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Abstract

Large Language Models (LLMs) have demonstrated impressive capabilities across various domains, but
their effectiveness in financial decision-making—particularly in fund investment—remains inadequately
evaluated. Current benchmarks primarily assess LLMs’ understanding of financial documents rather
than their ability to manage assets or analyze trading opportunities in dynamic market conditions. A
critical limitation in existing evaluation methodologies is the backtesting approach, which suffers from
information leakage when LLMs are evaluated on historical data they may have encountered during
pre-training. This paper introduces DeepFund, a comprehensive arena platform for evaluating LLM-based
trading strategies in a simulated live environment. Our approach implements a multi-agent framework
where LLMs serve as both analysts and managers, creating a realistic simulation of investment decision
processes. The platform employs a forward-testing methodology that mitigates information leakage by
evaluating models on market data that becomes available after their training cutoff dates. We provide
a web interface that visualizes model performance across different market conditions and investment
parameters, enabling detailed comparative analysis. Through DeepFund, we aim to provide a more
accurate and fair assessment of LLMs’ capabilities in fund investment, offering insights into their potential
real-world applications in financial markets.

1 Introduction

The financial industry has witnessed a revolution with the integration of artificial intelligence technologies
over the past decade [9],[10] 24]]. From high-frequency trading algorithms [13}[1,[27,[12] to risk assessment
models [2}25]6], AT has transformed how financial institutions operate and make decisions. Recently, Large
Language Models (LLMs) have emerged as particularly promising tools for financial analysis due to their
ability to process vast amounts of textual information, understand market sentiment, and generate insights
from diverse data sources [[18} 22} 20, [19]. Furthermore, the Agentic Al technique is increasingly being
deployed on autonomous trading flow, which can make investment decisions based on multi-modal market
information, such as regional policy, earnings reports, social media sentiment, etc [16} [15] 21 23] [8]]. For
the sake of comprehensive evaluation on LLM-based approaches in the field of Financial Al, researchers
have conducted a series of benchmarking studies.

Current evaluation benchmarks such as TAT-QA [26], FinanceBench [5], FinBen [[17], and CFBench-
mark [7] have made valuable contributions by assessing LLMs’ understanding of financial documents,
terminology, and basic reasoning. For example, LLM is required to answer questions about financial docu-
ments, such as balance sheets, income statements or financial news articles. These foundation models and
domain-specific models are widely evaluated on these benchmarks. However, these benchmarks primarily
focus on the representation learning of financial knowledge rather than exploring models’ abilities to make
effective investment decisions in dynamic market conditions.

*Preprint. Work in Progress. We welcome discussion and collaboration.
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Figure 1: The problem in existing solutions and our vision.

A critical limitation in existing benchmarks lies in the backtest methodology—the standard method
for assessing trading strategies. This approach is particularly problematic when applied to LLMs, as these
models have likely been pre-trained on substantial portions of financial history [[14] [11]]. As revealed in
technical reports, different LLMs have varying knowledge cutoffs—DeepSeek-R1’s training data ends in
December 2023 [3], while GPT-40’s extends to June 2024 [4]]. When an LLM trained on data up to a
certain date is evaluated on historical market data from before that date, information leakage becomes
inevitable, creating misleading assessments of the model’s true predictive capabilities. We will discuss more
details in Section 21

To address these limitations, we introduce DeepFund, a comprehensive arena platform for evaluating
LLM-based trading strategies in a simulated live environment. Our approach differs from previous solutions
in several key aspects:

* We construct a systematic arena platform that simulates real-time trading conditions, mitigating the
information leakage problem inherent in traditional backtesting.

* We implement a multi-agent framework where LLMs serve as trading planner, analysts and managers,
creating a more realistic simulation of investment decision processes.

* We provide a complete web interface that visualizes model performance across different market
conditions and investment parameters.
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* We establish standardized evaluation metrics specifically designed for assessing financial decision-
making capabilities of LLMs.

