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Fig. 1. Our Explanatory Model Steering system consists of four aspects: (1) an explanation dashboard for providing explainability of
prediction models, (2) domain expert driven model steering, (3) manual and automated data configuration approaches for fine-tuning
the training data, and (4) updating prediction models and explanations on the configured data.

With the increasing adoption of Artificial Intelligence (AI) systems in high-stake domains, such as healthcare, effective collaboration
between domain experts and AI is imperative. To facilitate effective collaboration between domain experts and AI systems, we
introduce an Explanatory Model Steering system that allows domain experts to steer prediction models using their domain knowledge.
The system includes an explanation dashboard that combines different types of data-centric and model-centric explanations and allows
prediction models to be steered through manual and automated data configuration approaches. It allows domain experts to apply their
prior knowledge for configuring the underlying training data and refining prediction models. Additionally, our model steering system
has been evaluated for a healthcare-focused scenario with 174 healthcare experts through three extensive user studies. Our findings
highlight the importance of involving domain experts during model steering, ultimately leading to improved human-AI collaboration.

CCS Concepts: • Human-centered computing → Human computer interaction (HCI); Interaction design; • Computing
methodologies → Machine learning.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The growing popularity of Artificial Intelligence (AI) systems in diverse application domains has led to an increased
demand for including domain experts with little to no machine learning (ML) knowledge in the process of debugging
and improving prediction models [3, 9, 14, 15, 21, 25]. Moreover, prior researchers have noted the advantages of a
thorough domain knowledge possessed by domain experts for debugging and improving prediction models [12, 22].
For instance, in healthcare, healthcare experts generally have a better understanding of patient’s medical data, which
is crucial for identifying biases and limitations in the training data used by prediction models [8, 9]. Additionally,
an effective collaboration with prediction models allow domain experts to better understand them and have higher
confidence in their predictions [17].

To facilitate effective collaboration between domain experts and AI, we present an explanatory model steering system
that relies on diverse Explainable AI (XAI) methods for explaining various aspects of ML systems [1, 2, 5, 13, 17, 20, 27]
and allows user-in-the-loop model steering for fine-tuning prediction models [4, 10, 22, 25, 26, 29]. The approach of
explanatory steering provides a proficient human-centric solution to the challenges of obtaining rich feedback from
domain experts for improving prediction models [25]. More specifically, this approach facilitates domain experts in a
better contextual understanding of the training data through interactive explanations. Unlike popularly adopted one-off
explanations such as feature importance explanations [1, 5] or saliency maps [1, 5, 23], multifaceted explanations (i.e.,
combination of different types of data-centric and model-centric explanations) [9] included in our system, allow domain
experts in identifying potentially misleading and biased predictors that can impact the prediction model.

Additionally, the system allows domain experts to steer prediction models by configuring the training data. It includes
two distinct approaches for configuring the data: (1) manual configuration and (2) automated configuration. The manual
configuration provides more control over the predictor variables. It allows domain experts to remove corrupt, biased,
or unimportant predictor variables. With the manual configuration, domain experts can modify the upper and lower
limits of predictor variables to filter anomalies present in the data. Meanwhile, the automated configuration requires
less effort to configure the training data. It can identify data issues and offer potential corrections through automated
algorithms. Furthermore, our explanatory model steering system has been evaluated for a healthcare-focused scenario
with 174 healthcare experts across three distinct user studies, each analysing different components of the system. The
results of our user studies underscore the importance of combining different types of global explanations during model
steering. Additionally, we found that domain experts with more domain experience are more confident and effective
during model steering with manual configurations. This paper introduces our healthcare-focused model steering system,
detailing its components and the technical architecture adopted in its development. A demonstration of this system can
be accessed on YouTube. 1.

2 EXPLANATORY MODEL STEERING SYSTEM

This section first discusses the two main components of our explanatory model steering system: (1) a multifaceted
explanation dashboard that combines different types of explanation methods and (2) data configuration mechanisms
1Demo video is available on YouTube: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-9itqTkyQ6s
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that allow domain experts to steer prediction models by configuring the training data. Then, we present the technical
implementation of the system. The source code of the system is open-sourced on GitHub: https://github.com/adib0073/
EXMOS/.

2.1 Explanation Dashboard

Inspired by recent studies that demonstrated the effectiveness of multifaceted explanations achieved by combining
different types of explanations [7] for enhancing user understandability [4, 14, 16, 22, 25, 26, 28], we designed and
developed a explanation dashboard (Figure 2), which combined the following two explanation types:

Fig. 2. Screenshot of the explanation dashboard which combines diverse data-centric and model-centric global explanations. The
different visual components are designed based on the guidelines from Bhattacharya et al. [9].

• Data-centric explanations: These explanations elucidate different aspects of the training data to the user [2, 5]. We
followed the design guidelines from Bhattacharya et al. [9] to include diverse data-centric global explanations
that presented distinct patterns from the training data using descriptive statistics. It also presented the frequency
distribution for each predictor variable used in the prediction model and the estimated quality of the data used in
training the prediction model.

