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ABSTRACT

Recent advancements in large language models (LLMs) have en-
abled powerful agent-based applications in finance, particularly
for sentiment analysis, financial report comprehension, and stock
forecasting. However, existing systems often lack inter-agent co-
ordination, structured self-reflection, and access to high-quality,
domain-specific post-training data such as data from trading activi-
ties including both market conditions and agent decisions. These
data are crucial for agents to understand the market dynamics,
improve the quality of decision-making and promote effective coor-
dination. We introduce TradingGroup, a multi-agent trading system
designed to address these limitations through a self-reflective archi-
tecture and an end-to-end data-synthesis pipeline. TradingGroup
consists of specialized agents for news sentiment analysis, financial
report interpretation, stock trend forecasting, trading style adapta-
tion, and a trading decision making agent that merges all signals and
style preferences to produce buy, sell or hold decisions. Specifically,
we design self-reflection mechanisms for the stock forecasting, style,
and decision-making agents to distill past successes and failures
for similar reasoning in analogous future scenarios and a dynamic
risk-management model to offer configurable dynamic stop-loss
and take-profit mechanisms. In addition, TradingGroup embeds an
automated data-synthesis and annotation pipeline that generates
high-quality post-training data for further improving the agent
performance through post-training. Our backtesting experiments
across five real-world stock datasets demonstrate TradingGroup’s
superior performance over rule-based, machine learning, reinforce-
ment learning, and existing LLM-based trading strategies.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Quantitative trading has evolved beyond traditional technical indi-
cators to incorporate multimodal signals such as real-time news,
corporate disclosures, and social media sentiment. This transforma-
tion demands greater robustness and interpretability from trading
frameworks which makes it difficult for early rule-based strategies
to adapt to the frequently changing market structure. Although
reinforcement learning (RL) has the advantage of adaptability, it
still struggles to achieve long-term stable profits in real trading
scenarios due to limitations such as lack of semantic reasoning,
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massive training data requirements, and poor generalization in new
environments [29]. With the development of LLMs’ reasoning capa-
bilities, financial LLMs such as Fin-R1 [13] leverage distillation from
DeepSeek-R1 [3] to obtain high-quality financial reasoning data,
and adopt a two-stage training framework combining SFT and RL to
achieve strong performance with only 7B parameters. Meanwhile,
with the explosion of agentic framework and the enhancement of
the tool-use capabilities of the LLMs, excellent quantitative trad-
ing agents have emerged such as FinMem [28] introduces layered
memory and role profiles for better interpretability and extensi-
bility; FinAgent [29] unifies multimodal perception, tool use, and
self-reflection; TradingAgents [23] demonstrates that a collabora-
tive, game-theoretic multi-agent system (MAS) framework is viable
for quantitative trading.

However, existing agentic systems still face two key limitations.
First, most rely on static, domain-specific datasets and lack access to
real-time, end-to-end trading data, limiting their ability to adapt to
dynamic market conditions. Post-training data describing agent be-
haviors that captures both market conditions and the corresponding
agent decisions is valuable in fine-tuning financial LLMs to sys-
tematically improve through experience. Second, current agentic
system has not yet established a self-reflection mechanism that
can accurately obtain past transaction experience, deeply integrate
multi-agent logs and performance indicators, and directly optimize
the workflow of each agent. Current self-reflection methods usually
rely on Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG [9]) to retrieve rele-
vant cases from historical. However, it fails to integrate execution
outcomes, agent logs, and risk signals into a coherent feedback
loop. Therefore, in specific situations, it is difficult to accurately
distinguish which historical decisions are “good” or “bad” and hard
to make strong adjustments and optimizations to trading strategies
based on these experiences. Hence, this work aims to address two
key research questions: (i) How can a multi-agent trading system
integrate performance metrics, agent logs, and risk signals to en-
able effective self-reflection and strategy optimization? (ii) How
to automatically collect and label trading-process data to provide
high-quality post-training samples for fine-tuning base LLMs to
further improving the performance?

To address these challenges, we propose TradingGroup, a trading
MAS with five collaborative agents and a risk management module.
It has a reflection mechanism that enables dynamic style switching,
price forecasting and strategy optimization. TradingGroup also
embeds an end-to-end data-synthesis pipeline that automatically
evaluates and labels trading cases and outputs instruction data
suitable for LLM fine-tuning. In summary, our core contributions
are: (1) We propose a novel multi-agent chain trading system with
role-specific reasoning capabilities. (2) We specifically introduce
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a self-reflection mechanism to provide multi-level self-correction
across multiple agents and a dynamic risk management module to
flexibly adjust stop-loss and take-profit levels as well as position
sizing. (3) We design a data-synthesis pipeline to automatically
generate and collect agents’ working data for establishing dataset
to finetune LLMs. Experiments show that the resulting dataset
improves model performance within the backtesting framework.

2 RELATED WORK
2.1 General LLMs and Financial LLMs

Large language models are moving from text understanding to
complex reasoning. Representative reasoning models include Ope-
nAI’s 03/04-mini [16] and DeepSeek-R1, while the open-source
LLM Qwen3 can switch smoothly between thinking mode and
non-thinking mode [25]. And with the advances in pre-training
and post-training, researchers fine-tune general LLMs on financial
domain, equipping them with strong reasoning skills for finance.
FinGPT [26] open-sources a full training and evaluation pipeline for
financial LLMs and boosts QA performance with RLHF (Reinforce-
ment Learning from Human Feedback [17]). Fin-R1 achieves rea-
soning comparable to much larger LLMs with only 7B parameters
via two-stage training. FinLlama [6] focuses on the task of financial
sentiment classification: built on Llama2-7B, it applies LoRA [5]
with 8-bit quantisation, providing a low-compute, quick-to-deploy
paradigm for training financial sentiment LLMs.

