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Abstract

Simplicial map neural networks (SMNNs) are topology-
based neural networks with interesting properties such as
universal approximation capability and robustness to ad-
versarial examples under appropriate conditions. However,
SMNNs present some bottlenecks for their possible appli-
cation in high dimensions. First, no SMNN training pro-
cess has been defined so far. Second, SMNNs require the
construction of a convex polytope surrounding the input
dataset. In this paper, we propose a SMNN training pro-
cedure based on a support subset of the given dataset and a
method based on projection to a hypersphere as a replace-
ment for the convex polytope construction. In addition, the
explainability capacity of SMNNs is also introduced for the
first time in this paper.

1. Introduction
In the last years, Artificial Intelligence (AI) methods in

general, and Machine Learning methods in particular, have
reached a success level on real-life problems unexpectedly
only a few years ago. Many different areas have contributed
to this development. Among them, we can cite research
on new theoretical algorithms, the increasing computational
power of the hardware of the last generation, and the quick
access to a huge amount of data. Such a combination of
factors leads to the development of more and more complex
self-regulated AI methods.

Many of the AI models currently used are based on
backpropagation algorithms, which train and regulate them-
selves to achieve a goal, such as classification, recommen-
dation, or prediction. These self-regulating models achieve
some kind of knowledge as they successfully evaluate test
data independent of the data used to train them. In general,

such knowledge is not understandable by humans in its cur-
rent representation, since it is implicit in a large number of
parameters and their relationships, which are immeasurable
to the human mind. Due to its lack of explainability, the ap-
plication of AI models generates rejection among citizens,
and many governments are imposing limits on their use.
At the same time, experts in social sciences, medicine, and
many other areas do not usually trust the decisions made by
AI models since they cannot follow the argument that leads
to the final decision.

To fill the gap between the recent development of AI
models and their social use, many researchers have focused
on the development of Explainable Artificial Intelligence
(XAI), which consists of a set of techniques to provide
clear, understandable, transparent, intelligible, trustworthy,
and interpretable explanations of the decisions, predictions,
and reasoning processes made by the IA models, rather than
just presenting their output, especially in domains where AI
decisions can have significant consequences on human life.

Some of the recent applications of XAI in real-life prob-
lems include healthcare [4, 11], laws [2], radiology [8],
medical image [9], or education [10] In general, these ap-
proaches to XAI follow the main guideline of representing
implicit knowledge in the AI model in a human-readable
fashion. For example, some methods try to provide an ex-
planation through data visualization [1] (by plotting the im-
portance of the feature, the local representation of a specific
observation, etc.). Other methods try to provide an explana-
tion by using other AI models that are more human-readable
(such as decision trees or linear regression [17]). A global
taxonomy of interpretable AI with the aim of unifying ter-
minology to achieve clarity and efficiency in the definition
of regulations for the development of ethical and reliable AI
can be found in [7]. A nice introduction and general vision
can be found in [12]. Another clarifying paper with defini-
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tions, concepts, and applications of XAI is [13].
In this paper, we provide a contribution to XAI from a

topological perspective. In this way, we provide a trainable
version of the so-called Simplicial Map Neural Networks
(SMNN) that were introduced in [14] as a constructive ap-
proach to the problem of approximating a continuous func-
tion on a compact set in a triangulated space. SMNNs were
built as a two-hidden-layer feedforward network where the
set of weights was precomputed. The architecture of the
network and the computation of the set of weights were
based on a combinatorial topology tool called simplicial
maps and the triangulation of the space. From an XAI point
of view, SMNN is an explainable model, since all the de-
cision steps in order to compute the output of the network
were understandable and transparent, and therefore trust-
worthy.

The paper extends the concept of SMNNs that is based
on considering the n-dimensional space of the input labeled
dataset (where n is the number of features) as a triangu-
lable metric space by building a combinatorial structure (a
simplicial complex) on top of the dataset and constructing a
neural network based on a simplicial map defined between
such simplicial complex and a simplex representing the la-
bel space (see details below). One of the drawbacks of this
approach is the calculation of the exact weights of the neu-
ral network, being the whole computation extremely expen-
sive. In this paper, we propose a method to approximate
such weights based on optimization methods with competi-
tive results. A second drawback of the definition of SMNNs
is the set of points chosen as the vertices of the triangulation.
In this paper, we also provide a study on these points (the
so-called support points) and propose alternatives to make
SMNNs more efficient.

