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This paper investigates the effect of bank-specific, industry-specific and
macroeconomic determinants, as well as the regulatory environment on the
profitability of the emerging European banking sector over the period
2000-2016. Banks in countries with higher capital requirements, market
discipline and more restrictions on banking activities performed better, while the
better-performing banks had extensive foreign ownership. The empirical
analysis reveals that performance is affected by bank-specific determinants like
equity capital and bank size, while traditional activities lead to increased
profitability. The specific measures of economic policy must be oriented
towards specific aspects of the banking business. This will set new standards in
performance and efficiency, urging bank management to address particular
firm-specific issues, such as the composition of the balance sheet, the quality of
the credit portfolio, as well as the range of financial products and services.
Overall, the evidence shows that regulation, and balance sheets help in
understanding bank profitability during the crisis.
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I.  Introduction

Credit institutions are idiosyncratic organizations bearing distinctive
intermediation characteristics and calling for exceptional regulatory
treatment. Banks provide liquidity insurance and allow better risk
sharing among depositors with varying consumption needs. Moreover,
they constitute the principal originators of non-market finance to the
economy while monitoring borrowers on behalf of lenders, hence
significantly reducing information asymmetry and screening costs. In
other words, the banking sector provides financing for commercial
enterprises, basic financial services and access to payment systems to
a broad segment of the population, turning itself to a critical component
of any economy.

The banking industry is one of the most regulated in the world. Two
arguments are usually presented to justify this kind of practice: systemic
risk and depositor protection. The first argument contends that the
purpose of regulation is to prevent systemic bank runs, which in turn
may be caused by the inherent instability of banks’ structure or
weaknesses in the framework within which banks operate. According
to the second argument, the regulation rationale builds on a corporate
governance problem. The challenge of safeguarding financial stability
has become even more vital in recent years in light of the new global
financial environment that has rapidly evolved. The new environment
is characterized by enhanced financial liberalization and integration,
rapid development of new financial products and technologies, as well
as consolidation in the banking industry and increasing competition
(Moshirian, 2008). 

During the last three decades, forces such as globalization,
technological change, deregulation and European integration have
fundamentally transformed the European banking industry. It is clear
that rapid changes in the financial industry structure occur around the
globe. Even though banking system restructure was quite profound over
the last decade in most emerging European markets, there is still much
to be done for their financial systems to be classified in the category of
developed markets.1 The Central and Eastern European countries (CEE)

1. This term includes Bulgaria, Croatia, Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia,
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have undergone major structural changes during the transition period
dated back in the early 1990s. They present a quite different group of
emerging economies as opposed to Latin America and Southeast Asia
since the last two groups have not gone through a transition from
centrally planned economies to market economies. Therefore the
establishment of financial markets and the banking sector is a fairly new
process and we expect that the determinants of CEE bank profitability
could differ to some extent from those in the banking system of Latin
America and Southeast Asia on the basis that although these economies
are considered to be emerging economies they have always operate
within the broad context of a market economy.

The varying transition paths from central planning to market
economy have resulted in different legal and politico-institutional
frameworks, which have consequently affected the efficient functioning
of banking systems and national economies in general. This process
involved the restructuring, rehabilitation and privatization of
state-owned banks, the liquidation of insolvent institutions and an
improvement in the administrative efficiency and capability of the
banking sector. Other factors that enhanced banking intermediation
were the introduction of new prudential regulation and tighter
supervision. Despite faster development in the second half of the 1990s,
when relatively stable financial and macroeconomic conditions
emerged, the quantity and quality of banking products and services still
lagged behind those of more developed European countries.

In emerging markets, an efficient and properly governed banking
sector is better equipped to withstand negative shocks and contribute to
the stability of the financial system, considering the underdeveloped, in
many cases, stock markets.  Moreover, regulators are interested in the
sources of financial instability and mechanisms to avoid it, taking into
account that banks are highly leveraged firms taking a wide range of
complex risks in their daily operations, including, among others, credit,
liquidity, interest rate, operational and market risk. Capital adequacy
and liquidity requirements set by the regulators, constraints on large
exposures, and requirements concerning the efficiency of internal
control and risk management systems of financial institutions all
constitute an ex-ante response to systemic risk.

The intensified information asymmetry problems (Furfine, 2001)
and/or psychological factors may trigger the spread of isolated liquidity
problems into the banking system, as depositors may perceive such
problems as a warning sign of a more general banking crisis. The strong

Lithuania, Poland, Romania, Slovakia and Slovenia.
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interdependencies existing between banks also contribute to the
augmentation of the “contagion” or “domino” effect (Rochet and Tirole,
1996). It is believed that there could be a contagion effect resulting from
the instability of one bank, which would affect a class of banks or even
the entire financial system and the economy. As one bank becomes
unstable, there may be a heightened perception of risk among depositors
for the entire class of such banks, instigating a run on the deposits and
putting the entire financial system in jeopardy. The consequences of
mismanaging their risks can be severe indeed - not only for an
individual bank, but also for the system as a whole. This reflects the fact
that the failure of one bank can rapidly affect another through
inter-institutional exposures and confidence effects. Consequently any
prolonged and significant disruption of the financial system can
potentially incur severe repercussions on the wider economy.

The crisis reshaped the environment in a way that distorted the
features of the banking business and its income structure. With the
regulatory changes implemented (Basel III), a scenario of lower
profitability is emerging in which there will be a structural change in the
income structure.  In times of both expansion and crisis, banks have
reacted to the changing environment with a view to maintaining their
levels of profitability (Maudos, 2017). A wide range of studies on
transition countries have highlighted the fact that the financial reform
process positively affects bank profitability and that a banking sector
reform is a necessary condition for the development and deepening of
the sector (Fries and Taci, 2002; Agoraki, Delis and Pasiouras, 2011). 

One of the central issues in emerging banking systems, along with
the transition process to a market economy, is the development of a
profitable and efficient financial system. The empirical analysis is
carried out for 11 emerging European banking systems over the period
2000-2016.  The examined period includes two different phases of the
financial cycle: a pre-crisis period of booming financial markets, with
the sample starting date being the year 2000 up to 2006 and the global
financial crisis, from 2007 to 2016. A better understanding of the
determinants of the profitability could be valuable for modeling and
predicting the decision towards expansion, reorganization or default.
The theoretical financial literature identifies several firm-specific
factors (strategic and non-strategic factors) that can explain profitability. 

This study employs the important research output of the European
Bank of Reconstruction and Development (EBRD), i.e. the bank and
enterprise reform database, to quantify the reform process in emerging
European banking. Since the EBRD performs a yearly assessment of
regulatory reform we are able to make the best use of the time-series
aspect of these indices. Finally, we rely on information from the World
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Bank (WB) database on bank regulations and supervision (Barth Caprio
and Levine, 2001, 2006, 2008; Cihak et al., 2102) to construct indices
that relate to capital requirements, market discipline, official
supervisory power and restrictions on bank activities.2

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II reviews the
theoretical underpinnings of the relevant literature. Section III describes
how the profitability of banks during the crisis relates to bank-specific
characteristics, regulation, and country characteristics. Section IV
discusses the dataset. Section V presents and analyzes the empirical
results. A number of conclusions are offered in the final section.

II. Literature review

Several researchers have focused on the causes and determinants of
financial crises in both single and cross-country studies as well as the
impact on bank profitability. Adrian and Shin (2008) and Diamond and
Rajan (2009) among others have emphasized the run on the funding of
banks that relied on short-term finance in the capital markets for a
substantial fraction of their financing. Barth, Caprio and Levine (1999)
show that the banking system is more fragile in countries where banking
activities are more restricted.

