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1. A&
o] 29 54L& 54 Yd(dynamic modality) 0l tigh FESH on]=
A =95 AFsh= g Aot AR R = 7]’%‘1]74]94U]%(possible worlds
semantics) 9] EollA & Pl tigt on|d AHelg wlHE Al o] & uigr
O 7 oo ksl 54 S TAE ik AAZ Q] BAS A|Fs=
4 548 £}
(1) 1. Fole e =77} $A A FU.
F S Eo] AEo] AR
(2) 1. ¢PA3 RS vte = o) £419 = 38S v Ayt

¢) 1. EoE MYE Fe T 3ol

Lot A7t & 9UE £ gl e
. RAIRE Q) A3 F3kE B 5 e
@ .55 EA AL Aol 7 mousle wEA Aeiok
ot

L. A48 et HEEA] Walol A $2 A7t 91&

s & ARAE AAsHAE 1)
2 Em¥te] B B35 o 3)9] L& 2 TAAAIL B

=y
HFEZ =HAT T1EY 1)~@e] £FEC] Kele onl4 FEAdol

¢
)
g
g
ftlo
Sl
oL
¢ df
N
u

1 AgHE(2022)o14%E ‘modality’ 2 34A19] ‘Bl='2ka B dlA] o]|2u} 71 Fejeis B
E7]- modahty o] gk BFz AHdH Zlog By HE'9 diye frdhs YH Rue=
olgh= 8ol & AR Zlo] AT AU A3tk TlEe] Y=ok a

*oi FHFAE o] o upA gk g0l wett) o] F2 ol g Al 525t

‘modality & Yo7 A= Ff,



A T 99 RS Al ALstsh BAT 9, 5, #7), 9
%, 50 Abgle] ARl tiE B4, F5 5 Lehiths Hold M 5

o
%0,
o

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

Fe o] MFE A o, )~we BT F=ole] FE o]
ok 223 vge] ARIES AR AA), Ssrefel A R ojr= o
Pl okdEl 9 A, FAF § v A JEer waE 5 ok

it
bl
adl
QL
k]
i&
F_EL
>
[
POy
9
2
5

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

& B S Qi) Fole] P4 M) tt o2 ele oleje
Gejx 54, theld S4o) FEAL ool T A 4T HBE AT
$1% R0 7gEr)

Yergom vhew e 58S 48 gk WA A B 3
BT pge] QubHel el wobEel A e WA gy
ehe hdole] Abgo] FH2 e AgtTh PPl AT T R A
o AN} A A1E e W HPEA Do) Ak F 2
HeN2 Fele] P WFE P SJulvt Agak g wel'e) 4
of me} WAl Feis AR e, W olvle] 2fA Tt el u
o sk At S4 Feish Fol B4 Felz, g B v o= B
=0l ue} Q14 e, 99 e, BA e, AR e Bom

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,



42 QIE=F 79423 2022.5.31

3] BRI mstoR AT gt BselE edEet -
E- el B Agmelu], A ) -, -2 e, e
o o) FHofn)t F8 /1% el UM, dole] g A @
A S o5 ofn|e] ofulE 7lEom AP o]H T SFIN P
o sldo] 914 PAfomu AFHI|E BH Pyo] P WFoIA A9

P1E HEe e g RRAME nekd Uast dek A, WA
o e shakel Bk el WolEelAE el Pl g 43
Sl @Sk ek T P HFED} sl FRE)E olen 7
P S RS WFE P =0l ANINA B B okleh A %

WS £
37 ol9iTh tiAlZ 914 e wAle] S te e, gl
o A wiA e iR B, B g Abee] Bk &
$8H= 1910 Apel L] ZHolatel ] 1%’ Hoz Relso] ghizu)S of
25 Qo) WAL ke Sepi -2 5 9l Fol o] wre o]
3 9|5 Aol g AR 02 5 9eE ABFIH A4 2k A, <
PE P U FHOE ATT FHHWA, QAR FAN he
2l P =olrh Al QT P SAH TS £ Gl
= Q1 P, A okleh 99, B
o7} Hlof, o5 W AN E HFHQ o)g Baw ek

o] ZolAE 0|2 TFsAA T EE THko R aole] B4 R ¢

5

Fl

w

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

4 9FAA2006), "Eo] FEl o] Ay, BjSPAL

5 ER1E(2011), AIAL 2, G, To13) 60, 5o 318, pp. 310-311.
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ot
p{L
_L
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_>L
ol
%
fz
o
Ke)
%
-;
_>|~l_,
o
_E
offt
)
o2
oz

A 2340w AR g 54 o] v 4L AUs A A
7L Slv gl #gle] @ olek.

