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Perception of Line Attributes for Visualization

Anna Sterzik , Nils Lichtenberg , Jana Wilms , Michael Krone , Douglas W. Cunningham , and Kai Lawonn

Study 1: Drawing
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used line styles

Dashing Width Luminance Waves

Determine level
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Study 2: Just-noticeable differences Study 3: Ranking

Fig. 1: Workflow for investigating stylized lines for visualizing scalar data. In the first study, people drew stylized lines to depict
uncertainty data. Based on the drawings, we selected the most commonly used line attributes. For these line attributes, we
determined the just-noticeable differences (JND) in study 2. The JND were then used to derive level recommendations. Finally, in
study 3, we validated the level recommendations using a ranking task.

Abstract—Line attributes such as width and dashing are commonly used to encode information. However, many questions on the
perception of line attributes remain, such as how many levels of attribute variation can be distinguished or which line attributes are the
preferred choices for which tasks. We conducted three studies to develop guidelines for using stylized lines to encode scalar data. In
our first study, participants drew stylized lines to encode uncertainty information. Uncertainty is usually visualized alongside other
data. Therefore, alternative visual channels are important for the visualization of uncertainty. Additionally, uncertainty—e.g., in weather
forecasts—is a familiar topic to most people. Thus, we picked it for our visualization scenarios in study 1. We used the results of our
study to determine the most common line attributes for drawing uncertainty: Dashing, luminance, wave amplitude, and width. While
those line attributes were especially common for drawing uncertainty, they are also commonly used in other areas. In studies 2 and 3,
we investigated the discriminability of the line attributes determined in study 1. Studies 2 and 3 did not require specific application
areas; thus, their results apply to visualizing any scalar data in line attributes. We evaluated the just-noticeable differences (JND) and
derived recommendations for perceptually distinct line levels. We found that participants could discriminate considerably more levels
for the line attribute width than for wave amplitude, dashing, or luminance.

Index Terms—Line Drawings, Line Stylization, Perceptual Evaluation, Uncertainty Visualization.

1 INTRODUCTION

Lines as graphical primitives are omnipresent. We can find them in
maps, artistic line drawings, or visualizations. To facilitate informed
visualization design, we conducted three studies to evaluate the pref-
erences and discriminability of stylized lines. Stylized lines are inten-
tionally modified lines where attributes such as width, color, or shape
are modified to create a specific, often artistic, appearance. Stylized
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lines can encode information by adjusting a specific attribute, such
as luminance, according to a usually quantitative value. For example,
dark lines could encode certainty while lighter lines encode uncertainty.
Here, we focus on stylized lines for information encoding.

First, we attempt to find popular line attributes by letting people draw
lines themselves. We developed a study with eight scenarios in which
the participants were asked to create line drawings. While stylized
lines can display many types of data, the scenarios in our study needed
to be easily understandable for the general public. Additionally, the
application area needs to be well-suited for encoding data in stylized
lines. Therefore, we chose uncertainty visualization as the use case
for study 1. Uncertain data should be familiar to the general public, as
most people encounter uncertain data daily, e.g., in weather forecasts or
bus timetables. Additionally, uncertainty is mostly displayed alongside
other attributes. Common visual channels, such as color, are often
already occupied by these other attributes, and it is crucial to explore
additional visual channels, such as line attributes. Varying line attributes
as indicators of uncertainty are popular [15, 16, 40]. A previous study
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by Boukhelifa et al. [4] compared the intuitiveness of the line attributes
sketchiness and blur for the visualization of uncertainty. Sketchiness
refers to perturbations of a line that mimic hand-drawn lines, i.e., the
perturbations are more irregular than waves. The higher the deviations,
the higher the sketchiness. They found sketchiness to be as intuitive
as blur. With our drawing study, we followed a more open approach.
Our evaluation was not limited to a set of pre-chosen line attributes.
The participants were unbiased; thus, we could evaluate popular line
attributes and possibly new styles.

Using the results of study 1, we determined the four most commonly
used line attributes for drawing uncertainty: luminance, dashing, waves,
and width. While using blur or fuzziness is often recommended as
intuitive for visualizing uncertainty [4,30,31], it was only used twice by
our participants. We believe that for most people, blur is harder to draw
than, e.g., dashing. This might be a reason for the low prevalence of
blurred lines. They might still be intuitively associated with uncertainty.

For the line attributes most frequently used by our participants, we
give guidance on discriminability. While we chose the line attributes
according to our study with an uncertainty visualization context, neither
of the other studies concerns uncertainty visualization in particular. The
results apply to encoding all types of scalar data in line attributes. There
are guidelines advising against the use of too many levels, for example,
for width [32], but how many are too many? We conducted a perceptual
study to calculate the just-noticeable differences (JND) for luminance,
wave amplitude, width, and two types of dashing. The JND describes
the amount of change to a stimulus along a given dimension that is
needed, such that people can perceive that the stimulus changed [10].
Thus, based on the JND, we could determine a range of distinguishable
levels for the line attributes. To verify our chosen levels, we conducted
a ranking study. The participants ordered the levels from lowest
to highest in drag-and-drop style tasks. We confirmed that our level
recommendations are distinguishable. Therefore, they can be used as a
starting point for designing visualizations based on line primitives.

To summarize, we developed guidelines for using stylized lines to
encode scalar data. We investigated how people draw stylized lines
that represent uncertainty. Luminance, dashing, waves, and width were
the preferred choices for this purpose. Furthermore, for these line
attributes, we evaluated the JND and developed level recommenda-
tions, which were verified by a ranking study. The results for the level
recommendations are relevant to all kinds of scalar data.

2 RELATED WORK

In the following section, we will describe related work in the fields of
line drawings, uncertainty visualization, and perceptual evaluations.

