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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 oty 2o ST i3y (W pladl (3 Ol sl o2l do) 3)Lall s
DA Slimg Gy @ Lgedl 08U Yy Aylezal o e Al (Lppeinad)) s

L) 344 3 Ly Layes 005 Sy dylesmal 3 Osbpg Jlsel el pddl ()
e e Sl plisaal Leald 5 Loy 3dls gy 3 e 3Ll 050 ciyalasyl

Ve



31 diall Blles sty JUI USie el o ailidly b oo () gl (3 LslS bows
LUl we bl e gt 331 Jod B (3 le 181 )5 Slsgrse 3 latie VL O)lall o5k
USSR e JW ) dagy 0LVl 22 My @l aliaslly dela) Wbl oy alolall s
S ol 35 sl moy & )Lall ool 3 QW ) e diny & 2wl
Slllaze i ) AL AR b jlas) e ab gl Leslie o ST enal JU
A e 3id WLy bl ol gl JW

Cud| dlsdie gl

Y oVsld) e ol dlSin gllas

Slall 3 aladdl blsll e JUW ) 3 56 s b -y

Salaid) bolslly Ju\ o RS Gy B ol L —Y

A iy ey 1 U Crae e izl blslly U W 2Ly Lo @ b o Y
?ngﬁ-i

i iz 1Ll

V) bl ol bbb Jras

o i 2laad) ilasdl blsdly JW ) U bl 8 dag Y -

e Oylaol) alaadl blslly JW W, WS p dame AN I3 1 @M dag Y -
!

o) ine lal) 3 alaadl by JU M) RUS Gy G M g Y -

Cooud] B LD

gl By S350 oty JUI ) B psede Oy )

oW S s alsaal Leuld 348y Leelgly adaidl bl pggde ooy —Y

dekaadl blslly JW ) Bl y W) 28 Y

Coudd duslslly duslo ! Sguadl slagl

Szl C2an ag il las D Blad) UL izl S ol 5o Jraz
o el B Sy UL (Gl B ) e e b S (gl ally
B RRPEEL RRR gt

Jlall Galy BLasT (55Sall Jaaall :JgHl iagall

concept of Capital Adequacy Indicator JU| yul) alas lpubie pggae 39l

Olaald U A eias el e sty (CAR) JU ) 2l 4 o
olaly o(Nikhat, Y o) €:vVY) slud) o Joins il Ld 5 o5V U oolaslly

va



(BIA) Gt alisuants Gzl blselly JUI ol LS Olllase g dppaeed) BN ol
Ll s Lege Lage JW o) 2liS 3 i adad) L) 01 ) (Bateni, 2014:108)
Pl Baley ol S U G ) gl (SY Yl bty Sland )l
& old 2 Lbidl aogy sadl Craall mond Y Gls Lol JU ) 2US dwsy ¢ sl
93 B (U Ylg hsgmsht B3 laeW) 3 dsp OF ot W ) s sy el Sl
(Y ) €7 Tepmy) JW W e ol s ) 2t ~ L1 3 Sl s5mmgr 3 s gl
of o G Sl polany LIS 05 sl QU1 ) e L JW W) 3l 50 ey
e (¥ Y e Sl s pm sV ae il JleeVly jlasaly Lk
emz g bl (S Slall Jb ) 2T dnliey i) ol 2,60 Skl
A ) ALl L3 e Slab el ) sVl g by Boudl pLogY Liby clelis of 3yl
oda JUI uj) ol &5 0V % Yy .(Yahaya &et al,2015:38) JU) u‘TJ b S dpdny
Stio) el (spnal) o abrdl Gladll $llsy dgludt b ik ules (syek 33¥1 A e
(A Y Yt ad)

o2 sl (JU ) BUST LA lae) AAA ole 3 adpall 260 V5L 2k ol 13y
Wiy JOA 4} 2tV bl dms l lsgmsll g0 U] JW W) Jlel 2 a5 0O e
Vb ad opmel 3 (L,2016:1) Gl Jle ) 8eliST i Lulul 2l 0ds e
Bl e Ol bl G sl W 39 (JW ) collloze Olad Lulo) a5lasY1 bl
A Al ol 23 sla 3 ) Lid e r 3l b wle sles o (JW T Olass bl
OV Y Y Y] gl

isgag ony ALtV bl Ol Com 0 (aeset e Al oo i @ LN L ey
olb alll el gl (OECD) 2slady) dedly Oglad) dolans 3 Gguaall dadls Jod) ik
WY bl gl (Sl ) 1V oag (ot S5 o Bl Bz b2
) g (i) OB sl gl (B (L b U (ST (Ul ¢ jgronnSyd il
oo gl el e Ws (6l slaal oz O by (Haber, 2007:385) JWipll dudss LS5
53 oS8 ab Uiy ¢ )l bl ) Algi el s 13) Lad (Dlgt s Sl e gasd
g dalall 3Ll 9‘;” Jes &y Loz a5l degastl Lol (iegast] o (3 Jodl sae Ol o
Mt VL ] mas By (80— Y V0T ko) Lol doyng Olgl B3L et &l
ploms B8 Wy YL Yt ple 3y iy aplas¥l wlpshdl s sl alad il
sasl AN 1S psgin iy 3 (VS e a5 o)lze) oS85 Y 4 n Vale (3 Asliall O
(10 W oy RS s Bkas) 3153 s My (JW o) oldlash oY1 adl = gl 4 Lo
Jis) b e JW ) ol 23Lo) julas ooy LS ((Flad)) ollzs) Godl bloails
Jos ) Cj.b o5 «(Gambacorta & Karmakar, ¥ + V1 :7) dlaid) by idsl bl
ebally Jadll SVl e dal) e (Y 0V ple Gzt (3 2 I NIRRT RS

vy



sale) ) ol B V) ey oS B W SO L YL OF e 01 e W (g e 3800
{(Davis,2012:1) LY biad sde ljis ellacly JUI ) oo (3 sl gl (3 i)

