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Token-Based Classification and Dataset Construction
for Detecting Modified Profanity

Sungmin Ko' - Youhyun Shin'’

ABSTRACT

Traditional profanity detection methods have limitations in identifying intentionally altered profanities. This paper introduces a new
method based on Named Entity Recognition, a subfield of Natural Language Processing. We developed a profanity detection technique
using sequence labeling, for which we constructed a dataset by labeling some profanities in Korean malicious comments and conducted
experiments. Additionally, to enhance the model's performance, we augmented the dataset by labeling parts of a Korean hate speech
dataset using one of the large language models, ChatGPT, and conducted training. During this process, we confirmed that filtering the
dataset created by the large language model by humans alone could improve performance. This suggests that human oversight is still

necessary in the dataset augmentation process.
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2) Token alignment
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3) Hyperparameter
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Table 1. Token-based Labeling Example

= of o] ZBAM7Z| A==
T A T e T 0
okenizing e
Label (o', '0', 'B-FW', 'I-FW', 'I-FW', 'I-FW',
4 'B-FW', 'I-FW', 'O')
Table 2. Hyperparameter

Learning rate le-04
Batch Size 32

Epoch 10

Adam epsilon 1e-08
Warmup ratio 0.1
Weight Decay 0.01

1) huggingface.co/docs/transformers/tasks/token_classification
2) github.com/Beomi/KcELECTRA

HAE HIH0 HXE /e EZ 7|80 27 F H0[EA 183

3.2 Hio[EAl 2=

1) g=to] oy iz tlolHAl

WA H]&o] &2 2Y §53 {9 GitHuboll & §=of
ord g2 d|o|EAl(korean-malicious-comments-dataset3))
< AH8sto] glolElAlS 553t HlolHA 5 O(negative)
o= folEd H 5000719 S EFUolA g S Q=
H|&o7l 23ke EEE Zol folEYsHa, ol sl
GUI Z213E &85t

a

goleAle] £4 e 9o Bt 712 Aoen

olgde AystAt, 1 /1Ee thewt Pt

) Hl4o] AR ol Besa, 1 o) Wes B A
So] ofyl Holt dlo2 54 et
A 00%, B, A 5

b) AEAR BE Hldolt A%
o =E WA 5

o) THE wolst A% HlSoll dolZstA ekt
o PYAMBCE 9u)), ASCIERE o) 5

2) ?=of g el glo[HAl
0% ChatGPTE &-83t9] dole33} HPH vl
£ AA457] A3l Hugging Faceoll Q1& 3H=to] g2 dhel g
O]Eiﬁ‘Geanlee/kmhas korean_hate_speech®)Z A&-5}3]tt.
79,000719] st5 HlolEM - H|&ol7t 2td 2FE FEF
AL F, °F 5000709 £FE FEL 5 AU ChatGPTE
ZE3 FolEH S sl vt B2 TFEZES ARSSIITH

"ot $£ 55 2 RERCHEARYC| A 553"

1f|o]x]: 79/88
s

i)

HHE

A

ey

petdol

P A

a3

HH=

o) HO|X|

g_',E_l_f‘;:'r’OOO

00001

o2 HOIX|

Fig. 1. GUI Program
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Fig. 2. Labeling Prompt

3) github.com/ZIZUN/korean-malicious-comments—dataset
4) huggingface.co/datasets/jeanlee/kmhas_korean_hate_speech
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gloj=2 '0','B-FW",'I-FW" O] A|7kX| 7} Lo,

'FW'= H|Z0{E 0jstn 'B'= H|Z0{7t AIEE = B,

I'E H|&019] AR HiQls £3, 'O’ & HIS0{7} ot EES olOjs.
FO|T GAI M BE < HIS0E HOobA 20|27 siF.

