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Abstract
Machine learning techniques applied to the prob-
lem of financial market forecasting struggle with
dynamic regime switching, or underlying corre-
lation and covariance shifts in true (hidden) mar-
ket variables. Drawing inspiration from the suc-
cess of reinforcement learning in robotics, particu-
larly in agile locomotion adaptation of quadruped
robots to unseen terrains, we introduce an inno-
vative approach that leverages world knowledge
of pretrained LLMs (aka. ‘privileged informa-
tion’ in robotics) and dynamically adapts them us-
ing intrinsic, natural market rewards using LLM
alignment technique we dub as Reinforcement
Learning from Market Feedback (RLMF). Strong
empirical results demonstrate the efficacy of our
method in adapting to regime shifts in financial
markets, a challenge that has long plagued predic-
tive models in this domain. The proposed algo-
rithmic framework outperforms best-performing
SOTA LLM models on the existing (FLARE)
benchmark stock-movement (SM) tasks by more
than 15% improved accuracy. On the recently
proposed NIFTY SM task, our adaptive policy
outperforms the SOTA best performing trillion pa-
rameter models like GPT-4. The paper details the
dual-phase, teacher-student architecture and im-
plementation of our model, the empirical results
obtained, and an analysis of the role of language
embeddings in terms of Information Gain.

1. Introduction
Recent advances in deep learning research have significantly
changed our approach to solving complex problems in many
fields. GraphCast’s (Lam et al., 2022) success in weather
forecasting, and AlphaFold’s (Jumper, 2021) breakthrough
success in 3D protein structure prediction are two such em-
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Figure 1: We propose Regime Adaptive Execution in the fi-
nancial market setting motivated by the success of reinforce-
ment learning inspired robust locomotion methods supplant-
ing intricate heuristic control architectures in quadrupedal
robots, thereby eschewing decades-old conventional heuris-
tic approaches to the ‘market regime classification problem’.

blematic examples of modern machine learning (ML) suc-
cesses that have supplanted or radically shifted decades old
(complex, heuristic) approaches. Legged robot locomotion
is another domain that has seen breakthrough improvements
in zero-shot generalization of complex terrain locomotion by
successful application of (model-free) reinforcement learn-
ing techniques (along with other ingredients).

At a high level, techniques from the deep reinforcement
learning (RL) toolkit have enabled some of the most promi-
nent breakthroughs in the field, from invincible game-
playing agents (Vinyals, 2019; Silver, 2016; et al., 2017),
to champion-level drone racing (Kaufmann et al., 2023).
Examined closely, ceteris paribus, the simulation of model
interactions in environments (Tobin et al., 2017) plays a
key enabling role in such RL-based approaches. Intuitively,
simulation allows a learner agent to experience myriad com-
binations and feedback from an environment, thus allowing
better generalization. For example, in the case of AlphaGo,
the agent experiences millions of hours of game-play via
‘self-play’ – essentially environment interactions – allowing
it to learn superior patterns compared to traditional gaming
engines. Learning in simulation then transfer to real-world
works in complex domains, too. Robotics, specifically ag-
ile locomotion for quadruped robots (Peng et al., 2018;
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Regime Adaptive Execution with Informed Data and LLMs

Tan et al., 2018), best showcases its efficacy. In this do-
main, transferring learned skills across the sim-to-real gap –
i.e., the environmental differences of simulated versus real
world – posed a challenge. However, more recent tech-
niques and advancements have mostly circumvented this
issue (Hwangbo et al., 2019b; Peng et al., 2020).

In this work, we juxtapose and explore the efficacy of tech-
niques that allow robots to adapt and generalize locomotion
in unseen terrains (Peng et al., 2020; Lee et al., 2020; Kumar
et al., 2022) in a vastly different and more complex domain:
the financial market.

Financial market forecasting is a hard problem, arguably
more complex than any of the aforementioned problems.
While the allure of solving this problem transcends well-
beyond the academic and scientific communities (for obvi-
ous, intrinsic rewards), the core problem can be formalized
from an RL (or optimal control) perspective by setting up the
problem as a (highly-complex) partially observable MDP
(POMDP) (Kaelbling et al., 1998) (see §2). The true, plausi-
bly large number of variables and mechanics that move the
market are hidden or unobservable. Thus, reliable market
simulation, thereby generating randomized market value
trajectories to train agents in simulation is not yet effective,
making market prediction in essence a one-shot learning
task with only one true trajectory or available environment
history. Any mapping of input observations (ot ∈ O) to
output price movement (i.e., market/environment reaction)
learned via traditional ML techniques does not generalize
well to out-of-domain (or, regime-shifted) distributions due
to the hidden, underlying correlation and covariate shifts
in a dynamic market regime (Ang & Timmermann, 2012;
Guidolin & Timmermann, 2008). Basically, even if we are
able to train a model that fits perfectly to past market tra-
jectories (i.e., success in backtesting), it does not guarantee
future accuracy.

Our solution to this dynamic market regime adaptation prob-
lem is motivated and ideated by recent, remarkable suc-
cesses of RL-based adaptive quadruped locomotion tech-
niques in the robotics domain that use two-stage training
of teacher-student policies (Lee et al., 2020; Kumar et al.,
2022). Bifurcating training into two stages allow (in a pre-
liminary step) imbuing a teacher policy with true environ-
mental information – termed as ‘privileged information’ –
that are unavailable to policies during execution. The idea
is to accelerate learning in simulation with rich, denser
rewards by cheating (Chen et al., 2020). The student is
then trained using guidance from the learned teacher, and
proprioceptive signals history (without cheating). These
techniques demonstrate robust zero-shot generalization to
apriori unseen terrains by rapidly adapting to the environ-
ment even in absence of exteroception (i.e., blind robots),
and relying only on proprioceptive sensory signals. Histor-

ically, application of techniques, motivated by the robotic
pipeline, in the finance domain would be infeasible. First,
we have to navigate through the bottleneck (more aptly,
scale the mountain of) market simulation. Further, we did
not have anything akin to a proxy for privileged information
or, underlying environment knowledge to use – until we
did: with the meteoric advent of RL-tuned large language
models (LLMs) (Ouyang et al., 2022; Li et al., 2023a; Ope-
nAI, 2023), that can effectively encode ‘world knowledge’
to demonstrate unprecedented capabilities in downstream
tasks (Zhao et al., 2023; Wei et al., 2022; Bubeck et al.,
2023) . Thus, inclusion of state-of-the-art (SOTA) LLMs in
our architecture was a key enabling factor for realizing our
approach.

We adopt a similar 2-stage training, then adaptive execution
(detailed in §3), using pre-trained LLMs as base policies that
we RL-tune introducing an automatic, natural market feed-
back signal as auxiliary reward. We curate the largest market
relevant daily news and financial technical indicators dataset
for LLM supervised fine-tuning, and preferences dataset for
RL-tuning. Our experiments and empirical results show that
LLMs, with their imbued generic world knowledge, can
support regime adaptation with continual adaptation using
RL from intrinsic, natural market rewards (dubbed RLMF).

Contributions Our main contributions with this work are:

1. Regime Adaptive Execution with Informed Data: We
show a novel approach of dynamic adaptation to financial
market regime shifts motivated by and drawing parallels
between successful RL-based robotic locomotion techniques
and LLM alignment using RL and natural (intrinsic market)
reward as feedback RL (RLMF).

2. Role of LM Embeddings in the quality of observations
or news data: we perform a comprehensive analysis and
discussion on the quality of source embeddings in terms of
information gain from the corresponding input observations
or news data. We present two interesting findings from
the analysis: i. the underlying LLM architectural blocks
(encoder, decoder, and encoder-decoder) of models matter,
and ii. model size matters, i.e., the rich gets richer since
embeddings from larger LMs (by parameter size) tend to
have better information gain compared to smaller-variants
and architectures of the same family §A.

Organization The rest of the paper is organized as fol-
lows: §3 details the ‘RAEiD’ architecture and model, §4
presents the experiments and results obtained, subsequent
sections discuss related works §5, limitations and open ques-
tions §6 of our work.
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Figure 2: Robot locomotion: high-level schematic of com-
mon dual-policy SOTA approaches.

