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Fig. 1. The YAC discovery interface contains two general sections. (a) The chat interface displays user
queries and responses from the agent. (b) The linked interactive generated visualizations are displayed in
the visualization dashboard. (c) Visualizations can be modified from adjustment widgets shown in the chat
interface. (d) Filters can be created from natural language prompts and adjusted with widgets. (e) Selections
in visualizations will show adjustment filters in the chat that are linked to the visualization brush (i). (g) The
total number of records in the current filter for each entity is shown in the status bar. (h) The current applied
filters are shown in the filter bar. (f) The current selection can be downloaded with the download button.

Incorporating natural language input has the potential to improve the capabilities of biomedical data discovery
interfaces. However, user interface elements and visualizations are still powerful tools for interacting with
data, even in the new world of generative AI. In our prototype system, YAC, Yet Another Chatbot, we bridge
the gap between natural language and interactive visualizations by generating structured declarative output
with a multi-agent system and interpreting that output to render linked interactive visualizations and apply
data filters. Furthermore, we include widgets, which allow users to adjust the values of that structured output
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through user interface elements. We reflect on the capabilities and design of this system with an analysis of
its technical dimensions and illustrate the capabilities through four usage scenarios.

CCS Concepts: • Human-centered computing → Natural language interfaces; Graphical user interfaces;
Information visualization; Visualization toolkits.

Additional Key Words and Phrases: Natural Language Interface, Biomedical Data Discovery, Interactive
Visualization, Generative Artificial Intelligence

1 Introduction
Biomedical data discovery is the process by which researchers identify relevant datasets for their
scientific inquiry. A common target of this search is biomedical data repositories, which are
collections of datasets derived from biological or clinical samples. Researchers typically do not
want to analyze all of the datasets, but instead want to identify a smaller subset of these datasets for
scientific inquiry. This process can involve filtering based on metadata attributes of each dataset.
Common attributes include the technologies and tools used to derive and process the data from the
biological sample, the source organ of the sample, and information about the organism or donor,
including demographic, clincial, and genetic information. Considerable effort has been devoted
to building, deploying, and maintaining sophisticated interfaces for navigating biomedical data
portals [7, 35, 42]. However, it is challenging to design an interface that meets the needs of all users
who want to consume the data, which can include data scientists, clinicians, and even patients.
Even after designers and developers have done their due diligence in identifying user needs, they
often find additional requests for specific combinations of visualizations or interactions between
them.

One approach in developing and maintaining software is to satisfy the most common use cases
very well and not worry about the few edge cases that are not possible with the software. This
approach aligns well with van Wijk’s proposed model for the value of visualization [44], where
more users interacting with visualizations for long periods of time is more valuable. However, in
the setting of biomedical research, a key finding that could lead to a cure for cancer may lie in one
of these edge cases. Finding a way to support the wide diversity of edge cases is critically important
and cannot simply be ignored.

This problem touches on a fundamental challenge in designing user interfaces — there is a tension
between the complexity of the interface and its ease of use. In other words, adding additional
features would increase the number of use cases that can technically be accomplished, but also
typically increases the difficulty of utilizing those features, sometimes prohibitively so. What we
need is an interface that more flexibly adapts to the users’ needs without increasing the burden of
interacting with those features.
Natural language interfaces show promise in meeting this need. Users can often express what

they want to accomplish in a data discovery environment, even if they are unsure of the correct
sequence of actions required within an interface. An interface that can interpret these natural
language requests and transform the interface for the user has potential. With the recent advances
in large language models, the visualization community is seeing a renaissance of integration of
LLMs with visualization systems [8, 20, 23, 25, 26, 29, 34, 40, 41, 43, 46, 52, 54]. These systems have
explored various ways in which LLMs can enhance visualization systems. However, none of them
have explored the problem of biomedical data discovery.
We developed YAC, Yet Another Chatbot, that integrates a large language model with a visual-

ization interface. However, several features make our interface unique. (1) It interacts with an LLM
that has been explicitly fine-tuned for generating interactive biomedical metadata visualizations. (2)
It progressively builds multi-view visualizations. (3) These visualizations are automatically linked



YAC: Bridging Natural Language and Interactive Visual Exploration with Generative AI for Biomedical Data Discovery 3

through a brushing and linking pattern. (4). Our system can generate visualizations across multiple
related data tables and link filters across those entities. (5). We bridge natural language interactions
with traditional user interfaces for filtering and visualization generation through adjustment wid-
gets. Although some of these ideas have been explored in other systems, our prototype is the first
interface to integrate all of these for flexible biomedical data discovery.

2 Related Work
2.1 Natural Language Interfaces
The promise of natural language interfaces is the ability to capitalize on the expressivity and
flexibility of natural language to interact with computers. For interfaces that include visualizations,
this extends the goal to interacting with data through natural language and visualizations. Eviza
[38] and DataTone [12] are two seminal works that set the stage for an outbreak of NLI research [40]
with many interesting directions. For instance, resolving ambiguity in natural language queries is
an important consideration. Both Eviza and DataTone include ambiguity widgets that enable users
to adjust the system’s initial response. Setlur and Kumar further explored this challenge by using
word co-occurrence and sentiment analysis to map vague requests to specific data modifications
and presenting those to users in a way that can be modified [39]. More recently, DynaVis enables
users to modify visualizations with natural language requests, while also dynamically generating
UI widgets for further adjusting the changes [43]. While DynaVis is designed for visualization
authoring, we take a similar approach to resolve ambiguous requests for filtering data during a
biomedical data discovery session, thereby resolving ambiguity in users’ prompts and rectifying
mistakes made by the LLM.

