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Abstract
This study investigates the several nuanced rationales for coun-
tering the rise of political bias. We evaluate the performance of
the Llama-3 (70B) language model on the Media Bias Identification
Benchmark (MBIB), based on a novel prompting technique that
incorporates subtle reasons for identifying political leaning. Our
findings underscore the challenges of detecting political bias and
highlight the potential of transfer learning methods to enhance
future models. Through our framework, we achieve a compara-
ble performance with the supervised and fully fine-tuned Con-
vBERT model, which is the state-of-the-art model, performing best
among other baseline models for the political bias task on MBIB. By
demonstrating the effectiveness of our approach, we contribute to
the development of more robust tools for mitigating the spread of
misinformation and polarization. Our codes and dataset are made
publicly available in github1.

CCS Concepts
• Information systems→ Social recommendation.
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1 Introduction
Political bias detection has become a critical area of research in nat-
ural language processing (NLP) due to its significant influence on
media literacy, public opinion, and democratic processes. The per-
vasive nature of political bias in media and online content demands
robust methodologies for its identification and analysis. Political
bias can manifest in various forms, including word choice, framing
of issues, and selective omission of information, all of which can
subtly influence readers’ perceptions and beliefs (Entman, 2007) [7].
Recent advancements in machine learning and NLP have enabled
the development of sophisticated models for detecting political bias.
1https://github.com/Soumyadeepsar/Navigating-Nuance-In-Quest-for-Political-
Truth
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Traditional approaches relied heavily on lexicon-based methods,
which involved predefined lists of biased terms and phrases. While
these methods provided a foundation, they often struggled with the
nuanced and context-dependent nature of political bias. More con-
temporary techniques leveraging deep learning and large language
models (LLMs) to capture subtler forms of bias and context-specific
variations in sentence-level text have been done [9]. Efforts have
been made to learn the factuality of reporting and bias, trying to cat-
egorize entire news media based upon different features collected
through its URLS, websites, Wikipedia page, Twitter account and
many other factors [3].

One promising approach in the domain of in-context learning
is the use of Chain-of-Thought (CoT) prompting, which involves
generating and utilizing intermediate reasoning steps to improve
the reasoning performance of LLMs. This method aims to enhance
the model’s interpretability and accuracy by breaking down the
decision-making process into a sequence of logical steps [15]. By
employing CoT prompting, researchers can better understand the
underlying reasoning of LLMs and ensure more reliable and better
performance on complex tasks. Hence we try to leverage COT, to
shape proper reasoning and understanding of political bias in LLMs,
resulting in better performance.

Many studies were conducted in past for learning connections
and patterns in biased text, trying to devise automatic detection
solutions [12]. Despite these advancements, challenges remain in
achieving high accuracy and generalizability across diverse datasets
and political contexts. The inherently subjective nature of political
bias along with other factors and the dynamic evolution of political
discourse, add complexity to this task. Therefore, research is essen-
tial to try to put this hypothesis to test and develop standardized
techniques for further research in this area.

This paper explores the effectiveness of COT prompting in im-
proving the ability of LLMs to classify statements as biased or un-
biased. We build on existing literature and propose a novel prompt
that utilizes a COT technique based upon subtle reasoning steps
to enhance political bias detection. Through extensive experimen-
tation and analysis, we aim to contribute to the growing body of
work in this field.

2 Related work
Prompt-based fine-tuning has significantly enhanced the perfor-
mance of Pre-trained Language Models (PLMs) in few-shot text
classification by using task-specific prompts. However, since PLMs
are not pre-trained with prompt-style expressions, their effective-
ness in few-shot learning is limited. To address this, the Unified
Prompt Tuning (UPT) framework was introduced by Wang et al.
[14], which improves few-shot text classification for BERT-style
models by capturing prompting semantics from various non-target
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Figure 1: Distribution of text according to length

NLP datasets. UPT employs a novel Prompt-Options-Verbalizer par-
adigm for joint prompt learning across tasks, enabling PLMs to
acquire task-invariant prompting knowledge. Additionally, a self-
supervised task, Knowledge-enhanced Selective Masked Language
Modeling, is designed to boost the PLM’s generalization capabili-
ties, allowing better adaptation to unfamiliar tasks in low-resource
settings. Experimental results across diverse NLP tasks demon-
strate that UPT consistently outperforms existing state-of-the-art
methods in prompt-based fine-tuning.

