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Fig. 1: A conceptual scenario of creating a composite visualization in virtual or augmented reality. (1) A user is viewing multiple
visualizations, including a graph visualization and bar charts, representing data with some underlying association. (2) The user wants
to create a composite visualization that includes both views for analysis. The user grabs the views of interest and assembles them like
compositing entities. (3) After composition, a composite visualization appears, integrating both graphical and bar chart visualizations.

Abstract— Composite visualization represents a widely embraced design that combines multiple visual representations to create an
integrated view. However, the traditional approach of creating composite visualizations in immersive environments typically occurs
asynchronously outside of the immersive space and is carried out by experienced experts. In this work, we aim to empower users
to participate in the creation of composite visualization within immersive environments through embodied interactions. This could
provide a flexible and fluid experience with immersive visualization and has the potential to facilitate understanding of the relationship
between visualization views. We begin with developing a design space of embodied interactions to create various types of composite
visualizations with the consideration of data relationships. Drawing inspiration from people’s natural experience of manipulating physical
objects, we design interactions based on the combination of 3D manipulations in immersive environments. Building upon the design
space, we present a series of case studies showcasing the interaction to create different kinds of composite visualizations in virtual
reality. Subsequently, we conduct a user study to evaluate the usability of the derived interaction techniques and user experience
of creating composite visualizations through embodied interactions. We find that empowering users to participate in composite
visualizations through embodied interactions enables them to flexibly leverage different visualization views for understanding and
communicating the relationships between different views, which underscores the potential of several future application scenarios.

Index Terms—Composite Visualization, Immersive Analytics, Embodied Interaction

1 INTRODUCTION

As the volume and complexity of data continue to grow, the demand
for sophisticated data visualization has escalated to tackle complex
analytical tasks. This often requires the integration of multiple visual
representations, which facilitates a comprehensive understanding of
the relationships between different data facets and visualization views.
Consequently, significant research efforts have been devoted to combin-
ing multiple visual representations to form a coherent and meaningful
layout [13]. This extensively embraced design strategy is commonly
referred to as composite visualization [14, 29].

Composite visualization has also been preliminarily explored in
immersive environments, with the rapid development of Immersive
Analysis (IA) [17, 43, 53, 69]. While previous research demonstrates
the advantages of composite visualizations for IA, the workflow of
creating such visualizations relies on pre-construction on computers by
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visualization designers with coding expertise [64, 66]. This approach
usually results in a passive user experience, where users interact with
composite visualizations that were created asynchronously, rather than
engaging in the creation process [5, 9, 59]. As it is difficult to antic-
ipate visual representation needs and their combinations during the
Exploratory Data Analysis (EDA) stage in IA, it is crucial to empower
users with the flexibility to integrate various primitive visualizations
into composite views. This flexibility enables users to freely explore,
formulate hypotheses, and validate their ideas, facilitating an engaging
and fluid experience with data visualization [15].

Immersive environments present a unique opportunity to facilitate
a fluid experience with composite visualizations, as they offer large
display spaces and embodied interaction [42, 43]. Capitalizing on these
advantages, our work aims to engage users in the creation of composite
visualizations in immersive environments by employing two design
metaphors. First, we take composite visualizations as constructs based
on the composition of multiple primitive views (e.g., bar charts or
scatterplots). This perspective also inherently allows for the decon-
struction of a composite visualization into its constituent primitive
visualizations [29]. Second, we propose empowering users with a “su-
perpower” [62] to construct a composite view with primitive views.
This process is akin to the natural interactions used in the assembly
or piecing together of physical objects, enhancing the intuitiveness
and engagement of the composition process [16]. However, designing
proper interactions for the composition of visualizations is challenging.
One consideration is that determining whether different visualization
views can be combined into a composite view is influenced not merely
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by the type of composite view but also by the inherent constraints of the
underlying data relationships [63]. In addition, different types of com-
posite visualizations represent distinct data relationships (e.g., nested
views and juxtaposed views can encode different relationships [29]), de-
manding the development of specialized interaction techniques tailored
to each type. Moreover, the interactions need to prevent ambiguity and
accurately convey user intentions of compositing visualization views,
while ensuring an intuitive and fluid user experience [15].

To bridge this gap, we prioritize the data relationships and connect
them to the creation of composite visualizations. We then draw on
the natural human skill of spatially manipulating physical objects as
a metaphor to develop the design space of interactions for authoring
composite visualizations. To demonstrate the design space, we imple-
ment a set of proof-of-concept cases with various types of composite
visualization in Virtual Reality (VR). Finally, we conduct a user study
to 1) assess the usability of the derived interactions, and 2) evaluate
user experience to explore the potential advantages and problems of
involving users in the embodied composition process. Our goal is to
provide insights and design recommendations for developers or design-
ers in crafting interactive experiences with composite visualization in
IA systems. The main contributions of this paper are:

• Development of a design space that considers embodied interac-
tions and data relationships to create composite visualization in
immersive environments;

• Implementation of a set of cases with usage scenarios in VR,
which demonstrates the utility of the design space;

• A user study that assesses the usability of representative embodied
interactions derived from our design space and offers guidelines
for crafting interactive experience with composite visualizations.

2 RELATED WORK

Composite Visualization in Immersive Environments. Javed and
Elmqvist introduced the composite visualization concept with the cat-
egorization for specifying the spatial compositions of multiple visu-
alizations in the same visual space [29]. For example, one widely
kind of composite visualization is juxtaposed views, which place mul-
tiple visualization views side-by-side [2, 51]. Over the past decade,
significant research efforts have been directed to design the visual rep-
resentations of composite visualizations that integrate multiple data
visualization views to present multi-faceted data [13]. Composite visu-
alization gained considerable attention due to its capacity to leverage
the strengths of different views or integrate multiple views to mitigate
their respective weaknesses [29, 63].

In recent years, researchers in the emerging research field of Immer-
sive Analytics (IA) have begun to explore how to design or display
composite visualizations within immersive spaces [10,24,33,38,49,66].
For instance, Liu et al. investigated the design of juxtaposed views
represented by small multiples in immersive environments [37–39].
Hubenschmid et al. explored interaction techniques for the integrated
views with explicit visual links in immersive spaces [24]. Langner et
al. combined mobile devices and augmented reality for visual data
analysis with composite views, such as juxtaposed views or overloaded
views [33]. Yang et al. proposed TiltMap, a composite visualization
that combines a map and a bar chart in immersive environments to
efficiently present area-linked data in a superimposed way [66].

