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ABSTRACT

In this study, we present a Bangla multi-domain sentiment analy-
sis dataset, named as SentiGOLD, developed using 70,000 samples,
which was compiled from a variety of sources and annotated by a
gender-balanced team of linguists. This dataset was created in ac-
cordance with a standard set of linguistic conventions that were
established after multiple meetings between the Government of
Bangladesh and a nationally recognized Bangla linguistics com-
mittee. Although there are standard sentiment analysis datasets
available for English and other rich languages, there are not any
such datasets in Bangla, especially because, there was no standard
linguistics framework agreed upon by national stakeholders. Senti-
GOLD derives its raw data from online video comments, social me-
dia posts and comments, blog posts and comments, news and nu-
merous other sources. Throughout the development of this dataset,
domain distribution and class distribution were rigorously main-
tained. SentiGOLD was created using data from a total of 30 do-
mains (e.g. politics, entertainment, sports, etc.) and was labeled
using 5 classes (e.g. strongly negative, weakly negative, neutral,
weakly positive, and strongly positive). In order to maintain anno-
tation quality, the national linguistics committee approved an an-
notation scheme to ensure a rigorous Inter Annotator Agreement
(IAA) in a multi-annotator annotation scenario. This procedure
yielded an IAA score of 0.88 using Fleiss’ kappa method, which
is elaborated upon in the paper. A protocol for intra- and cross-
dataset evaluation was utilized in our efforts to develop a classi-
fication system as a standard. The cross-dataset evaluation was
performed on the SentNoB dataset, which contains noisy Bangla
text samples, thereby establishing a demanding test scenario. We
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also performed cross-dataset testing by employing zero-shot ex-
periments, and our best model produced competitive performance,
which exemplify our dataset’s generalizability. Our top model at-
tained a macro f1 of 0.62 (intra-dataset) for 5 classes establishing
the benchmark for SentiGOLD, and 0.61 (cross-dataset from Sent-
NoB) for 3 classes which stands comparable to the current state-of-
the-art. Our fine-tuned sentiment analysis model! can be accessed
online.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Sentiment Analysis (SA) is deemed as a standard application of
Natural Language Processing (NLP) to analyze wide range of opin-
ions from textual data. SA is primarily employed to predict the at-
titude embedded within a given phrase with different levels of po-
larity, such as positive, negative, and neutral. Positive sentiment is
present in a given text if it provides a pleasant or satisfying notion.
Conversely, anything is considered a negative feeling if it trans-
mits a message of sadness, dissatisfaction, or anger. In the case of

!https://sentiment.bangla.gov.bd
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Figure 1: Comparison between our proposed SentiGOLD
with three other Bangla sentiment analysis datasets that are
available online: 1. Islam et al. [17]; 2. SentNoB [19]; and 3.
Salim et al. [34]. Different colors inside the pie chart indicate
different domains of each dataset. Among all the datasets,
SentiGOLD is the largest in terms of size and diversity.

a neutral perspective, the text implies impartiality toward any en-
tity. Oftentimes, a text having a neutral attitude is considered to
be objective rather than subjective.

In recent times, SA has been increasingly used for social me-
dia insight, election campaigns, brand value monitoring, business
insight, customer service, stock market predictions, and market re-
search. SA is inherently a tricky problem to solve, as individuals
may perceive the meaning within the same text quite differently,
thus leading to a multitude of probable sentiment outcomes. Thus,
to solve the problem with higher confidence, a finite set of differ-
ent sentiments is used. And more importantly, a dataset compris-
ing thousands of real-world texts capturing the predefined set of
sentiments is required to solve the problem using NLP modeling
techniques. A standard dataset must have some key characteris-
tics. For instance, the dataset should be large and diverse enough
for proper model generalization. Moreover, the dataset must have
a high IAA [10] score to be reliable. To remove human bias from
the dataset, blindfold annotation by multiple human annotators is
also important [30]. When sourcing the dataset from different do-
mains, a critical requirement is to maintain the class distributions
to be well-balanced [40].
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Even though Bangla is the sixth most spoken language in the
world [16], only 0.1% of all websites include Bangla content?. On
the other hand, languages that are used widely for communica-
tion over the Internet, such as English, Russian, Spanish, French,
and German, comprise more than 75% of the top 10 million web-
sites of the world®. Thus, despite some high-quality efforts made
to construct a comprehensive SA dataset, a large-scale Bangla SA
dataset sourced from diverse domains is needed. One of the most
recent works on SA is SentNoB [19]. Although SentNoB is, in our
perspective, one of the more rigorous works produced in the area
of Bangla SA, it has certain shortcomings, such as - 1. a relatively
small dataset with 15k samples collected from 13 domains that
bring its generalizability into question; 2. the annotation of the
dataset achieved a low IAA score of 0.53; and 3. most importantly,
annotators of SentNoB were not formally trained in Bangla linguis-
tics.

To mitigate those shortcomings and establish a benchmark data-
set for Bangla, the Information and Communication Technology
Ministry of the People’s Republic of Bangladesh took the initiative
to launch the project titled, “Development of Sentiment Analysis
Software in Bangla (SD-18)”, under Enhancement of Bangla Lan-
guage in ICT through Research & Development (EBLICT) initia-
tives [3][14]. This project aims to create a gold-standard SA dataset
of 70,000 samples and to implement a benchmark modeling for
Bangla SA. The project’s Terms of Reference (ToR) [15] specify the
guidelines to be followed while creating the dataset and a mini-
mum IAA score including modeling performance. Researchers from
several reputed universities in Bangladesh materialized and assessed
those guidelines. A team of researchers from the Bangladesh Uni-
versity of Engineering and Technology served as the project’s test-
ing consultant. In this article, we detail the dataset creation, its as-
sessment, benchmarking, and other critical performance analyses
compared to the previous research work, that are directly related
to the successful completion of the aforementioned project.

