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Figure 1: AltGeoViz enables screen-reader users to interact with dynamic geovisualizations. Upon loading, users are presented
with the title, a summary of the general spatial pattern, and extrema and average data values (Left). As users move and zoom,
the information is updated, and they can hear the boundary of their current viewport (Center). Data can be shown at different
geographic units (e.g., state or county level) depending on the zoom level (Right). See video for a demonstration.

ABSTRACT

Geovisualizations are powerful tools for exploratory spatial anal-
ysis, enabling sighted users to discern patterns, trends, and rela-
tionships within geographic data. However, these visual tools have
remained largely inaccessible to screen-reader users. We present
AltGeoViz, a new system we designed to facilitate geovisualization
exploration for these users. AltGeoViz dynamically generates alt-
text descriptions based on the user’s current map view, providing
summaries of spatial patterns and descriptive statistics. In a study of
five screen-reader users, we found that AltGeoViz enabled them to
interact with geovisualizations in previously infeasible ways. Par-
ticipants demonstrated a clear understanding of data summaries and
their location context, and they could synthesize spatial understand-
ings of their explorations. Moreover, we identified key areas for
improvement, such as the addition of intuitive spatial navigation
controls and comparative analysis features.

Index Terms: dynamic geovisualization, accessibility, alt-text,
screen-reader

1 INTRODUCTION

Geovisualizations are interactive and dynamic visualizations of ge-
ographic information that support exploratory analysis, hypothesis
generation, and communicate information [3, 37]. With improved
toolkits [1, 16] and broader Internet availability, geovisualizations
have become key communicative tools from visualizing COVID oc-
currences [32] to election results [20]. However, geovisualizations
are inherently visual, making them inaccessible to screen-reader
users unless the visualization creators have explicitly added alt-
text [23, 36]. Even then, the alt-text is static, making it impossible
for screen-reader users to explore and learn from the data interac-
tively. Indeed, a recent study of 15 geovisualizations by Fan et al.
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found significant accessibility issues—none successfully conveyed
complex data or higher-level spatial patterns [8].

While recent work has introduced new data visualization acces-
sibility methods such as automatic alt-text generation [18, 24, 25],
sonification [2, 10, 25], and haptic graphics [9, 34], this work
is primarily aimed at traditional visualizations (e.g., bar charts,
line graphs) rather than geovisualizations. One exception is At-
las.txt [31], which is a data-to-text natural language generation sys-
tem that communicates geo-referenced information through screen-
readers; however, it does not support interactive explorations.
Other work in static map accessibility introduces techniques to ver-
bally query data points [26], provide enhanced navigational struc-
tures [7], and extract data through sonification [35].

In this paper, we introduce and evaluate new techniques to make
interactive and dynamic geovisualizations accessible to screen-
reader users. Our custom system AltGeoViz auto-generates alt-
text based on the user’s viewport, enabling screen-reader users to
navigate, explore, and extract information from geovisualizations.
Specifically, AltGeoViz communicates essential information to un-
derstand geovisualizations including viewport boundaries, zoom
levels, spatial patterns and other summary statistics in any given
view. To evaluate AltGeoViz, we conducted a remote, qualitative
user study with five screen-reader users. Our findings suggest that
AltGeoViz enables users to engage with geovisualizations in ways
that were previously infeasible: participants effectively identified
spatial patterns and other statistical data, and formed spatial under-
standings of the map based on their explorations.

In summary, we contribute: (1) AltGeoViz, an open-source sys-
tem that auto-generates summaries of interactive and dynamic geo-
visualizations1. (2) Empirical results from a qualitative evaluation
of our system with five screen-reader users that demonstrates its
success in providing accessible geovisualizations and future en-
hancement opportunities.

2 ALTGEOVIZ DESIGN AND IMPLEMENTATION

Drawing on prior strategies for generating alt-text for geovisual-
izations [31] and other types of visualizations [13, 15, 23], we de-

1GitHub repository: https://github.com/makeabilitylab/altgeoviz.
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Table 1: Alt-text template and examples of each component.

scribe AltGeoViz’s design, starting with its spatial pattern summary
technique, followed by providing details on the alt-text generation
and prototype implementation. We present our demo video in the
supplementary materials.

