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Dear Mr. Jones, 

John's Construction 

1234 N. Road 

Anywhere, WA 99999 

126(1) 

Here are my preliminary esti ates for the work items. The /— 122 

total cost of the project is $12,060. If you want to wait on the 
kitchen repair, the total cost would be reduced to $6,560. /_ 126(2) 

204(1) _ ? 202(1) /— 202(2) ? 202(3) 
\ Home Sect|on Work Items Cost /_ 124 

204(2) —\ Roof 1. Rip off shingles $2 300 
2. Resurface and apply stucco ' 

204(3) 4 1. Repaint Cabinets 
\ Kitchen 2. Rework plumbing for sink $5,500 

3. Add ceramic tiling to ?oor 

1. Fix blinds 
204(4) _\ Family Room 2. Reupholster couch $3,500 

3. Install hardwood floors 

_ 1. Repair structural damage 

204(5) \ Porch 2. Sand and repaint with ivory $760 

Asian paint 

Thanks, 

John 
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120 

John's Construction 

1234 N. Road 

Anywhere, WA 99999 

Dear Mr. Jones, 

126(1) 
Here are my preliminary estimates fo the work items. The 

total cost of the project i =SUM(Tab|e1!C2:C5) it on the r 126(2) 

kitchen repair, the total cost would be reduced to =FFF1-Table1iC3 

(— 302(1) (— 302(2) (— 302(32/_ 124 
304 1 A B C — P 306 

( ) q\1 Home Section Work Items Cost @i/ 

304(2) _\2 Roof 1. Rip off shingles $2 300 i 
2. Resurface and apply stucco ' 1 

304(3) _ 1. Repaint Cabinets I 
\3 Kitchen 2. Rework plumbing for sink $5,500 i 

3. Add ceramic tiling to floor 1 

1. Fix blinds i 
304(4) _\4 Family Room 2. Reupholster couch $3,500 1 

3. Install hardwood ?oors ; 

304(5) _ 1. Repair structural damage 5 
\5 Porch 2. Sand and repaint with ivory $760 : 

Asian paint i _ 310 

304(6) —~\6 Total : ?/ 

/_@. ______________________________________________ 308 — Thanks, 312 

John 
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John's Construction 

1234 N. Road 

Anywhere, WA 99999 

Dear Mr. Jones, 
406 404 

I'm pleased to offer you our Formal Bid %e repair work 
. . .M . 402 408 on your home. I greatly enjoyed meetm |th you and 

evaluating your beautiful home. The details of the | =FFF1 5 
are provided on the following pages. Please call me if you 

have any questions. 

Best regards, 

John 
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f 500 

John's Construction 

1234 N. Road 

Anywhere, WA 99999 

Dear Mr. Jones, 

Here are my preliminary estimates for the work items. Note 

that l substituted different paint for DuPont since it is out of 

stock. /_ 504 _ 502 

A B / c _ 

1 Home Section Work Item/s Cost @‘i 

2 Roof 1. Rip off shingles/Z $2,300 ; 
2. Resurface and, pply stucco l 

Repaint cabinets =SUM(Tab e2!B1:Table2!B3) l 
3 Kitchen Plumb Sink $1,500 5 k 

We Floor $3,700 i 506 

1. Fix blinds E 
4 Family Room 2. Reupholster couch $3,500 I 

3. Install hardwood ?oors i 

1. Repair structural damage i 
5 Porch 2. Sand and repaint with ivory $760 : 

Asian paint 5 
6 Total $12,060 

IP13; ___________________________________________________ __l 

Thanks, 

John 
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600 

John's Construction 

1234 N. Road 

Anywhere, WA 99999 

Dear Mr. Jones, 

Here are my preliminary estimates for the work items. The 

total cost is approximatelyl =Table1lB6+Table2lB8 |\ 610 
608 J _ _ 

602 “\ Table 1 The itemized cost for 

Outdoor Work Items Cost the Outdoor Yvork_'tems 
1. Rip off roof shingles $300 are summar'zed '" 

2. Resurface and stucco $2,000 Tab|e_1~ Not? that l 
3. Repair porch damage $360 Substituted dlfferent 
4. Paint porch $400 paint for DuPont since 
Total $3,060 it is out of stock. 

604 N Table 2 

The itemized cost for Indoor Work Items Cost 

the indoor work items 1. Repaint Cabinets $300 
are summarized in 2- Plumb Sink $1.500 

Tab|e 2_ 3. Tile floor $3,700 
4. Fix blinds $200 
5. Reupholster couch $400 
6. Install hardwood ?oors $2,900 
Total $9,000 

As you requested, the costs of pursuing only the roof and 
kitchen at this time are summarized in Table 3. 

