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Abstract. Metaverse has emerged as a novel technology with the 
objective to merge the physical world into the virtual world. This 
technology has seen a lot of interest and investment in recent times from 
prominent organizations including Facebook which has changed its 
company name to Meta with the goal of being the leader in developing 
this technology. Although people in general are excited about the 
prospects of metaverse due to potential use cases such as virtual meetings 
and virtual learning environments, there are also concerns due to 
potential negative consequences. For instance, people are concerned 
about their data privacy as well as spending a lot of their time on the 
metaverse leading to negative impacts in real life. Therefore, this 
research aims to further investigate the public sentiments regarding 
metaverse on social media. A total of 86565 metaverse-related tweets 
were used to perform lexicon-based sentiment analysis. Furthermore, 
various machine and deep learning models with various text features 
were utilized to predict the sentiment class. The BERT transformer model 
was demonstrated to be the best at predicting the sentiment categories 
with 92.6% accuracy and 0.91 F-measure on the test dataset. Finally, the 
implications and future research directions were also discussed. 
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1 Introduction 

 
The era of smartphones and social media has pushed the digital revolution to an 
unprecedented level. With the availability of the internet and the accessibility of 
smartphones and other smart devices, millions around the globe spend much of their 
time online. From obtaining online education to running businesses on social media, 
the internet has provided a unique opportunity for many. More recently, the metaverse 
has emerged as a technology and gained significant attention. In particular, with the 
rebranding of social media giant Facebook into Meta, metaverse has become a trending 
topic of discussion. By using virtual and augmented realities, metaverse aims to connect 
people worldwide into an immersive digital experience. While the metaverse has the 
potential to contribute to beneficial applications, such as medical training and rescue 
operations, there are notable concerns. For example, the metaverse may be used for 
cyberbullying as well as identity theft and privacy attacks. Therefore, it is necessary to 
understand the public sentiment about the acceptance of an up-and-coming technology.  

Digital media statistics from 2022 show that 59% of the global population uses social 
media, with an average daily usage of 2 hours and 29 minutes1. Social media platforms 
can, therefore, be perceived as a ‘global town hall’ enabling people all around the globe 
to connect and discuss emerging issues. The increasing adoption of social media has 
also prompted businesses and governments to perform data-driven analyses of public 
opinion [1]. Unlike the traditional form of sentiment analysis such as polls and 
interviews, social media allows researchers with a more accessible method, 
encompassing a diverse set of audiences. Consequently, researchers have used social 
media to analyze public sentiment on various topics, including vaccine hesitancy [2], 
the stock market [3], and election predictions [4]. With the advancement in natural 
language processing tools and machine learning, processing and analyzing social media 
posts have become more convenient. It is also possible to extract other insights about a 
given post, such as the number of views or impressions and popularity or likes. There 
are also some notable challenges in social media sentiment analysis, including the 
detection of sarcasm and slang language. Nonetheless, social media remains a suitable 
form for social media sentiment analysis in the case of metaverse given that a large 
portion of metaverse adopters will likely be social media users. 

Although the rebranding of Facebook to Meta attracted global attention, it is unclear 
what the general perception regarding the metaverse is. Therefore, this research aims to 
investigate the public sentiment about Metaverse using social media data. Following 
are the main contributions of this paper: 

• It investigates lexicon-based sentiment analysis on metaverse-related posts on Twitter 
using natural language processing. 

• It introduces a novel metaverse-related dataset containing sentiment scores and 
sentiment class. The dataset is made available publicly and can be accessed: 
(https://github.com/SakibShahriar95/Metaverse). 

• It utilizes several machine learning and deep learning models to perform 
metaverse sentiment classification. 

• It evaluates and compares the impact of various features and models on metaverse 
prediction performance. 

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 provides a background of 
relevant technology, the evolution of metaverse, and a concise review of related works 
in the literature. Section 3 describes the overall methods used in the study, including 
data collection, data processing, sentiment analysis, and machine learning models. 
Section 4 presents a discussion on the results, comparison, implications, and limitations 
of the proposed work. Finally, Section 5 concludes this paper. 