QU el LY (3 Gl Bl e sde sty Yoo A (3 RM AW 20V 2l e
L il sds s (¥ VA 3 Laduks s (7 Jb) 3881 el 2B S ek casy
Gty dplad¥ly W bordll o aald wlaall jolazl e 3all pladl 305 (s
Ob Y dlay 4] 31 Lgis #LadYly gl a3lis i ((Nyoka,2017:7) 2aSedly bl 3)ls)
(JolS [ty ol abaie bl S OF 3 cdid 6 Slbergl Wl Je azbll bl ol
AW 2l Yo s v L sl alSal) sl adlaly danlladl blsdd 8505 (3 s
ol b S st Sy slgldl o8 e bl oa bolasy bl oo o Alines o 3
(Gambacorta & KarmakarY « ) 1: 2)4‘1.»& Sole B eyl W) JT)

) il ez L JW ol RS a4 o gy bl b U o a5 —
ENPRURSAVENT

Pl agalpe e S9) 5,08 oy sl sle Yl L) ) -

Sl b e a5 e

SMetad) Gl ¢ Wy LW ) A Olay ) AlaiYl el Bjlall IS e Crang
YOVA) 2l e Ve Beel) adled) Lesend 3 el Cooly YAV ple (3 ) e a5l
.(Charpentier,2014:25

(ADB,2015:39) :duall JUWl i) Wlas  Slubie gl cleld
(Indraratna,2013:29)

Sl Do ) Sl gl 1 oot JU ol A

Capital to Risk-weighted Asset s Ratio Regulatory

Olbedl sWl Gud I Sl e e )8 Led Je B0l 56 ) dndl ode i
gl il e Cpall 505 e Jo el gl O dgmerlsn o0 Cpall Sz (i ol
il odn 304 &l 1) (L1,2016:2) [Llals o(Y 0 VADY YV O8,5ly (Samsll) dm (i ezl
ey faadl bl i oV bl dgalany ooudl c3sl 3 abVL B Je all 5,6
1Y) e 05 JU ) el e Lady .. L)

Y5 gleall rgo 1 sl p e o Lold 05Ss ey 12 pall ol JWI ) ()
s L

e B3le) Olblarly s maill e Slble-Yl ety LS W o =(Y)
o (S Feam [ o) Llisll JW ) oleslpcialadl 29 dl Slus Slawzy (Olsgash
(Zaman&GulZeb,2011:54) 4,5 &gl

TVA



(BIA) Gt alisuants Gzl blselly JUI ol LS Olllase g dppaeed) BN ol
Sy (S Gpim L)) 2ilall 2l &b JW ) (Daly & Akhte,2009:298) 30,5
JsaY by e mlae JW ) aed 3 obsllll e e g les sl Wl (ol
LUS G 26 3V)g (Aspal & Dhawan, 2016: 3) Gjlall b (x5 25 §)lus () o0 (ness

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

1013

JW 4l 4w =CAR

JUW u’j) o J9¥) sl =tirl, capital

JW Ly e W) srndl =tirl, capital

Al e Gl olgadl) ety bl dma bl gl =total risk weighted assets
(5 o2 o ) Slgrlly s bl Lod 5 Slaglly il

Al Oligfy ool JS7 a2 ) Bl 3at Bl B U laesll L2l wai
ol By bl 05 s ¢ By ¢ ool S a3 Ol oy V3L Bl 31 ) AL
gl cine 3 (ML A Y40 Y1)V B Eeld)) Sl ) day semsad) Ol
VY00 h0) o Blig) A8 gt Gnd (1 deagaall Bl ol A2Vl Bl 5
iSlall clasl mn il Jol) (3 Leaoles JU2 3 B b1 ed SU3y ()2 %0 0. Y000
gl dd e Jguamel) Ol oda plasezal qzg . bl Ol any dyioed ,uad) el
.(Van Roy,2005:5:-RWA) blsall i ||

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

P Obgis R e Rade bl G5 Obgell A i) OV g i 3V
Ay Yy e Sb)

il s Slsmpald B Ll 0131 (1) Jpid

ijz-jl\ JLBJ.\ i)

g Vlg als) alea) Jadg Baad) -y

Al aloall dogie BSU ey IS ae KAl e lgllall —Y Zero

3LasY) Lewdly Oglad) dalate Joud BS N ae Sl 0 (65N SLgllall — ¥
SV b, lasy OECD

.OECD Js) a5 lasSol) of s wlblawzy 5,8kl wbgllall — ¢

Ayaall SN 20 S 298 slialy alall pladll e lgllall —) V%
WSRO v %

ve



Py ool F ot

) Dol s Lgaall 29l -

v o P8 Lilimza) 56 e 35 &lly OECD Jas Ssu e lgllall -y
Ledliminl o) 459 OECD g alendl )Ll |3 e Ggal) [29,2
Ao e B

sliiab OECD Jg3 (3 dleed) pf plall glld)) Clavngs o Sbgllal) —¢
RCIW U TS S U PR P E