606 Big Items Only Cost : _ 

\ Roof $2,300 % SUM(Table1!B2.Table1l!B3) 
Kitchen $5,500 i=SUM(Table2lB2:Tab|e2!B4) 
Total $7,800 

Table 3 

Thanks, John 
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CREATE GRID, SPREADsI-IEET, 
AND TABLE OBJECTS FOR NEW 

FREE FLOATING FIELD, ¥ 802 

INCLUDING CELL TABLE AND 

FORMAT TABLE 

V 

K REOEIvE USER INPUT OF DATA/ /_ 804 

FORMULA FOR FIELD 

80 

NO 

PARsE UsER INPUT TO UPDATE CELL 

TABLE AND/OR FORMAT TABLE FOR 808 

FREE FLOATING FIELD PER UsER 

INPUT 

81 

REcALcULATION? 
812(1) 

YES 812 ,/ [ RECALCULATE ANY FORMULAS J FORMULA CHAIN 
BASED ON UsER INPUT 812(2) 

6 

0 

V 

L \ \ PARsE CELLs As 

/- 814 \ NEEDED 

RESULTS CHANGE? 
NO 

OUTPUT DATA TO UPDATE FREE 816 

FLOATING FIELD OR TABLE 
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900 
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0.00 7.00 

Cells C1 and C3 
Enter "7" in r 910 924 Updated And A1 

C8" A1 to Show as a 

‘ 106 Number 

[ SPREADSHEET OBJECTS ] 

. /— 912 Return $7.00 and $8.00 for 
C"°k 0“ °fA1 112 c1 and c3 and 7 for A1 

WSPREADSHEET 130 _ " 1 # 

ENGINE [GRID 918 \ 
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DOCUMENT 1002‘ 
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_____A B C _ _ REE LOATING 

1 _Tile $300.00 Ye: 1012 FIELD1 
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SPREADSHEET FIELDS IN TEXT 

RELATED APPLICATIONS 

This patent application claims priority to US. patent appli 
cation Ser. No. 09/599,808, titled “Spreadsheet Fields In 

Text”, ?led on Jun. 21, 2000, commonly assigned herewith, 
and hereby incorporated by reference. 

TECHNICAL FIELD 

This invention relates to computer programs, and particu 

larly, to Word processing and spreadsheet programs. More 
particularly, this invention pertains to an architecture and user 

interface for integrating individual spreadsheet-like cells into 
Word processing text. 

BACKGROUND 

Word processing and spreadsheet programs are tWo Well 

knoWn and Widely used softWare applications. Word process 

ing programs permit users to draft letters, Write books, and 
create other Word-centric documents on a computer. Word 

processing programs are typically designed With the author in 
mind by offering tools and user interfaces that make Writing 

easier, such as edit functions (e.g., cut, copy, paste, ?nd, 
replace, etc .), spell and grammar checking, document format 
ting, and the like. Examples of Word processing programs 
include “Word” from Microsoft Corporation and “WordPer 
fect” from Corel Corporation. 

Spreadsheet programs enable users to create ?nancial 

records, accounting spreadsheets, budgets, and other number 
centric documents on a computer. Spreadsheet programs are 

developed With the accountant in mind, focusing on tools and 

user interfaces that simplify data entry and data manipulation. 

Spreadsheets typically offer such functionality as in-cell for 
mulas, automatic recalculation as data changes, multi-sheet 

referencing, cell formatting according to data type (e.g., 
dates, currency, percentages, etc.), and the like. One example 
of a spreadsheet program is the “Excel” application from 
Microsoft Corporation. 

In the beginning, spreadsheets and Word processing texts 
Were entirely separate from one another. There Was essen 

tially no integration. Computer users Who Wanted to create 

primarily Word-based documents Would select a Word pro 

ces sing program, While users Who Wished to produce number 

oriented documents turned to spreadsheet programs. Over 

time, hoWever, Word processing users expressed interest in 
incorporating numbers and a spreadsheet “look” into an oth 

erWise Word-dominated document. 

To accommodate such crossover situations, Word process 

ing programs evolved to offer tables, a visual structure that 

couldbe used to hold and organiZe numbers and other types of 

data. Tables arrange data in columns and roWs, thereby emu 

lating the spreadsheet “look”. Word processing users can 

insert a table, modify its layout, and change cell formats to 
achieve a speci?c visual appearance to their data. Some tables 

even support rudimentary functions, such as adding a set of 

contiguous cells. 
While visually similar to spreadsheets, Word processing 

tables do not support full spreadsheet functionality. For 
instance, a user is not able to insert functions into a table that 

automatically update anytime data is modi?ed in the cells. 

More recently, object-oriented programming and OLE 
technologies have been used to provide a richer integration 
experience. With OLE, Word processing users Who Want 

greater functionality can embed spreadsheet objects into their 
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2 
Word processing documents, instead of tables. Essentially, 
this is akin to embedding an “Excel” spreadsheet (or other 

spreadsheet program) into a document running on the “Word” 

program (or other Word processing program). The embedded 
object carries suf?cient functionality to alloW the user to enter 

formulas, format cells, recalculate functions, and do all of the 
things he/ she Would normally be able to do on a spreadsheet 

program. 