Visualization authoring is a common goal when designing NLI systems [29, 41, 43, 48]. There is
overlap between data analysis systems and visualization authoring systems; however, our focus is
on designing a system to support the specific task of data discovery. The visualizations are a means
to an end, not the final product to be created and shared with others. Alternatively, the general task
of interpreting a natural language prompt and generating a visualization is a critical component
of our system. Cui et al. generate infographics from natural language queries about proportions
[4]. This work focuses on clear and visually appealing displays of relatively simple information,
whereas our application needs to generate many connected interactive visualizations. More similar
to our use case is NL4DV, which generates Vega-Lite specifications given a dataset and query
[32]. We use our own fine-tuned LLM to generate visualization specifications for our grammar.
Our fine-tuned LLM has been trained to select from multiple data entries or combine tables when
generating the visualization specification. Luo et al. contribute ncNet, a transformer-based model
for generating visualization specifications from natural language [28].
In addition to generating initial visualizations with natural language queries, NLIs can be de-

signed to support longer interactive sessions that include follow-up queries or modifications of
the current application state. Eviza [38] supported such interactive conversations with data, and
Evizeon [15] went further by applying language pragmatics to characterize the flow of visual
analytical conversations. FlowSense [53] integrated natural language queries into an interface
for constructing dataflow diagrams. Finally, FlowNL [17] enables users to update parameters in
a fluid flow visualization using natural language. While these systems share similarities with
our prototype, our primary goal is to facilitate data discovery by progressively building a linked,
interactive visualization dashboard that can be filtered using both natural language and traditional
user interface interactions.
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2.2 Artificial Intelligence for Visualizations
Artificial intelligence (AI) has been used more broadly than just natural language interfaces [51].
For instance, Show Me [30] and Voyager [50] produce visualization recommendations given an
input dataset using rule-based algorithms, and Data2Vis [9] accomplishes the same thing with a
neural network. However, these do not attempt to capture the users’ tasks when exploring the
data. GenoREC takes this a step further and incorporates user tasks into the genomics visualization
recommendation engine [33].
Recent advances in large language models have significantly altered the landscape of HCI

Research [34]. There have been many visualization systems that incorporate large language models
in just the last few years [2, 8, 20, 23, 25, 26, 29, 41, 43, 45, 46, 49, 52, 54] and research that studies
LLMs [3, 5, 47]. The system that shares the most in common with ours is InterChat [2], which
allows users to iteratively update a visualization with linked interactions between the visualization
and the chat interface. However, there are a few key differences between our prototype and
InterChat. InterChat only displays and updates a single visualization, whereas ours displays multiple
visualizations simultaneously. Additionally, we support linked filtering across multiple views
through several modalities, interactions with just the visualization, natural language requests, and
generated filter widgets. Alternatively, InterChat requires a selection within the visualization and a
subsequent natural language request to update the visualization. For biomedical data discovery, the
ability to quickly and precisely filter the data is an essential task and thus prioritized in our design.

Visualizations with LLMs integrated have been developed for domain-specific tasks before. For
instance, KNOWNET [52] supports health information seeking, Tailor-Mind [10] facilitates self-
regulated learning, and several tools have been developed for sports analysis [23, 26, 54]. However,
there have not been any visualization systems that integrate large language models for the task of
biomedical data discovery.
Building domain-specific applications sometimes requires fine-tuning large language models

[10, 11]. Fortunately, work has been done to create and publish datasets to facilitate fine-tuning.
For instance, nvBench [27] is a dataset of natural language queries to visualizations. Similarly, Ko
et al. probide a framework to generate similar datasets [18]. We utilize DQVis [22], a dataset of
natural language queries and visualization specifications about biomedical repository metadata to
fine-tune our model.

3 Dataset Description
YAC is designed to operate on a single data package at a time. We use the existing Frictionless Data
Package standard 1 which provides a structured way to define a data package as multiple entities
(tables), their data fields (columns), and the relationships between entities. This package can also
include additional information, such as free-text descriptions of entities and fields, the field types
(e.g., quantitative, ordinal, nominal), and the range of values a field can have.

One advantage of using this existing standard is that YAC supports existing biomedical data
portals from The Common Fund Data Ecosystem (CFDE 2), a major program of the United States
National Institutes of Health (NIH) to build infrastructure for data-driven biomedical research).
CFDE publishes the metadata for those portals in the Crosscut Metadata Model (C2M2) [1] format
— an extension of the Frictionless Data Package standard. An important distinction with these data
packages is that they represent the metadata of the repositories. These tables often include metadata
about the organism (e.g., age, sex), the biological sample (e.g,. what organ was the sample collected
from), and the dataset (e.g., what technique was used to derive the dataset from the sample). Each

1https://datapackage.org/standard/data-package/
2https://commonfund.nih.gov/dataecosystem
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row of the dataset metadata file will then contain a field (either an ID or a URL) that directs to the
related dataset file (e.g., BigWig, BAM/SAM). While a clear boundary between metadata and data is
often hard to define, in our work all information loaded into database tables is considered metadata,
while information that is stored in files on a file system is considered data. Although YAC can load
any set of tables defined by a data package, we made several design choices in the system with this
metadata model in mind. For instance, the download button is prominently located since it is an
essential part of the data discovery workflow.
In this paper, we demonstrate the capabilities of YAC on four different datasets. Three datasets

are from biomedical data portals of consortia funded by the United States National Institutes of
Health (NIH) that are part of the Common Fund Data Ecosystem (CFDE). HuBMAP, from the
data portal of the NIH Human BioMolecular Atlas Program [42], contains 320 data fields across
three entities, with the largest file containing 4,515 rows. SenNet, from the data portal of the NIH
Cellular Senescence Network [24], contains 35 data fields across six entities, and the largest file has
2,740 rows. Finally, 4DN, from the NIH 4D Nucleome Data Portal [7, 35], contains 101 fields, 20
entities, with a maximum file size of 50,570 rows. All of these datasets are included in the training
data that we fine-tuned our model with. To illustrate the generalizability of YAC, we also include
a dataset outside of our training data. The commonly used Penguins dataset [13, 16] contains a
single data table, nine data fields, and 344 rows.

4 Design Requirements
The primary task we are trying to support with our application is biomedical data discovery. The
high-level goal is to find a collection of datasets from within a larger set that meet a set of criteria
(both fuzzy and crisp). To guide our development, we created several design requirements.
Filter-Q In some cases, it is necessary to filter the data based on the values of a quantitative field.

For instance, only include donors of a specific age. Multiple filters should build on each
other. E.g., only donors of a specific age and with a height of over 6 feet.

Filter-C Similarly, filtering the data based on categorical values is essential. For instance, only
include biological samples that come from a specific organ.

Filter-ER Since the goal is to create a list of datasets, the filtering must be applicable across entity
relationships. For instance, filtering donors in a specific age range should also filter biological
samples from those donors and datasets derived from those samples.

