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FIELD OF THE DISCLOSURE

The inventive 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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useful. hore data processing device to facilitate preparing
client-specific tenplate informati on and determ ni ng
client-specific consulting information dependent upon
the client-specific tenplate information. The client
specific tenplate information includes perfornmance
criteria, weightings, defined investnent dataset
information, filters configured for refining
i nvest ment dataset information and/ or process
I nstructions. I n accordance wi th anot her
enbodi nent of the inventive disclosures nade herein, a
system conpri ses one or nore data processing device,
i nstructions processable by the one or nore data
processi ng device, and an apparatus from which the
instructions are accessi ble by the one or nore data
processi ng device. The instructions are configured for
enabling the one or nore data processing device to
facilitate receiving client background information,
preparing client-specific tenplate information
dependent upon the client background information, and
determining client-specific consulting information
dependent upon the client-specific tenplate
i nformati on.
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produce consulting informatd on (e.g., investnent
choices) that is objectively quantified. Accordingly,

enbodi nents of methods in accordance with the



i nventive disclosures made herein enable a client to
make deci sions in an objective and unbi ased manner.
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dependent upon information related to a respective one of the investment index performance

scores. Each one of the investment performance scores corresponds to a respective

investment of an investment portfolio.

In accordance with another embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, a
system comprising means for determining an asset class corresponding to an allocated
investment of an investment portfolio, and means for performing a comparative performance
assessment between the allocated investment and a plurality of non-allocated investments

represented by the asset 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
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In at | east one enbodi nent of the inventive
di scl osures nmade herein, providing client-specific
tenpl ate information includes outputting
client-specific consulting information, displaying
client-specific consulting information and/or enabling
access to client specific investnent information for
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i nvestnment within an investnent portfolio. In at
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In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, distributing
weightings includes assigning relative weightings and calculating actual weightings

dependent upon information derived from the relative weightings.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, each parent class
node includes a plurality of performance factors and/or a combination of one or more

performance factors and one or more child class nodes.

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

investment information for the purpose of determining related information.
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In at | east one enbodi nent of the inventive

di scl osures nmade herein, each investnent performnce

score corresponds to a respective investnment within an

i nvest ment portfolio. In at | east one enbodi ment

of the inventive disclosures nmade herein, objectively

guantifying i nvestnent choices includes determning a
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indices cotrespond to a respective investment within an investment portfolio.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, objectively
quantifying investment choices includes determining an asset class corresponding to an
allocated investment within an investment portfolio, and performing a comparative
performance assessment between the allocated investment and a plurality of non-allocated

investments represented within the asset class.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, objectively
quantifying investment choices includes determining a plurality of investment performance

scores and determining a plurality of investment index performance scores.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, each investment

performance score corresponds to a respective investment within an investment portfolio.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, objectively
quantifying investment choices includes determining a composite investment performance
score based upon the investment performance scores and determining a composite investment

index performance score dependent upon information derived from the investment index



BRI EF DESCRI PTI ON OF THE DRAW NG FI GURES FIG 1
depicts an information flow schematic in accordance
with an enbodi nent of the inventive disclosures nade
her ei n. FI GS. 2A and 2B depict a nethod for
facilitating financial consulting services in
accordance with enbodi nents of the disclosures herein
performaaegiscoresvi ew of the information fl ow schenmatic depicted
in FIG 1. FIG 3 depicts an enbodi nent of the
operation for determ ning the investnent choices
depicted in FIG 2. . FIG 4 depicts an_enpodi nent .
Inhpt lead nsesahadgrent Af the dneptiye diselotuseipmads hgrein, determining
client-spR&id OnFBASEInASRRESMBRIuASS ddidiminiRY 8F A¥B W ash 86dsPbriding to an
depicted in FIG 2. FIGS, 5is a chart depicting
allocated, inylegtgient avithin paie siavesinets n pertfolier aush ragrfoEning op egompprative

performaRGCASERRER Wt\tv&naﬁe BRI BREstREnd £4Q 4 PMGIE) VBB non-allocated
di scl osures nmade herein.
investments represented within the asset class.

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, determining
client-specific consulting information includes determining a plurality of investment

performance scores and determining a plurality of investment index ‘performance scores.

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

will become readily apparent upon further review.



FIGS. 6A and 6B jointly depict an alternate enbodi nent
for presenting the information depicted in the chart

of FIG b5. FIG 7 'depicts a table having a
plurality of multi-segnment bars that graphically
represent correspondi ng conposite scores. FIG 8A

depi cts an enbodi nent of a wei ghting approach
configured for facilitating a perfornmance assessment

in aCCOB‘i&EFQ)%éﬁIﬁﬁ)N @M%ggwﬂ@wcmde
herein nt of a

hi erarchi cal weightings structure in accordance with
the inventive disclosures nade herein. FIG 9
Flﬁepi dbpﬁtsaamromﬁons fletvesshamdtici if ut@dddnoe wiehcanl érhtsddiment of

n C |ti ng services functionality in
them"en% c‘g?cg‘?fH’éeé%B?He%Wbodl ments of the inventive
di scl osures 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 inventive 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 héving 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

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 inventive disclosures made herein.
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DETAI LED DESCRI PTI ON OF THE DRAW NG FI GURES An
enbodi nent of an information flow schematic 100 in
accordance with the inventive disclosures nmade herein
is depicted in HG 1. Entities within the informtion
fl ow schematic i nclude a financial services client
102, a trusted advisor 104 (i.e., an affiliated

FIG. Lssfde;sictada/lna@i&k s¥stbinnediigated SRF \fadiBGtif® Tidhdisintonktlfing

a decj si on assi stanc | at f orm 108

egbofleats gt e ﬁnxe&ﬂzje disgfopuapy made
background i nformati on and/or client-specific
consulting information) is carried out between the
financial services client 102 and the trusted advisor
104. Simlarly, communication of information (e.g.,
client background information and/or client-specific
consulting infouitation) is carried out between the
trusted advisor 104, the financial service consultant
106 and the decision assistance platform 108. In
the enbodi ment of the information flow schematic 100
depicted in PIG 1, the trusted advisor 104 is a
separate person/entity fromthe financial services
consul tant 106 and isol ates the financial services
client 102 fromdirect interaction wth the financia
services consultant 106 and the deci si on assi stance
pl atform 108. In another enbodi ment (not specifically
shown), the trusted advisor 104 and the financia
servi ces consultant are the sane person (e.g., an
attorney, CPA or famly nmenber), whereby that sane
person isolates the financial services client 102 from
i n-depth and/or direct interaction with the decision
assi stance platform 108. In still another enbodi nent
(not specifically shown), the trusted advisor 104 and
the financial services consultant are different
persons acting on behalf of the financial services
client 102 fromwthin a common organi zation (e.g., an
attorney and CPA enpl oyed by a common | ocal, nationa
or international consulting firm, whereby the conmon
organi zation i solates the financial services client
102 fromin-depth and/or direct interaction with the
deci si on assi stance platform 108. In yet another
enbodi nent (not specifically shown), the financia
services client 102 serves as his or her own trusted
advi sor and financial services consultant, whereby the
financial services client 102 directly interacts with
t he decision assistance platform 108. It is
di scl osed herein that interaction and comuni cati on
bet ween the financial services client 102, the tr.usted
advi sor 104 (i.e., an affiliated trusted advisor), the
fi nanci al servi ces consul tant 106 and/or the
deci si on assi stance platform 108 may be i npl enent ed
via a networked conputer systens. For exanple, via the
network system 400 depicted in FIG 9, such
i nteraction and communi cation nmay be facilitated via a
net wor ked conputer system The Internet is one
enbodi nent of such a networked conputer system As
such, it is disclosed herein that a website may be
provi ded for enabling such interaction and
communi cation. Specific exanples of such interaction
and communi cation include, information acquisition
functionality (e.g., receiving background information
fromthe client), service ggynent functionality
(el ectronically receiving paynent for services),
di stributed processing functionality (e.g., where
vari ous deci sion assistance functionality is perforned
in a distributed manner), consulting information
delivery functionality (e.g., providing
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information include information associated with formatting prescribed documents, content
included within prescribed documents and information associated with outputting
information related to making investment choices (e.g., creating a printed document including
such information and/or displaying such information). Decision basis information,
investment performance information, and document format information are examples of
client-specific consulting information in view of a particular client and facilitating decision

assistance functionality in accordance with the inventive disclosures made herein.

In accordance with at least one embodiment pf the inventive disclosures made herein,
decision assistance functionality disclosed herein is carried out by a decision assistance
platform that comprises a first decision engine (e.g., a rules-based expert system) and a
second decision eﬁgine (e.g., a investment selection optimization system). The first decision
engine facilitates creation of a client-specific template that represents a client-specific profile
comprising various information (e.g., rules, data sets, processing instructions, performance
criteria, etc). Examples of such information comprised by the client-specific template include
performance weightings and factors (e.g., parameters corresponding to investment effects
desired by the client), defined data and/or datasets, logic conditional filters for designating
manipulation (e.g., refining/slimming datasets) of datasets, and processing instructions. The
processing instructions represent information that enables tasks such as proper utilization of
factors, weightings and filters to be facilitated, that enables document assembly functionality
to be facilitated (e.g., automated report generation) and information related to recursive
analysis/assessment of investment information. Information comprised by the client-
specific template is utilized by the second decision engine to facilitate scoring and ranking
processes for optimizing investment selection (i.e., generating investment choices) in a
manner consistent with a client’s individual needs, goals and desires. 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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It is disclosed herein that a person may perform, in a manual fashion, certain decision
assistance functionality disclosed herein as being facilitated by the decision assistance
platform rather than such functionality being performed by the decision assistance platform.
In one example, functionality of disclosed herein as being facilitated by the first decision
engine of the decision assistance platform is at least partially facilitated by a person in a
manual manner and resulting information is subsequently made available to the decision
assistance platform for enabling functionality of the decision assistance platform to be
facilitated (e.g., functionality facilitated by the second decision engine of the decision
assistance platform). In one specific example, client-specific template information is at least

partially generated in a manual manner rather than by a decision engine of the decision

assistance platform

- FIGS. 2A and 2B depict a method 200 for facilitating financial consulting services in
accordance with embodiments of the disclosures herein and in view of the information flow
schematic 100 depicted in FIG. 1. An operation 202 is performed for obtaining client
background information, such as in response to a meeting with the financial services client.
After obtaining the client background information, an operation 204 is performed for
inputting relevant and/or required client background information into all decision assistance

platform. Inputting such information is an embodiment of enabling access of such

information.

In response to inputting the client financial objectives, the decision assistance
platform performs an operation 206 for determining investment choices'(e.g., an appropriate
asset allocation) that correspond to the client financial objectives. After determining the
investment choices (e.g., asset allocation), the decision-assistance platform performs an
operation 208 for determining an objective ranking (i.e., an objective quantification) 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 obj'ective 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

14
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performance scores.

