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Abstract

Learning representations with a high Probability of Neces-
sary and Sufficient Causes (PNS) has been shown to enhance
deep learning models’ ability. This task involves identify-
ing causal features that are both sufficient (guaranteeing the
outcome) and necessary (without which the outcome cannot
occur). However, current research predominantly focuses on
unimodal data, and extending PNS learning to multimodal
settings presents significant challenges. The challenges arise
as the conditions for PNS identifiability—Exogeneity and
Monotonicity—need to be reconsidered in a multimodal
context, where sufficient and necessary causal features are
distributed across different modalities. To address this, we
first propose conceptualizing multimodal representations as
comprising modality-invariant and modality-specific compo-
nents. We then analyze PNS identifiability for each compo-
nent, while ensuring non-trivial PNS estimation. Finally, we
formulate tractable optimization objectives that enable mul-
timodal models to learn high-PNS representations, thereby
enhancing their predictive performance. Experiments demon-
strate the effectiveness of our method on both synthetic and
real-world data.

Introduction

Probability of Necessary and Sufficient Causes (PNS) mea-
sures the likelihood of a feature set being both necessary and
sufficient for an outcome (Pearl 2009). Recently, PNS esti-
mation has been successfully extended to guide represen-
tation learning in unimodal data, improving models’ abil-
ity to capture the underlying causal information from data
(Yang et al. 2024; Wang and Jordan 2021; Chen et al. 2024;
Cai et al. 2024). However, applying PNS estimation to mul-
timodal context remains underexplored, even though it is
increasingly important to learn meaningful representations
from diverse modalities (Xu et al. 2024; Liu et al. 2024b;
Liang et al. 2024a,b; Swamy et al. 2024; Tang et al. 2024;
Dong et al. 2023). The challenges in this application arise
from the difficulty in satisfying two conditions for PNS iden-
tifiability: Exogeneity and Monotonicity.

Exogeneity requires causal features to be identifiable from
observational data without influence from unmeasured con-
founders. In multimodal scenarios, inter-modal interactions
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can compromise this condition. Additionally, treating mul-
timodal data as unimodal can violate Exogeneity, since the
features may become unidentifiable without strong assump-
tions or additional supervision (Yang et al. 2024; Wang and
Jordan 2021; Locatello et al. 2019; Liu et al. 2021).

Monotonicity, on the other hand, implies that causal fea-
tures monotonically influence outcome prediction. However,
the intricate interactions in multimodal data could result in
non-monotonic relationships. The high-dimensional, contin-
uous nature of such data further complicates the assessment
of consistent directional effects across modalities.

To address the challenges and extend PNS estimation
into multimodal scenarios, we propose viewing multi-
modal hidden features as consisting of two components:
modality-invariant contains shared information across dif-
ferent modalities, and modality-specific retains the unique
characteristics of each modality (Zhang et al. 2019; Ra-
machandram and Taylor 2017; Guo, Wang, and Wang 2019;
Gao et al. 2020; Li, Wang, and Cui 2023). Then, we derive
how to satisfy PNS identifiability for them and introduce
additional contraints for non-trivial PNS estimation. Using
these insights, we design objective functions for learning
high-PNS multimodal representations.

Our contributions are: First, we introduce the concept of
PNS in multimodal representation learning and analyze its
associated challenges. Second, we propose considering mul-
timodal features as two components and derive PNS esti-
mation tailored for these components. Finally, we propose
optimization objectives based on these findings to enhance
multimodal representation learning. Experimental results on
both synthetic and real-world datasets demonstrate the ef-
fectiveness of our method.

Related Works

Causal representation learning. Causal representation
learning aims to identify underlying causal information from
observational data (Scholkopf et al. 2021), which is crucial
for enhancing the trustworthiness of machine learning tasks,
particularly in explanation, generalization, and robustness
(Arjovsky et al. 2019; Hu et al. 2018; Ahuja et al. 2020;
Gamella and Heinze-Deml 2020). It mainly encompasses
causal relationship discovery and causal feature learning.
Causal relationship discovery (Peters et al. 2014; Zheng
et al. 2018; Huang et al. 2020; Zhu, Ng, and Chen 2019)



