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Abstract

LLMs have revolutionized NLP and demonstrated potential across diverse do-
mains. More and more financial LLMs have been introduced for finance-specific
tasks, yet comprehensively assessing their value is still challenging. In this pa-
per, we introduce FLAME, a comprehensive financial LLMs evaluation system
in Chinese, which includes two core evaluation benchmarks: FLAME-Cer and
FLAME-Sce. FLAME-Cer covers 14 types of authoritative financial certifications,
including CPA, CFA, and FRM, with a total of approximately 16,000 carefully
selected questions. All questions have been manually reviewed to ensure accu-
racy and representativeness. FLAME-Sce consists of 10 primary core financial
business scenarios, 21 secondary financial business scenarios, and a comprehen-
sive evaluation set of nearly 100 tertiary financial application tasks. We evaluate
6 representative LLMs, including GPT-40, GLM-4, ERNIE-4.0, Qwen2.5, Xu-
anYuan3, and the latest Baichuan4-Finance, revealing Baichuan4-Finance excels
other LLMs in most tasks. By establishing a comprehensive and professional
evaluation system, FLAME facilitates the advancement of financial LLMs in
Chinese contexts. Instructions for participating in the evaluation are present on
GitHub https://github.com/FLAME-ruc/FLAME/.

1 Introduction

Large Language Models (LLMs) have revolutionized natural language processing (NLP) and show-
cased exceptional abilities across specialized domains such as law, finance, and biology [1} 2 [7,8]]. In
the financial domain, recent studies have demonstrated the considerable potential of advanced LLMs
in performing financial tasks. Additionally, many finance-specific LLMs have also been developed.
However, benchmarks for evaluating these LLMs from a professional financial perspective remain to
be explored.

Current evaluation benchmarks in the financial domain, such as PIXIU [6], FinBen [5]], Fi-
nanceBench [3] and BizBench [4], mainly evaluates LLMs from an NLP perspective, such as
text similarity, text n-gram overlap and so on. Practical financial applications are seldom considered
in these benchmarks. With this motivation in mind, to comprehensively evaluate the capabilities
of large language models in the financial domain, we have simultaneously launched the Financial
Large-Language Model Assessment and Metrics Evaluation benchmark, called FLAME. FLAME
systematically constructs holistic evaluation datasets ranging from financial qualification certifications
to real-world application scenarios, providing a reliable assessment standard for developing financial
LLMs.

The FLAME evaluation system comprises two primary assessment benchmarks: FLAME-Cer (Finan-
cial Certification) and FLAME-Sce (Financial Scenario). The evaluation system is distinguished by
several essential features.
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* Developed by the School of Finance at Renmin University of China, it ensures profes-
sionalism by merging academic theory with practical experience, thereby establishing the
content’ s authority and expertise.

» Comprehensiveness is attained by encompassing both knowledge aspects through FLAME-
Cer and application aspects through FLAME-Sce, providing a thorough evaluation of models
from specialized knowledge to practical implementation.

* The system prioritizes applicability by meticulously aligning evaluation tasks with the
genuine needs of the financial industry, concentrating on key application scenarios in
banking and insurance, such as product sales, risk management, and customer service.

* Additionally, FLAME rigorously adheres to regulatory compliance standards and assesses
models from the perspectives of data security, business compliance, and risk control to
ensure their applications conform to financial industry regulations.

The FLAME evaluation content is continuously updated to reflect developments in financial markets
and regulatory requirements, ensuring the system remains timely and practical. We aim to provide
professional, comprehensive, and practical evaluation standards with the FLAME evaluation system.

2 FLAME

FLAME comprises two core evaluation benchmarks: the Financial Qualification Certification bench-
mark (FLAME-Cer) and the Financial Scenario Application benchmark (FLAME-Sce).

2.1 FLAME-Cer: Financial Qualification Certification Benchmark

FLAME-Cer is designed to provide a robust evaluation framework by encompassing 14 of the most
representative international and domestic financial certifications, consisting of AFP (Associate Finan-
cial Planner), CAA (China Actuarial Association), CFA (Chartered Financial Analyst), CIA (Certified
Internal Auditor), CISA (Certified Information Systems Auditor), CMA (Certified Management Ac-
countant), CPA (Certified Public Accountant), FRM (Financial Risk Manager), CLIQ (Chinese Life
Insurance Qualification), FundPQ (Fund Practitioner Qualification), FuturesPQ (Futures Practitioner
Qualification), Economist, SPQ (Securities Practitioner Qualification), and CCBP (Certification of
China Banking Professional).

