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Abstract

This study dealt with very important variables for any financial institution,
specifically banking, and was represented by the requirements of capital
adequacy, which is the amount of capital that is sufficient to absorb the
losses that occur on credit, investment and other subsidiary work carried out
by banks. As well as the importance of operational risks arising from human
errors and fraud, processes and procedures, technology and systems, it is
one of the most important risks facing financial institutions because of the
diversity of opportunities to occur, and that their losses may be significant
when they occur, by clarifying the concept, importance and types of each.
The study sought to identify the concept of capital adequacy and its
relationship with the performance of the financial institution and its
importance in assessing the financial situation, as well as to identify
operational risks and ways to measure them according to the decisions of
the Basel Committee. By linear regression and causal relationship between
study variables. The study concluded a number of conclusions reached by
the study, the most important of which is that the capital adequacy ratio is
an effective tool in assessing the financial position of banks and is efficient
as long as they adhere to it. Based on their financial position. The most
important recommendations are the need to pay attention to operational
banking risks to avoid these risks and mitigate their impact on the bank 's
capital, and the need to use the capital adequacy index permanently as an
early warning tool on the financial situation of the bank.

Keywords: Capital Adequacy, Operational Risk, Basel Il, Bick Indicator
Approach, Causality.

daadall
Sy AW AbLagll oy 25 oS 3y (AW pladl (3 Ol gl ool sl 3Ll s
u.'a?w\ Old>=g g cp’)U‘ &M\ ngl,c_ Yo 4ylezal B v_@_;.U u.’.U\ (JM‘) oadl

el 334 3 Ly Laygs 00 by bl 3 Osdpg JIssl peetd 1 (L)
LA’G J—wu" ol 6\@.««\4 Lol s Cllay ansls sy &) J""’J )Ll J}Q} sl

Ve



3 dagrall Blles sty JW WS 50 e aliilaly 4 Joni s plbdll & e3lSa (laws
Bl we bl e Sgtns 331 Jod B (3 Lo 181 )05 Slagrse 3 jletia¥L Olall oo
SISGH e JW W)ty 0LVl 22 )1y Wl aliaskly desle) Lgblaal oy alolill s
BUST Sllbze 235 i a2y 3 B)lall Conl 3 QU ) gle diny R
lllaze i S A 28 b jles) e Sab gty Leslae o ST enal JU
AW L 334 MLy blslh el 2l JU )

S| ddsiie ol

AV Vil e o) iin sllas

S lall 3 aladdl bl e JU ) 3l 56 e L -y

Salasadl blslly J\.U o RS oy B ol L —Y

s ey ) U Cpme e izl blslly JU W 2Ly Lo a1 ol s Y
S‘ngs-?

onall g Al

) bLadl ol wlop fras

o e 2laed) alaad) blslly JUW LT BTy bl e dag Y -

e laad) iladdl by JW W, RUS 0y fges AN I3 J @M dag Y Y
o)

ol dne Blall 3 adasdl bl JW L S Gy de B g Y -Y

S| S LI

s 348y wlbge waly JW W) BUS psede Ol )

LoV SE gl g alisail Lewld 248 Leslply adatdl blsll ggde g —Y

Akasdl by JU ) BUS 83 oy Y

Coudd auslslly dusledl Sguadl slagl

Szl O ae g iy Ol B dlad) SUL) sl B ol 5o Jrax
o o) B Sy Gl glndl (B sl e e Slab (Al glndl Bpally L
B ERUNES IR gt

Jlall Galy &alast 5<all Jaaall :Jo¥) ciasall

concept of Capital Adequacy Indicator JU| yul) dulss Slpudise pogane 29l

Glaall B L) eias ) e sy (CAR) JW ) 4l s a
olaly o(Nikhat, Y+ ) £:VVY) Sludl o Jeiine Il Lehad o o5V AU lacnslly

A



BIA) bt alisuant ddazdl [blodly JUI ol LUS Oldlass oy epend! B ol
" e lage g W ) 3lSTas dw dpelend) el O ) (Bateni,2014:108)
Pl Bsleg ol S U G ) gl (SY gl olangey Slad L
Bl old 2l bl wogy sl Craall mond Y Lla sl JW ) LS Ay Sk
95 Al L)1y Ssgrgll 83 Slae¥l (3 s OF g JU ) ool g kit Lot
(Y ) €7 Tem) W W e ol g L 2l ~ L1 3 JSLa 55y 30 Sl gl
oF o F L ol LIS 05 s QU1 ) e WL JW ) 3l 50 e
2y (¥ Y e ) Slall s pei & Y Redl Jleely jlemally il
e @ bl (S Bilall Jb ) 1SS deling i) ollbze 2560 olal)
BB ALl a3 e Slab (led Al ) sLasVl g oy Bl $LosY Lidy clelze of B pall
oda JUW ) ollloze & ol £ Yy .(Yahaya &et al,2015:38) JW ol SbsSe
Badio) g&u\ Soall e dbadl Gjladd) sy )Ll J3b ad julas gsned 33¥) o) e
(A Y Y g i)

o2 sl (JUI ) RS Ll ) QAN sl 3 el 2B VG 3k il 3y
sy QA J) 3l bl doen Jl lsgmsll g 50 L1 JW ) el i Juas O e
Vb adk opmel 3 (Li,2016:1) Glall Jle ) 56UST 1 Lulul 2] ods o
BT e oLVl bl 2w siall e 3y (JW ) oldleze Oled Lulod a5lasY) bsl)
A A o 28 sl (3 oAl e e rab b Wl ples o (JW L Ols bl
VYT Y o Yoot sl

isset g il Lo bl Ot 0 s gagt e dlall J93 i & oLV e Loy
olb el Bael gy (OECD) apslasyl dadly Oglad) deaie (3 fguanll 2als Syl Jad
LY Ll gl (Ko cbanadl) (VT ag e I Jgs w B)lis dode b2
Il (o il OB s) dyged) (L (L p (L) (ST (W) ¢ jgaSy) (3l
oo gl el e Wes (ol slaal oz O bjdyy (Haber, 2007:385) JWwpl dudgs LS5
53 g ab iy ()bl pll il Blpds alel s 13) Lad (Dl o~ 3L s gat
g dsladl O)Lally gw\ Jes B Joid i) degastl Lol degast] oda (3 Jodl sie Ol o
M V5L ] s By (80X V0T (o) Lol damyng Ol B3by (e &l
pore G085 By (YL gV g ple 3y @y 2aladVl gkl s sl alad adie
sokesl B 280 aggie a3 )V iU e Bl oylite) S8 5 (Y L Vol 3 dslaall Ol
(10 W T S o es) 2311 Bar by (JUI ) olllash Y1 b — )
Jus) ab e I ) ol 23lo) julas oy LS (Fladi) ollbn) Godl blails
Jos ) lea o5 «(Gambacorta & Karmakar, ¥ + V1 1Y) dlaid) blslls 350l bl
olally fadll SVl a ddall s (Y0 Y ple gz (3 2l 2JU) i) aly o Y it

vy



sale) ) ool BV ety oS b W SO L YL OF e o)) ol grn e 23,00
{(Davis, 2012:1) ,bY1 ftad spde ol sllacly JW oy oodos (3 2adl mgd) (3 o

