
2024 IEEE International Workshop on Large Language Models for Finance, PREPRINT COPY

FANAL - Financial Activity News Alerting Language Modeling Framework

Urjitkumar Patel*
urjitkumar.patel@spglobal.com

Fang-Chun Yeh*

jessie.yeh@spglobal.com
Chinmay Gondhalekar*

chinmay.gondhalekar@spglobal.com
Hari Nalluri†

hari.nalluri@spglobal.com

Abstract—In the rapidly evolving financial sector, the accurate
and timely interpretation of market news is essential for
stakeholders needing to navigate unpredictable events. This
paper introduces FANAL (Financial Activity News Alerting
Language Modeling Framework), a specialized BERT-based
framework engineered for real-time financial event detection
and analysis, categorizing news into twelve distinct finan-
cial categories. FANAL leverages silver-labeled data processed
through XGBoost and employs advanced fine-tuning tech-
niques, alongside ORBERT (Odds Ratio BERT), a novel vari-
ant of BERT fine-tuned with ORPO (Odds Ratio Preference
Optimization) for superior class-wise probability calibration
and alignment with financial event relevance. We evaluate
FANAL’s performance against leading large language models,
including GPT-4o, Llama-3.1 8B, and Phi-3, demonstrating
its superior accuracy and cost efficiency. This framework sets
a new standard for financial intelligence and responsiveness,
significantly outstripping existing models in both performance
and affordability.

Index Terms—Large Language Models (LLM), BERT, Natural
Language Processing (NLP), Machine Learning, Generative
AI (Gen AI), Finance Event Modeling, Financial News Alerts,
Financial Risk Analysis, Empirical Cost Analysis
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1. Introduction

In today’s financial markets, the vast nature of financial
activities generates a constant stream of news, making it
challenging to stay updated. The volume of data can over-
whelm traditional methods and impact strategic decision-
making.

Timely and accurate categorization of financial news is
crucial for delivering real-time information that influences
investor decisions and market dynamics. Our framework
categorizes financial news into twelve targeted categories,
enhancing market readiness and strategic decision-making.

Advancements in Natural Language Processing (NLP),
particularly through transformer-based models like BERT

[1], T5 [2], GPT [3], and Llama-3.1 [4], have significantly
enhanced our ability to process complex datasets. Despite
their capabilities, the high computational demands, infras-
tructure costs, and API service fees associated with deploy-
ing and using such models often make them impractical for
many applications.

Motivated by the achievements of CANAL (Cyber Ac-
tivity News Alerting Language Model) [5], we present
FANAL (Finance Activity News Alerting Language Model-
ing Framework), employing sophisticated fine-tuning meth-
ods like ORPO (Odds Ratio Preference Optimization) [6]
and specialized financial news datasets. In this research, we
introduce ORBERT, a BERT-based model fine-tuned with
ORPO to improve the handling of class imbalances and
refine predictions according to desired class distributions,
justifying the appellation ORBERT. FANAL offers a cost-
effective, robust solution, delivering enhanced categorization
performance with limited training data. Key contributions of
our research include:

• Introduction of FANAL: A state-of-the-art frame-
work designed specifically for efficient and accurate
categorization of financial news.

• Advanced Categorization Scheme: FANAL seg-
ments financial news into twelve precise categories,
each tailored to a specific type of financial activity,
enhancing the granularity of data analysis.

• Introduction of ORBERT: Streamlined fine-tuning
of BERT with ORPO (Odds Ratio Preference Op-
timization) to achieve balanced performance across
all classes and enhance the model’s ability to distin-
guish between closely related categories.

• Benchmarking Against Larger Models: We pro-
vide a comparative analysis with major LLMs such
as GPT-4o & Llama-3.1, highlighting FANAL’s effi-
ciency in both zero-shot and few-shot LLM settings.

• Cost-Effective and Resource-Efficient Solution:
Demonstrating FANAL as a more economical and
sustainable option in financial news analysis.

• Real-Time Financial News Utilization: Leveraging
live data feeds to maintain up-to-date and compre-
hensive market insights.
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2. Literature Review

The finance sector is undergoing a transformation due
to escalating complexities in financial activities. Cao [7]
outlines the evolution of AI from traditional analytics to
advanced data science, emphasizing its growing importance
in effective financial monitoring and management. This
dynamic landscape necessitates robust AI-driven tools to
enhance decision-making and risk management.

The advent of transformer-based models like BERT [1]
and its financial derivative, FinBERT [8], has significantly
advanced NLP, enhancing tasks like sentiment analysis.
The proliferation of generative models such as GPT [3],
Gemini [9], BloombergGPT [10], Claude [11], Llama [4],
Mixtral [12] and others, has reshaped industries, despite the
high computational demands limiting some applications in
finance [13], [14]. The industry is adapting by developing
efficient models like Phi-3 [15], which balance performance
with resource demands.

