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HA A d T A BEAAYL v WIASHA #F5 o $kth. Laeven and

7 AA oF 14099719 &3 $717F AT 4007 d 9] 717 B A AAH R
A Wyt 33 o) AT &F VIR AE B Ut S8AEe BE, A4 Ay ow
olgES ATk oY IAEL 72t A FxEe] BAEG A AFE 27 BT &9
$719] 2 9 F SR A A8skel (Morris and Shin, 1998; Reinhart and Rogoff, 2008;
Kim et al. , 2013). v} 72121 7141 3 3 Aol deiM s BUls =40l ATk
oAt Eichengreen and Portes (1987), Cukierman (2011)¥} 2 ATF5S AW H|tjAA o
2 9% 5§ A7 WA st AAHA FANLRE Astefor drpa FFge)
Boyd et al. (1998)% w& A9 7+e] el E gl Al g3tz A 54 459 =
7199 TAZE BA Az AA] 9712 deojd 4 vkl Fggch ¥ Barth et al

(2004 TtAIE Settern ted 49ETS AGAL F 7] dEd, AgdeEA

B S =Rk 9 el 19339 e dd Fa2ae ofFE

ste ‘Fef2-~EA W (Glass-Steagall-Act)’o] AAHAE 22fu tgde] 7]oje] 33|

AWA o] M m= F§ A AFE hEE udd AER AHH 2 A3 )

g3le A ZAs 9 FE 9 w8 A4 AAEE Aedve YEoR 19999 =
.

24 WE dAAe e ‘a-gx-28tdy W(Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act)& E3A17



o Qs M o] FEAAE] AFHA FelEg ed 2 o
£ Fe9%e NS 2T 5 WA HNUL, ol s v FE Aol AL,
Ao, B 5 OeE A9BE el o] ol 2otk 2084 FE 917 o

F o olel AA ARFEE AN OF FE /95 FHAR A9BF| 971 3

theket SR A o]RolA= F§ Al EFo] e o] 24 == FEEHA aE o]
L, AR A A Aolo] wpEbA Thgd B0l AR o] &4 ATAIA} F4
L TtAl Aol gk e vlolH o] ATt FEEUA T|ES] o] &, 53] gHEE o
% AT A% AFATERE UEW] ARG difEe] 27 A4S ATES A A
2g QA7 obd ARAAAG Al 2 A qrAle] 538 A¥Re ATt F5 oF
Ak 2y FLEE 71E sk S FAAANAE A FAE ol ERE v Y
7wl AFeHE A Al 3ol i AT AFREE ANE JrAA A W ZdRe
AA gtels =ET F otk & N Al Zdke o fAARe] AAT FFEel net
g g Stk dE 5ol AR A A ke AE1Te] SHAolY (R e,
dlgmyl Awme] Wy g Amel wehr AoldiA vehd 4= olck wEkAd Al ERE £
g o Jhestd FE USe] E ARl HFey] Buks AAZQ] A B AEAlzgd
Ved o RE 825S n#ste] AAshs Zlo] wiAEth B A AlE 20029 g
2012744 ¥ 4xkElel AX Z2AME vlRe® g Barth et al. (2004; 2006, 2008; 2013a)<]
World Bank Hlo]E]E o] &3t} Barth et al2 1077] =7ke] 24 wAlet 25 3= dis)
FHAE HExAts AAE TEE w7PE 2l A dlolHwe]~E 53Tk World
Bank HlolBol= SFGALE Al AERAAA AibaQl FAAAE 22 Sl

B ATE ofF olfdl AEHE TR EA3T

Aot s 2 AT ® sy 5L gAY aaE P 23] AaelM &
Aotz drke Folrh, g VEATES TAAEY ZAE HA A (Levine,
2001; Bekaert et al, 2005 Bumann et al, 2013) S A G§AF0] dA7} 97]elA 2

kt} (Levine et al, 2000; Chinn and Ito, 2006; Morris and Shin, 1998; Reinhart and
Rogoff, 2008; Eichengreen and Portes, 1987; Barth et al. 2004; Kim et al. , 2013). &7
A-Ame e 54 5§ AHYS Hgsleta s e 28 VIdES 58 AR

g TP BE FNES FAS FUANE ROlBE FALE A ANFAH HAE

dsHor T4k A2 Tosth 28y A A dide A 58 718l 56
A BHE 5§ 718EY ARERE HEEn 232 dirHor st g olzt

L% BEE FPnd oF HAE FAAQ g 2Ed be 24 s
of Aoldt 3G AL & AUk webd Lol FYE
Qo] AAZEE G AaAA FAS VAR BAE BAT Bart Ak
BankScope FlelElo] E3H8 A A7) Lol ARE olgake] LA A
o

F7hz B e Ay WSS e WAY BAS dgel ARdBond ARHEE,
297 sol, gE/1we] S4B W FALI oo JolshA EhbEAE AR
o A A 4ES BREE BR 7
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(Mishkin, 2000; Allen and Herring, 2001; Barth et al., 2004; Tchana, 2009)& Al%-2¢l v

o 27 gAY 2 SdA 0L 2o ARe Brath () o4 47 4%

WSl it

(2 A7 ASY A, Q) A2ARA A, @) =7 dd 9 =914, 6) dFEE A=

GRES
Aelsolglet, ool mel B ATE 2t Fo] FAMEE oA 7 WFE el

E\‘

1239 &4 & dF &% 99 74

A A" World Bank Blo]Efell Xz o] £pell uhe} A2l A =gl

4w 2,

A AAHoR &g Age R G AT FASHD Q7 WE ePe AY A
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EF Hgeke FhE vk LA QT BE W9 AT
A GRA N = A%l fouk AtAel AP

Huw obd7hx 2 gelHe 2A £E Ao wal

Yot £ ool Beslolgle et g W, MEAY gedo]
EE I Bl

M At A AAES 4

o] G deel W Ave 23 I 2 A FE(size)ol Wi Aot

D5 Y 7k AL, olEF o) fE LAl U Lol

o
aP3 R W9E dRe FARA ARt ede QR A ool
%
AHEE Q7] mhelt o] A% dFAE R olAeR dFE 39y wio
3]

% BUY F8Y OBY ol5EH /1B 43 ATAREL e B,

A Ee A AP Well s A shbAgk A edel 49 2

e fAFoR AN s aA "W AR R AR, iR AR AAE ve
]

At Tt B

s 9

of AfE nH Lol FHY AT ThE AFIAY FIBE Ve AFom

WA, 2k oA FHoA 289 bt JFEES Feldlel gtk 9ol Qdrh
Claessens and Klingebiel(2001)& &3} <] T HUF e A R 2 He e A

g
AZ A% Ba4e] FHS UT S Avkn FHA WE, edo] DI A 85T
]_

ADAZD 4 k= 9AE vk Maudos et al. 2002). A2 Y=o} # 8|4 Boyd et
al. (1998)2 238fo] thokdt &5S A HH ou dFEch F o 8ol =2 Fa A
of AFsHA Hof AAHem Ao exAv) gmopivta F3dY EIL Barth et al
(2004)2 ©tFe & sk diE =d> #-AAE] ofEE B opvE FXH- AA
Aoz & S 72 = 232 “UvlEANtoo big to fail)"#ta R =7}t = HY
FEol N sUThn FA%TE ey ofdke iR 23]y
2z Zlo7] wEe AHE & AIBFol e Flo] FolE Aol

= 4% 9t} (Claessens and Klingebiel, 2001).

235 A4 De Nicolo (2000)2F Haan and Poghosyan (2012) 52 29| AR E
#dsto] o] At EE SE8AAL oW JEFE wA=A BASG o5 TR
7R A% vdd FEor A rRe AAY vAste] AY vt ds 7= A

kel 91 E Eobd Aolgtx E4 T ¥ EE WS A AAE FA 35k

A% Barth et al. (20042 235 A7 &8 9718 o fddvta wolth #3 AV
g2y 22 dolEE AM-3 Kim et al. (2013)2 23 ZHgo digk #4171 238 $71E 72
AT XSk 8 Barth et al (2013b)2 AF2E FA7E 289 G844l A4

He

OB BT 4T BANA tha Fol@ 7ol EANAW QFIF AL LA &
Ve wEE WA AT ARYS AL T APHL RETHE o] vhriie) ool

oA 2 Aol s 2389 dRdE Al disl & Ay ALt



74 I YGRBE 74 FPE 2HY 798 FENA G 7Y APy Selo]
A 555 d7E A& A5,

2. A A A

oE 9Fe) Jsd AN LA 49 BB AA Aol 2 AREAE F7) wRel,
B2 U] Al 9Ee SRR A AFANS T wedu AvkEA AAke) s

£ oIt ol A A9 AL QAHY AL RAR AT AW AFAYE
£ oA 4ozt olF B AFAFES ABe A £FE 2ART AFH
2 ONFALS AYRAE ol BANE AFE WFA S JARA 2E5S FA

T84 % AHA Ao wopxivta EAgTh ey 28 Aol A9 Age] AQwrt
FoAle Ao] AnAte] FAI AA AAl 4 & ARE ¥ T At

