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Abstract

Creating graph visualizations involves many decisions, such as layout,
node and edge appearance, and color choices. These decisions are chal-
lenging due to the multitude of options available. For instance, graph
layout can be force-directed or orthogonal, and edges can be curved, ta-
pered, partially drawn, or animated. Thus, research offers a multitude
of guidelines to optimize graph visualizations for human perception and
usability. Guidelines can be actionable, providing direct instructions, or
non-actionable, specifying what to avoid. This work focuses on action-
able guidelines for node-link diagrams, aiding designers in making better
decisions.

Given the abundance of graph visualization research and the diffi-
culty in navigating it, this work aims to collect and structure actionable
guidelines for node-linkvisualizations. To demonstrate the general appli-
cability of our approach to structuring actionable guidelines for node-link
diagrams, we also included guidelines for visualizing graphs as matrices.
It also proposes a visual interactive system, GuidelineExplorer, to apply
guidelines directly to graphs, streamlining the design process and promot-
ing collaboration within the research community.

1 Introduction

Many decisions are necessary to create a graph visualization. For example,
decisions about the layout of the graph, the appearance of the nodes and edges
or whether and with which colors the nodes should be displayed. Making such



Figure 1: The effect of data properties on postulated actionable guidelines —
the tapered edges from [24] (1) do not perform well for the geo-located mobility

graph of [48] (2).

decisions is not easy because there is a manifold option pool for all these decision
areas. For example, the layout of the graph can be implemented as a force-
directed layout [37] or as an orthogonal layout [3I]. The edges in a node-link
diagram can also be displayed in different ways; for example, curved [50], tapered
[24], only partially drawn [I4] or as an animated pattern [23].

Thus, there is a lot of research on how graphs can be visualized best so
humans can perceive and work with them as well as possible. These results
are published as guidelines. Guidelines can be divided into actionable and non-
actionable guidelines. While actionable guidelines give the visualization designer
direct instructions for action, non-actionable guidelines only specify what the
visualization designer should refrain from doing in order not to provoke per-
ceptual or cognitive resp. interpretative problems. She still does not know —
in the case of non-actionable guidelines — what to do to make the visualization
well perceivable and good to work with. The focus of this work is on actionable
guidelines for node-link diagrams, since they give direct instructions and thus
help the visualization designer to make better design decisions. In order to show
that our approach of structuring actionable guidelines for node-link diagrams
is generalizable, we added guidelines dealing with the visualization of graphs as
matrices.

The visualized graphs, on which the guidelines are based, are created from
datasets that have certain properties; e.g., the number of nodes or the graph
density. These properties have an influence on how well a guideline performs
or not. Figure [1| shows an example of the influence of data properties on the
functional quality of guidelines. Holten et al. [24] have found that tapered
edges improve the readability visualized direction of directed edges. Therefore
von Landesberger et al. wanted to follow this guideline and use it for their
mobility graphs. However, they found that the recommended tapered edges do
not work due to extensive overplotting for their geo-located mobility graphs (cf.
Figure f (2)). The graphs Holten et al. used to postulate the guideline were
not geo-located, directed graphs. Thus, it was possible for the authors to use a
layout algorithm that freely chooses the position of the nodes and thus avoids



overplotting. In addition, the graphs used by Holten et al. were also more
sparse than von Landesberger et al.’s mobility graphs.

In the field of graph visualizations there is a lot of research that formulates
guidelines. There are so many that it is difficult to get an overview of the
research and to find out where it is still worthwhile to continue research. It is
also difficult for visualization designers to find suitable guidelines that support
them in their design decisions. Therefore the goal of this work is to collect
and structure actionable guidelines. A further goal is to implement a visual
interactive system where guidelines can be applied directly to a graph. This
allows the designer of a visualization to see directly how her own graph looks like
with the guideline’s recommendation without any implementation effort. Such
a system would have saved Landesberger et al. [48] to implement the tapered
edges guideline themselves. With our implementation — GuidelineExplorer —
we suggest that such a system could become a community effort by having
the authors of a guideline formulating paper implement their guideline for the
system, thus saving their colleagues effort and time in the initial testing phase
of the visual mappings.

2 Taxonomical Perspectives on Actionable Guide-
lines

Our approach is to classify the guidelines into a taxonomy. We have differ-
ent perspectives within our taxonomy. Those perspective help the visualization
designer to choose a suitable guideline and thus make an appropriate design
decision based on the information or question she currently has at hand. This
might be “How to appropriately design a specific part of a visualization?” (cf.
Section — Foundational Perspective). For visualizing a directed graph
with a node-link diagram this might be “How to visualize the direction of the
edges best?” as normal arrow-based edges can produce a considerable amount
of clutter around the nodes so that the direction readability suffers (cf. Sec-
tion . It might also be “How to design the visualization so that it properly
supports a specific task?” (cf. Section — Task Perspective) or “How to
design a visualization so that users can quickly come to an answer for analyses
under time pressure?” (cf. Section 2.3~ If-Type Perspective).

