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(57) ABSTRACT 

A System and method for measuring, analyzing, and tracking 
the past performance of Security analysts earnings estimates 
and recommendations. A database containing historical 
information pertaining to analyst earnings estimates and 
recommendations is downloaded into the System. Pre-cal 
culated data values are also added to the database including 
adjustment factors a Single or Set of analysts based upon 
their historical earnings estimates as compared to actual 
earnings estimates over time, and other user-defined perfor 
mance analysis Set parameters and metrics. A weighting 
factor may also be calculated for a set of analysts based upon 
factorS Such as the recency of an analyst's earnings esti 
mates. Using these adjustment and weighting factors and 
each analyst's actual earnings estimate, a custom composite 
estimate may be derived. A front-end graphical user inter 
face (GUI) is used to view analyst historical data either as 
raw data or, by using a data Visualization technique, as a 
graph or chart. The GUI allows a user to choose from a 
multitude of predetermined analysis parameters and metrics 
or to define his own parameters and metrics for calculation 
and Visualization. A user may also, in Similar manner, use a 
GUI to choose parameters and metrics to analyze and 
display the historical profitability of analysts’ recommenda 
tions over a plurality of time periods. Users may also create 
and test, either retrospectively or prospectively, custom 
portfolio transaction models and rules for purchasing and 
Selling Securities based upon analysts estimates and recom 
mendations. The value of Such test portfolios may also be 
tracked. 
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SECURITY ANALYST PERFORMANCE 
TRACKING AND ANALYSIS SYSTEMAND 

METHOD 

FIELD OF THE INVENTION 

0001. The invention relates to a system and methods for 
managing and Viewing historical Security analyst data; for 
measuring, analyzing, and tracking the historical perfor 
mance of Security analysts estimates and buy/sell recom 
mendations, and using Such performance and other infor 
mation to automatically produce better predictors of future 
corporate earnings or Stock-price performance. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

0002 There are many individuals who analyze financial 
data and financial instruments, Such as equity and fixed 
income Securities. At least Some of these individuals analyze 
Such data in an attempt to predict future economic events. 
Such individuals may include, for example, Security analysts 
and may be known as contributors or analysts, among 
others. The role of the Security analyst is generally well 
known and includes, among other things, the issuance of 
earnings or other financial estimates concerning future eco 
nomic events and recommendations on whether investors 
should buy, Sell, or hold financial instruments, Such as equity 
Securities. Security analyst estimates may include, but are 
not limited to, quarterly and annual earnings estimates for 
companies, whether or not they are traded on a public 
Securities eXchange. 

0003. At least some investors tend to rely on the earnings 
estimates and recommendations issued by Security analysts. 
Usually more than one analyst follows a given equity 
Security. Analysts often disagree on their earnings estimates 
and recommendations and, as a result, analysts earnings 
estimates and recommendations may Sometimes vary. 

0004. A number of financial information services provid 
ers (FISPs) gather and report analysts earnings estimates 
and recommendations. At least some FISPs report the high, 
low, and mean earnings estimates, as well as mean recom 
mendations for equity securities (as translated to a FISP's 
particular scale, for example, one to five). In addition, FISPs 
may also provide information on what the earnings estimates 
and recommendations were Seven and thirty days prior to the 
most current consensus, as well as the differences between 
the consensus for a Single equity Security and that of the 
relevant industry. Moreover, for some clients, FISPs provide 
earnings estimates and recommendations on an analysts-by 
analyst basis. An advantage of the availability of analyst 
level estimates and recommendations is that a client can 
View the components of the mean estimate or recommen 
dation by analyst Various drawbacks exist, however, with 
these approaches and other known techniques. 

0005 For example, prior approaches include a software 
program that displayS all current estimates. For a particular 
fiscal period for a particular Security the Software provides 
the ability to simply “include” or “exclude” each estimate 
(recommendation) from the mean. This is problematic for 
Several reasons. First, commercially available databases of 
estimates and recommendations contain “current data on 
thousands of Stocks. Each Stock may have estimates from 1 
to 70 or more analysts. Each analyst may provide estimates 
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for 1 to many periods. The data may be updated throughout 
the day. Manually dealing with this volume of information 
can be time consuming. 
0006 A second drawback is that with current techniques, 
if Someone were inclined to determine which estimates 
(recommendations) should get more weight, and which 
estimates should get leSS or no weight, the sheer Volume of 
analysts (over 3,000 for U.S. stocks alone) makes it 
extremely difficult to know which analysts provide more 
useful information than others. Current techniques lack 
Sufficient ability to intelligently measure historical analyst 
performance and beneficially use Such measurements. 
0007. A third drawback is that it while it is possible to 
imagine various weighting Systems or algorithms, it is 
difficult to effectively implement or test them. Current 
systems do not provide the ability to effectively devise new 
estimate (recommendation) weighting algorithms, nor do 
they provide the ability to easily test their (hypothetical) 
historical performance. 
0008 A fourth drawback with current techniques is that 
there are limited or no tools for effectively viewing historical 
estimates and recommendations as time-Series graphs or for 
overlaying this information over a graph of prices for the 
Securities to understand the relationship between changes in 
estimates (recommendations) to changes in Securities prices. 
These and other drawbacks exist with existing Systems 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

0009. An object of the invention is to overcome these and 
other drawbacks of prior approaches and techniques. 
0010 Another object of the invention is to measure and 
use the historical performance of an analyst's past estimates 
or recommendations to better predict future earnings or 
effectively use analysts recommendations. 
0011) Another object of the invention is to provide a tool 
to automatically create more accurate composite estimates 
(predictors) by adjusting one or more analyst's estimates up 
(down) if they have a historical tendency to under (over) 
estimate the value of future quantities Such as earnings. 
0012 Another object of the invention is to automatically 
create an improved composite estimate for one or more 
Securities by calculating a weighting factor for each ana 
lyst's estimate that gives relatively more weight to certain 
analyst estimates and relatively leSS or no weight to other 
analyst estimates, where the weighting factor is based upon 
predetermined criteria. 
0013 Another object of the invention is to objectively 
measure the historical accuracy of the estimates made by 
one or more Contributors (analysts and/or brokers) 
0014) Another object of the invention is to provide a tool 
to measure historical accuracy of predictions with the flex 
ibility for the user to specify one or more of the time frame 
of estimates to be measured (e.g., those estimates 9-12 
months prior to actual report date), the number of periods 
over which to aggregate performance, the error metric used 
to calculate performance, and the Stocks over which to 
aggregate performance. 
0015. Another object of the invention is to exclude from 
calculation of an automatically generated composite all 
estimates (recommendations) that do or do not meet certain 
criteria. 
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0016. Another object of the invention is to provide a tool 
to automatically identify a cluster, or major revision of 
estimates (or recommendations), based upon predetermined 
criteria 

