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ABSTRACT

To enable data-driven decision-making across organizations, data
professionals need to share insights with their colleagues in context-
appropriate communication channels. Many of their colleagues rely
on data but are not themselves analysts; furthermore, their col-
leagues are reluctant or unable to use dedicated analytical applica-
tions or dashboards, and they expect communication to take place
within threaded collaboration platforms such as Slack or Microsoft
Teams. In this paper, we introduce a set of six strategies for adapt-
ing content from business intelligence (BI) dashboards into appro-
priate formats for sharing on collaboration platforms, formats that
we refer to as dashboard snapshots. Informed by prior studies of
enterprise communication around data, these strategies go beyond
redesigning or restyling by considering varying levels of data liter-
acy across an organization, introducing affordances for self-service
question-answering, and anticipating the post-sharing lifecycle of
data artifacts. These strategies involve the use of templates that are
matched to common communicative intents, serving to reduce the
workload of data professionals. We contribute a formal represen-
tation of these strategies and demonstrate their applicability in a
comprehensive enterprise communication scenario featuring multi-
ple stakeholders that unfolds over the span of months.

Index Terms: Collaboration visualization, visualization retarget-
ing, responsive visualization design, business intelligence.

1 INTRODUCTION

Distributed and asynchronous workplace communication is in-
creasingly prevalent in organizations, from enterprise corporations
to government agencies and academic institutions. One indicator of
this shift is the increased adoption of collaboration platforms [37]
such as Slack [36] or Microsoft Teams [30]. While these plat-
forms offer convenient affordances for threaded conversations and
file sharing along with extensions for productivity applications, col-
laboration around data on these platforms can be challenging [43].

Early work on collaborative visualization [11, 15] envisioned
ways to bring asynchronous collaboration to visual analytic
tools, such as within business intelligence (BI) applications like
Tableau [32] or Power BI [23]. However, recent research on en-
terprise communication around data [3, 35] reveals barriers and
aversions to context switching, and that it is tedious to gener-
ate and share static data artifacts (e.g., presentations and screen-
shots) across organization’s communication channels. Unfortu-
nately, these artifacts may not serve audience with varying levels
of data literacy, raise data governance concerns, and fail to satisfy
needs for simple follow-up questions. Instead of adding collab-
orative affordances to dashboards and BI applications, our work
considers ways to adapt content from dashboards for collaboration
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platforms while respecting considerations for data literacy, gover-
nance, and a desire for self-service question-answering.

The primary contribution of this work is a set of six strategies,
each supported by formal representations, for systematically adapt-
ing dashboard content for sharing on an organization’s collabora-
tion platform. Inspired by recent formal, concise specification of
dashboard elements [8, 12, 21, 41], our strategies extend this form
of expression to encompass the selection and adaptation of dash-
board content as a dashboard snapshot, referring to the state of a se-
lection made from a dashboard at a certain point in time. We show-
case these strategies in a comprehensive demonstration scenario
of asynchronous communication involving multiple stakeholders
across an organization over months. For this scenario, we built a
graphical user interface to serve as an intermediary between a BI
dashboard and a collaboration platform, allowing data profession-
als to specify snapshots in accordance with our proposed strategies.

2 BACKGROUND AND PRIOR WORK

Collaborative visualization in enterprise organizations. Isen-
berg et al. [15] characterize collaborative visualization in terms of
time (synchronous vs. asynchronous) and place (co-located vs.
distributed). We focus on asynchronous distributed collaboration
within organizations. To support collaborative data analysis, prior
work [11, 13, 40] suggests methods to extend visual analysis tools,
such as by allowing for making threaded conversation and draw-
ing attention to insights via annotation. However, within enterprise
organizations, these techniques are difficult to implement as many
individuals lack access and orientation to BI applications [35] such
as Tableau [32] or Power BI [23].

People communicate with and around data [35] in organizations
of varying sizes to support data-driven decision making [5, 43].
Prior work [17, 16, 43] identifies two primary roles in enterprise
data communication: analysts who work with the data and share
artifacts with consumers. Consumers expect communication to
take place on collaboration platforms. As a consequence, ana-
lysts are tasked with capturing, ‘slicing and dicing,’ or painstak-
ingly reproducing content from dashboards [35] and sharing them
as screenshots or presentation slides [3], suggesting tedious work-
flows that require switching between several tools. As these ar-
tifacts are static, this process must be repeated when dashboards
are modified or when new data becomes available. Additionally,
these static artifacts will not observe BI applications’ data gover-
nance policies for ensuring appropriate role-based access to data. If
conversations around data are to take place on collaboration plat-
forms, our proposed strategies respect both a desire for self-service
question-answering among consumers as well as the needs of ana-
lysts to streamline and govern communication workflows.

