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Abstract Machine learning is one of the important technical means to realize artificial intelligence, and it has
important applications in the fields of computer vision, natural language processing, search engines and
recommendation systems. Existing machine learning methods often focus on the correlations in the data and ignore the
causality. With the increase in application requirements, their drawbacks have gradually begun to appear, facing a
series of urgent problems in terms of interpretability, transferability, robustness, and fairness. In order to solve these
problems, researchers have begun to re-examine the necessity of modeling causal relationship, and related methods
have become one of the recent research hotspots. We organize and summarize the work of applying causal techniques
and ideas to solve practical problems in the field of machine learning in recent years, and sort out the development
venation of this emerging research direction. First, we briefly introduce the closely related causal theory to machine
learning. Then, we classify and introduce each work based on the needs of different problems in machine learning,
explain their differences and connections from the perspective of solution ideas and technical means. Finally, we
summarize the current situation of causal machine learning, and make predictions and prospects for future
development trends.
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Fig. 1 Example of causal graph
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work) 47 HE 5 4 fft 45 1) AR 1 i doB A 8 X H 4
EE P SRR i T R A 2 1 R SR e L 2 AR AR A
Z%, PR — AN 2 BLEAT 5 A kR A I 1]
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TR 2% DR 20 A 2 il JF A o5 ) A0 1A 48 R S T T O 3
R — R A E 2(a) R BRI, Z R — AN TR 2
WE, X—WeZ-oY R2—FKIEMNHKE, WH ZE A
SRR T AR, T D B AR ] el W, s [ A
HAR AT LA,

O—® QAG

(a) AIITIR%E (b) JaITiHE

Fig. 2 Example of frontdoor/backdoor adjustment
K2 RBiTIE TR R

fdi Fl SCM AHXS T RCM YA # de = 2 AR BLTE TR
Z= R 2R T v UL 4 37 57 X A TE R RCM K TG 75 18
FH, 1 SCM AT LL3# 3o —FP#K A doiii 5 (do-caleulus) B
T3 ¥ PR RS0 B A Ak S AU RO I AE  | Y
TEE, DT fff DR 0 1) B do it 53410 25 3 2 LI, X 8
FLOU 9l IE B 2 58 4 1, B A SR A7 AR — Fb G 1 mT
U RS PRI i = N vS B G VR R 7 S
Tt 75 8 — 5 RE HH dovit 5 4E 45 2, i T iR T R AN

TE b R TF 1 41 A 28 . dofit 35 1) — A~ H UL S ) 2 i 119
# (frontdoor adjustment) ™, 411 & 2(b) H i) K R &, 7%
ETFRMETT AR 6, o HASZ Z0 B, H X%t
Y R3] AN A3 ek 7 A 3k 3 s i 1D AR i T T DAAE AN
W Z ()55 0 530 PR R 30

P(Yldo(X = x)) = Z ZP(Y|T =1, X=1).

X

P(X = x)P(T = tIX = x). 6)

FE PR R W S PR SR AL AR 2 2T AT 55, R 2R &3
R AR AN — B Ty 2R AR i LA (] 5 G 45 58 R R
gy e ny R K454, 55— Fh o7 22 B 2
>4y AR B AE SR SRR Sy 2R & PR (casual
discovery) fF: 45, H 4 & N — F 51 45 £ (14 WL I &5 L v
W RIS N R A M A IR FLE L R TY
R J7 1 T V43 B O VA RN BE T A5 A O R 0 k.
B A Ny e S A % 7 T RN B Y G VAR B 1
U L < SN @t 11 PP 3 L B VAR S NI = A A
SV B S 2, BV A B8 43 3% 3 S Iy 1) G S Ty
4335 PC(Peter and Clark)"™”, 1C(inductive causation)®",
FCI(fast causal inference) "™ J7 ¥k 45 Jk F P43 1) 7 32
JEL O R T 4 bR BROK SR A A5 43 e e 1 LR AL, R
W B 43 > DL 3 45 8 ] (Bayesian information
criterion, BIC) ™, RIVIBE & 2% & RE A L 4R A1 DK 1 & i B
ZeJiE, AR )7 1272 GES(greedy equivalence search) ™.
FE TS50 5 B 00 5 ¥ 2 X A5 48 O R B Al — 2
i, DT AT LS fiff 5 7 g R 2R A, (HL [) sl FH 3 R
WAz ) 05 R A BRI, W UL D5 i AL 4G LINGAM
(linear non-Gaussian acyclic model) ™ Fil J5 3 £& P 5 114
(post-nonlinear model) ™ %5 [K] 5 % PR 7E S B o7 FH oo 1
i 14 f5 A ) AU AT SR 1 (identifiability ) , B RE 75 M
SR 5048 TR 1 e — 8 ) DRLSR

PRI SRE &1 1 1 B3 A T o A A T A SR
], BIAEA i 428 & (mediator) FE1E B IE DL T K XX Y
RPN S QA (s I E R @ A I T I 7S A S
JE, XXFy P AR 1 R RO B 2 Sk Eg AR SR R e, —
SRR ERMEER MY, — K& EEX Y™
HE S

