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Figure 4: Scheme of the Neural Causation Coefficient (NCC) architecture.

In kernel methods, φ is fixed a priori and defined with

respect to a nonlinear kernel [28]. In contrast, our feature

map φ : R2 → R
h and our classifier ψ : Rh → {0, 1} are

both multilayer perceptrons, which are learned jointly from

data. Figure 4 illustrates the proposed architecture, which

we term the Neural Causation Coefficient (NCC). In short,

to classify a sample Si as causal or anticausal, NCC maps

each point (xij , yij) in the sample Si to the representation

φ(xij , yij) ∈ R
h, computes the embedding vector φSi

:=
1
mi

∑mi

j=1 φ(xij , yij) across all points (xij , yij) ∈ Si, and

classifies the embedding vector φSi
∈ R

h as causal or an-

ticausal using the neural network classifier ψ. Importantly,

the proposed neural architecture is not restricted to cause-

effect inference, and can be used to represent and learn from

general distributions.

NCC has some attractive properties. First, predicting the

cause-effect relation for a new set of samples at test time can

be done efficiently with a single forward pass through the ag-

gregate network. The complexity of this operation is linear in

the number of samples. In contrast, the computational com-

plexity of the state-of-the-art (kernel-based additive noise

models) is cubic in the number of samples. Second, NCC

can be trained using mixtures of different causal and anti-

causal generative models, such as linear, non-linear, noisy,

and deterministic mechanisms linking causes to their effects.

This rich training allows NCC to learn a diversity of causal

footprints simultaneously. Third, for differentiable activation

functions, NCC is a differentiable function. This allows us

to embed NCC into larger neural architectures or to use it as

a regularization term to encourage the learning of causal or

anticausal patterns.

The flexibility of NCC comes at a cost. In practice, la-

beled cause-effect data as in Equation (2) is scarce and la-

borious to collect. Because of this, we follow [18] and train

NCC on artificially generated data. This turns out to be ad-

vantageous as it gives us easy access to unlimited data. In

the following, we describe the process to generate synthetic

cause-effect data along with the training procedure for NCC,

and demonstrate the performance of NCC on real-world

cause-effect data.

3.1. Synthesis of training data

Causal signals differ significantly from the correlation

structures exploited by modern computer vision algorithms.

In particular, since the first and second moments are always

symmetrical, causal signals can only be found in high-order

moments.

More specifically, we will construct n synthetic observa-

tional samples Si (see Figure 2), where the ith observational

sample contains mi points. The points comprising the ob-

servational sample Si = {(xij , yij)}
mi

j=1 are drawn from an

heteroscedastic additive noise model yij ← fi(xij)+ vijeij ,

for all j = 1, . . . ,mi. In this manner, we generalize the

homoscedastic noise assumption ubiquitous in previous liter-

ature [19].

The cause terms xij are drawn from a mixture of ki Gaus-

sians distributions. We construct each Gaussian by sampling

its mean from Gaussian(0, ri), its standard deviation from

Gaussian(0, si) followed by an absolute value, and its un-

normalized mixture weight from Gaussian(0, 1) followed by

an absolute value. We sample ki ∼ RandomInteger[1, 5] and

ri, si ∼ Uniform[0, 5]. We normalize the mixture weights to

sum to one. We normalize {xij}
mi

j=1 to zero mean and unit

variance.

The mechanism fi is a cubic Hermite spline with support

[

min({xij}
mi

j=1)− std({xij}
mi

j=1) ,

max({xij}
mi

j=1) + std({xij}
mi

j=1)
] (3)
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