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Abstract

Machine-learning models have grown increasingly deep and high-dimensional, making it difficult
to understand how individual and combined features influence their predictions. While Shapley-
value-based methods provide principled feature attributions, existing formulations cannot tractably
evaluate higher-order interactions: the Shapley—Taylor Interaction Index (STII) requires exponential-
scale enumeration of subsets, and current tensor-based approaches such as the Marginal SHAP Ten-
sor (MST) are restricted to first-order effects. The central problem is that no existing framework
simultaneously preserves the axiomatic exactness of STII and avoids the exponential computational
blow-up inherent to high-order discrete derivatives. Here we show that high-order Shapley inter-
actions can be represented exactly as tensor-network contractions, enabling polynomial-time and
polylog-depth computation under Tensor-Train (TT) structure. We introduce Interaction Tensor
SHAP (IT-SHAP), which reformulates STII as the contraction of a Value Tensor and a Weight Ten-
sor, and assume a finite-state T'T representation of the Weight Tensor with polynomial T'T ranks.
Under TT-structured model and distribution tensors, we show that IT-SHAP reduces the expo-
nential complexity ©(4") of STII to NC? parallel time. These results demonstrate that IT-SHAP
provides a unified, axiomatic, and computationally tractable formulation of main effects and higher-
order interactions in high-dimensional models. This framework establishes a foundation for scalable
interaction-aware eXplainable Al, with implications for large black-box models whose combinatorial

structure has previously rendered interaction analysis infeasible.

1. Introduction

Recent advances in machine learning have produced increasingly deep and large models whose
internal behavior is difficult to interpret. This opacity has raised concerns regarding their deploy-
ment in critical domains, thereby motivating extensive research in eXplainable AI (XAI). A central
objective in XAl is to provide quantitative explanations of how predictive models depend on in-
dividual input features(Doshi-Velez and Kim, 2017; Guidotti et al., |2018; Ribeiro et al. 2016]).
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Consequently, methods that attribute model outputs to features in a principled and interpretable
manner have become foundational.

SHapley Additive exPlanations (SHAP) quantify the contribution of each feature to a model
prediction by leveraging the Shapley value from cooperative game theory(Lundberg and Lee, |2017)).
SHAP satisfies desirable axioms such as fairness and efficiency, which has led to its widespread
adoption. However, the computational cost of exact SHAP is exponential in the feature dimension
D, requiring O(D2P) operations(Lundberg and Lee, |2017). This complexity severely limits its
applicability in high-dimensional settings.

A comprehensive survey by |Mosca et al.| (2022) organizes Shapley-value-based explanation meth-
ods along five axes: input structure, model class, core assumptions, explanation type, and estimation
efficiency. This paper focuses on the computational aspects highlighted in that survey and develops
a structured taxonomy of existing approaches from this perspective.

We categorize Shapley value computation strategies into approximation-based acceleration meth-
ods and structure-exploiting exact methods. Approximation-based methods aim to reduce the
exponential complexity of exact Shapley computation while preserving its axiomatic properties.
KernelSHAP (Lundberg and Lee, |2017) and conditional-distribution-based approaches(Aas et al.,
2021; Bachmann, 2025; Olsen et al., 2022) fall into this class. These methods make no assump-
tions about model structure and therefore exhibit broad applicability, yet they inevitably introduce
approximation error.

In contrast, structure-exploiting exact methods assume specific model representations to achieve
polynomial-time or shallow-parallel-depth computation of Shapley values. Representative examples
include exact SHAP computation for decision trees(Lundberg et al.l [2020), tractability results for
Boolean circuits(Arenas et all 2023)), and the Marginal SHAP Tensor (MST) based on Tensor-
Train (T'T) representations(Marzouk et al., 2025). Although these methods sacrifice generality, the
resulting Shapley values are exact.

Research has also advanced beyond single-feature attributions to capture interactions among
features. Early work on Shapley interaction indices(Owen) 1972 |Grabisch and Roubens, |1999) has
evolved into the Shapley-Taylor Interaction Index (STII)(Sundararajan et al., 2020). More recent
sampling-based estimators, such as SHAP-IQ and SVARM-IQ(Fumagalli et al., 2023} Kolpaczki et
al.,[2024)), aim to approximate interaction effects of arbitrary order. Consequently, interaction-based
attribution has become a major research theme in SHAP-related studies.

Despite these developments, fundamental computational challenges remain. Precise evalua-
tion of STII requires enumerating all subsets of the feature set, leading to exponential complex-
ity. Sampling-based estimators can approximate high-order interactions but do not reproduce the
discrete-derivative semantics that define STII. Furthermore, TT-based approaches(Marzouk et al.,
2025)) enable efficient computation of Marginal SHAP but do not extend to a unified representation
of all interaction orders. Therefore, no existing framework simultaneously preserves the theoretical
exactness of STII and avoids exponential blow-up in high-order interaction computation.

This paper proposes a general computational framework that addresses this limitation. Building



on TT-based Shapley computation(Marzouk et al., 2025), we exploit the ability of TT structures
to efficiently encode high-dimensional tensors. To this end, we introduce Interaction Tensor SHAP
(IT-SHAP), a unified tensor-based representation of the Shapley—Taylor Interaction Index. Our for-
mulation expresses all interaction orders within a single TT-based tensor network and demonstrates
that the associated computation reduces from exponential to polynomial order under suitable rank
conditions. Our analysis reveals that IT-SHAP provides a tractable and theoretically grounded

extension of classical SHAP theory for high-order interaction attribution.

2. Preliminaries

This section presents the theoretical components that support the formulation and analysis of
the proposed method. Specifically, it summarizes the foundations on which the framework is built,
namely the STII and the MST. Section [2.I] introduces the notation used throughout the paper.
Section [2.2| reviews the definition of STII, and Section summarizes the MST framework.

2.1. Notation

This subsection introduces the notation used throughout the paper in order to specify the
mathematical objects under consideration. Sets are denoted by capital roman letters, and for any
integer N > 1 we define [N] = {1,..., N} as the finite index set with N elements. For a set A,
its power set is written 24, and a subset of A is denoted S C A. The indicator vector of a subset
S C [N]is o € {0,1}", where o; = 1 if and only if i € S. The complement of S is written S¢.

Scalars are written in lowercase roman letters. The real numbers and natural numbers are
denoted by R and N, respectively. Vectors in R? are written in bold lowercase (e.g., x), and the
i-th component of x is denoted z;. For integers 1 < ¢ < n, the standard basis vector e} € R" has
its i-th entry equal to 1 and all other entries equal to 0. The vector 1,, € R™ denotes the all-ones
vector. Matrices are denoted by bold uppercase (e.g., A € R™*"), with entries written A;;.

