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ABSTRACT
Shared gaze visualizations have been found to enhance collabora-
tion and communication outcomes in diverse HCI scenarios includ-
ing computer supported collaborative work and learning contexts.
Given the importance of gaze in surgery operations, especially
when a surgeon trainer and trainee need to coordinate their actions,
research on the use of gaze to facilitate intra-operative coordination
and instruction has been limited and shows mixed implications.
We performed a field observation of 8 surgeries and an interview
study with 14 surgeons to understand their visual needs during
operations, informing ways to leverage and augment gaze to en-
hance intra-operative coordination and instruction. We found that
trainees have varying needs in receiving visual guidance which
are often unfulfilled by the trainers’ instructions. It is critical for
surgeons to control the timing of the gaze-based visualizations and
effectively interpret gaze data. We suggest overlay technologies,
e.g., gaze-based summaries and depth sensing, to augment raw gaze
in support of surgical coordination and instruction.

CCS CONCEPTS
• Human-centered computing → Empirical studies in collab-
orative and social computing; •Applied computing→Health
informatics.
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1 INTRODUCTION
One’s gaze is a critical indicator of their visual attention [74], and
plays an important role in collaboration. Gaze awareness is critical
for the formation of joint visual attention (JVA), in which social part-
ners focus on a common reference and monitor each other’s gaze on
external objects, people, or events [61]. It has been demonstrated
that sharing gaze information facilitates, mediates, or regulates
interaction between people involved in cooperative work and other
forms of social activities. For example, sharing the collaborating
partners’ gaze enhances audio and text-based remote collaboration
[31, 34, 35, 62] as well as in-person collaboration [30, 53], visualizing
experts’ gaze on videos increases novices’ learning outcomes[38],
sharing teachers’ and students’ gaze with each other benefits re-
mote teaching and learning of physical tasks [57].

Visual attention and gaze are critical for surgeons to success-
fully perform surgeries, especially in procedures where residents
(trainees) collaborate with attending surgeons (trainers) in the op-
eration room 1 [24]. Such intraoperative procedures (the intraoper-
ative phase begins when the patient enters the operating room and
ends when the operation is complete) pose a unique context to study
the relationship between gaze and collaboration since the surgeons
have dual purposes. On the one hand, the attending-resident dyad
1https://www.aha.org/advocacy/teaching-hospitals
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needs to coordinate to ensure patient safety; on the other hand,
every procedure they perform together is a critical and precious
learning opportunity for residents to gain surgical skills [8]. Prior
work has demonstrated the importance of visual alignment for
intra-operative coordination. For example, 97% of surgical errors
in the most common laparoscopic operation (laparoscopic chole-
cystectomy, which is a minimally invasive surgical procedure to
remove a diseased gallbladder) resulted from visual misperceptions
[65]. Frequently used methods aimed at guiding visual attention
to a target, including physical hand gestures and verbal explana-
tions can easily be misinterpreted leading to increased risks to the
patient’s safety [40, 68]. 92% of the most senior residents report
deficits in preparation for independent practice [2]. New practices
and understanding are therefore needed to help attending-resident
dyads reach higher levels of visual alignment, and further help
surgeons achieve both their operation, and teaching and learning
goals.

Studies around the use and sharing of gaze in authentic opera-
tion room contexts are limited in contrast with other collaborative
contexts. A notable example of providing visual guidance to en-
hance intraoperative coordination and instruction was performed
in a simulated telementoring (i.e., when an expert guides a novice
medical provider remotely) setting, where attending surgeons used
telepointers (i.e., a cursor that marks a point on a screen display)
to guide residents remotely [55]. The study found that surgical
trainees have challenges taking up and acting upon the information
conveyed through telepointers, for reasons including trainees’ ten-
dency of relying on the telepointer instruction while ignoring other
sources of information and insufficiency of the information pro-
vided by the telepointer. Other studies have shown that when only
the trainers control the sharing of visual information, it impedes
the learning of trainees since they can only passively accept the
information instead of actively acquiring the knowledge [20, 70].
Such studies pointed out the challenges around sharing gaze and
other visual cues during intraoperative procedures to support both
operation, and teaching and learning at the same time.

In this work, we aim to address this important problem in health,
how might we help the attending-resident surgeon dyads to visu-
ally align at critical moments when coordination and joint focus
are needed to achieve their operation goals and optimize teaching
and learning opportunities during surgery? Inspired by the use of
gaze and visual guidance in CSCW and HCI literature, we aim to
understand how residents and attending surgeons leverage visual
information during an operation, and what visual information may
be desired by residents and attending surgeons to enhance commu-
nication and coordination. This study aims to offer insights into
how to provide visual and gaze-based support for surgeons to ef-
fectively coordinate, teach and learn in the operation room. To this
end, we perform an interview and observation study. Specifically,
we explore the following research questions:

• RQ1: What are the resident and attending surgeons’ visual
needs and challenges around teaching and learning during
laparoscopic surgery?

• RQ2: What challenges do resident and attending surgeons
face in coordinating and achieving visual alignment during
laparoscopic surgery?

• RQ3: How can we design practices to enhance the visual
alignment between resident and attending surgeons, thus
improving learning outcomes and ensuring patient safety?

The interview and observation study involving 14 surgeons and
eight authentic laparoscopic surgery cases show that resident sur-
geons’ learning needs during operations are often unfulfilled. Specif-
ically, junior residents need support identifying anatomical targets,
and surgical planes of dissection and locations. Middle-level and
senior residents want to operate as much as possible in a procedure.
Attending surgeons at the same time also experience challenges in
providing visual guidance to the residents. Residents see high utility
in viewing the attending surgeons’ gaze during critical portions of
the surgery, while do not want attending surgeons to assess their
competency based on gaze. Attending surgeons consider gaze to
be a useful tool for teaching, and consider surgical competency to
contain a lot more elements than visual alignment. Both residents
and attending surgeons strongly support the use of gaze data for
post-operative reflection and learning.

