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KB PO AIE U EREA S SR
FESES . TP 391.1 XEkFRAERD : A

W SORIE F AT R R L 2 U A GE o E B
AL R 0E . A REF AR — 45
5% H A A2 8 oAb 7E 5y 3R A vk A R SO ROk 52
PROGT T SCHY FR AR, DR O X i SO R AT — B B RS
AL BB R 2 AR R A 1AV SORR U T SO
bR e 0 S 5 T R RS T R Y L SR T
TE 8% /) 1% B 1 SC 3 7 FE AT O T AT AN E AR 2013
AR A e WK & 1 i A BB (LDO) 3% [R]
R R 27 B AL 22 K 2 4 3 [ 4 iy T — o A
MTE X R RNIE S, A 218 L 7R (abstract meaning
representation AMR)M, & % F & 45 ¥ 3 R — 4]
THE L. XM RN TEERE T AWML T T4
B (] B fefT A ) TG BR Y 3% A 25 A 2T X )
R A oo v < B N [ S 7 W 4 s | )
AR M AR A, DL G b e R LIRS L
— e 32 B A R OGRS R T —
JEWF5E AMR R9HGEH. BT AMR 09 55 E F# B %5 2
DAl BE A B AT 0 0 B AR S iy ) AR
i 52 2% B ] L) 4y o BRUR) R R R AE R TR T
HEHEE KRR, fiE AMR O3 B A 8 )7 2 X
) A B (138 B R SCHE AT TR N AN B BIF 5T RZ AR
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fiE. X T4 0] 5 5 B OC &R AROB R R RS S
RST W2 J5ih 24 2 2 A0 = 0 58 1Y 38 [
SO 2 EE A A R R AR B R A R B Y
AL S RST 7ERTSE M ZEA L0 PSS X & AR
Z AL Z Ak AT LA L 5] 5 A R G AR R R A
i B SO R TLF- BT LA S A 08 OO R rp R EL fi
6 4 52 )il SO A& L i B8 1 OO A 8 RE 8 200 70 T .
PRI, TC 18 2 X A 5 BE AT R0k 23 BT L 38 R R BT O T
S X AT AT IR ST RIAL AR Y.
1.2 XTEAEBEXXRENHAR

KFDOHZ A5 2. RIS — A ife, % K
WA A CMER EANRENA LT LA 8 1H
AR Ak (LR AR B B 00 iR L K = R )
S HR A S R A TE S AT PR KA A AR OB
IR A L B R LB HE S5 AS/NE L IR A ) 3o O B
Pr A RS R B S A e S SRR =
AR A R PR RS AT 3 R R 4y
PR HEWT B, 26 18 H B9/h 38, IR 5136 R 20 IR 41
U BT i N L N IR S TR W 21K (R
W 47 S AR A 15 A B bR 38 S A 4 A K
K 1) 52 ) R O S K 1) A2 ) T SR I ) B ) o A R
A VR K BRI LA AL FEDETE p, TR R B B g
Ao BEAT T TR XA ) 5 A I BIE S . 22 HORT 9 M T
YT S8 SO NG INCRCTINGI B i el 1 1SR (YO S A 1
PN AR R R A ) SCOGR HR B OC R A
JRCT R LU YR IR 4 R 2K T RSTH U A —
HobE BRI R AR S R R AR YOI B

] A9 185G 28, B T R AR IR W] L 4% 1 LA R X oL A
KRN 24 FC AR,

2 CAMR ERI4EMFERTS

2.1 AMR X AFHIEXNRERFER

2016 4F LDC A T ¥ 3/ EF ) AMR A5 iE
Wk, 2017 4E X KA T AMR2. 0 BRAY ) 4 sk T
W28 3R TR AR JR T H AR B H R SO TE N
) 39 260 A F ) AMR 45, AMR 7E bR 4] 11
SIS SR 2 AR

1) DA Ry AR BT, 6 A0) - 1) B A SO 4
Fon. V143 J5 1 AMR ) 34 Ol B4 58 & A7 8
a0 T INE R T NI B RS e NI N = I ) M O B =T
AMR (g Ab 31 J5 ¥ & 0 Z i — 2 ) 4y ) AN LR
) R B EAT AR R A BRI 4 I B ) TR 06 &R

2) HAVF— A FA — D 8 X T4 A A A)
S SE R AR 1 B 43 19 526 ) s JUDAR 4 4 i 1 o0 5 v o
W SCOC R A 12 o — A~ 18 oo B & 7E AH B
&b
2.2 IBFMEEHAG