focuses on uncovering the causal structure among variables.
On the other hand, causal feature learning (Zhang et al.
2020; Chen et al. 2022; Louizos et al. 2017; Yang et al.
2021; Lu et al. 2021) aims to extract features that have a
causal relationship with the target outcome. To extract mean-
ingful features, the PNS (Pearl 2009), proposed in Pearl’s
framework, serves as a powerful tool. By capturing causal
features with high PNS values, learned representations can
improve the stability and interpretability of deep learning
models. Recognizing this potential, recent studies have ex-
plored PNS applications in causal feature learning, including
learning invariant representations (Yang et al. 2024), identi-
fying causally relevant features (Cai et al. 2024), and formu-
lating efficient low-dimensional representations (Wang and
Jordan 2021). However, they primarily focus on unimodal
data, leaving the challenges of multimodal data unaddressed.

Multimodal learning. Multimodal learning focuses on
capturing meaningful representations from multiple modal-
ities (Islam et al. 2023; Zhang, Kong, and Zhou 2023; Tran
et al. 2024; Liu et al. 2024a). To achieve this, various meth-
ods have been developed to disentangle multimodal rep-
resentations into modality-invariant and modality-specific
parts (Shi et al. 2019; Tsai et al. 2018; Mai, Hu, and Xing
2020; Wang et al. 2017; Li, Wang, and Cui 2023).

Our study bridges these two areas to address the chal-
lenges of applying PNS estimation in multimodality. We
propose viewing multimodal representations as two compo-
nents, derive how to compute non-trival PNS for them, and
use the theoretical finding to design objective functions for
learning high-PNS multimodal representations.

Preliminaries
Problem Setup

Letm € {1,..., N} be the indicator for modality M, where
N is the total number of modalities. For a modality m,
(X™.Y) denotes a sample point, where X™ C R%m and
Y C R% represents feature and label variables, respectively.
dp, and d, represent the dimensionality of these vectors. A
multimodal data point (X,Y") includes all its samples pre-
sented in all modalities ({X™}X_, V) and its specific in-
stance is denoted as ({z™}N_, y).

Multimodal representation learning commonly assumes
that (X™,Y") consists of two distinct hidden representa-
tions: modality-invariant and modality-specific (Zhang et al.
2019; Ramachandram and Taylor 2017; Guo, Wang, and
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Figure 1: Causal graph

Wang 2019; Gao et al. 2020). Fig.1 depicts the causal graph
of the data generation process of (X™,Y"), which is con-
trolled by a modality-invariant latent variable Z; C R%zr
and a modality-specific latent variable Zg C R%“s, where
dz, and dz, represent the dimensionality of these variables.
Specifically, Z; captures the common information shared
across all modalities and Zg encodes the unique character-
istics of each modality m.

Probability of Necessary and Sufficient Cause

The PNS measures the likelihood of a feature set being both
necessary and sufficient for an outcome. A feature is consid-
ered necessary if it is indispensable for causing an outcome,
and sufficient if it alone can ensure the outcome.

Definition 1 (PNS (Pearl 2009)) Let Z be the causal fea-
tures of outcome Y. z and Z are two different implementa-
tions of Z. The PNS of Z with respect to'Y on z and Z is
defined as:

PNS(z,Z2) :=
P(YdO(Z:z) = y‘Z = Z,Y 7é y)P(Z = ZaY 7é y)
+ P(Yao(z=2) #YlZ =2,Y =y)P(Z = 2,Y =y)

The counterfactual probability P(Yy,(z—.) = ylZ =
z,Y +# y) represents the likelihood of Y = y when we force
the manipulable variable Z to be a fixed value do(Z = z)
(do-operator) given a certain factual observation Z = z and
Y # y. This also applies to the other counterfactual proba-
bility P(Yyo(z=2) # y|Z = 2,Y = y). The first and second
terms in PNS correspond to the probabilities of sufficiency
and necessity, respectively. A high PNS value indicates that
the set of features Z has a high probability of being both
necessary and sufficient for the outcome Y.

Computing counterfactual probabilities is challenging due
to the difficulty or impossibility of collecting counterfac-
tual data in real-world scenarios. Fortunately, PNS defined
on counterfactual distribution can be estimated by the data
when Exogeneity and Monotonicity are satisfied.