• Model-centric explanations: Unlike data-centric explanations, model-centric explanations describe the various factors
considered by the model for generating the predictions, such as feature weights or model hyper-parameters [1, 5]. We
followed the design guidelines from Bhattacharya et al. [9] for including top decision rules generated by surrogate
explainers [5] and SHAP [18] feature importances for obtaining the important actionable and non-actionable factors.

Furthermore, the explanation dashboard also presents the model’s overall prediction accuracy, along with the training
data size and the number of predictor variables considered by the model. It also displays the change in prediction
accuracy after the model is retrained after the data configurations. Domain experts are introduced to the explanation
dashboard before the data configuration mechanism for effective model steering.
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(a) Manual configuration design, which includes (1) feature selection control to include or exclude predictor variables and (2) feature
filtering control to set the upper and lower limits for the predictor variables.

(b) Automated configuration design, which includes data issue explanations through (1) the quantified impact of these issues, (2)
visualisations displaying before and after correction changes to the data or predictor variables and (3) description of the issue and
how its correction can impact the model performance.

Fig. 3. Screenshots of the manual and automated configuration screens from the system.

2.2 Data Configuration Approaches

Our system provides domain experts with control over refining prediction models by leveraging their prior domain
knowledge of the training data. It allows them to interact with the training data to identify and correct diverse data
quality issues. Training data configuration can be achieved by the following distinct approaches:

(1) Manual configuration: Following the principles of data-centric AI [30], the manual configuration approach allows
domain experts to perform feature selection, feature filtering and provide data guardrails to prevent abrupt changes
to the training data. Using this mechanism, domain experts gain higher control over the training data for removing
irrelevant features or potentially corrupt predictor variables. This approach also allows domain experts to identify
the correct data ranges for the selected predictor variables for more reliable predictions.

(2) Automated configuration: The automated configuration enables domain experts to select data issues that correction
algorithms can automatically rectify [30]. It includes providing an explanation of the potential data issues and their
impact on the prediction model. Then, to minimise the impact of these potential data issues, domain experts could
select the potential issues for automated corrections with a single button click. However, despite requiring less
effort than the manual mechanism, the automated method provides lesser control for configuring training data.

4



An Explanatory Model Steering System UMAP Adjunct ’24, July 1–4, 2024, Cagliari, Italy

Fig. 4. The model steering application adopts a three-layered architecture to facilitate user interactions.

2.3 Technical Implementation

Ourmodel steering application adopts a three-layered architecture, as illustrated in Figure 4, to facilitate user interactions:

(1) User Interaction Layer : This layer utilizes Meteor’s full-stack framework [19] in conjunction with React.js to provide
interactive visual explanations to users. It also captures user feedback for model steering, enabling users to guide
the explanation process.

(2) Middleware Layer : Developed using the FastAPI framework [11], this layer acts as a bridge between the user interface
layer and the back-end XAI engine. It receives requests from the user interface, transmits them to the XAI engine
for processing, and returns back the responses to the user interface layer.

(3) XAI Engine: The XAI engine is the core of the application where the ML and XAI algorithms are applied. This layer
is implemented in Python. It connects to a MongoDB database to store training data and user configurations. This
layer is responsible for refining the prediction model based on user feedback and regenerating the explanations
based on the configured training data and the fine-tuned ML model.

To ensure scalability and reproducibility, the entire application is containerised using Docker and deployed on our KU
Leuven managed servers.

3 USE CASE: STEERING DIABETES PREDICTION SYSTEM

We instantiated the generic design of our model steering system for a healthcare-focused diabetes prediction system.
In this scenario, healthcare experts were provided with a model steering system that explained a diabetes prediction
model using the Pima Indians dataset [24]. Through our experiments, we analysed how healthcare experts could steer
the prediction model using this system. We conducted three user studies involving 174 healthcare experts in total to
analyse the effectiveness of the explanation dashboard and the data configuration approaches during model steering.
The findings from our extensive user studies highlight the importance of the multifaceted explanations and the various
data configuration approaches for effective collaboration between domain experts and AI. Further details of the first
two user studies and their in-depth findings have been published in ACM CHI 2024 [9]. The detailed description of the
third user study and its key findings is currently undergoing review for publication in another ACM conference paper.
In general, the model steering system facilitates the involvement of domain experts during model steering, ultimately
leading to improved human-AI collaboration.
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4 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce an Explanatory Model Steering system that facilitates effective collaboration between
domain experts and AI. This system allows domain experts to steer prediction models using manual and automated
data configuration approaches. It involves domain knowledge driven configuration of the training data by domain
experts for fine-tuning prediction models. While evaluated for the healthcare domain, the applicability of such a system
can be extended to other application domains.
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