0.017. Another object of the invention is to automatically 
create a composite estimate (or recommendation) by exclud 
ing (or assigning reduced weight) to those estimates 
received prior to the beginning of a cluster. 
0.018. Another object of the invention is to automatically 
calculate an improved composite estimate or recommenda 
tion by both adjusting estimates of earnings by calculating 
an earnings estimate based upon the adjustment and weight 
ing factors for a plurality of analysts estimates. 
0.019 Another object of the invention is to measure the 
historical performance of a single or plurality of analysts 
estimates and to measure the historical profitability of rec 
ommendations of either a single or plurality of analysts. 
0020. Another object of the invention is to compare the 
performance of analysts estimates and recommendations 
for a particular financial instrument or industry. 
0021 Another object of the invention is to enable a user 
to define the method for measuring the performance of an 
analyst by allowing for the Specification of a number of 
Security analyst performance parameters or metrics. 
0022. Another object of the invention is to allow for the 
creation, Storage, and recall of Security autoweight models 
and related estimates where the models automatically assign 
weights to each analyst’s estimate or recommendation based 
on Stored, user-defined criteria. 
0023. Another object of the invention is to test auto 
weight models by applying predetermined criteria. 
0024. Another object of the invention is to provide a data 
Visualization technique to allow a user to display Simulta 
neously the estimates of earnings (or other quantities Such as 
revenues) for a single or plurality of contributors using 
predetermined criteria, along with the actual earnings (or 
other quantity) corresponding to those estimates and other 
related parameters or metrics. 
0.025. Another object of the invention is to provide a data 
Visualization technique to allow a user to display Simulta 
neously time-Series charts of estimates of earnings (or of 
estimates of other quantities Such as revenues, or of recom 
mendations) for a single or plurality of contributors using 
predetermined criteria, along with a time-Series of the Secu 
rity's price over the corresponding time interval. 
0026. Another object of the invention is to provide a data 
Visualization technique to allow one to display, as either raw 
numerical data, a chart, or graph, a number of earnings 
estimate performance metrics for either a single or plurality 
of analysts, based upon predetermined criteria. 
0027. Another object of the invention is to provide a data 
Visualization technique to display Simultaneously the 
numerical representation of a single or plurality of Security 
analysts’ purchase recommendations for predetermined cri 
teria, along with the actual change in the value of the 
Security corresponding to the recommendation(s). 
0028. These and other objects of the invention are carried 
out, according to various preferred embodiments of the 
invention. 
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0029. According to one embodiment of the invention, an 
improved estimate of a future earnings event can be auto 
matically developed for one or a plurality of Securities by 
applying a weighting factor to each analyst's estimate. The 
weighting factor may be based on a variety of factors as 
Specified in an autoweight model Such as the relative 
recency of each analyst's estimate, the analyst's historical 
performance, or other factors. For example, if an estimate is 
relatively old, it may get a relatively low or Zero weighting, 
whereas more recent estimates may be given a relatively 
high weighting. The Sum of the weights assigned to analyst's 
estimates for a particular fiscal period should equal one. Two 
or more factors may be used in combination. Autoweight 
models allow for the definition of an arbitrary number of 
different factors. For example, an analyst may receive a 
Score for her past performance and another Score for the 
recency of her estimate. Using a pre-defined function, these 
factor Scores can be consolidated with the result being a 
Summary weight for each analyst. Using the automatically 
calculated weights, the estimates and revisions of either a 
Single or plurality of analysts can be composited for a given 
fiscal period by calculating the weighted average of esti 
mates Such that an improved estimate can be calculated. For 
example, a custom composite estimate or composite esti 
mate may be calculated by multiplying a plurality of ana 
lysts current earnings estimates for a particular Security by 
their respective weighting factors and then Summing over 
each estimate. Similarly, analyst recommendations at a point 
in time can be automatically weighted according to different 
factors to create an improved composite recommendation by 
multiplying each analyst’s recommendation by that ana 
lysts weighting factor. 
0030. According to another aspect of the invention, a 
System and method enable a user to track, analyze, and 
compare analysts’ past performances. According to this 
embodiment, a database may be provided that contains 
information about analyst's past performance through the 
combination of each analyst estimate record in the database 
has a number of predetermined data fields. 
0031. The database may comprise a combination of esti 
mate data comprising raw data regarding estimates and 
performance for analysts and a pre-calculated values that are 
calculated and Stored in the database for further analysis. 
The pre-calculated values may be based on the estimate data 
loaded from a Secondary Source analyst performance data 
base or maintained on that database from a transaction 
processing System, for example. 
0032. These pre-calculated values may include error met 
ric values for each Security, for each historical fiscal period 
in the database, for each contributor (e.g., analyst/broker 
pair) is a row in the database. Each row comprises multiple 
error metricS valued over a range of time periods. For 
example, if three error metricS were provided, the System 
may maintain a value for error metric 1 over a 0-3 month 
time period, error metric 1 over a 3-6 month time period, 
error metric 2 over a 0-3 month time period, error metric 2 
over a 3-6 month time period, error metric 3 over a 0-3 
month time period, and error metric 3 over a 3-6 month time 
period. Of course, a great number of Such error metrics may 
be stored and the number and ranges of the time periods may 
also vary according to the present invention. 
0033 Example fields for the pre-calculated portion of the 
database may comprise an analyst identifier, an event iden 
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tifier, an analyst estimate date, a raw error indicator (analyst 
estimate minus the actual earnings for a particular event), 
other error metrics, Such as the error percent to actual 
earnings, error percent to consensus, other user-defined error 
metrics, and the number of days between the estimate of an 
event and the actual event. This last parameter can provide 
a significant advantage with respect to aspects of the present 
invention because, in many cases, a more recent earnings 
estimate or revision is likely to be more accurate than an 
estimate made months prior to an earnings event. Estimates 
made prior to an earnings event may be classified according 
to Earliness Time Bins, where each Time Bin represents a 
range of days preceding an earnings event. For example, one 
Earliness Time Bin may include all estimates made between 
0 and 90 days prior to an earnings event. 
0034. By using this analysts’ past performance database, 
the invention enables a user to rank, measure, and analyze 
analysts historical performances based upon any metric, 
including a comparison of all or a Subset of analysts within 
an Earliness Time Bin; a comparison of Selected analysts 
acroSS Several EarlineSS Time Bins, Scatterplots of percent 
errorS verSuS number of days early for a Single or plurality 
of analysts, and other comparisons. 
0035. According to one embodiment, the invention 
allows for the rapid Visualization and analysis of analysts 
estimates or recommendations by creating and maintaining 
indices for predetermined data relationships, pre-calculating 
and Storing predetermined analyst performance metrics, and 
calculating, compressing and Storing time Series estimates 
and Summary measures of those estimates. 
0036). According to another aspect of the invention, a 
front-end graphical user interface (GUI) is provided to 
facilitate analysis of analysts’ prior performance for one or 
more Securities. Preferably, the prior estimates are Stored in 
a database that includes, but is not limited to, fields corre 
sponding to a Security identifier for each Security; a plurality 
of earnings events, Such as, for example, the issuance of a 
company's actual quarterly or yearly earnings reports, earn 
ings event dates, an analyst and broker identifier; and 
predetermined periods of times preceding an earnings event. 
Other fields and types of data also may be included. The 
front-end GUI will allow a user to select easily a security, 
earnings event, event date, Earliness Time Bin, and Con 
tributors for analysis. The retrieved analysis information 
may be viewed as either raw data or, by using a data 
Visualization technique, as a chart or graph. 
0037 According to one aspect of this embodiment of the 
invention, each analysts estimates and revisions thereto are 
displayed Simultaneously, along with the actual earnings of 
the companies they follow. Preferably, each analysts esti 
mate is plotted on a graph displaying the estimate (in dollars 
and cents) on the vertical or y axis and time (in days) on the 
horizontal or X axis. More specifically, each analyst's esti 
mate is displayed as a horizontal line at a level correspond 
ing to the estimate and having a length equal to the number 
of days that the analyst's estimate was at that level. If any 
analyst revises that estimate, a new horizontal line is dis 
played at the new level and the two lines are connected by 
a vertical line, Such that the plot takes the form of a step 
function. 

0.038. Other levels of control may be provided including 
displays of derived time Series Such as high estimates, mean 
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estimates, low estimates, and/or Composite estimates with 
or without a simultaneous display of actual earnings. To 
further facilitate the viewing of Such data, each estimate, 
whether reflecting the determination of an individual analyst 
or a derived estimate, may be assigned a unique color. A 
legend box may also be displayed simultaneously with a 
chart or graph that indicates which color is assigned to which 
estimate. Selecting an analyst or derived estimate Series in 
the legend highlights (emboldens) the corresponding time 
series in the chart. The user may show or hide individual 
estimate Series by means of on/off controls in the legend. 
The user may Sort the legend by analyst name, broker name, 
or other criteria. Advanced navigation techniques include 
Selecting an analyst from the legend and issuing a command 
(e.g., from a right-click pop-up menu) to jump to a detailed 
display of historical performance for the Selected analyst. 
The user has the ability to arbitrarily change the scale of 
Viewing and can Zoom in to fill the Screen with two days of 
information or Zoom out to See five years of information. 
Optionally, a chart of the Selected Securities prices can be 
displayed on a chart below the estimates chart. The hori 
Zontal (time) axes of the two chart are Synchronized so that 
Zooming one chart Zooms. This technique is valuable for 
understanding the impact on changes of estimates (or 
derived estimates) on changes in Security price. Viewing 
historical estimates in this fashion may provide context and 
thus aid in the understanding of an analyst's performance 
track record and estimate revision patterns. This information 
can be used valuably when deciding how to appraise 
changes in an analyst's current estimates. This information 
can also be used valuably in building understanding of 
estimate and recommendation changes in general and there 
fore help the user create more valuable autoweight models. 
0039. According to another embodiment of the invention, 
a user may rank, measure, and analyze the profitability of 
analysts recommendations regarding the advisability of 
purchasing, Selling, or holding a particular Security at any 
given time. More specifically, the System allows a user to 
control, manipulate, and otherwise refine the normalization 
and translation of the recommendation descriptions of indi 
vidual analysts to the scales published by FISPs such as First 
Call or IBES, which are used generally in the financial and 
business communities. In addition, weighting factors, Simi 
lar to the ones described above relating to earnings esti 
mates, and/or adjustment factors may be calculated for 
analysts recommendations. Therefore, the System enables a 
user to view an analyst’s “corrected” estimate through the 
use of the adjustment and weighting factor. The System also 
enables a user to compare and chart the profitability of 
following the recommendation of one analyst verSuS that of 
another analyst or the average recommendation. In addition, 
users may create portfolio-creation rules to determine when 
and how much of a Security to buy or Sell and, furthermore, 
to track the value and test the profitability of having carried 
out Such rules for a single or plurality of analysts over any 
given time period. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

0040 FIG. 1 is a high-level block diagram of the security 
analyst performance and tracking analysis System in accor 
dance with the present invention; 
0041 FIG. 2 is a flow diagram illustrating the method for 
determining the adjustment factor for a particular analyst's 
estimate; 
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0.042 FIG. 3 is a flow diagram illustrating the method for 
determining the weighting factor for a particular analyst's 
estimate; 

0.043 FIG. 4 is a depiction of a graphical user interface 
used to input and designate analysis performance Set param 
eters and metrics for displaying the historical earnings 
estimates and revisions of Such estimates of a plurality of 
analysts and other related information; 
0044 FIG. 5 is a depiction of a graphical user interface 
used to input and designate analysis performance Set param 
eters and metricS for displaying either the raw data or visual 
display of a number of representations of the historical 
accuracy of the earnings estimates of either a single or a 
plurality of analysts, 

004.5 FIG. 6 is a sample illustration of the graph pro 
duced by actuating the GUI of FIG. 4; 

0.046 FIG. 7 is a sample illustration of a graph produced 
by actuating the GUI of FIG. 5; 

0047 FIG. 8 is a sample illustration of a graph produced 
by actuating the GUI of FIG. 5; and 

0.048 FIG. 9 is a sample illustration of a graph produced 
by actuating the GUI of FIG. 5. 

0049 FIGS. 10a-c depict system architectures according 
to various embodiments of the present invention. 
0050 FIGS. 11a-c depict graphs illustrating comparative 
performance by two analysts with actual outcome. 
0051 FIG. 12 depicts a screen display of a analyst search 
Screen according to an embodiment of the present invention. 

