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Z1diel A9A HE, &EE 74, ddFoaA o B/EE mALALS S0 7
del HEEQ #%E EE ALY stk sty Aol AldAF-we £Aeln, s HE
# AAZ 7k Az vldlo HE MES ARy d8Ad 94 REE ek T A
A7t st Aol FAEY FAolvh IH LBMHY ST ¥ ALY HE 2L BEe
WiE EB BEEY Ahsds REEHS THEIA ot $AE EREle Aol R
o F 7 SEEHES BEH KBS 53 e 44, 24 Ao ks &EES
A EHE ¢ 5 UEE BRMlZ B2 AAE F4H & 4 ST FiEol 29
HAolvh @ o] & AAA T LM EED AT BRI wHo] AAzALZ Az
T DA oA E o] Fok ohE AT Fod [kt A FFse] ghth

S AN SRER BEAR REBFTE WEA, AEKEK BEXR P

() #%ES o WA/ vl BEZ wolEd A7l 8 A& Fisher Separationg 7}53HA 3
= o8 S #Es ook ¥, =# v Fisher Separationg 44 7138 4L 4
Az gl :

(2) ¥EHT53% (corporate finance)o] 1} %5 (investment finance) 2} o2 BaEeo| Kirstzl 44

= 2 i (perfect and complete market) 2] #Rel AAxA o o 7 % Fisher separation

& B Eo]x Pareto Bi&AS (Pareto optimal allocation)t. FIEEelA Aotz sallch. == &
§9 #2E £ 99 wahidor ¥ite FY3 Holzk ¥ F A
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A, AEAez AAF) A AELTY AT u)sld SRR Hae
S Heol Sded, o] AEE LRIl A g EE ZFAA7 st
& SBEFR L EH A WS TR SREKMY AERES dAAdd da m
wA Yol dAZ) A Grh @ o] ool = HEMEMC] AEe Pz WA grgr
A, 282 5T ATE UHA 23 A $d¥E Bl B W) A &)

#eorl, 2 HRE BAK KBEY BRY) 9o $dE 4 5 F g
Il ZRigM REHRS EF4

RIS BEERHS WA Auod JAe BB A ohs Hge] 244
¥ ol FE FURTE SRS BB VBT RIEMS AN 55 ooz
@ ok B3E 29 AAAA el de BE AEANSY Side AR} o FE¥HE 5
WAE GMAFCE S wHlolold, of LHLHE B HE Bl 2AY SEm
B el Slolt e 2 FEN RERS WA AReA onth 2 o A4
W REIES AA S (RS ol &3e] A &o] BHELE M- 14 (surplus sector)o] A
AN BEBHE BT AA AAE Beos Kol FFLT BE 188 (defiit sector)
AR AR FAE FUE G9F ok ek olsh T LEMEMS BEe &
A8 BE FAQOA b S L WD, B WHN HE BOMEY BH U
Bis AL 39 498 AAY Fol 2T GEFAE B, AHY Weld 2 gn @
GO ol d Mie 439 £95r] AdAE BROKo A SEERC o B M
Hioz g ok shtel g Wanhy BRol Huterobu ek ol sl LM &
BEe) BB AEMO T HAM BB T4 HeEo A MMM HEERe
SeA Bt ohzh, SMEMMS EH US4 ERez, o volrd 349 e
NE A 237z iz ¢ 4 Qoo

(3 AEFES FHLE) o194 dAsle] gz d8e FEs E  MELEE (transmission
mechanism)o] W& AL oJ2iAx BEEsl Slch olel g ul#e 53] Neo-Keynesian®iRol 9
ste] o F5 gl .

@ T§713 98 FAL AN= HEis(price), asset and liability power, #A (entry), HIE
(expansion), HBH(liquidity), B4 &BA (capital adequacy) To 2 FEE 4 9uh

B) gAY B Bt FEARE Foe] FARNE ATEY FAE Fae Empy A of gt
9 Aol AEHez ME = AL oo

(6) &RElE-l Nz A0 AWM LoESH L RES AU SMAENLE g & &
fola A YsHA FA oA SHw ool Wit B FHol AT Aol o] AL B (ko) o
H SRS 13X - AE AGgEA d5E S A 2D




