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Abstract

Natural Language Processing (NLP) has become a cornerstone in many crit-
ical sectors, including healthcare, finance, customer relationship management, etc.
This is particularly true with the development and use of advanced models like
GPT-4o, Gemini, and BERT, which are now widely used for decision-making pro-
cesses. However, the black-box nature of these advanced NLP models has created
an urgent need for transparency and explainability. This review provides an explo-
ration of explainable NLP (XNLP) with a focus on its practical deployment
and real-world applications, examining how these can be applied and what the
challenges are in domain-specific contexts. The paper underscores the importance
of explainability in NLP and provides a comprehensive perspective on how XNLP
can be designed to meet the unique demands of various sectors, from healthcare’s
need for clear insights to finance’s focus on fraud detection and risk assessment.
Additionally, the review aims to bridge the knowledge gap in XNLP literature by
offering a domain-specific exploration and discussing underrepresented areas such
as real-world applicability, metric evaluation, and the role of human interaction in
model evaluation. The paper concludes by suggesting future research directions
that could lead to a better understanding and broader application of XNLP.
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1. Introduction

The advent of Natural Language Processing (NLP) and Large Language
Models (LLMs) has mainly improved machine-human interaction by en-
abling machines to better understand human language, making these sys-
tems more accessible. Advanced models like OpenAI’s GPT-4o, Google’s
Gemini, Meta’s LLaMA 3.1, and BERT have improved the capabilities of
machines in understanding and processing human language. This has en-
abled their applications across diverse domains such as healthcare, finance,
and customer relationship management (CRM) [160]. These advancements
have reduced traditional processing times, enabling rapid content generation
and complex question answers [147, 63]. For instance, a study by Oniani et al.
[130] showed that LLMs could improve clinical decision support (CDS) by
incorporating Clinical Practice Guidelines (CPGs). By using CPGs, LLMs
can provide more precise and contextually relevant treatment recommen-
dations, thus enhancing patient care and assisting healthcare professionals
in making more informed decisions [97]. These advanced LLMs techniques
for decision-making offer many advantages, including timely and accurate
analysis, user-friendly interfaces, and the ability to handle vast amounts of
data efficiently [208]. Advanced models have achieved high prediction per-
formance in several tasks, including image classification [90, 79], NLP tasks
such as machine translation [185], speech recognition [71], and game play-
ing [163]. However, it is not possible to understand their predictions due
to the number of parameters. These models, known as “black boxes” in
machine learning, are often developed directly from data by complex algo-
rithms. Incorporating billions of parameters, these models are so opaque
that even their creators cannot fully understand how variables integrate to
generate predictions, resulting in a reduction in transparency despite their
advanced capabilities [152]. Furthermore, those models have been trained on
large amounts of data, which often contain biases1. The core issue is that
the lack of clarity in the decision-making process can not only hinder the
detection of biases embedded within the model but also potentially lead to
further biases. For instance, biases can arise from various sources, such as
historical imbalances and stereotypes present in training data [32], model
assumptions that reinforce existing prejudices [26], and feedback loops that

1Biases are systematic errors in decision-making that unfairly favor certain groups over

others.
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perpetuate discrimination [23]. These biases can go unnoticed and unad-
dressed, leading to biased outcomes. This phenomenon has been observed in
various applications, such as in hiring algorithms displaying biases against
specific demographic groups, as was notably seen in Amazon’s recruitment
tool [46]. This issue is not limited to hiring practices as different tools are
applied diversely across various fields due to their tendency to have different
goals. In healthcare, for instance, there have been concerns about biases in
diagnostic algorithms that could negatively affect certain patient groups [75].
Similarly, in the financial sector, credit-scoring algorithms might uninten-
tionally discriminate against minority communities. For example, Andrews
[11] found that predictive tools used in credit scoring are between 5 and 10
percent less accurate for lower-income families and minority borrowers com-
pared to higher-income and non-minority groups. These examples highlight
the urgent need for transparency and a deeper understanding of the decision-
making mechanisms in NLP applications. This is particularly crucial in do-
mains like healthcare and finance, where decisions can have lasting impacts
on individuals and communities. Therefore, while the bias is indeed a prod-
uct of the training data or model’s training process, the lack of explainability
worsens the issue caused by these biases, making them more challenging to
identify and correct. Explainable AI (XAI) has emerged as a way to bet-
ter understand the “black-box” nature of deep learning models. Research
activity around XAI has identified various goals for achieving an explain-
able model, including enhancing trustworthiness, interaction, compliance,
fairness, privacy awareness, and ethical usage [14, 26, 177]. For example,
techniques such as Local Interpretable Model-agnostic Explanations (LIME)
have been beneficial in clarifying model decisions in sentiment analysis by
highlighting influential words, while SHapley Additive exPlanations (SHAP)
have played a role in feature importance analysis, particularly in financial
risk assessment [80, 62]. Although these different goals help discriminate the
purposes for which ML explainability is performed, it is crucial to look at spe-
cific XAI applications because different fields have unique requirements for
transparency and interpretability. These requirements directly impact their
decision-making processes and regulatory compliance, as emphasized by a
recent review Islam et al. [76], which highlighted the importance of domain-
specific approaches to enhance transparency, interpretability, and user trust,
particularly in sensitive domains such as finance and the healthcare system.

Existing research in explainable NLP (XNLP), a specific area within XAI,
has identified several open questions, particularly concerning its real-world
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applications, evaluation metrics, and the role of human interaction in model
assessment. While XNLP has been a topic of interest and recent reviews
provide insights into explainability models, they do not thoroughly discuss
the specifics of XNLP applications. Although insightful research by Gurrapu
et al. [65], Qian et al. [142], Ali et al. [8], Tjoa and Guan [179] and, Arri-
eta et al. [14] has advanced our understanding of XNLP, they often leave
the practical integration of XNLP applications less explored. Despite Islam
et al. [76] emphasized the importance of domain-specific approaches and the
need for more focused research in sensitive XAI domains, they did not exten-
sively cover XNLP specifics. Similarly, while Tjoa and Guan [179] and Zini
and Awad [211] provide useful information on deep learning models, they do
not emphasize XNLP specifics. Previous surveys like [141, 45, 8, 196, 186]
offer a more generalized perspective on XAI. For example, Ali et al. [8] ex-
plores different explainability methods but does not cover their application
in practical NLP settings, such as healthcare or finance, where not only the
deployment of XNLP could play a crucial role, but also its direct impact on
end-users is more important. For instance, in the medical field, the integra-
tion of XNLP needs to align with doctors’ specific workflows and professional
backgrounds. Unlike general applications, XNLP in healthcare must provide
explanations that are not only clear but also medically relevant, as they
directly impact patient care. In the financial sector, there are specific ap-
plications like fraud detection and risk assessment. Here, XNLP must take
into account the complex language used in financial reports and transactions.
For instance, if XNLP is used to estimate the value of companies based on
their reports, there’s a risk of these reports being manipulated to influence
the model’s output. This presents a distinct XNLP challenge: ensuring that
the system can recognize real insights from possibly manipulated input. The
evaluation of explainability models is not extensively discussed in papers
like [14, 49, 105, 76], which lack an exploration of XNLP evaluation. To the
best of our knowledge, none of the reviewed papers completely explore how an
XNLP model should comply with domain-specific approaches. This gap un-
derscores the need for more focused research on the application, limitations,
and challenges of XNLP in specific sectors to improve our understanding of
it.

In this paper, we first introduce key modeling techniques for XNLP, aimed
at readers who are either new to the field or looking to deepen their expertise,
providing a foundation for the discussions that follow. We then delve into the
practical deployment of XNLP and its direct impact on end-users. We pro-
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vide detailed discussions on how XNLP systems interact in practice, a topic
identified as a remaining open question by both prior research and industry
insights. This focus not only addresses a critical gap in the literature but
also offers novel views on how XNLP can be applied across various domains
to improve user understanding and trust in machine learning models. We
emphasize the importance of using XNLP approaches to meet the needs of
specific domains. Through this paper, we aim to discuss the challenges and
opportunities presented by each domain in XNLP applications, showing the
necessity of domain-specific approaches in the development and implemen-
tation of XNLP solutions. Our review tries to bridge this knowledge gap by
exploring XNLP with a focus on domain-specific views. We discuss critical
aspects like metrics evaluation, real-world applicability, rationalization meth-
ods, and the role of human interaction in model evaluation. Also, we discuss
future extensions and some insights gained from the applied perspective.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 talks about
NLP modeling and techniques, starting with TF-IDF-based approaches and
embedding models such as Word2Vec and GloVe, leading to transformer
models. Section 3 discusses the specific issues encountered in a range of
applications, including medicine, finance, systematic reviews, customer re-
lationship management (CRM), chatbots and conversational AI, social and
behavioural Science, and Human Resources (HR). Section 4 examines the
critical aspects of XNLP, focusing on trade-offs fundamental to model de-
ployment and discussing future research directions in XNLP. Finally, The
paper concludes in Section 5.

2. Modeling Techniques for XNLP

2.1. Explainability of Traditional NLP models

Traditional NLP models, such as Bag of Words (BoW) and its variants
like term frequency (TF) and term frequency-inverse document frequency
(TF-IDF), offer a foundational representation of textual data. The BoW,
in particular, represents a text document as a collection of words without
highlighting their order or the context in which those words are used. When
paired with transparent classifiers like logistic regression, this representa-
tion emphasizes interpretability. Specifically, the logistic regression model’s
coefficients allow us to discern each word’s influence on the prediction out-
come. Metrics like semantic relationships highlight the importance of specific
words for a given prediction [68, 107].
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While the TF-IDF model improves upon TF by assigning significance
to words based on their relative importance in the corpus [159, 212], these
models may struggle with limitations such as contextual relationships and
syntactic structures [44, 85, 212]. In TF and TF-IDF BoW models inter-
pretability can be an issue; for example, if multiple words often co-occur and
collectively predict an outcome (like a diease code from discharge letters),
each word might have a small model coefficient, potentially smaller than less
important words. Although grounded in early NLP, the effort to process
complex linguistic tasks emphasizes the importance of advanced models that
combine the simplicity and interpretability of traditional techniques with
high performance.

Embedding models have revolutionized the field of NLP by bridging the
semantic and syntactic gap that models such as TF and TF-IDF tried to pass.
By mapping words and sentences into continuous vector spaces, these models
capture semantic relationships and similarities between words, phrases, and
sentences, enhancing their performance on various NLP tasks [167]. Word
embeddings such as Word2Vec [116] and GloVe [136] produce dense vec-
tor representations for words, where semantically similar words tend to be
closer together in the vector space. Due to their semantic similarity, words
such as “king” and “queen” have embedding vectors that lie close to one
another. This provides an intuitive way to comprehend word relationships,
which simpler models such as BoW could not capture [162]. However, word
embeddings cannot capture the meaning of longer texts, such as complete
sentences or paragraphs. Sentence embeddings, such as the Universal Sen-
tence Encoder [35], were developed to address this limitation. These models
encode entire sentences or paragraphs into fixed-dimensional vectors, captur-
ing the text’s semantic content.

Despite the fact that embedding models improved the performance of
NLP tasks, they introduced a lack of clarity level compared to the previous
models. Therefore, various explainability techniques have been proposed to
understand the underlying structure of the embedding models [189]. Ex-
plainability techniques for embeddings in NLP models are mainly achieved
through visualization and the identification of influential vector space
dimensions. Visualization tools, such as “TensorBoard” [187] and “Em-
beddingVis” [100], allow researchers to understand and compare different
embedding models by revealing the relationships between words and their
structural positioning in language, highlighting semantically similar groups,
and tracking changes in word meanings over time [189]. Recent studies,
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such as those by Braşoveanu and Andonie [29], highlight the critical role
of visualization in enhancing the interpretability of language models. They
suggest that visualization aids not only in debugging by revealing areas of
overfitting or underfitting but also in clarifying how specific inputs lead to
particular outputs. Similarly, dimensionality reduction techniques like
t-distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding (t-SNE) [183] and Principal
Component Analysis (PCA) [84] enable the projection of high-dimensional
vectors into 2D or 3D spaces, which can then be visualized to identify clus-
ters and correlations. Additionally, research by Wang [191] showes the ef-
fectiveness of PCA [84] in optimizing word embeddings by selecting the most
informative dimensions. This process involves incrementally removing less
informative dimensions and assessing the impact on performance across var-
ious language tasks, aligning with the goal of identifying the most critical
dimensions in the embedding space for language understanding and predic-
tions.

