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Abstract

This paper introduces the shapr package, a versatile tool for generating Shapley value
explanations for machine learning and statistical regression models in both R and Python.
The package emphasizes conditional Shapley value estimates, providing a comprehensive
range of approaches for accurately capturing feature dependencies, which is crucial for
correct model interpretation and lacking in similar software. In addition to regular tabu-
lar data, the shapr R-package includes specialized functionality for explaining time series
forecasts. The package offers a minimal set of user functions with sensible defaults for
most use cases while providing extensive flexibility for advanced users to fine-tune compu-
tations. Additional features include parallelized computations, iterative estimation with
convergence detection, and rich visualization tools. shapr also extends its functionality
to compute causal and asymmetric Shapley values when causal information is available.
In addition, we introduce the shaprpy Python library, which brings core capabilities of
shapr to the Python ecosystem. Overall, the package aims to enhance the interpretability
of predictive models within a powerful and user-friendly framework.

Keywords: Explainable artificial intelligence, XAI, prediction explanation, Shapley values,
feature dependence.

1. Introduction

Understanding how complex predictive models produce their outcomes is crucial for their
practical application, particularly in high-stakes fields like healthcare and finance. The in-
herent trade-off between model complexity and interpretability often leaves simpler, more
interpretable models behind, favoring advanced statistical regression and machine learning
models such as generalized additive models (with higher-order interactions), support vector
machines, (tree-based) boosting and bagging models, neural networks, and others. As a result,
the growing demand for understanding how these high-performance models operate has led
to a surged of research in the subfields of eXplainable AI (XAI) (and Interpretable Machine
Learning (IML)). During the past few years, the Shapley value framework has established
itself as the most widely recognized framework in this area.
The Shapley value (Shapley 1953) originates from cooperative game theory, where it is used
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to distribute the payoff of a cooperative game to the players based on their contribution. In
the context of XAI, the framework is extensively used as a model-agnostic local explanation
framework to explain a prediction f(x∗) from a predictive model f(·). Model-agnostic means
it can explain any model f , and local means it explains the prediction of a single, specific set
of feature (covariate) values x∗. The Shapley value of feature j is given by the formula

ϕj =
∑

S⊆M\{j}

|S|!(M − |S| − 1)!
M ! (v(S ∪ {j})− v(S)) , (1)

where M = {1, 2, . . . , M} is the set of the M features, and v(S) is the so-called charac-
teristic/value/contribution function which is some function representing the prediction with
only features in subset/coalition S present in the model1. In general, the Shapley values
ϕ = (ϕ0, ϕ1, . . . , ϕM ) satisfies a series of beneficial properties such as summing to v(S)− ϕ0,
where ϕ0 = v(∅), and ϕj can be roughly interpreted as the increase or decrease in the predic-
tion caused by the knowledge of xj = x∗

j , see e.g., Shapley (1953); Aas, Jullum, and Løland
(2021) for details.
Using the Shapley value framework to explain model predictions was first proposed by Strum-
belj and Kononenko (2010). However, the method did not gain widespread recognition until
Lundberg and Lee (2017) who defined

v(S) = ExS
[f(x)|xS = x∗

S ] = ExS

[
f(xS , xS)|xS = x∗

S
]

=
∫

f(xS , x∗
S)p(xS |xS = x∗

S) dxS .

(2)

Here xS = {xj : j ∈ S} denotes the features in subset/coalition S, xS = {xj : j ∈ S}
denotes the features not in S (i.e., S = M\S), ExS

denotes the expectation over xS , and
p(xS |xS = x∗

S) is the conditional density of xS given xS = x∗
S .

Although Lundberg and Lee (2017) defined v(S) as a conditional expectation, their suggested
estimation method actually estimates the following contribution function:

vmarg(S) = ExS

[
f(xS , x∗

S)
]

=
∫

f(xS , x∗
S)p(xS) dxS . (3)

That is, this contribution function implicitly ignores the dependence between the features.
This has significant consequences for the properties of the obtained Shapley values and is
known to provide misleading conclusions in the presence of highly dependent features. Aas
et al. (2021) were the first to identify this issue and provide methods for properly providing
Shapley values with the conditional expectation in (2). Despite the drawbacks, the benefits of
significantly simpler computation and the availability of easy-to-use software (shap (Lundberg
and Lee 2024) in Python), have led to (3) still being very much in use (Chen, Janizek,
Lundberg, and Lee 2020). Shapley values computed with (3) are now often referred to as
marginal Shapley values, while those computed using (2) are referred to as conditional Shapley
values.
As a consequence of the popularity of the Shapley value framework for prediction explana-
tion, a wide range of software packages have appeared over the past few years. The most
popular software is the shap (Lundberg and Lee 2024) library in Python, which implements

1Although v(S) also depends on the specific observation x∗ being explained, we omit this dependence for
notational convenience.
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a range of methods for computing Shapley values for different models and data types, includ-
ing the model-agnostic KernelSHAP (Lundberg and Lee 2017) and the permutation-based
formulation of Strumbelj and Kononenko (2010); Štrumbelj and Kononenko (2014) (here-
after referred to as PermSHAP), and model-specific methods (TreeSHAP (Lundberg, Erion,
Chen, DeGrave, Prutkin, Nair, Katz, Himmelfarb, Bansal, and Lee 2020) for tree-based mod-
els, and DeepLIFT for approximated Shapley values (Shrikumar, Greenside, and Kundaje
2017) for neural networks). Building on the PyTorch framework, the captum Python library
(Kokhlikyan, Miglani, Martin, Wang, Alsallakh, Reynolds, Melnikov, Kliushkina, Araya,
Yan, and Reblitz-Richardson 2020) implements several explanation methods, including Ker-
nelSHAP and PermSHAP, as well as model-specific estimators. The recent shapiq (Muschalik,
Baniecki, Fumagalli, Kolpaczki, Hammer, and Hüllermeier 2024) Python library implements
a wide range of methods for computing Shapley values for different types of games, including
KernelSHAP and PermSHAP.
The DrWhy universe is a collection of R packages for creating explanations and visual ex-
plorations of predictive models. It contains the DALEX (Biecek 2018) and modelStudio
(Baniecki and Biecek 2019) libraries, which work as high-level explanation tools where Shap-
ley value-based prediction explanations are one of several ingredients. The actual Shapley
value computations happen through sister packages: shapper (Maksymiuk, Gosiewska, and
Biecek 2020) is just a wrapper for the KernelSHAP implementation in the shap Python li-
brary (Lundberg and Lee 2024), treeshap (Komisarczyk, Kozminski, Maksymiuk, and Biecek
2024) implements variants of the model-specific TreeSHAP algorithm (Lundberg et al. 2020),
kernelshap (Mayer and Watson 2024) allows computing Shapley values through either Ker-
nelSHAP or PermSHAP, fastshap (Greenwell 2024) also offers a fast implementation of the
latter, while iBreakDown (Gosiewska and Biecek 2019) uses so-called ‘Break Down’ Tables
(Biecek and Burzykowski 2021, Ch. 6) to approximate the Shapley values. The associated
shapviz (Mayer 2024) package provides Shapley value visualizations. Outside of the DrWhy
universe, the iml package (Molnar, Bischl, and Casalicchio 2018) provides several interpre-
tation/explanation methods. The package includes a method for deriving Shapley values for
individual predictions based on PermSHAP.
What is common for almost all of the above software packages is that they exclusively esti-
mate, compute, or approximate marginal Shapley values. While the so-called path-dependent
variant of the TreeSHAP algorithm (Lundberg et al. 2020) aims at estimating conditional
Shapley values, it is often (severely) biased in practice see e.g., Aas et al. (2021, Sec. 4) and
Chen, Covert, Lundberg, and Lee (2022, Sec. 5.2)
The only library which touches upon conditional Shapley values is the shapiq package, which,
according to Muschalik et al. (2024, Appendix C), offers a simple tree-based regression method
for estimating v(S) in (2).
The shapr R package implements an extended version of the KernelSHAP method (Olsen and
Jullum 2024) for approximating Shapley values, heavily focused on the conditional Shapley
values. The core idea of the package is to be completely model-agnostic and offer a wide
range of methods for estimating v(S) in (2) (see Section 2.3), allowing accurately estimated
conditional Shapley values to be computed for different types of features, dependencies, and
distributions. Evaluation metrics for comparing different approaches are also readily avail-
able within the package. Combined with parallelized computations, convergence detection,
progress updates, and extensive plotting functionality, the shapr package offers an efficient
and user-friendly solution for estimating conditional Shapley values. These accurate estimates
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are essential for an increased understanding of how features actually contribute to model pre-
dictions in practice. To increase the accessibility of the methodology, the shapr R package also
comes with an accompanying Python wrapper called shaprpy. The wrapper makes it possible
to explain models available in Python with the same estimation approaches and interface as
the R package.
The present paper is based on shapr version 1.0.3. and shaprpy version 0.1. Note that
Sellereite and Jullum (2019) briefly describes version 0.2.3 of shapr, which had significantly
less functionality and used a different syntax compared to the current version2

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 provides descriptions of the main
methodology implemented in shapr. In particular, it briefly describes all approaches used to
estimate the v(S) in (2). Section 3 introduces the shapr package and its main functionality
and provides basic usage examples for estimating conditional Shapley value explanations. In
Section 4, we introduce Asymmetric and Causal Shapley values, and show how such types of
Shapley values can be computed with shapr, when causual information is available. The as-
sociated shaprpy Python wrapper is introduced in Section 5. Section 6 describes functionality
for explaining time series models with multiple forecasting horizons. In Section 7, we provide
a summary and discuss potential future work.

2. Methodological background
Computing conditional Shapley values for prediction explanations involves two key steps:
Obtaining accurate estimates of v(S) in (2), and computing the Shapley values based on
these estimates. Below, we briefly introduce the methodology implemented in the shapr
package to address both steps.

