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DETERMINANTS OF COMMERCIAL BANK INTEREST RATE
SPREAD IN A LIBERALIZED FINANCIAL SYSTEM:
EMPIRICAL EVIDENCE FROM NIGERIA
(1989-2000)

C. 1. Enendu

Abstract

This paper provided empirical evidence on the deterninants of interes! rate
spread in a liberalized financial system for the period 1989-2000, using
selected banks in Nigeria. [x-ante Interest rate spread equations were
estimated using bank balance shect and income statement as well as
macroeconomic data. The results showed that macroecononic and
monetary policy'financial  regulation factors were more important
determinants of commercial banks ' interest spread than bank level factors.
Inflation rate, GDP, financial deepening, cash reserve requirement, risk
premium, Treasure bill rate, loan asset quality, liquidity risk and non
interest expenses were the most important factors that affected commercial
banks’ interest rate spread during the period. The study also provided
evidence on the quantitative impact of changes in the independent variables
on interest rate spread.

*C .|, Enendu is a Principal Economist in the Research Department, CBN. The views expressed in this paper do not reflect the
views of the Central Bank of Nigeriaand. the:  ior accepts respons:bilities for any shortcomings in data, The author is grateful
to colleagues in the Research Department of the Central Bank of Nigeria for their contributions &t s paper at the in-House
Seminar, and especially to the Director of Research for his suggestions, all of which were very helpful in revising the paper.
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L INTRODUCTION

Efficient financial intermediation 1s key to economic growth in any
country. Banking institutions, regardless of their business objectives, propel
economic activities by playmg this major role. A critical variable in the
intermediation process and to a large extent economic development is the
interest rate spread or intermediation spread. This is the difference between
the interest rate that banks pay on deposits and that charged on loans to
customers. High intermediation spread has been a feature of financial
systems in developing countries. This has been attributed to various factors
including; high operating costs, financial taxation, high inflation rates, and
structural factors. High intermediation spread generally constrains
efficiency of financial intermediation, as it discourages potential savers and
borrowers and ultimately reduces investment and growth of the economy.

High intermediation spread has been a feature of the Nigerian
economy 1n the last fifteen years or so. Unfortunately, the financial
liberalization of the 1980s rather than engender efficiency in financial
intermediation, appears to have had the opposite effect. Indeed the
inefficiency that has attended financial intermediation led to the bank
distress of the early 90s. Although the regulatory authorities have addressed
the problem of distress in the banking system and restored customer-
confidence, the problem of high intermediation margin has remained. This
has led to slow growth of the economy. All stakeholders in Nigeria have
worried about this burning issue. With financial liberalization came interest
rate deregulation. Savings deposit rate has been persistently low, indeed as
lowas 5 per ¢ 1t on average, while loan rate has remained as high as 26 per
cent or more in many cases. The wide margin between deposit and lending
rates leading to higher profit margin might have accounted for the attraction
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to investors in this sub-sector. Thus, the deliberate policy of liberal licencing
to engender competition during the IMF-supported Structural Adjustment
Program (SAP) era gave rise to proliferation of banking institutions, which
engendered relatively reasonable competition in the industry. Yet,
competition has not affected interest rate spread in the desired direction.
Private sector activities, particularly investments in manufacturing and
agriculture have suffered serious set backs du to prohibitive high interest
rates. Meanwhile, the search for the solution continues to date. It does not
yet appear to be empirically clear to the public and stakeholders what
determines intermediation spread and how to reduce the wide spread
between savings and deposit rate. This is a contemporary challenge to
economicresearch.

Tlus study therefore aims at providing empirical evidence on the
factors that affect commercial banks’ interest rate spread in Nigeria using a
sample of banks, with a view to providing insi_ it thereto and making
recommendations on ways to reduce the unacceptably high intermediation
margin,

The rest of the work 1s divided into five section. Section two reviews
the literature on financial liberalization and.interest rate spread while
section three discusses the overview of financial sector liberalization in
Nigeria. Section four presents the methodological framework. Section five
analyses the data while section six gives the summary of major findings,
recommendations, and concludes the work.
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nec sarily lead to increase in deposit interest rates and (ii) financial
deepening and better quality investment does not necessarily result from a
high deposit rate.

The result of financial liberalization in developing countries have
almost in all cases, been disquieting. Interest spreads have widened in some
cases to unprecedented level. In contrast, various aspects of financial
liberalization programmes in developed countries have been .aked to
substantial reductions in spread, for example, in Portugal (Honohan 1999).
The Columbian attempt at liberalization programmes in the 90s did not have
the desired impact. Interest rate spread have not reduced significantly
(Barajas et ~1, 1999). The banking reforms of the 80s in Mauritius to
liberalize the sector and similar result. Although financial deepening
occurred, interest rate spread have increased in the post-liberalizati
period (Ramful 2001). The post liberalization experience in Kenya showed
similar outcome. Lending rate increased gradually after liberalization while
deposit rate remained the same thus, increasing the spread. Also, inflation
rate accelerated resulting in negative real interest rates, indicating
inefficiency in the intermediation process 1..th weak institutional
infrastructure, non-competitive structure in the banking system and
macroeconomic instability. A cross-country review of how interest rate
changed with financi-' liberalization (Honoham) confirm that spread
remained high in developing countries in the 90s whereas it contracted in
industrial countries.

