arXiv:2408.11859v1 [g-fin.CP] 16 Aug 2024

Gradient Reduction Convolutional Neural Network

Policy for Financial Deep

Regular Research

1%t Sina Montazeri

University of North Texas
Denton, United States
sinamontazeri @my.unt.edu

4% Amir Mirzaeinia
Computer Science and Engineering
University of North Texas
Denton, United States
amir.mirzaeinia@unt.edu

Abstract—Building on our prior explorations of convolutional
neural networks (CNNs) for financial data processing, this paper
introduces two significant enhancements to refine our CNN
model’s predictive performance and robustness for financial
tabular data. Firstly, we integrate a normalization layer at the
input stage to ensure consistent feature scaling, addressing the
issue of disparate feature magnitudes that can skew the learning
process. This modification is hypothesized to aid in stabilizing
the training dynamics and improving the model’s generalization
across diverse financial datasets. Secondly, we employ a Gradient
Reduction Architecture, where earlier layers are wider and
subsequent layers are progressively narrower. This enhancement
is designed to enable the model to capture more complex and
subtle patterns within the data, a crucial factor in accurately pre-
dicting financial outcomes. These advancements directly respond
to the limitations identified in previous studies, where simpler
models struggled with the complexity and variability inherent
in financial applications. Initial tests confirm that these changes
improve accuracy and model stability, suggesting that deeper
and more nuanced network architectures can significantly benefit
financial predictive tasks. This paper details the implementation
of these enhancements and evaluates their impact on the model’s
performance in a controlled experimental setting.

Index Terms—Convolutional Neural Network, CNN, Deep
Reinforcement Learning, DRL, FinRL, Financial Quantitative
Analysis, Finance, Stock Trading

I. INTRODUCTION

As financial markets evolve with increasing complexity and
data availability, applying machine learning techniques has
shown promising results in navigating these dynamic environ-
ments. Building upon our prior works, which demonstrated
the utility of CNNs in financial deep reinforcement learning
(DRL) using an environment with continuous action spaces
and later on strategically arranging feature vectors, we now
aim to introduce further refinements. These refinements are
designed not only to enhance model robustness and predictive
performance but also to provide practical solutions for the
challenges posed by financial datasets. These refinements are
aimed at not just enhancing model robustness and predictive
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performance, but also at providing practical solutions for the
challenges posed by financial datasets.

Financial datasets pose unique challenges due to their
inherent volatility, non-stationarity, and the diversity of scale
among different financial metrics, which necessitates inno-
vative approaches in model architecture and preprocessing
techniques. These challenges often lead to difficulties in model
convergence and generalization, necessitating innovations in
model architecture and preprocessing techniques. To address
these challenges, our current research incorporates two sig-
nificant enhancements into the CNN architecture specifically
designed for financial tabular data: normalization of inputs and
increasing the depth and breadth of the convolutional layers.

These enhancements aim to stabilize the training process
and improve the model’s ability to effectively extract and
utilize complex patterns within the data. The subsequent
sections will explore the mathematical foundations supporting
these enhancements, underscoring their expected impact on the
model’s performance across varied financial datasets.

II. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

In this section, we outline our goal of improving our
previous stock trading model, initially designed to maximize
anticipated returns [/1f].

Our new trading model also utilizes the FinRL-Meta en-
vironment, a platform designed to simulate dynamic market
conditions for financial reinforcement learning (FinRL) by Liu
et al. [6]. This environment addresses key challenges such
as the low signal-to-noise ratio in financial data, survivor-
ship bias, and model overfitting. FinRL-Meta transforms real-
world financial data into standardized gym-style environments,
enabling the training and evaluation of deep reinforcement
learning (DRL) agents in conditions that closely mirror actual
market behavior.



A. Market Environment

To model the financial market environment, FinRL-Meta
structures its market environment as a Markov Decision Pro-
cess (MDP), defined by the tuple (S, A, R, P,y). This frame-
work includes a comprehensive state space S that encapsulates
the market’s current status, an action space A that lists all
possible trading actions, a reward function R that quantifies the
results of these actions, transition probabilities P that model
market dynamics, and a discount factor  for future rewards.
This MDP formulation provides a robust and flexible model
for sequential decision-making in financial markets.

