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Abstract: This paper proposes an algorithm called Predictor. This algorithm uses an automaton per matched
episode rule with general form. With the aim of finding the latest minimal and non-overlapping occurrence of all
antecedents, Predictor simultaneously tracks the state transition of each automaton by a single scanning of data
stream, which can not only map the boundless streaming data into the finite state space but also avoid
over-matching episode rules. In addition, the results of Predictor contain the occurring intervals and occurring
probabilities of future episodes. Theoretical analysis and experimental evaluation demonstrate Predictor has higher
prediction efficiency and prediction precision.
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A A B A TN RORIE T4 21 T 22 AR SR TV S 2 ORVE JF IR T — % IO FO R, A AR T
22 HEF 1RV 43 BT 1 00 5795 U5 VR 00 ) UG IC e 000 59 D00 e ]9 93 T e oA R T D S O 0 ok
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AL D) PR 5 AT P03 Ao 7 9 T 3o 3 R (EL AN G S0 e 37 11 A e M A, DR AT 5 £

A5 S R D A B b AT AR ZR DT, AN T S B A A A 504 1 T 3 b 77 2 mT AP ok TN 2 A A Al 2 1 4
P, 8 R AR AT 1 AR AR RN T 2P A« TR0 DX [R) 52 BR Bl I 00 3T D P % ) .ok s
BT A R T T TR I — AN SR AT ST E .

15 8% =((AAB),(CD),260,90%,8) /2 3 T3 I FovF Web 45 3% b —A by s SCRY i 352 75 4710 i 45 380 1) — 5 4
FU] I BT R IR FEAN SCR 44 (AABYFI(CD ) 3 7] S H I 110 i 175 49 05 44175 7155260 1 90% 43 7] 2 Kl
) Sz 4R J R A 7 R ) o) B T RIS T (AABCDY A UALE 7 AN I IR B A7 P 2 2 24 B 1% Web IR 45 %% 1K)
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=R BN R AL e RS R AR s HARTE B & A SR A0 BT LE(AABY A BT LR 3 AN R4

(1) I/ RAAE{[2,41,13,6].[5,81}: % kAL 4 1 Bt K, 2 7 A0 B s it b m R S o6 A Hi AR T DT G, AT
T IR R,

(2) AEE B R AEE{[1,4],[5,8]3 1% K A5 1A BB /S A0 I A (R4 X TR J2 g /N R AR A X [R] [1,4] A
FE(AAB)Y K 5 — UK A [2,4], R UE 25 5 S S50I8 I 1000, DA TT 5% i 1 0000 49 R RE A8 a1 R YT LU =((AAB),
(CD),260,90%,9), 4 1 £t #E3% DS2=((A,1),(A.2),(A,3),(B,4),(A5),(B,6),(A,7),(F,8),(C.9),...), 5 i I i - (AABY ) IE
B R AELN{L41}, X A [1,4] 00 LA I [R] 1 53R Z10 9 [ (R RR 24 9, L IA BBy 1) B 11 %8 J&, BOe vk Tl D
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e PO IOVRUMOHR IR - 0 52 % T Ak 2 2020 (R ST D WL SR B S /0 B A R T G R 1 XML SCRY, i
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YUt SR b 1 52 2 T A0 B, Viglas A1 NaughtonPOViiE5v 1 i o o 8 R 1258 ST A AR TN PRI,
YA AL 25 0 T R WlBH28 A T B 3 I A R SASE, 1B R A B L TR 5 R 1R AT FROIR S LAY
FIEHAF WG DB &8 ARSI A 7 8550 R 0OR A4, JF 1 5 3T SRk itk & %),

2 FR&EHIA

21 EARES

EX 1(EH. BB/R. FHEFT). 48— NFRNES{ELE,... E}, —MF st 2 —A —Jtdl(E ), H
1 Eegt RRIZFANIRAEN . E X AEe BB R DS J& B S 1E 1 & A IR 26 5 HEF )7 81, 30 h
DS=((E1t1),(E2.tp),....(Esits),..), He h ti<t(1<<i<j<<s),t A b 20 Bedfiint DS b ¥ — AN AF P41 ES 2 A7 A
e R AR I )56 R HEA (05 51, 30k ES = ((BLLY), (Bp ty),n (Bp ), L1, 8 <t (1<Sij<<k).

