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What makes particular perceptual patters in diagrams
meaningful?
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Abstract

One of the main utilities of diagrammatic repre-
sentations consists in their ability to convey global
meanings through perceptual patterns formed by mul-
tiple graphical elements. We take a logical approach
to clarify how particular patterns in diagrams carry
meanings in the first place, and explore the psycho-
logical implications of our findings.
Keywords — global reading, diagrammatic

reasoning, graph comprehension, visualization
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