SYSTEM AND METHOD CONFI GURED FOR FACI LI TATI NGFI NANCI AL

ANALYSI S CROSS REFERENCE TO RELATED APPLI CATI ONS The
wQioraakoBE at es non- provi si onal patent appli cat POTES2006/005475

entitled "DECI SI ON ASSI STANCE PLATFORM CONHGURED FOR

FACI LI TATI NG FI NANCI AL CONSULTI NG SERVI CES" havi ng
SYSEEVEANDUMETHODR OONFIGURED FOR FACIAITATING FENANCIAL

serial nunber is assi gg g %E% VETHOD CONFI GURED FOR

FACI LI TATI NG FI NANCI AL NG SERVI CES" havi ng

serial nunber " amend to include serial nunmber after

serial nunmber is assigned” mhlch each have a__commmon

appl i cEROSS-REGERENGE : : LONS

herewi th, are incorporated herei n by reference FI ELD

OF THE DI SCLOSURE The di scl osures nade herein reI ate

Fﬂg]era.l Iy to financial consulting nethodol ogi es
plmc{ Siakesr an;ogly@p@lnspaéﬁa r?@Ph‘é?é@“%oﬁ!“i“é@r e(PECISION

n i
ASSISTM%W fi nanC| aﬁhg?(%eﬁéﬁannﬁ | nves‘?‘t s woaa Ak

CONSURAJING SPRVICBST haviag sbés munten RS aleembloeincinde saxdad riumber after

the |ack of investor trust within the traditio
seral mpAR CPaRsEIrcoand oV HSD N RS PO ShcrgraTING

F]NAN(F]%L b@@uﬂaﬁ @fSEI{WES”WPJVE%e Pﬁu@géﬁ‘ 123 afn'éﬂ&r‘to include serial

I nanci a visors vice 'awed and
number bftacserinbivmberfioassignedr, whicllasdrhavsal oesnmm:appd:lsanta’m:dewnh and

t .financial organi zatjon.. The ¢ircunstances that
are filedihg, e du RTRHRIE 41y Oepr%t?ctﬁ?rew%yeref%?ﬂ% buted to a

general market decline (i.e., value of funds and
nunber of persons investing), which is a circunstance
quite damaging to equ] the ability
~of conpanies tor DO, damagi ng to

a transaction and product sal es-based industry - the
tradi ti onal

The disclosures made herein relate generally to financial consulting methodologies

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

services.

BACKGROUND

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

financial industry).
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end (i.e., the customer side) of the continuum a person is treated as a customer to be sold and,

at the other end (i.e., the client side), the person is treated as a client to be advised. This trend
toward the customer side of the continuum is leaving an increasingly large void at the client

side of the continuum.

In an environment with ever-growing numbers of financial products (e.g., over 13,000
mutual funds and thousands of insurance products), consumers have no practical approach for
obtaining information on all of these choices and no practical approach for comparing them
(e.g., to see which would be best for them) even if they could obtain the needed information.
This lack of knowledge is often exploited by the traditional financial services industry.
Because trusted advisers of consumers (e.g., attorneys and Certified Public Accountants) lack
sufficient knowledge of and information about these‘many financial products, even these
trusted advisors are often limited in what they can do to protect their clients from having this
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useful.
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Correspondingly, it is a principal object of the inventive disclosures made herein to
provide a solution that overcomes limitations and drawbacks associated with conventional
approaches for facilitating financial ‘services for clients. Specifically, methods disclosed
herein enable facilitation of financial consulting services via a trusted adviser of the client,
but who is not necessarily a professional within the traditional financial services industry.
Furthermore, such methods produce consulting information (e.g., investment choices) that is
objectively quantified. Accordingly, embodiments of methods in accordance with the
inventive disclosures made herein enable a client to make decisions in an objective and

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

investment index performance scores is determined.

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

plurality of investment index performance scores.

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

criteria utilized for designing an investment portfolio.

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

composite investment index performance score includes combining investment indices
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These and other objects and embodiments of the inventive disclosures made herein

will become readily apparent upon further review.



FIG 3 depicts an enbodi nent of the operation for
determ ning the investnent choices depicted in FIG 2.
Wo-b@7/1d606@epi ct s an enbodi ment of the operati onP€DUS2006/005475

enabl i ng the conparative performance assessnent of the
I nvestment portfolio depicted in FIG 2. FIGS. 5is a
Iﬁ%ﬁ@ﬂﬁéﬁfﬁgﬂﬂd7d”§W§BhicaI representati on of
performance scores in accordance with an enbodi nment of
the di scl osures nmade herein. FIGS. 6A and 6B jointly
depi ¢t, an_al ternate, enbodi nent for resenting,tgf ..
qeHTBHAR it CORPP Ul VPR INdeX METfRFMREGE, scare Ackidey combining

the resp%ﬁﬁb%iesﬂnérﬂ%@exhﬂﬁc@&d eRbdHt %k:bﬁ Yct@ht AMchiiomeFTBAs within the

ars that graphically represent correspondi ng

invest. conposite scores. FIG 8A depicts an enbodi nent of a
wei ghting approach configured for facilitating a
per f ormance assessnent in accordance with the
i nventive di sclosures nmade herein FIGS. 8B and 8C
depi ct an enbodi nent of a hierarchical weightings
structure in accordance with the disclosures nade
herein. FIG 9 depicts a network system configured for
facilitating financial consulting services
functionality in accordance with enbodi nents of the
di scl osures made herei n. DETAI LED DESCRI PTI ON OF THE
DRAW NGFI GURES An enbodi nent of an information flow
schematic 100 in accordance with the inventive
di scl osures made herein is depicted in HG 1. Entities
within the information flow schematic include a
financial services client 102, a trusted advi sor 104
(i.e., an affiliated trusted advisor), a financia
services consultant 106 and a deci si on assi stance
platform 108 (i.e., a system. Communi cation of
information (e.g., client background infornation
and/ or client-specific consulting information) is
carried out between the financial services client 102
and the trusted advisor 104. Simlarly, comunication
of information (e.g., client background informtion
and/ or client-specific consulting information) is
carried out between



the trusted advi sor 104, the financial service
consultant 106 and the decision assistance platform
wae@s/1bdo6d he enbodi ment of the information fl oORCT/US2006/005475
schematic 100 depicted in FIG 1, the trusted advisor
104 is a separate person/entity fromthe financial
services consultant 106 and isol ates the financi al
servi ces BRIERIDESCRIPTION OF'HEDRAWING FIGUREShe
financi al services consultant 106 and the deci sion
assi stance platform 108. In another enbodi ment (not
specifically shown), the trusted advisor 104 and the
FiGhangépitts sarifaiamtion M tcheinafit 6n tabeordaite wigh a0 Rmbodiment of
) {e.g., an attorney, CPA or famly nenber), whereby
the disctqsuges suade bseikon i sol ates the financial services
client 102 fromin-depth and/or direct interaction
with the decision assistance platform 108. In stil
anot her enbodi nent (not specifically shown), the

PGSt 2 andv?B slepicoa mthodhfer peiliating| finpaeipl cesulting services in
accordaﬁﬁ%@hbte%()d%flgntg 'o{‘ ,fti?er &Qélpﬂﬁ%{’ﬂ%&)ﬁl tdofr?xngvi o?%ﬂ@h{ggﬂmxf%iﬁm‘ flow

nanci services clie r wthin a

schemati¢ depittédin BIG.(le. g., an attorney and CPA enpl oyed by a
conmon | ocal, national or international consulting
firm, whereby the commopn organi zation isolates the
financial services client 102 fromin-depth and/ or
HIG.Scdepidié & ambodiment bitht lpperdtion Soraletaftniaf #ci@vestment choices

i latform 108. In yet another enbodi nent (not

(bpwwékkﬁm$?cally shown), the financial services client 102
serves as his or her own trusted advi sor and fi nanci al
services consultant, whereby the financial services
client 102 directly interacts with the decision

Bl(xj 4t depiels prmterdiodimens. of the songradiono §d ehahlidign then gpmparative
[ j ' i : i nanci al
perform B Y e e B B K0S )T e an
+affiliated trusted advisor), the financial services
consultant 106 and/or the decision assistance platform

e A . n .
B, Sl AT ERER P, Mol Koo AT brtipance scores in
accordankpvith exl embodiin@nt 8f the didelasntes macieibereiand communi cati on
may be facilitated via a networked conputer system
The Internet is one enbodi nent of such a networked
conmput er system As such, it is
FIGS. 6A and 6B jointly depict an alternate embodiment for presenting the

information depicted in the chart of FIG. 5.

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

represent corresponding composite scores.

FIG. 8A depicts an embodiment of a 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 disclosures made herein.



di scl osed herein that a website may be provided for
enabl i ng such interaction and comruni cati on. Specific
wex@nmpb@so of such interaction and comruni cati OPCT/US2006/005475
i nclude, information acquisition functionality (e.g.,
recei vi ng background information fromthe clignt

K&y 9 dePists) fe AStVOLR SYPERacraeyred dex damlitasng fankial consulting
services rfﬁﬁ&io‘ﬁ'aﬂ% i ?Xéﬂ?aéncta NitSEhNSERRhts v(\)g kiRt dibQBdueEs made herein.
processing functionality (e.qg., ere various decision
assi stance functionality is perforned in a distributed
manner), consulting information delivery functionality
(e.g., providing client-specific consulting
i nformati on such as objectively-quantified investnent
choices and client-specific reports to the client
and/ or trusted advisor), etc. The deci si on-assi stance
pl atform 108 accesses and/or is provided infornmation
about, for exanple, the client -(e.g., the client's
life circunstances, investnent preferences, financia
position, financial goals, risk tolerances, etc.),
deci sion basis information (including, wthout
limtation, asset allocation technology and rule set),
i nvestment performance information (both with regard
to all avail able product choices and client-specific,
hi storic performance i nformation) and docunent format
tenpl ate information for perform ng associ at ed
deci si on assistance functionality. In one enbodi nent,
information utilized in carrying out decision
assi stance functionality as disclosed herein (e.g.,
manual | y and/or by a decision assistance platform is
stored in and accessible fromone or nore databases.
Exanpl es of decision assistance functionality, as
di scussed below in greater detail, include inputting,
conmpi ling and/ or determ ning information conprised by
a client-specific tenplate and determ ning
client-specific consulting information (e.g.,
determining client-specific investnent choices) at
| east partially dependent upon decision basis
i nformati on. Exanples of such decision basis
information include information relating to prescribed
deci sion-nmaking rules, information relating to
i nvestnment effect selection and information relating
to correlating investnents



opportunities to client financial needs, desires
and/ or goals. Exanples of investnent perfornance