Advancements in quantization and parameter-efficient
fine-tuning methods like PEFT [16] and LoRA [17] are crit-
ical in adapting larger models to constrained environments.
Techniques like RoSA [18], ORPO [6], KTO (Knowledge
Transfer Optimization) [19], SimPO (Simple Preference
Optimization) [20], and CTO (Contrastive Preference Op-
timization) [21] further enhance model training efficiency
and performance, broadening the adoption of AI in finance
where prompt decision-making is essential.

The integration of NLP with financial data analytics has
led to several key innovations. The F-HMTC model [22]
utilizes a neural hierarchical multi-label text classification
system to effectively categorize financial events. The uni-
fied model by Li and Zhang [23] enhances financial event
detection and summarization accuracy through a multi-task
learning strategy with a pretrained BERT and Transformer
framework. Hierarchical clustering algorithms [24] merge
big data and NLP to provide deeper financial market insights
from diverse sources, including news and social media. Ad-
vances in financial risk prediction include Ravula’s distress
dictionary [25] for bankruptcy prediction, and Zhou et al.’s
event-driven trading strategy [26], which utilizes NLP to
predict stock movements from news articles, illustrating
NLP’s practical use in real-time market strategies.

Despite these developments, challenges remain in
achieving the granularity required for precise decision-
making and adapting the latest fine-tuning methods. There is
also a lack of comprehensive benchmarks comparing these
specialized models to more generalized, resource-intensive
LLMs.

The introduction of CANAL [5] represented a signif-
icant advancement, establishing a minimalist yet highly
effective BERT framework for cyber activity detection with
reduced computational demands. Built on a similar founda-
tion, FANAL enhances financial news analysis by utilizing
finance-specific data to identify crucial information through
detailed event categorization, all within a validated, cutting-
edge framework.

3. Background And Theory

3.1. Problem Statement

In finance, managing the influx of thousands of daily
news articles is a substantial challenge. This study addresses
it by categorizing articles into twelve targeted categories, of-
fering an efficient and cost-effective alternative to large lan-
guage models through advanced computational techniques.

The categorization is as follows:

• M&A: The process of combining two or more com-
panies through various types of financial transac-
tions, such as mergers, acquisitions, consolidations,
or takeovers.

• Public Market Finance: Refers to both borrowing
money that must be repaid over time and the raising
of capital by companies through the sale of securi-
ties, such as stocks or bonds, to the public on stock
exchanges or other public markets.

• Private Placement: The sale of stocks, bonds, or
securities directly to a private investor, rather than
as part of a public offering.

• IPO: Initial Public Offering; the process through
which a privately-held company offers its shares to
the public for the first time, allowing it to raise
capital from public investors.

• Strategic Alliances: Collaborative agreements be-
tween independent entities aimed at achieving mu-
tually beneficial objectives through shared resources
and capabilities.

• Company Reorganization and Structure Change:
The process of modifying a company’s organiza-
tional setup and operational framework to adapt to
market dynamics or achieve strategic goals.

• Spin-Off/Split-Off: The creation of a new, indepen-
dent company through the sale or distribution of
shares of an existing business division or subsidiary
to shareholders.

• Dividend: A payment made by a corporation to
its shareholders, usually in the form of cash or
additional shares, representing a portion of the com-
pany’s profits.

• Credit Rating: An assessment of the creditworthi-
ness of a borrower, typically issued by credit rating
agencies, indicating the likelihood that the borrower
will repay its debt obligations in a timely manner.

• Debt Default: Occurs when a borrower fails to meet
its contractual obligations to repay its debt, such as
failing to make interest or principal payments when
due.

• Bankruptcy: A legal process through which individ-
uals or businesses that cannot repay their debts seek
relief from some or all of their debts, usually through
liquidation of assets or reorganization of debts under
court supervision.

• Other: Refers to a variety of financial events or
instruments not covered by the above categories,



TABLE 1. DETAILS OF THE DATASETS USED

No Dataset Name Sourced Format Period Rows

1 Google News Feed Diverse websites Title, Snippet 2023-10-01 to 2024-04-30 350k

2 Hugging Face PR Newswire and
nickmuchi/trade-the-event-finance Business Wire Title, Body 2020-01-01 to 2021-12-31 304k

3 Hugging Face
ugursa/Yahoo-Finance-News-Sentences Yahoo Financial News Snippet 2023-06-12 to 2023-12-20 25k

such as launching new products, additions to an
index, and educational content.

3.2. Data

To enhance our model’s adaptability, we utilized three
distinct data sources. From Hugging Face, we accessed the
nickmuchi/trade-the-event-finance [27] dataset, containing
over 304,000 financial articles mainly from PR Newswire
and Business Wire (2020-2021), and the ugursa/Yahoo-
Finance-News-Sentences [28] dataset, with about 25,000
Yahoo financial sentences from June to December 2023.
Additionally, we configured Google News RSS Feeds for
financial terms like ’merger’, ’financing’, and ’IPO’, lead-
ing to a collection of approximately 350,000 articles from
October 2023 to April 2024, archived with full metadata.
Dataset specifics are detailed in Table 1.

