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Abstract

The application of large language models (LLMs) in the medical field has gained
significant attention, yet their reasoning capabilities in more specialized domains
like anesthesiology remain underexplored. In this paper, we systematically evaluate
the reasoning capabilities of LLMs in anesthesiology and analyze key factors influ-
encing their performance. To this end, we introduce ANESBENCH, a cross-lingual
benchmark designed to assess anesthesiology-related reasoning across three levels:
factual retrieval (System 1), hybrid reasoning (System 1.x), and complex decision-
making (System 2). Through extensive experiments, we first explore how model
characteristics, including model scale, Chain of Thought (CoT) length, and lan-
guage transferability, affect reasoning performance. Then, we further evaluate the
effectiveness of different training strategies, leveraging our curated anesthesiology-
related dataset, including continuous pre-training (CPT) and supervised fine-tuning
(SFT). Additionally, we also investigate how the test-time reasoning techniques,
such as Best-of-N sampling and beam search, influence reasoning performance, and
assess the impact of reasoning-enhanced model distillation, specifically DeepSeek-
R1. We will publicly release ANESBENCH, along with our CPT and SFT training
datasets and evaluation code at https://github.com/MiliLab/AnesBench.

1 Introduction

The success of LLMs has fundamentally reshaped the domain of medical artificial intelligence and
catalyzed the creation of specialized medical models [1]. However, the reasoning abilities of LLMs
within the medical sector still need significant improvement, particularly when compared with general
reasoning tasks such as mathematics and programming [2].

Anesthesiology, as a highly specialized discipline in medicine, requires extensive medical knowledge
and high-risk decision-making. General medical Question-Answering (QA) primarily involves fact
retrieval (System 1), whereas anesthesia decision-making demands complex, context-aware judgments
and reasoning ability (System 2) [3]. Existing benchmarks overlook the unique characteristics of
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Opioids are reversed with:

A. Atipamezole

B. Naloxone

C. Atropine

D. Yohimbine

System1

System2

System1.x

The pressure gauge on size "E" compressed-gas cylinder

containing O2 reads 1,600 pounds per square inch

absolute temperature (psia). How long could O2 be

delivered from this cylinder at a rate of 2 L/min?

A. 90 min

B. 140 min

C. 245 min

D. 320 min

E. Cannot be calculated

You are asked to evaluate a 2000-g male infant three hours after vaginal delivery because of a

respiratory rate of 50/min, pulse rate of 115 bpm, and the following arterial blood gas values

while breathing room air: PaO2 64 mmHg, PaCO2 43 mmHg, and pH 7.33. His mother

received meperidine 75 mg two hours before delivery. Appropriate management includes

A. administration of naloxone 50 mcg intramuscularly.

B. increasing the FiO2 to 0.4.

C. intubation and mechanical ventilation at an FiO2 of 0.5.

D. administration of oxygen 50% with 5 cm H2O continuous positive airway pressure.

E. observation, with no action at present. AnesBench

Model characteristic : Training methodology & Test time scaling:
Moldel
scale

COT length
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Fineweb&CN Fineweb
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Figure 1: Overview of our work and proposed benchmark The top section of the figure presents
the benchmark’s basic information, including examples for three question types and statistics. The
bottom section displays multiple dimensions that may be related to the model’s reasoning ability, as
revealed by our analyses and experiments.

anesthesiology or limit evaluations to general fact retrieval [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. Our study aims
to systematically assess LLMs’ anesthesia reasoning capabilities and investigate the factors that
influence these abilities.

To this end, we construct ANESBENCH, a comprehensive cross-lingual benchmark designed to
evaluate both fact retrieval and decision-making in anesthesia-related tasks. ANESBENCH categorizes
reasoning tasks into three levels. System 1 focuses on fact retrieval. System 2 involves complex
reasoning and decision-making. System 1.x represents a hybrid category that requires both factual
recall and basic reasoning [12]. Utilizing ANESBENCH, we conduct multiple experiments and
carry out a detailed and multi-dimensional analysis of the anesthesiology reasoning capabilities of
representative LLMs, including those in general and medical domains.

Currently, analyses of factors enhancing LLM reasoning capabilities focus on two main issues. The
first issue focuses on identifying the characteristics typically exhibited by LLMs with enhanced
reasoning capabilities. The second issue concerns how to endow LLMs with enhanced reasoning skills.
In the context of anesthesiology reasoning, our analysis of the first issue considers several fundamental
model characteristics, including model scale, CoT [13] length, and language transferability [14]. Our
analysis of the second issue examines several training and reasoning methodologies, encompassing
CPT [15], SFT [16], knowledge distillation [17], and test-time reasoning techniques [18, 19, 20].

For the first issue, we analyze reasoning performance across over thirty state-of-the-art LLMs and
obtain the following key insights: (1) System 1 tasks benefit from larger model scales by expanding
their knowledge base, while System 2 reasoning exhibits comparatively smaller gains. Notably, both
systems experience diminishing marginal returns, with each additional unit of scale contributing
progressively less to performance improvements. (2) CoT length plays an important role in enhancing
performance, particularly in System 2 tasks, by enabling more structured and step-by-step reasoning.
(3) Language transferability is still an important factor limiting the performance of multilingual
models. We suggest supplementing bilingual domain-specific data in the CPT stage to alleviate the
language gap.

For the second issue, we investigate how training and reasoning strategies affect anesthesia reasoning.
We first construct CPT and SFT datasets for the anesthesiology domain and conduct multiple
experiments using a two-stage training strategy. Then, we implement and analyze various test-time
compute reasoning techniques, including Best-of-N [21] and Beam Search [19]. Furthermore, we
evaluate LLMs enhanced by DeepSeek-R1 distillation. Our findings indicate that SFT alone is
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insufficient to enhance System 2 reasoning, even though it improves System 1 performance. On the
other hand, test-time compute strategies consistently boost reasoning performance. Additionally, our
experiments reveal that larger models benefit more from distillation of reasoning data than small
LLMs when addressing System 2 anesthesia problems.

Our contribution can be summarized as follows:

• We introduce a cross-lingual benchmark with a three-level reasoning system (System 1, System
1.x, and System 2) that systematically disentangles knowledge retrieval from reasoning capabilities,
bridging a critical gap in anesthesiology evaluation.

• Based on extensive evaluation results, our work demonstrates the impact of several model character-
istics, such as model scale, language transferability, and COT length, in relation to anesthesiology
reasoning performance, yielding several key insights.