WO ndogne@se on i ncl ude i nformati on associ at ed wi PET/US2006/005475
returns on an investnent, information associated with
risk of an investnent, information associated with
ot her perfornmance and structural characterlstlcs of an
i nvest MTA]]LED DE s dd O V) 0 ‘ S
internal fee/cost structures etc.) and |nfornat|on
associated with conpiling conparative anal yses of
performance and structural data. Exanples of docunent
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In accordance with at” | east one
the trust¢chwadpispw d0di el Hsancid serdes lcenwiltant d6E iandothe adesisidramssistance
ctionality disclosed herein is carried out by a
platformagg.i sion assistance platformthat conprises a first
deci sion engine (e.g., a rul es-based expert systen)

and a second deci sion engine (e.g., a investnent
eci sj on

o s FbRRR PR Ped g) e 108 geBieia A FI. 1, te

trusted ades@! UG hdpath @ Enbit2 ol @B tmaREEH derficdy &fnlshﬁam 106 and
rising various information (e.g., rules, data

isolates tb@tr}glan@abe@wpm gligm stOR fgemoisect p@tpraenmmél thei firgmicia) services
consultan‘?t ﬁ% taE@f%H@ l(%%lSPJn géﬁfs@z% cgf[?]lc{fg ? gﬁ“ Sﬁ{gj be\{nbolgl‘lament (not

speci
spemﬁcal\lyes}givtn)ngﬁ tantkdfadeisor 504 endithe fﬁﬁh@ﬁﬁée@%ﬁe%hﬁtﬂ%@ﬁfb R same
i nvestment _effects desired by the client), defined

person (eo%t an gHarmsy. Ghvasefamily spnebe) rﬁd]ilftfﬂ?)h Hat Spne gessongisolates the
financial ds%?xll%at:%1&ﬁ f@“ffﬁﬁl} aﬁl'd%gtl'{ Gnffor &igtld NhRY b ? n?]tﬂ Yihe decision
of dat aset ruc

dat aset s processing 1 ns

assistanceT piatformcE¥s i by stilhshothert embedunm}nt eﬁ(&rﬂped:lﬁf:aily‘réhom tﬂmtrusted
advisor 164 anél fiie frinaasnlélsal ggr%%esa gmﬁulo E t aréJ Ei{f elrezn%tplepsgng Zlctmg on behalf of the

financial services client 102 from within a common organization (e.g., an attorney and CPA
employed by a common local, national or international consulting firm), whereby the
common organization isolates the financial services client 102 from in-depth and/or direct
interaction with the decision assistance platform 108. In yet another embodiment (not
specifically shown), the financial services client 102 serves as his or her own trusted advisor
and financial services consultant, whereby the financial services client 102 directly interacts

with the decision assistance platform 108.

It is disclosed herein that interaction and communication between the financial

services client 102, the trusted advisor 104 (i.e., an affiliated trusted advisor), the financial
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factors, weightings and filters to be facilitated,
t hat enabl es docunent assenbly functionality to be

wo a@i7hiodoss ed (e.g., automated report generati oPQT/ERIN06/005475
infornation related to recursive analysis/assessnent

vest nf or pat i, on. for ed b .
services, GBS ADE Bodler HE Getinytingestefioch BRatoa ol S i B Suplspmpnted via
a netwoH&sl ¢ n%ht@ln@sfé?nst OF§ragiatdplél tvia BeOhdtRerkafdeh? A0 r(!IGplcted in FIG.

processes for optimzing investment sel éction (i.e
9, such geeraetian argi ccvmemnmh@n miheefgqlhtartecavmn@wod@dmomwmr system.
wth.a clie

The Intgaig'ﬁ,] is” ofe rearihodﬁﬂgnqdl CF‘E,IC 2' Ir{r%f\gg&e O?{rllp%é%ns?ysﬂzey s 'such, it is

disclose@PRErRIT ItHAtE aPYIehSiRY afgy el peatidean f@rf dnB@fl Fach Sin@#iotidn and
avai | abl e asset classes (i.e., the asset | ocation),
communigatipnpr oppeakie eRaaiesH Pt orucibe rnteraﬁﬁm earida@f)mr@nampar include,

1nforma{é§ra a#g{lgﬂfdnatf&nc%hgl & &:g% %agfcﬁ(%fo%nd-rni?oﬁrfa Inn?rom the

rocesse assessnen

client), isaméesd I’miyfneﬁh Cﬂuﬁet$011alit}a (Hlactr@’ﬂczﬂ]}atred@vmgit paaeht t foraketvices),
a client  in identjfying which noney nmanagenent teans

distributgd \PEOGESEINg rfP’ECt}?é‘P]P’é’r Wrsﬂi’c%(h‘t"lﬁa‘tanﬁﬂ% ideew@geasyswa% Ragtionality is
performy Sy’ RVEREBRRY FARAC) HGRRIE nioth, BAlyeBP ThhGiRplity e,
provrdlrigsclmﬁmpmﬁd cbexuéﬁmg tlﬂrfatmmq:me shin asrepjepevélpigopntifiedainvestment
ﬁ‘fﬂé fashjill cert&lsn .deci a)on asa at ané
choices g elienGAREG TepPE O DE FliFRkABAIPT Jwsisda <i'fi tated by
t he deci sion assistance platfornirather t han such
functionality bei ng perforned by the deci si on

stance platfo exanp funct| ty of
%q%%@aar%&twﬁ bladtogin MY feserer ¢ afon lﬂbyfoivw% phagthafon about,
for exmg;ﬁé | tRb QHerﬁrtQ Eth@f:hérﬂ% 1t %irérhrﬁ&aﬁ‘c%%' ﬁb@&ﬁ%n%@ﬁe&&k@% |fhancial

| east par ially facilitated erson a manual
positionpfimanetal goalsy esiutOﬂerrmg:esmteD mmsmn b@lmﬁsmt;em i(inyluria@ without

ci sion assjstance tfo
imitatiofy BieF Bt 1EmAFSE] 6F FhosShanioRoSoafiFimbte information
(both with 3¢gRd W tall beiilhisle] prbdwith @Hoices 8nd clismtdpe&ifia] historic performance
facilTitated by the second decision engine of the
informatiay) asdodpcyment famak t%ﬂﬁ@'ﬁdflfﬁ}maﬁﬁn derepesfasmiing associated decision
t e t.j o a
assistan @ RTR S fy.| 3058 RERIferh STRLASiGh AR Mot decision
asmstandehﬁtﬁcbynaiht}d a¢ idisctined® hgiene (Qf., nmudRy iafid/on by se dedision essistance

l.atform,
platformr)3 is stored in and accessible from one or more databases. Examples of decision

assistance functionality, as discussed below in greater detail, include inputting, compiling
and/or determining information comprised by a client-specific template and determining
client-specific consulting information (e.g., determining client-specific investment choices) at
least partially dependent upon decision basis information. Examples of such decision basis
information include information relating to prescribed decision-making rules, information
relating to investment effect selection and information relating to correlating investments
opportunities to client financial needs, desires and/or goals. Examples of investment
performance information include information associated with returns on an investment,
information associated with risk of an investment, information associated with other
performance and structural characteristics of an investment (e.g., manager tenure, turnover
ratio, internal fee/cost structures, etc.) and information associated with compiling

comparative analyses of performance and structural data. Examples of document format
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FIGS. 2A and 2B depict a nethod 200 for facilitating
financial consulting services in accordance with
weedodogment s of the di scl osures herein and i n RCEUSIING6/005475
the information flow schematic 100 depicted in FIG 1.
: { I I
informalfth AR nftarien GeRThEE RS ol BISBLRG L aoGents, conten
mcludedrreretthlng paedchibedre dbeumaents ahnds einforaesionl |ae§dc;atékf t a,rth outputting
obtajn the client background information,
informaiigRLielatediit meling S1VSSIMSE ARRICTAP- 8 FERAINE Acprinbicbegwment including

such 1nﬁﬁi4{a85n F &b &fls 5}51 % LQZ?C KRN N OHEBLIR bhdlk Cinformation,

deci si on assi st orm Inputting suc
mvestmarmfmﬁmtlam 1ﬁomatmmbauidn&1ﬁ1mht doauimt i mg’pramueﬁ sarefexamples of

o ST gk BEFECOEE bRk

assistandd Sk @HoRBIj$n A8 @drice WidP e iiffend 6l &i"s@lbﬁﬁx@gniaaé’ ﬁ?&ffﬁ
choices (e.g., an appropriate asset allocation

correspond to the client financial objectives. After
determ ning the investnent choices (e.g., asset

IhéReRink®With dtNEasHiBRd SinBBdifRAl S B (iﬁvéﬁltl@te T BshRk fn?d’cgfl‘rerem

an operation 208 for determning an objective ranki
decision (&ssxetancwﬁumm;)e@htwv@sqgm hérﬁmaisr om“)‘ledfomriﬁy @odquisied asswtance

vest nent_ ch l ce

platorm GEHTGRLe L Bisfclechiion snafl R & iBetecs perert pisi) and a

second dedigion ehiast (e.ga d 1nﬂ<¥s’ﬂnbﬂttﬁeléchﬁf{ BptimBAatiok Qﬁdt&ﬁ? Wht & decision
the various asset classes of investnent thoices

engine facdiipiat egation ephe chentowesifie femplater thbiyrepregenis raro:gent-Spemﬁc profile
T e N -

criteria, die} dixahipleseftsheh Difbl&ﬁ‘dtiovle:oﬁqﬂsedlby tHecdliegespeRificaeinpleed Mclude
and client-specjfically determ ning a perfornmance

performages, Weighiingt 184 faCloB) GwE+ Pamelrs cogesanding b invsstment effects
desired l%/htﬁe'c'ﬁXﬁﬁt ﬂlgdccﬂ@c{ S0 HStaded) lﬂ)@g gﬁ&noﬂ%ﬁ?r 2 %)Edemgnatmg

hoi ces dependent upon | nfornat | erive
manipulahbn éng spleung/slipenihg damss® ofabarasts, m prrmeeﬁﬁ‘tgqelsmiﬁmifons The
rm.ni n?etthe |n est nent . choi ces | ﬂcl udes appl yi ng

processmlgoraf,teuchHﬁ DIGHRY Information;that gnaples Lasky suchygs proper utilization of
factors, VR ahd YilleRY Héeﬂ'af:ﬁrtdf@d" GRat2RGbIe! HH&In%@'asJeﬁle? fihctionality

expressed as numeric information, alphanuneri cal
to be fagilitatadnte 2.0 Rutemthtest refmirte generaiomtandninferonation 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 sélection (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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exanpl e, such a conditional filter is used for
omtting funds that are closed (i.e., not accepting

