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1. A&
o] 29 54L& 54 Yd(dynamic modality) ol g FESH ou]=
A =95 AlFsh= g Ut ARz = 7]’%‘1]74]94U]%(possible worlds
semantics) ] EollA & Pl tigt on|d AHelE wlHE Al o] & uig:
O 7 ool ksl 54 S TS thek AAZ Q] BAS A|lFs=
4 548 £}
(1) 1. Fole] e o7} $A A F U
F S Eo] Aio] AR
(2) 1. ¢PA3 RS vkt = o) £419 = 38S v ALYyt

3) 1. EoE MYE Fe T 3ol

Lotk A7) & E9UE £E glue.
. FAIRE Qs A F3kE B 5 e
@ .55 EA AL Aok 7 mousle weA Aeiok
ot

L. A48 et BEEA] Walol A $2 A7t Q&

s & AEAE AAsHAE 1))
7 Eg8te], B B3 ot 3)9] L& 2 TAAAIL B

=y
HFEE =HAT T1EY 1)~@e] £FEC] Kele oul4 FEdol

c
g
g
g
ftlo
Sl
oL
z df
N
il

1 AgH(2022)o1 4% ‘modality’ 2 34219] ‘BlE'2la B dlA o]|2u} 714 el B
E7]- modahty o] gk BFE AdH Zlog By HE'9 diye frdhs YH Rue=
olgh= ol & ARgahs Zlo] A AU A3tk TlEe] F =Ejeke] a

*oi FHFAE o] O vl g o]l watt) o] F2 ol sl 525t

‘modality’ & Y O.2 A= FHf.,



A T 99 RS Al ALstsh BAT 9, 5, F7), 9
%, 50 Abgle] ARIAel] tiE B4, F5 5 Lehiths Hold M 5

o
%0,
o

. 25 9P (modal meaning)
A FHE AR el i ol

Fe o] MFE A o, )~we BT F=ole] FE o]
ok 223 vge] ARIES AR AA, Ssrefol A R ojr= o
Pl okuEl 9 A, FAF § vk A JEeh waE 5 ok

it
bl
ol
QL
k]
i&
F_EL
>
[
POy
o
2
5

o] THE T T, A B The A S T =, AL C 58 7

& B S Qi) Fole] P M) v o2 eje ofeie
Gejx 54, theld S4o) FEHAL ool T A 4T HBL AT
$1% R0 7T}

Yergom vhew e 58S 48 gk WA A B B
BT pge] QubHel e MobEel WA e WA ‘e
ehe ldole] Abgo] TR el Agteh PPl AT T ER A
o AN} A A6 W HHEA D7) 3k F 2
HN2 Fele] Pg WFE P SJnlvt Agek g wel'e) 4
of me} WAl Feish AR PR, W olvle) 2fa Tt Frelbel u
o sk At S4 Feist Fol B4 Felz, g B9 v o= B
=0l ue} Q14 e, 99 e, B e, A e SO

2 UJEHO=Z F R, Palmer (1986/2001), Mood and Modality, Cambridge University Press;
J. Bybee, R. Perkins, and W. Pagliuca (1994), The Evolution of Grammar: Tense, Aspect and
Modality in the Languages of the World, Chicago: University of Chicago Press; J. van der
Auwera and V. Plungian (1998), “Modality's Semantic Map,” Linguistic Typology 2(1) &
oI,
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3] BRI m o A7 gt BseldE edEe -
E- el B Agmelu], A ) -, -2 e, e
o o) FHofnlt F0 /1% el UM, dole] g A @
A G o5 ofn|e] ofulE 7lEow AP ol T SFeIN P
o slio] 914 PAfomu AR BH Pyol P WFoIA A9

PlE HEe e g RRAME nekd Bast dek A, WA
o e shakel Bk el WolEelAE el Pl g 43
S @Sk BaTh T P HFED} sl FREE olEn 7
P S RS WFE P w=elolA AGNIA B B okfeh A %

WS £
37 oIt diAZ Q14 e wAle] S te Ber, gl
o A wiA el iR B, B g Abde] Bk &
$3H= 1910] Apel We] ol ] 1%’ Hoz Relso] ghizu)s of
2 Qo) WAL ke Sepi - 5 9l Fol o] wre o]
3 9|5 Aol g AR 92 5 9eE ABFIE A4 2k A, <
PEL P P FHOE AT FHHUA, NP, FAN het
2l P =olrh Al QT P SAH TS £ Gl
= Q1 G, A okeh 99, B P
o7} Hlof, o5 W AN E HFHQ e)g Baw ek

o] ZolAE ol TFsAA T EE THko R aole] B4 R

5

Fl

w

788 (1995), o1 9] ) WA B3 1 AAL, Fdol; 2003), @=0ietE, pp.
191-205.

4 FAA(2006), TR0l FE ofm] Ay, BISRAL

5 ERIE(2011), "AIAL 2, G, To13) 60, 501318, pp. 310-311.
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p{L
_L
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_>L
ol
%
f
o
Ko
%
-;
_>|~l_,
L
_E
offt
)
o
oz

A 2340w AR g 54 o] v 4L AU At A
AL Slv gl #gle] @ olek.

2. Al 2] R4 ofn] BA

gho] Aol Y AT £ 84 F AA
AE 2] = ASel e A S rhdshs vlA £4% 0= ARt Qv 11
il F2 gojol Higt 7=

ole] 7l i A disl] WHsta AAAR] 7es Al =27t

o]F AT 5F9 FE o]F] Yt} o|HqT 5F FelA] FAWEA

IR ThsAA R 2o W £ A o2 A2 F55 1A d e
LAl

o] & 7TFsAAIYM B A4 o BT ), F=0] i BT

of el & shte] Aste olsiE o 4 dkar 7} bl

o= 5] SHEA50]7 Kratzer?] ddo] =22 txE = &Aoo

o

6 ZFsAIAICIHES daro] o B A 43 FarofdhA9] =& ©]7]8-(1998), FAIA]
o} i 7S AIA P2y, BlEAE GAY(2005), T -2 - Z9) FE) Bl AT,
Fotofsh Am, 9-2, HHACIFRS, pp. 122 FHH(016), o] P XA B
AR oJu] 24 Foloje} 1, 20(2), Aol 8 R3], pp. 57-92; WA 8] (2021b), T'-0]
of/-olw ¥-'9] ofel Tl TS} oJu] A, Telolel, o1, Al Belolsl)
pp. 139-164 5-& & = Slt}.

