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Abstract

The debate around bias in AI systems is central
to discussions on algorithmic fairness. How-
ever, the term “bias” often lacks a clear defini-
tion, despite frequently being contrasted with
“fairness” — implying that an unbiased model
is inherently fair. In this paper, we challenge
this assumption and argue that a precise con-
ceptualization of bias is necessary to effectively
address fairness concerns. Rather than viewing
bias as inherently negative or unfair, we high-
light the importance of distinguishing between
bias and discrimination. We further explore
how this shift in focus can foster a more con-
structive discourse within academic debates on
fairness in AI systems.

1 Introduction

Bias mitigation is a key topic in current discus-
sions surrounding AI systems (Gray et al., 2024).
But what exactly is bias? From a technical per-
spective, bias describes input modulation in neural
networks. However, beyond this technical defini-
tion lies a socially relevant dimension that necessi-
tates mitigation strategies. Bias is often understood
as a systematic error in judgment, rooted in prej-
udice, that perpetuates existing power structures
such as racism or sexism—making outcomes un-
fair. Consequently, mitigation strategies, aimed at
promoting fairness, typically focus on eliminating
bias by equalizing treatment across groups (Bell,
2015; Bender et al., 2021; Holdsworth, 2024; Kar-
tal, 2022; Ntoutsi et al., 2020).

Recent research highlights the complexity and
importance of bias mitigation. For example, Berke-
ley Haas School of Business provides practical
strategies for identifying and mitigating bias to pro-
mote responsible and equitable use of AI (Smith
and Rustagi, 2020). The National Institute of Stan-
dards and Technology (NIST) emphasizes the need
for a socio-technical approach to address bias and

highlights the role of context in mitigation strate-
gies (Schwartz et al., 2023). Additionally, a large-
scale empirical study evaluates 17 different bias
mitigation methods, providing insights into their
effectiveness and impact on fairness (Chen et al.,
2023). These examples illustrate the range of ap-
proaches in current bias mitigation research—from
practical frameworks to empirical evaluations.

Yet, what does it actually mean to say a model
is biased? Despite its frequent juxtaposition with
“fairness”, the term remains diffuse and ambigu-
ously defined. This paper seeks to clarify what bias
truly is, why it requires mitigation, and how its
conceptualization shapes the discourse on fairness
in AI systems.

2 What ’Bias’ Means in Neural Networks:
A Look at Its History and Technical
Role

The elementary building blocks of neural networks,
artificial mechanical neurons, trace their origin
to the founding fathers of the technology that
now builds our large language models (LLMs) —
they may also be referred to as MCP neurons, or
McCulloch-Pitts-Neurons (McCulloch and Pitts,
1943), which are simple binary neuron models that
process inputs using a threshold value, account for
inhibitory signals, and produce an output of either
0 or 1 (Vijaychandra et al., 2019). Figure 1a illus-
trates the basic principles of an MCP.

This concept was further developed by Frank
Rosenblatt, whose perceptron model, see Figure 1b,
paved the way for modern machine learning al-
gorithms by introducing adjustable weights and a
learning rule for updating these weights based on
errors (Rosenblatt, 1962). Although the perceptron
relied on a threshold for classification, the explicit
concept of a bias term to shift the decision bound-
ary was not yet introduced (Vijaychandra et al.,
2019) Its adaptive capabilities laid the groundwork
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Figure 1: Comparison of discussed early neuron models.

for pretty much all modern algorithmic solutions,
as its main goal is to make accurate classification.
The basic functionality allows for linearly separa-
ble classification according to whether or not the
weighted inputs meet a certain threshold θ.

In 1960, Bernard Widrow built on Rosenblatt’s
perceptron and developed ADALINE (Widrow
et al., 1988), which is where the term ‘bias’ was
first explicitly used to denote a constant input node
that adjusts the model’s decision boundary indepen-
dently of the input values, see Figure1c. ADALINE
(Adaptive Linear Neuron) is a single-layer neural
network that uses a linear activation function and
applies the Least Mean Squares (LMS) learning
rule to minimize the error between predicted and
actual outputs during training. The model was im-
plemented in a physical device called Memistor,
which simulated the learning process by adjust-
ing electrical conductance to represent changing
weights.

When multiple perceptrons are connected in lay-
ers, they form a multi-layer perceptron (MLP), ca-
pable of distinguishing non-linearly separable data.
In an MLP, each neuron is fully connected to all
neurons of both the preceding and succeeding lay-
ers. Additionally, each neuron includes a “bias”
input, which provides a constant input to help shift
the activation function. The concept of “bias” in

this architectural context can be summarized as a
constant term added to the weighted sum of inputs
before applying the activation function, allowing
the model to shift the decision boundary indepen-
dently of the input values. This description reflects
the standard, widely accepted structure of modern
multi-layer perceptrons (MLPs) used in today’s
neural networks.

