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Abstract

Large language models (LLMs) have demonstrated exceptional performance in
various natural language processing tasks, yet their efficacy in more challenging
and domain-specific tasks remains largely unexplored. This paper presents FinEval,
a benchmark specifically designed for the financial domain knowledge in the LLMs.
FinEval is a collection of high-quality multiple-choice questions covering Finance,
Economy, Accounting, and Certificate. It includes 4,661 questions spanning
34 different academic subjects. To ensure a comprehensive model performance
evaluation, FinEval employs a range of prompt types, including zero-shot and few-
shot prompts, as well as answer-only and chain-of-thought prompts. Evaluating
state-of-the-art Chinese and English LLMs on FinEval, the results show that only
GPT-4 achieved an accuracy close to 70% in different prompt settings, indicating
significant growth potential for LLMs in the financial domain knowledge. Our
work offers a more comprehensive financial knowledge evaluation benchmark,
utilizing data of mock exams and covering a wide range of evaluated LLMS{H

1 Introduction

In recent years, there has been a significant advancement in LLMs, exemplified by the latest models
like ChatGPT , GPT-4 (OpenAl, 2023)), GLM-130B (Zeng et al.,[2023)), and MOSS (OpenLMLab,
2023). By demonstrating remarkable proficiency in various conventional tasks, these models have
paved the way for extensive possibilities in the finance domain. Consequently, the effectiveness
of evaluating these models through a well-designed benchmark becomes crucial for their further
development.

There are well-established evaluation methods for English or Chinese foundation models, such as
MMLU (Hendrycks et al.,|2021a), BIG-bench (Srivastava et al.,[2022), HELM (Liang et al.| 2022),
AGIEval (Zhong et al., [2023), CLUE (Xu et al.| 2020), and C-Eval (Huang et al.,2023)). In addition,
there are other benchmarks specifically designed to focus on advanced LL.Ms abilities that become
apparent as the scale increases, such as hard math problem-solving (Hendrycks et al.,|2021b)), and
coding (Chen et al[2021)). These benchmarks serve as valuable tools to assess the performance of
LLMs across various tasks. However, it is imperative to recognize that the evaluation benchmark for
the financial domains, particularly in the Chinese context, is still lacking in completeness.

The importance of the fields of finance cannot be overstated, as they play a crucial role in shaping
societies, driving economic growth, and maintaining financial stability. The principles and concepts of
finance provide decision-makers with the tools to address complex financial issues. The functioning
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of financial markets and activities of financial institutions directly impact the financial well-being of
businesses, individuals, and entire nations.

Additionally, a major challenge arises from the limited availability of sufficient Chinese financial
corpus, despite the increasing relevance of LLMs technology. While tasks in the financial domains
may exhibit similarities to those undertaken by general-purpose LLMs, the complexity and specialized
terminology inherent in the financial sector necessitate the development of domain-specific systems.
Thus, it is essential to establish a Chinese benchmark specifically designed to assess the financial
general capabilities of LLMs.

We introduce FinEval, the financial domain knowledge evaluation benchmark designed to assess the
advanced financial knowledge of LLM within the Chinese context. This toolkit aims to narrow the
gap between the development of general Chinese LLMs and its evaluation in the financial domain,
while also fostering further research on Chinese financial LLMs. The FinEval dataset is made up
of 4,661 multiple choice questions spanning 34 different academic subjects, as depicted in Figure [T}
The questions are collected from four categories: Finance, Economy, Accounting, and Certificate.
FinEval also includes a subset of particularly challenging topics that require very advanced reasoning
abilities to solve, such as Chinese actuary exams.
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Figure 1: The overview of FinEval is divided into four major categories.

Moreover, various experiments are conducted to evaluate the performance of the most advanced
LLMs on financial data in both answer-only and chain-of-thought settings. The results demonstrate
that only GPT-4 achieved an accuracy rate close to 70% across various prompt settings. However, this
level of accuracy implies that there is still significant room for improvement in the field of finance
for all LLMs. Regarding the Chinese LLMs, both Qwen-7B 2023), Qwen-Chat-7B and
Baichuan-13B-Base (Baichuan-inc| [2023a) achieve accuracy rates exceeding 50%. Nonetheless, the
average accuracy of all models declines in the chain-of-thought setting, highlighting the necessity to
use chain-of-thought prompting in such specific contexts.

In conclusion, our research emphasizes the importance of evaluating LLMs in the context of financial
tasks and provides a solid benchmark for such evaluations. We hope that FinEval will inspire further
innovation and progress in development of LLM, ultimately enabling them to become reliable and
professional financial assistants.



2 Related Work

In contrast to traditional benchmarks that typically assess models based on a single task or a single type
of task, such as language understanding, knowledge, or reasoning, our focus lies on domain-specific
benchmarks.

Several domain-specific benchmarks have been proposed to compare the effectiveness of different
methods in modeling text from specific domains in a fair manner. The CBLUE benchmark (Zhang
et al.;,2021) is a collection of language understanding tasks in the biomedical field, including named
entity recognition and information extraction. GAOKAO-Bench (Zhang et al., 2023) gathers questions
from the Chinese Gaokao examination to evaluate the language comprehension and logical reasoning
abilities of LLMs. In a similar vein, the AGIEval benchmark (Zhong et al., [2023) is designed to
assess the performance of foundation models on human-centric standardized exams, such as college
entrance exams, law school admission tests, math competitions, and lawyer qualification tests.

However, the availability of benchmarks specifically catering to the financial domain remains limited.
One notable benchmark in this field is the FLUE benchmark (Shah et al., 2022), which focuses on
the financial domain and includes five tasks tailored for English financial text. Another benchmark,
the ConvFinQA benchmark (Chen et al.}2022), aims to investigate the chain of numerical reasoning
in conversational finance question answering. In addition, the BBT-CFLEB benchmark (Lu et al.|
2023) is designed for evaluating language understanding and generation in the financial domain. It
comprises six datasets that cover both understanding and generation tasks.

