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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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side of the continuum.

Tn an environment with ever-growing numbers of financial products (e.g., over 13,000
mutual funds and thousands of insurance products), coﬁsumers 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 . SUMVARY OF THE DI SCLOSURE I n accordance with
one enbodi ment of the inventive disclosures nade
herein, a system conprises one or nore data processing
device, instructions processable by the one or nore
data processing device, and an apparatus from which
the instructions are accessi ble by the one or nore
data processing device. The instructions are
configured for enabling the one or nore data
processing device to facilitate preparing
client-specific tenplate information and

useful.
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In accordance with another embodiment of the inventive disclosures made herein, a
system comprises one or more data processing device, instructions processable by the one or
more data processing device, and an apparatus from which the instructions are accessible by
the one or more data processing device. The instructions are configured for enabling the one
or more data processing device to facilitate determining client-specific investment choices
dependent upon client-specific template information and objectively quantifying the
investment choices dependent upon the client-specific template information thereby
generating objectively quantified investment choices. The client-specific template
information includes performance criteria, weightings, defined investment dataset
information, filters configured for refining investment dataset information and/or process

instructions.
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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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the purpose of determning related information.In at
| east one enbodi nent of the inventive disclosures nmade

~ In LR Bne UGhESITNBI"GE 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 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
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represent correspondi ng conposite scores. HG 8A
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consulting information) is carried out between the
financial services client 102 and the trusted advi sor
104. Simlarly, conmunication of information (e.g.,
FIGC3 depitts laaekapodinmsht iof ther spetdtion fandbtenifinicahé ispsaieht ¢hoices
X X sulting information) is carried out between the
‘hpw“ﬂ‘n%ﬁgé%ed advi sor 104, the financial service consultant
106 and the decision assistance platform 108. In the
enbodi nent of the infornation fl ow schematic 100

depicted in FIG 1, trusted. advisor 104 is
FIGsépélF%‘PTé ﬁ%r%lB'Pf?CBWFF ?fﬁhsm%ncm o cnablinge th comparative

i ial services
P erformanc%Qslrég%%ﬂe ?ggf tgi ?gnn\% g??éé%? bﬁ?? érdaegtﬁlt%ir%ﬂ\?\?te hgt he fi nanci al
services consultant 106 and the deci'si on assistance
pl atform 108. I n another enbodi nent (not specifically
FIGShSVR)a chite degiéﬁhg dy gﬁz)hﬁgf résﬂ}éseﬂfmoﬁr@ ERGREIBL scores in
services consultant are the same person (e.g., an
accordance with@nebodizhtht of tedniénti vawldotoshires wheele dleyein.hat  sane
person isolates the financial services client 102 from
i n-depth and/or direct interaction with the decision

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.



assi stance platform 108. 'In still another enbodi nent
(not specifically shown), the trusted advisor 104 and
W@ b@7fibgessci al services consul tant are differ eP€T/US2006/005364
persons acting on behalf of the financial services
client 102 fromw thin a common organi zation (e.g., an
FIGat% depists anerteprk epyieroyeanfigyred Sanfasiithtongaifinanciel oevasulting
. . 10 at | ulting fir wher eby the conmon
services fofludpiy] 1 b8P BlocE AT el ik, B G v AR Tmace
herein. 102 fromin-depth and/or direct interaction with the
deci si on assistance platform 108. In yet another
enbodi ment (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 wth
t he decision assistance platform 108. It is disclosed
herein that interaction and comruni cati on between the
financial services client 102, the trusted advi sor 104
(i.e., an affiliated trusted advisor), the
financi al services consultant 106 and/or the deci sion
assi stance platform 108 nmay be inplenented via a
net wor ked conputer systens. For exanple, via the
network system 400 depicted in FIG 9, such
i nteraction and commruni cation may be facilitated via a
net wor ked conputer system The Internet is one
enbodi nent of such a networked conmputer system As
such, it is disclosed herein that a website may be
provi ded for enabling such interaction and
comuni cation. Specific exanples of such interaction
and communi cation include, information acquisition
functionality (e.g., receiving background infornmation
fromthe client), service paynment 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 infornmation
delivery functionality (e.g., providing
client-specific consulting information such as
obj ectively-quantified investnent choices and
client-specific reports to the client and/or trusted
advi sor), etc. The decision-assistance platform 108
accesses and/or is provided information about, for
exanple, the client (e.g., the client's life
ci rcunst ances, investnent preferences, financia
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position, financial goals, risk tolerances, etc.),
deci sion basis information (including, wthout
WO pevrnedoson, asset all ocation technol ogy and rRCEUSENG/005364
i nvestment performance information (both with regard
to all avail abl e product choices and client-specific,
hi storic performance information) and docunent format
t enpl PETATRED DESCRIFBHION ©OF GTH DR AAYANG FIGURES
deci si on assi stance functionality. In one enbodi nent,
information utilized in carrying out decision
assi stance functionality as disclosed herein (e.g.,
An rmnbmhm}mamﬂ/ ar ilfpraatitec iflowo Bclassdtict 400 enphabfdancg wish the
r ed |n acce si.ble. f 0 Qr nor e dat ahases.
inventive ‘%9 Feéén %‘Pé? ?Pl%\tgg F%%ggc]enﬁ%*&% Wput’ﬁfiﬂ oganation flow
schematic HHchfdeSS GrhaRGhDWervItedchBIC1020 8! Rhdted laBisbId P04 14! 51‘1 iliated
conpi 1 ng and/or determ ning infornmation conprised by
trusted advisor), iaefinangpd sefviicestaonpiltant 166 dnd et dacibion aspistance platform 108

. v SRR, S DR o 5B hoRekoftmgon no

client-specifRahsBlihf hlﬁbhﬁatﬂﬁi? @sﬂ@@ﬂ&d HRBHES] e FhaR@sl Rrvices client 102
i nformati on. Exanples of such decision basis’

and the tfustedr gdyisem L0dcl ilaply o roeemwrcationa o nipfermaion s t-g.b ediient

backgrouncijlﬁl\%{)e aqnfg)ﬁi%léfo? Llik nlésaemflcncgﬁsu?t I Orﬁ?lraﬁz:g:fgw 6%051118F%9?tn%etween

the trustedt &dvisvir B)4atthe Fidanviab kemite Scopplednt U6t k@b thed dedisiBAtassistance
financial needs, desires and/or goals. Exanples of
platform 1G&vest ment perfor mance i nformation include information
associated with returns on an investnent, infornation
associated with risk of an investnent, i nformatl on
associ ated with other performance and structural

In they grmpodipendt 9fche dpfogmarion lovhashenadicgl00 depieigdin FIG. 1, the
trusted advisBP T?@is 4 Héﬂ&?&fg :[;alrsaﬁ/leﬂntg P rtl%a%nzfn%ﬁll SO ces LhHiHAC6 and
etc. socl ated w conpi I'rng

and tron a
isolates thecfinpmiad tsemeceandieys 82 dfonp d{réarilrrmnamioanwlith tthe €ihamcadl services

es of docunen or rrmt' on i ncl ude
consultant {7 Gingafieo e GS0B A BH PR r 108+ | R SpRBSL PRBagiment (not
spemﬁcally%@%ﬂ? he tru&@di‘ 5@@5014 103l e erk Bhideidl sBVRSRS rcb&%‘i’tant are the same
docunents and information associated with outputting

person (e.gi,rdropitemenrCPA| ext @unbfomnmbﬁn)gwhnmésttmsamﬁmmes isolates the

financial sérx}gc% n%{elngﬁltdg n %)o né»'dg]tf)t agﬂ(ﬁ ge %ré?tﬂ@lﬁ{] g«%\ﬁ)u %]e decision

assistance Plegbdh A0SO Gill AMcIheFedrhiTimemV@st @?e'&ﬁm&f%mm Cle trusted
i nformati on, and docunent format mation are

advisor 1043nehihe dmapgialyer s copslfant ereccbﬁgnqpt PeTEOnSHcEpgan behalf af the
financial seiE¥Y ﬁfen?lﬁfrﬁtoh? wltﬂfn & kbrﬁﬂltonad}garﬁfa‘ﬁoln' .%}.,' dﬂgatg)?&éysdn%erA

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

11



assi stance functionality in accordance with the
i nventive disclosures made herein. In accordance with
wW@eoo7aa®ss one enbodi nent of the inventive di sCPOBEURREE6/005364
made herein, decision assistance functionality
herein is carri.ed out a ci si,on. .
services coffun RIE antffEing ool ot Sinc Maltied 19 R Fliommiemaped via
a networke€ REipater Sygems.2 Foy Ieg@mplaseﬁ 8 Refwork k§étem) 400ndepicted in FIG.
second deci si on engi ne é ., a investnment selection
9, such integgstion; azxétqoaﬁn@ygat&@)mayr @fwlﬂ@ted vde ainstwerked gpmputer system.
The Interndt3§! (!niet @fnﬁﬁdﬁi&:ﬁ?t&f at ﬂet@Jo'rﬁ?f cgﬂﬁﬁqgf 'sgstér%rm |A§t $uch, it is
that represen ecl I I'e"compri sl ng
disclosed headin Otlﬂt | f website | nmy( Be gprpvidaﬂ efor elﬂdbamgeklﬁ;h interaction and

communicayopReciic SRARbIenT o el GHIGHATER GB0 EgppRBicaton include,

1nformat10n\(l3vlé\b §1t1§i?eﬁinfsg&%aﬁl@§7%? réc@ﬁl ﬁgd%ag%gﬁ’ﬁcpqﬂfo%nahon faom the

tings an act or paranmeters correspondi ng
client), servisei pawgsente fnnoabﬁdﬁys(ail@Mon@dlljayrekshl&irrg ipapinpnt def isendces),
|c conditional filt

at d
distributed BRcFsfiE TRGURGHITS O & PUIRTR SB00S SRt 0T AR CHIchfERgronality is

performed #Ata2aRuSHuted lﬂﬁ{néﬁ)etc%ns@ﬁﬁg RhREMaROR HelidSh! HirlchiOMtit (e g,
The processing instructions represent informtion t

providing Célnatbsmgfmamukmemnéynwwp euchytas| ptyeatively-gfantificd omsestment
t|n e fa at e t hat enabl es
choices and {THNACBHR 1B b b EKRont SndlFs S AdyB PRt | par o

(e.qg., autonated report generation) and information
related to recursive anal ysi s/ assessnent of investnent

ti. | mat.i~gn _co rls
e SRl Rpre PR P8 SRR, 8y Pl nfomppgon about,
for exampled @6 Qied (& gtHéQ:Heﬁt i aed &1tduﬁ{s£%m&§s;> hVgtadifl pf@'fé‘ﬂéhé& financial
processes optim zing investnent selection (i

position, fm@@fﬁélr =CEIRY @S?(ﬁ(ﬂ@?ﬁnﬁ%tet%)n gedieion bpsis infermation @@ﬁigqh'gg ekithout
limitation, %s@t al?oc%hbﬁ '}Eclﬁlol nécﬂdsg.gé i ?eﬂfvesigr%%lt fpeﬁgﬁ?%g;%lt %?&Tnanon

chinstructions ormation
(both with segprdoor alataeaijebie prttdagteo}&hd:esmﬂl dienobpdcifice distenit pedomimce

l.abl e asset cl as e asset allocation),. .
intomasionf gk RRURSEe B BT PP o e s i lion

assistance fﬁ&tﬁ)ﬂ&ﬁtgprha&& %b&lilheﬁg ifformHGbh LARLQ & cdfifn %ﬁf H&stn

ranki ng processes includes enabling assess
assistance fuwwgahfynas dlhdpsfelsharﬁlna(e@nmenual}yaand/@ bmtaededeubrt assateuilce
vvh| ch mana

latform) is_sto edent cce nl':) LT T3 rq,rg b el tﬁégﬁ cision
P tded et e pariP Jf o DR ot Bpre, datb i

assistance fhﬁ?ﬁldnlu@shﬁf&ﬁﬁcu@éﬂﬂfdl@ﬁ GR prédiér ddthig, @klv@Btinp@fhg eSompiling

(i.e., what investnent effect

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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the client desires).It is disclosed herein that a
person may perform in a manual fashion, certain
W@le@780@M assi st ance functionality di scl osed heCEUS086005364
bei ng facilitated by the decision assistance platform
h f tionality bein erfornmed by the

information, e efeo AT ER A OTIGR AP o regsahed) Gocuments, content
luded HA! | RORIES Bbohefil O3RH Bl d 3kth! oAl
include by t 15} f1rst decf‘g?%ﬁ engi ne I?Aa?ﬂ? da@?dcﬁﬂe piting
mfonnatloramtsd wnmekxpg anvestmmanit shaites (e s tergraingiagiringed dadubientinebhding
ner . and rﬁsut n

such  infor, “ﬁ’f@? Eg?cfsjgﬂ (? 1§¥}B§ eﬁﬂ?bnt‘ TR 5y aPEEBICR ?’8315 higformation,

investment AggformaRcASToahANE At addcafd®ht $6rmed aiRkdrfition are ex gles of
functional i tty of the decision assistance platformt
e

client-specifig coagylting anfegmationgin, viewrnfta pamr:uhay chieri andt facidithting debigion
. . i . f th t
assistance S3RGRMRLARR}P A RaRBI RS indedfuE SRLBNGR: BREe BHBETT: o

tenplate information is at |east partially generated
in a manual rmnner rat her than by a deci sion engi ne of

i o505 08555 SRR PAE) PO eSS e

decision as€iBLE tfulﬁtglo‘ﬁﬂlﬁtyll 8ieSlosdd B&ERN thab&eicM dilt 1§TROoH IR %ss‘?itance
di scl osures herein and in view of the informtion

platform thtm gwn@eﬁf‘énﬁtﬁrét demisige gneingdeign Firdes-baseshexpsel systesm) and a
second dec&%ﬁ eh%g@ eg%orﬁg asn?%ie?ggﬁ gﬁtlﬁn)taglo}é ﬁsggxﬁgr T 91{% dgﬂglon

engine facﬂitate& ecdatibn o€ a‘cheﬂ&spebﬂﬁe némpléfet thht @prodbnts ﬁ@hbﬂil%p@&lfle Profile
roynd i nfornmati an operation 204 is perforned

comprising f"é‘F‘O $ BUPTRAHPD, &t &y ?3 SA@ 1S MEefseyRg Rytugtens, performance
criteria, etc)bqg}{%g : én’s]r@fl S:}]lgla ?{f?ﬁ%&t%&cdﬁmp%fsgt} ﬁg?ilezdrl]ﬁﬂts—?p;e% R gﬁte include
performance fwedghthigs rpdafacess (of., spa:calmatwrs wormspcmdmg o BEpNRRE effects
n f i,na tives,. th C
desired by g Rchly Seprd i BBpT HplRG DR ROPALIORR BlgGF dor Crrignaging
manipulatioh QE. gd ebRfiRbAliMhihH IR JHRAEGESNd pRcssing@Rstructions. The
appropriate asset allocation) that correspond to the
processing igbtregiion repipreninformasion thatsenalles sasks sudlr ad pioper wiilization of

