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Purpose of this Workshop

• From 2020, FPIs will need to comply both with the ESEF and the 

EDGAR iXBRL reporting requirements

➢ filing to the relevant EU NCA and to the US SEC

• This workshop will:

– explore similarities and differences between the ESEF and the 

EDGAR; 

– support software vendors to understand what adjustments need to 

be made in order to comply to both sets of requirements 

• Objective: minimise the cost and efforts in complying with both sets of 

requirements

➢ From the technical perspective conversion from an ESEF to an 

EDGAR filing can be an entirely mechanical process , requiring 

no additional tagging effort.
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Structure of this workshop

• High level comparison between

– ESMA’s ESEF requirements & guidance; and

– the US SEC filing requirements to the EDGAR system

• Looking at each Guidance in the ESEF Reporting Manual and its closest 

equivalent in the EDGAR Filer Manual

• Requirements are classified as either:

– “consistent”; 

– “mainly consistent – requiring minor tweaks”;

– “not in line but not mutually exclusive”; 

– “not in line”

• No expectations that any discrepancy will have impact on the FPIs 

tagging efforts
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Main findings

Main findings of ESMA’s analysis :

• the ESEF requirements are mainly consistent with the EDGAR 

requirements

• almost 90% of the ESEF requirements will create no or low additional 

burden on software vendors

ESMA highlights however that some differences that may demand some 

additional effort from vendors do exist, in particular with regards to:

– the architecture of the taxonomy extensions (application of segment/scenario 

containers) 

– the identification of filers within the inline XBRL instance documents; 

– the structure of the taxonomy packages to be submitted 

– the taxonomy reference to be used (ESEF taxonomy as published by ESMA 

vs IFRS taxonomy as published by the IASB)
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From the perspective of XII

• XBRL specifications permit different technical decisions by different regulators 

• Serious and ongoing discussions between ESMA and the SEC → but not full 

convergence (yet?)

• However:

→ Existing differences are almost entirely syntactic

→ Absolutely no need for issuers to “Tag Twice”  or purchase two 

different pieces of software. 

→ Vendors serving dual filers should be able to develop export modules that 

permit the creation of both an SEC EDGAR and an ESEF Inline XBRL 

document

→ Confident that some of the required differences will be removed (e.g. 

EDGAR will be able to accept extensions with anchoring in them), but there 

will remain a requirement for separate reports and extension taxonomies.

• The technical and syntactic variations set out in this presentation have been 

analysed by ESMA and reviewed by XBRL International in good faith, but 

without validation in both environments, not possible to capture every syntactic 

issue. Today’s presentation should describe the vast majority of what’s required.
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From the perspective of XII - Implementation 

recommendations

• Generate two filings from a common source

• Prepare for ESEF, convert to SEC
– SEC custom transforms required by SEC, not permitted by ESEF

– Base taxonomy labels required to match line item descriptions for SEC

• Prepare for SEC, convert to ESEF
– Wider-narrower required by ESEF, not currently permitted by SEC

– Use of "placeholder" dimensional constructs required by ESEF, not currently 

permitted by SEC
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From the perspective of XII - Priorities

• Ensure that all necessary information is collected at tagging 

time:
– CIK & LEI

– Tags using SEC custom transforms

– Anchoring information

– Conformant labels for base taxonomy concepts

• Generate separate reports and extension taxonomies

• Validate!
– Use a certified validator to check for specification and taxonomy conformance

– Use the SEC test service

– Use ESEF test services as they become available
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MAIN RESULTS OF ANALYSIS
ESEF Reporting Manual vs EDGAR Filers Manual
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ESEF G3.1.2: Taxonomy files published by ESMA
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ESEF G3.1.2: Taxonomy files published by ESMA

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.1.2 6.3.9

Consistency 

between Manuals
not in line

Differences • Requires referencing 

ESEF taxonomy as 

published by ESMA

• Allows referencing 

taxonomies listed in the 

standards taxonomies 

website

• ESEF taxonomy not listed

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure the produced outputs are referencing the correct 

taxonomy → import of the ESEF taxonomy for ESEF; 

import the IFRS taxonomy for EDGAR
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ESEF G3.1.2: Taxonomy files published by ESMA
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF

EDGAR
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ESEF G1.3.2: Mark-up of disclosures
5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G1.3.2: Mark-up of disclosures