B C WM B X = x,M = mBf A5 Y = Yy, 3% — W

Fig. 3 Example of mediation analysis

K3 ARl
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WA TEHEUX=x"TFWIHBY =E[Y.]Z [
2 B0 FR b 2 %% 0 (total effect, TE), B TE = Y,,, —E[Y,.].
LB AR AN () 4 500 T KR R Sk S, il
BN AT AR R ZE LI A A | i /b X = xidh i 22
Pl E 2SO0 BN X = xadk i 22 B, /A R
H A EL 32500 (total direct effect, TDE), J5 & #f b B 2R
B 42 % i (natural direct effect, NDE), 43 5| A TDE =
Yun=Yen NDE =E[Y,]-E[Y,. 1.Ia]#F H1, [8] 4222500 1 73
2 F, 4[R]3 800 (total indirect effect, TIE) 5 H 4k
4] # %% M (natural indirect effect, NIE), 43 % A
TIE =Y, —E[Y,), NIE = Y., —E[Y,.].D\ b %000 Z [] i
JEXATE=TDE+NIE =TIE+NDE.

2 ERNNF[FEIBEXITIENE

AT AF R il 2 DR R B A BOR B S, LA o
U TT B2 4 Bly PR SRR S B AR FEAE A o 1 B Y [) AL
X —BIFFE T 1) 32 7 52 B IE T OB 2 () T = 4,
PR SR TR TN Ay S AL i 2 > 4R i AR i P ) o )
L, B 25 R ST B R RS 2 — BL e > AT L
A PR SR B A AR rR R AT 22 T Y g A,
PR I — B A X R L A I E o b TR A

13l AT SR PR 25 1 5 AT LG AF 5 ) TR At S 200 25 23 #
A F T XL I B H bR 4798 304 LR X )
AR B 0 5k U, AR S IR B2 (4 1 I BR IR 2 R
A AT H A 0 B 0 T B, X T L AR o AR 55 R
TR VTG DR SR RN K DX o3 B A5 () 4 S5 Y 3 5
A o E B PR, SR S O R R Y
R A, R ATE RE B SR TR R ) B, X
T A >0 AR Y g S ] R o A SR AT — S Y
HEEXL.

2 R o 3 AR R PR AL o ) B R 5 AR R AT
R4, W KON AU AR AL SE . A RTE S
Ak B8R G EE RN AR 2R G0 A 30 IR i o ) A1 2
RUPEAT R, AR AL AR ) B R AR LT WA nl i
e 1) A 5 AT X 2 A BILAS o7 T B8 1 s A
WL ZE AT i 5 L AT B8 1 1] AT 3= S B 5 e 8 A6 7R
TER RE VI G Bl b 2 21 i) BLEE T B2 08T (14 45 2 #R 55
B 1] R 32 BT 5 4R 1 A7 A B R A R i
{3 70T 24 Aol 2R 1B BR 5 5 8 1) S S F
PhBE 4 AR I BT 5 0 R S B 5 S S S DA )
F2 B ST AT 8 A TR B SR 2K 1437 57 vh AT B T S
o 2 3k L ) R BOS R SC R AN 4 Fros, T TE
B Xk I 46 1) B 73 ) e I A 4.

"l T R ) |~ D AE S HrOG)
2) RHFLHROD

T O 5 el e
TR 1) % BRI B
AE RS ] D

1) R FI A 8@ s
% ERETE ) 2) FE MM HEDOE Q@i BRIR A
E. 3) AR SIO | =
>J 4
% ATk A ;%ﬁi®¥ﬁ®®@ - i

I 1) B A A IR @
RESLHERE 0) S g q i MU@®

@fzdsL A

— D) FHA R FEHMOD
\—l Fph i) I— 2) HAt

Fig. 4 Overview of main research problems in causal machine learning

P4 BRERBLER 2 ST 0 BRI Al O

2.1 FIEREEE
HL A =7 5 0 2 MR 405 25 g AT 5845 2000 10 A

W, B BASRHRT Nt aafattimh”

P ik R T 3o o gt AT B AT A A6 78 £ 3 A L
], £ B A B BE 0 A 45 2R S B LR g TR L 3 A
K B VR 22 200 T O BUA R B AR I R DT A B T
1, SR RAL 12 W7 43 BT 4 4 T A A0 T B A R 1 %
ODFE T HAAR B e 2 O A B ArE

FRAE™, XA B LR AR R BB 2 5 0 e v A
R AL 5 A 45 R 2 ) A DR O &R BN Al TR AR X
i 1 72 £ DR SR AN B

HT T AL 27 > B R0k iy A B0 Y A B e R —
AN SE T 58 R B o A, A S R R 2 A — A
2332 FR 2% P S A9 R e, DR B ol A e T IR R OR T
LT LR AT 55 A7 40 38 3 1A B A B 300 A A 28 it 7
B I A S R, A B 8RR 09 07 i B A —E
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HENTR SR E 2023, 60C1)

USE NN ES L 7N W S I B =2 A TR T8
R B DTER A 2 AT — e TR T A o b
10 iff 8 7 1 v B RRAE AR I R O R R TIA
— B A R T 1k BV T B R S Y il R L T U PRy
BT f0 3 T S 50 Y i R A o 1 MR A R 2 KK
RV BT a0 1 s, LUR 43 il e F A 49,
2,11 FETIH BB Rk

FF U3 H 4 #r (attribution) Y 7 35 2 ML &5 24 ) 455
AL fif R 7 1 v e L S B 2 B Oy I Y 5 v R T —
NEAn N FRIE AR X = (X, Xy, -+, X,), BRI
W IhE SAy i S Y =y, UH PR A3 T AR R R B A R 43 T
—AHEE, B E—DEHKE W Ee= (), ¢,
¢,), Ho o AR FRAE Xi = x X0 45 5 Y = yiy 5T lk K/
(AR B A5 5T SCTE 00 ) JE T I B 23 B 1 UL A
B 7 % £ A 45 . LIME™, Grad-CAM™", Integrated
Gradient(IG)"*”, Shapley Values(SHAP)'*' 4.