An MDP serves as a fundamental framework for modeling
decision-making problems where outcomes are partly random
and partly under the control of a decision-maker. It is formally
defined by the tuple (S, A, R, P,v), where S is the state space,
A is the action space, R is the reward function, P is the
state transition probability, and ~ is the discount factor. In
an MDP, the state transition probability P(s’|s,a) describes
the likelihood of transitioning to state s’ from state s when
action a is taken. The reward function R(s,a,s’) assigns a
numerical value to the transition, quantifying the immediate
benefit of taking action a in state s and arriving at state s’.
The discount factor v € (0,1] determines the present value
of future rewards, balancing immediate and long-term gains.
The objective in an MDP is to find an optimal policy 7*
that maximizes the expected cumulative discounted reward,
expressed as:

T
7" = argmax £ lz v R(st, ax, 3t+1)‘|
T

t=0
where T is the time horizon. This formulation is also used in
FinRL which allows for a systematic approach to optimizing
decision-making processes in complex, stochastic environ-
ments, such as financial markets.

B. State Space

Building on the MDP framework, the state space .S in the
FinRL-Meta environment captures essential market conditions
and asset attributes required for effective trading decisions.
Each state s; at time t includes a combination of balance b,
asset prices p € R2%, holdings h € Z3?, and various technical
indicators.

As detailed in Table [l the daily feature vector used in the
state representation includes the following features for a set
of companies:

e Open: The opening price of the asset for the trading day.

o High: The highest price of the asset during the trading
day.

o Low: The lowest price of the asset during the trading day.

o Close: The closing price of the asset for the trading day.

e Volume: The total number of shares traded during the
trading day.

« Day: The day of the week, providing a temporal context.

« MACD (Moving Average Convergence Divergence):
A trend-following momentum indicator that shows the

relationship between two moving averages of an asset’s
price.

o Bollinger Bands Upper Bound (Boll_UB): The upper
band of the Bollinger Bands, indicating overbought con-
ditions.

« Bollinger Bands Lower Bound (Boll_LB): The lower
band of the Bollinger Bands, indicating oversold condi-
tions.

o RSI (Relative Strength Index) 30: A momentum o0s-
cillator that measures the speed and change of price
movements, specifically over a 30-day period.

¢ CCI (Commodity Channel Index) 30: A momentum-
based oscillator that measures the deviation of the asset’s
price from its statistical mean over a 30-day period.

e DX (Directional Movement Index) 30: An indicator
used to assess the strength of a trend over a 30-day period.

o Close 30 SMA (Simple Moving Average): The average
of the closing prices over the last 30 days.

e Close 60 SMA: The average of the closing prices over
the last 60 days.

o VIX (Volatility Index): A real-time market index that
represents the market’s expectations for volatility over
the coming 30 days.

o Turbulence: A measure of market stress and volatility,
capturing unexpected and severe market movements.

TABLE I

DAILY FEATURE VECTOR FOR 29 COMPANIES
Name Size
Balance 1
Open, High, Low, Close Prices 29 each
Volume 29
Day 29
MACD 29
Bollinger Bands (Upper, Lower) | 29 each
RSI (30) 29
CCI (30) 29
DX (30) 29
SMA (30-day, 60-day) 29 each
VIX 29
Turbulence 29

The resulting state representation is a high-dimensional
vector reshaped into a 2D matrix format over a 90-day sliding
window, as illustrated in Fig. This method allows the
CNN to effectively capture temporal patterns and relationships
within the data.

C. Action Space

Following the state space, the action space A encompasses
the possible trading actions the agent can perform, such
as buying, selling, or holding stocks, directly affecting the
portfolio’s composition. Each action a, at time ¢ involves a
vector representing the number of shares to buy or sell for
each of the D stocks in the portfolio. The action space is
continuous, allowing for fractional adjustments in holdings.