When constructing the SentiGOLD dataset, most of the other
resources we discovered had at least one significant problem. For
example, SentNoB [19] contains samples with incorrectly assigned
labels in the dataset. The vast majority of publications did not even
measure the IAA score for their datasets [2, 12]. Another point
of concern is the lack of domain diversity in those datasets (see
Figure 1) [6, 21, 29]. It is unfortunate to report that all the pre-
viously published work failed to include professional linguists to
specify the annotation scheme to construct their datasets [2, 33].
Even most of the existing SA datasets are incapable of capturing
the appropriate sentiment in a real-world scenario [6, 21, 29].

To improve and mitigate the aforementioned flaws, in this paper,
we present SentiGOLD: a Bangla gold standard dataset for senti-
ment analysis. Our main contributions to this paper are as follows:

e We propose SentiGOLD, a sentiment analysis dataset with
70,000 labeled samples. The proposed dataset has 5 classes:
Strongly Negative (SN), Weakly Negative (WN), Neutral (N),
Weakly Positive (WP), and Strongly Positive (SP).

Zhttps://w3techs.com/technologies/details/cl-bn-
3https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Languages_used_on_the_Internet
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Figure 2: Illustration of our proposed dataset’s class distri-
bution. This figure implies that SentiGOLD is well-balanced
in terms of class distribution.

o The data for SentiGOLD is collected from more than 30 dif-
ferent domains. To the best of our knowledge, this is the
most diverse Bangla SA dataset (see Figure 1).

e We ensure a high IAA score of 0.88 to make the dataset as
reliable as possible. We have provided detail analysis of how
we achieve that score.

e We have built an annotation management system from scratch
to annotate Bangla SA data. We have made both the anno-
tation management system and SentiGOLD dataset publicly
available upon request?.

o To establish a benchmark, we have investigated different ar-
chitectures and training methodologies on this dataset and
achieved 0.62 macro f1 for 5 classes with BanglaBert [4].

e We employ cross-dataset testing to showcase the generaliza-
tion capability of the proposed dataset. We have achieved
0.61 macro f1 score for 3 classes in the cross-dataset testing.
It is also worth mentioning that previous Bangla SA work
did not do cross-dataset evaluation, we are the first ones to
do so.

e Moreover, We have achieved 6% performance improvement
in macro f1 compared to SentNoB for 3 classes, which im-
plies our proposed dataset has more balanced distribution
than SentNoB.

2 RELATED WORK

The work of Minging Hu and Bing Liu, circa 2004 on customer re-
views, was the first major work done on SA as claimed in paper
[2]. They proposed a Feature-Based Opinion Mining Model, which
is now popular as the Aspect-Based Opinion Mining [13]. Stanford
Sentiment Treebank [35], Amazon Product Data, IMDB Movie Re-
views Dataset [26], and Sentiment140 [11], are some benchmarking
examples of sentiment analysis resources.

When it comes to data characteristics, the majority of datasets,
such as [21] and [17], provided clean Bangla data after undergo-
ing various pre-processing procedures. Certain work [12] included
code-mixed samples of both Bangla and English. In order to make
the model robust, some work, such as [19], produced a noisy real-
world dataset that includes posts from social networks. Majority of

4pdeblict@bcc.net.bd
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the aforementioned research attempted two or three classes (posi-
tive, negative, and neutral) labeling. Only a few, such as [19], split
both the positive and negative labels further into two separate
categories based on the intensity of sentiments, such as weak or
strong. A few other studies, such as [29] and [6], concentrated on
widening the vocabulary size of the dataset, as enriched vocabu-
lary set had claimed to produce better sentiment analysis models.
These two research groups attempted aspect-based sentiment anal-
ysis techniques on their datasets. Cross-lingual approaches were
also explored in Bangla by some researchers, such as [34] and [33],
which used translation of Bangla sentences to its English counter-
part for SA. This rather introduced further dependency hence did
not receive much traction in the research community. On the other
hand, class imbalance in the dataset of [36] restricted its efficacy as
it contains much more positive or negative samples than neutral
samples.

A few recent studies, such as [19] and [12], concentrated on the
quality of data annotation. They employed at most 3 annotators to
perform annotations of the data in order to achieve an IAA score,
but the annotations were not validated by any expert linguists.
Only a small number of studies [18] also validated their annotated
data. Limited resources hindered large dataset production for deep
learning, restricting research scope to specific domains. While [21]
and [36] presented a single domain dataset, [17] contained 10 do-
mains. However, all these aforementioned datasets suffer heavily
from domain bias. Till now, SentNoB [19] dataset is considered the
most robust work, which delivered the most diverse with 13 do-
mains and a balanced dataset comprising 15,000 samples for Bangla
SA. They reported an IAA [10] score of 0.53, but they have not
validated their annotated data, which raises questions about the
quality of the annotation.

Our work in Bangla sentiment analysis (SA) surpasses all previ-
ous efforts. Our dataset is approximately 4.5 times larger (70,000
samples) than the previous largest sentence-level dataset (15,000
samples) [19]. Each instance was blindly annotated by a group of
3 trained annotators using majority voting and validation by a val-
idator. Disputes were resolved in follow-up meetings. This rigor-
ous annotation process achieved a higher Inter-Annotator Agree-
ment (IAA) score of 0.88. The dataset covers over 30 domains with
a balanced class distribution. (see Figure 2).