Though the embedded spreadsheet visually resembles a 

table and provides the desired spreadsheet functionality, it 
logistically remains a separate program that must be invoked 

by the user. OLE requires that both types of application pro 

gramsia Word processor and a spreadsheetibe installed on 

the computer. When the user Wants to update the embedded 

spreadsheet, the user invokes the spreadsheet object by mov 

ing a mouse pointer to anyWhere on the embedded object and 

double clicking the left mouse button (or via some other 

actuation mechanism). In response, an instance of the spread 
sheet program is executed and the spreadsheet changes 
appearance from a “table look” to a reduced siZe spreadsheet 

program With numbered roWs and lettered columns and pro 

gram speci?c menus. In this state, the user can change func 

tions, modify data, reformat the spreadsheet, and perform 
other spreadsheet tasks. When the user is ?nished, the user 

returns focus to the Word processing document by moving the 
mouse pointer outside the spreadsheet object and single click 
ing the left mouse button. 

While the OLE approach offers the full spreadsheet func 

tionality Within a Word processing document, the process is 
someWhat sophisticated and typically performed by experi 
enced users Who are familiar Withboth spreadsheets and Word 

processing programs. For novice or less experienced users, it 
may be confusing to see a table and not appreciate the differ 

ence betWeen a Word processing table and a full-functioning 

embedded spreadsheet object. From the user standpoint, dif 
ferent operations are used depending upon Whether the vis 

ible structure is a table or a spreadsheet. Furthermore, com 

mon services such as text formatting, spell checking, and the 

like do not “tunnel” into the embedded OLE objects and thus, 
the user is forced to run such services for both the document 

and the embedded spreadsheet. 

Thus, even though the ?nal appearance may be visually 
similar, Word processing tables and spreadsheets provide tWo 
completely separate mechanisms for displaying information. 

A separate, but someWhat related problem, is that spread 
sheet functionality has been traditionally limited to a grid. 

There has been no integration of spreadsheet capabilities into 
Word processing text. When Writing a document containing 
both text and a spreadsheet, all data and formulas are typically 

contained Within the spreadsheet of the document. The text 

then references the values and formula results in the spread 

sheet through sentences like, “The total cost of the project is 
identi?ed in Table 1”. 

If the user actually Wants to place a value or formula result 

in the text, the user manually enters the values directly into the 

text. For example, the user might Write, “The total cost of the 

project is $2,300, as identi?ed in Table 1.” Unfortunately, the 
value (e.g., $2,300) is static text. If the user subsequently 
changes a value in the spreadsheet, thereby altering the total 
cost, the sentence remains unchanged. The user must remem 

ber the sentence and update it manually. 

Some Word processing programs (e.g., Microsoft Word) 
alloW insertion of “?elds” into text. Using ?elds, a user may 

enter dates, simple equations, and the like. HoWever, these 
?elds are independent structures that do not recalculate auto 
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matically as one Would expect for rudimentary spreadsheet 
functionality. Moreover, these ?elds tend to be di?icult to 
edit. 

Accordingly, there is a need to better integrate spreadsheet 
functionality into text. 

With the rapidly growing popularity of the Internet, many 
documents delivered to and rendered on computers are Writ 

ten in markup languages, such as HTML (hypertext markup 
language). Markup languages can alloW authors to easily 
construct a desired visual layout of the document. Some 

HTML documents provide tables that look and function as if 

they Were integrated With the surrounding text. For instance, 
?nancial Websites commonly offer informative discussions 
on retirement planning, college savings, or buying a house 

and include With those discussions one or more tables that 

invite the user to ?ll in their personal ?nancial information 

and goals. When the user ?nishes entering the data ?elds, the 

document appears to make on-the-?y calculations and 

present the results together With the discussions. 

Despite the appearance of in-document calculations, the 
HTML document is nothing more than an electronic form that 

receives data entered by the user. When the user completes 

entry, the HTML document is submitted to a Web server that 

extracts the user data and makes the appropriate ?nancial 

calculations. The server places the results in another HTML 

document and serves the document back to the user’s com 

puter. The submit and reply occur very quickly, so the user 

may be unaWare that the HTML document holding the results 

is different than the HTML document into Which he/ she ini 

tially entered data. In any event, the traditional separation 
betWeen spreadsheets and text/tables has persisted into the 
Web-based era. 

SUMMARY 

A system architecture integrates spreadsheet functionality 
into text and tables. The architecture alloWs insertion of dis 

crete individual ?elds, referred to as “free ?oating ?elds”, 

inline With normal textual sentences. In an HTML document, 

for example, the free ?oating ?elds are HTML elements con 

structed along With text elements and rendered together as an 

integrated document. Once rendered, the free ?oating ?elds 
present contents that resemble normal text. 

The free ?oating ?elds offer spreadsheet functionality, 
including the ability to handle complex formulas, reference 
values in a separate free ?oating ?eld or table, and automati 

cally recalculate the formulas When a value changes. The 

values and formula results can also be formatted (e.g., num 

bers, date, times, currency, etc.), like a spreadsheet, While 
remaining part of the normal text. The results of formulas and 

data values can also be formatted like normal text, using 

familiar text formatting tools. 