3.3. Theoretical Framework

Our research focuses on categorizing news content
into one of twelve financial categories, representing each
financial news sentence as a sequence of N tokens
w1, w2, . . . , wN . We model a probability distribution P over
these categories based on the input tokens:

P = f(w1, w2, . . . , wN )

Where f is the function estimating this distribution,
ensuring:

12∑
i=1

Pi = 1, where Pi represents each category probability.

The final category prediction for each news item is
determined by a decision function g:

Predicted Category = g(P), where g : P → Category

Function g either selects the highest probability or ap-
plies a threshold to ascertain the most likely category.

4. Methodology

4.1. XGB Silver Labeling

Silver labeling bridges the gap between the high ac-
curacy of gold standard data and the scalability of un-
supervised predictions, providing a cost-effective labeling
method. It broadens the training dataset beyond manual
annotations.

We employed XGBoost [29], known for its performance
and efficiency with smaller datasets. XGBoost optimizes this
objective function:

Obj =

n∑
i=1

l(yi, ŷi) +

K∑
k=1

Ω(fk)

Here, l measures prediction discrepancies, and Ω in-
cludes regularization to prevent overfitting. XGBoost’s
meticulous management of learning rates and column sam-
pling allows it to effectively identify complex patterns and
maintain consistency, making it effective for silver labeling
in financial news.

4.2. Generative Models

In our study, FANAL is benchmarked against three lead-
ing Large Language Models (LLMs): GPT-4o [3], Llama-
3.1-8B-instruct [4], and Phi-3 mini [15]. These models were
chosen for their distinct roles in the current AI landscape:
GPT-4o as the best performing model, Llama-3.1 as the
most advanced open source model available, and Phi-3 as
the most capable and cost-effective among smaller language
models (SLM).

4.2.1. GPT-4o. An advanced multimodal model represents
the next evolution in multimodal natural language process-
ing, excelling in both text and image integration to pro-
duce text outputs. ChatGPT-4o outperforms previous itera-
tions and other leading language models, including Claude,
Llama, and PaLM, making it a top performer in diverse
applications, from rigorous academic assessments to multi-
lingual benchmarks.

4.2.2. Llama-3.1-8B-instruct. A significant release from
Meta AI, Llama-3.1, underscores their commitment to open-
source advancements in AI technology. Llama-3.1 serves as
the foundation for Llama-3.1 Instruct, a specialized variant



meticulously fine-tuned to excel in instruction-following
scenarios.

4.2.3. Phi-3-mini 128k-instruct. This model stands out
with its 3.8 billion-parameter setup, designed for high per-
formance on par with larger models due to its training on 3.3
trillion tokens of selectively curated, high-quality data. Phi-
3 Mini excels in instruction adherence and safety, making
it a cost-effective yet robust AI option.

4.3. ORPO

In our study, we opted for Odds Ratio Preference Opti-
mization (ORPO) over other fine-tuning methods such as
Knowledge Transfer Optimization (KTO) [19] and Con-
trastive Preference Optimization (CTO) [21] or Simple Pref-
erence Optimization (SimPO) [20] due to its distinct advan-
tages in handling class imbalances and specific prediction
preferences. Unlike KTO, which focuses on generalization
and knowledge transfer, or CPO/SimPO, which emphasize
learning similarities or contrasts between inputs, ORPO
directly addresses class distribution by optimizing for class
odds ratios. This makes ORPO particularly suitable for tasks
where class imbalances are a significant concern.

4.3.1. Handling Class Imbalances. One of the primary
challenges in financial news categorization is managing class
imbalances. Certain categories may naturally occur more
frequently than others, which can lead to a bias in the
model’s predictions if not addressed properly. Traditional
fine-tuning methods, such as those based solely on Cross-
Entropy Loss, often struggle in these scenarios because they
tend to favor the more frequent classes, resulting in lower
recall for less frequent classes.

ORPO’s Approach: ORPO introduces a penalty based
on the odds ratio, which inherently accounts for the relative
frequency of classes. By focusing on adjusting predictions
according to these odds ratios, ORPO ensures that the model
does not disproportionately favor the dominant classes. In-
stead, it encourages a more balanced performance across
all categories, particularly improving recall for underrepre-
sented classes. Additionally, ORPO enhances the distinction
between classes by optimizing the model to recognize and
amplify the differences between them, reducing the likeli-
hood of misclassification in closely related categories.