The paper is organized as follows. First, some concepts
of computational topology and the definition of SMNNs are
recalled in Section 2. Next, Section 3 develops several tech-
nical details needed for the SMNN training process, which
will be introduced in Section 5. Section 6 is devoted to the
explainability of the model. Finally, the paper ends with
some experiments and final conclusions.

2. Background
In this section, we assume that the reader is familiar with

the basic concepts of computational topology. For a com-
prehensive presentation, we refer to [5].

2.1. Simplicial complexes

Consider a finite set of points V = {v1, . . . , vβ} ⊂ Rn.
whose elements will be called vertices. A subset

σ = ⟨vi0 , vi1 , . . . , vid⟩

of V with d + 1 vertices (in general position) is called a
d-simplex. The convex hull of the vertices of σ will be de-

Figure 1: On the left, two triangles that do not intersect in a
common face (an edge or a vertex) are shown. On the right,
the geometric representation |K| of a pure 2-simplicial
complex K composed of three maximal 2-simplices (the
triangles σ1, σ2 and σ3). The edge µ2 is a common face
of σ2 and σ3. The edge µ1 is a face of σ1.

noted by |σ| and corresponds to the set:{
x ∈ Rn : x =

∑
j∈[[0,d]]

bj(x)v
ij
}

where [[0, d]] = {0, 1, . . . , d} and

b(x) = (b0(x), b1(x), . . . , bd(x))

are called the barycentric coordinates of x with respect to
σ, and satisfy that:∑

j∈[[0,d]]
bj(x) = 1 and bj(x) ≥ 0 ∀j ∈ [[0, d]] .

For example, let us consider the 1-simplex ϵ = ⟨vi0 , vi1⟩
which is composed by two vertices of V . Then |ϵ| is the set
of points in Rn corresponding to the edge with endpoints
vi0 and vi1 , and if, for example, b(x) = (12 ,

1
2 ) then x is the

midpoint of |ϵ|.
A simplicial complex K with vertex set V consists of

a finite collection of simplices satisfying that if σ ∈ K
then either σ = ⟨v⟩ for some v ∈ V or any face (that is,
nonempty subset) of σ is a simplex of K. In addition, if
σ, µ ∈ K then, either |σ| ∩ |µ| = ∅ or |σ| ∩ |µ| = |γ| for
some γ ∈ K. The set

⋃
σ∈K |σ| will be denoted by |K|.

A maximal simplex of K is a simplex that is not the face
of any other simplex of K. If the maximal simplices of
K are all d-simplices then K is called a pure d-simplicial
complex. See the example shown in Figure 1.

The barycentric coordinates of x with respect to the sim-
plicial complex |K| are defined as the barycentric coordi-
nates of x with respect to σ ∈ K such that x ∈ |σ|. Let
us observe that the barycentric coordinates of x ∈ |K| are
unique.

An example of simplicial complexes is the Delaunay tri-
angulation Del(V ) defined from the Voronoi diagram of a
given finite set of vertices V . The following lemma ex-
tracted from [3, page 48] is just an alternative definition of
Delaunay triangulations.



Lemma 1 (The empty ball property [3]) Any subset σ of
V is a simplex of Del(V ) if and only if |σ| has a circum-
scribing open ball empty of points of V .