• Using a curated dataset, our extensive experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of CPT and SFT
training strategies while evaluating reasoning techniques such as Best-of-N sampling and beam
search. Furthermore, we investigate the impact of distillation on anesthesiology reasoning, using
an analysis of DeepSeek-R1 distilled models.

Overall, we are committed to leveraging our benchmark and in-depth analyses to provide valuable
insights for developing LLMs with enhanced anesthesiology reasoning capabilities. We will publicly
release our benchmark, the CPT and SFT datasets, and the evaluation code.

2 Related Work

2.1 Reasoning LLMs

Reasoning refers to answering questions that involve complex, multi-step processes with intermediate
steps [22]. The emergence of reasoning LLMs such as OpenAI o1/o3 [23, 24] and Deepseek R1 [25]
has spurred interest in enhancing LLM reasoning ability. Existing research can be divided into two
categories: (1) analyses of models’ basic characteristics and output structures, and (2) improvements
in training and inference paradigms. Recent research indicates that LLMs tend to generate longer
outputs when solving mathematical or reasoning problems [26]. Model performance benefits from
scaling the length of the reasoning process [27, 28]. Models that exhibit strong exploratory tendencies
or incorporate intrinsic verification mechanisms in their outputs often demonstrate enhanced reasoning
capabilities [26, 25]. Moreover, different model scales have been demonstrated to exhibit significant
differences in training dynamics and reasoning characteristics [23, 24, 29]. On the other hand,
training and inference paradigms, such as reinforcement learning fine-tuning (RFT) [30, 25, 31],
self-improvement methods [32, 33, 34], and structured search techniques exemplified by MCTS [20,
35, 36], have shown significant development potential.

2.2 Anesthesia-related Benchmarks and LLMs

Anesthesiology, due to its unique interdisciplinary nature, is often implicitly classified under surgery,
dentistry, or similar categories [7, 8, 9, 10], even in benchmarks that categorize based on different
departments. Some benchmarks explicitly treat anesthesiology as a separate category [4, 5, 6], while
some studies employ existing anesthesiology-related questions [37, 38, 39, 40, 41] (e.g., exam ques-
tions from American Society of Anesthesiologists, ASA and Japanese Society of Anesthesiologists,
JSA) to evaluate LLMs. However, the overall scale of these evaluations for anesthesiology remains
very limited. Chinese Anesthesiology Benchmark (CAB) [11] is the first to focus primarily on anesthe-
siology. Nevertheless, CAB still overlooks the specific challenges of reasoning and decision-making
in anesthesiology, and its use of exclusively Chinese questions restricts its broader applicability.
Moreover, Hypnos and some works [42, 43] have attempted to use anesthesiology-related corpora
for supervised fine-tuning to improve question-answering abilities, but they have not significantly
enhanced the models’ reasoning capabilities.
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3 Methodology

3.1 Benchmark Overview

We construct ANESBENCH to assess LLMs’ reasoning and decision-making in anesthesiology. The
benchmark contains 4,427 anesthesiology questions in English. Each question is labeled with a
three-level categorization of cognitive demands, and detailed examples and statistics are provided
in Fig. 1. Each question also includes Chinese-English translations, enabling evaluation of LLMs’
knowledge, application, and clinical reasoning abilities across diverse linguistic contexts.

3.1.1 Benchmark Collection

ANESBENCH is constructed from authoritative sources, including American Board of Anesthesiology
examination materials, standardized textbooks, and validated online assessment tools. These resources
provide diverse questions assessing factual knowledge, application-based decision-making, and
computational problem-solving.

We incorporate the CAB [11] as a supplementary resource. CAB contains over 8,000 multiple-choice
questions (MCQs), 2,000 consultation-style question-answer (CQA) pairs, and 136 adversarially
crafted questions designed to test model safety and robustness. Since evaluating specialized QA
pairs involves subjective judgments and imperfect metrics, and the interchangeability of anesthetic
drug names complicates assessment, we include only the Anesthesiology Multiple Choice Question
Answering (AMCQA) subset from CAB, as MCQs offer clear, standardized metrics.

ANESBENCH thus serves as a structured benchmark across multiple complexity levels. The incorpo-
rated CAB content functions as both a comparative reference to highlight differences in reasoning
performance and a linguistic supplement for bilingual evaluation. This design allows for a more
nuanced and robust analysis of LLMs’ reasoning capabilities in anesthesiology.

Data Leakage Detection After the construction of ANESBENCH, we conduct a comprehensive
data leakage analysis, using a data leakage detection algorithm [44] designed for multiple-choice
questions. As detailed in Appendix F, our analysis confirms that ANESBENCH exhibits minimal data
leakage, underscoring its reliability for assessing anesthetic reasoning in LLMs.

3.1.2 Benchmark Categorization

To provide a fine-grained assessment of LLMs’ reasoning capabilities in anesthesiology, we categorize
benchmarks, including ANESBENCH and AMCQA, into three distinct levels based on the cognitive
demands. Specifically, we adopt the System 1 and System 2 framework to characterize questions with
different cognitive processes [3]. System 1 represents fast and intuitive thinking, typically applied to
straightforward knowledge-retrieval tasks, whereas System 2 denotes slow, logical, and conscious
thinking, essential for complex reasoning and decision-making. Building on this framework, we
further incorporate the concept of System 1.x [12], which blends elements of both System 1 and
System 2. The question examples of these three levels can be found in Fig. 1.

For question categorization, we employ DeepSeek-R1 [25], prompting it with detailed criteria and
few-shot examples. The full prompt for categorization is provided in Appendix B.

3.1.3 Cross-Language Benchmarking

To mitigate the potential impact of language proficiency on reasoning evaluation, we adopt a cross-
lingual benchmarking approach. We construct two bilingual benchmark sets by translating ANES-
BENCH and AMCQA in complementary directions. Specifically, ANESBENCH, originally developed
in English, is translated into Chinese (EN2CN), while AMCQA, originally in Chinese, is translated
into English (CN2EN). This process ensures that each dataset exists in both languages, enabling
direct cross-lingual comparisons of model performance.

We employ GPT-4o [45] to achieve high-quality translations, which preserve the original meaning,
logical structure, and domain-specific terminology. Furthermore, to enhance translation accuracy,
we perform post-translation validation, including expert review and consistency checks against
standardized anesthesiology references. The full prompt for translation is provided in Appendix C.
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This cross-lingual benchmarking allows us to investigate critical aspect of LLM performance: how
language transferability affects complex decision-making processes. By analyzing performance
discrepancies between EN2CN and CN2EN tasks, we gain insights into how different linguistic
structures influence the model’s reasoning ability.

