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1 EL®IC

Universal Dependencies (UD)[6] l&. £ SiET—H
PWafEo>Y Y =Ny (MXHEMNEa—1"2) &8
-t 7oy bTH Y, 2019 4 11 ABUE,
90 EFE - 15T DV Y =N I DRREAINTVWS, TR
TOFHICBWT, MG 17 MO S 2 7 2 37
FDRD ZF T NIV EMNE U REHER TERILE N,
Z I SHEEEORENPMA S TWS, UD 2 HW»
TSR DY =7 R R A7 [11] OfER, % SO
SCHRERT DEA R & < AU 72 1E A, i@ oM SIS
& BERT & W RS FEH—DE TV & 5T
HEWIEREZ R L TWS 5, T 512 UD IXEFEENZA
WHIZEFEHINTWS (1, 2],

— T, UD 128D < RESURIT DRGSR % % 5 35 0B

BT 2 & WS Bl TR U 7R3 U Y
o\ 4], T 2 TARTIR, FEMiRBUh T 2 8 &
LT, UD O#APHEBEMICOWTHEHMRT D, I
H % AR 2 EMEC T T 512 H 72 > T, BAFOH
TR TR S N W SUERBED D 5 Z & (9] . M
SO & SOERR DS I MlifEA 2 Z & [10] R &
NTH Y MBI SR O — D OB 22
IRHAEFE WA S, 2 Eﬁfi‘ﬁﬁ%i;’&)ﬂb\t:ﬂﬂﬁi@ﬁ
M DFIE 3HTEDEEHAITOVWTHEARDL, 4§
DFEERTIE, UD OEEIZ & ofiﬁﬁﬂjéﬂéﬁ&@t =
RO DTG, UD © 3 — S 2ADHEHHT 7
VIr—va bl o TREBIIOWTHILE, #Eind 5,

2 FHEERIBHH

AR TR U 72 Wl & B & 13, XXz & % sk
WUARFHZRTHTHD, BEBELHREEKLLT D,
FEFEDHIST (1) &, hotel IZBIT 2HFFFDKBL (1a) &
waiter (ZB9 5 RFEDOKEL (1b) 2EATWVWD,

(1)  Ilove the hotel but she said none of the
waiters were friendly.

(la) 4+ love (hotel)

(Ib) — not friendly (waiter)

0o OFHliRE 2R 572012, K 11219 UD
DAMGE Z WD 225 FMRBLZHEL TV, Z
. HESORDIRN S by TR Iz AR — v e REEE
BHTZ2FE 13 2R—ALLTWS,

2.1 EIDMREH

F9. XDOEHDOEHTH S root D/ — KDFELIH
., 22 fiCHERTEFEICIDEEIE LT, FMED
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lemma e I 8 7L —2A
(a) | love VERB +  nsubj, obj
(b) | friendly  ADJ +  nsubj
(c) | unhappy ADJ — nsubj, with
(d) | high ADJ —  nsubj:“price”
(e) | noise NOUN —

#1 WMEEEEOEREHOH, + 3EFE. =1
AREDIGNEZ KT,

MBS X ONREFEET S, £/, —2OXDHIZH
L EB ORI Z M T 27201z, WHHEZRT
conj, parataxis ¥ DT NIV THD 1/ — K% i
FIZFAR S, “say” X “think” D & 51T ccomp % FIT
Ro@@cho1-56. TOT/ —F2fiRs, Zh
SOEMFEIZEOX (1) 226 2 DOFHIERBL (“love” K&
O “friendly” ODEE) BREE N5,

conj IZMIA T, “because”. “though” &\ 7z #fi
il % mark O T NIV THA B HiH advel 7RIV T
TWAEEHLAN=FTEILIXD,. X (2) 522D
IR AT 5, ccomp & HBRIZ, X (3) IXdH D
“make” ® xcomp D¥/ — RHLBPEROK KL T 5, *!

(2) [+] I was satisfied because amenities were great.

