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Dependency Syntax Annotation

e within multi-layered treebank for Czech: Prague Dependency Treebank — Consolidated 2.0
 structure and syntactic function label (25 types): Predicate, Subject, Object, Attribute, Adverbial etc.
 plus additional features: ellipsis, parenthesis, member of coordination (25x23=200 types of labels)

e 2,000,000 tokens to be annotated
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e data effect

e annotator effect

Annotation Support Tools . .
Experiment Design . ., ning effect
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Supported by the LINDAT/CLARIAH-CZ Research Infrastructure, Ministry of Education CZ, LM2018101 & by project LUSyD, Grant Agency of the Czech Republic, GX20-16819X.


http://hdl.handle.net/11234/1-4647

