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pat ent applications entitled "DECI SI ON ASSI STANCE
PLATFORM CONFI GURED FOR FACI LI TATI NG FI NANCI AL
CONSULTI NG SERVI CES" havi ng serial nunber " anmend to
i nclude serial nunber_ after serial nunber is
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FIELD OF THE DISCLOSURE

The disclosures made herein relate generally to financial consulting methodologies

and more particularly to systems and methods configured for facilitating financial consulting

services.

BACKGROUND

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 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 product sales-based industry — the traditional
financial industry).
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(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) lack

sufficient knowledge of and information about these‘rnany financial products, even these

trusted advisors are often limited in what they can do to protect their clients from having this
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In an environnent with ever-grow ng nunbers of
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Therefore, methods and equi pnent configured for

facilitating financial consulting services via trusted

advi sers who are not necessarily professionals wthin

the traditional financial services industry would be

useful .




SUMVARY OF THE DI SCLOSURE I n accordance with one
enbodi nent of the disclosures made herein, a nethod
conprises determ ning a collection of indices,

determi ning a conposite investnent index perfornmance
score dependent upon the indices, and assessing the

i nvestnent portfolio dependent upon the conposite

i nvestment i ndex performance score. Each one of the

i ndi ces corresponds to a respective investnent of an

i nvest nent por t f SUMMARY OF THEDISGIQSUREN t h anot her
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Specifically, nethods disclosed herein enable
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i nventive discl osures made herein enable a client to

make decisions in an objective and unbi ased manner.

class.

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.
Furthermore, such methods produce consulting information (e.g., investment choices) that is
objectively quantified. Accordingly, embodiments of methods in accordance with the
inventive disclosures made herein enable a client to make decisions in an objective and

unbiased manner.



Turning now to specific enbodi ments of the inventive
di scl osures made herein, in at |east one enbodi nent of
the inventive disclosures nade herein, determning a
conposite investnment index score includes conbining
the investnent indices dependent upon criteria
utilized for designing an investnent portfolio.
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determ ned and assessing an investment portfolio
i ncl udes assessing the conposite investnent
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scores i s determ ned
assessing the composite investment performance score dependent upon a composite

investment index performance score.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, a plurality of
investment performance scores is determined and each one of the investment performance

scores corresponds to a respective investment of the investment portfolio.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, a plurality of

investment index performance scores is determined.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, each one of a
plurality of investment performance scores is assessed dependent upon a respective one of a

plurality of investment index performance scores.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, determining a
composite investment index score includes combining investment indices dependent upon

criteria utilized for designing an investment portfolio.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, determining a

composite investment index performance score includes combining investment indices
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In at | east one enbodi nent of the inventive

di scl osures nmade herein, each one of a plurality of

i nvestment performance scores is assessed dependent

upon a respective one of a plurality of investnent

I ndex performance scores. In at | east one

enbodi nent of the inventive disclosures nmade herein,
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I ncl udes conbi ning investnent indices dependent upon

criteria utilized for designing an investnent

portfolio. In at | east one enbodi nent of the
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performance scores, determining a plurality of investment index performance scores, and
assessing each one of the investment performance scores dependent upon a respective one of

the investment index performance scores.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, performing a
comparative performance assessment includes determining a composite investment
pérfonnance score, determining a composite investment index performance score, and
assessing the composite portfolio performance score depeﬁdent upon the composite

investment index performance score.

These and other objects and embodiments of the inventive disclosures made herein

will become readily apparent upon further review.



In at | east one enbodi nent of the inventive

di scl osures nmade herein, performng a conparative

per formance assessnent includes determning a

plurality of investnment perfornmance scores,

determining a plurality of investnent index

perfornance scores, and assessing each one of the
est ce .scores dependent upon a
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i nvest ment index perfornmance score. These and
ot her objects and enbodi nents of the inventive
di scl osures nmade herein wll becone readily apparent

upon further review The nmethod of claim 17 wherein:
determi ning the conposite investnent index perfornmance
score includes conbining the respective investnent

i ndex indi ces dependent upon actual allocations of
funds within the invest.



BRI EF DESCRI PTI ON OF THE DRAW NG FI GURES FIG 1
depicts an information flow schematic in accordance
with an enbodi ment of the disclosures nade herein.
FIGS. 2A and 2B depict a nmethod for facilitating
financial consulting services in accordance wth
enbodi nents of the disclosures herein and in view of
the information fl ow schematic depicted in FIG |I.
FIG 3 depicts an enbodlnent of the operation for

det er mi ni nl k ' 12k G 2
FIG 4 depicts an enbodlnent of the operation for
enabl i ng the conparative perfornmance assessnent of the

i nyes t portfoli |
FIC? i r&g&cts %n i onnatl%ndf?cpw gct:heegna%:lg 1nFaccord2ance with an embodiment of

the disclosures made herein.

FIGS. 2A and 2B depict a method for facilitating financial consulting services in
accordance with embodiments of the disclosures herein and in view of the information flow

schematic depicted in FIG. 1.

FIG. 3 depicts an embodiment of the operation for determining the investment choices

depicted in FIG. 2.

FIG. 4 depicts an embodiment of the operation for enabling the comparative

performance assessment of the investment portfolio depicted in FIG. 2.

FIGS. 5 is a chart depicting a graphical representation of performance scores in

accordance with an embodiment of the disclosures made herein.

FIGS. 6A and 6B jointly depict an alternate embodiment for presenting the
information depicted in the chart of FIG. 5.

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 weightirig approach configured for facilitating a

performance assessment in accordance with the inventive disclosures made herein

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

accordance with the disclosures made herein.



FIGS. 5 is a chart depicting a graphica

representati on of perfornmance scores in accordance
with an enbodi ment of the disclosures nade herein.
FIGS. 6A and 6B jointly depict an alternate enbodi nent
for presenting the information depicted in the chart

of FIG 5. FIG 7 depicts a table having a -
p ality.of multiss rs at i.C A .
P28 ctebicl e ekl PAREL Seufed 18, Pk bl congyiing

servicelefuhctichahity ig advortanenwitioémbodimienth bf thg disploswecinade herein.
configured for facilitating a performance assessnent
in accordance with the inventive disclosures nmade
her ei n FIGS. 8B and 8C depict an enbodi nent of a
hi erarchi cal wei ghtings structure in accordance wth
the di scl osures nmade herein.



FIG 9 depicts a network system configured for
facilitating financial consulting services
functionality in accordance with enbodi nents of the

di scl osures made herein. DETAILED DESCRI PTI ON OF THE
DRAW NG FI GURES An enbodi nent of an information
fl ow schematic 100 in accordance with the inventive

di scl osures nade herein is depicted in Fl G 1.
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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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services consultant 106 and/or the decision assistance

pl atform 108 may be i nplenented via a networked

conmput er systens. For exanple, via the network system

400 depicted in FIG 9, such interaction and

communi cation nmay be facilitated via a networked
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A client-specific investnent report as disclosed

herei n docunents client-specific consulting

i nformati on such as objectively ranked invest nment

choi ces. Such client-specific consulting information

(e.g., objectively ranked investnent choices) is,

preferably, presented in view of nmultiple variables
perforhfadte RbRsdependent upon information derived fromthe

financial objectives of the client. For exanple,

vari ous scenarios of investnment choices may be

presented that are dependent upon information derived
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whereby resulting mformatlon compiled by the first decision engine is subsequently provided
to the second decision engine of the decision-engine platform, thus enabling a scoring and
ranking process to be carried out by the second decision engine. In one embodiment, the
client-specific template include one or more of potentially many filters and weightings, with
one or more of the filters and weightings being applied to performance factor information,

client information, investment opportunity information, and/or investment performance

information.

After determining the objective ranking, the decision assistance platform performs an
operation 210 for providing client-specific consulting information (e.g., investment choices,
objective quantification thereof, etc). In one embodiment, such providing the client-specific
consulting information includes preparing and outputting a client-specific investment report
by a document assembly engine of the decision-assistance platform. In another embodiment,
such providing the client-specific consulting information includes visually displaying such
information. Jon 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).
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N- Year Return, N Year Average Return Annualized
Standard Devi ation N Year Standard Deviation | ndex
I ndex Score, Conposite Index Score Yield

A client-specific investment report as disclosed herein documents client-specific
consulting information such as objectively ranked investment choices. Such client-specific
consulting information (e.g., objectively ranked investment choices) is, preferably, presented
in view of multiple variables that are dependent upon information derived from the financial
objectives of the client. For example, various scenarios of investment choices may be
presented that are dependent upon information derived from a plurality of desired investment
effects and related computed performance scores. Such investment effects are dependent
upon information derived from performance criteria. Broadly, performance criteria in
accordance with the inventive disclosures made herein include criteria relating to return, risk,
associated industry-prescribed asset classes, investment effect rules and correlating
investments opportunities to client expectations. Specific examples of performance criteria
and their related performance factors are depicted below in Table 1. Detailed information
defining such performance criteria and their related performance factors are not discussed in

detail, but would be understood by a person skilled in the related art (e.g., financial systems

aﬁd methodologies).

Performance Criteria Related Performance Factors
Annualized Return N-Year Return, N-Year Average Return
Annualized Standard Deviation N Year Standard Deviation
Index Index Score, Composite Index Score
Yield N-Year Yield
Beta N-Year Beta
Market Capitalization Average Market Capitalization
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N-Year Yield Beta N Year Beta Market Capitalization
Aver age Market Capitalization

Sharpe Ratio N-Year Sharpe Ratio
Turnover Ratio N-Year Turnover Ratio
Treynor Ratio N-Year Treynor Ratio

TABLE 1 - Performance Criteria and related Performance Factors

In at least one embodiment of the client-specific investment report, the client-specific
investment report includes charts and tables depicting investment allocation among various
asset classes, statistical/historical performance of investment choices within various asset
classes, distribution of composite performance scores for such investment choices, and client-
specific scoring and ranking of such investment choices. In at least one embodiment, the
client-specific investment report includes a client-specific assessment of available investment
alternatives dependent upon information derived from an assessment of such available

investment alternatives.

After reviewing the client-specific consulting information, the trusted advisor and/or
the financial services consultant (in consultation with the client) may facilitate an operation
212 for revising decision criteria upon which the objective ranking of investment choices is
based. Such revisions include revisions to performance criteria (e.g., factor selections and
weightings) and modifying/clarifying information associated with client financial objectives.
In response to the trusted advisor and/or the financial services consultant revising 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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Sharpe Ratio N Year Sharpe Ratio Turnover Ratio N Year
Turnover Ratio Treynor Ratio N Year Treynor Ratio

client selects one or more investment choices into which funds are to be allocated (e.g., after
consultation with the trusted adviser), an operation 216 is performed (e.g., by the trusted
advisor or financial services client) for inputting the selected investment choices into the
decision assistance platform. Once funds are allocated, the selected investment choices

represent an investment portfolio of the financial services client.