(3) [+] He made the travel excellent.
22 BUFEEOTYFVY

FITBARIFIEIZEVERT D) — FEEDDL,
£ LITRT &S %4, lemma - A & 487 L — L ORI
b’Cﬁﬁ'@fPiJ D4T bﬂf:fﬁilﬁﬁ ’Eﬁﬂb"c i o il
M- REEE RN RERET %, (a) 13EFE (nsubj) LE
%EH{J% (obj) ZHLZEE “love” “C ﬁ?ﬂ@@‘[‘i%%
B, O RIXEEHNIEDFETH 5, (b) IZAEG
“friendly” DMFFETH B Z &, (c) i “unhappy” A4
FOMM T, BTEH “with” 2PE5 AIICRERH L Z
2RT, (d) D& DT, “high” IXFEFED “price” DIFIZ
DARFEDOMM2FDOILBERTE D, B, Ih
5D AFADERIEH X, “high price” @ & 512 amod
TREMiT L5 BHFET 5, (e) FFFDIHHET,
AR FERT O EFEX “increase” DEFEHMFE (obj) &
o ZIRICARFOMmMEZ 52 5,
23 BEICK 2BHEDKRER

WA KIS EEHEOERFE LTI EAR
A TINFEIET 5, RBERNRE DI (4) DL ST

advmod 7 NIV EHWZBFEDBETH D, “not” DIF
2. “never”, ¥ 517 “seldom” “scarcely” 7 ¥ % 5%

*LRF - FRIEENZ NI OB L R E R,
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root

ccomp

conj — nsubj ﬁ
obj cc case
s nsubj \ /_ {EQ '/- {m ?jﬁ- rdetm [ punct w

1 love the hotel but she said
PRON VERB

none of the
DET NOUN CCONJ PRON VERB NOUN ADP

waiters were friendly
DET NOUN AUX ADJ PUNCT

+ love (hotel)

— not friendly (waiter)

1 (1) T ARG AR, root / — RS KWAHITRIKFHEZ 72 X DITRREEZ WD Ats, 2

DOFMEZH O - BFE - HROMERIE L TWD

ar | PADT fr T GSD ko [ GSD

cs | PDT he | HTB nl | Alpino

de | GSD id | GSD pt | Bosque

en | EWT it | ISDT tr | IMST

es | Ancora ja | GSD ru | SynTagRus
zh | GSDSimp

2 AWFETHWS 16 35D UD a—/3 2,

LThs, X (5) BLADEET, “no” & EN det I
AV THFNARD RV RS 5,

(4) [-] The hotel was not good.

(5) [+] It was no problem.

X512, (1) TRZ L SIZ, “none of ...” ¥ “nothing”
PEBPHWEEL R HFIZH, BE L AR L TIREE
Offilt 2 KinE € 5%,

3 YRTLDEEREEL

2 fiC R 7z, JEEEA I OFHliR TS H#R 2, UD Ok
X2 EH U T FEEICHE TN,

3.1 UD O—/RR®DEH

SENEE 212R T 16 S50 UD a— A TEEIh
TR R 2 W5, FERED GSD IXEETFHR—

ALl oTWBHDT, fitkF %k > 72912 GSDSimp
ZRALU,

UD_Arabic-PADT ® 2 — N A Tlk. lemma (ZHKF
AENMIEINSG D, HELFEINIRITIEINhE
g, HREGE UD’Ci BEEOHBALDFERIIC R > TH
0. lemma IFFEHINOEEEE ‘+ ~— I THET S
tw5%%E%Vﬁcfbéop®%f IEERIHE &
DRFEH W7 72D, lemma DXFEF| % ‘+ THEIL
7= ) D BNLIZFE R “da” ML CREE L LKRT 5,

32 WHEDEK

2.2 i T 5l 7= A O MR # A | %mmm&%%%@
AMEREANCBOSFECER UL, ZOFHEE
WCIRBIE [14] 2BBE Nz,

3.3 BXARLO#FF

Wiz, UD OREXAKR LO#ELZMOSIEICHEHB I
%, KT, WoR»SOHOME &, FEIZ & 2
‘[i@}iiﬁkﬁﬁﬁ_éf%ffﬁ%qj/ub’ SEHTHEDS D,
SEICEEENET LD, KEHEIIRELZBD
WAKE LD SRS 5,

g FHERBZFE T 5Hi 2 BHRET 2 EEOHR
A7 1, UD oz L v E3EfkcHme 25,
9. X Troot BRI, WHHEEZRT
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conj, parataxis KU list D IV THRB T/ — N
HIRANCHEET 5,

Hiffizh 72 £ (ccomp & xcomp) % HX 2 EiFd ik R 7%2 A%
LERBILIZEAL D, KiER S “think”, “make”, A
A VFETIE “creer” (‘believe’) X “parecer” (‘seem’),
HAGETIE “BS57, “BU D" R DiEREEZFIE LT,

