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ABSTRACT
The fairness of AI decision-making has garnered increasing atten-
tion, leading to the proposal of numerous fairness algorithms. In
this paper, we aim not to address this issue by directly introducing
fair learning algorithms, but rather by generating entirely new,
fair synthetic data from biased datasets for use in any downstream
tasks. Additionally, the distribution of test data may differ from
that of the training set, potentially impacting the performance of
the generated synthetic data in downstream tasks. To address these
two challenges, we propose a diffusion model-based framework,
FADM: Fairness-Aware Diffusion withMeta-learning. FADM intro-
duces two types of gradient induction during the sampling phase
of the diffusion model: one to ensure that the generated samples
belong to the desired target categories, and another to make the
sensitive attributes of the generated samples difficult to classify
into any specific sensitive attribute category. To overcome data
distribution shifts in the test environment, we train the diffusion
model and the two classifiers used for induction within a meta-
learning framework. Compared to other baselines, FADM allows
for flexible control over the categories of the generated samples
and exhibits superior generalization capability. Experiments on
real datasets demonstrate that FADM achieves better accuracy and
optimal fairness in downstream tasks.
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Figure 1: An illustration of the fair generation task. The
generated samples are produced from noise and are distinct
individuals from those used to train the generator. Through
certain inductions, the generated samples are concentrated
in a subspace of the feature space that does not contain sen-
sitive information (referred to as the fair space). The dataset
D𝑠𝑦𝑛 sampled from the fair space can be utilized for training
various downstream tasks.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Fairness in machine learning is a critical aspect of the ethical deploy-
ment of automated systems, aiming to ensure that these systems
do not perpetuate or amplify existing biases and inequalities. A
sensitive feature is defined as an attribute that contains protected
information about individuals or groups within a dataset. This infor-
mationmay encompass characteristics such as race, gender, religion,
or socioeconomic status, which are safeguarded by ethical consid-
erations, legal regulations, or societal norms [1]. Machine learning
models have the potential to inadvertently acquire discriminatory
patterns if sensitive variables exhibit spurious correlations with the
target variable or predictive outcomes [16, 17]. The field has gained
significant attention due to the widespread use of machine learn-
ing in sensitive areas such as hiring, criminal justice, and lending,
where biased outcomes can have severe societal implications.
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Currently, numerous methods focus on removing sensitive in-
formation from the original dataset to train a fair model [2, 23].
Unlike these approaches, the objective of this paper is to gener-
ate fair data (Fig.1). Specifically, the aim is to produce fair data
from input noise while ensuring the quality of the data. Being
able to generate fair data is important because end-users creating
models based on publicly available data might be unaware they
are inadvertently including bias or insufficiently knowledgeable
to remove it from their model [21]. A synthetically generated fair
dataset can be applied for training any downstream task, rather
than being tailored to a specific model. However, the test-set distri-
bution commonly differs from the training distribution. This will let
models encounter surprising failures if there is a significant differ-
ence in such distributions [14]. A common approach is to decouple
environment-independent semantic information. However, for the
data generation task, this not only increases the model’s complexity
but also makes all subsequent generation processes highly depen-
dent on the completeness of the disentanglement. Therefore, we
propose training a diffusion model and two classifiers for guiding
sample generation within a meta-learning framework. One clas-
sifier guides the generation of samples with specified categories,
while the other sensitive attribute classifier ensures the generation
of samples devoid of sensitive information. Through meta-training,
the diffusion model achieves robust generation capabilities across
different domains, and both classifiers maintain accurate classifica-
tion in various domains, thereby effectively guiding the diffusion
model in the correct generation process. Our contributions can be
summarized as follows:
• We formulated a new problem: generating unbiased data to
train downstream classifiers that are tested on distribution-
shifted datasets, while ensuring both accuracy and fairness.
• We have designed a novel fair data generation method called
FADM. FADM not only allows for the specification of gen-
erated sample categories but also possesses generalization
capabilities under test data distribution shifts. These two
features are not available in any of the previous methods.
• Experiments on real-world datasets demonstrate that FADM
achieves the best performance in both fairness and accuracy
compared to other baselines when facing the challenge of
domain shifts.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 Fair Data Generation
Fairness in machine learning aims to ensure equitable performance
across different demographic groups, and it can be achieved through
three primary approaches: pre-processing, in-processing, and post-
processing methods. Pre-processing methods modify the training
data to mitigate biases before training the model, using techniques
such as data resampling, data transformation, and fair data gen-
eration. Fair data generation is similar to pre-processing methods.
However, unlike pre-processing methods, fair data generation does
not use the original data to train downstream classifiers. Instead, it
can generate additional data for training predictive models, which is
especially beneficial when the original training data is very limited.