7 V. Brennan (1993), Root and Epistemic Modal Auxiliary Verbs, Amherst, University of
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W& TPs AN 2 e G el ol ovlH o), g wae)
oA el st ol &2 s, wielel

mTE 23S AEE A A AR s 7 slnkd

theh B oA E 1=
P BH4E gshs do] ek 9 et shtel el E 4 9
& WARIL Aelole] EHL sk PO olF 24 BT
=4 Adele] ol td BAT ABL vhsknz S

o]

P el BAkee-Eolue)-aAhee 2 das o} & 7)€ well
TESAIA (possible worlds) W& F74e Rolek? 7FsAAY Egow 9
2] & BEo] B AAAL PSR oliet B A5 A el
dPgEE AAEAAS R o AT Bk S4BT 5 9

Massachusetts Ph.D. dissertation; V. Hacquard (2010), “On the Event Relativity of
Modal Auxiliaries,” Natural Language Semantics 18, pp. 79-114; V. Hacquard (2006),
Aspects of Modality, Cambridge/Mass., MIT Ph.D. dissertation; K. von Fintel and A. S.
Gillies (2007), “Might Made Right,” To Appear in a Volume on Epistemic Modality, edited
by Andy Egan and Brian Weatherson, Oxford University Press. http://mit.edu/fintel/
fintel -gillies-2007 -mmr pdf; P. Portner (2009), Modality, Oxford University Press ‘5

8  A. Kratzer (2012), Modals and Conditionals, Oxford University Press: A. Kratzer (1991),
“Modality,” Semantik/Semantics: An International Handbook of Contemporary Research
(ed. by A. von Stechow and D. Wunderlich), Berlin: de Gruyter, pp. 639-650; A.
Kratzer (1981), “The Notional Category of Modality,” Words, Worlds, and Contexts (ed.
by H.-J. Eikmeyer and H. Rieser), Berlin: de Gruyter, pp. 38-74; A, Kratzer (1977),
“What “must” and “can” Must and Can Mean,” Linguistics and Philosophy 1(1), pp.
337-355 &

9 ole|g U#e o]2F RHE BT Ik 2 A
A gk o] mE Aol

il

Ho}p 2H8 mgow za6



(5) 1. 7h2Alols) 2ol AEE oY £9 FEAYAE &
AR 17 HhE Aled 2140 glolof 3.

G114 FAHs @AelA FhzAlolsl mol 7L Aw &8 FEA
2, G A1 A Q7] T A2 A40] AEAS oA B B o
2Ae] #E Bal WHALA sk vk ohTh e SR} Azeks
AR 7Fse B BEHE, 5L SA7E AZSRs AAY o WA
B AN o BAo] gtk T AAZ A4 AAY) mge oLt 1
U 5 Qs T ok S AlAle) mesel sl Raks Zlolch. FsAl
A vk o]elgk ALL A7, 2] 158 Wl olo] @alol o) whs-
Aol U9 71 = el B 9l A B A
TA T FPssAL BAH AL APsAAe A, 5 AL EAfeks
che Bl 417 Eold 5 am.

93 PP TP AN F5a BAY BAI'R ek AL

o] o)ie] ol 2 Fpiet,

i

(6) FAIR I Q171 TF A28 Q14]0] glolof 3],
A1 AR 19 A pAkbol 31 S 106 b g SAlete] ),
A2 AR 19 2} ARkl SRR 3349 ol Al o s3] B

Aot

(6)= 8% 13} &% 20014 3 th& gk W& o]0 ¥ AL
71 A= 3% 1904 = (92 23 W8 IXSHA wolso| A
R3S 200 M T18A e A 2 o]’ Alol= AlA|9] Kol wtE
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o3t Wby 7) B o ‘HEys 24
AR AR 3 FEske] 109 2} AR AlE
2 7|9t a8y 84k ololo Al 18
A @tk (6)0lghs Wl AL F (6)& WEEHE A A SAE

P w=EE olgd 7 7 A Hs T A Al w)oll AHgshe ikt
%1 7F5 (possibility, )3 A (necessity, (1), 12|11 F& W-&o] 5d 949
A 7FeAAES] As s Ao xAJ ojnff ZhsAlAle] F
e ?l’i]l(epistemlc I 9] (deontic) BH= 7 7HA] H7He B A (accessibility
relation, R)E HFOE SHFHTE Q1A P 144 HI7bsdAE vie
o7 g7t & Q= AEo] B o] He Ve AAE, B e E
A4 AL7FsBAE e R 27t v sitial o7 AEe] BF
Frol H&= 7V AAIE 388 |5 & &30l 7|&dhs BAT) 3ol =
= AAZE EAsR=A] o™ T1E R AlAIE o] EAls=AIE Hekes A
A et delshd, 2 {142/3914 AL7Fe Al Al Eﬂf?_ {7k
/2R FEOE FJHrt oluf 7hs} AL ks Al Al 28t
= A9 AAYFSH R, A5 F =EdlA FEE HE7HA
Alell thgk st olsHTh!
Ut 28 Ak dol 4] uirt o] g i =2 E Rl ez 4

Al A EE B 5 ek

o,
2L
ok
K
O

—_

10 7|A & =27t FFs AL o Aatrte] AA mFelA o] 94 (binary) 9l
& 5= Sl 28] Wi AddelE AR flEiie FE =EE 8, Rdshe
o] 859k

1M 5 A4 FF =EolA i ovl= Azl A (duality) S 71T
& 7Fs 5o e E F shfol], WAl prh AF5aTRE A2 ot prt R olA] g
o= WA p7t A oleh= 212 ‘not p7}t 7FsEHA] @b 0 ® s AolHnt) 1HEF
okt 2] §48HE 4 9