FLAME-Cer has approximately 16,000 expertly curated questions, ensuring their accuracy and
representativeness. Besides, the tasks in benchmark FLAME-Cer are scientifically graded into
three significance levels (¥, **, ***) from aspects of market recognition, industry influence, and
professional depth.

%% represents core industry certification with high market recognition and stringent profes-
sional requirements.

» **¥ represents significant professional certification that offers strong practical guidance in the
specific field.

» * represents auxiliary certification that serves as supplementary professional skills for
financial practitioners.

The detailed tasks’ introductions are as follows:

« ** AFP (Associate Financial Planner): a professional certification in Chinese financial
planning, covering basics of financial planning, comprehensive household planning, invest-
ment planning, risk management and insurance planning, employee benefits and retirement
planning, personal income tax optimization, and more.

o #%* CAA (China Actuarial Association): a professional qualification exam for actuaries in
China, divided into associate actuary and actuary levels, covering actuarial theory, practice,
and related laws and regulations.

» *#¥% CFA (Chartered Financial Analyst): a globally recognized certification, covering a
wide range of financial investment knowledge, including ethics and professional standards,
quantitative methods, economics, financial statement analysis, corporate finance, portfolio
management, and more.
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Figure 1: The composition of FLAME-Cer benchmark.

o #% CIA (Certified Internal Auditor): the only globally recognized certification for internal
auditing, covering fundamentals, practices, and knowledge elements of internal auditing.

* * CISA (Certified Information Systems Auditor): a globally recognized certification for
information systems auditors, covering auditing processes, IT governance and management,
system acquisition, development and implementation, operations and business continuity,
and information asset protection.

» #* CMA (Certified Management Accountant): a globally recognized certification in man-
agement accounting, covering financial planning, performance analysis, strategic financial
management, and more.

o #¥% CPA (Certified Public Accountant): the professional certification exam for Chinese
certified public accountants, including six subjects: accounting, auditing, financial cost
management, economic law, tax law, and company strategy and risk management.

« *#* FRM (Financial Risk Manager): a globally recognized certification in financial risk
management, focusing on financial risk assessment tools and their applications.

« *#* CLIQ (Chinese Life Insurance Qualification): a professional qualification exam for
Chinese insurance practitioners, covering insurance basics, risk management, insurance
products, and related laws and regulations.

o #¥% FundPQ (Fund Practitioner Qualification): a professional certification exam for
Chinese fund practitioners, covering fund laws and regulations, professional ethics, business
standards, and basic knowledge of securities investment funds or private equity funds.

o #** FuturesPQ (Futures Practitioner Qualification): an entry-level certification exam for
Chinese futures practitioners, covering “Futures Basics”, “Futures Laws and Regulations”,
and “Futures Investment Analysis”.

» *¥ Economist: a professional qualification exam for economics, focusing on professional
knowledge and practical skills in economics.

o #¥% SPQ) (Securities Practitioner Qualification): a qualification exam for the Chinese
securities industry, covering basic knowledge of financial markets and securities market
laws and regulations.

o ##% CCBP (Certification of China Banking Professional): a qualification certification for
Chinese banking practitioners, including two subjects: banking laws and regulations with
comprehensive capability, and professional banking practice.

We also visualize the data proportion of Flame-Cer in Figure



2.2 Evaluation Metrics of FLAME-Cer

For FLAME-Cer, accuracy is used as the evaluation metric. This is measured by calculating the
percentage of correct answers the model achieves on the test set.

FLAME-Cer effectively assesses the mastery of financial professional knowledge by LLMs, providing
a reliable reference for financial institutions in selecting and applying these models.

2.3 FLAME-Sce: Financial Scenario Application Benchmark

FLAME-Sce is a professional financial scenario evaluation benchmark designed to comprehensively
assess the practical application capabilities of LLMs in the financial domain through a systematic
hierarchical framework and rigorous evaluation standards.

FLAME-Sce encompasses 10 primary core business scenarios, including Financial Knowledge and
Theory, Financial Compliance, Financial Document Generation, Financial Intelligent Customer
Services, Financial Risk Control, Financial Document Processing, Financial Analysis and Research,
Financial Investment and Wealth Management, Financial Marketing, and Financial Data Processing.
In these primary scenarios, there are 21 secondary scenarios, and nearly 100 tertiary application tasks,
offering a wide variety of task types, including term explanations, calculation problems, short-answer
questions, material analysis, and comprehensive argumentation tasks. The final FLAME-Sce contains
over 5,000 high-quality evaluation questions, covering the full spectrum from fundamental financial
knowledge to complex business analysis.

