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Abstract

Causal discovery aims to automatically identify the underlying causal relationships among variables
from observational or experimental data, and has become a central topic in the field of causal infer-
ence. This paper provides a systematic review of the theoretical foundations, algorithmic taxonomy,
and evolutionary development of causal discovery methods. First, the fundamental formal framework
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of the causal discovery problem is introduced, including core theoretical components such as struc-
tural causal models, directed acyclic graphs, the causal Markov condition, and the faithfulness as-
sumption. Second, according to methodological paradigms, existing algorithms are categorized into
five major classes: constraint-based methods, score-based methods, functional causal model-based
methods, hybrid approaches, and emerging deep learning-based methods. For each category, the
theoretical motivation, representative algorithms, technical advantages, and inherent limitations
are systematically analyzed. Finally, the paper discusses the open challenges faced by the field and
outlines potential directions for future research.
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1. 53|

AHESAR TR 18] B DR IR R A RHAE A EEA YRR . TERAE B AR A REAIE R TR
U, 1 2 B IR R —— i PR R A R R 4 R 2 L 22 B BUR RN R 5 PR L DURE R AR AL
F o] B —— A ot b AR RT R 45 g A e B R G IR . RS AR RE[1] . BEATL I S8 78 A UIE D 2R O%
HRTT A 4 VE L, A VONZ U “ehnitE” o SR, W TIRHRLIR . w5 A S BRSEE
HARKRIR, Esh TS AEE 2 IS s PR EDOT . R RT, WAL T Ik F T RS
WAL AT IR = R 2, B “ IR R (Causal Discovery)fimdll, CLERFFNGEiH2E. tHEALRIE
5N RE TR BE R O BIF 7S 1 v i [2]

PR AL A AR IR AT B #2520 T ECATHIGE U 22 SO AR S 5 TRER A 2 IR AR o 22 57k O 3 2 A
Wright - 1921 EH2H kAR A 7 20161 1 DL RAE AR SC R I Siml [3] AR, AR IRy —
N RGP FIERTFTT IR, R IER IS BERE ] 2% 20 4D 80 4R4XZ 90 4FAX. 7ELLFTBL, Pearl. Spirtes
Lo Glymour S22 K47 [7) LI B (DAGS) I ANBERRAL AR, ARG 1 AR B AR — B KR
W% PC 5 FCI R4 B E Sk, PR AR BUIIRT i sUSE Bl 1 M2 36 3R Al 1) 2 AL 2 A IR
ZIRER o X — RFITTRINE SR A DO BRUERHEWIR T 1™ 1T S @bk, SE e 1 e AT ey 2 R 3 1 B
ARELIERF 2R R N AR ERAE 4]

DR AR IR R A G, A1 BT 10 253 R A UL 2 T i SR HL ol A Bl A ik 2, AL, #ysg—
B o AR 18 SRR B LA ) A S Uk R B BAS IOV I8 . ARBE AL PR otk AR A . — XTI R A
DL BRI IR AT IR ATE B, DU BRI AR 5 T OSBRI priss; RS e 17k
wVeA I ZE RN, EMFRE RS, FFRARIT ARSI R ST B SR E; =&
FEHALIUATWE T ) PR IK A L, ek 5 00 ) QBB 27 L, Dy S I BB SR 5 TR SRR 51 o

2. EREMSHOENX
2.1. DA R4
LI S0 90 4 1 20 2 26 BB MRS A ORISR, D DR SR R M 30 S5 HE TR 0 1 788 1 4
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SEHEAR[S]. THRUHE, A DUHHIR %52 S — e B = (G,P), i G = (V,E) WA IEFRA, itk
BV =X, Xy, X | RIS B, A PSS E S AS R I BB HOBOG R s P 3R STV E I,
HHER 5]

VIR 9 24 30 T T S S T A B IO RO M T REA T S A0 A TR
S S D R T 5 5 5 0 DT 56 P A P55 S0 SRR I A 4305 0 s W 5 T 00
U AT S0 VF A 14 R A MR A LA — 3R 51 JR 0 6 43 O e

P(X;, X0 X, ) =TT, P(Xi|Pa(X,))

o Pa(X;) R A X TEE G A mUR A o XN R TG A o AR 1 0 AT R AR A BEATR 2K
b =2 G, N TIN50 5 3 B0E 1 1S ER[5] [6].