WO pvedosment s from new i nvestors), or that havePOI/082006/005475
structural or situational characteristics (i.e.,

ct t.hat - not desired 0
b a8 AR R PR PRl i ecrtain ecisin
assmtaﬁ)cfeeﬂﬂ’(dtlbﬁﬂ)tyfdﬁﬁclase@il helin abMbedie fRANAMAIT®HL the decision assistance
det erm ni ng i nvest ment choices 1ncludes déeterm ning

platforpyather Jhagy fheh furdiionality bring peréormeddanthe rﬁeersmart assistance platform.
In one?eZc%pxX) fﬁ%&mnghlfy &% fg[r:lgge?f)ﬁ% en?ﬁf b&ng t?i!:ﬂl d %?%ﬁé ff it decision

engine ioff the rdetisiom) assiStanhe gddtform 13l stglehss, pairtial Bt fdcﬁiiStEd d¥ea person in 2
of the., inventive disclosures made herein

manualpgppgqr% BPuling; V@?%‘@F‘slﬁo%‘ WPW staderpyailable to the decision
assmta&%cbﬁﬁgﬂn ai%?'e?lta@ﬁ‘l?ge Jﬁ{x}&fofnﬁl; or 0 RYisfofiS st s'tzﬂnge e platform to be

i nformati on conp eci sl on eng
facilitatedbéeegu éundtrpngiltgvfadddated bsh ¢hes seamd deddsien oengmtg iofigh©fdecision

Ci n- I atf t hus enabl i a scoring
sssistaigh AL g B SROLTS R IE e BEPeGIC By e M BEGHIPR S at least
parﬁall?egé'néﬂaféﬂl BNngififual "inzﬁﬂl%r eRAdIIRWy aldision engine of the decision

client-specific tenplate include one or nore of
assistansgtpdaifaral |y many filters and wei ghtings, with one or
nore of the filters and wei ghtings being applied to
performance factor information, client information,
I nvest ment opportunity information, and/or investnent
E&G$ otdrand @B depint remiibind 200 tfer fagditasing ﬁmnamglal hensultmg services in
Ci Si Qn assr&?t ance

accordabxg EIIhIT\E/Ig% %\géﬁgqiflt%% ﬁ?& S\'lISF HbVleW m‘fronnatlon flow

schema€it | B0 dggeeit fih CFICANB.Ul Ah ﬁﬁ)etdifoﬁrm h@@eﬁf@nﬁed for obtaining client
I nvest nent. choi ces, objective quantification thereof,

backgr%mé)mfwwaam saflh 8% IrEysponsso R Peengiwith theéinancial services client.
After og)lrtéélglgkl ﬁl@egﬁ 'tcba%ﬁg%% fﬁﬂ)&xﬂﬁ% m% cg(ger#ttogn liﬁ% : S, P%‘gctmed for

ent-s

‘inputtmgemmvhnibwchoxquummmﬁslﬁ&hMuﬁdh gmfﬁﬁnﬂioﬂ fifto a decision assistance
ci_si on assi stance platform In another enbodi nent,

Platfongucﬁnw 08 cUAly AR i 3p ceNPedimEBh Al enabling access of such

informdtighOr mat i on includes visually displaying such
information. lon stall another enbodi nent, such

provi di ng i ncl udes maki ng such i nf or mati on accessi bl e
for related operations (not necessarily or

BP9&pbh&2 b YinghhBhB) thef clidie fRIRRY AYOtives, 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 objective ranking includes objectively and client-specifically determining a
performance score (discussed below in greater detail) for each of the investment choices and

ranking the investment choices dependent upon information derived from the client-specific
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Accordingly, it is disclosed herein that the decision
assi stance platformis preferably configured for
w@e@pat@so on and out put of information as pri nPEUS2006/005475

and/ or electronic docunents (i.e., reports that are

> confiqured for being printed and/or electronically

pe OnnﬁF§8F§§%d).A client-specific investnent report as

di scl osed herein docunents client-specific consulting
i nformati on such as objectively ranked investnent

I G el B SPARSHL G aRAR AR LB o

conditiopdlefiRéafd Yit 16 908t & pbtentAIRVnRbhy PeridrPhfice’ ahd ¥aBEiral factors
t hat are dependent upon information derived fromthe

expresseflj a5 gnEealc igkjraation.clphpnumescel| informatiep and/ea Apfednformation. For

varl 110S. - ' rent .choi.ces . .
cxample! A SaRERRY 05 1 holMESHIBAL R SR ey ppocpine
investmént® flodn pewrialéstors)ofor desti Haed dtisrasiuorinil &f &igRtisndtharacteristics
. rel ated conputed performance scores. Such investnent
(e, fagiprsbhal afceneledesitrenor WPBrPRtiico (9t | BHeWBERt groppipexceeds an
. r Y : a y . e . |_a.
mesim 8 HRATRERARD L% oG Von S RATMIE AR Sy Brmen
choices imvhides eletariniming ahe édassinunt tahofces \@ependens kpomnfoemati@d derived

.J.ndustry-prescri bed asset classes, 1Investment effect
from dﬁjﬁxﬁgsasa%fag ok Iﬂ?eeflmt—ﬁgeqlﬁ% _é"é’_@&éﬁ’t eopshiirienh Flignspedific template
informatfdn) € HucRREEMAMiAO RS -in FPREGL(L bife ?xﬁﬁ&lﬂn@ﬁt ?f tHeShl ARG S 10sures

criteria and thelr related pertormance tactors are

made heteipi peddrhed by & rfirfhldeeisibn Begind |of dthe ndevisivt-agsistance platform,

oncts G a5 TS R B Sephe SR v
to the sebBid dediSion Rd8MS tdFaHe cigionamB R Ktiféﬂn?,‘ihili‘ chdftinge &logfle and

. art (e. glm financial systens and net hodol ogi es) . TABLE
ranking processelpf sy pairie@ ogt by dh¢ second degisicneengies. f & wne cebodiment, the

. . ne._e e of t o .
cient-spfii Rty Aoind€B; o6 Bel B PASATILY o Bffss ndpuighings. wiv
one or Moy @S thefiltersemadrweichGhgsoiesng hpslies @Nsbrictlafce HeirGhiodfation,

i _investnent allocation anong various asset_ cl asses,
client infgrmation; dmyestmat oPPROSUNEE r Iéprmaten, gpdiopyiayesiment performance
informatfofl01 €S Wi thin various asset classes, distribution of

conposite performance scores for such investnent
choi ces, and clientspecific scoring and ranki ng of
such investnment choices. In at |east one enbodi nent,
o L 7 ¢ ol
ALRF derehERing e Oblecfive ARSI adoRRT biolsiict PRl performs an
operation 210 for providing client-specific consulting information (e.g., investment choices,

objective quantification thereof, etc). In one embodiment, such providing the ciient—specific
consulting information includes preparing and outputting a client-specific investment report
by a document assembly engine of the decision-assistance platform. In another embodiment,
such providing the client-specific consulting information includes visually displaying such
information. Jon stall another embodiment, such providing includes making such information
accessible for related operations (not necessarily or specifically shown) of the methoa 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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alternatives dependent upon information derived from
an assessnment of such avail abl e i nvest nent

wa@bdaoeno@so ves. After review ng the client-specP€T/US2006/005475
consulting information, the trusted advisor and/ or the

financi al serV|ces consultant nsuyl tation wth
A rdiei-sRARETC ARNPSTARIL | TePQRt easaﬂlséi?éecﬁae%n upigpts client-specific
consult1ﬁ§l‘11<f§hﬁ‘§hdil1e§icﬁ'é%rbtfj’éc'ntv 'ﬁnk@fhv\éﬁhﬁ:ﬂt ERGcaP] S&dH Meent-specific
Ing of iInvestnent choices is based. Such revisions
consult1mg1mf0mimtmwe@ mmethelpfaaﬁlmdmn@%mcnﬁ ¢h§n¢ea) {se prpferably, presented

imview REGESHERHE Bt BRShPHERL AT i Bon v fpm o i

objectivéd bEMhe fcliBRi C iFak diﬁin@lét I WagiBus IsBerfa@ivp WTSEmvEQmehe choices may be
trusted advi sor and/or the financial services

presented dipafare denengdentiupon dnigrmatian derveddeam jadiuralifg efrdesired jwestment
effects a}'}rﬁt n zgenc,g rﬁ&%eﬁ C%trfomg W, és' oguglp En\feg{nteq\?teﬁems nalr@ giependent

S an OjeC Ive-ran

" upon in€dElalibh Oderd@a) frdﬁpp&d@mianueodhteﬂé or Bedadby) pheformadcd fedifaria in
the revised criteria. In response to_ neither the

accordance it eAavAntye isloserse Tade Jisein ncluda,Gritena EMHUNG togRum, risk,
assomate!devk'lﬁﬁﬂg' %’crﬂfedt et eChslk g iﬁ?éshﬁ%ﬂta’e 8¢ AREhafd correlating
an operatiron 21 or ftaci ltatln

mvestmcﬂﬁé bppcirwmliest tb&:heht exfiectapions.f Spedfic euhtnpley df r]iedormanoercntena
in the form of a Ileﬁg ecifi

| nves
and.thei EIiet periTp AR PRIORL PR wein Lahle de @ i) dnformation
defining, sﬁl‘:‘ﬁ’ ﬁ)@l? ortilce thérf&' én'daﬁfxél? Je18lel ?eff@ﬁh%c%%ﬁ@fb%sdr@ MoPHiscussed in

ormation by t deci si on assistance platform or
detail, bt:mfoulﬂlbn edleateod by agpersso rsidlled ifdbé rdlated iartge.g., financial systems
' r tion of the information). After the financial
a“dn““‘§ﬁ®? %@cllent sel ects one or nore investnent choices
into which funds are to be allocated (e.qg., after

consultation with the trusted adviser), an operation

216 i erfo d.(e.g., by|the tpusted. advi sor
fi&ﬁﬁér;‘gﬂ&%ﬁ@é client)|for if a ¢

i nvest ment choices into the decision assistance

platform Once funds are allocated, the selected
i nvest ment choi ces represe [ port f ol

t
Annualizged ReWns i nanci al servi ces {\’rggﬁ‘rl O gegﬁ%ﬂ“?“ﬁf’ri‘g@%emm

quarterly), an operation 2{8 is perfornmed via the

deci st onassSi stance plattor m7 or facilitating a

.conparative performance aspg t of the investnent
Ann“ah?ﬁﬁ‘géotﬁ'&a?% Deyigtipa by gener at ??é%lt%@iaff{ BYifdPhance

information (i.e., cllent-speC|f|c deci si on
Index Index Score, Composite Index Score
Yield N-Year Yield
Beta N-Year Beta
Market Cétpitalization Average Market Capitalization
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information). As discussed

bel ow in greater detail,

the conparative performance assessnment provides
wo pdoone@se on for qualitatively and objectivel yPCT/US2006/005475

assessi ng sel ected i nvestnent choi ces.

