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Abstract
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roles, and semantic_ distance(roley, roles) > 0,010
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R U KRS (B, PROR KA

cause-01 result-01 ; Wf[E]5¢%&: begin-01 end-01 ):
Bridge yedicate (F1, F2) = {(p1,p2) | semantic_related(pi, p2) A share_entity(Fi, F2)}.

PR AT AMR WU (B4, :ARGM-CAU , :con-

dition ):

Bridge gy (F1, F2) = {(F1, Fs, marker) | contains_causal marker(Fy, marker) A semantically related(F, F)}.

i SUHEZR VP AL

|[shared__entities(Fy,F2)|

Sentities = max(|entities(F})],|entities(F2)|)
S, . __ depth(F1)+depth(F2)
complexity — 2max_ depth

TSP A AT DAL R B, S TR,
RS, FolHE=MIURIET T 400 MR
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AyEsE: R BLEU score > 0.72 , #2457
MR AT OAER S, FATRAT 055 BE R A
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0o AR ST R , SHEETAMI, &4 AMR
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A o

T SRR R ) ) 22 R

KRR, AT —E L ER S, HES
A, ARRRAL R ST A ARl K WA A
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B, —ERESERER TR “AEM [ELR 1
i ARGM-CAU fJ5ifH] 2] [HEZE 2: RO2R] (R 2R 4%,
RN BRI, GBEREBRSAL R TR 2
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TEANIR A AR BIAEE S P XA R AL T HER
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B s &
BESCAPAl s FRATHE = A 8 S B iE S 3 AT V4G
SQuAD 2.0 (Rajpurkar, Jia, and Liang 2018) . Hot-
potQA  (Yang et al. 2018) FIMBl2ESCF FHEEA H &
X AMR-QA 4

FEEY R N TR T, ALY R
FNEAEARFREN=FET: PE REREFBE
AT Yo (Francais): RERAG FEIESLMA
)% S iEiES . 815 (Deutsch): REFEAAEIE G
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Helk )i ik

AT G IRy B OB TR, XS h
=2 KEFMEAUIE Source2Synth  (Lupidi et al.
2024)  (FeEiE T RHE AL A BB A R SRR
PAELSEEHE R 5 R Sy, AR SIS B S SE i)
EntityChain (Du, Shao, and Cardie 2017) (E:F 52 &3k
P Z Bk R ), DepGraph (Zhao et al. 2018) (&
TEMATH5YE ), A1 Template-QG (Heilman and Smith
2010) (FEETHNPIBNRRSGE) 5 #1290 48 BT V56
% Neural-QG (Zhou et al. 2017)  (FFA1 81 S0
%), GPT4-Direct (F&ATIAH GPT-4 2Rl KIEF
B e bR, B THURM GPT-4 45 ,
A1 T5-MultiHop (Dong et al. 2019) (k£ Bk a) B fi i
B T5); PARiE LEMET ¥, 1% AMR-Simple (Zhang
et al. 2020) (fELAYET AMR 5, B AMR fLH
SARFEEL) .

PEAS H ks
AR ZAYERE ) FebR: FRUfEfETE PR35 BLEU-4
5% M@ N-gram #5&, ROUGE-L fiK AT )7
SR, AiffH BERT # AW BERTScore 17 A
P e T 22 BRAY 5 bR a0 135 9 3 A BRE Bk R
AL (Flan, SCd /g /R i
FEME, PARIE o R AR PETE U s PA ST (]
EbEFebr, WG4 MR TEEERN F1 280
R FL, [120] ) 25 A8l 3 S R A 2 H R, DA
e T B L IE 22 BJHE PR A 1] AT EL 137 A B 3550
NPk FRATIPAL T AR 724 ) 1000 A it
MIEBLFR R 1 3] 5 A RBERITHY, R 22 ()8
EEREEIEN ZEERE?) . W ()82 5w 5
SEFRAFT) FIRT [ (RES O FH AR AL A IR [0 5%
W7 ) 5 DASHE PP, A5 TE SO (1R 75
ﬁﬁ%@ﬁi‘%iﬁ%%l}fﬁ%ﬁ?) AR () s
P AUAHERR? ) o o
AT T =2 A SR UG IRk S R (1 AR vE S
EEHEEH TR OrERE (2 BE S TN IR & 0
S (3 AT A 6 A B

