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ABSTRACT

This study examines the mood and modality of Lohorung, a Rai Kirati language of the Tibeto-
Burman language family spoken in the Sangkhuwasabha District, the eastern part of Nepal. 
Lohorung expresses mood and modality through morphological marking, although particles also 
play a vital role in conveying and refining semantic distinctions. The study examines four moods: 
(viz., indicative, imperative, interrogative, and optative). The indicative mood is examined as realis, 
where the particle <-nɔ> states factuality, while copular verbs such as hɔ and ʈsuːk also indicate 
factual events, with <-nɔ> reinforcing degrees of certainty. The imperative mood is categorized as 
irrealis and is morphologically marked by <-ɛ> that functions as a portmanteau marker, encoding 
both imperative force with second-person singular agreement. Interrogatives are distributed into 
two types (viz., polar (Yes/No) and Wh). Yes/No interrogatives are marked by the marker <-ɛ> 
with falling intonation and <-ɛ̤> with rising intonation and are regarded as realis, whereas lexical 
Wh-interrogatives are evaluated as irrealis. The optative mood, expressing wishes and desires, is 
characterized as irrealis and is marked by < –rɔ>, <-gɔ>, <-ru> and <-ni>. Modality is divided 
into two types (viz., epistemic and evaluative types). The epistemic modality comprises probability, 
certainty, evidentiality, and negation, while the evaluative modality encompasses ability and 
obligation. The marker <-ru> indicates probability, and the particle <-nɔ> hints certainty. Negation 
is morphologically expressed through prefixes (viz. <mɑ->, <mɛn-> in past contexts; <ɑ-> in 
imperatives) and the suffix <-ni> in non-past contexts. The verb heː denotes ability (realized as 
hi in serial verb construction), while lɛːk expresses obligation. The findings prove the complicated 
interaction between morphology and particles in encoding mood and modality in Lohorung.  
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INTRODUCTION

This study analyzed the mood and modality in Lohorung, a Kirati language that falls  within 
the Sino-Tibetan, Tibeto-Burman, Western Tibeto-Burman, Himalayis, Eastern language 
group (Eppele et al., 2012), from the perspective of a formal and functional approach (cf. 
Givón, 2001a, 2001b). The Lohorung language is also referred to by several alternative 
names (viz., lohorung, lohorong, lohrung, Lohrung Khanawa, lorung, uttari lorung (Eppele et 
al. 2012, Rai, 205). However, Lohorung people themselves prefer the endonyms Yakkhaba 
khap (Rai 1015) and enny khap (2082). 

The Lohorung language is closely related to Mewahang [emg, raf], Yamphu [ybi], 
and Southern Yamphu [Irr] (Rutgers, 1998). Since Lohorung is also a Rai Kirat language. 
Thus, it is natural that it shows lexical similarity with all Kirati Rai languages. Its lexical 
similarity with Mewahang and Yamphu appears relatively closer, while it is somewhat 
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Linguistics, Tribhuvan University.



105Rai /pp. 108-121/

more distant from the others Kirati languages. According to Hanβon (1991) notes that the 
Lohorung has a Biksit dialect spoken near the upper Sabhakhola region; however, Hanβon 
himself acknowledges that the available data are insufficient to substantiate this claim. 
However, the Lohorung people claim that there is no existence of any dialect in the Lohorung 
language. Mitchell and Hilty (2012, p. 21) compare the lexical similarities among Pangma, 
Angla and Dhupu, reporting that Pangma and Dhupu share about 90% of their vocabulary, 
while Pangma and Angla, as well as Dhupu, and Angla, share approximately 88%. The 
total population of Lohorung people, categorized under cast and ethnicity, is reported as 
2,598. In contrast, the number of reported native speakers of the lohorung language is 3,884, 
while an additional 622 individuals are identified as a second-language speakers (NSO, 
2023). Furthermore, the population of 4,925 is reported to regard the Lohorung language as 
their ancestral language (NSO 2023).    