We present a detailed introduction to each secondary scenario below.

¢ Financial Knowledge and Theory
— Basic Financial Knowledge: understanding specialized terminology, fundamental
theories, and historical events in the financial domain.

— Financial Products / Business Knowledge: understanding and applying knowledge re-
lated to product descriptions and institutional business processes in banking, insurance,
and securities industries.

* Financial Compliance

— Financial Policies and Regulations: understanding and applying financial policies,
laws, and regulations issued by various regulatory authorities.

¢ Financial Document Generation

— Financial Report Generation: writing common financial materials, including but not
limited to financial contracts, due diligence reports, and research reports, based on
various needs.

— Financial Text Summarization: extracting key information and core content from
financial texts and presenting them in a concise and accurate manner.
* Financial Intelligent Customer Service
— Customer Intent Recognition: analyzing communication records to understand and
summarize customer intentions in financial scenarios.

— Customer Behavior Analysis: analyzing customer behavior inclinations from commu-
nication records to determine repayment willingness or potential risks.

— Business Opportunity Identification: identifying and evaluating potential business
opportunities from customer communication records.

— Customer Service Quality Inspection: evaluating the service quality of customer
service representatives based on communication records.

— Customer Service Script Generation: generating customer service responses tailored
to specific consultation scenarios in banking, insurance, and securities industries.
¢ Financial Risk Control
— Identity Verification: verifying the authenticity and legitimacy of customer identities
in various financial transaction scenarios.

— Transaction Safety Assessment: verifying whether customers are aware of specified
transactions based on communication records.



— Fraud Detection: identifying potential risks or fraudulent activities in financial trans-
actions based on communication records.

— Public Opinion Monitoring and Analysis: collecting and analyzing public opinions,
attitudes, and emotions on financial events to assess their potential impact on financial
products, services, or market trends.

* Financial Document Processing
— Financial Document Information Extraction: automatically identifying and extract-
ing key information from financial documents and outputting structured data.
— Financial Conversation Analysis: exploring customer needs and preferences through
direct or indirect dialogue records.
* Financial Analysis and Research
— Industry Research: analyzing and interpreting various industry research reports,
including identifying key data, trend analysis, market forecasts, and policy impacts.
¢ Financial Investment and Wealth Management

— Investment Preparation: analyzing customers’ risk tolerance and investment pref-
erences based on their basic information and transaction behaviors to build customer
profiles.

— Investment Advisory Assistance: providing personalized asset allocation recommen-
dations based on modern portfolio theory and the investor’s risk preferences and return
objectives.

* Financial Marketing

— Marketing Content Generation: generating personalized marketing scripts for pro-
moting different financial products to various customers.

¢ Financial Data Processing

— Financial Data Calculation: analyzing and processing financial data to calculate
various key financial ratios and metrics.

The evaluation scenarios in our FLAME-Sce are derived from the real business needs of financial
institutions and the evaluation content is regularly updated to reflect market changes and emerging
business needs.

2.4 Evaluation Metrics of FLAME-Sce

FLAME-Sce employs a multi-dimensional manual evaluation approach, with differentiated evaluation
dimensions and weight configurations tailored to the characteristics of each scenario.

2.4.1 Basic Evaluation Dimensions

The FLAME-Sce evaluation framework is designed with a comprehensive set of basic evaluation
dimensions to assess the performance of large models in practical financial scenarios. These dimen-
sions are distilled from the common requirements across various financial application scenarios and
are flexibly adjusted and weighted based on the characteristics of specific scenarios during evaluation.

* Accuracy
— Information Accuracy: Assesses the correctness of financial concepts, professional
terms, data, and factual statements, as well as their alignment with real-world scenarios.
— Analytical Accuracy: Evaluates the rigor of reasoning processes and the sufficiency of
evidence supporting derived conclusions.
¢ Completeness
— Content Coverage: Examines whether the response fully addresses all key aspects of
the question, including essential background information, core elements, and examples.
— Depth and Breadth: Assesses the depth of analysis and the extensiveness of related
knowledge points.

e Compliance



— Regulatory Compliance: Evaluates adherence to financial laws, regulations, and indus-
try standards.

