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1. [FLHIC

AWFFE3E RO HIIHEKE L ZER I H S 1281F 5 Evidentiality DOFtik k NZED45H Th
%, Evidentiality & |3 information source (f&#i) ZEXTFBETH D (Aikhenvald 2018), A
JETIE, BEREEENE TS 2RI RICRE 1T/ -7, EOHESE, Indirect Evidentiality %
hu &\ ) TERER TERBHINCHRT AN MR STz, LLF TR 7 % Indirect Evidentiality
DEERERIT, EREHEORRICET 5 FEARETHIZE, BH (2016) TIXFtik ST
W EDD, RFRITERE T SHRICHT-RE@E8ZMA 52 iz ohnbEELLND,
XHIZ, BRESF ST S Bvidentiality (XZVEAEPIMNL Liz—2DESI T 2T —Th
HZENTMREND, ZHUTITFERKE L R EFEOHFSE (Aikhenvald 2018) THH HMNZ STV D
Evidentiality DRHIZIN 9 b DO TH D, UL END, KEFZEIL, BEKGTEMEDOHL LT EEFE
1972 Evidentiality AF9CIC & > THEHEERMA L 52155 Z L 2T,

2R A 2 ([EEBE R STEHEE) 23 2009 4F 2 H 12383 L 72 Atlas of the World’s Languages
in Danger” (353 i) 2k DL, HHED 2,500 DSENHBOGHKICH D &SN TWD, =
BHERZOUVAMIGENTEY, SHORMGFLMANBRNTND, ERETTEORE
& LT, AL AARFEILEGECMOGERGEE & R o T2 MEEZFFHEbE TV 5,

2. FATHR
2.1 ;@S FEHY Evidentiality FF5T

Evidentiality (GEHUE) (R A CIEFRE NIIICHFERED LN TNV B TH S, FF
\ZHERLGR D D ORI 3 L, RE T, R OBLAN D O Evidentiality DR A F/T
T 5,

HELLETOHEARSEL MEHJIR (information source) ] ORBTFEELZEFTH L I TV
Do TOHTH, Evidentiality 232 L 72 3CE#HIRG (grammatical category) & L CHT 257k
DIFETH EEZ BN TS, Aikhenvald (2018: 4)I2 Xk 5 &, 1H#IE (information source) %
FKHA D BTN ONFEET S, TOHT Evidentiality 2 RH A% K& < —o12%y
HLTWD, —2lf, & - BEMEA T RT 5 (closedsystem) ThH D, LDl
1573 evidentiality strategies & FEIEN D D TH D, ZiUL, ZOEKRERTOIZ, EX VT 1 -
T AT k- xRS WSS FE AR T, Aikhenvald IZ L % &, Evidentiality (3K &
SUTDBDIZHHTELE LTINS,

7% 1 Recurrent terms in languages with grammatical evidentiality systems (Aikhenvald 2018: 12)
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I.  VISUAL: covers information acquired through setting.

Il. NON VISUAL SENSORY: covers information through hearing, is typically extended to smell and
taste, and sometimes also touch.

I11. INFERENCE: based on visible or tangible result.

IV. ASSUMPTION: based on information other than visible results: this may include logical reasoning,
assumption or simply general knowledge.

V. REPORTED: for reported information with no reference to who it was reported by.

V1. QUOTATIVE: for reported information with an overt reference to the authorship of the quoted

source.

FEE 272 £ T, Aikhenvald 13 E5E23EF Evidentiality O EMAR Z 08T LTV 5
TN L D &, RO EFENFF Evidentiality D EWRIAR X A1~D1 @ 17 DX A 7T
HTEHLaNTWD, 2 CORRE Z 2Tl 25 Z L I3lET 508, Al %ﬁ%ﬁ
Z - MMOWERSSITAI L LIEBILIZET S EE 2 6N5,

3% 2 The grouping of semantic parameters in evidential systems (Aikhenvald 2018: 13) (Z£35 %)

Visual Sensory Inference | Assumption | Reported | Quotative

2 choices | Al firsthand/ no-term non-firsthand

3 choices | Bl direct inferred reported

2.2 5i¥k 5 F 2T 5 Evidentiality HF5%

BRI EITET 5 Bvidentiality MFFEIZSEATAFZEIRAFAE L2V, fOBRER S E 12317
% Evidentiality D SEATHIZEIZW < OFEIET D, AR T, 20T THOEERGZSE2 W - 72 Lik
fi (2007) %D FiF %, Tl (2007) 1X Evidentiality 2 [35 L FH% s BB L2 L) %
79" Direct Evidentiality & [Gfi L EONEICEHIC KXo THE A MBI L2 L) &%
9" Indirect Evidentiality (24348 L, % L T Indirect Evidentiality (2B L Ci%, Inference ([f#Z1Y
RFHLIZ F D < HERR) - Hearsay (BRI & & FI#EMERR) % TAL0FH & LU TRk e LIEFRAVIC A %
172> T35, BEHEFTEITEIT D Bvidentiality |, 7 A7 K « TR LEBEICHbS T2
ANTIERIND EEZXDHNTND,

