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Taxonomy Implementation Guide on Modeling Offsetting Disclosures 

Overview 

The purpose of this Taxonomy Implementation Guide is to demonstrate the modeling for 

disclosures related to offsetting assets and liabilities.  These examples are not intended to 

encompass all of the potential modeling configurations or to dictate the appearance and structure 

of an entity’s extension taxonomy. The examples are provided to help users of the Taxonomy 

understand how the modeling for disclosures of offsetting assets and liabilities is structured 

within the Taxonomy. The examples are based on the assumption that an entity meets the criteria 

for reporting offsetting assets and liabilities under U.S. GAAP and/or SEC authoritative literature. 

In addition, the reported line items within the examples are not all inclusive and represent only 

partial statements for illustration purposes.  

While constituents may find the information in this guide useful, users looking for guidance to 

conform to SEC XBRL filing requirements should look to the SEC EDGAR Filer Manual and other 

information provided on the SEC’s website at xbrl.sec.gov. 

This guide focuses on detail tagging only (Level 4); it does not include any elements for text blocks, 

policy text blocks, and table text blocks (Levels 1 through 3). 

The Taxonomy Implementation Guide provides four examples: 

 Example 1—Offsetting of Financial Assets and Liabilities, Disaggregation by Type of 
Instrument 

 Example 2—Offsetting of Financial Assets, Disaggregation by Type of Instrument and 
Type of Transaction 

 Example 3—Offsetting of Financial Assets and Liabilities, Disaggregation by Type of 
Instrument, Policy Election not to Offset 

 Example 4—Offsetting of Financial Liabilities, Includes Instruments not Subject to 
Master Netting Arrangement, Alternative  
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Modeling Offsetting Assets and Liabilities 

Because entities may make different accounting policies concerning whether or not to offset cash 

collateral against derivative balances, the Taxonomy provides four elements (two for derivative 

assets and two for derivative liabilities) to report cash collateral: 

Cash collateral elements to use if the policy is to offset: 

 “Derivative Asset, Collateral, Obligation to Return Cash, Offset” 

 “Derivative Liability, Collateral, Right to Reclaim Cash, Offset” 

Cash collateral elements to use if the policy is not to offset: 

 “Derivative, Collateral, Obligation to Return Cash” 

 “Derivative, Collateral, Right to Reclaim Cash” 

“Derivative Asset, Not Subject to Master Netting Arrangement” is modeled as monetaryItemType, 

debit balance type and instant period type and is treated as a component of “Derivative Asset.” 

Conversely, “Derivative Asset, Not Subject to Master Netting Arrangement Deduction” is modeled 

as monetaryItemType, credit balance type and instant period type since it is treated is a deduction 

in the calculation for “Derivative Asset, Fair Value, Offset Against Collateral, Net of Not Subject 

to Master Netting Arrangement, Policy Election.” Both elements represent very similar concepts, 

with the key distinction whether or not the concept represents a “component of” or a “deduction 

from” the net amounts presented in the statement of financial position. 

Additional elements have been added, including: 

 Aggregation elements to combine the gross amounts of assets and liabilities subject to 

master netting arrangements with the gross amounts of assets and liabilities not subject 

to master netting arrangements. 

 Derivative aggregation elements to combine the gross amounts of the offsetting assets and 

liabilities combined with cash collateral. 

 Elements to disclose asset and liability contracts that have been elected not to be offset. 

Certain images have been split into two, such as Figure 1.2(a) and Figure 1.2(b) due to size 

constraints.  
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General Information 

(1) A legend for dimensions and domain members has been provided to associate with facts 

contained in the notes to the financial statements. Extension elements are coded using 

“Ex.” Legends specific to the examples are provided in Figure x.2 of each example. 

 

(2) Elements that have instant period type and elements that have duration period type are 

indicated as such in Figure x.2 of each example. Instant elements have a single date 

context (such as December 31, 20X1) while duration elements have a starting and ending 

date as their context (such as January 1 to December 31, 20X1). 