2.2. Simplicial-maps

Let K be a pure n-simplicial complex and L a pure k-
simplicial complex with vertex sets V ⊂ Rn and W ⊂
Rk, respectively. The map φ(0) : V → W is called
a vertex map if it satisfies that the set obtained from{
φ(0)(vi0), . . . , φ(0)(vid)

}
after removing duplicated ver-

tices is a simplex in L whenever ⟨vi0 , . . . , vid⟩ is a sim-
plex in K. The vertex map φ(0) always induces a contin-
uous function, called a simplicial map φ : |K| → |L|,
which is defined as follows. Let b(x) = (b0(x), . . . , bn(x))
be the barycentric coordinates of x ∈ |K| with respect to
σ = ⟨vi0 , . . . , vin⟩ ∈ K. Then

φ(x) =
∑

j∈[[0,n]]
bj(x)φ

(0)(vij ).

Let us observe that φ(x) = φ(0)(x) if x ∈ V .
A special kind of simplicial maps used to solve classifi-

cation tasks will be introduced in the next subsection.

2.3. Simplicial maps for classification tasks

Next, we will show how a simplicial map can be used to
solve a classification problem (see [16]) for details. From
now on, we will assume that the input dataset is a finite set
of points V in Rn together with a set of k labels Λ such that
each v ∈ V is tagged with a label λv taken from Λ.

The intuition is to add a new label to Λ, called unknown,
and to have a one-hot encoding representation W k+1 ⊂
Rk+1 of these k + 1 labels being:

W k+1 =
{
ℓj = (0, j. . ., 0, 1, 0, k−j. . . , 0) : j ∈ [[1, k]]

}
,

where the one-hot vector ℓj encodes the j-th label of Λ for
j ∈ [[1, k]] and where ℓ0 is the one-hot vector encoding the
new unknown label. Roughly speaking, the space surround-
ing the dataset is labeled as unknown. Let L denote the
simplicial complex with vertex set W k+1 consisting of only
one maximal k-simplex.

Let us now consider a convex polytope P with a vertex
set P surrounding the set V . This polytope always exists
since V is finite. Next, a map φ(0) : V ∪ P → W k+1

mapping each vertex v ∈ V to the one-hot vector in W k+1

that encodes the label λv is defined. The vertices of P are
sent to the vertex ℓ0 (i.e. classified as unknown). Observe
that φ(0) is a vertex map.

Then, the Delaunay triangulation Del(V ∪ P ) is com-
puted. Note that |Del(V ∪ P )| = P . Finally, the simplicial
map φ : P → |L| is induced by the vertex map φ(0) as
explained in Subsection 2.2.

Remark 1 The space |L| can be interpreted as the discrete
probability distribution space Ωk+1 with k + 1 variables.

Figure 2: Illustration of a simplicial map for a classification
task.

In Figure 2, on the left, we can see a dataset with four
points V = {b, c, k, d}, labeled as red and blue. The green
points P = {a, e, g, f} are the vertices of a convex polytope
P containing V and are sent by φ(0) to the green vertex ℓ0

on the right. The simplicial complex Del(V ∪ P ) is drawn
on the left and consists of ten maximal 2-simplices. On
the right, the simplicial complex L consists of one maximal
2-simplex. The dotted arrows illustrate some examples of
φ : P → |L|.

2.4. Simplicial map neural networks

Artificial neural networks can be seen as parametrized
real-valued mappings between multidimensional spaces.
Such mappings are the composition of several maps (usu-
ally many of them) that can be structured in layers. In [16],
the simplicial map φ defined above was represented as a
two-hidden-layer feed-forward neural network Nφ. This
kind of network is the so-called simplicial map neural net-
works (SMNN).

In the original definition, the first hidden layer of SMNN
computes the barycentric coordinates of Del(V ∪P ). How-
ever, if we precompute these barycentric coordinates, we
can remove the first hidden layer and simplify the architec-
ture of Nφ as follows.

As before, consider an input dataset consisting of a finite
set V ⊂ Rn endowed with a set of k labels and a convex
polytope P with a set of vertices P surrounding V . Let
Del(V ∪ P ) be the Delaunay triangulation with vertex set

V ∪ P = {ω1, . . . , ωα} ⊆ Rn .