22, ZHMIHSE d-HE

BUNBHARRES, X Y MZRUR=AWHAZIARR T4, F0TLER L P2Z) > 0 i
. A P(X LY LZ) < P(X,Y|Z)=P(X|Z)P(Y|Z) . MFK X 5 Y FELAE Z 5 AF FARSE, W AX LY L Z.

ER I, ARSI TR d-5 BHEN AT IS SR TR AIE o IAE ST =R A 1
BEAE S BALBIOPAIWT & ERREM X > Z > Y 5HNEW X« Z > Y, R A Z S
NPT X 55 Y Z RS, EXHEE X »> Z < Y i, HPRAT S Z RN X 5 Y AHE AR,
1M Z B AU I K i = 2 ) B SR & [5]

o= B T A F 7 A P A1 B2 R SR SO PR PR T A S AR IR IR MU, R A1
HRZR 5 I SR AR SE RS AT B S5 R G d-0) BRI BT 93, INTIRSL 1 BRI 5 R v HRRAIE [ £ 1) #g
5o RPN S P ATIRIE — Bk, VLIRSS SEIE RO h SR R A BE T AR (7]

2.3. B/RAIRE

LRBFERBE T B =3 4, AR S e S AR 1 & SR JE 4 MB 22 ) (Al — 250
(Parents), f87ERIREFEZE M HirZE T FAERE; & 775 & (Children), FE7ERRE T # H iz &
T HEARAM AR S, —&EAENT S(Spouses), i+ 17 T mihBr BAnZ & T DM HAL R & . Hr,
R H ST AL FER R PC 44 (Parents + Children), & MB 2% =]t AL 56 1R B A% 086 0 [4]

TE L (S /RBFREE, MB)EE D7 0 26 35 J2 RS SEPE 2R A, U9 8% P A 0 R I B IR BER B A i —
T, B REZ A BB AT IR (ST ) BB E AR (T ) LA SO AR Y A (RIS s SR R AR AT
AR 59) [8].

BT RS, DU TR S T (P T e U)W SR BER B T B UL 5 i R (3 0
B 1): AR T AU BRI IRE S P(T) = {A B}« HER4%EA C(T)={C,D}, LARZ LT
TS 2RI R AR e A SP(T) = {E, F} o #iutk, 58 T M /RB R BE ] Ak ikl ik =
FRALIT R, R

MB(T)=P(T)uC(T)USP(T)={A,B,C,D,E,F}

AR T ZNE T T REBER R BN R R, R BIRRERERRME T, T St
RITH A ERAT L

R CERW, SR RERAWER: mottk—SE SR T RE )G, AREESHRIAR
RARMAL; F/ME—— SRR AT 1 TR A % 52 015 B R e
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Figure 1. An illustration of a compact Bayesian network
B 1. B DUHER R 48 7R 451

P

E 2 (B W F A DU TR 4 BN(U,G,P) , U R H AR R4, G FEXTEU L
FIA LA E, PRRBEAMEM M. AHAER X, Y e UBLEERSc U\{X, Y}, HiE X L, Y|Se X
5 Y £ G i Sd-4p B, BRI & B2 70 A1 PO G 0 AL A SR [4] o

A7 BESLHUN T R R R IR B, B IAEBBEI SI LA AT D, e O 1 UL I 25 4 3 4
BAREN S B BB AL B W RS BER Ao AR P 22 B AN RR R T, BRI SR AR RS DUIE L
BT BCEATAGHEZIE, Dy SRIBALH I HE— 2D ER TS 724 RaRG . [N, X —RBAE A HAr A
) By R AT REEIN B e MRS, PRER T Ay & B0 — A7 7E

SE X3 (V-GI)FE—A DAG ', InSRARE Q A1 W IRIFE /A4 4R 19075 5 X, {H Q Al W AR
AL B(Q o X« W) (Fi kR 1T R Z B RIAIJ7 1), W5 A Qv X AW I =Je At T ik V-4
18]