(S ) LY (3 i) BlE e sde sty Yo A (3 RMW AW 20Y1 2l a
A ol odas Oudy Y VA @ Ll Cus (Y J5L) A3l 48l 460 S5 it cass
Uty lasYly U bgrall oo daldl slal) slaz e (el plldl 505 s
Ob s Fla ) 31 Less ZLadYly dodl 23lis 555 ((Nyoka,2017:7) 2aSidly blsll 3)1s)
(oS Sy ) alaae bl So 0F 3 clid 1 Sl ol e aazbll blsll Ol
AW sl oY ad aes v 3L sl el oda adlaly daalladl blsd) 3505 (3 s
ol S S nt Moy slgladl pl e bl o folady bl &5 e dlizes a3
(Gambacorta & Karmakary « ) 1: 2)‘»&*& Sole B ey JU uj)

S el ez Lad JW ) BUS ad ad on llly bl e M JW ) s -
el bl

bl dgrlse e Sl 508 ok e sle Y Ll ) -

Bl s il ) e

Mt ot @ 3y L QU b A Olay gl AlaiYl el Bjlall IS e crang
YOVA) 2l o e Al AL L (3 Al comnly YNV ple (3 dd) e sl
.(Charpentier,2014:25

(ADB,2015:39) :gdmall JUI owi) dolas  Siudde  gledl  cleld
(Indraratna,2013:29)

bl o L Ol gz glt J1 sandasdt W oly & —f
Capital to Risk-weighted Asset s Ratio Regulatory

Slleall sWl Sud gl Sldl e e 8 et e Cpall 506 ) adl ode i
dlsal e o el 56 e Juy el gl OF dlggnrlsn oo ) Sy il
fendd) 0dis 304 &1 1) (L1,2016:2) [Lily o(Y o VADY YV D85y (Samsll) e (K g paznd
bl fradl bl e oV bl dgalsey ousl 3l 3 alVL Bl Je Oall 5,5
tY e 0z JUI ) el a2 Ly ... OlesY)

WY1y el eI sl g1 e Lolad 0 (s dly 3l ol JW ) —(1)
s Lt

e B3le] Olblarly e madll o SlbleV) fetsy 1 LSl JW o =(Y)
5 (BSW Ggas [opll) Ll JW ) cleslpcialadl og @l Slus Olawy (Oldgash
.(Zaman&GulZeb,2011:54) 4 O gl

VA



BIA) bt alisuant ddazdl [blodly JUI ol LUS Oldlass oy epend! B ol
Sy (AW Gpim (L)) ailall 2l &b JW M, (Daly & Akhte,2009:298) a5
Jsed ey gl alae JW L o Slobsllall e Lgae By las wlagmsll Wl (ol
BUS 4s 2 31y (Aspal & Dhawan, 2016: 3) Cylall U j2,a5 25 §)lus (g1 o0 o3

(Bateni, ) Y VY + ) £):JW L,
CAR-=(tirl; capiatl+tirl, capital)/ (total risk weighted assets) x100

1003

JW M, 1S aws =CAR

JW Ay e JoV) (ssaudl =tirl, capital

JW JT) o W) s =tirl, capital

bl JA.J- gé’“ 3 9sll) Jeiis Al dme L sl =total risk weighted assets
(&8s b2 Jod G Slaerlly sy bl Ld o) Slogmslly Lo

bl Oligfy ol IS lga) 2801 Al £ gez Bl B U lagmll (Ll s
Sl Gy bl 03y o ¢ W3p ¢ o) S G 5 Oljg) mgy V3 b a1 e ALl
Sl cite 3 (ML AT Y44 YT ) VG L@ Sl ) sy semsed) Olas)
Y00 ,00) o Blig) A Slhgis i () Beagaall L ol a2Vl Bl s
il slae) ma ciilisll Joll (3 Lehede Jl2 3 Wa M pbsd SU3g o(1 42 %0 (02 Y000
gl dd e Jguaml] O oda plaseinl qug . bl Ol aa dpdod 2uadl lalul)
.(Van Roy,2005:5:RWA) blsll d=x L

RWA- 0.1 (bucket al 2)+0.2(bucket al 3)+0.5(bucket al 4) +1.0(bucket al 5)

(gt R Jo Rends bl 0l Olgrsell A A O5YL o e 3V
(Y vy ya Sl

) 315 Slsgmpald do ) LUl 011 (1) Jpd

sl bl d s

Vg ads) alea) Jadg Baad) -

) alaall dagie BSU Seilly BISU ae KA e lgllall —Y Zero

23LasY) dedly Ogladl dadate Joud aS M ae KAl (65N wlglbll —¥
A4Sl g )lasy OECD

.OECD JsJ 150 @lesSol) ol s wlblanzy 5,8k wbgllall — ¢

B gaall S aa S by sl alad) pllall e lgllal) —) V%
A S e Y. %

avA



s F

) el e Laaall o3l ¥

i opo B LgBlamel )6 e a5 &ly OECD Jgs S5 e bgllall —v
Ledlamin gyl 259 OECD gl aloed) 2Ll |3 0 gaiall 1043l
A e 3

sbiiab OECD Jg3 (3 abendl p8 alal pllad)) Slavnge o obgllall —¢
Sl 8 AL - p T ganiall gl de (S

Jris g 3 o) 1S Olal e Slgay JolSL Bgaall (2,40 - . %
o @) S ) ) 8 e | bl

“ sl

0P pladl e lgll) —
OF A5 Eige SBlimial OBCD #ls aledl Gjlall o olgllall —Y Voo %

RRESN [t

A Ay egie oSS JLOECD #jls &Sl aeSAl Lo wlgllll -7
A4 oy

Al Slssmsl) e bapsy oldally WYYy ol laall — ¢

2 A olSs 3 olrlas G 3 kY ollaaly olhlal o

AL (3 sl
o ks oSG Y S ol S e sl JW T ol -1
U s

Source: RESERVE BANK of NEWZEALAND, Capital adequacy ratios for
banks - simplified explanation and example of calculation, p8, 2007.

http://www.rbnz.govt.nz/finstab/banking/regulation/0091769.html

Olygl Lilasly Bl o)ls alatiV) hsd gt Bl |51 hygmgald e 5 0jg sllas) dny
Aol gy Bl s eVl g (L Loy cblas [Sangl) Wy blsel) s
.(Andrea Andrea &, Y. .V:o0¢): blxll

il ol 2 bl Oll (Y)J g

olasy)