After

norf or aoccpocormmnt—a

£
T

facilitating the conparati
the investnent portfolio, {
Sharpe Rt form perforns an oper at
client-specific decision
aperations One exanple of

1 aaala¥al¥a)
A>3 PCI LBAA N L% LEAYA Y] U T CIJI

he deci si on assi st ance
NoWez28hdrps Rpiiovi di ng such

LILA ALY U

oper ati ons includes out putt{
TurnovePRAfi§r Mance report conpri si
performance information at
adviser. In one enbadinent

ing of a periodic
DY Y8aChuriaevdravtitio

t he request of the trusted
th AN

report is prepared and out |

genbly engine of the deci
Tney“”%?&er perform ng the oper af

but t ed by a docunent

N-Yea@BeséaaR pl atform
ion 220 for providing such

armation  the trusted

clientspecific decision in

advi sor perforns an operation 222 for facilitating

PABYEH D ertbilhalndf, ¥fetia o d'1Rlatée Peftbrlintd atbRanci al

services client. Pretrerably, a decision assistance

pl atform as discl osed herein plays no role between the

trusted advisor and the financial services client.

Ikk?s\’\f%gf ond EnBIEENEHRRE TBR secific IRFdsBhA réfor, hePElfeft-specific

pl'attormas disclosed herein does play a role between =
investmémaepart: sicdodea bhiago and iabl¢shdepii¢timgninivestmeat allesetion aineng various

e B L L T g o

asset clasges; |Statis

classes, HRGiHuBADE cBinpd&ife/peRrmahdSitbred FoNMithRASLAh choices, and client-
I nvest ment chglce information directly to the

specific fscoramr il ranking clsndhl investment| choi@sde it @t keaginone embodiment, the

. hodi f the. [ . i i .
cotsE R ESE e bR 2 B OB e

alternatiP&y USHSHABRE upbh ligfdratleR | deii9ad eff@hnan (dssegsmert 6ff s8¢h available
deci si on engi ne) of the decision-assistance platform

investm¢rgralteped¥es ng cli ent background information and an
operation 232 is perforned by the performance criteria
deci si on engi ne for accessing deci sion basis
information. In one enbodi nent, client ba

4 Afigroeniging dieoclivatsracélic mpgin@ﬁng}%flp%ﬁ%g%g%gd@é%% and/or
the fina%cé%lir%:l \gcgesgénogrxlgﬁlgaf?\t q&t AHRERRI YR ehP ER Ry FBY $icififatd &1 bferation
212 for revising decision criteria upon which the objective ranking of investment choices is
based. Such revisions include revisions to performance criteria (e.g., factor selections and
weightings) and modifying/clarifying information associated with client financial objectives.
In response to the trusted advisor and/or the financial services consultant revising any of the
decision criteria, the method precedes at the operation 206 for determining investment
choiées an objective-ranking (i.e., operation 208) dependent upon information derived from
the revised criteria. In response to neither the trusted advisor nor the financial services
consultant revising any of the decision criteria, the method continues at an operation 214 for
facilitating delivery of the client-specific consulting information (e.g., in the form of a client-
specific investment report) to the financial services client (e.g., the trusted advisor initiating
electronic submission of the information by the decision assistance platform or the trusted

advisor personally facilitating presentation of the information). After the financial services
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In response to the client background information and

t he deci sion basis information being accessed, an
wop@racdoen 234 is perforned via the perfor mancBCT/US2006/005475

criteria decision engine for deternining corresponding

s 3851 SRR BoA O mlFED TRl P B st

consultzgichewith P aneledr lvisee), Wl orRBtRAELES §s pa&faaicat @, V\b§r e trusted
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Fi&ERLIY, Al @ision assistance platform as disclosed herein plays no role between

the trusted advisor and the financial services client. However, in other embodiments, a
decision assistance platform as disclosed herein does play a role between the trusted advisor
and the financial services client. For example, the decision assistance platform may facilitate
compilation of information directly from the financial services client or may provide

investment choice information directly to the financial services client.

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

for accessing decision basis information. In one embodiment, client background information
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upon infRgiGim GG EIESh dhs SVESGRID SE‘JF?tepag%%grStlﬂatFSpf’é‘ﬁ‘? i dgfpanining

the inve@thefY 8ffédt! a%ﬁét&rs"m&%x@ﬁl }%ﬁ drifinéd Hickdrdidikhting of .80 and
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those indices that suitably correspond to each of the
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conmpari son i nvestnent indices, an_operation 268 is
‘ Adter fdsterpining the perfarmanss gacg)rc\(.j@lglétérﬂggn gp agyvestment choice decision

engine (i.e. a second decision engine) of the decision-assistance platform performs an

operation 238 for accessing investment performance information (e.g., risk, return, and other
structural and performance information), followed by the investment choice decision engine
performing an operation 240 for determining investment choices dependent upon the client’s
individual investment needs, desires and/or goals. Preferably, the respective decision engines
facilitate determining the performance selection and weighting factors, determining
investment effect parameters, and determining an objective scoring and ranking of available

investment choices without human intervention during the respective computation operations.

It is disclosed 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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investment index performance score for each of the comparison investment indices and an

operation 270 is performed for determining a corresponding composite investment index
performance score. The composite investment index performance score is a composite score
that represents an overall performance of all of the individual investment indices. These
individual and composite investment index performance scores are computed in the same
manner (i.e., using the same performance factors and the same performance factor
weightings) as is used in operations 262 and 264 described above. After determining the
various performance scores, the operation 220 (FIG. 2B) is performed for providing such
information for associated operations (e.g., for printing and/or displaying such periodic

performance information).

1t is contemplated that determining the composite investment index performance score
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score are depicted in view of correspondi ng
asset classes 301. In one exanple, the chart 300 is

These numeric scores, when used to sort the results of the scoring (e.g., from the
highest composite score to the lowest composite score), effectively and quantitatively
compare all investment choices with eacﬁ asset class (both chosen and unchosen) as well as
the relevant indices. The highest scoring and, therefore, the highest ranking of the choices
are those whose blended composite score (i.e., the score resulting from the blending of all of
the individually weighted performance factors used in the scoring process) indicate those
choices that the historic performance which most closely matches the investment
performance desired by the client for a particular asset class being evaluated (i.e., the

performance desired of that asset class, which was the reason for the inclusion of that asset

class in the portfolio).

It is disclosed herein that the investment indices may correspond to asset classes
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portfolio i tments in relation to individua
conp03|te i ndex components. The graphica
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Tl@é QIR.gf V\%Onm&eﬁgrda@rlg*é%ﬁl %ffgcrl %;tg %dg'eat sgllrnm%%?h%ﬁﬁqld Perfdifance,
using banpgraphs) to gepgmntg scoF;es resu?tmg from an assessment of the individual funds
comprising the portfolio as well as the portfolio as a whole. The chart 300 provides a means
for measuring overall portfolio performance, by comparing the “Composite Portfolio” score
(i.e., the bar adjacent to the term “Composite”) with the “Composite Index” score (i.e., the
triangle superimposed on the bar adjacent to the term Composite). As depicted, the
composite portfolio bar extends beyond the location of the composite index triangle. The
positive differential indicated that the Composite Portfolio is outperforming the Composite
Index in meeting stated performance goals. The chart 300 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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$100,000,000, 5% of the composite portfolio score 302 would be attributed to the composite
investment score of that manager. Furthermore, the same proportion of 5% would apply to
the manager’s relevant index score and the blending determination of the composite index

score.

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

functionally used as decision criteria) are selected, individual weightings can be assigned to
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are exanpl es of assessing such information and/ or

F?C?ajfldlepﬁts L %&5’ \ﬁ%vmase%ﬁlrr?lﬁ& o? \ﬁH—seg}n to{)ﬁg%iﬁn(e.g., bars

with different color segments) that each graphically represents a corresponding composite
score. The lengths of each multi-segment bar 327 is proportional to its corresponding
composite score 329 and, for comparison purposes, relative to all of the composite scores
shown. The various segments 330 of each bar 327 represent the relative performance of the
corresponding weighted performance criteria. The length of each segment 330 represents a
performance criteria’s weighted performance, as compared against a group of its peers within
the same asset class. Longer segments proportionally represent a larger impact on the
composite score. The order of the segments of each bar match the display order of the
performance criteria labels 331 (e.g., 5-year return) in the header section of the table 325.
However, in certain instances, a particular segment of a particular bar will not be depicted,
representing that a manager is either missing data for the corresponding performance criteria
or that a combination of minimal weighting and/or poor performance has cause that
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FIG 7 depicts a table 325 having a plurality of
mul ti-segnent bars 327 (e.g., bars with different
waeolsno®@egnment s) that each graphically represePtBUS2006/005475

correspondi ng conposite score. The | engths of each

mul ti.-se nt 327 .is _propertional to its .

performiite i T ve Bils3 20 bl PARE yPhRendifg cbipesits oo,
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shown. The various segnments 330 of each bar 327
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the 5-YdmrAverigehRetven degpémy innlteTabie 31245eofpEIG.07 imdicates roughly a 35%

) criteria |abels 331 (e.g., 5-year return) in the .
differendegig deneth ERYOTENG B¢ taebaEgh svhl%mv@}sgat?cﬂtocmea@#ereme in

i nst ticul e Leularn .
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rank wiftin W8 icfodp? ER¥Budel the! SrapiicdlOrepRRARALAN of HRrformance takes each’
correspondi ng conposite score. Relative performance of

performaee fasiteniais scaleiinty tens{deraion, ¢ ist wgefel {ori dommaging operformance of
maki ng i.nvest nent. deci si.ons),. i n ordance with the
perform{IfS (YA SR BuiskBE EAE' lated; ATRREE 5, Euldmipite between

managerk @hidbd iRntiBe®BRi19r nore points of reference. Relative
performance of decision criteria against all peers is

a first point of reference. For exanple, conparing the
| ength of the 5-Year Average Return segnments in the