2 CONTEXT
This study focuses on one type of surgery, laparoscopic cholecys-
tectomy, which is commonly known as gallbladder removal surgery.
We will refer to the surgery as Lap Chole in the rest of the paper.
There are two reasons for situating our study in Lap Chole. First, it
is the most basic surgery that every surgical resident needs to learn
and master. Second, as a minimally invasive surgery, surgeons are
guided by a video feed typically shown on two screens, as shown in
Figure 1. On the one hand, the use of a screen makes the capturing
and sharing of gaze information more tractable. On the other hand,
visual alignment is in particular critical and challenging because
surgeons are using a 2D screen to guide their 3D actions.

3 RELATEDWORK
We first review prior literature on the use of gaze to support col-
laboration, the challenges on coordination and instruction in the
operation room, and techniques to offer visual guidance in laparo-
scopic surgeries.

3.1 Challenges on Coordination and Instruction
in the Operation Room

Current surgical training methods in the Operation Room (OR)
pose challenges for both attending and resident surgeons in coordi-
nation, communication, instruction and learning [5, 8, 18, 39]. For
example, attending surgeons reported challenges in clearly articu-
lating complex tacit skills and knowledge during a surgery, with
one study finding they often utilize vague directives like "do some of
this and some of that" when instructing residents [39]. Meanwhile,
resident surgeons, conscious of the power dynamic and high-stakes
environment in the OR, frequently struggle to voice concerns or
disagreements regarding surgical decisions, even when they may
have critical safety implications [5, 8, 15]. For laparoscopic surg-
eries, limited depth perception [9], the loss of spatial orientation
[33, 58, 69], and the need to interpret a 2D view of a 3D operative
field [45, 56] make these type of surgeries more difficult and can
increase the learning curve of inexperienced trainees [16]. As ex-
amples, surgical tools may rotate in different directions in reality
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versus on screen (camera view) [52, 69]. Surgeons’ vision is scaled
and bounded which poses challenges for trainees to relate what
they see to the anatomy [40]. New practices and understanding
are therefore needed to help attending-resident dyads reach higher
levels of visual alignment.

3.2 Sharing Gaze in CSCW and CSCL Contexts
Sharing gaze information has been found to facilitate collabora-
tion, communication, and instruction across diverse Computer Sup-
ported Collaborative Work (CSCW) and Computer Supported Col-
laborative Learning (CSCL) contexts. Numerous studies have shown
that visualizing gaze behaviors to collaborators helps them quickly
understand each other’s shared interests and leads to enhanced
communication and collaboration outcomes. For example, Jing et
al. [31] showed that in a remote collaboration involving a physical
task, gaze visualizations amplified meaningful joint attention, and
lowered collaborators’ cognitive load while improving mutual un-
derstanding. Kütt et al. showed that sharing the collaborators’ gaze
helped people talk more about the shared content in both text-based
and audio-based remote collaboration [34]. Lankes and Gomez [35]
explored methods to visualize gaze cues in collaborative gaming
environments, providing gaze cues through different shapes, e.g.,
spheres, lights, etc.

Studies have shown the benefit of using gaze in teaching and
learning scenarios as well. For example, visualizing experts’ gaze
to novices increases novices’ learning outcomes across various do-
mains including programming [63], academic paper reading [73],
and video-based learning[38]. Sharing teachers’ and students’ gaze
with each other benefits remote teaching and learning of physical
tasks [57]. Schneider and Pea showed that real-time mutual gaze
perception enhances collaborative learning outcomes and collabo-
ration quality [53].

What makes intraoperative procedures unique is that surgeons
have dual purposes. On the one hand, the attending-resident dyad
needs to coordinate to ensure patient safety during complex proce-
dures that require high levels of visuospatial cognition and technical
skill. On the other hand, every procedure they perform together is
a critical and precious learning opportunity for residents to gain
the advanced surgical skills and tacit knowledge that come from
direct experience in the OR under expert supervision [8]. Balancing
these dual goals of safe operative outcomes and effective on-the-job
training places unique demands on the attending-resident team
[23]. In this work, we study surgeons’ needs and challenges during
surgery procedures with the goal of providing gaze-based support
to enhance intraoperative coordination and instruction at the same
time.

3.3 Visual Guidance in Laparoscopic Surgeries
Given the importance of visual attention in laparoscopic surgeries,
there has been significant interest in both the HCI and surgical
education communities to explore gaze-based guidance and training
techniques. Prior work can be summarized into three threads. First,
enabling attending surgeons to use telepointers to provide real-time
instruction; second, analyzing novice and expert surgeons’ gaze
behaviors posthoc and giving people feedback; third, simulation and

virtual reality-based training systems that show trainees annotated
content.

First, researchers have had success using experts’ gaze-overlay to
improve trainees’ performance in simulated settings [4, 13, 22, 48].
However, recent studies also revealed drawbacks of offering single-
user gaze information in simulated telementoring settings. Semsar
et al. [55] found that surgical trainees have challenges taking up
and acting upon the information conveyed through telepointers, for
reasons including trainees’ tendency of relying on the telepointer
instruction while ignoring other sources of information and in-
sufficiency of the information provided by the telepointer. Other
studies have shown that in surgical contexts when only the trainers
control the sharing of visual information, it impedes the learning
of trainees since they can only passively accept the information
instead of actively acquiring the knowledge [20, 70].

Second, prior work has shown success in differentiating the gaze
patterns between surgical experts and novices [3, 4, 13]. For exam-
ple, expert surgeons demonstrated substantially greater fixation of
relevant anatomic targets in laparoscopic procedures [67], which
is associated with higher technical proficiency [19]. Richstone et
al. [49] were able to reliably differentiate inexperienced and expert
surgeons with classifiers built on eye-tracking data.

Third, surgical training systems are developed through mostly
simulated environments, which enable surgeons to provide visual
overlays beyond gaze. For example, experts can provide instruction
through 3D annotations [66] and display 3D model overlays in-
game and Virtual Reality (VR) environments [14, 32, 36, 43, 72].

