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Abstract: Social psychological studies show that people’s explicit attitude bias in public expression
can differ from their implicit attitude bias in mind. However, the current automatic attitude analysis
does not distinguish between explicit and implicit attitude bias. Simulating the psychological
measurements of explicit and implicit attitude bias, i.e., self-report assessment (SRA) and implicit
association test (IAT), we propose an automatic language-based analysis to distinguish explicit and
implicit attitude bias in a large population. By connecting the criteria of SRA and IAT with the
statements containing patterns of special words, we derive explicit and implicit attitude bias with the
sentiment scores of the statements, which are obtained by pre-trained machine-learning methods.
Extensive experiments on four English and Chinese corpora and four pairs of concepts show that the
attitude biases obtained by our method on a large population are consistent with those of traditional
psychological experiments in the costly small-scale experiments. The maximum gap between the
sentiment scores of explicit and implicit biases reaches 0.9329. Furthermore, we achieve new findings
on the difference between the evolution of explicit and implicit attitude bias. The maximum variance
gap of sentiment scores in the dynamic changes between explicit and implicit biases reaches 0.249.

Keywords: attitude bias; self-report assessment; implicit association test; sentiment analysis

1. Introduction

Attitude bias (abbreviated as “bias”) is people’s tendentious beliefs about concepts.
As an inherent motivation of people’s interests and consequent behaviors, bias is essential
to human-centered research, such as social psychology, computational opinion analysis,
and recommendation. In current natural-language processing research, we can understand
biases by analyzing the sentiment and semantics of people’s public expressions. However,
social psychology research reveals that people’s explicitly expressed bias in public does
not always agree with their implicit bias in mind [1]. People’s explicit biases are conscious,
controllable, and easy to report, while implicit biases are uncontrollable and cannot be
consciously acquired [2]. Explicit and implicit biases play different roles in social life.
Explicit bias spreads in public and forms the mainstream value, whereas implicit bias can
determine the behavior without conscious awareness, e.g., voting and purchasing [3]. A
well-known example is American racial bias, where self-reports reveal a near-absence of
preference difference between White and Black people [4]. In contrast, implicit bias reveals
a widespread preference for White people relative to Black people [5]. Implicit bias is
also found to be a better predictor of certain kinds of behavior (e.g., risky flight [6], and
anxiety [7]) than explicit bias.

In psychology, the Self-Report Assessment (SRA) [8] and the Implicit Association
Test (IAT) [5] are capable of measuring explicit and implicit attitude bias, respectively.
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However, both SRA and IAT need cooperation from subjects, and it is very costly for a
large population. To understand the bias automatically, researchers apply natural-language
processing techniques to understand bias with the semantic relations between people’s
words [9]. For example, Recasents [10] introduced that biased language in Wikipedia
uncovers framing and epistemological bias and can be identified by familiar linguistic
cues. Recent works show that word and sentence embedding can capture common bias in
training corpora [11]. Word Embedding Association Test (WEAT) proposes to [12] measure
the bias by regarding the semantic distance between pre-trained vectors of certain words
as the implicit association strength in IAT. Sentence Encoder Association Test (SEAT) [13]
extends the WEAT by constructing sentences containing specific words so that the word
encoders (word2vec and GloVe) in WEAT can be replaced by the sentence encoders (ELMo
and BERT). Recent work [14,15] explores the subjects of word embedding biases and finds
that these biases are centered around males. Moreover, Dobrzeniecka et al. propose
hierarchical Bayesian modeling (HBM) [16] as an alternative to WEAT. HBM scrutinizes
biases in word embeddings across various levels of granularity and yields robust results in
bias assessments concerning gender, race, and religion. However, WEAT, SEAT, and earlier
language-based approaches do not distinguish explicit and implicit biases. Without this
distinguishment, if explicit and implicit biases contained in language are different, the bias
identified by current methods will be a confusion of explicit and implicit biases.

Against the background mentioned above, the primary research motivation of this
paper is to draw inspiration from the psychological measurement of biases and employ
computational techniques to address the problem of separately identifying explicit and
implicit bias in a large population automatically.

Based on this motivation, our research objective is to propose a novel strategy to con-
nect the key factors in SRA and IAT with special words and statements and automatically
simulate SRA and IAT with sentiment analysis of the statements. The framework is shown
in Figure 1. First, we define the categories of special words named concept words, exemplar
words and attribute words, corresponding to the concept, exemplar and attribute in SRA
and IAT. Second, we simulate explicit response in SRA and implicit response in IAT with
statements containing different combinations of special words, respectively. Finally, by
measuring the sentiment of the statements, we derive explicit and implicit bias separately.

African American European American European American African American
or or
Good Bad

Figure 1. A typical interface of computer-aided IAT on the implicit bias of African-American vs.
European-American.

In experiments on corpora of different languages (English and Chinese) and different
types (Wikipedia and Social Medjia), our method successfully reproduces the well-known
observations of SRA and IAT: (1) people’s explicit and implicit biases can be different,
especially on well-known cases reported in psychological studies, e.g., racial bias; (2) the
difference degree is related to the sociality of the concepts, the scenario of language use,
and the cultural background. Furthermore, we also find that implicit biases are more stable
than explicit biases over time, and the stability is also related to social factors.

We summarize our contributions as follows:

(1) Simulate psychological tests, i.e., SRA and IAT, with automatic language-based anal-
ysis, and do not acquire extra modification on the state-of-the-art natural-language
processing techniques.

(2) Automatically reproduce the small-scale psychological observations on a large
population.
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(38) Achieve new findings, indicating further advantages of the proposed automatic
method compared with psychological tests.

2. Related Works

In this section, we will introduce the main related works in the fields of psychology
and computer technology that are pertinent to the present study. These primarily include
methods in psychology for measuring explicit and implicit biases, as well as word vector
techniques and sentiment polarity measurement techniques in computer technology that
can be used to assess biases.

2.1. Psychological Tests of Bias

We commence by introducing the SRA and IAT methods, which are utilized in psy-
chology to measure explicit and implicit biases.

Self-report assessment (SRA) is a typical method of measuring explicit bias. Reading
questions and choosing responses in the assessment is the most direct method of asking
about one’s feelings, prejudices, beliefs, and other information [17]. SRA can be a survey,
questionnaire, or poll in which subjects express their attitude explicitly. The main strength
of SRA is allowing participants to describe their own experiences rather than inferring this
from observing them.

SRA is more reliable for explicit bias than implicit bias [18]. However, SRA also has
specific disadvantages because of the way subjects behave [19]. There are two main reasons
for the untruthful response in SRA. The first reason is “social desirability bias”, in which
the subjects wish to present themselves in a socially acceptable manner. The second reason
is the “lack of awareness” that the subjects are not aware of their genuine attitude in mind,
which is also known as “unconscious attitude” [20].

There are also other reasons leading to untruthful responses in SRA: (1) The order of
questions: response can be influenced by the different orders of questions. (2) Response
options: The response of a given option can be influenced by the compared options. (3) The
wording of questions: response also can be influenced by the description of the questions.

These disadvantages can be leading because they may unwittingly force the respon-
dent to give a particular reply [21]. Therefore, we will not be collecting valid data based
on the explicit attitude expressed by SRA. Psychologists have developed indirect measure-
ments, such as the Implicit Association Test (IAT), to measure implicit bias.

Implicit Association Test(IAT) [5] is the most widely used psychological test of implicit
bias. In contrast to SRA, in IAT, to avoid conscious explicit bias of the concept, the test is
based on the exemplars of the concept (e.g., rose) instead of the concept itself (e.g., Flower).
A set of exemplar stimuli (e.g., pictures or names of exemplars) and attribute stimuli are
used to prime the concept and attribute in subjects’ minds unconsciously. The subjects are
encouraged to classify “exemplar stimuli + attribute stimuli” combinations. During the
classification, their response (e.g., button click) latency measures the implicit association
between the concepts w.r.t the attributes. Finally, an effect size of response latency is used
to calculate the implicit bias [22].