— Risk Control: Examines the inclusion of adequate risk warnings, identification of
potential risk points, and provision of risk mitigation suggestions.
* Relevance
— Answer Relevance: Assesses whether the content of the response directly addresses the
core of the question without deviating from the topic.
— Intent Alignment: Evaluates whether the provided information and suggestions align
with the user’s actual intent.
* Professionalism
— Financial Expertise: Assesses the application of financial theories, understanding of
industry rules, and ability to perform professional analysis.
— Industry Insights: Evaluates the grasp of market conditions, industry trends, and the
ability to provide comprehensive analysis and professional recommendations.
 Clarity
— Clear Expression: Assesses the clarity of language, structural organization, and logical
coherence.
— Ease of Understanding: Evaluates the simplification of professional content and the
inclusion of necessary explanations to facilitate understanding.
* Practicality
— Practical Guidance: Assesses the feasibility and practical value of the solutions pro-
vided by the model.
— Business Relevance: Evaluates the alignment of the model’s output solutions with
real-world financial business practices.
¢ Instruction Compliance

— Assesses the model’s completeness in adhering to the instructions, including meeting
specific requirements on output format, style, and content scope.

2.4.2 Scenario-Specific Evaluation Dimensions and Weight Configurations

FLAME-Sce establishes customized evaluation dimension combinations and weight configurations
for nearly 100 detailed tertiary financial application tasks, ensuring that the evaluation standards align
closely with the characteristics of each scenario. Below are specific examples:

* Financial Material Generation - Financial Text Summarization - Meeting Minutes
Summarization

— Accuracy (30%): Assesses whether the summary covers all key information and
decisions from the meeting, aligns fully with the meeting content, and avoids misun-
derstandings or misrepresentations.

— Completeness (30%): Evaluates whether the summary reflects the main topics, discus-
sion points, and outcomes of the meeting comprehensively and retains critical details
for understanding the context and rationale.

— Clarity (10%): Checks if the summary uses clear and simple language, avoids unnec-
essary jargon, and organizes content into distinct sections for easy navigation.

— Practicality (10%): Determines if the summary includes clear action plans, responsible
parties, and deadlines to support follow-ups, and provides sufficient information for
decision-making by management.

— Instruction Compliance (20%): Assesses whether the summary adheres strictly to
instruction requirements, including any constraints on output format or structure.

* Financial Investment and Wealth Management - Investment Preparation - Customer
Profile Analysis

— Accuracy (30%): Checks whether all extracted customer information aligns perfectly
with the original data, without any errors, and whether analytical conclusions are
fact-based, rigorous, and precise.



— Completeness (30%): Evaluates whether the analysis covers all key dimensions,
including basic characteristics, behavioral traits, and needs, and whether it provides
valuable insights.

— Logicality (20%): Assesses whether the analytical process is clearly structured, well-
organized, and logically consistent, with seamless transitions and well-supported
conclusions.

— Instruction Compliance (20%): Examines whether the analysis fully complies with
the instructions, adhering to any constraints such as output format requirements.

* Financial Compliance - Financial Policies and Regulations - Tax Policy Q&A

— Accuracy (40%): Evaluates whether the information in the response aligns with
the content of tax policy documents, avoids misleading statements, and ensures the
accuracy of any statistical data or specific figures provided.

— Relevance (20%): Checks whether the answer focuses entirely on the specific tax
policy queried by the user, addressing all key points and avoiding irrelevant content,
while aligning with the user’s application context.

— Completeness (20%): Assesses whether the response fully covers the regulations
involved in the question, includes all critical information, and provides sufficient detail
and background for explanations where necessary.

— Instruction Compliance (20%): Ensures the response strictly follows instruction
requirements, including any constraints on output format or structure.

2.4.3 Scoring Strategy

FLAME-Sce employs a two-step scoring mechanism that combines dimension-specific scoring with
weighted calculations to provide a quantitative evaluation of model performance across various
scenarios:

* Step 1: Dimension Scoring: Scores range from -1 to 5. A score of 5 represents optimal
performance in the given dimension. A score of -1 indicates a severe violation of the basic
requirements for the dimension (e.g., compliance violations).

* Step 2: Weighted Calculation: Scores are weighted based on the scenario-specific dimen-
sion weight configurations.

