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Abstract

Large language models are able to generate
code for visualisations in response to user re-
quests. This is a useful application, and an
appealing one for NLP research because plots
of data provide grounding for language. How-
ever, there are relatively few benchmarks, and
it is unknown whether those that exist are rep-
resentative of what people do in practice. This
paper aims to answer that question through an
empirical study comparing benchmark datasets
and code from public repositories. Our findings
reveal a substantial gap in datasets, with evalu-
ations not testing the same distribution of chart
types, attributes, and the number of actions.
The only representative dataset requires modi-
fication to become an end-to-end and practical
benchmark. This shows that new, more bench-
marks are needed to support the development of
systems that truly address users’ visualisation
needs. These observations will guide future
data creation, highlighting which features hold
genuine significance for users.

1 Introduction

Text-to-Vis is the task of receiving a request for a vi-
sualisation expressed in human language and some
data as input and generating code that will produce
the visualisation. A system with this ability would
enable faster and more complex data analysis, but
there are relatively few benchmark datasets. Those
that do exist either focus on generating a single
response (Luo et al., 2021; Srinivasan et al., 2021;
Chen et al., 2021), or consider dialogue, but with
limited flexibility in code (Shao and Nakashole,
2020; Song et al., 2023). Most of these datasets
used generated data. The space of code variation
was defined by researchers, and researchers were
only involved in verifying the data. This raises the
question of whether these datasets are representa-
tive of real-world use of data visualisations.

In this study, we gathered publicly available code

from the Stack! to analyse human preferences in
making visualisations using libraries across four
programming languages: Python, R, Javascript,
and Vega. Since each library has different names
for the same visualisation types and properties, we
extracted key visualisation code and developed a
cross-language mapping for several hundred func-
tions and arguments.”

Using this aligned data, we analysed to discover
user behaviours when making visualisation and
identified similarities and differences between real-
world and benchmark datasets. Our analysis consid-
ered the chart types, functions called to define prop-
erties, and the arguments that modify how those
functions behave. We observed that existing bench-
marks tend to focus on one aspect of the text-to-vis
challenge, including code synthesis, data presenta-
tion, or aesthetic attribute adjustment. Additionally,
while one dataset shows potential for advancing an
end-to-end benchmark, the remaining two diverge
significantly from real-world scenarios. This un-
derscores the necessity for new benchmarks that
not only reflect the trends identified in our study
but also encompass all dimensions of the problem.
Only then will we be able to measure our progress
on this valuable and challenging task.

2 Related Work

Recently, a common approach to creating text-to-
visualisation datasets involves the automatic syn-
thesis of visualisations followed by human inter-
vention for annotation (Luo et al., 2021; Shao and
Nakashole, 2020; Srinivasan et al., 2021; Song
et al., 2023; Chen et al., 2021). Although this ap-
proach is straightforward, datasets produced using
this method often contain inherent problems. For

'A 6TB collection of open source code from GitHub (Ko-
cetkov et al., 2022)

%For example, a bar plot is produced with bar() and
barh() in Python, but barplot() in R. Our data, code, and
mappings are published at https://github.com/giahy2507/text-
to-vis-benchmarks-assessment.
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instance, nvBench, the largest benchmark dataset
for this task, was synthesized from Spider (Yu et al.,
2018), a text-to-SQL dataset containing several lim-
itations (Suhr et al., 2020), and was only partially
reviewed by novices and experts for quality assur-
ance, resulting in numerous issues (Li et al., 2024).
Similarly, ChartDialog contains limitations as the
data for visualisation were automatically generated.
These shortcomings underscore the need for im-
proved methodologies in dataset creation to ensure
their validity and usability.

Recent research has prioritized ecological valid-
ity to enhance benchmark dataset quality across
various domains, aiming to align them with real-
world applications (De Vries et al., 2020; Qi et al.,
2023; Lu et al., 2023). Ensuring that the data used
to train and test models accurately reflects users’
objectives in practical scenarios is crucial. How-
ever, achieving ecological validity remains chal-
lenging in text-to-vis. Despite efforts in benchmark
creation, such as involving humans in the process
for nvBench and ChartDialog, their effectiveness
in representing real-world visualisation tasks and
user objectives is still being explored.

