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Abstract—Mathematical Word Problems (MWPs) are among
the most challenging tasks in natural language processing be-
cause they require both linguistic understanding and multi-step
numerical reasoning. While Chain-of-Thought (CoT) prompting
has shown promise, its linear structure often propagates er-
rors, limiting overall effectiveness. To address this limitation,
we present the a systematic study of Tree-of-Thought (ToT)
reasoning for Bengali MWPs using the SOMADHAN dataset.
Owing to computational and token-cost constraints, we evaluate
a curated set of 100 representative problems across multiple
large language models (LLMs), including GPT-OSS and LLaMA
variants, under standard prompting, CoT, and ToT strategies.
Our results show that CoT improves baseline accuracy from
78% (standard prompting) to 83% on average, while ToT further
increases performance by up to 5 percentage points, achiev-
ing 88% accuracy with GPT-OSS-120B. These improvements
highlight that ToT is particularly effective in medium-to-large-
scale models but may offer less advantage for smaller ones.
Overall, our findings establish ToT as a robust framework for
solving mathematical problems in low-resource languages such
as Bengali. More broadly, this study shows that structured
reasoning methods like ToT can provide more reliable and
globally consistent outcomes than CoT, paving the way for better
reasoning strategies in multilingual NLP.

Index Terms—Math Word Problems, Large Language Models,
CoT, ToT, Low-Resource Language

I. INTRODUCTION

Mathematical Word Problems (MWPs) are among the most
demanding tasks in natural language processing (NLP), as
they require simultaneous comprehension of natural language,
identification of numerical relationships, and multi-step logical
reasoning. In recent years, large language models (LLMs)
have demonstrated remarkable improvements in solving such
problems through advanced prompting techniques. Among
these, Chain-of-Thought (CoT) prompting has proven effective
by guiding models to generate intermediate reasoning steps
before producing a final answer. However, CoT follows a
single linear reasoning trajectory, and an early error within
this chain often propagates throughout the solution process,
resulting in an incorrect final outcome.

This limitation has motivated the development of more
structured reasoning paradigms. One such approach is Tree-
of-Thought (ToT) reasoning, which enables a model to ex-
plore multiple candidate reasoning paths in parallel, evaluate

intermediate steps, and dynamically revise or select the most
consistent solution. By introducing branching and backtrack-
ing mechanisms, ToT provides a more flexible and globally
consistent reasoning framework than conventional linear ap-
proaches.

Although structured reasoning methods such as CoT and
ToT have demonstrated success on English-language bench-
marks, including GSM8K and MATH, research focusing on
low-resource languages, particularly Bengali, remains limited.
The recent release of the SOMADHAN dataset, which con-
tains 8,792 complex Bengali MWPs accompanied by step-by-
step solutions, has created a valuable opportunity to investigate
advanced reasoning strategies in this linguistic context. How-
ever, existing studies on Bengali MWPs have primarily relied
on CoT or direct prompting, and to the best of our knowledge,
Tree-of-Thought reasoning has not yet been systematically
evaluated for Bengali mathematical problems.

In this paper, we present the first comprehensive exploration
of Tree-of-Thought reasoning for Bengali MWPs. Using a
representative subset of the SOMADHAN dataset, we evaluate
several large language models under standard prompting,
Chain-of-Thought, and Tree-of-Thought strategies. The pri-
mary objectives of this study are to investigate: (i) the extent
to which ToT improves performance over CoT for Bengali
MWPs, (ii) the influence of model scale on the effectiveness
of ToT, and (iii) the types of problems that benefit most from
structured, tree-based reasoning.

Through this analysis, we aim to establish a benchmark
for structured reasoning in the Bengali language and highlight
the broader potential of Tree-of-Thought frameworks for low-
resource and multilingual NLP applications.

Motivated by these findings, this study presents a system-
atic study of Tree-of-Thought reasoning for Bengali MWPs.
Using the SOMADHAN dataset as a benchmark, we evaluate
state-of-the-art LLMs, including GPT-4o, GPT-3.5, LLaMA-3,
and Llama-4 under both CoT and ToT prompting strategies.
Specifically, we investigate three key questions: (i) to what
extent does ToT improve reasoning accuracy over CoT in
Bengali MWPs; (ii) how do different LLMs vary in their
ability to exploit ToT reasoning; and (iii) what types of MWPs
benefit most from tree-structured reasoning. (iv) how does the
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একটি সাপের মাথা তার দৈর্ঘ্যে র এক
দশমাংশ। যদি একটি সাপ ১০ ফু ট লম্বা
হয়, তবে তার মাথা বাদে শরীরের বাকি