Periodically (e.g., quarterly), an operation 218 is performed via the decision-
assistance platform for facilitating a comparative performance assessment of the investment
portfolio, thereby generating periodic performance information (i.e., client-specific decision
information). As discussed below in greater detail, the comparative performance assessment
provides information for qualitatively and objectively assessing selected investment choices.
After facilitating the comparative performance assessment of the investment portfolio, the
decision assistance platform performs an operation 220 for providing such client-specific
decision information for subsequent operations. One example of enabling such subsequent
operations includes outputting of a periodic performance report comprising such periodic
performance information at the request of the trusted adviser. In one embodiment, the
periodic performance report is prepared and outputted by a document assembly engine of the
decision-assistance platform. After performing the operation 220 for providing such client-
specific decision information, the trusted advisor performs an operation 222 for facilitating

providing such information for review by the financial services client.

Preferably, a decision assistance platform as disclosed herein plays no role between
the trusted advisor and the financial services client. However, in other embodiments, a
decision assistance platform as disclosed herein does play a role between the trusted advisor
and the financial services client. For example, the decision assistance platform 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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facilitaigo detephiningotthe: tperfpimansei sglection vinde sweiphtingt 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 herein 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

18



Periodically (e.g., quarterly), an operation 218 is
perfornmed via the decision-assistance platformfor
facilitating a conparative performnce assessnent of
the investnent portfolio, thereby generating periodic
performance information (i.e., client-specific

deci sion information). As discussed below in greater

peﬁonﬁﬁic@'chten‘ahﬁczﬁ@ﬂ@ﬁélﬂé | Meube b %H&ﬁﬁ@ntaﬁtﬁﬁﬁ rmation from the
rovi des information for qualltatlvei obj ecti vel

manually Jecilipied furqtiopplity iy sukssayreHy madsiavaild ¥) lenfoy e thvestment choice
dec1s1cfna&ié1ﬂ ﬁ&'eﬂ&mgefuﬁ&fmeﬁ@tdfvee R AP B asiSITBREinO fo be
nvest ment "portfol1 0, the decision assistance
ﬁwﬂﬂqﬁdatforn1perforns an operation 220 for providing such
client-specific decision information for subsequent
operations. One exanple of enabling such subsequent

op E‘g %r gltr ml ons%lan? Ezlg}ug ?r?xer%uﬂ;p éitoi:l% agp@er %&)rgnng the comparative
perfonﬁﬂfcfe Qfs§Rdtadht oRftRE Eﬁi’e’stﬁﬁnﬁboﬁtﬂ&ﬁo I eAh @pérafidn RB@ id persdraéd for
advi ser. I n one enbodi nent, the periodic perfornmnce

determjning, pertolio pRepEneats Ghd thf inygstment %391058 &5t prrspRtly comprise the
@?&&Eﬁ? 1 | {fé PORBRS inve@Riets PArAdJePdtidh 262 i
client’ ter o H?Q ngqéﬁé %mgﬁgﬁ.og 220 for r03|dlgg such °
perforro¢d Eant ling e o@gesp@n@ngumqsﬁm lpetﬁonnanee sqone fageach of the
dvi. r f
portofE 0B i A0 APl 2 R p bk ! W o
corresmdmgce&npﬂsﬁe ninvestment Peréreranéd \score. de'Hpeswgmposﬁe investment
assi st ance tf orm.as e
pertoreiiis SR 75 0 CoPhele o 88 i EoraRae Al plel bl o Bt he
individahl ppadfolicHavesumdngs. i N ot her enbodi nents, a deci sion
assi stance platform as disclosed herein does play a
role between the trusted advi sor and the financi al
services client. For exanple, the decision assistance
@ifter fthy peRviRlio finsistmenty are inedi afh OBITalYF 3pGris Pyfproed for
| r 'H
deternfilgh Bnfact Thlctlpdek 1ARELE boF SPUIGERS 16 Spallong \of FRY pontotio
mvestnﬁqntsa rihe zbmpanispn devestientindices are thase Bdicgs thapsuita Y&ﬁHeSpond to
per.at 6
cach of 2 HeiCllo BhyshdiEn@PRE Wit A0odBindtalr Mot Dllsd nivicing
corresppmhﬁg rpmﬁmnaam:m faetorsa ae)Ci sInorespmwgcp ne ddtermining thé repmparison

. deci.si.on engi ne)..of e dec ssi.s anc pla

e 50205 FOPEMI S S SRR 135 abREReEh b A bbning

invesmmne irflfek @orfédintes sqogy fopreaeitl oD yhet dmmmﬂsdncnmmnmt anaht@ram an
' i on bas

i.on far accessi ng deci
operatigt 245 i, 0pafieRiop JeBROH hrefiresoendio CoBRAG: BYfment index
performaEOEIOR. | ik conipdsittEitvéshfent bﬁﬁxspeffﬂlfnmhﬁaﬁdo@éhsar odmposite score
accessed fromone or nore d?tabases t he per%ﬁg n%%am

that represepis, anaOveEall Borfrmangg; ¢feall of the ndividual, giyegfmept

individ@d1! a?nﬁ%o%%ﬁ&" RAVasEntdfinadebdfimand dcbRs 48 bshpted #F i same
I nformation being accessed, an operation 234 is

mannerp éiref.0 NHBE e asamfe PpeTInAR faetorr Prdthe EE; BPTEMMERS; dastor
I {

e 3 401 o] 237 RS 208 LIS Wanﬁ%ﬁéfrﬁmﬁ“g e

variouscprfoesuon GLorgs, i they optrationt 220 (E6: Z&napgfmdufm: p{mreimg such

o FE BB ot o Wyl 5 AAROHBE iy o

performaaceainfdrmatom) ssoci at ed with other structural and
performance aspects of an investnent, various
i nvestnent allocation rules and paraneters associ at ed
with correlating investnent opportunities to client
Fiipeonigmaplated hatdetarmining thegomposiedgyesignrat bdpppRriRsTance score
the category of investnent_ effect paraneters includes
i nvestnment all ocation paraﬁ%ters The perfornmance
criteria decision engine perforns an operation 236 for
determ ni ng perfornmance-wei ghting factors dependent
upon information derived fromthe investnent effect
paraneters in response to determ ning the investnent




After determning the performance factor weightings,
an i nvestnent choice decision engine (i.e. a second
deci si on engi ne) of the decision-assistance platform
perfornms an operation 238 for accessing investnent
performance information (e.g., risk, return, and other
structural and performance infornmation), followed by
may iﬁcﬁ\ﬁ!e'c@iﬁ%ﬁﬁxff@ﬁ% 1S53pediHR ifRSInTIn® thash BHdRes BEgch i upsn fformation
~operation Z40 for determ ning investnment” choices
derived &yoamaréyal allgsationsiad fendsavithin the gefrespending invessmenipertiolio and/or
upon S9ELE ond6E blgt%ﬁa AHiAY (PR Snd g{t&{ieﬂe@ﬂnﬁ’(}o YO8m. Similardly, it is
respective declision engines facilitate determning the
contergated thed rdstermisling: theoeoraprsitodn ypistnient) peefiornnes score may include
combifi Sk BRI enb il o BALAIEh lproRllflion dertved from
actual alleoatiors| of fumdsevsithine the colrespondingnvhsioentpontfislio and/or upon at least

one o oc%tgglia;/ fe@%@gqodﬁjsﬁcl 41‘_@ c%nrsleerbalr gei @gé(la\fetgﬁ]gl i atgltagr%, it is disclosed
herein fthen ;‘at deoizivhi dngineesygiem (g‘ [th¢ dedidnis pssisamtd pladbee aﬂ&%/pﬁ Hdocument
erformapce c¢riteria, decision engine (i.e,, a fjrst
assemnffg en@t 0 dik 5 ISP AT OP B B (BAGEioPtof the
operatioBYstést 67 D88 if¥e IpYrfOienih@Ghd IchAbAakiveR Petfdrinkndy askeffieBOBS the
) rat her than by the performance criteria decision
investrgeny peigfolipn such an embodi ment, resul ting information

fromthe manually facilitated functionality is
subsequent|ly made avail able to the investnent choice

deci s f ling,. i opal i ty.of t

Ry OB o SRl AP RSt it riliugpon asset

class within thé ctlepisqicstfeliv i pecfainmsdn tThefscorig mdatalting®is pe#drhal using
essne

erformng the conparative performance, as t of,
the sarf borfQRPRUE FEFRSIEY PR PRERStE: WEIERITES ST aBe pREInal scoring and
ranking @h{l@id B df 91 thdedliehtionididt ey &lfeals MvéshuaftomBitbs (The Sarious
the 1 nvestnent choices that presently conprise the
related cinvesipens Haices Grg syored nf cepids & £BAYt W nfamen Fiappgs as the
investnR Eddek Vithih88 h¥BIdISss f&WIRREA pdrti@Nardfdex 18 rddah© TR coring
for determ ning a correspondi ng investnent perfornance
processsprafiyces g corpesife gpmereal sere quwa%l of thegliept ' épyestment choices, all
other abBMBR(7ER BhéhoS86H ifRstRRAY GolcRY) ak@the rSleif indlcaBd T or
determ ning a correspondi ng conposite I nvestnent
performance score. The conposite investnment
performance score is a conposite score that represents
The@vitin@dric goerel,owhenagsedab sattl thefresuhe of @ik scoflbigl(e.g., from the
) portfolio investnents. After the_paortfolio o
highest; cRPROSHE FEQC a6 g 0SS FRTPOSIR SBRE-a EhRH Vel pands quantitatively

compar @I fifVesBitbnt Blioick8 vAathéaah ket 18Rt VRoden \488 uhBHYsen) as well as
I ndi ces corresponding to each one of the portfolio .
the relevantdadipgsntThe highest3opag iaad theralpess theohighgshganking of the choices
are thode\PRRe bRAIKEDnipddle fbid @B! theGBEE SSRANG i ﬁé‘ﬂﬂeﬂainﬁt S¥Gl of
ortfolio investnments (e.g., within a correspondi ng
the indpidnelly sveighted pstfarppndenigclotr vsed do iR ARPrips mrenens ripdicate those
S | Of.S, ). t L e :
choices 36k 2. nEloit. peerk@RAC WA nfif EIoTAD PRI th ;gvestment
perfornpeced desined Hyothedelieat fom i rpprticubaorasses piasdi beingi emabistetie(ite., the
i_.nde er L.or nan core .for ch_of e aris
pertormefiGEdsRET bOTRERES Tt bpl e trdiin 595F SRRt gt asse
class inftioe poditslim).m ni ng a correspondi ng conposite investnent
i ndex performance score. The conposite investnent
I ndex performance score is a conposite score that
represents an overall performance of all of the
Teriglidisclosed hempipethainthet inverdinens Sndigisemay icRdaespPadi 40 asaet classes
conposite investnent index(perfornance scores are
conmputed in the sane mannef (i.e., using the sane
performance factors and the sane perfornmance factor
wei ghtings) as is used in operations 262 and 264
descri bed above. After determ ning the various
performance scores, the operation 220 (FIG 2B) is




