AERRLIEAS AEBAT “ORWTEmE” 8 5 i AT AL

LG AERA “oRPuls” 5 I
R IE T A

% %

HRE] ALAT “FiFiund” e)AMBRMA ) F b L2569+ H £] 4542, ¥
“CEWTEH oM EESsAWE, KA “FHEH EXRFEETALRERE
AAEMEAE L. RARKXLENAYNEEERAATARTEN, (2—FiEZAFLA
“CEWTEH AYRLRRENLY B RER, FEA REEE WAL,
[£8817] FHesk 12w RiEEiEE

— 5l

il

“EVME (egophoricity)” VLR I 7L T LRGN B A 3 (08 DR EIX )15 S, i
TERR FAF G S, IR FEAS D ANRHHRECE S L PRI, 5 RIS AU
(epistemic authority) H A —FM:. “SEWTENE" IR TEET B SR T i (8
20200, AR, ENAMEIO RN BARZETAN, PHIOEHIW HEY R, R2ES
CLFEDGE) #8 R BIAFAE RIS .

AL EIEFELE “SRWIINE” FEAFRES I B AEMAMEE L. JATE iRt “5
PE”: FRMA A5 BRIE” F1 “SREGRME” WIANEREH A, VLB “oRibiamg” 325z NFREU
PERNE BB [ E] FRERR ;. B, BATLGEGER GG B, HiF R 20
FIAERES AN B AEAEE S, B [+25] [+ M [+8RE]: &5, FATKM,
HET ORI AR S B MR ORI TT R, AR SCRIE IR 2
[ HAFAAE LSRR R o

= RSN MEMERMERER

CRBYET —BOANIE T USRS (evidentiality) ©. “ARAZTEME” (IO UAE

T OARSCIRR G AE BRSO N SCERE RSNV E L (2022 422 F 16 HD, BEHEE KA 13 8 .
FEAF RN A IRE TEZ R RN, E—FFtt. SChEFHR, MEEH 5.

' “egophoricity” —iAMEN “SEHME (R 20200, “ A OTEBE” I3k 2005; ASEAERET 2014).
“ER” (FRIEE 2016) 5. ASCGEA “RBH” X—KiE.

Y AR ZHOBAEAA CORIIIRE” SEREIT CORISTIRE” IURRIE, FURTEEEEOR G AR
“evidentiality” 7E[H N SR A A FEBIE, PSS UBEEA (2008:13-14). ASCIEH] “H(570057.

®
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TRIEEERE. SEREEMEZRIE, FE,0 “EaR” M “aR” M.

“AEEIR” SRR T HREsUE YR . BT BRI B R RN R
(endopathic/inner sensations ) ; & T [A] B2 UE 45 (1) 32 22 “HEMW Cinference ) ” F1 “ 548
(assumption)”. “HF” RIFNEE T ICiEdE, BISRESER “HA (self awareness)” Al “3%
%25 (participation)”, FEH “IEH b,

BAR “ORWNEE” A S AN HFIE T AR NEN S 5RE, FEDRIFEFILER
KU, AR TSR A FIE 5 VG N O AR BE R, IR 2B AR B IEmE 1R .

UBERIET N CIRBURAR” RFEEAEASTOME I F YRR, 2 R SR Ta e I R KA
o EESRIET, BD CUERIENBE”, TIRSEIEIEWE I NFREURME, AR (TR AFR
ANFED TREAR “SREGEE”, BRI “ORMsEps”, Z3aiE 28 R HAH G oA Bt
SEWIEEAE A o DA IRATUAGBOE R =15 A B, XX PR YERE 73 A HEAT P8

(—) i i—— “FEHHE WARBRM

SRVEARIE 1 BRI RIR A HR I R — AR IEANEE 0 AR S AR S, EREE
R AR WA, FUCEA AFRBUSME. teak, e BB R R, SEhid
R IR H AR AR L ALES b, RS ECAESUR B EE — AFR (FRIAH)) FEE — AR (BEH4)D.,

REEH IS AR ) “SRib e P “asiitt (strong EGOD”; g thILFEEHL
RUESE R IR A “ 355581 (weak EGOD”, ILFMEHL T, SEEEEHS AT DAgmid HoAth AFR
FiE, AHEMRAA PRI — ARRAISE R )R S = AR, BAEEEM B BRI — A
R BRI BE RN “SREE” FRic (B -gi-yin A1 -pa-yin) A1 “§53580E” dric CBP yin.
yod. -gi-yod 1 -byung).

