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Abstract

Generative AI (GenAI) is transforming diverse sectors, from healthcare to natural language processing, by solving
complex, data-intensive problems with unprecedented efficiency. In finance, GenAI offers an immense potential in
addressing critical challenges such as portfolio optimization and risk management—key pillars of modern finance
that ensure strategic asset allocation and risk mitigation. These practices enable investors to balance returns while
safeguarding investments against uncertainties, a task made increasingly complex by volatile market dynamics and
growing datasets. This study situates itself at the intersection of GenAI and finance, leveraging the capabilities of
large language models (LLMs) to redefine traditional financial decision-making.

This research examines the performance of advanced LLMs, including Microsoft Phi 2, Mistral 7B, and Zypher
7B, in generating actionable and risk-adjusted sectoral allocation strategies for mutual funds. A structured frame-
work is employed, integrating retrieval-augmented generation pipelines with advanced optimization techniques
to enhance the decision-making process. The methodology incorporates macroeconomic indicators to generate
context-aware strategies. A comparative evaluation is done to present strengths and limitations of each model,
focusing on predictive accuracy, risk management capabilities, and practical applicability. Scalability and ethical
considerations are addressed throughout the study, with a particular emphasis on interpretability and compliance
with financial regulations to ensure responsible deployment.

Among the evaluated models, Zypher 7B consistently outperforms its counterparts in maximizing returns and
delivering superior risk-adjusted outcomes. Its ability to integrate complex, non-linear dependencies and con-
textual indicators positions it as a robust tool for financial optimization. The findings demonstrate a substantial
improvement over baseline allocations, underscoring the transformative potential of generative AI in asset man-
agement. Furthermore, the study identifies critical areas for future exploration, including real-time adaptability,
enhanced model transparency, and the integration of multi-objective strategies. By bridging the gap between
generative AI and practical financial applications, this work provides a foundation for innovative, efficient, and
adaptable solutions in asset management, offering actionable insights for both academia and industry stakeholders.
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1. Introduction

Quantitative investing has become a cornerstone of
modern financial management, utilizing quantitative
signals derived from a wide range of data sources to de-
sign and optimize investment portfolios (Ferson et al.,
2023). These sources include traditional financial data,
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such as market prices, economic indicators, and corpo-
rate financial statements, as well as more complex, un-
structured text-based information. Advances in natu-
ral language processing (NLP) have made it feasible to
extract insights from text data, enabling more nuanced
and adaptive quantitative investment strategies (Gupta
et al., 2023). At the forefront of these advancements
are Large Language Models (LLMs), which excel in
interpreting and generating natural language, unlock-
ing opportunities for integrating linguistic insights into
financial decision-making (Chen and Zhao, 2022).

Prominent LLMs, such as Microsoft Phi 2 (Mi-
crosoft, 2023), Mistral 7B (Jiang et al., 2023), Zypher
7B (Face, 2023), GPT-4 (OpenAI, 2023), and PaLM 2
(Anil et al., 2023), have demonstrated exceptional ca-
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pabilities in processing complex textual data and gen-
erating actionable insights. These models can be fine-
tuned to address domain-specific tasks, such as portfo-
lio optimization, where the goal is to maximize returns
while minimizing risks and volatility. By integrating
LLMs into financial workflows, investors can dynami-
cally adjust sector-level allocations based on evolving
market conditions and nuanced textual signals, such as
earnings reports and macroeconomic forecasts. This
integration enhances the use of unstructured data in
data-driven investment strategies, paving the way for
adaptive and efficient decision-making.

This study explores the application of open-source
LLMs in optimizing mutual fund portfolios, focus-
ing on their ability to recommend sector-level allo-
cations that effectively balance risk and reward. Us-
ing a retrieval-augmented generation pipeline (Fig-
ure 1), financial data is transformed into vector em-
beddings for efficient context retrieval. These embed-
dings are then processed by LLMs to generate initial
allocation recommendations, which are refined using
blended optimization techniques incorporating met-
rics like the Sharpe ratio (Sharpe, 1966). The study
evaluates the performance of Microsoft Phi 2, Mistral
7B, and Zypher 7B, analyzing their strengths in finan-
cial reasoning, contextual understanding, and decision-
making. Additionally, it highlights how LLMs bridge
the gap between unstructured textual insights and ac-
tionable financial strategies, expanding the scope of
quantitative investing.

Contributions
The main contributions of this paper are as follows:

1. Propose a novel framework for mutual fund port-
folio optimization using retrieval-augmented gen-
eration pipelines to leverage open-source LLMs
for sector-level allocations.

2. Evaluate and compare the performance of state-
of-the-art LLMs (Microsoft Phi 2, Mistral 7B, and
Zypher 7B) in financial optimization tasks, offer-
ing insights into their contextual reasoning capa-
bilities and practical applications.

3. Introduce a blended optimization approach inte-
grating LLM-generated recommendations with fi-
nancial metrics like the Sharpe ratio to achieve
improved risk-adjusted returns.