For example, as shown in Figure 1, in computer-aided IAT https:/ /implicit.harvard.
edu/implicit/takeatest.html (accessed on 12 March 2024), to measure the implicit bias
toward “African-American vs. European-American”, given two keys on the left and right
hand, respectively, an “exemplar stimuli + attribute stimuli” combination is shown to
the subject every time. The left screenshot pairs ‘African-American” with ‘Good” and
‘European-American’ with ‘Bad,” while the right screenshot does the opposite. In the center
of each screenshot is an exemplar or attribute stimuli. If the subject’s response under the
instruction: “click left when you see an African-American or a pleasant stimulus; click
right when you see a European-American or an unpleasant stimulus” is faster than his
response under the instruction: “click left when you see a European-American or a pleasant
stimulus; click right when you see an African-American or an unpleasant stimulus”, IAT
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will say that the subject has an implicit preference for “African-American” compared with
“European-American”.

Figure 2 illustrates a schematic diagram of a real scene where a subject is taking an
IAT test in front of a computer. On the left, ‘Black’ is associated with ‘good” and ‘White’
with ‘bad,”. However, on the right, the associations are inverted. The test measures the
subject’s reaction times to these pairings to evaluate implicit racial attitudes.

Figure 2. A schematic diagram of a real scene where a subject is taking an IAT test in front of
a computer.

The following brief introduction of the Implicit Association Test (IAT) is selected
from the home page of the IAT project: https://implicit.harvard.edu/implicit/index.jsp
(accessed on 12 March 2024). On this website, users can try an IAT test online to learn
more information.

The IAT measures the strength of associations between concepts (e.g., African-American,
European-American) and attributes (e.g., good, bad) or stereotypes (e.g., athletic, clumsy).
The main idea is that making a response is more accessible when closely related items share
the same response key.

When doing an IAT, you are asked to quickly sort words into categories that are on the
left and right-hand side of the computer screen by pressing the “e” key if the word belongs
to the category on the left and the “i” key if the word belongs to the category on the right.
The IAT has five main parts [23].

In the first part of the IAT, you sort words relating to the concepts (e.g., African-
American, European-American) into categories. If the category “African-American” was
on the left, and a picture of a Black person was on the screen, you would press the “e” key.

In the second part of the IAT, you sort words relating to the attributes (e.g., good, bad).
So, if the category “good” was on the left, and a pleasant word appeared on the screen, you
would press the “e” key.

In the third part of the IAT, the categories are combined, and you are asked to sort
both concept and evaluation words. So, the categories on the left-hand side would be
African-American/Good, and the categories on the right-hand side would be European-
American/Bad. It is important to note that the order in which the blocks are presented
varies across participants. Some people will do the African-American/Good, European-
American/Bad part first, and others will do the African-American/Bad, European-
American/Good part first.

The placement of the concepts switches in the fourth part of the IAT. If the category
“African-American” were previously on the left, it would now be on the right. Notably, the
number of trials in this part of the IAT is increased to minimize the effects of the practice.

In the final part of the IAT, the categories are combined in a way that is opposite to
what they were before. If the category on the left were previously African-American/Good,
it would now be African-American/Bad.

The IAT score is based on how long it takes a person, on average, to sort the words
in the third part of the IAT versus the fifth part of the IAT. We would say that one has
an implicit preference for thin people relative to fat people if they are faster to categorize
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words when Thin People and Good share a response key and Fat People and Bad share a
response key relative to the reverse.

Although the Implicit Association Test (IAT) is currently the mainstream method
for measuring implicit biases in psychological research, it has certain limitations when
studying implicit biases in large-scale populations. First, the IAT requires participants
to actively cooperate in the test in a laboratory or designated website, which raises the
threshold for testing. Second, as participants are aware that they are being tested, the IAT
falls into the category of contract testing, potentially affecting the test results. If we hope
to conduct more accurate testing on a large-scale population, it is necessary to explore an
automated and non-contact testing method.

2.2. Embedding Association Test of Bias

Next, we introduce a commonly used computer technology that can measure biases,
embedding association test (WEAT) [12]. Embedding is a semantic representation of
words or sentences according to their context in the corpus [24]. Words that are closer in
embedding space are supposed to be semantically similar, assuming that speakers” mental
associations between concepts and attributes can be represented by the semantic similarity
between the words naming the concepts and attributes. Word Embedding Association Test
(WEAT) [12] is proposed to measure the bias with the distance between the embeddings of
the words naming the exemplars and attributes in IAT.

The details of the WEAT are as follows. It calculates the implicit association between
two concept words and two sets of attribute words using Equations (1) and (2). Given
two exemplar words set Ew;, Ew; corresponding to two concepts C;, C;, respectively (e.g.,
{orchid, rose, ...} for the concept “Flower” and {ant, spider, ...} for the concept “Insect”), and
two attribute words set Aw,, Aw, corresponding to two attributes A,, A,, respectively
(e.g., {happy, great, pretty, ...} for the attribute “Pleasant” and {awful, ugly, sad, ...} for the
attribute “Unpleasant”), the null hypothesis is that there is no difference between Ew;, Ew;
in terms of their relative similarity to Awy,, Aw,. Let X be the embedding vector of word x,
cos(X, 1) denotes the cosine similarity between ¥ and jj. Specifically, WEAT [12] calculated
the bias on C;, Cj with respect to A,, A, as:

Bias(Ew;, ij,Awp,Awq) = E s(e, Awp, Awy) — Z s(e, Awp, Awy) (1)
ecEw; ecEw;
where
s(e, Aw,, Aw,) =mean cos(&,d) — mean cos(¢,d
( b q) a€Awp ( ) a€ Awg ( ) (2)

Then, WEAT [12] measures the strength of association through the effect size. The
effect size ('ES” in Equation (3)) of the bias is calculated as:

s(e,Aw,, A — s(e,Aw,,A
pg S ) gy ole Ay A
o std_dev s(e,Awy,Awy) 3)
eeEwl'UEqu

In this direction, SEAT [13] proposes a generalization of WEAT to sentences. SEAT
generates sentences generated by inserting words from WEAT’s tests into simple templates
such as “This is a[n] $word$.” SEAT finds evidence of human-like bias in sentence encoders
like WEAT does in word encoders. Specifically, a study conducted by [25] quantifies
the degree to which gender bias differs with the corpora used for the pre-trained model
and fine-tuning with additional data. Schroder et al. [26] proposes various metrics of
embedding biases and compares their strengths and weaknesses. Garrido et al. [27] explore
biases in embeddings through the lens of geometric spaces, providing a fresh perspective
on the subject. Some studies [28,29] utilize embedding testing to investigate the evolution of
biases across extensive temporal scales, revealing persistent statistical features throughout
history. Furthermore, a recent study [30] reveals extensive potential for embedding testing.
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Beyond uncovering biases and stereotypes, embeddings also provide precise assessments
of the environments in which biases manifest within human culture and thought.

Although embedding-based approaches are related to IAT in connecting semantic
distance and mental association, measured biases are a joint effect of explicit and implicit
bias, where neither explicit nor implicit bias is correctly understood. For example, if people
dislike flower in implicit bias but claim to like it in explicit bias, in their statements explicitly
expressing their attitude toward flowers, concept “Elower” will be semantically closer to
attribute “Pleasant” than “Unpleasant”. However, in his/her rest sentences, “Flower” can be
closer to “Unpleasant” than “Pleasant”, which reveals their real implicit bias. Significantly,
with the recent emergence of large language models (LLMs) extensively utilized in real-
world applications [31,32], it is essential to differentiate between explicit and implicit biases
for a thorough assessment of biases present in LLMs.

2.3. Automatic Sentiment Analysis

Lastly, we introduce the automatic sentiment analysis utilized for analyzing sentiment
polarity. Sentiment analysis, otherwise known as attitude and opinion mining, refers
to the use of natural-language processing, text analysis, computational linguistics, and
biometrics to systematically identify, extract, quantify, and study affective states and
subjective information [9]. It aims to determine the attitude of a speaker, writer, or other
subjects with respect to some topic or the overall contextual polarity or emotional reaction
to a document, interaction, or event. Sentiment analysis involves classifying attitudes
in text into categories like “positive”, “negative”, or “neutral” [33]. Generally, current
sentiment analyzers often represent an attitude with the following key factors [34]:

Object: an entity which can be a person, event, product, organization, topic, etc.;

Attribute: a feature of objects with respect to which evaluation is made;

Attitude orientation or polarity: the orientation of an attitude on an object representing
whether the attitude is positive, negative, or neutral;

Attitude holder: the person or entity that expresses the attitude.

