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O MavBomnoAog Xprotog

SnAwvw umnevBuva otL:

1) E{pal 0 KATOXOC TWV TVEUMOATIKWY SIKALWUATWY TNG MPWTOTUTING OUTAG
gepyaociag kaL and 6oco yvwpllw n gpyaocia pou 6& cukodavtel mpoéowna,
oUTE TPOOPBAAEL TA TIVEUUATIKA SLKALWATA TPLTWV.

2) Arnobéxopatl OtL n BKM pmopel, xwplc va alAdgel to meplexOUEVO TNG
gepyaociag pou, va tn Olabéoel oe nAektpovikny Hopdn HEoA amd TN
Pnorakn BiBAL0OAKN g, va tnv avtlypael oe omolodnmote pHEco n/Kal
o€ onolodAmote HopPOTUTIO KABWG Kal va KpaTd MEPLOCOTEPA ATO Eval
avtiypada yla Adyoug cuvtipnong Kol aopaAeLag.

3) Omnou udliotavratl Sikatwpata GAAWV Odnuloupywv €xouv SlaodaAlotel
OAeG oL avaykaieg AdELEC XpPriONG EVW TO AVTIOTOLXO UALKO €ilval eudLakpLTo
otnv untoBAnBeioca epyaoia.
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tou Tunuatog MAnpodoptkng kot TnAEUATIKAG Tou Xapokomeiou Mavemotnuiov yla TNV
kaBobrynon Kot to Xpovo mou Tpocedepe avadoplkd UE TNV gpyacia, KaBwg Kal To GUVOAO
TWV KABNynTwvV KoL TOU TIPOCWTILKOU Ttou epyaletal oto Tunua NMAnpodoptkig kot ThAEUATIKAG
yla Tn cuvepyaoia Katd tn ¢oitnor Jou oTo TUAUA.
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NepiAnyn ota EAAnVIKA

H paydaia avamtuén twv alyoplOpwyv PnXavikng pabnong, oe cuvduaouo HE TN TITWon Tou
KOOTOUG Yyla amoBnKeUTIKO Xwpo OAAA KOl TN ONUOVTLKA aUfnon TnG UTIOAOYLOTLKAG LoXUOG,
gxouv emutpéPel otic Sladkaoleg texvNTAE vonuoouvng va efeliooovtal o OAO Kal TiLO
OUVOETEG KAl Vo EVIAOOOVTOL OAO KOl TIEPLOCOTEPO O€ gvaiocOnTa Kal TePUMAOKA CUOTH AT
APNG anodpdacewv. Ta CUCTAUATO QUTA UMOPEL va adopolv ePapUOYEG yla TNV EYKPLON
Sdaveiwv, edapuoyeg umoAoylopol acPAALCTPpWY, OKOUO KOl OUTOUATIOMOUG OTNV €yKPLoN
€yyunong o€ TEPUTTWOELS GUAAKIOUEVWY KOl TIPOPAVWE TA QTOTEAECUATA TOUG UIopel va
€XOUV ONMUOVTIKO aVTIKTUTIO OTLG {WEC Twv avBpwrwy otoug omoioug ameuBuvovtal. MNa to
AGyo auTO €ival avaykaio ta POVIEAQ TTOU XPNOLUOTOLOUVTOL VA KNV £lval TPOKATEIANUEVA
EVOVTIOV YyVWPLOPATWY OTwe N PUAR, to VAo, n Bpnokeia K.a., AAAA va ToPAyouvV auotnpd
QVTLKELUEVIKA amoTeAéopata. TNV Epyacia auth yivetal avadopd otoug dtadopoug opLopolg
tou fairness kat tng emippong (bias) kat mpoodlopilovral oL TPOMOL e TOUG OTIOLOUC OL OpLopoL
autol xpnolpéuouv otov €Aeyxo (audit) Stadlkaoclwyv pnXavikig nabnong ywa avixveuon bias.
ErumAéov e€etalovtal oL TpOTOL LE TOUC OMOLOUG UMOPOUUE Vo armopUYOUE TNV eloaywyn bias
Katd t Snuioupyia pag dStadikaciog pnxavikng pabnong otn cuAAoyn 6edouévwy Kol GTOUG
(6loucg Toug aAyopLBOUG TTOU XPNOLUOTOLOUVTAL. TN CUVEXELA YIVETAL QVAAUCN TWV TPOTMWV
eAéyxou predictive povtéAwv yla bias pe tn xprion Twv open source tools Aequitas, Themis-ML
kot AIF360 kaBwg Kal oUYKPLoOn TwV METPLKWVY TOU UToAoyilouv, twv pHeBOSwv ToUu
XPNOLUOTOLOUV OAAQ KAl TwV OIMOTEAECUATWY TIou Tapdyouv oe diadopa datasets. Akopa
yivetal avadopd otoug Stadopoug adyoplOUou yla Heiwon TnG mpokataAnyng oto cuoTnua
HE TIOPASELYHO XPONG HEPLKWV UAOTIOLOEWV MO OUTOUC TIOU TIEPLEXOVTOL OTO €PYAAEio
Themis_ML kot oto AIF360, evw téloc Ba avaAlooupe toug S1adopoug TPOTIOUG EMEKTAONG
TWV £peuvwyV 6oov adopa ti¢ fairness-aware dltadlkaoieg pnxavikng pabnong.

NEEELC KAELOLA: [ avdluon SeSopévwy, Sikatoouvn, tpokatdAnpn, cuvoha SeSopévwy,
pelwon mpokataAnyng ]
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Abstract | NepiAnyn ota AyyAka

The drastic increase of machine learning algorithms, combined with the decrease of costs in
data storing and increase of computational power, has enabled Al to evolve, becoming
increasingly complex and getting introduced in many “sensitive” decision-making systems.
Those systems vary from loan application and insurance contracts risk assesents, even risk
assesent for reoffend for imprisoned people, thus their results can greatly impact the lives of
those involved. For this reason, it is essential that the models used are not biased against
features such as race, gender, religion, etc and instead they produce strictly fair results. In this
paper we mention several definitions of fairness and bias and we specify how these definitions
are used in bias auditing on machine learning systems. Moreover, we examine ways to avoid
bias while creating an ML system both in data collection and the algorithms used themselves.
Furthermore, we analyze ways to audit predictive models using open source toolkits such as
Aequitas, Themis_ML and AIF360, by comparing the metrics they use, their methods and their
results on various datasets. On top of that, we describe various algorithms used for bias
mitigation with examples on some of their implementations on toolkits like Themis_ML and
AIF360, while ultimately we detail different approaches for future research around fairness-
aware machine learning systems.

NEEELC KAELOLA: [ data analysis, fairness, bias, dataset, bias mitigation ]
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EIZATQrH

O OyKoG Twv Topayopevwv Oebopévwyv aufavetol OAOEva KoL TIEPLOCOTEPO LE
QTOTEAECHO CUVEPYLKEC TEXVOAOYIEG OTIWG OL SLadLKAGLEC UNXOVIKAC LABNnong kaBwg Kot OAoG
0 KAASOC TIoU aloXOAELTAL ME TN TEXVNTH vonuoouvn va Bpiokovtal oe paydaia avamtuén. Me
TIG MPOPAEYELG va KAvouv AGYo yLa oyko Sedopévwy mou Ba Eemepva ta 180 zettabytes péxpt
to 2025, oL texvoAoyieg Tou ML kat Al evioxuovtat kabwg n mMAnBwpa dedopévwy Bonbdel otnv
EKTIALOEVON TWV OUOTNUATWY Kal otn PBeAtiwon twv amnodpdacewv 1ou AauBavouv e
anmotéAeopa va kKoBlepwvovtol o€ TIOAAOUG TOUELS. EVOELKTIKA, oTolxela amd ONUAVTLKEG
€PEVVEC OTwC Tou Harvard &eixvouv otL n Stebvr) ayopa Al Ba €xel tlipo 126 SloekatoppupLa
SoAdpla pexpt to €tog 2025. H kplon Tou KopovoioU aKOMQ, ETLTAYXUVE TNV uloBetnon Al
HOVTEAWV €wC Kol 52% oe emxelpnoel; ovpdwva pe peAETn tou PwC, evw to 86% Twv
EPWTINOEVIWV HECA O UEYAAEC EMLXELPNOEL; Bewpouv OTL oL edappoyeg Al avépxovtal o€
Baolkn texvoloyia twv emixelpnocwv. H uloBEétnon texvoloylwv HNXAVIKAG UMABNoNng Kat
TEXVNTNG vonuoouvng amodelkvuetal Kal Wolaitepa kepdoddpa yla TIG ETIXELPNOELS, adoUl
olbudwva pe Epeuva tou Wpupatog McKinsey oxebov 1o 97% twv epwtnBEéviwy mpocdidouv
EWG KAl TOo 5% Ttwv keEPdwWV TOUG C' AUTAV.

H uvwoBétnon Sladkaolwv punxavikng padnong ektdg amno kepdodopia mpoodEpel Kal
MANBwpa AAWV TPOTEPNUATWY TOCO OTa TAAIOLO TWV EMIXEPHOEWV OCO KAl OTnv
KOONUEPLVOTNTA TOU KOLWWVIKOU GUVOAOU. APXLKA OTa TTAQLOLO TWV ETXELPHOEWV N ULOBETNON
TOUC TPOO(dEPEL QUTOUATIOMOUC otn Sladlkacia TNg MopaAywync, ETLTOYXUVOVIAC TN Ko
avéavovtag v amodotkotnta tng adol efaleidovral ot mBavotnTeG TO avOpwILVOU
AdBoug. Néa mpoiovta Kol UTtnpeoieg dnuioupyouvtal Kal Slvouv gUKaALpleG yla TIEPALTEPW
OLKOVOLKA OVATTUEN TWV KOWWVLWV €V HEOW TNE avdnuiag tou COVID-19, pe XopaKTNPLOTIKO
napadelypa €PpapUoOyEG e-commerce TOoU XPNOLUOTOOUV HOVTEAA yla TPpOBAEYPELS OTIg
auvéopelwoelc TNG NTnong os dtadopa ayada waote va popnB£uovtal 1o anodoTikd arm' Toug
EUMOPOUC ALAVIKAG Kal va NV umapxouv eAM\eielg. AkOpa otnv oAucida mapaywyng
eSpatlwvovtal poviéAa yia mpoBAedn mBavwy eumodiwv Kol TPOMOUG QVILUETWIILONG TOUG
aAAQ KoL TIPOBAEYELG ploKOU TIPLY Ao KABE EVEPYELA TIG EKAOTOTE ETALPLAG.

‘Ocov adopd To KOWWVIKG oUVoAo, oL Stadlkacleg UnXavikng pnadnong mpoodépouv
ToXUTNTA KAl OAUECOTNTA O TOAAOUG TOUELS TG KABNUEPLVOTNTAC. ZTOV OLKOVOULKO TOMEQ yla
napadelypa pe Sladikaoieg yia eykpion daveiwv N achAALCTpWY EMLTUYXAVOVTOL TILO Ypryopa
OUUPWVIEG HE LKAVOTIOLNTIKOUG OPOoUC Kal yla TIg dUo mAeupég. Akoua, edpapuoyéC yla
TipoBAEPEL 0 onNUAVTIKA BEpata yla tn dnuocla uyeia Onweg n eEamAwon mavénulwy, Pe
TIPOYVWOTIKA MOVTEAQ YloL TOV QVOUEVOUEVO apLOUO KPOUOUATWY aAAa Kal Twv aplOuo
Eloaywywv o€ voookopeia kat MEO, wote va pmopouv va AndBolv KatdAAnAa HETPA EK TWV
TIPOTEPWV.
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Evw akoun kat dteukoAuvon og SIKAOTIKA BEPATA, UE XOPAKTNPLOTIKO TapASELYUA TO
ocuotnua COMPASS tng ApepLKAG, TTou €lval uTteVBUVO yLa TNV AVAAUGCT TWV TILBAVOTATWY EVOG
duAaklopévou va  Eavadlampdel KAMOLo E€YKANUA KOl XPNOLUOTOE(TOL OTnV £YKpLon
EYYUNoewv. Zuykekplpuéva, to COMPASS (Correctional Offender Managment Profiling for
Alternative Sanctions) amoteAel éva epyaleio mou avamtuxdnke amo tn Northpointe to omolo
Baowlopevo oe dladopa oTolKEla TOU EKACTOTE KPATOUEVOU (OTWG TIPONyoULEVA EYKAN LT
Kol TOoo cofapd ATav) Tou avaBETEL Eva OKOp OE 2 KATNYOPLEC :

1. risk of recidivism
2. risk of violent recidivism , ta omola okop emnppedlouv CNUOVTIKA TIC OMOdACELG
SIKAOTWV yla LT HATA EYYUNOEWV Kol amodulakioswv.

Mapolo mou eival poavepd OTL AUTEC Ol TEXVOAOYLIEC £xouv Tapa TIOAAG WEAN yla TO
KOLVWVIKO oUVOAO, e TNV évtagn Toug og OAo Kal 1o evaiobnta decision-making cuotrpata, n
OKEPALOTNTA TOUG eival peilwv Bgpa, kKabBwc n UTtapén bias oe AUTEC £XEL TEPAOTLEG ETUMTWOELG
ot {wéC Twv avBpwrnwv Tou adopouv. Ol EMMTWOELG TEPIAAUBAVOUV OLKOVOUIKEG Kall
KOLVWVLKEG OVLOOTNTEG O€ TEPUTTWOELG TIOU £DOPUOYEG, AVTIOTOLXEG UE QUTEG TIOU EYKPIVOUV
ANYeLc Savelwv Onwg avadpEpovtal Kal TLo TAVW, £val opvNTIKA TIPOKATNAELUEVEG ATIEVAVTL
o yvwplopata onwg n ¢uAn, to $pUAo, n Bpnokeia, N nAwia k.a. EPapuoyeg yla ARPEeLg
anodpACEWV OTOV EPYOCLAKO TOMEN , OTIWG OLUTOUATLOMOL OTLG TTPOOANYELS EpYalOUEVWYV ETILONG
UMOPOUV va €XOUV OPVNTIKEG EMUMTWOEL OTO KOWWVIKO OCUVOAO Of TEpIMTwon Tmou Ta
anoteAéopatd toug elval biased, pe yapaktnplotiko mopadeypa to hiring algorithm tng
Amazon, o ormoiog 1o 2015 amodeiytnke OTL ATAV APVNTIKA TIPOKATEIANUEVOG KATA TWV
yuvalkwv. TéAog, predictive poviéha oe epapuoyEG MoOU oxetTilovtal e TNV amodwaon Mowwv
€XOUV TLG TILO ALECEG OUVETELEG at' TO bias, pe XapaKTtnPLoTIKO mapadelypa to mpoavadepbev
obotnua COMPASS mou XpnOLUOMOLEITAL EUPEWG OTLG SIKAOTIKEG UTIOBECELG OTNV AUEPLKN.
ZUYKEKPLUEVO UEAETEG IOV TipaypatorotiOnkav anod tn Propublica dsixvouv 6t to COMPASS
Silvel amoteAéopata ta omola elval apvnTIKA TIPOKATNAELMEVA KOTA TWV HaUpwV. AVOAUTIKA,
oUMéyovtag Sedopéva yla mavw amd 10.000 KpaToUPEVOUG KOl CUYKPIVOVTOG TO TTOCOOTO
redivicism mou nipoPAePe to COMPASS e autd Tou TEAIKA CUVERBEL oL LEAETNTEG TNG Propublica
mapatnpnoav OtL av Kot to 61% twv risk of recidivism scores ntav cwotd, wotdco Povo 1o 20%
twv risk of violent recidivism scores Atav €yyupa kat mapoAo mou ta mocootd yia reoffend
ATV MopOpoLa yla TIG SU0 OpAdEeC (Laupoug Kal AsUKoUC KpaTtoUUeVoUC) umnpxav dtadopa
AdBn ota score. OL pavpol kpatolpevol Babuoloyolviav pe HEYAAUTEPO OKOP QTOTL TOUG
avaAoyoUoe Kol oL AEUKOL ouxva e XOUNAOTEPO OKOpP. ZUYKEKPLUEVA TTapatnpnOnkav ta EAG:

*  OL pavpol Kpatoupevol mou Oev umotpomnialav eixav SutAdoleg mBavotnteg va
katnyoplomotnBouv Aavbaouéva wg uPnAou kivduvou yla reoffend oe oxéon pe Toug

AEUKOUG KpaTOUHEVOUG (45% vs 23%) .

