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Abstract. Individual fairness guarantees are often desirable properties
to have, but they become hard to formalize when the dataset contains
outliers. Here, we investigate the problem of developing an individually
fair k-means clustering algorithm for datasets that contain outliers. That
is, given n points and k centers, we want that for each point which is not
an outlier, there must be a center within the n

k
nearest neighbours of the

given point. While a few of the recent works have looked into individually
fair clustering, this is the first work that explores this problem in the
presence of outliers for k-means clustering.
For this purpose, we define and solve a linear program (LP) that helps
us identify the outliers. We exclude these outliers from the dataset and
apply a rounding algorithm that computes the k centers, such that the
fairness constraint of the remaining points is satisfied. We also provide
theoretical guarantees that our method leads to a guaranteed approxima-
tion of the fair radius as well as the clustering cost. We also demonstrate
our techniques empirically on real-world datasets.

Keywords: Individually fair clustering · Outliers · Optimization.

1 Introduction

The rapid adoption of machine learning (ML) algorithms for making real-life
decisions warrants that these algorithms must not be prejudiced against cer-
tain sections of society. Such unfairness have been observed in instances such as
predicting future recidivism or defaulters on credit card payments. Fairness con-
strained ML algorithms aim to mitigate such biases. Depending on the nature
of the problem at hand, there are a variety of fairness notions.

Real-world data, however, is noisy, and such spurious data may affect the de-
sired results. To handle such problems, several works have looked into designing
algorithms to handle such outliers and noise in the data [11],[13],[17]. Charikar
[5] proposed the first work on k-median clustering with outliers, discarding z
points identified as outliers, before solving the k-median problem on the inliers.
However, this work does not consider the fairness metric, which makes our prob-
lem novel. Some works also use linear programs for this problem but suffer from
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large running times. [19],[6]. The authors in [15] proposed a near-linear time
approximation algorithm for this problem. These works focussed only on the
clustering problems without any fairness constraints. With the introduction of
the notion of individually fair clustering [18], the auhtors in [2, 8] proposed scal-
able methods for individually fair k-clustering. These papers do not consider the
presence of outliers in the dataset.

In this paper, we explore the problem of fair k-clustering in the presence of
outliers in the dataset. Given a dataset X of n points and a distance metric d, we
want to detect and exclude the outliers, and then compute a set S = {u1, . . . , uk}
of k centers, such that the clustering cost is cost(

∑
v∈X

d(v, S)p), where d(v, S) =

minu∈S d(v, u), is minimized for the inlier points. Here, (p = 2) for k-means and
(p = 1) for the k-median problem. Additionally, we also want to guarantee an
appropriate notion of fairness.

We consider the notion of individual fairness, which was proposed by Jung
et.al [18]. This notion states that for every point v ∈ X, there is a distance
threshold r(v), the fair radius of v, which is defined as the distance from v
to its n

k th nearest neighbour. We then impose a constraint that every point v
must have a center within a ball of radius r(v). Hence, we are interested in
computing a set of fair centers such that the clustering objective is minimized
and individual fairness is guaranteed for each point that is an inlier. Excluding
the outliers ensures that the clustering cost is not influenced by those points and
the fairness violations are bounded.

 points ( )pointsOutlier

 points
A B

 points

Fig. 1. Individually fair 2-
clustering in the presence of an
outlier.

It is easy to see that the presence of outliers
can significantly alter the fair clustering objec-
tive. We give an example in Figure 1. WLOG,
assume that k = 2 and points are in 1D. We
have two (green) clusters A and B that are well
separated, |A| = n/2, and |B| = n/2 − 1. The
balls indicate n/2 points around the correspond-
ing centers and the outlier p. There is one outlier
p that lies in the middle of balls A and B. In or-
der to satisfy the fairness condition of the outlier,
the algorithm is forced to place a center in the

overlapping region of the green and yellow balls. This will increase the clustering
cost of either cluster A or cluster B.

As a motivating real-world example, is has been observed that during col-
lection of data such as the weight of children aged between 0 − 5, some human
errors results in absurd data, such as negative weights or some child having a
weight of 100kgs . Using such noisy data for designing government policies, such
as placement of nursing centers, may result in unfair or inefficient implementa-
tions.

