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Abstract

Contextual utility theory integrates context-sensitive factors
into utility-based decision-making models. It stresses the
importance of understanding individual decision-makers’
preferences, values, and beliefs and the situational factors
that affect them. Contextual utility theory benefits explain-
able Al. First, it can improve transparency and understand-
ing of how Al systems affect decision-making. It can reveal
Al model biases and limitations by considering personal
preferences and context. Second, contextual utility theory
can make Al systems more personalized and adaptable to
users and stakeholders. Al systems can better meet user
needs and values by incorporating demographic and cul-
tural data. Finally, contextual utility theory promotes ethi-
cal Al development and social responsibility. Al developers
can create ethical systems that benefit society by consider-
ing contextual factors like societal norms and values. This
work, demonstrates how contextual utility theory can im-
prove Al system transparency, personalization, and ethics,
benefiting both users and developers.
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Introduction

Decision theory and utility theory are important concepts in
the field of explainable artificial intelligence (XAI)[6, 16, 7].
These theories provide a framework for making informed
and rational decisions in uncertain environments.

Decision theory is a branch of mathematics that deals with
the process of making decisions in situations where there

is uncertainty about the outcomes of different choices|[5, 3,
15, 14]. It provides a systematic approach for analyzing and
choosing between different options based on the available
information and the decision-maker’s preferences. Decision
theory considers factors such as risk, uncertainty, and the
potential outcomes of each choice in order to determine the
best course of action.

Utility theory is a sub field of decision theory that focuses
on the quantification of preferences[13, 4, 2, 1]. It assumes
that individuals have a preference ordering over different
outcomes, and that these preferences can be represented
as a numerical value, known as utility. The utility of an out-
come is calculated based on the individual’s preferences
and the decision-maker’s assessment of the likelihood of
different outcomes. By combining decision theory and util-
ity theory, organisations can make informed and rational
decisions that reflect their goals and values[10, 9, 11].

To understand the concept of utility, it is helpful to consider
an example. Suppose you are trying to decide between two
job offers, one that pays more but requires a longer com-
mute and one that pays less but is closer to your home. The
decision involves two attributes, salary and commute time,
and you must decide which attribute is more important to
you. To evaluate the job offers, you must first assign util-

ity scores to each attribute at each level. For example, you
might assign a utility score of 0.8 to a salary of $80, 000 and
a utility score of 0.5 to a salary of $60, 000. Similarly, you

might assign a utility score of 0.5 to a commute time of 30
minutes and a utility score of 0.3 to a commute time of 60
minutes.

Once you have assigned utility scores to each attribute at
each level, you can calculate the overall utility of each job
offer. This involves weighting the utility scores for each at-
tribute by their relative importance, which is typically ex-
pressed as a percentage. For example, you might assign a
weight of 60% to salary and a weight of 40% to commute
time, reflecting your priorities.

The overall utility of each job offer is then calculated as a
weighted sum of the utility scores for each attribute, using
the weights assigned to each attribute. For example, the
overall utility of the first job offer might be calculated as fol-
lows:

0.8+%0.6+0.5%0.4=0.68 (1)

This means that the first job offer has an overall utility of
0.68, which reflects how well it satisfies your preferences
and goals.

The process of assigning utility scores and weights to at-
tributes is subjective, and different decision-makers may
assign different scores and weights based on their prefer-
ences and goals. This subjectivity is one of the strengths of
utility theory, as it allows decision-makers to express their
priorities in a meaningful way.

In the context of XAl, decision theory and utility theory play
an important role in ensuring that Al systems are transpar-
ent and explainable[8]. By incorporating these theories into
Al systems, organisations can ensure that decisions are
made in a systematic and consistent manner, and that the



reasoning behind decisions is easily understood. This helps
to build trust in the Al system and ensures that decisions
are aligned with the goals and values of the organisation.

Importance and Influence

In utility theory, “importance” and “influence” are both key
concepts that are used to make decisions based on multiple
criteria.

Importance refers to the degree to which each attribute is
valued or weighted in the decision-making process. In other
words, it represents the decision maker’s preferences or pri-
orities for each attribute. Importance is typically expressed
as a numerical value or a weight, and it can be subjective
or objective depending on the decision maker’s goals and
objectives.

For example, in choosing a new car, one person may con-
sider fuel efficiency to be the most important attribute, and
so they might assign a higher weight to it in the decision-
making process. Another person may prioritize safety, and
so they would assign a higher weight to the car’s safety rat-

ing.

Influence refers to the degree to which each attribute af-
fects the overall utility or value of the decision. In other
words, it represents the objective or subjective impact of
each attribute on the decision. Influence can be expressed
as a number or a ranking, and it is usually determined
based on empirical data, expert opinions, or the decision
maker’s past experience.

For example, in the car-buying scenario, fuel efficiency
might have a greater influence on the overall value of the
car than the safety rating or the price. This would mean that
changes in the fuel efficiency would have a bigger impact
on the decision than changes in the safety rating or price.

In summary, importance and influence are both used in util-
ity theory to help decision-makers make choices based on
multiple criteria. Importance reflects the decision maker’s
priorities, while influence reflects the objective or subjective
impact of each attribute on the decision.

Contextual Utility Theory in XAl

Contextual Utility Theory (CUT) is a framework that allows
for the development of XAl models. CUT focuses on the
context in which decisions are made, and how this context
can be used to provide explanations for the output of an Al
model. In this work, we will explore the principles of CUT,
how it can be used to develop XAl models, and provide ex-
amples of its application in various domains.

