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Abstract: Explainable artificial intelligence (XAI) is growing rapidly in recent years and many interpretability
techniques have emerged, but there is a lack of quantitative evaluation approaches for XAI’s interpretability. Most of
existing evaluation methods rely on users’ experiments, which is time-consuming and costly. Aiming at the surrogate
model-based XAI, we propose a quantitative evaluation approach for the XAI’s interpretability. Firstly, we devise some
indices for this kind of XAI and give their computational method, and construct an index system with 10 quantitative
indices to evaluate the XAI’s interpretability from five dimensions, namely consistency, user comprehension, causality,
effectiveness and stability. For the dimension with multiple indices, a comprehensive evaluation model is established by
combining the entropy weight method with TOPSIS to evaluate the XAI’s interpretability in the dimension. The
proposed approach is applied to the evaluation of the interpretability of 6 XAls based on the rule surrogate model.
Experimental results show that the approach can demonstrate the XAI’s interpretability in different dimensions, and
users can choose suitable XAl according to their needs.
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IR, AR SRR A R0 AC R ABE 2R oo A DU P ) R ) Sk Ay i
ETREAR, i N 22 BB SR A, ok W TN 25 2R 2 A 2K
ARVt AR 1 78 20k

BEXT RN AR AR AY, B4t 1 8 o PR As T H T
EIR.

O 7E B 26 FU) 78 o 1A A B & b, Bl B 3k X
10 % HIREAANE N SEIFEA, & Dyye(r) AR r; 78
HI LI 5s

QT H A LW MK (z,y) 7 4B AL
(Tmuts ), TEAF T T REAS (2, y) BT UL A AR 0] o %
FH N TGT 7 P AR AE I AR DR A AN AR, LR R AE T B
N 0;

® BHEAR (T, y) N 2B EAAL A5 30 T 45
%B(xmut);

@ TS AZ U A 2 PR R AR A o BN PR R A
J& SRS R IR 45 R — B REA T & e, A
ZHI Y 78531

® ¥ % 2 KU (1 78 7 PR EAT IR &, 1R
DU AT 1) 78 73 W, Loy, 5 2% R0 I A AL Dy i 0
W78 5 R AR B i S A AR 2 78 55 (0 BT FE AN B
I ECAEL, FH 1) 5 W 2R 25 U AR

4)

IR 7 A2 N
Z eql(ci, B(xmut))
(z,y) € Dsut(r3)
E.(R) = i - 0
( ) T;%w |Dsuf(ri)| ()

o e, NI vy ISR ABIARES; w; € WA AN
HIBLE; eql( ) ERELN

1, Ci = Cj;
eql(ci, ¢;) = (©)
0, ¢; # ¢;.

N PP Al AR PR REAIE ) AT RACTE, SRR [26] 38 4K
R R A A v PR L 5 PR AR I DR ) S T R AR, L%
PRGBS FL TN 25 R 75 R U SERHAE A AL

PE. 52 3CHR [26] 15 K, A SCH H R A 2801 #0002
A RNE2 AR, 73 T VP AL AR 2 e 08 T A0 8 ) 750
(A 2, T TR

4 D A v R A A 25 5 4 oy B S AR T
P 2 ) F T AR, AR IR I 5 25 R )/ D0 3, 440 e
ST PR U SR S5 i 0 ) A 7 S DK A e T
K PSS [, U1 2R B 2% 0 0/ 0 T30 A2 A 2. AR R A A
HH RO o AR £ AR D R S+
. B 2% B ) 000 00 A R 48 R A R 1% R ) R
ST T 7 e 3508 K0 D) 50 410y B A8, 35 28 JOR ) 4 90 ) T30
A PR AR 5 R0 B E W AT INBCR AN, 7 AR
PR F 1000 T0 A 285 1

2 b AR SCIE I VT8 4 1 A 25 S R T
A RE 3R bR E AL VPN XA R
3.2 ZETHEHIER

XA FH P R 2 4 B B 2 A48
b AT B VRl XAT/EIX 2 AN YEFE T (R,
SCEESE T SEA VEAN B 43 B P B AR I A R
PEYE FE (1) 22 /> T b (B 3 N VP Al 1558, A A At ol %
XALEIX 244 1] v HE