Redive peiforafantd Gf thei petfsiatance lcaieghl ¥s at Iafaddi i eieeB6Mposite

in length favoring the top rated manager, which is,
performance ssprgtis e sesondpeindicffrefeeance iNerioapariengrifeda aightings are not
. . e 0 0 i . x
meniond VA hRekE e RIaREBrRFLOL RO ARL bl ke o

bears. ThisYie decAise tlagweighting assvaledes caoh perfafrmiahee @itefia is@pplied equally
criteria s_peers define this scale a

) ngd each o
to the grpit PloRqesh CHOWE YT ethP sV Agiines aswetiﬁ‘aﬁafgwﬁr@ﬂfnan?q fféferia directly
influencé Hétéﬂﬂiﬁht‘li"rsﬂ 4fthk %Bﬁltp%ﬁehécﬁret. Neor@k 2MBle, BS {hB8ength of all the
gr aphi ca at f

represen Ion of performance takes each
segments for the top manager shows that the majority of the weighting has been placed on the

5-Year Return and 5-Year Standard Deviation. For this example, 80% of the weighting is
placed on the combination of those two performance criteria, which means that on a
composite scoring scale of 0 to 10, these two performance criteria can add as much as 8
points to the composite score. Unlike the 5-Year performance criteria, the combined
weightings of the 3-Year Return and 3-Year Standard Deviation are only weighted at 17.5%,
which can add as much as 1.75 points to the composite score. The weighting assigned to
each performance criteria acts as a multiplier that defines the maximum impact that the
performance criteria can have one the composite score and also the maximum length of the
corresponding segment of the bar in Table 2. The effect of the weighting can be seen easily

by comparing the sizes of the 5-Year performance criteria to the 3-Year performance criteria.
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performance criteria's scale into consideration, it is

useful for conparing perfornmance of perfornance
wa@eoozaodosd scores qui ckly. Thus, |arge differenP@sUsI006/005475

performance between nanagers can be identified easily
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t wo performance criteria
somemspmcms to the conposite score. Unlike the 5-Year
performance criteria, the conbi ned wei ghtings of the
3-Year Return and 3-Year Standard Deviation are only
wei ghted at 17.5% which can add as nmuch as 1.75
Wi ghtings tage 'tnkié/idunii;y@sisigaeclsmdhe perfomanet fiton @43133&1 drdichte how
. each ncec teri ts as.a multipli t hat
much inflE e G ane AFRGHIF At PALGSS WER 5o BoHih ineteasing any one
performafifé FR%bds %ﬁgﬂﬁﬁgewﬁm 4 %ﬁ)lﬁ)ofw@ﬁﬂ $E aSERF R &mng\hég}eééaein the
maxi mum | engt h of the correspondi ng segment of "t he
weighting gssigiigidego zhe Phorfoee othof pqrﬁemmactg fﬂctqrg inc the greup.eéneffect the
the | zes
sum of a3 ¥ o ERIREI: WABNERES i Bin, Wi R shuays sum 1o 1009,

The samé ﬁ}bﬁl%lta HiGund 8f 4B pIf Clies waighaAROsipieatio e ferfdththtd S@teria 339
roach 335 for facilitating a performance assessnent
from whiph al ok iecherpEmaRactiagthes Hivihinde di scl osur es nade
herein. The wei ghti ng approach 335 depicts a manner in
whi ch a perfornmance assessnent of managers is

rforrred wi thin each of the asset classes and shows a
ok ey Varoyse periormmanee criteria 339 and performance factors 341

influence performance scores referred to herein. Specifically, each grouping of performance
scores has a direct effect on a performance score. Because a 50% weighting has been applied
to one of the performance criteria 339, that performance criteria will control 50% of a
performance scale (e.g., 5 points of the 10-point scale). The individual performance factors
341 subtending from each performance criteria 339 have an indirect affect upon the
performance score. That indirect affect is determined by multiplying the weight assigned to
that performance factor 341 and the weight of the performance criteria 339 from which it

subtends.
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characteristics and performance criteria that have

been used. The nulti-segnent vertical bar 337 depicts
wa2grampsng of performance criteria 339 used i PCT/082006/005475
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performance factors 341 influence perfornance scores

referred to herein. Specifically, each grouping of
performance scores has a direct effect on a

PEESHRMBBGEt0RC e theBERMHEE ¢F BR%¥E At &&Qesg@&i *21%&131 to the
applied to one of the performance criteria th
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mformanﬁﬁ)a 1§6rgo(am%nper %?énagﬁcaé‘% %o?n;do 3%%[ bt &l %%@’CP A fhe tree 350.
As depiceatin PEGS 8B 1HIIaS LA ised pareBSHadionedeatd TFasior @ i(i.&f h @6fld class
That indirect affect is

é&sn the gerforrmnce scor e.
node to “Glass Ady hebi isisetha ehildl glasgnedectonilanstl d5e4 ghecprren dlasamode of
‘Class 1/0§2H8" h
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nodes of %amsc depi ct an enbodi ment of a hierarchical
wei ghtings structure that

Classes are a group of performance factors or some combination of performance
factors and classes. Only classes may .be parent class nodes, but they can also be child class
nodes or sibling class nodes. Factors may never be parent class nodes, and may only be child
class nodes or sibling class nodes. Nodes on the same hierarchal level that are assigned to the
same parent class node, will add up to 100%. Or, if they do not add to 100%, they are
reduced to sum up to 100% while maintaining the weighting relationship between the
assigned performance factors and classes. The performance factors that are assigned to
classes are typically similar or share some common theme. The purpose of the classes is to
have a way to influence the relative weightings of all the subtending classes and performance

factors that have a relationship to a parent class.
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represents an approach for utilizing the weightings

for determ ning performance scores. In effect, the
wowioghodongy structure depicted in FIGS. 8B and BCI/asmo6/005475

t he meighting approach 330 depicted in FIG 8A
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' n&@%& nrb?fc? @Zir g?@'éﬁé{wa st ealpdated dasedon shetreaklvf‘ewelghtmgs
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weight i ig 1Ruﬂ pgleg%a&F% mtu glg)trngé Rag?nt ?,o\%llli} hF p{qduges thg actual weight
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cl ass node to 'Cass V (i t he parent cl ass node of
350 to thedpwess noodes inghel tl‘le@, hesause éheoihthg vdigly of pergat ¢loss regles rrequired

to calcu],JitE| tgg gcﬁu% ?%?g&k été chgﬁfgn glh gr_ 2 g 8&%38?%8? n’iﬁ% 8ctugl weightings

are therf appREG (O irBeBEneRO Nfirfoathiie @htaded I @MERRE & fc@ﬁ{aqmdﬂigd factor
cl asses. Only classes nmay be parent cl ass nodes,

performanige SCOER af kese badpndyal faftas Peommancs: seares jary ﬂeqnaegmbmed to
ver be parent class nodes, and
produce Qeglﬁgrﬁléa;% }%Bﬁ[}%y Plee

ass nodes or sibling class nodes.
Nodes on the sane hierarchal |evel that are assigned
to the sanme parent class node, will add up to 100%
O, if they do not add to 100% they are reduced to
sumup to 100% whi | e mai ntaining the weighting
Usigg lf]jlgmcphl@al pesighting stijeture 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 investment 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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assi gned performance factors and cl asses. The
performance factors that are assigned to classes are

wo yraedoby simlar or share some conmon theme. PATES2006/005475
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Usi ng a hierarchical weighting structure is
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scoring apd adnkatg 0., ajuapuﬁlcfamon}mﬁ mvbmtment clvmbemmpltatganvﬁmbmmy as
f.erent .scori n et hods. {or exanple, t ho%h such

disclosed egif ), T SHEIR IS RE Al &) SRESIOTh ar TR rRIBL s e efined

herein to@B&mprise the performance criteria decision engine 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
embodiment, separate client information and document layout information databases are
provided. Information (e.g., rules) upon which the decision assistance platform 402 is

dependent for carrying out performance criteria decision functionality as disclosed herein is
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document assenbly engine 412. The perfornance criteéria

on a conyeei edmaputengi ne 408 is an exanple of a nmeans for
carrying out performance wei ghting factor conputation
functionality as disclosed herein. Such conputation of
per f or mance vvelﬁghtl ng factors may include information
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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.

Referring now to computer readable medium in accordance with embodiments of the
inventive disclosures made herein, methods as disclosed herein are tangibly embodied by
computer readable medium having instructions thereon for carrying out such methods. In one
specific example, instructions are provided for carrying out the various operations of the
method 100 depicted in FIGS. 2A and 2B for facilitating financial consulting services. The
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for provi‘(ﬁﬁg MitilGy Qhtth® héRT B 06RNTRdihle hnd rél§ddntiaPlending, venture capital
functionality as disclosed herein ismaintaine in the

funding, dansssnent bpniting Auvicesn Herthareeee, 411is contamplated thehsughanethods and
systems \é\igaale claﬁflg?r%& Jor Rr/ﬁ%l'n%h@ﬂgtg &gﬁé : anﬁérﬁlces Specifically,

or car

embodin®@ReP bf athé odecisisichdsideaice t Matformne . funétfonlamyeﬁism%@éd herein may be
choi ces) as disclosed herein is maintained in the
applied ip appli¢ations okbgr flaflrfm«?e@al servicstat Refail gpoayngiee applications, market

research L{Hg)?l{:%ﬂs 24 epe % Pﬁlﬁ&%‘&hsc" eI Ss%ﬁ};@egcgnd raw material

orm4 carryi out docunen
procurenmne peer axtaimpidsoaft poh pplfcations thereadn dbyjeas/edind ainbiseld scoring and

h ' th I t f L
i SR TS, et SRR s, e

dlfferenceé §191|09§ Aol th‘dhﬂnﬁ*ﬁé quéﬂﬂlfﬁ:ﬁ) heR8bnE BHRSEhI R aQ:fhent s (or
he i nventi ve di scl osures made herein, the decision
consumeas)s iigdizidyel pb@ctSf @onls401/p1s dagitesa pp¢wé¢d:: bly| thedderisio-assistance

platform FORY onaﬂy ate useful.