EX 25T BMEHET). — MG o il TH R AP 5, 2R a=(E(Ep...E), K T & E
(I<isk)eeBX THA MW M jA<i<j<k)ii £ E B2 HFITE Ej 1045 7 ath M 70 R AN EOFR 0 oK d ol
A AN AN AT R TR PR A 2, DA AR AR g IR 15

EXIHEFED. ZEET. 2EET). WHETa=(ELE,,...E:(1) # EzE ez —ANEEN 1 R E
(2 FHAALE AN IQR<i<K)i#i /L E1=E,=...=E; H. EzE, W ade — AN EE N i 1L FHIET;(3) # E1=E,=...=E,,
W @ — AN A FAF Y

EX AR BiF). LENE T a=(EE,...E)(k>1), B 1E T (EiEis... E0R<i<K)Z o] i-J5 4, d N suffix(a,i).
Y BT 0=(E4Ey...EnyFI B =(E[E}...E}) Wl (EE,..E E[E}..E}) #R A o5 AT HE 132,78 0 concat(a, ).

ENX 5(RHE). AESETHIRA DS FtE Y a=(E.E,...E), & DS L&E/MBEFELE 1 AFEFFH ES=((Enty),
(E2t2), ., (B ) 2 ti<tinq(L<i<<k—1), %K DS bR AEECH ) T 1% 5 o K A1 [ty 4] Bk ofE DS B — IR A,
FLr by At 2 BBR A 12 A (0 FES 2 T W) R 2% 1 i [

EX 6(ENKRE). Bt 251 ot M RTHHR I DS _E1— kK, 2 DS EASEAE afty 55— BB T,
Rt <t) FLt <t Bt <t/ Lt <t BU[t,t] [t t,] R [t te] & ofE DS 10— /M & 7.

EX TEAEEBRE). B[t t] [t t0] 21T ofE 4T 8RR DS PR AE 5t <t Bt <t JUFRR[t,t]
A1) S ot DS LR RS k.

EX 8(mNMNEIEEERLE). B[t B [t 1] 215 W ot UHr SR i DS _ERIM IR R A A t, <t 8lit) <t,, H.
[t te] A1 [t 1] 0 S arftty B /N 2 24 I [t L] A [, 8] A2 ofE DS RS/ HAR TR & K 2.

EX I(REMHENEEEERLE). ot Ui Edin DS LA &/ BARE SR A is)s — kR E
FR 851 ot DS bdedln i 5/ HARTE & KA.

EX 10(ETHZEEE). 11 ot STk m DS FFra B HAEE S R AR 4 R B KEA BN o
I SCFF I, 38 4 ansup.

EX LAEF M), —AME I 2 — A FLTCA(,r,s,cw), 21 L r.s,cw 53 BIFR A AR RTAE S G AT SRR
AR BE IR 1008 B A% SRR RE T B G LR IR e A5 T concat(pl, pr) IR SCRRE; /A% AR B2 FH T4l ey
F RS (5 R B 2 TS concat(yl, y.r) i S 8 BE 545 1 concat(y. 1) 1) 52 385 B 18 B AR o1 B 10 55 55 1465 & 110 I
)5 IR, 2R 7R 5 15 concat(pl, y.r) K Az i £ 1 i 8] 55 2 4y BRF 18] £ d5z X 22 4L, 215 BIVRI DO 1 7420 01 A 40 207 98 5 1)
5 R R
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SKAEA SR T AN A A4 2L AT 1187

