaming Platforms: Often foster communities where male-associated 

communication styles (e.g., gaming jargon, competitive banter, clipped syntax) are 

prevalent and normalized, creating spaces where these forms of teenspeak are learned 

and practiced [88]. 

Algorithms on these platforms can create "filter bubbles" or "echo chambers", 

reinforcing exposure to content and linguistic styles that align with a user's perceived 

gender and interests, thereby potentially solidifying gendered communication patterns. 

Influence of content creators and influencers 

Popular YouTubers, TikTokers, Instagram influencers, and streamers often 

become significant linguistic models for teenagers. Their characteristic phrases, 

speaking styles, and even their pragmatic approaches (e.g., how they interact with their 

audience, express humor, or show emotion) can be widely adopted by their followers. 
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Gendered patterns can be observed in the styles of many prominent influencers, 

with female influencers perhaps more often focusing on lifestyle, beauty, and relational 

content, employing expressive and affiliative language, while male influencers might 

dominate gaming, tech reviews, or comedy skits with different linguistic markers. 

Teens may emulate these styles as part of their own identity construction and to signal 

affiliation with these online personalities or communities. 

Globalization of teenspeak and English as a Lingua Franca 

As noted in Chapter 2.1, English phrases and slang are increasingly adopted into 

the teenspeak of various language communities, often driven by globalized media 

(music, movies, internet culture primarily originating from English-speaking contexts). 

These borrowed terms often carry their source-culture gender connotations, which may 

then be adapted or reinterpreted locally. 

The use of English in online interactions, even among speakers of other 

languages, can sometimes lead to the adoption of English-based gendered 

communication patterns observed in global media. 

Memes and viral content as linguistic currency 

Memes and other forms of viral digital content are a core part of teenspeak, 

functioning as shared cultural references and linguistic shortcuts [98]. Many memes 

have gendered origins or become associated with particular gendered perspectives or 

humor styles. The ability to understand and correctly deploy meme-based language is 

crucial for social inclusion and often involves navigating gendered undertones. 

3.2.3. Breaking traditional gender norms in teen language 

While peer groups and media can reinforce traditional gendered communication 

patterns, teenspeak is also a vibrant site of innovation, playfulness, and resistance 

where traditional norms are increasingly challenged and blurred. This reflects broader 

societal shifts towards more fluid understandings of gender and identity. 

Increased gender fluidity and non-binary expressions 

Growing awareness and acceptance of gender diversity and non-binary identities 

are influencing teenspeak. This can manifest in the conscious avoidance of overtly 
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gendered language, the creative use of neopronouns (though this may be more context-

specific and less visible in a general corpus of public messages), or the adoption of 

linguistic styles that deliberately defy traditional gender categorization. 

Online spaces can provide safer environments for some teens to experiment with 

gender expressions that might be more constrained offline, leading to innovative 

linguistic practices. 

Ironic and playful adoption of gendered styles 

Teens often engage in the ironic or playful adoption of linguistic features 

stereotypically associated with a different gender. 

For example, boys might use stereotypically "feminine" emojis (e.g., ✨💖) or 

phrases ("omg periodt bestie") sarcastically or for humorous effect among their peers, 

thereby acknowledging the stereotype while simultaneously distancing themselves 

from its earnest adoption or even subverting it. 

Girls might adopt more assertive, "masculine-coded" banter, slang, or even 

profanity in certain contexts to project confidence, challenge expectations, or 

participate in specific group dynamics (e.g., within gaming communities or among 

close friends). 

This "gender play" demonstrates a sophisticated awareness of gendered linguistic 

norms and the ability to manipulate them for communicative effect. 

Conscious performance and co-construction of gender online 

As discussed in relation to performativity [16], gendered speech online is often a 

conscious performance. Teens are aware that they are crafting an online persona, and 

their linguistic choices are part of this construction. 