(=) "WMxED RV ATAHHEA

HEAE S (WIS RIS Galo) W) “SRPamE” RS2 Rk s sz, (H7E )
—EHEF T (WGETERIEEIE), RTINS AL RE U G [E R 2, B ER
HREE— S AR ETE LA, MEIRIRES Y, AR R ot T DAERS “ 55
RV FRid, BlnZoR “AUs” XMoo, (HILFMEIE NI SR Frida A en.

RN FRRERIESE “AE” M CAEEET K, FEARIEIEE Fo WEF
FEEE B, EIEM [£H ] RHMERE T EE WA, — MUK, BTA SRS A
[+H F] 8 -3 EVFHE. B EshiadsE 56 2R EIT A, KHE R DHZaET N E H
SCREERFE M E; JEE SRR LB IRMSNET N, KEEEGRRIME. RN, &k
HIEHRI A 2 B AE B B4R “SEEME” 3ROSR AE S & [+H 3] 1 GERL T30,

= RS BRAEENAIEEREE X

ASCERBCHT N TCBORIRN RS 5 BERr g i, M “15 BRIR” AAFRER
IR “FRECERAR 1 [£E E]RAL, CREREPSICHEDURTES S IUSE, Bl BRI LIRS
Hr SR A ARRRZ) S BT ARG BLBE TR U (i S K AR RAAHEZR N, JF

©BR, 5 “sEBMT AR ZHADARE, 0“4 (narrow scope)” 1 “ 51 (wide scope)” (Tournadre
2008; Garrett 2001). “ AFRFRHIZE (“person-restricted” type)” Fl “W i (“point-of-view’ type)” (Satoko

2007) %5,
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GEL T, ARERESIO, KR
K1 FERFEEN SFHENE” L (Garrett 2001:162) ©

1B ik R BRI TG v FWH EGO B 1= R DIR I8 #% {5 I IND
#ir] COP yin — red
I TP, SUBEUE ELPA yod *dug yod.red
AR 5E AR IMP -gi-yod -gi-’dug -gi-yod.red
K FUT -gi-yin — -gi-red
it L) PST -pa-yin, -byung® -song -pa-red

(—) “fERBRIE” 0 [LifF B ] FHAE
“CORVWTERE” R T E A, B ARREEE (BRR ) A AR S (B A,
WL [+ M [+ AR AR R, E S, ORI ARid ] IAE = RE S
@© B AP — AR EEEUEE A P S AR IS, MR “ImSEE . Bl
(1) kha.sa nga khong-gi-nang-la phyin-pa-yin. FER I EARSK
WEX  1SG 3SG-GEN-5F-LOC %-EGO.PST (Garrett 2001:163)
AR PR AN “amEE” FRid: -gi-yin (EGO.FUT) Al -pa-yin (EGO.PST).
@ BRida) b 15— AFREEE ] ) P S — ARRESUR S B3z . HARIS, MRk “ 55586
W7, WTHEFEAME B “I7 R 2B E . B MBR. Fla:
(2) nga’i bu  skam.po yod. T LTH .
ISGGEN JL¥ ¥ EGO.ELPA (Garrett 2001:107)
@ Bria) RS — AR BB ) &)t RS Z APR B R “ 595R i . FF
HR S — B AR R 37, B R W . filn.
(3) khong ngi: nang-la  phép-gi-yod. i 8 R Lo
385G 1SGGEN J5¥-OBL 3k (i) -EGO.IMP (Tournadre 1996:223)
(=) “REEAR” Fo [+H ] 4HE
ORI S BRI ARIE T A [+H ] AR, H—{a SRt FEW
ATOUE [-H ] BT XEZEAWMGN: —2E -8 E] B Rnil. 8
PR BREE R, Wl (4 (5); R “SEEHE ARL” (B byung) BAHT S #H

