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1
TEMPLATE-BASED IDENTIFICATION OF
USER INTEREST

BACKGROUND

Users may be sent a variety of so-called “business-to-
consumer” (“B2C”) electronic documents (e.g., electronic
correspondence such as emails) from a variety of entities,
such as businesses, clubs, sports teams, news outlets, etc.
Unlike personal electronic documents (e.g., so-called “con-
sumer-to-consumer” or “C2C” emails), B2C electronic
documents may be generated from templates, and therefore
it is possible to reverse engineer templates for a plurality of
electronic documents that share fixed content and/or other
attributes. Additionally, users sometimes elect to receive
B2C electronic documents from particular entities, e.g., by
signing up for a newsletter or newsfeed, or by agreeing to
receive correspondence from the entity as part of another
transaction. Thus, the entities from which a user receives
B2C correspondence may be indicative of one or more
interests of the user under some circumstances.

SUMMARY

The present disclosure is generally directed to methods,
apparatus and computer-readable media (transitory and non-
transitory) for creating (e.g., storing in a database) associa-
tions between user interests and electronic document tem-
plates generated from B2C electronic documents (e.g.,
emails). Once these associations are created, one or more
interests of a user (e.g., a user profile) may be determined
automatically based on B2C electronic documents addressed
to the user. In particular, when the user receives (or in some
implementations, opens and/or labels) a B2C electronic
document from a particular entity, the document may be
matched to an electronic document template generated from
similar electronic documents sent by the same entity. Then,
one or more interests associated with the electronic docu-
ment template may be ascribed (e.g., stored in memory as
part of a user profile) to the user. As used herein, an
“interest” of a user may refer to people (e.g., public figures,
celebrities, athletes, actors, other individuals), places (e.g.,
vacation destinations, resorts, restaurants, bars, venues,
etc.), companies, organizations (e.g., sports teams, music
groups, etc.), services (e.g., banks, ride sharing, streaming
services), events, topics (e.g., movies, literature, sports,
television shows), known “entities” (which as described
below may include people, places, things, etc.) and so forth,
for which the user has affinities for or is otherwise compelled
to seek out information about.

Associations between electronic document templates and
interests may be created in various ways. In a simple
implementation, a most common sender domain (e.g., a
sender address) associated with electronic documents under-
lying an electronic document template may be associated
with an entity (e.g., a sports team). This entity may then be
associated with the electronic document template, e.g., as an
interest.

In other implementations, after a sender address associ-
ated with electronic documents underlying an electronic
document template is used to identify an entity, the identified
entity (or in some cases, simply the domain) may be used to
retrieve one or more web documents (e.g., web pages)
associated with the entity. For example, all or at least some
web pages associated with the sender’s domain may be
retrieved. Various tools, such as an entity and/or topic
classifier, may be used on the plurality of web documents to,
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2

for instance, identify the most frequently mentioned entities
(or topics). One or more mentioned entities (or topics) that
satisfy a threshold may be identified as interests associated
with the electronic document template.

In yet other implementations, an entity may once again be
identified from a sender address associated with an elec-
tronic document template. However, the entity may then be
submitted to a search engine as a search query. Web docu-
ments associated with one or more top-ranking search
results may be analyzed (e.g., using the aforementioned
entity/topic classifier) to identify the most frequently men-
tioned entities and/or topics. Again, one or more mentioned
entities and/or topics that satisfy a threshold may be iden-
tified as interests associated with the electronic document
template.

In yet other implementations, rather than using a sender
address, the topic/entity classifier may be used to analyze a
plurality of electronic documents underlying (e.g., used to
generate) the electronic document template. The most men-
tioned entities/topics may once again be considered as
potential interests to associate with the electronic document
template. Such implementations may be particularly appli-
cable in instances in which the B2C electronic documents
are sent from a relatively generic entity (e.g., a sports news
outlet) that could potentially be associated with an inordi-
nate number of other entities (e.g., sports teams, players,
coaches, stadiums, etc.). For example, suppose 20% of B2C
emails underlying a template mention player A, 23% of the
B2C emails mention player B, and 60% of the B2C emails
mention a team of which players A and B are members. Even
if the team was mentioned least frequently within individual
emails, because the team was most frequently mentioned
across all the emails underlying the template, the team may
be identified as the most likely interest associated with the
template. Of course, in some implementations, more than
one interest may be associated with an electronic document
template, e.g., where two or more entities are mentioned at
similar frequencies across all emails underlying a template.

Once associations between interests (and/or topics) and
electronic document templates are established, those asso-
ciated interests may be ascribed to users. For example, when
a user receives a B2C email, that email may be matched to
a template in a library of templates stored in a database (e.g.,
based on shared content such as metadata). Then, an asso-
ciation between the interest that is associated with the
template (as described above) and the user may be stored,
e.g., in a database of user profiles.

Users may receive a large number of unsolicited B2C
electronic documents (e.g., SPAM) that may not necessarily
be indicative of the users’ interests. Accordingly, in various
implementations, techniques described herein may not be
triggered simply by the fact that a B2C electronic document
was sent to the user. For example, in some implementations,
if a B2C correspondence is directed to a user’s junk folder
or a quarantine, that B2C correspondence may not be used
to attempt to determine an interest of the user. Similarly, in
some implementations, an email may not be considered to
ascertain a user’s interests unless the user engages it in some
way, such as opening it, opening for at least a predetermined
time interval, labeling the email (e.g., storing it in a folder),
and so forth.