4.4. FANAL

In this section, we describe the BERT fine-tuning tech-
niques employed in our study. We utilized three distinct
approaches: BERT fine-tuning with Cross-Entropy Loss,
BERT fine-tuning with ORPO (Odds Ratio Preference
Optimization), and LoRA (Low-Rank Adaptation) PEFT
(Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning).

4.4.1. Fine-Tuning with Cross-Entropy Loss. BERT fine-
tuning involves updating the parameters of a pre-trained
BERT model to adapt it to a specific task. The process

Figure 1. ORBERT Architecture

includes tokenization, input formatting, and optimization.
The input text is tokenized and converted to indices, and
special tokens like [CLS] and [SEP] are added as shown
in Figure 1. These token indices, along with attention masks
and token type ids, form the input for BERT.

The BERT model processes these inputs through mul-
tiple layers of Transformer encoders. For classification, the
output corresponding to the [CLS] token is passed through
a classification layer to predict the label using a softmax
function, and the model is fine-tuned by minimizing the
Cross-Entropy loss using optimization algorithms like Adam
[30].

4.4.2. Fine-Tuning with ORPO Loss. Odds Ratio Pref-
erence Optimization (ORPO) [6] is a novel approach that
enhances fine-tuning by integrating an odds ratio-based
penalty with the conventional negative log-likelihood (NLL)
loss. This method differentiates between favored and dis-
favored responses without needing a reference model. We
apply ORPO to fine-tune BERT, creating a variant we call
ORBERT (Odds Ratio BERT), which offers superior class-
wise probability calibration.

Preliminaries. Given an input sequence x (the se-
quence of tokens provided to the model), the average log-
likelihood of generating an output sequence y (the predicted
sequence of tokens) of length m (the number of tokens in
the output sequence) is:

logPθ(y|x) =
1

m

m∑
t=1

logPθ(yt|x, y<t) (1)

where Pθ(y|x) is the probability of generating the se-
quence y given the input x, and yt is the token at position
t in the sequence y, and y<t represents the tokens before
position t. θ: Model parameters (weights and biases).

The odds of generating y given x is:

oddsθ(y|x) =
Pθ(y|x)

1− Pθ(y|x)
(2)



The odds ratio between a chosen response yw (a favored
response) and a rejected response yl (a disfavored response)
is:

ORθ(yw, yl) =
oddsθ(yw|x)
oddsθ(yl|x)

(3)

Objective Function of ORPO. The ORPO objective
combines the supervised fine-tuning (SFT) loss and the
relative ratio loss:

LORPO = E(x,yw,yl) [LSFT + λ · LOR] (4)

where LSFT is the conventional NLL loss and λ is a
scaling factor.

The SFT loss is the conventional NLL loss:

LSFT = − logPθ(y|x) (5)

The relative ratio loss LOR maximizes the odds ratio
between the favored and disfavored responses:

LOR = − log σ

(
log

oddsθ(yw|x)
oddsθ(yl|x)

)
(6)

where σ denotes the sigmoid function.
Comparison with Cross-Entropy Loss. The Cross-

Entropy loss focuses on minimizing the difference between
predicted and true labels. In contrast, ORPO not only incor-
porates this but also penalizes the model for generating less
favored responses, ensuring a preference alignment.

Gradient of ORPO. The gradient of the ORPO
objective includes terms that penalize incorrect predictions
and contrast chosen and rejected responses:

∇θLOR = δ(d) · h(d) (7)

where

δ(d) =

[
1 +

oddsθ(yw|x)
oddsθ(yl|x)

]−1

(8)

and

h(d) =
∇θ logPθ(yw|x)
1− Pθ(yw|x)

− ∇θ logPθ(yl|x)
1− Pθ(yl|x)

(9)

This approach accelerates parameter updates when the
model is more likely to generate rejected responses, ensuring
efficient preference alignment and reducing computational
overhead while maintaining high performance.

4.4.3. Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning (PEFT). We ex-
plore Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning (PEFT) [16] for its
efficiency in fine-tuning large language models (LLMs).
While full fine-tuning updates all parameters, partial fine-
tuning in PEFT selectively freezes a portion of the model’s
weights while fine-tuning the rest. The fine-tuning process
for both full and partial parameter updates explores the
performance impact on our multiclass classification task,
providing insights into the trade-offs between computational
efficiency and classification effectiveness.

4.4.4. PEFT with LoRA. We also experiment with PEFT
combined with Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) [17]. LoRA
updates a pre-trained weight matrix W0 (the original weight
matrix) with a low-rank decomposition

(W0 +∆W = W0 +BA) (10)

where B ∈ Rd×r (input dimension by rank) and A ∈ Rr×k

(rank by output dimension), and the rank r ≪ min(d, k)
(rank is much smaller than the input and output dimensions).
d is Input dimension of the weight matrix and k is the
output dimension of weight matrix. r is Rank of the low-
rank decomposition, which is much smaller than both d and
k. During training, W0 is frozen, while A and B contain
trainable parameters. The modified forward pass with LoRA
is:

h = W0x+∆Wx = W0x+BAx (11)

where x is the input feature vector, and h is the output
feature vector.

