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may, must, should deontic

epistemic

(Sweetser 1990, Bybee et al. 1994)

( )

deontic - epistemic

deontic  epistemic

deontic epistemic
may Old English
“be strong” magan
deontic epistemic
( Ehrman 1966; Shepherd 1982)
can “to know”
“to
be able, have power”
1997
Sweetser(1990) may

deontic

Traugott (1989), Traugott

and Konig (1991) (1) deontic
must certainty
must
epistemic
(1) Mary must be married.

Bybee(1988) Bybee
et al.(1994) deontic
may epistemic

must
deontic epistemic

(2) a. John may be able to pass the exam.
b. *John may can pass the exam.

deontic epistemic
(grammaticalization)
(unidirectionality)
Bybee et al.(1994)

deontic epistemic

(3)


mailto:moriya33@kenroku.kanazawa-u.ac.jp
mailto:khorie@intcul.tohoku.ac.jp

(2000:473-481)

(6)
(6) A
B
C
(4)
(7)
(7) 1. A
C
2. C
3. B
deontic - epistemic
epistemic
epistemic
epistemic
epistemic deontic
deontic
(5) —_ epistemic
(2002:11) Horie (1997)
> >
deontic - epistemic
deontic — epistemic deontic (5)
(2002: 65-78) epistemic
(2000:457-469)
epistemic
deontic

epistemic



deontic epistemic (9) a. —ci (to) moluta (NOML-(also)-not
know)?!
Ce-nun naynyen hankwuk-ey ka-|
I:HUM-TOP next year Korea-to go-ADN
cito molu-pnita.
may-POL:DECL
‘I may go to Korea next year.’

b. —to toyta/cohta (al so-become/be good)

Y eki-se tampay-lul phiw-e
(2001) this place-LOC cigarette-ACC smoke-CONJ
to toy-pnikka?
may-POL:Q
‘May | smoke here?’
(8) (lit. Isit OK if | smoke here?)

Horie (2003:209)

(8) 15

2001:58-59

2001: 62

deontic - epistemic

deontic  epistemic epistemic

deontic epistemic

deontic -
epistemic

Horie(2003) epistemic
deontic,
epistemic

(92)
(9b)
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ACC = accusative; ADN = adnominal;
CONJ= conjunctive; DECL = declarative;
HUM = humble; LOC = locative; NOML =
nominalizer; POL = polite; Q = question;
TOP = topic
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