[eilAl]
text: ['M[', "#&HE, QY e R HEE R S T e
VLIQE Y, e, R, BES, A O, HATE, , HET]
label: ('B-FW', 'I-FW', "I-FW', 0", '0', '0', ‘0", '0", 'O, '0, '0", '0", '0",
'04'0% '0% 0% "0%;'0;'0":'0", 10Y)

... (k=5)
text:{encoded}
label:

Eft: {label}

Fig. 3. Prompt Example (k=5)

Table 3. Example of Labeling Using ChatGPT

=& AR A7) A A= 1

[AES, AL, A, A AL

Tokenizing s ol

Label (0, 'B-FW', 'O, 'B-FW', 'T-FW', 'I-FW', '0")

Table 4. Example of Incorrect Labeling

&9 o] Aoz FojEe] EAA HA &2 B¢

[d=dlol, ', 'd&2o], ', Ao, ",
ARRZY, AR, e, ), AR
HEE, AL, QoA e, RS
s, 7 el UH aele o,
Tokenizing ‘g, Yoy, 'R, #EsE, AR, opar,
AR, e, e
B0/ 1= AR [ I

SO HIE
opyal, 'mlFl', 'oiQl', '##ES], B, gl
K
(o, 'o, 'o, o, ‘0, o, o, o, o, o),
‘o, ‘o, ‘o, o, o, oY, o, oY, o, o),
‘o, 'o, ‘o, ‘o, o, o, o, o, o, o),
‘o, 'o, ‘o, ‘o, o, o, o, o, o, 'O,
‘o, ‘o, ‘o, o, o, oY o, oY, o, o),
Label | .

o, 'o, 'o, ‘0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,

‘o, 'o, ‘o, ‘o, o, o, o o, o, 'O,

‘o, ‘oY, ‘o, o, o, oY o, oY, o, o),

‘o, 'o, ‘o, ‘o, o, o, o, o, o, oY
‘0, 'o, 'o, o, o, o

ETuolq 4 dojet ol Zol7t 24 @2 3¢

[, o, I sl MRS AL #Ew

Tokenizing ! UeF ] - o] 10

(0, 'B-FW', 'I-FW', 'O', 'O', 'O', 'B-FW',

Label : R
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2 A A8 AL HumanGPTE H7|sHth  ESH
ChatGPTE o84l #ol&d ¥ QIzto] E|HE Hlo[EHAlS
A8t A B2l 5 F7Foto] 716K, AR8RE g5 Hlo]
E19] 5 A ®715H3iT

AJA]) HumanGPT _f 4300: Humane] GUI Z&2 13e &g
ofo] 217 Fo]&]st HolElol|, ChatGPTE ©|-85f =olE
S Ze 3t glo|gAlez SFAZ] glo|gAlolH Sl HlolE]
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1) Human Labeling

HA] Abgo] A ol EF3t HolEAlTkS: ARESto] H&of
A e 352 APt 3.2.1004 53 HolHAE &
Z} 8:1:19] H]&Z train(4,000), validation(500), test(500) set
O }ro] ARESIY O, ChatGPT HlolElAlZe] vlnE ¢
5Fo] 3000, 3007H9] train setoZT A¥L FPoFHT)
validation, test set< O]F AYJME FUsHA AREslHTt.

2) ChatGPT Labeling

022 & ChatGPTE &85 #olEJrt tlolEMlE ARE:
sto] H&o] B2 B ok5-S AFstich 3.2.2004 F+53
3,00078<] d|o]E|Al(ChatGPT_3000)x, 1 Z Akgol 28 &
B2 3t 300719 Hlo|EIA(ChatGPT_f_300) train set®
2 AREsHth EHS A5 7152 3.2.29] a), b), o °]
ot A v WS 93] validationd} test set> Table 59} &
A3t HlolEE o]-&s3irt

Table 5. Statistics on Human Labeled Dataset

dataset train validation test
Human_4000 4,000 500 500
Human_3000 3,000 500 500
Human_300 300 500 500