Final Score = Z(Dimension Score x Dimension Weight)

For simple scenarios, e.g., financial term explanations, a score of >>3 is deemed usable. For complex
scenarios, e.g., risk control, a score of >4 is deemed usable. If any dimension receives a score of -1,
the overall result is deemed unusable.

This scoring strategy ensures that the model’s performance receives accurate and fair evaluations in
each specific scenario.

3 Experiments

3.1 Baselines & Settings

We conducted a comprehensive evaluation of representative LLMs under zero-shot setting, including
Qwen2.5—72B—Instructﬂ a widely recognized model in the open-source ecosystem; GPT-40 ﬂ an
industry-leading LLM; XuanYuan3-70B-Chat [ﬂ, an open-source LLM tailored for the financial
domain in the Chinese context; ERNIE-4.0-Turbo-128K | and GLM-4-PLUS []| two renowned

https://huggingface.co/Qwen/Qwen2.5-72B- Instruct
*https://openai.com/index/hello-gpt-40/
*https://huggingface.co/Duxiaoman-DI/XuanYuan-70B
Shttps://cloud.baidu.com/
Shttps://open.bigmodel.cn/
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https://huggingface.co/Duxiaoman-DI/XuanYuan-70B
https://cloud.baidu.com/
https://open.bigmodel.cn/

Table 1: The performance of LLMs on FLAME-Cer benchmark.

ERNIE-4.0- GLM-4- Qwen2.5-72B- XuanYuan3-70B-

FLAME-Cer GPT-40 Baichuan4-Finance

Turbo-128K PLUS Instruct Chat
AFP 74.19 72.93 79.95 79.37 64.09 90.08
CFA 86.97 74.44 81.45 82.92 63.88 85.59
CAA 44.65 48.37 43.26 55.81 31.63 66.51
CIA 84.46 77.94 83.46 86.69 70.53 92.59
CISA 86.72 77.94 83.96 86.83 70.31 95.76
CMA 83.21 73.68 76.69 86.10 65.71 86.10
CPA 68.67 70.18 78.95 85.31 68.64 93.16
FRM 74.94 67.92 76.69 76.87 55.46 82.87
CLIQ 81.20 79.95 81.70 86.61 69.10 93.82
FundPQ 82.96 84.21 84.71 94.61 76.73 97.93
FuturesPQ 75.94 78.45 82.46 90.23 73.74 96.54
Ecomonist 80.45 87.97 90.48 93.41 82.35 95.78
SPQ 76.69 84.21 88.72 94.33 78.74 97.60
CCBP 78.70 86.97 86.47 92.72 79.26 96.42
Average 78.23 77.03 81.17 88.24 72.07 93.62

Table 2: The performance of LLMs on FLAME-Sce benchmark.

ERNIE-4.0- GLM-4- Qwen2.5-72B- XuanYuan3-70B-

FLAME-Sce GPT-40 Turbo-128K  PLUS Instruct Chat Baichuan4-Finance
Knowledge and Theory 89.14 87.67 87.06 87.75 76.94 91.17
Compliance 80.27 80.27 86.95 83.61 40.13 87.24
Document Generation 60.01 58.89 61.11 58.89 41.11 70.03
[ntelligent Consumer g3 5 79.59 79.78 83.18 62.37 $6.92
Risk Control 82.94 75.86 80.3 81.99 63.93 85.36
Document Processing 83.51 80.22 65.88 80.18 65.91 86.77
Data Processing 86.43 89.99 79.87 91.61 71.92 91.71
Analysis and Research 45.45 48.48 42.42 42.42 33.33 45.45
Marketing 57.58 93.94 75.76 54.55 30.3 78.79
We;l‘gf;,tl':j:;ef‘n o 8571 71.43 89.29 85.71 67.86 89.29
Average 79.88 78.01 76.92 79.18 61.34 84.15

closed-source LLMs in China; and Baichuan4-Finance ﬂ a model specifically enhanced for financial
applications.

3.2 Evaluation Results on FLAME-Cer

The performance comparison of LLMs on the FLAME-Cer benchmark is shown in Table [T} We
could find that Baichuan4-Finance leads with an average accuracy rate of 93.62%, followed by
Qwen2.5-72B-Instruct at 88.24%. GPT-40, GLM-4-PLUS, and ERNIE-4.0-Turbo-128K demonstrate
similar performance levels, with accuracy rates ranging between 77% and 81%.