2. Preliminaries and Background
Rapid Motor Adaptation for Quadrupedal Robots For
a comprehensive historical background and detailed dis-
cussion on the evolution of legged robot locomotion re-
search, we encourage the reader to any suitable survey pa-
pers, like (Biswal & Mohanty, 2021). Here, we zoom in
on selected, successful methods (Lee et al., 2020; Kumar
et al., 2022; Miki et al., 2022), beginning in the 2020s, that
adopted reinforcement learning (RL) in simulation for train-
ing controllers showing remarkable zero-shot generalization
and demonstrated robustness in dynamic quadrupedal loco-
motion in challenging terrains (Fig. 1).

Until circa 2018, conventional approaches to locomotion
generalization on complex terrains resulted in increasingly
intricate control architectures that required integration of
multiple system modules. For instance, terrain mapping
and map processing, motion planning, and motion control
governed by separate, integrated modules with interaction
dependencies during execution (Fankhauser et al., 2018).
Further, reliance on exteroceptive sensors, such as stereo
cameras and LiDAR, were required as perceiving and ac-
counting for terrain properties were particularly crucial for
locomotion success in complex terrains (Bellicoso et al.,
2018).

The 2018-19 period saw increasingly more works and
trend of applying model-free RL techniques to robotic
legged locomotion, although mostly in experimental, lab
settings (Hwangbo et al., 2019a; Haarnoja et al., 2018; Xie
et al., 2020). Concurrently, and often in conjunction, there
were surges in complementary techniques, like learning in
simulation and sim-to-real transfers (Tobin et al., 2017; Peng
et al., 2018; Tan et al., 2018). However, starting in the 2020s,
conventional controllers based on elaborate state machines
and dependencies on heuristic system modules saw a radi-
cal shift towards novel approaches that used reinforcement
learning in simulation to train neural networks as (locomo-
tion) controllers (Xie et al., 2020) that achieved remarkable
robustness and zero-shot generalizability in unseen, chal-
lenging terrains, while acting on a stream of proprioceptive
signals only (Lee et al., 2020; Kumar et al., 2022). (Peng
et al., 2020) learns adaptive policies using imitation learn-
ing of real world animals. Generalization robustness was

achieved by domain randomization and adaptation in sim-
ulation and sim-to-real transfer was done using advantage-
weighted-regression. (Miki et al., 2022) extends previous
works by learning from exteroceptive signals to improve
performance.

Of these works, we use (Lee et al., 2020; Kumar et al.,
2022) for focused elucidation. While these two works each
have practical nuances, at a methodology level, we found
them to be mostly identical. The output action at ∈ RD

is the predicted joint position for D robot joints (similarly,
for the market prediction problem, at is a binary or trinary
(with ‘neutral’ label) movement label prediction). Presum-
ing a MDP formulation of the control problem, the teacher
policy can be trained with any off-the-shelf RL algorithm
(e.g. (Schulman et al., 2015) under fully observable condi-
tion (access to ‘privileged information’). The student policy
is trained via supervised learning using MLE loss (regress-
ing) between the teacher’s action prediction and their belief
state bt encoding:

Lπ(ϕ) = ∥x̂t
r − xt

r∥2 + ∥b̂t(H)− bt(xp)∥2 (1)

where xt
r is the action (at) label at time t. The hat (̂.)

denote student values, and H is the proprioceptive history
observed by the student, and is encoded using a temporal
sequence model (Bai et al., 2018), instead of prior vanilla
MLP encoding of belief state – (Lee et al., 2020) cites this
architectural change as one of the three major ingredients of
their techniques success besides ‘priviliged information’ and
adaptive curriculum learning of environment in simulation.

Regime-Switching in Finance In empirical finance litera-
ture, regime switching processes are modeled as Markovian
Switching Models, introduced by the seminal work of Ham-
liton (Hamilton, 1989), in the 1990s. The canonical regime
switching problem can be presented by letting ot be an
outcome variable for a market process, which recurrently
depends on its own past history, yt−1, εt representing ran-
dom shocks and (for ML/RL community, a conveniently
termed) st ∈ {0, 1, ..., k} a discrete random variable model-
ing some underlying regime process at time, t. Then regimes
affect the intercept(mean), µst , auto-correlation, ϕst , and
volatility, σst , of the process (Hamilton, 2010):

ot = µst + ϕstot−1 + σstεt, εt ∼ iid(0, 1). (2)

The literature and works on modern heuristic solutions to
detecting, classifying, or adapting to such canonical regime
switching models are too broad for our scope, and also goes
against the motivation of our work (of eschewing such meth-
ods). Enthusiastic readers are encouraged to read (Guidolin,
2011; Hamilton, 1990; 2010) for a detailed overview of
Markovian switching models. For a comprehensive appreci-
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Estée Lauder Cuts Profit Goals as Coronavirus Slows Travel Sales | Russia Blocks OPEC Response to Coronavirus | Yum China Shows Coronavirus Outbreak Curbs
China’s Consumption | Hedge-Fund Billionaire’s Deal for Mets Collapses | Fed’s Quarles Calls Current Stance on Interest Rates Appropriate |Pinterest’s Revenue 
Topped $1 Billion in 2019 |NYSE Owner Abandons Potential eBay Deal | T-Mobile Projects More Customer Gains in 2020 | Aurora Cannabis Chief Executive To 
Depart Amid Layoffs |Meredith Shares Rally as Publishing Giant Digests Time Inc. | CBD Producer GenCanna Files for Bankruptcy | Risky Corporate Debt to Take 
Center Stage in 2020 Stress Tests | Tyson Feels Weight of Lower Poultry Prices | China Tariff Relief Boosts Stock Market | Shale Gas Swamps Asia, Pushing LNG 
Prices to Record Lows | FAA Flags Warning-Light Problem with 737 MAX | Juul Raises $700 Million From Investors | Shares of NYSE Owner Slide on Fresh eBay 
Deal Jitters | Deutsche Bank Shares Rally on Capital Group Stake | Kellogg Lowers Expectations for 2020 | New York Times Posts Strong Subscription Growth | 
Mnuchin Says U.S. 2020 Growth to Be Less Than 3% Due to Boeing | ArcelorMittal Posts Earnings Beat Despite Tough Times for Steelmakers | Canadian Antitrust 
Officials Probe Farm Giants | Zantac Recall Weighs on Sanofi’s Earnings |News Corp Posts Lower Profit, Revenue |

Figure 3: A snapshot of the ‘news‘ key value on date: 2020-02-06, at the upstart of the global coronavirus epidemic. Our
πLM policy’s prompt is composed of task instruction as query prefix, market context, and this news value concatenated: s.t.
xp ← (xinstruction;xcontext;xnews). The semantic text colors red, and green conveys negative and positive sentiments.
The day’s market relevent news was dominated by mostly negative sentiments.

ation and answer to ‘why regime adaptation is important?’,
we highly encourage reading (Ang & Timmermann, 2012;
Guidolin & Timmermann, 2008) – as we have already cov-
ered the high-level intuition earlier.

Modern deep learning based techniques essentially subsume
and skip the problem of regime classification as an inter-
mediary step to some means (like market prediction), and
allow the distributional latent embeddings to encapsulate
the true regime state from some input data (as a belief b en-
coding from POMDP formulation). In essense, we too, are
adhering to this paradigm, however, unlike other the other
methods (relying on deep learning or RL based solutions),
we dynamically adapt and update the learned policy using
our proposed methodology.

Reward based alignment of Language Models Tuning
pretrained LMs using reward feedback and RL enables re-
markable capabilities of current chat-bots and assistants
to follow instructions. The RLHF pipeline (Ziegler et al.,
2019; Stiennon et al., 2020; Ouyang et al., 2022) is a
well-formulated approach in the NLP domain. While vari-
ants to RLHF have been proposed (Rafailov et al., 2023),
we discuss only the popular RLHF pipeline for our pur-
poses here. At a high-level, the RLHF pipeline starts
with fine-tuning a pre-trained LM in supervised manner
(typically with the same LM objective, but on new, high-
quality domain-specific data) to obtain πSFT , then training
a reward model fRM

θ that, once trained, is able to evalu-
ate (usually pairs of) LM generated prompt (xp) comple-
tions: (x̂1

r, x̂
2
r) ∼ πSFT (xp) and provide scalar reward

fRM
θ (x̂r)→ r ∈ R. A human labelled preferences dataset

is typically (we deviate from in our presented approach)
used to for the reward model training using MLE objective.
In the final step, the domain fine-tuned LM, and the trained
reward model is used to fine-tune an aligned policy using RL
(e.g. PPO (Schulman et al., 2017)) where πSFT acts as the
reference based policy: πref . PPO uses the base, reference
model to impose a KL-divergence penalty during RL fine-
tuning using reward feedback to ensure the fine-tuned model
does not deviate or diverge too far away from the base policy
and preventing unwanted scenarios like mode-collapse to

high-reward answers.