4. Demonstrate the feasibility of deploying LLMs
in resource-constrained environments by adapting
Microsoft Phi 2 for CPU-based operations.

2. Related Work

2.1. Machine Learning in Financial Portfolio Opti-
mization

The adoption of machine learning (ML) techniques
in financial portfolio optimization has transformed as-

set management by addressing limitations of tradi-
tional methods. Classical approaches, such as the
mean-variance framework introduced by Markowitz,
often fail to capture the complexities and dynamic na-
ture of financial markets, leading to suboptimal portfo-
lios due to estimation errors. ML techniques, by con-
trast, leverage data-driven methods to enhance portfo-
lio performance.

Notable advancements include regularization tech-
niques, such as performance-based regularization
(PBR), which constrain sample variances to improve
portfolio stability (Ban et al., 2018). Conditional
Portfolio Optimization (CPO) represents another in-
novation, tailoring portfolio allocations to prevailing
market conditions by conditioning optimization on
various market features (Chan et al., 2023). Deep
learning models, such as Long Short-Term Memory
(LSTM) networks, have also been employed to pre-
dict asset returns, showing significant promise in con-
structing portfolios that outperform benchmarks dur-
ing volatile market conditions (Fischer and Krauss,
2018; Martínez-Barbero et al., 2024).

Robo-advisors have further advanced ML applica-
tions, enabling scalable optimization algorithms capa-
ble of managing extensive asset universes. These de-
velopments provide efficient solutions to address the
complexities of modern financial markets (Deng et al.,
2023). Additionally, ML techniques support auto-
mated rebalancing, predictive analytics, and dynamic
risk management, facilitating more efficient and cus-
tomized asset allocation (CFA Institute, 2024).

2.2. GeneAI in Financial Portfolio Optimization

GenAI has opened new possibilities for harnessing
textual data in portfolio optimization. Early research
focused on word-level embeddings, which lacked the
ability to model contextual relationships. Subsequent
studies incorporated sentiment analysis from financial
news and social media to predict stock prices, while
attention mechanisms modeled text-driven numerical
impacts on market movements.

The advent of LLMs has further revolutionized the
use of text data in finance. Encoder-only models like
BERT (Devlin et al., 2019) and DeBERTa (He et al.,
2021) excel in learning contextual embeddings, while
decoder-only models like GPT-3 (Brown et al., 2020)
and Mistral specialize in sequential text generation.
Encoder-decoder models, such as T5 (Raffel et al.,
2020) and BART (Lewis et al., 2020), combine these
approaches for sequence-to-sequence tasks.

LLMs, pre-trained on vast text corpora, can be
adapted to downstream tasks using prompt-based tech-
niques or fine-tuning. Prompt-based approaches guide
pre-trained models through crafted inputs, while fine-
tuning adjusts their parameters for domain-specific
tasks. Studies leveraging LLMs for financial sentiment
analysis and predictive factor extraction have demon-
strated their potential to bridge the gap between textual

2



insights and quantitative investing.

3. Limitations of Current Machine Learning Ap-
proaches

Despite their advancements, traditional ML ap-
proaches in portfolio optimization face several chal-
lenges. (The reader might want to read more about
this subject matter here: (Dixon et al., 2020; Gu et al.,
2020; Nguyen et al., 2019; Dixon et al., 2021; Fischer
and Krauss, 2018; Tsantekidis et al., 2020)):

1. Data Integration and Pattern Recognition: ML
models often struggle to integrate diverse datasets
and uncover complex patterns, particularly with
unstructured data (KPMG, 2023).

2. Adaptability to Market Changes: Static ML mod-
els are less responsive to evolving market condi-
tions, leading to suboptimal decisions. GenAI fa-
cilitates scenario simulations for robust portfolio
optimization (LeewayHertz, 2023).

3. Handling Unstructured Data: Unstructured
sources like financial news and social media pose
challenges for ML models, while GenAI excels
in extracting actionable insights (LeewayHertz,
2023).

4. Computational Efficiency: Traditional ML meth-
ods can be resource-intensive, whereas GenAI
offers efficient processing for large datasets
(KPMG, 2023).

4. Problem Formulation

Portfolio optimization involves determining the op-
timal allocation of weights w = [w1,w2, . . . ,wn] across
n sectors to maximize expected returns while minimiz-
ing associated risks, subject to practical constraints.
Mathematically, this problem can be expressed as:

max
w

E[R(w)],

s.t.
n∑

i=1

wi = 1, wi ≥ 0, σ(w) ≤ τ.

Here, E[R(w)] represents the expected portfolio re-
turn as a function of the weight vector w, σ(w) denotes
the portfolio risk, defined as the standard deviation of
returns, and τ is a predefined risk tolerance threshold.

Portfolio optimization relies on structured financial
data, including:

• Fund Attributes: Fund identifiers, dates, average
net asset values (NAVs), average percentage re-
turns, and risk levels.

• Sectoral Exposures: Allocation to sectors such as
technology, healthcare, finance, and energy.

