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1. A&
Aol 7P 7124 7152 et Al dshs vkE IdE
7)Edhs dol 2 Aol Aot @i e A Bal Ha) oAl A
A IgE xdshks mejolt. I3 Ao wabxs i ARl sy
ska; Zpale] AZhE Qo] g@st itk Eart @ A o}, BHE
AG7L o ASTL dof &) T 2 x@EC| £3] AMEHT o] ¥
52, Tk ek £ v, S WAl tial At A4l 5 &
21 58 F7H SuE Gl Aot} EarolA=, o]} o] ojW A
of thall skke] Azte] QA= e} A= =25 & Ao
T8 sk Azte] QiR = @At ol Aol A AHE 27t ¢l
o} Az olgbE A AHATE B FE EAAA SRS Bt o] FE
EeEA, AGA EFE ALA T 4A S EEC] FHHET] i
olg|gt FSU =, FkAte] Azt BlEA = @ ol gk Aol
Aol w9 g Al Sol SARTE tiE o] gk @l gk ddoist
FE Pmodality) o] 2kl F-Er},

A o) o] el tig ATt A 71EFo% B FA o n &4
WA F 7R o] & 5 k! TR gho] el gk AT s
< F2 7154 BHAA ol TR AL, FAen|EA Bl A= A
0= vl A2 Yoty 2 whgbA] Ealol| A AFsHAl 2 o]He] AT
& T2 7|54 B o]FoX] AEelt ey Bas F4¢
n| 22 oA o] FF xHES ART 7
T4 Adrnt o A-ghs Holelal gt FAuE4 o] g0

o

o

3
L
(e}

i

Y
o
2
o
Y
o

=

-

A= fm 22 el A ¢
o3 Aol 37312}
FAou A oA o
78] (2021b) o] 3ick.

O
f&u}.
Soj7l Fo] Pt ATRE Mun (2016), WA (2017),

N



ey ol g el Yool eA e stel 9

W] 57 2 ARe Axshs AW BAe Fekaat P

BAIE F=o]e] FF AolA mefEo] & gl tiRt Aol A
Estaizt gtk gh=rojo] oY RHERE o' AEo] A=A sl 4
8] & AslEol SAek=T, ol ol tE Aejst BhHy] wiEel
o}, ol gk 71Ee) Ao ES nwH o2 =ejatel, BaolA =2l
2 o £ WIS AAT Rol). o wigoR, Pt AolE
Z=35l3 A} stk g0z 788 o) B HE0] JFSAAYREA AT
o ols) HEeA AHE 5 98-S BolwA Ak vpA o R, o] %

AF ‘:Q*Zroﬂ ‘1 ‘?‘01 ] :[L (periphrastic constructlons)o] H =3k oﬂt:y:_l'% 3k

e AP sl sk BIs)E EelE slie| 14} B,

F

A=

2. @] apabe] Aeje}

=

A gho] el diet AyrEelM ofd dSo] AHUAL, o5l
oJB7 EFHAEAE AHrAl vEo11)0) v 2ol AF7HA] &
3] =o)H o] & ASo] £3HE 0 7 A|A|H o] Q)3

(¢

(1) 7% 2] FEl (epistemic modality): HA|] Ao st HATH U9

A & (commitment) S Y EFH.

3 EIE(011)S (1)9] 275 A A2 WAl slo] ofue} gho] i A7-Ee
A tHpofAlE dEs FEA Ak Aol A AlFetal vk 7 ‘modality &
go] obuet "gE 2 2231 glth B ATEo] dEE AEstal gl Bad
ME " EEE AT L ol el AT olgolA 2 AFE Aol
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of]: B4 (certainty), 7H$343 (probability), 7F573 (possibility)

