Towards a Stakeholder-Centered Auditing
Framework for Assessing Fairness in (Music)

Recommender Systems

Presented by: Valdy Wiratama

34th ACM International Conference on User
Modeling, Adaptation and Personalization (UMAP)
Monday, 8 June 2026 | Gothenburg, Sweden

PAPER HERE
k1
1!




PARIS
HLODRON )
INE Structure of the Presentation

EXDIGIT

: 1. Background : 2. Research : 3. Proposed : 4. Progress : 5. Moderated
and Context Problems + Methodology and Results Q&A and
Question Discussions

June 8, 2026 Valdy Wiratama | Stakeholder-Centered Auditing for Fairness in (Music) Recommender Systems




PARIS

HLODRON

UNIVERSITAT
&/ SALZBURG

EXDIGIT

1. Background and Context
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Challenges relating to fairness _
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2. Research Problems and Question
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3. Proposed Methodology
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4. Progress and Results
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5. Moderated Q&A and Discussions
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Next steps: intend to focus on stakeholders
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Is it appropriate to focus on
multiple stakeholders within the
item provider group?
J

Is it necessary to choose
stakeholders across groups?

How different do the item provider-
side stakeholders need to be?
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