METHOD CONFI GURED FOR FACI LI TATI NG FI NANCI AL

CONSULTI NG SERVI CES CROSS REFERENCE TO RELATED
WORRLIIGABE ONS The United States non-provi si onabPCpases/ 005371

applications entitled "DECH SI ON ASSI STANCE PLATFORM

METHOI BTG ER FORFACH IR TNG KSANCIAY, CansiTING

serial nunber after s@iR@gciygroer is assigned’ and
" SYSTEM AND METHCD CONFI GUH_ FOR FACI LI TATI NG
FI NANCI AL ANALYSI S" havi ng serial nunmber " anmend to

i ncl gdeDss R@FE] % T kﬁL&'PEbaAPPEi@g‘ri Igﬁ
gne herewi t h

and are flled the sanme day herewith, are incorporated
TheyePaijted byptatess emenm@wsmm Dp@en(T HippDE SRS URKtidth e “DECISION ‘

ssISTAYEETRL Xe8ia6] EAGACTINCRGRD S FLPEEE ™ hiodSciar

CONSULTING SERVACES” uaavﬁagss‘eﬁﬁsn@ﬂﬁer@& hResd & el @daf Q&mber after
faC|I|tat|ng financial consulting services. BACK

serial nunyaeryist jafegRadar arfer® XSARM | ANES t METHRRI @@@F}@J}RE& FOR

h
FACHITAIt’IEISeS Fgﬁﬁ%ﬂ?ﬁg{l il\flﬁﬂ? Sﬁi’r f 13% St% ng}sn('xe]}){aﬁ,]n g,] & (f l%o include

serial number wfter serial dushber. isChssiinsBaNGakh €RRORSIDA Q:ohﬁfloﬁ hbplicant
rust |ncbude t he undi scl osed offering of

herewith anf 8 S04 SFrE HEY Doyt 8 deODaTa g erer by tefnce.
recommendati on of particul ar products, poor advice
from financi al advisors, advice based on flawed and/ or
i naccurate inforpation, predatory sales tactics, and
corrupt- fi nanci Mjwmcunﬁt ances t hat
have led to this |lack of trust have contributed to a

general market decline (i.e., value of: funds and
nunber. n(Hg(ﬁrsons i nvesting), which is a circunstance

Theq dh Bt Ya iligilPRre% ke BEisim yelats lesnaralividtor fiaangipl icoysulting
meth e
oo B iR 8 s FlEl AR, Pebfaing
financial congwlting sermiges.f i nanci al i ndustry). Atty. Docket No.
1651. 030002Pr oduct vendors and their paid sal espeopl e
generally control and often limt access to product
i nformati on. Vendors typically do not want consuners
to have a practical VBACKGROUND

Many financial experts and investors would agree that there has been a considerable
increase in the lack of investor trust within the traditional financial services industry.
Circumstances responsible for this lack of trust include the undisclosed offering of financial
incentive to induce the preferential recommendation of particular products, poor advice from
financial advisors, advice based on flawed and/or inaccurate information, predatory sales
tactics, and corrupt financial organization. The circumstances that have led to this lack of
trust have contributed to a general market decline (i.e., value of funds and number of persons
investing), which is a circumstance quite damaging to the equity markets and the ability of
companies to raise capital (as well as damaging to a transaction and prdduct sales-based

industry — the traditional financial industry).
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In an environment with ever-growing numbers of financial products (e.g., over 17,000
mutual funds and thousands of insurance products), consumers have no practical approach for
obtaining information on all of these choices and no practical approach for comparatively
evaluating them (e.g., to see which would be best for them) even if they could obtain the
needed information. This lack of knowledge is often exploited by the traditional financial
services industry. Because trusted advisers of consumers (e.g., attorneys and Certified Public
Accountants) also lack sufficient knowledge of and information about these many financial

products, even these trusted advisors are often limited in what they can do to protect their
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i nformati on includes performance criteria, weightings,
defined investnent dataset information, filters

woanfriogursed for refining investnment dataset PCT/US2006/005371
i nformation, and/or process instructions. In another
enbodi nent of the inventive disclosures nade herein, a
met hod for facilitating financial consulting services
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generating objectively quantified investment choices. The client-specific template

information includes at least one of performance criteria, weightings, defined investment
dataset information, filters configured for refining investment dataset information, and/or

process instructions.

Correspondingly, it is a principal object of the inventive disclosures made herein to
provide a solution that overcomes limitations and drawbacks associated with conventional
approaches for facilitating financial services for clients. Specifically, methods disclosed
herein enable facilitation of financial consulting services via a trusted adviser of the client,

but who is not necessarily a professional within the traditional financial services industry.
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wohlo@rb4mspeci fic tenplate i nformati on i ncl udesPCT/US2006/005371
quantitatively and/or qualitatively representing the
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dependeqs uppminferarasiopiderived Epmethe relpiéve Weightérgssul ti ng

i nformati on and/ or objectively quantifying investnent

choi ces includes determ ning a collection of

i nvestnent indices that are each dependent u

on
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combination of one or more performance factor and one or more child class node.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, providing client-
specific consulting information includes outputting client-specific consulting information,
displaying the client-specific consulting information, and/or enabling access to the client-

specific consulting information for the purpose of determining related information.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, determining
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dependent upon information derived frominvestnent
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. repatin
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information, filters configured
class. i nvest ment dataset information, and/or process

instructions. In at |east one enbodi nent of the

i nventive disclosures nade herein, performance

criteria include paraneters designating a desired
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respective investment within an investment portfolio and determining a plurality of

nvestment index performance scores that each correspond to a respective investment index.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, determining
client-specific consulting information and/or objectively quantifying investment choices
includes determining a composite performance score dependent upon information derived
from investment performance scores and determining a composite investment index
performance score dependent upon information derived from investment index performance

scores.
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These and ot her objects and enbodi nents of the
i nventive disclosures made herein wll becone readily
wapperoess3 upon further review 7 Atty. Docket ROT/US2006/005371
1651. 030002BRI EF DESCRI PTI ON OF THE DRAW NG FI GURES
FIG 1 depicts an information flow schematic in
In atdeast 9an embaidinhens of dreboventpetdisfosies madedrtréiu gpreparing client-

o j 0 made herein. . 2A and. 2B depjct a
specfic iy TieT S Rp I Toch S, et i FEineu o s tces wneglogmance
criteria, weighBgLdefiNEE iMwdstne i TatisB® M Srrddtion @ilEhsS & PBMFRB for refining
. herein and in view of the information flow sChematic
Investmen{y@giaset iriormpationgand{or preresginstPridens. an enbodi ment of the
' operation for determ ning the investnent choices
depicted in HG 2. HG 4 depicts an enbodi nent of the

operation for enabli n}g%t he conparative performance
In gisleasisomen embpdimeat jof vhes inwsntive disclashies rdadsi berein, iparfbifaance

tario d ' . [-CLd r aphical . ‘
criteria mc&%%r sent gétrlsq ggﬂg%gréjgf%rr%ﬁl cg s(%g]raggg Fﬁg‘%c%fo%l Hjyegiment and
 preparing vli¢rit-specifinhiediplee tinfofmbdien finoleddsi yeartitS5ARS @S RSRatively
. herein.. HGS. 6A and 6B jointly depict an alternate
representln&ﬁ%%ﬁ?‘ifr%‘manf’%Fnﬁﬁflésenti ng the information depicted in
the chart of HG 5. HG 7 depicts a table having a
plurality of nmulti-segnent bars that graphically
represent corresponding conposite scores. HG 8A
Thesg ﬁ‘Pgt%E%anféﬁ%&ﬁ Oa’rm"dlt%éf et inygntiyepdiselesires made herein
will becom® Qi G UpBEkehOipdidtithid@lihg @ comparative performance
assessnment i naccordance with the inventive
di scl osures nmade herein HGS. 8B and 8C depict an
enbodi nent of a hierarchical weightings structure in 8
Atty. Docket No. 165 1.030002accordance with the
i nventive disclosures made herein. FIG 9 depicts a
network system configured for facilitating financial
consul ting services functionality in accordance with
enbodi nents of the inventive disclosures nade herein.
Atty. Docket No. 1651. 030002DETAI LED DESCRI PTI ON QF
THE DRAW NG FI GURES
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An enbodi nment of an information flow schematic 100 in
accordance with the inventive disclosures nmade herein
woodapsssed in FIG 1. Entities within the i nPOTASRI06005371
fl ow schematic include a financial services client
102, a trusted advisor 104 (i.e.; an affiliated
trusted advisor), a financial services consultant 106
and a REIFY PESORIFION OPTHE PRA WIRE FIGURES
systenj. Conmunication of rnformation (e.g., client
background i nformati on and/or client-specific
consulting information) is carried out between the
FIGf i %Bfatsabn $fbMh&Esh Ablvedhe% ANELHRRINEE Yaiesh afbbdfent of
Simlarly, comunication of information (e.g.,
the inventl\mldmﬂwsubaahgda)lumdlm nformati on and/or client-specific
consulting information) is carried out between the
trusted advi sor 104, the financial service consultant
106 and the decision assistance platform 108. In the
FIGSnB3d4damt 2B dépit:he ethod et fasHithtingviivehaabcorsultpg services in

accordancedvgi@h gd Iﬁréqn Pgscﬂj; é‘lﬁthlf osH:eg te?eﬁréaag%( ﬁli%‘gﬁ“ép Ief'\p?ogglgtion flow
schematicd“e 8ddl ihaN6. 106 and isolates the financial services
ient 102 fromdirect interaction with the financi al
serV| ces consultant 106 and the decision assistance
pl atform 108. In another enbodi ment (not specifically
FIGS BAdpikss anheniddismbRCoranky biscéitiokfbr adrrhfiend iheanvdsthent choices
services consultant are the same person (e.g., an
depicted in&{@ol-ney, CPA or fami |y member), whereby that same
person isolates the financial services client 102 from
in-depth and/or direct interaction with the decision
assi stance platform 108. In still another enbodi nent
FIG( ribtdepiséciani embodinaambvef) ther wpeteriontiod erablingrthg oeprappgative
petormanc sk {BAREF Pl SEEMRERSFOAR RN BT Terent
client 102 from vvlthl n a common organi zation (e.g., an
at t or ney and CPA enpl oyed by a common | ocal, national
ter cOo er
ric] I §hBl QAL BTN P N TBR i
accordance ¥dth dur aﬁbadiﬁﬁEMﬂthahd/eﬁﬁvaﬂmcécﬁuresrmmm&remn Wi t h t he
deci si on assistance platform 108. In yet another
enbodi ment (not specifically shown), the financi al
services client 102 serves as his or her own trusted
FIG8dvi 5 osndared fjoiialycidapics @nv alt@nate oambbdiardnt fvineprebonting ethe
) . financial services cljent 102 directly interacts with
mformatlont%‘%%ﬁ@h%ﬁhggg?gcgr#ce platform108. It is disclosed
herein that interaction and comruni cati on between the
fi nanci al

FIG. 7 depicts a table having a plurality of multi-segment bars that graphically

represent corresponding composite scores.

FIG. 8A depicts an embodiment of a weighting approach configured for facilitating a

comparative performance assessment in accordance with the inventive disclosures made

herein

FIGS. 8B and 8C depict an embodiment of a hierarchical weightings structure in

8 Atty. Docket No. 1651.030002



services client 102, the trusted advisor 104 (i.e., an
affiliated trusted advisor), the financial 10 Atty.
woaakab478®. 1651. 030002servi ces consul tant 106rPamaiser6/005371

t he decision assistance platform 108 may be

i npl enented via a networked conmputer systens. For
accordance@%%p@}vemlae fiselopresgiade §58iem 400 depicted in FIG

9, such interaction and comuni cati on nay be

facilitated via a networked conputer system The

Internet is one _enbodi ment_ of s¥ch a_networked ., )
FIGe $hdepiets 3ynatwask Austemcsonfigureds fofy facilyating fuanrial cangulting
services fufictl¥aBfity! & Q&‘)ér%’ﬁcé’ Y Qi ofihen®d 8Blhd Sn B le disclosmf‘es made
Interaction and communi cation. Specific exanples o
herein. such interaction and communi cation i ncl ude,
i nformati on acquisition functionality (e.g., receiving
background information fromthe client), service
paynment functionality (electronically receiving
paynment for services), distributed processing
functionality (e.g., where various decision assistance
functionality is performed in a distributed manner),
consul ting informati on delivery functionality (e.qg.,
providing client-specific consulting information such
as objectively-quantified investnent choices and
client-specific reports to the client and/or trusted
advisor), etc. The decision-assistance platform 108
accesses and/or is provided information about, for
exanple, the client (e.g., the client's life
ci rcunst ances, investnment preferences, financia
position, financial goals, risk tolerances, etc.),
deci sion basis information (including, wthout
limtation, asset allocation technology and rule set),
i nvestment performance information (both with regard
to all avail abl e product choices and client-specific,
hi storic performance information) and docunent format
tenplate information for perform ng associ at ed
deci si on assi stance functionality. In one enbodi nent,
information utilized in carrying out decision
assi stance functionality as disclosed herein (e.g.,
manual |y and/ or by a decision assistance platform is
stored in and accessible fromone or nore databases.
Exanpl es of decision assistance functionality, as
di scussed below in greater detail, include inputting,
conpi ling and/or determ ning information conprised by
a client-specific tenplate and determni ning
client-specific consulting information (e.qg.,
determining client-specific investnent choices) at
| east partially dependent upon decision basis
i nformati on. Exanpl es of such decision basis
i nformation include information relating to prescribed
deci si on-maki ng rules, information

9 Atty. Docket No. 1651.030002



relating to investnent effect selection and

information relating to correlating investnents
wopprbwsdti es to client financial needs, desi Pe$/US2006/005371

and/ or goal s. Exanples of investnent performnce

i nformati on include information associated wth

returns on an investnent, information associated with

r i SETAT HD DRSTRIFENION 0¥ THE D RAWING FIGURESY t h
other performance and structural characteristics of an

I nvestnent (e.g., nmanager tenure, turnover ratio,
internal fee/cost structures, etc.) and infornmation

An RfHRaimdR dofVah NinfiRiibh NBow osmpaftit VEORRR! i¢6e8atde with the
performance and structural_ data. Exanples of docunent

inventive disegloseres mpdabesgin BolepistedNg. FI@@ 511 Eygisioo 2ithin thedpfosmation flow
schematic 1B?nl(éllg% daiegg for n%}‘)lg 31%%9%? rusls dh%ci\ggd}a#(ﬁl' ﬁ% an affiliated

OCUITEH con

trusted adviR6H$ & firdaaciall se\ized tonsalignti 1060ANE L idebisRmS@sisahes pltfolm 108
outputting information related to makjng invest nent

(ie., a systezpbj @@m@n@atwncqfemﬂ@t@ (- &ntlentdseksonnd iHerpefiagand/or
chem.spemge%!@ngu@& TRt n@ﬁ@/c%eﬁlaﬂ*b%&a tﬁé‘ﬁﬁaﬂc?%l%f@ée’s Qfidnt 102

I'S1 on rmati on, investnent perfornanc
and the trhftéd)r ahtisoan 104nd Sikaiany ntofmonmixtationf of rrafarmatlal e(e. g o chent
npl es of client- sg ific onsultln format on
background infaafion apt FEetAPERHs EARS aprenl P bsfjveen

the trusted 2I91soF A09E ti ARkl AertiYe icOnRAGAL Ci@@ ChdMHehddcdMon assistance
i nventive’ di scl osures made herein. In accordance with

platform 108t | east one enbodi nent of the inventive disclosures
made herein, decision assistance functionality
di scl osed herein is carried out by a decision

assi stance platformthat conprises a first decision
In tlengimbedipasng .of the ﬂmeHQatMS§dWeS®thlsyl§Oedﬁplqﬁ¢¥U imFIG. 1, the

trusted adVlS?ﬁ f(%j 12%2%?7%83}21 4 en en%#l gm?rr pgeaflrbagn\éf ts%ﬁlnctg%gﬁ?nﬁgﬁ tollz)é and
isolates thefffdnkial 3b8%ces fcﬁ@ﬁtl 02 gbmAdiebdt Ghtersepion i witle tﬂeeﬂﬂdlr&ieﬂ services
that represents a client- speC| fic profile conprising

consultant Q¢ japdsthiendesisien iasvistprcegplatforinet08. ddnaanaihey, embodiment (not
specifically E&g&/ﬁf %ﬁ@%\\lét&? Jich}l'&)tr fleﬁ] Sind BRY £ 2D g&vfé:%%&&{shﬁantea}& fhe same

suc or mat I on conp
person (e. ggldneﬁttorﬁQeCEFA @r tfangilly ahembex)) wﬂerebye rtha‘trsrmrecperson isolates the

i ghtings and factors (e. araneters. corr,
financial sqiyichmAGTRaRe EpRettdcnibeinisr Bedniansiudh pitkdhe aeqsion
assistance ;gé’t'i”@nf’"i@é Olfy %naﬁl%hﬁef eh%dﬁn&ﬁ"(%i g@aﬁicailylshs&ﬁ) gtﬁé trusted

esi ghati ng mani pul ation ni ng/ sl mm
advisor 104obaﬂahetfm)mcoal sdmme:pasulandatpmffesst prgsanssieting on bekalf of the

rmancit seQsP RS T B0l T e SRS, G G R e
employed l{f'agbbmﬁgﬁ aoedll, fhdtioBAIS of AnRendtidahl coiuBthg HRAY, GM8RbESthe
cument assenbl y functionality to be faC| litated

common org@mgatlonauplatmﬂb@l finepeink segeiney aliens nb02afem infdspihaendier direct
mteractlon w1{ att he dgCISl{)S %Eﬁfaﬂ@e platform 108. In yet another embodiment (not

specifically shown), the financial services client 102 serves as his or her own trusted advisor
and financial services consultant, whereby the financial services client 102 directly interacts

with the decision assistance platform 108.

It is disclosed herein that interaction and communication between the financial

services client 102, the trusted advisor 104 (i.e., an affiliated trusted advisor), the financial
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anal ysi s/ assessnment of investnent information.