Visualization retargeting. Visualization retargeting is a general
term that encompasses both responsive visualization design across
devices [14, 18] as well as restyling chart designs [10]. However,
retargeting often entails much more than resizing or restyling con-
tent; it requires an understanding of the communicative intent of the
content and which elements are essential to retain [2, 6, 18, 19, 42].
Here, we use the term to describe the retargeting of visualization
from a dashboard context to a collaboration platform context. This
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change of context also entails a change of audience: from analysts
engaging with the content and organization of a dashboard to con-
sumers with varying levels of data literacy. While BI applications
offer features for bookmarking parts of a dashboard [24, 4] or mak-
ing a data story [28, 33], they do not necessarily support retargeting
dashboard contents for message-based asynchronous conversations.
Expressing visualization design. Declarative specifications of vi-
sualization design are foundational in building useful visual anal-
ysis interfaces. For example, Vega-Lite [27] and ggplot2 [38] im-
plement the Grammar of Graphics [39], expressing a visualization
design as a set of encoding channels like x, y, and color. Ivy [21]
provides a method to templatize visualization design specs using
such grammars to enhance their reusability. Similarly, Encod-
able [41] offers a way to configure visualization templates for reac-
tive web environments (e.g., React), and Quick Dashboard [8] pro-
vides lightweight expressions for configuring dashboard elements
using analytic terms like ‘Metrics’ and ‘Dimensions.’ However,
while these template-based approaches are suitable for specifying
dashboards, they do not include considerations for constructing vi-
sual analysis experiences within the context of collaboration plat-
forms. Our work therefore introduces strategies with corresponding
declarative representations for expressing dashboard snapshots in
this collaborative context, strategies that consider the ease of retar-
geting and the life cycle of artifacts on such platforms.

3 DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS

Motivated by prior work on enterprise communication around
data [5, 7, 15, 16, 17, 35, 43], our proposed strategies observe the
following high-level considerations for addressing the communica-
tion gap between BI applications and collaboration platforms.
(DC1) Be specific and transparent. Analysts often focus on a cer-
tain part of the data shown in a dashboard by selecting a few fields
or a subset of records [35]. Information about such a selection as
well as data incompleteness (e.g., missing data) must be transparent
to not mislead consumers [16].
(DC2) Be context-appropriate. We must adapt selected content
from a dashboard in ways that make it appropriate for and com-
plementary to conversations around data. Retargeted dashboard
snapshots should be comprehensible for those with limited visual-
ization literacy, which may entail the generation of text-based sum-
maries [16] or the addition of annotations [13]. Furthermore, a level
of interactivity may need to be retained, so as to support consumers
as they form predictable questions of their own (e.g., “what is the
trend for each product category?”) [16].
(DC3) Be time-sensitive. Relying on stale data (such as screen-
shots of dashboards) in an organizational setting can lead to erro-
neous decisions, so analysts often need to produce updated artifacts.
While some updates can be automated, others require validation,
such as verifying the validity of new data or identifying contextual
factors affecting snapshots’ quality [5, 16].

4 SIX STRATEGIES FOR ADAPTING DASHBOARD CONTENT

We define a dashboard snapshot as an artifact that communicates a
selection of one or more elements from a dashboard at a given point
in time, making an analogy to snapshots used in cloud data plat-
forms (e.g., [25, 26]). Motivated by the above considerations, we
describe strategies for systematically adapting dashboard selections
to snapshots, accompanied by formal representations for elements
listed in Figure 1. Figure 2 and Figure 3 illustrate example snapshot
elements along with their formal representations in YAML.
Strategy 1: Anticipate selections of varying scope. As the scope
of a dashboard snapshot must be flexible (DC1), a snapshot can
have multiple components, each having a different selection. As
shown in Figure 2A, a dashboard is typically arranged into zones

