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8 e 11
O e 13
10 s 15
L e 16
2 e 19
3 21
4 e 26
-5 FICS s 31



factor pattern 36
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FY '96 e 40

FY '92 ‘96 41
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(M&A)

‘80

(IMF)

90



(Growth)

(Factor Analysis)



(factor score)

(Multivariate Discriminant Analysis)

(discriminant function)

: ( )

, , ‘968 978

(simulation)



. 1980

1980

1980

1980

1)

1986

5 (1982- 1986)
10%

29.6%

)

1980 )

6,036 1989 11

7-8%

1980 21.2%



1970

2-1

2-1
(%)
1970 1975 1980 1985 1990
74.8 69.3 58.7 48.5 374
2 25.2 30.7 413 515 62.6
44 40 6.3 9.0 12.2
< >
‘86 7 ( )
'86.12
CIGNA LINA
‘86.11 ‘87 4
. AIG ALICO 877 AFLAC ‘88.7



‘87.12 ) ) )
4 '88.5
Georgia ‘88

Prudential , , CM, ,

AGF ‘88 AFLAC

‘02 NewY ork ‘89

Georgia Georgia

‘93



2-2

1987 LINA, ALICO
( )l ( )l
1988 ( - ), ( -SK)
AFLAC
AETNA, Benefit, MET, CM,
1989
All State
Georgia, Prudential (Prudential)
( )l ( - )l ( )l
1990
( -BYC)
ManuLife
, AGF( )
1991
*AFLAC
NewY ork
1992
*Georgia ( )
1993
()0 ,
< > , Fact Book, 1997




2-3 198 1- 1990
( %)

1981 48.1 747 529 44.1 34.6

1982 718 1316 82.7 38.2 09

1983 488 26 376 614 36.6

1984 403 17.7 329 474 54.4

1985 30.2 430 29.2 69.0 499

1986 319 428 39.3 3838 386

1987 34.0 18.9 313 395 61.0

1988 393 35.2 285 186 411

1989 327 475 265 26.1 11.9

1990 369 339 352 259 29.0

>
2-4 198 1- 1990
( L %)
GNP
GNP (g5 M2 )

1981 23.9 59 216 274 24.4
1982 146 72 7.1 28.1 17.3
1983 18.3 126 34 195 14.2
1984 135 93 2.3 10.7 14.1
1985 114 7.0 25 118 14.2
1986 16.0 129 2.8 16.8 12.8
1987 17.0 13.0 3.0 188 128
1988 19.1 124 7.1 18.8 145
1989 123 6.8 5.7 184 15.2
1990 20.9 93 8.6 212 16,5




. 1990

‘80 , '90
1993
‘90
'91. 8 4
‘94
2-5
1 2 3 4
(1994 .4) (1995.4) (1997 4) (1998 )




2-6 1991- 1996
: %)

1991 252 327 20.7 411 26.9
1992 16.3 226 16.8 37.0 19.1
1993 111 249 6.2 124 39

1994 149 30.0 153 0.8 13.7
1995 20.7 252 27.1 123 17.1
1996 195 155 8.1 96 16.1

>
2-7 1991- 1996
: %)
GNP ('85 ot M2 )

1991 20.2 9.1 93 18.6 189
1992 114 5.0 6.3 184 16.2
1993 112 58 48 18.6 126
1994 144 84 6.2 156 129
1995 149 8.7 45 155 138
1996 108 6.9 49 16.2 119

- 10 -



‘80 '90 Flow - Chart
2-8
2-8
‘88 '91
= =

(31 )

( )

(cash flow)

- 11 -




1990

1990

10

16

- 12 -

199%

38



(niche market)

2-9

o] ‘60-"90
0 ‘90

0 ‘90

- 13 -



FY'93

2-10

100

- 14 -

1%

: 796.

2



« ) 8
‘95.9 7
« ) (*'96. 2
9 2 )
100 3
100 300 3
‘96.8
300 500 1
7 )
100 2
100 300 6
‘97.8 300 500 4
500 1000 5
(7 )
() ‘97
IMF
BIS 2)
2) 1988 (Bank for International Settlement)
BIS
8% .
1995 BIS

- 15 -



(growth ratios)

(profitability ratios)

(productivity ratios)

(liquidity ratios)

(leverage ratios)

(activity ratios)

(market value ratios)

q

(T obin's ratio)

16 -

, 1996, p58.



1)

Best

3)

(factor)

(Factor Analysis)

3)

- 17 -

(grouping)

AM.