Actions are scaled to represent transaction magnitudes,
ranging from -1000 to +1000 shares, with negative values



TABLE I

COMPANIES IN FEATURE VECTOR
Company Sector Ticker
Apple Inc. Technology AAPL
Cisco Systems Inc. Technology CSCO
IBM Corp. Technology IBM
Intel Corp. Technology INTC
Microsoft Corp. Technology MSFT
Salesforce.com Inc. Technology CRM
Visa Inc. Financials \Y
Goldman Sachs Group Inc. Financials GS
JPMorgan Chase Financials JPM
American Express Co. Financials AXP
Travelers Companies Inc. Financials TRV
Amgen Inc. Health Care AMGN
Johnson & Johnson Health Care INJ
Merck & Co. Inc. Health Care MRK
UnitedHealth Group Inc. Health Care UNH
Walmart Inc. Consumer Staples WMT
Procter & Gamble Co. Consumer Staples PG
Coca-Cola Co. Consumer Staples KO
Walgreens Boots Alliance Inc. | Consumer Staples WBA
Home Depot Inc. Consumer Discretionary | HD
McDonald’s Corp. Consumer Discretionary | MCD
Nike Inc. Consumer Discretionary | NKE
Walt Disney Co. Consumer Discretionary | DIS
3M Co. Industrials MMM
Boeing Co. Industrials BA
Caterpillar Inc. Industrials CAT
Honeywell International Inc. Industrials HON
Chevron Corp. Energy CVX
Verizon Communications Inc. Telecommunications \4
Dow Inc. Materials DOW

1 + (10 x 29 companies) = 291
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Fig. 1. The Sliding Window to Create the Input Matrix for Our CNN

indicating selling and positive values indicating buying. This
scaling allows the agent to execute various trading strategies,
from conservative adjustments to more aggressive trades,
based on market conditions and the agent’s learned policy. The
flexibility in the action space enables the agent to adapt to
different market scenarios, optimizing portfolio performance
through informed trading decisions based on the current state.

D. Reward Function

As the final key element of our model framework, the re-
ward function R(s, a, s’) is designed to provide clear feedback
on the agent’s trading performance. It measures the change in
portfolio value resulting from an action a taken in state s,
transitioning to a new state s’. Formally, the reward is defined
as:

R(Snan 5t+1) = Vt41 — Ut

where v; and v,y represent the portfolio values at times ¢
and t + 1, respectively. This reward structure incentivizes the
agent to make profitable trading decisions and manage risk
effectively, aligning its actions with the overarching goal of
maximizing long-term returns.

III. HYPOTHESIS

Given our goal of enhancing the performance of Con-
volutional Neural Networks (CNNs) in financial deep re-
inforcement learning (DRL), we focus on two key areas:
input normalization and network architecture expansion. Our
hypothesis is rooted in the challenges posed by financial
data, such as varying scales of financial indicators and the
need for sophisticated pattern recognition. By integrating a
normalization layer and increasing the depth and width of the
CNN, we aim to stabilize the training process and improve the
model’s ability to capture complex financial patterns.

A. Column-wise Normalization of Input Signals

The introduction of a normalization layer within our CNN
architecture is based on the observation that financial data,
where features such as price scales and trading volumes
can vary widely, potentially lead to gradient instability and
slow convergence. Standardized inputs facilitate a more stable
and efficient learning process. Therefore, we hypothesize that
normalizing each column (feature) independently within the
input data will facilitate more stable and effective model learn-
ing. Column-wise normalization addresses the issue where
different financial indicators, such as trading volume and price
changes, vary widely in magnitude and volatility. Each column
is standardized to have zero mean and unit variance, calculated
as:

Normalized,, = Ti fi
’ o; + €
where z; is the i-th column of the input, p; and o; are the
mean and standard deviation of that column, and € is a small
constant added to prevent division by zero.

This method ensures that each feature contributes propor-
tionately to the learning process, preventing any single feature
from dominating due to its scale.



B. Gradient Reduction Architecture

The second enhancement over our previous CNN architec-
ture involves structuring the network in a gradient reduction
architecture, where the earlier layers are wider, capturing a
broad range of features, and the subsequent layers are progres-
sively narrower, distilling these features into more complex
representations [2f]. As described in our prior research, CNNs
are inherently well-suited to recognizing and processing spatial
hierarchies in data. This characteristic makes them particularly
valuable for financial applications where input data can often
display complex and hierarchical dependencies that are not
immediately apparent. In financial DRL, each layer of a CNN
can be understood as a feature detector that interprets various
aspects of the input data, such as trends, anomalies, or cyclical
patterns inherent in financial time series.