or panels, with any individual panel containing a chart or a met-
ric; panels generally show measures (quantitative variables) and di-
mensions (nominal or temporal variables). An analyst can create a
component from a panel (Figure 2B–D). The component imports
the data source, data filters, measures, dimensions and
original design from the selected element (Figure 1B). How-
ever, it is not necessary to include all of these in a single com-
ponent. If the analyst wants to include information from other
panels (DC1), they can opt to create a multi-component snapshot.
As a measure in a dashboard can be traced back to a column in
the data, a newly computed variable from multiple measures (Fig-
ure 2D), or an aggregated variable (Figure 2B & C), a measure in
a component must reflect this potential variability. When import-
ing dimensions and data filters, a component must identify
a time frame that will to be used to infer the temporal validity of
a snapshot (DC3). For example, the component in Figure 2B for
sales data has a time frame of ‘1 month’ from March 2, 2022 by
the ‘Order Date’ field. If the original panel lacks an explicit tem-
poral variable, an analyst can impose their own time frame. Both
the data filters and the time frame should appear within the
component for transparency (DC1, see Figure 3E).

Strategy 2: Provide affordances for adding situational context.
The analyst can add a caption (plain text) and annotations (vi-
sual emphases ovarlaid on a chart). To enable simple and pre-
dictable question-answering within a conversation thread, an ana-
lyst can set interactive filters with drop-down menus (Fig-
ure 2D) or sliders. Alternatively, the analyst can apply combina-
tions of filters as a ‘macro,’ so that consumers can reproduce trans-
formations and contrast the results against unfiltered data them-
selves. When a consumer applies a component’s interactive filter,
this transformation should be private view to that consumer, so as
not to mislead the other consumers (DC2).

Strategy 3: Offer templates alongside original designs. The an-
alyst can opt to keep the original design (Figure 2D) or use a
template for predictable and recurring communicative intents (Fig-
ure 2B & E) (DC2). For the former, the extent of adaptation should
not exceed minimal responsive transformations (e.g., changes in as-
pect ratio and font size, removing axis ticks; c.f. [14, 18]). For
the latter, the analyst can choose a template design and spec-
ify its template configuration. Each template must have a clear
communicative intent (DC2). As illustrated in Figure 2B, for ex-
ample, a template design for ‘breakdown and goal’ communi-
cates whether a measure has met a threshold value (e.g., a sales
target). Like Tableau’s Show Me [20], a snapshot authoring inter-
face should validate the applicability of templates for a component
according to the contents of the selected dashboard panel.

The visual design of a template can assume various for-
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Figure 1: The relationships between snapshots (A), components
(B), templates (C), template specifications (D), and dashboard se-
lections (E). Components load data, measures, breakdowns, filters,
and worksheet from the original dashboard selection, which are prop-
agated to a template specification for a template-based component.
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DashboardA Sales

$705,310
Profit

$79,202
Orders

11,296
Total Profit Ratio by States

1

1

2

3

An analyst opens a
dashboard and figures
out what to share.
The analsyt decides to 
share three measures:
       Sales,         Profit, and
       Profit Ratio.

ComponentB
for the Sales measure

+The three components share the same 
data source and time frame.

1 2

data_source*: “...URL...”
time_frame:
  field: “Order Date”
  interval: “1month”
  from: “3/2/2022”
measure*:
  - field: “Sales”
    aggregate: “sum”
    format: “USD”
dimension:
  - field: “Region”
    sort_by: “Sales”
content_type: “template”
template_design: “breakdown and goal”
template_config:
  appearance:
    use_visual: true
    use_text: true
  parameters:
    - goal_name: “Sales Goal”
    - goal_total: 45,000
    - goal_west: 20,000 ...

3

A formal spec in YAML. * indicates 
information derived from the dashboard.