It is contenplated that determ ning the conposite
i nvest nent i ndex performance score nmay include
conmbi ning the respective investnent index indices
dependent upon information derived from actua

al l ocations of funds within the correspondi ng

i nvestnent portfolio and/or upon at |east one of

corresondin! tb ahd RIdBtidAD pbRfolib SHvesints! | Thautifcdse] Atd Shtdniplated that
return. Simlarly, it is contenplated t hat det er mni_ng

perforping @me@mﬂéﬁw \Pégfpﬁ%we PRPTSEPHN e PELORREdRGIWeRR | %weated

1nvest1ﬁ8'mli 8l ffdsd Eh?ed’t&ﬁfﬁe%&ﬁ d?l@fcteg Mat Qre' &S 'IE@tasplurahty of non-
endent upon i nformati on derived from act ual

allocataql E)rb@%tmema geesenigidy the erehclawdi.eopll &5 gapnsiionyof the investment
choices PYEREARBE se fehff&l Be%graﬂgﬂ f, upon at | east one of

criteriare atlng to and criteria relating to
return. Furthernore, is disclosed herein that a
deci si on engi ne systen1of the deci sion assistance

[HI6! ¢ AcRACBOD dépicting @ aphics Spidibta@ti0bMBerPimidte scores that

deci si on assi stance_ platform my performthe

are deqiciag 7 SIS 9l SPTSFPIIRECER 415555 0 o8 oBf cxamplp e chart 300 is

compriR P4 Frftlic RbroPRHRA radr CTHRIRAL IR/ ERTARARE 4820 B0Dor cach
he i nvestnent portfolio. Accordingly, scoring

one ofaihe aseh lelaseps 0303a withiay thie| pastfelia iy depigiedh by ch dirst cwonfiguration of
S t c f
graphidaf G0diga % The Scééclnm&% h oﬁiaL%% of PYrkd Qér)lhg.d ?gplﬁéed in

pertorne I'ng and ranking 1s perfo
associatine mdnmqmédﬁaé MNENAgers mﬂbmfundssB%cs pevompesiter score 305. The
perforné%'&g g£3r8 996 ‘47 %%ch' {»]rht gfe hg 31 % %?ﬁ 3 g? |i§§(¥ E’Q 9 second

SIS used
conﬁgdrmxmsdfrmplucahmdmﬁs(e gThedlmete eymbcrleif atfirst aoint)e&ipaﬂmposed over

ndi.ces.are. sc ked in exac
the firs} S5H6 %8 G SR it TR G moR i Pt méneipBTad B score 310
is depictédibsp a tind dbhflgvh'at@orp@ﬂ’ draphidabindicii@ gl a cbﬁéswﬂﬂﬁg vekti€al bar of

scori rocess . uces a ore,
a secor(olaC (PG EORGSIH PR S5 ASSK HeRited Ry Polouth spRietion
graphical/ sidicid (&g (x&hmsgwh@%eﬁm d)gea VbRt thﬁhmoﬁﬁgura@diﬁoi Eﬁphlcal
rel evant |nd|ces Se nuUneric scores,

indicia., dp hip gy the elepted am‘tegmts*»m ehpdces ©f thengngneial servnrc%ffhent are

gmphddﬁ%&%@ﬂﬁ@%aﬁﬂﬁﬂ&ﬁé&&mﬁﬁ&&ﬁ to the lowest conposite
score), effectively and quantitatively conpare al

i nvestment choices with each asset class (both chosen
and unchosen) as well as the relevant indices. The
Fhe blest 300ad FIG.Y Brodnfigdred mfproﬁde & beminaugtod portfodio lperformeihce,
. .the choices are those blended C
using b Egabhs |o EPIER SOPE AFPITNG AN CRESTIEh R i BRGAaL Gynds
comprisifiethe poitolid 4s el amieqi&edlmrat WhelanNThe tlaed 300Sprovi@dt d Means

t he scorlng roces I ndi cate those chqices that th
for measpdng,pyeral e € Ry ﬁ%‘é‘?almgdé%l OMBPYR é’é’“f‘ﬂ’é’q score

(i-e., the BYCHSjA¥BR 1o RS {eBh MTdaHOSIRS) Wl thy “CHBpssite Fhdex? @Eoré‘ (i.e., the
particul ar asset class being evaluated (i.e
triangle ;QiPPHIRGSEE o i paig adipcanp de the derm Gompositelh éﬁ s\mct@da ethe

composft@ ?%ﬂﬂ)hf) Q{ar E%ndsnﬁégkiﬁd B 18k t%h%tf theS éﬁh}g& tﬁqﬁde'x Nribnf}fe. The

folio i scl ose ereint e | nvest
positivej mffme@al rredicaest that herlcomposiig Sertfolip d4s suiperforming the CompOSlte

Index in meeting stated performance goals. The chart 300 similarly 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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corresponding to the individual portfolio investnents.
In such case, it is contenplated that perform ng the
conparative perfornmance assessnent is perforned

bet ween al | ocated i nvestnent (i.e., those sel ected

i nvestment choices that are funded) and a plurality of
non-al | ocated i nvestnents represented by the asset

blendealsaﬁé @ld., cﬁscuss@h ln @ félld%lhé bﬁﬁgr@é at&\b%emsme portfolio and
choi ces t hat were not selected el ng f unded

is positiogzd glopg agperframenczoTalfeBilctuch gth%t B acfsm can be compared to the

compo%i?&fnﬁé)? E&?& 395 o@ﬁh&ﬁ%s%%?%ﬁfo‘iﬁ%e?wh t ﬂ{eepe%ﬁhzﬁ{c@ deale
vi ew of correspondin et cl asses one

311 seewanpa eneamh@r @Msmrxgo@rfpgn@emg ss@@rebyb@e@ en r@@ﬁ\@ position of

t
s LA SRSy oEsGRD e S STBUSRSE s
class pedptrbapkce scors 36% p$ prapdrtivpalatof the sompositei ayuread:ﬁ indivigiual fund (or

aphi cal lnd spon nta
managff} 3R iiopty Belpesfpranoe 3pif 2l RPIGRCE SRk s ireo scor
302 cah beltothplised torinifags selavant mdexfsbadsmeo Thé graphxeﬂrfeptssehﬁnon ofa
, score 305. The performance score 306 of each
funs 6V GBI o EHC OB PGB i BTy gnce il gppespective
fund. configuration of graphical indicia (e.g., a discrete
synbol of a first color) superinposed over the first
configuration of graphical indicia. The conposite
i nvest ment performance score 310 is depicted by a
Thhe rasbmpositel gmfcumiamc mbregriﬂ)ﬁfﬁoc &hch individuel (figrel gnd redated asset
rres ond| Ng of a se or The
class 98 AGER7 3" im0t P8 it hoq 2eRETREY o oy fen of e
portfolid® I’a§Seg dlagses. 0 Adaitionalhp hleﬁdﬂng o dle?pdif(ﬁmalg:e scareﬁ lof &nghéi)/ildual
ased over the third con r at a
funds RS R et TR MO QUFIBPY P IdBSt oS 210 The
scores 6NRlcvast iallict IS ard anfilaly K&idéd and u§écﬂ iarueteamﬁnng the composite
graphi cal |y cogﬁered to ap roprlate benchmar ks.

index Segee iy {0 9P cpbodipgsnt, Sucky kaﬁ\ﬂggla rASEPTRRfishEdh B Jising  current

market SSRGS infdfvidL trﬁaahgé;’spﬁa&ﬁgm he PRpBdioRA" e&@%@ dfcthose
rep resent scores resultlng rom an assessnent of

holdings rvaﬂweémrﬁt tor th dsalovalisr ¢fsthe gortiglio p &er pxamrle. 48 aaemtana% where
the valhd@f R Haﬁé%a?s %](ﬁngw@leﬁa?grm (ﬁ)baa{ntd e Qoh gr bifoRiS \?Alue were

nmeans asuring over portfolio performance,
$100 OQQﬁQQaﬁ%ngf threomymsitppertiolio Renre ¢4 woulddemitabyted ¢ thetch!eposﬁe
. gqﬂp t
mvesmﬁg)s = o e&{ m%ri%#lh glé%r?xem(or Qé'h ﬁo}’f)ﬁ{ﬁg P)é‘ 5@«? would apply to
the maeagpes relpasehdon s¢one amhtheabiprahr@wdetemﬁnatEntce” rthe composite index
score Conposite). As depicted, the conposite portfolio bar
" extends beyond the | ocation of the conposite index
triangle. The positive differential indicated that the
Conposite Portfolio is outperfonning the Conposite
bafSHahdd JFRSULD anﬁittéin@ﬁageﬁfs ftﬁﬁ&@l@%né?@é}éé w1tfmﬁh& B&{téxt of a
300 simlarly depicts the perforimnce of individ
specificpgriomaance fackare Forexample, (H-year Average redurn ﬁgvldm@atted to find out
e it K
which x(ﬁe g‘i‘é%‘f% gﬁg o? en(g)c%lﬁ%o%\i h}%ag ex s?g re 318 h.‘”’% multiple
perfonqan@pfactbrso(ma.l perforsance criteria used for deczsion making purposes) are used

simultaneously to evaluate a manager’s performance, the combining of each factor’s

bt

performance is done in a2 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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bl ended score (i.e., discussed in the follow ng
paragraph in greater detail) of the portfolio and is
positioned along a performance scale 311 such that its
score can be conpared to the conposite index score 312
of the investnment portfolio as a whole. The
performance scale 311 serves as a means for neasuring

each o? Qﬁé BeFRRGRoe( Kitfia scofhal @ )ovEAR ‘?rﬁlangge n;ﬁh%hhé&{ée RASbS UéFthed to

graphical representations depicTi such scares.
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r C its
i 385 QoRESERL RIS nR L o by AAPRAL St
representation of a fund's rel evant conposite score
i ndex score 306 represents the perfornance of the

