KAPTTE “We” R Rt 8] FRFK L HIRIR
—— IR IR TE B A BRI R 2% B A

SN

KT & A — B AL b M A R Bhe] “me”, FR BN AT R 2
FIEBATIR (progressive) . 151 & (habitual) 54 5EHEAAR (imperfective) & X (S
=R, 2004; FTEE, 2009; FhILET, 2013: 362-363: JHIEK, 2018), [FHS
HA —E B RERF8FR (future time reference) INAE (S22, 2004; 245
P, 2011: 251-256; FEIER, 2018 %5%), rHlupl (1) (2) (3):

(D oz, fhpeFne. GEAT; 51 HANSLH, 2013: 362)

(2)  EEREN RN, oS T AT G gl BT

2013: 363)

(3) ik—2 LR B4R, CER; 51 H =R, 2004)

FERIF I FEARAE R “We” IR EDIRE, 1R 7T e W IHAERS LA 1 R 78 B AR 1)
Ae HF AR H R 105 HUE, KR SO B R UR 5 52 & H R e AR Dy Re R AL 1) e i
BT DA — 26 B AN N e ok SR B BRI U AR B VR (JE 5 2016;
JEIER, 2018) 0 ASTIAA A “We ” 4 5K SRR T HAR A FHVE W s A AT
ok SCHE AT e 1) BRI e Hodb AT R FH

MRHTTENIBE, “We” FBR 5 RIAT N #AEOR 18 B BOR 1t
P, BB R e 8 E SR ATESIZEE ], SX 3 1E FE SR A s BR ) 45
i SOB N AL 225 (2004) FRIEMITEZTT 54 “We” #RIEATE5R/RII R
HE—BUE TR LS #AT UL R .

MABITIE S 807 5 &, WEILHH 2 /R&R1E S (Altaic Languages) FTEA
PIFTIE “ILAER R /ARt 2em) 7 SEBR ER CAar AT« AT I8 Aol Rk 7
2 Dhaet s, HA AT R, U LSRR AT Re 2 50 AT UK Fé
Mk P X —2e 35 T 5 BR 518 LG 0 5 7 5 AR AT bRl “We”
Je HARR e R R I S

MAESTIEIE &, WEAT R i HKs ke i 1) B8 42 R AR AE H 59E 5 A B A
WHEIER) be doing #J30 (Leech, 2013: 98-101). VK%ifE (Icelandic) ANZF %1
(Finnish) (Tommola, 2000: 669) LA AEPNPEE]E S+ 1) Nata 15 (Osa-Goémez
del Campo, 2014) Hl Nzadi i& (Crane etal., 2011: 130).

FEUEB R T “We” Bk SCRIE T-HEAT AR X2 fa, A0 —#
EERI: AEHFE T AR R TEEBAR R [A4RFR” ZM AR T, B
B AT ARG RIS TR FERR 7 RN LR AR KRB [RIFERR 7 P2k BARERAR . AT
R R RE E A Gintention) AL, WPGEVEILTT T “We”. JEER be
doing. Nata 15 1-ko; &3 B 7oK & HK R FU (prediction) FE, WPOER)
“27 RALEINZRMIX ) Nakh-Daghestanian %1% & (Tatevosov, 2005). Pk
PRATLE 53 0 R Je H R [ SR B NI SR B I 5 A7 AE 4k 252 ] — K SR ) Fe (R 7
ETRE. DA BRI R = & FRATXT Bybee etal. (1994) Frishig (RS 444
SR AR I AR 22 AR AR, T LA T D R A e — e 5k = AERL BT AN 2 1
SR R SR i)
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JAHETE 2016 Bhahial “ o7 1E A LA 2 S Ml —— R TEE S /07 5 M 7T, GF
BEIRE ) H2 W

FIELE 2009 PHALTT F B LT bRic “We”, CRPHITYE 2B 4k) 25 3 .

IR 2004 P45 PARBE R ARAR <o, EASREEBEE S P IT (P EESC) g
BARgm ORBL (hERESO BT 50 FAEAARR D), dbat: RS EHHE.

SR 2011 (WU TT AR AEM L), b PERR.

PISEHT 2013 CORFITF AWMLY, ALt FERESRL S H AR .

JEIER 2018 KA 7 & IRPRERIN [ FEARIE S\ —— AR A T & 3 SR, O 5) 5 2
.
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