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http://universaldependencies.org/u/feat/index.html

UD kJLOZE D

yar{%rb Aspect=Imp|Mood=Pot|Number=Plur|Person=3| Polarity=Neg|Tense=Aor 0  root
N—
FORM: yapamazlar N LEMMA: yap HFAVN)
(@5 TEEL) || vapmakDER | | EEEOEE RIS TRS
yapmak 9 3
-a-maz  (NA[RE)
-lar (BAFRER)

> yapamazlar

)

gelistiriimesi gelis VERB Verb Aspect=Perf|Case=Nom|Mood=Ind|Number[psor]=Sing|Person[psor]=3|Polarity=Pos|

FORM: gelistirilmesi ~ LEMMA: gelis FEATS

(D) ARSI ELEND) \‘ gelismek D& EEOEREIEYY TERIT
gelismek FAZT % (gelistirillZ 3 R &7?)

-tir (fE1%)

-il = 5)

(
-me (FEF2) _ B - N
y (FF A3 A FRE %) X I\)l/:I ERIEBIXM TS HRDOTHEE> TW b T HTEA

SHESIIEhD EBNET 6




UDIZHIT5:E

The UD annotation is based on a lexicalist view of syntax, which
means that dependency relations hold between words. Hence,
morphological features are encoded as properties of words and
there is no attempt at segmenting words into morphemes.
However, it is important to note that the basic units of
annotation are syntactic words (not phonological or
orthographic words), which means that we systematically want
to split off clitics, as in Spanish damelo = da me lo, and undo
contractions, as in French au = a le. We refer to such cases as
multiword tokens because a single orthographic token
corresponds to multiple (syntactic) words. In exceptional cases,
it may be necessary to go in the other direction, and combine
several orthographic tokens into a single syntactic word.

H B2 http://universaldependencies.org/u/overview/tokenization.html
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https://zenodo.org/record/225844/files/WordSegmentationFL.pdf
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Greg Pringle. Thoughts on the Universal

Dependencies proposal for Japanese
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http://www.cjvlang.com/Spicks/udjapanese.html

UD Issue #377: Definition of word

Nivre: Following up on the discussion about UD Japanese, it seems
clear that the segmentation of derivational morphology is not
consistent with general UD principles, nor with practice in other
UD treebanks, so | definitely think that should be changed.
Similarly, when it comes to verbal morphology, all the descriptions
so far point to this being a regular and systematic case of
agglutination, similar to the situation in Turkish and Finnish, so it
seems that an analysis using morphological features is most
compelling there as well.

Nivre: The main point is that "changing a noun into an adjective” is
not a syntactic relation, so there is no appropriate UD relation to
put on an arc between these two elements. This is a clear
indication that this should be treated as word formation, not
syntax, and it is exactly parallel to the argument against the old
"DERIV" links in the Turkish treebank.

22


https://github.com/UniversalDependencies/docs/issues/377
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