
 

 

Genesis of askAITHENA 
 
2025 was the year we stopped wondering whether AI could help build 
something meaningful — and started actually building with it. 
 
When we first explored the idea of a trading-intelligence platform, the vision was 
blurry. We didn’t know whether we had the right skills, the right path, or even the 
correct definition of what we were trying to create. What we did have was 
curiosity, conviction, and a willingness to learn in public. 
 
We started with a particular problem: how to make trading intelligence more 
reliable, explainable, and adaptive in a world where data, models, and market 
regimes change constantly. 
 
From the beginning, the conviction was architectural rather than algorithmic. After 
decades of building — and watching — large systems fail under change, one 
thing was clear: the most significant risk was not choosing the wrong model or 
data source. It was building systems that could not evolve. 
 
What began as a project evolved into askAITHENA as a startup. askAITHENA 
was designed differently: architecture-first, provider-agnostic, modular by default. 
Human judgment defined the logic; AI executed it at scale. 
 

• The project was initially called USEQUITYTRADERISK, later evolving into 
arthaEQUITY — US Equity Retail Intelligence. 

• In parallel, we built the AI infrastructure backbone: GYANA — a system of 
MCP servers abstracting GenAI access, vectorisation, and voice pipelines. 

• Both platforms now support real-time data ingestion and API access, with 
live demo environments available on AWS Cloud. 

 
Along the way came architecture diagrams, layered rule engines, decision 
frameworks, white papers, decks, meeting playbooks, and genuine strategic 
clarity. None of this existed before — it came to life through relentless iteration 
over six months of focused effort. 
 
What we learned quickly was that the most challenging part of intelligence wasn’t 
prediction or automation — it was structure. How fragmented signals, human 
reasoning, and timing mismatches could be converted into something 
continuous, explainable, and trustworthy. 
 
These were universal decision problems. That insight led to abstraction. 
 



 

 

We stepped back from trading and asked a deeper question: what is the minimal 
intelligence architecture required to turn human expertise into a system that can 
operate continuously, explain itself, and improve over time? 
 
That became arthaINTELOS. It is not a product. It is an intelligence architecture. 
 
If the architecture is truly universal, then new domains should not require new 
systems — only new domain knowledge. That is how the artha[domain] 
extensions (as concept/ paper/ use cases) emerged in discussions with like-
minded community: 
 

• arthaCREDIT — The Intelligence Layer for Private Credit  

• arthaVECTOR — Growth Intelligence beyond CRM 

• arthaCFO — Continuous financial decision-making for SMEs 

• arthaENSEMBLE - Institutionalising Buyer Judgment in Luxury Merchandising 

 
Each looks different on the surface. All share the same framework underneath. 
The goal is simple: as AI, data, and industries evolve, the architecture of 
intelligence must evolve with them — grounded in human judgment, executed by 
machines, and refined by reality. 
 
That is how we got here. 
 
And yes — importantly — AI is part of this journey. Not as a magical oracle. Not 
as a shortcut. But as a thinking partner that helped us explore ideas faster, 
structure complexity, challenge assumptions, and stay anchored when 
uncertainty was loud. 
 
People often frame AI as either a threat or a gimmick. For us, it became 
something different: a force multiplier when we didn’t yet have a large team. It 
helped us learn Python, AWS Cloud onboarding, shape architectures, refine 
narratives, prepare for conversations (including Singapore FinTech Festival 
meetings), and serve as a sounding board to clarify what truly mattered. 
 
We have made very little revenue yet. But we built foundations — capability, 
clarity, systems, and resilience. Those compounding assets come before 
revenue. And in difficult moments, the process itself provided calm, discipline, 
and purpose. 
 
Some may smile when they hear us express gratitude for AI — as if one 
shouldn’t thank a tool. But this isn’t gratitude toward a machine. It is gratitude for 
what working with it allowed us to become: more structured, more persistent, 



 

 

more ambitious, and more capable of turning ideas into real systems, and that's 
our biggest win.  
 
2025 taught us something profound: the future belongs to those who know how 
to collaborate with intelligence — human and artificial — thoughtfully and 
responsibly. 
 
2026 is about translating architecture into traction. And I’m excited for what 
comes next. 

 
 


