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Fairness Verification Method of Tree-based Model Based on Probabilistic Model Checking
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Abstract: More and more social decisions are made using machine learning models, including legal decisions, financia decisions, and so
on. For these decisions, the fairness of agorithms is very important. In fact, one of the goals of introducing machine learning into these
environments is to avoid or reduce human bias in decision-making. However, datasets often contain sensitive attributes that can cause
machine learning algorithms to generate biased models. Since the importance of feature selection for tree-based models, they are
susceptible to sensitive attributes. This study proposes a probabilistic model checking solution to formally verify fairness metrics of the
decision tree and tree ensemble model for underlying data distribution and given compound sensitive attributes. The fairness problem is
transformed into the probabilistic verification problem and different fairness metrics are measured. The tool called FairVerify is developed
based on the proposed approach and it is validated on multiple classifiers based on different datasets and compound sensitive attributes,

« JEETUH: B K 0k kI (2019Y FB2102602)
AT A RE FR G I O3 T RIS ALE” T R 24 S e WD P R 5K ST ZE U N R M B A A
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showing sound performance. Compared with the existing distribution-based verifiers, the method has higher scalability and robustness.
Key words: fairness verification; decision tree ensemble model; probabilistic model checking; trustworthy machine learning

LR I BN A3 T2 N TIARRSE R 4, RN TR, Br . S A i, X8R4 Y
AT A5 AR 2 B R AE DG, I T AMTREALAS 22 2 nI B PR FU I DG . X T8 2% 20 S0 (0 B R vy fg
RENE LM TR S0 0E, HOZ LR PRE R, 5 — AN R G AU A T, BTIE A, UML)
TRAE P I R P AR BB AN AE i LB . FE VR R g R oh, B R A, B U A A
WM TEZEN). BRI ZE 51 2T 2019 4F 4 HRAT (A5 A TR RERR TR )  REE KR AR
2T 2019 45 6 H SEHN 1 (I SN LA RERIE A 1 S e MR ) BRI K — RN LR e B L kB s T
2020 4E KA BT A0 T A IA B —— R B 7 ST N T8 ) 0ol 1473k AV i 23, 4%
ALY 3] R G 5 52 ) )7 s B0 (M52 e, ARG T BEAE g e R e 5N g stk R (g B3 00, sl B A 00 4R 19
GVl 7 SR > BT A s R

ST A PR 52 S Ak, EAR BTG T AR H AR S M A PR ER Y O 3 5 T R B R A
R R ANTEAEB", 43 5 4 Bk ST (independence) . 43 15 Pk (separation) LA Az 78 43 P (sufficiency)!®. 37 1k %
SRR 45 HE AL T AN PR B, JLIL R B bR E AT e vk N\ 1 35 %% (statistical/demographic parity). 4325
PERMSZYE R, BTN R R RO ERIBE A MR R, B RERAEE JLRIY S
(equalized odds) FH 12 3415 (equal opportunity). 74 B T 7645 58 T &5 B i 45 k2 b, H AR & AUy
SN E, FRBR QI 1 4 (predictive parity). X3 ETP R bR, & A LA A BERE 5 4 AT S AR A,

FERLAS A D R, AN ) 0 1 485w CAIE A 7] 1 5 Rt e A 1Pk il i, AR T RAAA 3 AR K 5
# kb P (data processing). i (Synthesis) LA A B 1iF (verification)t™. 54 b B 7 322 3 1k 4 45 B4 4 ok 04 4 7T g
B0 STAS P i L s R0, e 45 5 A S0 ot R AT T A LA K i b B R4 i
B, AR AT U A P NI SR B bR, SR P2 2R 50 A P (05 SURRAE, B 6 AT A% B R0 10 3347
BT 2 TR 3. A AR T3 3AN 2T I AR K 2 2 B R VE, SIS RAIE. XA R SR @ S A
P T A AGIGIE 751 B 8 5w R e RV A T Pk ) m R R AT AR I, R FRATI DG I T A

TEARTC Y, BRATTICTE BT (¥ 20 P P 1) 75, (0455 P B e 54 (decision tree) FIR £E i (tree ensembl e) 55 7Y
AT W N T % AU (K P R Bk AR R e s S ol TR A e ) TR (KR (R R, AR A S A
NS RPESINA AT (K ek, HATI— 28 A PRI )53, — #4 T4 FairSquard™, VeriFair™@4%, fighs
Ab B AR, (HAEMERE S8R DT AT AR KM PR AL ). A SO T — Pl R SR B R R B A 1 11
Z R P R R AR I G A IR AEAE S, %07 V200G A P PE G Ak D W5 50 TIE el 8, 35 T M SR AE 2R A 7 X AN [ 4
AR F0 43 IS 28 50 U S R0 o3 B N T e . RIK 22 B0 URE 6 A K R R B — R 1 1 T AN, R
AT S FFHUE A A OB T REAS U 2 B 2 IR % A, FRATTSEIL T AR SE T FairVerify, 7852 bR
IR B L AN A P 3w B 2 AT T SRIE.

ARICE LA B — S A, RS A T 0 SCHE IRR: F (M 22 f B PCSPH AL S0 i T
PAT. 5 2 VIR 7 ik a5 0 dAT 2800 L. 5 3 WSl vk, IFEA RO 18 2 0 S0k LR TIIE S
SRR B A TR (AT AE PERE ST, LA ST A PRI ST . MRS A N X 3 AN TN A SO O T
VEIMUAA 24, 35 5 450 A SCHEAT 45, 0 A SRAE AR G 50 7 T dh A7 e

1 BB
11 A EEXEIERR
FENLES 2 ) BRI A ST, B8 e A4S, AR A D=(XAY), Hb, X={X,,...,

Xm}e R™ Zon A BURIETER G0 A={Ag,... An} RoR TIUE I BUR R MEEE S, Al PR, SR DL 45 4%,
Y={0,1} Ko — A AHARRE, H, YELEORIZHEA N IESR, Y=0 R 713K, a={ay,... a2 X T AN — 4, &
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R R A HURE . Flhne UK E M A={sexrace}, i, sexe{malefemale}, racee{WhiteAsian,Black},
M4 a={femaleWhite} 5t J& o () — A 2 A EUR B L. Wi BIR M (X A-Y R AEIEAT UM, 45 3 500 AR
BY R TREARYAR 2A STE AE AE S 5 AS [F] F) AR, 558 A T - 55 AT A 2 W) 345 1 S T £ g o
A5 22 HE R R SR AT

R A A F 2 S5 MBEVE IR S0 AN TR, AP — %A — Nl M . AR, RO BER A P I,
BV 22 5K 55 S AR JE 55 A 4R 52 B 10 A @ AE BN, FRAT B AN 2 H B A PR S ST 4 (Statistical
parity) VRl 1L 2% 45 %5 (equalized odds)*¥.

