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Abstract  With the development of artificial intelligence, machine learning techniques is increasingly
used in many social domains to assist or replace humankinds in decision-making, especially in
some critical areas, such as, credit rating, students’ qualification evaluation, welfare resource
allocation, clinical diagnosis, natural language processing, personalized information recommendation,
criminal judgment, autonomous vehicles and so on. Due to the intrinsic and technical characteristics
of machine learning itself, its prediction and decision-making will inevitably produce a certain degree
of bias or unfairness, which has gradually attracted the attention of scientific research, industry
practitioners and the public. How to ensure fair or unbiased decisions in machine learning? How
to protect the interests of disadvantaged groups in these applications? These issues have important
impacts on the society and the public’s confidence in machine learning and affect the application of
artificial intelligence technology and the deployment of artificial intelligence systems. Fairness has
been one of the basic supporting capabilities of trustworthy artificial intelligence, and machine
learning with fairness is referred to as fair machine learning. In this paper, the concepts of fairness,

the methods of discovering unfair or biased discrimination and the design techniques of fair machine
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learning are reviewed and discussed. The detailed contents include the followings. Firstly,
discrimination and bias are terminologies related to unfairness, and unfair behavior is known as
biased behavior or discriminatory behavior. Since the taxonomy of discrimination and biases is
helpful to understand and evaluate the fairness, direct discrimination, indirect discrimination,
interpretable discrimination, uninterpretable discrimination, statistical discrimination and systematic
discrimination are explained. In the framework of statistics, similarity and causal inference, the
definitions and quantification of fairness in machine learning are categorized and explained. Secondly,
the bias or prejudice is the main source of discrimination and unfairness. The training data and
algorithms involved in machine learning can have biases that lead to unfair model predictions.
From the perspectives of data, algorithm and human-computer interaction, the biases in the life
cycle of machine learning are classified and discussed. The techniques to discover biases in
machine learning, such as association rule mining, k-nearest neighbor classification, probabilistic
causal network, and privacy attack and deep learning methods, are illustrated. Meanwhile, the
design methodologies of fair machine learning have been undertaken roughly in three directions.
On the view of specific applicable tasks, fair natural language processing, fair face recognition,
fair recommendation system, fair classification, fair regression and fair clustering are elaborated.
In light of particular machine learning algorithms, fair representation and fair adversarial learning
are discoursed. From the life cycle of machine learning, preprocessing methods, intermediate
processing methods and post-processing methods are expounded. Then, for the trustworthy artificial
intelligence, the recent studies regarding anonymous protection, secure multi-party computing
and security attack and defense for fair machine learning are promising works, which are briefly
introduced. The explainability can help to discover algorithmic bias in machine learning models,
on which some preliminary attempts are conducted, also being described. Finally, the main
problems, challenges and hot topics in the research of fair machine learning, such as evaluation
and testing of fair machine learning, novel modes of fair machine learning and ethically aligned
machine learning, are presented.

Keywords machine learning; fairness; privacy protection; interpretability; artificial intelligence
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FRES B C&TT SCHOARURY 5T 0, 6 A HAT X 26k
FETT A BE S NS4 TT Mk 55 A 1 il HR 37 7 35 7 2
T BT X G T SO SR I R
PR X — A RGP

(6) 45314 7 A (Statistical Discrimination). fii
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®1 BEBEEBFEEXRE
HEAE B

T 45

HE-H(Y=0) HE-IEQY=1
TP FP
Wi -1  PPV=TP/(TP+FP) FDR=FP/(TP+FP)
TPR=TP/(TP+FN) FPR=FP/(FP+TN)
FN TN
Wi -t ~ FOR=FN/(TN+FN) NPV=TN/(TN+FN)

FNR=FN/(TP+FN) TNR=TN/(FP+TN)

EPAME FESCIE RGN A ES, TP (True
Positive) 2= HX A4 9 2 H 5

HBAME ESE AP N 73 ] TN(True
Negative) 7 H X N #: 61 U5 H 5

BRPEME S 2R U o IE2E . ] FP (False
Positive) 27 Hoxf B AE 6 A5 H 5

BRPAME EL S0 IE R B0 o 1728, ) FN (False
Negative) 3% 7~ H %t i #6451 (¥ 8% B 5

PR TR M 2= PPV (Positive Predictive Value),
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BRI M 2 NPV (Negative Predictive Value) ,
GRS R LS 2R o5 H NPV=TN/(TN+
EN) L ERR A h 1L R P(Y=0]|
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B &ZIMZE FDR(False Discovery Rate) , IE 25T
D235 3 v g A % 0 A IE 2K 5 L, FDR = FP/
(TP+FP) & 3R 7R 1EJE FOM o 4 15 5500 o 1F 26 1)
R P(Y=0|d=1);

BRI ZE FOR(False Omission Rate), 1 25 i
D25 R v R TN O T 28 Y L. FOR = FN/
(TN-+FN) B3R 72 W00 v g i 1000 oy 9128 1Y
R P(Y=1|d=0);

EPFHMZE TPR(True Positive Rate) , B 5L F 2K
HBl TN S IE 2K 5 L, TPR=TP/(TP+FN),
WFR N A ] AR B A 42 8, B R LS IE 2R B0 oy
RS P(Ad=1Y=1);

EMEMZE TNR(True Negative Rate) , 5L 71
Pl BN Ry 1280 o5 He ., TNR=TN/(FP+TN) ,
BN HLIL RGO O 7 S AR P (d =
0lY=0);

B BH% % FPR(False Positive Rate) , 3£ 1128
H R WU S IE 2 i I . FPR=FP/(FP+TN),
BN HSE B gl R O S OE 2 B
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R ZR FNR(False Negative Rate), H 5% IE
Ferp iR WU Ay 1 288 5 B, FNR=FN/(TP +
FN) B 3Ros B2 IE 26 i B0 o 17028 it BE AR
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SRR HEE OR (Overall Accuracy) , ¥4 Hp 15
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E % BR(Base Rate) , £ 4 rp B by 1E 2 19
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(1) F T J 45
EX L G AF. Rz R4 e A Fn AR 2 ff

FPOREAR H AT R[] 10 1 2 0000 A A< 5 0 5 AUk
JE&PETC I, W FR N 5832 F (Statistical Parity)tH,
SUPR N BEAR 2 F- (Group Fairness) » BU# % 52 5 F-
%= (Equal Acceptance Rate)M?,

EX 2 FKMHGEIAT. EEMELSEX T
R ZAARAREOR AN 52 OR 4 A B A R ] 9 1 2 500
HE 2, W FR M 254 4811 2 F (Conditional Statistical
Parity)t,

(2) 7 F0000 A RS2 4%

EX 3. T a2 PR e A R 3R 52 fR
PORER R PPV S5 {8 W AR S $00 23 F (Predictive
Parity) """, FR N 45 FA 5 (Outcome Test) ),

EX 4. (BRBIERE . a0 2R 2 R4 B A AR
ZARPREAR ) FPR S5 8 AR Mk B 2 5 - fiy
(False Positive Error Rate Balance)™", X % & T
I F-2% (Predictive Equality) ™.

XS (REAMERPH. a0k 2 R AR R
SRR FNR S5 00 B A {5 B 2 5 7
(False Negative Error Rate Balance)M", X i 0 F
2414 (Equal Opportunity)™®.

X 6. SAFid RS HERE 45, WUR Z AR B
AR Z R 47 B R 9 TPR % {4 . FPR L% {f . N
PR R 25 1 oo B A ME B2 - 2% (Conditional Procedure
Accuracy Equality)™, X # ¥4 JL % (Equalized
Odds)" "™ . ABOHLB A 8 L6 J e L4 g L5

HBAS A B A I
TEX 7. FRAFA A e L P55 AR 52 PR
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Equality)™",

TEX 8. RACKS B SE. AR A AR RE AR
A2 DA B R B A 55 09 SRS MEBE OR, IR R
DA AORS U S48 (Overall Accuracy Equality) ™7,

EX 9. WEVE RZEP R REAEZ R
PR AR A% FPR A FNR R b Ak & 7 %
(Treatment Equality)"™. & G I 1 /2 4 152 70
N ) B 8 T AS 2 A T

(3) & T T AE 24 A0 I 52 445 2R

EX 10, KB X T RS S, &2 iR
R AN AR 52 OR3P B 1A b R T 52 T 28 A AL R AH 4
IFR N 8 2 S (Test-fairness )M, X Fx o &
(Calibration)-*,

EX 11, RERUE X T IR S, Z R4
REAFNE 52 O 0 BE 1 b R T 1 52 0E 2R B A 5 R
S FR K B AR E(Well-calibration) ™87,
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PRAPHE A b i 1E 28 B A AH 45 1 7 2 B0 A 3 S, )
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B K 1F 25 -5 (Balance for Positive Class)H®.
X 13, FRVH. R 2 R BRI R 2
PRI 1 T 2 LA AH &5 19 7 25 0 A 32 S )

Wk 17 25 7445 (Balance for Negative Class)H®!,
NTEFEMWLE, L 25T AR 13 f
T CrS TN

R2 FITEESEXRIXLL

B ZARP BRI Z R B A A AR I ER B R.  P(d=1|G=m)=Pd=1|G=f)
T T 25 R i LS % % ! . .,

TR FAFGEI A F EEr%%%i;ﬂ?;ﬁ;{%#ﬁiﬁ:ﬁﬂkx%%ﬁlﬁiﬁ:,ﬂﬁm P(d=1|L.G=m)=P(d=1|L.G=f)

T2 ZARP BRI AR SZ RS REIR 1 PPV S5 (K. PY=1]d=1.G=m)=P(Y=1]ld=1,G=/)
R BH P 237 S AR REAORIAE 32 {3 BE AR 19 FPR S5 {H. P(d=1|Y=0,G=m)=Pd=1|Y=0,G=1)
RERTH 2R BRI Z O B R 9 FNR 44, P(d=0|Y=1,G=m)=P(d=0|Y=1,G= /)
SRR . . R PA=1|Y=i.G=m)=P(d=1|Y=i,.G=[),

ST AR RER AN Z P R Y TPRVFPR %5 i€ 0.1}

FURERA SRR L e pg 2o oo g N (P(Y=1]d=1.G=m)=P(Y=1]d=1.G= )
-4 SEORYREAARSZ (R B IR PPVONPV S (P(Y=0|d=0,G=m)=P(Y=0|d=0,G= )
RRRGEREAE ORI RIR 2 R P e R EL A AR A5 1Y) B ARG T P(d=Y,G=m)=P(d=Y,G=f)

s e - - e ‘ P(d=1]Y=0,.G=m)=P(d=1|Y=0.G= )\
4k 815 Z AR R R Z O R R B G M FPR 1 FNR, P(d=0|Y=1.G=my=Pld=0|Y=1.0= )
K 85 A Ei%ﬁ‘g‘ggﬁ;;;Ef*’ﬁg“ﬁ”jtgw’ﬁﬁw'17ET P(Y=1[S=5,G=m)=P(Y=1|S=5.G=/)
e koo Xt F AL R S, 32 AR5 HE R AR 2 O b s 1S— .G = P(Y=1]S—s.C= ) —s
rm— EFOY Rl U5 1F 25 1 40 S. P(Y=1|S=5,G=m)=P(Y=1|S=5,G=f) =5

B sE = = 4 TFE 2K B A5 1y S

RSSEER e Eﬁ%giﬁﬁxﬁ%ﬁw¢mmiﬁﬁW%M$ EGS|Y=1,G=m) = ES|Y=1.G=
KT SZ AR RE AR AR 2 (R4 R A v 1 7 28 LA AR A 1 O E(SIY=0.G=m) = E(S|Y=0,G=f)

KA S.

2.2.2  HAMIMERE B S E X

it R R FE L F IR T BUR AR JE M
ZA0 T A & A L 3 R T B BREUAS 207 AR B
5 T AR U v R T X — R R

EX 14, HREM. i BAHEREE X 5
AN S o A [R] L Bk A B AR BRI A5 U B
A 5 157 ¥ (Causal Discrimination)t**?,

E X 15. BIAT. e i A o
i FHAURR 2 AR ) J M FR Oy T 2 RV °F (Fairness

Through Unawareness)").