Tensors are denoted by calligraphic uppercase letters (e.g., X). An N-th order tensor X €
RIAXXIN has entries Xj,..;y indexed by multi-indices. We identify Rt @ --- @ RN with the
corresponding tensor product space, and interpret u ® v as the outer product. Throughout the
paper, we use the multi-index space

m®n [m] x -+ x [m] (n times),
which represents the n-fold Cartesian product where each mode has m possible indices.

Tensor contractions are written as A X g B and correspond to the inner-product operation over

the common modes S, following the notation in Marzouk et al. (2025). The mode-n tensor-matrix

product is written X x,, A and is defined as

(X Xn A)ir-'j"'izv = Z Xil"'in"'iNAjinv



as standard in Kolda and Bader]| (2009).

Permutations are bijections 7 : [N] — [N], and the set of all permutations is denoted Sy.
A permutation 7 imposes an order on the feature set, written (1), 7(2),...,7(/N). For a subset
S C [N], the set of features in S that appear before a given position under 7 is denoted by 7g.

Since the paper analyzes permutation expectations, we introduce a probability space (2, F,P)
and denote the expectation of a random variable X :  — R by E[X]. The permutation expectation
Ex[] is defined with respect to the uniform distribution over Sy .

To examine the computational difficulty of tensor-network (TN) contraction problems, we recall
several complexity classes. The class P contains all decision problems solvable in polynomial time
in the input size and serves as a standard foundation for efficient computation |Arora and Barak
(2009). The class #P consists of counting problems associated with combinatorial solution sets; a
problem is #P-hard if every problem in #P can be reduced to it in polynomial time [Arora and
Barak| (2009)).

Nick’s Class (NC) characterizes problems solvable on parallel computation models using a poly-
nomial number of processors and polylogarithmic runtime |Cook| (2023). Processors refer to com-
putational units in theoretical models such as the Parallel Random Access Machine (PRAM). The
subclass NCF consists of problems solvable using depth at most (logn)*, and the parameter k
measures the degree of achievable parallelism.

The notation introduced above provides a uniform representation for value functions, discrete

derivatives, the STII, and tensor-network—based contraction formulas used in the remainder of the

paper.

2.2. STII

The purpose of this subsection is to establish the theoretical framework required to treat value
functions, discrete derivatives, and interaction indices in a unified manner. The STII provides
such a framework. STII extends the Shapley value by preserving its first-order attributions while
defining higher-order interactions in a coherent and consistent fashion. Its construction relies on
discrete derivatives of value functions, which align with multivariate Taylor expansion in the discrete
domain. Moreover, STII satisfies a uniqueness characterization derived from the Shapley axioms
together with an additional interaction-distribution principle. These properties yield a theoretically
robust formulation that offers a more unified foundation than the classical Shapley interaction index
(Grabisch and Roubens, [1999).

2.2.1. Value Functions and Discrete Derivatives
Let ni, denote the number of features, and let [ni,] be the corresponding feature index set. A

function
F:2™Mn 3R

is called a value function, where F'(S) assigns a real number to any subset S C [ni,]. We consider

a machine-learning model M : R™» — R with input vector x = (z1,...,%y,, ). For any subset



S C [nin), we write

x5 = (Zi)ies, Xge = (2;)iese,

where S¢ is the complement of S in [ni,].
Practical SHAP-based attribution methods typically define the value function using conditional
imputation. Given a subset S, the components xgc are imputed according to the conditional

distribution p(xge | xg), and the value function is defined by
F(S) =E[M(x)|xs, xge ~ p(xse | xg)].

Although this form is standard in applications, the theory of STII does not require F' to be defined
via conditional expectations. The framework treats F' as an arbitrary set function F': 2"n» — R.

To extend Shapley-style reasoning to interactions, we introduce the discrete derivative dgF(T')
for subsets S C [niy] and T C [niy] \ S, defined by

SsF(T) = > (-1)F-WIp@uw).
wWcCs

This operator computes the incremental effect of introducing all features in S simultaneously, using
an inclusion—exclusion expansion. When |S| = 1, the discrete derivative reduces to a main effect;

when |S| > 2, it captures higher-order interactions among the features in S.

2.2.2. Definition of STII
We now define the STII. A permutation on [niy| is a bijection 7 : [niy] — [nin], and the set of

all permutations is the symmetric group Sy, . For 7 € S, and i € [niy], we define

mio={j € [min] : 71 (j) <7 (0) },

namely, the set of features that precede i in the ordering 7(1),...,7(nin).
For a subset S C [niy], we write
TS = ﬂ Ty
€S

the set of features that appear before every element of S under 7.
Given a value function F' and its discrete derivative dgF'(T"), the local contribution of a permu-

tation to the order-k interaction of S is

k 5sF(@), 18] <k,
IS,#(F) =
osF(ms), |S|=k.

If |S| < k, the contribution coincides with the discrete derivative at the empty context, matching
lower-order Taylor coefficients. If |S| = k, the interaction is evaluated at the permutation-dependent

context mg.



The STII of order k is the permutation expectation:

I§(F) = Bres,,, [ 18(F)]
where the expectation is taken under the uniform distribution over Sy, .
For k =1 and S = {i},
I{;y(F) = Ex[F(m U {i}) — F(m)],

which coincides with the standard Shapley value. Thus STII generalizes the Shapley value to

higher-order interactions.

2.2.8. Closed-form Ezxpression and Computational Complezity

Using properties of discrete derivatives, STII admits the closed-form expression

k 0 F(T
15(F) = = (nmfl)).
M TCnia\S \ T

This expression aggregates the discrete derivatives dgF(T) for all T C [ni,] \ S using a specific
weighting consistent with the permutation-based definition.

The computational cost of evaluating I g(F ) is exponential. Fach discrete derivative requires
summing over all subsets W C S, of which there are 2151 possibilities. The number of possible
contexts T' C [niy] \ S is 2~ IS, Therefore, for fixed S,

2‘S| X 2nin_‘s‘ — 2nin

operations are required.

For order k, the number of subsets with size at most k is @(ni’fl), leading to total complexity

O2mn nk).

in
In the worst case, when k = ny,, the number of subsets reaches 2™» | resulting in overall complexity
O(4"n).
Thus, STII necessarily exhibits exponential complexity regardless of the order k.

2.2.4. Azxiomatic Characterization

STII is uniquely characterized by five axioms: the Linearity, Dummy, Symmetry, and Efficiency
axioms from the Shapley value, and the Interaction Distribution Axiom specific to STII (Sundarara-
jan et al.l 2020]).

The Linearity Axiom requires that for any value functions Fy, F5 and constant c,

IE(Fy + Fy) = IE(F) + IE(Fy),  IE(cFy) = cI&(FY).



The Dummy Axiom states that if a feature i satisfies
F(S) = F(S\{i}) + F({i})  (Vies),

then
15 (F) = F({i}),  I5(F)=0 (€S, [S|>2).