2)

3-2>

- 18 -

1984

FY'97

, /96

14



3-2

- 19 -

FY '95 FY '96 FY '97
5 5
25
G ) 25 5 5
(10 (15
5[ ) ) 5
(10
) 5
5 5 15
15
15
(3()) (3? 10( § 0 5
10 °
5 5 5
5 (
5 10
10
10 5
5
(40 20| (40 (50
) ) 20| ) 5
20
5 5 5
(15 ° | (15 ° | (15 °
) 5 ) 5 ) 5
5 ) 5[5 5[5 ) +5
14 100 14 100 14 100
()



1997
IMF

BIS

4

- 20 -

8%

100%

4



3-3
AA B c
FY ‘96 3 7 14 31
FY ‘95 3 9 10 30
FY ‘94 4 8 9 28
FY ‘93 3 11 9 28

4)

- 21 -



- 22 -



- 23 -



- 24 -



- 25 -

19%)

2)



3-4

3-4

5)

, BIS

5) FY'96

6)

, 97

- 2 -



1

3-4
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(Radar Chart) 7)

2)
(log)
8
@
@ , @ , @ (
) < 3-1> 9)
( )
7) : L« ” 1997, 24
8)
, ( )
9) ) , , No.3, 1994

- 28 -



0o

270

100

270

\@o\ 270

100

270

XX

150

230

100

300
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A M. Best (Insalvency)

10)
(rapid growth) ,
(Financially Impaired Companies: FICs)
A M. Best
1976- 1991 290 FICs ,
3-5

(statutory

financial strain)

10) AM. Best Company Special Report, A.M. Best's Insolvency Study : Life
/Health Insurer 1976 - 1991, A M. Best's Inc., 1992

- 30 -



3-5 FICs
47 23 %
41 20
40 19
37 18
(Fraud) 16
15
5
6
207 100
83 -
FICs 290 -
FICs
1976 1 1 1 3 2 5
1977 1 1 2 4 6
1978 1 4 5 6 11
1979 1 1 6 7
1980 1 1 1 1 4 5 9
1981 1 1 2 4 4 8
1982 1 2 1 4 6 10
1983 5 8 1 1 1 16 4 20
1984 3 3 1 1 2 10 1 11
1985 1 1 2 1 5 4 9
1986 4 3 2 1 1 11 3 14
1987 8 2 5 3 1 1 20 0 20
1988 3 3 1 1 2 16 3 19
1989 7 10 4 3 6 2 2 31 11 42
1990 | 10 3 12 2 1 3 1 2 33 8 41
1991 | 5 3 12 15 7 2 42 16 58
47 41 40 37 | 16| 15 5 6 207 83 290
23% | 20% | 19% | 18% (8% | 7% | 2% | 3% |100% | - -

31 -



1983- 1989
, ‘89 A1)

5 (FY'92 '96)

’ ’ ’

12)

(log) :

11) ‘83 (interest- sensitive)

12) Diamond OECD

- 32 -



(Factor

Analysis)

(factor)

13)

13)

- 33 -



(factor)

(factor score)

F = aaX: + &X2 + asXs ,+ +, aXi
F (factor)
(measure for management performance) , Xi (
) . a

(score coefficients) ,

(factor score)

11

- 34 -



e

(

)

T FY‘97

- 35 -

(Xi = X1, Xz, Xa, ...

,X11)




FY'92 '96 , ) ) )

26
(factor pattern)
(factor) ,
1 1 1 4
factor 14)
4-2 factor pattern

Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4

X1 0.15668 0.26732 0.89525 0.06508

X2 0.22736 - 0.23666 0.81628 0.15059

X3 0.40434 0.15518 0.10521 0.87899

X4 0.10343 0.37090 0.45902 0.69455

X5 -0.72123 0.13772 0.21037 -0.55424

X6 0.84278 0.29095 031211 0.27804

X7 0.68948 0.48014 0.32322 0.01821

X8 -0.62915 -0.34862 -0.48432 -0.28072

X9 0.82015 0.30011 0.29556 0.23629

X10 -0.18391 0.93165 0.01516 0.20815

X11 0.25430 0.91745 0.04896 0.09606

() * Kaiser's MSA = 0.7099 ;
** Final Communality Estimates = 9.782 ; (88.9%)

14) (factor) (eigenvalue) 08
90% 4
(orthogonal rotation)