2.1. KernelSHAP

The Shapley value formula in (1) can be computationally intensive for situations with many
features, as it grows exponentially in the number of features. Lundberg and Lee (2017) showed
that the Shapley value formula in (1) may also be conveniently expressed as the solution of
the following weighted least squares problem:

arg min
ϕ∈RM+1

∑
S⊆M

k(M, |S|)
(
ϕ0 +

∑
j∈S

ϕj − v(S)
)2

, (4)

where

k(M, |S|) = M − 1(M
|S|
)
|S|(M − |S|)

, (5)

for |S| = 0, 1, 2, . . . , M , are the Shapley kernel weights (Charnes, Golany, Keane, and Rousseau
1988; Lundberg and Lee 2017). In practice, the infinite Shapley kernel weights k(M, 0) =
k(M, M) = ∞ can be set to a large constant like C = 106 (Aas et al. 2021). The matrix
solution of (4) is

ϕ = (ZT W Z)−1ZT W v = Rv. (6)
2Version 1.0.0 of shapr represents a complete rewrite of package, adding the majority of the functionality

and flexibilty of the current version, in addition to shaprpy wrapper.
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Here Z is a 2M × (M + 1) matrix with 1s in the first column (to obtain ϕ0) and the binary
representations3 of the coalitions S ⊆ M in the remaining columns. W = diag(C, w, C) is
a 2M × 2M diagonal matrix containing the Shapley kernel weights k(M, |S|) on the diagonal.
The w vector contains the 2M − 2 finite Shapley kernel weights from (5). Finally, v is a
column vector of size 2M containing the contribution function values v(S). The S in W and
v corresponds to the coalition of the corresponding row in Z. The R matrix is independent
of the explicands. When explaining Nexplain predictions (explicands), we can replace v with
a 2M × Nexplain matrix V , where column i contains the contribution functions for the ith
explicand.
Computing either (1) or (4) is infeasible in higher dimensions as the number of coalitions 2M

grows exponentially with the number of features M . A common solution is to approximate the
Shapley values by solving (4) using a sampled subset of coalitions D ⊆M) (with replacement)
instead of the all coalitions S ⊆ M (Lundberg and Lee 2017). The coalitions are sampled
from a distribution following the Shapley kernel weights in (5). Thus, the sampled subsets
are weighted equally in the new weighted least squares problem, while the empty and grand
coalitions are always included and exempt from the sampling. The corresponding Shapley
value approximation is

ϕD = (ZT
DW DZD)−1ZT

DW DvD = RDvD (7)

where only the NS = |D| unique coalitions in D are used. If a coalition S is sampled K
times, then the corresponding weight in W D = diag(C, wD, C), is set to this frequency, i.e.,
wS = K. In practice, the wS are often normalized for numerical stability. We refer to both (6)
and the approximate solution in (7) as KernelSHAP (Lundberg and Lee 2017). Williamson
and Feng (2020) shows that the KernelSHAP approximation framework is consistent and
asymptotically unbiased, while Covert and Lee (2021) shows that it is empirically unbiased
for even a modest number of coalitions.
Antithetic or paired sampling is a simple variance reduction technique for Monte Carlo sam-
pling (Kroese, Taimre, and Botev 2013, Ch. 9). In the KernelSHAP sampling setting, this
has been utilized by always including v(S) whenever v(S) is included in the computation,
to significantly reduce the variance of the Shapley value estimates from (7) (Covert and Lee
2021; Mitchell, Cooper, Frank, and Holmes 2022). Pairing coalitions stabilizes the sampling
frequencies by ensuring that S and S consistently receive the same weight wS in (7). However,
weights for coalitions of the same size can vary due to randomness in the sampling procedure.
To address this, Olsen and Jullum (2024) propose several reweighing strategies to ensure
equal weights within each coalition size. Among other alternatives, a simple correction to
the frequency based Shapley kernel weights is recommended. The corrected weights are
calculated by normalizing the Shapley kernel weights in (5) and conditioning on the coalition
being sampled at least once, i.e.,

p̃S = pS
Pr(S sampled at least once) = pS

1− Pr(S not sampled) = pS
1− (1− pS)L

,

where pS = k(M, |S|)
/(∑M−1

q=1 k(M, q)
(M

q

))
is the normalized version of the Shapley kernel

weights. Thus, the corrected weight wS used in (7) is

wS ∝
pS

1− (1− pS)L
. (8)

3For example, the binary representation of S = {1, 3} in an M = 4-dimensional setting is [1, 0, 1, 0].
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Extensive numerical experiments by Olsen and Jullum (2024) demonstrate that combining
paired sampling with the corrected Shapley kernel weights achieves performance comparable
to the standard KernelSHAP estimator while requiring only 5% to 50% of the coalitions.

2.2. Estimation paradigms

The approaches used to estimate the conditional contribution function can be categorized
into two main paradigms: The Monte Carlo and regression paradigms.
In the Monte Carlo paradigm, Monte Carlo integration is used to estimate the contribution
function v(S):

v(S) = ExS

[
f(xS , xS)|xS = x∗

S
]
≈ 1

K

K∑
k=1

f(x(k)
S , x∗

S) = v̂(S), (9)

where x
(k)
S ∼ p(xS |xS = x∗

S), for k = 1, 2, . . . , K, and K is the number of Monte Carlo
samples. The estimated v(S) can then be inserted into (1), (6), or (7) to approximate the
Shapley values. To obtain accurate conditional Shapley values, we need to generate Monte
Carlo samples that follow the true conditional distribution of the data. This distribution is
generally not known and needs to be estimated based on the training data. Approaches for
estimating those are discussed in Section 2.3.
The regression paradigm uses the fact that the conditional expectation is the minimizer of
the mean squared error loss function:

v(S) = ExS

[
f(xS , xS)|xS = x∗

S
]

= arg min
c

ExS

[
(f(xS , xS)− c)2|xS = x∗

S

]
. (10)

Thus, any regression model gS(xS), which is fitted with the mean squared error loss function
as the objective function will approximate (10), obtaining an alternative estimator v̂(S) (Aas
et al. 2021; Frye, de Mijolla, Begley, Cowton, Stanley, and Feige 2021; Williamson and Feng
2020). The accuracy of the approximation will depend on the form of the predictive model
f(x), the flexibility of the regression model gS(xS), and the optimization routine. We can
either train a separate regression model gS(xS) for each S or we can train a single regression
model g(x̃S) which approximates the contribution function v(S) for all S simultaneously. Here
x̃S is an augmented version of xS with fixed-length representation (see Regression Surrogate
in Section 2.3).

2.3. Estimation approaches

Below we give brief introductions to a wide range of approaches for estimating v(S) with
both paradigms in Section 2.2, which are all implemented in the shapr package. Unless
’Regression’ is explicitly mentioned in the approach name, the approaches described below
follow the Monte Carlo paradigm. Figure 1 provides a schematic overview of the approaches.
In addition to the model-agnostic approaches described below, shapr also includes the
timeseries approach. This is specifically designed for time series data and not suitable
for standard tabular datasets. For more details, refer to Jullum et al. (2021, Sec. 3.4).

Independence



Martin Jullum, Lars Henry Berge Olsen, Jon Lachmann, Annabelle Redelmeier 7

Figure 1: Schematic overview of the available approaches in shapr for computing conditional
Shapley value explanations. Parsnip* indicates that the regression-based approaches can use
any regression methods available in the parsnip package (Kuhn and Vaughan 2024), including
user-specified methods. The shapr package also implements the timeseries approach, which
is specifically designed for time series data and not applicable to regular tabular datasets. See
Jullum et al. (2021, Sec. 3.4) for details.

Lundberg and Lee (2017) avoided estimating the complex conditional distributions by implic-
itly assuming feature independence. While this often leads to incorrect conditional Shapley
value explanations for real-world data (Aas et al. 2021; Frye et al. 2021), and is therefore not
recommended, the method is included for reference. In the independence approach, the con-
ditional distribution p(xS |xS) simplifies to p(xS), and the corresponding Shapley values are
the marginal Shapley values achieved by using the vmarg(S) in (3). The Monte Carlo samples
x

(k)
S ∼ p(xS) in (9) are generated by randomly sampling observations from the training data;

thus, no modeling is needed. For this reason, this is usually a very fast approach.

Empirical

A natural way to account for feature dependence when sampling from the training data is to
sample observations similar to x∗

S , rather than sampling entirely at random as done in the
independence approach. This is the idea behind the empirical method described in Aas
et al. (2021).
A scaled version of the Mahalanobis distance DS is used to calculate a distance DS(x∗, x[i])
between the explicand x∗ and every training instance x[i]. Then, a Gaussian distribution
kernel is used to convert the distance into a weight wS(x∗, x[i]). All the weights are sorted
in increasing order with x{k} having the kth largest value. Finally, (2) is approximated by a
weighted version of (9):

v̂(S) =
K∗∑
k=1

wS(x∗, x{k})f(x{k}
S , x∗

S)∑K∗
k=1 wS(x∗, x{k})

. (11)

The K∗ here is typically set such that, for instance, η = 95% of the total weight across the
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training set is accounted for: K∗ = minL∈N
{∑L

k=1 wS(x∗, x{k})
/∑Ntrain

i=1 wS(x∗, x[i]) > η
}
.

Gaussian

For nice-behaving unimodal data, a natural approach is to assume x stems from a multivariate
Gaussian distribution with mean µ and covariance matrix Σ. In the present context, this
method was first suggested by Aas et al. (2021).
A classic and beneficial property of this assumption is that the conditional distributions
are also multivariate Gaussian. That is, if p(x) = p(xS , xS) = NM (µ, Σ), where µ =
[µS , µS ]T and Σ =

[ΣSS ΣSS
ΣSS ΣSS

]
, then, p(xS |xS = x∗

S) = N|S|(µS|S , ΣS|S), where µS|S =
µS + ΣSSΣ−1

SS(x∗
S − µS) and ΣS|S = ΣSS − ΣSSΣ−1

SSΣSS . The parameters µ and Σ are
easily estimated using, respectively, the sample mean and covariance matrix of the training
data. Finally, (9) is used to estimate v(S) with samples x

(k)
S from p(xS |xS = x∗

S), for
k = 1, 2, . . . , K.