JJJ;- Joes gVl

A

%V ¢+ | oblas¥l 0pall aaledl wblezll Jre sl Ol iy

OVadlly W @LoVly  j2e,a)l Olez) auldl guzd)
Al

TA




BIA) bt alisuant ddazdl [blodly JUI ol LUS Oldlass oy epend! B ol

Y00 | Slting sV e SYLS) e dme o alag dlag L) 5520 \
il pualdl oblaeYly eV s Gead (b))
Jgms Delag

% v, | wblaeVl) Jre @il diwd) o3 JaY spadll el v
dslal Oliscdy ©gall fuall)

% 3y bl fad g ol aslel Uil £

%00 | Ju8 &y aepll gu¥ly Shaggall alildl olgell °
bl

% o RIPRIURVERTUNER WINPT P I KW WP 1

Zero | bsbsy a3 i)l oMendl) Je Y bl v

st Jee (3l e a5 Y Sl ol slas¥ | s
oLzl lgsY)

Zero | bW b o) dd) B SLLsenY) wld aslal) ol A
bh Soby &3y gl @ WU

Source:reserve bank of new Zealand, Capital adequacy ratios for banks
- simplified explanation and example of calculation,p9,2007.
http://www.rbnz.govt.nz/finstab/banking/regulation

bl e L) gt ) Y ggrad) oot JUI Wy ded —o

Capital to Risk-weighted Assets Ratio Regulator Tierl

@ bbb Wl W ) sl Jo etk 4SS @l Jagll e asl s Cal
g Vi Bk 2450 (3pnat L)Yl Biliadl gVly 2olall vVl e 0sSs (sl (o)
Uy 3l oV ad) llze Jla) 0890 i 2l ol (K25 0 (JU ) olllaze
(o LS il sds Jo & Y J5b Jles OF SIUL padls (VanRoy, Y« v o:1) Y04 iUl
a.;m;n ool s il cdl U 0T G @l F YA ikl AW agY) o S
.(Caruana,2010:3) 190 YU5b jlas oV (Ssand) o JW ) sk

dalaaldll yhaliall )<all Jaaall :g.il.‘i’.ll diasall

Gl e e Lhes il O s blsall Lo clsliall 8T o a0l sliall an
QU ol Olhas el 0 3508 Ol i opiiy e bl odag ¢ ol w340l (3 LYy
Ao S 8,981 Ll e deler glly atd) 2 gaY sl sLsjly 3l feall slas
Slall b pas I blll gll e el ling cobosall 8309 230l dcliall (3 8,501
ol (Bl o Lanty B b2 Ol Bl2) s 2le bl Ul Lgiaas S5 3l

TAN



o el B alasd) bl ods (Y bl s ey adaid) blsll) Lo 2l g6
25 055 01 ) Jof 6 aully 2LVl bl o Ll (86030 cadall LUl lgl o
el by iyl bl W Se Lo el God) (S5 g,

concept of Banking operational Risk dud uad| duiduisid! sald| pggawe : gl

G dyoall OLEW il w2 G W alasd) bl Jo 508 Cayylas sy
ow@\ Jab o QLS ese agn plesll ble" WL alaad bl Lyes 2ol co gl
alnal blss Jads o i 0 S 0a ol oY1 ol @l o as sl el
oally ¢tV o) boall oty o o) (Sl i) ellasfy ¢y ki)
SNSWly el Yl) 2V by (Bed wdhe Was o @Y bl
Geaplall oS e A Sl 0 e WL 51 L ey ((Lewis, 2004 2)(iy g
& BLA B anry Bl Bl (il Slhol e i 1 3Vl A )
Rose& ) Lapeg 2 iy 2y colosS 13 L V1 dllaal) plisiza) win f2o OL) j2m
.(Hudging,2008:179-180

the importance of operational risk il Jold| dwedl Lol

i |25 (3 50 e e B L @dall bl cn e 508 28 alaidl bl CansSS
o b ) ohsbedl sy (a3 Vs I Slaglly Bilall U (o as 18 I b sgamy
Blond) 98 et Ol yshadll odag cibidadl Slud) Sogds o e L i el leadlg Az
(e ailly el ol e LU dlaad) b ek U JIW 3 ooy S Al
o3 Bhaadl bl (3all BLa JiL ad el By cilsilly il JeV) st oY
ploaa¥l May clezerlsd 2,0l Il (arad ol n Lgnaely Ladd oy Silael) 5,57 5,4]
By @58 drand ol Sy 5l 055 O Se S e Sl adaadl bl il il
Y Jib 8w of .(Horcher, 2005:151) e 3,500 5ludt 150 -0 ddes 930> 8T 055
W ) ol ) bl Ol e by akaiad) bl dydoay 2 )W lewsl) ol
eTal, Yo yAnY) Jlal saal) 1da (2o .(Sturm, \ 4Y:Y + ) ¥) Lete doell bl ol Y 51
5 5Y Shwg Bl RGN a5 (3 spls Slie e (23SS fradl ks O (Barakat®
AW Slewsll 3 bl 5] oW Caa g (sl

rating of operational risk duletdid! Jobd| wawuas LI

Py kaidl Ll 3Ll e O a dell AB) O JiL b o
(Hull,2015:483-484): 3N\

TAY



(BIA) gt pliseasly ighatadl sty JUI oly 4" Slollazs Gy dord) B 13
Internal fraud Js1d1 a1 o Sl

¥l Lo Ll o (ool Jlaazal sl (Jl=N1 ) “@; s e Je) g
Aty Jd2ls b aas ) (Geed) of padl jad @) ol laels) A Al o Sladadls
Bruggink, et ) cnabsll 8wy Cilgall daaidl t LU £ Y1 5 Jo Aol g Y1 e
(al,2003: 83
External fraud B Jle Y

A plascal g ol Jla=V1 4 daaiy (sl gl o I b s psk Gl JLed) &
Bt e aaldl LoVl codlall L5 g Ozl B Lgdtal ey L0 e Lt o
Ay S i g e g
Employment practices and Jual 0 & adl—dly bl Clowy? ¥

workplace safety

oo A olllate 5 L) 5 Bl (1 g cCabad) Banb we 33155 Y 3 JlasY) aas
ndbslly Jleal) el oldbete e Db (nabell el A Lol bslly (aloY)
practices Clients, products and Jus¥! 5 Oleully sSheall Olowyld ¢

business

o Sl plaszaly sMaall ol ggm plIL (Bl Lad o deaddl 8 nddl s Lok
Agpedd AoV gy (lat¥l BBy A G5 Lo Atel) ey el 8 Al lulal
Ao ey (@il Ol Lo a3l pe Jold) aaiily ¢ eandl laglag doldd
Damage to physical assets 401 508y jldt o

5 o) 81 ol Banadall S el ) S sl (s A 1 ) 5
blasdlly A SV anlay V) JlesVl als s aleadl -y

