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ABSTRACT: The rapid development of artificial intelligence (Al) technology is driving educational philosophy into a profound
paradigm shift, while also bringing various severe challenges to modern education. Al technology has caused a crisis of knowledge
transfer dominance in educational purposes, brought technological dependence risks in educational methods, caused an imbalance
between technological rationality and humanistic care in educational values, brought challenges of data privacy and algorithm bias
in educational ethics, and brought about the problem of digital divide in educational equity. This article systematically explores the
reconstruction path of educational philosophy in the era of Al from five dimensions: educational objectives, educational methods,
educational values, educational ethics, and educational equity. It can provide a multidimensional perspective for the theoretical
innovation of educational philosophy in the era of Al.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Educational philosophy stems from the rationalist and humanist traditions since the Age of Enlightenment. Its core lies in
emphasizing the cultivation of human subjectivity, free will, and rational thinking abilities. Education is regarded as an
enlightenment process, aiming to enable individuals to independently understand the world, comprehend themselves, and realize
their self - worth in society through the transmission of knowledge and the training of critical thinking. This educational philosophy
emphasizes the role of teachers as knowledge transmitters and guides, while students are considered active learners. Through
interaction with teachers and independent exploration, they gradually form an independent personality and worldview. However,
the breakthrough development of Al technology is deconstructing this foundation.

On one hand, algorithmic systems can replace routine cognitive labor. This means that many tasks of knowledge transmission
and skill training traditionally undertaken by human teachers can now be more efficiently accomplished by machines. This
replacement not only changes the form of education but also shakes the core position of teachers in the educational process. When
machines can perform these tasks with higher efficiency and lower cost, the role of teachers gradually shifts from knowledge
transmitters to learning guides and supporters. The focus of education also shifts from knowledge accumulation to the cultivation
of abilities and the development of emotions. On another, the deluge of data poses challenges to the stability of value judgment. In
traditional education, value judgment is often based on human experience and moral principles, while Al systems rely on big data
and algorithms for decision - making. Although this data - based decision - making approach has advantages in terms of efficiency
and objectivity, it may also lead to the mechanization and de - humanization of value judgment. When value judgment in education
increasingly depends on algorithms and data, human moral judgment and emotional experience may be marginalized, and the ethical
dimension of education also faces the risk of being weakened.

From the perspective of educational teleology, the rise of Al is redefining the core goal of education. Traditional educational
philosophy holds that the fundamental purpose of education is to cultivate well - rounded individuals, that is, to help individuals
achieve self - development and assume social responsibilities through the transmission of knowledge, the training of abilities, and
the shaping of values. This teleology emphasizes human subjectivity, creativity, and critical thinking, believing that education is not
only about knowledge accumulation but also about the improvement of personality and the enlightenment of wisdom. However, the
emergence of Al has blurred many traditional educational goals. When algorithmic systems can efficiently complete tasks such as
memory, calculation, and logical reasoning, does education still need to focus on the cultivation of these basic abilities? More
importantly, when machines can replace humans in a large amount of cognitive labor, will the ultimate goal of education be redefined
as cultivating abilities that machines cannot replace, such as emotional intelligence, creativity, and ethical judgment? This
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transformation not only challenges the core of traditional educational teleology but also triggers profound reflection on the essence
of education.

From the perspective of educational axiology, the impact of Al cannot be ignored either. Traditional educational philosophy
emphasizes the intrinsic value of education, that is, education itself is a worthy pursuit because it can promote the all - round
development of individuals and social progress. However, the introduction of Al further magnifies the instrumental value of
education. Personalized learning systems based on big data can optimize learning paths according to students’ performance and
improve learning efficiency. But does this efficiency - oriented educational model neglect the intrinsic value of education? When
education increasingly depends on data and algorithms, will human subjectivity and value judgment be marginalized? In addition,
Al may also exacerbate educational inequality because the uneven distribution of technological resources may lead to a further
differentiation of educational opportunities. The tension between this instrumental value and intrinsic value poses unprecedented
challenges to educational axiology.

The breakthrough development of Al technology is profoundly changing the essence and purpose of education. It not only
deconstructs the cultivation of human subjectivity and rational thinking abilities emphasized in traditional educational philosophy
but also poses challenges to the ethical dimension of education. In the face of these challenges, we need to re - examine the
philosophical foundation of education and explore how to re - establish the purpose and value of education in the context of
technological change to ensure that education can continue to shoulder the important mission of cultivating well - rounded
individuals and promoting social progress.