The Symmetry Axiom requires that for any permutation ,
k k
I5(F) = I (7 F).
The Efficiency Axiom states that the total contribution of all interactions up to order k satisfies

> I5(F) = F(N) = F(0).
=

The Interaction Distribution Axiom concerns pure interactions defined by

c, TCS,
Fr(S) =
0, T¢S,

and requires
IEFr)=0 (SCT, |S|<k).

This ensures that higher-order interactions do not influence lower-order components.
These five axioms uniquely identify STII. When k& = 1, the Interaction Distribution Axiom
becomes vacuous, because the only subset with |S| < 1 is the empty set, and Ij(F) = 0 already

follows from the Shapley value definition. Hence,
[ (F) = ¢i(F),

and STII reduces exactly to the classical Shapley value. The additional axiom becomes meaningful

only when k£ > 2, where it enforces a hierarchical allocation of interactions.

2.2.5. Consistency with the Multilinear Extension

A standard continuous embedding of the value function F' into [0, 1]™r is given by the multilinear

f@y="Y_ FS) ] ] - =)

SC[nin] €S ¢S

extension

Since f is a polynomial, it admits a Taylor expansion. Its mixed partial derivatives Agf(z) coincide
with the discrete derivatives dgF'(T"), and this correspondence underpins the analytical formulation
of STII.



Using this extension, Sundararajan et al. (2020]) showed that for |S| < k,
I5(F) = As£(0),

the exact Taylor coefficient at the origin. For S = {i1,..., 4}, the mixed partial derivative is

Agf(x) = 0"/ (z)

8951-1 e axim '

For |S| = k, the STII term is given by the integral representation

1
fg(F):/o k(1= 0)F Agf(t) dt.

This expression parallels the integral form of higher-order Taylor coefficients.

These relationships demonstrate that STII establishes a precise correspondence between the
discrete Shapley-style formulation and the continuous Taylor-based decomposition induced by the
multilinear extension. STII therefore provides the unique interaction index that consistently de-
composes model contributions across orders without overlap in both the discrete and continuous

frameworks.

2.3. MST

This subsection describes the tensor-based formulation that underlies the computational frame-
work used in this study. The central idea is to represent SHAP computations as tensor-network
(TN) contractions and to impose a TT structure on the corresponding tensors in order to enable
efficient evaluation. We summarize the mathematical structure and computation procedure using

the value-function notation introduced in the previous section.

2.8.1. SHAP Definition and Tensorization of the Value Function
Let nj, denote the number of features, and let [n;,] = {1,...,nin} be the feature index set. The

discrete input domain is
D= [Nl] Koo X [Nnin]7

where [N;] denotes the set of possible discrete values of feature j. The model is

M : D — R"ew,
and an input instance is written x = (x1, ..., 2y, ) € D. For any subset S C [niy|, we write
xg = (Ti)ies,  Xse = (Ti)iese,

where S€¢ is the complement of S.



Given input x and a background distribution P, the associated value function is
Vi (M, x; P) = By op[M(xs, Xsc)]. (1)

This quantity represents the expected model output obtained by keeping the features in S fixed at
x and imputing the remaining features xge from the distribution P. Thus Vj;(M,x; P) coincides
with the value function F,,_ , :2"» — R"™mt induced by the SHAP framework.
The SHAP value of feature i € [nj,] for input x is defined as the Shapley value of the function
Vir:
Gi(M,x,P) =Y W(S) (Vam(x, SU{i}; P) — Vi(x, S; P)) € R, (2)
SC[nin]\{1}

where the combinatorial weight is

181 (min — 1] — 1)

Tin!

W(S)

Using , we define the MST T(M:P) ¢ RPXninxnout 1y
V(x,8) €D x [nn] TPV g (TM x TP (3)

Here 7™ and TP denote TT representations of the model M and the distribution P, respectively.

A TT decomposition expresses a tensor 7 as a linear chain of third-order TT cores
TO 7@ ) TU) ¢ REs-1%Nyxds
yielding
T = T(l) X(3’1) T(2) X(371) ce X(3,1) T(n) c RdoXNIX"'XNnan. (4)

Conventionally, dy = 1 (or dy, = 1), so the corresponding T'T core is a matrix. For tensors TW and
T®@ . the contraction
T X (i.4) T

creates a new tensor by summing over mode i of T and mode j of T(3):
(1 (2

A1 yeeey @131 5ee50m s bl,...,b]'_l,bj+1,...,bm - Z A1 yees@i—1,K,05 415000500 bl7~--,bj71:k:bj+1»~~-vbm.
k=1

[T x5 T

2.8.2. Tensor-Network Representation of Marginal SHAP
Given 7™ and 7%, the MST is obtained via the contraction

T(M,P) — Vv/ X g V(M,P) c Rﬂ)xninxnout7 (5)



where the contraction index set is
S:={(k+1, k+nn+1):k€ [nm}.
The Modified Weighted Coalitional Tensor (MWCT) W e Rmnx29"n ig defined by

— _W(S_]-nin)v Si = ]-a
Wi

381y 3Snyy

W(s—1y,), si=2,

where W(-) is the Shapley combinatorial weight, and the operation s — 1,, converts s; € {1,2}
to binary {0,1}. The sign convention encodes the difference between the contributions of S and
S U {i} within the tensor-network representation.

The Marginal Value Tensor VIM:F) ¢ RP*[21%"nxnouw ig defined using router tensors M@ as
VALP) — (MO o M@ o0 M) x g TM xg, TF,

where

S ={((b—Fk)-4,1):1 € [nin) }-

Each router tensor M(®) ¢ RNix2xN* selects, for feature i, either the fixed value from the input
instance x or an imputed value drawn from the distribution P, depending on the binary index
in mode 2. This routing operation implements the SHAP intervention (xg,XY.) within the TN
structure. The operator o denotes the TT-style concatenation of the sequence of router tensors.
Together, W and VM.P) provide a complete TN formulation of the MST, enabling efficient

computation when 7 and 77 satisfy low-rank TT structure.

2.8.8. General Tensor-Network Assumptions Lead to #P-hardness

This study assumes that both the model tensor 7™ and the background-distribution tensor 77
admit TT structure when computing the MST. A TT representation is a special case of a tensor
network (TN) with a one-dimensional chain topology, for which contraction can be performed in
polynomial time. Under this assumption, the contraction in is computationally tractable.

In contrast, the situation changes substantially when one considers general TN structures. [Mar-
zouk et al. (2025]) establishes that, for SHAP-based value functions, contracting TN representations
is #P-hard under general TN architectures. This hardness result implies that the T'T assumption
is essential for ensuring tractability of the MST. Hence, there is a clear computational dichotomy:
general TN structures lead to #P-hard contraction, whereas T'T structures enable polynomial-time
computation. The present work adopts the T'T assumption precisely to avoid this hardness barrier

and to guarantee that the MST can be computed within feasible time.