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

providing the financial information.
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system Rather, in such at |east one enbodi nent, the

deci si on assistance platform 402 is a functional
w@b@vfiagore conpri sed by functionality inparted BCTOSH0&005475

plurality of systens or system conponents (e.g.,

GsERds acatlnat Aoty SmPoc enly GoPs Sofbrfaf Sl Tostags made herein

and systsi ToRALBLE E@In&a‘irﬁﬁg;f)ﬁtgsiﬂlbﬁ GndtRédsl prBIdE itABtelUWeRNisors having access
functionality may be or may not be |ocated at a conmon

to such methadsot.ca iﬁaﬁyd@um ad,‘dﬁorp)gsqi@ea cmop;iqjmport arrangement
i R4S, b FAUBREY, 5 S, b, 590

enables theeafflBsteditARtcdSad iR € adVisd Tiinchd?s andps ic6esliffate solutions to
) si ngl e deci sion engine,&egg., a single data processing
their negslso guisRyTcaRs g aespansibility £ Progugt rgeaieh. epmparpibye pesRSsment,
implemeg{atibn .earfcfJ g ﬁi&@i@h.’ tyrh(?; thn e4Q§tso§1Qid§n¥ﬁ%%tﬁﬁmcre%tbg' gignificant
ecl sion engi ne 410 ‘and a docunent assenbly engi ne

efficiencit} 2nd llows affdiasdirestedadiistys ® derlscafinenbginamprto gieating with
running on a suijtabl e data processing s%stem ..

and advisipg etiaplienty) Whigh 1§ (e W8 BPOTane Fdnkast difg) oft (g time. It

eliminatéshlgne%d t%”re%é}vﬁ_gefnﬁe Bvaf RO IbEEkeHE CinSilrAeC AN AhdbtAftdproduct
a docunent assenbly endine 412 via a single data

salespeople palészing ghe atfijiated tristedadiib@rtoaxtiphdarga portigl ef revenues that

deci.si on, engi ne is fashioned to include varioys

they have FREDRAIL OO REH AR HOPSALRS S FSOt. al | or
a portion of the functionality of the 408, an
i nvest nent choi ce deci sion engi ne 410 and a docunent

assenbly engine 412. Referring nowto c uter . .
FREBRTEIRNT, TP i Ich Sty Babreerianten Vi hsBRETYSs Of thepjgventive

disclosurb W4l | Neeifll 56! RSLINES tHBRRIrRS "L himbER bh Ghlse@gly important and
di scl osed herein are tangi bly enbodi ed by conput er

troublingr endlathat beghi aonsumers ragd i prefiessional edyiseryefiman afeopow facing. The
.__carryi.ng out suc thods.. I n. one. .specific exanpl.e

growing FEOF P i lands 6 nPMR cloiet s PR A s e BERARy gng stress

among cBERS ahd GRéir allvitdie (N8} B Lfvideds civatk tohdth @rem JAal@nBiformed
2B for facilitating financial consulting services,

decisionsTwigh Frgerd fetnredust pelsction), apd ésiwrrspeng thernged for unbiased, trustworthy

i 95 R3S b SO RO P e nd
complexivy of indbrniion rapoutthent cntiwgesepoy, mehy jnvestomsnsimply do not have
the time tg)gl%%%éq%tg S@\gve g?aq?albg gﬁ%(y.lé%egt’rt é? c}lilcr)]ll:és a%, l;n?c lgs?scllla%}n%nthe 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 increasingly voluminous and complex information about
such choices — consumers increasingly need help in objectively analyzing the universe of
available investment choices in order to feel secure that they have done “the best” for
themselves and their families. Embodiments of the inventive disclosures made herein
provide solution to increasingly broad needs for objective, trustworthy advice. The

significance of this solution will continue to grow in parallel with the growth and
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di skette, a conpact disk, a tape cartridge, etc) or
bot h. Exanpl es of conputer readable nediuminclude a
weergpaedoedi sk or a hard drive, which has i nageRCT/H82006005475
a conputer progran1for carrying out financi al
accor dance

I | )
develop Rt AF SEPWIEER RS bR Yarld) BEERLEERCE Mitih  proper

methododbdibg) UedinihBE tebha6logTaDRodl§ amat ii.(p%oﬁn ArSNat&Fsted advisors who
accordance with enbodi nents of e I nventive

already gpspessothar exsatesiddegier of rlival Eugewi! heeatnttogsucprssiuflyy meet this

-' i ' [ e t
expandn%% ﬁ%(éé%&%?é{g& ?ﬁgl{é @]S%ﬁtrhé l&% cfssb(}%ldrﬁi(}\é ascf\?ge with relslgect to financial
productsconf i gured specifically for prOV|d|ng utility in the
areas of commercial and residential |ending, venture
capital funding, investnent banking services.
Furthernmore, it is contenplated that such nethods and
Is th¢ presedinyg dbriled Iﬁfechiptled fefisreeovisdberg 1didd ot the Reysnphnying

financi al service ecifically, enbodi ments _of the
drawingg) dhat Jpi 2.8t eEeo earrslo Ht Pich agrdorgnby iway off lusisation specific
embodinéh€ i B ﬁR’ehﬂI&g ag' l?aog{acﬁ@éd Ot Qﬁ'ﬂ) its, and certain
I nanci al services i conmer ce appl |
variants therécd! havestean aieserﬂ;@ldl inasuffirient detaileto erablzuthose skllled in the art to

. icatio datin ser i ces and er] al
practice feaysidioandt 18 e iRl R0 e SHen uiihs SRPpEni R be ilized
and that @&g@gtm&@mﬁw um) bﬁé@féaﬁaﬁhgéhgmay @e '&ﬁ’zf&é' Wihéd %@gr Segtfrom the

avai |l abl e choices (i.e., hin any univ
spirit or @cmpc @é the inventionf fHor emgleaﬁmnctgortah b}nclm shdwmmythb égures could be

nti,fi nctionalit consistent wWwth a cl
ot BBy o ER bR G morayi RO e Bk P g & Seofe o the
inventiosle Jiol £%id @ﬁ&‘ééﬁﬁ@ &tail,NAe desehiption vasifs SrANE MifeindHiba Kiown to
functionality are useful. The inventive disclosures

those skikigdldn e aiit-n The| Rieeeding defeilad deseripliprs isn ghezefare, not intended to be
limited t§ gtghzél‘ﬂgé%@ goﬁﬁ{ gét%n%th g%%&eﬂ ?@?8 ﬂ?eh eoq]ilﬂllﬁwqpls 1gt%nded to cover such

altemaﬂVHsSﬁiodﬁ’in‘.ﬁ&Snsl,Tad& ehaivalentsaae cap bé irgisoRsbly dhcledsdbwithi@ the spirit
? tltatlvel¥ ranked i nvestnent choices to be offered
and SCOPFB ejapRendeh\Flaimsst ed advisers (e.g., attorneys,
| awyers, siblings, community bankers, and the |ike)
who are not necessarily professionals within the
traditional financial
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services industry. The trusted advisor is thus arned
with the knowl edge to coordinate all of their clients'
wo povanedoad servi ces needs, not as product sal eBEEURL086/005475
but in their traditional role as the providers of
i ndependent advice. In doing so, the client is
rovided with an increased |l evel of trust with respect

WHAT {5 GIReIMERRHG al i nf or mati on ‘bei ng provi ded and the

person providing the financial informtion.Methods in

accordance wi th enbodi nents of the inventive

di scl osures nmade herein and system configured for

carryi ng out such nethods provide trusted advisors

Ihaditagthad.comprisipgsuch met hods (i.e., affiliated

ar  arperantng RePlectoh b b ARE LR B ARRE it indissor

The propr icetesponde € s r3peabsiinieaninent pF ah ivfesing@pbelio;
the affiliated trusted advisors to advise their

cl i edeETRITING & CeRpPHicaYesiBeItindaRerfoasmaneg scorredapsndent upon
out sour ci ng;{ihgickespgnsi bility of product research,

conpar ati ve assessment, inplenentation and

acquiassessing theihvestmentcpoetfolid dependem gpsoh thecdomtipsite Gnestment
significant efficiencies and allows affiliated trusted
advi sors tBIGRRS ABETPHe their time to meeting with

and advising their clients, which is the nost

i mportant and best use of their tinme. It elimnates

t need to.refer clJients away ta brokers, .insurance
2a3§1aﬁ @?&gﬁ&f Blaa ! ‘ﬁledamccfét%av g HisAoEnpPosite Giepignanhmdex score
af fhbhuliad Estnbinihgsafd iRkS &peh et fb&h Briftria i eQPni

o# revenueslﬁﬁgf tﬁey havémir%dikion%?Ff%%g?g$?ggk§g%§gﬂw
t onyestmeniruitdolég. agent s and sal espeopl e. Furt her nore,

nmet hods and systens in accordance with enbodi nents of

the inventive disclosures nade herein are designed to

address a nunber of increasingly inportant and
3t rthebongthgd ©Of elatis 1twiztreibgletermonsgithercompoditpinvtsaenoindex

advi sory firmns .are now facing.. Th row ng conpl exity

o RETDERCesF Ot B RGR Somiigig S edige depepden REpR adhaly

UngREitaindloy figddld witHis fe iaVEREef! goRifdlfo.and their

advisors (i.e., those individuals trying to help them

make i nfornmed decisions with regard to product

sel ection), and is increasing the need for unbiased,
41 rEfLMSRbABE Adith ¢ Srurier sdiprighige of avai | abl e choi ces

continues to proliferate and as the vol une and
determining a composite investment performance score, wherein assessing the

investment portfolio includes assessing the composite investment
performance score dependent upon the composite investment index

performance score.