L 29] el (deontic modality): AFERS] BFHA|Btol] g kS L}
W EE AR B glolu Azt Al Ule] 54 FoiAlel
Al A5-E VrER.
of): 2]%-(obligation), 31/3]-& (permission)

t}. E4] %8l (dynamic modality): AFE]S] HHAY 7F5A)S 2H9-ahe 99l
o] AFE) Wii-o] FHoiztell Al 952 iR,

o: T4 (ability), 9] = (intention, willingness), B} (wish)

2} 747 ¥l (emotive modality, evaluative modality): Aol thgh 7+
A Bes vehd.
o HhE, THAEE, oklE, §3], e ®m o3, FelE, 7
Ax &
vk SA %l (evidential modality): R 29, ¥4 FZE YERY.

of: 213 749 (direct evidence), 2 (hearsay), 5~ (inferred)

T olol, 9l9] gEo] ol AAY WA Oow BRE] % AF
speA, ol ABA O HAl te 4] B ehlis WE =
EBERDEGE T

$19] WSl el o2 7HeFs] So] B ofFjel 2k,

@) 7k 2 H7F 2300,
Z H7} & A 3o},
E™glo] Z 7t <k
L A wube 5.
Al wuof .
ok e old = 9lel.
W7k 7He.




e gro] ok wzo] gaom 2 R giate] 11
2k U7F e FH5o] Al
d s,
I R e =
7hEEs U Hueh
219 AE2 2 (1)9] 3kl FF FRE vsH =, 2 W FE
o] ¥ xdo|t}. o] RHELS ﬁﬂ%ﬂﬂl(‘—ﬂ—‘, -g-), ojdoful(-y)),
FAA FAAC-2 A - 5), FAELSo) ToE AdE FA4 o

< A v

7k 294G 0998): BATE QIAF WAl el Zbh= Al E, A
o

L}, o]4d-8o001): "SR A W&ol GEFE XA @A g B
oA EAsh= A, A B

o} 9h A 2006): “EAO] TiF B/ AN FAA] S FHI=
= s

2k 14718 2016): AN DT BEALE] e B

9 Ao 5e P BAE AT AL MR W ow
S} QIek W WA S, B ol el Sejdtt 18w 7
AHR) S AN wol= Aol7k vehdeh, 6 S, =

o]d-&001)& A aAE AFA 0w EIAAA 4

_>rL

AAE EFL
2 AN, BEA EA U PHA, Hejdeln] -al-T S WolEeit
9, w1 pooe) & A7 248 AAH WAlSHs o), T AT
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to] =R -AE T FH
s A Yskal el = E-a)
AL AR R AEE = oS Abe]of o]9} o] & Aol 7} U= A ThAs 9]¢
S vk AU, Ao AA7E AASHA] ok T Ao E A9
oflof] 2-8-g wf Zpxpo] F] o o] Fs] 283 Al Zlot
9 AES i F-E Lyons (1977, p. 452)9] WAl th3t 34219 HI='E
1-&3tAA, ol& vt o ZApt o aeld vk FEE Wgdekal ok
A9 AMS Lyons7} -8 Aol digh sixke] B2 o= A
o] A1) ¢4t} Lyons (1977, p. 452)+= ¥ H-A(sentence adverb)oll T3l =
o= FEQlE, £ FAPE Al thE skAkY] B E YERE
o|aL o]l £ FAE T vaF S Rt AEdth £
A=) dZ= A ARSI ‘possibly” 2]ol| & ‘frankly, fortunately, wisely’
3 Utk 2= EAl] g s BE'E o] ¥ A HAE 9
3 A2 ARERE Zlolt) wEbA o]2]d Lyons®] =& IR 17F &
&S EAC] e St B R FYF AoR B A Aud I8
7} AekA AR o]2fdk AFo] UERHE & Lyons (1977)9] 117816,
7| FdE e o] ofth AR s EAH SR tFe= 17739
A FFE A diE skt BE e Zo] AEdhs FEe FokE
7F ek 1780 14 P I FEE EE HE =Yek=t, 2
A (necessity) 2+ 715 (possibility) 2] ZHA A Q14 P} 9 Fds At
o} 7ol M FEE Ao oA &