Then, φ(0) : V ∪ P → W k+1 is a vertex map. Let us
assume that, given x ∈ P , we precompute the barycentric
coordinates b(x) = (b0(x), . . . , bn(x)) ∈ Rn+1 of x with
respect to an n-simplex σ = ⟨ωi0 , . . . , ωin⟩ ∈ Del(V ∪P ),
and we have also precomputed the vector

ξ(x) = (ξ1(x), . . . , ξα(x)) ∈ Rα



satisfying that, for t ∈ [[1, α]], ξt(x) = bj(x) if ij = t for
some j ∈ [[0, n]].

Then, the SMNN Nφ induced by φ that predicts the h-
label of x, for h ∈ [[0, k]], then has the following architec-
ture:

• The number of neurons in the input layer is α.

• The number of neurons in the output layer is k + 1.

• The set of weights is represented as a (k + 1) × α
matrix M such that the j-th column of M is φ(0)(ωt)
for t ∈ [[1, α]].

Then,
Nφ(x) = max

h∈[[0,k]]
M · ξ(x)

SMNNs have several pros and cons. The advantages are
that they are explainable (as we will see in Section 6), they
can be transformed to be robust to adversarial examples [16]
and their architecture can be reduced while maintaining ac-
curacy [15]. Besides, they are invariant to transformation
if the transformation preserves the barycentric coordinates
(scale, rotation, symmetries, etc.).

Nevertheless, one drawback is that, as defined so far, the
SMNN weights are untrainable, resulting in overfitting and
reducing SMNN generalization capability. Furthermore,
the computation of the barycentric coordinates of the points
around V implies the calculation of the convex polytope P
surrounding V . Finally, the computation of the Delaunay
triangulation Del(V ∪P ) is costly if V ∪P has many points,
its time complexity is O(n log n + n⌈ d

2 ⌉) (see [3, Chapter
4]).

In the next sections, we will propose some techniques
to overcome the SMNN drawbacks while maintaining their
advantages. We will see that one way to overcome the com-
putation of the convex polytope P is to consider a hyper-
sphere Sn instead. We will also see how to avoid the use of
the artificially created unknown label. Furthermore, to re-
duce the cost of Delaunay calculations and add trainability
to Nφ to avoid overfitting, a subset U ⊂ V will be con-
sidered. The set V will be used to train and test a map
φ(0)

U : U → Rk. Such a map will induce a continuous
function φU : Bn → |L| which approximates φ.

3. The unknown boundary and the function φU

In this section, We will see how to reduce the computa-
tion of the Delaunay triangulation used to construct SMNNs
and will explain how to avoid the calculation of the convex
polytope P and the consideration of the unknown label.

To reduce the cost of the Delaunay triangulation calcula-
tion and to add trainability to SMNNs to avoid overfitting,
we will consider a subset U = {u1, . . . , um} ⊆ V . Fur-
thermore, the set U is translated so that its center of mass is

placed at the origin o ∈ Rn, and we will consider a hyper-
sphere

Sn = {w ∈ Rn : ||w|| = R}

satisfying that R > max{||v|| : v ∈ V }. Then,

V ⊂ Bn = {x ∈ Rn : ||x|| ≤ R} and o ∈ |Del(U)| .

Now, let us define and compute ξ(x) ∈ Rm for any x ∈
Bn as follows.

First, let us consider the boundary of Del(U), denoted as
δDel(U), which consists of the set of (n−1)-simplices that
are faces of exactly one maximal simplex of Del(U).

Second, let b(x) = (b0(x), . . . , bn(x)) ∈ Rn+1 be the
barycentric coordinates of x with respect to some n-simplex
σ = ⟨ω0, . . . , ωn⟩, where σ is computed as follows. If x ∈
|Del(U)| then σ is an n-simplex of Del(U) such that x ∈
|σ|. Otherwise, σ is a new n-simplex defined by the vertices
of a simplex of δDel(U) and a new vertex consisting of the
projection of x to Sn. Specifically, if x ̸∈ |Del(U)| then σ
is computed in the following way:

1. Consider the set

Γ =
{
µ ∈ δDel(U) : (N · ui0 + c)(N · x+ c) < 0

}
where N is the normal vector to the hyperplane con-
taining µ = ⟨ui1 , . . . , uin⟩, c = N · ui1 , and ui0 ∈ U
such that ⟨ui0 , ui1 , . . . , uin⟩ ∈ Del(U).

