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Seamless integration of various, often heterogeneous (in terms
of their output formats) linguistic resources and merging of the
respective stand-off annotation layers are crucial tasks for lingui-
stic research. After a decade of concentration on the development
of formats to structure single annotations for specific linguistic
issues, in the last years a variety of specifications to store multi-
ple annotations over the same primary data has been developed.
Especially the LINGUISTIC ANNOTATION FRAMEWORK (Ide
and Romary (2004)) and the GRAPH-BASED FORMAT FOR
LINGUISTIC ANNOTATIONS (Ide and Suderman (2007)) are of
certain interest because of their origin as part of an ongoing
international standardisation efforts (Ide and Romary (2007)).
However, it is yet unclear, which impact these formats will have
on the daily work of dealing with large linguistic corpora. In the
project A2 “Sekimo” two specifications to store multiple anno-
tated documents together with a collection of tools to analyse
the data have been developed: the first format is based on a
Prolog fact base and is discussed in detail in Witt (2004), Witt
et al. (2005). The second format is XML based and uses a native
XML database (a per-file-use is possible as well). Both formats
can be used to analyse relations between elements of different
annotation layers. While the Prolog fact base format relies on
Prolog predicates, the XML based format uses standard XPath



and XQuery in contrast to the work described by Alink et al.
(2006a,b), which involves new Standoff XPath axis steps. We
will give an overview of both specifications developed in our
project and will oppose them with the above mentioned formats
for structuring linguistic corpora both in terms of flexibility and
every day usage.
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