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Abstract: 
Financial markets exhibit complex, non-linear dynamics and high degrees of 
interconnectedness across asset classes. Traditional risk management frameworks often 
struggle to capture these intricacies, particularly time-varying dependencies and rapid regime 
shifts. This White Paper proposes the use of Liquid Neural Networks (LNNs), a class of 
continuous-time recurrent neural networks, as a powerful framework for Modelling and 
managing financial risk across diverse asset classes including Equities, Fixed Income, Interest 
Rate Derivatives, Foreign Exchange (FX), and Structured Products. We detail the mathematical 
foundations of LNNs, propose specific Modelling methodologies for market and portfolio risk, 
explore dynamic hedging strategies enabled by LNNs, outline robust backtesting and calibration 
procedures, and critically evaluate the potential limitations and challenges associated with 
implementing such a framework. LNNs offer the promise of more adaptive, causal, and 
potentially more accurate risk assessment by explicitly Modelling continuous-time dynamics 
inherent in financial systems. 
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1. Introduction: The Evolving Landscape of Financial Risk 

Financial risk management is paramount for the stability of individual institutions and the 
financial system as a whole. However, the nature of financial markets—characterized by 
increasing complexity, interconnectedness, rapid information flow, and the potential for abrupt 
regime shifts—continuously challenges existing risk management paradigms. 

• 1.1. Limitations of Traditional Risk Models: Many established risk models rely on 
assumptions such as normality of returns, static correlations, linear relationships, and 
discrete time steps (e.g., daily VaR). These assumptions often break down, especially 
during periods of market stress. Models like GARCH capture time-varying volatility but 
may struggle with multivariate dependencies and extreme events. Factor models often 
assume constant factor loadings. Monte Carlo simulations depend heavily on the 
chosen stochastic processes and calibration, which may not adapt quickly to changing 
market dynamics. 

• 1.2. The Need for Adaptive and Dynamic Frameworks: Modern risk management 
requires frameworks that can: 

o Handle non-linear relationships between risk factors and asset prices. 

o Capture time-varying dependencies (volatilities, correlations, betas). 

o Adapt to new information and changing market regimes in near real-time. 

o Process high-frequency data streams effectively. 

o Provide forward-looking risk assessments rather than relying purely on historical 
data patterns. 

• 1.3. Introducing Liquid Neural Networks (LNNs): Liquid Neural Networks, inspired by 
the neuronal dynamics of simple organisms like C. elegans, are a type of continuous-
time recurrent neural network (CTRNN). Unlike traditional RNNs that operate on discrete 
sequences, LNNs model system dynamics using systems of coupled Ordinary 
Differential Equations (ODEs). Key potential advantages for finance include: 

o Continuous-Time Processing: Naturally handles irregularly sampled, high-
frequency data streams. 

o Adaptive Dynamics: The internal parameters (like time constants) can 
potentially adapt, allowing the model to change its responsiveness based on the 
input dynamics. 

o Causality and Robustness: Research suggests LNNs might exhibit better 
causal reasoning and robustness to noisy or missing inputs compared to some 
discrete-time models. 

o Expressive Power: Capable of Modelling highly complex, non-linear dynamic 
systems. 



• 1.4. Scope and Objectives of this White Paper: This paper explores the theoretical and 
practical application of LNNs as a core engine for financial risk management. We aim to: 

o Provide a technical overview of LNNs relevant to finance. 

o Outline a comprehensive framework for using LNNs to model market risk factors 
and portfolio risk across major asset classes. 

o Discuss how LNNs can enhance dynamic hedging strategies. 

o Detail necessary implementation steps, including backtesting and calibration. 

o Critically assess the challenges and limitations of this approach. 

2. Understanding Liquid Neural Networks (LNNs) 

• 2.1. Conceptual Basis: LNNs draw inspiration from the continuous signal processing 
observed in biological neural systems. Unlike the clocked, discrete operations in 
standard digital computation and traditional RNNs, biological neurons interact through 
continuous electrical and chemical signals, influencing each other dynamically over 
time. LNNs attempt to capture this continuous interaction mathematically. 