In one embodiment, determining the investment choices includes applying a logic
conditional filter to at least one of potentially many performance and structural factors
expressed as numeric information, alphanumerical information and/or date information. For
example, such a conditional filter is used for omitting funds that are closed (i.e., not accepting
investments from new investors), or that have other structural or situational characteristics
(i.e., factors) that are not desired or appropriate (e.g., investment amount exceeds an
investment amount prescribed) for a client. In one embodiment, determining investment
choices includes determining the investment choices dependent upon information derived
from different aspects of the client-specific template (i.e., different client-specific template
information). Such determining is, in at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures
made herein, performed by a first decision engine of the decision-assistance platform,
whereby resulting information compiled by the first decision engine is subsequently provided
to the second decision engine of the decision-engine platform, thus enabling a scorir;g 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. 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).
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In responsp e the ttrstied adtisnr qad/or the foyeacialt seoviceg Sonsulagaevisingrauy dfitha
. fo0 I la . deci sl on. eng (] .a f.ir
decision. ofiEfh SEREOE thicBlts®s B SRR AT for donf g bl
choices an fobjeceemslsing .cc| aperatiot 208 depandbnt npar infirimatiomdetived from

. ratiqn 232 is perforped by the.perfornmapce criteria
the revxsedggrgtfe%?.ogn SREPHE Popct Ercggsﬁ“f%edd Vi‘%f GRT B¥%s 1gancxa5 services
consultant teRfsiigramly iof the debisheritsiapthe shod €ntigids 40as bpsraida214 for

.. .. _1.nfor jon. and ci siqQn basis information are .
facilitating &&V&@éngo‘hw . -&F@%@rwﬁﬂﬁwﬁ?%@g%?w p e foemsoba thiste
specific invekthdeB fePortoi6ithé ARaRM s&Pices 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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In response to the client background information and

t he deci sion basis information being accessed, an

operation 234 is perforned via the performance

criteria decision engine for determ ning correspondi ng

performance criteria (e.g., investnent effect

paraneters). Exanples of the correspondi ng i nvest nent
client selestsf enstor paore inyegimeni ¢hologsl éltcpwb@héu@dssamgsbﬂcﬂmmd (9i-g. fafter
consultatloh S&/(ithothe%s{eﬁva“?ﬁ; @gmé.n 08&5@&? 5 o%'e@t(gg gﬁlttﬁ trusted

urn-on an investhent; paraire associafé Th

advisor oolfinencusltsemctes redienty rfor p@uﬁmgrﬂmsdeca@:b goesgmeht elwices into the

B T e e X o

represent ap@estmenttpoftfoliotmfche ﬂﬁmncxﬁl s&ﬁmﬁsahelﬂxpect ations. In at
| east one enbodi nent, the category of investnent
ef fect paranmeters includes investnment allocation
paraneters. The performance criteria decision engine

Pepieditdiynée.gn avederi)i gn opGationr 28&tierperiormed via the decision-

assistancep;ﬁétgér}frxrlargal[‘] ‘gzﬁu]g@é%& 5%%%8{5&%&9%}3%2? % rﬂé?? Bt tthe investment
portfolio, plercyegeneratingpariodjvopesferthancd aifermmitionng.et, @emtrspasﬁmdﬂsmn

informatiqlyy i RGAT B S giriles GERITE ot Rt Tt

provides iafopihoytigrefof quathabely act shje:tively aﬁSeSd(ngmeﬂHcdeiﬂVdsﬁﬁBm okbices.

After facijfipl e O ORaE GRRAEP R Ry 57 Tl eTse foegiotip: thp

decision a%sx&hﬁdéaﬁlh@éhﬂ Perfbntzhant B;ﬁenﬁidnezm for provGHiak sabh enéﬂtsé ific
indicate that the client is far nore concerned w

decision ipADGRAAORFREETGHE ORFERHCPE( QR GHAGRPIfIOf SEUIE Such Subsequent

operations"fntRide 8iBatTh IR G p&HOIREpSRITIBAE Ich&E tc@ﬁlpﬂ@ihg Rbdpn Eé‘lodm
an i nvestnent choice decision engine (i.e. a second

performange, dnfermagiionnayi the regiest pk theerpsied AdVESes; sinamee embedimgptynthe
periodic pBEbrRhEPre %&?r&;?a&écp%d%&teﬁ b?%%étﬁh&ﬁ abAWBAS éﬁg of.the

performan mat | on return, ot her

decision-asgigtanse @laﬂon‘an s rpmfpmna thei qnemunatz’z@ AYL, providing sueh pYent-
t

specific d%clﬂsz?t{a forn tP% ER%;&? g&ﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ%& ; erntﬁfn %’iﬂop %cﬁﬂatmg
providing dwpenmamﬁou porreview byl thefindnsial sedvivesatient. i nvest nent

needs, desires and/or goals. Preferably, the

respective deci sion engines facili tat e determ ning the

performance sel ection and wei ghting factors,

Prefaplycd Arcidon Avisiange platiomn é&t‘hsﬁ’é’ﬁ #nPlayg g role between

the trusted %&\%di" d?lkintﬁe FhaRQhESd iV Qfehf | 'Hl)vﬁﬁgr rlﬁ‘rHﬂﬁéi‘Qanﬂfodxments a
avai |l abl e i nvest nent choi ces w t hout human

decision ajsiptanes; platiprm agidiselagpdiheecin dagsanlay & eole betpigem thegrsted advisor
d ' .
i e RSAREARRR o Fol iR o610 L o i
compilatiop eoff mfmmmen cdxretcely | faord ethe sfirgmcigh gemvises iclient, on nidyr provide
. i | d e} tance platform
mvesunenﬁgg’)&c qurrnﬁag ﬁé%a%t}g&‘%eﬁnaﬁg?ﬁ e e?r%ﬁ%% Iy by a person,
rat her than by the 19 performance criteria decision
engi ne. In such an enbodi nent, resulting information
FIG. "PRRPIAS afRRBimeni BF it Jp@xtaﬁgn B8 Gh @Adkdidi¥g it investment
. subsequent 'y nade available to the investnent choice
choices. Adeapesiion 2 higipefofrand rapsriongariog soterianatision enging Ge., a first

- . ¢ ; :

decision qupHEF pTEAE, SR0MGRRERS, Winftlf) B, hecdling Akt BiRfouna

informatiopend an wpcrgtlam%BZl: tsnp:raioanéd/by pmrlfemfonaam:e mmmm engine
.1 e ortf | erat on,2

for accessuéggff'c(l)gr1 on qasge (r]xg guo m%nloﬁ% e PI ollxel,nrt] \l/nécs un{l mfﬂmatlon
the investnment choices thaﬁs pr esently conprise the
client's portfolio). In response to determning the
portfolio investnents, an operation 262 is perforned
for determ ning a correspondi ng i nvestnent performance
score for each of the portfolio' s individual
i nvestnments and an operation 264 is perforned for




After the portfolio investnents are determ ned, an
operation 266 is perforned for determ ning conparison
i nvestment indices corresponding to each one of the
portfolio ? investnents. The conparison investnent
i ndices are those indices that suitably correspond to
each of the portfolio investnents (e.g., within a
and decisiop bags pomhatign assecesstdfom ang lor maré dgfaleases by the ipdiforgpance
cnwnam%wmggrnance factors, etc). In response to determ ning
R &6 arlson i nvestment indices, an operation 268 is
perfornmed for determ ning a correspondi ng i nvest nent
i ndex performance score for each of the conparison

'réb}S@ﬁs*e'fE e Rl BaXeRREd moe%ﬁtahe M d&idien BRI AFdFREHon
for determ ni n%%a corresgon i ng conposite investnent

being accesgrte AN PPpRBPMANE &8 Ratarmed Yisdhe peiiosianee prifpda degisien engine
" atl 0

for et B8 REASIRE REITFAAE, R QR PR i), Pt

Examplesiaf c!hev Fefrraponidinge B estment, qf&ptp@amatbne guclidel paraietars aseatiated

withrisk GOPARERS M WESHIBA L YR RELLGLAPE S, HRRLERAE Erameters

aSSOCIatedp&'iﬂf mhmmaufahmtdapafoanmch taepesa mﬁ alp mvfsmmam earidua ivestment
and

aocsion 5B BN s b PR SRS oSt i

financial @@'eéteﬁdsmncm A€ AERE ,onk rmhmﬁmitl e @Répoly-lofs indSiméns effect
erforned for Féﬁwdln suchln?‘rmat on for
parameterd, % invgsgsat allpcgen parageters. o The mepfermges fatgia decision

‘engine perféraR|2aYdpehtich 286 Bt deRFHntnife pérvriBmesydiShifipfaétoRMeperldent
is contenpl ated that determning the conposite

upon informafiens drgyrd freradhe pypstmenterifest B*E@P@efs R yesPARIe jg gletermining
the mvesuﬁ@rﬁtéff&bﬂ%h:id?&er% e%@%&éﬁiﬁe,‘ Dy&adiBade 158 &eig?ﬂhg ®# .80 and
depende upon i nformation derived from actual
-20 may beweéctatcmngte @nd pppiy Pesfpamanee fapterclor tiek P@Wﬁ'@lm and return
ax1m1zaﬁd?1\,’ %Eﬂ@@&%@f’or t’IfhgI '56/ Qﬁd 191928 ?Jctdre h‘ﬂﬂg Patlo would
iterta relating toris and criteria rel
correspond @tmwam& imi Which gh.e clienti fnancialt abjgstivescgdichia thad elteecﬂnnhs ey
more concéﬁ?%&ﬁ%%{n%&mﬁ%gﬁ{ Qétm%%{x? 2§¢ score may include
espec rve portrol1o T nvest ment s
dependent upon information derived from act ual
al l ocations of funds within the cdrrespondi ng
AftbNYQSHIRRE ﬂi@{iérfo?ﬂnh&e%&épﬁel REMYs 2hn {iResinefNgoRtle decision
criteria rel to risk an crlterlarelatlngto
engine (i e §pgond mecisioar m@) oft thesdegisiqi-assisgnere platierm Hperfogms an
operation 2%%% A&stﬂ)r%g?%trﬁéﬁf g&%rﬂ{an&hﬁf Glicl @k a9k ?étlﬁﬂcaﬁld other
orm a cunent assenbly engi ne’ of
structural @émest‘pmnas mfgmaﬁl@e) ﬁ@lmwedrbﬁ thejnvgsinfeot momedemsmn engine
netlon I 0 r »
pertorming ASHA oM o it AP Ak 00 BUERL o in@Pull g clpes
individual infvestimamastdseddsirpoarid/arigoals. 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 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
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Accordi ngly, scoring and ranking of all available