However, the limitation of the financial LLMs is that the data
they use for training is often constructed based on fixed domain
knowledge. They lack real-time trading experience that contains
the current state of the market. This limits the model’s capacity
to reason through real-time situations and hinders optimisation
during live trading. Our TradingGroup fills this gap with an agent
data-synthesis and auto-labelling pipeline.

2.2 General Agents and Financial Agents

Recently, the research community start to focus on developing
and improving the agentic capabilities of LLMs. MetaGPT [4] en-
ables LLMs to call external tools, break down tasks and collaborate
to achieve goals. OpenAlI’s Deep Research [15] was trained on
browsing data and refined via reinforcement learning to search
and analyze web content. The research of agent for trading is
emerging as well: FinMem adds layered memory and role pro-
files in the agentic framework, making trading decisions more
interpretable; FinAgent integrates multimodal LLMs, tool retrieval
and self-reflection. TradingAgents adopts a game-theoretic MAS
that splits roles such as analyst, trader, and risk controller. Build-
ing on the proven strengths of reflection modules (FinAgent) and
MAS architectures (TradingAgents), TradingGroup integrates self-
reflection into its trading-decision, price-forecasting, and style-
preference agents, and couples them with a dynamic risk-management
module, achieving higher stability and backtesting performance.

3 TRADINGGROUP FRAMEWORK

As shown in Figure 1, TradingGroup is composed of 4 functional
parts working together: five types of agents, dynamic risk man-
agement module, self-reflection mechanism and data-synthesis
pipeline. Specifically, the News-Sentiment Agent is responsible for
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filtering financial News and summarizing it into the overall market
sentiment score, aiming to help the system better capture changes
in market sentiment. Financial-Report Agent uses the optimized
RAG to analyze the quarterly or annual reports of enterprises and
provides current financial states for other agents. Stock-Forecasting
Agent predicts stock price trend by combining the self-reflection
mechanism and the technical factors in the stock price with the
analysis results of other agents. Style-Preference Agent, based on the
current status of the account, historical trading performance and
other agent’s analysis, outputs the current preferred trading style
and confidence scores after self-reflection. Trading-Decision Agent
integrates all upstream analyses, reviews past profit and loss cases,
and after self-reflection, provides the final trading actions. Risk-
Management Module is designed to dynamically adjust the take-
profit and stop-loss thresholds and manage risks in real time. The
Self-Reflection Mechanism is integrated into the Stock-Forecasting,
Style-Preference, and Trading-Decision Agents, allowing them to
leverage past experiences to enhance decision-making in similar
market conditions. Data-Synthesis Pipeline automatically generates
the working data and reward parameters of the agents, providing
data support for post-training. The output of each agent is accom-
panied by an explanation. When using DeepSeek-R1 or Qwen3
reasoning, the Chain-of-Thought (CoT [21]) trajectory is saved to
provide high-quality data for data distillation [3].

3.1 News-Sentiment Agent

Due to the complexity and noise of news, the accurate judgment
of the real market sentiment is challenging. To address this, we de-
signe a financial news workflow that includes retrieval, re-ranking,
filtering and scoring modules, aiming to help agents understand
the current market environment more accurately and efficiently.
To efficiently obtain real-time news of the current market, we de-
signe an MCP (Model Context Protocol [18]) client that enables
our News-Sentiment Agent using online search tools such as Ser-
per MCP Server [8]. To get the most important news, we compute
an influence score by Qwen3-Reranker-0.6B [30] for every news:
N; = 0.55base(t) + 0.25 prob(t) + 0.20, where the final importance
score N; for the t-th news item is a weighted sum of three com-
ponents. Here, base(t) denotes the importance score computed by
keyword and length-based rules, prob(t) is the probability output
by the Qwen3-Reranker that the news is impactful, and the constant
0.20 serves as a minimum score bias.

Based on the influence score, we select the top-k news and
perform vector similarity deduplication using Qwen3-Embedding-
0.6B [30]. Then, the LLM analyzes each news in parallel and aggre-
gates overall market sentiment score and analysis. By using these
methods, we effectively filter out the noise, enabling the News-
Sentiment Agent to analyze current market more accurately and
efficiently.

3.2 Financial-Report Agent

The annual and quarterly reports of enterprises contain key in-
dicators such as revenue, performance guidance, and risk warn-
ings. These financial data can help agents better understand the
company’s operating conditions, potential risks and opportunities,
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Figure 1: The overall framework architecture of the proposed multi-agent TradingGroup.

thereby providing background support for decision-making. To ac-
curately obtain the relevant data in the company’s financial reports
that may have an impact on the market and conduct analysis, we
have designed an improved RAG method with Milvus [20].
Hybrid Retrieval. In order to filter the content and obtain informa-
tion related to financial indicators, after sliding-window sentence
chunking, we perform dense retrieval with Qwen3-Embedding-0.6B
to capture semantically similar chunks, while BGE-M3-0.6B [2] is
used to improve keyword matches:

H; = wg X dense(q, i) + ws X sparse(q, i) (1)

where wy = 1.0 and wg = 0.8. Here, dense(gq, i) denotes the co-
sine similarity between the query embedding and the i-th docu-
ment embedding, both produced by Qwen3-Embedding-0.6B; and
sparse(q, i) denotes the inner product between the query embed-
ding and the i-th document embedding, both produced by BGE-M3-
0.6B. We select the top 10 chunks with the highest scores as the
results of hybrid retrieval.