3 DEVELOPMENT OF SENTIGOLD
3.1 Dataset Requirements

SentiGOLD is a multi-class classification dataset that labels each
Bangla text with one of the following labels: Strongly Positive,
Weakly Positive, Neutral, Weakly Negative, and Strongly Neg-
ative. Samples of SentiGOLD must be annotated by three human
annotators and validated by one human validator, per the ToR [15].
It should include both clean and noisy formal and informal Bangla
text encoded with Unicode. No duplicates are permitted. Accord-
ing to the ToR [15], text duplication should be handled based on
the similarity score of two texts, with a suggested threshold of 0.80
(Jaccard Similarity). The specified source domains included news-
paper websites, Bangla blogs, YouTube comment sections, Face-
book posts and comments, technical blogs, and the Bangla wiki,
among others. In order to ensure consistent and reliable labeling
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of the data, an annotation guideline was finalized in collaboration
with linguistic experts from across the nation, as well as academics
from Computer Science and Linguistics Departments [28]. The ac-
tual annotation tasks commenced online after the guideline was
finalized.

3.2 Data collection

We gathered unprocessed text data from various sources while ad-
hering to the criteria outlined in Section 3.1. In addition to consid-
ering the data source, it was essential to identify all of the topic-
related domains prior to beginning data collection. As topic do-
mains of interest, we listed several domains, including politics, sports,
business, places, education, technology, health, religion, and enter-
tainment, from the socioeconomic perspective of Bangladesh. Fig-
ure 3 depicts the distribution of samples within SentiGOLD that
pertain to these topics. The topic “Others” includes examples from
agriculture, travel, and lifestyle, among others.

While high-level sources were identified in the ToR [15], a list of
specific sources was finalized, focusing primarily on websites that
receive the most traffic and contain a significant amount of public
opinion in their comment sections. There are five types of sources,
including social media, product reviews, news, Bangla blogs, tech
blogs, and YouTube comment sections. This final list can be found
in Appendix A.1.

After domain and source selection, a custom web crawler was
developed. We developed the crawlers using the Scrapy [22] frame-
work which is an open-source and free technology.

3.3 Data cleaning and processing

After collecting a sufficient amount of raw data from the sources
mentioned previously, we began the data cleaning and processing
steps. The data that was crawled contained various types of unnec-
essary noise, such as HTML tags, URLs, romanized Bangla text,
repeating punctuations, repeating white spaces, other language
words, non-Unicode Bangla text, and emoticons. We eliminated
the majority of the noises with the exception of emoticons, as we
believed they conveyed a sense of emotion. Multiple steps were
taken to clean the dataset, including i) the application of Unicode
normalization ii) eliminated all HTML tags and URLs from the text
iii) eliminated all unnecessary white space iv) eliminated repeated
punctuations v) identified the text language using TextBLOB [25] and
filtered out non-Bangla data.

After sanitizing the dataset, we performed additional processing
to remove duplicate samples. To identify duplicates in the dataset,
we compared each sample against all other samples using both
syntactic [20] and semantic similarity [23]. If both semantic and
syntactic similarity between two samples was high, we eliminated
one of the samples as depicted in the Table 1. Jaccard similarity
[20] was used to measure structural similarities, while embeddings
word2vec [27], doc2vec [24] was used with word mover distance
(WMD) [23] to measure semantic similarity. The Appendix A.3
contains a comprehensive elucidation of the procedure employed
for eliminating duplicate data, utilizing the Jaccard similarity and
WMD techniques.

Ekram and Labib, et al.
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Figure 3: Domain Distribution of topics in the proposed
SentiGold dataset. “Others” tag includes topics such as agri-
culture, travel, and lifestyle.

3.4 Annotation & Validation

As mentioned previously, an annotation guideline [28] was devel-
oped to ensure consistency of data annotation. In addition to that,
an annotation procedure was developed that ensured that the data
annotators and validators participation was enacted in a specified
way.

The lack of readily available free and open-source annotation
management systems prompted the development of a custom An-
notation Management System (AMS) to support the annotation
procedure. Figure 4 depicts the entire gold-standard data annota-
tion procedure incorporated in AMS. The AMS ensured the quality
of annotated data by incorporating specific measures. A group of
at least three annotators, supervised by a validator, was formed.
The validator received a portion of the data assigned to the anno-
tator group to assess their accuracy. If the annotator group’s per-
formance was below 80%, the validator discussed and identified
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Table 1: Illustration of Duplicate Data Elimination Proce-
dure. If both the structural and semantic similarity were
high, we rejected one of the texts.

Example Structural Semantic Action
P Similarity Similarity

1: G T T 20 AT 1

(This time there may be flood in monsoon.)

PEEERS R SEC IV ER SR

(Waterlogging should be removed before monsoon)
1: fffy 211 #I13Te T SICeTr=IeT |

(He loves to sing very much.)

2:519 41 I G7 ARFTS ACF a1

(He cannot live without singing.)

SRS (CEIGIASIGI

(His singing voice is good.)

PACERICE GRS (GG

(His singing voice is not good.)

1: AR (<14 AT ST SITS TR (AN |
(Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina visited India yesterday.)
2: TSI (1< QA SIS AT (AT |

(Sheikh Hasina visited India yesterday.)

Low Low v

Low High v

High Low v

High High X

assign 5% of n data__

X

X
Al A2 \al

Annotation

assign n data

Annotator Group
>o
>o
Validator Group

Calculate each annotator
performance, based on validators
5% labels data

e A
Annotator
modify
annotation .
Annotator Validators
accuracy>80 Validation

SentiGold
Dataset

provide same
annotation

Majority Voting
true Calculation

Figure 4: Illustration of our detailed process of SentiGOLD
dataset development. This workflow starts by assigning
unannotated data to the annotators and validators. Each
sample was annotated by three linguists and validated by an
expert linguist. The quality of the annotations was always
monitored using the annotator’s accuracy and the Inter An-
notator Agreement iteratively.

false

their mistakes. Once the group achieved 80% performance, Inter-
Annotator Agreement (IAA) was calculated. The final label for each
instance was determined through majority voting and reviewed
by the validator. The qualifications of the validators were carefully
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Figure 5: Bar chart of number of annotators and validators
in terms of their educational background and gender.