22 [E)EREIA

4 — ALEAT OB R 5 HEURT 4 5 H5 i DS, W fr) BT ARSI A - e v — A 5T 755 R 000 D e ) £
PP S92, BER (L) A B 148 DS, LA HR A8 M A f 3 1) de /b HAR B 2R (2) 4 i BIAT vl BEK) Tl
S

3 BRI FE % Predictor

3.1 EiLiEk

ASCH S Predictor B 7EARYE 45 BOAE WTAUNAR R I Bl 1 S AT AL DS LA A RN R
r(reR) w4 5 3 (19 e /N FLAR T 8 A, AT TN A SR 475 745 09 A2 X T) S R AR A28 0 T e N G I 16 250408 ok 25
B R AR IR 25 7 18D, I [ I R R 22 AN 185 715 R0 DU A7 20 70 i dnt b 1) 8 A B D B A A DG JC AR 5 B0 T 23 Sl e FH T
— A AL A T3 (L 0, FRAT 1A A5 1 R o 1% B BIHL TR AR A B B AL, 1 B o ) A 5 A R e O T
FRAE T BB T AN SIS B R AR A o [0], 00 A B ALy R T AR A SR B[]0 T POt v 17 T B 3,
A B T — AN R 1 B8 45 M ——waits® waits & — N8 47 | el (s B i b 0 S E R R AR A TT R 151 2%,
A IEE waits(A)(Ae) it — N HEM (n) AL M E S Ko,y BaPLA. HiZ AP ENSRET S #
(rj) ewaits(A), MK 7R A SIHLyIE7ESE A AR 2RI A FEH i b H I TE AR jAR 02 U, 38 waits(A) 7T LA
) I 7E S A A28 1 A EBCE Vbt B I e A RS T T E B 3L, B waits(A) & V5 1) X 28 J BIHLIK — A
M. 5340, 503 Predictor I8 T 3K 1 &y LA 5.

Table 1 Some symbols and their explanations in algorithm Predictor
% 1 50k Predictor H [ JLANE 5 K L

s HX

7. FLI 180 iy

7. F 1) )5 A
y.rep JALNEN;-3
y.ind y A5y r BB G I b S R AL R S

7.1q O SR p [T E £ Hs I b v IR (8] () 405 B BA B, 2L d KK h y.rep
y.ts y IEBCH T F B — s/ AR S R BB I AR 4 1 )
y.te yILESR I I — Vs /s HLAR R B R A i A 2 b i 1)

S3; Predictor (55 A AR K B i i 000 43k 3 ANBY B 1 BOR I AR AR B BRI 6 A6 & A E 3 HL
7 RHEXS (7, D) N 2R 4R 5 waits(y[1]) T, R T B S HLIEAESE AR5 FO W RN TR 955 1 AR 2RI A 2 i
BTN S LIRSS 2 AN BOA VS BE R BE 4% 7 $3 Rl B it 1 i & A g 47 i e (B3, ), RN 1
waits(E;) " I BT H S LR 2 A BCRZS, I 0 2% BB HLE N R — IR BT B ) an AL i e 4% T4F,— H B 3)
BLyC e E N BB |y AR, W2 s R o ) iR 4 8 2 AR F A B L5 A (R 2R s BT W4 4 L 3Bl y; 28 3
By BEA TR B, A 2% 191 B A8 L I 20 i 7 e PR 2 She i b i 4 2R

N T ARAE A S HURES RS L, SR B Al i b B BT AMCE R S waits(E;) I R
TLER (7)), 7 O A Sl 8 # 2R i B2 TR (nj+ 1) I 4R & waits(p[j+11), DA /E S 7 L
FHERAL [ +1]0F BB R F B HL e B ZOIRAS J+1. 984 waits(E;) 4 25 I, 2 7 1 6f G (B t) 1) H B AR 5G4k 2
EL 20 G5 AR, XA AR A B 7 3 A I o B0 A i P A BRI SR 155 35 I 08 2 T A R 00 1, 82 () e waiits (E;)
FLy[+1]1=E;, 4 F 5 (E; ) 3L 7E B v b, th T waits(p[j+11)=waits(E;), W [ HL yBl e £ 56 7% FIRAS j AT j+1.
N T G PR A A R BT AE B S LA AR 2 R IR A 7, A AR A PR 5 3R AR A (B ) H BN, S
B waits(E;) 1 I TC R (7)), 85 B (rj+ D) IR I G A7 AE — DM ES bag T A ESE S waits(E;) b 25 JF 4b P& AL |-
(KN AN AE 200,476 bag H TG ER A A £ waits(y[j+1]) . T ifi 2 Predictor [ 04085,

Algorithm. Predictor(R,DS).