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G1.3.2 6.8.4

Consistency 

between Manuals
mainly consistent – requiring minor tweaks

Differences • Only ESEF taxonomy is 

to be used for marking 

up disclosures

• Taxonomies other than IFRS 

can be used

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• Taxonomies other than the IFRS taxonomy (e.g. SRT or 

US-GAAP) should be used for tagging for SEC purposes

• Such elements need to be created as issuer-specific 

extension elements in case of ESEF filings
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ESEF G1.3.2: Mark-up of disclosures
5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G1.1.1: Language of labels
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ESEF G1.1.1: Language of labels

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G1.1.1 6.10.1, 6.10.3, 6.11.9

Consistency 

between Manuals
not in line

Differences • Issuers’ labels required 

for extension elements

• Labels to be provided in 

language of the report

• Issuer’s labels required for all 

elements used in taxonomy

• Labels to be provided in US 

English

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure relevant transformations for EDGAR report 

resulting in having labels with xml:lang=“en-US” 

• To take into consideration xml:lang attributes applied 

outside of label linkbase (e.g. root element of XHTML doc)

• To think of solutions for multi-lingual reports
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ESEF G1.1.1: Language of labels
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF

EDGAR
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ESEF G1.4: Anchoring of extension elements
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ESEF G1.4: Anchoring of extension elements

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G1.4 closest: 6.9.6

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • New arc role for 

anchoring 

• ‘Wider-narrower’ 

registered in the LRR 

with acknowledged 

status

• edgartaxonomies.xml does 

not yet contain ‘wider-

narrower’, but expected to be 

included in due course

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure issuers are aware that anchoring relationships 

are required for the ESEF filings and EDGAR will not reject 

such relationships in the submissions to the US SEC

• To ensure issuers are aware/notified in-tool that all 

extension elements are anchored
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ESEF G3.3.1-2 Anchoring relationships
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ESEF G3.3.1-2 Anchoring relationships

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.3.1-2 closest: 6.9.6

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • ‘Wider-narrower’ linkrole

to be used for defining 

anchoring relationships 

for extension elements

• No specific requirements and 

guidelines on anchoring 

extension elements

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure relevant taxonomy extension elements are 

anchored

• To ensure anchoring relationships are maintained in a 

separate ELR in the definition linkbase
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ESEF G3.3.1-2 Anchoring relationships
5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G3.4.2 Dimensional validity of line items
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ESEF G3.4.2 Dimensional validity of line items

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.4.2 6.16.6

Consistency 

between Manuals
not in line

Differences • Discourages the use of 

negative hypercubes in 

extension taxonomies (but 

not forbids) 

• All line items to be linked to 

at least one hypercube (has 

a dedicated placeholder)

• Allows (and restricts) the 

use of negative 

hypercubes in extension 

taxonomies

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• Vendors need to produce two taxonomy outputs as the 

ESEF dedicated placeholder for linking line items to an 

empty hypercube is outside of EDGAR standards 

taxonomies list, hence shall not be used for EDGAR 

purposes
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ESEF G3.4.3 Default members
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ESEF G3.4.3 Default members

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.4.3 FAQ E.16

Consistency 

between Manuals
not in line

Differences • Default members to be 

linked to corresponding 

dimensions in a dedicated 

placeholder

• No specific placeholders 

set for default members

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• Vendors need to produce two taxonomy outputs as the 

ESEF dedicated placeholder for linking default members 

with dimensions is outside of EDGAR standards 

taxonomies list, hence shall not be used for EDGAR 

purposes
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ESEF G2.1.2: Use segment/scenario containers
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ESEF G2.1.2: Use segment/scenario containers

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.1.3 6.5.4

Consistency 

between Manuals
not in line

Differences • Forbids the application of 

xbrli:segment in 

<context> elements of 

XBRL instance 

documents

• Forbids the application of 

xbrli:scenario in <context> 

elements of XBRL instance 

documents

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure relevant transformation is provided on the output 

report files depending on specific container requirements of 

EDGAR / ESEF

• To ensure not only <context> elements are transformed in 

the XBRL instance document but also the underlying 

taxonomy (xbrldt:contextElement on definition link arcs)
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ESEF G2.1.2: Use segment/scenario containers
5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G2.1.2: Use segment/scenario containers
5 February 2020 | Milan

EDGAR
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ESEF G2.1.1: Use of the LEI to identify the issuer
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ESEF G2.1.1: Use of the LEI to identify the issuer

