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A Contrastive Study of the Definitions of
the Modality Systems of English and Japanese

Ken-ichi KADOOKA *

The main purpose of this paper is to contrast the definitions of the modality systems of Eng-
lish and Japanese. Since the definitions and the subclassifications of modality are different from
one researcher to another, the descriptions depend on the framework. In this paper, the Systemic
Functional framework is adopted as the main one that the modality system does is to construe
the region of uncertainty that lies between ‘yes’ and ‘no.’

Another way of the definition is from Lyons (1977 : 452) : the purpose of the use of the mo-
dality expressions is to express, parenthetically, speaker’s opinion or attitude towards the propo-
sition that the sentence expresses or the situation that the proposition describes.
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PORFEL Th b UTOMERTIE, SO TG %E () THE->TRT,
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ZIZT, HERFBLEFEICBITLES) TAMEOFEIIOVTERLTEE 20w, UTFIFERD
MR IR TH 555, THIC2DWTEIRM (2002:1) Tk [72& 21X, EFEOBIFRIZB W T
must, may, can 72 EDVyH W L FEREE (modal auxiliary) OFETEERZ TS Y 71 EHET LN
— N TH D] E VI IREND D, NI TOEZE CHRIET 5 & 2 A TH LS, EREE L%
:%7UT4Wﬁ WENTHLEFTZ L), EIANVHAEAFEES ) 7 1 OWFICBTIZIE)E

OFFEN D, HIW— 55— F -5l & V) X O ICERHEINE Y 7 C TS A BT ES T
%670%ﬂiaﬁ&%7U74%ﬁ®ma%L#%= IZHARTENIHEMETH S Z EIZER/DD
Bo 72l ZAE [HITNERS V] 2RSS 2 & [N (BEOBEE [Z2\v] O#HE)
X BED+4s @ [425] ORBE) + 2w (B8 FtclﬂJ)J L) k), MEErS &
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T, HARFEE (R nER s CHRBEIZFARIND L) ICHEMICD BHRNICOEMETH
bo THIFET, HARFEIIBWTIDL ) RES) 7 1 RINHI: L B IC 2N NEE - BB
- AR - TERBE & VO EHIEO S B i A A EDETHED Lo TWwd L) OB FELRIER
ThbH)e INLHEHAEOD ZmalZMA T, THE, 139, &) 4@ [, 28] Lv)
B ssimbo T, 3 IHEMAMEII A2 (AR (2014)) =TI, 46 (1991, 2007),
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TR NI EhER 23 gk ﬂ%f% D, BEOHERZRK) T VEV) HAF—2FITHN
Z)THh5bo

ifiHM@ymdemMm<mm>&ET&%%%%%%ﬁ&tbﬁé%i%%biﬁéo
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Halliday and Matthiessen (2014 :176) (3R\WOTHEMET 5),
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WIEEDH L DO TEENLETH S, LM LEDFLEEEE, SEIMFOEKRICESFENTY
DN —RKEEETH D, FIZ, SHEOBERIIHIHEMWMH L EMLL TV LI LIERLLbAL
bV, TITIE, BWEEUEIIBWTESY ) 74 2EFKT L7010, FTREGHMEL VIS
FBHLTCVWAZENFBEETHS ). SNIZL-T, EFU T4 [HET 2, HTETLL
WV, ZOMICAET A L W) ERDV LR EINLIDOTH S,

FOEFHE L TWDHDIE, JEICTIE Halliday and Matthiessen (2014 :691) Td 5, 7 U < fEHR
(2016 : 143) TH#HIT 5,

EFV) T4 EEEEBEOMICHEET 2 EROMEE, ThbbEEEGTEDRILERM O
Wi, ZRTLDTH 5,

What the modality system does is to construe the region of uncertainty that lies between ‘yes’ and

(2)

3 b}

no-.