Z Bk BB R

4 T J&7% Semantic Bridge A M R BT I 45 1 = o
I RS R, FATPRAE AT i i E I 25
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Method EM F1 Entity Diversity Hop Count Valid Loss

Hotpot Bridge 14.65 31.23 205 1.8 0.399
GPT 4 16.50 32.11 210 1.9 0.620
Source2Synth 16.37  33.00 450 2.1 0.580
Synthetic Data 17.05 34.82 650 2.5 0.515

Table 1: F/ 103 SUB-H: & HORCH 76 BT 4k B 14551

TR

LA R) « X TYIZ% Qwen3-0.6B L% 5
A, SRR AR S B JRE HotpotQA
FEAFN Source2Synth  (Lupidi et al. 2024) .

BRI T RATHER B ReR, @i AMR BR3)
A AR A B AN =90 2 — WG 00T SE 3 T )
g0 TEH 5 ANAW (epoch 5) , BRUERK B/ MEE]
0.515, ZAEIRPASTHHLTE (£ 1), MIHHEHHITHS
(EM). F1, SURZAEPE (ME—S00KR) . BRECRITRIES 2k .
iﬁhﬂ‘] D7 YR AT TR, ERATR 7 R S R AL
P

o BUHESCERUIRE: (UEEH 200 A~22% BIn] PURD o i
600 NEIGHEAS, SEIL T MR PubMed X HEA R
VEHATRIY A QA G, HT LLM i1,

o ZHMEFNZAL: 650 ANIERSLR (FHELEK 210 4),
PEHE AL R SIS I MR IR A R (k%K 2.5
AR 2.1).

o ULSIHEFIMERAYE: EM (17.05) Fil F1 (34.82) 4%,
UEH R BAL (0.515) R T AMR 45414
Source2Synth /JF A E Y HARME 5

X LEZELIGIE T Semantic Bridge FEA [A] 15 5 1 <itug
TR 2R QA AR i 75 )

4T fEsn Semantic Bridge -6 M5 i & £ 15 5 A4
W = A BB R 0 O T R R, FRATT A
CRAB EHi#ES % (Zhong et al. 2025) (fldn, # M
2467 M ) PubMed/Google Tt H Fil 1854 ANANHH %
TiiH ), Al Source2Synth (Lupidi et al. 2024) ¥E47EL
B, HRET AN 600 S22 kAT, X8 e A 2k
—A~ Qwen3-0.6B #i81, It 5 ANJEHA, I TF-IDF
Wasi s FRATH) AMR MrZ e 4515 5 =4 T 24 H e i
SR EEXT, LT Source2Synth [ LA EEIE VA o

T ER W TIRATHERLEF H CRAB HRWAY)
=2 2 25 SR DA S BB 07 1) 2 1 5 RE BRI R 8 T 1)
§i$ K S TE AN BT 80 A1 S0 )7 00 A 5 R TR
YRAER QA E‘J#/[\%'U\?fﬁ_ﬂ/‘]iﬁﬁie R 2METHE
ES 1 CRAB & P K B8R

XBEEER affirm Semantic Bridge FEERL. ZiEE 4
%%#‘%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@?%ﬁ, HAEPE RAG #1 LLM MY

PR

2 MaE TR CRAB S0 515 = A,

Semantic Bridge W7n W0 —80k, IFERK (OF

PP 18.3 % —25.4 %) WG 7Rk, M T

RMZHEET , IUE T8 AT QA LG

A3k 3 P o

o PR RS MR A YRR R T RRAE (B
TSCE A R, PR BUR R, PR
Source2Synth EH 6 2| 8 %,

Language Method RPF1 (%) ISF1(%) CEF1(%)