There have been a number of recent results for fair clustering. [21] gave
a local search based algorithm for both k-median and k-means clustering while
[23] improved upon the guarantees on the approximation quality of the objective
and the fairness by defining a linear program (LP) for this purpose as well as
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proposing a rounding techniques for this LP. A different LP formulation was
also given in [24]. However, none of these works consider the setting where the
dataset contains outliers. [14] explored the individually fair k-center problem
in the presence of outliers. The authors proposed an algorithm for minimizing
the maximum fairness ratio of the inlier points. However, their work does not
focus on minimizing the total cost. In this work, we explore the individually fair
k-clustering problem in the presence of outliers. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first work to address this problem.

Our main contributions can be enumerated as follows :

1. We define a new LP, solving which enables us to detect the outliers, by
rounding the corresponding variables.

2. We propose OutRound, an algorithm for rounding the outlier variables and
recompute the remaining variables in the objective.

3. We show that the cost of the LP obtained after rounding the outlier variables
is not much worse than the original LP cost. Hence the cost of the final
approximation remains within a constant factor of the optimal.

4. We empirically demonstrate the utility of our proposed method on various
real-world datasets.

1.1 Outline of the Paper

We review some of the works that have looked into the problems of clustering,
fairness and outliers in Section 1. We define some basic notations as well as dis-
cuss some preliminaries in Section 2. In Section 3, we give the LP formulation
for our problem. We discuss our proposed algorithms in Section 4 followed by
proving the approximation guarantees in Section 5. We demonstrate our algo-
rithms in the experimentation section in Section 6. We conclude our paper in
Section 7.

2 Preliminaries

We briefly describe and define the following terminologies that will be used
throughout the paper. Let X denote a set of n datapoints which we want to par-
tition into k clusters. In this paper, we focus on k-clustering where the clustering
cost can be defined as ,

min
S⊆X:|S|≤k

∑
v∈X

d(v, S)p (1)

where d(v, S) is the distance from a point v to the nearest center u ∈ S.

Definition 1 (Fair radius r(·).). The fair radius for a point v ∈ X is the
radius of the ball containing the nearest n/k neighbours of v.
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Definition 2 (Fair (p, k)-clustering). Given the set of datapoints X, the dis-
tance function d(., .), and the fair radius function r(v), the fair-(p, k) clustering
problem looks at minimizing the clustering cost such that the distance from a
point to its center is at most r(v). The problem can be defined as follows,

min
S⊆X:|S|≤k

∑
v∈X,u∈S

d(v, u)p

s.t d(v, S) ≤ r(v),∀v ∈ X

(2)

We will consider the setting of the problem where there are outliers present
in the data. We consider the points which are far away from a given set of centers
as the outliers.

Definition 3 ((α, k,m)- fair clustering excluding outliers). Given a set of
points X in a metric space (X, d), a k-clustering using S centers and m outliers
is (α, k)-fair if Z is denotes as outliers, |Z| ≤ m. For centers S ⊆ X \Z, and all
v ∈ X \Z, d(v, S) ≤ αr(v), where d(v, S) denotes the distance of v to its closest
neighbour in S. The cost of the solution is denoted by

min
Z,S⊆X:|S|≤k,|Z|≤m

∑
v∈X\Z,u∈S\Z

d(v, u)p

s.t d(v, S) ≤ αr(v),∀v ∈ X \ Z
(3)

The above formulation implies that outliers are excluded from the cost calcu-
lation as well as from any fair radius guarantees.

