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What Is a descriptive referring expression?

@ N

Once upon a time there was a man,
who had three daughters. They
lived In a house and their dresses

were made of fabric.

o

/

Text with only distinctive
referring expressions

~

Once upon a time there was a rich merchant,
who had three daughters. They

lived In a very fine house and their gowns
were made of the richest fabric sewn with jewels.

o

Real text with descriptive
referring expressions

=) CUrrent approaches to referring expression generation (REG) focus almost

exclusively on how to generate distinctive referring expressions.

Question:
How prevalent are descriptive referring expressions?

(secondary question: Is descriptiveness found mostly in modifiers?)
If descriptive referring expressions are relatively prevalent, this suggests we need to rethink a lot of REG algorithms

Approach: A corpus study of two different genres

Constituents: Nuclel vs. Modifiers

Functions: Distinctive vs. Descriptive

©) [Nuclei]: portions that perform the “core’ referring function Descriptive.: If a constituent of a referring expression is (a)
Eg . | | | | unnecessary for identifying the referent or (b) expressed using unusual
S (Modifiers): portions that can be varled_, syntactically speaking, or ostentatious word choice.
= iIndependently of the nuclel
I (1) (The) [roof] (of the house) collapsed. Distinctive;: Any constituent that is not descriptive.
it
™~ (2) (The) (city of) [Boston] is beautiful (3) John had a black dog, and Mary a white one. (The); (black), [dog]+ was a barker.
(4) John liked (the) (white)-[dog]; Mary liked it too.
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e
Nearly one-fifth of referring expressions,are descriptive!
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