Characterize After performing a filtering operation, users must be able to characterize the result-
ing subset of the data. This step is essential for understanding the result of the filter and for
reasoning about whether the resulting subset is acceptable.

Refine The process of filtering data and characterizing the result is iterative. Supporting a fast
cycle of filtering and viewing the data is essential for efficient refinement of the dataset
collection.

Complement Actions to update the application state can occur through the user interfaces or
natural language. The action must be possible in the mode where it can be most effectively
made so the strengths of each mode can complement the other. Actions that map well to
both input modes should be supported in both.

Disclose Actions that the LLM performs, such as filtering, should not be hidden from the user. It
should be clear when and how the application state is updated by transparently communi-
cating it in the interface.
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Adjust The user should be able to adjust the actions that the LLM has taken, either to resolve
ambiguity in the user’s query, correct a mistake the LLM has made, or adjust the selection
quickly after new information leads to an updated understanding.

5 YAC System Design
YAC is a system that integrates a chat-based interface (Figure 1a) with a multi-view visualization
(Figure 1b). The chat interface allows users to enter natural language queries, which are interpreted
by a multi-agent LLM system (Section 5.1). This system generates structured responses for
visualization and filters that update the application state. Visualizations are generated with a
fine-tuned model (Section 5.3) and result in a specification for our visualization grammar
(Section 5.2) which are rendered int he dashboard. We include adjustment widgets (Section 5.4)
to provide a means for users to modify the output of the large language model. These widgets can
tweak visualization parameters and data filters. When users make selections visualizations the
linked adjustment widgets are rendered in the chat interface. Brushing visualizations and changing
filter widgets will update all linked visualizations (Section 5.5). The current filters and total
records for each entity are summarized in the dashboard toolbar. Finally, the current selection of
data can be downloaded with the download button.

5.1 Multi-Agent Response Generation
When a user types a message into the chat interface, it gets processed with a multi-agent system
composed of three different agents (see Figure 2b). The orchestrator first determines if the user
request necessitates filtering the existing data, creating a visualization, or both. Then, additional
agents are called. The filter agent will apply new filters to reduce the current dataset, and the
visualization agent will produce a new visualization to be added to the dashboard. The orchestrator
and filter agents both make API calls to OpenAI’s GPT-4.1 and utilize structured outputs to ensure
that the responses are valid. The filter agent can produce interval (Filter-Q) and point filters
(Filter-C). Both types of filters require an entity and a field to operate on, and a range of valid
values. Interval filters define this range with a minimum and maximum value. Alternatively, point
filters define a list of valid categorical values. To aid the filter agent, we include the list of entities

H
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A Comparison Weight vs Height of Donors

Weight (kg)

Organs

Brain

Gall Bladder

Heart

Kidney

Large Intestine

Liver

Small Intestine

Range of donor_weight Values
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Reads prompt and  
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agent(s).

(d) Orchestrator

Generates data filter 
specifications.

(e) Filter Data

Generates chart  
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{ 
  entity: "sample", 
  field: "organ", 
  values: ["Gall Baldder", 
"Kidney"] 
}

{ 
  entity: "sample", 
  field: "organ", 
  values: ["Gall Baldder", 
"Kidney"] 
}

{ 
  entity: "donor", 
  field: "weight", 
  min: 18 , 
  max: 65 , 
}

JSON

30

130

{

"source": {  

  "name":"donors",

  "source":"./data/donors

  "representation":{ 

    "mark":"point",

    "mapping":[{

      "encoding":"y",

      "field":"height",

      "type":"quantitative"

    },

    {

      "encoding":"x",

      "field":"weight",

      "type":"quantitative"

    }]

  }

}


JSON

Filter to biological 
samples from intestines.

Is there a correlation between 
height and weight for donors 
with weight between 30-130?

Just show female donors.

(a) User Input (b) AI Agents (c) System Output

Fig. 2. When a user submits a query (a), it is sent to a multi-agent system (b). This system consists of an
orchestrator (d), which will then forward the message to a filter agent (d), a visualization agent (f), or both.
These will create structured output that will be interpreted and displayed in the system (c).
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and fields, and for each field, we include the range of values in the dataset. We exclude categorical
fields with many unique values (e.g., ID columns) to avoid exceeding the context window in our
request. The visualization agent uses a fine-tuned model. It generates visualization specifications
for a grammar that we defined (Characterize).

5.2 Visualization Grammar
We designed a grammar for biomedical metadata visualizations to use in YAC. This abstraction
layer provides additional control over the functionality between the generation of specifications
with our fine-tuned LLM and the interpretation of the grammar in the interface.

We take a grammar of graphics approach to our design, which includes three high-level pieces.
The source (Figure 3a) defines one or more tabular data files. Then data transformations can
be applied in the transformation (Figure 3b) block. Finally, a representation (Figure 3c) maps
visual encodings to data fields. Our grammar is most similar to Vega-Lite [36], and our visualization
toolkit renders some specifications by creating Vega-Lite specifications and using the Vega [37]
view for more advanced operations.

There are two distinctions between our grammar and Vega-Lite that are important for YAC. First,
our grammar supports tabular representations of data, where each row in the table corresponds to
a single row in the input data. This is different from a grid representation like a heatmap, where
each mark corresponds to a different row in the data, with x and y encoding two fields from that
row. Tabular representations are ubiquitous in biomedical data portal interfaces, and thus, we
decided to include them in our grammar. Our tabular view also serves as a default representation.
Consequently, the only required component for our grammar is the source . Figure 3a–b shows
what our visualization toolkit would render with our tabular representation.