 
 

 
1 https://datareportal.com/reports/digital-2022-july-global-statshot 
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2 Literature Review 
 

This section discusses the role of virtual and augmented reality in the realization of the 
metaverse. Moreover, a historical overview of the development of the metaverse as a 
technology is presented. Lastly, a concise review of relevant related works in the 
literature is discussed. 
 
2.1  Virtual and Augmented Reality 

The interaction between the real or physical world with the digital or virtual world 
resulted in technologies like augmented reality (AR). The objective of AR technology 
is not to bring users into a virtual world. Rather, AR can enhance physical world 
experiences with virtual information. Having real-time information about products 
projected as a user is browsing through a supermarket is one of the simpler use cases of 
AR. Virtual reality (VR) on the other hand aims to completely immerse the user into a 
curated reality, which may mimic real-world experiences but could also be designed to 
be fictional. There are numerous applications of VR including engaging older adults 
living in residential aged care facilities who may suffer from isolation [5]. The 
relationship between AR and VR, which also results in mixed reality (MR) is illustrated 
in Fig. 1. using the reality-virtuality continuum proposed by Milgram et al [6]. The 
authors also define MR as an environment consisting of both real world and virtual 
world objects simultaneously. MR is expected to play an important role in learning 
environments where a VR headset can be utilized to obtain instructions that can be used 
to perform tasks on a real environment. In this context, the metaverse provides an 
environment that can merge physical reality with digital virtuality [7] by providing AR 
and VR spaces or a combination of the two. The most anticipated use case of the 
metaverse is a completely immersive VR social media experience where users can put 
on their VR headsets and transform them into their avatars within the virtual universe.  
The users can then immerse themselves in a shared experience with their friends as they 
navigate through the virtual universe. However, the metaverse can also provide various 
AR experiences including meetings where other participants can be projected onto the 
real world to enhance the virtual meeting experiences. 

 

 
Fig. 1. Reality-virtuality continuum [6] 

 
 

2.2  Evolution of the Metaverse 
Despite recently emerging as a buzzword, the metaverse finds its origin back in the 

1990s. Fig. 2. depicts the timeline and evolution of various key technologies and 
milestones enabling the metaverse. In August 1991, the first website created by Tim 
Berners-Lee went live, marking the beginning of internet webpages. Internet as a 
technology has come leaps and bounds since the early 1990s and is a fundamental 
technology enabling the metaverse as it allows billions of users to connect online. 
Metaverse has become a buzzword in the technological sector in recent times. However, 
the term metaverse was first introduced in 1992 by Neal Stephenson in his science 
fiction novel Snow Crash. The novel portrayed a 3-dimensional virtual world populated 
by user-controlled avatars. Blockchain technology is considered to be an important 
component of the metaverse. The proof of work concept which is used to verify 
blockchain technology was published in 1993 by Cynthia Dwork and Moni Naor. In 
1994, the video game company SEGA released its virtual reality 1 (VR1) amusement 
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park offering an unprecedented experience to users despite being a very simplistic 
technology compared to its modern counterparts [8]. The beginning of the 21st century 
was marked by the introduction of Second life, a virtual world platform developed by 
Linden Lab. This platform provided a virtual experience by allowing social networking 
and information engagement but ultimately did not provide a pleasant experience due 
to network bandwidth constraints. In 2006, a gaming platform called Roblox was 
launched that allows users to create and play games developed by other users. Roblox 
provides users with an immersive experience containing avatars which enables a ‘social 
hangout’ experience. The next crucial technology enabling the metaverse was the 
introduction of Bitcoin, the world’s first cryptocurrency. It is anticipated that 
cryptocurrencies will be the main source of transactions in the metaverse. Likewise, 
non-fungible tokens (NFTs) are also integral to the metaverse experience because of 
their ability to provide digital ownership over items and other valuable assets. Lands 
and properties owned by users in the metaverse can be verified by NFTs. The focus on 
developing VR experiences was strengthened with social media giant Facebook 
acquiring the VR hardware and software provider Oculus in 2014 for 2 billion US 
dollars [9]. In the following year, the first iteration of decentraland was developed to 
allow the shared experience of the virtual world. In 2016, Pokémon Go, an AR 
smartphone game, gained immense popularity. The game used mobile phone GPS 
coordinates to enable users to locate and capture Pokémon characters as they explored 
real-world spaces like parks and urban areas [10]. In 2018, another important VR game 
known as Axie infinity was launched. This game was developed on the Ethereum 
blockchain and is among the most popular play-to-earn games, where players can 
collect NFTs and later trade them for cryptocurrencies. Due to the COVID-19 
pandemic, a global lockdown was imposed throughout 2020 restricting the movement 
of people [11]. During this period, metaverse as a concept gained significant interest as 
it became a pathway for shared experiences and virtual meetings. In April 2020, the 
first metaverse concert was held by the American rapper Travis Scott on Fortnite, an 
online videogame platform. The following year Microsoft introduced Mesh, a platform 
for virtual meetings with mixed reality. In October 2021, Facebook changed its name 
to Meta signaling its intent on building the metaverse technology. 

