
Finnish and Estonian partitives in the European Parliament 
translations: notes on passives

Figure 3. Word order, partitive case, and passive sentences
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Figure 1. Differences in Estonian and Finnish partitive case uses

Figure 2. Functions of partitives in Estonian and in Finnish

Data and methods

- CoStEP corpus (Graën et al 2014)
- 990 texts European Parliament plenary

proceedings
- Translated from English into Estonian and 

Finnish
- Identical text sources
- Professional translators
- Automatic parsing

- Universal Dependencies annotation
scheme (Bohnet et al. 2013)

- Turku neural parser (Kanerva et al. 2018)

Results

Partitives in Estonian: 10,572
Partitives in Finnish: 12,914

Significantly more subject complements in Finnish:

Tajani-n kommenti-t o-vat tärke-i-tä
Tajani-GEN comment-PL be-PL3 important-PL-PAR
‘Tajani’s comments are important.’
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Syntactic roles:

object – EST 59.4%; FIN 45.6%
existential subject – EST 6.1%; FIN 7.3%
subject complement – EST 0.9%; FIN 7.9%

Introduction

Finnic languages have a grammaticalized partitive case, which alternates 
with the total case (nominative, genitive, or accusative).
This case is used to indicate several functions, such as:

- partial objects;
- unbound aspect in object constructions;
- subjects of existential sentences.

The partitive is also used to mark negative polarity and, in Finnish, to mark 
subject complements, especially in plural.

As expected, VO is the dominant word order in both 
Finnish and Estonian object constructions (Figure 3).

However, in Finnish passive constructions are overall 
more frequent than in Estonian.

We have also found that the passive voice is used 
more than the active voice in Finnish OV 
constructions, especially when they feature a total, 
unmarked object.