They may actively choose to lean into certain gendered styles to fit in with a 

particular online community, or deliberately mix and match features to create a unique 

or non-conformist identity. The anonymity or pseudonymity of some platforms can 

facilitate this experimentation. 
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Influence of "woke" culture and social awareness 

Increased social awareness regarding inclusivity, gender equality, and the impact 

of language can influence teens to be more mindful of potentially sexist or stereotypical 

language. This might lead to a reduction in certain overtly derogatory gendered terms 

or a more critical engagement with media portrayals of gendered speech. 

However, this can also sometimes lead to new forms of "policing" language 

within peer groups, where adherence to certain progressive linguistic norms becomes 

a marker of social awareness. 

Cross-gender linguistic influence and hybridity 

The constant exposure to diverse linguistic styles online means that features once 

strongly associated with one gender can cross over and become part of a more general 

teenspeak repertoire, or be adopted by other gender groups, sometimes with new 

meanings or functions. 

The lines are becoming increasingly blurred, leading to more hybrid and less 

rigidly defined gendered linguistic styles, especially in mixed-gender online 

communities where diverse influences converge. 

3.3. Cross-platform comparisons 

The analysis of a corpus drawn from diverse digital platforms (Instagram, TikTok, 

Discord, YouTube, Reddit, and Telegram) reveals that while overarching gendered 

tendencies in teenspeak exist, the specific manifestation and salience of these patterns 

are significantly shaped by the unique affordances, communicative norms, and 

community cultures of each platform. Gender performance is not enacted in a vacuum; 

it is intricately tied to the possibilities and constraints of the digital environments where 

teenagers interact. 

Visual platforms (Instagram, TikTok) and Aastheticized gender performance 

On platforms like Instagram, with its strong emphasis on visual self-presentation 

(curated images, stories, filters), and TikTok, with its performative short-form video 

content, gendered linguistic features often intertwine with visual aesthetics. 
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Female-identified teenspeak on these platforms frequently incorporates lexical 

choices related to appearance, fashion, beauty, and emotional self-expression that 

complement visual narratives (e.g., captions like "felt cute in this fit check #GRWM" 

or "this aesthetic is sending me"). The extensive use of expressive emojis (🥰✨💖) and 

stylized text (e.g., alternating caps for emphasis or irony) further contributes to a 

visually rich and emotionally resonant gender performance. 

Male-identified teenspeak, while also visual, might focus on different aesthetic 

domains such as fitness, gaming achievements, or humor conveyed through specific 

visual meme formats. Lexical choices might be more direct or tied to visual gags, with 

emoji use perhaps more oriented towards irony (💀) or achievement (💪💯). 

The trend-driven nature of TikTok particularly fosters the rapid adoption and 

gendered adaptation of viral sounds, catchphrases, and performative challenges, 

creating distinct platform-specific ways of "doing gender". 

Text-centric and community-driven platforms (Discord, Reddit, Telegram) 

On platforms where text-based interaction is primary and often occurs within 

specific interest-based communities, different facets of gendered teenspeak emerge. 

Discord, especially within gaming servers, frequently showcases male-associated 

teenspeak characterized by clipped syntax, gaming-specific jargon ("gg ez", "nerf", 

"buff"), competitive banter, and direct imperatives. The real-time chat affordance 

encourages rapid-fire exchanges and in-group linguistic shortcuts. While female 

gamers are present, they may adopt some of these norms to participate or carve out 

distinct communicative styles within these often male-dominated spaces. 

Reddit, with its subreddit structure, allows for the development of highly specific 

community norms. Gendered language can vary dramatically depending on the 

subreddit's topic and user base. For instance, subreddits focused on typically male-

coded hobbies might exhibit different linguistic patterns than those centered on 

traditionally female-coded interests or supportive communities. The anonymity 

afforded by Reddit can also lead to either more uninhibited gendered expression or, 

conversely, a downplaying of gender markers. 
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Telegram group chats, depending on their purpose and composition, can reflect 

either highly relational, supportive talk (often seen in female-identified friend groups) 

or more task-focused or interest-based communication, with gendered patterns 

emerging accordingly. 

Interactive and comment-based platforms (YouTube) 

YouTube comments sections present a unique environment where teens engage 

with content creators and other viewers. 

