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Modality represents the speaker's evaluation of the proposition expressed in a
sentence, and modality is classified three basic types into dynamic modality,
deontic modality, and epistemic modality. In Korean Sign Language, dynamic
modality is expressed as [CAN], and obligation, permission, and prohibition of
deontic modality are expressed as [NEED], [BECOME], and [MUST-NOT
(not-become)], respectively. The epistemic modality is [RIGHT], [PROBABLY],
[ONE-OF-TWO], which represents the speaker’s assessment of the potentiality
of a state of affairs. In the process of meaning construction, conceptual
blending theory can explain additional emergent meaning by blending of input
spaces, and the interpretation of sign language could be explained through a
blending of Event Space and Real Space. So an epistemic modal expression in
KSL processes two steps of conceptual blending. In the first blend, a
proposition is constructed based on Event Space and Real Space, and then this
proposition is connected to a positive in two potentiality spaces, and these two
positive and negative spaces and an assessment space are mapped into the
blended space, which represents the epistemic assessment. Deontic modality
goes through a more complex blending process than dynamic modality or
epistemic modality, and the blended proposition of the first step is connected
to a reality space. Two reality spaces, an assessment space, and an attitude
space contribute to the speaker’s decision to express an obligation or

permission in the second step. (228 words)
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1. 501717

Q17 Aojol A EAEA AAE Jidstelal 3o R Eske i o
o2 ) 7kA] AR FE5 7% SF=t|(Cristofaro, 2005, p.110; Lyons,
1977, ppdd2-446), 714 AAAHQ Ta A A= 2A] o), AT 9K
HAe] £ 5o dehls 71 9ol sideb, ol O]X} A2AQ A3t
7Hiﬂ°ﬂ o) gk AlEl(state of affairs) & A== A S919F T2 T3 A
HE Blold AR AR Aol dAY B2tk ijﬂ(lomposmon) He-<
Zpe] AbaL Qtol A T WAl F9lok, AAA Bl M Ad o] Bk 3
S Auete B3t 9= vhro] =oda vk

ﬂﬂOHo>

(1) a el 7k (8%)
bk el 771E Stk (7 e
c. | ol 7ok 3. (FH)

dlsl 2904 327} AR A B S SRR s o
<al (1a)4 BT

A 4] 3}8Y(directive speech act)S E 37| A& AL
(1b)2] 53 EAKperformative verb)Z Ea WAZ o2 UEpd & glon)
(Ioysk 2o] WAl 9ol A Lg% e el o)A ste] skt Ado] o »EL 7

S
SRS WIReEM A 0 sk 3 A A Hdelr] = gt

& o R R AP Ao gk siake] T4 e v «l
< 4/\1 g - HTE Yell(modality)2hal k=TT 14 g2 - #H 2
&, 2019, p400; ¥, 2011, p.310; Lyons, 1977, p452), o|9} 2 F314]
the A0 2 A=A (gradience)o| Bt A4S ASHH T5-S LERA
CKRadden & Dirven, 2007, p.239).

1) Bybee(1985, pp.165—166)3} 7o) HWaHHS A L& © EIH OP%E Eﬂ 9 &
H](deontic modality) & TFA] &= YFE JA N dubd o
(sentence type)ll sjEslo2 eje} HE = &9 t’éZ"Wr(NuytS 2016, p.3).
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(a) Feje] HA) (b) YEC] EAI
(28 1] FHEle] F-A19F #Al(Langacker, 2008, p.449)

[ 113} 2ol a7t WAlol gk Jeje] AR-S idslels e
e, B0 JHE FAEHA 2 (a9 B FdS AlEet g st
(Conceptualizer)”} 7338 &2 (Conceived Reality)2] W5l 317 4=g-5 o] 3}
ko] Al (Proposition) S 7384 RY, FEN7E EHE (b= AHER7F A BhAe)
W 2R el EAste] Ad AAR WrolEof X = AlEle] BEAS YER
ok 5, GHi= A QRelA TN 28-S s o R o] [[HAI]
Fefjet ol Fe7t BAE FeMAL Se T TR(ER BEE olETHE
W3- A2 3 2022, p.253; ZHED, 1999, pp.34-35; Fillmore, 1968, pp.44-45).

(2)a. ¥ 2-g-ofg.
. [E] [LH ﬂ.‘jr.]
b. H Q-2 Aol-o]Q.

<

o 5o, ] 95k e Aeel ojsl ey FehE EASA 2t )
bl a1 et AT, Qb Bielsl - ol el
[o}wo} 2-& el BA7 A A9 FATE 91304 Bk A
FeAe urefstel maw,



@) a F37F As ¢ 9- A S Ak
& AAL
b.  George may have been drinking.

George may have -en be -ing drink

FH A &
c. [oAl] [F] [t [T [eF"h
(P14 & FH

gk oFell= Abelob 215 A oL spate] ket A E7] uE
& W Bl sl sAF ol £ o e Adete 8AR BAIYYE )
=ul(A8lH, 2018, p.129; Bybee, 1985, p4), (3a-b)e] dF=role} Jo] Fatol A
SAR-AIA-GE O] A (QolE Wi E Adehs A2 JiEA o HE 8
a7F Aof FrRd M dA e Addhts 25349 =4 e (iconic principle
of proximity)Z A ¥ THRadden & Driven, 2007, p.173). (3¢)2| 6]'5|LTO1+
[AAN-[EARR- oo 22 oAM= Afste] o7t diid o= AeE
A FHell fIRlEE AS = AeH, ol Fole] A £Ado] of Selwt ‘ﬂ
= Blo] o el AR SHele & EeldE Kol FTHTaub, 2001, p43).