Examining the performance across specific exam subjects, the models generally perform well in the
Fund, Securities, and Banking Qualification Exams, with most LLMs achieving accuracy rates above
80%. The CAA (China Actuary Association) Exam poses a significant challenge for all LLMs, with
accuracy rates remaining low; even the best-performing model, Baichuan4-Finance, achieves only
66.51%. Notably, Baichuan4-Finance surpasses 95% accuracy in several exam subjects, excelling
particularly in the Fund and Securities Qualification Exams with accuracy rates of 97.93% and
97.60%, respectively.

"https://commercial-platform-cdn.oss-cn-beijing.aliyuncs.com/openapi/20241218/
Baichuan4_Finance_Technical_Report.pdf
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3.3 Evaluation Results on FLAME-Sce

The performance comparison of LLMs on FLAME-Sce benchmark is shown in Table[2] Overall,
Baichuan4-Finance leads with a usability rate of 84.15%. GPT-40 and Qwen2.5-72B-Instruct exhibit
similar performance levels, around 79%. ERNIE-4.0-Turbo-128K and GLM-4-PLUS also perform
well, achieving rates between 76% and 78%. XuanYuan3, with a usability rate of 61.34%, shows
room for improvement in financial scenario applications.

In terms of specific scenarios, most LLMs perform well in financial knowledge theory and financial
data computation, with usability rates generally exceeding 80%. However, they tend to score lower
in financial analysis and financial document generation, highlighting areas for improvement across
all LLMs. Baichuan4-Finance consistently demonstrates high performance across most scenarios,
excelling in financial intelligent customer service and financial risk control (8587%).Qwen2.5-72B-
Instruct achieves an impressive 91.61% in data computation scenarios, while ERNIE-4.0-Turbo-
128K stands out in financial marketing scenarios with a rate of 93.94%. GLM-4-PLUS showcases
its strengths in financial compliance (86.95%) and financial investment and wealth management
(89.29%).

3.4 Case Study
3.4.1 Case Study of FLAME-Cer

We provide one case example for each certification in FLAME-Cer as follows.

 AFP (Associate Financial Planner, SB35 4 i)
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» CAA (China Actuarial Association, 7 [E#& &/)
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» CFA (Chartered Financial Analyst, $571F 4 @l 557 1)
Marc Davidson, CFA, works as a trust specialist for Integrity Financial. Davidson starts a
part-time consulting business providing advice to trustees for a fee. He conducts this business
on his own time and therefore did not notify Integrity Financial of his consulting. Davidson
asks his assistant to compile a list of Integrity’s clients and their contact information. The
following month, Davidson is offered a similar role at Integrity’s largest competitor, Legacy
Trust Services, Inc. After he begins working at Legacy, his new manager arranges for him
to meet with a number of prospective clients, many of whom are clients of Integrity. After
meeting with Davidson, a number of former Integrity clients decide to transfer their business
to Legacy. Did Davidson’s action violate the Code and Standards? (B)
A.Yes, both Davidson’s part-time consulting business and his meetings with Integrity clients
are violations of the Standards.
B.Yes, Davidson’s part-time consulting business is a violation of the Standards.
C.No.
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CISA (Certified Information Systems Auditor, [Efr{F: M5 8 R H 11H)
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CPA (Certified Public Accountant, 73/ £ 11 1)
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FRM (Financial Risk Manager, 4l X\ 22 ifi)

The VaR of a portfolio at 95% confidence level is 15.2. If the confidence level is raised to
99% (assuming a one-tailed normal distribution), the new value of VaR will be closest to:
(D)
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CLIQ (Chinese Life Insurance Qualification, 7 & A & £RF& Mol A 5 554%)
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FundPQ (Fund Practitioner Qualification, %4 MV BFA&IE)
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D.JE B k% E. A RAT R BUE

SPQ (Securities Practitioner Qualification, iE37 MV BTA%IE)
HINAEENESHIEES AR, ESMhERE A o (A)

A A RERLE B. TEAEAT A BB A

C. FJLIFEEES A RIZRE BN R0 B B i e ] D. A]LEAE A [E] F L ]

CCBP (Certification of China Banking Professional)

E%ﬁ;ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁé%&ﬁ HEAREHMBNER G L £, LIHECAENEMN, TINETE
SOy - (C)

AN FREBE BN AT 1S HLE C.UHT ML DB
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3.4.2 Case Study of FLAME-Sce

We present a case example for each primary financial scenario in FLAME-Sce as follows.