HAGE UD T, UD OJEHIT & % =Ml E RO 51
W HARGEDORE G I B DR\ 20, conj TRV E
HAWTWwawn [3], 22T, XHOEBOH 2N 57
DIZ, advel 7 & D ERIT B itEEi 2 EET 5,
BHEDORE BEDRHZES FiEHLEDOHEL LT,
FMoHIZH B ‘Polarity=Neg’ DFHABEZEZ 5N 5,
Zhid, SRR LT HFEOH T, ar, cs, de, es,
fr, he, id, pt, tr, zh ® 10 SETHDLNTE D, NA
VEED “nicht” RHEFED “A” 72 L DG EDFHIFDIE
WP, T I TREOGEH, Fx I8 MV IFEDREE
DEERLEIIMNEGINTED, EEHOERE I
52 t&< BEDORBZHIETE 2,

11 S5 (de, en, es, fr, he, id, it, nl, pt, ru, zh) T ti
HEED “not” UDJ: 512 advmod Tk 7E ’i’ﬂ&ﬁfﬁ’é‘é
“no” D& DT det THAZEBHIT HREEFIEFTHZ <‘:

RO B/EERETE S,

ZOMDZFETIIAEDRE D FIENER D fE5]
DS BETH S, HAGED B\ 2712 IFV R
FED “el” X, BEDHIEIF T, aux 7 NIV THBEEIZHR
%, EE.EE“C X, AL EEEOMAEV»EGHE L A
BMEINT, ZOMIE flat DEREEFRE Lo TS,

4 ZEERREER

B EEOFIEE B, BEEPEHANICHE D]
Fiklk, MEEEDE RN RGN M0 Tk & O bk h
L, $RFMTF—20EDOHEL2Z IR TV, AH
T, SEMCLET 2R LBEDOFHT — X % H
WT., MO RYE L OBE % MR L .
UD iz & 3@ D EA VW EBEL TV L,

4.1 ZEERRTE

% SEOMETME T2 2720, 16 S35
D aspect R—ZADFHAHDOE XA TlELNTE -

a—N A%, XA O & F—X I8 U, @
A ARSI [14].

TRTD AN ST UARFED T ROV )5
INTVBDIZHL, Hx DY AT LIXEEDEED
AR ERHT 5, HEERIX, YATLARHEAULE
WS IEMROMY: & [ —Tdh 584, BRRIL, FR
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¥ AR (BEER) TR (HEE)

Ehi 2 OAJLE AFER AN & BOAE AR AN #
ar 72.4 | 21.2 | 4+14.0 +1.6 0| 36.8 | 94.2 0 0 +1.3 | 95.5
cs 68.8 | 25.0 | +11.2 +0.4 0| 36.6 | 77.6 +7.2 +3.0 +0.5 | 88.3
de 78.3 | 35.7 +9.4 +1.4 +0.3 | 46.8 | 92.4 +1.2 +0.6 0| 94.2
en 775 | 32.8 | +11.4 +2.0 +0.6 | 46.8 | 84.2 0 +8.0 +0.5 | 92.7
es 69.8 | 30.8 +5.4 +0.2 +0.2 | 36.6 | 80.8 +6.8 +2.1 +0.5 | 90.2
fr 74.2 | 31.8 | +11.2 +0.6 0 | 43.6 | 85.3 -0.1 +0.5 +4.3 | 90.0
he 45.6 | 144 +1.8 +0.2 0| 16.4 | 78.0 +4.0 0 0| 820
id 58.7 | 294 +3.0 0 +1.4 | 33.8 | 88.8 +1.8 +2.1 0| 927
it 53.4 | 23.6 +6.0 +0.2 0] 298 | 81.0 0 +7.3 0| 88.3
ja 68.0 | 32.1 0 0 +1.1 | 33.2 | 86.9 0 0 +5.3 | 92.2
ko 354 | 10.3 +0.6 0 0] 109 | 79.1 0 0 +1.5 | 80.6
nl 73.4 | 304 | +10.2 +1.0 0 | 41.6 | 84.0 0 +5.9 +0.9 | 90.8
pt 63.3 | 224 +6.6 +3.0 +0.4 | 324 | 75.0 +6.5 +0.6 +1.1 | 83.2
ru 64.7 | 19.6 | +10.6 +0.2 0| 304 | 811 0 +7.6 +1.4 | 90.1
tr 48.7 | 134 +2.6 0 +1.0 | 17.0 | 81.3 +3.3 +3.4 +3.2 | 91.2
zh 58.1 | 13.6 +9.6 +1.4 0| 246 | 79.4 +5.0 0 +3.8 | 88.2