4-2 X1 X2 Factor 3 ( ), X3+ X4 Factor 4
( ), X5 X6- X7- X8 X9 Factor 1 ( X10- X11
Factor2 ( )
factor
(standardized scoring coefficient)
4-3
Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4
X1 -0.13951 0.05198 0.48447 -0.07611
X2 -0.01297 -0.23453 045149 0.00784
X3 -0.13246 -0.04998 -0.08031 0.64149
X4 -0.37403 0.11233 0.18612 0.55822
X5 -0.33831 0.23155 0.28906 -0.24271
X6 0.35464 -0.04182 -0.00976 -0.12373
X7 0.31671 0.10418 0.03017 -0.31513
X8 0.16142 -0.01944 -0.12981 0.04724
X9 0.35753 -0.02906 -0.01330 -0.15296
X10 -0.14206 0.45689 -0.10046 0.06655
X1 -0.05054 0.43952 -0.08541 -0.06898
< 4-3>
factor
< 4-4>

4-4



(Factor) ( )
-0.33831
0.35464
Factor 1 |- 0.31671
0.16142
0.35753
( ) 0.45689
Factor 2
0.43952 | (
0.48447
Factor 3
045149 | (
1 0.64149
Factor 4
1 055822 | (
() factor
4
FY 96
FY'92 '96 factor (score) ,
FY '96
< 4-5>, < 4-6>
4-5 FY'96 (factor score)

- 38 -



1996
A - 1.80605 -0.22154 - 152676 -0.19135 - 3.746
B - 1.96865 0.65712 0.16563 -0.13489 -1281
C -0.02390 -0.79404 -0.11211 - 0.08690 -1017
D 0.03495 0.24951 -0.26876 -0.05878 -0.043
E 0.85656 0.33628 0.04059 -0.39416 0.839
F - 1.31690 0.3041 - 054227 147664 -0.077
G 1.25967 0.68157 -0.00902 - 0.44851 1484
H 0.35407 - 2.35294 131879 -0.10153 -0.782
I 057650 - 261454 055952 0.00348 - 1475
J 0.34595 0.85516 - 101045 - 106238 -0.872
K 142356 0.93509 -0.19043 -0.85122 1317
L 0.02192 0.78852 -0.49599 -0.31938 - 0.005
M 0.80795 0.12128 0.18037 -0.73331 0.376
N 052005 - 1.03830 - 0.22007 -0.03189 -0.770
0] 0.89377 0.45008 043412 1.21740 2995
P - 160639 - 174106 0.26428 059490 -2488
Q - 0.06455 0.17119 -0.32358 -0.54034 -0.757
R 0.39158 0.82360 0.68096 2.12099 4,017
S 0.74787 -0.62737 -0.62786 -0.46899 -0.976
T 0.62518 051068 - 0.09065 0.11939 1.165
U 0.42509 0.80274 0.17531 3.10624 4509
\Y 0.60574 -0.03626 -0.73264 - 0.04597 -0.209
w -1.14370 0.18645 1.14939 -0.19185 0.0001
X - 1.36033 0.19790 - 2.12850 0.65456 -3.945
Y 0.67607 -0.10802 -0.03279 -0.83146 -0.296
Z - 1.27602 146150 3.34292 - 149156 2037
() factor score

Diamond

39 -



4-6  FY '96
1996
A -45.15 -8.86 -15.27 -4.78 -74.06 23
B -49.22 26.28 166 -337 - 2465 19
C -0.60 -31.76 -1.12 -2.17 -3565 21
D 087 998 - 269 -147 6.70 12
E 2141 13.45 041 -9.85 2542 7
F -3292 12.22 -5.42 36.92 10.79 10
G 3149 27.26 -0.09 -1121 4745 5
H 885 -94.12 13.19 -254 -74.62 24
| 1441 -104.58 5.60 0.09 -84.49 25
J 8.65 3421 -10.10 - 26.56 6.19 13
K 3559 3740 -1.90 -21.28 4981 4
L 055 3154 -4.96 -7.98 19.14 9
M 20.20 485 180 -18.33 852 11
N 13.00 -4153 -2.20 -0.80 -3153 20
0 2234 18.00 434 3044 75.12 3
P -40.16 -69.64 264 1487 -92.29 26
Q -161 6.85 -3.24 -1351 -1151 16
R 9.79 3294 681 53.02 10257 2
S 18.70 - 25.09 -6.28 11.72 -24.40 18
T 1563 2043 -091 298 38.13
U 1063 32.11 175 7766 122.15
Vv 15.14 -145 -7.33 -1.15 5.22 14
w - 2859 7.46 11.49 -4.80 -14.44 17
X -34.01 792 -21.29 - 16.36 -63.74 22
Y 16.90 -432 -033 -20.79 -853 15
z -31.90 58.46 3343 -37.29 22.70 8
( < 4-5> factor 25, 40, 10, 25
. < 32>

