My OPPW TQQQ Trading Strategy:

IT’S YOUR FINANCIAL FUTURE

by: Guy R. Fleury

My previous article: YOUR MULTI-MILLION DOLLAR QUEST, showed some of the
strategy’s potential and ended with a call to further improve it. Places where the

program could be improved were also provided.

Using my strategy’s portfolio equation, | made projections and estimates for the next
20 years, providing a starting point for further research and enhancements that would
lead to even higher performance. Here is a chart from my November 24, 2025, article

cited above.

Figure #1: My OPPW TQQQ Portfolio Simulation Metrics. 15.7 Years.
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Those results already exceed expectations for anyone following traditional portfolio
management methods. The program does not follow diversification principles, even
if it does indirectly. Nor does it follow MPT (Modern Portfolio Theory), as if it skipped
over or ignored it entirely.

Underlying everything in this strategy, you are playing on the average price
movements of the top 100 most valuable stocks on the NASDAQ exchange. TQQQ is
a 3x-leveraged version of QQQ. For any 2% move in QQQ, we expect a 6% change
in the price of TQQQ. We have a 3x leveraged QQQ scenario that amplifies its price
swings.

The foundation of my trading strategy rests on QQQ. It will be around for many years.
You are not dealing with one stock, but with the top 100 of the highest valued stocks
with a combined value in excess of $20 trillion. In 20+ years from now, you will still
have 100 stocks in QQQ, no matter how many changes time will make to the list.

The collective value of those 100 QQQ stocks in 20 years could be near $130 trillion
should they increase at an average 10% growth rate. Those stocks will do better
than that; even the slowest of the group will do better. Otherwise, they would not be
part of the list.

A criticism | often hear is that these strategy results are impossible. No trading
strategy operates at these high CAGR levels. So, it must be hype.

| certainly disagree with that. Nonetheless, such a statement could hold if it were
some secret sauce for some fantastic proprietary trading system, with no concrete
proof, and where you have to pay unprecedented fees to be part of it, as in so many
scams we see in the market.

Whereas here:

I published my free program code in mid-November 2024 to go along with my
paper: Gain Your Financial Freedom. That is over a year ago. Anyone can
verify Figure #1 above by running the program. It should be sufficient to show
that Figure #1 is real and not some hype. To get Figure #1, you would need to
add the small program changes proposed during the year.

The reason | do not provide my latest program version is simply that | want
everyone using this strategy to have different exit points. And to get this, we need
different trading procedures that will reach about the same overall objective.

There are a multitude of ways to add worthwhile routines to this trading strategy.
My published version will reach the mid-50% CAGR. Figure #1 above only shows
some of the strategy’s potential, with its 77.80% CAGR.

My program depends on the volatility of QQQ. It treats QQQ’s price variations as a
quasi-random series of events and accepts to gamble on that volatility.


https://alphapowertrading.com/WL8/FinancialFreedom.pdf

My strategy makes no predictions, does not follow technical indicators or sentiment
analysis, and ignores all fundamental data, past, present, or future. We are facing
raw uncertainty. In other words, it is like facing a quasi-50/50 proposition (like the flip
of a coin). We are always at the right edge of the price chart.

Even with years of statistical data to provide averages, linear regressions,
correlations, and volatility measures, we cannot put odds on the next move. Even
with that data, we cannot say that the price will rise tomorrow with a 70% probability.
Those who tried soon found it was not an especially effective way to succeed.

Most market participant extended their “forecasting” horizon to years to slightly
improve their hit rates, leaving day forecasts to tipsters and hypesters, with whatever
claims they made.

It will be your money on the line, and you certainly do not want to lose. You find
yourself at the center of it all. You know the stock market is risky, but here, it appears
riskier not to participate, to forego the potential benefits this trading strategy can
bring you. As | have stated many times, you are in control, from A to Z. Your stock
portfolio is part of your trading account, under your control and accessible only by
you.

You will need the confidence in yourself to carry it out for years to come. | wrote about
my OPPW strategy so you could explore what it can do and determine if it would be
appropriate for you. My articles will help you better understand what it could also do
for you.

You can gain that confidence by proving to yourself that what is presented not only
held over the past 15.7 years, but will hold for the next 20. Without this confidence,
why take up that 20-year quest?

It becomes elementary: you should not only understand what the strategy can do,
but also accept what it does in its trading environment, and that randomness will play
a significant role. If you cannot convince yourself that what you intend to do will work,
how could you apply it and risk losing some of your capital?