2.1 Summarizing Spatial Trends
We summarize spatial patterns by dividing any given map view into
a 3× 3 grid, then spatially grouping regions with similar values.
The 3× 3 grid paradigm has previously been employed to assist
blind and low-vision users with tasks such as creating graphical
information [14] and exploring maps through sonification [35].

We use a four-step process for grid-based abstraction: (1) De-
fine a bounding box, which is determined by selecting the smaller
of two rectangles: the bounding box of the geographical dataset (in
our example, the 48 contiguous U.S. states), or the current viewport
of the browser. (2) Subdivide the bounding box into a 3× 3 grid,
resulting in nine grid cells, Figure 2A. (3) Assign each polygon in
the geographic dataset to the grid cell that contains the polygon’s
centroid, Figure 2B. (4) Aggregate within each grid cell the data
values across all associated polygons, calculating the mean values,
then rank the cells from 1 (highest mean) to 9 (lowest mean), Fig-
ure 2C. This process allows us to abstract and translate complex
visual trends into structured, cell-based summaries.

To further simplify the grid summary into natural location de-
scriptors, we group grid cells based on value similarity and spatial
adjacency. This lets the system generate descriptions with terms
like “top-right” instead of cell numbers. Once the rankings of the
grid cells have been established, if four adjacent cells have sequen-
tial rankings (e.g., 1, 2, 3, 4 or 6, 7, 8, 9), we classify the data
value of this group as either high or low, respectively, and assign
the group with a location indicator. For example, if the four cells
in the top-right corner of the 3×3 grid are ranked 1 through 4, we
would report the data pattern as high in the top-right corner of the
current map view. If no set of four adjacent cells meet this criterion,
then we check groupings of three and subsequently two. For these
smaller groupings, any combination of three or two numbers within
the sequences 1-2-3-4 or 5-6-7-8 would qualify as a grouping. Fig-
ure 3 lists all possible grouping scenarios and their corresponding
location indicators. If no groupings exist, the system will return:
‘no particular regions with high/low [dataset name]’.

We acknowledge other techniques for summarizing spatial data,
such as binning (e.g. hexbins) [22], kernel density estimation [19],
and clustering algorithms such as K-means [19] or DBSCAN [33].
Most relevant to our work is Atlas.txt [30, 31], which generates
descriptions using improved region growing segmentation [17].

2.2 Alt-text Design
Our alt-text design includes the geovisualization description con-
tent and interaction instructions.

Content. Informed by prior work on alt-text content determi-
nation for geo-referenced data [30], and data visualizations more
broadly [13, 15, 23], we design the alt-text template for AltGeoViz
to capture essential information of any given viewport, including
the title, boundary, zoom level, spatial pattern, extremum, and av-
erage values. Table 1 presents our complete alt-text content design
and specific examples for each component.

Interaction. Prior work emphasized the importance of initi-
ating alt-text descriptions with an overview of the visualization
and providing detailed information only upon request [15, 27, 36].
Through iteration and internal testing, we developed an interaction
system that balances immediate feedback with information load.
Upon loading AltGeoViz, the screen-reader announces the title of

Figure 2: Grid-based abstraction method for summarizing geovisual-
ization. (A) The bounding box is subdivided into a 3x3 grid. (B) Each
polygon is assigned to the grid cell containing its centroid. (C) For
each cell, the data values of all associated polygons are aggregated,
and the mean value is calculated. Cells are then ranked from 1 (high-
est) to 9 (lowest).

Figure 3: Possible scenarios for adjacent cells in sequential ranking
and their corresponding location indicators. Yellow for four, blue for
three and green for two sequentially ranked adjacent cells.
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Table 2: List of all shortcut keys and their associated behaviors.

the geovisualization, and users can then interact with the map by
pressing the m key. For navigation, the arrow keys assist with
panning, and the +/- keys with zooming in and out. When the navi-
gation keys are pressed, users receive immediate auditory feedback
about the action taken and the new center of the viewport, such as
“Moved right, now centered on Missouri.” For each view, users can
press i to hear the spatial pattern and other data values or l to hear
the locations of the current viewpoint’s four corners. Table 2 lists
all shortcut keys and their associated behaviors.