The study by Wen and Younes [16] investigates the ability of
large language models (LLMs), such as ChatGPT, to detect media
bias by utilizing theMedia Bias Identification Benchmark (MBIB) [17].
ChatGPT’s performance is compared against fine-tuned models
like Bidirectional and AutoRegressive Transformers (BART) [11],
Convolutional Bidirectional Encoder Representations from Trans-
formers (ConvBERT) [10], and Generative Pre-trained Transformer
2 (GPT-2). The results reveal that while ChatGPT is on par with
fine-tuned models in identifying hate speech and text-level context
bias, it struggles with detecting subtler elements of media bias,
including fake news, racial, gender, political and cognitive biases.

Large language models (LLMs) have excelled in tasks such as dia-
logue generation, commonsense reasoning, and question-answering.
In-context learning (ICL) is a key method for adapting LLMs to
downstream tasks through prompt-based demonstrations. However,
the performance can be significantly impacted by the distribution
of these demonstrations, particularly in challenging classification
tasks. Du et al. [6] introduce task-level thinking steps to mitigate
bias introduced by demonstrations. Additionally, they propose a
progressive revision framework to enhance thinking steps by cor-
recting difficult demonstrations. Experimental results demonstrate
that their method outperforms others on three types of challeng-
ing classification tasks in both zero-shot and few-shot settings.
The incorporation of task-level thinking steps and automatically
generated CoT yields more competitive performance.

3 Dataset
Media bias detection is a complex multi-task problem which can be
very challenging on its own. There is a wide variety of bias prop-
agating in various news outlet and media platforms. The Media
Bias Identification Benchmark (MBIB) [17], provides an extensive

Figure 2: Macro-F1 score across 18 chunks for different
prompt techniques.

benchmark that groups different types of media bias (e.g., linguistic,
cognitive, political) under a common framework which allows re-
searchers to develop and test their techniques against different types
of bias detection. Notably, this is the first-ever large benchmark-
level task designed specifically for bias detection.

The Dataset is well-balanced, with an equal number of biased and
unbiased text. The frequency distribution of statements according
to text length across both labels is illustrated in Figure 1.

4 Methodology
4.1 Data-preprocessing
For the experiments, we use the dataset from mbib-base2. It has 9
different splits consisting of all the different types of bias the bench-
mark was designed for. Among these, the political bias dataset
consists of 17,704 data points. The dataset begins with all the unbi-
ased texts 8852 (50% of the dataset), grouped together, at the end
of all unbiased text we had the entire biased statements. To mix
up the data points, we randomly shuffle the dataset using the seed
value 42 in Huggingface’s datasets function, shuffle()3, to ensure
reproducibility of the intermixed data. We then divide the shuffled
dataset into 18 equal-sized chunks, where each chunk has around
1000 statements. Due to the random shuffling of the dataset, every
chunk remains well-balanced in terms of the two class distributions.

4.2 Large language model
We use the Open source model Llama-3-70b [1] by Meta, for all the
prompting experiments. Llama-3 performs better than its predeces-
sors and rival LLMs across various benchmarks, such as MMLU [8]
andHumanEval [5]. Llama 3 has outperformed other high-parameter
models like Google’s Gemini 1.5 Pro [13] and Anthropic’s Claude
3 Sonnet [2], especially in complex reasoning and comprehension
tasks; this particularly makes Llama-3 a good choice for high-order
reasoning tasks. We perform zero-shot, and few-shot prompting,
together with an advanced variant of Chain-of-Thought prompt-
ing. To make our model lightweight, we used an API service from
the Groq platform for our experiments. This reduces the space
overhead. Particularly, we used the Langchain-groq4 integration to

2https://huggingface.co/datasets/mediabiasgroup/mbib-base
3https://huggingface.co/docs/datasets/en/process#shuffle
4https://github.com/langchain-ai/langchain/tree/master/libs/partners/groq

https://huggingface.co/datasets/mediabiasgroup/mbib-base
https://huggingface.co/docs/datasets/en/process#shuffle
https://github.com/langchain-ai/langchain/tree/master/libs/partners/groq
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Table 1: Misclassified Examples used in Chain-of-Thought Prompt

Prompting Techniques Examples Actual label

Chain-of-Thought

In the video clip above, Bernice apologizes about the entire social media
fiasco between her and Tiny, stating "I’m very disappointed in what I did."

unbiased (0)

Statement: Fox News James Rosen and Jake Gibson recently reported the wife
of Justice Department official Bruce G Ohr worked for the opposition research
firm during the 2016 presidential election.

biased (1)

prompt Llama-3-70b-Instruct model5. The temperature of the model
was set to 0.0, to prevent it from hallucinating and deviating from
instructions passed in the prompts. All the other parameters were
set to default settings.