অংশের দৈর্ঘ্য  নির্ণ য় করুন।

 ৯

Standard Prompting

একটি সাপের মাথা তার দৈর্ঘ্যে র এক
দশমাংশ। যদি একটি সাপ ১০ ফু ট লম্বা
হয়, তবে তার মাথা বাদে শরীরের বাকি

অংশের দৈর্ঘ্য  নির্ণ য় করুন।

সাপের মাথার দৈর্ঘ্য  হলো সাপের
মোট দৈর্ঘ্যে র এক দশমাংশ।

তাই সাপের মাথার দৈর্ঘ্য
১\১০​×১০=১ ফু ট

সাপের শরীরের বাকি অংশের
দৈর্ঘ্য  = মোট দৈর্ঘ্য  – মাথার দৈর্ঘ্য ।

সাপের মোট দৈর্ঘ্য  = ১০ ফু ট।

অর্থা ৎ, ১০ – ১ = ৯ ফু ট।

 ৯

CoT Prompting

একটি সাপের মাথা তার দৈর্ঘ্যে র
এক দশমাংশ। যদি একটি সাপ ১০
ফু ট লম্বা হয়, তবে তার মাথা বাদে
শরীরের বাকি অংশের দৈর্ঘ্য  নির্ণ য়

করুন।

ToT Prompting

মাথা = মোট
দৈর্ঘ্য  ÷ ১০০

 সাপের মোট দৈর্ঘ্য

কত? → ১০ ফু ট

শরীরের দৈর্ঘ্য  =
মোট দৈর্ঘ্য  –

মাথার দৈর্ঘ্য

মোট দৈর্ঘ্য  =
১০ ফু ট

মাথা = (১/১০) ×
১০ = ০.১  ফু ট

শরীর = ১০ – ১ =
৯ ফু ট

১০ ৯ ০.১

 ৯

Fig. 1. Comparison of Standard Prompting, Chain-of-Thought (CoT) Prompting, and Tree-of-Thought (ToT) Prompting in Bengali Mathematical Reasoning

number of few-shot examples influence the effectiveness of
CoT in Bengali MWPs. Through this comparative analysis,
we aim to establish a new benchmark for reasoning in low-
resource languages and demonstrate the value of ToT beyond
English-centric datasets. The main contributions of this paper
are as follows:

1) We introduce the ToT-based evaluation framework for
Bengali mathematical word problems.

2) We applied various few-shot prompting strategies to
further analyze CoT, aiming to determine the optimal
number of examples required for better accuracy.

3) We provide a comparative analysis of CoT and ToT
prompting across several LLMs, showing that ToT
achieves superior accuracy, particularly for complex
multi-step MWPs.

4) We release benchmark results and analysis to foster
further research on reasoning in low-resource languages.

II. RELATED WORK

Our review encompasses a diverse set of contributions
from the domains of language model reasoning, and Bangla
natural language processing. In what follows, we analyze each
study in terms of its core approach, dataset utilization, and
empirical performance, thereby identifying the research gaps
that motivate our own work.

Liang et al. [1] presented a theoretical foundation for Chain-
of-Thought (CoT) reasoning by modeling it as a Markov

process and analyzing it through information theory. Us-
ing datasets such as e-SNLI, ANLI, CommonsenseQA, and
SVAMP, they demonstrated that CoT prompting significantly
boosts reasoning accuracy. For instance, few-shot arithmetic
reasoning accuracy improved from 4% to 70% with one
example and up to 90% with four, far surpassing direct
prompting.

Xu et al. [2] investigated the impact of context length
on math word problem solving by introducing the Extended
Grade-School Math (E-GSM) dataset. They evaluated four
proprietary and four open-source LLMs under CoT prompting
and found that performance degraded significantly on longer
MWPs. To address this, they proposed Condition-Retrieving
Instruction (CoRe) for proprietary models and auxiliary-task
fine-tuning for open-source models, achieving notable accu-
racy gains across E-GSM, GSM-IC, and SVAMP. I another
study, Long [3] proposed the Large Language Model Guided
Tree-of-Thought (ToT) framework, enhancing reasoning by
augmenting LLMs with a prompter, checker, memory, and ToT
controller. The system was applied to Sudoku puzzle solving,
where it significantly outperformed standard CoT by enabling
backtracking and multi-path exploration. Results demonstrated
a higher success rate in complex reasoning tasks compared to
linear prompting.