MARP&HRE 319 JUAG. 6A and HBRa8e @ﬂ@%ftmpéB d@fnﬂ?%ﬁcﬁﬁ@&&?nate
302 for each individual fund and rel ated asset cl ass

embodgc@tpfpb\prqaent@gs@mfoym@twm Hepigied frotheashest 3% o5 &f@nt. While
essentilfy iy R i ﬁf%nﬁ% 13 résgﬁ ﬂ'LFf(? %é ﬂﬁlﬁ% pictedSR ?@GS 6A and
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ditional ce scores of
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s SPRBRE R NAS] A BEILhTEA0E B60GF Pl [20ARTERRn o
the presentd&h@ppmmln@ffﬂﬁs Ghoapb8BY e | ndex score 312. In one
enbodi nent, such blending is acconplished by usi ng

current market val ue of individual manager's hol di ngs
and the proportional percentage of those holdings wth

eisbislosed herpia thasithe chasts depistedin EIGH %, 66 4l 6%#6 examples of

reqat
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.t he manager rel evan d Score and the bl endi ng
enabling COgP ﬁﬁaﬁ asS%SSIgF n %f%uc onﬁffgg th € i ndex score.
Performance of a fund and its nanager is typically
considered within the context of a specific
G 9UBRBE G hBRIDS: ha'%ﬁ{% aeiiﬁfﬂilbeof ﬁu&ﬁ@rgu@xﬁsa%g 821 edelgr Mbars
could be sorted to fin whi ch manager had
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rformance crit SO th ver

composia saEer  JBFBNTRToE SRS GE P il oAl e iy per of the

perfornRREd B¥itERA IHeR B 10@F, S3-Pdar k&) e ﬂﬁmo‘édérese&mn aieeae Yable 325.
goals, risk tol erances, etc) of the investor (i
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onposite scores is useful for quickly
or thatj g enomibingtiy afhimitinak oreighting cand(asr peer spesformameaghasheause that
nost inpact on the conp05|%e scores. The chart
314 of FIG 6A and the tabft 316 of FIG 6B jointly
depict an alternate enbodi nent for presenting the
i nformati on depicted in the chart 300 of FIG 5. Wile
essentially the sane information is presented in FIG
5 as jointly depicted in FIGS. 6A and 6B, presentation



It is disclosed herein that the charts depicted in
FIGS. 5, 6A and 6B are exanples of information
configured for enabling objective and conparative
assessnent of investnent choices to be nade by an
investor/financial services client. It is also
di scl osed herein that operations and/or approaches for
perfordBR& Gtériodlabe Biiledo ROIthpePorPthe EogeshBiiddh pite score.
conprised by the charts depicted in Fl 5, 6A and 6B
are exanpl es of assessing such i nformation and/ or
enabl i ng conparative assessnent of such information.
FRGatn?e gerfbohance dfapérfordidhcen anteng @ep| critedia tufiliedd for making

ti-se nt ba 327 t.h different .
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the s-warpﬁse,% e Retuf kappnch idl the qfablte 925 FTRICS 7t indi&ied sughly a 35%
shown. T%e vari ous segnments 330 of each bar 327

differqnep inclength fayosing é‘Pea‘lOP\r%te% gepagerviieh isftrapsjated to same difference in

perforrrﬁﬁc{ee%pf? Sifdg té!"?t’s &1‘3 o r PRFARRGE: & ittr%fak.@ -to thé€ peer group is

engt each 0 represents a performnce

calculated ueng a'scalevef gﬁt’qad Apelrag@anwalum Alb pp theasrfagnanee critgria’s

peers SR kedid SnPESh Bert r}ﬁs&,@e IR 3§ AiRieA5 Bhat GlafSR: ﬁrédqufeﬁauve
gment S pr opor na represe a larger I npact on

rank Winlan aherpomipt e%camse theTgapmndaepméemdt@nsdgpﬁfmuame tgkasheach

ot T B € 98 B85, i MR 55f B BRGG oo of
perforianude tritefia t dcores Ofuitkle t Thhse 13@5 diffessauesr in iperfomianed rbetween
i nsta (f g?gﬁ élcular segnent of a particul ar bar
managgys qan pi depgn ¥ed, representing that a nanager is
ei ther m ssing dat a for the correspondi ng performance
criteria or that a conbination of m nimal weighting
RYpRe. PARImRALS BF T GEreBARnCANARR AL it REALCTIHC Bomposite

criteril ve ttfe to no |npac
performanqeeacp@ndlarﬂgcmﬂmsﬂ oferefarence. PerformanRe ceiterig eveightings are not

menti nt%& fvﬁ)ren glgat%{%@g %ﬁﬁ{gﬂg&f aig S onﬁ’ca c?irtérfaerreiaﬂve to all

bears. aﬂdmsdmcmne vhetWexgHtmglapszgminu eaahlwrfbmwrce sntmdes ztp@hed equally

o i Bl RS HR0Lef MRl 058l 28SRGS Bl ity
influeritg dbtefhinétidn ¢faRs Somposite Sdokes th@ exajhple,fcoanaﬂngmeéengﬂmf all the

corrparl t he t h. of Yeal Average
- {opGRATAES ShAv Hiat the phiomipes ¢ ¢ Weielsii o it At on the
5-Year REGH 3hdos-Yelb Stiahd#d BeoRtibhl Fengideftadply,i80% bhtetvaiighting is
rated manager, which is translated to sane difference

placed; pn Sy Fombigaden £ theser roypedorgnes grifsgiay Whichypeans that on a
compobied £&hﬂ?@€zﬁe 380 fo I(?ltﬁéséstwbcbel't’ﬁﬁnd%@@ lerifdii@Wan 1a8d as much as 8
cal cul ated using a scale of 5-Year Average Return
points \tg| the scomppositsr sedse pEnliksr thenéolear ppdonmaee saitorg, dher porpbined
weighthllh S HEA 9ol Wb GHa B L SIRALE TROAKiSN bt AP WbRfhel Gt 17.5%,
which gameqsl asBauctugel./h eJOQltsa@hﬂlc &bmpm scamt aTheweighting assigned to
rformance .t akes_ e chi.t
cach oRTp g S rE oo, & e SRR e e kil B that the
perfonﬁafcé ofirpiacen bivepaiel the bBmMpEsite sedre andialso dhieemarjuivak leyigth of the

com i b e e 1 B TPRRSL R oo sl

by con@@ﬂﬁ%ﬂlﬁ&ﬁéseoﬂfxe 5%&\‘3@2{0@1&1&&6 Cfitefih kd Bei3aY @S perforirahéd @@ieria.
to the conposite perfornance score is a second pol nt

of reference. Performance criteria weightings are not
menti oned when eval uati ng 2he rel ative per f or mance of
performance criteria relative to all bears. This is
because the wei ghting assigned to each performance
criteriais applied equally to the group of peers.
However, the wei ghtings assigned to each performance
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FI G 8A depicts an enbodi nent of a wei ghting approach
335 for facilitating a performnce assessnent in
accordance with the inventive disclosures nmade herein.
The wei ghti ng approach 335 depicts a manner in which a
performance assessnent of managers is perfornmed within
each of the asset classes and shows a rel ati onship of

PEIC. 08 ATBdRpR:t:C | H@Veﬂ%@fnﬁe‘iﬁ I&Sa WEbhBRE f F’ BF 36 rf'oi; ff&duﬁatmg a
that have been used. The multi-seghe vertical bar

performgreed asspssmentaing pesgpsianes with fhe fl@\renﬁm disclopyrey mpdg derein.  The
iR ok 95 DS SR o s RS s LTOp e
perforped f withinneash cofi ther asse33hsses andeshoyst acmlanbashlISﬁ pesformance
charse R0 i o RHNE AR ELAL RS Bl e vorit b

337 depéitaa grouping@fperfompento cniteric 339:useden ithe B3Bsmertitaed thefdegree of

. t hat par.t ar . perf or man crlte

influencd T PRRENEIR Blei 8RS B0 FRcK b 6 g pit a6 e 339 of the

vertical bai a?oTZ:H& ?ne or mMél sghﬁ‘endigg pg:z?maﬁcﬁ flalcgizl:aB#N asﬁscﬁatsdl ﬂﬁrew:th.
tp the rfor ctors and indicate. ho c

The porFprARCactaR Lot i, By OBRAN B QB g Sapitend from

that pdfdldlﬂuﬂpei'fbﬁmﬁlb@ ditterih 389,888{ Pradddivg Bld8piRSE bOpdR@hce factors in
factor's wei ghting within a group results in a

S"m"llalﬁii"?"é§pond|ng degrease in the weighting assigned to

the one or nore other performance factors in the
group. In effect, the sumof all of the perfornance

f.act wei in within szt t
e Bl P s By e Beonihce S5 St ot how
much inflagice B@Sbf atppperfosminee tthotorp 041 hasvwinita itS prdupl Ihﬁt:réh?ﬁg any one
t.he gerforna ce factors 341 subtend.

f which all .
performlrCR s BPIEIHGE WAL A S Too faciics CoRrpRndiis Sageasndn the

weightin@laka5HsANG ehd @t @ford bihek ?éﬂfdtﬁfaﬁ& E10F0h BN 8Bup.C B &Fect, the
ically, each grouping o

' { fe %red to herein, Speci of
sum o p‘glr PlothrpeEermaes Ectos yeightings withing group st always sum to 100%.