Business disruption and system failuresalad {55 Jus¥ i e .1

eV (3 Jhalb padl Ma e alnd) Jaasy s Glisly JleY) Lhes s Loy
eV s o @) asdedlly Al JLasl lug 3 SLee 5 oLl

Execution, delivery, and process il 83y pbudly dopidl .V

management

O] bl e lellly coldanl) 3515 (3 GlasY1 o) el LA (3 Jidll ey
gl U Lakiy cobloaall 3)ls) Jidy (bbbl Jso) slasl U5 Je daad) o (iUl
odn 35 ahes 05T O gy eV slos V) e apdy S bl (I a5l e Jgslly
el SlgaV1 alisaal Lewld 5 bl Lud Lo 506 alaidl bl eIVl

TAY



I e sall -y B UpaS bl Jo o WY1 e Y Bbasdl bl i,
Bhlseal) ) e lbeall U by 2LVl Bl LA 1B e e i)
Hull, 2015: 368-) dkasdl sblsll i) tos 055 ) s 3 ol ol cidsnd)
(369

¥ Uik Jlere §39 ducliduiacd! pdaldl 3101 sl

Q) Ll &lgol) 2aS3) Olsimy 325 A pall B b ad ool (Yo vt s Y1
a5l eda B il (3 ekl JU ) Bl Ul Cpally cJuna ] (3T el
o & il OOl S 1 ik e sl B ules 35y Y DL el sl
E ) Qb @ baudd & @ gl argly Olad) jbas movas U] YL Gag W oA
Com Uil oS e adaidl bl plaaaVIY Jib Bl lael uil (swanepoel 2012:152
o) or 35S B3 B b bl e 3 i Vi Lt bl slie o boledl e
e e dadaadl bled) Ogllal JW W) Ole (3 505l @oslajly ciedisl D e
a1l LS Uiy gllal) JUI ) Sl 25185 O3 paald 5 F3ledl ods Ol ddg> Oluo
S VDU ) L 30 ey (bbb ) ol dasy lelias Y1 ) dizas OF sy ) 315
ot Bgline Sty Bylall slgl B e gobal) 2y sl S by 23U 2L e
s Y e Lgrlass ¢ poladl) o el

JW ) ot e Blisll gl Jib G dis gl Bylall e ollalls (o3 ey
BUS a3 e 3 Oylall Jo Bl Sldl o sl Tosn ¥ 5L OLoly ¢ i) bl dgarlgas
@ W ) RS a1y oledl ada Slag o o) ot bR 310 LIl W,
Blol e Vad (2lall ) Lewldy bl 3)s) Colla) demleg gl (o9l ogls Wl
Slall Slaghell o all a1 e b (Bsudl (3 rladVly B3Il 3la sae lllass
SLoly Lemldy Byl Clluly Bplall b o e gl blsll g JU ) 1S e s
Lan JoSS BL FSH el Crasy (o) Al Bh Lple dinas Zewlal Jles &6 YL
Ailo L) Gl o 3 bl jany OLol 8y ¢ ) QW pllad) aly bl 3 jan)
(Tursoy,2018:28) blsll &l idlxs & Ay ST i bl 299

measuring operational risk duleidiidl Jobll puld :luol>

Basic Indicator Approach (BIA) : slu¥) ;350 mgw
ihasd) blaall Jbo oy Blis Yl bl ol 28 pasens G Sjlall Jo s
Olgw N I -l ] bowgis 0 (alpha) & W 50, ) 0% a5 s Ay ste A (Soluny
2 Ay (Wl ol Viw Coall s (el L 056 3 A slasal w2y (WL e 2RL
Y M Slgndl e ST ol camnd )l all i 13y (o i b sze lucs|

TAE



BIA) bt alisuant ddazdl [blodly JUI ol LUS Oldlass oy epend! B ol
@ JW ) olllase sad of 2l 261 abld 32 &) (o GV e ) S ks oo
«ylall whls) L3 e baS g gl 1 Cldbony ¥y izl bl dgarlgh 4 blinsY g

(ARODA, 2016: 17):a5¥ dbslall 5 o5 Wlas - Ssy

Kein=[ £ (GI1....n) /n] x a

W x s & =Y ) Jlal wlewse =JW oy ol
100 3)
.(BIA) gﬂu‘y\ a3 skl Wy Lasdl bl allal sl JW ) ollleze =K
Ayl ) Blog Lyl e A Bl gt =G
b ad "W Wy %0 Vo W elas =0
Lmge o) W) ) L 055 & Al ) ol sae =N
(GL 2l e ooy
asgall pd LIl ol wlaz 3] e W] 0,5 0l -
coladsdl o ) sl e ghall asn IS (3 L Alale Sy e &1 e Wa] 0585 O) -
22l Ollaizal 3 AU 31N o oo AR L /Cpﬂ\ Aoy O —
o) e gl sl GUISy cabonl) o aglima ) Al daay —
bV sl md e ol Js
oS 4l adlme Wl SN VB Y B BN el s e 071
LV b1 il md et adaad) bl il JU ) ol Ol
KBIA=[ £ (Glln) /n] X o

K gia =(1000+1200+1500)/3 =1233.3x0.15=-$185

Bl pb aelisnl S 2UEl sgw e Lalisiad Y1 =gl o) Cple) s U
g5 pin s Y (W) aWl aed) 080 sy (JW ) olllate e ST e Gpall s
LU Jib ad |3 e a1 @I (YY) o olS)) (el ) (3 LS ) ) Basd
o bl S Al b e LA 310 fas sk Bylall pais O Wl Je (3l
382 Ky whasdl bl deril Gaasdl JW ) W (o) eled1 350 g
Gaull diyeg ubidll 23gaiSll g baill Gulud AL Sagall

Causality duwwd! pggae 9l
s e (5T 14 Ll Begte Gaglas B3l L 05T g WU ) Bl pogie ity
el oy S Sl Ll ccandl JsW) nlh) ey Lo 3 O s Sl Ll

TAe



o Ay il Ol Gy B sl £ A su£ (Geweke,1983:)1Y-\ 1))
el Akl alelall Ol e Cd) 1) a3 cigsliasY) Dl ko a3 gl ‘,JJ
.(Lindnera &etal, Y + Y 4:YY) W 5l alizned) algall - dnldl 3 allall

Granger and Engel duswusd! addad! gulid Jordl — 323158 agind kil

Sl Slagh ddyhay albll dped) B pus 1Y) (ish® ol ARkl sl ailis
o Lo bl Bl el e et 1g Vg ) s e Jlsd) e Jgadly 2ol
Oy Slprld o Dt JolSS 350y g 301 Spll dis 5 s Hlsdl IST130 ((JgV) 35k
et ¥ 6l (s b ol I Ll s B0e a LV Bskad) (3 505l WL
(Geweke, )y AAT: V1Y) Leade slaxs¥1 S Y @l Oy i) o =) dlsb 4l

i) LRSI

(Gujarati D. N, Y+« £V )1 gV 218 ) @33 Slaldl Cinasg

Comy Wl ol Ll asly ol 4L BNl 06ST adis 1Y (U1 X e o2V sl T des —)
S ey Wl ey 2l 06 6l (Y Wlaly X sead) e B (3