2. HOW TO PHILOSOPHICALLY RECONSTRUCT EDUCATIONAL OBJECTIVES

As Al breaks through the boundaries of knowledge transmission, education is facing an unprecedented identity crisis. When
algorithmic systems replace human cognitive labor with astonishing efficiency, simple knowledge indoctrination has lost its
foundation. Education urgently needs to reshape its core mission: shifting from cultivating knowledge repeaters to forging thinking
architects, enabling the younger generation not only to master technological tools but also to possess the speculative awareness to
deconstruct the value presuppositions behind codes.

The exponential mastery of professional knowledge points by Al has subverted traditional education’s belief in the certainty
of knowledge. When medical diagnosis systems surpass the empirical judgments of human doctors and legal robots can accurately
cite legal provisions, the paradigm of knowledge transmission is shifting from “memory - reproduction” to “understanding - creation.”
This transformation requires educational philosophy to break free from the shackles of instrumental rationality and shift the focus
of cultivation from knowledge containers to thinking subjects. The cultivation of speculative thinking and innovative abilities is no
longer the privilege of elite education but has become a survival skill for every individual to cope with the ever - changing technology.
Education needs to shape reflective individuals with metacognitive abilities who can deconstruct the value presuppositions behind
algorithmic logics and hold humanistic value bases in the torrent of data.

As a result, the tension between technological rationality and humanistic values has become increasingly prominent. When
education overemphasizes the cultivation of “future skills,” it may lead to a break in the inheritance of cultural genes. Educational
philosophy needs to construct a new balance between instrumental rationality and value rationality: while cultivating digital literacy,
safeguard the flame of speculative thinking; while training algorithmic thinking, cultivate the depth of humanistic care. This balance
is not an either - or choice but the creation of an integrated thinking - allowing technological tools to serve the improvement of
human nature rather than reducing humans to technological appendages.

The social needs in the era of Al present unprecedented fluidity. The collapse of traditional occupational structures and the
emergence of new business forms require education to break through the static “major - job” correspondence logic. Education needs
to cultivate not “screws” suitable for specific jobs but “cognitive nomads” with migratory abilities. The cultivation of this ability
requires educational philosophy to shift from essentialism to generative thinking, regarding the educational process as a continuous
identity construction and social negotiation.

However, there is a natural contradiction between the diversity of individual development and the standardization of social
needs. Educational philosophy needs to construct a new adjustment mechanism: cultivating necessary collective rationality on the
premise of respecting individual differences; shaping the core of public spirit while highlighting individual values. This adjustment
is not a simple compromise but through the diversified design of the educational ecosystem, establishing an elastic buffer zone
between general education and professional training, enabling individuals to maintain their uniqueness while possessing the basic
qualities for social cooperation.

The transformation of educational philosophy in the era of Al is essentially the re - affirmation of human subjectivity. When
technology can replace most cognitive labour, education needs to highlight its irreplaceable humanistic values: cultivating moral
judgment, aesthetic appreciation, emotional resonance and other ability dimensions that machines can hardly reach. Educational
philosophy needs to shift from the instrumental theory of “how to make a living” to the meaning theory of “why to live,” helping
individuals safeguard the glory of human nature in the technological jungle.
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This transformation requires educational philosophy to establish a dynamic theoretical framework. At the teleological level,
construct a dual dimension integrating technological rationality and humanistic values; at the practical level, develop educational
methodologies suitable for the intelligent era; at the axiological level, reshape the humanistic scale of educational evaluation.
Education is no longer a knowledge train on a pre-set track but a lighthouse guiding individuals to explore meaning in the unknown
territory, allowing everyone to find a unique path to self - realization in the symphony of technology and humanity.

Standing at the forefront of the rapid development of Al, the changes in educational philosophy are both a challenge and an
opportunity. It urges us to rethink the essential propositions of education, deconstructing traditional paradigms while constructing a
new educational philosophy suitable for the civilization of Al. This philosophical transformation requires not only theoretical
courage but also the innovative wisdom of educational practice, opening up a third path to achieve educational modernization
between safeguarding the glory of human nature and embracing technological changes.