I nformati on conprised by the clientspecific tenplate
woOoariowkiszed by the second deci sion engi ne to PCT/US2006/005371

facilitate scoring and ranking processes for

optim zing investment selecti onaé generating
services confpyiagt Hh end/Abiheelerision assivinpR Pl i973; L08R 0 tTAplgmented via

a networke&lc'o ek dyRdigl dug X Eg:g viD ! &t@ﬂﬁ( ARRI 3@0 dEMERA in FIG.

uctions I nclu rmation relating to
9, such mte&mprounpanchd:c&nmamcetrmlamey bk fad Atata@hviafa natweskedentpuEnsrgem.
| abl e ,asset cl.ass

i.e. he asset allocation), . .

The TntomgfaBi SEPRTESTS I nichgh P DUKFOARERLET2BEBT o gy 1t i

disclosed KéReidP ﬁ’l'ieﬁpﬁ' eBsite ingiyt B IpRviHdC ol %Eﬁl[nsg stéie 1§fé9£[c't169 and
and ranking processés includes enabling assessnent of

commumcaatlnnest ﬁmfle texiagpdesi af asughnhderacthen dnd icomamuiecitivn mictrde,
nt ..t ea

informationt, G bigfop PSRRI (e AeRApE T kTR SRR bR ofiom che
client), seﬂ(vh,% ipay@shiTERActRMBRY edle@forididlly rbRivihg epy 81 fo@Sservices),

what investnent effect the cli ent esires). 12
distributed Arqopssim dReqtionplity 652 . BHIOORTIOUS sie@m@aw@eétan%f@imonahty is

performed ntﬂa'eg cﬁ‘stﬂ L8 TmiRNer Jofngﬁlhﬂé wg%ﬁgﬂﬁﬂu@él?feﬁé tonali Oty (e.g.,

arn ecusuon X8s] ot Anc I'ona |sc 0se
providing &Ehelspbo&lﬁc l@ﬁhsﬁﬂlﬁgﬂﬁifbﬂmeﬁi(ﬁdsdﬂﬁ ad ebféeﬁvayqnaraﬁmdsmamment

) atformrather than such functionality being
choices ancﬁéwpbﬁmlwpeﬁemge FUsT And/og rrgﬁtgaeewa?ra{%r m In one
exanpl e, functionality of disclosed herein as being
facilitated by the first decision engi ne of the

deci si on assi st e p}éﬁtfor mis | east g [ al Ity
Thetdge]sion-agsttAnsg P ticﬁ’é‘i“s KB BF lsn%‘iﬁ’ﬁeff)’ ion about,
for examplé Qﬁé‘ Eﬁérg%e N Bk il &réﬁﬁ&%@ nﬁn'vé’stﬂ@ﬁ’lﬁpr@fé?én'c@sb Ffancial

eci sion assistance platform for
posmon fniammaﬂ |goa11aj fighytodfrartdes, ed@l;l(bmmndwlssnﬁmmtlpm émtludmgt without

smiaion, S5, AR, ok S TS B8 B

(both with Eég%}a % rm avaflaB1B HréRRE bfxd)lﬁeseél@d‘ﬁh&lt-s?leélﬁﬂt hisigie! fekformance
late information is at |east partially generated

mformatlon) rand degnmgnt framat templath drformation jorapatamen Hassesiglied aleeision

assistance féuelctlo Yk ai rrgl? gg%ﬂgﬁﬁ%r f a?«?l{ﬂ%{t@{lﬁh@% cliﬁfg‘n %Hgllné out decision

assistance i@lﬁéﬁ@ﬂaﬂﬂtﬁ @s siisclosed hefen &cg.0nthmnaky whd/or yhodidigot assidtance
the disclosures herein and in view of the_infornation

platform) ig sigRed dm @ReAcEeSHOl HEpl @R ar mPTR dglabpsesanEgiaplat iobslecision
assistance %ggtlérfallwrz{so&gaﬂﬁg PhelfRt @ BHef@r %{aﬁnﬁn&%k%gﬂ%@t compiling

or mati1’on, such as I'n reSponse to a neet
and/or deteﬁ'mnanguaforsmnm cempbkédby. a MIBEH‘-S[I&beIEI mmpgate Mdcdiétanﬁning
g ?und i.nformation, an o altl on 204 is perfo
client-speci 16 consulting information (e.g., determin ng c 1ent—spec1f1c investment ch01ces) at
least partially dependent upon decision basis information. Examples of such decision basis
information include information relating to prescribed decision-making rules, information
relating to investment effect selection and information relating to correlating investments
opportunities to client financial needs, desires and/or goals. Examples of investment
performance information include information associated with returns on an investment,
information associated with risk of an investment, information associated with other
performance and structural characteristics of an investment (e.g., manager tenure, turnover
ratio, internal fee/cost structures, etc.) and information associated with compiling

comparative analyses of performance and structural data. Examples of document format
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i nputting relevant and/or required client background

information into a decision assistance platform
wonpariob#78g such i nformation is an enbodi ment oPCT/US2006/005371

enabl i ng access of such information. In response to

. . ipputting the client finapci.al objectives, the
informationTefide JTFEET OB SR 0P BT TR RiceabesSmests. soptent
included +i¥indGPrQLRLE NeobINH MR HIfGHnERoN ( Rsébciat@ with outputting

appropriate asset allocation) that correspond to the
informationcie]atast tofthaking invesoisng ehaigasde- gqur@tmg@tmwdqdqq:gmenbmcludmg

. I nvest nept  choices (e. a. . I 1 opat.i.on) .he. .

such infortgBiR] BRVbrs PG0EHRe el PRl nERLRR, bl Tpformsger.
investment fRffod@hdeTinTongativn, Al eddcuent dotthaiinfornertion ate examples of

obj ective quantification) of the conguted i hvest ment

J'C

client-specifip sopastipg informafipnoiseyigwi o PRECUIIHCHeRt apd) fpciligatingsdecision
. . r.af ' i f] ' . all
ossisance IR0 A BTG PRSI kPRl il B 2,
cl asses of investnent choices conputed in operation
206), thereby producing objectively ranked investnent
Tn a8 %th%g wih{‘atal %slt%ﬁé Em%ﬂ&ingﬁ? 89 {Hﬂéqmlerﬁfvetd?ﬁédsm’& %é&éqlerein,
isclosures nmade hereirn, determning the objective
decision assRtaetd Fundiivnalies dbiosst herelny iacariedi ewtt by pedédisicmlaksistance
determ ning a perfaormnce score (djscussed bel ow. in
platform thg} 6GBFISTIoR 1P} SPUPOB FORMST (Crtho & THAE SRR EXRDF TR AR o
second decirsi%?l@n fhe! %eg,' DIMRRLHRAL st b %?tiﬂﬁ?ﬁf(‘)ﬂ%%tcﬁmo Mhe first decision
I nformation I Atty.

[ derived fromthe Ient-spécific 13

engine faciliatek ereabion of 851ic0BgROTverMplatathobrapreserts a dlienbspecific profile

. .__enbodi nent, determ ni.n e i nvestnment .choices ‘
comprising YRRt SEOHBHIGH (o o 1B 4 SHh PR B ieEopsy Repformance
criteria, etc). SBRImPIBEoOfuch hRRhh@d JoniFiEd BY thOEINENAEFedifidliemplate include

structural factors expressed as nuneric iInformation,
performanca| yéightingsr ansh Faciors de-gatpasmetats/ eprrasperding o Anasinamt effects
. ar .ex = R l. fi i.$ e . .
acred vy Y AR PR BALE B At SRC O
manipulatidn(¢gs;t EAing/dihafingeltdser 6t datadets, @nd tphadesdiny tsattteons. The
~ structural or situational characteristics (i.e., ... .
processing fispeiias Teprgsens ARfOFBRQTeWR BRADKGS 1aRliSr Bi5h ias PEOREE blization of
frs,welEB TS ATRY B FESRERIS0 SRR Tl ot
to be facilistbdr(aigni agomated stepemntgeobration)s and dhiodmsticte trelateil ongcursive

., the investnent choices dependent upon infor.nmafion .
analysis/asSqEPRSRbcPif POEHIEIETT PBRBEpoct SHGFIERG GPPEHeik Ui ient-
specific terfhfFR! i8tRilikéd By thélsdcdoRA ABEisiohi @dimeS@efatilitste s€HHzA4M ranking

imformation).” Such determning is, in at |east one
processes fontnptimismg ipivestment aclestidny @i genasaiinge invieiaenheheicps) in a

manner coxgsz%ﬁgrglr\gﬁg aag %ieg}tgin%lgﬁ%&ga? ifn%i?&r%] &Q%' Ma Qigsi}eg.e Such instructions

include information relating to appropriate percentage allocation of investments among

available asset classes (i.e., the asset allocation), to appropriate blending of performance
factors and/or to appropriate weighting of such factors. The scoring and ranking processes
includes enabling assessment of investment choices in a manner that is intended to aid a
client in identifying which money management teams have historic performance that most

closely matches the investment experiences that the client desires (i.e., what investment effect

the client desires).
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whereby resulting information conpiled by the first

deci sion engine is subsequently provided to the second
wdecei7gwers3 engi ne of the deci sion-engi ne pl at f oPaoT/USH008/005371

enabling a scoring and ranking process to be carried

.out b he .second. deci sion engine. In nhodi ent, . .
i et PR et it BrEhar amudhufl oot decision
assistance P@icgibhalal | disemBEed hedeieras E@ﬂivﬁéiﬂtﬁtém @S, thel dbcisios @kistance
nore of the filters and wei ghti ngs being applied to

platform ragher ftermench dunetianghity bring perforped RY therflecisifmonssranss platform.
e " AR .
i on e SRR TOPY KL B TP 208y HE P i
engine of 0bj deisioneassindticaplatfdren deai Easnpatallys faviliteted| it & grerson in a
manual m%ﬁéé%%ﬁﬁ%@iépgf%&rg }%gﬁfqgéﬂtg%%{qqa%g%@ﬂ@ble to the decision
assistance g%h\ég?)%”ﬁﬂt erﬁihﬁ%ggnctﬁgiaﬁﬁl lo¥ @nélUREBisidn GRidiaitet PRIERA 1o be

i
In one e I ment, “such providing the
facilitated ¢é.gerfunctjpmalifyi €actlitated! by rthe i setandheiedisioni engiokled the decision

assistance ﬁég ar)i. aa 032 gg%fj‘g ﬁ%ztnlgg ea‘éﬂd jsg%téﬁﬁige%ﬁlgti?ﬁ%’}o%ggénn%natt least
partially g&Rediéd AN naSihedl aistheR ! @ihke ilan b?_aaﬂé&fh@ﬁ cABRUb BB decision
[

such providing the client-specitic consulting
assistance plaffenmmrat i on i ncl udes visual |y di spl ayi ng such
information. lon stall another enbodi nent, such
provi di ng i ncludes maki ng such informati on accessible
for rel ated operations (not necessarily or ) L
FIGSpa4i 4nd2B Hspiethomeshasl 2Q0hier facilieting Goancid conepliipg jervices in
is..disclosed herein,. £t I si.00. ' ' .
sccordanceigh pEPRARERLT S B 2yt Nunteteatlh G i iy B AP Grpaan tow
schematic Q00 Righicd innFIGMat | om aperptidr209 ianshifoimed €of robmiging client
docunents (i.e., reports that are caonfigured for bein
background, pnfpmeaionnschrasdPdesRAFET Enp yeeting ity thg)finapgianseryices client.

l.ent - speci fi:c.ifye
ater ke Y SRR BPSHALG AT s tr
inputting relovisitiland/og requiied naicnd backgedundsinfdrjmtion vietoya decikied assistance
i pvest ment _choj ces., Such client:-specific consulting
platform. | ApBRInGL P (ROGRR0biecH FEIUHMECE! 0T dRies of such
informatiolg N0i ces) is, preferably, presented in view of nultiple
vari abl es that are dependent upon information derived

fromthe financial objectives of the client. For
exanpl e, various scenarios of investnent choices may

In REpHseSNifhdAth&r GicHe FRAAGAE oBRRAVENTBE NBIiIGh assistance
deF| ved froma plurality of desired investnent effects

platform peframs einatpethtion A9atfer dgiermipingainyestment @wicesfels., an appropriate
i.nv nt effects..are.d nden n, J.nf i . .
asset alloc;gbqns 3@%‘3 (forngﬁp%él‘r: OFh%agléeéx?gﬁlla{ugl?lf ggj@%%\éegdl gx?tg?%e@%nlng the
investment PEdic¥% NRC, L akEl HbEAIONY heCascantassivtantet platfory gidiforls an
) di scl osures nade herein include criteria relating to
operation 308tfgr detepmigjng an objective ranking (i.e., an objective quantificalion) of the
computed investment choices (i.e., an operation that objectively scores and ranks, in a
manner specific to that client, all available investment choices within the various asset classes
of investment choices computed in operation 206), thereby producing objectively ranked
investment choices. In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein,
determining the objective ranking includes objectively and client-specifically determining a

performance score (discussed below in greater detail) for each of the investment choices and

ranking the investment choices dependent upon information derived from the client-specific
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associ ated i ndustry-prescri bed asset cl asses,
i nvestnent effect rules and correlating i nvestnents
wopprobusdti es to client expectations. Specifi 8CT/US2006/005371
exanpl es of performance criteria and their related
mance factors are depicted belowin Table 1.
performanC%e§(§r8{ ed information defi nlong such perfornmance
criteria and their related performance factors are not

di scussed in detail, but would be understood by a
In o%%r?srglgocﬁﬁl' 1&4 ‘?Qt n[?m% QE the€ Hﬂe@gné'}fttchﬁf‘ce' mclfx&é&aﬁ%lﬁhg a logic
ens an 0gl es)

conditional 1ﬁEélr &B@OO&'EABME df potE’ﬂ!ﬂlEﬂb’r nmngq:aﬁqmanm amh d;tmeuuaetl eldctors

Per f or mance Fact or n l.east o nent of the
expressed aémuétmmslaéw o0 Aohebeical 18’5)6?13 100 ﬁa %ﬁ?tmfé’ﬁl@eﬁlﬁ?‘? - For
example, sucR\EnARUnal £R&'iS ubddcfot IR SitinD Fartds tAMchrd ai%k&is(l e RbeidcBping

i nvest ment al | ocation anmong various asset classes,
investments frati s¢Wdab¢shirs), @r ithatl haye rdternimeairalf of situasional rgharacteristics

e TSR R R eI SRS FTL PR et an

investment GRUNE pre@Abed)! for sR@t fInCose embodingenl, dasininhgoinvestment
such i nvestment choices. In at | east one enbodi nent,

choices moﬂltckes oJetesminisg b finvesimens sehoiaes depprent upen Jakosmation derived
I ent -sp S al ¢ "
T
informatiordN SiehaketdiBittingfis, St lmaohabinbomms ofrnthet 1nvent1ve dlsclosures
alternatives. After reV|emnn%?t e client.-specif

made hereig ra?alfoemﬁ@ BhRofiFshtdesision KRS t 88 deRIFien; ras%ﬁﬁf)“&r plagfgrm,
whereby re% Iﬁﬁ‘g ﬁ{f ﬁ)'hvd leﬁ S EfRtdedibiBn %ﬁgﬁehé ﬁﬁsé’(ﬁheﬁ‘tlﬂl liirowded
ent aC| tate an operatron 212 for
to the seconé\desision dgmesoﬁ:theaiecismn—aagmpﬁoplavﬂmnhtmh enallingca rsm;mg and
r anki n of | vesgbme t cho | s based. .Such ret\)/lcﬁ r}Sth
ranking procaey (ke CATIES; BRYY p“S?‘? dkiten Speipe; 13 Qg gubodiment, the

clwnt—spec&@%ﬁ[ﬂa%@ nRhide Une R MbraRf PotnfiaRy nR¢ filters and welghtmgs with
fying/clarifying information associated with

one or morgl ofelhc filtersaenad wieightipes being epplied f%ﬁ%@@@@% fagier information,
ed. ad I Sor h e
cient infobiEi i r0) SPRGCdly’ SRolhiRRE Ay ISR perfoppance

informatiorTet hod precedes at the operation 206 for detern1n|ng
i nvest nent choi ces an objective-ranking (i.
operation 208) dependent upon information derlved from
the revised criteria. In response to neither the

Aftdr desdranniag thesebjedibie rhfiiing,i thawdedision sissistanesplatborsnipérforms an
revising any of the decision criteria, éhe et hod

operation 23@fer RLRviding cHeNtGPESIEE COASWHNE FRIPrIRALian (o8 inNgptment choices,
objective qgﬁltlﬁcﬁ{léfn ﬂ{eﬁécﬁ\eetg ' ﬁln('in ddilnEnt Qﬁ'éHJ% {tnd ﬂfec&f@ﬁﬂéﬁé&ﬁc

formof a c entspeC|f| i nvest ment

consulting frfp@idtjont inctuldes prepaning atd satpuitingsa cligntnpedic fnvestireat report

t rust ed ?dVISOff Hltl ng
by a document assembly engine of the decwlon ssistance platform. In another embodiment,
such providing the client-specific consulting information includes visually displaying such
information. Ion stall another embodiment, such providing includes making such information
accessible for related operations (not necessarily or specifically shown) of the method 200.
Accordingly, it is disclosed herein that the decision assistance platform is preferably
configured for preparation and output of information as printed and/or electronic documents

(i.e., reports that are configured for being printed and/or electronically displayed).