Furthermore within the domain of explainability, gradient-based meth-
ods and attention mechanisms represent different approaches. Gradient-
based techniques, such as saliency maps, operate by computing the gradients
of the output with respect to the input embeddings [164]. This process essen-
tially performs a backward pass through the model to identify which input
nodes (i.e., words or phrases) are most effective in determining a particular
output. Such methods have been widely used in areas like image classifica-
tion [164, 90] and are increasingly being adapted for NLP tasks. They offer
insights into the internal workings of a model by highlighting the parts of
the input text that have the most impact on the model’s predictions.

On the other hand, attention mechanisms, which are integral to models
like those described in [21] and [185], function differently. Attention is a
feature built into the architecture of certain NLP models, particularly in tasks
such as machine translation and text summarization. Unlike gradient-based
methods that require a backward pass, attention mechanisms are part of the
forward pass of the model. They provide an inherent method of highlighting
or focusing on specific parts of the input sequence, determining how much
attention or importance the model should give to each part of the input
during the prediction process.

Despite advancements in the explainability of embedding models, several
challenges remain. First, the growing complexity of the models often leads
to decreased interpretability. As models become more complex, understand-
ing the reasoning behind their decisions becomes more complex, even with
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advanced explainability techniques [169]. A second challenge is that what
counts an “explanation” will depend on the application and audience. In
some contexts, simpler methods, such as visualization through dimension-
ality reduction, are appropriate and beneficial. While these methods might
risk oversimplifying data relationships and making incomplete interpreta-
tions, they can be quite effective in making the model’s workings accessible
to non-expert audiences. Techniques like PCA or t-SNE, although they re-
duce high-dimensional data to two or three dimensions, can provide valuable
insights in a more digestible format [192, 41]. On the other hand, for more
technical applications where understanding the complex details of model be-
havior is crucial, such simplifications might not suffice. In these cases, more
complex and detailed methods are necessary to capture the full scope of the
relationships within the data. The goal should be to provide a balance be-
tween high performance, good interpretability, and the proper representation
of the specific needs of each application. How this balance should be struck
will often require additional human factors research specific to the application
area.

2.2. Explainability of Transformer-based models

Transformers, foundational to models like BERT [48], have transformed
NLP by enabling parallel processing and handling long-range dependencies
effectively, setting new performance benchmarks [86]. By using self-attention
mechanisms, Transformers assign varying weights to input components, cap-
turing relationships and dependencies even in distant parts of the input,
which is crucial for tasks like machine translation and sentence summariza-
tion [185]. BERT, a model using attention, can be pre-trained on extensive
text and fine-tuned for specific tasks, with attention mechanisms highlighting
salient input parts [185]. Advanced variants such as RoBERTa [106] and AL-
BERT [94] have further improved performance through refined training and
model configurations, excelling in tasks like sentiment analysis, question an-
swering, and named entity recognition, often surpassing human performance
on benchmarks [114].

However, despite the Transformer models’ impressive performance and ca-
pabilities, they face obstacles. mainly, their complexity makes interpretabil-
ity and explainability more difficult to illuminate their decision-making pro-
cesses and identify the linguistic features they rely on. One of the primary
explainability approaches for transformers has been the visualization of
attention weights, which allows researchers and practitioners to see which
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parts of an input sequence the model is “attending” to when producing an
output [185]. Another technique involves probing tasks, which are designed
to ascertain what linguistic properties a pre-trained model has learned by
evaluating it on simplified tasks [70]. Feature visualization, where the
activations and features within the model are visualized, is another approach
to gaining insights into model behavior [129]. There is also the use of attri-
bution methods, such as Integrated Gradients, to identify the importance
of each word in a given input for the model’s final prediction [171].

Other techniques aimed at addressing the interpretability issues of these
models include model simplification, local interpretation methods,
and global interpretation methods. Model simplification techniques,
such as distillation, involve training a simpler model to mimic the behavior
of a complex model, thereby making the decision-making process more trans-
parent [72]. Local interpretation methods offer explanations for individual
predictions, with LIME (Local Interpretable Model-agnostic Explanations)
perturbing input data to observe changes in predictions, thus creating local
explanations around specific instances [146]. Global interpretation methods
aim to provide an overall understanding of the model’s behavior, with SHAP
(SHapley Additive exPlanations) using a game-theoretic approach to offer
global explanations by evaluating the importance of features across all possi-
ble combinations [109]. In addition, input perturbation techniques, such
as the one proposed by Liang et al. [101], can identify the most influen-
tial words or phrases for a particular prediction. By systematically altering
the input text and observing the resulting output, these techniques help
to comprehend the model’s decision-making process. Similarly, contextual
decomposition [126] aims to decompose the model’s output into contribu-
tions from individual words or phrases to provide a more granular view of
the model’s decision-making process.

Although various techniques have been developed to make these mod-
els more comprehensible and reliable for human users [127], these tools can
sometimes provide insufficient or misleading interpretations. Visualization
tools like attention maps, which highlight important words or phrases in the
model’s decisions and enhance interpretability and transparency, may not
accurately reflect the model’s true decision-making process [198, 169].For in-
stance, in a sentiment analysis task, an attention map might heavily weigh a
neutral word like “the” while downplaying the importance of a more sentiment-
revealing word like “hate” [81]. Such instances underscore the potential pit-
falls and lead to erroneous conclusions regarding the model’s reasoning. Fur-
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thermore, there are numerous techniques and ideas for interpreting these
models, yet no clear guidance exists on which to use in specific situations.
Ultimately, it comes down to how the explanations are used in practice and
whether users genuinely understand them. The evaluation and implementa-
tion of these techniques will be the focus of the remainder of this paper [24].
Transformer models including prominent examples like BERT [48] and GPT-
x [143], have considerably advanced the field of NLP, their intricacy, extensive
resource demands, and interpretability and explainability challenges continue
to drive intensive research. . While we aim to mention most of the explain-
ability techniques, our main focus is on their application. For more detailed
information about these techniques, please refer to the bibliography.

3. Applications and Domains of XNLP

AI-based applications have recently been applied to various facets of hu-
man life, including social networking, medicine, commerce, customer service,
and finance. General NLP applications, such as machine translation, text
summarization, and sentiment analysis, are commonly used to automate rou-
tine tasks and enhance user experiences [185, 43]. In these cases, the focus is
often on performance rather than the need for explanations of how the mod-
els reach their conclusions. However, in specific fields such as medicine, NLP
must provide explanations that are not only clear but also medically relevant.
For example, it is important to understand the predictions of systems trained
on electronic health records (EHRs), as these predictions can influence de-
cisions about which patients are flagged for follow-up by a specialist or for
additional treatment, consequently impacting patient care. Fortunately, dif-
ferent from traditional AI, which can answer “Yes” and “No” type questions
without explaining how they did so, XNLP can answer “Wh-questions” such
as “Why”, “When”, and “Where”. However, XNLP should produce expla-
nations that humans can understand, ensuring that all beneficiaries can trust
how the models work. On one hand, confidence and trust in explanations
of how answers were obtained are critical, and on the other hand, produced
explanations should be expressive enough for humans to comprehend.

On top of that, XNLP should ensure that AI/ML models make fair and
equitable decisions. Like the EHRs, understanding how a patient is selected
for additional treatment shows how the system is fair [95]. An explanation
of how an answer was obtained is critical for confidence and fairness in many
applications. For example, advancements in AI technologies enable CRM
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systems to offer personalized marketing responses and insights, impacting
customer engagement and trust. These AI-enhanced features aid in better
anticipating customer needs and preferences, thereby boosting confidence in
the system’s recommendations and decisions [95]. As explored by Brandl
et al. [28], balancing fairness and explainability is essential to creating more
trustworthy models, particularly in sensitive applications. To a great extent,
XNLP should ensure that the decisions can be justified and audited since
when logical and scientific arguments support existing beliefs, humans tend
to accept predictions and trust conclusions given by AI/ML systems [77].

Transparent explanations are helpful in many cases to enable coopera-
tion between AI and humans. For instance, if an AI outperforms humans at
a specific task (e.g., AlphaGo [163]), people can learn and derive informa-
tion from the explanations provided. Moreover, if an AI performs similarly
to human intelligence, transparent explanations can enhance people’s trust
in the AI [61]. For example, in a model trained to predict firm valuation
from yearly reports, transparency is crucial so that prospective and actual
shareholders can audit the system and understand why one company gets
a higher valuation than another. If the model’s training isn’t transparent,
it could be intentionally manipulated to unfairly benefit certain individuals.
In another example, consider chatbots in customer service. In this context,
XNLP must not only understand and respond to customer questions but also
explain its responses transparently to build trust and clarify the reasoning
behind them. This is important in domains like customer service, where the
clarity and rationale of responses directly impact user satisfaction and trust.

To sum up, XNLP has an important role in multiple domains where inter-
pretability, transparency, and accountability are crucial. As the demand for
more understandable AI models continues to rise, various industries are us-
ing the power of XNLP to uncover new insights and improve decision-making
processes. This section explores key fields in which XNLP has proven to be
a game-changer. Table 1 illustrates these applications and their respective
studies.

Table 1: Overview of XNLP Applications, Subcategories, and Case Studies

XNLP Applications Subcategories Studies

Medicine Electronic Health Records [39, 5]
Medical Documents Analysis [98, 122, 87, 195]

Finance Risk Assessment [58, 189]
Fraud Detection [140, 58, 184, 40]
Firm valuation [149, 18]
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XNLP Applications Subcategories Studies

Systematic Reviews Review Automation [150]
Text Summarization [111]

Customer Relationship
Management

Sentiment Analysis [34, 51, 17]

Customer Support Automation [22, 82]

Chatbots and Conversa-
tional AI

Conversational Agents [22, 42]

Context-Aware Recommendations [206]

Social and Behavioral Sci-
ence

Sexism and Hate Speech Detection [124, 153, 137, 89, 120,
119, 12]

Fake News and AI Generative Detection [33, 118]

Human Resources Talent Acquisition and Recruitment [135, 65]
Employee Sentiment Analysis [83, 138]
Performance Evaluation [37, 69]
Diversity and Inclusion [108]

Table 1 highlights some of the domains to which XNLP has been applied,
including medicine, finance, systematic reviews, CRM, chatbots, conversa-
tional AI, and studies within these application domains. Each domain is
subdivided into subdomains or specific applications, and each application is
associated with relevant studies.

3.1. Medicine

XNLP has emerged as a valuable tool in the medical domain, particu-
larly in managing the vast amounts of unstructured data contained in EHRs.
EHR data comprises textual information like medical histories, physician’s
notes, and medical narratives that are vital for various medical applications
like heart failure prediction [39]. The interpretability of predictions from
EHR data is crucial due to the life-impacting decisions that may be based
on these predictions. Through XNLP, the logic behind diagnoses or treat-
ment recommendations can be elucidated, aiding medical practitioners in
understanding the model’s predictions, which in turn supports informed and
reliable decision-making in patient care [98].

For instance, Choi et al. [39] used an interpretable predictive model to pre-
dict heart failures from EHR data, assigning significance to various features
like medical codes to provide explainable risk factors [39]. Furthermore, Kang
et al. [87] and, Weng et al. [195]used rule-based NLP models to extract clini-
cal evidence from randomized controlled trials, making the extraction process
transparent and traceable. Text mining and NLP techniques have been ap-
plied to numerous health applications involving text de-identification tools,
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clinical decision support systems, patient identification, disease classifica-
tion, disease history, ICD10 classification, hospital readmission prediction,
and chronic disease prediction [19]. Table 2 provides a summary of XNLP
applications in the medicine domain, outlining the models, explainability
methods, datasets, and metrics used.

Moreover, XNLP facilitates the analysis of medical literature and research
papers, enabling healthcare professionals to stay updated with recent devel-
opments and evidence-based practices. By explicating findings or recommen-
dations in medical literature, XNLP bridges the gap between research and
clinical practice, empowering practitioners to make informed decisions [122].