. B conj ccomp Z DAl Pol=Neg advmod % DAl

B 7= 2 parataxis xcomp det

#3 16 SEEOFHBRBEHT O FBR L WA,
Sz L onibED AL -

AR S DE DM, - WEDFNTDNWT, WG ENG A,

SR P U e -

DRGME & 7 U R & 55 O FPAM R B AR & 7z Bl 42
THd, XHITEBOFHMEBAH 5155,
WLDFHHE AT E 2017 TIRARWA, Mz KO Hio

A R & U TiZ AR

THDEHW L7,

i 7P

MO 2 iR e LT, BAREEM L2 Fy
(R(6)TB=2,L7zbD) 2HVE, Zhid, FfE

ERWGE, GRS 2 il I

7 R AT

HEZHE T Z itk fIcfEzs LYo hs 2
LYy, FlRBEMEO I — A — 2 TIRE S KA

BETHIGENSL VI EWHEEBTH S,

Fp = (1+p7)

prec - rec
prec + 32 - rec

42 SEERDFEE SERIEFOA

(6)

16 D E5ED AJIX % StanfordNLP[7] % I\ THEX
fRfF U705, 2 fi - 3 BTl R 7= FIRIC & b Gl KRB
ZHhH L7z OMEREZ £ 3 1ITRT,

9. MENLIBETHD Fo izl 5, a—R2A

DRBOH L HEDOEBDLEN D L0

EENR R TELZ DI TRV, £<D

BTG & AR,

SNTHY, FEROEMRDEMED S

2B B EEDBALAEER
KA LTWSEOIZMOE

=Zh

= R

D

ééﬁc:

A YVEEZZNZ A BHEH1T

=25

S B IS I
REHLTWE E\WZ S, FFEET RS (XEEZEDOMERE.
BIZHBEZEMENZ e TH B, Ik, #EEFEZED UD

Lo THED, lemma DRk
FEL RO E D TER

WZ EDFNTH D, EEFE UD ORE G EOWED
b, NTSAE I —ASHOME L. ML
JFEBIFFEROEBBBOHED Y A AHN/NEI W LI
DHEHERB XU Fy AN RoTWVWE,

#£ 3D AR OEEIEL, XD root BAAH S

A

REOHi 2T 27-0DEEERINLI-GE L. St

2 RFIECIHMEREZBRIL LA WESIEEICBE RS, Bz
B Y, AFETHRAOBRE BT HET 5,

D DM ZE INZ 7R DWFEDEHR N E EHITRT,
M) 12392 3OWHDRRAD (2] ODHETHY, ZNHBRDOV AT LOMERETH 5,

ML - BB Y% - (HAOBEEMZ 5 Z LIk 5
BEDOZEMZERT, TA @] X, conj BED TNV
FRTUHIIEZRHI L2108 5, TH] OFse
DERERT, RERILEOHEIEIZED. conj T~V
ReL HWSNARWHAZEMAD 15 SIS W THR
EPREE LTS, TAFERE] X, ccomp & xcomp 7
NV OHHFEE D FEENNE LG E T, 12 58,
WHRFEE RV N NVECTHEND o7, TA ] 1%
DOMOEFEMDIETH D, 1V FX ¥ TEEPHARGE
T ZDOHANRKE W,

£ 30 [HE] O T, BEOHREFbL VG
A (B »PoOEAEROE(ER LS, SFELEDHE
M & UT ‘Polarity=Neg’ 23 5, F = A5 - ARA ¥
RNV HNE - FEETRIOENTHEERBD
WEEBRZ SNDE T, TSHETIREMBE Y, 7TV
AGETIZMI 72 B E ‘ne ... pas’ DM DFEICET
DOFEEVDHY, _EHAELHBUEINEZILIZLDA
DEERE > T WS, TIETEDEEDHEMENH N
INDDIIFEEERE “laa” IMRDFEICIZIFW SN TH D,
SEOBAITIIFHATE Rd -7, advmod & det T
ROEEDERZHNETLEILIZLD, ZLDEED
BREREDI I N—Z N3 D, HAZE EZEIZEWTI
ETORERHRVSHEHRAOEAL 2o T W5,
RN, BESCHERIED L XS EEIEDE DX, 5
BOHEIZ X DRI, UD OREHEE O @)
EhINT VWD, LU, Bz HAGE UD[12] 13358
MESIZEIPINTVWEWEENEL, T/ F—Y 3
VEED X SRIMEPBETHS S,
43 UD DN—2 3 v DHER