EX U(GiH1% (statistical parity)). %8 vh5 %46 58 sk B8 0 45 S 7 TR R e REfR, R MY LA
e A — AN — UK E 1, BN T 59 FE AR 55 F5 0 44 1) B ME T {5 PPV (positive prective value)
MRS, R

Pr(Y =1| A=0) = Pr(Y =1| A=1) (1)

E X 2(JLE % (equalized odds)). JLZ 3455 TR BEBITE 45 58 S PR 45 R AAE T, T0l 45 R 7 T HUk 8
PEREMR, FRNY LAY . BB A R A BURIEYE, B 2 SR bR R IE R KM AR, X T
55 FARE A RN = 55 FATRE A 1) B A T . M AH 4, B

Pr(Y =1]Y = y,A=0)=Pr(Y =1|Y = y,A=1), i, ye{0,]} @)

DL AN 52 S 76T RE AR 2 P S P PP AS (] B RO 2 B IS bR A A A B
P 53 S IE R IRE AR R, 10 L2635 56 025 18 1 AN B AR 2 IRl (8 70 22 e, AR, SEBR AR ME ZEsk — AV
TR [ I 2 TR RSP S, TG R A AR A UK R AR S R X TS S ST S S IR RO,
A DL K3 K 22 B A VM 1o P, A PR B R R P b A A S R ORI L, FRATIAE A S
TUAURJUR AR UE, IR T

EEHE LGS E 5 (statistical parity difference, SP)). 48145 7 5 R VF AR 55 3 BE AROFN 55 S 44
T B TG 1 2 e e — S e el Y, TER LRI A

|Pr(Y =1|A=a)—Pr(Y =1| A=b) [ &, Ji]", a,be A £€[0]] ©)

E 2558 2(R B & M (disparate impact, DI)). AS[A] 520 521 55 A AR R E 55 A TEAA 6 T BH M 7500046 14 B

HAE—ABELR, B RR A
TeipPr(\?=1|A=a)
ngeaK(Pr(\?=1|A=b)

Me=0.2, MFF A A7) 52wy ) o () 80961 i 122

£ 2156 3(H £ 19% £ R (equal opportunity differences, E. Opp.)). Nl& 452 T8 1ESLBrbr%s iK1
ZATN, 39 ABEARIE 55 A4 R BH P TN AR, RIPR  E] A ECPH 26 TPR (true positive rates) i) 72 7 78— A A
e, AL ER A

|Pr(Y =1|A=a,Y =1) - Pr(Y =1| A=bY =1) |< ¢, H], abe A £<[0]] (5)

E 25 4(FE BN £ 18% = F(average equalized odds difference, E. Odds)). PN SBELZRITH T
18 55 AR TN R 55 P4 2 18] EBH & TPR A FH 3 FPR(false positive rates) 2 5 (1~F ¥ (H, 5 H PR Hl e — A
fHeLhP, ALK IE N

%\Pr(\?:ﬂA=a,Y=1)—Pr(\?=1|A=b,Y=1)|+%|Pr(\?=1|A=a,Y=0)—Pr(\?=1|A=b,Y=0)\<e,86[0,1] (6)
XFLLE 4 ANER, BBz 0, W I Z A BTG B0 s I AR AP 1. FEASCh, BATTRE B 46k
PCSPAIE A AT, 18 i W A5 A, A SR 56 TIE LA | 4 AN AP B s bn ot
12 BEHREEZPCSPH
CSP#Z )L 22 il CSP (communication sequential processes) ! [\ — AN Ji&, & H T B R 0HT, SIAT

>1-¢, 1, abe A £e[0,]] (4)

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



I3 F A TR G RAEE A F M IR ik 2485

IR B YE G MR 3, DL IR . if-then-else 45 11 41 W7 Rl while 1% 24 45 2 T 5 4.
T PCSPHZIUE 75 CSPH L3 i T HERIE R, SCHFBIRE R R G BRI &, C IR R 8 TR
H 3l (probabilistic automata).
R, — A PCSPH# AL TE 435y WawE . WA T U R I, T HERR P E
A SEE R
P::=Sop|Sip|e— P|a{program} — P|POQ| PN Q|if bthen PelseQ
|case{ly, : R;b : B;...;h :R}IP;QIPIQIPIIQIP\ X | Q| pcase{ pry : By pry : By...; pr : R}
Hp, P, P, Q BRI, e RoRfai L4, a RMUTFETF 2R, b RATRKIE, prisdH kR MR AL E 1)
1. Sop FIRABUTATIRAE, Skip LoRHE L L. enP ZRHRE T LT e HHRJGHEAN P #EFE. af program} —
P %R R IR e ZE2F a FIHWATFE I program, SR 5 HEASERE P. POQ, PMQ LL A if b then P else Q #F Rk %,
POQZ/MBIEFE, PMQA s A H AL B 1, if-then-else & 451173 3Z. case{by:Po;by:Py; ... ;b Pt 72 2 T4 1L #%,
Hrp, by 2R R, 72 RE N, 7 HME A b A E. PQRARIUTHAT, BIEHATERE P, P 45 05 Tk
17 Q. P|IQ XM ANEEFR IR IAT, 1 PIIQ R R AR ASE AT . P\X Batsl T AT X P SRR 4. Q &%t

@)

A 27, BIZEREZR prif(pro+prot...+pri) T, BERLKHUT Py, Ly LUECE AR M, Bt 37 pr =1,

XA PCSP#RERY, mf Lt o & SCWT 5 AT ME e B RS A SR IR AE JLvT A Pk ZEBIEL LTL PR, IRl
5 BI85 A2 12 S 1 o K e /A 6.