2.3 Implementation
AltGeoViz includes a front-end interface implemented in Map-
boxJS, HTML, CSS, and JavaScript, and a server that uses the Flask
framework in Python. We chose DuckDB as the database man-
agement system for the geospatial data. AltGeoViz uses Google
Cloud for hosting and MongoDB for user log data storage. We
obtained geographic boundaries for 48 contiguous U.S. states and
3,222 counties from TIGER shapefiles [5]. We implemented Alt-
GeoViz using choropleth (area) maps, future work can extend it to
other types, such as symbol maps.

3 USER EVALUATION

To evaluate AltGeoViz, we conducted a remote user study with five
screen-reader users over Zoom. Participants completed a data ex-
ploration task with their chosen screen-reader, after which we asked
them questions through a semi-structured interview. Specifically,
our study examined if auto-generating and auto-updating alt-text
for each map view can support users in exploring and navigating
maps effectively (RQ1); extracting the spatial patterns and other
statistics (RQ2); and synthesizing spatial understandings of map
explorations (RQ3). Additionally, we explored participants’ per-
ceptions of overall system usefulness with both Likert scales [11]
and interview questions (RQ4). Participants received a $30 gift card
for one hour of their time.

3.1 Participants and Procedure
We recruited five screen-reader users through mailing lists. Prior to
the study, participants filled out a questionnaire to record their de-
mographic information, screen-reader software, vision-loss level,
education level, daily computer usage, and frequency of interact-
ing with online maps (See supplementary materials for participant
information table). We also provided participants a link to Alt-
GeoViz’s tutorial site so the participant could test whether the sys-
tem’s shortcut keys worked with their device.

Study sessions were conducted over Zoom with one to two re-
searchers per session. Participants shared their screens when using
AltGeoViz and could pause to ask questions at any time. See sup-
plementary material for a demo of AltGeoViz.

Introduction and Tutorial. Sessions began with a brief
overview of the project’s motivation and explanation of key con-
cepts related to dynamic geovisualizations. To build understand-
ing and comfort with AltGeoViz, participants then used our tu-
torial website, which featured an interactive choropleth map that
displayed population density across the 48 contiguous U.S. states.
The map included state- and county-level data drawn from the latest
American Community Survey five-year estimates [4]. Once partic-
ipants felt familiar with AltGeoViz, the study task commenced.

Study Task. Participants used AltGeoViz to explore a geovisu-
alization similar to the tutorial but with a new dataset of the per-
centage of the population commuting to work by transit. Using
AltGeoViz, participants were asked to answer the following: (1)
Which U.S. region has the highest percentage of transit commuters?
(2) Using pan and zoom, which county within that region has the
highest percentage of transit commuters, and what is the percent-
age value? (3) Which state has the highest percentage of transit
commuters, and how does this value compare to the county value?

Interview. Sessions concluded with semi-structured interviews
and 7-point Likert scale questions on usability, perceived useful-
ness, and mental load (7 was the most positive). We also solicited
design ideas for future screen-reader geovisualization systems.

3.2 Data and Analysis
All study sessions were audio and video recorded with user con-
sent. Our analysis focused on summarizing high-level themes
through qualitative open coding [6]. One researcher developed a
set of themes based on the video transcript and observational notes,
then thematically coded the responses. A second researcher veri-
fied these themes [28]. The following participant quotations were
slightly modified for concision, grammar, and anonymity.

4 FINDINGS

In general, participants responded favorably to AltGeoViz, saying
it enabled new interactions with geovisualizations they had not pre-
viously experienced. Participants could effectively identify spatial
patterns and other statistical data, as well as form spatial under-
standings of maps based on their explorations. Nonetheless, partici-
pants experienced some challenges in navigating to specific desired
locations. We detail key findings and suggestions for improving
AltGeoViz below.

4.1 Feedback on AltGeoViz
Below, we present our findings according to our research questions.

Exploring and navigating maps effectively (RQ1). Four out of
five participants (80%) completed study tasks successfully via pan-
ning, zooming, and requesting viewport boundaries and data sum-
maries. (See supplementary materials for detailed participants’ per-
formance). Participants remarked on the novelty of the interactive
experience, with P2 saying, “I have never had such an in-depth
interaction with maps before,” and P5 appreciating that “the in-
formation would change depending on your perspective, which is
cool.” We observed that participants enjoyed learning new spatial
information and exploring geographic data distributions, particu-
larly when the information aligned with their prior knowledge.

