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Figure 1: Fairness evaluation as displayed in Figure 4b in the manuscript.

combined{strong}{medium}{weak}
0

20

40

60

80

100

groups

gr
ou

p
ac
cu
ra
cy

[%
]MobileNet (w. groupNorm) / CIFAR10 rc-non-iid@0.1

FedAvg (full res.)

CoCoFL (ours)

HeteroFL

FjORD

FedAvg

Figure 2: Fairness evaluation in the same setup with groupNorm instead of batchNorm.
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Figure 3: Ablation study for heuristic evaluating with l ∈ [0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5]
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