Our approach integrates BERT’s architecture with PEFT
and LoRA fine-tuning for effective multiclassification, as
demonstrated in our methodology.

4.5. Entity Relevance Module

We incorporate the Entity Relevance Module in our
experiment to enhance news processing by evaluating the
contextual significance of entities in texts, going beyond tra-
ditional NER models that simply tag entities. For example,
in the headline ”Debt defaults soared, XYZ says,” ”XYZ” is
recognized as a commentator rather than the main subject.

Relevance probabilities are determined using:

P (Class 1 - Relevant) = σ(W · Φ(input) + b) (12)

Here, σ is the sigmoid function, with W , b, and Φ(input) as
the model parameters and input features. Detailed technical
specifics are out of the scope of this paper.

5. Training Scheme

5.1. Data Labeling and Categorization

• Gold Standard Dataset: A ’Gold Standard’ dataset
consisting of approximately 100 samples from each
category across three sources (totaling 1200 sam-
ples), mentioned in Table 1, was meticulously la-
beled by domain experts. This dataset facilitated the
initial training of the XGB model using an 80%-20%
training-testing split.

• Silver Label Dataset using XGB Model: After the
initial training phase, the XGB model was applied to
the remaining data from the three sources, excluding
the previously used Gold Standard data. Records
with high labeling confidence were selected to form
the ’Silver Label’ dataset. This dataset comprised ap-
proximately 16,000 high-confidence records, which



Figure 2. Illustration of training and validation loss over 10 epochs

played a crucial role in further fine-tuning the OR-
BERT model.

• Fine-Tuning Data for FANAL: The BERT models
were fine-tuned using both gold and silver labeled
datasets, comprising 1,200 and 16,000 samples re-
spectively, providing a substantial amount of training
samples for each category.

• Test Data for FANAL: To evaluate the FANAL
framework and benchmark it against other large
language models (LLMs), a diverse subset of ap-
proximately 1200 articles was used. These articles,
sampled from all three datasets, were labeled by
subject matter experts (SMEs). We ensured that all
categories were adequately represented, enhancing
the reliability of our evaluation.

5.2. Training Scheme for XGB

To counter potential bias in silver label generation, we
filtered our data retrieval with precise SQL queries, ensuring
a representative dataset for training. Essential hyperparam-
eters were set as follows:

• objective=’multi:softprob’
• booster=’gbtree’
• lambda=1
• max_depth=6

5.3. Training Scheme for BERT Fine-Tuning

Three main fine-tuning runs were performed all for 10
epochs:

• Vanilla BERT fine-tuning: with Cross-Entropy Loss.
• ORBERT fine-tuning: with ORPO Loss.
• PEFT LoRA fine-tuning (Rank 4 and 8).

With Cross-Entropy Loss. This method adjusts all
layers of the BERT model to the specific task, leading
to improved performance due to comprehensive tuning.
However, this approach is computationally expensive and
requires significant resources.

TABLE 2. ORBERT HYPERPARAMETERS

Hyperparameter Value

Learning Rate 5e − 5
Batch Size 32
Epochs 10
Loss Function ORPO Loss
Optimizer AdamW

With ORPO Loss. The ORPO (Odds Ratio Prefer-
ence Optimization) loss method was applied for full BERT
fine-tuning, resulting in the ORBERT model. This method
optimizes the training process for robustness and perfor-
mance, potentially resulting in better generalization on un-
seen data.

PEFT LoRA Fine-Tuning. Parameter Efficient
Fine-Tuning (PEFT) with LoRA (Low-Rank Adaptation)
This approach fine-tunes only a subset of the model parame-
ters, reducing computational costs and speeding up the train-
ing process while still achieving competitive performance.

The lowest validation losses and highest F1 scores were
recorded as illustrated in Figure 2: These results indicate
that different fine-tuning strategies can lead to varying rates
of convergence and performance. The ORPO method and
PEFT LoRA achieved their best validation loss at different
epochs, while regular BERT fine-tuning reached its optimal
performance earlier. The results highlight the effectiveness
of different fine-tuning strategies, with PEFT LoRA methods
showing competitive performance with reduced computa-
tional costs compared to full BERT fine-tuning and ORPO
Bert fine-tuning.

5.4. ORBERT Hyperparameters

Table 2 lists the key hyperparameters and their values
that we used for the final ORBERT training. We employed
a grid search on a small subset of data to identify the best
parameters and then applied these optimal settings for the
full tuning of the model.

5.5. Prompt Engineering for LLMs

In our approach to classifying financial news into twelve
distinct categories, we systematically enhanced prompt tem-
plates across successive iterations to augment the compre-
hension and efficacy of Large Language Models (LLMs).
This process was designed to gradually refine the model’s
ability to interpret and classify complex financial content
accurately.