ZZTEY [BE®mE (polarity) ORI ] &) Dhs, ROBELES LVWEXRTHS ).
COL)BERIIE ST, [FHEOGWEE] L) X9 2 EBIN R IEESHR SN D, MEILIT
[FEEOLIIRERE | EERTAPRMEEICL > T, TL20OWERBMICULESNLTREMLD H
%o MBI i\ C W B G EE K& CBAT WD, 9\ ) BIRT [HE Rk b s, &
FEIZLDMECDBE ] LW ) ERIIEBNTH Y, HERWIENLTWLEEZ NS,
Wi, FBO X HEEEERE Y ) 7 1 12DV THERESCEOFHL A THREIZ S0 ) vk
TH/R EN T 5 Halliday and Matthiessen (2014 : 691) DIX 10-6 Z7/R¥ o

(3)

MODALIZATION
‘indicative’ type

MODULATION
‘imperative’ type

ositive
[probability] [usuality] 2 [obligation] [inclination
it is do!
certainly it must be always required must do determined
probably it will be usually | supposed will do keen
possibiy itmay be sometimes | allowed may. do willing
itisn’t don’t!

negative

Relation of modality to polarity and mood (Halliday and Matthiessen 2014 : 691, Fig.10-6)
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DEVZ R ENT VD, COE—F T4 XA ary - ETalbAarbw) JiEZ0don

WRESLERA Ch Do INOHIMMERHICEIZBIT 2 [EHE, Gkl Lv) S0z & I3IZEMT
d 575, HEEESCHAFACTH S L) AT 2720 HFF SIS Lzohd Ltk v,
E=FTA XA T a OIS GERMWE), A2 GEREME) L) THHEEZRL T, £
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NEN=ZDFTODOFEEIFICL o T, HEMEL V) EEGVOREEZIERTRLTWS, EASTIZ
BHIZONT, HEDERAGWVDIE S LIRS TWE, £ L CHNIEEDEREHZ, MU X
IZEDPSTABEEOEREGVDITE L L HICERTWDE, HOEIICIZEEDOS WD E, TH
WIEBREDOE VY ) ESELN TS, TNOMEEIE, EFREES ) T4 TiER\v, TOHRH
HWASES ) T4 TH 5D,

HHOET2LV A2 3y BAKOBRTSH 5, MNITEREEZHWCHABTH L2, E7aL
42 arEv)DREHIZEZIIHHFLTH L0006, INEENEFHTEWHRZ /LI LREETH
5o MomMl, (FHME & GEmMME) &wv) FTREEREICZEREh, BER T ZIEEFAHLY
—FENEDIRSN T WD, HOLEMIE TLaSW] IS T 2643 T TLTEdas%\w]
EVHEIERSTH D, FHEIAET 2ES ) T 1 O, FEEOFGCHEMD EDORETR V)
EVI)FEEVNT ETIZERLEN TS,

DX HIERICHRBICBRENEET Y ) 74 BRI, B eV IR I 2 EHDIEET
Hbo FHORHEDMEICL TRENTVEEHICEDNS, FTRESVTARE—FTAE
A2avEETalbATavIiligl, EHEENENEZOTOICTUNXGL TS, FEHITD
Nz, BRI OTOOTMNESZHELZOTRZWP LML b5, 0 E$7s, 3#
R TR R OEDEF ARG E LTES ) T4 KB Lo Twd, £\ ) faEiiEs S -
T, ZOXIICHMLI NS TEETIZZ VA& W) OAHERORMTH 5, REIICBWTH

BEGHTHH, HABESY ) 71 RBOMBENEHMES L, EELHET2ERELIEIETH
HEBb b, (6o THAEESY ) 7 4 ZHERESCEMIZNT T 512 BV TE, BIRIIZHERE % 53 HT
TAHAEL R > T, HRBEMEORREMANCTELLENH ) ) Thb, fall] (FFE, 2016)
XZEDE) GHABES) T ABROGHHNZ R LIZHAATH 5o

TR, WEECHEUN OB AIZ L L ES ) 7 1 EFEE H T <, Lyons (1977:452) 1%
frankly, fortunately, possibly, wisely &\ & 9 ZERIFIOHICOWT, RO L HITHBTW5E (i
F o

(4) TNLEIFNIAERT 2mERLHEIBTV LRI OWT, 5 LFSHEMICER
REEZEALTNLEOTH S,
They are used by the speaker in order to express, parenthetically, his opinion or attitude towards

the proposition that the sentence expresses or the situation that the proposition describes.