FRSBE Weekly Letter (Number 23-12, March 26 1993)
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II.2 Interest Rate Spread

In the past, economists have tended to use monetary aggregates such
as M1 and M2 as indicators of economic activity. However, some argue that
the relationship between these aggregates and real GDP appear to have
deteriorated in recent years. This has prompted such proponents to shift
attention to alternative indicator some of which are conceptually new,
compared to the conventional financial aggregates. Increasingly, policy
makers are relying on a broad range of indicators including the new ones.
Kashyap, Stein and Wilcox (1993) examined the ratio of bank loans to the
sun of both bank loans and funds raised through issuing commercial papers
by firms. The literature records variants of interest spread namely ex ante
and ex post spreads.

There are several reasons interest rates and interest rate spreads are
important to policy einalysts. First, it contains information about future
economic activities. Spread had helped to signal the on-set of a down turn in
an economy. For example, inthe U. S, the default risk of commercial papers
tend to increase when a down tumn is imminent, driving itsrates up and since
the default risk on government backed treasury bill does not go up.
Consequently, the spread between the two widens. It can also signal a
tightening of monetary policy. Monetary policy makers in the era of rapidly
changing economic conditions would of necessity, monitor and mterpret a
wide range of potentially useful indicators with changing information
content. For instance, each of the five recessions that occurred in the U. S.
economy since 1969 had been preceded by inverted interest rate spread.
Consequently, some schools of thought believe that interest rate spread has

' FRSB Weekly Letter (Number 93-12. March 26 1993)
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a better record of forecasting recession more than professional forecasters
using elaborate econometric techniques. Moreover, interest rate has
recently been added as a component of the Conference Board’s Index of
Leading Economic Ind:cators.

The vast literature on determiinants of intermediation spread ranges
from studies on determinants of interest margins to those on the determinant
of intermediation spread. Most of the studies on interest margin focused on
the difference between interest income and interest expenses. This is an all-
embracing approach as it includes all interest earnings and payments. Some
studies however, focused on ex ante interest margin, the difference between
the quoted actual interest rate a bank pays on deposits and that quoted on
contractual agreement on its loan transactions. Notwithstanding, whatis ot
often explained in literature is the details about the specific interest rate used
i.e. whether 1t is the weighted average of rates or the simple average.
However, Barajas et al, argue that there 1s a possible trade-off in the analysis
of interest spread. While a high level is generally indicative of inefficiency,
excessive risk taking, or lack of competition within the banking sector, it is
also true that high spread can contribute to high bank earnings, which 1f
channeled into capital base of the system may promote safety and stability.

Demirguc Kunt and Huizinga (1999) examined the factors that
affect ex post interest margin using bank-level data for 80 OECD countries
(1988-1995), using econometric methods. Although the study did not make
distinction between interest margin and itermediation spread/margin, they
found that differences in interest margin and profitability reflected the
following determinants: bank characteristics, macroeconomic conditions,
explicit and implicit bank taxes, regulation of deposit mmsurance and
financial structure. More specifically, they found that bank interest margin



CBN Economic & Financial Review Vol. 41, No. 1 42

has positive relationship with the following and were statistically
significant: ratio of equity to lagged total assets, ratio of loans to total
assests, bank size (in terms of total assets), ratio of ¢ :rhead to total assets,
inflation rate and money market rate in real terms. However, the ratio of
non-interest earning assets was negatively signed while output growth
appears not to have any impact in interest margin,

Angbazo (1997) studied the determinants of bank net interest
margins for a sample of United States commercial banks using annual data
for 1989-1993. However, no distinction was made between net interest
margin and core intermediation margin. The study postulated net interest
margin to be a function of various risks, leverage, implicit interest
payments, opportunity cost of non-interest bearing reserves and
managenient efficiency. In the pooled sample result, the proxies for default
risk (ratio of net loan charge offs to total loans), opportunity cost of non-
interest bearing reserves (ratio of capital to total assets) and management
efficiency (ratio of earning assets to total assets) were found to be
statistically significantand positively related to the endogenous variable.

The work by Barajas et al. (1999) examined the effects of financial
liberalization on bank interest spread in Colombia. They noted that the
financial liberalization of the 90s has not succeeded in lowering the spread
in that country; nevertheless, the factors affecting bank spreads were
affected by the measures taken under the liberalization program. One
significant result was the increase in the coefficient of loan quality 1n the
post liberalization era. They also found that on decomposition of the spread,
operating costs, financial taxation, and loan quality accounted for 38%, 22%
and 4% in the pre-liberalization period while in post liberalization era, their
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micro factors affected bank spreads in Chile and Colombia. However, a
large portion of bank spread in Argentina and Peru could not be explained
by any of the factors that had been mentioned above.

