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ABSTRACT

Chung, Taegoo and Jihyun Kim. (2024). The epistemic modality hierarchies of
negative auxiliary verbs and the role of the past tense formin L1 and L2 English.
Korean Journal of English Language and Linguistics 24, 788-810.

This study investigates the epistemic modality hierarchies of negative modal auxiliary
verbs and the role of the past tense form in L1 and L2 English. Negative epistemic modal
auxiliary verbs such as can’t or wouldn’t express certain degrees of certainty or doubt
of a situation described (Coates 1983, Huddleston and Pullum 2002, Larsen-Freeman
and Celce-Murcia 2016, Palmer 1990). This study presents the epistemic modality
hierarchies of six negative modal auxiliary verbs in L1-English speakers (n=28) and
Korean L2-English speakers (n=67), and explores the non-temporal role of the past tense
form of the modal verbs. Based on the data from the certainty judgement task, we have
got four major findings. The first finding is the epistemic modality hierarchy of negative
modal auxiliary verbs in L1-English, which differs from the one of the previous studies
(Larsen-Freeman and Celce-Murcia 2016). The second one is the epistemic modality
hierarchies of negative modal auxiliaries in two groups of Korean L2-English learners
(high, n=30, and intermediate, n=37) different at the proficiency level. The third finding
is that the past tense form of the modal auxiliaries significantly lowers the level of
certainty of the non-past form in L1-English. The final finding is that the Korean college
students have difficulty with the certainty degrees of won’t and wouldn 't and with the
certainty-lowering role of the past tense form. Based on these findings and the analysis
of the English textbooks of the secondary schools, this study makes some suggestions
for teaching the English modal auxiliary verbs.

KEYWORDS

negative modal auxiliary verbs, negative epistemic modality hierarchy, the past tense
forms of English modals, secondary school English textbooks, can’t, won't, couldn t,
wouldn’t, may not, might not
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1. A&

ik oW AEHS V)EstHA T Ade] Ao uigk JrtE st v, ‘eE v 2 =
ekl el 1 AAA Y] vt wvha sty dded I will rain todayw ¥@SFIL, 1R
Sy BG4S [ may rain today= F AT = 1 AEo] dojux] ¥FS UMeAe =y
B A /r won't rain today= TSI, ARTF Y OW [t may not rain today= T3 A o]t}
ole} zro] oW Aske] Aol ik Ao HIHE A G (epistemic modality) el 2}
3t (Huddleston and Pullum 2002, Lyons 1977). ojoll A <Ql12]AS E&sleE tEAC] HTFE=

2
;

AL ZF A (modal auxiliary verbs) o]t (Holmes 1988, Hyland and Milton 1997).

Aol Ady me vAddgol digh st gl AEE b TR P 2EAbe 93
Y 5 NS R E 2EAH, must, can) S Ao R Ge NS FHEE=
ZE5AHA, may, might)7} Yth. o8 FFY ZeAe 44 T HAEE Zka ol AA=

shpe]l FA9 Al (modality hierarchy)ES JA (A 2019, Larsen—Freeman and Celce—
Murcia 2016).

g ofol A ﬁﬁ\lE-"J gt AxE ndste oz 2eAe T o= FAAAIF] 9l
HAANA G L 3 Frs U= V)5S 3y 7V, It couldn't be true= It can't true®.th &

Ao ﬁJEa FAg. oldgd  HAAAGS]  HIAAA &% (non—temporal use)Sl
AA3} remoteness) 715 dAZEALY Frg EA F9 dUE, canlnot) vs. could(not)?}
HEo will(not) vs. would(not), ZL¥11 may(not) vs. might(not)d] A= Yephdt). ol&
FFALl A HAAAA Gl Galkeo] TAA SR o= Ao WEE VPHes A tidtd]
A Azl SAT AAA A Bile opA7kA] gl
BdEREAE NE7E e & Tlsol® ol gEdA wlg Fastt. FRESAE
TAAA m$ Fo3 VFES v ATV} wlS %L David won't attend the meeting
Ao David may not attend the meeting®. & Z AN, 252 Witxdo] Wojx Ay &7}
sto] Awkg AJEAgo] olls & Ak EI, FEAbd wE SRS AR 9otstA
S5t HW s 2FE =7 "dold Fojth, auu FEREANRE A2de]l dEAtel A
=

[e]
FAFE 9 F %Y (deontic modality) 3 914 %3 (epistemic modahtyH F

o
>,
1_,

o

ox 8 > o2 noh
B

ol
=
>

>

o

=
h

IO AEE ZEA et g2 aea o5 BAPS 1 FE ¢

1A &t} mustZ} Q1A G M =& 7Fe] SAEE RS T, 19 ”%3}‘4

Arol Aol FAE FHL must noto] oV can noteZ XHAFC. 1831 could=
=

gdo Aro ANEE FHIAW 1 HAE couldnt olF Ao FANEE

0>«

B2 N oo o ooh Yo B Lo
N
§2
v
o
o
fo i

=l
o FFEEAZE =Rl o] ARl Al olH ok A oy ATt A o] EJ—E]C}iﬂr
S < Fo] dojrlell mlaE] PFERFAFY] ARE HIETE FR SAU(Oh, 2007), EE
FFe ouE 25 AREske slem® delA thH(Back and Lee 2017).
o FFxTAY gFe Edivt He dAFAs S vlg etk gl AFES o]
2 ARE do¥l Amef Mlaste] FFFREARY AR HlESg sk

9] S
ALe]l HEo 2d1S Fu grh(ET 2012, Choi 2017, Filipovi¢ 2016, Hyland and Milton

ot my o Hl oot Jo oX
-
>
f

y AR R SR LAy .
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1997, McEnery and Kifle 2002, Oh 2007, Oh and Kang 2013). 7V¥, will, would, should® A%
Frleol] gk A= A glok. HZel FEjtek =74 3](2022)7F FojdoivlF Sl Fof
AREALS] B A EARe AAE AAIG vb dov B AGE 2EAE TBFEA &k,
ALY HAAA G A& A= AAA R AT FAdn AEA SR V)E Aol
T4 AL A4 AR, F FARY AHo gk dwo]l FHsith. u yolrt s
Al = HE 0}“71‘" ‘%Ea Ao AIE P F A digk A= Larsen—Freeman and
Faghd, ole AR Azl EASHA Fol HFo] Hasieh A2
g o] 8k Aol 7 Zﬂ%% FE sl st o] Al AAANAG Y T i 87
g g st}
oA BA A Y& usd Zoh AA, AT dide] BAY HEEEAE cant,
couldn't, won't, wouldn't, may not, might not°lth. &4, o5 Z&Akdl dlste] o] Yojul
3 =