2 Problems in Existing Solutions

While significant progress has been made in applying LLMs to financial markets, current approaches face
several critical limitations that hinder their effective evaluation and real-world application. In this section,
we identify and analyze four major problems in existing solutions.

2.1 Data Leakage

The most fundamental issue in evaluating LLM-based financial strategies is data leakage—where models
are tested on historical data they may have already encountered during pre-training. This creates a critical
flaw in the traditional backtesting methodology when applied to LLMs. The phenomenon of pre-training
contamination emerges because LLMs are typically trained on vast internet corpora that include financial
news, market reports, and analyst discussions covering historical market events. When these models are
subsequently evaluated on historical market data from periods prior to their training cutoff dates, they
have effectively already “seen” both the market conditions and expert analyses of those conditions. This
contamination leads to misleading performance metrics that may reflect the model’s ability to recall
information rather than its ability to make genuinely predictive judgments. A model might appear to make
remarkably accurate predictions about historical market movements not because it understands market
dynamics, but because it has memorized the historical narrative. Further complicating this issue is the
problem of knowledge cutoff inequity—different LLMs have different knowledge cutoff dates, making
direct comparison unfair. A model with a more recent cutoff will have seen more of the “test” data during
training compared to a model with an earlier cutoff date, creating an uneven evaluation landscape.

2.2 Navel-Gazing

Current evaluations of LLMs in finance suffer from what we term “navel-gazing”—an over-reliance on
theoretical frameworks and backtesting rather than real-time performance assessment. A significant theory-
practice gap persists in these evaluations, which often focus on how well models can explain financial
theories or concepts rather than how effectively they can apply these concepts in dynamic market conditions.
A model may excel at explaining Modern Portfolio Theory but fail to construct an effective portfolio under
realistic constraints, revealing a disconnect between theoretical knowledge and practical application. The
prevalence of static evaluation methodologies further exacerbates this issue, as benchmarks typically
evaluate models on fixed datasets, missing the adaptive reasoning required in real markets where conditions
change continuously and unpredictably. Most concerning is the widespread lack of forward testing—few
evaluation frameworks implement true forward testing, where models make predictions about future
market movements without access to subsequent information. This approach, which more accurately
reflects the task faced by human investment professionals, remains underutilized in current LLM evaluation
frameworks, reinforcing the disconnection between evaluation metrics and real-world performance.

2.3 Over-Intervention

Many current implementations of LLMs in finance rely heavily on human intervention, limiting our
understanding of the models’ autonomous capabilities. The pervasive prompt engineering dependence
in financial applications of LLMs introduces significant variability in performance, making it difficult to
assess the model’s intrinsic capabilities separate from the skill of the prompt engineer. This dependency
means that performance metrics often conflate model quality with prompt craftsmanship, obscuring the
genuine capabilities of the underlying system. The widespread reliance on human-in-the-loop filtering
further complicates evaluation, as many systems depend on humans to filter, interpret, or validate model
outputs before making actual investment decisions. While practical for commercial applications, this
human mediation makes it difficult to evaluate the model’s independent decision-making ability, as the
final outcomes reflect a hybrid human-AlI process rather than the model’s autonomous judgment. Adding
to these challenges is the lack of standardization across implementation approaches, with varying
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degrees of human intervention making direct comparisons between models challenging. It becomes
increasingly difficult to determine whether performance differences stem from the models themselves
or from differences in the human intervention processes, creating an evaluation landscape that lacks
comparability and reproducibility.