Aol Join clois uxly olEL @ Liay) L) ol (31X 1Y (o (o0lT ol s —Y
S ey el

el Al Al e () Gpaldl el BN 065 Lakie ity 1olEY) 4SS A —Y
el U 3l sl e ol W) U1 adl) szl e o) Wl L) asead) ey

o) ol () (3 e BN Hlin 04T Y Ladas 3aety (X Ya izl - ¢

ke | Jlara 31 pggne slaaly

Bady Y sl 3 0 B ol s 3 (Sl ) Y dR b pasans
oo 31 calind) Shadly ) il o BN e sles sl e Jpadd) ) 22 b)) oda
Al Y bl (L e)  aEdl ol e sae Jsb
.(Ghania&Ahmad,2010:551)

Y, = Bo+ Bi X, +uy

(g3ball sl ma V) ot wblE Aedes of culd) W) =Bo

Slop Parameter B1= AY /AX J:l\ indes =B1

residual _gall Coag ¥ il dasdlly ¥ addd) aedl) p G0 sag 1 Slsiall Lok =e
e- Y=Y of 3

TAT



BIA) bt alisuant ddazdl [blodly JUI ol LUS Oldlass oy epend! B ol

G| s oBjlaald JUI pul) WlaS pudige (6 O padue dive :lumel>

ol e B)lall o G (SO JW L 2ST a5e s ope (bl s (3 gl
(od) 3581 g L3 2k YOV ASY VY s O dkadl) Sl bl ek dnlieg
1AV ) ey s Lo Cpae SO UL Ly 8 —aegll s LAY LY gl

Sl e Slaall JW ) BUST 550 (1))

o PETRINY [BEYERT . .
Il el Bl e ) isa D e G jndll g
ol sl i jucaal ead I ad Jd =) gindl

YYY o,A0V ALY ql
Y49 £,Y)1 Y, 00

g2 Yoy
oY) 9,)) . ,900 q3
GYYY 9,4v¢ +,4:0 q4
Y0 1,17 y,401 ql
N 1Yy Y, E0A q2 Yoy
Y Y V,oar Y010 93 '
oYY 0,0.0 y,¥ e q4
,)4¢ v,0014 y,40) q1
Y AA 1,ALY Y, VY q2 oy
T V0.1 YA 93 '
BEXYY o, Y Y, VY g4
YA YY,07A Y,A gl
YAY 9,Yv4 y,4¢4 g2 Y oyn
VA 1,V y,4v0 i .
A4 VAN V,VA g4
GIVA Y,YAN Y,.14 ql
VA Y,044 Y,06A q2 oy
-,\/\i Y,n\/o Y’Q\"t q3 .
YR Y,Yen Y,YY q4
Ve Y,¥VA Y, ¥A ql
BERT Y, AA Y, ¥y

g2 YOVA
114 Y, AY Y, Ao 93
VY Y,AoY Y,AQA g4

J)L@.A.U ZJU.\ vf\jfzﬂ L;& JLA:-;Y\J C,o-u\ slael e U-\.A\

k;‘f’"‘ )W‘ﬂ‘ Jra.e -9

DA o (3 3ty e ks Oale (V1) 08 Jle il BLa)l LVl Cras B
o0 Bl s Wyl sass e el fas (VAAY Y/ VY fyl 3l 355 (3 A0l
Pl se IV JW ) RS 55e 35 oY1 ISadly V 4ar A/ YA sl oS el

TAY



2.8

2.4 4

2.0 4

1.6

1.2

n.e

DY T Y T Y T Y T I Y
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
a5 g i SV Al w2 Lo slaxeNL Ul sl il
YOVA= YOV Y e sied) leza) JJ@LJ\L\J) BUS st 15> (1)) IS
dand) WBMalg ALY S D
Stepwise (Al i3 ki) )\.u‘ﬂ‘ Sk Y

Regression

U Xy Jased) padlly basdl bl i oy y wld) pacall SlasY1 Lol
Bl Jo Jsadl 6900 Ggan Sy die (Hpad) JALY) Al Sllad) sl
4y
Wlax=Y lo il -
sl izl s (X)) JUWI W) 2l L ol ) oy ) e drg ¥ GHO o
(Y) alaid
A i) bl dazall i) (X)) JW ) 2US7 i) il o Slud) aMs da g iHT o
(Y)
ol Ol Bdod) SlelaY) Jgi e 31
Slprall Liogll olela=1 (&) Jaid

Model Mean Std.Deviation N
YM\JLM\ v AV e YVYYAe Y¢
Xp Wl a0 Y,YA40. s EEAER Y¢

(SpSS) Cﬁbjj Mj}\g.h“ wu—\ ub—ﬁ J.‘« JL@JYL’ u}u‘ )\.LG\ ).L.QL\

TAA



BIA) bt alisuant ddazdl [blodly JUI ol LUS Oldlass oy epend! B ol
SLL) a5y ol Jo pine S SV sy (g)lall B1EVI Lo glll (8) Joldl s
(e rvrAe) A far s SLEL (0 v AV ) Je Y adandl bl davge OF
(583YY187) 0, (5lme CLALS (VAR e w4 ) ey i X W W) 3US 3 Lo g2 Ll
Ll LV e Laslea) &;1 Csu\ Jas V) oy saalane Y ¢ (s5lud e o> O,
azd) z350d (0) Jo

Model Beta in t Sig Partial | Collinearity

correlation Statistics

Tolerance

Al - v,0 80 -+,40 ALY v, gy G
Jall

(spss) 2T, i i SV Al w2 s slazeVU Ul slasl e il

O et g3 &Y JWI ) RUST(XT) alizall padll ezl @0 Sla=V) Ll —Y
S il odd LU Jales dad Oly Y00 giakl Sgtas o xST (ALY) 2L sig e
Sblslly JU 0 U o blajly 3 8Me sy pde an L (=0 8 Y )il B s dies
" REPNUENIFSv

Sl B pze Ol il (Granger) dwed! a1 uld 16

S

e ¢ SLall ez 3 al el paly i) il o dnd) 833 o) i ] e
Y VY o o) saly (Y00) dgme St s (F) Jlasly 415 a0l jlas) e slasY)
O L (akazd) blsll) wldly (JUI oy 2UST) Jinad) padl cp 2831 Ol ol e Y0 VA
1Y) sl e gl Ol (£,YA) ol Bygal) o rad) s s 2Jsudl (F)
W s fannd) jad) Gl @331 (1) Jgud
Pair wise Granger Causality Tests
Sample:2013ql — 201894