5. The method of claim 1, further comprising:
determining a plurality of investment performance scores, wherein each one of
said investment performance scores corresponds to a respective
investment of the investment portfolio;
determining a plurality of investment index performance scores, wherein each
one of said investment index performance scores corresponds to a

respective investment index and wherein the respective investment
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conpl exity of information about them continues to
grow, many investors sinply do not have the tine to
whewarasoknowl edgeabl e about what their choi cesPEr/@$2006/005475
much | ess having the tine and the ability to
confidently choose fromanong them L essence, many
i nvest ors HleKEAFESPOREY to 2 respedtive ope of saifl invgstanent pérformance
ability to gﬁeéghﬁ to discern what is truly "best" for
themand their famlies relative to investment
choi cesessilg énchape of yaié kpasheng patemsmict ecaaes dependent upon a
i ncreasingly diverse array of financial products and
service ch&fPediveieRh Faidaavesimpsyt dadex fepfopmpnesiSARRGS:
and conpl ex informati on about such choices - consuners
i ncreasingly need help in objectively analyzing t he
uni verse of avail able investnent choices in order to
feel secure that they have done "the best" for
t hensel ves and their famlies. Enbodinments of the
i nventive disclosures nade herein provide solution to
i ncreasingly broad needs for objective, trustworthy
advi ce. The significance of this solution wll
continue to grow in parallel with the growth
anddevel opnent of the know edge-based econony and
e-commerce. Wth 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,
obj ective advice with respect to financial products.
In the preceding detail ed description, reference has
been made to the acconpanying drawings that forma
part hereof, and in which are shown by way of
illustration specific enbodinents in which the
i nvention may be practiced. These enbodi ments, and
certain variants thereof, have been described in
sufficient detail to enable those skilled in the art
to practice the invention. It is to be understood that
ot her suitable enbodi nents nay be utilized and that
| ogi cal, nechanical and electrical changes may be nade
W t hout departing fromthe spirit or scope of the
i nvention. For exanple, functional blocks shown in the
figures could be
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further conbined or divided in any manner w thout
departing fromthe spirit or scope of the invention.
waoooanaioso unnecessary detail, the descripti on POT/US2006/005475
certain informati on known to those skilled in the art.
The preceding detail ed description is, therefore, not
intended to be limted to the specific forns set forth
herein, but on the contrary, it is intended to cover
6 udhmathipdy coatprisisg: nodi fi cati ons, and equi val ents, as

can be reasonably i.ncluded within the spirit and .scope

of t FEEREREAP el 1Yga e PetaRits?|oeores, wigrein ath one of
et hod, cofpd inveffhentiSdrfirilaRbd et oRescle8sdnde o Atespective

i ndi ces, wherein each one of said indices corresponds

to a respeavesmeniafantinegstmentt portfoliniest ment portfolio;

deterpmining a c ite investnent index perfornance .
Soor iR AT RAN LA R adle R PRT Phiein cach
i nvest ment oROsftshidl inOesHRBRIAGIK paHifhahfscORIFRBEEEPONdS to 2

I nvest nent i ndex performance score. 2. The nethod of

cl ai m 1 whigppacHvelavestment ingex ped pibaiess theaespsgievs inseptment

i ndex scorg i i .sai d indi ¢

upon cr 1 ¢ e EortHBSaG PRl bl S RE PR kfmance
portfolio.scdresThel nethod of claim1 wherein

determ ning the conposite investnent index perfornmance
scor easpesemggach e 53idhig veshmgnt prafarangraisersg dgpengsaiiipon a

act ual a'H%%&khQQﬁn@B%%%Pﬂée%%kH{Rféﬂe i nvest nent

portfolio. he net of clarm furt her
conprising: determning a conposite investnent
performance score, wherein assessing the investnent

ROThE Blekidhd SRS Aaasstfishile composite fnvestment
pertormance score ‘dependent up6n the conposite
I nvestemantiningdexmposite investment performance score;
determining a composite investment index performance score; and
assessing the composite investment performance score dependent upon the

composite investment index performance score.

8. The method of claim 7 wherein determining the composite investment index
performance score includes combining the respective investment index indices

dependent upon actual allocations of funds within the investment portfolio.

9. The method of claim 6 wherein determining said portfolio investment scores
includes combining said indices dependent upon actual allocations of funds within

the investment portfolio.
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performance score. 5. The nmethod of claim11, further

conprising: determning a plurality of investnent
w@eoo7asgeence scores, wherein each one of sai d PCT/US2006/005475

i nvest ment performance scores corresponds to a

respective investnment of the investnent portfolio;

determning a plurality of investnent index

per f ormance scores, wherein each one of said

Iinvemttmeds campussingder f or mance scores corresponds to a

respective .invest t index an erei.n the respectiye
| Pves TR R4S 6T Pasyorrseaing Pouliersd iptn of an
sai d i nveshiBheNIi@slEINGa scores; and assessing each
one of said investnent perfornmance scores dependent

upon Rerfossjnedt ¢arepasiieveqferfomnangernsesssamenit betwiermdhe allocated

per f or mance aores. 6. A h C riqi.ng:

determ ni RBV%%IBF&&&&%R}M%EX ??ﬁb%ﬁ@?teaé’?‘%ém@mmmd by
scores, Whhe atsat €laggh one of said investnment

per formance scores corresponds to a respective

i nvestnent of an investnent portfolio; determning a
plurality of investnment index performnce scores,

MhERE hRtIRAGT chiid 10f wharki@: | nvest nent i ndex performance
scores corresponds to a respective investnent index

and whiskdaterminiag passbelessey i dapeedantinen itrgask one of performance
correspon dc?itér?a %g@ﬁx%iglggtdeﬁgeg Hﬁe?t‘;ne%?ﬁ%%iﬁ 1 $1t‘r%na§{<])t8, filters

per f or mancé Scor assessing eac

I nvest mentcopfipiired fanetinsigan et enelacteatinfép@atién and process
respective one of said investnent index. 7. The nethod
of cl ai m @DSUFUSHPRRr conprising: determning a

conposite investnent perfornance score;

12. The method of claim 11 wherein performing the comparative performance
assessment include:
determining a collection of indices, wherein each one of said indices
corresponds to a respective allocated investment of the investment
portfolio;
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

said indices.

13. The method of claim 12 wherein performing the comparative performance
assessment includes assessing the investment portfolio dependent upon the

composite investment index performance score.

14. The method of claim 12 wherein determining the composite investment index
performance score includes combining said indices dependent upon actual

allocations of funds within the investment portfolio.
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determi ning a conposite investnent index perfornmance
score; and assessing the conposite investnent

w@eoo7aoqmence score dependent upon the conposi t BCT/US2006/005475
i nvest ment index performance score. 8. The nethod of

15 T S B TR Do

r esgeshénténdlodedst ment i ndex i ndi ces dependent upon
actual allocations of funds within the investnent
por t SRPIRNINg a CoRPOSHE HYGSBICE PEHfPRIEANGH 87Q8¢sr7nd
det er mi ni . ‘. o ; .
corbrarulin® ShilpBle ek AR SERRpeldal UbiFthe
al | ocat i obeampésiteumckstmernt indext feeformemnsst steret
portfolio.10. A nethod, conprising: determning an
asset class corresponding to an all ocated i nvest nent
of an investnent portfolio; and perfornming a

16 drmeanathod ef ¢laimi 0 whoertn pas@sinetite doaipaesivetpesformance
al l ocated i qv stment and a plurality of non-allocated
i VST fRe V‘%ﬁ'r esented by the asset class. 11. The
et h . . =Y . o :
ol a0 e R Sl R B cacty one of
criteri a, saiéimlesimegs perfiefnaneel s¢anesecrirrespondd 40 asespective

information, fil fi d fini
| vest nentsnsab el fi ot RomiBionr ocens
i nst Héi&tniliﬁﬁ%-a Pldralify6f iPétREntThdsHd SirfBrihn ¥ RbRIsNwherein each

perform ng e conparative performance assessnent
i ncl ude: deg el seidhinMestaenivinder perérTMENCe SRMISCOTTCHPRAStga

R T R N S

index corresponds to a respective one of said portfolio performance

scores; and
assessing each one of said investment performance scores dependent upon a

respective one of said investment index performance scores.

17. The method of claim 10 wherein performing the comparative performance
assessment includes:
determining a composite investment performance score;
determining a composite investment index performance score; and
assessing the composite portfolio performance score dependent upon the

composite investment index performance score.

18. The method of claim 17 wherein:
determining the composite investment index performance score includes
combining the respective investment index indices dependent upon

actual allocations of funds within the invest.
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portfolio; determning a conposite investnment index

performance score dependent upon said indices. 13. The
waoredohagkoed cl aim 12 wherein perform ng the conper/asione005475

performance assessnent includes assessing the

i nvestment portfolio dependent upon the conposite

i nvest nent i ndex performance score. 14. The net hod of

claim12 wherein determ ning the conposite investnent

1P ndleystpey fonprisiigee scor e i ncl udes conbi ni ng sai d

i ndi ces dependent upan act.ual allocations of funds

Wi t hiahlse?ﬁ Fﬁé?ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁlnégﬁ’??ﬂ i 0.15. The method of

cl ai MdAcHbiRRbGEPMIE By Mid gt fehst 0ne ARAMRbNEng device; and
perfornmance assessnent” includes: determning a

conpes apparatny &smmwhichseidiipstiotions srwacesssibitbnsd sleasy one

t he corrpo?ite I nvest nent performance score dependent
upon the 8%53??%“? VB nent i ndex per f or mance score.

16. Therdi®tthsaucEbm dfe t6hiifvesEfon eRailingsaidd 1é43€one data
conpar ati ve performance assessnent incl udes:

det er mi ni PEpcassmaideriea tp fasilifaigiest nent per f or mance
scores, wher el r&e&%ﬂﬁf@& cglflec dh %f ﬁxﬂl‘f&%t \Qﬁ%}%ilnveeach one of said

performance scores corresponds to a reépe

i nvest nent of the i nudisés@iiespaidsiio®hirespectbletinmisanag of an
plurality of investnent index gerfornance scores,
wherei n each one of BYSHSHPEEIYHYt i ndex perfor mance

scores correspops,ffind, E&%p@éifei i}{%ﬁﬂ&?ﬁ%{%%ﬂo%ﬁ%ce score

and wherein the respective 1 nvestnent
corresponds to a reskepaidencupmesast indiwest qadrtfol i o
per f ormance scores;, arhd . .

assessing the investment portfolio dependent upon the

composite investment index performance score.

20. The system of claim 19 wherein determining the composite investment index
score includes combining said indices dependent upon criteria utilized for

designing the investment portfolio.

21. The system of claim 19 wherein determining the composite investment index
performance score includes combining said indices dependent upon actual

allocations of funds within the investment portfolio.

