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Abstract—Sentiment analysis (SA) is a process of identifying
the emotional tone or polarity within a given text and aims to
uncover the user’s complex emotions and inner feelings. While
sentiment analysis has been extensively studied for languages
like English, research in Bengali, remains limited, particularly
for fine-grained sentiment categorization. This work aims to
connect this gap by developing a novel approach that inte-
grates rule-based algorithms with pre-trained language models.
We developed a dataset from scratch, comprising over 15,000
manually labeled reviews. Next, we constructed a Lexicon Data
Dictionary, assigning polarity scores to the reviews. We developed
a novel rule based algorithm Bangla Sentiment Polarity Score
(BSPS), an approach capable of generating sentiment scores and
classifying reviews into nine distinct sentiment categories. To
assess the performance of this method, we evaluated the classified
sentiments using BanglaBERT, a pre-trained transformer-based
language model. We also performed sentiment classification
directly with BanglaBERT on the original data and evaluated
this model’s results. Our analysis revealed that the BSPS +
BanglaBERT hybrid approach outperformed the standalone
BanglaBERT model, achieving higher accuracy, precision, and
nuanced classification across the nine sentiment categories. The
results of our study emphasize the value and effectiveness of com-
bining rule-based and pre-trained language model approaches for
enhanced sentiment analysis in Bengali and suggest pathways
for future research and application in languages with similar
linguistic complexities.

I. INTRODUCTION

Sentiment analysis (SA) is a process of identifying the
emotional tone or polarity within a given text and aimed to
carefully untangle and uncover the user’s complex emotions
and inner feelings [2], delving into their psychological state
to better understand and release the emotional layers that may
be entangled or suppressed. Sentiment analysis and opinion
mining is a research domain dedicated to understanding and
interpreting people’s opinions, emotions, attitudes, evaluations,
and sentiments conveyed through written text [1]. It stands
as a key area of investigation in natural language processing
and is also widely explored within the fields of data mining,
web mining, and text mining. In the era of technological
progress and machine learning, a crucial aspect of Artificial
Intelligence, it is both necessary and in high demand to ex-
tract emotions and contextual meanings from various sources,
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including newspapers, blogs, social media platforms, forum
discussions, and opinions on specific posts. By analyzing these
insights, businesses and organizations can better understand
and predict user or customer behavior and patterns, allowing
them to tailor products, services, and marketing strategies,
improve customer experiences, and enhance decision-making
processes.

Sentiment analysis of texts in English and other languages
has been extensively studied using a wide variety of ap-
proaches. However, for Bangla, an ancient Indo-European
language spoken by over 250 million people [3], research in
sentiment analysis has been limited. While several machine
learning, deep learning, rule-based, and pretrained language
models have been applied to analyze sentiment in Bengali
texts, few have achieved the desired results. Sentiment clas-
sification is often restricted to binary or ternary categories,
despite the potential to detect a broader range of sentiment
classes. There has been limited exploration of combined or
hybrid methods for sentiment analysis in Bengali text. The in-
tricate structure and semantic nuances of the Bengali language
make rule-based or lexicon-based approaches highly sought
after. A hybrid approach that combines lexicon-based data
dictionaries [4] approach with pre-trained language models
[5] is particularly rare for sentiment analysis in Bengali text.
Given the proven effectiveness of pretrained language models,
integrating this with lexicon-based approaches tailored to
specific language domains could yield dynamic and impressive
results.

In this paper, we first introduced a novel rule-based al-
gorithm called the Bangla Sentiment Polarity Score (BSPS),
specifically designed to analyze Bengali text. The BSPS
algorithm generates sentiment scores for Bengali reviews,
going beyond the conventional binary or ternary sentiment
classifications typically used in sentiment analysis. Instead,
it categorizes the sentiment into nine distinct classes, allow-
ing for a more detailed and nuanced understanding of user
emotions and feelings. This extended classification system
helps better articulate the complexities of sentiment in Bengali
text, providing a richer analysis of emotional tones expressed
by users. Following the sentiment classification process, we



evaluated the generated sentiment categories using Bangla-
Bert, a pretrained BERT model specifically fine-tuned for the
Bengali language. This evaluation step helped validate the
performance of our rule-based algorithm by comparing the
results with those produced by an advanced deep learning
model, known for its ability to capture contextual meaning
in text. In the second phase, we employed Bangla-BERT, a
pretrained BERT model fine-tuned for the Bengali language,
for sentiment classification. Using Bangla-BERT, we classified
the sentiment of the Bengali text into same nine categories
based on the model’s understanding of context and linguistic
nuances. Following this, we conducted an evaluation of the
sentiment categories using the same Bangla-BERT model.
This evaluation process allowed us to assess how accurately
the model identified sentiment and whether it aligned with
the expectations set by the initial rule-based classification.
By comparing the results from both phases, we were able
to explore the potential advantages of combining lexicon-
based approaches (such as BSPS) with pretrained models like
Bangla-BERT. This comparison allowed us to assess Bangla-
BERT’s performance in sentiment analysis, particularly when
integrated with a lexicon-based method. The evaluation per-
formed by Bangla-BERT provided valuable insights into the
effectiveness of this hybrid approach.