i nvestment choices wthin each asset class within the

client's portfolio is perfornmed. The scoring and

ranking is performed using the sane perfornance

paranmeters and paranmeter wei ghtings used in the

original scoring and ranking analysis used by the
performafite ahérid decsiinemnpineh&n aich antembbmmt, paEsnliing ifiorrastion Froen the

vari.ous, rel ated investnent ces ored a
manvalty) GBI, fi0eingi 5y RSeGHALIY RfiscoLEDIE 48 B R n, choiee
decision ehgh€ € edablg flnbortitedf tHediaSestridnt \Whoie® dacipioh tengiik a6 be
... . Lndex is relevant. The scoring process produces a
faCJ‘htat"‘i:onposite numerical score for each of the client's
i nvestment choices, all other avail able (yet unchosen)
i nvest nent choi ces, and the rel evant indices.
e X r X
FgleF Serii¥ah e Sfietf of A HReMAGE o101k Helrollifie W tehite
performamdeeaslstmmsnt Qfoﬂrp dsvestnent qm—:tiqhoef Aﬂodplemabg! 260dis performed for

uant | t.at.i ve onpare all Jinve nent hoi ces with.
determinife FRriolBapVeinierl B e ShisahE Ao (RS darseo ShPrise e
client’s pbxhbhb)i‘l B\asponsedi dé%xmrﬂ'ﬂg‘c‘thb nghﬁﬁb ifhvStengs, am dperation 262 is
rankln he choi ces, are

fore, the hi
Peff"ﬂne‘m tmgg 13 e I g@“@%‘&&% ‘%é’& gripancg, scorp (far e3chof the

portfolio’§ Qﬁ&biduﬂgmﬁzémﬁtb en8! Anepdrgtioa§ 264 ks pérfdrirdi foflideietiimingya
i ghted performance factors used in_the scorjng

com °SP°"6F’60 é%‘;’oﬁltﬁ dinvastaent, PSEOIRNCE e¥0teh at Thé) CORPOBI | leves“ne“t

performan?@ rsE@& o) %%m%éx&%cﬁ%%aﬁeﬁ%?éni& P& hap pérﬁﬁmbﬁBéQ?ﬂ diEdtithe

: erformance desired by the client for a particular

individu elicinyestmends.ng eval uated (i.e., the performnce
desired of that asset class, which was the reason for
the inclusion of that asset class in the portfolio).

Jl osed herein hat .the investne i.ndi ces
At hE SR VRLBERS eftaAeatnined o QBRRHER g6 i Pegmed Bor
determining) @ombalisah BOssttholti Adicey esﬁmpeﬁ@ng ke eatie hme aﬁ’ethel porifélio
i contenpl ated that perform ng the conparati

investmeryls, r?}&‘ﬁﬁl?é’és%égﬁ‘ég’l‘ﬁé‘ﬁ {ndices g these fnckieep @t“\ﬁé‘éﬁbﬁ’l qogEspoad to

each of ﬂhBV RN tinvelstn®onts té;g)s QuithBl QCE&EbshEMBRT ABRE Q)] &Gﬁntmg
nd a plurality of non-allocated

hat are funded&@g
conrespondlﬁ&e fuge efitdled IByrqsmsasthﬂetemg@g(ﬂxeecommrlpon
mveshnen@rmﬁlc&or&ﬂ Q{ﬂeﬁixoﬁ %8‘ né’ g'rﬂﬁ'ﬁ@d e 'deﬁ:ﬁnfnlﬂﬁt aW%&EeaP&{dmg

selected f bei ng
investmeng ey Qgrfgxmamge acaqge &p'magb |of ﬁl@pcp@g@nsm mypstmﬁnt indices and an

f. S£ar
operation &26 r;g ggﬂg‘&gfedgﬁgsd;ég S es g%?h&ifxg ééﬁ?ai#p ?sftmel%t index
performancé sgore. 30ie ¢cm1p:>em3mv&niemyn@xgmfonnlame pmré Graeomgwsite score

that reprefsiR°fy oyl pEEERAN S BT L S5 TORROuRY Pt plfef s

mdmdualckmﬂi m:r;:dmwlrmsftinemt inden i)exgmmhcteomom‘s dy¢ apipatad ih ki Qinke

a_correspondi n izonta ar of a first
manner (i Jine B8 FER PoRIIRIG GRpo it D 19FH FPiiRRIce factor

weightingdyed3a6 @kéd MNSPeddtiohs! 263 a3d 264 sie@neéwmet eAﬁ&Od&erﬁﬁ}ﬁng the
performance score 306 of each one of th

The
various qumé‘tcﬁéﬁ?re? rfh¢ CBeraterp 22Q @é}p i28p ¢ PE‘SfFOlﬁleﬁlef@b @EPviding such
mfonnauosa%iIzewcpa&edoap&&u&ﬁaqe@ ok pidhg IaRalof - dhplayiel Ll fhfodic
synb rst co superinposed o e e fi
performaneminforgatien)i on of graphlcal i ndi cia. The conp05|te
i nvestment performance score 310 is depicted by a
third configuration of graphical indicia ((e. g , a
corres ndi.ng. vertical bar of a second, col or The
TRia 136t kg the Eomp sl S EaRp: iy Drrmece score
conflguration of graphical yndicia (e.g., a triangle) .
superinposed over the third configuration of graphica
indicia. In this manner, the sel ected investnent
choi ces of the financial services client are
graphically conpared to appropriate benchmarks.
The chart 300 of FIG 5 is configured to provide a




The graphical representation of the conposite index
score 310 is proportional to a blended score (i.e
di scussed in the foll ow 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

may includé) v@abindigt the easpdetive mvasmnmhdémmdfﬁbedmndem pporciafamatien

. 311 se S as a ns. measur i erf nc .e.
derived 533 3p 8] R ie 31 T B p O BER PR R OB darotS aior
upon at 1daSP61RS eNErakiD E&aﬂigﬁb&isk%d&iménasrémmg to Thremgr Siptilarlgl it is

each asset class perfornance scaq

contemplaSbitaL SEieGPBI O fomgs i PV E S PrPTaEeCsigre ™ Inéiude

combining 'ﬂ%‘ MsptieBle Dortdlib GhvesBNRMEE Bdpeddisht lupo AfoinhAdAAdekiRed from
performance scal e 311 such that its each perfornmance

actual aﬂogeteﬂné of fnds Mvithethe gesesperflinginyvestment partiolioandipn Hpon 3 deast

one of crit&rf 12885 to HiR o84 %Blfﬂrﬁaxlelahﬁg k& $80Iat F@theRhom®, ftuhdistlosed
rel evant “conposite score index score 306 represents

herein that hesleplem sngian cEster of e desisinacassigange plgtform and/ormdocument

ssenbly SR SEif BRIASH NGRS GRIEn 300 LR8O Stk e
-operation tsteps pafr 21 dom parfapsess thee pompesativer pafbrmancsaadsessmenthef the
vestmen? é,&fgl i 0s asset classes. Additionally, blending of
in 8 ?f or mance scores of the individual funds held is
used in determ ning the conposite investnent
performance score 310. The scores of relevant indices

Ac%&%u%!ye sédrﬁglaa& kiR 98 dvaafle inRemient SRERE Withind Khch BRet

onposite index score 312. In one enbodi nent, such

class withis) e ehrmj siportERlionpRtamed. (e derring g rung faedemedysing
r
o e B e 5 e R i

ranking analysiscussfl tyhibe sdientf tol gelect fhor clmmpw@smm chpicehs tThe yverious
related 1n£%ﬁﬁ%6t% sal e ﬁ%ecz d%@eﬁe n %x&ﬁ&%@géxﬂ@ehﬁnner as the

al port ol'1o ue wer
investmenfdoied @@thﬂﬂﬁg: aﬁé’b addss fdrewlndm)m‘hcwarpndaxfls)tql@/aac drhe s@@ihg

be attrihuted.to the
process prifitpa BomeisiEuapiie bbet R SRR bk PAFELERRL oRfL S
other available \(t hachapg) ynvesimetischoizag gad the relevaaymdices.ndex score
and the bl ending determ nation of the conposite index
SCOM Performance of a fund and its nanager is
typically considered within the context of a specific
Theserifupmatig riceres.avhay usepde setahg iresults of gher scaiing 46,8, foputhe

t
highest C(ﬁﬁ;g;ﬁﬂe tﬁ@(r)ré?{j)r ﬁgogoﬁegéag&e%ﬁﬁé%?&ge%gagb gﬁm tatively
compare athihvestmhant ploi¢esrwitineseh fasset dess (potheshpsepemd anpixase® as well as

the releva%r h%ler | ﬁIe‘ esig?hesf gco%% Ji qger%lx% e K %ﬁ&? lc‘ﬁx?tin acgfethéJ Zcfﬁcﬁces

0 ev ait e a ndanage
are those whige bhﬁﬂ&dﬂdﬁ@o&ie mmm tattecro® rmltfr@rfrmmdm blsnchhgmf allrof

the mdlvngxgga eahis P?{gg@Oduggﬁg%agsgaqgf %gﬁosﬁglg&e;g%eg%l 1nglcate tﬁose

choices tHR@r fh@r RREGR. pe6naits twibie POst @IoEINC Matthed ethb amwmexh
are functlonally used as_decision _criteria)

performance, desited by thearhisnd dan 2 RaTgviar Ryset s eings §Y”d\‘?é‘2f‘ {ip-, 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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each of the performance criteria so that the overal
manager performance can be defined to the specific
performance and deci sion requirenments (e.g., needs,
goal s, risk tolerances, etc) of the investor (i.e.,
the financial services client). Having a visual
representati on of how wei ghted performance criteria
corresponilimg e tthet mdiw'cdmbpstitfpbo soesteeniss Insehutase ot isgeantgngplated that
i dentifyi e [ et | a
perfornnn'gmﬁ}% con¥1 Qrgu p%ﬁgx%éagxcé o%sq g&léé:to ?ex%r?nela }%tqgerL ha‘i]tocated
mvestmen% 1143 ,othoEd Selecfol mne’ktmh'e chaiotsethad Greafundddi>and B ghonkidy| of non-

|ct an_ alte resentl t he
ellocated {nBisikn® Retess Bl By b PR B ey Al 5B Trits ok Wggment
choices thmﬁehbedelejtteﬁlﬁﬁlﬁmgﬁfumdeﬂpr mation is presented in FIG
5 as jointly depicted in FIGS. 6A and 6B, presentation
in accordance with the chart of FIG 5 is advantageous
inthat it allows a greater volunme of information to
FIGeS py @ shart 300 dapictingjavasaphigab mapresehtaiqaefepetformance wparps that

are depxct%cgfxf%% &OcoH}?qogtﬁﬁgeag%egtgie Sibs 300 ‘gﬁ‘t%ﬁe %R?E@%a%%@@% is

compriseddsypa piriedid perfer@Sice SgpoBA Baecobpositecpesfoamyice scayé 302 for each

