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Figure 1. An example 

infographic poster.
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Figure 3. 

Left: A screenshot of the Mountain EVO 

web-based visualisation platform 

prototype.

Below: A prototype of monitoring 

dashboard on screen. 

Paper-based infographic poster

Pros
• Real time / complex / 

detailed information

• User interaction / immersion

Cons
• High development and 

maintenance cost and 

energy consumption

• Requires specialist design 

expertise

Pros

• Low cost/tech

• Easy to install

• Publically 

accessible

• Large display

Pros Cons

• Publically 

accessible

• Real time data.

• Weather 

resistant

• Does not require 

specialist design 

expertise

• Limited information 

complexity

• Limited user interaction / 

immersion

• Development, testing and 

maintenance cost

• Energy consumption, 

especially when installed 

outdoors

Figure 2. 

Above: A co-designed matrix board 

from the Peruvian case.

Right: A concept illustration for an on-

site board.

Visualisations can be powerful tools to 
engage remote communities with 
hydrological information, potentially 
useful for day-to-day water 
management. 

Visual products or tools should be driven 
by user needs and characteristics and 
ideally co-developed in collaboration 
with community members (end users). 
This poster summarises three options 
we co-developed during this project.

Cons

• Limited information 

complexity

• Limited user 

interaction

• Out of date quickly

• Requires specialist 

design expertise
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