IIL. SREiEER EE2 8

SR B8 O AAREEs vad 29 dd AL fAlAM ZRE Aot £
T skeh

AA, e AL #%EY FY @ikzlEA RUFEY BEAE T 5FHI BERE
o] Zh5dtyt, RBEES AaRelhdA AFME FAL F gt 9Fd A drl =Ed
A€ 71249 BE olfd = HEAE BHEES] FFol3Es A% I 22
BEE ook g Aolch, |

A, LB EEC dold HET &ffd AT BRRES AR Busd & g
= Aolvh. £EMB EFRAALE KEE B BEERAN AFERYS F Eok: ¢
deld, o ¥ okr AZ MuMoz vd, APAY 4 Aot SR (separation
property)o] T iR#& o] Utk ool vl S KA SEHERY AU
3 A gEe] Az 49 A do BE =E Aftel AT BRRES W2 4 A
27te] d34 & m o of gt @

AA, thadAs Fotd + v 948 Hilsl goe Foloh. LEME RES
HigEl: Fol A9 Fjoft(maximization under constraints)zlx FAAZ Yok AL T
oA S o BEE FRsted o d8A BEAES WRA A &
e Ae X¥G A9del Aoz AAZ Hr9legal), #54 (iquidity), el
(managerial) $i#7 5o] Sleh. @

A, SRS Guk AR v& N9 SEIEIN EXels A4 AES Ll Wl
A Gx AoiHl AL FEd ok Aotk webyq Al oz AR B Fo] An f‘iﬂﬂl
29 ohfstR e 2 mEfkel SE Aot FrEst Ech webAd Agade Aol
B gaz st A& FHE ok Wr WP oz RESY M= B R

(7) EHBERmA A FHEERCF pge] EEYN ARY 4, F 34 £EEEH] hEd FHA
ﬁlﬁgﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂ Birfe 2 BeEd 4 9otk kol o) = Fisher separation theoreme 2 H
B 5 st

(8) dl = 7ol HE HEL ¥ W o= zmAdA HHEH Frikd we z 79 A F9 ﬂ(ﬁﬂ]
Qg v AA =7 W Feol o] dRAAE 2] PREshed ok gt

1)) ‘ﬁ”#"ﬂ FozAE ALFHF, AAALE FAT U=z, F54 AGazdes —~k Yo A4

T A7 e, *’rﬂz—i AFozAde A7 A4 2 AfFd ALFd ANE T4
& A A%eol A+

A
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IV. SRSH ERERC 5

RHIEIS BAHHS SEEMZIA 7 oY MASAS 202 F sl

Bl ATt EASTE MM WA AT uAE Q) wesh 6 Eo] AHT
dAAel $549 AGoA Bl Fpgo s BEME 2THE LMY EEo W
A7 AW 2 2 B £Eol LEMBHEEY HAERKC Vo Athe Ui
2 e ALE v R

AA2 AFAA $AH L SEMHEDSS 492l HHMHE (partial medel)} 52
= (complete model) 2 % 4 Utk SRAMMERS BA2r0E BAw o] 3
FEOIFT U o BUE LEUSHC B9 RE AR TRl Y BEE A5 A=
o me AAEE GRMHY RS AR Aoz BFm oY BES ARES RE
22 MRE A7 Be FAL 9 o 2 gME Folq Widn AR e ofF
A BEH B T2EF0E FHRES S ) AL T2 Ak ww 2awae
A4 BE L BES TAL LE SMMNY BHHANE Agu%za @A wds oo
Bk o olvh %, HEMMC) EBMNCE GEENE S99 IS AET AR
REE A5tz 29 ) RS HE 2 AR BRAAE 94 243 5 o A
. B AR 2olelE WA Ede]l FFE o Tt nit AAq BAL 24
3 vge] 2ol GAE %R WA B o Tz Gk JAAE AR
o REMQ MOMEDLHA F2EDE 24502 2 BRSe] Fo: SHBMEELY =
WE AEsia o

1. #45 = (partial models)

WAH R o BES Aol FAE B 2ust ffre] T4o 349 S= wy
2 el % % gt

() BBEE TOEZolo HRER

o] ol B LRI AFE 279 LHAANA AY WA e o Lo HEHEY
BEH Tt HHEHS (reserve) FRER £o2 %21z glvh Tobin(1964), Porter(1961),
Frost(1971) ¢ 2el A4, o] 245 AFASE ol $29 ApTuFe