Gaussian Copula

A generalization of the gaussian approach, also proposed by Aas et al. (2021), is to use
a Gaussian copula. That is, to represent the marginals of the features by their empirical
distributions and then model the dependence structure by a Gaussian copula. This copula
approach generates the K conditional Monte Carlo samples x

(k)
S ∼ p(xS |xS = x∗

S) with the
following routine:

1. Convert each marginal xj of the feature distribution x to a Gaussian distributed variable
vj by vj = Φ−1(F̂ (xj)), where F̂ (xj) is the empirical distribution function of xj .

2. Assume that v is distributed according to a multivariate Gaussian, and sample from the
conditional distribution p(vS |vS = v∗

S) using the method described for the gaussian
approach.

3. Convert the margins vj in the conditional distribution to the original distribution using
x̂j = F̂ −1

j (Φ(vj)).

Ctree

Redelmeier, Jullum, and Aas (2020) compute conditional Shapley values by modeling the
dependence structure between the features with conditional inference trees (ctree), i.e., using
a generative method. A ctree is a type of recursive partitioning algorithm that builds trees
recursively by doing binary splits on features until a stopping criterion is satisfied (Hothorn,
Hornik, and Zeileis 2006). The process is sequential, where the splitting feature is chosen
first using statistical significance tests, and then the splitting point is chosen using any type
of splitting criterion. The ctree algorithm is independent of the dimension of the response,
which in our case is xS , while the input features are xS , which varies in dimension based
on the coalition S. That is, for each coalition S, a ctree with xS as the features and xS
as the response is fitted to the training data. For a given x∗

S , the ctree approach finds the
corresponding leaf node and samples K observations with replacement from the xS part of
the training observations in the same node to generate the conditional Monte Carlo samples
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x
(k)
S ∼ p(xS |xS = x∗

S). Whenever K is larger than the number of samples in the leaf node,
the ctree approach uses all unique samples in the leaf node. It computes the v(S) as a
weighted mean similar to (11) instead of by (9).

VAEAC

vaeac is another generative approach for estimating v(S). Olsen, Glad, Jullum, and Aas
(2022) use a type of variational autoencoder called vaeac (Ivanov, Figurnov, and Vetrov
2019) to generate the conditional Monte Carlo samples. Briefly stated, the original variational
autoencoder (Kingma and Welling 2014, 2019; Rezende, Mohamed, and Wierstra 2014) gives a
probabilistic representation of the true unknown distribution p(x). The vaeac model extends
this methodology to all conditional distributions p(xS |xS = x∗

S) simultaneously. That is, a
single vaeac model can generate Monte Carlo samples x

(k)
S ∼ p(xS |xS = x∗

S) for all coalitions
S ⊆ M. It is advantageous to only have to fit a single model for all coalitions, as the
number of coalitions increases exponentially with the number of features. In contrast, ctree
trains 2M − 2 different models, eventually becoming computationally intractable for large M .
The vaeac approach trains a vaeac model by maximizing a variational lower bound, which
conceptually corresponds to artificially masking features, and then trying to reproduce them
using a probabilistic representation. In deployment, it considers the unconditional features
xS as masked features to be imputed.

Categorical

When the features are all categorical, we can estimate the conditional expectations using
basic statistical theory. That is, all marginal and joint probabilities are estimated by simply
counting the frequencies of each feature, feature pair, feature triplets, etc. Then all conditional
probabilities are computed by dividing the full joint distributions by the necessary lower-
order joint distributions. Since this provides a complete tabular description of all conditional
distributions p(xS̄ |xS), we can easily compute the v(S) through

v(S) = ExS
[f(x)|xS = x∗

S ] =
∑
z∈Z

f(x∗
S , z)p(xS̄ = z|xS = x∗

S), (12)

where Z is the finite sample space of xS̄ |xS . Even though this is an exact computation
of the expectation, given the provided conditions, we group the method together with the
Monte Carlo approaches since the computation of the expectations takes the same form. For
computational reasons, the approach is most relevant when the cardinality (number of factor
levels) of the features is not too large.

Regression separate

Turning to the regression paradigm, the regression_separate approach estimates v(S) =
ExS

[f(x)|xS = x∗
S ] separately for each coalition S using regression (Olsen, Glad, Jullum, and

Aas 2024). Let x[i] denote the ith M -dimensional input and y[i] the associated response. For
each S, define the coalition data set

XS = {x[i]
S , f(x[i]

S , x
[i]
S︸ ︷︷ ︸

x[i]

)}Ntrain
i=1 = {x[i]

S , f(x[i])︸ ︷︷ ︸
z[i]

}Ntrain
i=1 = {x[i]

S , z[i]}Ntrain
i=1 .
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For each XS , we train a regression model gS(xS) with the mean squared error loss function,
which has the property of aiming at estimating precisely ExS

[z|xS ] = ExS
[f(xS , xS)|xS ]. To

get estimates of v(S) for a specific explicand x∗, the estimated regression model gS(xS) is
simply evaluated at x∗

S . See e.g., Olsen et al. (2024, Sec. 3.5) for more details.

Regression surrogate

A drawback of the separate_regression approach is that training a separate regression
model gS(xS) for each coalition S becomes infeasible as the number of features M increases.
Additionally, the separate training of each gS from scratch prevents them from borrowing
strength from each other, even though the regression problems may be similar for similar
coalitions. The surrogate regression approach addresses these limitations by training a single
regression model g on an augmented dataset that handles all coalitions simultaneously.
The surrogate model g must account for the varying size of xS for each coalition S. Olsen
et al. (2024, Sec. 3.6) solve this problem by creating a fixed-length representation x̃S of xS for
all coalitions S. The x̃S representation is of length 2M , with the two halves being the fixed-
length representations of xS and S, respectively. The latter is included to enable the regression
model g to distinguish between different coalitions. The training dataset is augmented by
systematically applying these fixed-length representations to each training observation. The
surrogate regression model g is then fitted to this augmented dataset using the mean squared
loss function, as done for the separate_regression approach. This enables g to estimate
the contribution function v(S) for all coalitions S ⊆M simultaneously. See e.g., Olsen et al.
(2024, Sec. 3.6) for more details.

2.4. Iterative KernelSHAP and convergence detection

Since it is computationally intensive to estimate many v(S) with most of the methods de-
scribed in Section 2.3, we aim to use only as many as needed to achieve sufficiently accurately
Shapley value estimates. A simple solution to this is to iteratively add more v(S) values,
and stop once the desired accuracy level is reached. This can be done by initially sampling
a set of coalitions and then using bootstrapping (Goldwasser and Hooker 2024, Sec. 4.2) to
estimate the variance of the approximated Shapley values. A convergence criterion is used to
determine if the variances of the Shapley values are sufficiently small. If the variances are too
large, we estimate the number of required samples to reach convergence and then add more
coalitions. The process is repeated until the variances are below the convergence threshold.
Covert and Lee (2021) outline such an algorithm with a convergence criterion for computing
the Shapley values of a single explicand x∗. We suggest modifying their criterion to work for
multiple observations with a simple median across the explicands, leaving us with

median
i

(
maxj sd(ϕij)

maxj ϕij −minj ϕij

)
< t, (13)

where ϕij denotes the estimated Shapley value of feature j for explicand i, and sd(ϕij) is its
(bootstrap) estimated standard deviation. The convergence threshold value t may be set to
a small number (Covert and Lee (2021) suggests 0.01).
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2.5. MSEv evaluation criterion

To evaluate and rank Shapley values from different approaches in Section 2.3, Frye et al. (2021)
proposed to use the mean squared error across Nexplain observations x[1], . . . , x[Nexplain]:

MSEv = MSEv(method q) = 1
NS

∑
S

1
Nexplain

Nexplain∑
i=1

(
f(x[i])− v̂q(S, x[i])

)2
, (14)

where NS is the number of used coalitions and v̂q(S, x[i]) is the estimated contribution function
using method q evaluated at x[i].
The motivation behind the MSEv criterion is that ESEx(vtrue(S, x) − v̂q(S, x))2 can be de-
composed as

ESEx(vtrue(S, x)− v̂q(S, x))2 = ESEx(f(x)− v̂q(S, x))2

− ESEx(f(x)− vtrue(S, x))2,
(15)

see Covert, Lundberg, and Lee (2020, Appendix A). The first term on the right-hand side of
(15) can be estimated by (14), while the second term is a fixed (unknown) constant not influ-
enced by the approach q. Thus, a low value of (14) indicates that the estimated contribution
function v̂q is closer to the true counterpart vtrue than a high value.
The MSEv evaluation criterion is helpful as it does not need knowledge about the true ex-
planations. Thus, we can apply it to real-world data sets where the true Shapley values are
unknown. However, the criterion has two drawbacks. First, we can only use it to rank the
methods and not assess their closeness to the optimum since the minimum value of the MSEv

criterion is unknown. Second, the criterion evaluates the contribution functions rather than
the Shapley values. Thus, the estimates for v(S) can undershoot and overshoot for different
coalitions, but these errors might cancel each other out in the Shapley value formula (1).
Nevertheless, in a comprehensive simulation study, Olsen et al. (2024, Figure 11) observe a
relatively linear relationship between the MSEv evaluation scores and the mean absolute error
(MAE) between the estimated and true Shapley values. That is, a method that achieves a
low MSEv score also tends to obtain a low MAE score, and vice versa.