In the domain of Graph-of-Thoughts, Bai et al. [4] in-
troduced SaGoT (Self-attention-based Graph-of-Thought), a
decoding method that enables LLMs to generate reasoning
steps in a graph structure instead of linear chains. Unlike



prompting-based graph methods, SaGoT modifies the trans-
former’s self-attention to construct a reasoning graph during
inference. Experiments showed consistent accuracy improve-
ments in solving complex math problems while enhancing
interpretability.

Zhu et al. [5] proposed LONGREPS, a process-supervised
framework designed to enhance long-context reasoning in
LLMs through Chain-of-Thought (CoT) path supervision.
Using the MuSiQue dataset as the primary benchmark, the
method combines self-sampling of reasoning paths with a
novel quality assessment protocol emphasizing answer correct-
ness, source faithfulness, and intrinsic consistency. Experimen-
tal results demonstrated substantial gains, with LLaMA-3.1-8B
improving by +13.6 points and Qwen-2.5-7B by +3.8 points
on MuSiQue, and average improvements of +9.3/+8.1 across
diverse QA tasks in LongBenchV1 and V2, confirming the
effectiveness of reasoning path supervision for long-context
tasks .

Taurpa et al. [6] presented Shomikoron, a dataset of
3,430 Bangla mathematical statements paired with equations.
The goal was to support equation extraction in Bangla, a
low-resource language. Transformer-based models including
BanglaBERT and XLM-RoBERTa were applied, achieving an
accuracy of 98.95%, thereby establishing Shomikoron as a
high-quality benchmark for Bangla mathematical text pro-
cessing. Likewise, Era at al. [7], presented PatiGonit dataset,
establishing a foundation for systematic research on Ben-
gali mathematical text by introducing a standardized bench-
mark for model evaluation. It facilitated exploration of both
transformer-based architectures and neural machine translation
(NMT) approaches for converting natural language problem
statements into formal mathematical equations.

Noguer i Alonso [8] developed a unified theoretical frame-
work for Chain-of-Thought (CoT) and Tree-of-Thought (ToT)
reasoning in transformers. Using tools from computational
complexity, measure theory, and numerical analysis, the study
provided formal proofs of CoT’s ability to expand transformer
expressiveness and ToT’s capacity for branching search. Em-
pirical validation on the ARC dataset confirmed up to 6×
improvements in reasoning with optimized test-time strategies.
Sprague et al. [9] conducted a meta-analysis of over 100
CoT studies and additional experiments across 20 datasets
with 14 LLMs. Their findings showed that CoT provides
substantial gains primarily in math and symbolic reasoning
tasks, with improvements of 12.3% on math and 14.2% on
symbolic datasets, but minimal benefits on commonsense or
encyclopedic tasks. This suggests CoT should be applied
selectively to domains requiring formal computation.

Despite notable progress in mathematical NLP, research on
Bangla math word problems remains limited. Existing studies
primarily rely on Chain-of-Thought (CoT) prompting, which
improves reasoning but has clear limitations. To the best of
our knowledge, Tree-of-Thought (ToT) reasoning has not yet
been applied in this domain, presenting a valuable opportunity
for developing more structured and effective problem-solving
approaches.

III. METHODOLOGY

We evaluate Bengali math word problems using the SO-
MADHAN dataset and a range of large language models. An
illustration of our proposed methodology is given in Figure 2.

Data Collection

Load Dataset

Model Selection

Open Source
LLMs

Prompting

Evaluation

Comparative
Analysis

Fig. 2. Proposed Methodology

A. Dataset

For this work, we employ the SOMADHAN dataset [10],
which contains 8,792 Bengali complex mathematical word
problems with solutions in CSV format. Each entry consists of
two fields: a question written in Bengali and a corresponding
answer that provides a solved solution. The answers are
structured to include both intermediate reasoning steps and
the final result, where intermediate calculations are marked
and the final solution is explicitly indicated with the pre-
fix. Unlike earlier Bengali mathematical resources that focus
primarily on entity recognition or equation extraction, this
dataset emphasizes complex word problems with step-by-step
reasoning. As such, it provides a valuable benchmark for
evaluating reasoning-oriented models and is particularly suited
to exploring advanced strategies like Tree-of-Thought (ToT),
which has not yet been applied in this domain. An example
of the SOMADHAN dataset has been shown in Figure 3.