Eu)

al

[13 2] "= g7ofe] FAF 5 #47(Taub, 2001, p.44)

o]l E=/Md(iconicity)> [ 2JH® ml= i Fel didk A
(analogue) 7% S F-&3HA skt @ el digk 7ds viEe
2 OAPAR A omAE AdEsta, @ ol HFd g A4S
(schematization) 3+ T, @ ©|H]X|E F & sKendcoding)dHH, ©] FAolA 2

shab e 727 AW tsete A £48 Bof ok webA 3)3 2



o ol A9 T (17 18] ) T SfA AN Fal FAGEl
spApe] Wetolehe olv|x] Mel-EAsoREsle) 3YS B EAsE
A Apgoz ARE o)A &4 dlolsh i Foli f U &

.

gk golut wste] ofn|s= i whoo] ofu|E ol whljgk 2|4 Ho
gk 4% (points of access)S &3l AlFE= =g A Tl o3l X1+
3 UAAH A Fdgos FdE AAl FHmental space)S HFECZ ou| -4
(meaning construction)®| 2= &4 2S5 F3l =edt) upeba QlojoA] Hs
st oml= g Fxe FEolm fhdsitiar @ ¢ glow ok o] T
S A5 XA (prompt) = AH8-81aL, o] ojn]e Tl wet
AHO| oMl E whol 5314 s Aol 2]t ld sKconceptualization) S &35
2g}el o7 FAFTHEvans & Green, 2006, pp.363-367). ©19} #& AN F-71+3}
MAA ol 3t 54 o] 448 Arste 71d 4 £ (conceptual blendin
o) MdA S dA e riR7 AR 7] A9 1A 2HE-9 shfolH
RO 3 o]Ake] ourt Wy 25 T2Y A A st (Fauconnier &
Turner, 2002, p.35). B8+ FA7F 54 <dofoll izl ov] 749 54 A&
B3l olallshiE A mRTHA R gro] FteA A e o] dEE Al F
e TSk A 243s ARgske] ofdlstAl Evkal A g Armstrong, 2
011, p2).

S poh



4o AHEE =

& e A7

[29 3] o (A 2T 7FEAohe] &4 3% 23 (Armstrong, 2011,

MaA &4 BYdxe 724 0= 53 ¥ 1K (generic space), - UE 3%t
(input space), %/‘é 37Hblend space)o|eh= Ul 37k Aole] APES Fal <fv]
Al A& 6‘}%H](Fauconnier & Turner, 2002, p.46), -5 A4 st= 3
ol gt 7H AL F 38 1 thalell AR F-7Hevent space)d} A

31 Hreal space)Ol dAEE (29 33 2 nygor AWEyw )
(Armstrong, 2011, p.44).2) Sz
A, =l (gesture) T - 8 4E 7]ut
Al o] o ke shvE FAE =4S Edist 79k 4 (grounded
blend)ol2} 3HH(AAIE, 2024, p27; Dudis, 2004, p.223; Liddell, 1998,
pp.290-291)3) A A F7ko] F23 A2 g0 s} whaleh= Ulgo] Eejde

= Al Fugts Egist 7|v 248 Bl A R EAls S vHE)

_u OH,

2) Sherman Wilcox(p.c.)&= F012] &4 &3t
& 37kl dlgste 013}—1’ Aot

3) uHo] oAl AEAE S o Tk 2o 2ad Ao AES Bolss gl
T EO3F 719 AAl F-7H(grounded mental space)©]2Far 3FH(Liddell, 1995,
p.22).

=

BFolA AH = AAl g3ke] grof =



;%1 B g@% B8 F24 Yes oldlsteE  HethiLiddell, 1998,
Pp.293-296).

o]H & Gl & olFsl= A A 7HLﬂx4 AL m)S 203 d8S F=
), e =3k FHE = W8 9Tl AHaks i shake] ddks AAE 6

22 34 £302 B 48 oo ob4el olaiph apslis 34l
A 7aA EAo €18 914 S ALk Webd 85 Folold] el EHe
NEAoR AdA EAoleh Q4 H4L F ol Fold el glome B
ol B olo] e AAE Avua ool B QA AL A9H £
Heg uigow Avnan g

a7k sk WAlS) WA s js) Bete] Awe] wek o] 2w
goz EAGHE Atmood)d ke SHos »}E}Lﬂ = Fel(modality) 7
£ zh= Qo2 FE-E | (Palmer, 2001, pp.4-7), 22#210]= A AW (realis,

AW A1 (irrealis, 7H4 )0l *‘EZ’% Jé FA9] o w vehfA Rt

o] YHl FAHmodal verb)9t 2 thFek Gl EAE Foll shAbe] A
FAFES Fmololl M e Aolel Agtsle o] dA | AAlmA ] A
A7) el eI 14l o), 2019, paon, TR el ] A8 P
2 et gl S 2 dloldl &5, 95 ol v Sojut g
Golo} WA Thore e BAE 2he Qlofo] sgathe a1,
2022, pp.252-255; Matsuoka, Yano & Maegawa, 2022, p.137; Wilcox - Shaffer,
2006, p.207).