Anticipate the direction of the $SPY by analyzing market data and news from 2020-02-06.

(a) Instruction component of a πLM policy query xq .

date, open, high, •••,  pct_change, macd, boll_ub, boll_lb, rsi_30,  •••, close_60_sma

2020-01-27, 323.03, 325.12, •••,  -0.016, 2.89, 333.77, 319.15, 56.26, ••• , 317.40
2020-01-28, 325.06, 327.85, •••, 0.0105, 2.59, 333.77, 319.55, 59.57, ••• , 317.78

•••.          ••••

2020-02-04, 328.07, 330.01, •••, 0.0152, 1.3341, 333.60, 321.26, •••, 319.41
2020-02-05, 332.27, 333.09, •••, 0.0115, 1.7247, 334.15, 321.73, •••, 319.82

(b) The market’s history is provided as the past t days of numerical
statistics like the (OHLCV) price (in blue) and common technical
indicators (in orange) (e.g. moving averages) data.

Figure 4: Breaking down the instruction or prompt prefix,
and market context components of a prompt, xp.

Problem Formulation Aligned with the quadrupedal lo-
comotion and regime switching formulation, we model the
task of market movement direction as a POMDP problem.
We detail pertaining canonical definitions and terminology
in the Appendix §C.1. Here, we decompose the POMDP
problem as an MDP over belief states Kaelbling et al.
(1998). Thus, a policy’s belief state at time t, bt can be
seen as a sufficient statistic of the history ht towards decid-
ing optimal actions.

Going forward, observation at time t, ot, will be referred to
as a LM query, xq comprised of a prompt xpt

and action
prediction label from previous time step: x̂rt−1

(Fig. 4).

3. Regime Adaptive Execution
There are two distinct phases in our proposed approach.
In the training phase, we train a fine-tuned, and aligned
language model as our teacher policy πteacher

ϕ , and a re-
ward model fRM

θ , following the well-formulated RLHF
pipeline (Ziegler et al., 2019; Stiennon et al., 2020; Ouyang
et al., 2022), and using samples from our contributed NIFTY
datasets.
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3.1. The NIFTY Dataset

We delegate the full details of our contributed datasets
NIFTY-LM (DLM ) and NIFTY-RL (DRL) to Appendix §B.
Each JSON-object line of the DLM contain high-quality,
processed (one-turn) conversational query, where a query
xq comprises of a prompt xp and a response xr, i.e.,
xq = (xp;xr). Thus, this dataset samples can be used
for supervised fine-tuning (SFT) of a pretrained LM pol-
icy using the language modeling objective. Similarly, the
NIFTY-RL dataset compiles a preferences dataset for re-
jection sampling and RL fine-tuning availing samples of

chosen and rejected labels: DRL =
{(

x
(i)
p , x

(i)
rw , x

(i)
rl

)}N

i=1
where (xrw ≻ xrl |xp).

Supervised Fine-tuning Teacher Policy The loss on a
sequence x (comprised of tokens x1, ..., xT ) from a vocabu-
lary of size V is the autoregressive cross-entropy loss (pre-
suming a decoder-only transformer model akin to the GPT
series (Brown et al., 2020b):

L(x,θ) = −
T∑

t=1

logPŷ|x (xt | x1:t−1;θ) (3)

where Pŷ|x is the output distribution of a model parameter-
ized by θ.

Training a Reward Model We train a reward model fRM
θ ,

initialized with a SFT language model (using Eq. 3), sam-
pling from DRM in a MLE fashion formulating the prefer-
ences labels as a binary classification problem and optimiz-
ing for the negative log-likelihood loss:

LRM (θ) = −E(xp,xrw ,xrl
)

∼DRL

[log (σ (rθ(x, xrw )− rθ(x, xrl)))]

(4)

where rθ(xp, xr) is a scalar reward for prompt xp and re-
sponse xr with parameters θ, xrw is the preferred or cho-
sen response out of the pair (xrw , xrl) sampled from DRL

(see §B).

3.2. Deriving the RLMF objective

Intuition Our formulation of Reinforcement Learning
from Market Feedback or RLMF can be explained in a
simple, intuitive manner conceptually. We all can formalize
the market movement tomorrow based on our own beliefs
(formed from our unique life-experiences or, history) about
the market’s state and the new information we learned today
from any possible sources (news, social media, chatting
with a friendly neighbour etc.). The most natural feedback
or correction to our beliefs come from the true, observed

TeacherReward  
Model

Market

𝑦!"

𝑥!"#, 𝑦!"#

𝑥!"$, 𝑦!"$

𝑥!

Student…

Online Data

⇄RLMF

NIFTYRM

Preference
Dataset

NIFTYLM-SFT LM Policy
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Supervised
Fine-tuning

Maximum
Likelihood

Reward  
Model

market predictions

natural rewards

RLMF

“$SPY likely to rise by 0.0125”𝑦":Training Phase
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≻

Figure 5: Regime adaptive execution uses the NIFTY
dataset to train a reward model (RM) and align a pretrained
LLM during the training phase. In the deployment phase,
streaming online market data is used to continually update
the RM, subsequently a student policy that swaps place with
an executor teacher policy after windowed intervals.

movement the next day morning. However big the correc-
tion is, this feedback will (and should) not be so radical that
we forget everything we have internalized from experience
up until yesterday – we are likely to attribute the mismatch
to the current (likely deviated) market condition (like the
inflation, war, interest rate changes etc.).

Technical details : Let πLM
ϕ , be a policy we want to train,

that is parameterized by ϕ. We define a policy query as:
xq = (xp;xr). Let DMF be a dataset of size T containing
tuples of (xp, x̂r, xr), where x̂r is a generative completion
or, response by the policy πLM

ϕ . Let fRM
θ be a trained

reward model (using MLE (Eq. 4)), parameterized by θ.
And πref is a frozen (teacher or,) reference policy .

In our setup, the response is an action label of market move-
ment prediction s.t. x̂r ∈ {rise, fall, neutral}. Note that for
each x̂r, we can collect a corresponding truth label from the
market’s reaction, that we denote by xr. Having such a roll-
out dataset, DMF allows us to define a simple MLE based
loss objective that we define as Reinforcement Learning
from Market Feedback (RLMF) loss:

LMF (ϕ) =
1

T

T∑
t=1

∥x̂t
r − xt

r∥2

= E(xp,xr,x̂r)
∼DMF

[
∥x̂r − xr∥2

]
(5)

The regular RL fine-tuning loss (Stiennon et al., 2020) is

5
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Algorithm 1 RAEiD: Training Phase

Step 1: Fine-tune teacher policy πteacher
ϕ

Init πteacher
ϕ ← πLM assistant (e.g., Llama2-chat-7b)

Input: Dtr (train split of NIFTY-LM), size m, batch B
for b = 1 to ⌊m/B⌋ do

Init batch queries SB = {}
for i = 1 to B do

Sample (xpi ;xri)
Append to SB

end for
Update πteacher

ϕ with SFT { using Eq. 3}
end for
Step 2: Train reward model fRM

θ { using Eq. 4}
Step 3: RL fine-tune πteacher

ϕ using PPO (Schulman
et al., 2017) and DRL, NIFTY-RL preferences dataset.

Algorithm 2 RAEiD: Deployment Phase

Student Policy Adaptation
t← 0, T ← freq
Init πstudent from πteacher

Repeat every T steps:
Collect DMF = {(xp, x̂

r
ϕ, x

MF
r )}Tt=1

Step 1: Update fRM
θ {with Eq. 4}

Step 2: Update πstudent
ϕ using fRM

θupd
and Eq. 7

Step 3: Set πteacher ← πstudent, execute for T

defined as:

LRL(ϕ) =E(xp,xr,x̂r)
∼DMF

[
rθ(xp, x̂r)

− β log

(
πLM
ϕ (x̂r|xp)

πref (x̂r|xp)

)]
(6)

where the KL reward coefficient β controls the strength of
the KL penalty. Using the equations 5, 6, we can maximize
the following combined objective function using RL for
updating policy πLM

ϕ :

LRLMF (ϕ) = LRL + γLMF (ϕ) (7)

where the MF reward coefficient γ controls the strength of
market feedback reward.

The algorithms 1, 2 provide high-level pseudocode for the
training and deployment phases of our approach respectively
as depicted in Fig. 5.