2.1 Line Drawings
We mainly consider line drawings that represent surfaces. However,
other application areas can be found in information visualization. In
books that do not support colored graphics, for example, other line
attributes need to be used to ensure discriminability. Line drawing
techniques applied to surfaces can be divided into silhouettes and con-
tours, feature lines, and hatching [26]. The techniques of the first and
second category are usually used for stylizable lines. Pioneering work
was done by Appel [1], Saito and Takahashi [35], and Dooley and
Cohen [12], who determined the silhouettes and contours and various
line attributes for improved spatial impression. Feature lines are placed
at spatially important regions to convey the shape of the surface. The
challenge is to define these important regions such that the lines repre-
sent the object well. One of the most popular feature line techniques are
suggestive contours that extend traditional contours by considering the
influence of nearby viewpoints. For more information on feature lines,
we recommend the survey by Lawonn et al. [25]. In hatched images,
shading is approximated by closely spaced parallel lines. An early
hatching approach was presented by Deussen et al. [11], more recent
approaches using the GPU to improve performance were presented by
Lawonn et al. [21, 24]. While there are more examples of stylized lines
for silhouettes, contours, and feature lines, different hatching styles
have been used to encode information in medical scenarios [22, 23],
where different hatch types encode the distance to a tumor. A drawback

of these methods was that they could not be applied to time-varying
surfaces, i.e., when the surface or distances to a focal object changed.
Therefore, Lichtenberg et al. [29] proposed a real-time approach that
can compute the hatch directly and also vary the density of the hatch.
They later improved their method to display different hatch strokes and
contour styles that can be animated [28].

Stylizing lines is another area of research. Winkenbach and
Salesin [46] suggested imitating pen-and-ink illustrations with
computer-generated lines. They used stroke textures to achieve spe-
cific tones and textures in their line drawings. A general challenge for
line stylization methods is the generation of temporal-coherent styl-
ized lines. Recomputing the lines at every time frame leads to lines
sliding or popping up [6]. By propagating the lines from frame to
frame, Kalnins et al. [18] provided a solution that works at interactive
rates for models of medium complexity. In non-interactive scenarios,
the method by Buchholz et al. [5] generates a space-time surface that
allows temporally coherent parameterizations. Another approach for
interactive scenarios was presented by Bénard et al. [3]. Their active
contours track and vectorize feature lines to generate stylizable brush
paths for models of medium complexity. For a more detailed overview
of stylizing lines, we recommend the tutorial by Bénard et al. [7]. The
methods described above stylize lines for illustration purposes. How-
ever, stylized lines can also be used for encoding information in the
intensity of a varied line attribute. Examples of line attributes used
for information encoding include color or luminance, opacity, blur,
width, wavelength or amplitude, and sketchiness [15, 16, 39, 40]. In the
following section about uncertainty visualization, some of the methods
that use line attributes for uncertainty encoding are discussed.

2.2 Uncertainty Visualization
Uncertainty in Visualization ranges from erroneous input data to mis-
interpretation of the visualization by the viewer. To cope with this
situation, the domain of Uncertainty Visualization (UV) tries to quan-
tify and visualize the uncertainty of data. Important goals of this
discipline are to reduce impaired decision-making and to increase a
viewer’s trust in a visualization [34]. Geospatial Information Systems
(GIS) probably have the longest history of UV in combination with
spatial data [33]. Employing ensemble data is a common approach to
show that simulations representing a certain experiment can result in
different final states [45]. Therefore, ensemble data easily uncover that
insight taken from simulations needs to be interpreted with simulation
errors or uncertainties in mind. Recent surveys confirm the importance
of UV: Kamal et al. [19] provide a general overview, while Gillmann et
al. [13] write about UV in medical visualization.

When adding uncertainty information to a visualization, that in-
formation needs to be communicated via a dedicated visual channel.
Especially if other information channels, like color, are exhausted, lines
have the potential to open that additional channel. Lechner [27] in-
vestigates the usage of connecting lines, e.g., in diagrams, to convey
uncertainty while Gortler et al. [16] use differently styled lines or con-
tours to augment treemaps. Stylized lines were also used by Strothotte
et al. [42] to depict drawings of ancient architecture. Other line-based
effects have been used by Smit et al. [38] to communicate errors in the
surfaces displayed in a surgical planning tool. Zhao et al. [48] provide
a visualization system for public transport system uncertainties. In
molecular visualization, line drawings to encode thermal vibration have
been evaluated by Sterzik et al. [39, 40].

As shown by the references, line drawings were used for uncer-
tainty visualization before. However, the feasibility of explicit line
attributes to convey uncertainty has not been considered in an isolated
environment but rather in the context of the respective application.

2.3 Perceptual Research
While low-level psychophysical research has investigated the percep-
tion of lines for decades [14], most results are not directly applicable to
more high-level tasks. We aim to recommend levels for line attributes in
visualizations. Most visualization tasks are many perceptual steps away
from pure low-level results. Thus, we focus on high-level perceptual
research. Previous work by Cole et al. [8] found that artists tend to
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use lines similar to computer-generated lines. In their study, artists
drew specific 3D shapes that were analyzed regarding their similarity
to line drawing algorithms and other artists’ drawings. In further work,
Cole et al. [9] found that line drawings are very effective in conveying
shape. MacEachren et al. [31] evaluated the intuitiveness and relative
performance of several visual variables for uncertainty visualization. In
contrast to our work, they considered point symbol sets instead of lines
during their evaluations. Concerning intuitiveness, the participants
rated a pre-selected set of visual variables regarding its intuitiveness.
In the second part of their study, they assessed how well participants
can aggregate uncertainty information presented in a map-like fashion.
Boukhelifa et al. [4] investigated sketchiness as a visual variable for de-
picting uncertainty. They compared sketchy lines with blurred, dashed,
and grayscale (luminance) lines. To determine the intuitiveness, they
presented sketchy lines to the participants and asked them about their
interpretations of the sketchiness. In an additional experiment, they
provided a list of possible interpretations of sketchiness from which
the participants had to pick. The results of the second experiment were
compared to similar results for blur. In the second part of their study,
they compared how accurate the perception of the line attributes is.
With the results of this evaluation, they tried to determine the number
of discriminable levels for each line attribute. The main difference
to our evaluations is that our participants were unbiased towards the
type of line attribute when drawing their uncertain line drawings and
that we explicitly designed a study for determining discriminability.
Thus, we could determine more fine-grained distinct levels for the line
attributes. Sterzik et al. [41] constructed perceptually uniform levels
for illustrative textures. Illustrative textures, like stylized lines, can be
used to convey information through visualizations. In contrast to our
JND-based approach, they used multi-dimensional scaling to construct
perceptually uniform levels. This approach has the advantage of char-
acterizing the whole perceptual space but is unable to determine just
noticeable differences. Tak et al. [43] found that non-experts seem to
perceive uncertainty as a distribution closely resembling the normal
distribution. The stimuli of their study use bands created with line
primitives to display uncertainty. The separability of two line attributes
was studied by Guo et al. [15]. They evaluated paired visual variables
for representing uncertainty and another main attribute of graph edges.
Fuzziness, grain, and transparency seem to be robust choices for sec-
ondary attributes such as uncertainty. Zahan et al. [47] used stylized
contour plots to visualize multivariate geospatial data. They evaluated
their custom designs in three crowd-sourced studies. The designs used
incorporated the line attributes width, hue, and luminance. Sterzik et al.
conducted two perceptual evaluations of line attributes for uncertainty
visualization on molecular surfaces [39, 40]. They investigated how
accurately people can distinguish between two different amounts of
blur, dashing, luminance, sketchiness, and width. They concluded that
width and luminance robustly provide good results while dashing is
very sensitive to the connectivity of the input lines.