10



2.8.4. Computational Gains Under the TT Assumption
We first summarize the computational cost associated with converting the MWCT W into TT

form. As shown in [Marzouk et al.| (2025), W admits a TT representation
(G, q@ . Gy,
The TT cores have dimensions

G(l) e Rm,ﬁ@xn?ﬂj G(z) e Rn?HXQXnizn (2 <i< iy — 1) G(nin) e Rn?ﬂxQ.

Moreover, the TT representation can be constructed using O(logni,) computational depth and
O(n3)) parallel processors.
Next, assume that both the model tensor 7™ and the background-distribution tensor 77 have

TT decompositions,
TM = (zO )y 7P = p) L plrn)y,
Under this assumption, the MST 7(M:P) admits the T'T structure
<M(1) X (4,2) zm X (3,2) P X (2,2) g, ..., M) X (4,2) Z (i) X (3,2) pnin) X (2,2) g("i“)>.

The tensors {g@')}ie[nm] and {M(i)}ie[nin] are those defined in the previous subsection. With this
structure, the MST can be computed in NC, and in particular it belongs to NC?; see [Marzouk et
al.| (2025)), p. 37.

These results demonstrate that the TT assumption enables highly parallelizable computation of

Marginal SHAP, in stark contrast to the intractability of general TN contractions.

3. Problem Formulation

3.1. Objective

The objective of this study is to develop a unified framework that represents both first-order
Shapley attributions and higher-order interactions, as characterized by the STII, within a single
tensor-structured formulation. Existing MST methods are limited to first-order contributions and
do not provide a theoretical mechanism for representing interactions of order two or higher. Con-
versely, STII offers a mathematically rigorous formulation for interactions of arbitrary order, but its
reliance on discrete derivatives and expectations over the full permutation group leads to exponential
computational cost, making direct application infeasible in high-dimensional settings.

This study integrates the strengths of these two approaches: the computational efficiency enabled
by TT structure and the precise interaction semantics provided by STII. To this end, we propose
Interaction Tensor SHAP (IT-SHAP), a new Shapley-based attribution method that expresses both

main effects and higher-order interactions as tensor-network computations. IT-SHAP provides a

11



general theoretical framework that estimates contributions of all interaction orders within a sin-
gle tensor architecture, thereby extending Shapley-based explanations to high-dimensional feature

spaces in a computationally tractable manner.

3.2. Theoretical Foundations of IT-SHAP

This subsection establishes the foundational framework required to express STII as a tensor.
STII is defined for a value function F' : 2™» — R"ut using discrete derivatives dgF'(T'), aggregated
over subsets T' C [nj,| \ S with appropriate weighting. Consequently, STII must operate on a
tensorized representation of the value function. To accomplish this, the value function F' is embedded
into a tensor indexed by {0,1}"» which serves as the domain of all binary indicator vectors of

subsets. In what follows, we refer to the tensorized Shapley value representation as the MST.

3.2.1. Consistency Between STII and MST

This subsection establishes the correspondence between the STII and the MST. We first verify
that the value function used in STII for the case kK = 1 coincides with the value function employed
in MST. For an input x € X and a subset S C N = {1,...,niy}, the value function is defined as

Fx(S) = Exnp|[M(xs,X5)] (6)

where xg denotes the projection of x onto the coordinates indexed by .S, and features in S¢ are
replaced with samples drawn from the background distribution P. STII derives higher-order inter-

actions by applying discrete derivatives to this value function. Its closed-form expression is given
by
k k dsF(T)
== % T (™)

Pin s ()

where the discrete derivative is

5sF(T) = > (-1)S-Wipruw). (8)
wcCs

To express this structure in the tensorized representation used by MST, we introduce routing
indices

s=(s1,...,5n,) € {1,2}"n,

where

s = 1= x;, s =2 =z

The subset encoded by s is defined as

S(s)={ieN:s =1}

12



The Value Tensor is then given by

Vi) = Exip Tc{\g(w’l,sl,ml),...,do(x;lin,snin,xnm),y:| : (9)
This construction yields the identity
Visi | = Fry(S(s)). (10)
and consequently, for any T, W C [niy],
Fey(Tuw) =v{id (11)

Substituting into the discrete derivative expression (8)), we obtain

SF(T) = 32 (0 (12
wWcs

Substituting this into the closed-form expression of STII , we derive a linear representation of

the form
k k M,P
PFE) = Y o (v, (13)
7€{1,2}"in
with weights
N L IENEY .
o) = <(n)1) U(r)={i:m—1} (14)
M TCnia)\S [l
wWcs
TUW=U (1)

Introducing the weight tensor
O RIS (),
we obtain the tensor contraction form
TE (M, P) = WF) 5, YD), (15)

In particular,
TOM, Psxy= > Ng? vary .
7€{1,2}"in
Theorem 1 (IT-SHAP). Let Sy = {S C [nin] : |S| < k}. Then the order-k IT-SHAP value tensor
s given by
TE (M, P) = W) xq YIP) ¢ RDXISkIxnout,

13



3.2.2. Lemmas for IT-SHAP
The representation in Theorem [I] coincides with the definition of STII and therefore inherits all
axioms satisfied by STII, including Linearity, Dummy, Symmetry, Efficiency, and the Interaction

Distribution axiom. We now establish consistency with MST for the case k = 1.

Lemma 2 (Consistency for the First-Order Case). For k = 1, the IT-SHAP value tensor coincides
with the MST.

To illustrate this correspondence, we examine the cases k = 1 and k£ = 2. For k = 1, the weight

tensor satisfies - 1
Wi = —[F(U(r)u{i}) — F(U(r))],

{Z T Nin

where U(7) = {j : 7; = 1}. This term corresponds to the increment
F(SU{i}) - F(5)

averaged over all subsets S C [nj,], thereby matching the MST representation component-wise.

For k = 2, the weight tensor for a feature pair S = {7, j} is
W2
2,

NN FU(r)) - FU(r) U{i}) = FU(r) U{j}) + FU(r) U{i,j})
{idbr = p;

Nin—1
" TCnin]\ 4,5} ( I )

The four-term linear combination corresponds exactly to the second-order discrete derivative
o F(T) = F(T U LG, j}) — F(T'U{d}) — F(T U {j}) + F(T),

showing that the order-2 IT-SHAP value tensor implements the second-order interaction encoded by
STII through contraction with the Value Tensor. Thus, IT-SHAP provides a direct generalization
of MST (k = 1) to higher-order interactions.

3.2.8. Lllustrative Example of MWCT for niyy =3 and k = 2

This subsection introduces an illustrative example that clarifies how the MWCT W) encodes
the discrete derivative structure of the STII within a TN. The example considers the smallest
nontrivial setting with feature dimension ny, = 3 and interaction order k = 2.