© o ARSCEVEAR S T R F B Al (Y SE LU ARTERF 5 . 1SG=first person singular 55— AFRELEL;
3SG=third person singular 5 = AFRH.4; COP=copular FRiil; DAT=dative 5#%; DIR=directive EH 5 IH;
EGO=egophoricity s 4 ; ELPA=existence- location . possession . attributive 773« J5 T 41U F11& i ; F=feminine
BAtE; FUT=future ¥ KH; GEN=genitive J&#%; IMP=imperfective JE52%4K; IND=indirective [A#E{5R;
LOC=location J7f#%; NOM=nominalization %%t ; OBL=oblique Gy PST=past it FE ) REC=receptive
52105 SBJ=subject Fif. -gi-yin. -pa-yin. -gi-’dug FFHIE—Mrid.

© JEICH, Garrett (2001) #4 byung SARFIH . AL EF] -byung 5 -pa-yin #E N T R HISE
wWinid, BZEATSRCRR o st G B, RIERE—4H, WGBS, FE e
JAE— 7.

© ARSI O TIATERL, BHIER BESCRRI Ak A5G S RS, OB BRI SO RS B

@ IXRWEFRA “BERZSEBME (receptive ego)” (Tournadre 2008; Tournadre & Dorje 2003), “H {5
SR (goal-oriented ego)” (Garrett 2001), B “3ZZ/2 328 (undergoer-type) SRV TEEE” (San Roque et
al. 2018).
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SRINFE—F, WRFTORFE A ZFMNERZE S H X RS, B, SERE5HT,
HEAT A AT, BT ERARC A E3hiA, Wil (6).

(4) nga-r dngul tog.tsam yod. T GEE) F—LER.
ISG-DAT %% —ik EGO.ELPA (DeLancey 2018:782)
(5) nga skyid.po yod. T GEED IRIFG.
1SG IR EGO.ELPA (Garrett 2001:73)
(6) khos nga-la  kha-par btang-byung. s FRAT FLAE o
38G  ISG-DAT  Hiif $T-EGO.REC (Tournadre & Dorje 2003:147)

() HEHEER “EHW R RERS T
WS (Lt B AR A [ H F] X OUFEFATHA A A, OGRS “ SRt bridfi
“HBEASR” RIS 500
K2 HEWFEE CEYW LR CEHEER FRILHOA

NS [+ % B ] [+t = A #x] (7% B 7] [ % B ]
[+H *] [-B %] [+8 %] [-BE %]

-gi-yin (EGO.FUT) N X X X
-pa-yin (EGO.PST) N X X X
yin (EGO.COP) -— J - N
yod (EGO.ELPA) - J S J
-gi-yod (EGO.IMP) v N N N,
-byung (REC.EGO) - N, N N,
-song (DIR.PST) N, N, N N,
~dug (DIR.ELPA) — J J J
-gi-’dug (DIR.IMP) N J N J

(E: v ETRATAE; XTI TR SO ROZAT AR 5D WD

2 B, “URSEEME” FRC -gi-yin M -pa-yin, RHT [HHEEERR, +E ] A, R
W ARCR “HEEEE” AMCE oA B RIAZAL, Garrett (2001:189) AN, “‘F9sEitE’
TER)E AR R LA, IR ZIHERSRERH < B/ (YR X% 7. Chang & Chang (1984)
MREA, WRFHERE - AREE, WG REH “Rium” AR TAERE, 1
BT EE MM EE B, RMUTFIERH “this” Al “that” RIRFHKR.