3 Data Collection

Instead of examining user preferences through
chart images or relying on experts to comprehend
how visualisations are made, our approach involves
the analysis of publicly available programming
codes specifically designed for creating visualisa-
tions such as line, bar, and scatter charts. It means
we can have a wide range of samples from different
programmers and their preferences when making
visualisations. We believe that the analysis can
provide a broad understanding of the essential com-
ponents that are widely used.

We used code files from The Stack 3 to con-
duct our investigation on four diverse and widely
used visualisation libraries. They include Mat-
plotlib*, Graphics®, ChartJS®, and Vega-Lite’,
which were built on top of Python, R, Javascript,
and JSON schema, respectively. After download-
ing, we only selected files containing the initial
codes indicative of visualisation library usage (e.g.,
import matplotlib.pyplot as plt). Finally,
we used abstract syntax tree (AST) parsers and

3https://huggingface.co/datasets/bigcode/the-stack-dedup
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# samples Proportion (%) # functions
nb-Matplotlib 385,338 35.89 6,443,220
py-Matplotlib 464,463 35 4,484,368
Graphics 6,721 17.15 53,325
ChartJS 2,714 0.0128 8,847
Vega-Lite 1,093 0.0013 15,664
nvBench 7,241 40,478
ChartDialog 3,284 14,690
PlotCoder 97,706 254,251

Table 1: Statistics of real-world and benchmark data.
“Proportion” indicates the proportion of the library’s
code in the investigated programming languages. “nb-
Matplotlib” indicates code from Jupyter notebooks,
while “py-Matplotlib” indicates code from Python files.

Benchmark Input Output Annotation note

Auto-generated based on a
text-to-SQL benchmark
Manually annotated
Auto-extracted

nvBench prompt, data code, vis

ChartDialog
PlotCoder

prompt, data, vis  code, vis
prompt, code code

Table 2: Description of benchmark datasets.

heuristics to accurately extract library-related vari-
ables, function names, arguments, and explicit val-
ues. The details are described in Appendix A, while
Table 1 (upper) presents their statistics.

As for benchmark datasets, we examined three
publicly available ones, including nvBench (Luo
et al., 2021), ChartDialog (Shao and Nakashole,
2020), and PlotCoder (Chen et al., 2021). They
vary in settings and scales, as described in Ta-
ble 1 and 2. While nvBench and ChartDialog serve
as end-to-end text-to-vis benchmarks, involving
prompts and plotted data as input as well as vi-
sualisation as output, PlotCoder is purely a code
synthesis dataset, lacking two of these essential
components. Appendix B illustrates examples for
these datasets.

4 Cross-language Mapping Table

To compare the data described in previous sec-
tions, we established a cross-language mapping
table, based on frequently used parameters. This
involved selecting the top 500 frequently used pa-
rameters, identifying categories and attributes, and
finally, clarifying correctness based on the libraries’
documentation and code execution. Ultimately, it
took 40 hours to make the table, comprising 8 cat-
egories, 62 attributes, and around 850 parameters
across 4 visualisation languages. Figure 1 briefly
shows an attribute named “x-axis title,” while de-
tails can be found in Appendix C.



Category axes

For a given parameter

Attribute x-axis title S
“A| B”, A indicates the
Matolotlib xlabel | xlabel function name while B
atplotlt set_xlabel | xlabel indicates the keyword
argument.
. plot | xlab
Graphics it I xlab
ChartJS options.scales.x.title | text A called function
lot(xlab="X" taini
. encoding x | title plot(xla “) con aml’r’l e
Vega-lite . L a parameter “plot|xlab
encoding.x.axis | title
ChartDialog Not found