• 2.2. Mathematical Foundations: Continuous-Time Dynamics 

o 2.2.1. Ordinary Differential Equations (ODEs) as the Core: The fundamental 
idea is to represent the hidden state h(t) of the network at time t as the solution 
to a system of ODEs that depends on the current state h(t), the input x(t), and a 
set of parameters θ: 

 

Where: 

• h(t) is a vector-valued function representing the state of the system at time t. 

• dh(t) / dt is the time derivative of h(t), representing the rate of change of the state. 

• f is a function that describes the dynamics of the system. 

• x(t) is another vector-valued function, possibly representing inputs or external 
influences at time t. 

• t is the time variable. 

• θ is a vector of parameters that govern the behavior of the function f. 

Here, f represents the neural network function parameterizing the derivative. The state evolves 
continuously, even between discrete observations of the input x. 

o 2.2.2. The Liquid Time-Constant (LTC) Model: A specific and well-studied 
implementation of LNNs is the LTC model. In its basic form, each neuron i is 
described by a state equation often resembling: 



    
Where: 

▪ xᵢ(t) is the state (e.g., membrane potential) of neuron i at time t. 

▪ τᵢ is the time constant of neuron i, governing how quickly its state 
changes. Crucially, in some advanced LNN variants, τ can itself be 
dynamic or input-dependent, leading to "liquidity". 

▪ wij are synaptic weights from neuron j to neuron i. 

▪ σ(.) is a non-linear activation function (e.g., sigmoid, tanh, ReLU). 

▪ bj is a bias term for neuron j. 

▪ wiI are weights connecting external input Ii(t) to neuron i. 

▪ More complex formulations exist, incorporating coupled time constants, 
conductance-based models, etc. 

o 2.2.3. Relationship to Neural Ordinary Differential Equations (Neural ODEs): 
LNNs fall under the broader category of Neural ODEs. Neural ODEs replace the 
discrete transformation layers of traditional networks (like ResNets or RNN 
update steps) with an ODE solver that computes the network's continuous 
hidden state evolution. LNNs specifically refer to architectures often inspired by 
biological plausibility, like the LTC model, but the underlying mathematical 
machinery for training and inference is shared with general Neural ODEs. 

• 2.3. Key Architectural Components and Parameters 

o 2.3.1. Neurons and State Equations: Defined by the ODEs (like the LTC 
equation above). The number of neurons determines the dimensionality of the 
hidden state h(t). 

o 2.3.2. Synapses, Weights, and Time Constants: 

▪ W_rec: Recurrent weight matrix connecting neurons to each other; 

 Wrec as a matrix where each element wij represents the strength of the 
connection from neuron j to neuron i. 

▪ W_in: Input weight matrix connecting external inputs to neurons; 

Win as a matrix where each element wij represents the strength of the 

connection from input j to neuron i. 

• Vector of time constants (τᵢ) for each neuron. These are critical 
parameters determining the memory and responsiveness timescale of 
each neuron. In LNNs, these might be functions of the input or state. 
 
τ=[τ1,τ2,…,τn]τ=[τ1,τ2,…,τn] where τi is a parameter that determines the 
timescale of memory and responsiveness for neuron i. 



▪ Bias terms added to the neurons 

b=[b1,b2,…,bn] where each bi is a bias term added to the input of 
neuron i. 

o 2.3.3. Input Integration and Output Mapping: Input x(t) drives the ODE system. 
The output y(t) is typically obtained by a transformation (e.g., a linear layer with 
activation) applied to the hidden state h(t):  

 

Where 

 

 



• 2.4. Advantages over Traditional RNNs (LSTM, GRU): 

o Continuous Time: Naturally handles irregularly sampled data without needing 
imputation or bucketing that can distort information. Can make predictions at 
arbitrary future time points. 

o Potentially Better Adaptability: Dynamic time constants (in some variants) 
allow the network to adjust its integration timescale based on input dynamics, 
potentially handling both slow trends and rapid shocks effectively. 

o State Efficiency: Can potentially represent complex dynamics with fewer 
parameters than deeply layered discrete models. 

o Theoretical Robustness: Continuous dynamics may offer inherent smoothing 
and robustness to small input perturbations. 