As a summary, attending and resident surgeons face signif-
icant challenges in intraoperative coordination and instruction.
Many such challenges result from visual misperception and mis-
communication. Gaze-based visualizations have been found across
diverse CSCW and CSCL contexts to enhance communication and
collaboration outcomes. However, prior studies on providing visual
guidance in surgeries pointed out that trainees found the infor-
mation conveyed through telepointers to be insufficient and that
existing telepointers and gaze-based techniques caused trainees to
passively accept the information provided to them instead of ac-
tively acquiring the knowledge and skills. They want to understand
the instructor’s decision-making process and the rationale behind
each step. Visual cues alone fail to provide this. To support intra-
operative coordination and instruction, it is imperative to develop
a better understanding of surgeons’ visual challenges and needs
during the procedure.

4 METHOD
To address our research questions, we performed an interview
study, followed by an observation study with authentic Lap Chole
surgeries in the OR. The study aims to serve two goals, 1) validating
and probing into surgeons’ needs on receiving visual support, 2)
understanding how to provide visual support to surgeons, e.g.,
through offering shared gaze visualizations, which has been found
to be effective in other collaboration contexts.

4.1 Participant Recruitment
We carried out this IRB-approved research at a university teaching
hospital with a large surgical volume in the United States. Since
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surgeons are often on shifts and have busy schedules, especially
during COVID, it was very challenging to recruit surgeon partici-
pants. We sent recruitment advertisements to resident surgeons’
mailing lists and recruited through our network. Fourteen surgeons
participated in our study, with seven attending surgeons (Table 2)
and seven resident surgeons (Table 1). PGY stands for postgraduate
year. Surgical residencies can last from three to seven years in the
US.

ID Gender Age Training Level
R1 Male 21-30 years old PGY2
R2 Male 21-30 years old PGY4
R3 Female 21-30 years old PGY4
R4 Male 31-40 years old PGY7
R5 Male 21-30 years old PGY2
R6 Female 21-30 years old PGY3
R7 Male 21-30 years old PGY3

Table 1: Demographic Information of the residents that par-
ticipated in the interview study.

ID Gender Age Years of Attending
A1 Female 41-50 years old 9
A2 Male 41-50 years old 10
A3 Male 41-50 years old 6
A4 Female 41-50 years old 15
A5 Male 41-50 years old 10
A6 Female 31-40 years old 5
A7 Male 51-60 years old 15

Table 2: Demographic Information of the attending surgeons
that participated in the interview study. The attending sur-
geons have a minimum of 5 years of experience with mentor-
ing surgical trainees and extensive experience performing
Lap Chole procedures.

4.2 Interview Procedure
The 1:1 semi-structured interviews, conducted either with the resi-
dent or attending surgeon individually, lasted about one hour on
Zoom and consisted of two main portions focusing on: 1) under-
standing surgeons’ challenges around perceiving visual information
during the surgeries in order to meet their instruction and opera-
tion goals. 2) probing into participants’ attitudes towards capturing,
sharing and interpreting eye gaze during surgeries. For the first
portion, participants were asked to recall their most recent experi-
ence of a Lap Chole surgery, and share the visual cues they relied
on for teaching/learning, problem-solving, and communication.
The interview questions were the same for attending and resident
surgeons with the particular questions tailored to the individual
participant based on their role. For example, we asked attending
surgeons to share how they gave residents instructions, “What kind
of visual information (landmarks), if any, do you use to give residents
instructions?” We also asked residents how they received instruc-
tions, “What kind of visual information (landmarks), if any, does

the attending surgeon use to give you instruction?” The full list of
interview questions are included in the supplementary materials.

In the second part, participants were shown a demo video where
attending and resident surgeons were both wearing eye-tracking
glasses and their eye gaze was captured throughout the surgery.
We used this as a design probe to investigate participants’ thoughts
around capturing, sharing and interpreting eye gaze during surg-
eries, in particular how they may envision using this information
to support operation goals and learning goals, and what are the
perceived risks with this approach.

4.3 Observation Procedure
Following the interview study, we performed an IRB-approved
follow-up observation of eight Lap Chole surgeries in the operation
room. The goal of this observation study was to further understand
the ways surgeons used visual information and the challenges they
faced in communicating visual information during surgeries. In or-
der to observe procedures in the operation room, we first obtained
consent from the responsible attending surgeon on the days of the
procedure. Three attending surgeons, two of whom participated in
the interview study, allowed us into their operation room. We ob-
served eight procedures in total involving three attending surgeons
and five residents. Two of the residents were also participants of
the interview study. On the day of the operation, both attending
and resident surgeons wore eye-tracking glasses, i.e. Tobii Pro Eye
Glasses 2 [59] with audio recording capabilities, to record their
eye movements and the conversations between them. Using eye-
tracking glasses in the observations serves two goals. First, it allows
us to record multi-modal data, including camera views from the
eye-trackers, and the conversations between the surgeons. This
is critical for interpreting the observation data since with audio
data alone, it is insufficient for the researchers to fully understand
the context. Second, it serves as an internal feasibility check of col-
lecting eye gaze data while surgeons are performing the operation.
One of the lead authors was present in the operation through all
eight surgeries. In the operation room, the attending and resident
surgeons usually stand on opposite sides of the patient and use
two different monitors as shown in Figure 1, the content displayed
on the two screens is the same. Figure 1 is a photo taken by the
research team in one of the eight surgeries we observed.

