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Abstract. Code-mixing is the practice of using two or more languages
in a single sentence, which often occurs in multilingual communities
such as India where people commonly speak multiple languages. Clas-
sic NLP tools, trained on monolingual data, face challenges when deal-
ing with code-mixed data. Extracting meaningful information from sen-
tences containing multiple languages becomes difficult, particularly in
tasks like hate speech detection, due to linguistic variation, cultural nu-
ances, and data sparsity. To address this, we aim to analyze the sig-
nificance of code-mixed embeddings and evaluate the performance of
BERT and HingBERT models (trained on a Hindi-English corpus) in
hate speech detection. Our study demonstrates that HingBERT models,
benefiting from training on the extensive Hindi-English dataset L3Cube-
HingCorpus, outperform BERT models when tested on hate speech text
datasets. We also found that code-mixed Hing-FastText performs better
than standard English FastText and vanilla BERT models.

Keywords: Multilingual communities · Natural Language Processing
(NLP) · BERT · L3Cube-HingBERT · Hate speech detection · Hindi-
English corpus.

1 Introduction

Communication in India often involves using multiple languages, leading to
code-mixing. This is the interchangeable use of vocabulary from two or more
languages within sentences. Word embedding represents words in a continuous
vector space, aiming to capture semantic relationships, syntactic patterns, and
context information. Traditional word embeddings fail to capture the nuances
of code-mixed languages, but newer models like FastText and BERT have over-
come these shortcomings by utilizing subword information and analyzing entire
sentences bidirectionally, respectively. These models capture the rich semantic
meaning of the text.

The primary motivations for this paper include the need to address chal-
lenges posed by code-mixed text in NLP and the importance of code-mixed word
embeddings by utilizing the aforementioned capabilities of FastText and BERT
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models. Another motivation is the need to demonstrate the advantages of BERT
and Hing-BERT as well as FastText and Hing-FastText models, simultaneously
providing a comparative analysis. The paper is organized into sections explain-
ing the word embedding models used, literature survey, methodology, results and
discussion, followed by the conclusion.

2 Word Embedding Models

2.1 BERT-Base

BERT stands for Bidirectional Encoder Representations from Transformers, de-
veloped by Google AI Language in 2018. BERT revolutionized the NLP space
by providing a solution for more than 11 main tasks in NLP, better than the
traditional models. It is a bidirectional model that processes entire sentences at
once, also providing a contextual understanding of it. BERT, with its 345 mil-
lion parameters, was one of the first big NLP pre-trained models [5]. We have
used BERT-base model on the datasets, which is pre-trained on huge amounts
of English language data using a Masked Language Modeling (MLM) objective.

2.2 Multilingual BERT (mBERT)

The Multilingual BERT model is used for this analysis, also being comparable
to the HingBERT models. This mBERT model is available in the official BERT
repository and it supports 104 languages, including Hindi and English languages
[7]. It was pre-trained on the largest Wikipedia in a self-supervised manner. It
was pre-trained on raw text only, without humans labeling them in any way.

2.3 FastText Embedding Models

FastText is an open-source library for text representation. It uses subword in-
formation to handle multilingual data and represents each word as a collection
of letter n-grams, allowing it to capture semantic similarity and handle out-of-
vocabulary words effectively. This approach enables FastText to generalize across
languages and identify similarities and differences among words with shared let-
ter n-grams, leading to improved performance in natural language processing
tasks.

2.4 L3Cube-HingCorpus and Hing Models

HingCorpus, developed by L3Cube in Pune, is a Hindi-English corpus contain-
ing 52.93 million sentences and 1.04 billion tags. This unsupervised HingCor-
pus is used to train Hing models such as HingBERT, Hing-mBERT, and Hing-
RoBERTa, which provides a comparative analysis of BERT and HingBERT mod-
els. This Hing model is pre-compiled in HingCorpus, a mixture of Roman and
mixed codes and types, but for this analysis we focus on Roman type.
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We used several Hing models including HingGPT, HingFT and HingLID, for
the datasets. HingGPT is a GPT2 transformer model trained on the extensive
HingCorpus dataset using language modeling tasks. It’s available in both Ro-
man and Devanagari versions, expanding its range of applications. HingFT is
a Hindi-English code-mixed FastText embedding model trained on Roman and
Devanagari text from Hing-Corpus. HingLID is a code-mixed language identifi-
cation model trained on a large in-house LID dataset.

2.5 Hing Models vs. BERT models

HingBERT models are designed to handle code-mixed datasets, effectively deal-
ing with the unique characteristics for the same. They are pre-trained on real-
world Hinglish text from Twitter, allowing them to better understand the in-
tricacies of both languages. Compared to standard BERT models, HingBERT
models are optimized to handle the specific challenges of Hinglish code-mixing
and generate word embeddings that capture the meaning of words in both Hindi
and English contexts.

2.6 Hing FastText vs. vanilla FastText

The Hing-FastText model, developed by L3Cube Pune, is trained on the L3Cube-
HingCorpus dataset containing Roman and Devanagari text. Unlike traditional
FastText models, it is designed for code-mixed Hindi-English data. It excels in
tasks such as text classification, sentiment analysis, and hate speech detection
due to its high context understanding of Hinglish text and its ability to handle
diverse vocabularies that include words from both Hindi and English.

3 Literature Survey

In [1] the paper addresses hate speech detection in code-mixed text from Twit-
ter, focusing on using transformer-based approaches like multilingual BERT and
Indic-BERT. It explores single-encoder and dual-encoder settings, uses contex-
tual text from parent tweets. Achieving an F1 score of 73.07 percent in the
HASOC 2021 database demonstrates the importance of context and static em-
bedding in hate speech classification. It also demonstrates the effectiveness of
average representation in context-based text classification.