(3) Instance documents (Figure x.3 in each example) do not include all information that may 

appear in an entity’s instance document. The instance documents are provided for 

illustrative purposes only. 

(4) For elements contained in the Taxonomy, the standard label is as it appears in the 

Taxonomy. For extension elements, the standard label corresponds to the element name. 

For information about structuring extension elements, refer to the EDGAR Filer Manual. 

(5) Values reported in XBRL are generally entered as positive, with the exception of certain 

concepts such as net income (loss) or gain (loss). Negated labels may be used to have 

values render in the instance document as presented. 
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Common Information for Examples 1–2 

The first two examples are based upon the facts described below. Please refer to the Notes section 

of Example 2 as certain facts have been adjusted in order to illustrate “Transaction Type [Axis]” 

(A3). 

Counterparty A: 

1. The Company has a derivative asset (fair value of $100 million) and a derivative liability 

(fair value of $80 million) with Counterparty A. The Company made an accounting policy 

election to offset. Cash collateral also has been received from Counterparty A for a portion 

of the net derivative asset ($10 million). The derivative liability and the cash collateral 

received are set off against the derivative asset in the statement of financial position, 

resulting in the presentation of a net derivative asset of $10 million. 

Counterparty B: 

1. The Company entered into a sale and repurchase agreement with Counterparty B that is 

accounted for as a collateralized borrowing. The carrying value of the financial asset 

(bonds) used as collateral and held by the Company for the transaction is $79 million, and 

their fair value is $85 million. The carrying value of the collateralized borrowing (repo 

payable) is $80 million. 

2. The Company also entered into a reverse sale and repurchase agreement with 

Counterparty B that is accounted for as a collateralized lending. The fair value of the asset 

(bonds) received as collateral (and not recognized in the statement of financial position) 

is $105 million. The carrying value of the secured lending (reverse repo receivable) is $90 

million. 

3. The transactions are not subject to offsetting. 
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Example 1—Offsetting of Financial Assets and Liabilities, Disaggregation by Type of 

Instrument 

Example 1 illustrates the modeling for disclosures reporting the offsetting of financial assets and 

liabilities disaggregated by type of instrument.  

 

Figure 1.1(a) 

 

Figure 1.1(b) 
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The legends for the elements used to tag these facts are: 

 

Figure 1.2(a) 
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Figure 1.2(b)  
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The instance document created using the modeling structure is provided here: 

 

Figure 1.3(a) 
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Figure 1.3(b) 

Notes: 

 The disclosure agrees to the amount of derivative contracts and repurchase agreements 

presented in the statement of financial position. 

 The Common Information for Examples 1-2 states that the positions are with Counterparty 

A and Counterparty B and, therefore, are qualified as such in the instance document for 

this example. 

 In the Common Information for Examples 1-2, the fair value of the collateral is $85 million 

for the sale and repurchase agreement with Counterparty B, but because the amount of 
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liability subject to setoff is $80 million, the amount presented in the table shown as setoff 

is $80 million. 

 For this example, all of the contracts are subject to master netting arrangements. 

 The $79 million described in the Common Information for Examples 1-2 is part of the facts 

and is not necessarily information required for disclosure for this example. 

** Preferred Labels are the labels created and used by the company to show the line item 

captions in its financial statements. 
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Example 2—Offsetting of Financial Assets, Disaggregation by Type of Instrument 

and Type of Transaction 

This example illustrates the modeling for the disclosure of offsetting of financial assets 

disaggregated by type of instrument and type of transaction. 

This example only illustrates the modeling for the asset elements. The facts as described in the 

Common Information to Examples 1-2 have been adjusted to assume the entity made a policy 

election not to offset the cash collateral against the derivative contracts and has derivative 

contracts not subject to master netting arrangements of $10 million. The facts have also been 

adjusted in order to illustrate “Transaction Type [Axis]” (A3). 

