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Overview of the datasets used for experimenting.

Dataset Language Family Sents  words tag/word

Comparison of the different types of embed-
dings to generate word representations.

Comparison between the dataset embedding
method and the naive approach to combine
datasets for multilingual training.
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Results on the development data:
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tion mechanism improved the morphological tagging over the baseline

e Pre-trained embeddings improved our scores for both tasks.

e A dataset embedding strategy also improved our scores, specifically
for small datasets.

e Furthermore, these improvements are highly complementary: using

Conclusions

e Employing a multi-task achitecture having multiple levels of atten-
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Results on the test data: datas.et embeddings simultaneously with external embeddings leads to
superior performance.
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https://bitbucket.org/ahmetustunn/morphology_in_context/
* Baseline from Malaviya et al.( 2019)
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