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I. INTRODUCTION 

TradeStation Group, Inc. and TradeStation Securities, Inc. (collectively, “Pe-

titioners” or “TradeStation”) petition for Covered Business Method (“CBM”) Re-

view of claims 1-22 (“the CBM Claims”) of U.S. Patent No. 7,783,556 (“’556 pa-

tent”; TS-1001), which is owned by Trading Technologies International, Inc. (“Pa-

tent Owner” or “TT”). As explained in this petition, it is more likely than not that 

at least one claim of the ’556 patent is invalid under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as being di-

rected to patent ineligible subject matter. 

Generally speaking, the ’556 patent relates to a business method for display-

ing market information to a financial trader using a computing device. The ’556 

patent admits that the basic idea of using a computer having a graphical user inter-

face (“GUI”) to display and update market information, and otherwise enable a 

trader to interact with an electronic financial exchange, was well known. (TS-1001, 

’556 patent at Figs. 1-2 and 1:52-2:17)  The purported invention of the ’556 patent 

was simply to add another item of well-known financial information – namely, the 

profit or loss a trader would incur upon making a particular trade – to an electronic 

trading GUI that the patent admits is prior art. (Id.)  Providing financial infor-

mation to facilitate market trades – the basic idea of the ’556 patent claims – is “a 

fundamental economic practice long prevalent in our system of commerce.” Alice 

Corp. Pty. Ltd. v. CLS Bank Int’l, 134 S. Ct. 2347, 2356 (2014). Adding profit/loss 
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