3.1.4 Zero-Shot CoT for Reasoning Evaluation

Given that our evaluation focuses on reasoning-intensive System 2 tasks, we applied CoT prompting
to encourage structured, step-by-step reasoning. In our evaluation, we employed a Zero-Shot CoT [13]
prompting strategy, which enhances model reasoning by incorporating explicit reasoning cues, such
as “Let’s think step by step”, without relying on examples.

Additionally, recognizing the variability in instruction adherence among different models, we opted
not to impose rigid output format constraints. This choice ensures a fair comparison across models
with diverse instruction-following behaviors, allowing for a more accurate assessment of their
reasoning proficiency in complex anesthetic decision-making scenarios.

3.2 Evaluation of Training & Reasoning

3.2.1 Training Dataset Collection.

For the evaluation on the impact of Continuous Pre-training and Supervised Fine-Tuning, we construct
specialized training datasets tailored to the anesthesiology domain. We employ two primary strategies
for data collection. First, we extract domain-specific data from existing large-scale corpora, such as
FineWeb [46], using a keyword frequency-based filtering approach. Second, we gather anesthesiology-
related research papers from PubMed 3 and perform extensive data cleaning. The cleaning process
involves removing extraneous content, standardizing formatting, and filtering out low-relevance
sections to retain high-quality, domain-specific textual data.

For CPT, we merge and utilize the curated dataset, referred to as AnesCorpus, from these two sources
to enhance the model’s domain-specific knowledge. By pre-training on this specialized corpus, we
aim to improve the model’s foundational understanding of anesthesiology concepts, terminology,
and common clinical scenarios. The CPT corpus is further illustrated by the word cloud analysis in
Appendix E, demonstrating its strong alignment in anesthesiology-related topics.

Since domain-specific SFT requires high-quality QA data, which is often scarce and difficult to
obtain, we employ a data synthesis pipeline leveraging LLMs. Specifically, we segment papers
into small chunks based on length and section structure, then use LLaMA3.3-70B-Instruct [47] to
generate self-contained questions for each chunk. Next, we employ Qwen2.5-72B-Instruct [48] to
filter and answer the most informative and domain-relevant questions. Finally, we translate the QA
pairs into Chinese using GPT-4o-mini, creating a bilingual dataset for fine-tuning. We name the entire
question-answering dataset as AnesQA. The specifications of the AnesCorpus and the AnesQA are
presented in Appendix D Table 5.

3.2.2 Training & Reasoning Process.

We employ a two-stage training strategy, including CPT and SFT. We first conduct CPT on Qwen2.5-
7B-Base [48] using our curated anesthesia-related corpus. The objective of CPT is to enhance the
model’s foundational knowledge in anesthesiology by exposing it to high-quality domain-specific
text. For SFT, we focus on aligning the model with the structure of multiple-choice question tasks
while reinforcing its ability to handle anesthesia-specific inquiries. To achieve this, we incorporate
the medical-o1 [49] dataset alongside our AnesQA dataset.

Following training, we implement an advanced test-time compute process inspired by Marco-o1 [29],
designed to enhance multi-step reasoning. Specifically, we structure CoT reasoning into mini-steps
with a predefined token budget, ensuring a granular and interpretable reasoning pathway. To further
improve response quality, we incorporate a self-reflection mechanism [29], prompting the model
to critically reassess and refine its initial outputs. Additionally, we employ tree search strategies,
including Best-of-N [21] and Beam Search [19], enabling the model to explore multiple reasoning

3PubMed: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
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Table 1: Main Evaluation Results on AnesBench and AMCQA: The highest and second-highest
scores in the “Overall” column are highlighted in bold and underlined, respectively. Only a selection
of representative models is shown here; full evaluation results are in Table 4 in Appendix A.

Model ANESBENCH AMCQA Overall
Sys1 Sys1.x Sys2 Total Sys1 Sys1.x Sys2 Total

~7B models

ChatGLM3-6B 0.37 0.28 0.25 0.34 0.36 0.36 0.34 0.36 0.35
HuatuoGPT-o1-7B 0.56 0.45 0.38 0.52 0.71 0.65 0.63 0.70 0.63
Internlm3-8b-instruct 0.60 0.43 0.40 0.54 0.85 0.76 0.77 0.84 0.73
Glm-4-9b-chat 0.48 0.36 0.36 0.44 0.61 0.60 0.56 0.61 0.55

> 10B models

Baichuan2-13B-Chat 0.42 0.31 0.34 0.39 0.48 0.47 0.46 0.48 0.45
Qwen2.5-14B-Instruct 0.61 0.52 0.41 0.57 0.74 0.70 0.62 0.73 0.67
Gemma-2-27b-it 0.60 0.43 0.36 0.54 0.57 0.52 0.48 0.56 0.55
Qwen2.5-32B-Instruct 0.65 0.55 0.44 0.61 0.77 0.73 0.69 0.76 0.70
QwQ-32B-Preview 0.69 0.58 0.44 0.64 0.74 0.70 0.68 0.73 0.70
Llama-3-70B-UltraMedical 0.73 0.60 0.47 0.68 0.72 0.68 0.62 0.71 0.70
Qwen2.5-72B-Instruct 0.72 0.60 0.48 0.67 0.82 0.77 0.76 0.81 0.76
HuatuoGPT-o1-72B 0.71 0.61 0.48 0.67 0.82 0.78 0.78 0.81 0.76

DeepSeek V3/R1 & GPT-4o

DeepSeek-V3 0.77 0.69 0.55 0.73 0.79 0.77 0.70 0.78 0.77
DeepSeek-R1 0.85 0.78 0.70 0.82 0.88 0.85 0.81 0.87 0.85
GPT-4o 0.81 0.72 0.59 0.77 0.78 0.77 0.68 0.78 0.77

trajectories. The final answer is determined through the majority vote mechanism, selecting the most
coherent and accurate response.

3.2.3 Distillation

Beyond CPT and SFT, we further evaluate the impact of reasoning-enhanced model distillation.
Specifically, we assess models distilled from DeepSeek-R1 [25] and compare them with their original
instruct versions. As one of the state-of-the-art reasoning models, DeepSeek-R1 serves as a strong
reference point for evaluating the efficacy of distillation in enhancing reasoning performance.

The distillation process was conducted by the official DeepSeek team. For these distilled models,
only SFT was applied, without incorporating reinforcement learning (RL) [25]. While RL could
potentially further enhance performance, the primary objective of this evaluation is to demonstrate
the effectiveness of distillation as a technique for transferring reasoning abilities to smaller models.
Future research may explore the additional benefits of RL in complementing this distillation process.

