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Figure 1: Fairness evaluation as displayed in Figure 4b in the manuscript.
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Figure 2: Fairness evaluation in the same setup with groupNorm instead of batchNorm.

30 A A, A -4- =05
75 - I, x° x “’_‘,‘x x =04
o
70 ,'I»k o © o—9| —*l=03
-t Sk .- w-] =
“V X- « *° -] =0.2
65 B % ..... x
T T T T T T T
o 4 ]
(\Oo S \&0@ & 000 \@(D
IR R R
¢ P X
& & &
RS

Figure 3: Ablation study for heuristic evaluating with € [0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5]



