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Abstract

Annotating complicated noun phrases is difficult in semantic analysis. In this paper we
investigate the annotation schemes of noun phrases in Nombank, Chinese Nombank and Sinica
Treebank and propose an annotation scheme based on semantic dependency graph for Chinese
noun phrases. We labeled 1830 Chinese noun phrases trying to describe the semantic relations
existing between the words and propose an annotation scheme based on the investigation of the
three mentioned corpora. The labeling is based on semantic dependency graph which indicates
semantic relations between every two words with few restrictions. According to whether the noun
phrase contains a predicate, we divide Chinese noun phrases into two categories: the ones with
predicate and the ones without predicate. We find that predicates in noun phrases are more likely
to be the connection of the root and other components, while in noun phrases without predicate
all the words are more likely to directly modify the root.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Complex Chinese Noun Phrases

F. Xing calls the complex noun phrases containing[1] verbs “NVN structure”. He believes that
the function of such structures is to construct nouns, and the whole phrase represents a specific
event. G. Zhang[2] uses prototype theory to study the cognitive schemata of V+N structures, and
puts forward the factors that influence the understanding of such phrases. Y. Gu and Y. Shen[3]
think the feature of the structures like “YX%-1&# 1" is that the verb and the internal argument
are enhanced and have become a part of the whole noun phrase through the penetration function
of the head. That is to say, the verb “/Z¥”(repair) first combines with the inner argument “¥5 75"
(automobile), and the semantics produced by them again combine with the outside element
“7T.”(worker). Because the head of this structure is “T.”(worker), its semantics will penetrate into

the N+V structure and make the whole a noun.
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D. Shi[4] believes that the length of Chinese noun compound is not restricted, and at least in
theory can be infinitely extended. The “N+V” structure is dynamic and capable of producing new
noun phrases as long as there is a need to create new words. The composition of this compound
has strong regularity, and the formation process can be described by several limited rules.
Therefore, it is possible to solve this linguistic phenomenon by the generative method of formal
syntax. F. Hu[5] discusses NP(V) classification methods of internal semantic relations, using
relational database to describe the internal structure of NP(V). A. Fu[6] defines the complex noun
phrases that contain verbs but without the auxiliary word “de” adhesive noun phrases and list
three boundary conditions of NP (V): (1) a self-sufficient noun structure; (2) without structural
auxiliary word “de”; (3) the direct compositions contain event verbs". H. Liu[7] examines the
inner limits of modifier-head construction in terms of speech, grammar and semantics. From the
perspective of linguistic typology, D. Liu[8] sums up the main syntactic types of noun phrases in
modern Chinese from three aspects: word order, marker and category, through the comparison of
Chinese and other languages and the synchronic and diachronic comparison of Chinese. W. Wu
[9] investigates the origin, attribute and integration effect of event appellation NV structure based
on the conceptual integration theory in modern Chinese.

1.2 Semantic Dependency Parsing

At present, the main methods of sentence semantic analysis can be divided into two types:
shallow semantic analysis and deep semantic analysis. Semantic role labeling (SRL) is a way of
shallow semantic analysis, the main purpose of which is to annotate predicate-argument structure.
Since SRL mainly focuses on the predicate-argument structure, the internal semantic relations of
noun phrases such as “& JLE Br45 & (Taipei International Book Exhibition), “78 J5 B ok 7
i (modern western music trend), “/CEEZ AL (psychological counseling mechanism), 4
MR A VEML (agriculture technique cooperation agreement) are not labeled.

Different from SQL, Semantic Dependency Parsing is a kind of deep semantic analysis,
which can integrate dependency and semantic information in order to better describe the structure
and the implied meaning of a sentence. Fraser0 and Hudson[11] define dependency as non-
symmetric relation between two words, one of which is called governor or head and the other is
called dependant or modifier. Robinson[12] sums up four axioms of dependency syntax: single
parent node, connectivity, acyclic and projection.

1.3 Semantic Dependency Graph

Previous semantic dependency studies are mostly based on dependency tree analysis. However,
Chinese is a kind of parataxis language with flexible word order and diversified functions of word
class. In real language phenomenon there are many words depending on more than one words and
that is to say there are many words having direct semantic relation with many words. The non-
projective problem can not be solved with traditional dependency tree. In order to solve such
problem, we use semantic dependency graph which allows multiple father nodes to describe the
semantic relations that hold between two words. The result of semantic dependency graph
analysis is shown in figure 1.
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Fig. 1. Example of semantic dependency graph analysis.