14 Atty. Docket No. 1651.030002



el ectroni c subm ssion of the information by the

deci sion assistance platformor the trusted advi sor
woenwmasaisbylf acilitati ng presentation of the PCT/US2006/005371

information). After the financial services 16 Atty.

cket . .1651.030002cl i ent sel ects.one or re. e
A R Sierti: EYRRRGL FROT b FisroRT derelp cae g Slient-specific
consulting Bifb@gAtiR0sUcB. 4 objédtively LaRsd ivalthnt whbibed. NSudl Uisdnedpecific
advi ser), an operation 216 is perforned t he

o ! er : red (e.g., b
consulting informasivna(ga-seheasively aked vesiment ehoices) i mfemb& presented
o viow of AR Ao SRELSSISERARY SRR bR 08 anci
objectives of lthe alieat. (Hoe xahpld, edriony asémeiok sfhiivesimeneRheiseNinay be
an investnent portfolio of the financial, servipgf,
presented thyt ags, depepdentgipop pfopmptgonyderived frora @ Rlyraligroffssired joygstment

effects aﬁd}?%?at«%cg o ?flféﬁ. oHodnd&oH&CT §LAD ?@%‘ﬁﬁﬁé@ GfrePls it Qfeﬁ%ndent

tating a conparative pe mance assessme
upon inforafatibh edariveds froen peyfomidnot | aiterider Bioadle nparfdrinagee criteria in
per.iQdi.c peyfornmance information,.(i.e., . . .
sccordance BT e G ocrRIeS PO TR SRR Grteris elfting o gepm. sk,
associated DIRHEW-PreSirfiRRlie st Sakses,! RBVGRABAT dffe¥ie MRET ahdBB&Selating
assessnent provides information for qualitatively and
investment® bppartunitédsytoadivat skpegtations c Sperifin easmnpies tof glstfioraance criteria

. After facilitati the, co tive r.f gr nan . .
and their r&laled peri@mandc {ab@R HTIPRIRT PElaM ol e X nE%flet ipfgpmation
defining sudlp pbFbivire Riitrfa0na tAEIF T€1Ate8 pRffofAgica faétbrs2a4e nbPdiscussed in

provi di ng such client-specific decision information

detail, but wepldhepardendoed byapsson skilledyin ths miged agf(e gndiappigl systems
ubsequent operations includes outputting of a
i c performance report conprising such periodic:

and methodd iesg.
peri o
performance i nfornation at: the request of the trusted

advi ser. In one enbodi ment, the periodic perfornance

PERSEahSe PLR3E°C AN opt PULt fdl iy BolREHIRA pactors

After perform ng the operation 220 for providing such

clientspecific decision |nformation, the trusted
W yi sor perforns an operpfj 0 _g-ci i tati
A nnuahzedé?%‘\l/i%di ng such informati ofﬁ]I ?garr%feil\l/%éﬁ §art Veetr%er%e?i%ﬁnal
services client. Preferaply, a decision assistance

pl atform as discl osed hefein plays no rol e between the

. trusted~advi.sor and the fj nci-al ermxices client.
Annuahzedl%@\‘lacgjéérjpeiv %lg?her enbodi pen %a,gsgméls clféfﬂgﬁ 1%%si st ance

pl atform as di scl osed hefein does play a rol e between

the trusted advi sor and the financial services client.
For exanpl e, the decisio SSikst angce pl at f.or.m
Index  tacilitate conpilation opm?ﬁ¥§?W§t¢8W88W%Q§9P§g%%%m

the financial services client or may provide

i nvestment choice infornation directly to the

Yield financial services cli entN—YearYield
Beta N-Year Beta
Market Capitalization Average Market Capitalization
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FIG 3 depicts an enbodi nent of the operation 206 for
determ ning the investnent choices. An operation 230
woaomﬂmmsrred by a performance criteria decisi BOTAISZI06B05371

\I .e., d Frrst—decision engl IIE) of —the—

deci si on-assi stance platform for accessing client
SharppRelgr ound i nformati on and anNopear Shame Ba® i s

perforned by the perfornance criteria decision engine

IU1 dClEssST Iy UBLI S Ullmabl S r1if ormat iUII —t1mone
enbodi nent, client background information 17 Atty.
Turnoperck&io No. 1651. 030002and delcNsYesn Tvaaver Ratior mat i on

are accessed fromone or norije databases by the

‘_“—“perfUrﬁHﬂCE‘CfffEffa‘dEthfﬂg'cugiuc. HrTresponse—to

the client background infornation and the decision

TreynpeRBateo i nf or mat i on bei ng accesNedgar dmeymoeRatioon 234 i s
perforned via the perfornance crlterla deci si on engi ne

T mw ef TTI III ﬂWLUI rcspunurl g [JCFI orfance——C€t f ltl_l A
(e.g., investnent effect paraneters). Exanples of 'the
c TABISH d rdPerformanecet Geibericednd c¢latedr Berforanande factmte
paraneters associated with risk of an investnent,
parameters associated with return on an investnent,
paranmeters associated with other structural and
pér dtdeashone eaxbpdictiant of therclient+gecifEninyestmenomport, the client-specific
i nvestment al.lo on rtﬁjées and ar ameters associ at ed
anCStmef‘hfet?B’F‘rIBFléﬁi?%éhqf{-? e dSB‘ﬁB {RyesiRnt @ljogatiog mong various
asset ElaSR8CEistRYPBISToALAIOPSTorhiingd of GATdstARR &HAQM WRIh vanous asset
‘ the category of investnent effect paraneters includes
classep,rdisig betean ofzgampesite mfm@n@s@@ forh@clp@wesﬁmntn@@lces and client-

ri.a | sion n 236
speciffi tcofihe Anf FbEh e Br S DR BRI PR el . 3B s Bnd Eipb&ment, the
clientdpevifid ﬁlfveitﬂ‘ﬁht epoflendluad zfd’liéﬂt—ﬁlibexfima/sgédsﬂiéﬁt ofedviafigthle investment
par aneters inr esponse to determni ng t he i nvest nent
altem%,tfweé &epsladeaﬁétp@rlsm fermpationadgsived Homean passessment qEsyeh available

1nvest¥§i%h€§]{e .80 and .20 may be used to conpute and

perforrmnce factors for risk mnimzation and
return neximzation, respectively. The .80/.20
performance factor weighting rati o woul d correspond to

NS l’@l‘ié\ﬂﬁg Ehérﬁ @P&!}ﬁc ‘251'1 %@&%ti%h Rl tgfs\%d;’ isor and/or

i ndi cat ent is re concerne
the fimanseial sdrmiced z«mtsuhmtt(hanorrsettatmn wahnhe zhent) mayAhtititate an operation

212 qu'%%\z'lglglﬁ.éi?{:l%éﬁlgqel‘g e%ggqr)rga EIHS% t{l?g f;rc 1\{,vee| zgﬂ(glx gfgléwastment choices is
basedd %’Cﬁ IO siBAY it deOfevisiths A8 Cﬂe?ﬂoﬁﬂaﬁ:%%ﬁ&ﬁ@ ¢Eeh |f§ét(§1°§e‘fect10ns and
perfornms an operation 238 for accessing investnent

weighfings) @ndmmfbfymﬁ'@mn@mqur@agon apsoskated with rqltlen'aﬁmamtdh ebjectives.
In resf)h%s%ct% \L(;lée {rﬁ%ﬁc? cg\ﬁ%qroagﬂg)g gl? flgzﬁlc&i’g%ﬁgc@s consultant rev1sn¥g any of the
decision criteria, the method precedes at the operation 206 for determining investment
choices an objective-ranking (i.e., operation 208) dependent upon information derived from
the revised criteria. In response to neither the trusted advisor nor the financial services
consultant revising any of the decision criteria, the method continues at an operation 214 for
facilitating delivery of the client-specific consulting information (e.g., in the form of a client-
specific investment report) to the financial services client (e.g., the trusted advisor initiating
electronic submission of the information by the decision assistance platform or the trusted

advisor personally’ facilitating presentation of the information). After the financial services
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performng an operation 240 for determ ning investnment
choi ces dependent upon the client's individual

wonvEgbmat needs, desires and/or goals. Prefeprablug2006/005371
the respecti ve decision engines facilitate determ ning

performance sel ecti on and wei ghting factors
client SeleCEPe?I& % Iﬁpwgnvmngwceéﬂm@cwhl funfstass © bf'aﬂbocated (e.g., after

consultatiofl e\ifﬁl‘i é‘hﬂ&e@%d@gbﬁcﬁhv eRftioh! 1% ﬁﬁ?erﬁ%ﬂngﬁ NE.297by the trusted

avai | abl e i nvest nent ices wtho

advisor or ifinas¢iak sﬂrmns dhcnth dot hmutta@)dret wl@tezbirpmtate'no choices into the
ct i onal it

rati s discl osed. herein_ tha
decision aRRTRRE firm | e Pk |75 BGHE) RO b RGNt corces
represent af irvieSthiet 5ib O 1R aMRiaf kerfices Blidt! St deC| si on
engi ne) of the decision-assistance platform may
alternati veI y be facilitated nmanually by a person,
rather than by the 18 Atty. Docket No.

Pen%@ﬁ%ll? 3@%0 2 Qﬁ{uftéﬂﬁa ae oﬁéﬂaﬁ@ﬁ | 21 08€1 RPN iR etheI Becision-

such an enbodi ment, resulting information fromt
assistance pradomn lffs}r ﬁa@bitatmgaec Gmnmmum p¢r§¢ma}w¢ assswm@q oé mel mvestment

prtto, 5, BYBHIE 5 A BATEL ARPyOR'65, LhhSb@hg e

mformatlon) h Q&s‘:@sdss‘dcﬁbmw 6f grdaterldetdie tﬁ@@dﬂx}bz{rﬁ\%gperﬂlﬁan& assessment
pi cts an enbodi nent of the operation 218 for

provides mfﬂé"fnraapm Hguaigativelypandaphicativsby pwessingcsslestoddayentmentothoices.
After facxhtatﬁ?l]g Y %gﬁ:ﬁ%l%hvp elbfhhe é@es%?x%fx@gf e ﬁ-@ stfn%{:t p?mfogo the

det'erm ning port I'NVes
dec1s1on assﬂsmncm\promnperfdrmwz&S opdsratlom 226 efiot Ipyoddimprsusk dlist-specific

tfolio In response tq determnlng t he
decision inf3ginaiop o TAEPEGHSCEN. J6 SLITERIe 28 PohiLeh Hhesquent
t f
operations {fludd§ &Eﬁﬁtﬁﬂ% 8ra ‘f&IeJdS% ?Qﬁghﬂ&cé %ﬁ&f 3 gxgmﬁﬁé REHHBdic

score for eac tfoli1o's i
performancg rinfasmation sit dhel requeeqo of dbé drus84adviseper hoome dnfbodiment, the

_— etermning a corre osite invest
periodic pefiFirplot bR & absnce e QU] PES PR fasibgiembty engine of the
decision-asf&tbhc platGEn. S APHee pbFoAni ?rﬂa@ Sbéiatist 206 féxhﬁbvﬁﬂ)g QRAMRnt-
an overall performance o of the individual

specific deqigipn figformatiany ke trasted adyisereperformspuy epasitian 22% Eutfaeilitating
providing s@ire 1nﬂﬁ‘l‘n§ﬁ@l fb‘?qew@\;} bgﬂﬁé ﬁtnbl%l%l%gg/tléé cpg [ f or med for

rmnin
correspondlng to each one of the portfol|o
i nvestments. The conparison investnment indices are

al S Y. C .tao,each of |
B o B A W SRR 805 o
the trusted aﬂsxsbr ahdishb fmmlmﬂiil $arviges olicrats pHlodieng, @@r(ftlfiHrl’@ﬂlﬁﬁhments a

f act or etc response to det ermni ng
decision asse%ﬁ% %ﬁ/@é‘{]ﬁ%‘t &re{nido8s playr @&ebeéwp@hﬂmsla@ advisor

and the finaR&fal SrFREs dif¥ht. ARSEETIMIE) IrPa&Rdib:F SRNMHCD Blatform may facilitate
compilation of information directly from the financial services client or may provide

investment choice information directly to the financial services client.

FIG. 3 depicts an embodiment of the operation 206 for determining the investment
choices. An operation 230 is performed by a performance criteria decision engine (i.e., a first
decision engine) of the decision-assistance platform for accessing client background
information and an operation 232 is performed by the performance criteria decision engine

for accessing decision basis information. In one embodiment, client background information
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I nvest ment index performance score for each of the
conparison investnent indices and an operation 270 is
woeod7ooessl f or determ ning a correspondi ng conposiuS2006/005371
i nvest ment index performance score. The conposite
. .lnyestnment index perforpmance score is a conposite
and decisign Gags g QIMAtSy Je @RcessethiTaepng pr Hers datrhasesebivtheaterfosmance
criteria dedifi@nieR@inki dual investnent indices. These individual
and conposite investnent index perfornmance scores are
conputed in the sane manner (i.e., using the sane
performance factors and the sane perfornmance factor
In YRpSHNel 8982 chsntl thac ?{%gnéi B ARRAGES Qﬁlfhl?eq?ec?s% 58% information
descri bed above. Aiter determning the various
being accosend; @nmperationc¥eis ,perfloemep eviatheoperR2fMatdel Gite@BHediSion engine

erformed for. providi ng such jnformation for
for deterniiflng. poifesORBE ARG Griterito e for VRSN fpeh rparameters).
Examples @F 35 adirépondial iRRistidlit CrRRE AFaFRAGE ihddhdy Qﬁ&g@f@}s adsbciated

.. .. is contenplated that determ ning the conposit
with risk ofranetvasiment, marsmgiens fassaviated wgthoregura nlant invesddoeke tpaldoneters

. 1..030 i nclude conbinin he respective .
associated iwriéje%tﬁ %res(r%ﬁ’%@%lea%ﬁipﬁgg%%m& @5@??&%?1‘{ anu‘B?S?F%gﬁ‘?toY?m‘ﬁséﬁveStmem
allocation flfléd MeipdramBleacissadiadl MataE b invetenWppditiniiE to client

i . . corresponding investment portfolio and/or upon at

financial gxpgciptionte dn @t lepdl pac rearbadimgnt: dhe iostegaryd of rinvestment effect
r ' ol [T I td S nt enpl at ed. t hat. .

pramctend A0t en T bhAbers T EBEPRA S ion

engine perfraynsi amcopetieiond2iti foir Weteinining ppeoinanee Mgtk factors dependent

. . 1nvest ntcg dg{)&gdent upon information derived from
upon inforgpafig detiyed, frapy b JgstpERiRTaR PARAFCSH® i BsPRISBGA dlefrgmining
the investrhéh¥ @FeOE PhraRRlckd. OFbLeARRhIe! a?@ﬁ’ﬂnﬂncl& &a&b %fgr}]lﬁﬁ of .80 and

criteria relating to risk and criterira rel atitng £6
.20 may be wsedrta. computehadnappdy pérforimmande $adtars dor tisk minintifsionand return

.. _decision.engine S f. the decisjion assjstance .
maximizatiific, BURRAE or TBY GORAErRerEweRt o/oHE: NEleDtng patio would
correspondd8a StvaioR & WhicANRE cRéA TN BIAIBYjcRBVek M diD hat the client is far

functionality of the operation Steps of 218 tor

more concgsaeq Withirisl minBnizeinmaihan refernpaationzatione assessment of

the investnment portfolio. Accordingly, scoring and

ranking of all avail able investnent choices within

each asset class within the client's portfolio is
Afterodetermiping tre pederaneg fagtar waighiings.ia ipeestoentethoirsi degision
. .t - f r . nd.par anet er

engine (., JF sSHR BEAGE TRRAE) &0 OO R fRL S AR Comm merfgrme an
operation 238dby adcessigethvbstmichepaforanhcd infe@hivh (bag rizki RArS, and other

stment chpi ces. The various related investnent

i npve S . ¢ A .
structural aPHcHe EE1CE 18 omintPHoavadely the iB¥esemeRf ohpise glgpision engine
performing"HA$Pekatfén 24'@%‘0; determining investment choices dependent upon the client’s

individual investment needs, desires and/or goals. Preferably, the respective decision engines
facilitate determining the performance selection and weighting factors, determining
investment effect parameters, and determining an objective scoring and ranking of available

investment choices without human intervention during the respective computation operations.

It is disclosed heréin that functionality (e.g., operations) facilitated by the
performance criteria decision engine (i.e., a first decision engine) of the decision-assistance

platform may alternatively be facilitated manually by a person, rather than by the
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i nvestnment choices wthin the asset class for which a

particular index is relevant. The scoring process
\Vpnmdmoemsa conposite numerical score for eachprof/ushme/005371

client' s investnent choices, all other avail able (yet

perfor{mle%glétﬁyla dacision r?@ﬁtnec Wb isecdsan anblodlment ebsaltiny mformatlon from the
rt

manud.l Eﬁﬁate% I}ﬁ%e SC | ng u?ug OqéJ%rsnﬂ¥ Inbﬁ] tBnVéJ dl?lta ﬁgs e mvestment choice

decmwm epgise tfer snablmgt funttiendlioyes tthe diRemIdnE BEREUecision englne to be
facﬂlt§f%ect|vely and quantitatively conpare all investnent
ices with each asset class (both chosen and
unchosen) as well as the relevant indices. The highest
scoring and, therefore, the highest ranking of the

c ép s, are those whose bl ended conposite score (i.e.,
t %&FB‘CFSe%FIP Agenh At theconsrating) forr peifioroingtthe comparatlve

perforinBftey haldablett W?'tﬂ@tlﬁ%sﬂﬁérft JIBOE, f}%? t E{Salgéﬁ Rl 18 perFormed for

scoring process) ate t 05e Choi Ce:
detemmiugg qortfolpe irfvestmemts (iwhi thh invstmeltagioss ftﬂét%’i@@nﬂ?@:ompnse the

f d d by the cl t f
chent 1[%5 ilréF ﬁn ger %gs%ggn gee:ngg}sulhé g@,@%{fﬁhég&@iﬂ%&ms g{q @?)eratlon 262 is
perforrﬂ@d 6 BRBARINHRS h 'RFeQPondR! ifesiflent baT M&é %Qoyvarﬁ)é & of the

reason for the inclusion of that as ass n
portfoliys tipdividypl inyesiments s owe dpératien ﬁl6l4hmt parfmneﬁvmmeed}hnnmg a

L R T e TS R A ——

perfonpmabfsoblrerImatﬁﬁlbdmetsaord tRatStepiese@$ @n dvbrallSperformance of all of the

terrp ated that performng the conparative
md“’ldb‘%l? bwesteatisrent i s performed between al | ocat ed

investnment (i.e., those selected investnent choices
that are funded) and a plurality of nonallocated
| ves nments represented by the asset class (i.e., all

& rOTtERHQ) fnvegEnangs, axet ﬂ@ﬁlﬂmc%| anegpttrhtacm 266 as petformed for
detennﬁﬂge Cbhf %alflwn BRe écnlkI NHedds b ?‘,ﬁongﬂlgo? r:?P?ra(?fc the portfolio

depicting a gra represen
investreantn: €Bhet doatpaaisen dprstQIeadmdibe\s' lafWhode 1ﬁﬂfcé§§ﬁ9§1ﬂiaﬂgl correspond to
In one exanple, the chart 300°is

each o ﬁ'ﬁ Qgclk:fglsses 301.
1) ANYESHIPALS 2. pé‘f%la A IfOECIROpding. assle class, exhibiting
correspo ARG ShdrforRANEO TTHRBEE 60T eIngge,?sP e B3 mg% %18 %(g}npanson

assef classes 303 within the port 5110 |s
investment j ipdicess opi i oparationo268f iy rm#bnned fion ddaemﬁmgg a, c8cresponding

1nvestn%§{ fn%"t%Q E)Q?Ijﬁng%lgcggﬁlcéfengﬁ AL t?f ?ﬁﬁ?v;é%gon%g{zéé‘g@g indices and an
operati@n df]@ lis fpeifeeme 4or ﬂet@nﬁlﬂlﬁgoﬁ&%ewﬁﬁlgﬁ Jsli]t@ 1nvestment index

per f ormance score 306 of each one of ves
perfonqaﬁae( Reo8e- 3bke Fempesiiedneastient Andascpenformonde @ur&allslammrrqfosﬂe score

that relﬂés%%' £Pbvdr G osgégncg of £t BE SRS SiBvidkaD, 1nves?rfnel?t {nld{ceg These

col or) super |
individual and composite investment index performance scores are computed in the same

manner (i.e., using the same performance factors and the same performance factor
weightings) as is used in operations 262 and 264 described above. After determining the
various performance scores, the operation 220 (FIG. 2B) is performed for providing such
information for associated operations (e.g., for printing. and/or displaying such periodic

performance information).