• Macroeconomic Indicators: Average interest
rates, inflation rates, and other market-level sig-
nals influencing asset behavior.

Traditional optimization methods often face chal-
lenges in handling the complexities of these datasets,
particularly when balancing the trade-off between
maximizing returns and minimizing risks under fluc-
tuating macroeconomic conditions.

Generative AI, particularly Large Language Models
(LLMs), offers a novel approach to addressing these
challenges. By learning intricate relationships within
structured financial data, LLMs can generate alloca-
tion recommendations w∗ that optimize risk-adjusted
returns. This is achieved using the Sharpe ratio, which
quantifies the trade-off between returns and risk:

w∗ = arg max
w

Sharpe Ratio =
E[R(w)]
σ(w)

.

The application of LLMs in portfolio optimization
presents several key challenges:

1. Sectoral Weight Optimization: Determining
the optimal sectoral allocations wsector =

[wtech,whealth,wfinance,wenergy] that balance sector-
specific risks and returns.

2. Dynamic Macroeconomic Integration: Incorpo-
rating macroeconomic indicators, such as inter-
est rates and inflation, to enable real-time adjust-
ments in portfolio allocations.

3. Evaluation Metrics: Assessing LLM effective-
ness across multiple dimensions, including:

• Absolute Returns: Direct financial gains
from portfolio strategies.

• Risk-Adjusted Returns: Performance as
measured by metrics like the Sharpe ratio.

• Computational Efficiency: The resource re-
quirements of deploying LLMs for large-
scale portfolio analysis.

This study aims to design and validate an LLM-
driven framework for portfolio optimization. The
framework:

• Leverages structured financial data to generate ro-
bust, risk-aware sectoral allocation recommenda-
tions.

• Addresses the limitations of traditional optimiza-
tion methods by incorporating nuanced relation-
ships within structured and unstructured data.

• Enhances decision-making in mutual fund man-
agement through a dynamic, data-driven ap-
proach that adapts to evolving market conditions.
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Figure 1: Overview of the LLM-based blended optimization framework. The process begins with financial data being transformed into vector
embeddings, which are stored in a vector database. When a query is made, relevant context is retrieved from the database and fed into Large
Language Models (LLMs). The LLMs generate recommended sectoral allocations, which are further refined using a blended optimization
approach to produce final allocations. This workflow integrates data-driven context retrieval, generative AI capabilities, and optimization
techniques to improve portfolio performance.

5. Methodology

This study evaluates the performance of three open-
source Large Language Models (LLMs)—Microsoft
Phi-2, Mistral 7B, and Zypher 7B—in optimizing mu-
tual fund portfolios. We take three funds for this study,
namely: Fund A, Fund B, and Fund C. The models
were tasked with providing sectoral allocation recom-
mendations to maximize returns while minimizing risk
and volatility. A structured approach was adopted to
design, implement, and evaluate the optimization pro-
cess for the selected models.

5.1. Dataset Preparation
A synthetic dataset was developed to simulate real-

istic mutual fund data, ensuring consistency and rel-
evance for the optimization task. Each data entry in-
cluded attributes such as:

• Fund_ID,

• Date,

• Average_NAV,

• Average_Return%,

• Risk_Level.

Additionally, sectoral exposures were incorporated, in-
cluding:

• Technology_Exposure%,

• Healthcare_Exposure%,

• Finance_Exposure%,

• Energy_Exposure%.

Macroeconomic indicators such as
Average_Interest_Rate% and
Average_Inflation_Rate% were also included.
The dataset was processed into structured documents
using LangChain’s Document class, enabling com-
patibility with vector stores and query pipelines for
interaction with LLMs.

5.2. Model Selection and Configuration

Three LLMs were selected based on their architec-
tures and capabilities (see Table 1). Each model was
evaluated for its ability to handle mutual fund opti-
mization tasks under distinct computational and archi-
tectural constraints:

• Microsoft Phi-2: Released in June 2023,
this transformer-based model includes 2.7 bil-
lion parameters and is optimized for CPU-
efficient operations. Using the configuration
low_cpu_mem_usage=True, it was integrated
into a transformers text-generation pipeline for
resource-constrained environments. Microsoft
Phi-2 balances computational efficiency with per-
formance, making it ideal for scenarios with lim-
ited hardware resources (?).

• Mistral 7B: Developed by Mistral AI and released
in September 2023, this model consists of 7 bil-
lion parameters and is optimized for tasks requir-
ing advanced contextual understanding and rea-
soning. Custom prompts and parameter tuning
were employed to align the model’s performance
with mutual fund optimization requirements. Its
Apache 2.0 license provides flexibility for aca-
demic and commercial applications (?).

• Zypher 7B Beta: Introduced by Hugging Face
in January 2024, Zypher 7B Beta is a fine-
tuned version of Mistral 7B with enhancements
for financial decision-making tasks. While it
shares the same model size (7 billion parame-
ters), task-specific fine-tuning improves its accu-
racy and computational efficiency. Zypher 7B is
distributed under an MIT license, offering broad
flexibility for integration (?).