In comparison to the mentioned works, our work offers the following advantages:

(1) Comprehensive financial domain benchmark: Our benchmark is highly comprehensive and
emphasizes general financial knowledge. It encompasses four major categories covering 34 distinct
subjects that span various levels of difficulty and fields.

(2) Data from mock exams: The majority of our data are derived from mock exams, which makes it
difficult to retrieve them through online scraping. Note that certificate-related questions primarily
rely on this approach.

(3) Wide range of evaluated models: Our evaluation not only focuses on well-known LLMs but also
includes a substantial number of the latest financial domain LLMs. This comprehensive approach
covers different languages, sizes, and tasks, ensuring a thorough evaluation.

3 FinEval Benchmark

3.1 Overiew

The purpose of FinEval is to evaluate the financial domain knowledge capabilities of models in the
finance domain, as well as general models such as Bloomberggpt (Wu et al., [2023)), BBT-Fin (Lu
et al.,[2023), XuanYuan (Duxiaoman-DI, [2023)) and ChatGLM (Du et al., 2022). However, the lack
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The total owner's equity of Company A was 20 million yuan at the beginning of 2015, and the loss was 2 million yuan in 2015 and 3 million yuan
in 2016. The pre-tax profit from 2017 to 2019 was 0 million each year, and the company achieved a pre-tax profit of 8 million yuan in 2020. The
legal surplus reserve shall be withdrawn at 10%of the net profit. The board of directors of the company proposed the annual distribution profit of
500,000 yuan in 2020, but it has not yet been submitted to the general meeting of shareholders for consideration. Assuming that the company does
aking up losses and other matters resulting in changes in owners' equity from 2015 to 2020, the

not have other tax adjustments other th:
applicable corporate income tax rate is 25%. The total owner's equity of Company A at the end of 2020 is ___ million yuan.
A. 2300

B. 2145

C. 2225

D. 2175

BER: C

Answer: C

Figure 2: Examples of multiple-choice questions in Intermediate Financial Accounting. For better readability,
the English translation is displayed below the corresponding Chinese text.

of Chinese financial language corpora has hindered the performance of most models. Therefore,



we have developed FinEval as a challenging examination based on financial scenarios in China,
aiming to evaluate the capabilities of models across multiple dimensions within this domain. We only
select multiple-choice questions in the format similar to (Hendrycks et al.,[2021a), as exemplified
in Figure [Z] , because: (i) the metric is well-defined (i.e. accuracy), (ii) multiple-choice questions
are a simple yet good proxy for evaluating the potential capabilities of foundation models, which
we consider could be easily exploited and reflected in various downstream applications through
specialized instruction tuning (Chung et al.,|2022;|Wang et al.| [2022). Each question has 4 options
with only 1 being the correct answer. LLMs are expected to solve these questions with prompting.
Finally, we offer different prompt methods for evaluation.

3.2 Data Collection
3.2.1 Subject Selection

FinEval covers four categories: Finance, Economy, Accounting, and Certificate. In the Finance
category, we have selected 10 representative subjects. In the Economy category, we selected 7
representative subjects. In the Accounting category, we selected 10 representative subjects. For the
Certificate category, we have selected 7 highly representative qualification exams, such as CMA and
the Securities Practitioner Qualification Exam. All 34 subjects and their corresponding categories are
detailed in Figure[I} Below are the specific explanations for the four categories.

* Finance: The category of finance encompasses a variety of courses such as Finance,
Insurance, Investments, Central Banking, Financial Markets, Monetary Finance, Corporate
Finance, International Finance, Financial Engineering, and Commercial Bank Finance.
Acquiring a comprehensive understanding of financial systems, risk management, investment
strategies, monetary policies, and corporate finance practices is essential for individuals
studying these courses. Studying these courses enables individuals to develop the skills
needed to make informed financial decisions, assess market trends, manage assets and
liabilities, and navigate the complexities of the global financial landscape. In summary, these
courses are crucial in equipping professionals with the knowledge and expertise necessary
to excel in the field of finance.

* Economy: The category of economy includes courses like Macroeconomics, Microeco-
nomics, Econometrics, Statistics, Political Economy, International Economics, and Public
Finance. Important topics covered by these courses include national and global economic
systems, individual economic behavior, data analysis, political and economic relationships,
global trade, and government spending. Understanding economic principles, making in-
formed policy decisions, and analyzing economic trends are crucial aspects of studying
these courses. These courses provide individuals with the necessary skills to navigate the
complex world of economics and contribute to the field.

* Accounting: The category of accounting comprises various courses such as Accounting,
Auditing, Financial Management, Cost Accounting, Economic Law, Tax Law, Advanced
Financial Accounting, Intermediate Financial Accounting, Management Accounting, and
Corporate Strategy and Risk Management. Gaining a comprehensive understanding of
financial management, reporting, cost analysis, legal frameworks, and strategic planning
in the business world is crucial for individuals studying these courses. Studying these
courses enables individuals to acquire the necessary knowledge and skills to navigate the
complexities of financial decision-making, ensure compliance with laws and regulations,
and effectively manage risks. In summary, these courses play a vital role in shaping the
expertise and proficiency of professionals in the field of accounting.

* Certificate: The category of certificate includes exams for certifications such as China
Actuary, Certified Practising Accountant, Certified Management Accountant, Fund Qual-
ification Certificate, Futures Practitioner Qualification Certificate, Banking Practitioner
Qualification Certificate, and Securities Practitioner Qualification Certificate. Designed to
assess and validate the knowledge and skills of professionals in their respective fields, these
exams are crucial for individuals seeking certifications. Individuals pursuing a career in
actuarial science can take the China Actuary exam. Demonstrating expertise in financial
management and management accounting, the CPA and CMA exams are widely recognized
in the accounting and finance industries. Essential for individuals seeking to work in the
investment, banking, and securities sectors, the Fund Qualification Certificate, Futures



Practitioner Qualification Certificate, Banking Practitioner Qualification Certificate, and
Securities Practitioner Qualification Certificate hold significant importance.