DT 2 Sfe 4 03 A O S B AP AE AN [R) 19 0
FOOUOEGZ ISR SR E, EE A M RGP
B EIRA. EA IR B AT S5 m
WL TG RIER I P EE T 2 IR M. 3 SRR 5
S AE ) 2 T L A A R 2 KA DS 2 A i
2 AT DUE 22 43 ) 5 DB IR B AUERE B 9L K AL IS )
TR FIE SRR LN AT UK BFHE 3 T 850
b X5 AMR 538 5 0 LR A 1. SR IUE t
T Z IR EIRid, ZH AR REBBEIRE XL, 21050
) [R] 58 B — A 5 B Ik B A TR Lo R
WK W . G0 e e IR AMR &b A 07 B L 4y
AN, Belh S5 AR ] i UK R R SRR, TR e an 2R
FLE DUE | 8 AMR, 6 250 4R 4% 0 38 9 45 2, Xt
AMR 85 T 5 7 A5 A R R K
2.3 CAMR W Ea &I 7%

2016 4. Li 251 3T AMR HEZR 45449 . 5] i) % 1§
TOUESRIEN 2R L #N T — B SCil R1E L
FY 2 7R J7 15 FAR T RLSE. AR 1 ML B X 3 S0 22 &
T AR Z2 0 ek DT R A Y TR A8 ) L i )
S5 DU R ) 2055 A5 T A R B . 7R A AR 3R I
XFF 5 A), A SR 9 S AMR 42 U1 # R B ] 1 A5
T o T2 W A R ) B ) () 3 SCOG B AR Sl i ) B AR TS
RO TR SO R BT R A A S R SO R B T
argl,arg2. [F] B} AR 3% DOIE 47 5, IF 18 48 v SCIE R
(Chinese discourse treebank, CDTB) #5 1 I iE s & 5%
R CERRERE N T 10 BE X R, A
I (AR R VAT R R LD R H
By B . AN, < fL T A — W AR RO AN
FAEE . CAMR 7T 38R K .

(n0 / causation

;arg 1 (nl / contrast
cargl (n2 / 01
;arg0 (n3 / ¥4
:poss (n4 / person
:name (n5 / name :opl fL-F)))
:argl (n6 / L
:quant (n7 / 1)))
;arg2 (n8 / 4R MKk-01
:polarity (n9 / -)
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rarg0 n3))
arg2 (nl0 / %-01
;arg0 (nl1 / A
:mod (nl2 / every)
sarg2 (nl3 / B i-01
;arg0 n3)
;argl n3))

] IFE ], CAMR ¥ 4] 0] 18 L5 & “causation(
TR AT SRR T L P B AR N
HAt oo, SR 5 5 43 06 W AN 98 o0 #E 4T R, X TR
A E — AT ORI TT argl, W4k 200 1 6

/%“Contrast(ﬂ:*ﬁ)”ﬁ/ﬁﬁm%,'?\»ﬁﬁ&ﬁ/l\ﬁ:}’/ﬂ4/ﬁ
FHARTC. 3 CAMR #R{E T 40 4] 2Z [0 1Y J2 IR 4544
DL i 1 T 20 2 5 30 i ok
2.4 CAMR EAIEXNIREAESHMERILER
2.4.1 CAMR SRIEXNXZE5HMERILE
A3 CAMR ME AR XRS5 HATH 5 2%
BT AR R B ok AR SO = R A K
THAEDOER FE A S e R IR R 2R DUE R B
SERTE R MRS T OC R A R T IREAT T A SR
mE 1 fis.

# 1 CAMR 5 AR[FMERZAE LK

Tab.1 Compound sentences’ semantic classifications of CAMR and other ontologies
ik i X =4k R LR 5 R R
CAMR .
& i 1F SES I3 P R [ R I3 eI fifr- 15