Definition 2 (Exogeneity (Pearl 2009)) 7 is exogenous to
Y if the intervention probability is identified by conditional
probability: P(Ygoz—2) =y) = P(Y =y | Z = 2).
Definition 3 (Monotonicity (Pearl 2009)) Y is monotonic
to Z if and only if either: P(Yyo(z—2) = y)P(Yio(z=2) #
y) = 0o0r P(Ygo(z=2) # Y)P(Yao(z=2) = y) = 0.
Lemma 1 ((Pearl 2009)) If Z is exogenous relative to Y,
and Y is monotonic relative to Z, then:

PNS(z,2) =P(Y =y | do(Z = z))
—P(Y =y|do(Z = z)) (D)
=P(Y=y|Z=2)-PY =y|Z=2)
To ensure interpretable representations in PNS calcula-
tion, we assume that minor perturbations to the causal fea-

ture preserve their semantic meaning. Specifically, we define
Z as d-Semantic Separable relative to Y if it satisfies:

Assumption 1 (5-Semantic Separability) for implementa-
tions z and z of Z, there exist § > 0, where ||z — Z||2 > 6.



This assumption is widely accepted to prevent unstable
data problems, as similar representation values could other-
wise correspond to entirely different semantics (Yang et al.
2024). In this study, we assume that the causal features Z
exhibit J-Semantic Separability.

Multimodal Representation Disentanglement

Multimodal representation disentanglement, which we re-
fer to as the disentangling approach, aims to separate mul-
timodal data into two distinct types of representations (Shi
et al. 2019; Tsai et al. 2018; Mai, Hu, and Xing 2020; Wang
et al. 2017; Li, Wang, and Cui 2023). It extracts modality-
invariant representation R7* C R?%7 and modality-specific
representation R C R%Zs from a given X™, which corre-
spond closely to the underlying invariant Z; and specific Zg
components, respectively. A disentangling approach (top-
left in fig. 2) mainly consists of three parts:

1) Feature Extractor ®(-) disentangles input X™ into
two types of representations:

Ry, RE] = B(X™)

2) Predictors utilize the representations to predict the
outcome Y. The main predictor Fp(-) employs all represen-
tations P = [R},RL,..., R, RE,...,R}, RE] to pre-
dict Y. During training, some disentangling approaches in-
corporate auxiliary predictors (F7*(-) and F&*(-)) to predict
Y based on individual representation types, helping to in-
fuse outcome-related information into the representations.
For instance, in fig. 2, F' 11 (R}) is utilized to predict Y.

3) Additional module(s) enhance the learning process.
These modules can vary depending on the specific approach.
For instance, knowledge distillation can be used in disentan-
gling process to enhance the performance of representation
learning (Li, Wang, and Cui 2023).

PNS in Multimodality

To address the challenges of calculating PNS for multimodal
data, we propose decomposing each sample into modality-
invariant (Z7) and modality-specific (Zg) hidden variables.
We then derive how to compute non-trival PNS for each
component separately.

PNS for Modality-Invariant Variables
Based on eq. (1), PNS of Z; is estimated based on:

PNS;(z,z) :=P(Y =y | do(Z; = 2))

Py =yldo(zi=2) O

This equation involves intervening on Z; while keep-
ing the modality-specific part unchanged. The intervention
probability term P(Y = y | do(Z; = z)) represents the
probability of outcome Y = y when Z; is set to z. It can be
estimated by evaluation function P(Y =y | Z; = 2, M =
m) due to the following equation:

P(Y =y [do(Z; = 2)) =

/ PY =y|do(Z; =2),M =m)P(M =m)dm )

PY =y | Zr = z,M = m) can be estimated by ob-
servational samples of (X™,Y") from the same modality m.
These samples naturally contain variations in Z; while keep-
ing the modality-specific part unchanged, inherently satisfy-
ing Exogeneity as P(Y = y | do(Z; = 2),M = m) =
P(Y =y | Z; = z, M = m). This also applies to estimate
P(Y =y |do(Z; = 2)).

By considering multimodal representation as comprising
two components, we find the modality-invariant component
naturally satisfies Exogeneity. If Monotonicity also holds,
PNS of Z; can be estimate based on observational data. Con-
straints for Monotonicity are designed during the learning
process, which will be discussed in the following section.