[KESDEREOS| TN H 2 774 LB H2EWT]
(1) Yu:bi 'jJunakani  taru:ga  hasiru 2aki:tan.
WwoHN ZHIZ ORERS M & (BT 72)
(CLH#Efth 2007: 170)
FISC()TIE, FERZE L CREARTFZHIT 2 FER22BEHEMHER LTS, 77205 Direct
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Evidentiality 23 L T\ %,

[FIEAHE -S> TNDR, KOENRHRIZAS> TNDL0%E LT
(2) ta:ganaga mata  hasiru 2akite:N.
MY E W% (BT 7= 72)
(LMt 2007: 168)
FIC(2)TIE, BEEZOFEZREZFMHRL TORWD, BINCESEHENDRRITEZRIT V) E)
VEZ BRI HERR - HEE LT\ 5, 97245 Indirect Evidentiality @ Inference 3 L TW\ 5,

[EE TR WDV Z0ZEMY, BRI Z0EA 9 LBz b 25, BiFHET
KERSBRT 72 2 & 2
(3) kunu  hako: taru.ga 2akite:N.

IO T ORESA BATTZo72)

(T_f&fl 2007: 169)

FIXGB)THRIUL, EEZOFREHERL TRV, MENSDOEFRELIZZEDFESR
Z BRI HERR LT\ b, 9724 5 Indirect Evidentiality ¢ Hearsay &3 L TU\ 5,
BFI3C(2)(3) & Bl5i 9 51T, Inference * Hearsay (2B L CIZRBRYZITMERE TE 720, LvL, (D&
(2)(3)%> & Direct Evidentiality + Indirect Evidentiality [i] CIXRERIAZR AR TZ 5, - T, B
B J55 @ Evidentiality {213 Direct Evidentiality * Indirect Evidentiality > "IEXISEMFIES 5D &5
Aoy A

3. BRBAEIZH TS Evidentiality 050k HIHEE

Z 2T, EREJTEICEIT S Bvidentiality ORISR E AN T D, T 5T — X I A
TEEDOT7 4 — NV RT =7 TRIZLDO TS, 7ok, AN U72F 303 TRE2007)7 5
FIF L7, —iREE D UE UIRAEICME A L7 BISC b FET 5,

3.1 Direct Evidentiality
ABFFEIZ I Tl Direct Evidentiality 2 JZH838 TR T 2 TEUT A S o7,
[RER2NER R DG & 7 2B < 0 & 7]
(4) yunani tharoo=nu amado ake-tan-doo.
w5~ KEF=NOM M/~  BAS 5-PST-ASS.
[ 5, EHIZKERASR T & BT 7=,

3.2 Indirect Evidentiality

BRI EITEBWT hu &0 HIZREFE A Indirect Evidentiality Z{H-> T b EE 2 B 5,
22 Tk 7238, B 5 E1213 Inference & Hearsay CHIRERZR TR Hiv7ewy, i & 3%t
BEIZ, RS S Tl Inference O SCHRT, Hearsay 23K 9 hu-tiha % T2 SUIIESLE 72D
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R EInpuy,

HOBRITZ L TR, ERRITHFET HMIELZ R CRPREATE Z L 2 HEET D, ]
(5) guruu=nu si-yoo-hu-jaro (*hu-tiha).
Ji=NOM  3E¥2-PROG- INDIR.EVID-INFR (*INDIR.EVID-REP)
[JEDIFEA TV DT, |

3.3 Inference

Inference |LFEAHIIZ hujaro) &V H FETE 415, Indirect Evidentiality 233 hu (2= &
= 7 OHEET ja(roo) (HH 2016:80) 34 L7 TH D EE 2 Hivs, BISL()TiL PST (G
ET U R) BRI EES a & Bi7x D FHRESE T Indirect Evidentiality (Inference) 23/~ ST 5,

(XA E > T8, KOEMBRICAS> TNDHD%E /LTI
(6) than=pa ka mata amado  akee-ta-hu-jaro.
#E=NOM INDF F7= A B 17 % -PST-INDIR.EVID-INFR
[FEDDE TN BT 72 D72, |

3.4 Hearsay
Hearsay | ZHEARMINZ - hutiha - £ W H FE TR S5, Indirect Evidentiality % 2% 3 - hu -1 (s ]
DEMAEFTIPRESRE- tisa - (HH 2016: 145)3@AE LT THD EE 2 BILD,

[BEONCTBAMNRWEENBIN =020, HENBRIT DA LEoTnizd 24, BB T
KESDIBRT 72 2 & AV
(7) un hako tharoo=nu akee-ta-hu-tiha.
Z DF=TOP KEB=NOM  BdlJ 5-PST-INDIR.EVID-REP
[ Z DFIIRESBH T = D72, |