-5 -5 e LSS ]l e
EES P ES FAF FAF i it ik
A i i EES H P ES %

L2 5t 75 =y i By HEB
i ik i Ut ik ik

B

ik

Hay

i T

31 ESES 31 g it U
FSES 1 W7 I 7 ik My
1% [E8%s 8 i 11 3E
L H e A
8 i A% Xt H

e GBS

H

B

%

Tk

A LAF B, A& o 2807 10 SOR RO 2
ANTE) AR AL IR 50 PROR SR R AL kL R A
JURP ELARTE SCOEFR , CAMR MR T 33 26 2% R AL 3 DA
[ OC &R, TR O R N5 Tk B S — b 55 1
KE A CAMR A Z AT ASZM LR MRLRZ
o — R FEWNE A O RIE T F R B WA~
J O 2R AR G DU 2 R) 5 A A RV H 0 A B9, (H B2 M
o w R R B BE 45 M B IR W % R % (rhetorical
structure theory discourse treebank, RST-DT ) £
ot O AR OB 3l SR X P A R OOC A&R  BEE XT
T4 7R 52 ) b oy ) Y G2 B8 1 SOA A E AR
Il CAMR M Wi 13X P i SO 2R 4 i) 2 3 T I
TR U K R IR OC AR T LA LG ORS E b i R 2%
ATA] BT O FR. TR LS s REE# 1, & AR
LR AN A SR 4895 . 79 CAMR AR08

(n0 / temporal

argl (nl / FHO

sarg2 (n2 / B H#-01
;aspect (n3 / 1)
;arg0 (nd / KB
;arg3 (n5 / &K #-01
;arg0 (n6 / HFHEN)
;argl (n7 / 4535
:mod (n8 / i)
: poss n6
:domain (n9 / WE-01
;argl (nl0 / )
:polarity (nll / -))))

ATLLE A0 b Al LA S O R, R Kb
(O a2 P& R s R [ TR 7 Y& 52 T RN E T
IR A&

2.4.2 CAMREARFAMSHMERMELER

CAMR & A) 45 % 42 02 2258 Stanford CoreNLP
VI3 Ja 450 Sh &2 A 1y ) -, R CAMR & 47 s 1 1Y
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AR B ph S KR T e Y B/ L a) AN
SN AR S TN i R IS TN TR A (R L R ST VA
KRIREM EIER . RS HRT MG T B
) 4 &% Y] 43. PDTB(Penn discourse treebank) £ #i
T I TR ) O ZR B DAAR T A 2 ) T
.5 CAMR M L 0K & 8¢ HL. RST-DT 1€ i if

G )G T R RS R AT Y A FBR T TR R B
TR 2 R A S ) N R e o0 06 R L IR R B G
PSR EE R H M R E Tolk K2R &G R
W RHE (HIT-CDTB) 2 DL A B U0 4 5,
Ak B S5 /N A gL LR R B AR T R AL L B SR 2
JiR.

# 2 CAMR 5 PDTB.RST-DT.HIT-CDTB g i 807 % H 2
Tab. 2 Unit comparison of CAMR,PDTB,RST-DT and HIT-CDTB

b A CAMR PDTB RST-DT HIT-CDTB
KA, AT e e B s
FEAREAL N NGV eV FeAR BT CEiE/ N AT/ AR

Al /AF)

i 4] argl : L@ NIRIHT T —  argl: The average 6-month
Y B A, arg2: [argl: % bill was sold with a yield
WL R @A F il of 8.04%,up from 7.90%.
T AF 1Y, arg2: # 77 % arg2: The average 3-month
Bedii T I FE @ A FK  issue rose to 8. 05% from
TILARZ] 7.77%.

Her sister, Cynthia, wishes argl:#8id W A 44 & &% #f = 7 81 &

(EDU) Toni had a different  #9 4= il 4 2l 5 AN 45, 3 158 7 .

job(EDU). arg2: FBAGS AT 6 GREMN
i1 IF B 8 09 42 IR, O 4 R L i IR
HLE AR S 0% 2206, A Bl 22 30
B VR TE 2 R B Sl 45

1 : EDU (elementary discourse unit) B 7R f #5850,

AT LU 2. PDTB 1l HIT-CDTB B b5 I &
G R B oAl il DL & £ 4> /N A), RST-DT 1Y
EDU 7] L 8] i) — 38 35 1 CAMR 9 g/ A
W2 ) B dR /N )

2.4.3 CAMR EAEXFRESEMERILE

05 4401 4 DL L3 52 i
BRSO TE I SCR R AN B W AT bR . 47
JEUARTE M RST-DT AL HE 5 45 4 1R | ik 2
WF5E 17 2R FH AR 25 4 e X o 30 B4 5T 22 [B] 19 J2 IROC & iF
A4k . CAMR J2 4% ) vh BT A HE & 19 1 SO &
oK, X5 ) )2 R A G R AR 45 4 04 [6] ), fea/p i oo 3k
I IOE BB S5 . Rl U S H 7R T R AR
FH. K CAMR Al £RWF .