2. PP AAI | 2] R ofn] BA

gho] Aol Y AT £ 84 F AA
AE 2] = ASel e A S rhdshs A 242 0= AR Qv 11
il F2 gojol Higt 7l

ole] 7 i A sl Wsta AAAR] 7es AlwstE e =27t

o]F AT 5F9 FE o]F] Yt} o|HqT 55 FelA] P W EA

IR ThsAA R 2o i £ A o2 A2 F55 A d 5o
LAl

o] & 7TFsAAIYM B A4 o AT ), F=o]9 i ®F

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

oS s SHEA50]7 Kratzer?] dd o] =202 txE = &Aoo

Lo

6 ZFsAIAILIHES daro] o B o A 43k FharofdhAl9] =)= ©]7]8-(1998), TAIA]
o} i 7S AIA QR 2, BlEAE GAY(2005), T -2 - ) FE) Bl AT,
Fotofsh Am, 9-2, HHACIFRS, pp. 122 FHH(016), o] P XA B
AR oJu] 24 Foloje}l 1, 20(2), Aol 8 R3], pp. 57-92; WA ] (2021b), T'-0]
of/-olw ¥-'9] ofe) Tl TS} oJu] A, Telolel, o1, ARl Belofsl)
pp. 139-164 5-& & <= Sl

7 V. Brennan (1993), Root and Epistemic Modal Auxiliary Verbs, Amherst, University of
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W& 7Pe AN 2 e G Al ol oulE o), g wae)
A ol st ol &2 3, wielel

uTE 23S AEE wA A AREs 7 lnkd

theh B ol EAE 1=
P BA4E gshs do] ek P et shtel el E 4 9
- WAS AL AAelole] BHL sk PO olF 24 BT
=4 Adele] ol thd BAT ABL whsknz S

o]

P el FAkee-Eolue)-aAhee 2 das o} & 7)€ well
TESAIA (possible worlds) W& F74e Relek? 7FsAAY Egow 9
21) & BEo] B AAAL APISE oliet B A% A e
SPgEE AIEAAS BRY Gom A BT S4BT 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 olg|g d#e] o]2F HEL BT Q1] FE AU
A gk o] mE Zelt)

il

Ho}p 2H8 mgo g zae



(5) 1. 7h2Alols) ZolAEE oY £1 FEAYAE &
AR 17 Ha g 140 glolof 3.

6114 FAHs @Ael A FhzAlolsl mol 7L Aw &8 FEA
2, G A1 A] Q7o) T A2 A40] AEAS oA B B op
T2Ae] #E Bal WHALA sk vk ohTh e S} Azeks
AAL) 7Pse B BEHE, 5L SA7E AZSRs AAY ol WA
B AN o BAo] gtk T AAZ A4 AAY) B oLt 1
U 5 QI T ok s Al mesel sl Raks Zlolch. FsAl
A vk o]elgk ALL A7, 2] 158 Hrdd slo] @alol o) whs-
Aol U9 71 = el B 9l A W A
TEA T FPssAL BAH AL APeAAe A, 5 AL EAfeks
chpe Bl 417 Eold 5 am.

93 e TP AANAS P BAY BAI'R ek Ae

o] o)ie] ol 2 Fhiek,

an

(6) FAIR A 17kl TF A28 214]0] glolok 3],
A1 BAR 19 A pAkbol 31 S 106 A g SAlete] .
A2 AR 19 2} ARkl I SRR 3R] ol Al o s3] 1

Aot

(6)2 8% 13} &% 20014 3 vh& gk W& o]0 ¥ Ao
71 A= 37 1004 = ()2 23 W8-S IASHA wobsol A
RE 3 200 ME T18A e A 2 o]’ Alol= AlA|9] Kago] wvtE
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o3t W7 B o ‘HEys 24
AR AR FEEke] 109 2} AR A=
2 7|9t a2y 84k ololo Al 18
A @tk (6)0leh= Wk AL F (6)& WEEHE A A SAE

e olgld 7 7R A Hs T A AIw)oll AHgshe Aakat
%1 7F5 (possibility, )3 A (necessity, (1), 12|21 F& Y-&o] 15d 49
A 7FsAAES] s Ak Ao xAJ ojnff ZhsAlAlL] F
e ?l’i]l(epistemlc I 9] (deontic) BH= 7 7HA] H7He T A (accessibility
relation, R)E HFRO.E SHFHET} Q14 P 144 HI7bsdAE vieg
o7 g7t & Q= AEo] B o] He Ve AAE, B9 e E
A4 AL7FsBAE e R 27t v sitial o7 AEe] B
Frol H&= 7V AAIE 388 |5 & &3] 7|&dhs BATF 3ol =
= AAZE EAsR=A] o™ T1E R AlAIE o] EAs=AIE Hekes A
At delshd, 2 {142/3914 AL7Fe Al Al Eﬂf?_ {7t
/2R FEOE FJHTt oluf 7hs} AL ks Al A A8t
= A9 AAYFSH R, A5 F =EdA FEE HE7HA
Alell thgk st ols et
U 28 Ak ol &L uirt o] gk i =2l E Rl ez 4

Aal A EE B 5 ok

o,
2L
ok
K
O

—_

10 7|A & =287t FFs oA o Aatrte] AA oA o] 4 (binary) 1S
& 5 Sl 28] Wi AddelE AR flEiie i =EE R, sk
o] a5k