ASCAN[EE Chang & Chang (1984) [IMLA, FRATRIL “SRI0H; 7 2 /03 b =Rk
R [HRE M 25]. R Er BRIRN. FEEERE. BN, 5 “IE
W R EERE AR A [HEHE] &R K. B RS, 5 8t
B FEERPER” REX L [(+5 51 R85 “B7 HXPANSE, 83 “IR7 SF e REE
EEEI =

U g2 RRIRT R R B RN, SRR H N R AR
#7, ATHCHER. AE T SOOI, RATESIZS TABBA “ BRI RCH T
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M BOERIEEE “SESERE” EMNISTER TACERIEATIEE

Gawne (2017) VL& T &MU GEE " “SRbEns” R ZHE R, R 7 HiEHTIE
IZAEED, (EBE T BAX LT RS B ATE CRIA3REE, AR PR TIR AR T -
NIFRA P IR EOE RIS T SRUTEE (% FhE D RE R AR A

(=) [+HEFEF, +H E] B

ZAESE R CORWTERE” ILAYESE (3R EGO.REC /Y -byung BR4b), HAhfE(SKEMIAE 1%
HEPHAKRE N FEENAE RIS, LT AR FEEEMES KRS R 245
Ko SEWAMCHE LI E F & ReshtE, mIMZIME T T EEEE, WF (7a)
(8a); 1M “EREAZUER” A1 “ ARV M AS BRI, HFAER S EHE SRS T, Wl (7o)
(7¢) (8b)s

(7) a.nga-s  dkaryol bcag-pa-yin. FHMEFTH THT. +=E]

1SG-SBJ  #¥ fTH-EGO.PST  (Denwood 1999:143)

b.nga-s  dkaryol bcag-song. FILEFFW I MT. [EE]
ISG-SBJ  #F #I#W-DIR.PST  (DeLancey 1990)

c.nga lhasar  phyin-pared. & (FERALLETHEEE) 27 HiE. [-EE]
ISG  HiF#-LOC  %-IND.PST (Chang & Chang 1984:7)

(8) a.nga-s byed-gi-yin. WM F. [+5E)

1SG-SBJ ffi-EGO.FUT (Denwood 1999:135)

b. nga-s byed-gi-red. PARMMOX A FREAER . 2]
18G-SBJ fii-IND.FUT (Denwood 1999:135)

Curnow (2003) Ay, Hl “fB(E7ERE" FRik [+=8] RAFE T C@RERF T, HA
T TR S — NFK e ABFRATERLE GE FORBL 17anB (8) IXARII A TR RS 1] 7

[+EE] AT SR FEMEE EAHSG, DN [FRUE] 2 F R DI BIEAT NI — 84
DeLancey (1990) Ay, SRR E AT NG~ RIIEM, FEALHIZITANER. TR
KRBT NEER . WER—MAT I [+ 8] 1, BAFHEE “BR)” X —RIFHRed
FEs ezt “EART. WPFIERMT “HEGER” AR ARR, REMFEES T, H
“CEIRAEIR FRCHELLA ORI AR RS RS, Wkl (9.

(9) a.nga gcig dgos-gi-yod. WE—1~,
1SG — B_EGO.IMP (Denwood 1999:177)
b.nga gcig dgos -gi-’dug. FE 1 (FHEALSD
1SG — F_DIR.IMP (Denwood 1999:177)

AEERE, AR =8 ] IMEE (Bl “iu, fEERARRCE,

O]

AFERIEPRET (standard Tibetan) /& Hi %1% (Lahsa Tibetan). 4%)& 1B i (Diasporic Common
Tibetan) /& EGKIE (Drokpa). HFERE (Kyirong). £9/REEHE (Yolmo). 4 ikiE (Denjongke). ~J&7K
1% (Zhollam). 5=M&iE (Dzongkha). % ZjEi& (Amdo Tibetan).

? Gawne (2017) P Jffy “SRibiums” MBHRILILES rs) A: [+RIE] (REsHEBE/
GG SRR [+55] GRS, [+ GERERUE. 2U/REE) M [+ GRS,
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T AR R ANE], %3 HAT X T [E E]RAE, 6 (10).

