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Abstract

After decades of evolution, the financial system has increasingly deviated from an
idealized framework based on precise theorems. It necessitates accurate projections of
complex market dynamics and human behavioral patterns. With the development of
data science and machine intelligence, researchers are trying to digitalize and automate
market prediction. However, existing methodologies struggle to represent the diversity
of individuals and are regardless of the domino effects of interactions on market dy-
namics, leading to the poor performance facing abnormal market conditions where
non-quantitative information dominates the market. To alleviate these disadvantages
requires the introduction of knowledge about how non-quantitative information, like
news and policy, affects market dynamics. This study investigates overcoming these
challenges through rehearsing potential market trends based on the financial large lan-
guage model agents whose behaviors are aligned with their cognition and analyses in
markets. We propose a hierarchical knowledge architecture for financial large
language model agents, integrating fine-tuned language models and specialized gener-
ators optimized for trading scenarios. For financial market, we develop an advanced
interactive behavioral simulation system that enables users to configure agents
and automate market simulations. In this work, we take commodity futures as an
example to research the effectiveness of our methodologies. Our real-world case simu-
lation succeeds in rehearsing abnormal market dynamics under geopolitical events and
reaches an average accuracy of 3.4% across various points in time after the event on
predicting futures price. Under normal market conditions, with corresponding news,
our simulator also exhibits lower mean square error than series deep learning models
and large language models in predicting three-day futures price of specific commodities.
All experimental results demonstrate our method effectively leverages diverse informa-
tion to simulate behaviors and their impact on market dynamics through systematic
interaction.

1 Main

The proliferation of financial derivatives in commodity markets, including forward contracts,
futures, and options, has been primarily driven by the necessity for price risk mitigation.
While these instruments enable investors to profit through finance, they have transformed
commodity trading markets into complex human systems [1, 2, 3]. Due to its zero-sum
properties, commodity futures represent a relatively straightforward segment within the
financial system. This paper employs it as a case study to research the inherent challenges
in financial system analysis techniques.

In financial systems, investors’ various interpretations of market news and information
manifest in their behaviors [4], potentially introducing systemic risks through complex in-
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teractions [5, 6], especially under abnormal market conditions. Although numerous method-
ologies have been proposed to analyze these systems over recent decades [7, 8, 9, 10], the
majority fail to incorporate non-quantitative information and its impact on specific human
behavioral patterns. This information frequently drives market volatility, constituting the
primary source of significant financial losses. Consequently, systems capable of processing
such information could provide substantial value in commodity trading applications.

Contemporary market trend prediction methodologies can be categorized into two pri-
mary approaches. Machine learning methods, characterized by pattern recognition from
historical data, demonstrate performance limitations and lack interpretability, failing to
account for dynamic distributions and complex interactions in real-world markets [11, 12,
13, 14, 15]. Simulation methods, featuring agent-based action generation through observa-
tional learning and predefined models, offer enhanced interpretability in financial market
trend projection [16, 17, 18]. Machine learning methods’ dependence on historical data con-
strains their efficacy to conventional scenarios, rendering them ineffective when confronting
unprecedented events. Due to the absence of very-long-range regularity within chaotic sys-
tems [19, 20], simulation methods are more promising among the two categories.

However, the agents utilized in existing simulation methods are not authentic enough.
Current rule-based or machine-learning-based agents are either too rigid or too rational
to simulate the flexible and irrational human behaviors observed in response to diverse
non-quantitative information in real-world markets [21]. The challenge of designing agents
capable of providing diverse feedback on market information corresponding to their identity
has persisted for a long period [22]. Recent advances in open-domain generative agents and
associated interactive simulation techniques present potential solutions to this challenge.

The fundamental prerequisite for authentic simulation in real-world complex systems is
the agent’s possession of comprehensive knowledge, without which performance deteriorates
when confronted with open-domain input out of agent’s input space [23]. Large language
models (LLMs), which have become an effective research tool in various fields [24, 25, 26],
address this prerequisite through their accumulation of commonsense knowledge during pre-
training, demonstrating capabilities in open-domain response generation and reasoning in
textual format [27]. By leveraging this advanced functionality, daily life simulation in a small
town utilizing these LLM agents has been realized [29]. However, market simulation presents
additional requirements: agents should possess varying levels of financial knowledge [32] and
exhibit behaviorally consistent irrationality observed in real-world market participants [30].

In this work, we propose a hierarchical knowledge architecture for financial LLM agents
that emulates the knowledge structure of human cognition following “model tower” architec-
ture proposed in 2024 [21]. This architecture facilitates the integration of domain-specific
financial knowledge and enables generation of nuanced market behaviors. Within the fi-
nancial market context, we implement a financial expert language model and specialized
generator to refine agents’ reasoning and actions through financial knowledge integration.
Moreover, each agent is endowed with personality and individual knowledge through the sys-
tem configuration of its LLM. Utilizing these architecturally enhanced agents, we develop
an advanced digital simulation system enabling flexible environment configuration, finan-
cial reasoning, behavior generation, and agent interaction. Given the features that taking
agents’ mental factors into account and scrutinizing interactions [21], we name it interac-
tive behavioral simulation system. It effectively transforms complex real-world interactions
into manageable digital simulations. The agents operate according to their defined charac-
teristics and interact based on environmental parameters, including news events, investor
sentiment, market information, and related factors. Simulation results provide empirically
grounded insights for market prospect under specified conditions, offering analytical and
decision-making support.