WA, B 250 Fost AAHFEI Bt LAl F o F83071E AS S
o] Erh= F30] 3dth (Allen and Gale, 2000; 2004). Allen and Gale (2000)2 HA}A o=
e W, B 2go] EAStY] AAETF = = 28 Alge] Aol At E &
Fo] 2o o]Fol FFE ¥ 2 AFET ¢ B2 3§ S AAvta
st} o]} w]szdk o)A O & Matutes and Vives (2000), Hellman et al. (2000) 52 H3 %

S AzgolA 7 285 2o A AFES AT £ A, AAE A A A9
g ol&d F/H oS &Y F U HWA FAA AA 4
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Aolt). The @HoR 7% 9ol YRIAE Be o Laqurt 4e Fo) Lqg e

AASHE Aol WM EgAolehs F4% ek Beck et al. (2006)& 697) F7kel 1980-1997
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T olEe] oA whE o

of oiA =& 3 A s AL Mgl glo] AFto] FolErh: Aot
© & Mishkin (19992 A& o] 28 574 A&5E @ 28] Azt AAle A= o
gro] wirjste R, G 2o sk & B S oS $HsA H9 o g Bx
A ki Btk o]l Q18 diwlEAle] Abaz} ¥

A g e Ak o3 oo ulg

<
29) 4% BAY Keeley (1990 ml=e] &3 411 B4 Ba) A% el Aol Qa4

uk

A8 Ase gue T, = A HAREol mobAAl HH 29 AH
747} F7vskar 8o oS ol At glaa Wt gajxE A9 oHe] ¢l
ou B wUke e R AT Zol ¥ A8 Holn HT T4

TER o9k HsA AES WEx itk AA A= BAG T A JtistE Al &3
k et al. (2006)°] °]A7 2t}
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78 2 N F DY FAE AT Fh e E LYY 79 wojr] F o
228 YgozH A7 #49 9% 9T

3. AEAAA A

AEA8A gtAE v Fekel A A Z1E(Pillar Dol dshs qtAlolw A AAA o=

Vg ol AgsHe A Fuolth 2qe ofd A Aol =Y & e, 5 A%



A (Credit Risk)V& 23o] AHsHA == A4 5 7P 21 83 HPo= Fsta Aol EAE A A F Ak Al izt o] & ATl Ha) 4T AT tEa
1988\ 79, vHA T o)A FAIEH] AT v o] W8S F o Awetd, eqSAA 9 AeYE A ekokrh tEA R Barth et al. (2004)& A FA7F &8 917]9] $AE o
AEE drka EAg0, Kim et al (2013)& A FA9 S3917] Aol frofg

ﬂ-“l)l

A7Es AR o] A7) AHEH S 8% o] o' frAletEE daste] AT A

o
fl

AsEs i Aolth et v 198 4699 olslol % 22919 (Market Risk), & HBRAZ 2 AT FFAY, o198 =9l AL dAR, dael GAE] AR
%4919 (Operation Risk)& 1e8lokg Ba4e AXs7] ALch vA I FepolAl g FAZ Qs eAEe Felo] gadh Aol elzat 24 Aolehn wAsT
9Ag A5 WAl Qo] AFNGS EIHET Aol AUAET AFAE] A§AGE

AEE Fojgct wah AFE B9 ofyel e U 2= I 3 ABHZGY FAZE o LP9 9L HRET A FArIE F}EHL.
F7vetAl HQlh FAR R, viA I HORREE AVIAES AN (Tierl), B2
(Tier2), @71 F=A A (Tierd) 0.2 vhrol 913 ARboin] 8%5 AHEog F38ts, 4%01d<
AR o2 FAGAG 1 20080 FEAVIR FIHHQ Ao WlE =Y 277} A
R, 2 Ax vupd I Fokelle A qrAlEet ofyet {54 A7k =de] =tk

ABH ol AT YFANE ARAY FAL L addel 245 ARt Sl

4 33 B89 98 % BB

v 11 efellA = 204 71 (Pillar 2) 024 #5719 A1 A A=g gAsta 3

o 2 20089 22 FE91717F A% Foll, Roubini (2008), Claessens et al. (2010)

5 29310 3 A y = : :
afr] SF9eS & Aolgtn ZF3I} (Dewatripont and Tirole, 1994). 12y} Koehn So Aus) ANAAY BEET g o PAASS AdE pEad Taes A4
and Santomero (1980), Kim & Santomero (1988), Rochet (1992), Besanko and Kanatas

SN S Azgd de Fbel 247 Bage 4xA 2ot 45/t us
(1996), Blum (1999) 5-& 2.3le] A4 AV} La5olA d2a8 o Pasus frgt .
R gAY AR Al BN LAEe XEEde WA Add At WA Fue

H 2] AHEE BILFol Agto] A7, o] Aoz
olgb= T2 =wl 7E7]e] #Elka(governance) SWHol A, 7572 AH o] s

=Y 5 A HAY, A=A glaArt =& ARt HEE o2 Aake v g Ao
= : o
Ad #5718 2 A5 AFY felez gk ‘752 v (supervisory failure) 7} 23S

2 ATYHGE Aol AR FAZ QAN AREE G TE FAREL T 5 U o

W ool BAZE A3 el O £ IS 08 AREA BAT Folge] & i : . ) ,
e - = © e e 3 A e F USS B dAEo] A vt (Dijkstraa, 2010; Masciandaro,
& ARtel FAE wels]l dEolth webd LAEe AR A GFom 2ol HY . . .
v °c °e 2012; Kim and Kim, 2014 %). °lo] ™31+ Quintyn and Taylor(2007)& & #H57] %kl
§l. A=A Mol At 4 A I.i_ql- & 97)|S HAA 7= do 0:]6]:.% u;‘dg_% uk
D AN, A Axa Bolgolit A Holdel meh L9l £ wE ARo| 2AY 9FS F I A S]] VIS Hel 9SS
Fools @A EE A A9 v, 33 glrh 2% ofv]oA Das and Quintyn (2002)9h & #H57]7e] rAujdze] g
2) BIS A7|AR2H&9] A7FEAREE Ate] Aetes gl whel s Adel Z4zte] fl@keAE Wit ulAol Ayl Fadk ou2 JHATR), 7ol 7 A3(2013)e HEI|T Aue] oo
F olg gasol AEAY WhAe AEUAAE WIBT, AQAEAE ARl A4S AFel 49 ple
o2 0%, 3371 we AEE 10%, FYATAEANE 50%, 71E Ul digk diES 2 246l 100% 3) Das and Quintyn(2002)= 75719l AW 27 %314 (independence), %4 (accountability), F84
£ Fogh} (transparency), 432174 (integrity)©] Wl 7FA S48 AR Bk, o5 AAS = 10714 AL E Al



Kim (2014l M #=7]#e] F3H(integration)©] w§<H8A #7484 4TS nilvy 245

Hom B, ol AANE FUT F Yt 45 AU vhie FEsax

oAl

FYSHE, A AFEE 45 PR JFARY ohle 5 Axde] P4 2 Py

@ Fadvhn BASD Ak 1B B ATAAE SARE 7 BE AT 7
% 7170 A%, B, T A IR o] AN,

M 4-1: g57]779 Fgo] 5 LHL FIFET} w2 FFY AF] FHAA,
ojz/ ¢ AfoE WYY HaLYo= 0 2P YL HolF FojT.

ZH 42 F57]79) FHY0] FopNY, LY YH FFFHI FFL £ 7 AT
7t 45 g9 @577 E0] FHH A2 AAG}X KW, LYYHY FHFH
FF#e & X/

5. dFRE A=

& nygsopl e weA sfo] BAl) ok,
HAR FEIHAZE BEAR FHNA dFugol HIA 29T S AFRY A%

e

A7 B8 BS opy|dtE AFEo] AAE L Tt (Boyd et al, 1998; Demirguc-Kunt
& Detragiache, 2002 %5). <Y A% A% Chu 2011 oFHF A& HY7} FL&
ol W Flo vigia 5§ S FAgE del o olgtha #A418kal 9tk Barth et
al.(2013p)> ol W/t WeFE 239 F&do] Woldvt E45a Utk o
Ryl H3 Wt Yold4E 25 Fo gRE 4FF dto] APE 5 S F

7Feidol wom, A& FARE S8 Ho] FI4E Eold & Atk

M b: 7 HF9] WS} Hold+E EYFI o} Byl LY FY¥F 2T
o PHHI FFL FAA E T

6. % AMI2E B3 AF AAAA

FAQ AASAE AF Ao TARE we) MEEAS +4 el Sle) gno

A i]lel AstEal, 2t FAE A B RS YRR AN olrh 1y

Hom gAS frelel £a9l Wk FARE WA e el glek Bge] eqe it
oNp) SAaA HAQTFAL-BRENA 2] Fo YL Fa
re 74et f9lo] Itk Barth et al (2013b) 9F7Ae] A, 37 Au g, <8 )

o B A F 5 ALl o7 AA] Alzaglo]l 2] g & Rl e AL

>
o
o
i
lo
o
o
i)
2
S

THE 6: AF AA AL H9] FFE o] HATE LP9 FY FEEO] ZLF 0] Ho 79
7 23 SFHJA FFH FA] Y& F o],
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L. A5 ¢ W

