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Abstract. This work introduces the definition of observation-specific
explanations to assign a score to each data point proportional to its
importance in the definition of the prediction process. Such explana-
tions involve the identification of the most influential observations for
the black-box model of interest. The proposed method involves esti-
mating these explanations by constructing a surrogate model through
scattered data approximation utilizing the orthogonal matching pursuit
algorithm. The proposed approach is validated on both simulated and
real-world datasets.

Keywords: Observation-specific explanations · functional reconstruc-
tion · surrogate model · reproducing kernel Hilbert space.

1 Introduction

In the rapidly evolving landscape of machine learning, the need for understand-
ing and interpreting complex models has become increasingly important. As
models get more sophisticated and are applied to critical decision-making pro-
cesses across various domains, the demand for transparency and interpretability
has never been higher. This necessity has led to the development of explainable
artificial intelligence (XAI), which aims to shed light on the inner workings of
black-box algorithms.

Most of the conventional XAI techniques found in the current literature,
such as the ones in [5,8,9,11,12,16,17], can be broadly classified as measures of
variable importance. The common rationale of all these techniques is to assign
a score to the different input features according to their respective importance
in the inner mechanisms of the black-box model to explain. In fact, the higher
the score, the more significant the variable. This approach is very general and
versatile, as these methods can be applied to different data formats, including
images and texts, and are compatible with diverse types of black-box models.

In this work, however, we propose to shift the perspective from explanatory
variables to individual data points. Specifically, our objective is to understand the
importance of each data instance in estimating the decision-making process. We
anticipate that some data points may have a greater impact than others on the
definition of the predictions. This change of focus offers an opportunity to better
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understand the internal operations of a model. By detecting the most important
observations, we can analyze what are the influential data instances driving
the estimation of the black box and understand whether the model accurately
captures the “typical” data points or is ill-fit to represent outliers or unexpected
instances. In essence, this approach enables us to identify the data points that
have the greatest influence on the decision-making process and draw pertinent
conclusions accordingly.

The idea proposed in this paper is closely related to influential observations
in statistical models [3,6]. Influential observations are conceptually different from
outliers: in the literature, they are broadly defined as data points whose impact
on the model estimation significantly outweighs that of others. In linear mod-
els, influential data points are well-defined and diagnosed through metrics like
leverage and Cook’s distance [7]. However, identifying influential observations in
black boxes is still an open problem.

We begin by providing a proper definition of observation-specific explana-
tions. These explanations are designed to measure the influence of each data
point on the decision-making process of the black box. Then, we propose to esti-
mate such explanations using the scattered data approximation [19], effectively
defining an interpretable surrogate model for the black box. If the surrogate
lives in a reproducing kernel Hilbert space, it can be represented with respect
to an orthonormal basis. This allows us to use the resulting coefficients in the
expansion to define normalized observation-specific explanations. The surrogate
model is estimated using the orthogonal matching pursuit algorithm [13–15] that
selects an optimal subset of data points to represent the black-box model of in-
terest. The resulting predictions of the black box at the selected data instances
are perfectly reproduced by the surrogate, and the approximation error at all
data points is rigorously bounded. This even enables an observation-wise diag-
nostic of the fidelity of the surrogate model [12]. Then, the approach is validated
on synthetic data and on a data set concerning anatomical measurements of
animals.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces
the definition of observation-specific explanations and proposes an estimation
procedure leveraging orthogonal matching pursuit in reproducing kernel Hilbert
spaces. Section 3 presents the application of the proposed method on both simu-
lated scenarios and real datasets. Finally, Section 4 summarizes the findings and
discusses future research directions.

2 Methodology

We adopt a standard machine-learning notation. Consider a sample set of n ob-
servations, each containing p features, denoted as X = {x1, . . . ,xn} ⊂ X ⊆ R

p,
where X is the sample space. We denote by f the black-box model of inter-
est which outputs the predictions f(x1), . . . , f(xn) at the sample points. Given
this setting, we begin by defining observation-specific explanations that offer
instance-wise significance measures proportional to the importance of each data
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point in the definition of the prediction process. Following this idea, we introduce
a framework for computing such explanations using a surrogate model based on
scattered data approximation techniques.

2.1 Observation-specific explanations

Definition 1. Given a model f , we define observation-specific explanations as

γ = {γ1, . . . , γn},

where γi ∈ [0,∞), 1 ≤ i ≤ n, is a positive index proportional to the importance

of the ith observation for the model f .

To the best of our knowledge, this definition introduces a novel class of expla-
nations in the literature. It proposes a family of importance metrics, indicating
how much each observation influences the predictions made by the black-box
model under examination. The viewpoint is then shifted with respect to stan-
dard explainability techniques: indeed, traditionally, importance is assessed for
each explanatory variable regarding the prediction process, typically by averag-
ing across dataset observations. However, our proposal reverses the approach:
the aim is to understand the impact of each data point on the process of gener-
ating the predictions. As mentioned above, this concept draws inspiration from
influential observations in statistical models, which are intuitively defined as in-
stances whose removal or addition significantly impacts the model estimation [3].