3. The shapr R-package
The philosophy behind the shapr package is to provide a minimal set of user functions, which
have good default settings for most use cases and are easy to use. Furthermore, we aim to offer
extensive flexibility for advanced users to define both how computations should be performed,
the desired level of accuracy, and the type of Shapley values that should be computed.
The shapr package is available from the Comprehensive R Archive Network (CRAN) at
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=shapr or from the package’s Github repository at
github.com/NorskRegnesentral/shapr. Documentation and a full suite of vignettes showcas-
ing the extensive functionality of the package are available through shapr’s pkgdown online
documentation at https://norskregnesentral.github.io/shapr/. shapr can be installed
directly from the CRAN by

R> install.packages("shapr")

https://github.com/NorskRegnesentral/shapr
https://norskregnesentral.github.io/shapr/
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Below we describe the basic usage, functionality, and flexibility of the shapr R-package for
explaining predictions from regression and machine learning models with conditional Shapley
values, and showcase its usage with a few practical code examples.

3.1. Basic usage

The explain() function is the main function of the shapr R-package. The function is used
to set up and execute all computations for producing Shapley value-based explanations for a
set of predictions from a model, and takes the following form:

explain <- function(model,
x_explain,
x_train,
approach,
phi0,
iterative = NULL,
max_n_coalitions = NULL,
group = NULL,
n_MC_samples = 1e3,
seed = NULL,
verbose = "basic",
predict_model = NULL,
get_model_specs = NULL,
prev_shapr_object = NULL,
asymmetric = FALSE,
causal_ordering = NULL,
confounding = NULL,
extra_computation_args = list(),
iterative_args = list(),
output_args = list(),
...)

The many input arguments reflect the package’s flexibility. Most of the arguments are related
to how the estimation and computation of the Shapley values should be carried out and have
good default values applicable for standard use cases. Only the following five arguments need
to be set by the user:

• model: The model object whose predictions we want to explain.

• x_explain: The data set whose predictions ought to be explained.

• x_train: The data set used to estimate the v(S).

• approach: The approach used to estimate the v(S). Allowed values are: "gaussian",
"copula", "empirical", "ctree", "vaeac", "categorical", "timeseries",
"independence", "regression_separate" and "regression_surrogate", correspond-
ing to the approaches described in Section 2.3.
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• phi0: The value to use for ϕ0 = E[f(x)]. For (approximately) unbiased models, f(·),
we recommend setting this to the mean of the response used to fit the model.

The output of explain() is an object of class (shapr, list) and contains the following
elements:

• shapley_values_est: Table with the estimated Shapley values.

• shapley_values_sd: Table with standard deviations of the estimated Shapley values
(with respect to the sampling uncertainty in KernelSHAP in 2.1).

• pred_explain: The prediction outcome for the observations we are explaining.

• MSEv: MSEv evaluation criterion for the approach as described in Section 2.5.

• iterative_results: Details on the iterative estimation, its convergence, and the in-
termediate Shapley value estimates.

• saving_path: Path where the iterative results are saved.

• internal: Various additional information about the performed computations.

• timing: Time spent executing the various parts of the function call.

The shapr class has two attribution functions:

• shapr.print: Simply prints the estimated Shapley values.

• shapr.plot: Provides different plots of the estimated Shapley values through ggplot2.
The function returns an object of class (gg, ggplot), allowing the user to fully leverage
the flexibility of the ggplot2 package to customize the appearance of the plots. The
default is to provide bar plots of the Shapley values separately per explicand. Other
commonly used Shapley value visualizations like ‘waterfall’, ‘scatter’ and ‘beeswarm‘
plots can be specified through the plot_type argument.

3.2. Package functionality

The shapr package provides a wide range of functionality and flexibility related to the type of
Shapley values computed, the way they are computed (computationally), and the feedback
given to the user during the potentially long-running computations. Below, we describe the
most important functionality and how it can be controlled and specified by the user of the
package.

Supported models

shapr provides native support for explaining predictions from models fit using stats::lm,
stats::glm, ranger::ranger, mgcv::gam, xgboost::xgboost/xgboost::xgb.train, in ad-
dition to the hundreds of models available in the popular parsnip package when fit through
the associated workflow package. The latter is recommended when using models that re-
quire one-hot encoding of categorical features, such as e.g. xgboost, as workflow handles this
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transformation automatically, making the process easier and less error-prone for the user. We
refer the reader to the pkgdown website of workflow for details on how to fit models with
the workflow package. For all of these models, the user needs only to pass the model ob-
ject to explain(). The shapr package will then check consistency between the model object
and the data in x_train/x_explain, and generate the necessary predictions from the model
when needed. Moreover, any other predictive model that outputs a single numeric value
can be explained using explain() by supplying a custom prediction function through the
predict_model argument. This function should take model and a data.frame/data.table
as arguments and return the associated predictions as a vector. To enable feature/model
checking, an additional function can be supplied via the get_model_specs argument. The
required structure of this function is provided in Appendix A.1.

Group-wise Shapley values
In certain cases, particularly when the number of features is large, it may be more effective and
informative to explain predictions using groups of features rather than individual ones. By
defining coalitions of feature groups rather than single features, the computational complexity
of the Shapley value computations may also be significantly reduced. Group-wise Shapley
values can be computed with explain() by supplying a (named) list of feature vector names
to group. For further intuition and real-world examples of group-wise Shapley values, see
Jullum et al. (2021); Au, Herbinger, Stachl, Bischl, and Casalicchio (2022).

Combining approaches
In some use cases, it may be beneficial to use different approaches for estimating v(S) for
different coalitions S. As suggested by Aas et al. (2021, Sec. 3.4), Izbicki and Lee (2017) among
others, simpler models may be more appropriate for estimating conditional distributions on
the form p(xfew|xmany) than p(xmany|xfew), where xmany is of (much) higher dimension than
xfew. For instance, a Gaussian distribution may sometimes be a fast and reasonable approach
to estimate p(xfew|xmany) (i.e., when |S| is large), while being a poor approximation approach
to estimate p(xmany|xfew) (i.e., when |S| is small). In the latter case, the more flexible ctree or
vaeac approaches may be more appropriate. Combining approaches can be done in explain()
by setting approach equal to a character vector of length M−1. In that case the i-th element
specifies the approach to use for v(S) when |S| = i.

Causal and Asymmetric Shapley values
Asymmetric (Frye, Rowat, and Feige 2020) and Causal (Heskes, Sijben, Bucur, and Claassen
2020) Shapley values are modified Shapley value frameworks that aim at incorporating causal
knowledge into the explanations. The frameworks require knowledge or assumptions about
a (partial) causal ordering of the features or feature-groups and whether confounders exist
for the features/groups in the model. All of this must be specified through the arguments
asymmetric, causal_ordering, and confounding. They are all disabled by default. Section
4 describes the methodologies and how to compute such Shapley values with the explain()
function.

Flexible estimation with the regression paradigm
As described in Sections 2.2–2.3, the separate_regression approach trains a new regression

https://workflows.tidymodels.org/index.html
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model to estimate the v(S) values for each coalition S, while the surrogate_regression
approach trains a single regression model for all coalitions S. For these approaches, shapr
allows using any regression model in the popular parsnip package. These regression models
can also preprocess the data and be tuned to optimize their performance by leveraging other
packages in the tidymodels framework, such as recipe, tune, and workflow through the ellip-
sis arguments regression.model, regression.tune_values, regression.vfold_cv_para,
regression.recipe_func and regression.surrogate_n_comb of explain(). The default
regression model for both regression-based approaches (approach = "regression_separate",
"regression_surrogate") is a standard linear regression model. For more details, see
the regression vignette “Shapley value explanations using the regression paradigm” avail-
able through R> vignette("regression","shapr") or the online documentation. We also
provide an example for the regression_surrogate approach in Section 3.4.

Shapley values for forecasting models

The explain() function explains single-outcome predictions. However, in some cases, par-
ticularly in time series forecasting settings, we are interested in explaining multiple outcomes
from the same observations. While in principle, this can be achieved by calling explain()
multiple times with custom predict_models as described above, it is not computationally ef-
ficient because the computationally intensive part (modeling of the conditional distributions)
is repeated unnecessarily. Therefore, shapr offers a dedicated function, explain_forecast(),
designed for the specific use-case of explaining forecasts from time series models at one or
more future time steps. The usage and functionality of this function is described in Section 6.

Improved KernelSHAP

In Section 2.1, we discussed that paired sampling significantly improves KernelSHAP’s
efficiency. The shapr package uses this by default (unless asymmetric=TRUE). To disable
paired sampling (not recommended), include paired_shap_sampling = FALSE in the list
passed to the extra_computation_args argument of explain(). Moreover, by default, shapr
weights the sampled coalitions based on the corrected Shapley kernel weights given in (8) due
to their simplicity and superior efficiency (Olsen and Jullum 2024). Nonetheless, alternative
strategies such as disabling reweighting can be specified by setting kernelSHAP_reweighting
to certain predefined strings within the list passed to the extra_computation_args argu-
ment of explain(). For a full overview of all available options and other computational
defaults and settings that can be passed via extra_computation_args, refer to the help file
of get_extra_comp_args_default.

Direct and iterative estimation

Choosing the estimation procedure to use for the Shapley value computations is set through
the iterative argument of explain(). The iterative estimation procedure with convergence
detection described in Section 2.4 is mainly useful for reducing the runtime of the Shapley
values computation when there are many features/feature-groups. When there are fewer
Shapley values to compute, the computational gain of stopping early is often negated by the
cost of computing the bootstrapped standard deviations of the Shapley values. Therefore,
in shapr, the default behavior (iterative = NULL) is to use the direct estimation procedure
when there are five or fewer features (or feature-groups), and the iterative procedure otherwise.

https://norskregnesentral.github.io/shapr/articles/regression.html
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In the former case explain() also uses all 2M coalitions by default. The number of coalitions
to use can be restricted through the argument max_n_coalitions. For the direct estimation
procedure, this is the actual number of unique coalitions to use. The iterative procedure stops
when the number of coalitions reaches this number. Specifics related to the iterative procedure
and convergence criterion are set through the iterative_args argument, where the user can
set the convergence criterion parameter t in (13), the number of ‘burn-in’ coalitions used in
the first iteration, and the maximum number of iterations, etc. For details about defaults
and arguments, see the help file of get_iterative_args_default. In Section 3.4, we provide
examples with both the direct and iterative estimation procedure.