+ Financial Knowledge and Theory, SRAAEE N
IR E— 1 E&imleERRAE (BiE) | BB TERE. Rg

Financial Compliance, 4 &4 #1
PATER NG IUS,  RORF AT ARA T IR - M FERATHRRMK TN RESCEA . R EEsK
PR NBNERAT M sAE & BRI 552

+ Financial Document Generation, £ ElFT B4 %,

fRae— ML AR, BE&FEENEBANIRGERFR, EKREERIT LS
FMEERER . BERE (GRTEK] . 2% [GREMR] FRINAERE—HINC
Ea e, DUERREME N7 EMN G, WREFFTGER - 81564

# B HH 2K

LR (BRG] HITIRS, BIERETE R iErIE, RN G5 B45H0
SR 2. W5 HEARAMETRE, ERCERMENTRERN, &R RAR
FA MERFH RO EEE: 3. BB ERRAERCCEN RS, 4=81
W7 BRI FRRE T 5. FAXXXIIXXRITRE LR AL FIA T Z; 6. Fithigst
HMarkdown -

# a A K N

BN B 51k AR E R B XXEMBEERARAR (LUF &R
J7) GIEEAT. FEIEST (UTFERLT) Ees: 1123 (USD) - 1§
FEAMR: 104E, M20245E8 H1HZE2034FE7H31H - WEERNR. FEHEMEK3I%. F|
Bitle: BEl—ix, 48 HNEENETRNNE . HF0TR: Bohas
B EUER, BERE0005ETT, 2REESRZITERSE —2 58 HERX N Bz
B AN BRI RAEGESHIRNEE LFENGEEZLASMNAE, BEE
ARG R 72— MARNAE, -

# A [RI AR

PUF & & [RIAEAR [context]

« Financial Intelligent Customer Service, %l 2 £ ik
TER—2 T HIRITR AR, VREVESS MR IE 2 IR-2 P B 7510 S0 25 7 R f i [ ok
%gﬁﬁ%%% o X TAER THEAZK P ARS iR - I RSO EH T RE R

TEHE R LUT 93 RARMEN P R B & BT 902K ‘ ‘ ‘
LT e (EITER S EMITER . KBIF LSS 2. DR dh: D ASTE . DT
Bt EHAIE 3. REDISS: AFRR WP ORES ~ (BERORESSE 4. FIA = -
& BRE . G5 BT s 7270 FERKE . 5728 FEHEVF 6.
FrEALSS: AMCIRSS ~ BRAFISS - M 8T FHUERTE

ZK:

1 (PAAEGE I IE R, VUIRRER 2. IR —MEEw KE A EE, 8SIHITE
TEERE . RERE, HgEEEHT 3. AHIRMDRER, FHRMR AR
7@@‘@1005?3) 4. MRTEWE T, BTER B 5 BITIRE R AR5 Ui B R
Al

i

-FEEBE: (RER] - RERE (WH) - [(SERER] - o REH: [HEER
HMT LA IEIEILK:  [context]

Financial Risk Control, &l X3

fRE—% I EERER P RIKF Z2RTER, RFRERERENER-Z P #EIE
0%, HMREERL ST ER S HOERIER -

AT AL
LEZEPREEEHRRZ 52 HOBRIER, SCRENSIE T Ui R R IR - B
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B LSS RETT, FIWTA AR AR . 25 % P BRI R R SR A S
BRIERY,  CBEm v AR, BRI N BN FE S UE B A TR AR R
HIWTHAEARNSRAE - 35N TR G2 B A NBRERRAREIATE, W “BAh
Kifgg” “FIRERT, WAlRERE" , MAWY TCIEmE R S ANERIE <

THIE IR A RS U R AR R AT, B N 2
LRSI B

ZRR-Z2 FHEVE DR R [context]

+ Financial Document Processing, 4:@it1kH b #
R —L T M B S5 EAR S BT, 7 52 IR ALY C ANV S5 3R T EUR: € B . -
PREVESS RETRT P 3R H BRI, I 55 Hi 3R P $2 UM R 5500 -

S5 R ZFOCRIA: [context]

JEEAE

1LOERTE: REET CWEREER ATEEM, BRPTERGEAERTTIX . 2.
SEREME: MR CWFIRE PR FETHRPTE R, MR TSR,
WAREDER, WAEMEMFB P EZ . 3. BHiiEzl LUSONE i i i B (5
B IR S TP SR ER R -