O

S5 o @ % Aw BAE Foe] B FHREAY ANGY AAE =EdT
oluf zt B xEALe] QAo FEES FASfete] TAH o R A FL Ol Fd A= A
QA7 AN FE AR BRI FFA Qolinge] Fo@ A Anz A8E F 9
A, @=9 FolguAs gz IAE B S Be] AP 00“0%%494 L
A7l H5 AHE AT @A Gol sEAEe] P A dojvel A9
i L2 gol 2Bt g ovie] &5 deE ATdth A, go] dejudt @l
JoletAel AAFE AN 2B AANAG qFde 2D ol L1 ol BE
L2 Qololld FAAAGS] o] A FoF ARS AT A, B A7 At
ZAsIY L2 o] 2EALY] 8 e A A ST}

2.11 Gelsh L2 gole] A4 gAs A3 A7

2.1 Gol9 ANPY AAS ¥ FI=FA

(1) a. A Z&A} can not(can’t), could not(couldn’t), will not(won't), would not(wouldn’t),
may not, might not

b. &4 ZFA}: must, will, would, should, may, might, could

(Dol A Bzo] A3 389 ZeAeE A&she 25AE fl= B9-7F At must®t should=
1 589D must not3}k should noto]l A FGe] m|= 2olA] @Al can'te: AAFE v =
POl can: A FFoR FolA] FEh U2 o594 dojth

© 2024 KASELL All rights reserved 790



Taegoo Chung & Jihyun Kim The Epistemic Modality Hierarchies of Negative Auxiliary Verbs
and the Role of the Past Tense Form in L1 and L2 English

(2) a. Someone sent me flowers today. I think it must be Tom. (&)
b. *It must not be Tom. (&)

(3) a. Someone left flowers at the door. I think it should be Jane. (&)
b. *It should not be Jane. (&)

(4) a. The package can have arrived today; I ordered it a week ago. (7}&%3)
b. The package can't have arrived today; I only ordered it today. (&)

L can® AP BH FIOFSA)

gL ) 3 °
FA48L QA g FE g2 2d 5 3
(DS AAFY 2sAbeE 27 Ao F AEE 2Ea vk 7HE, can'te w5 2 X9
FAEE FTHsl, A may notd ARFOE ofF Fe Aro FALE xFHITH e
= )

(5) a. It can’t be her birthday today; I remember celebrating it just last month.

b. It may not rain today, but it’s good to carry an umbrella just in case.

Aol B0l can'tet may notE thE Ao FLEE et vEAUIAR (la)e] Ee 54
SlA Y A 47 v AR FAAEE et

2.2 FHEFAY FANAY 4@
ogoie] P4 NP 2EAE (6)3) 2ol FHHOE T gl Utk

(6) a. HIAAAAE: won't, can’t, may not
b. I} AAAE: wouldn’t, couldn’t, might not

(6b)9] AAAABE AAH 3 AAL SFHE Ak e B 1A

(7) a. Yesterday Joe seemed that he wouldn’t come to the meeting, but he did.
b. I think Mr. Smith wouldn’t be in his office now.
(8) a. Yesterday Bill said the rumor couldn’t be true. Now he knows that it is true.

b. The speaker I see couldn’t be my old friend, Ben, though he looks the same.

(7a)¢F (8a)Y EWolAN  wouldnt® couldn't& FAANZ AAIEY, (7hb)eF (8b)dAE=
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AAANE AAHA @Fe= FEY uE zZreth ol d 2EAF AAAAYY dAs &9
Z7A 4 (conditionals) o]y & B SoAE &3 A}%%D},

olgfgt HAANAF HIAAA 7]l el Quirk (1985, p. 232)2 UHE EE
8] 3 A (hypothetical or unreal)’® ¢wu]Z. Palmer(1990, p. 44)E ‘ZA A (tentativeness) TEE
B (unreality)™®] 9w E zZke=vtar 2k o] FA AAAAEF ] TEske s dAE
Fol o #@dAel gAY 1 b AS 9FE 715 S Huddleston®} Pullum(2002, p. 149)&
‘bt A3 (modal remoteness)’ =, Svalberg(2018)E ‘A7) (distance) E A3l H
A= HAAANAGY olHd FF A=Y o3} TS WA &Woldt A ol E
HAANAG Y dAS} 752 L2 FolshFAtolAl odws op7ldttar ¢eA Avk(Riddle 1986,
Skelac and Stani¢ 2014).

T o= AT 254 AAAAG ] i FeE HF

Mo

ol
=2

i
tio

HojFr),

e
N

(9) a.Itcan't be true.
b. It couldn’t be true.
(10) a. He won't be in the office now.
b. He wouldn’t be in the office now.
(11) a. His statement may not be true.
b. His statement might not be true.

S el BANAAMGe] wIAANAGRY FHape e FAEE g 1)

BAAAGe] o= AEe] FARE e A, 3D ofF AA 44 e BH E2EAE 7

o Awel FUEE YEEA, 11 o)50] oW Az AAE FAHEAT Avnt
7%

(&

2.3 ¥4 ZFAY ANPY YAt Ay AT

Larsen—Freeman®} Celce—Murcia(2016, p. 150)E @A Asto] st HA ZEALY
ol Aok AAIE (12)¢} Zo] AA3

(12) Wilbur: Someone’s knocking at the door. I believe it’s Sidney.
Gertrude: That might not be Sydney. Low possibility
That may not be Sydney.
That won’t/wouldn’t be Sydney.
That can’t/couldn’t be Sydney. Impossibility

(12)9 A% AN HAANAHL might not—may not oA AL s}, won't—
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wouldn 't} can't—couldn’t *¢oX = IS A gerh a8y (12)9] FA ZsAke] G
AAE b9 siatE =AM AEA zAm5e] 2AS AL ofyt).