PNS for Modality-Specific Variables
Similarly, PNS of Zg is estimated based on:
PNSs(z,2) :=P(Y =y | do(Zg = 2))
—P(Y =y|[do(Zs = 2))

To estimate the intervention term P(Y = y | do(Zs =
z)) and P(Y = y | do(Zs = %)), similar to the analy-
sis process in eq. (3), we need to collect data samples that
allow us to identify the intervention probability. We use a
multimodal sample ({z™}~_, y) that includes the same
modality-invariant value presented in all possible modali-
ties. However, the dataset only indicates P(Y = y|do(M =
m)), which intervenes on modality M, not on modality-
specific variable Zg. This only allows us to obtain:

PNSy(m,m) :=P(Y =y | do(M =m))
—PY =y|do(M=m))=0
The equation equals to zero as different =™ in
({z™}N_,,y) has same y. We further decompose the in-

tervention term P(Y = y | do(M = m)) by front criteria
(Pearl 2009):

P(Y =y|do(M =m)) =

“4)

(&)

/P(Y =y,Zs =z]|do(M =m))dz =

/P(Y =y |do(Zs =2))P(Zs =z | do(M =m))dz

(6)
Given that the observational data indicates P(Y = y |
do(M=m))=PY =y | M=m),theterm P(Y =y |
do(Zs = 2))P(Zs = z | do(M = m)) can be estimated.
This also applies to estimate P(Y =y | do(M = m)).
We can regard P(Y = y | do(Zs = z)) and P(Zg =
z | do(M = m)) as predictor and feature inference, respec-
tively. Based on eq. (5) and eq. (6), calculating non-trivial
PNSs(z, z) # 0 (eq. (4)) requires:

P(Zg =z |do(M =m)) # P(Zsg =z | do(M = m))

which can be translated to learn the mapping F : R%s —
R to select the features that ensure:

P(F(zlm) # F(z|m)) >0 @)

This constraint is crucial for estimating a non-trivial
PNSs(z, z) from multimodal observational data, where di-
rectly satisfying Exogeneity and Monotonicity is difficult.
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Figure 2: The architecture of a disentangle approch adapted to implement our method

Multimodal Representation Learning via PNS

Building upon our theoretical findings, we aims to obtain
modality-invariant representation R7* and modality-specific
representation [2¢" with high PNS values. Our approach be-
gins by utilizing an existing disentanglement technique to
extract both representations. Following this, we design ob-
jective functions that encourage learning each representation
with a high PNS value while implementing constraints to en-
sure non-trivial PNS estimation.

Complement Representation

To evaluate PNS for multimodal representations as outlined
in eq. (2) and eq. (4), we need to obtain the complement 2
for feature value z of Z. This means finding complement
modality-invariant representation C7* C R%: for R* and
complement modality-specific representation Cg' C R?7s
for RY'. Both C7* and Cg' should maintain similar proper-
ties to R7* and Ry, respectively, while leading to different
outcome predictions. For instance, if F}"(R7") predicts Y,
then F7*(C7*) should predict a label different from Y.

However, it is difficult to directly obtain C7* and CZ' in
real-world scenario. To solve this problem, we propose us-
ing an complement extractor ¢ (bottom-left of fig. 2), which
shares the same structure as ® but is a separate network. ¢
can learn the complement representations for X" as

[C1",C5'] = o(X™)
In the training process, ¢ extracts C7" and Cg' from X",
and the auxiliary predictors are then trained to predict out-

comes that differ from Y based on these complement rep-
resentations. The rationale is to encourage the generation

of complement representations through a process analogous
to the original feature extraction, preserving the underlying
data structure while introducing meaningful variations.

PNS for Modality-Invariant Representation
We design the following objective to encourage R having
a high PNS value:

Lo (®)

Lf’:ﬁd is defined as Lpreq(Y, F/*(RT")), where Lpreq is
a loss function that increases as F7"(R7") deviates from Y.

4 Lconstr

m, I

. ppred
T Lm,] + ‘Cm I

Optimizing £F” m, I increases the probability of the prediction
being close to Y when the modality-invariant representation
is set to R7*. This aims to encourage representation to cap-
ture a high P(Y =y | do(Z; = z)) ineq. (2).

/ffl is defined as L.¢(Y, F/"(C}")), where L.y is a loss
function that increases when F"(C}") is close to Y. Opti-
mizing L;’ cf ;1 decreases the probability of the prediction be-
ing close to Y when the modality-invariant representation is
set to C}". This helps learn representations that capture a low
value for P(Y =y|do(Z; = 2)) ineq. (2).