The definitions of “object” and “attitude” in sentiment analyzers of attitude can match
those of “concept” and “attitude” in psychological measurements. Although “attribute”
has different definitions in automatic methods and psychological measurements, we do
not need to match them in this work because we are not working on aspect-based attitude
analysis [35]. It is noted that state-of-the-art sentiment-based attitude measurements also
do not clearly distinguish between explicit and implicit attitudes bias [36-38]. In this study,
we employ pre-trained machine-learning models [39] to analyze the sentiment conveyed in
statements. Pre-trained machine-learning methods refer to the process of initially training a
model on a large-scale dataset to acquire knowledge of the underlying language structure,
followed by fine-tuning for specific tasks. Specifically, two sentiment analysis models,
namely Stanford CoreNLP [40] and Baidu Sentiment Analyzer https:/ /ai.baidu.com/tech/
nlp_apply/sentiment_classify (accessed on 12 March 2024), were employed. These two
models combine probabilistic models, machine learning, and linguistic knowledge to
analyze sentiments of statements.

Although automated sentiment analysis has been widely studied and applied in fields
such as public opinion analysis and human-machine dialogue, there has been no research
yet on applying sentiment analysis techniques to identify people’s biases. This not only
requires us to theoretically attempt to correlate the key elements of sentiment analysis with
the elements of bias measurement in the field of psychology but also necessitates the design
of reasonable automated methods to apply this correlation to real-world data.

2.4. Highlight the Issues of Related Works

Here, we enumerate the key issues that need to be addressed in current related research
and are also the main focus of this paper:
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(1) The SRA and IAT tests in psychology, which target explicit and implicit biases, require
active cooperation from the subjects and are contact-based tests, making it difficult to
accurately measure them in large-scale populations.

(2) While the WEAT method based on word vector technology can automatically measure
biases in large-scale populations, it is unable to distinguish between explicit and
implicit biases.

(3) Although automated sentiment analysis is widely used, it has not been applied to
the automated measurement of explicit and implicit biases, and there is also a lack of
analysis on the correlation between the two.

3. Our Approach

In this section, we will first introduce the high-level idea of the method proposed in
this paper, followed by a detailed discussion of the key techniques involved.

3.1. Overview of the High-Level Idea of Connecting SRA/IAT and Linguistic Statements

Automatic measurement of attitude bias plays an essential role in many social comput-
ing studies, e.g., customized recommendation, public opinion analysis, influence analysis,
and user profiling. Unlike the traditional psychological measurements in the laboratory,
these tasks often require attitude measurement on a massive population instead of a limited
sample set. Furthermore, different types of attitudes are expected for different applications.
For example, in public opinion and influence analysis, people’s explicit attitude bias is
focused on, which is transferred in the group and influences each other through language.
However, in customized recommendation and user profiling, people’s implicit attitude bias
can be more important, as it determines people’s behavior inherently.

In psychology studies, subjects” explicit bias of the concepts can be measured when
the subjects are consciously aware of the measured concepts, e.g., being asked questions
containing the concepts in SRA. Subjects” implicit bias of the concepts can be measured
when the concepts are implicitly primed in subjects” minds, but they are not consciously
aware of it, e.g., giving responses to the exemplars instead of concepts in IAT [1].

For this task, both classical psychological measurements and current computational
sentiment or semantic measures have certain defects.

First, in classical psychological measurements, although SRA and IAT can measure
the explicit and implicit attitude separately with good theoretical validation, they have two
main disadvantages for automatic massive measurements.

1.  Sample size: Due to SRA and IAT requiring active cooperation from the subjects, the
size and distribution of the sample size are highly limited by how many and what
kind of subjects can be invited.

2. Independence: In both SRA and IAT, the subjects are aware that they are attending a
measurement and may behave differently from their usual behaviors, i.e., the subjects
cannot be exactly independent of the measurement.

Second, in current language-based computational measurements, although sentiment
and semantic analysis can be applied to massive subjects, the main disadvantage is ignoring
the difference between explicit and implicit bias. This will be confused in the case that
the explicit and implicit biases are different. For example, if a group of people expresses
positive explicit bias toward Black people, but they have a negative implicit bias in their
mind, the sentiment or semantic scores on their language about Black people can be neutral
in general. This result can mislead both the public influence analysis (explicit bias) and the
user preference profiling (implicit bias).

To address the above problems, in this task, we propose to combine the advantages of
psychological measurements and language-based computational measurements. Figure 3
illustrates the overview of the high-level idea of connecting SRA /IAT and linguistic statements.
We simulate SRA and IAT with the sentiment of the statements containing combinations of
concept/exemplar words (e.g., Flower/Rose) and attribute words (e.g., beautiful). In a set
of statements expressing the attitude of the exemplars (e.g., Rose is beautiful.), speakers’
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implicit bias can be understood statistically because there is a chance for every statement
that the concepts (e.g., Flower) implicitly influence speakers’ attitudes toward the exemplars
(e.g., Rose), but the speakers are not consciously aware of it. Furthermore, to connect the
criteria of SRA /IAT to the linguistic features, we make the following hypothesis. In the
statements expressing the attitude of the concepts, speakers’ explicit bias can be understood
because the speakers must be consciously aware of the concepts they are discussing. For
example, in Figure 3, the statement “Flower is not beautiful at all” must express the explicit
bias on the concept “Flower”.

-

[ Matching Psychological Tests, Types of Bias and Linguistic Statements Calculating Explicit and
. . Simulating SRA and IAT with Implicit Bias with
Naming special words of special words Sentiment Scores
Implicit Association Test (IAT) ( )
on exemplars and attributes Corpus
Exemplar [
Implicit _ Exemplar C words Statements on exemplar words of Avelrage L Implicit
bias _ 4 “exemplar word + attribute word” E sentiment bias

- e.g., “Rose is beautiful.” score
E: Auribute = )
Attribute
words

Explicit Statements on concept words of Average Explicit
bias « ‘ “concept word + attribute word” * sentiment » Abias
once - - . "
—= P ’ Concept » (e.g., “Flower is not beautiful at all.”) score
words

Self-Report A (SRA)
on concepts and attributes L )
Attitude Bias Psychological measurements Si of special word Sentil analysis Attitude Bias
| ! (
Psychological measurements based on . i
gl - Our automatic measurements based on people’s language
subjects’response on stimuli
IR Simulate J]

Figure 3. Overview of the high-level idea of connecting SRA /IAT and linguistic statements.

However, in the statements expressing the attitude of the exemplars, speakers’ implicit
bias may be understood because there is a chance that the concepts implicitly influence
speakers’ attitudes toward the exemplars, but the speakers are not consciously aware of it.
For example, in Figure 3, the statement “Rose is beautiful at all” may express the implicit
bias on the concept “Flower”. Although this implicit influence is not guaranteed in each
statement of exemplars, it is still likely to understand this concept’s implicit bias if we have
many statements containing the exemplars of a concept.

Therefore, our high-level idea is to simulate the criteria of SRA or IAT by measuring
the sentiment of people’s statements on concepts or exemplars w.r.t attributes, thus distin-
guishing two kinds of statements involving explicit and implicit bias, respectively. In this
way, we can understand people’s explicit and implicit biases by calculating the sentiment
scores of each type of statement. This simple idea has three advantages:

(1) There is no need to modify state-of-the-art sentiment analyzers.

(2) The massive population statements are easy to obtain from online corpora. Further-
more, by narrowing the properties of the subjects or the corpus, it is possible to control
the properties of the samples. For example, it is possible to find the bias of the female
subjects or find people’s bias in formal scenarios (from serious text like Wikipedia or
news) or informal scenarios (from social media)

(3) The proposed test is strictly independent of the data. The measurement of the bias
in language will not impact the generation of the bias in language, which is a good
feature for the measurement of psychological characteristics (neither SRA nor IAT
exactly satisfies this independence).