Aol g L8] A7 B G 47} Ik

it
_\'i_ll
L)
ol
o
o
=
)
o
o
2
bt
of
filo
=
hines
ol

=

2

Ll

4 REAOY, p. 134)E WA AL FARE Ao P
o Aol ool 5], )% 7} AT, S, o
aict A kAl a Bl sl ol AEe] S 7T
A7} o WAl o) o€ A Brhek Al E Uil Alew seli o] s}
o] = F59] FA7} FREolo} sm], Axjtte] 2]} TR Q= P MRl S

oo},
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o] FA|Z=A =2 (modal logic) 9 A H o] ot
o]} t]E-] Palmer (1986, 2001)¥} Bybee 5-(1994) %= 15 Z 27} 9l
o} o] EE Fhao] P Aol 2 IS 7|t Palmer (1986)2 270 %]
X Fdel FeE A Lyons (1977, p. 452)¢] "SpAFE] oL} B
7} AlEE whslohal AFakl o, 163 o] Aol A= o] &} Hl=d AT
o

A Bhate] (ua) BlEU oA o g Aottt ey YollA] AR
ok=o] Lyons (1977, p. 452)9] ‘8&}e] o)A} HlE = A A Ql-go]r,
o7t Lyons (1977, p. 739)01A4] Q183 A= HH3)A] H3)t}. Lyons
(1977)2 F&& FHAA A Bl Aoz FHEIS Wolr, x|
kS o dolghal SHA| = ST $HH, Bybee 5(1994, p. 176)= Palmer (1986,
p.16)°] Lyons (1977)°]] 7]tho] Q155 1-83HHA o]&2 we} s '3t
28] () v oA EHsk ekal Aottt Palmer (1986)3%
Bybee 5(1994)7} Fh=o] Y AFAENA 7131 2GS A7k o]
B 2L A vl FAF ARFS AXFSEAL itk o9} TlEe], Palmer
(2001)-2 Palmer (1986)3} 474-2] Z}o]7} A A} Palmer (2001)904= &

Aol T (A1) Ol AN B glor, ) Pdg B

o)

N

A
(an overall category) & X131, /¢ XAl (modal systems) 2k A1 (mood) & & -
ks Fro] AFwh S olrk. 1A #2423 Palmer (1986)°] BA|
o] ek 3pAke] e’k 22 Hol g Aok Ao= dekdn?

5 Palmer (2001, p. 8)01AE FAE /AR & AL/ B =08 9&
& QeI M ok S4ste] A Q18SHA Thel g

Propositional modality is concerned with the speaker’s attitude to the truth-value

or factual status of proposition ... event modality refers to events that are not

actualized, events that have not taken place but are merely potential.

I3 ‘epistemic, deontic, dynamic ©]2}= -89S von Wright (1951)0]4] 714
5 Wole 5 e 98-S sk qitt
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Lyons, Palmer, Bybee 5o] gh=ro] ¢ A=A v d&ks 1L
3l B, g-2]= o] 23k A olsfistolof & Zlo|tt. dh=mo] Y A
ToA 7 dE] S A e o] Y Al thet sAke] BE vt
A 2ESAL Y= o]E8 AFEol AARE FAEEA FEHAY ¢
|5 Zlolnt. o]2fF S AAIshHA o]H e AFES v o