RIT V-SRI K40 MBS KRR BE R A B A AR B R S — O, V-SSR BUE L
TR O, a1 DR BR AT A S T R AN B R, WS T AR A R AL
MIFERZ IR 53— T7 0, V-G U 4 G5 4 27 5] h SEBLIAGE [ S B0 200K, eIl R i A 175
SRR R, NI A BR AR EAAR G TR IMEN] . IERXAONEw I, #iSL 7 V-2 7 R R
B BT 7 2 B il b A

3. ARRINE*

AT 58 =K FImIE A R R R I FE AT R R B T-29 3 (constraint-based) . %143 (score-
based) 54 T & (hybrid). =70 A “SFAFBALR RN “LRBEMMEGRE” 5 “WH LAMRE”
MR R, iR TR R S E R LR RARB SRR AETE, A SCEG /T
BIIRZ0 BAE . ARSI OB /L R R SRR = E I AR R s # v 5 ar tedt,
JEEES AN NIRRT B S HORRHE . 38 B o B LR IRAE DT TR R Gt ik .

3.1 ETHARMERLM

FET 29 SR 00 PR R A IV 3 ORE GE T J2 T S5 AR SE A (C AR 9 S8 BRLER 30 P R AZ 0 B, 35 A L
T A e (2 3 38 Sk ) g s A ) DR R PG . BRI A A T R T R S R S E A B F
RIS T Hy IR ) S A 0 AR R AR 20 5 B A%, o B ORI T G v h s vt B8 70 B8 s 1t K e 50
Jio FEBHEZT, 5K CI A SR I R 200K, IF 28 i JR A aCHE B U S A & SR Ibe S AR 1k
MRGA RS . 1EiH L R A 78 43P (Causal Sufficiency) IIHTHE T, % th 45 Fod@ w5 sl AR B /R v] RN
JK CPDAG; TMIEH &4 W A & sk F e (10 2 2% 70k, M Uri# PAG SRZ LR 26 W] YU PR O AH S8 55
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R AN E 11 [4] [9] [10] .

TELV R IR S R, PC SRR A AR oW AR &3 50 W 2R e A 1 46 52 93 [11] . % FE
WORF PR B g 2vaa: I B i G A R O AT L BT R, B TR S A B I R AR
A DRIk DR B IR SR 25 2R B BB 5% 4 1 Al 8 4k (v-structure) (K32 SR 1) 5 58 AL 48, & e A B 28
WL N RAE Sy /R P R EEM R 1) CPDAG. Y 7t 37 el A fif 28 A0 25 VR A DR 7 BOde B3 A a5 (1) B2 2 SR8 I, LA
FCI S HATAEB T AR SCHESE e I B R ¥ AR P [4] [13]. LR iRIm I 51 RS AL ) 7 B8 S ks
ZHUH S50k FE, 76 AR B T30 T SO hd J5 L & aT iR B AL Je 55 B, 3R PAG T 20k
FLE G AT HE L T o B0 R 4EIREE T SRR R B I “HESE 9, AR FUE R IR
RETHECZIRE R, R ZaNE T 70 A0 s e 1 % (Stability Selection)%555HE, B 1E
BE W REIE N KBRS &G N . R 1 IR BRI M A R R 3T TR /A5 S5 TR VT .

Table 1. Constraint-based causal representative discovery algorithms: classification, core mechanisms, advantages and disad-
vantages

=1 BETARNERKEZLMEZENS L, O RA LSBT

RREE AL PEF SRR Y

PC [11]/IC [14] BN CUARR:; B4 BHidsEs, DUNARRE  BRREMES TR

2]+ V ERER (Wbt ) Wy WAL S I U
IAMB £ %1[15]-[17]/ . ” . . . M LLX A3 A FIEL A s ARFA
GSMB [18] - e & &R MB 2L A LA S 915 «

MMMB [19/HITON [20/  FIE A Sebid T ok ﬁﬁ;@iﬁ@;ﬁg& Rl B 5 1

PCMB [21] [22]/STMB [23] SFFRIERL S o i ZRIEATHEIFH K.