10) LA2A M costel ¥4 3 GFAT FAo] S YEo HobA FEEEe Sao] o] o 2o
g},

nfo




Beae Aol sl ne TEA WEKAES kaE FYE o REcld e BAE
o
Tobinths] BE& o]z T o1 +£9 woldala(defensive asset), & o] FE
20] A} Ak (earning asset) & B3 Zol HAok & Zeolth AZAE FEIRY R
o QRS ARSne, AL o= FF9 P 4RAE REHG= e EFAE A
A Sz 494 A4e AFaE Aot rhazbA ol
ABAAel B £o HMERS Rdol o then e TRA B detd X
BEHS 2] AAAA Aok 2, 4 AddA 44 F A BREET ZHER
&ol FRGozA 4 F JE £49 ANAL REBABA 2ol E FEAA 2
Mffpol AR ook Gt Aolth U2 o] S FEs MMt —Esxw, U4 A4
o] AEel®, FUAARY FFo we} 4950 A FEde AL Az 42 8
o 2y 99 AAREHE o] Jol% ofu UM F$E hFA gz e =y ¢
A Aol ofe} £FU AL, WEHAES FEol W WEK] JFE ¥ AW
D Tobin® &mtMMe HET EH AES Rkftol 2 HERETIAS] Bi&MkEHE optimal
loan and investment)®] =71 EfK(deposits)s] A gle] YA E Eie AAsz A
o ZRoAL —EF TAFLE 3} p2BE @A F9E AR Yok

o 22 BA%4
b HEaEE (required reserves ratio)  E ! #%AFS (equity)

D : R4 (deposits) L : leg# % (Loans and Investment)
" Ry 4ol A {8 (defensive position) Ry+kDg ! ol A A} 4k(defensive asset)
r 1A E £ E(AHEA)
Mz Hif (deposit)
_ _ens )
. 5 ; e
7 D1-K) :
s
{ ?T:t:siand b
. _ investment ) E
(12) BETHREEEARES RE
D : fE&(—E) R A% & (reserve)

E gl BEED ro L EERCE)
z (TESS FIHE 2 f(2) 2E 3IHY BE

I

p 1% MERA .
AL 5 WERA=rR T Me=r
dAu $Foz A3 WHAKRE L=/rp(z—R) MR=p, flx]ax== e
F@)dz Bl RABAAE r=pfa f(@dz7t Ak o ’

(13) #ftel HH BEEBCT BOE 2+ BEHEES

PE(r) /oR=—3E(x) /0E=—[r(E)+ Er'(E)]1— Lz=0
7t dh ‘




FORTOl Al HMAEMS S STFHE AS, 00 ToEEde s AT H Asls 2AE &
of EATE AL, 44 o] 99 AFE @2 o= FEs Ae B¢ 5ol
| A% o] wrdsle] mule g uA o),
| ol 4z ol Erh BEM A$E meste] HEA o] dAT AL AEH g 2
o 2ev B —Edle BEDNE o] wHe HEE of¥A W ok sest e
8o L EEnd e obvd FHL A EFdoh: Faol gt
| (2) BEEA L ARBR BH
| 7l A R RS TEolA0) BEE 24 ek RS Fkd) MK R T
F& oAgA mEd ol st ot FAE = k. WA ZAS] HEE kige] Aff
(deposityol] W] o AT} Holof shute BAE F AA kFAMN 47 B & Aok
AR, PEEH) TEoA LA Jud BEAL +FE AN st e
Al 7} Santomeroo} WatsonTo| o} o T3 3lvh. 25 LA oo HALE RE
Fozx AAE FEM BT BALS At Redtezy 45k S v gl Az 3
olA & Aol 4 LEEH WA TAE FFo Aok Atz AEAS 3ot
o itgEe 2 HH4F BHhfe AA B8 HAHFE ol A4 A
+E glth. LRMEI Ao 2 &, Aoz BHASS JLL TEIIPe] oFE

(14) BEZHERFLE 298 9
R—KD

= DA F 136 4ok qFA2 Y

=K
L= [ple(1~K) ~R+KD)f(x)dz

MR=—Ly=p [ f(x)dz
Bl )
MR=—Ly=p [ f(z)dz=r=MC
7t "=
(15) ME@Ael FES 9 @kt
r+Lg=+m, or ~LR=pfif(.r)d.r:rim
o, m=[RRAEEH
(16) o184 Fo] YA =A4ke] o&7tA Q& AL HAZ 2= Yoz dE H BHBPEHA
‘ portfolio theoryE- o] £% # 7] portfolio T4 lean <o A4 Fo] ofz] v gL =G
| AHu 848 A mesled portfolio® TitE YHE

e X §:] an
A L LYY C .
(17) &RHM Ex i) itany RER
B el BRI = o= ot
kol B ; =2¢
C : B#&E A (capital ratio) ; h h
c-

