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Title : Operational Risk Management: Comparative Case Study of
Commercial Banks in Thailand during 2006-2008

Researcher : Dr.Parinya Maglin, Faculty of Business Administration, RMUTP
Year : 2010

ABSTRACT

The objective of this research was to comparatively study operational risk of commercial
banks in Thailand during 2006-2008 by quantitative research from the population of all listed
commercial banks in Securities Exchange of Thailand. The study divided them based on asset’s
market share at the end of 2007 from 12 banks into 3 groups including big, medium, and small
banks.

Before applying the data, the researcher confirmed using the data with Extreme Value
Theory (EVT) by many methods including 1) Skewness and Kurtosis for Non-Normality Test; 2)
Stationary Test for proving Nonstationary; 3) Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z test (K-S test) to show that
the analyzed return rate was not normal distributed; 4) Hill Estimators to show the Power-

Decaying Tail, which was an important characteristic of heavy tail.

The result showed that based on Bottom-Up Approach with Extreme-Value Theory and
Monte Carlo Simulation (n=1,000) at the confident level of 90% 95% 99%, consequently, it was
clear that range was negatively related to asset size and narrowing when having larger asset. The
estimation of average of Equity Return with Monte Carlo Simulation showed that the larger size
gave the higher average. Based on the estimation of operational risk by VaR, , it found that

bigger size had higher VaR syr then higher operational risk or volatility in revenue.

From the result, it found that the application of efficient instruments was important as

risk assessment tools since it not only improved validity of operational risk management, but



validity of variables which were involved with analysis of operational risk management and risk

improvement of risk management.
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w A 4 (oa B i da & 4
Suilonnnnanuissuesiafatutissuezdusnudoailinansenuvaz innudos

1 Py 3 [ 3 - o ans 1
vneduiaiuhives smnfisgmidoya nsdnawdoya aaudened il fiamsedraiiv

3 1 ¥ 1
seuumasuAuriniy mydszdunwadasaihuGesimonazdesendumsiidiuswem
s o o 4 W9 o = Awa A o o
yaansnaneeannsseeziiy ldnmsiantsanufssdnalfidnsianwsuluiisuas
= o o L) = = aren 4 1

widlyddndimsauiiunrsawnseumsusnisanudssdnaljiamsfiniugueindiunans
é a9 L4 L] : fd o ¥ = W @
FalianudrgedniszdesdsumsmivayunnhorSmissedugaazaszminly

0 W 1] 5 $ Ly { o o @ é 3 b od
anudiainsuSnanudsuiiunsfiddgdunilvessinmsniuiiulae
AugnIsuMILazguImIszAvgeredindhiuazanuiuAnsoulumsialdiissuvuims

: & ar - @ ¥ ) t
ALY 390B TR 1A 53 S01R 1A (Corporate Governance) Aamuguastialndsandie

) & 4 o 4 = osey o o’:’
aetiisaazadinnuasyminluanu@esdnalfianisiaiasnns ild



o 4 = ey a d
2.2.2 myYannuiitosdiuilfiamsvessuintsnidiss

Schweser (2007) TéoFu101391 Tava hlmsTaanuidssdud fidaisi 2

HUIN AD 1) Top-Down Approach 118 2) Bottom-Up Approach Taetiswazduadedn 11l

® Top-Down Approach ifuluIneasnaeunanszny Tavsauvaenuunns oaludm

1§1iAn19mu1u (Internal Operational Failure) Tasmsdszuimmsnimunlsilsiuves

dunlsmassygivsuranouinuuessnIfu 105U ne aunuiniletursygiam

MY e d’ ] ¥ 4 =§
ﬂ'!ﬂﬂ’lﬂu?)ﬂvli!vlﬂﬂﬁﬂ'wll% Tmuuamau'lnmmsmwnmm;mnmNﬁxwmmwa

g9 AU IR (High-Frequency, Low-Severity: HFLS) fIUA1061 ANTUUTIGS

¥ 1
(Low-Frequency, High-Severity: LFHS) 14 Tae Top-Down Approach {iviavua 6 ¥iahn

nsul¥ae

O

Multifactor Models (111 TuinaoBuitranouunuvesiuiaz Jan i

ﬂﬁﬁ'ﬁms 910 Residual Variance

Income-Based Models #3® Eamings Risk Models Tae1d Regression Model 7
= U - <4 as & A 1 @

ﬂ'ﬁﬁTUﬁ')umﬂﬁll]u‘llﬂﬂﬂ!l‘lmuﬂﬂﬁﬁ'miﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂiu‘ﬁ?\inﬂ’] tUngIn

o ey 3

; 4 . .
Aol fiiamsvina1iedsaziny Opportunity Cost of Capital WaY
Reputation Risk fifiwansznuuenmile hlnnd1lsluilegiu 19 Baming v1n
5 { ¥ o 4 o ks, U lé °
awgsnnuandeiuiNe Ja Capability 80191107 9 1% LFHS anse
e Iddlsauu hivennudiueds
Expense-Based Models 1iuTuinaf l4doya 14w luedaiiudunlsandu
aumaduanossiie Idwaem s l¥uduesdmanifesniinade Revenue,
Reputational Capital 1182 Opportunity Cost of Capital taz 13l lafesan
] 9 T a 1 P - a $ o wes
Mldwdnvahiunnzaufiniugunisaennudsen g ianis win
e‘-s' P 9 = e a 1 9 1 'y £ d’n -
pagninezaamud@sdmlfiansmum 199199 Tumalifosania
Tdlumsmsanudssdulfians
Operating Leverage Models W Tuaanly Operating Leverage M3
faeuudasveduquuilsfudelinsuldounlas@unindsiulag
Operating Leverage Risk (uanuitsaiin anuduiusdenarun/aon 'y
. s ! v ; 4
Taolddoyalusfin dmivTumaiiezhiauleSesvasodoas
Opportunity Cost of Capital
. . = Zed o & o o o -
Scenario Analysis 1HumM AR W Tumszmafei lsiBerfusssura

tazvRvsuMgMIsing uaNuFome Tnetundnsumadoums



ARN MIgaoyanadfgran anudumalvesssuunouRuaes n13
dfiannnsidies ngrune warnsilszamansenuiiaoyanivesiens
Taosjantu LFHS Events iotedalildfqar!