EHFIE EBO L) 2ERFAICOVWTORHETH L, EF) 74 @RI 4TI LERTH
Bo THIZHT o THEITFENFILTIE, [FENIZH, HIERLE2o72] L) LHIT [Fwn
2] LW EIFEDFEEDHR AR L T do EETREIIND, EHES) 74 FRICBV TR
LbEMINDENEEIFFNOVTOER LV LIEHH T2 CERIFIICKETOR TV S L) il
THbo Lyons (1977) ZTEBARDKILT, REEPES ) T AIITHTHEN TS, AFIFEAE
KA % TCIC L72RRil A% W7o, BRIE S ) 74 1B LTI > 7REO TR (CREE % 3k
DN FTHHEEFLLGHLE TV, RIS, BiMES) 74 ICHT23HZRELCA LD (H
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£, 793),

(5)  REEGR I IHRROARE EARFICB D 5 — T, Bk oqE (B> EE» 1inb
59) HHHLE SNTV LR ORMWELEEZ ) bDTH 5,
While epistemology is concerned with the nature and source of knowledge, epistemic logic deals
with the logical structure of statements which assert or imply that a particular proposition, or set

of propositions, is known or believed.

W2ZHF) T FICREE L, BT L) aEROMETERZTTOoND, [FY
BT 2 EORZ T %, TOLIITERLTNDELEFWIRZ 52 LA TE L) D

CAUSH LT Palmer (1990:2) &, TEF U F 4 13RO L 5 ICHBUIRE SN 2 EERE
BETIEZR] EW) 2055, [EOERPEEICEDLLIODTH S| LELERE LERL 2
Bz Twhv, 2 4) CBIFLZIA4 4 v X082 —HIy MLk kBT, SHEYF
EFRE L THMESEZROTWS, INZTTIHERE DIFNAWERE LSV TH LD, i
BEBLCHBEEY ) TARRLFEHDIILEL) EBOTVL, AEHETIE, €S T 1 2ERT
LD LGHICL s THRREEWHL2IZLTWI D L WIEALHZ 5. % LT Palmer (1990 :
18) 1 Twaddell (1960) ZGIH L T, WD X HEIZ L o THEFEOEIIBF Z5H LT b,

(6)
Tl TREME, REJD, BRV | M Tk, HlE
kTR, B2 L will can must
BRI shall may need
HEHHEE dare ought

FPRELFMIE, Z2IBTONTOLENNAOOYEF TEEDES ) 7 1 SHAUEO 5N T
WBHW)HTHD, LhdInoEhEiE IR, 2 —ETuiL b, Z0RIZEE 3)
OWFECEIC L ZRIR L D b, HEDSHEDOF EHDITE V) X I ICTRKITITH 575, FEF I
THoHEV) BIFHEBEL T D, MOXFEFHEEOTBIARL, HMOXSTIEES ) T 4 O (iR
LEZTREZ)ITHD, WTHICLTHORFEOES ) TAHREVI DL, TOLHICEENT:
EWEEE PLE L COMAALTONT WL EF X 5,

Fiko &9 78— < =123\ #E 2 Ji75, Huddleston (2002:173) DEFETH Do IR & 3
R E BT S,

(7) EFNTA4LRELLT, BICBWTEY SN2 HBOEREERLERILIZ OV TOFEED
REREIZBI D 56
Modality is centrally concerned with the speaker’s attitude towards the factuality or actualisation

of the situation expressed by the rest of the clause.
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SRR =~ =L D L FEEHN L L, 20 45 MR BTN T W2 L) il A
H59)o [HEOFEM] L) D, HEEGET % HHMESE LT, HLHENETH D
DB TH LNV TEHEEIHM 2R T L ERBRAVH Ao £\ BRTIE, [HEE] X
Db [l LE)ADVLVEBEENIHETCHA ) LELES ) T4 @%%t LCix, 5%
DRERE] L) FEIN R EELZEHATL2OTHT L EBMICRoTLE ),

