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Abstract: As a new sentence-level meaning representation., abstract meaning representation (AMR) uses a rooted a-

cyclic directed graph to represent the meaning of a sentence. A large AMR bank has been constructed for English,

but the concepts of an AMR graph are not aligned to the words in a sentence, which increases the difficulty in manu-

al annotation as well as automatic parsing. This paper describes the construction of a Chinese AMR corpus. based

on guidelines adapted from English for Chinese-specific properties. We also designs an efficient annotation frame-

work that incorporates concept-to-word alignment, taking advantage of the morphology-poor nature of Chinese. We

have annotated the AMRs of 6 923 sentences sclected from the Chinese TreeBank, among which 48% of the sen-

tences are graphs, 1% of the sentences are cycles, and 32% have non-projective subtrees. We plan to publicly re-

lease this data for linguistic and NLP research.
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