II. RELATED WORK

Due to the growing demand in recent decades, sentiment
analysis has emerged as a critical focus for researchers in
the ongoing development of Al. Many scholars have worked
diligently to harness advancements in this field, concentrating
on sentiment analysis across various languages, including not
only English but also Arabic, Chinese, Hindi, French, Korean,
and others. However, research in Bengali sentiment analysis
remains limited, particularly in more advanced forms, mainly
due to technical challenges, empirical constraints [6], and a
lack of sufficient resources.

This paper’s findings [7] have had a significant impact on
our work, as, to the best of our knowledge, sentiment analysis
in Bengali using an extended dictionary has not been explored
in many researches. The authors of this paper developed
a rule-based algorithm called Bangla Text Sentiment Score
(BTSC), which, in conjunction with a lexicon data dictionary
(LDD), was used to extract sentiments by generating senti-
ment scores. Subsequently, they applied supervised machine
learning classifiers such as SVM, logistic regression (LR), and
K-nearest neighbors (KNN) to further analyze the sentiment.
In this paper [8], The authors proposed a method for Chinese
text sentiment analysis that integrates both sentiment words
and field-specific polysemic sentiment words, utilizing an
expanded sentiment dictionary. The use of a lexicon-based data
dictionary for the Arabic language has shown improved results
in this paper compared to previous efforts.

In Akter and Aziz [9], the authors outlined a lexicon-based
dictionary framework that determines sentiment by scrutiniz-
ing the frequency of emotional trigger words in each sentence.
In M. M. H. Manik et al. [10], the authors manually compiled

a balanced dataset of reviews across multiple sentiment cate-
gories. Their sentiment analysis model achieved high accuracy.
However, the small size of the dataset and the uniform
distribution of review categories might have influenced the
results, leading to the high accuracy. In Alshari et al. [11], the
authors described SentiWordNet (SWN) as being affected by
the curse of dimensionality,” a problem that arises from the
difficulties of handling high-dimensional data. To overcome
this, they used a sentiment lexicon based on word2vec, a
popular word embedding model, to perform sentiment analysis
(SA), with the goal of enhancing the accuracy and efficiency
of the analysis. In Zhang et al. [12], authors constructed an
extended sentiment dictionary and A rule-based classifier was
used to determine the polarity of the text by assigning a score
to each sentence. This study [13] compares the performance of
BERT with Bi-LSTM, LSTM, and GRU models for sentiment
classification and aspect detection on Bengali text. BERT
outperforms the traditional models, demonstrating superior
accuracy and highlighting the effectiveness of advanced NLP
techniques for Bengali text analysis. This study [14] focuses on
sentiment analysis of Bangla book reviews, addressing the gap
in research on consumer sentiment in the e-commerce sector.
The authors of this paper meticulously evaluated various deep
neural network and transformer models, finding that XLM-R
outperforms the others in terms of performance and accuracy
at it’s best. In the study [15], they explored various hybrid fea-
ture extraction techniques for Bangla Sentiment Analysis using
a large dataset from microblogging platforms. The proposed
method, combining Bangla-BERT with Skipgram, outperforms
other techniques across machine learning, ensemble learning,
and deep learning approaches, achieving superior accuracy in
all areas. In the paper [16], they used lexicon-based approach
and compare directly with ML models such as Decision Tree
(DT), Naive Bayes (NB) and Support Vector Machine (SVM)
classifiers. No pretrained model was used. This study [17] ex-
plores various Bengali sentiment analysis models, comparing
traditional BiLSTM and BERT-based models across multiple
datasets. It highlights the influence of dataset features on
model performance and provides insights into the strengths of
different models. This paper [18] presents the Low-Resource
Team’s approach for Task 2 of BLP-2023, focusing on SA
of public social media posts and comments. They utilized
BanglaBert, fine-tuned with various strategies and external
datasets, and combined the best model variations into an
ensemble.

III. METHODOLOGY

In this section, we provide a detailed description of the
approach employed to carry out the study. As shown in Fig.1,
our work is summarized at a glance. The methodology is
structured in a series of key steps, which are outlined as
follows:

1) Data Collection:
In the field of sentiment analysis, one of the major hur-
dles faced when working with the Bengali language is
the scarcity of readily available and large-scale datasets
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Fig. 1. Visualization of methodology

for processing and analysis. Unlike English, where
vast amounts of data are easily accessible for training
models, Bengali suffers from a significant shortage of
such datasets, particularly those with accurate sentiment
labeling. While there are some small datasets available,
they often lack the scale and quality needed for robust
analysis. This limitation has made it exceedingly chal-
lenging to develop reliable sentiment analysis models
for Bengali, especially those capable of handling diverse
and complex linguistic features.

Given the difficulty of acquiring sufficient data, we
embarked on an extensive and resource-intensive process
to manually collect and label a dataset specifically
for this research. We painstakingly gathered a total of
15,194 instances of reviews from the Daraz Bangladesh
website, a popular e-commerce platform. Out of these,

13,344 reviews were identified as positive, and 1,850
as negative. This manual data collection and labeling
effort was crucial because it provided us with a high-
quality dataset that was tailored to the requirements of
Bengali sentiment analysis, compensating for the lack
of existing, pre-labeled data. Through this laborious
process, we were able to create a substantial dataset
that could serve as a foundation for more accurate and
comprehensive sentiment analysis models in the Bengali
language.