WEEIZBIT A ES ) 7 113 will, can, may, must, shall, would, might, should & \»9 X 9 7By %
HEERE L, TAOPEESED L) ZEREETPLE V) FIRITKON LTI VPRE VLD ICH
b, Zh 5 WBIAAETERT, SNES ) 71 LRROES Y 714 L) ZHFIZE > T
REBGHHAVBEDHONT VL LT R L) TNUHT, H21X perhaps, probably & 29 L9 7k
FIFDRIZENDLHFEL W) ORBO TREWE ) IZEbNE (B2 1F Sawada (2006)) o

I, EFEOES Y T A RRICBIT S T AHEEO B X 5DV THRITHIZE & LBk
¥ %o B (2006:5-6) (%, Palmer (1990, 2001) 7% & T [E#EM LS| L LT, kDL %
MZEFERL TV 5,

(8) SHERY

TS T4
AU
RN

<i::::::§H%%

VALY

BELTE, BV TA2RELIGTHIE, FLTCFOTNMNEKETH LamEN L FRNES Y
TAEREFNENT 24 LC, AEICHOO/NXG 2T TV OIRERECEICB I 258 (3)
ERLTHL, HLEZORELMFEE, KRESERRDL, E—F T4 XA v a VITEEHRIES Y 7
AHRIETHEDEEZ END, WHRLETOETFT 2L A ¥ a V23— — 5 ORI (deon-
tic) EF ) TAPMHUT L L) THE, )T 5 EAMES) 714 LHEWES ) 7 1 1%, #HEE
LHETIRED L) LHEEDPH ST EEZONDLDTHA ) b GELE) EWvIDIE, -4
A¥A T3 iV, REITRS X512, W (2016), AR (2016b) TIEHAFEES Y T4 D
aATE LT, GEiWE) 2 -9 14 YA a o TERE L THAANTWS, F- 08T
FU T4 0E BEJIME) 123 <, Thd Teruya (2006) TIEET 2L A ¥ a VO FAH#EEE LCH
AANT VD, TIEHMEKR, Zh6 FR#ERERLoMnE KL T 9,

Palmer (2001:8) (2B} %RE:#%WE 5 1) 7 1 &, Halliday and Matthiessen (2014 :691) 12X %€
—FIAXA T a VOERIILDTOMH) TH5S,

(0) FHIE, WEHOWFEIIIOVTH b O &R T

.. speakers express their judgments about the factual status of the proposition. (Palmer 2001)
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(10) [1E#] 8 (G TH Y, BEIIEFECTERINL) ThiLL, () BEBEO VTR
7, 2FY [72BAL THhaH, () EEEEOW), 20 [H] THo.
If the clause is an ‘information’ clause (a proposition, congruently realized as indicative), this

means either (i) ‘either yes or no’, i.e. ‘maybe’; or (ii) ‘both yes and no’, i.e. ‘sometimes’ ;

(9) IOV TIHEBMOFEMIAETDH S ) A, BEGEHFFOEVEHLTHS (10) TEVIRZD
VETHH )0 T3 [HR] Lvyodflestitasncnzrbnd &, [P F2E%E] <
Hbo PENIIANOFTHEEE L V) DD, SECTOREBLETEMT 200, WREHOLHEL
AAET B D &) BUEHSHAE S LW TH b, 7 L Ot ch g, ERM 22
X GEFM) OWTRAPICHENDL, KEITIZES ) T4 PSOWEBOTVLDT, FifEs %
S TWAIER - T 7213 5%E &0 ) SRR IO WTIRER (2016) 2B a2, (10) 12
BUFAHHATIE @GR LV ORBEEPGEPOZER—ThHb, LHrL GEEMNE 2BV T
FFEVAETZ2HEICERTHDT, BEEMENEELEEORNFT 2 FEREICABIT L L) F0n)
W7o TWEDTH A,

WRICHHYES ) T4 L ET 2 A2 aroxiny A THAS, LTI Palmer (2001:9) & Hal-
liday and Matthiessen (2014 :691) 25 DB[HTH %,

(11) ST 22308, BET 2 BIHER EAMENZRBERTH S0 22K LT, HEWES ) 7
1 &3, SRR O FAT D FRBRHIICHE L T b,
. . . the conditioning factors are external to the relevant individual . . . Thus deontic modality re-

lates to obligation or permission, emanating from an external source.

