
StockMem: An Event-Reflection Memory Framework for Stock
Forecasting

He Wang
wanghe@stu.sufe.edu.cn

Shanghai University of Finance and Economics
Shanghai, China

Wenyilin Xiao
2019212701@live.sufe.edu.cn

Shanghai University of Finance and Economics
Shanghai, China

Songqiao Han∗
han.songqiao@sufe.edu.cn

Shanghai University of Finance and Economics
Shanghai, China

Hailiang Huang∗
hlhuang@mail.shufe.edu.cn

Shanghai University of Finance and Economics
Shanghai, China

Abstract
Stock price prediction remains challenging due to market volatility
and sensitivity to real-time events. The development of large lan-
guage models (LLMs) has opened up new possibilities for text-based
stock prediction. While LLMs possess powerful text comprehension
capabilities, their effective application in complex real-world tasks
often relies on specialized memory modules to enable the consis-
tent and stable utilization of relevant historical information. Con-
siderable research has been devoted to constructing such memory
architectures. However, when confronted with the vast volume of
noisy online news data, general-purpose memory architectures face
substantial challenges in stock prediction tasks: the text does not
contain explicit answers and is filled with noise irrelevant to price
movements. The core issue lies in how to autonomously identify
and infer the key information and underlying logic that drive stock
prices movements from unstructured text. To address this challenge,
this paper proposes an event-reflection dual-layer memory frame-
work. During the knowledge construction phase, the framework
performs in-depth mining of extracted structured events along two
dimensions: horizontal event consolidation integrates key daily
event content, while longitudinal event tracing tracks the evolution
of the same event over time. This process extracts incremental in-
formation that reflects market expectation discrepancies, ultimately
constructing a temporally-aware structured event knowledge base.
Furthermore, by analyzing the dynamic relationship between event
sequences and stock price movements, the framework refines stock
analysis knowledge to form a reflection knowledge base, thereby
achieving systematic and autonomous knowledge construction. In
the knowledge application phase, the framework involves two steps:
retrieval and reasoning. First, the recent event sequence serves as
a semantic query to retrieve semantically similar historical sce-
narios from the memory network, providing precise references
for current decision-making. Subsequently, during the reasoning
phase, the model synthesizes the recent event sequence, incremen-
tal information, and retrieved historical experience to generate
reliable predictions of stock price movements. Experimental results
validate that the proposed framework achieves superior predic-
tive performance over existing memory architectures and exhibits
stronger explainability. It can clearly trace the information chain
affecting stock prices and analyze the underlying mechanisms of
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information transmission, endowing the model with professional
reasoning capabilities comparable to those of human analysts. This
substantially enhances the transparency and trustworthiness of the
decision-making process, showing broad application potential in
complex financial semantic reasoning tasks.

CCS Concepts
•Computingmethodologies→ Information extraction;Knowl-
edge representation and reasoning; Natural language genera-
tion.

Keywords
Memory Framework for LLM, Financial news mining, Event based
knowledge, Stock Price Prediction

1 Introduction
Stock price prediction represents a fundamental and enduring chal-
lenge in quantitative finance. The pronounced volatility of stock
price sequences, coupled with their acute sensitivity to real-time
information, renders traditional numerical prediction methods inad-
equate for capturing unstructured textual signals such as breaking
news and shifts in market sentiment[10, 17, 20]. Consequently,
these approaches frequently fail to identify the key factors that
drive price movements.

The recent explosion of online textual data, combined with trans-
formative advances in the natural language understanding capabil-
ities of Large Language Models (LLMs), has significantly acceler-
ated research into text-based stock price forecasting. Despite this
progress, the majority of existing LLM-based studies remain con-
fined to shallow text analysis and immediate inference[18]. They
lack systematic knowledge integration and a long-term memory
architecture, which severely limits their ability to adapt to the
highly dynamic and complex nature of financial markets. These
limitations underscore the critical need for external memory mech-
anisms—models must not only comprehend the semantics of imme-
diate text but also possess the capability to maintain, associate, and
retrieve critical information over extended time horizons.

The unique characteristics of financial markets further exac-
erbate the inadequacy of general-purpose memory architectures.
Price fluctuations are seldom triggered by isolated events; instead,
they typically emerge from the interplay and sequential evolution
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of multiple interrelated events over time[21]. . Furthermore, the
paradigm of news-based stock prediction is fundamentally different
from traditional question-answering tasks. The prediction target
(e.g., "tomorrow’s stock price movement") is not explicitly stated
within news texts and cannot be directly queried[3]. This necessi-
tates that models actively construct dynamic market contexts from
heterogeneous information flows, identify comparable historical
patterns, and perform deep analogical reasoning to achieve a leap
from mere "text matching" to genuine "market pattern discovery."
Compounding these challenges, financial texts are inherently noisy,
containing substantial redundant and irrelevant information that
can easily obscure signals with genuine predictive value[7], making
accurate content filtering and matching a paramount concern.

When applied to stock prediction tasks, general-purposememory
architectures exhibit systematic misalignment across three key
dimensions:

• Storage Mechanism: Generic systems typically use isolated
documents or facts as storage units. In contrast, financial predic-
tion requires structured event sequences as fundamental units to
effectively capture temporal dependencies and joint effects among
events[15].

• Retrieval Mechanism: Stock prediction relies heavily on analog-
ical reasoning based on historically similar scenarios. Traditional
single-document retrieval methods based solely on semantic simi-
larity are ill-suited to support this core requirement.