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.1.1 6.5.1; 6.5.2

Consistency 

between Manuals
not in line

Differences • Requires use of Legal 

Entity Identifier (LEIs) to 

identify the issuer

• The scheme attribute of 

the xbrli:identifier

element must be: 

http://standards.iso.org/is

o/17442

• Requires use of Central 

Index Key [CIK] to identify 

the issuer

• The scheme attribute of the 

xbrli:identifier element must 

be: http://www.sec.gov/CIK

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure <context> elements of inline XBRL document 

are assigned with the correct identifier (and scheme)

5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G2.1.1: Use of the LEI to identify the issuer
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF

EDGAR



ESMA PUBLIC USE

ESEF G2.2.3: Transformation of facts
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ESEF G2.2.3: Transformation of facts

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.2.3 5.2.5.12 

Consistency 

between Manuals
mainly consistent – requiring minor tweaks

Differences • Requires the application 

of latest transformation 

registry marked as 

“recommendation” –

currently TR3 (soon may 

change to TR4)

• Requires application of TR3

• Provides for additional SEC-

specific custom 

transformations that are not 

allowed in ESEF

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure correct version of the transformation registry is 

applied (some software tools are still using TR2)

• To ensure no SEC-specific transformations are applied in 

ESEF (such facts may be moved to the hidden section)

• To ensure facts eligible for SEC transformation are not 

moved to the hidden section (2 separate outputs required)
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ESEF G2.2.3: Transformation of facts
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF & EDGAR

EDGAR only e.g. durationItemType not 
eligible for transformation in 
ESEF as per TR3 – should go 
to the hidden section
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ESEF G2.6.1-3: Report packages
5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G2.6.1-3: Report packages

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.6.1-3 various sections of the EFM

Consistency 

between Manuals
not in line

Differences • Taxonomy Packages 1.0 

specification shall be 

used for submission 

format

• Separate taxonomy and 

report files with relevant 

naming convention as a 

submission format

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure software will output separate submission 

packages according to the prescribed rules of both 

Manuals

• To ensure Taxonomy Packages 1.0 specification & Working 

Group Note is followed in the preparation of the ESEF 

output
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ESEF G3.1.3 Taxonomy packages
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ESEF G3.1.3 Taxonomy packages

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.1.3 various sections of the EFM

Consistency 

between Manuals
not in line

Differences • Taxonomy Packages 1.0 

specification shall be 

used as a submission 

format

• Separate taxonomy and 

report files applied with 

specific naming convention 

as a submission format

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure software outputs separate submission packages 

according to the prescribed rules of both Manuals

• To ensure Taxonomy Packages 1.0 specification + Working 

Group Note is followed in the preparation of the ESEF 

output
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ESEF G2.6.1-3: Report packages

ESEF G3.1.3 Taxonomy packages

5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G2.6.1-3: Report packages

ESEF G3.1.3 Taxonomy packages

5 February 2020 | Milan

EDGAR
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ESEF G2.7.1: Ensuring validity with XBRL specs
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ESEF G2.7.1: Ensuring validity with XBRL specs

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.7.1 5.2.5.2, 6.2

Consistency 

between Manuals
mainly consistent – requiring minor tweaks

Differences • ESMA recommends to 

run formula validations 

based on assertions 

defined in the ESEF 

taxonomy (as per 

Formula 1.0)

• Formula 1.0 specification is 

not listed in the supported 

specifications

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure submissions to the US SEC are stripped of any 

formula linkbase that may be attached to the FPI extension 

taxonomy 

• Issuers using ESEF_COR.XSD entry point automatically 

import the assertions defined in the ESEF taxonomy → this 

taxonomy should only be imported in the ESEF filings; for 

US SEC reports → core IFRS taxonomy
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OTHER CONSIDERATIONS
ESEF Reporting Manual vs EDGAR Filers Manual

5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G1.2: Use of IFRS taxonomy elements
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ESEF G1.2: Use of IFRS taxonomy elements

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G1.2.1; G1.2.2 closest: 6.3.9

Consistency 

between Manuals
mainly consistent – requiring minor tweaks

Differences • For EU issuers tags from 

IFRS taxonomy are 

limited to endorsed 

standards 

• Elements not yet 

included in the ESEF 

taxonomy as extensions

• No limitations on use of IFRS 

taxonomy elements as 

published by the IASB

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure that only tags corresponding to endorsed 

standards are used for EU issuers (e.g. include indication 

within the GUI) 