Hotpot Bridge 58.50 72.00 65.25
English Hotpot Training 62.00 74.50 68.25
Source2Synth 64.00 76.00 70.00
Our Method 68.50 80.00 74.25
Hotpot Bridge 57.20 70.50 64.00
Chinese Hotpot Training 60.80 73.20 67.00
Source2Synth 63.50 75.00 69.50
Our Method 67.80 79.00 73.50
Hotpot Bridge 56.80 71.00 63.50
French Hotpot Training 61.50 73.80 66.50
Source2Synth 62.80 74.50 68.75
Our Method 66.50 78.20 72.00
Hotpot Bridge 55.90 69.80 62.75
German Hotpot Training 59.70 72.00 65.75
Source2Synth 61.20 73.20 67.00
Our Method 65.00 77.00 70.75

Table 2: {fi /] CRAB 2 JEA7 & A 25 A4 A Il 261y
DIEF R M EAEPA I S A LI T &
ife, HAERILEYESSH b HAE SRR

o EFIC—EC FESHERME S TR AR, HA B
E%C%fﬁlﬁ@%%i, SCRR R B R B S R A SR i
o iEERMEME: MEEZREMIE (G, R
R, EEIRSE), IWRBREIR IR Rl f .
XL T Semantic Bridge fE5— A HIEM Z il 5 HE
20, MR SCIKEN I IR B AR, SCRRIES TR S A I — 2L
PP .

i Pk fe

%23 R T A BRI R 5 A AR S R . AT

FRGRRN], FEHERAE 2 . o SR BE A 0] ZoRT HERA

RS XRBRAE R B BT, X SRR TR S TS Y

BLEU 4344k 0.753 [ i AMR FR7EE R Pl

B (PEULPSR F )

1. P 4 Semantic Bridge iA % T f i BkEL (2.8)
FNESOREE (3.9), SCREH M RZRT

2. RN AT ERS] 0.71, BT A fER
2 (Source2Synth >4 0.44), SEHL T Bz HHE AR

3. & F&: Semantic Bridge 52| 0.893 {1 & F1
EL, PR R SR R A A P AR [

4. WEEARE: 74.2 % B9 BN TR ELEIE W 2 Bk
M R H 57.6 %,

5. AMR FriE bl sBRrEREIE T AT 5ER AMR fig#T
T/EI;%E’JEE?E%U, SR HAEZFEE QA AT

B R85 Br

F A RSB ERE . RO TR =5

TERARNE .

o RRMFRA N T s BE A A (4.6 N Ti7E45), B
B iompHERE TR (3.4 BhE)

o I TREENT A SO EE TR ALE AR A

. %@ffﬁfﬁﬁ'{ﬁ!ﬂiﬁi%ﬁa@Eﬁ%@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ?h‘%iﬁ@%éﬂ%
Phe

o FPRBIN A A PRAL T XA 2 T 5
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Method BLEU-4 ROUGE-L BERTScore Hop Count Bridge Div. Semantic Depth Answer F1 Reasoning Val.
Template-QG 0.145 0.298 0.835 1.2 0.22 1.9 0.701 0.312
EntityChain 0.156 0.312 0.842 1.3 0.25 2.1 0.723 0.341
DepGraph 0.178 0.334 0.851 1.5 0.31 2.3 0.756 0.402
Neural-QG 0.203 0.378 0.876 1.4 0.28 2.2 0.782 0.378
GPT3.5-Direct 0.234 0.412 0.891 1.7 0.42 2.8 0.834 0.523
T5-MultiHop 0.221 0.398 0.883 1.8 0.38 2.6 0.807 0.487
AMR-Simple 0.198 0.367 0.869 1.6 0.33 2.4 0.789 0.445
Source2Synth 0.238 0.415 0.892 2.0 0.44 3.0 0.842 0.576
GPT-4-QG (Direct) 0.251 0.428 0.904 2.1 0.47 3.1 0.861 0.634
Semantic Bridge 0.267 0.456 0.918 2.8 0.71 3.9 0.893 0.742

ggéle 3 A AR AR B R PERELLAL . Semantic Bridge 7EHEBRAR P, 15 R EM B R R AGIr L2 0TI