Claessens, Demirguc-Kunt and Huizinga (1998) using 7900 bank
observations from 80 countries for the 1988-1995 period, found that
foreign banks enjoy higher profits than domestic banks in developing
countries, but the opposite is the case for developed countries.
Demirgüç-Kunt and Huizinga (1999) report that banks in countries with
more competitive banking sectors are less profitable, as well as banks
that rely largely on deposits for their funding. Naceur (2003) in his
study investigates the impact of bank characteristics, financial structure
and macroeconomic indicators on bank profitability in the Tunisian
banking industry for the time period 1980-2000.

Bouzgarrou, Jouida and Louhichi (2018) conclude that foreign banks
are more profitable than domestic banks, especially during the financial
crisis. Bitar, Pukthuanthong and Walker (2018) in a sample of  39
OECD countries demonstrate that both risk- and non-risk based capital
ratios improve bank efficiency and profitability. Aydemir and Ovenc
(2016) suggest that a short-term interest rate has a negative and
significant impact on profits while Bolt et al. (2012) find long-term

2. Beck, Dermirguc-Kunt and Levine (2006), Schaeck, Sihak and Wolfe (2009),
Agoraki (2009) and Agoraki, Delis and Pasiouras (2011) have also used these indices as
control variables in their somehow related cross-country studies.
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interest rates in previous years to be important determinants of bank
profit in times of high economic growth.

Barth, Caprio and Levine (2008) also find that greater regulatory
restrictions on bank activities are associated with higher probability of
suffering a major banking crisis and bank fragility, respectively.
Demirgüç-Kunt, Detragiache and Tressel (2008) conclude that countries
where banks have to report regular and accurate financial data to
regulators and market participants have sounder banks. Demirgüç-Kunt
and Detragiache (2002) provide evidence that an explicit deposit
insurance scheme, in the absence of strong banking regulations tends to
increase the probability of a collapse taking place. However, Barth,
Caprio and Levine (2003) point out that official government power is
particularly harmful to bank development in countries with closed
political systems. According to Miyake and Nakamura (2007), capital
adequacy regulations work as a factor of stabilization in the sense that
they moderate the macroeconomic effects of negative productivity
shocks.

Finally, in times of both expansion and crisis, banks have reacted to
the changing environment with a view to maintaining their levels of
profitability. During the expansion, the progress of disintermediation
drove a change in income structure, with an increase in the relative
importance of non-interest income, associated with what could be
termed non-traditional business. Increased competition led to a drop in
the financial margin, which also acted as an incentive to find other
sources of income (Berger et al., 2000; Lepetit et al., 2008; Maudos,
2017).

III. Empirical specification

A. Theory and identification

Given the considerations of the theoretical and empirical literature, we
specify the following empirical model to study the determinants of bank
profitability, as a function of income structure and bank-specific factors,
macroeconomic indicators, market power and regulation.

Due to the dynamic nature of the reforms implemented, the
impediments to informational opacity and/or the sensitivity to
regional/macroeconomic shocks, a dynamic specification of the model
has been adopted, which includes a lagged dependent variable.3

3. We apply the system GMM estimator proposed by Blundell and Bond (1998) to
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where BPit denotes the observed bank profitability for bank i at year t,
c is a constant term, Xits are j explanatory variables and εit is the
disturbance term. All variables are expressed in natural logarithms to
improve the goodness of fit of the regression and to reduce possible
simultaneity bias. Country effects are included in the estimations
because structural conditions in banking and general macroeconomic
conditions, such as differences in accounting standards and tax
structures may generate differences in bank performance as well.
Finally, a dummy variable that takes value 1 for the years 2007-2016
has been included, in order to reflect the crisis effect, as well as an EU
membership dummy variable that takes value 1 if the country is a
member of the eurozone.

As the consistency of the GMM estimator depends on the validity of
the instruments, we consider two specification tests suggested by
Arellano and Bond (1991). We report results of the Sargan-Hansen test
as well as the Arellano-Bond test of first- and second-order
autocorrelation. To test model specification validity, the Sargan test of
over-identification of restrictions is estimated. This test examines the
lack of correlation between the instruments and the error term. The AR
(1) and AR (2) statistics measure first- and second-order serial
correlation. Given the use of first-difference transformations, some
degree of first-order serial correlation is expected, in order for the
estimator to be consistent, this correlation does not invalidate the results
though. However, the presence of second-order serial correlation does
suggest omitted variables.

The dependent variable is bank profitability. All performance
measures, regardless of their specific objectives, use accounting and
market data to assess the financial condition of an institution at a point
in time, as well as to determine how well it has been managed over a
period of time. Profitability can be used as a summary index of
performance. Therefore, we incorporate the two most widely used
measures of bank profitability, the return on average assets (ROA), i.e.,
the ratio of earnings to average assets, and the return on average equity
(ROE), i.e., the ratio of earnings to average equity. In both cases, profits

tackle the potential endogeneity of bank characteristics. Moreover, this estimator does not
break down in the presence of unit roots (see Binder, Hsiao and Pesaran, 2003; Agoraki,
2009; Agoraki, Delis and Pasiouras, 2011).
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are taken before tax to avoid discrepancies resulting from the different
taxation systems that are implemented across the European region.

Accounting profitability can be used as a measure of performance
for at least three reasons. First, researchers have shown some market
inefficiencies even in the most developed countries (Lo and MacKinlay,
1988; Conrad and Kaul, 1998). Thus, stock prices are less likely to
reflect all available information when the stock market shows
inefficiency (Joh, 2003). Second, Mossman et al. (1998) show that a
firm’s accounting profitability is more directly related to its financial
viability than its stock market value is. Many studies use accounting
measures to predict bankruptcy (Takahashi, Kurokawa and Watase,
1984) or financial distress (Hoshi, Kashyap and Scharfstein, 1991).
Third, accounting measures allow the evaluation of performance for
both privately held firms as well as that of publicly traded firms (Jensen
and Murphy, 1990; Ely, 1991).

The bank-specific variables account for differences in output quality
and risk preferences, and capture the heterogeneity of financial
institutions. We focus on the CAMEL approach.4 The theoretical
considerations discussed above point to a number of variables to be
used as proxies for the determinants of Bank Profitability (BP). In what
follows all the variables used in the present study are discussed.

Income Structure: A commonly used practice to analyse the
diversification of banking activities is to examine the income structure,
i.e. traditional intermediation activities versus other non-traditional
activities (non-interest income). Non-interest income includes
dividends, net fee income, income from financial transactions, earnings
on exchange rate differences and other income. Income structure is
measured by the ratio of non-interest income in total net income (see
also Maudos, 2017).

Default risk: Credit risk (a bank’s quality of assets) is measured by
the ratio of non-performing loans to loans and refers to the uncertainty
associated with loan repayment. Since most of bank earning assets are
in the form of loans, problems with loan quality have been the major
cause of bank failure. A high proportion of loan loss relative to loan
assets and rapid growth of the loan portfolio are potential early-warning
indications of loan-quality problems, which may indicate potential
failure. Musumeci and Sinkey (1990) and Strong and Meyer (1987)
suggest that investors use information on loan-loss provisions to revise
their expectations of a bank’s future performance while Cooper, Jackson
and Patterson (2003) find that loan-loss reserves to total loans is
important in forecasting the cross-section of bank stock returns.

4. Capital Adequacy; Asset Quality; Management Quality; Earnings and Liquidity.
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Portfolio performance: Portfolio performance captures the bank’s
capability in matching the needs for deposit and loan services and is
measured by the loans to assets ratio. Bank loans are naturally the main
source of income, being the most risky and having the highest yield (in
terms of expected return) among bank assets as well as the highest
operational costs, as they need to be originated, serviced and monitored.
If banks that held fewer loans had more credit-risky securities, we
would expect these banks to have performed worse because of the
increase in credit spreads that took place during the crisis (see also
Beltratti and Stulz, 2012). 

