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1. INTRODUCTION
In general, the development of the XBRL taxonomy is always conditioned by a commitment between the understanding and the representative for business users and the performance in front of the information systems.

This is why it is necessary to design a test suite to ensure that this commitment has tendencies outside the specification.

Similarly, as XBRL is, in particular, XML, extensible and open nature should be bounded by a minimum of rules or "best practices" to ensure compatibility and reusability of designed taxonomies and comparability and consistency of reports created.
2. TECHNICAL TESTS
The technical tests are performed in the adaptation of the taxonomy with the specifications, standards and recommendations that are being enacted by institutions using XBRL standard (IASB, international and national jurisdictions)

This ensures, almost totally, the smooth running of systems and applications that must process the taxonomy files and the XBRL reports generated.
2.1. XML 1.0 VALIDATION.

The taxonomy consists in a set of XML files. More exactly one XML Schema file (. xsd) that contains the data dictionary and a set of linkbases with xml extension.

XML validation generally is performed in two stages:

1) Check whether the document is "well formed". This check the document syntax or grammar of the XML standard developed by W3C.

2) Check whether the document is "valid." It is a checkup of the hierarchical structure of the XML document according to schema (or DTD, Document Type Definition, if any) that has been defined.

The compliance of the source code regard to the specification XML 1.0 (Third Edition) W3C Recommendation 4th February 2004 has been validated.

PT-001- "Well formed" validation in XML files

This test was performed with the following tools:

• "Altova XMLSPY 2005 Enterprise Edition SP1"

• Xerces 2.6.0 (Java Platform)
2.2. XBRL 2.1 SPECIFICATION.

The XBRL specification provides the basic technical definition of how XBRL works. New versions of this specification are based on the requirements demanded by users and taxonomies designers.

• XBRL International (www.xbrl.org) develops edits and maintains the XBRL specification. At present, the current version is version 2.1 XBRL. RECOMMENDATION status with date 2003-12-31 + Corrected Errata - 2006-12-18.
PT-002- Validation with XBRL 2.1. 

The validation and suitability tests to the XBRL specification have been created on the following tools:

• Fujitsu Validation Tool for XBRL 2.1 Specification. See 1.000 (0042).

• DecisionSoft TrueNorth Enterprise 2006

• UBMATRIX (Ver.3.0.1)
2.3. FRTA (2005-04-25 corrected-errata-2006-03-20)

The Financial Reporting Taxonomy Architecture (FRTA) is a best practices code that tries to universalize and standardize the design of taxonomies in order to facilitate the extensibility of them, the international transmission of information and speed up the consolidation process of the companies.

This is a document under constant review. The latest version is the "Recommendation dated 2005-04-25 corrected-errata-2006-03-20."
ANNEX A. FRTA test set
PF-003-Matching tests to FRTA “Best practices document in non-financial taxonomies with respect to recommendation dated 2005-04-25 corrected-errata-2006-03-20.
The performed FRTA test “Best practices document in non-financial taxonomies" are passed on to detail the rules that have been specified as false.
Unfavourable points.
- Section 2.1.12 "Each concept MUST have documentation in either the label or reference linkbase" (occurred with the fujitsu tool).

· Justification. Due to the particularity of taxonomy (non-financial data), which is not supported by any specific regulation, certain elements have no specific legal references, as there is no timely documentation that can satisfy this, so that is to perform the action that is documented below.

· Action performed. Still not completely rule according to the taxonomy evaluated, it was decided to incorporate two generic references to compliance. These references are generic:

· XBRL (PRE): Reference used for abstract concepts that are used for the presentation and management of the elements.

· XBRL DGI: generic reference used for all concepts that are non-abstract and the group has not found it necessary to incorporate a specific reference.
• Section 3.2.6 "For every tuple there should be at least one tree of presentation parent-child relationships in which every concept that can appear as a Descendant of the tuple in an instance appears as a Descendant of the tree tuple in that presentation, and there should not exist any tree presentation of parent-child relationships in which a non-abstract concept that can not appear as a Descendant of the tuple in an instance appears as a Descendant of the tuple in that presentation tree "
· Justification. The schemes "dgi-bas-gen-2007-05-30.xsd” and “dgi-gen-ex-2007-05-30.xsd" does not accomplish this FRTA.

The tuple content is well modelled. Another example is the UBMATRIX validator that does not show this error.
Error examples:
1.

( Element Decl URI="http://www.xbrl.org.es/es/2008/dgi/gp/gen-bas/2008-01-30" Name="OtherContactInformation" : Test Log (check) PresentationLink role="http://www.xbrl.org.es/es/2008/dgi/gp/gen-bas/2008-01-30/role/GeneralBasico" Not All concepts appeared. Concept Names=" 'CommunicationValue' 'CommunicationType' 'OthersComunicationType'" ""

2.

Element Decl URI="http://www.xbrl.org.es/es/2008/dgi/gp/gen-ex/2008-01-30" Name="EntityOrigin" : Test Log (check) PresentationLink role="http://www.xbrl.org.es/es/2008/dgi/gp/gen-ex/2008-01-30/role/GeneralExtendido" Not All concepts appeared. Concept Names=" 'FamilyNamePrefix' 'Identifier' 'FormattedName' 'IdentifierName' 'LegalNameValue' 'Alias' 'FirstNameInitial' 'IdentifierCode' 'IdentifierLastChangeDate' 'PersonTitle' 'IdentifierValue' 'FirstName' 'PersonName' 'FamilyNameList' 'PersonAffix' 'EntityName' 'LegalNameType' 'MiddleNameInitial' 'FamilyName' 'StatusType' 'NameLastChangeDate' 'Others' 'MiddleName' 'BirthDate' 'LastNamePrefix' 'LegalName' 'SpecifyStatus' 'LastName' 'OthersLegalNameType'" ""
ANNEX C. References
XBRL uses the following recommendations of the World Wide Web Consortium (W3C http://www.w3.org), specifically:
•
XML 1.0 (http://www.w3.org/TR/2000/REC-xml-15001006)  
•
XML Namespaces (http://www.w3.org/TR/1999/REC-xml-names-19990114/) 

•
XML Schema 1.0 (http://www.w3.org/TR/xmlschema-1/ and http://www.w3.org/TR/xmlschema-2/), and XLink 1.0 (http://www.w3.org/TR/xlink/).

· In addition, the specification XBRL Extensible Business Reporting Language  2.1 RECOMMENDATION - 2003-12-31 + Corrected Errata - 2006-12-18 has been observed.

· And the recommendations from the FRTA, “Financial Reporting Taxonomies Architecture” version 1.0 (FRTA) (2005-04-25 corrected-errata-2006-03-20)

http://www.xbrl.org/technical/guidance/FRTA-RECOMMENDATION-2005-04-25.rtf
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