To better demonstrate the reasoning behind our hypothesis,
let us review the fundamental operations that occur during
the learning process. Each convolutional layer in a CNN
applies a set of learnable filters to the input feature map. The
convolution operation for a single filter can be mathematically
represented as:

Yijk = Z Z Z Wmno : x(i—i—m)(j+n)(k+o) + b

m n o
where:

e Yi;k is the output of the convolution at position (i, 7, k),
o Winno are the weights of the filter,

* T(i+m)(j+n)(k+o) Tepresents the input feature map,

e b is the bias,

e m,n,o iterate over the filter dimensions and channels.

This operation enables the detection of features regardless
of their position in the input [8] which is supporting our
hypothesis that CNNs are especially suitable for financial data
where important features might occur at different times.

Following each convolution operation, a non-linear activa-
tion function is applied. The Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) is
commonly used due to its effectiveness and simplicity:

f(z) = max(0, 2)

ReLU introduces non-linearity into the model, allowing the
network to learn complex patterns. It is preferred over other
activations like sigmoid or tanh primarily because it helps in
alleviating the vanishing gradient problem, which is crucial
for training deep networks effectively.

As the network depth increases, lower layers learn basic pat-
terns which are then combined by higher layers to form more
abstract features. This hierarchical learning can be described
as a series of transformations:

20D — O 4 2O 4 p0)

where z! and 2!*' are the input and output of the I-
th layer, respectively. Each layer captures different levels
of abstraction, which is essential for interpreting complex
financial data where high-level features might depend on the
subtle interactions of lower-level features.

When this operation is considered in the context of DRL,
the state representation learned by the CNN significantly
affects the policy and value function estimates. A deeper CNN
can therefore develop a more nuanced understanding of the
state space, which directly impacts the DRL agent’s ability
to evaluate and choose between different actions based on
potential future rewards.

Therefore we hypothesize that the gradient reduction archi-
tecture ensures that the policy derived from these representa-
tions is capable of discerning and reacting to complex financial
scenarios, potentially leading to more profitable decision-
making strategies.

IV. METHODOLOGY

The enhanced CNN architecture was implemented to eval-
uate its efficacy in a Deep Reinforcement Learning (DRL)
environment, utilizing the Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO)
algorithm. We will describe the detailed methodology, be-
ginning by how PPO works and how our CNN network
architecture is integrated into it.

A. Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO)

As mentioned before, we are utilizing the state-of-the-art
reinforcement learning algorithm developed by OpenAl. As
proposed by Schulman et al. [3]], PPO is designed to address
several limitations of earlier policy optimization methods, such
as the instability and inefficiency of vanilla policy gradients
and the complexity of Trust Region Policy Optimization
(TRPO). There are several key concepts and mechanisms
that make PPO effective in Financial Deep Reinforcement
Learning:

1) Policy Gradient Methods: At the core of PPO lies
the concept of policy gradient methods, which directly
parameterize the policy using a set of parameters 6.
The goal is to optimize these parameters to maximize
the expected return from the policy. The optimization
process involves computing the gradients of the policy
performance with respect to # and updating the pa-
rameters in a direction that increases expected returns.
The policy gradient theorem provides the mathematical
foundation for this process. Specifically, the gradient
of the expected return J(6) with respect to the policy
parameters 6 can be expressed as:

T
VQJ(H) = ETNWB Z V@ IOg 7TQ(CL,§|St)At
t=0
In this equation, 7 represents a trajectory, which is a
sequence of states, actions, and rewards. The policy
mo(at|st) denotes the probability of taking action ay
given state s; under the policy parameterized by 6.
The term At is the advantage function, which measures
how much better an action is compared to a baseline
(typically the value function).
2) Clipped Surrogate Objective: To enhance the stability
of the policy updates, PPO introduces a clipped surro-
gate objective function. This mechanism is designed to



3)

4)

5)

prevent excessively large updates to the policy, which
could destabilize the training process. The key idea is
to ensure that the new policy does not deviate too much
from the old policy by clipping the probability ratio
between the new and old policies. The probability ratio,
r+(0), is defined as:

o (at |St)
T 601 (a’t |8t)

The clipped objective function is then given by:

Tt(g) =

LUP(g) = , [min (rt(Q)At, clip(re(8),1 — ¢,1 + e)At)}

The clipping operation ensures that () remains within
the range [1 — €,1 + €], where € is a hyperparameter.
This prevents large deviations that could destabilize the
training process.