Continued estimation

While the iterative estimation procedure with convergence detection aims to balance runtime
and accuracy, there may be cases where reducing estimating uncertainty is desired. In shapr,
estimation from a previous explain() call (both iterative and non-iterative) can be continued
using the prev_shapr_object argument. This argument accepts either a (shapr, list)
object or a string path to stored intermediate computations. For an object ex of class (shapr,
list), the path is accessible via ex$saving_path, which defaults to a file in tempdir(). This
feature is useful for resuming interrupted computations or improving accuracy by continuing
iterative estimation. To include additional coalitions, adjustments to max_n_coalitions or
the iterative_args parameters described above may be necessary.

Parallelized batch computations

Estimation of the conditional expectations in v(S) = ExS
[f(x)|xS ] is the most computation-

ally intensive part of the Shapley value computation. When relying on Monte Carlo-based
estimation approaches, these computations may also involve processing a large amount of
data and may, therefore, be somewhat memory-intensive if handled all at once. To reduce
memory usage, shapr allows processing the v(S) on batches of the S that needs to be eval-
uated, clearing out the samples needed to estimate the v(S) between the batches. For the
iterative estimation procedure, these batch computations are executed within every iteration.
To reduce runtime, shapr also supports parallelization over these batches (within every itera-
tion). The parallelized computations are handled by the future framework, enabling flexible
parallel computations on all major operating systems, in addition to computing clusters, com-
pletely controlled by the user outside of shapr. We give an example of how to specify the
parallelization setup in Section 3.4. Batch computations do increase the runtime by a small
amount, and it is therefore advised not to use too many batches if memory consumption
is not an issue. Users can control the batch size and number by specifying min_n_batches,
max_batch_size as named list elements passed to the extra_computation_args argument of
explain(). If not specified, both default to 10, typically providing a good trade-off between
computation speed and memory consumption. While parallelization speeds up computations,
it also increases memory consumption and incurs some overhead from duplicating data across
processes, so it’s often beneficial to limit the number of parallel sessions.

Verbosity and progress reports

Since conditional Shapley value computations often takes time, it can be useful for the user
to get feedback on the current stage of the computation process. In shapr, the verbosity
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of the output is controlled by the verbose argument, taking one or more strings as input.
It can provide information about the computation to be performed ("basic", default), the
current stage of the estimation procedure ("progress"), how close to convergence the iterative
procedure is ("convergence"), intermediate Shapley values estimates, ("shapley"), and the
v(S) estimation process ("vS_details").
In addition, progress bars for the v(S) computations are available through the progressr pack-
age, which are specified separately from the shapr package. progressr integrates seamlessly
with the future parallelization framework and is, to our knowledge, the only tool that pro-
vides progress updates for parallel tasks in R. These progress bars can be used alongside or
independently of the verbose argument.

Comparing approaches

As mentioned in Section 2.5, the MSE evaluation criterion can be used to compare the per-
formance of different approaches. In the shapr package, the MSEv scores are automatically
returned by the explain() function within the MSEv list. The metric can be plotted using
the plot_MSEv_eval_crit() function, which takes a list of outputs from explain() as the
main argument.

3.3. Implementation details

Algorithm 1 provides an overview of the structure of shapr::explain(). As shown, the
function is divided into several smaller components, each responsible for a specific part of
the computation. These components operate on a shared internal list, which serves as both
input and output, storing parameters, settings, and intermediate results throughout the pro-
cess. This modular design also facilitates a relatively simple shaprpy Python implementation
(see Section 5).
Since the computation of (conditional) Shapley values is a computationally intensive task, we
place significant emphasis on computational efficiency. We rely on the fast and memory-
efficient data.table package (Barrett, Dowle, Srinivasan, Gorecki, Chirico, Hocking, and
Schwendinger 2024) for nearly all internal data operations. To further enhance performance,
we write computationally demanding code in C++, using the Rcpp, RcppArmadillo pack-
ages (Eddelbuettel, Francois, Allaire, Ushey, Kou, Russell, Ucar, Bates, and Chambers 2024a;
Eddelbuettel, Francois, Bates, Ni, and Sanderson 2024b).
Moreover, we employ various methodological techniques to accelerate the computation of v(S).
For example, in the gaussian approach, we efficiently reuse an initial set of samples when
generating K Monte Carlo samples from p(xS |xS = x∗

S) for the potentially many explicands
x∗ and subsets S (within the same batch): First, we generate p × K standard normally
distributed variables and split them into vectors of size p. Then, for each S, we multiply these
vectors by the Cholesky decomposition of their associated conditional covariance matrix in a
computationally efficient, vectorized manner. Finally, we add the conditional means, which
differ for each explicand x∗. Internal benchmarks have shown that our implementation of
this procedure in C++ provides speedups of several orders of magnitude compared to the
standard approach of separate sampling solely in R. This same technique is applied to the
internal Gaussian samples in the copula approach.
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Algorithm 1 Rough structure of shapr::explain()

converged ← FALSE
internal ← list(). ▷ Creates the internal list
internal ← setup() ▷ Check arguments and sets (default) parameters.
Call test_predict_model(internal) ▷ Test the prediction model
Some additional setup for special cases
Call cli_startup(internal) ▷ Print basic verbosity
while converged = FALSE do

Call cli_iter(internal) ▷ Prints iterative information
internal ← shapley_setup(internal) ▷ Samples coalitions
internal ← setup_approach(internal) ▷ Prepares the approach(es)
vS_list ← compute_vS(internal) ▷ Estimates v(S) (in parallel)
internal ← compute_estimates(vS_list, internal) ▷ Computes ϕj , sd(ϕj)
internal ← check_convergence(internal) ▷ Checks if convergence is reached
Call save_results() ▷ Saves the intermediate results
internal ← prepare_next_iteration(internal) ▷ Prepares next iteration
Call print_iter(internal) ▷ Prints iterative estimates
converged ← from internal ▷ Set to TRUE if converged

end while
output ← finalize_explanation(internal) ▷ Extracts the computations to return
output ← compute_time(output) ▷ Computes and gathers the task specific timing
Return output

3.4. Examples

Below, we provide some basic use cases of the shapr package. More extensive examples
are available through the package’s “General usage” vignette available through
R> vignette("general_usage","shapr") or the online documentation.
We demonstrate shapr on the bike sharing dataset from the UCI Machine Learning Repository.
We follow Heskes et al. (2020) who use this dataset and model the daily bike rental counts
based on M = 7 features, where some are hand-crafted from other features in the original
dataset, using a simple xgboost model with default hyperparameters and 100 trees. The
features are the number of days since January 2011 (trend), two cyclical variables representing
the season (cosyear, sinyear), temperature (temp), temperature feel (atemp), wind speed
(windspeed), and humidity (hum). 80% of the 731 observations are used to train the model,
while the remaining 20% of the data are held out for testing (and explanation in the present
case). The script used for preparing the data can be found here: https://github.com/
NorskRegnesentral/shapr/tree/master/inst/code_paper

We start by loading the required packages and reading in the data and fitted model

R> library(xgboost)
R> library(data.table)
R> library(shapr)

R> x_explain <- fread(file.path("data_and_models", "x_explain.csv"))
R> x_train <- fread(file.path("data_and_models", "x_train.csv"))

https://norskregnesentral.github.io/shapr/articles/general_usage.html
https://archive.ics.uci.edu/dataset/275/
https://github.com/NorskRegnesentral/shapr/tree/master/inst/code_paper
https://github.com/NorskRegnesentral/shapr/tree/master/inst/code_paper
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R> y_train <- unlist(fread(file.path("data_and_models", "y_train.csv")))
R> model <- readRDS(file.path("data_and_models", "model.rds"))

We utilize the future and progressr packages to enable parallelized computations with progress
updates for the v(S) estimation

R> library(future)
R> library(progressr)
R> future::plan(multisession, workers = 4)
R> progressr::handlers(global = TRUE)

We start by explaining the 146 explicands in x_explain with the independence and ctree
approaches, using only 20 coalitions.

R> # 20 indep
R> exp_20_indep <- explain(model = model,
+ x_explain = x_explain,
+ x_train = x_train,
+ max_n_coalitions = 20,
+ approach = "independence",
+ phi0 = mean(y_train),
+ verbose = NULL,
+ seed = 1)

R> # 20 ctree
R> exp_20_ctree <- explain(model = model,
+ x_explain = x_explain,
+ x_train = x_train,
+ max_n_coalitions = 20,
+ approach = "ctree",
+ phi0 = mean(y_train),
+ verbose = NULL,
+ ctree.sample = FALSE,
+ seed = 1)

We then compare their resulting MSEv

R> exp_20_indep$MSEv$MSEv
MSEv MSEv_sd

<num> <num>
1: 1695928 111719.3
R> exp_20_ctree$MSEv$MSEv

MSEv MSEv_sd
<num> <num>

1: 1338159 88480.71

We see that the ctree approach performs significantly better, and then prints its estimated
Shapley values. By visually inspecting this subset of explanations, it seems that trend and
temp/atemp are highly influential features.
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R> print(exp_20_ctree)
explain_id none trend cosyear sinyear temp atemp windspeed hum

<int> <num> <num> <num> <num> <num> <num> <num> <num>
1: 1 4537 -2378.2 -902.5 -54.9 236.5 -847.1 -16.86 172.33
2: 2 4537 -1267.7 -801.4 -103.7 559.6 -1668.7 -208.54 426.87
3: 3 4537 -1170.2 -788.4 -204.3 497.4 -1493.5 -390.98 284.54
4: 4 4537 -1543.5 -689.6 -170.7 708.8 -1635.4 -207.19 -21.12
5: 5 4537 -1558.3 -727.3 -197.5 590.8 -2180.7 -212.53 778.08

---
142: 142 4537 557.3 -574.0 462.2 436.3 -1146.0 -145.87 591.22
143: 143 4537 791.6 -803.2 332.2 1133.2 -982.3 34.75 294.41
144: 144 4537 1203.0 -576.7 110.8 1352.0 -392.0 57.43 113.10
145: 145 4537 258.8 -652.1 256.2 -482.5 -1470.7 30.31 345.06
146: 146 4537 -994.0 -956.0 192.7 -393.7 -1148.4 812.57 -801.37

We now showcase how we can continue estimation with the ctree approach on top of the
first 20 coalitions, and enable verbose output about the convergence of the estimation. The
console output is displayed in Figure 2.