PAT (process analysis toolkit)?? /2 — M IhAESE K I 2 & IR IEHESE, ARG BE. [ EURIBE R & T A T — 14,
EHT IR ENBMET A RR. B2 M@EBET, O CSPAAL, M2 CSPHIM, ST RE M4
% PAT W LAFDRUUE R R RSEHE IR, WAEBE, Wik HE . 57 A T BN LTL AR R A 15 DL R B
PR A 4. AR, AT PAT T AN A0 PCSP#HIE R HEAT NE AR RUAS £, DLSRKAFAH BY. 1A %
H SR B TE BRI 2 FR

2 AFEEIEESR

ARTLET H BRI, B0 1R SRR B B B R 8t — S R R R A A ) P PR IR IR AE 28 5 i ) M B
TR B 2 SR A O e 8 R AT WE SR R A 1) PCSPHISIAY, SKARAT B R AN ) 5245 SEURK 8 2 170 B 42 i
DME I ZPERER, DLKES UE AT SO IR (K LR 22 PESRAR, MR (2 1. AR AT T 5AE
A GUS R MERER 2 T, BRI B PE TR Pr(Y =1| A=a). W1 1 JioR, J7 k05N £5 00 A 70 LA S
Bla or A, o, WRBERN PSR 0, AN SR O, B B AR Y, 4l A R A ) 7 R A
B R, BRI RS () PCSPHITY, g T 3REMER Pr(Y =1| A=a), FI3RE4LBUR R IE, X5 MEAT 4
8, JFBE G PATEE BT, JF0S BT 345 B AT BE R BE R S A B A8, &, IR BER AT A
[ AP EdR bR, RIS PERR . O T SE 4 MU R AR SCI U5k, BAHE X L S BB Ok 7 s PR A AR DR 4 )
P22 6] AR B AR ST .

2.1 RERWMER QN TIHER

AN YRS A B SR A, R PR Ry #ORHR MR B (R A X 6=(x;, 6)
TFA AR AT, 2 e=x<<@ NE, T il e RIE K REA R S B2 274l AN
R B 270 R 20 RURF IR D BRI A, % R A D U R R R B A
Vo, Vima), b, mOZEREH, vi(Osim-1) 0 FOFEAR S, BIRAG IO SEE. 72 0 FALS5 P me2, ik
RS % i 1 B I 45 SR SR O 2 (2K
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T S 2B ST pan
B SREUE A

\/\
PCSP# 11

\

FRI LAY v St 20|

Wﬁﬁvﬂﬁﬂ
SRAFBHEE
B2 HRIUY Ry
— B G 7 |

Tt

K1 Jrikmtik

J3 T HAFRER Pr(Y =1 A=a), FRATHRAE 3% 1t b K 1 PCSPHESTIESRAR, S5 N S v S o
RS Bl oA DL CFIUE SO A U@ . BATIAE Uk S ok B Kb 5 (1 a2 A, %32 15 A7 RIA K
MR ALV SL, A DGR v o AL 1 S BRI SR 70 ATORER L. X6 BRUR S, 5 PCSPHIS A o
AR, MR IAE I AR, i T A S S M IR, BT ST AR AR label SRR B
SRR IR e 25 TN 45 2R . 0 1 R SR P (0 REAS PO YT i, RAR YRR, Erh, R R Y SRR s (2
FEREATSI M. AR SAT—58 17 AT Fon: BEXT A BRI R, 2 e D R R, UG A R R T SO
WAAE B (0, FLA% 5 %0 SCBTR s M EERE R AT 35795 n 00 — MY i, R RE AR 2L 2 A £ 7 T A2 W A

RAE ST s, R ISR T 2 W 1, AR T AU RS label AR RN ST, JRAREER. XA
5 SCH b label==1 [ a7 vk vk RT3, IR X SLEAT R B AG #, RAE SR A HER Pr(Y =1| A=a).

Bk L RO A @ B Verify DT.

N PRI M, Hlis A D, BURE P A=a

Wil SR Pr(Y =1| A=a).

1 X AJRARIFILGIL |abel=—1;
20 N ERFEAE TR S N AR &
3: for all ne M do

4: JE SCHEFEAR B Ny,

5: if n; isnot leaf then

6: Ny~ 72 0 B 1 TR AT
7: Nee— 45 £ 70 Bk FE AR
8: if n; is sensitive_node then

9: if g satisfy athen

10: N;<—N;;

11: else

12: N;<N;;

13: end if

14: else

15: pi<—CalculateProb(e);

16: Ni<—pcase{ pi,Ni; 1-pi:N.};
17: end if

18: €ese
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19: if vo<v; then

20: Ni«—PAT AL ERAE label=1 Ji5 #5 1L R,
21: else

22: Ni— AT TRAE 5 AF 1abel=0 J& {5 1 ERETE;
23 end if

24:  endif

25: end for

26: assetion«T reaches |abel==1 with prob;

27: Prob«\erification();

28: return Prob;

TV 3 3 P 2(@) TS v SRS, ) ] A P A P 7 1 ST sex=1 IR UK R 4 1 R Pr(Y =2)
(). 2% 0 S B T AT 45 4 3/ NP RE TR I B00%3K, Horh, Y = L3RR AENS HIIG B0, 1% vk SR h B BRI
FRE R sex, edu LUK income. FATTKF 3 AN M sex<<0.5"“ edu<<0.39” L J2“income<<0.62" 43 4| F“N1”, “N2” il
“N3"RFTR, Horpr, NI RIS s N 0B R AR “ sex” (715 8, 0 U8 PR i B 73 A b 3k A3 AR UK B
PE, FREAE B R E MR 57308 Pr(edu<<0.39)=0.633 #1 Pr(income<<0.62)=0.458. M Ik gk X, &
33 B 2() ¥ PCSP#E R, Fhrh, - s 8 214 A R dh 72 43 S e oA 2 ) Rk e vk I B 1 . o
PAT 55, 15 EIBEAH Y 0.633. [AIFEH i sex=0" 4 T A U B R b AT Bk, 5 B AAH 2 0.458. RIAEBL AR
o 0T EURE PR sex (M ANEEAR, 15 30 B PR TN 25 SR A 43 il 4 0.367 AT 0.542. AR SRR b, X T UK S
PEAAE U 1 2 AT AT B A ARG, B, AT AT DL I RO PR A R IR S A p=Pr(e|A=a) kAR
Pr(e), LIRS LE A L.