Ly ! LRty em—

to be facilifansd (eg.eraniomaned aépdibjgen‘draﬁtﬁl)rﬁfdkiﬂf@nﬁduoﬁ reld&d to recursive

ecti uantifjcation) of the .
analys1s/assesslnent 0 e1n\9estrnent 1nformano;1 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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conmput ed i nvestnent choices (i.e., an operation that
obj ectively scores and ranks, in a manner specific to

W@ bav/1edosent , all avail abl e i nvest ment choi cesP@l/UkI006/005364
the various asset classes of investnent choices

. t e rati on 206), .thereb roduci n X ..
T s gl er R TSP Pt SR o SeBnal P ceain dssision
assistance EIHRAGhARP! diSflodcdChérBMERS | BE8ndlirRGLIQRY 85 MBIGCIGHE !a@sift)z}nce

determ ning the objective ranking includes objective
platform rather thani seh Tupcsivnpliyaieing pefamediynge aegisiohassstases platform.

in o cxoB . T AETRTACHRALY o 52D T AR Liin

engine of thé decisondaprigenpldiRen isndtdeadtjeniReftiesded b9M bhRon in a
client-specificperformance scores. I'n one enbodi nment,

manual magperepnf FesHiinghialormAESR e ubssqypribis made | ayadableip|the rigcision

. ' [t le. £ i b ok, I one. nf
asisance YRRLERSAP nbbelekbihSfl 8 B \Ba5H NG plviym o be
facilitated @xgr dsiednality nfacititated i by cieTstdond, dedigbmrunghiel 68lthe decision
X I nforpati on and/ or date information. For exanple, such
assistance platiasad; 17 GheFPCiY eranple. flisat-sRseifisriemplate i ormepsiop g at least
: I ' i ' r SR
partally gL, 808 miduaf o) rBE6SFan bk, b MERIATMdnd CPTH bision
assistance phitfomat i onal characteristics (i.e., factors) that are
not desired or appropriate (e.g., investnent amobunt = ¢
exceeds an investnent anount prescribed) for a client.
In one enbodi nent, determ ning investnent choices
- FIGH .nZA adé 2Bddetpert i methgd 20@ fomfaesitatbngt fircinoiat esnsdiingrsdevites in
[ i i [ t f.th
scordance YRR BURRER 2 Lt re el hOBhs i B SP St Fow
schematic 100! 8&Picte@aai FiGE 1.eMRh %p%rétﬁﬁ%@@‘idﬁ%@ﬁfon@&cfbr obtaining client
determ ning is, in at l'east one enbodi ment of the
backgroundjinfpsmeiion sirls es o5 raspensedder meetirignyithéhe Ginansdal sprvaces client.
firsh deecision,engine of the decision-assjstance
Atter. ovaiighl e b, AREDUE SoRriaiSrn TSR 20y g aped for
inputting relefentf adddr tégﬁiréd eHer RicRErohifd SMOERSUN kY aRde@MidHeshsistance
t he second deci sion engi ne of the decision-engine
platform.  Inpytting such pigforaakipn i lgam eebrdimgntaed enehling gceessces such
: ..nl O be carried out by the second decision engine. In
mformatlon.one enbodi nent, the client-specific tenplate include
one or nore of potentially nmany filters and
wei ghtings, with one or nore of the filters and
In ré!&ﬁ) Al 't@.giﬁﬁﬁ’cﬁhg.gth@p&k A dhoE " SUIEARRBE S afe@Bl@lion assistance
i nformati oh, cfient I nformation, "I nvest nent
platform perfpnpuy 4ruopdrytionn2Q foatdetenming imvesintene shoredyt (epey fnodppadysteate

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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information. | After determ ning the objective
ranki ng, the decision assistance platformperforns an
W@p®raedsn 210 for providing client-specific cRCBEUB10061¢)5364

information (e.g., investnent choices, objective

uantification thereof, etc). In one enbodlnent such
Pe“b““m”gF8WF%|ng the client- speC|f|c consul ti ng |nfornat|on

i ncl udes preparing and outputting a client-specific

i nvestment report by a docunent assenbly engine of the

deCISIO assi st ance tfor not her .e
n SEHRPEORRT B ERETeR el B0 R5n LAt PpINinE o logic
conditional | filt&@' tRat Whst PRE l&eﬁotﬁh@dlgj inangli seRforMb@ SME Btructural factors
information. lon stall another enbodi nent, such

expressed qgrrxymeallcngfqrm@u%eaéphmnmgc@uefmnmlm ﬁ@d/pbdatam@gsamﬂm For

I L T —

mvestmentei ﬁroﬂi BEW Gﬁﬁitd‘rs)l; @k thdt ave tdilger dB@ic R4 NorasteibSdra @Raracteristics
atformis preferably configured for preparation and
(e., factoréh tﬂM}t azgf NPt deHIRgt PB FPRECDBIRI (R8> ARYYSHRCR| dBownp¥ceeds an

investment %ﬂﬁiﬁﬂ?%}a 189 o(§ fworr oMt S ]fnlh(?ﬁ gﬁﬁo@ﬁ{éﬁi &e@ﬂnﬂlgé iB6LRent

rinte ectronica ayed) .
choices mchidee rdetesméring ithe inmesstemne nﬂlorcepmleperﬁ]sntdup@i afedndtinederived
ocunents.client- SE%%% fic consulti i nf or mat'i on_such

from dlffergg aéB?cé%pf e 911qnéﬁ trraRlpteaii€-» diidereniscliegispecific template
information§. 1500k BREGIHiAE 1§?15‘§Hietaktn&1é %QMTH&%thST € 1ﬂvent1ve dl%cllosures

obj ectively rankéd i nvest ment chol ces prefer
made herelpr @srefnme@d iby @ifenst clecisioht engine \nérﬂaabdlwsmmmsmeanee platform

whereby resaxgtlp end g %P#lgfl(% Hah} °f @gﬁécé%glﬂﬁllfiégén v&ﬂﬁ&g{g@%‘ﬂy prov1ded
to the secoid ﬁé@élb@%ngﬁleldf\/tﬁ§ ldeEiBlon GAGine el atidivn, ttﬁudoéﬁﬁ)ﬁﬁg Qtdsctoﬁﬂg and
are dependent upon information derived froma

ranking prosqw@rtamet %f@Fd Qus by dbe peppadtdesisionesrizies: s maoe ewbadisepnt, the
chent-spemﬁco@# 8[1 951[11@8? fho ?ec ?@&n&ﬁ%ﬁ% il xnea% “?elg ng§ with

pon 1nro rom

one or morpef figs ﬂumamdrwmghm@s iRigaapplicdper fepfofmatee fatiot effodmbtion,
accordance with the i nvent i ve disclosures nade herein

client informatipfydn YesirRet | GPROSIUBLLY N euEpation AHO/OF | igKestpeRto pPHP@RRNCe

information] Ndustry-prescri bed asset classes, investnent effect
rules and correlating investnents opportunities to
client expectations. Specific exanpl es of performance
criteria and their related performance factors are

Aftef @%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ)gﬁﬁ% Q)W]écﬂvJ ARk Cgé the%cﬁ%r?ﬁ’ssis%fneﬁ gﬁh‘or f Iperfo s an

defining such performance criteria an ate
operation 2kfdrqrovidog dlizot-spesifir eonsoltingi isfoumesoh (@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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but woul d be understood by a person skilled in
financial systens and
Per f ormance Criteri aP@RtisS2006/005364
rel at ed Perfornance Factors I n at | east one enbodi nent
gf the client-specific investnent report t he
16?%?&6%1‘& avestaenh, repetiedst diselossd herean (@eewments relignipppcific
consulting hFSneRioHERIH tahrb@ dcBvé trﬁﬁﬂ?@%ﬁllvleﬁﬁﬁhf iIP e, Al egy$p301flc
asset cl asses, atls i cal/ |stor|ca pertornmanc
consulting infemsationr(e.2g twna;eselw rorked inacstoenst ca‘mmen) 6] prefrably, presented
.. di stributi,on of co Si erfornmance scao for s
in view of fiBrfc MiAbIeh Bhe G2 BiideRs Ditn ShUBIMivR degtrd ke imancia
objectives bRd BHe] FUERxAAYRS WVARBEs SEHES of '1Hv&§m&ﬁac°ﬂ015€§ may be
enbodi nent, the client- specific investnent report
presented thaﬁ are dRpenden upen tnfgmmmu derived Eowme plurdity af desisddl iavestment

effects and &@Ya?esdt g&nlﬁéu@it %an Ves deeoen & ugggﬁepgﬁﬁ%cr{? are gependent

an%ﬂf of YLV :
upon informaties tdeEiNed &kdrﬁfﬁafdrﬁﬁﬁce Akitetia. I eBtogalyN !i)eir’]fbﬁnance cr(ijteria in
the truste

cl.ient-specific consulti n% i nformation, '
accordance ydtly the invenHy o disclosures made hatein inclide ssitasigrrelating o re(tilm, risk,

f
oot SRS ALG0 ik ML O GHLL | ILE ), pomiung

mvestmentsvd)’pgoﬁuhinms od jchel ex@edftatﬂdmm oSdcifinyemtprenss pélﬁblﬁﬁ&cé Sriteria
d. Such r V|S|ons i ncl ude revisions to_performance
and their re ?cf BF

sfamaeg Facters e, deplgiod teloN 4n Jblandi QPRAifsgbmtermation

defining sud’lpﬁérfd‘lﬂaﬂée%fi’l@hg %h(ﬁ‘ %éllnxfe@ité@ PO RRAEO Pl greV\q;]Jt Riiscussed in
client financial objectives. In response t

by

detail, but Wqﬂllé e dlndmtogdrbyamﬂémn skiled imtheaehledsat (€. efinancial systems

detail,
the related art (e.g.,
woreaonaeosogi es) . TABLE 1 -

tant revising any

and method %ﬁ d precedes at the o

i nvest nent choi ces an obj

of the decision criteria, the
peration 206 for detern1n|ng
ective-ranking (i.

operation 208) dependent

he revis criteria. In
&E@%@—Sﬁ—?&w i nor the

revi sing any of the deci

upon |nformat| on derlved from

the met hod '

si on criterla,

conti nues at an operatid

|very of the client-d
Annuahzedg _’ in the formof a

report) to the. financi al

n 214 tor tacilrtating

consulting infornmati on

51? S}églf §5@8?st d SRl EeRgRRetun

services client (e.g., the

trusted advisor initrati

ng electronicC SUDW]SSIOH of

ropation by the decision assistance platformor
Annualized %W@d*fra Vé*ﬁ"’ﬁdw sor pers efnStpngdard Dexiating
presentation of the information). After the financial
servicesclient selects ¢gne or nore | nvestment choiCes
into which funds are to|be al|ocated (e.qg., after
Index Index Score, Comp031te Index Score
Yield N-Year Yield
Beta N-Year Beta
Market Capitalization Average Market Capitalization
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consultation with the trusted adviser), an operation
216 is perforned (e.qg., by the trusted advisor or

wo pvanedosd services client) for inputting the BEI/E81006005364
i nvest ment choices into the decision assistance

r——-——~—p#a%#epn;—cnse_tundsqwua4%44qu4%h_Lhe sel ected
i nvest nent choi ces repregent an investnent portfolio

|
| Sharpe Rati®f the financial servicesNcYegBharRedRdi cally (e.g.,
i quarterly), an operationj218 is perforned via the
si i platfbrmfor facilitating a
conpar ative performance pssessnent of the investnent
Turmover RRA6t f ol i 0, thereby gener pNLYghrP®Eh AL RaRST f Or MaNCe
information (i.e., clienft-specific decision
information). As discusspd helowin greater detail,
the conparative performance assessnent provides
Treynor Rati@f or mation for qualitatneyaarandepRagh vel y
assessi ng sel ected investnent choices. After
facilitating the conparati f
the investnment portfolio, the decision assistance
TABLRY OPRORhAN S CritdtiLRE RULRA Pt fornMndRTAk}glsng such
client-specific decision information for subsequent
operations. One exanple of enabling such subsequent
operations includes outputting of a periodic
In aPRhd GnERABBAMIRR oF tfeCli¥hl-SPeRTi SHGEsRAEh 1@?6& the client—sggcific
performance information at” the request of the trust
investment gepertsiscludénclomes ando@bieswiapicting énvpetmiand iatiogetioh canneizcearious
report.is .prepared.and outputted b docunent )
asset classex  MaliyicoMiRGTRY BRAERENGR T dpissimet; oifes VP, visjops asset
classes, distAbliedn Gedoniioditd PedfbienMBE EréOfdr 3k ianésnBéﬂth@id%% A Rent-
. clientspecific decision information, the trusted
specific scogggiandrapdng of gechainveprmeat clnicez22 Inh gt 1¢aatpné cmbpdignent, the
. . 1. di ‘ ] ' review by the.financi al
client-specif?t A& RUGR i UREINAR o B Ee o AU PR B e
alternatives pdeptiidentupsn dins@inesied daivednfrolays d3ces@bf BEIWEE hvhiléble
X trusted advi sor and the financial services client.
investment 4UsERAlNES. i n ot her enbodi ments, a decision assistance
pl atform as di scl osed herein does play a role between
the trusted advisor and the financial services client.
For .exanpl e, .t he deci sion_assjstance platform may
Alfter gigwipg e clisnbeperiilo AoRTltng Bformaron. P tetstadyadvisgrynd/or
the financial §8vikED @SNt &I Xérﬁﬁﬁatﬁ;ﬂ with tgé cﬂ@&q Hfa?\ﬂ\&iﬁtate an operation
i nvestment choice Information directly to the
212 for revifing alecisimn agiteria gpan whichrthe objective ranking of investment choices is

based. Such revisions include revisions to performance criteria (e.g., factor selections and
weightings) and modifying/clarifying information associated with client financial objectives.
In response to the trusted advisor and/or the financial services consultant revising any of the
decision criteria, the method precedes at the operation 206 for determining investment
choices an objective-ranking (i.e., operation 208) dependent upon information derived from
the revised criteria. In response to neither the trusted advisor nor the financial services
consultant revising any of the decision criteria, the method continues at an operation 214 for
facilitating delivery of the client-specific consulting information (e.g., in the form of a client-
specific investment report) to the financial services client (e.g., the trusted advisor initiating
electronic submission of the information by the decision assistance platform or the trusted

advisor personally facilitating presentation of the information). After the financial services
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FIG 3 depicts an enbodi nent of the operation 206 for
determ ning the investnent choices. An operation 230
w0 200p20d06% med by a performance criteria deci siPCI/ER2P061605364
(i. ., a first decision engine) of the
eci si on-assi st ance platforn1f

client selec@aqﬂgd}rma InyssHpeREiGhgises, Hio Ml%b%mccgéﬁtlog%@ﬂogated (e.g., after

consultatloxp bt HEeLudyd fah@ismr 5P OPBRAGEN @ﬁ6t1§ JefroftREd ?é an bgnlﬂb Nfusted
for accessing deciSion basis inforrmation.

advisor or imbadalnsenyicesc Chiant} f(hramuogttmgrtﬁelsnl‘eotedanvmnk demesu ioto the