In spite of some previous studies, research on the Lohorung language still remains 
limited. Hardman (2001) conducts an ethnographic study of Lohorung people rather than 
language, although she does transcribe some ritual texts without any linguistic analysis. 
Rai (1015) investigates Lohorung verb morphology with affixes. Regmi (2072) discussed 
Lohorung phonology and its word classes. Rai and Rai (2076) studied the historical 
connection of the language with the land and environment and presented some cultural 
objects and myths related to the Lohorung origin. Rai (2021) explored the Lohorung 
morphosyntax from a functional-typological perspective.  Rai (2024 [2080]) conducted an 
anthropolinguistic analysis of Lohorung myths, arguing that Lohorung people first settled 
in the Arun Valley. Rai (2025 [2081]) studied how Lohorung verbs agree with the subject 
and object on the basis of clusivity and transitivity. Lohorung (2025 [2082]) discusses the 
genealogical lineages of a Dekhim cline within Lohorung and examines Mundhumi words 
by breaking them into morphemes and toponyms (place names).  Rai (2025 [2082]) explored 
grammatical relations in Lohorung, describing Lohorung as an ergative-absolutive 
alignment with a peripheral split-ergative pattern on the basis of its overt coding properties, 
behavior-and-control properties, Equi-NP deletion, and other grammatical relation tests.  
Rai and Rai (2026) discussed the tense and aspect in Lohorung. 

However, no prior study has systematically analyzed mood and modality in 
Lohorung, although several researchers have contributed to the study of the Lohorung 
language. Thus, the present research focused on mood and modality from the perspective 
of a formal and functional approach. 

RESEARCH METHODS

This study analyzed the mood and modality in Lohorung from the perspective of a formal 
and functional approach (cf. Givón, 2001a, and 2001b) and employed a mixed-methods 
linguistic fieldwork design to investigate mood and modality. Data were collected from 
primary sources and the elicitation method. Primary data were collected through structured 
elicitation sessions with native speakers (viz. Namlunghang (age 71), Hanglemba (age 67), 
Rewahang (age 74), Hangmaya (age 87), and Pɛʈsɛʔwɑ (age 89)) from Kharduwa, Pangm, 
Simle and Malingtar of Khandbari Municipality, Sankhuwasabha District, eastern part of 
Nepal. All consultants are very fluent in speaking Lohorung. The researcher, as a native 
speaker, relied on his intuitions for minor confirmation and to clarify an ambiguous 
situation. Structure and semi-structured elicitation tasks is involved in data collection, 
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in which consultants translated, produce and judged sentence designed to test the mood 
and modality in Lohorung. Alongside the elicited data, narratives, procedural texts, and 
conversational recordings were collected to analyze the use of mood and modality in 
naturally occurring discourse. 

RESULT AND DISCUSSION

This section discusses the mood and modality in Lohorung, focusing on mood (viz. 
indicative, imperative, interrogative and optative) and modality (viz., Epistemicː namely 
Probability, Certainty, Evidentially and Negation and Evaluative (deontic) Modalities 
namelyː ability and obligation). 

Mood 

Mood is defined as a morphosyntactic category of a verb like tense and aspect 
(Palmer, 1986, p.21). It is a grammatical category that functions as a bridge between 
locutionary and illocutionary force (Givón, 2001a.) Thus, Mood expresses how a speaker 
sets up an action or situation. In this section, the mood (viz., indicative, imperative, 
interrogative and optative) in Lohorung is focused. 

Indicative/Declarative

Palmer (2001) discussed the mood is commonly analyzed as a fundamentally 
binary system by dividing it into two categories: realis (situations treated as actual) and 
Irrealis (situations that are unreal or non-actual). The declarative mood is realis, which 
expresses the factual situation in the statement. The indicative mood in Lohorung is 
discussed as in (1). 

(1)
a.	 mɑkɑlu nɑŋlɑkʰɑ sɑŋkʰuwɑsɑbʰɑbi ʈsuːk.

mɑkɑlu 	 nɑŋlɑkʰɑ 	 sɑŋkʰuwɑsɑbʰɑ-bi 	 ʈsuːk.
Makalu	mountain	 Sangkhuwasabha-loc	 exist-npst

'Makalu mountain is in Sangkhuwasabha.’

b.	 kʰo jɑʈɑŋpɑ hɔ
kʰo 	 jɑʈɑŋpɑ 	hɔ
3sg	 shaman	cop.npst

'He is a shaman.’

c.	 lohoruŋ kʰɑp gɔbinɔ ɑmpɔːkɖɛ hɔ
Lohoruŋ 	 kʰɑp 	    gɔ-bi-nɔ		  ɑmpɔːkɖɛ 		  hɔ
Lohorung	 language  this-loc-emph	 burst out-npst-pfv-3sg  cop.npst

'Lohorung language is originated right here.’