LDD Creation:

The creation of the Lexicon Data Dictionary (LDD) was
a key focus of our study, as it forms the core of our
BSPS algorithm. The LDD was divided into two main
categories: the positive lexicon and the negative lexicon.
To construct these lexicons, we gathered a variety of



positive and negative words with significant semantic
meaning, which are crucial for sentiment analysis, from
a widely used Kaggle resource [19].

Once we assembled the initial positive and negative lex-
icons, we took an in-depth approach to expand them by
adding various forms of each word, including different
parts of speech and morphological variations that convey
similar meanings. For instance, for the word "S&T"
[enjoyable] (noun), we conducted detailed research and
included variations such as "¥SE" [in a state of
enjoyment] (noun), "®&73" [really enjoyable] (noun),
"STerg" [delicious] (adjective), and "I&Tg" [also
tasty] (noun). This process was applied to all words of
the dictionary in both lexicons to ensure comprehensive
coverage of their meanings.

After expanding the lexicons, we carefully analyzed each
word and assigned a polarity score based on a structured
and logical approach in accordance with the standards of
the study [20]. We then normalized these scores, with a
range of 0 to 1 for the positive lexicon [TABLE 1] and
-1 to O for the negative lexicon [TABLE 2]. Following
this, the LDD was ready for integration into the BSPS
algorithm.

TABLE I
POSITIVE LEXICON

Positive words | Polarity Score
qGil 0.7
ofsqad 0.6
=G| 0.9
AP 0.7
QI 0.7
LR R 0.4

3) Data Preprocessing:
We gathered data from various sources including aca-
demic papers, surveys, and experiments.
a) Null and Duplicate data handling:

We conducted a thorough inspection of the dataset
to identify and address any potential issues such as
missing (null) values or duplicate entries. During
this process, we discovered several instances of
duplicate data, which could have compromised the
integrity and accuracy of our analysis. To ensure
that the dataset was of high quality and contained

TABLE II
NEGATIVE LEXICON

Positive words | Polarity Score

B 0.6
33 0.8
AT 0.9
B9y 0.5
TZAT -0.8
3 -0.85

only unique, valid entries, we carefully removed
the duplicates. This step was crucial in refining the
dataset, ensuring that it was clean, consistent, and
well-prepared for subsequent analysis.

b) Tokenization and Normalization:
While processing the reviews, we employed
regular expressions (regexp) to split the
sentences into individual words, a process
known as tokenization. This method allowed
us to efficiently break down the text into
smaller units, or tokens, which are essential
for analyzing and understanding the sentiment
expressed in each review. By utilizing regular
expressions (regexp), we ensured a precise and
effective segmentation of the text. For example:
“©13 (I @B AN FROIE S WId, A (11,
TI36T BHLFF (7ATS!“ [Brother, the shirt was
very nice considering the price and the seller was
good looking], when we tokenized this sentence,
we got a list, as like [“S18" [brother], “csif&BT”
[shirt], “W&" [price], “fRGWE" [considering],
“SIEF" [very], “AIPA" [nice], “HIF” [and],
“GTTIE” [seller], “SI3BI" [brother], “BNeFIF"
[good], “ci4cs!”  [looking!]]. During the
tokenization process, we also incorporated a
normalization step. This step focused on cleaning
the text by removing unnecessary characters, such
as punctuation marks (e.g., 7, 7, 7., 71”7, T@”,
“#°, 7%”), which could potentially introduce
noise into the analysis. In our example, ["(7T4Ca!"
[looking!]] changed to "(MYTS” [looking]].
By eliminating these extraneous symbols, we
ensured that the text was in a more consistent and
standardized form.



¢) Stop Word Removal:

Many words, known as “stop words,” play a role
in sentence structure but do not contribute sig-
nificant meaning, particularly in the context of
sentiment analysis. We gathered a list of these
”stop words” from [21] and incorporated them
into our ”Stop Word Removal” process to enhance
the quality of our analysis. After this step, our
above example look like this: [“S18" [brother],
“csif&BT” [shirt], “AT" [price], “RIE” [consid-
ering], "&EF" [very], “AIPA" [nice], "GTeF"
[seller], “S1RBI" [brother], “BITBE” [good],
"@Ats!” [looking!]].. It can be seen that “&TF"
[and] now doesn’t belong to tokens.