• Update Mechanism: The recency-based forgetting strategies or
simplistic human forgetting curve simulations employed in generic
systems often conflict with the financial market’s need to preserve
long-term effective patterns that retain their relevance.

To address these challenges, this paper proposes a dedicated
event memory enhancement framework for financial markets, de-
signed to construct a continuously evolving, professional, and pre-
cise repository of financial knowledge and experience for LLMs.
The main contributions of this work are as follows:

•We design a structured event-centric memory architecture that
converts unstructured market texts into memory units annotated
with timestamps, event types, and relevant entities (e.g., companies,
industries). This enables explicit modeling of financial event com-
binations and temporal dependencies, organizing discrete market
information into semantically connected structured sequences and
laying a solid foundation for subsequent retrieval and reasoning.

•We develop an event sequence similarity-based retrieval mech-
anism that overcomes the limitations of traditional single-document
semantic retrieval. By using the current event sequence as a query,
our framework can accurately locate complex historical patterns
analogous to the present market context. This provides crucial sup-
port for in-depth analogical reasoning, facilitating the transition
from "text matching" to "pattern discovery."

• We validate the framework’s effectiveness through systematic
experiments. Our approach demonstrates superior stock prediction
accuracy compared to strong baseline models. Moreover, thanks to
the explicit modeling of event sequences, the framework can clearly
identify and present the key events influencing stock price trends
along with their dynamic evolution paths, significantly enhancing
the credibility of predictions and the transparency of the decision-
making process.

This research not only advances the application of LLMs in the
domain of financial forecasting but also provides a new paradigm for
the design of memory mechanisms in specialized domains. By con-
structing a domain-specific memory system, we effectively address
the adaptation problems of general frameworks in professional
scenarios, thereby establishing a solid foundation for future related
research.

Our contributions align with the track’s scope in three key
aspects: (1)Structured Knowledge Extraction: We convert noisy
web news into a temporally-structured event knowledge base, sup-
porting scalable creation of Web-based structured knowledge.(2)
Semantic-LLM Synergy: Our dual-layer memory enhances collab-
oration between structured knowledge and the reasoning ability
of LLM.(3)Web Application: We demonstrate practical value in fi-
nancial prediction, enhancing interpretability for web news-based
decision systems.We addresses the essential challenge of deriving
dynamic semantic knowledge from web corpora, fitting squarely
within the track’s focus.

2 Related Work
2.1 Memory Mechanisms for Large Language

Models
Memory mechanisms have become a critical component for en-
hancing large language models’ capacity to handle complex tasks,
undergoing an evolutionary path from parametric internal storage
to external memory systems. Parametric memory implicitly en-
codes knowledge within the model’s weights, offering advantages
in rapid access and persistent retention, yet it inherently suffers
from poor interpretability and difficulties in selective updating.

To overcome the limitations of parametric memory, researchers
have developed external memory augmentation mechanisms[19].
These approaches effectively compensate for LLMs’ constraints
in context length and knowledge integration capabilities by con-
structing sustainable, precisely accessible external knowledge sys-
tems. The development of external memory demonstrates distinct
phased characteristics: initially represented by retrieval-augmented
generation (RAG)[9], which stores unstructured text fragments in
vector databases - while partially addressing knowledge updating
issues, it only achieves shallow semantic matching. As research
deepens, the focus has gradually shifted from simple information
storage to systematic memory management, giving rise to innova-
tive architectures such as GraphRAG’s[4] knowledge graph-based
structured memory, MemGPT’s[13] operating system-like memory
management, and Zep[14] systems that further integrate temporal
knowledge engines to support joint retrieval of historical relation-
ships and dynamic contexts, significantly enhancing the reasoning
capabilities and management efficiency of memory systems.

Memory mechanism research has now evolved along several
key dimensions: in representation and storage, exploring optimal
balances between text, summaries, and structured data formats; in
indexing and retrieval, developing composite patterns that integrate
temporal, semantic, and multi-dimensional features; in update and
forgetting mechanisms, investigating intelligent evaluation meth-
ods based on information value and timeliness; and in memory uti-
lization and reasoning, focusing on seamless integration between
external knowledge and the model’s internal reasoning processes.
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Figure 1: The overall architecture of the StockMem framework.

Simultaneously, establishing systematic evaluation frameworks has
become crucial for advancing this field.

Despite significant progress in memory augmentation technolo-
gies, general architectures face particular challenges when adapting
to stock prediction tasks. In memory representation, existing sys-
tems struggle to achieve fine-grained modeling of event sequences;
in retrieval mechanisms, they lack effective matching capabilities
for historical scenario patterns; and in temporal processing, they
cannot adapt to the unique dynamic evolution patterns of financial
markets. These systematic limitations highlight the urgent need to
develop specialized memory architectures specifically designed for
the financial domain.

2.2 LLM in stock prediction
This chapter will survey the relevant literature along two primary
dimensions: first, the transition from historical pattern matching to
memorymechanisms, and second, the advancing paradigm of event-
driven prediction. Although existing studies have made remarkable
advances, significant limitations remain in integrating structured
event knowledge with traceable memory mechanisms - a critical
gap that establishes the central contribution of our work.