3.2.2 Data Source

The majority of our data are sourced from mock exams available through public channels. Some of
the subject data are exam questions and exercise questions from printed books of top universities in
China, which are openly shared by students. Moreover, a few certificate-related questions are derived
from printed mock exam papers, which are challenging to acquire through web crawling.

3.2.3 Explanation Data Generation

FEVE A ESRAF T, FEIR AR 22 A — AN 7 R ST 9 A7 1008875 %« A FTAE 3 R 7 BORMABE 9300 /5 78, S8 T L8R
200578, BER, REATALIFEIFIE R N20%. XA, R E N0 T M BT R, MHZIRE IR 22
WiAlER_ .

Under capitalist conditions, an automobile monopoly produces 100 cars in a production cycle. The value of the means of production spent by the
enterprise is 3 million yuan, and the wages paid to the workers are 2 million yuan. At this point, the average profit margin in the automotive
industry was 20%. In this production cycle, if each automobile is sold at the price of 100,000 yuan, the monopoly profit obtained by the automobile

enterprise is .

A.300/57C

Three million yuan

B. 400737

Four million yuan

C. 500/37C

Five million yuan

D. 600/37G

Six million yuan

E%: B

Answer: B
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Explanation:

1. If each car is 100,000 yuan, the monopoly price can be calculated as: 100,000 yuan X 100 cars =10 million yuan.

2. Production cost: constant capital 3 million yuan + variable capital 2 million yuan =5 million yuan.

3. The average profit is: production cost 5 million yuan X average profit rate 20%=1 million yuan.

4. Monopoly profit is: monopoly price 10 million yuan - production cost 5 million yuan - average profit 1 million yuan =4 million yuan.

Figure 3: An example exercise for Political Economy, including instructions. For better readability, the English
translation is displayed below the corresponding Chinese text.

Chain-of-thought (CoT) reasoning (Kojima et al., 2022} [Wei et all, [2022)) — that prompts LLMs

to generate a text sequence of reasoning process along with the final answer — has shown great
success on reasoning-heavy tasks. Specifically, we obtain the final explanation by looking up relevant
textbook knowledge to manually modify the generated explanation. Figure [3|shows a development
example with an explanation.

3.2.4 Data Processing

The collected data mainly consists of PDF files, with the majority originating from exercise sets
in various textbooks, mock exercises from different certificates, and past exam questions. All the
questions from FinEval have been processed and refined to include only four options. Each question
undergoes manual inspection and is converted into a structured format.

{
"subject":“statistics",

"question":"1.#$X_{1},X_{2},\cdots,X_{n}$&K F IEZA S ASN(\mu,\sigma” {2} )$ i) — /M
$\hat{\sigma}"{2}=\frac{1} {n}\sum_{k=1}"{n}(X_{k}-\bar{X})"{2}$)I$\hat{\sigma}" {2}
B. SN(\sigr J\sigma”{4})$\n C. $N(\sigma” {2} \frac {2\sigma”{4}} {n})$ \ n D. $N(\sigma
"answer":[
"id":98

}

HEAHLREA, $\sigmar {2} S KRN
oA A2 n A. SN(\sigma”{2},2\sigma”{4})$\n
{2},\frac {\sigma”~{4}} {n})$ \n",

Figure 4: An example of IKIEX format in the subject of Statistics, under the category of economy.

For subjects involving mathematical formulas, we convert them into standard I4TgX format, such
as Figure [ which is a typesetting system commonly used for creating high-quality documents,



particularly in academic and technical fields. I&TEX allows us to express mathematical expressions
directly using text format. Approximately 100 questions were handled for each subject, and they
were randomly allocated into development, validation, and test sets for each respective topic. The
development set for each subject consists of five randomly selected examples from the exercise pool.
These development set examples are also annotated with explanations to facilitate a limited chain of
reasoning, which we will elaborate on below.

3.3 Statistics

Table 1: The FinEval dataset provides specific subdivisions in every category.

Category Subject #Questions
Finance Finance (/=) 159
Insurance (FRF&2%) 113
Investments (% 57 2) 145
Central Banking (FF 83 172%) 119
Financial Markets (&fli T3%2%) 142
Monetary Finance (57 T4 @l2%) 160
Corporate Finance (/A 7] 4 @l2E) 138
International Finance ([ Fr&:@12%) 38
Financial Engineering (4fll THE2%) 105
Commercial Bank Finance (7 V8217 4:fl2%) 96
Economy Macroeconomics (7= W27 %) 137
Microeconomics (fM£53552) 136
Econometrics (11 & 2257 2%) 83
Statistics (4i11T%) 140
Political Economy (BUAZZ %) 104
International Economics ([EPR48357 %) 135
Public Finance (W (%) 139
Accounting  Accounting (£112%) 120
Auditing (F112%) 137
Financial Management (4 5578 FH %) 130
Cost Accounting (B 1T%) 148
Economic Law (423571E) 96
Tax Law (Fii%) 143
Advanced Financial Accounting (/=52 $5411) 77
Intermediate Financial Accounting (4552 11) 112
Management Accounting (& FE £ 112#%) 83
Corporate Strategy and Risk Management (/A 7 &%l 5 XS & #) 134
Certificate  China Actuary (| [EF5HIT) 144
Certified Practising Accountant (JEffF11 1) 140
Certified Management Accountan (& #4111 124
Fund Qualification Certificate (F&4: Mol BEHEIE) 252
Futures Practitioner Qualification Certificate (57 MLV BEAEIE) 153
Banking Practitioner Qualification Certificate (FR17 MLk BTAEIE) 420
Securities Practitioner Qualification Certificate (IEZ% ML BFA&IIE) 109
All 4661

The questions in FinEval encompass 34 distinct subjects, which are subsequently classified into
broader categories, including Finance, Economy, Accounting, and Certificate. Specifically, from
the perspective of topics, the Finance category comprises 10 different subjects with a total of 1265
questions, while the Economy category consists of 7 subjects and 874 questions. Furthermore,
the Accounting category includes 10 subjects and 1180 questions, whereas the Certificate category
contains 7 subjects and 1342 questions. Regarding the dataset split, the development set, validation
set, testing set, and total set each contain 34 subjects and consist of 170, 1151, 3340, and 4661
questions, respectively. Table[I]lists all the FinEval tasks and their broader categories, as well as the
number of questions included in each task.