. basi s informati e ,acces f ong or, no
decision asapings, oI (s chiPaS 3 aSEHd e 3RelRPrmam: phoices
represent ail fhvEQHRANSEIbRo bhtheTirabiul Laekay diend | nformati on and
the decision basis information being accessed, an
operation 234 is perforned via the perforrmnce
criteria decision engine for determ ning correspondi ng
PeriB@cAI®f NBRGeqbdrtdiB, an( Spdatiod M ESIsBHfofhEEGha the decision-
parameters). Exanples of the correspondi ng i nvest nent
assistance Lé#tf@m fosdrcilitating 9 ¢qmmau@t§/em&mamesasa@§mmaofe@e\mmtment

prot, ol ok BASA TSRl RBSTE 6339 05,8 1 b g

informationdt Ardistkdedtbel@l imgrbage dbaflhecenPpaReRt pefbrmihce assessment
i nvest nent, various investnent allocation rules and

provides infosmatien Erdualityeliad qhisotivelyrasessing wglerieddayasament choices.
After fac1h@ﬂﬂ§ lihd! @bﬁlgﬁn%ggg I}r)gfbﬁﬂjtrﬁfa'ajggétggjh%j#t (ﬁx@gcih%étx?xgﬁ n]g(lrﬂ"ol% the
decision assiftheat p}a&om‘repeefosms reml opkestionn szm lfore ptovidihg cath @Iient—spemflc
a[ret The erforrrance criteria deci sij on e

decision miggp réﬁbﬁﬁb‘? ORsEALDRE. {Ye SFSMPG P pﬂ%}) ing sucg subsequent
t . .

oprions BEFLES SUERIELOL aPolo ik 80 SR ol sch i

performance anfanmatéors ai the egpesisef the tdested mdmisey tlheorenembodivrnt, the

ec neters. JFor erfornmm fact or
periodic perfynfifts RIORIE bifphted o ARy {aBFHeRt FRhIL Y or.the
decision-assafdiicy pR@fdral. MARGE pEdsintihg thedbpdrhtidn MROfdT gﬁ@%‘dﬁi@ $40H client-
return maxi m zation, respectively. The

SPeCIfIC decisaon Hrpiapations they @vstvsé POYisQrrRETIOSMB @n\mraaw@ome@p dendlitating
moving RTS8 A0 LT B LLTGRGI, PPl VoS

ndi cat e mor € concerned with
risk mnimzation than return maxi m zati on. After
determ ning the performance factor weightings, an
' S
Profy 5 CELoh RSN Flofbf of ARl hofin IR pegveen
the trusted pévif@mr aml & financial services client. However, in other embodlments 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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operation 238 for accessing investnent performance
information (e.g., risk, return, and other structural
waee7peiosor mance i nformation), followed by thePCT/US2006/005364
i nvestment choi ce deci sion engine performng an
.. operation 240 for determ ning investnent choices
and decisiog g’é@ﬁ dRETMAtIH e RS CRsSG FOms0Re0f XpPER databasoeRY Hergerformance
criteria decRRpheidesi res and/or goals. Preferably, the
respective decision engines facilitate determning the
per formance sel ection and wei ghting factors,
determ ning investnent effect paraneters, and
In rEBbAdHothBG1Eh: ﬁiakgfomhg SnRERLHAPARN the! ARUSH 524is information
aval | abl e i nvestnent choices w thout hunman
being accessed, emveperation 284 isngpridmmed espthet performanqeutdteiianlecision engine
: operations. It is_.disclosed herein that functionality
for determl(l %y g:?rrg,s’ggpgwg ngjoqmgeﬁcq icfl_&"t”é‘d(eo%/’ tl?]@sgtgqqto?ftﬁ% Juarameters).
Examples of'thé @bir8spdaing! iRVestOht&tdct pirameferf ifHiddpLhfleRMs associated
engi ne) of the decision-assistance platform my
with risk ofain ervestmens| pardaetersciskoaiated avitheretioh lop dny invegtarenty parameters
. rat her tha t.heperformance criteria decision .
associated i} Ot SRR g R SR RGeS Sy P P pment
allocation réle©Bhd PRrafRityahisycihRaiwith séslatintmbvetidhi dppor&mities to client
] i subsequent |y nade avail able to the investnent choice
financial expseialippn elighindeapbone rembadigenty the icategoit wf dhivestiment effect

e ST O L SN T SO o
engine perfguexsf @1 apargidrh236& fuiiztaaininfg PeHoNides i SRERSBOPA dépendent

i the ipvestnent portfolio. An operation 260 is o
upon informygtiop sferyed fiom i VetHENEIFST PrROMmeteTs iy s2pARSG o deformining
i Y BitfalHetrs. C ) a fel giftink UF .
the imvestmbt ety B R | Fo) SRRDRCa OB o O Rl ifink I 150 and
.20 may be peadt foatangpuitarseh appEy psrfommnop éacadrs dor 262 misingeatfoar madeturn
. . .for_determ ning,a rLespondi ng i nyest ment performance
masimizaic SRS S P RS8R et T B e
correspond o'W GaiafBALS whikh B cRBRT RidneRl s6fctivs RETERE TRH thOFlient is far
determining a correspondi ng conposite investnment
more concerged Pathrriskaaingaigaton than refumposkindzitionest ment
performance score is a conposite score that represents
an overall performance of all of the individual
portfolio investments. After the portfolio investnents
Aften detegeiningntha exgrfoamansgeinetor vieighgigs, ainpiavessmeptdcifaiee decision
. ... det ] i . 1 SO L hvest.rent i.ndi ces
engine (ie. & Pl HeRiG R L NE 8ol ofnes; plptform 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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i nvestments. The conparison investnent indices are
those indices that suitably correspond to each of the
W@riedos® i nvestments (e.g., within a correspReitiUszg06/005364
asset class, exhibiting correspondi ng performance
factors, etc). I.n response to determ ning the )
performanqeiigha desisiph gaginere it SUchdncabodimenspresulting infoggatian from the

‘ _ iy . , .
mnualy EAERSTRSBhats LIRS 550G SSRARL R0 L NGBUIRR o
decision engive $omemrbling dunetfonality af thepeivestinent 2Hdicé Le@siohwn@ae to be
facilitatedfor determ ning a correspondi ng conposite investnent

i ndex performance score. The conposite investnent

i ndex performance score is a conmposite score that

represents an overall performance of all of the

L ndi.vi.dual investnent_ indices. These individual and )
FKE-&ﬁ—SS@F&Sé‘_W sryeatmeRt of thgepepiien Hiciee gcEeRigs the gomparative
performanc@OAERaNs RNt Bf LA iSREBNTRHIGKold. - An OP f6n 86 i? Lrformed for

.. performance factors and the same perfornmance or
determiningwpogfalionipypstarsniss(igs gtic iinvesipemnatchoitss 262 mesdn2P4omprise the

o c{iped above. After. determ.ning the various . .
ctients porff3RFl, REReBNSEdp gelenTinind Femarilic Byeepabis. pppperation 262 i
performed P& edérimiinig04 c@fr@é_ﬁoﬂdﬁn? BVEStmbAY forfGilafBe s&re for each of the

., associ ated operations (e.g., for printing and/or
portfolio’s dndigidagl iyestmamtpend g epgsetidro Rris eparfoimedeor slejerminting a
j | t rmning the gonposite., .
Corresp(mdflngv gg{}kéﬂ% ?Ir"]g%}(&l%gr f gﬁéﬁﬁ%’ges ‘%’F smay’ I nOgEResite  mvestment
performance Goduieris gcdnysite SpaetthmarepRVERS Bl BielalldRXfOnMEAGESF all of the
e dependent upon information derived from act ual
individual %‘&%‘é‘éﬂ"@ﬁ?%‘s- funds within the correspondi ng
I nvestment portfolio and/or upon at |east one of
criteriarelating torisk and criteria relating to

return. Simlarly, it is contenplated.that determn ning
Afteg Hée @8&83&1 {veptieats Aendeterarnesh ARneReIaEQsY 266rds Pevfempdefor

determining® QHH)E%M ﬁﬂ%strnf‘e%?‘%ﬁ&iic&e B oﬂhiing LNLESH ?ﬁgta(ff the portfolio

( depe dent upon I ntormati on rrve roma

investmentsa| Theonianisom fnvestnst inidides aretthesedadiceshansliingly correspond to
upon at | east one

i nvest ent rtfoljo and/or [ of
cach of thg, BArEPHA TrPINPRY (ot v P o CORPAROPARET §158% it exhibiting
correspondih@! peirformiabéd TREBR! Stc)l U InS rédp8deO i Hehffhifg t AR cénparison
) deci si on engi ne system of the decision assi %t ance
mvestment gpgicethr AR aPRErdtona 268 c immstfogmed nor ydetenyiinimgof towesponding

mvsament 8L AR 59 sl 1R FON BB E s nd
operation 2P@ri§ gefforiged fer dasainiaiy ¥ &oResFREIRNE6MPESRSHVEI e index
perfonnancg sceore. The composite investment index performance score is a composite score
that represents an ovqrall performance of all of the individual investment indices. These
individual and composite investment index performance scores are computed in the same
manner (ie., using the same performance factors and the same performance factor
weightings) as is used in operationé 262 and 264 described above. After determining the
various performance scores, the operation 220 (FIG. 2B) is performed for providing such
information for associated operations (e.g., for printing and/or displaying such periodic

performance information).

It is contemplated that determining the composite investment index performance score
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I nvestment portfolio. Accordingly, scoring and ranking
of all available investnent choices within each asset
w@b@gaoansg hin the client's portfolio is perforP&EdUSZNE 005364
scoring and ranking is performed using the sane
performance paraneters and paramneter weightings used
may includg gompining the 1§epecre M‘ﬁ&n}?ﬁﬂmﬂﬁﬁ kndigesadapendans ugge infpymation
derived fro ha%tlfa 'aﬁ&;atltoﬂs ?F{u‘ﬁ%& V\Mﬂﬁl {}Eépdal L@%exﬁg)%h?ﬁﬁ) apd/or
€ various related inves n s are gecored and
upon at leastoke df icntmaamldtmgttbmm criterie relating be rétone s Simiddrly, it is
he asset ¢l ass for ich a particular

CE ices Wthin t&}
Contemplat? JeLeTHEMBE AHE ComRose SRYREGH RS0 BRass may include
cora. f n
comiing SRURIBLS WIS St (05088 ly WBGBLIG It gom
actual allocatwssififonds withinabe coxaws@ontﬂmg nm*eetrmnt pprtﬁblmeemdlo”fh@en at least
UNeri.c scor.

| t f.
one of critgtfne 6 HE and SR HCRfarbR o8t bt caiEtnts & bollesed

herein that hQeR&ionC 's)'is@“érﬁ%@rtl‘f@ dec@tﬁ&? abdiadt@leé Form and/or a document
quantitati veI y conpare all investnent choices with

assembly engiod Oéstbetdeclsmsas@btﬂnhe olrskorm may p@nﬁf@h@s@n)fuwloawellﬂy efsthe
Th
operation i &€ ST Ry HRIGER: o riﬂw%fgaﬁx% Rﬁﬁ%ﬂ@ﬁ%ﬁ S Reggment of the

mvestmempmomhose bl ended conposite score (i.e., the score
resulting fromthe blending of all of the individually

wei ght ed performance factors used in the scoring
process) indicate those choices that the historic
Accmﬁrfg)jz NBoL ey whd LRk all la05i®dble MREGhRAt EHiRcds Wigtih BRIM asset
erformance desired by the client for a particular

class Wlthma%@étheeq wBertioliprig esfaimpsk cbhe scoang apgd éaw 5 peafosmed using

the same peHiafcs BlrabBRly AR FrafioB heighh 6L BTy RE HEREP ol and
ranking andlysm ssadi by lthes eHertetoesalect hiad clidras iimwaahent ndhoicesli CHe vaious
orres d to asset cl gsse r.res ding to the
related inveIeR; HISAFeSpERT FIFD AAVESRSHDrP SSHAHY sEnsas dnanper g the
investment SRR WkiRh Gtk AN&LcIRSFEONIER Y phitRubR TRAKAE kelbvant. The scoring
performance assessnent is perfor nmed between all ocate

process proglypge staemposité nemericah sgure fevl aach ofl thenalient’ simvesiahanit ckgices, all

. t f nd I Iocated
other avaitapli e et Bk uBER Bt Pashdudee PRt o7 o)
or a portion of the investnment choices that mere not
sel ected for being funded).

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 each 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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FIG 5 is a chart 300 depicting a graphica

representation of perfornmance scores that are depicted
WO poovitesssof correspondi ng asset classes 301. | PCDHg2006/005364

exanple t he chart 300 is conprised by a periodic

Th osite rf ormance score
correspondiBg 30 s TRREAUGHIOTPIS FE oS EUBES.  Fas B85 comsmpRied that

performing PfHel fc@higﬁrdtﬁfedﬁ%%ﬂc@Yas%Jshkﬁf EOEér’chrH{eﬂt ibBveth allocated
gr aph indicia (e.g., a correspondi ng horizont al
investment iz, tfosa séliected invastimgnt chejsies tlead dre farsdedy pad Iacpiummmof non-

anocstod n Bt BbrTRRBOE) TueRIECTLUAS 3B b oRUGETERE fesmen

choices that!Wiére nBY @gédi@or bl F65dedf8 i s depl cted by a second
configuration of graphical indicia (e.g., a discrete
synbol of a first color) superinposed over the first
configuration of graphical indicia. The conposite

FIG] 9Y£8 cBRA 30D lehiRtNR AR asHiHl QepkdbnlAtiof et el REmMcescores that
third configurati on of graphical indicia ((e.

are depicted by viexihohapmespoeding @aset [stassest 3¢1. s Br ongl exahple) t%xemh@rt 300 is

comprised b&g@‘?&l’ﬁﬁ‘g PE%%%%& Q%S)ﬁt lﬁ,f | éozxgﬁ?c%ng gtg %?fan%gfs?(?rg ;Sﬁa If%‘j each

one of the R rdlagees 8d3 Cwﬁimtthe poifolb GO rkpydaby anfith @heiphvatiah of
indicia. In this nmanner, the selected | nvestnent

graphical ipdigiacesg-ofa @ﬁ%emo%ﬁgu horizogfa); bassof |4 &int epler). Depicted in
association 1‘3{3 Ii'ﬁcggiéilu W,@rﬁ%%r %19&50 RDY gxtse QSH%HH? gccbre% The
c art of e

t G I'S configure
performancetcqre rA0bodfi éachamkcofnthe vaestmémgn&mm gﬁ&pxhdemaed by a second

. . re res nt _scares, resul.tin ssessnent of the
configuration i GEIIGH HIHELC Co ST RGIREI Hop Briep BraSiPramposs over
the first conh@ﬁraﬁ@ﬁ 'bf oldpRicaPindidM1oTRe comgos?tg Hdesbht ?Eﬁ&‘n‘i’zﬁée dcore 310

neans measuring overall ‘portfolio performnce, by
is depicted lmomtiard cﬁglftgu@tib@cnf@@mcal PUthﬁ Gleim,' a somaspoifding vertichiebar of

a second coif(gé agl‘&sa?(gm]t)%statgﬁl gy%tgﬁeoge (3I d%f)%:ge%t" ?)Y \gnggpgﬁ hceonfiguration of
graphical mﬂuﬁ)@ [(&.B1 QS Behnele) tsdpelddposrd] @fe@rthe ttRird ROnfigirAion of graphlcal
osite). As depicted, the conposite portfolio bar

indicia. In &be-t» anfaget de prlcqted vsstment gheices plbthedimsosial eervisgeslient are
[ fferential indicated that the:
graphically %)ﬂln%d}ga ?’e pé (rﬁ)x%?ﬂ)%m?@a%éut perform ng the Conposite