My latest version of the OPPW TQQQ strategy will make at least one bet every week,
facing a quasi-random outcome. Your trading account will be in cash at the end of
every trading week.

We take the trade with no knowledge of its outcome. You could call it a one-week
investment, but it is just a bet. What you know is that no matter how quasi-random
the price series might be, by consistently betting on the same side, you will catch
whatever underlying edge there might be in the price series. If the price series has a
52/48 likelihood, that is what your betting system will get since you are always betting
on the same side.



You did nothing special; you just made your bet every week and got the 52/48
outcome. This is not a big edge. You win, and it is almost without merit. Regardless,
money is money, and if | can realize Figure #1 within some 20 years, all | can say is:
thanks, and you can do it too.

You cannot save yourself from doing the work. As mentioned in prior articles, there
is no free lunch in the market. Every penny you make, you will have to earn it, and
you will have deserved it. My OPPW trading strategy has a built-in edge due to its
trading procedures, which will make a real difference.

You will have played the game under the same trading rules as everybody else:
no scheme, no scam, just honest purchases and liquidations at the time of your
choosing. You transferred your discretionary trading methods to a program. It works,
as it should. Being automated, your strategy will require little of your time.

We all have to consider the nature of risk. Not necessarily market risk, but certainly
our view on what constitutes portfolio risk. Being in cash represents no risk. But it is
also non-productive. If you take a trade, and it falls by -10% to then recover back to
the same price, what was your risk? Was it worth waiting for the price to recover?

It is only if we accept to sell at -10% that we will realize our loss and make it
permanent. But, if you do not sell and it recovers, you no longer have a loss to
show or endure. It is not the market loss that is bothering you; it is your portfolio loss,
no matter its origin.

You want return stability? You will not get it playing the stock market game. You
should be looking for long-term growth rates that exceed market-average proxies.
That can be delivered, with all its ups and downs, over the years ahead. The
longer you stay, the better your odds of succeeding. The odds of finishing ahead
asymptotically approach 1.00 as time nears 20+ years, and almost surely 1.00
beyond those 20 years.

The point is this trading strategy will take time, not much of your personal time (5-10
minutes per week), but elapsed time (some 20+ years). These are things you should
consider before undertaking such a journey, even if you know it will be beneficial to
your trading and retirement account.

Table #1 below presents ordered expected long-term growth rates. You can pick the
growth rate level you want or can bear. If you are satisfied with SPY, that is fine. But
do not expect that scenario to deviate much from its 10% average long-term CAGR.

You can reach all the OPPW TQQQ levels. Two levels have published program code
(35%, and 55%). Higher levels will require program modifications to access them.
Nonetheless, they are reachable. It goes like this: if | can do it, you can do it too.



Table #1: Long-Term Return Expectations (Pick One).

Initial Growth # Portfolio Available
Capital | Rate (%) | Years Value ($) From
100,000 5% 20 265,329 Savings Account
100,000 6% 20 320,713 Bonds
100,000 8% 20 466,095 Real Estate
100,000 10% 20 672,749 SPY
100,000 15% 20 1,636,653 QQQ
100,000 20% 20 3,833,759 BRK-A!
100,000 25% 20 8,673,617 Hedge Funds
100,000 30% 20 19,004,963 n/a
100,000 35% 20 40,427,358 | WL User #1 OPPW 2.3
100,000 40% 20 83,668,255 | Medallion Fund, TQQQ
100,000 45% 20 168,795,181 n/a
100,000 50% 20 332,525,673 n/a
100,000 55% 20 640,669,373 Fleury’'s OPPW 1.0
100,000 60% 20 1,208,925,819 n/a
100,000 65% 20 2,237,066,448 Fleury’'s OPPW 1.5
100,000 70% 20 4,064,231,406 WL User #2323
100,000 75% 20 7,257,064,344 Fleury’'s OPPW 1.8
100,000 80% 20 12,748,236,216 Fleury’'s OPPW 2.0
100,000 85% 20 | 22,051,318,804 | WL User #3 Mod5 %3
100,000 87% 20 | 27,342,116,582 Fleury’s OPPW 2.1
100,000 ?% 20 ? WL User #3 Mod7+ 23
100,000 ?% 20 ? ? YOU ?