2. Compute the point wx = R x
||x|| ∈ Sn.

3. Find σ = ⟨wx, ui1 , . . . , uin⟩ such that

µ = ⟨ui1 , . . . , uin⟩ ∈ Γ and x ∈ |σ|.

Observe that, by construction, µ always exists since
|Del(U)| is a convex polytope.

Then, ξ(x) = (ξ1(x), . . . , ξm(x)) is the point in Rm satis-
fying that, for t ∈ [[1,m]],

ξt(x) =

{
bj(x) if ut = ωj for some j ∈ [[0, n]],
0 otherwise.

Observe that ξ(x) always exists and is unique. An exam-
ple of points x and wx and simplex µ is shown in Figure 3.

The following property holds.

Lemma 2 (Continuity) Let x ∈ Bn. Then,

lim
y→x

ξ(y) = ξ(x).

Proof. If x ∈ |Del(U)|, then the result states due to the
continuity of the barycentric coordinates transformation. If



Figure 3: An example of the point wx computed from x and
the (n− 1)-simplex µ = ⟨u1, u2⟩ ∈ Γ such that x ∈ |σ| for
σ = ⟨wx, u1, u2⟩.

x ̸∈ |Del(U)|, since o ∈ |Del(U)|, then ||x|| ̸= 0. There-
fore, for y close to x, ||y|| ≠ 0 and wy = R y

||y|| ∈ Rn.
Besides,

lim
y→x

wy = wx

and therefore
lim
y→x

ξ(y) = ξ(x).

□
Let us observe that, thanks to the new definition of ξ(x)

for x ∈ Bn, if we have a map φ(0)

U : U → Rk then it
induces a continuous function φU : Bn → |L| defined for
any x ∈ Bn as:

φU(x) = softmax
(∑

t∈[[1,m]]
ξt(x)φ

(0)

U (ut)
)

where for z = (z1, . . . , zk) ∈ Rk,

softmax(z) =
(

ez1∑
h∈[[1,k]] e

zh
, . . . , ezk∑

h∈[[1,k]] e
zh

)
.

The following result establishes that if the vertices of the
convex polytope P are far enough from the vertices of V
and φ(0)

U (v) = φ(0)(v) for all v ∈ V , then the behavior of
φU is the same as that of φ inside |Del(V )|.

Lemma 3 (Consistence) Let φ(0) be the map defined in
Subsection 2.3. If U = V , Del(V ) ⊆ Del(V ∪ P ) and
φ(0)

U = φ(0)|V then

φU(x) = φ(x) for all x ∈ Del(V ) .

Proof. Observe that if U = V , Del(V ) ⊆ Del(V ∪ P ) and
φ(0)

U (v) = φ(0)(v) for all v ∈ V then, for any x ∈ Del(V ),
we have:

φ(x) =
∑

t∈[[1,m]]
ξt(x)φ

(0)(vt) =
∑

t∈[[1,m]]
ξt(x)φ

(0)

U (vt).

Therefore, φU(x) = softmax
(
φ(x)

)
= φ(x). □

4. Measuring the similarity between φU and φ

One of the keys to our study is the identification of the
points of Rn allocated inside a given simplex with the set
of all of the probability distributions with n + 1 support
values. In this way, the barycentric coordinates of a point
can be seen as a probability distribution.

From this point of view, given x ∈ Bn, then φ(x) and
φU(x) are both in the set |L| of probability distributions
with k support points. This is why the categorical cross-
entropy loss function L will be used to compare the similar-
ity between φ and φU . Specifically, for v ∈ V , L is defined
as:

L(φU , φ, v) = −
∑

h∈[[1,k]]
yh log(sh) ,

where φ(0)(v) = (y1, . . . , yk) and φU(v) = (s1, . . . , sk).
The following lemma establishes a specific set U ⊂ V

and a function φ̂U such that L(φU , φ, v) = 0 is 0 for all
v ∈ V .