FairGAN [22] is the first method to tackle fair data generation. It
removes sensitive information by ensuring that the discriminator

cannot distinguish the sensitive group membership of the gener-
ated samples. Also based on GANs [5], DECAF [21] can achieve
various fairness criteria by leveraging causal graphs. FLDGM [19]
attempts to integrate an existing debiasing method [15] with GANs
or diffusion models [8] to achieve fair data generation. Unlike these
existing methods, FADM not only synthesizes an arbitrary number
of samples but also allows for the specification of each sample’s
category. Additionally, models trained on data generated by FADM
possess the capability to handle shifts in the distribution of test
data.

2.2 Fairness under Distribution Shifts
Achieving fairness is not devoid of challenges, especially in the
presence of distribution shifts. These shifts can pose significant
hurdles as models trained on source distributions may not general-
ize well to target data distributions, potentially exacerbating biases
and undermining the intended fairness objectives [12].

There are two primary approaches to addressing fairness issues
across domains: feature disentanglement and data augmentation.
Feature disentanglement aims to learn latent representations of
data features, enhancing their clarity and mutual independence
within the model [13, 24]. Data augmentation seeks to enhance the
diversity of training datasets and improve model generalization
performance by systematically applying controlled transformations
to the training data [18].

3 BACKGROUND
Let X ⊆ R𝑝 denotes a feature space. Z ⊂ Z is a sensitive space.
Y ⊂ Z is defined as an output or a label space. A domain is de-
fined as a joint distribution P𝑋𝑍𝑌 := P(𝑋,𝑍,𝑌 ) on X × Z × Y.
A dataset sampled i.i.d. from a domain P𝑋𝑍𝑌 is represented as
D = {(x𝑖 , 𝑧𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 )} |D |𝑖=1 , where x, 𝑧,𝑦 are the realizations of random
variables 𝑋,𝑍,𝑌 in the corresponding spaces. A classifier in the
space F is denoted as 𝑓 : X → Y. We denote E𝑠𝑟𝑐 and E𝑡𝑔𝑡 as sets
of domain labels for source and target domains, respectively.

3.1 Algorithmic Fairness
Algorithmic fairness primarily encompasses group fairness, individ-
ual fairness, and counterfactual fairness. This paper focuses solely
on the most common form, group fairness. Group fairness ensures
that different demographic groups are treated equally by a machine
learning model. The goal is to ensure that the outcomes of the
model are not biased or discriminatory against any specific group
based on sensitive attributes such as race, gender, age, or other
protected characteristics. This is often expressed through the lens
of demographic parity (DP) [3] and equalized opportunity (EOp)
[7], where the conditional probability of a positive outcome for
positive class is equal across different sensitive subgroups.

DP: P(𝑓 (𝑋 ) = 1|𝑍 = 1) = P(𝑓 (𝑋 ) = 1|𝑍 = 0)
EOp: P(𝑓𝜽 (𝑋 ) = 1|𝑍 = 1, 𝑌 = 1) = P(𝑓𝜽 (𝑋 ) = 1|𝑍 = 0, 𝑌 = 1)

The more the classifier 𝑓 satisfies these two equations, the fairer
we can consider the classification to be.
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3.2 Problem Statements
Let D𝑠𝑟𝑐 = {D𝑠 }𝑆

𝑠=1 be a finite set of source data and assume
that for each 𝑠 ∈ E𝑠𝑟𝑐 , we have access to its corresponding data
D𝑠 = {(x𝑠

𝑖
, 𝑧𝑠
𝑖
, 𝑦𝑠

𝑖
)} |D

𝑠 |
𝑖=1 sampled i.i.d from its corresponding do-

main P𝑠
𝑋𝑍𝑌

. We aim to train a generator using D𝑠𝑟𝑐 . By inputting
noise into the generator, we can produce a synthetic dataset D𝑠𝑦𝑛 .
Our goal is to ensure that the model trained onD𝑠𝑦𝑛 is fair for any
downstream tasks (specifically classification tasks in this paper) in
the target domainD𝑡𝑔𝑡 . In other words, the ultimate goal is to train
a classifier 𝑓𝜃 parameterized by 𝜽 using D𝑠𝑦𝑛 , such that 𝑓𝜃 meets
DP (Demographic Parity) and EOp (Equal Opportunity) criteria
when classifying D𝑡𝑔𝑡 .

