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<?xm1 version="1.0" encoding="1S0-8859-1"7>
<W4F_DOC>
<Actor>
<Name>
<FirstName>David</FirstName>
<LastName>Aston</LastName>
</Name>
<Filmography>
<Movie>
<Title>Matrix,The</Title>
<Year>1999</Year>
</Movie>
<Movie>
<Title>"Homeward Bound”</Title>
<Year>1992</Year>
<_/ Movie> Title  Year Title Year
</Filmography>
</Actor>
</WAF_DOC>
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Fig.1 An XML document and its ordered labeled tree
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Fig.2 Mergering two level structures of XML documents
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Fig.3  Merging processes of EHCF
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Exponential Histogram of Cluster Feature for XML Stream

GAO Ming-xia, YAO Wen-ji, MAO Guo-jun
( College of Computer Science, Beijing University of Technology, Beijing 100124, China)

Abstract: To mine XML stream in an online way, a data structure named exponential histogram of cluster feature

for XML is proposed. The structure is based on the temporal cluster feature and can be maintained according to

the exponential histogram rule. The experiment results for a real data set and a synthetic data set show that the

structure is of higher quality than the method offline.
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words: extensible markup language (XML) ; exponential histogram; temporal cluster feature
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