3. HOW TO RESHAPE THE PHILOSOPHICAL ONTOLOGY OF EDUCATIONAL METHODS

As the wave of Al algorithms surges into the field of education, this activity of civilization inheritance based on human
cognition is undergoing a spiral reorganization of its genetic sequence. The educational methodology that has been passed down for
thousands of years is, under the catalysis of intelligent technology, experiencing an algorithmic integration of rationalism and
empiricism, a paradigm reconstruction of personalization and standardization, and an ontological awakening of the essence of
education. The essence of this paradigm shift is a profound dialogue between technological rationality and the essence of education
regarding “what is knowledge”, “how to cognize”, and “what it means to become a person”.

In the philosophy of traditional educational methods, the debate between rationalism and empiricism is like two parallel tracks,
carrying the eternal tension of human cognition. The rational light in Plato’s “Allegory of the Cave” and Dewey’s experiential
philosophy of “learning by doing” may achieve a reconciliation empowered by technology in the era of Al. The “digital Tower of
Babel” constructed by intelligent systems enables theoretical deduction and practical verification to be realized in the virtual space
- time. In a quantum physics class, students can both deconstruct Schrédinger’s equation with algorithms and instantly jump to a
virtual laboratory to observe the quantum tunneling phenomenon. This breakthrough in the cognitive paradigm fuses Descartes’ “I
think, therefore I am” and Bacon’s “knowledge is power” into a new cognitive alloy.

However, the cognitive picture reconstructed by technological mediation harbors hidden crises. When virtual reality replaces
the embodied cognition of the real world, the “physical presence” of empiricism may be 74t into the “false presence” of a digital
facade. Educational philosophy urgently needs to establish a new cognitive evaluation coordinate system: in the virtual cognitive
field generated by algorithms, how can we measure the topological structure of the depth of thinking? How can we evaluate the
energy density of emotional investment? This requires educational philosophy to break through the cognitive framework of the
Cartesian theater and develop an immersive evaluation matrix suitable for the digital cognitive era.

Confucius’ ideal of “education without discrimination” and the standardized production of the industrialized education system
may be redeemed by algorithms in the era of Al. Adaptive learning systems analyze multiple learning behavior data points to
construct a digital twin of individual cognition, realizing a more accurate personalized learning path design than traditional teachers.
This technology - empowered educational transformation is causing a paradigm shift in Comenius’ class teaching system: when
intelligent systems can dynamically adjust multiple teaching variables, the millennium - old contradiction between unified standards
and individual development seems to have found a technological solution.

However, there are ethical black holes in educational decision - making dominated by algorithms. When educational choices
are completely entrusted to algorithms, will it cause the “cognitive comfort cocoon” effect? In the PISA tests of the Organization
for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), the creative thinking index of students who overly rely on adaptive systems
is significantly lower than that of students in traditional educational environments. Therefore, educational philosophy must answer
the following questions: how can we maintain the necessary tension between the learning path optimized by algorithms and
exploratory learning full of uncertainties? Is the learning trajectory recorded by blockchain technology constructing a new
educational discipline device?

Al is deconstructing the “intersubjectivity” structure of traditional education. When virtual teachers can accurately diagnose
learning needs and intelligent agents master the main teaching decision - making power, the role of teachers is shifting from
“knowledge emcees” to “cognitive curators”. This ontological change requires educational philosophy to reconstruct the meta -
narrative of educational activities: in the cognitive network of “human - machine collaboration”, what kind of ontological
relationship do teachers, students, and Al form?

Therefore, it may be necessary to establish an “ecological educational philosophy” framework, regarding education as a life
dialogue mediated by technology. In this new paradigm, the tension between rationalism and empiricism is transformed into a
symbiotic relationship between algorithmic logic and embodied cognition; the contradiction between individualized teaching and
unified standards evolves into an ecosystem of individualized development and social regulations. Education is no longer a linear
process of knowledge transmission but has become a field of emerging meaning in human - machine collaboration. When Al takes
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over the routine tasks of knowledge transmission, educators can return to Socrates’ spiritual midwifery, guarding the spark of
speculative thinking, cultivating an ecosystem of empathy, and inspiring the quantum leap of creativity.