Bridge Type Count Avg Str.  Hop Cnt Sem. Depth Human

Entity Bridging 342 0.67 2.3 3.2 38
Predicate Chain 298 0.78 3.1 4.2 4.2
Causal Bridging 186 0.84 34 4.6 4.6
Combined 826 0.74 2.8 3.9 4.1

Table 4: EHFRMPATRIMERE AT RS, PURMFZ ™
T SRR R, AR T AT A A

I GvT S-Dicect. [ Newsl-QG

74.2% +137%
Muli-hop Questions mproverment

Figure 2: [0 & Z&)E 31 B8 T Semantic Bridge 784
BCFGEE 3 ASDA R HEREA BRI 22 k)8 i skae gy, 1
BTWAITEA T RENRT.

] 52 2% PE 53 A1

Bl 2 J@oR THEA [FIHERE A e MoK o1 b AR ) 1] R 43
i, Semantic Bridge A< i T W35 B Ry R, Hrp
52.4 % TFHE 3 AP ERIERLD IR, M drrits (KG-
QG) H 30.3 %. XFPAIAE T IATW E5K: 15X

el 23 SR (52 R T B2 2 1) 22 A L B B T i
N TG &SR

5 ORI A EPEAESER, K Semantic Bridge
5 =AY R 2 R BT T R

HiE BB Pr
FATHrER 6 FER A R 2 o 1) i AR e A
A 4 RN AE A Y ) B qjﬁlfﬁfﬁ*ﬁitﬁﬁ IEEQHQ
B FAERL LR IR I R E T XA SR AR U BB e 2 1)
HEFTE (FERE Source2Synth 1 GPT-4-QG).

I PEAR Sl =7 % SR DA o SRR fE A T 4
X (R £ =0.82 ). FRATHIHEZAEAE KT

Dimension Semantic Bridge GPT4 KG-QG T5-Multi
Reasoning Complex. 4.12 £+ 0.31 3.34 £ 042 3.67+£0.38 3.21 + 0.45
Question Clarity 4.18 £ 0.28 4.02 £0.33 3.80+0.41 3.76 £0.39
Answerability 4.21 £+ 0.26 3.55 +£0.48 3.78 £0.43 3.42 £ 0.51
Semantic Depth 4.34 £ 0.22 3.12 £ 0.56 3.45 £ 047 3.08 &+ 0.53
Overall Quality 4194024 351+ 041 3.69+ 039 3.37 + 0.44
Table 5: N TPFAZ55H (1000 ASFIRL, & = 0.78 ). i
N N b
HUHEg T FER A REME (p <0.01 ).
Reasoning Pattern Semantic Bridge Best Baseline” Improvement
Multi-step Causation 23.4 % 121 % +93.4 % *
Entity Role Analysis 19.7 % 8.9 % +121.3 % 1
Temporal Sequence 18.3 % 11.2 % +63.4 % *
Conditional Reasoning 12.8 % 54 % +137.0 % 1
Cross-doc Inference 15.6 % 78 % +100.0 %
Logical Composition 10.2 % 4.6 % +121.7 %

Table 6: #f BEALA 1) 4011 /8 58 A2 HE S AU ) (3
(@i @ SR IO 5 A S K A W R v A e i
Source2Synth, HAhZEAIZ GPT-4-QG. Frf sityE
p < 0.01 (n=300) /K R,

SR 2 BRAE PR Y (MR T 2B HLARYRE Sy, e
%%&FT&EE ($F 137.0 %) FZiHA A5 PRI
5éh .

i SCB I i o B

FRATH AR 322 5 BE A AL ) A ot ad & TR R 1 X
R, XAER 3 AP ER. M BRI R T A B
BRI RE SR A, 1A DT AU J 1 Jo i ad g
AISZ IR . BRI > 0.7 BYBFHEAEHERA R B UG 28
89 %, LR T AT BIE R I g iR A .