4 METHODOLOGY
4.1 Score-based Diffusion Models
Score-based generative models learn to reverse the perturbation
process from data to noise in order to generate samples [20]. Score-
based methods can be applied to Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic
Models (DDPMs) [8]. The forward process of DDPM gradually adds
Gaussian noise to the data over a series of timesteps, eventually
transforming the data into pure noise. This process can be described
as a Markov chain where each step adds a small amount of noise to
the data. Let x0 be the original data, and xt be the noisy data after t
steps. The forward process is defined as:

𝑞(x𝑡 | x𝑡−1) = N(x𝑡 ;
√︁
1 − 𝛽𝑡x𝑡−1, 𝛽𝑡 I), (1)

where 𝛽𝑡 is a small positive constant controlling the noise level at
step t. The forward diffusion can be defined by an Itô SDE:

dx = −1
2
𝛽 (𝑡)xd𝑡 +

√︁
𝛽 (𝑡)dw, (2)

where the function 𝛽 (𝑡) is determined by the discrete 𝛽𝑡 and w is
the standard Wiener process. Denoting the distribution under the
forward diffusion as 𝑝𝑡 , f (x, 𝑡) := − 1

2 𝛽 (𝑡) and 𝑔(𝑡) :=
√︁
𝛽 (𝑡), the

corresponding reverse diffusion process can be described by the
following system of SDEs:

dx =
[
f (x, 𝑡) − 𝑔2 (𝑡)∇x log𝑝𝑡 (x)

]
d𝑡 + 𝑔(𝑡)dw, (3)

wherew is the reverse-time standardWiener processes, and d𝑡 is an
infinitesimal negative time step. The score networks 𝑠𝜃 is trained
to approximate the partial score functions ∇x log 𝑝𝑡 (x), then used
to simulate Eq.3 backward in time to generate the sample features.
specially, the score net loss [20] can be formulate as:

L𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 =E𝑡 {𝜆(𝑡)Ex(0)Ex(𝑡 ) |x(0) [∥s𝜽 (x(𝑡), 𝑡)
− ∇x(𝑡 ) log 𝑝0𝑡 (x(𝑡) | x(0))∥22]}, (4)

Here, 𝜆 : [0,𝑇 ] → R>0 is a positive weighting function, 𝑡 is uni-
formly sampled over [0,𝑇 ], x(0) ∼ 𝑝0 (x) and x(𝑡) ∼ 𝑝0𝑡 (x𝑡 | x0).
For DDPM, we can typically choose

𝜆 ∝ 1/E
[

∇x(𝑡 ) log𝑝0𝑡 (x(𝑡) | x(0))

22] . (5)

4.2 Data Generation with Classifier Guidance
Previous methods directly generated a joint distribution 𝑝 (𝑥,𝑦)
using a generator, resulting in random sample labels. To enable
controlled generation of sample labels, we can adopt a different
approach: first specify a label𝑦, and then use the generator to model
the conditional distribution 𝑝 (𝑥 | 𝑦). We approach by sampling
from the conditional distribution 𝑝𝑡 (x | 𝑦) where y represents the
label condition, by solving the conditional reverse-time SDE:

dx =
[
f (x, 𝑡) − 𝑔2 (𝑡)∇x log𝑝𝑡 (x | 𝑦)

]
d𝑡 + 𝑔(𝑡)dw. (6)

Since ∇x log𝑝𝑡 (x | 𝑦) = ∇x log𝑝𝑡 (x) + ∇x log𝑝𝑡 (𝑦 | x), we need a
pretrained classifier 𝑝𝜃𝑦 ,𝑡 (𝑦 | x) to similate 𝑝𝑡 (𝑦 | x). Therefore,
we can rewrite Eq. 6 as:

dx =

[
f (x, 𝑡) − 𝑔2 (𝑡) (∇x log𝑝𝑡 (x) + 𝜆𝑦∇x log 𝑝𝜃𝑦 ,𝑡 (𝑦 | x))

]
d𝑡

+ 𝑔(𝑡)dw, (7)

where 𝜆𝑦 is a hyperparameter that controls the guidance strength
of the label classifier (𝑓𝜃𝑦 ). At this point, we can specify labels
for generating samples, rather than generating labels and samples
simultaneously at random.