2.2.1 From Historical Pattern Matching to Memory Mechanisms. In
the field of time series forecasting, stock price prediction methods
based on identifying similar historical patterns had garnered signif-
icant academic attention well before the emergence of LLMs. The
core concept of these approaches — identifying patterns from his-
torical data that resemble current contexts to inform predictions —
is conceptually aligned with the Memory mechanism in LLMs. Both
paradigms share the fundamental objective of effectively storing
and retrieving external experiences or historical contexts. Early re-
search primarily relied on statistical methods. While these methods
could effectively capture numerical pattern characteristics, they
lacked the capacity to process complex market information.

With the development of deep learning, researchers began em-
ploying networks like LSTM and Transformer to automatically
learn temporal features. Transformer-based temporal models ef-
fectively captured long-term dependencies through self-attention
mechanisms, further advancing the field. The FinSeer framework
additionally introduced LLMs to retrieve numerically similar his-
torical sequences, achieving more profound feature mining.

However, these methods exhibit significant limitations in two
core dimensions. Regarding data types, most studies still primarily
rely on numerical time series, with textual information utilization
limited to shallow feature extraction, making it difficult to fully
integrate multi-source information such as market sentiment and
policy interpretation. In terms of model mechanisms, although
neural networks enhance feature learning capabilities, they lack
deep comprehension of the semantic logic underlying scenarios,
unable to establish causal relationships between event logic and
price movements, thus limiting the model’s adaptability in complex
market environments.

The emergence of LLMs has promoted a paradigm shift from his-
torical patternmatching tomemorymechanisms[22, 23]. FinMem[22]
constructed a specialized financial memory bank, achieving pre-
liminary memory functions by storing news summaries and event
embeddings. MagicNet[12] introduced a hierarchical memory ar-
chitecture, storing market information in layers according to time
granularity. However, these methods still face limitations in mem-
ory structure design: memory units mostly consist of isolated text
fragments or embedding vectors, lacking complete modeling of
continuous event development trajectories; retrieval mechanisms
rely on semantic similarity, making it difficult to support complex
scenario analogies.

Overall, in the evolutionary process from historical patterns to
memory mechanisms, existing methods still require deepening in
mining and understanding effective information, which provides a
clear direction for this paper’s research.
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Figure 2: The workflow for constructing the Event Memory, which includes event extraction, merging, and tracking.

2.2.2 Event-Driven Stock Prediction. The event-driven paradigm
aims to identify the fundamental causal mechanisms that drive
stock price movements. In the pre-LLM era, this field evolved from
event study methodology based on cumulative abnormal returns
to the automatic identification of event signals from text using
Bag-of-Words[24] models, topic models[1] , and eventually deep
learning representations like BERT[8] .

However, a common fundamental limitation persists across these
methods: they essentially remain within a "numerically-driven"
paradigm[6, 16]. Regardless of how event labels or sentiment scores
are extracted, they are ultimately fed as features into temporal mod-
els such as LSTM or Transformer. Consequently, the models learn
statistical correlations rather than event logic, suffer significant loss
of critical semantic details during the featureization process, and
lack deep reasoning capabilities.

The advent of LLMs has created opportunities for a paradigm
shift in event-driven prediction. Unlike traditional methods, LLMs
can extract complete event structures—including elements such as
type, subject, and time—directly from raw text. It can preserves
information integrity to support causal inference and provides trace-
able evidence for reasoning. Nevertheless, existing research has yet
to fully leverage the potential of LLMs. Approaches represented
by CAMEF[25], while utilizing LLMs for event extraction, subse-
quently compress the structured events into low-dimensional vec-
tors for processing by traditional neural networks. This effectively
reduces LLMs to advanced feature extractors. Such an approach
leads to the loss of event details during vectorization, lacks explicit
modeling of event relationships and temporal dynamics, and fails
to form traceable, reusable experiential memory. Our work differs
fundamentally from the aforementioned approaches. Instead of

compressing rich event structures into flattened embedding vec-
tors, we leverage them as the fundamental units for constructing a
structured event memory. By explicitly modeling event merging,
tracking, and sequencing, our framework enables direct reasoning
about event evolution trajectories and analogies across sequences.
This addresses the deficiencies of existing LLM-based methods in
event sequence correlation analysis and cross-cycle pattern match-
ing, constituting the core contribution of this paper.

3 Framework
We introduce a structured event reasoning framework for stock
price prediction. We dynamically construct an event knowledge
base from news corpora and enhance it with model feedback. This
allows the framework to retrieve and reason from historically anal-
ogous event patterns. The overall architecture is shown in Figure 1
and described in the following subsections.

3.1 Event Memory
Event memory is the core module of our framework. In this sec-
tion, we transform a continuous stream of unstructured financial
news into structured temporal sequences of market events. Figure 2
illustrates the detailed workflow for constructing event memory.

3.1.1 Event Extraction. We first adopt a technical approach that
integrates automatic iterative induction by a LLM with manual
correction to evolve a hierarchical event type system from the
raw news corpus in the training set . The final system consists of
13 event groups, each further refined into multiple specific event
types, amounting to 57 event types in total. Detailed definitions are
provided in Appendix A.
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Each event 𝐸 is defined as a structured tuple composed of the
following elements:

• Required Parameters: event group, event type, time, location,
participating entities, involved industries, and involved companies;

•Open Parameter: extended attributes dynamically supplemented
based on the event context;

• Event Description: a summarized text generated from the orig-
inal news article, intended for text vectorization in subsequent
processing steps.