Table 2: Summary of XNLP Applications in Medicine

Paper Application Model Explainability
Method

Dataset Metrics

[39] Heart Failure
Prediction

RNN Feature Importance EHRs Accuracy,
AUC-ROC

[125] EHRs Classifi-
cation

CNN Rationale-based ex-
planations

MIMIC-III Precision,
Recall,
F1-score

[87] RCT Analysis
& Extraction

Rule-based NLP Transparent Rule Ex-
traction

Clinical Trials Extraction
Accuracy

[207] Biomedical
Word Embed-
dings

MeSH term
graph and fast-
Text

Incorporation of
MeSH

UMNSRS-Sim,
UMNSRS-Rel

Embedding
Quality,
Nearest
Neighbors

[200] Disease Pro-
gression Pre-
diction

Transformer Attention Mechanism Public EHRs RMSE,
MAE

[5] Cancer Diag-
nosis

BERT LIME and SHAP Cancer Reg-
istry

F1-score,
Precision,
Recall

When it comes to text data and NLP in the medical domain, though
historically inclined towards BoW and rule-based models, there has been a
shift towards deep learning-based approaches, including word embeddings
and transformer-based methods. NLP and text mining techniques can be
applied to create a more structured representation of text, making its con-
tent more accessible for data science, machine learning, and statistics, and
for medical prediction models [20]. Our review of these studies reveals a
substantial gap in the progress toward XNLP within the medical domain
compared to other fields. Nonetheless, we suggest that researchers focus on
bridging this gap by intensifying efforts toward integrating XNLP methods.
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This includes prioritizing the development of models that not only deliver
high accuracy but also provide interpretable and transparent decision-making
processes. Such an approach is crucial in healthcare, where understanding
the rationale behind model predictions is as important as the predictions
themselves. A multidisciplinary approach involving collaboration between
medical experts, data scientists, and developers can ensure that these mod-
els are developed in a manner that is interpretable and clinically relevant.
Recent studies have shown promise in using LLMs for mental health analy-
sis, indicating how explainability in model outputs can enhance reliability in
sensitive areas like healthcare [199]. This integration of XNLP methods can
lead to applications such as clinical decision support systems, which enhance
healthcare providers’ ability to deliver safer care, reduce medical errors, and
improve productivity, quality, and efficiency. Addressing issues like text de-
identification and bias in AI systems is also crucial for ensuring the reliable
and ethical application of XNLP in clinical settings [20].

3.2. Finance

Recent research indicates that NLP applications in finance, such as ana-
lyzing financial reports and news articles, can identify potential risk factors
and provide timely warnings and decision support. For instance, an NLP-
based financial risk detection model can perform excellently in risk identifi-
cation and prediction, offering effective tools for financial [190]. XNLP holds
promise for risk assessment and fraud detection in the financial sector. It
can assist in detecting adversarial behaviors in fraud detection models, pro-
viding companies and end users with more trust in the machine learning
inferences [140]. Furthermore, user-centric XNLP methods have been devel-
oped to align fraud experts’ tasks with explanation methods, enhancing the
overall effectiveness of fraud detection systems [40]. So users, in turn, can
understand the factors impacting risk assessment and take necessary actions
to reduce risks.

Risk assessment is a crucial facet of the financial sector, benefiting from
XNLP. Financial institutions depend on comprehensive risk assessments to
make critical decisions like granting loans or determining insurance premi-
ums. Given the potential implications, these evaluations must be accurate,
trustworthy, and, importantly, understandable [58, 189]. XNLP can assist
by providing clear explanations for generated risk scores or credit evalua-
tions, enabling users to understand the rationale behind their assessments
and take corrective actions to reduce risk and enhance their credit scores.
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Thus, XNLP can boost client confidence in financial institutions [151]. For
instance, Wallace et al. [189] introduced a graph-based attention model for
credit risk assessment, shedding light on interactions and transactions im-
pacting the final risk assessment and facilitating the understanding of credit
decisions.

Fraud detection is another domain within the financial sector that can
benefit from XNLP. Conventionally, fraud detection systems have been opaque,
leaving users clueless about why a particular transaction was flagged as po-
tentially fraudulent. XNLP can offer clear insights into the features or pat-
terns that triggered the fraud alert, making the process more transparent and
reliable [140, 58, 184, 40]. By enhancing the explainability of these systems,
financial institutions can refine the accuracy of their fraud detection mod-
els and provide users with a better understanding of flagged transactions.
This transparency can elevate user trust and engagement, and diminish the
likelihood of false fraud alerts [58].For instance, in a study by Varshney and
Alemzadeh [184], interpretable ML models were employed for financial fraud
detection, attributing importance to different transaction features to explain
fraud alerts. Similarly, Cirqueira et al. [40] introduced design principles to
align fraud experts’ tasks with explanation methods for XAI decision sup-
port in fraud detection, enhancing the transparency and accountability of
financial institutions.

Additionally, the use of XNLP models in the firm valuation, which is
another critical area in finance, can help stakeholders understand the fac-
tors driving valuation metrics, such as revenue projections, market trends,
and financial ratios [18]. NLP models encounter challenges when used for
firm valuation, particularly in distinguishing between relevant and irrelevant
information. Recent literature emphasizes the crucial role of context in un-
derstanding human language, highlighting that the meaning of words and
phrases can change based on their usage [2]. This contextual ambiguity
poses a major obstacle for NLP systems, which often struggle to understand
the nuances of language, such as sarcasm or humor2. In the field of financial
reporting, this limitation could cause NLP models to misinterpret or overem-
phasize certain words or phrases in annual reports that human shareholders
would easily overlook. The challenge is further complicated by long-range
dependencies in text, where subtle relationships between words or concepts

2https://spectur.com.au/the-10-biggest-issues-nlp/
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separated by large distances can lead to errors in comprehension [2].
These issues create a potential vulnerability, where firms could theoret-

ically “game the system” by strategically inserting certain words into their
reports, knowing that the NLP model might pick up on these irrelevant terms
and alter its valuation accordingly. To tackle this, more advanced NLP tech-
niques are required, like XNLP, which could better capture the delicate,
context-dependent information that human shareholders rely on, as accurate
firm valuation is essential for investment decisions, mergers and acquisitions,
and financial reporting [18]. For this purpose, Bagga and Stathis [18] pro-
posed an XNLP system using transformers to analyze and interpret complex
financial documents and valuation models, providing clear explanations for
valuation outcomes. This approach enhances transparency and confidence
in valuation processes by elucidating the underlying drivers and assump-
tions. Similarly, the use of explainable lexicons in sentiment analysis for
financial texts has been shown to improve the accuracy and interpretability
of sentiment-based valuation models. These models can identify the sen-
timent in financial news, reports, and market analyses, which impact firm
valuation [149]. In summary, institutions can fine-tune their AI systems by
integrating explainability into these core functions within the finance sector,
ensuring more precise and reliable results. Table 3 showcases the details
of applications in the finance domain, including the model, explainability
method, dataset, and metrics used.

Table 3: Summary of XNLP Applications in Finance

Paper Application Model Explainability
Method

Dataset Metrics

[59] Risk Assess-
ment Classifi-
cation

BERT Layer-wise rel-
evance propa-
gation

20 Newsgroups Accuracy,
F1-score,
Precision, Recall

[189] Credit Risk As-
sessment

Graph-based
Attention

Probing
Methodol-
ogy

Financial
Transactions

Evaluation Metrics

[184] Fraud Alert
Explanation

ML Models
(e.g., Decision
Trees, SVM)

Feature Impor-
tance

Transaction
Data

Precision, Recall,
AUC

[40] Fraudulent
Transactions
Justification

Explainable AI
Methods

Explanation
Generation

Financial
Transactions

Accuracy,
F1-score,
Precision, Recall

[18] Firm Valuation Transformer-
based Model

Explanation
Generation

Financial Doc-
uments

ROUGE, BLEU
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Paper Application Model Explainability
Method

Dataset Metrics

[149] Sentiment
Analysis for
Valuation

Explainable
Lexicon Model

SHAP Explain-
ability

Financial Texts Accuracy,
F1-score,
Precision, Recall

The integration of XNLP in the finance sector marks a advancement in
risk assessment, fraud detection, and firm valuation. With its ability to pro-
vide transparent explanations for risk scores, credit assessments, fraud alerts,
and valuation metrics, XNLP increases trust and accountability in financial
institutions. As our review of various models and techniques indicates, the
field is evolving towards more complicated, interpretable AI systems. These
systems not only improve the precision of financial models but also empower
users with insights into decision-making processes. Moving forward, the fo-
cus should be on further refining XNLP tools to ensure they are robust,
transparent, and user-friendly, thereby fostering an environment of trust and
clarity in financial decision-making. This approach will be instrumental in
advancing the reliability and efficacy of AI applications in the finance sector,
ultimately contributing to more secure and transparent financial services.

3.3. Systematic Reviews

Systematic reviews use research literature to inform evidence-based decision-
making across various fields. Key aspects of the systematic review process,
including identifying relevant studies, extracting data, and summarizing find-
ings, can be automated through specialized applications. For example, van de
Schoot et al. [182] developed ASReview3, an open-source tool designed to
support study selection in systematic reviews. XNLP techniques offer ad-
ditional benefits by helping researchers understand the rationale behind the
inclusion or exclusion of studies. By incorporating explainability, such tools
provide insight into why certain studies are recommended, aiding in study
selection decisions. NLP models further enhance the efficiency and reliability
of systematic reviews by clarifying the criteria used for study inclusion and
the relevance of extracted information [150].

The growing volume of scientific publications has heightened the need
for automating systematic reviews. XNLP’s application can accelerate the
process and reduce researchers’ workload by automating the identification

3https://asreview.nl/
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and selection of relevant studies. This is achieved by deploying NLP models
that filter through databases and select articles based on their relevance to
the review question [182, 111]. For instance, RobotReviewer4, an AI-based
tool developed by Marshall et al. [111], assists in the study selection phase
of systematic reviews. By integrating explainability features, the tool pro-
vides researchers with insights into why specific studies were recommended,
supporting the decision-making process for inclusion. Table 4 outlines var-
ious applications in systematic reviews, detailing the models, explainability
methods, datasets, and metrics employed.

Table 4: Summary of XNLP Applications in Systematic Reviews

Paper Application Model Explainability
Method

Dataset Metrics

[150] Review Au-
tomation

Support Vector
Machine (SVM)

Explanation
Framework

PubMed Work Saved
over Sampling
(WSS), Rele-
vant References
Found (RRF)

[111] Bias Assess-
ment

RobotReviewer Text Analysis for
Bias Detection

Clinical Trials Bias Assessment
Metrics, Accu-
racy

[38] Model Inter-
pretation

Long Short-Term
Memory (LSTM)

Information Bot-
tleneck Method

SST-2, IMDb Accuracy, Mu-
tual Information

XNLP enhances the efficiency, transparency, and reliability of system-
atic reviews. Tools like ASReview showed the potential of AI in this do-
main, offering insights into study inclusion decisions and increasing time
efficiency [175, 176]. As the number of scientific publications continues to
grow, the adoption of XNLP in systematic reviews becomes increasingly
vital, promising a more simplified, accurate, and transparent approach to
evidence synthesis.

3.4. Customer Relationship Management (CRM)

XNLP is vital for extracting and summarizing key data from identified
studies. Text summarization models can understand the content of a study
and condense it into a summary encapsulating the major findings. By in-
troducing explainability, researchers can understand why certain information
was included or excluded from the summary, thereby promoting transparency

4https://www.robotreviewer.net/
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and facilitating comprehension [128]. For extractive summarization of scien-
tific articles, Nye et al. [128] used BERT and applied attention visualiza-
tion to explain which original sentences contributed to the final summary,
thereby offering a valuable tool for interpreting the model’s decisions. XNLP
enhances the efficiency, transparency, and accountability of the systematic
review process. Understanding the model’s decision-making process allows
researchers to have confidence in the automated process, leading to more
reliable and unbiased reviews.

Employing NLP, sentiment analysis disclose emotions or sentiments from
textual data sources such as social media posts or customer reviews. This
powerful tool has become integral to CRM, providing companies with a
delicate understanding of their consumers’ sentiments. Through sentiment
analysis, businesses can not only gauge public opinion but also refine their
customer engagement strategies and optimize service delivery. However,
integrating explainability into sentiment analysis models remains a chal-
lenge [34, 51, 17]. Du et al. [51] and Bacco et al. [17] presented recent re-
search on incorporating explainability into sentiment analysis models. They
employed Layer-wise Relevance Propagation (LRP) and developed a model
for sentiment analysis respectively, enabling the models to provide clear ex-
planations for sentiment predictions.