Advantage Function: A critical component in PPO is
the advantage function Ay, which plays a vital role
in reducing the variance of the policy gradient esti-
mates, leading to more stable and efficient training.
The advantage function measures the relative value of
an action compared to a baseline, usually the value
function. It is typically estimated using Generalized
Advantage Estimation (GAE), which balances bias and
variance through a parameter \. The advantage function
is calculated as:

At = 6t + ('}/)\)5t+1 + -+ (’Y)\)TitJrl(ST_l
where J; is the temporal difference error defined as:
5,5 =17+ "YV(SH_l) — V(St)

Here, r; is the reward received at time step ¢, v is
the discount factor, V'(s;) is the value of state s;, and
V(s¢+1) is the value of the next state s¢i1.

Multiple Epochs of Updates: Another significant fea-
ture of PPO is the ability to perform multiple epochs
of minibatch updates using the same set of data. Unlike
traditional policy gradient methods that perform a single
update per data sample, PPO improves sample efficiency
by iterating over the collected data multiple times. This
approach makes better use of the data and ensures
more thorough optimization, leading to improved policy
performance.

First-order Optimization: Finally, PPO employs first-
order optimization methods, such as stochastic gradi-
ent descent (SGD) or the Adam optimizer, to update
the policy parameters. First-order methods rely on the
gradient of the objective function to update the model
parameters. In the context of PPO, the objective function
is the clipped surrogate objective, LM (#). The update
rule for first-order optimization methods is given by:

Ops1 = Ok + aVo L (6,)

In this rule, 8}, represents the parameters at iteration k,
« is the learning rate, and V¢ LMP(6},) is the gradient
of the objective function with respect to the parameters.

« Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD) updates the
parameters by computing the gradient of the objec-
tive function on a mini-batch of data points. This
introduces stochasticity into the updates, helping the
optimization process to escape local minima and
converge to a better solution. The update rule for
SGD can be expressed as:

Op i1 = Op + VLR (6))

o« Adam Optimizer by Kingma and Ba [?], is an
adaptive learning rate optimization algorithm that
combines the advantages of AdaGrad and RM-
SProp. Adam adjusts the learning rate for each
parameter based on estimates of the first and second
moments of the gradients. This helps in stabilizing
and speeding up the convergence process. Adam
maintains two moving averages for each parameter:
the first moment estimate (mean) and the second
moment estimate (uncentered variance). These esti-
mates are used to scale the gradient updates adap-
tively:

Op41 = O + OéAmik
Vi, + €

In this equation, 7 and ¥y, are the bias-corrected

first and second moment estimates, respectively, and

€ is a small constant added for numerical stability.

The adaptive adjustment of the learning rate for each

parameter helps in handling sparse gradients and

noisy updates more effectively.

B. Implementation in Stable-Baselines3

In our experimentation, we utilized an implementation of

PPO

provided by Stable-Baselines3, a popular library for

reinforcement learning in Python by Raffin et al. [4] Stable-
Baselines3 offers reliable and efficient implementations of
various RL algorithms, including PPO, and is well-suited for
research and application in diverse environments.

The PPO algorithm in Stable-Baselines3 is integrated with
our enhanced CNN architecture to optimize the trading policy
in the FinRL-Meta environment. The key steps in our PPO
implementation are as follows:

1y

2)

3)

Policy Initialization: We initialize the policy network
using our proposed CNN architecture, which processes
the high-dimensional state representations from the
FinRL-Meta environment. This initialization sets the
stage for the learning process by defining the initial
policy.

Data Collection: The agent interacts with the envi-
ronment to collect trajectories, which are sequences of
states, actions, rewards, and next states. These trajecto-
ries form the basis for estimating the advantage function
and computing the surrogate objective.

Optimization: Using the collected trajectories, multiple
epochs of minibatch updates are performed on the policy
network. The clipped surrogate objective is optimized



using the Adam optimizer, ensuring stable and efficient
updates.