EX 16, HERAF. AR A ALY
T, FR A =R A (Fairness Through Aware-
ness) L E Ik L AN 22 18] R B S B R
O TR P AR TN 2 [ ) B R e 22 0
e MR Z 1) 1 B
2.2.3  PURHMEHE X

TCI8 S Ge i B HE FE S, 30 S ARARLE 1 1 E s
2 A2 SR WL AR B2 oA A ST A P Y B R RE S
dif 2 0F 3ot R A0 9 BT 3 B0 A 2 B Z) 1 R
SR B MBS A i) PRR S AR A 0 2 R A
HHIR AR R R B g & 1) 2 EPE kAT T SCL 7R
THT S8 ST 2 M 2 b0

PR P — A 1] TEBR P P R SRR A A
{1 J A o 0 R 2 T 5 R AE DR
H ARCH (Proxy) J& P — Bl AE S IR 2 Hh o5 — 4~ J&
P (8 14 8 M L f# T (Resolving) J& P& —Fh 2 (1 40
J& Ak LA B 7 2R e B J . o AT 2 R —
FF DR B AL B R I 2 R AP B I GRS
UL T Tk R AT B e PR A 7 1 A B
4R d FA M. EZE T RMR R AR G AR
B e« DA AT Ja 1 T 45 3 HR 2 BP0 5 G X
TR AEBUE & k2 TR R BRI R R G OX R
A TR) ) 35245 0B I AN DA 2 I AL Y 45245 0 T 1
& G 1 — i JE Ak

B2 R R R A

EX 17, SN GRS B 00 A6 A [R]
92 o R R 28 O I 9924 (Counter-
factual Fairness)"" 0, 75 K J & wp, 40 S8 19 00 2%
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LA N, B 2 L d HORETE TTE 5t L R A5 A
JEREMKE, RMKER G W EEEZER
PR TR A B S 3 52 1k

EX 18, JoAEfR AT B, an 2R PR & O A
TENGRY R G BB 25 R d 1Y #4285 A7 788
o A AT TR ) B AR L DU AR 2 DR AR AT 2 T I i BT s
(No Unresolved Discrimination) ™% |40, & 2 dv,
WIS RAEREN G B d e R B R B
BRAGHE & — s d g R MK EMN G 2 d
1) B A S B 1 5 32 PR AS S T 3 A Bt IS R

EX 19, T, dn 2 PR P o R A7 A
MAZLRA T8 PE G2 350 25 R d w AC B Pk BH 2
8 A o I R 2 PR 2R BT 2 T AR B B 1 (No Proxy
Discrimination)™"* {5 41, 7€ el 2 Jif 7 1) PR AR T
L AETE— il R R K BN G B d /Y
2 i R A S T A B AL

EX 20, GEIBAF) Qs H R E IR
ZARARTE G B BSR4 ARG BRAE WARIZ
[RS8 2 F (Fair Inference)™ %, i 4, 78
A A5 DY RH G Y T 25 R T B FT RE = AT X
(. H L 7RI 2 T s 0 DR AR L e B {Rf e A K R 2
G AR E R BN G B d 1 #g 12 bt
RGN ARl REHEMN G 2 d 1Y%
B EER X APFERE A IR AT.

2 B E E  AE SCWE R T — o R B
Ko HA—EMMABAAER LR R. &gt
JE R E SO T 28 0 B I Y B S A R A
R GX S Ky Hh A — 5 Y 20 A AR ARL R B R
S SUTT BN R Z 18] BE B R L AN A B
A —E WMERE LT H AT R A BT N B DR A
T A 2% p 7 AR A A L. PR HE B A E LA
0 PR BT B ST AR R X T AR 2% R R A )
O, 1R s () n] RE AR B K, S B0 S ) RBUME A | BL =
ANATfiE. 32 3 R 3 Bl 32 M 0 B R A E LR AT
T XTI,

R3 NTHEE/EXERXE
JRLR 55

(1) A& SR A B A ST 2 1 P 19 JBE A0 S S R
Z 0 o TR AN SR B AN 2 - A 2 I A A
8T UK CZ RO R R T2 T H A e
AT BB A BB A BB G

(2) T B8 200 Bk 1) 30 5 45 R MO0 Bk dx
B G — W oA L SEBR R I S R 2 B T
— 5 A FR A

N

Geit R
g X

)

5 JRLRR 55

(1) D& SR A B A N7 2 1 P 1) B8 D S S 0 e
Z X e AR AN SR B AN 2 1) 2 TR R
JE T AR SRR A A D T RO A I SR

(2) e L S A PR 22 i) 4 B A A A (B R A
— 58 POXEE . 10 EL AT RE A BT A R R L 35
I 2 p 0 A B R A DL

(1) AR Ay B 2R A 0 A X 52 4 JaR A G
BIBRR E R BT R B A S PEBEAT T8 3R T
R E [

(2) AT LI b A A0y 247 8 U A B A 3R

(3) A #T PR 2R P o 2 S A 3R 0 T 5 4 K A
[ia) AL, 45 5% 2 (0] W] B B O S BO 46 ) 0 A
e E AR i

AR 2 4
g X

PSR (i
E L

B L A B R0 SCAR L B SE N DL IR A T H A
ON PR G B R SRR RO Sk e N S o
FIE SCAS A0 FEFIRE A5 A7 76 00T T A = 2 R
(1) AR SCAR A 1 F FHAS 6 1 5 200k B A F 6
T 5 S B A AR B = s (2) M DA ik
FRAE A ELAR R 9 2 PP B i Fi g . Makhlouf 5§
N A 38 B N S R A S — 2R 87 s e v O
S fiff DR M ) 0 A R R R (3) Kb SO
Z R AE 8 OF J& A op 2. 0 4, R 2SR o L IE 287 £l
TG 2 S 22 TR LA AR 28 B0 ] e A s
Ab B 3K S o 2 A, i T AP T A ) T

3 HMSEFINRTFESH

BLEs 27 20 A~ B B 6 B i) 080 L B0 T ik
HB AT BEAEAE S BOBE A T30 I A 28 7 B Ot L. g UL 2 5
RIEFNF BN FZOR IR, A X HLas 2= >
e AT BEAF TR 1 & TR 20 UL LA B AS 23 - P 2 81
FeARE AT A BT,
3.1 mImER

Friedman fil Nissenbaum & 5& I /& T i JLAH %
D5 T B SE 5 T IS AL R G b e UL A AT B — A
HEZR IF 25 & N FH & B 47 1 ) B, Baeza-Yates
AR B R P 53¢ LA Dy TN N BT AR AR R g
Y AH 56 0 L A7 T /8 SR BT Olteanu 48 A 43
B 18U~ & S AR I H AR FRAE . D7 A= 1Y ke 8 AN
FHRTE S B R B 45 T b 58 B0 A O 19 i LD
Sures 1 Guttag MEUHE AE B AR - & 58 2 R By
Bethi & o 8 LRG3 B 1 Bl 2% > v a] BB AE7E 1Y LA
i DL A S AL 28 2 20 A i ) 0 o 8 A
RN G ASE A PE I A 2 A B B R X A
W B A AR A R LR AT T R (S L 3). T M
BE AR RS B = A7 (B 4) , REAL#S 24 )
rh i S UL AT o R AR
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3.1.1 BRI

(1) J st Al UL Ak 2% SCH R 2T A2 5 5 T 1 i DL
B3f BRI b AR B WL BR S P s i UL (Historical
Bias)"'*. Joit 3 45 40 ] 52 92 i R A A AR AIE DT B 4%
AR X i DR 2 M LA G i) 5 A Aot A T
8 P BRI 1 P S R G2 A7 TE P S D T T SR
i L.

(2) BEA D UL, B3t I 2 78 BE AR /Y 58 11 4 AR AN
J& PR AE 5 1 B RS A AN ] H R Y e DL
PR A BEARAR W, (Population Bias)M™, {5 41, AS [/ 4. 38
P& ERAEE N MR REAEZE R RS
i | Facebook 1 Instagram 2§, i 55 #4 | 7F Reddit
8y Twitter 2581 bW N 15 BR.

(3) I H i L. AE R U 4R BB T T T
FRAE AR 2 I8 R ] B8 RE D 2 1 $iHis 18 1 A2 BT %
R ) R ALE AR 25 1 A e 7 A B, A e B 0 S Y
AL DU o o R AS B SO T MR E e AR T

W L (Measurement Bias) ™, ] 401, 33 8 258 #
PR AL AR 32 L AT AR A5 DU & 09 3t 4 SR A Dy AR
ST I S g D

(4) JA M UL K L GR T BB BAT AN ) 1) S5t
A — A 25 7 1Y 72 1 6 T AN [a) B A4 b A 1k o

A RE KRB AR 0 AR VG A ] B A SR B — 1y 38

BERL, 25 7= 4 R 4 I W (Aggregation Bias)!'™ . fi
T, PR 2 W AN 0 ) B A i 21 2R E K CE AR S (W)
A 1) ARG R 22 TA) A7 7 5 R 1Y) 2 S o T O D i 118 A
RN REIS & T A AHE.

(5) R L. I 25 4 B A 7840 41 o s AR
JIT A TR 2 [A] e A A 2 A WA A B2 8 ) R
7N o X HT AR AE A R 7 A Y i DL R D 3R i UL
(Representation Bias)™ . ] 4l , ImageNet {3 75 £
1400 A7 ik BEZR . b 25 45 %0k B EH L ALE 1%
2. 1743 31% A v E FEDEE. TmageNet Yl 2548 3%
PEAS B R BRI B 25 T e E K.

(6) I Fe G UL, AN [ ik 390 60 BE AR AT Sy 2 A B i
B8 o AN (] ] ] g5 >R 5 040 19 37 357 v] BE AT BT AS ), 1 1]
AL E 22 52 M) YO 11 30 280 0 8 B0 25 i ) T

A AR Ak 3 8 PR 8] A2 kBT B0 D DL S Bk A B

W, (Temporal Bias)""*. fil 41,2013 4E25 3 {2 4%
L oA R A HE ST 2. 4% M BRE s F P O T R o 1
R (1 B[] R B K A2 31 204 i A 15 %
3.1.2 BRIl

C1 VP G L. 5303 70 A 00 3 00 4 i v
PEAE A Y FEONRESE 2R B AR, i i ™ 2
B DL R S BF 04 I (Evaluation Bias). #1140, AJi&
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JHR B 2 P i R B B A 25— T T e U R B HE TP Y
7 A L 3 JIG A » F3 — Dy T 2 A4S B I 5 1Y) ik o B A
FETAT R BLANA IE 3% — 50

(2) FR 2% O UL G SR ASE Y R B — R 8 AT 55 1T
ST B T IZAT: 55 FF AN 02 BOAS DB S 3 38 5 52 PR AT
AT 55 » SEAS RE DR AIE AR A5 B 200 Y B 4F P RE S b it ™
A 1 D WL Bk Ry 5 28 f W (Deployment Bias)''*. fi]
i R0 XU PP Al T H R B ok et ok ok mT RE AU AR
FIRy DRI 5 4T T PPl A4 A5 B L e 2ok 122 T 2Ok A E R
AU AR S 55 25 7 A P 2 i

(3) TF B L. AEAYAE Bt 58 WO is 47— B[]
Je o B O D0, R R B L (Emergent Bias)!™. 7%
IR L — MR TE 28 58 B8 2 110 I 2 I T v bl B i,
ST PETTT 2 G0 46 2 O $ At [ PN i 2 Y ] P9 a5
PSRBT ZATPE T 2R G A i B [ A T 4R Y R
18 3 A b2k PR A A w7 A R GV A A F

WD HZ MW EEREMERERE™ES
ANEER X S ZE R B AR O M B S R A S
HEAFERT A W g 2 W P IS B 2 1
FUR i H O A Y i UL AR O HE 44 B WL (Ranking
Bias)". il 4, 76 35 £ #4200 FH v 58 A1 32 45 x4
125 P R AT HE 44 1 P sk % HE 44 5 W R RS
ZK ) Al BEPE SR K.

(5) PR i DL B DG B OC 28 ik g PRLAR 6 & BT
S WL R A R R I (Cause-effect Bias)!.
G0, TE 27 M 52 Al 5 1) [ 2 1) 2% i 4 L T
B A e R W P S 0 2P B e i
BLEE 2% B B TR TN 2 P R s R I R P AR
FF & R 2 Al 2 T HAB % P X R AL S, B
7 P AT BETE H Al 5 oA B T 9.