4.4 Data Analysis
The interview recordings were first transcribed. We then conducted
a thematic analysis [10, 11] using ATLAS.ti 2. We took an inductive
approach to construct themes in the data and focused on providing
a rich thematic description of the dataset. Two authors first famil-
iarized themselves with the data by reading through all transcripts
and noting down initial ideas. They then generated initial codes
inductively on two transcripts independently. The two authors met
and went over each of their comments to discuss their interpreta-
tion. This process helped the lead author to familiarize with the
data and triangulate their understanding of the data with another
researcher. The lead author further continued generating initial
codes for all of the transcripts through an interactive process, col-
lating data relevant to each code. Themes were then constructed
2https://atlasti.com
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Figure 1: A photo taken by the research team in one of the
8 surgeries we observed, which showed the data collection
setup in the observations. Both attending and resident sur-
geons wore eye-tracking glasses, Tobii Pro Eye Glasses 2
with audio recording capabilities. Using eye-tracking glasses
in the observations serves two goals. First, it allows us to
record multi-modal data, including camera views from the
eye-trackers, and the conversations between the surgeons.
This is critical for interpreting the observation data since
with audio data alone, it is insufficient for the researchers to
fully understand the context. Second, it serves as an internal
feasibility check of collecting eye gaze data while surgeons
are performing the operation. One of the lead authors was
present in the operation through all 8 surgeries.

through an iterative process of reviewing and refining the codes to
reflect broader patterns of meaning and relevant data were gathered
under each theme. This involved revisiting the data multiple times,
refining the themes to ensure they were coherent, and checking
that they were well-supported by the data. The whole research team
held weekly meetings to go over the codes and themes, ensuring
that the finalized themes capture the key ideas in the dataset.

The two authors who did the initial coding performed the in-
terviews and had contextual knowledge about the interviews. The
two authors were also skilled in qualitative analysis. One of them
had expert knowledge whereas the other had passing knowledge
in surgery operations. Both authors had access to expert surgeons
on the research team. We had monthly meetings with the surgeons
to share progress and address questions.

We analyzed the observation data to triangulate the findings
from the interview [60].The video and audio recordings of the surg-
eries were collected through the Tobii eye trackers the surgeons’
wore during the operations. We used an AI transcription tool Ot-
ter.ai 3 to generate an initial draft of the transcript based on the
audio recordings, and the AI mistakes were further corrected by
the authors. We coded the transcripts while replaying the recorded
video. We used a similar thematic analysis approach [10, 11] to
analyze the observation data. One author first familiarized herself
with the observation data by reading through all the transcripts.
She then did initial coding of all the transcripts through an itera-
tive process. Since the observations are quite long, she particularly
looked for moments when the residents demonstrated difficulties in
3https://otter.ai/

understanding the instructions or finishing the procedure, and the
moments involving any visual information. Then, the lead author
constructed initial themes by examining the initial codes and col-
lating relevant data. The themes were further developed through
iterative analysis of the coded data and the observation dataset.
The themes from the observation data were then merged with the
themes generated from the interview data. Finally, we grouped
all the themes into three higher-level themes: “residents’ learning
challenges that are not fulfilled by attending surgeons’ instruction”,
“visual cues used in surgery and the perceived visual challenges”,
“potential utility and barriers of using Joint Visual Attention in
surgical training”.

5 FINDINGS
Overall, compared to general CSCW, our findings show that surgical
gaze sharing must consider residents’ skill level, power imbalances,
dual goals of efficiency and training, and patient safety risks [23].
The surgical education context requires tailored approaches to
realize the benefits.

5.1 Residents’ challenges on receiving and
presenting visual information during
operation and their needs for support

An important theme emerging from the data is around residents’
learning experiences during the procedure. Residents shared frus-
trated moments where their learning needs were not fulfilled by the
attending surgeons’ instructions. Notably, residents cited different
learning needs at different stages in their training, implying that a
"one-size-fits-all" instructional approach may not apply.

5.1.1 Junior residents need support identifying anatomical targets,
planes and locations in a 3D space. Most of the interviewed ju-
nior residents shared that they encountered challenges mapping
anatomic planes i.e., an imaginary flat surface that is used to define a
particular area of anatomy, or structures from textbooks, including
blood vessels and organs, to the structures in a real human body in
the operation room. R3 said, "For a first-year resident, their learning
goal might be that they are able to successfully identify the planes
because it is different from what you were looking at the textbook
before, there’s like several different layers when you see inside the
body." Residents commented that the attending surgeons’ verbal
instructions could be vague and insufficient. R7 noted: "I definitely
remember times when an attending will be explaining something,
and the way they were explaining it just was not helpful. And I think
the area where I struggled the most was achieving the appropriate
plane between the gallbladder and liver. And I think that’s more of
an error of like visual familiarity and visually identifying something
that hasn’t been verbally taught well by the attending." Residents
further explained that the attending surgeons’ explanations were
in particular insufficient when they needed to identify angles and
directions. R2 said, "The surgeon might just say he is taking stuff
over there. And I don’t think that’s very helpful for me because I did
not know what they were talking about." Residents mentioned that
the visual misconceptions could be subtle while leading to serious
consequences. R3 said, “Sometimes I thought I saw that but what I
actually saw was to go more to the left instead of there. So it’s often a
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more minor miscommunication, just a couple of centimeters. But it
may lead to a huge error.”

Echoing residents’ experiences, in the observations, we found it
common for attending surgeons to verbally describe spatial posi-
tions or refer to anatomical targets verbally, lacking precision and
clarity. For example in O1, the attending surgeon was explaining
"So I would say to clear this off, I’m gonna zip it off the hepatic class a
little bit and then clean it up." Another example in O6 with frequent
use of words to describe orientation, “ Okay, now you’re going to
just open up some of that on the left side of the duct. Don’t touch the
deck to the left, all the way over here. It’s higher now. A little bit down.
Right there.."

5.1.2 Junior residents can’t perceive the same visual information on
the screen as attending surgeons in order to make procedural deci-
sions. One of the most important skills residents are developing in
the operation room is decision making. Surgeons need to review
the patient’s anatomy and the current progress in order to make
plans for the next steps. Junior residents shared that it was challeng-
ing for them to perceive the same visual information as attending
surgeons, making it difficult for them to know what was the basis
of the decisions made by the attending surgeons. This happens
more frequently with junior residents when they observe attending
surgeons operate. R5 said, "If you’ve only watched someone do the
operation, he saw the struggle view [i.e., a challenging moment in the
surgery] but he may forget to show it verbally and describe why what
they’re doing is very challenging. Then you may still don’t know how
to do it in the next week." R4 also described a similar situation where
it was hard for them to effectively acquire knowledge since they
missed the bigger picture, "Sometimes you’ll see something that just
looks challenging, sounds challenging, and you’ve never done quite
like that before. So it is challenging to define a proper learning goal.”