B Strongly Positive [l Weakly Positive [l Neutral
B Weakly Negative [l Strongly Negative

1-10
(66.30% of all)

11-20
(30.04% of all)
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Sentence Length (Word wise)

50 or >50 ==
(.03% of all)

0 20 40 60
Class Distribution (%)

Figure 6: Illustration of Sentence Length Wise Class Distri-
bution. The maximum length of most of our sentences is 10.
We have noticed a few biases towards the Strongly Positive
class when the sentence length increases.

verified to establish their authority over the annotators. Detailed
information about the annotators and validators is presented in
Figure 5.

3.5 Statistical Analysis

Our proposed SentiGOLD consists of 70,000 samples with an aver-
age sentence length of around ten words. As Figure 2 illustrated,
the class distribution across the whole dataset is 22.1%, 17.0%, 21.6%,
18.0% and 21.1% of the data are SP, WP, N, WN and SN respec-
tively. Figure 2 implies that our proposed SentiGOLD dataset is
well-balanced. We further investigated our dataset in terms of sen-
tence length-wise class distribution. From Figure 6, we observe a
pattern that, when the sentence length increase, it tends to be a
positive sentence.

The SentiGOLD dataset, developed for Bangla sentiment analy-
sis, underwent rigorous evaluation to assess its quality using the
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Figure 7: Our study shows that, with appropriate annota-
tion rules and skilled annotators, a similar pattern of Inter-
Annotator Agreement (IAA) can be observed in terms of sen-
tence length, despite the poor IAA score demonstrated by a
recent Bangla sentiment analysis dataset [20].

2 4 6 8 10

Annotation Iteration

= Group-1 = Group-2 = Group-3 = Group-4 = Group-5 = Group-6
= Group-7 = Group-8 = Group-9 = Group-10 Group-11 = Group-12
Group-13 = Group-14 = Group-15 = Group-16 — Group-17

Figure 8: We utilized 17 annotator groups, each consisting
of 3 individuals, to annotate an average of 500 data samples
in 10 iterations. The iterative annotation approach demon-
strated gradual improvement in later iterations.

Inter-Annotator Agreement (IAA) metric. Remarkably, SentiGOLD
exhibited a consistently high IAA score of 0.88. In contrast, the
SentNoB [19] dataset displayed lower IAA scores as the length of
sentences increased. However, the IAA score of SentiGOLD sur-
passed expectations, reaching an impressive 0.98 for sentences longer
than 50 characters (see Figure 7), indicating that longer sentences
provided clearer context for sentiment annotation. To achieve such
robust results, several techniques were employed. Firstly, an anno-
tation guideline specific to Bangla sentiment analysis was metic-
ulously crafted, and a group of 70 annotators underwent train-
ing based on trial and error. Subsequently, the 50 best perform-
ing annotators were selected, and the annotation guideline was
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refined based on real-life training experiences. Moreover, the an-
notation process involved assigning a maximum of 500 samples
to each group, ensuring effective monitoring of annotator perfor-
mance by designated validators. The annotation system itself facil-
itated real-time monitoring and training of annotators by valida-
tors, contributing to the overall accuracy of the dataset. Notably,
all annotators possessed a linguistic background, and the valida-
tors were predominantly from the same department. The iterative
annotation approach (see Figure 8) and the annotation manage-
ment system’s workflow were visually represented in Figure 4,
providing insights into the methodology behind achieving a robust
IAA score for the SentiGOLD dataset.

4 EXPERIMENTS & ANALYSIS

4.1 Experimental setup

We have adopted all the experiments from [19] along with the
newly released BanglaBert. We first explored some hand-crafted
feature-based algorithms to know how our dataset is performing
and then moved to state-of-the-art techniques such as LSTM and
BERT-based algorithms. These experiments can be referred to as
intra-dataset testing in the later part of the paper. To evaluate our
algorithm, we conducted per-class and per-domain stratified split-
ting in the SentiGOLD dataset. This resulted in 80% training, 10%
validation, and 10% test sets with balanced class and domain dis-
tributions. Precision, recall, and macro f1 were used as evaluation
metrics, and we employed statistical tests such as the Friedman
test followed by post-hoc Nemenyi test [39] to determine the rank
of the models [7].

To demonstrate the generalizability of our SentiGOLD dataset,
we incorporated a cross-dataset testing framework. Specifically,
we compared our dataset with SentNob [19], the largest available
Bangla dataset. Given that SentiGOLD is more than four times
larger than SentNob, we randomly sampled 15K instances and fol-
lowed the same data splitting method. This subset was referred to
as SentiGOLD15K in the manuscript.

We have also performed zero shot learning approach to eval-
uate our dataset’s generalizability. To do that We have tested our
SentiGOLD finetuned BanglaBert model with [19] test set, [17] test
set and the entire dataset of [34] as the author did not release any
particular test set. All the experiments have been implemented us-
ing PyTorch [31], TensorFlow [1], and Transformers [37]. We have
used a single Nvidia RTX 3080 to train all our models.

4.2 Results

We started our experiments with hand-crafted feature models such
as unigram, bigram, trigram, and different combinations. We have
followed the same configuration and hyper-parameter settings as
[19]. After that, we moved to different combinations of BiLSTM,
Hierarchical Attention Network [38] (HAN), biLSTM CNN with
Attention [8] (BCA) models. After that, we moved to BERT-based
pretrained language models. We adopted pretrained language mod-
els such as mBert [9] and BanglaBert [4] and finetuned with our
SentiGOLD dataset.