Leverage: Leverage (capital adequacy) is proxied by the ratio of
equity to assets and serves as an indicator for the risk of insolvency and
the market value of assets (Maudos and Fernández de Guevara, 2004).
Equity represents the amount of own funds available to support a bank’s
activities and acts as safety net in the case of adverse developments.
Since equity is a relatively expensive source of funding, an increase in
equity capital on a voluntary basis or as a result of regulation may
increase the average cost of capital (Saunders and Schumacher, 2000;
Martinez Peria and Mody, 2004). It is believed by depositors, especially
in developing countries that well capitalized banks are safer and face
lower costs of going bankrupt. Especially in southern economies,
depositors have few alternatives for bank deposits; yet they are regularly
confronted with information about bad asset quality in some banks and
even outright bank failures. Moreover, since capital is considered to be
the most expensive form of liabilities in terms of expected return,
holding capital above the regulatory minimum is a credible sign of
creditworthiness on the part of the bank.

Management quality: This variable is proxied by the ratio of earning
assets to total assets. Management decisions are reflected in the
composition of a bank’s portfolio by means of providing, inter alia,
profitable composition of assets and low-cost liabilities.

Overhead expenses: This variable is measured by operational
expenses divided by total assets and is used to capture cost management
(Demirgüç-Kunt and Huizinga, 1999; Abreu and Mendes, 2003;
Demirgüç-Kunt, Laeven and Levine, 2004).

Bank size: We employ the logarithm of total assets (SIZE) to capture
the effect of bank size in order to account for potential economies or
diseconomies of scale in the banking sector. Scale economies in banking
may arise from a variety of sources. Size entails a reduction in costs
insofar as it may offer better diversification opportunities in the deposit
base as well as investment and loans, and therefore it reduces the
likelihood of a liquidity shortage. On the other hand, agency problems,
control problems and all the difficulties and costs associated with
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managing large institutions may decrease the benefits of scale
economies, while large banks may hold a substantial amount of market
power and/or higher efficiency levels.

Moreover, we incorporate regulatory and macroeconomic variables
to capture the differences in the banking and macroeconomic
environment.

Regulation: To examine the impact of banking sector reform we
apply the EBRD index of banking sector reform and individual
regulatory indices.

The EBRD index of banking sector reform has been compiled with
the primary purpose of assessing the progress of the banking sectors of
formally centrally planned economies.5 As this indicator quantifies and
qualifies the degree of liberalization of the banking industry, it is
suitable for an explicit evaluation of the effect of banking sector reform
on the profitability of banks (see also Claeys and Vander Vennet, 2007). 
The reform scores of EBRD range from 1.0 to 4.0+, with 1.0 indicating
a rigid centralized economy and 4.0+ implying the highest level of
reform, which corresponds to a fully industrialized market economy.
Since the EBRD performs a yearly assessment of regulatory reform we
are able to exploit the time-series aspect of these indices.

Finally, we rely on information from the World Bank (WB) database
on bank regulations and supervision (Barth, Caprio and Levine, 2001,
2006, 2008; Cihak et al., 2012) to construct indices that relate to capital
requirements, market discipline, official supervisory power and
restrictions on bank activities. We focus on these four regulatory
policies because they are central in the agenda of policy makers and
theory suggests that they can have a direct impact on risk-taking (for a
detailed analysis see also Agoraki, 2009 and Agoraki, Delis and
Pasiouras, 2011).6

The capital requirements index shows the extent of both initial and
overall capital stringency. Initial capital stringency refers to whether the
sources of funds counted as regulatory capital can include assets other
than cash or government securities and borrowed funds, as well as
whether the regulatory or supervisory authorities verify these sources.
The supervisory power reveals the power of the supervisory agencies to
take specific actions in relation to their authority against bank

5. The EBRD uses the number of banks (and the share of foreign owned banks), the
asset share of state-owned banks, the percentage of bad loans, credit to the private sector and
stock market capitalization (EBRD, 2001).

6. New regulatory initiatives are unlikely to affect the profitability of banks in the
immediate term. In the estimations below, we will be using both the first and the second lags
of the regulation variables.
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management and directors, shareholders, and bank auditors. Higher
values indicate more powerful supervisors. Barth, Caprio and Levine
(2004) mention that among others, strong official supervision can
prevent managers from engaging in excessive risk-taking behaviour,
contributing to bank development, performance and stability. However
this may not always be the case, especially in transition economies.

The activities restriction index is determined by considering whether
securities, insurance, real estate activities, and ownership of
non-financial firms are unrestricted, permitted, restricted, or prohibited.
Higher values indicate higher restrictions. Barth, Caprio and Levine
(2004) indicate that restricting bank activities is negatively associated
with bank development and stability. The market discipline index shows
the degree to which banks are forced to disclose accurate information
to the public (e.g., disclosure of off-balance sheet items, risk
management procedures, etc.) and whether there are incentives to
increase market discipline (e.g., subordinated debt, explicit deposit
insurance). Higher values indicate higher disclosure requirements and
more incentives to increase market discipline.

Macroeconomic environment: To capture the effect of the
macroeconomic environment we use GDP growth (gdpg) as a proxy for
the fluctuations in economic activity and the short-term interest rate to
capture monetary stance. An increase in GDP growth could be expected
to increase a bank’s income as a result of more lending and lower
default rates (Brock and Suarez, 2000; Claeys and Vander Vennet,
2007).

Market structure: The structure of a banking market is captured by
the degree of competition and concentration. According to the
structure-conduct-performance (SCP) hypothesis (Bain, 1951), bank
concentration (or market share) implies market power and a positive
association between profits and concentration. In other words, market
structure influences the behavior of banks through the pricing of their
products in an imperfectly competitive market, with increased
concentration resulting in higher profits. This hypothesis postulates that
greater profits are the results of collusion between the firms of the
industry.

As a proxy of the degree of concentration, we consider
Herfindahl-Hirschman index (HHI) (calculated as the sum of squared
market shares in term of assets of the individual banks).7 As an
alternative measure, we also apply a direct indicator of market power
following the method of Uchida and Tsutsui (2005). A common

7. For a review of concentration ratios and the Herfindahl-Hirschman index, see
Rhoades (1977).
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argument is that competition drives down loan rates and bank profits,
reducing banks’ incentives to screen loan applicants (Gehrig, 1998),
leading to eased lending criteria and increased bank failures (Bolt and
Tieman, 2004). 

In particular, we jointly estimate the following system of three
equations that correspond to a translog cost function, to a revenue
equation obtained from the profit maximization problem of banks, and
to an inverse loan demand function:

(2)
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where C is the total cost  (i.e., total expenses) of bank i at time t, q is
bank output measured by total earning assets, d are total deposits and
short-term funding, w are the prices of inputs, in this case measured by
the ratio of total operating expenses (overheads) to total assets, R is total
bank revenue, r is the interest rate on deposits calculated as the ratio of
interest expenses to total deposits and short-term funding, p is the price
of bank output given by the ratio of total revenue to total earning assets,
and e are the error terms. Variables with bars represent deviations from
their cross sectional means at each time period, and are transformed in
this way so as to remove their trend, specified in this way to reduce
multicollinearity. We use the annual % GDP growth (gdpg) and the
short-term interest rate (ir) as exogenous variables that affect demand.
The degree of competition in each year is denoted by θ, which
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represents the well-known conjectural variations elasticity of total
industry output with respect to the output of the ith bank.8

The range of possible values of θ is given by [0, 1]. In the special
case of Cournot competition, θit is simply the output share of the ith
bank at each point in time. In the case of perfect competition, θit = 0;
under pure monopoly, θit = 1; and, finally, θit < 0, implies pricing below
marginal cost and could result, for example, from a non-optimizing
behavior of banks. Estimation is carried out for each country separately
using seemingly unrelated regression. The full set of θt results are
presented in table 2.