We also examine the behavioral alignment between LLM agents and human market
participants through an evaluation methodology grounded in behavioral economics theory.
According to the prospect theory [28], people asymmetrically perceive losses as more signif-
icant than equivalent gains, a bias that consistently leads to irrational decision-making in
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financial markets [31].

2 Results

2.1 Overview of Hierarchical knowledge Architecture and Interac-
tive Behavioral Simulation System

To enhance agent performance in financial contexts beyond commonsense reasoning, domain-
specific financial knowledge integration is essential for accurate market environment inter-
pretation and response generation. Drawing from cognitive science research on human
knowledge structures, we propose a novel framework: financial LLM agents implemented
through a hierarchical knowledge architecture comprising commonsense knowledge, profes-
sional expertise, and individualized knowledge representations.

As illustrated in Figure. 1 part A, this architecture is implemented by augmenting the
foundation model with domain-specific models that have undergone financial data fine-
tuning and personalization through specific cognitive profiles. When processing environ-
mental observations, an agent initially conducts analysis utilizing commonsense reasoning
aligned with its configured personal knowledge configurations. To enhance the analytical
precision through domain expertise, the agent engages in an iterative consultation process
with an expert language model, which generates specialized financial insights. Following
multiple iterations of refined reasoning, the action generation phase employs a specialized
generator, derived from real-world market transaction data, to transform the agent’s textual
behavioral tendencies into exact quantitative trading action. This methodology, as opposed
to direct quantitative output generation by the LLM, ensures enhanced alignment with real-
world investor behavior patterns while mitigating potential token-based biases inherent in
language models during numerical content generation.

We have developed an interactive behavioral simulation system (Figure. 1 part B) which
organizes our agents to rehearse market transactions. The system architecture enables
diverse initial market parameters including price dynamics, trading protocols, and investor
characteristics to be configured through natural language interfaces. Through multiple
iterations of chronological simulation under specified conditions, the system generates and
maintains comprehensive behavioral data that serve as empirical foundations for market risk
management strategies. This simulation framework facilitates the systematic evaluation of
market dynamics under varying conditions while maintaining computational tractability and
behavioral authenticity.

2.2 Simulation of The Tsingshan Nickel Incident

We choose an influential incident as the experimental simulation scenario. The Tsingshan
nickel incident of March 2022 was a significant market disruption in the global nickel futures
market. It was triggered by a combination of geopolitical tensions, supply concerns, and
a large short position held by Tsingshan Group, a major Chinese nickel producer. As
nickel price on the London Metal Exchange (LME) surged from around 29,000 dollars to
over 100,000 dollars per tonne in just two days, LME suspended trading and canceled
trades, leading to market chaos and liquidity issues. Glencore, a major commodities trader,
reportedly played a key role in the price surge by aggressively buying nickel contracts,
effectively squeezing Tsingshan’s short position. The rapid price increase triggered margin
calls and forced liquidations, exacerbating the price spike and potentially exposing Tsingshan
to billions in losses. LME’s unprecedented decision to cancel trades and suspend the market
was an attempt to prevent a cascade of defaults. The event exposed vulnerabilities in the
futures market, raised questions about market manipulation and risk management, and had
far-reaching consequences for the nickel industry and commodity trading.

Following our investigation, we categorize the agents participating in the futures sim-
ulation into the following distinct classes: Tsingshan Group, manages nickel futures by
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Figure 1: Overview of Hierarchical knowledge Architecture and Interactive Be-
havioral Simulation System. Part A, Our financial large language model (LLM)
agent utilizes hierarchical knowledge architecture to supplement financial knowledge in
reasoning and action generation. Reasoning knowledge is obtained through the textual con-
versation or consultation with the expert language model. Action knowledge is obtained
through the generation process of a specialized generator trained on action datasets. Per-
sonal knowledge is obtained through textual system configuration of LLMs. Part B, Inter-
active behavioral simulation system, organizing agents to conduct simulation, is separated
into four parts. Initialization module, simulation module, and output module constitute the
simulator. Outside the simulator, human actions processed by a series of interfaces are the
input of simulator and the postprocess of simulator output.