B. Models

In this study, we evaluate both open-source large language
models (LLMs) under Chain-of-Thought (CoT) and Tree-
of-Thought (ToT) prompting strategies along with standard
prompting. This dual perspective allows us to compare rea-
soning capabilities across models of varying parameter sizes,
training paradigms, and accessibility. We categorize the mod-
els into two groups: OpenAI models and LLaMA models.

https://data.mendeley.com/datasets/34bs5cxk9j/2


QUESTION: দেশের একটি ৫ লেনের সেতু  ছিল যেটির মধ্য দিয়ে প্রতি মাসে ২০০০ যানবাহন যাতায়াত
করে। তারা একটি নতুন সেতু  তৈরি করার সিদ্ধান্ত নিয়েছে যেটির ক্ষমতা পুরানো সেতু র দ্বিগুণ ছিল এবং
নতুনটির মধ্য দিয়ে যাওয়া যানবাহনের সংখ্যা পুরানো সেতু র চেয়ে ৬০% বেশি বেড়েছে। যদি সেতুগুলি
এক বছর ধরে কাজ করে, তাহলে দুটি সেতু র মধ্য দিয়ে যাওয়া মোট যানবাহনের সংখ্যা গণনা করুন।

ANSWER:  ১২ মাস সহ একটি বছরে, পুরানো সেতু  দিয়ে মোট যানবাহনের সংখ্যা ২০০০*১২ =
<<২০০০*১২=২৪০০০>>২৪০০০
নতুন সেতু টির ধারণক্ষমতা ৬০/১০০*২০০০ = <<৬০/১০০*২০০০=১২০০>>পুরাতন সেতু র চেয়ে এক
মাসে ১২০০ বেশি যানবাহন চলে।
নতুন সেতু  দিয়ে এক মাসে মোট যানবাহনের সংখ্যা ২০০০+১২০০ = <<২০০০+১২০০=৩২০০>>৩২০০
নতুন সেতু  দিয়ে বছরে ৩২০০*১২= <<৩২০০*১২=৩৮৪০০>>৩৮৪০০টি যানবাহন চলাচল করে।
মোট দুটি সেতু র উপর দিয়ে এক বছরে ৩৮৪০০+২৪০০০ = <<৩৮৪০০+২৪০০০=৬২৪০০>>৬২৪০০
যানবাহন চলাচল করে।
#### ৬২৪০০

Fig. 3. A sample of SOMADHAN Dataset

1) OpenAI Models: We evaluate two recently released
open-weight reasoning models from the GPT-OSS family, both
optimized for symbolic and mathematical problem solving
through alignment and extended context training [11]. The
first, GPT-OSS-20B, is a mid-sized 20B parameter model
that balances computational efficiency with robust reason-
ing accuracy. Prior benchmarks demonstrate that GPT-OSS-
20B achieves competitive performance on datasets such as
GSM8K and MATH when paired with Chain-of-Thought
prompting [12], making it an ideal baseline for examining the
limitations of linear reasoning. The second, GPT-OSS-120B, is
a large-scale 120B parameter model that represents the upper
bound of OpenAI’s reasoning-oriented architectures. Its larger
capacity enables stronger performance on long-context reason-
ing and complex multi-step tasks. We selected these models
because they provide complementary perspectives: CoT allows
us to establish baseline reasoning accuracy, while ToT enables
branching exploration that tests whether larger models can
leverage structured search to mitigate error propagation and
achieve globally consistent solutions [13], [14]. Together, they
allow us to systematically analyze how parameter scaling in-
teracts with structured prompting strategies in solving Bengali
mathematical word problems.

2) LLaMA Models: We further evaluate open-source
LLaMA models, which provide transparent baselines for rea-
soning and multilingual tasks [15], [16]. Four variants are
considered, representing different parameter sizes and design
philosophies. The lightweight LLaMA-3.1-8B-Instant enables
us to examine how CoT establishes baseline reasoning under
constrained capacity and whether ToT can improve perfor-
mance in small-scale models. At the other end, the LLaMA-
3.3-70B-Versatile achieves state-of-the-art results on multilin-
gual and mathematical reasoning benchmarks [16], serving as
our open-source upper bound to compare the effectiveness of
ToT versus CoT at scale. We also include two instruction-
tuned LLaMA-4 variants: Maverick-17B-128E, which lever-
ages expanded embeddings for improved reasoning stability,
and Scout-17B-16E, which prioritizes efficiency with reduced
embeddings. Both are tested under CoT for alignment in step-
by-step problem solving and ToT for branching robustness, al-
lowing us to study trade-offs between reasoning accuracy and
computational cost across diverse open-source architectures.

