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Abstract

Modern Chinese “suanshi” has undergone modal evolution, and the syntactic nature of “suanshi”
has also undergone corresponding changes. Following the principle of compatibility of form and
semantics, “suanshi” gradually advances from “judgment and speculative meaning” to “subjective
evaluation meaning”. The modal development of “suanshi” needs to meet the changes of syntactic
negative form from growing out of nothing, semantic event narrative from reality to non-reality.
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1. 5|18

BURDGE R “S0E” AMATRRE, —, ST lEOE GRS S I R R A iR 4, R
RO+ R MEE, BEARE G AR A, TR EREMEGE TRAEEET (1. =,
BEE AT R RS, 502 RN, BIENRA, 27 MENER K CNEEA L) RE
Kithgs, FERFRIEOLN, 27 BIE AR TIHRE. CHRET PRIER R FERE B
AT A, AR DD RE A SRS . A

(1) AGBFPAARAE “DFHAHRR” FHH 2 E Ak,

( KAREARY 1999)
Q) R —AWIZRE, AT, 2TFTE2GERXRRIFNE, LREPMEAN 1200 27T, F2 2000 TAK T
T, Rt BT A4 e dedt.
( KARHARY 1982)
(B)a: “FMLE? REHL? REHKE, KA SRZHR, LR A4ME, INE KIS T HRAH RIFL4,
AR EAE AT, 7
b “UREFITRG B, wRRAARL T AKXEEMBIZRMFTeE, RAERKDRGE L, ”
(R4 CRZ—4 XAT47Y )
@) “RIFLET? AEH 7 CM-Fo . B2 7 ok ER, H R, YERNFTRIARFENT
(KRN )
(5) FHEME) (k) 2 2011 FidRA M — KRBT .
()
(6) 37 Susan EAf448da, HZ Mike A& !
()

FHJLBlR <SR ARER M, Sihr EAERRREEYRE EA 2R XA (D1 “B AshE” 1
PRAER TR FERETRIROEHA A BOANESRT,  “5R” ERME LN
LK R, “WFEINRARE” #iE “E AapfE” pBAARUIRES, M ERAR RIS b i S5 A oA
NFERREAE, B T8 (i B “ T B0 g ™ 2 BAR AT HiR a1, B TARHEE . (2)81 5158 “2000
AR ZMBPERY R, KOG (4 (5)s (6)FIB MMM E K, SR, SN .
i EREIRERATEIL, N(D~O)FIH, RITAN SGEOREH] & HAREOBORM R . XA 7 L EA
25 BT RS LA L], AR LA R T R

2. MHERIFIETE) =W IFHR

Palmer I\ 1E AT L ARIRTE S LSS S, FERRIES T  AUEE RIS, 8 55
AT RL . A& REMIEN2].
FIWTTE X HEDAEPE AR AV, T8 RIS 2 PP 4 R B EART S s 3
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ML, 3Ly, BE. THEEE, R SCGRIEHXT M, W78 T RS S ME SUEE . AR S HIE X
AL Z IR FGE R, HIRE A R B — N AR 8 5

2.1. SRR

PHE LY F R D RB. Russel)fit:  “BMEF A E DB [3]. HRES NATEAZ
AP, T ECE AR B — A AR A bR

filan: BaA R RAEBA A, SAETFLEIEARRRE, 2580 e — e 25 BRI E T
RPTUM AT E I, BRI ER Qe H ARG R, &R @ AER A RS B, A2 m ) AR 2R
BB AR Haa . B T B FE ] BeE A BRI DLAL, AT I F B P o M i 5 2 5
TR, ZEARENQ021) I« S TRATI 038 23 (R A ]2 R R A R, FMmE R AN R E
P — R EA IR SR [+ VR AR TUE SURFIE” [4]. BIFARELE 5 RIE iR K2 HM A7
1\ 1835, B REER, bR FR Rk — A LA A% 0 B R (Halliday, 1994). £EIXFE 1) FE i
SRSV e A P B B 9 A St (Davidson, 1971). SEE E AR B9/ AL S B SR G AL E
WA BESEMEIHZESR . AREBMEDRELR A EARR, BRI R, R ) b A
AFIbRHE, HARXS T HYR VA e MR R, iR T BRI 5 I R R IE . S — TR,
WITEIZ BB A — BN, 183 Bt SR E A E . 25 b, 5 EBA% O 3R A S i 3= 44
MY, FYar R < S DR 1 o

2.2. EIZEE - ITFNEEM
CRLET ORI YN R AR, BT RS R DA O R IR RO TR BT
PP

(7) Bhet A BRIV FME R AL, AL BHFF—TAEA@IRGEF, EARBETALTFLELE, it
FLIEEMNE, EREFNFEER.
(st (ABRALY )

“OWITE X7 R SRR, RN 4 MR, SRR B L A R
FAREMAOHING, 5SRO “ERK” L. BRBHMCSRORT 0B, BEKHEER, %
NN SCEAR, UL SR i R A | B A, SRR IR R SR [k
PR FER S, 7EHcH IR SR a1 FR

0 0.5 1

Figure 1. The semantic truth range of “suanshi”