Input: R: A set of episode rules.
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DS: The current data stream ((Ey,ty),(E2,t2),....(Enstn)s...)-
Output: R": A set of prediction results.
1: Letbag=9
2: Foreacheesdo
3 Let waits(e)=J
4: Foreach yeR do
5: Add (7,1) to waits(y[1])
6: Let y.ts=y.ind=0
7
8
9

Let y.te=-1
For i=1to ndo
: For each (y.,j) ewaits(E;) do

10: Ifj<|yl
11: MatchLHS(y.j)
12: Else
13: MatchRHS(y,j)
14: R'=Reporter(R)
15: Return R’

3.2 BIfFIA

% Predictor (1) 5 82 W] £ 4% 5T BUW AT AF T (9 e /s BLAE T 2 R AR T ALy &, a1 it
7.15=0,y.te=—1, KISyl TEEIEH L — k&K E. ALy R YIGAR B B R ATy BN —XkKk
A Iy te TRAEG p ) b — R AE I IR R], R4 B By 15 G AR |y NI, pte 7 B0 AT 8L T LA, BT
PRy ) ZEBARR LR A — IR &Ly te=pts.

AT PEIC LI 2 (7, 1) ewaits(E;), U 24 2 14 (B;, t) ZE 2030 v BRINE, B sh Py 56 85 2850 1R AR ¢ R 2
y | AHT R BRAEAE N — OR AR IR G B ) RO AT R R % & ) i/ BARE R RAE N T et IEfid k) —
WRRAE BRI BT 0] .t AT RN i B T — DN KB yorep(BI AT . (05 BE) (98 245 BA Bl .tq, T THI
43 3 P IE RIS p.tg 1 T4 R

T Lyl B— M EESET LR RS 2y [, y.tq i85 T y[L100 R A I 0], 3 H E sl #4658 200k
A1 B K ptg PRI BN B TC IR G pts, 0 A5 A .10, W yets — 58 J2 .| IR 24 B A 0 T TV (b 2 2% 1 I D).

T 2yl AL EEWRKE LT 1R A rl b 1R Sy AR R SRR, Byt T
S THE BT y[L158 )5 B AE RO, 24 B S HL it ACIRZS || 6 vtg R TBA B JG R R4 p.ts, I 1 25 BA B
y 1 BB, pets — B Ay A ETIR R AR B AR N [R] S FE TE N A T 4 et RS0 SR AE BN I B/ p 1] 1E — L8
RIS TR) N 122 55 B B H I (T AN A2y [2] B R yrep RIS A waits(p[1]) IR (7 7. rep).

TETE 3yl R— MR k A FAE RS vl A=A 5y RSB Wy .tq ek T 1158 )5

HAEIIN ], 25 B SHLyE ARSI K et A B 03R4 .88, 0F i1 25 BA 51 p.tg, U N pts — 52 2 | ST
YR AR SR I 7).

AT BRAR, S TR A 2 8 A U D A DG I A R B T I oA B (AAB), 4 I B i A DS1, M
4 DS1 2 4H1(B,4) I, BA S ptq BN TG 3 2, ABIHLy CRE NS 3 IRZ, A5 BICAABY I 2 1 i /MK E[2,4];
Fe o 1 BN ptg I BRI B BIHLy, 444 DS1 2 S F(B,8) I, BAF1 y.tq [FIBL 15 JT 3 ok 5, H B ALy e
5 3R 1T R(AABY IS 2 Ut/ R AE[5,8], B e 5 [2,419F B 1Y) — OR A L E(AABYTE DS1 IR — IRk
AT A DG R DA AR

Procedure MatchLHS(xj)

Input: . An automaton corresponding to episode rule y.

j: A state into which automaton yis transiting.