4) 4 doj9] 7)Eol A A SAM BAEE 24 a4 28 F88 AH =
311, A (mood)< A1 /A1) o]d4 Oig AAIE A% 3F fo|2 AL
=, 7 AH (sentential mood)< w7 -3 (sentential type) o2 &2 A2]=]
I A (Nuyts, 2016, p.2; Palmer, 2001, pp.4—7).
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4) a.  John is at home.

a’.  John may be at home.
a’. John must be at home.
b, HI7} gke.

b. "7} AT Ege.
b, H7F & A FolQ.

Fe= detol] wWE JrA Aol & b= Adojol whet 139 A6t
= WA 740]7} AL, AT may, must, will?} 22 FE) ZEAk 93l th
& s E@%E}(Pahner, 2001, pp.5-6). & 501 (4a)°] Gt} (4b)<]
ol dEi7E BAEA @ wEOlARE 4a)o] maye W 7FeA

(possibility), (42>)] must= = A (certainty)S FAISFAL, SOl
@-b")°] oA e B2 & A 2o 2 9AA 7S EEl A A
7Fe/del tigh siake] It TS SUlE 912 Ell(epistemic modality) S
i

gole] B9l Feli(deontic modality)oll A [3E 113%F 2ol musri= 13tel] o]
875 A A S YER AL o] Bt oFgk O have tool ©J3) EFH
=l 95 249 3ol shdke 9]“]%: S8l Aol tha oF =AE F
thS) B3 need to= AHE UF-olA Yo 8TeF TS, will 17+ U
A 298 7)Ede HellA F2 AR AAE 7, shouw ought to
= 9RE e Tt s s nfEAsiti 2aAs= Aojn= ekst 7
A& 2=t

[3 1] 9] 29 4 S (Radden & Dirven, 2007, p.239)
3

ek A You must go to bed,
A You have to go to bed.
: You should 20 to bed,

You are supposed to go to bed.
You are allowed to go to bed

You may go to bed
: You can go to bed.
54 v You mustn't g0 to bed

5) Deontic modality= ©]%- <elgta 275 A%t 319 W32 ¥ (obligation),
g Fo] XFstrE B Fejta A E, 2011, p.310).



T2al P BH/HL ¢k B o577} -5 e 54 (prohibition) ™
mustn't= FA ==, 3o o7 ZaEE= e BAS ov]drhRadden &
Dirven, 2007, pp.247-260).

o] F ki thket =R o JTREE dhate] Wk ALE wA|s)

22. oH 733 AA

AR el B9 & Tpotelr] fleiA= Al e A A% 1
ek Zlo] Adgd vt =], HEH 2= Palmer(1986,
pp.18-19, 2001, p 2)b 371] g Al(proposition) FE}F AFl(event) FEHE T

*} ﬂ%* H(deontic) Fel o} 52 (dynamic) FENZ TR 9GS
ATEO 54 et Tl Jele AR o) 24 aglo] Ui H= 9
off Ash=Aell me} 2 s=d, S FHls 7oz EF Rl Al
1:=3lo] AbAS Naﬂ/\];’l T e YA sEs BEAE L}F/}Uf]x]ﬂ} o9 oF

A

g T2 95 A9l Beiso] wle] mdw AlerF Yoz nighe s
A5 YEPATHPalmer, 2001, p.9-10).
[3 2] %E] 3 (van der Auwera & Plungian, 1998, p.82, T4)
7FsA
el Fojat 914 7hsA 94 FheA
RGN 15 v I B I -
ol 39 2 | 39 994 94 B
W A Folz 94 A
494

TESE van der Auwera & Plungian(1998, p.82)% 7Fs/d(possibility)} E <14
(necessity)©| 2l ] SJu|7F Fofz} €% (participant-external), FHIAF WA

6) T/ e AHE FAE FAshE T UFE st Ak Bl glore =Y
T HFel 244 (evidentiality) 0.2 TE %W (Aikhenvald, 2004, p.3), < 4
Toll A= el AA el 23EAI71A] ereTh vk e 2A7F 14 ek 1H
FAE W el Ao iEE 49w g, o JE ‘?ﬁ— ol A o
oA 9JtHvan der Auwera & Plungian, 1998, p.86)



10 AEH B3t @42 ol )

(participant-internal), &%) (deontic), $1%](epistemic)o]ZH= ol vrof
thal Bkt olw) SAE YFEfe] skl P olebal ek ekoks Rk ol
2} Folzl 914 2918 I )R 2 Palmer2001, p.22)¢} 2] FolZ €4
GENE 9 FEl9t FEE$ (non-denotic) WENZ 813 3L, Nuyts(2016, p.37)9}
A = O 4 (volution)E W] 3H] el 374 e S FHSkA
.