I\ PAG/MAG B A, ] Ab B AR B 5 IR B
PO LARES ST g ap e % RFCI S0
[24] sy R 52 2

SERAAFAEATENE:
3 5 [ R R A o

SAKRE, QRBTIEMEIG A RAFAO T AR, LS5 K o 2 B 08 9 xS 00 000 3 /4 2 1
ST UESE, AT T8 MR 2 1 7 1 SR SR G vk . BeAh, ZSETT AR TR E 1 2R 2 L
PR, AE SRS PEAS 56 T 5 HAR SSBO OL IE AL T, AR —BUhEORAIE . SR, LAk e EEAOB T
ClSR MMERIYE . fE/MEA . midE. ZEFEMREAFEIRLIE SR G AR T, RRAREEE T
B, FIRE I IE R S AR E .

32. EFESHEARLZI

VP34 (score-based) PR 5 i L7 144 45 14 2 2 1] R A R TE i i 12 1] AR VP00 BR BT 55, J8
I KA B IMEAZ VT 2 SR 5 AR B S5 80 [25] o 5 20 R B 5 9 3 R i Sk At B ST M Y ROAN ], P43 2 vk
M AE 4 R 2 TP S R AR 5B ek, Il i 7 B Eest 4 2 18] (0 48 2R s i e o DR AR PR R o 7
DU ) 25 25 P BB AR o, PP R BI0E S AT AT e, RVRRAN 1T S I3 0 DU T- AT R
XN RS RS m A R T AT RE . [R5 IE Ak B 1 I nT A R A A A R B, B ik i
FAE— BB S ARAIE S5 #2745 11— Bk [26].

TERARSEIL b, PPor 2 772 28R H 200 48 R BUR HIE L (Greedy Hill-Climbing), il i ik AR AT 1
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WO MER B A E RO PP 4 o X PR SRS AETHIE E R R RN, B LN R, KE s
S55 BENLEE S BAE S RS TV LAY s A R IR R 8 J1[26] 0 55— RITE, AN K44 R (GES), H#7E DAG
S R B R ATAL, TR TUAR G B [, FFEAERE AR T DRUE ST — B A 0 W] O FE e
AR I ESANTT BN DAG 4504 1 B H R A N AT R, 385 o P i 8 0 1 4 245 ) o
VAR R R R . IR AR LA RO R AT 7 RG0A98, HrK AR AHR L 2 s,
Table 2. Score-based causal representative discovery algorithms: classification, core mechanisms, advantages and disad-

vantages

F 2 ETWHOMERRRLAEEZD L, BOH RRHEITEE

RREE AL P SRR Y

FEL R REENJE(CPDAG)T Kl DAG JRf: @R THERE4E RS0 K: &
RJHEAT B i) 032 i 109 o Ak FH V SRANRTT

GES [27] [28]

FGES [29]/SGES [30/  FATMITE: HEMZEAE: B BIroE Ry RETARE ETEEAR, XL
GGSL [31] JRVERTRE: R E A KA. & KIER TS EE . PR RIABETIH IR

IMaGES [32)/GIES [33] LIVAR IIEE 5= Pl i R T LI ER LS X FRATLAG A e 7 B8t 5

RAEN IR BT T IS PERR R - AR AR B
GraN-DAG [34])/  #H4 SCM &\ ELETLIALR FRLNEIESAL S rTHEA 5N R R R
NOTEARS [35] SFEERAL AR RS 55 PRI o

PR RTTERIAZ O IR AE T H A Rk 5 B R G 2RI IR RN B A 2 AR A B ke
BRSNS, IFE T 5B T SRR sl 2 I 8 SE PN 1 TR 4545, ATSEEL “45t + &
7 G A HESR[15]. SR, HRMRMEE A RE . B, BEREEENN, DAG &3 H EHHuy
K, AR 0 42 R DAL AE SERR N2 ol LASIZEIL, - DRI MR e s B O R S . HLR, 1P R
HOH H B R E 1000 A SRR HO U B e, X B e S SR AN, AT RS B S S L 2=
wa, BIERE 4R, RS vra MBIy s OORM N K, ks emE g BRI, NS
BOME B R 51 T HSE a6 s 2 PR e) BLk — B4R TH AT iR