leveraging production capacity and market information to maximize profits. Their strategy
involves selling at peak prices during surges and subsequently lowering prices through in-
creased supply to maintain long-term market dominance. Glencore Company, utilizes its
substantial capital reserves to influence commodities price, aiming to capitalize on market
opportunities to ensure Glencore’s dominance in the commodities market. Institutional
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Investor, with significant capital and market expertise, focuses on providing stable returns
through detailed analysis and strategic execution. Nickel Buyer, engages in nickel trad-
ing on LME with the objective of securing futures contracts at stable, competitive prices.
It ensures a consistent nickel supply for industrial production while avoiding purchases at
abnormally high prices during market spikes. Aggressive Investor, pursues high-risk,
high-reward opportunities, exploiting market volatility for short-term gains. Conservative
Investor, emphasizes long-term holding and gradual position building to achieve stable,
reliable returns. Prioritizes patience and risk management, avoiding frequent trades and
basing decisions on comprehensive market analysis and risk assessments. To optimize com-
putational resources, we represent large quantities of investors as aggregated agent groups
embodying these characteristics. The simulation comprises ten rounds, representing the
period from February 2022 to March 2022.

We conduct three times of simulation with the same initial settings and a LLM temper-
ature parameter of 1. Figure 2.(a) illustrates a consistent upward trend in Nickel futures
prices throughout the simulated period, with an accelerated rate of increase following the
onset of geopolitical tensions. Simulation 1 and Simulation 2 have very closed trajectory,
while Simulation 3 differs in the Round 3 and keeps parallel incremental trend. Take Simu-
lation 1 as example (also in the following results), this trend is mirrored in the order prices,
as evidenced in Figure 2.(b). Notably, while the lowest selling price consistently exceeds
the lowest bid price in the order book, the highest bid price surpasses the highest ask price
in Rounds 5, 6, 8, and 9. When compared to the actual price trajectory of LME Nickel
futures from February 2022 to March 2022 described in news (pre-modification prices are
unavailable), our simulation exhibits remarkably similar characteristics. These include a
sharp increase preceding the announcement of geopolitical tensions and a subsequent price
surge. The bidding behavior of our agents adheres to established market rules. With the ex-
ception of periods dominated by Glencore’s long position, the highest bid price consistently
exceeds the highest ask price. During market upward characterized by supply shortages,
the average order prices of bid prices and ask prices converge, with buyer prices marginally
higher. Figure 2.(c) presents a comparative analysis between our three simulation itera-
tions and the actual LME nickel price trajectory. The simulated prices exhibit statistically
significant correlation with actual data. At critical junctures in periods four and ten, the
simulated price closely approximates the actual market price. These macroscopic alignments
demonstrate the credibility of our simulated price trajectory.

Figure 3.(a) reveals a marked disparity in trading behavior between aggressive and con-
servative agents. The trading behavior index of aggressive agents is always greater than
that of conservative agents, maintaining an index above 0.75 throughout the simulation. In
contrast, conservative agents’ index even drops below 0.6 in Round 5.

As depicted in Figure 3.(b), the buyer agent demonstrates a gradual increase in Nickel
acquisitions during the initial four rounds. However, a notable shift occurs in Round 5,
where the agent opts to give up purchases entirely. This is followed by a resumption of
high-volume purchases from Round 6 onwards.

Aggressive investors consistently allocate a larger proportion of their capital to mar-
ket transactions compared to conservative investors. In response to influential events that
contradict prevailing market trends (as observed in the fifth round), conservative agents
significantly reduce their trading volume. The Nickel buyer agent gradually increases its
purchase orders in response to the Nickel shortage during the initial four rounds. However,
in Round 5, influenced by news of Tsingshan’s intention to short the market, it suspends
Nickel purchases, anticipating potential price inflation. Following Glencore’s long position,
the buyer resumes large-scale Nickel futures purchases to mitigate raw material costs. These
behavioral patterns demonstrate strong alignment between our simulated agents and real-
world investors in futures markets.

Figure 3.(c) illustrates Glencore’s trading behavior, characterized by a significant in-
crease in buy orders starting from Round 4, coinciding with the emergence of geopolitical
tensions. The executed order volume peaks in Round 5, exceeding 40,000 tons, and main-
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(c) Comparison of price trends in the actual market and the simulated
market

Figure 2: (a) illustrates the Nickel futures price trajectory at the beginning of each round
within three times of simulation under the same configurations. The settlement price at the
conclusion of each round is computed as the weighted average of deal prices. (b) depicts
the highest and lowest prices of both bid prices and ask prices in each round as ranges.
The trends of weighted average order prices are represented by separate lines. (c) illustrates
the comparison of the simulated nickel futures prices from three times of simulations with
the actual nickel futures prices. For the lack of stream price data of LME nickel, its price
is converted from SHFE (Shanghai Futures Exchange) nickel price which is closely related
to LME nickel price. Glencore began going long on Mar. 7th, 2022, and the market was
suspended at 03:10, Mar. 8th, 2022. Each round of simulated trading represents four hours
from round four when Glencore agent begins going long to round ten when Tsingshan faces
large forced liquidation in simulations.

tains a level of about 8,000 tons per round thereafter. Concurrently, the average deal price
exhibits a rapid ascent, aligning with the overall market price trajectory for Nickel futures.

