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Confirmed Filer Errors in XBRL-based filings of public companies that 

use the IFRS taxonomy (BATCH 2) 

By Charles Hoffman, CPA 

August 6, 2018 

This document details 25 filer errors that are generally not disputed to be errors which exist in financial 

statements submitted to the SEC which use IFRS.  The purpose of this information is to show common 

errors such that those creating reports can understand and avoid such errors when creating XBRL-based 

financial reports. 

Note that all of these errors relate to the reporting style “ISNATU0”.  This is a temporary reporting style 

code that is being used to replace the “ISXXXXX” reporting style which is also temporary.  The ISXXXXX 

reporting style turns all income statement tests off because the report does not fit into a current 

pattern.  The ISNATU0 reporting style starts at “Income (loss) from continuing operations before tax” 

and enables 5 income statement tests to engage for these filings.  
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BRF S.A. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1122491/000129281418001923/0001292814-18-001923-

index.htm  

Of 406 financial reports analyzed, there were 377 (93%) that explicitly used the concept “ifrs-

full:IncomeTaxExpenseContinuingOperations” to represent the line item “Income tax expense (benefit)” 

on the income statement. 

Further, I don’t have a count, but it is yet, but it is rather common to report the three line items 

“Current”, “Deferred” and “Total” income tax expense (benefit) on the income statement explicitly.  For 

example,  

PRECISION DRILLING CORP 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1013605/000095012318002938/0000950123-18-002938-

index.htm  

 

As such, it is pretty clear that the relation between these three concepts is: (and that there are no other 

categories other than “current” and “deferred”, however additional DETAILS of current and/or deferred 

can be provided) 

(+) Income tax expense (benefit), current 

(+) Income tax expense (benefit), deferred 

(=) Income tax expense (benefit) (i.e. the total) 

 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1122491/000129281418001923/0001292814-18-001923-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1122491/000129281418001923/0001292814-18-001923-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1013605/000095012318002938/0000950123-18-002938-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1013605/000095012318002938/0000950123-18-002938-index.htm


3 
 

However, this filer represented the “current” and “deferred” on the income statement (i.e. the TOTAL 

was not used on the income statement): 

 

And then the TOTAL was provided in a disclosure and that total is not consistent with the aggregation of 

the current and deferred portions on the income statement.  Further, the current and deferred portions 

where also provided within this disclosure, but no roll up relations were provided. 
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CANARC RESOURCE CORP 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/868822/000113717118000041/0001137171-18-000041-

index.htm 

As stated above, of 406 financial reports analyzed, there were 377 (93%) that explicitly used the concept 

“ifrs-full:IncomeTaxExpenseContinuingOperations” to represent the line item “Income tax expense 

(benefit)” on the income statement. 

Here the filer uses the concept “ifrs-full:AdjustmentsForIncomeTaxExpense”.  If you read the 

documentation for that concept, it reads, “Adjustments for income tax expense to reconcile profit (loss) 

to net cash flow from (used in) operating activities.” Clearly that is the incorrect concept. 

 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/868822/000113717118000041/0001137171-18-000041-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/868822/000113717118000041/0001137171-18-000041-index.htm
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Can-Fite BioPharma Ltd. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1536196/000121390018003554/0001213900-18-003554-

index.htm 

Inappropriate use of the concept “ifrs-full:ProfitLossFromContinuingOperations” to represent the line 

item “Total financial income, net”.  The correct concept is likely “ifrs-

full:ProfitLossFromOperatingActivities”.  The concept used is an AFTER TAX concept used between profit 

(loss) after tax but before discontinued operations and profit (loss). 

 

This is the appropriate use of that concept:  

ELBIT IMAGING LTD 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1027662/000121390018005030/0001213900-18-005030-

index.htm  

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1536196/000121390018003554/0001213900-18-003554-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1536196/000121390018003554/0001213900-18-003554-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1027662/000121390018005030/0001213900-18-005030-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1027662/000121390018005030/0001213900-18-005030-index.htm
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CASCADES INC 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1225525/000114420418017773/0001144204-18-017773-

index.htm  

Company entered the fact value for the net income (loss) from the noncontrolling interest as NEGATIVE, 

but it should have been entered as a POSITIVE.  Note that the amount of the error is 30,000 which is 

exactly the amount of the inconsistency.  That is a good sign that the value was entered in reverse.  Also, 

note that all three facts, parent, noncontrolling interest, and the total are CREDITs. 