d.	 ɑsen lukɖimmɑ kʰɑrɑ. 
ɑsen 		  lukɖimmɑ 	 kʰɑ-r-ɑ. 
yesterday	 earthquake 	 go-ins-pst.3g

'The earthquake occurred yesterday.’
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Examples (1a-d) exemplify the declarative mood in Lohorung. Those examples state 
the factual events. The verb ʈsuːk 'exist’ in the example (1a) states the factual event in the non-
past tense.  The copula verb hɔ, in the examples (1b) and (1c), state the factual event in the 
non-past and the verb kʰɑrɑ 'went’ means occurred in the example (1d) encodes the factual 
event in the past tense.  All verbs from the given examples contrast with the hypothetical 
events. Thus, all those examples exemplify the declarative or indicative mood in Lohorung. 

Imperative 

Notionally, Imperative is closely associated with deontic modality. It is directive in 
nature and usually portrayed as indicating a command (Palmer 2001, p. 80). Imperative in  
Lohorung is discussed as in example (2).

(2)
a.	 ɑnɑ ʈsɑm ʈsɑʔɛ

ɑnɑ 	 ʈsɑm 	 ʈsɑʔ-ɛ
2sg	 rice	 eat-2sg.imp

'You eat rice.’

b.	 jompɔk lɛːsi kʰɑrɛ
jompɔk 	lɛː-si 		  kʰɑr-ɛ
work 		  do-nmlz 	 go-ins-2sg.imp

'Go to work.’

c.	 hɑːʈabɑŋkɛ kɛkɛk inʈɛʈɛ. 
hɑːʈɑ-bɑŋkɛ 	 kɛkɛk 	 in-ʈɛ-ʈ-ɛ. 
Bazzar-abl	 maize	 buy-bring-ins-imp

'Bring maize form the bazzar.’

d.	 ɑnɑɛ igɔ jompɔk lɛːmɑ lɛːkunɑ
ɑnɑ-ɛ 		  igɔ 	 jompɔk 	lɛː-mɑ 		  lɛːk-u-nɑ
2sg-erg	  this	 work		  do-inf		  must-3sg-2sg

'You must do this work.’

e.	 wenɖɑ kʰɑ̃ɖbɑri kʰɑrɛ
wenɖɑ		   kʰɑ̃ɖbɑri 	 kʰɑ-r-ɛ
tomorrow	 Khandbari	 go-ins-imp.2sg

'Tomorrow go to Khandbari.’

In the examples (2a-e), the marker <ɛ> designates the imperative mood. Thus, the 
imperative marker <-ɛ> occurs morphologically in Lohorung. In example (2d), however, 
the morpheme lɛː occurs twice. One morpheme lɛː means 'do’ functions as the main verb, 
taking the infinitive marker <-mɑ>. The other lɛː 'must’ functions as a model verb, indicating 
an obligatory imperative. The imperative examples in (2a-e) express an irrealis situation in 
Lohorung.

Interrogative 

The Lohorung language encompasses two types of interrogatives (viz., polar Yes/No and 
Wh-), and yes/no type interrogative are morphologically marked with the markers <ɛ>, 
<-ɛ̤> and <rɔu> and intonation is used (Rai 2021, p. 59). However, the marker <-rɔu> in Rai 
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(2021) was incorrect. Thus, it is corrected as <-rou>. Interrogative in Lohorung is discussed as 
in example (3).

(3) 
a.	 ɑnɑ ʈulɑrɑmmi pɑsɑ hɛ?

ɑnɑ	  ʈulɑrɑm-mi 		  pɑsɑ	  hɛ
2sg	 Tularam-gen		  kid 	 cop

'Are you Tularam’s child?’ 

b.	 pɛʈsɛʔwɑɛ jɑŋ piʈʈɛrou?
Pɛʈsɛʔwɑ-ɛ	  	 jɑŋ 		  pi-ʈ-ʈ-ɛ-rou
Pɛʈsɛʔwɑ-erg		  money 		 give-ins-pst-3sg.3sg.prt

'Did Pɛʈsɛʔwɑ give you money?’ 

c.	 mu:mimpɑ kɛkɛk ʈsɑːknɛ?
mu:-mimpɑ 	 kɛkɛk 		  ʈsɑː-k-n-ɛ?
roast-adjvzr	 corn		  eat-npst-2sg-prt

'Do you eat roasted corn? 