R> exp_iter_ctree <- explain(model = model,
+ x_explain = x_explain,
+ x_train = x_train,
+ approach = "ctree",
+ phi0 = mean(y_train),
+ prev_shapr_object = exp_20_ctree,
+ ctree.sample = FALSE,
+ verbose = c("basic", "convergence"),
+ seed = 1)

We then provde a scatter plot of two of the features (atemp and windspeed). The plot is
displayed in Figure 3.

R> library(ggplot2)
R> plot(exp_iter_ctree,
+ plot_type = "scatter",
+ scatter_features = c("atemp", "windspeed"))

Finally, we showcase how group-wise Shapley value explanations can be provided, using the
regression_separate approach with both a default and tuned xgboost (Chen, He, Benesty,
Khotilovich, Tang, Cho et al. 2015) model. The features are divided into three groups based
on their type (temperature, time and weather).

R> group <- list(temp = c("temp", "atemp"),
+ time = c("trend", "cosyear", "sinyear"),
+ weather = c("hum","windspeed"))

R> exp_g_reg <- explain(model = model,
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Figure 2: The output to the console when creating exp_iter_ctree with explain() using
verbose = c("basic","convergence").

+ x_explain = x_explain,
+ x_train = x_train,
+ phi0 = mean(y_train),
+ group = group,
+ approach = "regression_separate",
+ regression.model = parsnip::boost_tree(
+ engine = "xgboost",
+ mode = "regression"
+ ),
+ verbose = NULL,
+ seed = 1)

R> tree_vals <- c(10, 15, 25, 50, 100, 500)
R> exp_g_reg_tuned <- explain(model = model,
+ x_explain = x_explain,
+ x_train = x_train,
+ phi0 = mean(y_train),
+ group = group,
+ approach = "regression_separate",
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Figure 3: Scatter plot of the Shapley values for the two features atemp and windspeed, cre-
ated by shapr.plot. The plot shows that the Shapley values are largest for atemp around
20-30 and a small windspeed, meaning that in these situations, the temperature and wind-
speed increases the predicted number of bike rentals the most. For very low atemp and high
windspeed, the predicted number of bike rentals are severely reduced. These effects seems
very natural.

+ regression.model = parsnip::boost_tree(
+ trees = hardhat::tune(),
+ engine = "xgboost",
+ mode = "regression"
+ ),
+ regression.tune_values = expand.grid(
+ trees = tree_vals
+ ),
+ regression.vfold_cv_para = list(v = 5),
+ verbose = NULL,
+ seed = 1)

We then compare their resulting MSEv scores.

> exp_g_reg$MSEv$MSEv
MSEv MSEv_sd

<num> <num>
1: 1547240 142123.2
> exp_g_reg_tuned$MSEv$MSEv

MSEv MSEv_sd
<num> <num>

1: 1534033 142277.4

The tuned version is marginally better (but far from significant). Finally, we plot group-wise
Shapley values for a specific observation of the tuned version, resulting in the plot in Figure
4.
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Figure 4: Illustration of a waterfall plot of a single explicand with group-wise Shapley values
created by shapr.plot. The waterfall plot illustrates how the cumulative contributions of
feature groups sum to the prediction, starting from the mean prediction/response ϕ0 and
adding contributions in order of increasing absolute value. For this explicand, the weather
group increases the predicted number of bike rentals slightly, while the time and temp groups
reduce it largely.

R> plot(exp_g_reg_tuned,
+ index_x_explain = 6,
+ plot_type = "waterfall")

4. Asymmetric and Causal Shapley Values with shapr
In some cases, we have knowledge about the causal structure within the data we are modeling,
but traditional Shapley values do not account for this. Asymmetric Shapley values and
causal Shapley values address this limitation by incorporating causal structures into their
explanations, thereby offering improved explainability.

4.1. Overview

Asymmetric (Frye et al. 2020) and Causal (Heskes et al. 2020) Shapley values aim to incor-
porate causal knowledge into the explanations. Both frameworks rely on the user specifying
a (partial) causal ordering, where features that are treated on an equal footing are linked
together with undirected edges and become part of the same chain component τi. Edges
between chain components τi and τj are directed and represent causal relationships. Ad-
ditionally, in the causal Shapley value framework, the user must specify if component τi is
subject to confounding or not. Together, they form a causal chain graph with directed and
undirected edges. Let the chain components with and without confounding be denoted by
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Tconfounding and T confounding, respectively. This allows us to correctly distinguish between de-
pendencies that are due to confounding and mutual interactions. In Figure 5, we visualize a
causal ordering and the corresponding causal chain graph in an M = 7-dimensional setting
when we assume confounding in τ2 but no confounding in τ1 and τ3. This causal structure is
assumed in the example below.

(a) confounding = NULL (b) confounding = c(FALSE, TRUE, FALSE)

Figure 5: Schematic overview over casual_ordering = list(τ1 = 1, τ2 = c(2,3), τ3 =
c(4,5,6,7)) without and with confounding specified in the second component.

Frye et al. (2020) achieve the incorporation of causal knowledge into the explanations by
estimating the Shapley values solely based on coalitions that respect the causal ordering
rather. This means that not all 2M = 128 coalitions are used, where M is the number of
features. For example, in Figure 5, we see that X1 is the ancestor of X2; thus, asymmetric
Shapley values omit coalitions where X2 is included and X1 excluded. For the causal ordering
in Figure 5, there are 20 valid coalitions. Only using these will skew the explanations towards
distal/root causes (Frye et al. 2020, Sec. 3.2).
Heskes et al. (2020) argue that causal Shapley values offer a more direct and robust way to
incorporate causal knowledge than asymmetric Shapley values. They redefine v(S) as

v(S) = ExS

[
f(xS , xS) | do(xS = x∗

S)
]

=
∫

f(xS , x∗
S)p(xS | do(xS = x∗

S)) dxS ,

where the do operator stems from Pearl’s do-calculus (Pearl 1995, 2012). Furthermore,

p(xS | do(xS = x∗
S)) =

∏
τ∈T confounding

p(xτ∩S̄ | xpa(τ)∩S̄ , xpa(τ)∩S)×

∏
τ∈T confounding

p(xτ∩S̄ | xpa(τ)∩S̄ , xpa(τ)∩S , xτ∩S),
(16)

where pa(τ) are the parent features of chain component τ . For specific causal chain graphs,
(16) simplifies to the marginal p(xS) and conditional p(xS |xS = x∗

S) distributions. Con-
sequently, the causal Shapley values generalize the marginal and conditional Shapley values
(Heskes et al. 2020, Suppl. Cor. 1 to 3). By considering only the coalitions that respect the
causal ordering, we obtain asymmetric causal Shapley values.
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Framework Sampling asymmetric causal_ordering confounding approach
Sym. conditional P (XS |XS = xS) FALSE NULL NULL All
Asym. conditional P (XS |XS = xS) TRUE list(...) NULL All
Sym. causal P (XS | do(XS = xS)) FALSE list(...) c(...) All MC-based
Asym. causal P (XS | do(XS = xS)) TRUE list(...) c(...) All MC-based
Sym. marginal P (XS) FALSE NULL TRUE indep., gaussian

Table 1: Overview of the Shapley value methodologies supported by shapr and how to compute
them by altering the asymmetric, causal_ordering, and confounding arguments in the explain()
function. Setting causal_ordering to NULL is equivalent to a causal ordering with one component
containing all (groups of) features. By list(...), we mean a list of vectors indicating the (groups
of) features in each component in the partial ordering, and c(...) represents a vector of booleans.
Finally, approach indicates the estimation approaches in Section 2.3 compatible with each framework.

Causal Shapley values are computed by altering the Monte Carlo sampling procedure dis-
cussed in Section 2.2 based on the causal chain graph. Specifically, generating x

(k)
S ∼

p(xS | do(xS = x∗
S)) consists of a chain of sampling steps defined by the causal ordering.

For clarity, consider the causal chain graph in Figure 5 and let S = {3, 4, 7}. To sample the
features in S = {1, 2, 5, 6}, we first generate x

(k)
1 ∼ p(x1), then x

(k)
2 ∼ p(x2|x(k)

1 ), and finally
x

(k)
5 , x

(k)
6 ∼ p(x5, x6|x(k)

1 , x
(k)
2 , x∗

3, x∗
4, x∗

7). This process is repeated for k = 1, 2, . . . , K, where
K is the number of Monte Carlo samples. The sampled values are combined to form x

(k)
S .