L1 goje} mpz7iA 2 L2 gojol A Q1A A FAAAFG] dgto] digh A= A
ATE L2 Fofo FAZE Al e o] =¥~ A5 (Back and Lee 2017, Hyland and Milton 1997,
Oh 2007)E willEY} would®] AFgo] Go] Lojrld nH|3] Aoz u-- AYgAY, wilz
would®] 12 %] &HE w9 e grt= A7 ATk H T =4 5] 2022). 1Ev $F
ZEAke] A A wRAR A 2] G AAdAE FAAAF AT g
A4 A4 Bas gk

rE—Hi

2.4 QT FA

WA AT FAlE dhet 2

AA, L1 gof gtape] 34 oAt AP S (A E) AAS =AM

1o
A, @390 L2 o] ALgAe] F2d YA 2EA AP 971 Lol
AR, LT ook L2 Fole] &t AP AA A e
3o

A, kel L2 o] s5AE 98l

e
o,

3. 4+ WY
3.1 AF Foizx 2 Axt

B odae dol FREAbl g XY Aot 1
shakel =l GojskEate] 7 Ao auS dEeR §
ST Fo] dowl A= L1 Fo] FEAMY AX A
aea F=el golghFAe L2 do] eAte] IS fAlE =E6] flEiA FARE Ad
A AT Fo] dolnl A= Aol FE 2l Aol
F7pon HFHow 289e] Amuke A3
208 A E =& AALA AYJ=E 39 o|t} %%Al;}g =2 W
A AWt HF EAOE] Foldowl 28" =FL 7
TF(49), 2Ea Ayeke)elth o5 A ofAo] 18We
20~30t)7}F 147, 40~50th7} 27, 60~70)7} 129 o]t}

gl Fo] FgEAe Hx UEE T O110% FolA SHAE oA RS HolA &
A3 6%, Fw 372 Adsta HATHoR 679 Amute] EAHJGW AT

B 67HE AojgFo] AF(NNS—High, n=30)37 =T (NNS—Intermediate, n=37)
T T OOaFoeR AEAld aAlskE 7 odigtae] 13hde] AEFolt. de 1ES
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Wetelsdel Jolsi Biol Le3elx Fit 18 BFE 4520tk ¥ 1S o
A% sotel, FF IFS WG] ROHGIM, fAA )9 AT bl 4F AYPEE
gl F7hel 3 o g AFE Ho| gl vhehyEolnt.

FAE e A o] ARE AR $H BHNE B A AT oA el B4
AHPg 2EAT NS oJFo] ALEHE F A AL MAse] A EFL AYsA
AP FAE B A B go] fojul 391% WHOR AW R UAse] Foldl
Bl A g AEAbe] Abgol AdxeeA R Helshn, EH Adel wE mEAbY AN
FES Aot ER 4P 89S FARGG Ab 24 B we wsue gy 4%
MEA BFe T2 AEA AYstel LekellA Fol fojulst BT FolAgAE WPOR
AR we HAE A sk

AR Eglo)] AbgH QAU Z2EAVE BAER 6709 can't, couldn’t, won't, wouldn't, may
not, might noto|th. o5 ZEAtE AA HelFH oz v\ B AANAE 3M(can't, won't, may 1701)9}
HJAANAE 3MW(couldn’t, wouldn't, might not)°|t}. ©o]& ZTAte AAAL F A3dqA =
AAFFom 2200}, ojwfjo] 7 Aol 3o dAd A F gt o gk Abgol 01‘5
Aol gk AMes s tE Abghe] 1o gk SHEoE 1 S gk E<le] oS

el
A% et A TR A T AR AP (A AT A BilD Y FA Z2EAFE AFSSE S
et FALE Bk oA ToA B0 FALE 10%94 100%0] 23 9= 10708 H =0
EAE T 2 Aste] ALY ddstrll 90% AEE dojd OiE} AZystohd 90% Zrel,
0% AR Jojd & rkn AZWTE 70% el EAFES ohEgch HUEE o
Aske]l mjaAd Aol e Ao A U Ao] ofg= quﬂ 583 hE &kglar, 4o
AofulBol s Bad F5ol #4499 AANES & = A T AT
INE @ A £ oA 1 (Fojdorlg)
<Situation One>
<1> Jane: Someone’s knocking at the door. I believe it’s Sam.
Bill: That can’t be Sam.
How certain is Bill when he judges that ‘the person knocking at the door is not Sam’?
Impossibility
low< - ————"——""—""""""""""""—"—"—————————— > high
10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Comments if any:
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5 BAEAAE A TAAY WE A edrhzh Qi @atelz ghilE st

pul R

A= wd FA F oA I (F=08)
<Situation One>
<1> Jane: Someone’s knocking at the door. I believe it’s Sam.
Bill: That can’t be Sam.

& FEY Abgro] Same] ohutk Abghel dia) Bille] o) A% SAsihar

Impossibility (£7}s43)

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

e 7 WA Aol oAE oA7]dAE B xEAlEe] A WA A Astes tE
AR AAEL. 71, <Ag 1>9 B <1>olE cant AHEEHR <AEo>9 <1>d &=
won 7} AHEE T S AdstelA 6719 §A ZEAE ARREHIL sty EAbe O ARREH O
TS F 1270(6+2=12)°]t}. A% A FA= 107 ool T3 F A= W&otk

<Situation Two>
<1> Joe: I've heard Jane’s going to marry Joe, your ex—boyfriend. Is it true?
Sarah: That won't be true.