We employ both proprietary GPT-OSS models and open-

source LLaMA models to ensure a balanced evaluation of
Chain-of-Thought (CoT) and Tree-of-Thought (ToT) prompt-
ing. The GPT-OSS series provides reasoning-optimized base-
lines with strong arithmetic performance, while the LLaMA
family offers transparent, diverse parameter scales ranging
from lightweight to large instruction-tuned variants. By testing
these models under both CoT and ToT, we aim to (i) measure
how structured prompting impacts reasoning across different
model sizes, and (ii) establish whether open-source LLaMA
models can match or exceed proprietary GPT models in
solving Bengali mathematical word problems.

IV. PROMPTING STRATEGIES

In this study, we evaluated different prompting strategies
to compare the effectiveness of standard prompting, chain-of-
thought (CoT) prompting, and our proposed tree-of-thoughts
(ToT) prompting. The strategies were designed to test both
zero-shot and few-shot settings, allowing us to examine the
impact of additional exemplars on model reasoning perfor-
mance.

A. Zero-Shot Prompting

For standard prompting, we used only the zero-shot setting,
where the model was directly asked to solve the problem
without being given any examples. The prompting structure
for this setup was adapted from Paul et al. [10]. Similarly,
our proposed tree-of-thoughts prompting was evaluated ex-
clusively under the zero-shot setting. In this case, the model
explored multiple reasoning branches before converging on
the final solution, and the system instruction for it is shown
in Figure 4.

B. Few-Shot Prompting

For chain-of-thought prompting, we employed multiple few-
shot settings to assess how providing different numbers of
exemplars influences reasoning performance. Specifically, we
tested the 1-shot, 2-shot, 5-shot, and 7-shot setups, where
worked-out examples were included in the prompt to guide the
model’s step-by-step reasoning. The prompting structures for
these settings were also adapted from Paul et al. (2025) [10].

C. Experimental Setup

We conducted all experiments on Google Colab, a cloud-
based platform providing up to 12 GB RAM, a 2-core CPU,
and GPU acceleration (Tesla T4/V100 with 16 GB VRAM).
Model inference was carried out through the Groq API,
which provided access to both GPT-OSS and LLaMA models.
Instead of using the full SOMADHAN dataset, we evaluated
a subset of 100 math word problems for our closed-source
LLMs due to token limit constraints.

D. Hyperparameter Settings

For the GPT-OSS models, we fixed the temperature at 1.0,
which proved both convenient and reliable. We also varied
the reasoning capability between high and medium to assess
differences in reasoning depth. For the LLaMA models, the
temperature was likewise set to 1.0, ensuring consistency



TABLE I
ACCURACY OF LLMS (%) ON BENGALI MWPS UNDER STANDARD PROMPTING, COT (1/2/5/7-SHOT), AND TOT.

Model
Standard

Prompting
Zero Shot

Chain of Thought (CoT) Tree of Thought

1-shot 2-shot 5-shot 7-shot Zero Shot

Med. High Med. High Med. High Med. High Med. High

GPT-OSS-20B 78.00 82.00 83.00 84.00 84.00 86.00 88.00 82.00 84.00 87.00 84.00

GPT-OSS-120B 80.00 84.00 85.00 85.00 86.00 85.00 87.00 82.00 84.00 88.00 86.00

LLaMA-3.1-8B-instant 48.00 51.00 51.00 41.00 73.00 31.00

LLaMA-3.3-70B-versatile 79.00 85.00 86.00 86.00 87.00 88.00

LLaMA-4-maverick-17B-128E 84.00 84.00 85.00 83.00 83.00 88.00

LLaMA-4-scout-17B-16E 79.00 76.00 86.00 82.00 82.00 87.00

Role: System
Content:  You are a Bengali Math Word Problem
solver who is very skilled at solving high
school math word problems in Bengali. When given
a [MATH] problem in Bengali, think in multiple
possible ways (Tree of Thoughts).    For each
possible path, write the step by step reasoning
with proper equations in Bengali.  After
exploring different paths, choose the most
correct and consistent final [SOLUTION].

Your response format should be as follows:
Path 1: ...
Path 2: ...
Path 3: ...
Final [SOLUTION]: ...

Fig. 4. System instruction for the tree-of-thoughts (ToT) prompting strategy.

across all evaluations. The maximum token limit was fixed at
1024 for all models. This uniform setup allowed performance
differences to be attributed mainly to the prompting strategy
(CoT vs. ToT) and model architecture.