4) Explaination of BSPS Algorithm:

The Bangla Sentiment Polarity Score (BSPS) is an
advanced sentiment analysis algorithm is specifically de-
signed for processing Bengali text which have semantic
meaning and dialect complexities. Leveraging a combi-
nation of LDD and linguistic rules, BSPS evaluates the
sentiment of sentences analyzing key components such
as positive and negative words, negation terms, extreme
modifiers, phrase initiator etc. and by generating score
for each review. The system is adept at handling the
nuances of the Bengali language, including word order
and the impact of conjunctions, phrases, and negations
on sentiment. By utilizing a comprehensive lexicon,
BSPS attempts to provide an accurate sentiment score,
helping to understand the underlying emotional tone of
Bengali texts.

a) Key Components:

1) Positive Lexicons: Words that indicate positive
sentiment (e.g., ”OICT” [good]). experiments.

ii) Negative Lexicons: Words that indicate nega-
tive sentiment (e.g., " QIFI#” [bad]).

iii) Direct Negation Words: Words that negate the
sentiment (e.g., "SI" [no]).

iv) Extreme Words: Words that modify the sen-
timent intensity (e.g., "4I" [very], "Wor8"
[extremely]).

v) Phrases Starting Words: Certain words that is a
starting of phrases (e.g., "Q%", "awat" [so or
that much]) that might affect sentiment based
on the context.

vi) neg-flag: Indicates if a negation word is found,
suggesting that the sentiment might be reversed.

vii) pos-word-flag: Indicates if a positive word has
been identified.

viii) neg-word-flag: Indicates if a negative word has
been identified.

ix) extreme-flag: Indicates if an extreme word (like
"43" [very]) has been identified, suggesting
sentiment amplification.

x) phrase-flag: Tracks the presence of phrase-
initial words that may modify the sentiment of
the sentence.

xi) pure-pos-flag / pure-neg-flag: Flags indicating
whether the current sentiment is purely posi-
tive or negative, without modification by other
factors.

xii) and-flag: Used to track whether the word
"a3"," 3", "|WF" [and or its equivalents] is
present, which might join two positive or neg-
ative words together.

xiii) double-flag: Handles cases where two words

are connected by word like "9Q3JR" [and or its
equivalents].

b) Sentiment Processing Flow:

i) Tokenization and Filtering: The input sentence
is split into individual words (tokens) using a
regular expression that captures word bound-
aries. Stop words (common but unimportant
words like "GTBIS" [also that], "f5f" [he])
are removed from the sentence.

ii) Initialization: The algorithm initializes a senti-
ment score (score = 0) and flags for tracking
various conditions (e.g., neg-flag, pos-word-
flag, etc.).

iii) Processing Each Word: The algorithm iterates
through each word in the filtered sentence and
processes it based on whether it’s found in any
of the predefined lexicons and lists (positive
words, negative words, Direct Negation Words,
Extreme Words etc.).

iv) Handling "AND” Words: If an “and-word”
(like "«QJ2" [and]) is encountered, it triggers
the and-flag. The algorithm looks at the pre-
vious and next words and applies a special
rule for combining their sentiments (e.g., two
positive words joined by “and” might amplify
the sentiment).

v) Handling Phrases: If a phrase-initial word (like
"as", "Quat" [that much)) is found, it trig-
gers the phrase-flag. The algorithm then checks
whether the word after the phrase initial is
positive or negative and applies context-specific
rules (e.g. "d9wICe™ [that much good] might
indicate an intensified positive sentiment).

vi) Handling Extreme Words: If an extreme word
is encountered, it triggers the extreme-flag. Ex-
treme words amplify the sentiment score by a
factor (e.g., "YJ ©IT" [very good] becomes
stronger than just ”SItA” [good]). The algo-
rithm checks if the extreme word is associated
with a positive or negative word, applying the
appropriate multiplier (e.g., "¥3 ©ICT" [very
good] — score * 1.6).

vii) Handling Negation: When a negation word (like



viii)

iX)

"qr", "99" [no or not]) is found, it triggers the
neg-flag. The algorithm applies rules to reverse
the sentiment of the associated word.

Double negation: Double negation logic is also
considered (e.g., "qT IR qT" [goes with-
out saying] can negate the negation).

Final Calculation: While processing all the
words, the algorithm computes and updates the
sentiment score based on each individual word
it encounters, adjusted by rules for negation,
conjunctions, and extremity.

c¢) Example Walk-through:

)

Example-01: Given the sentence
“{ARIG S 8 AL RAI [The food was
not very good and delicious], here’s how the
algorithm processes it:

Tokenization:

The sentence is split into  tokens:

Tokens  after removing stop  words:
Processing the tokens[TABLE-3]:
TABLE III
PROCESS OF EXAMPLE-01
Token Location Score | Calculation
R EIEI None 0 None
LG Positive-Lexicon 0.9 0+0.9
3 and-word 0.9 None
:ﬁ gl i Positive-Lexicon 1.6 0.9+0.7
Bl Direct Negation -1.6 1.6%-1

ii)

For the and-word ” \8 ” [and], we added the in-
dividual scores of ” BITET” [good] and »* 3219 »
[delicious] before applying negation technique
for ” 9T ” [no]. Otherwise, the score would be
like this: (+0.9) + (-0.7*-1) = 1.6, which is
utterly contradictory and incorrect.
Example-02: Given the sentence
" 40o] Il (I [T =Y [So good  that
it can’t be believed], here’s how the algorithm
processes it:

Tokenization: The sentence is split into tokens:
Tokens after removing stop words ['(¥", "=¥":
Processing the tokens[TABLE-4]:

When the algorithm encounters the word
” Qral”, it activates the phrase-flag. As a result,
the direct negation word ” 9T ” does not reverse

TABLE IV
PROCESS OF EXAMPLE-02
Token Location Score Calculation
et Phrase-Initial 0 None
OICT | Positive-Lexicon | 0.9 0+09
ﬁ_‘sﬂ-ﬁ None 0.9 None
7 Direct Negation 2.25 09+09*15

iif)

the sentiment but instead significantly amplifies
the sentiment score. It makes sense as the
sentence AU GILE (F [ T A" [So good
that it can’t be believed] surely implies that the
product is very very good.