*  Ou Aeukol mou umnotponiaav eixav Suthdoleg mBavotnteg yla missclasification cav

XopnAou kwduvou yla reoffend oe oxéon pe toug pavpoug pulakiopevous (48% vs

28%).

*  Akopa kot xwpic va Aappavovtal untodnv mponyoupeveg katadikeg, nAkia i ¢puAo ot
pHaupol kpatoupevol eixav 45% miBavotnteg va Toug avatebel peyaAUTEPO OKOpP ATO

TOUG AEUKOUG KPATOUEVOUC.
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* AkOpO oL poupol KpatoUpevol eixav Suthdoleg miBavotnteg va Toug avatedet
unAotepo okop ot risk of violent recidivism anott toug Aeukoug.

* Evw TéAOG akoépa kat av &g AnBdolv umoPnv yvwplopata OMwWE TPONYOUUEVES
kotadikeg, nAlkia i ¢UAO, oL pavpol Kpatoupevol €xouv 77% TEPLOCOTEPEC
muBavotnteg yla uPnAo okop otn katnyopia risk of violent recidivism.

Black Defendant's Decile Scores White Defendant's Decile Scores

400~
1 2 4 7 L 10 1 2 3 ] ' a a 1

Decile Score

Decile Score

Ewova 1: Awypaupato pe ta okop yia risk of recidivism o€ pavpoug kal Agukoug
KOTNYOPOUUEVOUG avTioTtolya. Xto Slaypapua TnG elkévag o afovag X amoteAel To OKop Twv
KpatoUpuevwy otnv Katnyopia risk of recidivism (1-10) kat o afovag y amnoteAel To abpoiloua
TWV KpotoUpevwv ot KABes TR tou dfova x. H 6efld ewkova adopd TOUG HAUPOUG
KPQATOUEVOUG EVW N APLOTEPT) TOUG AEUKOUC.
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Black Defendant's Violent Decile Scores White Defendant's Violent Decile Scores

00 - 400 -
2 200
1 2 7 8 8 10 1 2 7 1 ] 10

Violent Decile Score Violent Decile Score

Ewova 2: Awaypdappata pe ta okop yia risk of violent recidivism o€ paupoug kat Aeukoug
KOTNYOPOUUEVOUC avtiotolxa. Itnv €wkova amelkovilovial ta SlaypAddpata TwWV OKop TwV
KPATOUUEVWYV yla TNV Katnyopia risk of violent recidivism. Xta aplotepd ameilkovilovtal ta
OKOp TWV HaUpWV KPOTOUHUEVWY KOL OTO apLoTEPA TwV Aeukwv. O dfovag x amoteAel Ta okop
Twv KkpatoLpevwy (1-10), evw o afovag y To ABpolopa TwV KPOTOUUEVWY O KABE T Tou
aova x.

MeAETeg OMwG aUTECG TG Propublica yia to COMPASS aAAG Kol YEVIKOTEPO OL TIOAAEC
TIEPUTTWOELC CUOTNUATWY UE biased cupmnepldpopec katadelkviouv tnv EAewdn Tou UTIAPXEL
OTOV EVTOTILOMO TOU bias ota Slddopa cucTANATA KaL TNV aVAYKN Yo epyaieia Kol eGapUOYES
ylo TILO OXOAOOTIKO KOl OTTOTEAECUATIKO €AeyX0 TwV edpappoywv autwv. Etol, ta tedeutala
xpovia BAEmoupe Snuoupyia apkeTwv open source epyadeiwv ywa audit oe ML dadikaoieg,
aAAQ Kol pa yevikn otpodn tou kKAadou tou machine learning mpog MEAETN KoL QvATTTUEN
fairness-aware S1adkaoLwWV PLNXAVIKAG Habnong.
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KEDAAAIO 1: Tuopiloupe fairness

Y10 KedpaAalo auto Ba yivel avadopd otoug oplopolg Tou fairness wg evog Yevikou
O0pou aAAa kal ota mAaiola plog Stadkaotiag pnxavikng pabnong. H évvola tou fairness eivat
OPKETA TEPLTTAOKN Kol aAAAel avaAoya TO YEVLKO TTAQLOLO OTO Omolo XpNnoLUoTOoLELTAL.
Mo mapadelypa :

*  Noutkd, mep\apPAavel TNV TPOOTACIO OTOUWY o SLAKPLOELS KAl AvVion UETOXELPLON
Baowlopevn os amayopeuon akpailwv cupmneptdpopwv Kat AnPn anopdcswv otn Baon
OUYKEKPLUEVWV TTOPAYOVTWV.

* 3710 Medilo TWV KOWWVIKWY EMLOTNHWY, adopd TNV anoduyr amovour MAEOVEKTNUATWY
0€ UEAN KATTOLWV OUASWV Evavtl GAAwV.

* 1o Topéa TnG dplhocodiag, To Sikalo tauTtileTal pe To TL eivat nOIkA cwaoTo.

Oocov adopad TG pnxavikeg dtadikaoieg, ol ouyypadeic tou Themis-ML (Niels Bantilan,2017)
opilouv To fairness wg to avtiBeto tou bias kat to fairness-aware ML povtéAo wg Eva HOVTEAD
TIOU TaPAyeL auotnead un biased mpoPAsPelc. Mia aAAn yevikn meplypadn tou fairness to
opilel wg TNV amouaoia MPOKATAANYNG EVAVTLA O KATIOLO ATOUO 1 opada Aoyw Twv Stadopwy
YVWPLOUATWY Tou. Yrapyxouv cuvoAlkd 21 Stadopetikol oplopol tou fairness ota mAaiola pog
Sladkaoiag pnxavikng pabnong, pe moAAoUG amo autoug va épxovtal o avtiBeon. Etol eival
ONUAVTIKO va ETIAEYOULE TOV KATAAANAO oplopo og KABe mepiotaon avaloywg to tL Béloupe
va TIETUXOUUE HEOO OTO cuotnua, Kabwe to mwe opiletal to fairness oto €kACTOTE GUOTNUA
ennpealel apeoa Kot to nw¢ epdaviletal to bias oto cvotnua auto. Mpv avadepbolpe oToUG
oplopolGg 1o fairness mpémel MPWIA va OVAAUCOUME TOUG OpPOUG amd TOUG Omoloug
T(POKUTITOUV, Ol omoiot ivat ot €€AG:

* True Positive opiletat kaBs popd mou To cloTNUA TOEVOUEL CWOTA £Va AMOTEAECUA OF
pia Betikn kKAaon.

* False positive kaBe dopd mou 1o clotnua taflvopel AavBaopéva €va amoTEAECUA O€
pLo Ostikn kKAAon.

* Avrtiotolxa, True Negative opiletal kaBe ¢opd mou to cuoTnUa TaflVOUEL owaoTd €va
QMOTEAEOUA OE Pia apvnTikn KAAon.

* False Negative opiletal kaBs dopd mou tO cUotnua tafvouel Aavbaouéva éva
QMOTEAECUA O€ pia apvnTiki KAAon.

* Protected group ovopalovtal pia opada atopwy LE KOO yVwpiopoTa , Tou TANPouv
TLG TIPOUMOOECEL WOTE POOTATEVOVTOL QO TO VOHO, TIOALTIKNA 1) TTapOUoLa apxn Katd
ToU SloXwplopou BAcn AUTWV TWV KOWWV yVwpLoUdtwy. Ta yvwplopata autd
niepthapBavouv to puAo, tn GUAR, TNV NALKia, €BVIKOTNTA, KTATL.

* Unprotected groups avapEpovtal o€ OUASEG LE KOLWVA XOPAKTNPLOTNKA Ta omoia &gv
elval MPOoTATEVOUEVA OTTO TO VOUO Kal 0 SLaxwpeLopog BAcn autwy lvat BguLtog.

Mopd£g eEmppong ot LNXOVLKA LABNOT, TEXVLKEG EVTOTILOMOU Kot artoduyng
/MavBdémnoulog Xpriotog
13



Ol KupLotepol oplopol eivat ot €€n¢ (Mehrabi et al.,2019)

Equalized odds :

Avadépetal otnv umapén lowv moocootwv true positive kat false positive
anoteAeopatwy LeTalL protected kat unprotected opddwv.

Equal Opportunity :

Avadepetal otnv unapén lowv mocootwv true positive avapeoa os protected
Kal unprotected opadwv.

Demographic Parity :

Avadépetal oTo yeyovog ot n mibavotnta Betikol anoteAéopatog Ba nmpénel va
elval ton yla éva atopo nou Bpioketal oe protected group pe ) mBavotnta yla
BeTIKO amoTEAEOUA YLa EvVa ATOWO Ao €va unprotected group.

Fairness through Awareness :

OplileL évav alyoplBuo wc fair av ekeivog Sivel moapopola amoteAéopata yLo
Aatopa HE mopopoLa yvwplopata.

Fairness through Unawareness :

OpileL évav alyoplBuo fair epocov omolodnmote protected yvwplopa A &¢
XPNOLLOTOLELTAL ATTOKAELOTIKA yia T Stadikacia anddaong HEca 6To cUCTNU.

Treatment Equality :

Erutuyyavetal otav ta nocootd os false negative kat false positive givatl ioa kat
yla tig duo katnyopieg protected group.

Test Fairness :

Avadépel otL yla kaBe mpoPAedn mbBavotntag Ue score S, T ATOUA OF
protected kal unprotected groups Ba mpémel va €xouv (oeg mBavotnteg va
tomoBeTnBoUV e cwoTd TPOTIO OTLG positive class Tou avrikouv.

Counterfactual Fairness :

Baoiletal otnv apxn otL pia anddaon sivia dikain amévavtl o€ €va ATOUO OTavV
elval (6la oto MPAYUATIKO KOOUO KOL OE €VOl QVILTPOYHOTIKO KOOUO OTOoU TO

atopo avnkel o€ Sladopetikd dSnuoypadiké cuvolo.

Fairness in Relational Domains :

H évvola tou fairness katd tnv onoia pmopel va mapatnpnBeil n oxeotakn doun
o€ éva TopEa , AapBavovtag umoPnv Kal TLG KOWVWVLKEG KOL OPYAVWTIKEG OXECELG
METAEL TWV ATOPWV EKTOC OO TA YVWPILOUATA TOUG.

Conditional Statistical Parity :

Avadépetal oTo yeyovog OTL Atopa TOoo o€ protected 600 kal oe unprotected
groups Ba mpémnel va €xouv lon mubavotnta va toug avateBel kamolo BeTiko
anotéAeopa §e5ouéVou EVOG CUVOAOU OUGLOOTLKWVY TTOPAyOVTIWV L.
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OL mapamavw oplopol xpnolponolouvtal onwe Ba SoUUE KAl 0T CUVEXELA TNG EpyAciag oav
LETPIKECG yla TOV UTIOAOYLOMO bias amd moAAd epyadeia eAéyxou twv SLaSIKACLWY UNXAVLKAG
nabnong.
Ot dtadopol oplopot tou fairness ota mAaiola Twv predictive povtéAwv xwpilovral o 3
Katnyopieg avaloya oto mou avadEpPETaL :
1. Individual Fairness :
To povtéAo Sivel mapOpoLa AMOTEAECATA YL ATOUA LLE TIAPOUOLA yVWwplopaTa.
2. Group Fairness :
lon petaxeiplon LeTafL SLOPOPETIKWY CUVOAWV.
3. Subgroup Fairness :
Avadepetal ota Kuplotepa otolxeior twv individual kot group fairness. AmoteAel
Eexwplotn Katnyopia, wotooo Xpnolpomolel Ti¢ AAAeg U0 ylo va Tapayel KaAutepa
anoteAéopata. Mo mapadelypa, eMAEYEL Eva TIEPLOPLOUO Tou group fairness onwg tnv
LootNTa 0 Mmoocootd twv false positive kot gAéyxel av LOoYUEL MAVW OE ULat oUAAoOYN

UTTOCUVOAWV.

Name Individual Group
Demographic Parity v

Conditional Statistical Parity | v’

Equalized Odds v

Equal Opportunity v

Fairness through unawareness v
Fairness through awareness v
Counterfactual fairness v

Mivakag 1 : Katnyoplomoinon oplopwy tou fairness ota individual kat group katnyopleg.
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KedpaAaio 2: Tumol bias kat tpomnot anodpuyng ELcaywyng Tou
KOTA Tn Snuioupyila Stadkaolwv NXaVIKAG Hadnong

Jto Kkepahalo auto Ba yivel avadopd otoug tpomoug Sleioduong bias katd T

dnuoupyia pag Sladkaoiag pnxavikng Labnong Kot TG TPAKTIKEG TTOU XPNOLUOTIOLOUUE yLa
dnuoupyia fair Stadikaotwy. Yrdpxouv MoANEG mnyEG bias péoa otn por petaly SeSopévwy,
aAyoplBuou kat aAAnAemibpaong He To xprnotn plag dtadikaociog pnxavikng puadnong. Ocov
adopd to bias ota dedopéva kabBeautd oL Mo cuVBELG TUTIOL TOU CUVAVTAUE €lval ot €€ng
(Mehrabi et al.,2019) :

Historical bias :

Adopd TG Nén umapxouoeg TMPOKATAAAYPELS TwV KOowwviwv evavilia oe Sladopa
yvwpiopata opdadwv mou Jouv ¢' aUTEG KOl UIMOPEL VOl ELOXWPNOEL OTO HOVTIEAO HOG
akopa Kat av n delypatoAnyeia Kal n emAoyr yVwpLOUATWY ival TEAELA.

Sample bias (rows) :

Anuoupyeital otav v UTIAPXEL TUXALOTNTA OTNV EMAOYH TWV UTIOOMAdWV Qo TIG
omoie¢ Aappavovtal ta dedopuéva Tou HOVTEAOU. Me TO TPOTO QUTO QV UTIAPXEL TILO
ouxvn SelypatoAnyeia og KAmoLla UMOOUASA, TO ATOTEAECUATA QUTHG TLBavOoV va unv
QVaapLoTOUV OAOKANPO TO TTANBUGCUO.

Measurement bias (cells) :

Anploupyeital amo to TpOmo mou SLAAEYOUUE, XPNOLUOTOLOUME Kal uTtoAoyiloupe €va
OUYKEKPLUEVO yvwplopa. Eva mapddelypa anoteAel yvwplopata mou xpnoLonolouvtot
oto COMPASS yLa va HETPrioOUV TO PLOKO va EavamapavoUnoeL KATIOLOG, OMwWG TO oV
QVNAKEL 0€ PelovoTnTa N To av £xouv cUAANDOeL oto mapeABov dilol ) cuyyeveig Tou.
Label bias :

Avadépetal otn Snuioupyia avicoTATWY PETAEY OpAdwy avaAoyws Tou Twe opiloupue
pLa petaBAntn /label otodxo oto povtélo pac.