3 LP Formulation

We define a linear program (LP) for solving the problem of individually fair k-
means clustering in the presence of outliers. While [23] proposed an LP for solving
the individually fair k-clustering problem, it is unable to identify outliers. The
LP that we propose is able to detect outliers, and is equivalent to the LP defined
in [23] when we set the number of outliers to be 0. In our LP formulation, we
have the following variables:

– ∀u, v ∈ X,xvu indicates whether the point v is being assigned to the center
u,

– ∀u ∈ X, yu indicates whether a center is being opened at point u (yu = 1
implies u is opened as a center),

– ∀v ∈ X, zv indicates whether the point v is being labeled as an outlier (zv = 1
implies v is marked as an outlier).
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The LP is defined as follows.

min
u,v

∑
u,v∈X

d(u, v)pxvu such that (LP)

∑
u∈X

yu ≤ k, (LP1)∑
v∈X

zv ≤ m, (LP2)∑
u

xvu ≥ 1− zv,∀v ∈ X, (LP3)

xvu ≤ yu,∀u, v ∈ X (LP4)
yu ≤ 1− zu,∀u ∈ X, (LP5)
xv,u = 0 if d(u, v) > αr(v),∀u, v ∈ X, (LP6)
0 ≤ xvu, yu, zu ≤ 1,∀u, v ∈ X, (LP7)

where the constraints are the following: [(LP1)] implies that the total number
of centers is k, [(LP2)] constraints the total number of outliers to be at most
m, [(LP3)] says that every point that is not an outlier is assigned to one center,
[(LP4)] says that point v is assigned to point u only if u is being marked as a
center, [(LP5)] implies that point u is a center only if it is not an outlier, and
[(LP6)] implies that every point is assigned to a center that is within an α factor
of the fair radius r(v). We specify this parameter in the later sections.

4 Proposed Algorithm

We discuss our proposed algorithm in this section. The basic idea behind Algo-
rithm 1, IFXO, is as follows: We solve the linear program defined in (LP), detect
the outliers from the solution to (LP) using our rounding algorithm, OutRound
(Algorithm 2), and then apply a rounding algorithm on the remaining inlier
points in order to compute the fair centers. For rounding the latter part of the
algorithm, we employ FairRound algorithm, given in [23].

Algorithm 1 Individual Fairness Excluding Outliers (IFXO)
Input: Datapoints X, number of centers: k, number of outliers : m
Output: Set of fair centers, S
1: Solve the linear program given in (LP) to get (x∗, y∗, z∗)
2: (x′, y′),outlier_indices← OutRound()
3: The set of inliers Xin ← X \X[outlier_indices]
4: S ← FairRound(Xin, x′, y′).
5: return S
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Algorithm 2 OutRound
Input: Datapoints X, Number of centers: k, Distance metric : d, Number of outliers :
m, threshold : τ , solution of LP : LPα=1(x

∗, y∗, z∗)
Output: (x′, y′) — Recomputed variables for the inliers,
outlier_indices

1: for each u ∈ X do
2: y′

u ← yu
3: for each v ∈ X do
4: x′

vu ← xvu

5: end for
6: end for
7: Let z′ = {1[z∗[v] > τ ]] : ∀v ∈ X}, for some threshold, τ. Store the indices of the

nonzeros in outlier_indices
8: for each v ∈ X such that z′[v] = 1, set x′

vu = 0, ∀u ∈ X
9: Let UOUT = {u : yu ̸= 0 ∧ z′[u] = 1}, the set of outliers that are also open as

centers
10: for each uOUT ∈ UOUT do
11: Set y′

uOUT
= 0

12: u′ ← argmin
u∈X\X[outlier_indices]

d(uOUT , u)

13: y′
u′ ← min(yu′ + yuOUT , 1)// set the point nearest to uOUT as the center

14: for ∀v ∈ X such that xvuOUT ̸= 0 do
15: x′

vu′ ← xvu′ + xvuOUT

16: // Clip x′
vu′ such that x′

vu′ ≤ yu′

17: end for
18: end for
19: return (x′, y′), outlier_indices

Our algorithm aims to create k clusters of the dataset X, such that the
individual fairness constraint is satisfied for the inlier points. Hence, the first
step is to detect and exclude the outliers. We solve (LP) for this purpose. We
round the variables associated with the outliers by thresholding the values of z∗.
This gives us the indices of the points marked as outliers. However, the variables
of (LP) also depend on the values of z∗, as shown by the constraints in (LP3) and
(LP5). Thus, rounding z∗ will also affect these variables. Specifically, suppose a
point is marked as an outlier. Then, it will not be assigned to an open center. For
such a point uOUT , we can safely set x′