The one participant who did not complete the study tasks had dif-
ficulty in navigating to the specific desired location. Participants ex-
pressed confusion when panning the map did not change the county
location at the center of their viewport. As each keystroke pans a
fixed number of pixels, navigating across larger geographic areas
often requires multiple keystrokes before centering on a new re-
gion. Most of the participants had not interacted with an interface
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similar to AltGeoViz before, but their prior experience with data
visualizations led them to believe that using arrow keys would di-
rectly navigate between discrete geographic regions (P1, P4, P5),
rather than positioning a sliding window to continuously pan across
the map. P1 stated that “It was frustrating not being able to get to
where I wanted to fast.” P2 and P3 echoed similar sentiments, with
P2 mentioning, “Getting from area to area [was] a little bit time
consuming.” Participants also mentioned that when they moved
outside areas where data was available, they wanted more guidance
on where to navigate next instead of just hearing “Currently out of
bounds. Please move back on the map.” (P2)

Requesting information on location, spatial patterns, and
other statistics (RQ2). Despite some navigational challenges, par-
ticipants reported high success in requesting and understanding spa-
tial patterns and data values once they reached the desired location.
All participants felt that it was easy to request data information
(mean=7; SD=0), had a clear understanding of the spatial sum-
maries and other statistics provided (mean=6.8; SD=0.4), and gave
high ratings for how easy it was to understand their location on the
map at any given time (mean=6.4; SD=0.9). As P3 mentioned, “I
like that I can find information fairly quickly.” P5 appreciated “how
intuitive the shortcuts were” for interactions and noted that “it was
really intuitive with which level you were zoomed in on and what
your boundaries were.” P3 echoed this, saying “It gave me the
boundary information, so it was very easy [to know where I was].”
However, P1 warned that location awareness was straightforward
given prior knowledge of U.S. geography, but would be challeng-
ing for unfamiliar regions.

Synthesizing spatial understandings from explorations
(RQ3). All participants could describe the spatial paths they tra-
versed through during the tasks, regardless of whether they com-
pleted the tasks successfully. For example, P1 recalled their nav-
igation process in detail:“From the basic view, I needed to go to
the upper-right-hand corner quickly and efficiently. So I used my
big windows to zoom over, then zoom in. Zoom in to know I am
in the upper-right-hand quadrant.” This illustrates how P1 synthe-
sized the directional movements and zoom operations into a cohe-
sive mental representation of navigating to the intended map region.

Perceived utility and mental load (RQ4). All participants
felt AltGeoViz was a posititve step towards making geovisualiza-
tions usable and accessible for screen-reader users. P4 spoke to
the prevalence of map visualizations online but the lack of screen-
reader access: “Anytime information needs to be shown, they’ll put
out a map, even for my children’s school. I see them a lot, but what
I don’t see is a useful summary. Even when there is, it’s just a brief
overview that doesn’t answer my specific questions.”

Given such context, participants provided positive feedback and
highlighted how AltGeoViz enabled new interaction experiences
with map visualizations. P2 noted, “One of the grad school classes
I wanted to take was GIS. But I had to forego taking that class
because there was nothing like this [AltGeoViz ].” Participants felt
AltGeoViz provided meaningful spatial awareness and perspectives
that would have been difficult to achieve through non-interactive
formats. As P1 stated, “I really enjoyed being able to navigate the
U.S. and just get additional data from a graphical perspective,” and
“It gives me that kind of spatial awareness...whereas I would not be
able to figure out that with a drop-down box.”

The introduction of a new interaction technique often comes with
increased cognitive load for users. When asked about the overall
mental demand of using the prototype, participants gave an average
rating of 5 out of 7 (SD=1.0). Participants explained that this level
of mental demand stemmed from the novelty of the interaction it-
self. As P2 stated, “I’ve never had this in-depth interaction with
maps, so it required quite a bit of cognitive load initially.”