kA SEl9] 3HY) S WAY AR digh s Ao me} 52 A
SHpatient oriented) FE, 32} *]8K(speaker oriented) YFEN, 214 FE|Z L]
%= 3} (Bybee, Perkins & Pagliuca, 1994, pp.177-180), &F=ro] Fefo] thal 3}
b A& dH, Fo] A G 55 A= SHAIERIA, 2006,
pp.53-57), AE3E ool A = shAte] Aeks YEp R R Foke 5 A
2 7] oHri(YEE, 2008, p.226). HEg L Frofe] <ol dlsl] Ak
Matsuoka(2006, pp.45-47)= d+to] Fejol]l thst SEN{ZH/Nitta)(1989, p.41)9]
o5 SAR WA A 1A G, S A3 Ao (FFE, affective) FE,
A2} Ao o] F(conative) FEIE THEEH7 1% SRR, o= diEo] B A
Folonk A8x= o] EAAR &7 AAa & 4 drk

SH
=4 IH
Y
A% & 4 e o s o
+d 494 o 294
O +34 757 &=t 7Fs7d

[29 4] %ele] 713 H-3(Radden & Dirven, 2007, p.246)

1999] Radden & Dirven(2007, p.233) [18 4]9} Zo] ¥E 35 AA
Q12 el 9 FEli(rood modality)® LTl < FEN(AR YFER)el A3k
FEl|(disposition modality), ¥4 %FEli(intrinsic modality), F¢ FEIS FAE=d),

+ Palmer(2001, p.22)°] AAI% FAFSFED Nuyts(2016, p.33)= AWHA o=

o]

7) Aol Abgo] BB gl SEst g U AR Al 4% g
o Ao} 3] BAA A Qs WS 2a JeE U TRaAw
w0z 9 Feish A JelE §7 54 Jeeka F-ErhRadden & Dirven,
2007, p.246).

ol

=}
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E8E= G Al A 71 FHoR T4 S, G G, 1A FEE Al
Al8F3l o, o] van der Auwera & Plungian(1998, p.82), Palmer(2001, p.22),
Radden & Dirven(2007, p.246), 1012020, p.102) sollA FFH o2 thFal

n &
Sl Gl el sg.

o] ek edste] MRS (2011, pp310-311)2 F& ThrelAE
of ool M5 <14 Fell, I G, T Feiek I Y gk A &
HE s, 54 del= 57130l Sstod dE F-57t obd e dEsialth
(F1E, 2011, p.314).8) wbA Ik oo} gro] FelE F4 FHl, 91 ),
QA FER FEEhs AAIE wek Fe ote] Gejel el ARk d

23. @=ole] Fel 79

9714 92019, p.402)= Palmer(2001)2] FE] AAES wle} dh=ro]o] e

TS AAB =, =] H= T FEHEAK)E AlSHE, Nuyts(2016,
p.33)9} 7012020, p.102)2] e VAR ol s B4 o], 9 &
g, <12 ez FEETE 57 s ALt g9 Fojar) AbAe] AEA
72 0] IS AR Ao e yehlal, 39 = AL il
A9l we} P& AAses AAsHE Rt Hrt BEE Adsh, Q)
2] el AlEle] A 7FsAdell thdk skl kS LFERHA CH(Nuyts, 2016,

ol

p38). Bl oful} 9914 FAo) B 2AF F) FHE BABTH
3, 2011, pp.310-311, 318).

) a2 #AE Y= EQ0
b. ol 1 A& E F Qoja.

. WEE i ¥ F dola

AZ o} (9] A (22 5 9k ()2 F B FolAel 93 A
W TP RIS B S AR 55 ()= & Ymest

8) WAl ulgh skxle] 744 HEE YehE §3 22 24 (emotive/evaluative) &
ElE FEol7|E sHAIRE AE ThsAdel digk sixte] diabe Agrt glers
Fefol A AlLetE JHo] thgolth ¢ FAte] $EEE Jehe AR
(boulomaic) %7} F7F4 02 +=o%7|% H(Nuyts, 2016, p.39).

9) 4 = ozt 7h SR ofUg) g8t o] Foidl e AR YERd
g A, ol& A YFHE FEIE AT T4 JH Y R B ax



©6) a.  EA3| FHFoF ot
b, 97]el Yol= Hrh

E3F (6)9] -0oF &, -0l H-, -0 Qb Hi= AR A qflo|u e}
o) oz} o] F-of phdsto] Wsto] FAE Abeo] whehA g Arem A 7}
SRS sk 39 FEIE AT, 2018, p.136). oA F T FE
= AFEA ALY gl digk E=E 3 Blw tﬂ oA 7= Beleh A
Ho g gt A AlE AR BAEHE o] 98-S MLstt), ghato]o] wojof
-, -oloF Hos des SRS Aske 7EEE Foldhe oF
(obligation)Z LFERHIL10) <o F. o]k F& Holxpr} gﬂx}ir/} 6]0]
AA ﬁiéZM A E ARG A9E WHF
(permission) & F A5, F4]2] oJuE (o)W oF

ol

(7) a. W7} X B,
b H7F & A Folg,
c. H7F £ g7t glols.
d u¥ &% o zvls.

2
r
X

ol
o

(N9 (&) A -, (&A% RE = 7L A2 olu vlgo
o] Astolut At o] SaAel gt shate] wd JEE VERlE 14 FEd
sz, o= st AL Q= Aol EEEE FEIE U #d
A} o) AE REsE ufg- B 75 A (possibility) S AEHAIRE ()=
A 3, (9)z Aol e T Ao M TsAE dEhie A

(probability)S FA|3I}E 53] U7|oe} o] g ZAS uEo R 3 3
A A9l F2 A0l 2ol ()= 7k gl ¥4 B4 B
S (certainty) & LR, Q-2 FE2 £ I8 viEeR 3 A

& AT

(Radden & Dirven, 2007, p.246).
10) g0} °1°]C S—"E FHAININA 02 Fojale o FiE o} ARS] A o= Fof
He o e YehllE g2 o HYE ztet.