Op = =O=p, Op = =Op (AL Iw = =V —w, Vw = 7T —w)

pyg

o

ol



ol HsAARES Ao R & 54 P BT AT 47

(7) 7. (W7} ok vlel maw) Fol & e glvk
L. (F7Pgel wad) RIS Ala& ok dtk

(71 Uk oRs vhet ZA A g mRe) U Fsd AAS
Folliz Bl he 2ol B AAZF BT E Ao, u)e FUE]
/MU W2 o] A% 2 B2A e el M2 TFed A
A FRlo] AFE Wi o] dslglo] A oleks Mo 1 ozt w4
2 5 gIok 0% W9 B3 o) @ G5 Bk ololAe B
2o AAZE ()% BE AL P B AN E AT RS
Agaka Q= Aolek? Tad ohdhel £FEL 919l el & 4y

td

}-Ij

() 1. tHE FRAAAS Y 5 ek @ TR B we elgeh

L. Z H7E & Blelth 3kl mgel 25 gleh)

801 F22] T el wE ARl AAk s ol
Zlmrks Weks 54 Z1Ae] did of| AR, Sk A B W
ek ek Aol YA on Bt BH e T E Hst &
ek 75 e) EA7k ohleh e’ Tbs Al e w8, B
& ohuu} 9] 43 kg olob Rk Alelele] b olvlE wh

»

glol R S1sAE 143 P9 9] ofd F7hael Hbs A,
= gHoRE 7h5at Bl ojslol] of® F7hAQ) P AL =
"ol A7)%E Zolrh

12 (5)9 F o9 9n] 3t 2o 2oz My

4>
j
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2.2. Kratzer2| QAtojO| =2

o

Kratzer (1977, 1981, 1991, 2012)+= %4} T=glo] o] 24

FAlol Adelole] el nek AsHES 3 b g

fijm

2 A

o o) o2

>

O
i3

g

A& B30k Kratzer o129 )41 ofoltloli= theat ek, A, shte)
P E@o] T SAS AL A5, o ]3] Aglo] iz} e
oM AR AAS BHA ANAT. Z, P £AY ol ojF
DRy} ueA R % R¥ow TYHE Aow A B4, A4
A WAz} 144 7hs, 9914 LA} 9914 7Ps el e T 5
& B S ol Ye & Y-S AXFIAL o F THste] AYY

o
2
r o
ok
R
=~
)
2
re

7H 35S v e e T8 AR

(9) 1. All Maori children must learn the names of their ancestors.
L. The ancestors of the Maoris must have arrived from Tahiti.
©. If you must sneeze, at least use your handkerchief,
2. When Kahukura-nui died, the people of Kahungunu said:

Rakaipaka must be our chief. [A. Kratzer (1977), p. 338]

‘must' = 9 AE A 5 & Faete B9 S

Ou)dAE= skate] A3 B s = Q1Y S, ov)dllHE AP 7

13 Kratzer (2012)+= Kratzer7} &4, 7ol tjal =2)3t #}xle] 7| A+ 5 440 A
58 FU 3 8-S 2aH £Hol 33 Aot} Kratzer (1981)3} Kratzer (1977)%

o37]9l AlEH A
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A3 Q= A & Ao tjal Lel= o]2n} ‘7]7;2]’(dispositional) ClES]
< ee)ollAE 3] A Eo gkt BHHE 2 (bouletic) AL
ZHIEE o= ] 7e] MZ T2 ‘must 7} A3 ATh= Aok

FEE AL Kratzer7} 9)9] #3E°] t-59 9)9 #HE= 27 3

rlo
[

AL F Q2 ololA eloprlatsiths Zlelth w)oll PAA o £
o] QY oJm]A BREE0] (9 )0 A= ‘in view of ~'2] HHTE E3) HAH
o= =yt

(9") 7. In view of what their tribal duties are, All Maori children must

learn the names of their ancestors,

L. In view of what is known, The ancestors of the Maoris must
have arrived from Tahiti,

©. If -in view of what your dispositions are- you must sneeze, at
least use your handkerchief,

2. When Kahukura-nui died, the people of Kahungunu said: in
view of what is good for us Rakaipaka must be our chief.

[A. Kratzer (1977), p. 340]

©)9] Z2ke] FeIA, 99] P must' = FE 9FES 1

14 (9)9) ‘must'= FFRE BE 9914 T4 ~ojof al-o] thed & Uk (9 =
£ 0o olol5e 249 olBL viglol Bl R, OL)L ‘mheele] 2Ake e
A 9*0101: B, 00)€ AL AHOR, E5 0 A, 02)¢ Plelat

5 Egee) Y EAS IS TASKIE AL POEE s AEe ?
A 1w o] slek 7 (9) chsh thakdtiat o) e el e s
Fe P A Sk T Ee rolut, Akalel 1l st glont,
e e AA)E 5 o), Etelshke Al Skl s 2ol tiee Ze]
T ol g FEe] A el P, o) o 9)7h 22 FAH- A4
7

A4 294 o vl EAST ok B v,

0.

39
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Sentence
relative first argument  second argument
Modal phrase for the modal for the modal
phrase phrase
must in view of  what is known The ancestors of

the Maoris have
arrived from Tahiti

Z3]: A, Kratzer (1977), p. 341,

[A2 1] 'must S Z&let & 29l Qoj+tzx

S ic), ‘must’e] et ol stelsIRE 99, 24, 714, A

2 9Jn] §-35o] ‘in view of~'9] EATE 3l ‘must’ o} ¥ Flo|t o]
= 09 vl 2732 9Jn] ZFol7} ‘must” ZFA7F ok 2t ‘must’ ] Si4]E ]
3 dAH o7 EEE dojH o m = ‘in view of~ BHTE AAE 5

Q= 1elgk ojn] R g glon ‘must’ A= A 8ol D
ojtt gz FHAR u|vhs FdEtal S-S AlAFETE
Kratzeri= o] 2|3t #2h& vl o2 BE 2pQdo] o] ol (1] 1]

3 g vl g L s
opa} mge] olu| gzl A A BE shte] dHeztel T s)e] =a)
07 o]FoJZL} o & 59, (9u)9] 21| ‘must in view of ~ 9} e F

P E&o] ‘what is known' ¥} 2+

)

&

1
o

WA 3=3}3} ‘the ancestors

A
of the Maoris have arrived from Tahiti 2= F HA] =38 s of &4
HA

A TEnh [T19 2]9] 442 o8 Hrt



&
o
02

TP A &S 7Nk 2 g 5 Y S A7 51

Relational Modal Modal scope:
Modal: restriction: The ancestors of the
must in view of what is known Maoris have arrived
from Tahiti