d.	 muːmimpɑ kɛkɛk ʈsɑːknɛ̤?
muː-mimpɑ 	 kɛkɛk 	 ʈsɑː-k-n-ɛ̤
roast-adjz	 corn	 eat-npst-2sg-prt

'Do you eat roasted corn?’ 

e.	 ɑnʈsinɑɛ lɛːksi ʈsɑːkʈsunɑ̤?
ɑnʈsinɑ-ɛ 	 lɛːksi 		  ʈsɑː-k-ʈs-u-nɑ̤
2dl-erg	mango		  eat-npst-excl-3sg-2dl

'Do you (two) eat mango?’

f.	 kʰo hɑmpi kʰɑijɑ̤ŋɖɛ?
kʰo		  hɑmpi 		  kʰɑ-i-jɑ̤ŋ-ɖ-ɛ?
3sg 		  where		  go-ins-send-pfv-prt

'Where has he gone?’

Examples (3a-d) exemplify yes/no interrogatives marked as realis. Examples (3a) 
and (3c) exemplify yes/no interrogatives that are morphologically marked by the question 
marker <-ɛ> and prosodically accompanied by falling intonation, which gives sense of 
previous information about the event and asked to be sure. In contrast, in example (3d), the 
question marker is morphologically marked by the breathy vowel <-ɛ̤> and prosodically 
accompanied by rising intonation, which doesn’t give the previous information about the 
event. It means the question is asked directly to get information about whether yes or no. 
This example designates a request expressed in a very polite manner. Example (3b) exhibits 
the particle <-rou>. Thus, such particles can also be used for yes/no interrogatives. Example 
(3e) deals with the suprasegmental feature through the addition of a breathy sound on the 
vowel [ɑ], and is accompanied prosodically by rising intonation. Example (3f) illustrates 
the lexical level yes/no interrogative. The word hɑmpi 'where’ functions as a lexical 
interrogative in Lohorung, which is shown in example (3f). The lexical level interrogative 
usually remains neutral. Other lexical level interrogatives in Lohorung are shown in Table 
1. 
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Table 1:

Lexical level interrogatives in Lohorung

SN Lexical English
1 mɑŋ What 
2 hɑmpi / hɑbi Where
3 hɑnɑm When
4 hɑmpɛ Which 
5 ɛʔwɑ How much
6 ɑsɑ Who / whom
7 ɑsɑm/ɑsami Whose 
8 mɑnʈʰɑ Why 
9 mɑnʈɔkmɑ What kind of

Note. The lexical-level interrogatives are adapted from (Rai, 2021) and supplemented with 
additional examples.

All those lexical level interrogatives just asked about events to know the truth. 
Thus, lexical level interrogatives presented above express irrealis situations in Lohorung. 
The proto-forms of lexical level interrogatives are similar in Lohorung, showing similarities 
to those of other kirati languages spoken in Nepal. 

Optative 
Lohorung morphologically encodes the optative mood (Rai 2021). However, like 

other Kirati languages (Rai, 2014, 2015, 1017) and (Khatiwada, 2016), Lohorung also uses 
particles to express optative mood, as in example (4).

(4) 
a.	 pɑːmɑːmi niŋ juŋkʰubɑ liːmɑnɛ.

pɑːmɑː-mi	 niŋ 	 juŋ-kʰubɑ 	 liː-mɑ-n-ɛ.
	 parents-gen	 name 	 keep-nmlz	 be-inf-2sg-opt

	 'May you be great which makes your parents great.’

b.	 pɑppɑɛnɔ loːsurɔ.
pɑppɑ-ɛ-nɔ 			   loː-s-u-rɔ.
grandfather-erg-emph	 say-ins-3sg-opt

'May grandfather indeed say (it).’

c.	 wenɖɑgɔ wɑri ʈɑːɛru
wenɖɑ-gɔ 	 wɑri 	 ʈɑː-ɛ-ru
tomorrow-prt	 rain	 come-fut-prt.opt

'Will it rain tomorrow?’ 

d.	 ɑjugɔ nɑm ŋiːmɑni 
ɑju-gɔ 		  nɑm 		  ŋiː-mɑ-ni 
today-prt	 sun		  shine-inf-opt

'I wish it would be sunny today.’
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e.	 ʈsɑːʈsɑ jɑː ʈɑːkgɔ hunɛ
ʈsɑːʈsɑ	  jɑː 		  ʈɑː-k-gɔ 		 hunɛ
baby	 mouth		  come-npst-prt	 be-otp

'I wish the child would speak.’