Example-03: Given the sentence
"F9MG Y4 IO AAA " [The bag is not
very bad], here’s how the algorithm processes
it

Tokenization: The sentence is split into tokens:

["?ﬂTi‘Iﬁ;", G RIRIC ) R e "Nl

Tokens  after removing stop  words:
G, "R, A, NN
Processing the tokens[TABLE-5]:
TABLE V
PROCESS OF EXAMPLE-03
Token Location Score Calculation
Gk IB None 0 None
?.;[ 1 Extreme Word 0 None
TPl | Negative Lexicon | -1.44 0.9 * 1.6
o7 Direct Negation | 0.36 | -1.44 + (-0.9 * -2)

In this case, we can see that, the sentence
"G YR B0l URIN A" [The bag is not
very bad] essentially conveys the meaning of
"JII51G (FRGT St [The bag is somewhat
good]. Traditional rule-based algorithms typi-
cally fail to account for this contextual interpre-
tation. They would simply calculate "4 ™"
[very bad], and then negate it due to the word
” qT 7 [not], resulting in "ANMG YA I [the
bag is very good], which misrepresents the
actual meaning of the sentence. However, our
Bangla Sentiment Polarity Score(BSPS) algo-
rithm carefully considers the subtle difference
in meaning and incorporates this contextual



nuance which is a coherent feature of Bengali
language to produce the correct sentiment.

BSPS Algorithm
1. FOR each word IN words:
2. IF word IN and word THEN
3. and flag = True
4. ELSEIF word IN phrase_initial THEN
5. phrase_flag = True
6.  ELSE IF word IN extreme words THEN
7. extreme_flag = True
8. ELSE IF word IN direct negation THEN
9. IF double flag THEN
10. double flag = False
11. score += double_score * (-2)
12. ELSE IF phrase flag AND pos word flag THEN
13. score += last_score * (1.5)
14, phrase_flag = False
15. ELSE IF phrase flag AND neg word flag THEN
16. score += last_score * (1.5)
17. phrase_flag = False
18. ELSE IF neg_flag THEN
19. neg_flag = False
20. ELSE IF pos_word flag THEN
21. score += last_score * (-2)
22. last_score *=-1
23. pos_word flag = False
24, neg word_flag = True
25. ELSE IF neg word flag THEN
26. score += last_score * (-2)

Fig. 2. BSPS Algorithm

5) Classification by BSPS:

Once we had generated sentiment scores for each review
in our dataset using the Bengali Sentiment Polarity Scor-
ing (BSPS) algorithm, we undertook a thorough analysis
of these scores. The raw sentiment scores were carefully
evaluated to determine the emotional tone conveyed by
each review. To ensure consistency and comparability
across the reviews, we applied a normalization process
to the scores.

We first normalized the positive sentiment scores, scal-
ing them to a range between 0 and 1, where O represents
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49.
50.
S1.
52.
53.
54.

35.
56.
37
38.
59.
60.
6l.
62.
63.

last score *=-1
neg word flag = False
pos word flag = True
ELSE
neg_flag = True
ELSE IF extreme flag THEN
IF word IN positive lexicon THEN
[F and flag AND pure pos flag THEN
double_score = last_score +
float(positive_lexicon[word])
score += float(positive_lexicon[word])*(1.6)
double flag = True
and flag = False
pure pos flag = False
ELSE
last score = float(positive lexicon[word])
IF neg_flag THEN
last_score *= -1
score += last_score * (0.5)
neg word_flag = True
neg_flag = False
ELSE
score += last_score * (1.6)
pos_word flag = True
neg word flag = False
pure pos flag = True
ELSE IF word IN negative lexicon THEN
IF and flag AND pure neg flag THEN
double score = last score +
float(negative lexicon[word])
score += float(negative lexicon[word])*(1.6)
double flag = True
and flag = False
pure neg flag = False
ELSE
last_score = float(negative lexicon[word])
IF neg_flag THEN
last_score *=-1
score += last_score * (0.5)

Fig. 3. BSPS Algorithm cont.
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pos word flag = True
neg_flag = False
ELSE
score += last_score * (1.6)
neg word flag = True
pos_word flag = False
pure neg_ flag = True
ELSE
No action for non-extreme words

END IF
ELSE
IF word IN positive_lexicon THEN

IF and_flag AND pure pos_flag THEN
double score = last score +
float(positive_lexicon[word])
score += float(positive lexicon[word])
double flag = True
and flag = False
pure pos flag = False
ELSE
last score = float(positive lexicon[word])
IF neg_flag THEN
last score *=-1
score += last_score
neg word_flag = True
neg_flag = False
ELSE
score += last_score
pos word flag = True
neg word_flag = False
pure pos_flag = True

ELSE IF word IN negative lexicon THEN

IF and_flag AND pure neg flag THEN
double score = last_score +
float(negative lexicon[word])
score += float(negative lexicon[word])
double flag = True
and_flag = False
pure neg flag = False
ELSE
last_score = float(negative lexicon[word)])

Fig. 4. BSPS Algorithm cont.