To establish the basic setting, note that for n;, = 3 the routing index is given by 7 = (11, 72, 73) €

{1,213, producing 8 possible configurations. Each 7 uniquely determines a subset
U(r)={1€{1,2,3} :;, =1}.

For example, 7 = (1,2,1) yields U(7) = {1, 3}.
The MWCT component of order k = 2 associated with a feature pair S = {i,j} is defined as

WE = D2 ()M O w7,
WwcCs
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where w(? (W, 7) denotes the local weight corresponding to the second-order discrete derivative in
STII and depends solely on U(7).

Consider the concrete case S = {1,2} and 7 = (1,2,1). Since U(7) = {1, 3}, enumerating all
subsets W C {1, 2}, namely W € {0, {1}, {2}, {1,2}}, yields

W2 wan = 9@ ({12, 7) — @ ({1}, 1) —w®({2},7) + 0 (0, 7).

This linear combination corresponds exactly to the second-order discrete derivative
SpuanF(U(r)) =F(U(r)u{1,2}) - F(U(r) u{1}) = F(U(r) U{2}) + F(U(7)),

verifying that the MWCT reproduces the STII second-order operator as a tensor.

The essential reason the MWCT admits a T'T representation lies in the fact that the informa-
tion required to evaluate VNVékT) can be summarized by a small set of statistics derived from the
prefix (71, ...,7;) rather than an explicit enumeration of subsets. Specifically, the computation re-
quires only the cumulative count of indices j < ¢ for which 7; = 1, indicator variables specifying
whether elements of S appear in the prefix, and local quantities determining the parity structure of
inclusion—exclusion. These can be updated recursively as the prefix grows.

Accordingly, the internal state at prefix length ¢ can be written as

= (ci, b(p), bgq)) ,

7
where ¢; is the number of occurrences of 7; = 1 in the first 7 positions, and bl(p ) and bgq) indicate
whether the elements p and g of S = {p, ¢} appear in the prefix. These quantities suffice to determine
the local contribution to the discrete derivative. The state evolution follows the deterministic update

rule

i 29(7%‘—177'1')7

and the state space size is bounded by a polynomial in ny,. Consequently, the MWCT can be
computed without enumerating subsets, relying instead on a polynomial-size state transition process.
This ensures that the TT cores can be chosen with polynomial rank, enabling a TT representation.

This example demonstrates that the MWCT is computable solely through recursive prefix-based
updates, rather than combinatorial subset enumeration. This property underlies its representation
as a tensor-train chain and directly supports subsequent lemmas establishing that the TT ranks

remain polynomial in nj,.

8.8. Computational Complezity and Scalability

This section establishes how the computational acceleration of IT-SHAP is achieved. The ob-
jective of the analysis is to demonstrate that IT-SHAP belongs to the complexity class NC2. To
this end, the argument proceeds through three components, as summarized in Figure

The first component of the argument is presented in Lemma , which shows that the MWCT
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‘Lemma : MWCT admits a TT representation‘
+
‘Lemma : Polynomial T'T ranks of MWCT‘

b
Theorem @: IT-SHAP is computable in NC?

Figure 1: Logical dependency among lemmas and the main theorem for IT-SHAP.

possesses a finite-state local transition structure and therefore admits a representation in T'T form.
The second component, given in Lemma ([5]), establishes that the TT cores associated with this
representation have dimensions bounded by a polynomial in the feature dimension. Consequently,
the TT ranks remain polynomial rather than exponential.

The third component combines these two lemmas to analyze the TT contraction process. Since
TT contraction with polynomial ranks can be executed by parallel circuits of polylogarithmic depth,
the overall computation of IT-SHAP is shown in Theorem @ to lie in NC2.

The following subsections examine each component, clarify its contribution to the overall result,

and explain how the three components together establish the parallel computability of IT-SHAP.

8.8.1. General TN Structure

Under a general TN structure, the contraction operations required to compute the MST are
known to be #P-hard (Marzouk et al. 2025)). Since IT-SHAP extends MST by incorporating
higher-order derivatives and additional tensor contractions, its computation under a general TN

structure inherits this hardness.

Lemma 3 (IT-SHAP is #P-hard under General TN Structure). Assume that the model tensor
TM and the background distribution tensor T are represented by general TN structures. Then the
computation of IT-SHAP is #P-hard.

3.3.2. TT Structure

To show that IT-SHAP is computable within the complexity class NC? under a TT assumption,
it is necessary to demonstrate that all tensor components involved admit TT representations with
polynomially bounded ranks. As shown in Marzouk et al.| (2025)), contraction of T'T tensors reduces
to a chain of matrix multiplications, each computable in NC!, and the full contraction can be
arranged in logarithmic depth, yielding an NC? computation.

In the present formulation, the only component not previously analyzed in MST is the MWCT.
Hence, it suffices to establish that this tensor admits a TT representation and that its TT ranks
grow at most polynomially.

We begin by establishing the existence of a T'T representation.
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Lemma 4 (MWCT Admits a TT Representation). Assume that the model tensor T™ and the
distribution tensor TY admit TT representations. Consider the MWCT defined for any subset
S C N and routing index T € {1,2}"™n by

. )
B = 3 (S ® 1), (16)
wWcs

and assume that there exist finite sets Ry, ..., Rp,, and local weights w® Ry x {1,2} xR; = R
such that

Nin

USRI DR | A (17)

T0y-sTnyy, i=1
where each r; € R;. Then W®H) admits a complete T'T representation.

Lemma [4 establishes structural representability. We next show that this representation is effi-

ciently bounded.

Lemma 5 (Polynomial TT-Rank of the MWCT). Assume Lemma . Further assume that the

finite-state representation satisfies
IRol < nin, Ril <nfy (1<i <mip — 1), Rons | = 1.
Then the TT representation of the MWCT wk) satisfies

G(l) c IRnin><2><ni2n7 G(z) e Rn?ﬂxQXn?ﬂ (2 <i< iy — 1) G(nin) e Rn?ﬂx?

)

In particular, all TT ranks are bounded by O(n2)).

Lemma [5] establishes that the information required to compute the MWCT is determined solely
by a small collection of statistics derived from the prefix of the routing sequence (71,...,7;). These
statistics remain within a polynomial range with respect to the feature dimension ny,. Consequently,
the ranks of the TT representation of the MWCT do not grow exponentially and can instead
be bounded by a polynomial function of ny,. This property plays a central role in reducing the
computational complexity associated with the MWCT.