Figure 3.(d) delineates the growth in Tsingshan Group’s cumulative forced liquidation
volume. A marked surge is observed following the settlement of Round 5, with steady
increments in subsequent rounds until Round 9. The liquidation volume plateaus at ap-
proximately 2.6 billion dollars by the final round.

The results reveal that Glencore capitalizes on the emergence of geopolitical tensions by
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Figure 3: (a) displays the trading behavior index for each round, representing the ratio
of actual futures contracts volume by an agent (conservative or aggressive) at its average
order price to the maximum affordable volume, thus characterizing its trading pattern. (b)
illustrates the ratio of the buyer agent’s buy orders to its maximum affordable volume.(c)
presents the volume and weighted-average price of Glencore’s completed contracts as nickel
buyer in each round from Round 4 to 10, calculated after each round’s settlement phase. (d)
illustrates Tsingshan’s cumulative forced liquidation volume from Round 4 to 10, calculated
after each round’s settlement phase.

initiating a substantial volume of buy orders in response to bullish news. When rumors of
Tsingshan’s short position circulate in the fifth round, Glencore anticipates a flood of low-
priced sell orders from Tsingshan. Consequently, Glencore places a large number of high-
priced buy orders, resulting in a significant volume of completed transactions in this round.
Subsequently, Glencore leverages its capital advantage to continue driving up market prices
through sustained high-priced buy orders. This strategy forces continuous liquidation of
Tsingshan’s sell orders due to escalating market prices until the ninth round. By this point,
all of Tsingshan’s previous sell orders are margin-deficient, despite their earlier abandonment
of the short position. This simulated sequence of events closely mirrors the real-world forced
liquidation process experienced by the Tsingshan group in LME.
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Figure 4: Price ranges and weighted average prices of bid prices and ask prices across simu-
lation rounds in ablation experiments: (a) Expert Language Model removed, (b) Specialized
Generator removed, and (c) Both components removed. The graphs depict the highest and
lowest order prices for each round.

2.3 Ablation Study of Expert Language Model and Specialized
Generator

To evaluate the efficacy of professional knowledge components, we conduct ablation stud-
ies on two critical modules of the agent architecture, the expert language model and the
specialized generator. In the expert language model ablation, we remove expert advice on
market news and trading strategies from the agents. For the specialized generator ablation,
we modify the agents’ action generation from a tendency-action pattern to a direct action
pattern where agents are required to specify precise order quantities and prices for input
into the market engine, rather than inputting a tendency into the specialized generator. All
other system and profile configurations remain consistent with the baseline experiment.

Figure 4 presents the results of our ablation studies, illustrating the impact of removing
key components from our agent architecture on order pricing dynamics.

In Figure 4.(a), we observe the effects of ablating the expert language model. The
weighted average prices of bid prices and ask prices demonstrate a consistent upward tra-
jectory across rounds. However, a notable divergence from the baseline simulation is the
persistent and substantial gap between the weighted average prices of buy and sell orders.

Figure 4.(b) depicts the results of the ablation experiment on the specialized generator.
In this scenario, the average bid prices exhibit relatively stable growth over the rounds.
In contrast, the ask prices display volatility and inconsistency. A striking observation is
the irregularity in order price ranges, with some rounds showing uniform pricing across all
orders. Furthermore, the final round’s order price of approximately 35,000 dollars per tonne
markedly differs from the baseline simulation’s 70,000 dollars per tonne.

Figure 4.(c) illustrates the outcomes of simulations using only the basic LLM agent,
with both the expert language model and specialized generator removed. This configuration
results in highly volatile and inconsistent order pricing for both buy and sell orders. Among
the various metrics analyzed, only the general price change trend bears resemblance to the
baseline simulation.

The ablation study results reveal a significant disparity in the weighted average price
gaps between sell and buy orders when the expert language model is removed from the
simulation. Analysis of the agents’ inference records indicates that this phenomenon stems
from the absence of optimal bidding strategies in trade request orders without expert ad-
vice. For instance, when faced with excessively high buying prices, agents failed to place
appropriately higher-priced selling orders in subsequent rounds, which would typically yield
greater profits. The results also demonstrate that the absence of the specialized generator
leads to a marked reduction and homogenization of the agents’ order price ranges. This can
be due to the token-by-token generation mode of large language models, where the highest
probability candidate word is preferentially selected. When tasked with direct numerical
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Figure 5: The performance of various prediction methods in forecasting the next three
days’ settlement prices for six futures contracts is evaluated based on the MSE of predicted
returns. For the first three futures contracts, additional news information was incorporated
into the predictions using LLMs, i.e. Deepseek and our proposed method.

data generation, this characteristic introduces significant bias. In the context of submit-
ted orders, agents instructed to provide specific order prices consistently gravitate towards
a uniform price point, typically 5% above the current market price. Consequently, many
rounds exhibit minimal order price ranges, with some instances of complete price unifor-
mity. This homogeneity severely compromises the fidelity of market price simulation and
undermines the overall rationality of the simulation. Therefore, the expert language model
and specialized generator module both prove to be essential components of agent for market
simulation.