(6) 35t i A2 2t g UL A SRR R BE P e T —
ANEL A R L BT R0I A2x 7 AE l AL  JF PR
2 i 28 B R WL (Omitted Variable Bias)™. i
Qs T 3 43 A SN AR Y S AR e BOR B B T P O T
IR 55 (R LT Bl P BT BT D) 1) Jet PR it o B 1 5
Xof T 52 AR A% U2 1 R A Al 55 o T AR R O A 5
JETE R TP R Wl T S
3.1.3  AWLZZH 24 W

(D A7 9 0 W AN T[] ~F- & 082 3 57 8 A AR B
FEUR AT 2 LA BN [ A 4 SR 1R 22 6] 28 B4 T 2h
I 72 A B D WL R R 4T R M UL ( Behavioral Bias)!*.

B, AR P R BB E TIRA KR
AP 200 BAAESEER A P G T 80% 58 H.
. Twitter BYAE 1A 0U 58 T RPB(5 B RN 1) T2 A
TE DU {00 R P 6 T S A TR A S D RN T 0

(2) F 2 UL KB A SR 19 47 Sy 51 1K 52
M) 58] JECAth > AR SCRE AR (9 7 A 0 T » e O BT 7 A 1
BLFR R4 32840 U, (Social Bias)™, 440, Twitter |
Z WG 0.05% WA PG T3 50035
HOU IR L. DB Twitter IV T A4
— 2 HoAth FH 7. Facebook 2009 4E %31 4 J7 44 1% Bk
P 700 P RAT T 50 20 70,

(3) AEFMm . PR Rk 2 E A Fk1T
TEFE T R 1 O L FR Oy B 2E D WL (Self-selection
Bias)". a0, 56 F 5L Ak KAT Ry 1Y 1) 4 18 45 BF
FEHL 99V A B IR R & AR K. R, —
AN HURFEAEZR 7™ o 38 5 0 2 A5 ) 152 2 i B Rk
AN ] N HE AT A8k 1 Mgt 7 it 180 28828 ) 3 %
I N LA ] 52 9 BTG BR 50 0.

(4 B IL. 15 B2 H P g & 22
ORI AR B A DL FR O 5 B UL (Presen-
tation Bias)"™". il 4, Web I/ HAE 5 5 T & 21 1)
TR S S | B RS R N2 = 0 N
BT 1 PR 2 TR A AT RE A . T R IR IR 55
rh P AN YRR AR HEREAE D L X SRR ok B
A L.

(5) NZS M L. A B PN 25 08 45 4 3] 3 | o 1k F
TS 28 5 T 51 A 0 e UL Bk 25 i UL (Content
Bias) . i, A [ 6 5% 6 28 K [ i IXC (0 0 4 fik
MTE F &5 A A EL A ARFNL K U N A A B T H
KL P A i N %5 Twitter B9 % % P& T4
BB G T A4S 3K SE o X P A 2 IR )
IR ESSUR/E i Sk N

(6) i 42 i L. DAFH P 09 28 B S0 Bl #g g o 1
FEE EE R 5 LSRR IE Z M AEE —E W 22 5%, |
G R 1) AR UL B o 8 $ 4 WL (Linking Bias)®*. ]
JZ 18] 38 BB AR 5 X2 B B ) 537 5 A2 AR T
ASTRL. B A A SR A Y b B B A R A s N 4%
M RFAE AT 260 2R T Ak & e R 25 P A A
LA S EEMIEL AL H.

iy WL A2 8RB 281 5 JEIE BL A 27~ Al g
P2 A UL A B AR R B R L=
S RNEOR T ARG ER 5 s B o e S 2 - 5 B N 4
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U L S b X L L 22 [] 3 XE LA R F) AR ) 5
FR. BR 3R 28 A 32 24 DL AN, B 5 N Bk e T AL
2 21 rhn] Rt I H A g LS o
3.2 ARFHEIHR

S BRHIL A 27 > AN 22 1 2 20 I i DL I B 5

1 T 52 . B LSS TR A s L 28 501 19 M 2 E Sl A B
PR BE TR AT B9 R RE B R B8 AR HL AR
AN A BRI T B R A8 S L 2 4l L & f
KR 32 LA LA 2R 0 45 | B AL i AR T IR B o7 )
MT7IESE. R 4 XL KRB AR AT TR L.

R4 TRFERAKARBIXTEE

FA % AR T i Y
R AL B AR R AE (1) S T A6 555 1 5B 7 bk A B 7 ok MO T o
B B SO A R, R AR e
R IR B (T ) BB e s TR TR
RPN 6 A (. (3l % B LA/ “ A
{8 A 8 £ e 400 06 - O AL B 518 T 7 47 P
erepin WAL By, IR TR b s g s
ORATE AR MR g R TR e () A TE R HR 1 2
g% 48 U (M. HEE ISR AT b PR I 37
e e g (1) TSI BN vk kA KT (D) SRR AT T 7ok o B
e %Iﬁ;ﬁi;ﬁgg%?ﬁg% S e A 0 TR 6 8 20 A 557 T 2 e 5 0 A2
¥ 46 Jy gg%;g(ﬁ;?y;;m%ﬁ (2) FLf 2 BLE BP0 ) B V0L T R B (2) Al 5 L T T A A RS A T L
AN . BB PR AT BE G R 24T 45 10 BB o A -
RPN SO HES RS 05 1 1) R (R 5 0 B9 B 2 AR R T 01 4 i
BRI FERYAZRPRIES A Ak 1 814 5 300 1 6 BB i 2 9
ik BRETARAEL R TR (2 R R B B RO B R AT
59 95 0 T L RIS
3.2. 1 RIEHNFZ4E ik Pedreschi 2 A1 5550 B 00 2] A B 43 2K H Dujros-o97

SR I F I 472 4 e BAEE L CAN 28 ) 1) A JE AL AE
T s e SR s e e SRR U R A A g sk o SR A
BSR4 7 SR L R0 BLAT 5 22 X0 I A
B FROR TAE4 E RT3 G 1) T3 e 3R U5 1)
R ARE . 2 S U] e o T 1 5 (5D L & A QB TED
I WA (R AE) AR BRI, 17 e T i 4 0 L i
TS RNRE 2 2D A 55 IR 1 Z R B kL e B R OR
TR TR G R G B R AR 38 A SR O B R U 42 4 e
AR SO s e e s B P R e B 2Ry 43 28 M D)
R BEIGTAE ) 50 AT LA AR A5 5 3 £ K0 46 v i) ok SR
DU AR i oty BB FY 2R SRR DU) £9% T A2 v s A 08 A
SR Y F R 1 45 R 18 75 i PSR I Y B S A
(Z LK 5.

DBHJiRE X

IR/ R
LR

BFRs I A
B (PD) Al
M

eS|
FEL ElE
(NPD) #I]

of 4 A PDRAR
- B OIS bl PD&NPDRLI
RN Eatey | W AB—~C(PD)
AB—C B D,B—C(PND)
A
15 AR A o)

5 SRERMLIAZ 0 A BLI AR

E SCT W A B0 A . ) F 8 s S DB ik I 4R
A BB B 4250 C 43 KN (A, B—~C),
WA A AEZS % 43 2 J N FR Oy v A B A0 R0 A5
D] R Ay S T o b A R )

TEAEE AR FIE AT B A AN E & L T
i A B AT s Pedreschi 48 @ LT (H %
PED o A0S0 Sk s A A (A, B~ O)
FEHE AL BN (B—C) L 43R elift (A, B—~C) =
Conf(A,B—>C)/Conf(B—>C)=a(a=>0 T Y
) AR S TE I (AL, B—>C) J& (H M) o
PRI a2 CE M o BRI, o, Conf (A,
B—C)F1 Conf(B—C) 43 3l J& LN (A, B—C) Fl ¥
M (B—C) [ BAZ . R elift (A, B—>C)<<a, MFx
BN (A, B—>C) & o Bifr iy 308 o B4 0.

TR M AT Oy, Pedreschi 58 A E S
TR o A0 R U000 X6 T 3 Vs 7 A A0 0 )
(D, B—>C) FI(B—>C) JETEB AN (A, B—~C) | 1
I A Conf(A,B—>D)=p .Conf(D,B—>A)=>
ﬂz>0,ﬁl15|% elb(Conf(D,B—>C),Conf(B—>C))=>
s WIFRTETE BRI (A, B—C) 2 A 81k o B
(o B ] 4 o SRR B 0] O R Al 1 A I8 A0 A0 )
(D.B—>C) J& 41 2% (Redlining) 0], £1. 48 #0100 (D,
B—>O) VI K st AR #N (A, B—>D) fil(D,B—~A)
SETRENE o BRI (ALB—CO). K .a=>0 N
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1 B, y=Con f(D,B—C) 0= Conf(D,B—
O f(o)=p/g=B+xr—1),elb(x,y)=f(x)=
() /v, fa)>0
0, HoAtl
R AR AE U (D B—~C) LA B 75 5 AR
N (A, B—~D)F1(D,B—A) & fg G BT ] o W
FLW (A, B—>C), AR A 1 26 B A (D, B—~O)
NAELL LB, Pedreschi 8 A B 318 1 A [6] 5 B
FERFRUE slift.glift clift volift T 425 50 ) 1
PR B O B0 R T AR R A R B R
Pedreschi & A\ 42 th 78 £5 Bl B 00 B 8 A5 o T XT HE 5]
Rl & AR CTop-k) #E4T 40 B ok & BB AL
ORI KLU 47 4 v e 1 A% e g8 143 5 X R
Dy s B s 4 R W RE R B L BE A% T R &
FECTE I3 BB TR SR s v 40 28 0 U f B R B2, H I IR
BB T R IR R R B A A 8] )
(AN 28~ LA S B D DR A 0080 B 1R AN 8 °F- 56
3.2.2 R EABIE T IE
Luong % A KL vl 5 4008 1 15 Sk A i T
RN K IRH b B4R (b-Nearest Neighbor, -~ NN)
Y07 AR T AR A DT SR Rl
SRR T A T USRS R A i Z R A g —
LI R B G R AR AE B D (2 AR A A B
ANSZARP AL S AR A2 AR B ALK TS 32 A3 4 )
R BT R 2 W] S AN [ El Ol AT T L A
P 2 A 2 BT D DL BRAEAEAS A M. AL
T o R R BOK B L AR b B AR T TE L R A
URFAE B DU 3 A 2 PP B i TR diff (r) =
p1— Dposlift(r)=py/p B olift (r)={(p, (1—p,))/
(p (1= p) = (ad) /() Iz — (FrX P&
FFEmE XS0035,

x5 ENNHRRQATHER

REMARAR B : . 'i‘ﬁ P +
Negative Positive =% i

ZAE A a b n i—a/m

A Z AR ¢ d s po—=c/ms

/"_\j\% m ns n 11:1711/;1

Luong %5 A\ JE X T HHEG R4 0 T HA » Ju)m b
2o r Ml s, B Z I AR IR ES Oy d (ros) =

i}di(rﬂs:)/’l' ;H\:EF' ’di(ri’si)m*ﬁi}a‘l\iﬁgﬂy{ﬁ%ﬂ

COXTRPECME RSB HE I 25 AR R 7 a8 7
Hi B % T — 2 oo r FMEHESE R(R=PRUUR,
PR 23R 4. UR AR Z AR 4D . AT LG 200
b i DNEYE r W HEE rankg (ror) = [{j 1d (ror)<<