2ComponentC
for the Profit measure

...+
measure*:
  - field: “Profit”
    aggregate: “sum”
    format: “USD”
dimension:
  - field: “Region”
    sort_by: “Sales”
content_type: “template”
template_design: “simple breakdown”

3ComponentD
for the Profit Ratio measure

...+
measure*:
  - name: “Profit Ratio”
    compute: “Profit/Sales”
dimension*:
  - field: “States”
content_type: “original format”
annotation:
  - shape: “circle”
    position: [50, 60]
    stroke: “orange 2px solid”
interaction:
  - field: “Category”
    method: “dropdown”

Figure 2: Example components made from dashboard selections
and their formal representations in YAML.

mats, and may or may not include a chart, and a component’s
appearance property lets the analyst opt to use the visual
design, the caption text template, or both. Caption text
template (i.e., parameterized sentences) can assist consumers
with limited visualization literacy (DC2). A custom text (as a
plain text or a parameterized expression) allows for overriding the
text template. Continuing our second strategy, a template can
allow for the inclusion of values that were not part of the selected
dashboard panel, and thus a template design can have parameter
definitions. For example, for the template design shown in Fig-
ure 2B, goal parameters are included for each category of a dimen-
sion, and these goal values are rendered as gray bars in the visual

Composing a snapshotE
The analyst combines the three components into a snapshot.

Snapshot shared 
on a collaboration 
platform channel

F

Once the snapshot
is shared, a sales 
associate coworker
shares it with
their teammates.

components: 
curation: “carousel”
freshness:
  fresh_until: “4/30/2022”
  allow_others_to_update: true
completeness:
  missing_data: true
text_message: “This is our sales 
  data for March 2022. Feel free 
  to share �)”
export:
  channel: “#sales_team”
  allow_sharing: true
auto_recur:
  interval: “1month”
  time_at: “11am”

A formal spec in YAML

B C D

#sales-team
Manager
@Coworker, youʼd
want to take a look.

Coworker
Thank you, Iʼll share 
with my team.

Analyst
This is our sales data 
for March 2022.  ...

Comments

#sales-team
Analyst
This is our sales data 
for March 2022.  ...

This snapshot is outdated.
An updated snapshot is 
available.

#sales-team
Analyst
Updated snapshot

Automated 
snapshot
update

G

After a month, 
the snapshot is 
marked as stale, 
and an updated 
snapshot is posted
(without captions or 
annotations).

Old New

Figure 3: An example snapshot composed of the components in Fig-
ure 2 and its formal representation in YAML.

design and ratios in the caption text template.
Templates should reflect common communicative intents, such

as those classified in Bach et al.’s dashboard design patterns [2]. For
example, Figure 4A shows a template for the simple breakdown of a
measure by a dimension, and Figure 4B adds progress information
to that by defining ‘goal’ parameters for total and each dimension
value. Figure 4C presents a template for the time-serial trend of a
measure, which can optionally be disaggregated by a dimension or
include upper and lower threshold parameter values.

A template configuration object (Figure 1D) mediates the se-
lected template design for a component, inspired by Encod-
able [41]. Most of its attributes (e.g., measures, time frame) are
directly transferred from the component. The scales are trans-
ferred from the original design to preserve color legends or
scale transformations. Lastly, adding template parameter values
to this configuration is the responsibility of the analyst.
Strategy 4: Support curation of multi-component snapshots.
For snapshots with more than one component, the analyst can
choose a curation method for components that are suitable for
sharing on threaded collaboration platforms (DC2). As illustrated
in Figure 3E, these curation methods can include vertical stacking, a
component carousel, an automated slideshow, or a mini-dashboard.
Strategy 5: Convey data caveats transparently. The analyst can
set freshness and completeness to communicate the tempo-
ral validity and collection reliability of the data being represented
(DC1 & DC3). A freshness property is akin to a best-before date
that annotates the snapshot. This date can be inferred from the time
frames of the snapshot’s components. A default inference method
is to find the time frame with the latest end date and add the time
frame’s duration to the end date, so that the snapshot can wait for
the data for the next period to be fully collected.

3
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Simple breakdownAA Time-series and thresholdAC

Breakdown and goalAB

Shows the aggregated value of a measure

and breaks it down by a dimension

Shows the aggregate value of a measure 

with a threshold value

Shows a measure over a temporal variable

with a line or interval of threshold and with  
optional breakdowns by a dimension

Text template

Figure 4: Example templates for simple breakdown (A), a breakdown
with a goal (B), and a time-series with a threshold (C).