4.2 Suggestions for Improvements

When asked about potential improvements, participants suggested
searchability, comparison capabilities, and complementary infor-
mation, such as data tables.

Searchability to enhance navigation. To enhance naviga-
tion, participants suggested search functions to let them easily and
quickly locate specific geographic regions on the map. P4 stated,
“I’d like to find a way that I could just get to that specific part of the
map quickly.” P3 shared this desire, stating that “I want a search-
able area for my map,” and “I just wish I had a way of zooming in
on a particular [region].” P5 proposed that “Maybe there can be
a little shortcut where you could type in the state abbreviation or
the state name, and then [the system] puts you there.” In addition
to search, participants also mentioned other ways to aid navigation.
P1 recommended “some instant back-to-home button”, and P2 pro-
posed the use of “one letter navigation.”

Additional information. Participants requested additional in-
formation, including a list of geographical units the view encom-
passed: “I really liked the boundaries, but I wanted more infor-
mation about what was included in those boundaries or what was
outside of those boundaries. Say, there are five states in your view”
(P5). Others suggested an accompanying table available along with
the map, “I’d like a tabular table with the data in; the map’s nice to
navigate around, but I want to just select the state of Kansas instead
of having to arrow all the way around” (P1).

Comparison function. The ability to compare statistics between
multiple geographic areas was a frequently requested feature. P4
stated, “It would be nice if I could link [Oregon and Washington] to-
gether to get statistics.” Similarly, P2, inspired by the two datasets
in the tutorial and the study task, wanted “a comparative analysis
between population density and percentage of transit commuters”
to explore potential correlations between different datasets.

5 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We presented AltGeoViz, a system that auto-generates and auto-
updates summaries of interactive and dynamic geovisualizations.
We found that AltGeoViz enabled screen-reader users to interact
with geovisualizations in previously infeasible ways. Participants
had clear understandings of spatial patterns, data values and their
locations on the map. All participants were able to verbalize the
pathways they took through exploring the data, which indicates Alt-
GeoViz supported synthesizing spatial understandings.

The study also revealed that participants sometimes struggled
with effective navigation using AltGeoViz, likely due to prior men-
tal models shaped by linearly navigating web content [29] rather
than 2D map exploration. Participant feedback highlighted the
need for more intuitive navigation capabilities such as text-based
search to avoid getting “lost”. Future iterations should also im-
plement additional user-requested features like comparison across
locations/datasets and accompanying underlying data tables.

A promising future research direction involves developing data-
to-text models capable of summarizing key insights from geovisu-
alizations in more sophisticated ways, such as employing differ-
ent classification models, data aggregation techniques, and clus-
tering algorithms. Such models have the potential to benefit not
just screen-reader users, but also non-screen-reader users. Prior
research has shown that accurately interpreting geovisualizations
like choropleth maps requires some level of geospatial data liter-
acy [12, 21]. Factors like color schemes, area sizing, and data
classification methods can all introduce perceptual biases that hin-
der people’s ability to accurately discern meaningful spatial pat-
terns from visualizations [21]. Textual descriptions that commu-
nicate underlying data patterns of geovisualizations could enhance
screen-reader accessibility while serving as an interpretation aid for
a broader audience.
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[2] D. Ahmetovic, N. Cantù, C. Bernareggi, J. Guerreiro, S. Mascetti,
and A. Capietto. Multimodal Exploration of Mathematical Function
Graphs with AudioFunctions.web. In Proceedings of the 16th In-
ternational Web for All Conference, W4A ’19, pp. 1–2. Association
for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, May 2019. doi: 10.
1145/3315002.3332438 1

[3] N. Andrienko and G. Andrienko. Exploratory analysis of spatial and
temporal data: a systematic approach. Springer Science & Business
Media, 2006. 1

[4] U. C. Bureau. 2018-2022 ACS 5-year Estimates, 2023. Section: Gov-
ernment. 3

[5] U. C. Bureau. TIGER/Line Shapefiles, 2024. Section: Government. 3
[6] K. Charmaz. Constructing grounded theory: A practical guide

through qualitative analysis. sage, 2006. 3
[7] F. Elavsky, L. Nadolskis, and D. Moritz. Data Navigator: An