L SHAP J5 ¥: 4 i, SHAP J7 ikl — > FR4E XF
T AR B %) 800 SR R N A%y« AT 2R AIE B S0
45 R 5 N FHAZRRE 0 00 25 R 2 22 M BEAS R AR
GICVEF =1{1,2,---, n), TN B 11 25 2R 75 AR B — 1
FROE 48, THERRAR (0 RO, T 20T HE A 3 il ir 1
5 XM FE R 22 3, B fonXsuw) — f5(Xs)
FEJITAT TG S5 14 1 4 BBUMASCT 357 1) 285 1 B A
fIEif¥) Shapley {E.SHAP J5 %1% Shapley {H 1E h F¢1iF (1)
A BRI, HE At )3 B 325 0 2 45 215K A Y U B g

BT U PR o3 A 04 i R 7k R R A R Y 02 RLR OC
F, AH— BN PR SRR, — 2 SCERR T R
Ik, AT AT JE T VA DA R A 45 SCRR [44)
& Y — At o v 1) i SCAR A RS A ) PR A R AE SR,
U 5 SCAS v BRG] G R SCAR H BT B S e 5
AH Y T4 U5 SO BRI RRAE SR G, AT XS B B AR
BAL ] f T AR 25 1S X A U B ) SR [45]
P 0 — AR 2R T MR o3 2R Y 1 DR R M
Dy, H B BTk AR T X A FRAEBR TR A A
{H LM A S5 1H 5 08 A5 B SCHE [46] 42 R HL 8% 2 )

TR BRI R —A> SCM B, SR J5 1158 B A AR X
B 5 SR 1 S X A R AL, A Y R A R I AR R
il PR o AT S, (R ARk S A )T
fift B 7 15 T TE A LA TR

BT U5 PR B 0 i R O 1k — K BN REAE A
ST AR R AT B T Y AR AE 2 )£ AR A S
i AR 0 20 5 By PRI SR B3 0 A7 220 1 A SR A SC ik [47]
T SHAP J7 3 % S g5 AR - g1 A, #2 ih JE X FR
SHAP J5 i, HoAZ .0 U TE F: Ji i Shapley {3153 7
2k TR RRAE P A 1Y) B I OF 55 R, TR SRR
SHAP 2 I8 5 33 6 ¥ 48 () AN, f31) A0 H S 5 A R SR Dt
JP (14 46 (14 A EE R0, AT 71 A 14 R SR80 31
S AR ST A5 A R SRR SCHk [48] [FIRESE T SHAP
Fd, N — AR T 51 AR AR gy 2.
SHAP J7 ik 5 BE 1 S0 AR AiE 42 ST B AL 1) 30 28 4y o
v(S), AORFEREAN FRAR L 2 b, — Mk a5
PAXs = x5 51 (300 28 3% SCR A Sy, 78 45 52 TR AR
V] 45 48] (14 155 8 T LA ] o 1 i AR BSR40 B9 B4,
Bldo(Xs = x5), 1% J5 i 45 20 0 10 B {5 5K b R
Shapley {H [ B, 2 SCHR R A A 43 B 4 80 1A 5800
V(S U{i}) —v(S)TF i b B #3000 5 I 2300, R T
AN [v) R R 235 4 T 6 R [0 SO 00 50 90 %) i A7 7 (1)
E5.
2,12 BETIRH YRR
BE T I I A Ty 1 e 3 A SR B 24— A
R B O v, v R S AR S — Bl B SRR i 4 1
JE AN SRR AR BB R AE & A T O i H A AR AE R AR
BB RIS, LM LS TR
AR AE Kb B T AR AR ) 10 45 R kR R AR
58] G % P AR i Jr 08 A2 A7 R 48 3 4 DA T 3 3 22
VR ENS B T NN R 55 = O N2 Y O
FRAE B H R, T B 4 A O 4 AR 1 iR AR
FH 225 A5 BB RDGE RE A X0 Bt R AT R 2 B,
JE RN X B RRAE f, WS R R AR S g ) e i 2
A5 R B (AT T AT 5 5 HSCE ).

Table 1 Application of Causal Methods on Interpretability Problems
®1 RRFGHEETERERE_ERRA

PIES T

SO AT v

RS 1254y

AR AR SRS Hh A R SR

TR : ' ; "
B IRAFIERIZ S AFERIG Ae 30 8 SRIEIZEHy . TS G XLIR P R
A B B A2 o i ISR

TR B KA AR 45 I IR, O 2 2 A

P etk Ry e

X I SR (Y LU A A TR ST A
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SCHR [49-50] Sk T — 2 MR Y Sz g S RS Oy 1
BEXF R I3 2R AT 55, T BN 45 58 IR IR b e —
B DI ol R 46 Sy A PN 25 05 72 S E AR S T T A 4
WA B AR 2R 1 0R T 90 B R A 3 — P X
BB 1Y 52 G AR B T IR AR B — > Sz S5 S it %,
nE s Frs:

4

() FHIEEE

(b) THERZ

(c) HEBERK

Fig.5 Example of counterfactual explanation ™!