As the foundational taxonomical perspective, we have chosen to structure the
guidelines according to the the visualization decisions they deal with. In our
opinion, this choice of a foundational taxonomy perspective has the following
advantage: Here, the focus is on the necessary decisions to be made. And —
“When does a visualization designer consult guidelines?” — commonly when she
has to make a certain visualization decision for a certain part of her visualiza-
tion. It can be, for instance for the large research areas of dynamic graphs or
graph aesthetics, that there are not all visualization decisions present yet. This,
however, is not an issue. Our taxonomical perspective provides the bottom-
up created framework which allows the addition of (sub-)categories as it was
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Figure 2: Visualization decision — foundational taxonomy perspective

created with a thematic analysis [11], 20].

2.1 Visualization Decision — Foundational Perspective

Figure [2| shows the structure of our foundational perspective. As stated in
the introduction, the focus of our work are actionable guidelines on node-link
diagrams. The fact that we were able to incorporate the guidelines for matrices
not only in our foundational taxonomy perspective but also in the alternative
perspectives shows the generalizability of our taxonomical perspectives across
visualization types.

A node-link diagram always has a layout that determines how the elements
should be arranged on the screen. The layout can determine where the nodes
should be positioned or how the edges should be routed — edge bundling. We
attributed guidelines determining where a visualization part is displayed on
the screen to the layout category, as determining where something should be
positioned is the core task of a layout. Guidelines on layouts for node-link
diagrams which we reviewed and structured are i.a. those: [37) [I5] [31] I3} [12]
46, 44]

Since the node-link diagram’s elements are nodes and edges, there are also
guidelines for this. For the edges, there are directed edges and undirected
edges according to the graph type. In addition, additional information can
also be displayed on nodes and edges. There are i.a. guidelines for visualizing
group information or multivariate data on edges.

Guidelines which we incorporate in our structure are for instance those:

e Nodes i.a. [45]
e Edges

— Directed edges i.a. [24] 23]
— Undirected edges i.a. [50, [39]

e Additional information

— Group information i.a. |28, [42]
— Multivariate data i.a. [43]



Since humans look at node-link diagrams, their readability is also pivotal.
Consequently, there is a huge pile of guidelines on graph readability resp. graph
aesthetics. For example, edge crossings should be avoided [27]. Further guide-
lines on graph readability resp. aesthetics reviewed and strctured are i.a. these:
[38] [49] 25] 26]

The graphs can also be dynamic. Dynamic graphs are graphs which change
over time. Usually, they are recorded over multiple consecutive time steps.
Guidelines for dynamic graphs i.a. specify whether the graphs should be dis-
played with a fixed layout to ensure the mental map’s stability [34]. The mental
map is the mental image of the dynamic graph and its structure which humans
use for thinking and reasoning — e.g., to identify what changed in the graph
and, consequently, how similar the graphs of both time steps are. For dynamic
graphs, there are also guidelines which determine how to visualize their changes
— with animation or small multiples . While animation depicts all time steps
one after the other like a video, small multiple visualize all time steps as small
visualization in a matrix-like grid. Further guidelines on this topic which we
reviewed are: [40, [ [3] [6], [0, @1 Bl 17].

2.2 Graph Type Perspective

Another way to systematize the guidelines is to structure them along to the
type of graph they concern. Figure [3]visualizes the structure of this perspective.
This is a reasonable alternative perspective since generally only the guidelines
developed for a particular graph type are relevant for that graph type. A prime
example is the example of von Landesberger et al.’s [48] usage of tapered edges
for geo-located networks which we presented in our introduction. The literal
guideline recommendation is: if you want to visualize a directed graph as a
node-link diagram, then use tapered edges to visualize the edges’ direction.
There is no more detail or differentiation which further criteria have to be met.
When someone now tries, like von Landesberger et al. [48] did, to use the
guideline for a more specific directed graph, in their case a geo-located directed
graph, we can see that the guideline suddenly is not that suitable anymore. But
why? It is due to the strong influence of the graph’s type and the type-specific
properties on the suitability of a visualization decision. For a network with no
a priori defined node positions where a force-directed layout can push the nodes
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Figure 3: Graph type — taxonomy perspective



apart the tapered edge guideline is well suited, whereas for a geo-located graph
with a priori defined node positions it leads to a huge amount of visual clutter.

Our system — the GuidelineExplorer — currently encompasses guidelines for
the following graph types:

e Undirected graphs

Directed graphs

Directed acyclic graphs

o Trees

Flow graphs

Trajectories

As the graph type perspective directly results from the graphs which are used
in guideline formulating research, this perspective is directly extensible. The
only check which is necessary for a new guideline which is to be classified based
on our taxonomy is whether or not the graph type on which it is formulated is
already present in the graph type perspective. In case the graph type is already
present, the guideline can be directly classified and assigned to the other already
present guidelines. In case the graph type is not present, the graph type has to
be added to the graph type perspective and then the guideline can be classified
and assigned.

