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« If you fail your exam you will have to take it again. (EE)
« After ten years in prison, he was a free man again. (I*J&)

« RN IZ K IFE (G4 2010, Ying Zhang. 2017)
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r— E/] 77_ één: (/ _t ?E ? I\ > E :_Et :J:'E :j: l\) Recall Coverage rate of instances i

: Precision  Accuracy of predicted instances T
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- XEFESEREBE “FH , E Table 7: Evaluation of our generated graphs and base-
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o« ZR AP EF|—ERN X Table 8: Pearson correlation between Div_D (diversity

of degrees) and accuracy across five rounds. The mean
and standard deviation for each round are also provided.
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Figure 4: Tree of conceptual space with the largest size. The pink connections represent the network generated by
our method, while the black dashed line indicates the ground truth as labeled by an expert. Numbers on the edge
indicate the number of co-occurrences in a same word for the corresponding functions.
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« (FB%%. 2010) EhAIRANFE X EFEX X IMEEXGE. FEIESNERERBEZEIFITS,
Hong Kong, China.

* (Ying Zhang. 2017) Semantic map approach to universals of conceptual correlations: a
study on multifunctional repetitive grams. Lingua Sinica, 3(1):7.

« (William Croft. 2001). Radical Construction Grammar:Syntactic Theory in Typological
Perspective. Oxford University Press, Oxford.

e (Martin Haspelmath. 2003.) The geometry of grammatical meaning: Semantic maps and
cross-linguistic comparison. In Michael Tomasello, editor, The new psychology of
language, volume 2, pages 211-243. Lawrence Erlbaum, Mahwah, NJ.
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Table 3: Form-function table for the Supplement-related semantic domain. Here, “L” represents languages and “G”

denotes grams. Abbreviations for languages and functions are detailed in Tables 4 and 5. A value of “1” indicates

that the gram corresponds to the function in at least one sentence.
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