(10) a. glo rgyab-pa-yin. ML
% -EGO.REC (Denwood 1999:139)
b. glo rgyab-byung. FICH I o
% -EGO.REC (Denwood 1999:139)

B (10a) 1, “RZmk” FAE “HEFHR EFRCY pa-yine MEASREMFRC, -pa-yin K
HF [+ B AR B, HME ] 3G K] (10a) B9A) G2 “FRMGEZm ;s EEH]
(10b) Hf, “nZumg” FARC “32 8/ H7 SEEARD -byung, XRFMCHFRR T EE 5 H,
FAT NIMEMEZ 4, KB (10b) A S “FRTo = 7,

(=) [+EEEMK -8 F]EE

HIERHFNRIRARA A3, SEREFEHNSEE . SRWRCRERLER A T [+
U RFIE, Fom KA. — MR, BENm7 RE, Wl (1) (12a); 52 HX 2 i
CHEBARIRY RIAMW [IRE ] RHIE, Ron R RAET BrEm 7 ORES, o (1) (12b),

(11) nga skyid.po yod yin-na’i dering nga skyid.po mi-’dug.
1SG  JF EGO.ELPA  fH SR 1SG  Jh NEG-DIR.ELPA
RIEHERITL, HRS KA. (Garrett 2001:73) [+ AT [—15]
(12) a.nga na-gi-yod. TR E . [+
1SG %5-EGO.IMP (Denwood 1999:138)
b. nga na-gi-’dug. ISR 1o [-10H]
1SG J7i-DIR.IMP (Denwood 1999:138)

SHAZEWIRICAR, -byung SHIRESIEIT NI R SEFNISERE S E Z MK R,
DeLancey (1990) EIXFhKERENE LT E NEEIT R “24& 8/ 3187, Wil (13a).
5 -byung XJ R [F) 2 -song, -song {15 EHAVENBIMEAT NECEAR <R, Wi (13b). T H,
5 byung #HECHETE 03 EEEHMEEGEN, 2AER, BF [+RIE]; M5 -song
FEHLW “Imil” R mE LRI, EE =T, B R 54, byung BB T [+
B, il (14a).

(13) a.nga-s  kho’i  ming dren bsos-byung. Fd BT, [+EE]

ISG-ERG 3SGGEN #%  12fF-EGO.REC (DeLancey 1990)
b.nga-s  kho’i  ming brjed-song. e T ET. FEE]
ISG-ERG 3SGGEN %% &1d-DIR.PST (DeLancey 1990)
(14) a.’di  nga-s ha go-byung. KoamiE. [+
A 1SG-SBJ HIE-EGO.REC (Denwood 1999:44)
b.’di  nga-s ha go-song. MM EIE . [~ H]
A 1SG-SBJ H1JE-DIR.PST (Denwood 1999:44)

(Z)[-HmEER, +8E]EE
Z183 H A -gi-yod Fl -byung XL ARCEONE WL, BME [+25]. BlAaT:

© Bickel (2000). Widmer (2015). San Roque etal. (2018) ¥ “SE¥ " Fricd o M. “ FiE/
% (subject/actor-type)” Fll “ZH/[FHI (undergoer-type)”s
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(15) a.khong-gis  gnang-byung. it es (F 1. [+=4]
3SG-SBJ #5-EGO.REC (Denwood 1999:143)
b. khong-gis  gnang-song. it Ess (RGN T. [-25]
3SG-SBJ 45-DIR.PST (Denwood 1999:143)

(16) a.khong-gisnga-la  gzhas bslab gnang-gi-yod i # 3Kk . [+55]
3SG-SBI  1SG-LOC ki #  f#f-EGO.IMP (Denwood 1999:137)
b. khong-gis gzhas bslab gnang-gi-’dug. Wh# K. [-=5]
3SG-sBJ ki # f§-DIR.IMP (Denwood 1999:136)
(W) [-FER, - BE]ER
ZIESE, SESANCEEN R [(+25] (ol 17a. 182), XM [+TE] il 18b); itk
I, “EIGEIR EnrRE “mAN S il 18cy 19b).
(17) a.nga-’i nang-la shmi yod.
ISG-GEN ZK-LOC EGO.ELPA (DeLancey 2001)
BHHEAREKE. GO [+35]

b.nga-’i  nang-la shmi ’dug.