Index in neeting stated performance goals. The chart
300 simlarly depicts the performance of individua

The 892[1{ A&l bioFl'('P n%\ﬁ*ed iy ér%krﬁlte' Os‘ﬂlrﬁxﬁaljy%q lp&tfjolfi%l performance,

nposite 1 n x co
using bar graphs to represent scores resulting 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 tﬁe 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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The graphical representation of the conposite index
score 310 is proportional to ablended score (i.e
walt@cue®ssl in the foll ow ng paragraph in greatRCT/US2006/005364
detail) of the portfolio and is positioned along a
such that .its score

blended sc3§ (46 FRAREe AN slfune Boaiioh b el e P pportiotio and

is positionéd WRHENE PerfBRhArce! dcﬁlea§1 BsidiPhfy ikh&Re "0519 rb@%?pa?&f‘ k& the
311 serves as a neans for measuring performance

composite idex ssyretideef the lnmsanémaqyﬁelw iapra wholgr &fitei pm:fonnance scale
h
51 v FERIREREL BRI B €D, 368G e AR i o

graphical r@ﬁéseh&mbﬁ@ depitiigd sbcht otdie TRMTRRAPhicAl fepdsent@iion of each asset
i ndi vidual fund (or manager) and is positioned the

class perfopaance seeec0% i5aPEOPOHIPNIL kin therampasie daole feinfliyidngh dund (or

iyt V. i ndex
managr) o365 B Ve RARREL L S G PRl o
302 can be (:@hpatenh to tofima3s felevantandex svdex366: OTke ZAphicgReHsstion of a
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performance assessnent performed on each of the
portfolios asset classes. Additionally, blending of
the performance scores of the individual funds held is
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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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conprised by the charts depicted in FIGS. 5, 6A and 6B
are exanpl es of assessing such information and/ or
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F1 2 b BRI S eSS AP hTRy TB R, b
with chffe:\remwI lcblor SESHIBARS) HAE Sack graphicllly rfR#esents 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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performance eqriteiaresaores ofuieldyi silowsc danger differpga¢sndn performarges begveen
a first.ooint.,of reference. For exanple, conparing the
Managers C?nel?]eg’tdgﬁtg?e%t%éﬂg-Year Average Return segnents in the
Tabl e 325 of HG 7 indicates roughly a 35%difference
in length favoring the top rated manager, which is
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segments fog gﬁr ftg? 'nngaﬁ%%éiggté\\xg gir?? H{eymaﬂ;ﬁ%ﬁ@f thé "\&Q:?g}ﬁiinéfh% Béb@ﬂﬁa&e@ 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 ;;oints 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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managers can be identified easily. Relative
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defines the maxi mum i npact that the performance
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nul ti-segnent vertical bar 337 degi cts a groupi ng of
Weiglsinoeimilitc #adeust petfern®®ge sisetid 339 handaperéersmanne fastdrs 341

inencepo A e 0 - SRS BRE P B
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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control 50% of a perfornmance scale (e.g.,
poi nts of the 10-point scale). The individual
performance factors 341 subtending from each
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nodes of ‘Class H&)). 8A acconplish the sanme objective and produce

the sane type of information. The difference is sinply
a matter of presentation.

Classes are a group of performance factors or some combination of performance
facfors 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%. Ofr, 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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The hierarchical structure includes a tree structure

350 where nodes 352 of the tree structure 350 are
W@Ra0nae6068 asses or performance factors (depi ctRCI/ES2006/005364
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allows eval&QioR dFtpeeforrhyiR faétor 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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deci sion process (e.g., that of the performance

criteria decision engine disclosed herein). It is
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herein to cSRris $he PeffBfinhte! HEEHa AedRHr® bRRRE SRS IR GR bbbl hfke
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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402, a network interface device 404 coupled to the

deci si on-assi stance platform 402, a network system 406
weomwphe®sgs o t he network interface device 404. H¢BEUS2006/005364
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disclosed bexgiyc iy orentaingdiins the shicrtdinfermption\dnd desvesst fayont information
database 41 bsite from which such functionality is accessible).
he deci sion-assi stance platform 402 includes a
performance criteria decision engine 408 (i.e., a
first decision engine), an investnent choi ce deci si on
. engi,ne Q Li i@ . SEC nd de ion.e 'ne and a,.
1t isGR R et o 1 PG e SeRR T IS Yaglqupres
made herelﬁi ethi Sde@iRidN gisieand0 HlatfordN4GX aRbtea @ﬁyﬁcdl@adﬁtlﬁc@ lapparatus or
carrying out performnce mehghtlng factor utation

system. Rathgicin gk 4tt19asas>n%1 egbpdigrcat Pélieﬁswsm:sws@@man torpH03fis a
h d r
nconl IS5 TARGCIT NSNSy ] AR BPET S o
system comptmd:lnts adeal, fdldctaaﬂs sfuaodidmal ploockediiked whsta urtwedks bystem)
at | east ope enbodi nent o{ the inventive

Accordingly; i 4 8% e &R systep glementy cariggued fok AgiPAking ssuch
functlonahtf Ay lﬁ%lerﬁayfl HBt BeAfobhibd af B&nh{bhtlb@eltloﬂl e{nacrﬁ'ﬁa)} 8 may not reside
unctionality (e.g., facilitating appropri
on a commay) Gosppiepeci fic al l ocati ons of investnents and
i nvestnment effect paraneters). The investnent choice
deci sion engi ne 410 is an exanple of a neans for
carrying out conparative scoring and ranking (i.e.,
It isqijmi@a'eﬂi kea¢ingthyt, oft ak rln/a@spm nmboﬂhnil&m$>f dbmemtiivm mlisclosures

mads herei, Ji TP o' ufite RRARERE: B RSt Frees. o

single data freE&kMglRo&am) cobeRedrb@fRTadiRRIBLEGR of hipofidPofdRE fificABnality
engi ne and the investnent choi ce decision engine. The

of the 408, g &vesimens sheisp ociging ienging #20jaad grdaskmept assembly enginest12.
t / t
in one cafilc, S TRCRYn COBHTSRURRoRBERY O LBl Uil mrggine

system facilifasds 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.

4

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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the various engi nes may be physically enbodi ed as
separate or fully integrated software/hardware
worwahe®ss The dat abase structure 407 incl udes BCT/US2006/005364
deci sion information database (which may include rules
set) 414, an investnent performance information
instructionsJaehba geceasible e slegtsioarssisianes platfoon feovel adoeemApparatus

o the s Uk REBIB P, ERARE MRSyl bR S or

etc), from dnaappat'atumfsadﬁtﬂé ibgre davabnisef the deqsion iadastandenplatiomh (@B., a

r.ul es) upon which the deC|S|on aSS|stance
diskette, a 5@@?%%&0@2 t49§ Befic) 5 bohr ixamples et s@mpetpmw@eble
medium in@héd &' écﬁnlgé%@'cﬁékoaﬂfau bl gnR! 'V\'}ﬁ{ Rhadll 11?1%% ﬂ% ir}Puter
I smai nt al the decisionh | nforAat o da

program fof nfaonyiregy ioon fmpmialv\/nbnﬁmltiﬂ@ seleties | fanctamaligt ant‘aecordance with
) | gt f or m 402 s end t. for carrying out scoring and
embodimenf b VE R AP SRTURE IOHR | 1y {1 5. of I nvest mont
choi ces) as dlsclosed herein is maintained in the
i nvest ment performance information database 416.

| nf.or,mat.i on u whjch t edeC|s|onaS|stance
Alehiet? i Sisch5O 3 abrbitiand Sysmae S FepoRmER o doubediments of
the inventive URRRIsBtck AR WeRIH hitObded ﬁﬁééeﬁféﬁlthﬁsyfa?ﬁl ﬁb%%f?ﬁﬁﬂcatal utility
herein is maintained in the client informati on an
to investors dip mmmmplat,@duhatusnﬂomatqda andj sysibasmay b coilﬂlgursd spemflcally
...di s sed herein t Ieast on
for providifs, BB a%4F <1 Brtmetidhand Forsnie FRgingecrUpe capital

funding, inve@fient BatkendéerVitey. FutthérsreNlis SorbMplatedl th¥t LR kleffdds and
apparatus or system Rather, in such at |east one

systems mag rfisogPgred forepirviding awiliay biyansh Guansialt Seovinesd 0 Speaifically,
embodlmen{sugf tti'[xé) Eﬁ«lslsﬁ%ae}sglg{aﬂ} g)ﬁ'ﬁﬁfo yeglfrpe\ﬁon%mﬁ,s&gcp %e&ist{eérﬁ%n may be

across Sys

applied in amﬂmﬁﬁmtbﬁel( thag fmaﬂhlﬁlcs"eﬁh@sf Retdil eeamnir@ciplichtideRdmarket
aa nehgork systenm). Accordingly, it is i scl osed

research. apRligisionss fna§y§ft58H’€C€I BRRIIAORSo AIGr ERIVICSS AdhaRY| Mgterial

procuremenlszﬂ'e I%XE.MPE:E P REH %}%?éﬂ?rﬁa orEwidre TR [w@ gﬁ@iﬁgeql 3%5 and

common [ocation y or may no reside on a
ranking asscaanmt erf. all'ltawaﬂalnie scobed(ileer withirt hay, universd dfedszncasnehe

odj ment I nvent.i ye. di scl osures.made .herej.n,
differences R (NETCVBiEh 28 o6 BB e, CODRTITuE Aciont's (or
consumer s)Sirﬂg\H@uéjeﬁéeﬂh,ogozﬁQ GinQfor( Gesfres, 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 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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singl e data processing program configured for
facilitating all or a portion of the functionality of

W0 b@®740858 an i nvest ment choi ce deci si on engi neP@I/0S206005364
a docunent assenbly engine 412. In one exanple, a
singl e deci sion_engi ne programrunning on a suitable

Meﬂmsanpacee@gg%gltbmmrp%ﬁ | the &xveative gisclesirss magie herein
and system g@ﬁﬁé OF Edr%ﬁ:){ ntgy fsuémﬁm 5 ‘?&1 &ﬁﬁg%?\tﬂs&]@ %agﬁg ffﬁess

on en and a doc nen assenbl'y en
to such methods 6(1 8i, r@ﬁbatehhttms&do:{rhma')gwnhog peoprietany a;nppdsre farrangement

a singl eci Si n engine i s fashioned to
including  a; ﬁ%q_”@a% PR PUUIRERT onle ROTEICEEY (deeTam peheietce, Blatform
enables the Iaﬁfgl'lz{ib& %@tealAdvi%rsatopﬁvtxée%eﬁfclfeh{% ddnt é&ﬂ@hhﬁeysoﬁftlons to

, an investnent choice decision engine 410 and
their needs,aoumsoummgt thes mp@hsyblhtyg pherddi®! Rty | qogmamlwb oassessment

rrput er rea umin ccor.dance

implementaip Sid e AP IR e VRl G S PE st retimmsraetp sigifican

efficiencies BfRd mcp@kss ailidtcdchREQAIVROA 10 188y RO IR Bty with
conmput er readabl e nedi um having instructions thereon

and- adVlSlngotﬂletmlrayliSngvmgh ig uh«h m@;ﬂttnmrtanh a@tﬁ]é)estp@ad fof gheir time. It

ctiminates (FEFRPA o JHRF hl RN Froel i bR b Buft fproauer

salespeople, Hlﬁﬁun@ﬁmeaﬂ%haﬁdftﬁfste‘daé‘d\ﬂlsdr% irétginf 4 DRGE p@dtloﬁ OTSEVdnuBg that
services. Theinstructions may be accessi ble by the

they have tragitionallyretened away tsush Mraksismagensemnd sakeppesplappar at us
of the decision assistance platform(e.g. RAM ROM
virtual nenory, hard drive nenory, etc), froman

apparatus readable by a drive unit of the decision
Furthezmpeey apesiods) a@fifsastﬁme dn gccordange Skigh embodimeatspeicthe dnyative

disclosures ﬁlah@ é}l{i‘ratré 'd@ ? éd&’xres@ qt ﬁhm@fjﬂ‘ﬁ)kﬁf’eaﬁﬁglﬁ/oﬁg}&ﬁﬁt and

ada nedlu e a compact
troubling tremlds \lleat hdtin @hndmasars amgptbfedsmnab addsay rﬁimsea:re mioog fagingf oThe

out f nan consul ting servi
growing Conf "r?i:‘ Y Ia‘P%eyO %E%F‘EPA?F‘@éS (e ?e’ﬁ‘ﬁ%?lﬂ% H’E“?“B*mif Pl stress

among chenté”%ﬁﬁﬁtﬂeﬁead%s%% G%Urt%senﬁ@ﬁ/l&%@trﬁ oAb ot hfke mformed

di scussion of nethod and systens |n accordance wt
decisions withyiiggatidite prasluof seldetionnsehisipeeasingcthe segdefor nabieseldetrestworthy

. e been nt ed.thus far
advice.  As ¥ Fa o B, GibiceS tpniflos off bbbt ahy REAL Joppme and
complexity ¢feinftaaatiandbsy SheaNBoRtBiiued o GAIW, rBAHYCIRlVERSRS lsfmplﬁkfoynoft Dhave
rOV|d|ng@ut|I|t in the areas of commercial and

the time to bp@gn@lém fgaabledbay, what theli ehoicep areamurh fess haying the time and
the ability to'Cd?)Yn s eg%&ﬁ oy E\fﬁé}? hIn g&éﬁégeﬁﬂw frvedtbrs'md longer have

ods an
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 Qolunﬁnous 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