UD 3= E3~6 r HZEIZEHINTH D,
TDHENZRIRD, £41Z, UDD3DDN—=V 3

> T E & iz UDPipe[8] D 7L CTHECRMT % L 72
B oD BTAMG 2 Bl s DM RE & R T

— 1156 —

HAGE 58 D UD2.4 @\ WEREZ R U7z, advel
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UD2.0

UD2.2 UD2.4

Sk | LAs  HEAEEX HBEEX  Fy | LAs HWAEX HEHHEK  Fy | LA #HAR FHHEK I,

ar | 64.3 88.4 15.8 46.1 | 65.1
cs | 82.3 85.4 30.4 62.7 | 82.8
de | 68.6 93.6 47.1  78.2 | 70.8
en | 76.5 92.6 43.8 75.7 | 771
es | 84.5 88.6 33.8 66.9 | 84.4
fr | 80.7 88.7 39.4 70.9 | 81.0
he | 57.9 82.1 14.0 41.6 | 57.9
id | 74.3 - 0.0 - 74.4
it | 86.1 85.7 25.6 583 | 86.3
ja | 755 92.5 29.5 64.8 | 72.6
ko | 60.5 - 0.0 - 61.4
nl | 69.6 90.6 25.8 60.3 | 77.6
pt | 82.5 81.9 29.2  60.2 | 82.2
ru | 87.3 88.9 26.4 60.3 | 84.6
tr | 55.8 92.6 15.2 459 | 54.0
zh | 57.7 76.4 8.6 29.6 | 57.7

85.3 16.8 47.0 | 66.6 83.7 17.0  46.9
86.6 29.8 62.7 | 829 86.4 31.8 643
92.6 426  75.0 | 727 92.6 46.0 77.0
92.5 44.0 758 | 764 90.9 43.4 746
89.5 334 67.0 | 851 89.7 32.0 65.9
90.5 39.8 721 | 845 91.3 39.8 725
82.1 14.0 41.6 | 583 82.3 13.2  40.2
93.2 304 66.0 | 745 92.4 31.6 66.7
89.1 25.0 58.9 | 86.7 85.5 25.2 578
90.1 289 63.3 | 76.2 92.1 326 67.5
83.3 9.1 31.7 | 61.4 83.7 8.2 295
90.6 394 719 | 776 89.4 398 716
79.9 27.0 574 | 827 78.7 278 57.6
88.9 30.0 63.8 | 85.0 87.3 27.6  60.9
94.7 14.6 452 | 55.1 94.8 14.8 45.6
81.2 7.8 28.2 | 58.7 84.4 7.6 279

#4 UD 3—R2AD 320N =Y avilE ) 2aHliRE MM OMERE, UDPipe 12 & 23X DF5EE (LAS;
Labeled Attachment Score) & & HITRT, zh FEERFED I — A TEE L TV 5 2D BHBERIME,

L acl DT RUMBEULKBIEINZZ LR ENFLEL
TW3, 7V XETIE, AEDHG “niet” DR A
RITRVPBIEI N UD2.2 TRELREELR ST
7z 4 ¥ KXY TEEREEFED UD2.0 Tl lemma 7%
HDUTENTWEDR-T220, BELO/FENEL
TERM-o727, UD2.2 ATk X 7z,

BT > THRIITHREDL L3S Z e I E b
HEOD, UD24 BEEDOHREERIBVWEEDZ WV,
Bz 1Ea > 7ETIE lemma O OEEIZ L D FEH
L6 %otk £/, N5 16 EFEIZBVTHAS
UD 2 —RZADEHMThLNTWE I L biERI N,

5 BHYIC

ARFZE T, HCHE IR D FHMliR B H 2 H v
T. 16 EEDO UD a— RS20 MEE2BAL~E, 25
Wo 2R TRECOFMIIC & 0. RESTHENT 721 Tl
TERWVWUD OHEMNARZEZ S Z N TE, ZhiES
BOI—NRZADORBE L, XM DD D HOFEBR .
BRSO R EICHEERTH D L HffEI NS,

S Xk
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