3.1.2 EventMerging. For each news document𝑑 , we employ𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑒𝑥𝑡

to extract events, obtaining a raw event set 𝐸raw
𝑑

= {𝐸raw
𝑑,𝑖

}𝑛𝑑
𝑖=1, where

𝑛𝑑 denotes the number of events extracted from document 𝑑 . Given
that multiple news articles may report on the same event or de-
scribe the same event from different perspectives, the raw event
sets exhibit information fragmentation. To achieve information in-
tegration, we perform event merging on a daily basis, transcending
the limitations of individual news articles and enabling effective
fusion of daily information.

For a specific date T=t, the daily raw event set is defined as:
𝐸raw𝑡 =

⋃
𝑑∈𝐷𝑡

𝐸raw
𝑑

, where𝐷𝑡 denotes the set of all news documents
published on date 𝑡 .

To address the challenge of merging a large volume of events
while preserving the core discriminative capability of the LLM
against long-context interference and controlling computational
costs, we employ a two-stage strategy of "vector-based coarse clus-
tering + LLM-based fine-grained judgment." The specific procedure
is as follows:

• First, event descriptions are vectorized[2]: each structured
event description is encoded into an embedding vector v(𝐸). After
grouping the raw events into predefined event groups𝐺 = 𝑔, cluster
analysis is performed within each group:

C𝑡,𝑔 = Cluster
(
{v(𝐸) | 𝐸 ∈ 𝐸raw𝑡,𝑔 }

)
(1)

where 𝐸raw𝑡,𝑔 is the set of initial events in group 𝑔.
• Subsequently, 𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑚𝑒𝑟𝑔𝑒 is applied to perform fine-grained

analysis of each cluster, identifying and separating logically dis-
tinct events within the cluster. Finally, the LLM generates a unified
descriptive text for each merged event and recalibrates its event
type categorization.

Through this process, we obtain the refined daily event set
𝐸𝑡 = {𝐸𝑡,1, 𝐸𝑡,2, . . . , 𝐸𝑡,𝑛𝑡 }, where 𝑛𝑡 represents the total number
of merged events for date 𝑡 .

3.1.3 Event Tracking. Events in financial markets exhibit signifi-
cant temporal continuity, often undergoing multiple days of con-
tinuous coverage and evolution after their initial occurrence. Con-
sequently, even if an event inherently carries strong positive sen-
timent, its marginal impact on future stock prices may diminish
substantially if it has already been fully absorbed by the market over
a preceding period. This implies that stock price movements de-
pend not only on the absolute sentiment polarity (positive/negative)
of information but, more critically, on the magnitude of its devia-
tion from existing market expectations (i.e., whether it exceeds or
falls short of expectations). We define the new developments and
changes in a current event relative to its historical counterparts as
the event’s incremental information (Δ𝐼𝑛𝑓 𝑜).

Existing text-based stock prediction studies, while often utilizing
historical information within a time window, suffer from two main
limitations: firstly, unstructured text processing leads to the loss of
critical event details; secondly, they lack continuous tracking of the
complete developmental trajectory of events within the window
and fail to explicitly provide this evolutionary information to the
prediction model. These constraints prevent existing methods from
effectively leveraging incremental information.

To address the aforementioned issues, the framework proposed
in this paper explicitly models the dynamic evolution process of
events. We analyze events sequentially according to chronological
order for each day. For any event 𝐸𝑡,𝑖 on day 𝑡 , the system automat-
ically tracks its homologous event chains within the historical time
window [𝑡−𝑤, 𝑡−1]. For the purpose of event merging in the system
process, this phase still adopts a two-stage strategy of "vector-based
retrieval for coarse screening + LLM for fine judgment," as detailed
below:

• Candidate Event Retrieval: Retrieve Top-K candidate events
via vector similarity:

K = Top-𝐾𝐸hist∈𝐸 [𝑡−𝑤,𝑡−1]
(
sim(v(𝐸𝑡,𝑖 ), v(𝐸hist))

)
(2)

where 𝐸 [𝑡−𝑤,𝑡−1] = 𝐸𝑡−1 ∪ 𝐸𝑡−2 ∪ · · · ∪ 𝐸𝑡−𝑤 denotes the set of all
historical events in the window.

• Event Chain Construction: Based on 𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑘 , semantic dis-
crimination is performed on the candidate setK to identify whether
the current event 𝐸𝑡,𝑖 has a direct predecessor event 𝐸

𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑣

𝑡,𝑖
. If it ex-

ists, 𝐸𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑣
𝑡,𝑖

is added to the event chainL𝑡,𝑖 of 𝐸𝑡,𝑖 . Then starting from
𝐸
𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑣

𝑡,𝑖
, tracing continues backward recursively, reusing previously

constructed chains. To control the complexity of the event context
and ensure the model focuses on recent key information, a maxi-
mum trace depth 𝐷max = 5 is enforced, yielding a concise recent
evolution chain L𝑡,𝑖 .

• Incremental Information Extraction: The model finally ana-
lyzes the incremental information Δ𝑖𝑛𝑓 𝑜𝑡,𝑖 of the current event 𝐸𝑡, 𝑖
relative to its historical context L𝑡,𝑖 .

The resulting Δ𝑖𝑛𝑓 𝑜 serves as a key metric for quantifying the
degree to which information deviates from market expectations,
providing a crucial basis for accurate stock price prediction.