22. The system of claim 19 wherein said instructions are further configured for
enabling said at least one data processing device to facilitate
determining a composite investment performance score, wherein assessing the
investment portfolio includes assessing the composite investment
performance score dependent upon the composite investment index

performance score.
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assessi ng each one of said investnment performance
scores dependent upon a respective one of said
w0 poogaogeemt | ndex performance scores. 17. The PE/OSm0EH05475

clai m 10 wherein perform ng the conparative
:ggrfornance assessnent includes: determning a

pe systam phglaiin A nvheseipsaidiastieistiepoie cogigwedor angbling said
co nce score; and
e DB e L R e L rance acor e
depeniéetninipga ;ﬂkahqupﬁseshﬁent peefotmant se¢erdeXwherein each one of
per f or mance, score r{he nmet hod of claim 17 wherejn:

det er ni ni rigid %%eﬁgﬁﬁb@?‘gnPHW§§Pﬁ§ﬁP“PﬂH@ s et FesPeRiE e
score 'nC|H@%%3&&ﬂ91ﬂéﬁﬁe&HEnf 354ve i nvest ment

i ndex i ndi epen&ent upon actual allocations of

f undsdewsiriing & Ip@rahky&ﬁhnmnn«#nt sydeeperfonpapeissomes, whdrein each
| east one dat r.QC vi ce, instructions

br o0 eseab| ety SEHR SEmP S S R A Otes CORAgponds to a
devi ce; andy R APRAEAIEA frde M ivhBrefPing rédpettiwCinh Stsent
are accessible by said at | east one data processing

devi ce; whades eorsspandsrigtaresperibyesongrad seishihveptment fesformance
enabling said at Jeast one data processing device to
facilitaté“d8t%mining a collection of indices,

wher gisgbsSas Badhénedf sl ﬂvémwﬁ&m&ﬁfe%@ﬂféﬁ dfendent upon a
respective investnment of an investment portfolio;

det er m ni HgspecE PPl said wegm@wd@ha@%rg@mwm e
score dependent upon said indices; and
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assessing the investnent portfolio dependent upon the
conposite investnent index performance score. 20. The
waymwamoed cl aim 19 wherein deternmining the coPQDES1086/005475

i nvestment index score includes conbining said indices
dependent upon criteria utilized for designing the

i nvestnent portfolio. 21. The system of claim 19

wherein determ ning the conposite investnment index

DEA OsPRNCRnRRI: | ncl udes conbi ning said indices
deperident” upon actual allocations of funds within the

i nvesatriedst opodatd pracessimpdevitee syst em of cl ai m 19

. wher ei e : . Fioeh . _
enabl PRgTeisha bR U AR de B B SRRE A A
faci | it gparaes oM which) sad ¢astiRotbistare BMRSSBRMy said at least one

per formance score, wherein assessing the investnent
portfol i o f#epigessingdedesing t he conposite invest ment

perfao , ent . Iyt
rvest TN RaaetpRRE B ot o reE AR SAN P caet ape dar
claim 19 wheraksimgskiviteitt $dcilitatet ons are confi gured for

enabling said at | east one data processing device to
facilitate: detFERPHG HPIpralihah nyessmentReskormange scores,

performance scores, WRELS) BacBanB of Qﬁd%v&?ﬁ{l%lt gerformance

i nvest nent performance scores correspon
respective i nvest mensconés ¢comesponds$o aeespeqioetihedstroent of an

determ ning a plurality of investnent index
per f or mance scores, WYé?tg?eﬂtB%fﬁ?LBne of said

i nvest ment ' nde&et&%ﬁiﬁﬂ{g afaligFor iﬁﬁes%ﬂéﬁt%@é%@ﬂe?f&rﬂ)aﬁce
respective investnment i'ndex and wherein the respective

i nvest ment i ndex cor saosgsomlisreimeashrops o€ saifd vevestmend index
sai d invest nent perforr?ance scores; and .
jperformarnce scores corresponds to a respective
investment index and wherein the respective investment
index corresponds 1o a respective one of said investment
performance scores; and
assessing each one of said investment performance scores
‘ dependent upon a respective one of said investment

index.

25. The system of claim 24 wherein said instructions are configured for enabling said
at least one data processing device to facilitate:
determining a composite investment performance score;
determining a composite investment index performance score; and
assessing the composite investment performance score dependent upon the

composite investment index performance score.

26. The system of claim 25 wherein determining the composite investment index
performance score includes combining the respective investment index indices

dependent upon actual allocations of funds within the investment portfolio.
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assessi ng each one of said investnment performance
scores dependent upon a respective one of said
WO pvedosment | ndex perfornmance scores. 24. A SySPENS2006/005475
conprising: at |east one data processing device;
i nstructions processable by said at | east one data

Bf-ohesyptam ofclaipr24 wherelhdaigrpuning saidpasiolipinygstaigngscores
| NShLHELS c%ﬂ‘gaiﬁ'iﬁg sﬂlﬁ&ﬁ&éé@&c%eﬁ’deg? ﬁh@]} Qétu%leaﬁ%at%g of Alifds within
processi ng devi e, erein‘sald rhstructions are

corthé¢ fnveschehoporefodibl i ng sai d at | east one data
processing device to facilitate: determning a
plurality of investment performance scores, wherein
each one of said investnent perfornmance scores
corresponds to a respective investnent of an

i nvestnent portfolio; determning a plurality of

i nvest ment index performance scores, wherein each one
of said investnent index perfornmance scores

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

scores; and assessi ng each one of said investnent
performance scores dependent upon a respective one of
said i nvestnent index. 25. The system of claim?24
wherein said instructions are configured for enabling
said at | east one data processing device to

facilitate:
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determi ning a conposite investnent performnce score;

determ ning a conposite investnent index performnce
wa@earageoand assessi ng the conposite i nvest nent PCT/US2006/005475

performance score dependent upon the conposite

Invest ment index performance score. 26. The system of

claim25 wherein determ ning the conposite investnent

i ndex performance score includes conbining the

28edpyseinveompigsgnent i ndex i ndi ces dependent upon

actual . al |l ocaion f.f W thin the investnent

port fak)}ela%t_o?e ({?kaeprz’flés)sflenl%tﬁé?i%& aim 24 wherein

det efEtichgnsSiiotesaatle bolshid at RusiineRlata 516o¢sehgidaeico il
conbi ni ng sai d i ndices dependent upon act ual ]
al | o@BEpRatusiiromy Hdichaidhingtregiions Ateeaccagsiile by said at least one

portfolio. § . conprising: at |east one data
&Pcéesxﬁxﬁgedé‘m%

processi ng nstructi ons processable by said at

| eastwhersin daidanpruediess i Gonligtired forandblany eipariedstsne data
fromwhich said instructjons are accessible by said at
| east one PHRGESSIPE de W flgcigAl'ce; wherein said

i nstructions ar&l&gﬁﬁgg%g&efa %Sg“fb??tg c%lgiiﬁ%ﬂo%naillolcﬁéét

one data processing iceto et erm ni ng
an asset class corr aapestbmgpftan iavesahéragattéeio; and

i nvestnent of an jnvestnent portfoljio; and performn

& compar at i ve FEFIOBPHET OTRAEHLE REFOTDRRRASTESP RNt betieen the
al I ocated i nvest mentapiagked iRestiiint hitd Q‘i)ld?ﬁlﬁy%k hesali6shted &
- investnents represented by the asset clasS. 29. The
system of cl ai m 18 vinzestinents sepresettetddryrtheassgt classet

cl asses i s dependent upon at | east one performance

criteria, weightings, defined investnent dataset

information, filters
29. The system of claim 18 wherein:

said determining asset classes is dependent upon at least one performance
criteria, weightings, defined investment dataset information, filters
configured for refining investment dataset information and process

instructions.

30. The system of claim 29 wherein performing the comparative performance
assessment include:
determining a collection of indices, wherein each one of said indices
corresponds to a respective allocated investment of the investment
portfolio;
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

said indices.

31. The system of claim 30 wherein performing the comparative performance
assessment includes assessing the investment portfolio dependent upon the

composite investment index performance score.
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configured for refining investnent dataset information
and process instructions. 30. The system of claim 29

wok@raodeper f ormi ng the conparative perfor mancBCT/US2006/005475
assessnent include: determ ning a collection of

ndi ces, wherein_each one of said indices correspond
g RlspLek 15 2 PYCITL e PR giE R OmPoRIsanT S5 BET g
PYelfoinhfce $BkeShBlubbd\EbiRbiaMBRAR ihBickIGehAB i upbh dénsal
pertformance score dependent "upon said indices. 31. The
syadloeatiasts of [ferds Bithinttks mivestment portfolig t he conparati ve
perf ormance assessnent includes assessing the

i nvestment portfolio dependent upon the conposite

i nvest ment index performance score.32. The system of
33) HiemyS@mubicrlaim3@wherein pérfayntibgtheaopypsiative patfesnansat

i ndex ertorngnge score includes conbining said

i FPEILCHIBENEEt upon actual allocations of funds

W t hidBtetfimindy 8SthpBiie iR@Isth&tiperfodRancRoreysieem of
claim 30 wherein perform ng the conparative

per f esspesieRthgsompopitninveHmentessforaenes sepr ¢rpendent upon the
conposite |j ‘ . e, d assessing
s e el

t he conposi I nve
upon the conposite investnent index perfornmance score.

34. The system of claim 28 wherein performng the
rativ f n S %ei cl ;
oG 851 2 SRR BRI R o BBatFE pertmonce
S RERSmeninclades: each one of said i nvestnent
performance scores corresponds to a respective :
determining a plurality of investment performance scores, wherein each one of
said investment performance scores corresponds to a respective
investment of the investment portfolio;
determining a plurality of investment index performance scores, wherein each
one of said investment index performance scores corresponds to a
respective investment index and wherein the respective investment
index corresponds to a respective one of said portfolio performance
scores; and

assessing each one of said investment performance scores dependent upon a

respective one of said investment index performance scores.

35. The system of claim 28 wherein performing the comparative performance
assessment includes:
determining a composite investment performance score;
determining a composite investment index performance score; and
assessing the composite portfolio performance score dependent upon the

composite investment index performance score.

36. The system of claim 35 wherein:
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i nvestment of the investnment portfolio; determning a

plurality of investnent index perfornmance scores,
wobk@raodgeeeach one of said investnment index perPOT/IBI0€005475

scores corresponds to a respective investnent index

and wherein the respectjve investnent .i ndex

cor r E8{sEMENng (e LoPPOpk iV MsARINGEX BEFTRIIRFE fesire icludes
per f or MNceBaRhE the RERATSEI SRR HifcR dep@idnt upon
i nvest ment perfofnmance scores dependent upon a

r espect i veacwakalbfcatansofi fnndswitkintthe imvest. per f or mance
scores. 35. The system of claim 28 wherein performng
t he conparative performnce assessnent includes:
determi ning a conposite investnent performnce score;
determi ning a conposite investnent index perfornmance
score; and assessing the conposite portfolio
performance score dependent upon the conposite

i nvest ment index performance score. 36. The system of
cl ai m 35 wherei n:determ ning the conposite investnent

i ndex performance score includes conbining the
respective investnment index indices dependent upon
actual allocations of funds within the invest.
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