
Charts & Tables



Some Issues

• Size

• Resolution

• Colors

• Labels

• Units

• Chart junk

• Continuous vs. discrete data

• Significant figures and error 

bars
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Figure 4.  Runtimes for each version on each microbenchmark, normalized by the 
runtime of the original version.  The modified classes required at least twice as much 
time.  Optimizing the modified classes only gave a significant benefit on the Loop 
Method Invocation microbenchmark.
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Population (2002 est.)
Austria
Belgium
Bulgaria
Cyprus
Czech Republic
Denmark
Estonia
Finland
France
Germany
Hungary
Ireland
Italy
Latvia
Lithuania
Luxembourg
Malta
Netherlands
Poland
Portugal
Romania
Slovakia
Slovenia
Spain
Sweden
United Kingdom



Germany 17%

France 13%

U.K. 13%

Italy 12%

Spain 
9%

Poland 8%

Romania 4%

Netherlands 3%

Portugal 2%

Belgium 2%

Czech 
Republic 

2%

Hungary 
2%

Sweden 2%
Austria 2%

Bulgaria 2% Denmark 1%

Slovakia 
1%

Finland 
1%

Ireland 
1%

Lithuania 
1%

Latvia 
0% Slovenia 0%

Estonia 
0%

Cyprus 
0%

Luxembourg 0%
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0%
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More Examples

Figure Bestiary

Common Problems Interpreting and Graphing 
Data

http://www.owlnet.rice.edu/~cainproj/courses/comp482_graphs2.html
http://www.owlnet.rice.edu/~cainproj/courses/comp482_graphs.html
http://www.owlnet.rice.edu/~cainproj/courses/comp482_graphs.html