Ladlgll Al

) ahealy tosie SO ULOECD gz Sl aaSdl e obslll) -y
M (g

Al Ol gl e Lapse ldally VYN llaall — ¢

2 G ol 3 oleles S5 3 Lk Y ohlanaly ol —o

AN (3 sl
o gl oS5l Y AU ol 8 e sl JW L olesl -1
U s

LSJ"Y\ Q\J}?,—}l\ C.:A* -V

Jais Ggm @) o 28 SRl e say IS Bpaiall g 2 - . %
5 &) ol ol pgall L8 e | bl s

CEEYE AL

A gl e lglall -
OF A5 Edse Sblisaul OECD g dedl Ojlall o obglbl) —y v %

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

gl Wlasly all) ol alatiWl s i Bl s> ol v 039 sllast A
Ao M Bligly lll ol 8aasVy gl b Ly (bl [STangdd Uy blsel) Gy
.(Andrea Andrea &,Y . . V:o0¢): blxll

Al s alassSU bl Ol (Y)d g

Jus? Jdns CRPRN I 1]
R
%y v | obslazs¥) Oyl walall bl e &L OLasN) ol \

oVadlly AW GleVly e dll Olea) dSlE) dasld)
A2l

TA




(BIA) Gt alisuants Gzl blselly JUI ol LS Olllase g dppaeed) BN ol

%00« | lirwg I3V e YU oo drime alag 3lag 1 350 \
sl puedl oblaeYly weuV s dead (b))
Ve OMalag

% v | oblas¥)) e a5 dded) ol eV suedl sl ¥
Al olswiy ezl Luudl

%\ .. bl Lol gl el 2 aslel oLl ¢

% ov | & &y aesll euVly Ohbagrgall kil ozl S
el

% o+ 9l sl S gy BleV1 sl M gd 1

Zero | bsbsy aadldl aer)l oMgud)) Jio o Y obylbll Y

Jus? Jee (e s Y SlBlan Yl 13 Ol | R
oLy CEPRN

Zero | AW b o dd) 2l Syl ol aslal) ol A
b Doy 23y gl G B

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

Aokl o L) Sl gt J) Y skt ot JUI oy i —o
Capital to Risk-weighted Assets Ratio Regulator Tier1

@ bbb WL JW ) s e etk 4SS sl agll e sl e it
g Vb B 245 (il - b)Yl 5zl g Vls sl ¥l p 0sSs (s Al o)
Uy 3l oW1 ad) lllaze Jla 0890 i aed) ods (K25 0 (JU ) olllaze
(A LS adiods Je &Y Jib e OV SWL ity (Van Roy, Y. v 0:1) YoA 2L
:L;M-J\ ool Gy AL el dO0Y B BLE1 E YA 2L A 2Y) ST
(Caruana,2010:3) 190 Yjb Jlws coem NV (Ss2d pn JUI W)

daliadidll yhaliall )<all Jaaall :gsl.?Jl diasall

Gl e g Lhas oLl OF L blall Lojes cleleal) ST a2 all acliall des
QU Olhae Lo o 8708 Olul i opiiy e bl odag ¢ ol w390l (3 LYy
G S 859801 Ly e el gl iyl 2RI lga) alasad sbsjly 3l Jeall ol yolas
Slall b oxs G bl glsl e ) Slasy cologlall 3399 25100 Asliall (3 3,80
Ay (Bdl o bandy &35 bl OtV bl2) ez dle bl (I Ledsas (S gl

TAN



o el B adkasd) bl oidy (V) bl s ey adacdl blsll) o 2l g
25 055 01 U] Jof B adgudly 3LV Bl s Lajed S5 31 bl bl lgl o
el bl il bl WS s wala) Gondl sk dag e

concept of Banking operational Risk s uad| duliituisid! solil| pggae : gl

G poall LA L B Cprn Wl sl bl s 58 Cales <oy
SMalell Jab of RS poe a5 slusl ble" VL alaedl blsal) Ly dodl) com gl
Bolwall bl Jods o i ) S 0a ol oY1 o) b1 o 3 lsll lleally
ol JumaVly ccobulndl) ol bl o( L) (Somily gt slasfy by i)
SNl oY) kW by (Bt e las i opY byl
damnlel) &SI e B ) Sl 38 s WL 51 Lgbey ((Lewis, 2004: 2)(ay sld|
3 Bl BY1 ansy o) Bl ((3deall bt e 5 S Vs s )
Rosed ) Laxsy W ol dly (ole oSl 1 a1 alleall (\.b-a,,; g oo O s
.(Hudging,2008:179-180

the importance of operational risk duiuiiid! Jold| dwed! Lol

Gk [S25 3 4b 90 o0 U L bl Bl o e 88 8 alaid) Bl (S
e b ol dn (a3 g @ Sl glly Blall U o a5 8 gl bl sgis
)mdll o8 e Olyslodll oy (Alaid) Sl Ggds o8 e Ayl (Al leddly dbisY)
(A aly el a3 Az bl peb U W 3 o5 @ 2
o adandl bl (gall LS 5L ad el 1By (ouldlly ol Jlme¥) pae oYy
plons¥l ey clgrgrlol dpg all W (aead o) o Lgasly Lassdd iy O Laall 3,5 2,80
Ly i) drand ol s 3o 055 O (Se B8 e Sl adasd) bl lasl ad
Y Jib Wl of .(Horcher, 2005:151) Lgwis 3,50 3lud) 56 o ade 950 8T 065
W G ol 3331wl Cles e by ahaad) bl ddsey U bl ol
eTal, Y+ VALY ) Ll saal) 1da (3o .(Sturm, ) 4Y: Y+ ) ¥) Leze dsell anlidl el Y sl
5 oYl Dby sl RGN (o (3 spbs Slow e 220 faedl ks OF (Barakat&
AW Slegll (3 bl 31s) ST Cands 5 ¢ opdboll

rating of operational risk il ol wauad LI

=) Wasd) ol sblz . ol s il LB el b ad cosus
(Hull,2015:483-484): 3\~

TAY



(BIA) Gt alisuants Gzl blselly JUI ol LS Olllase g dppaeed) BN ol
Internal fraud J>1W1 i g Juemd1

bV e bl o (oSl Jlaszol sgwsl (LW ] 95 Ma e JWEYI uk
Ay Jsls b aas ) (e of padl o Gl laels) A8 Al of Sledadly
Bruggink, et ) cnabsll 8wy Cilgal) daadll p LU £ YN 5 Jo Al g . Y1 e
(al,2003: 83