3.2. Matching Psychological Tests, Types of Bias and Linguistic Statements

As shown in the left half of Figure 3 (the part covered by the indicator bar labeled
“Matching Psychological Tests, Types of Bias and Linguistic Statements”), we propose
two stages to simulate SRA/IAT linguistically: ‘naming special words’ and ‘simulating
SRA/IAT with statements of special words’.
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3.2.1. Naming Special Words

As shown in the left half of Figure 3 (the part covered by the indicator bar labeled
“Naming special words”), we define the special words of our approach. In SRA and IAT,
there are three key factors: Concept, Exemplar and Attribute. We define three kinds of
words naming these three key factors:

(1) Concept words: concept words are the word naming concept, e.g., the concept words
of concept “Flower” can be flower, flowers, ...}.

(2) Exemplar words: exemplar words are the words naming the exemplars of a concept,
e.g., the exemplars words of concept “Flower” can be {aster, clover, hyacinth, ...}.

(3) Attribute words: attribute words are the words naming the connotation of an attribute,
e.g., the attribute words of attribute “Pleasant” can be {happy, good, beautiful, ...}.

3.2.2. Simulating SRA and IAT with Statements of Special Words

Then, as shown in the left half of Figure 3 (the part covered by the indicator bar labeled
“Simulating SRA and IAT with statements of special words”), we simulate SRA and IAT
with statements containing the combinations of special words.

(1) Explicit bias and statements of “concept word + attribute word”: in SRA, subjects’
biased expression on a concept with respect to an attribute is regarded as explicit
bias on the concept. In this work, corresponding linguistic criteria is: if a statement
mentions a concept word with respect to an attribute word, the sentiment of this
statement is regarded as a case for explicit bias on the concept, e.g., the sentiment of
“Flower is not beautiful” is a case of negative explicit bias on “Flower”.

(2) Implicit bias and statements of “exemplar word + attribute word”: in IAT, the subject’s
biased response on an exemplar with respect to an attribute is regarded as implicit
bias on the concept involving the exemplar. In this work, the corresponding linguistic
criterion is: if a statement mentions an exemplar word with respect to an attribute
word, the sentiment of this statement is regarded as a case of implicit bias on the
concept involving the exemplar. For example, the sentiment of “Rose is beautiful” is a
case of positive implicit bias on “Flower”.

It is noted that we cannot only use the sentiment polarity of attribute words to de-
termine the sentiment of statements. For example, in a statement, “Rose is not beautiful
at all.”, though the attribute word “beautiful” is positive in sentiment, the statement is
negative in the implicit bias on “Flower”.

In practice, the statements containing the “concept/exemplar word + attribute word” are
identified according to grammatical dependency between the concept/exemplar word and
attribute word. In particular, a statement is selected if and only if it is a “subject-verb-object”
or “subject-link verb-predicative” where a concept/exemplar word and an attribute word are
both involved.

3.3. Calculating Explicit and Implicit Bias with Sentiment Scores

As shown in the right half of Figure 3 (the part covered by the indicator bar labeled
“Calculating Explicit and Implicit Bias with Sentiment Scores”), matching the two categories
of statements with SRA and IAT, we separately calculate the sentiment scores of the
collection of each category of statements to measure the explicit and implicit bias.

Given a pair of concepts C; vs. C;, Cw; and Cw; are the concept word sets of C; and
C;, respectively. Ew; and Ew; are the exemplar words sets of C; and C;, respectively. Aw,
and Aw, are the attribute words sets of a pair of attribute A, vs. Ay, respectively. Given
statements set S, the following steps calculate the explicit and implicit bias between C; and
C; of the people who generate S.

Scw_irScw_jr SEw_i» SEw_j © S are four statements collections in which each statement
simultaneously contains one word from Cw;, ij, Ew;, Ew]- (concept or exemplar words),
and one word from Aw, U Aw, (attribute words), respectively. Scy i, Scw_j, SEw_i and
SEw_j are used to identify the explicit bias on C;, the explicit bias on C;, the implicit bias
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on C; and the implicit bias on C;, respectively. Equations (4) and (5) calculate the explicit
and implicit bias on C; vs. C; with respect to A, vs. A, respectively, where p(s) is the
sentiment score of statement s.

ExplicitBias(C;, Cj, Ap, Ag) = Srgéecanl p(s) — srgsecan_ p(s) 4)
w_j w_i

ImplicitBias(C;, Cj, Ap, Aq) = SrgseEan‘ p(s) — srgsefnv p(s) )
w_j w_i

4. Experiments

In this section, we will present the experiments and analysis conducted in this paper,
including the grouping and objectives of the experiments, the experimental design, the
results obtained, and a discussion of the findings.

4.1. Aims of Experiments

In the experiments, we investigated two questions:

The first question is: applying our method on corpora, can we reproduce well-known
psychological observations (ground truth) of explicit and implicit bias?

The second question is: with our method, can we have new findings besides the
well-known observations?

Then, we had three groups of experiments:

The first experiment is: on various online corpora, comparing the experimental obser-
vations of our proposed method with those reported by SRA and IAT (Section 4.3).

The second experiment is: examining the effects of the selection of special words and
sentiment analyzers (Section 4.4). The concept of sentiment analyzers is introduced in
Section 2.3.

The third experiment is: comparing the evolution of explicit and implicit bias over
time (Section 4.5).

4.2. Global Settings

We introduce the basic settings used in our experiments, including the selection of
different corpora, the target words of the study, the sentiment analysis tools utilized, and
the evaluation methods. These settings allow us to systematically investigate and compare
explicit and implicit biases across different languages, media, and cultural contexts.

4.2.1. Corpora

Four corpora of different languages and media were explored. For serious corpora,
English Wiki (99 M sentences) and Chinese Wiki (7 M sentences); for social media corpora,
Twitter (100 M English sentences) and Weibo (77 M Chinese sentences). For each concept
and each corpus, we selected two subsets of two kinds of statements defined in Section 3.2.2,
i.e., (1) subsets of the statements of “concept word + attribute word”; (2) subsets of the
statements of “exemplar word + attribute word”. Stanford Dependency Parser [41] was used
to identify the “subject-verb-object” or “subject-link verb-predicative” pattern in statements.

4.2.2. Concept Pairs and Special Words

In experiments, people’s bias on four concept pairs was investigated. To compare
our results to well-known psychological observations, four concept pairs reported in IAT
were selected including “Insect vs. Flower”, “Weapon vs. Instrument”, “Afri-American vs.
Euro-American” and “China vs. America”. The selected concepts involve general social bias,
controversial social bias, and cultural differences between China and America to make the
experiments more representative.

In English corpora, concept words were selected to name the concept directly. The
exemplar words and attribute (pleasant and unpleasant) words were selected following
IAT [5], WEAT [12], and Chinese version of Harvard’s online IAT https:/ /implicit.harvard.
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edu/implicit/china/ (accessed on 12 March 2024). We manually translated the special
words used in English experiments into Chinese in Chinese experiments.