informati o onf ed f.or,. ena bj e t|ve
one of th, Atk Pt sBOich g boriich It 39145 itk £ pfiffasion of
graphical ﬁilmﬂaag@.@,lnal dfvé‘leﬁﬁaﬁﬂ{ngl litﬂ'fzoh nal wBerofi zi:dﬁstcléc;lﬁﬂ)t Diepicted in
. . als I SGI.OSe ereln t p tlonsan or
sssociation 3, SR Pangee sation uag S 18 FORPPSlE Bt 4GS The
perfonnanw EErEBL6 @R cBh B Sfede byvehmant: Rtides 30814 Gépiéled By lal $sfond
6A and 6B are exa es of assessjng such

configurstoeal EBICSMTAIN 61 PO gyiebohod adirshrolonk wiperimpened grer
the first co%ﬁgii‘ratlm of ?ﬁéﬂl&ﬂ‘ 1nd101a TheF do@lpolﬁéjﬁpés@&l&)t %eﬁf&%aﬁc@s%’ére 310
havi ng rality of | ti-segnment bars 327 (e.g.,
is depictedoly %thmdtwnﬁgﬁfﬁﬂmftm“@} i P85 P ComespoRding vertical bar of
hisgal
a sccond GHGNGE, CopbSllt 367 bond 382 4 FRRODTHDS, GARR tolfifhuntion of
graphical jndisipofe.g.0 nanamgm sugeriropesed [syerd tlwgthu_d raoofiguretianc of eramz«gal
indicia. I@ﬂgs nfag rner, &m@fe&&? En gﬁ&ﬁncers eolf%é Hﬁantzﬁl ?érk'lggsr cl ?? are
nposite’ scores s e various segnents
grapmcallyemdtpatmirtoaﬁﬁtopm bsEMalﬂds'Le rel ative performance of the
correspondi ng wei ghted performance criteria. The
| engt h of each segnent 330 represents a performance
criteria" ghted perfornmance, as conpared agai nst a

Theshoti309rof HIG. %@épgﬁwr%mr?ﬂée 3 EmaA poptelie PEHERANCE,
using bor SROAPI fopRO AodrbO Rabiche 1A 85 YRlesfindi ol he raPAGIal Bhas

he co%"{rglosme score. The order of the segnents of each
comprising;the parfodin as well@s 151 poytfeliaasra wholehdhe ehariciUPeaseddes a means

for measurnfga d\ge%dlla%&ﬁfgﬁ& &‘ﬁﬁa’ﬁé&t 9% Forﬁg%ﬁ%r L ebh) gasn!e 'i’ohﬁﬁm” score

sectron o wever
(i.e., the bmn;b@nmes thatquar‘iqompbate”); wifhetht “Composita rludaxmsamre lﬂaﬁr the

not. be de icted nt| t hat
wiangle sufbmpiil; OF i By pifent B1E8 3o Loty O Plfiedhce
composite @bttfdhbl tar exteh&salbeyand: thietliocaion st thé composialinderi tgbﬁglmg The
nce se t hat .24 rf rrrance
positive dl%n 1ie{1 gcg ecﬁg\%%e @S{tﬁ?’ﬂ{}ﬁ} aefltpgﬁoqxﬁgg eh omposite
Index in m@&fn@%ﬁd@&ﬁﬁﬂrﬁﬁn&@ﬁ'@@zﬂb.t T'he €R&€ 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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Rel ati ve performance of performance criteria (i.e.
criteria utilized for making investnent decisions) in
accordance with the inventive disclosures nmade herein
may be assessed relative to one or nore points of
reference. Relative performance of decision criteria
against all peers is a first point of reference. For

blended seorg it cdisqussedan thedollaveng parggraplvin greatersietedid of the poufplio and

e ex¢ha f [
s st 4l SRR A TR, 010l S b OBSELTE e
composite itdexl scaxe 3d2 rof tlvdwmabstmslttpoamiioaaseai wholes am mhuﬁ)fm:m‘ea Geale

311 serveiﬁrés ?%Eeﬁag% g&g rllrgle%mlﬁx ng pe rfrggéangf Z é i o&egggaesg{,l 88 Fséi%itg\ie position of
graphical (re;bresehmt:m de@ldmgg gudcstores 0f THe- g(epiﬁcad\vq{r%ﬁaﬁi&t off ¢ach asset
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FI GS. 8B and 8C depict an enbodi nent of a hierarchica
wei ghtings structure that represents an approach for
utilizing the weightings for determ ning performnce
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FIGS. 8B and 8C and the wei ghti ng approach 330
depicted in FIG 8A acconplish the sane objective and
each of tlﬁrpbdfbnﬂartcb erisfinsotiypahobvdrall annaget perforifaacedednf er defiaed to

tter of pres tion T
the specil et Ay Selsn RO és et sy sk Bepesy g of
the mveswlh W&, md&@n&aifz s@lickh ehéfrlt)ee Hhﬁu%taufueua'35@pra§eﬂtaﬁbﬁ lo€ how
. classes or_performance act.ors e factor.. .
weighted pek GBS the SREBDHGCCeEs FLVERD Tab@igdl psstinvie
which decibidit Jm&wfe@e Wb RSt iPabthd thesdniiosie\eerdsact ors. The
wei ghtings assigned to the performance factors define
the potential inpact that a performance factor may

have on the scoring and ranking performed during an
Thashers Sitf HE. g4, antlltbe cabhepataof VES. ¥ jamtipndepict an alternate

essmen ed ..aboye) f. i pvest i t i,an
embodimei 36> BFectlins 1 HPERBR Yeflered inl B SPATTRD A pRL B, e
essentiallyCthe s@Be ﬂtfdmd!tlbg‘ (3 bl}egdnf.t:dt ineFIgesfae forany depetedin’ BIGY. dadand
Iln.,a corre onal al ase nvest nent
6B, presenylicpcih AHUDER e CBR oF BLO: § it arBUSgaqs g that jtllows a
greater vomhtwsmfaﬁnmd t@@@lpreé’a'iéedqﬁ a@iién RREATLf Ispace ke | WiBiEredfidt to

depicted in FIG Class 1A' is a parent cI ass

tthfeSCnW&G’éaERS(’aché’émsf’ 3(“5‘163 a child class node to ' d ass
1A'), it is itself a Chl|d class node to 'Class I
(i.e., the parent class node of '"Class |A) and it i's

o f Bt B R SpictBE LS. SRR qu e amptes of

informatiofal mﬁg&a@ ifer enapling rmbjefstﬂme aid bmparm\feaastsmmemr ofSimNestment

tion, of f ormpnce factors classes,, Only
choices to R BadhobY et MA AL gEee B T g, 1sp g ok har g ht
operatlons bmd/bh hﬂ)pioa"cheésﬁ)r gem:xg ralisdr ol poagorpéfaﬁe inféiie%ion Cadpiied by
cl ass nodes and, may only be chil

the charts é?Pé%t%d %3939366? F“tﬂt 6B grecramplen ghipssessg quch 1 r{“ﬁ%or!s%ﬂﬁ*@f

enabling c&hﬁz[rﬁ\i\féfh@éesén@éﬁ@ bf $udRinfermutidasi gned to the same parent
class node, wll add up to 100% O, if they do not

add to 100% they are reduced to sumup to 100% whi l e
mai nt ai ni ng the weighting rel ationshi p between the
FIGaS?sngmd apahlé G2irhadeg haddrality afnﬂulntsagnaﬁ Jbakh327 (e.g., bars

rmance f rs.that,.ar ass 0 classes ar
with citfelRS0 L IO RRRET el ich’ BRNENE BRGNS oRrrlnBRE Refblic
score. Thed %Hn@ﬂﬁ Ieofoéach tnaumL?gma& b:&f 3:07| lhsa propartivayl to(cj) ith rtfolrrlugfaﬁ&ng
ot at v tings o a he s nal n cl.asses
composite sfioe 35D BB oR COTPHISPD SUTHES THEE 1 ALPL P SABRORE Goms
shown. TIRAVEIdhs SdgBfits 330 of each AL B2NeeSertIhe Yldtive PetfBitndnEEL6S the

350 have an assigned and/or_ a cal cul ated wei ght. These
correspondjpg Weighted aﬁrfwaa%w@}m Vheleagtheahsneh sgmept tParesents a

é@Hﬂ &y 04 Bl AR 05, t@? ithi
performan téh,a tvt‘tl?;%m 9§}fte peref ormftnce cri tgt‘l a 3‘&. sslo%ér%&%ﬁnn
the same @ﬁf@q dessm wtggs segthents proportionally m@estsarlgfg@rolmmcmni the
composite tsE(ﬁ' V\E‘I‘ﬂgtotd’ég f Qégtneg{s I'i'%gterch %% é&go{?rde? of the

£t he) wei ghti ngs are atrve o sub

performangeacrieria hbeis 83hdelgs 5 mmtum)r imethe beatler n¢avion aof eheatablee325

siowever, ey intns o et s o7 GRhabF o i ncsenfiee

representing Ghal ﬁl mauagcghi Slt?f m&gigedﬂé?fz@ ﬂxetx&ﬁmﬁb@mnghﬁrfbﬁhﬁbd: witeria
tlngs of. 1 noaes n the
or that a ouBAAR Of ARAR WEGRIS RGLOT AOPT GRTLTRIES S8 PHY TR

ranklng that takes pl ace dyring an assessnent of

i nvestnment information. Each nodes relative weight is
multiplied by the actual weight of its parent node,
whi ch produces the actual weight 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,

h




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 uati on of performance factor val ues using various

different scoring nethods. For exanple, though such
performarttk @AfkiA g havk ialad nbAvpadt BR fe doReHOnEAg tanpaite scdeor es

and a correspondi ng bl ended conposite investnent index

performance score may be conputed. As depicted in FIG

8C, blended tree fragnments 355 represent a plurality
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functionality as disclosed herein. It is contenpl ated

that the various engines nmgy be physically enbodi ed as

separate or fully integrated software/hardware

nodul es. The dat abase structure 407 includes a

deci sion infornmati on database (which may include rules

set) 414, an investnent perfornmance infornmation

dat abase 416, and a client information and docunent

performa ?