4. Experiments
We demonstrate the efficacy of our approach using results
on the NIFTY trinary (‘rise’, ‘fall’, ‘neutral’) stock move-
ment prediction (SM) task, and FLARE (Xie et al., 2023)
benchmark’s the binary (‘rise’, ‘fall’) SM tasks.

Flare Stock Movement Datasets This recently released
financial benchmark standardizes various existing financial
domain evaluation tasks (like sentiment analysis, headlines
classification, NER, etc.) using consistent LM queries xq

and uses the widely adopted LM-Eval LLM evaluation
harness (Gao et al., 2021). The three SM task datasets are:
the CIKM datset (Wu et al., 2018), StockNet ACL (Xu
& Cohen, 2018), and BigData22 (Soun et al., 2022). Ta-
ble 1 shows their statistics. Full benchmark details is in the
appendix §C.2.

Table 1: Summary of Flare stock price movement datasets.

Data Stocks Tweets Days Start Date End Date
ACL18 87 106,271 696 2014-01-02 2015-12-30
BigData22 50 272,762 362 2019-07-05 2020-06-30
CIKM18 38 955,788 352 2017-01-03 2017-12-28

4.1. UNReAL Results

We name our LLM policy trained using the RAEiD method-
ology as UNReAL: Underpinning News Reward Augmented
Learning in Large Language Models. Table 2 shows our
results on the FLARE Benchmark. While the main focus
was to evaluate our model against the benchmark’s stock
movement tasks, we ran against all tasks in the benchmark
as well. Since UnREAL was trained/fine-tuned to generate
short action label predictions, it was unable to solve some of
the tasks that fall under non-applicable task categories: like
the headline multi-label classification, NER and financial
QA datasets. However, quite interestingly, its performance
in sentiment classification went up dramatically (even out-
performing GPT-4)! We hypothesize that this (surprising)
boost may have been due to the model’s exposure to signfi-
ciant swath of market news data and corresponding trinary
label generation alignment, akin to the FPB task of generat-
ing a trinary prediction (‘positive’, ‘negative’ or ‘neutral’).

Table 4 shows the results on SM prediction task on NIFTY’s
test split.

Discussions The FinMA models (all variants) are unable
to solve the task. This is expected, as they were fine-tuned
to perform strictly binary action (prediction) label classi-
fication. Further, they base LM used (Llama-1 (Touvron
et al., 2023a)) is comparatively old. However, UnREAL
outperforms an assistant LLM in the same param. class
with much newer architecture than our base LM (Llama
2 (Touvron et al., 2023c) 7B), that allows much larger con-
text size consumption compared to Llama-2. Perhaps the
most surprising result was UnREAL outperforming GPT-4
by over approx. 30% on the NIFTY and by 15-20% points
on the Flare-SM tasks! GPT-4’s lacklustre performance in
comparison to some other later public models also comes
as a bit surprising.
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Table 2: Performance comparison of various models on the FLARE Benchmark tasks. We copy existing results from the
PIXIU (Xie et al., 2023) paper for models larger than 13B parameters. We reran all models in the 7-13B parameter range
on the Flare benchmark tests. Note that our model’s performance on datasets corresponding to Headline, NER, FinQA,
ConvFinQA are not reported (N/A), since UnREAL was aligned to output single word 3 (action) class label predictions,
whereas these 4 tasks require fundamentally different tuning.
Dataset Metrics GPT OPT BLOOM Bloomberg FinMA FinMA FinMA Llama-2- Llama-2- GPT UnREAL

NeoX 66B GPT 7B 30B 7B-full 7b 7b-chat 4 ∼7b

FPB Acc ↑ - - - - 0.86 0.87 0.87 0.2918 0.5742 0.792 0.9329
F1 0.45 0.49 0.50 0.51 0.86 0.88 0.87 0.1417 0.5585 0.795 0.9390

FiQA-SA F1 0.51 0.52 0.53 0.75 0.84 0.87 0.79 0.4622 0.7913 - 0.7659
Headline AvgF1 0.73 0.79 0.77 0.82 0.98 0.97 0.97 0.5995 0.6161 - -
NER EntityF1 0.61 0.57 0.56 0.61 0.75 0.62 0.69 0.0110 0.1757 0.268 -
FinQA EmAcc - - - - 0.06 0.11 0.04 0.00 0.00 - 0.00
ConvFinQA EmAcc 0.28 0.30 0.36 0.43 0.25 0.40 0.20 0.00 0.00 - 0.00

Table 3: Performance comparison on (zero-shot) FLARE stock price movement tasks. We only reference the results
for FinMA models from (Xie et al., 2023). We include results on latest variants of Zephyr (Tunstall et al., 2023), and
Mistral (Jiang et al., 2023) in the ∼7B param. range.

Dataset Metrics FinMA FinMA FinMA Llama-2 Llama-2 Zephyr Mistral GPT UnREAL
7B 30B 7B-full 7b 7b-chat 7b-dpo-qlora 7b-instruct-v0. 4 ∼7b

ACL18 Acc ↑ 0.50 0.49 0.56 0.5075 0.5145 0.5107 0.506 0.45 0.6248
MCC 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.0206 0.0176 0.0273 0.0286 0.0379 0.0013

F1 - - - 0.5027 0.4731 0.5109 0.4979 0.4803 -
BigData22 Acc ↑ 0.48 0.47 0.49 0.4463 0.5442 0.5108 0.5292 0.4518 0.6142

MCC 0.04 0.04 0.01 -0.0363 0.0410 0.0527 0.1212 0.0157 0.0511
F1 - - - 0.3361 0.5131 0.5109 0.5441 0.3904 -

CIKM18 Acc ↑ 0.56 0.43 0.53 0.4602 0.5407 0.5065 0.4995 0.4891 0.6011
MCC -0.02 -0.05 -0.03 -0.0041 0.0536 -0.0056 0.0158 0.0090 0.0087

F1 - - - 0.4333 0.54 0.5082 0.5068 0.4918 -

Table 4: Performance comparison of various models on the
NIFTY Stock Price Movement Prediction Task.

Metrics ↑ FinMA Zephyr Llama-2- GPT UnREAL
(all variants) 7b-dpo-qlora 7b-chat 4 ∼7b

Acc 0.2303 0.4132 0.2808 0.4385 0.7191
F1 0.086 0.4043 0.1841 0.4515 0.7146

4.2. Role of embeddings in information acquisition

Here, we extend the discussion of model scalability (Contri-
bution 3) and its implications on semantic clustering. Our
experiments, detailed in Appendix §A, demonstrate that
larger models generate more informative embeddings,
which in turn enhance the granularity of semantic cluster-
ing. This increased granularity is particularly relevant in the
financial domain, where precise interpretation of market-
related news can significantly impact predictive accuracy.
By leveraging higher-dimensional vector spaces provided
by these larger models, we observe a clear increase in in-
formation gain for market movement, location (Fig. 6), and
genre tasks. These findings corroborate our hypothesis in
Contribution 3 §1 regarding the critical role of model size

in semantic analysis and forecasting in finance.

5. Related Works
We note that our work partitions over three domains with
broad, intersecting methodologies. Thus, we limit the scope
of our discussion to only works closely related to ours. For-
tunately, to the best of our knowledge, there aren’t any prior
works that directly try to juxtapose quadrupedal robot loco-
motion to financial market regime adaptation and movement
prediction tasks. Thus, we move related works in close
proximity (e.g. RL based financial trading, or LLM based
market prediction tasks etc.) to the Appendix §D, including
history of PLMs, then LLMs in the financial domain §D.1.

For Natural language based financial forecasting (NLFF),
we direct interested readers to survey papers like (Xing et al.,
2018) that details recent related works. We note that while
financial news has long been used for financial forecasting
(e.g. most ML 101 courses focus on Kaggle’s myriad mar-
ket prediction tasks based on news sentiments), however,
majority of such works first does (variants of) sentiment
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(a) GPT2-SMALL (b) GPT2-MEDIUM (c) GPT2-Large (d) Location Information Gain

Figure 6: (a-c): Visualizations of 2D t-SNE projections of embedded clusters (using HDBSCAN with minimum cluster
size of 10) for models GPT2-[SMALL, MEDIUM, LARGE]. Each datapoint is an embedding of a news headline with a
location tag in [U.S, Europe, Asia, Middle East, Latin America]. Each colour is associated with a cluster of headlines. The
background purple hue are datapoints belonging to the outlier cluster. (d): Information gain added when clustering model
embeddings together on the headline location task. Information gain increases with number of model parameters. Pattern
persists across model architectures: GPT2 models are shown in blue, BERT models in red, and T5 models in green.

classification, i.e. attaching an (human opinionated) label of
‘goodness’ of the news prior to feeding that (opinionated)
label for downstream forecasting, or prediction pipeline. We
think such approaches are ineffective if not naive. The sen-
timent of this sentence (as we perceive it): “The new Apple
iPhones got horrendous reviews” is irrelevant; labelling (if
any) should come from the market. In this case, the sen-
timent is positive if Apple’s stock price goes up. (Brown
& Cliff, 2004)’s related work show that sentiment has little
predictive power for near-term future stock returns. Further,
evidence did not support the conventional wisdom that senti-
ment primarily affects individual investors and small stocks.
(Antweiler & Frank, 2004) explores whether Internet stock
message boards can move markets.