The detailed list of selected special words for each pair of concepts is as follows:

(1) Concept pair: Insect vs. Flower

Concept words of “Insect”: insect, insects

Concept words of ‘Flower’: flower, flowers

Exemplar words of “Insect”: ant, caterpillar, flea, locust, spider, bedbug, centipede,
fly, maggot, tarantula, bee, cockroach, gnat, mosquito, termite, beetle, cricket, hornet, moth,
wasp, blackfly, dragonfly, horsefly, roach, weevil

Exemplar words of ‘Flower’: aster, clover, hyacinth, marigold, poppy, azalea, crocus,
iris, orchid, rose, bluebell, daffodil, lilac, pansy, tulip, buttercup, daisy, lily, peony, violet,
carnation, gladiola, magnolia, petunia, zinnia

Attribute words of ‘Pleasant”: caress, freedom, health, love, peace, cheer, friend,
heaven, loyal, pleasure, diamond, gentle, honest, lucky, rainbow, diploma, gift, honor,
miracle, sunrise, family, happy, laughter, paradise, vacation

Attribute words of ‘Unpleasant’: abuse, crash, filth, murder, sickness, accident, death,
grief, poison, stink, assault, disaster, hatred, pollute, tragedy, divorce, jail, poverty, ugly,
cancer, kill, rotten, vomit, agony, prison

(2) Concept pairs: Weapon vs. Instrument

Concept words of “‘Weapon’: weapon, weapons

Concept words of “Instrument’: instrument, instruments

Exemplar words of “Weapon’: arrow, club, gun, missile, spear, axe, dagger, harpoon,
pistol, sword, blade, dynamite, hatchet, rifle, tank, bomb, firearm, knife, shotgun, teargas,
cannon, grenade, mace, slingshot, whip

Exemplar words of ‘Instrument’: bagpipe, cello, guitar, lute, trombone, banjo, clarinet,
harmonica, mandolin, trumpet, bassoon, drum, harp, oboe, tuba, bell, fiddle, harpsichord,
piano, viola, bongo, flute, horn, saxophone, violin

Attribute words of ‘Pleasant”: caress, freedom, health, love, peace, cheer, friend,
heaven, loyal, pleasure, diamond, gentle, honest, lucky, rainbow, diploma, gift, honor,
miracle, sunrise, family, happy, laughter, paradise, vacation

Attribute words of ‘Unpleasant’: abuse, crash, filth, murder, sickness, accident, death,
grief, poison, stink, assault, disaster, hatred, pollute, tragedy, divorce, jail, poverty, ugly,
cancer, kill, rotten, vomit, agony, prison

(3) Concept pair: African-American vs. European-American

Concept words of “African-American’: african_americans, african_american, black_
people, African_American, Black_people, African_Americans

Concept words of “‘European-American’: european_americans, european_american,
white_people, European_American, White_people, European_Americans

Exemplar words of ‘African-American”: Alonzo, Jamel, Theo, Alphonse, Jerome,
Leroy, Torrance, Darnell, Lamar, Lionel, Tyree, Deion, Lamont, Malik, Terrence, Tyrone,
Lavon, Marcellus, Wardell, Nichelle, Shereen, Ebony, Latisha, Shaniqua, Jasmine, Tanisha,
Tia, Lakisha, Latoya, Yolanda, Malika, Yvette

Exemplar words of “European-American”: Adam, Harry, Josh, Roger, Alan, Frank,
Justin, Ryan, Andrew, Jack, Matthew, Stephen, Brad, Greg, Paul, Jonathan, Peter, Amanda,
Courtney, Heather, Melanie, Katie, Betsy, Kristin, Nancy, Stephanie, Ellen, Lauren, Colleen,
Emily, Megan, Rachel

Attribute words of ‘Pleasant”: caress, freedom, health, love, peace, cheer, friend,
heaven, loyal, pleasure, diamond, gentle, honest, lucky, rainbow, diploma, gift, honor,
miracle, sunrise, family, happy, laughter, paradise, vacation

Attribute words of ‘Unpleasant’: abuse, crash, filth, murder, sickness, accident, death,
grief, poison, stink, assault, disaster, hatred, pollute, tragedy, divorce, jail, poverty, ugly,
cancer, kill, rotten, vomit, agony, prison

(4) Concept pair: China vs. America

Concept words of “China’: China, PRC, china
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Concept words of “America”: America, USA, US

Exemplar words of ‘China’: Chinese, CNY, MaoZedong, socialist, Beijing

Exemplar words of ‘America’”: American, USD, Washington, capitalism, New York

Attribute words of ‘Pleasant”: caress, freedom, health, love, peace, cheer, friend,
heaven, loyal, pleasure, diamond, gentle, honest, lucky, rainbow, diploma, gift, honor,
miracle, sunrise, family, happy, laughter, paradise, vacation

Attribute words of ‘Unpleasant’: abuse, crash, filth, murder, sickness, accident, death,
grief, poison, stink, assault, disaster, hatred, pollute, tragedy, divorce, jail, poverty, ugly,
cancer, kill, rotten, vomit, agony, prison

Correspondingly, in Chinese experiments, we manually translate the special words
used in English experiments into Chinese. Finally, according to concept pairs and special
words, the counts of collected statements are in Table 1, wherein each NumA /NumB,
NumA counts explicit statements containing “concept word + attribute word,” NumB
counts implicit statements containing “exemplar word + attribute word.”

Table 1. Count of explicit and implicit statements in experiments.

Concept Pairs

Corpora Insect vs. Flower Weapon vs. Instrument  Afri-A vs. Euro-A China vs. America

Eng-Wiki 152k /395k 273k/136k 97k /1868k 838k/202k
Twitter 79k/171k 60k/391k 36k/113k 613k/468k

Chn-Wiki 10k/17k 21k/162k 20k/505k 380k/91k
Weibo 243k /240k 30k/562k 76k/ 664k 1674k / 694k

4.2.3. Sentiment Analyzers

In experiments, sentiment scores for English and Chinese statements were obtained
using two sentiment analysis tools, referred to as Stanford CoreNLP and Baidu Sentiment
Analyzer, as mentioned in Section 2.3. The reason for choosing these two sentiment
analyzers is that they are among the best-performing sentiment analyzers in English and
Chinese, respectively. To verify the performance and compatibility of these two analyzers,
we constructed 100 Chinese-English test statement pairs (listed in Appendix A.2), where
each pair consists of semantically identical English and Chinese statements containing
both concept/exemplar words and attribute words. We analyzed the sentiment polarity of
English and Chinese statements in each pair using CoreNLP (https://stanfordnlp.github.
io/CoreNLP/, accessed on 12 March 2024) and Baidu Analyzer (https://intl.cloud.baidu.
com/product/body.html, accessed on 12 March 2024), respectively. The results showed that
CoreNLP achieved a 94% accuracy rate on 100 English statements, while Baidu Analyzer
achieved a 97% accuracy rate on 100 Chinese statements, with a 96% matching degree
between the two analyzers. This indicates good consistency between their sentiment
analysis results.

To examine the effects of different sentiment analyzers, in the testing of effects of
procedural variables, we chose two comparative analyzers: NLTK sentiment package for
English and Tencent Sentiment Analyzer https://ai.qq.com/doc/nlpemo.shtml (accessed
on 12 March 2024) for Chinese.

4.2.4. Evaluation Method

To the best of our knowledge, our work is the first to automatically distinguish ex-
plicit and implicit bias in corpora. We build a high-level and intuitive connection between
SRA/IAT and linguistic statements. Although the validity of such a connection cannot be
theoretically guaranteed, we propose to use well-known psychological observations [5]
as ground truth and investigate whether the proposed method can reproduce these ob-
servations qualitatively. The observations will be compared in Section 4.3. In Section 4.3,
we employed sentiment scores as evaluation metrics to compare explicit and implicit
biases across different datasets and concept pairs, revealing disparities between explicit
and implicit biases under various conditions. Furthermore, in Section 4.5, we utilized the
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temporal changes in sentiment scores to compare the trends of explicit and implicit biases
across different datasets and concept pairs, highlighting the differences in their dynamic
evolutionary patterns, which have not been explored in traditional psychological research.

4.3. Comparing Explicit and Implicit Bias

Results: In the first group of experiments, we investigated the performance of our
method of distinguishing explicit and implicit bias. We calculated the explicit and implicit
bias separately with our method on each corpus for each concept pair. The significance of
the difference between explicit and implicit bias pairs was tested with a permutation test
using no difference as the null hypothesis. The results are shown in Figure 4, where the
explicit and implicit bias of each concept pair on each corpus is compared using sentiment
scores calculated with Equations (4) and (5). Positive and negative values indicate the bias
preferring the right and left concept of this column, respectively (e.g., in the first column,
Insect is the left concept, Flower is the right concept). The red star indicates that the
difference between this pair of explicit/implicit biases is significant (p = 0.0001). “Afri-A”
= “Afri-American”, “Euro-A” = “Euro-American”. For example, in English Wiki, people
prefer to Afri-American in explicit bias and prefer to Euro-American in implicit bias.