• 2.5. Training Algorithms for LNNs: Training involves finding parameters θ (including 
weights, biases, initial states, and possibly time constants) that minimize a loss function 
L evaluated over a time interval [t₀, t₁]. 

o 2.5.1. Adjoint Sensitivity Method: This is the cornerstone for efficiently 
computing gradients in Neural ODEs/LNNs. Instead of backpropagating through 
the operations of the numerical ODE solver (which is memory-intensive), the 
adjoint method involves solving a second, augmented ODE backwards in time. 
This augmented ODE computes the gradient of the loss with respect to the 
hidden state h(t). The gradient with respect to parameters θ can then be 
computed by integrating another expression involving the state and the adjoint 
state over the time interval. This has a constant memory cost with respect to the 
number of solver steps. 

▪ Let L be the loss. We need dL/dθ. 

▪ Define the adjoint state a(t) = dL/dh(t). Its dynamics are given by the 
adjoint ODE: 

   

where 

 

 

Solved backward from t₁ to t₀ with initial condition a(t₁) = ∂L / ∂h(t₁). 

▪ The parameter gradient is then: 



    

Where 

 

▪ Numerical ODE solvers (e.g., Dormand-Prince, Adams-Bashforth-
Moulton, Runge-Kutta methods) are used to solve both the forward pass 
(state evolution) and the backward pass (adjoint evolution). 

o 2.5.2. Discretize-then-Optimize vs. Optimize-then-Discretize: The adjoint 
method represents "optimize-then-discretize" (find the continuous gradient, 
then discretize for computation). Traditional RNN backpropagation through time 
(BPTT) applied to a discretized ODE solver is "discretize-then-optimize," which 
can be less accurate and computationally burdensome for fine-grained solvers. 

3. A LNN Framework for Multi-Asset Class Risk Management 

We propose an integrated risk management framework leveraging LNNs as the core Modelling 
engine. 

• 3.1. Framework Architecture: 

1. Data Layer: Ingests, cleans, synchronizes, and preprocesses diverse data 
streams (market, economic, portfolio, etc.). Handles high-frequency and 
irregularly timed data. 

2. LNN Modelling Layer: Contains multiple LNN instances trained for specific 
tasks: 

▪ Risk Factor Dynamics Models (Volatility, Yield Curve, Correlation, etc.) 

▪ Asset Pricing/Valuation Models (incorporating LNN risk factors) 

▪ Portfolio P&L Simulation Engine 

3. Risk Calculation Layer: Uses outputs from the LNN models to compute risk 
metrics (VaR, ES, Sensitivities). 



4. Hedging & Optimization Layer: Uses LNN predictions and sensitivities to 
suggest optimal hedges. 

5. Reporting & Visualization Layer: Presents risk exposures, potential losses, 
scenario impacts, and hedge recommendations. 

• 3.2. Input Data Requirements: High-quality, granular, and synchronized data is critical. 

o Market Data: Tick data or high-frequency bars for asset prices/rates (Equities, 
FX, Futures, Bonds), order book data, implied volatilities, yield curves, credit 
spreads, dividend/coupon streams. 

o Economic Data: Macroeconomic indicators (GDP, inflation, unemployment), 
central bank rates, indices (VIX, PMI). Requires careful handling of different 
release frequencies. 

o Alternative Data (Optional): News sentiment scores, satellite imagery 
indicators, supply chain data, social media trends. 

o Portfolio Data: Holdings, transaction history, counterparty information, 
collateral details. 

o Static Data: Contract specifications for derivatives, bond characteristics, 
security master files. 

• 3.3. Modelling Market Risk Factors with LNNs: LNNs can model the joint evolution of 
key risk factors. 

o 3.3.1. Capturing Time-Varying Volatility Surfaces: 

▪ Input: Historical spot/forward prices, implied volatilities (if available), 
time, potentially trading volume or news flow. 

▪ Output: Predicted future state of the volatility surface (e.g., parameters 
of an SVI or SABR model, or a grid of implied volatilities). 

▪ Methodology: Train an LNN to predict the change in volatility 
parameters/surface points over time d(VolParams)/dt = f(VolParams, 
PriceDynamics, t, θ). The continuous nature can capture smooth 
evolution and react to shocks. 

o 3.3.2. Modelling Dynamic Yield Curves: 

▪ Input: Historical yields/swap rates at various tenors, central bank 
communications, macroeconomic data. 

▪ Output: Predicted future yield curve shape (e.g., predicting parameters 
of Nelson-Siegel-Svensson model or rates at specific tenors). 