LLM Re-ranking. To identify technical indicators most relevant to
stock price, we use Qwen3-Reranker-0.6B to re-rank passages from
hybrid retrieval. A yes/no prompt asks whether each passage con-
tains price-related factors, and the model’s final-token logits serve
as re-ranking signals. The top six passages are used as references
for the core LLM to summarize relevant technical indicators.

3.3 Stock-Forecasting Agent

Historical price is rich in technical signals and serves as the founda-
tion for quantitative decision-making. The Stock-Forecasting Agent
in TradingGroup not only reads market data to calculate technical
indicators, but also integrates the outputs of other agents to deliver

a more robust trend assessment from the three dimensions of price,
sentiment and fundamentals. To fetch the real-time market data, we
use yfinance library [1] in the online mode. To help the agent better
analyze the current market, we have combined the agent with the
financial technology indicators. In our Stock-Forecasting Agent, an
RSI-14 (Relative Strength Index [22]) above 70 signals overbought
and below 40 signals oversold. Distance to 20-day High/Low(%)
is defined as the percentage distance between the current price
and the past 20-day highest (or lowest) close. It is used to iden-
tify potential breakthroughs or bottom breaks. Distance to 20-day
SMA(%) is defined as the percentage deviation of the current close
price from the 20-day simple moving average. A 0 to -3% deviation
with an RSI less than 40 is considered a healthy pullback. 20-day
High/Low Flag is a boolean indicator which is set to true when
the current closing price establishes a new 20-day closing high or
low. HV-10(%) (Historical Volatility of 10 days) is defined as the
annualized volatility of the logarithmic return rate over the last 10
days. If it is less than 20%, it may be in a sideways movement. It is
used for dynamic threshold calculation.

Simplified ATR-20(%) (Average True Range of 20 days [22]) is
calculated using the standard deviation of 20-day close-to-close log
returns (we use the close price here to adapt to different datasets).
This metric serves as an approximation of the fluctuation range:

T
1 P 2
SimpliedATRy((%) = 100 4| == > (ln—t - 720) @)
20 Pr_q
t=T-19

Here, P; remains the closing price on day ¢, and ryg is the arithmetic
mean of the last twenty log-returns. Taking the square root of the
average squared deviation gets the standard deviation of these
returns.



Self-Reflection Mechanism: Inspired by the ReAct [27] frame-
work and FinAgent, but the different thing is that our self-reflection
mechanism is build on the TradingGroup data pipeline. In the Stock-
Forecasting Agent, the self-reflection mechanism extracts recent
successful and failed prediction cases through the data pipeline,
summarises their patterns and root causes, injects the conclusions
into the LLM context, and prompts the model to self-correct in sim-
ilar market conditions (see Figure 2). Our self-reflection mechanism
can more accurately obtain historical successful and failed cases
and conduct efficient analysis.

Hybrid Gate: If the RSI is overheated and the distance to a valid
breakout still exceeds the breakout threshold, the agent forces a
sideways classification to avoid chasing tops, which is called hard in-
terception. The breakout threshold (%) is inspired by the ATR Chan-
nel Breakout strategy [11], with a minimum of 1%. This threshold
distinguishes a mere approach to a recent high from a valid break-
out: BreakoutThreshold(%) = max(1%, 0.5 X SimpliedATR,((%)).
For all other situations we move to a soft pass. If the LLM’s uptrend
probability exceeds a fixed threshold and at least one of two bullish
technical patterns is triggered, we declare an uptrend (soft pass).
Otherwise, if the downtrend probability is above 0.55, we assign a
downtrend. All remaining cases default to sideways. This hybrid
gating mechanism preserves the LLM’s sensitivity to news and
fundamentals while constraining predictions with objective rules,
preventing overfitting and extreme misclassifications.

3.4 Style-Preference Agent

In the FinArena [24], investor preferences are classified into four
categories and user can set different preference, while in the Fin-
Mem, style prompts are integrated into the context and automati-
cally switched with different stocks. In TradingGroup, we integrate
style preference, dynamic risk management, and self-reflection, en-
hancing the influence of trading styles on the entire system. The
Style-Preference Agent combines other agents’ analysis and uses
self-reflection to analyze the recent performance with current state
to choose the most suitable trading style.

The self-reflection mechanism plays a key role in the Style-
Preference Agent by analyzing historical trading records, including
the styles adopted and corresponding profit and loss. By comparing
these with the agent’s current capital, holdings, and PnL status, it
dynamically adjusts the preferred trading style (see Figure 2). This
reflective process helps the agent identify which style has been
more effective under similar conditions, enabling it to make more
informed and adaptive decisions in real time.

This style classification directly affects the execution intensity of
trading actions: when buying, aggressive and balanced styles invest
all available cash, while the conservative style uses only 50%. When
selling, the aggressive style halves the position, whereas balanced
and conservative styles fully liquidate it.

Additionally, the Style-Preference Agent writes different histori-
cal volatility coefficients to the dynamic risk management module,
thereby adjusting the take-profit and stop-loss thresholds.