4.2. Implementation details

The shapr package implements both asymmetric and causal Shapley values by adjusting
the asymmetric, causal_ordering, and confounding arguments in the explain() function
(Section 3.1). Asymmetric Shapley values are partially implemented in shapFlex (Redell
2019), though it is currently in an experimental state. Causal Shapley values are implemented
in CauSHAPley (Heskes et al. 2020), building on an older version of shapr and is limited to
the gaussian approach only.
In Table 1, we provide an overview of how to compute the different Shapley value versions.
Asymmetric Shapley values are compatible with all estimation approaches discussed in Sec-
tion 2.3, whereas causal Shapley values are only applicable to the Monte Carlo-based ap-
proaches. Both methodologies support groups of features, but the causal ordering must then
be specified at the group level rather than for individual features. All approaches estimate
the marginal distributions by sampling from the training data, except the gaussian method,
which samples from the marginals of the estimated Gaussian distribution.
Asymmetric Shapley values are implemented by computing the allowed coalitions based on
the causal graph and either sampling from these coalitions or using all of them. This depends
on whether the user has specified iterative or exact Shapley value computations in explain(),
respectively. To compute causal Shapley values, shapr computes and iterates over the steps
in the sampling chains needed to generate x

(k)
S ∼ p(xS | do(xS = x∗

S)) for each coalition sep-
arately. The separate treatment ensures that all other functionalities described in Section 3.2
for conditional Shapley values also apply to causal Shapley values.
A drawback of this separate treatment is that some sampling steps can occur in multiple
chains, leading to repeated estimation of the corresponding conditional distributions. This
has no significant runtime impact for easily trained approaches like gaussian and copula, but

https://github.com/nredell/shapFlex
https://gitlab.science.ru.nl/gbucur/caushapley
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Figure 6: Beeswarm plots of the Shapley values computed by different Shapley value versions.

it can affect slower approaches like ctree. This issue does not influence the vaeac method, as
it identifies the unique sampling steps across all chains and trains on these once. Additionally,
step-wise sampling requires all but the first step in a chain to call the approach K times per
explicand, where K is the number of Monte Carlo samples. This increased number of calls
will impact the runtime of explain() for slower approaches. Therefore, we recommend using
the optimized gaussian and copula approaches when applicable and the vaeac approach for
non-Gaussian datasets and those with categorical features.

4.3. Example

Below we demonstrate the asymmetric and Causal Shapley value frameworks on the same
data and model as in Section 3.4. More extensive examples are available through the pack-
age’s vignette “Asymmetric and causal Shapley value explanations” available through R>
vignette("asymmetric_causal", "shapr") or the online documentation. Once again, we
follow Heskes et al. (2020) who consider the first three features (trend, cosyear, and sinyear)
to be potential causes of the four weather-related features (temp, atemp, windspeed, hum).
Following Heskes et al. (2020), we set τ1 = {trend}, τ2 = {cosyear, sinyear}, and τ3 =
{temp, atemp, windspeed, hum}, assuming confounding only in τ2. This setup corresponds to
the causal chain graph in Figure 5.
For the example below, we use the gaussian approach due to its computational efficiency
and applicability to both asymmetric and causal Shapley values, though other approaches are
also applicable.
We can compute the different Shapley value versions by calling explain() and adjusting the
asymmetric, causal_ordering, and casual_ordering arguments, as specified in Table 1.
Below, we demonstrate how to specify the causal ordering and confounding and compute
symmetric causal Shapley values:

R> causal_ordering <- list("trend",
+ c("cosyear", "sinyear"),
+ c("temp", "atemp", "windspeed", "hum"))
R> confounding <- c(FALSE, TRUE, FALSE)
R> explanation <- explain(
+ model = model,
+ x_train = x_train,

https://norskregnesentral.github.io/shapr/asymmetric_causal.html
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+ x_explain = x_explain,
+ phi0 = mean(y_train),
+ approach = "gaussian",
+ asymmetric = TRUE,
+ causal_ordering = causal_ordering,
+ confounding = confounding,
+ seed = 1
+ )

Heskes et al. (2020) argue that asymmetric Shapley values focus on root causes, symmetric
marginal Shapley values emphasize direct effects, and symmetric causal Shapley values con-
sider both for a more comprehensive explanation. In Figure 6, we present beeswarm plots of
the computed Shapley values using the asymmetric conditional, symmetric causal, and sym-
metric marginal frameworks for the explicands in the example above. The plots are made by
merging individual plots created by calling plot(explanation, plot_type = "beeswarm").
The asymmetric framework often assigns larger Shapley values (in magnitude) to the root
cause cosyear (season) compared to the direct effect of temp (temperature), whose Shapley
values are near zero. Conversely, the symmetric marginal framework attributes more impor-
tance to temp, while clustering cosyear near zero. The symmetric causal framework balances
the two extremes by giving credit to both cosyear and temp, providing a sensible yet distinct
explanation. These observations align with Heskes et al. (2020).

5. The shaprpy Python library
While the shapr package provides methods for computing conditional Shapley values for
models fitted in R, it naturally leaves models fitted in Python unsupported.4 The goal of
shaprpy is to allow users to compute Shapley values for models fitted in Python, with the ease
of doing so directly and efficiently within the Python environment. shaprpy is a lightweight
wrapper around shapr, internally calling functions from the R package.
Below, we introduce the shaprpy library, discuss its usage, supported models, and limitations,
and provide an example.

5.1. The library

The shaprpy wrapper leans heavily on the rpy2 (Gautier 2024), which provides a neat and
function-rich interface for running R embedded in a Python script, function or library. To
use shaprpy, R must be installed, along with its dependencies and any additional packages
required for specific functionality. We provide installation instructions and bash script for
simplified installation.
We chose to implement shaprpy as a wrapper, rather than a full re-implementation in Python,
to minimize the maintenance required on the Python side. Since shaprpy primarily calls R
functions, most bug fixes, new methodologies, and additional features in shapr will be directly
applicable to shaprpy as well. Note that rpy2 has limited support on Windows. shaprpy has
only been tested on Linux.

4While packages like reticulate (Ushey, Allaire, and Tang 2024) allow calling Python code from within R
code, it is not straightforward to efficiently load Python objects within those sessions.

https://github.com/NorskRegnesentral/shapr/tree/master/python
https://github.com/NorskRegnesentral/shapr/tree/master/python


28 shapr: Conditional Shapley Value Explanations

Similar to shapr, the main function for user interaction in shaprpy is explain(). It takes
all the same inputs as the R package, except the prev_shapr_object object for continued
estimation, which is not supported in shaprpy. Note also that additional arguments to the
different approaches are passed with underscores instead of dots, e.g., ctree_minbucket in-
stead of ctree.minbucket. The Python version of explain() supports the core functionality
from the R version, including all approaches in Section 2.3, group-wise Shapley values, direct
and iterative estimation, progress reports, and causal and asymmetric Shapley values. It does
currently not support the aforementioned continued estimation functionality, parallelization,
and no explain_forecast() duplicate is available in shaprpy. shaprpy also has native sup-
port for sklearn, xgboost, and keras, but also here, custom models can be explained by
passing an appropriate prediction function through the predict_model argument.

5.2. Examples

Since shaprpy is a wrapper for shapr with essentially the same functionality, we limit ourselves
to a simple example showcasing that we can reproduce the result for the initial ctree approach
of Section 3.4 in Python.5

We import the required libraries, read in the same data and model used in Section 3.4.

>>> import xgboost as xgb
>>> import pandas as pd
>>> import urllib.request
>>> from shaprpy import explain

>>> # Read data
>>> x_train = pd.read_csv("data_and_models/" + "x_train.csv")
>>> x_explain = pd.read_csv("data_and_models/" + "x_explain.csv")
>>> y_train = pd.read_csv("data_and_models/" + "y_train.csv")

>>> # Load the XGBoost model from the raw format and add feature names
>>> model = xgb.Booster()
>>> model.load_model("data_and_models/" +"xgb.model")
>>> model.feature_names = x_train.columns.tolist()

We then explain the model with ctree approach restricted to 20 coalitions only, and print
the computed Shapley value estimates

>>> exp_20_ctree = explain(
... model = model,
... x_train = x_train,
... x_explain = x_explain,
... approach = 'ctree',
... phi0 = y_train.mean().item(),
... max_n_coalitions=20,

5Due to randomness in any sampling-dependent approach, the results of most approaches are not exactly re-
producible in Python. However, disabling the node sampling in ctree with ctree_sample = False (Python)/
ctree.sample = FALSE (R), leaves that approach deterministic and, therefore, reproducible.
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... ctree_sample = False,

... seed = 1)

>>> # Print the Shapley values
>>> print(exp_20_ctree['shapley_values_est'].iloc[:, 1:].round(1))

Comparing these results to the Shapley value output from object exp_20_ctree form R in
Section 3.4, we see that the results are the same.

none trend cosyear sinyear temp atemp windspeed hum
1 4536.6 -2378.2 -902.5 -54.9 236.5 -847.1 -16.9 172.3
2 4536.6 -1267.7 -801.4 -103.7 559.6 -1668.7 -208.6 426.9
3 4536.6 -1170.2 -788.4 -204.3 497.4 -1493.5 -391.0 284.5
4 4536.6 -1543.5 -689.6 -170.7 708.8 -1635.4 -207.2 -21.1
5 4536.6 -1558.3 -727.3 -197.5 590.8 -2180.7 -212.5 778.1
.. ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
142 4536.6 557.3 -574.0 462.2 436.3 -1146.0 -145.9 591.2
143 4536.6 791.6 -803.2 332.2 1133.2 -982.3 34.8 294.4
144 4536.6 1203.0 -576.7 110.8 1352.0 -392.0 57.4 113.1
145 4536.6 258.8 -652.1 256.2 -482.5 -1470.7 30.3 345.1
146 4536.6 -994.0 -956.0 192.7 -393.7 -1148.4 812.6 -801.4

6. Conditional Shapley Values for forecasting with shapr
The shapr package is very flexible in terms of which models can be explained, and the
regular explain() function can be made to explain time series models. However, this can
be somewhat cumbersome, which is why the specialized function explain_forecast() is
provided.
Given an arbitrary time series model which models a time series y of length T , where each
observation is written as yt, t ∈ {1, ..., T}, we want to explain a forecast of length h. For
a simple auto-regressive model, this can be formulated as a regression problem with h out-
puts and the auto-regressive terms as the inputs that should be explained. However, when
introducing multivariate models and exogenous regressors this quickly becomes complicated.
This section outlines the explain_forecast() function and how it is used. We also provide
some details about how it is implemented, in addition to some brief code examples

6.1. The explain_forecast() function
The explain_forecast() function is very similar to it’s more general explain() counter-
part, with some key differences. Instead of providing the x_explain and x_train data sets,
explain_forecast() takes the following arguments:

• y: One or more endogenous variables used in the model.