Lemma 4 (L-optimum simplicial map) Let U ⊆ V such
that for all u ∈ U , we have that φ̂(0)

U (u) = φ(0)(u) and
there exists v ∈ V ∪P with φ(0)(v) ̸= φ(0)(u) and ⟨v, u⟩ ∈
Del(V ). Then, L(φ̂U , φ, v) = 0 for all v ∈ V .

Proof. As proved in [15], under the assumptions stated in
this lemma, we have that φU(v) = φ(0)(v) for all v ∈ V
and then L(φU , φ, v) = 0.

□
Unfortunately, to compute such φ̂U we would need to

compute the entire triangulation Del(U) which is computa-
tionally expensive, as we have already mentioned above.

This way, the novel idea of this paper is to learn the func-
tion φ(0)

U using gradient descent, in order to minimize the
loss function L(φU , φ, v) for any v ∈ V . The following re-
sult provides an expression of the gradient of L in terms of
the functions φU and φ, and the set V .

Theorem 1 Let U = {u1, . . . , um} be a subset with m el-
ements taken from a finite set of points V ∈ Rn tagged with
labels taken from a set of k labels. Let φU : Bn → |L| and
φ(0) : V → W k. Let us consider that{

φ(0)

U (ut) = (pt1, . . . , p
t
k) : t ∈ [[1,m]]

}
is a set of variables. Then, for v ∈ V ,

∂L(φU ,φ,v)
∂ptj

= (sj − yj)ξt(v)

where j ∈ [[1, k]], t ∈ [[1,m]], φ(0)(v) = (y1, . . . , yk) and
φU(v) = (s1, . . . , sk).

Proof. We have:

∂L(φU ,φ,v)
∂ptj

= −∂
(∑

h∈[[1,k]] yh log(sh)
)

∂ptj

= −
∑

h∈[[1,k]]
yh

∂ log(sh)
∂pij

= −
∑

h∈[[1,k]]
yh

∂ log(sh)
∂zj

∂zj
∂pij

.



Since sh = ezh∑
t∈[[1,k]] e

zt
then

∂ log(sh)
∂zj

=
∂ log

(
ezh∑

t∈[[1,k]] e
zt

)
∂zj

= ∂ log(ezh )
∂zj

− ∂ log
(∑

t∈[[1,k]] e
zt

)
∂zj

= ∂zh
∂zj

− 1∑
t∈[[1,k]] e

zt

∑
t∈[[1,k]]

∂ezt

∂zj

= δhj − ezj∑
t∈[[1,k]] e

zt
= δhj − sj .

Besides, since zj =
∑

h∈[[1,m]]
ξh(v)p

h
j then

∂zr
∂ptj

=
∑
h∈[[1,m]] ξh(v)

∂phr
∂ptj

= ξt(v) .

Finally,

∂L(ψ,φ,v)
∂ptj

= −
∑

h∈[[1,k]]
yh(δhj − sj)ξt(v)

= −ξt(v)
(∑

h∈[[1,k]]
yhδhj − sj

∑
h∈[[1,k]]

yh
)

= (sj − yj)ξt(v) .

□

5. Training SMNNs
Let us see now how we add trainability to the SMNN

NφU
induced by φU .

First, assuming that U = {u1, . . . , um} has m elements,
then NφU

is a multiclass perceptron with an input layer with
m neurons that predicts the h-th label for h ∈ [[1, k]] using
the formula:

NφU
(x) = maxh∈[[0,k]] softmax

(
M · ξ(x)

)
where M = (ptj)j∈[[1,k]],t∈[[1.m]] is a matrix of weights and
ξ(x) ∈ Rm is obtained from the barycentric coordinates of
x ∈ Bn as in Section 3. Let us observe that

softmax
(
M · ξ(x)

)
∈ |L|.

The idea is to modify the values of

φ(0)

U (ut) = (pt1, . . . , p
t
k) for ut ∈ U and t ∈ [[1,m]],

in order to obtain new values for φU(v) in a way that
the error L(φU , φ, v) decreases. We will do it by avoid-
ing recomputing Del(U) or the barycentric coordinates
(b0(v), . . . , bn(v)) for each v ∈ V during the training pro-
cess.