33 ETRAMNERLI

TRA B (hybrid) B R R BT 5 B4 & AR AL 5 PP BUSRIG 38, DLTEGLi T St 5 S Ak 2 1)
SR o A% 0 SE B AR T FH 2% A A ST A5 S 0o} M a5 A 2 TRV HEAT O e B SR, [0 R 5 B PP 2 B 00T 380
A B AT & R A 5 1FA4[36] . LGB —TJ7 vk, TRA RIS SR H E BRI T SR — T, K
FAR AT VAT IO TE R AR B S 4EBOE T AT BRI i DA R T BB I SRR E s T, AUE
FHPP 73 R BIOEEAT 4 J53 48 2% DUI T W 418 5020 110 225 ) 72 () 1 K B P PE AR 0 T P RS o e 7 27 ST i % op R 2D
JSL AR STV 2 R ANPE 3 HE I, VR G T VE RS A AR IR A BRI, AR SEER SR S5 MK I AR e MR AT
i 1E[36] .

TERMSEOLET, RER P8 2O A TR B AR “AmREIT. kR
MG s T e SR A IR ST VA B0 T P R SR B IR AT I, AT K IR AR AR B BEJSE L SZ IR
2B AL VRS B BOHEAT A 50T IR AN E, DU BRI — Bt 55— SRR “ PR DR S
ZURBIR 7, RIEVE /4 2O RE A ST N S R S VR AT A S B B8, T kA
FS I 3 S ST AR I [37] 0 WA, TRABIVEICAEAE “ RS ] 5 RS s, Bk
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FEREAN T 10 J5 38 90 B P9 ARV AR S i B AR T R AR, I 4R — B RE B O 2% SR AR A A 2 TR
FIPh e, IFih IR A R TEIE . AZTTVEAE M de B Soh U@ i, RO R s 14 AN e 6 A R/
(o e R B, 3 T I8 2 R 4 SR A R s R (K S0 4 [3 1] IR AR IR 5 5 R AT T RGN,
Hop KRR HXS L 3 Fios.

Table 3. Hybrid causal representative discovery algorithms: classification, core mechanisms, advantages and disadvantages
# 3 ETREAEMEARKRLIEZES L. ONEIRMLE I

RS LA P JRBR Y

MMHC [19] [25] [36] [38)/ Cl KiiaMdiHae; w8y 4ia TARKEAEIIH BRRESERE: wdEi—
H?PC [39)/HLCD [40] HWRIEH BbE W AR R A BRI AL .

FIRAMEE, AEEEE  REEESO B IE, BRI R 2
ARGES [41J/ESLH [42] g, WA B T SO B 2

GraN-LCS [43] MM G + ELELH  TRERRARLMERR; B I @S

PEZYT ;. Masked &£ . AR LA B AR .
DE-DAG [44] HyE I R AR fEOVIERGEARE R . BRI A6 A0

SR, IRETTTEE YR AR B 75 B0 (0 B A 5 Pl R SR B AR . 5482
AT, A5 22 2] G5 R R SR ALV A 6 )R 22 SE AU T S 40 PP BT VE A B,
AR ) 2 E 2R, A BERT TSR . BEAh, WG By 78 45 M b 1) e 2y THI e 3 58
s WF T B TR IT 2 AR S A SRR U W R S T BR B SE TR AR, SCRTAE B VF 23 bR i 7 di 4 A5
FERRME S RIREZMEFE . R0, XRITETIFAESE T B, EHREARMAT, &M
SEAEAGLIG AR 72 5 V20 R B i 22 T REAH LN, SEOL EEBTRCEE M far s HeK,  SETEREX S HOBE
BORUR, BIEREVEACT . SO GIRE PE G R R i BeE S . AN, TR E T
HH S 2 BUR R SRR, H Bk S HRBMVE ST BONE 2%, BB CRIEAEAE MO T BARSEEL R TR
RIS %A o

34. ZXARLIEAN S HE LR ST

N HERIC TR =R R A I E L & TIHE R, NEIR AT . BaiE itk i 5HEA
FRAN S R gtk LR 4l B e M N7 T, Sk ST SRR AT VA g v LA S R I A AT

5, ERUBILAET T, =RITIES BRI RIS SRAT. Z0RAR Tk A IR AT R AN S S O
TEBRS A, ERANTEW, B SEEE T 5 IR JTHE TS R, I 54
Wi Rk o PP BT 00 B 2 3 ST AR E S B B B 3N b, B AR L e 28 B E B I
A o IR RS B, TR BTk BRI P S R B, E L B BOR AT AT AE B 1R 22 A% 3 o)/, PRI 17
— PR OR AT BL55 .