1M 5 A4 FF =EolA i ovl= Azl B4 (duality) S 71T
& b5 5o e F shfol], WAl prh AF5aThe A ot prt MeAolA] g
o= WA p7t A oleh= 212 ‘not p7}t 7FsEHA] @b 0® A4S Aoldnt. 1hEF
okt 2ol 948 4 9

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

Fyg

o

ol



ol HsAARES Ao R B 54 P BT AT 47

(7) 7. (W7} ok Hlel maw) Fol & i glvk
L. (F7Pgel whaw) RIS Ale& ok gt

(71 Uk oRs vhet 2 A g mRe) U Fed AAS
Folliz sl he 2ol B AAZF BT E Ao, 1) FUE
F7PAE W2 o] A% 2 BEA e el A2 TFed A
A FRlo] AFE Wi o] delglo] A oleks Mo 1 Szt w4
2 5 gIok 90R W9 B3 o) 0@ G5 Bk ololAe 3
2o AAZE ()% BE AL P B AN E AT RS
Ageka Q= Aolek? Tad obdhel £FEL 919 el % 4y

td

}-Ij

() 7. tHE FRAAAS @ 5 ek @ TR B we el

L. 2 H7E & Blelh 3kl mgel 25 gleh)

8o F22) T el wE Aol AAk a1 ol
Zlmrks Weks 54 1Al i@ of| AR, Sk A B W
ek ek ARe] AHAon Bt BH e T E Hst &
ek 75 e) EA7k ohleh e Tbs Al e E8, B
& ohuu} 9] 48] kg olob Rk Alelole] b olvlE wh

»

glol R S18AE 143 P9 9] ol F7hael Hbs AT,
= gHoRE Jh5at Ba ojslol] of® F7hAQ) P AL =
"o o] A7)%E Zolrh

12 (59 F &9 gu] w3t g oz Ay

4>
j
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2.2. Kratzer2| QAtojO| =2

o

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

FAlol Adelole] el nek A= 3 b g

fijm

2 A3

o o) o2

>

O
i)

g

A& #3150k Kratzer o129 )41 ofoltioli= theat ek, A, shte)
P EPo) T SAS AL A5, o ]3] Aglo] ofrie} e
oM AR AAS B ANAT. Z, P £AY ol ojF
DRI} weA R % R¥ow THHE Aow A B4, A4
A WAz} 144 7hs, 9914 A} 9914 7Ps el e T 5
& B S ol Ye & Y-S AXFIAL o F THste] AYY

o
2
r o
o
R
=~
)
2
re

7H 35S v e RS T8l 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 Al 5 oF-E Faete B9 dME

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

13 Kratzer (2012)+= Kratzer7} 94, Z70f tial =23k #1419 7] A+ 5 A&l A
55 Fd & UES 25 &Hol 33 Fo|t}. Kratzer (1981)7} Kratzer (1977)%
o719 A5= At



ol HeAA RS e w & 54 P WF AT 49

A3 Q= A & Ao tjal Lel= o]=n} ‘7]7;2]’(dispositional) CIES]
< ee)ollAE At A E ngka BHHE 2 (bouletic) AL
7T o= ] 7e] MZ T ‘must 7} EAEFAL JATh= Aok

FEE A2 Kratzer7} 9)9] #3E°] t-59 9)9 #HE=2 27 3

rlo
[

AL F Qg2 ololA eloprlatsiths Zlelnh w)oll PAlA o £
o] ¥l oJm]F BREE0] (9 )o| A= ‘in view of ~'2] HHTE E3) HAH
o= zedrh

(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]

0)9] Z2ke] FelA, 99) P must' = FE 9FES 1

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

5 Egee) Y EAS IS TASKIE AL POEE e AEe ?
A 1w o] slek 7 (9) chsh thakdtiat o) e el e s
B P A SR T Ee) Brolut, akalel 1l st Lot
e e AAIE 5 o), Btelshhe Al Folshizt st 2ol tiee Zel
T ol Wb FES) A el S, o) oz (971 A2 PH- -
7
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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 &Y 2&9l Qoj+tzx

Sk, ‘must’e] et o]z stelsIlE 99, 94, 714, A

2 9Jn] §-35o] ‘in view of~'9] EATE 3l ‘must’ o} FE|F Flo|t o]
© 09 vl 2732 9Jn] ZFol7} ‘must” ZFA7F ok 2t ‘must’ ] S-S 9]
3 dAA o7 EQEE dojH o m = ‘in view of~ BHTE AAE &

= 1elgk o] R g glon ‘must’ AHAIE 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]

I} 22 on| g 7iRIvhal 7

P B ofulFRE A Al BE, siel g 7 e e
o o]FolXitt dlF 50, 9u)¢] 9= ‘must in view of~' 9} ZE
AA Q) oF4F E& o] ‘what is known ¥ 72+ 3] WA =3}7} ‘the ancestors

