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Our aims 

•  Understanding the substantive differences between 
the theories 

•  Checking the theoretical distinctions for consistency 
•  Incremental design of project 

– Determining the implications of the treatment of 
one set of problems for the next set 
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Introduction 

•  Ontology 
– Things that there are and the relationships 

between them. 

•  Typology 
– Controllers, domains, features, targets and the 

relationships between them. 
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GOLD 

4 See linguistics-ontology.org/ 



Agreement domains 
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Domains 

basis for www.smg.surrey.ac.uk/Agreement/ 



Agreement domains in Nakh-Daghestanian 
Domain	
  
A-­‐Adjunct	
  
A-­‐Par1cle	
  
Antecedent-­‐Anaphor	
  
Apposi1ve	
  
Clause	
  
Embedded_O-­‐matrix	
  predicate	
  
Head-­‐Modifier	
  
O-­‐Adjunct	
  
O-­‐Complemen1zer	
  
O-­‐Par1cle	
  
O-­‐Predicate	
  
O-­‐Predicate_2	
  
O-­‐Subordinate	
  predicate	
  
S-­‐Adjunct	
  
S-­‐Par1cle	
  
S-­‐Predicate	
  
S-­‐Predicate_2	
  
S-­‐Subordinate	
  predicate	
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Kalinina’s analysis of Tsakhur in Brown et al. (2002)  



A simple ontology for agreement 
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Issues for agreement 

•  Agreement is asymmetric 
– How do we express the fact that the controller 

determines the agreement? 
– We use properties  

agreesinGender (Targets  Genders) 
externalFeature (Genders  Targets) 
hasGender (Nouns  Genders) 
inherenttoNoun (Genders  Nouns 
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Domain Issues 

•  How do we treat the structure in the domains: 
–  definition in terms of phrase structure 
–  use of other different levels 
–  determine the extent to which domains present a 

homogeneous concept 
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Inconsistent Examples 
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What we intend to do 

•  Use the ontology to describe a “theory neutral” 
version of the Archi agreement system 

•  Compare the different theoretical distinctions and 
check for consistency. 
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The role of Canonical Typology 

•  Canonical Typology 
– Defines an ideal of a particular construction 
– Employs ‘criteria’ to define the dimensions along 

which differences may occur 
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The role of Canonical Typology 

•  Canonical Typology 
– Defines an ideal of a particular construction 
– Employs ‘criteria’ to define the dimensions along 

which differences may occur 
•  We shall 

–  Implement taxonomies of controllers, domains and 
targets 
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The project wiki 

14                        fahs-wiki.surrey.ac.uk (click on ‘Archi’) 



Conclusion 

•  Exploiting existing resources (agreement database 
and Archi electronic dictionary) and using an ontology 
will: 
–  enable detailed modelling of agreement in one 

language 
–  provide fruitful grounds for comparison of different 

theoretical frameworks 
–  suggest new areas for fieldwork investigation 
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