External fraud =4 Ju=Y1 ¥

ASU plasaal cgw ol Jom¥l 4 ok @l padl e I b s Om & WY g
Sl o antdl oWy coSlall g 5 SSall B Lgalial ey O e Ll o
A gAY oo,y iseneS) g
Employment practices and sl 086 & ad—udly Cabgdl Olowyl ¥

workplace safety

o ) Sl g 8Ly Beall il 5 (sl dreb me 3158 Y @) s ey
b oMy Jlal) el lllate e Slab (pdbgll Gy et Lol blills (aLoY)
practices Clients, products and Jus¥! 5 Obrully sl Ok ¢

business

of Szl plaszaly ceSheall ol g plL Bl i o deadl 8 nddl s Lok
Bpll plaseza¥l gy il s ) G5 e 2zl ey A fe ) olLll
AoV by () Ol Jo 1391 8 gl alaily ¢ feanll oo slag 2ol
Damage to physical assets i\l Jso¥y jludt o

(53T B E Jles) 1 ol Bumglall &S0 el W) 9oL ol Ul I ol 2l s
cblasdlly @A SV anla, V) JlesV) (@lls e alsad) ey
Business disruption and system failuresaladi {5 Jusii i s .1

e @ bl gl Ua e Al Loy ki Blisly JleY) Laws s Aaiy
sV s 1o g8 asladlly a5l JLaiVl plos ¢ Jslew 5 ol iy

Execution, delivery, and process il 53}y elb—udly dial .V
management
O] bl e Olelidly ccollaall l5 3 Bl Y o) bl LA 3 el fezdy
gl 0 by (bl 3)ls) Lids (bl Jlssf slasTel3 s alaaW) ag (il
oda 313) Ales 0SS OF ity oY1 slas VI a Lagds AU bly (1) 38 8 Jgolls
Al Sl sl Ll o bl ad Je 506 alasdl bl e s15Y)

TAY



AW dsad) 5y W) SlpaSd Sl o o WY1 e Y Bkasdl bl i,
bl (oadl e Sllaall SU Lty ~L ¥l LtV sl 3b e e 353801 )
Hull,2015: 368-) aaidl sl semdd G 055 5l 15 (3 gl oLl (a3l
(369

¥ Uik lero §89 duliduid! ol 8yl :Lasly

QT ALl a ol 2aS3) Ol 825 2l RBU Jb ik cpaol oY 0 vt s Y1
Al eda i (S 3 uadt QU ) Bl el Ul g ally cJutne ) (3 ulalls
o 3 i) AL S i b e ol s mlee s Y LT b 25
E )b 3 band @ @ jpadl wmgly wlad) slans s ] YU O W) S
Eo b u“'<"‘ e ks bl sbea¥IY L Bl el 1d) (swanepoel, 2012:152
525 o B8 B B b =Bl (ol @ G Ve Latall bl lie e Jaledl sy
ol adaad bl Calbll JUW L Cles (3 88l ©slsjly caaill 23l e
sl Sl Uiy gllel) JUW T, Gl 13 O paal) S5 3L ol Of dad> lao
ST YU B ) L 8] Ay coldl ) ol by olsbaY1 ) s OF s &) 15
o Bglize Sty Bylall plgl B e gobrl) ey st 3 G by C'Qu‘ NPATIEY
s BV e e ¢ bl of ded)

JW ) otdze e Blisll gl JiL Bl dis gl Gylall e Cpllalls (o3 aag
RUS a3 3 Blall e 2B bl ot gl Toge ¥ Jjb OLoly sl bl grlsns
@ W ) RS s 1) oledl el Slegs o ol St bR 31 LIy JW L,
BLol e Mzb (Bylall ) Lewlds bl 5ylsl (bl dnnliog 3l 2o b jeel Ul
Glaal) Sleghall a0 Al 2 e Db (Bandl & FladVlg BSLEIl 3les s Slllaze
OLoly L Lwldy Bjlsl CIluly Gjlall b 25 ) bl ey JW ) LS e Jo
Lpny JoSS BL S ods Cray bl Ak e dind Belal Wles &M YL Ll
il Lo Gladl o 4 ) blsld jany OLol 5y JWl LU plad) oy &bl i andl
(Tursoy,2018:28) bl el adles (3 4o ST 500 Ll 299

measuring operational risk dulsidiid! dobhd| puld :luol>

Basic Indicator Approach (BIA) : sl 58 ages
ilazdl blall Jbo ply BlisV (bl a8l o8 pasens ) O)lall Jo Cosn
Ol W U= ) L] Lavgze s (alpha) o b ey 0%0 a5 a5 4520 e Sl
w2 g Wl ol Liw Grall s e L 05 gl il slasad g L) e 2L
Yl I ) e ST T md Bl Bl gi 13y (ol ot Jorsie ol

TAE



(BIA) Gt alisuants Gzl blselly JUI ol LS Olllase g dppaeed) BN ol
G Uy ollae sad O 28,0l 260 2kl 34 & () SV e U S by o2
(2 ylall s| L e VS g el s (e Yy caazal) bl agrlsdh 4 blis V) (%