▪ Methodology: Model the ODEs governing the evolution of yield curve 
factors (level, slope, curvature) or specific tenor rates, driven by market 
and macro inputs. d(YieldCurveState)/dt = f(YieldCurveState, 
MacroData, t, θ). 

o 3.3.3. Estimating Time-Varying Correlation/Copula Structures: 



▪ Input: Historical returns of multiple assets/risk factors. 

▪ Output: Predicted future correlation matrix or parameters of a dynamic 
copula model. 

▪ Methodology: More complex. Could involve LNNs predicting the 
parameters of a Dynamic Conditional Correlation (DCC)-GARCH model 
or directly outputting elements of a time-varying covariance/correlation 
matrix governed by ODEs forced by market volatility and potentially other 
factors. d(CorrelationParams)/dt = f(CorrelationParams, AssetReturns, 
Volatilities, t, θ). 

o 3.3.4. Incorporating Macroeconomic and Alternative Data: LNNs can 
naturally integrate slowly varying inputs (macro data) alongside high-frequency 
market data within their continuous-time framework. The ODE f can explicitly 
include terms dependent on these diverse inputs. 

• 3.4. Asset Class Specific Modelling Applications: 

o 3.4.1. Equities and Equity Derivatives: 

▪ Risk Factors: Equity spot price dynamics, dividend expectations, 
volatility term structure and skew, interest rates, correlations. 

▪ LNN Application: Model stochastic local volatility (SLV) dynamics, 
predict forward volatility smiles, forecast dynamic betas and factor 
exposures (Value, Growth, Momentum), price options incorporating 
LNN-predicted volatility/rate dynamics, assess event risk impact. 

o 3.4.2. Bonds/Fixed Income and Derivatives (including Credit Risk): 

▪ Risk Factors: Yield curve movements (parallel, slope, twist), credit 
spreads, recovery rates, prepayment rates (for MBS), liquidity premia. 

▪ LNN Application: Model multi-factor yield curve evolution (beyond 
standard models), predict credit spread widening/tightening based on 
market and firm-specific data, model dynamic prepayment behavior 
influenced by rates and borrower characteristics, price bonds and credit 
derivatives (CDS) using LNN-driven factors. Calculate dynamic DV01, 
CS01. 

o 3.4.3. Interest Rate Derivatives (Swaps, Caps, Floors, Swaptions): 

▪ Risk Factors: Forward rate agreement (FRA) curves, swap curves, 
swaption volatility cubes (by tenor, term, strike). 

▪ LNN Application: Model the joint evolution of the entire yield curve and 
volatility cube, price complex IR derivatives sensitive to curve shape and 
vol dynamics, calculate dynamic sensitivities (e.g., Delta, Vega, Gamma 
mapped across the curve/cube). 

o 3.4.4. Foreign Exchange (FX) Spot, Forwards, and Options: 



▪ Risk Factors: FX spot rates, interest rate differentials, FX volatility 
smiles/surfaces, cross-currency correlations. 

▪ LNN Application: Model FX spot dynamics including jumps and 
stochastic volatility, predict evolution of FX vol smiles based on market 
conditions, price FX options incorporating dynamic smile risk, model 
cross-currency basis swap dynamics. 

o 3.4.5. Structured Products (CDOs, CLOs, ABS/MBS): 

▪ Risk Factors: Underlying asset pool performance (defaults, 
prepayments, losses), correlations within the pool, interest rates, 
triggers, waterfall structure. 

▪ LNN Application: This is a key area where LNNs could excel due to 
complex interactions. Model the dynamic default/prepayment intensity 
of the underlying pool using LNNs incorporating economic factors and 
loan-level data (if available). Model the evolution of intra-pool 
correlations. Simulate cash flows through the waterfall under LNN-
driven scenarios to value tranches and assess risk. 

• 3.5. Portfolio-Level Risk Aggregation and Analysis: 

o 3.5.1. Dynamic Value-at-Risk (VaR) and Expected Shortfall (ES): 

▪ Methodology: Use the LNN models (risk factors and pricing) to simulate 
potential future portfolio P&L distributions over a specified horizon (e.g., 
1-day, 10-day). 