Ownership: We distinguish banking institutions into three mutually
exclusive categories, namely, majority state-owned banks, majority
domestic private ownership, and strategic foreign ownership. We
include dummy variables for the foreign ownership that equals one if
the majority is held by strategic foreign owners, the government
ownership variable that equals one if the majority is held by a
governmental body and the domestic private ownership variable that
equals one if the majority is held by domestic private investors.

IV. Data sources

We use an unbalanced panel dataset of approximately 3750 bank-annual
observations of 388 commercial, savings and cooperative banks
operating in the 11 CEE markets shown in table 1 over the period
2000-2016.9  We collect our data from a number of sources. Individual
bank data are taken from annual statements. Data for the regulatory
indices are obtained from the World Bank database on “Bank
Regulation and Supervision” developed by Barth, Caprio and Levine
(2001) and updated by Barth, Caprio and Levine (2006, 2008) and
Cihak et al. (2012). Data for the market structure and macroeconomic
conditions are collected from the EBRD’s Transition Reports and the
World Bank’s World Development Indicators (WDI). Table 1 provides
some descriptive statistics for our sample.

8. See also Agoraki (2009) and Agoraki, Delis and Pasiouras (2011)

9. This panel data set is of substantial size given the availability of the data for all
transition economies and has been used in many recent papers to obtain robust results (see for
example Drakos, Kouretas and Tsoumas, 2016; Giannetti and Ongena, 2012, Kouretas and
Tsoumas, 2013). 
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Regarding market power, the estimations are mixed, with the
majority of countries reflecting neither monopolistic nor competitive
behavior. The emerging European banking systems have inherited from
the previous centrally-planned economies a considerable volume of
nonperforming loans. In these countries banking laws were generally
developed to promote sound banking practices among existing and new
market players, and increase the efficiency of delivering intermediation
services. Most of these banking sectors share common structural
characteristics as they follow similar development paths during the
transition period. Moreover, virtually all of these banking systems
experienced periods of insolvency and crisis in the mid-1990s that
necessitated efforts, often more than once, to recapitalize and restructure
the banks (Bonin, Hasan and Wachtel, 2005).

Bad debt problems and corporate defaults were the major reasons of
banking crises in the region, which reduced a bank’s assets and affected
their lending behavior due to the preference to hold government
securities or liquid assets on their balance sheets. The cost of
overcoming the banking crisis has been significant in all these countries.
The highest costs were observed in Romania (estimates ranging from
around 8% of GDP), in Croatia (30 % of GDP) and Bulgaria (up to 75%
of GDP between 1991 and 1998). 

It is noteworthy that, ever since, changes have been made in the
regulatory frameworks and the privatization of the banking sector, as
remedies for the banking crises. Regulatory changes mainly involved
improvements in banking supervision, while the privatization of the
banking sector was carried out mainly through sales to foreign banks.
The expansion of foreign banks in the acceded area has mostly come
from Western European banks which in a short time period managed to
dominate the emerging European banking systems.

Significant steps have been taken towards the improvement of the
banking legislation. There have been continuous amendments on
banking supervision regulative system aiming at its harmonization with
the EU regulative regime and the international standards of effective
supervision. These laws have increased the appeal of the emerging
European banking system for foreign investment, reinforced prudent
standards and practices in the banks’ operations, enhanced corporate
governance, and improved efficiency in banking operations and
supervision. However, it is important to recognize that it is not
legislation on its own that really matters, but the actual implementation
of reforms.

The main motive behind the privatization of state-owned banks was
the desire to enhance competition and efficiency in the banking sector
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through increased foreign and domestic participation, while the banking
crises that affected the region during this period have basically
accelerated the privatization process. For instance, beginning in 1995
with virtually no holdings in Croatia, foreigner investors had acquired
about 84% of banking assets by 2000 and, by 2002, all of the ten largest
banks in the country were in majority foreign owned (EBRD, 2004).

As it concerns our dataset, the average ratio of total revenue to assets
indicates the low significance of non-interest income sources in total
operating revenue. The operational expenses variable reflects
over-employment in credit institutions in those countries. Implementing
new technology has been a major factor responsible for the reduction in
operational expenses. The average equity-to-assets is higher than the
European average, due mainly to the ongoing restructuring process of
the state-owned institutions, the relatively low credit expansion, the
riskiness of assets and the banks’ compensation for poor access to other
sources of funds. Although the high ratio may be reassuring in terms of
sound financial management, it also confirms the existence of high-risk
lending operations and the high degree of liquid and non-banking items
on banks’ balance sheets.

The low level of loans to total assets combined with the need for
new investments and the boost in household consumption, could incur
considerable high rates of credit expansion in the future. Sluggish credit
growth can be partially attributed to inadequate legal protection for
lenders, lack of credit history for most companies and scarcity of
adequate risk management techniques. The relatively slow growth may
also have been delayed by the prolonged process of cleaning up the
banks’ portfolio (Cottarelli, Dell and Vladkova-Hollar, 2005). Yet,
given the associations that have often been identified between as
underlying between lending booms and financial stability, an
uncontrollable credit expansion could be unwanted.

However, the period of expansion taking place in Europe up until it
was interrupted by the outbreak of the financial crisis in 2007. The
disintermediation process was driven by the development of new
technologies, deregulation in the sector, and increased non-bank
competition, which affected the banking business. The crisis reshaped
the environment in a way that will affect the features of the banking
business and its income structure. With the regulatory changes
implemented, a scenario of lower profitability has emerged in which
there will be a structural change in the income structure (Maudos,
2017).
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V. Estimation and results

The aim of this paper is mainly to present an empirical specification of
the determinants of profitability in the emerging European banking
sector for the period 2000-2016. In this section, we investigate whether
profitability is affected by (i) bank-specific and/or (ii) regulatory and
other macroeconomic indicators. In Model (4), in both tables 3 and 4,
the Herfindahl-Hirschman index is included as a market structure
variable.

To determine whether our instruments are valid in the system GMM
approach, we use the specification tests proposed by Arellano and Bond
(1991) and Arellano and Bover (1995). First, we apply the Sargan test,
a test of over-identifying restrictions, which tests the overall validity of
the instruments. Second, we test whether the differenced error term is
second-order serially correlated. First-order autocorrelation, AR1, could
be expected in the first differences of the errors; however, higher order
autocorrelation would indicate that some lags of the dependent variable
are in fact endogenous, thus bad instruments. In all estimated equations
the test for AR2 rejects the presence of second-order autocorrelation.
Moreover, the Sargan test indicates that the model is not over-identified.

To assess the robustness of the links between bank-specific factors,
regulations, market structure, and macroeconomic indicators we apply
different versions of the model, where variables are gradually included
in the models, in order to check whether they retain their sign and
significance in different models. Table 3 reports the empirical results
where ROA is the dependent variable. The positive impact of equity
capital implies that banks characterized by high levels of capital manage
to perform in higher levels of profitability. Cost efficiency measures
management flexibility to adjust costs to changes in the business
development characterized by revenues and increases profitability.