These works revealed the benefits of immersive environments in the
presentation and interaction with composite visualizations. However,
due to the workload and coding expertise required for constructing
composite visualizations, users often find it difficult to participate in the
creation process. Yet, recognizing the critical role of user involvement
in tailoring visualizations to their specific needs and preferences [6,
31, 57], IA systems need to consider offering users the opportunity to
actively participate in the creation of composite visualizations. We aim
to empower users in creating immersive composite visualizations from
the perspective of embodied interactions.

Immersive Visualization Authoring. Authoring visualizations is an
essential part of data analysis and communication. However, combin-
ing two or more views to form a composite visualization in immersive
environments is a nontrivial task, even for experts. In the field of IA,

previous efforts have aimed to provide toolkits for developers or experts
to author immersive visualizations [5,9,20,59]. For example, IATK [9]
provides a toolkit that allows users to author immersive visualizations
and analyze data with embodied interactions (e.g., filter). DXR [59] is
another toolkit based on Unity, which helps create immersive visualiza-
tions with declarative JSON specification. VRIA [5] offers a web-based
framework building upon WebVR for creating IA experiences. Nev-
ertheless, these efforts on authoring immersive visualization is often
separated from the immersive environments where the visualization
is actually applied and thereby detaching the user experience between
creation and analysis.

Only a few works provided users with a seamless experience of
creating immersive visualizations [3, 7, 10]. Satkowski et al. proposed
an extended model for authoring visualizations to facilitate seamless
integration of visualization creation and presentation [55]. Cordeil et al.
introduced ImAxes [10], which allows users to construct multivariate
data visualizations through embodied interactions. However, ImAxes
is limited to constructing multidimensional data visualization based
solely on axes. Satkowski et al. explored the combination of mobile
devices and AR HMDs for in-situ authoring of visualizations in an early
prototype [54], enabling the configuration of visualization directly in
real-world environments. The latest work, Wizualization [3], leveraged
magic as the metaphor to design gestures and speech interactions for au-
thoring and analyzing immersive visualization. However, these works
mainly focused on authoring primitive visualization views (e.g., scat-
terplots) rather than the embodied creation of composite visualizations.
We aim to investigate intuitive and effective interactions that enable
users to author composite visualizations in immersive environments.

Fluid Interaction for Immersive Analytics. Interaction plays a
crucial role in visualization, serving as a key element in delivering an
engaging user experience with visualized data [15, 27, 67]. This princi-
ple applies equally to immersive visualization [17, 42, 44]. Following
direct manipulation paradigms [58], Elmqvist et al. [15] introduced the
notion of fluid interaction, emphasizing compelling and absorbing user
experiences that maintain the flow of engaging in the tasks related to
data visualizations [12]. Moreover, fluid interaction aims to reduce the
gulfs of interaction—disparities between a user’s intended actions and
the system’s provided affordances [26].

As immersive devices become increasingly prevalent, IA systems
need to provide users with a fluid and directly manipulable experi-
ence [4, 35, 42, 52]. To facilitate data analysis with multiple views, Ens
et al. proposed the Ethereal Planes framework, which incorporates
2D information spaces into mixed reality environments [18]. They
introduced guidelines for interaction designers to create novel experi-
ences with spatial interactions. Satriadi et al. investigated the design
of multiview map visualizations in immersive environments, providing
guidelines for IA and sensemaking through spatial interaction [56].
Bach et al. [1] investigated the effectiveness of direct manipulation,
which is more aligned with interaction capabilities in immersive en-
vironments. In addition, recent work by Lee et al. proposed a design
space for the transformations between 2D and 3D views, considering
natural and direct manipulation, such as the “grab and pull”, to activate
view transitions in mixed reality [34]. Another study explored the
benefits of combining large interactive displays with personal head-
mounted augmented reality for enhancing the exploration of super-
imposed views [50]. However, previous works primarily focus on
analytical tasks with immersive visualizations, neglecting the interac-
tive experience related to creating composite visualizations. We argue
that future IA systems with composite visualizations should consider
a wider range of users and provide them with the experience of freely
combining multiple visualization views in immersive environments.

3 DEVELOPING THE DESIGN SPACE: KEY CONSIDERATIONS

The primary goal of this work is to involve users in the creation process
of composite visualizations within immersive environments. While
previous research focused on the representations of composite visual-
izations in immersive environments, our focus lies in facilitating the
creation process through natural and intuitive interactions. Our research
is initially guided by the following questions:



• Q1. What do we need to consider when combining multiple
visualizations into a composite view?

• Q2. How can we design effective and fluid interactions to help
users create composite visualizations in immersive environments?

To address Q1, we first introduce established categories of compos-
ite visualizations as our target for composition (Sec. 3.1). Then, we
identify the fundamental data relationships between visualization views
that need to be considered when constructing a composite visualization.
Subsequently, we associate the data relationships with the target com-
posite visualizations to thoroughly explore their mappings (Sec. 3.2).
To answer Q2, we propose a schema that incorporates data relationships
and user interactions into the creation of composite visualizations. We
then develop a design space (Sec. 4) and illustrate its usage in Sec. 4.4.