MR BUES B

TEXTE DT, ARG HITAG T AEAR 58 B30
BRECH A AR E R 0. H bR s 5 HAl )y S
o, FrfldE (o =09,8=0.6,y=03) Qi
PRI R . B T A BE 2y ORI fb e Rg . FRATI
M ANRLHAE 5 73l EPEGLR 800 ASFhEREAT FE
A (HEREEZ SN £ =079 ). FEREIESA
THIrEy Spearman FKME (p )« PN TIFFAK
Az ) BLEU-4 7340
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Figure 3: 15 Mo B 011 AU il JE K 520 o o aek i
TER PR I M 2 B0 1) 8 e AR IR s, PR T 73.2
% BB KB,

Wk 1R AL AR

FATLE [0.1, 1.0] JEEINLA 0.1 N[HIFEHEAT TALE A A
O it S S 6= i weis A [ T = T
KT 5N TR AR K

@ Ié] ~v  Correlation ( p ) Human Rating BLEU-4

0.8 05 04 0.789 3.92 0.251
0.9 06 03 0.834 4.19 0.267
1.0 05 0.2 0.812 4.05 0.259
0.7 07 05 0.756 3.84 0.243

Table 7: S MARIRRETR . HAUECET I
No

T IEERER, B E AR BRI e (p =
0.834 ) FIEE{RMERE, #E AN TiF4>H1 BLEU-4 | [ HAth
BRI EHHRZ 10 %.

O%PE 5By
N T VPR SR, A ERAECE G T £10% 1L
. ZWEERs (Fl, p , BLEU-4) [W9EREAS{L/)N
T 2.3 %, RUESE TR REER), RN A KA
ﬁoﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬁTﬁM§ﬁﬁ%Ei%§%T%ﬂi
PR Z
WP A NE S 2R R TE S, ARG B 2R
gER . FEALI AR I T AR 205K
o R a> 8>y (KRIFEFXFZMKT Hith 5%
AMett) .
o /L BAE > 0.1 (FRETA R AERG
SERETTER) -
o« BHSME: Ja—p]>02,|8—7>02 (PAFAIX
IR E )
K BRIX S (Fn, B ) SR R AL
812 % , HGiE T eI T SL P AR RE A A 1
g
TE VU Fh Z AL IS 5 A2 A0 B TR IE R T X
M) 3 A FRerdfian (FEXT T A2t m 1 18.3
% %= 254 %) B AMR fIE S P ar Fon AR
MRS AL . Wi AMR WiER-S TS
A SN FLIE 22 R I AT TR 220 SCRRARE ;. — P pii ) 22
S AMR 3, R FRHE S TS 95 % 1
BLEU 4344,
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Algorithm 1: 1 SCHEZRHEHR

Require: AMR graph G = (V, E)
Ensure: Set of semantic frames F'
1. 0
2: for each node v € V' do
3: if is_predicate(v) then

4: frame < initialize frame(v)

5: for each edge (v,u,r) € E do

6: if r € CORE_ARGS then

7: frame.core_args[r| + u

8: else if r € NON_CORE_ARGS then
9: frame.non_ core_args[r] < u
10: else if » € MODIFIERS then
11: frame.modifiers|r] < u
12: end if
13: end for
14: F + F U {frame}
15:  end if
16: end for
17: return F

o BOMETE: ARGO (JiZE). ARGL (25). ARG2
(H¥R) 4.

o JEROEIC: ARGM-TMP (id]) . ARGM-CAU
(). ARGM-LOC (H#i5).

poss &,
WSCHER R BT O MR, RATH

AMR g B U5 R A — AT SCHE SR, DA R
LR L

o BMifF: mod . domain .