It is contemplated that determining the composite investment index performance score
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the first configuration of graphical indicia. The
conposite investnent performance score 310 is depicted
woyoe/ookissd confi gurati on of graphical indiciaPC{aISg6/005371
a correspondi ng vertical bar of a second color). The
. osite j,ndex score 312 is depicted by a fourth
may includg %ﬁnéﬂ%ﬁ P&?r{e%ﬁecm’% Ghiestarent ipflexiindices @Ependent nipan ghfoymation
derived frompetualROSRERY 6F fulnlS wiithid the COREL i raphical
indicia, In this manner, the sglfeg%;ﬂg%‘tgi‘ﬁgees@%‘ﬁ%rﬂadorgﬁoand/“

upon at leaglopreeQ! efiteringclatingrioitigk aet witesis relhiiento astern. Similarly, it is
The

[ . ed to ropri ate benchmarks. ~
contemplacidh SlorbyHBTHAL Z2pl s R iR s P Gonape aors ammeinplude
combiningd theprespéctive PopEslic fiirsaERentd AP dBAY usbPMISbfRion. derived from

represent scores resulting froman assessnent of Efrfwe
actual allogaiifng of (s puiis the pIFEsePRAng Irevepiorent phitioliasandédriupas at least
; ; i | e ., The chart 3 rovides a .
one of el R R0l f 0Bl o FoePeSiorinicls diyrlosed
herein thatadpeision@nghe sySenpos theeddetsidd dsistincs @)@Jttﬁ)rl]-ﬁit %rﬁj/@)r 5 48cument
Wi e

assembl bar. ad't%i:egt .t.o the term " Conposite")
Y SRENH 8% % deqtien asysigpes platferm mpe peiforam ghe functionality of the

operation $KpEdfNPOS ¢er PRrbARINEAheAH) ' DEnderm
_ Coﬁ'posi te). As%depi é’?ec?,e ?%rgﬁ%gﬁn‘ﬁ%gﬁ{fggﬂ%’Fﬁ%ﬁs?%nﬁﬁF of the
investmenicpardelis beyond the | ocation of the conposite index
triangle. The positive differential indicated that the
Conposite Portfolio is outperform ng the Conposite
Index in neeting stated performance goals.. The chart
Acagdinglynsdogingyand epiking of flbayshblerinvssageichbiced WitlitPdach asset
-y t £0l 0.0 i stments in relation to jndividua
class withifl e ARk poRST BtesErrofe s Theeomresend aking is performed using
the same pe€pmemes patanfer bnd PeramUidROSdibkid & | Rori
proportional to a 2@1 Atty. [%cf(ggqﬁl\%d i tte or?’g]rrg)al S§Onng and

ranking anglysis used bythe cligat te seleet the . dieptsdinsestimedchicicdsheThe various
. B ragr in greater. detail) of the
related mv%%ﬂeﬁ mlﬁ(%c%ﬁglaﬁg S@%%‘sii # oﬁ%‘g{egl B §*ectiyetheo s3mm cBannes| @ the

investment 8lidiceuwtihintthé adsescla@ToLwhth DSurEQAIRINES %Pt Th scoring
osite index score 312 of the investnent portng|o

: o :
process pro§ 8 AfPonResite pRmMEEEFl Sepigrfer cashaif dhadlient’s Awestmentahoices, all
h i j . .0...Scores) based

other availdBRARSt J&hoﬁ?ﬁﬂé&tﬁ&npgl#&&rsn%ﬁtﬁe F&F\gaa}; ices. |) ons

on felative position graphi ca

depi cting such scores. The graphical representation of

each asset class performance score 302 is proportional
The$eOndihEri€ RS I WikerS of -1 ndi vi dual . f.und (or nager)

. and i's positioned ?%ede%)eéﬁﬂﬁeaﬁeggﬁssg%?}be %‘:f&m&@atg"t g’ the
highest compesiteaserpde f thentomest sonpesitdAcae)) &fecﬁ@&lﬁabﬁcﬂ duntitaBively
compare allfiﬂ{)gs' S rtecl evcant ] nd%ﬁ scorf 306. The graphi cal

represent APicsH Wit ach asept slass (hafh ghosen wpd sinelossabasewell as
the relevant iidie¥s. STHE Qié@gt $cBRNhE SAA! fhetdibreP ﬁfef}ﬁgﬂ'é%{]?a%k%g 5 fhe choices

respective fund.
are those whose blended composite score (i.e., the score resulting from the blending of all of

the individually weighted performance factors used in the scoring process) indicate those
choices that the historic performance which most closely matches the investment
performance desired by the client for a particular asset class being evaluated (i.e., the
performance desired of that asset class, which was the reason for the inclusion of that asset

class in the portfolio).

+ It is disclosed herein that the investment indices may correspond to asset classes
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The conposite performance scores 302 for each
i ndi vidual fund and rel ated asset class 303 provide a
weoeumTawy’sef t he performance assessnent perf or neATAIS2006/005371
each of the portfolios asset classes. Additionally,
performance scores of the .individua

)l endi ng, of .th
corresponqblﬁ&&é teingridual S0 TPRp eSS N $u5B ceeribis ¢antemplated that

performing l%%&%ﬁ&aﬁ% f U TRRGECS %5&5@%% yisT Eﬁ%@@g&;g een allocated

_ fel evant 1 ndices 308 are sim used i n
investment] Gitcer thiose sejeatérk irvestposit toboicesl éhat scnfumdddPand a pmelity of non-

oo LT e S R FREVIR RS0 b B B men

choices th&R¥kré hi6t RIceRAHbE BaAk fRleagnt age of those hol dings with
respect to the total value of the portfolio. For

exanpl e, i.n an instance where the val ue of the
manager's hol di ngs were $5, 000, 000 and the total

FIROS isf HbhRt Y60 UEpivERE a BHAhi OF Qe RORntat %k OF p%ﬁtﬁlﬁg%%bfeg that

. portfolio score 302 woul'd be attributed to
are depictesbimpvigivt @f ¢amespending aswd clasess I at Inneneaggermple, the chart 300 is

. JFurt r t sane proeportion of 5% woul d appl 0
comprised 3 WEHCARE Rrto BB RpF, TR Conbibele meibit RSt g Eor cach
one of theélabet RlRIsi B0B HitHiNehe PGS & idBsiesd WP hEfirst configuration of

. Performance of a fund and its manager is typically )
graphical #yligp (€rfad 2nFATFRSRORGIBE clintizental dfar s01s pefirstj olor).  Depicted in

o -£0 f E I -ye 2rage r rn
sociaion SEACHRAA| A6 lry AOE L S0y 5 Ao BimBUf SR 4 "
performantt spves 806 f wach onerof ahé ivesyet ipdicéso308 Hodepicted byhesecond

. nuk%gflgxggrfOL nce factors (L.e. yer f or mance |
configuratiop of grapRical mfiqip (e-ge & dscaste SKR AP TRibselsy) Hperimpesed over
the first cotﬁfﬁgﬁijaﬁ&f‘gpgﬁbl}{ic%IQn&\éﬁi USRI étﬁwﬂ?é&%ﬁ%ﬁ% score 310

. _ e conbining of each factor's perfornance is @
is depictedgbynathirdrconfiguration ofi geaphicat owipns (e ., somrespérating agrtibsl bar of

| uat e .t ' s/ fund’ r al | .
a second SRR IheBRIRE indR FRAF ST 45 AbPfien e Y EPSeh cantisumion of
graphical iadRid WEL homahsly) ldﬁllﬁéiirﬁﬁosgafﬂv%f @ eHitd 86nfRJurA{h of graphical
| 0

o sel ected, individual weightings can be assigned t
indicia. Inpghis mapagrk the sdecterbmyegBBODReds offthe Himapeiak sarvigos elient are

graphica“ygcréﬂ(yéﬁdﬁgésy%ﬁﬁﬁtetﬂ%ﬁ C};&X%ﬁ(g_ 'l manager performance can

€ Specl per f ormance and deci si on
requirenents (e.g., needs, goals, risk tolerances,
etc) of the investor (i.e., the financial services

. . . : . . h
Ll 856 el GOLTIL AR Pl o
using bar graphie® teprassmt§ sdordsoresajting Ktom i slemskésknedofteCindividual funds
.. decision criteria are having the nost inpact on the
Compnsmgctgﬁﬁegfqh@ 28 ol th?lP@_“E‘ﬁH’r 3s'wholss Tihechar R0 paoifies 2 means
for measurir@dverati forftbli& \perfofiBadcR! BY Icgmggrﬂgcfhea@o%ﬁoﬁftg Foftfolio” score

(i.e., the bar adjacent to the term “Composite”) with the “Composite Index” score (i.e., the

X0

triangle superimposed on the bar adjacent to the term Composite). As depicted, the
composite portfolio bar extends beyond the location of the composite index triangle. The
positive differential indicated that the Composite Portfolio is outperforming the Composite
Index in meeting stated performance goals. The chart 300 sirnilaﬂy depicts the performance

of individual portfolio investments in relation to individual composite index components.

The graphical representation of the composite index score 310 is proportional to a
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enbodi nent for presenting the information depicted in
the chart 300 of FIG 5. Wile essentially the sane
wonbaromesdon i s presented in FIG 5 as jointlyprdepisedioedos37i
in FIGS. 6A and 6B, presentation in accordance with
the chart of FIG 5 i s advantageous in th i.t allows
blended scoge g)reeagéqus\% igrthe S19VHPE PAERETABR 1P 8r99EeT I@gﬁ;ﬁf Q&R%&aho and
is posmon&i Xﬁ)ﬁﬁwgﬂl)ﬂﬁzﬁnc@p@ﬁﬁ %1 @uch ‘Matt ritsréao%P@%En tHé écﬁﬁpared to the
presentation approach o A and 6B).
composite nmdszc IsosreB Reofeihe mhtzstmexlrtepcu'tfah@ as desphcdtedrhmpeﬁfcman&; scale
exa formati

| foi
311 serves 36 a S P EREr DR PeTaTaUIE AP o roreaised s deefife bSfition of

graphical rdpd¥RataiBné depielife SudtOsddfesTBTiRe Qbhlpﬂﬁ:al PopesseRlatibh RRRGER bsset
services client. It is also disclosed herein that

class perfomxcatscgwé%tﬁ/ propapismehihehe ¢URPQSEA SCeats ﬁfgnmlwldml fgnd (or

manager) a%? Bé)srf%&;edt @? égptfoglﬁg%t&' s%glgcglgp%cg“atgg(tgl nS‘p {: ich pe ithince score

302 can be a@xﬁpaad Agits A’ 4 rlamanmibdensane506. "Ehm@:lapn@an@maérﬁamaeof a
assessnent of such information. FIG 7 depicts a table

fund’s relevant,coraposiis ssoxs indey saope 396 rpresents dmriasiforpiapse gbtne respective
fund. (e.g., bars with different color segnents) that each
graphically represents a correspondi ng conposite
score. The |lengths of each multi-segnment bar 327 is
proportional to its correspondi ng conposite score 329
i S0 r | atqi . Qf
The Fndsfle JEORRASOR oY’ SO 20 o BRI Et Jufft gl el assr
class 303 mahleb:arsuﬁﬁ?ary &;frﬁasepﬁzfdﬁmnaseela%ssnmnpqrefﬁwma@m edcht Of the

corr ondi ht ed rf rnanc criteria.
portiolios abEh SIS AQLHOGH DRI B TELORDNSE J98rS i dpdividual

funds held §¢ bl irﬁd&eﬁﬁinﬂ{g fd &ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ%ﬂ@&tm&ﬁ FPRREE G B3O, Ahe
group of its peers within the sane asset class. Longer

scores of redexgmt imdicesri)Boare isondarly bleageceamhtised maieg@nnnmgeth«t composite

index scoretbgfz(r:mogpﬁr?elt %gxbaﬁorq%gysugﬁ d@ng‘gf‘g 01]% eatccogrma gs:%ﬁg% usmg e%ﬁrrent
market val§d of ehdididuvabehhagedls h6ldehgs Hrdy 8RN pi h)o@bﬂfdﬁhl pBrcbit@ge of those
header section of the table 325. wever, 1n certain

holdings with sesap@ide, the tsal Yalegphtheagifelie. Ber axqsaple; iy ansinsigage Where
the value o\g: APE Iﬂglliaggle S ql%?«%}ﬁ%@ Qtffe(r)ér ?o? rO@ﬁ%Bb' 4ha &QZ&)}?S ﬂgﬁg{f?ﬁ? vaiu% were

m-ssi n he correspon r mance
$100,000,000, 5% bf sheocronhﬂmtte portfotioi seatel 302 whHulditri mmibuvee tghhe ogmposite

. and/or oor perfo nce has, cause that. 23 cket
investment Rgpre P8 $hat GBSk o HIAI IR the $ak PEBPHICRGf P W oyTg apglY to
the manageF’@ EREPARinQEk E&ﬁe GRA (RS BRAINIIILQ IR dnCofSER r&)mposn‘e index

Rel ative performnce of performnce criteria (i

score. criteria utilized for making investnent decisi ons) in
accordance with the inventive discl osures nmade herein
may be

Performance of a fund and its manager is typically considered within the context of a
specific performance factor. For example, 5-year average return could be sorted to find out
which manager had the highest fetum over a five-year period. However, when multiple
performance factors (i.e., performance criteria used for decision making purposes) are used
simultaneously to evaluate a manager’s performance,' the combining of each factor’s
performance is done in a manner that produces a composite score that can be used to evaluate
the manager’s/fund’s overall performance. Once multiple performance criteria (which are

functionally used as decision criteria) are selected, individual weightings can be assigned to
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assessed relative to one or nore points of reference.
Rel ati ve perfornmance of decision criteria against all
woeergss3a first point of reference. For exanmpCe®Us2006/005371
conpari ng the length of the 5-Year Average Return
gnents in the Table 325 of FIG 7 indicates roughly
each of th%\peg@wanfff eriteriacsol thay s veralxpanagsy Perermylse can og “defined to

the specifi 'éncé’%c?@eds?oﬁ fﬁ%ﬂﬁlﬂ‘%ﬁg Q. gsﬁ%@g? Q%Jrl%g%ﬁqgﬁrdn&s, etc) of

rmance as It ates
the 1nvestoPe(l éorthmrfnmnaml istrvicek afliest)t o Hdmeingeewisga]orqpréssntaﬁon of how

) cal cul ated. usi ng a scal e of . 5- Year .Aver
weighted pGAPGRAICE &G TRRACH 19 GRARIREE SETEE &t HPFaL B diickig ideptiting

which decuh&h Sriteiglafe HMn@ﬁfé%&%ﬁﬁlﬁa{c@Bﬂ% &ﬁﬂﬁ&ub%&@@' ied to
hat scale to find it's relative rank within the

group. Because the graphical representation of
performance takes each performance criteria' s scale

Thel (Fﬂaﬁ TePeE ﬁGaBAoﬁhd te daBleUsI®f &4 FI®r 615 98RAY RPict an alternate
performance of performance criteria scoOres quickly.

embodimenThigs présentjeg dhé fisfoematéen dﬂplﬁ@dfl@rhhﬁrﬁ@%é@@x@é FIG. 5. While
essentilly [JR AR BAERRBR b el IR 0¥ Hoiay depicied in EIOS 64 and

6B, presenfafloh 1§ a665TAAIe! With ehd BliFRBE FIG.COiLadvantags 88PMIthRO It Hilows a
of reference. Performance criteria weightings are not

greater VOhﬁ@‘h@f wemaiioario &¢ arasapted i & Bivep emeunt el paes gerayitheregpect to
thepresem%ﬁ, %@F&?ﬁ%fﬁd}getﬁAgn&% tive to all bears This is

€ werght'i ng assigned to each performance
criteria is applied equally to the group of peers.
However, the weightings assigned to each performance

It 1sC 1§<,Il§sred%egé1ﬁ Gfﬁ:lt tMic:cHz{rls &%pﬁ?edj%tﬁ@g %a%AO%}hcioé]? tapee?)ham&les of
informatlorﬁ bbnﬁ gmecs émﬁﬁlﬂlnngdibjéthﬁ/et z!ml’ omnpgetive h@s&ssmdmtoﬂ ineestment
i B e S AP 25T LS b0 v
operations &iﬁgﬂpi@rod%ﬂe@ fg t H@raﬁ'ﬁ‘ g ok Q%ohﬁnpé)faﬁ@qnﬁ?mﬁﬂ&l comprised by

tiron o ose performance criteria

the charts d&pmtwd m ifﬁGSoﬁ @Acamdm@sm exzuoples nfjasessing ofchGnfioomdtion and/or
r|t r|a can add as nuch as 8