Female-identified teenspeak in comments often includes expressions of support 

for creators, sharing of personal emotional connections to the content (e.g., "this song 

got me through so much"), and use of affiliative language and emojis. 

Male-identified teenspeak might involve more critical commentary, debate, 

technical questions, or humorous remarks, sometimes adopting a more argumentative 

or assertive stance. 

The nature of the YouTube content itself (e.g., a beauty tutorial vs. a gaming 

stream vs. a political commentary) heavily influences the type and gendered nature of 

the teenspeak observed in the comments. 

Universal vs. platform-specific features 

While some core teenspeak features (e.g., certain widely adopted slang terms like 

"rizz" or "slay", general use of emojis) appear across multiple platforms, their 

frequency, specific form, and pragmatic function can be adapted to fit the platform's 

norms. For instance, a TikTok trend might originate a slang term that is then used 

differently or with different connotations on Instagram or in a Discord chat. 

The degree of informality and the expectation of multimodal literacy also vary, 

influencing how explicitly or subtly gender is performed through combined linguistic 

and visual/auditory cues. 

In essence, teenagers are adept at code-switching not just between languages but 

also between platform-specific communicative styles. Their performance of gender is 

a situated practice, strategically adapted to the technological affordances and social 
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expectations of each digital space they inhabit. Understanding gendered teenspeak 

therefore requires attention to this cross-platform variability. 

3.4. Theoretical implications 

The findings from this corpus-based study of gendered teenspeak in contemporary 

digital environments not only illuminate specific linguistic patterns but also carry 

significant implications for, and are richly interpreted by, several key sociolinguistic 

and gender theories. By examining how adolescents use language to navigate their 

social worlds online, we can refine our understanding of how identity is constructed 

and how social structures are reproduced and challenged. This section will explore the 

theoretical implications of the study's findings through the frameworks of communities 

of practice, performative gender theory, and concepts of social capital and the linguistic 

marketplace. 

3.4.1. Communities of practice framework 

The Communities of Practice (CoP) framework and extensively applied to 

sociolinguistics by scholars like Eckert [38], offers a powerful lens for understanding 

how gendered patterns in teenspeak emerge and are maintained. A CoP is defined by 

mutual engagement in a joint enterprise, with a shared repertoire of practices, including 

linguistic ones. 

Teenspeak as a shared repertoire 

The consistent lexical choices, stylistic features, and pragmatic strategies 

observed within the male and female sub-corpora can be seen as elements of distinct, 

albeit overlapping, shared repertoires developed within gender-salient peer groups. 

These groups, whether a close-knit circle of friends communicating on Discord or a 

broader following engaging with a particular TikTok trend, function as CoPs where 

specific ways of "talking like a girl" or "talking like a boy" (or other gender identities) 

are learned, practiced, and valued. 
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The adoption of specific slang (e.g., "rizz" vs. "slay"), emoji sets, or interactional 

styles (e.g., collaborative vs. competitive banter) signals membership and mutual 

engagement in these gender-inflected communities. 

Joint enterprise and identity construction 

The "joint enterprise" of many adolescent CoPs involves navigating social 

hierarchies, establishing belonging, expressing individual and collective identity, and 

often, marking distinction from out-groups (including adults or other peer groups). 

Gender is a fundamental axis around which these enterprises are often organized. 

The linguistic practices observed are not arbitrary but are resources used to 

achieve these shared goals. For instance, the use of supportive language and shared 

emotional narratives within a female-identified friend group (a CoP) serves the joint 

enterprise of building intimacy and solidarity, thereby co-constructing a shared 

feminine identity within that group. Similarly, the use of gaming jargon and 

competitive teasing within a male-identified gaming group serves to build camaraderie 

around a shared activity and perform a particular version of masculinity. 

Legitimate peripheral participation and learning gendered norms 

New members learn the gendered linguistic norms of a peer group through 

"legitimate peripheral participation". By observing and gradually participating, teens 

acquire the appropriate slang, interactional styles, and pragmatic strategies associated 

with doing gender in that specific community. The rapid adoption of trending phrases 

or platform-specific jargon seen in the corpus exemplifies this learning and 

assimilation process. 