In some implementations, a computer implemented
method may be provided that includes: identifying an elec-
tronic document addressed to a user; selecting, from a
plurality of electronic document templates stored in one or
more databases, a particular electronic document template
that corresponds to the electronic document addressed to the
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user, wherein the selecting is based on one or more attributes
shared between the electronic document addressed to the
user and the selected electronic document template, and the
particular electronic template is generated from a plurality of
electronic documents that share fixed content; identifying
one or more interests associated with the particular elec-
tronic document template; and storing, in one or more of the
databases, one or more associations between the user and the
identified one or more interests.

In various implementations, the method may further
include detecting engagement by the user with the electronic
document, wherein at least the storing is performed in
response to a determination that the detected engagement
satisfies a criterion. In various implementations, the detect-
ing engagement may include determining that the user
opened the electronic document. In various implementa-
tions, the detecting engagement may include determining
that the user labeled the electronic document. In various
implementations, the detecting engagement may include
determining that at least a predetermined time interval
elapsed between the user opening and closing the electronic
document.

In various implementations, the one or more interests may
be identified based on annotations of the particular elec-
tronic document template. In various implementations, the
method may further include associating the one or more
interests with the particular electronic document template
based on a sender address associated with the particular
electronic document template. In various implementations,
the one or more interests may include one or more entities
mentioned in one or more web documents sharing a domain
with the sender address.

In various implementations, the method may further
include associating the one or more interests with the
particular electronic document template based on one or
more entities mentioned in a plurality of electronic docu-
ments used to generate the particular electronic document
template.

In another aspect, a computer-implemented method may
include: providing an electronic correspondence template
that is generated from a plurality of electronic correspon-
dences that share fixed content; determining, based on one
or more aggregate attributes of a corpus of electronic docu-
ments associated with the electronic correspondence tem-
plate, one or more interests associated with the electronic
correspondence template; determining that a new electronic
correspondence addressed to a user corresponds to the
electronic correspondence template; and storing, in one or
more databases, one or more associations between the user
and the one or more interests associated with the electronic
correspondence template.

Other implementations may include a non-transitory com-
puter readable storage medium storing instructions execut-
able by a processor to perform a method such as one or more
of'the methods described above. Yet another implementation
may include a system including memory and one or more
processors operable to execute instructions, stored in the
memory, to perform a method such as one or more of the
methods described above.

It should be appreciated that all combinations of the
foregoing concepts and additional concepts described in
greater detail herein are contemplated as being part of the
subject matter disclosed herein. For example, all combina-
tions of claimed subject matter appearing at the end of this
disclosure are contemplated as being part of the subject
matter disclosed herein.
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4
BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 illustrates an example of how a corpus of struc-
tured (e.g., template-generated) electronic documents may
be analyzed by various components of the present disclosure
to generate one or more electronic document templates.

FIG. 2 illustrates an example environment in which
disclosed techniques may be practiced, in accordance with
various implementations.

FIG. 3 depicts an example of how user interests may be
determined using electronic document templates, in accor-
dance with various implementations.

FIG. 4 depicts a flow chart illustrating an example method
of generating associations between electronic document
templates and user interests, in accordance with various
implementations.

FIG. 5 depicts a flow chart illustrating an example method
of applying electronic document templates to electronic
documents addressed to users to determine one or more
interests of the users, in accordance with various implemen-
tations.

FIG. 6 schematically depicts an example architecture of a
computer system.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

FIG. 1 illustrates an example environment in which a
corpus of structured (e.g., template-generated) electronic
documents 100 (e.g., B2C emails) may be grouped into
clusters 132, _,,, and in which clusters containing structured
documents may be analyzed to generate electronic document
templates 134, . As used herein, a “structured document”
may refer to B2C communications such as emails, text
messages (e.g., SMS, MMS), instant messages, and any
other B2C communications, that are typically (but not
always) automatically generated, e.g., using a template. In
various implementations, structured documents may be
structured using various markup languages such as the
eXtensible Markup Language (“XML”) or the Hypertext
Markup Language (“HTML”), though this is not required. In
various implementations, a structured document 100 may
include various metadata. For instance, emails may include
one or more sender identifiers (e.g., sender email addresses),
one or more recipient identifiers (e.g., recipient email
addresses, including cc'd and bee'd recipients), a date sent,
one or more attachments, a subject, and so forth.

In some implementations, a cluster engine 122 may be
configured to group the corpus of structured documents 100
into a plurality of clusters 132, ,, based on one or more
patterns (e.g., fixed content) shared among one or more
structured documents 100 within the corpus. In some imple-
mentations, cluster engine 122 may have one or more
preliminary filtering mechanisms to discard documents that
are not suitable for template generation. For example, if a
corpus of structured documents 100 under analysis includes
personal emails and B2C emails, personal emails may be
discarded.

Cluster engine 122 may utilize various aspects of struc-
tured documents 100 to group structured documents 100 into
clusters. These aspects may include but are not limited to
metadata, formatting information (e.g., HTML nodes,
XPaths, etc.), textual similarities, byte similarities, format-
ting similarities (e.g., are particular pieces of information
and/or images set apart by particular symbols?), and so
forth. For example, in some implementations, B2C emails
may be clustered by one or more of the following pieces of
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metadata: sender address, sender domain, subject (e.g., fixed
content within the subject), date, and so forth.