3. /A E4dx
31 A ApgesAe) g 4

1o} ARgAEC] YAl A wijd ek dojE Aelshy] Hal A=
H& w7k ARt 71E T °3.7é'3}74‘% ]%‘ Pt ARgehe dol
‘?iLH](Radden & Dirven, 2007, p.12), o|EA] G2 Aol & oldlish= A 7
= Nd4 &f(conceptual metaphor), 713 % %‘r (conceptual metonymy), 7]
%4 (conceptual blending)?} 7+ 732 AMdH(conceptual mapping)©] 54
2 Z-&-3cKFauconnier, 1997, pp.3-4, 12). <2 Sof “A|7FS @dn]&kA] o}
v Bd2 JIEA 2790 (AR =olthE iR ofdfietAl H=t, o]
Adl G dojellA WA SfHE Fe AfargAe] 7Aoo w At
(Lakoff & Johnson, 1980, pp.3-8). 3FA 734 g AAS oz Yeh)
A S AAE vehE JiE A APEIE(Gibbs, 1994, p.319). & &
“ol & F dEabrehs oA AAIR 8shs A nto] oflal &5 AL
ot R o ® FES T8l AAE Yehle Sl sddith ol A | sl
A 3= A #(instance) 2= A1 A H(reference point)S 53l o|v|E A=
SHoA XA Ata g kv 7P EH o]t Evans & Green, 2006,
p.155). B3k ofol7} A5 7] AlRslHA A dolxl AE-E AlA|ste] o)
A ARALE EE [ 2 A e A R Aol s
(conceptualization) S FAJ3HA S22, /d4 3 9lo] Fd o] o &+
Ao IS ket AAolA N el digk A HaEs Sl 4
22 AFd.

Bk QI7HE 5491 A4l F7Kmental space)S T3t oJw|E A8 7
EHl(Evans & Green, 2006, p.363), A4l F3He oJn] 9] 23 & Hhof 7k

7N

o=
19 4]
S|
o

L‘i _|_>L'1_4 Uu, O_u FE

55}01 o=, 7 HOL;*L‘”] A 1/‘1 =44 *OJ AteRel] chah ““3 7%
& REshs A2 AWAAY deje] o5 AoR AR



A IG5 Kol FTKStockwell, 2002, p.96). ~LE]aL F2]Q1 ofn] ol ARE-
= Aol 33kl 2A ] A E4o] AEed], 2 2 HE 84
oA MejA o g FAlE QAEo] FHEA)H Soldt WA 725 2t Al
2 W5 U A S 7Fe]ZI K Ungerer & Schmid, 2006, p.259). <,
M Sy AgA i1 thedet o] dS oldlele s F bl 83t
Ak, Fe] g oo ofnE WA= RS Ashs Hl dA7E e r
2 Mg &8s B ek 22 X S dotsit
8 a

(https://www.glasbergen.conmy)
b. Whenever the boss wants me to do something, he double-clicks

me. | hate technology!
“Abgo] WAl oldl 9L A7 wekt o g HEEY e

= 7ol Aok

& 5o Ra)¢t &2 Wl freol vEhd (8b)e] el HEEE o
e & 744 oJnj= whies] doo] ojn|= A w]x] ekt o2 A o] &
T8 AN AlFA T E(emergent) Y A £do = AE
4 AtHAF%E, 2002, pp.246-249; Fauconnier & Turner, 2002, p.18).
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14E 7IAIAE
rogx B39
olul 7L wl& =)

H 5] Aol U= deaudthre) dAd BA(3HER, 2002, pp249, )

(19 Sf= olsh g A EAe) HRE nel Fudn $7 Ine
At Aol 9 5 e WE el K W A
o €13 NS AT AT RV F QY T2 Abelo] ALY
& e 54 F090 A9 FAY olFolA S ol Haolok:
42 o) goleks 44 olvlsk Ao BARL 5 AFENA v}
328 ZYSE 4919 oIS B5 Ao} YPshs wgo] FHse HuKo
2 FAgoA wiAeR Bk dolgeleh olnzt Mgl FAE

olsh e A EAS Tk FuelN 4 % ulA R BRHE )%
& F) BAsE o0)F olsishs hgolA 1Al A Bz AFa
ohb 2 el ERE ol HAE Bl HANA B Aol WY E
= emeke o Y £ B olalshus @5 Sole) o) £

12) oA A F7He Yoz AL ¢ oke] e 9 AE Yehl=y, 84 7+
o] A= Ao AASCHFauconnier & Turner, 2002, p.40).