A
of the Maoris have arrived from Tahiti 2= F HA| =38 3 of &4
HA

SHAl AT [T 2]9) 42 ol Hot



&
o
02

TP A &S 7Rk 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

ZE3]: A, Kratzer (2012), p. 7

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

Al AAT & Aol 18
(1% 2]% thed 22 F8% AMES 3t AA,
2 ou] I o3 ojn] x}lef|A] wete) o3 Ao
S 7L e BAIARD (relational) 7 22 ottt G RHES TH
‘must’ 7} o} 2}, ‘must in view of 2 ZAFSF T HA o =
A, ¥ A thet a2 Wt A (restriction) FEoll @ ok #
2

AF P E@o] WA B W] FR7} P10 wet 214 3
]

E
o
il
[
B
-

(modal force)S ARl A oJu| 2 JIAHA TA| Y= W) ue) Q1
2] The] = A7 T $AS Hojuk=r} op ojuli= oA
Sk 9B A SF e o8] Aoleke R0l

Kratzer= ©] & F WHA 9u] HES 3} 817 (conversational back-

r
(o}
>
2

oot

0

o
p

i

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

Dissertation, University of Massachussetts at AmherstS #3138 4= 9t}
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grounds) 0| 2= 7id& i o= Ar i) st wi7d-e ‘what is known’ 3}
2e 2 3l AAEHE FFY AAR, F2 277 2 BAE] A
Agdt. =, W3t wide 7hsAlAE Fd BAES] Aee A=)
© g, FE =g A7FsaAl dednt 7H, 144 sk wid
2 7FsAAl wE F8te] T AANA dexl BE AR ol Foixl A%
A fw)E AEITY ol dE vt o w, BAN 7o A FS
H ¢ 289 siAle a3} o] dRtstdnt

)
mlo

N

o
Sl

(10) 1. o® WAZE fw) el =24 ALY |18 1 HAE tis} uig
o Wl 7Fs A A woll Al T Hdo|t),

L. o| HAZ} fw) ot FE7FsE |, T A= dish eld fol

w2} 7Fs Al A woll A T4 7Fsolth. (A, Kratzer (1981), p. 293]

FF BHol 7H F Qe b A2 oish wiA el 2 Ak <14
2 A2 11 st wi A f= Q14F s} ujio] deE Aitol, b F
7ol tist w7 o] AAREHE 2FE v i AS 7HAA Atk whebA
Kratzer®] /go|w| 2ol Q12 33t 91 3 Qo= ot ¢ =
AEo] B 1009 £ QA F53HA AE 5 Utk Kratzer (1981)014]
= AAA izt w7, 294 st wid ol = AR A (realistic), 2LV

17 Q1A qb:} 7S HAES AEs b 22 W LS ddshs 3 fol
o Wl 919 2 7EsAlA wl Hel, fw)= wolA) of® Qe FEAle] F5o)
AE XVJ"?_] 2E BHAEY Xhﬂ' Z3H3TE (AL Kratzer (1981), p. 295] mRR/ A=
214 digh wAS T 2 el &l wollA WHER () I18s BE HAES
z3hehe Al HEfw)E ECQE]'% At foltt,

18 “p7F A BE WAZE AW U] BE AAIENA Fo] E o, HA p= HAES JE
A9] =24 #Aolt} " [A. Kratzer (1991), p. 641]

19 A U pZFHEsdd w84 p= WAIES] J5 A9t FH7Fs31t) A, Kratzer
(1991), p. 6411



ol HeAA RS e w & EH P WE AT 53

-

;ﬂ,(stereotypical), %E‘E‘(teleological), 234 (bouletic) T3} ¥l 52 A%
0 727 ol vje.s e AT AFsel B W), & o
P oJu)Eo] HHsHA ZTA2F Y

i wAe] olErl BelHe T FHA SHL o2l @ o

2 S0l s e 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

©. (o1l Bol 7)) LHE £ i & F718 o we 5 glek

Kratzer o] Zof|A] 0|23t oJn] x}o|= w3} Aol A A AT = th3} v g o]
gE2vs Aog xFHEY of7|AE I dis) vjd e o] A= tES

20 AR izt S @A AlAIL] AMIET, DA EA oigh e Q1 AR %1
Ak, A o fAS BEo} A sk AL vt 212 BAHeHA, Kratzer
(1981), pp. 295-2961.

21 1Y Holl A 28] AR AA 9 Kratzers 58, 7] 53 BHE = st wige o
= RS Skt of ZANE oI5 AT U3 AS B AelTo R, B
A LA, P o] BRAR P HE RS LA B

2 qojo} sIAR Aol ahtel 4 Edo] F olarel P4 ¥
ou S48 melth el 4 wASl F] B4 W AR
£ ot} J. van der Auwera and A, Ammann (2013), “Overlap between Situational

-

el

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, Shpe] kb wao] Q1A s Q1AH Bede] F)
& 2% o}t ol 3k o] A9l i) we} P Awe} BT Fol4ol

alzd Roleh,
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ofu|7} 25 9] qou)o® APE 5= 9t}
= AdAe FEHelt) - F A2 A B BN TS
T YR 7Tk B Fgebd, 119 ZF el A 9] vt i onl=
T gl-'9 ThsA ol A ol 47t X4, w9, 71 B
Mefo] Aget Axtz Ay 4 vk a1nY -& F U
S O P 2RI -ofoF 3= giAE] BE o]y g E4S o