var label = -1;

Tree = N1;
//a:sex=1
N1 = N2;
N2 = pcase{
[6.633]:L1
default:L2
b
N3 = pcase{
[6.458]:L3
default:L4
i
L1 = e{label = ©}->Skip;
L2 = e{label = 1}->Skip;
L3 = e{label = ©}->Skip;
L4 = e{label = 1}->Skip;

#define goal label == 1;
#assert Tree reaches goal with prob;

(a) (b)
B2 R
22 BtERIER A TR
§1FICRI27] 1005 S, R 5 S0 T A e St b,
M) =349 ®

Horfr, MEBTRWERIEY, 4 ey Ron SRS AL, 285 FT A RS IO 25, T 45 2B 4 7R v 31
R RIBRER.
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BT PCSPH#RT e g g B 25 46 I SCRF, SEBp EAAR AR 2 M ) T4 B2 il A AR (1Y) PCSPSE Y. 4R 1M, B T3
AR BRSO S I £ RO AT L e I S5, TE R iR B R BRI AR B, o TR
PR AR RS A T H AR IR AP AT, IR, 25 P& B0 7 vk @ Tk, 3T 23 T2e m i 1R, 8
A B PO R e A SRy — A RN ] S PR AR, R R AR AR s AR 73 0 AR ASE R A S5 1) PCSPHSE 2R,
RIRAF VS PT A HE

TR AR TIM, B IR R T M I A AT 4 DB RIS HL 6, ¢, whl Kk, R

Me=explain(M, 6,9, k) 9

Hoh, Ul e PSRN I 52 AR,y RS RSN 25 4 s, ol K AN S B e se RSN K B . Al e At
R — NSRRI EE4, B 3 S T — MR AL ).

- %4 4 XA,
HAL K0, ) - P
ry,rols
X< 02 24 g
PHERSANCES ) (02) 20 (0’23X24
fiX, =T, (2,0) 11 (0.2)x20
Iy: (% = 75) A (% = 75) ©2) 26 @ o;xss
[ 5% <1 (20) 35 ] (70,88)
fs % =1, (2,0) 18

TRIEE A 1

Bl 3 AR R R i 7= 1

IR AR FAAE T2 S B RLUATLL, AR A5 20 F 32 A S5 1) TN 3 7, e R B I o R PR S 2% B
[, AR Y LA by TR 8 g AR B P RE g .t T AR SO0 T PR R B IE 2 5 T G ok SR iE, —
E R LR ZE 0 SCVFIN. A T R AR AL e pirafy R e 22, AT I AR ECRE (fidelity) RO B PP AT X — iR 22, fR
FLJSE B AR A TR () T 5 ) AN SR AR A BLRE SR, WA AR R FL BB g, 5 R AR A R iR . B8 — A
AR A IREE X={X0, X, Xy Xk FRATTRE U TR ok 1 0 AT T £ 5 SRR At R AL 20 ) 00 &5 SR BB AT B AR,
& SARICEZVH S A A

S = OM(X). M, (X)) (10

Horb, HM)= M%), OM(X),Me(x))=1; 151, AM(x),M(x))=0.

FATTHEAL ) 0 B U B8 s WA B I AT BE I RIS T, AR AR SO RS R AT e v, LA CA H bR,
SR AR B0 0 R 4 (0 2B BRIEAT AR A . LT TR A 59 (PSO) P — Fh 2 s iy 0 ZE AR A 535, )2 51
FAR AL 1] 0, I FREA ) PSO Sk, AT AR H A PR TH SR BRIl P 00 8 33 ol AR v R R
Ak 513 (LDIW-PSO)PA G LA [y PSO SFikMiLl, T4 T4 )R8 R e ) AR S R A . oK v fig
LEALAL AT AT A LR A R A8 R B 1, B/ R A B R 7R U0k 5 WA A i i JR R R e ). i s e
XF, X FRR RO TAE, Toili A B A TR Seng, 18 A LDIW-PSO 3% 56 4 2 A SC ARk k. 3.
TLAE S S ME WA FR AL A R B, SRR AR AT B i AR — A S8 AR5, RS H0 Jr iR
AT ALAS B AR R AR

A T 1A B AR RE B T M B B — R PR, BEAAI 1 6 N —A e 4 (s owh). JLrh, s h 24,
RIS AR MEAL B 55 20 A w ok ik SR R, ARFZ N A T 2. RN i — R AR B 2k i S 4
B, MAERIEX g =(x,7,7") Wit B R ERFAE. ST FEA x, FLE x T AL AR SN, o5 3K 8 A0 )
M2 IR AT, BlARIN, BEAF B — NI AR, 00 B R T AR 2 1 28 Sl gl 2 A R A 2R £ s ) T
MR, B 34 T — MBI M 1) T 7= 41
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ST R B TR 7 3, B 3 2 WP AR BB 5T Pr(Y = 1| A= a).
BiE 2. WA BB ST Verify _TE.

AN PIEE BT M, Hdls /- An D, BURJE M A=a.

Wi SAFHEE Pr(Y =1| A=a).