4 Impact of Model Characteristics

In this section, we conduct a comprehensive evaluation of state-of-the-art LLMs. Through rigorous
analysis of the results, we derived several key insights. These insights contribute to a deeper
understanding of the potential and limitations of LLMs in this domain.

4.1 Evaluation Setup

Decoding Hyperparameters Given resource constraints, each model is tested a single time on
the benchmark. To mitigate response variance, we configure the decoding temperature to 0 for text
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generation. The maximum output length is also limited to 2048 tokens to maintain consistency and
comparability across all experiments.

4.2 Main Results

Overall Performance Due to space limitations, we only select the most representative models, such
as those with the highest overall scores in each model scale, as illustrated in Table 1. The remaining
results can be found in the Appendix A. Based on the results, we have the following observations.
First, Deepseek-R1 consistently surpasses a wide array of open-source and closed-source models,
including OpenAI’s GPT-4o, across all evaluated subjects, demonstrating exceptional strengths in
reasoning, knowledge retrieval, and multilingual adaptability, making it highly competitive. Notably,
QwQ-32B-Preview and Qwen2.5-32B-Instruct achieve or even surpass the performance of 70B-sized
models. Furthermore, for System2 questions in ANESBENCH, most models score below 0.5. This
suggests that current LLMs still face significant challenges in anesthesiology reasoning and attests to
the difficulty and quality of our newly collected questions.

4.3 Multi-Dimensional Analysis

(a) (b)

Figure 2: Performance Impact of Model Scale. Colors denote model scale (model index) and
problem type (scatter points). Models are sorted by overall score in ascending order. (a) Evaluation
Results on ANESBENCH. (b) Evaluation Results on AMCQA.

Performance Across Model Scale We arrange the models in increasing order according to their
total scores on ANESBENCH and AMCQA. Fig. 2 reveal a strong positive correlation between model
performance and model scale, and this correlation exhibits diminishing marginal returns. Each unit
increase in model scale brings progressively smaller performance gains. Fig. 2a shows that the
fitted-line slopes for System1 and System1.x on ANESBENCH are nearly identical. In contrast, the
slope for System2 is significantly lower. This indicates that performance gains from increasing model
size are notably lower for System2 compared to System1. Fig. 2b further shows that the slopes
differences for different problem types on AMCQA are less pronounced. These results indicate that
our ANESBENCH exhibits well-defined and distinct difficulty levels.

Performance Across Language We evaluate multiple models on ANESBENCH and AMCQA, along
with their English-Chinese translations, to investigate multilingual performance in anesthesiology.
As shown in Fig. 3, Qwen2.5-7B based and other models exhibit minimal disparity between English
and Chinese performance. In contrast, Llama-3.1-8B-based models, despite claiming multilingual
support [47], perform notably worse in Chinese than in English. These results indicate that language
transferability remains a key factor influencing multilingual model performance. According to the
theory proposed in [50], once an LLM reaches a stable language learning stage, different languages
form independent knowledge systems rather than relying on translation. At this stage, a lack of
domain-specific knowledge within the language-specific knowledge system can lead to substantial
performance disparities across languages. Therefore, we recommend supplementing bilingual domain-
specific knowledge during the CPT stage to mitigate cross-linguistic performance gaps.
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BenchmarkLanguage

Translated

Chinese
English

AnesBench
AMCQA

Figure 3: Multilingual Assessment on Translated Benchmarks. Background colors denote base
models: purple for Qwen2.5-7B, blue for Llama-3.1-8B. Here, “Q” and “L” respectively refer to
models trained based on Qwen and Llama.

Performance Across Output Length By comparing output length and scores across three types of
questions in ANESBENCH4, we discovered: (1) Models with longer CoT reasoning processes tend
to exhibit superior response performance. As illustrated in the right subplot of Fig. 4, for System2
type questions, models achieve higher scores with longer outputs. (2) However, this trend is not
pronounced in System1 and System1.x, which do not require extensive reasoning processes. As
shown in the left and middle subplots of Fig. 4, the scores of models are almost solely correlated
with the size of the model.

Model Family

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 4: Output length (log scale) vs. scores. Shapes and colors denote model families and scales,
respectively.

5 Impact of Training & Reasoning Strategy

5.1 Experiments Setup

CPT Settings We fine-tune Qwen2.5-7B-Base on the anesthesia-related corpus to obtain Qwen2.5-
7B-Base-CPT. The training is conducted for 2 epochs, using a batch size of 8 with gradient accumula-
tion steps of 8. Training is performed in BF16 precision to optimize memory efficiency.

SFT Settings After CPT ,we conduct comparative experiments using Qwen2.5-7B-Base and
Qwen2.5-7B-Base-CPT. Specifically, we perform an ablation study by fine-tuning these two models

4For a fair and effective comparison, we only selected models obtained by fine-tuning on widely used base
models (including Qwen2.5-7B, Llama-3.1-8B, Qwen2.5-72B, and Llama-3.1-70B).
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on Medical-o1 [49] and AnesQA separately and in combination. We use a batch size of 16 with
gradient accumulation steps of 4, and the learning rate is 1.0e-5. To ensure a fair comparison across
datasets of varying sizes, we fix the total training steps at 2,000 for all experiments.

Reasoning Settings For reasoning evaluation, we experiment with Best-of-N [21] sampling and
Beam Search [19] to assess different reasoning strategies. The decoding parameters are set to
temperature = 1.0 and top-p = 0.9 to balance diversity and determinism. Additionally, key parameters
such as mini-step token budget, tree width, and beam width are systematically varied as experimental
factors to analyze their impact on reasoning performance.

5.2 Effectiveness of Training Strategies

We conduct experiments on Qwen2.5-7B-Base and Qwen2.5-7B-Base-CPT models, fine-tuning them
using AnesQA and Medical-o1 separately and in combination, and then evaluate on ANESBENCH.
Additionally, we use the Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct as a reference model. The results are demonstrated in
Table 2, providing two key insights into the effectiveness of these training strategies.

Table 2: Effectiveness of Training Strategies. The Qwen2.5-7B-Base-CPT model is trained on our
custom anesthesiology-related CPT corpus, with Qwen2.5-7B-Base serving as the foundation model.