3.2 Reflection Memory
Our ultimate objective is to enable the LLM to autonomously learn a
knowledge base for analyzing stock price movements based on cur-
rent facts, thereby equipping it with the capability to predict stock
price changes. After constructing a detailed event memory bank as
situational knowledge, we provide both the true labels and event
knowledge to the model for analysis, mining the causal relation-
ships between event sequences and stock price fluctuations. This
enables the model to learn how to respond in different market envi-
ronments. We treat the model’s feedback as experiential knowledge,
building it into a feedback knowledge bank for future test cases to
reference historical experiences. For each sample in the test set, we
only use data preceding it during prediction. After prediction, the
sample is analyzed by the model together with its true label and
incorporated into the knowledge bank, achieving dynamic expan-
sion of the knowledge base. To enhance the association between
events and stock price movements, we utilize training set data to
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generate causal explanations. Given an event sequence within a
time window [𝑡 −𝑤, 𝑡] and the incremental information Δ𝑖𝑛𝑓 𝑜 on
day t, the model 𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑠𝑜𝑛 combines this with the actual stock
price movement Δ𝑃𝑡+1to analyze and output both the reasons for
the price change and the key events as reflections. This process en-
dows historical event sequences with causal relationships, forming
retrievable "experiences" that constitute the feedback knowledge
bank.

3.3 Retrieval
Based on the event-feedback dual-layer memory bank constructed
in previous sections—which encapsulates themodel’s learned knowl-
edge of how event sequences influence stock price movements—the
system now possesses a knowledge framework analogous to that
of a human professional analyst, providing a reliable knowledge
foundation for subsequent predictions. When a new sample is in-
troduced, the system first retrieves analogous patterns from the
knowledge base to obtain corresponding analytical experience. We
model event dynamics as a temporally ordered sequence. For a
given day 𝑡 , the event series is constructed by aggregating events
from the previous 𝑤 days, forming a chronological list: 𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝑡 =
[𝐸𝑡−𝑤, 𝐸𝑡−𝑤+1, ..., 𝐸𝑡 ]

• Daily Event Vector
To quantify the similarity between event sequences, we encode

the event types occurring each day into fixed-length binary vectors,
constructed as follows: To quantify inter-sequence similarity, we
encode daily event occurrences into fixed-length binary vectors.
For each day 𝑡 , we construct:

A type-level vector V𝑡 ∈ {0, 1}𝑀 , where𝑀 is the total number
of event types. Each dimension𝑚 satisfies:

V𝑡 [𝑚] =
{
1, if at least one event of type𝑚 occurs on day 𝑡
0, otherwise

(3)

A group-level vectorG𝑡 ∈ {0, 1}𝐺 , where𝐺 is the total number
of event groups. Each dimension 𝑔 satisfies:

G𝑡 [𝑔] =
{
1, if group 𝑔 has any event on day 𝑡
0, otherwise

(4)

• Similarity Calculation
We employ a hierarchical strategy that integrates both type-

level and group-level information to assess event similarity in a
fine-grained manner.

The comprehensive event similarity between any two days 𝑡𝑖
and 𝑡 𝑗 is calculated as follows:

TypeSim(𝑡𝑖 , 𝑡 𝑗 ) = Jaccard(V𝑡𝑖 ,V𝑡 𝑗 ) =
|V𝑡𝑖 ∩ V𝑡 𝑗 |
|V𝑡𝑖 ∪ V𝑡 𝑗 |

(5)

GroupSim(𝑡𝑖 , 𝑡 𝑗 ) = Jaccard(G𝑡𝑖 ,G𝑡 𝑗 ) =
|G𝑡𝑖 ∩ G𝑡 𝑗 |
|G𝑡𝑖 ∪ G𝑡 𝑗 |

(6)

DailySim(𝑡𝑖 , 𝑡 𝑗 ) = 𝛼 · TypeSim(𝑡𝑖 , 𝑡 𝑗 ) + (1 − 𝛼) · GroupSim(𝑡𝑖 , 𝑡 𝑗 )
(7)

Here,𝛼 ∈ [0, 1] is a hyperparameter that controls the weighting
between precise event-type matching and group-level thematic
matching. We set 𝛼 = 0.7.

For two event sequences 𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑎 and 𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑏 , both spanning a
window of 𝑤 days, their sequence-level similarity is obtained by
averaging daily similarities across temporally aligned positions:

SeqSim(𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑎 , 𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑏 ) =
1
𝑤

𝑤−1∑︁
𝑘=0

DailySim(𝑡𝑎 − 𝑘, 𝑡𝑏 − 𝑘) (8)

• Retrieval Process
Based on the similarity metrics described above, the system

executes a two-stage retrieval strategy:
Coarse Screening: The system retrieves the top 𝐾 candidate se-

quences from the historical knowledge base that exhibit the highest
similarity to the current event sequence, denoted as:

{Series(1)hist, Series
(2)
hist, . . . , Series

(𝐾 )
hist }

= Top-𝐾
Serieshist∈M

(SeqSim(Seriescurrent, Serieshist)) (9)

where𝑀𝑒𝑚 denotes the historical memory bank and Seriescurrent
is the current event sequence.

Fine-Grained Judgment: A dedicated retrieval-augmented large
language model LLMretrieve is employed to perform precise dis-
crimination among the candidate sequences, selecting those with
genuine reference value:

A dedicated language model 𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑟𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑣𝑒 then filters the candi-
date set through precise semantic discrimination, ultimately se-
lecting a subset of sequences that serve as valid references for the
current event sequence:

𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝑟𝑒 𝑓 = 𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑟𝑒𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑣𝑒

(
𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡 , {𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠 (1)ℎ𝑖𝑠𝑡

, . . . , 𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠
(𝐾 )
ℎ𝑖𝑠𝑡

}
)

(10)
The final reference sequences 𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝑟𝑒 𝑓 contain historically sim-

ilar events, with their corresponding market feedback denoted as
𝑅𝑒 𝑓 𝑙𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑟𝑒 𝑓 , thereby providing a reliable foundation for analyz-
ing the evolution of current events and predicting their market
impact.