5 SRR B

SCHR [S1] 78 Jhy R 53 2 ) i i 552 fifk g i
wETF T ER A B A B R, BB A R T Y SCAR
B, BN R RIRLT I R AL, o B A A
(1328 J . SC Rk [52] 38 3k A Ak i) O 2R i R 1 S A
ol A5 38 4 9% X8 AR AR O O 43 28 O T 2003
ik (53] 76 WU 432 1 07 FH B o S ik g, 3k BRI AR v
S R B S B AR Y X R, I 38 a0 9% X8R ) o
2 Sy LR O R B0 SCA R R, A R IR AT AN
SRV ARGE B, DR IR AR5 SOk [54] R R B
SCBCTRARAEAE R TR, BRSO I8 JZ £k (fault-line)
it o Dy PRI B el AR 6 3 SRR AE A RE s Sy B
s 28 . SC Tk [55] 76 3 Ak 2% 2 HofE AT B 52 ) g A
SCM, & BEAA F A7 by AMORE Al =2 1 iz = 5 A g, 4ol an
B A B A 3 L N R SR AT AP
AR i, A TR R T 2 B SRS
ik [56] $& i g 5 fif R 5 0l AT AT MR 2 R, O
R IR AR 1 7 2R fige s 3 52 i B R 46 5 SR [57] 1
DU it 307 (00 4% 43 24 25 4 35 B 55 S e, SR A (L i A2 D
5| 3 4 SR AR (AR R AR A SCHR (58] 7E S B S i BRI
BLfil b 48 2 2 52 (semi-factual) i BE I HE &2, 5 R
S o 1 DX 00 G T R A A 48 e S A i
{EL S B A B IE AR SCR [59] R %1% [ (graph) £ 4
Moy KRBT RS S T ik, e — A R TR
(8 J7 1 3k B 5 KT SCHR [60] B X DLAE & T 505 1Y
S S RE AL 1 5 35 T RE I A )R, R — Rl
T A 1 B2 = SRR AR A s SR [61] R AR R
(tree ensemble) B Y B T 1 Ji g S Mg g 0y i, A
TR A BOR I 1) 5 2R 173K A

SCHik [62] &1 Xt B AR AR R 58 T — P RR iR 1)

S SR Tk ol 1 PG A R R ) i A T
B OSCH MRS, — B R ST TR B 7 A R
i e, DR Ty AN T i AR AR AT S S, i
JE o 1 22 O 25 BT O B SCM, A L R R I8 Y
S AT R s, H R R T A R g i S A
BLHL, BT A Bl T %0 A58 280 ) B A B A D7 vk Je 4R —
BB 2 NN AR, B ARAE 2 IR R O A
)i i 25 S R RTRE R, X LT R H R ke T R Y
KA AL 6 &R 1% SCHR T i T i i 2 g 1]
FBE S e PR IS Y R B S e S B S T S 1R
AR,

'

(2) E&1

(b) Elf52

(c) REHR

Fig. 6 Example of counterfactual image hybridization *”

6 JLFLEGRA R

HE T g S RS A i R 7 AR T A AL A R Y
D FATE T HL e P Al 1 e > i A A 30 0 45 SR ) 452
VE T Be SR — S8 SOk A8 S 3 A R B A
IFAS 23 25 6 52 B S it A AR, 2 W) R R JC VA B
(. 3CHR [63] W5 1 o 3 52 fifk Mo Qi 25 K50 40 0 A 1) [
P 2 T R B A R B S L R A R A2 R
S B B AT AT BE, B SR AT AT S g S A R 1 ()
RO Ak R TR B B M D A 18 SR ik ) SR [64] 7R
WA b T R G007 1A 2 AR AE b e e
P 5T 1) AT, AT L AT i PR AR e G R A Sk
[65] W5 T ZERFAE S BN 5% T /Y B = S i B iy ]
AT PR ) A, U B 540 A 10 S g 52 SR 2 NP X (1Y
I ) — ol s 8 B AL 1 R AT 3 RASK i SCHR [66]
WEFE T FHAIE 22 6] 47 78 PRSR SC R o dn oy 48 (it mT A7 S =
SRR IR, TR AR R B A B R LR,
e BT Ao R AR A R O R AN B M, B2 AR AT
HER G Y 2 28 R AT P I 3 S fig R, il 166 2 Ak
(1 5 2R i
22 AIEREEE

Bl 27 2 WE 9038 27— 45 08 B Y R0 s 4R
T YNZRAE AL, SR 5 7 TR B o3 A 0 56 Tk 4R sl I 3 4R
L HEAT I, XA OGRS BLFR R A3 A Nz
Ak (in-distribution generalization) . & — % f{) b FH 3755
BIL s 2% 2 R 25 35 28 AE 5 2 HE PR 48 b, JF 0 3%
R85 A i s AT R I S, R g S AT LA
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HENTR SR E 2023, 60C1)