{
{


      : ,

      : 
    }

}

  

    "source":

"name"
"source"

"samples"
"./data/example_samples.csv"


  " ": [

    {

      " ": [

        " ",

        " "

      ]

    },

    {

      " ": {

        " ": {

          " ": " "

        }

      }

    }

  ],

transformation

groupby

rollup
count

op

organ
organ_condition

count

{

}

data source code block

  " ": {

    " ": " ",

    " ": [

      {

        " ": " ",

        " ": " ",

        " ": " "

      },

      {

        " ": " ",

        " ": " ",

        " ": " "

      },

      {

        " ": " ",

        " ": " ",

        " ": " "

      }

    ]

  }

representation
mark
mapping

encoding
field
type

encoding
field
type

encoding
field
type

bar

x
count

quantitative

y
organ

nominal

color
organ_condition

nominal

{

}

data source code block

data transformation code block

(a) Data Source (b) Data Transformation (c) Visual Representation

Fig. 3. Structure of the visualization grammar. (a) A specification contains at least a data source section, which
will be rendered as a table, and can be further transformed with (b) one or more optional data transformations,
and visually encoded by providing an (c) optional representation section that maps data fields to visual
variables.
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The second important feature of our grammar is how it handles linked filtering of data (Figure 5).
We support filtering across multiple visualization specifications from different data sources (Filter-
Q, Filter-C, Filter-ER). The grammar separates the logic between selections (what data can be
selected in a visualization) and filtering on those selections. There are two types of selections,
points and intervals (Figure 5a and Figure 5b). Point selections define a list of valid values for
a data field and interval selections define a numerical range on quantitative data fields. Filters
can also be applied across different entities as long as there is a mapping defined at the selection
level (Figure 5d) Filtering based on these selections occurs in the data transformation section by
referencing the filter name. If the selection entity and filter entity differ, the filter must specify the
entity relationship. By default, the filtering logic across entities requires that at least one related
record be included in the current filter, but this can be switched in the specification to require all
associated records to be included.

5.3 Fine-Tuning
To enable the LLM to become an agentic AI model that can generate visualization specifications,
we use supervised fine-tuning (SFT) to teach structured tool use. We train on reasoning-and-action
traces in which the model decides whether to call a visualization tool by emitting a JSON payload
with a function name and arguments, integrates the tool’s output, and then produces the final
answer. In SFT, the loss covers both natural-language and tool-call tokens but excludes tool-result
tokens to reduce overfitting. The training dataset includes collections of natural language queries
with visualization tool calls that come from high-quality synthetic rollouts [22].

5.4 Adjustment Widgets
Adjustment widgets are user interface components that both describe (Disclose) the action taken
by the multi-agent system, and support adjustment (Adjust) of those actions. This applies to both
visualizations and filters.

5.4.1 Visualization. The visualization adjustment widgets enable users to modify the data fields
represented in the visualization. The data fields are identified by checking every field value in the
representation layer of the specification. For fields that exist within the source data — as opposed
to fields derived in the data transformation layer — a dropdown is introduced in the widget. This
dropdown lets the user swap out a different field of the same data type.

This approach is distinct from a fully fledged visualization editor. Arbitrary modification of the
visualization is not possible from this widget — that is not the goal. This widget is designed to
support quick and easy adjustments that are often desired.

(a) Agent Point Filter Widget (b) Agent Interval Filter Widget (c) User Interval Filter Widget (d) Linked Visualization Filter

Fig. 4. YAC includes several types of adjustment widgets. For example: point filters (a) and interval filters (b)
generated from the agent, (c) interval filters from a user selection made from a corresponding visualization
(d).
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5.4.2 Filter. The filter widgets allow users to adjust filters that themulti-agent system has generated
(Figure 4a–b). The user can change the target entity and field, and adjust the range of values for
the filter. This ability is essential for multiple reasons. First, these serve as a fallback guardrail in
scenarios where the multi-agent makes mistakes. Second, users may ask an inherently ambiguous
question. Our multi-agent system cannot determine what ’old donors’ means for each user. But it
can make a reasonable selection and allow the user to make a quick adjustment (Adjust). Finally,
the user may not yet know what the best filter selection is. After making an initial filter and viewing
the updated visualizations, they may want to adjust the filter (Characterize, Refine). The ability
to quickly alter the selection from the user interface — performing hundreds of iterations of data
characterization and filter refinement within seconds — is one way that YAC leverages the strengths
of user interfaces instead of requiring all interactions to funnel through a chat interface that would
require repeated text requests to update filter range values (Complement).

To reinforce the connection between agent actions and user actions, we also generate the same
filter widgets when the user makes a filter by brushing a visualization (Figure 4c–d). This results in
a mirrored interaction between the visualization brush and the corresponding filter widget in the
chat interface — modifying either will update both.

5.5 Linked Interactive Filtering
Data filters can be created from natural language queries and brushing visualizations. Existing
filters, regardless of the source, can be adjusted from filter widgets. These filters are applied to all
visualizations of the same entity and related entities. Multiple filters are combined, resulting in the
intersection of records that meet all criteria.
YAC supports this functionality with a rule-based system on top of the generated structured

output. It is helpful to separate the selection and filtering logic. Figure 5 provides an overview of
how selection and filtering are accomplished with our visualization grammar. This section describes
how we use those features to create the desired functionality in the overall system.

Selection. We add the ability to brush every visualization by updating the specification. First, the
system decides what type of selection to support with a rule-based system. This system inspects
how fields are encoded in the specification. We only consider fields that also exist in the source
data. If any quantitative fields are encoded with x or y positions, YAC includes a 1D interval brush
on either the x-axis, y-axis, or a 2D interval brush (Filter-Q). If there are no valid options, it checks
for categorical fields that are encoded with x position, y position, or color (Filter-C). The point
selection will then target the combination of all these fields.

Filtering. Filtering data occurs automatically as the user brushes visualizations and updates filter
widgets. This is accomplished by injecting named filters into every visualization widget. Each
named filter corresponds to a single selection, either originating from a visualization or a filter
widget. These named filters only need to be updated when a new visualization or filter is created,
not when the values of those filters are updated. In that case, the grammar toolkit handles updates
to the filter range and rerenders with new data. Named filters can also be defined outside of a
visualization, which is the case for filter widgets, and then passed into the visualization grammar
component. To accomplish a mirrored filter between a visualization brush and a filter component,
we use the same key in both the internal and external selections.