Underlying the user interface, one implementation of the 
architecture separates data handling functions from presen 
tation functions. The architecture includes a user interface 

manager to manage hoW the free ?oating ?elds appear in a 

document (e.g., selection, cut, copy, paste, etc.) and to facili 
tate user entry of formulas and values into the free ?oating 

?elds. The architecture also has a spreadsheet functionality 

manager to manage the spreadsheet functions for the free 

?oating ?elds, such as recalculation, formula handling, ref 
erencing, and the like. 

The bifurcated architecture supports cross-referencing in 
Which one free ?oating ?eld references text or data in another 

free ?oating ?eld, even though the ?elds are separate from 
one another. As part of the cross-referencing, the architecture 

alloWs a user to reference other ?elds using a reference edit 
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operation (e.g., move pointer to the ?eld and click to capture 
content in the ?eld). The architecture further accommodates 

automatic universal recalculation throughout all ?elds in the 

document. Thus, When a user modi?es the contents of one 

?eld, the architecture automatically recalculates any formu 
las in any free ?oating ?elds affected by the modi?cation. 
The architecture also permits a user to reference textual 

content via free ?oating ?elds. When entering a formula in a 

?rst free ?oating ?eld, the user can select a range of normal 

text. A second free ?oating ?eld is automatically created 

around the range of text and a reference to that second free 

?oating ?eld is automatically inserted into the formula in the 

?rst free ?oating ?eld. Upon con?rmation, the formula is 
calculated to insert the referenced text into the sentence. As 

the text in the second free ?oating ?eld is updated, the formula 
in the ?rst ?eld is automatically recalculated. 

Many other architectural features and UI features are 

described. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

FIG. 1 is a block diagram of an exemplary architecture for 

integrating spreadsheet functionality into Word processing 
text and tables. 

FIG. 2 illustrates a screen display of a rendered document 

having tWo free ?oating ?elds and a single table that are 

capable of spreadsheet functionality. In FIG. 2, the free ?oat 
ing ?elds exhibit a normal “text look” and the table exhibits a 

“table look” during a non-editing mode. 
FIG. 3 illustrates a screen display of the rendered docu 

ment, Where the free ?oating ?elds exhibit a “cell look” and 

the table exhibits a “spreadsheet look” during an editing 
mode. 

FIG. 4 illustrates a screen display of another rendered 

document, Where a free ?oating ?eld references text in the 

document. 

FIG. 5 illustrates a screen display of yet another rendered 

document having multiple tables. In particular, FIG. 5 shoWs 
nested tables, Where one table is inserted into a cell of another 

table, and the ability to reference from one table to the other 

table. 

FIG. 6 illustrates a screen display of another rendered 

document having multiple tables and a free ?oating ?eld that 
appear in an edit mode. 

FIG. 7 is a block diagram of an exemplary computer that 

implements the architectures of FIGS. 1 and 4. 

FIG. 8 is a ?oW diagram of a process implemented by the 

architecture of FIG. 1. 

FIG. 9 is a diagrammatic illustration of hoW a user interface 

table in a rendered document and underlying functional com 

ponents in the architecture Work together during a recalcula 

tion operation. 
FIG. 10 is a diagrammatic illustration of hoW multiple free 

?oating ?elds and UI tables and underlying functional com 

ponents in the architecture Work together during a cross-table 
reference edit operation and a concurrent recalculation opera 

tion. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION 

This disclosure describes an architecture that integrates 

spreadsheet functionality into Word processing text. The 
architecture alloWs insertion of discrete individual ?elds, 

referred to as “free ?oating ?elds”, inline With normal textual 

sentences. The free ?oating ?elds offer spreadsheet function 

ality, including the ability to handle complex formulas, ref 
erence values in a separate free ?oating ?eld or table, and 
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automatically recalculate the formulas When a referenced 

value changes. The values and formula results can also be 

independently formatted (e.g., numbers, date, times, cur 
rency, etc.), like spreadsheet cells, While remaining part of the 
normal text of a document. The results of formulas and data 

values may also be formatted like normal text, using familiar 
text formatting tools. 

The architecture also supports integration of spreadsheet 
functionality into Word processing tables. The tables 
resemble a spreadsheet When being edited, and a table When 

not being edited. The tables enjoy the bene?ts of Word pro 
cessing tables (e.g., siZe and shape formatting, spell and 
grammar checking, etc.) as Well as the bene?ts of spread 

sheets (e.g., complex formulas, sorting, recalculation, etc.). 
The architecture also alloWs cross referencing among tables 

and free ?oating ?elds such that, When the content of one table 

cell or free ?oating ?eld is modi?ed, the architecture auto 

matically recalculates any formulas in all tables and free 
?oating ?elds that are affected by the modi?cation. With this 

architecture, spreadsheet functionality is no longer con 
strained to grids, but is available in customary text and across 

table boundaries. 