3.5 Trading-Decision Agent

The Trading-Decision Agent is at the top of the TradingGroup
system. It is responsible for integrating the information from the
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Stock-Forecasting, News-Sentiment, Financial-Report and Style-
Preference Agent with current account status, volatility constraints
and historical performance. It then outputs the Buy/Hold/Sell action
of the day with explanations, ensuring that the final decisions it
makes are based on the comprehensive information of the current
market and the entire TradingGroup system.

For self-reflection, leveraging the data-synthesis pipeline, we
label each decision from the past 20 trading days with its actual
market outcome, select both successful and failed cases, and auto-
matically compile an "experience summary." This text is prepended
to the final prompt, prompting the LLM to explicitly review and
correct past mistakes before producing a new action (see Figure 2).

3.6 Risk-Management Module

Risk management is the fundamental guarantee to keep a quantita-
tive system alive for long-term. Unlike TradingAgents, which uses
risk management team, our TradingGroup adopts a scheme that
pairs style-tiered dynamic thresholds with hard intercept. Firstly,
the module calculates the simplified 10-day historical volatility.
Then, different coefficients are injected according to the trading
style to obtain adaptive take-profit (Ttp)/stop-loss (TsL.) threshold:
_ sl _ P

TsL = mg 0g10, Trp =mg 0410 ®)
Here, 043¢ is the unannualized standard deviation of daily log-
returns over the past 10 trading days. The style-dependent multipli-
ers m§1 and mzp come from the configuration for style s. These give
the adaptive stop-loss threshold Tgj, and take-profit threshold Ttp,
respectively. Continuous monitoring of each position’s unrealized
PnL (Profit and Loss) percentage then triggers a forced sell when
PnL is less than or equal to —Tgy, or a profit-take when PnL is greater
than or equal to Ttp.

We adopt this hard-intercept mechanism that monitors PnL and
immediately triggers a stop-lossing or profit-taking action once
the absolute value exceeds threshold. This decisive control strategy
enables timely responses to risks, with execution size dynamically
adjusted by trading style.

3.7 Data-Synthesis Pipeline

To support agent fine-tuning and self-reflection, we introduce an
end-to-end data-synthesis pipeline within TradingGroup (see Fig-
ure 1). Equipped with automatic labeling, the pipeline instantly
converts the raw records into data samples that can be used for
SFT or RL. Specifically, the pipeline collects the following for each
agent: the input and output texts; the account state for the day
(date, positions, available cash, trading style, etc.); and the full CoT
generated during LLM inference (if applicable) (see Figure 2).

Additionally, we design dedicated labels and reward parameters
for two key agents. These reward parameters are not only useful
for self-reflection, but are also critical for data selection. Specifi-
cally, we use them to filter high-quality samples for SFT: for the
Trading-Decision Agent, only actions with positive reward, are
kept; for the Stock-Forecasting Agent, predictions with high wy;;
are selected based on directional accuracy, confidence, and signal
clarity. This reward-guided filtering ensures that only meaningful,
well-grounded samples are used for SFT.
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Working Data of News-Sentiment Agent

"single_news_list":

"id": "news1", "sentiment": "bullish", "score": 0.5, "reason": "Futures rose broadly with key tech stocks
"singlePrompt": "\nYou are a financial sentiment classification model...",

"CoT_singleNews": "Alright, let's tackle this financial sentiment..."

"overall_news_prompt": "You are a financial news sentiment aggregator...",
"CoT_overallNews'": "We are given two news sentiment analysis results.\n Steps:\n 1. Calculate...",
Loverall_sentiment": "bullish", "overall_score": 0.25, "reason": "Tech stock gains and lower Treasury..."

Working Data of Stock-Forecasting Agent

"prompt_SA": "### Reflection###...Historical Data...Real-time Info...Additional Reference from Other
lional Quant Features (auto-calculated)..
le are given historical dat:

": 0.35, "P_sid: "reason": "MSFT confirms a technical breakdown...",
day_close_price": 228.95298767089844

"stock_reflection”:
"raw_cases": "### Past-Prediction Reflection (MSFT)...",
tsummary": "### A. UP Analysis (Good vs. Bad)..."

Working Data of Trading-Decision Agent

"prompt_DA": "### Summary of Trading Strategy Insights...### CURRENT PORTFOLIO STATUS.. ###
TRADING STYLE & RISK LIMITS...Recommendation. Aggregated agent signals...",

"CoT_DA": "We are given the current portfolio status...",
"action": "Hold", "reason": "Prioritized Stock Agent's sideways trend signal...",
"case_summal '‘### Summary of Trading Strategy Insights.
"case_examples": {"good": {"Buy": {"date":"2022-09-09", "acti
(...}, "Hold": {...}}, "bad": {...}}

Working Data of Financial-Report Agent

"prompt. "CoT_q" "output_g": "...",
n  You are a financial report analysis assistant....",
ight, let me tackle this user query about Microsoft's stock-moving factors...",

ased strictly on the provided reference content from Microsoft's filings

:"Buy", "reason": "..."}, "

"output_|

Annotation& Evaluation

Current State

"ticker": "MSFT", "date": " ", "cash_balance": 88414.59, "positions": {},
"total_equity": 88414.59, "cash_pct": 1.0, "net_exposure": 0.0, "position_count": 0,
"realized_pnl_to_date": -11516.95, "recent_avg_return": 0.0004

Evaluation of Stock-Forecasting Agent

leval of model's prob:

"pct": 3.37, "eps": 0.68,

"model_max_prob": "sideways", "sign_ok'": false,
"'w_hit": 0, "success_3cls": false, "label_3cls": "uptrend"

| |Annotation Date: "d1" represents the next trading day
"d1": "2022-10-03"

Evaluation of Trading-Decision Agent

"style": "conservative", "trade_qty": 380, "trade_price": 232.4035186767578,
"commission": 1.8619999999999999, "DA_r_equity": -2.1e-05, "DA_cost": 2.1e-05,
"DA_r_benchmark": 0.033663,

"DA_reward": -0.006775,

"good_or_bad": "bad",

"DA_reward_if_bu: 010069,
"DA_reward_if_hol 0.006733,
.006755

Q\ reward_if_sell":

Working Data of Style-Preference Agent

"prompt_PA": "...Your goal is to decide which trade style is most suitable...Trade Style You Need To
IChoose One...Trade Evidence...Last 30 executed trades...Information from Stock Agent and News
/Agent...Current Portfolio Snapshot...What you must decide...Output ONLY a JSON...",

"CoT_PA": "We are given:\n- The latest 30 rolling daily returns...",

"'recommend_style": "conservative",

"confidence": 0.8,

"coach_comment": "Given the sideways market..."

Figure 2: Working data flow in the data-synthesis and annotation & evaluation pipeline of TradingGroup.

For Stock-Forecasting Agent, we automatically assign a cor-
rect or incorrect label to the prediction made for the preceding
trading day. Using the actual price movement, we then compute
the necessary reward parameters for self-reflection and future
training. The formula of reward parameters are as follows: € =
max(a X 2—10 ZtT:T_19|ln %l, 6min) where P; is the closing price
on day ¢, In(P;/P¢—1) is the daily log-return. The average measures
the past 20 trading days’ daily volatility; & scales that estimate; and
€min 1S the minimum value. The resulting € is the threshold: any
return whose absolute value is less or equal to € will be classified as

. . . P,
sideways. The realized one-day return is defined as pct = P—jl -1,
0

where Py, and Py, are the closing prices on the prediction date and
the next trading day, respectively.

t
whit = sign_ok X tanh('P;ecl) X Ptrue 4)

Here, tanh(|pct|/€) scales the return relative to the band into (-1, 1),
and pirye is the model’s predicted probability for the true label.
Here, sign_ok is a binary indicator that equals 1 if and only if
the predicted direction is correct (specifically, if the prediction of
the max probability is sideways then |pct| < €). wy;; represents
the weighted hit bonus, rewarding correct directional predictions
in proportion to both the strength of the return and the model’s
confidence.

For Trading-Decision Agent, based on position changes and
realised profit and loss, each Buy, Hold or Sell action is labeled as
profitable or loss-making. Using metrics such as account return,
the agent then computes the reward parameters:

rewardg = reqa — f'bm — ¥ Ca (5)

Here, reqq = (Eq—Eprev)/Eprev is the simulated return under action
a € {buy, hold, sell}, where Eprey is the portfolio equity before the

action, and E, is the equity after applying the action (including
trading and commission). The benchmark return ry,, = (Peurr —
Pprev)/Pprev reflects Buy-and-Hold strategy. The transaction cost
ratio ¢, = commission, /Eprev is penalized separately. ff and y are
penalty coefficients (default: f = 0.2, y = 1.0).

For the Trading-Decision Agent, reward, quantifies the effective-
ness of Buy, Hold, or Sell actions. For the Stock-Forecasting Agent,
wh;t rewards directionally correct predictions based on actual price
movement, volatility-adjusted thresholds, and model confidence.
These signals are used to filter high-quality examples for SFT.

4 EXPERIMENTS
4.1 Datasets

Training set: To build instruction data for post-training, we run
TradingGroup with DeepSeek-R1 as the base LLM over two nonover-
lapping historical windows: 16 June 2020 - 16 August 2021 and 17
August 2021 - 05 October 2022. For each window, we test two modes:
risk-management off (fully autonomous decisions) and risk man-
agement on (semi-autonomous decisions). During backtesting, the
pipeline automatically logs every agent’s inputs, outputs, full CoT,
and daily evaluation metrics (see Figure 2). Based on these met-
rics (mentioned in 3.7), we selected the high-quality decision and
forecasting samples from the Trading-Decision Agent and Stock-
Forecasting Agent, resulting in 1,080 labeled trajectories that serve
as the distillation dataset.

Test set: We evaluate TradingGroup using the public data pro-
vided by the FINSABER backtesting framework [10] for the period
6 Oct 2022 - 10 Apr 2023, covering five stocks—Amazon.com Inc.
(AMZN), Netflix Inc. (NFLX), Tesla Inc. (TSLA), Microsoft Corpora-
tion (MSFT), and Coinbase Global Inc. (COIN). The dataset includes
closing price, financial news, annual reports and quarterly reports.
All five stocks have complete closing price records over 127 trading
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Figure 3: Comparison of cumulative returns across different LLM-based Agents.

days. TSLA and MSFT have news articles every day; AMZN has
news on only 22 trading days; COIN and NFLX have no news in this
window. Except for MSFT (which contains only quarterly filings
in this window), the other four stocks include both quarterly and
annual reports.