2.4 Maintenance-Hard

Financial benchmarks face unique maintenance challenges that static benchmarks in other domains do not
encounter. The necessity for continuous data updates arises because financial markets generate new data
ceaselessly. To remain relevant, benchmarks must be regularly updated with fresh data that post-dates
all models’ training cutoffs, requiring significant ongoing resource commitment and creating a perpetual
maintenance burden. Complicating this further, financial markets undergo shifting market regimes, where
previously reliable patterns and correlations change fundamentally. Benchmarks must account for these
shifts to provide fair and relevant evaluations across different market conditions, necessitating not just
data updates but conceptual recalibration of the evaluation framework itself. The substantial cost of data
access presents another significant barrier, as high-quality financial data is expensive and often subject to
licensing restrictions, creating obstacles to creating comprehensive, open-source benchmarks accessible to
the broader research community. Perhaps most scientifically concerning are the reproducibility issues that
emerge as market conditions change, causing results from financial benchmarks to become less reproducible
over time and challenging the scientific rigor of the field. This temporal dependency creates a fundamental
tension between the static nature of scientific reproducibility and the dynamic nature of financial markets.

These four interrelated problems—data leakage, navel-gazing, over-intervention, and maintenance
challenges—highlight the need for a new approach to evaluating LLMs in financial contexts. The limitations
of current methodologies motivate our development of DeepFund, which addresses these issues through a
forward-looking, standardized arena approach.

3 Our Vision

To address the limitations in current evaluation methodologies, we propose four interconnected objectives
for DeepFund that target the fundamental causes of existing problems.

To combat data leakage, we implement a forward-testing focus where models predict future market
movements rather than analyze historical patterns they may have encountered during training. Our time-
controlled simulation environment provides information chronologically, ensuring models access only data
available at each decision point. All evaluation datasets use market data after knowledge cutoffs of assessed
models, creating fair comparison conditions regardless of when models were trained.

For the navel-gazing problem, we establish bridges between theory and practice by exposing models to
diverse market conditions—normal trading periods, high volatility intervals, varied economic environments,
and unexpected information shocks. Models must manage diversified portfolios across multiple asset classes,
demonstrating practical allocation skills beyond theoretical knowledge. We evaluate performance across
various investment horizons, from short-term trading to long-term investment strategies.

To minimize human intervention, we create a standardized evaluation framework with a consistent
protocol for information exchange and decision communication, reducing variability from different prompt-
ing strategies or human filtering. Emphasis on autonomous operation allows clear assessment of intrinsic
capabilities without human judgment interference. Transparent procedures ensure replicability and enable
fair comparisons across different models.

For maintenance challenges, we develop a sustainable, extensible platform with modular architecture
facilitating updates to data, metrics, and model interfaces without complete system redesign. Open
standards for data formats and protocols foster collaborative development, while resource optimization
ensures efficient operation despite growing financial data volumes.

Finally, through these integrated objectives, DeepFund creates a new paradigm for evaluating LLMs in
finance—addressing fundamental limitations while providing a platform that evolves with advances in
financial markets and Al technology.
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Figure 2: Architecture of DeepFund: A three-phase workflow moving from initial data preparation through
interim multi-agent analysis to final decision making.

4 Our Proposal: DeepFund

Building upon the problems identified and goals established in previous sections, we present DeepFund —a
comprehensive evaluation platform for assessing LLMs’ capabilities in fund investment through a live arena
perspective. Our framework follows a three-phase workflow as illustrated in Figure [2| moving from initial
data preparation through interim multi-agent analysis to final decision-making.

4.1 System Architecture

The DeepFund platform architecture addresses specific challenges in LLM financial evaluation through
four integrated components. Our Trading Simulation Environment directly confronts the data leakage
problem by creating a controlled ecosystem that simulates real-time market conditions. This environment
provides LLMs with current market data, news, and financial information on a day-by-day basis, ensuring
models make decisions with only the information available at that specific point in time. The simulation
begins with three core inputs: a diverse stock pool containing potential investment targets, current position
information reflecting existing portfolio allocations, and trading memory that captures historical transaction
data and performance metrics.