- 40 -



4-7 FY '92

‘96

< 4-7>

1992

1993

1994

1995

1996

©)

©)

©)

©)

©)

©)

©)

©)

©)

©)

©)

©)

(A)

(B)

©)

©)

(B)

(A)

(A)

(A)

(B)

(©)

©)

(©)

(A)

(A)

(A)

(B)

©)

©)

©)

©)

©)

©)

(B)

©)

(B)

(B)

(B)

©)

(A)

(A)

(A)

(A)

(B)

(B)

(B)

(©)

©)

(A)

(A)

(B)

(B)

(B)

(B)

(B)

(AA) (AA) (AA) (AA)
©) © © ©
(B) (B) © ©
(AA) (AA) (AA) (AA)
(B) (B) (B) (©)
(A) (A) (A) (A)
(AA) (AA) (AA) (AA)

(B)

(B)

(B)

(B)

©)

©)

©)

©)

©)

(©)

©)

(©)

(B)

(B)

(B)

(B)

N < X S|I<|lcldlwnlxlolgo|lzZ|rXlual—xToOo|mMmolo|lo|>

> O Mmoo oo/ X om>M@O|>» @O0 > 0O T O
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(A)

>0 @O 00> MO oo MmMmM>»O|@oo M oOm

(A)

>IOmMmoo>» @ o> oMmMmXP» O @ o MmMmM> O @O O O|M

(B)

WO MOoOoOX> > O OoMX>P» O >>OMM>» @ @ OOCOM

(A)

(

)

5
FY '93, '96

(

)

- 4] -



< 4-3>
< 4-1>, <
FY'92 '96
Diamond
(S) 4

15)

Diamond 15)

Diamond

4-2>

factor
, Diamond
, 5
, < 4-1>, < 4-2>

sl, s2, s3, s4

- ( : Diamond

Diamond

(

- 42 -



4-1 : Diamond
s1 S3
S2 sS4
4-2 : Diamond
S1 |s3
S2 sS4

43 -




4-8 Diamond
1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
2740 2954 3146 20.68 17.70
3.62 3.04 6.78 470 031 3.69
3172 2861 26.96 2433 26.41
3.14 1.62 2.13 1.12 2.73 2.15
29.26 28.34 2291 25.70 27.99
2.89 1.34 259 053 081 163
33.77 35.02 3471 29.18 31.81
3.24 261 1.69 253 050 2.11
3141 3362 33.24 35.15 35.33
411 2.04 268 0.68 1.33 2.17
31.95 31.24 3243 4268 30.03
2.14 0.91 048 11.31 151 3.28
3793 39.48 39.85 38.12 38.08
439 2.20 3.08 297 2.14 2.96
29.88 2852 23.80 2291 26.82
3.90 1.15 0.98 1.82 3.25 2.22
30.06 28.25 22.86 23.70 24.62
332 0.78 2.14 258 345 246
30.25 30.84 3137 30.73 28.58
3.73 3.35 174 081 257 244
37.18 36.34 3747 3761 37.32
3.09 2.89 3.28 2.83 3.06 3.01
30.88 3299 3257 35.72 31.87
3.12 259 1.99 1.60 1.36 2.13