4.3 Debiasing with Fair Control
To remove sensitive information from samples during the reverse
diffusion process, we propose a novel sampling strategy. Assuming
a binary signal 𝑠𝑓 𝑎𝑖𝑟 indicates whether fair control has been applied,
we should sample from the conditional distribution 𝑝𝑡 (x | 𝑦, 𝑠𝑓 𝑎𝑖𝑟 =

1). Consequently, we need to solve the conditional reverse-time
SDE:

dx =
[
f (x, 𝑡) − 𝑔2 (𝑡)∇x log 𝑝𝑡 (x | 𝑦, 𝑠𝑓 𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 1)

]
d𝑡 + 𝑔(𝑡)dw. (8)

Since 𝑝𝑡 (x | 𝑦, 𝑠𝑓 𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 1) ∝ 𝑝𝑡 (x)𝑝𝑡 (𝑦 | x)𝑝𝑡 (𝑠𝑓 𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 1 | x, 𝑦), we
can derive the gradient relationship as follows:

∇x log𝑝𝑡 (x | 𝑦, 𝑠𝑓 𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 1) =∇x log𝑝𝑡 (x) + ∇x log 𝑝𝑡 (𝑦 | x)
+ ∇x log𝑝𝑡 (𝑠𝑓 𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 1 | x, 𝑦) . (9)

For a given sample x, regardless of its label, we need to impose
fairness constraints on it. Therefore, 𝑠𝑓 𝑎𝑖𝑟 is independent of 𝑦 (i.e.
𝑝𝑡 (𝑠𝑓 𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 1 | x, 𝑦) = 𝑝𝑡 (𝑠𝑓 𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 1 | x)). For a sample that does not
contain sensitive information, it will be challenging to classify it
definitively into any sensitive category. Based on this property, we
model 𝑝𝑡 (𝑠𝑓 𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 1 | x) as:

𝑝𝑡 (𝑠𝑓 𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 1 | x) = 𝑒𝐻 (𝑝𝜃𝑧 ,𝑡 (𝑧 |x) )

𝐶𝑡
, (10)

where 𝐻 (·) denotes the entropy function, 𝑝𝜃𝑧 ,𝑡 represents the con-
ditional distribution modeled by the pre-trained sensitive classifier
𝑓𝜃𝑧 , and𝐶𝑡 is a normalization constant. Adding the gradient of the
logarithm of Eq. 10 in the reverse diffusion process corresponds to
maximizing the entropy of 𝑝𝜃𝑧 ,𝑡 (𝑧 | x)) at each time step 𝑡 . This en-
sures that the samples drawn at each step contain minimal sensitive
information, making it difficult for the classifier 𝑓𝜃𝑧 to determine
their sensitive category. Substituting Eq. 9 and Eq. 10 into Eq. ??
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yields the final reverse SDE:

dx =

[
f (x, 𝑡) − 𝑔2 (𝑡) (∇x log𝑝𝑡 (x) + 𝜆𝑦∇x log𝑝𝜃𝑦 ,𝑡 (𝑦 | x)

+𝜆𝑧∇x𝐻 (𝑝𝜃𝑧 ,𝑡 (𝑧 | x)))
]
d𝑡 + 𝑔(𝑡)dw, (11)

where 𝜆𝑧 is a hyperparameter that controls the guidance strength
of the sensitve classifier (𝑓𝜃𝑧 ). Thus far, we are able to generate
samples that are free from sensitive information and can be labeled
as desired.

4.4 Model Optimization with Meta-learning
In the preceding sections, we introduced a novel approach for gen-
erating unbiased data with specified labels. This process involves
training two inducing classifiers and a score-based diffusion model.
However, the datasets D𝑠𝑟𝑐 used for training these three models
and D𝑡𝑔𝑡 used for testing exhibit biased distributions, a scenario
often more representative of real-world situations. If employing
conventional generalization approaches, training an autoencoder
(AE) to decouple semantic features indicative of class information
from features would not only increase training costs but also pose
challenges in ensuring effective decoupling of features. Hence, we
opt for a meta-learning-based approach, training three components
concurrently within the framework of MAML [4, 11] to endow
them with simultaneous generalization capabilities.