Fok, MR ERCIE X BT R E, AFNEARIL R 2R . LU T 700 B Bl 22 7
SRR R E N, (AFE YRR R, B SR ARSRYOR, RASITaIRGE S N, DA T ICS
BURA AR . PP B VA A BE SO0 A AE e 4 HE S0l v R DL H By BT SR ACR, (HW R & s AR
AP BB NETIAT B, HL3E R MO 78 2 I 5 505 RE . TR A TR T I e R R R AL
%6 7R, DR RCR SR 2 MAEAE RE s S BN P71 R 3L .
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K, FEDUEE R TP GUR AT FI T, PPy R iR B AR, RO AR SR 2R PR
PROEAT A LR, RERAE — B AR R H 55 R AR P sh 0 AR S SR . LN, KR TT A
BERH R AR AL VAR S, — FOREAR IR IR, B R AT REAEJA SRR R R RSOk AN, R
ABBE B S A 2 L SEAIL AR I, PP o0 TR 5 3 ) 4 R e DRt FT RE AR E 3 U AR S5 K, AR ALTE T 23
RS, FERELEERRI 5T S S8 B AR

e, BEERIITEN S, 2 HEG0E A RE R S KR REEN IS, T LAME — e e s .
W& CPDAG it /2 PAG, A Jii _E#AREREH 1 #873 J5 1] AN 2 1, I AE S B N FH v 2 B ) 45 R F) EL IR RE

b, ZREPKRIEAAIIS . BERER. AN Rt 585 RMB S Trm & A%
55, NEEMREI ERHELE, % 4 8 DA RN AR A R & RO SAT B S
=Y.

Table 4. Multi-dimensional comparative analysis of representative causal discovery algorithms

4. RERMERKMEES HEEELLR SIS

VA " Sk ) S 2 I o =
N S E T B e I e
itk
PC 11 SERACBUBSEYE RKERUARTE @S IEEUR  RETKRKIRZE  CPDAGIPAG,
el LOH oI s, mME K MREAR BRESURRE R
p % AR 1 B (T
R
ces o gy EHHSHIL EAGME e masgs 0T
W (ARGl BELOGE RS, B TRARCE, W, BE5E oLl
% AUGEAE  EEARR s T
A S LY AN
MMHCIS] gy s o LLREAG  AOURKE  soviat oo 000
ETRG [BI[B61[38] Ul TEREZEE BERRE 8, w0
GraN-LCs [43] T N R A B

4. RE

~

ASCREET WIEHE %A T BRI, SBUE T iR BT T ARG S L. DAY
EE, FRRA RTIAE RSN RIS TR, SR R A DOR S5 it &, B2 — il
RAIEIL T SIS AT SR R (R 20 AR A HE W 55

FEINEWRT, BL LA - YRR - IR AR =R R, JIRIES — s R TR A [
LIt SRR . QARBTTIESEA OISR ROy E 25 BORIE, HEWTRESE . TR, (HHEVERES
FERAA S PR IR TSR, JFAEA IRFEA . e 5 B2 At T i B 38 A RsE e PP R iR
Giky s 13RO HAR e AL M R, BERS B AR A MR IENAL 52 Rediids, IS, W
oy 2 P BURTT S U BROR B R4, (B A Rl 4 b 52 148 2 s ] R R B R XU O 1) 240 VR
R R AR 2 AAE B S 0 N 2 (RSN FL AL, AR S P R BLE 4 MR SRadetE, (AHLE
Wb S — B GRIE AR AR R B SRR . BT S, R =R R ZIE 1 R AT T
£ “GETHIESE - AT - TSR 7 =3 Z AR AL AR .