Accessibility-Centered Data Navigation Toolkit. IEEE Transactions
on Visualization and Computer Graphics, pp. 1–11, 2023. doi: 10.
1109/TVCG.2023.3327393 1

[8] D. Fan, A. Fay Siu, H. Rao, G. S.-H. Kim, X. Vazquez, L. Greco,
S. O’Modhrain, and S. Follmer. The Accessibility of Data Visual-
izations on the Web for Screen Reader Users: Practices and Experi-
ences During COVID-19. ACM Transactions on Accessible Comput-
ing, 16(1):1–29, Mar. 2023. doi: 10.1145/3557899 1

[9] N. A. Giudice, H. P. Palani, E. Brenner, and K. M. Kramer. Learning
non-visual graphical information using a touch-based vibro-audio in-
terface. In Proceedings of the 14th international ACM SIGACCESS
conference on Computers and accessibility, ASSETS ’12, pp. 103–
110. Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA,
Oct. 2012. doi: 10.1145/2384916.2384935 1

[10] A. Inc. Audio graphs, 2021. 1
[11] A. Joshi, S. Kale, S. Chandel, and D. K. Pal. Likert scale: Ex-

plored and explained. British journal of applied science & technology,
7(4):396–403, 2015. ISBN: 2231-0843. 3

[12] C. Juergens. Trustworthy COVID-19 Mapping: Geo-spatial Data Lit-
eracy Aspects of Choropleth Maps. KN - Journal of Cartography and
Geographic Information, 70(4):155–161, Dec. 2020. doi: 10.1007/
s42489-020-00057-w 4

[13] C. Jung, S. Mehta, A. Kulkarni, Y. Zhao, and Y.-S. Kim. Communi-
cating Visualizations without Visuals: Investigation of Visualization
Alternative Text for People with Visual Impairments. IEEE Transac-
tions on Visualization and Computer Graphics, 28(1):1095–1105, Jan.
2022. doi: 10.1109/TVCG.2021.3114846 1, 2

[14] H. M. Kamel and J. A. Landay. A study of blind drawing practice: cre-
ating graphical information without the visual channel. In Proceedings
of the fourth international ACM conference on Assistive technologies,
pp. 34–41. ACM, Arlington Virginia USA, Nov. 2000. doi: 10.1145/
354324.354334 2

[15] N. W. Kim, S. C. Joyner, A. Riegelhuth, and Y. Kim. Accessible Vi-
sualization: Design Space, Opportunities, and Challenges. Computer
Graphics Forum, 40(3):173–188, June 2021. doi: 10.1111/cgf.14298
1, 2

[16] Mapbox. Mapbox | Maps, Navigation, Search, and Data, 2024. 1
[17] A. Mehnert and P. Jackway. An improved seeded region growing al-

gorithm. Pattern Recognition Letters, 18(10):1065–1071, Oct. 1997.
doi: 10.1016/S0167-8655(97)00131-1 2

[18] S. Mirri, S. Peroni, P. Salomoni, F. Vitali, and V. Rubano. Towards
accessible graphs in HTML-based scientific articles. In 2017 14th
IEEE Annual Consumer Communications & Networking Conference
(CCNC), pp. 1067–1072. IEEE, Las Vegas, NV, Jan. 2017. doi: 10.
1109/CCNC.2017.7983287 1

[19] A. Okabe, T. Satoh, and K. Sugihara. A kernel density estimation
method for networks, its computational method and a GIS-based tool.
International Journal of Geographical Information Science, 23(1):7–
32, Jan. 2009. doi: 10.1080/13658810802475491 2

[20] A. Park, C. Smart, R. Taylor, and M. Watkins. An Extremely Detailed
Map of the 2020 Election. The New York Times, Feb. 2021. 1

[21] J. Schiewe. Empirical Studies on the Visual Perception of Spatial
Patterns in Choropleth Maps. KN - Journal of Cartography and
Geographic Information, 69(3):217–228, Sept. 2019. doi: 10.1007/
s42489-019-00026-y 4

[22] V. Setlur, S. E. Battersby, M. Tory, R. Gossweiler, and A. X. Chang.
Eviza: A Natural Language Interface for Visual Analysis. In Pro-
ceedings of the 29th Annual Symposium on User Interface Software
and Technology, pp. 365–377. ACM, Tokyo Japan, Oct. 2016. doi: 10
.1145/2984511.2984588 2