103. IF neg_flag THEN

104. last_score *=-1

105. score += last_score
106. pos _word flag = True
107. neg_flag = False

108. ELSE

109. score += last_score
110. neg_word flag = True
111. pos word flag = False
112. pure neg flag =True
113.  ELSE

114. No action for non-extreme words
115. END FOR

Fig. 5. BSPS Algorithm cont.

the most neutral sentiment, and 1 indicates the most
positive sentiment. Similarly, the negative sentiment
scores were normalized within the range of -1 to O,
where O indicates neutrality and -1 represents the most
negative sentiment. This normalization process allowed
for better clarity and consistency in interpreting the
sentiment values, making them easier to compare and
categorize.

After normalization, we categorized the sentiment of
each review into one of nine distinct classes. These
categories are designed to represent varying degrees of
positive, neutral, and negative sentiment. The categories
are as follows:

a) Extremely Positive: Reviews with scores closest to
1, indicating a highly positive sentiment.

b) Considerably Positive: Reviews with scores in-
dicating strong positivity, but not as intense as
“Extremely Positive.”

c) Positive: Reviews expressing a general positive
sentiment.

d) Slightly Positive: Reviews with a mild positive
sentiment, showing a small preference for positive
emotion.

e) Neutral: Reviews that express no strong positive
or negative emotions, often conveying a balanced
sentiment.

f) Slightly Negative: Reviews with a mild negative
sentiment, indicating a small degree of dissatisfac-
tion.

g) Negative: Reviews with an overall negative senti-
ment.

h) Considerably Negative: Reviews expressing strong
dissatisfaction or negative emotion.

1) Extremely Negative: Reviews with scores closest



6)

to -1, indicating highly negative sentiment.

The purpose of this classification system was to provide
a more detailed and nuanced understanding of user
emotions. Instead of just classifying sentiment into broad
categories like positive” or “negative,” this approach
allowed us to better capture the range of emotions
expressed in the reviews. By breaking down sentiment
into finer categories, we can more accurately assess the
intensity of user feelings, whether they are extremely
positive, mildly negative, or somewhere in between. This
categorization helps create a more granular sentiment
analysis that can offer more precise insights into user
opinions.

BanglaBERT Hyperparameter Optimization on
BSPS classification:

After creating the dataset with the nine sentiment cat-
egories, the next step was to fine-tune BanglaBERT,
a transformer-based language model pre-trained on a
large corpus of Bengali text. With the sentiment classes,
referred to as ”Advanced Sentiments,” generated by our
BSPS algorithm, we created a new dataset that included
an additional ”Advanced Sentiments” column. The steps
that followed were as such:

a) Training and Testing: We divided the new dataset,
which included the nine sentiment categories, into
80% for training and 20% for testing.

b) Preprocessing BanglaBERT: Data preparation
plays a crucial role in machine learning classifi-
cation, as the performance of the model is largely
determined by the quality of the input data [22].
For a transformer-based model like BanglaBERT,
preprocessing ensures that the text is converted
into numerical representations that the model can
understand, maintaining the integrity and meaning
of the original data. Each pre-processing task con-
tributes to ensuring that the model can focus on
learning meaningful patterns in the data, improving
both its efficiency and accuracy during training and
inference.

Here are the main preprocessing tasks per-
formed to prepare the Bengali text for input into
BanglaBERT:

i) Tokenization: The text is divided into
smaller, manageable units (tokens) using the
BanglaBERT tokenizer to ensure the model
can process the text.

ii) Padding: Sequences of different lengths are
standardized by padding them to a fixed length,
making sure all inputs have the same size.

iii) Masking: Padding tokens are masked so that the
model ignores them during training, focusing
only on the actual content of the text.

iv) Label Encoding: The sentiment labels are con-

8) BanglaBERT Hyperparameter

verted into integer values, making them com-
patible with the model’s output layer for clas-
sification tasks.

c) Fine-tuning BanglaBERT: Fine-tuning a pre-
trained model, such as BanglaBERT, is a chal-
lenging process that requires careful adjustment to
ensure effective training.

i) Hyperparameters: During fine-tuning, we tested
10 different sets of learning rates (ranging from
le-5 to 1e-3) and batch sizes (8, 16, and 32) to
identify the optimal model performance.

ii) Training Process: The model was fine-tuned
over three epochs. We used the “Optuna” op-
timizer along with a dynamic learning rate
scheduler and different batch sizes. The goal
was for the model to map input reviews to one
of the nine sentiment categories effectively.

In the Fine-tuning BanglaBERT phase, we utilized
20% of the dataset for each tuning iteration and
collected predictions. Additionally, accuracy and
other performance metrics were recorded at each
step to evaluate and refine the model.