The saR8abMidIBH AR SHEP6El SataWeRhAnROMpned ik iagrf&ﬁﬁnpee&nena 339
|ed to one of the performance criteria 339, th

fromWhJégfaBroﬁiﬁwav@rfematnéﬁaat%Ml subnd.ol 50% of a perfor mance
scale (e.g., 5 points of the 10-point scale). The
i ndi vi dual performance factors 341 subtending from

rrance crlt ria 339 hav n |nd ect affect
PO A Bitious et Gimfhe? s Fadiond ditafnnet dSs 341
influenctepeefoninaeed sboredekdrief|ty hargint hSpeM?ficgl‘lj' e&&ls g@ﬁﬁﬂgbﬁpérfb&ihance
erf rrm efacto 341 and t g
scores 138 GHEEANEG! Q5 RIS GoqTE o FEGHVRE 0 iEhiD das boen applied
to one E;lf%e peHoMielcd CrifEiR| 339, At %H@ghmatcnea‘naawm @brifot [F0%Abf a

ghtings structure that represents an %ﬁgroach for

Perfomfp?q 1oler(§-s0 PPl Ghthenkyspaisfrscaler e Fha Midividysb perbarmanrecfactors
341 sus@fa&ﬁg fréxﬂ @atﬁ ‘ép”e&fordﬁ}‘ceV\ﬁit&J{H 399 [ive Ut %dsregﬁaffe&e&ohnme

the wei ghting approach
perfom@m s,cp@d let mdizectgiffestcis datsrmispd by anltiplying blj\eewmgbteasagnbd to
that pm?érﬁ%ﬁ%%fa%{bg 338054 tﬂé(cp?/ %Bt bf]tht% a{%z?ftgir']zg&ce E]i?erg' §3f9eﬁ(§{1] Which it

matter o resen

subtends.
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The hierarchical structure includes a tree structure
350 where nodes 352 of the tree structure 350 are

ei ther classes or performance factors (depicted as
"factor' in FIGS. 8B and 8C). The tree structure 350
serves to distribute weightings to the perfornmance
factors. The wei ghtings assigned to the performance

TSNS SRl 8O epibeard inBodidht 6NP Bfckartliad]l weifRinbOEORARE that
factor may _have on the scorlng and ranki ng perftorned

Tepreseyift amgp%rﬁa@s@é yilizing thegvejghtingp dordaigratinipg performance scores. In
effect, Rﬁé&@ﬁgﬂﬁﬁ?&nﬁﬁ@&e}iﬁéﬂ mdFI@}SU 8B6#ld BeOMR) thOved Htéﬁgsﬁﬂﬁ%hfch 330

i nf or mation. Performance factors are t

depicted d2id6. #h asemphishe thengamd rabisshiun dandi pdudey theo sarpe type of
inform?lﬁ&fé Ofﬁ@diﬁ&e{?&tiésih%ﬁ £66er of P isﬁﬁ&{o%spond' ng dataset

I nvest ment rtformanc or mati on).
Performance factors are always an end node 354 of any
branch in the tree 350. As depicted in FIG 8B, 'd ass
lﬂqe HiérafthRAl SRictueé affudeddarek Gtrubtafel 350 Wherb inofes: 332 of the tree
child class node to "Class 1A ), it is itself a _child

structugq 30k arp GEher; hassqs) of perfarmange factors (depistedeast fagionsia Figde8B and
8C). Tﬁé tregsﬁ'ﬁ&u&@Sb s@ﬂa@s kd disﬁllbﬁteg'i)vgihhtﬂ'ﬁgn sGb RS &Riiiﬁnaﬁé% factors. The

Factor 1' and 'd ass e Slb | ass
weightingg ggngxpd tacthg perfarmance factors defing §g=5p§tq;¢1§1 1glpg¢t@m§ agprformance
f { e
factor By BHERGE Sl FRLAE nf 1o ORE EABIAIE bt B BELHRAFIBES the
comparativie sridsomancerassesupent diseussdsbaboé)l of ilesteentinthemation.
sibling class nodes. Factors nay never be parent cl ass
nodes, and nmay only be child class nodes or sibling
Nodes on the sanme hierarchal |evel that

node
%P%?’%%%Wcﬁ rfzﬁoqs ot Hbe sleaeesp ffethe ©gea8ad ouespond (diregtlyyto the
perfornidhicd Odatd) Oeor¥a ihfa t iRs d?x%t dadebet eloﬁxﬁstfngﬁy p&ff&mance

reduced to sumup to 100% whi'l e mai nt ai ni ng

informggiomyh PerfRymapsefactos sre et We@ﬁl node 354 f grryéaanch in the tree 350.
As de@@t@é % Feoces feekona and gﬁ}eﬂtsag?% noli8%o pf*’z{cft&rﬂpgi f‘ child class

actors that are assi agn asses are typica

node tosi(Hss A it isHtselE agbitd clastmede tohEiass 1 The..phe poset cdﬁfss npde of
‘ i
Class \il:éf};bﬁﬂsit 5% 41@ %aﬁ‘fﬁs ﬂe A e%tgln%g&h?l < N ask ti% [gfgé.,athé \éﬁlmg class

sses a
nodesqﬁé@l'amh’a’l)ce factors that have a relationship to a
parent cl ass. Al'l nodes 352 within the tree
350 have an assigned and/or a cal cul ated wei ght. These

wei ghts can be assigned via a tenplate, by manua
Sipssey B 2 S8R PeHRENWCH dactory fur med&m@pmnpsafoeea@gmance

fators 2 Bassed Oy ashdd SRl O TR B, A5k Ok el 81s0Bo child clas
nodesom,gl ne disclosed herein). I's necessary to nornalize

lingFigsanodes Iptos masonevr«hbe meré§la@ssgodee, apd@nay ondy be child
class anQ?Br srll.rﬂﬁ* 1 haRs ] ﬂg sn%hé Hi%Grch ISR LR gxllerﬁgsl ed to the
rent cass nodaes. ce nOI’THIZG(f nto a re %})
same pwentgd:iassrrgadeawﬂheddmp tovdDOfet | Oy it ahcybdp ool Tld ot K%, ghey are

eac fod S |
reduced B Ryl 95 00R B2 Apinios EonERRORE Tl Pafib fepleon the
assignedvpetfbiniangs fadiort head rotadees. 3BRe Ipmfdbﬂm'anw fapindrs nigs are a331gned to

s e L b “BECabBieEU) D o
have a w&wmﬁmt;e thefrelhtivt wedghtingg 6halD @ eEbicRdia tldSey\RidyidtfolRance
| tiplied, by the actua melght of its parent node,
ﬂm“”“é&% 6F§ﬂH@€§PFh%P%E¥G S-wei ght of each one of the
nodes 352. The hierarchy is processed fromthe highest
node in the tree 350 to the | owest nodes in the tree,
because the actual weight of parent class nodes is
required to calculate the actual weight of its
children (i.e., child clas§6nodes). The actua
wei ghtings are then applied to investnent perfornmance
data to generate a correspondi ng factor performance
score. These individual factor performance scores are
then conbined to produce a conposite perfornmance




Using a hierarchical weighting structure is
advantageous in that it enables the effect of

di fferent weighting scales to be bl ended. Bl ending
such scal es through the use of weighting all ows

eval uation of performance factor val ues using various
different scoring nethods. For exanple, though such

bhA@ndBg3 520k RRE 2Rk iréd/OtHIRE in hEHE%Ad BEA/bOL PG RS WEIZRE These
and a_ correspondi ng blended conposite investnent index

weightsceanobgrassigied iz @ taplafse byompria gntrnen.qibpvgh sams Athey gype of
demmgl'ppro@és@ RE8diHat §1ethf=: ?@ﬂ&ﬁﬁh@e gi;ﬁénz{ 3&55‘?&19&&1& é?icwséﬂl hdr¥in). It is

perfornance or wei ghtings that sumt

ecesm thmorrgalise the r\é@&h@aﬁ wé qébpé rthe modrs 335 to 100%, s@|tat their
welghgn eﬁh %ﬁtu?e f?)e hm e%mc 89 PS&es Onc% rgﬁﬁmghzed into a relative
CeSSI ng syst % | gure or facilitating
welghﬁng; anettail veighting icam ge sdquldtedbfor tanhaf itherddss nydqsn
accordance with enbodi nents of the inventive
di scl osures made herein. The system 400 includes a
decision-assistancezglatforn1402 a network interface

day flepictedin FIG, B etrtyal weightsfse calcwpted baspd pm Heaelative wejghtings
of the Hodes B5R1 B Wi @%ﬁg@ meﬁ%f ARa® el ghtihECinfate rtke scoring and
interface device 404. The "deci sion assistance platform
ranking gt évé;nwlme@mg@ataas@mné o ipvestment Aprmations £agll rodpyrelative
welghtt 1% mmlﬁﬁﬁll é:g't a? %%ﬁﬁ%ft ifﬁ %18 tlhai;eeé %wﬁé‘f&ﬁfcgé e, Lxéfual weight
of eachleué of the- rwdss %ﬂa nClee pikmtchy nrrpm_@essed]ﬂomt the highattinodemn the tree
0 lie
350 to ?ﬁe lgmst%loﬁégsgﬁ \%egj(r;eéa, %eg%%s%lt% a%‘tﬁ,ial gvef%%ﬁaggm glzaits gﬁ'kﬂdes is frequlred
to :calctiiaventhe adiualgweightestt insecliildar(.ay d’ahbcﬂasis nibddssl)aﬁhe lactuait\eélghtmgs
IS enabled and accessi.bilit nfor t|on re
et SRR P VR RIS, S 1o ROUTRP ) LOBPOHORAGE factor
perfonﬁamet scofeal IThysd $ndividid] efdctor lgrfonﬂanac ae6res Iird1ghéd combined to
site fromwhich such functionality is accessible).

m“¢”?ﬁ§°ﬁ@8?@l PEHOBRACE #%ffce pl at f or m 402 |ncludes a

performance criteria decision engine 408 (i. a
first decision engine), an investnent choice deci si on
engine 410 (i.e., a second decision engine) and a

docunent assenbly engi ne 412. The performance criteria

bigragchisiahweighting Yrugiireis agyaniaggpusHn theh Henakles the effect of

dlffereﬁta‘béxg 1 2hibs Revd ISlEﬁH%BC %lé‘}ﬁhr%héu!cﬁ‘ gczfléotfu%ﬁgl? RHEALL Bf bv@fghnng
functionality as disclosed herein. Such conputation o

allows gealpagionrend @erfomagm faq@r valveopsingrvarions diffesrat sevtiog mlimsh For
examptéo eQJch?fe{? in bﬁeﬂéﬁig RGbhlefit iR L ?r?ox{n%n&: ’scAr?Sg lafid a

con ona s an I processing fnstructions
corresplondlag bleadest compesigmipueliment indsk pbtfermaxw@suom/may be computed. As
S herein,
depictef s FHOHE HodBI S DByt 538 LS FBRIGBr BOMAnde Factor

wexghtiﬁ:gsnmht sunedol thg/w(alghtjmg oﬁaaesﬂecﬂ\&tpar@t apder3spri at e
client-specific allocations of investnents and

i nvestment effect paraneters). The investment choice
deci sion _engine 410 is an exanple of a neans for

cHIG. ;ﬁ drpicue neviegasystany €00 d6r iardptaprgcesaink isygerp) caafigured for
facilitaftdnkiaf &1[15% Q%Vfc%vﬁﬁctgiﬁﬁﬁtygﬁ %c% &P&RH EAbb&hents of the

TUnct 1 ona ose eC|S|on engi ne
inventiwy disensupds ma@dwmn.o Tha sgiten 400 enq}udm facdenision-adgitameplatform

herein .to conmpri.se nge crlter a de
402, o JhFAR hRHAGTBOGE b4 Ralfitd o TR i bichahes FR A o2, o
networldeysmmﬁ% asgRetbtoythe mgtwuek 4ﬂ1-2rfa® device )d@ﬁpl’ﬂlecdecaldﬁenmstance

carr ocu aration/ .
plattor 1027 Pesibet ;o deriRe DGR MDY chRessle BY B8 dechiipgptifance
that the various engines % be physically enbodi ed as
separate or fully |ntegraté sof t war e/ har dwar e

nmodul es.




