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A study of contexts of (quasi-)modals and its application to English education
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In this study, we explored the contexts in which English (pseudo-)modals
expressing modality are used. We conducted semantic and pragmatic analyses of the modal expressions
(i.e. should, must, had better, have to, could, may, need, will, be going to, etc.) from the
perspectives of motivation, reality, viewpoint, mental spaces, subjectivity, force, and assertion.
Additionally, we examined how each modality expression is treated in English high school textbooks
approved by the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology and in the high
school curriculum guidelines. Then, the applications of the modality research to education were
discussed in detail.



1960

2015

30
(€H) must
should
must
@

iii
(©)]
have to

(O]

iv

®

29

had better should
must had better
had better

had better
should

should may

i need to have to
ii
iii
need to have to

should

need



®)

will  Dbe going to will  Dbe going to

29 30
(M
(i)
(i)

@iv)
Q)



16

17

2023

99-112

DOl

18

2024

129-140

DOl

2022

IRI

41-50

DOl

2022

49-66

DOl




2021

IRI 41-50
Dol
8
2021
71-83
Dol
16
2019
53-70
Dol
37
2019
Conference Handbook 226-231

DOl




2020

IRI 71-80
DOI
6
must, should, had better 2020
73-91
DOI
38
must/had better/should 2018
141-164
DOI
108
2018
169-187
DOI

10.18956/00007826




14

need to have to 2018
91-116
DOI
5
2019
IRI 56-65
DOI
15
need to 2019
89-108
DOI
5
2019
79-99

DOl




15

2023

2024

IRI

2021 2022

2021 2022




IRI

2020 2021
2020 2021
2019 2020
2019 2020




IRI

2019 2020

must, should, had better

IRI

2019 2020

need to have to

2018

need to have to

2018




need to

2019

IRI

2019

2019

2019

792







