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This document aggregates all guidance issued by the XBRL US Best Practices Group to date.  This 
guidance is applicable to companies ǇǊŜǇŀǊƛƴƎ ·.w[ ŦƛƭƛƴƎǎ ƛƴ ŎƻƳǇƭƛŀƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ {9/Ωǎ ·.w[ CƛƭƛƴƎ 
program.   The goal of the best practices working group is to support the creation of consistent XBRL 
filings that can be easily consumed by end users of XBRL data. All parties are free to post this guidance 
and redistribute it. Ongoing guidance will be posted on the XBRL US website. 
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1. Company Extension Taxonomy  

1.1 Element Selection  

1.1.1 Shares Issued and Shares Outstanding (Issued 2010 -10-18)  

Issue 

Review of XBRL filings shows that a number of companies have reported the default value for the 

SharesIssued tag on the statement of shareholders equity as the value for shares outstanding which is 

misleadinƎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ άNumber of shares of stock issued as of the balance sheet date, 

including shares that had been issued and were previously outstanding but which are now held in the 

treasury.έ  ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ƴƻ ǘŀƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘŀȄƻƴƻƳȅ ǘƘŀǘ Ǌeflects all shares outstanding, including 

common stock and preferred stock.   

For example, a large oil company reported in its filing, a default value for SharesIssued of 4.727 billion. 

This figure actually reflects the value of shares outstanding on this date rather than shares issued.  The 

company should have used the tag EntityCommonStockSharesOutstanding or 

CommonStockSharesOutstanding.  The actual shares issued are 8.019 billion and treasury stock is 3.292 

billion. The value of 8.019 billion is disclosed at the intersection of the SharesIssued element and the 

CommonStockMember. 

In the case of a large communications company, the CommonStockSharesOutstanding line item used 

with the member CommonStock reflects the value of stock issued rather than shares outstanding; and 

the treasury stock member reflects the number of shares held in treasury. 

The default value of SharesIssued should reflect the actual shares issued and not shares outstanding.  

Adding dimensions to a default item should not change the meaning of the default value.   

Recommendation 

The SharesIssued default value should equal the value of shares issued and similarly the 

CommonStockSharesOutstanding default value should equal the value of shares outstanding.  

Adding an element to the taxonomy called SharesOutstanding will reduce confusion among preparers 

and give them a better concept to use than SharesIssued.  (Absent this, companies should create an 

extension or use CommonStockSharesOutstanding if they have no preferred stock). [FASB has added 

CommonStockSharesOutstanding to the 2011 US GAAP Financial Reporting Taxonomy (UGT) for public 

comment.] 

The default value of CommonStockSharesOutstanding should equal the value of common stock shares 

outstanding. Note that EntityCommonStockSharesOutstanding and CommonStockSharesOutstanding 

should have the same value. 

The common stock member should represent common stock issued and not the outstanding amount.  In 

some cases, companies report the shares outstanding in the common stock member and do not report a 

treasury stock member.  We have noticed in a number of cases the common stock member is used for 
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both shares outstanding and shares issued.  For example, Aetna made their filing more explicit by 

creating another member called CommonStockOutstandingMember to capture the value of shares 

outstanding that did not appear as the default value. 

Given that some companies combine the common stock member and treasury stock member, a 

different member could be used so that the issued and outstanding shares can be distinguished. 

However, it would be preferable that the default value of common stock shares outstanding was used as 

the CommonStockOutstandingMember is a duplicate of the default. 

For presentation purposes, a company could create a member called CommonStockOutstandingMember 

as an extension until it is added into the next taxonomy. 

Figure 1 Example Shareholders Equity shows how the opening and closing balances interact with the 

CommonStockMember and the SharesIssued and CommonStockSharesIssued line items.  The 

CommonStockMember and PreferredStockMember always reflect the value of stock issued. For example 

the value of 310,300,000 for Common Stock Outstanding, Beginning Balance (row 2) in the Common 

Stock Member should be equal to the value of Common Stock, Shares Issued (row 7, column 1). 

Figure 1 Example Shareholders Equity 
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1.1.2 Accrual Items Used to Represent Cash Flows (Issued 2010 -10-18)  

Issue 

In a number of cases companies have used accrual items to represent cash flow items.  Overloading 

these elements to represent both the accrual and the cash flow undermines the ability of analysts to 

accuǊŀǘŜƭȅ ŎŀƭŎǳƭŀǘŜ ŀ ŎƻƳǇŀƴȅΩǎ ŎŀǎƘ Ŧƭƻǿ ŦǊƻƳ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎΦ  CƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ ŦƛƭŜǊǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǘŀƪŜƴ ŀŎŎǊǳŀƭ 

items typically found in the shareholders equity section and used them to represent cash flows in the 

financing section of the cash flow statement where existing cash flow items are more appropriate.  

Stockholders equity items typically represent the impact on the equity balance and the cash flow items 

represent the cash impact on the cash balance at the end of the period.  

For example, if a company has a dividend payment that appears in the stockholders equity statement 

(DividendsCommonStock with a debit balance) that same element should not be used to represent a 

cash flow (in the cash flow statement) even if the amount of this element represents the amount 

actually paid.  The tag PaymentsOfDividendsCommonStock should be used as this represents the actual 

cash outflow. If the DividendsCommonStock item is used in the Cash Flow Statement, it means that a 

debit item is being used to express a cash outflow in the cash flow statement1.  To make the cash flow 

calculations work, the signs of the item would need to be flipped and calculation weights adjusted.  