dr,r)NVdr,r)=dr.r)N;j<i}|. ZtHr ik
I AR Ry
kset, (r k) ={r €R|ranky (r,r') <<k}
ksety (r ok d){r €R|rank, (r, 1)<k ANd(r,r)<d)}
I X
1= {r/GksetPRV” (rok) |dec(r'Y=dec(r)}|/k,
P =1 {r Eksety, (rvk) |dec(r'Y=dec(r)}|/k,
diff(r)=p,—p:,
Horprodec(r) Bl dec(r') 43 513275 r Fl e’ (9 PR X
FTrePRABEME € [0, 1] 021 dec () BIE (1
PO H diff (r) =0 R r e B .
Romei 58 N\ & Fe &BIT 532 J5 v TR L 0
B HHRPE i AR R A A R B
ke Fe QT 432 B R 1 I M ) 475 i A T RIS
o LA B Jr 98 SR 356 K D) iy A M i = S L L O
S it A DX ] AL P A G 1 B R R I AH R L T
2 ALY B R RS B R B R T TR R Mk KE LLIX )
ELAR S M B 5 e AN R R T R R DR B B
LA LT R
3.2.3 MR R ML Tk
Mancuhan F Clifton #2 H T P4 D1 i 3 5 2% 17F
SR TR i AR A R R T B L 4 P IR /] e
BLAY DLt 307 A 31 05 k0 L AR SR AE T2 R AL
it 42 40 b FLU A4 B A5 B Con f (A, B—CO) AT R 564
WA P(CIA,B) WAl v, D1 3 00 4% 2 5 B 5
P(A,B,O MM P(CIA, BRI A B3 AR,
e VU307 R0 2% 75 ¥ vb s SR IR 42 4 TP 1 elift 37 &
N belift (Bayesian elift) : ¥t FZ R g £ AdE
SR R B FIOCHK Z AR B R R, belift =
P(C|A,B,R)/P(C|B),#i®x P(C|A,B,R)>t>
P(CIB), Horp ¢ o —{H PSR R U i (L
Zhang 45 N\ ik DU 3 (69 2% v J P 5 e SR [
R SO 1 B B B TR e SRR
JT7 05 AR RV AE SR O 8 R R AT T
Bonchi %5 A 7€ X1 B % M- DUt iy 5C 5 W 2%
(Suppes-Bayes Causal Network, SBCN) [ D4 ZI| iH|
b &M RA B M H R R IEGM T AT
SBCN #4L4 J 3915 40 1) B AL U A 7 367 Chot %8 A
25 T RN IR DU Sy S AR o O SR R A R
DL B A 2y s SME 32 o o i e 0 AN 3R DL
SRR 0- 8 P iy B A =Xk B 43 S
Bt
W S5 AR HE P 208 5 v i HE e 7 e S 3 34
BE PRy H AL T R P G AR ) FNE Ay G2k R
O Y R 28 R L 25 1T AR R O AT VRS T
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5% W) B 0 B O B 110 B9S2 SR L O v T HE
B BRI e B

AR 56 DR SR 0 2% vk 35k 1 M R PR SR B RN ) G
I T LAZE A 25 P 518 I 220 1) 45 o i 22 ) 1) 56 3R
T 6 e 3R AR 5 W) o AT 22 B L 42 e o 00 1] 42 1 o
A AT R B A RS A BRI AN . (H2 i
BT IR W BCR A T O ik v e ST AR AL AR R il S
3.2.4  RRAAYCE A

2 Wa RO T 5 AR 23 /800 B A AR M 1 RS
% -Ruggieri 58 N 45 T A4 R B 2 B0 B RA PR B
HAE 1) 7 W & B DL R s A R M RS R R I
D5k BRRAT o K B ) 2 P A Y 3 A B KR T
T X FASGAEZ A E B, 5T b Tk
B (Frechet Bounds) 52 BEE , F] FH 7Y 524030 Chn i
IR DG T s AN & A7 32 R 370 Ja 1 1 08 v 4k
diff ()W Il R H 2 S 75 A7 A R B2 1 A

e FA T B IS RA PR 37 B0 v B i 6 A ST AR
TET B G & Z Y M R R E 4 BRFA PR
PRI TR T Z A R M L R S
TR CUN A2 A 3 T M) RIARS 2 AR T K R i 4 kA7 %
PR3 8 PR AR Z AR 7 v 5 4 41 % o AL ) B B
I SRR A o 6 B Ao 3L R AT aLp. o M
P WIS T T diff (r) = pr— p2 10T AR K
B Cavppr I p I LS D).

I R AT o 5 B B RA DR P B K A2 1 AR SR AR
T B G B AR OR3Py T AT 5 n T BRORR T s
PRV TR e /N R R R A B 4 e RA B K R Y
AR M % T ECHE B AR 8 P | BRURA SR I R EE 24
LTS OU T R S Rl R s R 1) £k
S ) R B A o SR T AL B 4R L IR R R
9% TR IR

FeURA T 5 J7 1 K B A B AL PR B 1 O 1 R B 1k
AT EMER, MR RP BN ERERERT
AIAT I AR i AR AR R L 3% 7 T X DA R 30T il R
TR« 3N BB 22 B 18] U o ) AS 23S ) 7.
3.2.5 WRIEE Ik

T A 0 A ST T A R ) R AR O R R
b2 20 n) 780, 5 Bl I3 ) AL 2% 2% 2T B A (Model
Under Test, MUT) i by 5 1k 2% =) 35 55 (1) — #8457 »
Xie 28 A4 H T EF XML AR 2% > B AU (1 2B 8 20 7P
RE AR AN 6 TR, 5 Ab 2 2118 H (Agent) 38 i
X B R BUAT 3 AR AR X MUT B9 % AL 2R 5 1 i
WA IR B R A IFIRAR R B PR BE 0 22 b 38 4 X Fh s
A ARHE 2R ) B — PP fE O U 0] MUT Py 6
Bl A NG BT CRP R G AT i 2k A S A A P

A B e SR ms . VI 25 5 BT 10 1R BEE ik Ak 2 ~J A5 R |]
DA SR 2 TR T S A 23 ) 5 78 S A ] P A
P AR AN RPN

e < ‘
e K Ji)

MR IMA MUT |M-| B

6 Bt A A A 8 P I 3K B A 2 > HE 4

ML 27 2 2 A i o 393 v 9 AS TR B B2 K
FEN GRS WL/ AN 2 1 R BEAT T R G50 . [
I g X AN ) 7 5t oR L B T 2 AR B AN A
R BB 3K LEBTTE g o - B i 2 > A5 T 0GR 3 i3t
TR AL T R 38

4 ATHBETMRI

N T IF RS PHLER 7 X RGECE H IR L g 2 )
RGN AT T — RN AF LR T B
B O ik XL 5 1A AT DL = A 4 I R R g )
g3+ (U TH ) RF € LA 27 2 AT 55, A AR TR & AL 2,
NI HERE R GE L 23 2 [l [A] )9 ] 5, 2R 2K ) it
S5 (2) BEXFR TR HL A% 27~ BOR B 2%, AR B2 2
A ERARAE ) DRI A ) VB U 2 LR R 2] O
5 2) A 5 O ARIEAL AR 7 > 1Y A6 i A 3 43 oy Ak 2
Hp ) Ak BHLFD IS A BECNR T M BIL AR 2 2T B A i A
WA A DS A HLE o > BB
4.1 TukbiE

oAb 3R A Bk Sy 11 S AR HE AL B G A e BRI R
B TP i DL I A S I 6 B T AT 9 05 el el R
B2z » LU BRI ZR 80 59 A 27 T4 B 5 %
RECAT 73 A 8 O 2 B0 408 A A P R 2 2T 2K
4011 BN REE 7 ik

Kamiran fl Calders %5 5 T i &b # 19 8 §ig
BB ISR 5 A R AR O IR DUBRIE VI 25 B
X SR e M A AR D R B e AP TE N
R A SR 4 (Census Income Dataset) [ [ 525 36
B, TEORUIE = ME A B2 A ATHR T L LA b 7 1 DR B R
M 1793 %Ry 0. 11 %, AHZBF 58 AL EF X — (H )&
Je Z 4y 2],

BN BT BN i A RN B0HE SRR RN LR
WA B — JE S bR oE L L 500 A v B — B R
9 A A AP AT Sy il BE 22 A R 30T B
A P & XA BE PR UE AL 31 S 1Y B 46 2 HOE
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Hajian 55 A 25 T 8000 Bis 40 R0 000 22 4k 114 %
o AR e 7 R % 0 oK B e 5 DB R i AR
M FR (Frequent Classification Rules) %] 43
Ry 4 7 BRI (9 A2 B IR 4 PD (Potentially
Discriminatory) F1 ¥ 76 JE B AL HL W £ PN D (Poten-
tially Nondiscriminatory) , 343 5l 3% T B 42 14 B
JE i elift FNRIAEPE B &L elb 345 PD Wi o 1
PALIEE A MR Fil PND H g 210 8 B0 K 51 % A 5
PERLIN ) £ A5 RR.

L 2 AL D e R D) 7 4 5 A A Ty ik 1 i
ABALET (D BN (= A, B—>— C) 1y 3 # 5
£ DB DB Hid g — C 28 40 o C, 52 80 AL )
(= A, B>=OFH M (= A, B—>C) By 748 4 (H e 55
P SR 4 0 5 50H (2) o SR 4R DB
R A B AN (A, B>-0)
FHLN] (A, B—>— C) By 742 # CHF 2l Fh 88 1 5% vp i
IR . T o (58 75 05 2 B 8 DN (AL B—O) il 2
elift (A,B—>C)<<a, LM A G MR (1) o B0 LN
AR o BRI b, - X SRORIUER X ik,
RS X HAMEE A S A R X 8 IUE
Z AN E A REIUE A TR ). X T MR i B %
PEEAN (A, B>CO) , MR- =/ — A HEa 4k
HI (D, B—~C) Hifi J& Conf(A,B>D)=p(p H 1
BT T 1 BB 0 AT LA R R DU 32 A K53 A e
7 1% 2R S it L 2 AL D) 17 5 Ak

L P IS LR DU Y KD 3 1 R A 4 T 1)
A BARAE T 38 1K LN (AL B, — D—>C) [ 32 # #k
#i4E DBc=DB Hid 51 C 2840 — C, [l 45398 # 57
AL (A, B—>C) JEJE L0 & BN (D, B—>C) 1 — 4~
SEAE DT BTN 4 5 MR o (1 o EZ AL BTN 51 K&
(18 L e P O O A 1) )y . 0 00 v Ak B B AR 4 O vk 5

0.2 r
==

f
D, data

D, data

D, massaging

D, preferential

—0.2

03 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
A i R M
(a) AdultFiEse

ANBEAL I MR i) T A L4 1 5 R D] T 4 1 1
PR ) FUAL B SR K I 322 A 5 4R 7 4 Ty 12 0 R0 Bl
PR AR 8y 1k A S T MR o 2 RNz A %
I A2 4 75k 1) e M B A U A8 P R ) 3 A Kl A
AT AL B, MR Hh HE A 0l R 000z AL B4 s
8 J7 V5 4 T AP SRR ) e T R D B 4 i A 4
A7 Ak 2.

X F RR &P LA (D, B~ C) J H (A 4%
PE o A CA, B—>C) , [B) 422 50 ] 57 3 %5 8 2% 46
D5 ¥E AT PAL B A AR TE T (1) il i R )
(= A.B, = D>- O W #HHEE DB.=DB Hid
K- CZH Ry Co LMW (= A, B, - D—>=0)
BRI (= AL B.— D—>C) i 742 e CH 20 8 4 30 ¢
70280 s B (2) # B4 DB DB il
= Ay AL SEBRN (= A, B, = D—>=C) 3|
FM (AL B, = D——= C) iy 722 # CRE BUCBE 12 5% Y
LI . BE T 8 A 2L R (DL B—C) i 2
elb(Conf(D,B—>C),Conf(B—C))<a, M i {# i
WG RR o [a] 45 o A R0 0] 25 452 hy (6] 422 o BJj 4
FE.

0] 7 4 R U2 Al 1 A A 4 Ty s RE A X
A A R ) 422 e 0 A 1 B AR R AT AL B
S BEOR B B W AL B 1 A5 [ L 7 A 3 S it
T AT A A A AR A I R U 3 S B

Zliobaite 2 A%t Kamiran 1 Calders fit) # ¥ &
ORVEUHE SRR 5 TR EAT T R R R S 2 T R
TR L AU R R S8 SRR I T AL B R O A
ASC 53 3R A AT foge R B A O 10 B8 A L DR B T I R B EE
Fh ] iR IR A 56 B B8 35 BE % v I B R Y 3 T
. #E Adult Fil Dutch Census 35 5 | 19 52 46 3
YL DA b7 2R A8 0 35 AR L L | 71 8 R
53 2 4 JRy | JR P FIUAL B AR 1 I T BRABOR L Horp

0.4

D, data
03 . - - -~ o r'd .
00 v —~9
0.2k D, data
= badASSAZING

0.1r

D, preferential

—0.1 | | | L 1

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
AR A
(b) Dutch Census#ifi

7 &R Tl B s Y B A
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02k Dy, data
1EN§ D, massaging
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
T i R e Mg
(a) AdultBdste

D, preferéntial

01 ‘ : : ‘
1 5 6 7 8 9 10

AT it R e P

(b) Dutch Census%ii 5

2 3 4

B8 Ak 3 7 vk 1 s A 3

D.ydata 7 s 5 A7 E 1Y EC 48, Dy data R
AT il B TR M BUW B A L Dy massaging R R
FHZEUCHE AR AL 15 09 B0 %8 Dy preferential 7R
K R AE B A b B 5 1) 5 40 2.