From the example we can see that “#-F(cup) has direct semantic relation with “F](break)
and “f#”(broken), which means that the word “#f-¥(cup) has two father nodes: “]”(break) and
“f(broken). From the point of view of semantic understanding, such phenomenon of multi
father nodes is pretty important in expressing semantics. Considering the semantics of the
sentence can not be described completely by dependency tree, we have partially revised the
axioms in the traditional Robinson dependency theory, breaking through the limitations of the
original dependency tree, and constructing dependency graphs to enhance the vitality of
dependency expression through the analysis and research of a large number of linguistic facts.
The dependency graph follows the following axioms:

e  There is only one root of each sentence;

e  Other components directly depend on a certain word;

e A component can depend on more than one words;

e Ifthe component A directly depends on B, and C is located between A and B, then C can
depend on the left components of A or the right components of the B, which means that
crossing dependency arcs are allowed.

2 Distinction between Complex Noun Phrases and Verb Phrases

The research object of this paper is Chinese complex noun phrases containing predicates, and this
kind of phrases are easily confused with verb phrases due to the fact that Chinese lacks inflection.
The “verb” in complex noun phrases is a gerund in general sense, and this may lead to the
recognition errors of “Root” of the phrase in the automatic semantic analysis. So it is of great
importance to distinguish between complex noun phrases and verb phrases. The complex noun
phrases in this paper meet the following four conditions:

e  phrases that are composed of at least three components;

e the nominal structure is self-sufficient;

e  does not contain structural auxiliary word "de";

e  phrases contain event verbs;

Examples are “J&fiti/in ¥jiti/n E¥%/v (basic facilities construction), “4\/nFAMmE1EN
Pp5E/m”(agricultural cooperation agreement), i K/aifgiE/ni5 JevFAF b EENE Zin/N />
(the team of major marine pollution events). These phrases contain verbs, but the grammatical
functions of the whole and the meaning of the expressions are nominal. In contrast, the
grammatical function and meaning of the verb phrases such as “¥ S2/vi5 fev H R TTAE#il/m”
(implement energy-saving target responsibility system), <3 /il Ft/vIA /> (improve the

consumption environment), “ il R /v & Y /v 5 4 jv 38 B /n”(accelerate the speed of the
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replacement of exhibition) are verbal, so they are not within the scope of our investigation. The
meaning to distinguish these two structures is to determine the root node (Root) of the phrase.
The root node is the central component of the whole phrase and can determine the grammatical
function and semantics of the phrase. Therefore, the determination of the root node is the key step
of semantic analysis of the phrase or sentence.

Y. Yuan[13] studies the structure Ni+N, from the perspective of grammar, finding that
words like “ A\ #F(sea of boks), “F5#k”(forest of books) are in accordance with the modern
Chinese word order that the latter word is the head of the phrase. N is the central morpheme and
has the same function with the whole composition while N is the restriction to N2. For example,
“cross the sea” and “walk through the forest” are permitted and the component that has the same
function with the entire structure is the central component (head) in structuralism. C. T. Huang
[14] also thinks that the head of Chinese compound words “N+N” is on the right. The noun on the
left modifies the noun on the right, and the noun on the right determines the semantics of the
whole word. For example “bed leg” is a “leg”, rather than a “bed”. According to the “centering
theory” the head is the second noun when we use classifiers to test. The grammatical function of
N+N compound is similar to that of complex noun phrases because they generally serve as
subject and object, so the complex noun phrase is to follow the Chinese dominant word order. W.
Zhan[15] studies the structure “NP [1J VP, and thinks that the whole function of this structure is
to express referential meaning. General nouns refer to “things”, but this structure refers to
“events”, which means that the semantic center is the last “verb”, which proves the Chinese
semantic center is on the right.

The semantic dependency analysis demands that each sentence or phrase can only have a
“root node” (Root), and the main verb tend to be the root of the sentence, because sentences and
phrases are generally built around the transitive verb and verb argument structure can reflect the
syntactic and semantic characteristics of sentences and phrases as is shown in Fig. 2. But the root
node of noun phrase is often the last word of the phrase, because this kind of structure is
characterized by the feature that the semantic center of Chinese is on the right, so the last word in
the phrase determines the semantics of the whole phrase. No matter how many components and
lexical categories a complex noun phrase contains, its semantics is determined by the last word in
nature. So we decided to set the last word of the phrase “root node” (Root), as shown in figure 3.

