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(b) Interventional Distributions.

Figure 2: (a) Causal view of data-generating process; (b) Illustration of interventional distributions.

• C → Y . By “causal part”, we mean C is the only endogenous parent to determine the ground-
truth label Y . Taking the motif-base example in Figure 1 again, C is the oracle rationale, which
perfectly explains why the graph is labeled as Y .

• C L9999K S. This dashed arrow indicates additional probabilistic dependencies (Pearl, 2000;
Pearl et al., 2016) between C and S. We consider three typical relationships here: (1) C is
independent of S, i.e., C |= S; (2) C is the direct cause of S, i.e., C → S; and (3) There exists a
common cause E, i.e., C ← E → S. See Appendix B for the corresponding examples.

C L9999K S can create spurious correlations between the non-causal part S and the ground-truth
label Y . Assuming C → S, C is a confounder between S and Y , which opens a backdoor path
S ← C → Y , thus making S and Y spuriously correlated (Pearl et al., 2016). We systematize such
spurious correlations as Y 6⊥⊥ S. Wherein, we make feature induction assumption on S to avoid
the confusion of the induced subset of S between C. See Appendix C for the formal assumption.
Furthermore, data collected from different environments exhibit various spurious correlations (Teney
et al., 2020; Arjovsky et al., 2019), e.g., one mostly picks House motifs with Tree bases as the
training data, while another selects House motifs with Wheel bases as the testing data. Hence, such
spurious correlations are unstable and variant across different distributions.

2.2 TASK FORMALIZATION OF INVARIANT RATIONALIZATION

Oracle Rationale. With the causal theory (Pearl et al., 2016; Pearl, 2000), for each variable X in a
SCM, there exists a directed link from each of its parent variables PA(X) to X , if and only if the
causal mechanism X = fX(PA(X), εX) persists, where εX |= PA(X) is the exogenous noise of
X . For simplicity, we omit the exogenous noise and simplify it as X = fX(PA(X)). Hence, there
exist a function fY : C → Y in our SCM, where the “oracle rationale” C satisfies:

Y = fY (C), Y |= S | C, (1)

where Y |= S | C indicates that C shields Y from the influence of S, making the causal relationship
C → Y invariant across different S.

Rationalization. In general, only the pairs of input G and label Y are observed during training,
while neither oracle rationale C nor oracle structural equation model fY is available. The absence of
oracles calls for the study on intrinsic interpretability. We systematize an intrinsically-interpretable
GNN as a combination of two modules, i.e., h = hŶ ◦ hC̃ , where hC̃ : G→ C̃ discovers rationale
C̃ from the observed G, and hŶ : C̃ → Ŷ outputs the prediction Ŷ to approach Y . Distinct from
C and Y which are the variables in the causal mechanisms, C̃ and Ŷ represent the variables in the
modeling process to approximateC and Y . To optimize these modules, most of current intrinsically-
interpretable GNNs (Veličković et al., 2018; Lee et al., 2019; Knyazev et al., 2019; Gao & Ji, 2019;
Ranjan et al., 2020) adopt the learning strategy of minimizing the empirical risk:

min
hC̃ ,hŶ

R(hŶ ◦ hC̃(G), Y ), (2)

where R(·, ·) is the risk function, which can be the cross-entropy loss. Nevertheless, this learning
strategy relies heavily on the statistical associations between the input features and labels, and can
potentially exhibit non-causal rationales.
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