3.3 A5 B4 9y

B oATeA AN T o Ak mETE ok ovRe] e AAF olfre T AR,
A= TLF 2P ARSEE BEE s AR dd AAe AFEE Foli, EA=
SHA] dds S48 fAdtolth §F oAl EAdd Al didte]l F ARl M=
02 Fire] ZAIE & 4 et L Aolrt 3 o) dolw Uyl wlg- wrha st g
FolAzh 6709 Z2EAF FTolAM s e I o] FEAlel Wid F o A®e] Aol 3
ojge] AfolE Hold HF 4 thdelA ALHAG. ol¥F A8 HAl(data cleaning) & F
Kol T1gelA 667 (Fo] ol 239, =l FolshgAt 43W)ol HF A uldellA
A €] = A

AT Sl (ol shapeh gl dojshsabh) 3 2FAHAN FR)ol wE
S Ee] zpo]E olry] 9F SPSS 27 T RIIAMS ALgEle] BAS AT WA,
O] YEAHEA (two—way ANOVA)S 53] oy A7t Ak mx= FaYe} 4528
s FAESU. olF, A 2FAES Ak e I BEXE BAS] 98 AFTA
T4 (Ward’'s method) S &3l A& o+ 78 243 &, K-—means v J+4S 5333t
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T+ ke Ffrojgk zpolE HY] 3] ddiEabEA (one—way ANOVA) Y SHIER ¢ HAAS
F7HH o2 AAegitt gl dYEihEAl S Abgste] ZF ZEAPER dojwl E
Tw T=d sEA Atele] FAE zolE FA T miAIHoR tiEEE
HAAAE (couldn’t, wouldn’t, might not)Z} H]ZAA A& (can’t, won't, may not) F&A}F 7+e]
2 1& vlaste] JAAAGS] qTs FAH R AS3.

2 Ao gojdonl AEe &
ANEE AdEa, g skarel ¢jojdt
oj dojwle] A3} vl g},

1. doFASE 4 7R FF2TAY QY &= A

B Aol g s 5 Bt FEREY
NS 28 8.482 1.4304

can't NNS—-H 30 8.567 1.1275
NNS-I 37 7.932 2.0755

NS 28 8.304 1.2121

won't NNS-H 30 6.433 1.8323
NNS-I 37 5.932 2.0418

NS 28 7.696 1.5113

couldn’t NNS—-H 30 7.717 1.5739
NNS-I 37 6.581 2.2158

NS 28 7.179 1.4351

wouldn't NNS—-H 30 6.333 1.5610
NNS-I 37 6.338 1.6118

NS 28 4.375 1.1024

may not NNS—H 30 4.317 1.4884
NNS-I 37 5.081 1.7099

NS 28 4.179 1.1321

might not NNS—H 30 4.267 2.3479
NNS-I 37 5.459 1.9414

“NS: golelolm B, NNS—H: @59l G013, NNS—I &=l Folaw
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QF g 2EA BE Fast
& AAstel E 29 AnE Ak of Azl

AEAE & d
ZEAke A7 (o] dorl, =]l e $9)S A FEAIE 9L, ol Ao
E

Al gt A= A g F p
Eaa=s 25.183 2 12.591 4.353 0.013
Z5 A 1054.456 5 210.891 72.901 0.000
Aok 25 AL 167.589 10 16.759 5.793 0.000
Ry 1596.849 552 2.893
A 25983.500 570

o4 FFe A 2EAR] @ goldoln sash ke Wolsrel AL AL
a9 2ok gojdolwl sxte] FAEE canb 7P ERA 2 thEolE won'te] AR
ol #el BojeEAE won'Sh might nor®] BTN FolPolRz el =i zfolE
ReETh T oFe @%A qHEe wontel SAEA AUHOZ WS U, T FE0
el oA EEA = might not®l FA T A o2 T
S
E':/ =
O/ = —
. =4 4. =1 Ey
=7 =% =2 Z7
= = =f/’ =¢ =’/’
£ 22 £ £
3 Ef E% Ef E//-’ =7 =7
s, 27 24 27 27 22
» £2 £2 272 £/ 27 Z7
£ 22 £ 27 % %
can't won't couldn't  wouldn't  maynet might not
=N&r, NNS-Hp NN5-I

a9 1. 4 2FAL do] aFd FA=E A4

© 2024 KASELL All rights reserved 797



Taegoo Chung & Jihyun Kim The Epistemic Modality Hierarchies of Negative Auxiliary Verbs
and the Role of the Past Tense Form in L1 and L2 English

ol 24 o] AFEE ol AR fAE AeAE Lokt
4.21L1 Gojoll A B4 ALY QA %dA 97

¥ 1014 L1 g2 oAgA ZFAE X% AM can't > won't > couldn't > wouldn't > may not
> might not® +o= YEhdth T8y 2EALS (FY FAIRe] Apolrt dASHA] ekl -
ZEAES AR g Zhzke] 9AEt] sty aF Ee S o Tl v S Bt
olgldl BITE Uolr7] Yal FHEA(Cluster Analysis)S AASFEH, ZEAIELS =
3ol Aot ol Al Jle] S PAdeth. 18 al Uit A (one—way ANOVA)S AA[ste], 3
33 o] o5 Al =y zhell FoF o7t Utk AS Felsith. #3elA AA (T

5)
1) cant won't, couldnt?} 43}al ol FALEAgAM uAE ol & & Ay =4
ilﬁ(ilé 2)E wouldn v} £33t E7E aEolx, AA - (A 3)E may not® might not)
&l AHE 20|t

E 3. 9o o7l A JFHe K—means =T 27}

ST Ea Ex N 7 X kS

1 can tj;”f;[ 28 8.161 0.214
coulan

2 wouldn 't 28 7.179 0.271 F=80.000

=.000

3 may not 28 4277 0.184 P

might not
=3 84 6.539 0.222

St JojstrAtEe] B4 ZEAb tigk FAE aFS 3] f8] JdojPovly) npHsiA 2
TRAEA, AL B, ~AAHS A F 49 X 59 AHE AT
F 4. 720 7 FolgsA FEY K-—means TAEY 25
TR BT N B Rr oA e
1 cant wont 30 8.142 0.206
couldn 't
2 wouldn’t 30 6.383 0.270 F=49.963
¢ =.000
3 may no 30 4.292 0.329 P
might not
=% 90 6.272 0.228
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E 5 =52 FF FAgEA DY K—means =LA A
TR =5 N 4t EFA} kel ghE
can't
1 couldn'’t 37 6.950 0.272
wouldn 't
; t=4.108
won 't
2 may not 37 5.491 0.229 p=.000
might not
=% 74