• Template 1, Zero Shot: Basic Instruction Set
Initial template aimed to gauge the foundational
understanding of financial terms. It asks the model to
classify news content by discerning relevant financial
entities, with a default to ”Other” if no specific
entities are identified.



Template 1 - Zero Shot:
You are a financial analyst. Classify the news
sentences into one of the twelve categories
mentioned below and return only the category
name. An entity could be an organization, a
location, a place, a person, or a group. If no
entities are tagged in the sentence, classify it
as the ”Other” category.

Categories: M&A, Public Market Finance, Pri-
vate Placement, IPO, Strategic Alliances, Com-
pany reorganization and structure change, Div-
idend, Credit Rating, Spin-Off/Split-Off, Debt
Default, Bankruptcy, Other.

• Template 2, Zero Shot with Definitions
Enhances interpretive capabilities by providing pre-
cise definitions for each category, aiding the LLM
in distinguishing between subtle nuances.

Template 2 - Zero Shot with Definitions:
You are a financial analyst. Classify the news
sentences into one of the twelve categories
mentioned below ...

– M&A: Mergers and Acquisitions -
consolidation of companies or assets
through various forms of financial trans-
actions, including mergers, acquisitions,
consolidations, and purchase of assets.
...

– Other: For content that does not fit into
the specified categories, encompassing a
broad range of general financial topics
not tied to specific entities.

• Template 3, Few Shots with Definitions and Ex-
amples
This version builds on Template 2 by adding real
examples for each category, enhancing the LLM’s
understanding and classification accuracy through a
few-shot approach that demonstrates categorization
criteria directly.

Figure 3. Precision Improves with Prompt Engineering

Template 3 - Few Shot with Definitions:
You are a financial analyst. Classify the news
sentences into one of the twelve categories
mentioned below ...

– M&A: Mergers and Acquisitions -
consolidation of companies or assets
through various...
...

– Other: For content that does not fit into
the specified categories...

Examples for each category are:
{"sentence": "Hardesty \& Hanover

Acquires Corven Engineering.",
"category": "M&A"},

{"sentence": "ATHA Energy increases
private placement offering up
to \$22.84M.", "category": "
Private Placement"},

...

6. Evaluation Results

6.1. Evaluation Metrics

In this section, we outline the performance metrics uti-
lized to assess the models in our multi-class classification
task. FANAL is designed to optimize ORPO loss Equation
6 across 12 categories in a multi-class categorization con-
text. For a comparative analysis with other LLMs, where
probability distributions are inaccessible, we adopt standard
metrics such as Precision, Recall, F1-Score, and Accuracy.

Precision:

Precision =
True Positives

True Positives + False Positives

Recall (Sensitivity):

Recall =
True Positives

True Positives + False Negatives

F1-Score:

F1-Score =
2 · Precision · Recall
Precision + Recall

Figure 4. Recall Improves with Prompt Engineering



TABLE 3. XGB PROBABILITY THRESHOLDS

Category Threshold

M&A 0.96
Public Market Finance 0.98
Private Placement 0.80
IPO 0.90
Spin-Off/Split-Off 0.88
Dividend 0.90
Credit Rating 0.88
Debt Default 0.75
Bankruptcy 0.70
Other 0.90
Strategic Alliances 0.90
Company Reorganization 0.90

Accuracy:

Accuracy =
Number of Correct Predictions
Total Number of Predictions

6.2. Evaluation of XGB Model

For all twelve financial activities, we adjust the prob-
ability thresholds of the XGBoost classifier based on per-
formance against gold-labeled test data to ensure each cat-
egory’s precision meets at least a 95% threshold. Table 3
displays the threshold values for each category.

6.3. Evaluation of Expensive LLMs

Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 show LLM precision and recall scores
across all twelve financial categories using Template 1 (T1),
Template 2 (T2), and Template 3 (T3) as detailed in section
5.5. We observed that performance improves noticeably
for all evaluated LLMs from Template 1 to Template 3,
from zero-shot to few-shot, especially in categories like
Public Market Finance and Debt Default. Interestingly, for
categories like Bankruptcy and Dividend, the LLMs already
demonstrate high precision and recall in the Template 1 sce-
nario, indicating that LLMs are proficient in understanding
these categories and do not require additional support.