. th erf
enabling coFTTILe A NBC RGN L ELBEOPE. Ll i ke the 5. vear
performance criteria, the conbined wei ghtings of the
3-Year Return and 3-Year Standard Deviation are only

ed at 17, whi ch h
FIG T R Tl 2 adit € P S tndR el RS 228 gy bars
with dlfferérﬁ’ C%P&hs ?ﬁfeﬁ%b FRAYCAACR MdripHidallyaehsdiits A w&éspcﬁ{dneg cbtipbsite

defi nes he HHX|nun1|npact t hat the perfornance
score. Theclengths |qi each Awie-segieent Hear cBhp s iPraposiéenad tants gogesponding

compostc R, TAT, 8Tl 0, SRELEARA0HIN R e bl s
shown. Theaatibys segments 330 of each bar 327 represent the relative performance of the
corresponding vs;eighted performance criteria. The length of each segment 330 represents a
performance criteria’s weighted performance, as compared against a group of its peers within -
the same asset class. Longer segments proportionally represent a larger impact on the
composite score. The order of the segments of each bar match the display order of the
performance criteria labels 331 (e.g., 5-year return) in the header section of the table 325.
However, in certain instances, a particular segment of a particula{ bar will not be depicted,
representing that a manager is either missing data for the corresponding performance criteria

or that a combination of minimal weighting and/or poor performance has cause that
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by conparing the sizes of the 5-Year performance
criteria to the 3-Year performance criteria. 24 Atty.
woaakab478®. 1651. 030002HG 8A depi cts an enbodpaEmIS206/005371
a wei ghting approach 335 for facilitating a
perfornf@éd &iitdRA EChARIRES BBAS ithPach6f m&@?&%dmcﬁﬁg tdiBiposite score.
i nventive disclosures nmade herein. e wel ghting
approach 335 depicts a manner in which a performance
assessment of managers is performed w thin each of the
ReRifie CherfsiRRne (bfS POMGmance| @litnshep @fted®ritliZ¥8NER making
) characteristics and performance criteria that have
investmgaie degigions) Iheacqadance swihethe iyvantive gisghoyuras mage dieseis may be
[ f r e [ j.a : i -
assesseg gg%gg%ﬁ%)n%ngpﬁcgg Oﬂéglggeofgl%f%r%c{euenﬁ%gmﬁ elgerfdilmtanc?e of decision
criteria \ngaigitt dinpgertssa Gimstdpdint efaefererfcac [Fopreample, kemparing the length of
criteria 339 of the bar . 337 has

erf or mance rtical
the 5-Y§areAa_Fra% &&tgwb%egmﬁgmp@?f%ﬁﬁ of §iBo7singigtes roughly a 35%
. . O e .
2556 RABAEA BIGE 81 B ASELE S RARE ity e Hifonc
perforntahed apétr telated v itp peéogmorpc eParformendeaas3B Ielatdsut® the peer group is

roduci n ro s ,of performance f 0 in sone o
caloulaff $135 L balt g SRR ASerE RO Les1 1) 86 Depraprigneseitria’s
peers détBiel tls"RAMeANIRGER perfSidandd Scdr®@ ¥ £plied FOMalE&dle to find it’s relative

i nfluence each of "the performance factors 341 has

rank wighinhthe grosp.gr Beqause e @zaphivgl aepressntationr ¢foperdorasance takes each

factor. s wejghti Wi t.hin.a gro [ fs in a
pertormiaii BBk b ol HobiObhafn e BRSHER X! BBy pprformance of
performiah€e QFierd so®mES @lidlgy. Pahu9r MREs aliffa@hss i petfdmance between
group. Li effect, the sumof all of the perfornmance
managefsgandie idgntgiediealy-wi t hin a group nmust al ways sumto
100% The sane applies to the sumof all of the
wei ghtings applied to the performance criteria 339
fromwhich all of the performance factors 341 subtend. )
Relafyr ipsgfognanageof, 4he pigsfopaarcsr prifata asr itt elates 3gothg rpmposite
en
perfornfifie, SRR S shAhInC0E et PGB0l TAREE SEhGfes are not
mentioned rwisnnevadwatimgahe selatise pedomemice of fpecformca criteria relative to all

erformance, score.. Because, a 50% wei ghti ng .has been,
bears. i Bepanss (R &V ORHtinGASHERRYIO IRk BORPRADIE ATISTS, 1S @pplied equally
h fRHRBRC figwelvbe thewiohli LicAbd A% el AR &l
ot eg??gl erp(e. g., 5Vpoi nt‘g. (?Pl?%gﬁllg?poi nt 2 gﬁgi)q}.% '?hg directly
influendergigteyinghagiion (9 teoeareprsite sewre o For ghmplesoepdring the length of all the
h rformance, crit.erj,a 339 .ha an I ndirect, af f ect
segmenfi3Gnnity BRFRRT Skt L P o R ThE pieBih, R pdnirgfed on the
5-Year Retugh GhdSAYByt Seahdar® Devidichh EForeth3 éxantpid, BUEE of ehd Balghting is
performance factor 341 and the wei ght of the
placed parther¢ampinatiqn Of rthases 8o fpesiormpncencitleria, which means that on a

composite scoring scale of 0 to 10, these two performance criteria can add as much as 8
points to the composite score. Unlike the 5-Year performance criteria, the combined
weightings of the 3-Year Return and 3-Year Standard Deviation are only weighted at 17.5%,
which can add as much as 1.75 points to the composite score. The weighting assigned to
each performance criteria acts as a multiplier that defines the maximum impact that the
performance criteria can have one the composite score and also the maximum length of the
corresponding segment of the bar in Table 2. The effect of the weighting can be seen easily

by comparing the sizes of the 5-Year performance criteria to the 3-Year performance criteria.
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subtends. 25 Atty. Docket No. 1651.030002FI GS. 8B and

8C depi ct an enbodi nent of a hierarchical weightings
webkowrabuise t hat represents an approach for uti PCIAUBg)06/005371

t he wei ghti ngs for det erm ni ng perfor mance scores.

effect, the \NEI ructure. de te
FIGq e glepisty 2p h"én S‘i HB 2 BiSTPLIg glp?J@? éjaﬁﬁmgia&“g a
performanc§ Aasé&% ?1‘? Qcéd?@a&@ "gitk kih@ %iféh@ivé NHsPNERABEC hatlb @eSAAE The
ormation. The difference is sinply a matter
weighting apprcprh %ﬁtcbpxctsna nigheertin avhielc hipegbrogance @ssesEngH Of wernggers is

e str 350 ere no 352 of .t e
performed é’i’lﬁﬂﬁt Via ggdﬁ%raéseé PREFS ot sglécéw%r |5CIPFOHSH nc;%éc performance
characteristi @n@r perfopi@Riet @Her@b that B&¥Obeeni uded! Bhe nGiti 38gmEKE) verfltr bar
tree structure 350 serves to distribute wei %htl nlgs to

337 depicts h groupirteoelrpentosmparet eritatia 38R used ignhe assesyat grd dhg degree of
ntoence L4y BEHERPTBRIRL 87120 2964 EHE o 1 BRI GflubeL iBhgsto pr e

vertical ba:cr mhﬂgoﬁkﬁ‘ bf aforeduistending parfoasares faetots 34 apspcitfed therewith.
nparative ﬂerf or mance assessnent di scussed

ove) of
The performamestagiont 34 b reliicole, copamps PREAEEATOR L ﬁ Sygiend from
that partlculzi(r o anxgc}cel %rjﬁ%las\ ﬁﬁf tf gﬁ)‘ﬁﬁ&%ﬁ%‘?&ﬂ)&ﬁ%s: @g%ég%bnrﬁﬁndl n%J‘Pactors in
somemstard‘ak aset (i.e., invest ment per formance i nformation).
Per f or mance factors are always an end node 354 of any
branch in the tree 350. As depicted in FIG 8B, 'd ass
A is a parent class node to 'Factor 2' (i.e., a
Weightihgs akasdividoaidy aigneil s thel pirformance factiorssif angl ioﬂicbil& how
cl ass ass t he }gar ent cl

much influcnep gah pATY TR Sactois Bt 7 HER LS R aceRlng gy one

performanct éaét'&g’s \%1?%5 Rithid aegrouf) hesuts Bhi J‘Goﬁésf’}l)‘éﬁdlﬁg%‘gr&fse in the
asses are a group or mance

weighting dssighed o te aeme mmnbxtlmwednnnanqgefmt@r&mrtb@ grapt dneiigal the

S asses o] re t
sum of all P%]ZQF B%fﬁorg}ag% iag Oghwfflﬁﬁr{g‘%/ ltng e ou I | n%gc ugggb 100%.
The same 4pRHESto MBGLAY 6 ATRYS me\b@diglhﬁlgﬁ apphéd fd ms?peﬂ’oﬂﬁa)ceamdena 339
only be child class nodes or sibling class nodes.

from Whlch\&iﬁ@fsthélﬁeffﬁ@laélﬁﬁéacmfé%} sehiend.-evel that are assigned
to the sanme parent class node, will add up to 100%
O, if they do not add to 100% they are reduced to
sumup to 100% whil e mai ntai.ning_the weightin
Weighting | &fndii mmrnmceaggr%a %@pfiovmmfea&%% 341

influence p?%fgrq?zln%l%%@&es TRG e y . %ﬁfcar O?S a&ﬂ%} @h%e@isﬁérﬂﬂ&%ce

asses are typica conmon
scores has 4 Qirea.effEbicorpal pqmﬁmmanée sdvee.cBesames a 56%t weighting has been applied

to one of the performance criteria 339, that performance criteria- will control 50% of a

=D

performance scale (e.g., 5 points of the 10-point scale). The individual performance factors .
341 subtending from each performance criteria 339 have an indirect affect upon the
performance score. That indirect affect is determined by multiplying the weight assigned to
that performance factor 341 and the weight of the performance criteria 339 from which it

subtends.
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have a way to influence the relative weightings of al

t he subtendi ng cl asses and performance factors that
woavE/a4788l ati onship to a parent class. 26 AttycTDsedoenos37i

No. 165 1.030002AU nodes 352 within the tree 350 have

an ass%gned and/ or a caIcuIa%ed wei ght , These me ht
FIG§ o 8Boach 86 ¢emisd api embpdipgn| at @ higrprohical, ayeightip cture that

o RESSER 10 A g 08 1
effect, the vheightimg strlhcttunesdepedﬁebsdﬂﬁ& 8Bnadn( iané thehweigbtigghapprgsch 330

f th 352 t th
depicted. i, G BRga ARSI TEi UG PRUTHEnahP PN TG o5EE BPe of

information'] Oﬂfesdlffg%ﬁge RQiRBly! azlﬁgttér'?if‘f’r@eﬁﬁhéiﬂ ve wei ghting, an
actual weighting can be calculated for each of the

cl ass nodes. As depicted in FIG 8C, actual weights
are cal cul ated based on the relative . weightings of the
Ther}ﬁgﬁf’ct&% strlctuReindRIdBO b tRASstRIcRI8 350 Ywheds hdads 352 of the tree
wei ghtings influence the scoring and ranking that
structure 35thM933lqhb1acleSS@§| or perfermanse dapsons {depieted By cfacipein FIGS. 8B and

8C). The trsel f)rHCétulé ?ﬁgﬁg@éﬁh&q&dgﬁnu&f lgv%t Ih¥ glﬁﬁd %g: epérg%l:ﬁghéé Pac{oréj The

weightings Qﬁs@@%@&ﬁ thederfsiindade faBlogderbie tﬁ@?bteﬁﬁﬂ 1ﬁfpa&t|’tﬂatmﬁarmance
The hierar chy is processed fromthe highest node

factor mayj lwaweh@n tthe SCOHNE 28 tnaelﬂpsv@;esforﬁeae@n% iy @sgesggent (e.g.,

cornparanvgggr? éltC? gssga k eal%B;vte af ﬁl&éﬁtﬁ{g‘: (ﬂ-ﬁﬁﬁﬁn' S
Chl I dr en (i.e., chi I d cI ass nodes). The act uaI

wei ghti ngs are then applied to i nvestnent performnce
Perfgﬁhglncteojﬁ%?&g r4l gh@ gé%.%seSQP@ﬁé NRef %BnQﬁJoBSf&fPéEﬁg to the
ese | ndi Vi factor performance scores are
performancé héd#a c esvordedd ifi 0a peoptbspending ontqnmt t@ep em‘vestmenc gperformance

Usi ng. a hi erarchi cal struct '
informationy PerPHGRISA S P Ha LNaDS nsBi B0d RET BF Fsr il i the wee 350,
As deplcteg' Bfﬁtﬁ F3 ‘A@lagg‘tlAngs §&ﬁl’ ciz@s keab & rEgfor ?l @8diaNhild class
. such scal es through t use of weighting all ows
node to ‘Clessal 43¢ itdn iélf perhildrolass ved¢ se{Clasy &l (ies, the ipatgnt elpssonele of

s 1 Sl 56 LS P DY S At

nodes of ‘C8RE 1A ¢ orrespondi ng bl ended conposite investnment index
performance score nmay be conputed. As depicted in FIG
8C, blended tree fragments 355 represent a plurality
of performance factor weightings that sumto the

Classed ah langoaf) of peeoP@ideVRicias dntsofdeombiatibl Gf pRrformance
depi cts network system 400 (i.e., a data processing

factors and §$,&§$Q§n’)0@l§ﬁ)ﬂ48§@§rl’@@]y @parpathlpsstrgq@p,dam itheyanalso be child class
nodes or 31b2 l@i g%lstﬁgl%?gss g]?ackcﬁg fnaSr 4ags, lﬁ:'}@a!rér}%ldsg né‘&éﬁ%ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ o}ﬂ'ytlﬁ child

class nodes or sibling class nodes. Nodes on the same hierarchal level that are assigned to the

same parent class node, will add up to 100%. Or, if they do not add to 100%, they are
reduced to sum up to 100% while maintaining the weighting relationship between the
assigned performance factors and classes. The performance factors that are assigned to
classes are typically similar or share some common theme. The purpose of the classes is to
have a way to influence the relative weightings of all the subtending classes and performance

factors that have a relationship to a parent class.
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i nventive disclosures nmade herein. The system 400
i ncl udes a deci sion-assistance platform 402, a network
wonveEribase devi ce 404 coupled to the PCT/US2006/005371
deci si on- assi stance platform 402, a network system 406
coupled to the network interface device 404. The
Alljeedes i35 vidhin dhariee 30 heveormassizred eng/or s eslcalattat wbighe These

weighs o) B U ACRE5LE. By BoIE 1Y o, BDSBRL B 0RSs e o
decision puram;mﬁ&l g atheoof e peﬁf)ﬁﬁmblcﬁlrerbﬁdé&ii&%h EmBne disclosed herein). It is
eci si on- assi st ance pl atform 402 and other entities

necessary (‘% Rprmalize dhe WaBhiyiEs a0l pll oot thea nedpddrto 0t00%, so that their
W I t Cc t l
e o e AN B nocked R FhenfAREP o ) rottive
weighting,j ag aghmbiveizheing cac besslcddatedtfyr @ichiofiilgr ¢tadsinodes. equi r ed
for carrying out such financial consulting services
functionality is enabled (e.g., via accessing a
" website fromwhich such functionality is accessible).
As Tlhptctsbdan $IOn 8@ sated] areightp het datubatédDBased oh lnkikeﬁelzalve weightings

d 408
b A T e o M
ranking th& &l P14EEAuiing @n as@sSRGR A uﬁfcﬁﬁlﬁén‘? Eht%?'gétﬂﬁ'l) ] o les relative

docunent assenbly engi ne 41 e performnce Cfril
weight is radtipBechby thecrcmal 3@&ht of #s paxampide, vhich predurss tlmr actual We1ght ,

o cuch nf 4L DR SHEBRGE A e L3RRy

350 to the IlfWestﬁm 3 thﬁk@h bédagsd e hetusl WBishi HICHAHEIR clAf AbARLE Rlyuired
nprised by the client-specific tenplate (e.g., logic

to Calculat% Hr?d?qﬂiwé (YEFi2leG oft ity childeety Gie.. phild edass mgdcaasmhmcmam welghtlngs

e t,ne ntive

are. then %Jébscpo{soﬁﬁégesgng%ﬁ ﬁpﬁel n, %h(gt itr%stge%%gl s oFPERBPRfling Sfactor
performancceo sédrgur Etiedeo nndlaldudﬂl fa&tdrnger'fdihiahaé sabile9Cat 1 tBBn combined to

functjonal.it ¥% facilitating appropriate
produce 2 GymRQte B %‘F‘%/ ©89cati ons of investnents and

i nvestnent effect paraneters). The investnent choice

deci sion engine 410 is an exanple of a neans for

carrying out conparative scoring and ranking (i.e.,

quantification) of investnent choices conputation

Usihgin (hidrmohical weightinl ssalodfeds fbagtaBeoud ifl @t i HADRE ﬂlerk&ffect of
eci sion assistance platformis defined

different wEigEfh 56 S‘i%escf& blerdedh Slppding shehnecalesrthrosgh shedesei ofi wrighting
allows eval%ﬁi%rpgf Fa\éﬁo%tﬂﬁfék X%gg'v%ﬁogseﬁffﬁa!r (g%}ggr%ﬁ%nga% For

docunent assenb y endgl ne IS an exa

example, thoughc asuclyu bignding, blmdcda nnvq:stmprar atde@npatﬂctrmmtd: N@ores and a
| at ed

funct i S. dlsclose in. IS contenp
correspondplgg)?e d% &p% 6‘?& rﬁﬁ‘?%ff o Taéﬁﬁéﬁmﬁﬂteds As
depicted inFEPRARE, Blédded deb )frdgﬁfeﬁ@rﬁS%present a plurality of performance factor

weightings that sum to the weighting of a respective parent node 356.