Table 6. Statistics on ChatGPT Labeled Dataset

dataset train validation test
GPT_3000 3,000 500 500
GPT_f 300 300 500 500

3) Human+ChatGPT Labeling
=28 ChatGPTE 5747t HolHAlS ARE-Sto] Hl&of

22 ndS shgobglnt. QIzto]l "WE|HEE ChatGPT dlolE
A 3007H(ChatGPT_f_300)2+ 3,0007§2] ChatGPT ®|e]EAl
(ChatGPT_3000) % 2912 AMEJe dHloleAl 3007H
(ChatGPT_300)5 Ar&-31om, 7o) 73-%-of sl 1007 &
R Yol AES XYoot

npAlet o 2 S HlolE 7t BEE 249 4ol A
S7ke=A gRlsky] fls "ERSA g2 3,000709]
ChatGPT HloIEAZ& 500714 =17HH vl&o] gx] e of
S XYt

AN ARGRH mEo] BIEAER Fl scoreE ARSI
F1 score= AU (Precision)?} A @&(Recal)o] %3}t FHS
et H7HA 2R, golgAlY] Exto] g o E9] §-&
gt Aot} & =FolA AMgSh= el H-$- Hl&of
B 7121 B-FW, I-FW ©j71o] ®]s} O=f19] H]&o] A =2
E4r3 dlolEAle]7] e 2o BIIXHE Fl scores
AM&-SFRATE

Table 7. Statistics on Human Labeled Dataset with Data
Augmentation(ChatGPT Filtered Dataset)

dataset train validation test
HumanGPT_f_4100 | 4,000+100 500 500
HumanGPT_f_4200 | 4,000+200 500 500
HumanGPT_f_4300 | 4,000+300 500 500

Table 8. Statistics on Human Labeled Dataset with Data

HH HIEH BXE fet B2 7|89 27 2 HO0HM 185

Precision — True Positive (TP) (1)
cason True Positive (TP) + Fulse Positive (FP)
_ True Positive (TP)
fecall = True Positive(TP) + Folse Negative (FIN) (2)
Precision X Recall
Flscore =2 Precision+ Recall ®)

4.2 A At
Age 7 mdoj tisle] 10K APstH o mdof o
B Fl scoreg AHESHY] J5& H|WsHAT

%

1) Human Labeling
QlI7to] o] &St dlo|EAle] -9 do|EjAle] 7] B]

3t Fl1 scored: ¥& 4 AT

2) ChatGPT Labeling

ChatGPT7} #lo| &7 3t vlo]g Aol 7% F1 score?} Hlo]
E|A9] =7]0] BlFstA] gal, @5]2 tf A2 o HolEAl
o7 &Rt BdoA o £2 A9E HIth

ojuf digd HH(ChatGPT _f 300) Fig. 49+ Zo] 23]
QI7to] HolEHTE FUZ T719] HolHAlET £2 J5=
Halh ol HolEAl 54 TgolA Q7Y =3 AT
o] 83 YEhdTh

Table 10. Experimental Result on Human Labeled Dataset

dataset train F1 score
Human_4000 4,000 0.8693
Human_3000 3,000 0.7962
Human_300 300 0.5346

Table 11. Experimental Result on ChatGPT Labeled Dataset

Augmentation(ChatGPT Random Sampled Dataset) —— — il seona

dataset train validation test GPT_3000 3,000 0.1826

HumanGPT 4100 4,000+100 500 500 GPT_f_300 300 0.5893
HumanGPT_4200 4,000+200 500 500
HumanGPT_4300 4,000+300 500 500

Table 9. Statistics on Human Labeled Dataset with Data

Augmentation(ChatGPT All Dataset)

dataset train validation test
HumanGPT 4500 4,000+500 500 500
HumanGPT_5000 4,000+1,000 500 500
HumanGPT_5500 4,000+1,500 500 500
HumanGPT_6000 4,000+2,000 500 500
HumanGPT_6500 4,000+2,500 500 500
HumanGPT_7000 4,000+3,000 500 500