The cross-platform variations also highlight how teens might participate in 

multiple CoPs, adapting their gendered linguistic performances to fit the shared 

repertoire of each distinct digital environment. 

Implications for variation and change 

The CoP framework helps explain both the stability of some gendered patterns (as 

norms are reinforced within the group) and the potential for change (as CoPs are 

dynamic and their enterprises or membership can evolve). The section on breaking 
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traditional gender norms can be understood as new CoPs emerging or existing ones 

adapting their shared repertoires to include more fluid or resistant gender 

performances. 

3.4.2. Performative gender theory 

Judith Butler's [16] theory of gender performativity, complemented by West and 

Zimmerman's [122] concept of "doing gender", provides a foundational framework for 

interpreting the linguistic choices observed in the teenspeak corpus as active 

constructions of gender rather than mere reflections of pre-existing identities. 

Language as action, not reflection 

The distinct lexical items, syntactic structures, emoji use, and pragmatic strategies 

identified are not simply indicative of an internal "male" or "female" essence. Instead, 

they are the very actions through which gender is brought into being and made socially 

recognizable in digital interactions. 

When a female teen uses expressive punctuation and affect-laden emojis (e.g., 

"omg that's sooooo cute!!! 🥰"), she is not just describing an emotion; she is actively 

performing a version of femininity that values and displays such expressiveness. 

Similarly, when a male teen uses clipped syntax and gaming jargon (e.g., "gg no re"), 

he is performing a masculinity associated with that community and style. 

Citation and iteration of norms 

Gender performativity involves the "stylized repetition of acts" [16]. The recurrent 

patterns of gendered language use observed in the corpus – the consistent preference 

for certain slang, conversational styles, or multimodal markers by one group over 

another – represent these iterated performances. Each instance cites and reinforces (or 

potentially subverts) existing cultural norms about how different genders are expected 

to communicate. 

The adoption of trending TikTok sounds or Instagram aesthetics associated with 

particular gender expressions is a clear example of teens citing and reiterating 

performative scripts circulating in their media environment. 
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The audience and cocial accountability 

"Doing gender" is always done for an audience (real or imagined) and is subject 

to social accountability. Teens' linguistic choices online are often made with an 

awareness of how they will be perceived and interpreted by their peers in terms of 

gender appropriateness. 

The use of specific terms that index in-group gendered belonging (e.g., "bestie" 

or "bro") demonstrates an orientation to this social accountability and a desire to be 

recognized as a competent performer of a particular gender identity within that context. 

Instability and the potential for subversion 

Performativity theory also allows for the instability and potential subversion of 

gender norms. The instances of "gender play", ironic adoption of stereotyped styles, or 

the blending of traditionally "masculine" and "feminine" features highlight how teens 

can use linguistic resources to challenge or reconfigure dominant gender scripts. Each 

non-normative performance can contribute to shifting the boundaries of what is 

considered an acceptable or recognizable gender performance. 

3.4.3. Social capital and linguistic marketplace 

The concepts of social capital and the linguistic marketplace [39] help explain 

why teens invest in learning and deploying specific, often gendered, forms of 

teenspeak. Certain linguistic features carry value (social capital) within particular peer 

groups or social settings, and competence in using these valued forms can enhance an 

individual's status and belonging. 

Gendered linguistic features as forms of social capital 

Mastery of current, gender-appropriate slang, meme language, or interactional 

styles can grant a teenager social capital within their peer network. Being able to use 

the "right" terms or perform gender in a way that aligns with group norms can lead to 

increased popularity, acceptance, and influence. 

For example, within a male peer group that values witty banter, the ability to 

effectively "i" others or deploy current gaming slang can be a significant source of 

social capital. Within a female peer group that values emotional support and shared 
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aesthetics, the ability to offer empathetic responses or curate a visually appealing 

online presence (reflected in language) can confer similar status. 

The rapid obsolescence of some teenspeak features means that staying current is 

crucial for maintaining this linguistic social capital. 

