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Abstract: AMR is a new representation of the abstract meaning of a sentence, which is close to the Interlingua. The
English AMR corpus including the Little Prince has been released. The major differences between AMR and the
previous syntactic and semantic representation lie in two aspects. First, AMR uses a graph. Second. it allows
adding concept nodes which are omitted in a sentence. In this paper, we design the Chinese AMR annotation specifi-
cation and construct the Chinese Little Prince AMR corpus, achieving an inter-agreement Smatch value is 0. 83. The
bilingual comparison shows that the graph structures in English and Chinese sentences are highly correlated. With a
proportion of 40% sentences having graph structure. But the added concept nodes are different. We also discuss
AMR’s ability to represent the semantic meaning of Chinese sentences as well as the advantages of AMR in cross
language comparison.
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