Tl FolgEate] o Aol gt HF5 ALRE "—QO}Eﬂ s Fojdolwlt =<l
golgtgatel 747t zEAbel dig ErE Hlaskgith A& A gl T o
dordeoinle] EAH LR fFol7k Apol7t =AlE AR %’43}04 A2} post—hoc Scheffe
ARE AN # 69 AIE AT

Sl e FoistgAE dAdem Jojdovim Hidt Axe FlxgE HoFu
won t| A= gk AfolE ojdoivlrng v AFwo FARE HoAFEt. d=d FF
Bol8t5 A= won't, couldn't, might notll A vﬁzﬂ ztol 2 FojdolviEn EAY =& FAEE
BAEt F gl Fg5AkE olE ALY F5d ofEwo] das walerh

4.4 57 2T QA ST B9 FAANAY

L1 golsl L2 Qolold zBAlel AANARS] g Lolnr] $al, $4 zFAe F
25 AANAR S B HAAA ARG e dol QoM B AojstiAe] FAEE Wl
¢ AAe ANSel 79 ANE ATk dolgolw 1Fe xEA AANAY
AN A BARANA frold AolB Woll, FTel JojstiAe] T AFL BF folF
Aol (p < .05)8 HolA ),

ol

7} ZEAM A GAAAG ] s ol ] f3 dojdowly k=l FoFgEA T 1E9
ZANE S #7%/‘1%1]“‘“} HGAAA G gt Fes vus ¢ H7A4S AAe 27}
o] gk i}olﬂ 9‘21%, may

7)
#8o|t}h, ool e Aol can’tSt couldn’t, won't® wouldn =
not® might not- %4?‘1 Fol 7} glth. Bkl oJoldtsAt T 1Eo] e
fFeolgk zpol7k Qda tE T AolAE FYd Aoyt fluh & =l A AR ]
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BANAEL can'tSt couldnte] 74wt foldt ASHS Sl won 't} wouldn'td] A-ol= L
A3HE obA etk T3 =l T FATFAE won tet wouldn 't A AA A Fo] o]k
AeS A R=th may not® might notel 7ol L1 Foj9t L2 go] IIFolA EF 1
Aol 7k frelatA] ek,
E 6. T Fo] FEatel Jojdoinizy B FIRFA FAE Hw
2% A eRAs We meux F p ?§f£;§§§
NS 28 8.482 1.4304
can't NNS—H 30 8.567 1.1275 1500 0229 @ N® :NﬁliiH -
NNS-1 37 7.932  2.0755
NS 28 8.304  1.2121
wont  NNS—H 30 6433 18323 15248 0000 O RO
NNS-1 37 5932  2.0418
NS 28 7.696 1.5113
couldn't NNS—H 30 7.717 15739 4.246 0017 :NI;ISiH ~
NNS-I 37 6.581 2.2158
NS 28 7.179 1.4351
wouldnt  NNS—H 30 6.333 1.5610 2.935 0058 @ ° :NI;ISEIH -
NNS-I 37 6.338 1.6118
NS 28 4.375 1.1024
may not NNS—H 30 4.317 1.4884 2.795  0.066 NS :NI;IQEIH -
NNS-1I 37 5.081 1.7099
NS 28 4.179 1.1321
might not  NNS—H 30 4267 2.3479 4818 0010 O :NI;I;E;H ~
NNS-I 37 5.459 1.9414

E 7. 8B ZFAY HFAAANAZH FANARY Adojagd FA= v
W AN AD 15 v, NS NNS—-H NNS-T
FANAE T1F ;

D t D t D

can’t, won't, may not vs.

4.592 0.000= 1.717 0.097 1.271 0.212
couldn’t, wouldn't, might not

£ 8. Z2FA HIFANAZH FAANAGS dojaFE FAE ¥lu

) B NS NNS—-H NNS-I
HZAA A vs, FAAAE
t D t D t D
can't vs. couldn't 2.844 0.008x 2.995 0.006% 3.708 0.001%
won t vs. wouldn't 5.243 0.000% 0.324 0.748 —1.556 0.128
may notvs. might not 0.945 0.353 0.173 0.864 —1.089 0.283
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5. =9
5.1 L1 gojo] B4 ZFA] A% $14

Jolol FA AP 2EAIEL FAFe] =7t 9lal(Coates 1983, Cowan 2008) ©]&5-&
5 = El

AAE A3t SgxREL T9} =73] 2022, Huddleston and Pullum 2002,
Larsen—Freeman and Celce—Murcia 2016). 338 ZTAIEYT vzVxA=Z FA AP
AR AR fAE fAdsted, 1 ?Lzﬂ ¢ AAE FdeAl AT A= Larsen—
Freeman ¥ Celce—Murcia(2016, p. 150)°]t, A5 E9te 719 o' A= 4 HY
siatE e s 3 434 A= |l
el A AR E 13 F 30 Z7EiA dojdoirle FA EAte] FAlw A% A OFS
A

% 99} ol ek 4 gtk

a.&i

d

£ 9.11 go19 ¥4 £FA FA= AA% A= a25(ZF)

9
3 can’t
won't BT,
7 couldn’t
wouldn’t THE
4 rrtiay not A7
might not
3
gojdojnle] A ZEAlY AR AANAN A E 1FNE cant, won't, couldn’t EE
5= wouldn't, A7 = 15N may not® might noto] 3k},
T 99 A= 949 (12)9] AAIE Larsen—Freeman and Celce—Murcia(2016, p. 150)9]
A= o "Eo] Aok (13)2 (12)9 HAE s xA8 Frh

(13) can’t/couldn’t > won’t/wouldn’t > may not > might not

(13)ll= vl MY 2Fo A=, cant®t couldn’t 150 7V & FrE UelH might
note] 7+ W& Axe] SAEE yerdch Ul i A aFo= H (13)9 fAE Al A=
%9 d99 A thE HEo] vk AA, 199 ZEAF 2F Aoyt (13)9 IEFS U
Aelar 1 e FAYE o=2u. B4, (13)9 HAdAE won't7v can't/couldn’t 1w K.tk
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A7t oy ®9olM= AAl A= Fo = can't vFE th29] of Atk AlA, (13)dlE may
not® might notol M2 2 ZFEeo IFel Fa Ak A, (13)9 A= ts AEddA
=98t AAAAY] S wkgstA] ga ok, B AFNME= can'ted couldn't, won 't}

wouldn tN\ M= JAAAFG]l Fon|st IS 3taL, may not?t might not A= IAA A0

AeE A Fedl (13)2 ol whgskA| @eth may not®™ might noto] FoldoFlel Al
ok xfol 7k glvkes e A4 A<l Filipovie(2016) %= o] ®Wargh up 9l
(13)8] Z&AF & A= AA L1 9o stA59 s Az vhdsiA] &