3.4 Evaluation

To assess the performance of their models in the financial domain, users must send the evaluation
result files to our specified email address, as outlined on our website https://github.com/SUFE-
AIFLM-Lab/FinEval, The evaluation metric used is accuracy, and we will assign a deterministic score
to maintain a public leaderboard. It is important to note that while the labels for the development set
and validation set have been made public, the labels for the test set are not disclosed.

4 Experiments

Our following experiments show the evaluation results of diverse LLMs on FinEval to analyze their
performance and provide baselines for future usage of FinEval.

4.1 Experimental Setup

In this section, we will outline the experimental setup utilized to evaluate the performance of LLMs
on our financial domain knowledge benchmark. To gauge the adaptability of these language models,
we conducted four types of evaluations. Additionally, we will provide specific examples on how to
present the prompts.

Zero-shot Evaluation: Within the zero-shot setting, models undergo evaluation directly on ques-
tions without any prior exposure to task-specific examples. This particular scenario serves to assess
the models’ intrinsic capability to reason and solve problems without the aid of explicit training, as
demonstrated in recent work (Zhong et al.| [2023]).

Few-shot Evaluation: By contrast with zero-shot evaluation, few-shot evaluation can assess the
potential of the LLLMs, thus it is more conducive to further development of LLMs. We evaluate LLMs
in a setting ,where contains five examples of the development split. Our setup is consistent with
the fact that Chinese benchmarks like C-Eval are mostly used in a five-shot setting to track LLM
progress. We evaluate LLMs in a 5-shot setting, where the prompt contains five examples from the
development split.

Therefore, to predict the performance of a Chinese-language base model when applied to downstream
tasks related to financial fields after instruction tuning, FinEval can be used to evaluate the potential
of the base model without instruction tuning in a few-shot setting for reference, and then track the
performance improvement after model instruction tuning.

Answer-only (AO) Evaluation: During AO evaluation, a set of input questions or tasks is typically
provided, and the model’s generated answers are compared with the expected answers. If the model’s
answers perfectly match the expected ones, they are considered correct. This evaluation method
simplifies the assessment process, especially for large-scale datasets, enabling efficient evaluation
of the model’s accuracy. AO prompting has been used as the standard in many prior work, such as
Brown et al.|(2020), [Hoffmann et al.| (2022), Rae et al.| (2021), and [Srivastava et al.| (2022).

Chain-of-thought Evaluation: CoT prompting (Wei et al., 2022) empowers large language models
to break down intricate questions into a series of decomposed reasoning steps. To further explore
the models’ reasoning capabilities, we conducted a "Chain-of-Thought" reasoning evaluation. This
evaluation approach requires the model to generate an explanation for a given question and then
answer the question based on its own generated explanation.

As a result, our model evaluation encompasses four types of scenarios: zero-shot AO, zero-shot CoT,
five-shot AO, and five-shot CoT. These last two scenarios correspond to the prompts shown in Figure
[5and Figure [] respectively.

Our following experiments show the evaluation results of diverse LLMs on FinEval to analyze their
performance and provide baselines for future usage of FinEval.


https://github.com/SUFE-AIFLM-Lab/FinEval
https://github.com/SUFE-AIFLM-Lab/FinEval

CAR AT ey ) S S A, 3 3L 1 IEf S8
The following are multiple-choice questions about finance. Please choose the correcl answer.

A1 ARG 1007 TERT i, LA SP L0 A A SR LS ik S AR
Company A provides Company B with a product worth 1 million yuan, and Company B promises to pay the payment in 10 installments. The credit form between Company A
and Company Bis___.

A ERE

A. National credit

B. {5

B. Indirect credit

C. b A

C. Commercial credit
D. H BefE A

D. Consumer credit
BHHE: C

Answer: C

HESEI] . TEAL00TTHIHFE, LISOTCHIMIKISBLRAT, AT %A

A bond with a face value of 100 yuan, a maturity of 5 years, and issued at a dlscounl price of 80 yuan. The coupon yield of the bond is ____.
A 4%

B. 20%

C. 5%

D. 16%

EH: C

Answer: C
..[5-shot examples]...

S bR 25 TR, AT I RIS, RITAHEE, FEarHE, RIOFR T K100/ R RTICRE . RATIX LS I T HRATIN
A company applies to a bank to issue a bank draft fnr business needs. After review, the bank agrees to issue a bank draft worth 1 million yuan for the company. This busmess of
the bank reflects the bank's___.

A5 A IR

A. Credit intermediary function

B. 32 e A

B. Payment intermediary function

C.ALBR TN Bt AT e

C. Monetization of income into capital function

D. it f it T IR RE

D. Creation of credit circulation tool function

BEE:D

Answer: D

Figure 5: An instance of few-shot evaluation in answer-only contexts. The red text denotes the response
automatically generated by the model, with the preceding text being the input prompt. English translations for
the related Chinese text are provided beneath.
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‘The following are tion. Please select the correct answer.
A

,Aﬂﬂb-’uuum‘ i 1 (ROE)L14%, FUNCAE(EPS)IE3.60% 70, I 2 M) FHELTE L 75%, W ANRKPEMSE___
v Tt Tat of Fexibe Dividend Company’s tock s 123 and the expectd rtur on equity (ROE) is 145%.The expected eaings pe e (EPS) e $3.60.If th company's fetenton ate is 753 th price-t-eaings
ratio (P/E) wil be

%, I'J‘W\Jmm\iﬁﬁi(lmm;{N"ﬂ OO 398 1<
=3.6/(0. 120. 035) =42.3:

B A8 L % X IR #=0. 25X 0. 14=0. 035,
iR A =P/E

Answer: Let's think step by step

1. Firstly, the company's retention rate is 75%, and the expected return on equity (ROE) is 14%. The expected dividend growth rate is calculated as the retention rate multiplied by the ROE, which is 0.25 * 0.14 = 0,035,
2. Secondly, according to the constant dividend growth model, the price of the company's stock is calculated as 3.6/ (0.12 - 0.035) = $42.33, and the price-to-earnings ratio (PIE) is calculated as P/E = 42.33 /3.6 = 11.7.
“Therefore, the answer is D.