The MWCT

W) ¢ g2"n

is, in its explicit form, indexed over all subsets of [n;,| and thus exhibits an inherent exponential
dimensionality. A direct representation therefore requires ©(2"n) degrees of freedom. However,
the value of W) at any routing configuration is obtained by successive updates based solely on
the prefix (71,...,7;). Hence, it is not necessary to store or enumerate all exponentially many
combinations. The relevant statistics remain confined to a polynomial domain, and the entire

MWCT can be encoded within a polynomial-size representation.
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This structural property aligns naturally with the TT format. Each TT core of the MWCT can
be represented with polynomially bounded ranks, and the memory and computational requirements
of the TT representation are therefore reduced from exponential order to polynomial order. More-
over, the contraction operations required by the TT format are associative. This enables a parallel
execution model analogous to a tree-based prefix-scan, thereby reducing the computational depth
to a polylogarithmic scale, such as NC?, while maintaining a polynomial amount of total work.

Taken together, the fact that the MWCT admits a T'T representation with polynomial ranks is
not merely a form of tensor compression. Rather, it constitutes a fundamental mechanism for reduc-
ing the exponential complexity inherent to the STII into polynomial time, and for further lowering
the computational depth through parallelization to achieve practical computational efficiency.

Combining Lemma [4] and Lemma [5] we conclude that IT-SHAP is computable in NC? under

TT assumptions. The result is formalized below.

Theorem 6 (NC? Computability of IT-SHAP). Assume the following conditions:

(A1) The model tensor TM and the background-distribution tensor TT both admit TT represen-
tations whose TT ranks are bounded by a polynomial in the feature dimension D and the

interaction order k.

(A2) The Value Tensor Vs py constructed from TM and TP therefore possesses a TT decomposition

with polynomially bounded ranks.

(A3) The MWCT satisfies the finite-state prefix representation of Lemma |, and its TT ranks are

bounded polynomially as guaranteed by Lemma [3

(A4) The TT decompositions of TM, T, and the MWCT are given as input; the cost of construct-

ing these TT representations is not counted in the NC? analysis.

(A5) All TT ranks involved in the contraction
T® (M, P) = WH) x Vi, p)

are bounded by poly(D, k), ensuring that each matriz multiplication in the TT chain is of

polynomial size.

Under assumptions (A1)~(A5), any component T®) (M, P) of IT-SHAP can be computed within

the complexity class NC? using parallel contraction of TT tensors with polynomially bounded ranks.

3.4. Theoretical Relationship Between STII and IT-SHAP

This section provides a theoretical comparison between the combinatorial complexity inherent in
STII and the manner in which IT-SHAP mitigates this complexity through its use of T'T structure.

The discussion focuses on the computational requirements imposed by each framework.
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The definition of STII relies on the discrete derivative dgF'(T") and permutation-based averaging.
Consequently, even when the interaction set S is fixed, the computation must enumerate all subsets
T C [ni] \ S and all subsets W C S. The total number of evaluations required is

S infS_ in
2lSlgnin—IS| = gnin_

and evaluating all interaction sets of order at most k, denoted Si, incurs a total time complexity of

@(2""‘ -k ) .

in
In the worst case, when k = ny,, the complexity becomes
O(4"n).

The space complexity required to store all values of F'(S) is likewise ©(2"in). Therefore, the defini-
tion of STII imposes an intrinsic exponential blow-up in both time and space.

The origin of this exponential complexity is structural. STII evaluates the discrete derivative
dsF(T) by exhaustively traversing the subset lattice. The full enumeration of 7' C [nj,]\ S combined
with the inclusion—exclusion expansion over W C S corresponds to exploring every node of a tree
of depth ni,, whose total number of nodes is ©(2™=). Hence, STII is inherently exponential due to
its dependence on subset-lattice exploration.

In contrast, IT-SHAP replaces this full subset enumeration with a recursive update based on
prefixes of the routing index 7 € {1,2}"n. By scanning 7 from left to right, all quantities necessary
for evaluating the discrete derivative—such as occurrence counts, membership indicators relative to
the interaction set, and inclusion—exclusion signs—are determined solely from a finite internal state.

Thus, all relevant information can be compressed into prefix states r; updated by
i = g(ri-1,Ti)-

This structure reduces the exponential exploration of the subset lattice to a polynomial-sized state-
transition system. This observation is fundamental to the fact that the MWCT can be represented
in TT form with polynomial TT ranks.

IT-SHAP expresses the closed-form interaction quantity as a contraction between a Value Tensor
and the MWCT. Let 7y, denote the TT rank of the Value Tensor and ryg; denote the T'T rank of
the MWCT. The TT rank of the resulting IT-SHAP tensor satisfies

1T < Tval T'wegt -

The prefix state in the MWCT reflects the information stored at each position ¢ in the update
rule above, and the size of this state space depends on the model structure and interaction order.

While a general explicit upper bound need not exist, the use of T'T representation ensures that all
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Item STII IT-SHAP

Space complexity O(2mn) O (nin ri7)
Time complexity O(2mn - nk ) (worst case 4™in) O (nin : T%T)
TT rank Exponential (2"in) TIT < Tyallwet
Parallel computation ~ Not feasible (exponential depen- NC? (depth O(logniy))
dency)
Essential complexity Enumeration of discrete derivatives TT contraction (rank-dependent)

Table 1. Comparison of the computational complexity of STII and IT-SHAP.

computations depend only on TT ranks rather than on exponential subset enumeration.
As shown in Marzouk et al.| (2025), the MST can be efficiently manipulated through its TT

representation, and the contraction can be computed in sequential time
(’)(nin T{g;al) .

For the MWCT, the TT rank 7ye depends on the structure of the interaction order k, and no
universal polynomial upper bound is known.
The contraction of the Value Tensor and the MWCT yields an I'T-SHAP tensor with sequential

time complexity

O (nin (r17)?) |

and space complexity
(’)(nin (TIT)2) .

Moreover, since T'T contraction can be implemented with parallel prefix-scan techniques of depth
O(log niy), IT-SHAP belongs to the complexity class NC? whenever the TT ranks remain fixed or
bounded by a polynomial.

In summary, STII inevitably exhibits exponential complexity due to its dependence on explicit
subset-lattice traversal, whereas IT-SHAP avoids exponential enumeration by relying on TT repre-
sentations whose computational cost depends solely on TT ranks. The efficiency of IT-SHAP thus
hinges on the magnitude of these ranks, which depend on the structure of the underlying model and

cannot be universally upper bounded by a polynomial.

4. Discussion

This paper proposes a theoretical framework that unifies Shapley-based main effects and higher-
order interactions within a single tensor-network representation. Existing approaches exhibit com-
plementary strengths and limitations: STII provides a closed-form expression for interactions of
arbitrary order but incurs exponential computational cost due to discrete derivatives, while MST
efficiently computes first-order contributions when the underlying tensors admit a T'T structure but

lacks a principled extension to higher-order interactions. The present study establishes a bridge
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between these two approaches and introduces Interaction Tensor SHAP (IT-SHAP), a framework
that captures Shapley-type contributions, including higher-order interactions, as structured tensor-
network contractions.