More importantly, the shareholders equity amount does not necessarily always represent the actual 

cash that was paid by the entity in the period. 

In the case of the calculation of indirect cash flow items, accrual elements should be used to calculate 

operating cash flow. These accrual items typically appear in the income statement and shareholders 

equity statement.  There is no need to create an extension element to represent these items in the cash 

flow. In some cases companies have duplicated items to represent non-cash expense items.  In the US 

GAAP taxonomy the template cash flow statement includes the common non-cash expense and income 

items.2 

Recommendation 

In those sections of the cash flow statement that represent direct cash flows such as investing and 

financing items, these items should generally not be taken from other statements.  In the case of the 

direct cash flows, cash inflows would be debit items and cash outflows would be credit items.  For this 

reason no items should be taken from the income statement or statement of shareholders equity and 

added into the calculation of direct cash flow as these items will include accrual amounts. 

If an element that represents the cash flow is not available in the taxonomy, the company should create 

an extension even if an equivalent accrual item seems appropriate. 

In the next release of the taxonomy the FASB will clarify the use of these elements in the definition. 

                                                             
1 Cash inflows should be represented as debit items and cash outflows should be represented as credit items. 
2 The Best Practices Committee discussed the fact that the indirect cash flow reconciliation starting with the 
NetIncome element results in missing balance types on parent elements.  The committee dismissed adding a 
duplicate element for NetIncome that would be a debit item in the indirect cash flow. 
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1.1.3 Property Plant and Equipment (Issued 2011 -03-25)  

Issue 

The property plant and equipment element has been used in a number of cases to exclude capitalized 

leases.  Although not specifically stated, the calculation link-base in the taxonomy indicates that 

capitalized leases are included in the total of property plant and equipment.   A number of companies 

have created extensions for property plant and equipment including capitalized leases and other 

companies has created extensions for property plant and equipment excluding capitalized leases. 

Recommendation 

If total property plant and equipment in the financial statements includes capitalized leases then the 

element property plant and equipment should be used.  If the company does not have capitalized leases 

then this element should also be used.  In the case when the company separately discloses property 

plant and equipment from capitalized leases the element property plant and equipment excluding 

capitalized leases should be created as an extension until added to the taxonomy in 2012. 
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1.1.4 Tagging No Par (Issued 2011 -03-25)  

Issue 

In an analysis of filings last quarter, it was observed there is a difference in how a number of registrants 

ŘŜŦƛƴŜ ŀƴŘ ǘŀƎ άƴƻ ǇŀǊΦέ  ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǘƘǊŜŜ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘΥ  

¶ Approach 1: Tagging the fact with the element CommonStockNoParValue and a value of 0.  

¶ Approach 2: Tagging the fact with the element CommonStockNoParValue with no value and 

setting the nil=True attribute.  

¶ Approach 3: Tagging the fact with the element CommonStockParOrStatedValuePerShare and a 

value of 0.  

The definition of these concepts is as follows: 

CommonStockNoParValue: Issuance value per share of no-par value common stock; generally 

not indicative of the fair market value per share. 

CommonStockParOrStatedValuePerShare :  Face amount or stated value of common stock per 

share; generally not indicative of the fair market value per share. 

In the case below the company has no par value with stated value: 

Figure 2. Tagging Common Stock No Par Value 

 

In Figure 2  the company has Common stock, no par value, 120,000,000 shares authorized, 3,563,867 

shares issued and outstanding at December 26, 2010 and March 28, 2010 respectively; stated value of 

$18.00 per share and a liquidation preference. 

Recommendation 

Where there is Common Stock with no par value, the value should be recorded as the per share price on 
ƛǎǎǳŀƴŎŜΦ LŦ ǇŜǊ ǎƘŀǊŜ ƛǎǎǳŀƴŎŜ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŘƛǎŎƭƻǎŜŘ ǘƘŜƴ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ƻǊ ŘƛǎŎƭƻǎŜ ƛǘ ŀǎ ƴƛƭΦ  LŦ 
the value of this item is entered as zero then it is incorrect.   In the case where no par value shares are 
ǊŜǇƻǊǘŜŘ ōǳǘ ŀ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƛǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘŜŘ ǘƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ άCommonStockParOrStatedValuePerShareέ 
should be used. 
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1.1.5 Tagging Partnership or other Equity Units on DEI (Issued 2011 -03-25)  

Issue 

Sometimes filers create an extended element when reporting partnership or other equity units in their 

Document and Entity Information.  The element EntityCommonStockSharesOutstanding includes 

ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ǘƻ άŎƭŀǎǎŜǎ ƻŦ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ǎǘƻŎƪέ ŀƴŘ therefore some filers have chosen to 

extend an element to report partnership or other equity related units. 

Recommendation 

wŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŜȄǘŜƴŘƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƴ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ƭƛƪŜ άEntityPartnershipUnitsOutstandingέ ǘƘŜ ŦƛƭŜǊ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ 

ƛǘŜƳ άEntityCommonStockSharesOutstandingέΦ 

Specifically for the disclosure in Document and Entity Information, filers should report partnership or 

other equity related units with the element EntityCommonStockSharesOutstanding and modify the 

preferred label role to include text that would better characterize the equity units being reported 

(example: Entity Partnership Units Outstanding). 