o7} HjAA 07 =o]5]7] Al 21 Q5% (2008, p. 219)%] =3tTE 1
© o] ®dshs WAV HATE 7|sshs el disiA st A4l
9] o) o]t} Bl = (opinion or attitude)E EHIH= M2 Lyons (1977)9]
Z2)7} ‘frankly, fortunately, possibly, wisely' 9} 22 #7 FAISS i+
oz 3 ZolojA UF He7E Aokl A4 skelHk 18]l Huddleton and
Pullum (2002, p. 173)9] 2] & wkFsle] A 2] AFAA (factuality) 7 2 H A
(actualisation) ] g+ pA}e] Bl=rt 2AE HF = FYsla, 14 FE
AR el BN, B9 e AEAL BHAA TFsAAR R A
g A2 =Sk o] R e =oolM= Y o] Bdd] v
AL Jek, 15 Ao w9 =R 51 &35S 2016), L5-2(2018), B
3](2021) TONXE Lyons 2] |7} A|FE|ofof Fro] =oH et &
= 2 OEANL o5 BT AMIA B AAGES e =ool =3
A A& F6t 7hsAIAA dalol At AT 12y ok
A, FAAQ EA 5= o3 Bilo] AR FAH A= Kalith

it

==

o
o

2

3 WA fEl= A AAE O 7 FE R Sel 28 FE

T FEE ALAANTILAL A o] F Fis ol B2 ATl

B
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6 oleist ol f, ‘e Al 'S ‘modality'®] Mo AgI A Tk, ER
3R W, =] (modal logic) 2Fe] ABAS TESAE ko] O] v sl Al
7},

7 F. De Haan (1999), ‘Evidentiality and Epistemic Modality: Setting Boundaries,”
Southwest Journal of Linguistics 18, pp. 83-101; 41%-(2009), "2 kel e} A4, gk
=+0y8}; 44, pp. 27-850.

8  Bils g o] HFHORE o] Mo &9 ERHETia FEE A2 ofyt).
(DA A RAE FollA o] Al FfFvte] Pz Hejd & vk Font. =0
PPE YA BRT AL B0 F0 B4 DS o] B o] op)
a1, w3 7 =07 Ba g Zhgel ole tiaix = o AFskA ey g
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o] & 2zt A HIZ7F Q= W=, ETt o] Aol
AL 7l1esh= 2] ofyel, AL ofA|nt A3} mFe) ol Sl
APl 1k Aol doju= Aol disl 7]sdteh dA HI7F 241 9l
7= 7ledhs Zo] ofuzt Al 7178 ElE 2y o] 7173 ek vet
U= AlAIAME HI7E 2= ARde] A vk Vet A Wy
Aol AERIL Jle-& 71EskaL Sl Aol ot dAle] 2HES 1Y
3 By 12 2350 FA15 = AlACAME iy Abdo] e vt
< 7lEdth A gk o)7l= Aol BAEk JleE V]Eskal =
Aol ofte}l de] AlY 5 Ak 1SS ] By 123 o Ee]
Agshs AlACIA = a7t ol7]= ARde] 2

S8 5 dAo] o} A} Ayte] Sl oW AldE FHolsol, 1

3 AP ol wke Alzlel dish Z1& @) T Al A} Anke
W AL A7) deAw @45 ol 4T BAle R AvE 4

Al

o BHHE ol BAS oz, Pl PE AU I¥ed Be
bl Aol dia) al) Stslel Abgshs W ke Aelskug @
o

o]:l

N

©

Ql

o

17k QlojE Bl Aol thalAw AFT ¢ 9 o] oprh. 4
| 3ol olgstel Aol obd Al sl AvHEA AHHAAR 714

A
2 Stk o2l @ ATk 91019] HAL T2 AT AAS T FHs| T
WE+= 202 Hockett (1960)°] #19](displacement)2}al 3l v} ¢Jc} 10

(]

Lo o] oher @43} o] gl ol® Al dis) BRI A
Re ol olels Hole] AFom B 4 gl FHHFolth Mol

o

9 ©] A2]= Portner (2009)9] T3} 22 Aol9} H]S=Elth: ‘modality is the linguistic
phenomenon whereby grammar allows one to say things about, or on the basis of,
situations which need not be real .

