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Abstract : This paper investigates the expression of sign language modal verbs, and analyzes the grammaticalization process, path

and mechanism of sign language modal verbs. It is found that the modal verbs of sign language have undergone two paths of grammati-

calization, accompanied by phonological reduction and bleaching of meaning. The main grammaticalization mechanisms of sign lan-

guage include pragmatic inference and metaphor.
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FIERBAWBRIET , 22— M T # (visual - ges-
wral ) FH . FHE ST R HERWEREQ T,
FiRRAEE T IINRE P i I A FiE R E
EMIET R LWIES , SIS ATFIET W E B X T
TETHAK (modality ) 22 5 K PR 8RR 22 500 Ty ELAT 14 22 5 ( 3B
J%,2009) , EIERIET BN EE T, I5EEAY
WL, TR S A XA o BT H X R AR ] R A
R WA 2, W SAEE ek Ak 3 S G5 4 (Fisch-
er, 1999)
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“THIEAL” (grammaticalization ) 1 ¥ 15 3 & W 8 SCSEAE
BRTRV G AL S O S 3 S R TETE D RE Y R XA — Fofid R
WG, PEG GG R o SR A RS
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Hh XA R AR G (A, 4418 SRl B AR Bk
SR (A B AR AT R SRR kR
A (clitic) B 0] 8 (affix ) , I Fifi 15 & 94 ( phonological re-
duction ) K3 S ( bleaching of meaning) 2! Craig( 1991)
BRI AR A PRI —REAE A B BT NS 1
Pk , 20 A R WU E R 2 T TR 4 8k . Hop-
per(1991) #& 4 7 LU #4518 ¥ AL 5 U . 9 77 B ( Laye-
ring) AR JF ] ( Divergence ) | #— J5 Ml ( Specialization) | £
F JF I (Persistence ) \f&EJF M ( De - categorialization ) ( 5|
FIIL S ,1994) 1 ok 52 48 (1994 ) 2 2% SCHRTE L 5L Al 1 b
FE TG SR AR T | S0 A AR ER R, 5 A,
Joan Bybee, et al(1994) #& i FL A iE B AL ML . By JEBE
ZAk Fnil i,

EEE . TR (1988—) , &, #h0F , Aigtt. T BANEFEETF EEXRFTHL, AARFE(1974—), %, 813 A
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ESTH AT HRALALSHERA—FAD 350 FAA T EAFETRL(14YICT40058) ;i & B4+ = 27 Fx)

A F AR SRR a5 (15]Y45)
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TR T FHIET , TR R F 0 7 5
18— S R T3 AL RN A3, T E IR A4 e fb R 1
By o D1 —4 e T35 B/ 75 I ( prosody/intona-
tion ) i 1 B/ VR A i A
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Wileox (2005) #5573 Hr T £ E FE b sk i bric i #
F871 (venitives, @l come here) & 2 3R AR 10 5 H 15 75 fb it
P R HAB R T H Sk Bkl kbl 72, JF i
WA A A R P 9 3 2 AL o 0 53¢ 28 T Tk A A 7 e e
$2 X TR LA T T T (W A Sl T3
AL A [ 7 TR A, JE MR A TR L B A, X
— IR 5 PR E SR RBUHE

(=) FiEE A IZE2

ZEE R PR TR E MU IR T Tz gl e 45 T
AR iR OB, LA RTF s shi oy R TR
TRz XEAHEEWFRERCER, —MERTFE
HIE S AR AR, A4S T 508 3l R R DS R EE R
18 SRR (I RIB Bl ) N e Bk IR 15 B
A (L IOE ) &, I —Fhiz s 7 APk i A,
FARIR SN JE3h k3l DS SFEEE s, T X R iE
By HOR RN N RO, AR IC (AN E AR B
Sk GEATIRAE ) | Ko i) 2 AL (Al mg | BE ) ) | Bk A )
&) o TIHGE IS WA R IR R R AL IE L S, AR B4
ARNC X — R ALY . R T RSB S
AR IR R AR X — AR ATE S T 1R A58 A (modali-
ty) FE A K

= FEESIEASE

A (modality ) & AT F i — A~ H E (9B L GG,
Lyons(1977) 2 THAIES PN EER R, — 2 Wbk
(subjectivity ) , ¥& Ukih A A] BT 22 i 1) i B g o 1 R0 T 4
BN S B LR A B TR AL IR AE (necessity ) Hl AT BEHE
(possibility) , ( Lyons, 1977 ), Palmer ( 1990 ) K 15 1% 25 3h
T4 T =28 RS 2 (epistemicmodality ) , 4 : may , must,
will ; i Y15 % ( Deontic modality ) , may, can, must, shall; Zf
711575 ( Dynamic modality) , 4l : can, will, 1458 (2005 )
I 1 A BN DUBAS A ZIR AT T IH2E RIS (. vf
BE NI —E ) ,JH USSR 43 i A2 (AN /TR
W) B ZE (I ] ABAR) |, 3 31 A iR 43 S AR 1)
B Re B Btk S 28 (AN L BE A