29 mai ntained in the decision information database
414. Information upon which the decision assistance
pl atform 402 i s dependent for carrying out scoring and
ranki ng conmputation functionality (i.e., of investnent
choi ces) as disclosed herein is maintained in the
i nvest nent performance i nformati on database 416.
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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 disk,
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factors tha@ﬂ%e%é’%%ﬁéﬁ&g@ gbgg{/?g%{sg havi ng access to such nethods
(|. ., affiliated trusted advisors) with a proprietary
support arrangenent including a decision assistance
platform The proprietary decision assistance platform
enabl es the affiliated trus4ed advisors to advise
their clients and to coordinate solutions to their
needs, outsourcing the responsibility of product
research, conparative assessnent, inplenentation and
acqui sition. This unique outsourcing structure creates
significant efficiencies and allows affiliated trusted




devel opnent of the know edge- based econony and
e-commerce. Wt h proper nethodol ogi es, training,
technol ogi cal tools and support, affiliated trusted
advi sors who al ready possess the greatest degree of
client trust will be able to successfully nmeet this
expandi ng client need for nore broad ranging,
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Using a hierarchical weighting structure is advantageous in that it enables the effect of
different weighting scales to be blended. Blending such scales through the use of weighting
allows evaluation of performance factor values using various different scoring methods. For
example, though such blending, blended investment index performance scores and a
corresponding blended composite investinent index performance score may be computed. As
depicted in FIG. 8C, blended tree fragments 355 represent 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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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: provide a hierarchical weighting
platform 902.u ¢tcoerdinght Icomtiongicatign off mfdarmptiod begweto theedecision-assistance
jteri ngd.. | uralj rfor f act . .
o 55 LA B8 (Uil SRR TIRGR B i s
consultanphrecanputer dapatde of) dowdoaiing mivestpentf pesfoanaee fiotmation, etc) is
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enbled s pEprEliey SEINtOTmAIED STHITEN TorePikeoi: Sorih BRgpial consling
services fatifiionniity i$ embled (8.2C Giwlacoessingfa Wwebisile fond WhidhBGch functionality

. ,glgteria, the plurality of performance criteria
1s accessi #‘rprises at least risk and return associated with

said investnent choices, and the plurality of
performance factors are at |east tine-based

ARG a8k O OUIBICR FERASS) il UG
408 (i.e., pefifsodevmnreengine) can - mvestuledtathoiza cleciston enfingafil@ (i.e., a second

. . erf ormance factors | ect.ed ovide the desi.red. .
decision {igined R A dogpiign astepiily BiiRe 412 R pelimpante Gl Sgision
engine 4@ @ @ASexampidiof ha tnieape ITHI0 Cifrying @D Feffoimiahca See glsigniactor

or. val ue correspondi n

rqvi de g. perf,ormance f.ac to. .
computariph dinctiandlish 58 ARHORA Hegrifa SO PR of, DeBRERATH Wegphting
factors 1§l GhciuBy GaforAtorC RBInBASd by the client-specific template (e.g., logic

conditional filters and/or processing instructions).

In at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, the first decision
engine is configured for facilitating initial allocation functionality (e.g., facilitating
appropriate client-specific allocations of investments and investment effect parameters). The
investment choice decision engine 410 is an exémple of a means for carrying out comparative
scoring and ranking (i.e., quantification) of investment choices computation functionality as
disclosed herein. A decision engine system of a decision assistance platform is defined
herein to comprise the performance criteria decision ehgine and the investment choice
decision engine. The document assembly engine 412 is an example of a means for carrying
out document preparation/outputting functionality as disclosed herein. It is contemplated that
the various engines may be physically embodied as separate or fully integrated

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. In at least one other
embodifnent, 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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generate a score for each one of said performance
factors for each one of said investnent choices,
wherein the score for each one of said performance
factors is derived fromthe correspondi ng one of said
performance factor val ues and the correspondi ng
relative wei ghting val ue; derive a conposite

maintaineii iy elst deeisionpiafdrortiom dgatesod g4.f mfammm upexn mqhethc decision
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wherein, said jnstr ctlons are fu ther ogaé(mg dfor

disclosed S5 Hgmainfained: in| thg fierfatoymation, fqrpation

database 41@nk each one of said investnent ch0|ces based on the
conposite investnent performance score. 3. The system
of claim1l wherein the hierarchical weighting
structure is configured in a manner for causing a
It {si disdlosedecherdin daiit,dinpariéast oae) embbdinient ofvthk iseentive kiésclosures

tified bas d on,a.fir uant| corin
made herdfbg dotsSon doumenca i B Forharavrdf, SFgh st &
system. Igﬁﬂﬁﬂ inf Suekl aﬁﬁ&@ d)tl]le %}{xﬁo&mbﬁﬂ dhedeisior ﬁsistsaﬁcésﬁlaff&m 402 is a
ﬁsncuonalﬁl)lat-ﬁ?;@me géggxésfa?fnlol;y ng{sﬁgﬁc’ g duant | aaatclro\gse aﬂ?ﬁ&nﬁ ofs systems or

system components (e.g., discrete functional blocks linked via a network system).

Accordingly, it is disclosed herein that system elements configured for imparting such
functionality may be or may not be located at a common location and may or may not reside

Oon a common computer.

It is disclosed herein that, in at least one embodiment of the inventive disclosures
made herein, the decision assistance platform 402 comprises a single decision engine (e.g., a
single data processing program) configured for facilitating all or a portion of the functionality
of the 408, an investment choice decision eﬁgine 410 and a document assembly engine 412.
In one example, a single decision engine program running on a suitable data processing
system facilitates all or a portion of the functionality of the 408, an investment choice
decision engine 410 and a document assembly engine 412 via a single data processing
program. In another example, a single decision engine is fashioned to include various
functional modules that interact to facilitate all or a portion of the functionality of the 408, an

investment choice decision engine 410 and a document assembly engine 412.

v

Referring now to'coﬁlputer 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 conéulting services. The
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t he hi erarchical weighting structure includes a
plurality of parent class nodes and at | east one of a
performance factor and a child class node subtendi ng
fromat |east one of said parent class nodes; and
sai d nodes are configured in a manner for causing the
first one of said performance factor values to be
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scale. 5, The sy 4 wherein each one of

of claim
diskette, & goraPRch disky aéﬁ%gﬂﬁ%@seteb%bp@esﬁéﬁmm@agﬁ CoypR et regdable
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program for Lagyingdent fnangink censyiting, srviessafunctiongliyy i1 Accozdagee wuh
embodlmehj%sdfrtﬁ&'h{'%% afsaoédféstxhé‘de HeRp{.i gured for causing said

| east one data processing device to: determ ne a
coIIectlon of indices, wherein each one of said
i ndi ces corresponds to a respective investnent within

Al@bughnihe sfistedsions¥rhéthdd &id §8&ms in accordance with embodiments of

the inventive disclosures made herein have been presented thus far in view of financial utility

to investors, it is contemplated that such methods and systems may be configured specifically
for providing utility in the areas of commercial and residential lending, venture capital
funding, investment banking services. Furthermore, it is contemplated that such methods and
systems may be configured for providing utility beyond financial services. Specifically,
embodiments of the decision-assistance platform functionality disclosed herein may be
applied in applications other than financial services. Retail e-commerce applications, market
research applications, human resource applications, dating services and raw material
procurement are examples of such applications where an objective and unbiased scoring and
ranking assessment of all avaﬂable choices (i.e., within any universe of choices, the
differences among them which may be quantified) functionality, consistent with a client’s (or
consumer’s) individual needs, goals and/or desires, provided by the decision-assistance

platform functionality are useful.

The inventive disclosures made herein relate to facilitating financial consulting
services. Methods and equipment in accordance with embodiments of the inventive
disclosures made herein ate 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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determ ne a conposite investnment index performance

score for each one of said indices in the sanme manner

as the conposite investnent performance score for each

one of said investnent choices is determ ned such that

t he hi erarchical weighting structure and wei ghting

val ues thereof used in determ ning the conposite
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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 to an increasingly diverse array of financial products
and service choices — as well as incfeasingly v'oluminous 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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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
sel ected to provide the desired investnent effect;
developn];&ﬁt' dofat t_hﬁ edabwidge-batd PERGRSSiang @Qddnﬁﬁer&g Ceswiithg, proper
romsaid nenpry, .instructions caus ai t ] east
methodolggh, (g BERLORiEH JRUF ity Dot FabRad rifted adifop who
already ﬂo@é@@ﬂﬁeg&a@mddgﬁé Sinchisht &hstt WilP BE faBleModsucOE¥BRIIRAthEe this
assessnent; said _at |east one data processing device

expanding cligaispesd for more beqad raRging. \obigoHYe AOWES Sl TesRTEl iy finapcial
products.at | east one data processing device to provide a
performance factor value corresponding to each one of
said performance factors for each one of said
i nvest ment choi ces; for each one of said investnent

Inche preesdisg detaiddd desadiitionefaaica has be@smadegtodtyy accdmpanying
. ccessing, fromgsaid.ne y, instryctions, causing sai.
drawings 1550 o b heTReta o 4 BB Aze GBIV &Y ol sty specibi

embodimé&® i€ whith @eGhveénion GhaySid Prap@dedOr TRIRE @nibagiRh&, b certain
each one of said investnent chaqices, wherein. the score

variants thespofehas bopp decribed @ YR Haatl do Farbihess killgd,in fhgjart to
practice tild 9 AR, #A5 [CEPSHIsRBd AR oftler SitéableRATHLANERRGRay BRGItHzed
val ues and the corresponding rel ative weighting val ue;
and that logical, mechanical and electrical changes may be made without departing from the
.spirit or scope of the invention. For example, functional blocks shown in the figures could be
further combined or divided in any manner without departing from the spirit or scope of the
invention. To avoid unnecessary detail, the description omits cerfain information known to
those skilled in the art. The preceding detailed description 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.
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said at | east one data processing device accessing,
fromsaid nmenory, instructions causing said at | east
one data processing device to derive a conposite

i nvest ment performance score fromsaid performance
factor scores and the corresponding rel ative wei ghting
val ue for each one of said performance criteria for
each one of said investnent choices; and said at | east
one data processing devic sing, fromsaid
menory, instructions caus?%%ﬁ§§$d at | east one data
processing device to provide a conparative assessnent
for the plurality of investnment choices at |east
partially based on the conposite investnent

1per f or syteaefos objeetivel P quatidying ihestnoht cicacas) &mprisingher
conprising:, said at Ieast,ong data processi ng device
accessi ng?tlie?%ﬁp%a?tépﬁ%?ﬁ‘% $% ructi ons causing said

at | east one.dald tﬂ?%éﬁgﬁﬁﬁ BafER 168t b dRDBrR8EhgARice; and

of said investnen ol ces "based on the conposite
i nvest nentn pppdratnsrinmewkich sad idstructidrs areadvossible by saidnt least

8 wherein the 2{ rarchi.cal. weighting structure is
configured i MeLARRIRETSSINGAeYETising a first one of said

per f or MangRefet il insBhstishs atPcdBigired tht EduSihgRaas 1A dhe
first quantitative scoring scale and a second one of

sai d perf or ndataprotessingrdsvice tise quantifi ed based on a
aﬁggp ?t g;'l ia\r:tﬁ\i g?%oirv;ﬁﬁegf’ igxlé??%l_cljci:afl ]:Neegﬁlr'gitngts&@&ultqucltlhirnﬁta plurality
of performance criteria and a plurality of performance
factors selected to provide a desired investment effect,
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, the plurality of performance criteria
comprises at least risk and return associated with said
investment choices, and the plurality of performance factors
are at least time-based measurements of said performance
criteria;
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 plurality of investment choices on which to perform a
comparative assessment;
provide a performance factor value corresponding to each one of

said performance factors for each one of said investment

choices;