uOUTu = 0 for all open centers u. However,
if uOUT is also open as a center, then we cannot set x′

vuOUT
= 0 directly. This

is because for all points v that have been assigned to uOUT , they have to be
reassigned to a new center such that the constraint (LP3) remains satisfied.
These cases have been handled in Algorithm 2. We note here that Algorithm
2 outputs recomputed values of the x and y variables after thresholding the z
values. These recomputed x and y values are clipped such that the constraints of
(LP) are satisfied. Also, the solution to (LP) satisfies (LP6) with α = 1 whereas
after the OutRound procedure, the constraint in (LP6) is satisfied with α = 2.
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5 Approximation Guarantees

Theorem 1. Suppose the optimal cost for (LP) is LPα=1(x
∗, y∗, z∗). Running

Algorithm 2 with (x∗, y∗, z∗) as inputs and threshold τ = 0, results in the cost
LPα=2(x

′, y′, z′), where z′ = {1[z∗[v] > τ ] : ∀v ∈ X}. Then,

LPα=2(x
′, y′, z′) ≤ 3LPα=1(x

∗, y∗, z∗). (4)

Consequently, since the FairRound algorithm in [23] gives a 4 approximate so-
lution for individually fair k-means clustering and 8 approximate solution for
k-median clustering, the algorithm IFXO given in 1 gives a 12 approximate solu-
tion to the optimal for k-means and 24 approximate solution to the optimal for
k-median clustering.

We will prove Equation (4) here. The latter part of the theorem can be proved
using the proof techniques in [23]. Note that we do not show any bounds for the
number of outliers detected. Empirically, we observed (Table 2) that our LP
marks at most 3m points as outliers when we set τ = 0. Varying the value of
τ controls the number of outliers detected. For higher threshold values τ, the
number of outliers detected will be lower. The proof of Theorem 1 holds when
τ = 0. This ensures that the xvu values always decrease whenever a point v is
marked as an outlier. . In the discussions that follow, for a point v ∈ X, we define
FairBall(v) as {u : u ∈ X ∧ d(v, u) ≤ r(v)}, where r(v) is the fair radius for
v. We use the following lemma (Lemma 1) for our proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 1. Let uOUT ∈ X be a point such that it is open as a center and it has
been marked as an outlier. We compute u′ ∈ X as given in line 12 of Algorithm
2. Let v ∈ X be another point such that xvuOUT

̸= 0. Then,

d(v, u′) ≤ 2d(v, uOUT ) ≤ 2r(v). (5)

Proof. Since xvuOUT
̸= 0, d(v, uOUT ) ≤ r(v). Note that by choice of u′, d(uOUT , u

′) ≤
d(uOUT , v). Hence, by triangle inequality, d(v, u′) ≤ d(v, uOUT )+ d(uOUT , u

′) ≤
2r(v).

Proof of Theorem 1 :

Proof. The OutRound(x∗, y∗, z∗) algorithm outputs (x′, y′), which are the re-
computed values for (x, y) variables after rounding the set of variables z∗. Let z′
be the set of variables that we get after rounding z∗. Suppose a point is marked
as an outlier, i.e, for some uOUT ∈ X, z′[uOUT ] = 1. If yuOUT

= 0, then we need
not make any changes. Otherwise, if it is also open as a center, yuOUT

̸= 0, there
will be some points v such that uOUT ∈ Fairball(v) and thus xvuOUT

̸= 0.
In line 11 of OutRound, we set y′uOUT

= 0. However, we have to reassign the
amount xvuOUT

such that the constraint in LP3 is satisfied.
In line 15 of Algorithm 2, for all the points that have been assigned to a

center that is in UOUT , we update x′
vu′ ← xvu′ + xvuOUT

. Then, using Lemma
1, for a point v ∈ X, we have,
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d(v, u′)x′
vu′ = d(v, u′)(xvu′ + xvuOUT

)

≤ d(v, u′)xvu′ + 2d(v, uout)xvuOUT

(6)