Wilcox (1995) 7E3#: 47 28 H F151% 25 gl 73 i AL ih e i
B R E BRI =2 5B R R ARG (root
modality ) , %1 : [ must, need, have to, should, ought, can], %
IR RIS A (epistemicmodality ) , 41 [ may, maybe, per-
haps, possible, feel, seem, obvious ] ; s AE SC R FE 98 [ T
WA GIE S A B (must, should ) ANAEFHZEHIR S FiEA4)
B, 4+ YOU MUST TIRED YOU, R FIESHFIEE M
225 TR BTG A5 T O AR AR i, 85 R 4%
SCnJEsh Sksh MR O3 kRXFIRES, B =2KE

A T | 3 2E (intention, prediction, and volition) , 41l ;

[will, shall, should]%%, Wilcox 18 T Lh_E =2RAEE 3NN
SRR TR R K s A

BATARE AR (2005 ) 25 H Ay 25 AN 1E A shinl a2
{46 . fE BERE T LA 23 RTRE A5 (de) (BT B R W R
N B N AN VA A I 3 (K G N L I S R a5
(d&i) 205 X A IEAT T iR 36 P8 A, 0 4R 4 HL A
BRI RBAATH L LSS T3, 88T 7 M4
AshiAFEE (R8T —AF 5 B AR & M —4F
WA A SRR B VR R — F R AR R L[ fE L RBES
ML ATRE | [ [l —& ] (8] [ BEHE R
IS INIE N ANA LN VIS~ SN KN TSN O - S N 1
5], HAAEENRE BT i HFBRRAES, FEE L
T 3 FAH RS B H AT VE F B A E X — B TR0

BATARYE Palmer( 1990) 47 HH (2005 ) , Wilcox (1995)
Sy RSB E A SR DOEAE S A | 35 T S A sh i i
TR AT EBEATIENE SRS, BPEEAN
FBEBEAIA G I8 S ShR (W, [ —E S,
[T B W% Y N ] [ EAR ), MU 2 sl (.
[ATLL AT RE] ([ 3845 Ak Bk A8 ], s i & s (4n .
(BB REME ] [HC]), B M BN &I (. [&],
[H]) EERESE . [ R HEARE]D .

M FiEESREEL

BRSSPI b — A BT Ak TR A A B
FRA, — AN EE KRG E AR FIE AR e TR,
[R Ay ) JE0) i v B SR, R AR T, 1
Bre= DiEFIESE T T B T B R O R O
Pl — A EE SN R A R, B — Bk D R AT A )
A JLMERIE RO E R, —MBER R, IHERFHA
SERIEAR IHIESRIEAE . Fi— 1 TR 0 LI BE Ry 2 4
P, B2 SCFIE s, AR ME DA B A RE A TR 0 58 18
BALRIIG, B, FiH IR AR 5T R 2 AL 7 1 AT
Wit MR N H AR TIEMER R ER S 2 E AT, T
A MFIERESSAFEE RIS, BB E AT K
2 B IARNC A 518 FR A L, T i s LA
T T S SR B T A R AR KL,

(—)#E UK A egiE ki

1 [ — 50 BBk

X MBS - F S ZFRME N HF R
RO JRUE B O L, E TR, KA s
FF TG R C Y, BUETEMTFEO, B HR LEFiE
R F AR EE, AL BOZFHREF (L% | X 4F
PRIBERZ —[E] (0. [ ERR e ] Hh [ ] ks
X,