210 bias mou dnuloupyeital anod tov aAyoplOpo Tou UOVIEAOU OL TILO CUXVOL TUTIOL TToU

Slokpivoupe elvat ot €€NG :

Popularity bias :

Ta 1o yvwota r ouvnon avikeipeva teivouv va tpoBAaiAovtal MeEPLOGOTEPO , WOTOCO
Ol METPLKEC TOU popularity pmopouv eUkoAa va mapamnotnBouv, OMwe yla mapdadelypa
pe Pevtikeg online reviews mpolovtwv f bots, dSnuovpywvtag £ToL MPoKATEWANUEVO
anoteAéopata oto decision-making povtélo.

Ranking bias :

Mapopolo pe to popularity bias avadépetal otn taon yla mpowdnon amo alyopibuoug
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Slapopwv ePopUOYWV TWV ONMOTEAECHATWY ME TIG KaAutepeg Pabuoloyieg,
XopaKTtnPLoTIKO apddelypa amoteAouv ta anoteAécpata o€ search engines omwg to
google mou oe avalntioelg onwg Twv CEO moAuveBvikwv Sivouv amoteAéopata mou

elval biased évavtl tou yuvailkeiou ¢ilou. Eva akopa mapddelypa OmoTeEAOUV T

recommendations oe dtadopeg edapuoyEG ou Teivouv va mpowBouv Ta 1o dtaocnua

QVTLKELLEVA OTIWG yLa TTapadelypa To youtube pe ta mio viewed videos 1} online e-shops

Onwg To ebay.

Evaluation bias :

JupBaivel katd tnv afloAdynon Tou HovtEAou Kat tepAapBAaveL Tn xprnon akatdAAnAwv

LETPIKWV PE XapakTnplotikd napadeiypata benchmarks énw¢ Adience kat 1JB-A .

1. To Adience amoteAel oUvolo Sedopévwv mou mepléxel 26,580 pwrtoypadieg pe
2,284 Swadopetikad Bpata kat meptéxouv labels yia to dpUAo kat TNV nAkio Twv
atopwv mou anabavatilovtal pe Bactkd okomod Tnv kataypadr 660 To Suvatov Tio
PEOALOTIKWVY KOTOLOTACEWV yla TN Xpron o€ edappoyEg facial recognition.

2. To IJB-A amotelel kat ekeivo oUvolo Sedouévwv mou TePLEXEL pwToypadieg Kot
OUYKeKpLUéEva 5,712 kot 2,085 video amd 500 Siadopetikd Atopd, TO Omnoio
dnuioupynBnke yla dokipég epappoywv facial recognition.

Xpnolwgomolouvtal  Kupiw¢ ota ouvotnuata facial recognition Tmou Atav
TIPOKATEIANMEVA EVOVTL YWWPLOUATWY OTWE TO XPWHO Tou SEPUOTOC aAAd KoL TO
dUo.

H aAAnAemidpaocn HE TOUC XPHOTEG TOU MOVIEAOU TIOU CUVAVTAMOL KUPIwG o web

edapuoyEC, Uopel va SnLOUPYNROEL EMIONG KATTOLOUG TUTTOUG bias onwg :

Systemic bias :

H ouvotnuikiy mpokataAnyn eival n eyyevng taon plag Siwadlkaoiag vo euvoel
OUYKeKpLUEva amoteAéopata O 6pog sival €vag VEOAOYLOUOG TIOU avadEPETAL YEVIKA
ota avBpwriva cuotipata. To avaloyo POPANUA O N avOpwWTVAL GUCTAOTA OTIWG
ETILOTNUOVLKEG TIAPOTNPINOEL; OVOUALETAL CUXVA OCUCTNULKO OdAApa. H ocuotnuikn
npokataAnyn ouvlEeTal OUXVOTEPO WE KATAOTAOEL TOU daivovtal va eival
TIEPUTTWOELC  EUVOLOKPOTIOG, OANA OTNV  TPAYHUATIKOTNTA Elval TO OIMOTEAECUQ
UTIOKEHEVWV, OUXVA QOPOTWY UNXOAVIOUWY 1 acuVeldnTwv avTtAnPewv anod dtopa oto
ocvuoTnua.

Behavioral bias :

Mpokettal ywa to bias mou OSnuoupyeital amd tn CUPTEPLPOPA TOU GUVOAOU TWV
XPNOTWV O€ Ml MAaTodOpUa Kal YeVIKA ota datasets. Xapaktnplotiko mapddelypa
arnoteAoUV ol SLAPOopPEeC EpUNVELEC KATIOLWY emoji o ePapPUOYEG KOWVWVIKNE SIKTUWGONC
onwc¢ facebook, twitter, instagram,KTAnt avaloya tnv nAwia, To ¢puAo kat tn GuAn.
Linking bias :

Anploupyeital Otav To XOPAKTNPLOTIKA SLKTUOU TIOU OTOKTAHE QTOo TIGC OXEOELS ,
6paoTNPLOTNTEG Kol YeVIKA OAANAeTdpAoelg HeTall Xpnotwy, moapoucialovtol
AavBaopéva kat ev avilotolyolv otnv aAnbwr) cupnepldpopd Twv xpnotwv, dnAadn
otav os edpapUoyEG Oonwe ta social media ol cuvéEaelg petaty xpnotwv (KOUBwv) Tou
SKtUou eival to povo mou Aappavetal untoynv oe decision-making povtéAa kat oxt n
TIPAYUATIKI) CUMIEPLPOPA TWV XPNOTWV OTO SIKTUO aUTO.
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* Content production bias :
Mpokumtel anod T§ SladopéC o ONUACLOAOYIKO, AEELKO KOL OUVTOKTLKO TOUEQ TOU
TPOTOU EMKOWVWVIAG LETAEY TWV XPNOTWV.

TéNog, mépa amd TN por evepyelwv HETAEL Oebopévwv alyopibBuou kol Xpnotwv Tmou
oAANAETULEPOUV LLE TO LOVTEAO, N MOPEUPBACT TWV SNLOUPYWYV TOU HOVTEAOU GTO GUOTNHA (OWG
TiPoKaAEoEL emiong AavBaopéva anoteAéopata elodyovtag bias pe Stddopoug TpOMouG, e TLo
ouvnBeLg Toug €€NG :

* Funding bias :
Juvavrtdtat 6tav avakowwvovtal biased anoteAéopata ano Eva POVIEAO HE OKOTO TNV
umooTtnpLEn pLag Bewplag i akoua tnv mpowbnon KAmolou xopnyou mou xpnuatodotel
TNV €PEUVNTIKA UEAETN.
e Observer bias :
Anploupyeital 0tav oL EpEUVNTEG MPOBAAOUV TIG TIPOCWTIKEC TOUC TPOOSOKIEG TTAVW
OTO (610 TO HOVTEAD MOPATIOLWVTAG LE TO TPOTIO AUTO TA TEAIKA AMOTEAECUATAL.
* Omitted Variable bias :
JupBaivel otav ekouola 1 akoUOLO Mio 1) TIEPLOCOTEPEG ONMOVTIKEG UETAPBANTEG O€
AapBavovtat umoPnv oTo HOVTEAO.
‘Exovtag AOUTOV pla €lkova yla Toug TPOMoug mou To bias Slelodlel o €va povtélo ota
Sladopa otadla porg evepyelwv otn ocuvéxela Oa yivel avagdopd OTIC TPAKTLIKEG yla TV
aroduyn Tou Katd tn Snuioupyia evog poviédou (MIT D-Lab ,2020) .
Apxika, n Snuioupyla pag fairness-aware ML dtadikaoiog avaAUetal ota €R¢ otadia :
Oplopog mpoBARUATOG
JuMhoyn dedopévwv
Mpo-enetepyacia dedouévwv
Anuoupyia povtélou
PUBuLon povtélou
A&loAOynon HovtéAou
Avartuén poviélou
Zuvtpnon CUCTAOTOC
O oplopdg tou mpoPAnpartog neplthapPBavetl tn oulntnon os BaBoC¢ Ye TOUC €TALPOUG
avadopLka e ToV TPOooSLopLoUO TwV TTEPLEXOUEVWYV TOU TIPOPARUatog, Twv Sdedouévwy ou Ba
XPELAOTOUE KABWC KoL AETITOUEPELEC YLOL TO TIWE Ba SNULOUPYCOULE TO HOVTEAO OTIWG TIOLOUG
aAyoplBuoug Ba xpnolponolooupe. Elval onpaviiko va e€ETACOUE TNV MEPIMTWON oL €TAipoL
va eival biased avadopikad pe T opadec mou Ba e€etdlel TO MOVIEAO N ME TO TEALKA
anoteAéoparta nou 6a AdaBoupe, wote va anodpuyoupe tnv elopon funding bias rj observer bias
OTO TEALKO OVTEAO MOG.
Ma ™ oulloyn Sedopévwv UMOPOUE XPNOLUOTIOL|OOUHE A& UTAPXOUCEG EPEUVEG
TIOU OXTL{oVTaL HE TO SIKO pag MPOBANUA 1 OKOMA KoL VoL SNULOUPYAOOUUE SLKEC MG EPEVUVEG
LE Xpnon epwtnuatoloyiwv yla mapadetypa. ANOG TpOMoG lval Kal n xprion 6edopévwy mou
TPOKUTITOUV oo SLadopeq £POAPUOYEG KOWWVIKAG SIKTUWONG. ITO OUYKEKPLUEVO OTASLO
€XOUUE TIOAAEC €L0POEG TIPOKATAANY NG OTO HOVTEAD KUpiwg AOyw tou systemic bias mou nén
UTIAPXEL OTLC KOLWWVLKEG OMAdeg aAld kal dAAoug Ttumoug bias, yla to Adyo autd pla KaAn
TIPAKTLKA £(VaL VOl ETIKEVTPWVOUAOTE OTNV TEPALTEPW cUANoyN dedopévwy amnod protected

XN A WNPRE
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YVWpPLoHaTO WOTE VA UIMOPOULE OTN CUVEXELX VO KAVOULE assess Ta QMOTEAECUATA Ylo TO AV
elvau fair i oxL.

H mnpo-enefepyacia twv 6edopévwyv amoteAel Olaltepa ONUOAVIIKO KOPUATL TLG
Sladikaoiag. 1o onueio autod yivetal ekkabaplon Twv dedopévwy mou cuANEEauEe adalpwvTag
oca am' avtd eivat adiadopa oto mMPOBAnUa TOU KAAOUUAOTE va AUCOUUE N TIEPLEXOULV
OKPOALEG TIHEG, VW eTiong Mpaypatomnoleital to labeling Twv dedopévwy. MNa TNV MEPALTEPW
aroduyn Tou bias 0To HOVTEAO HOG , OTO CNUELO AUTO UTTOPOUE VA XPNOLUOTIOLALE TIPAKTIKEG
onw¢ to data augmentation, to feature-level reweighting kat 1o resampling through
randomization of the minority class (MIT D-Lab ,2020). To data augmentation anoteAeitat and
TEXVIKEC Yyl TNV avénon tou pey£EBoug twv dedopévwy TIou €XOUME yla Vo KAVOUUE train To
HOVTEAD XWPLG v UANEEQUE Tlapamdavw. Xpnolpomoleital kKupiwg oe edappoyeg pe facial
recognition ywa tnv enefepyacia swovwy. Eva akopo mapddelypa omoteAel n dnuloupyia
training sets oe NLP (Natural Language Processes) pe toviopo os Stadopa cuvvwvupo Aé€ewv
TIOU GUVAVTOUE OTn Bactk SLAAEKTO TTOU XPNOLUOTIOLELTOL OTO OPXLKO training set. To feature-
level reweighting xpnowuomnoleital oe moAAd bias mitigating toolkits kat adopad TV KaTtaxwpnon
Twuwv (Bapn / weights) ota &edopéva yia va Siakpivovtal kaAltepa. Ta Bapn autd
npooapudlovtal wote o classifier va mAnpel 660 to SuvaTOV TILO LKAVOTIOLNTIKA TA KpNTrpLa
tou fairness. Eva mapadelypa xpriong anoteAel to reweight yvwplopdtwy mou ennpedlouvv Ta
protected attributes oe NLP yia va toug dwoel Alyotepn €udacn oto HovTtEAo. TENOG, £XOULE TO
resampling through randomization of the minority class mou eniong xpnoLuomnoleitol o€ apKeTA
toolkits yla bias mitigation, mou aufavel Tov aplBUo Twv OTOLKEIWV TNG UELOVEKTIKAG KAAONG.
Agv gival 600 amodoTik 600 To va cUAAEEOUE TO HEyEBOG Tou Selylatog amo tn pelovotnta
OMw¢ kavouv ol data augmentation texvikég. NMapadelypa xpriong os Ula epyacia mou adopa
NLP, eivat va urmtoBéooupe OtL Alyotépa delypata €xouv mapbel amo atopa mou v €xouv cav
TPWTN YAwooa Ta ayyAlkd, oUWV LE QUTH TN POCCEyyLon Ba MPEMEL va KAVOUE TUXaLO
resample amn'ta dedopéva mou €xouv cUAAeXBel amd auth tnv opdda wote va auénbet n
EKTIPOOWTINON TWV SE60UEVWV TNG LELOVOTNTAG.

Ma tn dnuioupyia Tou poviéAou Ba MPETEL Vol EEETACOUE TO TL CUUDWVHOOUE OTOV
OpXLKO 0plLopO Tou TpoBARpatog avadoplkd Pe tn Xxpron tou KatdAAnAou aAyoplBuou. Oa
TMPEMEL va Tpoogfoupe va amoduyoupe To overfitting kat va SOKIUACOUUE OPKETOUG
aAyoplOpoug yla vo eMIAEEOUE QUTOV HE TO TILO LKOoTolnTiko trade-off amodoong kot
fairness. Mo koAn} mpaktTik ywa tn dnuloupyla mo fair cuotnuUAtwv TOU TPooeyyilouv
KoAUTepa TL pUON TOU €KAOTOTE TMPOPBAAMOTOC QTOTEAEL N XPHON KAMOLOU TIPAKTIKWY
supervised learning onwg ta decision trees. Ta decision trees amoteAoUv SoOEC PETA OTLC
omoieg avaAvovtal ta SltadopeTikd anoteAéopata yla kabe mepinmtwon. H xprion toug BonBadet
otnv avénon ¢ akpiBelag Twv MPoPAEPEWV TOU CUOTAUATOS Hag, KABWE Kal oTNV KAAUTEPN
EPUNVELD TWV QMOTEAECUATWY TOU. XPNnOoLUoToleital yio va AUBouv mpoBAnpoto TOo0 O
classification 600 kal o€ regression MPOBARLATA, WOTOCO N XPron Tou Ba TPEMEL val YIVETAL UE
TIPOCOXH VLo VA artodUYOUE KATAOTACELG OTtwG To overfitting Twv deSopévwy mou avadpEpape
Kal vwpitepa. Tuxov TIHEG Tou Aetmouv dev emnpedlouv tn Sadikacio Snuioupyia €vog
decision tree wotoco o Xpovo¢ ekmaidevonc eival peyaAltepog kalt n Stadkaocio TLo
niepimAokn (Dhiraj K., 2020).
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Ewkova 3 : Evdelktikny Soun evog decision tree .

H pubuion tou povtédou meplhapPavel tnv emloyn) Twv hyperparameters Tou
HOVTEAOU , SnAadn Twv MopapETPWV TIou EAEyxouV To learning process, mapadeiypata TETolwy
TIOPOUETPWY ATIOTEAOUV O apPLOUOC TWV VEUPOVWVY OE €val VEUPWVLIKO SIKTUO i 0 pubuog
ekmaidevong tou povtédou. Mia KOAN TIPOKTLKA yla vo evioxUooupe to fairness eival va
enavaAdBoupe tnv eknmaibeuon tou HoVTEAOU TIOAAEC PopEC.