(n0 / contrast

sargl (nl / H4-07
:polarity (n2 / -)
;argl (n3 / [A]58)
;arg0 (nd / country
:name (n5 / name :opl FE)))
;arg2 (n6 / H-07
rargl n3
;arg0 (n7 / country
:name (n8 / name :opl FEE))))

AT LLE F] CAMR $ei% 52 0] 73 8 e 3 5 2 i w4

I ZAN R FE WG — A AR T S T — 4 A B AR
AR argl “[ 7, X AR CAMR B9 & A3 UL
A AR E R RIS A A I TR T
SO, FH A A RS TG R T AR R H S A i L,
XA E CAMR FE7] T 7R 7 1 i — KA 3.
2.5 CAMR EAHRES

FAhyr CAMR & A) 1% A 3l bR 3 AR AT TR,
B VAT FAESS . D) E A RE#K. 2) B4
ORI AR RS A R A R A A
bric & ) Fn o bR & A). X T A brRid 2 A, EAR Y 2
K Z 1A U L AR JE AR 4 OC R IR I SOk AT 2 A G &R
(9 51 5 X I b T 42 A L T A T 2 e R S
RMHE. 3) B A G2 RN . 5 — M 2 Ak 3
£ R I, CAMR 75 | W7 ST 15 B X 4% 34843 1 1 X
AT 2 U ) R AR B, AT AR R B 2 1 i R R G
EY

3 MR

LR 18T X 52 A0 18 O & H1 5 | il B (9 F 52 AR
Dy R o3 Bk 5 A R A e R T R AL R ATy AT L
AR g b 52 AW 5 B0 A . T T DA WS RO 8L A U
KA U A AR A A S LD X AT A BF 58 R 2t
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3.1 RIERK

H Al T 5 A OC R 1R E IR AR H 2 B
THEER CAMR & ¥} E (http: / www. cs. brandeis.
edu/~clp/camr/camr. htmD) Z 4p, R G IHiE K2
DU AR E Y Ty AN — SR 35 O R B RHE
i PDTB Chttp: / www. seas. upenn. edu/~ pdtb/) .
RST-DT(http: // www. isi. edu/ ~marcu/discourse) .
HIT-CDTB Chttp: // ir. hit. edu. cn/hit-cdtb/index.
htmD I3 K 22 DUIE R 55 25 40 15 R 8 R 48 DUTE B
JE A5 T (A

CAMR R « ph 38 [ A 22 J 307 R~ A1 g 5t e
KEF IR, BHRTE bR 1 562 41 o SC(/N £ 7 )
K 10 325 /) F X H JZE (Chinese treebank, CTB) A1 [
W28 5 RL R S A B RS R AT 7 899 .

DU S ) B < A8 v D K 2 T & i) DU &
TR R REZ R ACAR B FCK I H ), 7
Ip b A — FB 43 BE 2 AR S AR o SRR AR A ) 80 T
AL BR N AR OC R IR S0 | G AR I i 4 0T RE L 2
AR R AR R G FE R TR LR R R LR
P T IRAR SCRY =0k f 52 A) TR G FR a3 R B
Pr 88 3 RE B RET XA D/NE I 12 /MK
TR HHT 1 AR R S A A

TN g B < S LDC 2006 4F & A3 B b 1 fef 3
KR MTER BT, 2008 4E KA T 2.0 fR, WA RIE A
IR H AR (WS 2 300 24 3CH  J2 H B i K f
M Z W =X RIERE. ©2 8 Propbank M 45T
Tk B0 B Y SCAS e BobR I S GE 4210 L1800 45
b For i BRI R LR SO 7 B G &R, B
BV SCAR R B#iAsic h Argl Arg2, B4 i 52 (0]
(e LR 4 Fs X/ Ba e #E 0GR 3 T Ak
)¢ F (EntReD) iE B A R (AltLex) (AT K R
(NoReD). H il 20/ o 20 0C 5 1 SR R SR 3 kL B2
AR 3R LZE 426,552 )2 16 28,55 3 JZ 23 8.