O Risk Profiling Models i Tmﬂﬁﬁlﬁm%’ GELLT Operational Performance
Indicators IFUSUNIAIRANIMAT SuaumsuanTealunsd S
'iwmﬁmammfﬁnﬁﬂifuﬁﬁﬁa Operational Control Indicators t5um14g18u

m3Ania fevazvesmsnenuvenuay dasrdudmihnunegmies

® Bottom-Up Approach ilusuimisiinsmiamudsaveanssunumsfiaunsauen
ATMUUANAII5ZMI19 HELS events f1J LFHS events finanun 3 Smanfiion1§de
O Process Approaches

" Casual Networks 130 Scorecards finisutianszuauntsnanuaidiy
ifuﬁautiauq (Process Map) Tasusaztunoussiimssawsm
Operational Performance rﬁ"m zuﬁfuﬂauﬁﬁmmnﬁ'mqaﬁé’%’ﬂms A3
sjutiumaiindnsunilefio Event Trees fiszyn1saouaduoIves
safinsflinemgnsainousniiudenauasiuegfunsaeaye
Aountiniy

" Connectivity Models iifu Tusnafiszyymma il hl 1dvesnany
amamdsuluurazunouYenIEUINNMS TAY Fishbone Analysis
Wesansanuamandsufiunndefiuiasanuunnsses
nsgumstazAnoummnshsaiuvsmdara Nura ARy
1@t Fault Tree Analysis

" Reliability Models iiu Tuaafitszanamsauiesidluves
mqmsaf‘?iﬁmmLéuaﬁzﬁﬂi{u‘luswiaz%unmmswimammf
LFHS 1iaz HELS hatudnennuinuandef aomninzduvead

zimgnssiszdszinanisuoiuTao i I8ithiSeannuguussves
mansal
O Actuarial Approaches

®  Empirical Loss Distribution fusuamefnyanmiauaza iy
quLmﬁsﬁﬂﬁuhu‘l%’ﬁagaiuaﬁmﬁ%ﬁqmsmmmmmﬁwzs’i‘]wm
FunumsAaanudsdnalfiRnssudunusvesnmaniey

Tumsuesiolu
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®  Parametric Loss Distribution ﬁjuummqﬁﬁeim'Jmkﬁ"mﬁnﬁﬂﬁuﬁm
szneulidrenmidiifauazanuguuswesmsifa Tagfims
SmuamsinuesnMatazaIgUIs e I8smsuenuanuuih
yoedmiusnouauamanieulunsnedeiu

"  Extreme Value Theory (EVT) doillunquifiszyfensqaufouuy
qﬁiwhﬁtﬁﬂ5uﬁaamnﬂ’i1mimmmu1mg1un%ummﬂmmxmu
Lognormal iN5121¥An158l LFHS fiatiloy Empirical Distribution 1
TAMA Y NUINTUINIRIIZ B IUNTIMIIRINYI1VBS Parametric
Distribution

O Proprietary Models
o o a a4 9 o e
2.2.3 nannuRmMsdsaduanudsedul§ianisaiu Basel 1T

Tumsifugua qorfumsiu181¥Smsdamedoyaifivarumslsudiuanu
fvswovealuneanuuazns Ui sA s aniumsdu TasliTnsdnin
Qunsaudmiudmivanudsadunlfiams 4 wamsaae'lali

®  The Basic Indicator Approach (BIA): sf]u‘i%’msﬁ’ummadm’wﬁu%gaﬁﬁeﬁﬂﬂ
fmualy Capital Charge Hdndafinsiinidusuean () Wy 15% vea
swgsandelugas 3 Pk (Jeomdomwdlitnegdsududan Ta
TdmdnmsReatudunnaoniu

® The Standard Approach (SA): l@Wanimnein Bia ieazfoudannudesdi
MaINMa1 U3 NIVITUINS IARI1IN Capital Charge 91AHARUYDA
Exposure Indicator (EI) 1138 Gross Income (GD) fiu ﬂ‘ﬂ%’ﬂﬁ’mﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁnnﬁ‘l (B) Tae
Total Capital Charge ABAURAY 3 1]uD3 Total Capital Charge #9117 1419 1ANAT !
ummﬂqsﬁ%ﬁzﬂﬂm 8 YUY

® The Alternative Standardized Approach (ASA): dhussnidehannsaTanmuios
amudfiians 18an sA Tasnrsuuilesdsea1ogsAIveIsUIRITAD Retail
Banking iU Commercial Banking Tag Operational Risk Charge 119711 Portfolio
Volume 410131 Gross Income

® The Advanced Measurement Approach (AMA): (14 ’J%‘Nﬁyﬁl‘]’f’ T ue mﬁu‘fiﬁ

LUUNTUTMIAMMAsarmsnuguiFudounRau I mIvosauesluns
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Faanu@oedul§iiansuazn1sf1nuis Capital Charge 1A8 Operational Risk
Capital H#03m3n101835 AMA winIIBou

'
-y

23 wIRauaznguififeates (619910 Maglin, P. (2008))

2.3.1 Copula Basics

Tuanudiues wansuunuvessimamasie biimsuenueauulnduadiunisuen
H9ARIIM19YBINITUANLYST 1A (Heavy-Tailed Distribution) (Chan 8% Wong, 2006) 1ael Abid
HaYNaifar (2005) naINIITaFlss Sndiaulvgds hiisaweuazinsdaunnseauu
ﬁugmwmm‘fuﬁu{ (Correlation) d5umsialassadwvesmsiionswadonu
(Dependency) Copulas (A®1)a1) fioiflunsIn Dependency fensaldmsuenuessimves
wanwduals (Multivariate Joint Distribution) TIAANINMSHANNETUAUTYN19Marginal
Distributions 1% Dependence 531 313#2111/5819 #4 Cherunbini (2004) SR TN
I8i38uvee Copula femsiicunsadhisudlamivesms seyriavesmsusnussvesd
wlsetreFawunnmsszyriavesmsindey lnvesnmanaznisiioninadedu

o

k4
fMdanuarAMaNTANUg14Y84 Copula Function

HanFuveney)ar 1dymenistiuaus Dependence Structure senailadoms
msamauaziladoanuides Tnofimsigou Tosnsuenusaiuudus@e (Univariate
Marginal Distribution) T1/gn1319nus1v89@2u1lsna1i) (multivariate distribution) 86191
stuvnlugduuuvesmsusnuess u Uoint Distribution) C voedmlsguuungiivesuduou
m & (U,,U,,...U,):

Cup,uy,entty,, p)=PrlU, <u,U, <u,,.., U, <u,]

Li (2000) e Cherunbini (2004) 1832 1391:

dMFUNITUINLINIY Univariate Marginal Distribution Function
Fy(x,),Fy (x})y..ns iy (x,,) , Rafduneaneyarng I35 i ndangulumsdnuiledou
MILINUIIULLIN A NS:

C( 171 (xl)a }72 (xz)a"-, Fm (xm ) ) =-F(x19x2 :-"xm)
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gaiautiAvesladdunoyanuudunlsaeeda (Bivariate Copula Functions)
Clu,v, p) TatM {(w,v)| 0<u <10 <v <1}, Tauf p dlumisifimesenduiusid
Suiudoainiy Futlse@ns anduwus (Correlation Coefficient) 484 Pearson N384
Spearman’s Rho #138984 Kendall’s Tau TnsHsndunayfaumudnlsaasdfiguauta
saro'lli -

) tileasn U nazv dhudwdsquiifisuiiuuan ww1891€0,v, p) =C 1,0, p) =0

ii) 1199910 U uag v flveuwmnnnd 1 ¥1lf¥ewise 'l Marginal Distributions

MU C(,v, p) =v,Cw,1, p) = u.

i) Ay Sunlsquiidudaszaeiu Uuazves1dh Clu,v, p)= uv.

awlng avyfartivateytia 131 1) Normal Copula, 2) Student’s t Copula, 3) Gumbel
P! & ' da
Copula, 4) Clayton Copula, and 5) Guassian Copula mﬁ‘]uuﬂmunuwmﬂaﬂmﬂnag"lu
y L 4 t4
ogriu @u3sedudl wiinves Copula lii'ldifumszdrfey Taonuiiotios 191five Normal

v
Copula N1

Normal Copula: Wluneijan/nfvesnisusnusanwy Ifaln@daulsna1od) (a-Variate Normal
Distribution with Correlation Matrix p Wimdrvanny B
-1 -1
Cp (ulﬂ""un) 5 ¢; (¢ (ul )s“'a ¢ (un))a (1)

Tau® ¢; fi9 Joint Distribution Function of the n-Variate Normal Distribution 113 Correlation

L 4
Matrix o lunsdiaesduilsezaurindion Normal Copula lafail:
) 7 ) 2 2

J-‘ J-’ 1 J_ Xp = 2P XX, A-x) i,
2 3
2 amfl= it 2=

Tavii p,, 111U Linear Correlation Coefficient 3 31dslnAa0Ida

C,(u,u,) =

2.3.2 Tail Dependence

Copuias °§ asﬂu?ﬁﬂﬁwm Dependency Measure I0% Extreme Value Theory :l? iy
numanilslumsdiuanmuazfinoamsvesns ldamnsaseiamsfulsziuves
Dependency senindaulsqulavdsimmndositavesmsineduiidumnlusiafivatuides
Fuilsz@nSanduiuniFadunsuazansamhiinInmsuasfufianuaunsaan
Tymlumsssyiiavesnsuonuesvesiaunls I8 Tusedunils Das & Geng (2003) sz il

wingnnmnefiuansh amaninalugineiindenoinneslissivanduiuiiigand
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aaaf liAnsn (3198 Das & Uppal, 2000); 1ae Shiller (1981) 818171 Heavy 130 Fat Tail

annsaefusanufiumIuves iy ldeden e imsesuedulsmaasugho
2.3.3 Correlation

Fuinswiuilusdresfnnauisoves (Kuritzkes et al, 2005). Embrechts, McNeil, &
Straumann (1999) #1 Tdtieras1¥ifuta Peason’s Cormrelation, p H1finnu LifisaneNvzetuiy
Fauls il 18U A aUUnR tWiz Peason’s Correlation 11 1&iHu# 19 General

&7

Dependency taliuIRB3617A Linear Dependence v uazizﬁ’uawﬁuﬁuﬁnmzﬂuﬁag
Tusa [-1,1] 19 Wil Aefisilininae Joint Distribution 1az 1 Peason’s Correlation §ifi1
oy 0 Bildruenuds anudsaiudaszdei duis p LU Rank Correlation 19U
Kendall’s 11A% Spearman’s 3z a3 ne3u1eldanimasiilse Tonfunniuile 140 Copula
Framework

Ashish (2006) ldag116 1471

AsEanFURUTUITUNING (Asset Correlation) 9 Wiifsausanawriniude nnu
14'1wﬁflu‘lumiﬁﬂﬁtgfynhssm’iﬁm‘fu uAszannseteisddydonmninvesduife
anae HAZNENGIUTIRA Asset Correlation TilmnsHtasTiAIWFUWUFAY credit quality 914
MInUND UBNINYL Chemih A. et al (2006) WIHdedunadimsdinnanufnves
Asset Correlation (e 1§0A1swmsSeudfivunsfuwuiuanarssudodivinasgy Tay
adaioudesiidoya 40 Wouuazdamusniamdniufezmutumnnavosduning

s &
INuYY
2.3.4 Extreme Value Theory (EVT)

Maglin, P. (2008) s 2,'14"[’3"51 MSANY extreme value theory #1151 Financial
Modeling 110 Risk management iSudsfizuduazianet s i lugrmms suil &
11391 Mandelbrot (1963) 18 138uiflyafy Fat tails Tudoyamansifunas Log Normality 1u
Option Pricing Fauatil 0.1, 1963

91908121491 Extreme Value Theory (EVT) ldnaeitlumadenlunisdnsizvuns

@ . 4 % ‘3 o ~
UONANHULUD Rare Events 10 Tails ¥0IM3ian19s luvasiItous vuegiuavudgiy
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vosmsusnuesunagmileusslszidiu Tail Risk Snanuiueie Tao Extreme Value
Theory (EVT) L‘fﬁ;m‘i’l‘ 9911 Asymptotic Behavior 484 Extreme Order Statistics U831 ’J?Jti”laifn

(1) Gumbel Distribution: G'(x) in14m1ay 7ile hinun1 Exponential

Distribution.
G'(x)=exp(-e ™), —0 <x <+

(2) Fre’chet Distribution: G*(x)=exp(-x™*), x>0, @ >0

51z EVT ansofies Wmsusnussiimingeuniine Extreme Bvents Tasnisaas
uum‘haqu?\ﬂsswmmqaqﬂﬁ‘%’aé*lqn“luauniu (Tails of Distribution) oy uaue
mﬂﬁﬂﬁm%’ums’3@1x%qﬂ?mmf‘hw%'m‘]tuum‘lumsu?msmmzﬁ'm"l?’fmﬂmu Embrechts et
al. (1998) oz MeNeil (1999) 1814 EVT ihumSesilolunsuimsanudosdmivduims
0613'15An 1 Embrechts (1999, 2000) 852y Vimilouduin Evr AddidesialudTuea