It is important to distinguish this architectural
bias from the statistical concept of the bias-variance
tradeoff (Belkin et al., 2019). The latter refers to
a model’s tendency to either oversimplify patterns
(high bias, underfitting) or overfit to noise (high
variance, overfitting). While both concepts relate
to model performance, they address fundamentally
different aspects of learning.In modern deep learn-
ing architectures, such as those powering large lan-
guage models (LLMs), bias terms remain a fun-
damental component. They ensure that networks
can learn complex representations by shifting acti-
vation thresholds, improving convergence during
training, and enhancing the model’s ability to gen-
eralize across diverse inputs.

Evidently, “bias” is a technical term in AI devel-
opment, particularly in machine learning, where
it refers to a constant input term that shifts the de-
cision boundary of a model to aid learning and
improve convergence. This architectural defini-
tion is distinct from the statistical concept in the
bias-variance tradeoff and should not be confused
with societal concerns related to “salient social cat-
egories” (Bender et al., 2021) addressed in bias-
mitigation strategies.

3 What ’Bias’ Means in Everyday
Language: Technical Term or Social
Concept?

In current academic discourse, the term “bias”,
when used in discussions surrounding AI, is typ-
ically more associated with concepts like “preju-
diced” or “bigoted”; the term conjures associations
with discriminatory ideology such as racism, sex-
ism, or homophobia. Oftentimes, in discourse unre-
lated to AI, this is what people are trying to describe
when using the word bias. However, it is important
to remember that the term can also be used to mean
something more like “preference”. Especially in
everyday social contexts, ’bias’ can imply preju-
dice, but it is often used more neutrally to express
a personal inclination, preference, or even strong
liking (Newton and Ferenczi, 2024). If a loved
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one tells someone their new haircut looks good,
they might respond with “well, you’re a bit biased”.
Since “bias” in AI is clearly taken to mean some-
thing negative, its colloquial use is not a contender
for defining what it means to say that a model is
biased.

As we have discussed, bias is used as a technical
term in computer sciences, but also has a collo-
quial meaning. In addition, ’bias’ has a technical
meaning in social sciences, where it refers to:

A tendency (either known or unknown)
to prefer one thing over another that pre-
vents objectivity, that influences under-
standing or outcomes in some way.
(Bell, 2015)

This definition aligns more closely with what peo-
ple critique when discussing bias-mitigation strate-
gies and fairness in AI systems.

Now that we understand what people mean when
they talk about bias in AI, let’s explore it in more
detail.

4 Unbiased is not the same as fair

Defining bias and fairness as the two extremes a
model might fall between is, ultimately, a false
dichotomy. The juxtaposition suggests that if a
model is fair, that means it’s unbiased. Let us have
a look at this proposition for a moment and attempt
to find an ex-negativo definition of what is meant
by "bias" by firstly looking at what fairness means:

Fairness is about equitable treatment that
accounts for different circumstances and
needs. While equality means providing
everyone with the same resources or op-
portunities, fairness considers individual
contexts and removes barriers that hinder
participation or success.
(The Oxford Review, 2024)

But what, then, makes a model fair? In order to
answer this question, we need to elucidate what is
meant when asking for such a model. Consider, for
example, sampling bias:

Training data [that] is not representative
of the population it serves [leads] to poor
performance and biased predictions for
certain groups.
(Ferrara, 2023)

A common example is a facial recognition algo-
rithm trained predominantly on white individuals,
resulting in significantly lower accuracy for people
of color—a clear instance of sampling bias causing
harmful outcomes (Ferrara, 2023). We can take this
to imply that an unbiased model would perform the
same on people of all ethnic backgrounds, i.e., treat
everyone the same.

Let us examine a different example for sampling
bias: Consider a model built to make predictions
about children’s growth and development in order
to design a new curriculum. Suppose you could
survey every child in the world to acquire train-
ing data. Hypothetically, this must lead to an un-
biased model. Using data from every child will
make sure that no one group is over- or underrepre-
sented, i.e., the data is representative. Any number
of factors like biological, genetic and environmen-
tal conditions can affect developmental processes.
So the hypothetical training data will use data that
accurately reflects these differences (and their per-
centages across the population) to create the best
curriculum.

Now consider these three children:

1. An able-bodied intersex child born to farmers
in rural Asia.

2. A physically disabled boy born to university-
educated parents in suburban Africa.

3. A selectively mute girl born to a blue-collar
single parent in urban Europe.

These children will lead very different lives with
very different influences on their development and
unique challenges.

Although the model is unbiased, as it treats every
child equally, it applies a one-size-fits-all standard
without considering individual needs. This raises
the question: Is treating everyone equally the same
as treating everyone fairly? Is it fair to expect these
children to learn the same things at the same time
and with the same speed?

If a real-world application were possible, we
assume that most people would likely consider this
model biased. Specifically against children with
e.g., disabilities or toward an imaginary norm of
the “ideal child”. But why? There is no sampling
bias, no algorithmic bias, no representation bias
and no measurement bias as defined in (Ferrara,
2023). We think it’s because the problem here is
not bias. The real problem here is discrimination.
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5 discriminating between vs
Discrimination

Figure 2: Linearly separated scatter plot showing differ-
entiation between cucumbers and apples.