For discussion purposes, the architecture is described in the 

context of creating tables, text, and free ?oating ?elds in a 

document Written in a markup language (e. g., HTML). In this 
manner, the user is afforded the rich HTML formatting 

options of both text and tables, including table layout changes 
(e.g., merging and splitting cells), as Well as the calculation 
and formatting features speci?c to data that are traditionally 
associated only With a separate spreadsheet application. 
HoWever, it is noted that the architecture may be useful in 

other document types that are not rooted in a markup lan 

guage. 

Architecture 

FIG. 1 shoWs an exemplary architecture 100 that integrates 

spreadsheet functionality into Word processing text. The 
architecture 100 may be implemented on a standalone com 

puter, a netWork server computer, a netWork client computer, 

or distributed at both the server and client. The architecture 

100 includes a document renderer 102, one or more sets of 

table objects 104, one or more sets of spreadsheet obj ects 106, 

one or more sets of free ?oating ?eld objects 107, a spread 

sheet editor 108, a Workbook 110, a spreadsheet engine 112, 

and one or more non-core Worksheet functions 114(1)-114 

(W) that may be optionally used by the spreadsheet engine 
112. 

The architecture 100 separates data handling functions 
from presentation functions of the integrated spreadsheet 
functionality. In this manner, the architecture may be charac 

teriZed as a cooperation of tWo system managers: a user 

interface (UI) manager 116 and a spreadsheet functionality 
manager 118. The UI manager 116 manages hoW the free 

?oating ?elds and tables appear in a document and facilitates 

such tasks as table resiZing, selection, cut, copy, paste, split, 
merge, table formatting and so on. The UI manager 116 

includes the table object 104, the spreadsheet objects 106, and 
the spreadsheet editor 108. 

The spreadsheet functionality manager 118 manages the 
spreadsheet functions for the table and free ?oating ?elds, 
such as recalculation, formula handling, sorting, referencing, 
and the like. The spreadsheet functionality manager 118 
includes the Workbook 110, the spreadsheet engine 112 and 
Worksheet functions 114. With the bifurcated architecture, 

the spreadsheet functionality manager 118 is not concerned 

With the table layout or other visual features, and the UI 

manager 116 is not concerned With data management, formu 

las, and recalculation processes. 
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6 
The bifurcated architecture 100 is advantageous in that it 

supports cross-referencing among the free ?oating ?elds and 
tables. It also alloWs reference editing during formula entry to 
alloW convenient selection of other ?elds or cells and captur 

ing of their contents as references used in the formula. The 

architecture further facilitates automatic universal recalcula 

tion of any formulas throughout all free ?oating ?elds and 
tables in the document that are affected by user modi?cation 

of a single reference. These goals could also be achieved 

using different, non-bifurcated architectures. 
A document 120 is constructed and rendered on the docu 

ment renderer 102. The document 120 combines a text-based 

body 122, one or more tables 124(1) and 124(2), and one or 

more free ?oating ?elds (EFF) 126(1) and 126(2). Each free 
?oating ?elds 126 is akin to a single cell of a table that may be 

inserted anyWhere in the document, including in the middle of 
a text-based body. 

For discussion purposes, the document 120 is Written in a 

markup language, such as XML (extensible markup lan 
guage). XML documents can be transformed using XSL (ex 
tensible stylesheet language) and rendered directly as HTML 

(hypertext markup language). In this case, the renderer 102 
may be implemented as a broWser or other application that 

handles and renders HTML documents. The tables 124 are 

thus rendered as HTML tables. Examples of various docu 

ments that contain integrated spreadsheet functionality into 
text are illustrated in FIGS. 2-6. 

With continuing reference to FIG. 1, the table and spread 
sheet objects 104 and 106 provide editing functionality for the 
table 124, including such functions as table resiZing, selec 

tion, cut, copy, paste, split, merge, table formatting, and a host 
of other rich spreadsheet events. The free ?oating ?eld objects 
107 provide similar editing functionality for the free ?oating 
?elds 126, With the exception that certain functions do not 
make sense in the context of a free ?oating ?eld. For example, 

it does not make sense to “split” a free ?oating ?eld as one 

Would split a table cell. 

The spreadsheet engine 112 provides the spreadsheet func 
tionality for the table 124 and free ?oating ?elds 126, includ 
ing such functions as formula creation, reference editing, 

recalculation, and the like. Architecturally, the spreadsheet 
components are separate from the Word processing table and 

text, although the spreadsheet relies on the table and free 

?oating ?elds and the table and free ?oating ?elds provide 
special noti?cations and events to help the spreadsheet. This 
alloWs either component to add additional functionality With 

out directly affecting the other component. 
The spreadsheet engine 112 has a grid object for each table 

and free ?oating ?eld in the document 120, as represented by 

grid objects 130(1) and 130(2). The grid objects 130 receives 
events indicative of user activity in the table 124 and free 

?oating ?elds 126 and coordinates actions among various 

objects. The Workbook 110 initially creates the tables 124 and 

free ?oating ?elds 126, and subsequently tracks all grid 
objects 130 to resolve any cross-table or free ?oating ?eld 

referencing. Upon creation, a grid object 130 registers With 
the Workbook 110 so that it can participate When tables and 

free ?oating ?elds are updated. The grid object 130 keeps an 
interface to the spreadsheet behavior 106 and the free ?oating 

?eld behavior 107 to fetch values from the HTML tree main 

tained at the renderer 102. 