The dat abase structure 407 includes a decision

i nformati on database (which may include rules set)
414, an investnent performance i nformati on dat abase
416, and a client information and docunent | ayout

i nformati on database 418. In at |east one other
enbodi nent, separate client information and docunent

platforbrByORIt Abdtrdinge] tm@iataida s SnffBatihBEWRA- thé BEQEBRhisRnce
e, a., %ﬂ%eéz,up n whi ch the _degi sion assistance )

Plafforéa APrad gihepentjtes Ef‘e%ewa@mutqr&f aclentya SRIVRYRT of 8 fingraial serices

consulfaht, a@ohipufde ehsbRoff doWGldading!ih destniht géﬁ&lm&dinhﬁﬁ%{fgn, lefo) is

mai ntai ned _in the decision’information database
enableq gpd aepgsiiity Qfonformation reguiryefor saBying 944 sch dinencial consulting
serviceB @ diBhd R%nhbled GRS NG REcLGh _E%B%ite%xﬂ WhichChich BehcABhiity
_ ranki ng computati on Tunctlonaﬁlty I.e., of Investnent
is accegsifde)ces) as di sclosed herein is maintained in the
i nvest ment performance information database 416.
I nf ormati on upon which the deci sion assistance
atfarm 402 i s dependent for carrying out docunent ]
Fine S s BTG B iReRidh AP YU Race R desaeion angin
408 (1.6€h Firdt deSisioRi NEALY) @A ihvestniit hdi€ HedisMbPEATMd 21D ?.@‘.j,_a second
.. document layout information database 418. It is
decisiogjeagipplsand hép@mient pemblyrengine| 4ds t Thenperfomparperasiteriapdecision

S | in Lver . discl e . hereai eg)
e 18, L SE MRS RGBSR B iyl ror

computatipm famctienality asydisclesed Reretmer Suchreomputation of perfrirmange weighting
| et . deci si i f ' ,
rtors EEATSEL b ARFCL BRI T5, EORBASECHIAE 3, ou

unct1 onal
conditionap filt¢re dndionpecessinginstinaitions). of systens or system

conponents (e.g., discrete functional blocks |inked

via a network system. Accordingly, it is disclosed

herein that system el enents configured for inpartin

bugtreast e TRedionany ofidg inyentéye disjosdess made e the first decision
engine GSE&ighRQa kO @alm?ﬁigtisr{ggxniam RYcAteh ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁg%igni(ﬁ.gg ?Pﬁﬁﬁi&ﬁng

conputer. i i sclosed herein t
appropriai,eienpprecidictallarations oloinvestreenthanshinvestmetit sEbe parampterad dhe
st e A0 00 EATLRRANEr LhEkl TR B
scoring gnd cakyigr(ye-p geaptifinytiond of inyestmentf ahoicts computatiannfynetidnality as

. 110 .t he functionaldiy, af. the .408 n .
dlsc}osclﬁni\;/)egé{"negn t&%é]ﬁ%’? cas e% c%})gtfq’%n&e% gdle‘%gzwﬁ %Slégnf eaﬁatg%ralrrésn gefined
herein twssemirisg thagierformdre driterizn decisiamphgine and i thg lirvedandns i choice

. ._enagt.ne . program r.unni on. a i.tabl e data_.processin )
decision ik, e opuinertt sSS2mpry g 414,15 A Xasmble A & means for cdrying
out doc%mm pfe@mﬁbﬂ/yutpﬁttih@ﬁmé@&ali?’hsidiEéRﬁédediéi?r;g %l'tCiJ; €éntemplated that

eci sign engine 410 and a doc nt assenbly engi ne 412
the varjgug Sn@V%glngaYd glea PBY%@@E s FWB"%{‘—% gfSartEPAHe o fbt fydly integrated
software?ia8¥4re modules.ngl € deci sion engine is fashioned to

i ncl ude various functional nodules that interact to

facilitate all or a portion of the functionality of
the 408, an investnent choi ce decision engine 410 and
‘Eheddatabasn stractige M7 yinelndésna dédiRion informbRidne databage iohich anay

. C ut.e eadabl di i n accordance, Wt h .

inctude DY SROMVefT Potimaed HRFB00 Falibivd 116, apdaclent

informatigai adsdaamehts tdyose dnfofhation ditebdsenglish! yine &b qekise oY other
conput er rﬁadabl e nmedi um hgvi n%Pi nstructions thereon

embodimeh, EeRATRL; cHFnb dRfoupation randhaFument, layy fumation, databases are
provideE X dffotiRation "@lgl, UfilidsP ipor vehibH e HQskidiP lassiddric¥ | PIAFRM 402 is
the various operations of the nmethod 100 depicted in
dependep; fogcarmingapi BeEormance seterip datiping fanchamrlitaps displosadtherrip is
services. The
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i nstructions may be accessible by the

deci si on-assi stance platformfroma nenory apparatus
of the decision assistance platform(e.g. RAM ROM
virtual nmenory, hard drive nenory, etc), froman
apparatus readable by a drive unit of the decision
assi stance platform (e.g., a diskette, a conpact di sk,

I
mamteﬂnédgﬁetpg a&&%aﬁrg %ﬁ?%nghga gg{gb%gtzﬁztc?ﬂg.@%(tﬁ%r@%n Q@HBP&;% decision
assistaic tatfomni 402 isadependege dox n@m@m ot eesmipgtand wlb@gaqﬁmwtanon
functu? un{(:,y%/ < afgiﬁ[besftélgxﬂ;&géfg%sa;ﬁg?%wﬁgé n‘gq dﬁ'lﬁnlgﬁunsed 1? the 1nvestment
perforinnamnmfarmadom cbtabase ekl 6 Hdoeation mpon whichlthen d@ﬁgfhon hssmtance

o ARy PR I, AR s o

disclodedVierdif €6 njpiresined idthehtlient mforimation end dbcuenaiayoat information
utiJjty to investors, it is contenplated that such
databaggtifods and systens may be configured specifically for
providing utility in the areas of commercial and
residential | endi ng, venture capital funding,
[ 8LV
CIAE ShERE A 108, BOAeB8 g SHIRIIAELE ' b discloaures
made hem&u QwrdndleOmrasthamedplat@orm #02 iwncbeiypmdlcalimémmcalappamtus or

ces. flcaII |
systertyy eié?té o it 31%? ?e:% cge %ﬂl}o gftg%?%c’% Fssfré?anae Dlaform 402 is a
functldiﬁr @laffoﬂﬁy:oh@n@qﬂpby énihctlbnaiqnp hmpa*teldoa’(sosstdﬁphrdlimrmf systems or

financi al services. Reta er.c Ilcatlon
sysenGPRBOPALR, J o HOSESPET CHEIOML, OO TR OB cb Tervork system).
AccordR@lly] falsi 8isdosed Heirdif) tﬁﬁr ¥sRes eRAdnfsayynfigiredi fol imparting such

procurenment are exa | es of such q&gllcat ons where an
funw%]%mw A TRRYING Pe Lcdted @b p Fﬂ@mgﬁd aﬁfkﬁlfdgma% SLmayfp; reside
Onac(glglng,llgomr[ abl e ch0| ces (i.e., within any universe of
choi ces, the differences anDng t hem whi ch may be
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with respect to the financial information bei ng
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Furt hernore, nethods and systens in accordance wth
enbodi nents of the inventive disclosures made herein
are designed to address a nunber of increasingly

i mportant and troubling trends that both consuners and
prof essional advisory firms are now facing. The
growi ng conplexity and range of available choices is
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platformTutdi®nfif aedkditn det ai | ed description, reference has

een made to the acconpanying drawi ngs that forma
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Clainms 1. A nethod, conprising: at |east one data

processi ng device of a data conputing system

accessing, fromnenory coupled to said at | east one

data processing device, instructions causing said at

| east one data processing device to determ ne an asset

class of an allocated investment of an investnent

PRfetoal P 'acc??d cé'“‘@vjtg CatodRitatIoe Be RERAERS RG0! B&de. herein

accessing, fromsaid menory, instructions causing said
and syaten emfiguied donkcarmyingr ot euchi mefheds\previde susted advigoprehaying access

I Bty Of - al t.ad: . it hi e

to sucf bl e arlilod el iisby SRR lprileby o aranemen:
includitgyv a cdeciamnessistagee fplasformai dhengproprietary ristisiont assistance platform

causipg. sai.d at. |east on . pI. SSI I .
enabieS 305 il Sy fR0s SORyEF LRGN SR, dluions v
their fidads, adutduadigg thenvesponsibility sofdpodic sesearch| lcompiretive assessment,
A i nvest ment s dependenit, upon a conposite investnent . .
il BAHL Ao GTBRE 1 o TH QBRI SOBPIDRE IR AP ofjgpifican

efficieN@8s B1d Mt affiliadasistbanbGisoryRETafiely doafifid Mgir Siddetto Mleeting with
| east one data processjng deyice to_ag:irfor m t he
[

and advisipg thain henteWhichdn die most daprrtant ppd |bgsfeusecof thejfgtime. It

elimini@s therhedd€@Stef? rk@ieﬁi@_tﬁ/aprtg UR8Kerd) AndBAHCE Agbiits, PAnAVotAG Froduct
wel ghting structure including a plurality of

salespenplef, oHowingche pifiliaieddrusied adviger fodrtainya lrecorartion phrpyenues that
. . . . nt
they nyBekBhop ) SRR by B B B iut SR LN PSR
relative wei ghting value for each one of said
performance criteria and for each one of said

PRrthemitie) GRethdlst MaSsyStehe 6 &dotdande Wik e@bbédimente of Hedinventive
i nvestment effect, provide a perfornaqce factor val ue

disclosurss raadsohdpin gare slesighad tonaddgiss & PmbRL A oirigATRSlY dppejragt and

troublifzé’ krends that both consumers and professional advisory firms are now facing. The

growing complexity and range of available choices is creating increasing uncertainty and stress
among clients and their advisors (i.e., those individuals trying to help them make informed
decisions with regard to product selection), and is increasing the need for unbiased, trustworthy
advice. As the range of available choices continues to proliferate and as the volume and
complexity of information about them continues to grow, many investors simply do not have
the time to become knowledgeable about what their choices are, much less having the time and
the ability to confidently choose from among them. - In essence, many investors no longer have
the time or individual ability to be able to discern what is truly “best” for them and their

families relative to investment choices.