When specifying a filter in the visualization component, we also must specify the column
identification correspondence in the case where the selection is applied to a different entity than
the current visualization. YAC can derive entity relationships from the foreign keys defined in the
data package.
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(c) Filtering Same Entities

(d) Filtering Related Entities

Data Source
Each chart can draw 
from a different data 
source

Filtering Elements
User select a subset of 
data 

Filtered Elements
Records that match 
user defined filters

{

  : {

    : ,

    : 
  },

  : [

"source"
"name"
"source"

"transformation"

"samples"
"./data/example_samples.csv"


     . {

        : {

          : 
        }

      },

"filter"
"name" "organ_condition-filter"


      {

        : {

        : ,

          : {

            ": ,

            : 
          },

          : 
        }

      }

"filter"
   "name"

"entityRelationship"
"originKey
"targetKey"

"source"

"age-filter"

"id"
"donor_id"


"donors"


samples.csv

All Data from

samples.csv

Data Filtered by 
Point Selection

Data Filtered by 
Point and Interval 
Selection

(b) Interval Selection

{

  : {

    : ,

    : 
  },

  : {

    : ,

    : [

      {

        : ,

        : ,

        : 
      }

    ]

"source"
"name"
"source"

"representation"
"mark"
"mapping"

"encoding"
"field"
"type"

"donors"
"./data/example_donors.csv"


"point"

"x"
"age"
"quantitative"


    "select":
"name"
"how"

"type"
"on"

{

:

: {

:

: 
}


    }

       ,

      
         ,
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Fig. 5. The visualization grammar supports linking across specifications and entities. (a) Point selections
allow the user to select individual marks. (b) Interval selections let the user select a range of values along one
or two axes. Those selections can define interactive filters for the same (c) or different (d) entities.
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5.6 Technical Details
YAC is free open-source software implemented as a web application that utilizes Vue and Quasar
for rendering front-end components, as well as our visualization toolkit for creating visualizations.
We use vLLM to run the inference of our fine-tuned model, which is exposed through a simple
Python API. We run inference on the fine-tuned model using a university server, which is suitable
for internal development but not available for broader deployment.

6 Usage Scenarios
We illustrate the capabilities of YAC with four usage scenarios of a user-driven data discovery
process. The usage scenarios cover different user personas and datasets of varying complexity,
including metadata from the data portals of three consortia funded by the United States National
Institutes of Health (NIH), introduced in Section 3.

6.1 Palmer Penguins
Our fine-tuned model was trained on data from biomedical data portals. However, the model and
YAC generalize to other tabular datasets. We illustrate that with a usage scenario on the Penguins
dataset [13, 16].
In this scenario, the researcher wants to conduct a follow-up study on some of the penguins.

They are looking for a set of penguins that have an equal number of males and females, have
approximately similar bill sizes without outliers, are of a smaller size, and are easily accessible.

They start by requesting Can you show me a table of all the penguin metadata? and receive
a tabular view of all penguins and metadata. Then they ask How many are there for each sex?

which reveals a bar chart showing an equal number of male and female penguins. The researcher
then requests Can you show me CDF of body mass? , and selects a lower range of values in the
chart. This adds a filter widget to the conversation and updates the bar chart, which reveals that
there are roughly half as many male penguins as female penguins with a body mass below 4000
Grams (Figure 6a).

They remove the filter and request Can you split that cdf by species? The new visualization
shows that two penguin species (Chinstrap and Adelie) have a similar body mass distribution, while
the third species (Gentoo) is larger. Since the user wants to investigate smaller penguins, they ask
YAC Can you remove Gentoo? . This results in a filter widget being added to the conversation that
filters out penguins with a species of Gentoo.

After the user requests Can you show the distribution of bill length and depth? , they can
see in the new scatterplot that there appear to be two clusters of bill sizes (Figure 6b). They are
curious if this is due to the penguin species, so they ask YAC to Color that by species. The new
scatterplot indicates that each cluster belongs to a different species.

The researcher has decided theywill limit the species to eitherAdalie orChinstrap, but have not de-
cidedwhich one. They decide to ask How many penguins are on each island, for each species?

This introduces a new bar chart that reveals that Adalie penguins are on three different islands, but
Chinstrap is only found on one (Figure 6c).

They like the freedom of having multiple islands to select from, but want to make sure the island
does not have a confounding effect on bill size. At this point in the analysis, the chat interface
contains several widgets for updating the visualizations. Instead of requesting a new visualization,
they swap the data field from species to island in the scatterplot and CDF visualizations. This reveals
a similar distribution across all three islands. Finally, they make a selection in the scatterplot to
only include penguins with a bill size closer to the mean. As they make the selection, they watch
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 6. Four snapshots from the Palmer Penguins usage scenario. (a) User has selected penguins with a
smaller body mass in the CDF plot, resulting in an adjustment widget in the interface. (b) A request for the
distribution of bill length and depth reveals two clusters in the new scatterplot. (c) Asking about the source
island reveals that Adalie penguins are on three islands, but Chinstrap penguins are just on one. (d) After
modifying visualizations from the adjustment widget, a selection is made in the scatterplot, creating a synced
adjustment widget in the chat interface.

the bar chart of penguin sex to ensure it stays balanced (Figure 6d). Now that they have identified a
subset of penguins that match their criteria, they download the metadata.

6.2 NIH 4D Nucleome Data Portal
In this scenario, a software engineer is trying to understand what data files are contributing the most
to the storage requirements of the 4D Nucleome (4DN) Data Portal (https://data.4dnucleome.org).
They begin by asking YAC to break down number of files by mime type. The resulting bar chart
reveals that application/gzip files contribute the most distinct files with application/octet-

stream a distant second (Figure 7a). Next, they ask for each mime type what is the average

file size? In this bar chart, they can see that each individual application/octet-stream file is
much larger on average (Figure 7b). At this point, they ask What is the total contribution in

file size for each mime type and can see that these two mime types are fairly equal in their
contribution and together account for nearly all of the storage requirements (Figure 7c). Next,
they are curious what individual files are the most significant contributors, so they request
Filter to the largest file. YAC applies a filter on the file size_in_bytes field to the maxi-
mum, resulting in a single file to remain in the selection. The software engineer then adjusts the
slider to include smaller files and learns that the 15 largest files out of all 50,278 account for about
ten percent of total storage requirements (Figure 7d), and the 183 largest files account for about
half of the storage requirements.

https://data.4dnucleome.org
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 7. Four snapshots from the NIH 4D Nucleome Data Portal usage scenario. (a) The user requests the
number of files for each mime type, (b) the average file size, and (c) the total storage required for each file
type. (d) Introduces a filter that shows the 15 largest files contribute about 8TB of storage.