FIG. 9 depicts a network system 400 (i.e., a data processing system) configured for
facilitating financial consulting services functionality in accordance with embodiments of the
inventive disclosures made herein. The system 400 includes a decision-assistance platform
402, a network interface device 404 coupled to the decision-assistance platform 402, a
network system 406 coupled to the network interface device 404. The decision assistance

platform 402 comprises a database structure 407 accessible by the decision-assistance
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sof t war e/ hardwar e nodul es. i The database structure
407 includes a decision infornmation database (which
woayorioaeisside rul es set) 414, an investnent perPOTAEDWE/005371
i nformati on database 416, and a client information and
docunent | ayout information database 418. In at | east
platform 4@he Asepreingdyisommunieationepfainbarmation dtwaens e igeisiom-assigtance
platform 4 aﬁngr[ﬁﬁ]% elnﬂ}i%su&e gé nf g(grff@&tgaro ad& fe 65 %?x%;ﬁﬁ& ch aOfYﬁa%g%l services

rna upon ecl S1on

consultant, asmmmppmlatdfomwmmlngslrﬂemiedepérférmancaiﬂfynﬂgxdhubtc) is
nce crjiteria decisi on functionality_as

enabled an@laécfaq%%\gggy Q£ Oﬁmpgongeqmrp@ om%@g Rut such’ financial consulting
o R OO L SRR ninait
is accessiblessi st ance platform 402 is dependent for carrying out
scoring and ranki ng conmputation functionality (i.e
of investnment choices) as disclosed hereinis
mai ntai ned in the investnment performance information
Thed&rmimsss$tbfce platformetO2anclugena phifaimanbe cdeeciasdeoizion engine

nce pl.atform 402 i e ent for .carryin
408 (... 3Rt AR PRBAF n IR B TG, SSFHReH G APDLE. B Second
decision en%irﬁe? lang edad@bRhD atsenibly Bﬁ?h@ Q921 THeNSerfdrhBte criteria decision
i'nformati on and docunent Tayout information database

engine 4084 ig an| exqmpldi efc Romednsh deeicarryingt outi peratrmaaaetwugbtmg factor
res.ma

computatlo{x ﬁ:vgncgl nglnt ag dégciosgflgiﬁgegrtxl §f1§j Ig?ﬁ'{)ﬁ% oxl §’f RS gnance wélghtmg

factors maf hm&lu@a| inYorﬁ‘la&bh NEdm: I By Ufe O¢lichiSpeeific ehpRte (E.B., logic
such at | east one enbodi nent, the deci sion assistance

conditional filtgrs adiar procepyng insiHe9M6hal  pl at f or m conpri sed by
functionality inparted across a plurality of systens
or system conponents (e. g., discrete functi onaI bl ocks
| inked via a network s sten) Accordin ,

In agfleast|ong eqbReinagns of Hﬁtlnﬁmw@rﬂl&sﬂ@mt@a dwrerlgmhe dirstgcision
engine is | SRR gf&“?&llﬁﬂﬂﬁé | el biodiR bﬁm%ﬁofm}f befacﬂl ting
' ocated ¥ ot oa

a conmon” | ocati on an
appropriate @heﬁt—specmﬁm rallocativnt ef 1nv|ettmants:hmk:1lno&deﬂitea‘fﬁdcnpm’aﬁieters)n The

| east .one nbggdanent of he [ nventtj ve di.scl osures
investment Hhoie® FRASPRCISH o Hath DI GATRLAT S BRGE (BT ST PG PUGBTDarative

scoring ancl‘&%ﬂ]@irhgs(ﬁ§ Buaiititi@hGordlest 1§V&&n§rﬁ%hﬁf¢e§ %oﬂl utaﬁoﬁ it i@nality as
data processing program configured facilitating

disclosed hgtein.orA adep@mlnl engint sysm;nfofna:tdc@mm sylsmhcet Ip@tﬂ:m& 1sadnfmed
I nvest ol ce decjsio n ine 410 a.docu

herein to COMPIRE el?? OrInanCe, cn%eﬁla e§18é ﬁBglé\e g xbveat&qnélcgﬂlce

decision engiR@] Me RIoo@nan dsbuiibIfEndiheat 19Uk hakkempRt ¥ e{)ﬁféﬁﬁﬁﬁk Rekrying

out document preparation/outputting functionality as disclosed herein. It is contemplated that

the various engines may be physically embodied as separate or fully integrated

!
i

software/hardware modules.

The database structure 407 includes a decision information database (which may
include rules set) 414, an investment performance information database 416, and a client
information and document layout information database 418. 1In at least one other
embodiment, separate client information and document layout information databases are
provided. Information (e.g., rules) upon which the decision assistance platform 402 is

dependent for carrying out performance criteria decision functionality as disclosed herein is
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systemfacilitates all or a portion of the
functionality of the 408, an investnent choice
wdeai7awens3engi ne 410 and a docunent assenbly ergrTus2008/805371

_via a single data_ processing program In another o
mmn‘@)(lggqlp]met,he ;gleglpwgpgfqg@@pgm dat A .i Infermegtion Ament which the decision

. ri f ' | es t.hat .int : .
ass Q] BB 00 L0 T U0 opl SHE Flpfl computair
functidmalig0B.e., aff inveymsinrehdiced) cis ckisclissed Serzin BnghineaiddDinathe investment

a docupent assggbl engi_ne ﬁgz. Referrin _nomkto . )
perfogam ormatien \fatabaseidlsy i QERaiQy Hpen \M’gftl the decision assistance
P o TR bt Gl DA oY horionalty o
disclegsedher@n is enalaisined nmdiha mlieat infgrmatsi et donsneridapan information
dat bfor rrying out such nethods. In one specific

ata é%a%ﬁe, i nstructions are provided for carrying out
t he various operations of the nmethod 100 depicted in
HGS. 2A and 2B for facilitating financial consulting

serviges, T 29 Atty. cket No. . . . .

151 §56et Rl et tns nEs Taneatphadimeop he ipyentive dislosures
madedRGhinl St a&Hist afeRarReai1hdsim YOO %oﬂﬁ"ﬂ?fyyicﬁﬁ) als@hSapparatus or

of the decision assistance platform (e. g RAM ROM

systewp; r Refher, i geehyat Inast @ng remhodirpensy the decisjon assistangg platform 402 is a

r r I ri unit of the decjsi,an
ronc R Pt SRS, B/ ohgfohffy BB s SEBLBNRY, o cotoms or
syste@ lcapposaitt r etge digkad Qmckiohdl. blotkElifedofvig oaPRt®lork system).

readabl e medi um j ncl ude a conpact disk or a hard )
Accoggingly, ity disclesed ihgieie dhatheyskan sdemaetp roafigyred ghosimpseting such

i . . Ltii o .
fonct BNt b e B s SRR iR NG end may o pray mot reside
on a domveon comepuiescl osures nmade herein. Al t hough the

di scussi on of nethod and systenms in accordance with

enbodi nents of the inventive disclosures made herein

have been presented thus far in view of financial

utlt ks tigclosed heremt that ,inidt least onnteamidivhent ofhihe iavahive disclosures

t hod nd systens may he c i gured specifically for
made SRR R PR OGN eI e G402 GTBEiel Sh R engine (e, a
singld &fth gﬁﬁﬁésﬁ{gbﬂnﬁgﬂh{)%onﬁgﬁlké 6r falibitdtle A8 Biion of the functionality

i nvest nent banking services. Furthernore, it is
of thec 4, anpinwastrdent lshpics wiekisivntengite Hlfdarsl/s desrenanhpsdembly engine 412.

In on gepca:mg) e;_ead §Elgi;(:3l i s\f(:)rrd;elzﬂgig%laé} nbe grpgdpa Iean gl?i&{b?é data processing

f
\Y I Ca

systerfleRiSites all SorSh poegordbatthe rfihdsnalityosekid %08l &€ lid&@thent choice
_herein maY be applied in applications other than '

decisipp rigneart @ endi ¢ decumgitaassesblopraing ¢ 13 pyin i a siniglndata processing
rk r pLi Gakil ONS.: .; > . .

prosnfF B spSRSEEEIPREL! LS HRRRE S8 Mg 10 nctde vaion

functipnalanodurienthatinterax sorficdiatefallsarchpatph bf dikifomsionhkfyeofahe 408, an

. obj ecti.ve and unbi as scoring and
investment choice dems?on engine fl% and a doc%ment assembly engine 412.

Referring now to computer readable medium in accordance with embodiments of the,
inventive disclosures made herein, methods as disclosed herein are tangibly embodied by
computer readable medium having instructions thereon for carrying out such methods. In one
specific example, instructions are provided for carrying out the various operations of the

method 100 depicted in FIGS. 2A and 2B for facilitating financial consulting services. The
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ranki ng assessnent of all avail able choices (i.e.,

W thin any universe of choices, the differences anong
woOhemooiissh may be quantified) functionality, PCT/US2006/005371

consistent with a client's (or consuner's) individua

) ~ needs, goals and/or desires, provided by the
instructionsgmay Heacessibiosby Hieedasisian-aysiptanga @latiome frexp apmemgeeppparatus

T i ' ' SHI, i t .
of the decififf >0 Wit 1L 0oRIART, REAR, DERG] hehfh B e Brive mmemory,
etc), from andpEaatop ieadhblerbyas deve amditeofihe deeizivadissBtainse piatfoha (e.g., a
i i nventive disclosures made herein are configured for
diskette, a cREPACtHisku el sm%ey eielrmiehothny BxamElRt of Romputer Teadable

medium inPRdeTd 8bRPadiOdisk Iof ™ Rarfdy afiVe!SHAhAEN $%Ic8d (RerBon a computer
attorneys, lawers, siblings, community bankers, and
program fdrheariyitg)ounhiinaacial monsuldeg ssavicdsy imctibeaity dnatcsondanes rwith
.__the 'lﬁ_lr adi ti.ongl financi gl services industry. The
embodimenys G the dvepive ffsclosuteade AR i L 1 ¢ he knowi edge t o
coordinate all of their clients' financial services
needs, not as product sal espeople, but in their

traditignal role as.the providers of i.ndependent ..
- Anngighabe Seasishd B5mod RuBVERE i e SerOTE Oy Phogiments of
the inventive'fis@85R6k ME¥Eherih HaWe Bbeprelert&B MRS Farlif vidWeof fiRaied] atility
i nformati on bei ng provi ded and the person providing
to investors; kds tonigmpiaigd thaf sichundtbeds B0 sastens noycheetonkiguredgpgcifically

for poviinJRRRFR BB EPHRANE A A SRAE RN ol
funding, ineRtthér8 Wadkink Qervices.r Fufigerfidie, Stizofinilsied fHapMicenethods and
trusted advisors having access to such nethods (i.

. - it N . h e: 1
systems mayf b | qoafigared igs sevidiangi Weliy) bayopd, fipapeigh serricgs.y Specifically,
embodimr /308 SE4F0VSIRRILEAUE A ACAREL) TS PLF ey o
applied in apphtdtams tolteer alidni finaatatsdrvicss. eRemil\d-sonmetco applidasions, market

%gein clients and to coordinate sqolutions to their
research a {é

guony, ;g PR EhePP CRIORS; aP’_P% y*OYCEr dBhcEY material

procuremert GRE 8K driple S OMRRH AbpN&BAS GHPRA objeflEHNIIdsOd s@fifhg and
acqut si tion. This uni que out sour ci ng structure creates

ranking asssissmenti obrall efdilableeghoices dhel, avithins aryf funiveaseedf tchaweadthe

aterences 53 UL AT Y RIS ol Tpb SR Mtk Do
consumer’s) TR@RIEAI nBdk, heRls BEdoPidetingy, rprbvided Byt Rl BediNah-assistance
the need to refer clients away to brokers, insurance
platform fupgjionakity #pasedilher product sal espeople, allowi ng the
affiliated trusted advisor to retain a |l arge portion
of revenues that they have traditionally referred away

ip such brokers, ~agents and sal espeopl e. Furthernore,
The nigwpetie 4lisglosyies emadq heisde gelinde fartifptimghBamneistt eongplting

services. M]e%hécﬂsv Gh4 ! é’q%ipment in accordance with embodiments of the inventive

disclosures made herein are configured for enabling quantitatively ranked investment choices
to be offered to clients by trusted advisers (e.g., attorneys, lawyers, siblings, community .
bankers, and the like) who are not necessarily professionals within the traditional financial
services industry. The trusted advisor is thus armed with the knowledge to coordinate all of
their clients’ financial services needs, not as product salespeople, but in their traditional role
as the providers of independent advice. In doing so, the client is provided with an increased
level of trust with respect to the financial information being provided and the person

providing the financial information.
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di scl osures made herein are designed to address a

nunber of increasingly inportant and troubling trends
wohed7/deB consumers and prof essional advi soryPETUSB006/005371

are now facing. The grow ng conplexity and range of

avai | abl e choices is_creating increasjng.u

ncertain
Methoads 8y aceordange Mythe srbedimentisaol the; IPV%{B\V%Bf%OSclresemaéey herein
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enables thel ﬁflﬁﬁt@ﬁtﬁ&%cﬁQ&H§or§ RS AN Gi9E it 8§eﬂt9 aflll Q¥.cobmMAate solutions to
i nvestors sinply do not have the tinme to becone
their needsk mwogctg@bh@ radpounsibilitatoft proidnctc researel, epmaparptiveh apsessinent,

h bi | h
mptementaPY i, it SEUGHR, Sblnknld FLbRC b G cant

efficienciesAUQIILHA affiliRedfruttbd bdvishiato ﬁ@dly tonfire théir dhleqo tnteeting with
discern what is truly "best"” for themand their

and advisirfg theis ehents| whicheis Biej mPsk tmportant RAdc best wet of el Hmg. It
eliminates gzépfm RO:REE Efched G0 th HEEaS] ﬁgﬁ%née UEERE T Gtk &Xelof)roduct

nanci products an servi c€ choices -as
salespeoplel Alowag thglaffiNatd tmstecﬂladalsﬁk mmpilﬁ)a largeqroradn oﬁretybmmets that
such choi ces - consu kncrea3|n ly peed eIp in
they have trggitionalfX efgrrod Ay AP HYC ke agep salgsprop
i nvestnment choices in order to feel secure that t hey
have done "the best" for thenselves and their

fam |lies. Enbodinments of the,inventive djsclosures. .
Furihgrmorhemethady AR SYRFTRLI pGo8Fapee M r%a'gqiﬁ@iﬂ S B dagyinventive

disclosures gﬁgdr%is?é@fn Ry 3&"1 ¥8 tof 4d¢Rds80f hihbRE o GRereds; ly important and

I cance his solution wll continue to grow in
troubling trpadsathiat bothi d:dnstlmersgmldv@mfeaﬂdnzﬂ ladaisoyy fiDos leet new . facing. The

i RGNS BORR ST R Bl M B SRR s

among cheﬁt@ Cii‘xﬁq})&g'aﬁaisoxtso@lss tlﬁ[%g IBAUPRIRAL  trydhg itd halpeletnr MakeS Ehformed
advi sors who al ready possess the greatest degree of

decisions wighiregard tq proguetiselectinmn).capdds tr@m@g@g Reed| f9r w@éqseql Hrustworthy
advice. A%X\F A e?x' n%fcz{ aﬁ‘gble %ﬁ?xgesf g(gntma%se ?’cg’lﬂfcﬂra%ngrllncf1 G th ?lume and

Ve advice w I nanci pro
complexity lofl ififofmatic@Cabun medﬁtc&ltlln&ds KZbegOWI, Manynnvers&irsemmpd}eddn ast have

the time to gg;%nmq{%éd%eglgg a&?p% g«%ﬁﬁ%llgggog%g%f] %}?l é\gg t gafvmg the time and
the ability th lcbh‘ff&e&nﬁk lcRBose D Efn‘én gp' FEREchok, Y ialestd?€ no Jonger have
nvent1 onh nay be pract ce These enbodiments, and

the time OICﬁ’ldi\adlml \ehilitpnod det dbde eofliscéravehdicie rtndyeé‘bcst’bé(ar fham and their

ufficient detail to enable those skilled in the art
families relqtsle to investment choices.

With rapidly expanding access to an increasingly diverse array of financial products
and service choices — as well as increasingly voluminous and complex information about
such choices — consumers incréasingly need help in objectively analyzing the universe of
available investment choices in order to feel secure that they have done “the best” for
themselves and their families. Embodiments of the inventive disclosures made herein
provide solution to increasingly broad needs for objective, trustworthy advice. The

significance of this solution will continue to grow in parallel with the growth and
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practice the invention. It is to be understood that

ot her suitable enbodinents may be utilized and that
woagi7oak783 mechani cal and el ectrical changes naycCibaspadeos37i

wi t hout departing fromthe spirit or scope of the

i nvention. For e function bl ocks shown_i.n the
developmentj Rfr e@ecéﬁpﬁ’l%‘aﬁﬁg‘?ﬁei”%ﬁw ni‘:"gJ of CHPIGEY | n“éﬂ'y proper
methodolo%Iﬁsn W%t RQuhoReRal thdl9 dnbosippbs, SPfilidwéd qusﬁ:@oﬂ&wﬁfrs who

I nveRtion. To avold unnecéSsary detail, the
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cxpncing R5bh s 5 o TASARRSHSELE K b, 5340 i

products. speC|f| c forms set forth herein, but on the contrary,
it is intended to cover such alternatlves
nodi fi cati ons, and equi val ents, as can be reasonably
i ncl uded within the spirit and scope of the appended

In tﬁé @fe'ff’édmé Aehilbd debaipRh, MereAéORasORRAGANEAD the debdhparying
. A nmethod for faC|I|tat|ng financial consulting

drawings th@ rfmm e parg bapsol.sinh in priéghapiengposn by tvaypelcilhssiation specific
te ignf t
emboame 5P WY BB L SRt HERS nOfnl, g comain

variants théladfafgle lbd’éleIeﬁaibe!drhn s‘ulfﬂutlemtSdemdhfd @abkdthbss skilléd im rhg art to
i 1 nvest ment dataset informtion an 0
practice thq inyentipe: iIbisdo bsmdersiood iatiqiRerspitahle e%?%eaﬁm%"és may be utilized
§
oI ) TSI AT CHERECHAT R0 Sl cepin o
spirit or scapeaifhelinwbxeioni rForsaamipbeftfrmtmmi books shawn i thadiguds could be
ra esignatin erfornmance .e
further cong)ﬁnqcﬂfgreﬁ Jﬁig&lm f n‘taﬂggr Wit ?ﬂt Jegﬁtal?lg ;Eﬁ%ﬁ?%@plgra?ﬂs‘mpe oi’ the

invention. @Fd S¥id SRR kEEdasy H@tﬁﬁ' ﬁ%ﬂehéﬁﬂfoﬂﬂiﬁn@@céﬁﬁ ui8Emationl @RSn to
one of quantitatively and ﬂual itatively representing

those skilleslaincthp ertf oThmmeecbng ﬂ@tlﬂilad gscriptien i tthesefost, not-antanded to be

limited to tYyh ]géfi%#gc( ﬁs BIHS G eﬁo&bg}g?ellg,?téuglﬁn gé célﬁ gk g 18106%?&!1 {d O&er such

alternatives/\@hciifidafigns tand dquiveldiy, i a8 Gan Hel reastnbbly influped enthire tiesspirit
nodes and at |east one of a performance factor and a

and scope offih¢ appendaskclaisde associated with at | east one of said
parent class nodes; and
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di stributing weightings to each one of said
performance factors and cl ass nodes. 4. The net hod of

wohlei7rmw@ssher ei n: di stributing said wei ghti ngspPCnaisabes0s371
assigning rel ati ve wei ghtings and cal cul ati ng actua
wei ghti ngs dependent upon information derived from
said relative weightings. 33 Atty. Docket No.