E3: A, Kratzer (2012), p. 7

(A2 2] 'must' S Z3teh &Y 22| Qojx

Al AAT & Al o]t} 18
(1% 2] thed 22 $8% AMES 3t AA,
< on] I o3 ojn] x}lefA] wete)] o3 Ao
S 73 e " BAIARD (relational) 7 22 ot Th P RHES TH
‘must’ 7} o} 2}, ‘must in view of 2 ZAFSF T HA o &
A, ¥ 2] thdet a2 Wt A (restriction) FEoll ©E ok #
2

AF P E@o] WA B W] FH7} P10 wet 214 3
]

Y
o
il
[
B
-

(modal force)S ARl A oJu| 2 JIAHA TA = o) uel 9
2] The] = A7 T S48 Hoju=r} op ojuli= okAbA
Sk 9B A SH e o8] Aoleke R0l

Kratzer— ©] & F HA 9u] HELS 3} 817 (conversational back-

r
(o
=
2

oot

D

o
Zi

i

16 <3} ou|x HAdoA AHAQ] JFSE e ZoF HRlrh A9 (restriction), 2
49 (scope) S 3} oJmj o] AL Z (tripartite structure)E HA|SHE wjof] A1-8-¥ &
ojo|t}. 1. Heim (1982), The Semaintcs of Definite and Indefinite Noun Phrases, Ph.D.

Dissertation, University of Massachussetts at AmherstS #3138 5= 9lt},
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grounds) 0| 2= 7id & vl o= ARt st w7 ‘what is known’ 3}
2e x| ) AAEHE FFY AAR, F2 277 2 HAE] A
Agdt. =, W3t wide 7hsAlAE Fd BAES] Aee A=)
© g, FE =g A7FsaAl dednt 7H, 144 st wid
2 7FsAAl wE Fste] L AANA ezl BE AR ol Foxl A%
A fw)E AEIT ol dE v e w, BAd 7] A FS
H ¢ 289 siAle a3} o] dRtstEn

)
mlo

N

o
Sl

(10) 1. o® WAL fw) el =24 ALY W18 1 HAE ts} ug
o el 7Fs A A woll Al T Hedo|t),

L. od HAF fw) et FE7FsE |, T A= dish eld fol

w2} 7Fs Al Al woll A @4 7Fso]th. A, Kratzer (1981), p. 293]

FF BHol 7H F Qe b A2 oist wi el 2 vk <14
2 A2 1 st wi A f= Q14F s} ujFo] dee ditol, b F
7ol tist w7 o] AARHE 24 v S 7HAA At whebA
Kratzer®] ¢/go|w| 2ol = Q12 33t 91 3 Qo= ohdst ¢ =
AEo] B (1009 £ QA F53HA AE 5 Utk Kratzer (1981)014]
= AAA izt w7, 294 st wid ol AR A (realistic), A8V

7 A WA Al A0 T 4 Wl TERE Tk 44 0
o Wl 90l BE FFAlA wel dlal, fn) wold] ol® de, 2EAle] o]
AE X]é]"ﬂ 2E BHAEY Xhﬂ 23} (A, Kratzer (1981), p. 295] w74 =2
94 3} A T S Wl o) wollA HHEE (T 183 BE HAES
3 WAL HfwWE E%}ﬁ}% A} fol et

18 “p7kAS] HE WAL A W W BE AASIA Fol & ), B4 p WAT) 4F
A9] =24 #Aolt}[A. Kratzer (1991), p. 641]

19 A U lpi7} Ml afolle, WAl pis WAEe) 25 A% S P Ak A, Kratzer
(1991), p. 6411



ol HeAA RS e w & EH A HE AT 53

-

;ﬂ,(stereotypical), %E‘E‘(teleological), 2" (bouletic) T3} ¥l 52 A%
0 87 ol vpe.s e AT AFsel B W), & o
P oJu)Eo] HHsHA TAF Y

i wAe] olErl BelHe G FHA SHE o2l @ o

& S04 s AR e

2D

flo
i
o
T
_‘CL
N
=
N
3o,
o
&
X9,
v

(11) 1. (Fo] &
L (9 7 SARRE AR S8 e 0g & % gln

<. (ol Bol 7)) LHE £} 3 & F718 o wg 5 glek

Kratzer o] Zof|A] 0|23t oJn] x}o|= whs} Aol A A AT = )3} v g o]
gE2vs Aoz xFHY of7|AE I Uig) vjd e o] A= tES

20 ARA izt A @A AlAIL] AMIET, DA EA sk w8 Q1 AR %1
Ak, A o N AL BEo} A sk AL vt 212 BARCHA, Kratzer
(1981), pp. 295-2961.

21 1Y Holl A 28] AR AA 9 Kratzers 58, 7] 53 BHEE s wide o
= e skt of ZANE oI5 S AT U3 AS B AelTo R, B
A QLA SR o] BRAR P HE ARG LA B

2 qojo} sIAR Aol shtel 4 Edo] E olarel P4
ouH S4g melth el 4 wAsl FA] B4 W HR
£ ot} J. van der Auwera and A, Ammann (2013), “Overlap between Situational

-

e

and Epistemic Modal Marking,” The World Atlas of Language Structures Online (ed.
by Matthew S. Dryer and Martin Haspelmath), Leipzig: Max Planck Institute for
Evolutionary Anthropology. (Available online at http://wals.info/chapter/76, Accessed
on 2022-04-29)0] W, Shte] kb wAo] Q1A s Q1AH Bede] F
& B of2t 9ol Qi) o] A9l wete] we} P Awe} BT Fol4ol
alz=g Aol
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ofu|7} 25 9] qou) oz AYE 5 9t}
= AdAe Tt - F A2 A £ BN Ve S
TE YR 7B FgehE, 119 ZF el A 9] vt i onle
& gl-'9 ThsA ol A ol 47t X4, w49, 71 B
Mefo] Aget Axtz Ay 4 vk a1nY -& & Y-
S O P 2RI ook 3k-"= giAE] BE o] g 54S o