Lags: 2
Probability F - Statistic | Obs Null Hypothesis
0.1798 1.91412 AN X1 Does not Granger CauseY
0.8549 0.15833 Y Does not Granger CauseX:

i g i SINV) dld) w2 Lo slaxeNL Eo Ul el e 1 yal)
(Y) dI (X)) oot 80l adlans) s O ) (1) o) (3 sallall alid) s
(67N st (F) i 01 o Shizb (%00 Yyl iy n 551 2 () VAN 5bs
(Xi) I (Yo B0l ol alezs) <ilSy o(1,34) €V Y) cal &) sl (F) o ST o

TAAQ



IS XY o gl Foaed Oly ((Y00) ekl a0 58T 8 L) (1A £3) g5l
Sl ) (e e s Y ) s e WL (Y A)RS 9 a8 g (1) 0AYY)
Y aldh iy X,

S syl Bl ¥

DA Joer & 2ty B Sl Osebe (Vo) 08 Jle ol S (gl Bl el
Iy Bal) dxge Al ) o Bpall Loy VAT /Y 1Y sl Bl 35 3 R0l
Cral I 2 Jage a4 SIS Jae Yy N ARY VY by Adal) sleis g
F S gl

2.8

2.4 -

2.0 -

1.6 S

1.2 1

0.8

NN N A
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
i g i SV Al Sl 2 e slazeVU Gl slael e
VA=Y VY sl ) Ol JUI W RlST s 1S (Y) IS
SR Gyl Bl dd) BA1g ALY b ol

Stepwise (w\ Ay ) Y1 kg Yl
Regression
(JW o X)) el padlly akasdl bl e dlly y wldl paceld Jlas1 ol
Sl Jo Jsadl 6900 Ggan g die ((Hpd) LY)) dhdidll Slledd alasaal
agYI

WlaxY lz dl -

19,



BIA) bt alisuant ddazdl [blodly JUI ol LUS Oldlass oy epend! B ol

dl bl s (X)) JW G ales” Jadl el cn ) 8de dag Y tHO
(Y)adaid

Akt bl dezall il (X)) JU ) s Jand) sl oy 4] BN ey tHI
(Y)

el Olpad Ldodl Olslax Y1 gl e 31

Coedl Olpad Lio gl Sl (V) Jead

Model Mean Std.Deviation N
Yw\‘)bbd\ ~,~YC\V°~ ~,~Y~'\0°~ Y¢
X1 Jal Gl A4S °,Yavvay ¥, AADYAY Y¢

(5pss) gobing A afSIVN Aldh) b2 e slaze¥l ol sliteld o 2yl

SLL) piSy ol Jo pane S SV sy (glall B1EVI Lol (V) okl s
(o Yemee) A far lae CLEL (e Yave ) de Y adacdl bl bavg OF
(T ARAVAY) o) (Slome 2L (0,7 AVYAY) iy i X JWI oy 5L i L g0 Ll
Sdalie Ve (solus Z\..“&v:v- OL%

358 Jorr Jas ¥y alededld ol 23 b - Al sl OL 1 Sl Y Ll —Y
) ally i) el B By gine sy Al ALY

Olad) Y1 2358 (A) Jgd

Mod R R | Adjust | Std.Er Change Statistics Durbi
el squa | ed R | ror of R F| Df | Df | Sig.f n-
re | square the squar | Chan 1 2 | chan | watso
Estim e ge ge n
ate | Chan
ge
RS 09| wve | ovet | et | Voo | IWAT] Y| YY [ e | Y,
uj) 81 ° ¢ ¢
Ju

(5pss) goli g &5 gfSIV) Al Sl 2 e slazeWL Ul slitel 2 jall
PV Y] Wsleay JadN) Jgdr 05 Sl
Z3sedl JIad] Wslas (8) Jgud

MOdel Unstandardized Standardized t sig
Coefficients
B Std.Error Beta
uﬂi‘) &.JIAS v,00Y vt W, YYo A,leo Ve
Juall

19y



(spss) z=2Lrs i i SV Al ol s slazeVU L) slasl e il

e adly Janll ) Gy Gl B3R fited Slsill 2300l bl L2 () dgud! Jg
LU iy Yoo gobes g Bgiall pa B ag (e v ) JU ) 2lST sig s ik o
G ool ¢ &) ) ety Bigh L) A b 2y (A1) Bha bl Cng Lex
Y sl sl Sy lebes SO i) (3 Uadly 3,0l V) s @lslas OF 05(3) Jgid
L) ol el

Y=B0+B1X1

Y=0.052 +0.005%,

Bl ol fanlll ey dazel) sl oy B Laad a2V dsles 28 dz L) dlslell
(o) s adazd) bl aad slag JUI L) RUS 008 (3 5ag 5y 8303 46) 0 ¢ el
A Bl JpBy paal) B () m B sgme gl Ay QUL

Syl Bpze Sligl (Granger) dwed! B uld : L6

S

£ S ledl Badl deaall padly Janll pad) G Gl M) ol L ] e
(F) i O ks il lpaly (Y00) dypims (Sstms s (F) jLasly Gl jlasl e slazeYl
LU PN 0:€) I --NMURCAPESN U S [ TR UN PIRESS E SPR E 3 PN IOHE RPN
(V) ki) blsll
JW ) 2y alaidl bl o ded) B3 () 4) Jgadd
Pair Wise Granger Causality Tests
Sample: 2013 g1 -2018 g2

Lags:2
Probability F - Statistic Obs Null Hypothesis
+,Yooo V,EANY X1 Does not Granger cause Y
EVYE SAANYY Yy Y Does not Granger cause X1

i i SV Al w2 e slazeVU Gl slasl e 1yl
A (Y) W ) 2UST(X) e 8831 ol adlent O 1 () )i (3 el s
S G Byt (F) 2 Oy Y00 igaall B> 0 581 B 29 (1)¥000) il akrsd]
1Y) o B dlerm) el (Y A)ads gl (F) dpdondl folns e oo J51 89 (1,644 Y)
(F) 2o «il$5.%0 sl amps o 51 Lol g (487YE) cab a (X))
S AL ) e e o L(6,YA) B gt (F) i o 1 > (AAY ) V)igmt

14y



BIA) bt alisuant ddazdl [blodly JUI ol LUS Oldlass oy epend! B ol
3 ol AV Y (Y) @ wlps ) 6l ) aderid) by JW Wy s BV g Y
Ay olEL B Of ) (XT)

S)ondl (b gl S s ¥

BW bkl Bhes dn VAAO sdp 3 B pl BLl 3 Gl B gl Oran el
dry g2 (lmdl (aEV) pally (o)t WY s g (o)t bl s 29 3)las
IS BV ,ﬂ\j B Slewsll (ST ey sl el LY 3 (G Cpae xS 38
Sral JU ) s a4 SIS i Wy D0 0y 4 i) (B 5l RS e
il b