WHAT IS COAIINBPAG25. The nethod of claim3 wherein each one

of said parent class nodes conprises at |east one of a
plurality of performance factors and a conbi nation of
at | east one perfornmance factor and at | east one child
cl ass node. 6. The method of claim1, further

1. sanghodiondacilmatng Snmgeislajodsultihg pdrvisps cofpeisingnsul ti ng
information after determning said client-specific
c o MEERaFing ghienisBesie it%ﬁplamemr\%tlg%n&luﬁfwrﬁg% one of

i ncl ud - i b '
i ncl ude S@ﬁmégn%, ;&{e%%xﬁlhﬁé‘,tdkflﬂ& 29tAment gataset

client- IC CO ormat i on, displaying

sai d cl iigfiotmatpey filliers comfigutedi fogrefiningrimedstrentataghset

enabl i ng?fgccess to said client specjfic investnent
t

i nf or matPIGARHE™ ?’}ﬁleprﬁﬁ‘?sﬁé’ésém&?m&?éf mning rel ated
! nfdéfeﬁﬁfdiﬁg‘clieﬁt—gﬂé&‘?ﬁ@E&ﬁ&ﬁﬁir@finfﬂrﬁhﬁ%ﬂdéﬂ%ﬁ&&it fipon said client-

determning said client-specific consulting
i nf or matspemfi¢ tesiplaie dnfodepéemi ni ng cl i ent-specific
i nvest ment choi ces dependent upon information derived
fromsaid performance criteria; and objectively
guantifying said i nvestnent choi ces dependent upon

2. Thd methatliod alaghe diwhedeinr om sai d performance criteria

S OgASE AT A R

quant i f yeffernsatice effovastatnieseheitEesthe BEEntflasd
determ ning a collection of indices, wherein each one

of psenaging paifl cbentupeeisis semplate ipfamadepiciydpe at lspd onaeht
W thin %ﬂaﬁtﬂ%{t%tlm qlﬁ’eﬁ{t&tj\%w 1%'presenting said performance criteria.

3.. The method of claim 1 wherein said determining chlient-specific consulting
information includes:
creating a hierarchical weighting structure having a plurality of parent class
nodes and at least one of a performance factor and a child class node
associated with at least one of said parent class nodes; and
distributing weightirigs to each one of said performance factors and class

nodes.

4. The method of claim 3 wherein:
distributing said weightings includes assigning relative weightings and
calculating actual weightings dependent upon information derived

from said relative weightings.
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and determ ning a conposite investnent index

perf ormance score dependent upon information derived
wonrwmmweiss i ndi ces. 9. The nethod of claim 7 wReT&IS2006/005371

obj ectively quantifying said investnment choices

i ncl udes: determ ning an asset class correspondi ng to
5. Zhe methashefadaimnd whereEheaclliongioh saif PrFREelesseifdes comprises at

%%éttlgn%gggldﬂ%gﬁpécff I ar%cf{ﬁcethrsmd a corr}b'nation of at least one

g a conparative performance
pesessdee fachatand anlehftonalchildelgsinodevest ment and a
plurality of non-allocated i nvestnents represented
within the asset class. 10. The nmethod of claim?7
wherei n objectively quantifying said investnent

6. Thenesisod sfalainel fusliedreonipaising: a pl ural ity of

i nvest nent performance scores, wherein each one, of .
s ai RIOVidingswifblienrepacHi sl ting dpiosmatinry %ageﬁgiﬁtfgm%n%sald
respecti é’lfent—%e%ﬁié%%uﬂn% B Ok drl) W bl BMid PRSVidiRk ifbludes
and determning a plurality of I nvestnent index
per f or maatdenss ooy efqutpwiting said eliet-spreifiotossmlithg information,

i nvest ment .i ndex .per.f or mance scores carresponds tqQ.a
respecti ‘g‘éplf‘ﬂ% §’l“ﬁ€hf’mﬁ?8@§‘°eﬁ‘?85%%5 ’é‘??f%iié? n F'Eé Sg?c:i{lﬁnge

| nvest megcedsd 8 d CHEAEPROIRE Sn¥eRtrient RFBARAL ONEoP IR fikpose of
sai d i nvest nent performance scores. 11. The net hod of

cl ai m 10dei¢ranining relpjed dnfopmpijoryuant i fyi ng sai d
i nvestment choices includes: determning a conposite
performance score based upon said investnent
performance scores; and determ ning a conposite

7. The estimshef dlaigek whereinodetermaisingsaidcligabenegdist conpating

i nfor r{'at i.ogugeesti ved from said i nvest nent index
H&P%?WB Cores. 12. The method of claim 1:

determining client-specific investment choices dependent upon information
derived from said performance criteria; and

objectively quantifying said investment choices dependent upon information
derived from said performance criteria thereby generating objectively

quantified investment choices.

8. The method of claim 7 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes: h
determining a collection of indices, wherein each one of said indices
corresponds to a respective investment within an investment portfolio;
and
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said indices.

9. The method of claim 7 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices

includes:

determining an asset class corresponding to an allocated investment within an

investment portfolio; and
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wherein determ ning said client-specific consulting
i nformation includes: determning client-specific

wonveaveamsat choi ces dependent upon i nfornati onPdemiS®d/005371

10.

11.

fromsaid performance criteria; and objectively
quantifying said investnent choices dependent upon

i nfReriopningn GRIAPAEUVY PRSIATEANGE F&FBCREbRIWER} ihf:@ﬁp%%ted
and wher.g] ' i .V 4 [.f yid e I

choi cos TeyhEld gt g B Ao eskiRS PR Rentc
1651. 030pNREaheasdentlag. a col | ection of indices,

wherein each one of said indices corresponds to a
respective investnment within an investnent portfolio;
determi ning a conposite investnent index perfornmance
score dependent upon information derived fromsaid

i ndi ces; deternining.an,asgﬁﬁ clas?.corn spondi n ﬁo
dhe methadaptedainh | SRR POIGF RN AUARTT DS ST festment chotces
BRiddee! 1 0; perform ng a conparative perfornance
assessnent between the allocated i nvestnent and a

pl uletdrintiningfa phamality ¢fdowistdent pedotmanvescongprvdsgingach one of

within the asset class; determining a pluralit f
vest med GRETEIeRL AT B S R E OO e it Give
sai d i nviggtdiBRht RRAMOMTAVGENSRPoRFolfRahesponds to a
respective investnment within an investnent portfolio;

detdsterimining azplptalisedf inyesgpent aydes: pealormppgeeseores, wherein each

per f or mance ,Scoy £s, .wher.eikn £ '
Fovest mene Praeoent ST ARt SordYetesponds toa

r espect i pgpdcrive sitveettent idiex and dhheluir therespeeti vempestinente
i nvestnent. i ndex corresponds to a respective onerfof
sai d i nvideREPReSPERETPAREECH K PRssof sald investment performance

SCOT1CS.

The method of claim 10 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes:
determining a composite performance score based upon said investment
performance scores; and
deter/mining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said investment index performance scores.

12. The method of claim 1:

wherein determining said client-specific consulting information includes:
determining client-specific investment choices dependent upon
information derived from said performance criteria; and
objectively quantifying said investment choices dependent -
upon information derived from said performance
criteria; and

wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices includes:
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determi ning a conposite performance score based upon

sai d i nvestnent performance scores; and determning a
woaogaesse i nvest ment i ndex performance score HEpPAISL®HNS3IT1

upon information derived fromsaid i nvestnent index

performance scores. 13. The nethod of claim 1l wherein

det er mi ni ng sdewrminigni eslfetoh bof indires ulvhérai each one of said

i nformation includes; determni nghg col | ect.i on of

i ndi ces dependent GHYFES SFSSRARAS Bh2 ERSPRSIRG 1R YSSHRQY vy thin an

client-specific templatfed pbRfJIALI On, wherein each one
of said indices correspondsS to a respective investnent

wi thin an i nvdetemmingacehposite ineaytings indexyperfopphmee score
No. 1651.030002determ ni ng._a counposj.te. i nv ment, .. ..
i ndex performance g&%‘?’@e %ﬁ@ﬁdgﬁﬁnﬁﬁ%d?%‘feg&m P} indices;
derived from geefminih &f&setldass EbReshiAE 16hn allgdafadl

wherein determ ning said client-specific consulting
i nf or mati on i ncl ud&vesigeans withil ayinypstexssepordiphiess

correspondin gpél?%r?flﬂg jglalgﬁgl%&%a%/% E&?&%@é ad¥ gstﬁjxe{rllit \%/‘%ween the

. e
i nvest ment po per M ng a conpara

per f or mance assessalodatdibinvestmneitddal plagdityeef non-allocated
investnment and a plurality of non-allocated
i nvest nents r epr es&heaNeRts 1gPIeseied within the pgsetclagss

The nmet hod of Eﬂﬁi‘ﬁ‘i EWPE j AN i
cl i ent-speci fldgt consrgﬁt ngﬁ?ﬂ?%ﬁkg{tﬁgﬁﬂ% uggcse: Scores,
determ ni ng a pl ur sthetem edchi oneed sadntvesaném peeoorance
scores, wherein each one of sajd investpent

d ey
per f or mance scor es SCPFT CUFSAYWS 10 2 Fespecibicdnyctment within an

i nvestment wi thin aRekiv@shom@tioportfolio; and
determining a plurality of investnent index

per f or mance sdeeminingrepluialiteeitinvestmentfinden performance
I nvestment i ndex pg&frgsr, W g?e?n gé:c ro%% o ggiﬁelgge%pnqgnttir?deia(
performance scores corresponds to a respective
investment index and wherein the respective investment
index corresponds to a respective one of said investment
performance scores;
determining a composite performance score based upon said
investment performance scores; and
determining a composite investment index performance score
dependent upon information derived from said

investment index performance scores.

- 13. The method of claim 1 wherein determining said client-specific consulting
information includes:
determining a collection of indices dependent upon information derived from
said client-specific template information, wherein each one of said
indices corresponds to a respective investment within an investment

portfolio; and
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respective investnment index and wherein the respective
i nvestnent index corresponds to a respective one of
weabd/mwemsgst nent perfornmance scores. 16. The neChws2@6/005371
clain115 wherein deternining said client-specific
nc%ultln i nf ormat i ncl udes tern1n|n

. d
& POPRRIT BV BB BASLRTIBBHISaI 0" TRRSLARRA

!09”0r NBALRMAEOH B8 vl BlodahRI iAllidedNg a corrpOSI te
i nvest ment i ndex performance score dependent upon

informati on derived fromsaid i nvest nent index
perfornmance scores. 17. The nethod of claim1 wherein
14. 8L Bleidal GFE1 SR DwhbictctsR@aireyi s@hd&ﬂféﬁubﬂdcffg: consultlng
informati on includes: 37 Atty. Docket .
fiFera®D00dudaser mi ni ng a col | ection of |nd|ces
dependent. upon_s cli ficC e
TR BB BR e Ui RPaRARE Y digetRl Bt Bstment within an
correquadaﬁﬁ@mﬁpdnﬂﬂpgemnve i nvestnent within an

I nvestment portfolio; determ ning a conposit ﬁ
i nvieesforming 4 W%WWW@EC%WS iest: the glipcated

T O o @B A LA O R Adc A ARk SHoft g
an asset ass corr ondi ng to an al |l ocated
i nvest rremthmthdnasz’.ewiassnvest ment portfolio; performng
a conparative performance assessnent between the
al l ocated investnent and a plurality of non-all ocated
i nvestnents represented within the asset class;

15. At exethol ofgl@impl whedein getefminimgesichaivnt-grecifor ceaseléing
scores, wherein each one of said investnent
Ei'é,fPFB‘l‘qPélHB%lug%r es corresponds to a respective

ﬁr i E&‘hgw &ﬁ\!ﬁ‘aﬁtyad'f Meéﬁﬁmgaa}foﬁﬁaﬂc% Qbdr8s, WiRkaih BheH S of

i nvest ment ex performance scores,
V\,h erein smd:mvostmeof parforthanesy seoreseerrespeadx t%mm@ﬁ% e

and wher B RRE ¥ BubdniyBtRRT el uRat T 1 nex

determining a plurality of investment index performance scores, wherein each

one of said investment index performance scores corresponds to a
respective investment index and wherein the respective investment

index corresponds to a respective one of said investment performance

scores.

16. The method of claim 15 wherein determining said client-specific consulting

information includes:

determining a composite performance score based upon said investment

performance scores; and _
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said investment index performance scores.

17. The method of claim 1 wherein determining said client-specific consulting

information includes:
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i ndex corresponds to a respective one of said

i nvest nent performance scores; determ ning a conposite
woeod7ovamsace score based upon said investnent PCT/US2006/005371

per f ormance scores; and deternmining a conposite

| ST R gaocR o MRS dEpt D EuTRRR Fitas pine
per f or MaBgplSERF@atiof, Whérgin 420K ke ofNerid ixfilices @3H060h8s to

A method for facilitating financial consulting
servi ces ICBRSRHYE HIVARMmengwithin ayinrestaant RoaHRQ o uNnd

e e > . b
| i BieRBR §BBRale Vet aGRRding S pendent upon
i nf or matihfommatng deldtedriromittgaid inddes: speci fi c

consul ting informati on dependent upon saijd oy

CI IEIRFIEREE PR peset ST RrEsIaRinE RER GHlocaie nygamegt Wyhin an
of clai qhgétMrp%g%hd:ecei ving said client background

i nformat1 on | ncl'udes receiving portfolio investnent

i nfperfoahingra contpadebierpedormaestassassmerftibetwesn the allodated

met hod of claim 18 wherejn:. preparing.said

cl i ent - SpcRrR 2pd ezt Gfeloprllo e R Epmpags ropresented
speci f yiwghih Moia®tdIag; t hat defines at |east one of
performance criteria, weightings, defined investnent
datdgteemining o phaelityef ifvesimeans p@x%mma@gcr 8epress Whegsin paghigone of

i nvest nent, dat aset, i rmation .

i nstr uct%abqﬁl Yesg‘ll?ntﬁ?gg MRS %81;@‘@&5'95{%8%?@#8%% W ug%i d
per f or TEAG& RNt tviEEHIA ah MSlesteend poafatiogr s designating a
desired performance effect of an investnent for the

c| idetermining a pluspltyof inveaingen¢ nden PeEpERInCe SCqrehpTheren each
i nf or mat j i.agl: . ' '

0 T S AT OB B SUSLA e o
cri teri aespeetivelineestpichioiddet amd whereih3havmspestivedavagtment
det er m ni n% client-specific consulting.informti

i ncl udeél?de corresponds to a respective one of said investment performance

SCores;

determining a composite performance score based upon said investment
performance scores; and
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said investment index performance scores.
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creating a hierarchical weighting structure having a
plurality of parent class nodes and at | east one of a
woeodovemace factor and a child class node assecrasam®e6/005371
with at | east one of said parent class nodes; and
di stributing weightings to each one of said
performance factors and cl ass nodes. 39 Atty. Docket
No. 165 1.03000223. The net hod of claim22 wherein:
18.0A siathdslffor figriktatiog fieamtidlicogauliimge senrdiess, asmipgisingg
relative Lghtings and cal cul ati ng actual weightings
depé??&’é'méﬂ@tfg‘ﬁkﬁ‘ﬂ%ﬁ?‘fﬁlp P%ved fromsaid rel ative
wel gfé%hﬁﬁé cligft-spddific FRARAE ifformh@blcpndbiR uUBbR s88llent
one of said parent class nodes conpri'ses at | east one
of a pl ubag¢kgrqunstinfnfatiomeande factors and a
corrb'eeat A an 8{1 a}t Ieglst one. er;or ncfe1 fa%tor and %t
| east ONE EH 1T PRYYC FBYE e MOFTRURR PARFACER! W0k
18, furtbﬁéntcs?eaﬁb%xﬁglmnmmdﬁm said client-specific
consulting informati on after determ ning said
client-specific consulting information, wherein said
provi di ng i ncludes at | east one of outputting said
19.ClMeahéth6@BE Elhing 18 WHeMdihi Ng i nformation, displaying
said client-specific consulting information and

en ?fﬂCPiwgpgaﬁ?é(b@Jéem bagkgrennd|informatgreinciudes mn's@rrg P(prgolio
| nfor et G851 bRCARR] ine B hEh et

determ ning said client-specific consulting
i nformation includes: determning client-specific

20 T E5dHB N br ShQL §8SrdgRendent upon infornation derived
fromsard perfornmance criteria; and objectively
quapepiryngngrid elichtispsifit repiplate ifonnsticheipendenipeditping
informatjgn derived fromsaid performance criteria.
27. The PePmRAiogthaldefines s Ignsbons of Resfosmancgariferia,

quant i fy{agnaabd deANEFIER e Rt £ESnFIHHaHER Sfilters confi gured

for refining investment dataset information and process instructions.

—

21. The method of claim 20 wherein
said performance criteria include parameters designating a desired
performance effect of an investment for the client; and
preparing said client-specific template information includes at least one of

quantitatively and qualitatively representing said performance criteria.

22. The method of claim 18 wherein said determining client-specific consulting
information includes:
creating a hierarchical weighting structure having a plurality of parent class
nodes and at least one of a performance factor and a child class node
associated with at least one of said parent class nodes; and
distributing weightings to each one of said performance factors and class

nodes.