4. WREHMERNS I

At L7280, BERE S5 SI2H 5 Bvidentiality (K7 1%, £ 155 LFNEEERM LIZ1HE
WaIIZT oA R THA ] O Direct Evidentiality & 535 L FAMERE 21X U & L7-M#E0Y
FEHLE L IC T D mEEZ R34 ) @ Indirect Bvidentiality (2571 H 415, 3 @ Indirect
Evidentiality |ZZ 2726 Z2®D M FIZH T bivd, — DIk, [MER 7RG Z BTG 2 HE
W 255 O Inference &, & 95—k, MFEHNOOMENEREZILICT 555 D Hearsay T
&%, Aikhenvald (2018)? & 9 IZ Inference X° Hearsay % Evidentiality ®—Ffi & L CH& 2 535
Hd DN, AFmILTIE, Evidentiality (% Direct Evidentiality & Indirect Evidentiality ¢ —XE %7
T &V D (Willet 1988)E DN A2 X FF 5, 2O &1E, LLFTITH ERE T E D ja(ro) -
tisa DI B BN DT ThH 5,
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B 5752817 % Indirect Bvidentiality 2~ 2031 #i (information source), T 725
Indirect Evidentiality % &I R T DEHESR hu |2, B = T OHEES ja (roo) (HH 2016:
80) - D EMNE KT tisa (HH 2016: 145D TNTNRMELZETHLLEEZ DN
%, hu-jaro * hu-tiha &\ 9 — RHE L7 BRESR X hu & ja(ro) * tiha (23R L TNWDH EB XD
DRI LLT DFICIZ o %,

(8) aree tharoo=nu  yaa ftisa.
&HILTOP  PN=GEN % REP
[HAIVUXKESDFETEZ 572,
(F H 2016: 141)
(9) iciban minda-ha-tan munoo booru+uc-i jar-oo.

—F 4L\ -ADJVZA-PST FN.TOP AR—/L + fT->-NMLZ COP.NPST.INFER
[ —FR L Do T=DIIR— T HEAS, )
(1 H 2016: 174)

NS

ja-(ro) * tisa BIZHEHITIMNL T D Z & 006, 2D DT
f=R (Reported)] #HR T L— RO~ THDHLHEZD,
Z Z Ciam Evidentiality IZFR T, =5 S1281F 25 Indirect Evidentiality Z457~7 5%
EHESR hu | X3 K FEHESE (bound morpheme) Tdh 5 FIREMEN VY, ERE 2 BHEMICEER L
T2 ATAFZE A (2016) % WD TRV IZEBWT, hu BNERTHW LN FISCIHER TE 20,
Indirectivity (1E RO M) &2 1 1281F % Evidentiality ® FA757%H T& % INFERENCE -
ASSUMPTION, REPORTED - QUOTATIVE 73 Z L Z B DFEHESE TR S, LD kA
AL TCHRATHEAIMOSFEICHLFET S,
KBS, £ IANFEO T D Kalmyk (281 5 Evidentiality DF R RUTERE HE D
FILEFALIL TV D, thE D B 1572 1E i % 38 9 3L (Reported sentence) T, Indirect Evidentiality
IRz EBERI 2 FoR T A gi ‘say’ & bR T 2gina £ FrT D,

REFITTNZh [HiE (Inference) )

(10) Batah-as bicg ir-% gind,  iinn-ij?
NAME-ABL letter come-INDIR.EVID[3SG/PL] REP  truth-INTER
(They say) A letter from Bata has come, is it true?
(Brosig & Skribnik 2018: 568-569)

5. REHESEROMARRE

BEHEEIZBIT S Evidentiality DFERARITIRE S ZEBETERIND, H—BEMEIX
Direct & Indirect DX CTd %, Direct DL E X TH 578, Indirect DA hu & 5 FEHE
FERENEERTHEHNZH S, B L LT, Indirect Evidentiality 239 hu &\ 9 JERE
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21X, Hearsay * Reported % 37 tiha, Inference %37 ja(ro)x M/ FEE L CTEIRT 5, L
L, 2OZOFH ETRRITIBFBICBEL TV DEBZABND,
EREHFEEII T, HiEkiEiE? Bvidentiality AF90ILE 72+ & 135 2 2V R
FARGHEOELA ) O Evidentiality (AR 250835 Z &, £z, £ ORBOME & K B E’J%ﬁ
RPBOITT 22 ENAEHOPEE LTHET LD,

s —&
3 = 3w person; ABL=ablative; ADJVZ = adjectivizer; ASS = assertive; FN = formal noun; GEN =
genitive; INDF = indefinitizer; INDIR.EVID = Indirect Evidentiality; INFER = Inference; INTER =
interrogative; NMLZ = nominalizer; NOM = nominative; PL = plural; PROG = progressive; PST =
past; REP = reported; SG = singular; TOP = topic
(Aikhenvald 2018: x-xxiii; HH 2016: 182-184)

HiEE
KRR AEED DT> T, ZLDOHFLXIZITHILTWIZEEE L, BT, REOHK
KEH5ZTLIEE ok, HEHE CThHLHA M ARG P L LT E9, JHEHT
b LENETIE, ERFHIK, KRR, #EHERK, HHAFEK (CLES50 HIH) %2469
ELERBROTXICERETHEEATAEE L, ZOHEMEY TR LB L EF £,
BT, FHFE 18K12388 (WFFEAFRE : 41H) OBk EZ T2 b D TT,

& Xk
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