Standing at the node of educational digital transformation, this philosophical transformation is not only an inevitable product
of technological development but also an awakening of the essence of education. Educational philosophy needs to lead the
construction of a new paradigm of “technological humanism”, making intelligent technology an embodied partner in realizing
educational ideals rather than a human - machine hybrid device that alienates the essence of education. When algorithms can
simulate human cognition, the ultimate goal of education becomes clearer: in the scour of the digital torrent, guard the intelligent
island of intact humanity and cultivate “complete living beings” with both algorithmic thinking and humanistic feelings.

4. HOW TO REALIZE THE RETURN OF EDUCATIONAL PHILOSOPHY VALUE

As Al delves deeply into the core areas of knowledge production and the learning process, a cognitive revolution is reshaping
the spiritual landscape of education. Classic philosophical propositions regarding the nature of knowledge and learning paradigms
are taking on new dimensions of interpretation under the impetus of technological mediation. This revolution not only marks a
paradigmatic shift in human cognitive patterns but also reconstructs the value coordinate system of educational philosophy amidst
the interweaving of algorithms and neural networks.

The “certainty” edifice constructed by traditional epistemology is crumbling under the impact of intelligent technologies. Big
- data analysis reveals that the human knowledge system is like a dynamically evolving organism, and so - called eternal truths are
merely temporary consensuses within specific cognitive frameworks. For example, in the medical field, the real - time updated
disease maps by Al have subverted the fixed knowledge in classic textbooks, demonstrating the fluid nature of knowledge. This
cognitive shift requires educational philosophy to break through the old paradigm of “truth transmission” and view knowledge as a
contextual and generative cognitive network.

The binary opposition between empiricism and rationalism has achieved a dialectical unity in the technological field. The
Internet of Things extends Baconian empirical collection to the molecular level, while machine learning realizes knowledge
evolution through Cartesian logical deduction. In intelligent laboratories, students observe protein folding through digital twin
technology, continuing the tradition of empirical induction while also demonstrating the power of algorithmic reasoning. This human
- machine collaborative cognitive evolution is reshaping the underlying logic of knowledge production.

The behaviorist learning theory shows its mechanical nature under the impact of adaptive learning systems. When intelligent
tutors can adjust teaching strategies according to big - data fluctuations, reinforcement training gives way to personalized cognitive
guidance. The psychological construction emphasized by cognitivism is concretely presented with the support of neuro - educational
technology, and the algorithm - dominated thinking process changes from an unknowable “black box” to a transparent and
intervenable process.

Constructivism is empowered by technology in the meta - universe space. Digital twin technology allows learners to conduct
infinite trial - and - error in the virtual world. However, when the learning path is precisely preset by algorithms and the construction
process may turn into a passive mapping of the technological mirror, educational philosophy needs to safeguard the essence of
constructivism - not to pursue “precise construction” dominated by technology, but to cultivate “meaning creation” of human
freedom. This dialectical relationship is particularly prominent in the knowledge communities of virtual collaboration platforms.

The technological shift in knowledge production forces the innovation of the evaluation system. When generative Al can write
academic papers, how to distinguish machine - generated output from human wisdom has become a new issue. Although blockchain
technology can confirm the rights of knowledge achievements, it is difficult to evaluate the emotional investment and speculative
thinking in the cognitive process. Educational philosophy needs to construct a new cognitive ethical framework to safeguard the
unigue value of human nature in human - machine collaboration.

The similarity in neural patterns between deep learning and meditation revealed by neuro - education implies a philosophical
return to the essence of education. In an era when intelligent technologies share the cognitive burden, the ultimate goal of education
should not be to create efficient information processors, but to cultivate complete human nature with reflective abilities. This value
shift requires educational philosophy to go beyond instrumental rationality and guide technology to serve human liberation.

The algorithmic revolution not only deconstructs traditional cognition but also provides an opportunity for the sublimation of
the essence of education. When routine cognitive learning is replaced by technology, educators can return to the essence of education:
safeguarding the spark of speculative thinking, cultivating the spiritual soil of empathy, and inspiring the flash of creativity. This
return does not deny the empowerment of technology, but reconstructs the humanistic core of education in human - machine
collaboration.