 
Fig. 2. Evolution of the metaverse 
 

2.3  Related Works 
As the metaverse is currently in the development phase and the research area is still 

growing, there is limited literature currently available on the metaverse. In this section, 
some of the relevant metaverse-related works are discussed. Metaverse has the potential 
to transform the way advertisements are presented to people and how they engage with 
them. Various research agendas in the context of interactive engagement in the 
metaverse were proposed by [12]. Some of the research agendas include developing 
key performance indicators (KPIs) to assess advertising impact as well as addressing 
advertisement privacy concerns in the metaverse. In [13], the authors discussed the 
potential impacts on the hospitality and tourism sector with the advent of the metaverse. 
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The authors argue that unprecedented situations such as the COVID-19 pandemic and 
the war in Ukraine pose a threat to the hospitality and tourism industries. The metaverse 
can be a great alternative solution for people to experience activities such as virtual 
flights, concerts, and skydiving activities. Consequently, businesses will need to adapt 
to metaverse technologies and software to provide competitive experiences. The 
authors also highlight the need for investigating the cultural values of users and cross-
cultural challenges that may impact their decisions. 

As an emerging technology, it is still unclear whether the metaverse will be widely 
accepted by the people. Aburbeian et al. [14] attempted to gauge the acceptance of 
metaverse using the technology acceptance model. They conducted a case study with 
302 participants who were asked to answer an online Likert scale survey. The authors 
concluded that users are likely to engage with the metaverse if they found it to be useful 
and easy to use. The study also found that price negatively impacts user intention 
suggesting that the cost of metaverse components such as VR headsets must be low 
enough for users to adopt them. Although the objective in our work is similar in the 
sense that we want to analyze and predict people’s sentiments regarding the metaverse, 
the methods used are different. Instead of a survey, the focus of our work is to use data 
visualization and machine learning to analyze and predict metaverse sentiment. Ahmad 
and Gata [15] analyzed the sentiment of Indonesian people towards the metaverse. They 
found that majority (66%) of the people showed neutral sentiment towards the 
technology and the remaining population were split between positive (16%) and 
negative (17%). By using a linear support vector machine, they obtained an accuracy 
of 87% in predicting the sentiment. The proposed work in this paper extends the 
previous work by performing sentiment analysis of English tweets and using both 
machine and deep learning algorithms. Tunca et al. [16] performed a thematic content 
analysis of metaverse-related news articles published on The Guardian website. Their 
sentiment analysis revealed that 61% of the articles were positive, 30% were negative, 
and the remaining 9% were neutral. Although this study provides a significant 
contribution to metaverse acceptance, it is limited to news articles. Researchers also 
analyzed social media sentiment regarding the metaverse a week before and after the 
announcement of Facebook rebranding itself to Meta [17]. Their dataset was 
constructed by retrieving all posts containing the hashtag ‘metaverse’. Similarly, the 
authors in [18] conducted sentiment analysis of metaverse by selecting about 5500 
popular social media posts, i.e., posts with high impression rates. In contrast, the 
proposed work introduces a more comprehensive dataset that uses the keyword 
‘metaverse’ covering social media posts over three years. 