These are rough estimates and should be viewed as such.
I Berkshire Hathaway’s CAGR has been more in the 13% range over the last 15 years.
2 Users #1, #2, and #3 are Wealth-Lab members who have shown their simulation results.
3 WL users’ names withheld due to privacy concerns.

You can pick any level you want. The only restricted level is the Medallion Fund,
which is available only to Renaissance Technologies’ senior management.

The program version of User #1, just as mine (my OPPW version 1.0), is in the public
domain. Anyone can copy the program code and put it to good use. As for my other
versions, we can see the progression, step by step, that led to higher CAGRs. You
can find a description of my code modifications in my articles. Anyone could easily
duplicate and incorporate them into their version to achieve similar results.

Some people do even better than my version 2.0, which is commendable. |
congratulate them on a job well done.

It was the whole purpose of why | published so many articles on this trading
strategy so people could understand it, modify it, and make it their own. Anyone
could do even better. There is much potential to extract from the guiding
principles of this trading strategy. Can YOU push this trading strategy even
higher, CAGR-wise? | believe you can.



Since my OPPW TQQAQ trading strategy is 100% scalable, perhaps the easiest way
to increase the outcome is to invest more initial capital. For example, putting $200k
on my version 2.0 would add another $12.7 billion to the trading account over those
20 years, making the quest for that added $100k more than worthwhile. Like in
everything else, it is all up to you.

= ON DOING BETTER

After adding a few lines of code, the program generated Figure #2.

Figure #2: My OPPW TQQQ Portfolio Simulation Metrics. 15.7 Years.
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We can easily see the increase. The CAGR went from 77.80% to 81.11%. It might
not appear as a big move. But still, we have a difference of $304,950,192 over the
same time interval due to a slight change in the program code.

For having added a few lines of code, the strategy could give back some $304 million
more. Would you do the program changes?
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Anyone can improve their trading program. This one is rather special. It gambles
its way to riches, exploiting its slight built-in edge — an edge provided by the trade
mechanics applied to the game. With each trading procedure, we can amplify those
outcomes, even if we do not know what the next trade will yield. We play for long-term
averages, long-term return averages at that.

The strategy makes a bet every week, regardless of its past or future. It always bets
that prices will go up. If the price does not rise, the strategy will take the loss.

No technical indicators or fundamental data are making those trading decisions. All
trades start with the price at Monday’s open and go from there, following its set of
trading rules.! As often mentioned before, it is like always betting on heads on every
flip of a coin. You should get something close to 50/50, unless you have a slight
edge. Something like 52/48, for instance. The strategy is not asking much. It makes
most of its money through its trade mechanics and simple trading procedures.

Quasi-random trading programs have not, in the past, proven able to survive over
extended time intervals or deliver high long-term returns. And yet, this one does.
Not only that, it thrives. It even exhibits a rising CAGR with time. Refer to Figure #4
in the above-cited article, where an estimate is made based on the long-term trading
statistics and portfolio metrics of the strategy.?

Figure #2 shows an 81.11% CAGR, which is outstanding, if not phenomenal. It
supersedes the vast majority of stock trading strategies. And, it does it over 15.7
years. Nonetheless, anyone could do better with additional trading procedures, as
suggested in my prior articles and in Table #1 above.

Understandably, since we are trading TQQQ, a 3x-leveraged ETF, we should have
expected returns above market averages. TQQQ, if held over the past 15.7 years,
would have generated a 41% CAGR, but with a -81% drawdown, which no one wants
to bear. Note that both charts above have TQQQ as a benchmark.

In Figure #2, the drawdown improved from -48.46% to -37.93% as the overall CAGR
rose from 77.80% to 81.11%. Even SPY, over the same interval, had a -34.10%
drawdown.

To reduce the drawdown by 3.83%, would you accept SPY’s 12.21% CAGR? What
we have is the maximum drawdown, which lasted only one day over a 15.7-year
trading interval. Could you not withstand that extra 3.83% single-day drawdown for
a billion dollars?

Under MPT (Modern Portfolio Theory), you cannot get such results. The 15.7-year

! These have been given in prior articles.
2 That chart is replicated below as Figure #3.



81.11% CAGR is way beyond what you could expect from MPT. If there was an
efficient frontier that would limit your performance, you jumped over it without even
giving it a second glance.

The big question should be: Will the US stock market have about the same volatility
in the future? There is no reason to think it will be different than over the past 200+
years. The market will remain unpredictable with its highs and lows. We will still have
to navigate a tumultuous sea of variance.

= SO, WHAT CHANGED?