The definition of this item will be amended by the FASB in the next version of the taxonomy in 2012. 
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1.1.6 Duplicate Elements is Pensions (issued 2011 -04-29)  

Issue 

A number of companies have created duplicate elements for pension related transactions such as 

benefits paid.  

¢ƘŜ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ άDefinedBenefitPlanBenefitsPaidέ ǊŜŘǳŎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƴǎƛƻƴ ƻōƭƛƎŀǘƛƻƴΦ  Lǘ ŀƭǎƻ ǊŜŘǳŎŜǎ ǘƘŜ CŀƛǊ 
value of pension plan assets.  This item is defined in the taxonomy as a debit item to reflect the 
reduction in pension obligation.  As a result, a number of companies created a duplicate benefits paid 
credit element to reflect the reduction to plan assets.  This extension duplication makes it impossible to 
analyze the data as valid extensions cannot be separated from the duplicated extensions that represent 
valid elements in the taxonomy. 
 
In the 2009 taxonomy the benefits paid item had an incorrect calculation sign.  However in the 2011 
taxonomy this has been corrected. 
 
In the case of the roll-forward of Plan Assets the following extensions were created that should have 
used existing elements: 

"DefinedBenefitPlanBenefitsPaidPlanAssets" 5 

"DefinedBenefitPlanChangeInFairValueOfPlanAssetsBenefitsPaid" 24 

"DefinedBenefitPlanChangeInFairValueOfPlanAssetsContributionsByPlanParticipants" 19 

"DefinedBenefitPlanFairValueOfPlanAssetsBenefitsPaid" 17 

"DefinedBenefitPlanFairValueOfPlanAssetsContributionsByPlanParticipants" 7 

 

Recommendation 

If the value of a reported amount is the same regardless if it is a debit or a credit side of a journal entry it 
should be represented as a single XBRL concept. Use the same element to represent those items that 
will have the same value irrespective if they are expressed as a debit or a credit.  Adjust the calculation 
weight if necessary.  The increase/decrease summation of a roll-forward item should not have a balance 
type. When the change in balance in a roll-forward does not have a balance type this indicates that a 
duplicate element for the flip side of the journal should not have a separate extension element. 

  



XBRL US Best Practices Working Group 

1.1.7 Income (Loss) from Continuing Operations before Taxes  (Issued 2011 -05-27)  

Issue 

What concept should be used to represent Income (Loss) from Continuing Operations before Taxes 

when modeling an income statement if income from equity method investments does not exist?  Should 

ǘƘŜ ŦƛƭŜǊ ǳǎŜ άIncome (Loss) from Continuing Operations before Income Taxes, Extraordinary Items, Non-

controlling Interest, Totalέ ƻǊ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǘƘŜȅ ǳǎŜ άIncome (Loss) from Continuing Operations before Equity 

Method Investments, Income Taxes, Extraordinary Items, Non-controlling Interest, TotalέΚ 

LŦ ŀƴ {9/ ŦƛƭŜǊ Ƙŀǎ άLƴŎƻƳŜ ό[ƻǎǎύ ŦǊƻƳ 9ǉǳƛǘȅ aŜǘƘƻŘ LƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎέ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŎƭŜŀǊ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ 

άLƴŎƻƳŜ ό[ƻǎǎύ ŦǊƻƳ /ƻƴǘƛƴǳƛƴƎ hǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ¢ŀȄŜǎέ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘΦ  IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƛŦ ŀ ŦƛƭŜǊ 

does not have Equity Method Investments, it is less clear. 

 

In the ŦƛƭƛƴƎǎ ǘƻ ŘŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ άIncome (Loss) from Continuing Operations before Equity Method 

Investments, Income Taxes, Extraordinary Items, Non-ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭƭƛƴƎ LƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέ is far more commonly used 

ǘƘŀƴ άIncome (Loss) from Continuing Operations before Income Taxes, Extraordinary Items, Non-

ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭƭƛƴƎ LƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέΦ   /ǳǊǊŜƴǘ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜ ƛǎ ǘƻ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǊŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ƛǘŜƳ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ 

άEquityMethodInvestmentsέ ŜǾŜƴ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘƛǎ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ƻƴƭȅ нл҈ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳŜ ǿƘŜƴ άIncome 

(Loss) from Continuing Operations before Equity Method Investments, Income Taxes, Extraordinary 

Items, Non-ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭƭƛƴƎ LƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέ ƛǎ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǳǎŜŘΦ 

Recommendation 

¢ƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘ ƭŀōŜƭ άIncome (Loss) from Continuing Operations before Income Taxes, 

Extraordinary Items, Non-controlling Interest, Totalέ ŀƴŘ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ƴŀƳŜ άǳǎ-

gaap:IncomeLossFromContinuingOperationsBeforeIncomeTaxesExtraordinaryItemsNoncontrollingInteres

ǘέ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ǿƘŜƴ άEquityMethodInvestmentsέ does not exist. This reflects the logic of using the 

element that reflects the more specific element of the two.3 

                                                             
3 This is the more specific element because it is known to exclude Equity Method Investments. 



XBRL US Best Practices Working Group 

1.1.8 Cash Flow from Operating Activities (Issued 2011 -07-01)  

Issue 

If a filer has no discontinued operations, which concept is the most appropriate to report in the Cash 

Flow Statement?  άbŜǘ /ŀǎƘ tǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ ό¦ǎŜŘ ƛƴύ hǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ !ŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎέ ƻǊ άbŜǘ /ŀǎƘ tǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ ό¦ǎŜŘ 

in) Operating Activities, Continuing Operationsέ (i.e. to explicitly indicate that the cash flows are from 

continuing operations)? 