.23

22 1

21 S

20 S

.19 5

18 S

AT S

77—
I T A A | O A L U O 11 AT
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

i xSV dwld) Ol 2 e slaxeVh co Ul slael et el
YOVASY Y o baall (b gl al S U7 5 a5 () JSiad)
Gl ob ¢t Bpal JW1 ply BUST J24e jlasly ol

Stepwise (dlubuad! i blt) jludyt fhd: V)

Regression

plsaby (JU A X)) aliedd addly alacd) bl y wldl pasad) SlasV1 Lol
00 dygimn Sgtms s (D) A2V Aladdl) lslad
Wl olus 4l —)

14y



akazd) bl ezl ) (X)W ) 2l Janad) adly  Jladl @9l s ¥ HO
(Y)

ikt bl szl ) (X)) W W 2,87 Jald) jaalls o la4) 89ke uxgs tHI
(Y)

RGPS Q\ﬂ.«.‘i Wjj! lela>Y) Jj-b,— JA‘{ Q‘)I\

Opzall ddo o) Slela=N1 (1 1)d sl

Model Mean Std. Deviation N
w‘)jau‘ eldgy I EA-L! Y¢
JW Ly alis DAY s Yoty Y¢

(spss) 2T, i SV Al oz e slazeVU EoUl slasl (e 1y al

SLAL (01961 Y) A ke alaadl bl lawge OF AV (VY) Jeid) bl s
CLALs (VAT ) el s X JW L 2l as Jawgze Ll (0487 09) (5)las
G 3l ot Y1 Jaadly Baalie YE (ol B pm OS5 ()0 1 0T EE) o) (5ilens
[lax! Vs pue Laslazal &

dnied) 350l (1Y) Jgidd

’ Partial Cglllr)ee_lrlty
MOdel Beta In T g Correlation tatistics
Tolerance

JWl Gl KT ) V) Y VAY

(spss) gobing A9V Al Sl 2 e slazeWU G Ul slasl a2 jald
Jardl gl slezal @ oo alididll lglad | b e m3sedl Ol i Sl jlall Y
ggiall (Sgtaen o ST (YY) B Sig Red O ey S5ime 28 6550 (JWI o, iX)
Zordl da Jlbg (4,0 A8=) ik 3 s B OIS add 0l LLIYI Belas 2ad 05 Y00
A B oy pdall B JsB sm U Sgime nf
@b s Bpas OLAE (Granger) deedt Bl uld : L3t

3yl

sbexsVl ¢ B gl pal derall )y Jand) ) G deed) B o2 i 2l e
5 Asdlay £y adliz wlidly (Y00) dugine (Syteen i (F) Jlasly 405 aed) Lot o

n4¢



BIA) bt alisuant ddazdl [blodly JUI ol LUS Oldlass oy epend! B ol
(X)) Jazd) sl dpnnd) 885G Jgir Jig (31 L (4.28)ilS agud) (F)O) Lake 72350l
() @t iy
haadl blslly JUW d”TJ LS oy (Granger) dwd) M Las) = (13) Jgak
Pair Wise Granger Causality Tests
Sample: 2013 q1 -2018 g2

Lags:2
Probability F — Statistic Obs Null Hypothesis
0.9570 0.04406 Yy X1 Does not Granger cause Y
0.6878 0.38261 Y Does not Granger cause
X1

a5 g i SV Al Sl 2 Lo slazeVL oLl slae) e il
A (Y) dV W ) BT (X0) e 80 ol adlenst 0 I (13) g (3 i) (s
IS G s (F) 2 0l 900 sialt B o 80 5d gay (+130Y ) S ki
1Y) oo B adlenm| Wl (Y AL ) (F) o) Lolas 2ad o 51 29 (4)0 €64 7)
(F) 2o «il$5.%0 sl anps e 581 Lal &y (DTAVA) cib 4 (X))
Sl L) Sl epo o s (S YA) I bl (F) 2o pn 81 oa (4 FAT Y Y g
B s Y (Y) @ ol @ &) ) akaad) blslly JU W, LS y s BN darg Y
(X1) & lns
cala st ¥
Coalsle BegdS xS 2y (B)laad) QW o gl s 3 Wla 313 JUW ) LS ) 5 O LY
AV @«L
S e BIW A 552 (3 Lols 1yes 2s, Y1 Leloly ¥ J5b o) J3b ol ik ol LY
ShAk ATl B Slel =Y jgad BW WY1 cadl By (M sl ey lald
Q,@Lb L}LL\ tUail\ Gyms Jo i g_:éj‘ skl sl
2V Ll s lasly ddaidl bl pad (3 e O)lall 3 bl gl jes aay LY
W Lgmzy e slaenVL bl ol A
Lgas b3y S ANe s4mmg Cm) die 300l 2Ll Al LL5NIy Y B bl Lt
LS el Gl akasdl blslly JW ),y RS o
Cpan 3 idaadl by JU u;b BUS B0 Rygine pde LIVl Y1 il gl Lo
LY b sl

190



Aoy QUL ) STy e B8 29 pde ol L) Lo ) i)
ol dne O)laad) Alasd)

dluagill

ol J3b a5 e 53l W) sddl ot dnme JU L, RS Ol e 334
ol gasll A g Cpad) 3 haxe V) e s (JU ) 2l

W o UG aaladl S5 ad ules )Ll o) 85,0 e A STHly 2l 280
AW Al g

Lol 1 cidisdly Losn W i all bl gl BLS5)15) £ s b A o il 3]
lhes 5y Gpall elsl Y e

Fldl ) Jeo gl W Leadlsh bl Jolis o mLasVly asliall O)lall ald) 59,
) s s iy Adad)

yabaall dails
Gt 3o S - Al
c()bj}[\ WOles cJ__.:;J\j :\&LL.U Sj}_wl\ )\J b csj_..ﬂ\ai\ 35}~J\ 5)\.3\ ‘J“K"\?J" L%._aﬁ\
YNy
gyl il Ll

el 3y e By 3L (3 0Ty 3l JUI W RS U Gl s (@D
(Bl laay daalr 0))eSD Bg bl (i) Lol e dne 3 aa by i ul)s — a el
oot
Sdl ity 9 b olie 33y JU ) LUST jlas odad o 00 (sl gls (s
Yooy o ks 53 cdadaY) dealdhl Bysiie gl Al (oplandd (3 A L)

v pad] LMLl bruall -LdLD

Bl @ (Y 5)) Db wlie a3y e gl JUI ol LS julae o celag o S
Y ONY Y o) (el W) (dleg Al olulys Al call> Ay :@Lﬁ‘i\
515 CAMELS 354 alasr ) (058 a5yl (Ol (Olall ¢ [ poal (59 unsh!
A Gl Bl G & oyl Ll n i) AE Ll 2ol AL L)
YVA cohsaadl o) & ) ciylaY e glald A3 a0 Al (Y LY A
e Wl iuls =31 3 )l ol i GCAMLS allas 2,8 ¢ |0l b,
Y ) € ol daeld] 25LadV) pglall sl 2dS7al2 (O bl Gl

141



BIA) bt alisuant ddazdl [blodly JUI ol LUS Oldlass oy epend! B ol
Agdgudl ) lasd! ~Lal

ad e gpslal) Aled)l 232l B0 AW LaV) ool a el 2 il (gl dad) Bei o Y
Yoy s ol BB U Ay A asdll Y VY A8l L6 5L
> 31 jolad

A- The books

1- Costa, Lewis, Nigel, Dao, operational Risk with Excel and VBA,10ed,
John Wiley & Sons, Inc., United States of America,2004.