RST-DT: & H LDC2002 4F % A5 i B % i 2 15
SERAR I B TE R BT IR L %R B S T Mann 55 1988 4R
P L A A8 B 25 0 B0 A T W R SR AT ) 4 OB
B ST H BB R A —E 1E XY EDU, Jf 8 & aliE e
XTZMER. BYH PDTB AR ZAE T, & X 5
TR EHRITHIE Y ER KR IF XRS5 R
AL RN A% s F TR — e 55 N B BT R B RE O R 2
WA o3 ok 22BN B T8 WU B S5 MR 38 Bt
RN s RARTE T4 2R 1 H 4l 385 4 3 SC LR

HIT-CTDB: f /R 35 Tl K24k 23155 5 45 B

KW 5E 0 IF & iR R B OntoNotesd. 0 F Y 525
Tt T SCSCAR L R SCAS  IIARTE T 3 MG R )
MEXR EANRELRMABREELR. bR
PDTB b i 1k % o (05 B ¢ 22 AR08 DUIE AR5 A5 i T 40 Rz
R S L NS N P B S 3 SN vk e/ i P S 7 G
KR,

DUTR o B 25 00 TR OREE < H 90 M R & SR TR
1% Ok e DUE 1 s B0 2500, A B 7& # o — B
LG BRI T RS B R R L L 2
KEFRB. EHEXRRZSE L ZERERRE LR
OF R A AR T AN Horp 4 AR5 PR
A L AN L R

1A DUIE M FE (Tsinghua Chinese treebank) : H
BRI R 8B E R A DUE T i 78 BHE . A X
S HTIE] RO R AR 4 R OCHR. XA B RS AL bR
HEEAE LR AR E TR HIESW RS
AN B KB R B A AR R G R B R UK AR
B IS EB Gk BRI BB B &
TR YT A K 11 RO R,

3.2 SAmamils

SR H w24 ) R A B R 1] ARG 3R
KFR W SE B4 ) A 0 AR ) A, B SO R
WM TGN BN L #E 3F RST-DT A B 55, 56
F EDU H BB BF 5258 2 N Soricut % R FAM A5
AU A F 19 ) vk R R AE 2R 45 4] F 900 i EDU
PUNFVRS T G5 M AL 8 7 A s vk i B I T F
fH R 83. 1% B9 A R s Hernault 265 45 ff ] 52 #5
lia] ML (SV VD A RL i) AT A 0 32 L 45 48 L el 46
fE . £ EDU HAMES E FAEBH T 93. 8% AR R
If. Lin %V ¥E PDTB e 7GR 5 F (k5] 82. 6%.
SRUMAE DL v, 342 5 Bk 10 /a0 18] B 22 A0 8 5 5
AR S A bR & T BOUR 24850 4] i Boi p= AL 2
Fi 78 AR SOOCFR L 1 ST B HERR X 2 AR 4y A R E B
BT, — 2 3 % e R HF T F 5T L it R S
SVM 432 &8 4 Wi 32 5 /1 19 SCAR i B2 5 o0 49 4 5
G FEAE O FH R DU B 2 43 BT I O ik et A A i g
W Bt AT A SR ], HE AR Rk 2] 92, 106, X S pF 5%
AT 275 R 43/ 9 0 I, X6 3R ) 4 A I 45 I 4k
I7) 25 U 82 A TR A F 5
3.3 ERXEMBEA
3.3.1 BEXXFRIRF

D &R

A o OC R AR SR A B G R I ) A A BT
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FOR MBI LOC R, BTG Y OC R R 4 2 R B
SCHRRT S PR R M O 2R T BE AR B R LA T
HFRIR IS LR WA B A5 & i, Pitler 250
A FH ) YR A7) 325 A A1E R ) LR A5 A R R G R ] U
B AT LIk F) 96. 26 % . F {1k 94. 19% , Lin 252 4¢
U ity e BT AR P L T S SRR AE Sk A L SE R )
IR es A UWER R IAF] 97,25 %, F {1k %] 95. 36 %.
5T L, DO R R T 6 R 1) Y o 1 T T R R )
A IO A% A A AR A5 R L DU TP 6 R S BR
TAR G % 18], A A 1) | @ 8 S5 i 2 iR TE S AL T e A
SEUOHEST T — AN R A R A R 6 R A 43
h 3 JELHE 1 2 R SO — R B S5E F AR, 40 R Ry LT
PS50 88 1) B 0% [ 2 Hb 6 7R 4 ) () 0 B R s 36
R 2 28N iE LR R AR LR 56 R, Wk A
WA @A), o] DL R LR IR LR R 5 3 il L
— U R G R, a0 A RN AR N GE 7 A TR 5K
A O R O R R AR A e, BUE
O ZR RN AT 55 be O o B N A2 A MR L. 4R R AR
I R BRI ) A B R AE e SR B 43 S B AE
TR 1 AT 2 A O 56 Z 3] 1 R 76 AN ) RE A
ICATR _ESA 20 T 92, 1% B HERG R L HZ 0 5% KR 50
A F 3] T DUE G R DR R R R B 4 B Y.
Bl o 3k — [ L, Ay 2 A 4552l ) DL v B0 A A6 X 5C 2R )
B AR AR A HEAT Y 2R AT 3K o6 3 F Sk kR 1y 45 2R
W R RO L AE DS AT R E S T 95. 4 %0 B IfE
B 5. AT I BRI, IR IE T 15 41 ¢ R Al e
1 000 A) L fERA 2. Bk Uk, B 1TSS ¢ &R R
RO AR F 5T Z2 2 25 IR T M R 56 Z A, X T AR g
IO Z ) A U 5 D