3.4 Inference
The final prediction is generated by 𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑑𝑖𝑐𝑡 through synthesiz-
ing the following three types of information:

• Recent Event Sequence 𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡 : Describes the event back-
ground that may affect stock prices in the recent period.

• Today’s Incremental Information Δ𝑖𝑛𝑓 𝑜𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡 : Reflects the
degree of information change relative to market expectations.

•Historical Reference Experience 𝑅𝑒 𝑓 𝑙𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑟𝑒 𝑓 : Provides prece-
dent market reactions under similar patterns.

The final stock price change prediction Δ̂𝑃𝑡+1 is given by:

Δ̂𝑃𝑡+1 = 𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑑𝑖𝑐𝑡 (𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡 ,Δ𝑖𝑛𝑓 𝑜𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡 , 𝑅𝑒 𝑓 𝑙𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑟𝑒 𝑓 )
(11)

4 Experiment
We evaluate the performance the proposed framework and delve
into its internal mechanisms through a series of experiments. Our
investigation primarily revolves around the following questions:

• RQ1: How does the overall performance of our framework
compare with existing state-of-the-art memory-augmented models
on financial stock prediction tasks?
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• RQ2: Does the structured event representation employed in
our framework offer advantages over traditional representations
such as text summaries or topic clustering?

• RQ3: Is the incremental information obtained through longitu-
dinal event tracking a key factor in improving prediction perfor-
mance?

• RQ4: In retrieving historical experiences, is the strategy of ref-
erencing similar event sequences across companies more effective
than the strategy limited to a single company’s history?

4.1 Experimental Settings
4.1.1 Dataset. This study constructs an experimental dataset based
on the CSMAR China Stock Market Research Database, which sys-
tematically collects daily online news from mainstream financial
media. We employed a rolling-window evaluation strategy, where
the model was trained on data from the first quarter of 2024 (Jan-
uary 1 to March 31) and tested on data from the second quarter
(April 1 to June 30). To simulate real-time learning, after each test
instance was predicted, both the instance and its true label were
provided to the model for training and incrementally added to the
memory, thereby establishing an online learning feedback loop. We
conducted experiments on four technology companies: iFlytek, In-
dustrial Fulian, Cambricon, and Hygon. Daily returns were used to
measure price movements, with a ±1% threshold applied to classify
directions due to the sector’s high volatility. Returns above 1% were
labeled as "up", below -1% as "down", and those within [-1%, 1%] as
"flat" which were excluded during testing.

4.1.2 Models. We employs DeepSeek-V3[11] as the core language
model, while text vectorization utilizes the BGE-M3[2] model.

4.1.3 Baselines. To comprehensively evaluate the performance of
the proposed framework, we selected five representative memory-
augmented models as baselines:

• FinMem[22]: A financial-domain memory system that imple-
ments a layered memory structure (short/mid/long term) to guide
trading decisions

•MemP[5]: A general framework that abstracts trajectories into
both step-by-step instructions and high-level strategies, thereby
maintaining and utilizing procedural memory.

•MemGPT[13]: An OS-inspired memory system that manages
hierarchical storage and interrupt handling to dynamically expand
the LLM’s effective context window.

• Zep[14]: A long-term memory framework incorporating tem-
poral knowledge graphs to support joint retrieval of historical rela-
tionships and dynamic contexts

4.1.4 Evaluation Metrics. Accuracy (ACC) and Matthews Corre-
lation Coefficient (MCC) are adopted as evaluation metrics. ACC
measures the overall prediction correctness, while MCC serves as a
reliable metric for balanced datasets, providing more robust perfor-
mance assessment in stock prediction tasks where class distribution
may be imbalanced.

4.2 Overall Performance Comparison (RQ1)
We conducted evaluations on four representative stocks. As shown
in Table 1 , our framework consistently and significantly outper-
formed all baseline models in ACC and MCC, which validates the
overall effectiveness of our approach.

The results further reveal fundamentalmismatches between base-
line architectures and stock prediction requirements. Specifically,
FinMem’s isolated news storage lacks temporal event modeling,
causing its retrieval mechanism to miss critical incremental infor-
mation by failing to match evolvingmarket contexts. MemP’s proce-
dural abstraction discards semantic event details during trajectory
compression, undermining financial scenario reasoning. MemGPT’s
general-purpose memory management lacks event-aware retrieval,
frequently overlooking financially significant patterns during mem-
ory updates. Zep’s graph-based approach fails to capture inter-event
dependencies, missing decisive correlations in financial environ-
ments.

Our framework addresses these limitations through a new par-
adigm that converts unstructured news into structured temporal
event knowledge. This approach systematically captures event logic
and dependencies, establishing a traceable, reasoning-capable sys-
tem that mirrors human analytical processes for more accurate and
trustworthy financial predictions.

4.3 Ablation Study
4.3.1 Effectiveness of Event Representation Forms(RQ2). We system-
atically compared three information representations: our structured
events, text summaries of original news, and clustered opinions
derived from these summaries. As shown in Table 2, replacing struc-
tured events with either alternative led to significant performance
degradation, underscoring the critical role of structured event rep-
resentation in our framework.