& =y @ @ y
wazalSeuiay ﬁ iy estimator Y013 15wes B amerumsdane hlil:

@

3)

2.3.5 wSastloneadaniuilumsNns ey (Khanthavit, A. (2004) §1414 Maglin, P

(2008))
2.3.5.1 Stationary Test:
fimaiinunuei141u Nonstationary Time Series w2 Tumsfisiunieanas

Y S o A 1 1 L)
Y8UDYARABANAY (NATIABUNTISAD Durbin-Watson (DW) ficunsavenlaideyaimuly

synsunafinnuduiusfudeyalugisdu Tasdummaneuausdguhana
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anrndou hifinnuduiuiu Tneiadas 0 814 TunseBiy Autocorrelation Tueynsu
LN Tﬂaﬁmsgaﬁuuagmﬁ’qda"lﬂf; :
Hy:p =0
H:p #0 . (4)
TAt# Durbin-Watson Test Statistic #15¢#1 @ (0.05 or 0.01) Ry

i(ei —ei-l)2
d=2% — (5)

n
2
i=1
f’l' 1d <1.5 :Positive autocorrelation of order 1

fhd>25 Negative autocorrelation of order 1

11 1.5<d <2.5: No significant autocorrelation of order 1

2.3.5.2 Normality Test

Tﬂuﬁfumuuﬁa s manouumuREImsunetn@sl durlsyandaamed
(Skewness Coefficient) 111 0.00 uazdidanlss Andnnm 1as(Kurtosis Coefficient) (MY
3.00 $ ¥ dudualsquuaziimsusnusamuilndss 18 E(Z) = 4 uez
E(X -p)’ =0,

"I.f’f“lﬁﬁﬁ']f'fﬂmmﬂm Skewness Coefficient IN111:
T

S -py

_ E(‘f-lu)3 ; =l
5= 3 = ~3
o (T -Do
18 Kurtosis Coefficient 111111
T
And
E(; ___#)4 n ;( & zu)
k= ——4— k = "—'———;T
o T -Ho

9 1 an ~ ] v ' o
MDA §uay k UAWANAIAIN 0.00 4AZ 3.00 MINITANNIDILY A1 dAs

HaRR UMY (r,) Imsuanuee? lilsmsusnusanuilnd

1 - 4 T 1 ]
8813 15AAY Normal probability plots Unuguvessnnuiuazamlaserslu

[ ¥
mnzaninlumsifies normality funninmsdinsizdasm dnfumsnageuaimuihunlnd



16

yoedioya (Normality) Saiufiu#iA9414f Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z test (K-S test) iNonazau
14
Saswanauuny (r,) Insusausauinla@viels asie il

FTAUANUEOUY 95% WU

e =Sh.

#1 Sig. (Significance) < 0.05 931471 7, lifimsusnusauyuilnd

©

81 Sig. (Significance) >0.05 3¢ 1d 1 7, Tmsusnusauuilng
2.3.5.3 Nonlinearity-Test:

Resnick (1998) lana1adn:
msaqUnaluis8q Heavy-Tailed o10fanain lddnindinsgviasvrenliane
(AU Nonlinearities szifinanuiawaaluTueald Famsoeniicnnsoudluidfontsld
Hill Estimator 1un151/521184n15 Shape Parameter tiie Tuaa laiiffuiduns s (Nonlinear) ins1
Hill Estimator 143unsfiguiiudrhfisnuniueuninnszuiums iid narafie Snszuiums
Wuduasatezdiulunmtonlv @
Hk,n_’ atasn TP, kin T 70 Taui Hill Plot A25923

OUTATNNNNINGN Q.
25 GF n; c‘ L4
24 aIduningaves

Baud, N. et al. (2002) lafny135m3ivian@oeni15seanains Capital Charge (A
anwesslunsdianudssdulfiiansnuims lddeyanndrsuenneudrsdaseuas Tl
namlsziulan i Losses 7 ldtuin 13ag 18111035 18030% (Homogeneous Way) nazii

'
A Yar o

£ 4 ¥ 1 s
Threshold ienfiu Aniu3Tnmisnlddessyiass Sa ondnRusdoranarniisndudne

=

Heterogeneity 149% Scaling Problems ANBAYY Lack of Comparability lunsfinideyan li'ldun
1NITAIIAYINU

Agostini, A. et al. (2010) 1Afinymsnaunaudoyauss Operational Loss fMIAY

a 4 4 v
Afn ummr{jﬁmwnymu Advanced Creditability Theory

Grundke, P. (2010) afaumsuSisanuiosTasldis Top-Down Approaches Mo
ATIARUAMIGNABIVEITMs Tan mudsanyh de lidanuinnugndoswss Top-Down

- o 1 n:u:y o 3 o Ly o o Y o
Approaches lazHaMs v ewIIIRHe M IAsAnafnatuuiduiuded lums
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T ¥ ] 4
sosfumsgudsivzifannanuissseqdnnanuiiueis uensmiv msnageulay
= < 4 t o as
Goodness-of fit-test Tumsinszdmsgandouuveynsunanninfissuen Hedduves

Copula dulanimunzau

Kenneth, S. (2010) TAfnuUNeINY Fat Tails, and Extreme Values Visit Energy Risk
] & . ] o : - A ¥
Wu31 A5 19 Fat Tails 1ae Extreme Values Tumstiedannudoslumsinamamsainlula
amamsal B lugaamassundinuiionneldmailamiguuse 1dlsz Toniedann lums 14

1 t 3
32UNU VaR Method 1Umsusv1sanudesvsionsiaeniile (Interest Rate Risk)

Ozun, A. et al. (2010) ‘15%‘81&?;0’35‘11 Filtered Extreme-Value Theory (EVT) for
Value-at-Risk Estimation #u31 ms14 EVT wennsalwanevunuvesiulunaiafidialmives
AsnuazlSuuMeuiY Conditional Volatility Model 154 GARCH, GARCH with Student t-
distribution, GARCH with Skewed Student-t-Distribution (ia¥ FIGARCH T 9?1,114‘{11‘5 D8NLUL
uaz 3813 WU Filtered EVT M 1ddn 1135909 var lualsziduvesnisfinyn Fat-Tails
VDIHARDLUNUN U HAagNUNA23UM 157311199 Conditional Quantile Days Lag Length

1 40 Tu Tumswensal
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FEMsANTIUMTIVY