.

o 4*

il
ol
o

(11") 71, (o] 2 A r) o7} H|7} ghojof g},
L. (N3 FAA) SAIRRE AN 3-8 ahdA #le- Hof gkl

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

s
l:t:l

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

TFsAd e WA e -2 - B sk 2delEhd, e
2 tist MiAES vl o= sy, 20 71Edhs il AlATe] E4
ks EAA e FdH FL ook 8- Ball AITE o3 HlaL

N fels FE £l vk Add ofn] w4

E
)
Ll
g
2
o
o,
4

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

4
3 glojof §& thA] 3 W 1% 5 ik,

23 AR AR5 009) T-& & (AR TR EAR oJul &, ol 56, Sojet
2], pp. 131-160; S| AE(2020), -& 4 1= F29) )5 =7} EAVFE 123 o),
rrojst, 05, Folata), 6511361 E & Q-9 BE onlE TPeA olga &
o}, Thek oS el ZPsAe) ol olEwAl o) ojul =, o] Ze] TR Ao}
it
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(9, ]
[0, ]

Kratzer= "X =0 2 B4 79 HEA (graded) A0l TS A<

SlEelrh

(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 FHvFs Aol der X3
719, shte] Al HAES] JA¥dH FHbsAY EvbeE B, Y &
AFsairi 8 R S Rl 2o 029 F e TFs
Nk we 7 =& 7hsAdol SRS Hol 1 1119 F e
== Ael-Thane - 3l 1) 9] T-ofof 8- e} s A
%, -olof st-ol Zk onlE S wEl

Kratzer (1981, 1991):> ©|2]3 ApAddo]o] e #ds] A3l
A3l 7 Aol i =ElolAle F FEE ol g, slight
possibility’, ‘good possibility’, ‘weak necessity’ 5-2] ThFet A4 3L
Fh BT (2 AR e glo] oMlelaEie oo
& A9 E7Fs S, BEHle] 02 A& dvkEA] 7Fs e dehe
FEZ, 77} 144 tis} v ol u}2} ‘slight possibility’, ‘good possibility’
o] FEA A& T LR A HT o|2]gk o] &4 FAelA 119
-& Zol-"e] on] mgk Foz] s} uj Aol whel WA|e] ok A S
W= Zlo 2 vebd = Qi)

AF7HA] Kratzer ] 7FsAIA| e n]2o] A Fsh= AFddele] o %8
of tigh 2Ajola HEd ABS s AuET) o]F ofjel ol

fopsfe] AAE 5 ek,
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ol HeAA RS e w & 54 P WF AT 57

2 Al & AN = Akt FE

1 Wg A
Q14 P, 9 P, B P A PR U o] dukel
(]

(e]

=

ko

_Z,_
o]
N AEo]|QThT BFA| 25 o] A o] T AR FHrolol| A=

L
o
O

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

§1-"0] #o] 7|4shs tgo] BAHNA F2 7FswA

4
B
_I |

7K, (14 € 5718 A7) Atk PR AA e BeA] &
o}e] Rehe 7 Bl A AL EAT AL, 1ar) Fol7k A
a1 e Seo] Az FARE AAE 1 @ oz e &

E AT B PSR E oloplshs el 5, o]5e @ole) o
e s G BHole] B ool (9] A
e Aol g % 9119 oJule} BRGNE 4T BAL AN
% Qlofok B,

ol the9] dEElA = vz A

24 o]k A= ofu|E FAOE §F o] A ATl T2 A7 E ATh
25 P, Portner (2009), Modality, Oxford University Press, p. 138.
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(15) 7. AWol= 100mE 1329 E 4 o],
L, AWol= FUHE w8 25,

1.

ol

. AR ol RE 43 v
e W7k A Al 27 3,

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

(199 BF5S Fol9l 58, 71, &)X 5L 1Y o ojwl o)
Qolet 7VsA F& dold BAS 71}, ol ool 214, 9]
Sz FREE ® 02 o) Py g UehlE A5 EATE,
2 914 P uF, B9 B o
yzo] o] #7h Ba ke Hral Afa2s

NE EEE v ool uES TR WEEA B Pyol

15)) e RAES AR 99 B2 P EFE ARSI
FehE, S RO S5k EAF] FHHe o] £YL WAHoE A

27 YEFQ008), B0l AWt FEl AA, THol oJnet, 26, B0l 9|83, pp,
211-249; #1501 o]] A il Sle. 14 4, 9] P 9Fsh W 5
A WRE AT A2 Rt b ERuo14), TAY Bl £ o
ofe] FeAIA A, Selthsta HASSI e £aS2016), e} E MF
T, AATISEL B E  5 4 gl