Additionally or alternatively, structured documents 100
may be clustered based on underlying structural similarities.
For example, a set of XPaths for an email (e.g., a set of
addresses to reach each node in the email’s HTML node
tree) may be independent of the email’s textual content.
Thus, the similarity between two or more such emails may
be determined based on a number of shared XPaths. An
email may be assigned to a particular cluster based on the
email sharing a greater number of XPaths with emails of that
cluster than with emails of any other cluster. Additionally or
alternatively, two email may be clustered together based on
the number of XPaths they share compared to, for instance,
a total number of XPaths in both emails.

In some implementations, structured documents 100 may
additionally or alternatively be grouped into clusters based
on textual similarities. For example, emails may be analyzed
to determine shared terms, phrases, n-grams, n-grams plus
frequencies, and so forth. Based on these data points, emails
may be clustered. For example, emails sharing a particular
number of shared phrases and n-grams (e.g., fixed content)
may be clustered together.

In some implementations, structured documents 100 may
be grouped into clusters based on byte similarity. For
instance, structured documents 100 may be viewed as
strings of bytes that may include one or both of structure
(e.g., metadata, XPaths) and textual content. In some imple-
mentations, a weighted combination of two or more of the
above-described techniques may be used as well. For
example, both structural and textual similarity may be
considered, with a heavier emphasis on one or the other.

Once corpus of structured documents 100 are grouped
into clusters 132, _,,, some clusters may contain structured
documents that are highly likely to include the same fixed
content (e.g., “boilerplate”) and structure, and to have tran-
sient data fields (fields that contain data that is not fixed
across multiple electronic documents) in the same or similar
locations (e.g., spatially and/or in terms of the same XPath).
Template generation engine 140 may be configured to
generate one or more electronic document templates 134, _,,,.
Further processing may be performed on electronic docu-
ment templates 134, ,, to make them usable by various
components to identify interests of users. In various imple-
mentations, template generation engine 140 may store tem-
plates 134, . in a template database 142.

FIG. 2 depicts an example environment in which elec-
tronic document templates 134 may be linked, annotated, or
otherwise associated with user interests. In various imple-
mentations, an interest engine 250 may include a topic
classifier 252 and/or an entity classifier 254. In some imple-
mentations, topic classifier 252 and entity classifier 254 may
be combined into a single component.

Topic classifier 252 may be configured to employ various
techniques to analyze electronic documents and identify
topics that are prevalent in the documents. In some imple-
mentations, topic classifier 252 may employ numerical
statistics such as keyword counts, term frequency-inverse
document frequency (“TF-IDF”), Bayesian methods, and so
forth, to identify and/or rank various topics mentioned in a
corpus of electronic documents.

Entity classifier 254 may be configured to employ various
techniques (e.g., techniques similar to those employed by
topic classifier 252) to analyze electronic documents and
identify and/or rank entities mentioned in the documents that
correspond to known entities stored in entity database 256.
As used herein, an “entity” may refer to a person (e.g., a
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celebrity, public figure, or otherwise), place, or thing that
may or may not have various attributes. Entity attributes
may be stored in entity database 256 in association with their
respective entities.

In some implementations, entities may be stored in entity
database 256 as a so-called “knowledge graph.” A knowl-
edge graph may include nodes that represent known entities
(and in some cases, entity attributes), as well as edges that
connect the nodes and represent relationships between the
entities. For example, a “banana” node may be connected
(e.g., as a child) to a “fruit” node,” which in turn may be
connected (e.g., as a child) to “produce” and/or “food”
nodes. As another example, a restaurant called “Hypotheti-
cal Café” may be represented by a node that also includes
attributes such as its address, type of food served, hours,
contact information, etc. The “Hypothetical Café” node may
in some implementations be connected by an edge (e.g.,
representing a child-to-parent relationship) to one or more
other nodes, such as a “restaurant” node, a “business” node,
a node representing a city and/or state in which the restau-
rant is located, and so forth.

In some implementations, electronic documents that
would otherwise be analyzed by topic classifier 252 and/or
entity classifier 254 may be pre-annotated with topics,
entities, and/or rankings thereof. For example, a web crawler
employed by a search engine may crawl electronic docu-
ments, perform topic and/or entity classification of elec-
tronic documents, and store annotations of its results in
association with the electronic documents, e.g., as part of a
knowledge graph, search index, and so forth.

In various implementations, interest engine 250 may be
configured to, with or without assistance from topic classi-
fier 252 and/or entity classifier 254, create associations
between electronic document templates 134 stored in tem-
plate database 142 and user interests. For example, in some
implementations, interest engine 250 may annotate elec-
tronic document templates 134 stored in template database
142 with one or more annotations of one or more user
interests associated with each electronic document template
134. User interests to be associated with electronic docu-
ment templates 134 may be determined in various ways.

In some implementations, a most common sender domain
(or more generally, a sender address) associated with elec-
tronic documents underlying an electronic document tem-
plate may be matched to an entity (e.g., in entity database
256). This entity may then be associated with the electronic
document template, e.g., as a user interest. Suppose an
electronic document template 134 stored in template data-
base 142 is generated using a cluster of structured docu-
ments (e.g., B2C emails) sent from a particular sports
franchise. Sender addresses used across the cluster of struc-
tured documents may in some cases be uniform (i.e., the
same sender address for all B2C emails). In other imple-
mentations, sender addresses used across the cluster of
structured documents may match a particular pattern, such
as a regular expression, that is associated with sender
addresses employed by the sports franchise. In some imple-
mentations, such a sender may be matched to one or more
entities in entity database 256.