Moreover, GPT-4o stands out among the three LLMs but
faces challenges in categories like ”Other”, Public Market

Figure 5. Fine-Tuned ORBERT vs Fine-Tuned Base BERT

TABLE 4. ORBERT VS VANILLA BERT: CONFIDENCE PROBABILITIES
COMPARISON

News sample ORBERT BERT

prob prob

SiriusXM Agrees To Merge With Liberty Media Tracking
Stock. Under the deal, Liberty Media will split off its ...
Class - Spin-Off/Split-Off

0.9851 0.6927

Capri Holdings Ltd (CPRI): The luxury fashion company’s
lagging sales put its 2024 merger at risk despite 14% ...
Class - M&A

0.9707 0.8270

Finance, and Debt Default. In the ”Other” category, its high
precision contrasts with a low recall rate, resulting in many
false negatives. Conversely, in Debt Default, GPT-4o shows
higher recall than precision, indicating a propensity to over-
detect instances. The Public Market Finance category also
proves difficult, with both low precision and recall, leading
to frequent misidentification and oversight of relevant cases.

Llama-3.1 slightly underperforms compared to GPT-4o
in most categories and faces similar struggles. An interesting
finding about Phi-3, despite its varied performance, is its
superior ability over GPT-4o in identifying Private Place-
ment finance events in zero-shot scenarios. However, its
results often deviate from the desired structure, requiring
more effort to extract predictions, especially with longer
prompts.

6.4. Evaluation of BERT Fine-Tuning schemes

Upon analyzing the loss and F1 scores in Fig. 2 across
all models, it is clear that full fine-tuning of BERT with
ORPO loss exhibited superior performance compared to
other approaches. Full fine-tuning with ORPO consistently
outperformed alternatives, while fine-tuning only the LORA
(rank = 8) layer also yielded notable results. These methods
are advantageous in scenarios with constrained resources or
large models, making full fine-tuning impractical.

FANAL utilizes the ORBERT model (BERT fine-tuned
with ORPO loss), which shows superior ability to confi-
dently predict categories. Fig. 5 demonstrates that ORBERT
assigns higher confidence to its predictions, leading to more
precise categorization, especially in closely related financial
events. By leveraging ORBERT, FANAL balances perfor-
mance and efficiency, ensuring robust operation in resource-
constrained environments. Table 4 provides examples where
both ORBERT and Vanilla BERT (using regular Cross-
Entropy loss) correctly predicted categories, but ORBERT
exhibited significantly higher confidence, reducing uncer-
tainty and improving reliability.

Comparison of FANAL and other LLMs is shown in
Table 5. This comparison highlights FANAL’s ability to
effectively distinguish between closely related categories.



TABLE 5. MODEL PERFORMANCE COMPARISON

Model Matrix Other M&A Spin-Off/ Pub. Market Company Private IPO Bankruptcy Dividend Strategic Credit Debt
Split-Off Finance reorg. Placement Alliances Rating Default

Support 243 158 56 84 50 133 73 141 72 58 52 55

GPT-4o Accuracy 57.65% 73.04% 88.33% 44.80% 70.59% 75.32% 80.77% 93.71% 89.19% 71.23% 94.34% 66.67%
FS Precision 92.45% 76.41% 92.98% 57.73% 72.73% 82.64% 87.50% 98.53% 97.06% 77.61% 98.04% 66.67%

Recall 60.49% 94.30% 94.64% 66.67% 96.00% 89.47% 91.30% 95.04% 91.67% 89.66% 96.15% 100.00%
F1-Score 73.13% 84.42% 93.81% 61.88% 82.76% 85.92% 89.36% 96.75% 94.29% 83.20% 97.09% 80.00%

Llama-3.1 Accuracy 50.60% 72.11% 76.67% 27.78% 58.73% 66.84% 55.56% 70.14% 77.33% 35.94% 90.74% 53.33%
FS Precision 64.64% 81.07% 92.00% 45.45% 74.00% 69.02% 60.61% 97.12% 95.08% 79.31% 96.08% 72.73%

Recall 69.96% 86.71% 82.14% 41.67% 74.00% 95.49% 86.96% 71.63% 80.56% 39.66% 94.23% 66.67%
F1-Score 67.19% 83.79% 86.79% 43.48% 74.00% 80.13% 71.43% 82.45% 87.22% 52.87% 95.15% 69.57%

Phi-3 Accuracy 42.70% 57.00% 69.84% 29.41% 28.77% 81.28% 79.17% 79.34% 77.33% 31.94% 41.51% 50.00%
FS Precision 55.44% 70.66% 86.27% 62.50% 31.08% 88.32% 95.00% 99.06% 95.08% 62.16% 95.65% 55.56%

Recall 65.02% 74.68% 78.57% 35.71% 80.00% 90.98% 82.61% 74.47% 80.56% 39.66% 42.31% 83.33%
F1-Score 59.85% 72.62% 82.24% 45.45% 44.69% 89.63% 88.37% 85.02% 87.22% 48.42% 58.67% 66.67%

FANAL Accuracy 58.03% 85.44% 96.42% 76.19% 64.00% 96.24% 93.15% 98.58% 100.00% 96.55% 82.70% 85.46%
with Precision 76.22% 78.94% 79.41% 57.14% 88.89% 87.08% 90.67% 96.53% 92.30% 82.35% 97.73% 95.91%
ORBERT Recall 58.03% 85.44% 96.43% 76.19% 64.00% 96.24% 93.15% 98.58% 100.00% 96.55% 82.69% 85.46%

F1-Score 65.88% 82.07% 87.10% 65.30% 74.42% 91.43% 91.89% 97.54% 96.00% 88.89% 89.58% 90.39%

Note.The best results in each category are highlighted in bold, while the second-best results are underlined. FS stands for Few Shots.