Root
Pat
Root /L_UL\ rPat Host
Root N b [El/n 7%/ Root B D4 ¥
entertain Chinese tourists entertain  tourist  number
Fig.2. Verb Phrase Fig.3. Complex noun phrase

3 Semantic Relation of Chinese Noun Phrases

Semantic role refers to the function that linguistic elements perform in an event expressed by a
sentence. In a sense, semantic role is a classification of semantic relations[16]. The classification
of semantic roles are various in terms of standard and quantity. We investigate 2355 Chinese
noun phrases based on the Beijing Language and Culture University semantic role
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classification[17] and find 19 kinds of semantic relations as is shown in Table 1. The semantic
relationship between these semantic roles can basically cover the complex noun phrases in real
text.

Table 1. Semantic relations of complex noun phrases

Labels Examples Quantity
The subject of controllable action ; ( &%
1 Agent = - 182
R )
) The subject of uncontrollable action ; (&
2 Experiencer o 136
GERIE )
1 Subject
. The subject of the possessive relations ;
3 Possession . 102
(ZUET%)
4 Affect The subject of uncontrollable 0
ection psychological activity ; ( AbAIWr %] )
_ The object of the subject’s action ; ( JHiT
1 Patient . 731
)
”c The object that is involved but not 186
ontent changed by the action ; ( B #%
i The new object created by the subject ;
2 Object | 3 product Joe orearee oy e st 122
(IREAT)
. Non active participants in behavior ; ( %
4Datvive s 10
X))
5 Link Object of state relation ; ( & A #k ) 0
1 Descrioti The description of the nature and state of 1566
escription the subject ; ( 12 HEZHT )
2 Location The space of events ; ( JAIETFHL ) 266
3 M Attitudes and methods of subjects in 182
anner
3Circumst events ; ( FEARIF )
ance
4 Coordi component having same grammatical 159
oordinate functions ; ( BaE~AEE )
5 Scope The scope of events ; ( RMLIEH ) 109
6 Host Subject of attribute ; ( A& ) 89
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7Reason The cause of the events ; ( MR ) 34
8Tool Tool used inevents ; ( BEfEI%) 33
9Intention The purpose of the event ; ( HE %) 26
10Time Timing of events ; ( KK K& ) 21
Scatter inall | Dealing with inverse relations ; ( iB{fiZE
4 Reverse . 257
categories A)

It includes the traditional subject, object and circumstance roles, and also a kind of “Reverse
Relation”, which can be used to mark relations between words in unusual order. For example, “E
EHIL T (the comet appears) the “E & ”(comet) is the subject of the verb “HiIi”(appear)
which is the root of the phrase; however “H 3L & 2> the verb “Hi3I> (appear) is the modifier
of the root “# &>, Although the word order is different, the semantic relation between the words
does not change, so we use “r” to indicate the difference in word order. The addition of “Reverse

Relation” can break through the restriction of word order, and analyze the semantic relation of
noun phrase more comprehensively.

4 Annotation of Noun Phrases In Nombank , Chinese Nombank and Sinica Treebank

4.1 Annotation of Noun Phrases in Nombank

NomBank is designed to provide annotation for noun arguments in Penn Treebank Il (PTB),
including arguments of both nominalizations and other nouns [18].

Though the annotation system of Nombank is pretty fine, it fails to meet certain goals.
Firstly, it is not easy to achieve large-scale corpus with high accuracy and consistency due to the
complexity of the annotation system. Nouns in Nombank are divided into sixteen types according
to their argument structures: Relational Nouns, Job Nouns, Hall Nouns, etc. The same word can
have different argument structures in contexts. For example, in “Mary’s leadership of the
monsters”, “leadership” is defined as a Job Noun, because “leadership” is represented by
“Mary’s. However in “the monster leadership made a decision”, “leadership” is defined as a
Relational Noun, because “leadership” refers to the leader himself [19].

Secondly, only focusing on predicate-argument structure will result in the loss of some
semantic relations. For example, “math” is annotated when occurring with “teacher” while “tall”
is not, because “one can teach math”, and thus “math” is related to the argument-taking property
of “teacher”. Besides, Nombank only annotates nouns’ modifiers that can co-occur with their
verbal forms. For example, in “his bad behavior”, “bad” is labeled as ARGM-MNR (Manner)
because one can “behave badly” while in “a significant behavior”, “significant” is not annotated.

