Picture 4

This picture shows multiple views of the Animal class.

The RINGS and LE trees focus on the Vertebrates family, while Radial tree and Tree-map show the entire Animal tree.

The Tree-map has been expanded to show up to Level 3 (Animals(0) ( Chordates(1) ( Vertebrates(2) ( Mammals(3)).

What facts/characteristics of the data can you see better in the Radial tree compared to the RINGS tree?

Example: “I can see that the largest sub-species is Mammals.” is a fact.

                “I can see the size of the sub-species.” is not a fact.

[1] I can see annelids, threadworms, mollusks, etc. exist as related groups. All species listed are anthropods.
[2] I can see that Mammals and Birds are the main part of the tree.

[3] Radial tree has children on the outer rings. Colors are more apparent. Root is more clearer as to whiere it is located. More visible to read. Compacted into one ring.
[4] It is easy to see the different number of one group compared to another.

[5] Not much

[6] The detail doesn’t get as small and unreadable as RINGS.
[7] I can see more stuff closer to middle on the bottom right.

[8]
[9] Data is to small and spread out. Not sure what to conclude about either visualization technique.
[10] That there are things evenly distributed in the lower right section of the radial tree

What facts/characteristics of the data can you see better in the Tree-map tree compared to the Radial tree?

[1] Relative sizes of groups. Names of groups.
[2] I can see that birds have much more kinds of species than mammals.
[3] Tree Map has better picture to represent size of how many children it contains. Radial Map observers know how far from the root the children are. Colors in Tree Map are easier to identify without a mess as in Radial Map.
[4] Insect makes up the largest group. Easier to compare sizes of groups. Easy to see what subgroup each group has.

[5] Insects is the largest subgroup

[6] Groups are more easily identified. Readability in general is improved. Individual relations between tree leaves are more distinguishable.
[7] I can see a big insect area. I can see colors and divisions more clearly defined/divided. Less wasted space.

[8] Insects has most # of descendents. I can see that there are more birds in vertebrates folder.
[9] Treemap shows the subset of insect species is the largest subspecies of animals. Radial shows the categories in more detail.

[10] The size of the sections. The depth of the sections

What facts/characteristics of the data can you see better in the LE tree compared to the  Tree-map tree?

[1] Birds, mammals and amphibians are vertebrates. There are perching birds. There are spiny bony vertebrates.

[2] Insects become smaller, and birds and mammals become bigger
[3] I can see how the children are connected to their parent. Quicker and easier to understand due to reading from left to right. Also I can see which color dominates.

[4] Easy to see how many level a group has.

[5] birds has the most immediate children. Amphibians seems to have the least of immediate children.

[6] It is much easier to see the hierarchy of classification.
[7] The color key. The parent directories. Birds is thick.

[8] I can see that there are many descendents in birds. And there are four levels down. I can see that there are few amphibians. But there is a deep hierarchy for them.
[9] LE map is difficult to interpret. The tree map shows relative sizes of the groups better.

[10] Depth and # of sub directories. Less detail though – seem to get more specific info through treemap
What facts/characteristics of the data can you see better in the RINGS tree compared to the LE tree?
[1]

[2] It is easy to see how much sub-species each category of animal has.

[3] I can see that larger rings have more children. I can see it is more compacted together.
[4] See each group divided into sub group
[5] Birds has the most total descendents.
[6] Minute detail of distribution, especially where branches end with more leaves.

[7] Can see some info about the other subdirectories of the parent directory. Looks like a really thick subdirectory all the way to the right.
[8]

[9] The relationships between clusters is not easy to determine from the RINGS tree.
[10] Can spot single points of interest for instance there is a single ring in birds that is extremely populated