 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1225525/000114420418017773/0001144204-18-017773-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1225525/000114420418017773/0001144204-18-017773-index.htm
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CEMEX SAB DE CV 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1076378/000119312518143360/0001193125-18-143360-

index.htm 

Same as Can-Fite BioPharma Ltd. Above, entered net income (loss) attributable to noncontrolling 

interest as NEGATIVE should have been POSITIVE. 

 

 

 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1076378/000119312518143360/0001193125-18-143360-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1076378/000119312518143360/0001193125-18-143360-index.htm
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DBV TECHNOLOGIES S.A.  
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1613780/000119312518085953/0001193125-18-085953-

index.htm  

First, there is an ERROR in the representation because the line item “Profit (loss) directly recognized in 

shareholders’ equity” which uses the concept “ifrs-

full:OtherComprehensiveIncomeThatWillNotBeReclassifiedToProfitOrLossNetOfTax” appears to be a 

SUBTOTAL in the HTML, but it is NOT a subtotal in the XBRL.  So there is that. 

Then, the line item “Other comprehensive (loss) income” uses the standard concept “ifrs-

full:OtherComprehensiveIncome “ that almost everyone uses (306 out of 406) to EXPLICITY report total 

(i.e. WHOLE) other comprehensive income is used as a PART of other comprehensive income.  Not 

saying this is WRONG yet, but I am pointing out that it is INCONSISTENT with basically all other reports 

that I have seen at this point, both IFRS and US GAAP.  Both IFRS and US GAAP seem to say that: 

(+) Profit (loss) (or Net Income (loss) per US GAAP) 

(+) Other comprehensive income (loss) 

(=) Comprehensive income (loss) 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1613780/000119312518085953/0001193125-18-085953-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1613780/000119312518085953/0001193125-18-085953-index.htm
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DHT HOLDINGS, INC. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1331284/000095015718000468/0000950157-18-000468-

index.htm 

Inappropriate use of extension concept “dht:IncomeTaxExpense” to represent the very common line 

item “Income tax expense”.  Of 406 financial reports analyzed, there were 377 (93%) that explicitly used 

the concept “ifrs-full:IncomeTaxExpenseContinuingOperations” to represent the line item “Income tax 

expense (benefit)” on the income statement. 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1331284/000095015718000468/0000950157-18-000468-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1331284/000095015718000468/0000950157-18-000468-index.htm
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DHT HOLDINGS, INC. (additional errors) 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1331284/000095015718000468/0000950157-18-000468-

index.htm 

This income statement has a lot of unusual line items and unusual representations in XBRL.  The line 

item “Operating income” uses the concept “ifrs-full:RevenuesAndOperatingExpenses” which is clearly 

inappropriate.  Note that that line item includes “Total operating expenses” (ifrs-full:OperatingExpense).  

The label “Profit/(loss) on sale of vessel” is highly unusual. 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1331284/000095015718000468/0000950157-18-000468-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1331284/000095015718000468/0000950157-18-000468-index.htm
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DIGATRADE FINANCIAL CORP. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1369128/000113717118000060/0001137171-18-000060-

index.htm  

Inappropriate use of the concept “ifrs-full:ProfitLossBeforeTax” to represent the line item “LOSS BEFORE 

OTHER ITEMS”. 

 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1369128/000113717118000060/0001137171-18-000060-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1369128/000113717118000060/0001137171-18-000060-index.htm
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EDENOR 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1395213/000129281418001826/0001292814-18-001826-

index.htm 

Inappropriate use of concept “ifrs-full:ProfitLossFromContinuingOperations” (which is an AFTER tax 

concept) to represent line item “Operating profit/(loss)…”  Note that the line item “Operating profit 

(loss)” uses the concept “ifrs-full:ProfitLossFromOperatingActivities”.  That is a big clue the concept 

above is incorrect. 

 

 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1395213/000129281418001826/0001292814-18-001826-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1395213/000129281418001826/0001292814-18-001826-index.htm
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ELBIT IMAGING LTD 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1027662/000121390018005030/0001213900-18-005030-

index.htm  

 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1027662/000121390018005030/0001213900-18-005030-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1027662/000121390018005030/0001213900-18-005030-index.htm
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EMBRAER S.A. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1355444/000119312518092436/0001193125-18-092436-

index.htm 

The company is representing that profit (loss) from continuing operations is 795,900 even though there 

are no discontinued operations and therefore no profit (loss) from discontinued operations and 

therefore NET INCOME FOR THE PERIOD should be the same value. 