R J£1000% G, KA i AR AR AR R %ot
m law N eet S i e S0 e KT pmels$‘395 "The sock piceof te ssuing company is $32,and the conversion rato s 31 share, The arket conversion valueofthe bor s __dollars
5712
L
‘é‘}» QMH B i%,
T R L, S

H R‘E P ﬂQ“,}‘llHMﬂztm %#7/131&]:4 W‘?%WT%AH‘HM& 32X31=992 lwi‘m
BB RRD.
Answer: Lets think step by step.
. Firstly, the market conversion value of the bond s equal to the stock price multiplied by the conversion ratio, where g the face value of by price,

2. Secondly, given in the question: the stock price is $32 and the conversion ratio is 31 shares. Therefore, the market conversion value of the bond is $32 x 31 = $992.00.
‘Therefore, the answer is D.

[5-shot examples)....

P SURSGE M &, FUNAER15% ArmBIMIEGER 10. 5% JERIAIF RS, 5% & SURSEN B (02
Assuming a stock s faily priced, the expected return is 16%, the markets expected return i 10.5%, and the risk-free rate is 3.5%, the beta value of this stock is __.

it
3 **»)XU] ;B =164

s think step by step
1. Firstly, assuming the alpha value is zero, the security's return equals the return set by the CAPM.

2. Secondly, by plugging the known values into the CAPM equation, 15% = [3.5% + (10.5% - 3:5%) X B, we can solve for B, which equals 1.64.
Therefore, the answer is C.

Figure 6: An instance of few-shot evaluation in chain-of-thought contexts. The red text denotes the response
automatically generated by the model, with the preceding text being the input prompt. English translations for
the related Chinese text are provided beneath.

4.2 Models

To achieve a comprehensive understanding of the state of LLMs in the context of the Chinese
language, we conducted an evaluation of 27 high-performing LLMs that can process Chinese input.
The evaluation encompasses various organizations, as depicted in Table 2]

OpenAl: ChatGPT (GPT-3.5-turbo) is the most capable and cost effective model in the GPT-3.5
family is which can understand and generate natural language or code and work well for traditional
completions tasks as well. GPT-4 (OpenAl, is one of the most powerful variants of the GPT



Table 2: Models evaluated in this paper. The "access" column shows whether we have full access to the model

weights or we can only access through APIL.

Model Creator #Parameter  Access
GPT-4 OpenAl undisclosed API

ChatGPT OpenAl 175B API

Aquila-7B BAAI 7B Weights
AquilaChat-7B BAAI 7B Weights
Baichuan-7B Baichuan 7B Weights
Baichuan-13B-Base Baichuan 13B Weights
Baichuan-13B-Chat Baichuan 13B Weights
Bloomz-7b1-mt BigScience 7B Weights
ChatGLM-6B Tsinghua & Zhipu.Al 6B Weights
ChatGLM2-6B Tsinghua & Zhipu.Al 6B Weights
Chinese-Alpaca-Plus-7B Cui et al.|(2023) 7B Weights
Chinese-Llama-2-7B Zeteng Du|(2023) 7B Weights
Falcon-7B TII 7B Weights
Falcon-40B T 40B Weights
InternLM-7B Shanghai Al Laboratory & SenseTime 7B Weights
InternLM-Chat-7B Shanghai AI Laboratory & SenseTime 7B Weights
LLaMA-13B Meta 13B Weights
LLaMA-2-7B Meta 7B Weights
LLaMA-2-13B Meta 13B Weights
LLaMA-2-Chat-7B Meta 7B Weights
LLaMA-2-Chat-13B Meta 13B Weights
LLaMA-2-Chat-70B Meta 70B Weights
moss-moon-003-base Fudan 16B Weights
moss-moon-003-sft Fudan 16B Weights
Qwen-7B Alibaba Cloud 7B Weights
Qwen-Chat-7B Alibaba Cloud 7B Weights
Ziya-LLaMA-13B-v1 IDEA-CCNL 13B Weights

model. It has undergone pre-training, instruction tuning, and reinforcement learning from human

feedback (RLHF, Ouyang et al.|(2022)).

Aquila:

Aquila-7B (FlagAl, 2023) inherits the architectural design advantages of GPT-3 and

LLaMA. AquilaChat-7B (FlagAll 2023)) is fine-tuned and reinforced based on the former.

Baichuan: Baichuan-7B (Baichuan-inc,2023b) is based on Transformer architecture, supporting

both Chinese and English with a context window length of 4096. Baichuan-13B-Chat is the aligned
version, based on the pre-trained Baichuan-13B-Base model (Baichuan-inc} [2023a).

BLOOM: Bloomz-7bl-mt (Muennighoff et al., |2022) is based on the pretrained multilingual
BLOOM model (Scao et al.||2022) after multitask prompted fine-tuning.

ChatGLM: ChatGLM-6B (THUDM, 2023a) is based on the General Language Model architecture
(GLM, (Du et al.,2022)) trained on English and Chinese data. ChatGLM2-6B (THUDM, [2023Db) is
the second-generation version of ChatGLM-6B, outperforming the latter in all kinds of benchmarks.

Falcon: Falcon-7B and Falcon-40B (Almazrouei et al., [2023)) are causal decoder-only models
developed by TII. Falcon-7B was trained on 1,500B tokens of RefinedWeb with curated corpora,
while Falcon-40B was trained on 1,000B tokens of RefinedWeb with curated corpora.

InternLM: InternLM-7B (Team,|2023) is designed for practical scenarios, supporting for an 8k
context window length. InternL.M-Chat-7B model is optimized for dialogue use cases.