Luong % A\ $& 5 T ¥ I ZR 88 e b« B r
PR dec Cr) PSR B0 IE 28 1 A By 350
Feldman 2 A 45 1A 20 -1 152 O 40 T e ik 5 2
() ¥ 58 07 O 2% o 4 HY 1 Ao S OB A e i A 2 AR
P 1 AT B0 4R v 0 2 AR A 8 A R A B T
f1%) Ak B 7 3

Jiang Fl Nachum & & %595 5 4 G O W A L 52
(Ground Truth) ric bR 0T A5 i » FiH F% U fig i
) i DL S B5CES HE  2ET O0 g L s Eh EBR TOX 4K
P AT AL LI BR AN A P Ak 31 05 3 JF a1
Ze 3 INALUHUAL PR ECHE RE U A AR 4y R A A S AR
U1 B HIE B

Calmon 8¢ A 45t T 38 28 %509 ME 238 722 46 52 it %%
Fie: 11 Ak B R Y A 0 A % 1 I Al ASE AR R AR
W2 A b S AR 35T L 7E SRR Y Aty 4 o
Bdm g 2 I BRI A 1A B 72 4 5 e R i R SR
S o DT 5 75 50 40 00 Ak B v g ok R 4 i) 5 Ak
AR B Rk A5 3 47 274

XAy kR b IR R TN SR
{18 O D SRR, 1FL 2 L RE X i i 11 5 B Al R AT AL
BEiLY) /1 D = W S B S5 1 B €7 B i ) || W S RP R Y= R
118 O SR B e R SR A UL T TR AN ST
SV BE R i R ) AL AR A L RE ) R — R
4.1.2 VRRI I

Zemel 58 N H SG4& T £ 8 P AL A ROR 4
207 R O R BRI K AN B 25 )
(Proto-types) i o 4™ 1A %5 4l 31 2% 2 =5[] 14 M % 4
A7 (R WS S5 BRERCHE S A5 B IRV L JF R AT RE 2 b

i B i 0 B T 15 5L DA N KA R 2 v Hfe
PLAR B R SZ 0R 47 i 1k 19 15 5L DT 2R 45 B 45 5 A
PR SRR A P 19 B 3R

Louizos ¢ N4 T84 B iy A AL
ZRRI RS po (x| 2 s) FIGMIE2F g5 (2|2, ) A
T K U R AR i s FIRE & = i p () p (DR
AR B (BB 5 = A & A U 11 B X TR
A S AT A AE SRR PEAF B I R AT A T
% K H 22 (Maximum Mean Discrepancy, MMD)
FE R IE IR AR R PR G 5 (= | s=k) Fl q(z|s=
R [ — S0,

Sattigeri 5 A 3 F 4= 5 6 Bt P 45 (Generative
Adversarial Network, GAN) 4 #& T F T4 F+ 4 11
I L 2 2 5 B A P AR X BT R 2% Fairness
GANMY Fairness GAN 1% H A1 2 F F B Sz 38 45
4 35 TG O AR 4R o O DR TE 9 & 76 R AS R AE 55 e 3R 45
SRIA] BI04 CLASZ DR I 1 Ry 25 10D A O L {HL TG
T Bt 4R B 08 DR AIE 28 7 1. R 8 diE £ CelebA L)
T Soccer )l i, 25 5 32 BH : Fairness GAN ¥ #4 &
T 8 5 PR AIE 2 - O T A RS AR (HiZ S
BALRE T 240 KA1 55 . TRk FH TR R 2R 55

Edwards I Storkey #i2 H} 1 3% T XF §T 9 22 F- %
A2 RN S R B X (U P S A
BN YO RN G ST AR B0 Z. S
I H P A TR i 22 ) 2% (Deep Neural Networks,
DNN) AL — A 28 W 28 42 AT & Se it B
TR Z, 73— DR 2 4% B R v USSR
S PATEHA A iR R B RCR.

Xie 55 NF& 1 T = J5 iR/ R /Y A A8
RRAE FE 7R 2 2110 g B 25 K 11 25 B0 e G 2 R AE
23 0] X 73 P A S 590 B 1) R AIE 500 285 A 1) A 7
FRAE XTI R AT VAl . 7R 1207 6 v, AR U s A
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FE R TP & 3 2 R B AR s 50 BR AT A AR 4.2.1 RN

L AR5 W) 5 ok 52 IR B 1 - 3R

Madras 58 N6 1T % B G HA P AL 5% L
PLECR DI S /AR B CoE (R Tl N D DO e s /AR B2
TRV B O R T DL AR T A BRI AT 5 A
VRN BE T AR o A

Oneto S5 A4 H 1 2o % 25 I BR i [ 4 fif 22
155 2% 21 19 22 7% 6 R it Jom AP 249 3, AR5 06 2 4 1
N B R 1 AT 55 2 2] ikt i A T 3R
78] T AN [T 55 19 22 b s B )1 25, RE 8 X8 19 4
FIRME R APz k. Tan AN ST A Wl
S5 HA A LR AR N S 1l R FE 40 B 4E (Sufficient
Dimension Reduction) [a] 8, 45 1 T 3& FH T #% 85 U
(- 227 2 2 7 00 1% 5 vk AT LLAR A5 B0 1

Gong % N 45 T — Tl A 4T 470 19 281 32 1
25— B O R 43 2 A A=A AR AE O 1 L 4R
WA FNFRED 43 2K d B — MME S KX P HE
1155 I 27 20 B 0 AR 591 AT 0 R o S5 R ALE
1% JC i WL R 738 .

Lahoti 8 A5 th 7 M T HF e e AT 55 9 M A2
SR A 2] O ik ifairt O B AT R B A
88 SO R 2 S BN ) IR eR S A Dy T D
T VE R T AR RS 1 B A AR AR R Y SR AT 4k 2
22 WU P B0 5 5 ROR S TG TR RO R

N3R5 B e R A B I R B L e 6%
PRAF R (0 58 B P, AT DU T 2 & A i 8 S o ] LA
B LB B A K Al R R H AR RS T (. H2
XF T B AL DR AP B DR A T P R Y E 0 I wfE L) 52
it WA s 52 A UL B AN 23 1Y Z AR S L 2R
T3 35 TFAS RE A PR 484 1A 35S A s v J0 B sl A
FEARNF S X Bl 2 2T RS THE B ) R e A R X D
fliit.

4.2 g 4B

H ) Ak B AL R Sy 2 ) A B R 1 A Ak B 2 X
o ) RN BT 1 R R A8 T A 58 35 (AU H A e
Bk it i 2 R A . rb ) Ak BTG I R R E AT AR
AT T H BRI BRI 2R 8k 4 S BOn) R A F s T
PRAFAHL Zrid BEAAFTEA 2 F . RIEAE 55 A TR 24
SRS 2 2 ARG Ry 28 S 43 RN - (81 5 AR 45 i
MG AR, 73y B AR5 5 A B K 0 7 &R
GG R TR ALE = ). TR T DL Bk
Xf 23S AL o7 >0 1 v E) AR 3R 7 2 3R AT e A 4
Hrp 03 AN 1A A 1 — M SCTR 19 5 vk A
HR.

~

Kamiran 45 A5 3o 45 43 1 D) F1 57 B 50 w4l 1
WL/ LR BE SR AT L 2 T A 3 SRR Tk
SR 2 2] RO T TR AE AR Y S R AT R 4
AT AL A 73 X0 RG E 2 59 BTRR 38 2P AL R 20 X
IR /AN 2 S P i Ay e B R W) 5 7R Y s E AR C
PR A A T3 A1 I ZR AR O AL Y 2 80K
7 L34 B3 2 A5 /0 0 K o R R PR AR B L. Raff 5%
AN CART % # (Classification and Regression
Tree) iy Gini ZG 4T THEIE & L Tl T 2 fH
2 ) B i SRR T AR 2R M 1R B AR 45
TN Bl BIL AR AR A A O RN B R
CART PSR i Gini 2 B2 #4523 25 019 11 55 2
A1 IRHE L w] LAJT (6 M S50 2 7 23 28 B [l .

Calders Fl Verwer %y i T Fb 3 DU J7 43 25 2%
(OIS Siidys R (Sl e /A O o R G DR
LA AR OC T RURE M SRR R C A e R
PEAL - ARG R P(C.S AL A =
P(C) P(S|C) P(A, |C)-PA, 1Oy P(SIO
Bk P(C|S) I P(C|S) H ) H R b 5
2T 5 (2) i T RURR 1 R 43 U 2 BodE L AR B T
Xl 43 Ja BN 88040 2 43 i DI 2k 2 A AL 5 0 )1 25
Hh AR B R AT P 7 5 (3D A8 DU S 5 A op 3 i A LA
7R T0 B 25 114 e A8 B I 38 3 e KA B ORI A B
I 2.

Choi 55 JCKF AR DU 727 > 4 i o 29 R 2 355X
TR 5] R 53 2ok %o 2% 22 30 xR ) T L T A
TR 025 2o 2% S FRIGH JE 0~ 28 F 1y Ab 2R DL
T S0 ) 8% ) AR DR ABL R 2 B, 3 i 52 B SF- Fb &R DL
B e S CR/N By I DIN & €/E SH B 3 2 I
O~ Ik 4y B YEBE L T Calders F1 Verwer
M58 — Fh ek 77k CV2NB(Calders and Verwer’s
2-Naive-Bayes) , Xf L 45 5 a3 6 i,

Fz6 CV2NB 5 6-RFEFHEBER S EEBHEIL

SRk COMPAS Adult German
CV2NB 0. 875 0. 759 0. 679
O~k 0.879 0. 827 0. 696

Kamishima % A ¥ A 28 F 7 4 59 J5 S 45
S R M R e I B R R IR AR A
FEAEAR SV RAEBUR 2 55F = A J5 T - $2 ) 7 Jd o &
I DU IR T ok i e T B0 S P Y R S A F
FEH T X BULA A, PLSE P53 28, SO B4 i
1 PR 773 (Prejudice Remover) 5 CV2NB!! ja] iy
PEREXS FE AT 9 Jir s o JHG o A A8 AR 352 7 i UL 1 B
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---@--CV2NB —e—PR
0.01 |-
4
i
= 0.001 F
=
0.0001F
T rrrrrrrrrrr @ @ @ @ @ T
0.00001 L L
0 100 200 300
A LT SRR
(b) MR IWAEEL

B9 AMER DL o 2R 48 PR RE LR

JE () P Y AR BR R R B HERG R, (b) P AR BR R IR
B O DL A4 550 JEC{R B /0 ¢ I O 1 B O PR E 5
PUERR Ry LA 1 CV2NB 78 i UL 18 BR J7
Ry

Krasanakis 5 AR E VI ZRAE A AETE BEW A2 i 2>
V-3 8 B bR 2 Bl L E T 45 T — A B 3 N U
AALH ASR(Adaptive Sensitive Reweighting) F1 4%
ARG TR AL, G a0 e dh B AR B 4 R [
YIGR, SEBL T X BOIL 2R 8l 5 A6 S 55 X6 i FAS oF
£35S e W I PO U N
V- SE XA ASRAE HE B M RN D UL 1) (4 A A 5 TET RE
AR A5 5 U 5 22 O A LAY 2 B 5 A RS sl A A
S-S R 5 T S AE DAl EOHE 4R A oG U IR
(915 52« ASR e 8 DL /)N 1 1 1 B 93 2% o #E B AN
S-S50 A5 RS W) T BR O T AR AT B B O 22 O vk B A
2RI

Zafar S5 N A2 X0 1 A7 55 52 i AL 23 1
S5 43 4 3 S TP SRR M R P RRAE 1) 1 3 43 26

TN
o N
i - IR
0.020 |
ﬁo.ms» “-
X
0.010F | | +
* R EESREEEEE oo s e S ERRRRERELE S RRREEEEE +
0.005
*‘—‘ *- OO i S S SR
0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
BFAE
(a) BRI 2534
K 10

AR AR SR R P 5 22 i T XS
PEAHT BXTEOLZ [ | (B £ 32 45 1) & LR
B, DL S2 P 31 BR (Fair Margin-based) 43 25187,
Jiang % N5 H T & 47 Wasserstein-1 J 85 4E 51 10 (1)
XL mE LR TR FE S8 1T A F 7 SO R R
I3 PSRN T U R .

