Strategy Evaluation Checklist

Criterion Status

Believable Core Logic !

Out-of-Sample ) ¢
Sustainability

Mathematically Likely ) ¢
to Succeed (+EV
Focus)

Robustness Against X
Overfitting / Black-Box
Bias

Sound Risk/Reward & ) ¢
Staking Model

Practical Market |
Execution

BS Factor Rating: 39/ 100

Notes

Discusses eliminating emotional
decision-making, but relies on an opaque
"150 data point decision tree" algorithm that
acts as an automated black box.

Advises massive volume (2,149 trades in
April alone) without out-of-sample statistical
validation (e.g. 70/30 split), train/test
partitions, or $p$-value tracking.

Emphasizes "headline strike rates" and match
profiling while completely omitting odds value,
market efficiency, and Betfair commission
drag.

Classic black-box marketing: claims the
algorithm "filters contradictions and finds
patterns" without providing verifiable
mathematical formulas or reproducible logic.

No bankroll sizing, liability management,
maximum drawdown thresholds, or
sequence-of-losses modeling provided.

High trade volume (70+ trades/day) creates
severe execution drag, liquidity constraints in
minor summer leagues, and high commission
impact.



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

Critique & Score Justification

This video by Trading The Market introduces TradeSense, an automated football trade-profiling
module and historical tracking tool integrated into their Sports IQ platform. While the presenter
makes valid qualitative points regarding the danger of emotional trading and the necessity of
reviewing large sample sizes, the underlying commercial offering is a classic retail
black-box tipping and software retention funnel.

Key Breakdown of Flaws:
1. The "150 Data Point Black-Box" Fallacy:

o

The video claims TradeSense runs a complex decision tree weighing "over 150
separate data points" to automatically determine whether to enter or pass on a
match.

In quantitative machine learning and sports analytics, complex multi-parameter
decision trees without published shrinkage, regularisation, or train/test holdout
validation suffer from severe overfitting to historical noise.

Hiding the exact mathematical rules behind an opaque proprietary algorithm
prevents users from verifying whether an authentic mathematical edge exists.

2. Total Absence of Odds, Value (+EV), & Market Price Dynamics:

o

The entire premise focuses on "profiling teams that start fast, fade late, or ship
goals," while ignoring market price.

In liquid betting exchange markets, team scoring rates and defensive deficiencies
are already priced into the odds. Recommending trades based solely on match
characteristics without comparing model-derived probabilities against available
exchange odds cannot generate positive expected value (+EV).

3. Extreme Turnover & Execution Friction:

o

The video boasts that TradeSense generated 2,149 trade selections in April
alone (~71 trades per day), continuing through obscure global summer leagues.
Executing 70+ trades daily across minor leagues introduces massive turnover,
high liquidity slippage, and cumulative Betfair commission drag (2%—5% on
winning markets), which erodes theoretical edges and accelerates capital
depletion on unhedged trades.

4. Tiered Paywall Funnel:

o

o

While basic aggregate strike rates are displayed to free users, granular fixture
logs, entry data, and half-time/full-time outcomes are paywalled behind the
Sports 1Q Pro tier.

The video uses rhetoric against "cherry-picked screenshots" to position its own
paywalled tracker as the solution, while ultimately selling a subscription to an
automated picks generator.
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