Each model utilized a HuggingFace tokenizer to pre-
process and encode text, ensuring efficient interaction
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Table 1: Details of Mistral 7B, Zypher 7B Beta, and Microsoft Phi-2. The table compares key attributes of the three Large Language
Models (LLMs) used in this study. Mistral 7B, developed by Mistral AI, and Zypher 7B Beta, fine-tuned by Hugging Face, both feature 7
billion parameters and share an open-source licensing model (Apache 2.0 and MIT, respectively). Microsoft Phi-2, a lighter model with 2.7
billion parameters, is also Transformer-based and licensed under MIT. The comparison highlights architectural similarities while underscoring
differences in model size and fine-tuning strategies.

Attribute Mistral 7B Zypher 7B Beta Microsoft Phi-2

Developer Mistral AI Hugging Face Microsoft
Model Size 7B 7B 2.7B
Architecture Transformer-based Fine-tuned Mistral 7B Transformer-based
Licensing Apache 2.0 MIT MIT

with the data and the optimization pipeline. Their per-
formance in sectoral allocation optimization was eval-
uated based on key metrics, including computational
efficiency, risk-adjusted returns, and sectoral allocation
accuracy.

5.3. Prompt Design and Optimization

A well-structured prompt template was designed to
guide the LLMs in generating sectoral allocation rec-
ommendations. The template focused on providing de-
tailed fund information in the Context field and re-
questing precise percentage adjustments for each sec-
tor based on risk levels and exposure. The prompt was
carefully calibrated to elicit actionable and contextu-
ally relevant optimization strategies (see Listing 1).

Listing 1: Prompt Template for Sectoral Allocation Recommenda-
tions

You are a financial assistant specializing
in mutual fund portfolio optimization

. Your role is to analyze user -
provided data , apply advanced
financial strategies , and recommend
portfolio adjustments to maximize
returns while considering the user ’s
risk tolerance and investment goals.

Key behaviors and constraints:
1. Compliance: Always adhere to financial

regulations and disclaimers ,
explicitly stating that you are not a
licensed financial advisor and that
users should consult professionals
before making decisions.

2. User -Focused: Prioritize the user ’s
preferences , such as risk tolerance ,
time horizon , and specific goals (e.g
., growth , income , or capital
preservation).

3. Clarity and Simplicity: Provide
explanations that are clear and
concise , including step -by-step
rationale for your recommendations.

4. Actionable Advice: Offer specific
adjustments to the portfolio , such as
rebalancing allocations , diversifying
across asset classes , or switching to
funds with lower expense ratios.

5. Data Awareness: Provide recommendations
based on the data you have been

provided.

Always act in the user ’s best interest and
ensure your recommendations are

tailored to their input and objectives
.

5.4. Embedding and Vector Store

To enable efficient retrieval of relevant fund data,
embeddings were generated using the lightweight
model all-MiniLM-L6-v2. The embeddings were
stored in a Chroma vector store, configured to retrieve
the top three most relevant documents per query. This
configuration balanced computational efficiency with
contextual depth, ensuring the LLMs received the most
pertinent data for their analyses.

5.5. Query and Response Pipeline

The updated query and response pipeline leverages
financial data, vector embeddings, and large language
models (LLMs) to optimize mutual fund allocations.
The pipeline includes the following components:

• Financial Data Processing: Raw financial data is
processed into vector embeddings that encapsu-
late relevant features for optimization tasks.

• Vector Database Storage and Retrieval: The vec-
tor embeddings are stored in a vector database,
enabling efficient retrieval of contextually rele-
vant information based on user queries.

• Query Handling and Context Retrieval: User
queries are transformed into vector embeddings,
which are used to retrieve the most relevant con-
text from the vector database.

• LLM-Based Analysis and Recommendations: The
retrieved context is input into LLMs along with
the query. The LLMs analyze the data and gener-
ate recommendations for sectoral or fund-specific
allocations.

• Blended Optimization: The recommendations un-
dergo a blended optimization process to refine al-
locations based on multi-objective constraints or
user preferences.
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• Final Output: The final optimized allocations are
presented to the user as actionable insights for
mutual fund management.

This enhanced pipeline ensures efficient handling of
large datasets, seamless integration of user queries, and
high-quality allocation recommendations.

6. Evaluation and Discussion

This study evaluates the performance of three open-
source Large Language Models (LLMs)—Microsoft
Phi 2, Mistral 7B, and Zypher 7B—in optimizing sec-
toral allocations for three mutual funds: Fund A, Fund
B, and Fund C. Each model was tasked with reallocat-
ing sectoral exposures to maximize portfolio returns
while minimizing volatility and overall risk. The opti-
mized allocations were compared to the original allo-
cations using key metrics, including absolute returns,
risk-adjusted returns (e.g., Sharpe ratio), and volatility.
The analysis provided insights into the models’ capa-
bilities to balance risk and return trade-offs, offering a
comprehensive evaluation of their suitability for finan-
cial optimization. The findings are discussed in detail
below.