E1 “ER2” riEXEERXIE

8) “EFRMNTAE KT, 7 P, EAEEFRA IR 2 — A&, 7
(A - P (A IE) )
TR “SE2" AILAGEARE — R0, i SON B PER TR SRS T I A Bk T 0 ot R
PR U, ARBR A ARE, R RER, XA MK SAT W SRR
R RERARARIERGY, M U E B, ARRE R, BB GRERUD . U0 R
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BN 5 ARASIMAT TR R I dr e SR A R EUE = 1 e AL, BAREmE
HEARE A “ 3107 A B, (EAT DURT SUBRERER B, BT S ASORS] i il 32 4B ST VIO, 1P [X
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Figure 2. The semantic truth range of “suanshi”

B2 “EE” WiEXEERXIE

9) Hitfbadtek % RER K H DB REEHERE, IHAHELZ 7 g RA.
(R - B CEHY )

“C RN RIRIE LY, SR IR L, AR . RO i AU I A RO PR B
e, Bl “HERET ASFRBUE T AR R ECSE R S, TR T T AR PEOY , IX BEATEOE
BN EAEIZIRAL B _E TS I VS

(10) £=24E: “KRERZK TR, KX—%F, AfRO40ET. 7

CGRIRK (EHTEY )
(1) BEEFRTAMTHELH: “ROBLEAZBERT! 7

ELFR R )

(10)s (1P “SHo” i L O 5e e FONPFI 3, 80 B AEARBLSEFT 8 B #RI T
“HERT CREEFOUTIMES. “ER7 HR T EHNEEREE, R 7 amiErE .

M, R MBI R+ R RNCAONENE SRR, S A W A
TP HAL, 15 AR AR S BR b o 1% A AR 1L A R IR 3 SR IR P L g e e, 2 A1 AL
FEIREAE LRI (S EES > MiRES.

3. Rl

R AR R TE A O TS A R I R 1B D BB AL, TESE (1994 FR H : —ME R A BLE
B AIEA LR, BB AOE(5]. IO R L 527 rE S EAsd AE an E ros -

R, Hi, AR,

AR E —— HIE T —— S EA

3.1. SR aERY

ExIe gt 7 R AR TR XER,  CERT A SRR E A
WS R ARG, — AE EPERE “(S) + B + RIB(EIEDA)”
RIERE “BHE 5 + FfPam@a)” 2Ll w2 AT SCEAS A EREN S = TR TR AA A
WZ0EhiE, SR 2D RiEIE ORI ARE Y, REIR B Y. = RO IITRETE
AMNHEEE, “Ho2 7 2EEANshiafEsE, ek “AR27 , KRR “F2 7 ok
LT HERA. flim:
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(12) R EM S0 “REMZ” , 1B 1.6 74, | AT 1 7 54, AREHERL, -5 EHRE... ..
FRHXLIR i
( KAK BIRY 2003)
(13) #eZ2_+HeRT, TRIMAEHLPYE? M LB T ik 91354,
R CPBREHARIZEIN)

B (2)FEI(13)H “HoaRA G LA “ R EUESE” MM SE A AR REG
“AERMEEE” , H “ER MENXSE, “B7 ERXBEINE, H A7 kEE.
(14) 4= 1993 Aty sk BF7 , 3| T B AL 300 R F. BJE LfBHIERE, BHHEITHRIMR
MF B, HERL200%5 70, BFR E, R E TRT.
( €ABZERIRY 1994)
(15) BAZHR, AL RLIARTAMIT, FL <27 EXT.
(EBRE (BHERRGZFTADNEED )

Bl(14)s (AS)EBA SRR, WG TR M B ER” AL M HEAES, AT, “Fe”
FEIX B RRI VR OB 1 o, RIS U A PP AL BRI

3.2. RSHIENFENS

HeRse

TR BBl REE, FRATRT UK I “ 5027 MRS I R T /N ) B A o i G ) B S
YRR VIR R, T8 LCFEAAA R AERE I X o SR HAR(2020) N Jy: FAT RUSEPE D)2 5 18] K 2 802 REWS
i/ NA) B BIA] BT R A RN S /R — R 2H A A2 1 #4) 3 (complementation constructions) [6]. MAL
SEPERI A FERT , AR TUAE SCRE SO il A s I 3 A T Bl 1 (AN [F) 2 AL R AU M 1)) SR B e
TG/ N FUE GO, B 2 LIRSS, B 2 B RASL 1B ), B & SR E K EEREHE
W)o SR Q021N B A RRSEEIA R 7] Bl

(16) BN BWE 25154 RA R4, —A T—pk! XEFHEREEARKT!
(1)
(17) RILT AHFR! RANA S24R! Mz, KRARERE K
FADER (KT )

BATATUAG B, Bl(16)d “ER” BIRaE X3 FRA Rk BRI, ZkidiE, K
ESEYEVE L CHIBHEI () BT DERWAN, FIBEE H EWEECUY R, CERT X B
AR BN R SRE R, IERES . BIA7) S < AR B R el AR A, %
R A T AT . A E AR RIS, R e PR L, DRI R A
EAMERS Y, HEEENRH,

4. B4k

CEOET EREAST R AFERE SR, I CERE | BRI - 52, ) - B2 5 (S
AR BEAR, RO AAE SCH@EMFE, - <5027 A “FIWTHEN L7 ) “ FRIPO L7 1825 HE
e AR B SOR R BB R AL LR RN, S EF RS AL SE B RIS AR
.
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