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Abstract  One of the key problems in automatic summarization is the absence of effective auto-
evaluation method. A BE-Relation-Grid based evaluation model for "summary coherence" is pro-
posed. BE (Basic Element) is viewed as the content unit and the "relation" part in BE as grammar
role of the content unit. Then, the content coherence is scaled by BE relation transition probabili-
ty in the BE-Relation-Grid. Experiment results on DUC2005 dataset show that the Pearson cor-
relation coefficient of the evaluation results between this model and manual ones is 0. 408, which
increased by about 66% comparing with the result of entity grid model presented by Lapata in
2005.
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Since the 1982 war over the Falkland Islands, relations between Argentina and Britain have
steadily improved. Full diplomatic relations resumed in 1990, and senior British and Argen-
tine officials have visited in London and Buenos Aires-:+
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Hum H1 HM1 BE1 H2 HM2 BE2 H3 HM3
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JCon —.290** —.392** 485 .035 L6257 270
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