6. Limitations & Future Directions
Limitations Firstly, we note that the goal of our work was
to show the feasibility and efficacy of doing financial fore-
casting and regime adaptation in a fundamentally different,
novel way in the current era of LLMs and AI. Thus, our
adopted choices of LLMs – like using Llama-2-7b (Touvron
et al., 2023c) instead of larger or, newer models (Jiang et al.,
2023; Tunstall et al., 2023), or RL based alignment tech-
niques instead of RL-free techniques (like DPO (Rafailov
et al., 2023)) etc. are perhaps best left for future works as
variants sweeping for best performance was not our main
goal, but showing feasibility/efficacy of a new direction
was. Our proposed rapid adaptive execution technique is
compatible/complementary to LLM architectural enhance-
ments and variants. To elucidate, using Mistral-7B (Jiang
et al., 2023) as the base LLM will most likely enhance
performance as it has a much larger input context length
(≃ 8K) compared to Llama-2 (≃ 4K), thus can take in
more information as query. Similarly, use of Retrieval Aug-
mented Generation (Gao et al., 2023)(RAG) techniques
are complementary and compatible with our approach, and
likely to enhance performance if used as a way to infuse
more relevant daily financial market relevant information
with the input prompt.

Future Directions Our proposed approach for financial
market regime adaptation, motivated by robust quadruped
robot locomotion, opens up a few exciting future directions.
Firstly, addressing the aforementioned limitations in the
preceding paragraph to train a better performant version
of RAEiDNet is a viable direction. We observe the large
room for improvement on the NIFTY stock prediction task,
with the current SOTA and (allegedly) trillion parameter
(mixture-of-experts) model like GPT-4 achieving ≃ 46%
accuracy on the problem. Secondly, we want to point out the
(deliberate) omission of any downstream financial tasks (no-
tably, stock trading or portfolio management) in this work
which we delineate as problems under the (financial) trad-
ing genre (with different evaluation metrics, like the Sharpe
ratio). The proposed approach can be used for downstream
financial tasks, including the use of RL agents perform-
ing stock trading or portfolio allocation (Liu et al., 2022)
– where a RAEIDNet trained adaptive policy can act as an
observation mapping module for the agent providing market
regime supervision.

Broader Impact and Societal Implications
This paper presents work whose goal is to advance the field
of Machine Learning. There can be many potential societal
consequences of our work, none which we feel must be
specifically highlighted here.
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Appendices
A. Do Larger Models Produce Richer Embeddings?
In this section, we explore whether larger models lead to richer results. When processing sentences, transformer models like
GPT (Brown et al., 2020b), T5 (Raffel et al., 2020), and BERT (Kenton & Toutanova, 2019) produce large-dimensional
vectors that capture the structure and semantic features of sentences. Consequentially, sentence embeddings localized
in a group should intuitively contain more similar semantic features than those of sentences of further distance in the
embedding space (Wieting et al., 2017). In downstream tasks, such as the market movement prediction task proposed in this
paper, machine learning algorithms can then use the syntactic and semantic patterns in the embedding space to make better
task-specific decisions.

We test whether larger models lead to richer embeddings by using various sizes of GPT, T5, and BERT models to create an
embedding space containing news headline in the Wall Street Journal Headlines (NIFTY) dataset. We then cluster sentence
embeddings that are close together, and measure whether headlines in the same cluster share similar features. The semantic
similarity of these clustered features are realized by measuring the information gained after clustering embeddings. We then
measure whether models with a larger number of parameters have higher clustered information gain.

A.1. Experiments

Testing if larger models create richer embeddings is predicated on a model’s ability to group datapoints with similar features
together. The features we measure are realized in three tasks: market movement, location, and genre. Each headline in the
NIFTY dataset contains a single “Tag” that acts as a label for the category to which the headline belongs. For each task, we
subsample the NIFTY, taking only task-specific tags and omitting all other rows. The tags used in the location and genre
tasks are designed to be mutually exclusive, so a data point cannot correctly belong to two clusters. A well-performing
model will create homogeneous clusters, consisting of headlines with the same tag.

For the market movement task, we are interested in measuring how an LLM’s semantic perception of a news headline can be
indicative of market movement, so we only include tags relating to markets and finance. Further, in this task, we are not
interested in clusters with the homogeneous tags, but instead we measure whether headlines in a cluster are indicative of
homogeneous market movement. A well performing model clusters points with similar direction and magnitude of market
movement from the date that each headline was published. Datasets NIFTYL, NIFTYG, and NIFTYMM are created as
subsets of NIFTY with only their corresponding tags. The tags used are shown in Table 5.

Table 5: Summary of Tasks and Their Characteristics

Task Tags Headline Count

Market Movement Finance, Business, Markets, Earnings 69,068

Location U.S, Europe, Asia, Middle East, Latin America 49,446

Genre Politics, World News, Business and Economy, 382,698
Science and Environment, Health, Entertainment,

Sports, Opinion and Editorial, Human Interest

For each model architecture, we test multiple sizes of pretrained models, each with a different number of parameters. Each
model was tested using Huggingface’s transformer package (Hugging Face, 2024), with the exception of the OPENAI-ADA2,
OPENAI-SMALL, and the OPENAI-LARGE models, whose embeddings were gathered using OpenAI’s API (OpenAI,
2024). Parameter counts have not been disclosed for any of their embedding models, however OpenAI have noted that
OPENAI-SMALL is a larger model than OPENAI-LARGE. For the T5 models, we used the small, base, and large models;
and for the BERT models we used the tiny, mini, small, medium and base models. Parameter counts for each public model
are available in Table 6. Model’s GPT2, T5, and BERT were chosen to include a decoder-only, encoder-decoder, and
encoder-only model respectively.

For each model, we generated embeddings for each headline in NIFTYMM , NIFTYL, and NIFTYG datasets. Each
model inputs a tokenized headline and outputs an embeddings (model embeddings are shown in 6). In order to better
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visualize each embedding space, we used the t-distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding (t-SNE) (van der Maaten &
Hinton, 2008) algorithm in order to reduce the dimensions of each embedding into 2 dimensions that are then plotted.
t-SNE was chosen as its density-based approach outperformed principle component analysis (PCA) and uniform manifold
approximation and projection (UMAP) (Pearson, 1901; McInnes et al., 2018) in putting headlines into discrete clusters.

After the dimensionality of each embedding is reduced to 2 with t-SNE, we use HDBSCAN (Campello et al., 2013) to
cluster our set of datapoints into discrete clusters. We require a minimum cluster size of 10 points. Datapoints that do not fit
into a cluster are marked as outliers and put into their own “outlier” cluster.

To quantify the information gain achieved through clustering, we initially computed the entropy of the unclustered multiset
of tags in NIFTYL, denoted TL. The entropy for the base tags, H(TL), was calculated using the equation 9. Following
clustering with HDBSCAN, we computed the total entropy of the set of clusters P, HC(PT ), using equation 10. Information
gain associated with the clustering of location tags in described in equation 11, and produced IGL = HC(PT )−H(TL)
(Shannon, 1948). This process is repeated for the genre tasks, using dataset NIFTYG.

p(l, T ) =
|{i ∈ T : label of i = l}|

|T |
(8)

H(T ) = −
∑
l∈L

p(l, T ) log2 p(l, T ) (9)

HC(P ) =

K∑
k=1

|Pk|
|T |

H(Pk) (10)

IG = HC(P )−H(T ) (11)

where L is a set of M tags (l1, l2, . . . , lM ), T is a multiset of N tags such that each element t ∈ T is also in L, and
{P1, P2, . . . , PK} is a partition of T into K clusters.