4.2 Experiments Setup

To evaluate our TradingGroup and assess the gains from the pro-
posed data-synthesis pipeline, we design two setups (i) Framework-
comparison experiment: In the first setup, we use GPT-40-mini [14]
as the unified inference core for all agents and benchmark Trading-
Group against four baseline strategies on the same test set, thereby
assessing the performance advantage of TradingGroup’s multi-
agent architecture in trading decisions. To avoid look-ahead bias,
all online modules are completely disabled during backtesting. (ii)
Data-synthesis + PEFT experiment: In the second setup, we
uesed TradingGroup’s data pipeline to extract labelled agent deci-
sion trajectories from historical periods and perform parameter-
efficient fine-tuning (PEFT) of Qwen3-8B using HuggingFace’s TRL
library. We used the LoRA method combined with int8 quantiza-
tion, and the trainable parameters were only 0.5301% of the total
parameters. This significantly reduced the computing requirements,
enabling our training process to be completed on a single V100
(32G). The AdamW38bit optimiser was used to save memory. Because
Qwen3 already possesses strong reasoning capability, we trained
for one epoch to avoid overfitting. The entire training process took
around six hours. The trained model is called Qwen3-Trader-8B-
PEFT. Then we use this trained Qwen3-Trader-8B-PEFT in our
TradingGroup to do backtesting on the test set.

4.3 Baseline and Evaluation Metrics

To evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed TradingGroup, four
typical strategies integrated within the FINSABER framework [10]
are compared. (1) Rule-based strategies: Buy & Hold serves as
the simplest benchmark, taking a position on the first trading day
and holding it until the end; SMA Cross and WMA Cross trade on
crossover signals between short-term and long-term moving aver-
ages; ATR Band builds a volatility channel from the 14-day ATR,
with breakouts of the upper or lower band triggering entry or exit;
Bollinger Bands use the 20-day moving average plus or minus two
standard deviations to identify overbought or oversold conditions
and then reverse; Turn-of-the-Month refers to buying at the close
on the last trading day of each month and selling at the close on the

first trading day of the next month to capture the month-end effect.
(2) Predictor-based strategies: ARIMA and XGBoost are machine
learning strategies that use data-driven model training to forecast
future price movements. (3) RL-based strategies: using the five
algorithms of the FinRL [12] library (A2C, PPO, SAC, TD3, and
DDPG) which learn optimal trading policies through interaction
with the environment to adapt to market dynamics. (4) LLM-based
agents: FinMem integrates hierarchical memory and role prompts
into the agent framework, making the decision-making chain inter-
pretable. FinAgent combines multimodal visual understanding, calls
to external tools, and a layered self-reflection module to generate
trading actions.

Following FINSABER, 4 metrics are applied for the evaluation:
(1) Cumulative Return (CR): Return metric capturing the total
profit generated over the backtesting period. (2) Sharpe Ratio
(SPR): Risk-adjusted performance metric that expresses excess
return earned per unit of risk. (3) Maximum Drawdown (MDD):
Risk metric measuring the most extreme peak-to-trough loss. (4)
Annualised Volatility (AV): Risk metric describing the volatility
of daily returns, scaled annually.

5 RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

5.1 Performance Comparison

Table 1 reports four evaluation metrics (CR, SPR, MDD, AV) of
TradingGroup (core model: GPT-40-mini) and all baseline strategies
on five stock datasets. "-" indicates that the strategy never executed
any buying action, and thus no trading activity occurred.

On the four datasets of TSLA, AMZN, MSFT and COIN, Trad-
ingGroup significantly outperformed all LLM-based baselines (see
Table 1 and Figure 3) and achieved the globally optimal overall
performance on TSLA, AMZN and COIN. Notably, its cumulative
return on AMZN reaches 40.46%, far exceeding the best baseline’s
13.27%. On the AMZN dataset, TradingGroup has improved its re-
turn metrics while still maintaining the lowest maximum drawdown
and a relatively favorable annualised volatility. The combination
of “high return + low risk” benefits from the introduction of the
dynamic risk management module.

Constrained by the risk management threshold, the cumulative
return rate of TradingGroup on NFLX is slightly conservative. When
the risk management module was turned off (as shown in Table 3),
the cumulative return of NFLX increased to 53.24%, and the Sharpe
ratio reached 2.726, ranking first among all methods. However, the
risk and return performance of the remaining datasets decreased
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Table 1: Quantitative Backtesting (on FINSABER Framework)
of TradingGroup and Baseline Strategies, ‘-’ Indicates No
Trade Activities; Red (Bold), Blue, and Orange Show the Best,
Second-Best, and Third-Best Results