13) o]d =7 "W 71%0] 2th( hate technology)!"2h= 782 &4l thAl gl
A B s, o) V'S ASE Vle(HE2E) e ARk At
e o st



54 e, 9] e, Q14 el BF Gk SusA, 2 55l
7ol e vl e $4 el FolA 5ol 9@ Aelel s
B7eha, 9] e A T o oot ErEiE dgE
Apeol ehat B7hsk Bz, <14 Qpeli= Aol thal Foixl Abee] That 3}
A9) Ak #AZE Sl mrebA] opelel olsl EAEE Skl Bk ol 4
A B Able] BT AEAES FUSHE A £ B olas)u,
9] e A4 FEAgoleks ofv] IS Mo s oldHn 54
B o1 pent o 2gd ldd £4 992 AL 5 JrkRadden &

Dirven, 2007, pp.235-237).
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v & AL} can> Al 7HA 3"1 %{}% S Clae %Z_ Zﬂ Z](space bullder)
= 5}7@7} AHEE alake A b, AR o] -3} ﬂﬂ

TAS A3sHA @ dAd %7}0 g
2ol tigk F7FE vehls &4 %ﬂoﬂ of3) oJu)& gt &} —5‘
Mol A o] 5 H(ability) 2] ©] A
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2 v ¥ ri(Radden & Dirven, 2007, pp.257).
a4 33

391 B9

a3 7] 9 FElel tigt ¥4 E4d(Radden & Dirven, 2007, p.237)

9] s Absld AL A O3k 2R Wbk deld Jldse
P91 e, FaFolt 4 walel olak A4 szt B (13 713t
71-0] AAX T Alole] BAel As RS Ei P8 Qe AowE 1Y
o} %, dole] Fel BAL mustol] oI )5 HHL A5 A3} Alehg e}
bz A B2 Abee] T Sk ek W) $ 3 A AN g 2
TR U BoR FAH] B4 FeIA )RR Sie] A4 m W)
T g 58w JPe Ao JgEE Belzhe oulE wE =,
el ko2 o AL e L YL v

rlr
Hir
rlo

7

o
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(25 8] <12 Felell gk g4 =/d(Radden & Dirven, 2007, p.235)

A4 FElolM = ot Fel EAF musr= [1H §]AH Al 7] AHAl F3Ee]
sl 41}0”4] 01“4 S5 A A B3, B TPgshe oA AR
J Eo| AgA o FAatElo]
%7&9] ﬂioﬂ «] L} <l /9' 37t L}E}lﬁ% g*é &3k <kl oS A Etk
WA} mpA) o] oF= Aol 9
ol A Ay 7}—L‘* 9] Xé =7h = -137}5]*Eﬂ F2E A4 7P =2 A
=Rl SHAE A BeE dERITE 14 Fell= SAb7E A Aoy gl
oAt Atele] B 7he3S Hkek=), 437}01] oEdh= S e e o
AlgFoEM B tE T T T4 (evidentiality) 7 M2 Qe T
ot
ojgf o] Fe) L WAl 9JelA spate] ks HERIThE Sl
TEA o w A EA o nlE sk A4S stk TR R 5
o= A B HFAR FHE = v HEol EHH o AlgE= S 9
3 Aes= AR7F iAo AR A ofnlE A9 7k S4o) Sl
wHbA g grof o Fell= g A EAES SEl AgRkows ofol tigk olsl
= =R dart oo

==
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4. 5 Fole] e
4.1. Frole] el ik A+

Fofoll thgh GFel 7= Hl=r ol Gl SARE TSR = H ] $HA]
THEHE A A AR, 2022, p.252; Wilcox & Wilcox, 1995, pp.139-151), 7HE AFe)
Akl tigk =0 1 o]l o] o)X th(Long, 1910, pp.16-18). Wilcox &
Wilcox(1995, pp.139-151)< Long(1910, pp.16-18)0ll4] A|AJEF m]= S=0]e] ok
AKmodal verb)E FA 2 - YFH(root modality)E YERH= ek o] F-9}
oFgk o] 5-2] [MUST]} [SHOULD], &3 (ability)S WER= [CAN]S AIAEFS
3 Q14 okeje] 7Fs4d [POSSIBLE]R YERATHaL -39l rh14)

14) Wilcox & Wilcox(1995, p.144):= 1= 4=0]¢] [FEEL], [SEEM], [OBVIOUS]%=
14 FHlS HehliE, ok, ald, oAE YERllE [WILL]RE F8E Yehde 2



[3 3] "= ol %FE(Wilcox & Schaffer, 2006, pp.214-215)

7P
7]_?:‘/\4 [CA;T] _ 9] 7154 v S
°’e 9 7Hs [CAN] [POSSIBLE]
_ 9 Ay | w9 DAy )
A [SHOULD [MUST] 21 dd
2144 [MUST] Folat 94 WeiA [MUST] [SHOULD]
B4

1399 Wilcox & Schaffer(2006, p.213)< van der Auwera & Plungian(1998,
p.82)°] AAE H}E“-‘i nls rolo] Fefell disl [3E 313 2ol AEletdA
9] o] o= [MUST], @91 7FHs732 [CAN], B3] FAd o= o u
o} ofgh ?l-rr(adwsablhty)t [SHOULD], 54 <keje] A7 7154 217t
[MUST], [CAN]O.& 3EAJSHH, 2124 <Fefjo] HA/dL [SHOULD], 7hs/d<-
[POSSIBLE]e] YR A3} thWilcox & Schaffer, 2006, pp.214-215).
=, v= ol A B 2 JEi(EA el B el 243 7
4L [MUST]9H [CANJS.=  FEAlekaL, <12 el A3 7HsAde
[SHOULD]} [POSSIBLE]®= YERHTE