3.1 Yserinsnlylumside

- o fo PRy P @ w &
iszynsfe sumsmgisonmuansanziouluaaananninouvssemaing
] t o n’:’ e - ar w ¢ ¢ 1
Tavsziingurnmswidisdinmuafisanzidivuluamandnniwouralszmd Ine awdau
¥
urmsaaeduunindeduil 2550 (31 Fuaw 2550) AGUAIBININ 12 FUIAIT

v 1 ' s [ -]
soniily 3 aqu 1dun ngusimswidivdvuialng vuenats uaznna@dn seneudiy

311 nqumnmswidsdvaing Feiidamminsaaadnduninifidunifos
az 10 S lanaiusssuinsuralsemeing Safivanua 4 suams 18us

FUINTNTUNN 1A (UNI1FU)

51115059 1N8 1A (un )

FUIMINANT e 1 WY

F115 InewIglvd $16e (WHITY)

312 NRUEUIMITMATSVLIANAI Satidnmimsaedudumindausos
az 3 ualuudesar1o Aullmuinaeivessmsuvsemene Faiivianya 6 sums
18un

FUIMT 1113 1Y 1A vw)

FUIMINFIATOYE §11R (UMITL)

FUIMTUATHAN TN $1AR (WnITY)

FUINT INUBUINTT 9108 (IM1TL)

FUIMNITFUSIA 10R (UHITFU)

FUINISNUTAUINY 197 QHIBU)

313 nqunnmswidsdnnain Sdidnaimsanadufumindinhievas
3 AunaIARIsIMsIYasTmeIne Falivanyn 2 s1ms 1B

sumsnia 1 $1e @nivw)
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TUINS TUBITHEIING (UHIFU)
3.2 nsesilenlviumsioy

3.2.1 14nquijarga 1A (Extreme Value Theory) mnﬁa‘u%gaﬁywnmﬁmﬁ'qu%ﬂﬁu
msuenuas litnalas aseaeudasmansuimuvesrmuswiuvessuimsmdisdlu
Uszmalnefidiurlszmnsvosnndty uaz 19 Kolmogorov-Smimov Test (K-S test) frzauy
AuIEeiu 95%nadeUNSLIALLT 1Az 1935 Nonlinearity by Hill Estimator ¥n1snadey

A lifluduas swesdoya

3.2.2 Muumn Bottom-Up Approach #1638 Extreme-Value Theory AszAuAMINFeIY
90% 95% 99% A1ud1dy vinsanundesdiual§iian1s91na Value at Risk (VaR) uaz 14
+ I d

3815 Monte Carlo Simulation (n=1,000) M3 nagdouiennugnaelumsimsiuniu

AszAuANUTITU 90% 95% 99% MU L

o <4 1 1 o o o’: [}
3.2.3 ¥msilSeuioumi 18910 3.2.2 seunesuinswiaiydne 3 vuna (vl nans

@n) Tauld ANOVA fiszduniodifny 0.05
< ¥
3.3 mafusIusiudeya

Joyadildlumsifuiludoyanfivgll (Secondary Data) Asuiiudemisiusmvesngy
UsganssEnIBUNAN W.et. 2549 Dufisusuniau w.a. 2551 Tavsrusaudoyaninriesayea
vosnamananninduvatlsyme e azsumsuvialszmalng uag SETSMART Tasiinns
ffﬂm‘%‘uu%’agaﬁﬁuﬂm{mmiumﬁ%’u"lﬂ'l%ﬁ Worksheet Y94 Excel tiorinld1d3insed

JoyalaslFTusunsudiSogilaely
3.4 m3uAzvivoya

e oy = a’: o 1 m’l
lumsinserdeyalivuaoudsselali
W 3
3.4.1 Tasasnaeudeyarimuaneaiungdnssunisusnues lidadTasldmgugm
qa 1A (Extreme Value Theory) A37900USATINAADUUNLYBITIATUI 0 TUYDITUINS

PR o o =t ¥
Wdsd udszme Insiiduilsgnnsvesnidse laslinsnageumsuaniaday
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Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test (K-S test) NszRuANU¥oiy 95% wazmsnagoundu iy

1#unssueadoyad 675 Nonlinearity by Hill Estimator

3.42 wimsiaanudssdual§iian1sAeuuanis Bottom-Up Approach #3831
Extreme-Value Theory RAUANMTOIU 90% 95% 99% audrdy Tavez 19638mM3 Monte
o A = - s 3 P @
Carlo Simulation (n=1,000) himsnaoueanugndeslumsiniziunuRssauaNy

0314 90% 95% 99% MUFIAY

° v e Y o o q,:
3.4.3 MmsalSoufeuan 18910 3.4.2 serdesnasmidsdns 3 vuna Tagls

ANOVA Aiszauiivdngy 0.05

MIINTIEN é’amfumuﬁaﬂdn%'wﬁufﬁ;umﬂm‘sm’nﬁawﬁagm‘i’:mnmﬁmﬁu
woAnssumsusnuss il Tasldmauiiaigalas (Extreme Value Theory) As29a0u8A37
o UNUYINIMRUTITTUss M IdT s emeInefiiudssannsve s
Taslinmsnas Bnmsmmmm"w Kolmogorov-Smimov Test (K-S test) ﬁizﬁummﬁ?ﬂﬁu 95%
waznisnareuay hiifuiduns wwesderyad 635 Nonlinearity by Hill Estimator tie 14

¥ i A aN 4 é 1 Al bl
wilvideyafinnuminzaufudins i ldd immnemadoyasgluTisunsuFudunass



uN 4

P
Haniilsy

T e @ o o d" & = d’«’: e - Y o
TINITUVNUTREU 1,’53‘111ﬂ3ﬂﬂ ‘E‘H'lﬂ'ﬁW']ﬂl‘im'ﬂ\'iﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ“%lﬂUUIuﬁaTQﬂﬁﬂﬂi“ﬂ

uralszma'lng Tﬂtjilzuﬁﬂﬂduﬁu‘lﬂ‘l‘i‘Yﬂiﬁ‘]fé"f?&ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂzlﬁﬂu1uﬂa1ﬂﬂﬁﬂ?ﬁﬂtﬁlﬁq
Uszmane audnausmsnaiadu@umindsaedutl 2550 sendih 3 ngu 18us ndus
sAIMEsSUINA Ing) vinanme LaTvINARA LazduAIBoN 12 TUINTT AINTN 4.1
driimsaaaduduning