&
o
02

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

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

Sx o Aojd HFers Q26 Holur) ot

3.2,

ofn

X kol chgt 7 1= Fel

54 Fd(dynamic modality) ©]2= 71 o= von Wright (1951)2] =]
oAl A2 AAlE Aoz Rl von Wright (1951)2 Geach AAd 9] &=
o= T gol5 AHESHAl HAThL A8 B2 FFE I T
Aol tgt A'olgtal et} S HFE ‘dynamic’ 0.2 HH S o]fol U
A= HEo] AHo] AR Ftom, T4 58I 71 ulE of
2= 224 80 (cover term) ZA] =Y AT

o|# gk go] ARE WAL o] F 9] mojER TR oot} UnkH o
1A Fo] A AT A, T Fol I w23} o)

2914
W W9 A4, gl she) A Julg w FelA =ojH A

q
gel, £ 3 HF U AH e WE ekl el A Jv)Eo]

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
A ake] 7fe1A th3lol|A ofolt]o]E Ao Zo=w Hltl “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”

164 & g %0l T4 e dAR Fo] & EA B} #
Ag 5, oA, 14, $4 59 onE wase Aow A9lH
von Wright (1951)¢] 7]&ellA A GebA1A] @2 Zlojth

1
o) ol Tt e g5l AFH 5 P Fow 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

(171)& 5012 ‘'he’?] FEol 2w ‘I7} o ¢l A nld S &
7FsAol A, (170)2 FoIRl T ool mp2™ "7} o AA] Fof
Eok 7hs/dol vig E8S UERth &, 169 A= a0 &
S, 9 Yo E 99 (4), (15)9] dhpo] EFE/AE 54 FdolEhs
shbe] WMFRE Fol =9 = U &l Foh a6 22 FoE HEew

shupe] g WFE ARTE Ao] BHF 024 $842 /KITE A

i

=

il

e obelo} e Fge] 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. 1It can rain really hard here, [M. Hackl (1998), p. 14]

2

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



(18), 19)+= 714, 7, o] 3¢, 9749 EAd up=
o] Fd 7FsAo] AU T =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}

- =
o LYES] EAE A4EA o F FA ol itk o)A 4

o= g2 2L weko 7 SPE Ik Radden and Dirven (2007, p. 246)
o] BolE 74 ¢} HolH th33 2},

(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 P B ALE,

o el 43 4A4H F5AE

=
=
)
=
10
By
X
o,
N
i
ru
ke
1:19‘_‘,
(<
ﬁ
N
o
O_u
1o
s}
ae)
o
N
2
NS
<
r

wdglo] ST kel WE <ol £ 5 QA HWA, P HFE A4,
99, 55 Pyl Al 519) WEE TR P 448 5 QA A,

54 ol TRHE GFT 9 AviEE WA

-

(20)2 T3Sl
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A" (intrinsic) 0] 2H= 3he] oW &2 AW E 7FsAdS AAEkL vk A
M= F2H 58, 714, A 52 A T2 o] Axz AYa
= SAolgk HollA, oA, g T2 A A gk HollA, o
18 #Este v S40= YAES BT 212 d5E] glof
A=

mpR| ek 2 ghao] =0)of| A9 FA el st HeolE AwEal

30,

il
lo
o

1) 7. RIS 011, p. 311): “AFENS] A THsAdS S-Sk dQlo]
AFE] Ul-9] ezl Al Qa2 YERE”
L. £3]2(2016, p. 43): ‘AR A&A o] Fo] KAt o 9l

U= gk Hl=E YehdlE S

169 A5 Aoluch #AE olg ANGT U ozt 99
T AE RS Utk o5 B PP Ao WA e Fe
A 0] AE - FolA B Fof AA) T e ERISHE Ao
= A WE AA el kel oud S4e AN 98 B of
Yet, 1 %@9& AN AA G o] ol Al mREH=

oA shite] RPgAQl g ejQl Ao ®elr,

tEo], ene A FA olghs 8019 AR F7]0 disiME Al
A¥sl= B7) Qi) ‘dynamic’e] o] o] 18|20 dynamikés (‘powerful )Y
S A7 w), $-2]3= von Wright (1951)0] 3 8015 ‘~oj Al ojH 9=
& U 5 (power)©] SIE BES] W R, S} ofX] ojw]E EHTh=
Soj2A =% Ao] ofyslerte 53 & 5 Atk el =950l
dynamic’®) 019, F& FH'9] olulo] thef ofwl o] e AT

T YA BA T, go] dynamic' o] @ B19] F33 vh$- FAKE /)%
ol el =] Y55 & 5 3tk

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




E0Id ZFsAAIL &8 7|Hto 7 g 5

)
2
oy
oL
N
e
-
o)
w

=
2459, 54 P HFel tE el 1 AR L0 2EE dold 2
A 9, 99 el TRk BIsh 5 EHFSE o] aFHrk oo o

A etk I E 54
G 2 @s 9lo] BuolA] A AASIu B W0 FH e 4o

ol

stz & ) Fash g 5 vk

Kratzer (1977)9 A5 93919] ‘must’ ¢} ‘can’@] thekal ojn] sjAls H
o wf, 14, 9 X A 71 Y, T S ST A= A
STk Z4zke] oulol dis) A2 ouE4 AolE ANTAE e
w714, 58 oJrlE F94 ‘must’, ‘can'# Eelste] Wb ofu]e] ‘in
terms of~'¢] EATE AT 21& & F Utk o]F W& Q14 FA, T
9 st A F emle] g s = QIARE Aot
Kratzer (1981/1991) Kratzer (1977)4] #|*tet tis} w7 7dS B

o FAsketo], tiak uid o] F ] sl FE 71HHmodal base)