With rapidly expanding access 1o an increasingly diverse array of financial products
and service choices — as well as increasingly voluminous and complex information about
such choices — consumers increasingly 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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each one of said allocated and non-all ocat ed

i nvestnents, derive a score for each one of said

performance factors using the correspondi ng one of

sai d i nvestnment performance factor values and the

correspondi ng rel ative wei ghting val ue, and derive the

conposite investnent performance score for each one of
develSiieht abf Ot QoA deE8ikedl leBsiRhfd dndvesédiifbse.f F OWiAl foper

I'nvest ment perfornmance factor scores and the )
methodplogies pisaiBing g tacknelogical iaels nd; sippody afdilingd taustad edvisogy who

. o o o . . _

already e e PR gy O koflst O8I B Dot o bikce il ns i
expanding c-livetr fiasd rfign ceore (biroadr 12aging, Shechiveg agvige wilf respect to financial
prodmp[g_rfornance factors subtends froma second one of said

performance criteria, and at | east one of said

performance factors is a tine-based neasurenment of at

| east one of said performance criteria. 2. The nethod

Ofn Bk PrdtedinMashRéd ddsBptiy Felérbhct 1k bBSH fRAEBEE accompanying

critefia conprises a first performance criteria
drawings Shaeti farra ¢ part herepk land fin yeiich ae|shewn dty Wy of illustration specific

embodiRBit lih WAL el iﬂV&gfo\;Hﬁ?ﬁls ?i‘?ﬁcﬁceﬁe CoRe %gxfﬂcoafnﬁ@ﬁk‘,: %gcrl] gertain

criteria associ ate urn of said | ocat ed
variantsgheratf, bavet hedn idascsibedrimsudficient detad toenallel thoke skilledrinithe art to

. ) o . ¢ ori S .
pacic B 1 L ke o PRABEI S ) i
and that legicalf mechadical amicei¢atricah nithnpesmay bo matle drithomaleparting from the

i 3oL PTG, ot s BOHerdl P abeh Pt e goutave
- furthem@initdnbdadr dividddminSanyhsdndenwitiicut ﬂépun?{g' frymahe q&ﬁa; 6 STBPECET the
rrornance.criteri

. criteria,jncludes [.east. one .pe

inventiop Taapid UnsEessiY fefallsibe deSFiettn A oLy mipimAan dgown to
those $kiltkdNi@Rhe hit.0 TAE Peeckdive FbtaBat Soscription is, therefore, not intended to be
limited to the specific forms set forth herein, but on the contrary, it is intended to cover such
alternatives, modifications, and equivalents, as can be reasonably included within the spirit

and scope of the appended claims.

32



5. The nmethod of claim 1l wherein causing said at | east
one data processing device to provide the plurality of
al | ocated and non-all ocated i nvestnents i ncl udes
causing said at | east one data processing device to
provide the plurality of allocated and non-all ocated
investnents fromthe sane asset class. 6. The nethod
of claim1l wherein the plurality of performance
criteria includes at |east one performance criteria
not associated with risk or return of said allocated
arfdlaimps- al | ocat ed i nvestnents. 7. The nethod of claim
1 wherein said instructions are further configured for
causi ng said at | east one data processing device to:
rank each one of said allocated and non-all ocat ed

i nvedt nbmethash semprsingieast partially on the composite

| T TR o R g She”

processi ng deviaggsSag dhsth RPmdry eoupsied & saR@Ndast one data
instructions causing said at |east one _data_ processi

. » . n
devi ce to provPEREesNg dRyecs; msHuctinns capsinghvad atdersk O%ﬁiega
the asset clas Processing device to determine an asset class of an allocated

investment of an investment portfolio;

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
determine a plurality of non-allocated investments within the
asset class; and

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
perform a comparative performance assessment between the
allocated investment and said non-allocated investments
dependent upon a composite investment performance score
for each one of said allocated and non-allocated investments,
wherein causing said at least one data processing device to
perform the comparative performance assessment includes
causing said at least one data processing device to provide a
weighting structure including a plurality of performance
criteria and a plurality of performance factors selected to
provide a desired investment effect for the allocated
investment, provide a relative weighting value for each one of
said performance criteria and for each one of said
performance factors selected to provide the desired
investment effect, provide a performance factor value

corresponding to each one of said performance factors for
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said at | east one data processing device accessing,
fromsaid nmenory, instructions causing said at | east
one data processing device to provide a relative

wei ghti ng value for each one of said performance
criteria and for each one of said performance factors
for the investnent performance index; said at |east
one data proc e%éé}ﬁ&uedcﬁ*ébﬁeau@%@& %&J‘&q-éﬁo%&?eﬁ %\%gtments,
menory, instructions causing at | east one data
processi ng devidegevd osqoee foo rem}aomfma'rdqieir&)anmefaammsing
bet ween sai d all ocated and non- aIIQcated i nvest ment

and the invest MSROTSERGIEIERREST spiddayesiipent ggdormance factor
partially based,ggs %m%@&ésggnﬂlﬁg ?ﬁﬁﬁ%\km%gﬁ@(value and
performance score of the InvestneRt performance | ndex
and a conposi t delive/ths composifpanyestment perfonmnee s¢ore fateach

one of said alloca d n- IIocte j hvest ment.s .
aherai n"the compoal 1 flkraled faf norales sy SHRERE om said
score for the ifaaidepérfdtiahed fBioe §cdr8ﬁﬁ?€i thé cteésp¥iding
from scores generated for each one of said perforrmnce

factors and t héd@tt)fer\é@ghim vadue for a@qlwlewéﬁgﬁtnerfgnmcge
for each one of id

| vest ment per PERAeE SRR RS el ish ieflonblifts frepr
each one of sakgbtafisifoniafies ohaot & pbdérmidhee criteria, a

i nvestment performance index is derived froma
correspondi ng pRSPPS graRRed peermency facters sehtendsdrom a second
i nvest ment per ar:ly) rﬁ)q@é”

relative wei gh{niq‘%g vg(f%ée. . @&t&ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@%ﬁ%@?@?h?&ld

| east one dat apafaraeast fagtodeisiad@ne-based measurement of at least

one of said performance criteria.

2. The method of claim 1 wherein the plurality of performance criteria
comprises a first performance criteria associated with risk of said
allocated and non-allocated investments and a second performance
criteria associated with return of said allocated and non-allocated

investments.

3. The method of claim 1 wherein the plurality of performance criteria
includes at least one of performance criteria associated with risk of said
allocated and non-allocated investments and performance criteria

associated with return of said allocated and non-allocated investments.

4. The method of claim 3 wherein the plurality of performance criteria
includes at least one performance criteria not associated with risk or

return of said allocated and non-allocated investments.

34 °



i nstructions processable by said at | east one data
processi ng device; and an apparatus from which said
instructions are accessible by said at | east one data
processi ng device; wherein said instructions are
configured for causing said at |east one data
processing device to: determ ne an asset class of an

al | ogga_tﬁge 1%1@%1?& {)FFIIQ{T/ ?quiaeg%ﬂ.ﬁ _@thsfﬁgg%me%ﬁ%s{ In?clt é}rag;a] Pxéocessing

det ef im ne ura I NvVes

W t hi n deviceas parividd ths pluralitgt of alldcateth admorRdloedted mvestments
perforrr_ancg assessnent between the al I_oca%e,d .

i nvest tBAPdesusag gaid ghleast ope deR Prosrydiag Agyicsto provide the

dependefitraHBPSF MoEABP AR héh-aIbeaRk TEstRGH{ R6MBRE Same asset

class.

6. The method of claim 1 wherein the plurality of performance criteria
includes at least one performance criteria not associated with risk or

return of said allocated and non-allocated investments.

7. The method of claim 1 wherein said instructions are further configured
for causing said at least one data processing device to:
rank each one of said allocated and non-allocated investments based
at least partially on the composite investment performance

Scorce.

8. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
provide an investment performance index for the asset class;

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
provide a relative weighting value for each one of said
performance criteria and for each one of said performance
factors for the investment performance index;

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
perform a comparative assessment between said allocated and

non-allocated investments and the investment performance
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score for each one of said allocated and non-all ocated
i nvestnents, wherein causing said at | east one data
processi ng device to performthe conparative
performance assessnent includes causing said at |east
one data processing device to provid a weighting
structure including a plurality of performnce
criteria and a; rad i .
selected to pr g@le g?iaéa%é?ﬂ gag& %ra%e\%@néoﬁ?&%ﬁ % grg‘%s%ern tindex
the allocated pafesidenscor®odDihe dievestnicnt pérfortaned gidex agd a
val ue for each one of said performance criteria and_ .
for each one oPO@aMtep%YqSE?%ﬁeré‘oweﬁ%orgete %a@ﬁ@&epssald
provi de the degiiscitkq i GahRBkated IntelmefisOWhélgindhe
performance factor value corresponding to each one of
sai d per f or mancempesiteoneesfnoent @alek perfernodncs acate for the

al l ocat ed and non-al | ocat.ed inv.eat nenf s, %‘gﬁri ve a
score for eachYRETSAL RFUMIRES PH RISV S ITBIPSCHSS ng

the correspondpg A8 1iRTadPbih dMURSIIRRhaRR hAbABMEGhe
factor values and the corresponding rel ative wei ghting

val ue, and der careesppreding redatbietveei ghtwgsvatunfor pachfanerod seid
score for each_one of said .al.lqcated and nop-all ocated
i nvest ment s f r B EHIAES %‘8‘3?@?{ © PP B RERRITARTIPex
scores and theasPwh&eRORE k&tie f& cath e YRabhpdrREmyuatdIe
for each one of said performance criteria and wherein

a first group Ectosafar theinvestimeniqeroapernedndaxys dadyed from
froma first OF %ogéspgf;i‘(l}%g% @g’%’g‘%{ﬁgg ?a%to(fr‘)afu%ggxa?lregnn\{egtment

second group of “per Fs subten

second one of pafdnpacd @dsBaeEthelcoiredpoadinghréelative Weighting
one of said performance factors is a tinme-based