ArEE A7 Ak
3E 99 e EARS A Al AR TIso] AAl L1 Fo] o] gl E wkdstar 9o
Folaso A ARG ojof FS Akettt, Elal o] zAs= FAAQ 7 ZEARY] AR
o

TAA A= QA I A OF EE Al 2fo® HEsiEo] glo] SAEY wEol o

()]
\"]
rol
4
r o4
off
2
<
i
2L
lo
4z
o
N
ofl
>
o
So
2,
[l
o
X

FRY ol SA FAA FRFAFA P 2B A GAZ E 109] A AT,

EEEE = TR )

~J co ©
=
o
ki

6 won t =9
wouldn’t

5

4 may not A7
might not

3

ofgFate] HA ZFAF AR A= Jojdojvle] fiAet o] A
T ago® o a8y ols F o] IFdAM wontrd IHES o
ofvle]l SAAM = wonts AFE AFO] Fehu d=mQl e aAFdAE AR
wgk Fojdovie] ANA wonte] A== couldn’te] SAE HTE o} =l
© won't7} STt

R 112 = o5 FolghsAte ¥4 2eAke] Sl= Aot
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E 11 &2 5 A4 ¥4 254 A% AS = a2F
AT H= T4 ZEA ZE 2F ()

8

7 can’t

6 couldn’t EIAPA R
wouldn’t
won't

5 might not FTA A
may not

4

F7 FF Folsaae g 2B HUE AANAE T A9
AAe BAL 1 FEAA o}F EAL o}F @ }

8 Abe]) Fwlol 3 W
woulds vt 1 FAEL vtk otk old@ FAme wxE o

5] And 5ol

5.3L1 gois}t L2 Foje ¥& AANA FEE2FA T7% AANAE

G
2
3o
iy

0~8.39 7= u74=E + . qhdol may
not™ might notS 4.2~4.49] YAt} 25A 7 FAAE t)st 3FS Larsen—Freeman
I} Celce—Murcia(2016)7F AAIgE A (13)NM% can't/couldn’t > won't/wouldn’t > may
not/might not®] 2o 2 FEEA HkdEo] 9l

Skl Jojskzale] L2 oo A E FEAY] SRl 3 JgFS % 109 %
11014 ®H=o] L1 Fojolrel 7o T3 oz wmddc) o) zF EALY o357 ong}
HHE Foz L2 o] gFo] wdd Aoz pudr)

5.3.2 Fgxs AL AAAAY

71E ATe FEREAY AAANAYe] P EE WEEe JEd BT s 9sti(Huddleston
and Pullum 2002, Larsen—Freeman and Celce—Murcia 2016, Palmer 1990, Quirk et al. 1985).
Tt FHEEA 2hzhe] @ Fue kst Ame] YoMt oldel Ytk ETA willt mayE
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o2 =W, Huddleston® Pullum(2002)& HAAAARR] would®t might7t QAN will}
may°l wlste] FAmrE oF7F vhrpa 2o WbAH, Larsen—Freeman 2} Celce—Murcia(2016) %
HAANAG ] o] ZsAtel wel d=2vkal 2vh 5§ wills woulds 4 7F%7) sAEARE
mayv might®tt FA1%7F Foal Eoh 2" mayet might® A5, o dAES T
A7 Gl SHollA Hak E gle] AREEE Aol dvkar B argkth(Carter and
McCarthy 2006, Cowan 2008, Palmer 1987, Quirk et al., 1985). 184 L1 goju} L2 Jofo A
A ZE Ak AAAAG Y A ofsto] gk A A A= AT

AR AIE HolFE 18 L1 FojoA AAANNAF Y 4TS A8 BT Ut can 't}
couldn’t, won'tt wouldn't® 2t oA JAA A Gl FostA AreE ofstA7]laL vk ey
may not® might notol|A2] =ol= FosHA &uk AT, T £ 2Fe el L2
FololA= L1 Fol staet @] wont$t wouldn't7} o3k Zpol7} Utk 1Al FE FEl
gkl FogtEAtEolAlE AAAAG S BEvt HFAAANAFGEYG ¥ 2 =

ATt o= H9oA ¢ #hol S(rloly ) oz BAIHELE S, el L2Ygo] S5AES T4
HAAAGS] gto] ol we} A F5EHA FUeS HoFET.

5.4. &5Q L2 FojollM B 2FA F& AA9 ds ¥

5.4.1 Z25AF 7 AAAAE

gl L2 FofgrEare] HA A fAe tigk 3 $FE 2FANY TR AAAAF
A AHEY, WA ® 6oA BH A e FEARNA dEd o EgAlE]
gojdolwly}p Fojst xfo|E BTt o5 won't, couldn’t, might notlZ, wonts ¥ +59
gl Eo] o]eetal, a8l couldn 't might notS 3 T 3¢l FqAPEo] oE Yt
ATk AH T =4 35](2022)0 ATelA = WSS willF would®] QXSS BEE &
F58HA Eedied, 2 dAqe I A wonts I Y AEE F F584 £ AL
BoFt T3 79 =9 SABEL couldn' S Fo] Yovintt ¥ WA, 183l might note
do] dojvlnt o #A 1 ¢ FEE ddsta Aok =l VS-S cant$t may note
go] Yolvlzt fofgk Afol7t gl7)e] o] wAlE FAANAFY 7|59 5 AA R 2

