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Over-penalization in standard evaluation
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1. Subcategorial labelling (sdcl\np)/pp, 1 → np, 1 sdcl\np, 1 → np, 1
2. Subcategorial alignment Functorial Levenshtein match states:

̂ s \np s\np /np $

̂ 0 1 2 3 4 5
pp 1 1 2 3 4 5

/np 2 2 2 3 3 4
$ 3 3 3 3 4 3

3. Root node and dependency Enforces de dicto–de re distinction:
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Intrinsic evaluation

Extrinsic evaluation

Parser scores
Dev set Test set

Parser F₁ DF₁ F₁ DF₁

C&C 83.4 88.4 84.2 88.9
EasyCCG 82.6 88.0 83.1 88.1
DepCCG 89.9 93.3 89.8 93.0

Example: PP attachment
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← Read the paper Grab the code→