2.4 Futures Simulation under Normal Market Condition

In addition to reproducing historical events and assisting in risk management, our simulation
method exhibits robust generalization capabilities. Specifically, it can simulate trading sce-
narios for targeted futures contracts by leveraging external information, with the simulated
settlement price for each trading day serving as a predictive estimate of the actual settlement
price in real-world markets. To evaluate the generalization performance of our simulation
method in price prediction, we conduct experiments on six distinct futures contracts.

Specifically, we select six futures contracts, containing energy, chemicals, finance, and
agricultural products, for our experiments: SC2501 (crude oil futures from the Shanghai
International Energy Exchange, with delivery in January 2025), SF2503 (soybean futures
from the Chicago Mercantile Exchange Group, with delivery in March 2025), TA501 (tereph-
thalic acid futures from the Zhengzhou Commodity Exchange, with delivery in January
2025), CH2503 (corn futures from the Chicago Mercantile Exchange Group, with delivery
in March 2025), IH2412 (Shanghai Stock Exchange 50 Index futures from the China Finan-
cial Futures Exchange, with delivery in December 2024), and CGC2502 (gold futures from
the New York Mercantile Exchange, with delivery in February 2025). Historical daily trad-
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ing data for these contracts are collected from their respective exchanges. Our simulation
method was initialized using this historical data, with each trading round representing a sin-
gle trading day. The settlement price for each round is recorded as the predicted value, and
when available, news information is incorporated as an external input during the simulation
process.

To assess the performance of our method, we compared it against three widely recognized
open-source time-series models: chronos-t5-large [33], timesfm-2.0-500m [34], and morai-1.1-
R-large [35]. These models predict future settlement prices based on historical settlement
prices (past 128 trading day) of the futures contracts. Additionally, we include DeepSeek,
the LLM integrated into our simulation framework. DeepSeek predicts future settlement
prices using settlement prices from the five days preceding the prediction date, along with
monthly and weekly price return rate and news data from the current and previous days
(when available).

We employ the Mean Squared Error (MSE) of the return rate as the evaluation metric.
Let s0 represent the futures settlement price on the last day of historical data, and let
si, i ∈ [1, n] denote the actual settlement price of the futures contract on day i in the future,
where n is the number of prediction days. The true return rate is yi =

si−s0
s0

. Similarly, let
ŝi, i ∈ 1, 2, 3 denote the predicted settlement price on day i. The predicted return rate is
ŷi =

ŝi−s0
s0

. The return rate MSE is defined as:L = 1
n

∑n
i=1(yi − ŷi)

2. In our experiments,
n = 3.

The experimental results are shown in Figure. 5. For SC2501, TA501, and IH2412,
news information is incorporated into the simulation. For SC2501 and TA501, our method
consistently outperform the baseline models over a three-day horizon, indicating that the
simulation framework effectively captures the market impact of news and translates it into
more accurate price predictions. However, for IH2412, even with the inclusion of news
information, our method’s performance is suboptimal, ranking nearly the lowest among the
compared approaches. We hypothesize that this discrepancy arises from the complex market
dynamics of stock index futures, which are influenced not only by external information
but also by policy changes and macroeconomic conditions—factors that are not adequately
expressed in limited news information.

In scenarios where news information is unavailable (GCG2502, CH2503, SF2503), our
method performs comparably poorly relative to the baseline models. This suggests that
our model relies heavily on news data to predict market fluctuations and make informed
decisions. Without such information, the model struggles to capture market volatility, un-
derscoring the critical role of news data in our simulation framework. Furthermore, we
observe that DeepSeek’s predictive performance is significantly degraded in the absence of
news information, highlighting its dependence on external data for accurate market model-
ing. However, when news information is included, DeepSeek demonstrat substantial perfor-
mance improvements, emphasizing the importance of external data in enhancing its market
understanding and predictive capabilities.

The results highlight both the strengths and limitations of our approach. Our simulation
method effectively leverages external information, such as news and market price, to generate
accurate price predictions for certain futures contracts, particularly in sectors like energy
and chemicals. However, its performance deteriorates significantly in the absence of news
information or in markets with more complex dynamics, such as stock index futures. These
findings suggest that our method is not universally applicable and requires further refinement
to improve its adaptability and robustness across diverse market scenarios.

2.5 Behavioral Alignment Validation through Prospect Theory Ex-
periments

Inspired by Prospect Theory [28], which offers an explanation for human irrationality in
monetary decision-making, we validate the behavioral alignment between agents and human.