Getting $304,950,192 more by changing a few lines of code, I'm ready to listen.

The program’s core trading procedures remained unchanged. Each Monday, at the
open, a position is taken and sold by Friday’s close. This procedure has been in
place since my first article in the series on this trading strategy (May 2024). We have
two types of trades liquidated at Friday’s close: Type-B and Type-D.2

All Type-B trades will close with a profit of less than 7%, while all Type-D trades
will finish at a loss. We have two of the four trade types that operate as if in a
buy-and-hold position for the trading week.

The liquidation at Friday’s close will leave the trading account in cash over all
weekends. Your participation in the market is limited to 5 trading days at a time.
Each bet is independent of all others, but each will build on previous trades. We
have a compounding trading environment.
My portfolio equation as used in my previous article* is repeated here:

E[FV] = 0.5590 - 100000 - (1 4 0.04444)*° . (1 — 0.027883)"*° = 867,995,202 (1)
It relates to the portfolio metrics we see in Figure #1.
As for Figure #2, with small metric adjustments, the equation becomes:

E[FV] = 0.5247 - 100000 - (1 + 0.03944)° - (1 — 0.02621)™ = 1,172,670,348  (2)

where the parameters have the same meaning. Both equations use their respective
portfolio metric results.

Equation (1) had 486 winning trades and 406 losing trades for a total of 892.
Whereas equation (2) had 515 winning and 373 losing trades totaling 888 over the
same 15.7 years.

3 For a description of the trade types, refer to A WINNING EXAMPLE.
4 Refer to YOUR MULTI-MILLION DOLLAR QUEST
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Equation (2) got more winning trades and fewer losing trades, while the winning
trades have a smaller average percent win per winning trade. We also have a lower
average percent loss per losing trade. It can explain part of the difference in the
gaming procedures.

Both equations are variations of my general portfolio equation for this trading
strategy. Here it is again:

F(t):é'fo'(1+F+)N7A'(1_77—)/\:f0'(1+§N)N (3)

where 7, is the average percent win per winning trade, 7_ is the average percent loss
per losing trade, A is the number of losing trades, N is the total number of trades, and
e the strategy’s average exposure rate. All those numbers come from the strategy’s
portfolio metrics.

The equations give the same answer as using the strategy’s average return g,, the
average percent return per trade.

We are interested in the evolution of equation (3), as it accounts for both winning and
losing trades. Equation (3) will become a better estimator of its future as the number
of trades increases, or as the average percent per winning or losing trades tends to
their long-term averages.

If we change the program’s trading rules, we should expect to see the impact on
the strategy’s past price data. But also, on the strategy’s future development. The
trading strategy should continue with the same trading habits it acquired in the past.
And as the number of trades increases in the hundreds, it will become a better and
better representation of what we could anticipate as ballpark future estimates for this
trading strategy.

What is the difference between equations (1) and (2)?
The changes result from the trading decisions made.

My program is still operating using the same core trading procedures. We should
have had about 820 trades over the period (one per week). We now have 892 trades
in Figure #1 and 888 in Figure #2. The strategy added 72 and 68 trades to those
two simulations. However, the difference in the number of trades is not sufficient to
explain the difference in their outcomes.

As suggested in YOUR MULTI-MILLION DOLLAR QUEST (Nov. 24), we added new
trades to the mix. Once a trade was closed early in the week (Type-A or Type-C), the
program could initiate another trade with a lower profit target. This procedure aimed
to increase the number of profitable trades. You would not win all the added trades,
but that was not the point. The strategy’s outcome was: did it result in more profits?


https://alphapowertrading.com/WL8/Your_Quest.pdf

Both trade types (Type-A and Type-C) are executed on rising prices, whether to
reach a profit target or as a rebound from a loss. And since we are relatively poor
at guessing those exit prices, we could easily understand that the prices would not
turn back down after exiting the trade. Therefore, taking a new trade on rising prices
following an exit could be a profitable proposition on average. Some 90+% of trades
will exceed their exit targets. Not adding a new trade is like leaving money on the
table. It is, nonetheless, a choice you can make or not.

We still maintained an edge. With the new trading rules, we accepted a lower
average percent win per winning trade by accepting a lower return on those new
trades, which, when combined, would result in a lower average percent win per
winning trade.> A closing procedure was also added as a break-even stop-loss
for trades that have exceeded a profit of 2.5%. This procedure tended to reduce
potential losses.