6.5. FANAL vs Other Expensive LLMs

Table 5 presents a comprehensive performance compar-
ison between FANAL utilizing ORBERT and other LLMs.
FANAL stands out for its performance on categories such
as Strategic Alliances, Bankruptcy, Dividend, Debt Default,
Public Market Finance, and Private Placement, consistently
outperforming other models by significant margins in at least
three out of four metrics.

When comparing FANAL to other models, GPT-4o
FS (Few Shot) emerges as the closest competitor. While
FANAL consistently outperforms GPT-4o by a significant
margin in most categories, in a few categories such as
M&A and Spin-Off/Split-Off where we see a close match,
FANAL demonstrates higher accuracy, whereas GPT-4o FS
achieves higher precision and F1 scores. GPT-4o FS attains
top performance, notably in the Credit Rating category,
where it excels across all metrics. However, its performance
varies significantly in categories like Public Market Finance
and Debt Default, likely due to overlapping characteristics in
the training data and possibly due to sensitivity to noise and
outliers. In most cases, FANAL maintains high F1-scores,
effectively balancing precision and recall as compared to
Llama-3.1 FS and Phi-3 FS indicating weaker performance
in balancing precision and recall. However, Phi-3 exhibits
notable precision in the IPO and Private Placement cate-
gories.

Table 6 provides an empirical comparison of estimated
inference time and cost for processing 10,000 articles be-
tween FANAL and other LLMs. With an inference time

TABLE 6. COMPARISON OF LLMS FOR PROCESSING 10,000 ARTICLES

Model Inference Time (hr) Infrastructure Inference Cost ($)

GPT-4o 1.579 OpenAI API 204.8675
Llama-3.1 0.642 A100 (40 GB) 0.8363
Phi-3 2.254 A100 (40 GB) 2.9362
FANAL 0.013 A100 (40 GB) 0.0017

of just 0.013 hours and an inference cost of $0.0017 on
A100 (40 GB) infrastructure, FANAL proves to be both
effective and highly efficient. Cost estimations are based on
the current OpenAI API pricing [31] and the lowest available
A100 usage rates, approximately $1.2/hour [32] [33] at the
time of writing. FANAL not only processes data faster but
also maintains minimal operational costs, emphasizing its
viability for large-scale applications.

Overall, FANAL’s superior performance is attributed to
its balanced approach, ensuring high scores across most cat-
egories and empirical efficiency. This consistency suggests
that FANAL is a well-tuned framework for a wide range
of prediction tasks, making it a reliable choice compared to
other LLMs.

6.6. FANAL in action

Table 7 illustrates the integration of FANAL with the
Entity Relevance Module (Section 4.5), enhancing our ca-
pability to dissect and interpret news data for entity-specific
financial signals. This integrated process enables us to con-
struct an in-depth financial insights portfolio tailored to
specific entities and sectors.

TABLE 7. EXAMPLE CLASSIFICATION SNIPPETS.

Financial News FANAL + Entity Relevance

Frontier Shuffles the Cards and Restruc-
tures the Leadership Team - CEOWORLD
magazine

Frontier Shuffles the Cards and Restruc-
tures the Leadership Team - CEOWORLD
magazine - Class - Company reorganiza-
tion and structure change

Star Bulk and Eagle Bulk Shipping Agree
to $2.1B Merger — SupplyChainBrain

Star Bulk and Eagle Bulk Shipping Agree
to $2.1B Merger - Class - M&A

Evergy prices upsized $1.2B convertible
notes (NASDAQ:EVRG) — Seeking Al-
pha

Evergy prices upsized $1.2B convertible
notes (NASDAQ:EVRG) — Seeking Al-
pha - Class - Public Market Finance



7. Conclusion

We have demonstrated that our FANAL, trained using
a silver labeling approach with just 1200 manually labeled
data points, excels in 12-class financial news categorization.
FANAL outperforms current top Large Language Models in
most categories while being more cost-efficient. Our com-
parison also highlights the performance of existing industry
LLMs in financial categorization, suggesting that their effi-
cacy can be improved with prompt engineering techniques.
Future research may focus on enhancing FANAL’s training
data quality and quantity for under-performing categories
and leveraging fine-tuning techniques like ORPO to fine-
tune smaller LLMs such as Llama-3.1 and Phi-3 using
financial-specific datasets.
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