We establish all our benchmark results in Table 2. We can see
that with fine-tuned BanglaBert, we got our best result of 0.62
macro-f1 for 5 classes. BanglaBert is a language model trained on
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Table 2: Performance evaluation for different models on
5 class SentiGOLD dataset. Finetuned BanglaBert performs
better than all the configurations.

Model Precision Recall Macro F1
Unigram 0.47 0.48 0.47
Bigram 0.40 0.39 0.40
Trigram 0.39 0.28 0.24
U+B 0.5 0.5 0.5
U+B+T 0.5 0.5 0.49
Char 2-gram 0.45 0.45 0.44
Char 3-gram 0.48 0.48 0.48
Char 4-gram 0.48 0.48 0.48
Char 5-gram 0.50 0.50 0.50
C2+C3 0.49 0.49 0.49
C3+C4 0.49 0.49 0.49
C4+C5 0.50 0.50 0.50
C2+C3+C4 0.50 0.50 0.50
C3+C4+C5 0.51 0.51 0.51
C2+C3+C4+C5 0.51 0.51 0.51
U+B+C3+C4+C5 0.50 0.50 0.50
U+B+C2+C3+C4+C5 0.50 0.50 0.50
U+B+T+C2+C3+C4+C5 0.51 0.51 0.51
Embeddings (E) 0.46 0.46 0.45
U+B+C2+C3+C4+C5+E 0.50 0.50 0.50
U+B+T+C2+C3+C4+C5+E 0.51 0.51 0.51
Bi-LSTM + Attn. (FastText) 042 041 041
Bi-LSTM + Attn. (Random) 0.44 0.44 0.43
mBert 0.38 0.37 0.37
Bi-LSTM+Conv.+Attn 0.54 0.53 0.53
Hier. Attn Network 0.53 0.52 0.52
BanglaBert 0.63 0.62 0.62

the raw Bangla text, which is why it worked very well while we
fine-tuned it with SentiGOLD. However, we got competitive re-
sults from BCA and HAN. It is also worth mentioning that differ-
ent mixing of hand-crafted feature-based algorithms performs well
because we have aggregated different features from different algo-
rithms.

Since our proposed SentiGOLD has more than 30 domains, we
further investigate how our model performs in those domains. Ta-
ble 3 represent the domain-wise macro and micro f1 score for 5
class. Table 3 justifies our overall results as most of the macro f1
are either close to 0.62 or little more than that. We get the lowest
macro f1 of 0.49 from the stock market; this is possible because
0.07% of SentiGOLD is from the stock market domain.

The statistical significance of the results was established using
the Friedman test, followed by post-hoc Nemenyi test [39]. These
tests compared the macro f1 scores of BanglaBert with other mod-
els across all 10-fold experiments. The results consistently showed
that BanglaBert outperformed the other models significantly in
terms of macro f1 score. Further details of the statistical tests can
be found in Appendix A.4.
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Table 3: Domain wise performance evaluation on
BanglaBert. We achieved the maximum score from Job
domain and the lowest was from Stock Market domain.
Please note that, some samples were mapped to multiple
domain.

Domain Name Support Macro F1 Micro F1

Religion 453 0.58 0.64
Education 588 0.63 0.63
Personality 560 0.61 0.66
Food & Cooking 258 0.63 0.63
Shopping 313 0.60 0.61
Crime 294 0.52 0.64
Law and Justice 291 0.56 0.58
Trade 162 0.56 0.57
Entertainment 451 0.63 0.65
Art and Literature 301 0.51 0.66
Bangladesh 233 0.61 0.62
Sports 242 0.64 0.63
Information Technology 284 0.65 0.63
People 288 0.65 0.68
Science 204 0.61 0.61
Government 159 0.58 0.59
Health and Medicine 338 0.58 0.58
Product 296 0.62 0.65
International 246 0.66 0.66
Election 69 0.59 0.59
Service 150 0.61 0.62
Politics 177 0.61 0.64
Job 128 0.69 0.70
Social Media 232 0.63 0.62
News 134 0.55 0.58
Environment 102 0.65 0.67
Accident 65 0.62 0.66
Transportation System 73 0.65 0.68
Economics 147 0.62 0.63
Stock Market 6 0.49 0.53
Others 1349 0.62 0.63

To further investigate, we picked random models from Table 2
and adopted cross dataset testing framework to test the generaliz-
ability of our proposed SentiGOLD. To do that, we have trained a
combination of multiple hand-crafted feature-based models, BCA,
HAN, and fine-tuned BanglaBert. We have trained these models on
both the SentiGOLD and SentNoB [19]. In Table 4 also, our fine-
tuned BanglaBert outperformed every other model with a compar-
atively larger margin. It is worth mentioning that SentiGOLD15K
is a subset of the SentiGOLD dataset with only 15k sample to make
the comparison fair with SentNoB [19]. This table also implies that
our SentiGOLD dataset is much more diverse and generalized as
SentiGOLD trained model always performs better than otherwise.
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Table 4: Cross-dataset testing to better visualize our SentiGOLD dataset generalizability. We have trained our proposed
SentiGOLD dataset with BanglaBert and tested on both three class SentNoB [19] test set and a combined curated test set from
[19] and SentiGOLD. In all cases model trained on our five class SentiGOLD dataset outperformed SentNoB trained model.