7) BanglaBERT language model for classification:

a) Model Selection: BanglaBERT was fine-tuned to
classify reviews into positive and negative cate-
gories based on sentiment.

b) Fine-Tuning: The model was trained using 8 dif-
ferent sets of learning rate(ranging from le-5 to
le-3) and batch size(8, 16, and 32) combinations
to find the optimal parameters.

c) Probability Output: BanglaBERT generates a prob-
ability score that reflects the likelihood of a review
being positive or negative.

d) Category Derivation: These scores were then sliced
and mapped into one of the 9 sentiment categories.

e) Category Classification: Based on the probabilities,
reviews were categorized into one of the 9 senti-
ment categories.

Optimization on
BanglaBERT classification:

After creating the dataset with the nine sentiment cate-
gories by fine tuning BanglaBERT, the next step was to
evaluate by BanglaBERT. The steps that followed were
as such:

a) Training and Testing: We again divided the new
dataset, which included the nine sentiment cate-
gories, into 80% for training and 20% for testing.

b) Preprocessing BanglaBERT:

The pre-processing tasks performed to prepare the
Bengali text for input into BanglaBERT:

i) Tokenization: The text is divided into
smaller, manageable units (tokens) using the



BanglaBERT tokenizer to ensure the model
can process the text.

ii) Padding: Sequences of different lengths are
standardized by padding them to a fixed length,
making sure all inputs have the same size.

iii) Masking: Padding tokens are masked so that the
model ignores them during training, focusing
only on the actual content of the text.

iv) Label Encoding: The sentiment labels are con-
verted into integer values, making them com-
patible with the model’s output layer for clas-
sification tasks.

c) Fine-tuning BanglaBERT:

i) Hyperparameters: During fine-tuning, we tested
10 different sets of learning rates (ranging from
le-5 to 1e-3) and batch sizes (8, 16, and 32) to
identify the optimal model performance.

ii) Training Process: The model was fine-tuned
over three epochs. We used the “Optuna” op-
timizer along with a dynamic learning rate
scheduler and different batch sizes. The goal
was for the model to map input reviews to one
of the nine sentiment categories effectively.

In the Fine-tuning BanglaBERT phase, we utilized
20% of the dataset for each tuning iteration and
collected predictions. Additionally, accuracy and
other performance metrics were recorded at each
step to evaluate and refine the model.

The model was evaluated using cross-validation techniques
to ensure robustness.

IV. RESULTS

To present the results of our work, we start by analyzing
and evaluating the intermediate outcomes of the classification
processes in both the BSPS and BanglaBERT models. In
this stage, we predicted sentiments (limited to positive and
negative as per the original dataset) for the entire dataset
using: 1) the BSPS algorithm, which provides both sentiment
labels and sentiment polarity scores, and 2) the pre-trained
BanglaBERT model, which outputs probability values from
which we inferred the sentiments for the entire dataset. We
compare the performance of these two methods in predicting
the initial (positive and negative) sentiments. Following this,
we examine the evaluation results and compare the two
approaches used in our study: 1) sentiment classification with
BSPS and evaluation with BanglaBERT, and 2) both sentiment
classification and evaluation using BanglaBERT.

1) Evaluation metrics: In our study, we utilized several
evaluation metrics to assess the performance of our
sentiment classification models, specifically focusing on
precision, recall, and Fl-score[Fig.6]. These metrics
were calculated using the weighted average method,
which takes into account the number of instances for
each class. By applying the weighted average approach,
we were able to ensure that the performance measures

Actual

reflect the distribution of the classes in the dataset,
giving more importance to classes with a higher number
of instances.

TP + TN
Accuracy =
TP + TN + FP + FN
TP
Precision = ———
TP + FP
TP
Recall = ———
TP + FN
Fl-Score — 2 Precision x Recall

Precision + Recall

Fig. 6. Evaluation metrics of the Model

2) Performance of the BSPS Algorithm: In our first
approach of the BSPS algorithm for sentiment classi-
fication, the model achieved an impressive accuracy of
93%, demonstrating its effectiveness in distinguishing
between positive and negative sentiments. The algorithm
produced both sentiment labels and polarity scores for
the entire dataset, ensuring alignment with the original
dataset’s classification. The BSPS algorithm’s strong
performance metrics underscore its reliability and po-
tential as an advanced tool for sentiment analysis.