Frame(predicate, core_args, non__core_ args, modifiers)
(1)

Ik LELH
o HiF: dUDAES (B4, announce-01 ).
o BROSE: — DL LS AL B SR
o R OSE: BT CEEELSEL.
o A SRALAGZE R & .

latex

D. B3R i 5 PEAL R B AL Al

AT ARRE T RATAR e 5 B VA B BLE B, (52 T
. RIS SUM LR .

B RIS W L DDAt iT
TN TIPSR BE VRN A A -

Strength(B) = Q- Stype +B'Sentities +'Y'Scomplexity+5'sdiversity

(2)
XHL, B le—ANE X, SEZ AN 1 AT —
fe. BAERY (S) HA W EE L.

JETRIIVESy (Stype ) IXFPIT TEARIEI A A 2
FriFsr, HAZL R AR DR R 2800 T B Ul i 1Y
€ SHUE SUE Ik

0.9 causal bridge
Stype = ¢ 0.8 predicate chain bridge (3)
0.6 entity bridge

PRI SR S i SRk, SRS R U (Bildn, mfe) /32
W), fJaR RSk,

%?iﬁgﬂgﬁ};& (Sentities ) ﬁﬁf%TE%*ﬁi1$E@$§
PRZ N, EHERIR:

1
&mmfjaE:PMKQH%HWMQEMRwLMWMW@)

ec&

(4)
PMI {50 (RE SR O b 1T A6 626 BEFE I
Bl (N, fMig525), FRERZEREE Ok
FIEEIER) .
%:‘FE%“EE{JE&% ( Scomplexity ) ﬁ%x#*@%%*@ﬁ
FPERPPG, ZERIREA:
Scomplexity = % [I({(fl) + K(-FQ)

max Kmax

()
K(F) lid 528 WA R At —
F ST E 2R

KT ZREERIVESY ( Saiversity ) XAFRAFESCFRIA
[IRESE, I HIRE -

Sdiversity = JS_ Divergence(D;, Ds) (6)
W 2 A E R M T 2 A, SR ).
WHEE

WA —E B (Fan, B REEXR),
I i Ak AVC D N SR S B 2 1) FI T
FAE PR ot
o BAYEME: AN VRN S REERE I (R R 2R /S ),
5H B BT
o HH: GRPEFIRZAAE 0 B 1 2.
o FATEME: Wy AMIUNEAL A S X545 77 A e
A A T b P P B8
36 6 T8 1 AR A 6 T A R T i) S T L
IERUNOR

E. it CHRBEIE U5
T SCUR BEAT B3t 170 A0 (#0114 1 S G 2R 1) A 5 2% CRITAfE
PMERE -5 AR RS R S AR K To K . 5%
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P MRS SN B EROR PP AL M -
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REBMRBIZK (RAL)  FofiTE LT —ATLRZ R G

LIFREPE T IS

o G HERMXRR (ER. B4, VE)

o G20 UiREAEXR (B, 25, 355%)

o 939 PFURMEX R (FEEA. g, Hik)

o HVUE: WRIZEXR (ZHT. IR 4R

o KPS MG XA GRRIE. 2. 48)

M4 (CAD) AR IEH A g K 4] 5 R A A

N, FHAAH B AAL E -

o H{A5Z{A: “John”, “Apple Inc.”, “New York” (#X
#H: 1)

o BOIMEE: TREZR [T THi) (BE: 2)

. {%%{;ﬁ?/ﬁ\ QI AT Cscesgm” (R

AL ek (ITC)  HERST ISR = Fh2e 2

o BAXA: HIEFORTE AMR Fb (F(E: 1)

o FREERL: SREOEUER (A 2)

o SURSCHERL: AR SRR (FCE: 3)
B SORBEVH AR -

Semantic Depth =

(7)

Hr, RAL; . CAD; Fl ITC; 53 JIFTR K F i K

A2 ARSI AR AR R IR, T n e
R E S

ZyL|
TR P Hh A 7
o SR = DU 10 (BRI

SR I+ % DRSO HEL P 0 28 o 2 i ) oA
itk A Ee?”

o BN PR = OO WER) 910 (R +
MM + WX R)

XA T SCH R T8 SR JSEAE A B 170 A PG JEL S R A
PRI 58 4 ML T B

F. ZB4E AMR JRIBUNIT 3 o

FATH Semantic Bridge HEZELE & T —AN R i HAHRY
AMR FREURR, A TSR BT .