Specifically, suppose there are n domains in the training set. In
each iteration, for a batch B𝑠𝑟𝑐 from the training set D𝑠𝑟𝑐 , one
domain is randomly sampled from B𝑠𝑟𝑐 as B𝑜𝑢𝑡 , and the remaining
n-1 domains’ data constitute B𝑖𝑛 . Assuming the score model param-
eters before each iteration are 𝜃 , we perform gradient descent using
the loss obtained on B𝑜𝑢𝑡 to obtain a temporary set of parameters 𝜃 ,
then use the model with parameters 𝜃 to obtain another set of loss
values on B𝑖𝑛 . Finally, 𝜃 needs to consider both losses for updat-
ing. Intuitively, the model not only considers the fit of the current
model to the available data but also demands the parameters to
update based on visible data for generalization to unknown data.
Since the score model of the diffusion model and the two classifiers
guided by it do not interact during training, they can be trained
together under this framework. For the complete process, please
refer to Algorithm 1. Through this concise meta-training, the entire
generative framework gains generalization capability.

5 EXPERIMENTS
5.1 Experimental Settings
Dataset. Adult [10] contains a diverse set of attributes pertaining
to individuals in the United States. The dataset is often utilized
to predict whether an individual’s annual income exceeds 50,000
dollars, making it a popular choice for binary classification tasks.
We categorize gender as a sensitive attribute. Income is designated
as the dependent variable 𝑌 . Adult comprises five different racial
categories: White, Asian-Pac-Islander, Amer-Indian-Eskimo, Other,
and Black. We partition the dataset into five domains based on these
racial categories.

Evaluationmetrics. Wemeasure the classification performance
of the algorithm using Accuracy (ACC) and evaluate the algorithm
fairness using two popular evaluation metrics as follows.

Algorithm 1 Optimization procedure for FADM
1: Input: source labeled datasets D𝑠𝑟𝑐 with 𝑇 domains; score

network 𝑠𝜃 ; label classifier 𝑓𝜃𝑦 ; sensitive classifier 𝑓𝜃𝑧 ; hyper-
parameters 𝛼𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 , 𝛼𝑦, 𝛼𝑧 , 𝛽𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 , 𝛽𝑦, 𝛽𝑧 , 𝛾𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 , 𝛾𝑦, 𝛾𝑧 .

2: Initialize 𝑠𝜃 , 𝑓𝜃𝑦 , 𝑓𝜃𝑎 .
3: for 𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑟 = 1, 2, ... do
4: Sample a batch of data B𝑠𝑟𝑐 from D𝑠𝑟𝑐

5: Split: B𝑖𝑛,B𝑜𝑢𝑡 ← B𝑠𝑟𝑐
6: Meta-train:
7: Obtain L𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 (B𝑖𝑛, 𝜃 ) by Eq. 4
8: Update 𝜃 = 𝜃 − 𝛼𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒∇𝜃L𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 (B𝑖𝑛, 𝜃 )
9: Obtain L𝑦 (B𝑖𝑛, 𝜃𝑦) by calculate cross-entropy loss for 𝑓𝜃𝑦
10: Update 𝜃𝑦 = 𝜃𝑦 − 𝛼𝑦∇𝜃𝑦L𝑦 (B𝑖𝑛, 𝜃𝑦)
11: Obtain L𝑧 (B𝑖𝑛, 𝜃𝑧) by calculate cross-entropy loss for 𝑓𝜃𝑧
12: Update 𝜃𝑧 = 𝜃𝑧 − 𝛼𝑧∇𝜃𝑧L𝑧 (B𝑖𝑛, 𝜃𝑧)
13: Meta-test:
14: Calculate L𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 (B𝑜𝑢𝑡 , 𝜃 ), L𝑦 (B𝑜𝑢𝑡 , 𝜃𝑦) and L𝑧 (B𝑜𝑢𝑡 , 𝜃𝑧)
15: Optimization:

16: Update 𝜃 = 𝜃 − 𝛾𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒
𝜕

(
L𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 (B𝑖𝑛,𝜃 )+𝛽𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒L𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 (B𝑜𝑢𝑡 ,𝜃 )

)
𝜕𝜃

17: Update 𝜃𝑦 = 𝜃𝑦 − 𝛾𝑦
𝜕

(
L𝑦 (B𝑖𝑛,𝜃𝑦 )+𝛽𝑦L𝑦 (B𝑜𝑢𝑡 ,𝜃𝑦 )

)
𝜕𝜃𝑦

18: Update 𝜃𝑧 = 𝜃𝑧 − 𝛾𝑧
𝜕

(
L𝑧 (B𝑖𝑛,𝜃𝑧 )+𝛽𝑧L𝑧 (B𝑜𝑢𝑡 ,𝜃𝑧 )