Model
SFT Data Accuracy

AnesQA Medical-o1 ANESBENCH

Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct - - 51.5

Qwen2.5-7B-Base
49.3
49.1
49.7

Qwen2.5-7B-Base-CPT
49.7
50.7
51.2

Impact of Continuous Pre-Training. Our results reveal that CPT significantly improves model
performance on the ANESBENCH, with the Qwen2.5-7B-Base-CPT model outperforming its non-
CPT counterpart across all SFT data configurations. This domain-adaptive pre-training approach
demonstrates clear effectiveness, achieving a benchmark accuracy of up to 51.2 compared to the
non-CPT version’s maximum of 49.7. Notably, using the full SFT dataset (AnesQA and Medical-o1)
yields the greatest performance boost for the CPT model, bringing it close to Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct,
indicating that combining domain-adaptive pre-training with comprehensive supervised fine-tuning
data produces optimal results.

Complementarity of AnesQA and Medical-o1. The results further highlight the complementary
nature of AnesQA and Medical-o1 for fine-tuning. Neither dataset alone is sufficient to optimize
model performance across all benchmarks, but combining them yields the best results. Specifically,
AnesQA improves the model’s problem-solving ability, while Medical-o1 provides critical domain-
specific knowledge. This combination emphasizes that both domain knowledge and problem-solving
capability are essential for effective model reasoning performance.

5.3 Impact of Reasoning Techniques

To assess the impact of different reasoning strategies on model performance, we use the best SFT
model, which is Qwen2.5-7B-Base-CPT trained on both AnesQA and medical-o1, and then compare
Best-of-N and Beam Search using varying tree widths (number of candidate paths), beam sizes, and
step token budgets. The results, presented in Table 3, reveal notable trends.

Firstly, in Best-of-N sampling, increasing tree width from 4 to 8 does not yield additional gains. This
suggests that simply expanding the candidates without increasing the search space provides limited
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benefits. In contrast, Beam Search consistently outperforms Best-of-N, demonstrating that step-level
structured exploration is more beneficial to reasoning ability. Furthermore, increasing the beam size
leads to incremental improvements in accuracy.

Overall, from a test-time computation perspective, increasing the exploration path width requires
higher computational resources but results in a performance boost. By allocating more computation
during test time, the model can explore a broader range of paths, leading to more comprehensive
reasoning and, ultimately, better outcomes.

Table 3: Comparison of Different Reasoning Strategies.

Reasoning Strategy Tree Width Beam Size Step Tokens Accuracy(%)

None - - - 51.2

Best-of-N [21] 4 - - 51.5
8 - - 51.5

Beam Search [19] 4 4 32 52.1
8 8 32 52.4

5.4 Evaluation of Distillation Performance

Llama-3.1-8B-It Qwen2.5-14B-It Qwen2.5-32B-It Llama-3.3-70B-It
0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

Sc
or

es

Impact of R1 Distillation
System1
System1.x
System2
Gain from R1 Distillation
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Figure 5: Impact of R1 distillation. “It” in the figure abbreviates “Instruct”.

As shown in Figure 5, our comparative analysis of DeepSeek-R1 distilled models and instruction-
tuned models5 derived from the same base model reveals two key observations: (1) Reasoning
capabilities developed in general domains can enhance model performance on anesthesiology-related
reasoning tasks. Specifically, models initialized from Qwen2.5-32B-Base and Llama-3.3-70B-Instruct
and subsequently distilled using R1 outperformed their instruction-tuned counterparts in both System
2 and System 1.x type questions. (2) However, the effectiveness of R1 distillation correlates positively
with model size. As noted in [51], small LLMs struggle to acquire reasoning abilities from long
CoT data due to their lack of domain-specific knowledge, compared to larger LLMs in this regard.
Notably, as model size increases from left to right in the results, the performance improvement from
R1 distillation becomes more pronounced for System 2 questions requiring explicit reasoning.

5We exclude Qwen2.5-Math-1.5B and Qwen2.5-Math-7B as these base models lack adaptability to non-
mathematical domains, which may cause an unfair comparison.
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6 Conclusion

In this work, we introduce ANESBENCH, an anesthesiology evaluation benchmark featuring a three-
level cognitive demand system. Through a comprehensive analysis of evaluation results on over thirty
state-of-the-art LLMs, we derive key insights into the relationship between model characteristics and
anesthesiology reasoning ability. Additionally, extensive experiments and analyses demonstrate the
effectiveness of training strategies such as CPT and SFT, as well as various reasoning techniques.
We hope that ANESBENCH and our multidimensional analysis serve as a effective stepping stone for
developing LLMs with enhanced anesthesiology reasoning capabilities.
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A Complete Results

Table 4: Complete Evaluation Results on ANESBENCH and AMCQA.

Model ANESBENCH AMCQA Overall
Sys1 Sys1.x Sys2 Total Sys1 Sys1.x Sys2 Total

~7B models

ChatGLM3-6B [52] 0.37 0.28 0.25 0.34 0.36 0.36 0.34 0.36 0.35
Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct [48] 0.56 0.44 0.36 0.52 0.68 0.63 0.58 0.67 0.61
HuatuoGPT-o1-7B [49] 0.56 0.45 0.38 0.52 0.71 0.65 0.63 0.70 0.63
Baichuan2-7B-Chat [53] 0.39 0.31 0.30 0.37 0.44 0.41 0.41 0.43 0.41
BioMistral-7B [54] 0.43 0.30 0.32 0.39 0.26 0.25 0.28 0.26 0.31
Meta-Llama-3-8B-Instruct [47] 0.54 0.42 0.39 0.50 0.49 0.47 0.47 0.49 0.49
Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct [47] 0.58 0.45 0.36 0.53 0.53 0.53 0.55 0.53 0.53
Llama-3.1-8B-UltraMedical [55] 0.63 0.47 0.41 0.57 0.54 0.52 0.50 0.54 0.55
HuatuoGPT-o1-8B [49] 0.58 0.46 0.39 0.53 0.57 0.53 0.57 0.56 0.55
Llama3-OpenBioLLM-8B [56] 0.44 0.35 0.30 0.41 0.26 0.25 0.19 0.25 0.31
FineMedLM [57] 0.40 0.35 0.27 0.38 0.30 0.34 0.38 0.31 0.34
FineMedLM-o1 [57] 0.43 0.34 0.26 0.39 0.34 0.38 0.40 0.35 0.37
Bio-Medical-Llama-3-8B [58] 0.53 0.41 0.38 0.49 0.48 0.47 0.49 0.48 0.48
Internlm3-8b-instruct [59] 0.60 0.43 0.40 0.54 0.85 0.76 0.77 0.84 0.73
ChatGLM-4-9b-chat [52] 0.48 0.36 0.36 0.44 0.61 0.60 0.56 0.61 0.55
Gemma-2-9b-it [60] 0.53 0.40 0.36 0.49 0.54 0.49 0.41 0.52 0.51