LLaMA and its variants: LLaMA-13B is the repository for the 13B pretrained model, converted
for the Hugging Face Transformers format. LLaMA-2 (Metal [2023)) is an updated version of



LLaMA (Touvron et alJ) |[2023)), trained on a new mix of publicly available online data. LLaMA-
2-Chat models, as fine-tuned models, are optimized for dialogue use cases. Chinese-Llama-2-
7B (Zefeng Dul 2023) has enhanced the understanding, generation, and translation capabilities of
LLaMA-2 in the Chinese language. Chinese-Alpaca-Plus-7B (Cui et al., [2023)) expands the Chinese
vocabulary and incorporates Chinese data for secondary pre-training, enhancing the foundational
semantic understanding capabilities in Chinese beyond the original LLaMA model. Ziya-LLaMA-
13B-v1 (IDEA-CCNL}[2021) is a large-scale pre-trained model with 13 billion parameters that has the
ability to perform translation, programming, text classification, information extraction, summarization,
copywriting, common sense question answering, and mathematical calculations.

MOSS: MOSS is the first open-source Chinese LLM that matchs ChatGPT on both the training scale
and alignment techniques. Moss-moon-003-base (OpenLMLab}2023)) is the base language model of
Moss-003 (Sun et al., [2023)), which was initialized with CodeGen (Nijkamp et al.,|2022)) and further
pre-trained on 100B Chinese tokens and 20B English tokens. Moss-moon-003-sft (OpenLMLab|
2023)) is fine-tuned model that can follow instructions in multi-turn dialogues and refuse inappropriate
requests.

Qwen Qwen-7B (Qwen, 2023) is the 7B-parameter version of the large language model series,
Qwen (abbr. Tongyi Qianwen), proposed by Aibaba Cloud. Qwen-Chat-7B is a large-model-based
Al assistant, developed using alignment mechanisms built upon Qwen-7B.

4.3 Results

In Table[3] the average accuracy of the random baseline and 27 models in each category is displayed,
along with the weighted total scores for the four categories in the "Average" column. It should be
noted that the results showcase the best performance of each model, with detailed results for different
prompts available in Appendix[A] Out of the 27 models included in the table, GPT-4 emerged as the
top performer across all categories, with a mean accuracy surpassing 60%, except for the Accounting
category. Furthermore, GPT-4 also excelled in all individual categories. Following closely behind,
ChatGPT secured the second position among models, lagging behind the former by approximately
13.6 percentage points. Qwen-7B and Qwen-Chat-7B ranked next, achieving accuracy rates of 53.8%
and 50.5% respectively. Notably, Qwen-7B showcased exceptional performance in the Accounting
and Certificate categories, with an accuracy rate of 50.3%, second only to GPT-4. Baichuan-13B-Base
and Baichuan-13B-Chat, with average scores of 50.1% and 49.4% respectively, claimed the fifth and
sixth rankings, demonstrating commendable performance in the Finance and Economy categories.
Despite ChatGLM?2-6B ranking lower on average than the larger models in the Baichuan series, it still
exhibited outstanding performance in the Accounting category. Within the same series, larger models
generally displayed better performance, particularly in the LLaMA and Falcon series. Moreover,
within the same series and size, the performance differences between different versions of large
models were not substantial, such as InternLM and InterLM-chat.

From the results presented in Appendix [A] it is evident that the average accuracy of all models in the
CoT setting is significantly lower compared to the AO setting. A majority of the models experienced
a decline to over 20% in accuracy under the CoT setting, which is inconsistent with our initial
expectations. This observation suggests that the use of CoT prompting may not necessarily lead to
improved results for many subjects in FinEval. Two primary reasons account for this: Firstly, many
subjects in FinEval do not require a focus on reasoning, and the introduction of redundant reasoning
steps could lead to a performance decline. Secondly, certain models fail to fully leverage the benefits
of CoT prompting, particularly those that did not undergo CoT-inclusive instruction tuning.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we presented FinEval, which serves as a benchmark for evaluating LLMs’ general
knowledge capabilities in the financial domain. FinEval incorporates high-quality Chinese data from
Finance, Economy, Accounting, and Certificate, making it well-suited for assessing LLMs in the
financial domain-general knowledge within a Chinese context. Our evaluation benchmark in the
financial domain stands out in its comprehensiveness compared to the existing benchmarks, as it
encompasses practice questions sourced from mock exams through public channels. Furthermore,
the models we evaluate are more up-to-date and encompass a broader scope.
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Table 3: Average accuracy (%) on the test split. We report the average accuracy over the subjects within each
category. "Average" column indicates the average accuracy over all the subjects. Notably, we only report the
results from each model under the best setting, which is determined by the highest average accuracy achieved
among four settings (i.e., zero- and few-shot learning with and without CoT).

Model Size Finance Economy Accounting Certificate Average
Random 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0
GPT-4 unknown 71.0 74.5 59.3 70.4 68.6
ChatGPT 175B 59.3 61.6 45.2 55.1 55.0
Qwen-7B 7B 54.5 54.4 50.3 55.8 53.8
Qwen-Chat-7B 7B 51.5 52.1 44.5 53.6 50.5
Baichuan-13B-Base 13B 52.6 50.2 434 53.5 50.1
Baichuan-13B-Chat 13B 51.6 51.1 41.7 52.8 49.4
ChatGLM2-6B 6B 46.5 46.4 44.5 51.5 474
InternLM-7B 7B 49.0 49.2 40.5 494 47.1
InternLM-Chat-7B 7B 48.4 49.1 40.8 49.5 47.0
LLaMA-2-Chat-70B 70B 47.1 46.7 41.5 45.7 452
Falcon-40B 40B 454 43.2 35.8 44.8 42.4
Baichuan-7B 7B 44.9 41.5 34.9 45.6 42.0
LLaMA-2-Chat-13B 13B 41.6 38.4 34.1 42.1 39.3
Ziya-LLaMA-13B-v1 13B 43.3 36.9 34.3 41.2 39.3
Bloomz-7b1-mt 7B 414 42.1 32.5 39.7 38.8
LLaMA-2-13B 13B 39.5 38.6 31.6 39.6 37.4
ChatGLM-6B 6B 38.8 36.2 33.8 39.1 37.2
Chinese-Llama-2-7B 7B 37.8 37.8 314 36.7 359
Chinese-Alpaca-Plus-7B 7B 30.5 334 32.7 38.5 34.0
moss-moon-003-sft 16B 35.6 34.3 28.7 35.6 33.7
LLaMA-2-Chat-7B 7B 35.6 31.8 31.9 34.0 33.5
LLaMA-2-7B 7B 34.9 36.4 314 31.6 33.4
AquilaChat-7B 7B 34.2 31.3 29.8 36.2 33.1
moss-moon-003-base 16B 322 33.1 29.2 30.7 31.2
Aquila-7B 7B 27.1 31.6 324 33.6 31.2
LLaMA-13B 13B 33.1 29.7 27.2 33.6 31.1
Falcon-7B 7B 28.5 28.2 27.5 27.4 27.9

