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Level Tools

Morphology Pitrat AnalyserMorphology Pitrat AnalyserMorphology
Syntax LFG Analyser (C-Structure)Syntax LFG Analyser (C-Structure)Syntax
Semantics LFG F-Structures + Sowa’s Conceptual GraphsSemantics LFG F-Structures + Sowa’s Conceptual GraphsSemantics
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Argument 0 2
sin 0 1
cos 1 0
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ORL
1-Train 2-Train 3-Train 4-Train

Ensemble
Topology

Rate (%)
Ensemble
Topology

Rate(%)
Ensemble
Topology

Rate(%)
Ensemble
Topology

Rate(%)

Quality1
BF+MV [3]

(40 : 25 : 40)

60.03 [4]
(40 : 25 : 40)

73.58 [5]
(40 : 25 : 40)

82.91 [6]
(60 : 25 : 40)

89.2
BF+Avg 59.8 72.7 83.96 89.44

Quality2
BF+MV [3]

(30 : 25 : 40)

58.9 [4]
(30 : 25 : 40)

71 [5]
(30 : 25 : 40)

79.6 [6]
(40 : 25 : 40)

83.9
BF+Avg 59.13 70.5 78.2 84.46
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