1L &3 Zg 47

DAR EA R R

M o] 25 B2 AF AToA AFE-8HE BankScope HIoJE o]~ HE FEFLh

e

BankScope H|°]E]H]|o]2~= Bureau van Dijkoll A Al &3sta lom A AlA 282] 90%0]%
Q11987 =7ke] 32,00047049] &as EEsit) of7lele A2 wnt ohve, F84%

FAYA, FEAF, TESY B 2FELh B Ay s 8= 1271070 el gt
20029 -E 2011 Aol Z 109 Eete] ARE o R BAgt das tfe a8713
< 25 zegon, stetAu el Hol dA EAsA 4L w871 WA R £33
oo EHEE AYS8(Commercial Bank), 4%S3 (Savings Bank), A§%
(Cooperative Bank), H-&AH57]1%] 23 (Real estate & Mortgage Bank), FAF23
(Investment Bank)»o] #Atjatel] Zst¥ Qtt BankScoper: ZF &89 Al# ol dixtthz

3 (Balance Sheet)& HI%3to] £9 8 2 2% AHE 2000708 FHOZ o] Bud

t}. ol 7)ol = 36709 A1) & (Financial ratio) 4X %3k EgF)

m%

Tx

Eﬁl‘

2) &3] A3 A 2§ A4AA
1 F§5FE Aol A9l 7119 ‘A¥} (Performance) = & &84 (Efficiency)oly <A

(Profitability) &2 7} th. 22 Aol Ms A (Volatility) o] 2 23 2499 544 d<

4) BankScope HloJE{H]o] 2~ AR E w3 JujolE sa glong wrlel 23l AEe LAl alolES]
& A7) vitt i 5 %t}

5) =7kath FAp2ah dgede RS wEshs A9t Atk (eg ). LU F AFE REsA ¥E
7kl £ (eg. V=) 2HE9 73-‘% FaRzgo] A2 dF JFE IR Ik - vt 94
o AF, FALYLS FAYTRE O] wite] Fi A Ao ojol shARE F§ ﬂﬂl A 2=Ellof A ?j‘wj— l’a]
of i FAZE Fad wE TFAAT FALYE Astar FAGHEk O B =] Tk Avte] 7
717 (Robustness)ol =LA FUA A ekoktt.

J

_12_

Zal7] YalA st Al=E st} Demirguc -Kunt and Detragiache(1998), Barth et al.
(2004), Beck et al. (2006), Kim et al. (2013) && &&WFEM o] b (Discrete Variable)
kel AA 9171 2 ARE AR F7F G917 obd 23 w9l Aol A e o4t
HEE FEUET Aerd 2309 WadBank Run)oly A& E-5A ] (Insolvency) o
g e 4 gk ey 28 9y 9 Al 2 2PEA o] E thgst 24

oA AAE R Ao &3] ALEE A eFekar, Al G4 Sx(Continuous Variable) 24

o

ROA+ CAR

7-Score = ( 04)

whFo] o] AEHFPYE=AE sk ‘CAR'S A7) A B]&-(Capital Adequacy Ratio)

S ovjsn (1A ~FARRYAGAFANOE AR BIS A7 AR &

s
+
o
e
>
rI

6) World Bankell 4] Zﬂgﬁ}% = %-t.'—v”:"] °P7é ks "V‘E“(stable Svstem) °] XJQ]E “FEHoR
& gzel] W A%
slofof st ek Ak
7) Dattles et al.(2010)& “F&A =S AEAAL 2= Fuo)EAdol F By ofyel T84
{e) O

o
S4B JEAE BN FEARAE AOHE AAE e gl wea stk

1m m__
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olgtn® EEE o AxE Y AFTRY A4S U], A7AES AHEd 5
&5 BashA g 7Islel V1Mo R 88 F ole ¢HE AEoBR o] HEo
EEFE V199 AFTERF ARsta @ 4 9dvk ¢ (ROA)'= ROAO ZFHAE ovw|%
o B2 AToA Fole] WEAS AHA ke gaal] dEEss Abgsked], ol
FAZF #EFE 2] gaart gob ] "WolAle Aow AT 4 gk
Roy(1952)= &3¢ Aw B7Fs AFozfte 7gE vehls AF2EM Z-scoreE
HAZE AHEPEd], o]F Be x5 (Boyd et al. 2006; Demirguc-Kunt et al., 2008; Kim
and Kim(2014) %)°] °] 7Nd& Wolso] AR&3la 2 Lepetit and Strobel (2013)2 X.T}
Aastal Ak 4& 98 Z-scored v WAoR AT ey Zoscored o] &
o AFES FE 7 A9 AFHL AN 28 D9A Z-scoreE o] &F A= BA
Aoy, FHE olfre &3 A FolE] €Y F& LU ARTE FEA ¢l Z-scored
BRo Sol7ke ROAY ZFHAE Tate dl ofgiol 7] wiEeltty. 289 Z-scores
e A7 A3 A& o}th Laeven and Levine (2009)3= 48711<] 2507 238)9] #&
£ A4 Rot Z-scoreE AT 2y Zt= 9] 107 2EW At EFE Ak dl
oA A7} 9dt}l. Haan and Poghosyan (2012)8 W= FAIGZ o 25 EH A& HolHE o]
&3 M= &5 Z-score® TEFATE ey A AA Al - AE A" Aol e
SPFHE EAstE e & A7 BHE 2] A e hsd B2 w7kEd 2dE
S BH3E Aol T3 Barakat and Hussainey (2013)2 BankScope DataZ ©]-8-3}¢
T A% o)d 5d Fote ARSI g EEAAE T8 Z-scores FEHCh LEy &
FA7IAY 2 WEt e dr EUA Al 238 AfolE 58 971 olF 713t

ROAY wada7t dvk AE $e7h dok o2 ol+= BankScope HlolEE &-8%

il

8) =7} ©$le] Z-scoredl et 2EE World Banke] GFDD(Global Financial Development Database)
ofe] oA AlFeta vk

9 o] AT AHEHE BankScope Agl= B71E Amb o, AEFA7L gol A8 xEdxs 7@
F ATk E=F 2] FrKstock price)e] EFEAAE kel ot AdE 2N AFE T Fof
‘B Ao HAe)(Sample bias) &A17F BT

_14_

AFEL =g AAE 284 2 T8 MR Foste] A 497 Brh (Bonin et
al. 2005; Naceur and Omran, 2011; Barth et al., 2013b, Swamy, 2014).

Barth et al.(2004), Berger et al. (2005), Lin and Zhang (2009) & Z-score® A}&-3}4]
T80 AFS MA AU oY WEES TE MR st 44 nE 343
T S Addete] A AME AR 84 SHdME F2 ROA, ROE(FAHE:
+=49%), ooz (Net Interest Margin; NIM), 7+ H]-8(Overhead Cost) 5°] AFE% 1

o, FAtZ H&Non-performing Loans)o] ALHAHA 28 Apibe|~=9] g or A
SHATE T AV AR Fo] FEWP] TEHV T ST IMFlA HEd F5AdA4
A4~ (Financial Soundness Index)10+= & o A3 AWE Ta glor}y & Sox Erpd
oo A A3 A4E FA thEX] ¢rth Mohr and Wagner (2011)3} 71 olnf- 71 Z(2013)
L thro MBS o] ga ‘2 (factor analysis)S dto] ‘F§ AN AFE wHEY)
gt
Ao o A AFEY ARE st F5u5E AR e, s A5
& WY e FEUSE TlA A A5 s 28] ergAde] oW A
22 JqFE FEA 7hEdEE @k A AAH SR FEFEY qrAe 5 o] B3t

St vhpe W Dyselt BEE gt g oo e Zue RasA duny

ki

=
2
o,
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tlo
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B
2
o
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i)
12
it
4
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!
o
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2
o
e
k
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i
e
2
o,
oo
lo,
i
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ok
o
4
32

ek
offt
oE
Ho
2
=
o
=
B
N
flo
o2,
o,
4
19
ox
rlo
nE
9
[§=]
i
4

0

o
v
2

k=]

HEARQl Akl A e gaa HoXE FAAY dFS Frha JMRRAL o] W] Z-score
aEshE ARE AHEE BedE 7 7 a3t A=

FE ol FIA T A Al of| JFE FA HeA BddE] o 9l

20 Iz Zoscored] HA-g whEl A, A2AA, AL A WgR 24

ek #ogT ARAGHE Zscoredl At o] 242 A0l BROA)F A7) A

B,
B

s

10) IMF7} #l&38}+= FSI(Financial Souness Index)ell= % 40714 <] —3’2%0] EFtEo] glom AFaEo]
A E v&, A AR 54 (Liquidity), F52HA13 59 E3}E o] 9)r)
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#CARZ 233k Ao 9238 ehle Wses 429 Afoz foe Wy
A AR A Asset Quality = RiskiDe AHS T AU L Fr HAGE &

o

2 ZAFEed B E=foAEe Greenawalt and F. Sinkey Jr.(1983), Wetmore and
Brick(1994), VN Bhat (1996) 5° 7|1& d7& wal &F33aH&(LLP, Loan Loss