32



systens may be configured for providing utility beyond
financial services. Specifically, enbodi nents of the
W@le@780@M assi st ance platform functionality diBCT/oS®A6/005364
herein nmay be applied in applications other than
financial services. Retail e-comrerce applications,
developmeptr Rbt theeslémvdhdgﬁpipﬂw@ aeb@Iomy hamdinercosmaros  With  proper

methodolo%@?l {r&l?i r{{é(ﬁ) qgehn%fbt '%19 n‘pt @;V%Wde §|ﬁp§% pSﬁI%H % etraﬁgedv\ﬁ%vrl%org who

already po@dejsﬁmﬂid ‘g&a&l@d daglﬂae asfecliene Qfdsﬂ@nﬂflﬁé ablekionghca&SAMSMREL this
of. all avail able chqices (i. wi thin any universe_ of

expanding &Hemc@%e fosemarer broad rre@&ma,newscttmadwﬁ sithniggpase to financial

quantified) functionality, consistent with a client's

(or consuner's) individual needs, goals and/or

desires, provided by the decision-assistance platform

functionality are useful. The inventive disclosures

In tH@ ?ec@ﬁfn '&t&ﬁh%@cﬁ%aﬁéf%ﬂehgé Wbéeh%g&l fi‘) the accompanying
sulti g Services t equi prent

drawings thm’dbnﬂm pm'tvhetetbf,eaﬂmbm eehidts agef sHowen b weayt d)i\/ﬁlustratlon specific

made .herein are co red for enablin )
embodlmef&fu éﬁﬁtwolt IRVeRtio &RpY, hwg%%?fl gfﬁ)sﬁf‘c églbp@nﬁats@fapgr@atmn

variants théré’ofC hh@enBe%nbdesEﬁ%%t ﬁdsu?ﬁéibﬁede%alf ﬁ) éhabld BQJ ﬂSM?d t(n he art to

| awyers, siblings, community bankers,
practice theingention. dbis méxe;esﬁanstdoyl thatiteg shivatde smhndllmemtst ey be utilized

d|t| nal ancj al . servi ces i.ndus The trust
and that lof{i it e nd Aeklsla e ey iR tiRdsticnes bt e e the
spirit or scolel of @he itnb@xht[onc | e @k&mgfe' fimBaol bRRKY sER%n HERE FicuRRCodRl be
product sal espeopl e in their traditional role as
further contbmedmrdiW@éd 4én gy m@e?rewumnt dgpitiog froom ﬂwosmtgt @foscom of the
mvntion. e R4 LRERUL T B RS SR Bl By

those slqllerirlﬁ\thdad artit preccddey demil@t dssceptign id)ehdréfoay) Glointended to be
forpmatjion. Met hods in accordance mnth embodi ment s of

limited to theyspeHietorng EotouR Mk 43 ARABE FEHERY: 1hi§dniepdadsie cover such
alternativesC SiYdifAtieRk, 96 ésélﬁ{]\fal/ehpsg a8'%hn %H%‘as%ﬁ&ﬁﬂ qﬁcl{fﬂ% \'Vg in the spmt
trusted advi sor avi ng access to suc
and scope ofitlfd dppended dlaigst ed advi sors) with a propriet ary
support arrangenent including a decision assistance
platform The proprietary decision assistance platform
enabl es the affiliated trusted advisors to advise
their clients and to coordinate solutions to their
needs, outsourcing the responsibility of product
research, conparative assessnent,

products.
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i npl ementati on and acqui sition. This unique
outsourcing structure creates significant efficiencies
waee7abdossvs affiliated trusted advisors to | arB&l/ys2006/005364
confine their tinme to neeting with and advising their
clients, which is the nost inportant and best use of
their tinme. It elimnates the need to refer clients
WHAT ISSOBX IMEIP[SKers, insurance agents, and other product
sal espeople, allowing the affiliated trusted advi sor
to retain a large portion of revenues that they have
traditionally referred away to such brokers, agents
and sal espeopl e. Furthernore, nmethods and systens in
1. acopipanempising: enbodi ments of the inventive
di scl osures made herein are designed to address a
nundideasbend ¢asa pepseesilgdevigsor t ant and troubling trends

h J . f ' | _advi fi
ar ansPn BRECHIRES o8 Mo B0 e mipeeistbrdbuise! o
av adnl ApphenTeom &hiclSsad BRtrhebrs A6 ARE4sTle B §ﬁiﬂtagie@§t)’one

and stress anong_ clients and their advisors (

t hose i riftyP9Gassingdeyisy to hel p t hem make i nf or med
decy,sd B t ction),. and i
oy T ARat iRl BOR dhe SrBERSNEYy SR i isis X 0s B
As t he rmogssiaf daviae kafacitaboi ces continues to
proliferate and as the volune and conmpl exity of

I n Ly, .
i nformat i on aHERATRGLisNEEsEIiceRPlag niermatien dgcluding at least
i nvestors sinply | .
know edgeabl e aboS%gﬁﬁeﬁ?ﬁg?l{r&%ﬁgﬁ‘s”te%bgﬁgsr%‘ﬁgﬁn?dess
havi ng the tine anidvedmentidakdsetyinfarmatioh, filens tonfipnesisfeor

fromanong them In .essencet mar}]% in\zgfstors no | onger
have the tine or iiFHPPEI0YESME) drtagetapiopmatien and pyocess

di scern what is trigictie@standf or them and their
famlies relative to investnent choices. Wth rapidly
expandi ng acdesminng pli¢nicpecific aepsyltitigisfasmation dgpenflent
financial product Silp%pl%al ervice choices, -

) .l
i ncreasi ngly vol um*nous zfl%lamé%?r?ﬁﬁ ]é:ie’?]ﬁlfalaerﬁg‘?‘?m%ﬂog‘ggut

such choi ces - consuners increasingly need help in
obj ectively analyzing the universe of avail abl e

e\ ' LN order to feel secure that they
2 PRGSEERT e g

for thenselves and their

f awiillipesfornnee diirgiatiaciofle pArembRyedisignatify & abpedr €s
made herein provide salution to increasingly broad

needs f BFTfoMmRance plfect of ap drvgstmen) ferdhe elient:and

preparing said client-specific template information includes at least one of

quantitatively and qualitatively representing said performance criteria.

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

distributing weightings to each one of said performance factors and class

nodes.
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significance of this solution will continue to grow in
parallel with the growth anddevel opnent of the
whporiiedse- based econony and e-commerce. W th PCDP82006/005364
nmet hodol ogi es, training, technological tools and
support, affiliated trusted advisors who already
4. ddesugemiaielagngawberindegree of client trust will be

abl g ! e hi s.expandi ng cl.ient need
F or S Bubli S83 letkinhaTBlnd S GURERIMEE FiikhiasdBic.
t o fi nanedledlaigosbed] Sveigiingh defndemdipdd isfotmhti®fderived
descriptjon, reference _has been nmade to the
acconpanifPrgait slativgveighiingsor m a part hereof, and in
whi ch are shown by way of illustration specific
enbodi nents in which the invention may be practiced.
These enbqdj nents, and certain variants thereof, have

> BoeAYYEROf Flkn 3 wheseintseeh ene oliwidiparentelasa apfles qomagises at
K An%%f 'a%lﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁpe%@ggﬁx%tfhﬁggtatﬂﬁ a ég)?ﬁétﬁ?éof Irz}{agle'a%:ec}n%

e under stoo r suitable e I men

peifbinzaade factbrtandtat leagti anelchildetisanodeal and el ectri cal

changes may be made w thout departing fromthe spirit

or scope of the invention. For exanple, functiona

bl ocks shown in the figures could be further conbined

6. @he dystéml eficlaim drwhereinseid instidediohs ategarthdriegnfigasd the

g’gzit iilint or SfO e of the inventjon. To avoid unnecessary
bling saifliaf leg 19314 BIRCEHngslerise tafasilitaeor mat i on

kn . t IaRﬁ g _' i i . .

d e?g‘? Ylgglgdse scr lieg%( ibé)ér(]: ﬁ?cs(%d?lts %llgrﬁ% ?%fﬁ)ren,l;ar@t ERl{eg t‘El g‘%gg%l?%saﬂ)%

li m ted dient-specHipemnfilting onfoenaten, fvbetein subd piavidibg inchnles

the contrar it is intended to cover such = i

al ter natqt\?eé%t: Nt AR R T Clé‘ﬂﬁ"sgﬁii{l?/%‘l’rgﬂlttg‘,g igforpmation,

be reas Qﬁ:ghigﬁn% 8§58l UHEH-spkdilE eoﬁéﬁﬁir%%fdrﬁ]aa&si anE ORBIAL

the appended clainms. WHAT IS CLAIMED IS 1. A system

conpr i siadeess & sqid ghient specifainyegtmesbinéonmptidge fortbe purpose of

i nst ructde%glg‘jer@flgg&ig%g{fgng%io gi d at | east one data

processi ng an apparatus fromwhich said
instructions are accessible by said at | east one data
processi ng device; wherein said instructions are

7. ’f’ﬂ@é}js&ﬂ{ Sfjclgjﬁ{ 1 %%péixi\ theisfﬁf.ngngagajd 8%%tt~sge%1eficdgc§n%ulting
information includes: ‘
determining client-specific investment choices dependent upon information
derived from said performance criteria; and
objectively quantifying said investment choices dependent upon information
derived from said performance criteria thereby generating objcctiveiy

quantified investment choices.

i

8. The system of claim 7 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes:
determining a collection of indices, wherein each one of said indices

corresponds to a respective investment within an investment portfolio;

and
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processing device to facilitate: preparing
client-specific tenplate information including at

wo eagtiose of perfornmance criteria, wei ghti ngsPCHESI006€005364
i nvestment dataset information, filters configured for

refining jnvestnment dataset information and process

i nsEFETRHNBE S CORMPsHie VeFHISNhidex periermanee bdare dependent upon
consul ti e ksh @Bkl - pon said

client-specl ilc ?ghn%%grgﬁﬁ%%ﬁan%ﬁ%on. 2. The system of
claim1l wherein: said performance criteria include
paraneters designating a desired performance effect of

O AP R oTEm 7o PuceFoby SRR SR ettt dicer

owdudsk: quantitatively and qualitatively representing
sai per.f.ormance criteria. 3. The systemof claim1l

whFETIUIRIEE A A3SPEEIATS foRgspanding toapatiopated ypstment yithin an
i nfor natihoégtﬁ,&gtlﬁwg@;(,;ghgati ng a hierarchical

wei ghting structure having a plurality of parent class
nodesfoangak comepasati verperfofmangeesfessman betvaentthe alkovdted
child cl.ass,nhode associated with at | east one of said
parent ¢ \é%sgn%&é@ a PgWGﬁé'i %t“ropﬁqg&lof:?f MYeHmengepiesented
each oneyittin s shs@redser mance factors and cl ass

nodes. 4. The system of claim 3 wherein: distributing
said wei ghtings includes assigning relative weightings
and cal cul ati ng actual wei ghtings dependent upon
information derived fromsaid relative weightings. 5.

The s%/stem of claim 3 wherein each one of said parent
10. The;sys eﬁb@fegalgbﬁmhege@g opjectively quantifying said investment choices

includes:

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

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

index corresponds to a respective one of said investment performance

i

scores.

11. The systém of claim 10 wherein objeétively quantifying said investment choices

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

information derived from said investment index performance scores.

12. The system of claim 1 wherein determining said client-specific consulting

information includes:
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| east one of a plurality of performance factors and a
conbi nation of at |east one perfornmance factor and at
WO 2@3tio@se child cl ass node. 6. The system of BCEHUS2006/005364

wherein said instructions are further configured for

enabling said at |east one data processing device to

f acielermitieg a geldgation of insligey deperwlent upsadnfarmatiom defi vedrfgom

i nf or mat j t \.0i g cli - cifi .

conoult HET YRR R SRBRL Mo Rldnc kR SRREHE bF sia

I ncl udegndited @abpante i©h respeivletih g raaitdvithin an investment

client-specific consulting information, displaying

sai d cl iPOHEQB @Bt i ¢ consul ting information and

en hi [ S

e TR Ea St e R B e R bca U eBflent upon

i nf or matinformation ddreved fstnemaidindicedi m 1 wherei n

determining said client-specific consulting

i nformati on includes: determ ning client-specific

I nvest ment choi ces dependent upon information derived
13. Thexsysteai of qiainf b wharede deteimhi@ingesaidbelitnobpeeifid saisylting

qguantifyin aid investnment choices dependent upon

ISFFTWHB%/F’E?PC%@H ved from said performance criteria

th . , , . D _

c e e Ptk 4R e R S g an

quant i f yivegtngent gortfoliesamknt choi ces i ncl udes:

of PEAPIIPRdBROMAFF puftmtrnet a%ssstio BEStesn helfedupdne
W thi N ek b A blupslitl ©op hbﬁlanaéh@éipﬁ@émnehﬂageﬁesented

conposi te investnent index performance score dependent
upon i nMathimtheasseelassed from said indices. 9. The
system of claim 7 wherein objectively quantifying said
I nvest ment choi ces

14. The system of claim 1 wherein determining said client-specific consulting
information includes:

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

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

SCOTEeS.

15. The system of claim 14 wherein determining said client-specific consulting
information includes:
determining a composite investment performance score based upon said
investment performance scores; and
determining a composite investment index performarnce score dependent upon

information derived from said investment index performance scores.
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i ncl udes: determ ning an asset class corresponding to
an allocated investnent wthin an investnent
w@onrfiedos®; and perform ng a conparative perf oPCEROSM06/005364
assessnent between the allocated i nvestnent and a
plurality of non-allocated investnments represented
Wi thin the asset class. 10. The systemof claim?7
wherei n objectively quantifying said investnent
choi ces includes: determning a plurality of
invest ment performance scores, wherein each one of
16. &3v8term GRRUPHERE: per f or mance scores corresponds to a
re ' ' i,thin an investnment portfolio;
an?%&ﬂe%dnﬁwng‘%gg%ﬁgrda@:v#?y of investnent index
perfsiructinuep®censatse byksaidet leagtamie daneprotessiigdievice; and
i nvest nent i.ndex perforpmance, scores corresponds to a
r esaaé‘é’??f\?@lsifmg‘%hh@%ﬁa"{ RgEYCUORs atiaceessiple Ry sad aplsastiopa
I nvest mepta ploeR%ingRUiREPONds to a respective one of
sai d i nvestment pérformance scores. 11. The system of
cl arhercio sgiddnsiuctiony ae configured foxmnablingspidatileast one data

i nvest ment choi ces ipcludes: determning a conposite
i nvest n@ﬁ?ceﬁ%f’ggﬂ‘}ﬁ {;)eflag@g}st% based upon said

i nvest ment  paedvinB oAt PR sunERfordfkiBhM Ni ng a
conposite investnent index performance score dependent

upon i nf or matAreparggcligetdspeeibimtemplate infarstation tependent upon
performance scores,. The.system of claim1l wherein
riddiend BB A Ty Pimf i gnd

determning said c

i nformation i dabtmeesigdtierrdPedifidGoasilehs BEbInGRoA dependent
i ndi ces dependent upon jinformation derived from
upon said client-specific template information.

17. The system of claim 16 wherein:
recejving said client background information includes receiving portfolio

investment information and desired investment effects.

18. The system of claim 16 wherein:
preparing said client-specific template information includes specifying
information that defines at least one of performance criteria,
weightings, defined investment dataset information, filters configured

for refining investment dataset information and process instructions.