6.3 NIH Cellular Senescence Network Data Portal
In this scenario, a project director of the funding agency is trying to determine if the demographics
of subjects are well balanced in the NIH Cellular Senescence Network (SenNet) Data Portal3. They
begin the analysis by requesting display subjects. Which results in the subject table being
displayed in the dashboard. In the table, they notice that many subjects do not have a value recorded
for the sex field, so they ask YAC to only show if they have sex recorded. The agent then filters
the data to exclude rows with a null sex value and represents that with a filter widget (Figure 8a).
Next, they ask how many subjects are there for each sex? and can see in the resulting bar chart
that there are nearly twice as many female subjects as male (Figure 8b). The director is curious
if the imbalance is consistent for all projects, so they tell YAC to show that for every project.

The resulting visualization shows a stacked bar chart of the proportions of subject sex for the
different universities associated with the project (Figure 8c). They can see that Buck Institute

has the highest portion of female subjects and wonder how much they are contributing to the
overall distribution, so they ask How many subjects come from each project? . They can see in
the resulting bar chart that more subjects come from Buck Institute than any other (Figure 8d).
They select this institute and download the metadata to find the contact information for the project
leader.

6.4 NIH Human BioMolecular Atlas Program Data Portal
In this scenario, the user is a computational biologist researcher investigating the data available
in the NIH Human BioMolecular Atlas Program (HuBMAP) Data Portal4. They start the analysis

3https://data.sennetconsortium.org
4https://portal.hubmapconsortium.org
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 8. Four snapshots from the NIH Cellular Senescence Network Data Portal usage scenario.
(a) The user’s simple requests to display subjects and hide records without a recorded sex. (b)

Asking how many subjects are there for each sex? reveals an imbalance. (c) A deictic expression

show that for every project results in a new bar chart showing donor sex proportions for every project. (d)

The final query How many subjects come from each project produces a bar chart indicating that the most
imbalanced project has also contributed the most.

session by requesting that YAC Show me a table of donor data. Next, the user requests the
system Filter to adults. The system then filters the data to donors with an age between 18 and
90. The lower bound of 18 is selected as the most common legal definition of an adult. The upper
bound of 90 is chosen because that is the maximum value in this dataset, which was provided as
context to the filter agent. However, in this scenario, the user actually wanted donors above the
legal drinking age in the US. They use the filter component to adjust the age of donors between 21
and 90 years old. Next, they are interested in donors who died due to violent injuries, so they request
Only include donors who died from violent events. The multi-agent system filters donors to
those with a death event of Suicide , Accident , Motor vehicle accident , and Homicide , and
presents that with a point filter widget. YAC shows that this includes 13 donors with 99 biological
samples and 225 datasets in the status bar (Figure 9a). To understand more about the datasets’
metadata, they ask How many datasets are there for each organ source? , which results in a bar
chart. Next, the user asks to Filter to assays that target DNA or RNA . In this case, the agent
filters data based on the analyte_class field with values DNA and RNA (Figure 9b). In the filter
widget, the user sees another option, DNA + RNA , and adjusts the filter to include it. Next, they want
to see how many datasets there are for different assays that target DNA and RNA, so they request
Can you make a barchart of the specific assay types? (Figure 9c). As a final step, they select
the left and right Kidney and SNARE-seq2 assay from the visualization dashboard, resulting in
the final 54 datasets they want to investigate (Figure 9d).
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 9. Four snapshots from the NIH Human BioMolecular Atlas Program Data Portal usage scenario. (a)
The user has requested the system Filter to adults. which they adjusted the range with the slider, and
to Only include donors who died from violent events. which resulted in a point selection adjustment
widget. (b) A request to filter on assay target is partially correct; two out of three relevant fields are selected.
(c) The user corrects the filter and requests a new bar chart of assay types. (d) Selections from the two bar
charts add new filters to create the final dataset.

7 Reflection
We performed an analysis on the different technical dimensions of YAC with TDoPS [19]. Although
TDoPS was initially designed for programming systems, it has been applied to research projects that
produce a software artifact that people can interact with, even if the interaction is through a user
interface instead of through a programming language [6, 31]. We reuse McNutt et al.’s descriptions
for dimensions [31]. These dimensions provide a structured way to carefully consider the design
choices we made and reflect on how our observations can be generalized to other systems.

7.1 Interaction
Which loops in the system are overlapping and how far apart are the corresponding gulfs of evaluation?

There are two high-level categories for how users can interact with YAC. They can type text freely
into the chat interface or interact with UI components and visualizations. The natural language
interactions have a longer gulf of evaluation — it takes more time for the user to type a message and
for the system to respond. We use vLLM [21] for fast inference of our fine-tuned model; however,
it still takes on the order of seconds for the multi-agent system to respond with a single update to
the system. Alternatively, making changes with the adjustment widgets is much faster. Changing
the visualization field or filter range results in much quicker updates to the visualizations in the
dashboard. We designed these two types of interactions to be complementary. The expressivity of
natural language allows for an easier entry point with flexible guidance towards the next step, and
the UI components allow faster, more fine-grained course correction as the user learns more about
the data.
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The two modes of interaction share some overlap, but are still distinct. In the current version
of YAC, users can only create visualizations from natural language requests in the chat. Data
filters can be created either from the chat or from existing visualizations. Modifications of filters
and visualizations can only occur through the user interface interactions. Requests to modify a
visualization or filter from the chat will result in a new, modified visualization or filter being added
to the current state. Finally, downloading the currently selected data is only possible through the
user interface. While building YAC, we faced a design tension on when to consider full parity of the
system by supporting functionality through the chatbot and the user interface. On the one hand, it
is appealing to offer users multiple ways to accomplish the same task, allowing each user to use
their preferred method. On the other hand, this increases the complexity of the user interface and
forces the user to choose a path, introducing additional cognitive load. Thus, we decided to take a
balanced approach with our design, where we assign the actions to the mode in which we believe
they are easiest to accomplish.

7.2 Notation
What notations are present and how do they interrelate?
The two notations of the system mirror the two interaction modalities — free text and UI

selections. These two types of notations are connected by the underlying system of YAC. The
agents that interpret the free text generate structured output. That structured output is interpreted
by the system and presented to the user as a widget or visualization. The user can use these
elements to make selections and modify the underlying data structure. In general, we present the
same information about the application state to both the user and the system in the modality that
is easiest for each person/agent/thingy to understand. The LLMs and YAC system can operate
on structured representations of filters and visualizations, and humans can visually see when
visualizations and filters are created. The way that these structured representations are presented to
the user can vary depending on the context. For instance, visualization specifications are rendered
as visualizations in the dashboard. However, those same specifications are rendered as adjustment
widgets in the chat interface.