¢ 1o QY BA
2 EAES] BEH (total cost of bank capital)




A7l ks Adte Aol ot Bitel ShAe Satile] dadcs SERe
g3u 7t ddesd 471 A 47 (penslty cost) & Fols] A% FRoz RFHE

Aol BEoleh. " azjuz AR FgUite] AR REEAE ¢ 2AEA B

&5 B (deposit) T 27 o= £Fow F W MEkEe Ad B AdA e
LA 2 F|ag . Baltenspergert EA&L S REFLEZA Fosle ¥ g AETE 2%
goss Bade YACY BF4 A2 MEAE oA H4 FEL $F) 234
ok Yotz FAsx Kok

Baltensperger $}¢] REMHEH oIt A (deposit) & fA 571 A& Wi go] = A,
R&FITH] HeRd e &L ve AF, FHed 9 2y e 5= ¥4 =
#etx gich.

Pringle®® 2 o 39 +&& SRl 24d < dds A3t BHEeE 74 75

(18) EH 4o 4o Fal9 4R Facte Fdold TRAESoZ it 47e o
B G52 H43 37 A% FHoE dAHD U F XL <A Pre g A
& AETol god FE4F doiAA dd,

(19) BEEES RE

o EERS BA

il

S EEFELE oblsE 34 e
-

a AFES 1999 v E
Y O SRieNe fG
gY) 5§73 oo MAEEAN

D Af&(deposit) o D
4 HE

Y=DU+)-A:AFE5E AL & Y& AANITF
W-—A D ARF

Se=ggr i ARAFESS WA S
S= f o(F—YVg(Y)Y

S.,_f _aYug(V)a¥=—[" a+Dg(V)ay

BBEEAR 1 p—i=—5u
pmim A EAES B bl &

-Sem 3 A AL BED GAAFESN L
(20) RBEKAS Wi e e e g
Cr*=f(L*g(D), o, B)
C EAS
L . Eﬂj 2 EE LI B RS
D AfK(AS) :
g(D) : o ) A& WA ;
a AR FR2Y 2EE v e Le st

LB (risk premium)
F EEAeHHY T2 fEE v
+ RE(risk premium)




T BEe FRoR hFatel BERAS KES A3AE 22 AAsx o 2e &
Aeg A vgol HE Heol FHRolHn AAste HAde] BABAA K=
BAY ] Aot Wl AA BEALE FoAAk ftn T dd. zeid, o] BEE
A 73 4 Heol dAolHe A o] B Al BEKBR S o 713,
22 sl BREE ALAA sHats A P, The Wi FEEkd
238 5 e e AAZ 43svke dAel A

Fel A #HT BEEAS FE4E BUIMLE ¢ @ Heo 9& 4 = HRE o
B4 Astert ste Ax KEREK 88 E0 F28 ANz T 5 P o3 Fi
9 ool A S A g FHel N FTFH, pEFE 22z £ BAest 494
Aojulz vl gol zhzt de} o] A oJFA 7 g FAHHE Ad=FE Ho| A
ool e SRS FE A Adrde SHstebd A B el o EE Fe S0l
vl 288 Fol&eol A e FEAA 7 HEe Bol ARk 3l

2. 5£4&=% 1 (complete models)

AwAA HaH e Fitel LMY AE 2D BALS MBK B %A ®
EE e ok stestE ARNAS. BEREYD $0 ZeEZ 0 MRMEE 2E RBEBH
o BESBAAE kel RES ok Sk 25 Higel ot

olH g TEREWY FAL Avna A2 BEHEEX SRS HEE R el
o Hag HAA EEd 2 TAE F Aok 9AD B we BREEE SF 2
H A eBEic HE 3 AENRAA BRI LEE Az e s Bl
2 &G EH#H (monopoly models), &4 HiflEs RAME HEZ & AF74A9 =2ds
€ @E gAY RAnE BEEZ (SEEHC 337 #Re A= doe 7MY
o) RS REE R 9839 =Y (risk-aversion models), AA L@l BB
foasel A& Zelstel SEMERIS o2 ®maEel A AAE BRIy At xesHE v
Sl o8 9F& weche A skl HEkES BRAAE FTIE BRBHEE 24 (real
resource models) o]t}