Provision)& AH&-gHCEI213)

2. 28 1A 2 5 A=H

D A=EAN 2 EE

Barth et al. (2001, 2004, 2006, 2008, 2013a)> 1998'd*H World Bank®] A& Hol w4
TA - FEALE OF 7P 2ARS 8 dlolBHlolAS FEEA 2013 Al o2

71744 F 4 9] 2AH1999, 2002, 2006, 2011D)E Alf3tdch 1999de] 2=AF g5 3 W
A AN = 11870 9] FAl B AS Alz"el tiEiA oF 30070 o] &3S AT
F A AR 1514 S7FE o oR 400 o7l ol EEE AN ow 20029l =
Hrk Al | ZAFIAE 20060 1427158 oz o WAl RARE 20119 1257 FS
o w o]Folfrk HA 4He] A Fb F 1807 =TEE o] Al Folgow, HA
ZAbe]l 5 $53k a7k= 72700] v}, Barth et al.(2013a) A 4] A} HoF dEpdl A

Ha
oo

1) F83e) AHAAYE et 712 A 250 34 8508 FAEA seR BResd 319 o4
QAR NS TSR BRUY 1 F Busk o) 85 A4l v 49 0, Bl gl A
B9 FAEAR FRAT MPIAE DA else] dEe FA dFe dFath

|

H
®
=
rh
oy
oft
ol
rlo
to
ox
2
i
(<3

Soli} o B9l MEAY F 1WA 57 Bhsd Ao =
Sz Agelth. T wal 8% Bbsel ol ARTAL ve 2ol S
Fa) FozA £S A5a Ral ARl AAsE AL YIS el
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ol A= o] g Al 4% Barth et al. (2013a)2] dlo]E] & o] &3}tk

B B4 Ak 77k 20029 0119 F 4 WY RAF F 2343 2AL A}
25 AR ARTE e @ 7 EAle 2APE oid AldgE Aol ofyr] wiel v
A gho] EAEIA hiEths Holth & =82 o] HojHE A3 sAs F
JBarthe] < 97<Q Barth et al(2013b)ollAel fAlet Wyloz AZgS F7H3d
(interpolate). 1999d5-8] 2007:d7kA12] +A1E #2493k Barth et al. (2013b)& 19991 H-¢
2001 Atele] FiAl dHlelHE 1999l o] Folxl 14} A 2Aw 9l g3t Zoha 7ML,
200213-20049 9] Al S 200290 2ARE 22k AR AR #2005 d-2007d 9] A
FEL 20068 AFE 33 A5 o spgsle] ARE AT B AFME
2002120043 9] 32 200210l FAF 2hE, 20051-2008' A9 #2006 F2AF AEE AS
SFIL 2000d-2011 9] gk 4xF 2ARQI 2011 A RE AR} o]l Ame] AgAde] o
2 AHY g ok, rAA 2 A sfriek wiR A Fevhe g3 arAle] AEE &
H7E FALAA Fd Fo yehdts FellA ole e Al BEAS Rt & 5
Atk B AFNA= AFAE AYste B o8 WstE Fo] 44 HE(Robustness

Check)E Rout AAl Aol 2 dFS 4= G

o
™

2) A H AR

AT &5 HY 74l (Activity Restriction; ACTIVITY)
Barth et al.(2013a) dlo|el= 2389 &5 U Al e F /A A5E Algdrt AA,
AP ow 299 &5 WU A ALE Yehle Wt b shve 239 U (F
A7 H EL vmg 193] ) AtAlel i Wolnh A Mo ATl F W
FZBAAZ 27] Wi, B F 4F2E U A»A AAE AW dgd 2oL
S Al M e thdsl, S A7) § 9T 2% w9 A ele 239

Hael B PHoR 9L F ¢ Q) Mol HAe) ofelgol 4717 Mol el

N



A ke,

=
5 B9 A @] £ W& A, “edo] S T FEo Fofst=rb; B4,
CEE AR ARG Folsterb AA, CREt A, N, gl Rl = 74 H

o gor SAte Aol daiA (D A 9%, Q) #1878, Q) AdE, @) FALL
=

ST e WS G 4NN 164 Aelold RESN gol ¥LFE TBE

A% 219} A (Entry Restriction; ENTRY)
Barth et al. (2013a)¢] Al&dts A Ay 1Al - e F 7otk WA, AFA A
F(ex-ante index)2X =3 |7} Aabell tigt ¥ e FATES vehles A Y Al

F7F ek A, Al B9 AFFA | 4r(ex-post index)9! AT WY A9 &
(Fraction Denied)e]th. £ =& F W T A IY 314l WS ARSI ‘A1 A
G A WETE BASE AR AR v Al Y AT vE e Ak 8] #2
I PR wkedsia 917] wEolth

=3 7t A5 g8 AR AEdokele AEe A, 23 Wit Draft
by-laws); &4, %2 % (Organizational chart); A&, 23 4 A A d 7] AF = =
FAE; Ui, F2 JA FF o AN AE; ol WA, &8 ddolu #Eate] 5§
Agdell tigh Aol wiA; oAl WA, o] AdwE AR EA; Ay WA, A o
A Az A ZGAtel tiEiA AEE el e Ak 9k 2 ARl disiAl
ATF=1, =0 71E8ke] BF U gho] &5 it 389 Iy o] =

m[o

® AEAAA A (Capital Adequacy Regulation; CAPITAL)
AEARA A Bols &3 e BgEe] £dFd AA, “gaart sMEAtE
‘A A2 ) A H] S (minimum  equity to asset ratio)’o] BFA 7lol=ghelel] wE A 3]

=717 B, A e AR Algo] i 28] A& webs dERAEsR A, (H A
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A gl A 1Fel whebx gk Erl WA, (H A AR A el AAH ] Al o
+3F 2L a7t AR Aol YT () “FA R VI=HA G dE S 4
=71 (b) VIEHA G2 T REZYQA] el Tt (o) VISHA &
9%k &Aoo Tl e dEEel el ‘aFP=, oT=0& 7| Eete] BF Hd A
o] AHEHAA A W gholw, o] o] &FE ARl sl v A

7 Haudit)ell thafA &
of IRtz v, A Bus g Sol B3 5 Q= AlA, ‘e A3

A AR 6 A = do] QEurE

=

[ox
e
¢
d
=
=
ol
o
b
i
ol
A
\I
N
3
o)
2
N
X
il
lo
jini)

A A9g gAY ¢ Qe o WAL A9t Bede wAl B dnd ¢ s
A2 oA WA, “O AAZNE ARE AL 5 QLAY AF WA, “RaEe A%
el el WA 2AE AT 4 QEA Sdsh g ARl daA 2gep=l, ol
02 AEste] BE G gl #3545 28 457180 A Wet Hn 4wt 3

soha 2 4 gl

A

® #E 717 EYA (Official Supervisory Independence; SUPIND)

594 W A58 EEo] AT &8 AgontE SYHAd £ deAd g &
oRFE "N FAHCE AA, “FE FEol £ Ee UEH, AFFE Gdoly
Tl Fike w5, 9 93] ToRFH SHARINNY B4, “E7IHe] S s A
st A HA SR REHI TN AE 5o, wef ETde] 23 tiaiA od =
A8 ARE o, 2oA 25 A FErb AA, “FE7IHe] F49] A7 1A
AREA? T ekt 71 ARRIZFT AdA, A SR A ‘ag=], folyri=0,
oA 4 o= 1, ‘4 o]s)= (.

o

oft

B
FE
oo
ot
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A BF U g2 004 3Abolol XSt E&E FHE7|Fo] A ot e

=719 3 (Single Supervisory Authority; SUPCON)
o] AXEE AE7T7F BHE A E o)A e Hg yn] Wi gHEr) 7ot s
A AE 1, T ol elH 09 #hs ZeETh

@ 39 B3 7} o & B]& (Funding with insured Deposit; INSUR)

dERY AER Qe YA sfo](Moral Hazard)®l 43S Yetll7] SeiA M8 A5
teFshAl ‘=93] sfo] A4E o] &3tk Demirgiic-Kunt and Detragiache (2002)+ ‘=49
A 3fo] A4 (Moral Hazard Index)'E AH&3H% 1, Barth et al. (2004) ‘ol=®d 7]#9
F'S F7k2 AMEFYE Demirgiic-Kunt et al. (2008)& ‘=94 dfo] 2427} =& gjo]
of W d¥E AR Zdvtn #dste], TR B s =94 o] AFE AL
|3t 9o, Barth et al. (2013b)% °]& werh 2 Agolxe H2o TS net 29
o Ak tin] dFREe] 24 W4l (Deposit insurance coverage/total asset)s ARE-3Fth

of Wyl ghol ¥ &% L) B84 dlo|o] el Frhu wer

e

A A AlzmE oz ol ofF AndA (External Governance; EXTGOV)
Barth et al. (20132)2 2|53 AWdx AFE Aztste] A A Alxdle] 228 el
AR, R AHaudit) A E14); S/, Aol Aol 7HA] A|Z~El5); AlA - 3] A (accounting) A=