(12) T & %] i (REIILEIBW TR E =B L 2w, MEIEE L Caaik e E
DUF5) ThhE, () mALEEFTOND [~k oTHRELNE] 2, (i) B LT
EHEMITOND [~2HRLTWE] THhHLH, SRR DLE, WINDPORETHEET
HHDEMEDPTH S0
If the clause is an ‘goods-&-services’ clause (a proposal, which has no congruent form in the
grammar, but by default we can characterize it as imperative), it means either (i) ‘is wanted to’,
related to a command, or (ii) ‘wants to’, related to an offer ; in other words, some degree of ob-

ligation or of inclination.

INSERKT L L, BBWES ) TALE—FIA XA a Y OERICBITA LD S HGENRE
O KREVE ) ICEDbNL, DF WEEESCECEISHETA - ST 3 %E, E-FI91E¥1
3V -ETF2LAVaYEMNBEETVLEDNT, (12) DEIRERIZE->TLEIDOTH D, &
51, —BIICHENE S ) 7 4 THICRDNDL 2 ENL VW EEZ LN DI LA &) T
(FEE) LIV THLLIOTH S, T2 [BRLTWD, #kE51td (want to, is wanted
to) ] &\ KIS, EBIEIE must, should, may %2 &% W5~k AGESVHE LRV 2BH LD
EFe (12) PHERESUEE L COHEEZ BT AMOBHI L LTRBL WD L) 1clbh s, #
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IR LT (1) 1F [FRBECHT] L), — i aEETHEET2EB2HvTn2 0 THR
LRTWVWTHAI).

BWTHEINES ) 714 & (BEJT) DIELEZATH o Palmer (2001:10) TENBWES ) 74 %
KOEIIZEFLTVD, ROUDTHEIIIAT 5,

(13) DWEHES ) 74 LIZREND 723 BERICBEE L Twbe Tiud, BES 2 MEANICHKT %,
(%) REJJ & ALME A D B AR - FEIEE L D & b o LILFICHER SN RETH D, T
MEZ ) ) BBINICIEEIEE 2 RIT T8 (Lo LEROZ &, FEHRFTZ TEZ W)
REDLIZOTH b,

NEES ) 7 4 LREINTEM L T2 DIFEETHEBETEZ 205, HEHIRSEER L b HEMN T
TWARHTH D, (13) OFF, TRRNICHBEIEELZ RIZTERE] L) OPBEREZRBLTWw.
£H)Th5,

CINETHGE L C & 72 ReSCE oM AT, WIM) -4 I/ 84 arilbET2L
12 a YOTRHHERBICOIYAEFN TRV, L2 LZDRNIIOWTERL TWE50 L9 il
Wk 7A5% % o Halliday and Matthiessen (2014 : 696) 7> SHEERCTHIHT 5, JECITEMET 5,

(14) &9 —2OFEIZANRII R O 2 WHiEENDH 5. ZIUL she can keep the whole audience en-
thralled. (P IIEREE X BB S LT LD TE5) 0BT S ((BFE) ) Thio
CHEEY) T ABROREDTICH 5. EBEN BEREDIA) 1L canfean’t TEBH S
N, HKEIEERIE be able to, FEBINIBIZRZ it is possible (for ...) to TR IND,

SO L) IFEBNIRBINP LI ERE, HRNPEREPL VWIYZ T2 AT/ arbn)
XAZifo T B 2O LT, 252 B €5 7 4 ARICED AL A
DTEHS TOVBETHMZ S RRIHAAND ETNIE, E=F 51483 THAHH). F
%, Teruya (2006) (ZE—45 T4 A a2 (R ZMHAATVS, (B L, W
WETLENDDBDD V) L) RERICEN SN ERERECHA H . 2L, LB (13) 206
LHLNTH B,
3. BAEBZRICHEIZELU T 1R

COHITI, HEAFEES ) TAIXOWTERE Y #DD, TdZ2H [£F )T 1] L) LR
W HARGEREA TR <, IR lliuUR G —3 S13EERE ) o 7REOBREED S 5T
LEbEZONE), HARBLEEELNRE LM ESFEFN 2Tl Sawada (1995) %
EH (2006) #BIF5 2 EHNTEL D,