Educational philosophy needs to draw a new cognitive map, enabling intelligent technologies to be partners in expanding the
boundaries of human cognition rather than alien forces that undermine the value of education. In this technology - driven cognitive
revolution, humanity will eventually understand that the fundamental meaning of education is always to cultivate wise beings who
can transcend the instrumental nature of technology, safeguard human civilization, and create a meaningful world. This may be the
most profound inspiration that educational philosophy offers to human civilization in the era of algorithmic civilization.
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5.HOW TO ACHIEVE A MORAL PARADIGM SHIFT IN EDUCATIONAL METHODS

In traditional education, there has always been a philosophical controversy regarding the universality and relativity of moral
standards. Now, the quiet intervention of Al algorithms has added an even more profound layer to this controversy. People adhere
to universal moral principles such as honesty and kindness, which are like the cornerstones of a social edifice, firm and unshakable.
However, in the new - era educational scenarios where Al is widely applied, teachers not only need to impart these moral norms
that hold true everywhere but also guide students on how to adhere to them in specific situations.

Al is like a bridge that spans geographical and cultural divides, immersing students in an ocean of diverse information. At this
moment, the educational concept emphasizing moral relativity becomes particularly relevant. Education must shoulder the
responsibility of cultivating students’ moral judgment and inclusiveness, enabling them to skillfully coordinate different moral
concepts in a complex and diverse environment.

Finding a balance between moral universality and relativity is a major challenge for teachers. Teachers need to ensure that
students remember the basic moral bottom - lines, and at the same time, use the power of Al to broaden students’ horizons and
develop their moral judgment. This philosophical revolution in moral education is actually a difficult journey for humanity to
reconstruct the moral cognitive system in the wave of technological civilization.

The moral universality on which traditional moral education relies seems shaky under the disenchantment of technology. Kant’s
“categorical imperative” has gradually evolved into a computable ethical protocol in intelligent systems, and Confucian virtues of
“benevolence, righteousness, propriety, wisdom, and faithfulness” have been disassembled into quantifiable behavioral parameters.
When algorithms generate sets of moral decision - making models through big - data analysis, educators have to face the
technological turn of the essence of morality: Is morality the ultimate concern of the human spirit, or is it a decision - making
procedure that can be continuously optimized through calculation?

Moral relativism has found an unprecedented stage in virtual reality technology. Moral laboratories in the metaverse allow
students to personally experience ethical dilemmas in different cultural contexts; the distributed moral ledger constructed by
blockchain technology records the collision and integration of diverse values. This technological empowerment has transformed
moral relativity from an abstract theory into a tangible field of practice. However, educators must always be vigilant to prevent
students from falling into the quagmire of moral nihilism. When all value choices are relativized by technology, humans may lose
the moral judgment anchor to guide their way forward.

Against this background, the essence of morality is deconstructed by algorithms, and the boundaries of ethics have become
blurred. We need to re - examine the status and role of morality in human society and the role that technology plays in it. Can
morality be simplified into a series of computable rules? Or does it still maintain the uniqueness and irreplaceability of the human
spirit?

The advent of the intelligent era has brought an unprecedented crisis to the traditional model of moral inculcation education.
Adaptive learning systems can analyze students” moral cognitive states in real - time, gradually replacing the cramming - style
normative education with personalized moral narratives. The moral scenario simulation cabins constructed by virtual reality
technology enable real - time dialogues between Mill’s utilitarian calculations and Kant’s deontological judgments in the digital
space.

The intervention of technology has broken the gap between moral knowledge transmission and moral practice. However,
educators also need to be vigilant against the alienation of technology. When moral choices are simplified into algorithmic
recommendations, humans may lose the moral power of independent decision - making. Therefore, while leveraging technological
empowerment, we need to maintain a clear understanding of the essence and purpose of moral education.

The technological realization of situational moral education poses new methodological challenges for educators. Cutting - edge
technologies such as educational technology and brain - machine interfaces can monitor students” emotional responses and neural
paths of moral reasoning in moral dilemmas. However, this also brings new ethical dilemmas: When educators can predict students’
moral tendencies through brain - wave analysis, should they intervene in moral choices that have not yet occurred? Therefore,
educators need to use their power cautiously to ensure that technological intervention does not deprive students of their autonomy
and the right to moral growth. At the same time, educators also need to continuously explore and innovate moral education methods
to adapt to the development needs of the intelligent era.