Figure 1: A sample in the cross-language mapping

5 Analysis & Discussion

5.1 Comparison of chart types

Figure 2 (upper) depicts the distribution of four
common plot types across real-world datasets and
nvBench 8. Each dataset shows distinct preferences
for specific plot types. The distribution of nvBench,
a benchmark based on Vega-Lite grammar, is sig-
nificantly misaligned with that of Vega-Lite, where
the bar chart dominates other types, accounting for
over 80%, while the remaining are around 7%.
Figure 2 (lower) depicts the distribution of seven
plot types across four Python-based datasets. Gen-
erally, the distribution between Matplotlib and Plot-
Coder shows notable similarity. This trend is at-
tributable to the source for data collection, GitHub.
In contrast, ChartDialog showcases a varied array
of plot types; however, its distribution differs from
that of Matplotlib. Specifically, ChartDialog wit-
nesses a scarcity of scatter plots and an overabun-
dance of pie charts, contours, and stream plots.
These findings imply that nvBench and Chart-
Dialog are not testing the same distribution with
real-world data in terms of plot types. As sugges-
tions for future dataset makers, it is crucial to tai-
lor the distribution of chart types according to the
specific needs and domains of the intended users.
Moreover, given the imbalance in both real-world
data and benchmarks, a critical consideration is to
conduct separate evaluations focusing specifically
on plot types, acknowledging their distinct roles.

5.2 Comparison of attributes

Using the cross-language mapping table and parsed
data (function names and arguments), we computed
the normalized frequency for 62 attributes within
each dataset, as shown in Figure 8 located in the

8We categorize histograms as bar charts, while polar pie
and doughnut charts are grouped as pie charts
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Figure 2: Plot type distribution over 8 datasets.
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Figure 3: Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient in
terms of frequent attributes

appendix section. We used these frequencies to de-
termine the Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient
across eight datasets, as illustrated in Figure 3.
The real-world datasets have a significant corre-
lation, with Spearman’s values surpassing 0.7, ex-
cept for ChartJS, which displays a moderate corre-
lation with coefficients hovering around 0.5. As for
the benchmarks, ChartDialog and nvBench show
a weak correlation with their direct counterparts,
Matplotlib and Vega-Lite, respectively. This means
many attributes that were frequently used by end
users have not been tested in these benchmarks.
These include titles, axes-scale limits, tick labels,
opacity, histogram bins, legend visibility, and mul-
tiple plots handling, as visualized in Figure 8.
Conversely, PlotCoder demonstrates a strong
alignment with real-world data, with Spearman’s



values ranging from 0.7 to 0.9. The correlation
highlights PlotCoder’s potential as a resource for
crafting end-to-end text-to-vis benchmarks. This
extension is necessary because PlotCoder lacks
plotted data in the input as well as visual out-
put. Moreover, it is an automatically extracted
dataset focusing on visualization code. This raises
questions about the executability of the code and
whether the visual output aligns with the user’s
intention after execution.

5.3 Comparison of attributes when permitted

Some attributes can only be activated (or permit-
ted) if specific preconditions are met. For instance,
the "bar thickness" attribute can be set if the user
plots data on a bar chart and adjusts the width pa-
rameter. Consequently, these attributes may appear
infrequently in the dataset, but users often specify
their preferred values. Therefore, analyzing these
attributes is crucial for a deeper understanding of
end users’ preferences.

In this analysis, we computed the frequency of
attributes for a given visualization type or action
(e.g. plt.bar()). This calculation is applied to
each attribute in the mapping table and visualized
as a heat map in Figure 9 located in Appendix D.
We focus solely on examining this behaviour in
Python-based datasets, including Matplotlib-nb,
Matplotlib-py, PlotCoder, and ChartDialog. This is
because nvBench does not prioritize user intention
for modifying aesthetic attributes while others have
different characteristics.

The Spearman’s coefficient calculation among
these datasets reinforces our previous findings in
Section 5.2. Matplotlib-nb, Matplotlib-py, and
PlotCoder show significant correlations with Spear-
man’s scores above 0.8, whereas ChartDialog lacks
correlation with scores below 0.1. While attributes
such as axes’ scales, edge color, marker size, pie
chart characteristics, legend labels, and grid line
attributes receive considerable attention in Chart-
Dialog, end users less frequently specify them and
often rely on the library’s automatic assignment.
Additionally, dataset creators should consider at-
tributes such as histogram bins, pie precision digits,
error-bar visibility, and annotation attributes, which
are highly demanded by end users.

5.4 Comparison of program complexity?

To answer this question, we calculate the average
count of distinct visualisation functions and param-
eters within each code file and present the findings

No. Funcs No. Params
py-Matplotlib 6.40 10.61
nb-Matplotlib 6.19 10.54
PlotCoder 4.05 6.03
Graphics 3.20 13.82
ChartJS 6.51 12.08
Vega-Lite 10.73 19.27
nvBench 4.59 10.02

Table 3: Average number of functions and parameters

in Table 3. In this section, we omit ChartDialog
because it is a slot-filling dataset, which can not be
counted for the number of functions or parameters.

