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For the following task, if the following output is obtained,
choose appropriate evaluation aspects from the following aspects list
to assess the quality of the output
and assign scores(1-5) to those aspects as well.
aspects list: [’"coherence”, ”consistency”, "fluency”, ”relevance”,
"naturalness”, ”engagingness”, ” groundedness”,
”clarity”, ” creativity”, ”empathy”, ”adaptability”, ”depth”, ”accuracy”,
”inclusivity”, ” persuasiveness”, ”formatting”, ”cultural sensitivity”,
”humor or emotional appeal”, ”interactivity”, ”robustness”]
task:
You will be given one summary
written for a news article(the following Source Text).
Your task is to rate the summary on appropriate metrics.
Source Text: { ZHE }

output: { FENRTH 2 ET LD }

AT R A i

Please explain the reasons why you choose the aspects from the aspects list
and assign each scores to evaluate output described in the input.

Ensure that your response is coherent and does not end abruptly,

and output complete sentences within 150 tokens.

(input, knowledge %% 5 #H (Few-Shot))

MR (ER)}

knowledge:

input: {

Tk B

MEEEMT — X TORBRER

£ Naturalness Coherence Engagingness Groundedness AVG

’ v P T 2l P T 2l P T gl P T gl P T
G-EVAL | 0495 0481 0.376 | 0.490 0.534 0417 | 0.166 0.652 0.510 | 0.544 0.551 0.469 | 0.424 0.555  0.443
directQA | 0.482 0.530 0.468 | 0.619 0.557 0.493 | 0.654 0.662 0.584 | 0.577 0.552 0.508 | 0.583 0.575 0.513
fsvl-mini | 0.421 0.393 0.347 | 0.369 0.386 0.337 | 0.566 0.534 0.454 | 0.355 0.388 0.366 | 0.428 0.425 0.376
fsv2-mini | 0.348 0.362 0.314 | 0.369 0.423 0.363 | 0.613 0.607 0.523 | 0.781 0.750 0.673 | 0.528 0.536  0.468
fsv2-4o 0.576 0.594 0.529 | 0.454 0.509 0.442 | 0.619 0.617 0.534 | 0.844 0.815 0.746 | 0.623 0.634 0.563
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To evaluate the summary, I selected the following aspects:

1. **Relevance (Score: 5)**:

The summary effectively captures the main event of the guard slipping
during the Changing of the Guard, which is the core focus of the source text.
2. **Clarity (Score: 4)**:

The summary is mostly clear, but could benefit from slightly

more straightforward language to enhance understanding.

3. **Consistency (Score: 4)**:

The summary is consistent with the source,

accurately reflecting the incident and the guard’s reaction,

though it could include more details about the context.

4. **Fluency (Score: 3)**:

While the summary flows reasonably well, some phrasing could be improved
for better readability.

Aspects like ”creativity” and ”humor” are not applicable,

as the focus is on factual reporting.

Overall, the summary effectively conveys the incident

while leaving room for minor improvements.
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- **Coherence (4)**:

The summary effectively captures the main event

but could improve the flow by better connecting the sentences.

The narrative is mostly logical, but transitions could enhance clarity.
- **Consistency (5)**:

The summary accurately reflects the facts from the source text without introducing
any discrepancies, maintaining alignment with the original information.

- **Fluency (5)**:

The text is grammatically correct and well-structured,

allowing for smooth reading and comprehension.

- **Relevance (4)**:

It includes essential details about the incident and the guard’s reaction

but could benefit from additional context, such as the significance

of the Changing of the Guard.

Aspects like creativity and humor were not selected

as they do not pertain to the factual nature of the summary.

Overall, the summary effectively conveys the incident

while leaving room for slight improvements in coherence and relevance.
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- **Coherence (4)**:

The summary provides a logical sequence of events, capturing the main incident

of the guard slipping and the subsequent reactions. However, it could benefit from
a more structured narrative that ties the details together more seamlessly.

- **Consistency (5)**:

The summary accurately reflects the key facts from the source text,

including the incident and the guard’s reaction, ensuring full factual alignment
without introducing discrepancies.

- **Fluency (5)**:

The text is grammatically correct and easy to read, with well-constructed sentences
that facilitate smooth comprehension.

- **Relevance (4)**:

The summary includes essential details about the incident and the guard’s reaction
but omits some context, such as the setting and the role of the tourists,

which could provide a fuller picture.

Aspects like creativity, empathy, and humor were not selected

as they are not relevant to the task of summarizing factual content.

Depth and inclusivity were also not chosen, as they pertain more to