In addition to sentiment analysis, customer support automation is an-
other CRM area that benefits greatly from XNLP. As a result of their ability
to respond instantly to customer inquiries, chatbots, and other automated
customer service systems are gaining popularity. Incorporating explainabil-
ity into these systems can improve their efficacy by elucidating the reasoning
behind particular responses or recommendations [22, 82]. Jenneboer et al.
[82] showed explainability in a customer service chatbot, providing customer
transparency by elucidating the bot’s decision-making process, thereby im-
proving customer relations. In conclusion, integrating XNLP into CRM can
lead to deeper understanding, improved customer relations, and more in-
formed business decisions. Table 5 showcases the application details in the
CRM domain, including the model, explainability method, dataset, and met-
rics used.
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Table 5: Summary of XNLP Applications in CRM

Paper Application Model Explainability
Method

Dataset Metrics

[128] Text Summa-
rization

BERT Attention Visual-
ization

Corpus of
biomedical arti-
cles

ROUGE,
BLEU

[34] Sentiment
Analysis

BERT LIME Yelp Reviews Accuracy, F1-
score

[51] Sentiment
Analysis

BiLSTM Layer-wise Rele-
vance Propagation

Amazon Reviews Accuracy, Pre-
cision, Recall

[17] Sentiment
Analysis

BiLSTM SHAP Movie Reviews Accuracy, F1-
score, Precision

[22] Customer Sup-
port Automa-
tion

Seq2Seq Explanation-by-
Example

Customer Ser-
vice Logs

Customer Sat-
isfaction Score

[82] Customer Sup-
port Automa-
tion

Transformer-
based Chatbot

Attention Visual-
ization

Customer Ser-
vice Logs

Response
Time, User
Satisfaction

[96] Text Classifica-
tion, Informa-
tion Extraction

LSTM Rationale-based
explanations

Beer Re-
view Dataset,
CoNLL-2003

Accuracy, F1-
score

[92] Sentiment
Analysis

BERT Feature Visualiza-
tion

Yelp Polarity Accuracy, Pre-
cision, Recall,
F1-score

[180] Review Au-
tomation

LSTM Shapley Interac-
tion Index

IMDb Accuracy,
F1-score, Pre-
cision, Recall

[145] Fact Verifica-
tion

BiGRU,
Attention

Attention
Heatmaps, Ex-
plainable Fact-
Checking

LIAR, PolitiFact Accuracy, Pre-
cision, Recall,
F1-score

[203] Sentiment
Analysis

CNN, BiGRU Attention
Heatmaps, Abla-
tion Studies

Amazon Re-
views, BeerAd-
vocate

Accuracy, Pre-
cision, Recall,
F1-score

[13] Sentiment
Analysis

Reinforcement
Learning, RNN

Rationalization
Generation

TripAdvisor Re-
views, RateBeer

Accuracy, F1-
Score

The integration of XNLP into CRM marks a advance in understanding
and influencing customer interactions and sentiments. From enhancing text
summarization in study extractions to refining sentiment analysis in customer
feedback, XNLP brings a new level of transparency and efficiency to CRM.
This advancement not only aids in automating and simplifying CRM pro-
cesses but also ensures that the extracted insights are clear and interpretable.
The examples of BERT for text summarization and various models for sen-
timent analysis underscore the potential of XNLP in CRM. By making the
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decision-making process more transparent, XNLP empowers businesses to
make stronger, more informed relationships with their customers, ultimately
driving better business outcomes.

3.5. Chatbots and Conversational AI

The prevalence of chatbots and conversational AI systems has increased
in numerous applications, such as virtual assistants, customer support, and
information retrieval. XNLP techniques can increase the effectiveness and
transparency of these systems by improving explanations for the responses
or recommendations generated. By comprehending the logic behind the chat-
bot’s responses, users can place more faith in the system’s suggestions and
feel more engaged in the conversation. In addition, context-aware recom-
mendations that explain personalized recommendations can increase user
satisfaction and empower them to make informed decisions. COPPO and
GUIDOTTI [42] describe a real-world application of a chatbot that justifies
its responses, thereby fostering user trust and engagement.

Context-aware recommendation systems can provide personalized sug-
gestions by considering the context of the user’s interaction. Incorporating
XNLP into these systems can increase user satisfaction and confidence by
clarifying why particular recommendations are made. For example, Zhang
et al. [206] proposed a context-aware recommendation model that employs
XNLP to justify its recommendations. Their model incorporates the context
of user-item interactions and provides clear explanations, which improves
user satisfaction.

In 2023, with the advent of GPT-4, Conversational AI has seen a leap
forward. The larger context window and improved accuracy of GPT-4 enable
more coherent and contextually accurate interactions with users. OpenAI’s
latest model, GPT-4o (“o” for “omni”), represents another substantial ad-
vancement in the field. GPT-4o matches GPT-4 Turbo performance on text
in English and code, while showing improvement on text in non-English lan-
guages [173]. These advancements in context understanding and multimodal
processing contribute to more delicate and accurate conversational AI in-
teractions, potentially addressing some of the explainability challenges by
providing more comprehensive and context-aware responses [132, 133, 174].

Despite advancements in AI chatbots and their ability to enhance user
interactions, recent studies highlight a critical need for explainable AI to
further improve transparency and effectiveness in AI chatbots, consequently
enhancing trust and user engagement [112, 156, 115]. While AI chatbots have
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showed their capacity to assist users with quick and personalized responses,
integrating XNLP into chatbots and conversational AI systems can provide
users with a deeper understanding of the reasoning behind each response
and recommendation. This can, in turn, promote transparency in decision-
making processes, build stronger trust between users and AI systems, and
potentially enhance overall user satisfaction. As these systems continue to
evolve and increase in complexity, the demand for effective explanation tech-
niques will increase, making XNLP a crucial aspect of the future of conversa-
tional AI [168, 53, 178]. Table 6 showcases the details of applications in the
chatbots and conversational AI domain, including the model, explainability
method, dataset, and metrics used.

Table 6: Summary of XNLP Applications in Chatbots and Conversational AI

Paper Application Model Explainability
Method

Dataset Metrics

[81] Conversational
Agents

BiLSTM,
CNN

Attention
distributions

SST-5 Accuracy,
F1-score

[22] Automated
Customer Ser-
vice Systems

Transformer
models

Justifications
for Responses

IMDb Efficacy

[42] Chatbots Various Explainability AG News User Trust and
Engagement

[206] Recommendation
Systems

Deep
Learning-
based

Attention
Mechanism

Various datasets in-
cluding MovieLens,
Amazon product data

User
Satisfaction

[156] Conversational
Agents

GPT-4 Transparency Various datasets in-
cluding MovieLens,
Amazon, Goodreads

User
Engagement,
Accuracy

[112] Chatbots
in Business

Various Transparency
in decision-
making

Not specified (general
business data)

User Trust,
Satisfaction

[60] Task-oriented
Dialogue
Systems

SEQ2SEQ External
Database
Integration

MovieLens, Reddit Response
Accuracy

3.6. Social and Behavioral Science

In the domain of social and behavioral science, the application of XNLP
is an important tool for addressing complex issues like hate speech, sex-
ism, and misinformation on social media platforms. Notably, transformer
models such as BERT have been vital in identifying offensive content, in-
cluding racism and sexism. For instance, Mozafari et al. [124] used BERT to
analyze datasets annotated for such content, enhancing detection accuracy
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and explainability. Additionally, domain-specific word embedding models, as
explored by Saleh et al. [153], have been trained on data from hate speech-
centric websites and tweets, offering delicate insights into the language of
hate speech. To tackle sexism on social networks, initiatives like the sEX-
ism Identification in Social neTworks (EXIST) or SemEval-2023 Task 10
competition have developed machine learning methods for automatic identi-
fication of sexist content [137, 89]. Machine learning algorithms, as applied
by Mohammadi et al. [120], classify sexism in social media using datasets like
EXIST-2023, which focuses on both English and Spanish content, showing
the multilingual capabilities of XNLP. In another study, they applied XAI
techniques, and the model provided insights into the influence of individual
tokens and model components on its decision-making process [119]. Further,
incorporating a feedback loop involving human validation aligns the model’s
outcomes with human cognition. Furthermore, comprehensive surveys, such
as the one by Anjum and Katarya [12], have researched hate speech detection
methodologies across various online platforms, highlighting the role of XNLP
in understanding and reducing such societal challenges.

In parallel, the detection of fake news and AI-generated content has be-
come a critical area of focus. Systematic reviews have emphasized the role
of NLP and AI in automating the detection process and reducing the depen-
dency on labor-intensive manual methods. Capuano et al. [33] highlighted
how well XNLP works to differentiate between real and fake content, empha-
sizing how XNLP can support digital information integrity. Additionally, In
the shared task organized by Computational Linguistics in the Netherlands5

(CLIN), an ensemble model was developed by Mohammadi et al. [118] to
detect whether texts were generated by AI or humans across different gen-
res in both English and Dutch [56]. Furthermore, integrating multimodal
approaches in fake news detection, such as the SceneFND model, combines
textual, contextual scene, and visual representations to address the problem
of fake news detection more comprehensively. This model uses scene con-
text information from images, showing improved performance over textual
baselines by margins on datasets like PolitiFact and GossipCop. This ap-
proach exemplifies the advancements in using multimodal data to enhance
the accuracy of identifying misinformation online [205].

In the field of psychological studies, XNLP has been beneficial in analyz-

5https://sites.google.com/view/shared-task-clin33/home
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ing emotional and mental health trends on online platforms. For instance,
a study by Han et al. [66] used XNLP techniques to assess emotional well-
being based on social media posts, showing predictive power in assessing
psychological well-being (PWB) using linguistic features extracted from so-
cial media language. Similarly, Ahmed et al. [3] applied transformer-based
models to classify depression severity from social media data, demonstrating
the potential of XNLP in detecting and categorizing mental health condi-
tions. Additionally, in the realm of social media analysis, XNLP tools have
been used to understand user behavior and trends. A study by Ali et al. [7]
applied XNLP to analyze political sentiment on Twitter during the 2020 US
Presidential Elections, offering key insights into public opinion dynamics and
the importance of real-time sentiment analysis.

Table 7: Summary of XNLP Applications in Social and Behavioral Science

Paper Application Model Explainability
Method

Dataset Metrics

[124] Hate Speech
Detection

BERT Transformer
Models

Annotated
Datasets

Detection
Accuracy

[153] Hate Speech
Analysis

Domain-Specific
Models

Word
Embedding

Hate Speech
Websites

Delicate Lan-
guage Insights

[137] Sexism Detec-
tion in Social
Media

ML Algorithms EXIST Com-
petition

EXIST-2023
Dataset

Classification
Accuracy

[124] Hate Speech
Detection

BERT & Bias
Mitigation Mod-
ule

Bias Mitigation
Mechanism

Davidson and
Waseem datasets

F1-measure

[153] Hate Speech
Detection

BERT & Deep
Models

LIME Hate Speech
Word Embedding

Detection
Accuracy

[89] Explainable
Detection of
Online Sexism

BERT SHAP SemEval-2023
Task 10, EXIST-
2023 Dataset

F1 score

[119] Explainable
Sexism
Detection

Ensemble Model
(BERT, XLM-
RoBERTa, Dis-
tilBERT)

SHAP EXIST-2023
Dataset

Token Influ-
ence Analysis

[118] AI-Generated
Text Detection

Ensemble Model
and Multilingual
BERT

SHAP Various Genres Detection
Accuracy

[66] Mental Health
Analysis

NLP Techniques Feature Impor-
tance Analysis

Social Media
Posts

Predictive
Power

Combining XNLP with social and behavioral science has proven to be a
game-changing approach to solving many of society’s problems. XNLP has
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improved the accuracy, speed, and depth of studies that identify and ana-
lyze hate speech, sexism, and false information on social media and distin-
guish between AI-generated and real content [113, 201]. The use of advanced
transformer models, domain-specific word embedding models, and multilin-
gual datasets has enabled a more detailed understanding and detection of
problematic material. XNLP’s application in psychology research and senti-
ment analysis also highlights its usefulness in assessing emotional states and
public opinion by analyzing online discourse. These developments not only
showcase the technological advancements of NLP but also underscore the
growing importance of AI in providing valuable insights into complex social
and behavioral phenomena. As XNLP continues to evolve, it will become an
even more indispensable tool in bridging cutting-edge technology with social
science research.