Regarding benchmarks, they differ significantly
from their direct counterparts by employing much
fewer functions and parameters, around half of the
numbers. Across most real-world data, users typi-
cally employ a sufficient number of functions and
parameters, ranging from 3 to 7 functions and 10
to 14 parameters. The top 7 functions used in
Matplotlib-py exemplify this, aiming to plot the
data, save figures, assign titles, and adjust legends.
The higher figures in the Vega-Lite dataset can be
justified by its nature as a visualisation language
(not a library built on top of a programming lan-
guage). These findings can be attributed to the
development of benchmark datasets, considering
the complexity of the visualisation program.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we analyzed whether text-to-vis
benchmarks accurately reflect real-world usage by
presenting several analyses on chart types, frequent
attributes, and program complexity. Our results
show that only one of the three benchmarks is
significantly aligned with real-world applications.
However, this dataset needs significant modifica-
tion to be an end-to-end benchmark, which receives
prompt and plotted data as input and produces visu-
alization as output. This entails additional efforts
such as collecting input data, ensuring code exe-
cutability, and reviewing visual output, as discussed
in Section 5.2. Moreover, we provided insights
for future benchmark development, suggesting the
evaluation of relevant attributes and challenging
charts that better reflect end users’ preferences. We
believe that if a system can perform successfully
on a benchmark that includes all the cases we ob-
served, it will likely perform well in most real-
world scenarios.



Limitations

This study offers analyses of datasets and acknowl-
edges several limitations. Firstly, our examination
was restricted to only four visualisation libraries,
each corresponding to a different programming
language. This narrow scope may not adequately
capture the diversity of applications and use cases
within the field. Although we attempted to analyse
MatLab code files in The Stack dataset, they are
miscategorized in The Stack, processed with the
wrong extension.” Despite our efforts to clarify
this issue by reaching out to the project authors,
we have yet to receive a response. Secondly, our
investigation is based on public code, mainly rep-
resenting programmers with different visualisation
levels, including novices, practitioners, and experts.
If the target users in a visualisation application like
Tableau '°, the level of validity of our research
will decrease. Lastly, this study concludes with
an analysis and assessment of existing benchmark
datasets without proposing solutions. Nevertheless,
we believe that the insights and recommendations
provided in this work are valuable for any dataset
maker and future studies.
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A Code Parsing

After obtaining code files for Python and R, we
used abstract syntax tree (AST) parsers and heuris-
tics to accurately extract variables, function names,
arguments, and explicit values. Subsequently, we
tracked the assigned variables to correctly select the
functions used in Matplotlib while a list of Graph-
ics’ functions was used to filter for this library.

To extract Chart]S specifications, we initially
used an AST parser to extract all JSON data from
the Javascript code files. Subsequently, a heuris-
tic selection method was applied to filter JSON
containing the three essential components of this
library, namely "type," "data," and "options." This
is because ChartJS relies on the JSON format as
its foundation, serving as the input for executing
functions in Javascript.

Vega-Lite can appear in both JSON and
Javascript files, as it is a JSON schema visualisation
language. Therefore, we utilized the above meth-
ods for extraction. In detail, after extracting JSON
data from code files, we exclusively extracted snip-
pets containing Vega-Lite schema %, which is a
mandatory field of vega-lite specification.

After achieving functions, arguments, as-
signed values, and JSON specifications, tar-
geting the visualisation libraries, we trans-
formed them into a universal format to facil-
itate more accessible analysis and further pro-
cessing. For instance, a command in Python
ax.plot(x, color='green', marker='o"),
which plots a line graph of ‘x’, with marker
‘0o’ and colour ‘green’, can be parsed into a
JSON as {"func_name": "plot", args: ["x"],
kargs: {"color"”: "green”, "marker”: "o0"}}.
An example of translating JSON to universal for-
mat can be seen in Figure 4.