Symbol | Type Strategy SPRT CR(%)T MDDT AV(%) /]
Buy and Hold -0.342 -20.481  -52.727  55.908
SMA Cross 30.683 -22.399
Rule ‘WMA Cross 1337 32.924 13476 32.559
Based ATR Band -0.595 -19.142  -39.599  42.161
Bollinger Bands -0.769 -24.749  -44.655  45.366
Turn of The Month 0.219  3.636 -11.643 31043
Predictor ARIMA 0.464  10.301 -23.524 41496
TSLA XGBoost -0.262  -14.133  -43.457  47.944
A2C -0.343  -20.423  -52.592  55.859
DDPG - - - -
FinRL PPO - - - —
SAC -0.343  -20.423  -52.592  55.859
TD3 — — — —
FinMem (GPT-40-mini) 0312 3472 -30.142  46.32
LLM FinAgent (GPT-40-mini) - - - -
(Ours)TradingGroup (GPT-40-mini) | 1.398 34.78
Buy and Hold 1.326 43.079 -20.184  41.523
SMA Cross -1.124  -17.576  -27.29 25.309
Rule ‘WMA Cross -0.189  -2.289 -20.939  22.169
Based ATR Band 0.15 2.992 19.315
Bollinger Bands -0.558  -4.996 -13.244  16.754
Turn of The Month 0.559  8.383 -10.641
Predictor ARIMA 1.946 53.64 -13.247 31591
NFLX XGBoost 0.734  9.452 -7.197 14.386
A2C - — — —
DDPG - - - -
FinRL PPO - — - —
SAC 1.325 -20.121  41.448
TD3 — — — —
FinMem (GPT-40-mini) 1704 32.549 -13.018  34.766
LLM FinAgent (GPT-40-mini) 41.167 -20.417 5103
(Ours)TradingGroup (GPT-40-mini) | 1.282  20.458 -14.958  30.131
Buy and Hold -0.46  -13.25 -31.546  35.624
SMA Cross 0.77 13.265 -11.653  22.874
Rule ‘WMA Cross 0.235  4.194 -14.613  22.888
Based | ATR Band -15.841  23.273
Bollinger Bands -0.402 -7.1 -20.614  26.559
Turn of The Month -0.037  0.044 -14.892  20.723
Predictor ARIMA 0.029  0.553 -10.854  24.267
AMZN XGBoost -0.361 -5.295 -19.91 22413
A2C — — — —
DDPG - — - —
FinRL PPO - — - -
SAC - - - -
TD3 - - — -
FinMem (GPT-40-mini) -0.888 -4.83 13.505
LLM | FinAgent (GPT-40-mini) 052 4454 5708 12.432
(Ours)TradingGroup (GPT-40-mini) | 3.859 40.458 -2.118
Buy and Hold 0.974  21.128 -14.165  28.271
SMA Cross -0.145 -0.291 -13.809
Rule WMA Cross -0.427 -3.421 -14.748  16.376
Based ATR Band 1036 12981 -7.71 15.007
Bollinger Bands 2.115 31.62 -3.475  18.245
Turn of The Month -0.036 0.951 -11.95 15.09
Predictor ARIMA 20.228 -12.073 22993
MSET XGBoost 0.989  15.874 -11.028  19.503
A2C 0.973 -14.099  28.073
DDPG 0.973 -14.099  28.073
FinRL PPO - - - -
SAC - - - -
TD3 — — — —
FinMem (GPT-40-mini) -0.09 -1.733 -14.967  28.26
LLM FinAgent (GPT-40-mini) 1.02 17.874 -14.519 35432
(Ours)TradingGroup (GPT-40-mini) | 1.655  20.273 21.952
Buy and Hold 0.17 -12.729  -54.402  86.718
SMA Cross -0.365 -21.327  -48.57 59.914
Rule ‘WMA Cross 0.245 1338 -38.834  55.764
Based | ATR Band 38.716
Bollinger Bands -0.795 -24371  -40.733  43.904
Turn of The Month 0713 21.243  -21.522
Predictor ARIMA N N . e
COIN XGBoost 1.52 84.256 -31.901  68.724
A2C - - - -
DDPG - - - -
FinRL PPO - - - —
SAC 0.184  -13.011 -55.542  89.395
TD3 0.184 -13.011  -55.542  89.395
FinMem (GPT-40-mini) -0.58  -31.665 -47.987 81.186
LLM FinAgent (GPT-40-mini) 0.561  3.239 -54.625  109.416
(Ours)TradingGroup (GPT-40-mini) | 2.051  70.601 21.525  58.427

Table 2: Performance between Qwen3-Trader-8B-PEFT (fine-
tuned with data using TradingGroup’s data pipeline) and
base Qwen3-8B. Bold indicates better performance.

Symbol | Strategy SPRT CR(%)T MDDT AV(%).]
TSLA TradingGroup (Qwen3-8B) -0.012  0.073 -8.532  22.963
TradingGroup (Qwen3-Trader-8B-PEFT) | 1.356 28.666  -22.17  41.212
NELX TradingGroup (Qwen3-8B) -2.254  -14.49 -16.661  14.732
TradingGroup (Qwen3-Trader-8B-PEFT) | 1.806 29.11 -9.341  28.905
AMZN TradingGroup (Qwen3-8B) 0.281  3.214 -7.88 16.841
TradingGroup (Qwen3-Trader-8B-PEFT) | 0.849 10.427  -10.593 22.848
MSFT TradingGroup (Qwen3-8B) 0.035  0.353 -12.951  25.295
TradingGroup (Qwen3-Trader-8B-PEFT) | 1.311 13.818 -9.858 18.786
COIN TradingGroup (Qwen3-8B) -1.183  -17.931 -27.39  31.608
TradingGroup (Qwen3-Trader-8B-PEFT) | 0.89  20.078  -31.102 53.146

significantly. Considering the overall stability and the uncertainty
of the output of LLMs, the risk management module should be
enabled by default.