- 44 -



1992 1993 1994 1995 1996

32.32 32.24 3167 32.83 33.20

2.15 1.16 139 117 1.30 143
30.47 29.82 27172 32.29 28.76

2.63 054 133 0.60 142 131
39.27 41.26 42.30 4544 45.09

142 091 133 1.25 1.22 122
28.37 31.05 3143 20.02 22.82

464 293 245 189 298 298
28.79 2948 29.30 2951 29.04

2.20 3.25 2.04 1.19 0.83 190
40.51 39.07 46.68 52.35 49.65

249 3.30 0.90 1.78 1.76 2.05
30.75 29.70 28.70 28.27 28.02

439 243 172 0.85 1.38 2.16
33.51 36.26 34.22 36.88 36.83

349 170 171 0.83 101 175
48.85 4597 50.30 53.72 5121

1.18 2.22 0.75 2.88 2.89 198
30.78 3161 30.56 34.46 3117

3.86 4.68 3.37 2.78 153 3.24
28.05 26.28 26.08 28.86 32.00

1.58 2.15 2.26 253 2.68 2.24
31.86 30.58 32.06 24.86 17.01

412 181 272 348 101 2.63
31.24 30.26 28.86 26.35 30.51

2.13 0.36 181 3.82 1.16 1.86
53.29 40.53 42.02 37.58 40.12

6.19 5.89 1.06 6.73 7.11 540

- 45 -



. Diamond

FY'92 '9%

FY'9% U (5121
VA (1770) X (1701
5
, ‘92

FY'92 FY'9%
L,M,0,Q R T,U,V, W

- 46 -

R

14

(49.65)

FY'96



4-9 Diamond

U 5121 (1)
_ R 4965 (2)
Diamond Graph
0] 4509 (3)
()
FY'96
( ) A 17.70  (25) (3 )
X 17.01 (26)
E 3141-35.33
G 37.93-38.08
K 37.18-37.32 1
L 30.88-31.87
14 FY'92
M 3232-33.20
FY '96
(S) 0] 39.27-45.09
(FY'92-FY '96) Q 28.79-29.04
R 40514965 (
T 3351-36.83 _
Diamond )
U 48.85-51.21
\Y 30.78 - 31.17
W 28.05-.32.00
O 122
N 131
(
)
z 5.40
A 3.69
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Diamond

7 FY'92 '96

FY‘96

FY'95
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FY'95



FY'93
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4-3 O

1982 1993 14994
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1995

22 (5 Hi

— e

- FEE

- B0 -
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4-5 Q
e
4ok
ET
61
5 !
/2 7
sl
4ty —6- 2hE M
W 1993
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t —— 1295
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2Ha
—
B0 712
3l 10
&
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&
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1985 1996
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1. (Discriminant Analysis)

16)
(Univairate Discriminant

Analysis) (Multivairate Discriminant Analysis)

’

16)

- 53 -



(canonical discriminant

function) ,
Zi = z a- Xij A7)
FY*‘96 6
) , 26
(Simulation)
17) Zi i (Score) , Xij i ]

(standardized) , & i

- 54 -



< 5-1>

5-1
( )
( ) ( )
(13 )
(13 25 )
( )
(* )
()= = {( - )/ } x 100
: + +
1) (Grouping)
(grouping)
‘80
) v )
FY '96
FY'95
, 18)
18) ‘97. 8 FY'95

- B5 -



5-2

Group FY 1996 FY 1995

5 A B
B A
4 A
5 C

. ED B,C
3 CB
5 DE
B,C DE
4 D

(+) ()
600 500
600 500
(
(
() 1-2
()
factor
5 A,B,CD,E
5 26
FY'95

- 56 -



A M Best

19)
(FICs)20)
3 A M Best 2 3
< 5-3> FICs
FICs 3 A M Best
NA-3
19) AM Best
A M Best (Quality Analysis),
(Quantity Analysis) 9
1992

A++ & A+  (Superior), A & A- (Excdlent), B++ & B+ (Very Good),
B & B- (Good), C++ & C+ (Fair), C & C- (Marginal),

D (Below Minimum Standard) : NA-1 NA-7
E (Under State Supervision) : NA-8 NA-10 ,
F (In Liquidation)
20) FICs
(insolvent)

(legal requirement)
(run- on-the bank)



5-3 A.M. Best
FICs FICs
3 2 1
Corporate Life Ins. Co. 1988 B NA-9 | NA-9 | NA-9
Eagle Life Ins. Co. 1986 C+ C+ C+ NA-7
First Farwest Life Ins. Co. 1989 C C C C
Georgetown Life Ins. Co. 1983 A A B+ NA-7
Great Republic Ins. Co. 1991 C+ C NA-7 | NA-7
Keystone Life Ins. Co. 1987 Bc Bc N/F N/ F
Life of Indiana Ins. Co. 1989 B+c B+c NA-7 | NA-7
National Investors Life Ins. 1983 A A A A
United Bankers Life Ins. Co. 1982 B B B NA-7
University Life Ins. Co 1983 B+ A A A
() (lifehealth insurers)  1976- 1991
(FICs : Financially Impaired Companies) 290
, ‘96.2 100
1%
600
500 - ( 5-4 )
, ‘978 '96.8
)
y ) ] ) 1 )
21