11. The nmethod of claim 10 whereiw the hierarchica

wei ghting structure includes a plurality of parent

cl ass nodes and at | east one of a perfornmance factor
and a child class node subtending fromat |east one of
sai d parent class nodes; and said nodes are configured
in:@a manner for causing the first one of said
performance factor values to be quantified based on

the first quantj ' ' DBt
one of said pe%#%?#ﬁ%g‘é&% Z‘gljt%rg% 8{}%&%@1 ?d:ﬁeggt [T ‘gecdﬁ Etggsef g
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one data proceSETVEf PAROSHE HYeREePHRFIMaRSigOEp rom sat

Menmory, i nstructiRRSHRANSIHdosSRbfs @hd E&%ﬁe%@dﬁ@r@laﬁw

processing deviceé to determne a collection o

i ndi ces, wher ei n waghtingwalusf fog eich ona@if said pedemeange auitsria for
to a respective invest rrefnt .(i/uithi n_an,invest pent

portfolio, and saqaﬁhg?e?esgé m?f?isgna%tcgo'ﬁ%c?g si ng

devi ce accessi pgvidelaUBnfRtAdivEREREMment fGithe fluralt§ of investment
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score for each orﬁ%rfggn%{%iegf&ggi ces in the sane manner
men ’

as the conposite-*inves

The system of claim 1 wherein said instructions are further configured for
causing said at least one data processing device to:
rank each one of said investment choices based on the composite

investment performance score.

The system of claim 1 wherein the hierarchical weighting structure is
configured in a manner for causing a first one of said performance factor values
to be quantified based on a first quantitative scoring scale and a second one of
said performance factors to be quantified based on a second quantitative scale

different than the first quantitative scoring scale.

The system of claim 3 wherein:
the hierarchical weighting structure includes a plurality of parent class
nodes and at least one of a performance factor and a child class

node subtending from at least one of said parent class nodes; and
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performance score for each one of said investnent
choices is determ ned such that the hierarchica

wei ghting structure and wei ghting val ues thereof used

in determ ning the conposite investnent perfornmance
score for each one of said investnent choices is used

in determ ning the conposite investnent index
performance score for each one of said indices. 14.

The et hogaé(? Exo&és %&o%ﬁg&i’gd H%rmﬁﬁgpfolr %éuﬁ t?l? 'ﬁgst%‘he of said
| east one data processi devie acceSS|n

menory, i nstpetfoirhais fmomdh@ssa be qaztntxlﬁeamsedm tﬁaﬁﬂst

processi ng device to determ ne an asset cl ass,
cor respondi 9YaRFaRYE TIBE Atadeian the 36498 0igof Fiihpgfformance
| nvest ment g&rt&fs% b uﬁﬁﬂieﬂfﬂageda&n th€ ?% ﬁoa&ﬁﬁtﬁ/e scale
processi ng devi ce aca essing, fromsald nenory,
i nstruct i onglifferest than Seifostajuahi@tive soeng atade.pr ocessi ng
device to performa conparative perfornmance assessnent
between the allocated investnent and a plurality of
non-al |l ocated i nvestnents represented within the asset

5.cl asthe dystenTbfclaat 4 odhendin edchiome®f sziid phhat clessmpdescangprises at

sai d at | east rocessi.ng c.cessi

2 onleastions ABABRyAlty AL prPIADR MO P Sormgingaon Gt east one
one %ﬁé@f&%&’tﬁ&s@@n&&uf@&&s%&@ one of said

i nvest ment choil ces based on the conposite investnent

per formance score.

6. The system of claim 1 wherein said instructions are further configured for
causing said at least one data processing device to:

determine a collection of indices, wherein each one of said indices
corresponds to a respective investment within an investment
portfolio; and

determine a composite investment index performance score for each
one of said indices in the same manner as the composite investment
performance score for each one of said investment choices is
determined such that the hierarchical weighting structure and
weighting values thereof used in determining the composite
investment performance score for each one of said investment
choices is used in determining the composite investment index

performance score for each one of said indices.

7. The system of claim 1 wherein said instructions are further configured for
causing said at least one data processing device to:
determine an asset class corresponding to an allocated investment

within an investment portfolio; and

36 °



16. A system for objectively quantifying investnent
choi ces, conprising: at |east one data processing
device; instructions processable by said at | east one
data processing device; and an apparatus from which
said instructions are accessible by said at |east one
data processing device; wherein said instructions are
configured for causing said at | east one data

processi ”%ex‘}c ;J%Soﬁli}%rg?{/%‘r{érﬁﬁnﬁn% %Eé’s"s&@ﬁt‘;tﬁéaw% 805h8Wted

structure’in I'ng mance criteria
per f or mance iheatment andlagttralityt of nonallocaedinttestmentd represented
i nvestment effect, wherein a first group of said
per f or mance W%@Pé@%m§ﬁﬁiﬁﬁds froma first one of said
performance criteria, a second group of perfornmance
factors subtends froma second one of said performance
criteria t?e(g’l urality of performance criteria. .

ogor

8conp Bed SESAively guantifyinednyssimend ShRicss Smpriting:
sald | nves) RERon€ B8k RbesiREAR &d dafa QimARIQGTBACE

factors are at [ east measur enen f "said
per f or mance acéssimg] fromanemotyscompled o said) asleasi onedataipsocessing

configured in a nanner, f ' first f id .

per f Io? lrJna\ nce | %Xlﬁeolps’i‘/"é"f“lﬁ’ég E:@L%?ql'fg:slagﬂaéﬁ?qs* ﬁr’%odagaggré’geséﬁ‘agl evice

first quantighabdNge §Eﬁf&r&9eﬁ@@éi§xtﬁ@%nﬁc&%6ﬂdg@? Slirality of
n a

said performance factors to be quantified base
second quantperfatancesriggria atidf« plpeatity efipenfortandei fagors selected

wer hti g vaPRENFSE oSt Sharert et B fsLerou of sad
criteria andetRimaneTasibR sabtefidd Homer firel sRuTRaidartfofBance
selected to provide the desired i nvestnent effect;
criteria, a second group of performance factors subtends from a
second one of said performance criteria, the plurality of
performance criteria comprises at least risk and return associated
with said investment choices, and the plurality of performance
factors are at least time-based measurements of said performance
criteria;
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 selected to
provide the desired investment effect;
said at least one data processing device accessing, from said
memory, instructions causing said at least one data processing
device to provide a plurality of investment choices on which to
perform a comparative assessment;

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,

instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
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provide a plurality of investnment choices to be
ranked; provide a perfornmance factor val ue
correspondi ng to each one of said perfornmance factors
for each one of said investnent choices; generate a
score for each one of said performance factors for
each one of said investnent choices wherein the score
for each one of said performance factors is derived

TP O EREALN e 8o Sechahmce oo
said performance factors for each one of said investment choices;
for each one of said investment choices said at least one data processing
device accessing, from said memory, instructions causing said at

least one data processing device to generate a score for each one of
said performance factors for each one of said investment choices,
wherein the score for each one of said performance factors is
derived from the corresponding one of said performance factor
values and the corresponding relative weighting value;

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
derive a composite investment performance score from said
performance factor scores and the corresponding relative weighting
value for each one of said performance criteria for each one of said
investment choices; and

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
provide a comparative assessment for the plurality of investment

choices at least partially based on the composite investment

performance scores.

9. The method of claim 8, further comprising:
said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to rank
each one of said investment choices based on the composite

investment performance score.

10.  The method of claim 8 wherein the hierarchical weighting structure is

configured in a manner for causing a first one of said performance factor values
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derive a conposite investnent performance score from
sai d perfornmance factor scores and the correspondi ng
rel ati ve wei ghting value for each one of said
performance criteria for each one of said investnent
choi ces; and rank each one of said investnent choices
based on the conposite investnent performnce score.
17. The system of claim 16 wherein: the a hierarchical

wei gﬂ)tlj)é" antifiMEbALeE loh chtr& .dagtit?ti% woﬁhgtsgalé’gmpgg&%d one of
cl ass nodes and at ['east ohe of a perfdrnmance factor

and gaié pedfeintanaes factvasi® Isupiaatifiedibastd omaatcdndagiantitatvedcale
sai d rent cl sg nodes; and said nﬁdes are configured
in ad thandhe Hesh gpanitative sorng s@lfe of said
performance factor values to be quantified based on

the first quantitative scoring scale and the second

one of sai d performance factors to be quantified based
lbn t eg@@ﬁﬁdgﬁ t10%hereiB scal e. 18. The system of

claim 17 mq.ﬁ%mhﬁgme@ﬁ?n%§mrg iM&Q% p%ﬁﬁ@rd@%ﬁt class

conprises at |east one~o ality of "pert nce
fact ors and madesoarki at d¢aisooneaff agterfoeastcedaetopard ochikindass
Factor and antodla gu Sign 1rr11ge frgrt;li alt ea%‘l gr?esofgg%eparent class nodes; and
said nodes are configured in a manner for causing the first one of said
performance factor values to be quantified based on the first
quantitative scoring scale and the second one of said performance
factors to be quantified based on the second quantitative scale

different than the first quantitative scoring scale.

12. The method of claim 11 wherein each one of said parent class nodes comprises
at least one of a plurality of performance factors and a combination of at least

one performance factor and at least one child class node.

13.  The method of claim 8, further comprising:

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
determine a collection of indices, wherein each one of said indices
corresponds to a respective investment within an investment
portfolio; and

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
determine a composite investment index performance score for each

one of said indices in the same manner as the composite investment
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19. The systemof claim 16 wherein said instructions
are configured for causing said at |east one data
processi ng device to: determ ne a collection of

i ndi ces, wherein each one of said indices corresponds
to a respective investnent within an investnent
portfolio; and determ ne a conposite investnent index
performance score for each one of said indices in the

Seore Tor edeiobiiERURTY Geh P SLARF bBRkLH dRRGE i

det er mi ned Si¢edfmidedisutinthahibehigradchical weightidy stngture and
structure and weighting val ues thereof used in

det er mi ni ng WHehtHg s therpofinsed medpterpipipg o§HSr e
for each ong, Ol al PeltBhEHcIEWre FIUEESnd S ééﬁ?f?;vés@ment
determ ni ng the conposite 1 nvestnment | ndex performance
score for eahbicess uséd sadaterimiuing €. cotposifhmvsststeahindéx
claim 16 wherein said in trucgi ons.are. configured for
causi ng sai PCHPTNHEKESCYRIOTRIC Ops g s Fﬁ@m&evice to:
determ ne an asset class corresponding to an all ocated
investnment within an investnent portfolio; and perform

8 RS REs N TRas Sspsaery betueen the

I nvest men{3q 5EBLLSROLAL pYdcetlinl ddiceaRegking! A88r said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
determine an asset class corresponding to an allocated investment
within an investment portfolio; 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 a plurality of non-allocated investments

represented within the asset class.