This way, given v ∈ V , if v ∈ |Del(U)|, we compute the
maximal simplex σ = ⟨ui0 , . . . , uin⟩ ∈ Del(U) such that
v ∈ |σ| and ih ∈ [[1,m]] for h ∈ [[0, n]]. If v ̸∈ |Del(U)|,
we compute w ∈ Sn and the simplex σ = ⟨w, ui1 , . . . , uin⟩
such that v ∈ |σ| and ih ∈ [[1,m]] for h ∈ [[1, n]] Then, we
compute the barycentric coordinates b(v) of v with respect

to σ and the point ξ(x) = (ξ1(x), . . . , ξm(x)) ∈ Rm as in
Section 3.

Using gradient descent, we update the variables ptj for
j ∈ [[1, k]] and t ∈ [[1,m]] as follows:

ptj := ptj − η ∂L(φU ,φ,v)
∂ptj

= ptj − η(sj − yj)ξt(v).

6. Explainability
In this section, we provide insight into the explainability

capability of SMNNs.
More specifically, explainability will be provided based

on similarities and dissimilarities of the point x to be ex-
plained with the points corresponding to the vertices of the
simplex σ containing it. Based on that, the barycentric co-
ordinates of x with respect to σ can be considered indica-
tors of how much a vertex of σ is going to contribute to the
prediction of x. Then, the multiplication of the barycentric
coordinates of x by the trained map φ(0)

U evaluated at the
vertices of σ is computed, and it provides the contribution
of the labels assigned to each vertex of σ after the training
process to the label assigned to x by the SMNN.

As an illustration, let us consider the Iris dataset1 as a
toy example and split it into a training set (75%) and a test
set (25%). Since we focus on this section on explainability,
let us take U = V , containing 112 points. Then, initialize
ptj with a random value in [0, 1], for j ∈ [[1, 4]] and t ∈
[[1, 112]].

After the training process, the SMNN reached 92% ac-
curacy on the test set. Once the SMNN is trained, we may
be interested in determining why a certain output is given
for a specific point x in the test set.

As previously mentioned, the explanation of why the
SMNN assigns a label to x is based on the vertices of the
simplex of Del(U) containing x. Therefore, the first step
is to find the maximal simplex σ that contains the point
x to be explained. As an example, in Figure 4, the point
x = (5.5, 2.4, 3.8, 1.1) ∈ R4 in the test set is chosen to
be explained, predicted by the SMNN to class 2. The co-
ordinates of the five vertices (u26, u55, u69, u84 and u95)
of the simplex σ containing x together with the classes they
belong to are shown on the table at the bottom of Figure 4.
The contribution of the class assigned to each vertex of σ
to the class assigned to x by the SMNN is displayed in
the bar chart, and is measured in terms of ξt(x) × ptj for
j ∈ [[0, 2]] and t ∈ {26, 55, 69, 84, 95}. We have noticed
that the contributions can be positive or negative. For exam-
ple, the vertex with the most influence in the classification
affected negatively toward classifying the test data into the
first class and third class, but positively towards the second
class, which is the correct classification. Let us remark that
Euclidean distance between points is not the only thing that

1https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/iris



Figure 4: Table with the five flowers taken from the training set that influence the classification of a given flower in the test
set, i.e. the vertices of σ.

makes higher the contribution of a vertex of σ. During the
training process, the weights are adjusted considering the
different simplices where that vertex belongs. Therefore,
even if two points are equally close to the point to be ex-
plained, they will not contribute the same. In this example,
the coordinates of vertices 84 and 95 are close to the test
point but their contribution is very different in magnitude.

7. Experiments

In this Section, we provide experimentation showing the
performance of SMNNs. SMNNs are applied to different
datasets and compared with a feedforward neural network.

