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3anagHble . ... ... ... onpen | 3AMAOHbLI A MH UM Lemma

KOMMaHUW . . . ... ... npeauk KOI\/II'IAHI/IFI‘ S MH >KEH M HEO[J _

npuxoasT | . .| MPUXOOUTb| V HECOB U3bsIB HEMPOLL MH 3-11 Morphological features
Motivation: Bt 1-komnn | B| PR S = substantivum

ELl = singular

Poccuto . ................... npean | POCCUA| S EON XEH BVH HEO/L WEH = feminine
to incorporate YKE . ....... ... .. orpaHny | Y)XXE| PART BVH = case ‘vinitelnyj’
Russian |anguage into C ottt e, obct | C PR
TectoMT framework CIIOXUBLUMMUCS . . . . o oot e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e s onpen | CKINAObIBATbCA| V COB INPUY MNMPOLWI MH TBOP
- 2 X komno3z | UT| S CPELQ HEO/L CIJ1
to compare Russian CUCTEMAMMU . . . . oottt e e e e e e e e e e, npegn | CUCTEMA S MH >XXEH TBOP HEO[ S _ _
. : yntactic relation
tectogrammatical structures with M counH | /| CONJ -—_—  ————_
already developed Czech and A orpaHny | HE| PART
English structures OyayT . . .. co4y-coiQ3H | bblTb | V HECOB V3bAB HEINPOLW MH 3-J1
- MCMIOSBb30BATD . . v v v e e e e e e e e e aHanut | NCI10OJIbSOBATH V HECOB UHO
usage in the Russian-Czech DOCCUMNCKME . . o o e e e e e e e e e e e e o e e onpea | POCCUUNCKNA A MH BWH HEOQ
and Russian-Eninsh CUCTEMDI . . o e vt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e Y . T-komnn | CUCTEMA| S MH >XEH BVH HEO[
machine translation ABTOMATUBALMU . . . . oot e NG e kBasnareHT | ABTOMATU3ALWNA S EO XKEH POO HEOA

Different handling coordinations

SynTagRus:
* Meaning Text Theory
® * First coordination member is the head
SruA and each other member (including
conjunctions) is attached to the previous
o one.
A
PDT-:
o * Functional Generative Description
DVXOTST . . Copjun_ctlon Is the head and all |
coordination members ar attached to it.
© © \ » necessary to rehang coordinations
KOMIaHWW yXe C HE NCNOJNIb30BATb :
» problems with common dependents
@] O
3E1I'IEI,D,HI:IE Poccuio CNCTeMaMi CNCTeMbl
O O O O
CNoXWMBWNNMINCH AT DGCCMHGKME dBTOMATU3dLUNI
Function words
* hidden on the tectogrammatical layer
* attached to one of the content words
* edges to be collepsed are highlighted
gruT Examples:
* preposition attached to the appropriate noun
N * auxiliary verb ‘ObITb’ (in passives or in future tense) attached to
Q the content verb
AON.] * subordinating conjunctions ‘uto’ (that), ‘uToobI’ (so that), or
‘notomy 4To' (because) attached to the head of subordinated
o O clause
NpMXOANTSE MCRO/Ib30BaTb * modal verb e.g. ‘’xoTeTb' (want), ‘'Mmo4b’ (can), ‘Hago’ (should),
PRED PRED : :
or ‘pormkeH (must) attached to the content verb
o o o o o '
KOMIMAaHNA OCCHA g}l{e CNCTeMa CHnerjema
ACT IR3 s ACMP PAT
O O O O O = g
3anafHbli cknaablBaTbCs Ut OCCUIACKMIA aBToOMaTn3aLus SynTagRus statistics:
RST 77 RSTR STR falels
32,242 sentences
Assianina Functors 461,297 tokens (excluding punctuation)

Functor = semantic relation between a node and its parent _ _ o
- simple rules which use syntactic relation, tag, and lemma of the node punctuation marks are not included within the trees

Examples: texts from:

* anno3 — APPS; cpaBHut — CPR; npumbikat— PAR; 1-komnn — PAT journal articles (77.8 %)
* preposintion ‘B’ + case ‘vinitelny] — DIR3 online news (12.4 %)
* ‘4T06BbI’ (t0) Or ‘c uenbto’ (with the aim of) — AIM fiction (9.8 %)
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