), A, A8 S B7HD (credit ratings) AlZ=gell oigh £&o] slom ghol 45 o

14)

o,
I

N

N

<
>
1o
[
ox
oX

ake] W), epolls SOl Uig =3 (2) *}71 A, WA v S

£4, 44, 2 =
T A A
We AT F 9EA? % 2 gl A
19 (1 54 B AT HA LEA B DFEAT Q) 338 FuF AUA? ©) 22 FuF A
ek B A7 A Azdol 2HAEA?
16) (1) 937k Aoz AREEA? ) A% 34 Auso] A% vl & FEAELA?
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3. A MF & TA W

D AR &3y A H]F (Government Ownership; GVTOWN)

GVTOWN W4=9] Z3= Barth et al. (2013a)¢]th & Apibe] 50% o]do] AF Apakel &
ol Aol AR et Hl&S Yepith AF Af 28] B2 e dukdow HEgs
A 7bHgAe] wrh ket BRI AbE] b, 18 7 S &89 o4 o)99] ¥
eSS 29 499 FEE A4S 5 7] "WEeltk (Megginson and Netter, 2001). %3
A5l 2N 2FFE 9l
omf 2gfo] Holu} FAA AAAES FEE M F2 AFe] FAA oS A
AHg

B2 AGHI)E @03 A4Et oled olfm £d Ao Fede wlge

La Porta et al. (2002)= %71 288 %ol AFdFE A4XQ

g % gk FYP wF e o] ARE 3 nE A5 AT A9 &

=
BE A9 F ot AA ANANY 2 daa SudA 244 9% A & 5 9

il

o} ek ge] 28 AfruFel] B3 A7THEE ofgoh o] Al F Stk

74 ) 8 2P 28 o] FIIFE HISY) FAFY YA EAT
2 e oz J3e Hra FHINE £ 27} BYO

@ &3 % AR (SIZE)
S8 & ANFE WSE BankScope] AR ol8ae] 28 & A A maghew
hehe old A8 QoA Bl ANY L8 fus AgANEs A5 Al o

B GBS 01F 5 Q] AR A AR BARE BRI AN eqe Fre

o <]

1

17) (1) 291 1070 23 5 9 e 3] Sa] 418 7 el o F7hs=A? (2) 29 235 T 2 7
o 2ao] sl 21§ HrbAbel o3 HrhE=A?
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EAsoFgT. 53] FEE A% 2F W A
G5 89 A dFE o AESA FHL £ Avk AL R &3ek #-EFHA De
Nicolo (2000)2} Haan and Poghosyan (2012)2 232 At #5271 AZSFS 2E 71x] 2
ZA;apolz 7HA7L wobA A Frolo] Frbeta v F o QA R A ozt

o} #o] ZomF o5 FAFORMN JF

:

f

st 344 aab 9e & Avkm BABL e 2 eYUST Hrhare Qqow

M 8) Ahp BRI} SIFE, 7Y S AES) AT sold Ao

ANA-ZFE (CRI)
A3 % E(Concentration) 9+ Aol &k 7E 28] Al Af-&(Market Share)e A=
TS g otk 2 @99 delnR 7F 2o A Hige HakE E467] 9
A AFHTES TS A A Afrgo] mokAW 7 g9 oo FAH o
ol F & AT AFPFTETL mobAH 8o o] wekA SelA WA= el
9s F Atk AFHTES A U] A9 1 299 AR ARECRIE FAHYoH,
World Bank®] GFDD (Global Financial Development Database) 2HE 225 FZ3t}h Al
FRFEE SRS} A 298 7HE AR & F Atk F AZATE 22 A
Hol &3 L5 AY 4 Q Tdgel= vt Qonz e £ & UAT, )
nHEAFY] BYEE T AolnR A fdEE 2okl F Urk (Keeley, 1990) 12]i} whdf

2 Fojo] FolA7] wiel, AHS o r FAT = Qv (Beck et al, 2006)

74 9) N ) NFHFET) ¥l AR LG5S £92 FGH], A4 5F
¥ B HFye 55 ol dea
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ZH 10) A Fe] ZHFH[Eo] Bl H

World Bank
[e]

T olenzg oF FAs] s weAE A

o] GFDDo|t}. 23 A9 Aw7t &

SEFE AR 5440 Frha A F

= Aot A4 ¢ sl a8y g e

2 A Go] vtow g es o] i ofo uke} A=} wobA7] wlel g

2o YA} Fold +E YWy +E Yol

N

b el & ko) AR 4ol Wah 24
o olF EA] AN ANAANFE EFAT

World Economic Outlook DBo]t}. A2 o 2

AZ e o] AE(INFLAZ AN Akl 271 k& A

8ol otk ¥Agth nAGoR, we

1% Qg vk Qe e,

49 Aol JBe A F ) e

o AANRA WEEl] EHE IMFO

P (GDPPCZ #A)),

gt} e AFEe wWEW GDP A%
AL F3PAE /Mt Demirguc-Kunt and Detragiache, 2002; Klomp and de
9; Aul-ALF, 2013). EA, Barth et al. (2013b)2 199 GDP7} #4545 23
JAEFH AL Ak AFOR g A
T 718 Ao glaag v S

2 = At} (Das et al. 2004 Davis and Karim, 2008; A <Iul- AU, 2013). ¥ A=

7M 11-1) GDP7} £o}d#8 #9 2 4 #23 ¥y FHF9 ¥} 48 A

ol

I 11-2) 919 GDP9 ¥+ g84Y<

FAIAA o) AEl Az FFHF G

£ 7 d o4

_23_



M 11-3) 9ZFao]Fgo] Fo)ITE 74 §F9 JI¢L 7AH.

9171 Bn #4= (D0809)
Laeven and Valencia (2010)& A AAl w7159 2§97 A71E A, <F-8>d +
S8 <& 2>A B30l 2089 w8971E AL m7FEC] HE B%E AAE] wiE
200812009 =§917] tupisE FARS EFAZT F§907] 717t AvEow
FA 2 AGBEo]l AAE AL Aoly] Wi, 23 Hd Ao AwmHozr FAH 4

Fol As AR oSttt

ZHE 12) G807 JldNE LY FY Yo PHFHIA FEo] YL FHjT.

Aol AEE BE M5B 4o 0 U ea BAE $5 <F Do gesan.

4. N2FAF
<E D2 WEEd VR SAFS el ARolth S7hvkth BankScope Ul o EH o] 2o

JAHA Fe FEE] A8 i FEHuFutr #5357 a2 <i&

AE UER Aolth AE7|He] HHA 0 R(SUPIND) #5 H%-8 Fds8te
S7MAFE AEAEA AE AsHA depdeh g gRe] 28 AR g &f7)
(GOVOWN) B&45 F§A7F 11-&(0VHO) ] #ol HlE&Ado] A vehd
=& UZHGDP) YT E A7t AA B2 2P5o] EAEIL AFHFECR)E FATh
a8y VIF(Variance Inflation Factor) W o2 ®HAE3S Axp AWy 71 Add s o

T34 (Multicollinearity) & $818 A== 4 A& ofyrh

T
()
&
=
N
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BoAgola] AR AL A (2)9F 2ok e e thA] 2.9kl WA g
Arstd, TEHMFA rformance ;= cx7b (299 rAE s YeEha AR E

(LLP), A7 2201 &(CAR)S] Al 7HA & 742} Z4€ch A W
T 9 A AI(ACTIVITY), AR YGIFAIENTRY), AHAAA f
Al (CAPITAL), 75 2=re] ¢ (SUPPWR), 75 7]#9] %4 (SUPIND), 757]%e|
A% (SUPCON), dlaxd 719] dlael 9l&(INSUR), 9% TR B =(EXTGOV)7}
xgech TS FANF(Lcontrohe &3 AYe] A7I(SIZE)YE E¥shH =7 9]
o] BAWMF(Ccontro)e 2+ W A9 S 4hfF FE(GVTOWN), =81k [JF%(CR3),
L3 E44E YeEE 1HHE(OVHC), 20081-2009 F69171 48 o1 4-(D0809),
ARNZA W39l GDP, AZ ol AE&(INFLA)E Ed3th &= of7jo] ¥ 7}x] Ao m
!