Definition 1 is kept general since it can encompass any specific algorithm
that computes the observation-specific explanations. To address the latter, we
propose a procedure based on the definition of a surrogate model using scattered
data approximation in the next subsection. However, future research directions
could explore the development of alternative algorithms to provide observation-
specific explanations.

2.2 Surrogate models using scattered data approximation

To estimate observation-specific explanations for a particular black-box func-
tion f , we define a surrogate model f∗ such that f∗(x) ≈ f(x) for x ∈ X . Recall
that a surrogate model is a function designed to closely mimic the behavior of
the black-box model under consideration [12, 17].

Suppose that the surrogate model f∗ is contained in a reproducing kernel
Hilbert space (RKHS) H that contains real-valued functions on the sample
space X with reproducing kernel K : X × X → R, see [4]. This assumption
implies that the surrogate is defined as a linear model as in Equation (1) in
the RKHS HX . Using the canonical feature map x 7→ K(x, ·) ∈ H, the sample
set {x1, . . . ,xn} can be embedded into H. We posit that the black-box model f
can be well approximated by the surrogate model f∗, that is

f(x) ≈ f∗(x) =

n
∑

i=1

ciK(xi,x) for all x ∈ X . (1)
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Here, the ci’s are the coefficients corresponding to the kernel function K(xi, ·)
parametrizing the linear representation of the surrogate model. From (1), it is
possible to derive a class of surrogate models that exactly match the values
of the predictions f(xi1), . . . , f(xin∗

) at a selected subsample {xi1 , . . . ,xin∗
} ⊂

{x1, . . . ,xn}. To compute this subsample, we adaptively compute an orthonor-
mal basis {N1, . . . ,Nn∗} of HX by means of orthogonal matching pursuit [15]
(OMP). This approach amounts to representing the surrogate model with respect
to this new basis:

f∗(x) =

n∗

∑

j=1

a∗j Nj(x). (2)

Now, the a∗j , j = 1, . . . , n∗, are the coefficients with respect to the new (or-
thonormal) basis functions. However, we cannot use these coefficients directly for
observation-specific explanations since any particular basis function Nj(x) is not
uniquely linked to a single observation. Nevertheless, the orthonormal basis func-
tions N1, . . . ,Nn∗ can be computed by a Gram-Schmidt procedure with respect
to a certain reordering of the basis of kernel translates {K(x1, ·), . . . ,K(xn, ·)}.
Therefore, we obtain

Nj(x) =

j
∑

k=1

dk,jK(xik ,x) (3)

for certain coefficients dk,j . Thus, Equation (3) can be used to represent the sur-
rogate in terms of the kernel basis functions, which can subsequently be used for
observation-specific explanations. Notice that the indices of the selected observa-
tions can be obtained in an iterative manner. Indeed, having computed m < n∗

of these basis functions, the next index im+1 is chosen such that the error

max
i=1,...,n

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(xi)−
m
∑

j=1

a∗j Nj(xi)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(4)

is minimized.
A surrogate model such as the above is particularly advantageous for two

main reasons. First, using (3), we can express f∗ in terms ofK(x1, ·), . . . ,K(xn, ·)
to define quantities that can be interpreted as observation-specific explanations.
In particular, we can use the respective coefficients of the kernel basis functions to
assign an appropriate weight to each observation proportional to its significance.
It is worth noting that each kernel basis function corresponds to a particular
sample point. Thus, the OMP effectively selects a subsample of n∗ data points
for the reconstruction process, which are then targeted as the most influential
observations. Second, it offers analytical bounds on the reconstruction of f(xi)
for i = 1, . . . , n. This implies that within a standard mathematical framework,
there are theoretical guarantees that f∗ accurately replicates the behavior of
the black-box model f on X . Furthermore, if we assume that f ∈ H, then we
can also have the guarantees of a high fidelity on the entire sample space X . It
is worth noting that such an approach allows us to obtain observation-specific
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errors, defined as

erri := |f(xi)− f∗(xi)|, for i = 1, . . . , n. (5)

In general, it can also be proven that using a tolerance ε2 in the OMP algorithm
proposed in [14], there exists the uniform error bound

|f(xi)− f∗(xi)| ≤ ε ‖f‖H, for i = 1, . . . , n. (6)

Notice that the tolerance can be interpreted as the extent to which we want to
reconstruct the black-box model using the surrogate model and gives us uniform
error bounds as in (6). In general, given a tolerance ε, the number of selected
data points n∗ depends on the overall distribution of the observations in the
support as well the type of kernel used for the surrogate model. As a result, the
choice of the kernel for the reconstruction process is of paramount importance.
Future research work should assess the sensitivity and study the nature of such
a choice. Analyzing such errors (and their normalized versions), we can discern
for which observations the prediction process is accurately represented by the
surrogate, i.e., where the error is close or equal to zero and where this is not the
case. Thus, we can also sketch a tentative analysis of the surrogate model to see
whether there are some systematic areas of the point cloud bound for errors.