Let XOUT be the set of points that have been marked as outliers. The con-
tribution of the remaining inliers to the LP cost is

∑
v,u′∈X\XOUT

d(v, u′)x′
vu′ ≤

∑
v∈X\XOUT

∑
u′∈X\XOUT

d(v, u′)xvu′

︸ ︷︷ ︸
A

+

∑
v∈X\XOUT

∑
uOUT∈UOUT

2d(v, uOUT )xvuOUT︸ ︷︷ ︸
B

(7)

For part A in Equation (7), we have∑
v∈X\XOUT

∑
u′∈X\XOUT

d(v, u′)xvu′ ≤
∑

v,u∈X

d(v, u)xvu, (8)

since the RHS is over a larger set of points.
For part B, the following inequality holds. The LHS summation is again over

a subset of points. Hence,∑
v∈X\XOUT ,
uOUT∈UOUT

2d(v, uOUT )xvuOUT
≤ 2

∑
v,u∈X

d(v, u)xvu. (9)

Therefore, from Equations (7), (8), (9), we have

∑
v,u′∈X\XOUT

d(v, u′)x′
vu′ ≤

∑
v,u∈X

d(v, u)xvu + 2
∑

v,u∈X

d(v, u)xvu

=⇒ LPα=2(x
′, y′) ≤3LPα=1(x

∗, y∗, z∗)

(10)

Let FR(x′, y′) refer to the cost that we get after running the FairRound
algorithm. Thus, from Theorem 1 of [23], we get,

– for k-means clustering

FR(x′, y′) ≤ 4LPα=2(x
′, y′) ≤ 12LPα=1(x

∗, y∗, z∗) ≤ 12OPT2, (11)

– for k-median clustering

FR(x′, y′) ≤ 8LPα=2(x
′, y′) ≤ 24LPα=1(x

∗, y∗, z∗) ≤ 24OPT1. (12)

where OPT2 is the optimal solution for an integer programming formula-
tion of (LP) for k-means and OPT1 is the corresponding optimal for k-median
clustering.
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5.1 Comment on the approximation for fair radius

In [23] it is shown that for each v ∈ X, the FairRound algorithm gives an 8
approximation to the fair radius. In Lemma 1, we show that the fair radius is
violated by a factor of atmost 2, when the center is reassigned. Thus, we will
have a 16-approximation to the fair radius for the inliers, both for k-means as
well as k-median clustering.

6 Experiments

IFXO Fair Radius vs iForest Fair Radius for Bank Dataset

IFXO
iForest

5 10 15 30
0

2

4

6

8

10

Number of Centers

Fa
ir 

R
ad

iu
s

12/1/24, 3:55 AM bar-graph (7).svg

file:///C:/Users/binit/Downloads/bar-graph (7).svg 1/1

Fig. 2. Maximum Fairness Radius
for the Bank dataset for different
number of clusters.

We tested our proposed method on a vari-
ety of datasets and report the results. We
experimented on the following datasets from
UCI machine Learning Repository [12]. These
datasets are standard benchmarks for fair k-
clustering [1, 4, 7, 9, 16].
– Bank: This is Portuguese Bank dataset[22].

There are three features age, balance and
duration-of-account with 45211 points.

– Adult: This dataset corresponds to the
1998 US Census [3] with five features age,
fnlwgt, education-num, capital-gain and
hours-per-week with 48842 points.

– Diabetes: This dataset contains two fea-
tures age and time-in-hospital, with 101,766 points.

We note here that solving the LP (LP) presents a computational bottleneck for
our method. Thus, as done is [23], we use 1000 randomly sampled points for our
experiments. In order to solve (LP), we used the CPLEX[10] optimizer (academic
version). We conduct our experiments on a system with Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold
5120 CPU and Ubuntu version 22.04 LTS.

As a baseline, we detect and remove the outliers using the iForest [20] algo-
rithm and then apply the FairRound algorithm on the remaining inlier points.
Also, for each of the experiments, we apply standard scaling to the dataset in
order to have 0 mean and unit variance.