1. 6,¢,y,kPSO(M);

2:  Mee—explain(M,6,¢,wk);

3 N AR EIEYILG A 1abel=-1, ¢, ¢,=0;
4. for all rie Mcdo

5 MR E R;

6: for all xier; do

7: TE X R IEASFRAL T N;

8: Prext<—J5 4k 2 1A 0 B HEFE;

9 if g isnot the last one then

10: P<—Prex;

11: else

12: P« $UTdilc, =, + "X W, ¢ = +§ xXW Ji 5 1L BERE;
13: end if

14: if x;e Athen

15: if g satisfy athen

16: N;«<P;

17: else

18: N;«Skip;

19: end if

20: else

21: pi<CalculatePraob(e);

22: Ni«—pcase{ p;,P;1-p;:kip};

23: end if

24:  end for

25: end for

26 & X TR E M;

27: Pje—LbI5 co Bl ¢q, Ay label AL AH Y. 1 73 S 25 28
28: M R IFHAT 54T Py;

29: assetion«M reaches label==1 with prob;

W
o

. Prob«\erification();

31: return Prob;

TR AR 2 J5, B3 AR AT R M G 5N 1Y) PCSPHIIIY. B T & &5 AR AR w4, 1B 752435l &
SN 42 Jr) A R AAR A7 P AN 00 B BB VAR, DAk SRR ) DAy B 7 ol Ky s R AR, 0 s A R v f Rk 50
o) g 3t TR R SRR 8 T, AR R I F 1 5 TR 2 5 R AT 0 b A5 A B U 4 A e, 0k SR AT
SRR, G AR SRR AL A R M, DDA L () AR B R 0 s IR R R B G R A AT e
TR R PERE A, MIBEN S 4k 7 HERE; S0, MERRGR. f)n, R EHERRUY 51 A AU ERE, TR
B AR AN R A B LU label AR B (R, W 5 S Y S A ). R RE b, A BERE 7 SR A
SR TR A 0 AL R AE R 4 2 UM 0 Ak B, B B, s Bl g A BUREYE, T %<5, <17
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R MR AL 2 F T BHAE 00 4, Ky 1 PCSP#EET B 5] 4 k.

var c@ = 9;
var cl = @;
var label = -1;

rl_nl = pcase {[0.834] : e{cl = c1 + 48} -> Skip default : Skip};
r2_nl = r2_n2

r2_n2 = pcase {[2.881] : e{cl = cl + 48} -> Skip default : Skip};
r3_nl = pcase {[8.168] : e{c® = c@ + 22} -> Skip default : Skip};
rd_nl = pcase {[0.586] : rd_n2 default : Skip};

r4_n2 = pcase {[0.0884] : e{cl = ¢l + 52} -> Skip default : Skip};
rs5_nl = e{cé = c@ + 78} -> Skip

r6_nl = pcase {[0.801] : e{c@ = ¢@ + 36} -> Skip default : Skip};

M = rl_nl;r2_nl;r3_nl;r4_nl;rs_nl;r6_nl;if(c® »= cl){
{label = @;} -» skip
}else{
{label = 1;} -> Skip
IH

#define target label == 1;
#assert M reaches target with prob;

K4 R A R

23 N EMEEITE

A, FRATTRAAE 1.1 45 hoE N 4 PSS bR vl B BRI APk, FE T 88 2.0 RIS 2.2 5 H
R 7 A B E A BUR R E R AR Pr(Y =1| A= a), il i A A U R 2, AT T LA S
NS AN B AR, RIVAE X B 5 52 AR A B AR R AN 2 AR AR TS VISRl W) LA B4 v 1 55 72 7 (SP)
A [F] 52 i (D) P A b v, Wik 3Tos. X Tl 48 & # (E.Opp M E.Odds), F&AIIEE TAHIA M7, R
T BAE FRASE R P MR A A BEAT RS, AL TPR, 4 EMER p=Pr(e|Y=1), i5 FPR, i/ &M%
pi=Pr(e[Y=0).

EE 3. AFPERIEM D) 5% FairVerify.

A BBIM, HlE 31 D=(XAY);

fth: BAZART AR Gy MR Z R AR Gy = AriiE SP I DI.
G;
for all acAdo

Pr«\Verify(M,D,a);
K (Pra) it ABI4ES G,

end for
(maXpr,Maxa)=MAX(G);
(minp,,ming)=MIN(G);
return maxg, Ming, MaXp,—Ming,, 1-minp,/maxe,;

ﬁ?iﬂbéﬂﬁé@é A REAETE 2N BUR B Pk RN, AU B XS Z2AME. XFEOLE, X F S
B R T Mmoo i RN TT Y. % T PCSPH#AT LI AN B £ 52, A PAT 300F T H B8 Rl o1 550
UE P T BT REs B () e KR /MRS, FRATIER A — AP T /5 3t [ i a7 30 LR SRS RL 4], itk 4 B,
TR RFR AT — B, — IROR AR, 3 RE 13 B s KM A s /e, JLrp, e R i 7 =0 Xl
TE T HBURREAE BT 7E (g R 1Y 5 4k e SO AEME, Wit 8AT R, 19 B KRS flds /MR 5, A [RIRE 1 7 X
TR AL,

T AL, BN TVE RIS FORAH R T AR W Ak oy v, AT AR AS R 10 77 SR AL £ dm
P77 s AEF A Ay DL i 2 2 206 T80k & MR 10 4 P BE 2 R SR OB 7R AN A P4, (R INIE R 45 0 32 R 3

N o AR R

[ee]
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REARR S AN SZ OR AP AR I AR AR, 38 A N E R A U R PERE AN 2 . (BT 23R4 SRR AP PR 5 2.
TR S B R L U AT — O BE, — ORI, @G N S U B 2 I OL T

Bk 4 A THEIGUR P 57 FairVerify_efficient(DT).

BN B M, B4 D=(XAY).
W BEsARE SP A DI.

1 8 XA RAR R IR 1abel=—1;

2 N ERFEAR B TR 0 Nk R AR &
3. for all ;e M do

4 T X HEFRAR B N;;

5: if njisnot leaf then

6: Ny 20 £ 1505 B R AR 6

7 N4 £ F- 0] B 3 PR AR

8 if n; is sensitive_node then

9 N;<—N; MN;;

10: else

11: pi«<—CalculateProb(e);

12: N;<—pcase{ p;,Ni;1-pi:N};

13: end if

14:  ese

15: if vo<v; then

16: Ni«— AT B2 4T 1abel=1 J& {5 11
17: else

18: Ni«— AT AE 5 F 1abel=0 Ji5 157 113 F%;
19: end if

20: endif

21: end for

22: assetion1«T reaches label==1 with pra;
23: assetion2«T reaches label==1 with ppn;
24 maxp,, minp <« \erification();

25: return maxp,—Ming,, 1—minp,/maxp,;

3 KBES

ASIRLIG 5 2 1 Pt 0 AP PRI D5 AR S EdE AR R AOOR. SEI R A 3 H AR (1) RS
T2 RE S 0 AIE D S TR B TR 1) 23 -8 DL VP Al 3 P RE e s SR I 280 (2) RWITTVARERS 70 BT Bt 3 2 4>

HERBURBYERR I 271 (3) AW ik AE AN [ K £ LI PEfE.