3 OVERVIEW OF THE PERCEPTUAL STUDIES

Figure 1 displays the progression of our three research studies. The
first study investigates people’s preferences for using specific line at-
tributes for encoding uncertainty; the second and third study investigate
the discriminability of several line attribute levels. More specifically,
study 1 aimed to understand how people draw lines and identify pre-
ferred line attributes for representing uncertainty through participant
drawings in various scenarios. In study 2, we conducted a Just No-
ticeable Difference (JND) evaluation to determine distinct levels based
on the predetermined line attributes identified in study 1. In study 3,
we validated the estimated line levels through an online study, where
participants sorted the levels for each line attribute, ensuring the practi-
cality of the recommendations across diverse conditions. Combining
the results of studies 2 and 3, we attempt to find the maximum of
discriminable line levels per attribute. We received ethical approval for
each study in this paper. Studies 1 and 3 were without reimbursement.
For study 2, because of the long participation times, each participant
was compensated with 15C. The participants were mainly recruited
using flyers and university-based mailing lists. All three studies are

(a) Molecular task. Two visualizations of a protein (Flagellin, PDB ID: 1IO1 [36, 37])
created using VMD (Visual Molecular Dynamics) [17]) were given as input. In the upper
visualization, the uncertainty is color-coded. The color map is typical for encoding flexibility
in biochemistry, where blue means very stable and red means very flexible. In the lower
visualization, the depth is encoded in the gray value, and no uncertainty information is
given. The participants had to transfer the uncertainty from the upper image to the lower
one by drawing lines. The image has been scaled down.

(b) Blood vessel task. The inner and outer vessel walls had to be drawn onto the image.
This is an example of one of the more uncommon line attributes found in our drawing study.
Lines perpendicular to the suspected contour line of the vessel walls are used to indicate
the extent of the uncertain area. The images have been scaled down.

Fig. 2: Example submissions for two tasks of the drawing study.

independent of each other, so some participants participated in multiple
studies, others in only one. This does not introduce confounding effects,
as study 1 concluded before the other two studies began, eliminating
bias. Participation in either of the other studies was neither beneficial
nor detrimental to participation in studies 2 and 3.

4 DRAWING STYLIZED LINES

First, we investigated how people would draw stylized lines. By let-
ting the participants draw the lines themselves, we determined popular
line attributes for drawing uncertainty without limiting us to a prede-
termined selection. Additionally, this allowed us to potentially find
interesting line attributes that have not been considered by the visu-
alization community yet. We developed eight tasks in which the
participants had to add lines in scenarios characterized by uncertain
information. The drawings could either be done with pencils on paper
or with tablets. The main purpose of this study was the identification
of popular line attributes. As such, we believe that the medium on
which the lines were drawn is not crucial to answering this question. In
the submitted line drawings, we did not find any obvious differences
between the drawings on paper and the digital submissions. However, a
larger sample size would be necessary to investigate this more closely.
The participants were asked to refrain from using color to elicit more
varied responses and leave the color channel open for other information.

4.1 Experimental Setup
The first three participants participated in a pilot version of the study.
The feedback from the pilot study lead to very minor modifications—
e.g., a lower saturation in one of the images—to the main study. As
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Table 1: Total usage of the line attributes during the drawing study.

Dashing Width Luminance Waves Sketchy Blur Other

113 77 45 20 11 2 17

Table 2: Types of dashing used in the drawing study.

Usage Dashing type

54 Single category
17 Longer dashes more certain
16 Categorical dots and dashes
11 Shorter gaps more certain
8 Shorter gaps and longer dashes more certain
7 Alt. dots and dashes more certain than dashes
2 Alt. dots and dashes less certain than dashes
2 Shorter gaps and shorter dashes more certain
1 Fewer gaps more certain
1 Perp. dashes encode uncertainty

such, we combined the answers from the pilot study and the main study.
Participation was possible in-person and online. Participants who used
paper were instructed to only use pencils for their line drawings, while
online participants were instructed to refrain from using colors and
could use a tablet. Twelve participants submitted pencil-drawn lines,
five submitted digital lines, and one participant submitted ballpoint
pen drawings, resulting in a total of 18 participants. Each participant
was instructed to draw one line drawing for each of the eight tasks.
The participants’ ages ranged from 22 to 39, with a median age of 26.
We aimed to recruit people from the general public and artists. Three
participants reported working in visual arts. We reasoned that artists
with experience or even a formal education in visual arts might prefer
certain techniques or refrain from others. However, we could not find
substantial differences between the line attributes used by artists and
non-artists; thus, we combined the results for further analysis. Given
the small sample size of artists, further research would be needed to
compare differences between artists and non-artists.