 

 

 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1355444/000119312518092436/0001193125-18-092436-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1355444/000119312518092436/0001193125-18-092436-index.htm
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EMGOLD MINING CORP 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1199392/000113717118000059/0001137171-18-000059-

index.htm  

Inappropriate use of concept “ifrs-full:ProfitLossbeforeTax” to represent line item before other income: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1199392/000113717118000059/0001137171-18-000059-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1199392/000113717118000059/0001137171-18-000059-index.htm
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ENERGY CO OF PARANA 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1041792/000129281418001971/0001292814-18-001971-

index.htm  

The concept “ifrs-full:ProfitLossFromContinuingOperations” is inappropriately being used to represent 

the line item “PROFIT BEFORE FINANCIAL RESULT AND TAXES”.  That concept is an AFTER TAX concept, 

see its appropriate use below.  Note the “Total financial results” which relations to financial income 

(costs) (ifrs-full:FinanceIncomeCost).  The correct concept for that line item is likely “ifrs-

full:ProfitLossFromOperatingActivities”. 

 

This is the appropriate use of that concept:  

ELBIT IMAGING LTD 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1027662/000121390018005030/0001213900-18-005030-

index.htm  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1041792/000129281418001971/0001292814-18-001971-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1041792/000129281418001971/0001292814-18-001971-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1027662/000121390018005030/0001213900-18-005030-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1027662/000121390018005030/0001213900-18-005030-index.htm
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ERICSSON LM TELEPHONE CO 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/717826/000119312518124911/0001193125-18-124911-

index.htm  

Note that TOTAL comprehensive income is NEGATIVE, -37862000000.  But look at the portion 

attributable to the parent, POSITIVE 37987000000.  The parent portion is entered as a POSITIVE but 

should be NEGATIVE.  The noncontrolling interest likely needs to be adjusted also. 

Note that both concepts are CREDITS yet one is negative and the other is positive, that is another clue 

that one of the facts has been entered incorrectly. 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/717826/000119312518124911/0001193125-18-124911-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/717826/000119312518124911/0001193125-18-124911-index.htm
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FORMULA SYSTEMS (1985) LTD (Profit attributable to noncontrolling 

interest error) 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1045986/000121390018006332/0001213900-18-006332-

index.htm  

The filer is using the TOTAL profit (loss) attributable to noncontrolling interest concept to represent the 

non-redeemable non-controlling interest, basically they are using a WHOLE concept as a PART and then 

they are adding another PART which is illogical. (i.e. the redeemable non-controlling interest is PART OF 

the WHOLE). 

 

 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1045986/000121390018006332/0001213900-18-006332-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1045986/000121390018006332/0001213900-18-006332-index.htm
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FORMULA SYSTEMS (1985) LTD (Comprehensive income attributable to 

noncontrolling interest error) 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1045986/000121390018006332/0001213900-18-006332-

index.htm 

The filer is using the TOTAL comprehensive income attributable to noncontrolling interest concept to 

represent the non-redeemable non-controlling interest, basically they are using a WHOLE concept as a 

PART and then they are adding another PART which is illogical. (i.e. the redeemable non-controlling 

interest is PART OF the WHOLE). 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1045986/000121390018006332/0001213900-18-006332-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1045986/000121390018006332/0001213900-18-006332-index.htm
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GeoPark Ltd 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1464591/000114420418020167/0001144204-18-020167-

index.htm 

Note that total comprehensive income is a NEGATIVE and that the portion attributable to the parent is 

entered as a POSITIVE.  Note that both concepts are CREDITS.  The parent portion was entered in 

reverse, it should be NEGATIVE.  The noncontrolling interest also likely needs to be adjusted.  