• xreg: One or more exogenous variables used in the model. This should also contain
observations for the h observations T + 1, ..., T + h as they are also imputed when
explaining the forecast.
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• train_idx: The time indices Ttrain which should be used as training data. If this is set
to NULL, it will default to all the available indices not selected in explain_idx.

• explain_idx: The time indices Texplain which should be used as starting points for the
forecast(s) that should be explained.

• explain_y_lags: A vector containing the number of lags per variable in y which should
be explained.

• explain_xreg_lags: A vector containing the number of lags per variable in xreg which
should be explained.

• horizon: The forecast horizon to be explained.

The idea of this way of providing the data to the function is to make it more intuitive and
less cumbersome for time series forecasting exercises. For pure auto-regressive models it is
natural to think of a model as a function of p lags which provides an output of length h,
f(yt−1, ..., yt−p). For moving average models, the formulation is not as obvious, but consid-
ering that the MA process will depend more on recent lags than earlier ones, it is possible to
truncate the number of lags necessary to make the computation feasible. The shapr package
makes no assumptions about how many lags are needed to make a prediction as if starting
from point t, it is instead up to the user and the formulation of the function passed as the
predict_model argument.
Another argument that is not present in explain() is group_lags, which takes a logical
denoting if each variable should be explained as a group or if individual lags should be
explained independently. By setting group_lags = TRUE, groups will be set up to ensure
that each variable is explained as a whole, in contrast to explaining each lag on it’s own.
Natively, stats::Arima and stats::ar are supported model classes. Other model classes
can be explained by providing the predict_model (and optionally get_model_specs()) ar-
gument(s). For explain_forecast(), the predict_model() function takes some additional
arguments. The required format is outlined in Appendix A.2.

6.2. Examples

Below, we provide a few basic examples of use-cases for explain_forecast(), once again
utilizing the same bike sharing data set. More extensive examples are available in the Section
“Explaining forecasting models” in the package’s “General usage” vignette available through
R> vignette("general_usage","shapr") or theonline documentation.
We start by loading the full dataset (before splitting into a training and explanation set),
containing daily ordered observations of the different variables

R> x_full <- fread(file.path("data_and_models", "x_full.csv"))

In the first example, we will build a basic AR(2) model for the variable temp, which is the
temperature registered on each day. We use the first 729 observations for training the model.

R> data_fit <- x_full[seq_len(729), ]
R> model_ar <- ar(data_fit$temp, order = 2)

https://archive.ics.uci.edu/dataset/275/
https://norskregnesentral.github.io/shapr/general_usage.html


Martin Jullum, Lars Henry Berge Olsen, Jon Lachmann, Annabelle Redelmeier 31

The next step is to decide what the value of ϕ0 that we want to compare against. Different
options can be selected here, depending on the setting, one option may be using the last
observation before the start of the forecast, providing an explanation of the difference between
the actual forecast made and the naive extrapolation of the last value. Another common
option which we will use here is to compare against the sample mean. We want to explain a
forecast of horizon h = 3, which is why we create a vector containing the mean over the full
horizon.

R> phi0_ar <- rep(mean(data_fit$temp), 3)

The final step is to call explain_forecast(). We pass the model and the data, and since the
model is of class ar, it will use the built-in predict_model function. The train and explain
indices Ttrain and Texplain are selected from the fact that we have n = 731 observations,
and we want to explain two forecasts starting from t = 730 and t = 731, i.e., predicting
t = 731, 732, 733 and t = 732, 733, 734. The train_idx argument could have been omitted,
but it is included here for clarity. The reason that it starts from t = 2 is that it would not be
possible to make a prediction starting from t = 1 as we need two lagged observations to make
a prediction. Finally, we have specified our horizon, approach and to not group the lags per
variable.

R> explain_forecast(
+ model = model_ar,
+ y = x_full[, "temp"],
+ train_idx = 2:729,
+ explain_idx = 730:731,
+ explain_y_lags = 2,
+ horizon = 3,
+ approach = "empirical",
+ phi0 = phi0_ar,
+ group_lags = FALSE,
+ seed = 1
)

We obtain the result below, where we can see that the first lag has a stronger effect than the
second over the full forecast horizon, and for the forecast starting from t = 731 the effect is
overall more pronounced.

explain_idx horizon none temp.1 temp.2
<int> <int> <num> <num> <num>

1: 730 1 15.32 -5.977 -4.667
2: 731 1 15.32 -7.816 -4.746
3: 730 2 15.32 -5.620 -4.374
4: 731 2 15.32 -7.349 -4.457
5: 730 3 15.32 -5.276 -4.105
6: 731 3 15.32 -6.899 -4.184

Our second example creates an ARIMAX model of order (2, 0, 0) with the variable windspeed
from the same dataset as an exogenous regressor. We begin by cutting the data which is used
to fit the model to preserve two observations of windspeed to be used for prediction.
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R> model_arimax <- arima(data_fit$temp,
+ order = c(2, 0, 0),
+ xreg = data_fit$windspeed)
R> phi0_arimax <- rep(mean(data_fit$temp), 2)

Most arguments are equivalent to the previous example, but note here that we also pass the
exogenous regressor as xreg, along with explain_xreg_lags = 1, meaning that we want to
explain a single lag of the exogenous variable windspeed. We have also selected to create a
group of all lags for each variable by setting group_lags = TRUE.

R> explain_forecast(
+ model = model_arimax,
+ y = data_full[, "temp"],
+ xreg = data_full[, "windspeed"],
+ train_idx = 2:728,
+ explain_idx = 729,
+ explain_y_lags = 2,
+ explain_xreg_lags = 1,
+ horizon = 2,
+ approach = "empirical",
+ phi0 = phi0_arimax,
+ group_lags = TRUE,
+ seed = 1
)

We are only explaining a single forecast, over the two following time points t = 730, 731.
We see that the specific values of the windspeed variable have a small effect on the forecast
compared to the auto-regressive effect of temp itself, but the effect of windspeed is roughly
double on the second step of the forecast compared to the first.

explain_idx horizon none temp windspeed
<num> <num> <num> <num> <num>

1: 729 1 15.32 -8.899 -1.047
2: 729 2 15.32 -8.585 -2.113

7. Summary and discussion
The present paper introduces the shapr package, which computes Shapley value explanations
for predictive models in R. The package stands out from other software providing Shapley
value-based prediction explanation by focusing on conditional Shapley value estimates and
implementing a comprehensive list of recently developed methods for estimating these. Ad-
ditionally, the package supports the computation of causal and asymmetric Shapley values
when (partial) causal information is accessible. Specialized functionality is also provided
for explaining forecasts from time series models with multiple forecast horizons. All of this
is packaged with flexible model support, parallelized computations, convergence detection,
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and visualization tools. Finally, the accompanying shaprpy Python library makes conditional
Shapley value explanations directly accessible in Python, through a wrapper for the core func-
tionality of the shapr package. Below, we outline a few possible extensions and enhancements
of the software.
While shaprpy ports most functionality to Python, it has some limitations, such as the lack
of plotting features. Since the popular shap library already has lots of nice plotting func-
tionality for prediction explanations based on Shapley values, creating wrappers for their
plotting functionality would be a very convenient extension. Additionally, adapting the
explain_forecast() function from Section 6, and adding support for parallelization and
continued estimation for Python, are natural extensions.
A valuable enhancement to the shapr package, could be to start with several different ap-
proaches from Section 2.3 in a burn-in period with a smaller number of coalitions. Then,
based on the MSEv metric in Section 2.5, we could proceed only with the best-performing
estimation approach. Implementing this as an automatic step before the iterative estimation
procedure could offer a robust and user-friendly solution, which reduces the risk of using
approaches inappropriate for the specific data.
SAGE (Shapley Additive Global Explanations) (Covert et al. 2020) is an explanation method
that measures feature importance at the population level rather than for individual predic-
tions. It decomposes the (expected) training loss across features instead of decomposing
individual predictions. The same justifications regarding marginal and conditional expec-
tations apply also for this case, and the majority of the approaches in Section 2.3 can be
modified to estimate expected loss instead. Extending shapr to support SAGE-like decompo-
sitions would offer a more comprehensive toolset, enabling both local explanations and global
feature importance assessments.
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A. Additional approaches and functionality

A.1. Specification of the get_model_specs() argument

The get_model_specs() function is used to verify that the data passed to explain() or
explain_forecast() has the correct format, ensuring that the necessary feature columns
are present and have the appropriate class or attributes. It is strongly recommended to
perform these checks to ensure proper usage. However, if such checks are not required,
the get_model_specs() function can be omitted. In this case, a warning will be issued,
indicating that feature consistency checks against the model are disabled. The function takes
the following arguments:

• labels: vector with the feature names to compute Shapley values for

• classes: a named vector with the labels as names and the class type as elements

• factor_levels: a named list with the labels as names and vectors with the factor levels
as elements (NULL for any numeric features)

A.2. Specification of the predict_model() argument for forecasting

For support in explain_forecast(), predict_model functions are natively provided for
stats::Arima and stats::ar. These can be used as basis for custom implementations
for other model classes. The predict_model function for explain_forecast() takes the
following arguments:

• x: The model to be used for prediction.

• newdata: The new lagged data which is to be imputed in place for y, where the number
of lags per variable corresponds to explain_lags$y.

• newreg: The new lagged data which is to be imputed in place for xreg, where the
number of lags per variable corresponds to explain_lags$xreg. This also contains
data for exogenous regressors through the forecast horizon.

• horizon: The forecast horizon the function is expected to produce a forecast for.

• explain_idx: A vector containing Texplain as provided to explain_forecast.

• explain_lags: A list containing two items, y and xreg which are the number of lags
to be explained per variable in y and xreg, respectively.

• y: The full data set in y, allowing models which require the full data as basis for the
imputation to be used.

• xreg: The full data set in xreg, allowing models which require the full data as basis for
the imputation to be used.
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