4.2 Tasks
The tasks concerned architecture, biomolecules, blood vessels, graphs,
hiking maps, precipitation forecasts, and timelines. We selected ap-
plication examples from diverse domains to cover common situations
where uncertainty is present. However, exhaustive coverage of all pos-
sible situations is infeasible for this study setup. Consequently, the
applicability of our results might vary in different domains. However,
we are confident that our coverage is broad enough to provide general-
izability to most domains. In each task, the data had several levels of
uncertainty. All participants received the same set of instructions. The
descriptions were task-specific, and the uncertainty was explained in
an easy-to-understand way. Common for all tasks was that some type
of uncertainty had to be encoded in a line drawing by the participants.
Example submissions, including task descriptions for two of the tasks,
can be found in Figure 2. The other tasks and some of the answers
provided by the participants are in the supplementary material.

4.3 Analysis
In total, we collected 145 line drawings (one participant submitted
two alternative drawings for task 2). Two of the authors independently
reviewed all submissions and classified the line attributes per task and
participant into the categories blur, luminance, dashing, sketchiness,
waves, width, and other. In many cases, one line drawing was assigned
to multiple categories, e.g., width and dashing were used in the same
line drawing. In cases where the classifications differed, the line draw-
ings were discussed and reevaluated. To account for the variability in
dashing styles, the submissions with dashing were further categorized
based on their dashing style. Table 1 shows the total usage of the line
attributes during the drawing study. The four most commonly used line
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Fig. 3: Color-coded Pearson correlation coefficients (phi coefficients)
for the drawn line attributes. We found that waves were often drawn
very sketchy. This is visible in the higher correlation between sketchy
lines and waves. Width and luminance did also correlate. This is
probably due to the hand-drawn nature of the lines. Higher pressure on
the pencil lead to simultaneously wider and darker lines.

attributes were dashing, width, luminance, and waves. Blur was only
used twice during the study. None of the digital submissions included
blur. Both instances of blurred lines were submitted on paper. We
suspect that blurring might be an intuitive metaphor for uncertainty but
is probably harder to draw for most people than, e.g., dashing.

We did not find strong trends that favored a line attribute for specific
tasks only. Other techniques, different from the ones we predetermined
before evaluating the study, were used 17 times. Often they were
arguably not line attributes, such as the usage of question marks at
very uncertain lines. One participant exclusively drew short lines at
feature points for very uncertain lines. Most of the other techniques
were used in tasks with spatial/positional uncertainty, i.e., in the tasks
concerning maps and blood vessels. Similar to ensemble visualization,
some participants used multiple lines to indicate uncertainty about the
true path of a line. In another case, a participant indicated possible areas
in which the true path could lie by drawing boxes—again, arguably
not really a line drawing. In the task concerning blood vessels, some
participants used line drawings that symbolized the area of possible
wall locations. This was one of the tasks where a participant used blur.
Other participants used visualizations similar to error bars (see Figure
2b). More examples are in the supplementary material.

Table 2 shows the dashing techniques used in the drawing study. By
far, the most commonly used dashing technique was dashing as a single
category. In this case, dashing was used alongside other techniques
to symbolize one level of uncertainty. If more than one level was
displayed using dashing, most often, the dashes would decrease in
length to symbolize higher uncertainty. Another common choice was
to use dashes and dots as two separate categories. Some participants
combined line attributes. Very wide lines could, for example, represent
very certain data, “normal” lines a medium level of certainty, and
dashed lines were very uncertain. We examined if some combinations
of line attributes were favored and appeared together extraordinarily
often. Figure 3 shows a color-coded correlation matrix for the drawn
line attributes. We find a negative correlation coefficient for wide and
dashed lines. The highest correlation—approx. 0.5—can be found
between sketchiness and waves. During the classification process, we
often had to assign sketchiness and waves to the same line, as the waves
were often drawn in a sketchy fashion. This indicates that both line
types are fairly similar for hand-drawn lines. We tried to label a line
as a wave if the pattern was relatively regular, resembling a sine wave.
It was labeled sketchy if the pattern was relatively irregular. However,
a clear distinction was often difficult; thus, many lines were labeled
as sketchy and wavy. The second-highest correlation (approx. 0.3)
can be found between luminance and width. Again, it was often hard
to distinguish between intentionally wide and intentionally dark lines
because higher pressure on a pencil leads to simultaneously darker and
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Fig. 4: Example task of the JND study. The participants had to click on
the line with the higher amplitude. The images are scaled down.

wider lines. Both of these higher correlations are probably due to the
hand-drawn nature of the lines. We could not find any other favored
combinations of line attributes. However, we found that the strongest
negative correlations to all other line attributes could be found for
dashing. One reason for this could be that it is probably very easy for
the participants to draw dashed lines. This reduces confounding factors
and makes classifications into only this one category more probable.

To summarize, people seem to prefer dashed line attributes for draw-
ing uncertainty. Other popular choices, in decreasing order, are width,
luminance, and waves. We also found many instances where several
line attributes were combined in a single visualization.

5 JUST-NOTICEABLE DIFFERENCES

After our initial exploration of line attributes for uncertainty visualiza-
tion, we evaluated the number of distinguishable line attribute levels.
For this purpose, we calculated the just-noticeable differences (JND),
which in turn, were used to derive level recommendations. To keep our
analysis feasible, we had to limit the number of line variables for which
the JND were calculated. We chose the line attributes most commonly
used by the participants of our first study: luminance, waves, width, and
dashing. To account for the high variability of the most popular choice,
dashing, we investigated two types of dashing. For dashingsync the
dashes and gaps grow synchronously, for dashingasync asynchronously.