There are 4 different reporting cases when reporting discontinued in cash flows that we have seen in 

XBRL filings: 

Discontinued Operations Embedded in Line Items 

The discontinued items are incorporated into the line items reported which gives a total of discontinued 

and continuing cash flows. See Figure 3. 

Figure 3 Discontinued Amounts embedded in Line Items 

 

Discontinued Operations with Separate Discontinued Line Items 

The discontinued items are represented as separate line items (with no aggregate total) which are 

added to derive a total of discontinued and continuing cash flows from operations. See Figure 4. 
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Figure 4 Separate Discontinued Line Items 

 

Discontinued Ops Summarized at the end of the Operating, Investing and Financing Sections. 

The discontinued items are broken out into the different classifications in the cash flow statement which 

allows continuing cash flows and discontinued cash flows to be separated. See Figure 5 

Figure 5 Discontinued Ops disclosed at Operating Level 
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Discontinued Operations Summarized Grouped at the bottom of the statement. 

The discontinued items are broken out at the bottom of the statement and the continuing ops are 

shown at the operating financing and investing levels. See Figure 6 

Figure 6 Discontinued Ops Disclosed at Bottom of Statement 

 

Recommendation 

Filers should be explicit and clearly indicate cash flows are from continuing operations and thus use άbŜǘ 

/ŀǎƘ tǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ ό¦ǎŜŘ ƛƴύ hǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ !ŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎΣ /ƻƴǘƛƴǳƛƴƎ hǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎέ when there is no discontinued 

operations. If companies separately report discontinued operations they should report continuing 

operations explicitly.  (Note that this reasoning also applies to financing and investing activities). 

In figure 1 the element άbŜǘ /ŀǎƘ tǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ ό¦ǎŜŘ ƛƴύ hǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ !ŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎέ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘΦ 

In figure 2 the element άbŜǘ /ŀǎƘ tǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ ό¦ǎŜŘ ƛƴύ hǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ !ŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎέ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘΦ 

In figure 3 both the elements άbŜǘ /ŀǎƘ tǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ ό¦ǎŜŘ ƛƴύ hǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ !ŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎέ ŀƴŘ Net Cash 

tǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ ό¦ǎŜŘ ƛƴύ hǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ !ŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎΣ /ƻƴǘƛƴǳƛƴƎ hǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎέ should be used. 

In figure 4 the element bŜǘ /ŀǎƘ tǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ ό¦ǎŜŘ ƛƴύ hǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ !ŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎΣ /ƻƴǘƛƴǳƛƴƎ hǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎέ 

should be used. 
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1.1.9 Specific Non-controlling Interest Elements (Issued 2011 -07-29)  

Issue 

For disclosures related to non-controlling interests there are a number of cases where companies either 

choose the more generic item (includes non controlling interest) versus the more specific item (excludes 

non-controlling interest).  It would be preferable that companies use the same tags if they do not have 

non-controlling interests.  The following items were raised in regards to this. 

4ÏÔÁÌ 3ÔÏÃËÈÏÌÄÅÒÓȭ %ÑÕÉÔÙ  

²ƘƛŎƘ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ ǿƘŀǘ ŀƳƻǳƴǘǎ ǘƻ ά¢ƻǘŀƭ {ǘƻŎƪƘƻƭŘŜǊǎΩ 9ǉǳƛǘȅέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ¦{ D!!t ¢ŀȄƻƴƻƳȅΥ 

ά{ǘƻŎƪƘƻƭŘŜǊǎΩ 9ǉǳƛǘȅ !ǘǘǊƛōǳǘŀōƭŜ ǘƻ tŀǊŜƴǘέ όStockholdersEquity) ƻǊ ά{ǘƻŎƪƘƻƭŘŜǊǎΩ 9ǉǳƛǘȅΣ LƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ 

Portion Attributable to Non-ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭƭƛƴƎ LƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέΦ 

Net Income (Loss) 

²ƘƛŎƘ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ άbŜǘ LƴŎƻƳŜ ό[ƻǎǎύέ ƛŦ ŀ ŦƛƭŜǊ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻ bƻƴ-ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭƭƛƴƎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΚ Lǎ ƛǘ άbŜǘ 

LƴŎƻƳŜ ό[ƻǎǎύ !ǘǘǊƛōǳǘŀōƭŜ ǘƻ tŀǊŜƴǘέ όNetIncomeLoss)Σ άNet Income (Loss), Including Portion 

Attributable to Non-controlling Interestέ όProfitLossύ ƻǊ άNet Income (Loss) Available to Common 

Stockholdersέ όNetIncomeLossAvailableToCommonStockholdersBasic)?  

