Appendix A: 
A.1 Frequency and proportion of applied search tactics
	Tag-based interface
	Subject heading-based interface
	Dual-perspective interface

	Tactic
	Freq.
	Pro.
	Tactic
	Freq.
	Pro.
	Tactic
	Freq.
	Pro.

	EvalR
	1960
	25.9%
	EvalR
	2018
	27.5%
	AccT
	1861
	24.7%

	AccT
	1681
	22.2%
	LrnTsk
	1506
	20.5%
	EvalR
	1578
	20.9%

	LrnTsk
	1212
	16.0%
	AccH
	1054
	14.4%
	LrnTsk
	1143
	15.2%

	Use
	1083
	14.3%
	Use
	1016
	13.8%
	AccH
	894
	11.9%

	LeadT
	596
	7.9%
	XplorR
	802
	10.9%
	Use
	627
	8.3%

	Query
	567
	7.5%
	LeadH
	510
	7.0%
	Query
	416
	5.5%

	XplorR
	379
	5.0%
	Query
	377
	5.1%
	LeadT
	405
	5.4%

	LeadQ
	89
	1.2%
	LeadQ
	55
	0.7%
	LeadH
	295
	3.9%

	AccH
	n.a
	n.a
	LeadT
	n.a
	n.a
	XplorR
	230
	3.1%

	LeadH
	n.a
	n.a
	AccT
	n.a
	n.a
	LeadQ
	87
	1.2%

	Total
	7567
	100.0%
	Total
	7338
	100%
	Total
	7536
	100%


Freq.: frequency, Pro.: proportion

A.2 Tactic betweenness centralities
	
	Tag-based interface
	Heading-based interface
	Dual-perspective interface

	Rank
	Tactic
	Betweenness
	Tactic
	Betweenness
	Tactic
	Betweenness

	1
	AccT
	0.8
	LrnTsk
	0.333
	AccT
	1.686

	2
	Query
	0.8
	Query
	0.333
	LrnTsk
	1.686

	3
	LrnTsk
	0.8
	AccH
	0.333
	AccH
	1.686

	4
	Use
	0.8
	EvalR
	0.333
	EvalR
	1.376

	5
	EvalR
	0.4
	XplorR
	0.333
	Query
	0.852

	6
	LeadT
	0.4
	Use
	0.333
	Use
	0.786

	7
	LeadH
	0
	LeadH
	0
	LeadT
	0.476

	8
	LeadQ
	0
	AccT
	0
	LeadH
	0.452

	9
	XplorR
	0
	LeadT
	0
	XplorR
	0

	10
	AccH
	0
	LeadQ
	0
	LeadQ
	0



Appendix B: Participant perception toward three interfaces
	Question \ Interface
	Heading
	Tags
	Dual

	How efficient is it in terms of improving search performance?
	4
	3
	5

	How much do you prefer using the system with this interface?
	4
	2
	5

	How informative is this interface?
	4
	2
	4

	How satisfied are you with this interface?
	4
	2
	4


Note: Values reported according to the median of each question which was measured with a five-point agreement of Likert scale.