The advantage of structured events lies in their superior infor-
mation organization and retention:

• Coherent Knowledge Integration: By merging related events
and tracing their precedents, structured events form denoised, logi-
cally connected event chains that consolidate dispersed information
flows. In contrast, summary-based representations remain frag-
mented even after clustering, lacking causal or temporal linkages.

• Fine-Grained Semantic Preservation: Structured events retain
discriminative details during abstraction (e.g., technical parame-
ters in a "new technology release"), whereas summaries generalize
and clustered opinions oversimplify such information into ambigu-
ous labels (e.g., "technology release"), erasing features critical for
assessing commercial impact.

• Precise Temporal Anchoring: Day-level timestamps in struc-
tured events enable precise analysis of lag effects and impact du-
ration. Unstructured summaries often lack clear temporal cues,
hindering the establishment of causal relationships between events
and market reactions and thus compromising prediction accuracy
and interpretability.

4.3.2 The Role of Event Tracking and Incremental Information (RQ3).
We compared the complete framework with an ablated version that
removed the event tracking and incremental information module.
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Table 1: Performance comparison (ACC and MCC) between StockMem and baseline models on four stocks.

Model iFlytek Industrial Fulian Cambricon Hygon

ACC MCC ACC MCC ACC MCC ACC MCC

Finmem 0.5763 0.1430 0.5247 0.1056 0.5339 0.1142 0.5129 0.1052
MemGPT 0.5164 0.0584 0.4973 0.0177 0.5216 0.1002 0.5228 0.1068
Memp 0.5271 0.0962 0.5164 0.0782 0.5032 0.0505 0.4897 0.0071
Zep 0.5624 0.1298 0.5481 0.1123 0.5181 0.0773 0.5493 0.1190
Ours 0.6253 0.1692 0.5714 0.1277 0.5622 0.1363 0.5403 0.1186

Table 2: Ablation Study on Event Representation Forms

Method Avg_acc Avg_mcc

Summary 0.4378 0.0012
Cluster opinion 0.4655 0.0157
Event (Ours) 0.5748 0.1380

The significant performance decline shown in Table 3 clearly
demonstrates that longitudinal event tracking and the resulting in-
cremental information are indispensable components of the frame-
work, providing a positive answer to RQ3. This result strongly
aligns with the "expectation discrepancy" theory in finance: price
movements depend less on information’s absolute nature than on its
deviation from market expectations (i.e., Δ𝐼𝑛𝑓 𝑜). Removing event
tracking essentially blinds the model to subtle sentiment shifts
driven by expectation revisions.

Table 3: Ablation Study on Event Tracking and Incremental
Information

Method Avg_acc Avg_mcc

w/o Δinfo 0.4058 0.0067
with Δinfo (Ours) 0.5748 0.1380

Case analysis further illustrates this mechanism: for instance,
a modestly received new service can trigger strong positive re-
turns if subsequent reports show unexpected application progress.
Conversely, repeated news of a major shareholder’s holdings re-
duction—with no substantial developments—elicits neutral market
reactions, as no new expectation deviation occurs. Thus, while indi-
vidual eventsmay have limited impact, the incremental shift relative
to market expectations—captured through event tracking—holds
superior predictive power.

4.3.3 Impact of Historical Sequence Matching Strategies (RQ4). To
evaluate the effectiveness of our historical pattern referencing strat-
egy (RQ4), we compared four different historical experience refer-
encing approaches. The comparative results Table 4 clearly demon-
strate the superior performance of our framework’s strategy.

Detailed analysis reveals the following insights: The "same-
company matching only" strategy, while achieving reasonable re-
sults, suffers from data sparsity limitations. This is particularly
evident for companies with shorter histories or innovative busi-
ness models where finding high-quality similar sequences becomes

Table 4: Ablation Study on Historical Sequence Matching
Strategies

Method Avg_acc Avg_mcc

w/o reference 0.4509 0.0089
Recent-Period reference 0.4077 0.0064
Same-company matching only 0.5686 0.1358
Full reference (Ours) 0.5748 0.1380

challenging. Additionally, this strategy exhibits pattern singularity,
unable to learn from broader industry experiences.

The "recent-period reference" strategy performed poorly as it
ignores the essence of events, relying solely on temporal proximity
for reference, making it highly susceptible to interference from
recent market random fluctuations.

The "no reference" strategy yielded the worst performance, con-
firming the fundamental importance of historical experience refer-
encing for this task.

The success of our strategy lies in its ability to enrich reference
patterns and improve data utilization. It enables the model to learn
more universal patterns from other companies’ historical responses
when dealing with industry-common events. A representative case
demonstrates this: when iFlytek achieved phased progress in "large
language model research", our framework successfully referenced
the market response patterns experienced by Cambricon during
its early technological breakthroughs. Consequently, it more accu-
rately predicted the short-term stock price trends and correction
timing compared tomodels relying solely on iFlytek’s limited histor-
ical data. This proves that within specificmarket sectors, predictable
and transferable regularities exist in market responses to similar
events, which our framework effectively captures and leverages.

5 Conclusion
We present StockMem, an event-reflection memory framework for
explainable stock forecasting. Our approach overcomes limitations
of generic memory architectures by constructing temporal knowl-
edge bases from web news through structured event modeling.
The dual-layer design features: (1) Event Memory capturing mar-
ket event evolution via horizontal consolidation and longitudinal
tracking, extracting expectation-discrepancy signals; (2) Reflection
Memory abstracting causal experiences from event-price interac-
tions.
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Experiments show StockMem significantly outperforms state-of-
the-art baselines. Ablation studies confirm the necessity of struc-
tured events, longitudinal tracking, and cross-company matching.
The framework provides inherent explainability by tracing event
chains and market logic, enhancing decision transparency.