Obijective: Transit automaton y into state j.
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1. Ifj<<yrep

2: Add t; to ytq

3. Ifj#prep

4: Remove (7)) from waits(E;)
5:  Else if y.rep=|yl|

6: Remove (7)) from waits(E;)
7: If j=prep+l

8: Remove (,j—1) from waits(E;)
9: Letj=j+1

10: If j=|xd|

11:  Letj'=1

12:  Let pts=yptq[1]

13: Let pte=t;

14:  Let yind=j

15:  Empty ytq

16:  Add (yj+1) to waits(/j+1])
17: If y[j']=E;

18:  Add (yj') to bag

19: Else

20:  Add (') to waits(4{j'])
33 FRHTE

1189

LT T 7= 24 35 A9 S 0 00 T o A 0 /s LAl 7 8 i 2 LA R B S T i PO D) S 4 S o
2B BT DA BT RS A B U R AT — vk A R R 3 T TG A B U S A8 ) R A A
BERR T IE PR35 15 HU K 324 pete = pets I, A BIHLy 6 B8 AR e, RS BT AF el fE R BB T — Wk
7 BRI D6 R (| L) 8 N 22 445 waits[|p A1+ 1], A T Bl 5 065 2 per R ZE A B IR 25 % e 3 — AN
waits[E;] 11 7] B8 & R B AFTE TG 2 (i) B () Se T o < |l jo> |y || B AR 2R Y By I, B 3L 2 o 5l % 7%
A Jo FURES Jo X A0S T A BN RN 26 T BIAMEIRE,— A TR0 2 DS E, 55— AN T 05 R i DR AT 24 %

AT PR T I i PR UG PE A 20 S T 4 s B 1

578 LAE 5 PF L BC I IR] B T BRI R AR R TR 8, JE 18 Ja 1 IR 2 A7 0 e 48 2 =03 4 i 41

frULAC.

W 2B T — DB R R A IR TR 1, J0 18 Bl i 2 15 A A8 i 1 A A e B AN 56 B8 e 7 SN T

B2 1 J5 R PR DG, AT DA J A1 FR) —— I S8 B R P R A AP 140 244 i A A 08 T

NS AR UL RS R D A GRS
Procedure MatchRHS(yj)

Input: . An automaton corresponding to episode rule ¥
j: A state into which automaton yis transiting.
Obijective: transit automaton y into state j.

1: If pte=yts and j<<|pl|+|y.1]

2:  Remove (y]j) from waits(E;)
3 Letj'=j+1

4:  Let yind=j

5 If fj']=E

6: Add (7)) to bag

7 Else

8 Add (7)) to waits({j'])

N R X
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3.4 HEREH
E S B N 24 BB -5 D S VR AV 2 A () PR R A AR g S 3 B i A 2 A — AN S R,
A e AT A A PR DU RE 25 1 00 ) AR AT £ G G v TR0 ) AR ok 17 Y R AT A R T AR R R
WA L T IR A 0 FRATT AT LU G 5C 45 A i 1 A2 4% 1A A5 A d 0l (0 dee /s HAR 8 s, HLRE A AN A
A J A PR 5 2 R A FR AR 1 0 U Sk PRI A SR 5 5% 1) o 2 X ) B o A T T 5 R e e Dy A
Procedure Reporter(R)
Input: R: A set of episode rules after matching over DS.
Output: R": A set of prediction results.
1: LetR'=0
2: For each yeR do
3 If pte=ptsand (t—pts)<yw
Let a=concat(y.l,y.r)
Let f=suffix(e,y.ind+1)
Let t=y.w—(t,—7.ts)
Let p=y.c
Add (f,t,p) to R’
9: Return R’

4 BERERESN

Ve ek 4 52 IS AE R S 45 2 047 15 MU 4, DSy 45 5 11X $dis i, W 5592: Prediictor (15 2% A3 Ml R

EIE 1. Predictor [ i) 8 24 /% 4 O(|R|-|DS)).