2.3 If-Type Perspective

A guideline is always structured in such a way that, if a certain condition applies,
it tells you how the visualization should be designed. These conditions are of
different types (if-condition types). Some if-conditions are based on the graph
type as, for instance, these guidelines [I5] (13| 12} 24]. Still others depend on
graph properties [19] [I8, 29] or characteristics of the answers of the users of the
visualization [23] T4, [B]. For example, the recommendations of the guidelines
differ depending on whether the response of the visualization users should be
correct or fast or as correct as possible.

[ If Type ]
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Task Interaction

Figure 4: If-type — taxonomy perspective



A visualization designer usually knows the if-condition types because she
knows the properties and type of her graph and also what is important when
using her visualization; e.g., fast answers. This means that structuring by the
if-condition types links what the visualization designer knows with what she
currently does not know — the most suitable visualization decision. In the rare
case that she does not know the afore mentioned if-conditions, this taxonomy
perspective can help her to

1. pay attention to these important aspects of visualization design manifested
in the if-conditions of guidelines,

2. characterize what the concrete manifestation of these aspects are for her
concrete case,

3. consequently, make the right visualization decision based on the guidelines
suitable for her data and visualization goal.

The if-types which our if-type perspective encompass are these (cf. Figured):
e Graph type — e.g., trees, directed acyclic graphs, or (un)directed graphs

e Answer characteristic — e.g., speed or correctness of the visualization users’
answers

e Graph property — e.g., the graph is small, large, or dense
o Wanted detail — e.g., whether colors or curved edges are wished for

e Task — i.e., the task which the visualization should support; e.g., finding
the shortest path

e Interaction — i.e., whether a specific interaction with a visualization is
possible; e.g., zooming

Certainly, the if-types depend on the respective guidelines as different guidelines
have different types of if-conditions — e.g., answer characteristics, graph type,
or task. But, as we identified the if-conditions’ types with a thematic analysis
[11 20], the categories of the if-types are easily extensible.

2.4 Task Perspective

The tasks to be solved have a considerable influence on the suitability of visual-
ization decisions. Among others, this is made very clear by the work of Munzner
[35] and Miksch and Aigner [33]. Each guideline is also examined on the basis of
specific tasks and finally formulated. This means that the final guideline and the
tasks on the basis of which the guideline was formulated cannot be separated.
Thus, the tasks used in the investigation and the guidelines’ final formulation
are also a useful taxonomical perspective. This perspective can help to check
whether the guideline suitable for the visualization currently being created has
been investigated and formulated based on the task to be supported by the
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visualization. Knowing this helps the visualization designer to assess whether
difficulties with the visualization decision from the guideline are likely to occur
due to the tasks to be supported or whether this is unlikely, since the guideline
was formulated based on the to be supported tasks.

As a basis for our task perspective, we chose the graph visualization task
taxonomy of Lee et al. [32]. We decided to use the work of Lee et al. as it is
a general taxonomy as compared to those on dynamic graphs [, [7], evolution
analysis [2], group-level graph visualization [41],[47], or multi-faceted graphs [21].
The work of Lee et al. [32] encompasses the following tasks:

1. Low-Level Tasks

(a) Retrieve value
Given a set of nodes and/or edges, find the value of the additional in-
formation or multivariate data visualized for this set of nodes and/or
edges

(b) Filter
Given a set of nodes and/or edges and a set of conditions on the
visualized additional information or multivariate data, find the nodes
and/or edges satisfying those conditions

(¢) “Compute” derived value
Given a set of nodes and/or edges, “compute” an aggregating numeric
value of those nodes and/or edges; e.g., mean/median or count

(d) Find extrema
Given a set of nodes and/or edges and additional information or mul-
tivariate data visualized for this set of nodes and/or edges, find nodes
and/or edges possessing extreme values of the visualized additional
information or multivariate data

(e) Sort
Given a set of nodes and/or edges and additional information or
multivariate data visualized for this set of nodes and/or edges, sort
them according to an ordinal metric



(f)

Determine range

Given a set of nodes and/or edges and additional information or
multivariate data visualized for this set of nodes and/or edges, find
the value range of an attribute of interest of the additional informa-
tion resp. the multivariate data visualized for the given set of nodes
and/or edges

Characterize distribution

Given a set of nodes and/or edges and a quantitative attribute of in-
terest of the visualized additional information resp. multivariate data
for the given set of nodes and/or edges, characterize the attribute of
interest’s distribution over the given set of nodes and/or edges

Find anomalies

Find anomalies in a given set of nodes and/or edges and visualized
additional information resp. multivariate data for this set of nodes
and/or edges with respect to a specific relationship or expectation;
e.g., statistical outliers

Find clusters
Given a set of nodes and/or edges, find clusters of similar nodes
and/or edges.

Find correlations

Given a set of nodes and/or edges and additional attributes of this
set of nodes and/or edges, determine useful correlations between the
values of those attributes.