Reta:gAgyL
Re+p:28c] Bt ALY BAHF ¢
If Then
a=f=0 — NO OPTIMUM
a>p=0 — C*=L*
a> >0 — 0<<C*<L*
Ao a7z oW HA HEFEL A A v L= i 3A Foe] == Holg AR
o AZst HAQ A, o] FIE AR 23EA w g pEAA Vel




1) WERY

of HER-S LBMRC] Bl Wil &Y (deposit market) ol v}  EHTIHCl R
BB mikgel oligdE EEAA Sudch, &, HemHd A$ dF9 MTE Bk
o] #gdlst ol AA oA, HHHHS A LM 24 X d=e BE
fol A A9 zdeler, 2 fiEael =92 Kleingt Montio]l 9% £ 4 9vh. ®iFe -
SR Rmel ToEEee THL HidA 2 LEKEcl Rtz e LY T
8% W FiEEAL BES F7E F3AA B AFAdE Ao of RHH
Fritolst & 4 Sl ‘

Kleine] @0 g wwy, A FF2 HE(Ee, 4R BH), ¥ 79 AEGE4T,
Bydd) ot zdde HELE 73 LBBE MY, AETHBS A BhgelaL
Hol BB Hemddd Lismicl BEM MEREEZA {783, SMEERE ]
(2D Klein®) =9

HTH

e

MR=-L;
R* R * L
Reserve (Bl&) FETH el gt )
»
IR
f Dg* c*
o E A " Avg

@ A, D¥+D*n+C*>L*ql A4 A (government security) } W] =2} Kleing] 2
do] FA A : ‘
@ E4, DY+D¥+C*<L*q] 7 fol s EMFESLY FFHE #eh 2o AAzId

ro T EHY KER

L : BHE

re D AR WEHR

Di: 254 F

Du:A7d =

C EXx&

R reserve

Ly 184 sl =44 &




HEE Fepdige oo fgs gitss Bha%os A7, o AFlA 2
AT FfES A FEel AR A6 LR RERsRE A ARAA ok

Montie] == Kleine] mwls} o] A4l, I Aol LEHEC MWEAVL 92l
chz AAAsla 7o T, A BREDS A Skl AR HE R A
fite] #RS Mol Tz vk 2o} o] EHeAE Adgde FHAstets Bt
= vk o BEfelRz & e ol £E #d988 HFATA Hee Xt
FohES, =i BEed KA HAAFFAA ALS Bk FTHEN e dAA HER
T #HES Al HEolztz gt

oUW MRl WAS SHMHC Femgolt RHNS A BETE 7AA s P
E MR vy aA g&stz Y= wEME, A, EKE, ToEZHL 25 WE
At M4 maeA g gohe Aoloh |

(2) 93 3 3 2l (risk-aversion model)

AFAA Y BB SEMBHY DES BSkad Hkid Fxz olF 247 AH
oel BEES] ¢+ At 2 ﬁﬂﬁfﬂ&ﬂ:4 BAhE BERZ & A ot @
Hhlcl BERRTEW o2 HT5Y FTHREMAA &5 Gkl T34 (risk-neutral) 3h et A
£ A E Aol wAsiAI . ohA] el SEIHED EE RS REZEERE AT 8l

AL dgugeh. 2 PR HABAREES A= dde Hl 9
7 Seth 2 B4 B gAF o2 SR 91939 (risk-aversion) & e T A
AEHE s AR g 9839292 Sl BEZA BFKkEe So93tuo
iAo 2 3 Jehde #AY kAt o A stz sAEd. 28 i%%*% |
g3 2457 EAT oG HETAAE LAMHRY BERKRT A3std 5 sk

Pyle®™ o SEMMC)l £19 & (intermediation) & @ F 9% HASE A ESE HFiol

(22) Pyle @3l &%
o FEFY BHdY
ay l N EAA 2R —agtartay=0
ay L A (] F) 2§
ro. dAAAALF FHEEAY FIE(EHAH)
rlYAZAA LG dEFAS FAEFGINAS FELEAL dHA U
ro: AMAAZ HF RA(AE)Y FAEGIAA Y GEREST dA i)
n D ES7EY FE
r=roag+ ey +rae=a1(r1—ro) +as(rz—ro)
Uy - 9438383 & Jehile S8713%9 2885 :
ot SEEBWE EAE5s A8YE UmE 393 A7z §v. rleA Pyled &
Mol M98 & £ odE RS T2 YUyl A B g4