For the market movement task, each headline is associated with a percent daily change in market value. Given its continuous
nature, we adopted a variance-based approach as an alternative to information gain (Hastie et al., 2009). The initial variance,
σ2(T ) (equation12), was calculated across the embeddings before clustering. Post-clustering, the variance within each
cluster, σ2(Pk), was computed, and a weighted sum of these variances provided the overall variance after clustering, σ2

C(P )
(equation 13). The reduction in variance, is denoted RV , and is described in equation 14.

σ2(T ) = Var(T ) (12)

σ2
C(P ) =

K∑
k=1

|Pk|
|T |

σ2(Pk) (13)

RV = σ2(T )− σ2
C(P ) (14)

This variance reduction approach aligns with our objective to discern the LLM’s capability to semantically cluster financial
news in a manner indicative of market movement. A model that is able to cluster headlines with similar percent-changes
in market movement, leads to low per-cluster market movement variance, and a higher levels of information gained
post-clustering.

A.2. Results and Main Findings

Information gain resulted from clustering our list of model’s embeddings are summarized in Table 5, and Figure 7. Overall,
we find that there is a strong trend that models with a larger amount of parameters have a higher amount of information
gain in the market movement, location, and genre tasks. This leads credence to imply that larger models have the capability
of creating richer embeddings on a plethora of tasks, and using larger models can lead to bigger gains in downstream tasks
such as predicting market movement.

Images of subset of model clusters are available in Figure 6.
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Table 6: Model Performance and Information Gain

Model Parameter Count Embedding Size Reduction of Variance Information Gain
Market Movement Location Genre

BERT-TINY 4M 128 0.38 1.00 0.80
BERT-MINI 11M 256 0.55 1.27 1.18
BERT-SMALL 29M 512 0.58 1.60 1.34
BERT-MEDIUM 41M 512 0.57 1.57 1.33
BERT-BASE 109M 768 0.61 1.68 1.32
BERT-LARGE 340M 1024 0.59 1.33 1.30

T5-SMALL 60M 512 0.60 1.48 1.31
T5-BASE 222M 768 0.55 1.51 1.37
T5-LARGE 770M 1024 0.58 1.61 1.39

GPT2-SMALL 124M 768 0.52 1.07 1.02
GPT2-MEDIUM 355M 1024 0.55 0.77 0.97
GPT2-LARGE 774M 1280 0.56 1.36 1.35
GPT2-XL 1.5B 1600 0.53 1.55 1.30

OPENAI-SMALL - 1536 0.45 1.88 1.33
OPENAI-LARGE - 3072 0.49 1.89 1.36

(a) Market Movement Task (b) Location Task (c) Genre Task

Figure 7: Reduction in variance (a) and information gain (b-c) added when clustering model embeddings together on the
market movement, location, and genre tasks. Multiple sizes of GPT2 (blue), T5 (green), and BERT (red) models are plotted
with trend line showing increase in parameter count leading to higher clustered reduction in variance and information gain.
Strong correlations between parameter count and information gain are shown for all 3 model types in the location and genre
tasks. In the market movement task, variance is reduced when parameter counts are increased for the GPT2 and BERT
models, but not for T5 models. Although not shown in (a-c), due to having undisclosed parameter counts, OPENAI-LARGE
outperformed OPENAI-SMALL in each task. All results are available in Table 6.

16



Regime Adaptive Execution with Informed Data and LLMs

(a) SMALL - Market Movement (b) SMALL - Location (c) SMALL - Genre

(d) MEDIUM - Market Movement (e) MEDIUM - Location (f) MEDIUM - Genre

(g) LARGE - Market Movement (h) LARGE - Location (i) LARGE - Genre

Figure 8: Visualizations of 2D t-SNE projections of embedded clusters on market movement, location, and genre tasks for
models GPT2-SMALL, GPT2-MEDIUM, and GPT2-LARGE. Each point is a reduced and clustered headline embedding
from NIFTY with tags outlines in Table 5. Each colour represent a cluster of at least 10 points. The background purple
hue are points that belong to the ”outlier” cluster. Results in Table 6 suggest larger models produce more granularity of
semantic clustering.

17



Regime Adaptive Execution with Informed Data and LLMs

B. NIFTY Dataset
The News-Informed Financial Trend Yield (NIFTY) dataset is a processed and curated daily news headlines dataset for the
stock (US Equities) market price movement prediction task. NIFTY is comprised of two related datasets, NIFTY-LM and
NIFTY-RL. In this section we outline the composition of the two datasets, and comment on additional details.

B.1. Dataset statistics

Here, we present the statistics related to the dataset as well as other details related to the dataset.

Table 7: NIFTY Dataset Statistics

Category Statistics

Number of data points 2111
Number of Rise/Fall/Neutral label 558 / 433 / 1122
Train/Test/Evaluation split 1477 / 317 / 317

B.2. NIFTY-LM: SFT Fine-tuning Dataset

The NIFTY-LM prompt dataset was created to finetune and evaluate LLMs on predicting future stock movement given
previous market data and news headlines. The dataset was assembled by aggregating information from three distinct sources
from January 6, 2010, to September 21, 2020. The compilation includes headlines from The Wall Street Journal and
Reuters News, as well as market data of the $SPY index from Yahoo Finance. The NIFTY-LM dataset consists of:

• Prompt (xp): LLM question (xquestion), market data from previous days (xcontext), and news headlines (xnews).

• Response: Qualitative movement label (xr) ∈ {Rise, Fall,Neutral}, and percentage change of the closing price of
the $SPY index.

• Other Meta data: Dates and data ID.

(xquestion): To generate LLM questions, we followed the self-instruct (Wang et al., 2023) framework where we used the
GPT-4 model developed by OpenAI to create 20 variations of the instruction below:

Create 20 variations of the instruction below.
Examine the given market information and news headlines data on DATE to forecast whether the $SPY index will
rise, fall, or remain unchanged. If you think the movement will be less than 0.5%, then return ’Neutral’. Respond
with Rise, Fall, or Neutral and your reasoning in a new paragraph.

Where DATE would be substituted later, during the training phase with a corresponding date.

(xcontext): Newline delimited market metrics over the past 10 days. Each column of the dataset consists of these values.
(Note: Not all market data for the past days for were available and therefore prompts might have less than 10 days of market
metrics.)

• Date: The date of the trading session.

• Opening Price: The price at which the stock opened in the market on that day.

• Daily High: The highest price at which the stock traded during the day.

• Daily Low: The lowest price at which the stock traded during the day.

• Closing Price: The final price at which the stock closed in the market on that day.

• Adjusted Closing Price: The closing price after adjustments for all applicable splits and dividend distributions.
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• Volume: The total number of shares or contracts traded in a security or market during the trading day.

• Percentage Change: The percentage change in the closing price from the previous trading day.

• MACD (Moving Average Convergence Divergence): A trend-following momentum indicator that shows the relation-
ship between two moving averages of a security’s price.

• Bollinger Upper Band: The upper boundary of the Bollinger Bands, which is typically two standard deviations above
a simple moving average.

• Bollinger Lower Band: The lower boundary of the Bollinger Bands, which is typically two standard deviations below
a simple moving average.

• 30-Day RSI (Relative Strength Index): A momentum oscillator that measures the speed and change of price
movements over the past 30 days.

• 30-Day CCI (Commodity Channel Index): An indicator used in technical analysis to identify cyclical trends in a
security over the past 30 days.

• 30-Day DX (Directional Movement Index): An indicator that identifies the strength of a price trend over the past 30
days.

• 30-Day SMA (Simple Moving Average): The average closing price of a security over the past 30 days.

• 60-Day SMA (Simple Moving Average): The average closing price of a security over the past 60 days.

(xnews): Concatenated news headlines from Wall Street Journal and Reuters News, taken from a single day. The Reuters
headlines went through a process of refinement wherein non-finance related headlines were filtered out. This filtration was
achieved by performing a similarity search with SBERT model, ”all-MiniLM-L6-v2” (Reimers & Gurevych, 2019). Each
Reuters headline was compared to a set of artificially generated financial headlines generated by GPT-4, with the prompt

”Generate 20 financial news headlines”. Headlines with a similarity score below 0.2, were excluded from the dataset.

In instances where the prompt exceeded a length of 3000 words, a further refinement process was employed. This process
involved the elimination of words with a tf-idf (Sammut & Webb, 2010) score below 0.2 and truncating the prompt to a
maximum of 3000 words.