2. Topology-Based Tasks

(a)

(b)

()
(d)

Adjacency — direct connection
Determine i.a. whether a node is a neighbor of a certain node or the
number of neighbors of a certain node.

Accessibility — (in)direct connection

Determine i.a. which nodes are accessible via a certain node or the
number of accessible nodes — also based on distance constraints; e.g.,
distance less than n.

Common connection
Determine a set of nodes which are connected to each other.

Connectivity
Determine the shortest path between nodes, clusters, connected com-
ponents, bridges and more.

3. Attribute-Based Tasks

(a)

Node attributes
Find a set of nodes having certain attributes or review a certain set
of nodes with respect to their attributes.
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(b) Edge attributes
Find a set of edges having certain attributes or review a certain set
of edges with respect to their attributes.

4. Browsing Tasks

(a) Follow path
A predefined path needs to be followed or searched for.

(b) Revisit
A previously visited node needs to be revisited — e.g., find another
animal which uses the same food source as the first.

5. Overview Tasks
Overview tasks encompass i.a.:

(a) Estimate the value of a specific property — e.g., the graph’s size
(b) Existence of clusters or connected components

(c) Pattern or outlier identification

6. High-Level Tasks
High-level tasks encompass i.a.

(a) Comparison
(b) Identification of duplicates
(c) Sense making tasks — e.g., give a cluster a meaningful name

(d) Identification of changes

We added the task category “own opinion” as, in the field of guideline research,
researchers often ask their participants about their own opinion —i.e., which
design they liked most or helped them best resp. was most suited for a specific
task. Figure [§] shows the structure of our task perspective.

The task perspective is extensible as well. For instance, the high-level or
overview tasks which are covered in a rather general sense by Lee et al. [32] are
covered by more specialized taxonomies — e.g., for temporal or dynamic graphs
(cf. e.g., [30, B [7])- in more detail. So, these taxonomies could be used as
extensions of Lee et al.’s. In case there will be guideline formulating studies in
the future which start using high-level tasks, it is advisable to implement such
extensions of the task perspective of our taxonomy.

3 System Presentation

Our system — GuidelineExplorer — consists of two parts (cf. Figure |§[):

1. Graph data view
Here, the visualization designer can generate a graph (cf. Figurelﬂf 1.1),
use one of the example graphs (cf. Figure @f 1.2), or upload a graph of
her own, cf. Figure[f]— 1.3, to explore suitable guidelines for the chosen
graph.

11
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Figure 6: Schema of the GuidelineExplorer system. First, the visualization de-
signer can generate a graph (1.1), use example graphs (1.2), or upload her own
graph (1.3) to explore possibly suitable guidelines for the respective graph (Part
1). Then, cf. Part 2, the visualization designer can explore the guidelines based
on the different taxonomical perspectives (2.1). GuidelineExplorer presents the
respective guidelines in a list-based guidelines overview where details to a cer-
tain guideline can be acquired on demand. In case the visualization designer
is not satisfied with the appearance of her graph with the respective guideline
applied, she can loop back and explore further guidelines (System Result, Op-
tional Feedback Loop).

2. Guideline exploration view
This view presents the guidelines based on the taxonomical perspectives
which we presented in Section [2] (cf. Figure |§| — 2.1). GuidelineExplorer
shows only those categories of the taxonomical perspectives for which it
has implemented guidelines. For instance, in case there are currently
no guidelines implemented for undirected edges, GuidelineExplorer will
only show the structure Edges — directed in spite of the actual tax-
onomy has the structure Edges — directed, undirected. We decided
for this to clearly separate the actual taxonomical perspective and which
guidelines are currently implemented in GuidelineExplorer. Initially, the
visualization designer sees the foundational perspective of visualization
decisions and the guidelines in a scrollable overview (cf. Figure |§| - 2.2
Guidelines Overview). The overview shows a short version of the guide-
line in an “if-then”-statement form. It also gives iconic recommendations
on the suitability of the respective guideline for the chosen graph based
on the graph type (GT), the graph’s number of nodes (#N) and density

(#D); well suited — graph type, number of nodes and density match (‘2),
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medium — graph type matches but number of nodes and density not (/1\),
not suited — the graph type does not match (©9). In case the guideline
is not suitable for the respective graph, the list cell is grayed out and the
guideline can not be applied to the graph. Furthermore, the guideline
exploration view provides a small visualization of how the guideline looks.
It also offers the visualization designer to inspect details of the respective
guideline — i.a. the graph type it was formulated for, the tasks which were
used to investigate the guideline, or the source paper via Google Scholar
(cf. Figure @f 2.2 Details view).