measur enent of V&lBe| east one of said perfornance
criteria. 10. The systemof claim9 wherein the
plurality of performance criteria conprises a first
performance criterja associated with risk of said

al | oRat/edysiin ceBWIgiNEocat ed i nvest ments and a second

per f or mangq. L4 bi&hdt PPO%% éallie%gcewith return of said

al | ocat ed and non-al tocate nvest ment s.
instructions processable by said at least one data processing device;

and
an apparatus from which said instructions are accessible by said at
least one data processing device;
wherein said instructions are configured for causing said at least one
data processing device to:
determine an asset class of an allocated investment of an
investment portfolio;
determine a plurality of non-allocated investments within the
asset class; and
perform a comparative performance assessment between the
allocated investment and said non-allocated investments

dependent upon a composite investment performance
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11. The systemof claim9 wherein the plurality of
performance criteria includes at |east one of
performance criteria associated with risk of said
al l ocated and non-al |l ocated investnents and
performance criteria associated with return of said
all ocated and non-all ocated i nvestnents. 12. The

system of claim 9 Mé%?%&h%%%@f%ﬂd%ﬂb@a@‘ar}d% !au%P&ed
data processing device to provide the plurality o
al | ocat ed and norinadstraerts,achdreiu estsiwniaid atrledstiomsdata

causing said at | east one data perég)cesgi ng device to
provi de the pl ur ATPEysiag daYiFe ioReEtprmihe FURRHARI e at ed

i nvestments fromJhe,faik a@s:e%ﬁherﬁlil]?ﬁﬁdes?c%sﬂ?&i&Xﬁ%@s‘ﬁbne

of claim9 wherei'n the plurality of perfornence
criteria includeslaat proesssingaleeicp ér povibnweighting structure

not associated wi.th risk or retyrn of said.allocated
and non-al | ocat ednaﬁqlé‘g_taﬁ’i%ét.y Oﬁ?.erfgﬂ’@arg’ﬁ&lg%aﬁgél ai m
9 wherein said i HhfalstdfRRefoAhMmde bR eleeBd tdprooRiefaor
causi ng said at |'east ‘one data processing device to:

rank each one of dssirell ivestwanteaffeahtor thsrallacated investment,

vestrents based alial SR8k ARkl vl HR.SOSRN
performance criteria and for each one of said performance
factors selected to provide the desired investment effect,
provide a performance factor value corresponding to each
one of said performance factors for each one of said
allocated and non-allocated investments, derive a score for
each one of said performance factors using the
corresponding one of said investment performance factor
values and the corresponding relative weighting value,
and derive the composite investment performance score
for each one of said allocated and non-allocated
investments from said investment performance factor
scores and the corresponding relative weighting value for
each one of said performance criteria and wherein a first
group of said performance factors subtends from a first
one of said performance criteria, a second group of
performance factors subtends from a second one of said
performance criteria, and at least one of said performance
factors is a time-based measurement of at least one of said

performance criteria.
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15. A conputer-readabl e nmedi um havi ng tangi bly
enbodi ed thereon and accessi ble therefroma set of
instructions interpretable by at | east one data
processi ng device, said set of instructions configured
for causing said at | east one data processing device
to carry out operations for: determning an asset

cl as an aII t

mor #8115 Sl W e s B R EE Birer

I nvest neyidpFised 4 fitsn péﬂf@mﬁﬁeet:ntehaamcﬁfed Ve figkr of sagi a
conparative Eerf ormance assessment bet vveen th
A

al | ocatadligcated and pemellogateddnyestmenis ad iespreperformance

i nvest

por 1 or rangD SSASHGF KOt & SRTRREAE P HEELIERd
non- al liaeatmehts.nvest nents, wherein performng the
conparative perfornmance assessnent includes providing
a weighting structure including a plurality of
performance criteria and a plurality of performance

f act ot sTiradystetnast dam) whédm the ghsalitg df perferstaneatriteria
effect faor the all ocat ed fJpnvest ment, provi

rel at i viBelidesgitdqagtonsfper la?anéaeﬁte&ﬁ@swag% yjith sk of said
per for %@&e? hd £d- ﬁl&ﬁ@dflﬁ&esﬁi‘éiﬁs SlepRforB @ criteria

performance factors selected to provide the desired

i nvest ressuciaéd with retpmonfi sdidrejlosatpd pidbnomaldesated dnastments.
val ue correspondi ng to each one of said performnce
factors for each one of said allocated and
non-al | ocated i nvestnents, deriving a score for each
one 2. Bewisystpardfalaimitwhémit ausingsaidgt tehss one data processing

Fact or PAIcGALPEEe e DRI BIPRY PAPRL VR BRESTRGTS

val ue, 1ﬁéleéiecfath§ Gaill Q@leﬁ@ PRe 8ht€1?>rd>d%\j§§g B8Ate to provide the
performance score for each one of said allocated and

non- al |mderatitybfiatloeatedransk mon-glinented iy esimanss figmnthe same asset
perfornince factor scores and the corresponding

rel ati ve®Shei ghting value for each one of said
performance criteria and wherein a first group of said
performance factors subtends

13. The system of claim 9 wherein the plurality of performance criteria
includes at least one performance criteria not associated with risk or

return of said allocated and non-allocated investments.

14. The system of claim 9 wherein said instructions are further configured
for causing said at least one data processing device to:
rank each one of said allocated and non-allocated investments based
at least partially on the composite investment performance

score.
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froma first one of said performance criteria, a
second group of performance factors subtends froma
second one of said performance criteria, and at | east
one of said performance factors is a tinme-based
measurenent of at |east one of said perfornmance
criteria. 16. The conputer-readabl e nmedi umof claim 15
wherein the plurality of performance criteria
conprises a first performance criteria associated with
risk of said allocated and non-all ocated_investnents

and d4°s@compuisereadabigreedivn hawng tangihly emhodigd fergon and

return

| vest e gy BRts 8 ARG A RARNEHo by ot Jousons dota
15 wher ;m)cesmlng dplice adaidt set of inpteudtionsresrdigguedd foecauamg said at

i ncl udgltse ast one.of performance crlterl? )

hSsoc! detons fa pramsune 4iics ( char srcposaiigns for:

non- al | egakae %QM%%eﬁﬁﬁés%f%ﬁQll@@ité@h%@n@dﬂah%&e@tment
associated wth return of said allocated and

non-al | ocat embrtfﬂhtest ments. 18. The conputer-readabl e
medi um of cl.aim 1 in the I.ralit of ...

por t or e ERE e et pheal Sorbed TtstntS it B Astt o
criteria notclagssd ated with risk or return of said

al l ocated and non-allocated investnents. 19. The

conput grriogaie @mmmtmp@rfom@cmamsmﬁ betwesmihe allocated

e

oper ati ons f@kiposid1tivegmeaicitrfofaanie s‘éa;ieCfoﬁédcﬁ@@b efsaad
non-al | ocated i nvestnents based at |east partially on

t he conposi talorsed andgn-alincated inastiaenis gyherein performing the

comparative performance assessment includes providing a

weighting structure including a plurality of performance criteria
and a plurality of performance factors selected to provide a
desired investment effect for the allocated investment, providing a
relative weighting value for each one of said performance criteria
and for each one of said performance factors selected to provide
the desired investment effect, providing a performance factor
value corresponding to each one of said performance factors for
each one of said allocated and non-allocated investments,
deriving a score for each one of said performance factors using
the corresponding one of said investment performance factor
values and the corresponding relative weighting value, and
deriving the composite investment performance score for each
one of said allocated and non-allocated investments from said
investment performance factor scores and the corresponding
relative weighting value for each one of said performance criteria

and wherein a first group of said performance factors subtends
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20. The conputer-readabl e medi um of claim 15 wherein
said instructions are further configured for causing
said at | east one data processing device to carry out
operations for: providing an investnent perfornmance

i ndex for the asset class; providing a relative

wei ghting value for each one of said performance

criteria andgfar, 8ach YrSaif e?f%hﬂza@)@(_rcf‘iwg gﬁcjoﬁgg{ao%ﬁ%f

for the investnent performarice In pertor
conpar at i ve mshenanenhctbetsabendsfon adecasbdrecdfanid

non-al | ocated nvestnents and the i nvest ngnt
per f or mance RHGERAE® _”é%{%at’ At leagt pye ngxggpgﬁ)rglance factors
conposi te i nygsinEpisel ML8NrBREAQUITIRRES oBE BF gai%extf&%qance

I nvest ment performance I ndex and a conposit

i nvest ment paitéma.mance score of each one of said

al l ocated and non-al |l ocated i nvestnents, wherein the
conposite investnent index performance score for the

i nvest ment performance index is derived from scores
geneiat Bt doorputarahadabke médivmi of chamfldrwizarcie thapltmlisy afhd

e R A8l S B AL bRk ko3

per f or npmeAsk K A2l 8he hbn-allScabdin PestEntS a6dNa S&¥8nd
of said performance factors for the investnent

per f or rgnloaminrgexiteria ageguiatediwith sefm eforidedloontdd ard non-
perforngpgﬁeégctgﬁlvglue for the investnent
REe T ndeX "&ha

perforﬁb “the corresponding rel ative
wei ghting val ue.

17. The computer-readable medium of claim 15 wherein the plurality of
performance criteria includes at least one of performance criteria
associated with risk of said allocated and non-allocated investments and
performance criteria associated with return of said allocated and non-

allocated investments.

18. The computer-readable medium of claim 15 wherein the plurality of
performance criteria includes at least one performance criteria not
associated with risk or return of said allocated and non-allocated

investments.

19. The computer-readable medium of claim 15 wherein said instructions are
further configured for causing said at least one data processing device to
carry out operations for:

ranking each one of said allocated and non-allocated investments
based at least partially on the composite investment

performance score.
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20. The computer-readable medium of claim 15 wherein said instructions are
further configured for causing said at least one data processing device to
carry out operations for:

providing an investment performance index for the asset class;

providing a relative weighting value for each one of said
performance criteria and for each one of said performance
factors for the investment performance index;

performing a comparative assessment between said allocated and
non-allocated investments and the investment performance
index at least partially based on a composite investment index
performance score of the investment performance index and a
composite investment performance score of each one of said
allocated and non-allocated investments, wherein the
composite investment index performance score for the
investment performance index is derived from scores
generated for each one of said performance factors and the
corresponding relative weighting value for each one of said
performance criteria for the investment performance index
and wherein the score for each one of said performance
factors for the investment performance index is derived from
a corresponding performance factor value for the investment
performance index and the corresponding relative weighting

value.

41