In the face of the technological turn of moral cognition, educational philosophy needs to reconstruct the evaluation system of
moral development. Educators need to consider how to distinguish procedural justice from the warmth and care in human nature
and how to evaluate the quality and depth of compassion. To this end, educational philosophy needs to develop a new moral
evaluation framework to safeguard the unique value of human nature in the moral practice intervened by technology.

Educators also need to find a balance between existentialism and communitarianism, regarding moral education as an ethical
dialogue mediated by technology. In this framework, educators can transform the tension between moral universality and relativity
into the complementarity between algorithmic logic and human brilliance; and turn the contradiction between moral inculcation and
situational experience into the co - evolution of technological rationality and value rationality.
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This philosophical revolution in moral education is both an inevitable result driven by technology and an opportunity for the
return of human nature. Educators need to return to the essence of education, safeguard the sensitivity and awe towards morality,
cultivate the courage and wisdom of ethical judgment, and stimulate the spiritual motivation to pursue goodness. At the same time,
educators also need to make intelligent technology a partner in expanding human moral wisdom rather than a reverse force that
dissolves moral subjectivity.

6. HOW TO ACHIEVE PHILOSOPHICAL BREAKTHROUGHS IN EDUCATIONAL EQUITY

As the tentacles of Al algorithms extend into the field of education, the philosophical foundation of educational equity is
undergoing unprecedented transformation and challenges. The “precision education” promised by technological rationality brings
hope but also harbors the risk of deepening the digital divide. The algorithm - driven resource allocation can either be a sharp
weapon to break the shackles of traditional fairness or a source of creating new educational discrimination. In this technological
wave, the core issue that educational philosophy needs to explore is: how can humanity defend the core value of educational equity
when intelligent technology redefines education?

The traditional view of educational equity is based on the ethical premise of “equal starting points”, emphasizing the
elimination of the influence of innate differences such as family and region on educational opportunities through institutions.
However, the intervention of Al has brought about a profound transformation in the philosophical implication of educational equity.
Algorithms can adjust teaching in real - time based on learning data, theoretically providing a personalized educational path for each
student, seemingly moving from “equality of opportunity” to “equity in the process”. But beneath the utopia of technology, there
are more subtle inequalities: when educational decisions rely on data, how can the integrity of data be guaranteed? Vulnerable
groups may miss out on the dividends of intelligent education due to data gaps.

The ethical dilemma of outcome equity is even more prominent in the technological era. Although intelligent assessment can
accurately measure knowledge, it is difficult to quantify human qualities such as creativity and empathy. When educational
evaluation is simplified to computational indicators, the cultivation of those qualities that are difficult to quantify may be
marginalized. Educational philosophy needs to reconstruct the outcome equity evaluation system and seek a new balance between
algorithmic efficiency and humanistic care.

Traditional educational philosophy emphasizes that everyone, regardless of background, status, race, or gender, should have
equal access to education and basically the same educational resources, aiming to break down barriers and provide a fair starting
point. For example, China’s nine - year compulsory education guarantees the right to education through government legislation and
evenly allocates schools and teaching staff.

Al provides technological support for equality of opportunity. Intelligent enrollment systems can evaluate students’ potential
from multiple dimensions beyond human biases; virtual reality technology can cross geographical boundaries and allow students in
remote areas to access high - quality educational resources. However, beneath the appearance of technological neutrality, there is a
hidden risk of algorithmic discrimination. When the training data is biased, intelligent systems may replicate or even magnify
inequalities. The philosophy of educational equity needs to shift from “procedural justice” to “substantive justice” and establish an
ethical framework for algorithm transparency and interpretability.

However, equality of opportunity alone is not enough to achieve true fairness. Individual differences and different environments
lead to very different outcomes. To pursue outcome equity, compensatory measures need to be taken for vulnerable groups, which
may conflict with the principle of equality of opportunity. A deeper challenge comes from the structural changes in educational
opportunities. Al is reshaping the occupational structure, and the traditional standard of “high - quality education” may lose its
reference. Repetitive cognitive labor is being replaced by machines, and equality of educational opportunity needs to shift from
“knowledge acquisition” to “ability construction”, which may exacerbate the complexity of resource allocation. Educational
philosophy needs to construct a dynamic concept of equality of opportunity so that the benefits of technology can reach all social
strata.

