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On the System of Linguistic Modality
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Modality conveys speakers’ opinions and attitudes in their linguistic expressions. It is never easy to depict modality
thoroughly due to its wide range of meaning and various forms of realization. Both Formal Grammar and Functional Grammar once
explained modality accordingly and some theories from these two perspectives are juxtaposed with a single framework for compari—
son. This paper seeks to disclose the similarities and differences among these theories and then analyse their strengths and weak—

nesses.
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