leega—Lite schema: vl1, v2, v3, v4, v5,

"legend": {
"titleFont": "Lato",
"titleFontSize": 14,
H
"config": {
"view": {
"stroke": "transparent"

b

legend.titleFont = "Lato";
legend.titleFontSize = 14;
config.view.stroke = "transparent";

'

{"func_name": "legend",
"kargs": {
"titleFont": "Lato",
"titleFontSize": 14}}
{"func_name": "config.view",
"kargs": {"stroke": "transparent"}}

Figure 4: The process of converting JSON to universal
format

Regarding nvBench and PlotCoder, they contain
visualisation code in Vega-Lite and Python, so the
process was the same as described above. When it
comes to ChartDialog, a slot-filling dataset, we con-
verted each user’s intent to a function with changed
slots as keyword parameters. For example, a user’s
intent "smaller radius, increase text size" modify-
ing a pie chart is transformed as universal JSON
format { ' func_name': 'pie', kargs:{'radius:
"small', 'font_size':'large'}}.

B Benchmarks’ Examples

Figures 5, 6, and 7 illustrate examples for nbBench,
ChartDialog, and PlotCoder, respectively.

/ nvBench \
“Show me minimal weight by sex in a
Data histogram, rank in decs by the bars”
. ~
v

0 20 40 60 80
MIN(Weight)

Figure 5: A sample in nvBench dataset

C Cross-language Mapping Table

The procedure for making the cross-language table
is as follows. Initially, we compiled the top 100
frequent parameters from the real-world dataset in
4 languages: Matplotlib, Graphics, ChartJS, and
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Figure 6: A sample in ChartDialog dataset

4 N

Input #1: Prompt

Create a scatter plot of the observations in the
‘credit’ dataset for the attributes ‘Duration’ and
‘Age’ (age should be shown on the xaxis).

Plotcoder

Input #2: Code Context
duration = credit['Duration'].values
age = credit['Age'].values

\plt .scatter(age, duration) j

Figure 7: A sample in PlotCoder dataset

Vega-Lite. Subsequently, the parameters were iden-
tified into different categories and attributes in a
mapping table. The table was further expanded
by investigating relevant parameters within the top
500. If a specific language lacked relevant parame-
ters for a given attribute in the top 500 (resulting in
a blank cell), we persistently searched through the
remaining list until a match was found. Cells where
no relevant parameter was identified led to the an-
notation of “not found.” This identification and ver-
ification process includes understanding plotting
parameters, identifying them in API documents,
asking ChatGPT '3 for explanations and relevant
parameters, and executing example codes.

Due to the length, we only include a part of the
table in Table 4. The whole one can be found in our
repository at https://github.com/giahy2507/text-to-
vis-benchmarks-assessment.

D Calculation for heat map figures

Figure 8 shows heat maps of the most common
visualization attributes over 7 datasets, where the
more intense green colour indicates a higher per-

Bhttps://chat.openai.com https://bard.google.com/chat

Category Attribute
x-title, y-title, x-y-title-fontsize, x-y-title-color,
x-y-lim, x-y-ticks-labels, x-y-ticks-labels-color,
x-y-ticks-labels-rotation, x-y-scale,

Axes

x-y-ticks-fontsize, x-axis-ticks-visible,
y-axis-ticks-visible, x-y-scale-position,
invert-x-y-axis

filled-color, edge-color, opacity, linewidth,
markersize, linestyle, line-capstyle, markerstyle,
bar-thickness, bar-data-stacking, hist-bins,
pie-explode, pie-label-distance,
pie-percentage-distance, pie-precision-digits,
pie-radius, errbar-cap-size, errbar-cap-thick,
errbar-color, errbar-visible

ann-text/label, ann-fontsize, ann-possition,

Data Appearance

Annotation
ann-font
L. title, title-fontsize, title-color, title-position,
Main title . R .
subtitle, subtitle-fontsize
legend-title, legend-fontsize, legend-position,
Legend legend-labels, legend-labels-color,
legend-is-display
. grid-visible, grid-color, grid-linestyle,
Grid e
grid-linewidth
Format size, dpi, saving-format
Other bounding-box/border, background,

margin/padding, multiple-plots

Table 4: Categories and Attributes in cross-language
mapping table

centage of usage within the dataset. The calculation
for each attribute is k/n, where:

* k is the number of times that attribute’s argu-
ments are specified

* n is the number of times that all arguments
are specified

As for the heat map in Figure 9, there are two
cases influencing different levels. For attributes im-
pacting the program level, such as title, x-axis title,
and x-y tick labels, the percentage is derived from
how frequently a program includes arguments for
a specific attribute. Conversely, for local attributes
affecting the function level, like filled colour, opac-
ity, and bar thickness, the percentage is calculated
based on the frequency of functions containing ar-
guments for the given attribute. The calculation is
as follows. Let

* k is the number of times that attribute’s argu-
ments are specified. p is the number of times
that attribute’s functions are used

* z represents the total number of programs in
the dataset, while g denotes the number of
programs in which the attribute is utilized (any
of the attribute arguments is used).

While a figure for a given program-level attribute
is g/z, that for function-level one is k/p.
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https://github.com/giahy2507/text-to-vis-benchmarks-assessment
https://chat.openai.com
https://bard.google.com/chat
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x-title 82 69 128/ 00 59 15 63 458 x-title 463 299 150 0.0
y-title 83 72 127/ 00 56 18 64 458 y-title 46.0 300 150 0.0
x-y-title-fontsize 26 22 24 00 07 03 05 00 x-y-title-fontsize 78 47 15 00
x-y-title-color 01 02 01 00 00 05 02 00 x-y-title-color 08 05 01 00
-y-li )

x-y-t?crll(s-labels 23 35 15 00 56 64 60 00 x-y-lim EEa 05 0.0
X, 30 34 24 00 33 13 25 00 x-y-ticks-labels B o oo

x-y-ticks-labels-color 0.1 0.1 00 00 01 06 03 00

x-y-ticks-labels-rotation 07 05 09 00 13 04 13 00 x-y-ticks-labels-color 0.4 04 00 00