The [3] paper also explores hate speech detection in code-mixed text, com-
paring pre-trained embeddings like BERT, XLNet, and DistilBERT along with
a CNN model for Hinglish code-mixed data. Despite BERT’s popularity, XLNet
has emerged as a strong performer in identifying hate speech. The study empha-
sizes the importance of using pre-trained embeddings for effective detection of
hate speech in code-mixed environments.

The [10] introduces a model for hate speech detection in Hinglish, prevalent
in social media conversations. It efficiently classifies tweets into hate-inducing,
abusive, or non-offensive categories using character-level embeddings and GRU



4 Shruti et al.

with Attention. The study highlights the need for robust moderation tools, es-
pecially in regions with diverse linguistic landscapes like India.

[2] explores hate speech detection in code-mixed Hinglish tweets on Twitter
using transformer-based models like Indic-BERT, XLM-RoBERTa, and Multi-
lingual BERT in a hard voting ensemble. It emphasizes the importance of consid-
ering conversation context in identifying hate speech and addresses limitations
of mono-lingual classifiers. The paper achieves a macro F1 score of 0.7253 and
suggests avenues for improvement, such as incorporating emojis and exploring
better context understanding architectures.

4 Methodology

4.1 Datasets

In this study, the Hate Speech and Offensive Content (HASOC) dataset has been
used as a basis to compare and evaluate the BERT and HingBERT models. There
have been various versions of this dataset since 2019, containing languages like
Hindi, English, Marathi, and German but we have leveraged the complexities
of the Hindi-English dataset introduced in 2021. The HASOC Datasets have
mostly been used in hate speech detection tasks in NLP.

The Hate dataset includes a comprehensive collection of offensive text accu-
mulated from Twitter. The dataset is divided into training, testing, and valida-
tion segments, all containing code-mixed text involving Hindi and English. The
sentences contain various magnitudes of hate speech text, ranging from subjects
encompassing politics, laws, crimes, popular culture, and so on.

Table 1. Hate Speech Categories and Counts in a portion of Hate Dataset

Hate Speech Category Number of Examples
Misogyny and Sexism 249
Communal/Religious Hatred 188
Incitement to Violence 135
Victim-Blaming 116

Table 2. Hate Speech Categories and Counts in a portion of Hasoc Dataset

Hate Speech Category Number of Examples
Racial/Ethnic Hate 248
Gender-based Hate 67
Political Hate 159
Other Hate 173
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4.2 Preprocessing

4.3 Word Embedding Generation

Our research methodology focuses on word embedding and preprocessing in NLP.
We work with the datasets, preparing the data for training, testing, and vali-
dation. Word embedding creates dense vector representations of words, captur-
ing their context. It’s important for solving NLP problems and introduces vo-
cabulary to learn word representations. Word embeddings help transform high-
dimensional word spaces into low-dimensional vector spaces while preserving
valuable information.

Fig. 1. Flowchart

We are using a transformer model that can handle two languages, which
brings a significant increase in efficiency and performance compared to pre-
vious methods. The models we are using include BERT, Multilingual BERT,
DistilBERT, RoBERTa, HingBERT, Hing-mBERT, Hing-RoBERTa, HingGPT,
HingBERT-LID and HingFT. The process involves encoding the input text se-
quence using the hidden state of the transformer architecture and applying an
internal compression method to the number of inputs.
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4.4 Classification Algorithms

After feature extraction, the classification model evaluates the word accuracy
using various algorithms such as Random Forest, Linear Regression, SVM and
KNN. The data is divided into training and test sets, and SVM is particu-
larly useful for sentiment analysis due to its simplicity and efficiency with high-
dimensional data.

The objective is to identify the best hyperplane that separates the training
data using terms generated by BERT and HingBERT. Performance is evaluated
on the training and evaluation sets, and metrics include F1-score, precision,
accuracy, and recall.

5 Results

After assessing various BERT and HingBERT models on code-mixed datasets
and obtaining results for the evaluation and testing sets, the testing scores are
shown in Figures 2 and 3. We also studied pools and layers in the transformer
model, mainly focusing on the last layer to obtain high-level input data. For
this experimentation, mostly max pooling is used. Our research shows that the
HingBERT model outperforms the BERT model, and likewise, Hing-FastText
outperforms the vanilla FastText model with higher F1 scores, recall, and accu-
racy in identifying atypical words in scrambled text.

Fig. 2. Comparison Chart for HASOC dataset
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Fig. 3. Comparison Chart for HATE dataset

6 Conclusion

This paper discusses the use of specialized software to detect hate speech in
multilingual contexts with a particular focus on Hindi-English (Hinglish) texts
prevalent in India. This study demonstrates the superior performance of Hing-
BERT trained on the L3Cube-HingCorpus database in detecting hate speech due
to its ability to handle mixed code context. Additionally, the study emphasizes
the need for specialized NLP models to address the challenges of data encoded
in multilingual corpora.

We can expand the scope of this paper by using more diverse datasets, as the
primary datasets may not capture the full range of linguistic variations in code-
mixed Hinglish text. Also, the specialized Transformer and FastText models
possess high computational complexity, which may be bettered by optimizing
them. Further scope includes conducting real-world tests, to assess the usability
of models used in a natural and practical scenario, like social media platforms.
Exploring advanced NLP techniques like zero-shot learning, transfer learning
may also prove in giving us better results.
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