
For the testing set, we construct both biased testing set and unbiased testing set. The biased testing
set has the same bias degree with training set, aiming to measure the extent of models relying on
bias. The unbiased testing set, where the digit labels uncorrelate with the background colors, aims to
test whether the model could utilize the inherent digit signals for prediction. Note that training set
and testing set have the same pre-defined color set. Then, we convert the biased MNIST images into
superpixel graphs with at most 75 nodes each graph using [20], where the edges are constructed by
the KNN method based on the 2D coordinates of superpixels and node features are the concatenation
of coordinates and average color of superpixels. Each graph is labeled by its digit class, so that its
digital subgraph is deterministic for label and background subgraph is spuriously correlated with
labels but not deterministic. The examples of graphs are illustrated in Fig. 1(a).

We perform three popular GNN methods: GCN [19], GIN [45], and GCNII [3] on CMNIST-75sp
and the results are shown in Fig. 1(b). The same color of dashed line and solid line represent the
results of the corresponding methods on the biased testing set and the unbiased testing set respectively.
Overall, the GNNs achieve much better performance on biased testing set than unbiased testing set.
The phenomenon indicates that although GNNs could still learn some causal signals for prediction,
the unexpected bias information is also being utilized for prediction. More specifically, with bias
degree becoming larger, the performance of GNNs on biased testing set is increased and the value
of accuracy is nearly in line with the bias degree, while the performance on unbiased testing drops
dramatically. Hence, although causal substructure could determine labels perfectly, in severe bias
scenarios, the GNNs lean to utilize the easier to learn bias information to make prediction rather than
the inherent causal signals, and bias substructure will finally dominate the prediction.
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(a) SCM of the union of the
data generation and the existing
GNNs’ prediction process.
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(b) SCM of our debiasing GNN
method.

Figure 2: SCMs. Grey and white variables represent unobserved and observed variables, respectively.

3.2 Problem Analysis

Debiasing GNNs for unbiased prediction requires understanding the natural mechanisms of graph
classification task. We present a causal view of the union of the data-generating process and the model
prediction process behind the task. Here we formalize the causal view as a Structure Causal Model
(SCM) or causal graph [13, 33] by inspecting on the causalities among five variables: unobserved
causal variable C, unobserved bias variable B, observed graph G, graph embedding E, and ground
truth label / prediction Y 4. Fig. 2(a) illustrates the SCM, where each link denotes a causal relationship.

• C → G ← B. The observed graph data is generated by two unobserved latent variables: the
causal variable C and the bias variable B, such as digit subgraphs and background subgraphs in
the CMNIST-75sp dataset. And all bellow relations are illustrated by CMNIST-75sp.

• C → Y . This link means that the causal variable C is the only endogenous parent to determine
the generation of ground-truth label Y . For example, C is the oracle digit subgraph, which exactly
explains why the label is labeled as Y .

• C ⇠⇢ B. This link indicates the spurious correlation between C and B. Such probabilistic
dependencies is usually caused by the direct cause or unobserved confounder [34]. Here we do
not distinguish these scenarios and only observe the spurious correlation between B and C, such
as the spurious correlation between the color background subgraphs and digit subgraphs.

4We use variable Y for both the ground-truth labels and prediction, as they are optimized to be the same.
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