31 XWET

FAIAE Python (3.8.5 MUA) 1 SEIL T Ik Ik T AN 44 4 FairVerify 1)L H. FairVerify i) GBI IE
SRAE AT (AR RS 7 T PAT SCBL. E9C30 b, BATEH scikit-learnt31I1 25 T AN 7] MR ) v 555 1 1B AL A%
MRBERY . A SCAF ] T AE A - B85 v 425 48 T A Adult Income, Bank Marketing 1 COMPAS ix 3 /4™ #4445k ik
TS0, TN EEAETTZE UCH &P R4, Hodb, Adult Income S5 2 0 — /S NEH Tl 50 k, E2%
PR A2 A3 I 50 k; Bank Marketing 4328 H Fr A2 T 7% 7 2 T DA 52 AR aK,  IE8HR% 0 &; COMPAS 5
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oK 11 26 [ 2 HELOk N A 5 TR A B B A SRk, A B B AR R TIO — AN N RS L, BN E. T ERE
PIRE AR RIS (5 B LR L X T AN BR A, A8 X U8 P gt 47 7 T 21, % 145 o 1 s s ok
4, R NEEEEAT one-hot 2w, ST SEARFAE 5B EAT 25 BAb BOAS 7] 1) 40 501 75 4T one-hot 4w il SEU6F—
& CPU 4 Intel Corei9-7960X. RAM 2 32 GB [ EHL_EHy 2.

®1 HHEEGR

piSinES Adult Bank COMPAS
FEAS 32561 41188 7214

IR FEAE B 12 20 8

Qb PR R AE AR 94 66 18
U g v race (5), age (4), sex (2) age (4), marital (4) race (5), age (4), sex (2)

32 B FMIEIE

WAV AE 3 ABGE LA RSO PE S0 T RATH 7. I, A 18k T AR AP PER
SR, Ay 0 R A S ) B I e 2R 2 () K 3 B2 A Ut (equal ratio re-calibration) A1 Sz 3 iz 1 5 (counterfactual
augmention), it 42 AR 2 5 T 4009 T AL B YD A PR THRL . TRATTE IR A BT RN 22 5 A P MR T Ak b 2
R AE AT 7 2 LN R G SRR AT L, — 5 A B ERAT T A O VAT T 96 AE A PP E R R, B — T
E B FRATTIR 5 VE 8 T LA A 0k I RCR HEAT VR4l SEUG 45 L3R 2, vl Ik (0 B0y S503E 0 BU R Ak 31
HIR GRS A T YEAEAEE T, FD B R s BEALAR MO I A B B A R AR L, AT R s 22, JEP, R4
A8 FH 3R I Sk V1 A0 B AR RS 20 7 R A [ PR B S

F 2 HTFAFIHIELE A PP UE R A - PSR T S0 ik BE VA

FEE R bR
B | muE v T AR FEHLARAR
SP DI E.Opp E.Odds SP DI E.Opp E.Odds FD
original 0.146 0.411 0.225 0.173 | 0.216 0.829 0.230 0.161  0.879
race re-calibration | 0.178 0.400 0.103 0.194 | 0.625 0.960 0.296 0.473  0.846
Adult augmention | 0.012 0.046  0.001 0.004 | 0.178 0.365 0.216 0.119  0.891
original 0.194 0519 0.039 0.098 | 0.143 0.687 0.142 0.080 0.879
sex re-calibration | 0.062 0.144 0.170 0.185 0.120 0.648 0.065 0.107 0.846
augmention | 0.004 0.014  0.002 0.003 | 0.018 0.295 0.225 0.123  0.891
original 0.317 0.638 0.068 0.180 | 0.003 0.784 0.080 0.040 0.956
age re-calibration | 0.130 0.252 0.012 0.150 | 0.315 0.902 0.278 0.310 0.793
Bank augmention | 0.012 0.044  0.003 0.006 | 0.001 0.124 0.157 0.079  0.922
original 0.082 0.299 0.074 0.058 | 0.500 0.998 0.070 0.035 0.926
marital re-calibration | 0.312 0.623 0.249 0.286 | 0.082 0.408 0.199 0.164  0.832
augmention | 0.003 0.012  0.003 0.003 | 0.004 0.145 0.082 0.043  0.947
original 0.192 0.366 0.382 0402 | 0379 0.960 0.795 0.570  0.848
race re-calibration | 0.049 0.082 0.059 0.053 | 0119 0.225 0.074 0.128  0.804
COMPAS augmgnti on | 0.062 0.158 0.074 0.057 | 0.167 0.167 0.163 0.136  0.880
original 0.091 0.227 0.105 0.083 | 0.149 0.905 0.308 0.176  0.848
sex re-calibration | 0.004 0.009 0.077 0.079 0.335 0594 0.153 0.306 0.804
augmention | 0.006 0.015 0.002 0.004 | 0.167 0.490 0.215 0.138  0.880

MR, AT LAE B, T8 2 Y S R IR R B AR A TR, s = S 08 50 95 L 50l B2 i vk
X R R it L SIS R 2%k, AR SR B O AR L, E Bank HdARH, A TUE BURE T
y marital, A U R A A 20 BV B A R 5 PR AR B AR AR, W) RE AR TC IR R A, IR S M otk ok
(K1fw L. 538N, X TR SERBEI, FTLAE B, XA A BRI PPER TSR T I SO
FEAR FUAT P A (sex) AR R L BURK T M RS 1199 A (race,age) (KRR L R0 R L UF 19 2. 7E BENLARMRAR AL -, 1R Mk
R 2L P28 P- PRS0 T E.Opp A E.Odds P A4S B2 f A 23 P PESE TH, Al LU T e WX 4 Al 50925 ] e 6 17 Bk
TEAR 2 R85 A Db LT THIAFAE AN 2
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33 EEHBBEMEST