• Any IFRS elements not yet available in the ESEF 

taxonomy must be created as issuer-specific extension 

elements (but may be used as is for the SEC)
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ESEF G1.2: Use of IFRS taxonomy elements
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF

EDGAR
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ESEF G1.3.3: Mark-up of the notes
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ESEF G1.3.3: Mark-up of the notes

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G1.3.3 6.6.16; 6.6.19-22

Consistency 

between Manuals
not in line but not mutually exclusive

Differences • Detailed tagging of PFS 

from 2020; block tagging 

of the Notes from 2022

• Only notes that have 

corresponding taxonomy 

elements to be tagged

• More tagging allowed

• Level 1-4 tagging required

• All notes and accounting 

policies must be tagged

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure issuers are aware that level 3 and level 4 

tagging is accepted in ESEF regime

• Extension elements in the Notes (to fulfil level 3 and 4 

tagging of EDGAR), do not need to be anchored

5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G1.3.3: Mark-up of the notes
5 February 2020 | Milan

source: GLEIF annual report 2018

ESEF

EDGAR
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ESEF G2.5.2: Indication of language for textual 

facts

5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G2.5.2: Indication of language for textual 

facts
ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.5.2 6.5.13

Consistency 

between Manuals
mainly consistent – requiring minor tweaks

Differences • Textual facts should be 

assigned with or inherit 

xml:lang attribute set to 

the language of the 

report

• Textual facts should be 

assigned with or inherit 

xml:lang attribute set US 

English

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure relevant transformations for EDGAR report 

resulting in having xml:lang=“en-US” for all textual facts

• To take into consideration xml:lang attributes applied 

globally (e.g. on the root element of the report)

5 February 2020 | Milan



ESMA PUBLIC USE

ESEF G2.5.2: Indication of language for textual 

facts

5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G2.5.2: Indication of language for textual 

facts

5 February 2020 | Milan

EDGAR



ESMA PUBLIC USE

ESEF G2.5.1: Inclusion of other content in the 

report

5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G2.5.1: Inclusion of other content in the report

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.5.1 5.2.5.10

Consistency 

between Manuals
not in line but not mutually exclusive

Differences • No external files with 

images should be 

referenced in the inline 

report; images should be 

embedded

• allows local references to 

JPEG and GIF graphics

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure all images and graphics are embedded within 

the inline XBRL report rather than referenced from external 

files (even if they are placed within the package)
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ESEF G1.3.1: Use of labels to select elements
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ESEF G1.3.1: Use of labels to select elements

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G1.3.1 6.6.29

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • No priorities set • Priorities assigned to 

constructs/relationships for 

better selection of 

appropriate elements

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure issuers are clearly presented with all relevant 

information about a given taxonomy elements, e.g. element 

labels and documentation, reference to the IFRS 

standards, implementation notes, occurrence in 

relationships (presentation, definition, calculation), etc. 
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ESEF G1.5.1: Line items and/or domain members
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ESEF G1.5.1: Line items and/or domain members

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G1.5.1 6.8.*

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • N/A • N/A

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure issuers create extension elements as line items 

rather than domain members unless strictly needed or 

imposed by the modelling applied in a given structure of 

the taxonomy

• Although not specifically covered in the ESEF Manual, 

contents of the extension taxonomy can follow the 

requirements of EDGAR as per section 6.8.* for ESEF 

purposes
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ESEF G1.6.1: Use of positive and negative values
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ESEF G1.6.1: Use of positive and negative values

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G1.6.1 6.6.30

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • N/A • N/A

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure issuers are aware of how to properly apply 

positive and negative values as per both Manuals

• To consider using the formula linkbase in ESEF taxonomy 

(comprehensive set of checks for positive/negative values 

provided by the IASB)
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ESEF G1.7.1: Use of standard units of measure
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ESEF G1.7.1: Use of standard units of measure

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G1.7.1 6.5.35; 6.6.34

Consistency 

between Manuals
mainly consistent – requiring minor tweaks

Differences • Recommends not using 

custom units

• Provides guidance on 

custom unit definition

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure issuers are fully consistent with both Manuals

• To consider issue warnings to preparers in case custom 

units are created
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ESEF G1.8.1: Marking up footnotes
5 February 2020 | Milan