Recommendation 

In both cases companies should use the more specific element if it is specific to them.   If a company has 

no non controlling interest they should use ά{ǘƻŎƪƘƻƭŘŜǊǎ9ǉǳƛǘȅέ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ǎƘŜŜǘ ŀƴŘ 

άNetIncomeLossέ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ LƴŎƻƳŜ {ǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘΦ 

Figure 7 Balance Sheet Items 

No Non-Controlling Interest With Non-Controlling Interest 

 
 

 If the company has a non-ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭƭƛƴƎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǘƘŜƴ ǘƘŜȅ ǿƛƭƭ ǳǎŜ ōƻǘƘ άStockholdersEquityέ and 

άStockholdersEquityIncludingPortionAttributableToNoncontrollingInterestέ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ǎƘŜŜǘΦ 
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Companies with a non-ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭƭƛƴƎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǎƘƻǿ ōƻǘƘ άbŜǘLƴŎƻƳŜ[ƻǎǎέ ŀƴŘ άProfitLossέ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘΦ άStockholdersEquityIncludingPortionAttributableToNoncontrollingInterestέ4 and 

άtǊƻŦƛǘ[ƻǎǎά ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ǳƴŀŎŎƻƳǇŀƴƛŜŘ ōȅ  άStockholdersEquityέ  ŀƴŘ άbŜǘLƴŎƻƳŜ[ƻǎǎέ on the 

balance sheet and income statement. 

Figure 8 Income Statement Items 

No Non-Controlling Interest With Non-Controlling Interest 

 

 
 

 άNet Income (Loss) Available to Common Stockholdersέ ƛǎ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ ƴŜǘ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ŀƴŘ 

ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ƛƴǎǘŜŀŘ ƻŦ άNetIncomeLossέ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳǇŀƴȅ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǇǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǎƘŀǊŜǎΦ 

From period to period the specificity of the disclosure may differ.  For example in the current period the 

company may have preferred shares and in the prior filing period they did not.  In the prior filing period 

ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳǇŀƴȅ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ǳǎŜŘ άNet Income (Loss) Available to Common StockholdersέΦ  Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ 

ǇŜǊƛƻŘ άNetIncomeLossέ could be used to report the amount prior to deducting dividends accrued to 

ǇǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǎǘƻŎƪƘƻƭŘŜǊǎΦ  IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ άNet Income (Loss) Available to Common Stockholdersέ ǿƻǳƭŘ 

continue to be used in the current period. 

  

                                                             
4 This does not apply to the statement of Shareholders Equity. 
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1.1.10 Common Stock Value Issued (Issued 2011-07-29)  

Issue 

In the below example, a company reports common stock and does not have any treasury stock.  There 

have been varied practices with respect to tagging this line item: 

 

 

 

Some filers choose Alternative 1: 

9ƭŜƳŜƴǘΥ άCommonStockValueέ 

Documentation: Aggregate par or stated value of issued nonredeemable common stock (or common 

stock redeemable solely at the option of the issuer). This item includes treasury stock repurchased by 

the entity. Note: elements for number of nonredeemable common shares, par value and other 

disclosure concepts are in another section within stockholders' equity. 

Other filers choose Alternative 2: 

Element: άCommonStockValueOutstandingέ 

Documentation: Value of all classes of common stock held by shareholders. May be all or portion of the 
number of common shares authorized. These shares exclude common shares repurchased by the entity 
and held as treasury shares. 

Recommendation 

If the monetary value of shares issued and shares outstanding is the same then at a minimum report the 
value of άCommonStockValueέ on the balance sheet.  άCommonStockValueέ issued is the more specific 
ƛǘŜƳΦ  LŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛǎǘǊŀƴǘ ŦŜŜƭǎ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ άCommonStockValueOutstandingέ they can report the 
same value in the parenthetical. 
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1.1.11 $%) ÄÉÓÃÌÏÓÕÒÅ ÆÏÒ ,,#ȭÓ (Issued 2012 -01-27)  

Issue 

Some LLC companies present the ownership units on DEI as follows: 

Example 1: 

 

Example 2: 
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Recommendation 

When LLC companies present DEI in this format, the άEntityCommonStockSharesOutstandingέ element 
should not be tagged. 

If the presentation is described as in Example 1 above, an extension element 
MembershipInterestsDescription should be created with a data type of stringItemType to tag the 
disclosure. 

If the presentation is described as in Example 2 above, a filer can create an extension element 
MembershipInterestsPercentage with a data type of percentItemType to tag the individual percentages 
separately.  Creation of additional Domain Members may also be necessary to define the context.  In 
addition to the separate percentage disclosures, the filer could also add an extension element 
MembershipInterestsDescription if the filer would like to include the entire textual content in the XBRL 
data. 
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1.2 Member Selection  

1.2.1 Use of Members on the Legal Entity Axis  (Issued 2010 -10-18)  

Issue 

In a number of cases companies have used a wide variety of different members on the legal entity axis.  

The legal entity axis should only contain members that represent a defined legal entity or a grouping of 

legal entities such as subsidiaries and variable interest entities.  The US GAAP taxonomy defines a list of 

generic members that can be used on this axis.  Companies can create their own extension members to 

represent a legal entity owned, controlled or affiliated with the company. 

