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SBR Assurance – a little background



SBR Assurance – Consistent presentation



ESEF Audit – Current situation

• Auditors don’t have any technical knowledge of XBRL. 

• Parts of the Regulatory Technical Standard and the ESEF Reporting 
Manual are like Chinese for them.



Analysis of ESEF requirements

• Formal requirements – RTS

• Informal requirements – ESEF Reporting Manual

When an AFR does not meet the formal requirements, then the 

auditor should stop, inform the reporting entity and request a 

corrected AFR. If the reporting entity does not comply with this, 

the auditor should make mention of this in the auditor’s opinion. 

Failure to comply with the informal requirements (guidelines) 

should not affect the auditor's opinion, but there are situations 

where failure to comply with the guidelines may have an impact 

on the auditor's opinion. 



Analysis of the formal requirements (RTS)

Automated control

Manual assessment

Legenda:



Analysis of the informal requirements (ERM)

Already covered by the RTS

Legenda:



Technical audit approach for ESEF

Consists of:

1. The technical audit process (see next sheet)

2. Identification of 33 formal requirements

3. Identification of 67 informal requirements

4. Specific attention to:
✓ Transformation Rules Registry

✓ Formulas  

✓ Consistent rendering



ESEF Audit – technical audit approach
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Results

Reporting packages (and their individual files) are uniquely identified by hashes 5). 







Wrap up

1. Auditor preforms ‘classical’ audit on Inline XBRL document (true and fair view)

2. Issuers taxonomy content is discovered from the Reporting Package

3. XBRL instance is extracted from the Inline XBRL document

4. Automated controls are carried out (generic XML, XBRL, RTS, ERM, calculation, 
formula’s)

5. Consistent transformation is being created (based on the discovered taxonomy 
and the XBRL instance)

6. Result of consistent transformation is being compared manual with the Inline 
XBRL document.



Further information
# Location

1 https://www.wikixl.nl/wiki/sbr/images/sbr/b/b3/20200609a_-
_SBR_Consistente_Presentatie_1-3-3_-_Definitief.pdf (nl)

2 https://www.nba.nl/themas/ict/nba-taxonomie/ (nl) 

http://www.nltaxonomie.nl/nba/2.0 (nl, de, en and fr)

3 https://www.nba.nl/globalassets/themas/thema-ict/sbr-assurance-
oplossing/2020013_nba_electronic-signing.pdf (en)

4 http://www.nltaxonomie.nl/sbr/signature_policy_schema/v2.0/SBR-signature-policy-
v2.0.xml (nl, de, en and fr)

5 https://www.nba.nl/themas/ict/reporting-package-hash-generator/ (en)

Documentation regarding the ESEF audit (en) can be requested by sending an e-mail to 
esef@nba.nl

mailto:esef@nba.nl