AN 4.1: SUNANT ATl 12 um‘?ixﬂuﬂﬁjuﬁoﬂﬂﬁwﬂwﬂuﬁﬁﬂ (31 fua1AN 2550)

dunind
iio @)
walne
D | sumsngunnena (M) 1,672,777.732
2) FUIMINTY INedrda (i) 1,211,330.153
3) | sumsndns lnefiia @mivu) 994,149.341
4) | sumnsnonidisdina @misu) 1,112,823.915
VAN
5) | SUIMT NS Lnesfia imwu) 619,151.080

6) | sumsngeeSeusuisifa (unwy) | 650,623.408

7) FUINTUATHA N Ines i (univy) | 406,627.658

8) | SIS MEBUIASINR (UML) * | 264,623.637

9) | TUINTUNATIHA (UMI1FU) 291,122.690

10) | swimsifesaurpuinha unisu) 89,189.255
Vinaan

11) | summshaldsia @nisy) 94,164.238

12) | suimsdueiFeiide (unsu) ** 60,680.039

' A o d @ tw A
UnaIfiIN: Setsmart (2553) * Yegiiude Floudl ne dwaiui 4 wouaau 2552

4
f )

¥
= fagifufie sun1s 10818 (lny) $1i0 mru) Aurui

21 Wygu 2553
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41 answaeungAnssumsnenuedlivndlaglinguiaigala (Extreme Value Theory)

A3 4.2: dayananilud i Operational Risk Management Model

] 3
(MBI ULW)
Equity
Market
Value Equity Return Volatility
FHINT3 (EVL) (ERV) (%) Liabilities (LBS)
t
Wnalng
FUINTNTUNNWIINA (UHIFU) 909.9865 32.76% 1,408,386.104
sUIMINge Inosafia (uniww) 3,032.4800 14.10% 1,117,629.075
SUIMINFNT Inoiida i) 1,090.9610 15.82% 894,014.203
o oo o
51115 Tnewgirdfda @) 1,552.2975 15.82% 1,004,308.823
FUIAT NNIT INefida Wrivw) 1,271.1904 23.41% 575,828.667
YINAnaN
FUIMINTIATOYSHINAA (UM IBU) 754.4935 10.00% 570,617.616
FUINITUATHAN Inofiia (unIvw) | 1567886 271.72% 307,534.420
FUIMNT INISUMISR (UM IWY) | 3,665.5323 19.53% 258,680.999
FUINITFUFIATINA (UHITY) 1,561.8661 14.10% 270,402.392
Wan
IR 1A51RA Urvy) 1,192.3620 17.74% 82,526.736
FUINTAYTAUINUSING (UML) 1,314.3468 35.16% 73,797.484
FUIMTAULIFEIIINA (WH1TU) 1,093.2921 28.37% 48,489.009

) d K3
USRIV SINNNTATUIGTIUL

1NMITN 4.2 tanadedoyannsugauazyamaataiith 1§ luns3fvnnngs

Uszansdszneudae Equity Market Value (EVL) Equity Return Volatility (ERV) uag

Liabilities (LBS)



4.1.1 NSATIVADUANUGNABIVD Nonstationary Time Series 1A 14 Stationary

Test (Durbin-Watson (DW) Statistic)

#1974 4.3: aﬁﬁﬁawssmmymmamaumemdqwmLf-*a”'mamﬁ:ﬂfmmi’umu
(fUNAN 2548-8U21AN 2551)

S.D. Skewness Kurtosis
Bank Mean (%) (%)
¥
valHgy
FUIATNTANKINA (UH14) 95.5468 | 16.0254 - 04263 | - 1.0377
AN Ingdfia (uneu) 138.1166 | 17.8955 - 0.7651 | - 0.1696
SUIMINANT Inedia @vian) 993133 | 26.2947 - 0.0777 | - 1.2934
s Inewidivdinta @) 148.2324 | 34.8087 - 0.1063 | - 1.3952
Yuanan
TUINT NS TNESIHR (UYY) 109.9892 | 29.6856 0.0977 | - 1.5700
TUININTIAT BYTINTINA (UH 1) 54.1807 | 17.0697 04304 | - 13056
sumTuaIHale nedna @) 109.4822 | 18.3780 0.1080 | - 1.4803
ﬁu1ﬂ1‘5‘1‘}’ltj‘ﬁu1ﬂ”ﬁ‘ﬁ'lﬁlﬂ (SJ'H’W'N) 70.2378 | 20.8289 0.2484 | ~ 0.6363
SUIMT FUT AT IR (K1) 63.8809 | 29.2953 03169 | - 1.4557
sunsfesAuRuiNa (i) 138.1166 | 17.8955 g 0.7651 | - 0.1696
YIaan
snmsha If§ive @) 281.6402 | 138.1298 0.0381 | - 1.7918
ST AeaEediie (i) 95.5468 | 16.0254 - 0.4263 | - 1.0377

UHAIAN: AINNITATUITY
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101374 4.3 n s (Skewness) tazA1Aa1L TAS (Kurtosis) teraaivdnuaiz i
fufuvesdeyafiezinlFhimuuanmenamsusaussuuy 1Ralnd mazdhundngu
Sudueiamininiuda Non-Normality iazgaiemsusnussaanmnitnziiuves Equity
Return (1141111 Fat Tails ﬁﬂxﬁﬂaé’wﬁquﬂﬁmﬁﬂé’u MSRNVLIAYOITU IS MR T2

° N i . ‘3
MldanuTae Kurtosis) €1 1nd 0 undiu

MIndeanyesiu EVT 399113 nAdoD Stationary Test 411151 Residual Series

& R ¢é £y bl
iHogfmauAYeq Stationary 1N szliuAINgNABIATAIIN 4.4

f1574 4.4: Stationary Test 1Ay Durbin Watson at & = .05

sUAY 2548 2549 2550
PRI aNEIRA (M) 057077 013913 023044
nnmsngs Tnedta Gmin) 011538 092501 016385
smsndng nesita (uman) e 051752 026810
sus Inemdisddfie @vim) P4 Vhisna 034052
53115 115 Inedide @view) a1 ke 045718 .026810
runsnyeeysniia wnim) P /086045 034052
FUIMTHATHAI INed WA (urv) W3aed 025986 129381
U5 s fe (uvry) 016976 045739 016385
FUINTSTUFIAS A (UHIU) N 071145 021729
MRS AR AGMITL) BN ~ Tpas0
sumsfalffite @vis) g 037420 032137
masdueFedita () 18022 027417 025772