At the heart of our approach lies a sophisticated Multi-Agent Framework that bridges theory and
practice. As shown in the framework illustration, we implement a hierarchical system with three distinct
agent types. The Agent Planner orchestrates the overall analysis process, determining which stocks require
evaluation and distributing analytical tasks. Multiple specialized Analysts—categorized as Technical,
Fundamental, Insider, and Media analysts—process market information to generate domain-specific insights.
Each analyst type applies different methodologies and focuses on distinct aspects of financial evaluation:
technical analysts examine price patterns and market indicators, fundamental analysts assess company
financials and business models, insider analysts track executive transactions and corporate changes, and
media analysts monitor news sentiment and market narratives. Finally, the Agent Manager synthesizes
these diverse analytical perspectives to make final investment decisions (buy, hold, or sell) and generates
detailed decision reports. This structure mimics real-world investment processes while eliminating human
intervention in decision pathways.

Supporting our goal of creating a sustainable and extensible platform, our Model Integration Interface
provides a modularic solution for seamless integration of different foundation LLMs as well as various
upstream data sources. The interface enables fair comparison across models regardless of their underlying
architecture or training methodology. As acknowledged that the existing analysts may not be able to
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Figure 3: DeepFund currently envisions a front-end rendering, which is in development and does not
represent the final effect.

provide the best analysis for all tickers, in light of the open-source nature of the platform, we encourage
the community to extend the platform with new signal analysis via curated analysis and data sources.

Our comprehensive Performance Monitoring and Visualization module tracks and visualizes model
performance across various dimensions. The decision logs capture not only the final buy/hold/sell actions
but also the reasoning analysis from each specialist. This multi-faceted view enables a detailed examination
of investment strategies and outcomes through both traditional financial metrics and LLM-specific evaluation
criteria. Finally, as shown in Figure 3] we present the trading performance of the model in a user-friendly
web interface, which allows for easy comparison and analysis across different market conditions.

5 Conclusion

In the realm of evaluating Large Language Models (LLMs) for fund investment, existing benchmarks
face several critical limitations. We identified four major problems in current approaches: data leakage,
navel-gazing, over-intervention, and maintenance-hard. Data leakage occurs when models are tested
on historical data they may have encountered during pre-training, leading to misleading performance
metrics. Navel-gazing refers to the over-reliance on theoretical frameworks and back-testing, lacking
real-time performance assessment and forward testing. Over-intervention from human beings, such as
prompt engineering and human-in-the-loop filtering, makes it difficult to evaluate the models’ autonomous
capabilities. Maintenance-hard problems in financial benchmarks are caused by the need for continuous
data updates, shifting market regimes, high data access costs, and reproducibility issues.
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To address these limitations, we proposed DeepFund, a comprehensive arena platform. Our vision
for DeepFund encompasses four interconnected objectives. First, to combat data leakage, we implement
forward-testing, where models predict future market movements using only data available at each decision
point, and evaluation datasets are based on market data after the models’ knowledge cutoffs. Second, for
the navel-gazing problem, we expose models to diverse market conditions and evaluate their performance
across various investment horizons to bridge the gap between theory and practice. Third, we minimize
human intervention by creating a standardized evaluation framework, which enables a clear assessment of
the models’ intrinsic capabilities without human judgment interference. Fourth, we develop a sustainable,
extensible platform with a modular architecture to facilitate updates and collaborative development.

DeepFund offers several benefits and solutions. Its system architecture, including the Trading Simulation
Environment, Multi-Agent Framework, Model Integration Interface, and Performance Monitoring and
Visualization module, addresses the identified problems. The Trading Simulation Environment mitigates
data leakage by providing real-time market data. The Multi-Agent Framework, with different types of
agents like Agent Planner, Analysts, and Agent Manager, mimics real-world investment processes and
eliminates human intervention in decision-making. The Model Integration Interface allows for seamless
integration of different LLMs and data sources, enabling fair comparison. The Performance Monitoring
and Visualization module helps in tracking and visualizing model performance from multiple perspectives.
Overall, DeepFund creates a new paradigm for evaluating LLMs in finance, which can potentially contribute
to the development of more reliable and effective Al-based financial decision-making tools.
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