0.052 FIG. 13 depicts a screen display of a broker search 
Screen according to an embodiment of the present invention. 

0.053 FIG. 14 depicts a screen display of a stock filter 
and list Screen according to an embodiment of the present 
invention. 

0.054 FIG. 15 depicts a screen display of a model man 
ager Screen according to an embodiment of the present 
invention. 

0.055 FIG. 16 depicts a screen display of a model man 
ager according to an embodiment of the present invention. 

0056 FIG. 17 depicts a screen display of a model man 
ager Screen according to an embodiment of the present 
invention. 

0057 FIG. 18 depicts a screen display of a model man 
ager Screen according to an embodiment of the present 
invention. 

0.058 FIG. 19 depicts a screen display of a model man 
ager Screen according to an embodiment of the present 
invention. 

0059 FIG. 20 depicts a screen display of a model man 
ager Screen according to an embodiment of the present 
invention. 

0060 FIG. 21 depicts a screen display of a model man 
ager Screen according to an embodiment of the present 
invention. 
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0061 FIG. 22 depicts a screen display of a model man 
ager Screen according to an embodiment of the present 
invention. 

0062 FIG. 23 depicts a screen display of a model man 
ager Screen according to an embodiment of the present 
invention. 

0063 FIG. 24 depicts a screen display of a model man 
ager Screen according to an embodiment of the present 
invention. 

0064 FIG. 25 depicts a screen display of a backtester 
Screen according to an embodiment of the present invention. 
0065 FIG. 26 depicts a screen of a historical view of 
analyst's estimates over time according to an embodiment of 
the present invention. 
0.066 FIG. 27 depicts a screen of a historical view of 
analyst's estimates over time according to an embodiment of 
the present invention. 
0067 FIG. 28 depicts a screen display of an analysis 
Screen according to an embodiment of the present invention. 
0068 FIG. 29 depicts a screen display of various source 
Selector Screens according to an embodiment of the present 
invention. 

0069 FIG. 30 depicts a screen display of a performance 
Screen according to an embodiment of the present invention. 
0070 FIG. 31 depicts a screen display of a performance 
Screen according to an embodiment of the present invention. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE 
PREFERRED EMBODIMENTS 

0071 FIG. 1 is a block diagram illustrating a security 
analyst performance tracking and analysis System according 
to one preferred embodiment. In addition, FIG. 1 shows, in 
a broad Sense, the data flow occurring within Said System 
during a typical query for an analyst estimate comparison. 

0072. On an interim basis, which can occur either daily, 
monthly, or at any other period, a Global Analyst Data 
Object, containing historical data on analyst estimates, may 
be transferred or otherwise downloaded, through a telecom 
munications link or Similar method or device, from an 
Originating Storing Object, Such as a commercial database 
maintained by any one of a number of financial information 
service providers (FISP) such as IBES, Inc. (GBES) or Fist 
Call Corporation (First Call), to a Retrieving Storing Object, 
which will preferably, but not necessarily, take the form of 
a network Server in a computer network Such as, for 
example, a local area network. 
0073. The Global Analyst Data Object downloaded from 
the Originating Storing Object is typically comprised of 
numerous files and fields relating to historical data relevant 
to analyst earnings estimates and recommendations. An 
example of Such a historical database is that maintained by 
financial information services provider IBES. IBES's data 
base, known as the Daily Detail Earnings Estimate History, 
contains more than ten years of analyst estimate forecasts, 
compiled from data obtained from more than 200 brokerage 
houses and more than 2000 individual analysts, for United 
States companies. These files and fields contain both general 
and Specific information on analyst estimates and related 
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data including, but not limited to, information pertaining to 
financial instrument type and related identification codes, 
broker and analyst identification, industry groupings, and 
detailed information on Such variables as the prices of 
particular Securities on Specific dates. Importantly, it should 
be noted that a Global Analyst Data Object may be used 
which contains analyst data pertaining not only to StockS 
publicly traded in the United States, but also international 
Stocks and any other type of financial instrument currently in 
existence or created in the future. 

0.074. Either during or after the downloading of the 
Global Analyst Data Object, the database files are manipu 
lated and otherwise processed Such that they are restructured 
according to predetermined data fields, thereby creating a 
Restructured Analyst Data Object. In this way, each analyst 
earnings estimate and recommendation is restructured to 
have a number of predetermined data fields. 

0075 AS indicated above, the data comprising the 
Restructured Analyst Data Object will preferably reside on 
a Server in a computer network. Using a computer terminal 
or other similar input device, a user will be able to acceSS 
and utilize the application Module comprising the Software 
for the present invention. This Module may or may not 
reside on the computer terminal operated by the user. 

0.076. In a preferred embodiment, the architecture of the 
present invention may comprise various structures consis 
tent with the present invention. Various structures, as 
depicted in FIGS. 10a-c may be provided. These systems 
may comprise tierS Such as in an Internet based networking 
environment. The tiers may comprise a Presentation Layer, 
depicted in FIGS. 10a-c as a plurality of terminals. This tier 

Avg-Error $ 
Avg-Abs Err $ 
Avg-Abs Err % ile 
Avg-Error % 
Avg-Abs Err % 
Avg-Rel Error % 
Avg-Bias Error % 
Actual-Divisor (for % 
calcs) 
Swings 
Hit % 
Total Estimates 
Follow % 
LeadLagScore 
MTBR 

Best Date 

X 
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the Restructured Analyst Data Object. Other tiers may also 
be provided as depicted in the Figures. 
0077. In a preferred embodiment, historical data accessed 
from the Originating Storing Object is stored on the Restruc 
tured Analyst Data Object in addition to pre-calculated 
analyst-performance metrics derived from the Originating 
Storing Object. Because the data acquired directly from the 
Originating Storing Object may be proprietary of the data 
provider, the Retrieving Object preferably selectively deliv 
erS proprietary data only to those terminals having a license 
for the proprietary Originating Storing Object data. Also, the 
Retreiving Object preferably delivers only the pre-calcu 
lated analyst performance metrics derived from the Origi 
nating Storing Object to those terminals not having a license 
for the proprietary data. Using Such a terminal and applica 
tion module, a user may access and query the Restructured 
Analyst Data Object to perform any one of the numerous 
functions able to be performed by the present invention. 
0078. The pre-calculated data may comprise error met 
rics for each Security, for each historical fiscal period in the 
database, for each contributor (e.g., analyst/broker pair) is a 
row in the database. Each row comprises multiple error 
metrics valued over a range of time periods. Error metrics 
may comprise various metrics including a raw error indica 
tor (analyst estimate minus the actual earnings for a par 
ticular event), error percent to actual earnings, percent 
available (percent of time that an analyst had an estimate or 
recommendation available in the relevant time frame), error 
percent to consensus, and the number of days between the 
estimate of an event and the actual event, for example. 
Average error metrics may also be stored. Table 1 below 
provides one embodiment of average error metrics that may 
be maintained as well as other metrics that may be Stored. 

TABLE 1. 

Not pre-calculated Comparable (across 
(Calculated on-the- stocks, time 

Event O-3 3-6 6-12 O-12 O-24 fly) periods) 

X X X X X 
X X X X X 

X X X X X X 
X X X X X X 

X X X X X X 
X X X X X X 

X X X X X X 

X X 

X X 
X 

X X X X X X 

X X 

X X 

X 

X Best Error (Rel Err 96) 
Year first followed 

may be operatively connected to a Second tier known as the 
Application Layer, depicted as the Retrieving Object. Addi 
tionally, the Application Layer is preferably operatively 
connected to a third tier, or Data Layer, which is depicted as 

0079 The calculations to derive these error metrics are 
provided in Table 2. Example ranges, analysis of these 
values and characteristics are provided although other 
ranges, analysis and characteristics may also be provided. 
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Formula 

Error S t2 

X. (EstT - ActEvent) 
t 

(#Samples): PetAvail 

Abs Error S t2 

X (Est - ActEvent) 
t 

(#Samples): PetAvail 

"''' X (Est - Acteon-Con – Acten) 
(#Samples): PetAvail: Divisor 

Bias Error 
Percent 

If analysts estimate is further from the actual 
than the consensus estimate is, then 

Biaserror = Relative Error % 

TABLE 2 

Range 

Any 

O to Any 

Any 

Any. Usually a 
low number 

Analyzing Characteristic 

Error in dollars and 
cents 

Closer to 0 is 
better 

Absolute Value of 
Error in S and cents. 
When average is taken 
Over interval, negative 
and positive errors do 
not cancel out 

Closer to 0 is 
better. 

preserves magnitude of 
error but not sign. 