(ARODA, 2016: 17):a5Y) aslall 5 b -5 sl Sk
Kgia=[ £ (Gll....n) /n] X a

Wl x Sl &M =Y J ] wlewge =W oy llaze
201 3)
.(BIA) gwu&\ Aol skl Wy frad) bl allal oo JW ) olllaze =Kiga
el i e ) Glog Msdl e 5l BLo e =Gl
b adk " ws Wy %0 Yo W Lles =0
Lmge sl W) 51 L 0680 &) 2Bl O3 wlgedl sde =N
(GL agl) Jo s
Asgdll b Wl ) wlaa &1 e W] 0,5 O -
ol ) ssoll” de il a3 3 (3 L alale by e & e Wlarl 0585 O) -
2l ozl 3 U 31N o oo A L /Cpﬂ\ A O —
o) e gl ) GUISy cabanl) pé ol agliama) ol Al daay —
tle¥) gl mE e Sl LS
o6 4l 3l Sl SN Y F Y B e BV sl s el 08T
TV el ol s st Adasdl bl dgr gl JW oy ol Ol
KBIA=[ £ (Gll.n) /n] X o

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

B b st WIS 2Ly Dagn o Lltsaal SV mgdl o Ol e dag
g5 pin s Y (W) WA 080 sy (JW ) ollbsze e 58T e Call fas
SLaW il ik 18 e a8 E (Y0 TY 0V 0 (D1S) (leakl el (3 LS ) o) e
o sk S Al elas wlaned) b i) e st Ojlall pais OF LT e (3,8l
3> [ty ebaed) bl aglil Gaasd) JW L s (o8 el 2l e
Gaull digeg ubidll 2agaiSll ybaill Guludl &L dagall

Causality duwusd] pggae : 39l
ey i 541 B4 Lils 2o gite Bagles Bl L 055 g I ) Gl pagie ity
o) gt Ul L) (ol Jo¥1 sl ey Lo 36 D s =) il

TAe



oo g dpladYl Sl n B ol £ o dd) 502 (Geweke,1983:11Y-1 1Y)
el ekl alglall Ol oo Coud) 1) a3 caysliasY) SN SN E PP V,J
.(Lindnera &etal, ¥ + Y 4:VY) W &t alized) alghll -0 dald) 5 alall o

Granger and Engel duwusd! addadl guld Jordl — 320058 agied kol

a) Slal Ay ) dell BN o 1 LW ((iskE ) AL sds e
o Lede amdll Bl il e st ie Vg il s e Sledl e Jgadly sla)l
Oly lpail) g St JalSS sy g o3l (sgll i 3t sl IS ¢ LoV 35k
et ¥ 6l (s b ol CISTIS] Ul s 8e o L9V Bsladl (3 55l BD
(Geweke, Y AAY: V1Y) Leads slaze¥ S Y @5l Ofy ol o J"Y‘ gb 4s)lys

gt | AL <D

(Gujarati D. N, Y+« £:1V): Y A1 ) @33l Slaldl Canasy

Gy W) pad Jaib sy olEL B 06T Lais 1Y (J) X e ol £ apals T i —)
S g Bl oy ) 06 6L (Y Bladly X pead) G B (3

ol Jsis (dois dolg olEL M)l L) I oda (31X JIY o bl ol s —Y
S ey 2 s

w2l dl Al e () palEL el B 0SS Laie ity 1olEY) A3 A —Y
) U1 sl sl e ol W) U1 adl) il e ) Wl L) esead) ey

(Ol olE (61 (3 A M Blia 06T Y Ledis amny (X Yada) —¢

G| Jlard 3l aggae :laly

Sady Yl sl 3 50 G ol sde 3 (Sl £d) Y AR b pasas
o5 31 calind) Sy ) el o BN e sles el e Jgadd ) 3R L)1 ol
gl Yl el (e ) daldl ol e sae Jsb
.(Ghania&Ahmad,2010:551)

Y, = fo+ B X, +uy

cgsball sl me Y s wbli Aedas o culd) A =Bo

Slop Parameter B1- AY /AX |l dudes =B1

residual AL Cag ¥ dpid) dagdlly Y adddl dedll p Gl ey 1 Jlsaal) L =e
e= Y =Y of 3l

TAT



(BIA) Gt alisuants Gzl blselly JUI ol LS Olllase g dppaeed) BN ol

G| divs &juaall JUI pul) laS pubide (6 O padie ddue sluol>

Sl de Blall n Brae (S JW G US55 by 2pe Bl s ¢ Jglonis
(ol 3l Ly Wl poa Y ONASY VY Sl s adlad) adll bl skt ey
Y el ey s e e I SUL Ly 8 —agll ada LAY WY Jolinig

Lo de Dlaall JW ) BUS” 550 (1) 5

S us e | T | T | e
o sl Capuad e e e g

CYYY o, Aoy CAEY ql

YA IR Y, o0

O ). CA.0 gi Y
oYY 3,av¢ CA.0 q4

Y 1,17 ),401 ql

Y LYy Y, E)A Q2 oy
S YYY Y,o4y y,0"0 q3

Y 5,00 V¥R q4

XY v,004 Y,30) ql

CVAA ALY Y, VY Q2 ‘ve
R V0.1 YA 93

KXY 5,y Y, VY q4

VA V),IFA Y, A ql

AT 4,Yva V3¢9 q2 .
VA LEV) y,avo 93

LA YV, A1 YV, VA q4

VA Y,VA) Y, 4 ql

A Y,044 Y,06A 92 oy
CVAS Y, Vo Y,orn 93

NER YV, yen Y, YT q4

L Vo Y,PVA YATYA ql

BT YAA Y, vy

T YAV Y, Ao gi YA
VY Y, AoY Y, AQA q4

Sl W Hedll e slasVL Co Ul sl e 1yl

S ezl OBpas -y

DA Jon (3 2y B Sl Osake (14 ) 08 Jbe Ty S LoV Cpae el
o Bl o Aglin jas s Jo Bl Las VAT [V VY sle 3l By & Aol
:¢;2J3¢AJ>B-Ju\u@,@ufj;}es}.@y\J§:J5.\aav/a/VAéyugggpxaxw

