
Document Information Analysis 

Excel spreadsheet with the raw data: http://www.xbrlsite.com/DigitalFinancialReporting/Library/Compare_DocumentInformation.zip 

PDF file with raw data: http://www.xbrlsite.com/DigitalFinancialReporting/Library/Compare_DocumentInformation.pdf  

Scenario A: Basic document information:   Here you see the basic [Axis] used by many filers when reporting document and entity information. 
 

 
 

Scenario B: Legal Entity [Axis] is Explicit:   This filer explicitly adds the axis "dei:LegalEntityAxis" to the document and entity information [Table] 
(as compared to the scenario above where the filer did not even create a [Table], using only the concept, reporting entity, and period [Axis]). 
This raises the question, why are these two SEC XBRL filings using different [Axis] on what amounts to basically the same information? 
 

 
 
 

http://www.xbrlsite.com/DigitalFinancialReporting/Library/Compare_DocumentInformation.zip
http://www.xbrlsite.com/DigitalFinancialReporting/Library/Compare_DocumentInformation.pdf


 

Edgar Filer Manual Section:  The EFM states in essence that if you do not explicitly provide a “dei:LegalEntityAxis” it is assumed or implied that 
all information reported relates to the “consolidated entity” (which is represented in the US GAAP taxonomy by the member 
“dei:EntityDomain”. 
 

 
 

Scenario C: Legal Entity [Axis] is Implied:   So in essence, even if the an SEC filer does not explicitly provide the dei:LegalEntityAxis with the 
value of dei:EntityDomain, which represents to consolidated entity; it can be implied that the information relates to the consolidated entity. 
This scenario repeats scenario A, just showing that the legal entity, although it is not physically there, semantically it actualy does exist. 

 
 



Scenario D: Legal Entity [Axis] is Explicit, Class of Stock [Axis] Explicit:   This SEC filer makes both the legal entity explicit, and also provides a 
class of stock [Axis]. 

 
 
 

 
Edgar Filer Manual Section:  The EFM states in essence that if you do not specify which class of stock a fact relates to, then it is implied that the 
fact relates to all classes of stock; basically implying a class of stock [Axis ]. This seems to be consistent with how the legal entity axis works. 
 

 
 
 



Scenario E: Legal Entity [Axis] is Implicit, Class of Stock [Axis] Implicit:   This SEC filer provides neither a legal entity nor a class of stock [Axis]; 
however, because of the SEC rules both these [Axis] can be implied. 

 
 
 
 

Scenario F: Legal Entity [Axis] is Implicit, Class of Stock [Axis] Implicit; Scenario [Axis] is explicit:   This SEC filer provides neither a legal entity 
nor a class of stock [Axis]; however, because of the SEC rules both these [Axis] can be implied.  This filer does, however, provide a scenario 
[Axis] explicitly. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
Edgar Filer Manual Section:  It seems to be the case that if no scenario [Axis] is provided, that the scenario us-gaap:ScenarioUnspecifiedDomain 
is implied. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

Scenario G: Document information and entity information in separate [Network]s:   The majority of filers report document and entity 
information within the same network.  Yet here, two filers report document information in one network and entity information in a different 
network.  From a business semantics perspective, as can be seen from the [Axis] of the facts; which network is used makes no difference in the 
characteristics of the information: 
 
Filer 1: 

 
 
Filer 2: 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Scenario H: Does the Entity Registered Name, Document Type, or Document Fiscal Year Focus Really have a Class of Stock?:   The [Member] 
or value of an [Axis] articulates a characteristic of a fact.  An [Axis] relates to an entire fact table.  Doe it really make sense that concepts such as 
entity registered name, amendment flag, document type, and document fiscal year focus to have a class of stock [Axis]?  Or, would it make 
better sense to model facts which share characteristics in on [Table] and other facts with different characteristics in a different [Table]? 
 
This is the way most filers model this information: 

 
 
This information seems not to need a class of stock [Axis]: 

 
 
This information seems to absolutely need a class of stock [Axis]: 

 
 
Does cash and cash equivalents, receivables, payables, long term debt, or other such balance sheet line items have a class of stock?  If you 
model a balance sheet with a class of stock [Axis] that is precisely what you are articulating.  What does have a class of stock is preferred and 
common stock, not the entire balance sheet.  This is just like property, plant, and equipment or debt or some other detailed disclosure being 
modeled with an [Axis] differentiating the classes of that line item; but the balance sheet itself does not have that [Axis], only the disclosure 
does. 

 

http://secxbrlglossary.wikispaces.com/Member

