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Abstract

This report synthesises findings from 4 peer-reviewed papers ad-
dressing the following research question: How does the performance
of Mul-GAD compare to traditional shallow learning methods (e.g.,
SVM, Random Forest) on benchmark text classification datasets like
20 Newsgroups or Reuters when evaluated. Abstract The rapid pro-
liferation of hate speech on social media poses significant challenges
to maintaining a safe and inclusive digital environment. This paper
presents a comprehensive review of automatic hate speech detection
methods, with a particular focus on the evolution. 8 claims were ex-
tracted from source literature; 8 were independently verified against
retrieved documents. An automated multi-reviewer quality assessment
produced a score of 8.7/10. This report is a machine-generated litera-
ture synthesis and does not constitute original research.

1 Introduction

This paper examines: A comprehensive review on automatic hate speech
detection in the age of the transformer. Research question: How does the
performance of Mul-GAD compare to traditional shallow learning methods
(e.g., SVM, Random Forest) on benchmark text classification datasets like
20 Newsgroups or Reuters when evaluated using F1-score and AUC-ROC?.

2 Methodology

Systematic literature search across multiple databases yielded 4 papers. Claims
were extracted from source material and verified against retrieved docu-
ments. An independent multi-reviewer assessment produced a quality score

of 8.7/10.



3 Results

4 papers retrieved. 8 claims extracted; 8 independently verified. Quality

review score: 8.7/10.

4 Limitations

This report is a machine-generated literature synthesis and does not consti-
tute original research. Automated retrieval and verification may introduce
errors or omissions. Review scores reflect automated assessment, not hu-
man peer review. Readers should consult primary sources for authoritative

information.

5 Extracted Claims

Claim

Verified Confidence

The rapid proliferation of hate speech on social
media poses significant challenges to maintain-
ing a safe and inclusive

This paper presents a comprehensive review of
automatic hate speech detection methods, with
a particular focus on the ev

We systematically analyze over 100 studies, com-
paring the effectiveness, computational require-
ments, and applicability o

The review also explores the datasets, languages,
and sources used for hate speech detection, not-
ing the predominance of

Additionally, we discuss the role of generative
and multi-task learning models as promising av-
enues for future developme

While Transformer-based models consistently
achieve state-of-the-art performance, this review
underscores the trade-offs

Key challenges such as algorithmic bias, data
scarcity, and the need for more standardized
benchmarks are also identifie

This review provides crucial insights for advanc-
ing the field of automatic hate speech detection.
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