▪ Steps: 

1. Use LNNs to forecast the joint evolution of all relevant risk 
factors (F(t)) over the horizon Δt. 

. 
This involves solving the LNN ODEs forward. 

 

2. Simulate multiple paths for these risk factors. 



3. For each path, reprice all portfolio instruments using either LNN-
based pricing models or traditional pricers fed with the LNN-
generated risk factor scenarios.  

 

where 

 

4. Calculate the portfolio P&L distribution from these simulations. 

5. Compute VaR and ES from the tail of the P&L distribution. 

▪ Advantage: Captures non-linearities, time-varying dependencies, and 
adapts faster than traditional historical simulation or variance-
covariance methods. 

o 3.5.2. LNN-Driven Scenario Analysis and Stress Testing: 

▪ Methodology: Define stress scenarios not just as static shifts but as 
dynamic paths or shocks input to the LNN factor models. Observe the 
LNN's predicted evolution of the system under stress. 

▪ Examples: Simulate a "flight-to-quality" scenario by inputting shocks to 
specific LNN factor models (e.g., increased equity vol, falling rates, 
widening credit spreads, correlation spikes) and observing the 
propagated impact across the portfolio. Model contagion effects where 
stress in one asset class dynamically influences others via the learned 
LNN relationships. 

o 3.5.3. Non-Linear Factor Sensitivity Analysis (Dynamic Greeks): 

▪ Methodology: Use the LNN models to compute instantaneous or path-
dependent sensitivities. Since LNNs are differentiable (via adjoint 
method), gradients of portfolio value with respect to input factors or 
model states can be computed. 

▪ Advantage: These sensitivities (analogous to Greeks) are inherently 
dynamic and state-dependent, reflecting non-linearities and cross-
factor effects (e.g., how Delta changes as Volatility spikes, or "Vanna" 
and "Volga" equivalents). 



o 3.5.4. Dependency Modelling Beyond Linear Correlation: LNNs Modelling 
joint factor evolution implicitly capture complex, non-linear dependencies. This 
allows for risk assessment that accounts for tail dependencies or asymmetric 
correlations often missed by simpler models. Copula functions could potentially 
be parameterized or output by LNNs. 

4. Dynamic Hedging Strategies Enabled by LNNs 

LNNs' predictive capabilities and dynamic sensitivity calculations open new possibilities for 
hedging. 

• 4.1. Predictive Hedging Based on LNN Forecasts: If LNNs provide reliable short-term 
forecasts of risk factor movements (e.g., volatility spike prediction, impending yield 
curve shift), hedges can be placed proactively rather than reactively. 

• 4.2. Calculation of Dynamic, State-Dependent Hedge Ratios: Traditional hedging 
often uses static hedge ratios (e.g., delta-neutral). LNNs can compute optimal hedge 
ratios that vary continuously based on the current market state and the LNN's internal 
representation of market dynamics. 

o Methodology: Calculate the gradient (sensitivity) of the portfolio's value (as 
predicted by the LNN pricing/simulation engine) with respect to the price of 
potential hedging instruments. This gradient gives the instantaneous optimal 
hedge ratio needed to neutralize a specific risk factor exposure according to the 
LNN's view of the world. 

 

when derivatives are computed using LNN models, where 

 

• 4.3. Identification of Complex Cross-Asset Hedging Opportunities: By Modelling the 
joint evolution of factors across asset classes, LNNs might identify non-obvious 
relationships. This could suggest hedges using instruments from a different asset class 
that are predicted to offset a specific portfolio risk more effectively or cheaply than 
traditional hedges, particularly under certain market regimes. 

• 4.4. Optimization of Hedging Costs and Execution: LNNs could potentially be 
integrated into an optimization framework that minimizes hedging costs (transaction 



costs, market impact, bid-ask spreads) subject to achieving a target risk reduction, 
using LNN predictions of market liquidity and volatility during execution. 

5. Implementation: Backtesting and Calibration 

Robust implementation requires rigorous backtesting and careful calibration. 