Larger negative 
Numbers are 
better 

Error Compared to the 
Consensus Error 

Closer to 0 is 
better. 

Relative Error % only 

from the actual than 
if the Analyst is further 

Else 
Biaserror = 0 

Average Bias Error % For period t1 ... t2 = 
t2 

X. Biaserror 
t 

(#Samples): PetAvail 

0080 Additionally, other metrics including leadlag fac 
tor, Swings, hits, hit percent, and mean time between revi 
sions may be included as metrics. Table 3 below described 
these metrics, how they are calculated, analysis for these 
metrics, and a range for these metrics. 

Leadlag Factor 

Swings 
(i.e., number of times in period 
that analyst "stuck neck out more 
than SwingStd Devs = 1.5 
standard deviations away from the 
consensus as measured n = 5 days 
after estimate date T) 

Hits 

Hit Percent 

MTBR-Mean Time Between 
Revisions 

TABLE 3 

Formula 

(Leads - Lags) 
TotalEsts 

A Swing is defined as an estimate 

that satisfies this equation 

EstT - ConstiN SwingStdD 
StdDevTN > Swing ews 

Defaults 

SwingStd Devs= 1.5 and N = 5 

A Hit is a Swing that is closer to the actual than 
the consensus. 

IF Est - Act < ConsN - Act Then Hit 

Else Miss 

TotalDays Active 
TotalEstimates 

the consensus. 

Analysis 

Closer to 1 is better 
1 = Always Leads, -1 Always 
Lags 

Many swings indicate that 
analyst is willing to express 
an opinion independent from 
the pack. (It does not 
indicate quality.) A low 
number of Swings may 
indicate an analyst that 
follows the pack. 

100% indicates all Hits 
0% indicates all misses 
NA indicates no Swings 

Average in Our current 
database is 89.1 days 
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Range 

-1.0 to +1.0 

Positive 
Integer, 
Or O. 

Positive 
Integer or 0 

0-100% 

O-365 days 
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0081. These metrics are understood as follows: 
0082) Error S-The difference between Est and the 
Actual. Expressed in dollars. 

0083) Abs. Err S-The absolute value of Error S at a 
point in time. 

0084 Bias Error Percentage-If Consensus.>Actual, 
then Bias Error equals Relative Error %, else it is 0. 
If Consensus-Actual, then Bias Error equals Rela 
tive Error %, else it is 0. 

0085) Actual-Divisor (Applies to Err %, ABS(Err 
%), and Relerr %) To facilitate cross-stock and 
croSS-period comparison of error, we provide metrics 
that normalize estimates & error by the size of the 
actual earnings. Of course, for Small actual values, 
errors become exaggerated. To avoid this, we limit 
the divisor to be no less than 0.40 cents for fiscal year 
events and no less than 0.10 for fiscal quarter events. 
Relative Error Percentage- The difference between 
the analysts error and the consensus error, divided by 
the Actual-Divisor. 

0.086 Swings-Often, major revisions (N Std Dev 
away from consensus) occur Simultaneously for mul 
tiple analysts. For example, this may be the case 
when a company reports a large earning Surprise or 
issues a warning about upcoming growth. "Swings,” 
which are bold estimates that differ greatly from the 
consensus, are differentiated from major revisions 
that occur concurrently with, or near to, major revi 
Sions from other analysts. To achieve this, the System 
may measure whether an analyst estimate or revision 
is N standard deviations away from the consensus N 
(typically 5) days after the day the analyst's estimate 
was made. Swings may be measured over the 24 
months prior to the report date. Unlike other error 
metrics which are calculated by Sampling (contin 
ued) estimates over an interval and computing the 
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corresponding average error, Swings may be deter 
mined by considering only the actual estimates or 
revisions. The default number of Std Dev is 1.5. 

0087 Hit Percent-A hit is a Swing that proves to be 
closer to the actual than the consensus at N days after 
the date of the Swing. 

0088 Total Estimates. The total number of esti 
mates made by the analyst in the prior 24 months for 
the event. Confirmations are not included. An esti 
mate pre-existing exactly 24 months prior to the 
report are counted in the total. 

0089. Follow Percent—In each time frame (0 to 3,3 
to 6, 6 to 12, 0 to 12, 0 to 24 months) we calculate 
the total availability of the analysts estimates during 
that time. Follow Pet equals the days the analyst 
estimate was available in the timeframe divided by 
the total number of days in the timeframe. 

0090 MTBR-Mean Time between Revisions 
Measures frequency of analyst revision in the year 
prior to the report date. Equals the number of days in 
which there was an active estimate in the year prior 
to the report date divided by the Total Estimates. 

0091 Best Date-The day in which the analyst's 
error (Relerr%) was lowest in the 24 month prior to 
the report date for that event. 

0092 Best Error The value of the analyst's lowest 
RelBrr 9% at the corresponding Best Date. 

0093. Further, a lead fag score may be provided. In 
calculating the lead lag Score, Table 4 represents calculations 
with the following understanding: Co represents the con 
Sensus on the day of the estimate in question, C, represents 
the consensus on the n-th day prior to the day of the estimate 
in question, and C represents the consensus on the n-th day 
following the day of the estimate in question. These condi 
tions are considered in this order to determine if an estimate 
is leading, lagging, or neither: 

TABLE 4 

Classified 
# Condition Formula aS 

1 Change in consensus, from n days prior ton MAX(FudgeFct s Min% Else 
days following estimate, must be at least c2 - clf (FudgeFctric 2O Neither 
Min %, (default = 5%). Else “neither” 

2 Consensus change prior to the estimate (C2 > C1) AND (C2 >= CO) Else 
must not be different in direction from OR Neither 
change after the estimate. (C2 < C1) AND (C2 <= CO) 

3. Number of Estimates/Revs Between it - in to tin Else 
t + n minus # estimates at t >= 2 X. Est - EstCounto a 2 Neither 

t 

4 If the Number of Estimates prior to the t- t-l Lagging 
Estimate Date in the time frame are greater X. Ests X. Est 
than the number of estimates after the t- t 
report date in the time frame. Then this 
estimate is a lagging estimate 

5 If the Number of Estimates prior to the t- t- Leading 
Estimate Date in the time frame are less 
than the number of estimates after the 
report date in the time frame. Then this 
estimate is a Leading estimate 

X. Esta y Est 
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TABLE 4-continued 

# Condition Formula 

6 If the Number of Estimates prior to the t- t 
Estimate Date in the time frame are equal X. Est= X. Est 
to the number of estimates after the report t-l t 
date in the time frame. Then this estimate 
is neither a leading nor lagging estimate. 

0094) For each analyst, each new estimate or revision 
made within 24 months of a report date for a fiscal period is 
classified either as Leading, Lagging or Neither according to 
the logic above. The LeadLagFactor is the number of 
Leading estimates minus the number of Lagging over the 
total estimates. If all estimates were lagging, the LeadLag 
Factor=-1.0; if All estimates were leading, the LeadLag 
Factor=+1.0. If all estimates were “neither' or if the number 
of Leading Estimates equals the number of Lagging esti 
mates, the LeadLagFactor=0.0. Estimates already current at 
24 months prior to the report date may not be included. 

Leads - Lags LeadLagScore = TotalEstimatesForAnalyst 

0.095 Based on the information in this database, various 
other calculations may be derived. For example, based on 
the historical information for each analyst, an adjustment 
factor may be calculated. Generally Speaking, the adjust 
ment factor represents the analytical "bias’ which may or 
may not be incorporated into each analyst's earnings esti 
mate, for a particular Security, over a given period of time. 
For example, an analyst who has, over a specified time 
period, issued earnings estimates for a particular company 
that were, in hindsight, on average too high, might be 
assigned an adjustment factor of 0.95 for that performance 
analysis Set, Such that the analyst's issued estimate over the 
Specified time period is reduced by five percent. Conversely, 
an analyst who has historically issued estimates over a 
Specified time period that were, in hindsight, on average too 
low might be assigned an adjustment factor of 1.10 for that 
performance analysis Set, Such that his actual reported 
estimate for that time period is increased by ten percent. 
0.096 Notably, although the adjustment factor calculated 
for any given performance analysis Set may be Stored in the 
System's database, adjustment factors are typically gener 
ated in real time in response to user-defined inputs. AS 
indicated above, the calculation of an adjustment factor will 
generally be based upon a comparison of the historical 
earnings estimates issued by an analyst, for a given Security 
followed by that analyst, over a particular time period. A 
user may also define further analysis parameters and metrics 
Such that, for example, as Specified by a user, the determi 
nation of an adjustment factor may take into account an 
analysts historical percentage error as compared to actual 
earnings, generally available consensus earnings estimates, 
custom composite adjusted earnings estimates, or other 
metric. 