&

o 4*

il
ol
o

(11") 71, (o] 2 A r) o7} H|7} gtojof gt}
L. (NE FAA) SAIRRE AN 58 mldA #le- Hof gkl

T. (oA @o] AX) U= A & 371 o Hojof gt

: 3
l:t:l

11)E S 2= 7 FY ‘-ofof B}-"e} "-& = 9l-To] L
A FellM Az s S @ F Ak apol vdR dist iiEE
Aigo s & o 3ol S 5

TFsAd e WA e -2 - B sk 2delEhd, )
2 tist MiAES nlg o= shy, 20 71Edhs il AlATe] E4
Frhs EAA e FdH FL ook sl-'E Ball AITE o3 HlaL

N fels F £l vk Add ofn] w4

E
)
Ll
g
2
o
o,
4

2
HJAA, LE)aL T FA ol FARIA, o] 7 7HA] TS &S| A8t

4
S glojof §& thA] 3 W 1T 5 ik,

23 AR AR5 (2009) T-& & (AR TR EAR oJu &, ol 56, Sojst
2], pp. 131-160; S| AE(2020), -& 4 1= F22) o}#FE7} EAVFE 123 o),
rrojst, 05, Foleta), 651130l E & Q-9 BE onlE TPeA olga &
o}, Thek o) 5ol 7PsAe) ol SEgal o) o2, o] 2] g Ao}
it
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(9, ]
[0, ]

Kratzer= "X = o 2 P4 3§19 H A (graded) A0l TS A<

SlEleh

(12) 1. It is barely possible to climb Mount Everest without oxygen.
L It is easily possible to climb Mount Toby.
[A. Kratzer (1991), p. 643]
(11") 1. (go] 2 2 1) op7}k H7F §h& ZlolH.

L. (o)A Bel AX) Y= EAF N # F71E o e Aol

F =EollA ThsA e =Ed sl der XA
719, shte] BAlE HAES] JA¥H FHbsAY B B, Y &
WP 8 R S Rl e 029 F e i
Nk vhe 7 w8 7hsAdol EAE Hol £ 119 7 dlES
== Ael-Thang - 7 Al )9 T-ofof 8- e} s A
%, -olof st-Tol Zk onlE S dEl

Kratzer (1981, 1991)<> ©]2]3 ApAddo] o] e ds] A3l
A3l 7Fs Aol i =ElolAle T FEE ol g3, slight
possibility’, ‘good possibility’, ‘weak necessity’ 5-2] ThFet A4 3L
Fh BT (2 AR e glo] olMelazite oo
& A9 E7Fs S, BEHle] 02 A& dvkEA] 7Fs e wehe #
FEz, 77} 44 tis} v 7ol uf2} Sslight possibility’, ‘good possibility’
o] FA A& T LR A HT o|2]gk o] &4 FAelA 119
—& Zol-"e] o] mgk Fozl s} uf el whel WA|e] Tofk A S
W= Zlo 2 vebd = Qi)

AF7HA Kratzer ] 7FsAIA e n]2o] A g8k AFddo]e] o %8
of gk ZAAjol1 HEd B8-S s AHET) o]F offje} ol

fopsle] AT 5 ek
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=

J4ez aedths JHolA <
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e Aoz sttt ol

= 251 e
2 FRHEE A=Y o] FRoE Uso] FAH R TetE o]
A

[e]

uph

g

= AL (137)

S

e

1

R

AR

[e]
[e]

ST

=

o}

sto] S}

S

°
gl

ot

Plete dollA & xd o= shdsw, 1 s o] 3o

A& 23

A "eRzk P53 7P 9]
171 =

°

°

!
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S

gl

go] AToIA 5

Fo]
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ol HeAA RS e w & 54 P WF AT 57

7 Al & AN Akt FE

1 g A
Q4 P, 9 P, B P A PR P o] dukel
[

(e]

=

ko

_Z,_
o]
) AEo]|QThTL BFA| 25 o] A o] T AR FHolol| A=

2
o
O

ofefe] olE2 MEolM AN £ T IFE Tl 72 Aolrh
A 22 12 Fd oviehs dEA, 23 -2, & A
_{':

§1-'0] #o] 7|4shs tgo] BAHNA F2 7FswA

4
i
_I |

7K, (14 € 5719 A7t ATk PR AA e BeA] &
oe] Rk 7 Bl A AL EAT AL, 1ar) FoI7k A
a1 e Seo] Az FARE AARE 1 @ oz e &

E A7 B PSR E oloplshs el 5, o]5e @ole) o
e wus G B0l B ool 9] A
e Aol - % 9119 oJule} BRGE AT BAL AN
% Qlofok g,

ol thed] dEEA = vz A

24 o3 A= ofH|E FAOE 3 Fmo] P ATl A F= AE AT
25 P, Portner (2009), odalzty, Oxford University Press, p. 138.
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(15) 1. AWol= 100mE 1329 E 4 o],
L. AWol= FuUHE w3 25,

1.

ol

SR EEE R E 2
= W7k A Al 27

u R U e 2 Aok
5 oal 7k )71 He!

(199 BFFS Fol9l 58, 71, &X 5L 1Y o ojwl o)
Aolet 7Ps4 F& dold BAXS 71, ol ool 214, 9]
Sz TREE ® 02 o) Py g UehlE 4950 EATE,
2 914 P uF, B9 B o
yzo) o] #7h Ba ke FralA A2

NE EEE v ool uES TR WEEA B Pyo|

15)9) e RAES AR 99 B2 PP EFE ARSI
AehE, S e S5k EAF] FHHe o] £4L WAHoE A

27 QEFQ008), "ol A} el AA, TRl e, 26, FFolel|es], pp.
211-249; BRIEQO1DAA o] A v 9ITk. 14 B, B9l P AT W 5
A WRE AT A2 Rt b ERuo14), TAY Bl #A o
ole] FEAA AT, LAt AR Ea9Q016), TR FE BT
T, QAL AR =R 52 5 5 e