Concept Pairs
Insect vs. Flower Weapon vs. Instrument Afro-A vs. Euro-A China vs. America

English -32 -0. I 0.0276
Wiki 0.0338 0.1247 F‘0.0938
3
English
-0.0321 -0.0017
Social Media -

g (Twitter) [ -0-0691 0.1724 -0.0165
2
1=
S Chinese| s Joost  eaw
Wiki 0.0519 0.2785 0312 |
Chinese
Social Media | 0-14 |0.0533 .0522
(Weibo) 0.0046 0.091 -0.0097
M Explicit bias Implicit bias

* % Red star indicates significant difference (p=0.0001) between this pair of
explicit/implicit bias.

Figure 4. Compare explicit and implicit bias of each concept pair on each corpus.

Discussion: In Figure 4, we have four main observations:

(1) In general: implicit bias can be significantly different from explicit bias, which agrees
with the IAT observation. The difference is sensitive to the sociality of concepts,
scenarios, and cultures, which agrees with the psychological assumptions of implicit
cognition: the difference between explicit and implicit bias can be explained by the
social desire [5].

(2) On concepts: in most cases, the difference between implicit and explicit bias is more
significant on social and controversial concept pairs (i.e., “Afri-American vs. Euro-
American” and “China vs. America”) than the difference on unsocial concept pairs
(i.e., “Insect vs. Flower” and “Weapon vs. Instrument”). This observation agrees with
the psychological assumption that for social and controversial concepts, people are
more motivated to adjust their explicit bias to adapt to social desire, which leads to
greater differences between implicit and explicit bias.

(3) On scenario: for controversial concept pairs, implicit and explicit biases are closer
to each other in social media than in Wikipedia. From social desire, users are more
strongly required to conform to mainstream social values in Wikipedia than in so-
cial media.



Appl. Sci. 2024, 14, 4191

14 of 24

(4) On language (culture): though on both two English corpora, explicit and implicit
bias on “Afri-American vs. Euro-American” have opposite polarity (consistent with IAT
reports), but this does not happen in Chinese corpora. Similarly, explicit and implicit
bias on “China vs. America” are opposite on Chinese corpora instead of on English
corpora. From social desire, the importance of consistency with mainstream social
values can vary across countries or cultures for a concept pair.

From the view of the relationship with previous work, our experimental results line
with psychological observations in general. Our innovation lies in the automation of explicit
and implicit bias analysis by correlating concepts from psychological measurements with
elements of automated sentiment analysis. Furthermore, we addressed the shortcomings
of the previous word vector-based automated analysis method, which was unable to distin-
guish between explicit and implicit biases. The limitation of our approach is that further
explanation of the difference in specific concept pairs still needs help from psychology
scientists in future work. This explanation might achieve new findings considering the
absence of observations on a massive population in the current psychological study on
implicit bias.

4.4. Effects of Procedural Variables

Besides p-values of the difference between explicit and implicit bias, we also tested the
significance of the qualitative observations in Section 4.3 by testing the effects of procedural
variables. The proposed method has two procedural variables: special words and sentiment
analyzers’ selection, and this section investigates whether these two variables affect the
experimental observations.

Table 2 illustrates the percentage that experimental observations are maintained across
procedural variables, where ‘Words’ is special words, ‘Analyzer’ is sentiment analyzers,
‘E-" is English, and ‘C-" is Chinese.

For the effect of exemplar word selection, we randomly selected a subset from the
original exemplar word set and repeated the experiments. We repeated the experiment
in Section 4.3 1000 times and calculated the percentage of the qualitatively consistent
observations in Section 4.3.

For the effect of sentiment analyzer choice, we randomly selected a subset from the
original exemplar words set, repeated the experiments on the subset with comparative
analyzers indicated in Section 4.2.3, and compared the original analyzers’ results. We
repeated the test 1000 times and calculated the percentage that the results of comparative
and original analyzers were consistent with each other.

In Table 2, the observations drawn in Section 4.3 are maintained at high probabil-
ity across different exemplar words and sentiment analyzers. The concept of sentiment
analyzers is introduced in Section 2.3.

Table 2. The percentage that experimental observations are maintained across procedural variables.

Variable Twitter E-Wiki Weibo C-Wiki
Words 97.8% 99.8% 96.4% 98.3%
Analyzers 96.7% 90.4% 92.8% 91.2%

4.5. Evolution of Explicit and Implicit Bias

Results: In this group of experiments, we compare the evolution of explicit and
implicit bias over time. We use English and Chinese social media corpora (i.e., Twitter and
Weibo), with a timestamp for each statement. To track the evolution of the biases, we broke
each corpus into subsets of months, spreading over 36 months. Then, we measured explicit
and implicit bias month by month using the proposed sentiment-based bias measurement.
In Figures 5 and 6, we illustrate the detailed evolution tracks of each concept pair on each
corpus. In Figure 7, we compare the stability of explicit and implicit bias in evolution. The
stability is calculated with the standard deviation of the bias over time.
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Discussion: In Figures 5-7, we have two main observations:

Explicit and implicit bias is different in stability: beyond existing psychological
studies, a new observation of evolution experiments is that implicit biases are more
stable than explicit biases in most cases. In Figures 5-7, with the exception of the
concept pair “China vs. America”, implicit biases in other concept pairs are more
stable than explicit biases. This may indicate that although people’s explicit public
bias may vary due to the changing social context (e.g., the scenario or the talking
partner), their internal implicit bias tends to be more consistent over time. This
possibly explains the finding that implicit bias is a better predictor of certain kinds of
behavior than explicit bias [6,7].

Factors influencing the stability: in this experiment, the sociality of concepts also
influences the evolution of biases. In Figures 5 and 6, implicit biases of unsocial
concept pairs (i.e., “Insect vs. Flower” and “Weapon vs. Instrument”) are more stable
than that of social concept pairs (i.e., “Afri-American vs. Euro-American” and “China
vs. America”).

In terms of its relationship with previous work, the dynamic analysis presented in

this paper builds upon the existing concepts of psychological bias measurement. However,
its novelty lies in the fact that existing psychological measurements primarily focus on
static analysis, whereas our study delves into the dynamic evolution and comparison of
explicit and implicit biases. While our work has successfully revealed the differences in
the evolution of these two types of biases, its limitation lies in the fact that we have not yet
empirically and deeply analyzed the impact of these differences on behavior. This aspect
remains an area for further exploration in future research.
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Figure 5. The evolution of explicit and implicit bias on Twitter.
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Figure 6. The evolution of explicit and implicit bias on Weibo.

Concept pairs Twitter Weibo
Flower vs. Insect
Instrument vs. Weapon
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Figure 7. The stability (standard deviation over time) of explicit and implicit bias in social media.
The blue and orange bars illustrate the standard deviation of explicit and implicit bias, respectively.

4.6. Comparing WEAT and SEAT with Proposed Sentiment-Based Method

As introduced in Section 2.2, WEAT [12] and SEAT [13] are a joint effect of explicit and
implicit bias. The factors of our method are more naturally connected with those of SRA
and IAT, and it can distinguish explicit and implicit bias. Experimental results support
the effectiveness of this connection. In the case that explicit and implicit bias might be
quite different, and the difference is seriously concerned with the task, our method can be a
better choice for bias identification. Furthermore, due to the requirement of massive data
in high-quality training of word or sentence embedding, WEAT and SEAT do not work
well on small data (e.g., the language of an individual). However, our method derives bias
cases from every single statement and is not as sensitive to the data size as WEAT does.