Trained on SentNoB Trained on SentiGOLD Trained on SentiGOLD15K

Model Tested on SentiGOLD Tested on combined Tested on combined Tested on SentNoB Tested on Combined Tested on SentNoB
U+B+T+C2+C3+C4+C5+E 0.48 0.59 0.73 0.52 0.60 0.48
Bi-LSTM+Conv.+Attn 0.50 0.60 0.72 0.54 0.62 0.51
Hier. Attn Network 0.49 0.58 0.72 0.50 0.60 0.50
BanglaBert 0.55 0.70 0.76 0.61 0.75 0.61
Table 5: Results of zero-shot cross-dataset experiments with ) ,
. B SentiGOLD M SentNoB [ Islametal. [ Salim et al.
three other datasets of Bangla SA. Our 5 class SentiGOLD 100 0.91 0.89 0.89 0.87 1 001
data trained model produces competitive results while test- ’ ’ 0.84
ing with these datasets. 075
Published Result L 0.50
. ublishe: esu [e) .
Test Dataset Support Macro F1 Micro F1 “Macro F1_ Micro F1_ g
SentNoB (3 Class) 1586 0.61 0.66 n/a 0.64 = 025
Islam et al. (3 Class) 3000 0.48 0.53 n/a 0.6
Salim et al. (2 Class) 11807 0.9 0.92 0.93 n/a 0.00

4.3 Performance analysis

To analyze our SentiGOLD dataset even further, we have adopted
zero-shot learning approach to evaluate our benchmark BanglaBert
model with recently proposed [19] [34] and [17] datasets. We took
our SentiGOLD trained BanglaBert model and test on the afore-
mentioned datasets. It is worth noting that, from [19] and [17] we
have used their test data partition, however, in the case of [34] we
have not found any partition of that dataset so we have tested their
entire dataset. To perform a fair comparison, we have aggregated
our strongly negative and weakly negative class to negative and
strongly positive and weakly positive class to positive class. Table
5 represent our zero-shot results, we can see that in all datasets our
test results are very competitive. In case of SentNoB, our model
outperformed their published result. On the other hand, Islam et
al. and Salim et al. our model produces competitive results, which
indicates that our proposed SentiGOLD dataset is much more di-
verse and generalized than the recently published dataset.

While analysing the results from our benchmark model, we have
explored behavioral testing methods [32] which is a recently pro-
posed promising procedure to test NLP models. Among the behav-
ioral testing techniques, we have utilized the minimum function-
ality test [32] to assess our models. Table 6 shows some of the
behavioral test samples results.

In order to analyze how our benchmark BanglaBert model is
performing on some impactful words, we have developed a test
dataset by randomly collecting sentences having those words. They
were collected from online resources such as Facebook, Wiki, Quora,
etc. After that, a single human annotation was done by linguistic
experts. Figure 10 illustrates the results of the dataset. The lowest
macro f1 score was found for the word ‘Corona’, which is 0.54.

To further investigate our benchmark BanglaBert model, we
choose political, religious, and liberation words according to our

0,
41-50 50 or >50

1-10 11-20 21-30 31-40

Sentence Length (Word wise)

Figure 9: Our benchmark model was tested on three differ-
ent datasets with variable sentence lengths, and it consis-
tently performed well across all datasets. This evaluation
was conducted using a zero-shot cross-dataset testing ap-
proach.

Table 6: Our proposed BanglaBert successfully captures the
appropriate context of the situation by comprehending the
semantic meanings of phrases and the sentimental signifi-
cance of individual words.

Expected Model

Test Type Test Description Example

Output Output
Negated negative L. G7 ¥R ey | SP SP
Negation shfuld be p%)sitive (She is not ugly at all
2. W (T 782 (121
tral.
e (hereis no sorrow inmind) > V'
Negated neutral 1. TS NS 6 11| N
should still be neutral. (Mumtaz doesn’t do music.)
Auth ti ti 1. Q12 (OIS Ol @IS,
Semantic m‘;reoil;nse:ri:\l;etnthlasn A0 ST A SN SN
Role of othersp (Everyone says you're good,
i but you're not really good.)
Sentiment change L. ooPToT e e it
Temporal  overtime, present (%Cfi ‘Q:I:s:lﬁ;oaﬁf::]‘but ot WN WN
should prevail. P )
anymore.
Sentiment should change L T TR SN SN
Vocab if noun is changed from (Values are dead.)
postive to negative. 2 TAToR gy AR Sp SN

(Corruption is dead.)

demography. We substituted those words with synonyms or com-
parable words to examine how these words affect the model. For
example, in Table 7, the difference between examples 1 and 2 is
only the name “Bangabandhu” and “Mir Jafor”. However, the model
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srjas(Ugly)
STA(Dishonor)
2O (Injured)
FEMI(Corona)
e (Filthy)
gfee(Hated)
(=T (Dirty)
FferT(Police)

I (Barbarian)
WP (Terrible)
9% (Death)
Tel(Murder)
fRSI(Envy)

0.00 025 050 075 1.00

Words

Figure 10: Bangla is considered to be a highly inflected lan-
guage [5]. Since some words itself produces negative impres-
sion according to their positioning in a sentence, we col-
lected some socially impactful words from our linguists and
performed an evaluation on BanglaBert.

. Polarity Not Changed . Polarity Changed

¢4 TfSET (Sheikh Hasina))
S % (Mir Jafor)
qYw (Liberation War)

5799, (Bangabandhu)

Z (Islam)

TR GIRE(ST)
(Prophet Muhammad

ST (Allah)

Words

©9a (God)

I FEAT T
(Holy Quran Sharif)

faw &t (Hinduism)
GRS (The Army)
aff (Army)

0o 2 4 6 8 10 12

Figure 11: These are some of the political, religious, and lib-
eration words in Bangla Language. This figure illustrates the
effectiveness in terms of sentiment polarity of these words.

Table 7: Illustration of token bias experiments results.

Text Prediction
1. T (T9Y R eqm T 20! 1|
Translate: Liberation War would not have been v

successful without the leadership of Bangabandhu.