3.1 Spatial Relationship between Visualization Views
Javed and Elmqvist introduced the notion of composite visualization
and summarized five types of composite visualization [29], including
juxtaposed view, integrated view, superimposed view, overloaded view,
and nested view. This categorization underscores the significance of
spatial combinations of distinct visualization views. Accordingly, we
transform our goal of creating composite visualizations into building
these five spatial relationships. To illustrate these relationships, we use
View A and View B as the primitive views that can be combined to form
a composite view (Fig. 2).
1. Juxtaposed views involve presenting multiple views side by side
with implicit linking in between. Representative examples include coor-
dinated views and small multiples, extensively explored in visualization
systems [51] and immersive analytics environments [38].
2. Integrated views share a similar visual composition with juxtaposed
views but employ explicit linking, typically in the form of graphical
lines. In Immersive Analytics, researchers have explored this by inves-
tigating the design space of drawing visual links [24, 49].
3. Superimposed views overlay multiple visualization views atop one
another to form a composite view. Early examples include Mapgets [60]
and GeoSpace [41], which overlay geographic visualizations with cor-
responding views to encode spatial relationships. Deng et al. [13]
comprehensively summarized examples of superimposed views. Yang
et al. proposed immersive superimposed views based on map visualiza-
tion, such as TiltMap [66] and origin-destination flow maps [65].
4. Overloaded views involve a client visualization overlaid on a host
visualization without a one-to-one spatial linking between the two.
Unlike superimposed views, overloaded views require modifications to
the visual structures of the component visualizations rather than simply
using visual layout operations to organize the views. Previous works
on overloaded views include Scattering Points in Parallel Coordinates
(SPPC) [68] and the treemaps with overloaded graph links [19]. In IA,
examples of overloaded views are relatively rare [33, 46].
5. Nested views also leverage the concept of host and client visualiza-
tions seen in overloaded views. However, in a nested view, the client
visualization completely replaces the original visual component of the
host view. Existing works mainly use graphs, matrices, or tables as the
host views when designing nested views [13], such as NodeTrix [22],
LSAView [11] and the visual design in ProtoSteer [45]. Nested views in
immersive environments have been relatively underexplored [53].

We categorize these composite visualizations into parallel and hierar-
chical relationships based on the presence of a subordinate relationship
(i.e., host and client views) between views, as depicted in Fig. 2.

3.2 Data Relationships for Composite Visualizations
The composition of multiple visualization views involves not only
the spatial combinations but also the underlying data. Javed’s work
summarized four kinds of data relationships encoded by composite vi-
sualizations – None, Item-item, Item-group, and Item-dimension [29]
We adopt and identify these relationships as the foundation and further
summarize how the data relationship shapes the constraints on the types
of composite visualizations that can be constructed between the two
views (Fig. 2). We introduce the four data relationships as follows:

• None: There is no overlap between the underlying data of the
two data tables.
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Fig. 2: The constraints of underlying data relationships between different
views on creating the five types of composite visualization.

• Item-item: There exists a one-to-one mapping of the data items
between two tables.

• Item-group: The data relationship between the two tables is one-
to-many, indicating that an item in one data table corresponds to
multiple attributes of one item in the other data table (i.e., one
row).

• Item-dimension: Simialr to Item-group, the data relationship
between the two visualizations is one-to-many. The difference
is that one item in one data table corresponds to multiple items
under one certain attribute in the other table (i.e., one column).

As shown in Fig. 2, we compile a table to exhaustively summarize
the possibilities of creating all kinds of composite visualizations based
on data relationships. We establish connections between the data
relationships and the five types of composite visualizations.
For None data relationship, no visual connections can be established
between different views due to the absence of data association,
allowing representation only through juxtaposed views.
For the Item-item, juxtaposed, integrated, and superimposed
views can be used to encode this relationship, as indicated in prior
research [8, 38, 65]. Overloaded views are also viable, as demonstrated
in Yuan et al. [68], where elements in View B (Fig. 2) can be mapped in
a one-to-one manner to a portion of View A’s data. While nested views
typically involve one-to-many relationship [22, 29] (as introduced
in Sec. 3.1), they can also encode one-to-one data relationships in
extreme cases (i.e., when View B only encodes one data item).
For the Item-group, juxtaposed or integrated views can be used to
represent this relationship with visual links to present one-to-many
connections. Superimposed views can also illustrate this relationship by
stacking View A above View B, linking corresponding data regions [8].
Nested views can represent the item-group data relationship by
replacing a component of View A with View B. However, overloaded
views are not applicable here, as item-group involves one-to-many
rows of a data table, whereas overloaded views correspond to View B’s
data being a subset of A’s data rather than augmenting View A’s data
items (i.e., adding new rows in the data table of View A).
For the Item-dimension, similar to the item-group relationship, juxta-
posed, integrated, and superimposed views are applicable. Overloaded
views are feasible based on [68]. However, nested views can not repre-
sent this data relationship, as per their definition, where View B replaces
one or multiple visual elements in View A without introducing new data
attributes (i.e., adding new columns in the data table of View A).

In addition to data relations, it is also important to recognize that
the design of composite visualization is not inherently unique from the
perspective of visual encoding [63]; rather, it depends on factors such as
user needs, preferences, applicable tasks, and scenarios. Furthermore,
in immersive environments, the rules of design and combination of data
visual representations have not been fully explored [17]. Therefore, we
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Fig. 3: The design space of embodied compositing visualizations in immersive environments. It mainly introduces the embodied interactions for
combining multiple visualization views to form a composite view, considering the constraints of the underlying data relationships.

mainly consider objective data constraints rather than using visual de-
sign to constrain potential combinations between views. However, from
the perspective of empowering users to actively participate in creating
composite visualizations, we also need to match users’ intentions to
author different types of composite visualization from the perspective
of interactions.

4 DESIGN SPACE OF EMBODIED COMPOSITING VISUALIZATION

4.1 Immersive Visualization Compositing Schema
We construct a heuristic schema for constructing composite visualiza-
tions with embodied interactions. As shown at the top of Fig. 3, we
consider the data relationships and user interaction to determine the
resulting composite visualizations. This schema prioritizes user-centric
composition, allowing users to create diverse composite visualizations
using intuitive interactions. With the data connections between views as
objective constraints, users are not required to possess prior knowledge
of the underlying data relationships; instead, the design space functions
to infer the desired composite visualization based on user interactions.

4.2 Interaction Design Rationale
We propose the interactions based on the following rationales:
DR1: Design intuitive and easy-to-learn interactions for view
composition. To achieve this, we follow the paradigm of direct
manipulation [58], which leverages familiar physical interactions
(e.g., grasping and assembling) to ensure intuitive interactions. Given
the abstract nature of visualizations compared to physical entities
and the complexity of the elements in one view, it is essential to
divide a visualization into distinct interactive objects that correspond
to different user intents. We aim to reduce the learning curve for
interactions and allow users to transfer their knowledge of spatial
manipulations to an immersive environment with visualizations [42].
DR2: Eliminate ambiguity in interactions to create distinct types of
composite views. To accurately convey user intentions and prevent
errors in visualization composition, it is critical to design interactions
that ensure clarity and eliminate ambiguity. For instance, when a user
grabs a visualization view and places it in a specific position to indicate
composition, these operations should result in a clearly defined type of
composite view. Interaction designs need to be differentiated in terms
of specific operations and interaction targets to ensure that different
operations produce distinct outcomes, minimizing user confusion and
enhancing the usability of interactions.
DR3: Provide smooth and instant visual feedback for user interactions.
For view compositions, we assume that users engage in a series of
spatial manipulations with visualizations, such as grabbing and assem-
bling. To ensure a fluid experience [15], it is crucial for users to receive

immediate visual feedback for each operation. For example, when a
user selects an element in a view, we expect the system to instantly
highlight the new configuration or selected effect. This feedback could
confirm the user’s action and help in understanding the impact of their
interactions in real-time.