Moreover, we evaluated the capabilities of large language models in answering financial questions
using zero-shot and few-shot prediction methods solely based on answer-only or chain-of-thought.
Our results indicate that most Chinese LLMs exhibited underwhelming performance in the setting of
only using answer-only. In the chain-of-thought setting, the average accuracy of all models decreased,
suggesting the need to use prompt chains based on specific conditions.

Currently, our research is centered around general knowledge in the financial domain. Moving
forward, we aim to expand our evaluation benchmark. Building upon the FinEval framework, our
future objective is to create evaluation benchmarks for various financial application scenarios, such
as financial virtual assistants, financial crime detection, and fraud assessment.
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A Experimental Results Supplement

Evaluation of these models took place under diverse settings, and to simplify the comparison process,
we collated the AO and CoT scores for different prompts into a consolidated table. The average
accuracy scores for the zero-shot prompt is shown in Table |4} while the average accuracy for the
five-shot prompt is displayed in Table[5] Overall, GPT-4 performed the best, followed closely by
ChatGPT. When compared to AO configurations, the majority of models exhibit poorer performance
in CoT configurations, with some models performing only marginally better than random baseline.
We believe that this phenomenon may be attributed to two possible reasons. Firstly, many topics
in the FinEval do not require reasoning, and introducing redundant reasoning steps may lead to
a decrease in performance. Secondly, certain models failed to fully leverage the benefits of CoT
prompts, particularly those that did not undergo CoT inclusivity instruction tuning.
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Table 4: Zero-shot average accuracy (%) on the test split in the answer-only and chain-of-thought setting. The
average accuracy is reported for each category, calculated from the subjects within that category. Additionally,
the "Average" column represents the overall average accuracy across all subjects.

Zero-shot in the answer-only setting

Model Size Finance Economy Accounting Certificate Average
Random 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0
GPT-4 unknown 55.8 69.9 68.1 65.3 64.6
ChatGPT 175B 54.4 55.9 43.3 52.6 514
Qwen-7B 7B 51.9 49.5 47.6 54.0 51.0
Qwen-Chat-7B 7B 514 49.2 43.9 52.1 49.3
Baichuan-13B-Base 13B 53.2 48.3 40.7 50.9 48.5
Baichuan-13B-Chat 13B 52.3 479 40.1 52.0 48.4
ChatGLM2-6B 6B 45.7 46.4 43.3 53.1 474
InternLM-Chat-7B 7B 46.8 46.8 394 47.0 45.0
InternLM-7B 7B 48.7 44.6 36.8 48.4 44.9
LLaMA-2-Chat-70B 70B 43.7 434 39.6 44.5 429
Baichuan-7B 7B 42.1 37.5 35.0 42.3 39.6
Bloomz-7b1-mt 7B 414 42.1 32.5 39.7 38.8
Falcon-40B 40B 39.0 38.6 35.5 38.5 37.9
ChatGLM-6B 6B 38.8 36.2 33.8 39.1 37.2
LLaMA-2-Chat-13B 13B 37.5 36.1 32.0 38.1 36.0
Chinese-Llama-2-7B 7B 37.1 34.5 29.7 36.9 34.7
Chinese-Alpaca-Plus-7B 7B 30.5 334 32.7 38.5 34.0
LLaMA-2-13B 13B 32.7 34.8 31.5 34.7 334
LLaMA-2-Chat-7B 7B 344 31.3 31.8 333 32.8
Ziya-LLaMA-13B-vl 13B 33.5 334 29.5 33.1 324
moss-moon-003-sft 16B 31.9 31.0 28.1 34.4 31.5
AquilaChat-7B 7B 29.3 27.5 29.2 324 29.9
moss-moon-003-base 16B 31.3 29.6 27.3 28.8 29.3
LLaMA-2-7B 7B 29.5 25.0 27.9 31.3 28.8
LLaMA-13B 13B 27.8 28.2 26.4 29.0 27.9
Aquila-7B 7B 28.2 25.2 25.7 28.8 27.2
Falcon-7B 7B 25.8 29.3 23.2 22.7 24.9