FH 4y A NIZ AL RE T oK BE it SR AE — 26 50, Bin
AT ob () b T A ik DL SR B, R B 22 0 )1 B e
HLURE Hy ARARL A 2 AR PR SR B A0 A5 )11 24 1 372 Bk vy
RE AR B R T JRURS: 2o i S i B A L S0 B AT Bl
AR, T HRE LUR DL 2R 46 vh Fir 2R B A Oy 32 gk
T I 53X Bl 37 50 T By AL 7 T AT 55 PR hy B g
(domain adaptation), J& T if #% %% ~J (transfer learning)
(L B, B IR 3 (source domain) 1 FiF 2% 51 1 AT £
% H F5 3k (target domain) .iX L 1) 3 (domain) Fll 24 5%
(environment) 1 7 SCAH R, AT DL A 7 A= B8 19 A W) HE
AR, T SCH Y SRR 45 A 8y ) BRI,
AHERFIX 2 SRS AT X )

TE RT3 B M (), DR S A B EAE T
PEHL TV M B R TS TR b T, 5 E B S
Y o b H O AT S RO T AR RS R LAY, A B TR
THEE XS AN [R] 37 5% 00 fige ke Oy 58 DR HE W v G 3 B 200
i o) BUAS BT b J2 78 W 5% 0028 5 2 BR85AE F AL 1 i
PRAE A AL A 28 B 52 ), 3X 5 3 8 52 ) vh S0 B
AR AR A A, B E A Sl A 5 A L gk TR A A
75 AL R DL B A i R S A e Y AL D)
T AT IE N R R S AR B T, T
PR DG B ] A8 AR 2 RO U AR 5O AR B ML
BRI 5% o) — M i A x5 i th y Z B A 4%
BRUROC R, O TCIR 22 I &R AF 00 B 28 &2 19 2R
D7 I FUASZE L], ane 2 R, DA A 2R AH O TAE.

Table 2 Application of Causal Methods on Transferability
Problems

®2 BARFHEEIHIERE EHEA

Ak U Y SR AN T 1

WHERAR S REDVERME, BARRE . SRR

bl i R 7 SRR ™ ) 5 AR
B SR P e B L Ao e
ettt SRR SR A R

SCHR [77] 2 I 50 DR BE X AL g T 48 =
VR B 20 8 T A, 3 A 25 4 5 AR A5 TR AF 5 g A
A B X i G AR iy 22 (LA PRSR T ) X ] EE AR Y
R DWRA X > v, B2 %5 A 534 POOS A4y
Ay PCYIX)RT R Ry A Sz 9 AL, AR SR i 4 438 1) i

(a) BbrfwFe

Fig.7 Causal graphs of three types of anti-causal transfer problems

(b) FAHwE

AP COfF B X P(YIX) B B A 25 77 A= /R, i
i PP ONEN R AL TP YIXORY AR A B T R0
DR AY - X, W A 51 PO 5 2 A4 43 Aii P(XIY)
AL ST B HLED, Z5eH S DAF 58 A S, X Fil
1 B0 F5 N 2 5 3R (anti-causal) .1F [m) BSR4 56 1) #7142
P(X) % A= B2 T PCYIX)AS 722 0015 100 5 4 O B 28 i
1% # (covariate shift, CovS) . 3CHk [70] &1 XF 52 B 5 v
TEH LAY S R SR AT B 0] R AT T i — 20 B AR,
& 7 R WS R PY) KA T SR NIFR A B AR ( target
shift, TarS); WA KA P(XIY) K AT 8028 W FR R 450
ff %% ( conditional shift, ConS); 45 W 25 #8 & A= T Bl
NFR AT~ X B A5 (generalized target shift, GeTarS).
X AR RIS 4R B 2% 2 BEE 1 AL

Ja 8LV Z2 TAREUY FHAE B 1) PR ORAE 2R e OF, 72
(] £ 2 36y PR] 2R PR 235 4 1 SR i i 7% 2 > ) R SC R [ 78]
T T AEA Z2 A IR0 B R 10 17 B0 anfe] K i 2%
S R A [R) SCHR [67] 42 P28 e m AS 15 L T
XFP(YIX)AAE R B ik ik, TA Ry HURe BB A7 7 A IE 4
A SIEAT P(YIS)E5 PR R AR BV AT, 48 R Ak 5
S ICHR [68] £ X5 H A5 i # 0] & & A Jy 12 Jo ¥ 4b 3
e AR A | 3% SR N R R A A ], S — e
BT AR 2 A 48y R A, B IR bR A Y AR e 2 R
T I R B AR A PCYIXORE AL SCRR [69] BIF 5% 2% 1
RS IG O, 3 F A8 70 A gt as 45022 > X R AR 2 5=
ik, FEBI AT PNl ok X Rk 5 R A MR A, 5
SRRV T A SCHR (710 48 1 AE) SCH Brim #2
(R4 B0 T 15 FH SCHR [70] Hh i) Je 3 R A8 48 7 12 WT
TVl K B g SR AR T I
%43 (conditional transferable components ) 3£ 77 3K fi#t.