19. The system of claim 18 wherein
said performance criteria include parameters designating a desired
performance effect of an investment for the client; and
preparing said client-specific template information includes at least one of

quantitatively and qualitatively representing said performance criteria.
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said client-specific tenplate information, wherein
each one of said indices corresponds to a respective

WO poggeaeht within an i nvestnment portfolio; anBCT/US2006/005364
determi ning a conposite investnent index perfornmance
score dependent upon information derived fromsaid

20. Thelpyssam of glaimré whesein srigrdetsrmining cligrdrsppeifig eprsuling ng

gﬂ{ﬂneﬁidﬁ%mﬁ&ed fic consulting information includes:
etermning an asset class corresponding to an

al | meaingch hiareshicad Bleighttibp isttu@trel ivast Aplatalipp of pobit@lass
and performng,a conparative perforpmance assessne

nt
bet ween 14s 474 aidgestane Al e perfrmang trctorsnd e ghild glass node
non-al | Oé‘s%é“}‘%e&l OGS TROE Ghel GRARS R d1ald Bgﬁé@ I asset

class. 14. The systemof claim erein determ ning
saidistobutiug weigbtings to cadnend ¢fi sagl perfaynaate fantornaldudes:
determ ni a plurality of investnent performnce
scores, fei n each one of said investment

per formance scores corresponds to a respective
investnent within an investnent portfolio; and
ur.al i.ty. of. i nvestnent. i ndex

oSt N
21. 5% Fisfarh b ol 3p diereih isBrin DR SR OGA L A udes assigning
FMURRLIE M i R AR cRERHAALRAGS W Hithihs GRPERBRON ih@ration

respecti ve investnent index and whereih the respective
derivedtfromn saidmeletiveweigbipgsnds to a respective one of
said i nvestnment performance scores. 15. The system of
claim 14 wherein determning said client-specific
consulting information includes:

22. The system of claim 20 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.

23. The system of claim 16 wherein said instructions are further configured for
enabling said at least one data processing device to facilitate:
providing said client-specific consulting information after determining said
client-specific consulting information, wherein said providing includes
at least one of outputting said client-specific consulting information,
displaying said client-specific consulting information and enabling
access to said client-specific cbnsulting information for the purpose of

determining related information.

24. The system of claim 16 wherein determining said client-specific consulting
information includes:
determining client-specific investment choices dependent upon information
derived from said performance criteria; and
objectively quantifying said investment choices dependent upon information

derived from said performance criteria.
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determi ning a conposite investnent performnce score
based upon said investnent perfornmance scores; and
wa@legaenmioss ng a conposite investnent index perfPRCTHINE6/005364
score dependent upon information derived fromsaid
I nvest ment i ndex performance scores. 16. A system
25. dbapystem ed clagm HMeghareipabjegtively guaetifybigrgidievestment choices
gﬂgﬁ&gctions processabl e by said at | east one data
processi ng devi ce; and an apparatus from whi ch said
| nsdeteratiniag cdllectincsfdndidese wihgrehbathasnelof 35itl ifdieesdat a
processi ng device; wherein said instructions are )
conf i gur GUTGSBPNds{a BIrpSPECtEs investmentdeithip ga igvestment portfolio;
pr ocessi device to facilitate: receiving client
background information; preparing client-specific
t erdetextrening fa@omposionindepmanieinteupaforamnce sdoredipendent upon

background i nf.ormati on; and det.erm ni ng

client-sp }lengg‘ﬂﬁﬁnff?lﬂéa‘idﬁlﬂ‘g?%ti on dependent upon
said client-specific tenplate information. 17. The
systemof claim 16 wherein: receiving said client

ckground jinfqQrmation jncl udes receiving portfolio
26. FG SRR clefip 37 HHerah oBer AL AvVing YA BYRSITEANE Sbpises
#Bludthe systemof claim 16 wherein: preparing said
client-specific tenplate information includes
s paletefpinipe ambssehelassoorrespondihef tonesillatatt@ s tstoreat within an
performance, criteri wei ghti ngs, defined investnent

dat aset THEGPRHEC c,aiq;iaf“ilers configured for refining

I NpREbIRMg tivie e FofRdrice Rs RBEmE Tt BeR/%%n the allocated
instructions. 19. Thé system of claim 18 wherein
investment and a plurality of non-allocated investments represented

within the asset class.

27. The system of claim 24 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes:

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

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

scores.

28. The system of claim 27 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes:
determining a composite investment performance score based upon said

investment performance scores; and
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said performance criteria include paraneters
designating a desired perfornmance effect of an
WO paogsoedeemt for the client; and preparing sai dPCT/US2006/005364
client-specific tenplate information includes at | east
one of quantitatively and qualitatively representing
sai IPIPERRIHE FEAEPOBILG MEpstarenpindeh perfgrsiapng sforeiepiensicns upon
wher ei n Sa| ], 1§ j - fh G C L 1]
't or o Tt eiEh SEEE eyl e HRBR b eRlpHal e Mores.
wei ghting structure having a plurality of parent class
nodes and at | east one of a performance factor and a
i ated. wth.at,. . f..said
29. Fh: St PEEIIR G ARRGR BB By e R Bl
adoimaioa infludat d perfornmance factors and cl ass nodes.
21. The system.of claim 20 wherein distributing said

wei GHRIMIREE A rellerdion of dndiessi degendenbpanssaitkelignt-sprgificand
cal cul aty, ¥ mae ' :
I nformat | 121 lagéé“ ve&@?%‘?nﬁélg?%a?gpg??ﬁ%s%l g ? Ic%ré%s_po%cég to
The systemsprEctivt aivestREntyvétha an iasesmoneposffols@iadd par ent
cl nodes conpri.ses at | east one_of a plurality, of
o P BBHES & FSRPORE HHHE OB g B GRAaHe S07s dEReRdephupon
per f or MaRfRmhAGH Q&ri @G cHh shifdsdic@ne child class node.
23. The systemof claim 16 wherein said instructions
are further configured for enabling said at | east one
data processing device to facilitate: providing said

30. The §3ten® BEShinh $6 GARRLH HétBEninH amaélie%f‘—slt?é‘cifﬁr consulting
deternmining said client-specific consulting
infororatian imlydegher ei n sai d provi ding i ncl udes at | east
on f outputting,said client-specific consulting...
TR biEnadichgeuRigh g ol bl v nentvithin an
consul t iigestmémpeRfdldN agdd enabling access to said
client-specific consulting information for the purpose
of PEEPBRIAE @i cREPaEItiye ParTPHRACHasIcaynent between the allocated

investment and a plurality of non-allocated investments represented

within the asset class.

31. The system of claim 16 wherein determining said client-specific consulting
information includes:

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

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

SCOres.

32. The system of claim 31 wherein determining said client-specific consulting

information includes:
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24. The systemof claim 16 wherein determning said
client-specific consulting information includes:
wa@ledoenmioss ng client-specific investnent choi ceBCT/US2006/005364
dependent upon information derived from said
performance criteria; and objectively quantifying said
i w%&arwgmlg 8 HETPRY B RSt ER: PEiOERARG e P eetapshuRS Saitk d
from saij I [ Landd. The system of claim
24 mheré?ﬁggg%gétivg??ﬁﬁjg%?%???ng sai d i nvest ment
chdleteemining h gomposiganessaentrigdex pfdrmahéecscond deipantene spon
wher ei n .each one ,of a%id inﬁLces cor[%%gong§ to a
r espect i UETPATRL CFHE TR AR TAYPSIRRRE Sides mertpaRancs speyes-
and determ ning a conposite investnent index
performance score dependent upon information derived
fromsaid indices. 26. The system of claim24 wherein
obj ectively quantifying said investnment choices
i ncl udes: determ ning an asset class corresponding to
an all ocated investnment within an investnent
portfolio; and perform ng a conparative performnce
assessnent between the allocated i nvestnent and a
plurality of non-allocated investnments represented
within the asset class. 27. The systemof claim 24
wherei n objectively quantifying said investnent
choi ces includes: determning a plurality of
i nvest ment performance scores, wherein each one of
said i nvestnent performance scores corresponds to a
respective investnment within an investnent portfolio;
and
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determining a plurality of investnment index
perf ormance scores, wherein each one of said

WO poseseeest | ndex performance scores corr esponeSI/Us2086/005364
respective investnment index and wherein the respective
i nvestment index corresponds to a respective one of
sai d i nvest nent performance scores. 28. The system of
clai m 27 wherein objectively quantifying said

33. Anvesinesthpding.ces i ncl udes: deternining a conposite
I nvest ment performance score based upon said
i nibkeseme datypresessinedewiser es; anddeternining a
co e d ' rfar endent
pa el JESLITT by L8 BB o R RE Bp 1ER Y
penfhappanme fronowvhich sall indinections iemcodssiblebyRald anibgst oha
determ njng said cljent-specific consulting
i nf or matPBPIPFEFNIaLEViCehet er i ni ng a col | ection of

| ngjieRsn 448 BliodPRE c&ﬁﬂi%\r&i fO?%}lélﬁgl%.CSla{ | £ 18R Al

i nformat i on, erein eac ne of sal d”indices

cor r esponatessing deviestodatilitede:i nvest ment wit hin an

i nvestment porifoli.o; and detgrpmning a conposite

i nvest ment i i?_imﬂﬂ?g 8@%‘%?@‘_&8’@“8&%@% dgpgyislent upon
i nformation derivegieht GEtFR! tmbR HEmafOn, Jﬂh@eiﬁ}éf%fdgm

of claim 16 wherein determning said client-specifi
consul ti ng i nf or meliceirspepidiciemplatadisfamation ingludes askast
cl ass correspondin t? an al | ocat.ed investnent w thin
an invest ment por t¥8I°f 8 %W&%%F?%P&W‘@‘ggtll?ﬁ efimedi ve
performance assessimiBimdftidnRed ihfdematidd R onfigured for
i nvestnment and a plurality of non-allocated

i nvest nent s r epr edefiniBg inyestmcnt datases infexmatioasnd process

instructions; and

objectively quantifying said investment choices dependent
upon said client-specific template information thereby

generating objectively quantified investment choices.

34. The system of claim 33 wherein:
said performance criteria include parameters designating a desired
performance effect of an investment for the client; and
objectively quantifying said investment choices includes quantifying said

investment choices dependent on said parameters.

35. The system of claim 33 wherein said determining said client-specific investment
choices includes:
creating a hierarchical weighting structure having a plurality of parent class
nodes and at least one of a performance factor and a child class node
associated with at least one of said parent class nodes; and
distributing weightings to each one of said performance factors and class

nodes.
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31. The systemof claim 16 wherein determning said
client-specific consulting information includes:
waeleaenmioss ng a plurality of investnent perf or nBCYES2006/005364
scores, wherein each one of said investnent
erfornance.score% corresponds tq a respective

36. Thesysterpek claim e Wheren disehuiipg saig ovaighdings inclydes assigning

GBSt Wef%lﬁigl g€aid Bh1&kh ﬁe/%' el We?%‘fﬂéﬁgg H%ée%ggllﬁ Jpon information

per f or mahce~scor es, el n eac
demved fivensaid rlaivepeeiftimmnce scores corresponds to a -
respective investnent index and wherein the respective
i nvest nent i ndex corresponds to a respective one of
said i nvestnment performance scores. 32. The system of
37. Theadyntef df olier 3 wheefreeach wna gf said gaeht dats-mmdes edmprises at
consul ting inforpation includes:deternmning a
IR B EBr s PRBH SRRt prioRe e G B BAG N oL asdrrst ans
PetfoRRhRR ThetBE AL LA TBRE BnS QRIESassHode det erm ning a
conposite investnent index performance score dependent
upon i nformation derived fromsaid i nvestnent index
performance scores.33. A system conprising: at |east
38. ’Hﬁ%yﬁi@ﬁ?ofﬂ!léﬁﬁﬁ%évﬁ&eﬂ%'E&ivelmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂm RIVeSERA AR dfces
by Said at | east one dafa processing device; and an
inglpdesat us from which said instructions are accessible
by ,sai d_at |east .one.data pr,ocessi devi ce;. wherein
o2 gtiofte p FBRUSTFLRisRs Ry RER Spdfopliitiptes o o
| east 0BGrekpbAdNOAGESTEcYe BR¥itaRnt VithMGin! inVéktBent portfolio;
determning client-specific investnent choices
dependef®d upon client-specific.tenplate information,

mﬂ%tgxgxggﬁqg ad(fogﬁaé(%%ﬂé RSt fadsg %}fg}rganicg E@Jr%%e%ﬁent upon

i nc

information derived from said indices.

39. The system of claim 33 wherein objectively quantifying said 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.

40. The system of claim 33 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes: (
determining a plurality of investment performance scores, wherein each one of
said investment performance scores corresponds to a respective
investment within an investment portfolio; and
determining a plurality of investment index performance scores, wherein each
~ one of said investment index performance scores corresponds to a

respective investment index and wherein the respective investment
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one of performance criteria, weightings, defined
i nvest nent dataset information, filters configured for

WO 2do7ndaess i nvest nent dat aset informati on and pPCLESH06/005364

41.

i nstructions; and objectively quantifying said

I nvest ment ch0|ce1&%e pendent upon said client-specific
t enpl at ENGT CETRIPPRSIS 10 RERIPSGH ernerof sridgnvasiraent;ppefioymance
quanti figgeknvest ment choices. 34. The system of claim
33 wherein: said performance criteria include
paranmeters designating a desired performance effect of
an investnent for the client; and objectively
BHEH i bR AT IR A GRS R e
pehdast ers. 35. The system of claim 33 wherein said

det n1n|n sai d c i.ent-specifjc i nvestment choi ces
(entings Ba P oS RoERER PirbRpitie aoe Patp L on R
haV|ng qnﬁ£ﬁﬁ@hkkﬂbﬁﬁmﬂﬁggﬁksQ&@SS nodes and at Ieast

one of a performance factor and a child class node
as sleterminsel arempesite| ig¥estmentandsix afoimproesoreaieperdent upon

o, b B P el SRS 5

claim 35 wherein distributing said weightings includes
assigning relative weightings and cal cul ati ng actua
wei ghti ngs dependent upon information derived from
said relative weightings. 37. The system of claim 35
wherei n each one of said parent class nodes conprises
at | east one of a plurality of performance factors and

- a conbi nation of at |east one perfornmance factor and

at | east one child class node.
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38. The system of claim 33 wherein objectively
guantifying said investnent choices includes:
wa@leaenmioss ng a col | ecti on of indices, wherein PEOS2906005364
of said indices corresponds to a respective investnent
within an investnent portfolio; and determ ning a
conposite investnent index performance score dependent
upon information derived fromsaid indices. 39. The
42. S¥§item) dmpdisthgn 33 wherein obj ectively quantifying
sal d i nvestnent choices includes: determ ning an asset
c| aeang frdetopainings g colection & insieas etiheraipeaachene ofaithi n
an | ”Ve%dIFJétcon%ééJn‘aL k@%r&%&%ctﬁ%ri vstth “ﬂ%h%)gi&’ﬂ{v%&th}’e‘ﬁt
per f or mance assessmnent be en the allTocatéd
‘i nvest npoitfadiagd a plurality of non-allocated
investngnts represented within the asset class. 40.

Th@CaP$1E JPErmEYRg AL ABPHIErBY FHUBH) RIS REFAPIRARS PN ng
sai d 1 nyesdiRRuahfhatiFldifasio SRl Al A 2
plurality of I nvestnment performance scores, wherein

e aoteannfor afsesangltherivesstment tpopfolfcodapandsnt spar aformation
corresponds.to_a respectjve investnent wthin an
ovest nENEISH i 1 SOTBOSL IV BUEER PP REFITBIAFAIORS of

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

orresponds .to especti ve investnent index and
3. {pevaeh frimdrher iR rana g SRRcE BPHRTHBRaE S
iﬁclﬁ&&%ﬂﬂifﬁﬁ%‘@ﬁ@ iRdicS&Bdehdiie BpSTERTorRREbR rORRA%0 criteria
scores. 41. The system Of clai'm40 wherein objectively

wiiliaed fdrydesigniagithe invessmentpartfolioi ces

44. The system of claim 42 wherein determining the composite investment index
performance score includes combining said indices dependent upon information

related to actual allocations of funds within the investment portfolio.

