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Abstract

The 2020 Shared Task at the Conference for Computational Language Learning (CoNLL) was devoted
to Meaning Representation Parsing (MRP) across frameworks and languages (?). This supplementary
material provides in-depth evaluation results for each of the five frameworks in the cross-framework track,
as well as for the four frameworks in the cross-lingual track. All technical information regarding the task,
including system submissions, official results, and links to supporting resources and software are available
from the task web site at:

http://mrp.nlpl.eu

A Per-Framework Results

Teams Tops Labels Properties Anchors Edges Attributes All
P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F
Hitachi 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.98 0.97 0.98 0.98 098 096 0.96 096 - - - 0.97 097 097
! 0.92 092 092 0.94 093 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.95 0.94 094 093 092 093 - - - 094 093 094
UFAL 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.95 0.94 0.95 0.95 0.94 0.94 0.97 0.97 0.97 095 094 094 - - - 096 095 095
09 09 09 094 093 093 095 094 094 0.94 093 093 091 091 091 - - - 093 092 093
HIT-SCIR 0.92 092 092 091 091 091 0.65 0.61 0.63 0.97 0.97 097 093 093 093 - - - 09 089 0.89
) 0.87 0.85 0.86 09 09 09 0.64 0.7 0.67 0.93 0.93 093 0.89 0.89 089 - - - 0.87 0.88 0.87
HUJLKU 0.8 0.73 0.76 0.77 0.81 0.79 0.37 0.03 0.06 09 095 093 0.85 088 0.86 - - - 0.83 0.76 0.79
) 0.83 0.73 0.78 0.81 0.84 0.82 0.72 0.15 0.24 0.86 0.89 0.88 0.83 0.84 0.84 - - - 083 0.76 0.8
ISCAS 0.93 092 092 091 091 091 0.53 0.68 0.6 0.96 0.97 0.97 093 093 093 - - - 086 0.9 0.88
0.88 0.85 0.86 091 091 091 049 0.61 0.54 093 093 093 09 09 09 - - - 0.85 0.87 0.86
TIU-BLCU 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.77 0.56 065 - - - 09 0.66 0.76 0.83 0.55 0.66 - - - 0.83 051 0.64
) 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.81 04 053 - - - 0.88 043 0.58 0.84 034 049 - - - 084 035 049
BN O Lo
UFAL 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.95 0.94 0.95 0.95 0.94 0.94 0.97 0.97 097 095 094 094 - - - 096 095 0.95
09 09 09 094 093 093 095 094 094 094 093 093 091 091 091 - - - 093 092 093
ERG 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.96 0.97 0.96 0.96 0.98 0.97 0.98 0.99 0.98 0.92 093 093 - - - 095 096 0.96
0.9 0.89 0.89 0.95 093 094 0.96 095 0.95 0.94 092 093 091 089 09 - - - 094 091 093

Table 1: Official results using the cross-framework MRP metric for the EDS dataset in the cross-framework track.
Results for each submission is evaluated in two settings: the top one presents results for The Little Prince corpus,
and the bottom one presents results for the full test set. Results are broken down by ‘atomic’ component pieces. For
each component we report precision (P), recall (R), and F; score (F). Entries are split into the same three blocks as
in the main paper: official submissions (top), unofficial submissions (middle), and a reference submission (bottom).


http://mrp.nlpl.eu

Teams Tops Labels Properties Anchors Edges Attributes All
P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F

1 1 082 09 086 0.68 0.75 0.71 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.84 0.81 0.83 0.88 0.9 0.89 0.8 0.84 0.82