	 Examples (4a-e) exemplify the optative mood in Lohorung. In Lohorung, the 
optative mood is morphologically marked by the markers <-rɔ>, <-gɔ>, <-ru> and <-ni> 
(Rai 2021, p. 61). These markers convey the meaning of the speaker’s wish.  However, 
among these markers, <-ru> is a particle used to denote an optative mood, which expresses 
possibility. Additionally, the maker <-ɛ> is a newly identified marker, which is also 
morphologically encoded. The optative mood in Lohorung expresses wishes, hopes, or 
desires rather than actual events; thus, the optative mood is irrealis.  In the example (4c), 
the particle <-ru> conveys the possible condition. However, example (4a) represents wish 
(bless) and examples (4b), (4d) and (4e) signify wish.

Modality 

	 Modality is defined in term of epistemic judgment (viz. truth, probability, certainty, 
belief, evidence) and Evaluative (deontic) judgment (viz., desirability, preference, intent 
ability, obligation, manipulation (Givón 2001a, p.300).  The Lohorung modality is also 
analyzed based on this two-way distinction proposed by Givón. However, the evaluative 
section discusses only ability and obligation.

Epistemic modality

	 Lohorung epistemic modalities are discussed based on truth, probability, certainty, 
belief, and evidence.

Probability

	 The Lohorung implies the particle <-ru> with a verb which indicates the probability, 
and the modal verb heː 'can’ is also used to denote the same modality (Rai 2021, p. 62). 
However, the Lohorung modal verb heː 'can’, changes its morphological form to hiː after the 
other man verbs, such as  lɛː 'do’, ʈsɑː 'eat’, pɔk 'break’ etc. as shown in example (5).

(5)
a.	 mɑsigɔ nɑm ŋiːɛru

mɑsi-gɔ 	 nɑm 	 ŋiː-ɛ-ru
later-prt	 sun	 shine-3sg-prt

'It will probably be sunny later.’ 

b.	 nɑmɑkgɔ uŋ pɑsɑ ʈɑːmɑ heːku
nɑmɑk-gɔ 	 uŋ-pɑsɑ 	 ʈɑː-mɑ 		  heː-k-u
next year-prt	 1sg.poss-son	 come-inf	 can-npst-3sg

'Next year my son may come.’

c.	 kʰosɛ igɔ liŋkɔʔwɑ pɔkhiːku.
kʰos-ɛ 		  igɔ 	 liŋkɔʔwɑ 	 pɔkhiːku.
3sg-erg	 this	 stone		  break-can-npst-3sg.3sg

'He can break this stone.’
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d.	 ɑnɑɛ ʈsɑːhikuna
ɑnɑ-ɛ 		  ʈsɑː-hi-k-u-na
2sg-erg	 eat-can-npst-3sg-2sg

'You can eat.’

	 Examples (5a-d) exemplify the probability (irrealis) in Lohorung. In the example 
(5a) the particle <-ru> indicates the probability of an action. Example (5b) implies the verb he: 
means 'able/can’ after the verb ʈɑːmɑ 'to come’. In this situation, the verb heː 'can’ designates 
probability. In the examples (5c-d), the same verb heː occurs in serial verb construction with 
the verbs pɔk 'break’ and ʈsɑː 'eat’. In these cases, it undergoes a phonological change from 
heː to hiː.

Certainty
	 Certainty is the realis modality which tells the readers the truth. The Lohorung 
implies the marker <nɔ> (Rai 2021, p. 63). However, this is a particle rather than a marker, 
which helps to make sure that the action is true as in example (6).

(6)
a.	 ɑnɑ wenɖɑ ʈɑːknɑ

ɑnɑ 	 wenɖɑ 		  ʈɑː-k-nɑ
2sg	 tomorrow 	 come-npst-2sg

'You will come tomorrow.’
b.	 kʰo wenɖɑ ʈɑːknɔ

kʰo 	 wenɖɑ 		  ʈɑː-k-nɔ
3sg	 tomorrow 	 come-npst.3sg-emph

'He will come tomorrow indeed.”
c.	 kɑŋɑɛ ʈsɑibɑnɔ kʰɑŋknɑ

kɑŋɑ-ɛ 	 ʈsɑibɑ-nɔ 	 kʰɑŋ-k-nɑ
1sg-erg	 really-emph	 look after-npst-1sg.2sg

'I will certaily look after you.’
d.	 kʰo wenɖɑ ʈɑːme pɑik.

kʰo 	 wenɖɑ 	 	 ʈɑː-me 		  pɑi-k.  
	 3sg	 tomorrow	 come-prog	 move-npst.3sg

	 'He is coming tomorrow.’