ISG-GEN Z-LOC % DIR.ELPA (DeLancey 2001)
HRBEREE . GIAHD [-25)]
(18) a.ja ’di  zhim-po  yin. (ForaBERD XETE. [+ 5]
X X 4E-NOM  EGO.COP (Denwood 1999:124)
b.ja ’di zhim-po  yod. (FIRFE VN XU [+PF]
* X If-NOM EGO.ELPA (Denwood 1999:124)
c.ja ’di zhim-po  ’dug. (KR XFLFE ! [+
#* X L4FME-NOM DIR.ELPA (Denwood 1999:124)
d.ja ’di  zhim-po yog.red.
Z* X IfE-NOM IND.ELPA (Denwood 1999:124)
(FEUl) XL/ X5 (M%) . [+HERT
(19) nga-r dngul tog.tsam ’dug.” CH T ERH R A [+E5H]
ISG-DAT %% — it DIR.ELPA (DeLancey 2018:781)

Aikhenvald (2004:207) AN, AEAE(SRA AT LIeR “ 2oL, Felie “JEsgln” “Hily”
AL “BIR7, M (18c) Al (19) Hffy “FAh” CHH “HEBEEE” £on, AT LUXFE
R “BAN LRESFATEEMERZSN, ERARAMCIMESH, “HEER” £
AT LA (R, BRI RRE “BAN o FRVUFME AL
*3 HMIERTF “EPEE PR AIER X

7o A IE I, \
€Sk W pEn B i35 2
preprg- e EH e Py B AE T
[+3E S HFR] [+B =] [+=)E]
[+iE S HFR] [-B =] [+ ]

© 5 (19) TR LRI (4).
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[t A 7K] [+HE] [+25]
[t % E K] [-HE] [+Z 5] fil [+1505]

T R FRHER MIEEN EREl. FHRE] M 25 RE

W_ERTIR, ERA “SEEeE” MBS, SR Ao fEPURES R T = SEH
ifg: [+EE]. [+BE A [+25], 5200 [-EE] [FRE N -5 28 h B0/
HERR RIE—X—THRAERZ “SEEME” FRchiE s s A=,

(—) FERE]

FEBRZ “SEHME CHES T, FEEIE “—FERE (AL KRS RS o “SER/
HEFER” (B1 2. C1 K8 DI REE RS 58— ARFIBHBILE T4 -2 WH “JE
—FEE” (A12 20, “HRiE” (A3 ) B “Ep L/ ME{EYR” (B1 2K, C1 K D1 5
B AR EIBESEC RIS, WE R FLPiE (Jarawara) @

(=) [+55]

R Z “SRIBME” FRCRESH, [+351H “—FEE” (A12 2 A SR/ HEE
7 (Bl &, C1/2/3 KM D1 2 #ARE— AREIERIE; -5 WEMNP “E—FFELE”
A “HESE W/ A3EETE” %95 (Aikhenvald 2004:67), f-R+FiHE (Kalasha) .

(=) [B#]

[+1505] TR IA I B “H R (general knowledge) . “ iR ” T34 =2 (Kittild 2019):
RIS (U “242=4") IREFME (I “TK =RB/MEZ¥K ) MRERAERKSIBESEL
COR=FREAFEBIL . A, [HBFE]ER LARE “IHA.

TESRZ SRR ARERE S, [HIRE] TRE I “<ERMERY R mell “—F
BEY 8RN/ BIEER” Fik. Ad, [HRE] B “RERERSIERSE” XS E L
HUR D L ERic gL, ML M “HENM (habitual/iterative aspect) Fik” .