E. Evaluation Metric

Since multi-step reasoning cannot always be evaluated step
by step, we assessed model performance based solely on
the final answer correctness. A prediction was considered
correct if the final numeric or symbolic result exactly matched
the ground truth. All outputs were manually validated by
human evaluators, and no automated scoring scripts were
used. This evaluation protocol aligns with prior studies on
Bengali MWPs, where Paul et al. [10] emphasized final-
answer validation as the principal benchmark for assessing
large language models.

V. RESULT ANALYSIS

The results in Table I highlight several notable trends across
prompting strategies and model families. Standard prompting
consistently produced the lowest accuracies, with performance
ranging from 48% for LLaMA-3.1-8B to 84% for LLaMA-4-
Maverick. This confirms that unguided prompting is inade-
quate for solving Bengali mathematical word problems, as it
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= CoT-High (Few Shot)
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Fig. 5. Accuracy of Best Performing Model (GPT-OSS-120B) on three
different approaches

fails to capture the step-by-step reasoning required for correct
solutions.

Chain-of-Thought (CoT) prompting led to significant im-
provements across most models. Accuracy generally increased
with the number of shots, though gains diminished beyond
the 5-shot setting. For example, GPT-OSS-20B improved from
78% under standard prompting to 86% in the 5-shot CoT set-
ting, while GPT-OSS-120B peaked at 88% in the 1-shot high
configuration. Among the open-source models, LLaMA-3.3-
70B demonstrated stable performance, maintaining between
85% and 87% across CoT variations. LLaMA-4-Maverick also
achieved strong results, peaking at 86% under 5-shot CoT.
In contrast, LLaMA-3.1-8B showed highly unstable behavior,
improving to 73% at 7-shot CoT but dropping to as low as 41%
at 5-shot, suggesting that smaller models struggle to sustain
consistent reasoning chains.



Tree-of-Thought (ToT) prompting further enhanced perfor-
mance in most medium and large models, confirming the
advantages of structured exploration. GPT-OSS-20B improved
from its CoT peak of 86% to 87% with ToT, while GPT-
OSS-120B maintained its best performance at 88% under ToT.
Similarly, LLaMA-3.3-70B increased from 87% with CoT
to 88% with ToT. Both LLaMA-4 variants also benefited:
Maverick improved from 83% in CoT to 88% under ToT,
and Scout rose from 82% to 87%. These results indicate
that larger, instruction-tuned models are able to fully exploit
the branching reasoning offered by ToT. In sharp contrast,
LLaMA-3.1-8B collapsed under ToT, falling to just 31%,
which reinforces that smaller models lack the representational
capacity to benefit from tree-based reasoning. Overall, the
findings in Table I highlight a clear progression across prompt-
ing strategies: standard prompting is insufficient, CoT provides
notable improvements but remains unstable in smaller models,
and ToT consistently achieves superior robustness and accu-
racy in larger architectures. In particular, ToT outperformed
CoT by up to five percentage points, with GPT-OSS-120B
reaching its peak accuracy of 88% under ToT, surpassing both
zero-shot standard prompting and all CoT settings (Fig. 5).
These results confirm ToT as the most reliable prompting
strategy for enabling globally consistent reasoning in Bengali
mathematical word problems.

VI. LIMITATIONS

This study was limited to 100 samples from the SO-
MADHAN dataset, which may not fully capture its linguis-
tic and numerical diversity. We also relied solely on open-
access models, potentially underestimating the performance
of stronger closed-source systems. Moreover, smaller models
showed unstable behavior, indicating that the effectiveness of
Tree-of-Thought prompting depends heavily on model scale
and architecture. Future work should expand evaluation to the
full dataset and a broader range of model families.

VII. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

This work provides the first systematic evaluation of Tree-
of-Thought (ToT) reasoning for Bengali mathematical word
problems. Our findings show that ToT not only surpasses
standard prompting but also consistently matches or improves
upon Chain-of-Thought (CoT), particularly in larger models,
by enabling branching exploration and reducing error prop-
agation. While the study demonstrates clear advantages of
ToT, the evaluation was limited to 100 samples and open-
access models due to resource constraints, which may not
fully capture the diversity of the SOMADHAN dataset or the
capabilities of closed-source systems. Future research should

therefore extend experiments to the complete dataset, incor-
porate state-of-the-art proprietary models, and investigate hy-
brid reasoning frameworks such as validator-augmented ToT,
Graph-of-Thought, or multi-agent systems. Such directions
hold promise for advancing mathematical reasoning in low-
resource languages and supporting applications in education
and intelligent tutoring.
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