Finally, via the Guideline Exploration View (cf. Section the visualiza-
tion designer can apply the guideline to the graph she generated, selected, or
uploaded in the Graph Data View (cf. Section (3.1). GuidelineExplorer directly
visualizes the graph with the applied guideline. In case the visualization de-
signer does not like the result, she can do a feedback loop back to the Guideline
Exploration View and look for other guidelines. She can even experiment with
combining guidelines. What does this mean? This means, the visualization de-
signer can for instance try out the overloaded orthogonal layout [I5] which is
originally visualized with arrow-based edges with tapered edges. Admittedly,
this combining functionality goes considerably beyond the results of the respec-
tive guideline papers we collected resp. implemented as there are no empirical
results on how to combine different guidelines yet. However, we were convinced
that such a functionality supports design creativity and maybe even reveals
interesting designs to be studied in an empirical study.

Our contributions to this work is not only the implementation of the guide-
lines — on the contrary — our main contributions are the proposed taxonomical
perspectives, the transfer of the taxonomy into our system, the implementation
of the system as well as the implementation of an initial subset of guidelines to
be able to show the benefits of our system at work.

3.1 Graph Data View

In the graph data view, the visualization designer selects the graph for which
she wants to explore suitable guidelines for. She can:

1. generate a graph (cf. Figure f 0,
2. use one of the example graphs (cf. Figure f 0, 7 or
3. upload a graph of her own as a GraphMLE file (cf. Figure f ).

The respective graph is described with a short textual description explaining
its number of clusters, that it is an example graph or its number of nodes and
edges (cf. Figure[7]- [1) and visualized (cf. Figure[7]- 0).

Thttp://graphml.graphdrawing.org
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Figure 7: Graph data view — here, the visualization designer can decide whether
she wants to use a generated graph, one of the example graphs, or one of her own
graphs to explore possibly suitable guidelines with GuidelineExplorer (Figure
taken from [16]).

Generate Graph. For the graph generation GuidelineExplorer expects the
number of nodes as an input. The visualization designer has further the option
to determine further graph characteristics — the number of clusters and time
slices. Based on this input, the visualization designer has the option to generate
either an undirected or a directed graph with the Barabasi—Albertﬂ generator
implementation of the JUNG frameworkP]

Example Graphs. To allow the visualization designer to use all graph types
for which GuidelineExplorer encompasses implemented guidelines, we added
example graphs (cf. Figure .

2http://jung.sourceforge.net/doc/api/edu/uci/ics/jung/algorithms/generators/random/BarabasiAlbertGenerator.html
3http://jung.sourceforge.net
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Figure 8: Example graphs of GuidelineExplorer — a) directed graph, b) undi-
rected graph, ¢) directed acyclic graph (DAG), d) tree, ) flow map, f) trajectory
(Figure taken from [16])
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Upload Graph. It is also possible to upload a graph in the form of a GraphML
file. After clicking on the upload button (cf. Figure [7| - [ ) a window opens
where the GraphML file can be selected. Its “edgedefault” field determines
whether the uploaded graph is undirected or directed.

3.2 Guideline Exploration View

Here, the visualization designer can explore the guidelines based on the tax-
onomical perspectives introduced in Section The initial perspective is the
one on the visualization decisions (foundational perspective, cf. Section .
The visualization designer can switch perspectives via the sort-button. Via
this triggered pop-up, see Figure [I0] she can select one of the other perspec-
tives (L)) — graph type (cf. Section[2.2)), if-type (cf. Section [2.3), task (cf.
Section 7 category — i.e., visualization decision (cf. Section [2.1)). The vi-
sualization designer can also see, directly in the pop-up, a preview of the new
structure of the guidelines overview (' ), she can inspect details of the guidelines
from there (magnifying glass), and configure whether the guidelines should
be grouped according to the “if”- (same if) or the “then” (same then) part of
the “if-then”-statement ([J). If the visualization designer confirms a selection
of one of the other perspectives, this taxonomical perspective is provided in
addition to the foundational perspective. We find that providing different taxo-
nomical perspectives side by side supports the visualization designer in getting
to know the currently existing guideline research with its different facets. The
option for grouping the guidelines according to the same “if” or the same “then”
statement allows the visualization designer to investigate where research comes
to a different result (=grouping according to the same “if”) or where different
conditions — “if”- part of the “if-then” statement — lead to the same result (=
grouping according to the same “then”). We divided the guideline exploration
view in three parts (cf. Figure E[):

1. the guideline overview (0J),
2. the details view ((J), and

3. the visualization of graph which the visualization designer selected in the
graph data view (cf. Section with the guideline applied to it (I ).

We introduced the guidelines overview, to allow the visualization designer to
quickly get an overview over the available guidelines and their suitability for
her respective graph. In case a guideline attracts her interest, the details view
allows for further inspections. We separated the guideline exploration view and
the details view to not overload the former. As the final visualized graph with
the guideline applied is again another aspect, we gave it also a separate view.
With this multiple view approach we follow the recommendation of Plumlee et
al. [36].

The users of GuidelineExplorer can even add new guidelines with the +-
button. It opens a popup where all information on the guideline can be entered.