5.1 Experimental Setup
The study was set up with a within-participants design. Per line at-
tribute, four different levels were chosen as reference standards. For
the luminance lines, for example, we chose four different luminance
values at which we calculated the JND: 0%, 30%, 60%, and 90%. To
determine the JND for each of these standards, we used the method of
constant stimuli. This means the participants had to compare different
test levels to the standards in two-alternative forced choice tasks. An
example of such a task can be seen in Figure 4. In each task, the partic-
ipants had to click on the line with the higher attribute intensity. For
the wave example in Figure 4, the question would be: “Which line has
a higher amplitude?”. We included explanations on the meaning of the
attributes, e.g., we explained what amplitudes are. Each pair of lines
was shown for 200 ms. Typically, visualizations will be visible for a
considerably longer time. However, the overall complexity of a visual-
ization in a real-life scenario is a lot higher than the display of solely
two lines. We chose this time limit to make the tasks more comparable
to real-life scenarios, where the comparison of two individual lines
should take little time. The participants were under no time constraints
for answering, but they were informed that their completion time for
each task was being recorded. The order of the tasks per line attribute
was chosen randomly. Four test levels were selected above each lowest
standard and four test levels below each highest standard. For the two
standards in-between, levels above and below were used. Consequently,
there are four test stimuli for both the minimum and maximum standard
and eight test stimuli for the in-between standards. The JND can be
calculated in both directions for the intermediate standards while only
in one direction for the maximum and minimum standards. In each
tested direction, two test levels should not be distinguishable (e.g., 10%
and 20% for the 0% luminance standard), while the other two should
be (e.g., 30% and 50%). All standards and tests used during the

Table 3: Standard and test levels of the JND Study.

Line Attribute Standard Tests

Dashingasync 40 36 36.7 37.3 38

length of dash [px] 26.7 14 19.3 22 24.7
28 30 32 36

13.3 5.3 8 10 12
15.3 18 20.7 26

0 0.7 1.3 2 5.3

Dashingsync 0 0.7 1.3 2 2.7

length of dash [px] 11.3 2.7 8 9.3 10.7
12 13.3 14.7 24

24.7 12 20 22 23.3
26 27.3 29.3 38

38 23.3 30.7 33.3 36

Luminance [%] 0 10 20 30 50

30 0 10 20 25
35 40 50 70

60 30 45 50 55
65 70 75 90

90 70 80 85 88

Waves 0 0.3 0.7 1 1.3

amplitude [px] 3.3 1.3 2 2.7 3
4 4.7 6 7.3

6.7 2.7 4.7 5.3 6
7.3 8 9.3 11.3

13.3 6.7 9.3 10.7 12

Width [px] 0.7 1.3 2 2.7 3.3

6.7 4 4.7 5.3 6
7.3 8 8.7 9.3

13.3 8.7 11.3 12 12.7
14 14.7 15.3 18

26.7 16.7 23.3 24.7 26

study can be found in Table 3. Each participant had to perform each
comparison ten times. We recruited 20 participants. Thus, there was a
total of (2 ·4+2 ·8) ·5 ·10 ·20 = 24000 tasks. The participation time
per participant was approx. 90 minutes, to prevent fatigue and lack of
concentration, the participants were regularly reminded to take breaks.
The study was conducted on a 28" LCD-Display with a resolution of
3840×2160px. Participants individually conducted the study on the
same device in the same room with controlled lighting but at different
times. Their distance to the display was approximately 70 cm, and they
were instructed to refrain from varying their viewing position substan-
tially. We recruited 20 participants, for whom the only criterion for
participation was to be at least 18 years old. The age of the participants
ranged from 21 to 31, with a median of 24.5 years. All participants
reported having normal or corrected to normal vision.

5.2 Stimuli
All stimuli were created on-the-fly as SVG. While the line attributes
were the same for all participants, the line lengths and rotations were
generated randomly. They thus differed for each participant and each
repetition. This simple randomization approach might introduce con-
founding factors; however, the extensive sample size and the resulting
averaging mitigate potential biases caused by the random generation
process. The line lengths ranged from 100 to 800 SVG pixels, and the
rotations ranged from 0°to 180°. All lines had round line caps and were
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40 px

20 px

0 px

(a) Dashingasync. The level annotation describes the dash length x1. The gap length x2 can
be calculated as x2 = 40px−x1. The dashing style is more closely described in Section 5.2.

0 px

20 px

38 px

(b) Dashingsync. The level annotation describes the dash length x1. The gap length x2 can
be calculated as x2 = x1 +4px. The dashing style is more closely described in Section 5.2.

0%

45%

90%

(c) Luminance.

0 px

4 px

13.3 px

(d) Waves amplitude.

26.7 px

8 px

0.7 px

(e) Width.

Fig. 5: Line attributes used in the JND study and for the level recom-
mendations. Displayed are the minima, maxima, and one in-between
level for the JND. For dashing, dots appear at the minimum level of
0 px because the rounded cap is not counted as part of the dash length.

2 px wide (except for the tasks concerning width). We utilized the full
range of our available hardware, which has a device pixel ratio of 1.5.
Therefore, the smallest unit used in our study is 0.66 logical pixels,
which is equivalent to one physical pixel of the hardware used in the
study. All levels are rounded to the first decimal digit. An overview of
the stimuli can be found in Figure 5. The figure shows the minimum,
the maximum, and one in-between level for each line attribute. The
minimum levels were the minimal values possible for the given line
attribute. However, for most line attributes, the maximal values could
get infinitely big. We chose maximal values that we believe to be in a
sensible range for most visualizations.

In the following, we describe the line attributes used in the study. For
dashingasync, the dashes and gaps grow asynchronously. More specif-
ically, the dashes shrink, and the gaps grow for growing uncertainty
while the combined size of one gap and one dash is constant. The
resulting lines are continuous for certain data, have long dashes and
small gaps for somewhat certain data, and small dashes with large gaps
for uncertain data. This directly corresponds to the category shorter
gaps and longer dashes more certain, but it also includes three more
commonly used principles: Dots (very small dashes), longer dashes
more certain, and short gaps more certain. For a given dash length
x1, the gap length x2 can be calculated as x2 = 40px− x1. The lengths

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0
amplitude of test stimuli in px

ps.lab

Fig. 6: Curve fitting for the 6.7 px amplitude standard of the wave
line type. The y-axis shows the proportion of times that participants
perceived the test stimulus as bigger than the reference standard. The
red line represents the fitted GLM.

given correspond to the dash lengths without the rounded caps. There-
fore, even for a dash length of zero, a dot with a diameter of 2 px is
visible. The dashingsync lines are generated similarly to previously
studied lines [4, 40]. Their gaps and dashes grow synchronously for
higher uncertainties. This is equivalent to the shorter gaps and shorter
dashes more certain category, which two people used during the draw-
ing study. The gap length can be calculated from the dash length as
x2 = x1 +4px. This is because the lengths given correspond to the line
lengths without the round cap. If the cap length was included in the
line length, the dash and gap lengths would be the same. For the line
attribute luminance, we vary the luminance in HSL space. All wavy
lines have equal wavelengths (4 px) and varying amplitude. The line
attribute width is varied from 0.7 px to 26.7 px.