The analyst can also indicate the existence of missing data points
with a completeness indicator. To provide additional context to
either a component’s freshness or completeness, an analyst can
add a text message to the snapshot.
Strategy 6: Plan to update snapshots. When a snapshot becomes
stale (i.e., after its freshness date), it should be clearly indicated
so as to prevent people from relying on old data (DC3). Then,
the old snapshot may need to be updated with new data (DC3).
A snapshot can be updated in three ways: (1) manually updated
by the snapshot author, (2) manually updated by a viewer, and
(3) automatically updated according to a schedule set by the author
(auto-recur). To enable the latter, the analyst needs to provide
the period of recurrence (e.g., 1 month, 2 weeks), until when this
recurrence should happen, and what time the updated snapshot is
published at, similar to setting recurring events on a calendar.

When a snapshot is updated, either via manual retrieval or an au-
tomatic recurrence, a system implementing this strategy must refer-
ence the time frame property of its components and adjust filters
accordingly before posting the updated snapshot on a collaboration
platform. Additionally, updates to snapshots should exclude anno-
tations from past snapshots so as not to mislead consumers. If an
analyst opts to manually update a snapshot, they can freely add an-
notations or captions before sharing the update.

5 DEMONSTRATION SCENARIO

To demonstrate the confluence of our strategies, we implemented an
interactive BI dashboard and a threaded collaboration platform with
basic functionalities similar to those of Tableau and Slack, respec-
tively, along with Philo, an intermediary graphical user interface
for specifying dashboard snapshots. The Philo interface (Figure 5)
includes both a snapshot component creator (a) as well as a snap-
shot composer for producing multi-component snapshots (b). We
used Svelte [31] for the user interfaces, DynamoDB [1] for the data
server, and Express [9] for the back-end server.

We used the dashboard, collaboration platform, and Philo inter-
faces to produce a comprehensive demonstration scenario video in
which a group of colleagues employed by an enterprise organiza-
tion interact with dashboard snapshots over the course of a couple
of months (see supplemental material). Specifically, the scenario
describes how an analyst creates a snapshot in Figure 2 and 3 and
shares them with consumers, reifying Strategies 1–5. For the time-
related behaviors, the scenario shows manual and automated up-

Component creatorA

Snapshot composer B

A1 Data

B1 Settings B2 Preview B3 Component

A2 Preview A3 Design

Data
filters

Time
frame

Dimensions

Parameters

Measures Annotation

Content
type

Original
design

Template
design

Appearance

Interactive
filters

Caption/
Custom
text

Export

Auto-recur

Freshness

Completeness

Curation Components
Text message

Figure 5: The Philo interface for specifying dashboard snapshots: (A)
Component creator and (B) Snapshot composer. Formal properties
are annotated next to the corresponding interface elements.

dates (Strategy 6). Finally, the scenario also encompasses how the
analyst monitors the dissemination of snapshots across the channels
of a collaboration platform over time.

6 DISCUSSION, LIMITATIONS, AND FUTURE WORK

We proposed six strategies for adapting BI dashboard content as
snapshots on collaboration platforms, considering flexible con-
tent selection, conversations around snapshots, and time-sensitivity.
Through template-based retargeting and formal representation,
these strategies have the potential to improve upon current prac-
tices relating to conversations around data, obviating the need to
create new dashboards or share screenshots of simple charts.

While a human-centered usage evaluation could demonstrate the
efficacy of our strategies, the collaborative and longitudinal nature
of asynchronous enterprise conversations around data is method-
ologically and logistically challenging to capture in a single evalu-
ation. This challenge is in part attributed to the need to study long-
term collaborations between an analyst and multiple consumers,
where the consumers exhibit a range of data literacy despite having
situational context around the data. Individually, strategies 2 and 4
are applicable for focused studies with one-shot tasks; however, a
holistic evaluation of all six strategies requires the deployment of an
interface, such as Philo, that interoperates with production BI ap-
plications and collaboration platforms. To realize this, APIs for the
former (e.g., the Tableau Extension API [34]) would need to be ex-
tended to accommodate Strategies 1 and 4, while APIs for the latter
(e.g., Slack’s Block Kit [29], the Microsoft Graph API [22]) would
need to be extended to accommodate Strategies 5 and 6. Once de-
ployed, interesting future work includes identifying a more compre-
hensive set of component templates as well as organizational com-
munication patterns arising from the dissemination of dashboard
snapshots.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

We provide complete formal specifications for snapshot elements,
a complete specification of proposed templates, as well as a video
of our demonstration scenario. It can also be accessed via https:
//dashboard-snapshot.github.io.
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