4.3 Selection of examples and prompt design
A straightforwardmethodwe employ is zero-shot prompting, which
involves directly providing the model with a task or question with-
out the need for any task-specific training or examples beforehand.
The specific prompt used for this approach is presented in Appen-
dic A.1. The next approach, few-shot [4] prompt, was constructed
with 8 examples randomly selected from the entire dataset. An
equal number of biased and unbiased statements were chosen to
ensure fair representation of both classes. While selecting samples,
we designated a unique seed value (42) to ensure the reproducibility
of the prompt. The template can be seen in Appendix A.2. The se-
lected examples contained single-word text as well, which gives the
model an example of how to label short texts that are contextually
inconclusive and might confuse the model.

To instigate the model with nuanced ways of thinking, we im-
plement a k-shot Chain-of-Thought prompt setting. We selected
two examples (𝑘 = 2) based on a specific rationale for the CoT
prompt (detailed in Appendix A.3). These examples were chosen
from Chunk 8 after running the zero-shot prompt. We carefully ob-
served the misclassified statements, which clearly indicated where
the model struggled to reason correctly, leading to incorrect labels.
Consequently, we selected two such examples, as shown in Table 1.
We then provide nuanced and subtle reasoning steps in the prompt
involving understanding agenda, omission of facts, and other steps
to instigate better thinking in the LLM. The complete prompt is
given in Appendix A.3, where all the steps are used to guide the
model towards better performance can be seen.

5 Result
We provide the entire performance distribution by LLama-3 based
on different types of prompt settings in Table 2. The performance
of each prompting technique across all 18 chunks is graphically
illustrated in Figure 2. We can see a good amount of performance
boost in Chunks 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 11 via our designed k-shot Chain-
of-Thought prompt. We also see a nominal increase in the macro-F1
score in the other remaining chunks. The few-shot settings under-
performed in most of the chunks compared to Chain-of-Thought
and even zero-shot prompts. This can be attributed to the fact that
the few-shot heavily relies on the selection of examples for the in-
context learning of the model, which may sometimes mislead the

5https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Meta-Llama-3-70B-Instruct

LLM, or may not instil deeper reasoning behind the task. Overall,
we noticed that the CoT prompting achieved the best performance
across the chunks.

However, few-shot prompting had the advantage of training
the model to follow user instructions strictly, returning only the
label (0 or 1) without additional information. In contrast, the CoT
approach occasionally deviated by providing brief explanations
along with the label, despite explicit instructions to avoid doing
so. The results show that the performance differences between the
various prompt-based methods across the chunks are relatively con-
sistent. Interestingly, the zero-shot method performs better than
the few-shot counterpart. This is due to the bias inherent in the
data as well as the example using which the few-shot model is
trained. Further, the Chain-of-Thought achieves the best perfor-
mance although the difference in performance is minimal. Note that,
the best-performing baseline, i.e. ConvBERT (as reported in [17])
achieves an average Macro-F1 score of 0.7110. We are achieving
performance on par with the prompt-based CoT settings when
compared to the ConvBERT model, which is a fully supervised
model. This is particularly noteworthy given that the CoT model
operates in a prompting framework, relying only on in-context
learning rather than the extensive labelled data and fine-tuning
that the ConvBERTmodel requires. The fact that a prompting-based
method can match the performance of a supervised model shows
the potential and effectiveness of CoT prompting, especially in tasks
where reasoning and context play a significant role.

6 Conclusion and future directions
With the advent of new larger language models, it is increasingly
becoming resource-intensive to train such extremely large models
on our task-oriented dataset. So in-context learning techniques
serve as an excellent means to teach the model how to perform
through proper contextual examples and instructions. In this paper,
we observed the performance of one of the best open-source models
(Llama-3) on bias detection, which is a very alarming problem in this
era of social media. We see it performs at par with the supervised
and fine-tuned baseline (ConvBERT).