TIE B <6F R A 175 715 A0 DU (¥ DG P A2 9% 1 2 I TRl A, DC I I A AN 3 R B T — A B 3L, A B bl
5 BN ) O(|DS|) LA & B L Xof W B D) 5 4 1) e 30 1) o/ FLAR 88 AR BT LS 7 Predictor (14 1 [7) &2 24 24
O(IR|-|DS)). O

TEI 2. Predictor 1975 W 524 R O(|4+R)).

A F T RN VT 1) 8 B L5 ) N 1 A B SHL AN oy ik |, R, A A DU AC 5k 5 £FUS RS I bag e 2 1
I A7t T |RIAN 15 LS 5, &5 S it I e 22 B4 RIAN it 45 9L TRtk B30 Prediictor [R5 (RIS 2% 0 O(l&l+
RI). O

5 SKIUITfh

AT 6 4 SEE xS b T Predictor 5453k DeMOMS Ry T ks 22 1IN 25 M fig. S 86 5% H RO REAE PR R 2 2.13
GHz Intel(R) Core(TM) i3 CPU, I 17 2 GB,#:4F &£ 4t &y Windows XP, 27K H Java S
5.1 k&L

3T & B4, AT E S IBM & s 2k B gs Quest Market-Basket 11948 B AL B T REANAE 5l B
AT AE S 1), 1 % E D=0.001,C=300000,N=20,5=300000, 3 1", Z: 1 D & 7528 5 51 B9 B (B 437 24 1 000),
C RARTEANZE 5 )75 28 5y (P 3 A BN SRR BT 28 5 TR B R (B4 24 1.000),S b i K A8 5 I 51 A8 )
(RS ANKLIXAE AR T — A 20 000 Fhag 5 28R F 1 1 300 000 NAZ 5 4R A8 5 JF 5148 I, N %58 5 e
F R REANAE G AR IR b — AN 42 1) 1 3 DA O 5N A8 B R AR (1 IT TR, IR, FRAT T A 3 77— 20K Fh
PEZEAY T (% H 300K AN A2 % 1 147 51

T B SR i, RE BIAE A [ Py SR LR (A U IR S B AR E S A P E A CNKIP 4kt 4
AL T B | AT SCRR YR8 T REE R I CNKI PR SE SCHR 2 TR B 5 ISR 2R, 91 0 ) K2 R JTAH
SRR AT SN PEALIR S, FRATE ] T CNKI 5 —A4> Web IR45%% E A 2010 4 11 A 1 H % 2010 4= 11 H 30
H 1 H B30, % H B S 045 T AH G838 %) 132 885 FlAS[F] STk A 211 665 AN 132 1 3%

e
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52 KGR

T LFUNAEE vs. BUBRACE). N T 5 8Bk Tr 400 b 10 i) vR aff ke, BRAT 1K TIOIRS & 5 SCA T
48 T [0 I T 5 B R AR LG A9 S ISR T SRR, TR A% 20 TP A S IE U7 v, A 300K 5 i H 47 4R AN
30 R B H A 4 T BENL B 5 AN BEAR S I FAR T FUAE Ry 4 ar B i DS, i R 2 £ b DSy i T ) 9
AT VR Sy F) W S50 TR 75 1 8 1 50 UE 7 4. FRATTHE 300K 5 Jlt B4 £ (G355 J88 A0 5 4% B 43 I 6L 52 by 800 A1l
60%) A1 30 K L SE AL A (2 FF 5 VB A5 B 40 M E o 7 A1 60%) Ll HX i) 4 478 1 315 /45715 U 4% 4 #5 TT IR
PR 55 T 0 0, AT 75 80 28030 7 88 S0 B 000 5 5 1 i, 2 ) 1 s