3.7. Human Resources (HR)

In the realm of Human Resources (HR), the application of XNLP has
emerged as a pivotal tool for optimizing various HR functions, ranging from
talent acquisition to employee sentiment analysis. Recent studies have ex-
plored the utilization of advanced NLP techniques to enhance the trans-
parency and effectiveness of HR processes.

One of the applications of XNLP in HR is in the recruitment process.
Transformer models, such as BERT and GPT, are extensively used to au-
tomate the resume screening process. These models can parse resumes and
rank candidates based on the job description, ensuring a better match be-
tween the candidate’s skills and the job requirements. For instance, a study
by Patwardhan et al. [135] showed the application of BERT in automating
the initial stages of recruitment, reducing the time and bias associated with
manual screening processes. The study highlighted the use of explainable
AI techniques to provide insights into the model’s decision-making process,
thereby enhancing trust in automated recruitment systems. Similarly, re-
cent advancements have shown the effectiveness of transformer models in
improving recruitment efficiency and reducing biases through explainable
mechanisms [65]. In line with this, Akkasi [4] demonstrated the use of a
transformer-based ensemble to extract both technical and non-technical skills
from job descriptions, significantly enhancing the precision and transparency
of the recruitment process.

Employee sentiment analysis is another area where XNLP is making sub-
stantial contributions. By analyzing text data from employee feedback, sur-
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veys, and social media, organizations can gauge employee morale and job
satisfaction. A study by Jim et al. [83] showcased the use of RoBERTa,
a transformer-based model, to analyze large volumes of employee feedback
data. The model provided detailed insights into employee sentiments, help-
ing HR departments to identify potential issues and areas for improvement.
The explainability of the model ensured that HR managers could understand
the key factors influencing employee sentiments. Additionally, the integra-
tion of attention mechanisms has enhanced the interpretability of sentiment
analysis models, allowing HR practitioners to visualize the factors influencing
sentiment classifications [138].

XNLP techniques are also being used to enhance performance evaluation
processes. Traditional performance evaluations often suffer from subjectivity
and bias. By employing NLP models to analyze qualitative feedback and
performance reviews, organizations can obtain a more objective assessment
of employee performance. The study by Chang [37] on the use of transformer
models for performance evaluation highlighted the importance of explainabil-
ity in ensuring that the evaluations are fair and transparent. The study used
attention mechanisms to identify the most relevant parts of the feedback,
providing a clear rationale for the performance scores assigned. Recent re-
search has further validated the use of explainable models to improve the
fairness and transparency of performance evaluations [69].

Promoting diversity and inclusion within the workplace is another critical
area where XNLP is being applied. NLP models can analyze job postings,
company policies, and internal communications to identify potential biases
and suggest improvements. Explainable AI techniques in these models ensure
that the recommendations for enhancing diversity and inclusion are trans-
parent and justifiable [108].

Table 8: Summary of XNLP Applications in HR

Paper Application Model Explainability
Method

Dataset Metrics

[135] Recruitment Au-
tomation

BERT Attention
Mechanisms

Resume Data Match Accu-
racy

[83] Employee Senti-
ment Analysis

RoBERTa Attention
Mechanisms

Employee Feed-
back

Sentiment In-
sights

[37] Performance
Evaluation

Transformer
Models

Explainable AI Performance Re-
views

Objectivity
Scores

[138] Sentiment Anal-
ysis

RoBERTa Attention
Mechanisms

Employee Feed-
back

Sentiment Ac-
curacy
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Paper Application Model Explainability
Method

Dataset Metrics

[65] Recruitment BERT Attention Vi-
sualization

Resume Data Bias Reduction

[69] Performance
Evaluation

Transformer
Models

Explainable AI Performance Re-
views

Fairness Scores

[108] Diversity Custom NLP Explainable AI Company Policies Bias Detection

The integration of XNLP techniques within HR has proven to be trans-
formative across several critical functions. The utilization of advanced trans-
former models such as BERT, GPT, and RoBERTa has streamlined processes
like recruitment, employee sentiment analysis, performance evaluation, and
the promotion of diversity and inclusion. By using explainable AI, organi-
zations not only enhance the efficiency and effectiveness of these processes
but also ensure greater transparency and fairness. Studies have shown that
explainability mechanisms, including attention mechanisms and rationales,
play a crucial role in making model decisions understandable and justifiable
to human users. As the field continues to evolve, the ongoing development of
explainable models is expected to further optimize HR functions, fostering
an environment of trust and inclusivity.

3.8. Other Applications

XNLP finds applications in various domains further than what was dis-
cussed before. The explainability in NLP models helps in understanding the
underlying processes and decisions made by these models, which is crucial in
tasks like language generation, text classification, machine translation, sum-
marization, visual question answering, and many others, as shown in Table 9.
In the domain of language generation, Sheng et al. [158] used Transformer
models like GPT-2 to visualize attention in order to detect biases in language
models.

On the other hand, DeYoung et al. [49] explored rationale-based explana-
tions for text classification tasks across multiple datasets, including BoolQ
and e-SNLI, evaluating the explanations on metrics like fidelity, comprehen-
siveness, and sufficiency. Jacovi and Goldberg [78] and Ayyubi et al. [16]
extended the explainability to machine translation, summarization, and vi-
sual question answering. They employed transformer models and multimodal
transformer models, respectively, with the former focusing on faithfulness in
NLP models through question answering and the latter on rationale genera-
tion to improve answer accuracy and explanation quality.
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Furthermore, He et al. [67] and Alishahi et al. [9] explored explainability in
neural machine translation and machine reading comprehension, employing
models like BERT and Transformer-based models to annotate word impor-
tance and generate explanations, which were evaluated on various datasets
like 20NG, AGNews, IMDB, SQuAD 1.1, and e-SNLI. In the realm of natu-
ral language understanding and visual analysis of Transformer models, Zhou
et al. [210] and Hoover et al. [74] employed BERT and Transformer models,
including BERT, to visualize activations and attention and analyze learned
self-attention mechanisms.

Explainability also extends to commonsense reasoning, visual common-
sense reasoning, and interpretable NLP as explored by Lakhotia et al. [93],
Tang et al. [172], and Wiegreffe et al. [197]. They proposed various models
and methods like FiD-Ex, a dynamic working memory-based cognitive visual
commonsense reasoning network (DMVCR), and T5-based joint models to
generate rationales and predict answers with explanations. Lastly, transla-
tion quality estimation and text classification were explored by Plyler et al.
[139], Fomicheva et al. [57], and Chan et al. [36]. They employed models
like Transformer, BERT-based models, and UniREX (Uni-modal Rational-
ization and EXplanation) to predict post-editing efforts, visualize features,
and provide universal explainability in AI.

Table 9: Summary of XNLP Applications in Other Domains

Paper Task Model Explainability
Method

Dataset Metrics

[158] Language Gen-
eration

Transformer
models (GPT-
2, etc.)

Attention Vi-
sualization

WebText Automated bias
metrics

[67] Neural Ma-
chine Transla-
tion (NMT)

BERT Word Impor-
tance Anno-
tation

Various: 20NG,
AGNews, IMDB,
etc.

Accuracy, F1
Score, etc.

[49] Text Classi-
fication and
Rationale-
Based Expla-
nations

Various models Rationale-
based expla-
nations

Multiple Datasets
including BoolQ, e-
SNLI, etc.

Fidelity, Compre-
hensiveness, Suf-
ficiency

[78] Machine
Translation,
Summarization

Transformer
models

Question An-
swering for
Faithfulness

CNN/Daily Mail,
XSum, Multi30K

Fidelity score

[16] Visual Ques-
tion Answering

Multimodal
Transformer
model

Rationale
Generation

VQA v2.0 and
VizWiz

Answer Accu-
racy, Explanation
Quality
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Paper Task Model Explainability
Method

Dataset Metrics

[9] Machine Read-
ing Compre-
hension

Transformer-
based

Explanation
Generation

SQuAD 1.1, e-
SNLI

Fidelity, Sensibil-
ity, Sufficiency

[210] Natural Lan-
guage Under-
standing

BERT Visualization
of activations
and attention

BERT-based tasks’
datasets

N/A

[74] Visual Analysis
of Transformer
Models

Transformer
models (includ-
ing BERT)

Visualization
and analysis
of learned
self-attention
mechanisms

Not specified Not specified

[93] Extractive Ra-
tionale Genera-
tion

LSTM, BERT FiD-Ex VCR Exact Match Ac-
curacy, Rationale
F1

[172] Visual Com-
monsense
Reasoning

DMVCR Utilizes a dy-
namic work-
ing memory

VCR, Revisited-
VQA, BottomUp-
TopDown, MLB,
MUTAN, R2C

Datasets related
metrics

[197] Free-text
Rationale Gen-
eration

T5-based Joint
Models

Free-text
Natural
Language
Rationales

Commonsense
Question-
Answering, Nat-
ural Language
Inference

Robustness
Equivalence, Fea-
ture Importance
Agreement

[139] Neural Ma-
chine Transla-
tion

Transformer LIME, In-
tegrated
Gradients

MLQE-PE Pearson correla-
tion, Spearman
correlation, MAE

[57] Neural Ma-
chine Transla-
tion

BERT-based
models

Feature Visu-
alization

WMT Metrics
Shared Task

Pearson correla-
tion, Kendall’s
tau

[36] Text Classifica-
tion

UniREX Rationalization FEVER, Movie
Reviews

Metric scores (P,
R, F1), Explana-
tion Quality

In conclusion, XNLP’s applicability across diverse domains underscores
its impact beyond the applications mentioned before, while in these applica-
tions it plays a more important role because of their sensitive nature, like the
medical field. The connection of explainability within NLP models is cru-
cial in understanding their underlying mechanisms across various tasks such
as language generation, text classification, machine translation, and more.
This feature not only enhances transparency in AI-driven processes but also
improves trust and reliability in outcomes, especially in critical areas like
language bias detection, rationale generation, and visual question answer-
ing. The advancements in XNLP thus represent a crucial step towards more
accountable and understandable AI applications across various fields.
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According to the applications and studies that we covered, when exam-
ining the landscape of XNLP across various domains, some attractive com-
parisons can be made in terms of explainability techniques and their appli-
cations. In the medical field, where risks are high and accuracy is crucial,
the focus appears to be on clear, actionable insights using techniques such
as feature importance, transparent rule extraction, and rationale-based ex-
planations. This contrasts with finance, where risk assessment and fraud
detection hinge on models like BERT combined with techniques like layer-
wise relevance propagation and attention mechanisms. The attention mech-
anism’s popularity in finance might be attributed to its ability to highlight
critical features in vast financial transactions, making anomalous activities
more discernible.

Regarding CRM and chatbots, there is a clear emphasis on enhancing user
trust, comprehension, and overall experience. While both domains prioritize
user interaction, CRM tends to focus on sentiment analysis and customer
support, using models such as LSTM, BERT, and CNN. In contrast, conver-
sational AI relies more on attention distributions to explain decisions, aiming
to make chatbot responses as transparent and reliable as possible. This di-
vergence possibly stems from CRM’s need to interpret user sentiment from
varied expressions, while chatbots aim to offer coherent and contextually rel-
evant responses. Across both, the overarching theme is building user trust
through transparency

4. Critical aspects of XNLP

4.1. Evaluation Metrics: Quantifying Understanding

What does it mean to understand a model? To evaluate the effectiveness
of XNLP techniques, the level of comprehension provided by the explana-
tions must be quantified using appropriate evaluation metrics. Quantitative
metrics evaluate the correspondence between the explanation and the under-
lying model’s reasoning. Qualitative metrics offer insight into user percep-
tions, trust, and explanation satisfaction [55]. Quantitative metrics quantify
the numerical characteristics of the generated explanations. They include
fidelity, coherence, and completeness measurements.

The fidelity metric evaluates how accurately the explanations correspond
to the actual behavior of the NLP model. High-fidelity explanations accu-
rately represent the model’s decisions and generate the same exact predic-
tions as the original model. LIME [147] is a method for assessing fidelity
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that measures the congruence between explanations and model predictions.
Coherence is a measure of the explanation’s clarity. Coherent explanations
are logically sound, concise, and simple for humans to comprehend. Evalu-
ations of coherence frequently employ established language metrics such as
BLEU [134], ROUGE [102] or more advanced metrics like BERTScore, which
disentangles linguistic properties to assess coherence across tasks [88]. Com-
pleteness evaluates the explanation’s coverage, i.e., whether all the factors
that led to a decision are included. Techniques like SHAP [109] measure
completeness by considering each feature’s contribution to the prediction.