This work advances LLM applications in finance and introduces
a new paradigm for domain-specific memory systems. Future work
will extend to multi-modal financial data and other web-based
prediction tasks.
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A Event type
To construct a precise event taxonomy suitable for the financial
domain, this study must overcome the dual challenges of domain
expertise and taxonomic completeness. Directly adopting external
classification systems may not align with the specific characteris-
tics of our dataset, while a fully manual construction approach is
both cost-prohibitive and prone to subjectivity. To address this, we
designed a semi-automated methodology termed "LLM-driven Itera-
tive Induction and Human Correction." This approach leverages the
semantic induction and classification capabilities of large language
models to automatically evolve a hierarchical event taxonomy from
raw news corpora.

In each iteration, using the current taxonomy as a baseline, the
LLM processes all news articles in batches to perform two core
tasks: 1) Judge whether the event described in the news can be cate-
gorized into existing types. 2) Identify and propose new event types
not yet covered. The taxonomy is considered stable once the model
consistently proposes no new types over multiple consecutive it-
erations. Subsequently, the research team manually corrects and
consolidates the induced results, ultimately yielding a stable tax-
onomy comprising several event groups and types for subsequent
research.

The specific event groups and types are as follows:
• Policies and Regulation: Policy Release, Development Plan-

ning, Government Support, Institutional Supervision, International
Controls and Sanctions

•Macroeconomic Finance: Fiscal Policy, Livelihood and Welfare,
Taxation

• Industry Standards: Standards, Specifications, Opinions and
Commentary

• Products andMarket: Research and Development, New Product
Launch, Product Mass Production, Product Application, Product
Price Changes, Product Output Changes, Supply-Demand Dynam-
ics

• Technology Events: Technological Breakthrough, Research
and Development Progress, Certification, Shipment, Ecosystem
Collaboration, Enablement

• Corporate Operations: Investment, Financing, Expenditure,
Profitability, Order Service Agreement Signing, Order Service Agree-
ment Changes, Contracts, Mergers and Acquisitions

• Corporate Projects: Project Initiation, Project Implementation,
Cross-sector Expansion
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• Corporate Equity: Shareholder Changes, Share Increase, Share
Decrease, Ownership Disputes

• Corporate Personnel: Executives, Personnel Changes, Viola-
tions and Misconduct

• Stock Market Performance: Market Size, Sector Concept Per-
formance, Individual Stock Performance, Capital Flows, Trading
Activities, Institutional Views

• Other Financial Market Performance: Market Size, Market
Performance, Capital Flows, Institutional Views

• Cooperation and Strategy: Strategic Cooperation and Co -
construction, Industry Alliances and Standards Organizations

• Risks and Warnings: Business Clarification, Company-Specific
Risks, Industry-Wide Risk Alerts

B Prompt
• The prompt of train process:

You are a stock analyst specializing in {stock}. You need to inter-
pret the driving factors behind tomorrow’s stock price movement
based on the following analytical elements.

Analytical Elements: Recent event sequence and today’s incre-
mental information. Logic of the Analytical Elements:

The recent event sequence outlines events within a recent time
window that may impact tomorrow’s stock price.

Incremental information refers to new developments or changes
in an event compared to its past occurrences, indicating whether it
has become more positive/negative/neutral.

Stock price movements depend not only on the absolute nature
of the information (positive/negative) but also on the degree of
deviation from existing market expectations (exceeding expecta-
tions/falling short of expectations). Incremental information reflects
this deviation from market expectations.

=== Events and Incremental Information === {information}
=== Predicted Direction of Tomorrow’s Stock Price Change ===

{price_change}
Please analyze the basis for the stock price change based on the

given events and incremental information (within 500 words) and
specify which events contributed to the price change (within 300
words).

Output strictly in the following JSON format: "Reason for price
movement": xxx, "Events causing the impact": xxx

• The prompt of test process:
You are a stock analyst specializing in {stock}. You need to pre-

dict tomorrow’s stock price movement (up/down) based on the
following analytical elements.

Analytical Elements: Recent event sequence, today’s incremental
information, and relevant historical reference experience.

Logic of the Analytical Elements:
The recent event sequence outlines events within a recent time

window that may impact tomorrow’s stock price.
Incremental information refers to new developments or changes

in an event compared to its past occurrences, indicating whether it
has become more positive/negative/neutral.

Stock price movements depend not only on the absolute nature
of the information (positive/negative) but also on the degree of

deviation from existing market expectations (exceeding expecta-
tions/falling short of expectations). Incremental information reflects
this deviation from market expectations.

Historical reference experience includes similar event sequence
patterns matched from historical data based on the characteristics
of the current event sequence. These historical similar sequences
contain events and incremental information from that period, along
with their corresponding subsequent stock pricemovements, reflect-
ing how the market typically reacts to various types of information
in similar situations.

=== Events and Incremental Information === {information}
=== Historical Reference Experience === {hist_reflection}
Please refer to the historical experience and predict the stock

price change based on the given events and incremental information.
Analyze the basis for the price movement (within 500 words).

Output strictly in the following JSON format: "Reason for price
movement": xxx, "Price movement": up/down
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