2- Gujarati, D. N, Basic Econometrics,4th ed, New York, McGraw-Hill
Companies mm, Inc, 2004.

3- Horcher Karen A, essentials of Financial Risk management,10ed,

4- Hull, John C, Risk Management and Financial Institutions,4 9, Pearson
Education,2015.

5- Indraratna, Yuthika, strengthening financial stability indicators in the
midst of rapid financial, Graphic Stationers Sdn. Bhd, Kuala Lumpur,
Malaysia,2013. http://www.seacen.org

6- John Wiley & Sons, Inc., United States of America, 2005.

7- Resti, Andrea, Sironi, Andrea, Risk Management and Shareholders
Value in Banking,led, John Wiley & Sons Ltd, London, UK, 2007.

8- Rose, Peter S, Hudgins, Sylvia C, Bank Management and Financial
Services 7ed, McGraw — Hill International Edition, Singapore,2008.

B- Journals

1. Aspal, Parvesh Kumar, and Dhawan, Sanjeev, " Camels Rating Model
For Evaluating Financial Performance of Banking Sector: A Theoretical
Perspective,' International Journal of System Modeling and Simulation
Vol. 1, 2016.

2. Barakat, Ahmed, Ashby, Simon, Fenn, Paul, Bryce, Cormac,
Operational Risk and Reputation in Financial Institutions: Does Media
Tone Make a Difference?, Journal of Banking and Finance,2018.

3. Bateni, Leila, The Influential Factors on Capital Adequacy Ratio in
I[ranian Banks, University of Hawai‘i, Manoa, International Journal of
Economics and Finance; Vol. 6, No. 11; 2014.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/279469525

4. Bateni, Leila, The Influential Factors on Capital Adequacy Ratio in
Iranian Banks, University of Hawai‘i, Manoa, International Journal of
Economics and Finance; Vol. 6, No. 11; 2014.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/279469525

14y



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Bruggink & Vande Poel, Controlling Operational Risk Concepts And
Practies,2003. www. gloriamundi.org.

Caruana, de Jaime," Béle Ill: vers un system financier plus sure " by A
l'occasion de la 3e Conférence bancaire international, Santander,
Madri,2010.

Daly, Kevin, Akter, Selim, Indicators Of Financial Soundness Can They
Forewarn Us Of Impending Crisis? International Review of Business
Research Papers,Vol.5 NO. 2 March 2009 pp. 293-316

Davis, Kevin, Bank Capital Adequacy: Where to Now?,2012.
Kevin.davis@melbournecentre.com.au.

Gambacorta, Leonardo, Sudipto, Karmakar, Leverage and Risk
Weighted Capital Requirements, Monetary and Economic Department,
Bank for International Settlements, 2016.

Ghania, Intan Martina Md, Ahmad, Sabri, Stepwise Multiple Regression
Method to Forecast Fish Landing, Department of Mathematics, Faculty
of Science and Technology, University Malaysia Terengganu,
Malaysia,2010. www.sciencedirect.com.

Haber, Gottfried, Basel-1I: International Competition Issues, International
Atlantic Economic Society, At | Econ J,2007.

John Geweke: "Comparing Alternative Tests of Causality in Temporal
Systems Analytic Results and Experimental Evidence", Journal of
Econometrics, Vol.21, No.2, 1983, pp(161-162).

Li, Yang, Study of optimal capital adequacy ratios, Journal of Productivity
Analysis, March 2016.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/299419568.

Lindnera, Brian, Aureate, Lidia, Bauerb, Margret, Groenewaldca,
J.W.D., Comparative analysis of Granger causality and transfer entropy
to present a decision flow for the application of oscillation diagnosis
Journal of Process Control 79 (2019), www.elsevier.com/locate/jprocont.
M. Ariff, Ahmad, J. Skully, Michael, The Determinants of Bank Capital
Ratios in a Developing Economy,2009.

Nikhat Fatima, Capital Adequacy: A Financial Soundness Indicator for
Banks Global Journal of Finance and Management, Volume 6, Number
8 (2014), pp. 771 776, http://www.ripublication.com

Sturm, Philipp, operational and reputational risk in the European banking
industry: The market reaction to operational risk events, Journal of
Economic Behavior & Organization, University of Tubingen,
Germany,2013.

Tursoy, Turgut, Risk management process in banking industry,
University Near East,2018. https://mpra.ub.uni-muenchen.de/86427.

TaA



BIA) bt alisuant ddazdl [blodly JUI ol LUS Oldlass oy epend! B ol
. Van Roy, Patrick, The impact of the 1988 Basel Accord on banks’ capital

19

20.

ratios and credit risk-taking: an international study 1, European Centre
for Advanced Research in Economics and Statistics (ECARES)
University Liber de, Bruxelles, Belgium,2005.

Yahaya, norbaya, Mansor, nusaibah, Okazaki, kazuhiro, financial
performance and economics impact on capital adequacy ratio, university
technical Malaysia Melaka, aichi institute of technology, proceedings of
2nd iastem international conference, boston, USA, 2015.

C- Thesis

Charpentier, Alexandre, Evolution of Basel Regulation Impact on
European Banks, Master Thesis, University of HEC, paris,2014.

E. swanepoel. the measurement and management of operational risk in
south African co-operative banks, north-west university veal triangle
campus,2012.

Nyoka, Charles Jabulani, bank capital and profitability: an empirical
study of south African commercial banks, University of South
Africa,2017.

Olsen, Annette Brose. Oil Price Shocks and Stock Market Returns: A
study on Portugal, Ireland, Italy, Greece and Spain. Sweden: A Thesis
submitted as a Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements for the Master
Degree in Economics, Sweden - Lund University — school of economics
and management, 2014.

Zaman, Haseeb, Gul Zeb, Babar, camels rating system for banking
industry in Pakistan, master thesis, Umea school of business,2011.

D -Reports

Asian Development Bank, Financial Soundness Indicators for Financial
Sector stability in Georgia, Printed in the Philippines, 2015.
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/igo/.

Reserve Bank of New Zealand, Capital adequacy ratios for banks -
explanation and example of calculation,p8,2007.

144