Each grid object 130 maintains tWo structures: a format 

table 132 and a cell table 134. The format table 132 holds 

information about the data format of each cell in the table 124 

or associated free ?oating ?eld 126. For instance, the cell or 

?eld may contain dates, numbers, dollar amounts, percent 
ages, and so forth. In the example shoWn in FIG. 3, the format 
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table 132 Would contain information that cells Al-A6, 

Bl-B6, and C1, are text and cells C2-C6 are formatted as 

currency in US. dollars. Also in FIG. 3, the format table 

132(2) for free ?oating ?eld 126(1) contains information that 
the ?eld is formatted as currency in US. dollars. 

The cell table 134 stores the actual data for each cell in the 

table 124 or an associated free ?oating ?eld 126, such as text, 

values, and formulas. A cell table 134 stores pointers to one or 

more cells that physically store the data. A cell table associ 

ated With a table, such as cell table 134(1), contains multiple 

cells 136(1)-136(C), one for each cell in the table. A cell table 

associated With a free ?oating ?eld, such as ?eld 134(2), 
contains only one cell 136 because the free ?oating ?eld 

126(1) can be thought of as a table With only one cell. 

Each cell 136 is an object containing the parsed value of the 
cell and a reference to complete information about the cell. If 

the cell contains text or numeric data (e.g., cells Al-A6, 

B 1 -B5, and C1-C5 in FIG. 3), it is stored directly in the object. 
Formulas, such as the summation formula in cell C6 of FIG. 

3, are stored as pointers to the appropriate formula object 

maintained by the formula manager 140 (discussed beloW). 
The spreadsheet engine 112 includes a formula manager 

140 to handle all formulas and parsing duties for formulas, 

data values, and references (e.g., D4zE23). The Workbook 110 
serves as the linkage betWeen the formula manager 140 and 

the registered grids 130. The formula manager 140 maintains 
a recalculation engine 142 that performs recalculation of all 

formulas in response to event changes in the table or free 

?oating ?elds. In one implementation, the recalculation 
engine 142 maintains the formulas for a document in a bi 

directional linked list, sometimes referred to as the “formula 

chain”. Following a recalculation event (e.g., user entry of a 

neW data value or neW formula), the recalculation engine 142 

traverses the list, evaluating formulas that may be affected by 
the event. 

If the current formula depends on other formulas that have 

not yet been evaluated, the current formula is moved to the 

end of the list. After one recalculation pass, the formula list is 

organiZed in natural order and Will not need to be reordered 

during subsequent recalculations unless neW formulas are 

added. If recalculation comes to a formula that has already 

been bumped to the end of the list and discovers that this 

formula still relies on not-yet-calculated dependencies, the 

formula contains a circular reference. In this case, the recal 

culation engine returns a circular error. 

The formula manager 140 also has a parser 144 that parses 

the formulas. In one implementation, the parser 144 is a 

recursive descent parser that extracts tokens from a stream 

and appends them to an array of character-siZe operation 

types and a parallel array of variant operands. When done, the 
parser 144 creates a neW formula object 146 and gives it the 

tWo arrays of parsed information. The formula manager 140 

therefore maintains one or more formula objects 146(1)-146 

(B) that contain formula information, including the parsed 
formula expression returned by the parser 144, the current 
result, the type of formula, and the current formula state. 

In one implementation, there are three types of formulas: 

normal, semi-calculation, and non-calculation. The normal 
formula is reevaluated only When its dependencies change. 
The semi-calculation formula is reevaluated every time the 

recalculation engine 142 performs a recalculation operation. 
The non-calculation formula is never evaluated at all. Non 

calculation formulas are a special formula type for handling 

nested tables (i.e., a table Within a table) and nested free 

?oating ?elds. 
Consider the case of an inner table nested inside a cell of an 

outer table. If the inner table contains a formula that changes 
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8 
to a different value folloWing recalculation, the value of the 
outer table Will also change. Such a dependency is not 

encoded anyWhere, since there is no formula attached to the 

outer table. In such cases, a non-calculation formula is set to 

re-fetch the resulting value from the inner calculation. Thus, 
it participates in the normal dependency management of 
recalculation and all references to the outer table are updated 

When appropriate. 
In one implementation, the formula objects 146 are oWned 

by a COM Wrapper (not shoWn), Which is in turn held onto by 
a cell object 136 in the grid 130 Where the formula resides. 