Qualitative metrics consist of subjective evaluations of explanations and
are frequently evaluated through user studies. These metrics evaluate user
confidence, satisfaction, and perceived transparency. Measurement tech-
niques include the goodness of explanations, the improvement of the au-
dience’s mental model induced by the explanations, and the impact of ex-
planations on model performance, trust, and audience reliance [14, 73, 121].
Some authors suggest that interpretability is a prerequisite for trust. Trust
can also be defined subjectively. For example, a person might feel more com-
fortable with a well-understood model, even if this understanding serves no
clear purpose. When training and deployment objectives diverge, trust might
indicate confidence that the model will perform well with respect to real ob-
jectives and scenarios [103]. Another aspect of user trust in an ML model
is the user’s comfort with relinquishing control to it. If the model tends to
make errors only on those types of inputs where humans also make mistakes,
and is generally accurate when humans are accurate, then one might trust
the model due to the absence of any anticipated cost associated with relin-
quishing control [103]. User trust can be measured through surveys where
users rate their level of trust in the model and its explanations after interact-
ing with it. Studies have shown that user trust can enhance the acceptance
and effective use of AI models in sensitive areas [14].

User satisfaction, defined as the acceptance and perception of the
model’s usefulness, is another critical metric [50]. Satisfaction measures the
degree to which users feel they understand the AI system or process being
explained. Asking users to rate the usefulness and helpfulness of explana-
tions can determine user satisfaction. In finance, for example, a user’s sat-
isfaction with an AI model that predicts stock market trends can determine
the model’s overall usefulness. Research indicates that higher satisfaction
levels correlate with better engagement and reliance on AI systems [73]. Ad-
ditionally, if a model itself is understandable, it is considered transparent.
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Perceived transparency is the degree to which users believe they under-
stand the decision-making process of a model based on its explanations. It is
typically evaluated through user self-reports regarding their perceived com-
prehension of the model’s reasoning. Enhanced transparency can lead to in-
creased trust and better decision-making outcomes [103]. While these metrics
offer valuable insights, they also have limitations. For instance, subjective
evaluations can be influenced by individual biases and the user’s prior expe-
rience with AI technologies. Moreover, the context in which these metrics
are applied can affect their reliability and validity. Despite these challenges,
integrating qualitative metrics into user studies remains a robust approach
to improving the interpretability and usability of AI models across various
domains [50]. Recent research by Søgaard [166] further elaborates on these
metrics, emphasizing the importance of context in evaluating explanations
and suggesting that context-aware evaluation metrics could enhance the rel-
evance and usability of XNLP explanations.

Table 10: Overview of Evaluation Metrics for XNLP Techniques

Type Metric Description Study

Quantitative
Fidelity Measures how accurately the explanations reflect

the model’s behavior.
[147]

Coherence Assesses the clarity and logical consistency of the
explanations.

[134]

Completeness Evaluates whether all relevant factors are included
in the explanations.

[109]

Qualitative
User Trust Measures the confidence users have in the model’s

explanations.
[103]

Satisfaction Gauges user acceptance and perceived usefulness
of the explanations.

[50]

Transparency Evaluates the perceived understanding of the
model’s reasoning.

[103]

4.2. Trade-offs and Challenges: The Price of Explanation
Explainability in NLP models frequently involves trade-offs. XNLP re-

quires a balance between the level of explainability and the model’s per-
formance. As Doshi-Velez and Kim [50] noted, increasing a model’s trans-
parency may reduce its accuracy, which may be due to the simplification of
the model or constraints placed on the modeling process to make it more
understandable. For instance, simpler models like linear regressions are eas-
ier to interpret but often less accurate than complex models like deep neural
networks, which capture complex patterns in data but are harder to explain.
Researchers and practitioners face the challenge of achieving a suitable bal-
ance between explainability and performance, as overly complex models can
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obscure the decision-making process, while overly simple models might not
perform well on complex tasks [50]. This explainability-performance trade-off
is particularly relevant in high-stakes fields such as healthcare and finance,
where accuracy and transparency are essential. reducing this trade-off in-
volves carefully designing models and employing explanation techniques that
provide transparency without compromising the model’s predictive power.
Techniques such as LIME and SHAP [109, 147] offer potential solutions, but
finding the optimal balance remains a challenging and active research topic.

Another important consideration is time complexity, which varies greatly
depending on the method used. Gradient-based techniques, such as SHAP,
need computation in the same order of complexity as the original training
aim, whereas attention weights, which are a result of training the model,
can be seen directly with minimal additional processing. A major area of
attention in current research is the variation in computational needs among
different XNLP approaches, with the goal of improving the scalability and
efficacy of XNLP models [165]. In the realm of XNLP, it is still difficult to
fully understand and optimize the trade-offs between computing efficiency
and the level of explanation given.Also, the growing size and complexity of
NLP models raises concerns about scalability, as seen by the appearance
of large transformer models like GPT-3 [31]. Clarifying these models’ pre-
dictions can increase the computational load associated with training them.
Scalability issues also arise when working with large databases or a variety of
application domains. For XNLP to be widely used, explanation approaches
must be flexible enough to be applied to a variety of industries, including
banking and healthcare.

In conclusion, XNLP has a lot of promise, but in order to reach its full po-
tential, it must overcome the challenges of explainability-performance trade-
offs, time complexity, and scalability. Refining these techniques allows the
power of XNLP to be better used across various critical applications. As [166]
highlights, the challenge of standardizing evaluation protocols across different
domains and applications is crucial for the fair assessment and comparison
of XNLP techniques.

4.3. Rationalization Techniques: Current Approaches and Challenges

In recent years, NLP models have made advancements, becoming increas-
ingly complex and capable of handling complex tasks. However, as these
models grow in complexity, the need for transparency and explainability be-
comes more urgent. This has given rise to Rational NLP (RNLP), a subset
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of XNLP, which focuses on creating understandable explanations for model
decisions [15, 144]. Although the concept of rationalization in NLP was in-
troduced in 2007 by Zaidan et al. [204], it is only in recent years that the
field has gained momentum, particularly with the focus on generating nat-
ural language explanations or rationales for model outputs [15, 144]. While
RNLP offers an approach to explaining model behaviour, the field is still in
its early stages. To fully explore its potential across fields of study, more
systematic study is required as it lacks an organized methodology. [144, 15].
The main goal of rationalization is to increase model transparency by provid-
ing clear explanations for decisions made by the model. The two main types
of rationalization techniques are extractive and abstractive rationalization.

Extractive rationalization techniques like LIME and Grad-CAM will con-
tinue to be central to the development of explainable NLP models. These
techniques provide a foundation by identifying and visualizing the key compo-
nents of input text that influence a model’s decisions [110]. However, future
research must focus on making these explanations more precise and tightly
aligned with the underlying decision-making processes of increasingly com-
plex models, such as transformers and large-scale language models [147, 96].
As an example of extractive rationalization is LIME, a technique that ap-
proximates the complex decision boundary of a model with a simpler local
model around a point of interest. In NLP tasks, LIME highlights words in
a sentence that contribute to the model’s prediction, allowing users to see
which parts of the input data are critical to the decision [147, 209]. Con-
versely, Grad-CAM, another technique, generates coarse localization maps
to visualize which regions in the input text are crucial for a model’s decision
by using gradients flowing into the final layers [96].

On the other hand, abstractive rationalization, which aims to generate
natural language explanations that may not be limited to the original input
text, presents exciting research opportunities. Advanced generation models,
such as sequence-to-sequence frameworks, offer the potential to create more
context-rich explanations that can bridge the gap between technical decisions
and human understanding [64]. However, these methods face challenges re-
lated to the precision and consistency of generated rationales. As models
become more powerful, it will be crucial to ensure that abstractive ratio-
nalizations accurately reflect the model’s logic, rather than providing overly
generalized or misleading summaries [157].Recent research in this domain,
such as Semantically Equivalent Adversarial Rules for Debugging Models
(SEARCH), showes the potential of generating human-readable rules that
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can maintain the accuracy of model predictions while offering more insight-
ful explanations [148]. The future development of such methods could enable
more flexible and detailed rationalizations, making AI systems more trans-
parent and comprehensible across a wider range of domains.

Despite the advances in these techniques, the field of rationalization faces
several challenges. One key issue is the phenomenon of “rationalization post
hoc”, where models generate plausible-sounding explanations that may not
reflect the actual decision-making process [161]. Furthermore, current eval-
uation metrics focus primarily on precision but fail to capture other critical
factors like coherence, conciseness, and comprehensibility, which are essential
for producing meaningful rationales [78]. Addressing these gaps is essential
for developing more reliable and transparent NLP systems. In conclusion,
while rationalization techniques such as LIME and Grad-CAM have made
important strides in enhancing the explainability of NLP models, the field
still faces critical challenges. The need for standardized evaluation met-
rics and more accurate representations of model reasoning remains pressing.
Overcoming these obstacles will require concerted research efforts aimed at
refining the current methods and developing new frameworks that balance
precision with interpretability and trustworthiness.

4.4. Human Evaluation and User Studies: Human in the Loop

Human evaluation and user research are crucial for assessing the impact
and effectiveness of XNLP techniques. Human-in-the-loop strategies incor-
porate feedback to validate and improve NLP-generated explanations. For
example, Søgaard [166] highlights the value of iterative feedback to better
align explanations with human cognition and usability. Similarly, Valvoda
and Cotterell [181] emphasize explainability in the legal domain, aiding pro-
fessionals in understanding model decisions. Along this line, Mosca et al.
[123] introduce IFAN, a framework for real-time human-NLP interaction to
debias and enhance performance.

With the growing prevalence of LLMs, the challenge of bias in data is
significant. Recent studies on counterfactual explanations [188] and fairness-
aware machine learning [52] further address bias reduction, promoting fair-
ness and transparency in XNLP. Similarly, Alkhaled et al. [10] introduced
Bipol, a novel metric focused on detecting social biases in text data, improv-
ing the fairness and transparency of models by comprehensively assessing
bias. These techniques not only mitigate biases but also enhance clarity and
refine models based on user preferences and needs.
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User happiness and trust, which are correlated with the perceived value
and caliber of explanations, are critical for the adoption and acceptance of
XNLP, as discussed in section 4.1. Finding out how satisfied users are with
the explanations given by NLP models through user research provides impor-
tant information about how effective these methods are thought to be. When
an AI system gives clear explanations for its decisions, users are more likely
to trust it [147]. Yet, biases in machine learning models, such as NLP models,
may produce unfair or unethical results, which may show up in the explana-
tions given by XNLP models and lead to misleading perceptions [140]. This
highlights how difficult it is to judge when a user is pleased enough with an
explanation. Because of cognitive biases or a lack of domain understanding,
users may be satisfied with poor explanations [117, 50]. In order to determine
how effectively explanations satisfy users’ requirements and preferences, user
studies and satisfaction surveys are essential [155]. Additionally, it is im-
portant to take into account the possibility that users could be mislead by
explanations that seem plausible on the surface but are ultimately false.

In conclusion, while technical considerations are crucial for developing
XNLP systems, a comprehensive understanding of these systems must also
account for the human element. Incorporating user studies, human-in-the-
loop approaches, and efforts to detect and reduce bias can enhance the effi-
cacy and trustworthiness of XNLP. In the reviewed research, only a minority
of studies considered human evaluation either during the modeling or vali-
dation phases.

4.5. Data and Code Availability: The Role of Open Science

One of the critical aspects of XNLP is the availability of data and code,
aligning well with the principles of Open Science. Open Science encapsulates
various facets including open data, open-source software, open journal access,
and reproducibility, which are essential for providing a transparent and col-
laborative research environment [156, 30, 47]. Tools like Ecco [6] contribute
to this openness by offering an interactive framework for explaining trans-
former models, helping researchers explore and understand model behavior
more transparently. ChatGPT, for instance, operates under a commercial
subscription model where its paid version (ChatGPT Plus) provides access
to GPT-4 with faster response times, while the free version only allows ac-
cess to GPT-3.5. These commercial offerings, while beneficial for some users,
contrast with open-source models in terms of transparency and accessibility
for research purposes [131]. Additionally, open-source models and open data
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are critical for ensuring transparency and accessibility, allowing researchers
to scrutinize training data, foster trust, and facilitate more robust scientific
advancements [25]. While performing the review, it was found that XNLP
researchers followed greatly to Open Science principles; most of the stud-
ies made their code publicly available, usually on sites such as GitHub 6 or
Zenodo 7. The high rate of code availability encourages transparency and
makes it easier for the scientific community as a whole to replicate and val-
idate the study findings. In terms of data accessibility, there is still need
for improvement, as fewer than half of the research had datasets that were
openly accessible. The difference highlights the necessity of addressing data
access, which is essential for publicly and cooperatively progressing the field
of XNLP.