45. The system of claim 42, further comprising:
means for determining a composite investment performance score, wherein
assessing the investment portfolio includes assessing the composite
investment performance score dependent upon information related to

the composite investment index performance score.

46. The system of claim 42, further comprising:
means for determining a plurality of investment performance scores, wherein
each one of said investment performance scores corresponds to a
respective investment of the investment portfolio;
means for 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
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i ncl udes: determ ning a conposite investnent
performance score based upon sai d invest nent
w@enfaodemce scores; and determ ning a conposiBEI/US2006/005364
i nvest ment i ndex performance score dependent upon
information derived fromsaid investnent index
per f or neptRECE vOIFestaent indexy earegspordsrip rai resnegti venerserssf shiok
det er m nj ol Lection of jndi,ces, wherein each one
of saidq#ﬂ%PﬁggI€8§P8§g€ﬁ§§35§ng respective investnent
Wi tohdans 8t dssssing FREH oneosfishial indestmesierfodhaste!e6i#h ni ng
a conposjte investnent index performance score
dependerfiePeisisat PpATONFRIMaB AN Flftad &2 resPedive onp @f said;
and meangdsBhedIRESHelBrhlifel Pygst ment portfolio
dependent upon intormation related to the conposite
i nvest nent i ndex performance score. 43. The system of
cl ai m42 wherein determ ning the conposite perfornance
score includes conbining said indi ces dependent upon
information related to criteria utilized for designing
the investnment portfolio. 44. The system of claim42
wherei n determ ning the conposite investnment index
performance score includes conbining said indices
dependent upon information related to actual
al l ocations of funds within the investnent portfolio.
45. The system of claim 42, further conprising: neans
for determ ning a conposite investnent performance
score, wherein assessing the investnment portfolio
i ncl udes assessing the conposite investnent
performance score dependent upon information rel ated
to the conposite investnent index perfornmance score.
46. The system of claim42, further conprising:
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means for determning a plurality of investnent
perf ormance scores, wherein each one of said
WO paog3oaeest performance scores corresponds to BCT/US2006/005364

respective investnment of the investnent portfolio;
means for determning a plurality of investnent index
perf ormance scores, wherein each one of said
i nvest ment index performance scores .corresponds to a

47. A8REAR LofSprisiyest ment i ndex and wherein therespective
i nvestment” 1 ndex corresponds to a respective one of
saingangfcesicreeminipg a pbratty ofirgestnent penficknmnas scofes; wherein

assessi ng,each one, .of said investnment performance
Scores. QLR ATHa K et HRRPPORPCR S oS oG PARSS o o
respect rdkpeaiie iffestient of AN @5/eE@idnt pBefdtioper f or mance
scores. 47. A system conprising: neans for determ ning

a pleansfor dpteonining @ slusality opwremenhinees porfernangh sscsés
each on .saj d invest. [ ranc [ es
corres pglrll1 gge"t? gécg‘ (#n% s‘%é%‘?iq I\%esﬁﬁ%rgg?&ér&e?%)ﬁg - Scores

I nvest mestregpondd @l 4 RspataanmvEamedeinderand Miekkin the
plurality of investnment index performnce scores, )
wher ei nTSREHIVEIBVESHMEHiRfex cOESsRANGS 1o AFBREGEHE Ph

scores We@ﬁ?%?ﬁ&%ﬁ&n@e gc%§&eglt1&ve i nvest nent i ndex
[ t

and wherein e'respective 1 nvestnent index
Cc onteasyfon dsseksingeachsme of said ivestnadnt parfdronanee s¢orent

performgnce scores; and means for assessing each, one
of sai gﬁfwégletﬁ@ﬁp 1&@@%%@&6@&&@@%&3&%@ saifon
!nfOr”ahh%ﬁm&§&ﬁk@ﬁp&ﬂbﬁh&ﬁé?&ﬁééVe one of said

i nvest nent 1 ndex performance scores. 48. The system of

claimd47, further conprising: neans for,determ ning a
conposite investnent performance score; neans for

48. 'ﬂﬁts%t.glinrgfawaiﬁl £RIRAR: ESmpAYRST Ment i ndex performance
> C&LS{,S f%?, determining a composite investment performance score;
means for determining a composite investment index performance score; and
" means for assessing the composite investment performance score dependent
upon information related to the composite investment index

performance score.

49. The system of claim 48 wherein determining the composite investment index
performance score includes combining the respective investment index indices
dependent upon information related to actual allocations of funds within the

investment portfolio.

50. The system of claim 47 wherein determining said investment performance scores
includes combining said indices dependent upon information related to actual

allocations of funds within the investment portfolio.
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nmeans for assessing the conposite investnent
perf ormance score dependent upon information rel ated

WO 0orhesosonposi t e i nvest ment i ndex perfor manc ePGLURM®06/005364
49. The system of claim 48 wherein determning the
conposite investnent index performance score includes
conbi ning the respective investnent index indices
dependent upon information related to actual

51. Aldyaeat cOmprisihgf unds wi thin the investnent portfolio.
50. The system of claim47 wherein determning said
i nwecAngden deterriiningan @eses elassceoriespondiesstocamrdiionatad invastthent

i ndi ces n t _upon.i-nformation related to actual
al | ocat io n§%%€6%pﬂ%’§£°§f%l1%’ﬁ“ _he_ i nvest nent

poridaab & ﬂiﬂorrﬁixfgy@&cﬁi‘ljibarﬂmmfdrﬁ)hﬁgﬁce@§é&§mf3ﬂrbetween the
determ ning an_ asset class corresEondl ng to an

al | ocat edlorziod srvestmenbndehpluralisy o akenatedgnyestments)
nmeans f(}%]tngggr{tég } 89 a8ef arative perf-ornmance
e

assessne ween the allTocated investnment and a
plurality of non-allocated i nvestnents represented by
the asset class. 52. The system of claimb51 wherein:

52?%%;%&%%?%@3&?% cl asses i s dependent upon

ronre at | east one of performance

cr ishidrdesermiviing hisengassesiBfdepatichnymst inforinatiah adgtkd to at least
information, filters configured for refinin

i nvest moRe of geriQrnance FiaieRia+ Weightings. _ﬁ?fér@éégvegstmént dataset
Instru Cﬁhﬁﬁﬁﬁtiéﬁ’ filtgﬁ%oﬁﬁgﬁx%mfg reﬁhﬁfﬁ%é%tﬁ‘i@ﬁ ldatadet

perform ng the conparatiVe perfornafice assessnent

i ncl udeinfdeneation aidywrocess olstrectionsn of i ndi ces, wherein
each one of said indices corresponds to a respective
al l ocated i nvestnent of the investnent

53. The system of claim 52 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 clomposite investment index performance score dependent upon

information related to said indices.

54. The system of claim 53 wherein performing the comparative performance
assessment includes assessing the investment portfolio dependent upon

information related to the composite investment index performance score.

55. The system of claim 53 wherein determining the composite investment index
performance score includes combining said indices dependent upon information

related to actual allocations of funds within the investment portfolio.



portfolio; determning a conposite investnment index
perf ormance score dependent upon information rel ated

W@ 200340658 ndi ces. 54. The system of cl ai m 53 WhEr/E52906/005364
perform ng the conparative performance assessnent
I ncl udes assessing the investnment portfolio dependent

56. Tho#ystan of elatn 63 wgr@r%m perfemning shecemprsitive fenfpesanent

%ﬁ%&%ﬁleﬂ?ﬁcﬁfd@?nce score. 55. The system of claim 53
grein det erm ni ng the conposite investnent index

perdeinbiing a 86mpesiteiavestiasntqRornhng ssategdanddi ces
dependent upon information related to actual
al PESHNG Y OMROSHE MVRFMSNhPeHRImange sqoReAependent upon

por t f ol iiRrpRatidlRIRYPIAHE gf)mglr)?{e%égktfﬁ@ﬁrlgﬁ& SIIZFEI%)ttInance

perform ng the conparative p ormance asses

i ncl udescomet er m ni ng a conposite investnent

performance score; and assessing the conposite

i nvest ment performance score dependent upon

information related to the conposite investnent index
57. Prer dystermobdaist 5t wheisin perfensiys theroafpardtiat peHdromies ei n

$erforntngathe conparati ve perfornmance assessnent

SCFRgRENCEeSer mining a plurality of investnent

PedbRiiREa PRAIAY of WIEEBIeRt e é?:fo(rfscs?{.tygergin each one of

i nvest ment” perfornance scores correspon
r espect iseid invasentpatfophanch ecormy estaspondspio mtréspettive

determining a plurality of .investnment index
per f or mih¢ gt’%e@gf)gg‘,e IW%PE‘?'H PEHH%ne of said
| ndestimMg 4 pieNicpef ﬁ@éﬂﬁl@ﬁﬁnﬁ%@ﬁ&%xﬁﬁh&@%&’é&g wheRirfeach

respective investnent index and wherein the respective

i nvest meAe of sridinvesmeatindex performance sgnees ¢oresponss o6 a
sai d 1 nyest ARG REEAGH: TR Gind SHeESh 1 Dspective investment

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

assessing each one of said investment performance scores dependent upon
information related to a respective one of said investment index

performance scores.

58. The system of claim 51 wherein performing the comparative performance
assessment includes:
determining a composite investment performance score;
determining a composite investment index performance score; and
a\ssessing the composite portfolio performance score dependent upon
information related to the composite investment index performance

score.

59. The system of claim 58 wherein:
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assessi ng each one of said investnment performance
scores dependent upon information related to a

WO e®paedoss/e one of said investnent index perf oPCEOBM06/005364
scores. 58. The system of claim51 wherein performng
the conparative performnce assessnent includes:
d edﬂenhimirr&ha CODPPDE| invsestmmﬁsindmcrperfmmﬁmermnménsludwse ;
deterninin 1§§ osite i.nvest nment rf ormance

score: Riet e BT oRogInaof fepentent tpon

per f or Wﬁﬂgﬁnzﬁﬁﬂf@laﬂzﬂﬁs RERAL alReAohs B FHAEI W @iin el Alved.
to the conposite investnent index performance score.

59. The system of claim 58 wherein:deterni ning the
conposite investnent index performance score includes
conmbi ning the respective investnent index indices
dependent upon information related to actua

al l ocations of funds within the invest.60. A system
conprising: means for preparing client-specific
tenplate information including at | east one of
performance criteria, weightings, defined investnent
dataset information, filters configured for refining
i nvest ment dataset information and process
instructions; and neans for determ ning
client-specific consulting information dependent upon
said client-specific tenplate information. 61. The
system of claim60 wherein: said performance criteria
i ncl ude paraneters designating a desired performnce
effect of an investnent for the client; and preparing
said client-specific tenplate information includes at
| east one of quantitatively and qualitatively
representing said performance criteria.
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62. The system of claim@60,- further conprising: neans
for providing said client-specific consulting

WO pdoonod@ss on after determ ning said client-speRCT/U82006/005364

consul ting information, wherein said providing

i ncludes at |east one of outputting said

client-specific consulting information, displaying

said client-specific consulting information and
60. £33 HND 3 to said client specific investnent

information for the purpose of determning related

i nfnsensior prepagsg cliend-spycifie teroplatel informeGominghuding at least one

determ ning.said client-specific nsul ti

i nf or mabT BT RANGHRL B PHETe SR dRY e e dppeger

| nvest neifbriediing GRedepafiggel fonefiningfiffodhdm dadssti ved

fromsaid performance criteria;, and objectively

quant i f {fpanainandpyecssiingtruetipsiscayl dependent upon

- : i . . for Cor .

e R R

choi cess#d cliditespsyifit esmplhtedhfurmation.wher ei n obj ecti vel y

quantifying said investnent choices includes:

determining a collection of indices, wherein each one

of said indices corresponds to a respective investnent
61. Thictspstamaot claimedt whertinpor t f ol i 0; and determining a

conmposi te investnent index performance score dependent

uptid PAEMARCE BriteHa incleds RATERPISEs desishatingadesiisd The

syst em gérf&x‘n?dnﬂé edpMof Eﬁirﬂzeﬁﬂﬁﬁdrgﬁé Yidhrahl Tyl ng

said i nvestnent choices includes: determning an asset

cl preparing sad ploandtisperifiotearplat ifoahaibn inviedénmi¢ashdiciom

an i nvest nent
quaql'%tat

iv%?yr grfdoqlulaﬁi.ati%&?/ representing said performance criteria.

62. The system of claim 60, further comprising:
means for providing said client-specific consulting information after
determining said client-specific consulting information, wherein said
providing includes at least one of outputting said client-specific
consulting information, displaying said client-specific consulting
information and enabling access to said client specific investment

information for the purpose of determining related information.

63. The system of claim 60 wherein determining said client-specific consulting
information includes:
determining client-specific investment choices dependent upon information
derived from said performance criteria; and
objectively quantifying said investment choices dependent upon information
derived from said performance criteria thereby generating objectively

quantified investment choices.
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performng a conparative performance assessnent

between the allocated investnent and a plurality of
worabdosg at ed i nvest mnents represented w thi n PCBEUSRNSE005364

class. 66. The system of claim63 wherein objectively

quantifying said i nvestnent choices includes:

64. Tt ®stermofidaian @3 wheteint gbjedtivielwasntrinng sed fnvestaene choices
scor.es, wherein each one of said investnent
PPy nance scores corresponds to a respective
| nyeR iR AdilkichoR Bf IHdvRe WEEinRAER bY bfOsaiPdices
determning a plurality of investnent index )
per f or mapEespoas sa regpastize mvestotenbwéthif ansiavestment portfolio;
investngna i ndex performance scores corresponds to a
‘respectiee i nvest ment index and wherein the respective
I ndesthig 4 slaposne if RSl sndeR parfogtfreistore depéndeht upon
said i nvestnent performance scores. 67. The system of
claim 6®fﬁﬁé?t&WfP%WF@€m®1@mﬂF@ﬁ{ i fying said
i nvestment choices includes: determning a conposite
i nvest nent performance score based upon said
i nvest nent perfornmance scores; anddeterm ning a )

65. Ersrystem &f claitneG? wherein ohiestivebrausntifiingsaid Bivestaepbehaices
HAR Ld: Nformation derived fromsaid investment index
péerforfmance scores. 68. The system of claim60 wherein
deteemininpoansake cldsk eoirespprding ite e alhsoateldi ingestment within an
i nformati on includes: determ ning a collection of
i ndi ces IVEHEIHAERPTHOHENAMhT or mati on derived from said
Cl peifbeARes kbl B0PpatsmidboLTBILRA bARRERIR FRENCANC
of “saird 1ndices corresponds to a respective I nvestnent
Wi t hi n arvestmens amba plupdity bbhomallenated investments represented

within the asset class.

66. The system of claim 63 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes:

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

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

SCOICS.