HAFEESY ) 74 OEFRIE, MIEHICL o THRZ D, FIITEH (2009:4) TiE, KD EH I
EFRINTWVD,

(15) (CEXF YT+ (SEEE) LiE, BELOEDLYIZBWVT, BFEHRICFHELFOIE,»S L
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PFE L HAFEIIBUT 2 €5 7 1 RO HNTIZE

SRFE—XOMNENEHAE—IIT LT, BLY, TNHIZOWTORFL
FOIE - ZENRDVHFERLEESTH S,

JHREL LT, ®FYTAICHIETAHERGELY [EREE] L LTWAIDIEBIZET A, 2 LTH
FEIZ [l & [EEREE] 2L TWEE0) HIZBWT, BULERESZLITHS ). K
WZEEH (2006:2) Tlt, RO L HIZBESEN TV 5D,

(16) EF )74 &%, T (Tabb, K- HE) ICELT, ZACEW®S (B LLIE
BTHD) LORLOTIIRL, EOLEIZHEON, HHWIE, HAERXLONEND
CEERLEY, ZOFEMIHTIHMRERLEELZRLVTL2ERGN LTI —Tdh
5o

i (15) ICHRD L, RRMRNTH L EVIHREZ TS, [FNDH L] v L) R
RELZ2BVE TR, ] &v ) &) il LA E Lo Tid v e vy Hl
REZTDH, [HAH]IEELTIC [HARE] Lhbé, WHHEOFEBPEA-TL %o

wiz, EiEfh (2002:2) 25FHLTHEL,

(17) XiF, BEWLFRNETH L [l L5 LFORERIIEOLHEE (MEICNT 5
WATRLEREE) Thdb [EF)T4] oY), V) TAmEL LA L) %
ECHBEfEEL SN Twh,

CTITIE (15) EEEL, wx [l & O (B8 BEl ~Za99 5 &) ML BT
LEHLTW5E, 2ZTEYH [WEME] L&, & (2007:3) R1CH (2009:3) THEz LT
HLIEREEZIETLOTH S, BBEELHWICKRLb0 L LT, £2H (2009:3) #5 [HA
AEO MR - AR | LELZMETIHLTB L,

(18)

i EF) T4

ZOIIE, (17) TLURMENTVL LI [EF) T4 0mEEBARAL ] —D2F ),
BREOKLE RS TES) 74 1& [JEENHEE] 2505, MIZSZIEEF) T4 20D
DI D HEIKIN L HFIETH 52— W) BRIEE L E L T b, e ) DITEMREIVE
FoTVBIRETH LD, ZOMEICOVTOEBEMHMZRTONES ) T4 THD L) R
B ILD, TOLHIHRTLE [E2FTrmdE LI, E2202E5) T4 EXAT 5
2] LV REIZEHTH 200 L) ICELNLE b MNEVAS, REIXZ LT ELARRICHEM TR
2\,

el (2012:4-5) &, T L ) ZREEEEZFEICHMALL TWwb, 2 ) inEE [P EOH
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W b [EZEMofEs] 2, £5) 74 % [HOES Y 571 O] & [HFEOES) 71 O
W CFENFNHE L TWADTH B, 22T, TUEBHEEICZ>TWE, INERRTHIL,
UTDEHhbTHA9,

(19)
BEEDET) T4

o€ 74— @

=4

(19) Tl&, WX KB THAZ, TONXFIZBWTIX, fENS S [ & TRz (12
ML BT OENTND, X T4 b ZHHICTXG SN TS, HBTOES ) 74 L) Dl
AL DL DI L CREEDEBNALDT, @z ) B LEIZH Do T2 L TR
& [BHEOES) T4 | PREABBIAEST 5 L) IRENTVWE, ~fEmE LT, 20k %
R R P DM LI X FC R 0SB |2 72 B A D5 0 T AU HARGEDSEI RIS TRBAEICHR % B
TV EWV)FEARBL T2 DEEZ N5,
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