In some implementations, a list of entities of interest may
be pre-established, e.g., from records in entity database 256.
A mapping may be created, e.g., by interest engine 250,
between each entity in the pre-established list to a list of
relevant domains (e.g., DNS domains). A reverse mapping
may similarly be established from domains to entities. Each
reverse mapping (domain—entity) may then be applied to an
electronic document template 134 that, for instance, was
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generated using emails sent from the respective domain. The
mapped entities may be associated with the electronic docu-
ment template 134.

In other implementations, a sender address associated
with a cluster of electronic documents underlying an elec-
tronic document template, a domain with which the sender
address is associated, and/or an entity associated with the
sender address/domain may be used by interest engine 250
to retrieve one or more sender domain web documents 258
(e.g., web pages, other documents available online) associ-
ated with the entity. For example, all or at least some web
pages associated with (e.g., contained within) the sender’s
domain (e.g., a DNS domain) may be retrieved. In some
implementations, topic classifier 252 and/or entity classifier
254 may analyze the sender domain web documents 258 to,
for instance, identify and/or rank the most frequently men-
tioned topics and/or entities. In various implementations,
one or more mentioned topics and/or entities that satisty a
threshold (e.g., a minimum count, minimum frequency
among the sender domain web documents 258, etc.) may be
identified as interests associated with the electronic docu-
ment template.

In yet other implementations, a sender address associated
with a cluster of electronic documents underlying an elec-
tronic document template, a domain with which the sender
address is associated, and/or an entity associated with the
sender address/domain may be submitted by interest engine
250 to a search engine (not depicted) as a search query.
Search results 260 returned by the search engine in response
to the search query may be analyzed, e.g., by topic classifier
252 and/or entity classifier 254, to identify the most fre-
quently mentioned topics and/or entities. Similar to above,
one or more mentioned entities and/or topics that satisty a
threshold (e.g., count, frequency, etc.) may be identified as
interests associated with the electronic document template.

In some implementations, interest engine 250 may only
analyze a predetermined number of the search results 260.
For example, in some implementations, interest engine 250
may only analyze the top n ranked search results 260. In
various implementations, n may be a positive integer that is
selected based on various signals, such as a general popu-
larity of the entity being searched, measures of relatedness
of lower-ranked search results 260 to top-ranked search
results 260, and so forth. For example, if the searched-for
entity is very popular (e.g., frequently included in submitted
search queries), then search results not directly related to the
entity may not be analyzed (or only a small number such
results may be analyzed). In some implementations, search
results 260 may only be considered if, for instance, they are
contained in the same domain as the sender address, or if
they comprise a homepage (e.g., index.html) within the
same domain as the sender address.

In yet other implementations, rather than using a sender
address/domain/entity, interest engine 250 may analyze a
cluster 132 of electronic documents 200 underlying (e.g.,
used to generate) the electronic document template in ques-
tion. For example, topic classifier 252 and/or entity classifier
254 may determine the most frequently mentioned topics/
entities in the cluster 132 of structured documents 200.
These topics/entities may be considered as potential interests
to associate with the electronic document template 134.
Some such implementations may be particularly useful in
instances in which the B2C electronic documents are sent
from a relatively generic entity (e.g., a sports news outlet)
that could potentially be associated with an inordinate
number of other entities (e.g., sports teams, players, coaches,
stadiums, etc.).
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Suppose 20% of a cluster of B2C emails underlying an
electronic document template mention player A, 23% of the
B2C emails mention player B, and 60% of the B2C emails
mention a team of which players A and B are members. Even
if the team was mentioned least frequently within individual
emails, because the team was most frequently mentioned
across all the emails underlying the electronic document
template, the team may be identified as the most likely
interest associated with the template. Of course, in some
implementations, more than one interest may be associated
with an electronic document template, e.g., where two or
more entities are mentioned at similar frequencies across all
emails underlying a template.

In some implementations, topic classifier 252 and entity
classifier 254 may work in conjunction with each other to
identify user interests from corpuses of documents (e.g.,
sender domain web documents 258, search results 260,
cluster 132). Suppose entity classifier 254 identifies one or
more entities mentioned in a corpus of electronic docu-
ments, but identified correlations between entities and the
corpus of documents are too weak to satisfy one or more
thresholds. In various implementations, topics identified by
topic classifier 252 after analyzing the same corpus of
electronic documents may be used to corroborate the entity
correlations. If topic classifier 252 classifies one or more
documents of the corpus into an overarching category that
also matches one or more of the weakly correlated entities
(e.g., “NBA Basketball” matches “Portland Trailblazers™),
then the previously weakly correlated entities may be
deemed sufficiently correlated to be associated with the
electronic document template 134 as user interests.

Once electronic document templates 134 are annotated or
otherwise associated with one or more user interests, the
electronic document templates 134 may be used to deter-
mine user interests based on subsequent structured commu-
nications sent to users. Referring now to FIG. 3, subsequent
structured documents 300 (e.g., electronic correspondence
such as transcribed voicemails, B2C emails, etc.) may be
provided to cluster engine 122. Cluster engine 122 may
analyze subsequent electronic documents/structured docu-
ments 300 to identify which electronic document templates
134 correspond (e.g., match, share fixed content with, etc.)
to each subsequent structured document 300, e.g., using
similar techniques as were described above with respect to
FIG. 1 to organize structured documents 100 into clusters
132.

