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Fussler and Simon's proposed decision trees Simulation Variance
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Last Use tree on training and testing samples of various sizes
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Last Use tree on training and testing samples of various sizes

Simulation Variance
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Fussler and Simon's decision trees compared to a maximal tree Simulation Variance
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Maximal decision tree compared to ID3 tree, with backing off Simulation Variance
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Evidence of overtraining in the ID3 decision tree Simulation Variance
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ID3 tree with various types of smoothing

Simulation Variance
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Fussler and Simon's decision trees compared to a smoothed maximal tree Simulation Variance
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