[ RIEM TR a7, BEARR BRI RN, Y TS E ENRE, 2 “NI
MR A SR B (gl 12b), 8% “ib 5 & IEEIZE AN (ol 19).

AU, CSRMEEET AR, RS PR ERAERIA [RE]. [HHE] M [£25]

@ Aikhenvald (2004:65) T “SE W.” 2N ME LS, $Ei T RA2E RL(EH240%, £24 A/B/IC/D
PORALfEAE, T XN 13 /.

© BRRLELAE AL R SR A CHEEI” BIEESE— AREEEERN, 25N E T =8 -
&), Bl (Aikhenvald 2004:326):

a. Jama soki jaa maki bojo  o-na-hare-ka. M b (FREEE R 83 T —4 5 A
i o BN R/ 1sgA-AUX-IMM.PFIRSTH.m-DECL.m
b. Jama soki jaa maki bojo  o-ne-hino-ka. M b (FRBEE R B3 T —A 5 A

i BN R/ 1sgA-AUX-IMM.PNONFIRSTH.m-DECL.m

R A2 RIOEEREAN —FEE M A FER B SH - AREESE, 5
SIME T [+35] M [-25] (Aikhenvald 2004:155):

a aya a agar Zot kada

* &L S PSTFIRTH ‘K [ {5 PSTNONFIRSTH.3

FoRZIL MAFTIL, 252, Bl [+Z35D, (A C&ETK “IR” Ky, BINBAKITHE,
B -=5D.

COEMAKEE A FRAMNEN, IR
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EFOERIIRER, T T I, BT
K4 SMERBIEA/R FHRAE HIEE PP A1 D

R 8 RN MiEE F RN HEE
[+ ] SR FRT CFEE W E R
[+2 4] W FRiE CCFEET N E R
CHAREIE
s “CEWHE D : _
[t ” CFEE W E R
] -5 5] BT 3] | PR s EE R | “d PR s A AR

kY

S 4 3
A

IRZIRIE T 5 I R PRCEARIEST N 2R AR 5] S A BURGE
PIBEIEOAH], L “EESRIE” A “FRECERAR NI R CORWE” AR M RS N
VU, WRAIRD TIUSIES S [+ [+IE] R [+ 5] 551 5 SRR R R .

FATERIL, R 5 LR PIE S -5 R& R MRAARM “FI87 &
K, AT CIBREEAL DR AT, BRG] SRR IO ARER R, RS R RE A
R IIRE, 2 HEBMEE RGNS RIGE R . A BASCAUBEINIRRT “SRTuEE” 12
BEATHLAZ IR, thBEIAR “IIPvalE” (SRR TR T LS IHEZE.

SE AR

BEEHEA. 2008, (BURPUEAETEBENTTT), ALt S R AR

L 3k.2005. GEOIGREEUEIAS . AUEA AR OTEIE), GESEE) 28 1.

ARHAEE. 2014, (%2 22 BERT AR UETEE ), BT R 2 hrig e

AREALE. 2016. (Rt kiE I AR Bhin ), (ERERIESC) 55 2 W

RO 20200 CGREME) BIF), CURIBEFE) 3 M

Aikhenvald, Alexandra Y. 2004. Evidentiality. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Bickel, Balthasar. 2000. On the syntax of agreement in Tibeto-Burman. Studies in Language 24(3): 583-609.
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The Prominence and Dislocation of Non-normative Evidential Meanings
in Languages with Egophoricity

ZHANG Ling

[Abstract] Based on personal sensitivity of egophoricity and the [tvolition] attribute of the main
predicate in the sentence, this paper divides the contexts of egophoricity into four types, and
believes that egophoricity will highlight various pragmatic meanings in different contexts. Although
these extended meanings are common in the evidential system and have typological generality, the
expression of these meanings in languages with egophoric markers is different, resulting in the
phenomenon of “cascade dislocation”.

[Keywords] egophoricity evidential function Lhasa Tibetan
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