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XBRL Implementation Strategies:
The Built-in Approach
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approach, albeit in a different way. XBRL
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Benefits
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open source components. By interposing

The main benefits of the built-in

through standardization with XBRL GL
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at the trial balance level, it allows

below overcomes this limitation.
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to the deeply embedded

Intermediate Step

approach. Besides serving as the
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internal/detailed data (transac-

realize the benefits of leveraging

tions, documents, entries, ledgers

XBRL for internal use. It provides

and subledgers, journals, etc.) and

a way to approach more exten-

aggregated reporting for internal

sive use of XBRL and represents

or external use. A built-in

a gradual and more effective

approach based on the standard-

path to standardized corporate

ization of the trial balance and its

data management.
The third, and final, column
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