10 M. Kaufmann and S. Tamura (2020), “Possibility and Necessity in Japanese: Prioritizing,
Epistemic, and Dynamic Modality,” Handbook of Japanese Semantics and Pragmatics (ed.
by W. Jacobsen and Y. Takubo), Berlin: Walter de Gruyter, pp. 537-588.
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o e dE AAY 2R 55 & F AUk AAlE A4 AR o R
refE g AEEy, 2 A4 ojell
el Aohs Wajolnt. webA o] &% FdIt 22 oA 7 Al A <)
VAN =2d = & Aotk 53] 2UEL2 A rEA AolM &
g FAT Aoz TFSAHAE ol8ste] ARttt ofgh Zo] ks Al
Al hEE ARt loje] Tad EA3 AdH ] Atk 2= FE o
2lgk dolo] g dd o= ofsistara} dhvt 1H Y, & d

g B FFRE HY) offrh I Fel 2dol= Ths AATE Aol

>
o
(o]
o
o
)
gl
o
oldh
|
N
2
ol
K3

—

fo
)
2,
o
=
-~
wt ol o
o2

?l‘
3 247} §l7] wioltt,
ol oA = o] 7hs AlAI BEE ] AAYE INYS 3

Atk - 7Fs AlAS] JidE2 A eu] el AEske] AHA A
o] onE sz l Al S It web FEe FAnE
of ojsff axpHor dud 3= o AolaL, AAZE 128t
oF. B3 ffoll M A EIERe] o] el tidt e A=l
& 7FsAIAIS] Aol Hasiths /14E0] S8kl ks ARl F5
"ok o= Fde] BHol 7Fs AlAIe AEE ] de& dtaL, ZhsAlA
A ES T8 FHANEA A7t ol Fe] Al v a3

11 A. Kratzer (1981), “The Notional Category of Modality,” Words, Worlds, and Contexts:
New Approaches to Word Semantics (ed. by H-J. Eikmeyer and H. Rieser), Berlin: Walter
de Gruyter, pp. 38-74.
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ol A HjA| g} gl S Al dRd dart gl 4l dis) o
wat7] flate] Abgsh= W gkl A ejsh=d], o] B eell= TFsAAA &

a7k 5ol Qe olARE TFsAAS) S BolEe] o5 s 3
ol chs) obriiz e,
WA Q14 pe] G S 0|2 Ags) B

(5) 7% = W7k & 2 2o},

L S™RLe] &= B7E ok

A S AHIE T1Ee Aol olig) St Mol A& ojeo
ERST 9t} 11 1 A5 R Aale] A4 HL g oA
olct. B 7-go] 71T uhete] A R} she BRg 74T Yk

W ol W} g9 e 23 2 2419 o3-S 8l HrT olalE 4 3
o). olef @ a4 S thg} o] Aejale] uprel B 4 & Aold.

6) 7 uI7} ok wio] w29, 2 )7k € 7ksAe] glol,
U 7} ok vile] w2, 2 w7k Belge] glo].

=3} ghalo] ZHz FbsAd Y "o s 2385 T Qo)

oAl o] 7FsA Y AL TFsAIAE olgate] £33 BAL Sl
AAAA 2ol = o] 7FsAAIEe] EAGTIAL 7R o] TFsAS |
AA AN H7F & 7FsA R o]# 7k s Y] A ZAE W7 ok
upolt}, whegba] o] 75, @AM AN A 7t of= vzt o | ZFs A
A FAETAE T 7FsAIANA 2 H7E & 7Fsde] e S SRkt 1
3L o]Z2 (@dAMANA) W7t o= vt FRAEHE THsAAIE ol =
H|7} & 7FsAAZE EAZ T 2 (67hE (7hE vl 4= Stk 82



ra
Q
3

o] o o] AN EA Faol dslel 19

6h2] A2 FAAMANA v7F & DA A, o)A TAE Wt
ob= nlolth wabA o] AL, ‘FAA AN Wt o= ul) oWl 7}
SAACNN FARGE I FFsAANE WHEA] Z H|7E &S =i
o]Z& (7h 9k ol (@AAANA) Wt ok vt AT E BE FSAA
A = H|7} &7 2t