5.2 Performance after PEFT

Table 2 compares the backtesting results between Qwen3-Trader-8B-
PEFT and the original Qwen3-8B without using our data-sythesis.
The cumulative return curve is also shown in Figure 3. Inference
during backtesting was accelerated using vLLM [7]. From the table,
we can observe that on all five stocks, the Qwen3-Trader-8B-PEFT
outperformed the original Qwen3-8B in both cumulative return (CR)
and sharpe ratio (SPR). Among them, the TSLA and NFLX stand
out particularly, with CR reaching 28.67% and 29.11% respectively,
also surpassing the corresponding scores of using GPT-40-mini
(25.66% and 20.46%, Table 1). Further, taking MSFT as an example,
Qwen3-Trader-8B-PEFT not only achieves higher CR and SPR, but
also reduces both maximum drawdown and annualised volatility,
verifying the effective synergy between the TradingGroup’s risk
management module and the strategy chain. Additionally, as the
automatic annotation pipeline uses return-related indicators as
signals, Qwen3-8B can learn a decision-making thinking chain
that is more conducive to improving returns after being fine-tuned
with the distillation data from DeepSeek-R1. This also provides an
inspiration for the future introduction of a risk-sensitive annotation
mechanism in future work.

5.3 Ablation Studies

Table 3 shows the contributions of key components of Trading-
Group. The Risk-Management module (RM) and Style-Preference
Agent & Current State (PC) are treated as risk-control elements. The
Self-Reflection mechanism (SR) here means the LLM-based experi-
ential reflection used by Trading-Decision and Stock-Forecasting,
which is considered as the performance optimization element. And
Qwen3-Reranker & Embedding (RE) are considered as the perfor-
mance optimization elements too. We evaluate four configurations:
(i) all four components removed, (ii) only the risk-control elements
retained (RM + PC), (iii) all components except RM, and (iv) all
components enabled.

On the TSLA dataset, enabling RM + PC cuts cumulative return
by 77% relative to "all removed" but both annualised volatility and
maximum drawdown get improvement. By adding RE+SR on the ba-
sis of RM+PC, the return and risk indicators can be simultaneously
improved in the four datasets of TSLA, AMZN, MSFT and COIN,



Table 3: Ablation results across different module combina-
tions (RM: Risk Management, SR: Self Reflection, RE: Qwen3-
Reranker & Embedding, PC: Style-Preference Agent & Cur-
rent State). Red means improvement in the metric, while
green means reduction.

Symbol | RM SR RE PC | SPRT CR(%) T MDD T AV(%) |
1.07 21.904 -15.363 42479
TSLA v V' | 0.409(-61%) 5.276(-77%) -14.144(+8%, 25.968(-39%)
v vV | -0827(-177%)  -1438(-166%)  -20.379(-33%)  34.123(-20%)
v v Vv V| 1.398(+31%) 25.662(+17%)  -15.305(+0.4%) 34.78(-18%)
1.849 33.139 -10.014 32.051
NFLX v v | 0372(-80%)  4.792(-86%) -9.903(+1%) 26.383(-18%)
VoV V| 2726(+47%)  53.244(+61%)  -11.122(-11%)  32.102(+0.2%)
vV vV /| 1.282(-31%)  20.458(-38%)  -14.958(-49%)  30.131(-6%)
0.601 7.261 -11.036 22.615
AMZN v V| 0.998(+66%)  11.391(+57%)  -14.329(-30%)  20.789(-8%)
v v V] 0765(+27%)  9.411(+30%) -17.873(-62%)  23.072(+2%)
v vV V| 3.859(+542%) 40.458(+457%) -2.118(+81%) 17.228(-24%)
0.466 6.362 -12.182 29.107
MSFT v V| 0.733(+57%)  9.561(+50%) -10.105(+17%)  25.14(-14%)
VoV V| 1423(+205%)  17.535(+176%) -12.646(-4%) 22.368(-23%
vV vV /| 1655(+255%)  20.273(+219%) -9.887(+19%)  21.952(-25%)
-1.321 -22.138 -22.138 35.321
COIN v Vv | 0.897(+168%)  21.267(+196%) -32.02(-45%) 57.471(+63%)
v vV | 1457(+210%)  50.71(+329%)  -21.065(+5%) 70.327(+99%)
v v VvV | 2051(+255%) 70.601(+419%) -21.525(+3%) 58.427(+65%)

verifying the important role of retrieval quality and self-reflection
in the effectiveness of decision-making. Removing RM (while keep-
ing RE, SR, and PC) can get the largest cumulative return (CR) on
NFLX. However, returns fall on the other four datasets, with TSLA
dropping to -14.38%. This shows that completely lifting risk con-
straints may let the agent deviate excessively in certain markets,
upsetting the risk-return balance. Therefore, risk management
should be configured flexibly, according to market characteristics
and the strategy’s risk tolerance.

6 CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

We have introduced TradingGroup, an innovative multi-agent sys-
tem for quantitative trading. By integrating self-reflection, dynamic
risk management, stock forecasting, and trade execution, the system
outperforms other methods inclduing existing LLM-based agents
in FINSABER backtesting. Relying on the end-to-end data synthe-
sis pipeline of TradingGroup, we further distilled and fine-tuned
Qwen3-8B to obtain Qwen3-Trader-8B-PEFT. This model not only
significantly outperforms the original Qwen3-8B in terms of return
metrics, but also exceeds GPT-40-mini in terms of return metrics
on the two datasets, verifying the validity of the synthetic data.
Our future work will focus on three aspects: expanding data and
annotation dimensions, designing new evaluation indicators such
as risk-control scores, and conducting more fine-grained labeling of
agent decisions. We will explore “three-stage training” (SFT, GRPO
(Group Relative Policy Optimization [19]) driven by trading returns
or price forecasts, Rejection Sampling [3]) to further strengthen
decision quality. We will also continually improve TradingGroup’s
collaboration and safety mechanisms and building an end-to-end
multi-agent training platform for quantitative trading.
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