58 -



5-4

FY '94 FY '95 FY '96
1,390 48 384
785 606 653
21,546 23,403 27,231
2,201 2,036 2,307
12,301 13,401 15,536
-173 - 3,747 -3,178
- 546 -910 -954
- 129 -551 -877
- 257 -620 -1,076
- 362 - 757 -751
-443 -972 - 1,386
29 -400 -551
364 203 133
-123 -939 -920
124 -9 -220
103 - 267 -591
247 15 87
126 98 74
110 103 125
155 -111 -253
17 85 -274
-93 - 388 -431
-317 - 583 -376
109 -496 - 869
113 -235 - 287
BYC 99 -589 - 654
121 -465 - 758
< > , 1997. 8. 8,

21)

- B9 -



2) CASE

) ) R2
A ), :
Wilk's(A )
1 2
(eigenvalue) (proportion)
1 90%
< 5-1>
22)
5-1 (
1 *
8o | *
*
*
*
*
5.0 N
*
*
30 *
*
*
1G 2G 3G Group
22) 1

- 60 -



m Case (FY'92 '96, )

Gl 9.63 21.28 50.56 53.76 10.70 205 11782 | 94.05
G2 -4.20 12.52 34.27 60.61 9.62 3.57 -3249 | 9111
G3 292 9.63 20.83 5401 8.88 440 -1021 | 84.71

3.06 13.99 3740 | 5571 9.64 346 -4832 | 893

( ) Wilk's(A )=35075, R2 =0.3684

group 1, 2, 3
Gl (8 ):0,G U, K,R,ET,Z
G2 (7 ):D,V,M,J,L,Q,F
G3 (11 ):S,C,H,I,Y,B,P,W,A X, N

0.568 0584 | 0328 | 1.206 0413 | -0.763 | 1.148 |-0.247

0046 | 0075 | 0.028 | 0.143 0370 | -0.212 | 0.002 |-0.038

Eigenvalue=4.2115 , Proportion=90.25%

() 1

Case FY ‘92 '96
8, 7, 11 , 1
90%



m Case (FY '96
Gl 9.63 21.28 50.56 53.76 10.70 205 11782 | 94.05
G2 -135 1041 32.66 60.70 957 445 -32969 | 88.93
G3 135 11.03 30.68 53.59 8.86 3.78 -1,087 | 8581
3.06 13.99 37.40 55.71 9.64 345 -537.2 89.3
() Wilk's(\ )=44549, Rz =03471
group 1, 2, 3
Gl (8 ):0,G U, K,R,ET,Z
G2@®8 ):V,M,B,J L, QW,F
G3 (10 ) :D,S,C,H,I,Y,N,P,A X
1767 | 0.926 -0.097 | 1970 | 1180 |-1232 | 1956 -1.194
0.144 0.118 |-0.084 | 0234 | 1058 |-0.342 | 0003 |-0.18
Eigenvalue=5.7710 , Proportion=91.47%
() 1
Case FY ‘96

8, 8, 10

91.5%



m Case (FY'91 '95, )
Gl 21.12 2264 51.14 63.01 10.86 294 100.13 | 9301
G2 32.87 11.09 35.29 7137 8.89 3.83 -496.7 | 85.33
G3 2208 12.20 33.07 72.08 8.66 5.97 -1117 | 8154
25.10 15.07 39.32 69.07 941 438 -5515 | 86.22
() Wilk's(A )=30373, Rz =0.3482
group 1, 2, 3
Gl (8 ):0,G U, K,R,ET,Z
G2@®8 ):V,Y,M, B JL, QF
G3 (10 ):D,C,S,N,H,I,W,P A, X
0.049 | 0.048 1.178 0524 0516 -0177 | 1124 | -0.272
0.002 0.006 0.113 0.057 0338 |-0.040 | 0002 |-0031
Eigenvalue=3.4824 , Proportion=89.35%
() 1
Case FY ‘91 ’95
8, 8, 10 , 1
89%
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m Case (FY '95, )
Gl 2249 21.27 48.76 64.25 10.72 3.04 68.76 92.90
G2 32.13 10.70 33.78 73.77 8.50 5.15 -4245 | 8331
G3 2147 12.76 34.79 69.72 891 5.03 -1285 | 82.16
25.1 15.07 39.32 69.07 941 438 -5515 | 86.22
() Wilk's(A )=45733, Rz =0.3329
group 1, 2, 3
Gl (9 ):0,G U, K,R,E, T, Z L
G2 (8 ) :V,M,B,J,Q W, F, X
G3 (9 ) :D,C,S,N,H, I,Y,P, A
0376 |-0.107 | -0064 |-0067 | 0.132 0.367 2272 0.385
0.018 | -0014 | -0.006 | -0.007 | 0.086 0.083 0.004 0.044
Eigenvalue=5.1478 , Proportion=87.18%
() 1
Case FY ‘95
('97.8) 9, 8,
9 , 1 87%