The specific implementations of £,,..q and L.y may vary
depending on different scenarios. We will detail our imple-
mentation in the experiment section. Together, optimizing
£ red 4 ,Ccf 1 represents the process of improving the PNS
in eq 2).

/.ZCO"“T serves as a Monotonicity constraint, defined as
/JC‘”}S” = Lpred Y, F'(RT)) * Lop (Y, E7*(CT)). Op-
timizing this term encourages representations to satisfy



P(Yao(z=2) # ¥)P(Yao(z=z = y) = 0 in definition 3, as
the multiplication of probabilities decreases when L’“’”m
decreases. This aims to foster an environment Where the
Monotonicity is more likely to be met.

PNS for Modality-Specific Representation

Similar to eq. (8), to encourage R¢' to have a high PNS
value, we formulate the objective:

LI;,:“S — £p7€d+£<,fs+£1(;g’r§3tr (9)

Lf’:esd and Efr{ o are similar to £ md and ch in eq. (8).
They are set as L’m dY, FE (Rm)) and ch(Y Fg”(CS ))s
respectively.

To obtain non-trival PNS, we design the constraint term
LTS = Lop(F§(RE), F§'(CF)), where m # m. Op-
timizing this term aims to increase P(F(z|m) # F(z|m))
in eq. (7) as this probability increase as F§*(RY) deviates
from F§*(CZ"). This aims to encourage the non-trival PNS
estimation. CZ" is generated by ¢(X™), where X" and X
are different modalities of the same multimodal data X.

Multimodal Representation Learning via
Necessary and Sufficient Causes

We want the disentangling approach to learn representations
with high PNS values, by optimizing the overall loss:

N
L:total ::Etask + Z (ﬁ}r)r’lnj + ‘CZ;,Z?S)

m=1 (10)
:ﬁt‘wk + LP7s 4 ACconstr
We define £7* = 5,y (L7154 L1+ L5+ L)

as PNS loss term, and £t = SN (L5t 4 Loemgt™)

as constraint loss term. £!%*¥ is the loss for the original task
of the disentangling approach. For example, it could include
Lyred(Y, Fp(P)) in the multimodal prediction task.

We name our algorithm for optimizing £!°**! as MRLNS
(Multimodal Representation Learning via Necessity and
Sufficiency Causes). It builds upon an existing disentan-
gling approach, adapting this approach to optimize £!*®
instead of the original £!***. This adaptation involves us-
ing an complement extractor, which could be the network
that mirrors the structure of the disentangling approach’s
feature extractor, to generate complement representations.
Then, these representations, along with the original ones,
are fed into auxiliary predictors (created if not present in the
chosen disentangling approach) to optimize £P™* + L£comstr,
During training, all components - including the feature ex-
tractor, complement extractor, predictors, and other parts of
the chosen disentangling approach - are optimized. Once
training is complete, the complement extractor and auxil-
iary predictors are discarded, leaving the trained disentan-
gling approach ready for use, as illustrated in the top-right
of fig. 2.

Experiment

We evaluate MRLNS using both synthetic and real-world
datasets. First, we employ synthetic datasets to show that
MRLNS can obtain representations with high PNS val-
ues. Then, we utilize real-world datasets to demonstrate
MRLNS’s ability to enhance the performance of its adapted
disentangling approach. All experiments are conducted on a
Linux system with an NVIDIA Tesla V100 PCIe GPU.

Synthetic Dataset Experiments

Our synthetic dataset experiment aims to demonstrate
MRLNS’s effectiveness in learning essential information
(sufficient and necessary causes) from multimodal data. We
adapt the data generation and evaluation process from (Yang
et al. 2024). This process involves generating determinis-
tic variables that directly determine the outcome, along with
other variables, which are then mixed. Subsequently, repre-
sentations are extracted from these mixed variables by a neu-
ral network to predict outcomes. For evaluation, we use Dis-
tance Correlation (Jones, Forrest et al. 1995) to measure how
well each type of variable is captured in the learned repre-
sentations. Higher correlation values indicate more relevant
information captured. As deterministic variables directly in-
fluence the outcome, they possess high PNS. Consequently,
a method achieving high distance correlation between deter-
ministic variables and representations can effectively cap-
tures essential, high-PNS information.