 

3 Methods 
 

The graphical overview of the proposed application is presented in Fig.3. The details of 
the implementation are presented next. 

 
Fig. 3. Graphical representation of the proposed application 

 
3.1 Dataset Collection 
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To understand the public sentiment on metaverse, we decided to collect social media 
posts on this subject. Particularly, we decided to utilize posts on Twitter which consists 
of 211 million daily active users [19]. To extract posts from Twitter, also called tweets, 
one can use the Twitter API to obtain the text of the post, user information such as 
location (if available), and retweets in JSON format. We obtained all relevant tweets by 
accessing the Twitter API using the Twarc library in python and searching with the 
keyword ‘metaverse’. The start date of the search was set to January 1, 2019, and the 
end date was until and including April 9, 2022. Only tweets in the English language 
were considered in the search and any retweets, replies, tweets with media, and tweets 
with links were excluded. The total number of tweets for each year is summarized in 
Table 1.  

 
Table 1. Number of metaverse tweets by year 

Year Total Tweets 

2019 3827 

2020 4233 

2021 344, 887 

2022 (until April 9, 2022) 396, 895 

Total 749, 842 

 
The weekly average metaverse tweet activity, which has been adjusted on a 

logarithmic scale, is displayed in Fig. 4. During 2019 and 2020, there were very few 
social media posts regarding metaverse with a maximum of 53 tweets for the first week 
of October 2019. At the beginning of 2021, we notice that the trend starts to shift as the 
number of tweets spikes to 209 during the second week of April 2021. The activity 
keeps on increasing throughout 2021 and early 2022 with the peak recorded during the 
second week of January 2022 which resulted on average 8247 tweets. 

 
Fig. 4. Metaverse tweet frequency with time 

 
3.2 Data Preprocessing 

Before performing sentiment analysis, it is essential to preprocess the text data 
adequately. Given that the number of tweets in the dataset was nearly three-quarters of 
a million (750, 000), it would have required a significantly longer time to compute the 
sentiment and train the machine learning models with such a large dataset. 
Consequently, it was decided that from each year, a random sample of 15% of the 
original dataset was taken for the analysis and predictions. This sampling would ensure 
all the years in the dataset were represented in the analysis such that there was no bias 
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in sampling. A sample size of 15% also allowed us to obtain a dataset size that would 
be large enough but not be computationally expensive. The dataset size after sampling 
resulted in 112, 461 rows of metaverse-related tweets. Furthermore, fields including 
author location and tweet id were not required and therefore removed. Moreover, 
punctuation marks, hashtags, external links, and brackets were removed as part of the 
preprocessing steps. Non-alphabets were also removed, and the texts were all converted 
to lower case. Common stop words in the English language including ‘to’, ‘is’, ‘but’, 
and ‘has’ were removed as these are low information words providing little to no 
contextual knowledge. Removing these stop words reduces the dataset size and 
consequently reduces the training complexity. The natural language tool kit library 
(NLTK) [20] was used to obtain the list of stop words. Finally, any duplicate tweets 
were removed from the dataset. After completing all the preprocessing steps and 
removing duplicates, the final dataset contained 86, 565 rows of tweets. 

