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ABSTRACT

In this paper, a new document summarization method, which uses the semantic features and the pseudo relevance feedback (PRF) by using
WordNet, is introduced to extract meaningful sentences relevant to a user query. The proposed method can improve the quality of document
summaries because the inherent semantic of the documents are well reflected by the semantic features from NMF. In addition, it uses the PRF
by the semantic features and WordNet to reduce the semantic gap between the high level user's requirement and the low level vector
representation, The experimental results demonstrate that the proposed method achieves better performance than the other methods.
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