&
o
02

TFs A ES 7o 2 3 54 P S AT 59

Slolol e}, 197 ghow £ ke AA| 4 o)
vsh e} P IS AL & FRES B HL, JrjHow &

SH o AojE HFer Q26 Holur) ofth

3.2,

ofn

X kol chgt 71E Fe

54 Fd(dynamic modality) ©]2= 7I'd o= von Wright (1951)¢] =]
oA 22 AAlE Aoz BRIl von Wright (1951)2 Geach AAd 9] =
o= T golE AR HAThL A8 B FFE I 7
Aol tgk A'olgtal ) S HFE ‘dynamic’ 0.2 HH S o]fol U
A= HEo] AHo] AXER] Ffom, T4 58I 71 ulE of
2= 224 80 (cover term) ZA] =Y AT

o] gk go] ARE WAL o]F 9] mojER It olojHt) UnkH o
1A Fo] ‘A AT A, T Fol I A A3} o)

2914
W 9 A4, gl she] A Julg # FolA =ojH A

q
gel, £ g HTo o AN e WE ekl el A JvjSol

P

(16) 1. Palmer (1990, p. 7): “concerned with the ability and volition of

the subject of the sentence”

L. Palmer (2001, p. 10): “relates to ability or willingness, which

comes from the individual concerned”

28 G. H. von Wright (1951), p. 28. #&13}o] FE31& A8l A= T Geach 41
Adake] 1A ti3lol|A ofolt]o]E Ao Zo=w Heltl “We shall call the modal
concepts, which refer to abilities and dispositions, dynamic modalities. (I am indebted

for the term to Mr, GEACH.) (p. 28)”
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©. Huddleston and Pullum (2002, p. 178): “concerned with

properties and dispositions of persons”

1694 & g %0l T4 FFE dAR Fo] & EA JIE A} #
Ag 5, oA, 14, S4 B9l onE wase Ao A9H
von Wright (1951)9] 7]&ellA A GebA1A] @2 Zlojth

1
o) o) Tt e g5l AFH 5 P #ow AR

(17) 1. He can run a mile in five minutes. [H. R. Palmer (2001), p. 10]
L. I will be back before six.

[R. Huddleston and G. Pullum (2002), p. 192]

o

(1771)& 5012 ‘'he’?] FEo 2w ‘I7} o ¢l A nld S &
7FsAol A’ E, (170)2 FoIl T ool W2 ™ "7} o AA] o]
Eok 7hs/dol vig E8S UERth &, 169 Bo= a0 &
S, 9 Yo E 99 (4), (15)9] dhpo] EFE/AE 54 FdolEhs
shbe] MFERE Fol =9 = A &l Foh e 22 FoE e R

shupe] g WFE AASE Ao] BHH 024 $842 /KITE A

i

=

il

T obelo} e FAe] EAGIA oleld T Aol tha SlH=

(18) 1. This machine can lift a house. (ability)

r

. This river will freeze if the temperature goes below -15
Centigrade. (dispositional) [#1-81H(2017), p. 711]

(19) 1. It can rain really hard here. [M. Hackl (1998), p. 14]

-

. A lot of people can jump into this pool. [M. Hackl (1998), p. 36]



(18), 19)+= 714, 7, o] 3¢, 9749 EA up=
o] Fd 7FsAo] AU T2 =28 US
FA ulE FAskaL vk wEbA FE &9 HFEE a7 okdEt
(18), (19)9] ‘can’, ‘will'o] && w3k A w3l A w0 glojof 3t}

- =
oF #HEE) EAE AHEA olF B Pl that v 3

o= g2 2L weko 7 SP4E Ik Radden and Dirven (2007, p. 246)
o] HolE 7hA ¢} HolH th33 2t

(20) “Intrinsic and disposition modalities are sometimes also referred
to as dynamic modality. Intrinsic modality is concerned

with potentialities arising from intrinsic qualities of a thing or

circumstances. Disposition modality is concerned with a person’s

or thing’s intrinsic disposition, which has the potential of being

actualised. Disposition modality includes the notions of ‘ability’ or

‘propensity’ and ‘willingness’.”

54 g oulz} Fol, QB PAHE Aoz FHHA B ALE,

o ek 43 4A4H F5AE

=
=
L)
=
10
N
X
o,
N
i
ru
ke
1:19‘_‘,
(<
ﬁ
N
o
O_u
1o
el
ae)
(o]
N
2
NS
2
rc

wegglo] S B9l WF <ol S & QA FUA, B WREE
99, 55 Pyl Al 59) WEE TR PAS 448 5 A A

B4 ol T qFY 9 viEE WA

-

(20)2 Tl
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A" (intrinsic) 0] 2H= 3h+e] oW 2 AW E 7FsAdS AAEkL vk A
M= F2E 58, 71", A 52 A T2 o] Axz AYa
= SAolghs HollA, oA, g T2 A A ek HollA, ol
18 #Este v S402 YAES BT 212 d5E] glof
A=

mpR| ek & ghao] =0)of| A9 FA el st HeolE AwEal

facs

il
lo
o

1) 7. RIS 011, p. 311): “AFENS] A THsAdS S-Sk d9lo]
AFE] Ui-9] ezl Al Qa2 YERE”
L. £3]L (2016, p. 43): ‘AR AdAJ o] Fo] KAt - 9l

U= gk HlEE YehdlE S

169 A5 Aoluch BAE olg ANGT U Aozt 99
T AE Be F Utk o5 B PP Ao WA e Fe
A 0] AE Y- ol B Fof AA) T e EAISHE Ao
= Ao WE AAG el kel ovd S4e AN 9 B of
Yet, 1 %@9& AN AA G o] ol Al mREH:

oA shite] P A1 Aol o g Bl

H&o], ene A= FA olghs 8ol AHE BTl tlEiA = Al
A¥sh= B7) Qi) ‘dynamic’e] o o] 18|20 dynamikés (‘powerful )Y
< A74e o, $-2)<= von Wright (1951)0] 3 8015 "~ A ojH 9|5
S U 5 (power)©] U AEL] oH|E, 5HI oR] u|E EHd=
fol2A =93 Aol ofye7ts F5 & AUtk @9 =olElA
‘dynamic’®] o9, Z& FH'9 ofule] tf3 oW Mo A A|F3t

3L QA= FAINE, 8o “dynamic ol Tk Ei18] 53} vl FARE 7]
o] enell =3 2 ETF Y

olZM FA F T AR BeA, T4 F s A dis 5t




ELIE 7FsAA 2L 7Rke = 3 &

)
)
oy
oZ
N
e
-1
o)
w

i
o
(]
=)
2
1
ol
tlo
>
>
ot
N
o
[
Ach
]_
[
o
=)
N
fl
b
o
X2
oo
2
fru

Kratzeri= o] 29X F+53l= 54 P o H59 vtz AAs
A= Fe=th? 0% 54 P 19 B = A2 olsES o
T 2g3tal glo] BaroA beAlA 2 wao R B4 e A

starx o wff FaohA Fard = glek.