E 12% 2EAY] FRE AAAAIE Y #HeA dojdolwle] i AAS} =9l
FolstFatel & SAE Wi A st vk Gojdolnle] A Al = ZEARY
TR JAAAAGe] A FF A=l S AA FiL Ak 7, wont$y couldnte] 78 -5-ell
A TR FEAQ] AFE FUY couldn PV can'te] viE of Aol $1Xske] won tHth

|

AR eoF st 2ZEAI Fvh = couldn M= FAXNAHo] Z TS o]

ch | Ak 1™ =l FolshgAte] P SANdA =
ZEAY] FR7E FEAQ 93-S sta vk F AAANA" S 2FA TRV Hete AR
HE "Holus AER 25 SRIEE A 7|A] &t S couldnt= can'te] ¥R o}
GAR FSIAIZIA], won't oFHEZFA] oFSIAIZIAIE @eth o] @A Aud TF SR
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B AIA Hth & =l dojEHalE 2EAMe FAAAF st AHZe] g ol
ol gojnl ol mEe Adel 9ee 4 Ank
HE 12. L1 Fo¢ L2 g0 7 2 FAF fANA Z2FAF T/ FAAAH
S o] o S
$lE Hw o golnl SR kA
A =9
3 can’'t(8.5) can’'t(8.6)
won't(8.3)
; couldn’t(7.7) couldn’t(7.7) can’'t(7.9)
wouldn’t(7.2)
6 won't(6.4) couldn’t(6.6)
wouldn’t(6.3) wouldn’t(6.3)
won’t(5.9)
5 might not(5.5)
may not(5.1)
A may not(4.4) may not(4.32)
might not(4.2) might not(4.27)
Ay, B ol T e ¥4 xEAY FHCEHIE) dAdE Ao AW
FTEAR AL Ak o] Aol FEHE ZEA TR Tjrﬂf\hﬂfﬂoﬂ*i HZE T 3A,
aFe] Al TE A HHE b eE 802 EAR] FROIY 12944 B0 XA
Ffol me FAES} T 2Fd TEAoL wgEol gl T 12014 @AelAE ol ol
DAQe] HBErt VY =8 AN E cant/couldn 7y, L BEE ol w@A = Won’t/Wou/dn’ﬁ]-,
71 e A AN S may not/might noto]l &8 ) o] o] &AL A FEALe] EFI)
SAUE S A ABE o Jee nelEu,
AANAGE B2 Golstaa vl T 4F 2F ARe GRANE s, ol
gojriste] AolHE  furdth. w2l AANARE AE dolsidel  SAAdAE
dH#How Agsto] EE ZFANA JAAAYG] GAE HEE UEFU F, couldnt,
wouldn't, might not> ZYZY can't, won't, may not® ¥}IE ofd] @AR EFi ot 23y oo

Aojl 3= d8] won'tet wouldn to A=

felg Aol7h ol HANAY

o

ZEo] HolA s

\ Tl
otk g, T FoldEAe] Al FAAAAEe] g dEAH oA )
couldnto| A= FAAAFHo] s FF11 YO wouldn 't might notol| A= FFA] &l Yt}
Aol QolstaAse AAAon 254 AANAY] P so] PEF AL wolET
5.42 9o Q4% £FA] WA Aeeh Wk WY

odoi ¥4 PRxBALel Paol diste] B JoEAE el HEe UAL 3]
Jal # AT dae) B5 JolwrAeh Bl wAE A

QA @B Fusstmel o FwAlel dolmdNel WALAEA(FA] wHA 6%
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Togo] WAREAIEA 5F, T FoluA 3F)A A H A FFETAl o
i AWE ARSIt FouItA s o5 ot FE AASta wlwA A EHA
A WAREAEA ] AAHE Ao BEolth ditie] T 1~23d wAlE P 2EA

can, will, must, may, shoulds §XYF(FE) odF FF(F, sjzhHez Lstae St
ZEAL maye] Aglle oF(sEhHet A (5
=

A4 ovE e Yot 3

=l
=
K
X2

a3 JAANAE would mights A4
H A AA A G 3 JAAA G o] zfolef IAA A €]
w29 will® would?l €8l o, won'te} wouldn't, L
Aol S HolFE dE 277F oHuh. T3 oy PAZRFAES AAYA 94
oo} A Fiestul AmoA 1 2
A= wille] M A A BAZ ATRskaL 1 1A o] on= & AvRshA] A Q)
T-9F =743](2022)= =2 tiFgAAEo] AAFE Z2FA TN will would®] A=
7V ghEeol gtE ZEAIER A AEGT 2 dAFdAE E6olA HZol  wontet
couldn't=" QoW FAlkel FoJgk ApolE Hol= FAMEOITE gl JoATLEAES
ol 51 o]59] FAeE 4 A B gt
gt st 5] A 2EAb diEd FAle dw HA] AR} g F

0,
>,
o0,

to
I r
g
o
i
lo
ot
©
o
)
2
ar
[T
2
=
-z
M
o

o

oo Bl N
)

A

AsEue] ol
WEAT FAb] EAE vEd 22 wS WIS AAGET AA, e Fasal o
Aol FFEEAY A G EHE AAetar A Ao w ddefol gtk dAAe dojuAjol=
o el dig &We de dont A g ook A ufg FSsith EE
ofF-F el wla] o oujolm® FIuHTE AsduolA AAEfel F& Zolth. A4,
P ZTARY] Aol disiA (e, Q1) oot & oe] P 2TAIE
AABFAA 2 gale] s vus] F= FY AR AAEel gtk ol Q1AW =8
O el wFok fFE T AA, FEREAS] AAAAG ] A oFs; gl tigk ol
dastth, dAl st wAjoll= FAAAPG e dAs 7)ol digh AAA] Aol gt
HAANAG L] Galw oFst 75 204 e 7PN R AREEA, 3 R S(8H H
AADAAME & EHORE AMEET] witol] FFAoE HAwEojop 3 Flo|th. mpA|Eo R
A2 FA Z2E AL FAAM will(won't)F would(wouldn't)2] o9} o]52] FAF Ao st Aol

S A5l will(won't)s WHAIA ®A=Z, gl
Wetal el golstEFAES a9 T

3 | o5 Tk AY F | AEfel Atk 1
AR gojo| A ¢l Aoz 71 Wol AVRFE ZEAVF will}t wouldd = B3t (Coates
1983) 8l=r SHAEL o5 A AA A+g35t Aotz H1ETH(Oh 2007, Oh and Kang 2013).