2.3 Estimation of the observation-specific explanations

A representation as in (2) lends itself to offering observation-specific explana-
tions. Note that the expression of the surrogate model f∗ in terms of an or-
thonormal basis implies that each coefficient a∗j is simply the projection of the
black-box model f onto the corresponding basis function pertaining to a partic-
ular observation from the set of samples. We wish to use this characterization
of the coefficients to identify the most influential observations. Using (3) in (2),
we have that

f∗(x) =

n∗

∑

j=1

a∗j

j
∑

k=1

dk,jK(xik ,x) =

n∗

∑

k=1

cikK(xik ,x), (7)

where

cik =

n∗

∑

j=k

dk,ja
∗
j .

Each coefficient cik is then uniquely associated to a selected observation. Denot-
ing the set S := {i1, . . . , in∗}, we set ci = 0 if i /∈ S for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Finally, we
define the observation-specific explanations as

γi =
|ci|

max
1≤i≤n

|ci|
. (8)

Thus, the data points not deemed as important are associated with a null expla-
nation, effectively annihilating their impact on the estimation of the surrogate
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model, and consequently on the prediction process provided by the black box.
The resulting values of γi serve as normalized measures of the importance of
each observation: a higher γi indicates greater importance of the ith data point
for the prediction process of the black box, replicated by the surrogate model.

3 Application

In this section, we showcase the application of the proposed method. In par-
ticular, Subsection 3.1 displays results in simulated scenarios, using well-known
data-generating processes. Then, Subsection 3.2 presents an application on a
real dataset.

3.1 Simulated studies

In this subsection, we will explain two known data-generating processes that
are suitably defined, rather than dealing with an actual black-box model. This
framework facilitates assessing the suitability of the surrogate model and un-
derstanding the features of the resulting observation-specific explanations in a
well-understood context.

The first example concerns a simple, bidimensional, quadratic function. We
simulate n = 1000 data points according to

f(X1, X2) = X2
1 +X2

2 + 1, (9)

whereX1 andX2 are random, independent, standard Gaussian explanatory vari-
ables. We construct the surrogate model in (2) by employing a Gaussian kernel,
see [18], with a length scale parameter equal to

√
7. We discuss an alternative

method for determining this crucial hyperparameter using the real dataset in
Subsection 3.2. The tolerance is set to ε = 10−3, and the procedure selects
n∗ = 36 data points for the definition of the surrogate model. In particular,
the reconstruction error in (6) is of the order of 10−4, indicating that we are
achieving a nearly perfect reconstruction of the real function using only 3.6% of
the data size: this means that the surrogate model has a provable high fidelity
in replicating the generating model of interest. Figure 1 reports the results on
the bidimensional, quadratic simulated dataset: the left plot displays the data
points with colors proportional to the observation-specific errors in Equation (5)
— darker hues indicate higher errors and consequently a lower fidelity of the
surrogate model. This visualization offers insight into the data points best rep-
resented by the surrogate model. The surrogate reproduces better the instances
at the data cloud’s boundaries where the points’ density is lower. These bound-
ary points are also where we anticipate having statistically more uncertainty in
the functional reconstruction, but also perfect candidates for interpolation. In
the right plot, the colored points represent those selected for defining the surro-
gate in Equation (2), with the intensity of red and the point size proportional to
the observation-specific explanations in (8). As expected, such instances shape
the actual point cloud, focusing on more representative areas of the support.
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Fig. 1. First simulated scenario: the data generating process is a quadratic function.
In the left plot, the colors correspond to the observation-specific relative error in the
surrogate model reconstruction: darker shades represent higher errors. In the right
plot, selected data points are colored and sized according to the magnitude of their
explanations: Darker and larger points indicate higher values.

