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Absract : Evaluation has long been of interest to automatic summarization circle because of its &fective promotion to
the summarization progress. After a discusson of the background of summarization eval uation and the unsettled is-
sues, this paper briefly introduces and comments on the current summarization evaluating methods. It further pro-
vides a detailed analysis of key technologiesin the existing evaluation method. And finally, it presents some direc-

tionsfor future research.
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