[23] A. Sharif, S. S. Chintalapati, J. O. Wobbrock, and K. Reinecke. Un-
derstanding Screen-Reader Users’ Experiences with Online Data Vi-
sualizations. In The 23rd International ACM SIGACCESS Conference
on Computers and Accessibility, pp. 1–16. ACM, Virtual Event USA,
Oct. 2021. doi: 10.1145/3441852.3471202 1, 2

[24] A. Sharif and B. Forouraghi. evoGraphs — A jQuery plugin to create
web accessible graphs. In 2018 15th IEEE Annual Consumer Com-
munications & Networking Conference (CCNC), pp. 1–4. IEEE, Las
Vegas, NV, Jan. 2018. doi: 10.1109/CCNC.2018.8319239 1

[25] A. Sharif, O. H. Wang, A. T. Muongchan, K. Reinecke, and J. O. Wob-
brock. VoxLens: Making Online Data Visualizations Accessible with
an Interactive JavaScript Plug-In. In CHI Conference on Human Fac-
tors in Computing Systems, pp. 1–19. ACM, New Orleans LA USA,
Apr. 2022. doi: 10.1145/3491102.3517431 1

[26] A. Sharif, A. M. Zhang, A. Shih, J. O. Wobbrock, and K. Reinecke.
Understanding and Improving Information Extraction From Online
Geospatial Data Visualizations for Screen-Reader Users. In Proceed-
ings of the 24th International ACM SIGACCESS Conference on Com-
puters and Accessibility, pp. 1–5. ACM, Athens Greece, Oct. 2022.
doi: 10.1145/3517428.3550363 1

[27] B. Shneiderman. The eyes have it: A task by data type taxonomy for
information visualizations. In The craft of information visualization,
pp. 364–371. Elsevier, 2003. 2

[28] S. Spall. Peer Debriefing in Qualitative Research: Emerging Opera-
tional Models. Qualitative Inquiry, 4(2):280–292, June 1998. Pub-
lisher: SAGE Publications Inc. doi: 10.1177/107780049800400208
3

[29] T. Stockman and O. Metatla. The Influence of Screen-Readers on Web
Cognition. Jan. 2008. 4

[30] K. Thomas and Y. Sripada. What’s In a Message? Interpreting Geo-
referenced Data for the Visually-impaired. In M. White, C. Nakatsu,
and D. McDonald, eds., Proceedings of the Fifth International Nat-
ural Language Generation Conference, pp. 113–120. Association for
Computational Linguistics, Salt Fork, Ohio, USA, June 2008. 2

[31] K. E. Thomas, L. Sumegi, L. Ferres, and S. Sripada. Enabling ac-
cess to geo-referenced information: Atlas.txt. In Proceedings of the
2008 international cross-disciplinary conference on Web accessibility
(W4A), pp. 101–104. ACM, Beijing China, Apr. 2008. doi: 10.1145/
1368044.1368066 1, 2

[32] T. N. Y. Times. Coronavirus in the U.S.: Latest Map and Case Count.
The New York Times, Mar. 2020. 1

[33] X. Wang and J. Wang. USING CLUSTERING METHODS IN
GEOSPATIAL INFORMATION SYSTEMS. Geomatica, 64(3):347–
362, Sept. 2010. 2

[34] W. Yu, R. Ramloll, and S. Brewster. Haptic graphs for blind computer
users. In International workshop on haptic human-computer interac-
tion, pp. 41–51. Springer, 2000. 1

[35] H. Zhao, C. Plaisant, B. Shneiderman, and J. Lazar. Data Sonification
for Users with Visual Impairment: A Case Study with Georeferenced
Data. ACM Transactions on Computer-Human Interaction, 15(1):1–
28, May 2008. doi: 10.1145/1352782.1352786 1, 2

[36] J. Zong, C. Lee, A. Lundgard, J. Jang, D. Hajas, and A. Satyanarayan.
Rich Screen Reader Experiences for Accessible Data Visualization.
Computer Graphics Forum, 41(3):15–27, June 2022. doi: 10.1111/
cgf.14519 1, 2
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