Generating the Synthetic Dataset. We generate a syn-
thetic dataset based on four types of variables. These vari-
ables are used to construct a two-modality sample and its
corresponding label. The variables are generated as follows:

Sufficient and Necessary (SN) cause variable sn is the
deterministic variable and generated from a Bernoulli dis-
tribution B(0.5), with probability of 0.5 to be 1. It di-
rectly determines the label Y through the relationship ¥ =
sn @ B(0.15), where @ is the XOR operation.

Sufficient and Unnecessary (SF) cause variable sf is
generated by transforming sn. When sn = 0, sf = B(0.1),
and when sn = 1, sf = sn.

Insufficient and Necessary (NC) cause variable nc is
generated as I(sn = 1) - B(0.9), where I(-) is indicator
function.

Spurious correlation (SC) variable sc is generated to
have a spurious correlation with the SN cause, defined as
s-sn+ (1 —s)N(0,1), where s € [0,1) is the degree of
spurious correlation and \V'(0, 1) denotes the standard Gaus-
sian distribution.

Based on these variables, we construct a feature vec-
tor h = [sn - 1g,8f - 14,nc - 14,8p - 14] + N(0,0.3),
where 1, is a d-dimensional vector of ones and d is set
to 7. Following fig. 1, we create synthetic multimodal data
with modality-invariant and modality-specific components.
The first 3 elements of each variable serve as the modality-
invariant component. For modality-specific features, we al-
locate the next 2 elements to modality 1 and the last 2 to
modality 2. We then form temporary feature vectors h' and
h? for each modality by combining the invariant component
with their respective specific elements. To introduce varying



Table 1: Distance Correlation based on s for modality 1

Mode SN SF NC SC
Net 0.600 0.647 0.635 0.269
s=0.0 Net+PNS 0.608 0.652 0.545 0.261
MRLNS  0.658 0.638 0.556 0.273
Net 0.590 0.647 0.640 0.282
s=0.1 Net+PNS 0.594 0.655 0.557 0.280
MRLNS  0.675 0.613 0.565 0.285
Net 0.591 0.656 0.617 0.302
s=0.3 Net+PNS 0.600 0.657 0.555 0.298
MRLNS  0.631 0.634 0.551 0.302
Net 0.593 0.662 0.625 0.327
s=0.5 Net+PNS 0.603 0.663 0.554 0.333
MRLNS  0.650 0.648 0.564 0.342
Net 0.594 0.653 0.640 0.326
s=0.7 Net+PNS 0.610 0.653 0.562 0.327
MRLNS  0.651 0.632 0.563 0.338

complexities between two modalities, we apply a non-linear
function k(¢,a, 8) = B - max(t — «,0) - min(¢ + «,0).
The final multimodal sample [X*!, X2 Y] is generated as
X! = k(h',0.8,2.2) and X2 = x(h?,1,2).

To analyze the impact of different levels of spurious cor-
relation on the learned representations, we vary the s as 0.0,
0.1,0.3,0.5, and 0.7. For each value of s, we generate 15,000
samples for training and 5,000 for evaluation.

Disentangling Approach. We refer to (Li, Wang, and Cui
2023) to design a simple disentangling network. Specifi-
cally, we construct feature extractor by exploiting a shared
multimodal encoder &;(+) and two private encoders £4(+)
and £2() to extract the disentangled representation. For-
mally, R} = £(X1), R? = &(X2), R = E(XD),
and R% = E£Z(X?). The complement extractor is a sepa-
rate set of encoders with the same structure as the feature
extractor. All encoders, the main predictor F'p, and auxil-
iary predictors (F}, F7, F&, and F2) are implemented as
MLP networks with hidden layers of sizes [64, 32]. We
empirically use binary cross entropy for L,,.q and define
L.s(Y,Y) =1/(0 +|Y —Y]), where § = 0.01 prevents
division by zero. This L.; increases as the predicted label
Y approaches the true label Y. Here, L;,s5 in eq. (10) is
‘cpred(Y’ FP([R}v R%» ,R’EG’ RQS]))

Results and Discussion. The disentangling approach (de-
noted as Net) is trained by optimizing only £!%** in eq. (10),
while MRLNS is trained based on this approach by opti-
mizing £:°*% in eq. (10). To evaluate their performance, for
modality 1, we compute the distance correlation between
the extracted representation [R}, R }] and each variable type
(SN, SF, NC, and SC) in X Similarly, for modality 2, we
use [R%, R%] and variables in X 2. To show the effect of con-
straint term £°™!" in eq. (10), we train a variant of MRLNS
(denoted as Net+PNS) by optimizing only £ 4 £P"5 in
eq. (10). We run the experiment 10 times.