3
=
=
b
ofy
<>$
E
o Mo

Regulation Ao =

A (Interactiony& F7tete] 2447] ©p2 @7M FA7E 2 Astol ofd FFE F=A
L
rformance , = a + Regulation, B+ I_control,,I"+ C'_control ,A + Interaction ,A+ p; + ¢,  *** (2
(i= 1620670 23, c= 9271 =7F t= 20023-20113)
A @el x3te dgusEs A {aBnaats Hdold LYoz FHH =, Ay

e

Agadoole|ng e FA4Axte] whe} dlole 7l 18 E 35 (fixed effects model)? &

Ea7}E Y (random effects mode) & o= ol AFJAAE HA3) spvte]l w¥FS M9

|

=

2 =M 89-2% AA-(MHausman Test) 23, 14 E¥ ByS A€9st= 2o ¢
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DET 7 2 o #5

Sl dm W B SA WrEe] 28 A Aol oW JEFS nEA dia) ddAT

A3 7o R o] 7HdE A o] U85S ackAes <& 3>ol 74 daws W=
7

ARzl A5EA

97 $5F oZeh FA 7 o|BHOR WL dFe)] oleld
$8 ougn,

fot
i

4

2) 1€ =¥ 4 24

<E 4 = A AR A8
t}. MODEL 1%#¥ MODEL 3& 77} qfAlAl 26l ZHSA 28l AJ o] A A A 2Bl o2
AWWMSEE Yrola 243 A715S HoZth MODEL 45 RE AWH$5S ¥ 36y

Aoty #4A%= MODEL 45 FA0E sfAlgi)

4 e nAERRPen F43 AREL 2okl 3

o
o
rot
2,
(<3

23 g5 He A (ACTIVITY)

M DERE 2949 % W) AV A85E #ode] de] ¥4 ROAE #HadA

g 2R RS YERlE LLP7E gadta ARAHHL Z718 Zolgta &3 e

o4 A3 IR (LLP)S ddTt 2ol Folme Ao uyEhuAn, sH
AT FAACTIVITY)E #48(R0A)S FdA7IE 2o et A

Aoz FAHUL ole HEFEEHE SN T

o]z} Boyd et al. (1993)2 AA k= AztelA T, 9% &5 FA7 84S Faros

Barth et al. (2004), Barth et al.(2013)9] 7o} th Azlojrt. & 249 Ao 2qd50]

m\?_t
BN

rlo
o
rO
ox
ox
=2
k
oo
o
0
rir
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4 It H= Maudos et

@ A& 2%} A (ENTRY)

74 2)0l ] AFRYFAZ AE FAAE dEa LIPS CARS 247 &3} %o e
o2 Wgshs F4AA At vebd

ko g Yeh 71E Ay A Xk

Aoleh alZ ik, AAl B As%E AHe AAshe

® A2A44 4 (CAPITAL)
M 3 ARAAA A7 4AD4H ROAE (), LLPE (), CARE ()2 W8 o]
G dzdn 34 A% de FANsEe $AA 9t 23 42844 FA7 LLPst
CARE Z7MIZT. Telu Be #A5S BF aelsts 4% ARAYY FAE A4

Hlgol fold 43S A G vl 259 T diF 9575 Adsl o8 a
A713 018 Resly) Sls) geAdo] =2 At FAEA vhEe] dlEFdEulESs Eol
T Aoz vt 7HA3)E AR g ARG Al Frerh A7) AR & Rl e o
S AR de A2 e vedA apageks AEsA Hage AR ES 25
I 7] ME RAew Ak

AAAAA f218] 2AE Lol Aol MEES A

o Agho] bl APEI} w2 2] Gl AlFo] b AN, ol P Afor WA

o
4
30
o
N
i
B
=
rlo
o
et
N
-

MESAOR Qs Lol $ole A Aow dadch X AT A4H AFRA 2
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W= AE7)F Aol 45 FIHR0AF ARAAA(CAR)S F7lste Al A

T mobd] AR AukAQl it AN EE BolET

Z3A 457100 Fiol FHAP $AH 9L vy ngkt OH 4-3). 19
3N 459 SR bR S Fol Ao e,

B3 7S] e w&d =94 sjo] (INSUR)
7Hd BE dEEd B3I MSIZL Yoldas muA sjo] TAregel AA (ROA)E
A2 (o), gEFERHELLP)S A 30R (+) Stk IRl M= e
de W&ol oW F o E&HY A & dF flo] oA FA-dUE el
gl =93 dols doZ fijlel At FAA, ddtiz ROAE #astal LLP=
S7kehe A37h Uehth 2y o viAle gde $AHCE folsiAs T

® QAF-HAAIE (EXTGOV)

SRbAEe e M 62 SR 2 Bl ATk BA T Gulrt 2 Hlejg e

% Fo(ROAS (+), UEFFFNE(LLP)E (), ARAAHCARIS (o] Watoz wa
T AOR dFA 4F B A% AR B85S 2ATe] 9YL HEse P5S

foli= Ao® et Teit £o4 WelAE fo8 A3E @A Fadd,

N

@

9o BAl WS

@ AT 2ALS AE DA WA AN, AR L 2f7 Bow, BiFHHoR 47

P

49 BHo AES £3F 5ol 7] g oo WEHel A Rolwm, ol

Model 1914 Model 4¢] A &4 AdolM= A=z &ddrt, ZE 2 olH ROAATS]
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QAT ARY A FAF Bl T FE vk B4 A3} P9 AFECRIT A 2
o TH $UROA T FFS FA FAW, AWAAYLLP) ALE ()7} 50| Lt
A3 ARARY CARE (D2 Fobe A0 vhehg

ANA W F BATEE BT FHAA 23] A3 A e

dolige 1 110 0 AW ATsl 2 wgon o4 g ogRe Tt How
Uehgt

A7 el N Eo] B4 S Solu wade B FAAQ gon Wak) ol
Aol W EEAAFE 8 A7 FolTE AL ujgry] ek 7 o] 194
o 4¥e d 71 eAE 4UE BA F4T 5 QA s Aolea Aasks ol
&< Aot

iAo & S§9)7] Aol 28 FFROA 1 FaFo] FHH AL FAs) w
Itk 284 MODEL 1 - MODEL 3014 W335 H&(LLP)3 424 4d(CAR)9 #3
7hEAel Seg vehd Zg FEE davt sl ofe F§917] A FAAE B 547
59 AA WHAES 917 719 FAE Y3(Guiso et al, 2013) ol AR A7)
wHlgo] vropxly] Wil ez sdgch
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3) ZAF £4

ge) mrbel A gdg Al FE SAle ARgEhaL glom iR Fue) 2l uit
T EAHE gl vebd Zolg = 7} wvke] gqeFt atAl @4 mEbA gtAl aake
24 ik B dFeldE PARCR 7w 2o ARPFE, A% U 284
dlo] 7bsA, RE71e AAe) e FAER Aolg AW k. WA <E 5>