X TN, A SOR R R SR 52 % FR AR I
RUEE. SR G, #5356 bR AU 55 TOPSIS YEAN 7 VL 45 A,
TSR A VA AR, X R VS AT 25 6 VA
4 LS4

JNIHIE EMXS A 80P, A SCHE B S E 4 Bl
SR BT SR 5 R FH T 00 1) 4 JR A B RY fi RE
TR H AT IRRE, 2R 2 A XATRL Y, 557> XA
RUHY 1A B AR 1 AN AT AR R AR B AR B AH B X
T A2 BRI XATHEAT VEAS R0 2347, LA B P 45 6 SE B
5 R I B R PE I 1 XAL
41 HIEE

SR UCT 2 FFHHfE 122071 H (it i 700 A o 454 e 2t
SR BRI R S L I U4 4E (breast cancer)
BT BT RS M 1) 569 A 7L B8 973 51 25, 14975
1) G, 45 30 A A2 B AR BOHE A 1A TR/ R 200 B
¥
42 XAI#& B!

TEHHE AR B2 2 A 2B B i AL, R SERF 1) &AL
(SVM) M £ 2 & &L (MLP). MLP £ & 3 N 2, 4
JE A2 TR 4 BN 100, 504 50. 45 BdE £ BE LR
I3 N 2855 70 % AR I ZREE F T Il 25 JR st
B, 30 % MR AE e

XI5 S ) S AR 7R e vy LR AR B A A ik
3 ANRAT BRI $2 B 5 v ok g T SR BB A 1 3 A
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FJ0 A L A3 R I B2 B U7 9% A 1) SBRL
(scalable Bayesian rule lists)*8]; 2) BRS (Bayesian rule
sets)*”); 3) MDL (MDL-based rule lists)!?l. SBRL Al
MDL 74 1 AL 45 F A6 [ RN 5112, 17 BRS 2E B H 141
ELASHRE O BRI 4 R PR R AR 2 b PR AR R 5 3
R4 BT V543 2 0 A B AR R 2 5 O 6 1> XA
B SBRL-SVM. BRS-SVM. MDL-SVM. SBRL-MLP.,
BRS-MLP.MDL-MLP.
43 LIWHER

X T 70 MR g B0 B 6 A XATRL Y, 32 B B
XALFRFR AN 1 PR, Foe YEda s SRR FE AR K,

J SCH BB AT, FHER 1 AT, 6 XA R f)— Btk
FaAR¥I7E 90 % LA L. Hod: BRS-SVM [ — S0t /K *F
B i, 15 5 96.8 %; MDL-MLP B 5 5% R 5 1, 2% B
FLARRE e DA I B 1 5 ) R SR 1 i LA P
FRPERE L AL 2 MR AR, £5 A PR B T
g5 AN 2 s, Hodr: BRS J 0] $2 B 59240 5% 1)
XA PRV, 1X 2 PR BRS AR BRI A U 45
HH SR AR Lk ST, —/MREAS TT R A 22 2% N7 25 1T
H A5 ¢ 75 1 8 %, MDL-SVM A MBI, 31X 2 [A]
TR 3 M A B AR AR R o 4, 5 T O U)K
TE AR 51,

F=1 L 6MNXAIR AR M IEFRE

FH P B Rk
XAI — 3 [R5k
FET RN FEATE o5 % EER x J& % o571t A Bk FU T vk
MDL-SVM 0.949 4 0.556 0.0 0.0 0.166 0.315 0.75 0.170
MDL-MLP 0.922 3 0.450 0.0 0.0 0.148 0.818 1.0 1.0
BRS-SVM 0.968 3 0.596 0.450 0.0 0.401 0.902 1.0 0.775
BRS-MLP 0.912 4 0.708 0.515 0.0 0.237 0.083 1.0 1.0
SBRL-SVM 0.946 5 0.725 0.0 0.0 0.184 0.892 0.4 0.70
SBRL-MLP 0.924 6 0.871 0.0 0.0 0.298 0.779 1.0 1.0