Kratzer (1977)°1A1= 23019] ‘must’ @} ‘can’] t}oksh ojn] A& B
o o, Q14, F9l A2 A 714 a1, 5 M T AR AA
skAth. Zkzke] omlell thsl AR E rEF HAE A= Bhe
U 714, 59 9nE FY3 ‘must’, ‘can’d} Ea]dte] WekA n)9] ‘in
terms of ~'¢] AT AAIT F& & F St o5 u|E Q14 314, T
9l aA T 3 FE r) 9] 7k aiA o & Q1A F Aol

Kratzer (1981/1991)<> Kratzer (1977)°l4 AFg tis} vid 7dS B
o} FAIskeke, ths} v o] F e iAol A A 71WHmodal base) T
29 Portner (2009)= T3 ¥ HFE AAtale ot TH el tisf BAIA 2w

Aol A o, 11 A% o] Z¢] A7 TETE Portner (2009)= ©] 24 &

2 S ‘volitional modality’ & .31 o] ]of] ‘quantificational modality 2= HFZ
F7IE A, TA FEE o] F P HFE EEIE S MFE AR
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X138} 7 (ordering source)2h= 7 7HA] FHEE 7S FAE 7 U
& =ognt F 7eke] HFs s AAIES] Ao AtEdthd, 418
27E I A HAELE sl A8 wiTh S orY] = S3 o4
st A= G 7R Y e AR, A8 I FEAE L T
A ejule] AAdl| Z4z; Pofahs AR M i 7o R 914
2 G 718k 23 A (circumstantial) W 7]Hko] AA =] 30 ofol] whet
FE FREE A FEH ARG FY, T FREY TRl 7" =
Kratzer (1977)°l|4= €12 ¢ 558 A= ob73Ad &9, 54, 71
A 59 9u|E Kratzer (1981/1991)°A= 43 Fde] 319 (7A) vz
T ARE AT Blolth 3 oAt IS =k FHRolA 3914 ol
shuld, 274 dis) v o] =9 Ay 2] 5E, 714 ofn]of disir=
A2 Ao] AR G2 As & k3 Y ] 59 FRE

o]x]u %75_' OH/\-]oﬂ HD]—»(—)‘ HEL

PN
=1 o ) T AU,
. *é**ﬂﬂ oz Al Aolk

1) Kratzer (1981)2 7§83} Kratzer (2012, pp. 21-69)°l| A+, SHAJ ]|
2] ‘epistemic-root’2] F-E-o] QFHH Q] FHEA Ak FAUS-S olokr|5}

WA 32 Kratzer (1981914 AH&-3E A3 B thal & o]l 89

30 XA S AET W SEe] WA PaEloF o] ¢ Qv BE Ao me) $-2¢]
AlAIGA F-Slo] T B¢L F UeTt £ 1L Agofok dhevtolth. AFA Fde AR
o 2o WAL 5 79 FFE] FolHE o, FHol dold  UeA F2

FAlo] dojufof Aol Atk olwf 54 TR AL 54 TR AMdelth o5
AAC #eE APAE, 9819 &, T 929 nke 22 FEo]t)"[A. Kratzer (1981), p.
302] o] 3k ArgellA o] 29| 4] Wil TA e A4 Fol okl B F
o 23EE FAE 4 k.

31 A, Kratzer (1981), pp. 295-296.

32 @e AelA °ok” Fxgol 1 S SAdel whet A 14 (epistemic) g <&
(root) 2] F F-7=E 782 T U5o] =oHATt 1A FF 2D
BAE fAFSHA she] WAlE T =0 R Hdhes ZoR, ZE Y 2l BA
(control) A}9} HAI5HA i) sk shtel BATERE 5 Al e
O 7 mpobdtt, Q1A -2 IP/TP S9lolA], & e VP F9jox] Addr= 3

o)



solgs e e Tew & B4 P4 U

2
-
(o)}
a

5 AHgeta BEste] Boh FA|A]] =208 Algehe) 334 27 Y 2F
2 A1) A& A (specifier) 1[0l AAE JNAEA A (‘anchored to’) 3

1
o} 5o} Aol o ANES uHow TFF §BY 5 ke
Hackl (1998)9] =018 7]gbo 2, 2% & A9 ulala S0 4
F 2o AB7H §)29) BN APS0] FBHE Ao AP T
AF ot o) BAES S Zom Hos|gln) 27 o] Hlel

4 g AAE opFmi WFeHE ol M, o] FolN T B Py

O|tHR. Jackendoff (1972), Semantic Interpretation in Generative Grammar, Cambridge,
MA: The MIT Press; V. Brennan (1993), Root and Epistemic Modal Auxiliary Verbs,
Ambherst, University of Massachusetts Ph.D. dissertation 1.