4.3 Design Space Overview

We divide the embodied user interactions into three main components
(as shown in Fig. 3): (1) interaction target, (2) target manipulation,
and (3) interaction-induced view relation between two views. Re-
garding the interaction target, we classify it into three distinct types,
reflecting the typical components of a visualization view: (1) utilizing
the Entire view as the interaction target; (2) engaging with a specific
segment of Visual Element within the visualization as the interaction
target; and (3) targeting Non-data elements present in the visualiza-
tion view, such as axes. For these targets, we outline a range of 3D
manipulations designed for operating with either single or multiple
targets. In Fig. 3, we involve a single target view, users can modify
its characteristics through four fundamental operations: changing its
Position, Rotation, Scale, and Motion. When interacting with mul-
tiple target views, users can manipulate two of them simultaneously
using both hands, either to Collide them together or Separate them
from overlapping each other. All these manipulations are selected as
fundamental and intuitive 3D manipulations to meet DR1. According
to specific tasks or user requirements, designers can freely combine
these basic 3D manipulations to design interactions for different targets
to achieve DR2. When choosing these manipulations, we did not limit
input devices or modalities for generalizability. Considering the widely
used input methods, such as controllers and hand gestures, these 3D
manipulations can be activated by a single button on a controller to grab
or release an object, or they can be driven by bare-hand interactions for
grabbing and releasing an object. Following these manipulations, we
analyze users’ intentions by evaluating the interaction-induced states or
relations between two or multiple views. The categories of interaction-
induced view relations we consider include Relative Distance, Relative
Scale, Relative Position, Relative Orientation, and whether the views
are in an Embedded configuration. We offer smooth transitions and
immediate visual feedback (DR3) when users interactively manipulate
the views or elements to indicate the states or relations.

4.4 Using the Design Space

With the design space, we provide several examples to illustrate the
design process of interactions for creating five types of composite
visualization. As shown in Figure 4, designers or developers can first
determine the underlying data relations as the input. Then, they need to
select the type of composite visualization to be created as the output.
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Fig. 4: Illustration of using the design space for creating five examples of composite views. We first determine data relationships as the input and the
composite visualization to be created. Then, we design interactions by combining these 3D manipulations and assign them to different targets.

After determining the objective input and output type, they can select
the fundamental 3D manipulations with interaction targets in the design
space. They have the flexibility to adopt and combine various 3D
manipulations with different interaction targets to propose intuitive and
reasonable interaction designs. It is worth noting that the examples
shown in Fig. 4 provide representative cases but may not be the only
method suggested. We introduce the process of leveraging the design
space to combine manipulations and propose specific interactions in
the following examples.
Juxtaposed Views: When the data relationship between visualization
views is None, users can create juxtaposed views by manipulating the
Position of Non-data element in individual visualization views. For
example, we could enable users to drag the x or y-axis to create new
juxtaposed views around the original visualization view. We can also
let them create juxtaposed views by putting the views side by side in a
Separate manner.
Integrated Views: To create integrated views, users can arrange mul-
tiple views together by manipulating the Relative distance of them.
When the distance between views is less than a certain threshold, and
they do not collide or overlap (Separate), users can create integrated
views with explicit links. This method is similar to constructing the jux-
taposed views, with the only difference being the inclusion of explicitly
encoded data relationships. We recommend prioritizing the integrated
view when an obvious data relationship exists between the views.
Superimposed Views: Users can adjust the Position and Rotation
angles of multiple views, Colliding them together. For example, the
user can create superimposed views by putting one view on top of
the other at a specific angle and then blending them through collision.
This process involves analyzing the Relative orientation of the two
views when Colliding them, which is the key factor for determining the
construction of the corresponding superimposed view.
Overloaded Views: For overloaded views, users can manipulate the
host view (i.e., View A) and the client view (i.e., View B) separately.
First, they can adjust the Relative scale of them to create a noticeable
difference in scale, indicating their intention for a host-client compo-
sition. Then, they can manipulate the Non-data element of View A to
modify its visual structure to make space for View B. For instance, users
can change the visual structure of the parallel coordinates in SPPC [68]
by manipulating the axes. Then, they change Position of View B and
Colliding the two views convey their intention for composition.
Nested Views: To construct nested views, users can adjust the Relative
scale of different views to ensure that the host view (i.e., View A) scale
is significantly larger than the client view (i.e., View B). Then, the user

J3

J2

J4

Target Target Manipulation Interaction-induced RelationNone

J1

A B
Juxtaposed views

Fig. 5: Illustration of creating juxtaposed views. (J1) is the scatterplot
that can be extended to small multiples by two embodied interactions:
using bimanual interaction to extend the x and y axes at the same time
in (J1), or using unimanual interaction to extend the y-axis (J2) vertically
or the x-axis horizontally (J3). Users can also use both hands to grab
and bend the small multiples to a desired curvature (J4).

can Collide View B with a visual component of View A to express the
intent of replacing the visual component by View B. Once recognizing
this user intention and the Item-group data relationship, the system can
allow the specified components of View B and View A to implement
Embedded state to generate nested views.

5 DEMONSTRATION OF THE DESIGN SPACE

We demonstrate the design space through five proof-of-concept cases.
They were implemented on Quest 3 using the Unity3D game engine
and the Immersive Analytics Toolkit (IATK) [9]. We use them to
demonstrate the interaction for creating each spatial composition type
(Sec. 3.1). Considering the three design rationales (DR1-DR3), we pro-
vide an intuitive interaction design for compositing views in each case
by combining the intuitive manipulations in the design space (DR1).
We carefully selected the interaction targets with reasonable 3D manip-
ulations of each view to convey user intents for different compositions
(DR2). We also provided smooth transitions with animations and visual
transformations as immediate feedback of user interactions (DR3). For
cases where encoding relationships exist between different views (i.e.,
Case 2-4), we provide interactive techniques for decomposing views.
We recorded videos of these cases from both first- and third-person
views as supplementary materials.
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I3 I4
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Fig. 6: Illustration of creating integrated views. Users could grab and put
two views in (I1) (i.e., a scatterplot and a bar chart) closely to compose
an integrated view (I2). Users could also grab other views to create
explicit links by manipulating their relative distance (I3) and adjusting
their positions in immersive spaces (I4).