29 Portner (2009)% §% ¥ HFE AASLE Jo T4 el izl EAAQ] o
Aol AAEA] ko, 1 A% o] 29 A= th2T} Portner (2009)= o] 29] &
wW==

aT =

2 S ‘volitional modality’ & 331 o] ]9l ‘quantificational modality’
=2
=

v
F5 XFh= 49 W2 A4



64 AE=F 79825 2022.5.31

X138} 7 (ordering source)2h= T 7HA] FHEE VoS FAY 7 S
& =gt W 7INke] HFs s AAIES Ao AtEdthd, 418
27E I A FAEAE sl =AE wioh S oRY F S3 v
st A= G 7R Y e AR, A8 I FEAE L T
Al ejule] AAdl| Z4z; Pofahs o= Ihdn i 7o R 914
2 G 718k 23 A (circumstantial) W 7]HFo] AA =1 30 ofof] whzh
FE FREE A FEH ARG FY, T FREY el 7HE =
Kratzer (1977)°|4= €12 ¢ 558 A9=E ob73Ad &9, 54, 71
A 59 9Ju|E Kratzer (1981/1991)°A= 43 Fde] 319 (7A) vz
T ARE AT Blolth 3 oAt IS =k FHRolA 3914 o
st 274 dis) v o] =99 Ay 2] 58, 714 ofn]of disir=
A2 Ao] AR e As & F vk AY ] 519 FRE

o]x]u %75_' OH/\-]oﬂ HD]—»(—)‘ HEL

PN
=1 o o) T AR U,
. *é**ﬂﬂ oz Al Aoltk

1) Kratzer (1981)2 7§83} Kratzer (2012, pp. 21-69)0| A+, SHA| ]|
2] ‘epistemic-root' 2] F-E-o] QFHH Q] FHEA A FAUS-S olor|5}

WA 32 Kratzer (1981014 AH&-3E A3 B thal & o]l 89

30 XA S AEE W SEo] WA PaElof o] ek Qv BE Ao me) $-2¢]
AlAIGA FSlo] T B¢L F UeTt F-& 1L Agofok dhevtolth. AFA e A
o 2o ML 5 79 FFE] FolHE o, FHol dold = A F2

FAlo] dojufof Aol Ak olwf 54 TR AL 54 TR AHdelth o5
AAC] &t APAE, 9819 &, T 929 nks 22 FEolt)"[A. Kratzer (1981), p.
302] o] 3k ArgellA o] 2] 4] thidRl TA e A4 Fol il B F
o 23EE& EAE 4 k.

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

32 @ AelA °ok” Fxgol 1 S EAdel uket A 14 (epistemic) I <&
(root) o] F F-7=2 T2 F U5o] =oHATt 1A Fd FAL
BAE AR she] BAlE T =0 R sk ZoR, ZE Y 2l BA
(control) A} 2151 1) A} shtel BATRRE T Al e
o= sjetFt), Q14 P2 IP/TP F9lolA, T & VP F9]olA dddr= o

o)



ol e Ee e w & B4 P4 ¥

2
-
(o)}
a

5 ARgeta BEste] BHoh FAA]] =08 Algehe) 334 27 Y 2F
2 A1) A A A (specifier) 1[0l AAE 7NAEA A (‘anchored to’) 3}

1
o} 5o} Aelo] o ANES HHow TFF FBY 5 ke
Hackl (1998)°] =018 7]gbo 2, 2 & A9 ulala &40 4
F Fo AB7H 929 BN APS0] FBHE Ao AP 7
AF o o) BAES S Rom Hosgin) 28 o] Hlel

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

(22) 5 9 E8 (root modals)S,

7. m e gEA ol Tt

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 P ¥HE APeHE 8012 AHH root'®] 719
A8 Wl olel St T2 AHEY ALY =)5elx ALGHo] & A2 el
S ek o] WA ‘root' & BAVH TN B4 IS ANSR ol A8
Aol 714 Al BEQ) o). olo] Wk o] FANE oot & FAFEA
o] WhJEl ‘T (S5 (2008). Tk} A} kel A7, Fektol jwie, 26,
Zololu] 8], pp. 211-249]0]21= ol WS Tt A root'S] AW
o4 omnurks T7e] AAISRE €9 AAsk R2ASEA <14 oPgo] ohd
FE& I3 AHT= B2 root' 9] AME w7t = FTH]. Coates (1983),
The Semantics of the Modal Auxiliaries, Croom Helm; Kratzer (2012) 5], & 3FHOZ
= pgole] e Weke nolt Eolsold AR urh 7249 G on] 3
58 o oA Wl o Haels, o4 SJuls} AeAl Wol 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

o [ o to o

o ol rsﬁ _|1rn

Linguistics), Cambridge: Cambridge University Press: Bybee et al. (1994) 51. “8g],
YARI o 7] ML 0|23 S5 W& Ao RE el