=3

avil
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%

5 B SARKAE

N IR S R BT e 3k AR, R A O SR AR BEAR SR A S T AN 2 T SRS B R, HSH
B 2 T S A R AR I e, RO R R A T R AR R R R R e o I e A 0 R PR
1T RGEHNT, AMUBEIEMT e A JErEHIEE, WA RS ARTE A4 7 ek iR 5l .

B, RITE 24 T (Unobserved Confounders)- 5 7845 & P 4 2% & BELAS DX SR HE b B4 P 4 TH IO
BEHMERR, DL FCI ARG I I A HE SR ERAR 25U A8 B R 4 5 B (PAG) SR R AR 43 B A2 5 (WA FE LA, (H G HE
W&k RAEAE 78 8 K TR e J7 a2k, E LU S & b (0 D R AR 4. S, — B E 5w
MAFAE 2 A A7AE 2% B AR S Mt e, TS ARt 20 4 5 30770 A1 A1 18 PR A 8 3R ) e A 60 <2 TR s 2 208 XU
BEXTIX — MBS, AR MBI 70 B0 B e 1) B TR B2 AR SO AL (1 478 73 H w2 VAE S AR o Bt i 2%
GAN) AR B RAES: 2] o il 5l N B0 s oA e, ekl & 2 305~ T Hidds, At
X AL 2% R -1~ PR A 2K A 5 T R M E A

FUR, B 23 A B0 5 5 vk 5 AR R 4 (Non-stationarity) %o P S 45 4 f & BE PR ARG T TR Bk ik . 46Kk
ZHA MEE DI SLR S AR TSR, ARTIEBRST 2 Fo R Fe s 40 B BRSO 0 45 3
Sy, BERAAAT PR G B3 B AR BURJZ LIS R o AT AE BN A A IR BT RS TE RIS “ BN
(Ria%srAn” 5 “lEE BRI, 2 0 AR SR AR fe AR IR AT 25 BT R SR AN AR
2% >](Causal Invariance Learning)-5 23z HL i J 1 (Independent Mechanism Principle), £ A [A] s ] 1) F 234
B A 22 FAN— 0 “ BT (55, AUk m 20 R e 2 A B iz Ak e 1 R SR 22

e, E A &7 A (High-dimensionality) 51 & [ o1 S8 E 5 Gt 1H 80RE SE 0 ) AR SR 08 o 72 L A
2H 22 B I R 2 O T S R VR AU, AR BRI R B D R R H AR RR . FEMHE T, BT Ar
PERTIS (LR BURER Gy AN “HEFEGCHME” HAEBE ™ B R FIVEEOE mvE o B0 BT G i 25 i1 &R
A R TR ZNK . R LA NOTEARS AR B 2L LA 3 2 m D 25 BB R 3% A T 1
Wir R, AEAE AR R G BN R AR R B, L AR s T R R e ST, K
IR BARMI RN o B Jm) 2 TE AT REAE T PANGERE : Ho—, IREERLG RIS 5 AR (LLM) Bl 3 B U iR &
i, I G NBRAGIG AR KR BT A R 4y 5 Fo =, R IE T M A N 48 (GNN) 5 3k 2 2] (1 73 A
SR SRR BB SRR s 7 SRAE R A % H s B2 A T (1] 52 2% 1 30 B BB o

Wa, RRRIEIEFTAS R R SER AR R RS, BHal, FREIEN G0 IE T A T
NT AR, e = B9z R EUE(Ground Truth) I SZBrlk 553 5 i, AR RE DU HA 2ok ik 47 %
SUVEH] o AR LA 75 ZES0) TR T 3 3 s th 53 4 FE PR B v KT &5 (Benchmark), AR ARAR 200
DR SR R AR b T Ui R SRAT 55 (n S S SR B s ) ) IR BE AR & 1) o B PEA ML . S IE R, JE—20
R R DR AR AR (i 2 S5 R PR AS Y. SCM) I N FESE I, i DR L HE T2 48 R 8l S0 0 5K B L3 A
LR, IR HE B PR R I AR ST = [l v AU Ll B BT 2 3 5 R 2 6

B oW

PR AR R 3L B DL b A EH AR U AR h 48 T K 5018 S AR ZI2E I, (R [R] 17 - M) 14
UM EOAR M . BeAh, 1EE IR 4 PP o L SR A f e AT L.
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