NFRTE WFCRI)SY 1A W55 wAgs 53 AR wE FAZGE Ko
=t MODEL 5v 239 &35%9] f4 W4l ACTIVITYS AR FE W<l CR3Y
WAl ACTCR3S 3| A4 xghd] F4% A7E HojFrh ACTCR3 W e AHEAA
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(7.85) (-0.32) (-3.60) 6.16) (-9.58) (-5.15) (10.74) (-3.37) (-0.85) (7.36) (1.13) (0.04)
SIZE 0.524##+ —0.591 %+ —20.67+++ 0.557##+ —0.631++x —20.62#++ 0.667+++ —0.377++ —21.68%++ 0.636++* —0.389++* —21.78%+x
(18.20) (-14.30) (-107.13) (19.73) (-15.03) (-108.52) (22.07) (-8.48) (-107.02) (20.98) (-8.69) (-106.71)
CR3 0.00529++ 0.0233+++ 0.0000820 -0.00443+« 0.0382#++ 0.0235 0.00458+ 0.0238+++ 0.0800%++ 0.00366 0.0168#++ 0.0664+++
(2.22) (7.23) (0.00) (-1.73) (10.30) (1.25) (1.69) (6.43) 3.74) (1.14) (3.78) .71)
GDP 3.369+++ ~6.264+++ 27 545w+ 3,678+ ~5.866++ 26.53++* 3.794xxx ~7.588%+ 37.24x+ 4565+ ~8.367++ 39.63+++
(14.52) (-21.01) (16.14) (16.02) (-19.47) (15.45) (11.98) (~18.06) (13.94) (13.76) (-18.82) (13.47)
INFLA —8.152%+ 11,645+ -2.298 —=8.611%x 11.26%++ -0.966 —7.686%++ 11.61% —22.52++x =9.379w+ 12.94%x —28.79+++
(-19.94) (22.04) (-0.77) (-21.59) (21.47) (-0.35) (-12.81) (14.57) (-4.57) (-14.85) (15.31) (-5.33)
OVHC 0.0183+ 0.328#++ -0.210 0.0385##+ 0.287+#+ -0.307+* 0.149+x+ ~0.208+** =118 1%+ 0.224++ —0.512++= ~0.895+++
(1.67) (23.65) (-1.43) (3.63) (21.23) (-2.12) (5.46) (-5.61) (-4.47) (7.15) (~11.46) (-3.29)
D0809 ~0.499+++ 0.0165 —0.512##« —0.481++x 0.000295 —0.406%+* —0.510%+* -0.0700#+ —0.778+++ —0.505%#+ -0.0886+++ —0.744+++
(-20.42) (0.53) (-3.53) (-20.78) (0.01) (-2.92) (-21.01) (-2.27) (-5.08) (-20.74) (-2.82) (-4.80)
Constant 7.082%#x 4.780#* 42.98%++ 6.539%#+ 1.438 4238+ -0.454 13.45%++ 59.59x#x -1.444 19.415x% 60.90%++
9.91) (5.03) (6.89) (9.24) (1.45) (7.08) (-0.44) (9.83) (7.10) (-1.19) (12.01) (5.65)
N 137216 115087 104061 138370 112068 106563 111658 103699 97742 110070 102412 96917
R-sq 0.011 0.020 0.119 0.012 0.021 0.119 0.017 0.011 0.124 0.019 0.014 0.125
adj. R-sq -0.161 -0.149 -0.032 -0.150 -0.148 -0.030 -0.155 -0.160 -0.015 -0.151 -0.154 -0.013
F I M AL Ex SAE UERILE werls 19, #x= 5%, #= 10% g o ao v ok
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Model 5 Model 6
ROA LLP CAR ROA LLP CAR
ACTIVITY 0.147+ —0.276* —2.033#xx 0.0883%++ —0.402++* -0.359
(1.66) (=2.10) (-2.59) (3.38) (-10.90) (-1.56)
ENTRY 0.196%++ =0.216+* 0.543 0.180x#* ~0.226+*+ 0.465
(3.59) (-2.82) (0.96) (3.26) (-2.94) (0.83)
CAPITAL -0.0723%++ 0.115%#+ -0.312 =0.174xxx -0.00630 -0.339
(-3.49) (3.44) (-1.49) (-3.26) (-0.08) (-0.74)
SUPPWR 0.133xx+ —0.0758x#+ 0.612x#% 0.144x#x ~0.0645%++ 0.545%++
(7.69) (-3.16) (3.86) (7.93) (-2.61) (3.38)
SUPIND 0.0342 ~0.150+* 0.614 0.0904+ -0.0876 0.534
0.72) (-2.04) (1.44) (1.65) (-1.10) (1.12)
SUPCON 0.0109 =1.032x%* 1.645 0.0221 =1.005+** 2.588
(0.10) (-6.88) (0.96) (0.21) (-6.85) (1.54)
INSUR -0.00143 0.0161#*+ 0.0459#+* -0.000679 0.0174++ 0.0318+*
(-0.82) (6.58) (2.95) (-0.41) (7.62) (2.24)
EXTGOV 0.0237 =0.135%+ 0.832 0.0346 =0.122+%% 0.768+++
(1.04) (-4.25) (4.61) (1.50) (-3.87) (4.26)
GVTOWN 0.0626++* 0.0137 -0.0197 0.0638+++ 0.0148 0.00366
(7.35) (1.16) (-0.27) (7.47) (1.24) (0.05)
SIZE 0.636%++ ~0.390#** —21.78xxx 0.635%+* =0.391#*+ —21.78%x+
(20.96) (-8.71) (-106.71) (20.93) (-8.73) (~106.70)
CR3 0.0125 0.0358+* -0.174 -0.00846 0.00122 0.0548
(1.09) (2.08) (~1.56) (-1.30) (0.13) (0.98)
GDP 4557 % ~8.355w+* 39.65%++ 4.534xxx ~8.370%** 39.64x++
(13.73) (-18.79) (13.47) (13.66) (-18.83) (13.47)
INFLA ~0.333wxx 12.97xx% ~28.68#++ ~9.308#** 12.93xx —28.88+++
(-14.72) (15.33) (-5.31) (-14.72) (15.30) (-5.33)
OVHC 0.223%++ =0.511#xx ~0.830#** 0.218x#x =0.516x** ~0.903#++
(7.10) (-11.44) (-3.04) (6.93) (-11.54) (-3.30)
D0809 ~0.505+* —0.0898x++ =0.731xx ~0.505%+* ~0.0885x++ =0.745*
(-20.74) (-2.86) (-4.71) (-20.75) (-2.82) (-4.80)
ACTCR3 -0.00116 -0.00242 0.0301#*
(=0.80) (=1.15) (2.21)
CAPCR3 0.00218++ 0.00285* 0.00214
(2.14) (1.88) (0.23)
Constant -2.059 18.18wxx 70.42+ -1.205 19,83+ 61.35%+
(-1.44) (9.40) (6.06) (-0.99) (12.16) (5.60)
N 110070 102412 96917 110070 102412 96917
R-sq 0.019 0.014 0.125 0.019 0.014 0.125
adj. R-sq -0.151 -0.154 -0.013 -0.151 -0.154 -0.013
23 gte] A= RFE FE YERT sxxm 1%, #x5 5%, = 10% Fo5wS on gt
— 50 —
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<E 6> o FRIH G wE 2PLFHY R AEHE PAET
MODEL 7 MODEL 8
ROA LLP CAR ROA LLP CAR
ACTIVITY -0.0554 -0.0737 1.347 %5 0.0686++* —0.416%+= -0.216
(=1.10) (-1.03) (2.80) (2.62) (-11.52) (-0.94)
ENTRY 0.1944x —0.229+* 0.625 0.181 %+ —0.199** 0.724
(3.57) (-2.99) (1.11) (3.28) (-2.55) (1.28)
CAPITAL —0.0875%* 0.119%xx -0.262 -0.0129 0.0892+ —1.128#x+
(-4.18) (3.58) (-1.27) (-0.39) (1.78) (=8.77)
SUPPWR 0.139%x —0.0821%** 0.527x#+ 0.145%x+ -0.0838++ 0.212
(8.00) (-3.42) (3.40) (7.91) (=3.21) (1.22)
SUPIND 0.0601 -0.130+ 0.639 0.0434 —0.152+* 0.323
(1.25) (=1.77) (1.50) 0.91) (-2.07) (0.76)
SUPCON 0.0897 —1.191 5 2.099 0.0384 —1.002x+x 2.682
(0.83) (=7.90) (1.26) (0.36) (-6.82) (1.62)
INSUR —0.0201 %+ 0.0736++* 0.291 % 0.00969+ 0.0116 —0.139#x+
(=3.17) (7.12) (4.43) (1.83) (1.57) (=3.16)
EXTGOV 0.0238 —0.126%+= 0.805xx+ 0.0535+« —0.146%+* 0.218
(1.05) (-4.04) (4.53) (2.05) (-3.82) (0.98)
GVTOWN 0.0621 5= 0.00876 -0.00753 0.0598x+* 0.0142 0.0230
(7.28) 0.74) (-0.11) (6.92) (1.19 (0.32)
SIZE 0.640%++ —0.401 %+ —21.79xx 0.639x+ —0.391 %%+ —21.81%xx
(21.08) (-8.95) (-106.77) (21.05) (-8.72) (-106.79)
CR3 0.00333 0.0160%+* 0.071 1% 0.00429 0.0166+++ 0.0644 5+
(1.04) (3.60) (2.90) (1.33) (3.72) (2.63)
GDP 4.401 %%+ —8.205%+* 41.16%++ 4,406+ —8.306%+* 41.91%xx
(13.11) (-18.42) (13.88) (12.96) (-18.40) (14.00)
INFLA —9.085%+* 12.75%++ —31.915xx —9.080%** 12.825xx —33.05%*
(-14.23) (15.07) (-5.85) (-14.04) (14.93) (-6.01)
OVHC 0.218%+x —0.500%** —0.776%+* 0.222xx —0.51 1% —0.809*
(6.96) (=11.19) (-2.84) (7.09) (=11.43) (=2.97)
D0809 —0.505x+* —0.0861++* —0.726+* -0.505%** —0.0884+x+ —0.734xxx
(-20.72) (-2.74) (-4.68) (-20.75) (-2.82) (-4.73)
ACTINS 0.00232++ —0.00659+* —0.0305%++
(3.12) (-5.60) (-4.05)
CAPINS —0.00153+« 0.000813 0.0248xx+
(-2.13) 0.79 (4.09)
Constant -0.460 16.41 %% 47.30%« -2.351* 19.90%x+ 77 045
(-0.37) (9.64) (4.19) (-1.83) (11.48) 6.71)
N 110070 102412 96917 110070 102412 96917
R-sq 0.019 0.015 0.125 0.019 0.014 0.125
adj. R-sq -0.151 -0.154 -0.013 -0.151 -0.154 -0.013
F U Aol FAE EE QAE UEUTh sk 1%, 0 5%, #1109 o157 S oo