4.2 Annotation of Noun Phrases in Chinese Nombank
Chinese Nombank annotates the predicate-argument structure of nominalized verbs in Chinese.
Unlike Nombank annotating argument-taking nouns, it is only interested in the nominalizations
and adjuncts that can co-occur with their verbal forms [20].

Chinese Nombank has some disadvantages when annotating noun phrases. Firstly, it can not
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reveal the semantic relations inside an argument. For example,“iT4E>K (in recent years), [ARG1
rRES R E 2 8] (China and South Korea) ] (de) 4% (economic and trade) 13K (exchanges)]
[REL % Ji& (developed)] Vi (rapidly)” (In recent years, the economic and trade exchanges
between China and South Korea developed rapidly) [20]. The ARG1 is a complex phrase which
also contains a nominalized verb “f¥ 3K (exchange), however, SRL does not annotate the
argument structure of a nominalization inside an argument. Thus, the semantic information inside
an argument has been ignored though it has great significance to the understanding of the
sentence. Besides, SRL focuses on the predicate-argument structure and sometimes it fails to take
the overall syntax structure of a sentence into full account. For example, “iX—Hk[X (this region)
%A (became) [ARGO ¥ 5 (straits two sides)] [ARG1F}4; (scientific and technological).
£ % (economic and trade)] [REL&1E (cooperation)] K (de) ffE (best) M (place)”(This
region became the best place for scientific and technological, economic and trade cooperation to
the both sides of Taiwan Straits). Actually, the argument structure of “cooperation” is just a
modifier of the object “H LT (best place)’which is more important to the understanding of
the whole sentence. So without knowing the overall syntax structure of a sentence, annotating
predicate-argument structure has limited effect.

4.3 Annotation of Noun Phrases in Sinica Treebank

Sinica Treebank is based on Information-based Case Grammar and Head-Driven Principle. It
provides five kinds of semantic roles to specifically label noun phrases: apposition, possessor,
predication, property, and quantifier. When annotating the first thing is to determine the head of
the noun phrase and then annotate its subordinates according to their semantic relations [22].

For example: NP (quantifier: DM: iX Ji&| property: NP (property: Nca: %' /K| Head: Ncda:B¥:
)| predication: VP- [f] (head: VP (time: Nddc: #% /5 |Head: VAL12: #t%E) |Head: DE: (1)
property: Nad: L2 & ¥ |Head: Nab: 3 %). (The Renaissance castle that was born latest on the
Royall River). Sinica Treebank uses dependency tree to describe the structure, and we transform
it into dependency graph as shown in Fig. 1. 3% (castle) is the head of the entire phrase and an
argument of “#E4:"(be born), so we label the arc between them “predication”. Definite article
X J#E”(the) is labeled “Quantifier”; modifiers such as “% I /KA B (on the Royall River) and “3C
2 X (Renaissance) are labeled “property”; “head” implies that the content before “[1J”(de) is

the semantic head, while “ff]”(de) is the syntactic head.

Root
quantifier

predication

property time head

Root X % PIRiA] B e WA B ZEEM mE .

the Royall River bank last bormn de Renaissance castle

Fig. 4. The semantic graph of Sinica-style parse tree.
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Sinica Treebank can label quantity and adjective phrases. However, when it comes to the
situation where predicates are not the head of noun phrases, the relations between predicates and
arguments are all labeled “predication”, which leads to the loss of semantic relations as illustrated
in Fig 4.

5 Annotation of Noun Phrases With Predicate

In order to study the internal semantic relations of noun phrases, we build a semantic
dependency corpus with 30, 000 sentences nearly 75, 000 words. The data are drawn from news,
Chinese textbooks of primary and middle school, machine translation. We extract 1830 noun
phrases without “de” () from the corpus and divide them into two types. One of them is the
noun phrases with predicate which accounts for 718, and the other is the noun phrases without
predicate which accounts for 1112 (including proper nouns). Next I will explain the annotation
method of these two kinds of noun phrases.