> 10B models

Baichuan2-13B-Chat [53] 0.42 0.31 0.34 0.39 0.48 0.47 0.46 0.48 0.45
Phi-4 [61] 0.69 0.57 0.41 0.64 0.57 0.57 0.56 0.57 0.59
Qwen2.5-14B-Instruct [48] 0.61 0.52 0.41 0.57 0.74 0.70 0.62 0.73 0.67
Gemma-2-27b-it [60] 0.60 0.43 0.36 0.54 0.57 0.52 0.48 0.56 0.55
Qwen2.5-32B-Instruct [48] 0.65 0.55 0.44 0.61 0.77 0.73 0.69 0.76 0.70
QwQ-32B-Preview [62] 0.69 0.58 0.44 0.64 0.74 0.70 0.68 0.73 0.70
Yi-1.5-34B-Chat [63] 0.54 0.44 0.35 0.50 0.65 0.64 0.64 0.65 0.59
HuatuoGPT-o1-70B [49] 0.70 0.58 0.48 0.65 0.70 0.70 0.64 0.70 0.68
Llama-3-70B-UltraMedical [55] 0.73 0.60 0.47 0.68 0.72 0.68 0.62 0.71 0.70
Llama3-OpenBioLLM-70B [56] 0.68 0.55 0.44 0.63 0.65 0.60 0.60 0.64 0.64
Llama-3.3-70B-Instruct [47] 0.74 0.63 0.51 0.70 0.69 0.66 0.63 0.68 0.69
Citrus1.0-llama-70B [64] 0.71 0.60 0.52 0.67 0.71 0.69 0.67 0.71 0.69
Qwen2.5-72B-Instruct [48] 0.72 0.60 0.48 0.67 0.82 0.77 0.76 0.81 0.76
HuatuoGPT-o1-72B [49] 0.71 0.61 0.48 0.67 0.82 0.78 0.78 0.81 0.76

DeepSeek family & GPT

R1-Distill-Qwen-1.5B [25] 0.32 0.28 0.27 0.31 0.26 0.26 0.22 0.26 0.28
R1-Distill-Qwen-7B [25] 0.40 0.34 0.28 0.38 0.33 0.32 0.34 0.33 0.35
R1-Distill-Llama-8B [25] 0.52 0.39 0.34 0.47 0.33 0.31 0.36 0.33 0.38
R1-Distill-Qwen-14B [25] 0.64 0.51 0.40 0.59 0.62 0.66 0.61 0.63 0.61
R1-Distill-Qwen-32B [25] [25] 0.67 0.56 0.45 0.63 0.66 0.71 0.65 0.67 0.65
R1-Distill-Llama-70B [25] 0.77 0.68 0.56 0.73 0.64 0.64 0.59 0.64 0.67
DeepSeek-V3 [65] 0.77 0.69 0.55 0.73 0.79 0.77 0.70 0.78 0.77
DeepSeek-R1 [25] 0.85 0.78 0.70 0.82 0.88 0.85 0.81 0.87 0.85
GPT-4o [45] 0.81 0.72 0.59 0.77 0.78 0.77 0.68 0.78 0.77
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B Prompt for Question Categorization

We utilize Deepseek-R1 for multi-dimensional, few-shot question categorization. For models lacking
system prompt support, we integrate the system prompt into the user prompt. The categorization
process follows precise analytical guidelines and illustrative examples.

Prompt for Question Categorization

System Prompt:

You are an anesthesiologist and helpful personal assistant, proficient in categorizing questions
strictly according to user instructions.

User Prompt:

Problem description:
[{instance["problem"]}]

A: [{instance["A"]}]

B: [{instance["B"]}]

......

Answer:
[{instance["answer"]}]

Classification Categories:
1. Knowledge-Based: Involves recalling fundamental facts, definitions, or procedures. This
type of question primarily tests factual memory without requiring application or in-depth
reasoning. For example: “What is the standard dose of Propofol for an adult patient undergoing
general anesthesia?”

2. Application-Based: Involves using basic knowledge or concepts in straightforward situations.
The question requires applying known information to solve problems or make decisions, but
does not require complex thinking or multiple-step reasoning. For example: “If a patient has a
history of allergies to local anesthetics, which alternative drug should be considered?”

3. Reasoning-Based: Requires logical thinking, analysis, and the use of problem-solving skills.
This type of question challenges the ability to evaluate complex situations, reason through
different factors, and make informed decisions. For example: “Given the patient’s medical
history and lab results, determine the most appropriate anesthetic technique for the upcoming
surgery.”

Instructions for Classification:
Please categorize the problem by selecting the most appropriate category that aligns with the
type of thinking and approach required to address the question. Consider factors such as the
level of complexity, the type of cognitive processing needed, and whether the problem involves
straightforward recall, application, or in-depth reasoning. Your response should conclude with:
“So, the problem can be categorized as {ANSWER} ,” where ANSWER is one of the
numbers 1, 2, or 3.

Figure 6: The prompt used for question categorization.
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C Prompt for Question Translation

We use ChatGPT-4o to translate all questions. Additionally, we provide detailed translation instruc-
tions and formatting requirements in the prompt.

Prompt for Question Translation

System Prompt:
You are a translator and helpful assistant proficient in the field of anesthesiology, strictly
completing translation tasks according to the user’s requirements.

User Prompt:

Translate the following English multiple-choice question into Chinese and output it in the
specfic format:

English question:
{

"question":[{instance["problem"]}]

A: [{instance["A"]}]

B: [{instance["B"]}]

......

}

Format:
{

"question": "中文问题",

A: 选项A

B: 选项B

......

}

Do not include any additional reasoning or explanations, only provide the translated content.