	 Examples (6a-c) demonstrate the certainty in Lohorung. Example (6a), the particle 
<nɔ> isn’t used, yet the clause still conveys certainty. In the other examples, the particle 
<nɔ> is implied to serve to reinforce the speaker’s certainty further. Thus, the particle <nɔ> 
makes the statement surer to the audience. In the example (6c), the adverb ʈsɑbɑnɔ 'really’ 
is used to make action surer. Thus, Lohorung implies some adverbs to indicate certainty. 
Lohorung implies the verb with its progressive form and adds another verb, copula pɑik 'be’ 
that the action will surely happen in the future, as in example (6d). 

Evidentiality

	 Aikhenvald (2006, P. 320) discussed how the speakers find out information about 
a possible event. Lohorung evidentiality is discussed in (7).  
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(7)
a.	 ɑsen kiːwɑ ʈɑːɖɑːɖɑ. ɑkiu pɑilɑi pɑilɑ ʈsuɑ.

ɑsen 	 kiːwɑ 	 ʈɑː-ɖɑː-ɖɑ. 	 ɑkiu 	 pɑilɑ-i 		  pɑilɑ 		  ʈsuɑ.
yesterdaytiger	 come-pfv-infer	 there	 footprint-emph footprint	be.pst

'The tiger apparently came yesterday,  because there were footprints.’

b.	 ɑnɑɛ kʰo jɑʔlɔɛbɑnɔ nenʈsɑkunɛ.
ɑnɑ-ɛ 		  kʰo	  jɑʔlɔ-ɛ-bɑ-nɔ 		  nenʈsɑ-k-u-n-ɛ.
2sg-erg	 3sg	 before-	 adjz-emph	 like-npst-3sg-2sg-?
'You have liked him from very beginning.’

c.	 ɑju wɑri ʈɑːkjo. nɑnʈuruŋmɑ ja kaːmesiːk.
ɑju 	 wɑri 	 ʈɑː-k-jo. 		 nɑnʈuruŋmɑ 	 ja 	 kaː-mesiː-k.
today	 rain	 come-npst-prt	 thunder 	 mouth	 roar-prog-npst.3sg

'It will rain today, you know.  It’s thundering.’

	 Examples (7a-e) illustrate evidentiality in Lohorung, providing proof of evidence 
to support the occurrence of events to make more truth.  In the example (7a), ɑkiu pɑilɑi pɑilɑ 
ʈsuɑ 'there were footprints’ is evidence for ɑsen kiːwa ʈɑːɖɑɖɑ 'yesterday tiger had come’. In 
the example (7b) jɑʔlɔɛbɑnɔ nenʈsɑkunɛ 'you have liked him from the very beginning’ is a 
source of information that you like him from the very beginning, so you still like him. In the 
example (7c) ɑju wɑri ʈɑːk 'Its rains today’ is supported to make more truth by the second 
source of information nɑmʈuruŋmɑ jɑ kɑːmesiːk 'its thunderng.’

Negation
	 Negation is a morphosyntactic operation whereby a lexical element functions to 
deny or reverse the meaning of another lexical item or an entire syntactic construction. 
Lohorung encodes negations through morphological processes as in (8).

(8)
a.	 kɑŋɑ ʈsɑm ʈsɑːŋɑni

kɑŋɑ ʈsɑm ʈsɑːŋɑni
1sg	 rice	 eat-1sg-neg.npst

'I don’t eat rice.’
b.	 ɑnɑ jompɔk jiknɑni

ɑnɑ 	 jompɔk 	jiknɑni
2sg 	 work		  do-2sg-neg.npst

'You don’t work.’
c.	 kʰo ɑsen mɑʈɑʔɑ

kʰo 	 ɑsen 		  mɑ-ʈɑ-ʔ-ɑ
3sg	 yesterday	 neg-come-ins-3sg.pst

'He didn’t come yesterday.’
d.	 meʈʰuwɑɛ gʰɑ̃ːsɑ mɛnʈsɑʔu

meʈʰuwɑ-ɛ 	 gʰɑ̃ːsɑ 		  mɛn-ʈsɑ-ʔ-u
goat-erg	 grass		  neg-eat-ins-3sg.pst

'Goat didn’t eat grass.’
e.	 wenɖɑ hɑːʈɑ ɑkʰɑrɛ 

wenɖɑ 		  hɑːʈɑ 		  ɑkʰɑrɛ 
tomorrow	 bazar		  neg-go-ins-3sg.imp
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'Tomorrow, don’t go to the bazaar.’