The study reveals the complexity of political bias creeping into
our social media. We also saw subjectivity does play a vital role in
the propagation of political bias, but there are many other factors,
like news report outlets, fact selection, and omission of context,
that was considered while designing the final improvised version
of the CoT prompt. Hence, significant research is needed in this
field, to acquire better and accurate insights to solve the problem
of political bias.

https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Meta-Llama-3-70B-Instruct
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Table 2: The Macro-F1 is reported for each chunk by respec-
tive methods. The best performance for each chunk in bold.

Chunk no. Chain-of-Thought Zero-shot Few-shot

1 0.72 0.72 0.70
2 0.71 0.69 0.68
3 0.70 0.70 0.69
4 0.69 0.66 0.63
5 0.70 0.66 0.65
6 0.73 0.68 0.67
7 0.72 0.69 0.70
8 0.73 0.70 0.69
9 0.68 0.66 0.66
10 0.73 0.71 0.68
11 0.69 0.66 0.66
12 0.70 0.69 0.67
13 0.70 0.69 0.66
14 0.71 0.70 0.68
15 0.70 0.69 0.67
16 0.68 0.69 0.68
17 0.71 0.70 0.69
18 0.71 0.70 0.69

Average (entire dataset) 0.7061 0.6883 0.6749

A Appendix
In this section, we outline the prompts used at different stages of
our pipeline. Specifically, we detail howwe employed zero-shot, few-
shot, and Chain-of-Thought prompting strategies. These approaches
are presented sequentially, as each serves a distinct purpose within
our process.

A.1 Zero-Shot Prompt
Prompt used for zero-shot

Classify the following statement as politically biased or
unbiased. Give the final label only as 0 (unbiased) or 1
(biased), do not write your explanation.
Statement: {input}
Label:

A.2 Few-Shot Prompt
Prompt used for few-shot

Given an input sentence try to classify whether it is politi-
cally biased (1) or unbiased (0). Only give your label as 0
or 1 for the statement. Some examples are given below:
Statement: { text}
Label: 0
......4 pairs of unbiased data points....
Statement: { text}
Label: 1
.........4 pairs of biased data points..........
Give the label for Statement: {input}
Label:

A.3 Chain-of-Thought prompt
Prompt used for Chain-of-Thought

Here are some examples of how to classify a statement as
biased or unbiased :
Example-1: Statement: Refer to Table 1 for text
Step-by-Step thinking:
1.Fact-based reporting(Objective nature): The text re-
ports on a specific event (the video clip), hence objective
in nature.
2.Neutral language: The statement is neutral by nature.
The statement also lacks an emotive or sensational tone.
3. No implicit or explicit bias: There’s no apparent bias
towards or against Bernice, Tiny, or their social media
issues. Statement appears to be a factual report of public
apology without any apparent political bias or agenda.
Label: 0 (unbiased)
Example-2: Statement: Refer to Table 1 for text
Step-by-Step thinking:
1.Selection of facts: The statement selects a specific fact
about Bruce Ohr’s wife working for an opposition research
firm, which might be perceived as cherry-picking informa-
tion to support a particular narrative.
2.Contextual omission: The statement lacks context
about the firm’s work, its significance, or Bruce Ohr’s role,
which might create a misleading impression.
3.Implication by association: The statement shows a
connection between Bruce Ohr’s wife, the opposition re-
search firm, and biased activities, which could be seen as
implication by association.
Label: 1 (biased)
For biased (1) short phrases/text (contextually inconclu-
sive), the following reasons must be checked:
1.Use of Emotive language: Strong emotive, sensational,
foul and sarcastic words and phrases can be connected to
biased text.
2.Opinion-based words(Subjective): Phrases like "Anal-
ysis Opinion" contain words. Presence of neutral words.
3.Partisan sources: Phrases mentioning specific news
sources like "Fox News reports" may be seen as biased due
to the perceived political leanings of those sources.
For unbiased (0) incomplete texts following reasons are
crucial:
1.Uses objective tone,focuses on information: Phrases
focus on conveying information. They also avoid loaded
terms.
2.Report facts: Many phrases report factual information,
such as news headlines, dates, names, and events, neutral
in nature, without emotive or sensational tone.
3. Cite credible sources.
Classify the following statement as politically biased or
unbiased. Only give your label as 0 (unbiased) or 1 (bi-
ased).No need to give your steps of thinking. Statement:{
input }
Label:
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