In our current design, natural language serves as the primary notation that drives the creation
of the visualization dashboard, and user interface interactions enable refinement and exploration
of the current dashboard. One interesting difference between YAC’s user interface interactions and
natural language interactions is their stability with respect to input and output. In other words, does
similar input result in similar output? The user interface elements have this property. Adjusting the
filter slider by a small amount will change its appearance by a small amount and update the data
filter by a small amount. However, when it comes to natural language, evaluating this property
gets murkier. In some ways, large language models handle minor adjustments to input text well.
For instance, sentences with typos can often still be interpreted correctly. However, sometimes
small and seemingly insignificant changes to the input can result in a different output. Furthermore,
models are typically non-deterministic — the same input will sometimes result in different outputs.
In YAC, we minimize this by reducing the temperature setting of our inference to zero.

Filtering actions have a unique aspect to them, which is that they can originate from both natural
language requests and user selections in visualizations. Even though the source of the filters diverge,
the notations we use to represent them are very similar — both cases will result in a filter widget
added to the chat interface. This uniform representation of notation was an intentional design
choice to illustrate that the actions the agent takes to filter data have the same effect as the actions
users can take to filter data.
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7.3 Conceptual Structure
What is the shape of the notations at play and how do they relate to user goals?

The behavior of YAC can be decomposed into primitive actions and the current application state.
The application state can be modified through sequences of actions. The actions that YAC currently
supports are chart creation, chart adjustment, filter creation, filter modification, and data download.
The agent and user progressively take these actions to construct application states unique to
the user’s particular task. Multiple visualizations are composed to create a linked visualization
dashboard. Multiple filters combine to define a more specific subset of data. Once a user has created
a combination of filtering logic and verified that it satisfies the goals of the session, they can
download the filtered data as the final step.
These actions can be initiated from both free text input and user interface interactions. One

advantage of the free text input is that it offers flexibility in chart construction. Users can ask high-
level questions or patterns they want to see in the data Is there a relationship between donor

height and weight? , or request specific chart types Scatterplot donor height weight . These
higher-level prompts offer convenience to the user; they can keep their prompts simpler and let
the agent respond with a reasonable response. However, since free text is so flexible, they can
also specify elements of their chart creation in a detailed manner entity: donors, mark: point,

x-position: weight, y-position: height .

7.4 Customizability
How can programs be modified?
If you consider the current application state of YAC to be the program the user is constructing,

then the way that state is built is through sequences of actions: through free text queries and
user interface actions. This sequence of actions constructs a custom dashboard that can be further
interacted with. The current version of YAC focuses on this initial construction and exploration
process. However, since we are storing these action sequences in a structured format, the tool is
well-positioned to support further modifications. For instance, the visualization dashboard could be
shared as a standalone chat-free interface that users can browse and filter. The whole conversation
state could also be shared with a different user, allowing them to continue the conversation from
where the first user stopped, or modify the previous actions that user made.

However, there are limits to the customizability of the visualization dashboard. YAC, intentionally,
does not expose the full visualization grammar to the user. The adjustment widgets, as the name
implies, allow minor adjustments of the visualization. They do not support arbitrarily changing
visual encodings or data transformations. The filtering logic in YAC also currently imposes con-
straints. Multiple filters are assumed to be combined to create an intersection. E.g., find users who
are male and have an age over 60. However, if you instead want to find all donors who are male or
have an age over 60. This is not currently possible. This level of internal logic is not exposed to
the user. However, we can still expand the capabilities of the underlying system with additional
features without fully exposing complex technical details to the user, such as JSON specifications.

7.5 Complexity
How is complexity dealt with through design and automation?
A grand challenge in designing technical systems is to support complex interactions while

retaining a simple and intuitive interface. In YAC, we explore the potential of natural language
for addressing this challenge. Our current system is capable of constructing linked, multi-view
visualizations from multiple different data tables with targeted adjustment widgets — all from
a few natural language questions. However, one challenge with this approach that may not be



18 Lange et al.

immediately obvious is that even if something can be expressed as a natural language request, it
does not mean that the system is capable of meeting that request. For instance, YAC currently
assumes that filters combine with intersection logic. This is an invisible boundary that is not
immediately apparent in the interface. The underlying capabilities of YAC can be enhanced to
reduce these limitations, but they will still exist in some form. However, the implication is that
designing a successful system still requires understanding ways that users will try to use the tool
and, consequently, the functionality that the underlying system must support.

7.6 Errors
What are they and how are they handled?
There are three types of errors that we consider in YAC. All the errors relate to the free-text

input and structured response of the agent. The first type of error is a syntactic mistake in the
output where the structured output is invalid. These errors can be prevented altogether by passing
a desired structure (e.g., with a JSON Schema), which guarantees that the LLM will only generate
responses that adhere to that schema. The second broad category of errors is syntactically valid
outputs that are semantically incorrect. E.g., the agent responded with a visualization specification
for a scatterplot, but that scatterplot did not answer the question the user had. In YAC, we aim to
minimize these errors by utilizing our fine-tuned model and providing detailed information about
the data fields to the multi-agent system. However, as a fallback, we provide the ability for the user
to adjust the target data fields in visualizations and filters. The final category involves resolving
ambiguity in the user prompts. This category is not an error in the traditional sense, but it fits into
this theme because it represents a gap between the generated response and the desired response.
For instance, ambiguous terms could be used to request data to be filtered filter to old donors .
In this scenario, there is no single correct answer. Old will mean different things to different users
of the system. In this example, an inherently ambiguous term was used, even if the user had a
precise number in mind. However, the reverse can also occur. The user requests a precise filter
filter to donors older than 85 , but does not know the actual boundary they want. They need
to start somewhere, and once the filter is applied, they can see the effect on their visualization
dashboard. They may realize that with this filter applied, they have too few records selected and
need to expand it. The adjustment widgets for filters in YAC handle both of these scenarios. The
agent can apply an initial filter range, and the user can quickly make adjustments to that without
typing and sending a new free-text request.