) a.
[MUST] [SHOULD]

b. [BEFORE CLASS]™ MUST LINEUP™=

o7 =93l or}t Wilcox & Shaffer(2006, p.227)ol4 [FEEL], [SEEMI,
[OBVIOUS]:= 32 ZAAoZ BH3ly 9%, 44, 9X% van der Auwera &
Plungian(1998, p.82)¢] AAo| Eawx] gkormz [WILL]d tiafl o o)A thF4

oko}
& M T
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“Y o 2= F Mof e

c. MUST WITH MUST CHILE MUST PRO.1
‘o A7} lofof e

d. [LIBRARY HAVE DEAF LIFE]™! [SHO DI
“EA ] <59 A (Deaf Life)yo] Tl E2ls).”

e aiA=L)]

=]

al= ofollA] F9] Fefe] <59 A= (9] [MUSTIE E4ll
Ehfar 2 efe] HAME (9c)xH [MUST]E A eHck(Shaffer, 2004,
pp.183-184; Wilcox & Shaffer, 2006, pp.216-217).15 Hbzo]l <12] QFeje] HelA]
& (9d)2k #Zol = AFHIt a7 11E 9l ] vlgAlE W [SHOULD] = 3%
A|BCHWilcox & Shaffer, 2006, p.226).

(10) a. PRO3 BUILD+PRO.3 [FUTURE]™V*™#4%  DEVELOP

[FUTURE] " #75%

oz aEo] I AYS NEE 7E &4

hs

ol

o

]:I_]C_)L,”

5k A FR I 11991 9] [FUTURE]R BA1H = 144 g7 Zhek 244
FAE) %= S Wilcox & Shaffer, 2006, pp.227-228)

o
2

0% IL FAUT(Z83kth) | oF EAshAl s,
FAUT]E 1A17]9] 9& st &rledo] ‘Fogsirt
) oﬂE}(Doe‘lwel 2000, p.36).

15) #l= 42ofe] [MUST]& Zg~
9,11]7] oﬂ] 4&1—)\ /\01/] IL
(insist) = ‘/}EPHH EAA]

o Zupe] 31 o ZgA Fro]9] Zgg2s Fofe] I ER e
FAsiy [IL FAUT] [IL FAUT] [MUST]
(Dodwell, 2000) (Brouland, 1855) (Girod, 1997) (Wilcox & Wilcox, 1995)
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[CAN] [POSSIBLE]
b. PRO.I CAN LIFT-WEIGHT 100 POUNDS.
s W SRR B 4 gl
¢. BUT CAN LIVE WITHOUT TWO.
“SHAE ($-El) =l flol® 4 5 Stk
d. [DOUBT]’“‘*@/HC’%’ (FA) (B4 “well”) [POSSIBLE]" ¥
,]M}\E-]x]n]— 7}.—‘6‘]— 7 %E]'-”

Bgk v grol= B4 SH) 284 TEs YERE 7FsAE (1A H
[CAN]C.2 ¥A|8HH, 312ke] 9] FEE (11c)9] [CAN]SZ YERHTH Wilcox
& Shaffer, 2006, pp.221-222). SHAIRF Q12 7hs/dL W nYlE FNkg
[POSSIBLE]S- 53l 3] 3T Shaffer, 2004, p.190).

Il F=olo] Fefol] thgh oA-toll 4] Matsuoka et al.(2022, p.161)> YEIE
7FsAd, 14 G, A9 37 = FHEskal 7FsAS [DECIDEKimari/], [SHO
ULD/beki/], [IMAGINE/sozo/], [PLAN/yotei/], 914] el [REAL/honto/], [NO-ID
EA/fumei/], [DIFFER-PE/chigau-pe/], 71732 [MEAN/imi/], [SEEM/yoo/]=
EpdthaL Aesksith

(12) a.
[DECIDE/kimari/] ~ [SHOULD/beki/]

b. MAN COME DECIDE
“a% e e
c. MAN COME SHOULD
“TE ¢ A 2k / 2k of Sk
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Q. SRolol| A 212] ke (12b)2] [DECIDE/kimari/]= SH4S vehfaL
(12¢)°] [SHOULD/beki/]<= 912 Fefe] 7HAolt B9 Fejo] o %5 vepd
T I THMatsuoka et al., 2022, pp.150-152).

(13) a. | !
[IMAGINE/sozo/] ~ [NO—IDEA/fumei/]

b. MAN COME IMAGINE
w1 & 7Psgel Uk

c. MAN COME NO-IDEA
27} 24 med

3 QB R0l oﬂ/\i 014 715438 (13b)9] [IMAGINE/sozo/] O-& FA| 8},
50% Axol W& Al tidiMe (13c)2] [NO-IDEA/fumei/]Z FA] g}
(Matsuoka et al., 2022, pp.152-155).

ol T m|= Froje} Ui FofollA] FEfel] thg A7t Xl E A om g
Fol9] JEj= o9} FAleE S B 4= ARt ofo] gk & o W A
E7 4983 & & Stk