The rise of open science is useful in clarifying and validating the work-
ings of XNLP models, thereby contributing to the broader understanding
and acceptance of XNLP methodologies within and beyond the scientific
community. Recent studies, including those by Søgaard [166], emphasize
the importance of standardized datasets and benchmark tasks to enable fair
and comprehensive evaluation of XNLP methods across different domains
and applications.n In conclusion, while technical considerations are essential
to developing XNLP systems, the adherence to open science principles fur-
ther enhances the transparency and reproducibility of research in this field,
contributing to its growth and maturity.

4.6. Future Directions and Research Opportunities in XNLP

XNLP can benefit from integrating XNLP and other ML techniques, such
as reinforcement learning (RL). RL is a subfield of ML in which an agent
learns to make decisions by interacting with an environment and receiving
rewards and penalties as feedback. RL has been applied in various NLP
applications, including dialogue systems and machine translation [99]. NLP,
particularly transformers and advanced models like GPT, is increasingly us-
ing RL. This method not only enhances the performance of these models but
also holds the potential to make tThem more explainable RL, by its nature of
learning through trial and error and receiving feedback, can be instrumental
in fine-tuning models to produce more accurate and contextually relevant
outputs. Additionally, the incorporation of RL strategies can contribute to

6https://github.com/
7https://zenodo.org/
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the development of models that are capable of providing clearer insights into
their decision-making processes, thereby increasing their explainability. This
aspect is especially valuable in domains where understanding the reasoning
behind model predictions is crucial [104].

The “chain of thought” reasoning, a concept where models articulate
intermediate reasoning steps, plays a critical role in making these models
more interpretable. For example, Wei et al. [194] show how chain of thought
prompting can improve the reasoning capabilities of LLMs. Recent research,
such as the work by Ehsan et al. [54] on generating explanations for RL
decision-making in a gaming context, has begun to investigate this concept.
However, integrating RL and XNLP is still in its infancy, offering various
research opportunities for exploration and analysis.

Another promising direction for XNLP is the development of hybrid mod-
els that combine various machine-learning techniques. These models combine
the strengths of various techniques to overcome their limitations. Integrat-
ing rule-based systems and neural networks is one example of this strategy.
Rule-based systems are interpretable and easily comprehensible by humans,
whereas neural networks have powerful predictive capabilities and can gen-
eralize to new data. By combining these techniques, researchers can likely
produce robust and interpretable models [170]. Recent research Weber et al.
[193] presented a hybrid model for interpretable question answering that
combines rule-based reasoning with deep learning. Their model employs a
rule-based system for explicit reason over a knowledge base, while a neural
network is taught to deal with implicit, fuzzy reasoning. Developing and
investigating hybrid models is a opportunity for XNLP. Researchers can de-
sign NLP systems that do not sacrifice performance or explainability by suc-
cessfully integrating different approaches, paving the way for more effective,
transparent, and trustworthy AI.

Explainable dialogue systems is an additional promising area of research
where transparent and interpretable conversational agents can provide co-
herent and meaningful responses while explaining their suggestions or rec-
ommendations. The work of Sarkar et al. [154] exemplifies the potential
of this direction by introducing an explainable dialogue system based on a
transformer-based model. Their system shows how conversational agents can
provide coherent and meaningful responses while explaining their reasoning.
This transparency increases user confidence and contributes to an improved
user experience.

Explainable social media analytics is another emerging field where NLP
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techniques can provide insight into the motivations, emotions, and influences
that drive social media discussions. This can aid in comprehending pub-
lic opinion, identifying trends, and combating misinformation and fake news.
Personalized and adaptive explainability is a frontier of research investigating
the customization of explanations based on user preferences, domain exper-
tise, or cultural background. The goal of personalized explainability is to
tailor the level and format of explanations to the specific needs of each user,
thereby enhancing their understanding and confidence in the NLP system.
XAI and rational AI (RAI) may benefit from rationalization techniques that
generate concise explanations or summaries. These techniques can assist in
bridging the gap between complex models and human comprehension by pro-
viding explanations highlighting the most important and relevant data. This
research direction’s potential is illuminated by work like that of Bovet and
Makse [27], which examines the spread of information and user behavior on
social media networks using explainable models.

As NLP systems become more individualized, there is a growing interest
in customizing explainability for specific users. This research direction, per-
sonalized and adaptive explainability, aims to adapt the level and format of
explanations to the specific needs of individual users, thereby enhancing their
understanding and confidence in the NLP system [91]. The significance of
this direction is showed by research such as that of Abdul et al. [1] in devel-
oping a framework for personalized explanations in intelligent systems. They
illustrate how explanations can be customized based on user preferences, do-
main knowledge, or cultural factors. This customization ensures that the
explanations are relevant, applicable, and understandable to the particular
user, thereby promoting a more efficient and satisfying interaction with the
system.

As XNLP continues to evolve, the future of rationalization techniques
holds promise for creating more human-centered, interpretable model expla-
nations. While existing methods, such as extractive and abstractive rational-
ization, have already shown their potential, there remain opportunities for
improvement and expansion. Ongoing research must address critical issues
such as the “rationalization post hoc” problem and the need for standardized
evaluation metrics that encompass coherence, conciseness, and comprehensi-
bility—criteria that go beyond mere precision [78]. he work of Yu et al. [202]
in training models to generate rationalizations showes the potential of ratio-
nalization techniques within the domains of XAI and RAI. Their research
involved the development of models to generate human-comprehensible jus-
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tifications for their decisions, thereby fostering interpretability and trust.

5. Conclusion

In this article, we have explored the landscape of XNLP with a particular
emphasis on its practical deployment and real-world applications across var-
ious domains. The main aim was to address the critical gap in the literature
by providing a detailed examination of how XNLP systems can be effectively
applied across various domains to enhance user understanding, transparency,
and trust in machine learning models. We began by discussing the advance-
ments in NLP technologies and the inherent challenges associated with the
black-box nature of complex models. The necessity for transparency in these
models was highlighted, particularly in high-risk fields like healthcare and
finance, where decisions based on model predictions can have and lasting
impacts. Then, we investigated XNLP techniques for various modeling, in-
cluding traditional models like Bag of Words and TF-IDF, embedding models
such as Word2Vec and GloVe, and advanced transformer models like BERT.
We elaborated on the interpretability and explainability techniques relevant
to these models, such as attention visualization, rationalization techniques,
and gradient-based methods, which aim to demystify the decision-making
processes of NLP systems.

We examined the application of XNLP across seven key domains, high-
lighting its broad impact and versatility. In the field of medicine, XNLP
facilitates the analysis of electronic health records and medical literature,
providing clear, actionable insights that support clinical decision-making and
improve patient care. In finance, it enhances risk assessment and fraud detec-
tion systems, making financial processes more transparent and reliable, with
a particular emphasis on explainability in credit scoring and firm valuation
to ensure fair and accountable financial practices. For systematic reviews, it
automates the review process and offers clear explanations for study selection
and data extraction, thereby improving efficiency and transparency and aid-
ing researchers in managing vast amounts of scientific literature. In CRM,
it improves sentiment analysis and customer support automation, offering
transparent and context-aware responses that enhance customer engagement
and satisfaction. It also plays a crucial role in chatbots and conversational
AI, enabling these agents to provide clear, context-aware explanations for
their responses, which in turn improves user trust and satisfaction. In so-
cial and behavioral science, it aids in the detection of sexism, hate speech,
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and fake news, offering transparent and interpretable insights into social me-
dia and other text data. Lastly, in human resources, it can be applied to
automate and explain processes in recruitment and employee management,
ensuring fair and unbiased decision-making.

We also explored the critical aspects of XNLP, emphasizing the need for
appropriate evaluation metrics to measure comprehension and the trade-offs
between explainability and model performance. In particular, we highlighted
the limitations of rationalization methods and the importance of clearer ex-
planations to enhance model trust. Furthermore, we underscored the sig-
nificance of human evaluation and user studies, focusing on areas such as
bias detection and mitigation, user satisfaction, and trust. Finally, we dis-
cussed future directions and opportunities for research in XNLP. We dis-
cussed the integration of explainability with other ML techniques, such as
RL, and emerging research directions, including explainable dialogue sys-
tems, explainable social media analytics, personalized and adaptive explain-
ability, and the promising role of rationalization in XAI.

In conclusion, XNLP is a rapidly evolving field with implications for NLP
models’ transparency, trustworthiness, and accountability. These models can
improve user comprehension, enable informed decision-making, and facilitate
human-AI collaboration by explicating their decisions. Integrating explain-
able techniques into NLP models will continue to drive advancements in
this field, resulting in more transparent, interpretable, and trustworthy AI
systems as research progresses.nAccordingly, the need to synthesize knowl-
edge, identify trends, and explore unanswered research questions will be high-
lighted.
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Appendix A. Appendix

Appendix A.1. Research Methodology

To start our research, we did a full literature search on Scopus, Google
Scholar, etc using related keywords. This gave us the first set of scholarly
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pieces that were relevant. This dataset was used as the basis for the biblio-
metric analysis done with VOSviewer 8. This made it easier to find core
articles, keywords, and their connections, which added more linked keywords
to our dataset. After doing the bibliometric analysis, we used ASReview to
look at the literature in more detail for each application we found in our study
domain. Active learning methods in ASReview 9 helped find the best arti-
cle for each application by screening the enriched dataset in a planned way.
This gave detailed information about each application. The combination of
VOSviewer for bibliometric analysis and ASReview for targeted literature
review created a strong, iterative method that not only sped up the litera-
ture analysis process but also helped us gain a deeper understanding of the
topic. This set the stage for a thorough examination of the uses, problems,
and potential future directions of XNLP. The overall path to finding related
articles is as below.

1. Data Sources: used reputable databases and digital libraries including IEEE
Xplore, ACL, ACM Digital Library, Google Scholar, and Scopus to form the foun-
dation of our literature dataset.

2. Search Strategy: Employed a structured search methodology by querying
the terms “explainable AI” and “natural language processing” within the title,
abstract, and keywords of publications, spanning the time interval from 2018 to
2024.

3. Bibliometric Analysis: useed VOSviewer in conjunction with Scopus anal-
ysis for bibliographic examination, facilitating the construction of co-occurrence
networks of scientific keywords and connections between articles.

4. Initial Results: The search and bibliometric analysis yielded 217 related
papers along with 130 connections between articles, presenting an initial picture
of the literature landscape.

5. Data Cleaning: Employed data cleaning techniques to consolidate similar
keywords and remove duplicates, refining the dataset down to 135 papers that are
more directly related to the research themes.

6. Targeted Literature Retrieval: used ASReview to systematically screen the
refined dataset, identifying the most relevant articles for each application within
the domain of XNLP.

Bibliographic analysis, with a particular emphasis on keyword co-occurrence
analysis, enabled us to identify our research field’s primary themes and de-
velopments. Using VOSviewer, we made networks of scientific keywords. In

8https://www.vosviewer.com/.
9https://asreview.nl/.
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these networks, connections between keywords are established based on their
co-occurrence. We intend to analyze bibliometric networks using VOSviewer,
with our bibliographic database Scopus files serving as input. The number
of articles over time, and their sources based on Scopus analysis, is shown in
Figure A.1.
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Figure A.1: The number of articles by year and its source are based on Scopus analysis

Through advanced document search, we identified 217 relevant papers
that include “explainable AI” and “natural language processing” in the title,
abstract, or keywords. We are keen to elucidate our network map, where the
items are represented by keywords including both author and index keywords.
After employing data cleaning to consolidate similar keywords, we enhanced
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the precision of our map. A link between any pair of keywords known as
a co-occurrence link exists; each link’s strength is represented by a positive
numerical value. The higher this value, the more robust the connection,
indicating the number of publications where two keywords occur together.
Figure A.2 provides a visual representation of the network.