6.1. Comparison Across Models

The performance of Microsoft Phi 2, Mistral 7B,
and Zypher 7B was evaluated using four key metrics:
Return, Risk-Adjusted Return, Improvement on Return,
and Improvement on Risk-Adjusted Return. Figures 2
and 3 present the comparative results, which are de-
tailed as follows:

Return. The models exhibited varying levels of suc-
cess in enhancing portfolio returns. Microsoft Phi 2
consistently underperformed relative to the other mod-
els, particularly for Fund A, where the return was sig-
nificantly lower. In contrast, Mistral 7B and Zypher
7B demonstrated superior performance, with Zypher
7B achieving the highest return for Fund A. This in-
dicates that Zypher 7B and Mistral 7B are more adept
at identifying sector exposures that maximize portfolio
gains.

Risk-Adjusted Return (RAR). RAR, which evaluates
portfolio returns relative to the risk taken, followed a
similar trend. Zypher 7B achieved the highest RAR for
Fund A, with Mistral 7B closely behind. Microsoft Phi
2 struggled across all funds, failing to effectively bal-
ance returns with associated risks. These results em-
phasize the advantage of Zypher 7B and Mistral 7B in
optimizing portfolios for both return and risk consider-
ations.

Improvement on Return. The percentage improvement
in portfolio returns, relative to the original allocations,
provided further insights. Zypher 7B demonstrated
a marked advantage, achieving significant enhance-
ments in returns for Funds B and A. Mistral 7B also
performed well, delivering substantial improvements
across these funds. In contrast, Microsoft Phi 2 fre-
quently showed declines in returns, particularly for
Fund C, suggesting that it struggled to provide mean-
ingful optimization in certain scenarios.

Improvement on RAR. Improvements in RAR further
highlighted the effectiveness of Zypher 7B and Mistral
7B. Zypher 7B achieved the most substantial improve-
ment in Fund A, with Mistral 7B again performing
competitively. Microsoft Phi 2, however, demonstrated
negative improvements in several cases, underscoring
its limitations in addressing the critical trade-off be-
tween returns and risk. These results reaffirm the ro-
bustness of Zypher 7B and Mistral 7B in risk-sensitive
portfolio optimization.

6.2. Key Findings

The comparative analysis reveals that Zypher 7B
consistently excelled across all metrics, making it the
most effective model for mutual fund optimization in
this study. Mistral 7B also performed strongly, exhibit-
ing capabilities similar to Zypher 7B in many scenar-
ios. By contrast, Microsoft Phi 2 showed significant
limitations, struggling to deliver meaningful optimiza-
tion for both returns and risk. These findings highlight
the importance of model selection in financial appli-
cations and demonstrate the potential of open-source
LLMs to address complex optimization tasks in mu-
tual fund management.

6.3. Blended Optimization Approach

In the context of mutual fund optimization, balanc-
ing returns and risks often necessitates a more nu-
anced approach than relying on discrete sectoral allo-
cations. Table 2 shows the recommended allocation
by the different LLMs used. While the previous sec-
tion demonstrated the comparative performance of in-
dividual models, financial decision-making frequently
benefits from blending strategies to achieve a more ro-
bust portfolio optimization. This blended approach
involves adjusting the portfolio’s exposure incremen-
tally, combining the strengths of different models or
sectoral weightings to maximize returns while method-
ically reducing volatility and risk. The rationale for
a blended approach is rooted in the complex and of-
ten nonlinear trade-offs between maximizing returns
and minimizing risk. While high returns are desir-
able, they are often accompanied by increased volatil-
ity, which can erode investor confidence and lead to
unfavorable outcomes during market downturns. By
systematically varying the portfolio’s exposure, we can
evaluate the interplay between return enhancement and
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: Performance comparison of mutual fund portfolios optimized by Large Language Models (LLMs) — Microsoft Phi-2, Mistral-7B,
and Zypher-7B — against the original allocations. (a) Return (%): Zypher-7B demonstrates the highest improvements in Fund A and Fund C,
outperforming other models, while Mistral-7B performs well in Fund A. Microsoft Phi-2 underperforms across all funds. (b) Risk-Adjusted
Return (%): Zypher-7B achieves superior risk-adjusted returns for Funds A and C, reflecting its strength in balancing returns and risks. Mistral-
7B also shows competitive performance, whereas Microsoft Phi-2 struggles across all funds.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: (a) Return Improvement (%): Comparison of return improvements across three models — Microsoft Phi-2, Mistral-7B, and Zypher-
7B. Mistral-7B and Zypher-7B demonstrate significant positive improvements for Fund A, while Microsoft Phi-2 underperforms across all
funds, particularly in Fund A and Fund C, where returns drop drastically. (b) Risk-Adjusted Return (RAR) Improvement (%): Mistral-7B
and Zypher-7B achieve substantial RAR improvements in Fund A, with Mistral-7B reaching close to 100%. However, Microsoft Phi-2 shows
negative RAR improvements across all funds, indicating poor performance in balancing returns and risk.

risk mitigation, identifying optimal allocations that of-
fer the best risk-adjusted returns. To assess the effi-
cacy of this blended approach, we calculated key per-
formance metrics—absolute return, volatility, Sharpe
ratio, and risk reduction—across a range of exposure
ratios. These ratios represent incremental adjustments
in portfolio allocations, providing a spectrum of strate-
gies from aggressive return-maximizing to conserva-
tive risk-minimizing.