Figure 7: The prompt used for question translation.
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D Overview of CPT and SFT datasets

Dataset AnesCorpus (CPT) AnesQA (SFT)

Source
PubMed articles, GPT-generated
FineWeb corpus QA pairs

Data Type Text corpus Question-Answer pairs

Language English/Chinese English/Chinese

Data Scale
EN

∼ 18.5M docs ∼ 20k QA-pairs
(∼ 3B tokens) (∼ 4M tokens)

CH
∼ 6M docs ∼ 20k QA-pairs

(∼ 0.2B tokens) (∼ 6M tokens)

Table 5: CPT and SFT Dataset Specifications

E Word Cloud Analysis of Corpus

As illustrated in Fig. 8, our constructed anesthesia-related corpus encompasses a diverse range of
medical terminologies, both in English and Chinese. The English word cloud highlights key terms
such as “general anesthesia”, “local anesthetic”, “surgical procedure”, and “pain management”,
reflecting a strong focus on clinical applications, patient care, and perioperative considerations.
Additionally, frequent mentions of terms like “nerve block”, “blood pressure”, and “side effect”
indicate a broad coverage of anesthesia techniques and associated physiological impacts. Simi-
larly, the Chinese word cloud presents a comparable distribution, with dominant terms such as “手
术(surgery)”, “治疗(treatment)”, “麻醉(anesthesia)”, indicating a strong alignment with procedural
and treatment-related aspects. The presence of terms related to medical interventions, such as “气
管插管(intubation)” and “药物治疗(medication)”, exhibits emphasis on clinical procedures and
pharmacological considerations.
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Figure 8: Word clouds of CPT corpus.

F Data Leakage Detection

Given the increasing volume of pre-training data utilized by large language models, coupled with the
fact that the sources and specific acquisition methods are often regarded as core secrets and rarely
disclosed, a pertinent issue arises: whether the questions in our benchmark have been inadvertently
leaked into the pre-training data of various models. We have employed a method specifically designed
for multiple-choice questions to detect potential data leakage [44]. For a given multiple-choice
instance x = (xstem, o1, o2, . . . , on), where xstem represents the question stem and o1, o2, . . . , on are
the options, we generate all possible permutations of the options, resulting in {x1, x2, . . . , xn!}. For
each permutation, the sequence is decomposed into tokens as x = (t1, t2, . . . , tm). We then compute
the confidence score for each sequence using the following method:
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ConfLLM(x) =

(
m−1∏
i=1

pLLM(ti|x)

) 1
m−1

. (1)

If the original order x0 has the highest confidence score among all permutations, we consider that
the multiple-choice instance may have experienced data leakage. We randomly select 500 questions
from ANESBENCH, excluding those with excessive options. Under the assumption that the LLM
has no prior knowledge and calculates probabilities randomly, this method yields a potential leakage
proportion of 0.04. As shown in Fig. 9, most models exhibit a potential data leakage proportion
around 0.10, with the exception of the Qwen and Yi model families, which are slightly higher
(consistent with the evaluation results of MMLU[66], CMMLU[67], C-Eval[68], and CMB[6] in the
original text [44]). Overall, the low potential leakage proportions of most models on ANESBENCH
validate the quality of our work.

Figure 9: Proportion of potential data leakage in the model. Each ▲ below the x-axis denotes a
model family.
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G Datasheet for AnesBench

G.1 Motivation

1. For what purpose was the dataset created? Was there a specific task in mind? Was there a
specific gap that needed to be filled? Please provide a description.

A1: AnesBench was created to systematically evaluate LLMs reasoning capabilities in the specialized
field of anesthesiology, addressing a critical gap in existing medical AI benchmarks. Authors
developed a comprehensive cross-lingual benchmark (AnesBench) that could distinguish between
different levels of cognitive processing - specifically knowledge retrieval (System 1), complex
decision-making (System 2), and a hybrid category (System 1.x) - which was missing in previous
anesthesiology evaluation frameworks. Furthermore, we primarily consider employing multiple-
choice questions with a single correct answer to assess the anesthesiology-related competencies of
LLMs.

2. Who created this dataset (e.g., which team, research group) and on behalf of which entity
(e.g., company, institution, organization)?

A2: This dataset is created by the authors of this paper.

3. Who funded the creation of the dataset? If there is an associated grant, please provide the
name of the grantor and the grant name and number.

A3: N/A.

G.2 Composition

1. What do the instances that comprise the dataset represent (e.g., documents, photos, people,
countries)? Are there multiple types of instances(e.g., movies, users, and ratings; people and
interactions between them; nodes and edges)? Please provide a description.

A1: Each instance in AnesBench is a plain text multiple-choice question. Each multiple-choice
question contains between 2 to 9 options, with an average question length of 32.4 tokens.

2. How many instances are there in total (of each type, if appropriate)?

A2: AnesBench has 4,427 instances.

3. Does the dataset contain all possible instances or is it a sample (not necessarily random)
of instances from a larger set? If the dataset is a sample, then what is the larger set? Is the
sample representative of the larger set (e.g., geographic coverage)? If so, please describe how
this representativeness was validated/verified. If it is not representative of the larger set, please
describe why not (e.g., to cover a more diverse range of instances, because instances were
withheld or unavailable).

A3: AnesBench is a sample drawn from a larger set of instances. This larger set comprises all
anesthesiology-related questions that can be expressed in text, including both those that require
knowledge retrieval and those that involve logical reasoning. Since the questions in AnesBench are
exclusively sourced from multiple-choice items found in anesthesiology professional examinations,
textbooks, and reliable online test banks, they do not represent the entirety of the larger set.

4. What data does each instance consist of? “Raw” data (e.g., unprocessed text or images)or
features? In either case, please provide a description.

A4: Each instance contains a raw multiple-choice question in plain text extracted from formats
including HTML, PDF, and various others. Each question contains 2 to 9 options.

5. Is there a label or target associated with each instance? If so, please provide a description.

A5: Yes, each instance contains exactly one target as the true answer corresponding to the question.

6. Is any information missing from individual instances? If so, please provide a description,
explaining why this information is missing (e.g., because it was unavailable). This does not
include intentionally removed information, but might include, e.g., redacted text.

A6: No.

20



7. Are relationships between individual instances made explicit (e.g., users’ movie ratings, social
network links)? If so, please describe how these relationships are made explicit.

A7: No, there is no explicit relationship between each instance.

8. Are there recommended data splits (e.g., training, development/validation, testing)? If so,
please provide a description of these splits, explaining the rationale behind them.

A8: Yes, we recommend using all of AnesBench for testing.

9. Are there any errors, sources of noise, or redundancies in the dataset? If so, please provide a
description.

A9: No.

10. Is the dataset self-contained, or does it link to or otherwise rely on external resources (e.g.,
websites, tweets, other datasets)? If it links to or relies on external resources, a) are there
guarantees that they will exist, and remain constant, over time; b) are there official archival
versions of the complete dataset (i.e., including the external resources as they existed at the time
the dataset was created); c) are there any restrictions (e.g., licenses, fees) associated with any
of the external resources that might apply to a future user? Please provide descriptions of all
external resources and any restrictions associated with them, as well as links or other access
points, as appropriate.