UWHAITINA: AINNNTATUIY

910019579 4.4 Tavh IARuunagilvealSuaves Autocorrelation in Time Series 484

1 ¥ 3

foyaiildlumsdnnunnsumsmdesdng 3 nquilivuiad1adu Wi Durbin-Watson
: : P

(W) Weunn 1.5 uazidIndgudeziisueniia Positive Autocorrelation Hanuuiia

. 5 t =t = o o oo o { 1
Nonstationary fidasidoyalusdnselinnwduiusiBensudeyafivelive T Tuuua Ty

dAa d LAy . A Qo1 a9 . o q ¥
yoseynIunAfrURuTaduase (Linear) 130 lilmFudunse (Nonlinear) i ldaunsa
! Vli’ ' 4 = ] o Aqy S A o w ¥ -

nanlatigadeyaiinnumuzavedaunduTunafily Fefiondwapnnlumssedu

ANYNADY (Validity) voesmsagilua
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s Y
4.2 MINATOUNTHINUIA W Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test (K-S test) issaiuanuiyouu

95%

A1579 4.5: MINATO Normality 1A8 Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z test NIzALAMUIFDUYU 95%

Bank Kolmogorov-Smimov Z | Asymp. Sig (2-tailed)
TUIATATUNHEINA (N 19U) 3.741 0.000
ﬁmm'sﬂgﬂméﬁﬂ (unwu) 3.580 0.000

| IR NENST Inosfa @mry) 5.820 0.000
ums Tnowdisddina @mn) 1.727 0.005
TUINT NS Inesifia (WH1) 5.996 0.000
TUININTIATOYEEININA (UH19) 5.392 0.000
TUIMTUATHAN Ino e ) 4.046 0.000
UM esM e (Mru) 5.924 0.000
TUINTTUS AN (UHIFU) 3.835 0.000
TumsfesAunaudIia@mIT) 6.468 0.000
suansfia lfsida @ma) 2.196 0.000
s dueBeiia Hirw) 9.526 0.000

WVRITINY: SINNISANNITY

9INA15N 4.5 11319 Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z test (K-S test) 1aswaailymilums
a o ) = A e e o & o ¥ o '
AAT121 9103 (Normal Probability Plot) N019a#(Bias) VDIHIWYLDY Faunu'lada un
@ = o - N =1 3 = = o
fasmaneuunuiiuninsed lannsoinsuenuwun Ifalad Idmszsums widied
naurialn sig doundi 0.05 Aszdunnuigoiiu 95% Sailiamsntuiu ldhdeyai

wunldansathlihlsegadldsu eveld
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43 minageuanuliifhudunisvesteyadau3s Nonlinearity by Hill Estimator

b= 4 - . -
M54 4.6: M3 ARTIZN Hill Estimator (Hy )

2549 | 2550 | 2551

1) SHIMTNTANATINA (IN139U) 0.2267 [0.1659/0.0964

2) FumInge nesada (msy) 0.2418 |0.1772{0.1049

3) 5N AANST Inesifa (Uv1wu) 0.2505 10.2012/0.1064

4) 1ums newdisdsida @vrw) | 0.2625 (0.2329/0.1090

5) TUIMNT NS Inedrda @nnu) 0.2734 10.2829(0.1112

6) I NIRG BYTITIAA (u1wy) | 0.2763 (0.2819/0.1185

7) s uAIale Inedda @) | 0.2960 10.30650.1204

8) TUMT IMTUINTITA (UHITU) 0.2984 10.31070.1210

9) FUINITTUT WA (UM ITU) 0.3038 0.3122/0.1222

10) sumsnssaAudida@yiry) | 0.3060 0.3401/0.1222;

11) sumsna 1A Grvrw) 0.3139 0.3547/0.1227

12) umsiueidesiin (un1vu) 0.3188 10.3578(0.1275

WA TN AINNITANITL

] ¥ ¥
911AA1374 4.6 BeidluniInaaeu Heavy Tail ¥oamsuanusdoyaefivzdududnnss

t i $ < Y 1 n” g e - .
Nhifianumumgaufive ¥ Tunaduduassdungudoyail szmundoyan 18 n Hill

i)
e

- N - -é @ ~ o .
Estimators o s Imuds Power-Decaying Tail gutludnuazhd 1MYYDS Heavy Tail

4.4 msTaanudssdul §TRnsAeu43119 Bottom-Up Approach 43838
Extreme-Value Theory U2y Monte Carlo Simulation (n=1,000) fiszfiunnnyeiin 90%

95% 99% MUY

#1519 4.7: Mstlszanam Operational Risk ?\’Jﬂ’)b’ Bottom-Up Approach 102 Monte Carlo
Snnulatlon (n=1,000) ﬂi”ﬂﬁﬂ’ﬂﬁl‘]ﬂ'ﬂi}’u 95%, 99% 118% 99.9% Wlim'lﬂij

szauAuFeiY vy nag @0
95% 0.1149-0.1290 0.1630-0.1837 | 0.2039-0.3250
99% 0.1125-0.1311 0.1564-0.1857 0.2050-0.2325
99.9% 0.1084-0.1336 0.1564-0.1956 0.1957-0.2362

EARINYT: DINNTANIUNTEAUANVEDNU 95% 99% LAY 99.9%



+ % 13 b 4
91AMTN 4.7 W15 19 Monte Carlo Simulation NisgAUA MR UNT 3 szaulu
1 . o a  F 1 e ar ' ¥ o B t s
A131)5019A1 Operational Risk Wiy laFaimAdussninmgagatuiqaveinnsszay
Ao ulinnuduRufiFausuravesdunsnitazamndsszuaunInAudiouua

P o o u;
Funindngu

A1 4.8: MIdszanman Equity Returns (Mean) 910 Monte Carlo Simulation (n=1,000) f

G2 A Q"' <3 o
FEAUANTUTOUU 95%, 99% uaz 99.9% muaay

ClL HUINIVINATHEY FHINIVHIANAI FUIMSVNAED

95% 381.08-438.88 115.02-127.44 52.07-75.70

99% 354.55-461.59 118.99-187.64 48.88-78.36
99.9% 333.73-471.78 100.97-130.25 45.38-82.56

U AINN: INNTATUINUBIINITY

v
= a

NITALAINNY

A
-

DI 95%, 99% LAY 99.9% MUY

of 3 { . =,
910M134 4.8 uaras IuBan 51 szanuA R ALYee Equity Return 42035 Monte

. ,Adﬂndéd‘a = chﬂ A A daw
Carlo Simulation #3684 u'.)ﬁﬂumuﬂniummammuuamaﬂmu HIATBIUBYIADUN