R AMR SRR

S5UKIT & H AMR f@#trss (I AMRBART (Bai,
Chen, and Zhang 2022) ) WA HERR, FATWHE
BRI T AW E AR, Reil i 2R
@é%f FR, BABRE A R R 35 SR R R gk
it

S

BT LLM W4 AMR Ak FeATE enyrk e fili
RAUE F ALY TE SORRRE ) AL AMR R
1: Input: Natural language text T
2: Prompt: Construct semantic prompt Py ¢ with
AMR format specifications
3: Generate: AM Ryirect = LLM(Pyirect, T)
4: Validate: Apply syntactic and semantic validation
rules
5: Qutput: Validated AMR representation

FAITEFR OB R , 5145 LLM A A%
REH AMR [4:

FPAF SCARE S — AR E X FRR (AMR) ., fif
HHEEZH (a, b, c...), igid (verb-01, noun)
B Y AT ((ARGO, :ARG1, :ARGM-TMP 4) 1
4 AMR fRid. BORITA SRR IERECN, %
R SLHER
B4 NLP mikek ik RATE MBI 7 —1
REWIUPY Beife, O TAESE R NLP A3, [A]EH R
F i 2 i A AL -
Mg 1: fngaseikiis) (NER)

E = NERpoqal (T) = {(es, type;, span,) HEL - (8)
Mrig 2: i SCA AR (SRL)
R = SRLuoaal(T, E) = {(pred;, args;)},  (9)

Brie 3. kAN (RE)

G = REmoael (T’ E, R) = {(e;,1elij, €;)} (10)
WrBe 4: AMR
AM Riepwise = AMR._Constructor(E, R,G,T) (11)

XA ISR TR

L el EAAUERR ] ASSE AR PP A

2. WIRERENE: RIS RGO T AR AR AR

3. BEUERL: AT AR I B E IRk S B

4. SRt AN ALE T DAEAN B BT R TR O
DI/

SOTA BRI FATRY S =Fhr 62 et i &

FREAE R T LLM Ry 214

o fir 44 KK H B A A T & V) SpaCy-
Transformers (Honnibal et al. 2020)

o HXMOIRE: AllenNLP 15T BERT i X
AT (Gardner et al. 2018)

o RE: Mok RZMBURTY (Huguet Cabot and Navigli
2021)

o AMR: E F 45wty SPRING AMR f#g #
#& (Bevilacqua, Blloshmi, and Navigli 2021)
MR G TIRE G T & M ALR AT SE R R AT K
LR BRI RAG Tk o
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5120 AMR Kb 19
4325 AMR AR T BB 7 Y T 25— B
TrEEU . e AMR ARAT S — D Sy —
PREOFE VBN BIAE IAE 55, TRA IG Tr A JL AR
AR TS

Xl
L VXM 5 AMR AR AT ARRR 5 AL
2. Wi T AW B R AR R L
3. R BB EAL B IR R o R
=
b EERLALI: ok 8T LB A AR S8
T

iR il

el Ir e T AL AR U, Forh S i L
RN, b TR AL T i 515
POV S5 O AR50, I L SEATR R0 I i R
S

AMR Jii i PEAR R BE

HTHARARATNZ RS AMR SREER A 550, FRoAT1 55

T—AETHR—FHEIAE ZE & TR RIERESE .

ERVERN 1 AT RAR A A AMR g

1. mimAE A Text — AMR

2. MJEAEE: AMR — Text’

3. AL & BLEU(Text, Text')

F%?‘Fﬂ‘ﬁ‘?ﬂ%ﬁ@?%)‘(ﬁ%’%ﬂé%*@ﬁﬁﬁ‘fiﬁ@ﬁﬁ@f%

RIE o

# S8 TERATH AL B L EXIAFAY AMR SR

VAT T AT BLEU W53 iTAh . 8551 R TILA K

R

L Bt B2 A B ¥A7E BLEU 184y
b 4.8-95 % (p < 0.001 , FCXT ¢ ko).