TAY



2.8

2.4 1

2.0 4

1.6

1.2 4

n.e

R T, T R T o P S M et S SRR, S L A RN
T T R T T T A TR T N TR T W A TR TR
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
i S ) oz e slazeVU EoUl slael e 1l
YOVA= YT sl jlezma¥l Gl JW G alsT age 3> (V) IS
dpned) Bl ALY kS LB

Stepwise (iladuad iy llt) Judyr juls Yol

Regression

U X Jiend) padlly adbasdl bl e gdlly y wldl paseld SlasY1 Lo
B Jo Jsadl @000 Ggms o die ((Aad) EY) ALl Slhd plisaal,
syl
iSla Y Sls 4l -
ol dazall s (X)) JUW W aplss” i ol el o ) A dg Y CHO e
(YY) adaid
s bl el il (X)) JW ) 2l i) ) o Jludl @Ms da g tHL o
(Y)
toud Sl Bdo )l sl Y1 Jai 2 3V
Slprial) 4ol SlelaxYI (£) Jodd

Model Mean Std.Deviation N
Y agladall Hhalall v AV e YYY Ao Y¢
X, JWl Ll Al Y,YAd0. . NIOZER Y¢

(5pss) by B a8V sl Sl 2 e slazeWU G Ul shiel e 2 jald

TAA



(BIA) Gt alisuants Gzl blselly JUI ol LS Olllase g dppaeed) BN ol
SLL) 55y ol Jo pane IS SV sdey (glall GLEVY Loyl (8) Jod) mos
(e TYPAC) 1 b (glne BUEL ()0 AV ) fha Y i blll losae 01
{580V 87) 0 (ils CLEL (VAR v ) iy b XUl LS8 Lo gz Lol
Llax) Vs puad Laslacal & &l alad) g (31 Jgudly Sualin Y ¢ (g9lud dis o OSy
aidl z350 (0) Jod

Model Beta in t Sig Partial | Collinearity

correlation Statistics

Tolerance

EREES - v,0 40 -+,)40 ALY S, gy EE
ALl

(spss) b a5 g SV Al w2 s slazeVU U slasl e il

O et Simn e Y W ) RUST(XT) Azl padl sl &1 a1 Ll -y
CilS ) odd LLIYI Leles a3 Olg Y00 dpgall ot oo xST (,AEY) WU sig aed
Aoty JW ) RUS Gy By 3 BMe ey e su L (=008 Y )b B s Ao
O paall arid)

Sl Brae Ol aal (Granger) iwd) Bl ol (Lt

e

i ¢ S jleza W ol desall padly Janad) padl o el 8301 o) L0 ! e
YN e Sl 3y (Y00) gine Sytans s (F) jlasly £S5 awd) jlas) s slezsY)
O Lde (akazd) blsll) wldly (JU oy 2L Jisad) padl cp 883 0L ol e Yo VA
1Y) el e gl Ol (6,YA) ol Rkl a radd e e a5t (F)
W gy Janld) jadd (Gl 31 (1) gt
Pair wise Granger Causality Tests
Sample:2013q1 — 2018qg4

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

A SV Al Sl e slaxeVU ol slasl e 1l
(Y) dI (Xi) oo et @0l adlans! iy OF I (1) Jgd) (3 3allall pilad) s
(6 YA asadd (F) b Of oo Shas (V00 )augiall dmys on 25T ng () VAA)GS3es
(X1) dI (V) @ ol alazst <ilSy (1,41 61 Y) ol @l apustl (F) oo ST 2

TA4



ST X Y o Al Foied Oly o(%00) Bugiall s 0 ST & L) (A0 €3)g0kes
Jandl gl Gy B B g Y il ettt B &L (VAR 9 A e 51 29 (151 0AYY)
Y W ety X,

S gyl Ot —¥

DS e 3 oy Gl e Ogdhe (V01) 08 Jle ol GLal) (gl 2l ey
Moy Bl dige Aglpe Bl e Bpall Juams AT [Y V) ple Bl Bl (3 dold
Spab JW ) als age 1k SIS e gVl AT VNY by Adnall slas el
: S )l

2.8

2.4 -

2.0 -

1.6 -

1.2 -

0.8

N N A T
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

a5 7SV Al ol 2 e slazsVU L) sls) e 1yl

YOVA=Y VY e sl ) Opal QU ) 2UST 5ge a5 () JSCa)

S Syl Ol i) Bl SV LS uld

Stepwise (iluduall i kll) Judd s Yol
Regression

(JW o X)) el padlly akasdl bl e dlly y wldl pasedd JlasY1 Lol

GJL:,;J\ e Jsad) (‘:.%o Lgms (Sytumn Lo (Lféfw‘ S alldedl) oolglad sl

4y
il Sl il - )

4.