15
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Figure 9: In GuidelineExplorer’s guideline exploration view, the visualization
designer can explore the guidelines with respect to their suitability to her respec-
tive graph (Figure taken from [16]). The guideline exploration view is divided
into the guidelines overview (L) ,cf. Section [3.2.1)), the details view (CJ) and the
graph visualized with guidelines applied (") (cf. Section .

When the user confirms her input a guideline class is generated which then has
to be be implemented by the user so that the guideline gets its real functionality.
Within GuidelineExplorer, the guideline is visible directly after the suer confirms
her input.
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Figure 10: Sort-Button (Figure taken from [I6]) — Here, the visualization de-
signer can change the taxonomical perspective via choosing one of the other
perspectives from the radio button menu ([, cf. Sections [2.142.4)). Further,
she can decide whether she likes to group the guidelines with respect to the
same “if”- or the same “then”-statement ([]). This supports the visualization
designer i.a. in identifying a case when researchers came to different conclusions
—1i.e., here, different “then”-statements. The visualization designer can also see,
directly in the pop-up, a preview of the new structure of the guidelines overview
(") and she can inspect details of the guidelines from there (magnifying glass).

3.2.1 Guidelines Overview

The guidelines overview shows a list of guidelines available in GuidelineEx-
plorer. In GuidelineExplorer, each guideline consists of the following parts (cf.

Figure :
1. Recommendation on the suitability (OJ)

(a) A summarization with an iconic representation

e Well suited — graph type, number of nodes and density match

()

e Medium — graph type matches but number of nodes and density
not (/1)
e Not suited —the graph type does not match (&)
(b) Detail information which consider the
e Graph type (GT)
e Number of nodes of the graph (#N)
e Graph density (#D)
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Figure 11: In GuidelineExplorer a single guideline consists of a recommendation
on the suitability of the guideline for the graph currently in use (OJ) based on
the graph’s type (GT), the graph size in number of nodes (#N), and the graph’s
density (#D) (O). Further, it consists of a short “if-then”-statement expressing
the recommendation of the guideline ([J) and a small visualization of how the
guideline would look like applied to a graph (I ). Finally, there is the option
to inspect further details of the guideline in the details view (OJ) (Figure taken
from [16]).

The detail information considers these graph characteristics as these
have a remarkable influence on the suitability of a guideline for a
respective graph. The example in the introduction or the use case
show lively examples of this. It is only possible to apply the guideline
if the graph type matched. In the other case, the application of a
guideline would make no sense. For instance, applying a guideline
for a directed graph to an undirected graph is highly likely to pro-
voke misconceptions. An undirected graph visualized, for instance,
with tapered edges could provoke the impression that the graph is
actually a directed graph. In case of a graph type missmatch the
detail information only shows the graph type box with an orange
background () and the cell is grayed out. In case the graph type

matches (), GuidelineExplorer checks the selected graph’s num-
ber of nodes and density with those of the graphs the guideline was
investigated with. In case they match, it is likely that the guideline
is straight forward applicable to the graph of the visualization de-
signer. Consequently, the graph type and the number of nodes and

density symbol are visualized with a green background (7 ,
). In case either of those or both do not match , the guideline
is still applicable to the visualization designer’s graph as the graph
type match, but it can happen that the visualization decision rec-

ommended by the guideline does not perform that well. So either of
the symbols or both are visualized with a yellow background (,

). Our use case shows such an example. Here, the tapered

edge guideline of Holten et al. [24] is applied to a denser graph as
compared to the graphs used for the guideline’s investigation. Con-
sequently, there is a lot of visual clutter leading to partially drawn
edges [14] performing better as they produce less visual clutter.

18



2. A short version of the guideline in an “if-then”-statement form ([J)
We chose a short version of the guidelines to concisely communicate the
guideline’s recommendations. The visualization designer can inspect de-
tails in the details view or the paper which she can access via the details
view. In case the visualization designer applied a guideline to a graph
of hers, the “if-then”-statement is depicted in red (cf. Figure |§| — first
list cell).

3. A small visualization of how the guideline looks when being applied to a
graph (1)

4. Magnifying glass — it opens the details view for the respective guideline
&
The magnifying glass of a specific guideline is depicted in red, if the specific
guideline’s details are currently loaded in the details view.

3.2.2 Details View and Graph Visualized with Guidelines Applied

Details View. The details view is structured as follows (cf. Figure[12)): First
there is again the short version of the guideline in an “if-then”-statement form
together with information on with which graph type the guideline was investi-
gated, the visualization decision the guideline was formulated for, and a small
visualization of how the guideline looks like when applied to a graph (OJ). Fur-
thermore, the details view shows which tasks were used to investigate the guide-
line. The list of tasks consists of all papers which contributed to the formulation
of the guideline ([J). Finally, the details view shows the source paper(s) together
with a Google Scholar link to access the paper(s) and information on the used
graphs’ size (number of nodes) and their density ().

Via the details view, the visualization designer can either edit the respective
selected guideline () or use the functionality to combine guidelines (CJ).