0097. One example of a user-defined parameter is the 
assignment by a user of a Scaling factor to be applied in the 
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Classified 
aS 

Neither 

calculation of the adjustment factor for a given performance 
analysis Set. For example, a user may define a performance 
analysis Set Such that, for that analysis Set, a particular 
analyst is shown to have issued estimates that were on 
average 20 percent greater than actual earnings. The user 
will then be able to assign a Scaling factor, Say for example, 
0.5, to be multiplied by the 20 percent error such that the 
effective adjustment factor for that user-defined performance 
analysis Set reflects a 10 percent and not a 20 percent 
adjustment-i.e., an adjustment factor of 0.9, rounded to the 
nearest tenth. Thus, in this particular example, the user 
“discounted” the analyst's earnings estimate bias as indi 
cated by the system's calculations. The formula for the 
calculation of the adjustment factor is set forth below: 

1/(1+Error metricScaling factor S. 

0098. An improved estimate of an analyst’s earnings may 
also be accomplished by the calculation of a weighting 
factor which is used to provide a weighted average of an 
analyst's earnings estimate, as compared to other analysts. 
AS with the adjustment factor, this weighting factor may be 
based upon a variety of user-defined parameters and metrics. 
For example, a weighting factor for a given analyst, Security, 
and time period may be calculated based upon the relative 
recency of the issuance of analyst's earnings revision or the 
historical consistency and/or accuracy of an analyst's 
adjusted estimates (as compared to actual earnings), or a 
combination of these or other related factors or metrics. For 
example, if an estimate of one analyst is relatively old 
compared to an estimate or revision of a Second analyst, the 
former might be assigned a relatively low weighting factor, 
(or even Zero in Some cases), as compared to a more recent 
estimate produced by the Second analyst. This is done based 
upon the assumption that a more recent estimate is likely to 
be based upon relatively new and accurate information 
which may affect a company's earnings potential and, there 
fore, is more likely to be predictive of a company's actual 
earnings. 
0099 Similarly, a weighting factor for a given analyst, 
Security, and time period may be calculated based upon the 
relative accuracy of one analyst as compared to another. For 
example, at a specific point in time prior to an earnings event 
for a specific Security, analyst A might have issued an 
earnings estimate 25 percent greater than the actual earnings 
ultimately announced, whereas analyst B may have issued 
an estimate that was 100 percent greater than the actual 
earnings. Subsequently, at a later point in time, yet still prior 
to the announcement of actual earnings, analyst A might 
have revised his estimate So that it was 15 percent greater 
than the actual earnings, and analyst B may have Simulta 
neously revised his estimate so that it was 80 percent below 
actual earnings. Although the average errors for both ana 
lysts A and B were 20 percent above the actual earnings, the 
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variance over time for analyst A was much less than that for 
analyst B. Accordingly, analyst A's estimate of future earn 
ings for this specific Security might be assigned a weighting 
factor Significantly higher than that assigned to the estimate 
of analyst B. 

0100 Regardless of how a weighting factor is calculated, 
based on the number of analysts being tracked, the total 
value of all weights will equal one. As a result, the weighting 
factor assigned to an analyst for a given performance 
analysis Set is really a distribution number that is evaluated 
in the context of a Set of a plurality of analysts issuing 
estimates regarding a particular earnings event for a par 
ticular Security. Importantly, as indicated above, the weight 
ing Scheme employed can be controlled and altered by the 
USC. 

0101 The adjustment and weighting factors described 
above may be used, together with an analyst’s actual earn 
ings estimate, to calculate a custom composite estimate to 
arrive at a more accurate estimation of a company's earn 
ings. A custom composite estimate is calculated by multi 
plying an analyst’s current earnings estimate (for a given 
Security, time period, and other parameters) by its corre 
sponding adjustment and weighting factors for that given 
performance analysis Set. The results for each estimate for 
each analyst being Studied are then Summed to arrive at the 
custom composite estimate. It will be appreciated that the 
calculation of a custom composite estimate provides invest 
ment managers and Similar users with a way of better 
predicting not only the accuracy of an analyst's earnings 
estimates but also the actual earnings of a company over any 
given period of time. 

0102 AS indicated above, a predetermined system data 
base is constructed Such that each analyst estimate record in 
the database contains unique fields related to that estimate. 
In general, these records contain a combination of data fields 
present within the Global Analyst DataObject obtained from 
the FISP and data fields unique to and created within the 
System of the present invention. Typically, the fields in this 
restructured database may include an analyst identifier; an 
event identifier corresponding to a specific Security; an event 
type and date (e.g., Apple, FY-1995 or Intel, Q2-1997); an 
estimate date; a raw error indicator which corresponds to an 
analyst's estimate minus the actual earnings for a particular 
event; other metricS Such as the percent error from an 
analyst's estimate to either the actual earnings or the con 
Sensus error; or other error metrics defined by a user. 
0103) The typical system database record will also con 
tain an Earliness field which contains the number of days by 
which an analyst's earnings estimate precedes a particular 
earnings event, Such as a company's quarterly or annual 
earnings postings. This EarlineSS field can be employed to 
group estimates of Similar EarlineSS into like Earliness Time 
Bins. It will be appreciated that this Earliness field or the 
usage of Earliness Time Bins will likely enhance numerous 
aspects of the present invention because, in many circum 
stances, the accuracy of an estimate made Shortly before an 
earnings event is likely to be more accurate than an earnings 
estimate made months prior to the earnings event. Specifi 
cally, each Earliness Time Bin represents a range of days 
early Such that prior analyst estimates may be classified 
according to particular Earliness Time Bins. For example, 
one Earliness Time Bin may include all estimates issued by 
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a specified group of analysts for a given Security between 7 
and 30 days, inclusive, prior to an earnings event or between 
31 and 90 days before such an event. In this way, this unique 
field will allow users to make meaningful and valuable 
comparisons between analyst estimates for any number of 
given time periods preceding a particular earnings event. 

0104 Importantly, in addition to the predetermined data 
fields discussed above, the database of the present invention 
may also contain and maintain indices for predetermined 
data relationships and predetermined analyst performance 
metrics for a plurality of analysts, Such as time Series 
estimates and Summary measures of those estimates. 
Accordingly, by utilizing this restructured database, a user 
will be able to both rank and analyze the performance of a 
plurality of analysts based upon any metric. Moreover, based 
on the data contained in the System database, the present 
invention allows for the rapid Visualization of the analyses 
of analysts earnings estimates and buy-Sell recommenda 
tions. 

0105. A front-end graphical user interface (GUI) is pro 
vided, examples of which are shown in FIGS. 4 and 5. 
Referring to FIG. 4, the graphical user interface shown 
contains a plurality of graphical buttons and Selection boxes 
with pull-down menu capability. Preferably, the selection 
boxes correspond to predetermined fields contained within 
the System database Such as a Security identifier or ticker; an 
analyst; a plurality of event types, Such as yearly and 
quarterly earning postings, earnings event dates, and dates 
corresponding to Earliness Time Bins. Notably, however, 
other fields and types of data may be included. Also, the GUI 
and System allow a user to manually input Specific data not 
initially present in the database for analysis purposes. 
Manual inputs made by a user are thereafter Stored within 
the System database Such that the System may recall and list 
a user's prior inputs as part of a Selection box's pull-down 
menu of Selection alternatives. In this way, the front-end 
GUI allows a user to easily Select from a large number and 
wide variety of analysis parameters and metrics. 

0106 According to one aspect of this embodiment, the 
historical earnings estimates of a single or plurality of 
analysts may be graphed using the GUI shown in FIG. 4. In 
this embodiment, a GUI similar to the one discussed above 
is used except that, in addition to the Selection boxes and 
graphical buttons described above, there are graphical but 
tons present which allow a user to View a Summary of the 
actual, high, low, and average consensus estimates as 
derived from the earnings estimateS provided by all analysts 
within the System database. It is anticipated that at least one 
analyst can be excluded from a calculation using an exclu 
Sion function, described further below. 