The first component of our contribution is the reconstruction of STII as a contraction between
a Value Tensor and a Weight Tensor. This formulation expresses the computational structure
of STII as a chain of tensor operations rather than as enumeration over subsets. Consequently,
computations that traditionally required exponential enumeration can be reformulated as local
update rules within a NT. A key observation is that the combinatorial structure of the Weight
Tensor admits an encoding in terms of finitely many local states determined by prefixes of the
routing sequence. This observation guarantees the theoretical compatibility between STII and TT
representations.

The second component is the construction of a Weight Tensor that captures the STII weighting
mechanism in TT form. The TT rank of this tensor depends on the interaction order k and on
the local state transitions induced by prefixes of the routing sequence. We show that this Weight
Tensor can be expressed as a finite-rank T'T decomposition whose rank is determined by the model
structure and the specified interaction order. This provides a theoretical foundation for viewing the
closed-form STII expression as a TT contraction.

Building on this representation, we derive complexity bounds for IT-SHAP. Prior work demon-
strates that MST can be efficiently represented in TT form with TT rank ryy (Marzouk et al.,
2025)). Let rygt denote the TT rank of the Weight Tensor. Then the TT rank of IT-SHAP satisfies

7T < Tval Twet-
It follows that the space complexity of IT-SHAP is
O(nin : T%T)?

and the sequential time complexity is
O(nin - 7).

Moreover, because TT contractions can be executed using parallel prefix-scan procedures with circuit
depth O(log ni,), the computation of IT-SHAP belongs to NC? under bounded-rank assumptions.

Several assumptions and limitations accompany this formulation. The framework requires that
the Value Tensor F' be provided in TT form. Although any tensor can theoretically be decomposed
into TT format, constructing the decomposition is computationally demanding, and the TT rank
may grow exponentially depending on the data distribution and model structure (Oseledets, [2011)).
Consequently, when TT ranks are large, the theoretical advantage of NC? computation may not
translate into practical efficiency. Nonetheless, recent developments in TT decomposition provide
promising mitigation. Randomized TT-SVD (Huber et al., 2018]), TensorSketch-based acceleration
of ALS (Chen et al., [2023), and leverage-score-based TT-ALS (Bharadwaj et al., |2024) can signif-

icantly lower the construction cost of both the Value Tensor and the Weight Tensor. Integrating
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such methods into IT-SHAP may enable applications to larger and more complex datasets.

This framework also bears important implications for Explainable Al. Interpreting large-scale
black-box models requires understanding not only individual feature contributions but also higher-
order interactions among multiple features. Historically, analyzing such interactions has been com-
putationally prohibitive due to exponential complexity (Kleinau et al., [2025). IT-SHAP addresses
this challenge by decomposing the STII interaction structure into an explicit tensor-network rep-
resentation and exploiting TT-based parallel computation to avoid exponential enumeration. As a
result, complex interaction patterns within high-dimensional models can be analyzed at practical
computational cost, laying the groundwork for higher-order interaction-aware XAI.

The theoretical foundation presented in this paper highlights several promising research direc-
tions. One direction is the analysis of how model structure and background distributions influence
TT rank and the characterization of conditions under which rank inflation occurs. Another di-
rection concerns the semantic interpretation of higher-order interactions, for which a principled
interpretability framework is needed. A further direction is error analysis of how uncertainty in the
background distribution propagates through the Value Tensor and affects final interaction estimates.
Extending the framework to other tensor formats such as Tucker and CP is also a natural continu-
ation. Finally, developing hybrid XAI pipelines that integrate exact and approximate computation
may yield practical methods for handling higher-order interactions under limited computational

resources.

5. Conclusion

This paper proposed Interaction Tensor SHAP (IT-SHAP) as a general framework for jointly
representing main effects and higher-order interactions defined by Shapley-based principles. By
reformulating the closed form of STII as a contraction between a Value Tensor and a weight tensor,
this study demonstrated that interaction computations that previously required exponential com-
plexity can be expressed as polynomial-time operations under TT structure. Moreover, IT-SHAP
was shown to satisfy the four classical Shapley axioms together with the Interaction Distribution
Axiom, thereby establishing IT-SHAP as the unique index capable of evaluating both main effects
and higher-order interactions within a single tensor-network formulation.

The results further established that IT-SHAP lies in the complexity class NC? when parallel
processors are available. This classification follows from the fact that TT contractions admit par-
allel prefix-scan implementations of logarithmic depth. Given that the worst-case computational
complexity of STII is ©(4™n), the reduction to NC? constitutes a substantial theoretical and com-
putational improvement. Consequently, the proposed framework provides a structurally coherent
approach to addressing a central challenge in XAl: achieving both axiomatic rigor and computational
tractability in the analysis of higher-order interactions.

Several directions for future work remain open. These include deriving sharper upper bounds
on TT ranks, clarifying how model structure influences rank growth, and developing a theoretical

account of the interpretability of higher-order interactions. The framework introduced in this study
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forms a foundation for designing interaction-based explanation methods for a wide range of black-
box models, including deep neural networks, and offers a path toward scalable and theoretically

grounded higher-order XAI techniques.
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Appendix

6.1. Proof of Lemma[3

Proof. We begin by defining the value function Fx ,: 2in] 5 R according to @ as
Fx,y(S) = EX’NP [My(XS,X‘/S'c)] s S - [nin].

Under this definition, each component of the MST is given by the Shapley-value formula

MST(M, Plxiy= Y wshap(T) (Fy(T U{i}) = Fxy(T)), (18)
TClnin]\{i}

where
_ |T|! (nin — |T] — 1)!

nin!

wshap ()

is the standard Shapley kernel.
We next substitute £ = 1 and S = {i} into the closed form of STII (7). From the discrete
derivative definition (8], for every T' C [nin] \ {i} we obtain

5{z’}Fx,y(T) = Fiy (T U{i}) — Fxy(T).

Therefore,
1 1 (5 7 FX, (T)
IEZ'}?(FX,?J) = {é}Lnyl)
e n\{i} 7|

.S (1711_1)> (Feg(T U{i}) — Fay(T)).

reimnr \™ (i
A direct simplification of the coefficient yields

1 1
— oy = wWshap(T),
Min (n|T| )
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which gives the identity

I (Fey) = Y wshap(T) (B (T U{i}) — Fay (1)) (19)
TClnin)\{i}

Thus, STII with £ = 1 coincides with the Shapley value for each singleton index set.
We now recall the embedding of the value function into the Value Tensor. From ,

M,P .
VI = Fey(S(r),  S(r)={j:m =1}
With the weight tensor components defined by )/Nvg“T) — agk) (), equation gives

k ok ,
IP(Fy) = 3 WVl
7€{1,2}"in

This coincides with the component representation of the tensor contraction
TE (M, P) = WH) x, MLP),

In particular,
TOM, Plsy = 1§ (Fry).