6.3.1. Performance Metrics Analysis
The results of this analysis are summarized in Table

1, which presents the performance metrics for varying
exposure ratios. These metrics highlight the trade-offs
involved in the blended optimization approach:

• Return: The absolute return declines slightly as
the exposure ratio increases, reflecting a shift
from aggressive strategies towards more conser-
vative allocations. For example, at a ratio of
0.0, the portfolio achieved the highest return of
0.2579, while at a ratio of 1.0, the return de-
creased to 0.2281. This decline illustrates the in-
evitable compromise between return maximiza-
tion and risk reduction.

• Volatility: Volatility showed a decreasing trend,
dropping from 0.1334 at a ratio of 0.0 to 0.1302 at
a ratio of 1.0. This indicates that blending sectoral
exposures can effectively smooth out fluctuations,
aligning with the goal of achieving a more stable
portfolio.
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Figure 4: Comparison of Large Language Models (LLMs) — Microsoft Phi-2, Mistral-7B, and Zephyr-7B — on Volatility (left) and Risk
Reduction (right) across varying exposure ratios. Volatility shows a decreasing trend as ratios increase, with Microsoft Phi-2 and Mistral-7B
exhibiting similar stability at mid-range ratios. Zephyr-7B achieves the highest risk reduction overall, particularly at higher ratios, showcasing
its superior ability to mitigate risks while maintaining portfolio performance.

• Risk Reduction: As expected, the proportion of
risk reduction increased with higher exposure ra-
tios, rising from 0.0% at a ratio of 0.0 to 2.41% at
a ratio of 1.0. This metric underscores the value
of the blended approach in mitigating risks as the
portfolio leans towards conservative allocations.

The blended approach provided an opportunity to
explore a continuum of strategies, allowing us to iden-
tify an allocation that balances the competing priorities
of return and risk. For investors with a high-risk ap-
petite, the allocations near the lower end of the spec-
trum (ratios close to 0.0) deliver the highest returns, al-
beit with greater volatility. Conversely, for risk-averse
investors, allocations closer to a ratio of 1.0 offer im-
proved stability and significant risk reduction, albeit at
the expense of slightly lower returns. When viewed
in conjunction with the previous model-specific analy-
sis, this blended strategy complements the discrete op-
timization results, demonstrating the practical utility of
nuanced adjustments in real-world financial decision-
making. It underscores the importance of flexibility
in portfolio management, allowing investors to tailor
their strategies to their risk tolerance and investment
objectives.

6.4. Sharpe Ratio

The Sharpe ratio, a widely used measure of risk-
adjusted return, provides critical insights into the ef-
ficiency of portfolio optimization strategies. It quanti-
fies the excess return generated per unit of risk, making
it a key metric for evaluating financial models. Table 3
presents the Sharpe ratios, returns, and volatility met-

rics across varying exposure ratios for the three mod-
els—Microsoft Phi-2, Mistral 7B, and Zypher 7B.

Key Observations:

1. Consistency Across Models: Zypher 7B consis-
tently achieved the highest Sharpe ratios across
most exposure ratios, outperforming both Mistral
7B and Microsoft Phi-2. At the most aggressive
allocation (exposure ratio = 0.0), all three models
achieved their peak Sharpe ratios, with Zypher 7B
leading at 1.5751, followed closely by Mistral 7B.

2. Performance Degradation with Conservative Al-
locations: A gradual decline in Sharpe ratios was
observed as exposure ratios shifted toward more
conservative allocations (exposure ratio = 1.0).
For example, Zypher 7B’s Sharpe ratio decreased
to 1.3705, representing a reduction of approxi-
mately 13%. Despite this decline, all models
maintained Sharpe ratios above 1.35, reflecting
favorable risk-adjusted returns even under conser-
vative strategies.

3. Model-Specific Insights: Mistral 7B demonstrated
strong performance, often matching Zypher 7B in
specific exposure ranges. In contrast, Microsoft
Phi-2 exhibited a steeper decline in Sharpe ratios
and struggled to balance returns and risk effec-
tively across the allocation spectrum.