5.1.3 Middle-level and Senior Residents want to operate as much
as possible and do not want the attending surgeons to take over.
Middle-level and senior residents shared that they wished to per-
form critical portions of the operation independently and safely.
From the attending surgeon’s perspective, they will continually
monitor the resident’s ability to perform the procedure and will
take over the procedure when they think it is unsafe. R2 said "To
try and get more autonomy from the attending requires you to really
know the step that you’re on and multiple steps moving forward.
Otherwise, they’re going to take over from you. And there’s a worry
that they’ll just keep going and you won’t get to practice your part of
the surgery."

Residents shared their strong desires to do as much of the oper-
ation as possible and that take-overs by attending surgeons were
viewed by them as "failures". R4 said, “My goal is to do all of it. So do
the entire procedure with guidance from the attending.” R5 provided
an example, "I can remember one time very distinctly where attend-
ing became quite frustrated with me because he handed me a sort of
instrument that I never used before. I began to use it in a certain way.
I remember the first thing he said was ’no, you’re missing’. And then
I kept trying. And he said, ‘did you really have the ability to move
things in space?’. And he eventually took it from me." Such take-overs
place heavy pressure on the residents and may lead to emotional
breakdowns. R6 said, "Sometimes when you get a surgery taken away

from you, as a resident, it feels like you’ve messed up or you felt like
something went wrong, you’re not good enough."

Residents also explained surgical cases where they did not want
to ask questions that they thought would undermine the trust
between themselves and the attending surgeon. This is not ideal
and may lead to errors. R2 said, "I think a lot of the time, if I’m not a
hundred percent sure what somebody is asking me to look at, I just
grabbed the thing that I think they’re talking about or, or point to it
and then ask if it is what they’re talking about. And I think that slows
down the case. And you are not building trust because you’re always
asking questions."

5.1.4 Senior residents want ways to express themselves. Junior and
middle-level residents are mainly receiving instructions during the
procedure. However, senior residents are often given the autonomy
to decide on the specific strategy to be used. Senior residents shared
cases where they disagreed with the attending surgeon on how to
perform a step. As shown in O5, the attending surgeon asked the
resident to explain a step they were doing, "You’re gonna put in your
lateral port? So I don’t know why you want to do that. Is it because
he has pancreatic tissue?"

In addition, senior residents have a desire to develop mentoring
skills. In one of the cases we observed, the senior resident was
operating, the attending surgeon was monitoring the progress, and
a junior resident was in the room observing. In this case, the senior
resident was learning how the attending surgeon explained things
to the junior resident, e.g., A5 "The reason why it’s important is
you can even see there’s a bile duct. So this is a risk." Senior resi-
dents mentioned that they wanted to have opportunities to practice
mentoring skills in the operation room.

5.1.5 Residents desire more feedback on their performance. Resi-
dents of all stages shared the desire to receive continuous feedback
on their performance during critical portions of the operation, but
this need is often not met. It can be difficult for attending surgeons
to narrate each step and appraise the residents for every correct
manipulation. Some residents shared that it could be helpful for the
attending surgeons to give them summarized feedback after each
step in the procedure. As R7 said, "I think it could be potentially
helpful to have like just a sort of subjective grade by the attending for
different certain types of steps, like are we taking too much tissue or
too little tissue? Or is the needle oriented? How many times do you
accidentally drop them?"

5.2 Attending surgeons’ challenges on providing
visual guidance and their needs for support

5.2.1 Attending surgeons find it difficult to know whether the resi-
dent is looking at the right place. Most interviewed attending sur-
geons shared that guiding trainees’ visual attention to a specific
target was a major focus and challenge in laparoscopic training.
Many attending surgeons shared similar sentiment that, "It’s hard
to know if the resident is looking at the right place." In the operation
room, as shown in Figure 1, the two surgeons stand on different
sides of the patient’s bed and view two separate screens. This setup
further contributed to the difficulty in achieving visual alignment.
For example, A3 said:"Sometimes instead of focusing on my screen,
I turn around and focus on their screen to see whether what they’re
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seeing and what I’m seeing is the same." Surgeons further described
scenarios that led to visual misperceptions due to this setup. As
A3 said, "Let’s say there are three bleeders. But the first one is more
prominent on their screen. It does happen just because of the way
the intensity angles are, and there could be visual disagreement on
the information that’s being conveyed." A6 said, "If you just say left,
they’re moving to the other side. So we need to make it very clear. I
will say it’s screen left, not patient left."

5.2.2 Attending surgeons find it hard to verbally communicate where
the residents should be looking at. Attending surgeons are limited
in their hand movements and other visual references to help their
verbal explanations in surgery, especially when they work with
junior residents during which the attending surgeons operate a
majority of the procedure. A1 mentioned: "I don’t have a way or
an extra hand to point on the screen to show them." They feel that
communicating the visual information verbally itself is really diffi-
cult due to the different mental models and different experiences
between the attending and residents, as A2 said, "Some things are
really challenging to communicate because they are just experiential.
And you either see it or you don’t. No matter what has been explained,
there is like, if you haven’t experienced it, or seen it, it becomes very
hard to do it."

5.3 Attending and resident surgeons’ attitudes
towards capturing, sharing and interpreting
gaze during operations.

5.3.1 Residents see the high utility in viewing the attending surgeons’
gaze during critical portions of the surgery. Residents reported that
watching attending surgeons’ in-the-moment gaze behavior could
help them better understand why, when, how, and where to focus
their attention. They thought real-time gaze could be especially
helpful when they needed to locate a position. R3 said, "Sometimes
there is very subtle differences in the position that may be desired. So
I would imagine perhaps seeing exactly where they’re looking and
where they want you to make the nice incision. So maybe there could
be some assistance, like, okay, you’re looking here, and pressure at
here." Residents also commented that seeing the attending surgeon’s
gaze may give them confidence and reduce stress.