Tunstlszanaa Taowuisuimsvunatalngjesfinunaonldgega

4.5 madszdiuanaudesiul A1 Basel I 6286 EVT VaR

f19 N 4.9: Maximum Likelihood Estimation 984 Generalized Pareto Distribution,
Percentile Estimation of Random Variable t{8% Extreme VaR

Banks u Nu Tail Index(e) Beta (b) EVT VaR (.001) EVT VaR (.01) | EVT VaR (.05)
1 0.00027 | 612 207980 0,06955 -13031.7662 -108.4105 -3.7818
2 0.00022 | 612 2.03000 0.07144 -10076.3785 -94.0036 -3.5493
3 0.00162 | 586 2.10000 0.04882 -9370.8250 -74.4137 -2.5132
4 0.00007 | 601 2.11400 0.09608 -21064.5624 -161.9689 -5.3489
5 0.00063 | 586 2.30799 0.10334 -64811.0390 -318.8594 -7.7263
6 0.01292 | 215 0.46738 0.09721 -2.1075 -0.5899 -0.1749
7 0.00716 | 376 0.40940 0.11137 -2.5448 -0.8297 -0.3015
8 0.00006 | 620 0.27499 0.12718 -2.0841 -0.8895 -0.4060
9 0.00039 | 607 1.91000 0.10254 -7211.0943 -88.6632 -4,0485
10 0.00169 | 167 0.50000 0.15691 -3.3152 -0.8349 -0.2008
11 0.00558 102 0.59222 0.11045 -2.3474 -0.4656 -0.0683
12 0.06399 19 0.32790 0.17060 -0.8136 <0.1406 0.1042

unathuT sinmIduos
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3 +
AR5 4.9 uaas Wirudeimsdndumsdiuan var suudshui launsasey

] 1o a ‘Y . N P ) = o
mamumsmﬂlumﬂﬂmmuqﬂm"lﬂ (Extreme Unusual Situations) 19 19AINATIAVTUTYLINY
fipuusald Taoasne 4.9 16 EVT Var iehimislsadiva sl iamsuungug
EVT 1ag U fi® Threshold Points tag Nu Aeduumdunaaiidludign lduniles Threshold

4 4 P = o
1&##11 e 1Az b 1] Maximum Likelihood Estimator 483 GPD Wafl lAnyT1 8e5u1asWidiadd]

?tg < ' i dg z 4 as ar

vualvgiuezbalin EVT VaR figedu dunamddanudismieanuduniuluneiy

YINNN

4.6 nM3nfFeuioy EVT VaR 5271955 1aiwena 3 vinalagly ANOVA fiszau

WaidAgy 0.10, 0.05 uaz 0.01

MW 4.10: nsifSauiiiey EVT vaR i a =0.10, 0.05 1ag 0.01

g s |
1) swmisvinalng 4572.757 -57.377 -1.728
2) sumsvuianan -201.588 -5.053 -0.113
3) swmsvwadn -6.454 -1.976 -0.581

UAAIALT, INMTAIUIN

VINAISN 4.10 WU VaR,,, inuddsuutlasdeudneuinein -4572.757 4 -0.581
=1 s ¥ £ el u; ° ¥ . 4
Tauaasimudanud minvinavessuimsmialydos Ingiiueein v M Var,,, tigaiu

= ar sla: 43 N d‘ £ LT ) zg c‘)
Lm'mmﬂ'mmumufuﬂqs‘w'lﬂnmmmwiﬂnmmmmmuﬂgvmmsmnwuuma


http:l~~~1'.il

unn 5

ag1 eflenanazYerausius

51 apluazedlnawa
a g ¥ £ { £ aren @ o
mAseildumsAnyulS sufoumsuinisanu@eednnl§iRnsvessunmsniaisd
afioglurlsemeng sennddl wer. 25492551 TaudlumsIFudal5utar (Quantitative
9 -~ 4 q.’: A -1 o
Research) Tngfinuidayanimlszyinsfio suimswialvdnmuananziouluaaandn
o v 1 T 4 n’: i o Y 4
ninduralszmelng Tavszutisngusuinsmasdnmuafivansdouluaaandaming
¥
urtlszmelng awduntanmsaataduaunsndseduil 2550 910 12 surmsesnitiy 3

¥ ¥ ¥ = ] o
aqu Taud nqusuasmidisduuialvg vunanais uazvudn

Aouns lddoya 1dlinsasieae Mnutl (Skewness) taza1n1u 1A (Kurtosis)
iendngududuetremiinuiuis Non-Normality iaziigevaentsusnissnanninziiuves
Equity Return ({41111 Fat Tails ﬁwﬁwaﬁwﬁ’quﬂimnﬁﬁﬁu 1iNINAAOY Stationary Test
&3 Residual Series iiDgAaIaAv03 Stationary iVeUszifuaI1gndes Wu1e Durbin-
Watson (DW) oun1 1.5 iazidhlndgudziisueniis Nonstationary fiuaasirfoyalueda
inlfamsendnidigadeyaiimmuiminzaeiannfuluaodld vennnunnms
NATBY Kolmogorov-Smimov Z test (K-S test) w1 1#ivu 189 nuhdnswanouumudivhun
sz lamnsadimsusnuesuyt Ianln@18 uazdoyo@ildain Hil Estimators el
1#1@4 Power-Decaying Tail Suifudnuaziidifaues Heavy Tail thiamnsadudu1ga
FoyafiiunlFaunsai lihlszgnd19u Eveld Sdedrddaunlumsdszdiuaa

gnABY (Validity) veamsagilua

TumsSannudsad il §iiRns&2eunams Bottom-Up Approach A963%
Extreme-Value Theory 48i¢ Monte Carlo Simulation (n=1,000) ‘ﬁi 35\’1]?!’31115%63?1& 90%
95% 99% mudAu wulumsilsyunan Operational Risk (i ldda e deii
ﬂmuf‘i‘nﬁ'uﬁ?saauﬁ’mmmmt?uﬂ%'wéua:?hﬁﬁawmun’haﬁmﬁmmﬁﬁuw%’wﬁ‘lﬂqjifu
dmiumsdszananuniovss Equity Return §363% Monte Carlo Simulation WU15WIANS

vt Ingjeziinuadeiildvege
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nAvgif 1dumasasumsilszynd limguimequansdeanuiiuldidfisuasmdsdly
UszmeInodeansemindanis Tannudeednalfiamsines o msuSnismmndoedu
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Ufiamnsaswaannuiurunnuavesfunindiuandaiuld nansiseluaseiifs
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Tumsitunsade 1 orvdlu 118 Rezdiifode T aliguamadnmsdomadile
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