Hitachi 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.89 0.94 091 0.94 093 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.81 0.8 08 074 0.7 0.72 0.89 0.89 0.89
OFAL I 1 1 092091 092 07 074 072 0.82 0.89 0.85 0.83 0.81 0.82 0.9 0.88 0.89 0.81 0.84 0.83
1.0 1.0 1.0 095 0.95 095 0.94 091 092 0.87 0.95 0.91 079 0.8 08 0.73 0.74 0.73 0.88 0.89 0.88
urescr L L1 088 089 0.88 059 059 0.59 0.88 0.88 0.88 08 078 079 0.8 0.84 082 0.78 0.78 078
I 1 1 09 091 091 0.84 0.79 0.81 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.68 0.67 0.67 0.85 0.84 0.84
HUILKU L 099099 - - - 064 055 059 079 079 079 0.67 061 064 - - - 071 049 058
1.0 094 096 - - - 081 0.64 071 0.73 0.71 0.72 052 046 049 - - - 0.69 044 0.54
ISCAS 0.21 021 021 033 05 039 - - - 03806504 - - - - - - 012025016
0.17 0.17 0.17 042 061 05 - - - 04 064 049 00 00 00 - - - 0.4 026 0.8
TjuBLcy 033 053 053 038 03 033 - - - 041 04 041 043 029 035 - - - 041 024 03
08 08 08 058 033 042 - - - 027 0.9 022 024 012 016 - - - 038 0.15 021
JBNU S
UFAL 11 091 092092 07 075 0.72 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.84 0.82 0.83 0.93 0.9 091 0.83 0.84 0.84
1.0 1.0 1.0 094 0.95 095 0.94 091 092 0.95 0.95 0.95 079 0.8 08 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.89 0.89 0.89
ERG - T T T T T T

Table 2: Official results using the cross-framework MRP metric for the PTG dataset in the cross-framework track.
Results for each submission is evaluated in two settings: the top one presents results for The Little Prince corpus,
and the bottom one presents results for the full test set. Results are broken down by ‘atomic’ component pieces. For
each component we report precision (P), recall (R), and F; score (F). Entries are split into the same three blocks as
in the main paper: official submissions (top), unofficial submissions (middle), and a reference submission (bottom).

Teams Tops Labels Properties Anchors Edges Attributes All
P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F
Hitachi 091 091 091 - - - - - — 097 094 096 0.77 0.71 0.74 0.67 0.39 0.49 0.86 0.8 0.83
! 098 098 098 - - - - - — 097 0.88 0.92 0.66 0.62 0.64 0.48 0.45 0.47 0.78 0.72 0.75
UFAL 091 091 091 - - - - - - 097 098 098 0.74 0.71 0.73 0.8 0.44 0.57 0.84 0.82 0.83
097 097 097 - - - - - - 097 096 0.96 0.62 0.65 0.64 0.44 0.48 0.46 0.75 0.78 0.76
HIT-SCIR 1 1 1 - - - - - = 097 098 098 0.74 0.69 0.71 0.69 0.38 0.49 0.84 0.8 0.82
1 1 1 - - - - = = 096 095 096 0.61 0.6 0.61 044 042 043 0.75 0.74 0.75
HUJLKU 096 094 095 - - - - — — 096 095 096 0.68 0.64 0.66 0.6 03 04 0.8 0.76 0.78
098 098 098 - - - - - — 095 095 095 0.58 0.59 0.59 0.36 0.38 0.37 0.73 0.73 0.73
ISCAS 1 1 1 - - - - - - 006 001 002 051 008 0.14 - - - 045 0.08 0.13
10 10 10 - - - - - - 013 0.01 0.02 041 003 005 - - - 042 0.03 0.06
1 098 099 - - - - - - 048 0.16 023 043 0.07 0.12 - - - 052 0.13 0.21
TIU-BLCU 1.0 098 099 - - - - - - 049 007 013 037 003 005 - - - 05 0.06 0.1
NSO O D O D D D D D ool
UFAL 091 091 091 - - - - - — 097 098 098 0.74 0.71 0.73 0.8 0.44 0.57 0.84 0.81 0.83
097 097 097 - - - - — — 097 096 0.96 0.62 0.65 0.64 0.44 0.48 0.46 0.75 0.78 0.76
ERG - - - - - - - - - - - - -0 T T

Table 3: Official results using the cross-framework MRP metric for the UCCA dataset in the cross-framework
track. Results for each submission is evaluated in two settings: the top one presents results for The Little Prince
corpus, and the bottom one presents results for the full test set. Results are broken down by ‘atomic’ component
pieces. For each component we report precision (P), recall (R), and F; score (F). Entries are split into the same
three blocks as in the main paper: official submissions (top), unofficial submissions (middle), and a reference
submission (bottom).