(BIA) Gt alisuants Gzl blselly JUI ol LS Olllase g dppaeed) BN ol

) dazal) ly (X)) JW G alsT Jadl el cn ) 8de deg Y tHO
(Y)adaid

akasd) bl dezal) el (X)) W ) 2l Lannd) el oy 4l BYs ey tHI
(Y)

o) wlpaid Ldo g SlelasN1 Jad 28 3V

Codl Olpaid Lis sl Slslax=N1 (V) Jgdd

Model Mean Std.Deviation N
YM\JLM\ ~,~Vﬁ\’°~ ~,~V~~L°°~ Y¢
X1 ) il als °,Yavvay ¥, AAAYAY Y¢

(spss) gsbiz a5 g SV Al w2 e slaxeVU e slae) e 1yl

SLLI) pi5g ol Jo pane IS OV sy (glall BLEVY Loyl (V) Jod) s
(oY eteo) A ey lme SLAL (50 vave ) al Y adaddl bl bvg O
(¥ ANAVAY) 0,05 (5las 1L (0,YaYYAY) il dib XU ) 2,US 5 Jos g2e Ll
odalin Y ¢ L'.;}W&.:PV» Q\fﬁ

T8 Jovr Jas Vg alededll lsbad ) 33 b e Al 300l Ol 1 Sl Ll —Y
L)y Laad) el g Bl B by miEl SN

Syl ALY =396 (A) 9t

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
LU 09| ve | wveg | aveg | Voo [ AVAT L N LYY [ e | Y8
o 81 ° ¢ ¢
Ju

(5ps5) ool &g fSIV) sl Sl 2 e slazeWU L) sl 2 jall
PV L) Asleay LY Jad 055 Sl

MoOdel Unstandardized Standardized t sig
Coefficients
B Std.Error Beta
AP v,0 0V et VYo A,lo0 e
Jud v, ea0 N SRR

1)




(spss) gz a5 g SV Al w2 e slaxeVU e slae) o 1yl

W s Jand) sl ) B Jited Blasll msadl) bl WS (9) ot g
Ll ds oo (soles g gl o B g (o) 0 v) JWI ) BUST sig dad il o
& Josd) ¢ & Bl ety g L) s A2 8y (A1) Rkaad bl s L
DY) Al by Sy Jabes ST i) (3 Uadly 3,08l a2V las alslas O (45(3) J gkl
AW ool

Y=B0+B1X1

Y=0.052 +0.005X

Bl ol il iy dazel) jaall g B Lted 12D dlsles 28 22 L) dlslel)
(e v o) s Bkl bl s slag JW W) RUS A0S (3 sag sy 83Lj 41 0 ¢ el
Al o i) Sy pdall B s by s U (Spine sl dey LUl

S)lndl B ae O30 (Granger) i) B! uld 1Lt

e

£ A lndl Opadll daaal) adlly Jand) ) Gy Al B o) i ] e
(F) e O Lke catlze iy (Y00) dusine (S5t i (F) sy gl L) o sloze|
2l s (X)) i) i) dedl Bl Jolr s 3Vl (6 YA) SIS Adgd)
(y) dkaadl bl
JW ) 2y adeiad) bl ! 91 () +) J g
Pair Wise Granger Causality Tests
Sample: 2013 q1 -2018 g2

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

i i SV Al w2 e slazeVU Ul slasl e il
A (Y) A JW ) 2UST(X) e 851 ol adlat O A1 (V2 ) (3 gl cns
ST G diged) (F) b Oly Y00 aygiall s a1 dned (39 (1)V000) il ikl
JI(Y) oo 8 adlet Lol (6, Y A) i 31 (F) ool folas 2o om 31 89 (1,841 Y)
(F) ad <i15.9%0 apall @ oo 58T Wal (o (E7YE) cal 4B (X))
Sl il Sl spo e G (6 YA) 2 adad (F) ded on 31 on (GAAY VY st

14y



(BIA) Gt alisuants Gzl blselly JUI ol LS Olllase g dppaeed) BN ol
G ol Al s Y (Y) 3 ol ) @ ) adasd) blslly JW Ly s B g Y
Aty ol B 01 gl (XT)

Gl (gb ) Sp2e ¥

BW k) Bes de VAAS e 3 B pl BLI 3 Gl b gl Dras b
Ax 5oy (5l (Y1 Bpally gyl LY Cae g (lndl ) a8y Ol
A3 Bl Y B Sl ST ey sl A all SLLYI 3 G Bae ST 3B
Sral JW ) R s a5 SIS i Wy 00T 0k 4 Lngel (B 5l BasS
it b sl
23

22 -

21 S

20 S

19 S

18 S

AT S

16

| III IIIIII‘-.-"I | III IIIIII‘-.-"II III IIIIII‘-.-"I | III IIIIII‘-.-"I | III IIIIII‘-II | III IIIIII‘-II
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
i i SV Al w2 e slazeVU U slasl
YOVAY Y sl (b Cral JWI ) 2l s 35 (1) IS
QUL (b gl Bl JUI ) RS p05e sy S
Stepwise (! & kll) (ludd fd:Ys)

Regression

plszaby (JU 6 X) aliedd jadly alasdl bl y wldl pazed) SlasV1 Ll
00 gime (Sgtans s (A YY) dladad) lgbdd
aslasY olus il -

14y



adasd) bl tazal) ) (X)W ) 2US7 Lzl pacly cn jludl @3s axg Y tHO
(Y)

adaedl bl el padl (X)) JUW uj) WS el padly n ) BYe dsg tHI
(Y)

ol wlpad ddodl lelaxY1 Jad i 3Y)

Slprield ddo ) wlebaxY1 (1)) g

Model Mean Std. Deviation N
w\_}k&d\ ey v,eedéYyod Y¢
JW Ly s AL N veYeYEs Y¢

(spss) b a5 9 SV Al w2 e slaxeVU e slae) e 1yl

GIEL (198 Y) J ke Y alaadl bl sy OF A1 (VY) Jeid) by pis
Sby (14T« + ) b 4B X ) RS R dagie W (10 1 3£703) (Slins
S el s @) Jgidly saaline Y (golud s g Oy (4,01 0T1Y L) 08 (5l
las) Vs pued Laslagal &

daied) =300l (1Y) J9ad

. Partial C;)lln.lea.mty
si ]
MoOdel Beta In T & Correlation it
Tolerance
du‘wi‘) _~,\q2 _h,i“\ ,)"L\/\ —','C‘i ',\/\*

