Strategy Evaluation Checklist

Criterion Status Notes

Believable Core Logic [ Promotes comparative handicapping
principles, but provides zero transparent
mathematical formulas or specific rating
breakdowns.

Out-of-Sample X No quantitative backtesting, out-of-sample

Sustainability data splits, or strike-rate/ROI tracking
demonstrated.

Mathematically Likely to X Completely omits market price comparison,

Succeed (+EV Focus) exchange commission, over-rounds, and
expected value (+EV) calculations.

Robustness Against X Relies entirely on broad, generic buzzwords

Overfitting / Vague ("structure," "clarity," "comparative

Heuristics framework") without testable rules.

Sound Risk/Reward & X No staking plan, liability management, or

Staking Model bankroll allocation rules discussed.

Practical Market X Pure promotional overview; shows no live

Execution

exchange ladders, liquidity assessments, or
entry/exit execution rules.

BS Factor Rating: 38 /100

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

Critique & Score Justification



This video by Trading The Market serves as an advertorial/teaser for their proprietary Sports 1Q
Horse Ratings centered around the high-profile Aintree Grand National Festival. While it avoids
making explicit "get-rich-quick" claims, the video provides virtually zero actionable or testable
quantitative methodology.

Key Breakdown of Flaws:

1. Vague Buzzwords in Place of Mathematical Rigor:

o The video repeats phrases like "structured approach,” "comparative framework,"
"understanding the shape of the field," and "clarity over certainty" without
showing a single formula, dataset, or concrete rating example from the Grand
National card.

o In quantitative sports trading, ratings are only useful if they can be translated into
implied probabilities and compared against available Betfair prices to establish
positive expected value (+EV). Discussing ratings without referencing market
prices is fundamentally meaningless for trading.

2. Absence of Quantitative Validation & Edge Proof:

o There is no backtest, no historical Archie score, no $p$-value calculation, and no
longitudinal sample of how these ratings perform in 30+ runner handicap
steeplechases.

o Treating the Grand National—one of the highest-variance, unique handicap races
in global horse racing—as a showcase for a generic rating tool without discussing
variance or drawdowns is misleading to amateur traders.

3. Pure Top-of-Funnel Subscription Marketing:

o The video exists solely to establish broad credibility around a major festival to
funnel viewers into the paid Sports |Q software subscription ecosystem.

o It avoids specific trade recommendations or testable rules, shielding the
proprietary ratings from immediate public scrutiny while positioning the software
as an indispensable analytical tool.

Summary

The video scores 38/100 because while it tempers expectations (stating it is "not about
certainty” and "not a shortcut"), it delivers pure marketing generalities with zero mathematical
substance, pricing theory, or verifiable edge demonstration.
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