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Chinese nominal metaphor comprehension method

based on cooperation mechanism

SU Chang, ZHOU Chang-le
(Institute of Artificial Intelligence , Xiamen University ,Xiamen Fujian 361005, China)

Abstract: The paper put forward a novel method of nominal metaphor comprehension which was based on the mechanism of

cooperation. It proposed three manners of cooperation between the tenor and the vehicle. The comprehension system was based
on the idea of interaction. The result shows that the method based on the mechanism of cooperation is efficient.
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