We set m, the number of outliers, as 1% of the dataset size and observed that
the number of nonzero values for the variable z in (LP) is at most 3m. Thus, we
set the threshold τ = 0 for marking the outlier points. We report the number of
outliers detected in Table 2.

Introducing outliers Since we are using a sample of 1000 datapoints, it is
possible that there might not be outliers present in the sample. Hence, in order
to artificially introduce outliers, we randomly sampled 1% of the already sam-
pled points and added a uniform noise to each of the features of these points.
For a feature col, we add a noise sampled from Uniform(0, col_max), where
col_max is the maximum feature value for col over all the points. This method
of generating outliers have been used in [13].
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p=1 p=2

k Bank Adult Diabetes Bank Adult Diabetes
5 19 18 30 27 17 10
10 18 28 27 23 21 22
15 25 26 11 23 17 10
20 15 15 15 17 10 10

Table 2. Number of outliers detected after solving (LP) and thresholding with τ = 0,
for k-median (p = 1) and k-means (p = 2) clustering. For this experiment, we set
m = 10.

p=1 p=2

k LP ∗ LP ′ FR LP ∗ LP ′ FR
5 591.24 559.13 572.81 21.68 21.68 21.68
10 392.24 374.63 368.50 15.54 15.03 15.06
15 284.64 283.34 283.34 11.95 11.95 11.95
30 128.49 128.91 125.32 7.54 7.54 7.54

Table 3. Comparison of the k-median (p = 1) and k-means(p = 2) costs LP ∗ =
LP (x∗, y∗, z∗), LP ′ = LP (x′, y′) and FR = FairRound(x′, y′) for the Diabetes
dataset. Note that in some of the cases the change in costs across the different stages
of the LP rounding is very small (requiring more than just two decimal places of pre-
cision).

Dataset Name: Bank

k m = 0 m = 10
m = 10
(iForest)

5 34.77 27.55 29.99
10 30.12 22.04 23.99
15 25.71 19.20 20.86
30 19.03 14.86 16.01

Table 1. Comparison of the cost af-
ter running IFXO algorithm, remov-
ing (m = 10) and without removing
(m = 0) outliers for k-means cluster-
ing. The third column displays the cost
of running the FairRound algorithm af-
ter removing 10 outliers using iForest.

In Figure 2, we compare the maximum
fair radius for the points after running
IFXO and the baseline algorithm. IFXO
always gives a smaller fair radius than the
baseline.

In Table 1, we compare the cost ob-
tained after running IFXO and iForest on
the Bank dataset for k-means clustering.
Since, we remove the outliers, the costs in
the second column are lower. It can also
be observed that the costs obtained using
our method is lower than using iForest for
removing outliers.

In Tables 3, and 4, we compare the k-
median and k-means clustering costs men-
tioned in Theorem 1. Empirically, it was observed that most of the xvu, yv and
zv values are zeros. So, the OutRound algorithm just sets the xvu and yv values
to zero if z′[v] > 0. Thus, the cost LP(x′, y′) is computed on a smaller number
of points with no increase in the xvu values. Hence, we observe that LP(x′, y′) <
LP(x∗, y∗, z∗). As expected, the FR(x′, y′) costs are greater than LP(x′, y′).



p=1 p=2

k LP ∗ LP ′ FR LP ∗ LP ′ FR
5 732.30 702.34 697.29 29.30 27.33 27.55
10 574.34 554.08 555.09 23.07 22.14 22.04
15 496.24 470.31 471.70 20.08 19.12 19.20
30 378.10 368.53 367.83 15.31 14.75 14.86

Table 4. Comparison of the k-median (p = 1) and k-means(p = 2) costs LP ∗ =
LP (x∗, y∗, z∗), LP ′ = LP (x′, y′) and FR = FairRound(x′, y′) for the Bank dataset.

7 Conclusion and Future Work

We presented a novel LP formulation for the problem of individually fair k-
clustering for the case of both k-median and k-means. We presented the Out-
Round algorithm using which we derived the approximation guarantees to the
optimal. We also demonstrated our algorithm on three popular datasets. One
direction of future work would be to derive bounds on the number of outliers
detected by the OutRound algorithm.
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