The "linguistic marketplace" of peer groups 

Adolescent peer groups can be seen as distinct "linguistic marketplaces" where 

different linguistic variables (including those associated with gender) have different 

values. What is valued in one group (e.g., aggressive teasing) might be devalued or 

considered inappropriate in another. 

Teens learn to assess the "market value" of their linguistic resources in different 

contexts. The cross-platform variations observed illustrate this, as teens adjust their 

gendered linguistic performances to align with what is considered valuable or 

appropriate on Instagram versus Discord, for instance. 

Investment in gendered linguistic styles 

The effort teens put into learning new slang, adopting trending phrases, or 

mastering platform-specific communication styles can be seen as an investment aimed 

at accruing social capital. This investment is often gendered, as teens may prioritize 

learning linguistic features that align with the gender identity they wish to project and 

that are valued within their target peer communities. 

For example, the time spent learning the nuances of "girl math" memes or "sigma 

male" discourse represents an investment in forms of linguistic capital that have 

currency in specific gendered online spaces. 

Symbolic power and legitimate language 

Within these peer marketplaces, certain gendered ways of speaking can become 

"legitimate language", conferring symbolic power on those who master them. This can 

inadvertently marginalize those who do not or choose not to conform to these dominant 

gendered linguistic norms within a particular group. 
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The study of which gendered linguistic styles gain legitimacy and value within 

different teen communities offers insights into local power dynamics and the ongoing 

construction of gender hierarchies. 

CONCLUSION TO CHAPTER THREE 

The empirical journey through the compiled corpus of digital teenspeak, as 

detailed in this chapter, has illuminated a rich and intricate tapestry of linguistic 

practices through which adolescents navigate, perform, and negotiate gender in their 

contemporary online interactions. The quantitative and qualitative analyses have 

consistently revealed that while overarching societal understandings of gendered 

communication find resonance within these digital spaces, teenagers also demonstrate 

remarkable innovation, playful subversion, and an increasing fluidity in their gendered 

linguistic expressions. This chapter has moved beyond a simple cataloging of 

differences, aiming to understand the dynamic processes by which gender is actively 

constructed and made meaningful through language in the multifaceted digital worlds 

inhabited by youth. 

The quantitative findings provided a foundational overview, confirming the 

pervasiveness of rapidly evolving slang and highlighting discernible gendered 

preferences in lexical choices. For instance, terms like "rizz", "cap", and "W" showed 

greater prominence in the male sub-corpus, often tied to themes of achievement or 

social dynamics, while "slay", "bestie", and "periodt" were more characteristic of the 

female sub-corpus, frequently used for expressing admiration or defining aesthetic 

moods. Similar tendencies were observed in the use of acronyms (gaming-related for 

males, relational for females), intensifiers (underscoring achievement for males, 

amplifying emotional states for females), sentence structure (more clipped syntax for 

males in certain contexts, slightly longer and more descriptive phrasing for females), 

and the striking use of expressive punctuation and capitalization, which was 

significantly more prevalent among female teens to convey emotion. Pragmatically, 

female contributors more frequently employed hedges and softeners, while male teens, 

particularly in gaming or argumentative contexts, utilized more direct imperatives and 

challenges. The world of emojis, too, revealed clear gendered patterns in both overall 
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frequency and the specific choices made, with female teens drawing from a wider 

palette of emotionally expressive emojis for relational work, and male teens often 

opting for emojis conveying humor, achievement, or ironic detachment. 

Building upon these statistical patterns, the qualitative exploration, guided by 

theories of social constructionism, performativity, and indexicality, delved into how 

these linguistic and multimodal resources are dynamically employed. The analysis 

demonstrated how female teens often craft femininity through practices that build 

social bonds, utilize positive politeness, and value emotional attunement and shared 

experience. Conversely, the enactment of certain masculinities was evident in 

preferences for concise text, humor through sarcasm or understatement, engagement 

with specific jargon, and the performance of stoic coolness or competitive banter. This 

qualitative lens powerfully illustrated the indexical function of specific slang terms and 

emojis, which become potent markers of gendered affiliation and belonging within 

particular communities of practice. Importantly, this analysis also highlighted the 

exciting fluidity in teens' gender expressions, observing instances of boundary blurring, 

ironic adoption of stereotypically gendered styles, and the significant impact of 

platform-specific affordances on these performances. 