It is also important to note that the dataset does not encompass all dates within the specified time range. This limitation is
due to the absence of Reuters and Wall Street Journal headlines for certain dates.

(xr): Label was generated from the percentage change of the closing prices (equation 15). They they were thresholded at
values -0.5, and 0.5 to produce labels in {Rise, Fall,Neutral} (equation 16).

PCTchange =

(
ClosingPricet − ClosingPricet−1

ClosingPricet−1

)
× 100% (15)

xr =


Lower if PCTchange < −0.5%
Neutral if − 0.5% ≤ PCTchange ≤ 0.5%

Rise PCTchange > 0.5%

(16)

B.3. NIFTY-RL: Preferences Dataset

The preference dataset is a variation of the fine-tuning dataset and it is used to train the reward model as mentioned in
section 3. In NIFTY-RL, labels are omitted and replaced with chosen and rejected results. The chosen result is a label
corresponding to a rise, a fall or neutral movement in the stock market and is equivalent to the response in NIFTY-LM. The
rejected result is a random label not equal to the chosen label.

• Prompt (xp): LLM instruction (xquestion), market data from previous days (xcontext), and news headlines (xnews).
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• Chosen: Qualitative movement label (xr) ∈ {Rise, Fall,Neutral}.

• Rejected: Qualitative movement label (x̄r) that is randomly chosen from {Rise, Fall,Neutral, Surrender} \ {xr}
of incorrect labels.

• Other Meta data: Dates and data ID.

C. Additional Details
C.1. Definitions and Terminology

Markov Decision Process (MDP) An MDP is defined by a tuple (S,A, T,R, γ, p0) where S is a set of states (state space),
A is a set of actions, T : S × A → Π(S) is the transition function, R : S → R is the reward function, γ ∈ [0, 1] is the
discount factor, and p0 : S → [0, 1] is the distribution over initial states. A policy over an MDP is a function π : S → Π(A),
and is optimal if it maximizes the expected discounted sum of rewards.

L = Eπ,T

(∑
si∈τ

γiR(si)

)
, (17)

where τ = (s0, a0, . . . , sT ) is a trajectory.

Partially Observable Markov Decision Process (POMDP) A POMDP is a generalisation of an MDP defined by the
tuple (S,A, T,O, ω,R, γ, p0) where O is a set of observations and ω : S → Π(O) is the observation function. An agent
in a POMDP thus only receives an observation (i.e., partial information about the state) rather than the actual state of the
environment. Therefore, policies on POMDPs act based on the history of observations received and actions taken at timestep
t.

Belief MDPs Since using the complete history is impractical, many algorithms instead use belief states b : O → Π(S),
which is a probability distribution over possible states updated at each timestep, given history ht comprising of previous
observations. Intuitively, it can be thought of an agent maintaining a ‘belief’ – a probability distribution over what it thinks
the true state of the environment might be.

The belief update after taking the action a ∈ A and receiving observation o ∈ O is done through the following equation:

bao (s
′) = P (s′ | b, a, o)

=
ω (s′, o)

∑
s T (s, a, s′) b(s)

P (o | b, a)
∀s′ ∈ S, (18)

where P (o | b, a) =
∑

s′ ω (s′, o)
∑

s T (s, a, s′) b(s).

We can formulate any POMDP problem as an MDP over belief states Kaelbling et al. (1998). Thus, an agent’s belief state at
time t, bt can be seen as a sufficient statistic of the history ht towards deciding optimal actions.
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Table 8: The dataset details in the FLARE Benchmark, reproduced here from (Xie et al., 2023) as reference.

Data Task Raw Instruction Data Types Modalities License

FPB sentiment analysis 4,845 48,450 news text CC BY-SA 3.0
FiQA-SA sentiment analysis 1,173 11,730 news headlines, tweets text Public
Headline news headline classification 11,412 11,412 news headlines text CC BY-SA 3.0
NER named entity recognition 1,366 13,660 financial agreements text CC BY-SA 3.0
FinQA question answering 8,281 8,281 earnings reports text, table MIT License
ConvFinQA question answering 3,892 3,892 earnings reports text, table MIT License
BigData22 stock movement prediction 7,164 7,164 tweets, historical prices text, time series Public
ACL18 stock movement prediction 27,053 27,053 tweets, historical prices text, time series MIT License
CIKM18 stock movement prediction 4,967 4,967 tweets, historical prices text, time series Public

C.2. FLARE Benchmark Datasets

Table 9: Example prompts for the tasks in the FLARE Benchmark, reproduced here from (Xie et al., 2023) as reference
Data Prompt
FPB ”Analyze the sentiment of this statement extracted from a financial news article.

Provide your answer as either negative, positive or neutral.
For instance, ’The company’s stocks plummeted following the scandal.’ would be classified as negative.”

FiQA-SA ”What is the sentiment of the following financial {category}:
Positive, Negative, or Neutral?”

Headline ”Consider whether the headline mentions the price of gold.
Is there a Price or Not in the gold commodity market indicated in the news headline?
Please answer Yes or No.”

NER ”In the sentences extracted from financial agreements in U.S. SEC filings,
identify the named entities that represent a person (‘PER’), an organization (‘ORG’),
or a location (‘LOC’). The required answer format is: ‘entity name, entity type’.
For instance, in ’Elon Musk, CEO of SpaceX, announced the launch from Cape Canaveral.’,
the entities would be: ’Elon Musk, PER; SpaceX, ORG; Cape Canaveral, LOC’”

FinQA ”Given the financial data and expert analysis, please answer this question:”
ConvFinQA ”In the context of this series of interconnected finance-related queries and the additional information

provided by the pretext, table data, and post text from a company’s financial filings,
please provide a response to the final question. This may require extracting information
from the context and performing mathematical calculations. Please take into account the information provided
in the preceding questions and their answers when formulating your response:”

BigData22 ”Analyze the information and social media posts to determine if the closing price of {tid}
will ascend or descend at {point}. Please respond with either Rise or Fall.”

FPB(Financial Phrase Bank) Introduced by (Malo et al., 2014a). It contains 14,780 example sentences from finance
related news which are labelled positive, negative or neutral by experts in the field.

FiQA-SA Introduced by (Maia et al., 2018). It contains a total of 1,174 examples from news headlines and tweets. Each
example contains the sentence and the sentence snippet associated with the target entity, aspect, and sentiment score. An
Aspect label (Level 1) takes on one of four possible labels (Corporate, Economy, Market or Stock), and Level 2 Aspect label
takes on one of twenty-seven possible labels (Appointment, Risks, Dividend Policy, Financial, Legal, Volatility, Coverage,
Price Action, etc.).

News Headline Classification Introduced by (Sinha & Khandait, 2021). Applicable only the the commodities market,
specifically gold.

NER (Named Entity Recognition) This task aims to detect and isolate crucial financial entities such as persons,
organizations and locations. In the FLARE benchmark, the authors used the FIN dataset (Alvarado et al., 2015) which
includes sentences from the public financial agreements through U.S. Security and Exchange Commission(SEC) filings and
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manually annotated entity types from LOCATION(LOC), ORGANIZATION(ORG) and PERSON(PER). (Adopted from
Xie et al., 2023)

FinQA For this task, the authors use two datasets; FinQA (Chen et al., 2021) and ConvFinQA (Chen et al., 2022). FinQA
consists of Q&A pairs annotated by experts and their corresponding earnings reports from S&P 500 companies. ConvFinQA
is a multi-turn Q&A version of the FinQA.

Stock Movement Prediction Datasets and Tasks: Flare-SM tasks FLARE proposed by Xie et al. (2023), extends to
include one financial prediction task – the CIKM dataset (Wu et al., 2018) as an evaluation task among (four) other general
financial NLP tasks. Under the hood, this benchmark is a fork of the ‘lm-eval‘ harness (Gao et al., 2021) with addendums.
Other stock price movement prediction from social dataset include StockNet (Xu & Cohen, 2018) which is mainly stock
tweets of 88 stock tickers from 9 financial market industries from Twitter over two years (from 2014-2015) aligned with
their corresponding historical price data. BigData22 (Soun et al., 2022) is another more recent tweets dataset comprising of
tweets about 50 stock tickers during the period 2019-07-05 to 2020-06-30.

D. Additional Related Work
In this section we enclose works encompassing ML/AI/RL based techniques for financial market downstream tasks,
specifically tasks pertaining to market forecasting (that can be movement prediction, or, regression tasks of price forecasting).