For example, the following members were used on the LegalEntityAxis for a company: 

¶ EarningsPerShareDilutedMember 

¶ EarningsPerShareBasicMember 

¶ CurrencyMember 

¶ OtherThanTemporaryImpairmentsReclassifedToRetainedEarningsMember 

In addition, legal entities have been used on a Segment Axis when they are not reporting segments. For 

ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ ŀ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ŎƻƳǇŀƴƛŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǳǎŜŘ ŀƴ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛƻƴ ŀȄƛǎ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ά{ŜƎƳŜƴǘLƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ.ȅ9ƴǘƛǘȅ!Ȅƛǎέ 

to report specific information about a legal entity.  The use of legal entity members should be restricted 

to ǘƘŜ ά[ŜƎŀƭ9ƴǘƛǘȅ!Ȅƛǎέ unless the legal entity is also a valid business reporting entity and then a legal 

entity member could also be used in conjunction with the segment reporting axis 

άStatementBusinessSegmentsAxisέ. 

Reccomendation 

The members on the legal entity axis should only include company extensions that represent a legal or 

contractual entity defined by the registrant or legal entity sub groupings or eliminations defined in the 

taxonomy such as: 

¶ ParentCompanyMember5 

¶ SubsidiariesMember 

¶ ConsolidationEliminationsMember 

¶ PartnershipInterest 

Note that the ConsolidationsEliminationsMember is the exception to the rule as it does not represent a 

legal entity or groupings of legal entities.  

                                                             
5 This represents the financial information of the Holding company and not the parents share of the consolidated 
entity which is represented by ParentMember. 
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1.2.2 Use of Country Members, State Members and Province Members  (Issued 2011 -01-28)  

Issue 

In a number of cases companies are extending to represent countries, states and provinces as members 

on an axis.  Specifically, the member for Canada has been created as an extension for over 30 filings.  

However, these country members are already defined in the taxonomy for each country.  

Recommendation 

If representing a country use the members already defined in the country namespace. See  

http://taxonomies.xbrl.us/us-gaap/2009/non-gaap/country-ent-all-2009-01-31.xsd 

or 

http://xbrl.sec.gov/country/2011/country-ent-all-2011-01-31.xsd 

  

http://taxonomies.xbrl.us/us-gaap/2009/non-gaap/country-ent-all-2009-01-31.xsd
http://xbrl.sec.gov/country/2011/country-ent-all-2011-01-31.xsd
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1.2.3 Use of the Parent Company Member (Issued 2011 -03-25)  

Issue 

The parent company member should only be used to record the financial details of the parent holding 

company.  A reporting entity could either report the value of the consolidated entity or the financials of 

the holding company as a standalone entity.  In a number of cases we have identified entities that have 

reported the values for the consolidated entity using the parent company member. When reporting 

consolidated information the filer should use the default value of the legal entity axis. 

¢Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ƛǎ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǇǊŜǾŀƭŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǊŜŀƭ ŜǎǘŀǘŜ ǘǊǳǎǘǎΦ  CƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ǘƘŜ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ άMinorityInterestέ 

sƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ǾŀƭǳŜ ŘƛǎŎƭƻǎŜŘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ άParentCompanymemberέ on the 

άLegalEntityAxisέΦ  ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ор ŎƻƳǇŀƴƛŜǎ ŀǘ aŀǊŎƘ ннnd 2011 who have minority interest reported for 

a non-consolidated entity.  This case is not possible.  The Edgar Filing Manual 6.6.3 states that the 

default reflects the value of the consolidated entity for the entity named in the context. 

Recommendation 

hƴƭȅ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ άParentCompanyMemberέ ǘƻ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜƭŀǘŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ tŀǊŜƴǘ 

Holding Company aƴŘ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎƻƭƛŘŀǘŜŘ ŜƴǘƛǘȅΦ   bƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ άParentMemberέ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ƻƴ 

ǘƘŜ άStatementEquityComponentsAxisέ represents the portion of the consolidated number is attributed 

ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǊŜƴǘ ŀǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ C!{ мслΦ ¢ƘŜ άParentCompanyMemberέ ŀƴŘ άParentMemberέ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ 

same thing. 
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1.2.4 Share Based Compensation Allocation Table (Issued 2012 -01-06)  

Issue 

The reporting of stock based compensation split over various expense categories in the income 

statement is inconsistent across a number of filings.  The taxonomy provides a table6 that allows a filer 

to dimensionally qualify the stock based compensation between the following members: 

¶ Cost of Sales 

¶ Research and Development 

¶ Selling and Marketing 

¶ Restructuring 

¶ General and Administrative 

However, in practice filers have used the following approaches: 

¶ Approach 1 - Used the equivalent expense items to the members as the line item 

άGeneralAndAdministrativeExpenseέ ŀƴŘ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ǉǳŀƭƛŦƛŜŘ ƛǘ ōȅ ǳǎƛƴƎ ŀ ǘŀȄƻƴƻƳȅ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ 

ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ά{ǘƻŎƪ.ŀǎŜŘ/ƻƳǇŜƴǎŀǘƛƻƴtƭŀƴaŜƳōŜǊέ shown in Figure 1 or an extension member like 

άStockBasedCompensationMemberέΦ 

¶ Approach 2 - ¦ǎŜŘ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ άAllocatedShareBasedCompensationExpenseέƻǊ 

άShareBasedCompensationέ items and qualified them by members that represent the income 

statement categories. 

¶ Approach 3 - Created extension items to represent the different categorizations. 

The intention of the FASB is that approach 2 should be used.   

