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Why/What could be interesting for you

• Manual data input tool available.

• Rapid implementation of new taxonomies.

• High efficiency (nice cost/benefit ratio).

• Taxonomy driven concept.



Implementation of new taxonomy

Overall it takes 2 days involving 2 persons staff.

Generate manual
input forms

Prepare business
cards

Mark skipped
validations

BI 
Reports
Ready

• Import
Taxonomy

2 h 8 h 2 h

• Communicate to 
get list of filling 
indicators

• Import filling
indicator list

• Acquire list of 
skipped rules

• Update DB table
of skipped rules

• Define upload 
template

• Define routing
template



Manual data input tool - MS Excel



System architecture
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Taxonomy driven approach
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• No coding.
• All table reports ready at once.



Reports – how it works



Lessons learned (from management perspective)

• Huge benefit from centralised taxonomies (less 
local implementation activities),

• Fast, cheep and qualitative implementation is 
possible, but with consequences to testing and 
documentation (limited amount of them should be 
compensated),

• No manual (simplified) data input, no chance for 
small markets,

• Benefits from data centric approach 
(automatization of data collection, validation, 
rendering)



Lessons learned (from technical perspective)
Facilities offered by an OLAP cube for 
XBRL data rendering

• Parent-Child hierarchies for 
dimensions,

• Rich calculation functionality of MDX
Row level security
Calculated members
Unary operators
etc.

Advantages

Challenges with OLAP cubes
• Balancing between cube processing and querying

performances,
↘Currently, provide new data additions every 10 minutes
↘Select data for a complete review of each XBRL report 
module takes 1 to 2 minutes, for individual table it takes few 
seconds (large processor L2 cache size is useful)

• There is no other data type than text in OLAP cubes 
for dimension data - no date, no number

↘For merging XBRL data with other data in SAP Business 
Objects environment, it is necessary to query DWH database 
directly

Challenges
Benefits of In-Memory database

• Much faster cube processing time,
• Much faster data retrieval in direct DWH 

querying scenario.

Advantages

Limitations of used In-Memory technologies
• Index count per table

↘Need to split columns in separate tables
• Index size

↘Currently no workaround, inserts may fail in 
particular situations

• Single database access for ETL that’s load In-
Memory tables
↘Need for additional staging area in DWH database

Challenges
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