Table 1 and table 2 present the distance correlation val-
ues between the learned representations and the ground truth

Table 2: Distance Correlation based on s for modality 2

Mode SN SF NC SC
Net 0.492 0580 0.617 0.291
s=0.0 Net+PNS 0.563 0.537 0.592 0.299
MRLNS  0.628 0.548 0.607 0.343
Net 0.487 0579 0.608 0.297
s=0.1 Net+PNS 0.543 0.546 0.573 0.338
MRLNS  0.629 0.531 0.603 0.339
Net 0492 0591 0.591 0.325
s=0.3 Net+PNS 0.564 0.546 0.584 0.359
MRLNS  0.612 0.538 0.589 0.367
Net 0472 0.596 0.603 0.335
s=0.5 Net+PNS 0.540 0.555 0.585 0.400
MRLNS  0.601 0.545 0.602 0.388
Net 0.475 0.588 0.607 0.345
s=0.7 Net+PNS 0.562 0.549 0.585 0.416
MRLNS  0.626 0.526 0.578 0.425

variables under varying degrees of spurious correlation (s).

Our analysis focuses on the results for SN, the vari-
ables that directly determines Y. A higher distance corre-
lation indicates a better representation. Two tables show that
MRLNS consistently outperforms both Net and Net+PNS
in capturing the SN causes across various degrees of s for
both modalities. This demonstrates MRLNS’s effectiveness
in learning representations with high PNS. While Net+PNS
shows some improvement over Net, MRLNS consistently
surpasses both, underscoring the importance of the full opti-
mization objective, including the constraint term, in enforc-
ing the learning of non-trivial PNS.

Additionally, the distance correlation with spurious in-
formation increases as s increases. These results indicate
that when data contains more spurious correlations, MRLNS
tends to capture some of this spurious information. However,
MRLNS still maintains its ability to extract SN causes effec-
tively, which highlights the robustness of MRLNS.

Real-world Dataset Experiments

To evaluate MRLNS in real-world scenarios, we adapt an ex-
isting disentangling approach to optimize the loss of eq. (10)
on multimodal datasets.

Real-world Datasets. We utilize CMU-MOSI (Zadeh
et al. 2016) and CMU-MOSEI (Zadeh et al. 2018), two
widely-used datasets for multimodal emotion recognition.
Both datasets provide samples labeled with sentiment scores
ranging from highly negative (-3) to highly positive (3),
and are available in aligned and unaligned versions. CMU-
MOSI consists of 2,199 short monologue video clips, split
into 1,284 training, 229 validation, and 686 testing samples.
CMU-MOSEI, a larger dataset, contains 22,856 movie re-
view video clips from YouTube, divided into 16,326 train-
ing, 1,871 validation, and 4,659 testing samples.

Disentangling Approach. We implement MRLNS by
adapting the Decoupled Multimodal Distillation (DMD)
method (Li, Wang, and Cui 2023), a state-of-the-art dis-
entangling approach. For its feature extractor, DMD uses



a shared multimodal encoder to extract modality-invariant
representations and private encoders for modality-specific
representations from multimodal data. It then employs
knowledge distillation to encourage information exchange
between representations, followed by a main predictor and
auxiliary predictors for outcome prediction.

Implementation of MRLNS. To implement MRLNS, we
utilize the DMD’s framework and hyper-parameters based
on its publicly available code'. We then add a comple-
ment extractor mirroring the architecture of DMD’s fea-
ture extractor. To optimize eq. (10), we empirically define

Lpreq as the mean absolute error (MAE) and L. (Y, Y) =
max(0,4—||MAE(Y,Y)||). This L. increases as the pre-

dicted label Y approaches the true Y. L£!*** is the origi-
nal DMD loss. By adapting DMD according to fig. 2, we
create DMD+MRLNS, which optimizes the full £!°@ in
eq. (10). To show the effect of the constraint term L£¢°™5t"
in eq. (10), we train DMD+PNS, a variant that optimizes
only £k 4 £P7s in eq. (10).