42. @ 5019 )

g Srolol ] el 914 sk Bl (ol [ohTh, [PFe(E 5 %
oh, B9 Feiek TR ], (3, (22, (312§ "elEe] duElen,
A gtk opeh w47 v $49 5 ulTxl aA47h FrhEhe ol
AR AHEE A, 2022, p.254).
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29 oFEle] o] F-(obligation)= (152)2] [BL]ell 93 YER =], F &
T B0l ol ® e st EE o vl RS T W T

FAEE F o w2 A e 0] ARE R o, [HE
M= JFE YERY 4 k16 B 32 (permission)> (15b)AH 2%
7| ollA @ 2ES, Enleto] Hlo g A ATkt £50] vho R k)
E5S S [HhR Jehlsd, [PFs] B [BlEoR® mA g
A (prohibition)i= (15¢)9} o] LEE TA|A)Y AAGANY] €& ¢
SaEmE THEa AA(A)E 2 Dol Heprt srez yE]H 2% & 54|
A Hu p QRS of [oF HUHE vehith 2e]an [2RkEHA] mh,
A1E Fl 2% ab=dl, 3441 el AlE SA419] efnjoaL 7]l
M= A HE :@}GEOE oH“EE‘r

Lo 3}

g
o
rO ofN ot @ & i @ o

= 2

—

_Bi

mlo n&
_0|L
.38
o

=,

Lo

EE

of
o,
oZ
u
=]
r {
lo, 4

A
e, 2091 93] AFRE o) 2 WFHE D T
4

16) #9 [F2(4T)] S B8 ekl o7 g, (421
cH(AZsh 43S vk @eh)'sh g FAoR maw,
A7 @5 solol A G el Helo] theyabAl wae AL AL A

el ol oja) siAe) W7k wgele] Selu o e

S
FAE SALF Aol AiHon Fag deld 718 Aoleta 2 5

17) o]
g
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[Z] [LUh [gehent ope) [ [2eh [Qrh 9} e oo 2 FHst 4=
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Bkt o]0l A <14] okefo] A (certainty) (16a) 4 H 8 FH 2 1-5%]
£ HA Eol ofntR st shal, ¢l FHE 1525 HA] Eo] Hog s
ATt F &5 SAlG vroE uidn 157 #5 2l B 98 &
CHEE HISA] 7137} o] ARETh) o9} fAlsHA [BHdathE S s
yepd 5= 9tk 714 (probability) S (16b)2} 22o] =& 7FsA| il 114 o]H
ua HAAA)TARANE A 5 E LEE SlA ok
TEE [oHE YERILh AAde i RS UERE H5A]
T Xde 4 9k 3k o]Ht)h vk 7Hs A (possibility) HEE 7k
okl w& 7heAl mAA 220 AA(1A)F FARA)Y HE HA £
A= 3 6}741 xﬂ Il EES (R A Y S oW NS [E
shH= = A= 50% A= FA4S yEith
OI*JOM 5159] B grolo] ok FAS [F 419 2ol Aee & gl
G Fefoll Tt ERAE0] AREE AL Lo, Q12 ol = Atee] A T}
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[ 4] @5 5019] %)

I 43| 59 | 745 | wrA A% e}
4 99| w9 | Dol ERET
T [, [%]
B9 @ | A% | (E o
A | [ 9 F gy
da4 | (9 | 9% 9% v 20 5 | [Eae]
A4 g8 | Add | ol | vl 1Y, kA
sd |[E 7 | 0 FEE, = 7k

kel [ 5]ellA] AT npe} Fro] AnbARl JdA S T Tt
T dE F7F Abole] WS Fa A FilolA wEE= o) 35

(Fauconmer & Turner, 2002, p.46) A= 3] 2k 017]- LQQ—E 5}l

o7 —r/\]-El /]U]7]- Elae] ELE}I_’ B4 3}03\“4(L1ddell 1998, p.293; Armstrong,
2011, p.44). 183l [19 6-8] S YEl ¥FS olslshs 4L Mdd &

3E& B3l HAL} shate] deto] &4 Fbo|A ou|E st o B4
=5 2 B ¢FtiRadden & Dirven, 2007, pp.235-257). 524 %ej= %7] 37k}
A Szl A FARE B4 33 B9 7R S YER AL, 914 FEle
A 7} A T A AL A 3k EE 214 %7}4 HEE =y
Ui, B9 FEle olut o Hitste] 7 @A I3kt W7 I3k HE 33t
Atole] EH TS Fal XA gael] tigk Bt HwrF RdET 5, 54
Fel= Q1A GEjet FARE AN 1 5SS EA 249 AAHE AA

w39 el vl e gal I3 5SSl JH onE 1ds)

3 olasi e,
Wb @ Sole] el EaAel UlE AN B4 el B4 gl

olsh fAke Q14 Fehe F) L olal 34 S stebe 4 Ak ThAl W) B
Feje] 2] 303 WA 3L QA el B BT W WA T0 S
stof olah @ = Qirk. ol & el elA <14 Fesk w9l Fehel Y £

A
& ool F= i) ) o] olsfE= e A dt
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A F2 AR WA TFsAeleks ouE I ek

S e e ALEH P %—% wiro.2 sk BEshe Abee] w
7Fs e Lehiied), 9 Folel 9] el FAE WA AR 09t A4 F
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23 (sl (] ot TG £ 19 Wt 08 A 98
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4 el PRI A1 30 A 0ol e Sl £
[o17] eHERs A FAEA 3 o] WA A F el 8
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