The positive effect of bank size possibly illustrates the fact that large
banks offer safety of transactions in relatively risky banking sectors,
such as the ones of the emerging European markets, as well as
economies of scale that result in higher profitability. When, ownership
variables are included in our estimation models we do not observe
considerable diversification in the results. The entry of foreign banks
has played an important role in the bank reform process by increasing
levels of efficiency, hence superior profits.10 We find a positive and

10. Foreign banks headquartered in developed nations may have additional advantages
over domestic institutions in developing nations. These may include managerial expertise and
experience, a well-developed business plan, superior access to capital, ability to make larger
loans, a seasoned labor force, market power over suppliers, and so forth.
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significant association between market power and profitability that is
robust across all specifications (the results remain qualitatively
unchanged when a concentration measure is applied). Our results
support the collusion hypothesis (or structure conduct performance
hypothesis), where concentration leads to a lower level of competition
and higher bank performance.

Capital requirements appear to be an effective tool in reinforcing
profitability, while supervisory power hypothesis has a negative effect.
The impact of the activities restrictions index is significant, indicating
that there is a positive effect of activity restrictions on profitability. A
potential explanation for this finding is that as the integration of
financial services is restricted, banks focus on the loan market in order
to compensate for the forgone non-interest income. As it was expected,
the crisis seems to have significantly decreased profits, while in the
examined countries the accession to the eurozone has served as a
stability mechanism. Our findings show that an increase in the share of
non-interest income has a negative impact on profitability. This result
indicates that during a crisis, income from the traditional intermediation
business has regained importance. Finally, higher economic growth is
associated with higher returns whereas our results show a negative and
statistically significant effect of short-term interest rate on profitability.

The results in table 4 present the estimations when we use ROE as
a measure of profitability. The coefficient on the lagged dependent
variable is highly significant indicating a considerable level of
persistence in profitability. The positive impact of equity capital implies
that banks characterized by high levels of capital tend to have higher
returns as they represent safer institutions. This effect could also be
associated with the pressure generated by solvency regulations (see also
Carbo and Rodriguez, 2007). The significance of equity-to-assets
variable is relatively important considering that capital adequacy
ensures systemic stability and maintains depositor confidence. On the
same line with the results in table 3, higher supervisory power results in
lower profits. Consistent with the private monitoring hypothesis,
regulatory proposals and previous studies on corporate governance,
financial disclosures and other incentives that enhance market discipline
can be an effective tool in increasing profits. When depositors exert
“market discipline”, this may enable the bank to lower its deposit
funding costs, leading to higher profitability.

During the period under investigation there was a notable entry of
foreign banks. A higher presence of foreign (state-owned) banks in the
market seems to result in higher (lower) profitability which suggests a
number of benefits from the entry of foreign banks in emerging markets
(Demirgüç-Kunt and Serven, 2009). The presence of foreign banks is
often associated with a more stable lending environment, as well as
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superior managerial experience and risk management. Furthermore, we
once again confirm that a positive and significant association exists
between market power and profitability that is robust across all
specifications (the results remain qualitatively invariable when a
concentration measure is applied).

When we use EBRD we conclude that the effect of reform is
positive to profits. Default risk has a negative and statistically
significant relationship with profits, indicating the risk premium set by
the banks over the net interest margin, in order to compensate for cases
of non-repayment or default of a loan. In addition, Portfolio
performance, used as a proxy for capturing the bank’s capability in
matching the needs for deposit and loan services, has a positive and
significant effect on profits. Finally, GDP growth once again enters with
a positive sign and statistically significant magnitude whereas the
evidence on the negative relationship between the monetary policy tool,
i.e. the short term interest rate, and banks’ profitability falls within the
predictions made.

VI. Conclusions

In this paper, an empirical framework was developed in order to
investigate the effect of bank-specific, macroeconomic determinants and
regulatory environment on the profitability of European banks for the
period 2000-2016. Evidently, the regulatory framework plays a crucial
role. According to the results obtained above, a significant part of
profitability is explained by bank-specific characteristics such as
portfolio performance, default risk and leverage, while focusing on
traditional activities can enhance profitability during crisis. In both
estimations, bank profitability is positively and significantly affected by
internal determinants (the proportion of loans in the asset composition,
the quality of the credit portfolio, the financial leverage of the bank, and
the operational expenses). The positive effect of bank size illustrates the
fact that large banks have higher returns as a compensation for
customers’ worries regarding the safety of transactions in relatively
risky banking sectors, such as the ones of the emerging European
markets. The restructuring that some European banking sectors have
suffered in order to address the recent crisis has increased the degree of
market power, thus promoting the profitability of banks at the expense
of competition. Finally, the diversification of banking income should be
a proactive response to maintain profitability, however a negative
relationship points out the underdeveloped alternative solutions.

Accepted by:  Prof. P. Theodossiou, PhD, Editor-in-Chief , April 2018



Multinational Finance Journal204

A
pp

en
di

x 
A

.

St
ru

ct
ur

e 
of

 re
gu

la
to

ry
 v

ar
ia

bl
es

Ca
pi

ta
l R

eq
ui

re
m

en
ts

Th
is 

va
ria

bl
e i

s d
et

er
m

in
ed

 b
y 

ad
di

ng
 1

 if
 th

e a
ns

w
er

 is
 y

es
 to

 q
ue

sti
on

s 1
-6

 an
d 

0 
ot

he
rw

ise
, w

hi
le

 th
e 

op
po

sit
e

oc
cu

rs
 in

 th
e 

ca
se

 o
f 

qu
es

tio
ns

 7
 a

nd
 8

 (
i.e

. y
es

=0
, n

o 
=1

). 
(1

) 
Is

 th
e 

m
in

im
um

 r
eq

ui
re

d 
ca

pi
ta

l a
ss

et
 r

at
io

ris
k-

w
ei

gh
te

d 
in

 li
ne

 w
ith

 B
as

le
 g

ui
de

lin
es

? 
(2

) D
oe

s t
he

 ra
tio

 v
ar

y 
w

ith
 m

ar
ke

t r
isk

? 
(3

-5
) B

ef
or

e 
m

in
im

um
ca

pi
ta

l a
de

qu
ac

y 
is 

de
te

rm
in

ed
, w

hi
ch

 o
f t

he
 fo

llo
w

in
g 

ar
e d

ed
uc

te
d 

fro
m

 th
e b

oo
k 

va
lu

e o
f c

ap
ita

l: 
 (a

) m
ar

ke
t

va
lu

e o
f l

oa
n l

os
se

s n
ot

 re
al

iz
ed

 in
 ac

co
un

tin
g 

bo
ok

s?
 (b

) u
nr

ea
liz

ed
 lo

ss
es

 in
 se

cu
rit

ie
s p

or
tfo

lio
s?

 (c
) u

nr
ea

liz
ed

fo
re

ig
n 

ex
ch

an
ge

 lo
ss

es
? (

6)
 A

re
 th

e s
ou

rc
es

 o
f f

un
ds

 to
 b

e u
se

d 
as

 ca
pi

ta
l v

er
ifi

ed
 b

y 
th

e r
eg

ul
at

or
y/

su
pe

rv
iso

ry
au

th
or

iti
es

? 
(7

) 
Ca

n 
th

e 
in

iti
al

 o
r 

su
bs

eq
ue

nt
 i

nj
ec

tio
ns

 o
f 

ca
pi

ta
l 

be
 d

on
e 

w
ith

 a
ss

et
s 

ot
he

r 
th

an
 c

as
h 

or
go

ve
rn

m
en

t s
ec

ur
iti

es
? 

(8
) C

an
 in

iti
al

 d
isb

ur
se

m
en

t o
f c

ap
ita

l b
e 

do
ne

 w
ith

 b
or

ro
w

ed
 fu

nd
s?