We replicate and adapt prospect theory experiments conducted on human for LLM
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Question ERNIE-Bot DeepSeek-V2 Qwen1.5-32B Human Question Prospect

1 B B B B Positive
2 A A A A Positive
3 B B B B Positive
4 A B B A Negative
5 A A A A Positive
6 A B B B Negative
7 B B B B Positive
8 A B A A Negative
9 A A B A Positive
10 B B A B Negative
11 B B B B Positive
12 B B B B Positive
13 B B B A Negative
14 B B A B Positive
15 A B B A Negative
16 B B B A Positive
17 B B B B Negative

Table 1: The results of questionnaires completed by three types of LLM agents, compared
with the original human experiment results reported by Kahneman [28]. Options A or
B indicate the majority choice made by agents or human in the questionnaire. Bold
options represent choices made by LLM agents that align with human choices. The ‘Question
Prospect’ column distinguishes between ‘Positive’ (gaining money) and ‘Negative’ (losing
money) scenarios in monetary decision-making.

agents. We utilize a questionnaire that closely mirrors the structure employed in the orig-
inal human studies, comprising single-choice questions that present different risk-reward
scenarios. For example, an agent might be asked to choose between a guaranteed gain of
450 dollars and a 50% chance of gaining 1000 dollars, or between a certain loss of 450 dollars
and a 50% chance of losing 1000 dollars.

In contrast to the research conducted by Liu [36], which evaluated LLMs’ decision-
making without personas and demonstrated their tendency to assume human behavior is
more rational than it actually is, we aim to investigate whether LLM agents with diverse
personas exhibit irrational behavior similar to human. Specifically, the LLM agents in our
evaluation are configured with distinct personas (Supplementary Note 1: Agent Types and
Personas) that reflect the diversity of human cognitive and emotional profiles.

We conduct prospect theory questionnaire-based experiments. Commercial model ERNIE-
Bot [37], DeepSeek-V2-0628 [38], and open-source model Qwen1.5-32B [39] are selected as
our LLM models empowering agents. By comparing the agents’ choices to those of human
subjects from the statistical experimental results reported by Kahneman [28], we can deter-
mine whether the statistical distributions of choices made by LLM agents align with those
of human participants.

Each agent completes a questionnaire comprising 17 questions about monetary gains or
losses, mirroring the original experiments (Supplementary Note 2: Monetary Questions of
Prospect Theory). To mitigate potential biases related to option order, we implement a
systematic randomization of choice sequences for each agent.

The results of comparison between LLM and human in Table. 1 show that agents powered
by commercial models demonstrate alignment with human choices in 14 out of 17 questions
for ERNIE-Bot, and 12 out of 17 for DeepSeek, while agents utilizing the open-source Qwen
model align in 10 out of 17 questions. Categorizing questions by prospect type, ERNIE-
Bot agents match human choices in 9 out of 10 positive prospect questions and 5 out of 7
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negative prospect questions. DeepSeek agents achieve 8 out of 10 and 4 out of 7, while Qwen
agents match 7 out of 10 and 3 out of 7 for positive and negative prospects, respectively.
The discrepancies between LLM agents’ and human choices are predominantly observed in
negative prospect scenarios. Specifically, 2 out of 3 mismatches for ERNIE-Bot, 3 out of 5
for DeepSeek, and 4 out of 7 for Qwen occur in negative prospect questions.

The statistics reveal that agents empowered by commercial models exhibit superior align-
ment with human decision-making compared to those utilizing open-source models. The
highest matching rate achieved by an LLM agent is 14/17 ≈ 82%, indicating a robust com-
prehension of character settings and behavior consistent with their knowledge. We think
LLMs understand the behavioral biases of diverse individuals during pre-training, and pro-
file or role-play prompt guides an agent to a specific bias through token-by-token generation
process. Despite relative weaknesses in decision-making regarding negative prospects, LLM
agents, particularly those powered by advanced commercial models, demonstrate a promis-
ing capacity to reproduce irrational behaviors observed in financial markets.

3 Discussion

From a theoretical perspective, the inherent complexity of financial markets, characterized
by chaotic interactions among individuals, precludes the use of closed-form expressions or
precise distributions to predict future states [19, 20]. Consequently, there exists no fixed
distribution of individual behaviors and states in complex financial markets. As evidenced
by the price trends shown in Figure 2a, Simulation 1 and Simulation 3, despite sharing
same configurations, yield distinct final system states through the complex interactions
of agent behaviors. This diversity of outcomes under same conditions is an unexpected
phenomenon when concerning the predictable behaviors observed in simulations of simple
organized systems (e.g., classical mechanics) or the fixed distributions characteristic of com-
plex disorganized systems (e.g., statistical mechanics) [40]. However, It is a natural
consequence of chaotic systems, where even slight differences in some states can
lead to dramatically divergent future trajectories.