 
3.3 Sentiment Analysis 

Sentiment analysis is an approach used to retrieve people’s opinions and polarity from 
written language [21]. To avoid the need to have labeled data, which is time-consuming 
and expensive, we decided to employ a lexicon-based sentiment analysis (LSA). In 
LSA, the semantic orientation of words or phrases in a document, which describes the 
intensity of the words to other words, is analyzed and the sentiment is computed based 
on the associations of words [22]. A combination of adjectives or adverbs can be used 
to find the semantic orientation by computing the difference in mutual information 
between a pre-defined positive and negative word such as ‘excellent and ‘poor’. 
Furthermore, [23] demonstrated that the LSA approach can be more advantageous than 
a classifier approach by simulating the impact of linguistic context. In this work, we 
utilized the TextBlob library [24] in python to perform LSA and obtain the polarity 
scores. All the words in a sentence were assigned their scores and the final sentiment 
for a given sentence is calculated by taking the average of all words. The range of the 
polarity score is between [-1, +1], where -1 represents a completely negative sentiment 
and +1 represents a completely positive sentiment. Additionally, TextBlob also 
computes the subjectivity of a given sentence and the subjectivity score is between [0, 
+1]. A higher subjectivity score denotes that the sentence is likely to contain more 
personal opinions rather than facts. However, in this work, we were mainly interested 
in obtaining the polarity score and the resultant sentiment based on the polarity score. 
A tweet is labeled as a negative sentiment if the polarity score is less than 0 and it is 
labeled as a positive sentiment if the polarity score is more than 0. If the polarity score 
is equal to 0, then it is labeled as a neutral sentiment. A sample of metaverse-related 
tweets along with their polarity scores and sentiment class are presented in Table 2. 

 
Table 2. Sample of various metaverse tweets and their sentiment 

Tweet Polarity Sentiment 

good morning everyonenlet keep building the metaverse +0.700 Positive 

did you know that our animal nfts will be able to breed 

creating a whole new nft that contains the attributes of its 

parents that just one of the many things possible in our 

metaverse nn 

+0.267 Positive 

im going to buy my ancestral village in the metaverse and 

turn it into a virtual amazon distribution centre 

0.000 Neutral 

i am not smoking but is there a digital cigarette company 

already created for the metaverse 

0.000 Neutral 

fb zuck may be stepping down soon this is bad think they 

struck out on the metaverse thing or didnt sell it right 

-0.190 Negative 
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correct me if im wrong but isnt the metaverse just going to be 

like an mmorpg where you have to do your job surrounded 

by irritating npcs if so ill stick with irl interactions please 

-0.467 Negative 

 
The distribution for each of the three sentiment classes is displayed in Fig. 5. Above 

half of all tweets (53%) are represented by a positive sentiment, about one-third (33%) 
of the tweets were neutral, and a small percentage (14%) of the tweets displayed a 
negative sentiment. 

 

 
 

Fig. 5. Distribution of the sentiment classes 
 
The world cloud for positive, neutral, and negative metaverse sentiments are 

illustrated in Fig. 6, Fig. 7, and Fig. 8 respectively. The positive tweets contain a lot of 
words supporting metaverse adoption including ‘need’, ‘love’, ‘right, ‘future’, and 
‘new’. In contrast, the negative tweets besides containing words such as ‘bad’, ‘crazy’, 
and ‘don’t’, also contained many offensive words. No distinct pattern of words is 
evident in neutral sentiment tweets. Most tweets belonging to either of the three 
sentiment classes also contained information about other related technologies such as 
NFT and cryptocurrency. 

 

 
 

Fig. 6. Word cloud visualization for positive sentiment tweets 
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Fig. 7. Word cloud visualization for neutral sentiment tweets 
 

 
Fig. 8. Word cloud visualization for negative sentiment tweets 
 

 
3.4 Machine Learning Models 

 
To train the machine learning models, two features were explored independently, 
namely bag of words and term frequency-inverse document frequency. Four machine 
learning algorithms were then trained including a k-nearest neighbor, naïve bayes, 
random forest, and support vector machine [25].  

K-nearest neighbor (K-NN) [26] is a simple learning algorithm that does not require 
a dedicated training phase. To find out the category of a new data point, a distance 
measure can be used to compute its k nearest neighbor and the point will be assigned to 
the category where the majority of the neighbors belong to. Although K-NN is simple, 
it is prone to outliers in the dataset and does not work well for larger datasets.  