Figure A.2: Network visualization in VOSviewer

The cluster density visualization is portrayed in Figure five, available only
if keywords are assigned to clusters. This visualization reveals the density
of items separately for each set of keywords, and the color at a point in
the visualization is a blend of different cluster colors. In keyword density
visualization (Figure A.3), the color at a point indicates the density, with
colors ranging from blue to yellow depending on the number and weight of
neighboring items.
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Figure A.3: Item density visualization in VOSviewer

The keywords overlay visualization, as shown in Figure A.4, parallels the
keywords network visualization but differentiates in coloring. In our network,
a keyword’s color is influenced by the average publication per year score,
ranging from blue (lowest score) to red (highest score).

Figure A.4: Overlay visualization in VOSviewer
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Following the bibliometric analysis and keyword co-occurrence network
construction, we employed ASReview to systematically identify the most
relevant articles for each identified application within our research domain.
ASReview, an AI-aided open-source software for systematic reviews, facil-
itated an efficient and targeted exploration of the literature. Utilizing the
active learning capabilities of ASReview, we were able to narrow down the
vast pool of literature to pinpoint the most relevant article for each appli-
cation. This process was iterative, where the outcomes from the VOSviewer
analysis informed the keywords and parameters used in ASReview, creating
a feedback loop that enhanced the precision and relevance of our literature
retrieval.

The application of ASReview was particularly instrumental in addressing
the challenges posed by the extensive body of literature, enabling a more
focused and effective extraction of relevant articles. The software’s Oracle
Mode was used to screen the articles, with the Exploration Mode aiding
in understanding the distribution and relevance of identified literature, and
the Simulation Mode providing validation for the applied algorithms. This
multi-modal approach ensured a thorough and delicate understanding of the
literature, paving the way for a comprehensive review of the applications,
challenges, and future directions of Explainable NLP and RNLP. The ta-
ble A.11 presents the count of final related papers identified across various
applications:

Table A.11: Number of Final Related Papers in Different Applications

No. Application No. Papers

1 Medicine 12

2 Finance 10

3 Systematic Reviews 5

4 CRM 12

5 Chatbots and Conversational AI 5

6 Social and Behavioral Science 11

7 HR 7

8 Different tasks in Other Applications 15

This methodology offers an complex and multifaceted view of the litera-
ture, enabling a delicate understanding of the subject matter. By using visual
tools and quantitative metrics, we can systematically explore and present the
relationship between key terms and concepts in explainable AI and natural
language processing. Future research may expand upon these methodologies
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to further refine and extend our understanding of this dynamic and rapidly
evolving field.

Appendix A.2. Terminology

The field of XNLP is marked by an array of specific terms, concepts,
and methods that define its unique characteristics and scope. This section
provides essential definitions to ensure a comprehensive understanding of the
subject matter and facilitate a clear and coherent reading experience. These
terms are central to the discussions and analyses presented in the subsequent
sections of this review.

• Natural Language Processing (NLP): A branch of artificial intelligence that
focuses on the interaction between computers and humans using natural
language, enabling computers to interpret, recognize, and generate human
language.

• XNLP (eNLP): An area of NLP that emphasizes the understanding and
interpretability of machine learning models. It seeks to make models’ logic,
decisions, and operations comprehensible to humans.

• Rational NLP (RNLP): An extension of NLP that integrates reasoning ca-
pabilities into NLP systems, enabling them to provide logical justifications
for their outputs or decisions.

• Embedding Models: Methods used to represent words, phrases, and sentences
in a continuous vector space, which can capture semantic meanings.

• Transformer Models: A type of neural network architecture that relies on
self-attention mechanisms to process input data in parallel rather than se-
quentially, allowing for more efficient training and handling of long-range
dependencies in text.

• Rationalization Techniques: Approaches used to provide explanations or
justifications for the decisions made by NLP models.

• Explainability-Performance Balance: A trade-off considering the complexity
and accuracy of a model against its interpretability. More complex models
might perform better but are often less interpretable.

• Human-in-the-Loop (HITL): An approach where human judgment is in-
volved in the training, tuning, or evaluation of machine learning models
to ensure alignment with human values, ethics, and understanding.
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• Rational AI (RAI): A subfield focusing on the alignment of AI decision-
making processes with logical and interpretable rationales.

• Interpretability Metrics: Quantitative measures are used to evaluate the de-
gree of interpretability of machine learning models, aiding in the assessment
of the explainability and transparency of models.

• Explanatory Visualization: Visual representations are designed to elucidate
the inner workings, decisions, or outputs of machine learning models, en-
hancing human understanding and trust in the models.

Appendix A.3. Declaration of generative AI and AI-assisted technologies in
the writing process

During the preparation of this work, the authors used ChatGPT 3.5 from
OpenAI to check grammar and make other writing corrections to improve the
readability and language of the manuscript. After using this tool, the authors
reviewed and edited the content as needed and took full responsibility for the
published article.

Appendix A.4. Funding sources

This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in
the public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.

References

[1] Abdul, A., Vermeulen, J., Wang, D., Lim, B. Y., and Kankanhalli, M. (2018).
Trends and trajectories for explainable, accountable and intelligible systems:
An hci research agenda. In Proceedings of the 2018 CHI conference on human
factors in computing systems, pages 1–18.

[2] Abro, A. A., Talpur, M. S. H., and Jumani, A. K. (2023). Natural language
processing challenges and issues: A literature review. Gazi University Journal
of Science, pages 1–1.

[3] Ahmed, T., Ivan, S., Munir, A., and Ahmed, S. (2024). Decoding depression:
Analyzing social network insights for depression severity assessment with trans-
formers and explainable ai. Natural Language Processing Journal, 7:100079.

[4] Akkasi, A. (2024). Job description parsing with explainable transformer based
ensemble models to extract the technical and non-technical skills. Natural Lan-
guage Processing Journal, 9:100102.

48



[5] Alabi, R. O., Elmusrati, M., Leivo, I., Almangush, A., and Mäkitie, A. A.
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via task embeddings. In Calzolari, N., Béchet, F., Blache, P., Choukri, K., Cieri,
C., Declerck, T., Goggi, S., Isahara, H., Maegaard, B., Mariani, J., Mazo, H.,
Odijk, J., and Piperidis, S., editors, Proceedings of the Thirteenth Language Re-
sources and Evaluation Conference, pages 633–647, Marseille, France. European
Language Resources Association.

[163] Silver, D., Schrittwieser, J., Simonyan, K., Antonoglou, I., Huang, A., Guez,
A., et al. (2016). Mastering the game of go with deep neural networks and tree
search. Nature, 529(7587):484–489.

[164] Simonyan, K., Vedaldi, A., and Zisserman, A. (2013). Deep inside convo-
lutional networks: Visualising image classification models and saliency maps.
CoRR, abs/1312.6034.

[165] Singh, S., Ribeiro, M. T., and Guestrin, C. (2016). Programs as black-box
explanations. ArXiv, abs/1611.07579.

[166] Søgaard, A. (2021). Explainable natural language processing. Morgan &
Claypool Publishers.

[167] Song, C. and Raghunathan, A. (2020). Information leakage in embedding
models. In Proceedings of the 2020 ACM SIGSAC conference on computer and
communications security, pages 377–390.

64



[168] Soni, A. and Dubey, S. (2024). The impact of ai-powered chatbots on cus-
tomer satisfaction in e-commerce marketing (tam approach). Journal of Public
Relations and Advertising, 3(1):12–18.

[169] Sonkar, S., Waters, A. E., and Baraniuk, R. (2020). Attention word embed-
ding. In International Conference on Computational Linguistics.

[170] Sun, H., Bedrax-Weiss, T., and Cohen, W. (2019). PullNet: Open Domain
Question Answering with Iterative Retrieval on Knowledge Bases and Text. In
Proceedings of the 2019 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language
Processing and the 9th International Joint Conference on Natural Language
Processing (EMNLP-IJCNLP), pages 2380–2390, Hong Kong, China. ACL An-
thology.

[171] Sundararajan, M., Taly, A., and Yan, Q. (2017). Axiomatic attribution for
deep networks. In International conference on machine learning, pages 3319–
3328. PMLR.

[172] Tang, X., Huang, X., Zhang, W., Child, T. B., Hu, Q., Liu, Z., and Zhang, J.
(2021). Cognitive visual commonsense reasoning using dynamic working mem-
ory. In Big Data Analytics and Knowledge Discovery: 23rd International Con-
ference, DaWaK 2021, Virtual Event, September 27–30, 2021, Proceedings 23,
pages 81–93. Springer.

[173] TechTarget (2024a). Context window. Accessed: 2024-08-04.

[174] TechTarget (2024b). Gpt-4o explained: Everything you need to know. Ac-
cessed: 2024-08-04.

[175] Teijema, J. J., de Bruin, J., Bagheri, A., and van de Schoot, R. (2023a).
Large-scale simulation study of active learning models for systematic reviews.
1.

[176] Teijema, J. J., Seuren, S., Anadria, D., Bagheri, A., and van de Schoot, R.
(2023b). Simulation-based active learning for systematic reviews: A systematic
review of the literature.

[177] Tenney, I., Wexler, J., Bastings, J., Bolukbasi, T., Coenen, A., Gehrmann,
S., Jiang, E., Pushkarna, M., Radebaugh, C., Reif, E., and Yuan, A. (2020).
The language interpretability tool: Extensible, interactive visualizations and
analysis for NLP models. In Liu, Q. and Schlangen, D., editors, Proceedings
of the 2020 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing:
System Demonstrations, pages 107–118, Online. ACL Anthology.

65



[178] Threado (2024). How ai chatbots improve customer engagement and reten-
tion. Accessed: 2024-08-04.

[179] Tjoa, E. and Guan, C. (2020). A survey on explainable artificial intelligence
(xai): Toward medical xai. IEEE transactions on neural networks and learning
systems, 32(11):4793–4813.

[180] Tsai, C.-P., Yeh, C.-K., and Ravikumar, P. (2023). Faith-shap: The faithful
shapley interaction index. Journal of Machine Learning Research, 24(94):1–42.

[181] Valvoda, J. and Cotterell, R. (2024). Towards explainability in legal out-
come prediction models. In North American Chapter of the Association for
Computational Linguistics. ACL Anthology.

[182] van de Schoot, R., de Bruin, J., Schram, R., Zahedi, P., de Boer, J., Wei-
jdema, F., Kramer, B., Huijts, M., Hoogerwerf, M., Ferdinands, G., Harkema,
A., Willemsen, J., Ma, Y., Fang, Q., Hindriks, S., Tummers, L., and Oberski,
D. L. (2021). An open source machine learning framework for efficient and
transparent systematic reviews. Nat Mach Intell, 3(2):125–133. Number: 2
Publisher: Nature Publishing Group.

[183] Van der Maaten, L. and Hinton, G. (2008). Visualizing data using t-SNE.
Journal of machine learning research, 9(11). ISBN: 1532-4435.

[184] Varshney, K. R. and Alemzadeh, H. (2017). On the safety of machine learn-
ing: Cyber-physical systems, decision sciences, and data products. Big data,
5(3):246–255. ISBN: 2167-6461 Publisher: Mary Ann Liebert, Inc. 140 Huguenot
Street, 3rd Floor New Rochelle, NY 10801 USA.

[185] Vaswani, A., Shazeer, N., Parmar, N., Uszkoreit, J., Jones, L., Gomez, A. N.,
Kaiser,  L., and Polosukhin, I. (2023). Attention is all you need study notes.

[186] Vilone, G. and Longo, L. (2020). Explainable artificial intelligence: a sys-
tematic review. abs/2006.00093.

[187] Vogelsang, D. C. and Erickson, B. J. (2020). Magician’s corner: 6. tensorflow
and tensorboard.

[188] Wachter, S., Mittelstadt, B., and Russell, C. (2017). Counterfactual expla-
nations without opening the black box: Automated decisions and the GDPR.
Harv. JL & Tech., 31:841. Publisher: HeinOnline.

66



[189] Wallace, E., Wang, Y., Li, S., Singh, S., and Gardner, M. (2019). Do nlp
models know numbers? probing numeracy in embeddings. In Conference on
Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing.

[190] Wang, L., Cheng, Y., Xiang, A., Zhang, J., and Yang, H. (2024). Application
of natural language processing in financial risk detection. abs/2406.09765.

[191] Wang, Y. (2019). Single training dimension selection for word embedding
with pca. abs/1909.01761.

[192] Wattenberg, M., Viégas, F., and Johnson, I. (2016). How to use t-sne effec-
tively. Distill, 1(10):e2.

[193] Weber, L., Minervini, P., Munchmeyer, J., Leser, U., and Rocktäschel, T.
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