Zero-shot in the chain-of-thought setting

Model Size Finance Economy Accounting Certificate Average
Random 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0
GPT-4 unknown 68.5 70.6 55.6 65.1 64.7
ChatGPT 175B 54.0 554 43.2 52.7 51.2
Bloomz-7b1-mt 7B 40.3 36.9 33.7 38.1 374
ChatGLM-6B 6B 343 32.0 30.2 35.7 33.2
InternLM-Chat-7B 7B 29.3 30.2 24.2 31.8 29.0
Ziya-LLaMA-13B-v1 13B 26.9 27.7 25.5 21.9 25.2
Baichuan-13B-Base 13B 25.7 26.3 22.7 26.0 25.1
LLaMA-2-Chat-7B 7B 26.6 275 23.4 22.8 24.9
LLaMA-2-Chat-70B 70B 27.3 27.4 23.6 22.0 24.9
moss-moon-003-sft 16B 26.2 27.1 232 234 24.8
LLaMA-2-13B 13B 26.3 27.2 23.0 21.9 24.4
Baichuan-13B-Chat 13B 255 27.5 23.6 21.5 24.3
Chinese-Llama-2-7B 7B 25.4 26.9 23.3 22.3 24.3
Aquila-7B 7B 254 26.9 23.4 22.1 24.2
LLaMA-2-7B 7B 24.7 28.0 23.5 21.8 24.2
ChatGLM2-6B 6B 25.1 27.4 22.8 22.3 24.1
Falcon-7B 7B 24.7 27.7 234 21.9 24.1
InternLM-7B 7B 25.3 26.7 23.2 22.2 24.1
AquilaChat-7B 7B 23.2 23.9 24.6 24.7 24.1
moss-moon-003-base 16B 24.8 27.2 23.3 22.0 24.1
LLaMA-2-Chat-13B 13B 24.2 26.3 23.6 22.8 24.0
Qwen-7B 7B 24.7 27.8 22.4 22.0 24.0
LLaMA-13B 13B 24.7 26.4 23.3 22.1 23.9
Baichuan-7B 7B 24.2 27.2 22.8 22.3 23.9
Chinese-Alpaca-Plus-7B 7B 24.3 27.2 22.5 22.3 23.8
Qwen-Chat-7B 7B 24.8 24.8 22.1 22.7 23.5
Falcon-40B 40B 24.3 24.7 22.7 21.7 23.2
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Table 5: Five-shot average accuracy (%) on the test split in the answer-only and chain-of-thought setting. The
average accuracy is reported for each category, calculated from the subjects within that category. Additionally,
the "Average" column represents the overall average accuracy across all subjects.

Five-shot in the answer-only setting

Model Size Finance Economy Accounting Certificate Average
Random 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0
GPT-4 unknown 71.0 74.5 59.3 70.4 68.6
ChatGPT 175B 59.3 61.6 45.2 55.1 55.0
Qwen-7B 7B 54.5 54.4 50.3 55.8 53.8
Qwen-Chat-7B 7B 51.5 52.1 44.5 53.6 50.5
Baichuan-13B-Chat 13B 52.6 50.2 434 53.5 50.1
Baichuan-13B-Base 13B 51.6 51.1 41.7 52.8 49.4
ChatGLM2-6B 6B 46.5 46.4 44.5 51.5 474
InternLM-7B 7B 49.0 49.2 40.5 494 47.1
InternLM-Chat-7B 7B 48.4 49.1 40.8 49.5 47.0
LLaMA-2-Chat-70B 70B 47.1 46.7 41.5 45.7 452
Falcon-40B 40B 454 432 35.8 44.8 42.4
Baichuan-7B 7B 44.9 41.5 349 45.6 42.0
LLaMA-2-Chat-13B 13B 41.6 384 34.1 42.1 39.3
Ziya-LLaMA-13B-v1 13B 43.3 36.9 343 41.2 39.3
Bloomz-7b1-mt 7B 414 39.1 31.5 39.8 38.1
LLaMA-2-13B 13B 39.5 38.6 31.6 39.6 37.4
Chinese-Llama-2-7B 7B 37.8 37.8 314 36.7 35.9
ChatGLM-6B 6B 35.7 36.4 32.1 38.0 35.6
Chinese-Alpaca-Plus-7B 7B 33.0 343 32.6 349 33.7
moss-moon-003-sft 16B 35.6 34.3 28.7 35.6 33.7
LLaMA-2-Chat-7B 7B 35.6 31.8 31.9 34.0 33.5
LLaMA-2-7B 7B 349 36.4 314 31.6 334
AquilaChat-7B 7B 342 31.3 29.8 36.2 33.1
moss-moon-003-base 16B 32.2 33.1 29.2 30.7 31.2
Aquila-7B 7B 27.1 31.6 324 33.6 31.2
LLaMA-13B 13B 33.1 29.7 27.2 33.6 31.1
Falcon-7B 7B 28.5 28.2 27.5 27.4 27.9

Five-shot in the chain-of-thought setting

Model Size Finance Economy Accounting Certificate Average
Random 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0
GPT-4 unknown 68.0 74.5 59.2 68.8 67.3
ChatGPT 175B 56.3 58.9 42.3 54.9 52.9
Bloomz-7b1-mt 7B 33.7 32.8 26.4 314 31.1
InternL.M-Chat-7B 7B 29.8 28.6 25.7 30.7 28.8
ChatGLM-6B 6B 27.8 25.8 28.6 31.6 28.7
LLaMA-2-Chat-70B 70B 31.1 28.8 24.8 274 28.1
InternLM-7B 7B 27.5 290.1 25.8 28.2 27.6
LLaMA-2-Chat-13B 13B 28.6 26.7 26.4 27.4 27.4
Baichuan-13B-Base 13B 27.7 27.2 259 28.0 27.2
Ziya-LLaMA-13B-v1 13B 27.0 29.4 28.7 24.8 27.2
LLaMA-2-Chat-7B 7B 27.4 27.1 26.9 27.1 27.1
Qwen-Chat-7B 7B 26.6 24.8 23.6 28.0 25.9
Chinese-Llama-2-7B 7B 25.9 29.0 22.9 26.2 25.8
LLaMA-2-13B 13B 27.3 26.9 23.8 24.0 254
ChatGLM2-6B 6B 27.4 25.2 25.5 23.2 25.3
Qwen-7B 7B 25.9 25.5 23.4 25.8 25.2
Baichuan-13B-Chat 13B 27.5 27.2 23.8 22.8 25.1
AquilaChat-7B 7B 24.3 26.7 24.8 23.9 24.8
Falcon-40B 40B 25.7 26.3 23.6 23.7 24.7
moss-moon-003-sft 16B 25.6 27.1 23.9 22.8 24.6
LLaMA-2-7B 7B 254 26.4 24.0 23.1 24.6
Baichuan-7B 7B 25.7 26.7 23.4 22.4 24.4
moss-moon-003-base 16B 24.3 27.1 234 22.6 24.1
Falcon-7B 7B 24.9 28.0 21.9 22.5 24.1
Aquila-7B 7B 24.4 26.6 24.0 22.1 24.0
Chinese-Alpaca-Plus-7B 7B 24.1 27.8 21.6 22.5 23.7
LLaMA-13B 13B 24.6 24.7 22.3 22.0 233
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