The noun phrase with predicate is a very special structure in Chinese because though there is
predicate in the structure the overall function is nominal such as “F=\V.£5# 1 %> (adjustment of
industrial structure), “£ 5% & B EE> (speed of economic development), 4G /b ik ik A5
(reforming pilot of state-owned enterprise). The annotation procedure is (1) Determine the root of
the phrase; (2) Determine the predicate and find out its arguments such as agent (Agt), patient
(Pat), experiencer (Exp), etc. The direction of arcs is from governor to dependent; (3) Annotate
the modifiers of predicate such as place (Loc), time (Time) and manner (Mann); (4) Annotate the
modifiers of nouns such as adjectives (Desc), possession (Poss) and quantity phrases (Quan).
According to the position of the predicate we divide the phrases into three categories.

5.1 Predicate Is in the Middle of the Phrase

This category has two types: the first one is that the words on both sides of the predicate have
direct semantic relations with the predicate. As is illustrated in Fig. 5, in “4t2> 184 £ (the
focus of social discussion), since the head of Chinese is usually to the right of its modifiers, “£&
#” (focus) is the root of the whole phrase. Under this situation, the predicate directly modify the
root and the word before the predicate can be an argument of the predicate such as “{PVZEE ]
#i]” (managerial mechanism of enterprise), and “&:J& V) HIHLIK” (metal cutting machine), or a
modifier in terms of location, time, manner, such as “H % if 2 %k} (field survey data), and “T.

b4 7= {5 (industrial sales output value).

Root

Root

Agt Desc

rAgt

Root H‘._E 1 [t B Root £\l Wk FH A
society  discuss  focus professional ~ develop  team
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Fig. 5. Type 1. Fig. 6. Type 2.

The other type is that all the words before the root directly modify the root. The root can be an
argument or a component modified by the predicate such as “BAC¥ & #1 £ (modern regulatory
system), and “E4 % 7 AL (foreign investment enterprises). As is illustrated in Fig. 6 “[#BA”
(professional R&D team). “ %l and “HJf & have direct relations with the root [ BA”.
Generally, predicate is the root so the direction of dependency arcs is from the predicate to the
noun. However, under this situation, noun is the root of the structure so the direction of
dependency arcs is from the noun to the predicate. We add “r” before the semantic role to
describe the inverse relation.

5.2 Predicate Is at the End of the Phrase

Like the type we have discussed above, this category has two situations. The first type is that
the componentl is usually a modifier of the component2, which tends to be an argument of the
predicate, i.e., the root. This is illustrated in Fig. 7: <)k> (industrial) modifies %54~
(structure), which is a patient of the predicate “if £ (adjustment ). Such examples are “[& 7=
Ak T 2% (domestic industrial upgrading), and “#L Hi 7= & H 1 ”(export of mechanical and
electrical products).

Root _Root
At \\
Dm / / 1,2\
O\
Root Tk Q‘—L Tf’] i EE Root 1oy ,‘U/.. 07 mﬁ 3 ' m '
industrial structure adjustment enterprise  strategic  reorganization
Fig.7. Type 3. Fig. 8. Type 4.

The other type is that all the words before the predicate directly modify the root. They can be
arguments or modifiers of the predicate as in Fig. 8: in “ i M fik W& ¥ &5t 41 ”(strategic
reorganization of enterprises), “{i>\V”(enterprise) and /% (strategic) are respectively an
agent and a modifier of the predicate “r{{2H”(reorganization). Such examples are, “BUBUFI-F- 545
” (peaceful transfer of power), and “[E ZX £ 2 # A\ (national fund input).

5.3 Predicate Is at the Beginning of the phrase

In this category, we have three different situations. The first type is that the predicate and the
component after it are more related semantically and they modify the root together. This is
illustrated in Fig. 9: “HIBL> (team) is the agent of the predicate “3%i% ”(campaign). Such
examples are “BI/F & -1 % (the image of singer-songwriter), and “Z£5 i i S 47 (volume of
retail sales).
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The second type is that all the words before the root directly modify it. The root can be an
argument of the predicate or a component modified by the predicate as illustrated in Fig. 10 “3F
577, “4h8E, and “4:fb” all directly modify the root “HL#4”. Other examples are “JH ¥ i 4524 ]
> (sole-investment shipping company) and “ & % & 31 42 Mk > (joint-venture construction

enterprise).

e

Root '—] B B A ﬁfm
campalgn team core B::1||nsJ foreign-funded  financial  institutions
Fig. 9. Type 5. Fig. 10. Type 6.