2 9 wRS oITE E e O ¥HE Qe 8012 A root'?] 719
A8 Wl oleist T2 AEY ALY =)5elx ALEHo] & A2 el
S ek ol WA ‘root' & BAVH TN 54 IS ANSR Boj= A8
Aol 714 Al BEQ) otk olo] Wk o] FANE ‘oot & FAFEA
o] WhIEl ‘T (S5 (2008). Tk} A} kel A7, Fektol jwie, 26,
Zololu] 8], pp. 211-249]0]21= ol MASAh Tt A root'S] AW
94 omlnurks T7e] AAISRE €9l Ak R2SEA <14 oPo] ohd
FE& I3 AAHT= B2 root’' 9 ARG 9u]7} = FTH]. Coates (1983),
The Semantics of the Modal Auxiliaries, Croom Helm; Kratzer (2012) 5], & 3FHOZ
= pgole] el Weke nolt Eolsold AR urh 7 2HQ G n 3
58 o oA Wl o Haehs, o4 SJuls} AeAl Wel Qi ¥F
= AAERE £ 2 root 7} AFEE 7= SFATHE. Sweetser (1990), From Etymology to
Pragmatics: Metaphorical and Cultural Aspects of Semantic Structure (Cambridge Studies in

33

ox [ o to o

o ol rsﬁ _|1rn

Linguistics), Cambridge: Cambridge University Press: Bybee et al. (1994) 1. ‘82|,
A o 7] UL o] T S50l uhE 102 MRl

34 Kratzeri= A1) S50 el £015 FAs7|= dFHoH A4l 03] H|Q12 (non-

epistemic) ¥2] )AL X A|FF= &0 & ‘circumstantial 0] T ZHA@sltial Bl sk

t}. 1= “root 7} F-SAQIAE 22T ‘epistemic-root’ THH|oA] ] ‘epistemic’o] A

A 23} A E= o2 9] 71 A= @At} [A. Kratzer (2012), pp. 49-50]137 23}S] T}
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F(propensities) I FHAA

LB

Jise

3]

(potentials)l] T

. A%

.

3

uol—

81718170

o
=

(circumstances)©] AFA2] Y

=
=

[A. Kratzer (2012), pp. 51-52]
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KR
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WA (2277)
oA ZA FEHES Dl Tk Q1A ol BA, A, vl AMES

=l
9|
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_Eﬁ

el
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e
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o

2v1), 2u)o M= 53

o

t:,—l_

I Fd
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=

oA ot tist w7

a4

Helh wkef 2u)0] %
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gk 7E=

T} ujdol of
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ZS|

2usF

1
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[e)
=5

T o} 2rv)

o

o] A, 1 P ol BAEY= F7 7P 9
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=
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Holw B4 P4 EHlo
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A. Kratzer (2012), p. 54.

35



22 BAE B Pyl A4 P} Byal TREE @ A
A A ek, 914 Pfe] 7]
oF h= % 9, B PP EHW FRC
o 54 gl oJnlz WE AAE BET onzk ohlet A Fgel

o A «l“l 59, 9A, 7] FAE o] & AL, o]#dt o] 24

}ol
4 |
71 8ol =W Wt Foheg X AL 7Fe s Seke dddle, U
A&, U] FA A= FEFS MHA R dE B U] 5 Y
TS alesto] W} sAE ol
o]4 ¥ Kratzer®| =90 X= 54 FdE shte] 594 A+
2 AR = et o] 2ol T4 FFeE TR B 7] =oEd
A 28A o] & 5, R, 7] 59 oulE BE Pl &3
o] F sz tFARAIRE ol& g "9 3] FH7F AR A
okTh T2t o] omf= Q12 PR ohgt B9 FEIE T 9jn]
5300, T AoJAREARES] A dex et |

2 Kratzer?] ]2 WE2HAE

12

=

fo

rr

ok

OFA)

o~
o

=
T
F7hE AR A FHHIL o1F A WFY BB AN

[T (K>

N
o
i)

36 Kratzer (1981, 1991)2 o] 2 AA M= Q14 Rzt Gt o] o]94 7= 7143
I =00 EYFoAE AojAgAEe] AAl 914, o, 59| Al 7HA] Q&
Stod Q1S Hol= oS EHA F2 AR FRHoz= Al ouE &3}

=
AL = Aelth
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3.4. 3 0] Chet 7Hs A7 2|02 Fe

Q12 P WL 220 A4 sk wgt ATk Aol
WEE 54 0 aAe Aggoss 498 5 9
o ohee 144 thsk W, 9 chek el i Kratzer (1951)¢]
4 ejot BT N oY o AEOIA AR YEEL Bl B

u% olg i) 2 Ao]ct

Y

524 tigl wiES HAEY JEE o 2 wel AYE
Fahs 35 folth, Wel 9491 o JFsAlA woll tlsiA =,
fw)= woll A ojE 7iA) S8 AFske] A& af-Adeleta Azt

59, 9%, 71d3 28 ouj= ‘WAHA -5 (intrinsic identities)©]2;
shte] SR Fd e o= JPgEn) I8l o] & HHiEe R F
X opy FE Tl onst 2ol Bt B4 P WFE 434

shuldE FE 7o s, 3 et widE oM s AR Aol BAle] 2

fr

J

A TL AL ek RE RHES ¥

37 A, Kratzer (1981), pp. 295-296.

38 &, 2319 §F B TA Tl dF rIsF)H - FEEA VI A7 A
= ngo g PAeujEAQl ou] HoE AlEgE Adfelt), FA o E(7s A AICn
B) AEAME T4 Fd itk fF4 Fort wz QI 7] B fdeA o
TollMe 4 Fol d |4 Aojs st AR oY T2l e FE ’F
S of B #AE BEAE HFH0R =oHA gkt
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©

A% Zoleh, A, 14 9, B9 Pgst T FTbsnA )
A Bxol] 2ASI] BA PgS Gk, ol shte] P wHo] 914
J‘
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ABSTRACT

A Study on Dynamic Modality Paik, Innyoung*
Based on

Possible Worlds Semantics

This paper is about a semantic analysis of dynamic modal categories,
based on the theoretical framework of possible worlds semantics. Possible
worlds semantics recognizes the meaning of modal expressions by dividing
them into two parts, lexical meanings and contextual meanings. Dynamic
modals share the same characteristics with other modal categories in that
“they refer to the possibility or necessity that the content described in a
sentence is true”. But they are distinguished from other modals in that
the basis for such judgment depends on “the intrinsic uniqueness of a
specific entity or situation”. Based on these defining characteristics, it was
possible to present an appropriate explanation for the division of meaning
and function of Korean dynamic modal expressions and their multiple
interpretation in sentences. The former was explained with respect to
the modal force of modal expressions and the latter with regard to the

restriction of the context, which is called conversational backgrounds.

Keywords  Modality, Dynamic Modality, Periphrastic Construction, Possible
Worlds Semantics, Ambiguity, Context-dependency, Conversational Back-

grounds, Modal Operator, Modal Flavor, Modal Strength

*  Ph.D. Candidate, Department of Korean Language and Literature, Seoul National University
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