 

Figure 2.1(a) 
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Figure 2.1(b) 
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The legend for the elements used to tag these facts is: 

 

Figure 2.2 



 

14 
 

The instance document created using the modeling structure is provided here: 

 

Figure 2.3 
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Notes: 

 Values that are repeated in Figure 2.1 (a) are only tagged once. 

 The Common Information for Examples 1-2 states the positions are with Counterparty A 

and Counterparty B and, therefore, are qualified as such in the instance document for this 

example. 

 In the Common Information for Examples 1-2, the fair value of the collateral is $85 

million for the sale and repurchase agreement with Counterparty B, but because the 

amount of liability subject to setoff is $80 million, the amount presented in the table 

shown as setoff is $80 million. 

 The $79 million described in the Common Information for Examples 1-2 is part of the 

facts and is not necessarily information required for disclosure for this example. 

 The disclosure agrees to the amount of derivative contracts and repurchase agreements 

presented in the statement of financial position. 

 In Example 1, the fair value of the collateral was tagged with “Securities Purchased under 

Agreements to Resell, Fair Value of Collateral” (L20) and “Securities Sold under 

Agreements to Repurchase, Fair Value of Collateral” (L39). The facts and related tagging 

have not been included, but would be consistent with the prior example. 

** Preferred Labels are the labels created and used by the company to show the line item 

captions in its financial statements. 
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Example 3—Offsetting of Financial Assets and Liabilities, Disaggregation by Type of 

Instrument, Policy Election not to Offset 

This example illustrates a disclosure where there has been an election not to offset contracts. 

The derivative instruments and securities borrowing and lending agreements are subject to 

master netting arrangements and collateral arrangements and qualify for offset. The policy is to 

recognize amounts subject to master netting arrangements on a gross basis in the statement of 

financial position. This example illustrates multiple contracts that are aggregated. Therefore, 

there is not necessarily a direct linkage between the amounts disclosed for the assets and 

liabilities, as illustrated in Example 1.  

 

Figure 3.1 



 

17 
 

The legends for the elements used to tag these facts are: 

 

Figure 3.2(a) 

 



 

18 
 

 

Figure 3.2(b) 
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The instance document created using the modeling structure is provided here: 

 

Figure 3.3(a) 
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Figure 3.3(b) 
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Notes: 

 The disclosure agrees to the amount of derivative contracts and securities borrowing and 

lending agreements presented in the statement of financial position. 

 For this example, all of the contracts are subject to master netting arrangements. 

 The fair value of collateral has not been provided for this example. 

** Preferred Labels are the labels created and used by the company to show the line item 

captions in its financial statements. 
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Example 4—Offsetting of Financial Liabilities, Includes Instruments not Subject to 

Master Netting Arrangement, Alternative 

This example illustrates a disclosure of derivative instruments not subject to master netting 

arrangements combined with contracts that are subject to master netting arrangements before 

offset. The derivative contracts that are subject to a master netting arrangement only have cash 

collateral available for offset. 

Example 2 presents the derivative contracts that are not subject to master netting arrangements 

after offset and before disclosure of net amounts presented in the statement of financial position. 

In contrast, this example discloses the amounts that are not subject to master netting 

arrangements after the disclosure of net amounts presented in the statement of financial position. 

The policy is to recognize amounts subject to master netting arrangements on a gross basis in the 

statement of financial position.  

 

Figure 4.1 
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The legend for the elements to tag the facts is: 

 

Figure 4.2 

 
The instance document created using the modeling structure is provided here: 

 

Figure 4.3 
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Notes: 

 The disclosure agrees to the amount of derivative contracts presented in the statement of 

financial position. 

 The fair value of collateral has not been provided for this example. 

 For this example, not all of the contracts are subject to master netting arrangements. 

** Preferred Labels are the labels created and used by the company to show the line item 

captions in its financial statements. 

 

 
 
 
 