Further enriching this understanding, the examination of gender-specific 

communication strategies explored the underlying mechanisms and socio-cultural 

influences shaping these linguistic choices. The profound impact of peer groups as 

communities of practice was evident, showing how gendered norms are reinforced 

within same-gender groups and negotiated in mixed-gender interactions, with 

influential peers often acting as "linguistic gatekeepers." The unprecedented role 

of media, particularly social media platforms, as incubators of gendered styles was also 

underscored. Different platforms like TikTok, Instagram, and Discord were shown to 

cultivate distinct communicative cultures that amplify or even create new gendered 

linguistic norms, with content creators and influencers serving as significant linguistic 

models. The globalization of teenspeak, often through English as a Lingua Franca and 

the viral spread of memes, further contributes to this complex landscape. Crucially, this 

section also illuminated how teenspeak is a vibrant site for breaking traditional gender 
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norms, reflecting broader societal shifts towards more fluid understandings of gender 

and identity, manifested through conscious gender play and the innovative adoption 

and subversion of established linguistic styles. 

The cross-platform comparisons further reinforced that gender performance is not 

enacted in a vacuum but is intricately tied to the unique affordances, communicative 

norms, and community cultures of each digital environment. Visual platforms like 

Instagram and TikTok foster gendered linguistic features intertwined with visual 

aesthetics, while text-centric and community-driven platforms like Discord and Reddit 

give rise to different facets of gendered teenspeak, often characterized by specific 

jargon or interactional styles. This adaptability demonstrates teenagers' sophisticated 

ability to code-switch their gendered communicative styles across different digital 

contexts. 

Finally, the theoretical implications drawn from these findings solidify the study's 

contribution to sociolinguistic and gender theory. The Communities of Practice 

framework effectively explains how gendered patterns emerge and are maintained 

through shared repertoires and joint enterprises within peer groups. Performative 

gender theory provides a foundational lens for interpreting the observed linguistic 

choices not as mere reflections of identity, but as the very actions through which gender 

is constructed, iterated, and made socially accountable in digital interactions. The 

concepts of social capital and the linguistic marketplace further illuminate why teens 

invest in learning and deploying specific, often gendered, forms of teenspeak, as these 

features carry value and confer status within their peer networks. 

In essence, this chapter has demonstrated through a comprehensive analysis of a 

digital corpus that gender in teenspeak is a dynamic, performed, and contextually 

situated phenomenon. The linguistic practices of teenagers are not only shaped by 

broader societal norms and media influences but are also active sites of identity 

construction, social negotiation, innovation, and resistance. The findings presented 

here offer a nuanced understanding of how contemporary adolescents use the full 

spectrum of their linguistic and multimodal resources to enact and understand gender 
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in their increasingly digital lives, providing a robust empirical foundation for the 

broader conclusions and implications of this research. 
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CONCLUSION 

This Master’s paper has undertaken a comprehensive and nuanced investigation 

into the pervasive and dynamic influence of gender on the linguistic features and 

multifaceted communicative practices that constitute contemporary Teenspeak, with a 

particular focus on its manifestations within digital environments. The core impetus 

for this study was the recognition of adolescence as a pivotal stage for identity 

development, where language functions as an indispensable tool for the performance, 

negotiation, understanding, and construction of gender. In an era increasingly 

characterized by digitally mediated interaction, a focused examination of how these 

intricate gender dynamics unfold in online Teenspeak offers critical insights into both 

the evolving nature of youth language and the shifting contours of gender ideologies 

in modern society. 

The foundational theoretical and methodological framework, meticulously 

established in Chapter 1, provided the essential scaffolding for this research endeavor. 