Examples (8a-e) illustrate the negation in Lohorung. In Lohorung, some negation 
markers are morphologically encoded. When an action is expressed in the past tense, the 
negation marker <mɑ-/mɛn> as in example (8c-d) and the negation marker <ɑ-> in imperative 
as in example (8e) occur as a prefix. In contrast, when an event is expressed in the non-past, 
the negation marker <-ni> as in example (8a-b) occurs as a suffix. 

Evaluative (deontic) Modalities

	 Evaluative (deontic) modality encodes the speaker’s judgment concerning 
obligation, necessity, permission, or desirability, expressing what should occur rather than 
what is factually the case (Givón 2001a). Evaluative modality designates the internal or 
external capacity of a volitional agent to realize the predicate situation and may co-occur 
with various tense aspect markers. In Lohorung, agent-oriented (deontic) modalities are 
expressed through modal verbs.

Ability

	 Ability is both the physical and mental capacity of the agent/subject to perform 
any action. Lohorung contracts with the modal verb heːmɑ 'able/can’ and this modal verb 
occurs with other verbs (Rai 2021, p. 65) as a verb serial as in example (9).

(9)
a.	 ɑnɑɛ heːkunɑ

ɑnɑ-ɛ 		  heː-k-u-nɑ
2sg-erg	 can-npst-3sg-2sg

'You can.’

b.	 kʰosɛ lɛːmɑ heːku
kʰos-ɛ		  lɛː-mɑ 		  heː-k-u
3sg-erg	 do-inf		  can-npst-3sg.3sg

'He can do (it).’

c.	 kɑŋɑɛ ʈsɑːhikuŋ
kɑŋɑ-ɛ 		  ʈsɑː-hi-k-u-ŋ
1sg-erg	 	 eat-can-npst-3sg-1sg

'I can eat (it).’

d.	 ɑnɑɛ ʈʰeʔhikunɑ 
ɑnɑ-ɛ 		  ʈʰeʔ-hi-k-u-nɑ 
2sg-erg	 lift-can-npst-3sg-2sg

'You can lift (it).’

e.	 kkɑŋɑɛ kiːwɑ lɑphikuŋ
kɑŋɑ-ɛ 		  kiːwɑ 		  lɑp-hi-k-u-ŋ
1sg-erg	 	 tiger		  catch-can/able-npst-3sg-1sg

'I can catch the tiger.’

Examples (9a-e) illustrate the expression of the ability in Lohorung. The verb heː 
'can/able’ conveys the meaning of ability or capability of the subject. The verb heː 'can’ also 
occurs as a verb serial construction with other verbs as <-hi-> as in examples (9c) and (9d).   
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Obligation

	 Obligation refers to linguistic expressions that indicate a speaker’s judgment 
about what is required, necessary, permitted, or forbidden according to social, moral or 
authoritative norms (Givón, 2001a). Regmi (2072 BS, p. 120) explains that the Lohorung 
helping verb leʔ conveys the meaning 'must’. However, Rai (2021, p. 65) corrects this form to 
lɛːk 'must/should’, which functions to indicate obligation in Lohorung as in (10).

(10)
a.	 ɑnɑ iskul kʰɛʔmɑ lɛːknɑ

ɑnɑ 	 iskul 		  kʰɛʔ-mɑ 	 lɛː-k-nɑ
2sg	 school		  go-inf	 	 should-npst-2sg

'You should go to school.’

b.	 pɑːmɑː pɑsɑʈsiɛ kʰɑŋmɑ lɛːk
pɑːmɑː 	pɑsɑ-ʈsi-ɛ 	 kʰɑŋmɑ 	 lɛːk
parents		 child-pl-erg 	 lookafter-inf	 should
'Sons and daughters should take care of their parents.’ 

c.	 ʈenbi ʈoŋʈsɑmɑ lɛːk
ʈen-bi 		  ʈoŋ-ʈsɑ-mɑ	  lɛːk
village-loc	 adjust-eat-inf	 should
'(People) should live together in harmony in the village.’