Let us, for a moment, return to the beginnings
of AI, specifically to the MCPs and Perceptrons
mentioned at the start of the paper. Their chief
objective is to classify by distinguishing between
categories based on measurable criteria. This tech-
nical form of discrimination—meaning differenti-
ation—is value-neutral. No ethical concerns arise
because the criteria are relevant to the task. Thus,
this process does not lead to accusations of discrim-
ination.

But when AI is said to discriminate (which is,
as shown above, what people actually try to ex-
press when saying it is biased), discussion around
mitigation strategies based on obvious sentiment
and arguments against discriminatory ideology that
emphasize equal treatment for people irrespective
of categories like ethnic background is brought
up. Why is that? Simple neural networks like the
ones mentioned previously aim to linearly sepa-
rate data. If two things are linearly separable, that
means it is possible to create a hyperplane in a two-
dimensional vector space that has one category of
thing on one side and another category of thing on
the other. What parameters decide the distribution
on either side? There are two dimensions (the axes)
along which the data gets sorted. Say one axis de-
picts length to roundness and the other green to red.
If that model is now fed pictures of cucumbers and
apples, the result will be a clearly linearly separated
scatter plot, a task any simple MLP can perform,
see Figure 2. Importantly, for optic discrimination
between apples and cucumbers, these are relevant
criteria. The relevance of dimensions is crucial.
Using length and color to distinguish apples from
oranges would fail because those features do not

meaningfully differentiate them. Failing to apply
meaningful dimensions can be taken one step fur-
ther: using evaluative labels rather than descriptive
ones likely results in subjective, non-usable data.
Relevance is what separates useful classification
from arbitrary or harmful discrimination. Overall,
applying objective criteria that are relevant to a
distinction is something generally associated with
“discriminating between”.

So what is “Capital D Discrimination”? Let us
take another look at (Ferrara, 2023): an example of
algorithmic bias they give is this:

An algorithm that prioritizes age or gen-
der, leading to unfair hiring decisions.

Why is this unfair? Hiring decisions should gener-
ally be made with qualifications in mind. People
consider it unfair when women have less chance of
being hired or are hired for less money than men.
But why?

We propose that the answer to this question
is that the difference between “discrimination be-
tween groups” and “Capital D Discrimination” is
whether the distinction in question is made along
relevant or irrelevant dimensions.

Examples in academic literature for the impact
of bias highlight various harmful outcomes, includ-
ing:

harmful outcomes [relating to] racist,
sexist, ableist, extremist or otherwise
harmful ideologies [. . . ] reinforc[ing]
hegemonic viewpoints [and] stereotyp-
ical associations or negative sentiment
towards specific groups.
(Bender et al., 2021).

These examples highlight the sociological mean-
ing of bias, which differs from technical bias. Tech-
nical bias refers to systematic errors in model pre-
dictions due to flawed data or algorithms, while
sociological bias refers to preferential treatment
that impacts outcomes. Discrimination, however,
refers to harmful outcomes stemming from unjust
social hierarchies and stereotypes.

Seeing how the “bias” concern in AI resides on
a sociological definition, we propose also look-
ing at it’s supposed opposite “fairness”, i.e. “un-
biasedness”, from a sociological angle. Sources
like (Jardinez and Natividad, 2024) demonstrate
clearly that simply treating (and in this context
teaching) everyone the same, which is what so-
called bias mitigation strategies usually aim to do,
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does not ensure the best outcome for disadvantaged
groups. On the contrary, only accommodation of
differences like the ones outlined in (Jardinez and
Natividad, 2024) improves access and opportuni-
ties for marginalized groups. Therefore, treating
everyone the same is not, in fact, fairness. True fair-
ness, or equity, requires recognizing and accommo-
dating differences to ensure that everyone has equal
access to opportunities. It follows from this that
"bias" is not accurately categorised as oppositional
to fairness. Based on a sociological definition of
fairness striving for equity, it is more accurately
juxtaposed with discrimination.

6 Conclusion

Figure 3: Flowchart illustrating discussed types of bi-
ases.

Our analysis demonstrates that the term "bias"
is often used ambiguously, conflating technical,
sociological and social meanings in a way that risks
undermining efforts to address real harms.

As shown in Figure 3, we have identified two
distinct categories of “bias”:

• Technical bias: A neutral, architectural con-
cept referring to input modulation in neural
networks.

• Social bias: A value-laden concept concern-
ing unequal treatment. It has two forms:

– “Bad” bias (Capital D Discrimination):
Unfair treatment based on outcome-
irrelevant characteristics (e.g., race or
gender in hiring decisions).

– “Good” bias (Equity): Fair differentia-
tion that acknowledges outcome-relevant
differences (e.g., individual needs or abil-
ities in a teaching context).

Recognizing these distinctions is essential for
developing effective bias mitigation strategies. Ef-
forts that conflate technical and social bias or treat
fairness merely as "equal treatment" risk perpetu-
ating inequalities rather than correcting them. In
conclusion, fairness in AI cannot be reduced to the
absence of bias. True fairness requires distinguish-
ing between harmful discrimination and equitable
differentiation—because sometimes, the fairest so-
lution is to treat people differently.
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