5.3 Analysis

The supplementary material includes all participant responses. We
excluded one participant’s responses from the analysis because they
seemed to answer randomly. Their mean accuracy was only 0.596
(95% CI [0.568, 0.624]), much lower than the mean accuracy of all other
participants (0.812, 95% CI [0.807, 0.817]). This excluded participant
performed poorly on easy comparisons but better on hard comparisons,
reinforcing our belief that their answers were random.

As described by Balestrucci et al. [2], we fitted generalized linear
models (GLM) with probit link functions to the data of the individual
standards to calculate the JND. An example of the curve fitting can
be found in Figure 6. In this figure, the dots represent the proportion
of times the participants perceived the test as bigger than the standard.
The line represents the fitted GLM. From the fitted curves, the JND can
be calculated as JND = 0.675

β
, where 0.675 is the 75th percentile of the

normal distribution and β is the slope of the GLM [2]. We repeated this
procedure for all standards of every line type. The resulting JND were
rounded to the first decimal place for all line types using pixel units
and to the next integer for luminance. Figure 7 shows the calculated
JND for every line attribute and every standard. For the width standard
of 13.3 px in Figure 7e, the JND is approximately 1.5. This means
that we would need a line with a width of 11.8 px or smaller, or a
line with a width of at least 14.8 px for people to notice that the width
changed compared to the standard of 13.3 px. Based on these JND, we
derived level recommendations for creating visualizations that encode
scalar values using line attributes. Each level should be one JND
apart from the last level. Therefore, our level recommendations are
an upper boundary to the maximal number of levels that people could
distinguish for a given line attribute. Because we only determined
the JND at four points in our given range, we need to interpolate
between the JND of the different standards for each line attribute. The
interpolation methods are presented in Figure 7. Our first choice of
interpolation method would be Weber’s law which states that the ratio
between the JND and a stimulus intensity I is constant: JND

I = K
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Fig. 7: The subfigures show the JND with corresponding confidence intervals in black. For deriving level recommendations, it is necessary to
interpolate between the individual JND values. Our first choice of interpolation method is Weber’s Law (dotted blue lines). Where Weber’s
Law did not fit the data well, we used linear models (dashed red lines). In some cases, we had to use separate linear models for several ranges
of stimulus intensity. Our chosen interpolation methods are displayed in dark gray. Please refer to Section 5.3 for a closer description of our
selection process for the interpolation methods per line attribute.

[32]. However, Weber’s law is typically not applicable over the whole
range of stimulus intensity [20]. Therefore, we often had to resort to
other kinds of interpolation, usually linear models. In contrast to an
interpolation following Weber’s law, those linear models can have non-
zero offsets. For dashingasync (Figure 7a), we used a linear model for
the first three data points and linear interpolation between the last two
data points. The JNDs for dashingasync seem to get larger for the first
three standards before decreasing for the last standard. We hypothesize
that the participants rely more on the length of dashes to distinguish
individual lines and only start to use the gaps as indicators for the
levels when the dashes are considerably longer than the gaps. Based
on our results, we cannot exactly tell at which dash length this change
in perception happens, and our linear interpolation between these two
points is probably only a very rough approximation of the true values.
In future work, the JND between dash lengths of 26.7 px, and 40 px
could be examined more closely. We used a linear model to derive
the levels for the dashingsync line attribute (see Figure 7b). The results
for luminance (Figure 7c) can neither be described accurately using
Weber’s law nor by fitting a linear model with a non-zero offset. Other
research also shows that a linear model is only a good approximation for
high intensities [44]. Therefore, we chose piecewise linear interpolation
between the JND. In Figure 7d, a linear model describes the wave data
well and was, thus, used to determine the levels. Except for the first
standard, the JND for width (Figure 7e) seem to follow Weber’s law,
with a Weber fraction of 0.11, 95% CI [0.10, 0.13]. Between the first
and the second standard, the JND stays approximately constant (0.7px).
Thus, we determined the levels for the width variable by using constant
increments of 0.7px up to the width of 7px. Afterwards, the Weber
fraction was used to derive the levels. Table 4 shows the resulting level
recommendations for all line attributes.

6 RANKING

In our last perceptual evaluation, we verified the derived levels. We
implemented an online study consisting of a ranking task for each line
attribute evaluated in the JND study. The participants were instructed
not to use mobile devices to ensure comparable conditions.

6.1 Experimental Setup

The study was conducted online. In the ranking tasks, the participants
had to order the recommended levels of the respective line types per
drag-and-drop. To prevent confusion, we specified the correct order
twice: In the textual description of the task and secondly, the first and
last lines were fixed in place. For the width line attribute, for example,
they were asked to “arrange the lines by ascending width”. Additionally,
we specified that the first and the last line are fixed in place and that
the thinnest line is on top, the widest at the bottom. An example
of one of the tasks is shown in Figure 8. The participation time was
approximately 10 minutes. We recruited 54 participants. The minimum
participation age was again 18 years. There were no other exclusion
criteria. The considered participants’ ages ranged from 18 to 57 years,
with a median age of 23.5 years. One participant reported a color
vision deficiency, but our study did not use colors. Apart from this,
all participants reported having normal or corrected to normal vision.
Sixteen participants were experienced in the field of visualization. Their
experience ranged from one to 30 years, with a median of 1.5 years.

6.2 Stimuli

Again, the stimuli were created as SVG on-the-fly. The lines had a
width of two pixels, except for the line type width. We randomized the
initial order, the length of the lines, and the order of the line types to
prevent learning effects. Besides, we used rounded caps and varied the
line length to prevent comparisons based only on the edges. The line
attribute levels were derived in Section 5 and can be found in Table 4.