0107 Actuating the GUI display of FIG. 4 may generate, 
for example, the graph shown in FIG. 6. Referring to FIG. 
6, it can be seen that the earnings estimates, and revisions of 
those estimates, of each analyst chosen in FIG. 4 are 
displayed Simultaneously on a graph where the horizontal 
axis corresponds to a user-determined period of time or 
Earliness Time Bin, (preferably showing time in days) and 
the vertical axis plots the range of earnings estimates, 
(preferably in dollars and cents). More specifically, each 
analyst's earnings estimates and revisions over time are 
displayed as horizontal lines corresponding to and level with 
that analyst's earnings estimate for a particular time period. 
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When an analyst makes a revision to an estimate, whether 
upward or downward, the change is plotted as a Step 
function with a vertical or essentially vertical line connect 
ing the two horizontal lines representing the difference 
between an analyst's earlier and revised estimates. The 
length of each horizontal line equals the number of days, as 
displayed on the horizontal axis, that the analyst's estimate 
was at that level. AS dictated by a user's Selection of analyses 
inputs from the GUI of FIG. 4, such a graph may also 
display the high, low, and average consensus estimates along 
with the estimates of the analysts Specified by the user. 
Additionally, one or more vertical bars showing the actual 
earnings for the relevant Security at Specific earnings posting 
dates may also be displayed. To facilitate reading and 
interpreting the graph, each analysts earnings estimate, as 
well as the high, low, and consensus estimate, and actual 
earnings bars may be displayed in a unique color. To farther 
facilitate reading and interpreting the graph, a legend box 
may be displayed simultaneously with Said graph which 
shows the colors associated with each estimate displayed. 
0108. It will be appreciated that viewing the historical 
estimates of a plurality of analysts in the manner described 
above may often provide a context within which an indi 
vidual analyst's estimates and revisions can be better under 
stood, Such as by providing insight into an analyst's estimate 
revision patterns and the relative accuracy of those revisions 
over time as they relate to a company's actual earnings 
postings. AS Such, this information will likely be valuable in 
appraising specific revisions made by an analyst to his 
current estimates, and in deciding whether to act, or to not 
act, based upon the revisions. 
0109 According to another embodiment of the invention, 
the accuracy of analysts estimates over a single or plurality 
of time periods, for any given earnings event, can be ranked 
and visually displayed. Specifically, referring to FIG. 5, a 
GUI is provided similar to the one shown in FIG. 4. In 
addition to containing Selection boxes and graphical buttons 
pertaining to a Security identifier or ticker, analysts, a 
plurality of event types, event dates, and dates correspond 
ing to Earliness Time Bins, also included are Selection boxes 
corresponding to the number of estimates made by an 
analyst; Specific analysis metrics, Such as raw error or 
percent error as compared to actual earnings, and average 
and Standard deviation metrics. 

0110. The information retrieved using the GUI in FIG. 5 
may be viewed either as raw, numeric data or, by using a data 
Visualization technique, as a chart, graph, or combination 
thereof. As shown in FIG. 5, a user can specify a visual 
ization preference by choosing from and actuating a par 
ticular GUI button, Such as “view chart' or “view data.” For 
example, FIG. 7 shows a bar chart, created by a user 
actuating the “view chart' graphical button in FIG. 5, 
illustrating a comparison of the average percent error of a 
plurality of analyst estimates, made in the 6 to 10 months 
prior to the end of Apple Computer's fiscal year. Preferably, 
all those analysts chosen by a user from the GUI of FIG. 5 
are displayed Simultaneously along the horizontal or y-axis. 
AS shown, the vertical or X-axis displays a measure of the 
average percent error, both positive and negative, of the 
estimate of each analyst displayed as compared to the actual 
earnings for a given Security. This visual display allows a 
user to essentially rank individual analysts by the accuracy 
of their estimates for a given period of time or EarlineSS 
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Time Bin, prior to an earnings event, and to identify the 
analyst(s) with the most accurate earning estimate for a 
given Security, earnings event, and preceding time period. In 
addition, this visual display clearly illustrates the earnings 
bias of individual analysts Such that, patterns, if any, in an 
analyst's earnings estimations may be investigated and 
analyzed. 

0111 Additional information could also be incorporated 
into Such a graphical display. For example, the vertical axis 
may display a measure of the average percent error, both 
positive and negative, of the estimate for each analyst 
displayed as compared to actual earnings. However, the bar 
representing and analysts estimate also shows, in addition to 
the percent error of the analyst's issued estimate, the high 
and low estimates, or percentile errors estimates (e.g., 90" 
and 10" percentile errors estimates), published by that 
analyst over the performance analysis Set. Ablack Section of 
an analyst's graphical bar may represent the average error 
for that analyst. Extending vertically above the black Section 
is a bar Segment which ends at a level representing that 
analyst's high estimate over the performance analysis Set. 
Similarly, extending vertically below the black section of the 
analyst's bar is a bar Segment which ends at a level repre 
Senting that analyst's low estimate over the performance 
analysis Set. Additionally, an analyst legend box may be 
displayed for each analyst which may show Such informa 
tion as the number of years an analyst has been providing 
estimates for the Security in question, and the first and last 
period in which the analyst issued Such estimates. In this 
way, the individual analyst legends may provide further 
historical context to the historical error performance graph 
of FIG 7. 

0112 These graphs, such as the one in FIG. 7, may be 
generated by a user designating the performance set for (a) 
each analyst in list and (b) for each event chosen. Next, the 
System user fills estimate array with data, for all chosen 
analysts, to create estimate time Series data array-e.g., 
estimate. After that, the System fills error array, for all 
chosen corresponding events and dates, to create time Series 
error array-e.g., error. Next the System loops for each event 
chosen in the performance analysis Set back through the 
previous Steps. The System then calculates an error Summary 
metric per analyst—e.g., average error-Such as average 
error, standard deviation, 10 and 90 percent high and low 
etc. and does So for each analyst. The chart may thus be 
provided. 

0113 Similarly, a visual display may also be generated 
which illustrates a comparison of analysts performances 
over not just one but rather a plurality of time periods, as 
shown in FIG. 8. Here, the Earliness Time Bins chosen by 
the user are displayed in chronological order, with the most 
recent time period beginning on the left. The vertical axis 
displays a measure of the average percent error, both posi 
tive and negative, of the estimate of each analyst chosen by 
a user for analysis. A bar chart is generated wherein each 
analyst's percent error is indicated by a different color bar. 
In this way, a user can track a plurality of analysts earnings 
estimates over time So as to determine when individual 
analyst's estimates are more accurate as compared to others. 

0114. The graph shown in FIG.9 may also be generated 
by using the GUI of FIG. 5. Unlike the graphs of FIGS. 7 
and 8, which plot the average percent error of analysts 
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earnings estimates as compared to other analysts for given 
periods of time, the graph of FIG. 9 displays a scatterplot of 
the error of a Single analyst's estimates relative to the 
consensus estimate error at the time the analyst's estimates 
were issued. Here, the horizontal axis shows the number of 
days prior to the user-defined event, whereas the vertical 
axis shows the error relative to the consensus error. A value 
of one on the vertical axis corresponds to an estimate error 
that is equal to the consensus error. Each Scatterpoint rep 
resents an estimate or revision made by an individual analyst 
at a specific date. Although not shown in FIG. 9, vertical 
lines perpendicular to the horizontal axis may be Superim 
posed on the Scatterplot chart to indicate the dates of various 
earnings events. It will be appreciated that by utilizing Such 
a Scatter display, a user may be able to ascertain at a glance 
which analysts are more likely, either in general or at 
Specific points in time, to publish estimates that are more 
accurate than the current consensus estimate. Importantly, it 
should be noted that the graph of FIG. 9 may be used to 
display a Scatter chart of any metric including, but not 
limited to, raw error, the percent error as compared to actual 
earnings, or other user-defined errors. 

0115) In another embodiment of the invention, a user will 
be able to construct, Store, and recall custom composite 
earnings models for analysis and testing purposes. Specifi 
cally, the System will allow for users to create financial 
transaction models by inputting Specific performance analy 
sis Sets, including performance metricS and other user 
defined metrics and parameters, Such as Scaling factors, to 
arrive at Specific custom composite earnings estimates. 
These performance analysis Sets and corresponding custom 
composite estimates may then be Stored in the System's 
database for later retrieval. In this way, a user will be able 
to test Such models by applying them over any previous time 
period, thereby essentially creating a “virtual analyst” whose 
hypothetical prospective performance can be compared with 
the historical performance of a single or plurality of analysts, 
or even the average historical consensus estimates for any 
previous time period. Most Significantly, it will be appreci 
ated that by conducting Such tests a user may be able to 
refine a model that can be used to accurately predict the 
accuracy of prospective, analysts earnings estimates. 

0116 FIGS. 11a to 11c depict the purpose between the 
two different types of error calculation. In FIG. 11a, two 
analysts have made predictions concerning the earnings of a 
particular Security. Their predictions, in dollars, are shown 
on the y-axis where So is the actual earnings, whereas the 
time at which the analysts made their predictions is shown 
along the x-axis. The difference between each of the 
depicted adjacent markings on the y-axis is equal to S, and 
the difference between each of the depicted X-axis markings 
is equal to T. The first analyst initially (to) predicted above 
the actual earnings by S., and at time t modified the 
prediction to an estimate below (-S) the actual earning. The 
Second analyst predicted earnings slightly below the actual 
earnings for the entire period shown. 