TNV afLoAOYyNGCN TOU LOVTEAOU EAEYXOUME AV TTANPOUVTOL OL TIPOATOPACIOUEVES TIUEG,
onwc akpifela, amodédoon Kal TAXUTNTA, WOTE va aAnModaoloTel Tola €ival n KaAUTeEpNn
TMPOCEyylon yla to TPOPANUa Tou B€Aoupe va AUCOUME. Av Ta KPLTAPLOL TIOU £XOUV
npooupudpwvnOel otov apxlkd oplopd tou mpoPAnpatog dev MAnpouvTal TOTE TPETEL va
Eavamape oto otadlo SnpLoupylog Tou HOVIEAOU Kol va avadnpLoupyriOOUE TO HOVTEAO.
AkoOpa KaAo eival va yivetal urtohoylopog oto trade-off akpifelag mpoPAéPewv kat fairness yia
va kataAn&oupe otnv 1o anodotik MPOocEyyLlon oTo cUCTNUA HaC.

‘Ocov adopd TV avantuén Tou HoVvtEAOU oTo Tedio aPXLIKA TO CUOTNUA AVONTUCETAL OE
BETA popdr KoL 0T cCUVEXELO OLYA OLyd TO KAVOUE scale up péxpL va AeLltouyel 0w BEAOUE.
ITnv mepintwon mou yivetal deploy os véa edappoyn Ba mpémel mAAL va yivel otadlakd anod
BETA popdn pexpt to mAnpn deployment. Na tnv e§aoddiion tou fairness katd to deployment
Ba mpémel va avaAlovial €MAPKWE OTOUG XPNAOTEC TOU cuoTthuatog ol Sladlkaocieg mou
TPAYLATOTOLOUVTOL HECO OTO CUOTNUA aAAQ KOl OL TIEPLOPLOMOL Tou. Oa TMPEMEL va gival
YVWOTEG 0TOUG XPNOTEC TO TIOU, TIWE KAl YLOL TIOLOV TIpoopileTal n Xprion Tou.
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TEAoG, yla Tn cuvtripnon Tou HovtéAou Ba mpémel va cUAAEYoUE Ta vEa SeSopéva TTou
TPOKUTITOUV amd 1o TPOPBANUA Tou KOAOUUAOTE Vo AUCOUME KOL VO TIPOYUATOTOLOUE
KOTAAANAEG EVEPYELEC OE TIEPLMTWON TIOU TO CUCTNUA TTOpoucLalel Bépata. AKOUO OE QUTO TO
otadlo dppovtiloupe To cuoTnUA va eivat evnpepwpévo Sivovtag Tou Kawvoupyla dedopéva Kal
TIPAYLATOTIOLWVTOG EMOVEKTIALOEVOELS OMOTE Kpilvetal amapaitnto. TéAlog, Ba mpeémel va
yivovtal taktikol éAeyxol oto cuotnua yla t Statripnon tou fairness KoL o€ MEPUTTWOELG TTOU
Slakpivetal bias oTIg LETPAOELS va XpnoLoutolouvtal epyaleia yla to mitigate tou bias autou.
210 emMOuevo Kepalalo TG epyaciag Ba yivel avaluon o KAoLa open source epyaAeia t0oo
Yl TOUG EAEYXOUG TOU CUCTAHATOC yLa bias.
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Kedalaio 3: Xprion epyaleiwv yia EAeyxoug
HNXOVIKwV Stadikacww yia bias

210 kepAAalo auto Ba avaAUCCOUUE PEPLKA OO TA TILO YVWOoTA open source toolkits
TIOU XPnolhomolouvtal crpepa amnd ML experts aAAd kat Policymakers yia bias audits mavw o€
datasets cuotnuatwv ML. Oa yivel xprion twv toolkits autwv yla €éAeyxo bias oe dtadopetika
dataset kat Ba yivel avaAuon Twv PETPLKWYV TIOU XpnoLiomnolndnkav o kabéva amd autd aAld
KOl TWV TILWV TouG. AKOpa Ba avaAUCGOUPE TO KWLKA TTOU XpNnoLlomnolnonke og kABe epyaleio
KaBwg KaL Ta AmoTEAEGUATA TOUG.

Aequitas
Me to Aequitas (Pedro Saleiro, et al, 2018) e€etaloupe €va cUvolo SeSouévwy yLa TO
av mAnpouvtal ot €€1¢ CUVONKEG :
1. false positive rate parity
2. false negative rate parity
3. false discovery rate parity
4. false omission rate parity
Me to false positive rate parity e€aodpaiiloupe otL ta protected groups €xouv to 610
nooooto false positive amoteAeocpdtwyv pe auvto twv reference groups. AmoteAel onuavtiki
mpoUmOBeon yla CUCTAMOTO HUE TILWPENTIKO XapOKTAPA Kal TmBavo SUCUEVEC OMOTEAECUA,
onwg yla mapadeypa to COMPASS, 1o false positive parity e€aodalilel 6tL ol ubBavotnteg va
umnapyxel AavBaopéva high score yia reoffend oe évav kpatoUpevo mou Sev umotponiaoe, Ba
elval loeg peTAL paUpwWV Kal AEUKWV KpaToUeVwYV Kat Sivetat amnd Toug TUMoUG :

FP.; i F . " )
=Py =1|Y =0.A=q)

g

FPR, =

Me 1o false negative rate parity e€aopaiiletal 0t OAa Ta protected groups €xouv Sl
nocoota false negative pe autd twv reference groups, yla mapddelypo otn MePIMTWon Tou
COMPASS efaodalilet otL oL mBavotnteg ywa misclassification evog kpatoUpevou Tou
unotponiaos wg low risk Ba elvat dleg yla pavpoug kot AEUKOUG KPOTOUUEVOUG.. ATTOTEAEL
ONUAVTIKA UETPLKNA VLol CUCTAUATO UE assistive TapeUPACELG KOL TO VA N cUpePAapBAVOUUE
€va atopo oto set pmopel va £xel Suopevr) amoteAéopata yla ekeivo. Me auTo TO KpLTHpLO
e€aopaiiloupe OtL g Aelmouv atopa amnod Ta group pe Sucavahoyo TPOTo Kal SlveTal amo Toug
TUTIOUG :

FN, e . :
LR: =Pr(Y=0|Y=1A4A=a)

FNR, =
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Me to kputiplo false discovery rate pariry e€aodaliloupe otL ta protected groups Ba
g€xouv efioou avahoya false positives péoa oto emileyuévo set oe oxéon pe ta reference
groups. MNa va mAnpeital to kpurriplo dnAadn Ba mpémnel va €xoupe loa false positive errors oe
OAa ta groups, dnAadn oto cuotnua COMPASS ol miBavotnteg yia low risk classification va
elval ave€dptnteg Tou protected attribute race. Xpnoiuomnoleital ya punitive cuotipata kKat
otav €MAEYOUME €va PLKPO group yla mapepBaocelg kabwg avadépetal otnv avaloyia Twy
false positive wg mpog tig Betikéc mMpoPAEYELS TOU group Kal OXL Tou cuvoAlou tou dataset.
AlveTal oo Toug TUmouG :

FDRy= 220 —Pr(y =0|V =1,4 = ay)

9= PP,

TéAog, yla to kpitriplo false omission rate parity, yla va mAnpeitat Oa mpémnet va €xoupe
e€loov avaloya false negatives ota protected groups Tou pn emAeyUévou set o€ ox£on UE Ta
reference groups. INUOVTIKO KPLTANPLO ylot assistive TapeUPACEL OMOU TIPEMEL v
e€aodalioovpe OtL g Aetmouv Atopa amod groups He SucavAAOyo TPOTO. XTo TapPAdeLya ToU
COMPASS False Omisison Rate parity opiletol L00TNTO TWV MOCOOTWV TwWV AavOaouEVwv
apvNTIKWV TIPOoBAEPEWV WG TTPOCG TO GUVOAO TWV APVNTIKWV TPOPAEPEWV UETALY TWV AEUKWVY
KoL TWV HOUPWV KPATOUHEVWY. ALVETAL OO TOUC TUTIOUG :

FN, Vo1V ‘
I —Pr(Y=1|Y=0A=a)

FOR, = 5% =
=g

Mo va umoloyiotel av TANPoUvToL Ol TOPONMAVW OCUVONKEC OUWC OapXLKa Ba TpEmMeL va
umtoAoyicBouv KAmoleG AANEG PETPLKEC, OTWE GAVEPWVOUV KAl Ol HaBnuatikol TUTIOL TToU TG
umoAoyilouv, oL omoleg eivat ol €€NG :
1. Predicted Positive :
O aplBudg twv entities péoa o€ €va group yla TI OTOLEG TO CUOTNUA TOLPVEL
anodAocelg pPe BeTiko amotédeopa ( y=1 ).

Pr

2. Total Predicted Positive :
O ouVvoALKOG aplBUOC Twy entities e Betikd prediction péoa os éva dataset.

- A=a,

=1y
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3. Predicted Negative :
O aplBudg twv entities péoa oe €va group ylo TI OTOLEG TO CUOTNUA TOLPVEL
anodAoceLg Pe apvnTiko amotéAeopa ( y=0 ).

PN,

4. Predicted Prevalence :
‘Eval KAAOHOL TWV OVTOTATWY HECA OE €va ETUAEYUEVO group Tou yivovral predict wg

BeTkEC.
PP o~ .
.P.P}’“f"i'q — |—|(j _= Pl'l“_‘l/ == J. | _-"1 — “.u_]
: i , . ,
4 , Omou |g| to oUVOAO TWV OVIOTNTWV TOU
dataset.

5. False Positive :
O aplBUOC TWV OVIOTNTWV PETA O€ €va group omou y=1 kot y=0.

FFy

6. False Negative:
O aplBUOC TWV OVTOTATWY HETA O€ €va group omou y=0 kat y=1.

FN,

7. True Positive :
O aplBUOC TWV OVTOTATWY HETA O€ €va group omou y=1 kat y=1.
T'r
8. True Negative :
O aplBuOC TwV ovIoTNTWV PEoa o€ €va group omou y=0 kot y=0.

Iy,

9. Predicted Positive Rate :
To oUVOAO TwV OVTOTATWV TOU £xouv BeTikd prediction TOU AVAKOUV OE CUYKEKPLUEVO
group (mota anod ta BeTika predictions avadEpovtal o Evo GUYKEKPLUEVO group).

PF . -~ \

J —Pr(A=a|Y =1)
K , omou K 1o daBpolopa Ttwv OeTikwv
anoteAeopdtwy (True Positive + False Negative).

PPR, =
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Mo TNV KAAUTEPN KATOWONOoN TWV UETPLKWY aAAA Kal Twv dtadopwv Toug ag untobBecou e OTL
€XOUUE €va oUVOAo Ue TI poPAEPELS TwY amoteAeoudTwy Twv teoT and Total delypata. Ta
TeOT ou PBynkav BeTikd kal o eéetaldopevog ATav Oovtwe Betikog eivatl A (True Positive), ta
AavBaopéva Betikd eival B (False Positive), Ta apvnTikd mOU ATOV TPAYUATL APVNTIKO TO
Selypa C (True Negative) kat ta AavBacpéva apvntika D (False Negative).

TéNog, To oUVOAO TwV BeTIkwWY amoteAeopdTtwy gival Ttp , To oUVOAO Twv apvntikwyv Ttn, T
oUVOAO TWV TEALKA AppwoTwV e€etalopevwy Td kal To cUVOAO Twv uyelwv Tnd. Etol €xoupe Tov
€€n¢ nivaka :

Disease Non Disease Total

(number) (number) (number)
Positive A (True Positive) B (False Positive) Ttp
(number)
Negative C (False Negative) D (True Negative) Ttn
(number)

Td Tnd Total

* Positive predicted value tou mapadsiypotog pog divetat amno tn oxéon : A/(A+B)

* Negative Predicted value tou mapadeiypatoc poag divetat anod tn oxeon : D/(D+C)

* Prevalence value tou napadeiypatog pog divetat amno t oxéon : Td/Total

* Predicted Prevalence Value o aplBuog twv predicted positive / Total = (A/(A+B))/ Total

* Predicted Positive Rate o aptBuog twv predicted positive / Td = (A/(A+B) / Td .
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Mo va tpé€oupe To aequitas mavw o€ éva cUvolo Sebopevwy Ba mpenel va yivel popdomoinon
twv 6edopévwy wote va eival cupPatd pe to format mou amaltel to gpyaldeio. Apxika
npootiBetal header ota yvwpiopata tou dataset kot KpATAUE LOVO TO YWWPIOUOTO QUTA yLo Ta
omoia evdlapePOUAOTE yla TOUG €AEYXOUC KOl Tn TLUA TIOU TPOKUTITEL amd to task mou
neplypadel 1o dataset. Itnv mepimtwon tou dataset mou XPNOLUOTMOLRONKE O QUTAV TNV
epyaoia, to task mou edapuoletal sival classification amdé 1o omoio mpokUmtel n oTUAN
label_value kot amné to cuvolo twv attributes kpatrBnkav Ta e€nc:

* entity_id

* label_value
* score

* education

e gender

* race

Sdlatnpwvtag to csv format tou apxeiov.

Tpéxovtag tnv evtoAn df.head() yivetar ektimwon evog mivoka pe ta 5 attributes mou
kpatrjoape oto apxeio. To attribute label _value onwg avadépetal kal mapandvw AmoteAEL TO
anotéAeopa tou classification tou dataset kat amoteAel tnv mpoBAedn TOU CUCTAUATOC YLa TO
av oL ovtotnNTeG poPAEMETAL Va €xouv elc0Snua >50.000 (1) ; <=50.000 (0).

mwy

In [3@]: df = pd.read csv(r"C:\Users\chris\Desktop\adult rf binary.csv"]

df .head()
out[3e]:

entity_id label_value score education gender race

0 5794 1 10 HS-grad Male White

1 26705 0 1.0 Assoc-voc  Female White

2 3474 0 1.0 Bachelors Female White

3 31797 0 1.0 Some-college IMale White

4 26674 0 0.0 Bachelors Male White

Ewkova 4: mivakog pe headers twv attributes peta tn popdomnoinon touv dataset.

JTn OUVEXELA, UMOPOUUE PE Tn xprnon tou diverging pallete, pia péBodo amod t BLBALOORAKN
seaborn ylwa dnuloupyia ypadpnuatwy pe SLadopeTIKA xpwUaTa ylo Tn KaBs otiAn, va Souue
Mw¢ Kototaoovtal ta label values pe Baon twv umolowuwyv attributes, onwg yivetal otnv
TIAPAKATW €lKOVA TIou BAEMOUUE To count Twv label_values oe oxéon pe 1o nwg xwpilovral Ta
entities oto yvwplopa race:
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In [6@]: label_by_race = sns.countplot{x="race",

label_value
-
- ]

White

Black Other

race

Asian-Pac-Islander

In [33]:

label_value
- 0
-]

count

2000

Male

Female
gender

hue="label_value", data=df[df.race.isin(['Black’, "W

dhite', "Azian-Pac-Islander”,’ Amsr-Inc

4

label by_sex = sns.countplot(x="gender", hue="label walue", data=df, palette=aq_palette)

Elkova 5: Alaypappoata pe count Twv label values w¢ mpog To race kat to gender.