The formula objects 146 are themselves part of the bi-direc 

tional linked list of formulas maintained by the recalculation 

engine 142. The formula objects 146 contain references to the 

table roW and column (or the free ?oating ?eld) they are 
stored in and to the cell object 136 in grid 130. The references 

alloW the recalculation engine 142 to travel doWn the recal 

culation chain With formulas from several tables and easily 

determine to Which table a given formula belongs. Many 

operations, from formula saving to table deletion, depend on 
this ability to traverse the chain. 

The formula manager 140 also parses referenced cell 

groups. As examples, the formula manager 140 parses “A5” 

as a cell reference, “D41E23” as a compound rectangular 

reference, “$F$30” as an absolute reference, “Table5 !D5” as 

a cross-table reference, “Field3” as a Whole-table cross-table 

reference, “A5:D5 B31B6” as an intersection, and “D3,E4” as 
a union. 

The non-core Worksheet functions 114(1)-114(W) are 

optional elements. Examples of such functions include analy 
sis functions, statistical functions, and trigonometric func 
tions. The modular architecture 100 makes it ?exible to 

remove unWanted Worksheet functions or add neW Worksheet 

functions. 

The spreadsheet objects 106 and free ?oating ?eld objects 
107 are counterparts to their corresponding grid objects 130 

(1) and 130(2) and are located outside of the spreadsheet 
engine 112. There is one pair of a spreadsheet object 106 and 

a grid object 130(1) per table 124 and one pair of correspond 
ing free ?oating ?eld behavior 107 and grid object 130(2) per 
free ?oating ?eld 126. 
The spreadsheet objects 106 and free ?oating ?eld objects 

107 de?ne behaviors that receive events from the document 

renderer 102, process them, and pass the events onto the 

corresponding grid objects 130(1) and 130(2). In response to 
the events, the grid objects 130(1) and 130(2) update the cell 
data in cell tables 134(1) and 134(2) and/or formatting infor 
mation in format tables 132(1) and 132(2). 
The spreadsheet behavior 106 has three objects: GridBe 

havior 150, CellEditing 152, and Spreadsheet 154. The Grid 
Behavior object 150 provides a layer of abstraction betWeen 
the grid object 130 and individual HTML table cells and 

alloWs the grid object 130 to access HTML values and styles. 

The GridBehavior object 150 Wraps the HTML elements in a 

common interface so that the grid 130 does not need to knoW 

the particular structure of the HTML table. Additionally, the 

GridBehavior object 150 manages table-speci?c portions of a 
“reference edit” operation. 
The CellEditing object 152 and Spreadsheet object 154 

interact directly With an HTML tree and the table behavior 

104 to provide the grid 130 With events. The Spreadsheet 

object 154 is responsible for recording undo records for 
actions affecting the spreadsheet. 
The CellEditing object 152 manages user-level editing of 

cells. It processes events related to user edits of in-cell data 

values and provides some editing user interface (UI) ele 

ments, including the formula edit box that permits user edits 
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of formulas. When editing a formula, a ?oating formula edit 
box is provided above the cell’s location and resiZed as nec 

essary to accommodate the formula. The localiZed edit box 

eliminates a potential UI problem of forcing the user to ?t the 

entire formula into the table cell, Which may cause the table to 

resiZe strangely as the user clicked into and out of the cell. 

The CellEditing object 152 also supports the reference edit 
operation When the formula edit box is presented. As noted 

above, the reference edit operation alloWs the user to visually 
reference cells using a mouse pointer (or other focus mecha 

nism) and in response, inserts a reference to that cell data in 

the current formula edit box. The formula edit box is 

described beloW in more detail. The CellEditing object 152 is 

only present When a cell is being actively edited. 

The free ?oating ?eld behavior 107 has three objects: an 

FFFBehavior object 160, a CellEditing object 162, and a 
Spreadsheet object 164. The CellEditing object 162 and 
Spreadsheet object 164 are essentially identical to those in the 
spreadsheet behavior 106. For example, the CellEditing 
object 162 processes events related to user edits of free ?oat 

ing ?elds and provides some editing user interface (UI) ele 
ments, including the formula edit box that facilitates user 

entry and editing of formulas. As With table cells, When edit 
ing a formula in a free ?oating ?eld, a ?oating formula edit 

box is provided above the free ?oating ?eld and resiZed as 

necessary to accommodate the formula. 

The FFFBehavior object 160 takes the place of GridBe 
havior object 150 and the Table object 104 in the context of 

free ?oating ?elds. Like the Table object 104, the FFFBehav 
ior object 160 monitors the document for changes to the free 

?oating ?eld, although these are much more limited than in 

the case of a table. Like the GridBehavior object 150, the 

FFFBehavior object 160 provides an interface for the grid 

object 130(2) and manages “reference edit” operations for the 
free ?oating ?eld. 

The spreadsheet editor 108 handles top-level duties such as 

inserting a table or a free ?oating ?eld and routing commands 

to the appropriate table based on the current selection in the 

document 120. The editor 108 also creates and manages the 

Workbook 110. 