• 5.1. Backtesting Methodologies: 

o 5.1.1. Walk-Forward Analysis: Essential for time-series models. Train the LNN 
on an initial data window (e.g., T years), test on the next period (e.g., 1 
month/quarter), then slide the window forward (retraining or updating the model) 
and repeat. This simulates real-world usage where the model adapts over time. 

o 5.1.2. VaR/ES Backtesting: 

▪ VaR: Compare the predicted VaR at a certain confidence level (e.g., 99%) 
with the actual realized P&L for each day in the backtest period. Count 
the number of exceedances (exceptions). Use statistical tests: 

▪ Kupiec's Unconditional Coverage Test: Checks if the frequency 
of exceptions matches the expected frequency (e.g., 1% for 99% 
VaR). 

▪ Christoffersen's Conditional Coverage Test: Checks both the 
frequency and independence of exceptions (i.e., exceptions 
shouldn't cluster). 

▪ ES: More difficult to backtest directly. Compare realized losses on 
exception days with the predicted ES. Use scoring functions or methods 
proposed by Acerbi & Szekely. Assess stability and bias of ES forecasts. 

▪ Basel Framework: Compare against regulatory backtesting 
requirements (e.g., traffic light approach based on number of VaR 
exceptions). 

o 5.1.3. Hedge Effectiveness Testing: Simulate the application of LNN-derived 
hedging strategies during the backtest period. Compare the volatility, 
drawdowns, and Sharpe ratio of the hedged portfolio versus the unhedged 
portfolio and potentially versus a portfolio hedged using traditional methods. 
Analyze P&L attribution to assess if hedges behaved as expected. 

o 5.1.4. Scenario Replication and P&L Attribution: Replay historical stress 
events (e.g., 2008 crisis, COVID-19 crash) through the LNN framework. Compare 
the LNN-predicted P&L impact with the actual realized P&L during those periods. 
Attribute P&L changes to the LNN's modelled factor movements. 

• 5.2. Calibration Strategies: Finding the optimal LNN parameters (θ) is crucial. 

o 5.2.1. Objective Functions (Loss Functions): Depends on the task. 

▪ Factor Modelling: Minimize Mean Squared Error (MSE) between LNN 
predictions and actual factor values (e.g., predicted vs. actual volatility). 



▪ Pricing: Minimize the difference between LNN-derived prices and 
observed market prices (for calibration to market). Or minimize P&L 
prediction error. 

▪ VaR/ES: Could involve directly optimizing parameters to improve 
backtesting performance metrics, though this can be complex. 

o 5.2.2. Optimization Algorithms: Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD) variants 
are common. 

▪ Adam, RMSprop: Adaptive learning rate algorithms often work well. 

▪ Gradient Calculation: Use the Adjoint Sensitivity Method. 

▪ Solvers: Requires robust numerical ODE solvers (e.g., torchdiffeq library 
in PyTorch, DifferentialEquations.jl in Julia). Solver tolerance needs 
careful tuning (trade-off between accuracy and speed). 

o 5.2.3. Regularization Techniques: Prevent overfitting. 

▪ L1/L2 Weight Decay: Add penalties on parameter magnitudes to the 
loss function. 

▪ Dropout Analogues: Less straightforward for continuous-time models; 
potentially apply dropout to the network f defining the ODE, or use 
stochastic differential equations (SDEs) instead of ODEs. 

▪ Early Stopping: Monitor performance on a validation set and stop 
training when performance degrades. 

o 5.2.4. Hyperparameter Tuning: Optimize choices not learned by gradient 
descent. 

▪ Network Architecture: Number of layers (if stacked), number of 
neurons per layer. 

▪ Learning Rate: Initial learning rate for the optimizer. 

▪ Time Constant Range/Initialization: Crucial for LNN stability and 
learning speed. Might require domain expertise or grid search. 

▪ ODE Solver Parameters: Choice of solver, error tolerances. 

▪ Use techniques like grid search, random search, or Bayesian 
optimization. 

o 5.2.5. Ensuring Numerical Stability: The learned ODE system must be stable. 
Exploding gradients or states can occur. Techniques include: 

▪ Parameter constraints (e.g., keeping weights or time constants within 
bounds). 

▪ Careful initialization. 

▪ Using stable ODE solvers. 

▪ Monitoring the magnitude of states and gradients during training. 



6. Challenges, Limitations, and Future Directions 

Despite the promise, implementing LNNs for risk management faces significant hurdles. 