To Aequitas pac smutpenel va efetacoupe biases oe 0Aa ta subgroups oto cuvoAo
debopévwy dnuloupywvtag €va mivaka ocuyxuong (confusion matrix) yla kaBe subgroup kat
umoloyilovtac peTplkéC False Positive Rate, False Omisison Rate KktAm, onwg daivetat

TOPOKATW:
+ = A B 2 ¥ PRin B C W Code v
In [35]: g = Group()
xtab, = g.get crosstabs(df)
absolute metrics = g.list absolute metrics(xtab)
In [37]: xtab[['attribute_name', 'attribute_value'] + absolute_metrics].round(2)
out[37]:
attribute_name attribute_value tpr tnr for fdr fpr fnr npv precision ppr pprev prev
0 education 10th 072 000 100 085 100 028 000 005 004 098 006
1 education 11th 047 001 073 098 099 053 027 002 004 0897 004
2 education 12th 075 002 050 085 098 025 050 005 001 097 007
3 education 1st-4th 050 002 050 098 098 050 050 002 001 096 004
4 education 5th-6th 075 000 100 096 100 025 000 004 001 099 005
5 education Tth-8th 100 002 000 096 088 000 100 004 002 098 004
6 education 9th 075 001 067 09 099 025 033 004 002 098 005
7 education Assoc-acdm 036 011 071 086 083% 064 029 014 003 074 029
8 education Assoc-voc 042 012 067 083 083 058 033 017 004 074 030

Ewkova 6: MNivakag pe HETPIKEC TTOU UTtoAoyilovTal
TIOPVOUE TIG UETPLKEC YyLa TN KABE TN Tou KABe yvwpiopatog, Eekvwvtag amnod tig Sitadopeg
TIUEG TOU yvwplopatog education, otn cuvéxela yla Tig U0 TIUECG Tou yvwplopatog gender kot
TEAOG TIG SLAdopeC TIHEC TOU yvwplopatog race(0mwg otolyilovtal otov apxlko Tivaka tng

glkovag 4).

KoL

Ol TIMEC TOUC. 2TOV TIAPATOVW TIvVaKa
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‘Exovtag to dataframe tou group counts Kkat group value bias metrics pmopolue va
UTTOAOYLOOUHE PETPLKEG yLa Ta subgroups wg EAG:
In [51]: aqp=Plot()

In [52]: fnr = agp.plot group metric(xtab, 'fnr')

WARNING:matplotlib.text:posx and posy should be finite values
WARNING:matplotlib.text:posx and posy should be finite values

FNR (Model 0)
_

ks 0.67
Other (Num: 73
race 1 Blacel{fnm 967) 0,580'62 .
- 3 As:an—P?c—lslander (Num: 303), 0.66
Amer-Indian-Eskimo (Num: 100), 0.40
gender

P.GS

Female (Num: 3,199), 0.59
Some-college (Num: 2,207), 0.57

Prof-school (Num- 178), 0.90

Masters (Num: 481), 0 86

Bochaiars (Num: 15451878

HS-grad (Num: 3,214), 0.46

education Assoc-voc (Num: 406), 0.58
Assoc-acdm (Num: 303), 0.64

9th (Num: 151), 0.25

7th-8th (Num: 183), 0.00
5th-6th (Num: 79), 0.25
e T—— 1st-4th (Num: 45), 0.50

11th (Num: 341) e vy 0.5

10th (Num: 292), 0.28
0.0 02 04 06 08 10

Absolute Metric Magnitude

Ewova 7: Avaluon false negative rate yla kaBe yvwplopa. Itnv €lkova BAEMOUUE AVOAUTIKA TLG
TIWEC KABe TWNAG Twv 3 yvwplopdtwyv tou dataset mou e€etaloupe yla bias, oL ormoieg
QVTLOTOLXOUV ME AUTEG OO TOV Ttivaka TG ELKOVAG 6 oTn oTAAN fnr tou mivaka.

Mopd£g eEmppong ot LNXOVLKA LABNOT, TEXVLKEG EVTOTILOMOU Kot artoduyng
/MavBdémnoulog Xpriotog
28



‘Exoupe tn SuvatotnTa va CUMMEPLAAVOULE Uia 1) TIEPLOCOTEPG UETPLKES , AKOUA KOL OAEG TLG
METPIKEG pall otnv evtoAn N akoua va BAAoUUE Kal Oplo yla to eAdxLoto péyebog Twv group
TIoU BEANOUIE VO EUTIEPLEXOVTOAL OTO SLAYPAULAL.

PPREV (Model 0) PPR (Model 0) FDR (Model 0)

Male (Num: 6.570) 070
gender

‘ Female (Num: 3,199}, 0.90

Male (Num: 6,570} 061 Male (Num: 6.570), 0.86

Female (Num: 3,199), 0.39 Female (Num: 3,199). 0.95

‘ Some-college (Num- 2,207), 0.82 Some-college (Num: 2,207), 0.24 Some.college (Num: 2,207), 0.80
education * HS-grad (Num: 3,214), 0 87 HS-grad (Num: 3.214), 0.37 HS-grad (Num: 3,214), 0.90
‘ Bachelors (Num: 1,632}, 0.55 Bachelors (Num: 1,632), 0.12 Bachelors (Num: 1,632, 0.84
00 02 04 s 08 10 00 02 04 06 08 10 oo 02 04 08 o8 10
Absolute Metric Magnitude ABsolute Metric Magniude Absolute Metric Magnitude
FOR (Model 0) FPR (Model 0) FNR (Model 0)

race

White (Num: 8,326)

Male (Num: 6.570) 069 Male (Num: 6.570). 0.87 Male (Num: 6.570)
gender

‘ Female (Num: 3,199) 068 Female (Num-: 3,199), 0.97 Female (Num: 3,199), 0.59

‘ Some-college (Num: 2,207), 0.| Some-college (Num. 2.207). 092 Some-college (Num: 2,207), 053
education ﬁ HS-grad (Num. 3.214), 0.54 HS-grad (Num: 3,214), 0.93 HS-grad (Num. 3.214), 0.46
‘ Bachelors (Num: 1.632). | Bachelors (Num: 1,632}, 0 78 Bachelars (Num: 1,632), 078
00 02 da s 08 10 a0 oz 04 06 08 10 oo 0z 04 06 a8 10
Absolute Metric Magnitude Absolute Metric Mognitude Absolute Metric Mognitude

<Figure size 432x288 with 0 Axes>

Elkova 8: Npadnua e TIG LETPLKEG yla TO YVwpliopata race, gender, education.

MNa tov umoloylopd Tou Bias w¢ MPog TO yvwplopa race oto oUVoAo Sedopévwv Tmou
efetalovpe eAéyxw TO disparity Twv HETPLKWVY TIOU UTIOAoyloape yla KABe yvwplopa
XPNOLLOTIOLWVTAG £Va aTTO TA YyVWPLloHATA 0UTA W onpelo avadopds we e€Nc:
DISPARITYrnrR=FNRBLack / FNRwHITE

MrmopoUue va SnULOUPYNOOUKE €va TivaKa TIOU va eumeplEXel OAa ta disparities yla Tig
ovtoTNTEG TOU dataset f va e€etaooou e yla KaBe group ta disparities Twv SLAPopwV PETPIKWV
tou fairness.

In [13]: # View disparity metrics added to dataframe
bdf[['attribute name', 'attribute value'] +
b.list_disparities(bdf) + b.list_significance(bdf)].style

U attribute_name attribute_value fdr_disparity fnr_disparity for_disparity fpr_disparity npv_disparity ppr_disparity pprev_disparity precision_disparity tnr_
0 education 10th 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 nan 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000
1 education 11th 1.025227 1.920000 0727273 0.990798 10.000000 1.149828 0.984802 0.468298 1
2 education 12th 0.991332 0.800000 0.500000 0.981481 10.000000 0.390244 0.982338 1.182692 1
3 education 1st-4th 1.023086 1.800000 0.500000 0.976744 10.000000 0.149826 0.972203 0.513417 1
4 education 5th-6th 1.007159 0.800000 1.000000 1.000000 nan 0.271777 1.004543 0.849112

Ewkova 9: ded)nua u:é 10 Tivaka ué T disp;arities oto dataframe.
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Akopa to Aequitas pag Sivel tn duvatotnta va dnuloupynocoue ypadnuata pe ta disparities
TWV HETPLKWV yLa KAOe yvwplopa wg €EAG:
n [16]: ap.disparity(bdf, metrics, 'race’, fairness threshold = disparity tolerance)

ut[16]: ) .
Disparities on Race

Times Smaller Equal Times Larger
Groups

Click to highlight a grou

+ White [RE

[

FPR

== 5=

® Black

+4

TPR | yot—e

The metric value for any group should not be 1.1 (or more) imes smaller or larger than that of the reference group White.
Ewéva 10: Mpadnua pe disparities oe kdBe PeETPLKA YL TO Yyvwplopa race. MapatnpoUpE TIG
TWHEC Twv disparities yla KAOs PETPLKA yLa TO yvwplopa race oto dataset adult income? pe
onuelo avadopdg TIG TIUEG TwWV UETPLKWY Tou group White. Mapatnpoupe otL ta FPR kot FDR
TLALPVAVE ToV €AEYX0 OvVTag evtog Tou threshold (1.1) mou opioape kat to TPR va amotuyyAveL.

1https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Census+income
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https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Census+Income

Enilong éxoupe SuvatoTNTA KOL YLOL TLG MOAUTEG TLHEG TWV HETPLKWV YLa KABE yvwplopa ite va
npootebouv oto mivava tou dataframe rj og popodn ypadriuatog onwe kot ta disparities.

In [43]: ap.absolute(bdf, metrics, ‘race’, fairness_threshold = disparity_tolerance)

out[43]:
Absolute values by Race

Groups

Click to highlight a group.

+ Whit
FPR 1 o .

FDR ] -—o

TPR -, o

The metric value for any group should not be 1.1 (or more) times smaller or larger than that of the reference group White
Ewova 11: Mpadnua pe amOAUTEG TIUEC UETPLKWV YlA TO YVWPLOUA race. XTo TMOpASELlypa
BAEMOUE OTL OL ATOAUTEC TWV PETPIKWV FPR kat FDR matpvave tov EAeyxo yLol OAQ TIG TILEC TOU
YVWPLoUaTOC race wotooo n PeTPK TPR amotuyyavel.
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TENOG , UMTOPOULE VO KAVOULE TO TEALKO summary yla ta yvwpiopota tou dataset yla va
KAVOUE €AeyX0 yla TO AV UTAPXEL TpokatdAnyn yla kAmowo amd autd. Xto dataset mou
e€eTaloue KAVOVTAG TO summary yla To protected groups race kat gender maipvoupe ta €€n¢
anoteAéopara :

In [62]: | EEEEEE = T GO Gl ]

disparity tolerance3=1.25
ap.summary (bdf,metrics3, 'gender’,fairness_threshold = disparity tolerance3)

out[62]:

Gender Parity Test
® Reference
® Pass

FNR PASS ®ia
Groups [ o
% Pop

FOR PASS
Groups . .
% Pop

FPR PASS
Groups . .
% Pop

FDR PASS

Groups . .
% Pop

TPR FAIL

Groups L] L2

% Pop.

Ewkova 12: TeAikd summary ywa Tto protected attribute gender yiwa 10 dataset
(https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Census+income ).
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In [63]: ap.summary(bdf,metrics3, 'race’,fairness_threshold = disparity_tolerance3)

out[63]:
e Parity Test

[ ]
® Pas
® Fa

FNR FAIL

Groups . . . . .

% Pop

FOR PASS

Groups . . . . .

% Pop

FPR PASS

Groups . . . . .

% Pop

FDR PASS

Groups . . . . .

% Pop

TPR FAIL

Groups 0000

% Pop rom—

Ewova 13: TeAikd6 summary ywa To protected attribute race yw Tto dataset
(https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Census+income ).

Ma va TepAoel Tov €Aeyxo To yvwplopa Tou dataset Ba mpémel n T tou disparity tng kabe
HETPIKNG va un Eemepvael to fairness threshold mou €xoupe opioel (oTo cUOTNUA HAC EXOUUE
oploel threshold pe tipn 1.25) , SnAadn n TN TNG LETPLKNAC Yol KATOWo group && Ba mpémel va
elvat 1.25 (7 meploocotepo) PopeG HeyaAUTEPN N UIKPOTEPN AnMd aUTA TNG METPLKAG TOU
reference group.

To dataset eival fair wg mpog éva yvwplopa otav OAEC Ol UETPLKEG TTALPVAVE TOV EAEYXO. ITO
KO pag mapadelypa e€etaloupe av Umapxel Bias évavil Twv protected attributes race kot
gender, evw Tt0 education amotelel unprotected group omote &g pag evlladEpel va To
g€etaooupe yla bias. Ano T SUo ekoveg (Ewkova 12, Ewkova 13) umopoU e va mapatnpiooUE
otL oto dataset mou efetaloupe uTtapxel bias TOCO evavTia TOU yVwpPLloOpOTOG race 000 Kol
gVAvVTIO Tou yvwplopatog gender, kaBwg Sev MalpvAVE TOV EAEYXO OE OAEC TIG METPLKEG.
JUYKeKPLUEVQ, 0TO Yvwplopa gender (Elkova 12) amotuyXAveL va TEPACEL TOV EAEYXO N UETPLKNA
True Positive énAadn to disparity tou protected group female eival 1,25 pikpotepo anod to
reference group male. Evw kot 1T0 yvwplopa race (Ewova 13) amotuyxavel epocov ta
disparities twv petpkwv False Negative Rate kal True Positive Rate &gv elval evtog tou opiou
Tlou €xoupe oploel (1.25).
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Themis-ML

Ma tov unoAoylopo bias oto dataset to Themis-ML (Niels Bantilan,2017) mepléxel tig
puetaPAntég mean difference kot normalized mean difference.

To mean difference unmoAoyilel tn dtadpopa petalv p(y+ | sO) kat p(y+ |s1), SnAadn tn
puéon Stadopd petall twv nmibavotntwy Twv privileged group va €xouv Betikn mPoBAedn kat
Twv mBavotntwv twv Unpriviledged groups va £xouv Betiki mpoPAsdn. Ou THEC TOU
Kupaivovtol amo -1 swg 1, omou -1 anoteAel avtiotpodn dwakpion dSnAadn suvoikn mpog Tn
pelovotnta (omou ta sl €xouv OAa labels y- kot sO €xouv OAa labels y+) kat 1 n mepintwon
kaBapn¢ guvoikng dtakplong mpog to reference group(omou ta sO £xouv OAa labels y- kat si
€xouv OAa labels y+).

Evw to normalized mean difference to omoio maipvel kot auto TpéEG amo -1 ewg 1,
tornoOeteital peETAlU aUTWV TwV TIHWV Baclopevo oto péyloto mbavo bias oe éva dataset
debopévou Twv Betikwy labels. YroAoyiletal Statpwvtag to mean difference evog yvwpilopatog
LLE TO CUVOAO TWV BETIKWV amoteAeopdtwy (Dman).

*  NMD= MD / Dmax

Ooov adopd 10 gpyaleio KaBeautd TPV TN XPHON Tou OMwE Kol oto Aequitas mou
npoavadEpape Ba MPEMEL MPpWTA va Yivouv ol KATAAANAEG TPOTOTOLOELG TwV SedopEvwy
WwoTe va givat cupBatd pe T uedddoug tou epyaleiou. Apxikd StoBaloupe to dataset® kat Ta
headers Twv yvwpLopaTwy Tou. 2Tn cuvéxela opiloupe to target value dnAadn to yvwplopa yla
TO omoio amoteAel TIG MPOPAEYPELC TOU CUOTIUATOG TTOU OTN CUYKEKPLUEVN TEpIMTWON lval To
yvwplopa income_gt_50k. 2tn ouvéxela, opiloupe ta protected attributes mou oto dataset tou
napadelyparog anoteAdovv Ta yvwplopata sex kat citizenship. Mo Tov uMtOAoyLOUO TwV mean
difference kat normalized mean difference Ba petatpéPoupe TIG TIHEC TWV 2 auTWV attributes

[9]: print("Mean difference scores:")
print("protected class = sex: %0.83f, 95%% CI [#8.03f-%0.03f]" %
mean_difference(income gt 5@k, sex))

Mean difference scores:
protected class = sex: 0.076, 95% CI [0.875-0.078]

[18]: print("\nNormalized mean difference scores:")
# normalized mean difference
print(
normalized mean difference(income gt 58k, sex)[@])

Mormalized mean difference scores:
B.5894238415848376

2https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Census-Income+%28KDD%29
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oe 0 kat 1 kalL €mewta TPEXOUME TG evioAég mean_difference(income_gt 50k, sex) kat
normalized_mean_difference(income_gt_ 50k, sex)[0] kal maipvoupue ta €€NG amoteAéopata :
Ewéva 14: AnoteAéopata md kat nmd yLo To yvwpLopa sex.