Al SEEHS CEEECR BRd TeEX ey NFetw A AE AR 2o E
8L ol &L A&t FH7I3te] HAFAS Hob et AFGom @ AL K
oA e AL 4% A5 BES A 2 B FTER £R(ate differential) A4 £
BEHBLr el AR 2ol ehs A} of%e LEMMECl 91339 4AL AAR Yo 9
ol B (+) 8] kR (positive spread)oll = E-7-3t5 FEHMS &fF (deposit) o} Fi
& 7HAA Aohe AL S e

e o] AP 2y SEEMCl FAGEE e o AU HEik BASE 943
FAZ eke Aol wHE I5) st ot & st wig o HiES Al
B WEF ZR/ AE7HE o] ZHdAE P FA Eilxz e Aol EFE &
ARl A ae] HE Az Jdrte Aol RBEEMBHT Aff(deposit) KiES
BabA fobe Aol FAE S ot odd AL WEEDC L WAL FAHE 44
4 =% (production model)s} &7 #HE + dohe Ao FEolch. = = ¢ ¥
A4 2L AR Feld) BE ZLEFH BMRARE AAA R3tx Ae olfE
A3 AE Jeble A48 Z4¥5F oy §E7] W el

(3) EYHEFE = (real resource models)

ool AR ERl 5 SREHC Aov2E F&3I] St 4sEE o8 £F
BE#RE ToAA 4AY 4438 FAe Aot g3k 2eg A2 SREREel 4
T3 AEENN £t BEHRHND EX & Acdz & = FHE fELs ok et
SRMIS HER] WEE 20 #Re glol EEY WMKE AFHol ok dct o
AA okl LEMMC 7 ToEEPo s FAHI Ha FHidof 3t BAE 293t
REAES BE 3 AEBKRE 3 s o/ Eut £KEBEY A Aol

o] F-fofl &= HEmES HBAY HES By N2 HHKES Btk BEEE
T, = o] HiKEL HES HNKE AR BAH, 23z o=d BEY AKE R
A, #EF] flEtd AAYE £ERFC A RrEdde BE Hold o i
AL oA FE EElW AREA ol MFshed Ha9 A E ZME + Yoz 5t
Az, o= FEo EESL AHE AL o oF BES ARE fASEd 225

e E EEE A 99 PHEKES AL Est e Aotk 2, AAE o] rue
AA, rnat rob FEHJ o2 2 57 (stochastic independence)q] A $oll: 2L E(r)>

ro(%, positive risk premium on loans), & 7 >E(r2)(%, negative risk premium on
deposits) ) SEEMl FA9T(@>0, lOE & F 3k

4, r7 79 AF3A s A o (positive dependence) = E(r) —~E(ry)7} —‘14-‘--5- "B ok
ARBA A F5E SHEWe] TAAETE o2 s FilE A9 =i




AT A9 EAALE 7 HES ARE RASHE A W2 BHAE %A EI =L
FAelet T F gk ol AL AW AT WHFHBE REHA AES ETHE
Bt Hi (insolvency cost) 2 F4Al3le ulm 4@ ZAS F437 2 Ao Huelet &
% gk

V. S KEERS AR

Gol A RS oA SEME RBTRS K B BAstY T2 BE LE
2928 WReHE dE o3sbA BAA BET ox Bl HAAAL 2 e
=25 o 22Y AR S0 Akt BEiel bl Wb 2 RS g s

go ZHd AL AAE RS HHE SeHAdy SREMHS BES s %)
Al Rl 24 FREENS AA EHEslA o ek 2 el A uie) ol &
#7133 A BAS QA A4d BAe AR, F L2EEHLE %A A A
49 2E Hie wS5A714A BEE 947 A4t st HvEG TN KRS
(maximization under constraint) 2 FHE=E F vl olejd ETAE F= oz FEF
&) Bk (management science approach)e] 7}ab 2] A& g, SREMEE B 2
o] A KRBT Hikol B SRR KEE deistx BERES HEs 9 EAE 5
ok A A FHRMN HES Bt 2AE 9wl

o] Hihs gt dele £E AAA FAC GE Fol& Hzo BE=R e
Zrell whE ATl REME, £ oy ZTUE HATY] a4 Higel )t wshel =g
ozl ARE U9, 2 FHOE el RS FAEA, A 9L FHEEHS o2
EE3tS o] Hikel A&A7] =1 f b M, = GV —Hd RREA ¥z BiHiME
of 23 g & W BYE @A 2FA ok stk s ¥4 ol T