Part of the strategy’s improvement comes from reducing negative trades by
accepting a stop-loss on bad trades (Type-D). It tended to decrease the average
percent loss per losing trade, which was beneficial to the overall result, as shown in
equation (2). At the same time, we saw fewer losing trades.

The prevailing equation in all this is the second part of equation (3): f, - (1 + g, )",
which reduces everything to a simple compounding equation based on the average
portfolio return. It does not matter how you will trade; the objective will remain to
have g, as high as possible.

Regardless, it is up to you to choose the CAGR level at which you would like to invest
in the market. Most levels given in Table #1 are available with a couple of exceptions.
Nonetheless, you could improve the trading strategy and outperform them all.

From Figures #1 and #2, we have g,, go from 1.15% to 1.17% per trade. It is not what
could be called a major change, yet it accounts for the $300 million improvement over
those 15.7 years. That is what is at stake.

= IMPROVING THE FUTURE?

Is that possible? In the context of my OPPW TQQQ trading strategy: YES, and
relatively easily. You improve the outcome of a software program, and it can make
you millions. Why would you not make those changes?

Having improved the trading procedures,® we now have improved portfolio metrics
from which we can determine possible future outcomes — making new estimates to
reflect the added trading procedures.

5 See equations (1) and (2).
6 Refer to equation (2).



Figure #4 in YOUR MULTI-MILLION DOLLAR QUEST, is reproduced below as
Figure #3. The projections use the portfolio metrics in equation (1).

Figure #3: My OPPW TQQQ 20-year Estimate. Nov. 15, 2025

My OPPW TQQQ Estimates Based On WL Portfolio Metrics Simulation. Nov. 15, 2025.
15.7-year OPPW simulation: $ 867,995,203 Profit. CAGR: 77.85%

1-year forward profit estimate:
2-year forward profit estimate:
3-year forward profit estimate:
4-year forward profit estimate:
5-year forward profit estimate:
6-year forward profit estimate:
7-year forward profit estimate:
8-year forward profit estimate:

$ 102,930 Expected CAGR: 2.93%

$ 189,528 Expected CAGR: 37.67%

$ 348,984 Expected CAGR: 51.68%

$ 642,594 Expected CAGR: 59.22%

$ 1,183,227 Expected CAGR: 63.91%

$ 2,178,709 Expected CAGR: 67.12%

$ 4,011,719 Expected CAGR: 69.45%

$ 7,386,893 Expected CAGR: 71.22%

9-year forward profit estimate: $ 13,601,695 Expected CAGR: 72.61%

10-year forward profit estimate: $ 25,045,188 Expected CAGR: 73.73%

11-year forward profit estimate: $ 46,116,415 Expected CAGR: 74.65%

12-year forward profit estimate: $ 84,915,464 Expected CAGR: 75.42%

13-year forward profit estimate: $ 156,357,255 Expected CAGR: 76.08%

14-year forward profit estimate: $ 287,905,051 Expected CAGR: 76.64%

15-year forward profit estimate: $ 530,127,743 Expected CAGR: 77.13%

16-year forward profit estimate: $ 976,139,262 Expected CAGR: 77.56%

17-year forward profit estimate: $ 1,797,392,932 Expected CAGR: 77.94%

18-year forward profit estimate: $ 3,309,590,626 Expected CAGR: 78.28%

19-year forward profit estimate: $ 6,094,043,166 Expected CAGR: 78.58%

20-year forward profit estimate: $ 11,221,134,668 Expected CAGR: 78.86%
©® Guy R. Fleury. Nov. 15. 2025

(Click here to enlarge)

The intention is to update that chart using the parameters of equation (2). We know it
will have an impact since the equation is still an exponential function. And therefore,
we should see the effect of compounding at a higher level.

Figure #4: My OPPW TQQQ 20-year Estimate. Nov. 21, 2025

My OPPW TQQQ Estimates Based On WL Portfolio Metrics Simulation. Nov. 21, 2025.
15.7-year OPPW: $ 867,995,203 Profit. CAGR: 77.85% See Figure #1