6.3 Analysis

We used Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient ρ to compare the
participants’ ratings to the ground truth. It evaluates the strength of
the monotonic relationship between two ordinal variables and can
therefore be used to determine the correlation or agreement between
two ratings. ρ ranges from -1 to 1 from strong negative correlations to
strong positive correlations [10].
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Table 4: Perceptually distinct line attribute levels as derived from the results of the JND study.

Line Attribute Levels

Luminance [%] 0 16 31 44 54 62 68 74 80 86 91
Dashingasync [px] 0 3.5 7.1 10.9 14.8 18.9 23.2 27.7 31.9 34.9 37.1 38.7 39.8
Dashingsync [px] 0 1.5 3.2 5.2 7.5 10.1 13.1 16.6 20.6 25.2 30.5 36.6 43.6
Waves [px] 0 0.4 0.8 1.3 1.9 2.6 3.4 4.4 5.5 6.8 8.3 10.1 12.2 14.7

Width [px] 0.7 1.4 2.1 2.8 3.5 4.2 4.9 5.6 6.3 7 7.8 8.7 9.7 10.8
12 13.3 14.8 16.4 18.2 20.2 22.4 24.9 27.6

0 px
18.9 px

31.9 px
27.7 px

23.2 px
3.5 px

37.1 px

10.9 px
14.8 px

34.9 px
38.7 px

39.8 px
7.1 px

(a) Unsorted

0 px
3.5 px

7.1 px
10.9 px
14.8 px

18.9 px
23.2 px

27.7 px
31.9 px

34.9 px
37.1 px

38.7 px
39.8 px

(b) Sorted

Fig. 8: Ranking task for the Dashingasync lines. The participants saw the unsorted lines (left side) and were instructed to sort them using
drag-and-drop (right side). Here, the size of the gap length is given next to the corresponding lines for reference. These annotations were not
present during the study. In addition to describing the directionality of the sorting in the task description, the first and last line were fixed, to the
smallest and largest level, respectively. The images have been scaled down.

If our predicted levels from the JND study are sensible, we expect to
find coefficients close to 1 during this study. We excluded the results
of two participants from the study because it is very probable that
they either did not understand the task correctly or did not try to solve
it. They answered very fast—under two seconds in some cases—and
their rankings were consistently very far from the ground truth and the
answers of the other participants. Their Spearman coefficients were
smaller than 0.5 in all but one instance and even negative in one case.
In general, we found very high coefficients. For each line attribute but
width, more than 75% of the participants ordered every item correctly.
For the width attribute, only 42% achieved a perfect score. However,
this was to be expected as there were approximately two times as many
distinguishable levels predicted as for the other attributes. Even so,
many participants still achieved nearly perfect rankings with an average
of ρ = 0.997, 95% CI [0.996, 0.998]. Summary statistics for all line
attributes can be found in Table 5.

7 DISCRIMINABILITY RESULTS

Comparing the results of the individual line attributes is very difficult.
The suitability of a line attribute largely depends on the task at hand.
If there are many long, continuous lines in a visualization, dashing
might work very well, as it would be possible to utilize long dash
lengths. However, if the lines are relatively short, it is impossible to
faithfully depict dashed lines with long dashes and/or long gaps. This is
especially true for the dashingsync line. They require a lot of space when
the dashes get large because the gaps and dashes grow simultaneously,

Table 5: Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient for the level evalua-
tions with 95% confidence intervals of the mean computed with the
bootstrap percentile method.

Line attribute Minimum Mean 95% CI

Dashingasync 0.900 0.995 [0.990, 0.999]
Dashingsync 0.991 0.998 [0.998, 0.999]
Luminance 0.833 0.993 [0.984, 0.999]
Waves 0.979 0.999 [0.998, 1.000]
Width 0.983 0.997 [0.996, 0.998]

whereas the combined size of one dash and one gap stays the same
regardless of dash length for dashingasync lines. Nonetheless, we did
not find any major difference regarding discriminability for both styles
of dashing when using dashes up to approximately 40 px for our lines.
We found 13 perceptually distinct levels for both types of dashing. The
number of usable levels for the luminance attribute seems to be limited
to 11 when using white backgrounds, as we did. If the background has
other or varying colors, the number of usable levels is probably even
smaller. When using a wavy line attribute, the resulting lines need more
space perpendicular to the line direction. Our level recommendations
consider lines with a diameter of up to approx. 30 px. In this range,
we found 14 recommendable levels. For the line attribute width, we
also considered lines with a diameter of up to 30 px and found 23
distinguishable levels. While the lines are very thin, very small changes
in width can be detected reliably. This is considerably more than for
wavy lines, even though the diameter is the same. Line types with
more perceptually distinct levels can be used for tasks that need a more
fine-grained distinction between scalar values.

Of course, our concrete level recommendations can only be applied
directly in tasks similar to ours, where the line lengths are long enough,
there are no other visual distractions, and the lines are close to each
other. Additionally, while the lines were pseudo-randomly rotated
and only shown for 200 ms in the second study, this was not true for
the third study, making the task easier. However, we are confident
that our level recommendations are a good starting point for finding
suitable levels in specific visualization tasks. The more the concrete
visualization conditions differ from our "perfect" conditions, the fewer
levels should be used. Figure 9 shows the molecule from Task 5 of the
drawing study. This time, five levels of dashing were created based on
our level recommendations. We chose every third level to approximate
a perceptually uniform spacing.