I
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determining a collection of indices, wherein each one
of said indices corresponds to a respective investnent
woizodrionds@aa i nvest ment portfolio; and determ ni RGTAS2006/005371
conposite investnent index performance score dependent
upon information derived fromsaid indices. 40 Atty.
23 wethrg of glaire 283928, The nethod of cl ai m 26

d?étﬁ‘blﬁmgl &Gld \Y/@ g}ﬂtng%saﬂauﬁﬁ &%gﬁﬂfgqeiaﬂVg b gﬂﬁxgs and

choices 1n rm ni ng ~an -“asset
correspo rcd]cugatmg aatmahbeghﬁhgﬂapam@t npott infiptolktionaderived

por T or mateeh U8 SeliEhn BB RELn " he a1 | ocat ea

investnment and a plurality of non-allocated
i nvestments represented wthin the asset class. 29.

2T N Sl b S P e B e

pl'eéhﬁ: 3hé bYa furélﬁy%?b&?&ﬁnﬁ%é mw@ B&®a %é‘n%ﬁx%uo%? h€leAkt one
each one of said I nvestnent perfornance scores

crerfosmpuanedgctopand atdsgst oné vlald dlesssodent within an
i nvestnment portfolio; and determining a plurality of
i nvest ment index performance scores, wherein each one
of said investnent index performance scores
25cBrer method @ claom d 8¢ Bther comprisimyest ment i ndex and

wher ei n..t he .respective. in ne lex corresponds t

¢ BEADE Sub SRERCipetRic R ROLET Mo e AR ARRRRRME suld
scores. 3fentlspecifielconshihg Mfeniiidh, Whatl gald)ﬁoeﬁﬁﬁg/ﬁbmes
quantifying said investnent choi ces i ncl udes:

det er m niahigag cm@r?é@gtwﬁlwwlmha@cgfmsmdnﬁ@pumon
said inv ﬁr:'s&)ggsrg'fé Q8 %l?c{nqggé:c?ﬁ ls{ri¥in rl‘ggﬁgl{ %1(3&; ena ghr?ﬁ

conposite or mance Sscore
upon access to said client-specific consulting information for the purpose of

determining related information.

26. The method of claim 18 wherein determining said client-specific consulting
information includes:
determining client-specific investment choices dependent upon information
derived from said performance criteria; and
objectively quantifying said investment choices dependent upon information

derived from said performance criteria.

27. The method of claim 26 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes:
determining a collection of indices, wherein each one of said indices
corresponds to a respective investment within an investment portfolio;

and

determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said indices.
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informati on derived fromsaid i nvestnent index
performance scores. 31. The nethod of claim 18:
woher7aversglet er mi ni ng sai d client-specific conseCriuSg06/005371

i nformati on includes: determ ning client-specific
I nvest ment_ choi ces dependent upon jinformation derived

28. Themethod P slamaosheingiedively. 9uan Yhnglsa;hé fyestEgak ehoices
ﬁlﬁlud@:és’l' 0300020bj ecti vely quantifying said investnment
chol ces dependent upon information derived fromsaid
perdetrmarog ag pssebelass, coaredpandingioranghijoeated inviegtment within an
guantifying, said i vestngnt choi ces incl udes:

det er ni 'K trﬁerbtdﬂolrtg%lf(f;(?ﬁ of indices, wherein each one

of refofnindt GRSpBRIVESHRRRAENde s SesEaERaRty o the MREdaERINt
wi tthin aninvestnent portfolio; determning a

conposi tiavéstmeritand gplimalisxofwntalloseiad invesEncatyepeasenied
upon i nfor nattieoggsgte({lgs\éed fromsaid indices;
a

determ n‘f’]ﬁ}ém assSet Cl ass corresponding to an

all ocated investnent within an investnment portfolio;
perform ng a conparative performnce assessnent
between the allocated investnent and a plurality of
non-al |l ocated i nvestnents represented within the asset

29. Th@grthodaifeldinmewhaeil dabjedtively qubniifyirgsdaidinivestment choices
performance scores, wherein each one of said

melpges:nent perfornance scores corresponds to a

res VI (VR Vs bl Lnes kdBad wRRkdih hdh%®ne of
BRSBTS ehdne
per f or nesaitkinsestmest, perfoemende eack comespohds i alrespective

i nvest nent i ndex iﬁgrfor.mance scor z‘]"go‘;f{ esponds to a
r espect i PRCSTRGUSYHRIRA AD s inen, o ef t he respective

| NVRalABRhg a plurality of investment index performance scores, wherein each
one of said investment index performance scores corresponds to a
respective investment index and wherein the respective investment
index corresponds to a respective one of said investment performance

SCores.

30. The method of claim 29 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes:
determining a composite performance score based upon said investment
performance scores; and
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said investment index performance scores.

31. The method of claim 18:
wherein determining said client-specific consulting information includes:
determining client-specific investment choices dependent upon

information derived from said performance criteria; and
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i ndex corresponds to a respective one of said

i nvest nent performance scores; determ ning a conposite
woeod/ovimaace score based upon sai d i nvest nent PCT/US2006/005371

performance scores; and determ ning a conposite

i nvest ment index performanpce sc(g,re de endl_lclant u ond

i nfor mati on dAPPHVALYFIBRIYHRESA! V%?ftﬁgﬁfc:%%ﬁ? ependent
per formance scor eSypRdnfol g HBRekdoh!said et rireei n
determining said client-specific consulting

i nformati on i ncl udesecriztandt ty. Docket No.

1651. 030002det ermi ni.ng. a col.l ection of .indices .

de BEifGRRE R S AP nE Ao Aspac PR Paigst ks

i nformation, a&hfhingaasieqivn Hindidéd) whesbig 85ch one of said
corresponds to a respective investnent within an

i nvest ment por t f ol indiceqeniragperdsrionn ragpestivoinyesment within an
i nvest ment i ndex per C :ore dependent upon

i nformation deri velgvés%%ﬁgbé)%égﬁ(?fdi ces. 33. The nethod

of claim 18 vieeriifiingatcefpositrgveaindntindenpersqratinéd score
consulting information_includes: determning an asset

cl ass correspondi ndgpendent upen Bdermeation deayedEam spid imdices;
an i nvest ment f.0l1.0; ] ] hve
perf or mance. it @O taR AR i S o RkAL

i nvest ment and a pinuesanentywittiinrannnedstmestpedfolio;

i nvestnments represented within the asset cl ass.

34.
The met hod of PEICEPREIBCORMRATETYE RESIOSMANGR 375esSTeRf between the

client-specific Coﬂﬂéh&h%&ekﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ&htﬁhﬁ lotdB8-allocated
determning a plurality of investnment perfornmance

scores, wherein eaoestmentsfepesedtadrwishin tlgsasset class;

rvestent i SO HREPAVRER WA PP PG REgo e scors.

determining a pl urghdrbin cakh bRy 854 HvektARaKperformance

performance scores, wherein each o o
scores corresponds to a respective investment within an

investment portfolio;

determining a plurality of investment index performance
scores, wherein each one of said investment index
performance scores corresponds to a respective
investment index and wherein the respective investment
index corresponds to a respective one of said investment
performance scores;

determining a composite performance score based upon said
investment performance scores; and

determining a composite investment index performance score
dependent upon information derived from said

investment index performance scores.

~

32. The method of claim 18 wherein determining said client-specific consulting

information includes:
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one of said investnent index perfornmance scores
corresponds to a respective investnent index and

woher7@o#rss he respective i nvestnent index correBoou8s006/005371
a respective one of said investnment performance

scores.. 35. The method of claim 34 wherejn.determning
s araeBpingpd 2 eplegion of pulienepenyent ] diretelifos:
det er m RAgiat HESHRRASLAVIRSEH QUEMBEEOBHE fdRRS 86épBAds to
sai d investnent performance scores; and determning a

conposi tagespeetive myastmendwithipeanfioyertmernt predeko;degendent

upan, i nformation der.ived f{r sal dc i t (N \
eSS bofPed i Siptl TG Heroé i BB B uoon
The net hefn@hicd adrivedGromhefgintiieat er m ni ng said
client-specific consulting information includes:
determ ning a collection of indices dependent upon
said client-specific tenplate information, wherein

33. BRCie®oa oftlagdi 18 Wikdéie Astee@inifs §ad dHertapacifie spamltinge
investnment within an investnent portfolio; determning
laﬁ36W®Q§Fm%u¢¥V§stnent i ndex performance score:
2 RERNEHn RO R MR B Hindl 38 ANCOMP B Ut Gftfin an
determmni an asset class cofresponding to an
al | ocat efvastiuastporfdliopahdii N an i nvest ment portfolio;
performng a conparative perfornmance assess

nt
be PREBHIINE@ COMRIEALVE PeTTATRANCHaREs et eﬁvwgﬁ? tipcgied
non-al | 3&%&9@%&%@@9@ of 3Bh 39884168 inVebdtleRts BrefhR&
cl ass; determ ning plufality of iInvestnent
per f or mawviden sleoasest claskier ei n each one of said
i nvest ment performance scores corresponds to a
respective investnment within an investnment portfolio;
determining a plurality of investnment index

34. Per oethod of elasiodiBesheraih eeeimineeg $nid nberdfspscifid consulting

i pvest.nent i({}dex performance scores corresponds to a
information includes:

determining a plurality of investment performance scores, wherein each one of
said investment performance scores corresponds to a respective
investment within an investment portfolio; and

determining a plurality of investment index performance scores, wherein each
one of said investment index performance scores corresponds to a
respective investment index and wherein the respective investment
index correspc;nds to a respective one of said investment performance

scores.

35. The method of claim 34 wherein determining said client-specific consulting
information includes:
determining a composite performance score based upon said investment
performance scores; and
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said investment index performance scores.
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respective investnment index and wherein the respective

i nvestnent index corresponds to a respective one of
weabd/mwimsgst nent perfornance scores; determ ni RGQTAS2006/005371

conposite perfornance score based upon sai d investnent

rfo nge, sc nd el C [

36. i mSRARE Srotial FhoPl ek S EpCRGERE S ayping
infbredath istludigr i ved from said i nvestnent | ndex
performance scores. 44 Atty. Docket No.  1651.03000237.

A feteRBining cpﬁ%qtqmt%ﬂm%@eﬁdeﬁﬁrﬁspbva?é%Flé% rgpectiic
service SR&sI
i nvest mi,tn?lﬁﬂfﬁ% ces %8‘63‘2@%{3 é&g@%nﬂ)f %‘?1 speclcr)iﬂr}Sponds fo
t enpl at e1neqfe@nminv@stmewhwnthimarsiawebtmbnmm’sfsb@,c| fic

| at e .information includes at ast _one of
e mxgne&aemnpew%envmwpﬂagperﬁoman%wom%ﬂm upon
dat aset ; LABE Bved fidh 8hif if@BEd; gured for refining
|nvestnen ataset information and process
i nsletemmining sn assaticlos @erespanidingoantallbgatad inygstenent within an
i nvest ment choi ces .dependent upon said clientspecific
t enpl at éanﬁ%?%of%ﬁ ‘?her eby generating objectively

quUatfoffid 4 OSBRI peefdthGRe- asslsmdmtbetédnatic aflocatedl M
37 'wherein: said performance criteria_include

p ar anet ényestipentgmndta muralitfgionedlogaled srvesiecterpEsented
[ nvestrﬁyﬁntﬂég osrsettéjgsscl ient; and objectively

quantlfylﬁ /&5t nent choi ces i ncl udes

quaiktdriniing a pRirdlityrof esvesminint padommemce sqras] eviteraim eadhi ahe of
paraneters. 39. The nethod of claim 37 erein said

det er mi rfakhin¥estapepy IPeé*f?c‘mé%‘@cﬁcf){eé CPHGPORAR IR 2 LRRRCHES
i ncl udes;, é)l?tlv[)l%lﬂ |1§\;e§{n§g}h?,g}tfdml ghting structure
ra

havi ng a p ity of parent cfass nodes and at | east
onedetdrminipg a piurakinyad if@stooent avdgx @erfhnhahoclsa@ss rvdbeein each .

associ at ed at | east, e of sa d aren as
o doe, - e RSTRY TGRS Honferode tod o
per f or MBRER A RCIVESRAFinEERET wherein the respective investment

index corresponds to a respective one of said investment performance

scores;
determining a composite performance score based upon said investment

performance scores; and |
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said investment index performance scores.
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nodes. | 40. The nmethod of claim 39 wherein:
di stributing said weightings includes assigning

woebetovys3wei ghti ngs and cal cul ati ng actual wePgtSE®s/005371

dependent upon information derived fromsaid relative
wei ghtings. 45 Atty. Docket No. 1651.03000241. The
nmet hod of claim 39 wherein each one of said parent
cl ass nodes conprises at |east one of a plurality of

37. pendthedivrEilitath®rifaial cansultibg avices) cofnpsikingeast one
performance factor and at |east .one child class. node.
42 deteppinipg Hisat-specilic myesmephehaises dgpsndent ypan client-specific
quant iyl pg,83hf _nQMSE,WﬁJ}%m% Gfefit-sgeeiritd8Mplate jnformation
determining a collection of indices, whereln each one
of sai d indlddes @sleastronesgpedermhanca criespeweightngh defnedknt
Wi thin an i nvestnent portfoliq; and determ ning.a
conposi ARVESHRRIL dpfasgt lf‘)ﬁ’a@ﬁt‘% ?’IJ@FW gu@ég]?rereg‘gﬁ% dent
upon i nfipfi@bdn® aaﬁ%ﬂiﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁm@gm@ Hse@Stionk3 and he
net hod of claim 37 wherein objectively quantifying
s aiojectivady tnanifyinpg shidds véstioenidbeicesidependéntjupgn spid sbiseit

class corresponding.to an.allocated investnent wthin..

an 1 nveSPFaRT SOEAE HOETRUG DY SPsr RS Aplitied

per f or MyeRtnRsHS eRGIBEINt - bet ween the al |l ocat ed

investnent and a plurality of non-all ocated ,

i nvestnments represented within the asset class. 44.

The met hod of claim 37 wherein objectively quantifying
38. ik fhefhOU OB ERBAB7GIY&GAS | ncl udes: determning a

plurality of investnent perfornmance scores, wherein

eacshidpsgopnansg icetaripinelude perapeiorodesignabng a gesired

corresp %@%ﬂﬁa%c@ eFEERSEGh' ¥ Festment for the client; and

objectively quantifying said investment choices includes quantifying said

s

investment choices dependent on said parameters.

39. The method of claim 37 wherein said determining said client-specific investment
choices includes:
creating a hierarchical weighting structure having a plurality of parent class
nodes and at least one of a performance factor and a child class node
associated with at least one of said parent class nodes; and
distributing weightings to each one of said performance factors and class

nodes.

40. The method of claim 39 wherein:
distributing said weightings includes assigning relative weightings and
calculating actual weightings dependent upon information derived

from said relative weightings.
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investnment within an investnent portfolio; and
determning a plurality of investnent index

woeodovamace scores, wherein each one of said PCT/US2006/005371
i nvest ment index performance scores corresponds to a
respective |nvestnent, ingﬁx and wherein the respective

41. The method:pf clayaell WesrpiaSaoh aue elosaid paeedass paderfompprises at
Radibnk BY § DIUTRS o?géxff&‘h'i@ﬁg $a36R1aRa a cBRbiai¥n oPRCESR one
No. 165 1.03000245. The nethod of claim 44 wherein
phfenncefagton and ol 1egst nge shildiclassmeslenent choi ces
i ncl udes: determ ning a conposite performnce score
based upon said investnent perfornance scores; and
determi ning a conposite investnent index perfornmance
42. Elaomethdd pé nkim 3 7uplmmein wbgachinely opactifyingedid investmeanicchoices
il nvestment index performance scores. 46. The net hod of
f{°37 wherein obj ectively quantifying said
| N\iefelBig & BOlleEn bN GRS Swhéleintdabh BhOSf shi& Hldi@st | on
of indices, wherein each one of said indices .
cor r espERUSSROadata BrespRstive énvesipesnt wathin en invesiment portfolio;
investngﬁﬁ portfolio; determ ning a conposite
i nvest ment i ndex performance score dependent upon
i nfdetepminifna 6enpoeld ihvesthadiitddxsbrfotmandaicefetiepemdintiipon
asset class corresponding to an allocated investnent
wi t hi n anformatéan dastyed S sad inlicsser f or i ng a
conparative perfornmance assessnent between the
all ocated investnent and a plurality of non-all ocated
i nvestnent s represented within the asset class; )
43. "Haa wethiod of glagm gi7 yyhergin pbisetively quantiyngsaidripyepipent choices
iiER@Eé’ wherei n each one of said investnent
pertormance scores corresponds to a respective
i ndesrmibritg av dshetrelan convspehdiagtto po nildcatedin vebementw ithin gn
a plurality of investment index performance scores,
wher ei n llé “nent pOI't Ol10; an

performing a comparative performance assessment between the allocated
investment and a plurality of non-allocated investments represented

within the asset class.

44. The method of claim 37 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes: ‘
determining a plurality of investment performance scores, wherein each one of
' said investment performance scores corresponds to a respective
investment within an investment portfolio; and
determining a plurality of investment index performance scores, wherein each
one of said investment index performance scores corresponds to a
respective investment index and wherein the respective investment
index corresponds to a respective one of said investment performance

SCores.
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one of said investnent index perfornmance scores
corresponds to a respective investnent index and
woher’awess he respecti ve i nvestnent index. correBoomss006005371
a respective one of said investnment performance
scores; determ ning a conposite perfornmance score .
45. Bagmgthodo cdaimd4 wg@rgmr@metiwe}wwnﬁﬁ@@ saidinyestmgptichoices
glgfu%yj ning a conposite investnent index perfornance
score ‘dependent upon information derived fromsaid
I N\tesdrniihg lardmposiey pepformase: Sofs Bsed dgoribdid invesadeat
No. 165 1.030002
performance scores; and
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said investment index performance scores.

46. The method of claim 37 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes:
determining a collection of indices, wherein each one of said indices
corresponds to a respective investment within an investment portfolio;
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon
information derived from said indices;
determining an asset class corresponding to an allocated investment within an
investment portfolio;
performing a comparative performance assessment between the allocated
investment and a plurality of non-allocated investments represented
within the asset class;
determining a plurality of investment performance scores, wherein each one of
said investment performance scores corresponds to a respective
investment within an investment portfolio;
determining a plurality of investment index performance scores, wherein each
one of said investment index performance scores corresponds to a
respective investment index and wherein the respective investment
index corresponds to a respective one of said investment performance
scores;
determining a composite performance score based upon said investment
performance scores; and
" determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said investment index performance scores.
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