In the second simulated scenario, we employ the well-known Ackley func-
tion [1], commonly used as a benchmark for optimization studies due to its
highly oscillatory nature and the presence of multiple local optimal points. We
opt for this function to explore how the surrogate model in (2) behaves in the
presence of a smooth yet intricate generating model, producing peculiarly shaped
point clouds. To estimate the surrogate model, we run the OMP algorithm choos-
ing a tolerance of ε = 10−3, which results in n∗ = 370 selected points out of
the n = 1000 simulated ones. We simulate X1, X2 from independent standard
Gaussian distributions and employ the Matérn kernel K3/2, see [2]. The resulting
reproduction error is of the order of 10−4. Figure 2 reports the results for this
scenario. As before, the plot on the left illustrates the cloud of the simulated
data points, with colors indicating the observation-specific relative error in (5).
Lighter points denote a better approximation (higher fidelity) by the surrogate
model. Consequently, the boundaries of the point cloud reveal the lower fidelity of
the surrogate, as these areas are statistically the most challenging to reproduce.
However, even in these low-fidelity regions, we still select representative subsam-
ples that can be used for effective reconstruction. In the right plot, the points
chosen by the OMP algorithm to construct the surrogate model are displayed.
Their colors and sizes are proportional to the observation-specific explanation
in (8), with darker shades and bigger points representing higher values. Notably,
these selected data instances mostly correspond to the local optima of the Ackley
function, heuristically selected for their informativeness. Furthermore, the points
with higher values of explanations are strategically positioned in less dense areas
of the point cloud.
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Fig. 2. Second simulated scenario: the data generating process is the Ackley function.
In the left plot, the colors correspond to the observation-specific relative error in the
surrogate model reconstruction: darker shades represent higher errors. In the right
plot, selected data points are colored and sized according to the magnitude of their
explanations: Darker and larger points indicate higher values.

3.2 Real-world application

In this section, we present an application of the proposed technique on a pub-
licly available dataset1, whose task is to predict the height of n = 101 possums
given their anatomical features, including the skull size, foot length, and others,
standardized. We consider a black-box model by training an AdaBoost regres-
sor [10], achieving a mean square error of 3.64 centimeters on the predicted
length of the possum. This error is deemed acceptable since the mean length
of the animals in this dataset is roughly 87 centimeters, with a standard de-
viation of 13.23 centimeters. We run the OMP algorithm, setting the tolerance
ε = 10−2 that gives us the number of selected data points to be equal to n∗ = 20.
Here, we choose the length scale parameter for the Exponential kernel, see [2],
with K-fold cross-validation [10], where the parameter is set to the minimizer of
the cross-validation error, which is found to be equal to 9.32 · 10−4. The final,
reconstruction error is of the order of 10−3.

Even though visually exploring multidimensional patterns can be challenging,
Figure 3 depicts the bivariate dependence of possum length with the correspond-
ing head and skull structure, with the foot length and the size of the ear conch,
and with the chest and belly dimensions. Notice that we have arranged the bidi-
mensional relationships based on pairwise correlations, with the displayed pairs
of explanatory variables being the most correlated ones. The results confirm that
data points with the highest observation-specific explanations tend to be located
in less dense areas and near the boundaries of the point cloud. It is also possible
to infer that the most important possums for the prediction process are the num-

1 kaggle.com/datasets/abrambeyer/openintro-possum

kaggle.com/datasets/abrambeyer/openintro-possum
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bers 24 and 48. The first animal is characterized by a narrow head (skull width =
54.9), but longer feet (foot length = 75) and ear conch (ear conch length = 53.5).
On the other hand, the second important possum has a wider head size (skull
length = 59.6), but shorter feet(foot length = 64), and the smaller ear conch
(ear conch length = 43.9). A similar analysis can be conducted for all selected
instances in the surrogate model. Therefore, we can conclude that observation-
specific explanations highlight the most representative data instances (possums)
for the reconstruction of the prediction process, discerning any redundancy of
information.

4 Discussion

In this work, we shift the perspective of traditional explainability techniques
from the importance of features to the importance of observations. We introduce
the definition of observation-specific explanations, with the rationale of under-
standing the impact of each data point in the prediction process of a black-box
model. Then, we propose a technique to obtain such observation-specific explana-
tions. We employ scattered data approximation to define a surrogate model with
provable high fidelity to the black box, using the orthogonal matching pursuit
algorithm to estimate it. This procedure selects a subset of points to optimally
define the surrogate model, which are then assigned individual coefficients. The
observation-specific explanations are then obtained from these coefficients. Note
that the proposed technique is completely model-agnostic: it can be applied to
any black box of interest. Future research endeavors could explore the develop-
ment of novel techniques for computing observation-specific explanations. This
may involve alternative approaches to defining surrogate models or bypassing
their definition altogether. Furthermore, there is potential for investigating the
applicability of our approach to different and unstructured data types, such as
images or texts, or in different fields (finance, healthcare and so forth). Addition-
ally, studying the efficiency of the method in scenarios with high dimensionality
or a large number of data points could provide valuable insights.
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Fig. 3. Possum dataset: scatter plots of the height of the animal versus pairs of corre-
lated, standardized anatomical features. In the left plot, point colors are with respect
to the observation-specific relative error: darker shades represent higher errors. In the
right plot, selected data points are colored and sized based on the magnitude of their
explanations: darker and bigger points indicate higher values.
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