4.7. The Application of This Work in Eliminating Bias in Generative Al

Bias is also a key issue in current research on generative AL There is research indicating
that the content generated by generative Al may contain bias [42—44]. This bias is considered
inappropriate and may affect the user’s cognition. Although there have been some attempts
to identify and eliminate biases in generative Al, an important drawback of current efforts
is the lack of clear differentiation between explicit and implicit biases. This drawback
makes it difficult to accurately evaluate the cognitive characteristics of bias in generative Al,
therefore reducing the effectiveness of bias elimination, especially implicit bias elimination.
Our latest research shows that biases in generative Al can also be distinguished as explicit
and implicit [45]. Therefore, the work of this article will help automate the identification
and differentiation of explicit and implicit bias in generative Al, thus more effectively
guiding research on bias elimination in generative AL

5. Conclusions and Future Work
5.1. Summary

Using automatically obtained sentiment scores of statements containing the combi-
nation of special words on various corpora, we automatically reproduce psychological
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measurements of explicit and implicit attitude bias in a large population. We examine
the special words of four pairs of concepts and the statements from four large corpora,
including English and Chinese Wikipedia and social media. The experimental results reveal
that our automatic method qualitatively agrees with the costly small-scale observations
from psychological studies. Specifically, explicit and implicit attitude bias can be signifi-
cantly different. The significance of the difference is shown to be influenced by the sociality
of concepts, the scenario of language use, and the culture behind the language. We also
find that implicit attitude biases are more stable than explicit attitude biases over time,
which is absent in existing psychological studies. The theoretical significance of our work
is to provide a new perspective based on sentiment analysis for the concept of implicit
association in traditional psychological research. The technical significance is in proposing
an automatic measurement method that can replace high-cost traditional psychological
measurements. The practical significance is in providing new research tools for explicit and
implicit cognition targeting larger-scale populations.

5.2. Future Work

In future work, there are two main directions to further improve this work. The first
direction is to examine the conclusions of this work with more datasets. Although the
corpora used in this work cover two main languages (English and Chinese) and the two
most common forms of Internet text (serious text from Wikipedia and free text from social
media), the experimental results of data from more different languages and sources are
expected to provide more evidence for the conclusions of this work and help to understand
the explicit and implicit bias of people from different cultural backgrounds. Another
important future work is to design algorithms to automatically discover the concepts on
which people have bias instead of selecting the concepts manually. Our work in this paper
manually adopts the specified concepts to facilitate comparison with existing research
in psychology to verify our method. Once the effectiveness of our method is verified, in
practical applications, we need to be able to automatically discover more biased concepts
that have not been addressed in existing research by improving our method.
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Appendix A
Appendix A.1. Definitions

Attitude Bias: attitude is one’s evaluation of a concept [46]. Attitude bias (abbreviated
as “bias”), in psychology, indicates one’s preference in his attitudes toward two comparative
concepts [47].

Explicit bias: explicit bias is the bias that one deliberately expresses [48]. For example,
if one claims to prefer African Americans to European Americans in SRA, he/she has an
explicit bias against African Americans compared to European Americans [8].
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Implicit bias: implicit bias is one’s internal bias without conscious awareness or
honestly reporting [47]. An individual’s consciousness does not control implicit bias.
The primary purpose of measuring implicit bias is to predict behaviors that explicitly
held biases cannot predict [49]. For example, although one deliberately claims to prefer
African Americans to European Americans, he/she may associate African Americans with
negativity in implicit cognition [5].

Concept: concepts name the objects on which people have bias [47]. As psychological
tests do, we pair concepts to understand bias, e.g., Afri-American vs. Euro-American.

Exemplar: exemplars are stimuli of concepts. Exemplars should be objects which can
be clearly classified into one concept in a concepts pair, e.g., typical African-American
names or photos can be the exemplars of concept “Afri-American” w.r.t the concepts pair
“ Afri-American vs. Euro-American” [47].

Attribute: attribute is the connotation of bias. For example, in IAT, attributes of
positive and negative bias can be “Pleasant” and “Unpleasant”, respectively [12,47].

Self-Report Assessment (SRA): Self-report assessment is a typical explicit bias method.
Reading questions and choosing responses in the assessment is the most direct method
of asking about one’s feelings, prejudices, beliefs, and other information [17]. SRA can
be a survey, questionnaire, or poll in which subjects express their attitude explicitly. The
main strength of SRA is allowing participants to describe their own experiences rather than
inferring this from observing them.

Implicit Association Test (IAT): IAT [5] is the most widely used psychological test of
implicit bias. IAT is designed to measure the strength of subjects” implicit associations
between a pair of concepts (e.g., Flower vs. Insect) and a pair of attributes (e.g., Pleasant
vs. Unpleasant).

Appendix A.2. Sentence Pairs for Comparing the Two Sentiment Analyzers

In this section, we enumerate all sentences employed to compare the consistency of sen-
timent analyzers between Stanford CoreNLP and Baidu Sentiment Analyzer. The sentences
comprise two groups, positive and negative, with 50 pairs in each group. Each pair includes
an English sentence and the corresponding semantically equivalent Chinese sentence.

The positive sentiment sentences are enumerated as follows:

The gentle melody of the violin brings peace to my soul; /NMEZ:FRFHEE LT R
SRS THE.

Roses add beauty and love to every garden they grace; BB N B— M EEIE TR T %
5%,

The lilac’s fragrance is a miracle of nature, evoking pure happiness; T &L EH &
K EIREI AT, AR £,

A family picnic in the park, surrounded by blooming daisies, feels like heaven; 7£ 2 [
BERTRERR, JFE A HIT IS, B R R

The laughter at the concert was a testament to the harmonica’s cheerful sound; & /K%
ERISEFEIER T A E At E

A rainbow appeared over the field just as we spotted a beautiful bluebell; % F(/1E F|
SRATHI RS RS, Ra3 i B T —iERAL

The honest lyricism of the guitar struck a chord with everyone in the room; & il )3,
SR SAE R AT AT A,

The breeze through the magnolia flowers gently caressed me, which was really peace-
ful; ZFE AR ZAERIHEETE, BRICTER T

Playing the piano at sunrise is a magical experience, filled with pleasure; £ H 58
ZENE R —RhhEr AR, TR T .

Learning to play the flute has been a journey filled with joy and friendship; %% >] £
H SRR TEI T IURMIACH.

The sight of a butterfly on a zinnia is a small, everyday miracle; #{#{5= & 75 5 %

R M H R AR
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The love song played on the saxophone was pure romance; F 5 B8 1 22 {0 AR 40kE
FEIRIE.

Spending a vacation surrounded by wildflowers is truly a slice of heaven on earth; 7
BFPEM R B fBR A JA] R AE.

The health benefits of walking among orchids are as pleasant as their beauty; 7£ =18
TR R R R A 5 E RIS — R4 A M.

The tulip festival was a rainbow of colors and a feast for the senses; A&7 T /& R
ML, BB RE.

The early-blooming crocuses, fortunately, discovered the joy that heralds the arrival of
spring; B IFHIEFLLILZD AN, TUREFRIIVUR.

The harp’s melody at the wedding was a gift of heavenly sound; #& L _f i S 5 &
RELE.

A loyal bee diligently pollinates the flowers, ensuring their beauty multiplies; )
BB A TEART, TR ENRISET AT,

The family gathers annually to enjoy the cherry blossoms, a tradition of happiness; K
NEERE RN, ZREFEAES

A gentle dragonfly rests on a lily, a peaceful scene in nature’s playground; — HiRFHY)
IIREE A AL, XRA BRI ARG TR — TS R

The peony garden was a place of peace and gentle beauty; 4 FHEbd & F1F 5 1R F %
AR AT

The trumpet’s blast at the parade spread cheer among the crowd; #i#17H /NS FE &
FENFE T R HENUR.

The pleasure of watching hummingbirds dart among the azaleas is unmatched; L&
U B AEALASTE R ZF R R T S 18 T

The violinist’s performance was a diamond sparkling in the evening; /NEE T HFK{EH
ARl _E A — AR RS A

The laughter of children chasing butterflies is pure happiness; % 1/ J1E R #8515 5
AR ) SE AR

A rose in full bloom is a symbol of love and natural beauty; B FIEAZ B IR EFZ
HIGLE.

The clarinet’s soft notes added a layer of peace to the quiet afternoon; B.E& FIZE &
TR LR PRSI T — 277,

The paradise of a spring garden is enhanced by the scent of hyacinths; 7 H £t K
RS T E R .

The loyal old dog peacefully lies among the buttercups in the sunshine; B Z ]
TOAERHYE PRI S L 5 RAE .

The enchanting melodies of the mandolin near the campfire create a stronger sense of
camaraderie among friends; & K55 K] & FEAE S AR A TR

The miracle of nature is evident in every unfolding daffodil; &:—2Z=2E /K ALIFEER T
LA R HIEIL.