Beutel 8 A H T AF4r2509 £ 3k (Multi-head)
TR BE A 28 X 28 R AL — AN S 40 29 B 1k 5
A 3K X R T A T 2 A R 3 X e 2 2T G
Bk 27 Hh I R A U2 S B 0 I RO S AR AR
TR M B B Y R R AR 4 T T TR A LR
PORCE 2N -2 2] 4y 25 Adule 8 5 T U R
I3 ARS8 - P R 52 i 25 R AN & 10 i s Herp R AR A
h 5 A DR AP R OC 1 BT A AR B O A 22
(Parity Gap) , B3 LR [ TP—TN|. [ 10(a) FH,
2 B P R34 50 3 A I B XA TR AR A 1Y
ISR R ZANE 10 () 7R F B AR .
HAHZE DR

| e =YL UN
0250 b +-ARIA
! | ettt 11/ O
0.2o~£ AN ; '
ﬁo.w»‘ \ /‘ [ S Mot e S /
X ‘ T - SR
0.10 |
} o !
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Agarwal S NG5 T 2P CINGETE 22 F 3
JLHRZE) A 41440 (Conditional Moments) £ 4 A 25
IR K R SRR A S YR 1 =3k
1T 55 5 4 Sy AR A 0% 43 2 ) ) 7 T T UK R
PEAEET  SA P2 2k,

Liu #l Vicente £ i 1 A - 45 5% Wi FlAS - 55 X%
5 NG e RN P K R BE AL 2 B bR A AL HE
BRI g5 T SR % Pareto i i 1T (Fronts) 1 B L
Z 0 BET7 125 T T i U B A E L g A

Dong & AW 5T T & # 4 ™ 4% (Graph Neural
Networks, GNN) [ 23 -1 ] 11 IR 48 1 7 36 F
HE ) A4~ 1k 23 SF GNN HE 22 REDRESS ( Ranking
basEd inDividual faiRnESS). % HE 42 fig % 52 30 i 5]
Ui B I 2 I HH 4 R B &4CR ) 4 ) 24T fr
GNN Z244.

D] AL HE 2R 6% DA 43 JS AR AE T 50 B3 o A Y SRR
KBTI S 2 - o A B 2 AR R A 0 LU A
RO R M B Z2 4 B BE 0. Kim 28 A0 R 3% B i
ANBE DX 43 B T I CRURR AR 30 51 195 B A T A0
SR E B DRI T B SN RS 0 T A Ry
SET AR dE RS T IO OB R O R A
ORIV K — R ] I 4t iR 2 2 DR SR AR AR Sy
B 3l g it #% (Disentangled Causal Effect Variational
Autoencoder, DCEVAE) , 78 % 4 52 2 [H 1 K 1% 0
A TSSO AN SO L S S S T
16 . DCEVAE B8 A= i B = 52 19 22 7 B8 4 [R] g
TRE T HZRRE S,

FEXF U WIH L SR ) 2 AL 5 AS [ B4 2% >
Y2813 2R Il 42 T 22 T i e 5 58 B I 2R E Y
REAGE ] T — PR I B, HAUKE: T8 A
SRR bR EAT T RE 23 B BUER TIE.

4.2.2 FEIH

Berk 28 N5 AT 3d I T 1] A5 BL 1 — 2 1) A
PRI A 23 PP B2 o 4 A 8 G LT DU 3 14 T =X
FH T 2P SO0 UL 3 [ 5 78 458 2% oR B, DR 3 T A
SR RR B PE 0 LR 2R T e s AP
T D0 ) RCER , TSR R 9 R A S M T A
T 858 4 Pareto |12k, T 52 BE i B AL T8 19
ASSEYER

Agarwal 55 NGE SC T JE S fE 2R A 52 R 37 Jm
M GETH 2T R FERE R 351 2K 10 20 1 B2 o A 3LIES
FAERA T X AL Lipschitz 3% 22 #9451 2% o6 8 Cn
5 e A VIO Y@ IR EI 1= IS vk Bl = D I R
RE A5 B (R S5 U0 0 28 S P A AT TRE 28 S 1 )3 4 34 Oy
AN R SR PN RS R AL E R P E SN

e Ak 10 AT R 2 5 /N 28 56 KU e /N 2k
PR BB 53 28 41 1) Wi 2 2] Oracles H1 i) — i Jy
ok R ARt

Oneto 58 A g5 T 28 1) 8 i1 i 252 50 (H 78 SRk s
P e-general 23F- 1k, Dh Ko — M 243~V fe /N 28 3 AL s
PEACBE R, BES IR T e-general 201k Al e /N 2 5
DRI — SO 20 2 00 25 T T TR ik A
W 1) 7000 i 5 TR R R e 1 8 S [l

Fitzsimons % A &2 LT 1 38 B 1 28 700, Jf:
S N A R A = DR RN S o M = RN 3
BLARAK 0] 05 L 2 S % s (Extra) B 0] )7, 28 F 42 T+
(Boosted) #f [B] 5 25 45 7Y,

Aghaei 5 N g5t 1 2P HOR B BT IR & %
BRI R G — HEZRTY I HE S AN T S R A
TS5 R MR SN TP B AN A AR B RS W] LR T 2k
P23 3 O 3P BR e T Z2 AR AR 1 £ M ok K0 A
LM T L (A5 SR P43 O 2 FRAE 9 2 e BD
(925 1 [l JH P SR DL S AT Lk 4 A 28 P 4326
PR [ B, A B A% 38 Ao R B R 25 A (U R Y
JE) Vo3 SR 2SR (i B — B 2 R RS & P 53D L
T S Y AN 1 R ) S ok R 3 TR SRR 1 T i
B DT o Sl 435 28 1) R R 3 8 / A e R A o 1 8 F-
A A R TR SRR A

Zhao Fl Chen 18 T A 241 45 [l 92 >
W T HE R B AE S 805811 K 5 Mann Whitney U
Ay H bR A8 B A SZ AR 4 AR B AR SC M R IR) A
R B HE T BRBOE R AR 20 R MR Ak [R]
R 25 T — AT R AR 5 1) 3 - 1Y i AR
TR0 %7 W W I 250 8540 1 2 A AT A o] B
il L3R L BEAE 24 - P A S Ak i 2 202 o DA™ 4%
Pl 241 55 B AT
4.2.3 AFARIEE LM

HARIE TRV ALARES
AR TR B EEZEAR. ALARES
R JEAE AL 2 Dy T8 KA B R TE T B K
7 A AN [ B A L B b 38 R S Ak S R AR
XEERRIEAE — B S A B USROS S i
Sl R MM, AP AREFT L EARLAET
AR 1 1 D DL S AL A AR S Ak L

Bolukbasi 5§ A 38 2 Bl AH 5¢ 3] ] 52 3] XF 28
LS8 7 1) i) o o 0 0 O 0L R R A e
T ) S AR T o AL ASE TR0 a5k 1 ) e R R AT 2
2] BRI w2vNEWS o iy e ], JE 1 25 T % R
P T AT ST s 2T i P ) 1] ) AR L 9 I
B %07 AR B T 5 S8 43 R R AT REAE 43 i 3 i
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i FL ) 22 A] 1Y A3 (] B R (OQI) . J7 6 1) FRH 25 5 7
AR 25 X i S 0k R R T K

Zhao % N5 T PR B5UR% & M Y ] 1) 2 )
7 GN-GloVe (Gender-Neutral Global Vector)M'?7,
K1) 1] B ow R g H LR O ot B R O (2 R
PR w L w=[w ;5w 1w Y i i 5
BN T ' WIS 52 PR 53R 43 52 e 3% 05 15 e %
527 2] 8] [] 8 11 ) I SR L e P ] I T B Y )
AR rh AR DT fife R T R AL 4 0] L I
Hb %7 AT DLk — 25 5 AR I R AR B4 5

Brunet 55 A FI M7 1 18] 18] & /9 i DL 72 I 25 2o 7
Hh ) A AILER S FE I 2R e g B 3h &
52 W06 1] i) ) i AL S 90 3 1] SR L 7D D 1T S
AT DATE S S B8 A8 d5c R AR B U A0 i UL 1) SCAS 1 4R
FEEE T BT 25 43 DL 3L B 20 R0 D DL A BE S5 AR
Y2553 LA AT T T GloVe da) 1] 5 19 M
31 O DL 5.

Kaneko 1 Bollegala ¥4 3] 73 Sy B4 7] L B 14 37 |
Hh P R R i O 3R] 2 0 2L 45 T B R ) ) i
DL RN B 4 A% 25 O B O i M RE A T
{H i Fl GN-GloVe J5 ik » i H.n] AXf GN-GloVe 1
e ) e ST il 2F — 25 B S A L T R

Shin & A 25 5 T 18] 1) 5 PE 0 O U0 9 B 19 S =R
S EN %5 o Siamese [ G i 2544 T3
TS LS B SN S I A 3R A A M 2 o P B
S JRAE 1 TE SCAE . rb i B P S0 45 2, 5 4 m) 1)
3 3 g S D) ) [ kA 4 Ay v P 3 6] L 4 3R] )
2 T i 3 50 i B 3 o A R RO S DR 3 AR AN 4 1)
fo) gt 1 S 5 ) b 32 VR R T B 1A ] g2 M O L
{14 [m] ) B8 £ A1 e b O 5 ) 1) £ 00 7R AR R R HL A
A L [RS8 Bk B A Y R RE R L.

Yang 1 Feng #5 H} 1 ia] ] 5 3¢ & vV i UL 1
I Py 1 SR A B 3 A ) £ 5 3 o s A
S31) A AL P ) 1ok 0P 0 ) 22 ) ) O 2R R DR M i)
fii WL 7 i 5 105 3 T G 1 QK B M Half-Sibling
(U 1 R o A1 o A D £ ] ) 2 R0 1 1) S Y )
Toi) 25t 22 B] 1Y 8 T MR OC 2R 27 >0 R0 b IBCRE AR P ) A
S I I 2 kAR S A5 B DA AT S i L 4 ] e
R 2 LSS B 25 9 B L s IR T AE 3R 1] i ) )
J5 1) b 96 5% O 26 19 Jrg BR.

Zhao ZE ANV T BT SCAH G TA] ) 12 1 7 500 s AL
[a] i, ELMo(Embeddings from Language Models)
DM R € S R oM NP A i o c RS R B
F o a s A & B R SCHH OG 3R] 17 i ELMo & 48t
Mo 2 B 1RSSR s bR SO S 1] B ELMo X 55

RSN | R AN D T R TR SN o ¢ s K U
ELMo A TE 1M 53] WL 23 56 7% 21 3 T ELMo 523
R WA 55 . B DA Ted AU AT T 7 A e ke
T3 < YN S B 50 1 5 A AR 0 Dk B e A R R R
FFUE W] T B B R BR SR R B T i A R
HR.