2. 9 ©ieEd (o 'Yl Joqa e 2eel a1 |

Translate: Liberation War would not have been X
successful without the leadership of Mir Jafor.
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predicts differently because “Mir Jafor” is a name that is politically
a negative word in Bangla or this subcontinent, whereas “Banga-
bandhu” is politically a positive word. So naturally, the bias did not
come from the dataset but from the language model, it was trained
on. Figure 11 depicts the same thing, and that is why in “Mir Jafor”
the count of polarity change is larger than “Bangabandhu”. This
implies that our proposed SentiGOLD dataset does not have any
significant token bias.

5 LIMITATION & FUTURE WORK

During our analysis, we discovered that data samples containing
humorous/sarcastic words, politically controversial terms, provin-
cial vitriols, and indirect attacking words led to incorrect predic-
tions by our fine-tuned model, BanglaBert. This may be attributed
to the model being primarily trained on formal texts, necessitating
updates with noisy/informal text for improved performance. Fur-
thermore, the SentiGold training dataset may not encompass all
possible witty or harsh words. Therefore, future work will involve
incorporating additional examples to address ambiguous word us-
age and improve prediction accuracy.

6 CONCLUSION

Low-resource languages with small-scale data make it difficult to
create task-specific models. To enrich the linguistic resources avail-
able for Bangla, particularly for the sentiment analysis task, we
have introduced SentiGOLD dataset, which is ~4.5X times larger
than the previous sentiment analysis resources available in Bangla
as well as covers 30 domains, which is more than twice of those
available previously. While developing SentiGOLD, we have in-
corporated a novel annotation procedure that improved the anno-
tation quality. This procedure can be adapted to create more re-
sources for Bangla or other South Asian languages which fall under
the same language tree. We will continue working with different
modeling architectures to improve the benchmark results and add
more diverse complex data from more domains into the dataset for
better solutions. We believe this contribution, serving as a compet-
itive benchmark, will instigate the research community to pursue
further improvements.
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A APPENDIX

A.1 Data Source

The data was gathered from the following website. We divide this
sources into five categories:

Social Media: youtube.com, facebook.com

Product Review: daraz.com, rokomari.com, evaly.com

News: prothomalo.com, jugantor.com, bd-pratidin.com,
kalerkantho.com, ittefaq.com, dailyinqilab.com,

samakal.com, dailynayadiganta.com, manobkantha.com,
jaijaidinbd.com, bd-journal.com

Bangla Blogs: amrabondhu.com, cadetcollegeblog.com,
mukto-mona.com, choturmatrik.com, bishorgo.com,
sachalayatan.com, blogspot.com, neurogenbd.com

Tech Blogs: banglatech24,com, techtunes.com, somewhereinblog.net

A.2 Source Distribution

Figure 12 represents the source distribution of our dataset.

dailynayadiganta

kalerkantho

youtube
daraz

ooy
choturmatrik

jugantor

banglatech24 facebook

sachalayatan

rokomari

Figure 12: Illustration of our proposed dataset’s source dis-
tribution. Youtube and facebook domainates the distribu-
tion as they contain more subjective sentences which also
helped in balancing the class distribution.

A.3 Data Deduplication Procedure

For data deduplication we utilize Jaccard Similarity [20] score and
Word Mover Distance (WMD) [23]. The threshold values were set
at 0.45 for Jaccard similarity and 0.4 for WMD. If Jaccard similarity
was greater than 0.45 and WMD was less than 0.4 between two
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Figure 13: The figure illustrates 50 sentence pairs that have
been annotated as either “keep both” or “discard one” plot-
ted on a graph where the x-axis represents their Jaccard sim-
ilarity, and the y-axis represents their Word Mover Distance
(WMD). The graph shows that 85% of the pairs that should
be kept have a Jaccard similarity <0.45 and a WMD >0.4.

sentences, then one of them were eliminated otherwise, both were
retained.

In order to establish the threshold values, we tagged 50 pairs of
sentences as either “keep both” or “discard one”. We then calcu-
lated the Jaccard and WMD scores for each pair and plotted them
on a two-dimensional graph (see Figure 13). We infer the thresh-
old values from the shaded region.

A.4 Statistical Significance Test

We have done 10-fold cross-validation using the SentiGOLD dataset
across our 20 models. The results from Table 8 shows that BanglaBert
gave the best performance in every fold.

As we have multiple methods, we use the non-parametric Fried-
man test to determine if there are any significant differences be-
tween the median values of the methods. We use the post-hoc Ne-
menyi test to infer which differences are significant. We report the
median (MD), the median absolute deviation (MAD) and the mean
rank (MR), among all methods over the samples in Table 9. Dif-
ferences between methods are significant, if the difference of the
mean rank is greater than the critical distance CD=9.376 of the Ne-
menyi test.

Figure 14 shows the critical difference diagram summarizing
the outcome of friedman test followed by the post-hoc Nemenyi
test, where lines uniting two or more methods indicate that there
are no statistical differences among them.

According to the above analysis, we come to the conclusion
that the BanglaBert model provides us with consistent Macro-F1
across all the 10-folds among the 20 models we selected. In addi-
tion to that, we observe that the combination of features like uni-
gram, bigram, trigram and C2 to C5 character n-grams can also pro-
vide consistent performance though their Macro-F1 is lower than
BanglaBert with a higher margin.
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Table 8: We show the results (Macro-F1) for 10-fold cross-validation using the SentiGOLD dataset for 20 different models.