— BB B2 2 1 T Al 2 i N A AR B A
SEHS AR R SCHK [72] £ PSR B EER G S Al % A
BT S5k 7R, S T ARk ST R A A M ke i H
o 35l O R A o I 2R B8t HEA T 78 Sk (73] A TR
REE DB %L 5 L EBEAR 2R
1 SR S5 4, DR B 2 HREE 78 31K WL i AR DL 3
SCOCHR [74] BFSE T — iR iR BB 2% 2] i AT 55
BV s 2 5 2 ) R WOR R A% A8 i A, a0 B 3l

OO0

(c) " X HAxfwfs

]

P73 SR B i D S e
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25 R R AR I I IS TG 1 O B A ) B S R KT AR
fii H SCM 43 A1 T 48 55 R A8 (1) 356 43 LU 48 5 2% > SCik
[75] &1 X ZNBE AR 27 2 (few-shot learning ) 3X — 435 5% A9
Sl AT 55, DK SR SR 5 0 TR R R A R 25 ) YR R
PIZR, SR G 1718 T I 5% e Sk [76] K 13k 1
[*) AL A A 8 T ) DR R TR ) o O ) S, E 2 A R
SR B L IR AT S5 K B, SR S Al SR R A R Bt
o) 28 LA

T B8 2 2] [n] 55 TR SR %5 DI AR OC, % F B8 SRR
7S L £ 425 40 0 R s 28 S A% O [P 2 — . f )
R 5 1 O R) 25 3 B0 R ML PT AR v R AR ek
i — T &, B B R AR B, R LA )
P — ) {8 AT5 AT B R i) & JR 25 ().
2.3 EFMEEE

TR 2 ) VPRI AR AR H bR F 58 1 2D i 50 DA
HEATIE W 2 2, SR AE — 203 XU 3 s, P RE AR 2
BILAR 2 20 M AU e 58 4 B 2B 00 R85 bt BB E R TR,
WEEYT | A 4l M 5238 45 DL A 32 3y o), B il
A KA S IE B AT B, B B R R 2
T I 45 i 58 1 100, 33X 22175 100 AT i G 12 9 i UL AELAT
o TR T A B AT 55 TR BRI B AR AR R I
SREHE A 1 3R B R 43 A A8 IZ 4K (out-of-
distribution generalization) .21 4% % B B U 1) 4 16
HMZALRE TT, I FRHHAT & # 1 (robustness) .

X ) AE A B IR AR TR B L T k4
TE T Tz BB 50 o A B A R Y 2 R R A
O3 A AR A — R R E 22 DA ] 2 o 15 31 B 1
AU, B DL X U SRR AS A Ak B 5 XoF 4 B A
T 95 2 e MR AR 32 3 /)N B A 2 B ASE R R i 2
U A AR H D SR S o X T s R A AU
YRk FEW TR 2N AR R R AR 25 T I Y 32
L) R AR R R S OIS 1Y A Bl i R R
JIN TR 8 A ), 3 A A5 AIF 5T e T A A B 18 AR M A
B L e, M R B T AE S BR A R LR R B
WIS A S A A w8 a) ) 45 R 4R 415 T R R, [R)
ZEE I LA AR PR [ B Oy 5 e P ] BRI TR G
PR B, DR Ry S RSO A A 2 DA A0 ) B A AN
75 1 0 S AL SR A AR AR A A B AR XL
Ry B SN ) L, AN 2 R 55 R 1 o A g e T 1 R
WARFN IR P (X, Y)Y 5 B IREE P(X, Y)Y 22 5548
ZIN, T BRI 43 A 0 KL HIORE /N T — 8 B {E 5 1%
JEZE A 1 R SR T 1 DU o 2 IR ML AN AE, A y
& X P IR & P/ (XIY) = P(XIY), 7 PR 56 &R 87 1
AN EE koL e D

— 22 )\ Oh A SRR R A T AUF 5T 0 1 ) Y TAE
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Fig. 8 Causal graph and two calibration strategies in visual dialogue tasks
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2 P A A AL, G0 A BT AR AR A
iR, T RO R R 2 SF R OCHR [156] Ak T
RCM $2 H 2 5 0 A 2 P L8 A 1 25 DR 00
2F (FACE) il B2 Y- 249 RER AL 23F- (FACT) , A
YT SR RER bR SF- 2 B i, A0 i 1)
PEAS 70 J7 15 IPTW BEAT PR AN AL 7 SCHik [157] 224k
T rp A 43 M4 JR) 28 Ak 2 (total variation, TV ) 3 fi#
JI 2 A AR B 4 o, 04 B S LR AN, | S
TFL] 22 507 PR 280RE . SCHik [158] 4 £ SCiik [157] (9 TAE,
7 A e B TV LASMAY HA B2 R 845, IF 25 i 13X
28 1) R SR i 7 vk SCHR [159] &R A8 B 0 F PR 5 2
HFYI AR R Y 0] 8, B2 ) — o B T AR A A A J
FL AT I Ty vk, AT LAk e SR U 25 04 O 4 Gk
[160] 5 5 3l 25 2 G0 v A9 28 PP B o (] AL, OB 3 25 &
Ge RN SCM, T 22 - B2 A 5 1 R SR 00 A
()t A PSR (Al T+ DRE J7 vk R 47 Ab .