4) Policy Update: The policy parameters are updated based
on the gradients computed from the surrogate objective.
The clipping mechanism ensures that the updates remain
within a safe range, preventing large deviations from the
current policy.

5) Iteration: Steps 2-4 are repeated iteratively until the
policy converges or the maximum number of training
steps is reached.

C. Experimental Validation

To validate the effectiveness of PPO with our enhanced
CNN architecture, we conducted extensive experiments in the
FinRL-Meta environment. The performance of the PPO agent
was compared against baseline models, including a multi-
layer perceptron (MLP) and our previous CNN-based policy.
The results demonstrated that the combination of PPO and
our enhanced CNN architecture significantly outperformed the
baselines in terms of cumulative rewards and stability.

In conclusion, PPO provides a robust and efficient frame-
work for optimizing policies in complex environments like
financial markets. Its integration with our enhanced CNN ar-
chitecture leverages the strengths of both approaches, resulting
in a powerful tool for financial deep reinforcement learning.

D. Network Architecture

In our previous work, we developed a Convolutional Neural
Network (CNN) designed to operate on matrix state represen-
tation (2D) datasets, such as images and videos, learning fea-
tures through the optimization of filters (kernels). This network
consisted of Convolutional, Pooling, Normalization, Dropout,
and Fully Connected layers. However, training deep networks
posed challenges due to issues like vanishing and exploding
gradients, which we addressed by employing regulated weights
and batch normalization across layers.

The convolutional layers, with varying kernel sizes and
strides, were specifically designed to capture temporal pat-
terns and correlations within financial data, crucial for stock
market data where the interplay of factors like stock prices,
trading volumes, and technical indicators is complex and
dynamic. Batch Normalization following each convolutional
layer helped stabilize the learning process by normalizing the
input to each layer, essential given the variability and non-
stationarity of financial data.

To employ 2D CNNs in financial data analysis, we re-
structured the representation of our environment state into
a matrix format. Financial data inherently manifests as a
vector composed of daily features, where attributes like price
are updated daily, while others, such as revenue and assets,
update quarterly. The matrix representation concatenated a
90-day feature vector to create a matrix state representation,
facilitating the analysis of temporal patterns and correlations
in financial data.

In our current model, we continue the approach of arranging
input features to ensure related features are positioned adjacent

to each other, enhancing the network’s ability to extract mean-
ingful patterns [7]. For example, placing the closing prices and
number of shares for each ticker close to each other allows the
network to learn relationships between these variables more
effectively. This preprocessing step facilitates efficient learning
and contributes to the robustness and generalizability of the
model across diverse financial datasets.

Previously, our CNN architecture included convolutional
layers designed to capture temporal patterns and correlations
within financial data. The initial convolutional layer used 32
filters with a kernel size of 8 and stride of 4, followed by ReLU
activation and dropout. Subsequent layers included a second
convolutional layer with 64 filters, also followed by ReLU
activation and dropout. This structure allowed the network to
capture basic features but was limited in its ability to extract
more complex interactions due to the simpler architecture.

input
convi conv2 linear 1 linear 2
= =
64@52x77 1x 4004 1x1024
32@84x135
convolutional + ReLU
drop out
1 @ 84x291 £ drop

7 fully connected + ReLU

Fig. 2. Original CNN Architecture

In our new architecture, we have enhanced these layers to
better optimize filter parameters and address the complexities
of financial data. The initial convolutional layer now uses
32 filters with a kernel size of 8 and stride of 4, followed
by Batch Normalization, ReLU activation, and Max Pooling.
Subsequent layers have been made more complex, with the
second convolutional layer using 64 filters, and later layers
using 128 and 256 filters with adjusted kernel sizes and
strides. These layers capture a broader spectrum of features,
from basic price movements to complex interactions between
different financial indicators. The increased size and depth of
the model align with our hypothesis that a deeper network can
better capture complex financial patterns, leading to improved
policy derivation for financial decision-making. Additionally,
the inclusion of batch normalization and max pooling in
the new design stabilizes the learning process and improves
feature extraction efficiency.