Interest engine 250 may then analyze electronic document
templates 134 corresponding to each cluster to determine
interests associated with each electronic document template
134. For example, interest engine 250 may analyze one or
more annotations of each electronic document template 134
to identify one or more user interests associated with the
electronic document template 134. Interest engine 250 may
then provide the identified user interests as output, e.g., to a
user profile engine 370.

User profile engine 370 may selectively store, e.g., in a
user profile database 372, the user interests in association
with user profiles of one or more users to which, for
instance, the subsequent structured documents 300 were
sent/addressed. These user interests may subsequently be
used for various purposes, such as ranking search results
provided in response to search queries received from par-
ticular users, suggesting alternative queries to particular
users, targeting advertising towards particular users, and so
forth. In various implementations, user profile engine 370
and/or interest engine 250 may selectively ascribe or not
ascribe interests to users based on one or more additional
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signals. Additionally or alternatively, user profile engine 370
and/or interest engine 250 may ascribe interests to users with
varying degrees (or measures) of confidence, depending on
a variety of signals.

In some implementations, user profile engine 370 may be
configured to detect, e.g., based on user interactions with
one or more client devices 374 (e.g., “ecosystems” of client
devices operated by users) engagement by users with elec-
tronic documents, and may determine whether to ascribe
user interests (identified using techniques described herein)
to particular users based on a determination of whether the
detected engagement satisfies a criterion. Suppose a given
user rejects a B2C email from a particular entity, e.g., by
blocking the sender, deleting the email without opening it,
marking the email as SPAM, etc. Any user interests associ-
ated with an electronic document template that matches the
B2C email may not necessarily be stored in association with
the given user, because the given user has not indicated
interest in the B2C email. In some implementations, if a
sufficient number of users reject one or more B2C emails
that match a particular electronic document template asso-
ciated with a particular interest, interest engine 250 may
remove that interest from the template, or at least decrease
a confidence measure associated with the interest.

User engagement of an electronic document may be
detected and/or compared to various criteria in various ways.
In some implementations, interest engine 250 may deter-
mine whether the user opened the electronic document,
and/or a time interval between receiving and opening the
electronic document. If the user never opens the document,
that may indicate that interest(s) associated with a matching
electronic template should not be ascribed to the user.
Additionally or alternatively, if a relatively long time inter-
val elapses between the user first receiving the electronic
document and going back (e.g., scrolling down an inbox) to
open the document, that may be a signal that the user is
interested in the document (or else the user would not have
gone back to open it after so much time elapsed). Similarly,
in some implementations, detecting engagement of an elec-
tronic document by a user may include determining that at
least a predetermined time interval elapsed between the user
opening and closing the document. If the user only briefly
opened the document, and especially if the user deleted the
electronic document immediately thereafter, that may signal
a lack of interest by the user in the document. On the other
hand, if the user has the electronic document open for a long
period of time, and especially if the user scrolls through the
entirety of a long electronic document, that may signal
interest by the user in the electronic document.

In some implementations, detecting user engagement with
an electronic document may include determining that the
user labeled the electronic document. For example, if a user
moved the electronic document into a particular folder or
otherwise flagged the electronic document, that may indicate
at least some interest by the user in the electronic document.
In other implementations, user engagement with an elec-
tronic document may be detected in other ways, such as
whether the user forwarded the electronic document (e.g.,
suggesting the user was interested in the document and/or
believed the recipient would be interested), whether the
electronic document was forwarded to the user (e.g., indi-
cating that someone else believed the user would be inter-
ested in the document), and so forth.

Operations performed by cluster engine 122, template
generation engine 140, interest engine 250, topic classifier
252, entity classifier 254, and/or user profile engine 370 may
be performed on individual computer systems (including
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wholly and/or in part on client devices 374), distributed
across multiple computer systems, or any combination of the
two. These one or more computer systems may be in
communication with each other and other computer systems
over one or more networks (not depicted). Databases such as
template database 142, entity database 256, and/or user
profile database 372 may be maintained on one or more
computing systems and may include data stored across one
or more tables. Data stored in such databases may be stored
in any data format, such as lists, graphs, and so forth.

Referring now to FIG. 4, an example method 400 is
depicted for creating (e.g., storing in a database) associations
between user interests and electronic document templates
generated from B2C electronic documents (e.g., emails). For
convenience, the operations of the flow chart in FIG. 4 are
described with reference to a system that performs the
operations. This system may include various components of
various computer systems. Moreover, while operations of
method 400 are shown in a particular order, this is not meant
to be limiting. One or more operations may be reordered,
omitted or added.

At block 402, the system may group of corpus of elec-
tronic documents into clusters based on, for instance, shared
content (e.g., fixed content, or “boilerplate”, shared format-
ting, shared metadata, etc.). Techniques for grouping elec-
tronic documents into clusters were described above with
respect to cluster engine 122. At block 404, the system may
generate, for each cluster, an electronic document template,
as described above with respect to template generation
engine 140. These templates may be stored, for instance, in
template database 142.