Since educational resources are limited, balancing fairness and efficiency is a difficult problem. Equal distribution can ensure
fairness, but it is difficult to concentrate resources on developing superior education, which affects overall efficiency and quality;
focusing on efficiency by concentrating resources on advantaged regions or groups will exacerbate unfairness.

In the era of Al, the contradiction in resource allocation takes on a new form. Intelligent systems can optimize resource
allocation and accurately allocate funds, but concentrated distribution may exacerbate the Matthew effect. Educational philosophy
needs to break through the binary thinking and explore the path of “differentiated fairness”. For example, use algorithms to identify
vulnerable groups and implement targeted compensation; use dynamic allocation models to improve efficiency while ensuring basic
fairness.

This game is essentially a collision of educational values. Utilitarianism emphasizes the social return on educational investment
and advocates concentrating resources on “promising groups”; Rawls’ theory of justice requires giving priority to safeguarding the
rights and interests of the most vulnerable. Educational philosophy needs to reconstruct the “fairness - efficiency” ethical algorithm
with the support of technology, which reflects the overall social interests and safeguards individual development rights.
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In the face of the challenges of Al, the philosophy of educational equity needs to build a three - fold ethical defense line:
establish the technological ethics of “algorithms for good” and an ethical review mechanism to prevent the alienation of technology;
cultivate an educational ecosystem of “digital inclusion”, and use policy intervention to ensure fair access to technology and narrow
the digital divide; reshape the “humanistic” evaluation system, attach importance to qualitative evaluation, and safeguard the human
dimension of education.

This ethical reconstruction is not a return to the traditional, but an upgrade of the educational equity paradigm based on
technological empowerment. Intelligent systems can identify learning styles, and educational equity is shifting from “uniform
standards” to “diverse adaptation”; data - driven decision - making can predict needs, and fairness is shifting from “passive
compensation” to “active empowerment”. Educational philosophy needs to lead this transformation and enable technology to play
a constructive role in educational equity.

In the era of Al, technology enables the personalized and precise distribution of educational resources. The collection and
analysis of learning data and the customization of educational programs can promote outcome equity and maintain equality of
opportunity. The philosophical exploration of educational equity is not only a struggle to safeguard civilization but also a creation
to explore new possibilities. When algorithms go beyond human cognition, educational equity may no longer rely on the average
distribution of resources, but rather on the precise allocation by intelligent systems to allow everyone to obtain a development path
suitable for their uniqueness. To achieve this ideal, educational philosophy needs to build a bridge between technological rationality
and humanistic values, so that educational equity can take on a new form with a humanistic glow in the intelligent era.

5. CONCLUSION

Education is a social practice activity that promotes the healthy growth and all - round development of people. Reflecting on
the essence of human beings in the intelligent era is the premise and foundation for constructing the theoretical discourse system of
education in the intelligent era. Currently, although Al technology has had a huge impact on human survival and development,
subjectivity, practicality, free creativity, and wisdom remain the unique identifiers of human beings in the intelligent era. In the era
of Al, education should reflect on the traditional concept of educational purpose. The educational purpose should be shifted towards
cultivating people’s awareness of autonomous learning and critical reflection, focusing on the formation of people’s spiritual world
and the meaning of life, and developing people’s comprehensive qualities and high - order abilities to meet the new requirements
for human abilities and qualities put forward by the intelligent era. The author believes that the philosophy of education in the
intelligent era should evolve according to the requirements of the times to adapt to the development of the times: The educational
purpose in the intelligent era should shift from knowledge imparting to the cultivation of core competencies, and an innovation -
ability framework for human - machine collaboration should be constructed. Educational methods need to break through the
limitations of time and space, and realize the design of personalized learning paths through intelligent diagnosis. In terms of
educational cognition, learners need to develop multi - dimensional cognitive abilities to adapt to the evolution of the knowledge
ecosystem. In terms of educational values, we should construct an ethical framework for human - machine symbiosis and cultivate
the sense of responsibility of digital citizens. Finally, regarding the issue of educational equity, against the background of the co -
existence of technological empowerment and the digital divide, we need to construct an inclusive educational ecosystem through
algorithm governance.
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