Expected Expected Trade

Estimate Profit CAGR Price Volume
1-year $ 99,183 -0.82% 70.50 1,407
2-year $ 187,484 36.92% 99.41 1,886
3-year $ 354,398 52.46% 140.16 2,529
4-year $ 669,913 60.88% 197.63 3,390
5-year $ 1,266,325 66.15% 278.65 4,544
6-year $ 2,393,712 69.76% 392.90 6,092
7-year $ 4,524,794 72.39% 553.99 8,168
8-year $ 8,553,140 74.39% 781.13 10,950
9-year $ 16,167,855 75.96% 1,101.39 14,679
10-year % 30,561,820 77.22% 1,552.96 19,680
11-year $ 57,770,488 78.26% 2,189.68 26,383
12-year $ 109,202,567 79.14% 3,087.45 35,370
13-year $ 206,423,750 79.88% 4,353.30 47,418
14-year % 390,199,294 80.52% 6,138.15 63,570
15-year $ 737,587,069 81.07% 8,654.79 85,223
16-year $ 1,394,248,255 81.56% 12,203.26 114,252
17-year $ 2,635,523,694 81.99% 17,206.59 153,169
18-year $ 4,981,885,483 82.38% 24,261.30 205,343
19-year % 9,417,173,150 82.72%  34,208.43 275,288
20-year % 17,801,121,771 83.03%  48,233.89 369,058
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The projections in Figure #4 used an initial price of $50 for TQQQ (after the 2:1
split). Using the price before the split would change the price and expected trade
volume. The profit and CAGR would remain the same, since the strategy plays on
percentage returns rather than price. Furthermore, the strategy is 100% scalable
due to its method of play.

To make the point, Figure #5 is the same chart, but with $100 as the initial price for
TQQAQ (as if before the split).

Figure #5: My OPPW TQQQ 20-year Estimate. Nov. 21, 2025

My OPPW TQQQ Estimates Based On WL Portfolio Metrics Simulation. Nov. 21, 2025.
15.7-year OPPW: $ 867,995,203 Profit. CAGR: 77.85% See Figure #1
Starting price: $1ee.

Expected Expected Trade

Estimate Profit CAGR Price Volume
1-year $ 99,183 -08.82% 141.00 703
2-year % 187,484 36.92% 198.81 943
3-year $ 354,398 52.46% 280.32 1,264
4-year % 669,913 60.88% 395.25 1,695
5-year % 1,266,325 66.15% 557.31 2,272
6-year % 2,393,712 69.76% 785.80 3,046
7-year % 4,524,794 72.39% 1,1087.98 4,084
8-year % 8,553,148 74.39% 1,562.26 5,475
9-year % 16,167,855 75.96% 2,202.78 7,340
18-year % 30,561,820 77.22% 3,105.93 9,840
1l-year % 57,770,488 78.26% 4,379.36 13,192
12-year $ 109,202,567 79.14% 6,174.89 17,685
13-year % 206,423,750 79.88% 8,706.60 23,709
14-year §% 390,199,294 80.52% 12,276.38 31,785
15-year % 737,587,069 81.07% 17,309.59 42,611
16-year % 1,394,248,255 81.56%  24,486.52 57,126
17-year % 2,635,523,694 81.99%  34,413.19 76,585
18-year $ 4,981,885,483 82.38% 48,522.60 102,671
19-year % 9,417,173,158 82.72% 68,416.86 137,644
28-year § 17,801,121,771 83.03% 96,467.77 184,529
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Those small procedural changes added some $6 billion to the 20-year scenario. Yet,
you only did minor changes to the code. All relatively reasonable moves requiring
little added insight, nonetheless, commanding common sense as to what we can do.
With a long-term view of this trading strategy, even small changes to the set of trading
rules can have long-lasting effects on its outcome. Figures #3 and #4 are a testament
to that.

You would not need much to push the outcome even higher.

We could raise the average percent win per winning trade by 1%. It would give the
following using equation (2):

E[FV] = 0.5247-100000 - (14 0.03944 - 1.01)" - (1 — 0.02621)*™ = 1, 399,792,009 (4)
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This is over the same 15.7 years. Over the 20 years, it has the potential of adding
some $5 billion to the outcome.” It is not a major shift in the trading procedures. It
would increase the average percent win per winning trade from 3.944% to 3.983%.

Using equation (4) to generate the 20-year estimates gives Figure #6.

Figure #6: My OPPW TQQQ 20-year Estimate. Nov. 21, 2025

My OPPW TQQQ Estimates Based On WL Portfolio Metrics Simulation. Nov. 21, 2825.
15.7-year OPPW: $ 867,995,203 Profit. CAGR: 77.85% See Figure #1

Starting price: $50. + 1% increase in winning trades.