H R EE XS ALAS 7 ) A PR R TR E 2 5 I
VIR, A4 1R 5 @7 v FIR i T Bkl
8 — 5 B E AR PR 2R AIE 5 AR G R, TTE R R
PRI SR BB 7 3 — T R R 2 2R TRV

25 REXIFMEE

S = 52 3 4 (counterfactual evaluation) 3§ A% J& Al
i o BB AL H R AS By 0 S S S0 Y, Xl R
PUAE Al A i 22 84 4 T H080 DI 2545 2 JC fi 45 4 7 13
S, a0 R T R BOHE AR R R HE TR R G AT
55 W TAE 5 A Bl B SRR AT R, R A
T RS K 2 [ 5T ) S AL RN AT R B 0 QR A A
n s iR

Table S Application of Causal Methods on Counterfactual

Evaluation Problems

£S5 BRFEERELITAMEEE LR R

ES BLRINuN S DR

HErE R oA REHL AT VA B 2 8 S U
B )R S T/ MU B IE SR SR
KRAGNE G ] A543 T vk
i 22 ) R i B IEARGHE ™™

DAHERE R G2 ), X AT 55 00 5 Ay 2 AR 40 ]
%) T PRI 55 4 1) FH P R s A OGP B v B 0 L S
B LR A ST A R TR DARAS B B MY
N AR, S B niy o i 234 FH TP 08 5t (click)
BT A A ) SRR S8 KRR n) 4T 7R &
G303 A A5 A SR s ) i T R B A T AR G, DA
117 XoF 28 290 SR W 118 Al 4 R O 22 . 7% DB BT A 90 i
BN IR LT By L 2R RN R TR R SR AR )L R
TR 7R Wy it 2 B &R G0 R I g AR 58 A B AL, H
S B Y R 2R L AR BE ALY, PR Ot B PR Oy AR Bl
HLHR L (missing-not-at-random, MNAR) [i1] 1. SCH#K [180]
FE ) 5 77 22 0 b Al DR 2R ] A A 5k 256 i) A ([
10 P78 ), JF 48 X Rl &0 N 1 R GE 1P AG = R 3558
183X AR 100 5 A T ) R S RO 3 — 72 o X
Bl i 3 — 728 1 A PR A0, AT LAH] RCM 432,
i FH 39 {657 7] ¥4 #5 43 (inverse propensity scoring, IPS) J7
A TE i 223 BL A0 1) P A5 R 2 0 it e R T )
(IAE S, FHAS 23 0 (B0 BOVE S B R I ZRAEAS AR, B
ALIH B I 22 00 P RRE SR X, W RRAE SR y, 10 P
Je& TS it ) W A, A VRS 4R p, R AR T
SCATT it AT 5 SR SCTE ), WX T J 7 SR mg 2]
¥ Je i IPS fiti 3t A
IAe(h) _ 12 5(i)-h(y(i)|x(i)).

n P

i=1

D

SCHR [161] PR AT 55 2 A Bandit Ji 5t H ik it
152#>] (batchlearning from logged bandit feedback, BLBF ),
15 IPS Y At 145 40 SR F A % 3 Ay 22 1 00, 4 i
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Fig. 10 Causal graph in advertising recommendation systems"*”

P10 )5 ARG R

— T 3 T ¥ R R = S8 RURE: % /) 46 (counterfactual
risk minimization, CRM) :

. 1< . Ay ®[x®
hCRMzargmin{— —6(’)-min{M, 0Ok )}+

er NS pY

V’a‘r(uh)}

n

(8

Horb, MOARCE BT S8, A8 5 22 IE WAL, w, Ay
AU 5 1Y TPS Al .

K T AEESE IPS FI CRM J7 ¥ & IF §F 5% SC ik
[162] 45 i CRM H A7 £ M0 1) P 3 006 ) B, 42 1 [ E
— AR Ah T s e ke SCHR [163] 35 H CRM H Y 7 224k
VI B T A 4 S EOT B RS K, R —Fh
783 BORE S /I TV i e SCHR [164] A DL - 387 00 £
O AT CRM, $12 Y — ol 8 B S 80 19 3 1 U 4k )y 1%
SCHR [165] £ X5 R GeAT A 25 (A1 R B 1% 10 2 1 43 A
R CRM Bk SCHR [166] ¥ IPS #E) 2 2 1
VAN R AR, I 51X R e AT 55 42 0 1 M 45 40 1)
f 35 ¥k SCHR [167] %5 1PS 3 Ji 2 Ba Sz f m) A, B
A il ST A A SR 1 B SCRR [168] 43
A2 TR TR 2 G0 0 ol 2 B R R FH P AT S A ) A
FE TIPS $i i AR i A SR8 U7 ik SR [169] £2
L AE IPS A (s FH A T 00 0 ) PR A5 3 b L S A A 1]
PEAF 40 3R A5 I A 5 22 3CHk [1701% JE HERE Y4 &
PR G5 SRy — > B A 7] B 38 R 4 A o N HE AR, R
JEAT TIPS A Ry £ X6 BN 1 1) 5 IR TE LR ASTE Y, 42
HH — B0 AR B A TIAS I D 1% oK i ke SCk [171] 48 H
H T R i FOR AR ) — 8 43, DR R Se
J& 7R AL AS TR, 42— ot e 2 0 O 58 el ik
IPS.3CHk [172] % F& BLBF [n] 3 Hh 2 15 15 S8 17 78 17 465
g OL, T CRM J7 ik o ik A H 4540 5 2., B ik
P — 3 T Sl 7 A B 2R AT 5K % BLBF X —