Applying this identity with £ =1 and S = {i} yields
1
T(l) (M7 P)x,{i},y = I‘EZ}) (Fx,y)7

and by comparing with , we see that this quantity is exactly the MST component MST (M, P)x i -
Finally, for first-order interactions we have Sy = {{1},...,{nin}}, and the identification {i} <> i
yields
7—(1) (M, P) c R]D)X|Sl|xnout ~ RDXnianout’

which coincides with the size of the MST.
This establishes that the IT-SHAP tensor defined in Theorem [I] coincides componentwise with
the MST when k£ = 1. [ |

6.2. Proof of Lemma |3

Proof. We first show that, for any fixed integer k > 1, the first-order component T(l)(M , P) can be
extracted from T(k)(M , P) in polynomial time. From Theorem |1} the order-k IT-SHAP tensor

T(k) (]\47 P) E RDX‘SHXTLOM
is indexed along its second mode by the collection
Sk=1{S5C [nm:|S| <k}
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Since k is a constant, .
s =3 (") = owh.
j=0
and therefore Sy can be enumerated in polynomial time.
For any i € [niy], the singleton set {i} is necessarily contained in Sy whenever k > 1. Thus, by
enumerating Sk, we may identify in polynomial time the index s(i) corresponding to {i} along the
second mode. We then define

T(l)(Ma P)J:,{i},y = T(k)(Ma P)

x,s(1),y>

which extracts the first-order component by direct tensor entry access. Hence, the construction of
TO(M, P) from T (M, P) requires only polynomial time.

We now turn to the hardness argument. For k = 1, Lemma [2 shows that 7 (M, P) coincides
componentwise with the MST. Marzouk et al. Marzouk et al.| (2025) establish that computing MST
under a general TN structure is #P-hard. Therefore,

IT-SHAP(1) is #P-hard.
Moreover, by the polynomial-time extraction procedure described above, we have
IT-SHAP(1) <, IT-SHAP(k) for every fixed k£ > 1,

where A <, B denotes polynomial-time many-one reducibility. Since IT-SHAP(1) is #P-hard and
reduces to IT-SHAP(k), it follows that IT-SHAP(k) is also #P-hard for every fixed k& > 1.
This establishes the claim of Lemma [3 [ |

6.3. Proof of Lemma

Proof. We begin by substituting the definitions in and . For any S C N and any 7 €
{1,2}"n these relations yield

wWcCsS 705 Ty, 1=1
Nin
= > (Z(—nlSl—W) [T @i, 7i,m). (21)
T0,--Tny, \WCS i=1

The coefficient

cs = 3 (~1)lsi-Il

wcs
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depends only on S and is independent of the internal states. Consequently, for fixed .S, the quantity

e _
é T) can be written as

Min

ng): > ng)(ml,n,m),

7050y, =1
where the local weights @g) are defined so that the factor cg is evenly distributed across modes, for

example by
~(1 1 in 3
w,(sl) (7"74',1, Ti, 7‘7;) = Cs/n w(l) (7"1'71, Tiy ri)-
We compare this representation with the standard TT definition. Let X € R™* " *"niy be a
tensor in TT form. Its TT expansion is given by

Nin

Xro(r)= > T[99, nrs (22)

70,y Tnyy, 1=1

where each core satisfies
g(’L) c RT‘Z',1 X1g X715

In the present setting, the MWCT index 7 ranges over {1,2}"n» hence n; = 2 for all modes, and
the internal indices satisfy r; € R;. Thus, by defining the TT cores as

' @)
gT(’i)—lﬂ'iJ‘i T wS (’r‘ifla’r’ivri)y

the right-hand side of coincides with the right-hand side of .
Therefore,
wk) _ y
St T TT (7-)

for all S and 7, and the MWCT is representable exactly in T'T form. This completes the proof. W

6.4. Proof of Lemma[J

Proof. Lemma 4] establishes that whenever the local weights w®) (W, 7) admit the finite-state rep-
resentation in , the MWCT W®*) admits a TT representation of the form

Nin

TS S | CLN

70530y, =1

Given the internal state spaces Ry, ..., Ry, , the i-th TT core has size
G0 ¢ RIRi-1Ix2x|Ri| (23)
The lemma’s assumption provides explicit upper bounds on the internal state spaces:

Rol S, IRl <ndy (1<i<mn—1),  [Ru,|=1. (24)
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Combining and allows us to evaluate the explicit size of each TT core.

For ¢ = 1, we obtain
g(l) c RIRolx2x|R1| c R"inX2><ni2n_

For each 2 < i < nj, — 1, we have

g(i) c RIRi-11x2x|Ri| Rnian2X"12n,

For ¢ = nyy, the terminal state constraint |Ry,, | = 1 yields
g(nin) € RIRni,—1lx2x1 C Rn?ﬂXZ_
Defining
GW .= g, G =g (2<i<ny—1), GMin) .= G(min)
we obtain the explicit bounds
GO g Rrnx2xni, - G0 @ RPN (2 <<y — 1), GUn) g RMx2,
Finally, we evaluate the TT ranks. Since the ¢-th TT rank is given by
ri = [Ril,
the bounds in imply
ro < Nin, ry < n?n (1 <i<ngy—1), Ty, = L.

Thus, every TT rank is bounded above by n? . Consequently, all TT ranks of the MWCT WH) are
uniformly bounded by O(n? ), which completes the proof. |

6.5. Proof of Theorem[f]
Proof. Lemma 4] shows that the MWCT W® admits a TT representation. Moreover, Lemma

ensures that the internal state spaces Ry,..., Rp of its T'T cores satisfy
Rol <D, |R|<D*(1<i<D-1), [Rp|=1

Consequently, the maximum TT rank of W®*) is bounded by rvwer < D2.

On the other hand, Proposition 3 of Marzouk et al.| (2025) establishes that the Marginal Value
Tensor V) (M, P) has TT rank bounded by a polynomial in D and k, and that its TT contraction
can be computed within the complexity class NC2.

The value tensor of IT-Tensor SHAP is obtained by contracting the MWCT and the Marginal
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Value Tensor:
TE (M, Py = WP x5 V® (M, P).

From standard properties of T'T contraction, the resulting TT rank rip satisfies
rir < ruwer - vy < D - poly(D, k) = poly(D, k).

Thus, 7®) (M, P) also admits a TT representation whose ranks are polynomially bounded in D and
k.

Finally, computing any entry of a tensor represented in T'T form reduces to selecting the appro-
priate mode slices and performing a sequence of matrix multiplications. Since matrix multiplication
is in NC! and a matrix chain product can be evaluated via parallel prefix-scan in NC?, the compu-

tation of any component ’T(k)(M , P)s can be carried out within NC?2, as shown in Marzouk et al.

(2025).

Therefore, every component of the IT-Tensor SHAP value tensor is computable in the complexity
class NC?. |
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