PRI k202453 AR, EEF R 25 EBITA R £ /D7

+ Financial Analysis and Research, &l 517 5657

i
TR — NS RIT LA 2 FRBTERDATIN, HEMRREZE TIERRETH AR
ﬁggﬁkﬁﬁ,ﬁﬁ?%ﬁ%?%%%wx@@ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%*%&bmﬁ

B E0R

LA S LA N B s &, RO 2 SRS EER 510080 - 2. 2R
HREZME PP LA RESNPTEHERER, RS 502 BIE A
P, BERATIRE - 3HIBRITR KBS RIMA, KRR IR Kz 4 L AR R 2 77
M5 o aeRzel A EES. (KRGS (REESZ): (REES
:]:

R IRBTRI RS BRI DR E, TR ERIRE S BEAERER150077E
BANSEIREI, AR L2 HTEIRHI TR -

ENE: [context]

Financial Marketing, /= $4
TERBRATROERLIR], IRE) B AR E L SR P e, [0 /Ml A A TR
B i o IRAESS k& PR BN S AME, B A TR T = S

‘ﬁz*%ﬁm%%ﬁ;ﬁ%~%ﬁtﬁ%ﬁ%,i%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁoﬁﬁ
PR B AlIA 1007570, TR, EAEH RTH/M, FRHF 5147 5%
EA[IA 10007 IT -

B HIELR:

L EGRA: il A — A S AR ML AN AT 3@ i 5 A AT TR A SR IR 554 KA
FORGIE o 2. R SR — A/ ML AT REE IR A B A B b, DL
P RO RR T S o 3. TR SR AR EEME TR, PR it
WAE -~ RGP FORIE . 4. BafeR]: BT H REORE| S22 P B AT B
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EFeR, I ERLIER mA -

RFIEAR :

“PRGLIBE] T — DA EA, MTIET R Rl 55 (B ) T B St . il
W BATHIxx BT dh, AT AN CCRGE R TR f B, 1 Bk ot JIAEH R
- MR, WRERDL S HIERRINLE, XH 5] AR B . &
%gj%%@ﬁﬁﬂfﬂ‘%ﬁﬁ?%ﬁ@%iﬁf@E‘Jik%iﬁ? PA17E X B ] DA B IR
RELZARENE . 7

EEEIL

LIERGER: @S RAE R, SEEVER LKA 2BRTRES
: BETROR MU REPRER, A NOCER it - 3. HEhM: sl iR
AT S PS50, MINESME. 48EN: REFEREE, BRTZEARR
B, WRERS T -

Financial Investment and Wealth Management, % &% 55 5V & & #8

BPEARIEN: [context]

VB — AL BEER A% P AT B VR IR SE SR (L 0 2 P AN E R E AR TR - A

%léq: LI%)UJ(EIZ < FREEIRI ~ D48 Z 1T 55, & T M H AR AL P A TEIRAS R
AL

TREI TR LR L A B

1~ PO A T R R R B BV R R M A IS R B AW - 2. B
Hil e B 2 Bl SCEL R ), LLRCH e OB R SRANSIAL - 3 - 20 P T i ) 2 Ak
AR 2%, DL AT E ) S PRRDRZMA 4~ 70 P B AR 3 A BRI (EDUL, 2 LR 9 AR, A
MAEHEEFTFHEERRI . 5. Z RS CF L, EE TIE - KW . 305
TP . 6 Z 7 AOTH 3t B AT 9 2 Ml /) 79 464052 552 78 AE AN [R]VH 28 40
AR . 7. ZPAMHSTHERAGRRIR NS 512 Esha0fm .

AR LR FER: ) |
IR T B AR RSB FR . - OISR 2 A e
P ITABTANT - RESTIR S B 4 BRI R G I B S R el . iR
PR A DL A (G L, AR ST - TR HITES00-600F 2 i)

Financial Data Calculation, &R ITHE

PR R E{EI00TTHIfS:, FEAIRs%, BIRSE, FEME—IK, 2
W—REA, EWSEMFEH90TT, KB B AEIHI G % .

4 Conclusion

This paper introduces FLAME, a Chinese financial LLM evaluation system with two benchmarks:
FLAME-Cer, covering 14 financial certifications with 16,000 manually reviewed questions, and
FLAME-Sce, featuring nearly 100 financial application tasks across 10 primary and 21 secondary
scenarios. Six representative LLMs, including GPT-40 and Baichuan4-Finance, were evaluated, with
Baichuan4-Finance leading in most tasks.
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