Teams Tops Labels Properties Anchors Edges Attributes All
P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F

Hitachi 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.83 0.85 0.84 0.86 0.77 081 - - - 0.71 073 0.72 - - - 0.78 0.79 0.79
0.86 0.86 0.86 0.88 0.86 0.87 0.83 0.81 082 - - - 0.77 0.74 0.76 - - - 083 0.8 0.82
UFAL 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.85 0.87 0.86 0.78 0.71 0.75 - - - 0.69 071 07 - - - 0.77 0.79 0.78
0.84 0.84 0.84 0.88 0.87 0.88 0.86 0.85 085 - - - 0.73 0.7 071 - - - 081 0.79 0.8
HIT-SCIR 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.73 0.77 0.75 056 045 05 - - - 062 064 063 - - - 068 071 0.7
0.85 0.85 0.85 0.81 0.77 0.79 0.71 039 05 - - - 065 06 063 - - - 074 066 0.7
HUJLKU 0.71 0.69 0.7 0.65 0.62 0.64 0.15 0.14 0.15 - - - 047 037 041 - - - 056 05 0.53
0.58 0.56 0.57 0.64 0.6 0.62 046 04 043 - - - 05 038 044 - - - 057 049 052
ISCAS 0.67 0.66 0.66 0.76 0.54 0.63 034 038 036 - - — 0.64 038 047 - - — 0.68 047 0.56
0.7 0.7 0.7 084 0.62 0.71 0.59 048 053 - - - 066 043 052 - - - 0.74 053 0.61
091 091 091 048 032 038 - - - - - - 043 03 035 - - - 05 034 04
TIU-BLCU 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.59 0.24 034 - - - - - - 044 017 024 - - - 054 021 03
JBNU 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.79 0.8 0.79 054 045 049 - - - 0.68 067 068 - - — 074 0.73 0.74
0.84 0.84 0.84 0.79 0.73 0.76 0.68 039 05 - - - 0.61 054 057 - - - 0.71 0.62 0.66
UFAL 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.85 0.87 0.86 0.78 0.71 0.75 - - - 0.69 071 07 - - — 0.77 0.79 0.78
0.84 0.84 0.84 0.88 0.87 0.88 0.86 0.85 085 - - - 073 07 071 - - - 0.81 079 0.8
ERG - - - - - a - - T a T a a

Table 4: Official results using the cross-framework MRP metric for the AMR dataset in the cross-framework track.
Results for each submission is evaluated in two settings: the top one presents results for The Little Prince corpus,
and the bottom one presents results for the full test set. Results are broken down by ‘atomic’ component pieces. For
each component we report precision (P), recall (R), and F; score (F). Entries are split into the same three blocks as
in the main paper: official submissions (top), unofficial submissions (middle), and a reference submission (bottom).

Teams Tops Labels Properties  Anchors Edges Attributes All

P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F
Hitachi 1.0 1.0 10 091 089 09 - - - — — - 096 094 095 - - - 094 092 093
UFAL 0.99 099 099 093 092 092 - - - - — - 096 094 095 - - - 095 093 094
HIT-SCIR 099 0.99 0.99 0.87 087 087 - - - - - - 091 089 09 - - - 09 0.89 0.89
HUJI-KU 099 0.94 096 - - - - - - - - - 08308208 - - - 084 05 0.63
ISCAS 0.99 099 099 0.63 06 061 - - - - - - 09 062 074 - - - 0.78 0.63 0.69
TJU-BLCU 0.35 035 035 074 05 06 - - - - - - 032022020 - - - 049 034 04
JBNU - - - - - - - - - - - - = - - - - - - - -
UFAL 099 099 099 093 092 092 - - - - - - 096 094 095 - - - 095 093 094
ERG - - - - - - - - - - - - = - - - - - - - -

Table 5: Official results using the cross-framework MRP metric for the DRG dataset in the cross-framework track.
Results for each submission is evaluated in two settings: the top one presents results for The Little Prince corpus,
and the bottom one presents results for the full test set. Results are broken down by ‘atomic’ component pieces. For
each component we report precision (P), recall (R), and F; score (F). Entries are split into the same three blocks as
in the main paper: official submissions (top), unofficial submissions (middle), and a reference submission (bottom).