The marigold’s bright colors bring happiness to any sunny spot; = /£ )
TEARTRHYE 72 2 B3 T3 7 SRR

The lucky discovery of a rare orchid made the hike unforgettable; &8 & Hl—o<F I,
HIZTEERED Z RMES.

The pleasure of a trombone’s slide brings jazz to life in the city; #&& K5 I E &1k
B LR A hER.

A sunny vacation day is best spent surrounded by blooming violets; FH%:FA#E & H
RIEAHEITHRY 25

The laughter of friends around the drum circle creates a cheerful atmosphere; 5% /[&] /&
A A RS B H T bR )

The diploma hung proudly above the piano, a symbol of achievement and music; 5
AIERHHEIEEAE IR BT, RS B R RIRAL.

The gentle breeze brushing against the iris bed feels soothing; X2 L& LR,
W AREFE.
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A peace lily brightens the office with its gentle presence; F1°¥- 5 & 7£ /A% LLHIRZE
HITFFER S T TR

Playing the harpsichord is like touching a piece of history with a pleasant tune; 32
RZSEE BRI 5L — R 5y, R M PR e

The healthy sight of the garden, with bees and butterflies fluttering around, is a
delightful picture; 7250 (R 5, H BB €I, 2 —08< ATE R E .

The cheer of the crowd as the band struck up was infectious; /R AFFIRTEZRT, AR
WM AR R

A rainbow over a field of carnations is a sight to treasure; £ 5% /75 HEf 25 LA
LR — R ERE R RS

The honest simplicity of a sunflower brings a smile to anyone’s face; [7] H 2% F i kM
ERIRS NS 7

The gift of a first guitar can inspire a lifetime of music and happiness; # /| 55—E &t
WAL AT LA R — S i) & AR A AR

The lucky charm of finding a four-leaf clover among the clovers is delightful; 7 =
FA R R PO RUR A AR SEE AT

The experience of stumbling upon paradise in a vibrant poppy field is nearly surreal;
FERSTT BB S H R B R A L B SR ).

A family outing to a concert is a vacation filled with joyful sounds; X EZINE /K&
LR RAE A TR 7 5 BB

The miracle of a bee pollinating a gladiola is nature at its finest; 2Ky 45 81 = ) 5t
ZRKBREATHHETR.

The gentle strumming of a banjo under a starlit sky brings peace to the heart; 7££t:
TEPEEE 50 R R,

The negative sentiment sentences are enumerated as follows:

The mosquito’s persistent buzzing is a source of agony for many; $5{F 722
RV NIRRT

The roach’s presence in the kitchen was a sign of filth and neglect; & 57 458 ) H 21
FENERLANBLZ PR,

The sight of a spider often invokes irrational fear and disgust; Bl i) Hi E1E & 5[ A
TR R

The deafening blast of gunfire ripped apart the silence, unleashing a maelstrom of
horror and despair that ravaged the community; f8FE TR [Pk, 250 XA T ARRE.

The stink of rotting flowers in the vase was overwhelmingly unpleasant; fEif B & 1=
HITEA R A AR A NANER A SRR

The appearance of cockroaches in the kitchen signifies a grimy, chaotic, and negligent
environment; B8 HEEE A T 1% X AL AN A

A wasp sting brings about distressing swelling and sharp pain; 5 {5 5 2 kA
o 0P

The termite damage to the house led to a costly divorce; FIU6 55 E R ESFE T —
Y 5 BRI

Polluted air choked the vibrant tulips, turning them brown and ugly; 75 J4#2 S 4E
YLD PN ARG A 2R A T A TP

The knife was a grim reminder of the murder that had taken place; J] Fr—IRKER
PRI BRI,

The tank rumbled through the streets, a symbol of war and disaster; 85 7E#E AN
T, AR AN IO

The prison was filled with the grief of those separated from their families; i 5 72
TERNGHEED.

The sight of maggots in the trash can was utterly disgusting; i i B #4H B4 A4%

The grenade explosion left a scene filled with chaos and death; T-EEKERE T 1T IRALHA
LRI,
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The rifle was a constant reminder of the violence that plagued the area; 1% [X )5 71
GIEE D w00 s R e R 24 D
The repulsive fly, with its filth and disorder, marred the pure beauty of the delicate
daisy; BEALAVEIRTEAESE TN H04E20 L, BER T EREETE L.
The poison ivy spread quickly through the garden, killing the nearby plants; F#E7E(E
el P B E, SRAE T RRHE AR,
The crash of the cymbals was too loud, causing headaches among the audience; & &=
K, FEARL.
The desecrated water has irreversibly marred the once enchanting landscape of the
windbell grass marsh; 15 J KI5 58 TR A XS SR EE.
The cockroach infestation in the apartment complex led to widespread complaints; 7>
B RAL AR (R85 | AT T2 BB,
The harpoon was a tool of death in the whaling industry; £ X &g Tl 18T T
1=
The divorce papers lay on the piano, a symbol of a love turned sour; #%F F R I
1, Be—BRBRE R TE I RALE.
The dragonfly was trapped in an oil slick, struggling and doomed; &% R 7E /#7577,
EEEIMEREN N U
The bomb scare at the concert led to panic and chaos; & 7k & b BKESERE 5 28R A0
L.
The rifle misfired, causing a tragic accident during the hunting trip; /& 5&1TH 46
RE K, TR T SRR A B
The ugly graffiti defaced the once stunning mural of a magnolia; HEFNRTGHIR T
LM AR = BE
The centipede’s appearance in the shower caused screams of fright; BEHT HHAER
AT T RIY .
The sickness spread by mosquitoes devastated the local community; B &7 {5
BT S X
Uncovering a dagger alongside the nearby corpse is a foreboding indication; 55311/~
BRIT LE, TR DAFERILER.
The cancer diagnosis shattered the peace and happiness of the family; #AEZHT T
T REERTENISETE.
The repulsive pond fails to attract the once joyful frogs; BT & A B G| TR AR B H
e
The assault in the quiet park marred its reputation as a safe place; Z## /2 bdl i) 22 i i
R TENEAZEGBTHEFE.
The bedbug bites caused discomfort and sleepless nights for the hotel guests; {&i/5 %
R B 5 i 8 A& AT R HR.
The stink of the dead wasp was a repulsive discovery in the attic; [&/1% $ 58 2 i B 1%
HUZ 2 ARSI SR.
The prison sentence for the innocent man was a grave injustice; JL5 KA Z
FEERAA.
The rotten smell from the garbage attracted unwanted flies; £ 3% KIS G| T AN
edselibEe h
The poverty in the area was evident in the neglected state of the public gardens; %]
X B NTER AL A SRR P R 2 I
The agony of the bee sting ruined the day’s picnic; 288 {55 T — R NEFE.
The gnat swarm at the barbecue was a constant annoyance; GEREI FEF 2 FFELHY)
;.
The plight of the shipwreck weighs heavily on the seaside village; T BRI E
AR R .
The jail was a bleak and depressing place; M fik& — 1 BHRE A H#E 7.
The vomit on the sidewalk outside the bar was a disgusting sight; B/ AFTiE 1)
MX ) — T8 APRBHIR R,

=
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The cancer treatment center was a place of both hope and profound sadness; FEIEVRIT
OB A B R R AR 2 b

The death of the cherished rose garden was caused by a harsh winter; /4 S22 Z )
HHEESET.

The ugly dispute over the land poisoned relationships in the family; 1353 ) H A
FWEN T RERR.

The abrupt shutting of the piano lid frightened each person in the tranquil room; ¥9%
EmRINE L, BN T LERE R R A

The pollution in the river killed thousands of fish, creating a tragic environmental
disaster; A FLAE H S EUL T LT RIEIET, sE R T AREITE RIS ICHE.

The hatred visible in the community divided it deeply; X H o] Il BRI ZIH#E 53 5¢

TE.

The accident at the factory left several workers with serious injuries; T.]” K 52
JL& T E A

The grief of losing a pet was evident in every corner of their home; Z & — 1> f 4T
T R E YRR
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