A.5 Data Licensing & Legality

The SentiGOLD project adhered to the highest ethical standards
and fair data usage policies of social media platforms. The project,
funded by Bangladesh Computer Council (BCC) under the EBLICT®
program, limited dataset usage to non-commercial and academic

http://eblict.gov.bd

Model Name Fold-1 Fold-2 Fold-3 Fold-4 Fold-5 Fold-6 Fold-7 Fold-8 Fold-9 Fold-10
(Macro F1) (Macro F1) (Macro F1) (Macro F1) (Macro F1) (Macro F1) (Macro F1) (MacroF1) (MacroF1) (Macro F1)
Unigram 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.48 0.47 0.47 0.47
Bigram 0.4 0.39 0.38 0.39 0.39 0.4 0.4 0.38 0.39 0.4
Trigram 0.24 0.26 0.25 0.25 0.24 0.25 0.25 0.24 0.25 0.25
U+B 0.5 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.49 0.49 0.49
B+T 0.4 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.4 0.4 0.41 0.38 0.39 0.4
U+B+T 0.5 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.5 0.49 0.5 0.49 0.49 0.49
Char 2-gram 0.44 0.43 0.43 0.43 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.43 0.43 0.44
Char 3-gram 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.49 0.48 0.49 0.48 0.47 0.48
Char 4-gram 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.48 0.49 0.48 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.48
Char 5-gram 0.5 0.5 0.49 0.49 0.5 0.48 0.5 0.49 0.48 0.49
C2+C3 0.48 0.49 0.48 0.48 0.49 0.48 0.49 0.48 0.48 0.49
C3+C4 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.49 0.5 0.49 0.5 0.49 0.49 0.49
C4+C5 0.49 0.5 0.5 0.49 0.5 0.49 0.5 0.49 0.49 0.5
C2+C3+C4 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.49 0.5 0.49 0.5 0.5 0.49 0.49
C3+C4+C5 0.5 0.51 0.5 0.49 0.51 0.5 0.51 0.5 0.5 0.5
C2+C3+C4+C5 0.5 0.51 05 0.5 0.52 0.5 0.51 0.51 0.5 0.5
U+B+C3+C4+C5 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.48 0.5 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.48
U+B+C2+C3+C4+C5 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.5 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.48
U+B+T+C2+C3+C4+C5 0.5 0.5 0.49 0.5 0.51 0.5 0.5 0.49 0.5 0.49
BanglaBERT 0.64 0.65 0.64 0.64 0.65 0.65 0.65 0.64 0.65 0.64
Table 9: Results of post-hoc Nemenyi test to report the Mean @
Rank, Median of Macro-F1, the Median Absolute Deviation 2019181716151413121110 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
(MAD) and the Confidence Interval of the Median of Macro- il T
F1.
Model Name Mean Median Median Absolute Confidence :ZS? — L gig;iics
Rank Deviation Interval B+T —— L c+ca+cs
Trigram 20 0.25 0 [0.240, 0.260] Cha’j};g[:ﬁ - LerTrCarCITeare
Bigram 1865 039 0.01 [0.380, 0.400] Char 3-gram Gca
B+T 1835 0395 0.005 [0.380, 0.410] c2+4C3 C4+C5
Char 2-gram 17 0435 0.005 [0.430, 0.440] rpepar doran .
Unigram 15.95 0.47 0 [0.470, 0.480] U+B+C2+C3+C4+C5 Char 5-gram
Char 3-gram 1415 048 0 [0.470, 0.490]
C2+C3 13.05 0.48 0 [0.480, 0.490]
[Cj}i;rfc-iaclics 1101“785 g:g g {g:izgi 8::381 Figure 14: The critical differences diagram, obtained from
U+B+C24C34+C4+C5 1015 049 0 [0.480, 0.500] the Friedman test followed by the post-hoc Nemenyi test,
Char 5-gram 8.85 0.49 0.01 [0.480, 0.500] with a significance level of 95%. Values to the right indicate
U+B+T 8.4 0.49 0 (0490, 0.500] a better average rank performance.
U+B 7.9 0.49 0 [0.490, 0.500]
C4+C5 735 0495 0.005 [0.490, 0.500]
gg:gg +Ca 76?75 O: 25 0'%05 {g:izg: g:ggg} research. Data collection followed the fair usage policies of Face-
U+B+T+C2+C3+C4+C5 5.8 0.5 0 [0.490, 0.510] book!? and YouTube!!, using standard API calls and random sam-
C3+C4+C5 3.85 05 0 [0.490, 0.510] pling from public pages and comments. Anonymization and de-
C2+C3+C4+C5 3.05 05 0 [0.500, 0.520] identification steps were taken to protect privacy, and sentiment
BanglaBERT 1 0.645 0.005 [0.640, 0.650] 1centt P p p Y,
g

labels were added to the collected data with an IAA > 0.80. Personal
mentions were anonymized, ensuring anonymity and de-identification
in accordance with EBLICT rules.

A.6 Public Release of the Dataset

The release of the SentiGOLD dataset will adhere to a data shar-
ing protocol governed by EBLICT policy. To request access to the
dataset, researchers must submit a data request form!? followed by
an End-User License Agreement (EULA) with EBLICT.

WOhttps://www.facebook.com/help/1020633957973118
htps://support.google.com/youtube/answer/9783148?hl=en
2https://forms.gle/vHt TmbWnajMuLHY17


http://eblict.gov.bd
https://www.facebook.com/help/1020633957973118
https://support.google.com/youtube/answer/9783148?hl=en
https://forms.gle/vHtTmbWnajMuLHY17

	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Related Work
	3 Development of SentiGOLD
	3.1 Dataset Requirements
	3.2 Data collection
	3.3 Data cleaning and processing
	3.4 Annotation & Validation
	3.5 Statistical Analysis

	4 Experiments & analysis
	4.1 Experimental setup
	4.2 Results
	4.3 Performance analysis

	5 Limitation & Future Work
	6 Conclusion
	7 Acknowledgement
	References
	A Appendix
	A.1 Data Source
	A.2 Source Distribution
	A.3 Data Deduplication Procedure
	A.4 Statistical Significance Test
	A.5 Data Licensing & Legality
	A.6 Public Release of the Dataset