o) M
A S
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&
ot
ri

re
-
rir
—
—

Fojel L2 FojolA FA ZEAte] QAAEE fAE AAsdTh L1 G

719 AF-(Larsen—Freeman and Celce—Murcia 2016)7F AA]3F A= =21,

L1 dojgiate] FRleg whgstA] &1 &S AAed. 18

Al HAAAER]  couldn t$y wouldn'7} ‘&3 HIA AP K}

Al el i Eo] ShEeh A 2EAEe] 1A fA= Ll
R -

FxBAe] BATANA FAF ol B me] o] ol RH

(e OTO\'."
W
o+~

ule]
y 3 “
i =
rir

2
o

Lo
i
2
x
o
0%

[¢]

Q‘L
>
o>,
bt
~
g:_‘cl
O

w02 Jo & N o
o
>
(o]
LJE

B> > ox e otlo 2 10 4 o1 e

ol
ol
2
(=

T
s
N
30 1
L)
>,
2
ofl
o,
Lo
o

e

] 1:110
2
8ol

on
o &
pel)
X
re

AT Fo] ol gl FolTgHAE
A L1 ok L2 JojollA 1A ZEAL
& AANA A 25 FAA A Y] s
ALel AR AG ] FF Aw oFste] AT 1
4ﬂ&ﬂﬁﬂ H R AAA G ] FAEE SET
I3 T T AA, B AGE =l L2 o

%ﬂ@% ﬂﬂ&ﬁd.ﬂ%ﬂ etgel EAFom 22
FH2EAL won b 7HE AEE Aoz YeEiEEd, olE 71Ee AF(HH T =438 2022,
Ko 2017)0lA ojgg Q4% 25A7F willt woulddl A3 W& o] 3t} o] 319
FolgtFolA willh woulds ¥ WSl FEATE obd mIEAIAIS] BAIR FHFshE Al

2,

o

1
o

o
=)
RS

2 o
-
rlr

i

Lo

Y

e >

o St

%

orlr-ﬁ

SN

Yo

e o2 K
Mo

o o
> )
2L
lo,
-z
o 2
O,
>,
o
0,
N
2,
o
o
o,
T2
£
>, |0 o
ol H‘U o=
BN
<1 offl

O
]

Qs ow etk YA, #Te Jolstean FHEEAL FANE s J)Bo o
shgrol HER AL HAFYUT MAtoR, B ATE MEST Be AP 2EA §HY
QA4Fg A, el o5 FANAGE] WAAA G| i AAH ;o] FEHste] o]
sge] Wahe AN

FaEd

B3 (Kwon, E.). 2009. o] AdA ZZA} can®t wille] onZ 29 BA 9 o3 A+ —
Zotw 38hd JoluHME FAX 02 (An Analysis Study of Semantic Uses and Learners’
Comprehension on the Modal Auxiliaries ‘can’ and ‘will’” —With Special Reference to Middle
School English 3). 2AA}e+9)=F(Master's thesis), s distal(Korea National
University of Education).

, A7), oA, AsA, g, A, HAH, Ny, =F# (Kim, S., S. Seo, S.

Lee, D. Choi, Y. Kang, S. Kim, 1. Choi, B. Yang and Y. Jo). 2018. [=3} o] 1, (Middle
School English 1). A& dl¢]5%(Seoul: NE Neungyule).

warl 2012, =&AL Wily/Would W] 4 — vl=r wapA s} = Joluits] Hlad S
A 0 2 (Modal Auxiliary Verbs Will/Would in English: A Comparison Between American
and Korean Secondary  School Textbooks). AIAFeHQ=%-(Master's thesis),
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ot

7 3l 8} 1L (Kyunghee University).

B, &, 24", AAG, A2, A, AFel, Hekd(Park, J., B. Yoon, S. Kim, S.

Choi, J. Kim, J. Choi, S. Choi and H. Kim). 2018. T11% 9l; (High School English). %
dlo]'sE (NE Neungyule).

Sr7g, Ao}, &<, Aok, o]st, a5, BA&(Song, M., J. Kwon, Y. Mo, J. Shin, S.
Lee, H. Yoo and J. Jung). 2018. 1538 Ao 1, (Middle School English 1). A&
Skolul sl (YBM).

Fulg, AR}, BHs, AlAoL o] 438, F3 5, AA & (Song, M., J. Kwon, Y. Mo, J. Shin, S.
Lee, H. Yoo and J. Jung). 2018. T53% dof 1 wANE X=X, (Middle School English 1
Teacher'’s Guide). ~-&: <}o]v]sl (YBM).

ddA, o)F4, A719, A&, 3ok (Yang, H., C. Lee, K. Kim, J. Choi and A. Go). 2018.
=8 o] 25 (Middle School English 2). A< dl°]%5 % (NE Neungyule).

YA, o1 F4, 7719, A&, 30t (Yang, H., C. Lee, K. Kim, J. Choi and A. Go). 2018.
1=st o] 2 WANR A XX, (Middle School English 2 Teacher’s Guide). X<
dlo] 5 & (NE Neungyule).

+Au], o3 A, AL, £S5, S, Av|A, &X4, 2421, Sundeen Glenn Paul (Yoon, J.,
H. Lee, E. Kang, H. Song, S. Jang, M. Yeom, J. Son, S. Jin, G. and P. Sundeen). 2018.

"% 9ol 1y (Middle School English 1). A% & &3 (DongA).
o] w1, o]/, Kim Christian, 327]2}, #4-%1(Lee, B., S. Lee, C. Kim, M. Go and S. Kim). 2018.
"% 9ol 1y (Middle School English 1). A% & &3 (DongA).
ol wl o)Al Kim Christian, 2272}, A (Lee, B, S. Lee, C. Kim, M. Go and S. Kim). 2018.
=gt o] 1 WAME A XA, (Middle School English 1 Teacher’s Guide). *&:
Fol=¥(DongA).

o] wl, Kim Christian, ©]F¢, 142, 71&4 (Lee, B, C. Kim, J. Lee, E. Lee, and H. Kim).
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