Combining Functionality. Herewith the visualization designer is able to
combine guidelines. A main guideline must be selected, which is then combined
with one or more other guidelines. To combine a guideline, the visualization
designer must display the details of the guideline and use the combine-button.
In general, guidelines can only be combined if:

1. they are formulated for the same graph type and their graph type fits to
the graph type of the graph currently selected by the visualization designer

2. they do belong to a different taxonomical category as compared to the
category of the main guideline or the other guidelines already combined
with the main guideline

Guidelines for different visualization types — node-link diagrams and matrices
— are not combinable. As already explained, there are no empirical insights
on how to combine guidelines. Nevertheless, it is clear that a combination of
guidelines for two different visualization types makes no sense. For this function-
ality to work, all possible combinations must be anticipated and implemented
in advance.
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Figure 12: In the details view the visualization designer can inspect details of
the respective guideline which she chose to inspect from the guidelines overview.
The details view again shows the short “if-then-statement” expressing the rec-
ommendation of the guideline and also the visualization decision which is af-
fected by the guideline ((J). Furthermore, it shows the task based on which the
guideline was researched ([J). Finally, the details view shows the source paper(s)
together with a Google Scholar link to access the paper(s) and information on
the used graphs’ size (number of nodes) and their density () (Figure taken

from [16]).

Figure [13] [[4] and [I5] show some examples of the visualization result based
on the combination of different guidelines.
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Graph to be visualized Main guideline Combined guideline(s)
o —e
e A
—e
®
Overloaded Tapered
orthogonal edges
layout

Figure 13: Combining functionality example 1 — combination of two guidelines:
overloaded orthogonal layout ([I5], main guideline) combined with tapered edges
([24, 22], combined guideline)

Graph to be visualized Main guideline Combined guideline(s)

Highly
conncted (h
nodes to- Bubble sets
gether with to visualize
a convex clusters
hull

(n
Maximum
angle
to avoid

Figure 14: Combining functionality example 2 — combination of three guide-
lines: visualize highly connected nodes together with a convex hull ([46], main
guideline) combined with (I) bubble sets to visualize clusters [28] and (IT) max-
imum angle of the edges and avoid edge crossings [49] ((I), (II) = combined
guidelines).
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Figure 15: Combining functionality example 3 — combination of two guidelines
in two variants (Variant A, Variant B): 1) for a node-link diagram use a force-
directed layout [37] or 2) visualize highly connected nodes together with a convex
hull [46] ( 1) or 2) = main guideline) combined with multivariate data visualized
as on the edges as bar charts [43] (combined guideline).
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Graph Visualized with Applied Guideline. The visualized graph directly
responds to the user interactions (cf. Figure |§| — ). Tt changes based on the
currently selected guideline or the combination of guidelines (cf. Figure[9]— ).
Furthermore, it displays the guideline currently applied in form of the short
“if-then”-statement.

4 Use Case

Here, the visualization designer wants to visualize directed graph and she has
the question of “How to visualize the direction of the directed edges best?”. So,
she keeps the foundational taxonomy perspective — the visualization decisions.

Her first directed graph is equal to the one which Holten et al. [24] used in
this study . It has 50 nodes and a density of 0.0637 (cf. Figure [16]— 2). After
uploading the graph as a GraphML (cf. Figure |16|— 1), she directly navigates
to the directed edge guidelines (cf. Figure — 3). There, the visualization
designer searches for the most suited guideline. She chooses the guideline on
using directed edges of Holten et al. [24] as all criteria match (cf Figure
— 4). The other guidelines were less suitable — cf. e.g., Figure [16| - 5, 6. As
the GuidelineExplorer’s visualization result shows (cf. Figure 7) the first
directed graph is well readable visualized with tapered edges. So, the visualiza-
tion designer keeps the visualization decision recommended by the guideline —
tapered edges.
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1.3 Upload graph

upload Graphml-File
wpload_|

Figure 16: Use case part 1 (based on Figure from [16]) — Her first directed graph
is equal to the one which Holten et al. [24] used in this study (2). After the
graph’s upload (1), she directly navigates to the directed edge guidelines (3),
There, the visualization designer searches for the most suited guideline. She
chooses the guideline on using directed edges of Holten et al. [24] as all criteria
match (4). The remaining guidelines were less suitable (5, 6). The visualization
designer is pleased with the visualization result and keeps it (7).