The findings emphasize the importance of advanced
LLMs like Zypher 7B and Mistral 7B in achieving
optimal risk-return trade-offs. These models demon-
strated robustness across varying exposure ratios, mak-
ing them highly effective for financial optimization
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Table 2: Comparison of Sector Percentages for Funds A, B, and C Across Models. This table presents the sector-wise allocation percentages
for Technology, Healthcare, Finance, and Energy, optimized by three models—Microsoft Phi-2, Mistral 7B, and Zypher 7B—against the
original allocations. For Fund A, all models reduced Technology exposure while increasing allocations to Energy and Healthcare, with Zypher
7B emphasizing Energy the most (27.20%). For Fund B, Mistral 7B significantly increased Healthcare allocation (61.38%), while Microsoft
Phi-2 and Zypher 7B maintained balanced exposure. For Fund C, the models focused on boosting Healthcare exposure, with Mistral 7B
allocating the highest percentage (46.43%). These results highlight each model’s distinct sectoral preferences when balancing risk and return.

Fund Sector Original (%) Microsoft Phi 2 (%) Mistral 7B (%) Zypher 7B (%)

Fund A

Technology 48.63 38.94 35.15 34.12
Healthcare 19.52 23.38 22.39 25.14
Finance 22.15 15.03 17.85 13.54
Energy 9.70 22.65 24.61 27.20

Fund B

Technology 25.74 21.18 20.04 20.99
Healthcare 49.15 57.81 61.38 55.83
Finance 17.43 15.47 14.10 15.89
Energy 15.68 7.54 4.48 7.29

Fund C

Technology 24.89 24.43 24.10 24.40
Healthcare 34.00 41.45 46.43 44.78
Finance 21.50 20.70 17.91 17.92
Energy 19.61 13.42 11.56 12.90

Table 3: Performance Metrics for Phi-2, Mistral 7B, and Zypher 7B Across Sharpe Ratio, Return, and Volatility: This table presents the
Sharpe ratio, return, and volatility for Microsoft Phi-2, Mistral 7B, and Zypher 7B across varying exposure ratios. Zypher 7B and Mistral 7B
consistently deliver higher Sharpe ratios and lower volatility, outperforming Phi-2 in risk-adjusted returns

Exposure Ratio
Sharpe Ratio Return Volatility

Phi-2 Mistral 7B Zypher 7B Phi-2 Mistral 7B Zypher 7B Phi-2 Mistral 7B Zypher 7B

0.0 1.5751 1.5751 1.5751 0.2314 0.2314 0.2314 0.1328 0.1328 0.1328
0.1 1.5579 1.5597 1.5597 0.2278 0.2277 0.2276 0.1319 0.1316 0.1316
0.2 1.5396 1.5433 1.5432 0.2243 0.2240 0.2238 0.1312 0.1305 0.1305
0.3 1.5200 1.5257 1.5255 0.2207 0.2203 0.2200 0.1305 0.1296 0.1296
0.4 1.4991 1.5071 1.5068 0.2171 0.2166 0.2162 0.1300 0.1288 0.1288
0.5 1.4772 1.4875 1.4869 0.2136 0.2129 0.2125 0.1296 0.1281 0.1280
0.6 1.4540 1.4667 1.4659 0.2100 0.2092 0.2087 0.1293 0.1275 0.1274
0.7 1.4299 1.4451 1.4438 0.2065 0.2055 0.2049 0.1291 0.1269 0.1269
0.8 1.4047 1.4224 1.4206 0.2029 0.2018 0.2011 0.1291 0.1266 0.1265
0.9 1.3787 1.3988 1.3961 0.1994 0.1981 0.1974 0.1291 0.1263 0.1262
1.0 1.3516 1.3739 1.3705 0.1958 0.1944 0.1936 0.1293 0.1261 0.1260

tasks. While Microsoft Phi-2 delivered reasonable re-
turns, its limitations in managing risk were evident, un-
derscoring the need for more sophisticated models in
complex financial decision-making processes.

6.5. Limitations

The proposed approach offers significant advance-
ments in financial portfolio optimization, but certain
limitations must be addressed to enhance its practical
applicability:

1. Generalizability to Real Markets: The reliance
on synthetic datasets limits the framework’s ability to
accurately reflect real-world market dynamics, where
noise and volatility are more pronounced. Ensuring
adaptability to live market conditions remains a critical
challenge.

2. Bias and Interpretability: Pre-trained Large Lan-
guage Models (LLMs) carry inherent biases from their
training data, potentially skewing financial predictions.
Additionally, the opaque nature of these models re-
duces transparency, making it difficult for users to fully
trust or understand their recommendations.

3. Scalability and Computational Efficiency: The
high computational demands of LLMs pose scala-
bility challenges, particularly for smaller institutions
or resource-constrained environments. Streamlining
computational requirements is essential for broader
adoption.

4. Evaluation Scope and Adaptability: The cur-
rent evaluation emphasizes returns and risk-adjusted
returns but overlooks dimensions such as long-term
portfolio stability, ethical considerations, and regula-
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tory compliance. Moreover, fixed sector thresholds
and static prompts limit the framework’s ability to dy-
namically adapt to evolving market conditions or di-
verse user needs.