Basta &8 A% b SCH ¢ 1] [a] S5 145 o 7] [0]
AR 3 s L AT T B  a0 A  HE RA EAR AR Y
P s DL U FAE R S s )L B L 5 e R
A5 T T RIS o AHAE 20 A B 4 1] 5 B vk v i) 1)
25 55 7 TH 2R BN 08 FRAR B A OR T S D

Liang 5 N 245 7 4] 3R 7% (0 Pk 31 D UL 3 B
SENT-DEBIAS J5ikt " 5 SCHEA i W& 1 1] 5
1 3ok 2 0] 18 355 4k Ol A D L TR R R A T O e
BERT (Bidirectional Encoder Representation from
Transformers) 5 ELMo k& A 7 Fx; it/ 1
FR 1 O D25 8] 5 38 5 2% B A UL 5 23 1) b i 45
R B 0 - 10 g L B S SHRSE 9

Rudinger 2% Afif B T Winograd #5% 3 T 41
W) 2R 40 VRRAE 3K 3 1) G2 1127 >0 3R 48 R 28 I 45 4
2RISR R G b i AR 3 I R R AT SEHE A AL 4R
T LTS A R G P A AEAS R R 8 BRI A O 3R] £
531 s L

Zhao 5¢ NI & 1 He 45 T M 22 48 b 1 01 i D
I TE R WinoBias™ 30 F F HL A L 48 R 458
189 3 A 03K 483 7% 2 i s L 7 A= % R 7 T D AL < )
%45 (OntoNotes 5. 0) Fl 4 By 5% I Gia] 7] £2).. 45
TR B A ) S5 R A B An I 5 P R T R
WL 388 o 11 44 TR A TR 5 L P SR R DL TE
% s UL 8 5 k. I i — 2 F 58 T ELMo H T 3L 45 14
i Z2 48 TP M0 s DI TR) AL 2 HE T B P O U 1
U 38 5 R ] ) AR

Lu %8 NE X7 T &8 B RE S 4B 5
P ) s UL P 30 P B 9 L £ B T S RE B S AR T LA
2 2 BB v ke A7 AR R O Y P S A UL i — 2P
e T LA i rb ) i DL T B Y e S B B o
771 CDA (Counterfactual Data Augmentation)!*,
3 A AT A T R P ] A 6T B R T SRR 3 DE P
{18 A 3] ) 0 ok 14 5 T 2R O 2 B 2 S0 ) A e 2 3
Z BB OCHK. JF4E . T BR B R B s AT U 2R,
53] i DL 2 it 451 2 1 sk 20 T 49 A 2 BT 26 AR Ak
JEY R T m UL {2 CDA G849 28 ff i UL 1 & .

Prates % N FF & 1 AL 4 B3 b 9 4 ) O D0
FET AT AR A B B A T R R AR
PR EAE N HARIE T FBCE 12 vk s 5
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CBA W I 1 F PR 5 B R IE 5 s oF s 29
B EIE P SCEOAE IR I A o i ) R
17 Google 1, & Bl Google Fl ¥ 45 3% Bl i 54
LANEEER R IS P d s N T 1 7 P ]
W& 2 B4, 40 STEM (Science, Technology,
Engineering, and Mathematics) 45 3.

Vanmassenhove 5 A X} P 51 5 8 % #L %% B 1%
W RZ M HE AT T WFSE . B e X471 B % Europarl Ji
M A5 A OCAF B E— 25 X 9B -V BE 1 i
Pl U TR - R RNIESE 10 FhiE S Y B R sSOR
17 T3 Hr Lo B, 4l R 2 ) < 8 P ol 45 JE mT LA (2 42
TR B ML ER BIE R G PR R L SR T TR,
H d1 BLEU (Bilingual Evaluation Understudy) $F43
7R 5 B R R A R R A

RT AEANFBIERSER BLEUBFS

kRS JIIRER IR EHSS WG B
HLERBIR R 4 A g M A B T 5 15 B
i 37.82 39.26
VG HE 15 42. 47 42.28
A W o 31. 38 31.54
BRAE 31. 46 31.75
L ERE 36. 11 36.33
FrE i 36. 69 37.00
1t 28. 28 28. 05
I¥ 2 21. 82 21. 35
i ML 35. 42 35. 19
0] = T .35 .

T 22 1 28 28. 22

Font #ll Costa-jussa f& B F Transformer, i 1
15 Zi ) s R/ i i gt o o T 001 GRiml ik AL 2 0 T
B 5 v e i) Al DL A T R0 B ) S 36 HE 4R, DA
3 asF 1) [r 2 2 i Of T B BIL b 98 2R 6 rP P A DL 1
D7 FE AL E 3000 A4 Newstest2013 4
£ RS RY] GZNER T IE- PP LA
BFF 5/ BLEU 9141

Kiritchenko il Mohammad 5.0 #ki%& T 8640 4~
e SCA) L IREENL T AU S R A R i L T
PEM1E B (Equity Evaluation Corpus, EEC) , 3%}
219 ME RS M R AT 7 VRAL L B P
75 00 W) FR GE A TE W 04 S0 0 RO A DL LA
A UL EE A 500 i L B Sy Ak, AN [ 15 D ) D DL
T B W AEAE A ], Prabhakaran 25 AN gd S 7 K&
i YL 19 HIC ) B8RS A T ¥ I K LR T U AN [
LI AN B 1) 2007 L 5 R R W IR F I S RE
% 45 7~ Bl 2 >0 B o 1) g DL

3 o e/ I ik A G IR 3 (Word Embeddings
Association Test, WEAT) (15 43, Popovic £ N\ %5
) ) 22 A DL CR v )RR R ) IR BT
By 8 HardWEAT 58 42 1 B 2 Bl i W 5 Soft-

WEAT V5 bR 4 15 J5L 5hia) 5 288 100 UL IR 3%05 v
I T 5 PESCAS 1 1 J2% 4 1 o 45 2R 6 1) O L e 0%
0L 2 AT B 1) R A ] R SO IR R
i3 LR HF.

Bordia Fl Bowman 5 i 7 — F B8 9 14 Ik #: 51
I D0 14 1) G 18 R TR A S kL SO T
23 (), JF o 18] ) o A PR ) - A8 E) BB AE R R
P TE DT, LASA 3 5 Ak F0 I BRI i 5 488 A vh o )
22 1 H . SCARE REHE PTB, WikiText-2, CNN/
Daily Mail 25 F1 i #E i 28 0 2% 15 5 #2701 i il ik 3%
7320 5 TP ) O DL 3 B 104 A R

Qian 55 N\ K 5 1 F1 Lo 1) 1Y) Hiv L0 ABE 258 34 4 AR
AR eR B 45 T ORE A [ IR ) e WL LSTM
(Long Short Term Memory) i & #1013 H
WD T R RLTE I R AR o R S L. S A
8 50 48 5 L BRl iR A 25 O 55 25 i SR A BL 3% R TE
I8/ BRI ) 1) P ] s AL 7 T 2% B 5% S

Huang 5 AfH ] e 52 9PN BIF5E 17 3 5 1 8
ey 32 30 B0 T P Cln 8O PR D 1 5 i 1
A B AR DL LKA AR A S P R b R 4T
PEFE bR T B g S 2% Dm0 %) B S, O 75 BT ] S
LI A B B BT T BRI 2L R T
ey RN R (i 2 A Il [ B /A o c U
T 1A SR 2 Y T DU e A K ) 7 S R R A
TEARASF SCAS A B S T] Aok 45 - b 5 I3 155 J5% O DL

8 FN M T AT H AR IE A B 5T I 5 1 1 D
U2 7Y e F 5% 3 v I R 1) S5 5 B 4 4

®8 AFHAETELEHEIL
[126] 14 w2yNEWS
[127] 51 SemBias
[128] PE 5 Wikipedia, New York Times
(1207 H:3 WS. RG, MTurk, RW, MEN, SimLex
[130] PE Sembias
[131] 5 SemBias, OntoNotes 5. 0, WinoBias
[132] 5 WinoBias, OntoNotes
[133] 5 WMT18
[134] 5 SST-2, ColLA, QNLI
[135] 5 MTurk. B&L. BLS
[136] 5 CoNLL-2012
[1377] P51 (}Oolglé 'I‘lAranslate Female, BLS Female
Participation
[138] 5 SO s 4R
[139] TE 5 WMT newstest2013
[140] M5 /Fhje  EEC
[141] HEH|/Fhie  FB-Pol, FB-Pub, Reddit, Fitocracyc
[142] #E5)/Fj%E  Conservapedia, Rationalwiki, Wikipedia
[143] 5 Penn Treebank , WikiText-2, CNN/Daily Mail
[144] P Daily Mail stories
[145] I WikiText-103, WMT-19
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H AR E T A0 3 v iy i) 1) i S O L P2 B
P AH BRI B R R A S A A —
JE i UL AN 23 S 1 [l . B AT 98 K 2 0F 98 (L4
Xof B — i UL CAn 4 30 i L) Ji& T o % I Ath g D 55
() Bsf 1 B 22 O D, 1 fF 58 SR B ik =
4024 S AHG R B

N TR ) 5 2 3 0k A AR ) A ) R A S R[]
AG SRR H S B R I L 43 B AR B ) L REE L b
B 5E A RRAE LA — 1 ORI X SRR AR A
Y1 B AR 25 ok A AR 25 5 5 850 L 5 R
8 N U 2 i PR P 27 T TR T AN A7 AE
AR M O L B N B T

Buolamwini 1 Gebru i@ i # 37 49 H fF Fitzpa-
trick i JHk 20 AR 0 B N s A L R RO R R )
RGEAEAT B s & BN U3 A A B A P )
DLE PR i IR L 1 TR U ) Al R R Rk 34, 7%
117 % € B Dk 55 A 1) T e R ) A R SR e i R 0. 8%,

Terhorst 8 AN 45 T 3 F RN F 1 A F
AT IE R 7 200 o A0 F e 31 4 0 o e 45 R AE
XPAEAS AT 5 28 DA A5 H AT AR URRAE A FEAS &8 T 4

Hk bk Lo
2L
JLE 08
D 0.6
A
RAE 0.4
R 0.2
AR

0

IR IEHE BN A R I BN
Ca) BFRPER T SRR AR

Ttk 2k

1.0
2L
JLE 0.8
AR 0.6
ik
A o
RS 0.2
A

0

A BRI ENET HA SR LT S
(e BRI R S RA R

Smith il Ricanek 25 t 7 3 1o 3 14 38 5 e 52
B A 5 DR LT T B R T B 4 IR 4
VR R 2 2 T 4 IR B 0 3 s 3 R

) P 288 5 0 A0t 38 o 45 28 0% e U6 ) 30 180 1 A A £ 1
(/NS O v 4 2 e /N S A DA G N X =N 52
PUN R GE M RE L I 7T LA 3 A AR R g .
Das %5 N 45 1 AR 8% P 91 B R % 55 22 R E N
J R B (S8 D) Al DL T B 1) 22 AT 55 465 AR A 48 1) 4%
(Multi-Task Convolutional Neural Network, MTCNN)
D7 ) F AR AE 22 TR) B AN AR 3 S 4 ) ok g
FAERE CBLJLE DA CH AR R AR LB
PR CR A M) AP R (AN VB E ENRED Y
B RPN 28 9 2 2 5 I 5 v 3 ik 3K 5 3l S A BL I B
Bl B AT 55 0 0K BRI A FE. MTCNN BB 4%
BOUF 8 LA R Y 2 L IR ORTIE 3 2 vE A R
B1T S B TR A R AT T U] B 11(a) (o
B] MTCNN 64 ) 70 i 1 43 2R ROR 848 3
BEXE L IR H I W76 2ok 2 L) 19 M 391 43 2 L X
AN U H 2 765 BN 28 4 A0 1Y Bl i 53 S AH Xf
B2 B 11(h) R B 78 2 BOR R A0 3 T & 81 X B
AEN R HJE BN PE) 19 3 88 R A 255 1 11 (D)
R N Z B A FAERT PEREA TR R U R B
Xof 2D A RS N 2 1 23 R BOR T A W

FE 4 1o
0.8
’ 0.6
A 0.4
: 0.2
- 0

[EPNEYNE A R EPNELYNS A ik
(b) BFXPAFIE D FE AR
21 Ny - S

[SPNEYNR 4 421k M S ANE YN Ao R Er )
() EFR SRR R B R

BOIT AT AR A TR VB

R P 1) AT 0% 2H B ARG 100 2R 1 8
Amini A 45 T 3T A B i i £ (Varia-
tional Autoencoder, VAE) i) A& 2 5 o 4 51 F A
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WA W1 Bk i) VAE (Debiasing-VAE, DB-VAE) J5
PN E 12 FoR . VAE B g5 8% 2 2 B0 B
AR LA g (2|20 (JBAF 5 = € RO ;RS 28
H po (ool =) 5 454 5% BRI 22 SUI A At R 0 2%
A i KL B 5 =387 2H .

piESEE

LIPN

HORTIE i
T : - R Ky =0l BELAE B
A 12 DB-VAE fE32

Wang &5 A3 5] FH 5 i 4 i U 70 458 22 it 588 o 2
KO B AN R TR S5G F 32 AR A8 i (PR D 114 25 )
i AL o 4 H P-4 200 56 TG ik 58 4 RAE 2P 1 L 2 —
B2 T NI A BB 22 I 45 1) v i) 3R
T AR O 7 4% 5 AH DG J6 R AIE 1 X BT L BRI AE
FEAORFF A G PR 31 TR o T A A58 AR 1P 5
i ...