Baselines. We evaluate DMD, DMD+PNS, and
DMD+MRLNS, and compare them with state-of-the-
art methods for emotion score prediction under the same
dataset settings: TFN (Zadeh et al. 2017), LMF (Liu and
Shen 2018), MFM (Tsai et al. 2019), RAVEN (Wang
et al. 2019), MCTN (Pham et al. 2019), and Graph-MFN
(Zadeh et al. 2018). Following these works, we evaluate the
performance using: (1) 7-class accuracy (Acc_7), (2) binary
accuracy (Acc_2), and (3) F1 score (F1).

Results and Discussion. The experimental results on the
CMU-MOSI and CMU-MOSEI datasets are presented in
table 3 and table 4, respectively. We observe that apply-
ing MRLNS to the DMD improves performance across all
evaluation metrics on both datasets, regardless of whether
the data is aligned or unaligned. This improvement demon-
strates the effectiveness of encouraging the disentangling ap-
proach to learn high-PNS representations based on MRLNS.
By focusing on features that are both necessary and suf-
ficient for accurate predictions, the model learns more in-
formative and discriminative representations, which in turn
leads to better performance.

Furthermore, results on DMD+PNS show that removing
the constraint term results in a performance drop compared
to the full DMD+MRLNS model. This highlights the im-
portance of using constraint to ensure that the multimodal
representations capture the desired high-PNS properties.

Limitation
MRLNS builds upon existing disentangling approaches to
learn effective representations by incorporating PNS. How-
ever, MRLNS relies on the assumption that the representa-
tions learned by the models exhibit J-Semantic Separability.
Determining the appropriate value for § remains a challenge,
as it may vary depending on the specific task and dataset.
Moreover, completely and successfully disentangling the
representation into modality-invariant and modality-specific

"https://github.com/mdswyz/DMD

Table 3: Comparison on CMU-MOSI dataset.

Aligned
Methods Acc7(%) Acc2(%) F1(%)
TFEN 32.1 73.9 73.4
LMF 32.8 76.4 75.7
MFM 36.2 78.1 78.1
RAVEN 33.2 78.0 76.6
MCTN 35.6 79.3 79.1
DMD 359 79.0 79.0
DMD+PNS 35.1 79.6 79.3
DMD+MRLNS 36.4 79.8 79.8
Unaligned
Methods Acc 7(%) Acc2(%) F1(%)
RAVEN 31.7 72.7 73.1
MCTN 32.7 75.9 76.4
DMD 35.9 78.8 78.9
DMD+PNS 354 79.3 79.4
DMD+MRLNS 36.3 79.7 79.7

Table 4: Comparison on CMU-MOSEI dataset.

Aligned
Methods Acc7(%) Acc2(%) F1(%)
Graph-MFN 45.0 76.9 77.0
RAVEN 50.0 79.1 79.5
MCTN 49.6 79.8 80.6
DMD 51.8 83.8 83.3
DMD+PNS 52.0 83.3 83.4
DMD+MRLNS 52.2 84.4 84.2
Unaligned
Methods Acc7(%) Acc2(%) F1(%)
RAVEN 45.5 75.4 75.7
MCTN 48.2 79.3 79.7
DMD 52.0 83.2 83.1
DMD+PNS 52.3 84.1 84.0
DMD+MRLNS 53.2 84.4 84.2

components is an open problem in the field (Zhang et al.
2019; Ramachandram and Taylor 2017; Guo, Wang, and
Wang 2019; Gao et al. 2020). The disentanglement process
itself may introduce noise, which could affect the perfor-
mance of MRLNS. Despite these limitations, we believe that
MRLNS represents a novel insight in multimodal represen-
tation learning.

Conclusion

Our study identifies the key challenges in applying PNS
estimation to multimodal data and propose viewing multi-
modal representations as comprising modality-invariant and
modality-specific components to address these challenges.
Building upon the theoretical derivations of PNS for these
components, we develop a method that enhances multimodal
models by encouraging them to learn representations with
high PNS. Experiments on both synthetic and real-world
datasets demonstrate the effectiveness of our method.
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