Addressing these limitations will be crucial for en-
hancing the robustness, scalability, and real-world ap-
plicability of LLM-driven financial optimization sys-
tems. Future research could explore the integration of
real-time data, reduction of computational overhead,
and improved interpretability to mitigate these chal-
lenges.

6.6. Discussion

This study demonstrates the potential of Large Lan-
guage Models (LLMs) in financial portfolio optimiza-
tion, offering a compelling alternative to traditional
methods. The evaluation of Microsoft Phi 2, Mis-
tral 7B, and Zypher 7B across metrics such as returns,
risk-adjusted returns (RAR), and volatility reveals crit-
ical insights into their performance and applicability in
real-world financial contexts.

The results underscore the distinct advantages of us-
ing advanced LLMs like Zypher 7B and Mistral 7B
for sectoral allocation tasks. Zypher 7B consistently
achieved the highest returns and RAR across multiple
funds, demonstrating superior ability to balance risk-
return trade-offs. Mistral 7B also performed strongly,
often closely mirroring Zypher 7B’s outcomes. These
findings highlight the effectiveness of nuanced alloca-
tion strategies generated by these models, showcasing
their ability to adapt to diverse investment objectives.

In contrast, Microsoft Phi 2 exhibited significant
limitations in optimizing portfolios, with lower returns
and RAR compared to the other models. This high-
lights the importance of model selection, especially
in applications requiring a balance between computa-
tional efficiency and optimization accuracy. The dis-
parities in performance also emphasize the evolving
landscape of LLM development, where fine-tuning and
architecture-specific enhancements can significantly
impact model efficacy.

The application of generative AI in portfolio opti-
mization opens new avenues for incorporating unstruc-
tured data and macroeconomic indicators into finan-
cial decision-making. By processing complex, multi-
modal datasets, these models enable dynamic adjust-
ments to sectoral allocations, offering a level of flex-
ibility and adaptability that traditional methods often
lack. Furthermore, the introduction of a blended op-
timization approach provides a framework for balanc-
ing aggressive and conservative strategies, allowing in-
vestors to tailor their portfolios to specific risk toler-
ances and market conditions.

However, challenges remain. The reliance on syn-
thetic data raises questions about the generalizability
of findings to live markets, where noise and volatil-
ity may differ significantly. The "black box" nature

of LLMs also limits interpretability, which can hin-
der their adoption in regulated environments that pri-
oritize transparency and trust. Additionally, high com-
putational demands pose scalability challenges, partic-
ularly for smaller institutions.

To address these limitations, future research should
explore:

1. The integration of real-time market data to im-
prove the generalizability and responsiveness of
LLM-driven optimization systems.

2. Techniques to enhance the interpretability of
LLM outputs, ensuring that recommendations are
transparent and actionable for stakeholders.

3. Frameworks to reduce computational overhead,
making these advanced models accessible to
resource-constrained environments.

4. Broader evaluation metrics, including long-term
portfolio stability, regulatory compliance, and
ethical considerations, to ensure robust and holis-
tic decision-making

By building on these findings, GenAI can revolu-
tionize financial portfolio management, offering inno-
vative, scalable, and adaptive solutions to complex op-
timization challenges.

7. Conclusion

This study highlights the transformative potential of
generative AI frameworks in financial portfolio opti-
mization, addressing critical limitations of traditional
methods. Through the application of state-of-the-
art Large Language Models (LLMs)—Microsoft Phi
2, Mistral 7B, and Zypher 7B—the research demon-
strates the ability of these models to generate ac-
tionable, risk-adjusted portfolio recommendations that
outperform baseline strategies. The proposed blended
optimization approach underscores the practical util-
ity of nuanced allocation strategies in achieving a bal-
ance between maximizing returns and mitigating risks,
offering a flexible framework adaptable to diverse in-
vestment objectives.

GenAI has proven highly effective in processing un-
structured financial data, integrating macroeconomic
indicators, and producing contextually relevant and
data-driven decisions. These advancements open new
frontiers in portfolio management by enabling dy-
namic, scalable, and adaptive optimization strategies.
However, significant challenges remain, particularly
in ensuring the generalizability of results to live mar-
ket conditions, improving computational efficiency for
broader accessibility, and addressing ethical and reg-
ulatory considerations inherent to AI-driven decision-
making.
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These findings emphasize the need for continued in-
novation and refinement in both methodology and im-
plementation. Future research should focus on inte-
grating real-time market data, enhancing interpretabil-
ity and transparency, and developing frameworks to
ensure compliance with evolving regulatory standards.
By addressing these challenges, GenAI can play a piv-
otal role in reshaping financial decision-making and
driving superior portfolio performance in complex and
dynamic markets.

8. Declaration of generative AI and AI-assisted
technologies in the writing process

During the preparation of this work, the authors used
ChatGPT to improve the readability and language of
the manuscript. After using this tool, the authors care-
fully reviewed and edited the content to ensure accu-
racy and completeness, and they take full responsibil-
ity for the content of the published article.
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