The last type is that the predicate and the components after it constitute a predicate-argument
structure that modifies the root. As is illustrated in Fig. 11, compared with Type 5, the feature of
this type is that the components between the predicate and the root are more semantically related
to the predicate, so we make the dependency arc point from the root to the predicate instead of the
nouns. Such examples are “FJF #h ¥ ¥€1&> (channel for utilizing foreign investment), and “3% 5!

£ B /17 (ability of unloading container).

Root RS A 2| Y

optimize capital structure pilot
Fig. 11. Type 7.

From the study above, we can see that no matter what position the predicate is, there are two
kinds of dependency arcs (the last category has three). Knowing this is helpful for the machine
understanding of natural language. For example, “— 2% 2] 3£ (a learning document) and “1E
124 2] S F(be learning document) [23], we can distinguish these two structures according to
the dependency arcs. Fig. 12 is a noun phrase because its root is nominal and the predicate “*%>J
”(learn) is a modifier of root “3f4”(document). Fig. 13 is a verbal phrase because the root “*%~J
”(study) is a verb and “3 > (document) is its object. In fact, not only noun phrases with

predicate but also noun phrases without predicate have these two kinds of dependency arcs.

Root
Root Qp
Timé Pat rPa
Root IEFE  2%27] A Root —fr  %2] S

now learn  document a leaning  document
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Fig. 12. Type 8. Fig. 13.Type 9.

6 Annotation of Noun Phrases Without Predicate
The noun phrases here refer to the ones consist of +multi nouns or adjectives such as “tH: 543k
KF”  (world advanced level), “ Tk ¥ k% #i” (overall efficiency of industrial
economy), “1 N &M 4 RElHLF (domestic foreign-funded financial institutions). It is worth
noting that the adjectives in this kind of structure only function as modifiers, while in noun
phrases with predicate adjective is the core of the phrase. For example: “*42” (“intensive) of
“H AP (capital intensive industry) is defined as a predicate because it takes an
argument and plays a key role in the structure.

To annotate this structure the first step is to figure out how many parts it has, and then
determine their relationship with the root and then each other. This kind of noun phrases also
have two kinds of dependency arcs. The first type is that the componentl modifies the
component2 that directly modifies the root such as “7f & 4 J& 2 & ” (nonferrous metal
company),“ ¥ 2 5| % I)j i *(search engine function) and “ 4 17 3% A 5t ”(the prospect of
overseas market). As is shown in Fig. 14: “i#F 7 (overseas) modifies “T{i3%”(market) that

directly modifies the root “Hij £ (prospect).

_,__Rﬂt__,_ Ro()t
/ - HI'\ - ~ Desc _ T
Desc. Desc / - ) \
; / \ / \\\* / |]l \\
Root AT 3% B Root hi ul WL
overseas market prospect foreign-funded hndnudl institution
Fig. 14.Type 10 Fig. 15. Type 11.

The second type is that all the components directly modify the root. Such examples are “¥1§ %%
L F 77 i (consumer electronics), “H & £REG =L (Chinese insurance industry), and “#} %% 4>
A ALH4> (foreign-funded financial institution). This is illustrated in Fig. 15: “#h %> (foreign-
funded) and “%: @ (financial) directly modify the root “#L#J”(institution). The proportion of
different types of noun phrases is shown in Table 1 and Table 2.

Table 2. Proportion of Noun Phrases With Predicate

Type Quantity Proportion
Type 1with predicate in the middle 418 58%
Type 2 of predicate in the middle 63 9%

Type 3 of predicate at the end 123 17%
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Type 4 of predicate at the end 61 9%
Type 50f predicate at the beginning 26 4%
Type 6 of predicate at the beginning 17 2%
Type 7 of predicate at the beginning 10 1%
Total 718

Table 3. Proportion of Noun Phrases Without Predicate

Type Quantity Proportion
Typel without predicate 455 40%

Type 2 without predicate 657 60%

Total 1112

7 Conclusion

From the data we can see that no matter whether a noun phrase contains predicate or not, it has
two kinds of dependency arcs. We find that predicates in noun phrases are more likely to be the
connection of the root and other components, while in noun phrases without predicate all the
words are more likely to directly modify the root. The annotation scheme of noun phrases can
improve the accuracy of automatic semantic analysis, and also provides theoretical support to
other fields of natural language processing. First of all, the labeled corpus can provide materials
for machine learning, which is helpful to the development of automatic semantic analyzer.
Besides, it can be useful in other fields such as nominal predicate recognition, information
extraction and machine translation, etc.
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