Teams Tops Labels Properties Anchors Edges Attributes All

P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F
Hitachi 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.86 0.89 0.88 093 0.9 0.91 095 093 094 0.8 0.74 0.77 0.72 0.61 0.66 0.89 0.86 0.87
UFAL 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.97 096 0.96 0.94 0.93 0.94 0.88 0.98 0.92 0.85 0.83 0.84 0.78 0.77 0.78 0.91 091 091
HIT-SCIR 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.85 0.83 0.84 0.85 0.74 0.79 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.68 0.62 0.65 0.51 0.45 0.48 0.82 0.75 0.78
HUJI-KU 099 091 095 - - - 0.69 0.76 0.72 0.73 0.71 0.72 047 043 045 - - - 0.65 0.53 0.58
TJU-BLCU 1 1 1 0.61 029 039 - - - 044 027 034 042 02 027 - - - 0.51 0.14 022
UFAL 1.0 1.0 1.0 097 096 0.96 094 0.93 0.94 098 0.98 0.98 0.86 0.83 0.85 0.8 0.77 0.79 0.93 0.92 0.92

Table 6: Official results using the cross-framework MRP metric for the PTG dataset in the cross-lingual track.
Results are broken down by ‘atomic’ component pieces. For each component we report precision (P), recall (R),
and F; score (F). Entries are split into the same three blocks as in the main paper: official submissions (top) and
an unofficial submission (bottom).



Teams Tops Labels Properties Anchors Edges Attributes All
P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F

Hitachi 10 10 10 - - - - — - 09 092 094 0.7 0.69 0.69 035 046 04 0.79 0.79 0.79
UFAL 097 097 097 - - - - - - 096 098 097 0.68 0.74 0.71 0.4 0.55 0.46 0.79 0.83 0.81
HIT-SCIR 0.99 099 099 - - - - — — 094 096 095 0.69 0.72 0.7 039 05 044 0.78 0.82 0.8
HUJI-KU 098 098 098 - - - - — — 093 095 094 0.61 0.62 0.61 0.32 0.32 0.32 0.74 0.76 0.75
UFAL 097 097 097 - - - - - - 096 098 097 0.68 0.74 0.71 0.4 0.55 046 0.79 0.83 0.81

Table 7: Official results using the cross-framework MRP metric for the UCCA dataset in the cross-lingual track.
Results are broken down by ‘atomic’ component pieces. For each component we report precision (P), recall (R),
and F; score (F). Entries are split into the same three blocks as in the main paper: official submissions (top) and
an unofficial submission (bottom).

Teams Tops Labels Properties Anchors Edges Attributes All

P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F
Hitachi 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.84 0.81 0.83 0.82 0.77 0.79 0.9 0.88 0.89 0.73 0.69 0.71 - - - 0.82 0.79 0.8
UFAL 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.84 0.85 0.85 0.79 0.77 0.78 0.76 0.93 0.84 0.66 0.68 0.67 - - 0.75 0.81 0.78
HIT-SCIR 08 0.8 0.8 0.64 064 064 00 00 00 - - - 058056 057 - - - 06 042 049
HUJI-KU 0.64 0.53 0.58 0.6 0.62 0.61 056 053 054 - - — 048 044 046 - - - 0.55 0.38 045
TJU-BLCU 0.79 0.79 0.79 0.46 0.16 024 - - - 047 02 028 039 0.13 02 - - 0.46 0.17 0.25
UFAL 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.79 0.79 0.79 0.91 0.91 091 0.68 0.68 0.68 - - - 081 0.8 0281

Table 8: Official results using the cross-framework MRP metric for the AMR dataset in the cross-lingual track.
Results are broken down by ‘atomic’ component pieces. For each component we report precision (P), recall (R),
and F; score (F). Entries are split into the same three blocks as in the main paper: official submissions (top) and
an unofficial submission (bottom).

Teams Tops Labels Properties  Anchors Edges Attributes All

P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F P R F
Hitachi 099 099 099 0.88 089 088 - - - - — - 096 097 097 - - - 093 094 093
UFAL 0.99 099 099 085 084 084 - - - - - - 094092093 - - - 09 089 09
HIT-SCIR 1 1 1 062 062 062 - - - - - - 071 071 071 - - — 0.68 0.69 0.68
HUJI-KU 098 093 095 - - - - - - - - - 08108308 - - - 082 05 062
TJU-BLCU 044 043 043 058 037 046 - - - - - — 031 021 025 - - - 042 028 034
UFAL 099 099 099 085 084 084 - - - - - - 094092 093 - - - 09 089 09

Table 9: Official results using the cross-framework MRP metric for the DRG dataset in the cross-lingual track.
Results are broken down by ‘atomic’ component pieces. For each component we report precision (P), recall (R),
and F; score (F). Entries are split into the same three blocks as in the main paper: official submissions (top) and
an unofficial submission (bottom).