The visualization designer’s second directed graph which she wants to visu-
alize has 50 nodes as well, but it is denser (cf. Figuref 2). It has a density of
0.1012. Again, she uploads the graph as a GraphML file (cf. Figure[[7-1). Af-
terwards, she navigates again directly to the guidelines for directed edges as she
is looking for a guideline on how to visualize the direction of directed edges best
(cf. Figure — 3). The visualization designer, decides for using the tapered
edge guideline also for the denser graph as the other two criteria — number of

nodes () and graph type — match and the guideline worked so well
for her first, but sparser, graph (cf. Figure [17|— 4). However, when looking at

the visualization result, cf. Figure[I7]- 5, she realized that there is a lot of over-
plotting and visual clutter. Thus, she loops back to the guideline exploration
view and searches for even better suited guidelines. After investigating the list
view, she quickly finds one. She finds that the guideline recommending partially
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drawn edges of Burch et al. [14] matches even better. All three criteria match:

number of nodes ()7 density ()7 and graph type () (cf. Figure

— 7). Thus, she applies the guideline. In the visualization result she can see
that the partially drawn edges guideline solves the problem of overplotting and
visual clutter (cf. Figure |17|— 8). So, she keeps this visualization decision for
her denser directed graph with 50 nodes.
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Figure 17: Use case part 2 (based on Figure from [I6]) — The visualization
designer’s second graph is denser than her first one (2, cf. Figure . After
uploading the graph (1), she navigates again directly to the directed edge guide-
lines (3). The visualization designer decides for using the tapered edge guideline
also for the denser graph as the other two criteria (number of nodes (#N) and
graph type (GT) — match and the guideline worked so well for her first, but
sparser, graph (4). In the final visualization there is a lot of overplotting and
visual clutter (5). So, she loops back to the guidelines’ overview to inspect the
other guidelines (6). She finds that the guideline for partially drawn edges [14]
is even more suitable — all criteria match (7). Finally, the visualization designer
is pleased with the visualization result and keeps it (8).
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5 Discussion, Conclusion, and Future Work

The contribution within this work is twofold: First, we contribute the taxo-
nomical perspectives on guidelines, which include our foundational perspective
— the visualization decisions necessary to be made for a specific visualization
type which are in our case those necessary for a node-link diagram (cf. Sec-
tion [2.1) and the perspective by graph type, if-condition type and tasks (cf.
Section . Secondly, we contribute the system GuidelineExplorer
which implements our taxonomy and an initial set of guidelines.

With the help of our taxonomy it is possible to get an overview of the guide-
lines and it is easier to find a concrete guideline for a visualization problem.
The fact that this is a challenge that needs to be tackled has also been acknowl-
edged by the research community. The workshop “VisGuides: Workshop on the
Creation, Curation, Critique and Conditioning of Principles and Guidelines in
Visualization” [I], which takes place regularly at IEEE VIS, has as current focus
the creation, discussion, and implementation of “[...] [a] framework, or template,
or methodology to capture guidelines [...]”. Such a taxonomy of guidelines like
ours can also be transferred to other data resp. visualization types by using the
principle that the system uses. We demonstrated this by adding guidelines on
adjacency matrices. For example, the principle of our foundational perspective
is structuring according to the necessary visualization decisions. In the case
of node-link diagrams that we have used in our work, necessary visualization
decisions include the visualization of nodes and edges, the layout of the graph,
the edges’ routing and — if the graphs have additional information — the visu-
alization of the additional information. The principle of the other taxonomical
perspectives is the type of task, the if-condition or the graph itself.

Our first implementation of the system GuidelineExplorer shows:

1. What such a system for exploring the guidelines of a visualization type
based on the structure of a taxonomy might look like

2. The benefits of our proposed taxonomy with its different perspectives and
a system like GuidelineExplorer in practice:

(a) Transferability of our taxonomy into a system

(b) Simplifying the process of finding and trying out a guideline for a
concrete visualization problem. Here, we illustrate this with our use
case (cf. Section [4)

Structuring research — here the guidelines — according to a taxonomy also
helps to identify research white spots. These are research areas which are not
yvet well covered. We could identify, throughout our search for guideline formu-
lating research, that node guidelines seem to be underrepresented as compared
to, for instance, edge guidelines (cf. Sections 7?7, ??). Further, we could see,
by joining the visualization perspective and the task perspective, that directed
graphw are less used for research on dynamic graphs as compared to other graph
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types. Descriptively analyzing the data contained in the task-based taxonom-
ical structures of the guidelines revealed the most popular tasks for guideline
research. These are tasks dealing with neighboring nodes, path tracing, and
finding the shortest path. A similar analysis for the additional data on the
number of nodes we tracked for each guideline shows that for guideline research
usually uses graphs with a number of nodes < 80. Knowledge about the most
common tasks and data sizes helps to design future user studies which are com-
parable to the current body of work. This advantage is also discussed by the
state of the art of Yoghourdjian et al. [5I] on the complexity of graphs which
are used for user studies. While the state of the art of Yoghourdjian et al. [51]
provides a general overview of graph complexity in user studies, our results are
specific for guideline research and no other study types are intermingled.

As our research goals were twofold — taxonomical advances for actionable guide-
lines and a visual interactive system which allows the exploration and easy ap-
plication of the very same guidelines — we did not go into that kind of detail as
pure taxonomical papers with a pure theoretical contribution. Consequently, it
is necessary to extend our paper pool in the future to i.a. manifest our insights
on research white spots.
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