ESMA PUBLIC USE

ESEF G1.8.1: Marking up footnotes

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G1.8.1 6.6.39

Consistency 

between Manuals
mainly consistent – requiring minor tweaks

Differences • Requires tagging 

monetary facts 

appearing within footnote 

text of PFS only

• If extension created in 

PFS, those should be 

anchored

• Requires tagging of entire 

text footnotes with XBRL 

footnote elements

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure issuers fulfil requirements of tagging footnotes
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ESEF G1.8.1: Marking up footnotes
5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G1.8.1: Marking up footnotes
5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G2.1.2: Formatting of the period element
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ESEF G2.1.2: Formatting of the period element

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.1.2 6.5.19

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • Recommends not to 

include time component 

for the period element in 

the context of XBRL 

document 

• Does not forbid the use of 

time component on period 

elements in the context of 

XBRL document

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure no time component is included for the period 

element in the context of XBRL document (apply periods 

only in YYYY-MM-DD format)
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ESEF G2.1.2: Formatting of the period element
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF



ESMA PUBLIC USE

ESEF G2.1.4: Data of a single issuer in a report
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.1.4 6.5.3

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • N/A • N/A

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure all <context> elements are equipped with the 

same identifier value (and corresponding scheme attribute)

• To validate the output using formula linkbase defined in the 

ESEF taxonomy (there are checks for this rule included)
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ESEF G2.2.1: Attributes to define accuracy
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.2.1 6.5.17

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • N/A • N/A

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To favour using decimals

• To validate the output using formula linkbase defined in the 

ESEF taxonomy (checks included for this rule)
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ESEF G2.2.2: Rates, percentages and ratios
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ESEF G2.2.2: Rates, percentages and ratios

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.2.2 6.8.14

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • N/A • N/A

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure values representing rates, percentages and 

ratios are reported in decimals notation

• To validate the output using formula linkbase defined in the 

ESEF taxonomy (checks included for this rule, but may not 

cover all potential cases)
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ESEF G2.2.4: Facts duplication
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ESEF G2.2.4: Facts duplication

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.2.4 6.5.12

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • Forbids reporting 

inconsistent duplicates of 

numeric facts

• Forbids reporting 

inconsistent duplicates of 

numeric and textual facts

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To follow the recommendation of XII WGN on handling 

duplicate facts

• To ensure no inconsistent duplicates are reported in FPIs’ 

submission (both numeric and textual)

• To utilize the formula linkbase validation check for 

duplicates and highlight warnings to customers if any 

duplicate facts occur in an instance
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ESEF G2.3.1: XBRL footnotes in the reports
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ESEF G2.3.1: XBRL footnotes in the reports

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.3.1 6.5.13; 6.5.27 – 6.5.33

Consistency 

between Manuals
mainly consistent – requiring minor tweaks

Differences • xml:lang attribute to be 

set to the language of 

the report (ad minimum)

• xml:lang attribute to be set to 

‘en-US’

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To follow the XBRL footnotes mechanisms/constructs as 

prescribed by the specifications

• To ensure relevant transformations are made in between 

the EU and US outputs, so that proper xml:lang attribute 

value is set
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ESEF G2.3.1: XBRL footnotes in the reports
5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G2.4.1-2: Constructs that should be avoided

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.4.1-2 5.2.5.11, 5.2.5.14

Consistency 

between Manuals
mainly consistent – requiring minor tweaks

Differences • Name of the custom 

style property is 

expected to be “-esef-ix-

hidden:”

• Name of the custom style 

property is expected to be    

“-sec-ix-hidden:”

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure relevant transformations are made with regards 

to the custom style property used to mark corresponding 

(to the hidden fact) text visible in the report
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ESEF G2.4.1-2: Constructs that should be avoided
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF

EDGAR
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ESEF G2.5.3: Use of target attribute
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.5.3 5.2.5.11

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • N/A • N/A

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure target attribute is not used in the produced 

output for either ESEF or EDGAR report

• To validate the output using formula linkbase defined in the 

ESEF taxonomy (checks included for this rule)
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ESEF G2.5.5: Continuation/Exclude elements
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G2.5.5 5.2.5.11

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • N/A • N/A

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure both ix:continuation and ix:exclude mechanisms 

are applied accordingly to the Inline XBRL 1.1 specification
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ESEF G3.1.1: Required components of taxonomies