The following figures[Fig.7, Fig.8] illustrate the perfor-
mance of the model:
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Fig. 7. Confusion Matrix of Performance of the BSPS Algorithm



Class Precision Recall F1-Score Support
negative 0.68 0.81 0.74 1847
positive 0.97 0.95 0.96 13183
Accuracy 0.93 15030
Macro Avg 0.82 0.88 0.85 15030
Weighted Avg |0.94 0.93 0.93 15030

Although BanglaBERT is a powerful tool, it may not
be as good at handling the subtle distinctions between
closely related sentiment categories as BSPS. The fol-
lowing figure[Fig.11] illustrates the comparison of the
two models’ performance in the intermediate level:

Actual

Negative

Positive

Fig. 8. Performance Matrics of Performance of the BSPS Algorithm

3) Performance of the BanglaBERT (intermediate): In

the intermediate phase of our study, we applied the
BanglaBERT model for sentiment classification, focus-
ing on positive and negative sentiment labels. The model
achieved an accuracy of 88%, showcasing its ability
to correctly classify sentiment in a substantial portion
of the dataset. BanglaBERT produced precise sentiment
labels and corresponding polarity scores, which were
analyzed to evaluate its effectiveness. Despite a strong
performance, the metrics indicate potential areas for
improvement compared to the BSPS algorithm. Overall,
BanglaBERT demonstrated solid performance, making
it a valuable tool for sentiment analysis in the Bangla
language.

The following figures[Fig.9, Fig.10] illustrate the per-
formance of the model:
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Fig. 9. Confusion Matrix of Performance of BanglaBERT (intermediate)

Metric BanglaBERT BSPS Algorithm
Accuracy 0.88 0.93

Macro Avg

Precision 0.44 0.82

Recall 0.50 0.88

F1-Score 0.47 0.85

Weighted Avg

Precision 0.77 0.94

Recall 0.88 0.93

F1-Score 0.82 0.93

Class Precision Recall F1-Score Support
negative 0.00 0.00 0.00 1847
positive 0.00 1.00 0.936 13183
Accuracy 0.88 15030
Macro Avg 0.44 0.50 0.47 15030
Weighted Avg | 0.77 0.88 0.82 15030

Fig. 10. Performance Matrics of Performance of BanglaBERT (intermediate)

Fig. 11. Comparison of Performance of BSPS and BanglaBERT (intermedi-

4) Performance Comparison: BSPS (classification) +

BanglaBERT (evaluation) and BanglaBERT (classi-
fication) + BanglaBERT (evaluation):

The results indicate that BanglaBERT (classification)
+ BanglaBERT (evaluation) underperforms compared
to BSPS (classification) + BanglaBERT (evaluation)
across all evaluation metrics, including accuracy (89%
vs. 79%), weighted precision (0.89 vs. 0.69), weighted
recall (0.89 vs. 0.79), and weighted Fl-score (0.89
vs. 0.73). This suggests that the combination of us-
ing the BSPS algorithm for classification followed by
BanglaBERT for evaluation yields better performance
overall. For BSPS (classification) + BanglaBERT (evalu-
ation): The best performance was achieved with learning
rate = 1.4e-5 and batch size = 32. For BanglaBERT
(classification) + BanglaBERT (evaluation): The best
performance was achieved with learning rate = 1.8e-
4 and batch size = 16. The BSPS algorithm’s lower
learning rate (1.4e-5) and larger batch size (32) likely
contribute to more stable training and more accurate
sentiment predictions. In contrast, the BanglaBERT-only
pipeline, with a higher learning rate (1.8e-4) and smaller
batch size (16), may have struggled with effective
learning, which impacted its predictive performance.
This comparison underscores the advantage of lever-
aging the BSPS algorithm for the initial classification
step while using BanglaBERT for evaluation, although
further optimization of BanglaBERT’s hyperparameters
could improve its results when used alone.

The fig.12 illustrates the comparison of performances of
the two models.



Metric BSPS (classification) + BanglaBERT (classification)
BanglaBERT (evaluation) | + BanglaBERT (evaluation)

Learning Rate | 1.4e-5 1.8e-4

Batch Size 32 16

Accuracy 89% 79%

Weighted

- 0.89 0.69

Precision

Weighted
0.89 0.79

Recall

Weighted

F1-Score 0.89 0.73

Fig. 12. Final Performance comparison: BSPS+BanglaBERT vs

BanglaBERT+BanglaBERT

V. CONCLUSION

The results of this study reveal that our proposed model,
which combines a rule-based algorithm with a pre-trained
language model, offers significant advantages for sentiment
analysis in Bengali. Specifically, Pipeline 1, which used the
Bangla Sentiment Polarity Score (BSPS) algorithm followed
by fine-tuning with BanglaBERT, achieved higher accuracy
in classifying sentiment into 9 distinct categories compared
to Pipeline 2, which used only the fine-tuned BanglaBERT
model.

This highlights the effectiveness of the hybrid approach,
where the BSPS algorithm efficiently pre-processes and cat-
egorizes reviews into broader sentiment categories, setting a
strong foundation for the subsequent detailed analysis with
BanglaBERT. The integration leads to better performance,
quicker learning, and more accurate results. Pipeline 2, while
effective for binary classification tasks, showed limitations
in handling complex multi-category sentiment analysis and
may need further optimization for enhanced performance in
nuanced sentiment classifications.

VI. FUTURE WORK

Future improvements could involve experimenting with
more sophisticated pre-trained models like mBERT or XLM-
R, which might offer better performance by leveraging mul-
tilingual understanding and broader linguistic nuances. Addi-
tionally, integrating the outputs of Pipeline 1 and Pipeline 2
through ensemble techniques could create a hybrid model that
harnesses the strengths of both approaches, leading to more
robust sentiment analysis across different types of data and
scenarios.
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