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7% 2: Penn Treebank 23 (2,122) (x5 #7835

covered sentences 88.3%

uncovered sentences 11.7%
assignment failures 6.2 %
composition failures 5.5%

word coverage 99.6 %
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ref($1)[]
[lecture($2,$3) &
past($3) &
agent($2,%$1) &
content($2,$4) &
ref($5)[]
[every($6)[ball($6,$4)]
[see($7,94) &
present($4) &
agent($7,$5) &
theme($7,$6) &
tremendously($7,$4) &
ref($8)[]
[ref($9)[groove($9,$10)]
[be($11,$4) &
present($4) &
agent($11,$8) &
in($11,%9) &
when($11,37)1111
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