We split the given dataset into a training set composed
of 75% of the data and a test set of 25%. Then, the training
set was used to train a feedforward neural network and an
SMNN. In the case of SMNNs, a representative dataset (see
[6]) of the training set was used as the U support set. Let
us now describe the methodology more specifically for each
dataset used.

The first dataset used for visualization purposes is a spi-
ral dataset composed of 400 two-dimensional points, in Fig-
ure 5, it shows different sizes of the support subset together
with the associated Delaunay triangulation. As can be seen,
in this case, the accuracy increases with the size of the sup-
port subset. We can also appreciate that the topology of
the dataset is characterized by the representative support set
leading to successful classification.

The second datasets are synthetic datasets of size 5000
the Scikit-learn implementation. See Figure 6 where a small
two-dimensional example is shown. The datasets generated

have from 2 to 5 features and results are provided in Table 1.
SMNNs were trained using the gradient descent algorithm
and the cross-entropy loss function during 500 epochs, and
using different representative parameters to choose the sup-
port set U . Then, a two-hidden-layer feedforward (32× 16)
neural network with ReLu activation functions was trained
using the same datasets using Adam training algorithm. The
results provided are the mean of 100 repetitions. In Table 1,
we can see that both neural networks had similar perfor-
mance, but SMNNs generally reach lower loss. The vari-
ance in the results was of the order of 10−8 to 10−5 in the
case of SMNNs and of 10−5 to 10−2 in the case of the feed-
forwad neural network.

8. Conclusions

Simplicial map neural networks provide a combinatorial
approach to artificial intelligence. Its simplicial-based def-
inition provides nice properties such us easy construction,
and robustness capability against adversarial examples. In
this work, we have extend its definition to provide a train-
able version of this architecture and exploited its explain-
ability capability.

In this paper, we only applied standard training algo-
rithms to study its performance. As future work, it would
be interesting to study different kind of training algorithms
and choices of the support set. In addition, studies towards
seeking more efficient implementations to avoid Delaunay
triangulations should be performed.



(a) Using 5 support points. The SMNN
reaches 80% of accuracy on the test set.

(b) Using 9 support points. The SMNN
reaches 93% of accuracy on the test set.

(c) Using 95 support points. The SMNN
reaches 99% of accuracy on the test set.

Figure 5: Spiral dataset for binary classification. On each figure, the support points are the squared-shaped points, the test
data is triangle-shaped and the training data is circle-shaped.

Figure 6: Two-dimensional binary classification synthetic
dataset. Classes: Blue and yellow. Triangle-shaped points
are test data and square-shaped points are representative
points used for training. The diamond-shaped point is the
vertex on the hypersphere (the blue circumference) used to
classify the test point (surrounded by red circumference)
outside the triangulation.

Supplementary material
Code with the experiments and an illustrative jupyter

notebook are provided as supplementary material with this
submission.
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SMNN NN
n ε m Acc. Loss Acc. Loss

2

1000 3560 0.87 0.64

0.91 0.23100 1282 0.90 0.51
50 626 0.9 0.42
10 53 0.87 0.33

3

1000 3750 0.76 0.66

0.8 0.61100 3664 0.76 0.66
50 3252 0.77 0.65
10 413 0.81 0.5

4

50 3728 0.69 0.67

0.72 0.6910 1410 0.73 0.64
5 316 0.73 0.57
2 26 0.72 0.56

5

50 3743 0.77 0.66

0.8 0.9110 1699 0.81 0.63
5 323 0.8 0.52
2 17 0.74 0.53

Table 1: Accuracy score and loss values obtained after train-
ing both an SMNN and a feedforward neural network. The
experiments were repeated 100 times and the results pro-
vided are the mean of the accuracy values of the repetitions.
The size m of the subset considered to compute the De-
launay triangulation also varies in each experiment depend-
ing of a representation parameter which is the maximum
distance from the origin to the further point in the dataset
plus 1

2 and divided by the value provided in the column ε.
The feedforward neural network is composed of two hidden
layers of size 32 and 16, respectively, with ReLu activa-
tion functions and an output layer with a softmax activation
function. The datasets used are synthetic datasets for binary
classification with numbers of features n.
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