At block 406, the system may select a given electronic
document template, e.g., from template database 142. In
some implementations, the system may simply cycle
through each electronic document template that is yet
unclassified with user interests. At block 410, the system
may determine user interests associated with the selected
electronic document template based on, for instance, one or
more aggregate attributes of a corpus of electronic docu-
ments associated with the selected electronic correspon-
dence template. As used herein, “aggregate attributes” of a
corpus of electronic documents may include attributes
shared among at least a portion of (or all) the corpus of
electronic documents, frequencies at which topics and/or
entities are mentioned across the electronic documents, and
so forth. In some implementations, the corpus of electronic
documents may include the plurality of electronic docu-
ments that were used to generate the selected electronic
document template. In other implementations, the corpus of
electronic documents may include web documents (e.g.,
sender domain web documents 258, search results 260)
associated with, for example, a sender of a cluster of
electronic documents used to generate the selected elec-
tronic document template. Examples of how these various
corpuses of documents may be analyzed (e.g., by interest
engine 250) to identify user interest(s) to associate with
electronic document templates were described above with
respect to FIG. 2.

Referring back to FIG. 4, in various implementations, the
user interest(s) determined at block 410 may be stored in
association with the selected electronic document template
in one or more databases, such as template database 142.

Referring now to FIG. 5, an example method 500 is
depicted for creating (e.g., storing in a database) associations
between users and user interests based on matching elec-
tronic document(s) addressed to the user to electronic docu-
ment templates. For convenience, the operations of the flow
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chart in FIG. 5 are described with reference to a system that
performs the operations. This system may include various
components of various computer systems. Moreover, while
operations of method 500 are shown in a particular order,
this is not meant to be limiting. One or more operations may
be reordered, omitted or added.

At block 502, the system may identify an electronic
document addressed to a user. In some implementations, the
system may identify the electronic document when it is sent
to the user, e.g., at some node in between the sender and user
and/or at the user’s client device. In other implementations,
the system may cycle through each electronic document in
a user’s possession, e.g., emails of a user’s inbox.

At block 504, the system may detect a level of user
engagement of the identified electronic document addressed
to the user. As noted above, user engagement with the
electronic document may include but is not limited to the
user opening the electronic document, deleting the elec-
tronic document (e.g., with or without opening it first),
blocking a sender of the document, flagging the electronic
document as SPAM, moving the electronic document to a
particular location (e.g., a folder), labeling the document
(e.g., as pertaining to a particular category, as being particu-
lar important, as requiring follow up, etc.), and so forth.

At block 506, the system may determine whether the user
engagement detected at block 504 satisfies one or more
criteria. For example, the criteria may include whether the
user opened the electronic document, whether the user had
the electronic document open for at least a threshold time
interval (e.g., long enough to fully consume the electronic
document, which in some cases may be calculated by the
system based on a size of the electronic document), whether
the user selected or otherwise operated one or more graphi-
cal elements in the electronic document, whether the user
forwarded the electronic document, and so forth. In various
implementations, one or more criteria such as these may
need to be satisfied in order for method 500 to proceed to
block 508. If the one or more criteria are not sufficiently
satisfied, in various implementations, method 500 may pro-
ceed back to block 502 to identify another electronic docu-
ment.

At block 508, the system may select, e.g., from a library
of electronic document templates (e.g., template database
142), an electronic document template that corresponds to
the electronic document addressed to the user. In various
implementations, the electronic document template may
share various content (e.g., boilerplate, metadata, etc.) with
the electronic document sent to the user. In some implemen-
tations, the electronic document addressed to the user may
be matched to the electronic document template based on a
combination of various metadata, such as sender address and
subject. Other techniques described previously with regard
to cluster engine 122 may also be employed.

At block 510, the system may identify one or more user
interests associated with the electronic document template.
For example, as noted above, the electronic document
template may be annotated with one or more user interests.
Additionally or alternatively, in some implementations, one
or more associations between the electronic document tem-
plate and one or more user interests may be stored in, for
instance, template database 142; the system may read such
associations from the database. At block 512, the system
may store, e.g., in a database such as user profile database
372, an association between the user and the one or more
user interests identified at block 510. Subsequently, the
user’s profile, and in particular the user interest(s) associated
therewith, may be used for various purposes, such as tar-
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geted advertising, ranking search results returned to the user,
suggesting alternative query suggestions, and so forth.

FIG. 6 is a block diagram of an example computer system
610. Computer system 610 typically includes at least one
processor 614 which communicates with a number of
peripheral devices via bus subsystem 612. These peripheral
devices may include a storage subsystem 624, including, for
example, a memory subsystem 625 and a file storage sub-
system 626, user interface output devices 620, user interface
input devices 622, and a network interface subsystem 616.
The input and output devices allow user interaction with
computer system 610. Network interface subsystem 616
provides an interface to outside networks and is coupled to
corresponding interface devices in other computer systems.

User interface input devices 622 may include a keyboard,
pointing devices such as a mouse, trackball, touchpad, or
graphics tablet, a scanner, a touchscreen incorporated into
the display, audio input devices such as voice recognition
systems, microphones, and/or other types of input devices.
In general, use of the term “input device” is intended to
include all possible types of devices and ways to input
information into computer system 610 or onto a communi-
cation network.

User interface output devices 620 may include a display
subsystem, a printer, a fax machine, or non-visual displays
such as audio output devices. The display subsystem may
include a cathode ray tube (CRT), a flat-panel device such as
a liquid crystal display (LCD), a projection device, or some
other mechanism for creating a visible image. The display
subsystem may also provide non-visual display such as via
audio output devices. In general, use of the term “output
device” is intended to include all possible types of devices
and ways to output information from computer system 610
to the user or to another machine or computer system.