Expected Expected Trade

Estimate Profit CAGR Price Volume
1-year $ 100,423 8.42% 70.50 1,424
2-year % 192,199 38.64% 99.41 1,933
3-year $ 367,852 54.37% 140.16 2,624
4-year % 704,033 62.89% 197.63 3,562
5-year % 1,347,453 68.23% 278.65 4,836
6-year % 2,578,899 71.89% 392.90 6,564
7-year $ 4,935,769 74.55% 553.99 8,909
8-year $ 9,446,597 76.57% 781.13 12,094
9-year $ 18,079,895 78.16% 1,101.39 16,415
18-year $ 34,603,214 79.44% 1,552.96 22,282
11-year $ 66,227,290 80.49% 2,189.68 30,245
12-year $ 126,752,788 81.38% 3,087.45 41,054
13-year % 242,592,884 82.13% 4,353.30 55,726
14-year $ 464,299,906 82.77% 6,138.15 75,642
15-year % 888,626,241 83.34% 8,654.79 102,674
16-year $ 1,700,746,835 83.83% 12,203.26 139,368
17-year % 3,255,069,078 84.27%  17,206.59 189,176
18-year $ 6,229,895,293 84.65%  24,261.30 256,783
19-year % 11,923,432,170 85.00%  34,208.43 348,552
20-year % 22,820,324,904 85.32%  48,233.89 473,118
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= | HE COMPOUNDING THING

We are playing a compounding-return game with an unknown future, and depend on
the weekly volatility of a 3x-leveraged ETF. The objective was to achieve an average
return of 1

We can design trading rules that will follow our perception of the game. We might
not have future odds on any of the trades we will make, but we do have statistics on
how the strategy could have behaved in the past under uncertainty across hundreds
of trades.

It is what those equations and charts are saying. If you want to win and win big, you
have to play the long game. That is where the real money is. It is not a profitable
trade here and there; it is the average outcome of all those trades over many years.
Even more so, it will be the last few years that will matter the most, as you can see
in Figures #3, #4, and #6. But to get those, you have to get there.

7 Compared to Figure #3.
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In the beginning, whichever steps you take might not matter much. It is the
continuous buildup, trade upon trade, that will make a difference. Your portfolio will
go up and down over the years. But over the long term, your portfolio will keep rising,
hitting new highs after new highs.

As | have said many times before, you can do even better. It is all up to you.

For example, if you wanted to improve the average percent win per winning trade
by 2%, it would also impact the forward outlook. We could adapt equation (4) and
increase its average percent win rate for winning trades by 2% to provide a ballpark
estimate.

E[FV] = 0.5247 - 100000 - (1 + 0.03944 - 1.02)°'5 - (1 — 0.02621)*™ = 1,701, 033, 405 (5)

Would it not suggest that the quest to improve the average percent win per winning
trade, even by 2%, is a worthwhile endeavor?

The move would push the average percent win per winning trade from 3.944% to
4.022%. It is not what you would call a big change. Nonetheless, that result will
spread out over those years of weekly trading.

Why will this all hold up? That is easy. Over an extended time interval and with a
large number of trades, we should expect that our trading strategy does something
similar to what triggered its trades in the past, should those conditions prevail in the
future.

It goes back to equation (3). Here it is again:
F(t) = é'fo : (1+F+)N_>\ ’ (1 _Ff))\ = fo : (1+§N)N
where we defined the total number of trades as N.

The objective is to reinterpret that equation by breaking it down into what happened
up to the end of our simulation date and what happens after. So, | propose this other
Fleury equation:

k N

F(t):fO-H(l—l—?”i)'H(1+Ti):f0-(1—|—§k>k-(1+§N)N—>f0~(1—|—g>N (6)

1 k

where we have k trades by the end of the simulation, and N — k future trades
representing the future trades of the trading strategy. It would be like in Figure #3,
where k was equal to 892 trades over the first 15.7 years, and N — k would stand for
all the trades after the 15.7 years up to year 20.

The expectation is that: g, — g,,. It would be sufficient to expect that the future will
resemble the past. And the same long-term trade metrics could hold going forward.



Equation (6) might look complicated, but it is nevertheless a simple expression that
can attest to the projections and justify the estimates we made. Furthermore, those
long-term averages will become increasingly statistically significant as the number of
trades in the simulation increases.

ITS YOUR FINANCIAL FUTURE aims to provide you with a trading strategy of
outstanding possibilities. It is up to you to take advantage of it.
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