<E 7> E7T 54 2@l whE qiAlast
MODEL 9 MOBEL MODEL
ROA LLP CAR ROA P CAR ROA LLP CAR
ACTIVITY | 00782+ 0421 0314 | 0104~ 0581~ 0312 | 00701+ 0393+ 0300
308) 1188 (137 @88 143 (130 @67 102 13
ENTRY | 00159 0247 0232 | 0247 0407 0485 | 0206me  -0376w 0397
027 -299) (040 40, 5.17) (089 @o1) 470, ©70
CAPTAL | 00218 0139w 00611 | -0.0686w+ 0.3+ 0235 | 00761 0128~ 0161
(093) 66) 025 | (-340) (398) 114 | 870 @89 07
SUPPWR | 04f1=+ 00177 1110+ | 0150w  -0.067++ 0606w+ | 0133+ 00612+ 0557
(288) 031 (2.48) ©828) (-656) (@8 @73 -250) 359
SUPIND | 1978~ 0260 4266 00160 00822 0375 00608 -0262+  0.180
(7.38) ©71) (153 034 112 (0.88) (120) 349 ©41)
SUPCON | -00487 1010w+ 2516 | 1528w 7879w 1449 0312 2799w 4130
048 (-686) (152 629 (170 (247 (152 938 (141
INSUR | -00039- 00165+~ 00266+ | -0.000654 0014+ 00331~ | -000114 00188~ 00338
(220 7.08) (183 (-0.39) (6.49) 23 (068 ©23) 239
& 00180 0132 0739w | 00232 Ol 0747w | 00829 0153w 0717w
0.79) (-4.21) (4.15) (1.02) (-365) 4.21) (1.42) (-4.87) (4.02)
C()BVVJTN 0.0784+++ 0.0161 0.0408 0.0643+++ 0.00528 0.0257 0.0623+++ 0.0209+ 0.0301
899) (13 (054 @54 (0.44) 036 731 (1.76) 042
size 0830+ 0390w+ 2178+ | 0638w -0401 2178 | 0630w QA 2178
@77 872 10671) | @Lo4) (897 (10673 | (@104 (90N  (-10674)
cR3 000604« 00174+ 00734 | 00044 00180+  00B43w+ | 000273  00207- 00773
(187 @89) 293 424) 262 084 ws2) @i
GDP 4700 B A0 8591w 3052 | 4525w B2Ser  AOST
(1439 (1870 (1347) “19@) (1349 | (36D (185 (1370
INFLA | -86820 1290w+ 3029+ | 0478w 1349 2843 | -9316wr 1287w 3065
(1528 (1524 (549 | (1499 (1504 (526 | (1472 (1522  (-563)
OVHC | 021+  -0S15w+ 0879w | 0281w+ 0540w+ 083w+ | 020w 049w 08I0
680 1150 (-323) 738 1200 807 708 (1105 (29
D0BDS | -0S507+ 0080 -07dgws | 0504  -00920s 0735w | 0505w 0084w 078w
(2089 (284 (481 | (2070 (208 (478 | (2073 (275 (47
PWRIND | -0.63+  -00M8  -0320
730 2 13D
B 0133 0818w -1039
(329 (104 (212
INDCON 0161 1044me 3679
161 ©92) 276)
Constant | -4322: 188 S01 | -lo® 2202 S8 | 1561 1990w 6180
(-3.40) (11.17) (4.74) (-1.63) (13.48) (5.40) (-1.29) (12.31) (5.73)
N 110070 102412 96917 110070 102412 96917 110070 102412 96917
A-sq 0019 0014 0125 0019 0016 0125 0019 0015 0.125
ad Rsq | 0150 0454 0013 | -0.151 0158 0013 | 0151 0154 0013

VHEFRI T}, iz 196, 3= 5%,
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vl gt

Hag e 49 2l
=
ROA Apok ol E 0|2)/ZXHAE (Net Income/ Total Asset) BankScope
LLP AT S i&5e3/5MZ (Loan Loss Reserves / Gross Loans) BankScope
CAR PNE=RSPSPS] AH2/Z X (Equity/Total Asset) BankScope
dyus
CAPITAL A2HYY T (1) /IE 7HE AL XA "] 20| BHtolERlel S wa Tt
H @ z2Ap26|20] P28 MELHo| watM Eatx| =12
() 24 Rp2 vl20| AlZ ool wpatd galx|=}?
(@) #2 A2HEHo| 2 =7| Mo ctFot 22 247t el U=t Barth et al. (2013a)
(a) 2|AZRO| J|ZE|x| g2 Lol EXeH=X]?
(b) 71 =% k2 ZA TEE2|0AM2 40| AEX|?
(0 7I==lx| 22 2lgh 4o AU=X|?
ENTRY AlE xlel _ _ - .
2 - (1) 2% (Draft by-laws); (2) Z=Z E(Organizational Chart) (3) 28 Al A aldzie] A& == Z2H
E ) F2 &N FFof o M HE; 5 28 daolt 2lxtel F& Medof gt AElolut vhF; (6) Barth et al. (2013a)
2ol XY g Rp2o| EA; (7) AIE UolM M2 AT ZleXtof chsfA RS s
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<HE Q2> RE IV}
27ty WEs g 27y WEs e
ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA 15 0.01 KENYA % 0.09
ARGENTINA 611 055 LATVIA 157 0.14
ARMENIA 119 0.1 LEBANON 69 0.06
AUSTRALIA 06 028 LUXEMBOURG 514 0.47
AUSTRIA 1427 13 MACEDONIA 84 0.08
AZERBAIJAN % 0.03 MALAYSIA % 0.09
BAHRAIN 31 0.03 MALI 14 001
BANGLADESH 8 0.01 MALTA 37 0.03
BELARUS 79 0.07 MAURITIUS 51 0.05
BELGIUM 128 0.12 MOROCCO 55 0.05
BELIZE 18 0.02 NETHERLANDS 200 0.26
BENIN 16 0.01 NEW ZEALAND 56 0.05
BOLIVIA 61 0.06 NICARAGUA 3 0.03
AND LN R OVINA 133 0.12 NIGER 13 001
BOTSWANA 41 0.04 NORWAY 461 0.42
BRAZIL 1005 091 OMAN 65 0.06
BULGARIA 183 0.17 PAKISTAN 52 0.05
BURKINA FASO 18 002 PANAMA 320 03
BURUNDI 13 001 PARAGUAY 3 0.03
CANADA 152 0.14 PERU 148 0.13
CHILE 8 001 POLAND 194 0.18
CHINA 302 031 PORTUGAL 18 011
coLoMBIA 213 0.19 MOLDOVA 81 0.07
COSTA RICA 408 037 ROMANIA 76 0.07
COTE D'VOIRE % 0.02 RUSSIA 1841 167
CROATIA 310 028 SENEGAL 30 0.03
CYPRUS 165 0.15 SINGAPORE % 0.04
CZECH REPUBLIC 138 0.13 SLOVAKIA 95 0.09
DENMARK 37 034 SLOVENIA 160 0.15
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC 157 0.14 SPAIN 1267 115
EL SALVADOR 17 0.11 SRI LANKA 25 0.02
ESTONIA 16 0,01 SUDAN 23 0.02
FINLAND 59 0.05 SWEDEN 356 0.3
FRANCE 1695 154 SWITZERLAND 2,035 185
GHANA 56 0.05 THAILAND 204 027
GREECE 54 0.05 TOGO 6 0,01
GUATEMALA 200 0.18 TRINDAD. ONP 3 0.03
GUYANA 21 002 TUNISIA 2 0.03
HONDURAS 47 0.04 TURKEY 125 011
HUNGARY 200 0.18 UGANDA 47 0.04
ICELAND 48 0.04 UKRAINE 55 0.05
INDIA 427 0.39 TANZANIA 7 0.07
INDONESIA 201 0.36 USA 85,670 77.81
ITALY 4524 411 URUGUAY 145 0.13
JAMAICA 7 0.07 VENEZUELA 76 0.07
JORDAN 3 0.03 ZIMBABWE % 0.02
9ol 162057 2 TOTAL 110105 100

ABSTRACT

Analysis of bank performance and its relation to bank

regulation and supervision

Won Sung, Hyunchul Kim, and Minsoo Park
Department of Economics

Sungkyunkwan University

For decades, financial instability including the recent 2007-2009 global financial crisis
has brought great suffering to the banking industry and the economy of many countries.
Many economists have emphasized that it was necessary to measure the impacts of the
regulatory and supervisory policies and to identify which policies would work best to
promote the development of the banking industry in each country.
This paper investigates the impacts of bank regulation and supervision on individual
bank’s performance. While recognizing the advantages of tightly-focused studies, we
follow the growing literature stressing that the salient issues in bank regulation and
supervision are inextricably interrelated. By examining an array of regulations and
supervisions simultaneously, we try to identify a policy set that enjoys an independent
but positive relationship with bank performance.

We use the four recent world-wide surveys on bank regulation (Barth et al., 2004,
2006, 2008, 2011) combined with an unbalanced panel of 12710 observations for

individual banks in 84 countries over the period 2002-2011 (from BankScope) which
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allow us to encompass the 2007-2009 crisis. In contrast to Barth et al. (2013), bank
performance is measured in three distinct aspects: profitability (measured by return on
equity) and risk (measured by coverage ratio and BIS capital adequacy ratio).

Empirical results show that tighter restrictions on bank activities and entry are
positively associated with bank performance, while greater capital regulation stringency
has a negative impact. We also find that strengthening of official supervisory power can
worsen the profitability of the banks and that integration of supervisory authorities will
also make a negative impact on bank performance, whereas official supervisory
independence is positively related to bank performance. Moreover, a generous deposit
insurance policy is negatively associated with bank performance due to moral hazard
problem, while market-based monitoring of banks improves bank performance. Finally,
we show that regulation and supervision can make different effects on bank performance

under certain conditions through the several interaction terms.

Key Words: Financial Regulation , Financial Supervision , Bank Performance, Financial

Stability , Basel Accord
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