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Uzbek, the second most spoken Turkic language with over 40 — -
million speakers, is a null-subject, agglutinative language with SOV [ = advmocﬂ[ = [J{compoundﬂ punct
word order and no gender distinctions or articles (Boeschoten, ifeiidionds yil bos;}dan beri soliq  tushumlai  qanday  o'zgargani tahlil qilindi .
2021). Uzbek-UT includes 500 sentences (5850 tokens) in Latin FROEN, NOUN  NOUN ~ ADENOUN  NOUN PRON VERB NOUN  VERB  PUNCT
Uzbekistan.LOC year start.POSS.ABL since tax revenue.PL.POSS how change.PART.3SG analysis make.PASS.PST

script: 250 from news articles and 250 from fiction books. The
treebank captures diverse domains, levels of formality, and ‘How tax revenues have changed in Uzbekistan since the beginning of the year was analyzed.’

stylistic variation in modern Uzbek. . .
Y Figure 1: UD annotation of an Uzbek sentence

Sentences Tokens Unique words POS tags Features Dependencies
Methodology No. 500 5850 3503 7 @ 5

Table 1: Basic statistics for the UT treebank.
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Challenging Constructions

UPOS Tagging Challenge: Particle + Verb MWEs:
o Particles (e.qg., tashkil in tashkil qil ‘establish’) lack standalone
meaning and POS outside MWEs.
o UD analysis requires separate tokens (PART + VERB), unlike
traditional Uzbek grammar.

o Annotation inconsistencies across Turkic UD treebanks.

o Proposed solution: Introduce compound:postverb subtype.

o Current Approach: Use compound relation, with the
postverbial element as the head.

o Challenge: Absence of a comprehensive MWE dictionary; —
frequent dictionary lookups needed. [ [ — b
- . _ . [ l—{compound
Syntactic Relations Challenge: Postverbial Constructions Ammo hamkorlik bu bilan  to‘xtab golmaydi .
CCONJ NOUN PRON ADP VERB VERB PUNCT

with Auxiliaries:
o Complex verbal phrases formed by a converb and auxiliary
verb with strong semantic fusion, e.g. to'xtab qol ('lit.: stopping

stay) ‘end/finish’ as in Fig. 2. Figure 2: Annotation for the postverbial construction to’xtab gol.

but cooperation this with stop.CONV stay.NEG.PRES.3SG

‘But the cooperation does not end with this.’
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