7.7 Adoptability
What socio-technical (e.g., learnability) dimensions are considered?

One of the primary goals in designing YAC is to create an interface with a lower barrier of entry,
in other words, one with a gentler learning curve. This goal motivated our choice to use natural
language text as the primary input for YAC. We assume that users of YAC are expert researchers
and have an initial question. Thus, they will be able to write that question down. The second
strategy to help with the learnability of YAC is to progressively build up the complexity of the
interface. When the session begins, there will be no visualizations and no filters applied. As the
user asks questions, filters, and visualizations will be progressively added to the interface. This
approach introduces user interface complexity — just in time — right when the user needs it, as
opposed to traditional interfaces, which display all features upfront.
Several other technical and economic factors also influence the tool’s adoptability. The input

and output of the tool are designed to be simple, easy to work with, and utilize existing standards.
The input to YAC is a data package that defines the existing entities and their relationships. We use
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an existing standard, instead of defining our own standard, to utilize existing tools and datasets.
The next consideration is how YAC can be accessed. YAC is an open-source tool developed as a
front-end application; thus, if it is deployed, it can be easily accessed by anyone with a personal
computer and internet access. However, one important consideration here is the economic cost of
the large language models. YAC’s multi-agent system currently makes calls to OpenAI’s API service,
which charges based on token usage. This has a potential impact on adoptability, because it means
that users must either provide their own API key and pay OpenAI, or a central organization has to
pay OpenAI for broader use of YAC. YAC also uses a fine-tuned model as part of its multi-agent
system. This model was fine-tuned from Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct an open-source model. Our model
is free and available for anyone to use; however, running inference of this model requires more
significant capabilities than a personal computer. Thus, there is an economic impact associated
with hosting and running our model.

8 Discussion
There are two interesting technical decisions we made while designing YAC that could apply to
other systems that incorporate generative AI with visualization interfaces.

8.1 Fine-Tuning versus Multiple Agents
YAC’s multi-agent system includes calls to both foundational large language models and fine-tuned
models. An alternate approach could be to update the fine-tuning to handle both visualizations
and filtering. However, it necessitates a longer iteration cycle — updating the training data and
retraining the LLM. These steps could slow down the front-end design process, which benefits
from faster iteration. Using a multi-agent system with calls to the foundational model was a more
flexible approach that allowed for faster updates while we explored the system design. However,
OpenAI’s models are proprietary, and if changing prompts is insufficient to achieve the desired
behavior, then fine-tuning an open-source model may be necessary.

One additional challenge with incorporating a fine-tuned LLM is the technical deployment of the
system.We have access to a high-performance computing cluster with GPUs that we can use to train
and run inference on our fine-tuned model. However, this is not available for long-term scalable
deployment for other users. Using API calls to foundational models can ease the deployment burden
by either charging for usage or requiring users to provide their own API keys. However, relying
on API calls from a company locks the system into a paid, proprietary system. In contrast, an
open-source, fine-tuned model can be deployed with any company that can host the models for a
fee.

8.2 Generating Structured Output
There are several possible strategies for LLMs to generate visualizations at different levels of
abstraction. For instance, it can generate code (e.g., Python or JavaScript) that must be executed
to create the visualization. Alternatively, it can generate a specification (e.g., JSON) that provides
all the necessary information to create the visualization. For our project, we decided to target
specifications in the form of a grammar we designed. We believe there are several advantages to this
choice. The first advantage is the guardrails that this approach provides. The visualization agent is
designed to create only visualization specifications. The interface will ignore anything generated
outside the bounds of our JSON Schema. The second advantage is that the structured nature of
the specification outputs facilitates the integration of responses into a larger system. Our multi-
agent system generates structured outputs that define visualizations and filters. The well-defined
structure of these outputs allows the system to complete several integration tasks, tying multiple
outputs together. Adjustment widgets can display and update values in filters. Visualizations can be
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rendered, but also modified with adjustment widgets. Finally, linked filtering between visualizations
and filter widgets is possible by updating the visualization specifications with simple rule-based
logic.

9 Limitations and Future Work
The current version of YAC has several technical limitations that could be addressed in the future.

Multi-Entity Relationships. YAC currently supports linked filtering across entities. However, it
only includes logic for tables that are directly related. It does not handle tables that are linked
through one or more intermediate tables. However, such capability could be integrated into a future
version of YAC.

Scalability Performance. YAC currently only supports relatively small data files, on the order of
tens of thousands at most. Since it is designed for analysing biomedical data repository metadata,
not the raw data, this limitation is not an immediate constraint. However, we can improve the
scalability of the data transformation by utilizing modern technology such as DuckDB5 or Mosaic
[14].

Filter Intersection. The filtering logic currently assumes that filters always combine to create a
single subset of data defined by the intersection of all filters. We could expand the capabilities of
YAC to support more flexible filtering logic, such as unions of filters, and the creation of multiple
parallel selections.

Beyond Metadata. YAC was intentionally designed to support metadata tables commonly found
in biomedical data repositories. The final step in YAC is to download the current selection that
refers to the raw data and download and analyze that data in another tool. We could extend the
capabilities of YAC by bringing genomics analysis tools into one integrated system.

10 Conclusion
In conclusion, we developed a YAC, a prototype system that integrates elements of a traditional
data discovery interface with a chat-based system. It utilizes a fine-tuned LLM to generate visual-
izations that progressively add to a multi-view visualization. These visualizations are automatically
interactive with a linked brushing and filtering pattern. The system supports data schemas for
multiple related entities, and interactions within the system are facilitated with complementary
modalities that disclose agent actions and allow users to adjust them.
YAC offers a new paradigm that allows researchers to flexibly navigate complex, multi-entity

biomedical metadata without being constrained by predefined interfaces. Our results suggest that
more inclusive and adaptive tools can surface datasets that may otherwise remain hidden, accel-
erating insight generation in biomedical data discovery. More broadly, our work contributes to
the growing role of AI in visualization, showing how domain-specific fine-tuning and structured
output generation can transform exploratory analysis in data-intensive sciences such as biology
and medicine. Looking ahead, integrating these methods with larger-scale biomedical data infras-
tructures and in-depth evaluations with domain experts will be critical for understanding their
impact on biomedical discovery.
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