T2 )3 3 o PR K — TR AL DA S Bl i) k8 Ay
TEASR [ —2 ], FHGENCLRE ] & A
PE BRI PETE SO, — R U, U 25 4T R T gl 2 o
A5 TR AN BRI R P WO T B E A e
TR E ]S S E] 2 ] R —
BURTRARIZI ], Ao s 7 B0 B4 R TR X, T
[AR— BB ] A B T % T00I0 %) 5k i 14 3 S, 4
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RIS [ ] R SRR — B AT A TR AL BRI [k
A —5E E PR — AT [ —%E | A 53
F1 SR oA R R T L S A O BT 342 ) R T
FlokRFn, MEFRRREIVES 3T T3 T Lod i T3
VER Sz 8, ISR | BRIR , 1 S fy < 52 " i i 7 1 X
KRk, TRzl Tr SO RN LA R R A R
Fr S S [ 6200 — s ] L IR AT (E g Ak 1 7 2 R i)
AVAARCIE A B, i LIRS A 18 205 T35 A
B X T TR iE S A T AT SR —
SR R, — ok Ud, A iR = R AR &, — i
PR — A S B, 10T R AR R KPP SR A
5, P =R E— T (L SR R
T LB B J5 1 TR, KRR (L3l 8
2y W3l 3 AR F AR R IR E S, PR S AR T
PEAFE R N 2 ITE— D FHENC . 5380 TR R —E .
WA ] IXPAME S BIAZ D T P AT AL AR, X 2T
IEAL AR IR 2 B

2. [{a45 T HitiEAL

XA TFEANE N T AR 0@, BT
RPN Sl T 50 BT Rl XA THa Bk I
s TABA R [ Ok ], TR 7E 05 R A0 4% o IR h 2 AT A
Tl FHIE 3 AR [ Ak ] [ AR AR ] X P
FARRE, W E TR TR 00 LSRR i &,
R BRI AR AR, T35 R AR S 0 e 2 /NS et A0 A6 1
AR RE, [R] s 5 T A2 1 (NASE /47 )8 BRI s/
RWESE) 5 TAR iR 2 — [ 2 B 1 IR B, (ELAS
EERRE, TR SOES RN % L E 2 TAH AR
LA E BRI R R A LR B O R AR AR
i AR AR — AR TN AR, T AT LU T 888 S i e
TERARE KRR ARV 73 2 1554

T [ s ] B AR RIS E Mg & L[ e ],
TEV A2 TR, AT A B AN N I AT 1 18 X
PR REA —B, ol U i B R JZIE AR A R, A T
BRI — AT HARA O 8, 808 R B h A
ATLAX Y AR A, [ ] XA TR 4 i g — 22
PR i A5 s [EAS ], R 3oz sh o7 Ok R, F
EP A A% HHE I — e % TR A RN — A TE
W[ ER ], LA (A ] XS TTEE AL A%/ i fEL e i p

SE Lk

B/ EAR ] RE AR A 22 3, B SCR iy, 3 TSR TEm T
FoLo ] LRSS F R AR 1 R AR SRR AR AR, T AR
o BRI BE /N BT 5 ThT VA0 SR 155 S 1 A0 Ak 0 i IR 2
(ERAR A S B A ] T3z sh 77 kAo . EF5
TR 20 BN RREh 1 0, B R AR A8, 52 A AR
FLVNS

MKLOE ) B[RS ] A2 B s R, [ e ]
e A AR R AT B AR e R
BN Jel i < A7 SRR AT B ST R R L [ H R ] AL (AT ] AR
A AT X — A, O (RO S R B A (A
SRR PRI AT AT RO, (AR TE R R (A ] R
M R rp A A TSGR A BLR, [ E ] 593 S K%,
(B ] T 2 AR A s M (LA, (ER [ A ] U [ fE
i ] X — B

() sir A A A A h B 6B Ek

ZFHIE— R FH (pointing sign) , FHHME N . &
FEIRIEA 1 22 WORHNALE , H [ 515 XA T3
SRR Sk N, EL 48 75 R BH o7 B PR A5 5 Sk 0 {8 ] ek 2
1o MR T B , AT A % Ty B e U2
S ] NS L hin] [ 8 ) B S shiE [ e A
B AT A A R R — A B B e B
AT BT R B AR [ TR A A
B AR R G 2l A B B X — s, TR
st AR B PR TS . [ 5 T
P T T EARIR RUR B L B, I PR — BEF ], PRA A st
(] A AT A s R A e 1] R R ) s i 8 2 15 (- 3
J&) o BB RN [0 A (RO ] Z )5 H AR
— IR R A T A AR A 12 0, LT AR
R T AL AL F SRAR AR

Zi b AT S A, TR S shiaiE kg i 2
FRC VG (Bhia) 241 §6 A6 il ik g (128 3hia) | JFfF
BT O SRR, 80, Tl ik A A ik P R
/A B T3z 3l )7 X RS S i ode R, DA R
TSR RN 20 T P& TRt Ae O A 5]
TAHFEEF WL, Tk b s /5 i 5 s s
W), JE R IFAF I PR AR D0 R B S S0 T34 2 2l i)
TR T B T T A B R R ek R A A LR BEA T
gt
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