0117 Turning to FIG. 11b, which highlights the error 
asSociated with the first analyst's predictions, it is shown 
that the first analyst has an average error equal to Zero 
because the extent of the overestimate is approximately 
equal to the extent of the underestimate. This raw error 
metric is preferably calculated as follows: 
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t 

X. (Estimate - Actual) 
f0 

0118. By substituting the values shown in FIG. 11b, the 
overestimate is found to be (S-S)*(t-to) or 2ST and the 
underestimate is found to be (-Se-So)*(t-t) or -2ST. 
Accordingly, the first analyst would receive a raw error of 0 
and would accordingly be given no adjustment factor. In 
determining the weighting factor, however, the following 
equation which represents the absolute error metric, is 
preferably used: 

t 

X. (Estimate - Actual) 
f0 

0119) Again substituting the values for the first analyst, 
an absolute error of 4ST is found. Applying the same 
analysis to the Second analyst leads to a raw error of -2ST 
which could in turn be used to calculate an adjustment 
factor. Similarly, because the Second analyst consistently 
underestimated the actual earnings, the Second analyst 
would have an absolute error of -2ST. Because the absolute 
error of the Second analyst is half as great as the absolute 
error of the first analyst, the Second analyst is preferably 
assigned a weighting factor greater than the weighting factor 
of the first analyst. 
0120 Because analysts start making predictions on a 
given Security at different times, it is possible that a par 
ticular analyst will not have made predictions about a 
particular Security for the entire duration over which an error 
analysis is being performed. In a preferred embodiment, it is 
possible to make proportional adjustments to various error 
analysis based on the percentage of time that a given analyst 
has been tracking a Security. 

0121 Similarly, because analysts start making predic 
tions on earnings at different times, it is Similarly possible 
that certain analysts will not have made earnings estimates 
at a time when an unanticipated event lead to a significant 
error. In a preferred embodiment, the effect of Such unan 
ticipated events can be filtered by comparing the analysts 
predictions to a consensus estimate. Such a comparison is 
termed a relative error metric. The following equation 
provides an example of a relative error metric: 

(Estimate - Actual-Consensus - Actual) 
X. Actual 

0.122 The relative error metric shows how a particular 
analyst performed in relation to the other analysts who were 
tracking a particular Security over the analyzed period of 
time. The purpose of utilizing the actual earnings in the 
denominator of a preferred embodiment is to enable errors 
to be normalized So that comparisons can be made acroSS 
different Securities. Because Small actual earnings can lead 
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to exaggerated errors, it is possible to establish a minimum 
actual value, for purposes of this error metric, to prevent 
Such exaggerated errors. For example, if the actual earnings 
were 0, then any analyst tracking the Security would have an 
infinite error, so a value of, for example, S0.40 could be used 
to provide useful information from the analysis. 
0123. In another embodiment of the invention, a user will 
be able to rank, measure, and analyze the historical accuracy 
of a Single or plurality of analysts’ buy-Sell recommenda 
tions in various ways. As an initial matter, a user will be able 
to control and otherwise define how recommendation 
descriptions used by a plurality of analysts are normalized 
and otherwise translated into Scaled recommendation num 
bers. 

0.124 Specifically, depending on the employer of an 
individual analyst, Said analyst, when either upgrading or 
downgrading a particular Security, will use varying descrip 
tions to make his recommendation. For example, analysts at 
the investment firm Alex Brown issue recommendations 
using the following descriptions, predetermined by the firm: 
Strong buy, buy, neutral, Source of funds, or Sell. In contrast, 
analysts at the investment firm Goldman Sachs issue rec 
ommendations using the following descriptions, also prede 
termined by the firm: priority list, recommended list, trading 
buy, market outperform, market perform, and market under 
perform. FISPs such as First Call translate and otherwise 
normalize the recommendation descriptions of the numerous 
analysts to a Scale ranging from 1 to 5, with the following 
descriptions: 1 (buy), 2 (buy/hold), 3 (hold), 4 (hold/sell), 
and 5 (sell). The FISPs then calculate an average recom 
mendation by calculating the mean of all analysts current 
recommendations as translated to this 1 to 5 Scale. 

0.125. In the present invention, recommendation adjust 
ment and weighting factors may be calculated in a way 
closely resembling that described above for analyst earnings 
estimates. For example, relatively recent recommendation 
upgrades or downgrades may be assigned a relatively high 
weighting factor while older recommendations may receive 
a weight of Zero. Similarly, using these factors an improved 
custom composite recommendation may be determined 
which more accurately reflects the action (e.g., buy, Sell, 
hold etc.) that a user should take with respect to a Security. 
In addition, a user will have the ability to control the 
recommendation normalization process, if So desired, to 
replace the normalization performed by an FISP. 
0126. Moreover, using either the FISP generated recom 
mendation Scale or user defined Scale, a user will have the 
ability to measure the historical profitability of a Single or 
plurality of analysts recommendations in much the same 
way as described above for analyst estimates. For example, 
using a GUI similar to FIGS. 4 and 5, a user can create a 
graph illustrating the average percent error of an analyst's 
recommendation as compared to the average recommenda 
tion. 

0127. Users will also have the ability to create and test 
portfolio creation rules. Specifically, a user can choose a 
Security and then set up purchase and/or Selling instructions 
that the System will make automatically. For example, a user 
can instruct the System to purchase a Security when a specific 
analyst issues a recommendation of “2,' double his invest 
ment if the recommendation is upgraded to “1,” and Sell all 
or a certain percentage of the Security if and when the 
analyst downgrades his recommendation to “3’ or lower. 
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0128 FIG. 9 provides an example of a scatterplot graph 
created with the present invention. This Scatterplot is gen 
erated using the following equation: 

t 

X. Biasierror 
f0 

0.129 where bias error is equal to relative error if relative 
error is greater than the consensus error. If the relative error 
is less than the consensus error, then the bias error is 
assigned a value of Zero over the Selected time period. The 
consensus error is calculated the same as raw error is 
calculated for an individual analyst, except that the consen 
SuS estimate is used instead of the analyst's estimate. The 
bias error is useful in determining how consistently a given 
analyst or group of analysts outperforms the consensus for 
a particular Security. 

0.130. Another option available in a preferred embodi 
ment is the ability to exclude at least one Analyst. For 
example, if a particular analyst had an extreme error during 
a period of analysis that a user is evaluating, then the 
consensus error might be too reflective of that individual 
analyst's error. Accordingly, a majority of analysts could 
have bias errors approximately equal to Zero which indicates 
that they are outperforming the consensus estimate. If a user 
wants to filter out an analyst's estimate for this or any other 
reason, it is possible to exclude the analyst's estimate from 
a particular metric analysis. 

0131. In a preferred embodiment, there are additional 
metrics which can be used to evaluate how effectively an 
analyst acquires and reacts to information. One metric that 
Serves to accomplish this task is the leadlag Factor. Prefer 
ably, the leadlag Factor is calculated as follows: 

(Leads - Lags) 
Total Estimates 

0132 where leads is the number of times that an analyst 
makes an estimate revision before the majority of the 
analysts following a particular Security, lags is the number of 
times that an analyst makes an estimate revision after the 
majority of the analysts following a particular Security, and 
total estimates represents the number of predictions that the 
analyst has made. In a preferred embodiment, a user can 
Select a leadlag factor based on a number of different 
variables, including which Securities, which analysts, which 
time periods, which earliness bins, or any combination 
thereof. 

0.133 Another metric that is useful in predicting how an 
analyst acquires and reacts to information is the hit percent. 
A hit percent is an evaluation of the number of times that an 
analyst Successfully revises earnings. In a preferred embodi 
ment, a Swing is preferably an estimate that is outside a 
predetermined Standard deviation of the mean of the con 
Sensus estimate. In a most preferred embodiment, a prede 
termined Standard deviation of the consensus estimate is 
approximately 1.5. A hit is preferably a Swing in which the 
analyst's estimate is closer to the actual earnings than the 
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consensus estimate. A hit percent can then be determined by 
dividing the number of hits by the number of Swings, and 
multiplying the result by 100%. 
0134. As discussed above, the system may provide the 
user with the option of viewing a large amount of informa 
tion in a variety of different formats. 
0135). According to one embodiment, the user may desire 
to view contributors to see relationships between Stocks, 
analysts and brokers, as for example, shown in FIGS. 12-14. 
In FIG. 12, the user may view by analyst, whereby the 
System presents analysts in the System and enables drilling 
into each analyst to see which firms they are associated with 
and which tickers they have followed. In FIG. 13, the user 
may search for a broker, and the System presents the brokerS 
and enables drilling into the broker to view the analysts that 
work at the firm and the tickers followed by the analysts and 
the broker. In another Screen, the user may search for a ticker 
Such as a Stock. 

0.136 The system may also provide screens through 
which the user may manage StockS and Stock groups against 
which analysis may be run. The user may do So through 
Stock lists and Stock filters. Stock filters may comprise tools 
for dynamically creating Sets that are the result of user 
defined criteria for picking Stocks including Security type, 
country, market cap, P/E, analysts following, and earnings 
growth. FIG. 14 depicts an embodiment of a screen that 
enables a user to utilize these tools. 