Naïve Bayes (NB) [27] is a statistical learning model based on the Bayes theorem. A 
key assumption of this algorithm is class-conditional independence, i.e., each feature in a 
class is independent of other features. Although there exist many variations of this 
algorithm including gaussian NB and Bernoulli NB, in this work we utilized multinomial 
NB. Multinomial NB is more suitable for text classification problems [28] because the 
representation of features is generally in terms of word vector counts. NB is 
computationally inexpensive, but the class-conditional independence assumption does not 
hold for most real-world applications.  

Random forest (RF) is a form of ensemble machine learning where multiple decision 
trees are aggregated to make predictions. Decision trees are constructed by recursively 
partitioning the data and each partition is fitted to a simple model [29]. Decision trees 
are prone to overfitting, and therefore RF overcomes this problem by integrating 
multiple decision trees and taking their predictions. For classification, majority votes 
across the decision trees are taken to assign a class for a given data point [30].  
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Support vector machine (SVM) [31] classifies different data points by constructing 
a hyperplane (also known as decision boundaries) that can maximize the margin of 
separation between the different classes in a dataset. To obtain a linear separation, the 
data points are mapped from a low dimensional to a higher dimensional feature space. 
Although SVM is generally considered a very accurate algorithm, it requires an 
extremely lengthy training time, particularly for larger datasets. 

A bag of words is considered a very simple approach for creating text features that 
can be used to train a learning model. First, a list of vocabulary is created from the 
corpus containing the unique words present in the entire text document. In our case, this 
is a list of all the unique words present in all the tweets combined. To reduce the 
complexity, the vocabulary size was limited to include the top 5000 words. The next 
step is to measure or count the occurrence of each word in individual tweets. The count 
feature vector is then used for model training. The main disadvantage of this approach 
is that information regarding the order of the words is not considered and therefore it 
does not represent a structural context. 

The second feature used to train the machine learning models was the term 
frequency-inverse document frequency (Tf-idf). The values for each word in the 
document are calculated by the inverse proportion of the frequency of the word in a 
specific document to the percentage of documents the word appears in [32]. Tf-idf 
emphasizes the unique words present in each document by giving low importance to 
words that are common in all the documents. For instance, the word ‘metaverse’ is 
present in all the tweets, and therefore it does not add much value in discriminating 
between the different sentiments. 

 
 

3.5 Deep Learning Models 
 

Deep learning algorithms are generally more complex compared to machine learning 
algorithms and they often outperform the machine learning algorithms when sufficient 
training data is available. In this work, long short-term memory (LSTM) [33] was used, 
which is suitable for text and sequential data. The temporal state of the network is 
preserved by having specialized memory cells and cyclic connections. The LSTM 
architecture utilized in this work is the one presented in [34]. It consists of a 
bidirectional LSTM layer with 1-dimensional global max-pooling operation and two 
dense layers with rectified linear unit (ReLU) activation. We also utilized the Glove 
word embeddings [35] which convert the words into an n-dimensional space to obtain 
the semantic similarity between words [34]. To prevent overfitting, we used the dropout 
layer [36] with a 0.5 rate after each LSTM and dense layers. 

Besides LSTM, we also utilized a family of transformer-based deep learning model 
known as Bidirectional Encoder Representations from Transformers (BERT) [37]. 
BERT currently provides the state-of-the-art classification on various datasets and is 
pre-trained on texts from Wikipedia and other English corpora. In contrast to traditional 
models, BERT looks at text sequences from both directions which enables it to 
represent the context in language better. The large BERT model was utilized consisting 
of 24 layers with 1024 hidden dimensions as well as 16 attention heads resulting in 340 
million parameters [37]. BERT also has its own tokenizer which was utilized for 
encoding the input features. 

 
3.6 Classification Evaluation 

 
Four popular classification metrics were used to evaluate the performance namely, 
accuracy, precision, recall, and F-measure. The metrics are defined in Equations (1-4), 
where TP represents true positive, TN represents true negative, FP represents false 
positive, and FN represents false negative. 
 

 𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦	 = 	
𝑇𝑃	 + 	𝑇𝑁

𝑇𝑃	 + 	𝑇𝑁	 + 	𝐹𝑃	 + 	𝐹𝑁 
 

(1) 

 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛	 = 	
𝑇𝑃

𝑇𝑃	 + 	𝐹𝑃 (2) 
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 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙	 = 	
𝑇𝑃

𝐹𝑁	 + 	𝑇𝑃 
 

(3) 

 𝐹 −𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑠𝑢𝑟𝑒	 = 	
2	 ∗ 	𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛	 ∗ 	𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙
						𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 + 	𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙  

 
(4) 

 

4 Results and Discussion 
 

In this section, the results using machine learning and deep learning models for 
predicting one of the three sentiment categories are compared and discussed. 
 
4.1 Machine Learning Results 

 
For each experiment, 75% of the dataset was used to train the model and 25% was used 
for evaluation. The results of the test set using the four machine learning models for 
each of the two features are summarized in Table 3. 
 
Table 3. Machine learning results om the test set 
 

 Bag of Words Tf-idf 

Accuracy Precision Recall F-measure Accuracy Precision Recall F-measure 

NB 79.0 0.76 0.75 0.75 73.9 0.62 0.81 0.65 

KNN 55.9 0.51 0.70 0.48 46.0 0.44 0.70 0.38 

RF 88.1 0.82 0.87 0.84 86.8 0.80 0.87 0.82 

SVM 90.9 0.87 0.89 0.88 86.5 0.80 0.86 0.81 

 
Using Bag of words as input feature, SVM performed the best with 90.9% accuracy 

and 0.88 F-measure. On the other hand, using Tf-idf as input feature, RF performed the 
best with 86.8% accuracy and 0.82 F-measure. Fig. 9. and Fig. 10. present the confusion 
matrix on the test set for SVM with bag of words and random forest with Tf-idf 
respectively. 

 

 
 

Fig. 9. Confusion Matrix on the test set using SVM and bag of words 
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Fig. 10. Confusion matrix on the test set using RF and Tf-idf 

 
For both features, it is evident that the models perform the worst in predicting 

negative sentiment tweets. In the case of bag of words and SVM model, only 0.73 
precision was obtained in correctly predicting the negative sentiment with a 
corresponding F1-measure of 0.79. The performance is even worse using Tf-idf and RF 
model with 0.54 precision and 0.67 F1-measure. For both models, the best performance 
was obtained for the neutral sentiment class with the precision of 0.98 and 0.94 
respectively. 

 
4.2 Deep Learning Results 

 
As with the machine learning models, 75% of the dataset was used for training the deep 
learning models and 25% was used for evaluation. Fig. 11. and Fig. 12. display the 
training and validation accuracy curves for LSTM and BERT respectively. These 
curves were monitored to ensure no overfitting took place during the training phase. 
Since both the curves are very close to each other, there is no indication of overfitting.  
 

 
Fig. 11. Training and validation accuracies using LSTM 
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Fig. 12. Training and validation accuracies using BERT 
 
LSTM was trained for 5 epochs of the dataset and BERT was trained for 2 epochs of 
the dataset. The results for both LSTM and the BERT transformer model on the test set 
are summarized in Table 4. 
 
Table 4. Deep learning results on the test set 
 

 Accuracy Precision Recall F-measure 

LSTM 90.7 0.89 0.89 0.89 

BERT 92.6 0.90 0.91 0.91 

 
The results indicate that both deep learning models performed better than the 

traditional machine learning models. The best performance was obtained using the 
BERT transformer model with 92.6% accuracy and 0.91 F1-measure. Fig. 13. and Fig. 
14. present the confusion matrix on the test set for LSTM and BERT respectively.  