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.1.1 5.2.4, 6.18.1

Consistency 

between Manuals
mainly consistent – requiring minor tweaks

Differences • Requires submitting 

taxonomies with at 

minimum label, 

presentation, definition 

and calculation linkbases

• References may be 

provided for all elements

• Requires submitting 

taxonomies with label, 

presentation and calculation 

linkbases at minimum 

• References shall not be 

provided for extension 

elements

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure all relevant linkbase files are included in the 

produced outputs

• To ensure no references are assigned for extension 

elements in the FPIs taxonomies

5 February 2020 | Milan
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ESEF G3.1.4: Taxonomy validity against XBRL 

specs

5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.1.4 6.2

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • N/A • N/A

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure standard validation is performed on the output 

taxonomies
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ESEF G3.2.1 Naming conventions for elements

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.2.1 6.7.17; 6.7.29; 6.7.23-24, 

6.7.26-27

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • N/A • Specific naming conventions, 

for example:
− Element name must not be 

equal to any element 

defined in the standard 

taxonomy

− Applies length restrictions

− Specific conventions for 

dimensions and members

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure element names follow the conventions imposed 

by the EDGAR

• Monitor any future developments from EU regulators
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ESEF G3.2.2 Data types to be used on extensions
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.2.2 6.8.16; 6.8.17

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • N/A • N/A

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure that the rules from both Manuals are followed in 

assigning data types for extension elements
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ESEF G3.2.3 Data types to be used on extensions
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.2.3 6.7.20

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • N/A • N/A

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure that typed dimensions are not defined in the 

FPIs’ extension taxonomies
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ESEF G3.2.4 Identification of extension elements

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.2.4 6.7.3 – 6.7.7

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • No specific restrictions or 

naming conventions 

applied on namespaces

• Requires to include a version 

component in the 

namespace identifying the 

release date of the schema

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure a valid URI is used to represent the extension 

taxonomy namespace (URI must identify the FPI)

• To ensure a version component is included in the 

namespace URI (e.g. release date following YYYY-MM-DD 

format)
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ESEF G3.2.5 Definition of abstract concepts

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.2.5 6.8.8

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • Discourages defining 

abstract elements in 

extension taxonomies 

(but does not forbid)

• Allows for defining abstract 

elements in extension 

taxonomies (but does not 

require)

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure FPIs are aware that there is no specific need for 

creation of abstract elements to arrange presentation 

relationships – existing abstract elements can be used 

from the IFRS taxonomy

5 February 2020 | Milan



ESMA PUBLIC USE

ESEF G3.4.1 Modelling of issuers’ linkbases
5 February 2020 | Milan



ESMA PUBLIC USE

ESEF G3.4.1 Modelling of issuers’ linkbases

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.4.1 N/A

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • Provides examples on 

modelling approaches to 

be followed by issuers in 

the preparation of their 

taxonomies

• No specific requirements set 

in the EDGAR Filing Manual

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure FPIs are aware of the modelling approaches 

recommended by ESMA in the ESEF Manual, specifically 

about workarounds for modelling arithmetical relationships 

between cross-period elements and domain members
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ESEF G3.4.4 Use of preferred labels 
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.4.4 6.11.4; 6.11.6; 6.11.7

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • Recommends applying 

preferred labels in the 

presentation linkbase

• Detailed requirements for 

using specific preferred 

labels (i.e. for total, period 

start/end and negating)

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure preferred labels are used; applying guidance in 

the EDGAR Manual requirements is fully compatible with 

ESEF requirements
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ESEF G3.4.5 Multiple labels on taxonomy elements
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.4.5 6.10.2

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • N/A • N/A

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure that all elements in extension taxonomies have 

at most one label for any combination of xlink:role attribute 

and language
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ESEF G3.4.6 Restrictions on taxonomy 

relationships

5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.4.6 6.12.3

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • N/A • N/A

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure that the presentation linkbase mirrors the 

content and structure of the human-readable layer of the 

issuer’s report
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ESEF G3.5.1 Resources outside of reporting package
5 February 2020 | Milan

ESEF reporting Manual EDGAR filers Manual

Requirement / 

guidance
G3.5.1 5.2.2.1

Consistency 

between Manuals
consistent

Differences • No external references are 

allowed 

• No external references 

are allowed except to the 

SEC website

Considerations 

for software 

providers

• To ensure that no references to the external files (outside 

of reporting package) are present in the submitted report
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Please note that the content of this presentation is 

based on staff considerations and it is not formally 

approved by ESMA’s Board of Supervisors and/or 

ESMA’s Chairman
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