x-y-scale 03 04 03 114 03 19 08 00 x-y-ticks-labels-rotation 56 25 1.1 00
x-y-ticks-fontsize 08 10 04 00 1.1 08 06 00 X-y-scale 23 1.8 04 276
x-axis-ticks-visible 09 13 07 00 09 14 05 00 x-y-ticks-fontsize 33 27 03 00
y-axis-ticks-visible 06 1.0 04 00 06 16 05 00 x-axis-ticks-visible 00 120 00 00
X-y-scale-position 02 03 01 [134] 1.8 03 05 00 y-axis-ticks-visible 00 86 00 00
invert-x-y-axis 01 01 00 79 00 01 02 00 x-y-scale-position 09 15 00 212
filled-color 112 117 102 6.1 153 215 228 44 iivertxy-axis 00 07 oo B
edge-color 06 07 06 35 12 139 15 00
opacity 24 24 23 00 00 00 46 00 filled-color 33.6 393 235 295
linewidth 25 32 23 67 59 55 33 00 edge-color 23 27 15 132
markersize 1.7 1.9 20 30 20 23 16 00 opacity 87 9.1 62 00
linestyle 29 33 22 29 49 08 07 3.1 linewidth 108 145 67 204
;r‘;lfe"‘r‘::;ﬁe ‘3”5) 22 ‘3’8 ‘l’g ‘5"3’ 3‘2‘ 22 8‘9’ markersize 95 117 73 264
bar-thickness 04 05 05 31 01 05 01 00 l%neswle 63 76 >4 N
bar-data-stacking 00 01 00 00 02 12 04 00 line-capstyle 00 MR 00 00
hist-bins 10 06 27 04 08 00 15 00 e 76 66 53 16.1
pie-explode 01 00 01 14 00 00 00 00 bar-thickness 40.2 55.0 312 364
pie-label-distance 00 00 00 25 00 00 00 00 bar-data-stacking 51 95 19 00
pie-percentage-distance 0.0 00 00 2.6 00 00 00 00 hist-bins 728 779 62.1 44.0
p?e-pre_cision-digits 01 01 03 14 00 00 00 00 pie-explode 36.3 29.7 446 232
pie-radius ; 00 00 00 29 00 00 01 0.0 pie-label-distance 4.0 5.1 3.1 41.1
S BN B
errbar-color 00 01 00 18 02 00 00 00 pie-precision-digits 742 65.1 77.1 22.6
errbar-visible 04 05 01 16 03 00 00 00 pie-radius 78 94 54 [414
ann-text-label 05 05 02 00 39 02 20 00 errbar-cap-size 245 235 60 159
ann-fontsize 07 10 02 00 28 01 08 00 errbar-cap-thick 74 72 09 128
ann-possition 09 16 03 00 29 02 32 00 errbar-color 113 153 69 9.7
?:ln—font g; 2; (1)-105 83 22 2; (3)1 gg errbar-visible 100.( 38.1 100 8.4
1tle . . . A . . K A
iRt 12 08 11 00 05 10 06 00 s ek label L 0L 00
title-color 00 00 00 00 00 05 04 00 ann-fontsize 511 474 364 00
title-position 01 01 00 00 00 01 04 00 dLspossion 63.6 76.7 438 0.0
subtitle 04 07 05 00 03 00 04 00 ann-font 132 140 69 00
subtitle-fontsize 02 02 02 00 01 00 01 00 title 442 266 12.5 0.0
legend-title 01 01 00 00 02 00 11 00 title-fontsize 67 33 12 00
e mEmuon
2 2 = : : 2 - : t1tle—p051t10n 0.3 02 0.0 0.0
legend-labels 79 73 58 39 15 95 10 00 .
legend-labels-color 00 00 00 00 01 06 02 00 subtitle i 05 00
legend-is-display 50 45 44 00 20 43 00 00 subtitle-fontsize 1.6 12 02 00
grid-visible 07 08 07 00 02 35 18 00 legend-title 07 05 01 00
grid-color 01 02 01 50 00 18 00 00 legend-fontsize 34 22 02 00
grid-linestyle 02 02 01 49 00 17 01 00 legend-position 149 21 25 00
grid-linewidth 01 01 00 64 00 02 00 00 legend-labels 360 168 1691532
i SO o2 25 o0 W o
saving-format 02 05 01 00 18 00 00 00 legend-is-display BESIE 88 00
bounding-box-border 0.1 03 02 00 12 00 00 00 BHETELLS 45 31 05 00
background 01 01 00 00 08 00 06 00 grid-color 07 08 01 433
margin-padding 30 51 17 00 30 29 09 00 grid-linestyle 1.0 08 0.1 432
multiple-plots 28 26 24 00 18 00 20 00 grid-linewidth 05 05 00 | 583
size 50.1 242 87 0.0
Figure 8: Heat map of the most frequent aes- dpi 55 64 04 00
thetic attributes over 7 datasets.  The attributes saving-format L1 12 01 00
are classified by different categories with colours, bounding-box-border 0.1 0.1 00 00
such as x and y axes , data appearance , annotation , background 05 03 00 00
. : . margin-padding 67 86 06 00
title and subtitle , legend , grid, figure format , and multiple-plots 702 229 84 00
others .

Figure 9: Heat map of attributes that the user often
specifies values when permitted.



