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Metaphor Literal Meaning Representation and Generation

WANG Jinjin', YANG Yun's ZHOU Changle"®
(1. Institute of Artificial Intelligence Xiamen University, Xiamen s Fujian 361005 China;
2. Center for the Study of Language and Cognition Zhejiang University, Hangzhou, Zhejiang 310028, China)

Abstract The representation of the metaphor literal meaning is the premise of deeper semantic representation and
the further processing of metaphor. In fact, as the input language of the metaphor computation system, the meta-
phor literal meaning representation language would influence the final semantic calcualtion results. In this paper we
first classify the Chinese Metaphor into two categories the Un-Nested Metaphor and the Nested Metaphor based
on the analysis of Chinese metaphor characteristics. We further design the metaphor role dependency representation
language to describe the metaphor literal meaning in terms of its shallow semantic and metaphorinformation. Final-
ly, the experiments show that the proposed method is quite effective in interperating Chinese metaphor.

Key words; computer application; Chinese information processsing; metaphor literal meaning; metaphor computa-

tion; um nested metaphor; nested metaphor; metaphor role dependency representation language
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