100 100
—— Predictor —— Predictor
< - DeMO < - DeMO
S 90 S 90}
;I / i}E /
= = 80
70 70
50 100 150 200 250 5 10 15 20 25
H it K (K) FA K BECR)
(2) & B (b) FLYHIR 4

Fig.1 Prediction precision vs. length of data stream
Bl SRS vs. B im s

A LLF i Predictor 55 DeMO 75 %l Vit b 24 A7 55 i ) TS 2, 3 A A1 A 77 2 AR D IS R D) ) s 52 3
Bt 5 1 B AT AR ORI AR BLE (8- S B 1 23 A1 ) 10 EL Bt o 8008 U R ) 88 o, 4 b S92 P 000 K
JEE AT H 15,03 2 b T8 B0 R A P 08 o B A R AR R BT B 22 ) i e ) e /s HLAREE S R AR R IE R T
N0 L A1) 8 3 B B B AT WL ¢ 3 Predictor F) TIPS [ 2248 T+ DeMO,iX J [K 24 DeMO Jit il i 7 £ 4.5 UG i K U
HI A B 0 PR i /0 SR 2B SR T e F) B A6 10, — 77 T 7 2 Wi 8 Ve mT A 7 R iV 22 T 8 1 e /s Rk,
PRI 5 8807 04205 9 O T DU BE (BRI S 90E); 55— 7 1, R 0 U Bl ) B/ A 2, DeMO Jli4s th 17—
AN TN 25 IR 103X S0 45 SR T BE AN 2 22 1 o AR R A T 1 — kA 5 DeMO AN[RI ) Predictor A2 HR-4f 15
U/ 15 R D0 i AP e 30 ) 0 LAV L 28 A 2 (BE i 17 8 ) FR e 3 DR ), 45 5 B0 At A A8 L e 227 5 R U £
T 11 B RE A T AR AR 1Y R A A O

KIG 2(FUMFEE vs. MMIANED). FA17T 58 300K B A SR 30 R BLSE A A b oy ik R — A K E
T 200K AR A PIAS 2 BT R DSy Ml DSy, JE4 I B dla 45 1 DS; 1 O304 32 1 A4 DAy ) Bk 30k Tl
TEAH5S 15 B UE P 91,9805, 20 900 DA 4 478 AN J3 50 175 1 K0 JUJ R 315 A B Sl 75 1 MU v BE LG 625 A 10 7
BEAE D AR VG (1075 00 U, AN T 45 2 R D A 50 oxek B0k TR 52 £ S, 4t ) 2 P

100 100
— Predictor —— Predictor
< - DeMO < - DeMO
S 90t S 90
#® il
70 70
500 1000 1500 2000 2500 50 100 150 200 250
A % FLA %
(2) Ak (b) ELSEEH AR

Fig.2 Prediction precision vs. number of rules
2 TRIKSEE vs. MEIAN%
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T LA Y PR SR A R A e ) TR 2 T L B A R ) A S8 ey 8, P e A2 ) IR R A AE 3 g [+
I AT VI W52 2 Predictor Lk DeMO HA7 B ) A FUIIDRE 2.7 A X S B 1) s DA 5 S 36 1 PO A e AT )

S48 3(ZATAHYE) vs. BURIRACE). thseif 1, IAG 2 T Hs i < SO ST T I 8] (1 52 00, 4 P 3 B,

60000 1 50000
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15000 M 12500f .
0 0
50 100 150 200 250 5 10 15 20 25
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Fig.3 Running time vs. length of data stream
Kl 3 ATINE] vs. Bl AR
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Fig.4 Running time vs. number of rules
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Fig.5 Memory requirement vs. length of data stream

KI5 WAFTTHY vs. Bl
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KU 6(REFFEH vs. MM AED. SR 2, A4 2] T a1 6 s BORE AN O H% A A7 T 5 .
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Fig.6 Memory requirement vs. number of rules
6 WAEFHFH vs. ML
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