)
𝜕𝜃𝑧

19: end for

• Ratio of Demographic Parity (DP) [3] is formalized as

RDP =


P(𝑌 = 1 | 𝑍 = 0)
P(𝑌 = 1 | 𝑍 = 1)

, if RDP ≤ 1,

P(𝑌 = 1 | 𝑍 = 1)
P(𝑌 = 1 | 𝑍 = 0)

, otherwise.
(12)

• Ratio of Equalized Opportunity (EOp) [7] is formalized as

REOp =


P(𝑌 = 1 | 𝑍 = 0, 𝑌 = 1)
P(𝑌 = 1 | 𝑍 = 1, 𝑌 = 1)

, if REOp ≤ 1,

P(𝑌 = 1 | 𝑍 = 1, 𝑌 = 1)
P(𝑌 = 1 | 𝑍 = 0, 𝑌 = 1)

, otherwise.
(13)

EOp requires that𝑌 has equal true positive rates between subgroups
𝑍 = 0 and 𝑍 = 1. The closer RDP and REOp are to 1, the fairer the
model is considered to be.

Compared methods. We compare FADM with four genera-
tion methods including three classic generative models: VAE [9],
GAN [5], and DDPM [8]. Additionally, there is a baseline model
specifically designed for fair data generation: FairGAN [22].

Settings. We test the performance of the model using classi-
fication tasks as an example. For the sake of fairness, we follow
the same steps for training and testing all methods. Specifically,
we train all generation methods under the same settings, and then
train and test the classifier using the same settings.

Model selection.We employed Leave-one-domain-out cross-
validation [6] for each methods. Specifically, given |D𝑠 | training
domains, we trained |D𝑠 | models with the same hyperparameters,
each model reserving one training domain and training on the re-
maining |D𝑠 | − 1 training domains. Subsequently, each model was
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Table 1: Classification and fairness performance on Adult dataset (higher values indicate better performance; A-I-E stands for
Amer-Indian-Eskimo, A-P-I stands for Asian-Pac-Islander; bold is the best).

Method A-I-E A-P-I Black Other White Avg

ACC RDP REOp ACC RDP REOp ACC RDP REOp ACC RDP REOp ACC RDP REOp ACC RDP REOp
VAE [9] 84.51 0.83 0.73 77.82 0.55 0.43 88.70 0.81 0.54 86.66 0.88 0.73 78.38 0.81 0.68 83.21 0.74 0.62
GAN [5] 78.79 0.86 0.80 59.60 0.75 0.73 72.24 0.90 0.69 80.42 0.89 0.78 72.27 0.84 0.73 72.66 0.85 0.74
DDPM [8] 87.01 0.89 0.79 79.75 0.68 0.42 89.49 0.91 0.75 85.16 0.81 0.48 79.11 0.74 0.6 84.10 0.82 0.61
FairGAN [22] 85.16 0.93 0.90 63.12 0.95 0.83 82.97 0.75 0.44 65.71 0.82 0.55 74.00 0.95 0.84 74.20 0.88 0.71
FADM 88.05 0.95 0.80 79.04 0.82 0.66 89.66 0.92 0.73 86.73 0.96 0.81 81.37 0.86 0.76 84.97 0.91 0.75

tested on the domain it had reserved, and the average Accuracy
across these models on their respective reserved domains was com-
puted. The model with the highest average Accuracy was chosen,
and this model was then trained on all |D𝑠 | domains.

5.2 Overall Perfermance
The overall performance of FADM and its competing methods on
Adult dataset is presented in Table 1. Focus on the average of each
metric across all domains, FADM achieves the best performance in
classification and fairness on Adult datasets simultaneously. Both
VAE and DDPM achieve decent classification accuracy, but due
to their lack of fairness consideration, they cannot guarantee the
algorithmic fairness. Although FairGAN and GAN outperforms
FADM in fairness performance in some domains, its classification
performance is not competitive. Overall, FADM ensures fairness
while maintaining strong classification capabilities.

6 CONCLUSION
In this paper, we introduced FADM: Fairness-Aware Diffusion with
Meta-learning, a novel method for generating fair synthetic data
from biased datasets to enhance downstream AI tasks. By using
a diffusion model with gradient induction to control sample cate-
gories and obscure sensitive attributes, and training within a meta-
learning framework, FADM effectively addresses distribution shifts
between training and test data. Experiments on real-world datasets
demonstrate that FADM achieves superior fairness and accuracy
compared to existing methods, showcasing its potential for creating
fair AI systems capable of adapting to real-world data challenges.
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