Figure 9 - Use of Approach 1 

 

There are still a number of issues with stock based compensation in the 2011 taxonomy.  Most 

specifically there are a number of duplicate items that could be used to represent stock based 

                                                             
6 άScheduleOfEmployeeServiceShareBasedCompensationAllocationOfRecognizedPeriodCostsTableέ 
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compensation.  These include άAllocatedShareBasedCompensationExpenseέ, 

άShareBasedCompensationέΣ ŀƴŘ 

άShareBasedCompensationArrangementByShareBasedPaymentAwardCompensationCostέΦ The later 

ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǇǊŜŎŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ нлмн ǘŀȄƻƴƻƳȅΣ ōǳǘ άShareBasedCompensationέ and 

άAllocatedShareBasedCompensationExpenseέ can still be used in the 2012 taxonomy even though they 

are duplicates. 

Recommendation 

Use approach 2 and dimensionally qualify the stock based compensation line item between the 

following members: 

¶ Cost of Sales 

¶ Research and Development 

¶ Selling and Marketing 

¶ Restructuring 

¶ General and Administrative 
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1.3 Axis Selection 

1.3.1 Use of the Segment Axis (Issued 2010 -10-18)  

Issue 

The taxonomy has a number of axis elements that were created to support members that represent a 

ŎƻƳǇŀƴȅΩǎ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ ƻǊ ƎŜƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎŀƭ ǊŜǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ǎŜƎƳŜƴǘǎΦ  IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŎƻƳǇŀƴƛŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛƻƴ 

items to represent segments, used qualified segment axis for broad reporting purposes or used 

inappropriate members on segments. The following discusses the different problems associated with 

segments. 

Extension Axis elements created for Segments 

Whenever an axis element is created to capture segment data it becomes impossible for data 

aggregators to identify what constitutes a reporting or geographical segment.  Segmental reporting 

information is a key component of financial reporting data and allowing automated access to this 

information is a huge advantage of XBRL over traditional data collection techniques. The taxonomy 

provides sufficient axis7 to capture segments, but some companies have created extensions that are 

duplicative of an existing axis.   

For example, a company ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ŀƴ ŜȄǘŜƴŘŜŘ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άAssetsBySegmentAxisέ ǘƘŜƴ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ 

ǘƘŜ Řŀǘŀ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƛǎ ŀȄƛǎ ŀǎ ŀƴ ƛƴǘŜǊǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭƛƴŜ ƛǘŜƳ άAssetsέ and the business segments 

of the company.  The custom axis reports no additional information and does not provide information 

on the type of segment. The company should have used the element άStatementBusinessSegmentsAxisέ. 

Companies should not create an extension axis for segments that qualifies the segment axis by a 

financial reporting line item (Assets of Each Segment) as the line items on the table serve this function.8 

Examples of these in filings to date include the following: 

No Example Extensions for the Segment Axis 

1 DisclosureOfRevenueOperatingIncomeTotalAssetsForEachReportableSegmentAxis 

2 RestructuringAndOtherCostsBySegmentAxis 

3 RestructuringAndRelatedCostsByReportableSegmentAxis 

4 RevenuesFromSegmentToConsolidatedAxis 

 

A company created ŀƴ ŜȄǘŜƴŘŜŘ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άBusinessSegmentsAxisέΦ  This element was defined as 

business segments and was a duplicate of an element already in the taxonomy.  The company should 

have used άStatementBusinessSegmentsAxisέΦ 

                                                             
7 In fact there are too many axis and the 2011 release of the taxonomy will most likely remove a number of these 
axis (not yet in the public review). 
8 There are a number of these axis defined in the taxonomy but these are being removed with subsequent releases 
of the taxonomy. 
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Duplicated Axis in the 2009 Taxonomy 

The 2011 taxonomy is being redesigned to rationalize the axis in the 2009 taxonomy (the taxonomy 

available for public review does not yet reflect these changes). There should only be two axis 

ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘƛƴƎ ǎŜƎƳŜƴǘǎΦ  ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜ άStatementBusinessSegmentsAxisέ for reportable business segments 

ŀƴŘ άSegmentGeographicalAxisέ  (or 2011 taxonomy equivalent) for geographical segments.  All other 

segmental reporting axis will be removed.  Companies should only use these two axis when representing 

reporting or geographical segments.  For example, the element GoodwillBySegmentAxis should be 

replaced by the element StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis. For the reasons discussed above the 

GoodwillBySegmentAxis should not be used even for goodwill disclosures. 

Use of Inappropriate Axis for Segments 

The element StatementOperatingActivitiesSegmentAxis should be used to distinguish continuing and 

discontinued operations.  Some companies have incorrectly used this axis to represent business 

reporting segments. Companies should be careful to ensure that they do not use this access to 

represent business segments. 

Secondary Breakdown of Segments 

In some cases, companies report different breakdowns of a reporting or business segment.  If these are 

sub-ǎŜƎƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ƭŀǊƎŜǊ ǎŜƎƳŜƴǘǎΣ ǘƘŜȅ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ άStatementBusinessSegmentsAxisέ 

and not added to a secondary axis. A secondary axis for reporting segments should only be used if a 

company has two sets of business reporting units that intersect with each other (orthogonal) which is 

unlikely. Items that do intersect such as geographical sectors and legal entities already have axis 

defined. 

Recommendation 

The segmental reporting note should always contain either the StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis or 

SegmentGeographicalAxis to report segmental data.  Using these axis will help to ensure that business 

reporting and geographical segments can be easily identified and verified by users of the data.  