2) U U R A E

TE 7% 45 52 2R 9 47 B, Pitler 25550 AW {8 FH 56 & i)
FRIE 7€ PDTB 43 280K R R OB G 5508 o LR L
BRI R B T 93, 9% Y MERR K. Lin %PV 1
FRAEF A T & &, R SCERRAE 1 A 3 A ik i
R HUR T 86 Yo By HER R DUE R T oG &R Il S
WA A, AT B I R e e SO 25 AR AR DY
1E PDTB 43 J 0 F T Al FH e K 43 24 4 0 3% 42 1) 1
SCHEAT AT 25 04 A FEM R R AU 78, 9%, F fH AL
A 69. 3%, oRHPCTAEDlE F AR RBLER AL T R O
RIUFREBEAT C R0 2 AR R R R LB G R AT
BT LB AT 9 280 W Aff 3 28 ik 95 20 . (HLFE I3 56
RO 2 MR LA 63.6%. DL LR AR EAE 4
KAFEAH LR, WA R LR IE— 2415 R/
SN D O B R S S 5 X e S S S TNV E (5

WA AR E AT 4y ) R O ) B T SCRH G B A S
W 52 A i SCOG R IAR ERR 3R IR B T 8900 (HIR 4
A% 20 By E B R AT DLUE B DOE B aE OOC R IR
ST A — 2 Y B2 /5 25 ).
3.3.2 BRAXHRIAF

A A2 0] 56 F AR AT DUAE R ) E 1 SCOC &R 1Y B )
B s s AN 5 ¢ 22 10 1 B 20 56 28 ) 7 T 4 52 /) i SCOG
F Pl ok BB, o2 B R S OC FR WF 5T S

IDRE- S R (RS

Marcu 58 Jl BUE 7T 14 380 X6 45 18, A1) 56K 1) il
YR ) X £ SRS ) 5 4 JHG v 9 56 2R R RS B A A —
B EOCRIE R AR T Al DU Sy 23 2 4% X B 1
SR ZBEATHUN. Pitler 550° WH 6] (1 17 BREAE | 2l 1)
F  Bhin BRI A L B SCRARNE AR AE 5 T
R B RN, 78 PDTB 4 808 U R HFAT S L. %
FRHIE Y X T 25 0 F A 48 -8 A B 8 AF H.
Lin Z57f HT 615 18 o0 (5 B 1 X5 5 B L 18 70 9 8 g
I3 PR AT ) kAR B S R A ) d5e KM 73 26 2% L 18
PDTB % 2 2 11 Kif LC R o470, WAs 7
40 Y0 B HERG 2R, LE baseline #15 T 14. 1%. Louis %%
SR SOA v i 8 AUAE B BL K FE AR /Y ) ik 25 4 N
FRAE TR 1 Yo R IR A, 3R B baseline A
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A Survey on the Study of Compound Sentences with

Chinese Abstract Meaning Representation

WEI Tingxin"?,QU Weiguang”**" ,SONG Li*,DAI Rubing”
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3. School of Computer Science and Technology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097 ,China;4. Fujian Provincial Key

Laboratory of Information Processing and Intelligent Control (Minjiang University) s Fuzhou 350121, China)

Abstract : Abstract meaning representation (AMR) is a novel framework of representing sentential meaning. Due to linguistic

characteristics of the Chinese language,Chinese AMR(CAMR) annotates the semantic compound-sentence meaning, which is ignored

in English AMR annotation. Sentence is the elementary unit of CAMR and hierarchical tree structure is used to represent the logical

relations of all minimal sentences in compound sentences. As arguments can be shared, the graph based on the tree structure

expresses the semantic meaning of compound sentences more comprehensively. This paper introduces the current resource

construction and methodology of compound sentence relations and discourse relations,as well as points out the key problems lying in

present studies. Then future work is discussed.

Key words : Chinese abstract meaning representation(CAMR) ; compound sentence; discourse relation