Storage subsystem 624 stores programming and data
constructs that provide the functionality of some or all of the
modules described herein. For example, the storage subsys-
tem 624 may include the logic to perform selected aspects of
methods 400 and/or 500, and/or to implement one or more
of cluster engine 122, template generation engine 140,
interest engine 250, topic classifier 252, entity classifier 254,
user profile engine 370, and/or one or more client devices
374.

These software modules are generally executed by pro-
cessor 614 alone or in combination with other processors.
Memory 625 used in the storage subsystem 624 can include
a number of memories including a main random access
memory (RAM) 630 for storage of instructions and data
during program execution and a read only memory (ROM)
632 in which fixed instructions are stored. A file storage
subsystem 626 can provide persistent storage for program
and data files, and may include a hard disk drive, a floppy
disk drive along with associated removable media, a CD-
ROM drive, an optical drive, or removable media cartridges.
The modules implementing the functionality of certain
implementations may be stored by file storage subsystem
626 in the storage subsystem 624, or in other machines
accessible by the processor(s) 614.

Bus subsystem 612 provides a mechanism for letting the
various components and subsystems of computer system
610 communicate with each other as intended. Although bus
subsystem 612 is shown schematically as a single bus,
alternative implementations of the bus subsystem may use
multiple busses.

Computer system 610 can be of varying types including
a workstation, server, computing cluster, blade server, server
farm, or any other data processing system or computing
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device. Due to the ever-changing nature of computers and
networks, the description of computer system 610 depicted
in FIG. 6 is intended only as a specific example for purposes
of illustrating some implementations. Many other configu-
rations of computer system 610 are possible having more or
fewer components than the computer system depicted in
FIG. 6.

In situations in which the systems described herein collect
personal information about users, or may make use of
personal information, the users may be provided with an
opportunity to control whether programs or features collect
user information (e.g., information about a user’s social
network, social actions or activities, profession, a user’s
preferences, or a user’s current geographic location), or to
control whether and/or how to receive content from the
content server that may be more relevant to the user. Also,
certain data may be treated in one or more ways before it is
stored or used, so that personal identifiable information is
removed. For example, a user’s identity may be treated so
that no personal identifiable information can be determined
for the user, or a user’s geographic location may be gener-
alized where geographic location information is obtained
(such as to a city, ZIP code, or state level), so that a particular
geographic location of a user cannot be determined. Thus,
the user may have control over how information is collected
about the user and/or used.

While several implementations have been described and
illustrated herein, a variety of other means and/or structures
for performing the function and/or obtaining the results
and/or one or more of the advantages described herein may
be utilized, and each of such variations and/or modifications
is deemed to be within the scope of the implementations
described herein. More generally, all parameters, dimen-
sions, materials, and configurations described herein are
meant to be exemplary and that the actual parameters,
dimensions, materials, and/or configurations will depend
upon the specific application or applications for which the
teachings is/are used. Those skilled in the art will recognize,
or be able to ascertain using no more than routine experi-
mentation, many equivalents to the specific implementations
described herein. It is, therefore, to be understood that the
foregoing implementations are presented by way of example
only and that, within the scope of the appended claims and
equivalents thereto, implementations may be practiced oth-
erwise than as specifically described and claimed. Imple-
mentations of the present disclosure are directed to each
individual feature, system, article, material, kit, and/or
method described herein. In addition, any combination of
two or more such features, systems, articles, materials, kits,
and/or methods, if such features, systems, articles, materials,
kits, and/or methods are not mutually inconsistent, is
included within the scope of the present disclosure.

What is claimed is:

1. A computer-implemented method, comprising:

generating a plurality of electronic document templates,
wherein each electronic document template is gener-
ated from a plurality of emails or text messages that
share fixed content;

determining one or more user interests associated with
each of the electronic document templates, wherein the
one or more user interests are determined based on one
or more aggregate attributes of a corpus of emails or
text messages associated with the electronic document
template;

storing, in one or more databases, the plurality of elec-
tronic document templates, wherein each of the elec-
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tronic document templates is stored in association with
one or more corresponding user interests;

identifying an email or text message addressed to a user;

selecting, from the plurality of electronic document tem-

plates, a particular electronic document template that
corresponds to the email or text message addressed to
the user, wherein the selecting is based on one or more
attributes shared between the email or text message
addressed to the user and the selected electronic docu-
ment template;

detecting, based on interactions by the user with one or

more computing devices, engagement by the user with
the email or text message;

determining that the detected engagement satisfies a cri-

terion, wherein satisfaction of the criterion indicates

that the user is interested in the email or text message,

and wherein determining that the detected engagement

satisfies the criterion comprises:

determining that at least a predetermined time interval
elapsed between the user first receiving the email or
text message and the user scrolling down an inbox to
open the email or text message, or

determining that the user had the email or text message
open for at least a threshold time interval, and
wherein determining that the user had the email or
text message open for at least the threshold time
interval indicates the user fully consumed the email
or text message;

based on the determining, identifying one or more inter-

ests associated with the particular electronic document
template;

storing, in one or more of the databases, one or more

associations between the user and the identified one or
more interests;

receiving, from a remote computing device operated by

the user, a search query;

obtaining content that is responsive to the search query;

ranking the obtained content based on the identified one

or more interests; and

providing, to the remote computing device, the ranked

content, wherein the providing causes the ranked con-
tent to be presented as output at the remote computing
device operated by the user.