5.3.2 Attending surgeons consider gaze a useful tool to teach. The
attending surgeons liked to be able to use gaze to instruct, similar
to using telepointers. A2 said,"I describe things like, something has
to be on stretch, but it can’t be stretched to the point where it’s going
to break and it can’t be too loose. And this is super hard to describe.
Using attention as a visual cue can help." The attending surgeons also
commented that visualizing the residents’ gaze could help them
assess residents’ performance and avoid safety issues. As A5 said,
"I want to know his attention during the moment when he has to
be absolutely in tandem with what I’m suggesting. It’s in clipping
and dividing those two structures, the cystic artery and the cystic
duct. If he goes lateral, or if he is in the wrong plane, he can injure
the duct. And then we’ll be in trouble. I want to know their vision
exactly." Knowing the residents’ visual attention may also free up
the attending surgeons’ cognitive capacity so that they can focus
more on driving the operation safely and providing instruction to
the residents. As A6 said, “ If I know someone’s seeing something

the way that I’m seeing it, then I’m more focused on what they’re
doing. I can focus more technically, then, competency-wise, you know.
Without the gaze data, I always in the back of my mind, I’m like, are
we definitely looking at them? But with this, I can think more about
whether is this the right thing. ”

5.3.3 Both residents and attending surgeons expressed concerns
about using gaze to assess resident’s competency. Both residents and
attending surgeons shared concerns about using the gaze alignment
between themselves as an indicator of the residents’ competency.
First, the procedure can be long and there are many non-operational
actions such as role-switching and interpersonal communication,
attending and resident surgeons are not required to visually con-
verge at all times. R4 said, "I think you can focus the analysis on the
critical portions of the surgery, it’s in general where the attending
pays the most attention to during a procedure. And then looking at
the same thing at that time is a fair analysis." A5 said "So in essence,
how do visual connection and contact with a particular object suggest
entrustment? If both of us are looking at the same object, that means
there is a higher score for that entrustment? But sometimes he may
be doing something, but I’m actually not looking at that part to judge
a particular system with entrustment."

Second, surgical competency contains a lot more elements than
visual alignment. Most attending surgeons agreed that visual align-
ment can be limited in predicting technical skills, efficiency and
safety. A2 noted "if you’re both looking at the same thing, but I don’t
know that it’s a proxy of how well their hands are, just because they’re
looking at the right thing...e.g., whether their tissue handling is ap-
propriate, whether the utilization of the instrument is appropriate,
whether they know the actual steps of the operation. So there’s like a
fair number of other variables that can impact the treatment." Attend-
ing surgeons instead proposed to use gaze alignment as an alert for
the surgeons to reflect on their cognitive alignment beyond gaze.
A6 said, "Now as a human mentor, if you notice somebody does it
three or four times, you kind of view that’s the signal to you. And
then gaze alignment becomes an extra element in the operation. For
example, maybe when the resident is struggling, the mismatch of gaze
could be an extra indicator to tell you that.”

Third, residents are concerned about false alerts that may lead to
their operation opportunity being taken away unnecessarily. Alter-
natively, residents recommended using gaze alignment to indicate
the attending surgeons’ communication efficacy. For example, R5
said, "That’s why it can be helpful to the communicator as a tool to
say, Hey look, your communication, you got as a minus because you
did it pretty well. But miss this, or you got a D minus, because you
told them to go look this way and they kept looking over here."

5.4 Both attending and resident surgeons
expressed strong support to use gaze
information post an operation for reflection
and learning

There was a clear sense among the attending surgeons that the gaze
behaviors of the residents and the contrast of gaze between the dyad,
could help identify teachable moments after the operation is over.
Attending surgeons considered this could increase the efficiency
on offering feedback during the debrief of a procedure. A5 noted
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“there’s a way to provide that data back and say hey, at minute 10
it was off, at minute 14 and it was off at minute 22 it was off and
then focus on those moments where it was different and then start the
conversation with coaching and provide feedback on those moments."
Attending surgeons expressed interest to review and interpret gaze
data if such data can be structured and visualized for them. A4 said
they would look for data anomalies, e.g., "If here’s a snippet of 30
seconds where you were the most discordant. And we can look at it.
That’s useful, like, Okay, why were we discordant there?" Residents
shared similar desire to review gaze alignment with the attending
surgeon afterwards. For example, R5 said "And then in the debrief
afterwards, when you see this scenario, you should think about this.
you know, the anatomy can look this particular way and here’s the
way you want to approach it." Similarly, R4 said "But I could see
there’s some value in it being like debrief tool after the fact where you
can say, Oh, I was looking over at this particular structure while you
were looking here."

Attending surgeons shared that they could review the videos and
gaze distance between the dyad to understand when they presented
information effectively. They can thus work on improving their
communication and teaching strategies. As A6 noted "What kind of
cues make the resident’s eyes go from right field to where I [attend-
ing] want them to look...There are clear implications in relation to
communication and cognitive load, specifically in the operating room.
This is in face using technology to evaluate how we communicate in
the operating room."

6 DISCUSSION AND DESIGN IMPLICATIONS
This research explores the challenges and potential of gaze shar-
ing in the unique context of surgical training, contributing new
insights to the broader HCI and CSCW discourse on the use of
gaze in high-stakes collaborative settings. Our study highlights the
evolving learning needs of surgical residents at different stages of
training and the limitations of current instructional approaches in
fulfilling these needs. Surgeons recognized the value of gaze data
in enhancing learning and communication during surgical training.
However, surgeons also expressed concerns about gaze data misin-
terpretation and the need for control over its visualization to avoid
distraction. Our findings underscore the complexity and distinctive
aspects of integrating CSCW and CSCL strategies into surgical con-
texts. Among these are facilitating resident development of their
professional vision, navigating power differentials, balancing effi-
ciency and training, and ensuring patient safety. This study also
provides design implications associated with sharing gaze data in
a technically advanced and constrained setting. While this study
made valuable contributions, there are limitations to acknowledge.
First, we performed observations of only eight surgeries, a rela-
tively small sample. Second, the observations were situated within
a specific cultural context of a large US teaching hospital, constrain-
ing potential generlizability of the findings to other (international
and/or low resource) training environments which may involve
different OR team dynamics, norms, and educational approaches.