67. The system of claim 66 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes:
determining a composite investment performance score based upon said

investment performance scores; and
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determi ning a conposite investnent index perfornmance
score dependent upon infornmation derived fromsaid

W0 pi7ae®s8 69. The system of claim 60 wherein PCT/US2006/005364
deternmning said client-specific consulting
i nformati on includes: determ ning an asset cl ass
c ordetespinng A gomposite law&bmamtaddmcrmﬁnmenue sebtehdepeadent upon

ng\rll?gtr En{?gggg‘é{eg i o f&,ﬁéﬁeﬁ?@r}gmdg n.gtalr'n%etmce scores.

I nvestment and a pl ur aI ity of non-allocated
i nvest nent s repr esented within the asset class. 70.

e im 60 ereln de n|n said .

65. Tt ReRL SR 60 Bht RS Riesr RaTTeBh SRR B hSulcing
AedrafatbRintfudespl ural ity of investnent performance
scores, wherein each one of said investnent -
peeisFRiIE2 eellocian ebindicsp daprndert la)onesfpsel@aﬁlmedenved from

ot 5t TS TR o i

per f or rm\ith&s%ﬁé@hndmﬁ edspectiveh hnﬁ@ﬁn&ﬁ widitlan investment
i nvest ment i ndex ‘perfornmance scores corresponds to a

respect POEfQly aad nent i ndex and wherein the respective

' n\ﬂ@éfrﬁﬁfﬁéé Mﬁﬁ%s?t@ A RIROO Snde? Ip%gfﬁ%ﬁﬁ%tsg%g tdgﬁ]&d%t upon

sai d 1 nvest nent per ormance score
conpr i sinfgrmatemrderived froecsiid imdices] i ent backgr ound
i nformati on; nmeans for preparing client-specific
tenpl ate i nformati on dependent upon said client
background i nformation; and neans for determ ning

69. Te sysiemsgfetdifmi G) whersin datasrgunmg eaidelienrspdeifierndaniltingpon

ific tenplate information.
mf%rmatl(l)n 1nc}ude$ ec al

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.

70. The system of claim 60 wherein determining said client-specific consulting
information includes:

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

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

index corresponds to a respective one of said investment performance

SCOores.
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72. The systemof claim 71 wherein receiving said
client background information includes receiving
w@rfiados® i nvest ment i nformation and desired PCT/US2006/005364
i nvestnment effects. 73. The systemof claim7 1
wherein preparing said client-specific tenplate
i nformati on includes specifying information that
defines at | east one of performance criteria,
71. W3l Rempridiaki ned invest ment dataset information
“fil'ters configured for refining investnent dataset
i nfoeanstfooreceimhgmlicotbakerosnd idbimateon; 74. The system

of claim73 wherei.n said.performance crjiteria jnclude
par BEP aPEPERL TS inR e irclemplile pEomeion depeider bigonpid
an i nvesdliEnnbackgfovnlnfolh&idn; addd preparing said
client-specific tenplate informati on includes at | east

onenegns dodetermning eligntaspgcifig sbnsudting/isfgrmratipn dependenigipon
sai d per tdteria. 75  The systemof claim7 1
wher ei n %@%%ﬁgg§%$ﬁéélHﬁﬁ%?ygg?g£5@0ific consul ting

i nformation includes: creating a hierarchical
wei ghting structure having a plurality of parent class

.| ne of.a perfor ce factar_.and.a
72, TR R St Qb S reBiE r B A P P
fratudies recbiviig pRdeBo irRetntinG inforakition nWabaRid iR GSsihént
each one of said performance factors and cl ass

.76. The system of claim 75 wherein: distributing
sai d wei ghtings includes assigning relative weightings
and cal cul ati ng actual wei ghtings dependent upon
i nformation derived fromsaid relative weightings. 77.

73. Thesysipm efslaim ¢l siherem prepgiingwaid eliansspesiigiemmatas f or
%F(?'}eﬂrﬁbﬂ Shohed sfldifsig SRS Halibf ofP BMlds P abdrRIgFat i on
performance criteria, weightings, defined investment dataset information, filters

configured for refining investment dataset information and process instructions.

74. The system of claim 73 wherein
said performance criteria include parameters designating a desired
performance effect of an investment for the client; and
preparing said client-specific template information includes at least one of

quantitatively and qualitatively representing said performance criteria.

75. The system of claim 71 wherein said determining client-specific consulting
information includes:
creating a hierarchical weighting structure having a plurality of parent class
nodes and at least one of a performance factor and a child class node
associated with at least one of said parent class nodes; and
distributing weightings to each one of said performance factors and class

nodes.
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determ ning said client-specific consulting
i nformati on, wherein said providing includes at | east
WwWo@r@70660881t putti ng said client-specific consul BETES2006/005364
i nformation, displaying said client-specific
consul ting informati on and enabling access to said
76. @lhe eydters pé claim @ Soolnseint i ng | nformati on for the purpose
of determining related. information. 78, The system of
ol AP MeTghings mCﬂtr% ASSAETHNG | %WF-‘%‘?&%‘&‘)F/%S@““
consul ti afedisHy 48Rl Wei by HEsend R LpbHiffoRHation derived
client-specificC investnent chol ces dependent upon
i nf or mat irom sdisktielagigte fwegghtings.d per f or mance criteri a;
and objectively quantifying said i nvestnent choices
dependent upon information derived from said
performance criteria. 79. The system of claim 78
77. lhe system obflaon N efuythqguenmprfisiagig sai d i nvest ment

chai ces i ncl udes: determning a collection of indices,
P TReR Vi i L -Prie vl duistmaton oy

r espect i deferkiiviag shRHiewd-§pRcificaionsulN S inTBiMation! Whedelsaid
and determ ning a conposite investment index -

per f or neferidigopeludepidersh onaplorntputting said ichentehpesified

fromsaid indi ’ T stemof. cl ai m.78 wher.ei n
obj ecti vcgﬁ"f'/&gbgﬁ}%??@%noé]’ glgp%\ﬁllnlg\;gls crl}gﬁ{—s%eﬁg}ccceogxsﬁ{mg

i ncl udesinfoigfagomnd Sghblifg a66est todafbien b p@SOEEsOBinkO
an allocated investnment within an_investnent )

por t f ol iiBformatipe fardhepwgose lgleframining elped inforranitan.
assessnent between the allocated i nvestnent and a
plurality of non-allocated investnents represented
‘within the asset class.

78. The system of claim 71 wherein determining said client-specific consulting
information includes:
determining client-specific investment choices dependent upon information
derived from said performance criteria; and
objectively quantifying said investment choices dependent upon information

derived from said performance criteria.

79. The system of claim 78 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes:
determining a collection of indices, wherein each one of said indices
corresponds to a respective investment within an investment portfolio;
and
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said indices.

80. The system of claim 78 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices

includes:

determining an asset class corresponding to an allocated investment within an

investment portfolio; and
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81. The systemof claim78 wherein objectively
guantifying said investnent choices includes:

waletoenedoss ng a plurality of investment perfor neemES2006/005364
scores, wherein each one of said investment
performance scores corresponds to a respective
i nve®f D@2t IMEPEHI Ve Peetmante apesdrheit 'bgﬁws’éﬁ(dhe allocated

i ni g ralki f _investpent index

per  or mance SaArER4 ilnBhy B HER Dnes myantments represenied
i nvest nenwithiwl the gesstichisgrance scor es corresponds to a
respective investment index and wherein the respective
i nvestment index corresponds to a respective one of
sai d investment performance scores. 82. The system 0
claim 81 wherein objectively guant i fying sai drrposi e
' stoent .choi ces | ncludes: determning a co

81|. %g gﬁr,{grﬂtof ’g&up %rfﬁ]i‘ﬁ?@mé@dﬂcéVblaspdntlfpmg safil iftvestment choices
i mehgdegeNt performance scores; and determining a
conposiie i nvestment index performance score dependent
uporfletaimining eipdurabinrofimetstrh@mps HbAndroy 8 ﬁ?%&é}g %@i ope of
perf or mance, scores. 83, The systemof clarm er
det erm ni %bdlgé{?%mgm Eﬁﬁfor’%’ﬁ%‘tei ﬂcptes@orrs&p:cwlndm@ arespe]:cctwe
i nf or mat iinvestAEAUABS col | ection o
i ndi ces plle,pesndent .upgrﬁgzﬁaﬁg@:ﬁkgﬁ?ﬁ’gﬁea ic tenplate
i nf SFteaRITBnS 2 phisalisy of Gaesneneimdtx paifdhuhil 68tes, wherein each
correspo .g.respectLve I nvestnent w _
i nvest Ere% éﬁ%r&t‘l?ﬂ‘f%&n@ﬁﬂl étpé’ffﬁimﬁqgg SaorgmmpDMS to a
| nvest meméspecti@XinPesth Okt TRAGE L ASRERGEnt. Uupon
i nf or mat i.op derived fromsaid in |%l_es.682ESp é'eg‘i')@ftgfﬁm
of cl ai mMBECK CRITESRANGS thea mspiativagnes af shid idvestmedPB&tdrifance
consul ti ggyinformation includes:

82. The system of claim 81 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices

includes:
determining a composite investment perfonnan;:e score based upon‘said
investment performance scores; and
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said investment index performance scores.

83. The system of claim 71 wherein determining said client-

information includes:

specific consulting

determining a collection of indices dependent upon said client-specific
template information, wherein each one of said indices corresponds to
a respective investment within an investment portfolio; and

determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said indices.
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determ ning an asset class corresponding to an
al l ocated investnent within an investnent portfolio;
w@ee7peisdr m ng a conparative perfornmance asseRBGIERL006/005364
between the allocated investnent and a plurality of
non-al | ocated i nvestnents represented within the asset
84. Thegystengef clyiie 74 ydheesin detemniaing spid clignéspéaificleansalingi ng
%?t%rﬂma?ibh?ﬂélﬁ&é%?d fic consulting information includes:
etermning a plurality of investnent performnce

Sc deesminihg he hseeclads conespiindigitd anVesdte@®mvestment within an
performance scores corresponds to a respective
i nvest meRYeSHPEIDRTRHa; Abdst ment portfolio; and

SS&J?HM%%Q{ @ a%tﬁrleiﬂ%}foﬂflaﬂcg %?%E%é}ft b%:R’geglﬁ éhe allocated

or mance Sscor es, erein each one o
i nvest memvesimeigeng ephonlityrod aos-ativesed mvestapatsdspresenged
respective .investnent i ndex and wherein the respective
investn@ﬂﬁ“? é%“@&ﬂﬁ%sponds to a respective one of
said i nvestnent performance scores. 86. The system of
claim85 wherein determning said client-specific

onsul ti ng .i.nf tion_ includes: determning a _.
85. Triasem o Giapnl DR drieahipms cai TSR ESTsaYFoapgng ai d
ihfeatioR Helrekf or mance scores; and determning a
conposite investnent index performance score dependent

up Seteimindngra plusality of investmienuparfmindnienscostswhereinnzielt one of
per f or mance sc [ nmeans for

res.87. A syste conpri si ng:
et er m ARG G PRSI PERRRPE SooTbetTrenen e Adepecve
dependeives@dht ithehin HREGEhCpIrEBRGAn@ | nf or mati on,
wherein said client-specific tenplate information
i ndetgea@ing a puzality ehiaveftmgetindenperfamante soores, wherein each
one of said investment index performance scores corresponds to a
respective investment index and wherein the respective investment
index corresponds to a respective one of said investment performance

SCOres.

86. The system of claim 85 wherein determining said client-specific consulting
information includes:
determining a composite investment performance score based upon said
investment performance scores; and
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said investment index performance scores.
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wei ghti ngs, defined investnent dataset information,
filters configured for refining investnent dataset

WO pdoone@ss on and process instructions; and nmeaPGI/U82006/005364
obj ectively quantifying said investnment choices
dependent upon said client-specific tenplate
i nformati on thereby generating objectively quantified
i nvestment choices. 88. The system of claim 87

87.wheyseanm: coagiridinger f or mance criteria include paraneters

desi g%g ng a desired gerf_ormance effect of an

i nv Rt determipiig dienpkspecifigridvestinenttdhoiley depeadértfupbng

said inv -ehol I es antifying said.
ovest meapntepecifiORfRe GRS SHR tald Bk Spétuge
The systiempldte odfermativn intladei 40 164} 66 dMRIB6AMRR NI
sai d investpent choices includes: determning a

col | ect i\gﬂggﬁ‘iﬂgsm é? InyGsEpent dlatagetrintosmatién, Seiets configured

i ndi ces RPFIrRSRORMSst lve investnent. within
an i nvest nent ]gggrtfsofx?g?dag%g l‘c}}g‘%era?ﬁohgﬂgpﬁocsmvﬁrﬁq@“s’

- invest meamd i ndex performance score dependent upon
i nf ion.derived fromsaid indices. 90. The system
of “8‘{%? Eﬁ’rég”%ﬁiléf?‘éﬁ GYapYyaE My cHmEAt $HojGes gepenident upon
i nvest meaid dkai-sesitdehpies; 1 U biecti
cl ass corresgon_g]i%ﬁg toh‘gn allnlf%?gat%rg tﬁér{v sgér?flg%\%&%omﬁcﬁve}y
an inve edyipvestmeniochosogslper f or mi ng a conparati ve
performance assessnent between the all ocated

investnment and a plurality of non-allocated
investnments represented within the asset cl ass.

88. The system of claim 87 wherein:
said performance criteria include parameters designating a desired
- performance effect of an investment for the client; and
objectively quantifying said investment choices includes quantifying said

investment choices dependent on said parameters.

89. The system of claim 87 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes:

determining a collection of indices, wherein each one of said indices

corresponds to a respective investment within an investment portfolio;
and

determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said indices.

90. The system of claim 87 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes:

determining an asset class corresponding to an allocated investment within an

investment portfolio; and
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91. The system of claim 87 wherein objectively
guantifying said investnent choices includes:

waeleaenmioss ng a plurality of investnent perf or nBCYES2006/005364
scores, wherein each one of said investnent
performance scores corresponds to a respective
i n\vpesfiormeing axantpanative penfoenamerassgsemedtdetweenahel allocated

determ ning,a plurality..of investnent.index

por o mahEe uRet ARG RIRRERE: of T oGHED givesiRiegts ropresanted
I nvest megithih KL Xss@ed1dsgr mance scores corresponds to a
respective investnent index and wherein the respective

i nvestment index corresponds to a respective one of
sai d i nvestnment performance scores. 92. The system of

91. ThébyRictn &f Mh@h 87 WHeRii® |6E)jie<\!t§5x‘e\1y guiiryihy A8 ifelsBnent choices

investnment choices includes: déterm ning a conposite
inglndss:nent performance score based upon said

I nv f ores. cand determ njng.a

corfatTlbe RBLLAITRP SR HERAE BorrPlaarE iR, Mo uberbone o

upon i nfsaidtavdsanestgielfoatarice@Bb2a L oréspURES TR TesPeBBRX

per f or mance scores. _ .
vestment W1th1n an investment portfolio; and

determining a plurality of investment index performance scores, wherein each

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

index corresponds to a respective one of said investment performance

SCOrIESs.

92. The system of claim 91 wherein objectively quantifying said investment choices
includes:
determining a composite investment performance score based upon said
investment performance scores; and
determining a composite investment index performance score dependent upon

information derived from said investment index performance scores.
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