KZHN PRI TR RS SO 2 PP VEAL 575 %5 8 s — U B v, O B Bz MR I 5 s A, 2R
MM, KT — AN 7E S A S WL s 4, AEEAFEA I — AU R, Horh i — 28 @ M T e 2 AN RE. BT
1) 7 77 12 20 A A5 10K 8 T 1) 22 AN R ARL PR S o0, O VP A8 1) 0 5 S A T . 2 B0 4 T R A7 7 22 A U s 1,
FairVerify AJ LS UE AN [ 20 75 S0 I M E (A T (80 2 Pk 61 0 A i At St SR A 0 s 2 £ 9 A 5 1) A AR
SRR, TR

XTI S — GRS, BT T AT I A AN ) 52 A SR R PR 4 (0 PPV RIS [ R R 4L G a )
%#Tﬁii‘ﬂﬂ{E%EE’\J’l‘%%ﬁ%ﬁ*ﬁ%*ﬁﬁ?ﬁ. WA FE AR PPV 2 (R[22 5, BATREYS E M B
CEAN RN BEAR LI LR . Bl 5 04 COMPAS i 48 T (¥ — AN Bl AL p Sf A5 78 3t T-{ agie, sex} 0% g 1 (1) AN [
R PPV 45 5. nf LA, “age 1, sex F" W ARAE 1% 50 AT 45 b & — A 59 e 4.

P¥=1]A=al
040
035
0.30
— 025
Il
= 020
=
2 915
0.10
0.05
0.00

o . . []

o § w 3w 3 w3
| | |

X x x x
5 3 8 3 0% 3 8 3
% « “ 0 “ « S 0
O' o HI — NI ~ ml o
| | | |

() () [ ()
@ % oW H w &% w &
© © © ©

&
&
H
=

Kl 5 COMPAS %l 5 oxt & 4 U s PERER (1) PPV {22 57

Th, BATHEER, Tt 2 P B IE 2 BN LR, 72 K2 B4 b, #7518 10 B 4 U a PRk
%, B ERRUEME RO, BIAA7EBOC W B 5 L. FRATTZE Adult 208548 X vl SR AT B AL AR PRS2
A3 AR T XA AR BB R A A T 4N E R E, Hd, DLR— AU E % race A brE, 43005 H
T RA race Ja@ (5 MRME) . race 5 sex JBPE(10 MRAE) . race 5 age J& (20 MR AH) LA X race, sex, age J& 7
(40 ANIRAE), BEHLIERT 5 4, AR RmE 6 . WLLER, SABURERNRERS, Gk
B 5 2 (1B

iR FAHLAEFR
10 10
(1] 08
i L
lm o6 l:‘il 0.6
i i
3H 3H
< — 0.4
04
o i
=1 =]
0.2
02
0.0
mea race, race, race, race race, race, race,
s Eo age e, 151 s age e,
—— O (3.1 208 age {10} (20h age
—— EOpp (20} (40}
—+ cons: SRR SRR

6 Adult HodlidE A AR S BUR R MEAL & 1R R AR LS R
34 WHELHR SRR LD
X F PR AL [ AP PERGUE, TR IR S TAER L T vy . Justicia® e 5 Fe AT BT it TAE,
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IT SSAT sk %, SIUH K FairSquare, VeriFair 255 iR A L, & BB 4 T 78 o SEp RO 2k PE RN S0k i 2
ST B P RE L T RO AR 5 e SR B ABE 2R A ST 56 U 1 B T R 2 5 2 AR N AR R R A A i i R
T 2% 328 B2 10 P BE 32 36 A0 S 800 2 i, R R] 28 7 M B T 1 128 A e TR STk 3 AN KR4, B
FairVerify 7 g e B 56 0F 45 5 dusticiafExd L. R 3R T A RBURE R E R, FairVerify 1 Justicia
fi 3k 1 S0 R PR R T B S 4 R, 25K T 0.0 AOB kL o, T LWL EEE, FairVerify F1 Justicia ff)

X, XFER 2R 27E DI P goiek.
3 W TYERE FairVerify 5 Justicia [ 22 3 11E 45 R LL s

" . o N FairVerify Justicia
Bk BRI ik Sk SP DI E.Opp E.Odds SP DI E.Opp E.Odds
i [ 0.124 0383 0.131 0.114 | 0.138 0.344 0.099 0.103

race PRk 0.135 0.357 0.185 0.142 | 0.066 0.295 0.096 0.078

Adult sex it [T 0.196 0.576 0.031 0.095 | 0.194 0.547 0.034 0.094
PRk 0.027 0.088 0.022 0.022 | 0.006 0.019 0.006 0.006

race, sex it [T 0.537 0.745 0.503 0.360 0.59 0.81 0.468 0.377

PR 0181 0442 0214 0176 | 0.078 0225 0102 0.087

o it 3 0.344 0.647 0.118 0.219 | 0.359 0.596 0.094 0.229
« P 0.109 0354 0.138 0.116 | 0.082 0.276 0.063 0.070
it [T 0471 0578 0.069 0.064 | 0.531 0.678 0.069 0.061

Bank marital PR 0.056 0.208 0.118 0.080 | 0.014 0057 0.041 0.027
age, marital i [ 039 0712 0545 0461 | 046 0709 0.470  0.490

' P 0.156 0.461 0.236  0.183 | 0.105 0.334 0.103 0.100

race it JJj 0.286 0.615 0401 0.369 | 0.192 0.248 0.307 0.366

PRI 0494 0799 0511 0492 | 0203 0603 0181  0.199

COMPAS e i [ 0.023 0.058 0.004 0.033 | 0.001 0.001 0.013 0.023
PRk 0.164 0.343 0162 0.165 | 0.082 0.189 0.065 0.079

e 3t I 0.403 0438 0431 0469 | 0391 0392 0292 0.351

PR 0415 0.888 0.679 0.653 032 0519 0.305 0.315

Ak, AN T FairVerify Rl Justicia fTFSECMERE. FeAl 105055 3 AN BRI E XA i MUt @ o, B
Adult 255 HAT 40 AU R MR, Bank 2845 HAT 16 MU B PE B4, 1T COMPAS 3 4 B A 48 /M
TRJEVERER. FEUEHEA b, PATE T B e SR IR B3 VR B R A A TR AR /NIRRT AN 2R — Rk, SRR 4K
2 B AR AE SOUR BEBR BRI RS ol R 25 AR 2. B 7 s &5 ol IR 523, %TT COMPAS
IR YN H AR T A /N R Y | Justicia [ ME AL EF T FairVerify; {EXF T KIRBE ALY FairVerify [ 4b 35 &
xR Z . AT, FairVerify B EE MY REYE. thAh, XSz EAE Linux & 52, 1 PAT THE
Windows - & I B 23 B0 H 4.