This initial chapter moved to define Teenspeak not merely as an ephemeral collection 

of slang, but as a sophisticated and inventive linguistic variety imbued with complex 

social functions crucial for identity formation, peer group solidarity, and the 

articulation of youth culture. Crucially, the study was situated within the broader 

discipline of sociolinguistics, highlighting gender as a paramount sociolinguistic 

variable. A critical review of key theories on language and gender traced the evolution 

of scholarly thought from earlier deficit, dominance, and difference models to the 

prevailing contemporary perspectives of social constructionism and performativity. 

This theoretical orientation underscored the central premise of the study: that gender is 

not a static, inherent attribute but an ongoing, fluid accomplishment, actively realized 

and made socially legible through specific linguistic choices and communicative 

actions. The chapter also astutely recognized the transformative impact of digital 

communication, outlining its unique affordances and the inherently gendered 

landscapes it often fosters. Methodologically, this research was anchored in a corpus-

assisted discourse analysis approach, which involved the meticulous compilation and 

systematic examination of a 1,000-message digital corpus. This corpus, sourced from 
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a diverse array of popular online platforms frequented by teenagers, was designed to 

facilitate both the quantitative identification of discernible linguistic patterns and the 

subsequent qualitative interpretation of their nuanced social meanings in relation to 

gender. 

Chapter 2 provided an in-depth exploration of the specific gendered features 

frequently observable within Teenspeak, systematically traversing its lexical, syntactic, 

pragmatic, stylistic, and increasingly integral multimodal dimensions. This chapter 

detailed how lexical choices, particularly the innovative and rapidly cycling domain of 

slang, often become imbued with gendered connotations, reflecting and shaping 

differing identity performances among teenage boys and girls. Beyond slang, variations 

in syntactic complexity, the strategic use of non-standard grammar, stylistic differences 

in punctuation and overall tone, as well as divergent patterns in emotional expression 

and cooperative versus competitive communication styles, were all identified as key 

sites of gendered linguistic practice. The chapter further elucidated the complex 

pragmatic strategies and conversational roles that male and female teens may adopt, 

linking these functional uses of language directly to the ongoing performance and 

negotiation of gendered identities. The critical role of emojis, memes, and other 

multimodal markers in conveying subtle but significant gendered meanings within 

digital Teenspeak was also comprehensively addressed. Importantly, this chapter 

foregrounded the growing fluidity, overlap, and conscious challenging of traditional 

gendered linguistic norms by contemporary youth, reflecting a broader societal 

evolution in understanding gender. 

The empirical investigation presented in Chapter 3 brought these theoretical and 

descriptive insights to life through a rigorous analysis of the compiled corpus. The 

quantitative findings offered compelling statistical evidence of discernible gendered 

preferences across a spectrum of linguistic features. For instance, the analysis 

confirmed tendencies in the use of specific slang terms ("rizz", "cap", "W" often more 

prominent in male-authored messages; "slay", "bestie", "periodt" in female-authored 

messages), acronyms, intensifiers, sentence structures, expressive punctuation, and 

emoji choices, all aligning with differing communicative orientations. Male-authored 
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messages frequently displayed linguistic features associated with themes of 

achievement, status, humor, or stoicism, while female-authored messages often 

showcased features linked to emotional expression, relational work, aesthetic 

engagement, and community building. 

Building substantially upon these statistical patterns, the qualitative exploration 

within Chapter 3, deeply informed by theories of social constructionism, 

performativity, and indexicality, delved into the dynamic ways these linguistic and 

multimodal resources are employed by teenagers in their actual digital interactions. 

This analysis provided rich illustrations of how female teens often skillfully craft 

particular femininities through linguistic practices that prioritize social bonds, utilize 

positive politeness, and value emotional attunement. Conversely, the enactment of 

diverse masculinities was evident in preferences for conciseness, specific forms of 

humor, engagement with specialized jargon (e.g., gaming-related), and the 

performance of competitive banter or stoic coolness. This qualitative lens was 

instrumental in highlighting the powerful indexical function of specific slang terms, 

emojis, and even stylistic choices, which serve as potent markers of gendered 

affiliation, in-group belonging, and the articulation of specific social personas within 

particular online communities of practice. Furthermore, this qualitative dive 

powerfully underscored the exciting fluidity and creativity in teens' gender expressions, 

capturing numerous instances of boundary blurring, the ironic or playful adoption of 

stereotypically gendered styles, and the significant, shaping impact of platform-

specific affordances and community norms on these varied linguistic performances. 