Within our experiments, the temperature parameters of the LLM agents and specialized
generator introduce randomness analogous to the variable choices made by human under
repeated identical conditions [41]. It is this slight difference introduced by randomness that
finally results in the disparate price increments observed in Round 3 across Simulation 1, 2,
and 3. Despite these divergences, both simulation results remain reasonable and plausible
within the context of a chaotic system. It implies that an increased volume of data, partic-
ularly data that diverges from existing historical patterns, facilitates a more comprehensive
analysis of the system. Relying solely on outputs from deep learning models or other math-
ematical expressions may prove ineffective, as these approaches invariably produce actions
conforming to distributions derived from limited market data inputs. The incorporation of
open-domain environmental factors influencing individuals in financial markets (e.g., news,
confidence, character) is crucial. Interactive behavioral simulation uniquely combines the
advantages of existing techniques while addressing the shortcomings of models that neglect
interaction. As such, it currently represents the most viable method for extending or gen-
erating novel data for market risk management.

The potential utility of our interactive behavioral simulation system is evident in sce-
narios such as the aftermath of significant geopolitical events [42, 43]. Had this system been
available to Tsingshan following the onset of geopolitical tensions, it could have provided
valuable insights for market risk management, potentially enabling the company to abandon
its short position and mitigate losses. More broadly, this system represents a powerful tool
for informing critical decision-making processes in complex market environments.

The experimental results substantiate the significant implications of paradigm integra-
tion methodology in addressing problems of organized complexity proposed by Wang [21].
Agents based on hierarchical knowledge architectures successfully overcome the limitations
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inherent in the third paradigm (conventional simulation techniques), specifically the ideal-
ization and formalization constraints of simulation units. Simultaneously, advanced digital
simulation technology mitigates the constraints of the fourth paradigm (data science), which
typically relies on relatively static historical data distributions to infer future system dy-
namics. Experimental evidence demonstrates that interactive behavioral simulation, when
applied to futures markets, not only achieves accurate historical event reproduction but
also exhibits the capability to reasonably extrapolate the potential market impacts of un-
precedented events. Given open-domain environmental information, this approach demon-
strates superior predictive performance and interpretability compared to current mainstream
fourth-paradigm methodologies. We believe that the interactive behavioral simulation sys-
tem, which integrates elements from the second, third, and fourth paradigms, shows promis-
ing potential as an enhanced analytical tool applicable across various financial contexts and
other complex systems.

However, limitation remains. Scalability is a critical challenge not only for our system
but for all LLM agent-based simulations. The computational resources and associated costs
can escalate exponentially, potentially reaching prohibitive levels. For example, our current
experimental setup requires approximately 22 hours to complete a single simulation iteration
with just 10 agents serially. Recent research, such as the work by [44], has begun to address
these scaling challenges. We believe that, with continued advancements in this domain, the
scalability of interactive behavioral simulation systems will become increasingly feasible in
the near future.

4 Methods

The methods articulated in this work represent a specialized deployment for behavioral simu-
lation methodology addressing organizational complexity within complex systems, originally
conceptualized by Wang [21], in financial domain contexts. Specifically, within the finan-
cial scenario, the proposed “Model Tower” architecture integrates a sophisticated approach
that synthesizes financial expert language models with specialized generator designed to
simulate financial market behaviors. Furthermore, predicated on the Financial LLM Agent
architecture, the research elaborates a comprehensive communication protocol between the
financial market simulator engine and our agents, thereby facilitating nuanced behavioral
simulation within financial market environments.

4.1 Hierarchical Knowledge Architecture for Financial LLMAgents

The primary objective of enhancing agents is to better align their behavior with human
decision-making in financial markets. Given LLM agents with diverse profiles ensure the
tendency of irrational monetary behaviors, the remaining challenge lies in integrating fi-
nancial knowledge, without which the agents would struggle to comprehend the simulation
environment and user input effectively. We categorize the required financial knowledge into
two distinct types: reasoning-related knowledge and action-related knowledge. In our hierar-
chical knowledge architecture, wherein an expert language model and a specialized generator
augment the foundation LLM to incorporate these two types of knowledge respectively.

The expert language model is trained or finetuned on domain-specific data, particularly
financial analysis texts such as news articles, reports, earnings call transcripts, etc. This
model serves to evaluate and refine the agent’s initial reasoning on its observations. The
expert model provides corrections or advice, which are then formatted as input for a second
reasoning process. The degree to which agents accept this advice of financial knowledge
varies according to their individual profiles, simulating real-world investors’ varying levels
of receptivity to market information and expert analysis. Following this second reasoning
phase, the agent formulates its final evaluation of observation, expressed as an investment
tendency.
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The specialized generator is a generative model designed to translate agents’ investment
tendencies into concrete actions, taking into account real-world action distributions. We
posit that the distribution of actions under specific tendencies remains relatively stable,
while the distribution of tendencies in response to open-domain news and specific market
information is highly dynamic. LLMs typically exhibit abnormal biases in generating specific
actions due to their token-by-token generation pattern [45]. For instance, when instructed
to simulate a dice roll, an LLM agent may produce a significantly higher frequency of ‘four’
outcomes than the expected 1

6 probability [21]. By equipping a specialized generator, similar
to existing tool-using functions [46], our agents can produce more authentic and accurate
actions within the simulation environment. Specialized generator should be a generator
trained on categorized investment action data set. Within this data set, action of different
investment tendencies and investor styles should be separated. The specialized generator
trained on this data set takes tendency and investor style as input and outputs orders,
representing the mapping from investors’ tendencies to specific actions. In comparison with
existing generators that map historical price data to next orders, our specialized generator
leverages well-processed market reasoning information provided by foundational model and
expert language model, concentrating on the simpler mapping with less market dynamics.