[22]: print("Mean difference scores:")
print(“"protected class = sex: %0.03f, 95X%% CI [#0.03f-%0.03f]" %
mean_difference(income gt 50k, citizenship))

Mean difference scores:
protected class = sex: ©.088, 95% CI [9.005-0.011]

[23]: print("\nNormalized mean difference scores:")
# normalized mean difference
print(
normalized mean difference(income gt Sek, citizenship)[e])

Mormalized mean difference scores:
8.11709705026646035

1 ]:

Ewova 15: AmoteAéopata md kat nmd yLa To yvwplopa citizenship.

A0 TO TEAIKA OUTOTEAEOMOTA TWV METPLKWV Twv U0 yvwplopdtwyv yla To dataset tou
napadeiypatoc pag?, mapatnpoUpe OtL untdpxel Bias w¢ mpog to protected attribute sex ko
OUYKEKPLUEVA WG Tpo¢ TN T female kaBwg kal ywa to yvwplopa citizenship aAAa oe
HIKPOTEPO BaBOUO.ZUYKEKPLUEVA YLOL TO YVWPLOUA sex (elkova 14) éxoupe md pe TR 7.6% Katl
mou pavePWVEL OTL To cuotnua eival biased wg mpo¢ 1o unpriviledged group énAadn Tig
ovtotnteg pe T female, avtiotowxa kot n petpwkky nmd 0.5894 davepwvel OTL T
anoteAéopaTa lval €uVoikd yla Ta dtopa pe T male. AvtiBeta n katnyopia citizenship
(ewdva 15) €xel moAU xapnAnR twn oto md (0.8%) mou Selyvel OtL TO clOTNUA TELWVEL va Un
napouaotaletl mpokatadAnyn yla TG Stadopeg TIHEC TOU yvwplopatog citizenship. Avtiotolya kot
n METPKN nmd eival apketd kovtd oto 0 wote va Bewpolpe fair To clOTNUA WS TPOG TO
yvwplopa citizenship.

2https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Census-Income+%28KDD%29
Mopd£g eEmppong ot LNXOVLKA LABNOT, TEXVLKEG EVTOTILOMOU Kot artoduyng
/MavBdémnoulog Xpriotog
35



https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Census-Income+(KDD)

AIF360

AkOpo €va apketd onpavtko toolkit mou €xouv otn &udBeony toug ot ML Experts
anoteAel 1o AIF360 tng IBM. To AIF360 (Bellamy et al, 2018) &laBétel mavw amnd 70
SL0POPETIKEG HETPLKEG yla TOV UTOAoylopd tou fairness oe predictive ouotiuata Tou
xpnotpourolovv Stadlkacieg pnxavikng pabnong. Ztnv epyacia autr Ba S0UUE KATIOLEG Ao
QUTEC, OVOAUOVTAC TOV OPLOUO TOUC KOlL TO TPOTIO UTTOAOYLOUOU TOUG OAAG KOl KAVOVTaC Xpron
TOUG péoa o€ éva Tapadelypa pe dataset. OL PETPLKEG OTLG omoieg Ba avadepBol e eival ot
29[

* Mean Difference:

Onwg eibape kot oto toolkit Themis_ml mapamdvw n petpiky mean difference

avadépetal otn Stadopd HeTalu Twv TUOAVOTATWVY yla BETIKO aMOTEAECUA HETAEV

privileged kat unpriviledged groups. Ot TpéG Tou Kupaivovtal amnd -1 ewg 1, émou -1

arnoteAel avtiotpodn Stakplon dnAadn euvoikr mpog T KelovotnTa Kat 1 n mepinmtwon

kaBapn¢ euvoikng Slakplong mpog to reference group.

To mean difference amoteAel petpikni ywa umoloylwopd bias ota dedopéva Tou CUOTAHUATOG
wotooo 1o AIF360 bivel oToug xprRoTeg kal Tn duvatotnta va urtoAoyilouv PETPLKEC yla To bias
miou dnuloupyeital ota dedopéva amo Tov alyopLBo TIou XPNOLUOTOLEL TO CUCTNUA, OTIWG:
* Statistical Parity Difference:
Avadépetal otn Sladopd TwV TOCOOTWV TWV BOETIKWV ONMOTEAECUATWY HETALY
privileged Kat unpriviledged groups (rx yia To yvwplopa gender n LETpKn avadEpeTal
otn Sdadopd Twv rate tou group He T “male” mou eixe Betikn MPoPAeeL TPog TN
peTaBAnT otoxo Uelov To rate Tou group pe Tiun “female” mou eixe Betikn mpoPAedin
yla tnv target variable). H tiun mou ¢avepwvel 0tL To cuotnua ivat anoAuta fair eivatl
T0 0 KOl To cUVOAO TLHWV TNG LETPLKAG Kupaivovtal amnd -0.1 £wc 0.1.

* Disparate Impact:
AvadEpetal otnv  ovaloylot TwV TOCOOTWV TWV OETIKWV OIMOTEAECUATWY TOU
ouvotnuato¢ Twv privileged kot unpriviledged groups. To amoAuto fairness
ETITUYXAVETAL OTAV N TN TNG HETPLKAG €ival ion pe 1.0. Na tpég DIkl to ocvotnua
Tpoodidel meploooTEPA MpovouLa ota privileged groups, evw yla Tipég DI>1 to cuotnua
npoodidel meploodTEpa TPovoula ota unpriviledged groups. OU TWMEC TIG HETPLKAG
Kupaivovtoat amno 0.8 £wg 1.25.
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* Equal Opportunity Difference:

Avadépetat otn Sadopd petaty twv True Positive Rates petagl privileged kat
unpriviledged groups oto clotnua mou e¢etaloupe. To TPR avadépetal oto ratio Twv
True Positives mpog tov aptBud twv Actual Positives oto cUotnud pag ( Omwg eidape Kot
oto Aequitas). Na va €xoupe amoAuto fairness oto cUOTNUA pog Oa TPEMEL N TIUA TNG
HeTaBANTAG va eivat 0. Av EOD<0 tote to privileged group €xeL meplocotepa povouLa
oto ovotnua, aAAlwg av EOD>0 to Unpriviledged group Ba €xeL meplocoTeEpA TPOVOLAL.
H tiuég tic petpikng Equal Opportunity Difference kupaivovtal petagy -0.1 kat 0.1.

* Average Odds Difference:
Avadépetal otn dtadopd petaly twv False Positive Rates (False Positives/Negatives)
kat True Positive Rates (True Positives/Positives) petay privileged kat unpriviledged
groups. Na amnoAuto fairness oto cuoTnuUA N TN TNG UETPLKAG Ba mpémel va eival 0. H
T AOD>0 &eiyvel otL to privileged group eival oe mo mpovoulakn B€on, evw yla
AOD<0 to unpriviledged group eival autd pe tn mpovoulakotepn Béon oto cvotnua. H
TLUEG KOL OE QUTH TN LETPLKA Kupaivovtal and -0.1 £€wg 0.1.

* Theil Index:
H pETPIKN avadEPETAL OTNV EVIPOTILA TOU TIPOVOUIOU TwV atopwv Héoa oto dataset, pe
alpha=1. MetpdelL TNV aviooTNTO OTNV TOTMOBETNON TMPOVOUiwV HETOED TWV ATOHWV.
I6avikn TN yla anoAuto fairness eivat to 0. Ta xaunAd okop otn UETPLKA delxvouv OTL
To ouoTnua Telvel va ival fair , evw ta uPnAotepa okop Seixvouv OTL TO CUCTNA TELVEL
va eival biased.

d1sp_1mp_arr_orlg.appendimetric_TesT Det| Ulsparate
<IPython.core.display.Markdown object»
Classification threshold used = 8.2872

a1%| IR

Balanced accuracy = 8.7437

Statistical parity difference = -6.3588
Disparate impact = 8.2794

Average odds difference = -8.3181

fqual opportunity difference = -8.376%
Theil index = 8.1129

< N N R

Ewova 16: Anore?\eouata xpnong AIF360 yLa UTIOAOYLOMO METPLKWY YLa UTIOAOYLOUO Tou bias
TIoU €lopéel ota SebSoUEva TOU OUOTAMATOC AOYw Tou aAyopiBuou mou XpnolUoToLleEl TO
oloTNUA yLa tn POPAsdn tou target value.
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KedaAawo 4: Bias mitigating algoritms

Y10 kedpalalo auto Ba yivel avadopd 0TOUC TLO ONUAVTIIKOUC aAyopLBUouG Pelwong Tou
bias ot dladikaole¢ pnxavikng pabnong, tnv emnidpacr tou¢ ota Sedopéva kal Ba
avaAUooupue pe éva apadelypa oto german credit data dataset pe toug alyoplBuoug peiwong
bias mou eumepléxovral oto gpyaleio Themis_ ML mou avadépetal oto kedpdAato 3. Itnv
epyaoio mou meplypadetal to epyaieio Themis_ ML (Bantilan, 2017) yivetal avadopd oTOUG
aAyOpLOHOUG AUTOUG KoL TOUG OVAAUEL OE KOTNYOPLEG WG EENG:

OL aAyopBuot ya bias mitigation Stakpivovtal oe:

* Pre-processing algorithms
* Model Estimators algorithms (In-processing)
* Post-processing algorithms
ZT0UG pre-processing aAlyoplBuoug evtdooovtal oL aAyoplOuot:
1. Relabelling (messaging) :

O aAyoplBuog kavel relabel ta target variables pe tétolo tPOMO WOTE va €UVVoEeL Ta

atopa mou avhkouv ota disadvantaged protected groups kat va umoBiBalet Ta atopa

mou PBpilokovtat ota advantaged groups. Evag ranker R (my logistic regression)
ekmatdevetal mavw oe D kat dnuiloupyolvrtal ranks yla kabe €va amnod ta observations.

Kamola ano ta observations pe ta peyaAUtepa ranks Xd,y—- mpodyovtat o Xd,y+, evw

Kamola. amo Ta observations pe ta xapunAotepa ranks Xa,y+ umoBiBalovrtal os Xa,y-

woTe n avaAoyia Twv y+ va gival ion ota Xd kat Xa. Ao emidpuAagelc yupw amd auth T

HEBoSO amoteAolv

1) To yeyovoc otL mapepPaivel 0To cUCTNUO XELPAYWYOVTOG TA Y Kl

2)otL  koBopilet amoAluta to fairness wG TNV  OpOLWOPOPdN  KATAVOMUN TWV

TTAEOVEKTNUATWV METAEUTWY Xa Kat Xd.

2. Reweighting:

O aAyoplBuog maipvel éva dataset D kal koatavépel Bapn oe kaBe observation

xpnolgomolovtag umod Opoug tTuBavotnteg pe Pdon ta y kot s. Meydda Bapn

Katovepovtal ota Xd,y+ kat Xa,y- , evw pkpd Bapn ota Xd,y- kat Xa,y+. Ta Bapu otn

OUVEXELDL XpnoLdomolouvtal ocoav input o€ poviéda mou umootnpilouv sample

observations pe Bdapn. Eva pelovéktnua TG HeB6Sou autng ival To yeyovog OtL dev

pmopoUv 6ot ot classifiers va evowpatwoouv observation weights katd t Stadikacia
eknaidevong touc.
3. Sampling:

O aAyoplBuog autog anoteleital and 2 pebodouc. H 1n adopd ™ detypatoAnPeia n

observations ano kaBe group, 6MOU N TO AVAPEVOUEVO HEYEBOC TwV group uToBETovTag

OTL €xouv opolopodn katavoun. H 2n adopd tn detypatoAnyeia twv observations pe

T(POVOULOKO TpOTo TiPog¢ Ta disadvantaged protected groups pe tn xprion evog ranker R,

napopoLla 6nwg to relabelling method. H dtadikaoia mepthapfavel tnv aviypadn Twv

top-ranked Xd,y+ kat Xa,y-, adaipwvtag ta top-ranked Xd,y- kat Xa,y+.
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Ztoug Model Estimation (In-processing ) aAyoplBuoug evtacoetal o alyoplOuog:

1.

Additive Counterfactual Fair Estimator(ACF)

Exmatdevel éva ypap ko HOVTEAO yla va ipoBAEnel kABe feature xpnoLUOMOLWVTAG WG
eloobdo tnVv mpootatevupévn KAAoN. TN cUVEXELO UTIOAOYLEL Ta UTTOAOLHATA eij LETAEY
Twv poPAEPewv Twy features Kal TwV MPAYUATIKWY TILWV TOUG yla kKaBe observation |
kalt kaBe feature j. To teAlkd povtélo ekmaldevetal ota eij oav features yua va
npoPAEPeL Ta Y.

Ytou¢ Post-processing aAyoplOuoug evtaooeTal o alyoplouoc:

1.

Reject-Option Classification (ROC):

Exmadevel évav apywko classifier oe dataset D, mapdayovtag predicted mbavotnteg oto
test set kot peta umoAoyilovtog tnv eyyvutnta kaBe prediction Bdaon Twv opilwv
anodaong mou €uabe o classifier. Méoa oto threshold tng kplowung meploxng 6, pe
0.5<6<1, ota Xd yivovtal assign Betika label values y+ kat ota Xa apvntikd label values

y-.

210 mapadadelypa mou akoAouBel Ba tpEfoue TG UAoToLoELg TTou TtpoodEpel To Themis_ML
(Bantilan, 2017) yia kamotoug amnod toug napandavw aiyoptbuouc ( ROC, ACF, RPA) kal Ba yivel
OXOALAOUOG TWV ATMOTEAECUATWY TOUG W TPOG TIG LETPLKEG mean difference kat utility.

To RPA amotelel pia naive fairness-aware mpooéyylon KOtd TNV oOmoia To ouotnua
ekmaldeveTal xwplg va meplapfavovtal ta protected attributes ota dedopéva exnaidevong.

Apxwa umohoyiloupe ta md kot nmd oto apxlkd dataset omwg akplBwg Kal oTo
napadelypa amno to kepdaAato 3.

Itn ouvéxela kavoupe load to dataset kat emiléyoupe ta features mou B€Aoupe va
KPOT)OOUE.

Byaloupe T petaBAntég mou oxetilovtal pe ta protected groups sex kal immigration
status.

Opiloupe to HOVTEAOD Hag Kal ekmaldevoupe to baseline model mou Ba eival To onueilo
avadopdg yLa tn cUKPLON TWV ATIOTEAECUATWV.

Exmatdevovpe ta povtéha B,RPA, ROC, ACF Kal KpOTAUE pla AlOTA PE TIG TIHEC TWV
HETPLKWV.

Tpéxoupe ta povteda xpnolunowwvtag 5-fold validation 10 ¢popég yia va npocBeocoupe
aBeBalotnTa yUpw amo TIG EKTIUNOELG TwV peTpriocwv. To 5-fold validation amoteAel pa
pEBodo kata tnv omoia ta dedopéva dlatpouvral oe 5 onueia (folds) kat kabe fold
Xxpnotlpormnoleital cav test set. H Stadikacia emavalappfavetotl péxpt 6Aa ta folds va
€xouv xpnolpomnolnBel wg test set.