5.1 Case 1: Juxtaposed Views

We used small multiples as a representation of None data relationships
in juxtaposed views, as it is a commonly used visualization design, and
the recent work has validated their advantages in immersive environ-
ments [37,38]. In this case, we allow users to embodied manipulate the
axes (Non-data element) of the original visualization to create juxta-
posed scatterplots. The usage of axes as interaction targets differentiates
user intention of extending the view from manipulating the whole view
(DR2). Users can perform both Expansion and Partition processing on
the data of the original view through different interactive inputs with
one hand or both hands directly (DR1). The interaction design was
inspired by duplication tools that utilize copy-paste metaphors [40]
to create multiple copies of the original view (e.g., Repeat Grid in
Adobe XD) and tools that segment views (e.g., Knife or Scissors in
Adobe Illustrator). We also provide animations as smooth transitions
and real-time changes of views based on user interactions (DR3).

Usage Scenario: Kylie wants to understand and compare the sugar
content of multiple cereal brands. She initially visualized the entire
dataset in a scatterplot, as shown in Fig. 5-J1. She was first interested
in cereals with high sugar and low protein. She took down those
brands and then wanted to explore more cereal brands in a wider range.
Instead of creating a new chart, Kylie grasps the handlers on the x- and
y-axis simultaneously (Fig. 5-J1). With a fluid motion, she expands the
original data range and creates juxtaposed views that present a wider
range of data. She can now explore various cereal brands distributed
across different sugar and protein content intervals for comprehensive
analysis. She then focused on cereal brands with high sugar and high
protein content. However, that area was far from both axes, which was
hard for Kylie to reference in a large scatterplot. Thus, she directly
dragged the handler on the y-axis to partition the data by sugar content,
dividing the original data into multiple constituent views (Fig. 5-J2).
Then, as shown in Fig. 5-J3, she does the same interaction on the x-
axis to partition the data by protein content. Furthermore, as shown in
Fig. 5-J4, she adjusted the curvature of small multiples by grasping the
edges, demonstrating the unique advantage of embodied interaction in
immersive environments

5.2 Case 2: Integrated Views

Graphical lines are commonly used in integrated views to express
relationships between visualizations [8, 29]. We implemented the case
of integrated views that create visual links between different views
based on embodied interactions of putting them closely.

Usage Scenario: As a product manager for a food company, Grace
aims to understand the sugar, protein, and calorie content of different
cereal brands. She presents the protein content using a line chart and
the calorie content using a bar chart (Fig. 6-I1). Grace wants to identify
cereal brands that are low in sugar and low in calories. Instead of
identifying low-sugar brands and low-calorie brands and manually
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Fig. 7: Illustration of creating superimposed views. Users combine a bar
chart and a map (S1) by adjusting their relative positions and colliding
them in relatively vertical orientations (S2). Then, the bars will spread
out to the corresponding areas of the map (S3) to form a superimposed
view. Users could decompose the visualization by grabbing a bar and
pulling it up to separate the two views (S4-S5).

intersecting them, she picks up the views representing sugar content
and calorie content and directly brings them closer together (DR1).
When the Relative Distance between the views is less than a predefined
threshold, it automatically generates graphical lines connecting the
visual elements between them (DR3) (Fig. 6-I2). Furthermore, to
additionally find cereal brands high in protein, Grace grabs the line
chart and freely positions the three views close to each other without
collision (DR2) (Fig. 6-I3 and -I4). She meticulously examines the
data correlations from multiple perspectives and ultimately identifies
the cereal brands she intends to choose. After that, Grace wants to
examine the protein content individually in a line chart. She grabs the
line chart and moved it away from the other views to easily decompose
the integrated views.

5.3 Case 3: Superimposed Views
We drew inspiration from the Tiltmap [66] and created a case of su-
perimposed views based on a combination of maps and bar charts. In
Fig. 7-S1, we mapped the population density of each state in the United
States using a map, with varying shades of color indicating density.
Also, we had a bar chart showing the population density of each state.
Other data properties could also be used. Below is a specific usage
scenario to illustrate the interactions.

Usage Scenario: Ben aims to visually compare the population den-
sity of different states in the U.S. When examining the map, he struggled
to distinguish the population density differences in the central regions
due to similar colors among these states. Turning to the bar chart for
data comparison, he faced the challenge of frequent switches between
the map and the bar chart, as the bar chart lacked spatial context. To
address this, Ben lifts the bar chart and positions it vertically above
the map (DR2) (Fig. 7-S2). Such interaction generates a composite
visualization by overlaying the bars onto the map, with an animated
transition of spreading out the bars to the corresponding states (DR3)
(Fig. 7-S3). After analyzing the population density data, Ben wanted to
examine the bar chart separately to see the ranking of his home state in
population density. He quickly lifts a bar by hand (DR1) (Fig. 7-S4),
seamlessly returning the original map and bar chart (DR3).

5.4 Case 4: Overloaded Views
We present a representative case of overloaded views with Scattering
Points in Parallel Coordinates (SPPC) [29]. We implemented a VR
version of the SPPC based on the data processing and representation
algorithms described in [68].