(5pss) ooy &9 iSIY) Akl b2 e slezeVL ol shasl e il
Jadd il sl @ G Aladed) wlgkd) 33 b e Fisedl 0L 1 Slas V) Ll -y
Bygadl (gt o ST (V) B Sig Rad O s i b 6,80 (W1 ) 2,LiSXT)
e RS ITITY QYL E ) RUCTREENESE HRCROH Cae HUPR IR ER A B VPV SUCIe1) %o
Ak Beop (b pdall 2 S gm U Gsine pE
@b 3 Drae Sk (Granger) dued! B! uld : Lt

3!

slaxs¥) & (B o) O al darall ity Jannd) sad) Gy Gend) 8V ol a2l e
B Asdlny gy Al Slpdly (Y00) disine (Syieen s (F) Jlasly 205 aeedl el o

14¢



(BIA) Gt alisuants Gzl blselly JUI ol LS Olllase g dppaeed) BN ol

(Xi1) Jzd) sl g ) BDIL Jgut e 31y L (4.28)cilS adsud) (F)O Leke 7350l

() W ity

baid blsdly JW W, 1S (Granger) ! @51 Las) = (13) Jgud

Pair Wise Granger Causality Tests

Sample: 2013 q1 -2018 g2

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

X1

a9 SV Al Sl e slaxeVU U slael e 1yl

Sl (Y) AV JW W 2lST(X) e 831 ol adlex OF L) (13) g (3 el o

IS & Bipndtl (F) 3 Oly Y00 agiall 25 o ST B g (4,00 ) S adaad)
JI(Y) o B0 adlenm W) (£,Y AL ) (F) Lol folns 2ad o 81 29 (450 864 7)
(F) aed «i55.%0 gl amps o 51 L2l g (DIAVA) cab ai (X))
S ALl el s e (6 YA)RL dgidl (F) dad oo B o8 (FAY 1) )a st
J s Y (Y) 3 ol @ &l ) admad) blslly JW Wy 3US Gy s 8Nty Y

ala it

Coalsle BesdS dar 2y e B)landd QW ao gl s 3 Wlad 3131 JW W) BUS 850 O) LY

gl

S o I L) 5if (3 Lol 1yes a3, Y1 Ldlly ¥ J5L o) J3b ool il ol Ly
Ak 2T BB Sl Y1 jgas 2L ST sl Ay ¢ Ml ggndl ey lald
(gpally W gl (s e i gl olglarl) 2l
J2dW ALl s lasly dddl bl i (3 e O)lall 3 bl Gl jes dmy LY

W Ly e sleatl bl el s 3

dygme Ll 5 BVe 3mg ) e 3d)all Ojlaall addl LLSYI Y il bl Lt
LS ) Cal adandl sy JUI ) LS
Crae 3 adradl blslly U LS p B0 dgies pite BLEYI Y s jgbl Lo

190

LYl B ol



ALy JUI o) RS 0p G BV 25y s ol L Lo G il ey
ol dne O)laed) Alasd)

aluagill

ol J5b ak L3 e 530 Ll s90d ) elnt dms JWI ) RS st s 344
Dl gashl B ) 3 lexeVl e Db (JUI ) 2l

JU ) RUSG aaled) 3L b e B)lall o) 59,0 Jo u STy 33l B e
AW L) g

Ladeloy L cikiasdly Lo AU cadall bt plsl 81S73)05) 6 s sb gl n sl o3
e wlsg 3 all oIsb )Y e

Fldl Al Jeo gl 2 Lgadlsh by Jolis (o -Lasly 2ozl O)lall ol 50
) sy gl iy Bidedll

Jalaall dails

Qi ) wieiS = 39
c&b)‘}“ WOles cJ_&:J\} ielll Sjg_ml\ s avb cSﬂ\&U \ﬂjM.S‘ 5y1a) cJA\f.&i)J (i)
YNy

e ) St 1 -l

el sy e Ll Sl 2 o3y (el I ) LS LIS el e (3l
(Bl ol dmala coly g3 Ay bl el Lol e die (3 Ak A ul)s — adsl)
AERY

el gy 9 3L olyie 33y JU L) LS s s o 01 ca) ala el
Yoy o qopknds 3 cdedlY) dealh) (Bysie prearle Alay opkands (3 3B L)
e 3] SNy auall -

Sl 3 (Y 1) b e by e gr—all JU G RS ulae g sl (SO
VY O el €l L) Ly Bl Sl Al e Al LY

315 CAMELS 354 plas ol (05 a5yl Ol (Ol ¢ Ll al ((59unsh!
I 3Ly Bl B (3 Byl Clall n i) 2LLE as" —2d sl ALl L
YN A oAl o) & sl iy pgkal) B3)a)1 ALY (Y LYY A

o Wiy 3Ll 3 )l s i BCAMLS s a8l | ol slsip,
AT ) E el sl 2slasV) pslall slin ASAS (DY) byl Bl

141

-



(BIA) Gt alisuants Gzl blselly JUI ol LS Olllase g dppaeed) BN ol

dud 9ud] yu )LE] ~Laal

ad e bl bl 33,2l 261 & W LaY) foslall ag el aa il (el i) Bpaie
Yooy sl B0 Ay A dsddl oy VY a2l B0 5L
i1 joladl

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- Guijarati, 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 ¢, 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,1ed, 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
Iranian 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

1ayv



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," Bale 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-1l: 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.

T4A



(BIA) Gt alisuants Gzl blselly JUI ol LS Olllase g dppaeed) BN 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