Ta teAika anoteAéopata mou maipvoupe yla ta mean difference kot ta utility peta amno
kAaBe aAyoplOuo eival ta €€n¢:
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ax = mean_metrics.loc[reversed(["B", "RPA", "ROC", “ACF"])].plot(
kind="barh", figsize=(10@, 6),
xerr=stderr_metrics.loc[reversed(["B", "RPA", "ROC", "ACF"])],
legend=False);

ax.legend{loc="upper right', bbox_to_anchor=(1.3, 8.6))

ax.spines['right’'].set_visible(False)

ax.spines['left’'].set_visible(False)

ax.spines['top’'].set_visible(False)

ax.tick_params(axis='y', which='both', left='off')

ax.set_title(
"Fairness (mean diff) and Utility (auc) Metrics”, fontsize=18);

Fairness (mean diff) and Utility (auc) Metrics

B —

- —
5 BN mean diff sex
% . mean_diff_foreign
§ EEE auc_sex

N auc_foreign
ROC
-
ACF IIIlIl!!IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIt

T

00 01 02 03 04 05 06
Ewkova 17: Tpadnua pe tig peTpikéc Mean Difference kat utility peta amd xprijon kabe

aAydplBpou oto epyaleio Themis-ML tdvw oto german credit risk dataset® yia ta yvwpiopata
sex kot immigration status (foreign).

mean_metrics.loc[["B", "RPA", "ROC", "ACF"]].rename(
columns=lambda x: "mean(%s)" % x)

mean{mean_diff_sex) mean(mean_diff_foreign) mean(auc_sex) mean(auc_foreign)

condition
B 0.091543 0.264124 0619131 0.619131
RPA 0.072296 0.263176 0.618202 0.619060
ROC -0.040102 0.058324 0.554310 0.554310
ACF 0.030862 0.067540 0613583 0.615202

Ewova 18: Mivakag TIHWV HE Ta anoteAéopata Twy HeTplkwv Mean Difference kau Utility peta
™ xpnon kabe alyoplBuou oto epyaleio Themis-ML nmavw oto german credit risk dataset yia
Ta yvwplopata sex kot immigration status (foreign).

3https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Statlog+(German+Credit+Data)
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Mapatnpwviag to ypadpnuo Kol TwV TIVAKO TIHWV TwV HETPLKWV €PYXOUAOTE ota €E€NG
OUUTEPACUOTAL

H néBodog RPA pelwvel Tn HeTpLkn bias mean difference os oxéon e 10 ap)LlkO LOVTEAO
Baseline (B) kpatwvtacg tn petpikn utility otabepn).

Y10 yvwplopa foreign n péBodog RPA Sev éxel emibpaon otn twun MD og ox€on pe To B,
£TOL UMOPOULE VOl CUMTIEPAVOULE OTL OL haive fairness-aware mpooeyyloelg OMWCE TO va
adalpeig ta protected attributes amod to training dataset dgv eyyvwvtal anapaitnta OtL
To ovotnua Ba yivel fair.

H péBodog ROC pewwvel to MD oe oxéon e to Baseline povtéAo aAd wotoco pe
KOOTOG TN UElWoN oTn HETPLKN utility.

H uéBodog ROC €xeL apvnTIKN TLUN OTO YVWPLOUA sex KabBwg YETA Tov aAyoplBuo to
oloTNUA arod euvoiko 6oov adopd Tnv MPOPAeYN yia low credit risk tpog TIg ovtoTNTES
pe T male oto dataset, MA£ov gival euVoikO W TTPOC TIC OVTOTNTEG He TLUn female.
TéAog, n nEBodog ACF mapouaotdlel peiwon TG HETPLKAG bias MD kpatwvtag mapdAAnAa
™ T tou utility otaBepr) og oxéon e To povtéAo Baseline (B).
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AIF360

Ocov adopd toug bias mitigating algorithms 1o AIF360 (Bellamy et al, 2018) mapéxet
OpPKETEG eMIAOYEC oTouG ML Experts. 1o kepaAalo auto Ba yivel avaAucon KATOLWV Ao QUTEC
TLG UAOTIOLNOELG KoL Xprion toug oe dataset oxoAldlovtog Tig aAAQYEG TIOU TTAPATNPOUE OTLG
TLLEG TWV HETPLKWV TIOU XPNOLLOTIOLOUE YLt TOV UTtoAoyLlopd tou fairness oto dataset. Onwg
elbape kat oto Themis_ml mapamndvw, oL aAyoplBuol yla bias mitigation ywpilovtal avaloya
LE TO onuelo eméuPaong oto ocLOTNUO OE pre-processing, in-processing Kal post-processing. Ot
aAyoplBpuoL tou Ba EEETACOUE OTNV EPYACLO KATATACCOVTAL WG £EAGC OTLG 3 AUTEG KATNYOPLEC:

Pre-proccesing:
* Reweighing (Kamiran & Calders, 2012), aAyoplBuog pe tov onoio Snuioupyouvtal Bapn
yla ta training examples oe kaBe (group, label) cuduaouod pe StadopeTikd TPOTO WOTE
va e¢aodaliletal to fairness mpuv to classification.

Algorithm 3: Reweighing

1 Input (D, B, Class)
2 Qutput Classifier learnt on 7 without discrimination
: wilist := Weights(D, B, Class)

|

2: for All data objects in 12 do

3 Select the value v of B and ¢ of C'lass for the current data object

4:  Get the weight W from wilist for this combination of v and ¢ and assign W to the data object.
5: end for

6: Train a classifier on the balanced D

7: return Classifier with Non-discriminatory Constraint

Algorithm 4: Weights

1 Input (D, B, Class)
2 Qutput The list of weights for each combination of B- and C'lass-values.
for All v; € B do

I:

2 for All c; £ C do

3 Calculate expected probability Pesp(vi A cj) = Plvi) x Plej)in D

4; Calculate actual probability Pact (v; A cj) = P(w; Acg)in D

5 Weight W for the data object with B = v; and C'lass = ¢; will be %«Q
6 Add W, v; and ¢; in wtlist J
7 end for

8: end for

9: return wilist

Ewova 19: Weubokwbdikeg tou reweighing aAAd kat tng Snuoupylog¢ Twv Bapwv Tou
anodidovtal oTou¢ cuvduaoUoUG SESOUEVWV.
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— —r—

Sex  Ethnicity g‘iﬁ::' JobType  Class Sex  Ethnicity Elf_f;t_‘:_‘ JobType  ClL  Weight
m native h. school  board + m native h. school  board + 0.75
m native univ. board + m native univ. board + 0.75
m native h. school  board + m native h. school  board + 0.75
m non-nat. h. schonl  healthcare + m non-nat. h. school healthcare  + 0.75
m non-nat. univ. healthcare m non-nat. univ. healthcare 2

f non-nat. univ. education f non-nat. univ., education 0.67
f native h. school  education f native h. school  education 0.67
f native none healthcare + f native none healthcare  + 1.5
f non-nat. univ. education f non-nat. univ., education 0.67
f native h. school board + f native h. school board —+ 1.5

Ewkova 20: Dataset mpuv kal peta (6e€ld kal aplotepr) €lkova avtiotolya) tnv amovoun Bapwv
OTLG OVTOTNTEC.

Tpéxovtag tov alyoplBuo reweighing mavw oto Adult Census Income Dataset umoAoyilovtog
TIC MeTPKEG fairness Kkal accuracy HETA TN Xpnon tou oAAG Kal oto apxko dataset
TIOPOTNPOUUE Ta €€NC AMOTEAEOUATA:

015p _1mp_arr_orlg.appena(metric_TesT Der| Ulsparate

(Tpython. core. display Harkdoun objects Classification threshold used = 8.2872

(lassification threshold used = 8.2872 33%|_

= TR Balanced accuracy = 8.7134

Balanced accuracy = 8.7437 Statistical parity difference = -8.8705
Statistical parity difference = -8.3580 Disparate impact = @.7785

Disparate impact = 8.2794 Average odds difference = 8.8188

Average odds difference = -8.3181
Equal opportunity difference = -8.3768
Theil index = 9.1129

= | a2 | NN

Ewova 21: Amnotedéopata petpikwv fairness oto classification xwpic ™ Xpnon
reweighing(aplotepd) kat émetta ) xprion tou (6efla).

Equal opportunity difference = 9.8293
Theil index = 8.1481

MapatnpoUHe OTL PETA TN XPHon tou reweighing €xoupe PeAtiwon o OAEC TG TIMEC TWV
HETPLKWV Tou classification fairness pe gl Hikpr) HElwon OTN METPLKI TOU accuracy mou wotdoo
Sev ennpealel To cUOTNUA, ETILITUYXAVOVTOC TEAIKA TN pelwaon Tou bias oto cluoTNUA PETA OO
TN Xpron tou aAyoplBpuou.
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Ewkova 22: Tpadnua pe
TLUEG balanced
accuracy KoL average
odds difference Ttou
classification TOU
0pXIKOU CUCTHUOTOC.

Ewova 23: Mpadpnua pe
TWEG balanced accuracy

Kol abs(1-disparate
impact) TOU
classification TOoU

0pXLKOU CUOTHUATOC.
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Ewkova 24: Npadnua Ye TIUEG
balanced accuracy kat abs(1-
disparate impact) TOU
classification TOU
OUOTNUOTOC UETA TN XPnon
TOU OoAyoplBpou peilwong
bias reweighing .

Ewova 25: [padnua pe
TWMEG balanced accuracy kai
average odds difference
TOU classification ~ tou
CUOCTNUATOG UETA TN XpHon
ToU aAyoplOuou peiwong
bias reweighing .

MapatnpoUUE €K VEOU Kal ota ypadnuata tn pelwon tou bias oto cuoTNUA PETA TN XPrion TOU
aAyoplOpou kabwg ot TéG avg. odds difference kot abs oto BéAtioto classification rate
HEelwvovTal Kat TtAnotalouv oto 0.
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* Optimized Pre-processing (Calmon et al, 2017), aAyopBuog¢ mou pabaivel
TOAVOAOYIKOUC HETAOXNUATIOMOUG TIou emefepyalovial TG TIUEG Twv features Ttou
dataset kat ta labels pe okomo to group fairness kat toug MePLOPLOUOUG KaL OTOXOUG TNG
mototnTag (accuracy) tTwv SeSopéVWY .AVAAUTIKOTEPA OTMWCE TAPATNPOUUE KOL OTO
napadelypa xpriong tou alyoplBuou oto Adult census income dataset, yla va tpé€oupe
TOV aAyopLOOo apyLKA TIPETEL VoL oploBoUv oL tapdpeTpol yla optimized preprocessing
oto dataset. 2tn cuvéxela, xwpiloupe to dataset oe 3 koppdtia, training, validation kat
testing partition. Enelta paBaivoupe 1o BEATIoTO preprocessing transformation amnoé ta
training data kau eknmadevoupe évav classifier ota training data. Ano to validation set
Twv dedopévwyv Tou TPOKUTITEL amo To split Twv dedopévwv umoloyilovpe To BEATIOTO
classification threshold mou peylotonolel to balanced accuracy Xxwpi¢ mepLoplopoug
fairness. Itn ocuvéxela umoAoyiloupe Ta okop Twv MPORAEPEwWV yla Ta apxLka testing
data , xpnolwponowwvtag to optimal classification threshold mou Bprkape vwpitepa kat
TIG METPLKEG accuracy Kat fairness. Metapopdpwvoule To testing set xpnoLumolwvtag To
TUWOOVOAOYIKO HETAOXNUATIONO TOU HABape kot umoAoyiloupe €K VEOU TOL OKOp
TPOPAEYPEWV yla TO PETAOKXNUATIOUEVO testing set Kol XpnolmolwvTog AL To optimal
classification threshold kat Tig petpikég fairness kat accuracy. Xto Adult Census Income
Dataset nmaipvoupe ta €€n¢ anoteAéopata:

dataset_orig = load_preproc_data_adult([ 'race’'])

dataset_orig_train, dataset_orig_test = dataset_orig.split([@.7], shuffle=True)

privileged groups = [{'race’: 1}] # White
unprivileged groups = [{'race’': 8}] # Not white
metric_orig train = BinaryLabelDatasetMetric(dataset orig train,

unprivileged groups=unprivileged groug
privileged groups=privileged groups)
display(Markdown("#### Original training dataset™)})
print{"Difference in mean outcomes between unprivileged and privileged groups = %f’

Original training dataset

Difference in mean outcomes between unprivileged and privileged groups = -8.8%7836
optim_options = {
"distortion fun": set distortion adult.

Ewkova 26: Mean difference ota 6edopéva tou apyLkou testing set.

Mopd£g eEmppong ot LNXOVLKA LABNOT, TEXVLKEG EVTOTILOMOU Kot artoduyng
/MavBdémnoulog Xpriotog
46



Use "= " for matrix-scalar and vector-scalar multiplication.
Use ""@ ° for matrix-matrix and matrix-vector multiplication.
Use "~ “multiply”™~ for elementwise multiplication.

This code path has been hit 4 times soc far.

Optimized Preprocessing: Objective converged to @.028088&

metric_transf_train = BinaryLabelDatasetMetric(dataset_transf_train,

unprivileged groups=unprivileged gro
privileged_groups=privileged groups)

display(Markdown("### Transformed training dataset”)})
print({"Difference in mean outcomes between unprivileged and privileged groups = %

Transformed training dataset

Difference in mean cutcomes between unprivileged and privileged groups = -8.85886%5

Ewkdva 27: Mean difference ota 6edopéva tou transformed testing set.

MapaTNPWVIAC TO AMOTEAECHOTA OO TIG 2 £1KOVEC (Elkova 26 kat 27) BAEmoupe OTL TO mean
difference ota emnefepyaocpéva dedopéva eival xapnAotepo amd autd mou Pplokoupe ota
opxtlka Sedopéva , TOU onUaivel OTL n Xprion Tou aAyoplOpoU TPAYUATL EMITUYXAVEL HElwON
Tou bias ota 6edopéva Tou cUOTNUATOC MOG.

* Disparate Impact Remover (Feldman et al, 2015), aAyoptBuog nou Slopbwvel ta avica
moooota emAoyng petau privileged kat unpriviledged groups os dtadopa repair levels,
enefepyalovrag TI¢ TIHEC Twv features pe okomod tnv avénon tou group fairness evw
napaAAnAa Statnpet to rank-ordering péoa ota group. H xprion tou tou aAyoplBuou

autou oto Adult Census Income Dataset pag Sivel ta €€n¢ anoteAéopata:
1.2

1.1

1.0 o
0.9 ‘./,/.##f.,HHOH*"'”ﬂ’.
0.8

0.7 .‘*"ﬂﬂ#.ﬁﬁ’a._—.dr//

0.6

Disparate Impact (DI)

0.5

0.4 T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
repair level

Ewova 28: Mpadnua Tlpwv TIg UeTPLknG Disparate Impact ota Stddopa repair' levels pe tn
xprion tou aAyoplBuou Disparate Impact Remover. MNapatnpoupe 0tL 600 avePaivel To repair
level n tyun tg petpkng telvel oto 1.0, SnAadn to amoAuto fairness.
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In-processing:

* Adversarial Debiasing (Kamishima et al, 2012), paBaivel classifier pe okomd tn
peylotomoinon t¢ oakpifelag twv TPoPAEPEWV TOU CUOCTHUATOC KAl TAUTOXpova
HELWVEL TNV LKAVOTNTA EVOC avTutdlou va anodacioel Tolo eival to protected attribute
amno ta predictions. H mpooéyylon auth mapayel €va fair classifier kaBwg ot mpoPAEPeLg
8e pmopouv va petadépouv mAnpodopieg avadopikd pe to group bias tng omoieg va
UMopel vol eKUETAAEUTEL €vag avTiMaAog Tou cuothuatog. Metd amod TpEEluo Tou
aAyoplBuou oto Adult Census Income Dataset €xoupe ta €€\ TEAIKA amoteAéopata
OTLG LETPLKEG YLa group fairness:

Plain model - without debiasing - dataset metrics

Train set: Difference in mean outcomes between unprivileged and privileged groups = -8.28085%77
Test set: Difference in mean outcomes between unprivileged and privileged groups = -8.284829

Model - with debiasing - dataset metrics

Train set: Difference in mean outcomes between unprivileged and privileged groups = -8.141488
Test set: Difference in mean outcomes between unprivileged and privileged groups = -8.135863

Plain model - without debiasing - classification metrics

Test set: Classification accuracy = @.885581

Test set: Balanced classification accuracy = 8.558818
Test set: Disparate impact = @.80888@

Test set: Equal opportunity difference = -8.458171
Test set: Average odds difference = -8.275612

Test set: Theil_index = 8.177788

Model - with debiasing - classification metrics

Test set: Classification accuracy = 8.799631
Test set: Balanced classification accuracy = 8.665114
Test set: Disparate impact = 8.338659
Test set: Equal opportunity difference = -8.225786
Test set: Average odds difference = -8.138684
Test set: Theil index = 8.17378%9
Ewkova 29: AnoteAéopata otig LETPLKEG fairness mpLv oto plain model aAAd kat oto debiased pe

Tov aAyoplBuo adversarial debiasing povtélo.

