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How does he love me? Act 1 Act 1, Scene 5 Olivia 251 Twelfth Night or What You Will 13
Love make his heart of flint that you shall love;
And let your fervour, like my master's, be Act 1 Act 1, Scene5 Viola 281 Twelfth Night or What You Will 13
Placed in contempt!
An you love me, let's do't. | am dog &t a catch. Act2  Act2 Scene3 Sir Andrew 0 Twelfth Night or What You Wil 13
{Canines in Shakespeare}
But if she cannot love you, sir? Act 2 Act 2, Scene4 Viola 87 Twelfth Night or What You Will 13
100 S iwhat B Wornan 1o man may owe: Act2  Act2 Scene4 Viola 105 Twelfth Night or What You Will 13
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_ adjective modifier: life He would say the most terrific things to his crew, in a tone so strangely compounded of fun
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Figure 1: A sample recognition task. Target word in
yellow (“life”). 8 example sentences containing the
relation were shown, with the words that entered into

Moby Dick by Melville, Stanford Dependency parser

Participants given a series of identification tasks:

. >r the relationship highlighted. Participants had to identify Average Recognition Success Rate per Relation
* In each task, see a list of sentences containing a the relationship and correctly select it from a list of four “Baseline "Phrases ®Words
syntactic relationship between highlighted words. . P y
options on the left. 0.8
- Asked to identify the relationship type from a list of 4 0.7
options. The presentation styles: 0.6
0.5
« Options shown in 3 different ways; each participant
saw the same presentation for all 12 tasks. 0.4
Baseline. 03
Payment: 50c (U.S.) + 50c bonus if they correctly 0.0
identified 10 or more of the 12 relationships. () possessive: life '
0.1
Used the 12 most common grammatical relationShipS In Baseline + 4 example words. ° Overall Clausal Relations Non-Clausal Adverb Modifier
Tested each of the relations with 4 different focus words _ | Relations
Tested 2 focus words in each role. (_) possessive: life

Examples: my, Woodhouse, her, his etc.
Figure 2: Results - recognition success rate for
Baseline + 4 example phrases. different types of relations under the three

. presentations.
O HypOtheSIS () possessive: life

Patterns like: Y Y
Grammatical relations are identified more accurately « place in my life. Im I t
when shown with examples of contextualizing words or « of Mr. Woodhouse's life: and p Ica Ions
phrases than without. « never in her life been within
» part of his life, and

A list of phrases is the most recognizable presentation
Builds on the success of auto-suggest in search (34% better than the baseline). However, there is
interfaces. room for improvement. Even the best strategy had a
success rate of only 55%.

« Auto-suggest interfaces for syntactic search should
show candidate relationships augmented with a list of
phrases in which they occur.
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