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Abstract: In order to make the readers get the most informative and representative opinions efficiently among the news
comments, this paper proposes a novel news article comments summarization algorithm and then designs an article
summarization system, which combines the clustering algorithm with the ranking algorithm. First, it groups comments
using the modified BorderFlow clustering algorithm. Second, for each group, it uses the similar PageRank algorithm to
score and rank comments, and selects top comments in each cluster as representation. At last, it ranks the selected
comments by MMR algorithm and displays the top-K comments as the comments summarizatic:n.\According to the
experimental statics of NDCG and MAP data, the proposed method meets the intuitive seﬂs;c 6f readers more.
Meanwhile, it shows the better effectiveness and accuracy theoretically. "
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Are you kidding me? Reporting a 3.8 earthquake? It was pathetic

when the news covered 4&#39;s!<br /><br />For anyone
10
who&#39;s curious, there are roughly 350 earthquakes of this

magnitude EVERY DAY.

1| 42,45
18, 23, 28, 29, 4, 40, 43, 46, 47, 48, 51, 56, 68, 69, 71, 85, 9,
g 92
3 101, 106 \
4 | 5.54,808 N y
1,103, 107, 108,14, 19, 25, 26, 27, 32, 35, 39, 41, 44, 50, 52,
> 55,57, 60,61, 7,70, 74, 84, 88, 93, 97
E2 b
No | it

3.8 earthquake in southern california? I guess you don&#39;t

have much to write about..

Yes this is news worthy actually..because this could the foretell

signs of  the long-predicted California massive

earthquake...remember California and the whole United States

? west coast sits on the so called &quot;pacific ring of fire&quot; It
is predicted that California earthquake will be far worse than the
Indonesian or Japanese tsunami.Beafraid..be very afraid..

Wish all of California would sink ninto the Ocean! The world

3 would be better off- no more Hollyweird.

3.8 is nothing in California. In fact mostvprobably “didn&#39;t

! even notice. Lame article. s "

s Lets see you p‘ost a laugli when millions die in the biggest

earthquake ever to hit the us in the next 90 days

Californians are too Dumb to understand any size earthquake in a
6 forecast of something more terrible to come, just read some/most

of these I Q -1 comments....Right America????

California is always having tremors. They are sitting smack dab
7 on a fault so the&#39;re always going to be shaking. Get real and

produce something worthy of being called news.

8 3.8 is news in Ohio, not California

Must be a slow news day. There are earthquakes in California

everyday. This event is nothing special. *yawn*
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