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Figure 3. The framework of CIRL. We first generate augmented images by a causal intervention module with intervention upon non-causal
factors. Both the representations of original and augmented images are sent to the factorization module, which imposes a factorization loss
to force the representations to be separated from non-causal factors and jointly independent. At last, the adversarial mask module conducts
an adversary between the generator and a masker, rendering the representations to be causally sufficient for classification.

follows, which refers to causal factorization:

P (s1, s2, . . . , sN) =
N

∏
i=1

P (si ∣ PAi), (3)

Therefore, we highlight that the causal factors S should
satisfy three basic properties based on the definition of causal
variables in Common Cause Principle (Principle 1) and the
nature of causal mechanism in ICM Principle (Principle 2):

• The causal factors S should be separated from the non-
causal factors U , i.e., S ⫫ U . Thus, performing an
intervention upon U does not make changes to S.

• The factorization s1, s2, . . . , sN should be jointly inde-
pendent, none of which entails information of others.

• The causal factors S should be causally sufficient to
the classification task X −→ Y , i.e., contain information
that can explain all the statistical dependencies.

Thus, instead of directly reconstructing the causal factors,
we propose to learn causal representations as an alternative
by forcing them to have the same properties as causal factors.
We will explain the details in Sec. 3.2

3.2. Causality Inspired Representation Learning

In this section, we illustrate our proposed representation
learning algorithm inspired by the causality discussed above,
which consists of three modules: causal intervention module,
causal factorization module and adversarial mask module.
The whole framework is shown in Fig. 3.

3.2.1 Causal Intervention Module

We first aim to separate the causal factors S from the mixture
of non-causal ones U by causal intervention. Specifically,
although the explicit form of causal factor extractor g(⋅) in
Eq. (2) is unknown in general, we have prior knowledge that
the causal factors S should remain invariant to the interven-
tion upon U , i.e., P (S ∣ do(U)). While in DG literature, we
do know that some domain-related information cannot deter-
mine the category of inputs, which can be regarded as non-
causal factors and captured by some techniques [63, 65, 66].
For instance, Fourier transformation has a well-known prop-
erty: the phase component of Fourier spectrum preserves
high-level semantics of the original signal, while the ampli-
tude component contains low-level statistics [38, 44]. Thus,
we conduct the intervention upon U by disturbing the am-
plitude information while keeping the phase information
unchanged as [63] does. Formally, given an original input
image x

o, its Fourier transformation can be formulated as :

F(xo) = A(xo) × e−j×P(xo)
, (4)

where A(xo),P(xo) denote the amplitude and phase com-
ponents respectively. The Fourier transformation F(⋅) and
its inverse F−1(⋅) can be calculated with the FFT algo-
rithm [37] effectively. We then perturb the amplitude in-
formation via linearly interpolating between the amplitude
spectrums of the original image x

o and an image (x′)o
sampled randomly from arbitrary source domains:

Â(xo) = (1 − λ)A(xo) + λA((x′)o), (5)
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