F1_score

300 3000
# of Dataset

Fig. 4. Compares the F1 Score with Different Numbers of

Human and ChatGPT Dataset
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3) Human+ChatGPT Labeling

Q1zro] glo] &3t HolE M} ChatGPT7} o] &3t
o|E|AlS A AbEShe S BEIFR HolEAlY AL V&
Hd(human_ 40000 A5°] HlsHAY o F4E 20
Boow E3| humangpt f 41009 7% B+ 0.899] F1
score® 7|5t 13y YEHE 1A &2 HolEAlS
deol 7|& RdET HojR= AE Hth

ol¢t 22 A7t Yo olfe BES 5414 of ZF
FEA k2 golgAl F W2 F49 dlojg7}t ZE9lS
¥ To|2& Agsto] oy 52 Holxer] wEolth
AA R ZF Bdo] 53 AldEketd Y-S o1 &2 Tl
o|FAlO & ShEAl7|= A Aol F45H ¢t FolA= 4
S5 =1 & Qlth

E3t HEHSHA] &2 ChatGPT dlo]E]A(GPT_3000)
500714 F=7kel7 e5AIX1 At dlo]'Ale] Tt 7t
45 dso] sttete 295 HRld ol rRIVIAIR o
o[gjAlo] 745 FEPHA 2 oAl Hl&o] F
7¥stod 1o whet 23hE W2 49| HoE 7} ko] 2E &
£5}7] wjZolth

Table 12. Experimental result on Human and ChatGPT
Constructed Dataset

0.85

o=
@
S

F1_score

10.75

070

0.65

T T T T T T
4500 5000 5500 6000 6500 Toan
# of HumanGPT Dataset

Fig. 6. HumanGPT F1 Score Relative to the Number of
Dataset without Filtering

4.3 HIE0 X
7F &2 Fl scoreE 7]&3%F HumanGPT f 4100 &S A}
23lo] ofg] oA B & vi&olE &9 Bk, I A=

chet 2o,

ARG 12 o) W Fipehs vlbole] ARE ‘o
o JEHoR UPAPOZA ol FAS Sush 3S
o thste] visolE A Ws) YARE AT S 9k

dataset train F1 score A5] I3RS i}% @' e
HumanGPT_ f_4100 4,000+100 0.8938
HumanGPT._{_4200 4,000+200 0.8719 Table 13. Example of Extracting Profanity from a Sentence
HumanGPT_f 4300 4,000+300 0.8743
- - & JE= ‘63 =
HumanGPT_4100 4,000+100 0.7758 ANER 1 - HFoie I dINVI= B
HumanGPT_4200 4,000+200 0.8374 2y Fe/EREY 25HEHA § Eo Rk A
HumanGPT_4300 4,0004300 0.8239 7 Haepal Apstd ol ==
A & o (score:0.8533)
ANEZ 2 - HI&] T 547155 ¥E B
090 é I'1ea| 0.8693 A@#dr SahatoA 7o wrAEtd A7
ons { T =L v |Fe £O= Wol 3 ARE e 2t AR &
A7 a8
0.80
Py Al@#%(score:0.7371)
g | e ANEF 3 - WEoE N WO WL B
2 070 - e ojiolata 17} ol Zoluf A 2L s
0.65 oy 25T A4t S ol o ¢ o|EFoluf? A Sht=
T |2 o v Aga Fu of o) 2 BAlsiA bl
, AR A . _ Hol s}
0.55 ° A5 Al 8](score:0.9208) ,Z=-&FHscore:0.9302),
3592~ b = "] 21 A (score:0.96489)
1 . [ aNgz 4 - wsos 24 52z dA%E 3%
. QQQ iﬁ“ . t',',_}caQ »,‘)@ ,.L:P P '\EYI:XO]'I ;51]%‘(:"] ‘sﬁa‘ 18 ;ﬂu}i
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