
Strategy Evaluation Checklist 

Criterion Status Notes 

Believable Core Logic ❌ Cherry-picks a single "day in the life" where 
every featured trade won across football, 
horses, and greyhounds; relies on subjective 
post-hoc narrative fitting. 

Out-of-Sample 
Sustainability 

❌ Zero separation of training/test data; 
presents an $N=1$ day variance streak as 
proof of a permanent trading edge. 

Mathematically Likely to 
Succeed (+EV Focus) 

❌ Ignores true expected value pricing; 
confuses short-term win rate with positive 
mathematical expectation after exchange 
commission and liability risk. 

Robustness Against 
Overfitting / 
Survivorship Bias 

❌ Textbook survivorship bias: compiles only 
green winning trades while omitting the 
broader losing runs inherent to high-odds 
laying and favorite backing. 

Sound Risk/Reward & 
Staking Model 

❌ Laying greyhounds at odds of 4.0–5.0 with 
£100 stakes (£300–£400 liability per trade) 
without long-term bankroll sizing or 
sequence-of-loss modeling. 

Practical Market 
Execution 

⚠️ Shows live Betfair execution screens, but 
downplays liquidity friction, late matching 
queue risks, and in-play spread width. 

BS Factor Rating: 18 / 100 



(100 = Sound, mathematically robust, and achievable; 0 = Totally unbelievable, unsustainable, 
and guaranteed to fail) 

Critique & Score Justification 
This video by Trading The Market presents a "day in the life" trade log across multiple sports 
(football, UK horse racing, and greyhounds) using their proprietary Sports IQ web tool. While 
styled as an authentic live trading diary, it relies on classic retail marketing tropes: extreme 
survivorship bias, cherry-picked 100% win days, and an opaque black-box subscription 
funnel. 

Key Breakdown of Flaws: 
1.​ The "100% Win Day" Survivorship Trap ($N=1$ Bias): 

○​ The video selectively showcases a single day where every trade conveniently hit: 
laying Under 1.5 in Polish football, backing short-priced horse racing favorites 
(Oak Soldier @ 2.72, Cologne @ 2.40), and laying greyhounds at Newcastle and 
Yarmouth. 

○​ In quantitative sports trading, single-day compilation logs carry zero statistical 
validity. Anyone executing multiple trades daily will eventually experience an 
all-green day through pure random variance. Presenting an isolated winning day 
as proof of a repeatable edge is misleading to novice traders. 

2.​ Severe Asymmetric Laying Liability: 
○​ The presenter executes £100 lay stakes on greyhounds (e.g., Trap 3 Swift King) 

at odds between 4.0 and 5.0+. 
○​ Laying at 4.5 requires risking £350 of liability to return a net profit of £98 (after 

2% commission). In competitive graded greyhound racing, dogs with low rating 
profiles still win frequently due to first-bend bumping and track dynamics. A small 
sequence of consecutive lay losses will inflict severe, irreversible drawdowns on 
an account sized for £100 units. 

3.​ Proprietary Black-Box Metrics ("Match IQ", "Grade IQ", "True Grade"): 
○​ The selections are justified using proprietary ratings (e.g., "79 vs 21 Match IQ", 

"35.55% Grade IQ", "A8 True Grade in an A6 race") with zero mathematical 
transparency regarding how these composite scores are computed, whether they 
are overfitted, or if they account for market efficiency. 

○​ Heuristics are framed as deterministic (e.g., "this screams false favorite," "it 
doesn't need luck, it just needs to run its race"), ignoring the probabilistic realities 
of exchange markets. 

4.​ Marketing & Subscription Pitch: 
○​ The video creates artificial urgency ("this isn't something that's going to stay quiet 

forever... the edge shrinks... hit subscribe and sign up for £12/month"). 
○​ It serves as a direct top-of-funnel customer acquisition tool for the Sports IQ web 

app rather than providing verifiable, reproducible quantitative education. 
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