15.  The method of claim 8, further comprising:

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to rank
each one of said investment choices based on the composite

investment performance score.

16. A system for objectively quantifying investment choices, comprising:
at least one data processing device;

instructions processable by said at least one data processing device; and
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21. A nethod for objectively quantifying investnent
choi ces, conprising: at |east one data processing
device of a data conputing system accessing, from
menory coupled to said at | east one data processing
device, instructions causing said at | east one data
processing device to provide a hierarchical weighting
structure including performance criteria and

per for nan%{eaeép?iéagt?sr ﬁ(\){\%&%ﬁgﬁ ?a% irﬁtrﬁ t?o\ﬁs glee e?cc?s%fﬂlé ggsald at least

I nvest nen erern a tl rs

per f or mance cﬁqadhﬁr;ﬁo&shhgdd\acérom a f| rst one of said
performance criterja, a se ond p .of pgrformangrg
Al@e

f act Wherem idinstsugtionrsg copfigwgd ecasarm% sd aplepstop
criteri a,prtoggsﬁﬁl L!fe@icb*t{ of performance criteria

conpri ses” at risk and return associated with

said invest lpeasmde:inhleczarsh1calhmigﬂtmg£slmwtwa)ﬁlclpdh%qrel®numce
factors are at |east based. neasurenents o

ber fof mance. or FH(ER 804 BETEPTERBOS PR RS P BeR s fesred
configured in &yvBRRRRI iR, vﬂf&@h BGiré ghdupSSf saldepRformahét

performance factor values to be quantified based on a

first quantit afactoes sxbmnldm@oscaﬁ@t anclofsagbpafdmanes aiteria, a

sai d performance factors uaptjfie S

second quant | ts‘ftcp@cggrggglogpg‘f?qr@?%% actoﬁ%\ %lteﬁ@ %opé? sétond
quantitative sggydMmaidsserfotas@ ditéla, liR3HiraRfofGREBrmance
processing device accessing, fromsaid nenory

i nstructions cerifsiineompriss at lepgaisk a@@l@%taésqw%%‘é’ﬁhﬁ@d
device to proy ggsn%eﬁteéh% ey %hé{‘ﬁf %QE%&?A&%H&Ofacﬁﬁﬁe at

one of said per ormance crite

sai d perf or mankessttiatd-bised arhagt@ents of pidpérf@nianee criteria, and
desired i nvestnment effect; said at | east one data
processi ng deviheaveightivgstmeture is sanfigred weypagner for causing a

i nstructions Vﬁ%?bﬁkgoissﬁidgqéi‘fodn faQBEv A RLA0 e QAR

device to provide a plurality o nvest nent choices to
be ranked; sailshsad oh edmsst qmamhﬁdﬁteascpnngm agl dsecondone of

accessing, from, mermr i nstructi o S, .causi ng sai
at | east one oséi‘f‘gpﬁ? Gtogetp; hegupyt 1€ Sﬁ‘go%g secon
performance fagl@fitaYiob y&l&@irffe?é@ ﬂﬁﬁ'tﬁ@ﬁfqu&ﬁﬂfbt%%c&ﬁng
said performance factors for each one of said

i nvest ment choicekes;

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 plurality of investment choices to be ranked;

provide a performance factor value corresponding to each one of
said performance factors for each one of said investment
choices;

generate a score for each one of said performance factors for each
one of said investment choices wherein the score for each one of

said performance factors is derived from the corresponding one
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said at | east one data processing device accessing,

fromsaid nmenory, instructions causing said at | east
one data processing device to generate a score for

each one of said performance factors for each one of
sai d i nvestment choices, wherein the score for each
one of said performance factors is derived fromthe
correspondi ng one of said performance factor val ues

and the corres Bf &1% p&f&ﬁ{aﬂag Ya%to%ﬂlgg 5fPnY %Lﬁgéppfigihg relative

at | east one data processing device accessing,
sai d menory, i kgightiagivals, causi ng said at | east one

data processjng device to derive a conposite )
i nvest ment SEFIVE A FAMPESilBY SN PEGITRRANGE SEQIF fiam gaid

factor scores a&@o&g@c@ﬁrcg&%g@ggmha BoRLYRAINE rélliVeng

val ue for each” one sal ormance crrter

each one of sadighting shluefor eabbionesf saxhperfamane criteds for
one data processing devi.ce accessing, fromsaid

mermory, instru€? oL &Y i‘Wfsg%‘fntﬂcg‘%C‘fse one data

processi ng deyi &RhloRe b2 Mid SREBMRAE cficed Baskd dH@e oRPbsite

choi ces based on the conposite investnent performance
score. 22. Theinvestimgdt pdrfarinanen Roresher ei n each one of
sai d parent class nodes conprises at |east one of a
plurality of performance factors and a conbi nati on of
at | east one performance factor and at |east one child
12l as$hesdtem 88claifiné6 mbeteod of cl ai m 21, further

conpri st ngl:e a hierarchical weighting structure including a plurality of parent
class nodes and at least one of a performance factor and a child
class node subtending from at least one of said parent class nodes;
and
said nodes are configured in a manner for causing the first one of said
performance factor values to be quantified based on the first
quantitative scoring scale and the second one of said performance

factors to be quantified based on the second quantitative scale.

18.  The system of claim 17 wherein each one of said parent class nodes comprises
at least one of a plurality of performance factors and a combination of at least

one performance factor and at least one child class node.

19.  The system of claim 16 wherein said instructions are configured for causing
said at least one data processing device to:
determine a collection of indices, wherein each one of said indices
corresponds to a respective investment within an investment

portfolio; and
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said at | east one data processing device accessing,
fromsaid nmenory, instructions causing said at | east

one data processing device to determne a collection

of indices, wherein each one of said indices

corresponds to a respective investnent within an

i nvestnent portfolio; and said at |east one data
processi ng devi ce accessing, fromsaid nmenory,

| nstruct| 8%}% A3 0% 8§{eqn9ésnjpglﬂ§ﬁde‘% rﬂﬂh@nogr O&E TS d38h
device to dELerm ne 3 conposite investnent Ihdex

per f or mance dghe@feaifl idicssdh tlvamefmamietlad thd icomposite ihvestment

same manner as_the conposjite jnvesinent performance,
score for edeHogRAcsscYsifer ¢ach oae Wga%$t5@§t? 1ces 1s

det er m ned %%?é?nﬁﬂ%ﬂtsu{:mﬁlahih% hdraithicd! witgh %tﬂﬂture and

structure and wei ghting val ues thereof Use

det er mi ni ng wéightoyabss tiereofused iredeterpenihg theegooeposidor e
for each one of said investnent %gpi es is ugﬁd in ¢
det er ni ni ng PYRSURHPESPTRACR HELT °H Rfe0f B PY SRR
score for eagBichR REd FAdferhifing 8% comibsitd I esRichOAdO

claim 21, further conprising: said at | east one data

processi ng geviooearmesewsiforgach poerrEsaidingiaesr v,

i nstructions causing said at | east one data processing

device to determ ne an asset class corresponding to an

al l ocated investnment within an investment portfolio;
2&ind Fheé slystem bfelsim b whdeimsaid trstruetiong agresangigured for causing

accessén , from,said menor q@tructions causi ng said
§ ice to performa

0 C S e bR AR ol deyidel

conpar at i y&teRFhé 2 ARBCAaRTOASSITREIngh6 bilaRScatddeinvestment
all ocated investnent and a plurality of non-all ocated

i nvest nent s widpn e évestinent portielionindasset class. 25. A
system f of ﬁ:r?ogtne ¢ E:(') fArXti\%L%gfo'r&Xﬁ&gasﬁégyrﬁgﬁt?gg%egg !?ﬂé Sfotated

conprisinﬁ east one a processing
investment and a plurality of non-allocated investments represented

within the asset class.

21. A method for objectively quantifying investment choices, comprising:
at least one data processing device of a data computing system

accessing, from memory coupled to said at least one data processing
device, instructions causing said at least one data processing device
to provide a hierarchical weighting structure including performance
criteria and performance factors selected to provide a desired
investment effect, 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, the plurality of performance criteria comprises
at least risk and return associated with said investment choices, the

plurality of performance factors are at least time-based
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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: provide a hierarchical weighting
structure including performance criteria and

per f or manc ee%?éggﬁﬁe\xﬁse&%ﬁid%r%ﬁnm&vén%aa glig.r ting

i nvest ment ereln-a first group o i
per f or mance dtactupe & configwed in & mamer 1 casingrdirst orsaif daid

performance crjiteria,.a segond grou er f or mapc
factors subt WW%Q%@@B‘??&O gﬁélug‘?tﬁiegﬁﬁs‘iﬁg?nf %Eﬁgnce
criteria, t rlﬁlaﬁfiﬁéfi% _kéo}‘ingfsaﬁs LAPS SROBAE osé bf &fid ﬁe_:rforl]'mance

conprises at least risk and return associated wt
sai d i nvest nfeetorsch decqantifidddastdiomi secpndflupditdtvesedle e

factors are | east t.i me- base asurenent.s of said
per f or mance ‘gif:ffartegﬁiﬁ? h‘f%srt Wn&&g‘gﬁ f‘foﬁl_é'g§fz?1&ct ure is
confi gur eghiji At RastRdAB ﬁﬁtafp96ce§s’iﬂ§ dékﬁc@ac{cbs{sﬁ{ , §6fh $ald Hamery,
performance factor values to be quantified based on a

first quant iinstryoliensenysinggaideleastzmg datasueenssing devieg to

Second quantiPaee g SeR Gt PR o A TR e Brmance

quantitati verB&o ddddfos eth®ne If 84t Perfarnialca ficuds selected to
wei ghti ng val ue for each one of sajid performance
criteria andrevfe tecdesiekingestmgnietfsstf or mance factors

sel ected [Bf QYddfe NG pgc?c%ggiﬁéjdéﬁyee&tc%ﬂfg, fbintGld memory,

instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
provide a plurality of investment choices to be ranked;

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
provide a performance factor value corresponding to each one of
said performance factors for each one of said investment choices;

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
generate a score for each one of said performance factors for each
one of said investment choices, wherein the score for each one of
said performance factors is derived from the corresponding one of
said performance factor values and the corresponding relative
weighting value;