 

M
ar

ke
t d

isc
ip

lin
e

Th
is 

va
ria

bl
e i

s d
et

er
m

in
ed

 b
y 

ad
di

ng
 1

 if
 th

e a
ns

w
er

 is
 y

es
 to

 q
ue

sti
on

s 1
-7

 an
d 

0 
ot

he
rw

ise
, w

hi
le

 th
e 

op
po

sit
e

oc
cu

rs
 in

 th
e c

as
e o

f q
ue

sti
on

s 8
 an

d 
9 

(i.
e.

 y
es

=0
, n

o 
=1

). 
(1

) I
s s

ub
or

di
na

te
d 

de
bt

 al
lo

w
ab

le
 (o

r r
eq

ui
re

d)
 as

 p
ar

t
of

 c
ap

ita
l?

 (2
) A

re
 fi

na
nc

ia
l i

ns
tit

ut
io

ns
 re

qu
ire

d 
to

 p
ro

du
ce

 c
on

so
lid

at
ed

 a
cc

ou
nt

s c
ov

er
in

g 
al

l b
an

k 
an

d 
an

y
no

n-
ba

nk
 fi

na
nc

ia
l s

ub
sid

ia
rie

s?
 (3

) A
re

 of
f-

ba
la

nc
e s

he
et

 it
em

s d
isc

lo
se

d t
o p

ub
lic

? (
4)

 M
us

t b
an

ks
 di

sc
lo

se
 th

ei
r

ris
k m

an
ag

em
en

t p
ro

ce
du

re
s t

o 
pu

bl
ic

? (
5)

 A
re

 di
re

ct
or

s l
eg

al
ly

 li
ab

le
 fo

r e
rro

ne
ou

s/m
isl

ea
di

ng
 in

fo
rm

at
io

n?
 (6

)
D

o 
re

gu
la

tio
ns

 re
qu

ire
 cr

ed
it 

ra
tin

gs
 fo

r c
om

m
er

ci
al

 b
an

ks
? (

7)
 Is

 an
 ex

te
rn

al
 au

di
t b

y 
ce

rti
fie

d/
lic

en
se

d 
au

di
to

r
a c

om
pu

lso
ry

 ob
lig

at
io

n f
or

 ba
nk

s?
 (8

) D
oe

s a
cc

ru
ed

, th
ou

gh
 un

pa
id

 in
te

re
st/

pr
in

ci
pa

l e
nt

er
 th

e i
nc

om
e s

ta
te

m
en

t
w

hi
le

 lo
an

 is
 n

on
-p

er
fo

rm
in

g?
 (9

) I
s t

he
re

 a
n 

ex
pl

ic
it 

de
po

sit
 in

su
ra

nc
e 

pr
ot

ec
tio

n 
sy

ste
m

?

(C
on

tin
ue

d 
)



205Bank Profitability and Regulation in Emerging European Markets

A
pp

en
di

x 
A

.
(C

on
tin

ue
d)

St
ru

ct
ur

e 
of

 re
gu

la
to

ry
 v

ar
ia

bl
es

O
ffi

ci
al

di
sc

ip
lin

ar
y

po
w

er

Re
str

ic
tio

ns
on

 b
an

ks
ac

tiv
iti

es

Th
is 

va
ria

bl
e i

s d
et

er
m

in
ed

 b
y 

ad
di

ng
 1

 if
 th

e a
ns

w
er

 is
 y

es
 an

d 
0 

ot
he

rw
ise

, f
or

 ea
ch

 o
ne

 o
f t

he
 fo

llo
w

in
g 

fo
ur

te
en

 q
ue

sti
on

s:
(1

) D
oe

s t
he

 su
pe

rv
iso

ry
 a

ge
nc

y 
ha

ve
 th

e 
rig

ht
 to

 m
ee

t w
ith

 e
xt

er
na

l a
ud

ito
rs

 to
 d

isc
us

s t
he

ir 
re

po
rt 

w
ith

ou
t t

he
 a

pp
ro

va
l o

f
th

e 
ba

nk
? 

(2
) A

re
 a

ud
ito

rs
 re

qu
ire

d 
by

 la
w

 to
 c

om
m

un
ic

at
e 

di
re

ct
ly

 to
 th

e 
su

pe
rv

iso
ry

 a
ge

nc
y 

an
y 

pr
es

um
ed

 in
vo

lv
em

en
t o

f
ba

nk
 d

ire
ct

or
s 

or
 s

en
io

r m
an

ag
er

s 
in

 il
lic

it 
ac

tiv
iti

es
, f

ra
ud

, o
r i

ns
id

er
 a

bu
se

? 
(3

) C
an

 s
up

er
vi

so
rs

 ta
ke

 le
ga

l a
ct

io
n 

ag
ai

ns
t

ex
te

rn
al

 au
di

to
rs

 fo
r n

eg
lig

en
ce

? (
4)

 C
an

 th
e s

up
er

vi
so

ry
 au

th
or

iti
es

 fo
rc

e a
 ba

nk
 to

 ch
an

ge
 it

s i
nt

er
na

l o
rg

an
iz

at
io

na
l s

tru
ct

ur
e?

(5
) 

A
re

 o
ff-

ba
la

nc
e 

sh
ee

t 
ite

m
s 

di
sc

lo
se

d 
to

 s
up

er
vi

so
rs

? 
(6

) 
Ca

n 
th

e 
su

pe
rv

iso
ry

 a
ge

nc
y 

or
de

r 
th

e 
ba

nk
's 

di
re

ct
or

s 
or

m
an

ag
em

en
t t

o 
co

ns
tit

ut
e 

pr
ov

is
io

ns
 to

 c
ov

er
 a

ct
ua

l o
r p

ot
en

tia
l l

os
se

s?
 (7

) C
an

 th
e 

su
pe

rv
iso

ry
 a

ge
nc

y 
su

sp
en

d 
di

re
ct

or
’s

de
ci

sio
n 

to
 d

ist
rib

ut
e d

iv
id

en
ds

? (
8)

 C
an

 th
e s

up
er

vi
so

ry
 ag

en
cy

 su
sp

en
d 

di
re

ct
or

’s
 d

ec
isi

on
 to

 d
ist

rib
ut

e b
on

us
es

? (
9)

 C
an

 th
e

su
pe

rv
iso

ry
 ag

en
cy

 su
sp

en
d d

ire
ct

or
’s

 de
ci

sio
n t

o d
ist

rib
ut

e m
an

ag
em

en
t f

ee
s?

 (1
0)

 C
an

 th
e s

up
er

vi
so

ry
 ag

en
cy

 su
pe

rs
ed

e b
an

k
sh

ar
eh

ol
de

r r
ig

ht
s a

nd
 de

cl
ar

e b
an

k i
ns

ol
ve

nt
?(

11
) D

oe
s b

an
ki

ng
 la

w
 al

lo
w

 su
pe

rv
iso

ry
 ag

en
cy

 or
 an

y o
th

er
 go

ve
rn

m
en

t a
ge

nc
y

(o
th

er
 t

ha
n 

co
ur

t) 
to

 s
us

pe
nd

 s
om

e 
or

 a
ll 

ow
ne

rs
hi

p 
rig

ht
s 

of
 a

 p
ro

bl
em

 b
an

k?
 (

12
) 

Re
ga

rd
in

g 
ba

nk
 r

es
tru

ct
ur

in
g 

an
d

re
or

ga
ni

za
tio

n,
 c

an
 th

e 
su

pe
rv

iso
ry

 a
ge

nc
y 

or
 a

ny
 o

th
er

 g
ov

er
nm

en
t a

ge
nc

y 
(o

th
er

 th
an

 c
ou

rt)
 su

pe
rs

ed
e 

sh
ar

eh
ol

de
r r

ig
ht

s?
(1

3)
 R

eg
ar

di
ng

 ba
nk

 re
str

uc
tu

rin
g &

 re
or

ga
ni

za
tio

n,
 ca

n s
up

er
vi

so
ry

 ag
en

cy
 or

 an
y o

th
er

 go
ve

rn
m

en
t a

ge
nc

y (
ot

he
r t

ha
n c

ou
rt)

re
m

ov
e 

an
d 

re
pl

ac
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t?