m Case (FY '95 )
Gl 2249 2127 | 4876 | 65.38 10.72 3.04 68.76 | 92.90
G2 2953 1110 | 3349 | 7264 8.39 527 |-566.9 | 8139
G3 2378 1240 | 3506 | 7235 9.00 491 -1158 | 8383
25.10 1507 | 3932 | 69.07 941 438 |-5515 | 86.22
( ) Wilk's(A )=25306, Rz =0.3078
group 1, 2, 3
Gl (9 ):0,G U, K,R,E, T, Z L
G2 (8 ):V,M,B,J,Q, P, F, X
G3 (9 ) :D,C,S,N,H, I,Y, W, A
0072 | 0409 |-0.237 |-0.151 | 0517 | 0.295 1309 | 0.202
0003 | 0053 |-0023 |-0017 | 0339 | 0.067 | 0002 | 0.023
Eigenvalue=24338 , Proportion=83.12%
() 1
Case FY ‘95
9 8 9 1
83%
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3. (Simulation)

, Case
(Simulation)

5 case FY'96

case 2)
case
(
24)
23) case
90% ,
24) group - group , group - group



Case (FY '96, )
1) (G2) =» (G
G1 9.63 21.28 50.56 53.76 10.70 205 117.82 94.05
G2 -4.20 12.52 34.27 60.61 9.62 357 -3249 91.11
Z-score (G1) = 11315 Z-score (G2) = 9.150
& &
&
10 10 10 10 10 10
5 10
5 5 5 5 5 5

1 36.8 385 37.7 37.7 394 394 38.6 398
2 30.7 A1 326 323 359 35.6 341 36.8
3 24.2 29.2 271 26.3 32.2 314 293 338
4 17.2 239 213 198 28.1 265 240 30.7
5 97 18.1 152 12.7 236 211 18.2 2715
6 97 164 142 120 209 18.7 165 24.2
7 9.7 147 131 114 18.2 164 148 208
8 97 130 120 10.8 154 142 131 17.2
9 9.7 114 109 10.2 125 119 114 135
10 97 97 9.7 97 9.7 97 9.7 9.7

237 29 194 18.3 236 225 210 254
*

(237) | (288) (26.8) (25.8) (31.8) (30.8) (28.8) (33.7)

()5 5 (G1
* , () 15



, G1 5
36.8% 6%p. 5
9.7% , 5 23.7%
G2 10 G1
10 1 39.8% 3%p.
9.7% . 10 25.4%
, 5
33.7% 5 10%p.
1 1 1 25)
10 ,
1 5 1
10
25)
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2) (G3) =» (G2)
G2 -420 | 1253 | 34.27 | 60.61 9.62 357 -3249 | 9111
G3 292 9.63 2983 5401 8.88 440 -1,021 84.71
Z-score(G2) = 9.150 Z-score(G3) = 6.765
& &
&
10 10 10 10 10 10
5 10
5 5 5 5 5 5
1 469 496 472 473 498 50 476 50.7
2 393 446 398 40.1 451 454 40.6 46.9
3 31.7 39.6 325 328 404 408 336 43.1
4 24 346 251 255 35.7 36.1 266 393
5 16.3 295 17.7 18.1 309 313 195 355
6 16.3 268 174 177 280 283 188 317
7 16.3 24.2 171 173 25.1 253 18.2 278
8 16.3 215 16.8 170 221 223 175 240
9 16.3 189 165 16.6 19.2 19.2 169 20.1
10 16.3 16.3 16.3 16.3 16.3 16.3 16.3 16.3
316 30.6 246 249 313 315 256 335
*
(316) (39.6) (325) (32.8) (40.4) (40.7) (336) (43.2)
()1 @5 5 (Gy
* , () 15
2. G3 G2

, G3



, G3 5 G2
G2 5 1 46 9%
8%p. 5 16.3%
5 316%
G3 10 G2
10 1 50.7% 4%p.
16.3% , 10 335%
5 431% 5
10 ,
1 5 L
10
G2 - G1
G2, G3