Table 1 lists segment related axis used to date and the axis that should be used in future. 

Table 1 : Segment Axis used in filings to date 

AXIS Should Use 

AssetsBySegmentAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

BusinessSegmentsAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

DisclosureOfRevenueOperatingIncomeTotalAssetsForEachReportableSegmentAxis SegmentGeographicalAxis 

EntityWideRevenueByReportingSegmentAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

GoodwillBySegmentAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

IndefiniteLivedIntangibleAssetsBySegmentAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

ReceivablesByBusinessSegmentOfEntityTypeAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

ReportableSegmentsReconcilingItemsAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 
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RestructuringAndOtherCostsBySegmentAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

RestructuringAndRelatedCostBySegmentAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

RestructuringAndRelatedCostBySegmentTypeAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

RestructuringAndRelatedCostsByReportableSegmentAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

RestructuringReserveBySegmentAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

SegmentAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

SegmentGeographicalAxis SegmentGeographicalAxis 

SegmentInformationByClientRevenueAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

SegmentInformationByEntityAxis LegalEntityAxis 

SegmentReportingBySegmentAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

SegmentReportingInformationByIndividualSegmentAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

SegmentReportingInformationBySegmentAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

SegmentReportingInformationBySegmentSecondaryAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

SegmentReportingReconcilingItemAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

SegmentReportingReconcilingItemsForOperatingProfitLossFromSegmentsToConsolidated
Axis 

StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

SegmentReportingReconcilingItemsforRevenueAndOperatingProfitLossFromSegmentsToC
onsolidatedAxis 

StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

SegmentReportingRevenueReconcilingItemAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

SummaryOfSegmentResultsAxis SegmentGeographicalAxis 

SupplementaryInsuranceInformationSegmentNameAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 

UnusualOrInfrequentItemByReportingSegmentAxis StatementBusinessSegmentsAxis 
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1.3.2 Axis and Domain for Multiple Classes of Stock on DEI (Issued 2011 -01-28)  

Issue 

Filers have expressed concern when tagging multiple classes of stock in the Document and Entity 

Information.  The documentation label for the element dei_EntityCommonStockSharesOutstanding 

explictly suggests defining the Class of Stock members on the InstrumentDomain of the 

EntityListingsInstrumentAxis.  This guidance is inconsistent with the EDGAR Filer Manual at 6.5.26 which 

requires member placement in this scenario on the StatementClassOfStockAxis (which has an associated 

domain of ClassOfStockDomain). 

Recommendation 

When tagging multiple classes of stock on DEI, the StatementClassOfStockAxis and the 

ClassOfStockDomain should be used consistent with the guidance in the EDGAR Filer Manual. 
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1.3.3 Components of Stockholders Equity and Class of Stock (Issued 2011 -03-25)  

Issue  

In some cases we have noticed that the PreferredStockMember is used as a class of stock on the 

StatementClassOfStockAxis, and is absent from the StatementEquityComponentsAxis. The 

StatementEquityComponentAxis represents the components of stockholders equity and should include 

preferred stock if it exists.   

Recommendation 

When defining the statement of shareholders equity, members that are defined on the 

StatementEquityComponentAxis should NOT also be defined on the StatementClassOfStockAxis (such as 

preferred stock) ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƛǘŜƳ ƛǎ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ άStatementEquityComponentAxisέ (When 

represented in the same hypercube). The class of stock Axis should have members that represent the 

individual preferred stock issues.  
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1.4 Calculations  

1.4.1 Comprehensive Income ɀ Reconciliations in Calculation Relationships (Issued 2011 -

04-29) 

Issue 

Sometimes financial information is reported by filers in a way that calculation relationships in XBRL 

become XBRL invalid.  Typically this occurs when filers reconcile between two numbers in a financial 

statement. See the table and examples below: 

 

Potential element selections for the above table: 

1. us-gaap_NetIncomeLoss (Balance Type: Credit) 

2. us-gaap_NetIncomeLossAttributableToNoncontrollingInterest (Balance Type: Debit) 

3.us-gaap_OtherComprehensiveIncomeDerivativesQualifyingAsHedgesNetOfTaxPeriodIncreaseDecrease (No Balance Type) 

4.us-gaap_ComprehensiveIncomeNetOfTaxIncludingPortionAttributableToNoncontrollingInterest (Balance Type: Credit) 

Since 1 and 2 above are both added in the calculation (1 is a credit and 2 is a debit), it becomes 

impossible to create an appropriate calculation relationship. 

Since the parent of the calculation (4) is a credit, there are illegal weight values as defined in the XBRL 

2.1 specification at 5.1.1.2.  This means modification of the calculation weight to address this issue 

would not be appropriate because it would create invalid XBRL 2.1. 

Recommendation 

To address the calculation inconsistency the calculation should be defined as follows: 

NetIncomeLoss    (Parent)  7,242 

 NoncontrollingInterest  (Child) (-1 ) 237 

 PeriodIncreaseDecrease   (Child) (-1)  110 

 ComprehensiveIncomeNetOfTax  (Child) (+1) 7,589 

 
By rearranging the calculation the filing will contain a calculation parent that does not have a total label 
role in the presentation hierarchy.  This method of defining the calculation will result in a difference 
between the calculation hierarchy and the presentation hierarchy.  In this case it is better to define a 
reversed calculation than not to define a calculation at all. 
 




















































