Strategy Evaluation Checklist

Criterion Status
Believable Core X
Logic

Out-of-Sample ) ¢

Sustainability

Mathematically Likely =~ ¢
to Succeed (+EV
Focus)

Robustness Against ) ¢
Overfitting /
Hallucination

Sound Risk/Reward & X
Execution Model

Practical Market )¢
Execution

Notes

Relies on LLM-prompted text outputs
wrappered as a trading model; produces
internal contradictions (e.g. favoring team A in
match odds but team B in correct scores for the
same fixture).

No quantitative backtesting, no train/test data
splitting, and no historical $p$-value tracking.
Relies on ad-hoc 10-match historical
summaries.

Evaluates win probabilities arbitrarily (e.g.
giving a 55% model estimate on a 1.15 market
favorite in a friendly) without understanding
market efficiency or exchange over-rounds.

The software frequently hallucinates, swaps
favorite/underdog designations, and generates
contradictory advice across different strategy
prompt tabs.

Vague, discretionary exit instructions ("exit if xG
looks bad" or "get out at 70 mins") with zero
mathematical stop-loss or bankroll sizing rules.

Fails on basic data integrity; produces
nonsensical international friendly pairings (e.g.
San Marino vs Bangladesh) and wild probability
discrepancies.



BS Factor Rating: 15/ 100

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

Critique & Score Justification

This video is a recorded members' Q&A session by Sports Trading Life demonstrating the
"Football Trading Genie", an Al-driven trade generation interface. The presentation reveals
that the software is essentially an unconstrained Large Language Model (LLM) wrapper
attempting to generate trading advice from raw recent match stats, resulting in severe analytical
and structural flaws.

Key Breakdown of Flaws:

1. Severe Algorithmic Inconsistency & Hallucination:

O

Members raised questions regarding why the tool directly contradicts itself on the
same match (e.g., advising a Lay the Draw / Back the Favorite on Bulgaria, while
the Correct Score prompt advises backing underdog scorelines for Moldova).
The host rationalizes this by explaining that different buttons run different LLM
prompts ("it's like looking at two different brains" and "the correct score Al has
fewer guardrails and is allowed to think for itself"). In systematic sports trading,
having non-deterministic, conflicting outputs for the same underlying match state
is the hallmark of an ungrounded LLM wrapper, not a quantitative model.

2. Absence of Quantitative Pricing / Expected Value (+EV):

o

The tool generates crude win probabilities and trading plans based on arbitrary
10-match rolling form. When testing a friendly match (Hong Kong vs Mongolia),
the market had Hong Kong priced at 1.15 (~87% implied probability), yet the
Genie estimated a 55% win probability and suggested an Over 3.5 Goals
insurance trade.

The presenter admits he "would not touch this with a bargepole," highlighting that
the underlying data feeds and probability calculations are completely uncalibrated
against real market dynamics.

3. Discretionary Shifting of Blame to the User:

O

o

When asked how to execute trades, the advice shifts entirely away from system
rules to vague subjective discretion ("use it as an idea like Dragon's Den, then
watch the live xG and decide if you want to get out").

If a trade fails, it is framed as the user failing to "adapt" in-play or suffering from
"big match syndrome," while winning trades are attributed to the Al's "analysis."

4. Product Upselling & Course Ecosystem:

o

The software is integrated with paid course strategies ("Fireball", "Snowball",
"60/40 System", "Gambit Trades"). Viewers are encouraged to email to purchase
missing strategy modules.
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