Usage Scenario: Jessica, a nutritionist, is currently evaluating and
analyzing the nutritional components of over 30 types of cereals. In
front of her is a Parallel Coordinates Plot (PCP) visualization, as shown
in Fig. 8-O1), depicting the names of these cereals along with their
sugar, protein, calorie, and dietary fiber content. She examines the
parallel axes in the PCP and observes the connections between multiple
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Fig. 8: Illustration of creating overloaded views. Taking the Parallel Coor-
dinated Scatterplot (PCP) [68] as the host view (O1), users spread apart
any two adjacent parallel axes with both hands (O2). The corresponding
client view, a scatterplot, which represents the data between the two
axes will appear adjacent to them (O3). Next, users place the scatterplot
into the designated area of the PCP, thus creating overloaded views.

nutritional attributes of cereals represented by graphical lines. However,
she found that these lines were dense, hindering her ability to perceive
data correlations effectively. If the data from two parallel axes in the
PCP were plotted using scatterplots, it would visually demonstrate
clear clusters and distribution patterns of the data to complement this
issue [68]. Therefore, Jessica would like to combine the subviews
between adjacent axes in the PCP with scatter points so that she can
effectively leverage the advantages of both visual representations. To
achieve this, she grabs each of the two axes with her hands and opens
them apart to indicate her intention of selecting the specific area in a
host view (Fig. 8-O2). The lines between the two axes become high-
lighted, and the corresponding scatterplot appears beside them (DR3)
(Fig. 8-O3). She then picks up the scatterplot (client view) and places
it within the highlighted area in the PCP to indicate the composition
(DR2) (Fig. 8-O4). The immersive analytics (IA) system identifies the
corresponding data relationships between the two views and then auto-
matically generates a composite visualization consisting of overloaded
views, as depicted in Fig. 8-O5. In this way, Jessica can analyze the
distribution of sugar content among different cereals. She also interacts
with the other axes of the PCP in the same manner to examine the cor-
relations and data distribution among different nutritional components.
When she wants to view the PCP data lines or scatter points separately,
she grabs the two axes again to bring them closer together (DR1), thus
decomposing the overloaded views back into the original PCP.

5.5 Case 5: Nested Views
This case is inspired by the representative nested views in composite
visualization [29], which combines a graph with a bar chart. We chose
graphs as they exhibit inherent advantages when presented in immersive
environments [23, 32]. In Fig. 9, we created a graph with the data of
each node visualized by a bar chart.

Usage Scenario: John, as a Taekwondo enthusiast, aims to analyze
combat data of different players in a Taekwondo fighting game. He uti-
lizes graph data where each node represents one player, and the edges
denote matches between them. Each player has four attribute values,
including strength, agility, endurance, and intelligence, represented
by stacked bar charts in Fig. 9-N1. John wants to compare the agility
values of two players in a match. However, it is challenging to compare
them directly from the stacked bars because the different bars were
not aligned, and he also needs to examine each player’s competitors.
Therefore, he plans to merge the graph and stacked bars into a com-
posite view to facilitate the comparison of various attribute values of
combatants in different matches. John begins by performing an extrac-
tion action on the stacked bar chart to get a stacked bar representation
(Fig. 9-N2). Then, he places it into one node of the graph visualization
to indicate his intention to construct the nested view (DR1) (Fig. 9-N3).
Recognizing the collision and embedded states between the grabbed
bar and the node, the IA system smoothly animates the corresponding
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Fig. 9: Illustration of creating nested views. We take the graph as a host
view and a stacked bar chart as the client view (N1). After performing a
pull-out gesture on a stacked bar chart to extract a single bar (N2), users
can then place it into any node of the graph to nest it into the node (N3).
The system will automatically match the other stacked bars with nodes
and generate the nested views smoothly (N4). Users can reach their
hands into any node to hover over the detailed information (N5).

stacked bars into the respective nodes (DR3) (Fig. 9-N4). As shown
in Fig. 9-N5, in the created nested views, John touches each node to
view and compare the specific attribute values of different players. If he
wants to view the original stacked bars to compare the overall strengths
of multiple players, John could grab the bar chart from any node. The
composition of a graph and stacked bars is then decomposed back into
the original views.

6 USER STUDY

We conduct a user study to (1) assess the usability of the interaction
design with the pre-designed cases and (2) gather insights on the user
experience of the interactive creation of composite visualizations in
immersive environments.

6.1 Experimental Setup and Participants
Following Institutional Review Board (IRB) approval, our study investi-
gated user interactions utilizing the Meta Quest 3 virtual reality headset,
which features a resolution of 2064 x 2208 per eye and a refresh rate
of 90 Hz. We leveraged the Air Link feature provided by Meta to
offer a wireless experience, while still harnessing the computational
power of a connected PC. During the study, we chose controllers as the
input device to ensure stability. Participants only used the grip buttons
of both controllers to indicate grabbing or releasing objects for 3D
manipulation. The experimental setup was contained within a 3 x 2.5
meter space, affording participants the freedom to navigate within this
designated area. At the commencement of each session, participants
were guided to the center of this space to begin their experience.

We recruited 16 participants by sending recruitment advertisements
via mailing lists and social media at a local university (ages ranging
from 23 to 32, 7 females). Participants included six individuals with ex-
pertise in visualization and five with expertise in extended reality (XR).
Two of them have expertise in both XR and visualization. The other
participants were graduate students from a variety of disciplines, includ-
ing but not limited to computer science, finance, design, cybersecurity,
and aerospace engineering.

6.2 Study Design and Procedure
The study was structured into four phases, with two co-authors as
experimenters throughout the study.
1. Introduction: We began by having participants read and sign a
consent form. Then, we introduced them to the concept of compos-
ite visualization, covering background, definitions, and showcasing
different types of composite visualizations (Fig. 2).
2. Training: We let the participants enter a VR scene and briefly
introduced the interactions in Fig. 3. We presented the design space
to guide them to familiarize themselves with all the basic interaction



operations through embodied experiences with pre-created cubes (e.g.,
scaling a cube or colliding two cubes). This served as foundational
training for their subsequent experience with the pre-defined cases.
3. Experiencing interactions: We invited them to experience the
implemented cases (Sec. 5) in VR one by one. At the commencement
of each case, participants were presented with two or more primitive
visualizations in the VR environment, poised for composition. Exper-
imenters verbally introduced the dataset and the application scenario
relevant to each case and guided the participants to construct the des-
ignated composite visualizations through embodied interactions. The
entire process lasted approximately 30 minutes within the VR environ-
ment, encompassing both the training and think-aloud, as well as the
time allocated for participants to freely explore the cases.
4. Questionnaire and Interview: At the end of the study, participants
filled out the questionnaires and participated in an interview.

6.3 Data Collection

In the third phase of the study, one experimenter monitored the partici-
pants’ actions through the screen cast of the VR environment, while the
other experimenter documented observations related to any challenges
participants encountered, instances of confusion, or notable instances
of creativity exhibited during the interaction. The entire VR study, in-
cluding participants’ verbal feedback and the VR scenes, were recorded
using an external camera, as well as the VR view cast.