A10: The dataset is self-contained because all questions can be downloaded from various sources.
Yes, we will release official archival versions of the complete dataset. For specific usage restrictions,
users need to consult the instructions of relevant external resources.

11. Does the dataset contain data that might be considered confidential (e.g., data that is
protected by legal privilege or by doctorpatient confidentiality, data that includes the content of
individuals non-public communications)? If so, please provide a description.

A11: No. Although it may contain medical case data, it does not contain any sensitive personal
information.

12. Does the dataset contain data that, if viewed directly, might be offensive, insulting, threaten-
ing, or might otherwise cause anxiety? If so, please describe why.

A12: No.

G.3 Collection Process

1. How was the data associated with each instance acquired? Was the data directly observable
(e.g., raw text, movie ratings), reported by subjects (e.g., survey responses), or indirectly
inferred/derived from other data (e.g., part-of-speech tags, model-based guesses for age or
language)? If data was reported by subjects or indirectly inferred/derived from other data, was
the data validated/verified? If so, please describe how.

A1: The data associated with each instance is directly observable. Although they are contained in
content such as HTML or PDF, they can be extracted by various methods without more inference and
derivation.

2. What mechanisms or procedures were used to collect the data (e.g., hardware apparatus or
sensor, manual human curation, software program, software API)? How were these mechanisms
or procedures validated?

A2: All data are automatically sorted and filtered using Python programs after being downloaded
from web pages. After the sorting and filtering is completed, we randomly selected 200 questions
and manually compared the sorted content with the original content to verify the reliability of the
program.

3. If the dataset is a sample from a larger set, what was the sampling strategy (e.g., deterministic,
probabilistic with specific sampling probabilities)?

A3: In terms of the required cognitive level, the sampling process is probabilistic. There are
approximately 5% of system2 type questions and 20% of system1.x type questions. The length of
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the questions and the number of options are also probabilistically sampled. The number of options
ranges from 2 to 9.

4. Who was involved in the data collection process (e.g., students, crowdworkers, contractors)
and how were they compensated (e.g., how much were crowdworkers paid)?

A4: The authors of this paper.

5. Over what timeframe was the data collected? Does this timeframe match the creation
timeframe of the data associated with the instances (e.g., recent crawl of old news articles)? If
not, please describe the timeframe in which the data associated with the instances was created.

A5: The timeframe for data collection is from January to February 2025 and lasts for more than one
month. The creation time of the data matches the time of data collection.

G.4 Preprocessing/cleaning/labeling

1. Was any preprocessing/cleaning/labeling of the data done (e.g., discretization or bucketing,
tokenization, part-of-speech tagging, SIFT feature extraction, removal of instances, processing
of missing values)? If so, please provide a description. If not, you may skip the remainder of
the questions in this section.

A1: No.

2. Was the “raw” data saved in addition to the preprocessed/cleaned/labeled data (e.g., to
support unanticipated future uses)? If so, please provide a link or other access point to the
“raw” data.

A2: N/A.

3. Is the software used to preprocess/clean/label the instances available? If so, please provide a
link or other access point.

A3: N/A.

G.5 Uses

1. Has the dataset been used for any tasks already? If so, please provide a description.

A1: Yes, we use this dataset to evaluate the reasoning abilities of current state-of-the-art LLMs in the
context of anesthesiology and analyze multiple key factors influencing their performance.

2. Is there a repository that links to any or all papers or systems that use the dataset? If so,
please provide a link or other access point.

A2: N/A.

3. What (other) tasks could the dataset be used for?

A3: It can be used for testing and evaluating large language models for reasoning, especially for
issues related to anesthesiology.

4. Is there anything about the composition of the dataset or the way it was collected and
preprocessed/cleaned/labeled that might impact future uses? For example, is there anything
that a future user might need to know to avoid uses that could result in unfair treatment of
individuals or groups (e.g., stereotyping, quality of service issues) or other undesirable harms
(e.g., financial harms, legal risks) If so, please provide a description. Is there anything a future
user could do to mitigate these undesirable harms?

A4: No.

5. Are there tasks for which the dataset should not be used? If so, please provide a description.

A5: No.
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G.6 Distribution

1. Will the dataset be distributed to third parties outside of the entity (e.g., company, institution,
organization) on behalf of which the dataset was created? If so, please provide a description.

A1: Yes.

2. How will the dataset will be distributed (e.g., tarball on website, API, GitHub)? Does the
dataset have a digital object identifier (DOI)?

A2: It will be publicly available at https://github.com/MiliLab/AnesBench.

3. When will the dataset be distributed?

A3: The dataset will be distributed once the paper is accepted after peer review.

4. Will the dataset be distributed under a copyright or other intellectual property (IP) license,
and/or under applicable terms of use (ToU)? If so, please describe this license and/or ToU, and
provide a link or other access point to, or otherwise reproduce, any relevant licensing terms or
ToU, as well as any fees associated with these restrictions.

A4: It will be distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-ShareAlike 4.0
License.

5. Have any third parties imposed IP-based or other restrictions on the data associated with the
instances? If so, please describe these restrictions, and provide a link or other access point to,
or otherwise reproduce, any relevant licensing terms, as well as any fees associated with these
restrictions.

A5: No.

6. Do any export controls or other regulatory restrictions apply to the dataset or to individual
instances? If so, please describe these restrictions, and provide a link or other access point to,
or otherwise reproduce, any supporting documentation.

A6: No.

G.7 Maintenance

1. Who will be supporting/hosting/maintaining the dataset?

A1: The authors.

2. How can the owner/curator/manager of the dataset be contacted (e.g., email address)?

A2: They can be contacted via email available on the paper.

3. Is there an erratum? If so, please provide a link or other access point.

A3: No.

4. Will the dataset be updated (e.g., to correct labeling errors, add new instances, delete
instances)? If so, please describe how often, by whom, and how updates will be communicated
to users (e.g., mailing list, GitHub)?

A4: No.

5. Will older versions of the dataset continue to be supported/hosted/maintained? If so, please
describe how. If not, please describe how its obsolescence will be communicated to users.

A5: N/A.

6. If others want to extend/augment/build on/contribute to the dataset, is there a mechanism for
them to do so? If so, please provide a description. Will these contributions be validated/verified?
If so, please describe how. If not, why not? Is there a process for communicating/distributing
these contributions to other users? If so, please provide a description.

A6: N/A.
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