7) 7k U7} ob= vzt A= 7R AR Foll 2 vI7t & JFsAAIE
J_xHrshq.
U U7t ol Bt FEEE BE ZFeAAlNA & B)7E &)

@9 ol HNE BAF A0 FSAAR e e
ik,

®) 7h AT WU 5,
. A3 wo 3.

ol ¢ol tiale] 1241744 & 1Kol TFEE FHol
Aol 919 5o Asai. ol 5e BT 2e A5 Bl
ov)g 7t

©) 7} o121 FHo) w2, AF Hups Ao] 7FsH,
U, ol ol maw, A wiks Zlo] BAHolof,

T18aL o]Hd e AL TFeAIAIE ol 8to] Tt 2ol

(10) 7k Fo3 o] FRAHE TFeAAIE Tl AT Wy 7FeAl



20 QJEE=F 79U 2% 2022.5.31

A7} AR,
L. Folzl gt o] FAE= BE JFsAAIENA Aa wdtt

oM,
A
=2
1194
off
i
XL
i)
m}[_«{
¥
N
-~
o
=
oZ
2
r
=2
o
=Oé
o
o,

ofole, 9o wake thed 2e APsAT BARE £ UL A
=

(12) 7} Asee) WA S0l 2w, "7} o]7]= Aol 7hss.

U, #5e] WF 5ol tzw, 857} o)7] Zle] Bedolof,

o] 7Fe A3} DAL TFeAAE o183t vt o] A 5= gl
=3

(13) 7 252 W4 s9o] FEE = TFeAlAE SOl et ol7l=
7FsAIAIZE At
. 2o WH 8ol FaE s BE TFsAlAIENA Tt o)X
ok

olgat ol Q14 P, B9 P, BH PP A5 BAY o5
FeAAE olgstel s8] nateh. ‘A
B b5 BN P vt PsAAR Balel BAMoR =

28 5 st

(]
e
e
e
i
ko
N
)
a2
rr
ox
oot
=2
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B4 Aol diste] 21

oJAIFE = oA 2ZE T AAL] e Bt FA3tste] e
AR 2} S 9ol A AR Q12] oAk e ok} =

Fe e 7FsAAIL] FANA D o Yeh= 3549l e

=
rlr
.
>
o
ko

(14) 7} 229 o] B FPsAAe) ele Aaks 71E
LU} oh v, Fol 7, Age] Wi 5
. 7RsAAle) el hgahs et
ks, B

A, a8 E= TFsAAIE el glolA 14 Fd 39 F, F
A olehs e 8 sk el #eiE dnh izk ok v
7h FREE TFeAAE FolR H o] FAEE JFeAAlE Eee
HH gEol FAS= TFeAAIE O 1 71EEe] whgs o] 742t )14
& F P, T el APTE 2of Erk B4, AgE TFsAAE
o Al sl Agshs Gk ol A= TheAATE SR
B TP AIAISAIM = A7 ZFsAlAL] G eell 7he(3)# BAMW) 9 &
344 ol 2HgeE FARTE

o] F 7k ake BE P HA AR, 1 Ade gt A

e FTsHE 4 —‘f—?‘}_(tripartite structure) = A HE T2 Q-4 012 opAlo]

I¥]
et
.{
—Ll
EN
0
o
o
9,
ny
OFO
a ol
rir
o
ﬁ
)
ol
to
bl
o
Ol

Falr] $1ek /dolrt. =4 Fsh(3)s} 24
ok@r(v)-’] - 7]‘*] FhrE AL e @oleg ] IAE FHSAL, Ad ol A
e 758 by 38 238 5 = dRkdsiAk(generalized quantifier) % 37

ajelet,

o sty st Ix () (FP3heha))
wE shye st Vx () (e3tehx)
oY e Gesit MOSTx (34(x)) (] 3teHx))
we e gelshn MANYx (3141(0) ()3eho)
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AE ARTEE o§3t] Tt o] FABHE 5 ek,