 (1
4)

 R
eg

ar
di

ng
 b

an
k 

re
str

uc
tu

rin
g 

&
 re

or
ga

ni
za

tio
n,

 c
an

 su
pe

rv
iso

ry
 a

ge
nc

y 
or

 a
ny

 o
th

er
go

ve
rn

m
en

t a
ge

nc
y 

(o
th

er
 th

an
 c

ou
rt)

 re
m

ov
e 

an
d 

re
pl

ac
e 

di
re

ct
or

s?

Th
e 

sc
or

e 
fo

r t
hi

s v
ar

ia
bl

e 
is 

de
te

rm
in

ed
 o

n 
th

e 
ba

sis
 o

f t
he

 le
ve

l o
f r

eg
ul

at
or

y 
re

str
ic

tiv
en

es
s f

or
 b

an
k 

pa
rti

ci
pa

tio
n 

in
: (

1)
se

cu
rit

ie
s a

ct
iv

iti
es

 (2
) i

ns
ur

an
ce

 ac
tiv

iti
es

 (3
) r

ea
l e

sta
te

 ac
tiv

iti
es

 (4
) b

an
k 

ow
ne

rs
hi

p 
of

 n
on

-f
in

an
ci

al
 fi

rm
s. 

Th
es

e a
ct

iv
iti

es
ca

n 
be

 u
nr

es
tri

ct
ed

, p
er

m
itt

ed
, r

es
tri

ct
ed

 o
r p

ro
hi

bi
te

d 
th

at
 ar

e a
ss

ig
ne

d 
th

e v
al

ue
s o

f 1
, 2

, 3
 o

r 4
 re

sp
ec

tiv
el

y.
 W

e u
se

 an
 ov

er
al

l
in

de
x 

by
 c

al
cu

la
tin

g 
th

e 
av

er
ag

e 
va

lu
e 

ov
er

 th
e 

fo
ur

 c
at

eg
or

ie
s.

N
ot

e:
 T

he
 in

di
vi

du
al

 q
ue

st
io

ns
 an

d 
an

sw
er

s w
er

e o
bt

ai
ne

d 
fr

om
 th

e W
or

ld
 B

an
k 

da
ta

ba
se

 d
ev

el
op

ed
 b

y 
Ba

rth
, C

ap
rio

 an
d 

Le
vi

ne
 (2

00
1,

 20
06

,
20

08
) a

nd
 C

ih
ak

 e
t a

l. 
(2

01
2)

. S
ee

 a
ls

o,
 A

go
ra

ki
, D

el
is

 a
nd

 P
as

io
ur

as
 (2

01
1)

.



Multinational Finance Journal206

References

Abreu, M., and Mendes, V. 2003. Do macro-financial variables matter for
European bank interest margins and profitability?. Paper presented at
EcoMod Network Conference, Instabul.

Adrian, T., and Shin, H.S. 2008. Liquidity and leverage. Journal of Financial
Intermediation 19: 418-437.

Agoraki, M.-E. K. 2009. Developments in the European Banking Industry
(Corporate Governance, Performance, Competition and Reform). PhD
thesis, Department of Accounting and Finance, Athens University of
Economics and Business.

Agoraki, M. Ε.; Delis, M.; and Pasiouras, F. 2011. Regulations, competition and
bank risk-taking in transition countries. Journal of Financial Stability 7:
38-48.

Arellano, M., and Bond, S. 1991. Some tests of specification for panel data:
Monte Carlo evidence and an application to employment equations. Review
of Economic Studies 58: 277-297.

Arellano, M., and Bover, O. 1995. Another look at the instrumental variables
estimation of error-components models. Journal of Econometrics 68: 29-51.

Aydemir, R., and Ovenc, G. 2016. Interest rates, the yield curve and bank
profitability in an emerging market economy. Economic Systems 40:
670-682.

Bain, J. S. 1951. Relation of profit rate to industry concentration: American
manufacturing, 1936-1940. The Quarterly Journal of Economics 65:
293-324.

Barth, J.; Caprio, G.; and Levine, R. 1999. Banking systems around the globe:
Do regulation and ownership affect performance and stability?. Working
paper. Washington, DC: World Bank.

Barth, J.; Caprio, G.; and Levine, R. 2001. The regulation and supervision of
bank around the world: a new database, In: Litan R.E. and Herring R.
(Eds.). Integrating Emerging Market Countries into the Global Financial
System. Brookings-Wharton Papers in Financial Services. Washington, DC:
Brooking Institution Press. 

Barth, J.; Caprio, G.; and Levine, R. 2003. Bank regulation and supervision:
Lessons from a new database: In: Jose Antonio Murillo Garza (Ed.).
Macroeconomic Stability, Financial Markets, and Economic Development.
Mexico City: Banco de Mexico.

Barth, J.; Caprio, G.; and Levine, R. 2004. Bank regulation and supervision:
What works best?. Journal of Financial Intermediation 13: 205-248.

Barth, J.; Caprio, G.; and Levine, R. 2006. Rethinking bank regulation: Till
angels govern. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Barth, J.; Caprio, G.; and Levine, R. 2008. Bank regulations are changing: But
for better or worse?. Policy Research Working Paper 4646, Washington,
DC: World Bank.



207Bank Profitability and Regulation in Emerging European Markets

Beck, T.; Dermirguc-Kunt, A.; and Levine, R. 2006. Bank concentration,
competition and crises: First results. Journal of Banking and Finance 30:
1581-1603.

Beltratti, A., and Stulz, R. 2012. The credit crisis around the globe: Why did
some banks perform better?. Journal of Financial Economics 105: 1-17.

Berger, A.N.; Bonime, S.D.; Covitz, D.M.; and Hancock, D. 2000. Why are
bank profits so persistent? The roles of product market competition,
informational opacity, and regional/macroeconomic shocks. Journal of
Banking and Finance 24: 1203-1235.

Binder, M.; Hsiao, C.; and Pesaran, M.H. 2003. Estimation and Inference in
short panel vector auto-regressions with unit roots and cointegration.
Working Paper in Economics, No 0003. Cambridge: Cambridge University.

Bitar, M.; Pukthuanthong, K.; and Walker, T. 2018. The effect of capital ratios
on the risk, efficiency and profitability of banks: Evidence from OECD
countries. Journal of International Financial Markets, Institutions and
Money 53: 227-262.

Blundell, R.W., and Bond, S.R. 1998. Initial conditions and moment restrictions
in dynamic panel data models. Journal of Econometrics 87: 115-143.

Bolt, W., and Tieman, A.F. 2004. Banking competition, risk and regulation.
Scandinavian Journal of Economics 106: 783-804.

Bolt, W.; De Haan, L.; Hoeberichts, M.; Van Oordt, M. R.; and Swank, J. 2012.
Bank profitability during recessions. Journal of Banking and Finance 36:
2552-2564.

Bonin, J.P.; Hasan, I.; and Wachtel, P. 2005. Privatization matters: bank
efficiency in transition countries. Journal of Banking and Finance 29: 2155-
2178.

Bouzgarrou, H.; Jouida, S.; and Louhichi, W. 2018. Bank profitability during
and before the financial crisis: Domestic versus foreign banks. Research in
International Business and Finance 44: 26-39.

Brock, P., and Suarez, L.R. 2000. Understanding the Behavior of Bank Spreads
in Latin America. Journal of Development Economics 63: 113-134.

Carbo, V.S., and Rodriguez, F.F. 2007. The determinants of bank margins in
European banking. Journal of Banking and Finance 31: 2043-2063.