A

Dhar & A48 55 ¥ F0 2o %0 5 AH 24 09 °F- 1 5L
0 S A A RE HE BRI TR 00 04 1 S O WL 25 iR T
73 Wy B2 2T 19 % 4701 91 3 A ( Adversarial Gender
De-biasing, AGD) J5 ik B R AE by i1 A AR 1
T s 22 7 5 P ) 9 i 2 7 P A 31 O3 28 A AT il
U A i 2 2T AR 5 451 R e el 43 28 52 SR A R AN
TH IR 451 2% W38 43 20 1. 2% 05 ¥ T JH TR 1 i B 4R
IPAS SN 358311

Wang Fl Deng 45 Hi 1 FE T3 Ak 2% ] i Fl i F-
% 2% (Reinforcement Learning Based Race Balance
Network, RL-RBN) """ 8 Fh it # BE (Margin) ({8
PSR A A 3k S T ) AT R PR SR e 3 PR Q- learn-
ing VI 2B B K 2k 95 06 . Q- B8 By & B BE 1Y
M. A B T A T RO D ) Y
Y 4 FfE 42 BUPT Globalface f1 BUPT Balanced-
face. SLHG 45 R R W], A RCFEAR T A 3R 50 1Y A%
s .

R N AR SN RS RS e N R U
Y T A P A4 BIL g 2 20 A Y e BiF 5 5 R T R
EVES 3 €E

FY9 RFANREIRANFRITEE
SCik iy . 24 HL 2 2 2] B Y W h e
, e CACD, IMDB, UTKFace, AgeDB, AFAD, AAF, FG-NET, REW, IMFDB-
- =B/ VR RE ik 24 (]
[1061  HEF /e /R0 UL A2 2 CVIT, Asian-DeepGlint, PCSO, MS-Celeb-1M, LFW, IJB-A, IJB-C
[146] P )/ AF % /Tt Facenet Adience, ColorFeret, Morph
L1470 M /4 o / R & B 22 ) 4% UTKFace, BEFA
(1487 3 /4E ik ResNet, % Bl 2 ¥ 2% IMDB, Wiki, MORPH-II, PPB
[149] P /AR DB-VAE CelebA, ImageNet, PPB
[150]  #:5) ResNet, & 1 kil 3% COCO, imSitu,
[151]  Fhig REEMR L2 BB M4 M4%  BUPT-Globalface, BUPT-Balancedface, REW

20 NIRRT B 43 PR 3 FIAGIE | 1 8820 #r
P26 LA~ BT A R E L A A
FE PR A A BRARD O 7 BAT 28 00 1 SR TR 4 e A
S SN IS RPN 4 & L S INS N A RS KN
P NG RUR ANASRE A A AR AN TR R ZH G 3R] ) O L
e L RE S 4R ey A YU AR B8 Bl R S RS o R 7
IoX SR S 28 S R U EL A 1k — 28 R 5 1 T
4.2.5 APHERE

HETF 2R GE IR M T 9 % R 2 I AT O R AL 32
PER it BT 1 IR el A5 AR BRI B R 4. HEAE AR
GERE T L0 2 /9 7 B s de R BL g A~ AT
i 45 BT A S 2 2K R © A KO 19 A D A s A
JEIL S B UL AN S ) B S HERE R G
I RE S 1 13t T i L 1) 2 S HE 72 AR 55 I 477 R 4L

Kamishima 55 AR HfEFE 45 A 32 S0 R 1520
SE SCAREAE A ST I 4 T iR A 0 S B 2 U Oy

VR AR IS AL T R LR R A AT Y 4 4y
HIIE D IR TEHE T RGP T O TR
PO 1 S T 2L R T T MR AR A oy i B S OE
DU 35T 5 i 5 R T 0 B )it 8 ) B v SCAE IR Y v
oA AL T 2 R AP L L X 28T 3 )
TR B o SRR TR A PR B A AR

Yang il Stoyanovich %5 i T 22 - HE J7 45 3R 1Y
H—AePrdn e 3 — A drdn KL 8% 3 —fedrdn g
1D)i 8 CPNN S 4V €T S L N D /AR B e
R TR Zemel S5 SR 20 - FR 2 2 Or 0 1
H b bR RCHEAT 18 I fo BB 05 15 3 2 S8 3 2 PR 1Y
[Fi B £ 5 70 288 (R A JEE & DA S B - HE P HE 72

Yao Ml Huang %t 1 Pp[F] i g 477 R S h 48
AR L. e THGZERE P AL R
DU Fof 175 T - 32 487 T A ZEL R R4 L 00 AE 3R L 3 4685 T
FHELEL 0 D L XL 00 AE 3 i DL 3 L AR 2 4 00 00
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SN WUNEDRE R [ RIS URIITE N SV 5
SN0 - B R Ay 4 5 AR 23 A B B KR T D)
182 2 B B T S RIS B A R AR S B )
FF P RE B[R] I e IR 17 S 4P 1 Burke 45 A 3
XoF 453 2K R RSCHE 408 A S 4 TE DU 35T 45 T P ) A
T R S8 Th o 7 R Fe e 15 R 00k T 4R TR R
SLIM(Sparse Linear Method) 23057, 5144 H. FH F
PEIN Ry LA T A 1) 2 1 S HE R

Bobadilla % A B 7 5 46 P 90 AN A 58315
B P AT BRG] RS T A A
VOl 52 2 K TR B 2 2 BE T I 5, 4 s T 2 TR
J& 27 ] W U3 R) i B HEHF R S8 DeepFair. i% R G REW
BRAG 8P 0 A P 2 T Y o A1 O LS AR
WOH P RN B G5 B Cn 5 | 48 0% 55O 8 7T 52 31
OSSR A B T ARS P BB

Singh il Joachims 1518 T HEFF 47 h B A1
AR RIAEZL, 245 1 it A A P X
(ERVA B AEESE & B S

F 10 B 1 2P HEFE B9 i 56 10 1) A DL 2 AR
JIT A P 68 9 7 B 0k B W 5 3 A v T SR A S R S
5.

K10 RNFHEFHEILE

ik LR HEFE Rk S 06 F A

- AR /P / . .. Movielens 1M, Flixster,
[152] W) FE TR0 A HE T Sushi
(58] BB/ ORTRUTARE e Cemen
[154] 51 [ EIERY X < Movielens Million
[155] 9 P[] 3k 0 4 7 MovieLens 1M
L1561  EmI/4Ey  PhInl e e MovieLens 1M

[157] 51/ M8

e AR G T k£ S8 2 ) A, o A AR A3
PR IEEDSY & R PN - O (ER R (PN &/
R I AT S 53 S O DL B R TR R AR T PN A2 2
XA RGEETT T WHIE AL R Z B TARAT )R
FIR T 0p [7) o 9 4 7 2 1 T 4 77
4.3 FRIE

e Ak B XoF I 5 D R R TR N 14 540
A4k B8 D BRI 28500 A/ sl 2k 7 P AR A A
P 3T RE T KB HLE 7~ Gk B BT A I 25
WOt By > S IR 4 S Ak B DR R I S B o
OFPE T A GASR B BOR A2

Hardt 28 N85 H T2 T H LR V2 R I8 1k
B J P 23 1y DL 307 a0 AL 2 2 55 0 4
Xt E A BN # HEAT )5 218 1E B A AR ST
175 Ab B 2% 07 35 T0 7 UK I AR I SR T L REAS R 15

FFRAMMESE Yow news

BT A 32 R AP TR PR TE ML 22 2 55 F 19 2P 1.

Jiang S5 N4t T AR SRS B f VALY SR 5T
i1/ (Strong Demographic Parity) J5 403 75 gt
AU A A A2 70 A1 1) A% i T - 0 ) T 3 286 48 48 7Y
J B A TS AT A2 i 70 A 1) WASSERSTEIN-1
PRES 5 SR GTTH P BB T A8 1 fe /DN Y i A B %)
N T WASSERSTEIN -1 s A 1% i W 255 . 1% J5 ¥ Be %
T fe /M OSSR TN T 52 B0 28 -1

TE 7 HE 75 4T 55 o Zehlike 3 N E LT AP
Top-k""  NECH B 2E ke A 31 4 b 28 BR300
KR HIHT & A e 1%, Top-k o 45— 2L /Y BIr 5
TP A 36 v AR P e R R G — B AL JF
2 TN HE R A AT IS AL BEOR A 2 7 Top-k 1Y
FA*TR B3k, Wu 55 AR HEFF 4 75 e 28 200G 432 1K
Wl S5 Ay 3% S VF 3 7 i, T T B R ALE R i 20 43
PRS0 0 i A o 4 T TR A A e D AR
TR T I AR S A Y L A R ) 4 1 R Y R
Tt K T R B A A A R A S A 2 R O R
W8, 1% J7 #: 92 B FRank (Fair Ranking) 55 % i 1)
SR HORIE T FAX IR 53

Karako 1 Manggala $ B [ 25 AHLBE 51 A $%
Kih 4 A1 kB ¥ MMR (Maximal Marginal Rele-
vance) , 25t T F T & 7 2 F HE v 4 %% 19 FMMR
(Fair MMR) S350 X6 k-S540 30 B0k 45 - 1 )5 4k
PRS2 R W] FMMR #0k2k MMR HAT 5 5 196G 2
UGS SRS S G

Jei b B 3 - Bl A o 0 B — R S b B G
EBAR AT LAY I 540 T A R R R TR B 3 e i) b 3 v A
B TR DL AN 23 P s L o i S )1 2 K 4 mlg A 7 5
125 0 [ A i UL A Bt b X DA g 0 2 IE BE R .
TE 2 Ji5 T P TR D B AR A A X — R R AT 55 A
Ja b PRI TAE IR LA FR.

5 RNTFHEERAERF

B BA A N B (A A J M B A BURE B
5 5 Oy L J8 P S CHAR SE 1 Kot BEAAPR 3P 2 i i 3 XY
(1 SR 35 LB T B AR B A~ N SRR AR 11 B2 FA A
Wtk 5. PP A O N SRR AR A S I P&
ARAT— LR 2 B9 AT O B PR IR AN AT O IR T AT
AN N B PR 1) 50RO R 1Y e B
XA N B P SRR /s BEAT BRRA PR L T LA
Bij 1B AL & 345 I A SO R M /B R 0 A
D UL 2050 Y R 5 AR L A P MR AA R I R
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Hajian #1 Domingo-Ferrer i+ T $0 4 B & 1%
P55 BRI B B B R R AR B B
AR B Z B A B T RO A BB B Ca BT
Foeiz A n R & B 44 OR3P el 2 A BT R Y
AT 47 Ca Bi7 370D 5 LT #2410 B diR & BE 44 DR3P X%
B BT Ca B 47D 19 52 W) B2 400 1) 28 Y o
sk B 2 UL P R e

Ruggieri i} 5% T 348 1 t -closeness & 24 {& 37
BRI o B P 2Z AR T SR B 4
PRAP A AL B 47 1 2 4832 AL 535 dMondrain H1 4
A dSabre, SEBL T EHE BoFA R 3P R0 i U0 5 AR
Bij 47 ) — AL AL BR. Hajian 58 A1 6 T 808 & A o
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B TH AW HHE o0 b i — R T A =00 FA
15 AT BEBL HL 2 F 19 ik e = ), $ds b oo 7E iR i = )
PR S 2 2T 5 I O T A T R T R I
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These issues have important impacts on the society and the
public’s trust in machine learning, and the public acceptance
of artificial intelligence technology and their applications’
deployment. In this paper, the fairness or justice in machine
learning, the concept of fair machine learning, discrimination
discovery in the applications of machine learning, and design
methodology of fair machine learning algorithms are introduced
and discussed. Meanwhile, fair machine learning via security
and privacy, and fair machine learning via interpretability are
illustrated. Moreover, the challenges and further research
topics regarding fair machine learning are presented and
outlooked. Recently, there are several review articles regarding
fair machine learning, but they only focus on some aspects,
and the scope of review is not comprehensive enough. The
work of this paper benefits from the research experiences of
the NSFC general projects and key projects hosted by the
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of research on formal methods, artificial intelligence, machine
learning, knowledge engineering, big data of urban governance,
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research status of fair machine learning at home and abroad
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interested researchers in this field to realize the state of the
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