6.1 Contextual visual guidance and feedback is
needed in intraoperative coordination and
instruction

Our study suggested that both attending and resident surgeons
experienced substantial visual challenges during operations. The
challenges are exacerbated by the fact that surgeons have both
operational and educational goals. As examples, junior residents
cannot perceive the same visual information on the screen as at-
tending surgeons, which suggests that simply guiding residents’
attention to a particular scene is not sufficient for learning. More
contextual information needs to be provided for residents to fully
understand what visual cues the attending surgeon is leveraging to
make operational decisions. Moreover, it is evident from the inter-
views and observations that the attending surgeon’s instruction and
feedback provision could be enhanced by richer visual information.
Residents cite a lack of feedback mechanisms for them to effec-
tively learn and gain independence. For example, junior residents
may want more feedback on their performance, whereas senior
residents may want more feedback and channels to elicit feedback
from attending surgeons in order to independently operate. From
the attending surgeons’ perspective, they also experience difficulty
verbally communicating where the residents should be looking at
and "assessing" the residents’ state of mind in order to give them
feedback. Our study provides rich data on the scenarios where
attending and resident surgeons cannot achieve their operation,
teaching and learning goals when visual information, including sur-
geons’ attention information is lacking. Our study provides strong
motivation for designs where residents can receive more visual
feedback from the attending surgeons and have channels to elicit
feedback from the attending surgeons, and where the attending
surgeons have effective methods to guide residents’ attention, and
provide instruction and feedback. The scenarios we present in this
paper align with prior work [20, 55, 70] in suggesting that telepoint-
ers are insufficient. On the one hand they are attending surgeon
focused and do not represent residents’ state of mind. On the other
hand, they do not contain sufficient information for residents to
learn. Our study further explores the design space of providing
shared gaze visualizations between the surgical dyad. We will dis-
cuss in the next section the design requirements derived from this
study.

6.2 Gaze data is viewed as an anchor for
attending and resident surgeons to analyze
the situations and identify opportunities for
instruction and remediation.

A unique property of gaze-sharing in surgery context is that there
is pronounced power difference between attending surgeons and
trainees [28, 29]. Junior residents in our study reported being reluc-
tant to ask clarification questions when instructions were unclear,
yet they needed precise spatial guidance from attending surgeons.
Senior residents wanted channels to suggest alternative surgical
approaches and techniques. These tensions align with literature em-
phasizing the need to open bi-directional communication channels
and increase transparency in high-power distance collaborations
[27]. Surgeons view the use of gaze as an anchor for them to provide
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further explanation and analysis of the situations and opportuni-
ties for remediation. Surgeons do not consider gaze alignment to
necessarily indicate competency but consider mismatches to be a
signal of risks. Gaze sharing could provide pathways for residents
to express needs and give attending surgeons insights into the
residents’ visual understanding. For example, detected gaze discrep-
ancies might cue attending surgeons that additional explanation is
required without requiring residents to explicitly request help. This
is consistent with prior work showing that giving instructions on
moving the cameras during surgery requires everyone to constantly
coordinate based on what is happening [42]. Additionally, our study
aligns with prior work in revealing that residents have a wide range
of expertise [12, 40], where attending surgeons’ instructions need
to adapt to residents’ prior knowledge in order to achieve opti-
mal teaching and learning outcomes. Residents’ gaze may provide
useful information for attending surgeons’ to assess their state of
mind and background knowledge, before offering more adaptive
guidance [12]. Our study presents unique attributes of gaze-sharing
in intraoperative contexts where there is power imbalance, the task
is highly visual and complex, and the participating partners have
dual purposes of achieving operation and educational goals.

6.3 Implications for designing gaze-based
technologies to enhance intraoperative
coordination and instruction

6.3.1 Intraoperative gaze-sharing should be on-demand. Prior work
on attention and distraction suggests user control can mitigate
effects on cognitive load [46]. Attending surgeons in our study
echoed this need to control gaze sharing to avoid excessive dis-
traction from their primary surgical tasks. Participants provided
suggestions aligned with prior literature, including on-demand gaze
sharing triggered by foot pedals or voice commands rather than
continuous display. A3 noted"... I think having it on all the time will
be too distracting honestly. Stressful to know that your resident is not
looking where you’re asking them. You could have it selectively on, but
interacting with technology while you’re in a sterile field is difficult."
A3 further illustrated what he meant by on-demand: "A foot pedal
would be nice. Like if I had a little foot pedal that I could like, tap
it whenever I want to see where they’re looking, might be useful."
Allowing attending and resident surgeons to initiate gaze sharing
when situations warrant mitigates the risks brought up in prior
literature that exclusive trainer-driven visual guidance can limit
trainee agency and autonomy [21]. Resident surgeons preferred
opportunities to interpret the meaning behind surgical moves and
strategies, not just passive observation. Enabling trainees to request
gaze sharing gives them more autonomy in leveraging this infor-
mation source when needed. Overall, these findings imply gaze
sharing systems should provide flexible user control over when
visualizations appear rather than constant display.