• 6.1. Data Requirements and Quality: LNNs thrive on large volumes of high-frequency, 
clean, and accurately time-stamped data. Acquiring, storing, and processing such data 
across all asset classes is a major infrastructure challenge. Missing or noisy data needs 
careful handling, although LNNs might be more robust than some discrete models. 

• 6.2. Computational Complexity and Cost: Training LNNs using the adjoint method 
requires solving ODEs forward and backward, which is computationally intensive, 
especially for large networks, long time intervals, or high-dimensional state spaces. 
Inference (making predictions) also requires solving an ODE forward. This may limit real-
time application without significant hardware acceleration (GPUs, TPUs) and optimized 
solvers. 

• 6.3. Interpretability and Explainability (The "Black Box" Problem): This is perhaps the 
most significant hurdle for financial applications, especially those requiring regulatory 
approval or internal validation. Understanding why an LNN predicts a certain risk level or 
suggests a specific hedge is difficult due to the complex, non-linear dynamics within the 
continuous-time system. While some techniques from general deep learning 
explainability (e.g., sensitivity analysis, feature attribution) might be adapted, 
interpreting the role of time constants and continuous state evolution adds complexity. 
Lack of transparency can hinder trust and adoption. 

• 6.4. Model Risk and Overfitting: LNNs are highly expressive models, making them 
prone to overfitting the training data, especially if the data is noisy or limited. They might 
learn spurious correlations or fail to generalize to unseen market conditions ("black 
swans") not represented in the training data. The continuous-time nature does not 
eliminate model risk; the chosen ODE structure f might still be misspecified. 

• 6.5. Sensitivity to Parameters and Initialization: The performance and stability of 
LNNs can be sensitive to the initialization of parameters (weights, time constants, initial 
state) and the choice of hyperparameters. Calibration can be challenging, potentially 
converging to suboptimal local minima. Ensuring the stability of the learned dynamical 
system is non-trivial. 

• 6.6. Regulatory Acceptance and Validation Hurdles: Gaining regulatory approval (e.g., 
for use in internal models for capital calculation under Basel rules) for a complex, 
relatively new, and potentially non-interpretable model like an LNN will be extremely 
challenging. Extensive validation, backtesting, documentation, and potentially 
comparative analysis against established models would be required. Model risk 
management frameworks need to be adapted for such models. 

• 6.7. Future Research: 

o Hybrid Models: Combine LNNs with traditional financial models (e.g., using 
LNNs to model the dynamic parameters of a GARCH or SABR model). 

o Explainability Techniques: Develop specific methods to interpret LNN 
behaviour in financial contexts (e.g., visualizing state trajectories, identifying 
influential inputs over time). 



o Hardware Acceleration: Leverage specialized hardware and optimized 
numerical solvers to reduce computational cost. 

o Stochastic Differential Equation (SDE) Variants: Explore Neural SDEs to 
explicitly incorporate randomness and uncertainty into the dynamics. 

o Robustness Guarantees: Research methods to provide theoretical guarantees 
on the stability and robustness of trained LNNs. 

7. Conclusion 

Liquid Neural Networks represent a potentially transformative technology for financial risk 
management. By embracing continuous-time dynamics through the mathematical framework 
of Ordinary Differential Equations, LNNs offer a disciplined way to model the complex, non-
linear, and time-varying nature of financial markets across diverse asset classes. Their ability to 
handle irregularly sampled data, adapt their internal dynamics, and potentially capture causal 
relationships makes them theoretically well-suited for tasks ranging from dynamic risk factor 
Modelling (volatility, yield curves, correlations) to portfolio-level VaR/ES calculation, advanced 
scenario analysis, and the derivation of dynamic, state-aware hedging strategies. 

However, the path to practical implementation is paved with significant challenges. The intense 
data requirements, high computational costs, difficulties in interpretability, inherent model risk, 
and regulatory hurdles are substantial obstacles that must be addressed through further 
research, technological advancements (hardware and algorithms), and rigorous validation 
frameworks. 

LNNs provide a compelling new direction beyond traditional discrete-time risk management 
models. If the operational challenges can be overcome (eg, “on-the-fly” calibration), LNNs 
could form the basis of next-generation risk management systems that are more adaptive, 
responsive, and ultimately more effective in navigating the complexities of modern finance. 
Continued research, prototyping, and rigorous testing are essential to unlock the full potential 
of this promising technology. 
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