Fairverify Adult Bank COMPAS
—— FairVerify_Effi 160 4
—— Justicia_Enum 25
— justicia_Learn 140
120 20
100 4
o CEt
= *] =
o 60 = 1w

/./ 5
20

20 50 160 10 20 s 100 10 20 50
BN PR PR S R R

K7 % TSR R FairVerify Al Justicia 1k B8 L3

100
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4 MXIME

X TR (R ) (5 PERIE T, AR T AR R R e . T EEME L AP PERA K BRI ST, 5 S A
VR 28 R LG, T JLAE A RN . Bride 5 A4 H T Silas HL3E 2% > HE AR, ofi e bt 2 ) 3 4
BUSAAHIBCR, 3T Silas HEZLINZRAG 2 (R HAT RAF (1 ol R PEAT W] S0k, JPR4E BE T2 BEfX) Chen 4
N BOLfe o b P B0 o) 2 8y 22 A B R K R ), 45 1 T — A S0 T B R SOAE RS A . Bkah, fib
AT PAR N T — P R0 2 BRI H%, SAVRAE ARG MM I TR 2R S 00T, b PSR AR 45 1) 8
PESRBURER 10 T S Sato 25 NPT T — R0 LTRSS UE 45 SR 00 S (O 98 2, AL 0TI SR 2 T BB AY

PACSK AR ) R, R POREA A G BRI . AP PEAESE, IR I T 40 VERITAS [ UEHESE. John 45
N TS it g AR 3 1 A B A N PR30 0 B B P DR R MR, 4R T — RAVE AL R B R, I8
RSB ITT i, SRR P A S0 IE S 51 o 1) 201 5 KA T 0 LA 488 R S5 0 SIS0 S i A\ A 1 B 5215 R 5
AR, JFBEUE T 400 VOTE (1 T H RS,

P PERLAS S 3] S AT PERIF SR I — A E 7 1. Kilbertus 25 A2 F DU i 199 2 ) 50K g 1 A0 = Ak i
PR E) R SR PEREAT AT, Bt T AT e R R A R A R S D 8 o 4 vl ) A A R R A 2 TR A
FAEEIE AR AR, % m S AR V2 A A B AR AR TE, W% s VA7 AEARE L. 2019 4, Thomas %5

(1R BRAE. A0 FE A NP T — R T 20 2K A0 B (R R i, T A BE 23 2B AR5 vh NS B %, JF A
demographic parity 1 equalized odds 211 F1f 52 HE W) _F SZEL /3 2585

U AR SR, A S I 50 I 2 Rl AN BN O AL S T A G VR A R A 7 (individual
fairness) (KIBAIE, A V1% R8I0 2 e 5 0L, AE A5 30 75 B3R AL bR PR K ARIE. John 25 AR T — i LAy
SRRV AN A PR IRAE 73k, (T B R G 0, 7T RS IR B 1 TT Y. Ranzato 25 AWV f vk s g
P T AR YR RE RN G 7, AR AR AP TR M. AT MR A, BEAA AP
(group fairness) iR (KP4 o, AT (0 28 P 2 X5 b K 22 S AR 7 Pk (M. FairSquare #4
NS SON IR AR )R, A P B AR 4 D iR UG E. VeriFair 38 28 it B5U@ s B EAT A, SEElZ Rl A 1
JE SRR IGAE . Justicia K 24 -1 il B Ak A BEATLA 2K RO 2 4 1) BEREAT B0 F, IR R B T A U E
RIHE. RIS B4 N, X2 7 vk % BT R BRPE. Ignatiev 5 NI H T — AN T8 24k PR 36 U HE 42 DF
At B4 A A0 B0 1 TE 7% AR - (Fairness through unawareness), {H 7T 2% 1& AR G50 J 1k ok 2 ST 1) 5%

8 3 A TR, Ay TR, A () — P T RS AL IR AUE B, T L 56 2R 40 T A S AT S M T 1 5
E. A LB NUOLK Web IR 45 4 A ek R 3T b A B 2 HAR YRR sk eI R, KA R A P A SR s R 2 H
PRI B A 2, FEA8 ) PRISM MR R R0 306 SLHEA T U0AIF . 21 4 AT SCT MRS R 4T g 58 70 A
TR AR F) e e N, A3 28 v 7 WLV 2R 0 ] S MR VP A (R I 5 00 AT I e N\ LI M o i AR Ay
PP T — AR B 5 7 051, BEE T 3 TR T B A el A R R (1 2 S 0. Gao 2 A9 i
PR A 25 O Bl L [ AR R SR S AT T 4 AT, DA B D SRR RN e (R % FE P AT A R R AT 4 A W
SERSEARY BN [R) 1 SRR IR e SR LA B 6 AR R A G o B DA R AT N IEAT T A R,
i PRISM T H 31T I AIE 15 50 #7.
5 BE5IHE

ARSCHEH T ol B AR 2 A5 A A 1) 7 VoK B0 F v SRR AR S F AR AR 1) 0 P el L IR T G B S R
I EEPIRP A, SCT TS LR R R 6 R bR, R PCSP#RRI JFHEAT MR B AG £r, 13
FIAE 5 A BUR PR T A 4% F T SR 10 BE Ik 000 6, T A R AR A SRR AR SO R R IR D A 2
AN B 4 I R A B 10 93 2K 25 P AT AR O RCSRL,  T) HN3 A 55 4 th Adk K F) e SR R R A T 0 T
SE R B T v, R R e R
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AT J7 485 By TR T W 4 BB B 20~ (K G v PR SR AIE (R A R A0, (B ORAAAE — B R L i 22, JkAT)
AR 8 AR P ORTE IR B KN AL AN, TR T WUE SCRI U R PR, (EAE S L St al N I b, U R
PEFEA— RN, FLn]REA7AE 29 2 PEA7 AR B R W (1 AR U 17, X2 — AME AT T 0 5 1.
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