The financial LLM agents in our experimental framework are constructed using state-
of-the-art pre-trained models. The foundational LLM employed is DeepSeek-V2-0628, a
Chinese LLM developed by DeepSeek [38]. For specialized financial analysis, we utilize
CFGPT2-7B, a Chinese financial expert language model provided by Li [47]. Due to the
absence of trading data, we implement a specialized order generator that transforms trading
tendencies into orders based on a normal distribution with corresponding mean and standard
deviation extracted from historical transaction data through k-means clustering.

4.2 Interactive Behavioral Simulation System

The interactive behavioral simulation system integrates agents, a simulation engine, and
user interfaces. Users primarily control the simulation system through a series of natural
language interfaces to configure and participate in the simulation. The system also supports
a fully automated mode where all participants are agents, allowing continuous simulation
without user input intervals.

The initialization module provides two primary interfaces: the engine configuration in-
terface and the agent configuration interface. Through the engine configuration interface,
users specify initial market conditions, trading rules, and simulation duration. The engine
is then initialized based on these parameters, along with predefined rules that emulate real-
world market mechanisms, such as deal execution and account settlement protocols. The
agent configuration interface allows users to define agent profiles, account information, and
agents’ models (including model selection, temperature, and top p values for our agent im-
plementation). Upon completion of these configurations, the agents synchronize with the
engine settings, concluding the initialization phase.

The simulation module executes iterative simulations in time steps, or ‘frames’. At the
beginning of each frame, users have the option to input new environmental information,
such as news or agent-specific information, in natural language format to influence the
simulation dynamics. Subsequently, users can either actively participate by submitting
transaction requests (in a format consistent with agent inputs) or passively observe agent
interactions. For example, if the user is one of the characters in some simulation, he or she
is allowed to directly input actions in this phase, enhancing simulation authenticity, instead
of guiding his duplicated agent. Alternatively, users can design and deploy an agent as their
proxy, enabling fully automated system operation. The engine processes all market behavior
inputs—from both agents and users—as requests, updates the simulated market states, and
generates interaction outputs. The simulation concludes after a predetermined number of
rounds.

The output module constructs a database to store data generated during the simulation

14



process. Agent interactions are preserved as graph-structured data frames, while engine-
processed records are stored in relational tables. These data sets constitute the primary
outputs of the simulator and are presented through a specialized analysis interface. This
interface facilitates manual market risk management analyses referring to the simulation
outcomes.

To elucidate the simulation procedure of our interactive behavioral simulation system, we
present a detailed example. (Notations in Extended Table. 2, Algorithm in Supplementary
Note 3: )

During the initialization phase, the user configures agents A , and concurrently, the
engine E is initialized with configurations. The engine then synchronizes these data with
the database and agents to ensure consistency. Finally, the action records set A is initialized
as an empty set.

The simulator executes n rounds of simulation, where n is user-defined. In each round
i, the user first inputs market-influencing information Ui. Subsequently, each agent a ∈
A observes and analyzes Ui along with current market data (e.g., prices, major holders)
retrieved from the database via engine queries. To refine its market trend analysis, each
agent calls an expert language model for advice. The trading phase commences after all
agents complete their observations and analyses.

The trading phase in each round comprises five consecutive turns. At the onset of this
phase, the set of order requests T is initialized as empty. For each turn, every agent a
performs the following steps:

1. Retrieve its account information ma from the engine E .

2. Formulate a preliminary trading strategy based on its account state and its attitude
towards the market.

3. Consult the expert language model to refine its trading tendency.

4. Utilize a specialized generator to transform the trading tendency into quantitative
order requests t, which are then appended to the set T.

The engine E then matches requests and generates a set of successful deals Tsuccess. T is
updated by removing matched requests. Both T and Tsuccess are merged into the actions
set A and stored in the database.

Upon receiving matching results, each agent a determines whether to withdraw un-
matched requests. Withdrawn requests Tw are removed from T. As the conclusion of
the trading phase, the engine E executes settlement for all deals across the five turns and
updates market and account states accordingly.

At the termination of each round, analogous to the close of a trading day, each agent a
conducts reflection of its strategy and actions. This reflection serves as input for decision-
making in subsequent round.
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A Notations of Simulation Procedure

Table 2: Notations of simulation procedure

Notation Description

A{ai} The set of agents
E The engine
n The number of rounds
A The set of actions and interactions in whole procedure

T{ti} The set of order requests in a specific round
Tsuccess The set of successfully matched transactions

Tw The set of order requests to be withdrawn
Ui The information input by the user in round i
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