R2 RAPEMMEMAMEITEER
FiL P ER

Dt D= C

R

Wy DY D™  C WF

XAI

MDL-SVM  0.086 0.216 0.714
MDL-MLP 0.088 0.249 0.738
BRS-SVM  0.170 0.172 0.502
BRS-MLP  0.195 0.124 0.389
SBRL-SVM 0.116 0.201 0.634
SBRL-MLP 0.168 0.204 0.549

XAT R E M5 X HE AR R H0 s i3 FEAH G, ¥ 4030
WL SE e A 032825 35 18 42 50 %, 115 5% X AL Ea g PR AE,
Wil 3 7. Bl A P 30 W B2 1R 39 0, XA A2 08 148
WA, SRAFRE N T 10 % I, 2% XAT I fa e s
B 22 S5 U EN AR B KT 10 % B, MDL-MLP [ 2
5E M5 =, MDL-SVM /X 2., SBRL-MLP 5 BRS-MLP
FasE PEAH 24, SBRL-SVM B A Bk Aa e k.

0.185 0.071 0.280
0.018 0.223 0.924
0.034 0.221 0.866
0.182 0.151 0.454
0.097 0.197 0.672
0.027 0.217 0.889

A WL O W — N
N R W=

1.000

0.975r MDL-SVM
L. 0950} —— BRS-SVM
= 0.925} —— MDL-MLP
5 0.900 | —— BRS-MLP
B SBRL-SVM

0.875} SBRL-MLP

0.850}

0.825t

0 01 02 03 04 05
W k
E3 &XAIWFEEM
AT XALTE 5 45 5 & ) ff R 14 Tk 7 34T

min-max b #E 46 AL 2, A8 15 HE 7 45 R 20,1 X
], F 5 15 B 7w, W ¥ 4 Jr 7. BRS-MLP Al SBRL-
SVM 7 % 4 F & (At e 1k oA 42 25 T S A XATARE AL,
MDL-SVM 7E & 5E V£ P B fR 1 . — B4 L
PR B U, T AT 200 0 R SR o P i e A 2.
MDL-MLP 7E£2 € 1« A 20 — BE4E R BRI A
UF, {5 A2 78 DR SR 1k R R P A 4 b 3 R R 22
SBRL-MLP HA7 55 & (4 24 RUR 1 A8 M BA A
rh 25 K P F 7 B AR A AT — B . BRS-SVM A B 47
{10 FH P BRAR A SR S, T AR T R — B R

© MDL-SVM
MDL-MLP

Hﬂﬁ)}%ﬁ tE ' BRS-SVM
R BRS-MLP

& SBRL-SVM
# SBRL-MLP

Rk PRI SR
B4 6MXAIWAREMEILE
5 4 ®»

ETIPNER LIl S SV S PR NE 2l
R T R HEAT VRS, B Z B A A XATHI P 77 V5.
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DR T ARIEAE A 6 XALTT AR 7 &

687

AR H T A R AR AR R ) M XAL SR HH T —F
XA fEREPE I 2 45 5 B AL PR 715 (EMXS). 178,
BEXHX R XAL W 1 7P & 5 P40t R BN L 78
ortEs RN Rt R IR Rk A g PR br, JF
Rt MR 5 C AR S &, T B & 108
PRITFR BRI R, N —F0rE . F P BRAR I BRURPE.
RN A& RE PR 5 A YR PR VPG AT iR vE s 28 )5, AL
AL TOPSIS L& VRN 7 iR SL4R B AT AR AR OR
Rl F P SRR AT RIOCPE 4R 2 R 2 AR AR A,
¥ EMXS F VP4l 6 > XAL I AT ke k. seat g Rk
B, EMXS RE % A ZOb 1E Al XAL ) AT AR K1,
MNITIERURT & 73 R B XATIR AR 4R
ARKWEFT AR B4 1) 8E— 2B W 7 T HARAR
BB 1) XAT AT g R P DAl U5 75 2) 45 6 K XA
PA 5 2555 T 1 AR 5 V5 B PP DV, R XAT AT ke
PESEAT SE AT PP,
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