To validate our proposed changes, we conducted a compar-
ative study. Models, including a multi-layer perceptron, our
previous CNN, and the new proposed CNN, were trained under
the same DRL framework to ensure consistent comparison,
with all parameters kept constant and seeded. The rigorous
training process was followed by a performance evaluation,
where models were assessed based on their ability to maximize
cumulative rewards in a simulated trading environment. This
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Fig. 3. New Proposed Architecture

phase tests the practical utility of each model and demon-
strates their effectiveness in real-world trading scenarios, as
cumulative rewards reflect the soundness of trading decisions
influenced by the model’s predictions.

E. Model Training

Our study involves training three distinct models: a Multi-
layer Perceptron (MLP), our previous CNN, and the newly
proposed CNN. To ensure consistency and fairness in compar-
ison, we utilized the same environment with identical seeds
for all probabilistic operations. The training parameters are
kept constant and the mentioned seeds are added to maintain
uniformity fairness of the challenge for each model.

During its run, each model processes financial data rep-
resented as a multidimensional array, where each feature
corresponds to a different financial indicator or technical
attribute of the market. The input data is preprocessed to fit
the model specifications, including normalization and feature
rearrangement. The training process involves feeding these
preprocessed inputs into the models, which then learn to make
trading decisions based on the patterns and correlations they
detect within the data. The training phase is iterative, with
the models continually adjusting their weights and biases to
minimize the error in their predictions and improve their
decision-making capabilities.

F. Performance Evaluation

After training, the models are evaluated based on their
ability to maximize cumulative rewards in a simulated trading
environment. This evaluation method provides a practical
measure of each model’s effectiveness in real-world trading
scenarios. The cumulative rewards are calculated by summing
the rewards obtained in each episode of the simulation, reflect-
ing the success of the trading decisions made by the models.

Since in this simulated environment, each model operates as
an agent making trading decisions based on the input financial
data, the reward function is designed to reflect the profitability
of these decisions. This incentivizes actions that lead to higher
returns. By comparing the cumulative rewards, we can assess
the relative performance of each model. This comparison helps
in determining the improvements brought by the new CNN
architecture over the previous models and provides insights
into their potential applicability in live trading environments.

V. RESULTS

The effectiveness of the gradient reduction architecture
is demonstrated by comparing its performance with that of

our original CNN model and a baseline MLP model. The
scaled rewards were created by multiplying the difference of
remaining assets and initial assets at the end of trading day
by a scaling factor of le-4 and later used to compare the
performance of the model.

e MLP Model: Achieved a cumulative reward of 47.

e Original CNN Model: Showed improved performance
with a cumulative reward of 120.

¢ Gradient Reduction CNN: Markedly outperformed the
other models with a cumulative reward of 181.

These results, depicted in Figure {4} indicate that the mod-
ifications to the CNN architecture significantly enhance its
capability to interpret and predict complex financial data
patterns more effectively than simpler models.

The performance comparison over time highlights how each
model responded to various financial events between 2015
and 2023. During periods of market volatility, such as the
2016 Brexit vote and the 2020 COVID-19 pandemic, the
new proposed CNN demonstrated superior adaptability and
resilience.

For instance, the original CNN and MLP models experi-
enced significant fluctuations in cumulative rewards during
these events, reflecting their struggle to adapt to sudden market
changes. In contrast, the new CNN model showed a more
stable and upward trajectory, indicating its enhanced ability
to capture and respond to complex financial patterns. This
stability can be attributed to the deeper and wider architec-
ture, which allows the model to detect subtle interactions
between financial indicators and make more informed trading
decisions. Moreover, during the 2018 market corrections and
the subsequent recovery periods, the new CNN maintained a
higher cumulative reward compared to the other models. This
suggests that the enhancements in the new architecture signif-
icantly contributed to better generalization and robustness in
unpredictable market conditions.