In the fourth step, we collected subjective ratings on the usability and
user experience of performing the embodied interactions for composing
views. Our questionnaire for evaluating usability and user experience
was inspired by established frameworks in the literature [47,48]. Usabil-
ity assessment focused on dimensions such as learnability, efficiency,
memorability, sense of control, and overall satisfaction with the interac-
tion. To evaluate the interaction experience, we collected participants’
ratings of the interactive experience by the naturalness, consistency
with real-life operations, engagement, and enjoyment [25].

6.4 Results

Usability. All participants successfully constructed composite visu-
alizations in the provided cases. Generally, they perceived the in-
teractions as easy to learn (MEAN = 6.3,SD = 0.8) and remember
(MEAN = 6.2,SD = 0.8). Nine participants remarked that the inter-
actions “felt intuitive (P3)” and “required minimal effort to under-
stand (P15).” Moreover, they perceived the interactions as effective
(MEAN = 6.4,SD = 0.6) and satisfactory (MEAN = 6.0,SD = 0.6),
as eleven of them felt the interactions were aligned with their mental
model or “matched my thinking (P9).” Five participants stated that the
interactions corresponded well with the semantic concept of composite
visualization. For example, one participant mentioned that “It is very
straightforward to create the [superimposed] view by grabbing and
placing one view on top of another (P6).” Overall, participants rated
the interactions as controllable (MEAN = 5.3,SD = 1.0), noting that

“the dynamic interactions are smooth (P7).” However, three participants
were concerned about unintended merging views.

User Experience. For the embodied interaction experience, all par-
ticipants perceived the interaction to be natural (MEAN = 5.5,SD =
1.0), engaging (MEAN = 6.4,SD = 0.7), and enjoyable (MEAN =
6.7,SD = 0.6). Based on the feedback from interviews, we found that
the interactions potentially promoted user experience in three aspects:
(1) providing visualizations with a sense of physical affordance, mak-
ing the interaction with data visualizations more akin to manipulating
physical objects; (2) facilitating the comprehension of relationships
between different data visualization views; and (3) offering flexibility
in analyzing data views through both separated and composed views.

Physical Affordance. More than half of the participants noted that
the interactive experience resembled physical interactions in daily life,
such as pulling, dragging, and lifting. They highlighted that this interac-
tion “transforms visualizations from abstract data into physical entities
(P1).” Three participants even drew parallels between the visualizations
and physical objects. For instance, they likened the map to “a piece of
paper (P7)”, or described the nodes in the graph as “floating balloons

(P5).” In addition, five participants emphasized the engagement of-
fered by this interactive experience, particularly appreciating the ability
to simultaneously manipulate visualizations with both hands, stating
that it “gives me the feeling like I am actually playing with the data
(P4).” From the perspective of a financial data analysis expert, one
participant valued this interactive experience highly, likening the VR
experience to a game-like scenario and finding it enjoyable. The partic-
ipant even expressed willingness to pay for such an experience in the
future, comparing it to “purchasing LEGO sets (P9).” However, three
participants expressed concerns about the practical application of this
interactive experience with composite visualizations. They suggested
that “additional complex functionalities might be necessary (P16)” to
aid in the process from constructing to analyzing data visualizations.
They also raised concerns that overly complex interaction designs could
potentially lead to confusion and increase the learning curve.

Comprehension of View Relations. Twelve of the participants
indicated that combining composite visualizations through embodied
interactions intuitively facilitated their understanding of the relation-
ships between different views. According to one participant, “with this
hands-on approach, I grasp how these views are connected (P7).” In ad-
dition, two visualization experts (P5, P13) mentioned that reading com-
posite visualizations is often more challenging for non-visualization ex-
perts, and this interactive approach may “enhance visualization literacy
among everyday users (P13).” However, three participants pointed out
that they cannot rationalize their intent for performing these interactions
without a prior in-depth understanding of the semantic relationships
between the views. They emphasized the need to “incorporate these
interactions into tasks related to relationship analysis (P16).” Sim-
ilarly, five participants expressed a desire for specific interactions to
filter or highlight specific data in composite visualizations, although
our study primarily focused on the creation process. Furthermore, they
emphasized the importance of incorporating precise analytical intent
as motivation for constructing composite visualizations. For instance,
when creating the integrated views in Sec. 5.2), four participants ex-
pressed a desire to “select specific data and create visual connections
only between those items (P5).”

Flexibility of Analyzing and Communicating Data. Fourteen of
the participants appreciated the capability and flexibility provided by
composing and decomposing views for two reasons. First, they ex-
pressed appreciation for the freedom to “switch between the separate
and composite views (P6)”, which offers potential efficiency and flex-
ibility for understanding data. In addition, all visualization experts
pointed out that this flexibility may facilitate Exploratory Data Analysis
(EDA) because they reported that the ability to freely combine and split
views allows analysts to “validate hypotheses by composing a new view
or splitting one into multiple parts (P15).” Second, fourteen of them
indicated that the freedom of combining views is well-suited for pre-
sentations or communication scenarios with visualizations. The reason
is that they thought live demonstrations of such combined visualization
views can “present ideas or persuade others in a more compelling
and engaging way (P14).” However, two participants mentioned that
this flexibility also puts forward higher requirements for the consis-
tency of interaction design. For example, users may need “exactly
corresponding operations (P7)” to combine and split visualizations.

7 DISCUSSION

Our work employs two metaphors to conceptualize composite visu-
alization. First, we envision visualization views as composable and
detachable modules, thereby turning creating composite visualizations
into a process similar to physical assembly. Second, we combine a se-
ries of 3D manipulations for crafting interactions, which allow users to
assemble and disassemble different types of composite views naturally.
Based on this, our work can provide fresh perspectives for shaping
interactive experiences with composite visualizations in immersive
spaces. We reflect on our case implementations and study findings
by discussing: 1) usability, 2) physical affordance, 3) integration of
visualization creation and analysis, and 4) facilitating flexibility. Then,
we discuss future work about generating composite visualizations and
the potential usage scenarios.



