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Abstract

Recently in the automatic summarization community, there have been many research initiatives in which
machine-generated summaries are compared using the same documents. In most of these initiatives, the
summaries are evaluated by humans and thus it is difficult to compare these results with new methods
once the evaluation was finished. In this paper, we propose a new automatic evaluation method which
combines the information from the human-created summaries and the machine-generated summaries
evaluated in the past(pooling data). The experimental results show that out method is better than
existing evaluation methods and the pooling data improves the performance significantly.
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