Overall, the cumulative rewards over time for the new
proposed CNN illustrate its improved performance in handling
diverse and complex financial scenarios. This aligns with our
hypothesis that a gradient reduction network with column-wise
normalization can better capture intricate financial patterns,
leading to more effective policy derivation and decision-
making in financial deep reinforcement learning.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have introduced significant enhancements
to our convolutional neural network (CNN) model tailored
for financial deep reinforcement learning (DRL) applications.
By integrating a normalization layer at the input stage, we
addressed the issue of disparate feature magnitudes, thereby
stabilizing the training dynamics and improving model gen-
eralization. Additionally, by employing a Gradient Reduction
Architecture, where earlier layers are wider and subsequent
layers are progressively narrower, we enabled the model to
capture more complex and subtle patterns within the financial
data.
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Our empirical results demonstrate that these enhancements

lead to superior predictive performance and robustness com-
pared to previous simpler models. The Gradient Reduction
Architecture proved particularly effective in extracting mean-
ingful patterns from the high-dimensional financial data.

Furthermore, the integration of the Proximal Policy Op-

timization (PPO) algorithm within our framework provided
a robust mechanism for optimizing trading policies. The
experimental validation using the FinRL-Meta environment
confirmed that our enhanced CNN model significantly outper-
formed baseline models, achieving higher cumulative rewards
and greater stability in diverse market conditions.

In conclusion, the proposed enhancements to the CNN

architecture, combined with advanced DRL techniques, offer a
powerful approach for financial data processing and predictive
modeling. These advancements hold promise for developing
more effective and resilient financial trading strategies, con-
tributing to the broader field of financial machine learning.

(1]

(2]

REFERENCES

S. Montazeri, A. Mirzaeinia, H. Jumakhan, and A. Mirzaeinia, "CNN-
DRL for Scalable Actions in Finance,” presented at the 10th Annual Conf.
on Computational Science & Computational Intelligence, 2024. [Online].
Available: https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2401.06179

Y. LeCun, L. Bottou, Y. Bengio, and P. Haffner, "Gradient-Based Learning
Applied to Document Recognition,” Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 86, no.
11, pp. 2278-2324, Nov. 1998.

o

@ 2019-05 4

-
o

(3]

[4]

[5

—_

(6]

(71

(8]

2019-08
2019-11
2020-02
2020-05
2020-08
2020-11
2021-02
2021-05
2021-08
2021-11
2022-02
2022-05
2022-08
2022-11
2023-02
2023-05
2023-08

4. Commutative Rewards Comparison

J. Schulman, F. Wolski, P. Dhariwal, A. Radford, and O. Klimov,
”Proximal Policy Optimization Algorithms,” larXiv:1707.06347 [cs.LG],
Jul. 2017. [Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1707.06347
A. Raffin, A. Hill, A. Gleave, A. Kanervisto, M. Ernestus, and N.
Dormann, “Stable-Baselines3: Reliable Reinforcement Learning Imple-
mentations,” Journal of Machine Learning Research, vol. 22, no. 268, pp.
1-8, 2021. [Online]. Available: http://jmlr.org/papers/v22/20-1364.html
D. P. Kingma and J. Ba, "Adam: A Method for Stochastic Opti-
mization,” presented at the 3rd International Conference for Learn-
ing Representations, San Diego, CA, USA, 2015. [Online]. Available:
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1412.6980

X.-Y. Liu, Z. Xia, J. Rui, J. Gao, H. Yang, M. Zhu, C. D. Wang, Z.
Wang, and J. Guo, “FinRL-Meta: Market Environments and Benchmarks
for Data-Driven Financial Reinforcement Learning,” NeurlPS, 2022.

S. Montazeri, A. Mirzaeinia, and A. Mirzaeinia, "CNN-DRL with
Shuffled Features in Finance,” presented at the 10th Annual Conf. on
Computational Science & Computational Intelligence (CSCI’23), 2024.
[Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2402.03338

K. Fukushima, "Neocognitron: A Self-organizing Neural Network Model
for a Mechanism of Pattern Recognition Unaffected by Shift in Position,”
Biological Cybernetics, vol. 36, no. 4, pp. 193-202, 1980.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.06347
http://jmlr.org/papers/v22/20-1364.html

	Introduction
	Problem Description
	Market Environment
	State Space
	Action Space
	Reward Function

	Hypothesis
	Column-wise Normalization of Input Signals
	Gradient Reduction Architecture

	Methodology
	Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO)
	Implementation in Stable-Baselines3
	Experimental Validation
	Network Architecture
	Model Training
	Performance Evaluation

	Results
	Conclusion
	References