Principles of Contextual Utility Theory

The fundamental principle of CUT is that the utility of a de-
cision is not fixed, but rather a function of the context in
which the decision is made. This means that the same de-
cision can have different utilities in different contexts. For
example, the decision to purchase a car may have a differ-
ent utility for a single person living in the city compared to a
family living in a rural area. This is because the context in
which the decision is being made affects the value that the
decision provides. By integrating user-specific information,
such as demographic or cultural factors, Al systems can tai-
lor their outputs to better align with the needs and values
of their users. Finally, contextual utility theory can help pro-
mote ethical decision-making and social responsibility in Al
development. By accounting for contextual factors such as
societal norms or values, Al developers can design systems
that align with broader ethical principles and promote pos-
itive social outcomes and this has been further elaborated
in this position paper from the previous year’s edition [12]
which emphasis that explainability should be grounded in
social contexts.



CUT provides a way to account for context in decision-
making by using contextual variables. Contextual variables
are variables that describe the context in which a decision
is made. For example, in the loan approval example, con-
textual variables may include the credit score of the appli-
cant, the applicant’s employment status, and the purpose
of the loan. These variables are used to calculate the util-
ity of a decision, which is then used to determine the best
course of action. The CUT framework also incorporates the
principle of explainability. Explainability refers to the ability
of an Al model to provide a clear and understandable ex-
planation for its decisions. By using contextual variables to
calculate utility, CUT allows for the creation of models that
can provide explanations that are tied to the specific context
in which the decision is being made. This makes it easier
for users to understand the decision-making process of the
model and to trust its output. CUT can be mathematically
represented using a utility function that takes into account
the individual’'s preferences and the context in which the
decision is being made. The utility function:

U(z,c) =u(z) +v(c) 2)

where U is the overall utility, x is the decision variable, c is
the contextual variable, u(z) is the individual’s preference
function for the decision variable, and v(c) is the contextual
value function.

For example, consider a restaurant recommendation Al sys-
tem that takes into account the user’s preferences and the
contextual factors such as the time of day and the user’s
location. The utility function for this Al system could be rep-
resented as:

U(x,c) = u(z)+v(c) = al(r)+a2(p)+L1(t)+52(d) (3)

where x is the recommendation (i.e., a particular restau-
rant), c is the context, r is the restaurant’s rating, p is the
price, t is the time of day, and d is the distance to the restau-
rant. The parameters « and (3 represent the weights as-
signed to each factor based on the user’s preferences.

The user’s preference function w(z) can be represented as:

u(z) = al(r) + a2(p) (4)

where al and o2 are the weights assigned to the restau-
rant’s rating and price, respectively. The contextual value
function v(c) can be represented as:

v(c) = B1(t) + 52(d) (5)

where (51 and 32 are the weights assigned to the time of
day and distance to the restaurant, respectively.

Using this utility function, the Al system can recommend
restaurants that have the highest utility value based on the
user’s individual preferences and the specific context in
which the decision is being made. By providing an inter-
pretable and transparent decision-making process, this ap-
proach can help users understand why certain recommen-
dations are being made and build trust in the Al system.

Using Contextual Utility Theory in Explainable Al

CUT can be used to develop XAl models in a variety of do-
mains, including finance, healthcare, and autonomous ve-
hicles. In each domain, contextual variables can be used to
calculate the utility of a decision and provide explanations
for the model’s output.



» Loan Approval - One example of the application of
CUT in finance is the loan approval process. In the
loan approval process, a lender must decide whether
to approve or reject a loan application. To make this
decision, the lender considers various factors such as
the applicant’s credit score, employment status, and
the purpose of the loan. To develop an XAl model
using CUT, the lender could use these factors as con-
textual variables. The model could then use these
variables to calculate the utility of approving or reject-
ing the loan. The output of the model could then be
explained based on the context of the application. For
example, the model may explain that a loan was re-
jected because the applicant’s credit score was too
low or because the purpose of the loan did not align
with the lender’s policies.

» Medical Diagnosis - Another example of the applica-
tion of CUT is in the field of healthcare. In healthcare,
a physician must make a diagnosis based on the pa-
tient’s symptoms and medical history. The physician
may use a variety of diagnostic tests to help with this
process. To develop an XAl model using CUT, the
physician could use the patient’s medical history, age,
and other relevant factors as contextual variables.
The model could then use these variables to calcu-
late the utility of different diagnoses. The output of
the model could then be explained based on the con-
text of the patient. For example, the model may ex-
plain that a particular diagnosis was made because
the patient had a history of similar symptoms or be-
cause the patient was of a certain age.

Conclusion
In conclusion, contextual utility theory offers a valuable
framework for developing explainable Al systems. By tak-

ing into account the various contextual factors that influence
decision-making, such as user preferences and the nature
of the task at hand, this theory provides a more nuanced
approach to modeling and interpreting Al outputs.

One of the key benefits of contextual utility theory is that

it enables Al systems to generate more personalized rec-
ommendations and decisions. By incorporating individual
preferences and situational factors, these systems can bet-
ter adapt to the needs of different users and deliver more
tailored outputs. Moreover, contextual utility theory can help
to identify potential biases and limitations in Al systems,
and enable developers to mitigate these issues in order to
improve overall performance and reliability.

Overall, contextual utility theory represents a promising di-
rection for the development of explainable Al systems. As
the field continues to evolve, it will be important to explore
further how this theory can be applied in practice and re-
fined to improve the accuracy, transparency, and ethical
implications of Al decision-making. By embracing these
principles, we can work towards creating more trustworthy
and effective Al systems that benefit society as a whole.
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