 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1464591/000114420418020167/0001144204-18-020167-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1464591/000114420418020167/0001144204-18-020167-index.htm
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Gol Intelligent Airlines Inc. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1291733/000129281418001976/0001292814-18-001976-

index.htm 

There are THREE errors here.  First, the concept “ifrs-

full:OtherComprehensiveIncomeThatWillNotBeReclassifiedToProfitOrLossBeforeTax” was used to 

represent the line item “Income (loss) before income taxes”.  The concept that SHOULD have been used 

was “ifrs-full:ProfitLossBeforeTax” which was used to represent the line item “Income (loss) before 

financial expense, net and income taxes”. 

Finally, the concept “ifrs-full:ProfitLossFromOperatingActivities” was used to represent the line item 

“Equity results”.   

 

The HTML version of the income statement helps one understand the errors in the XBRL version: 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1291733/000129281418001976/0001292814-18-001976-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1291733/000129281418001976/0001292814-18-001976-index.htm


25 
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Goldcorp Inc. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/919239/000119312518094314/0001193125-18-094314-

index.htm 

If you contrast this filing to other financial reports for similar types of entities (i.e. mines); what you will 

see is “Revenues – Cost of Revenues = Gross Profit” in essence.  Here, the line item “Mine operating 

cost” should be “ifrs-full:CostOfSales” (which was used on the line item “Production costs” which is 

incorrect); the line item “Earnings from mine operations” should be “ifrs-full:GrossProfit” rather than an 

extension concept. 

There are plenty examples that support this conclusion. 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/919239/000119312518094314/0001193125-18-094314-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/919239/000119312518094314/0001193125-18-094314-index.htm
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INTERNET GOLD GOLDEN LINES LTD 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1090159/000121390018006378/0001213900-18-006378-

index.htm 

The line item “Cost of sales” is represented using the concept “ifrs-full:CostOfSales” which is DIRECT 

operating expenses; yet a PART of that WHOLE is “General and operating expenses” (ifrs-

full:SellingGeneralAndAdministrativeExpense) which are INDIRECT expenses.  As such, the concept “ifrs-

full:OperatingExpense” is most likely more appropriate. 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1090159/000121390018006378/0001213900-18-006378-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1090159/000121390018006378/0001213900-18-006378-index.htm
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Itau Unibanco Holding S.A. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1132597/000114420418021659/0001144204-18-021659-

index.htm  

Filer entered the line item “Comprehensive income attributable to noncontrolling interest” in reverse.  

Entered as NEGATIVE, should be POSITIVE. 

 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1132597/000114420418021659/0001144204-18-021659-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1132597/000114420418021659/0001144204-18-021659-index.htm
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Maxar Technologies Ltd. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1121142/000155837018002552/0001558370-18-002552-

index.htm 

Inappropriate extension concept used to represent the line item “Equity in loss from joint ventures, net 

of tax”.  If you look at US GAAP filings that have exactly this same reporting scenario the existing US 

GAAP XBRL Taxonomy for net income from equity method investments is used. 

Alternatively, if this is not considered an error in the creation of an extension, then this concept is 

missing from the IFRS XBRL taxonomy. 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1121142/000155837018002552/0001558370-18-002552-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1121142/000155837018002552/0001558370-18-002552-index.htm
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MEDICURE INC 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1133519/000127956918001086/0001279569-18-001086-

index.htm  

That is going on here is that the filer provided the DETAIL concepts of income tax expense (benefit) on 

the income statement, and then provided the TOTAL concept in a disclosure.  The problem is that the 

DETAIL add up to NEGATIVE value and the TOTAL is a POSITIVE value; therefore there is an inconsistency 

of 18,119,649 which is DOUBLE the value. 

 

Note the POSITIVE value for the TOTAL fact in the disclosure.   

Note that -9,392,836 + 333,187 =  -9,056,649 (the difference between that and the total 9,060,000 could 

be considered a rounding error, but that value and the disclosure use the same decimals…so that might 

be an error also). 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1133519/000127956918001086/0001279569-18-001086-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1133519/000127956918001086/0001279569-18-001086-index.htm
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MEXICAN PETROLEUM 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/932782/000119312518143901/0001193125-18-143901-

index.htm 

The filer entered the fact value for net income (loss) attributable to parent as a POSITIVE fact value but it 

should have been a NEGATIVE fact value.  Compare the line item “Controlling interest” to “Net Income 

(loss).  Note that both are CREDITS as is the noncontrolling interest portion. 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/932782/000119312518143901/0001193125-18-143901-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/932782/000119312518143901/0001193125-18-143901-index.htm