(15) 7F. Iw (W7} o= v FEEE 7FsAA (w) (= H17F 2Hw))
U Vw (W7} ol Bt FEEE ZFs A A (w) (= 8171 QTHw))

AT Z= AR operator: ‘3w’), Al - (restrictor: U7} o= nlr} 7@
£ FeAAW) ), 28 (nuclear scope: “Z 7k 9rhw)) 9] Al F-HE O 2 F o]
Jom, Arkate] glo] A|opRtol] 2}-g-ahHA 2182 WAlH W-Eo] Ad
H= A s g

9o AT 7HAE FAIASL A E dotrRAk W7t ok v
HFo] ZI1ATAY vigto] AlA EuAY s AR EC|BR {(#FFo]
710, vhgo] EuHet o] F gAE] Ao AL F 3 o=
HE ARl W7t ok vt F e TS AIAIE S o] F WA BE
Fol He 7FsAAES] Aoz yehd 5 gtk ol & 5o HTEe] 7]
ATt 7 Zho] H= 7FsAIAIE S 3ol twy, Wi, Wy, Wiy, Wigl0] 3L, “HERe]
B 7E 2 TR AIAS "ol fwy, wy, Wy, Wiy, weglo]2H o] F BA7}
Fol H= A2 aerh ok 2k 12al AE9E olF= & HI7F ev L
ol H= 7FsAIAES] e ehst 2ol {w, w, wigtol2kar 733
HA},

(16) 7t W7} ob= vt FRE = 7FsAIAIE S A wy, wy, wy,t
U, &2 87t 2= ZFsAAES] ik {w,, Wy, Wi}

olAl 157k h 8] FAA SIS A& F AT (157h= WIF o= v
T = 7FsAAE SOl 2 v|7F b7 2 TR AAE 8-S gt
o &, 1679 [ aeh o JFY wFo] ol b Fto] d
ok w gl fwy, wilolB® (s7h= Fol Ak tEo 2, asth= Wt of
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2 dA vk a2 T T3 ] S (strength of modality) 2t
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ojgo] A BFET. d& EAMH, Gl Fe ATt olfHew
BAE AL ] fo] o)A R] BhH| St'at imcetso] o] A= HH=
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ABSTRACT

Formal Semantics Jun, Youngchul*
Approach to the Category of
Modality in Korean

Most of studies on Korean modality have been done with the descriptive
point of view, heavily based on the so-called Lyons’ (1977, p. 452) definition,
“the speaker’s attitude on a proposition”. This paper aims to reveal the
inadequacy of such a perspective and definition. It also aims to propose an
alternative definition of modality as the category which is used to speak
about the situations which need not be a part of actuality. The definition
reflects our intuition that modal expressions manifest things about the
worlds which are not actuality but related to it in a particular sense.
This paper shows that the concept of possible worlds is very useful in
understanding the characteristics of modality. Furthermore, it demonstrates
that formal semantics approach should be appropriate to account for
modality because the approach contains possible worlds semantics.

The currrent paper emphasizes the role of periphrastic constructions
in the category of modality in Korean. The periphrastic constructions offer
various modal expressions, indicating a well-organized system of modality.

It is found that the contrast of possibility and necessity exists through

*  Professor, Department of Korean Language and Literature, Seoul National University
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all the three subcategories of modality: epistemic, deontic, and dynamic
modalities. Thus, as formal semantics has efficient methods to treat possible
worlds as well as the contrast of possibility and necessity, it apparently
provides an explicit explanation of the modal system of Korean periphrastic

constructions.

Keywords ~ Modality, Epistemic Modality, Deontic Modality, Dynamic
Modality, Possible Worlds, Possibility, Necessity, Formal Semantics, Possible

Worlds Semantics, Periphrastic Constructions