FRAE 28 b 9 FH T HEFE R G LAAIMT 55, a0 SCilik [181] 7€
ST 5 5] AN T R85 5, FREE A 1PS 7
AT S ST AR

K2R & 40 A 23 TG 28 U MINAR [a] 8, 3 28
I FH 5 B R ) AT HE Y, 5 P SR Gk
T T B0 it 17 > A S T A 6 X R LR T
TEBEW) S 0 A AT N 43 2 W 5 2R 1 SR R A B R
M), A7 T AR O AN 25 5 ke D P O 38, 3 7 A
i R A, B X — R A AR R A e 22
(position bias) [A] #8 SCRk [173] 48 ) T 7 & s 22 [a] 75,
JEAEFH IPS J5 i E A7 Ak B, v {1y PR A5 5346 R )
s 2 A7 R T 1) g R 3 — 1 DG A [ A2 A
AT A T ) M A ), — T B AR R e b Bl
SEROYE PEAT AN T SOk [174] 45 R 3 5% P BE HL 5K mg
At T ) PR A5 23 23 52w TP ARy A D — el ) B
AV TR i A B ATL S W 5 SCHR [175] 48 H o 1) 145 53
i T R B AL B A 22 A AT 55 B R R AT 45, 42
B2 2 ik, B 24 2] 2 AR — 26 T4 2% st
IPS k47 ek, SCRk [176] XF IPS J7 L dE A7 &, fEfg
& P — M M HE Y A8 AR R AR 2 PR A
ik [177] %1 %5 IPS 2 M m] R, 2 1 0 A SR A AR B
AL B0, I 2R AR 5 SCHR [178] 4% IPS Hy sl i 8
R ) 20 9 I A5 R SCHR [179] X H TIPS I 7E 26 2%
275k, T8t IPS 7 fim 22 F1 7S 55 /N B A% 00 A T 7
22 2] k.

B SEPEAG ) AR A R AR RGP R E
25K F AR Ak, VF 22 SCHER B T U A IPS it CRM
(18 ABE % A A0 o 25 081 FH 040 11 DR SR R 0 2R A7 e 3R
A3 AN 5 i) AT SR B9 A e A AR A AR R n 2R
o B At T A s SR i A, el DLk sk
W E RS O A AR PG R
2.6 Hfthjp@

R ALAR 22 S 9 TAERP R+ &, R T
FEN] ff et AT RS L B R L A RN R S ST
il 3 46 5 B2 ] 1 A B 5T LGN, 30 A R 4 H At U T
B9 AT e 498 H: v (75 DG T A9 38 43 AR i A7 17 22

4.

PRI 2R B0 AF — S T B3 g AR e [B) 45 4 1 2
R 43 R Sk [182—184] BF 9% 226 3 g #L In)
(multi-armed bandit) 714 & 77 7 5 5 45 44 09 1% 30, FR
R 45 ke 2 B HL (structured bandit) [A) 81, 4§ Hi 22 i PR SR
G546 AT e BORAE 19 ff, IF BT 25 207 1SR A Sk
[185] 4 Hh A5 2 ) v Z200 AR OC 3R 25 S 3 DR 1R )
[B] 5, BIVEE 2 9 27 > BRHE S v e R R DR IR
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7 b A LR R S5 A, AL 3% 422 — S5 A, AR AR 1 g
Loy 2] 15 ) B LS AR P SRR [186] IF S Bl 2 >
1555 FE R AE R A 0 Z TR AR AE R E BB BT, AT LA
TE T Y [R) BF 2E A PROR & B, AR S — e ) A T B
AT LA [ 05 4T 55 53 9 6 SCHR [187] i 98 - AiF 22 (8] A7
TE S5 1 5 R W A R IR AT 55, 7EBETR R 51T SCM 2
G548, A5 B X R A B A0 I AR T 2R 2 R R A, 1R B
Fif A AR 80 T ST P i 5 5T A AR R

PR SR e v 1 B = S RUARURI R Sy Z2 Al 1)
[i) 51 4 (L 7 SR i JEL B SC R [188] 7R 58 A B gk
(7] 0 e, o R = S AR T T R S s R e/
1k (counterfactual regret minimization) 3 5, 2 hl A 3K
fiff 12 ) fAL ) T By U, o R SR A Y
I W% 2 48 Ay e D0 3R M 237 R 22 R el SR [193]
WS AL 2] h Z2 25 0 A T 1Y SCM A U514 ] 2L,
T Ao 3 5 A i v 1 B S S 4 R e R g
i H %8, AT ZR AR W d L SR [194] BF 5% 2 2k i
A5 > Tl K IR A B TE B B R T IR R B
T H AR SR TR R, SRR T SCHR [195] BFSY
i FH Actor-Critic J5 1 Il 25 37 5 &1 A= A2 A, 42 i 78
Critic A5 R v (i 1] J5z g 52 45 R AR Sy e L8 mT DA T A 0
A SCHR [196] W58 X0 15 A2 U 55, A B & 4826 WL
] 42 SC A S A S 5 5 0l 5 SCAR, AR AR B AF Y AR AR
JoT it SCHR [197] 78 SCA 70 2848 55 1 1 3 00 I B O ik
b R B g SRR AN AR, B3 TIE T AT
i V0 25 SR SCHR [198] 7E 55 W B 6 TR i 2R IE
(vision-language grounding) ff 45 Hf #& Hy — Ffr iz =5 52 %
Fo 2 ) I ik It 128 UEROR.
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PRI SR HE BT 2 A S8 1) PR A R 58 G SR [199] FiSC
Hk [200] 23 51 2 1 28 B Be W9 2% AR 43 H G B e S
B B B 2 52T Y R AR ICRE g SRR [201] A1 3C
Mk [202] 79 51 7E SCAS A g 4 3k 312 1 TSR A iz = Sk
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3 REERE
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