D.1. History of using PLMs, then LLMs in the Financial domain

Many PLMs for the financial domain have been proposed by continual pre-training PLMs with large-scale financial texts.
(Araci, 2019) proposed the first financial PLM called FinBERT that pre-trained BERT (Kenton & Toutanova, 2019) with
open released financial corpus such as TRC2financial (National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST), 2024) and
Financial Phrase Bank (Malo et al., 2014b). FinBERT outperforms neural network methods such as LSTM in financial
sentiment classification tasks. (Yang et al., 2020) further proposed FinBERT by pre-training BERT with a 4.9 billion tokens
financial communication corpus, which outperforms BERT on three financial sentiment classification datasets. (Shah et al.,
2022) proposed FLANG, a financial PLM with BERT and ELECTRA (Clark et al., 2020) as the backbone. Besides English,
financial PLMs in other languages, such as Chinese, were also proposed, such as Mengzi-fin (Zhang et al., 2021) and
BBT-FinT5 (Lu et al., 2023).

Financial LLM Evolution Latest, (Wu et al., 2023) proposed BloombergGPT, the first financial large language model
with 50 billion parameters, that is pre-trained with mixed datasets from the general and financial domain. However, neither
the model nor pre-trained domain datasets are released. The model is also not instruction-following like other LLMs
such as ChatGPT and GPT-4. Meta AI’s LLaMA (Touvron et al., 2023b) was the first open-source LLM with parameters
ranging from 7B and 13B to 65B that gained widespread traction in the research and open-source community. LLaMA-13B
has comparable and even better performance than GPT-3 (Brown et al., 2020a) with 175B parameters on common sense
reasoning tasks. Following efforts have been proposed to improve LLaMA for instruction following like ChatGPT, by
instruction tuning. Such as the Alpaca (Taori et al., 2023) model by fine-tuning LLaMA-7B with 52K instruction-following
samples generated with the self-instruct method (Wang et al., 2022). (Chiang et al., 2023) proposed Vicuna-13B by
fine-tuning LLaMA-13B with 70K conversation data from ShareGPT (ShareGPT, 2024). It can generate better answers to
user’s questions compared with Alpaca. However, there are no open-sourced LLMs and instruction-tuning data entirely
focused on the financial domain. FinMA (Xie et al., 2023) series of model along with the recently release Flare benchmark
aims to fill this void, however, these models uses (Llama 1 (Touvron et al., 2023a)) as the base model that were not tuned to
be instruction following assistants.

D.2. More Related Works

We enclose further works from related literature with high-level breakdown of their key contributions in each that may be of
interest to target audience at the intersection of finance, RL and downstream financial tasks.

1. Financial Trading as a Game: A Deep Reinforcement Learning Approach (Jiang et al., 2017b)

• Stock trading AI
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• Stock market as a dynamic environment that can be modeled as a game
• Deep Q Network learns to trade from market data features

2. A Deep Reinforcement Learning Framework for the Financial Portfolio Management Problem (Jiang et al., 2017a)

• DRL to dynamically allocate funds among a set of assets
• MDPs to model the portfolio management task and employs a policy gradient method to optimize the investment

strategy

3. True Knowledge Comes from Practice: Aligning LLMs with Embodied Environments via Reinforcement Learning
(Tan et al., 2024)

• Uses powers of LLM knowledge base, and RL’s environment alignment to make better decisions
• novel parameter-efficient training architecture where the actor and critic share one frozen LLM equipped with

low-rank adapters (LoRA) updated by PPO

4. Stock Market Prediction Using Deep Reinforcement Learning (Awad et al., 2023)

• Introduction of a New Framework: Proposes a combined architecture leveraging ANN, LSTM, NLP, and DRL
techniques for predicting stock market trends, specifically focusing on gold stocks.

• Utilization of Sentiment Analysis: Employs natural language processing to process news and social media data,
enhancing the prediction accuracy through sentiment analysis.

• Incorporation of Historical Data: Uses historical stock price data from major platforms like SandP, Yahoo, and
NASDAQ to inform the predictive model.

• Application of LSTM and VMD: Applies LSTM networks for price prediction and Variational Mode Decomposi-
tion (VMD) for signal processing, improving prediction reliability.

• Innovative Use of BERT and TF-IDF: Enhances sentiment analysis phase by fine-tuning BERT models with
TF-IDF for maximum accuracy in interpreting financial news sentiment.

• Conclusive Evidence of Efficacy: Provides conclusive results showing the effectiveness of the integrated approach
in predicting stock market trends, particularly for gold stocks, with high accuracy and improved profitability
potential.

5. LLM-Informed Multi-Armed Bandit Strategies for Non-Stationary Environments (de Curtò et al., 2023)

• innovative strategy for the multi-armed bandit problem in dynamic environments by integrating large language
models (LLMs) to guide decision-making.

• nparameter-efficient architecture combining LLMs with reinforcement learning to optimize the balance between
exploration and exploitation.

6. Temporal Data Meets LLM – Explainable Financial Time Series Forecasting((Yu et al., 2023))

• Introduction to LLM in Finance: Investigates LLMs’ capability for explainable financial forecasting, addressing
challenges like cross-sequence reasoning and multi-modal signal integration.

• Methodology: Utilizes NASDAQ-100 stock data, company metadata, and economic/financial news for LLM-based
forecasting, employing GPT-4 and Open LLaMA models.

• Experiments with GPT-4 and Open LLaMA: Demonstrates zero-shot/few-shot inference and fine-tuning techniques
to enhance forecasting performance.

• Superior Performance Over Traditional Models: Shows that LLM approaches, particularly GPT-4 with Chain
of Thought (COT), outperform traditional ARMA-GARCH and gradient-boosting tree models in accuracy and
explanation quality.

• Future Directions: Suggests further research into extending studies to other stock indexes, integrating more data
types, and exploring fine-tuning of larger LLMs for enhanced reasoning capabilities.

7. Unveiling the Potential of Sentiment: Can Large Language Models Predict Chinese Stock Price Movements?(Zhang
et al., 2023)

23



Regime Adaptive Execution with Informed Data and LLMs

• Benchmark and Framework Development: The authors introduce a comprehensive benchmark and a standardized
back-testing framework to objectively assess the performance of various LLMs in extracting sentiment factors
from Chinese financial news texts.

• Model Comparison: Three types of models are compared: generative LLM (ChatGPT), Chinese language-specific
pre-trained LLM (Erlangshen-RoBERTa), and financial domain-specific fine-tuned LLM classifier (Chinese
FinBERT).

• Sentiment Extraction and Trading Strategy: The study involves extracting sentiment factors from a large volume
of Chinese news summaries and constructing quantitative trading strategies to evaluate the models’ performance
through back-tests.

• Results: The Erlangshen-RoBERTa model outperforms the others in terms of annual return, risk-adjusted return,
and excess return, demonstrating the importance of language-specific pre-training and fine-tuning in sentiment
analysis for the Chinese stock market.

• Conclusions: The research highlights the potential of LLMs in enhancing quantitative stock trading strategies by
leveraging sentiment analysis, emphasizing the effectiveness of language-specific models and methodologies over
general model size for Chinese financial texts.

8. Reinforcement Learning for Optimizing RAG for Domain Chatbots (Kulkarni et al., 2024)

• The paper presents a method to optimize Retrieval Augmented Generation (RAG) for domain chatbots by using
Reinforcement Learning (RL) to reduce the number of tokens required from a Large Language Model (LLM),
thus saving costs while maintaining or slightly improving accuracy.

• It introduces a policy-based model that decides whether to fetch FAQ context for a query or not, demonstrating
significant cost savings ( 31percent) and improved retrieval accuracy through experimental results.

9. TradingGPT: Multi-Agent System with Layered Memory and Distinct Characters for Enhanced Financial Trading
Performance (Li et al., 2023b)

• Introduces a multi-agent framework utilizing Large Language Models (LLMs) with layered memories to improve
financial trading decisions, aligning closer to human memory processes.

• Proposes a novel method where trading agents are equipped with individualized characters and risk preferences to
diversify trading strategies and enhance market opportunity identification.

• Incorporates real-time multi-modal data processing for comprehensive financial analysis, enabling agents to adapt
quickly to market changes for both daily and high-frequency trading.

• Details the system architecture, including memory formulation based on individual and inter-agent experiences,
and the design of training and testing workflows to optimize trading strategies.

• Demonstrates potential for superior trading performance through the simulation of realistic trading scenarios,
aiming for future application in various domains beyond finance, like gaming and healthcare.
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