 

 
 
Fig. 13. Confusion matrix on the test set using LSTM 
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Fig. 14. Confusion matrix on the test set using BERT 

 
Both deep learning models can improve upon the machine learning models in 

predicting negative sentiment. Although BERT performs better overall, LSTM is able 
to provide the best performance in detecting negative sentiment with 0.86 precision as 
compared to BERT’s 0.82 precision. Moreover, neutral sentiment is the most accurately 
predicted class for both models.  

 
4.3 Comparison 

 
For the machine learning models, better performance was obtained when using bag of 
words as input feature compared to Tf-idf. Moreover, the two simpler models K-NN 
and NB failed to provide meaningful predictions using both features. The deep learning 
models improved upon the machine learning models as expected due to the large dataset 
size. Across all models, the negative sentiment was least accurately predicted. This is 
likely due to the negative sentiment being the minority class in the dataset containing 
only 14% of the samples. However, the neutral sentiment was most accurately predicted 
despite not being the majority class. 
 
4.4 Implications 

 
With growing interest and skepticism surrounding metaverse technology, this research 
sheds light on the metaverse sentiment on Twitter. Firstly, we observed that the social 
media activity with regard to the metaverse topic dramatically increased over the last 2 
years. After performing lexicon-based sentiment analysis, we also found that the 
majority of the metaverse-related tweets displayed positive sentiments and a low 
number of negative sentiments was present. This offers early promising signs for the 
adoption of metaverse technology. This research can support organizations and 
governments to assess the general sentiment surrounding metaverse technology and 
consequently make their decisions about metaverse adoption. 
 
4.5 Limitations 

 
This paper introduced a novel dataset that contains metaverse-related posts on Twitter. 
A limitation of the dataset is that it was collected using the keyword ‘metaverse’. 
Therefore, relevant tweets containing metaverse-related discussions but not the 
keyword could have been ignored. For instance, it is likely that many users might have 
used ‘meta’ or ‘virtual world’ in their posts to share their thoughts on the metaverse. In 
addition, we only considered lexicon-based approach in extracting sentiment of a given 
post. Despite its advantages, it remains to be seen if other sentiment extraction methods 
such as VADER [38] would provide a better estimation of public sentiment. In addition, 
this work is limited by the use of Twitter as the sole social media platform used for 
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sentiment analysis on metaverse. Finally, in this work, our scope was limited to the 
extraction and classification of three sentiment classes. For a more comprehensive 
analysis, other sentiment categories, including fear, joy, and excitement, can be 
extracted using more sophisticated approaches. 
 
4.6 Future Work 

 
While this work focused on analyzing public sentiment regarding the metaverse on 
Twitter, other social media platforms were unexplored. The public opinion on other 
platforms such as Meta (Facebook) or Reddit may be completely different. 
Consequently, future research should consider a range of social media platforms as well 
as offline sources including surveys to provide a more comprehensive analysis of the 
public sentiment about the metaverse. Moreover, this work is limited by a specific type 
of sentiment analysis which is lexicon-based. However, deep learning approaches may 
be superior ([39], [40]) and should be experimented with for future research. Another 
challenge in social media sentiment analysis is the presence of social media bots that 
hampers the trustworthiness of a given topic by manipulating public opinion [41]. 
Consequently, sophisticated methods including the ones proposed by [42] and [43] 
should be utilized to mitigate the presence of posts generated by social bots. Finally, to 
better understand the public sentiment regarding the metaverse, attributes such as 
hashtags can provide better context about a general or a specific trend [44]. 
 

 

5 Conclusion 
 

The anticipated arrival of the metaverse technology has generated great hype as well as 
confusion among internet users. In this work, we briefly discussed the metaverse 
technology and presented its development over the years. We also collected metaverse-
related posts on Twitter to analyze the sentiment related to this technology. Using LSA, 
we discovered that most of the tweets related to the metaverse are positive and that the 
negative sentiments are very few. Finally, we also trained four machine learning models 
and two deep learning models to classify these tweets into the three sentiment 
categories. The transformer-based BERT model obtained the best performance with an 
F1-measure of 0.91 on the test set. We also highlighted the potential implications and 
outlined future research directions. 
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