2. SOTA BIRULH: AEZDAEY, LAl SOTA #5
B FH RANE SRR 5, EBAE 1.7-2.4 %
(p<0.01),

3. R PERCR: W HET BLEU g (E >
0.72) WY EER 1.5-2.1 %, [FE{REE 87.3
% WIJEAEEHE .

4. —FiE s ARG ik ER s ARr bR EZE (0.009),
FAE A [R)ak h HA RUE PERE .

g AMR RAEREH

BERARPRAE ) FATH AMR FRBURFE LR SE B

RALHL, RO AERE

L 3FERCR: AMR Al AT, T2
5%

2. JEEEE AT DAYE S A B ) BRI A s R AT
) 365 I R G

3. WTEEM: FEER AMR FRfiR—E0rsL 45 R

4. ATHREME . KRIUALFE AT DU S BTN A

SEHLANT R ¥

WK LR E Bl FATHHESGE S BT JSON #YRLIE
SCRFRIG R :

{

}

Yamr__acquisition”: {
"method”: "stepwise__sota”,
”components”: {

“ner”: ”spacy__transformer”,
”srl”: "allennlp__bert”,

77re)7: 7’rebel77’

“amr”: ”spring__enhanced”

}

”

)

uality control”: {
”bleu__threshold”: 0.72,
”syntactic_ validation”: true,
”semantic__consistency”: true

b
"caching”: {
“enabled”: true,
?cache_ dir”: ”./amr__cache”,
”compression”: "gzip”
}
}

PEREDLIE 0P TR, FRATHY ARSI T LA
TS -

—_

2
3
4

TR BERUK R B 2 AR AT
- BRRGAT: GAT RGO R
O HEARER: SR AE ML RO R AL RN
- AP B ROSURER G I RN AT
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AMR Acquisition Method SQuAD-AMR  HotpotQA-AMR  AMR-QA-Science Average Std Dev  Min Max
Direct Approaches

AMRBART-large 0.672 0.658 0.645 0.658 0.014 0.645 0.672
GPT-4 Direct 0.701 0.689 0.683 0.691 0.009 0.683 0.701
T5-AMR Fine-tuned 0.685 0.671 0.663 0.673 0.011 0.663  0.685
Stepwise LLM Approaches
GPT-4 Stepwise (NER—SRL—RE—AMR) 0.734 0.721 0.718 0.724 0.008 0.718 0.734
Claude-3 Stepwise 0.728 0.715 0.711 0.718 0.009 0.711  0.728
Llama-2-70B Stepwise 0.712 0.698 0.695 0.702 0.009 0.695 0.712
Stepwise SOTA Model Approaches
SpaCy NER + AllenNLP SRL + REBEL RE + SPRING AMR 0.745 0.732 0.729 0.735 0.008 0.729  0.745
BERT-NER + RoBERTa-SRL + LUKE-RE + AMRBART-AMR 0.751 0.738 0.734 0.741 0.009 0.734  0.751
Our Hybrid Pipeline (Best Configuration) 0.763 0.749 0.746 0.753 0.009 0.746  0.763
Quality Filtered Results
Direct Methods (BLEU > 0.65) 0.698 0.685 0.679 0.687 0.010 0.679  0.698
Stepwise Methods (BLEU > 0.70) 0.756 0.742 0.738 0.745 0.009 0.738  0.756
Our Filtered Pipeline (BLEU > 0.72) 0.771 0.757 0.753 0.760 0.009 0.753 0.771

Table 8: i J IR SCAE WA AMR RO A0 T BLEU 0800l . B8 T g A T Ik, iad ygat
— e T AR BAOTRIRG S ELEPT A Bnde 3BT 1 i 5
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