Usability of Interaction Design. Our study demonstrates the bene-
fits of intuitive interactions for creating composite views. This aligns
with previous research that emphasizes the importance of intuitive
interaction [1, 34]. Our interaction design mainly relies on various
combinations of basic operations to clearly express users’ intentions to
compose views. This method minimizes the complexity of interactions,
making it easier for users to learn. However, this combinatory approach
may lead to overlapping operations between different interaction de-
signs, potentially resulting in the unintended composition of views or
the accidental activation of unwanted operations. Therefore, it is neces-
sary to highlight the differences between interactions to accommodate
more complex user commands for manipulating composite views.

Designing Interactions Using Familiar Physical Metaphors. Our
study validates the intuitiveness and effectiveness of using physical
metaphors to design immersive visualization interactions, resonating
with previous research [10]. However, our work represents only an
initial exploration of these metaphors for authoring composite views.
To extend the current space for data analysis tasks, Immersive Analytics
(IA) developers or designers may leverage other real-life metaphors,
such as incorporating physical tools as interaction controls. For exam-
ple, if a user needs to delete an element, they could grab and throw
it [28] or put it into a virtual trash bin to convey the delete operation.
However, when the number of composite views increases, participants
may struggle to keep track of each view. Therefore, it is necessary to
incorporate other types of feedback beyond the visual channel, such as
haptic feedback [30]. This could provide users with spatial perception
or guidance to accommodate complex user inputs for data analysis.

Integrating Visualization Creation and Analysis Workflow. Previ-
ous research underscored the advantages of employing natural, intuitive
interactions for analyzing composite visualizations in IA [65, 66]. Our
findings indicate that user engagement in the creation of composite
visualizations may facilitate a seamless transition from visualization
creation to subsequent data analysis. However, the intuitive and easy-
to-use interactions, due to their novelty bias, might give non-experts
the impression that they can be directly applied to a wide range of tasks.
We need to note that it is still difficult to incorporate the proposed
interactions in a professional context for data analysis. To achieve
this integration, it is crucial to ensure the consistency of interaction
semantics at different stages and provide clear distinctions to convey
the user’s intentions. This requires accommodating more types inter-
action commands. One potential way is to divide visualization views
into more detailed interaction targets (Fig. 3).Future IA systems could
benefit from providing distinctions in terms of grasp areas or angles for
manipulating composite views.

Facilitating Flexibile Data Analysis and Communication through
Interaction. Our study recognizes that users prefer to actively create
composite views because of the freedom to combine and separate views.
Previously, composite views in immersive environments were meticu-
lously designed by visualization experts based on user requirements,
without providing users the ability to manually merge or separate dif-
ferent views [38, 66]. Our work introduces a novel perspective for
designers and developers of Immersive Analytics (IA) systems. How-
ever, our current approach is not yet directly applicable to user data
analysis tasks. We advocate for future IA systems to provide users with
a more adaptable and interactive approach to validate their ideas during
the analysis of composite visualizations. Such support requires the
computation of underlying data semantics and data transformations, fol-
lowed by the formulation of concrete design guidelines as constraints,
informed by a multitude of use cases [13].

Generative Capability of the Design Space. To develop the design
space, our research begins by exploring existing cases of composite
views [13]. Therefore, for visual representation, our design space
focuses on describing composite views based on existing design pat-
terns [29]. Regarding generative capabilities, our design space focuses
on interactions and offers flexible combinations of basic 3D manipula-
tions, which can be attached to different interaction targets to customize
interactions. Although we have not studied new visual representations
of composite views, we believe this is a promising direction, as combin-
ing visualization views in space offers new opportunities. The number

of existing immersive composite visualizations available for analysis is
still limited. Therefore, it is worthwhile to investigate further how to
leverage spatial environments to combine multiple visualization views.

Potential Usage Scenarios. Based on the study findings, we found
that building an interactive experience for creating composite visu-
alization can be well-suited for several scenarios. This active user
participation has the potential to provide an efficient, engaging, and
compelling user experience. For example, in educational settings, we
can guide users to actively create composite views, which may provide
users with deeper insights into data relations compared to simply pre-
senting them with pre-designed composite visualizations. Furthermore,
in the context of visual literacy education, this natural and intuitive
interactive experience can assist non-experts in interpreting unfamiliar
composite visualizations. Future IA systems may provide step-by-step
interactive building experiences, allowing users to gradually build com-
posite views [36]. Moreover, designers or developers need to provide
proper guidance for users to understand the semantic meaning conveyed
by interactions and data relations. Insufficient guidance and introduc-
tion regarding data semantics or motivations of interactions may result
in users solely manipulating elements without a clear understanding of
data insights embedded in the interactive progress.

In addition, this interactive experience may apply to collaborative
work or design process. Imagine a scenario where numerous individuals
leverage visualization in meetings. For example, in analyzing data from
a vast social network depicted as a graph. Each participant can select
nodes of interest, introduce events, or highlight character relationships
they wish to emphasize. Participants can articulate their perspectives
by seamlessly composing several visualization views into a single
visualization and demonstrating them to other collaborators. This
dynamic process may effectively alleviate the working memory load,
facilitating the organization and consolidation of ideas.

Limitations and Future Work. There are several limitations in
our study. First, our research primarily revolves around the concep-
tualization and data relationships of composite visualizations, while
overlooking the design of visual representations in immersive environ-
ments. This limitation stems from the absence of established design
standards for composite visualizations in immersive environments. We
will consider developing novel composite visualization cases to es-
tablish relevant design guidelines. Additionally, our research mainly
considers data connections between different visualization views, ne-
glecting other potential relationships, such as temporal or hierarchical
relationships [21, 61]. Future work could combine other types of data
relationships to design dynamic interactive experiences for compos-
ite visualizations. Lastly, the design space represents an exploratory
effort to enable users to actively create composite visualizations. We
explored five representative types of composite visualizations, without
delving into the composition of multiple composite views, which may
involve more complex design scenarios. Future work should continue
to advance the development of relevant composite visualization designs
tailored to concrete tasks or usage scenarios.

8 CONCLUSION

We explore embodied interactions for creating composite visualizations
in immersive environments. We formulate the composition of visualiza-
tion based on the constraints of data relations and user interaction. Then,
we develop a design space of embodied interactions for compositing
visualizations, which considers interaction targets, direct manipulation,
and interaction-induced view relations. Finally, we demonstrate the
design space with representative cases. Through a user study that evalu-
ates the usability and user experience with the interactions, we discuss
the key insights for future immersive analytics systems.
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