Category Attribute Matplotlib R ChartJS Vega-Lite ChartDialog
add_subplotixlim
setlxlim .
. plotixlim
axes|xlim . .
. histlxlim
set_xlimlleft .
- barplotixlim
set_xlimlright lot.windowlxlim
xlimlleft pot. . optionslscaleslx AxesltickslbeginAtZero
A plot.defaultxlim . .
xlimlright . optionslscaleslx AxesltickslsuggestedMax
. . matplotixlim . . .
xlimlxmin . optionslscaleslx Axeslticksimin
. boxplotixlim . . . .
xlimlxmax . optionslscaleslx Axesltickslmax encodinglxIscaleldomain
. . curvelxlim . . . . .
set_xlimlxmin ointslxlim optionslscaleslxlbeginAtZero encodinglxlscaleldomainlselection
. . set_xlimlxmax p o optionslscales|xlmin encoding|xIscaleldomainlparam
X-y-axis lim . lines|xlim . . . Not found
add_subplotlylim . optionslscales|xImax encodinglylscaleldomain
. plotlylim . . . . . .
setlylim barplotlylim optionslscalesly AxesltickslbeginAtZero encodinglylscaleldomainlselection
axeslylim bo;p lotly lim optionslscaleslylbeginAtZero encodinglylscaleldomainlparam
set_ylimlbottom hisllplimy optionslscalesly AxesltickslsuggestedMax
set_ylimltop . v . optionslscalesly Axeslticksimin
. lineslylim . .
ylimlbottom . optionslscalesly Axeslticksimax
. matplotlylim
ylimltop . .
. . pointslylim
ylimlymin ; .
. plot.windowlylim
ylimlymax - .
. . plot.defaultlylim
set_ylimlymin
set_ylimlymax
plotix_axis_scale
contourlx_axis_scale
optionslscaleslxAxesltype barlx_axis_scale
xscalelvalue plotllog . . .
. . optionslscales|xltype encoding|xlscaleltype scatter|x_axis_scale
X-y-axis x-y-scale set_xscalelvalue linesllog . . L
optionslscalesly Axesltype encodinglylscaleltype plotly_axis_scale
yscalelvalue boxplotllog . .
optionslscaleslyltype contourly_axis_scale
barly_axis_scale
scatterly_axis_scale
ploticolor
plotic
scatterlcolor .
lineslcol
scatterlc
- ploticol
plotlfmt=color .
. pointsicol
axvlinelcolor .
axhlinelcolor ablinelcol
barploticol dataldatasetslbackgroundColor encodinglcolorlscalelrange
barlcolor . . .
barhlcolor histlcol dataldatasetslpointBackgroundColor encodinglcolorlvalue
polygonlcol optionslpluginsldatalabelslcolor encodinglcolorlaggregate
fill_betweenlcolor
. barploticol dataldatasetslfillColor marklfill barlbar_face_color
histlcolor .
rectlcol dataldatasetslstrokeColor marklcolor histlbar_face_color
data errorbarlcolor . . . .
color segmentsicol optionslelementsllinelbackgroundColor encodinglcolorlscalelscheme plotlline_color
appearance contourlcolors . .
- boxplotlcol dataldatasets|pointColor encodinglcolorlsort plotimarker_face_color
set_facecolorlcolor . . . S
Vlineslcolor imagelcol optionslpluginslcrosshairllinelcolor configlmarklcolor scatterlmarker_face_color
. curvelcol optionslelementslpointlbackgroundColor  marklcolorlstopsloffset
hlineslcolor . .
Circleleolor pielcol dataldatasets|pointStrokeColor marklcolorlstopslcolor
Line2Dlcolor matplotlcol optionsIpluginsldatalabelsicolor encodinglcolorltype
contourlcol
axvspanlcolor .
. stripchartlcol
quiverlcolor
. textlcol
pielcolors
mtextlcol
arrowlcolor
textlcolor
annotatelcolor
pointslpch
plotipch
plotlfmt=markerstyle legendlpch
data lotlmarker lineslpch . encodinglshapeltype lotlmarker_type
markerstyle P ©S P! dataldatasetslpointStyle 1nglsape typ p —YP
appearance scatterlmarker pairsipch encodinglshapelvalue scatterlmarker_type
errorbarlmarker matplotlpch
stripchartlpch
parlpch
dataldatasetslbarPercentage
. dataldatasetsimaxBarThickness . .
data . barlwidth . : Imax . marklwidth barlbar_height
appearance bar-thickness barhlheicht barplotlwidth dataldatasetslbarThickness marklheight barlbar width
PP g dataldatasets|barWidth g -
options|barThickness
encoding|xIbin
data encoding|xIbinlstep
hist-bins histlbins histlbreaks Not found encodinglx/binlmaxbins histinumber_of_bins
appearance . . .
encodinglylbinlmaxbins
encoding|xIbinlstep
plotimain
histlmain
titlelmain
. barplotimain optionsltitleldispla;
titlellabel POt may pronshe ISPy
. boxplotimain optionsltitleltext -
. . set_titlellabel . . . R . titleltitle
title title . pielmain optionslpluginsltitleldisplay . Not found
setltitle . . . Lo titleltext
s imagelmain optionsipluginsltitleltext
set_titleltitle . . .
matplotlmain options|title
pairsimain
plot.defaultimain
curvelmain

Table 5: Details of the cross-language mapping table for 7 attributes over 3 categories. Each parameter in attributes

comprises two parts, function name and argument name, separated by *

|’7