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
derive a composite investment performance score from said

performance factor scores and the corresponding relative weighting
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provide a plurality of investnment choices to be
ranked; provide a perfornmance factor val ue
correspondi ng to each one of said perfornmance factors
for each one of said investnent choices; generate a
score for each one of said performance factors for
each one of said investnent choices, wherein the score
for each one of said performance factors is derived

fromthe c Or{{ﬁé@f&? gﬁdﬁ%&gﬁ rﬁgifd eﬁhﬂnﬁﬁ:@ CAfIBTELedcA ShObf said

val ues and the correspon ative wei ghting val ue;
derive a conipeestmentichorss;rmdt performance score from

sai d perfornance factor scores gnd the correspondjn

rel ative thfeﬁﬂgns Spiadreesssiag ?1"16%%9"8?5’%?’8& said memory,
per f or mance iﬁg&a&iahéceﬁgfn[g%afarht 98t SHe B StobQRNIAS 1EPRE to rank
choi ces; determne a coll"ection of indices, whérein

each one of eghdné nfisaikimvessmentghoiags bassd anrthe paupdsite

i nvestnment within an hﬁvestnent portfolio; determne a
conposi te i M PIRHBRESEFYSr mance score for each

one of said indices in the sane manner as the
conposite investnent perfornmance score for each one of

ai d_j nvest chgj.ces is determned suc hat t he .
2iei GAbF RS Sl R gt PP Sl o] Sagorises
in  defest Bhe bﬂﬁpﬁmitg SfpafirhRAntMeRiI BRIl a RRABIA4ITRNTRL least

score for each one of said investnent choices is used

i n deneperfarmagee fastor engatdicast ongrchilsk dlessmofleidex

performance score for each one of said indices;

23.  The method of claim 21, further comprising:

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
determine a collection of indices, wherein each one of said indices
corresponds to a respective investment within an investment
portfolio; and

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
determine a composite investment index performance score for each
one of said indices in the same manner as the composite investment
performance score for each one of said investment choices is
determined such that the hierarchical weighting structure and
weighting values thereof used in determining the composite
investment performance score for each one of said investment
choices is used in determining the composite investment index

performance score for each one of said indices.
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rank each one of said investnent choices based on the
conposite investnent performance score; and rank each
one of said indices based on the conposite investnent
i ndex performance. 26. The system of claim 25 wherein
said instructions are configured for causing said at

| east one data processing device to: determ ne an
asset class corresponding to an allocated investnment

2 t higg ?Aaﬁaavoq%;ﬁml Rtk 8&&1@%&%@%‘3' perform a

conparative performance asses bet ween t he
al | ocat ed said eekhstont datachracessing dévity acetssivgy frahl sadditmenhory,

i nvestnments represented, within. the asdset class. 27. A
met hod Conplfl?tgﬁqt?@ps causing said at least one data processing device to

determine an asset class corresponding to an allocated investment
within an investment portfolio; 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 a plurality of non-allocated investments

represented within the asset class.

25. A system for objectively quantifying investment choices, comprising:
at least one data processing device;
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:
provide a hierarchical weighting structure including
performance criteria and performance factors selected to
provide a desired investment effect, 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, the
plurality of performance criteria comprises at least risk and
return associated with said investment choices, the plurality
of performance factors are at least time-based measurements
of said performance criteria, and the weighting structure is

configured in a manner for causing a first one of said
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at | east one data processing device of a data

conputi ng system accessing, fromnenory coupled to

said at | east one data processing device, instructions
causing said at | east one data processing device to
provide a hierarchical weighting structure including
performance criteria and performance factors sel ected

to provide a desired investnment effect, wherein a

first group of Saidlipbiol HBF GalhathWeuattReNiSed 6@ Hirs
a first one of s performance criteria, a second

group of perfor maqeatifative scosingisosleads a seqml ane e smdi

one of said perfornance criteria, the rali of

perf or mance cri t " r‘@&’i‘r‘iﬁ‘ilagt%s tgtbelqé%%t%‘?%i@ﬁe‘t‘?\;‘&a second
return associ at edghtitatis@schld BFRANTERN th'HsE§Santitdtie scoring
plurality of performance factors are at | east

ti me- based neasuwcaleents of said performance criteria,

and the weighting.structure i.s . confi ed in. a nper
for causing a Pf(g'é © JiFletye v%eéégmﬁevra;'%g%ﬁaf Oflgc??ga}‘ld

val ues to be quanidrfor@hdaRetiomderot bdhlond e siil paifonmance
scoring scale and a second one of said perfornance

factors to be qualaetors sstectsdde proyndethe degrrg investment effect;
quantitative s dj gg f .
guantitative sg)ggrvi?%egé élggﬁﬁlzygfs%ﬁg ategklecehé\)isctresqEonbeer a %d’
processi ng devi cepravide aperformarioefacor vhluedvpreyponding to each
i nstructions causing said at | east  one data pr oc$ssi ng
devi ce to provi de"ng Hspidmeviermancsiiasiong fonsagh ope et said p

one of said perfqb{y@s@lﬁgm%h{cgg.i a and for each one of

sai d performance tactors selected to provide the
desi red i nvest gemdrateifseare;forsaict oat of smd perforenaded factors for
processi ng device accessj Snagq from sai.d. meno

. ry,.
i nstructions causifigyos&P 19V8§§Fnbﬂ@1?51‘§h%?‘851%%%‘ioﬁ%for

devi ce to provi de.gh BhlbPddid YerBirmldVeiRts deRotrROmitRe
be ranked; said at |east one data processing device

accessi ng, from sarmspandingqne of saidipstoonancedagtomplussiagd the
at | east one data processi ng,device.to provide a
performance facto w%&l%rg}aglgﬁéﬁvﬁﬁlﬂgtvgﬁgach one of

sai d per f or manggrifeaf tdhosite inR8Gkken® perfétinanaé store from said

i nvestment choices; said at | east ohe data processing,
devi ce accessi ng,petfoonnargsi factapsasrss andike eareaspeniing relative

causing said at | e%%ﬁtierg%nﬁalgeafo? egéhgcgnfezosfjpsgi% etk fi e Uriteria for

generate a score W one O er f'ormance

factors for each ok oné oS&iidlinvestarhnghvicesoi ces,
wherein the scaore for each one of said perforpance

factors is der Asteaming gpelledionst ri’é‘gﬁ‘??nt}’fﬁﬁr@nb‘ﬁ‘éh gpe ghsaid
performance fact %di\ég% %bgfesﬁ‘&ﬂisttg & rEPEERRAANR LRt within an

rel ative weighting v
investment portfolio;

determine a composite investment index performance score for
each one of said indices in the same manner as the
composite investment performance score for each one of
said investment choices is determined such that the

weighting structure and weighting values thereof used in
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said at | east one data processing device accessing,

fromsaid nmenory, instructions causing said at | east

one data processing device to derive a conposite

i nvest ment performance score fromsaid performance

factor scores and the corresponding rel ative wei ghting

val ue for each one of said performance criteria for

each one of said investnent choices; said at |east one

data processing d(fe\férﬁﬁniﬂg ﬁ?esékg&ysité R R b R RGYee score for

instructions causing sald at ast one data processing

devi ce to det er m eaeh ane of daitinvestmeht ¢hodlies éssysedfiredetenmining

each one of said |ndices.cqrresponds. to res ectiv?

i nvest ment wi t hi 8 ROPRQBISIRY %F‘ﬁeélﬂe%,‘m% cg sggre for each

| east one data profe&tshiddndleds ce accessing, from said

menory, instructions causing said at | east one data

processi ng devirank each det eff saidiavestmeontyheices based os e nt

i ndex performance scorge for each ope of said.iqpices

in the same man ne‘iong’é’s'?‘?lglvsmﬂ ??ﬂ’qnﬁ{}‘éess(cﬂ@n?n

performance scefnk ol ofP6aRiRdREs Baved oh MyESIniRRite investment

choices is determ ned such that the weighting

structure and weiigfex pryformanges t her eof used in

determ ning the conposite investnent performnce score

for each one of said investnment choices is used in

determ ning the conposite investment index performance
2@ cor &h¢ systasaohclaie ggfwhgeﬂilu saih ifistrustionsareicaaigueedsfor epvsing

dat a 0cessin evice accessing, fromsaid nenory,

I nst f‘%(if"i 8?153 oggggtﬁ%ocggﬁl%g ?Vl(feggm one data processing
devi ce t odétaikine as Bssenelagfcosr@ipbnidiiigas afatbcatdtbino€dment
based on the conposite investnment performance score;

and sai d at Widisanynestnenhpertiolies#idhg devi ce

accessi ng ' ' [ | '
at | oast RELHL Sty ork ARl WEHARR R TE: Aicited
of said i ndiinesthasadd aplirhiéty of ipnallbeatédrinesdtments represented

I ndex performance.
within the asset class.

27. A method, comprising:
at least one data processing device of a data computing system

accessing, from memory coupled to said at least one data processing
device, instructions causing said at least one data processing device
to provide a hierarchical weighting structure including performance
criteria and performance factors selected to provide a desired
investment effect, 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, the plurality of performance criteria comprises
at least risk and return associated with said investment choices, the

plurality of performance factors are at least time-based
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28. The nethod of claim 27, further conprising: said at
| east one data processing device accessing, fromsaid
menory, instructions causing said at | east one data
processing device to determ ne an asset class
corresponding to an allocated investnent within an

i nvestnent portfolio; and said at |east one data
processi ng devi ce accessing, fromsaid nmenory,

i nstruct i onsmgguﬁémtss@ ﬁidierfoﬁﬁﬁﬁce%‘?e LAd e %‘ﬁie‘%?

device to performa conparative perfornmnce asses
bet ween t he sctwaisedniigwed inmemanasrdoncquisingal firsyorwfof said
non-al l ocat ed j nvestients represented wihin the asset
quantitative scoring scale and a second one of said performance
factors to be quantified based on a second quantitative scale
different than the first quantitative scoring scale;
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 selected to
provide the desired investment effect;
said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
provide a plurality of investment choices to be ranked;
said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
provide a performance factor value corresponding to each one of
said performance factors for each one of said investment choices;
said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
generate a score for each one of said performance factors for each
one of said investment choices, wherein the score for each one of
said performance factors is derived from the corresponding one of
said performance factor values and the corresponding relative
weighting value;
said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
derive a composite investment performance score from said

performance factor scores and the corresponding relative weighting
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value for each one of said performance criteria for each one of said
investment choices;

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
determine a collection of indices, wherein each one of said indices
corresponds to a respective investment within 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 composite investment index performance score for each
one of said indices in the same manner as the composite investment
performance score for each one of said investment choices is
determined such that the weighting structure and weighting values
thereof used in determining the composite investment performance
score for each one of said investment choices is used in determining
the composite investment index performance score for each one of
said indices;

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to rank
each one of said investment choices based on the composite
investment performance score; and

said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,
instructions causing said at least one data processing device to rank
each one of said indices based on the composite investment index

performance.

28.  The method of claim 27, further comprising:
said at least one data processing device accessing, from said memory,

instructions causing said at least one data processing device to
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determine an asset class corresponding to an allocated investment
within an investment portfolio; 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 a plurality of non-allocated investments

represented within the asset class.
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