2y o] HikE 919 A= stA Hliel = Rtz E#biel fREd o ¥ 5KE A&
F Aol M 2 kS Aste Wige R THES Z9ACl At e Aol
I KRS Ao Rl 22 = o] & K (alternative) & HR et BUERE ST
(sensitivity analysis)= & < Slote BilA d8) A= o

Aw7tA GRS REILEZe L E TA] ) AeE Eue AA, FHEEH
o meoy, A4, EESEERERC Y RIS EEEC Y 28 o BMEREE 5 HEEY
o 3 ool Fo} g g Lz BAH B 4 doh © |




BARKERLY )
f B s R (R .
MR ; B A B o
Bt Tol 42l 2 ﬁ%ﬂﬂi% ’ %aﬂmaﬁ FET DL
(simulation)
4ﬂﬂa%mﬂ@ l @ﬂ&%ﬂﬂﬂ%
THREE 24 6| 752 A EHl ol 4
=2 ﬁg;*ﬂﬁ ﬁ&ﬁ; {Monte Carlo simulation)

1. #0B: ##% (mathematical programming model) ¢

(1) MAEHRIRE
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@ BEAEFHEE: (legal constraints)
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(4) HiyEE: (goal programming model under: certainty)
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(5) % HfYaF#H (multistage goal programming under uncertainty)
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(6) HEZHIFEH#IEHY (chance-constrained programming)
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(2) FEEHETAALY A &4 o)« (Monte-Carlo simulation)

TEA o BEEHTAAS Agaelds o] 74 BEgS RS Hldde 4L o
ofd jhtel ARBA 2z WAetA ¢t 2 Aol HAE FEZ 4 43S ddeld KB
Be T BAEE A4ste Aol dagn & 4 gldh

A dgatad, $4 o4 4FE FIFIFE ol &dte 2 Ago) BAT BEL o}
WA o] Al g AEFES KRS A4ddct o FA 34 BESMES T8 F -
A7 A FHERE ALY 7 dvh old A& HRER 2F AL 2 FERES
HEgge 2y BEET o9 BEES FBEYE St g BERESE W2 F A =,

& F X M

1. Tobin, James, “The Theory of Commercial Banking”, mimeo, 1964.
2. Porter, R.C., “A Model of Bank Portiolio Selection”, Yale Economic Essays 1, Fall,

pp. 323-359, 1961.

3. Frost, P.A., “Banks Demand for Excess Reserves”, Jowrnal of Political Economy, Vol.

79, July/Aug. pp.802-825, 1971.




10.

11.

12.

13.

Santomero, A.M. and R.D. Watson, “Determining an Optimal Standard for the
Banking Industry, Journal of Finance, Vol. 32, Sept, pp.1267-1282, 1977.
Baltensperger, E., “Optimal Bank Portfolios: The Liability Side”, Jahrbucher fur
Nationalokonomie und Statistik- 187, pp.147-160, 1973.

Baltensperger, E., “Alternative Approaches to the Theory of the Banking Firm,”
Journal of Monetary Economics, Vol. 6, No. 1, pp.1-37, 1980.

Pringle, J., “The Capital Decision in Commercial Banks,” Journal of Finance, Vol.
29, June, pp.779-795, 1974.

Klein, M.A., “A Theory of the Banking Firm,” Journal of Money, Credit and Banking
Vql.5, May, pp.205-218, 1971.

Monti, M., “A Theoretical Model of Bank Behavior and Its Implication for Monetary
Policy, L’Industria 2, pp.2-3, 1971.

Monti, M., “Deposit, Credit and Interest Rates Determinate under Alternative Bank
Objective Function,” in G.P. Sjegé and K. Shell, eds. Mathematical Method in
Investﬁent and Finance, Amsterdam, 1972.

Pyle, D.H., “On the Theory of Financial Intermediation”, Journal of Finance, Vol.
26, June, pp.737-747, 1971.

Bradley, S.P. and D.B. Crane, Management of Bank Portfolios, John Wiley & Sons,
New York, 1975. |

Booth, G.G., and G.H. Dash, Jr., “Alternate Programming Structures For Bank
Portfolios,” Journal of Banking and Finance, Vol. 3, pp.67-82, 1979.