6.3.2 Gaze-based visualizations and AR overlays to enhance teaching
and feedback during operations. Besides simply overlaying the gaze
patterns, surgeons want to get more support on looking beyond the
"gaze alignment" data. Based on the scenarios we presented in this

paper, we make design recommendations of gaze-based visualiza-
tions and AR overlays that may facilitate intraoperative coordina-
tion and instruction. First, there are critical anatomical components
to the lap chole procedures, e.g., gallbladder, arteries, etc. Visualiz-
ing and tracking the region of the surgeons’ gaze might be more
productive than tracking the raw coordinates of the surgeons’ gaze.
Recent work on surgery scene segmentation techniques makes
this direction more tractable [64]. Second, our study revealed that
novice surgeons encountered difficulty in perceiving depth in 2D
images. Providing depth sensing scaffolds on surgical scenes could
be helpful, e.g., visualizing the size of the gaze point to help people
perceive spatial relationships. Third, we found that when attending
surgeons explained their decision making process, it often involved
the using of hand drawing in the air. Enabling surgeons to eas-
ily make visual annotations could support the instruction process.
Recent work on surgery scene segmentation techniques [64] may
enable surgeons’ to highlight anatomical structures in real time
during intraoperative instruction. Fourth, we found it common for
the attending surgeon to refer to a previous scene or a previous
step when explaining the current step. AR-techniques that explore
playbacks maybe desirable. Lastly, we consider it beneficial to study
the use of gaze-based analytics in surgical contexts. For example,
prior work has shown that the number of fixations per time inter-
val, the mean fixation duration, and the index of pupillary activity
are the three indicators correlated with the expertise level of the
surgeons [4, 26]. In addition, recent work by Abdou et al. [1] and
O’Dwyer et al. [44] summarized the commonly used gaze features
that are successful in predicting emotion, particularly gaze location,
gaze angle, pupil diameter, eye blink intensity, etc. Exploring visu-
alization techniques to summarize gaze information and visualize
them in real-time to facilitate instruction, reflection and feedback
may be a fruitful direction. Moreover, such gaze-based analytics
can be leveraged to generate safety alerts to surgeons when the
alignment between the attending and the resident surgeon is below
a threshold.

6.3.3 Tradeoffs emerge between uni- and bi-directional gaze sharing.
Aligningwith prior work [20, 55, 70], our study suggests that merely
allowing attending surgeons to use telepointers is insufficient for
intraoperative instruction and coordination. On the other hand, our
work also suggests tradeoffs between uni- and bi-directional gaze
sharing between the attending and resident surgeons. Both attent-
ing and resident surgeons responded positively to bi-directional
gaze sharing in enhancing transparency and supporting teaching
and learning. However, both attending and resident surgeons men-
tioned scenarios where bi-directional gaze sharing is undesirable.
For example, attending surgeons mentioned that for uncritical por-
tions of the surgery, bi-directional gaze sharing may be unproduc-
tive and distracting. Residents want bi-directional gaze access to
provide helpful grounding and context. Junior residents in particu-
lar reported this continuous awareness would aid their visuospatial
understanding and "professional vision" development [40, 41]. How-
ever, residents also do not want their gaze data to be used as the
only basis for assessment.
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6.4 Implications for designing technologies to
enhance postoperative learning and
reflection

Providing joint visual attention data post-operatively, especially
extracting data points where surgeons experience difficulty in align-
ing their visual attention, can provide significant insights during
post-operative debriefing for attending surgeons to give residents
feedback [39, 71]. As reported by our attending surgeon partici-
pants, evidence-based guidance to trainees is surprisingly limited,
despite the importance of timely feedback for trainees to learn. Both
resident and attending surgeons mentioned the need and desire to
combine eye-tracking data and OR video recordings for trainees
to reflect on their operational performance. To this end, future
research could combine OR video recordings and eye-gaze data
to help surgeons navigate a surgery recording [6] based on the
attending and resident surgeons’ misalignment. Moreover, recent
work has explored using surgery scene segmentation techniques
[64] to help surgeons semantically search critical scenes of surgery
recordings. Such techniques make it possible to embrace the idea
of "semantic gaze", where systems can infer the specific anatomical
structures surgeons are looking at based on their raw gaze position
on the screen. Future work may also explore the possibility of cre-
ating video-based tutorials with gaze overlays as training materials
for residents [25, 37].

6.5 Ethical considerations on using gaze data in
surgical training and collaboration

As with any technology, we must also consider the ethical implica-
tions of eye-tracking technology, especially in a high-stakes envi-
ronment such as the operating room [47]. There are many potential
risks associated with the use of eye-tracking data and gaze-based
analytics, including the potential for biased decision-making, the
loss of privacy, Hawthorne effects [54] (which refers to the phe-
nomenon that individuals modify an aspect of their behavior in
response to their awareness of being observed), and the potential
for misuse [7, 50]. It is important to consider these risks carefully
and to put in place measures to mitigate them. As mentioned by the
attending surgeons, gaze data could only indicate a small portion
of the resident’s surgical competency. It requires careful work to
examine what gaze alignment data can tell us and what could be
missing in such data. For example, one may correlate residents’ gaze
performance with validated surgery skill assessment scales (e.g.,
the OpTrust, SIMPL [17, 51]) to investigate whether gaze-based
metrics is a reliable assessment metric for some elements in one’s
surgical competency.

7 CONCLUSION
This studymakes two valuable contributions to the body of research
on leveraging eye-tracking and gaze data to enhance surgical train-
ing. First, through interviews with 14 surgeons and observations
of 8 authentic surgeries, this paper reveals key tensions around
spotlighting visual attention in an environment characterized by
varying trainee needs, power differentials, and dual priorities of
patient safety and instruction. Second, this study demonstrates the
potential benefits of capturing real-time gaze data from surgeons

in operation rooms and provides design implications guiding the
development of mixed-reality surgical environments to foster intra-
and postoperative teaching and learning. There is tremendous po-
tential for gaze-enhanced systems to facilitate resident "professional
vision" development, open bi-directional communication channels,
provide personalized support matched to skill level, and enable rich
team reflexivity opportunities. With careful design informed by our
study findings, sharing gaze data has promise for improving coor-
dination, enhancing safety, fostering learning gains, and revealing
invisible facets of collaborative cognition across surgical teams. Our
findings help lay the groundwork for innovative technical systems
that ultimately aim to improve surgical training using multi-modal,
including gaze-based technologies.
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