8 DISCUSSION AND FUTURE WORK

The results of our drawing study indicate preferences for specific line
attributes for drawing uncertainty. The participants probably chose the
line attributes based on several criteria, such as intuitiveness and ease
of drawing. The most prevalent line attributes we found were dashing,
luminance, waves, and width. However, in the literature, there exist
other types of line attributes that are used for encoding uncertainty, most
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Fig. 9: Generating five levels of dashing using our dashingsync level
recommendations for the molecular task of study 1. Similar to Figure
2a, the colors encode the positional uncertainty of the molecule. The
line image has been scaled down by a factor of 2.

notably blur and sketchiness [4, 15, 16, 39, 40]. It would be incorrect
to assume that the line attributes we have investigated closely are the
only common line attributes. Our drawing study was specific to hand-
drawn lines and uncertainty visualization. For other types of data and
computer-generated lines, other line attributes might be more common.
In future work, additional line attributes found in other domains could
be explored further. Our work could be complemented by a literature-
driven approach to find line attributes that are common in visualization
research and practice. Additionally, a more extensive drawing study
could be conducted. The participants could be interviewed about their
motives for using specific line attributes for specific scenarios. To
more specifically evaluate line attributes for intuitiveness, the work
of Boukhelifa et al. [4] of presenting line drawings with blurred or
sketchy lines and asking about interpretations could be extended for
additional scenarios and other line attributes. Regarding our level
recommendations, it is important to acknowledge some limitations.
We calculated the Just Noticeable Difference (JND) at four reference
standards for each line attribute. However, the interpolations required to
derive the line recommendations may have limited accuracy in certain
cases. In future work, it would be valuable to conduct a more detailed
evaluation of specific regions of attribute intensity. Especially for
dashingasync, it is essential to closely examine the region around the
maximum to accurately identify the true maximum and provide precise
line level recommendations. Additionally, the proposed line levels
we found based on our study results might only hold under our test
conditions. In scenarios where direct comparisons between the lines
are not as easy, the differences between the levels need to be bigger.
However, we think that our recommended levels can be seen as a
baseline for ideal conditions; therefore, the calculated JND can be used
to derive levels suitable for specific circumstances with less favorable
conditions. We limited ourselves to the five most popular options,
but even for the styles we chose, there would be other possible line
attributes to vary. For waves, one could, for example, vary the frequency
instead of the amplitude, and—as our first study showed—there is an
abundance of other dashing varieties that we could not examine further.
Nevertheless, we are confident that our evaluated line attributes and
attribute levels provide a varied foundation for designing easily readable
line-based visualizations in many scenarios.

In contrast to prior work by Boukhelifa et al. [4], we found more
perceptually distinct levels. They reported finding three levels for
dashing and four for blur, luminance, and sketchiness. Our ranges
of possible values differ somewhat, but even if we restrict our ranges
to theirs, we find at least twice as many values. As they mentioned
in their paper, their selection is somewhat conservative and based on
the assumption that each level will be independently compared to the
min/max values. They used numeric estimation methods to compare
the perception of a line attribute and its physical value. Afterwards,
they manually selected levels and then determined if these levels are
perceptually distinct by doing ANOVA and cluster analysis. Our study
was specifically designed to calculate the JND, leading to our results
being more fine-grained than theirs.

Our findings are in line with evaluations by Sterzik et al. [39, 40],
focusing on line attributes for encoding uncertainty on molecular sur-
faces. Specifically, they discovered that encoding uncertainty as line
width facilitated an accurate perception of differences in uncertainty.
However, they observed slightly inferior but comparable results when
using luminance encoding. These findings suggest that, despite having
fewer distinguishable levels in our study, luminance could still be a
viable choice for specific scenarios. Furthermore, they found that dash-
ing exhibited lower discriminability compared to other investigated line
variables. Their study employed contour lines on molecular models,
which presented challenges such as discontinuous and short lines. This
stresses the importance of considering the specific application scenario
while choosing a line attribute for encoding information.

Future work should investigate the impact of background colors on
line attribute perception. We suspect that colored backgrounds consid-
erably influence the perception of line attributes, specifically luminance.
The line length could be another important factor for the perception of
line attributes—especially width—and dashing. We attempted to pro-
duce sensible results for a wide range of line lengths by randomizing the
line length; however, an investigation of the effect of the line length on
the perception of the other attributes would be an interesting direction
for future work. Furthermore, combinations of several line attributes
need to be examined more closely. This exploration can address ques-
tions regarding the extent to which combining line attributes improves
the ability to distinguish between different data values. Additionally, it
can explore the relative intuitiveness of different attribute combinations,
the perception of attribute combinations as separate channels, and the
identification of preferences for specific combinations for specific tasks.

9 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We conducted three studies on the perception of line attributes. We
tried to answer the question how do people draw lines that encode
uncertainty in our first study. We found dashing, luminance, waves,
and width to be the most prevalent line attributes for drawing uncer-
tainty. In the second part of our evaluations, we determined the JND
for the line attributes dashingsync, dashingasync, luminance, waves and
width. We had to limit the number of investigated line attributes to
make our experiments feasible. The line attributes were chosen based
on their prevalence in our first study. Using the calculated JND, we
derived level recommendations for all five line attributes. We confirmed
the chosen levels using drag-and-drop-style ranking tasks in an online
study. We found that most participants were able to clearly distinguish
the proposed attribute levels (see Table 5). For width, we found 23 dis-
tinguishable levels, which is considerably more than for the other line
attributes. Therefore, width would be a good choice if the visualization
has enough space to include wide lines. Alternatively, if the wide lines
occlude too much of the underlying visualization, wavy lines could
be used. We found 14 distinguishable levels for waves. Dashing was
a very popular choice among our drawing study participants. During
the JND study, we found 13 distinguishable levels for both dashing
types that we tested. It should only be used if the lines present in the
visualization are long and continuous. Otherwise, long dashes cannot
be displayed correctly. We found 11 levels for luminance and, therefore,
only recommend it if few levels need to be displayed. Our study results
provide practical guidance for researchers seeking appropriate line at-
tributes to encode information, particularly uncertainty information.
Drawing from the findings of our initial study, researchers can identify
commonly used line variables or explore less conventional but more
specific encodings, such as perpendicular lines for area representations.
By following our level recommendations, researchers can create vi-
sualizations that maintain consistent perceptual differences between
levels, enabling effective information communication. To conclude,
we are confident that our studies can provide a basis for more informed
information and particularly uncertainty encoding in line attributes.
We identified popular line attributes for encoding uncertainty and give
recommendations on the attribute levels that can be used to facilitate a
correct perception of differences.
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