34  Kratzer SHA|9] S50l we} golE F317 )= ot AF4lE o3 713] 1IQ1% (non-
epistemic) ¥e] 9]AE X A|FF= &0 & ‘circumstantial 0] T @3}t Bl sk
T} 1= “root 7} FSQIA = B2 ‘epistemic-root’ THH| A ] ‘epistemic o] A
A A3} BAFE ou| 2 249 A A= T} [A. Kratzer (2012), pp. 49-50] 37 T3}F3A T},
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F(propensities) I FHAA

SEEE

Dise

3]

(potentials)l] T

. A%

ot
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uol—

8718170

o
=

(circumstances)©] AFA2] 2HAY

=
=

[A. Kratzer (2012), pp. 51-52]
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WA (2277)
FollA] ZA FEES Dl Fok Q1A ol BA, A, vl AMES
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A. Kratzer (2012), p. 54.

35



22 BAE B4 Pyl A4 P} Bysl TREE @ A
A A Ak, 914 Pafe] 7]
oF h 7 9, B PP EHW FRC
o 54 gl oJnlz WE AAE BET onzk ohlet A Fgel

o A «l“l 59, 9A, 7] FAEo] & AL, o]2dt o] 24

}ol
A |
71 e =W Wt Foheg X AL 7Fe e weke e, U
A&, U] FA A= FEFS mHA R dE B U] 5 Y
S aleste] W} sAE ol
o]4 ¥ Kratzer®| =90 A= T4 FdE shte] 594 A+
2 AR = et o] Sl T4 FFeE BRI B 7] =oEd
A 28A o] & 5, R, 7T 59 ouls BE Pl &3
o] F =z tFARAIRE o5 g "9 9] FH7F AR A
otk T2t} o] omf= Q12 PR ohgt B9 FEHE 1T 9]
500, T AoJAREARES] A HeA et |

2 Kratzer?] ]2 WE2HAE

12

=

fo

rr

ok

OFA)

o~
o

=
T
F7hE AR RS FRHIL o1F A WFY BB AN

[T K

N
o
i)

36  Kratzer (1981, 1991)2 o] 2 AA M= Q14 Fdat G5t o] o]94 BR7= 7143
I =00 EYFoAE AojrRgAE ] AA 14, o, 59 Al 7HA] ow|E
shod Q1S Hol= o g EWA FS AR ARH o= Al ouE RS}

=
AL = Aelth
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3.4. 3 L] Chet 7k A7 2|02 Fe

Q12 P WF7E 220 A4 sk wgt ATk Aol
WEE 54 o} Ae Aggoss 498 4 9
o ohe-e 144 thst W, B9 chek gl e Kratzer (1951
4 ejot P PN oY o AEOIA AR YEEL BTl B

u% olg rhea) 2 Ao]ct

Y

54 tigl wiES HAEY JEE o 2 wel Y E
Fehs 34 folth, Wel 9491 o JFsAlA woll tlsiAE,
fw)= woll A ojE 7iA) S8 AFske] A& 1f-Adolata Azt

59, 9%, 71d3 28 ouj= ‘WA -5 (intrinsic identities)©] 2
shte] Su|E Fd e o= JPgEn) I8l o] & v e R F
X oy FE Tl onst 2ol At B4 B WFE 434

sHuldE FE7ke s, 3 et wdE M sE AR Aol BAle] 2

rr

J

A TL AL ek RE RHES ¥

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

32 2a0 B4 P A B4 el et AeFe A fARY 1 a7l 45
g vjgoz YR gu] Be|B Awe Asjolrt. FA U ECFAA
£) BoliE 51 ol B 9 Ao} B2 Y, JleTe] B UL o
FoIAE B4 el e WA A ekl SARO T0] T B uF

Sah o9 DAL WAL AT 02 mol5]4) ol
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©

A% Zoleh, A, 4 P, B9 Pt T FTbsnA )
A Bael] 2Ae] BA PgS GOk, ol shte] P wHo] 914
J‘

41, 9] SAl olUjzt B4 S4E A1 welE, o] F wite] g ov]
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G o) E mds = thdho] (multi-words) TS A3 &ofdll= A4 4
(periphrastic construction) ¢]o = B8 74, JEHAL 74, Fd 77, #H4 A
o} 5 thfsk Ao AlgE o] gt} o] Fol]A= M. Haspelmath (2000), “Periphrasis,”
Morphology (ed. by G. E. Booij, C. Lehmann, and J. Mugdan), Berlin: Walter de
Gruyter, pp. 654-663; B2 (2011); =AI8H2014), -2 4] 77} 3o st
of ), F=ol8)y 71, 01 8t3], pp. 289-322 Foll whe} o] 55 P A% T2 A Ae
7|2 it} 9-AF 74 9 Fo] A Aol tiAH] 2Y F e vl &
A5 AHS] N3 =8 ololth, AL BAGNA AL AL RolTk, 74,
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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