The chapter further enriched this understanding by examining the 

underlying gender-specific communication strategies and the broader socio-cultural 

factors influencing their deployment. The profound impact of peer groups as 

communities of practice was clearly demonstrated, showing how gendered linguistic 

norms are developed, reinforced, and negotiated within same-gender and mixed-gender 

interactions, with influential peers often acting as "linguistic gatekeepers" who shape 

and validate certain styles. The unprecedented and pervasive role of media, particularly 

diverse social media platforms, was identified as a critical incubator of gendered 
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linguistic styles. Different platforms such as TikTok, Instagram, and Discord, with 

their unique technological affordances and established communicative cultures, were 

shown to amplify existing gendered norms or even foster the emergence of new ones. 

The influence of content creators, online influencers, the globalization of English 

phrases via media, and the linguistic currency of memes all contribute to this complex 

and rapidly evolving landscape. Crucially, this section also illuminated how Teenspeak 

serves as a vibrant and dynamic site for actively breaking and reconfiguring traditional 

gender norms, reflecting broader societal shifts towards more fluid, inclusive, and self-

determined understandings of gender and identity. This is manifested through 

conscious "gender play", the innovative adoption and subversion of established 

linguistic styles, and the development of hybrid communicative practices. 

The cross-platform comparisons undertaken in Chapter 3 further emphasized that 

gender performance in Teenspeak is not a monolithic phenomenon enacted in a 

vacuum. Instead, it is intricately tied to the unique affordances, prevailing 

communicative norms, and specific community cultures of each digital environment. 

The analysis illustrated how visual platforms like Instagram and TikTok foster 

gendered linguistic features that are often deeply intertwined with visual aesthetics and 

performative self-presentation, while text-centric and community-driven platforms like 

Discord and Reddit give rise to different facets of gendered Teenspeak, often 

characterized by specific jargon, in-group humor, or particular interactional styles. This 

demonstrated teenagers' sophisticated sociolinguistic competence and their adeptness 

at code-switching their gendered communicative styles to navigate diverse digital 

contexts effectively. 

Finally, the theoretical implications drawn from the corpus findings solidify this 

study's contribution to the broader fields of sociolinguistics and gender theory. The 

Communities of Practice framework proved highly effective in explaining how 

gendered linguistic patterns emerge, are maintained, and evolve through shared 

repertoires and joint enterprises within adolescent peer groups. Performative gender 

theory provided a robust foundational lens for interpreting the observed linguistic 

choices not as passive reflections of pre-existing identities, but as the very discursive 



 67 

actions through which gender is actively constructed, iterated, made socially 

accountable, and sometimes subverted in digital interactions. Furthermore, the 

concepts of social capital and the linguistic marketplace offered valuable insights into 

why teenagers invest considerable effort in learning and deploying specific, often 

gendered, forms of Teenspeak, as these features demonstrably carry social value and 

confer status within their intricate peer networks. 

In essence, this comprehensive analysis of a multi-platform digital corpus has 

compellingly demonstrated that the gender factor in Teenspeak is a profoundly 

dynamic, performative, and contextually situated phenomenon. The linguistic and 

multimodal practices of contemporary teenagers are not merely passive reflections of 

broader societal norms or media influences; rather, they reveal adolescents as active 

agents in the construction of their identities, adept social negotiators, and significant 

innovators in language. The findings presented herein offer a deeply nuanced 

understanding of how these young individuals utilize the full spectrum of their 

linguistic and multimodal resources to enact, interpret, and understand gender in their 

increasingly complex and digitally saturated lives. This research underscores the 

vitality of Teenspeak as a critical site for observing the ongoing co-construction of 

language and gender, providing a robust empirical foundation that contributes 

meaningfully to our understanding of youth, communication, and identity in the 21st 

century. 
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