The integrated spreadsheet table and free ?oating ?eld 
model eliminates the need for the user to choose the structure 

of data Within a document prior to creating that document. 

Historically, if the user needed more control over the presen 

tation of the tabular data, the user tended to select a Word 

processing application. On the other hand, if the user required 
computations over the data, the user typically chose a spread 

sheet application. The integrated architecture alloWs the user 
to combine several different types of data Within one docu 

ment. 

Additionally, by integrating spreadsheet functionality 
inside a table and inline text ?elds, the user can build the 

document as they Want. In spreadsheet applications, the user 

is restricted to the grid layout for all document content. In the 

integrated architecture, users can create a rich document that 

contains text integrated With multiple tables and multiple free 
?oating ?elds, each With data that can be formatted as values 

and used in calculations throughout different tables and 
?elds. 

Examples of Documents With Integrated Spreadsheet 
Functionality 

FIG. 2 shoWs an example document 120 that has text body 

122. In the FIG. 2 example, the document 120 is a letter 

Written to Mr. Jones describing various home improvement 
projects and the costs associated With the projects. A single 
table 124 is situated in the text body. In the depicted non 
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editing vieW, the table 124 resembles a standard Word pro 

cessing table With three columns 202(1)-202(3) and ?ve roWs 

204(1)-204(5). 
TWo free ?oating ?elds 126(1) and 126(2) are inserted in 

the text body 122 inline With the text. The free ?oating ?elds 

126 appear as normal text in the document 120. For instance, 

the second sentence recites, “The total cost of the project is 

$12,060”. The displayed value “$12,060” is a result of a 
formula in the underlying free ?oating ?eld, Which is cur 
rently hidden in this vieW. The formula sums the project costs 

listed in the table 124. 

FIG. 3 shoWs the same document 120 during editing, Where 

the table 124 and free ?oating ?elds 126(1) and 126(2) are 
shoWn as they Would look upon selection for editing. Notice 

that table 124 noW “looks” like a spreadsheet more than a 

traditional table. The table 124 has integrated column headers 

302(1), 302(2), and 302(3), as Well as integrated roW headers 

304(1)-304(6). The table 124 has a column expansion control 
306 and a roW expansion control 308 to permit easy expansion 

of the table. 

It is noted that FIG. 3 is merely an illustration for discus 

sion purposes. Typically, only one of the ?elds or the table is 

edited at a time, and hence that ?eld or table exhibits the 

spreadsheet look (not all three as shoWn in FIG. 3). Thus, 
selecting the table for editing invokes the column and roW 

headers 302 and 304. Similarly, selecting a free ?oating ?eld 

containing a formula Would 11 display the formula edit box. 

If, on the other hand, a free ?oating ?eld does not contain a 

formula it Will be selected in the same manner as all surround 

ing text is selected. 

In this example, the user has added a roW to the table and is 

entering a summation formula in cell C6 using a reference 

edit operation. With a mouse pointer 310, the user references 

an array of cells C2 through C5 for entry into the formula. 

Upon con?rmation (e.g., releasing the left mouse button), a 
reference to the cells C2-C5 are inserted into the summation 

formula in cell C6 and after clicking out of the cell the for 

mula is calculated to add the dollar amounts in column C. The 

result of $12,060 is inserted into cell C6. 

The free ?oating ?elds 126(1) and 126(2) contain formulas 
that reference values and/ or formulas located elseWhere in the 

document 120. The ?rst free ?oating ?eld 126(1) contains a 

formula that sums the dollar amounts in cells C2-C5 of the 

table 124, or “:SUM(Table1!C2:Table1!C5)”. The second 
free ?oating ?eld 126(2) contains a formula that references 

both the ?rst free ?oating ?eld 126(1) and a value in the table. 

Namely, the formula in the second free ?oating ?eld 126(2) 
computes the difference betWeen the results of the formula in 

the ?rst free ?oating ?eld 126(1) and the cost of the kitchen 

repair in cell C3, or “:FFF1—Table1 !C3”. 

If a value in cells C2-C5 in the table 124 is modi?ed, the 

free ?oating ?elds 126(1) and 126(2) are automatically 
updated to re?ect the modi?cation. For instance, suppose the 
user modi?es the cost of the family room in cell C4 from 

$3,500 to $4,000. As a result of this change, the formula in 
table cell C6 is automatically recalculated to yield $12,560, 
the formula in the ?rst free ?oating ?eld 126(1) is automati 
cally recalculated to yield $12,560, and the formula in the 
second free ?oating ?eld 126(2) is automatically recalculated 
to yield $7,060. 

FIG. 4 shoWs another example of a document 400 in Which 

a free ?oating ?eld 402 is used to reference text, rather than 

data values. In this case, free ?oating ?elds enable a neW 

mechanism for the reference edit operation. As shoWn in FIG. 

3, the typical reference edit operation alloWs entry of formula 
references into a spreadsheet by pointing at (i.e., clicking on) 
a referenced cell or range of cells While editing the formula. 
