Mapatnpoupue Sladopd ota povieAa otn HeTplki mean difference, pe to debiased povtélo va
elvat o kovtd oto fairness t0co ota training data 6co kal ota testing data. AkOpa OTLG
HETPLKEG yLa classification accuracy kal fairness mapatnpoUpe OTL TO POVTEAO TIOU XPNOLUTOLEL
Tov aAyoplBuo Bpioketal mo kovta oto classification fairness amoé to plain model pe ™ A
TOU accuracy metric va Ttapapevel oxeTika otabepr). AvoAutikotepa, to debiased model deiyvel
BeAtiwon ot petpikeég Equal opportunity , average odds difference epooov ol TIHEG TOUG
Bpiokovtal mio kovtd oto 0 ( TLun amdAutou fairness yla TG HETPLIKEG AUTEG), evw To disparate
impact mnyaivel mo kovta otn T tou fairness (1.0) kat TEAo¢ mapatnPOUUE €MiONC TTOAU
ULKPN Helwon Kal otn HeTplkn Theil Index mou deiyvel emiong otL To cuoTNUA yivetal mwo fair o
oxéon ue 1o plain model xwpig debiasing.
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Post-processing:

Reject Option Classification (Pleiss et al, 2017), aAyoplOUOg OU OTOVEUEL EUVOIKA
anoteAéopata o€ unpriviledged groups kat unfavorable amoteAéopata oe privileged
groups pe Twvn eumiotoolvng yupw amo tnv amodoaon opiou pe TO PeYOAUTEPO
uncertainty. 1o mapddelypa xpriong Tou apxkad xwpiletal to dataset o€ 3 pépn Omwg
KOl O€ T(ponNyoUEVOUG alyopLlBuoug oe training, validation kat testing set. YroAoyiZetal
to PéAtoto classification threshold ywa peylotomoinon tou accuracy xwpig
TepLOpLopolg oto fairness. Me to validation koppdtt umoloyiletat to optimal
classification threshold aAAd kat n kpiown meploxy (ROC Margin) ywa toug fairness
TIEPLOPLOMOUG Tou opiloupe. OL meploplopol avadépovtal oe statistical parity
difference twv npoPAéPewv tou classifier, oe average odds difference yia tov classifier
kot o€ equal opportunity difference. Ztn ouvéxewa umoloyiletal TO OKOp TwV
npoPAEPewv yLa Ta testing data kal pe to optimal classification threshold unoAoyiloupe
TIC LETPLKEG Yyl TO accuracy kat to fairness tou classifier. TéEAog, pe tn xprjon optimal
classification threshold kat ROC margin kavel adjust T mpoPAEPEeLs Kal report Tig
METPLKEG yLa To fairness kal to accuracy.

print("Optimal classification threshold (with fairness constraints) = %.4f" % ROC.classification_threshold)
print("Optimal ROC margin = %.4f" % ROC.ROC_margin)

Optimal classification threshold (with fairness constraints) = 8.1981
Optimal ROC margin = @.1811

# Metrics for the test set

fav_inds = dataset_orig valid pred.scores > best_class_thresh

dataset_orig valid_pred.labels[fav_inds] = dataset_orig valid_pred.favorable_label
dataset_orig wvalid pred.labels[~fav_inds] = dataset_orig valid pred.unfavorable label

display(Markdown("#### Validation set"))
display(Markdown("##### Raw predictions - No fairness constraints, only maximizing balanced accuracy"))

metric_wvalid_bef = compute_metrics(dataset_orig_walid, dataset_orig_valid_pred,

unprivileged groups, privileged groups)

<IPython.core. display.Markdown object>

<IPython.core.display.Markdown object>

Balanced accuracy = 8.7463

Statistical parity difference = -8.3678
Disparate impact = @.2744

Average odds difference = -8.3148

Equal opportunity difference = -8.3666
Theil index = ©.1113

Ewova 30: YroAoylopog optimal classification threshold kat ROC margin, kaBwg Kot HETPLKWV
accuracy kal fairness yla to apytko test set.
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Balanced accuracy = 8.7437

Statistical parity difference = -8.3538
Disparate impact = 8.2784

Average odds difference = -8.3181

Equal opportunity difference = -@.3758%
Theil index = ©.1129

In [15]: |# Metrics for the transformed test set
dataset_transf_test_pred = ROC.predict(dataset_orig_test_prad)

display(Markdown("#### Test set"))

display(Markdown("##### Transformsd predictions - With fairness constraints™))

metric_test aft = compute metrics(dataset _orig test, dataset transf_test pred,
unprivileged groups, privileged groups)

<IPython.core.display.Markdown object:>
<IPython.core.display.Markdown object>

Balanced accuracy = 8.7141

Statistical parity difference = -8.8482
Disparate impact = 9.90688

Average odds difference = 8.8423

Equal opportunity difference = 8.8487
Theil index = 8.1171

Ewova 31: YIoAoylopog HETPLKWY 0To raw testing set aAAd kat oto transformed testing set.

Mapatnpoupe OTL LETA TN Xprion Tou ROC €xoupe avénon tou fairness oto cuotnua epocov ot
TIHEG TwV statistical parity difference, equal opportunity difference peta to transformation
elvat o kovta oto 0, evw tou disparate impact o kovtd oto 1.0, evw mMapAAANAQ oL TLUEG
TWV accuracy YUETPLKWYV TAPAUEVOUV OXETIKA OTADEPEG.

* Calibrated Equal Odds (Kamiran et al, 2012), aAyoplBuog BeAtiotonolel mavw og score
outputs evog calibrated classifier yia va Bpel mBavotnteg pe tig onoieg aAAalel output
labels pe equalised odds objective. Zuykekpléva, yla To mapadelypud xwpiloupe ta
debouéva oe 3 koppatia , kot ekmaldevoupe evav classifier (logistic regression) ota
apxlka training data. Xtn ouvéxela umoloyiletal to generalized false positive kot
generalized false negative rate twv 6ebopévwv o kaBe koppATL Tou dataset mpv 1O
post-processing kol eKTEAOUUE Tov aAyoplOuo equal odds post processing ota okop.
Akopoa  umoloyiloupe ta classification thresholds ywa validation kat emloyn
TIOPOUETPWY KOl SNULOUPYOUE TO TTAPOAKATW ypodriuata mou meplypadouV TIG TIEC
TWV UETPLKWV accuracy kot fairness otig dtadopeg Tipég tou classification threshold yia
ta validation aAAd kal Ta testing data.
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Original and Postprocessed validation da
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Ewova 32: padnua yia validation data mpuv kot HeTd To post-processing.

Original and Postprocessed testing data
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Ewova 33: Mpadnua yla testing data mpuv kot HeTA TO post-processing.

Mapatnpoupe OTL £XOUME MTWON TIG UETPLKNG equal opportunity difference (abs) kat ota dvo
set Twv data peta ) xprion tou aAyopiBuou mou onuaivel OTL To cUCTNUA TTAPOUCLATEL HElwoN
oto bias peta to post-processing.

Mopd£g eEmppong ot LNXOVLKA LABNOT, TEXVLKEG EVTOTILOMOU Kot artoduyng
/MavBdémnoulog Xpriotog
51



KedaAawo 5: Melovtikég Emektaoslg otn dnpovpyia fairness-aware
ML éLadikacLwv

Aebopévou OTL TO00 0 Topéag Twv ML Sladlkaclwv 600 kal tou fairness o€ aUTEC
QamOTEAOUV OXETIKA VEEC TEXVOAOYIEG KOl EPEUVNTIKOUG TOUELS, UTIAPXOUV TIOAAA TeplBwpLa
avantuéng kot otoug SUO0 TOoMEl Kot TANOwPA MEAOVIIKWY ETMEKTACEWV ylo dnuloupyla
biased -free cuotnuatwv. Eva moAU onuavtiko mpoPAnua mou Ba PEMEL va EMIKEVIpWOOUV oL
HMEAAOVTIKEG EPEUVEC ATIOTEAEL N evomolion OAwV Twv PoBNUATIKWY OpLopwy tou fairness oe
€va eviailo Tou va Toug Kavormolel. H Umapén evog eviaiou oplopol amoteAel amapaitntn
npoUmoBeon ywa ™ Snuoupyia universal petpikwv tou bias ota cuotiuata ML mou Ba
aVLXVEUOUV TILO amodoTIKA TNV UTapén Tou. AKOpa Kot Xwplc universal petplkn tou fairness n
€peuva yla dnuloupylo VEWV PETPIKWVY KoL EVOWUATWON Toug ota nén umapyxovta auditing
toolkits mopapével peillwv Bépa. Ocov adopd ta toolkits kabeautd Ba mpemel va yivel
TEPALTEPW AVATTUEN TOUG WOTE va yivouv o app specific kat domain specific ywa va €xoupe
TIO amodOoTIKOUG Kot akplBeic eAéyxoug yla OAa ta €idn Twv epopUOywWY TIOU XPNOLLOTIOLOUY
predictive HOVTEAQ. JUYKEKPLUEVA Bl TTPEMEL AvAAOYA LIE TO €(60C TOU GUOTAHATOG TTOU EAEYXEL
va YLVETAL KaL N MAOYN TWV KATAAANAWY HETPLKWV Kal odAyopiBuwv yla o akplBeic aAAd kat
amodotikoU¢ eAéyxouc. EKTOC amo TG pebddoug eAéyxou yla bias, Ba mpémel va epguvnBoulv
KOl VEoL TpomoL Onuioupylag mpototunwv ML cuotnuatwv pe xpnon fairness-aware
aAyopiBuwyv. H avamrtuén véwv pebBodwv otn culoyn dedopévwy yla ekmaibeuon HOVIEAWY
anoteAel emiong pa onpoavtikn mpoinobeon ywa tn dnuwoupyia fairness-aware StadkacLwy,
oAAQ kat otn dnuoupyla dedopévwyv amd ta Nén umapxovta o€ MepLMTwon Tou elval
TiEPLOPLOUEVA 1 biased pe €psuva yUpw amo texVIkEG data augmentation. TéAog, n dnuloupyia
VEwV peBOdwv pelwong tou bias ota umapyxovta cuotpata aAAd Kal n uAomoinon Toug ota
unapyovta epyodeia omwg to Themis_ml kat to AIF360 mou avadépetal mapandavw. H
epyaoio aut €xeL wg okomod va Swoel €udacn otnv avaykn ylo €peuva o€ OAOUG TOUG
TOPOTAVW TOUELG GAAQ KOl OTNV avaykn ovayvwplong tTou nén umapyxoviwg bias oe moAAd
active ouotriuata kaBwg kat tn e€aAnyr tou.
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Entidoyog

H toxutatn vwoBétnon ML poviéAwv oe cuotiuata ANPng amodpacewv mpoodEpel MOAAG
TiPOVOULa 0TNV Kowwvia aAAd Kal emidpuArdcoel kot ToAAoUG Kvduvoug. To bias pmopel va
€l0ENOeL pe mOANOUG TpoOmoug otig Stadikacieg oe diddopa onuela TNG Pong Kal OxL
QTTOKAELOTIKA 0T oUAAoyr 6eSopévwy, yla To AOyo auTo TeXVIKEG dnpoupylag fairness-aware
ML ouotnudtwv OnMw¢ aUTEG TIou avadEPOUUE oOTnV epyacia autn Ba mpémel va
xpnotpomnolovuvtat. O TakTikol €Aeyxol TwV cuoTNUATWVY eival Baciki mpolmobeon ywa T
Sdwatripnon tou fairness o'autd, €Aeyxol mou mpaypatonotovvtal pe audit toolkits onw¢ auta
TIou avaAUOUWE oTnV gpyacia autr. Ta epyaleia yla tov éAeyxo Twv datasets Twv cUCTNUATWV
QUTWV XPNOLUOTIOLOUV SLAdOPEG HETPLKEG YLa VoL UTIOAOYLoOUV Kata moco eival biased ta
yvwpiopata twv privileged groups évavtl twv umolowuwyv. Elval avaykaia n €peuva yla
Snuloupylo TEPLOCOTEPWY HETPLKWY KAl €LOOYWYN TOUG ota open source toolkits mou
avadépovtal A Wbavika n dnuloupyla evog eviaiou oplopou tou fairness mou 6a odnyouoe oe
gL universal petpikn yla tov umoloylwopd tou. Metd tn xprion twv Staddpwv toolkits oe
Sladopa datasets mapatnpoupe ta SltadopeTikd anoteAéopata oe KABeva am autd aAla Kot
TO Yeyovog OTL avaAoywg To TL {NTAUE amd To oloTnua oG, To bias évavtl oe kamola
yvwpliopata gv emnpedlel Ta TEALKA ATMOTEAECUATA. TN CUVEXELA LE TN XPron mopadelypatog
tou Themis_ml kat tou AIF360 eidape tnv enidpacn dtadopwv aAyoplOuwV oTIC LETPLKEG bias
kaBwg kat utility, mapatnpwvtag mOGco onUAVIIKN ival n emhoyr) cwotou aAyoplOuou oto
KaBe cvoTnua yla TN peiwon tou bias xwplic va Buoldlou e TNV LKAVOTNTA TOU CUCTAKOTOG YL
OWOTEC TPOPAEPELC. AKOHA KOL HE Tn TEPALTEPW €PeEuva Kal avamtuén oe OAa o6oa
avadEPOUE TTAPATIAVW, N ONUAVIIKOTEPN TtpoUmoBeon yla tn dnuioupyia fairness-aware ML
Stadkaowwy, amotelel n e€aAnn tou bias am' TIg Kowwvieg yevikotepa (systemic bias), kaBwg
000 UTIAPXOUV TIPOKATEIANUEVA ATOUA OTN PON EVEPYELWV TWV CUCTNHATWY, avamodeukta Ba
UTTAPXEL KaL elopor bias ota cuoTApATO AUTA.
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MNivakag pe to otoLyeia

Twv dataset nov xpnoponoiénkav

Name of dataset Number of Attributes Number of Instances
UCI Dataset 2: 40 299285
Census-Income (KDD)
DataSet
UCI Dataset 3: 14
Census Income 48842
UCI Dataset 3: 20 1000

German Credit Data
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Links ywa toolkits wov ypnoipomronOnkav:
Themis-ML :
https://github.com/cosmicBboy/themis-ml

Aequitas :
https://github.com/dssg/aequitas
http://www.datasciencepublicpolicy.org/our-work/tools-guides/aequitas/

AIF360:
https://github.com/Trusted-AI/AIF360
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https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Statlog+(German+Credit+Data)
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