0.137. A model managing tool may also be provided and 
Screens may be provided to enable users to manage these 
models. Such Screens may comprise those depicted in FIGS. 
15-24. A backtest Screen used to apply a model to historical 
data to test the models accuracy may be provided, Such as 
depicted in FIG. 25. 
0138 Also, as shown in FIGS. 26-27, historical view 
Screens may be provided. This provides a visual depiction of 
analyst's estimates over time and may be used to view 
trends, cluster points, visually backtesting models by placing 
a Smart model that is calculated every N days in the chart as 
a visual analyst to visually See its performance against the 
consensus and the other analysts. 
0.139. Also, as shown in FIG. 28, an analysis screen may 
be provided that presents the impact on the change in 
estimates and the change in Stock prices or consensus 
estimates. The user may select a time frame to measure these 
factors, a time bin to analyze the appropriate data Sources 
and a set of Stocks to analyze. The application then calcu 
lates the answers and presents a chart, Such as the one 
depicted in FIG. 28. 
0140. A source selector screen may also be provided to 
enable the user to Select Sources for performing this analysis. 
In the analysis, the variables may include the period, Start 
date, price change/consensus change, Source, Source driving 
condition, and Stock/stock Sets to analyze and the Sources 
may include brokers, analysts, clusters, and Smart estimates. 
0141 A performance module may also be provides that 
enables users to See past performance at the broker, analyst 
and ticker level. The user may select the prior periods, 
performance type and error type to view. 
0142. Other views may also be presented as would be 
apparent to one of ordinary skill in the art and other 
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embodiments and uses of the invention will be apparent to 
those skilled in the art from consideration of the Specifica 
tion and practice of the invention disclosed herein. Accord 
ingly, the Specification and examples Set forth above should 
be considered exemplary only. The Scope of the invention is 
only limited by the claims appended hereto. 

What is claimed is: 
1. A computer implemented System for facilitating use of 

historical data for a plurality of analysts, the System com 
prising: 

(i) a database of raw historical data, said data including 
individual predictions by a plurality of analysts per 
taining to at least one Security; 

(ii) means for creating indices for predetermined relation 
ships among the data; 

iii) means for pre-calculating predetermined analvst p g p y 
performance metrics from the data, and 

(iv) database means for Storing the indices and pre 
calculations. 

2. The system of claim 1 wherein the historical data 
comprises analysts estimates of future earnings and the 
indices include an earliness bin index. 

3. The system of claim 1 wherein the historical data 
comprises analysts estimates of future earnings and the 
pre-calculated performance metrics comprise one or more of 
a raw error metric, an absolute error metric, a relative error 
metric, a bias error metric, a leadlag factor and a hit percent. 

4. The system of claim 1 wherein the historical data 
comprises analysts estimates of future earnings and when 
the estimate was made and the pre-calculated performance 
metrics comprises one or more of a raw error metric, an 
absolute error metric, a relative error metric, a bias error 
metric, a leadlag factor and a hit percent. 

5. A computer implemented System for displaying histori 
cal data for a plurality of analysts, the System comprising: 

(i) a database comprising historical data, said historical 
data including individual predictions by a plurality of 
analysts pertaining to at least one Security; 

(ii) a user interface comprising a plurality of user Select 
able parameters to permit a user to Selectively display 
portions of the historical data; 

(iii) a display for displaying historical data according to 
the user Selected parameters. 

6. The system of claim 5 wherein the parameters include 
one or more of a Security, an event type, event dates, 
earlineSS bins for the predictions, and analysts. 

7. The system of claim 5 wherein the predictions comprise 
earnings estimates and the user interface farther enables a 
user to Selectively display one or more of: 

(i) actual historical earnings for a selected Security; 
(ii) high historical estimates; 
(iii) low historical estimates; and 
(iv) consensus historical estimates. 
8. The system of claim S wherein the predictions comprise 

earnings estimates and wherein the historical data comprises 
analysts estimates of future earnings and any revisions to 
these earnings estimates and when the estimates or revisions 
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were made, and the user can cause the display to Selectively 
display a time Series view of a Selected analyst's estimates 
and revisions for a Selected Security. 

9. The system of claim 5 wherein the predictions comprise 
earnings estimates and wherein the historical data comprises 
analysts estimates of future earnings and revisions to those 
earnings estimates and when the estimates or revisions were 
made, and wherein the user can cause the display to Selec 
tively display Simultaneously a time Series view of a Selected 
group of analysts estimates and revisions by analyst. 

10. The system of claim 5 wherein the predictions com 
prise earnings estimates for Securities and wherein the 
historical data comprises analysts estimates of future earn 
ings and any revisions to those earnings estimates and when 
the estimates or revisions were made, and wherein the user 
interface further enables a user to Selectively display Simul 
taneously for a Selected Security a time Series view of a 
Selected group of analysts estimates and revisions by ana 
lyst and one or more of: 

(i) actual historical earnings for the Selected Security; 
(ii) high historical estimates; 
(iii) low historical estimates; and 
(iv) consensus historical estimates for that Security. 
11. The system of claim 5 wherein the predictions com 

prise earnings estimates and wherein the historical data 
comprises analyst's estimates of future earnings and any 
revisions to those earnings estimates and when the estimates 
or revisions were made, and the user can cause the display 
to Selectively display simultaneously a time Series view of a 
Selected group of analysts estimates and revisions by ana 
lyst for a Selected time period prior to the earnings event. 

12. A computer implemented System for measuring his 
torical performance of earnings estimates for a plurality of 
analysts, the System comprising: 

(i) a database of historical data, Said data including 
individual earnings estimates by a plurality of analysts 
pertaining to at least one earnings event for a given 
Security and actual earnings data for that event for that 
Security; 

(ii) means for measuring Selected analysts performance 
based on predetermined error metrics, and 

(iii) and means for graphically displaying the results of 
the measurements. 

13. The system of claim 12 wherein the historical data 
comprises one or more of an analyst identifier, an event 
identifier, an estimate date, and actual earnings for the event. 

14. The system of claim 12 where the error metric 
comprises one or more of a raw error metric, a relative error 
metric, a bias error metric, and a user-defined error metric. 

15. The system of claim 12 further comprising: 
(i) a user interface comprising a plurality of user Select 

able parameters to permit a user to Selectively choose 
parameters for use in comparing analysts performance; 
and 

(ii) a display for comparatively displaying analysts per 
formance based on the user Selected parameters. 

16. The system of claim 12 wherein the parameters 
comprise one or more of a ticker, an event type, one or more 
event dates, a recency period relative to an event, one or 
more analysts and an error metric. 
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17. The system of claim 12 wherein the parameter com 
prises an earlineSS bin, Said earlineSS bin determining which 
data will be used in calculating error metric values. 

18. A computer implemented System for creating a com 
posite prediction based on a plurality of analysts current 
predictions and historical data concerning analysts’ past 
predictions, the System comprising: 

(i) a historical database of data concerning a plurality of 
analysts’ past predictions, 

(ii) a database of a plurality of analysts current predic 
tions, and 

(iii) means for creating a model with user Selected param 
eters to generate a composite prediction based on the 
historical data. 

19. The system of claim 18 wherein the prediction com 
prises an analyst's earnings estimate for a Security. 

20. The system of claim 19 wherein the means for creating 
a model comprises means for modifying analysts current 
estimate based on the analysts historical accuracy. 

21. The system of claim 19 wherein: 
(i) the means for creating a model comprises means for 

applying a Weighting factor; and 
(ii) a composite earnings estimate is generated based on 

the current earnings estimates modified by the weight 
ing factor. 

22. The system of claim 19 wherein: 
(i) the means for creating a model comprises means for 

enabling a separate adjustment factor to be applied to 
current earnings estimates for Selected analysts and a 
Separate weighting factor to be given to the adjusted 
current earnings estimate, and 

(ii) a composite earnings estimate is generated based on 
the weighting factor of adjusted current earnings esti 
mateS. 

23. The system of claim 19 further comprising means for 
backtesting a model. 

24. The system of claim 19 further comprising means for 
applying a model to current estimates. 

25. The system of claim 19 further comprising means for 
updating the database with new estimates and re-applying 
the model to the revised estimates. 

26. The System of claim 24 further comprising means for 
Screening Stocks whose composite estimate varies from 
consensus estimate by predetermined criteria. 

27. The system of claim 18 wherein the prediction com 
prises analysts’ buy-Sell recommendations for a Security. 

28. The system of claim 27 wherein: 
(i) the means for creating a model comprises means for 

applying a Weighting factor; and 
(ii) a composite buy-Sell estimate is generated based on 

the current buy-sell recommendations modified by the 
weighting factor. 

29. The system of claim 27 wherein: 
(i) the means for creating a model comprises means for 

enabling a separate adjustment factor to be applied to 
current buy-Sell recommendation for Selected analysts 
and a separate weighting factor to be given to the 
adjusted current buy-Sell recommendation; and 
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(ii) a composite buy-Sell recommendation is generated 
based on the weighting factor of adjusted current 
buy-Sell recommendation. 

30. The system of claim 29 wherein the adjustment factor 
is based on a raw error metric; the weighting factor is based 
on an absolute error metric, and a composite buy-Sell 
recommendation is generated based on the weighting factor 
weighted average of adjusted current buy-Sell recommen 
dation. 

31. A method for assisting in an investment decision, the 
method comprising the Steps of 

(i) analyzing historical data pertaining to a plurality of 
analysts historical predictions concerning a Security; 
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(ii) identifying trends within the data; 

(iii) modifying analysts current predictions based on the 
identified trends; 

(iv) creating a composite prediction based on the modified 
prediction. 

32. The method of claim 31 wherein the prediction is an 
estimated earnings prediction. 

33. The method of claim 3I wherein the prediction is a 
buy-Sell recommendation. 