Cihak, M.; Demirgüç-Kunt, A.; Martinez Peria, M.S.; and Mohseni-Cheraghlou,
A. 2012. Bank regulation and supervision around the world: a crisis update.
Policy Research Working Paper 6286. Washington DC.: World Bank.

Claessens, S.; Demirguc-Kunt, A.; and Huizinga, H. 1998. How Does Foreign
Entry Affect the Domestic Banking Markets?. Journal of Banking and
Finance 25: 891-911.

Claeys, S., and Vander Vennet, R. 2007. Determinants of Bank Interest Margins
in Central and Eastern Europe: A Comparison with the West. Economic
Systems 32: 197-216.

Conrad, J., and Kaul, G. 1998. An anatomy of trading strategy. Review of
Financial Studies 11: 489-519.



Multinational Finance Journal208

Cooper, M.J.; Jackson III, W.E.; and Patterson, G.A. 2003. Evidence of
predictability in the cross-section of bank stock returns. Journal of Banking
and Finance 27: 817-850.

Cottarelli, C.; Dell, G.; and Vladkova-Hollar, I. 2005. Early birds, late risers,
and sleeping beauties: Bank credit growth to the private sector in Central
and Eastern Europe and in the Balkans. Journal of Banking and Finance 29:
83-104.

Demirgüç-Kunt, A., and Detragiache, E. 2002. Does deposit insurance increase
banking system stability? An empirical investigation. Journal of Monetary
Economics 49: 1373-1406.

Demirgüç-Kunt, A.; Detragiache, E.; and Tressel, T. 2008. Banking on the
principles: compliance with Basel core principles and banks soundness.
Journal of Financial Intermediation 17: 511-542.

Demirgüç-Kunt, A., and Huizinga, H. 1999. Determinants of commercial bank
interest margins and profitability: Some international evidence. World Bank
Economic Review 13: 379-408.

Demirgüç-Kunt, A.; Laeven, L.; and Levine, R. 2004. Regulations, Market
Structure, Institutions and the cost of Financial Intermediation. Journal of
Money, Credit and Banking 36: 593-622.

Demirgüç-Kunt, A., and Servén, L. 2009. Are all the Sacred Cows Dead?
Implications of the Financial Crisis for Macro and Financial Policies. World
Bank Policy Research Working Paper Series. Available at SSRN:
http://ssrn.com/abstract=1327276

Diamond, D.W., and Rajan, R.G. 2009. The credit crisis: conjectures about
causes and remedies. American Economic Review 99: 606-610.

Drakos, A.A.; Kouretas, G.P.; and Tsoumas, Ch. 2016. Ownership, interest
rates and bank risk-taking in the Central and Eastern European countries.
International Review of Financial Analysis 45: 308-319.

Ely, K.M. 1991. Inter-industry differences in the relation between compensation
and firm performance variables. Journal of Accounting Research 29: 37-58.

European Bank for Reconstruction and Development 2001. Transition Report:
Infrastructure, EBRD.

European Bank for Reconstruction and Development 2004. Transition Report:
Infrastructure, EBRD.

Fries, S., and Taci, A. 2002. Cost efficiency of banks in transition: Evidence
from 289 banks in 15 post-communist countries. Journal of Banking and
Finance 29: 55-81.

Furfine, C. 2001. Banks as monitors of other banks: Evidence from the
overnight Federal Funds market. The Journal of Business 74: 33-57.

Gehrig, T. 1998. Screening, cross-border banking, and the allocation of credit.
Research in Economics 52: 387-407.

Giannetti, M., and Ongena, S. 2012. “Lending by example”: Direct and indirect
effects of foreign banks in emerging markets. Journal of International
Economics 86: 167-180. 



209Bank Profitability and Regulation in Emerging European Markets

Hoshi, T.; Kashyap, A.;  and Scharfstein, D. 1991. Corporate structure, liquidity
and investment: evidence from Japanese industrial groups. Quarterly
Journal of Economics 106: 33-60.

Jensen, M., and Murphy, K.J. 1990. Performance pay and top-management
incentives. Journal of Political Economy 98: 225-264.

Joh, S.W. 2003. Corporate governance and firm profitability: evidence from
Korea before the economic crisis. Journal of Financial Economics 68:
287-314.

Kouretas, G.P., and Tsoumas, Ch. 2013.  Bank risk-taking in Central and
Eastern European countries. Central European Journal of Economic
Modelling and Econometrics 5: 103-123.

Lepetit, L.; Nys, E.; Rous, P.; and Tarazi, A. 2008. Bank income structure and
risk: An empirical analysis of European banks. Journal of Banking and
Finance 32: 1452-1467.

Lo, A., and MacKinlay, C. 1988. Stock market prices do not follow random
walks: Evidence from a simple specification test. Review of Financial
Studies 1: 41-66.

Martinez Peria, M.S., and Mody, A. 2004. How Foreign Participation and
Market Concentration Impact Bank Spreads: Evidence from Latin America.
Journal of Money, Credit, and Banking 36: 511-537.

Maudos, J. 2017. Income structure, profitability and risk in the European
banking sector: The impact of the crisis. Research in International Business
and Finance 39: 85-101.

Maudos, J., and Fernandez de Guevara, J. 2004. Factors explaining the interest
margin in the banking sectors of the European Union. Journal of Banking
and Finance 28: 2259-2281.

Miyake, A., and Nakamura, T. 2007. A dynamic analysis of an economy with
banking optimization and capital adequacy regulations. Journal of
Economics and Business 59: 14-27.

Moshirian, F. 2008. Globalisation, Growth and Institutions. Journal of Banking
and Finance 32: 472-479.

Mossman, C.; Bell, G.; Swartz, M.; and Turtle, H. 1998. An empirical
comparison of bankruptcy models. Financial Review 33: 35-54.

Musumeci, J.J., and Sinkey Jr., J.F. 1990. The international bank crisis and
bank loan-loss reserve decisions: The signalling content of partially
anticipated events. Journal of Money, Credit, and Banking 22: 370-387.

Naceur, S. B. 2003. The determinants of the Tunisian banking industry
profitability: Panel evidence.  Working paper, Tunis: Universite Libre de
Tunis.

Rhoades, S.A. 1977. Structure and performance studies in banking: A summary
and evaluation. Staff Economics Studies 92. Federal Reserve Board:
Washington DC.

Rochet, J., and Tirole, J. 1996. Interbank Lending and Systemic Risk. Journal
of Money, Credit and Banking 28: 733-762.



Multinational Finance Journal210

Saunders, A., and Cornett, M. 2006. Financial Institutions Management: A Risk
Management Approach. New York: McGraw Hill.

Saunders, A., and Schumacher, L. 2000. The determinants of bank interest rate
margins: an international study. Journal of International Money and
Finance 19: 813-832.

Schaeck, K.; Cihak, M.; and Wolfe, S. 2009. Are more competitive banking
systems more stable?. Journal of Money, Credit and Banking 41: 711-734. 

Strong, J., and Meyer, J. 1987. Asset write-downs: Managerial incentives and
security returns. Journal of Finance 42: 643-661.

Takahashi, K.; Kurokawa, Y.; and Watase, K. 1984. Corporate bankruptcy
prediction in Japan. Journal of Banking and Finance 8: 229-247.

Uchida, H., and Tsutsui, Y. 2005. Has competition in the Japanese banking
sector improved?. Journal of Banking and Finance 29: 419-439.


	MFJ-Vol 21 No 3 ms 06 MF1799~0720S2 Agoraki-Tsamis
	MFJ-Vol 21 No 3 ms 06 MF1799~0720S2 Agoraki-Tsamis2