- 70 -
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Case (FY '96, 1996
1) (G2) =» (G1)
Gl 9.63 21.28 50.56 53.76 10.70 205 1178 | 94.05
G2 -135 1041 32.66 60.70 9.57 445 -329.7 | 88.93
Z-score (G1) = 5833 Z-score (G2) = 3.600
& &
10 10 10 10 10 10
5 10
5 5 5 5 5 5

1 13.2 141 140 139 149 149 147 137
2 123 141 139 136 158 154 152 132
3 114 142 139 131 16.7 159 156 127
4 105 14.3 139 126 176 16.3 16.0 123
5 9.6 143 139 120 186 16.6 16.2 118
6 9.6 134 131 114 16.8 152 149 114
7 9.6 124 122 109 150 137 135 110
8 9.6 115 114 105 133 123 122 105
9 9.6 10.6 105 100 115 110 109 10.1
10 96 96 96 96 96 96 9.6 96

114 129 126 118 150 141 139 116
*

(114) | (14.2) (13.9) (13.0) (16.7) (15.8) (155) (12.7)

()@ 5 (GY)
* o () 15

- 71 -



, G2 5 Gl

G1 5 1 13.2%
1%p. 5 9.6%
, 5 11.4%
G2 10 Gl
10 1 13.7% 0.5%p. 10
9.6% . 10 11.6%
, 5 12.7% 5
1 1 1 26)
10 )
1 5 L
10
26) Case Case
()

- 72 -



2) (G3) » (G2)
G2 -135 1041 32.66 60.70 9.57 445 -329.7 88.93
G3 135 11.03 30.68 5359 8.86 3.78 -1087 | 8581
Z- score(G2) = 3.600 Z-score(G3) = 0436
& &
&
10 10 10 10 10 10
5 10
5 5 5 5 5 5
1 20.2 218 206 20.1 223 217 206 218
2 17.1 20.2 179 168 213 200 179 20.2
3 139 186 151 136 20.2 18.3 15.1 18.7
4 10.7 170 124 103 19.2 16.6 124 171
5 76 154 9.6 70 18.1 149 9.6 155
6 76 139 9.2 7.1 16.0 134 9.2 139
7 76 123 88 7.2 139 119 88 123
8 76 10.7 84 73 118 105 84 10.7
9 76 9.1 80 74 9.7 9.0 80 9.2
10 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76
139 147 118 104 16.0 144 118 147
*
(139) | (186) (15.1) (13.6) (20.2) (18.3) (15.1) (18.7)
()@ 5 (G
* o , () 15
) . : : G3 G2
, G3



, G3 5 G2

G2
35%p. 5 7.6%
13.9%
G3 10
10 1 218%
76%
, 5
5
10
: 5

- 74 -

G2

1.6%p.

10

20.2%

10
14.7%
13.9%
18.7%



FY '96

G2, G3 Gl G2

G 10 )

case

< 5-5> < 5-6>

5-5 ( Case )
<5 > <10 >
! !
G2-Gl| 23.7% 25.4%
(33.7) ! !
! !
G3-G2| 316% 335%
(43.1) ! !
5-6 ( Case )
<5 > <10 >
! !
G2-Gl| 114% 11.6%
(12.7) ! !
! !
G3-G2| 13.9% 14.7%
(18.7) ! !
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G1, G2, G3

< 5-5> < 5-6>

1)
’ (Case 1)
(Case 2)
case 1 case 2
, <G2.G1 > <G3-.G2 >
<Gl G2>
G3>
G2 G3
G3

- 76 -

<G2,



27)

27) X) )
-) :

X1 5 X2 ( ,0< X1< X2 , Y< O Y/ X1 < Y/X2
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< 5-5> <

5-6>

<G2 - GI> <G3 - G2>

”»

<G2 - GI> <G3 - G2>

- 78 -

M&A



(simulation)

G1, G2, G3
5 10
28)
1) ( )
VAR ARIMA
VAR ) GNP,
28) FY‘96

- 79 -



1996 2005 9.6%

ARIMA 10%
, 10
(IMF)
(-) 1-3
5-7 ( )

1996 - 2000 2001 - 2005 1996 - 2005

VAR 115% 7.4% 9.6%
ARIMA 12.7% 7.9% 10.0%
() IMF 1-3
2)
< 57>

< 5-5> < 5-6>
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29)

"90

, (Simulation)
(G1. G2 G3)

29)

10 FY'86 80.2% FY'96 63.9%
60%

- 82 -
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IMF

-84 -
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