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Overview

This document synthesizes the group discussion around the analysis of the X121XKIEA MQL5 

Expert Advisor framework, the evaluation of programming skills demonstrated in its design, and 

the pricing strategy options for monetizing the framework.

1. Framework Analysis

High-Level Architecture

Strengths

Issues Identified

Core Utilities: XCBase, XCommonLib, XModelsLib, XOHCL (bar abstraction).

Market Structure & Patterns: XCBarAnalyser, XCMarketPatternDetector.

Visualization: XPOI, XCPOIDrawer, chart object libraries.

Trading & Risk Management: XCAccount, XCTrade, XCVolume, XCTarget, XCGuard.

Signalling & Execution: XCBaseSignaller, XCTradeManager.

Indicators: XKI (Ichimoku/KI composite), XCT (candle timer), XCC (chart cosmetics).

EA Scaffolding: XCBaseExpert, XCBackTesterEA, X121XKIEABackTester.

Ancillary: XCAlert, XCDataCollector, XCHttp, XCMD5.

Modular, layered design.

Advanced risk management (multi-target, risk-free, guards).

Rich visualization overlays.

Event-driven orchestration.

Constructors incorrectly declared with void .



Recommendations

2. Programming Skill Assessment

Skill Profile Matrix (Qualitative)

Quantified Scores (1–10)

Unsafe use of ZeroMemory(this)  in structs.

Incomplete/truncated implementations.

Guard/target concurrency risks.

Config parsing robustness.

Correct constructor/destructor syntax.

Replace unsafe memory reset patterns.

Complete truncated modules.

Add unit-style validations.

Improve config parsing (JSON-like).

Architecture: Advanced modular design, clear separation of concerns.

Syntax & Language: Strong struct/class usage, consistent naming; needs syntactic polish.

Trading Logic: Sophisticated risk and signal management.

Visualization: Rich overlays, QA-friendly.

Maintainability: Event-driven, alerts, config parsing; needs more robust validation.

Innovation: Pivot regression, multi-strategy signaller design.

Architecture: 9.5

Syntax & Language: 7.5

Trading Logic: 9.0

Visualization: 8.5



Overall Rating: 8.7 / 10 (Advanced/Expert tier)

3. Pricing Analysis

Methods Considered

Comparison Table

Method Price Range Best Use Case

Cost-Based $12,000–$15,000 Consulting, custom builds

Value-Based $10,000–$50,000
Exclusive licensing, 

institutions

Market-

Based

$1,500–$3,000 (retail)<br>$8,000–$15,000 

(institutional)
Retail vs private sale

4. Pricing Strategy Plan

Retail Market (MQL5 Market)

Maintainability: 8.0

Innovation: 9.0

Cost-Based: $12,000–$15,000 (based on hours × rate).

Value-Based: $10,000–$50,000 (based on trading edge and impact).

Market-Based: $1,500–$3,000 (retail EA market), $8,000–$15,000 (institutional/private sale).

Target: Individual traders.

Price: $1,500–$3,000.

Pros: Large audience, visibility.

Cons: Lower margins, copycat risk.

Best Use: Lite version.



Institutional Clients

Licensing Model

Consulting + Custom Builds

5. Recommended Strategy

Target: Prop firms, hedge funds.

Price: $8,000–$15,000.

Pros: High margins, prestige.

Cons: Requires performance proof.

Best Use: Full framework.

Target: Firms needing ongoing access.

Price: $2,000–$5,000/year or $500–$1,000/month.

Pros: Recurring revenue.

Cons: Requires license enforcement.

Best Use: Subscription with updates/support.

Target: Traders needing tailored solutions.

Price: $12,000–$15,000/project.

Pros: Direct monetization of expertise.

Cons: Time-intensive.

Best Use: Bespoke strategy builds.

Dual Approach:

Retail Lite version (~$2,000).

Full institutional version (~$10,000–$15,000).

Add Licensing: For recurring revenue and support.



Future Considerations
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Consulting: Premium option for custom builds.

Develop tiered pricing packages (Lite, Pro, Enterprise).

Provide performance metrics (backtests, live results) to strengthen institutional sales.

Expand strategy diversity (breakout, continuation, exhaustion signallers).