d.	 jɑʈɑŋpɑnɔ ʈiːmɑ lɛːk
jɑʈɑŋpɑ-nɔ 	 ʈiː-mɑ 	 lɛːk
shaman-empz put-inf	 should. 
'It is mandatory to appoint shaman.’ 

e.	 ɑnɑɛnɔ muːmɑ lɛːk
ɑnɑ-ɛ-nɔ		   muː-mɑ 	 lɛːk
2sg-erg-emph		  do-inf		  must
'You have to do (it).’

f.	 ɑnɑɛ muːmɑnɔ lɛːkunɑ
ɑnɑ-ɛ 		  muːmɑ-nɔ 		  lɛːk
2sg-erg		  do-inf-emph		  must
'You absolutely have to do (it).’

g.	 ɑnɑɛ muːmɑ lɛːknɔ
ɑnɑ-ɛ 		  muː-mɑ 	 lɛːk-nɔ
2sg-erg		  do-inf		  must-emph
'You really have to do (it).’

	 Examples (10a-g) illustrate the expression of obligation (deontic) modality in 
Lohorung. The verb lɛːk functions as a modal auxiliary meaning 'must/should’, thereby 
encoding a sense of obligation in the clause. In the examples (10d-g), the emphasized 
marker <nɔ> strengthens the obligation of the statement. In examples (10d-e), the subjects 
jɑʈɑŋpɑ 'shaman’ and ɑnɑ 'you’ are emphasized. However, example (10f) emphasizes the 
action. Example (10g) shows that the emphasis marker <nɔ> is used with the modal verb 
lɛːk 'must’ but the meaning conveys the same as the example. (10f).  
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CONCLUSION 

	 This study has examined the mood and modality in Lohorung. In Lohorung, mood 
and modality are primarily expressed through morphological marking; however, particles 
also play a vital role in conveying and refining the distinction of mood and modality. This 
study discusses four moods (viz., indicative/declarative, imperative, interrogative, and 
optative) in Lohorung. Indicative/declarative mood is discussed as a realis mood, in which 
the particle <nɔ> is used to assert the factuality of the event. Other copular verbs <hɔ> 
and <ʈsuːk> are implied to indicate the factual event; however, the particle <nɔ> makes 
the event more real.  An imperative mood is discussed as the irrealis mood in Lohorung 
and is morphologically marked by the marker <ɛ>. However, the marker <ɛ> functions 
as a portmanteau. Simultaneously encoding imperative and second-person singular 
numbers. Imperative is analyzed by classifying into two types (viz., polar Yes/No and 
Wh (lexical level)). The polar Yes/no interrogative is also morphologically marked by the 
markers <ɛ> (with falling intonation) and <ɛ̤> (with raising intonation) and is considered 
as realis. This study disusses nine lexical-level interrogatives wich is considered as irrealis. 
The optative mood in Lohorung expresses wishes, hopes, or desires rather than actual 
events; thus, the optative mood is irrealis. Optative mood is also morphologically marked 
by the markers <-rɔ>, <gɔ>, <ru> and <-ni>. Modality is analyzed by dividing it into two 
types (viz., epistemic and evaluative (deontic)). Within the epistemic category, the study 
examines probability certainty, evidentially as realis, and negation as irrealis, while within 
the evaluative category, it discusses ability and obligation as irrealis. The marker <-ru> 
indicates probability. The particle <nɔ> is used to indicate certainty and more factual. 
The negation markers <mɑ-/mɛn-> occur as prefixes in past event expressions, while <ɑ-> 
occurs as a prefix in the imperative. In contrast, the negation marker <-ni> occurs as a 
suffix in the non-past event expression. The verb he denotes ability and change to hi when 
it occurs in verb serial construction, while the verb lɛːk donates the obligation. The verb lɛːk 
in Lohorung is contextual. However, it functions as a main verb and a modal verb, as well. 
Lɛːk as a man verb means 'he does’ and, on the other hand, as a modal verb means 'must’.
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Abbreviations 

infer =inferential

1 = first person

2 = second person

3 = third person

sg = singular 

pl = plural 

prt = particle

ins = insertion

prog = progressive 

npst = non-past tense

pst = past tense

inf = infinitive

loc = locative 

erg = ergative 

imp = imperative 

cop = copula

emph = emphasize

neg = negative 

pfv = perfective 

nmlz = nomilizer

gen = genitive

prt = particle 

advz = adjectivizer 

excl = exclusive 

opt = optative 

fut = future 
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