2. The computer-implemented method of claim 1,
wherein detecting the engagement includes determining that
the user selected or otherwise operated one or more graphi-
cal elements in the email or text message.

3. The computer-implemented method of claim 1,
wherein detecting the engagement includes determining that
the user labeled the email or text message.

4. The computer-implemented method of claim 1,
wherein the one or more interests are identified based on
annotations of the particular electronic document template.

5. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, further
comprising associating the one or more interests with the
particular electronic document template based on a sender
address associated with the particular electronic document
template.

6. The computer-implemented method of claim 5,
wherein the one or more interests include one or more
entities mentioned in one or more web documents sharing a
domain with the sender address.

7. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, further
comprising associating the one or more interests with the
particular electronic document template based on one or
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more entities mentioned in a plurality of emails or text
messages used to generate the particular electronic docu-
ment template.

8. A computer-implemented method comprising:

generating a plurality of electronic correspondence tem-

plates, wherein each electronic correspondence tem-
plate is generated from a plurality of emails or text
messages that share fixed content;

determining one or more user interests associated with

each of the electronic correspondence templates,
wherein the one or more user interests are determined
based on one or more aggregate attributes of a corpus
of emails or text messages associated with the elec-
tronic correspondence template;

storing, in one or more databases, the plurality of elec-

tronic correspondence templates, wherein each of the
electronic correspondence templates is stored in asso-
ciation with one or more corresponding user interests;

identifying a new email or text message addressed to a

user;
selecting, from the one or more databases, a particular
electronic correspondence template that corresponds to
the new email or text message, wherein the selecting is
based on one or more attributes shared between the new
email or text message addressed to the user and the
selected electronic correspondence template;

detecting, based on interactions by the user with one or
more computing devices, engagement by the user with
the new email or text message;

determining that the detected engagement satisfies a cri-

terion, wherein satisfaction of the criterion indicates
that the user is interested in the new email or text
message, and wherein determining that the detected
engagement satisfies the criterion comprises determin-
ing that at least a predetermined time interval elapsed
between the user first receiving the new email or text
message and the user scrolling down an inbox to open
the new email or text message;

based on the determining, storing, in one or more data-

bases, one or more associations between the user and
the one or more interests associated with the particular
electronic correspondence template;

receiving, from a remote computing device operated by

the user, a search query;

obtaining content that is responsive to the search query;

ranking the obtained content based on the identified one

or more interests; and

providing, to the remote computing device, the ranked

content, wherein the providing causes the ranked con-
tent to be presented as output at the remote computing
device operated by the user.

9. The computer-implemented method of claim 8,
wherein detecting the engagement further includes deter-
mining that the user labeled the new email or text message.

10. The computer-implemented method of claim 8,
wherein detecting the engagement further includes deter-
mining that at least a predetermined time interval elapsed
between the user opening and closing the new email or text
message.

11. The computer-implemented method of claim 9,
wherein the corpus of emails or text messages includes the
plurality of emails or text messages that share fixed content.

12. The computer-implemented method of claim 11,
wherein the one or more aggregate attributes are identified
based on annotations of the particular electronic correspon-
dence template.
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13. The computer-implemented method of claim 11,
wherein the one or more aggregate attributes include one or
more mentioned entities.

14. The computer-implemented method of claim 8,
wherein the corpus of emails or text messages includes one
or more web documents associated with a sender of the
email or text message addressed to the user.

15. The computer-implemented method of claim 14,
wherein the one or more web documents are responsive to
a search query that includes a sender of the email or text
message addressed to the user.

16. At least one non-transitory computer-readable
medium comprising instructions that, in response to execu-
tion of the instructions by one or more processors, cause the
one or more processors to perform the following operations:

generating a plurality of electronic document templates,

wherein each electronic document template is gener-
ated from a plurality of emails or text messages that
share fixed content;

determining one or more user interests associated with

each of the electronic document templates, wherein the
one or more user interests are determined based on one
or more aggregate attributes of a corpus of emails or
text messages associated with the electronic document
template;

storing, in one or more databases, the plurality of elec-

tronic document templates, wherein each of the elec-
tronic document templates is stored in association with
one or more corresponding user interests;

identifying a given email or text message addressed to a

user;

selecting, from the one or more databases, a particular

electronic document template that corresponds to the
given email or text message, wherein the selecting is
based on one or more attributes shared between the
given email or text message addressed to the user and
the selected electronic document template;

detecting, based on interactions by the user with one or

more computing devices, engagement by the user with
the given email or text message;

determining that the detected engagement satisfies a cri-

terion, wherein satisfaction of the criterion indicates
that the user is interested in the given email or text
message, wherein determining that the detected
engagement satisfies the criterion comprises determin-
ing that the user had the given email or text message
open for at least a threshold time interval, and wherein
determining that the user had the given email or text
message open for at least the threshold time interval
indicates the user fully consumed the given email or
text message;

based on the determining, identitying, in one or more of

the databases, one or more interests associated with the
particular electronic document template;

storing, in one or more of the databases, one or more

associations between the user and the identified one or
more interests;

receiving, from a remote computing device operated by

the user, a search query;

obtaining content that is responsive to the search query;

ranking the obtained content based on the identified one

or more interests; and

providing, to the remote computing device, the ranked

content, wherein the providing causes the ranked con-
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tent to be presented as output at the remote computing
device operated by the user.
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