Saunders and Schumacher (2000) decomposed the determinants of
net interest margin into regulatory, market structure and risk premium
components using a sample of banks from seven OECD countries namely.
Germany., Spain, France, Ttaly, USA and Switzerland. They found that the
implicit interest rate had a major impact as banks had to increase margins to
cover implicit interest payments. The coefficient of opportunity cost of
reserves was positive and significant and bank capital ratios were positively
related to interest spread. Their results also showed that spreads were
sensitive to both market structure and volatility effects. The studies
examined above used ex post measures of interest rate spread in the
analysis.

Tarsila Segalla Afanasieff et al (2000) used panel data techniques to
uncover the main determinants of the bank interest spread in Brazil, with the
aim of finding out which of the macroeconomic factors and CAMEL-type
(microeconomic) factors 1s most important. The authors used ex ante
interest spread, arguing that the ex post mterest margin responds less to
changes in economic environment than the former measure (posted rate). A
possible pitfall of the posted rate however 1s that it can be far from the
effective rates paid to depositors and charged borrowers. The result of the
first step regressions showed that the ratio of non-interest bearing deposits
to operational assets, operating costs and the ratio of service revenues to
operational revenues were positively related with spread while the ratio of
interest beaning funds to total assets and net worth were negatively related.
The second step regression result showed that macroeconomic factors such
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as inflation. interest rate volatility and economic activity were more
important although some yet to be 1dentified factors accounted for a large
portion of the spread behavior in Brazil.

The work by Joao Carvalho das Neves and Jose M. Piriquito Costa
(1998) usmg Portugese data sought to identify the determinants of the
obser :d net interest margin in the banking industry. The study was based
on all commercial banks operating in Portugal over the period 1986-1996.
They divided the various factors into macroeconomic and microecononiic.
The micro economic factors were further classified into funds acquisition
efficiency and asset management efficiency. They observed that economic
and regulatory variables as well as bank level variables such as efficient
management determined interest margin. [t was also deduced that net
interest margin had negative relationship with economic growth. Results of
the study underscore the importance of funds acquisition and asset
management efficiency.

Abreu and Mendes (2001 ) provided cross-country evidence for some
EU countries, us1 rmarket share, operating costs, capital ratio, and loan to
asset ratio as explanatory variable. The macroeconomic variables used
included inflation rate. unemployment rate and nominal effective exchange
rate. They found that Labor/Assets impact on net interest margin only,
whilst niarket share and unemployment rate are relevant for explaining
return on assets/equity (ROA/E). Their results did not change significantly,
when Equity (instead of total assets) was used m the denominator of the
dependent variable, meaning that results were robust. Regarding bank-
specific variables, the net interest margin reacted positively to operating
costs, but pre-tax profits did not. This means that less efficient banks (that 1s,
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banks with higher operating costs) charge higher interest rates on loans (or
pay lower rates on deposit), therefore passing those costs onto customer.
However, competition does not allow them to “overcharge’ and thus all
banks achieve similar profitability ratios. Well-capitalized banks (i.¢, banks
with higher equity/assets) face lower expected bankruptcy costs and thus
lower funding costs and higher interest margins on as-ets. In general, this
advantage ‘translates” into better profitability ratios.

Ramful (2001) used pooled panel data methodology to examine the
determinants of interest rate spread in the Mauritian banking sector.
According to him the financial liberalization programmes of the eighties in
Mauritius has resulted in financial deepening as the ratio of M2 to GDP
grew from 39% in the 1970 to 80% in 2000. Furthermore, he found that
interest spread has increased in the post liberalization period. His results.
like others, shc ed that operating expenses was positively related to
interest spread and was significant at 3 per cent level. The v.1dv showed
similar relationship for reserve requirement, loan quality and market power.
However, the result showed inverse relationship between non-interest
income and yield on 3-month Treasury Bills and interest spread.

Balachandher, Staunton and Balashanmugam (2000) applied pooled
cross section time series technique to identify the determimants of
commercial banks profitability in Malaysia. They found that variables
external to banks do not significantly affect the asset measures of bank
profitability. E senses variable was highly significant as negative
contributor to profitability while loans and advances, inflation size and
market share impact on profitability.
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Table IIl. 1 : history of ex-ante interest rate spread and Financial deepening (%)

47

Financial
Max. Lending Savings rate Ex-ante Spread Deepening
Rate {(M2/GDP)* 100}
1970 13 3 4.3 1.8
1971 10 3 7 - 1.5
1972 10 3 7 1.7
1973 10 3 7 1.9
4 10 3 7 2.6
1975 9 3 6 459
1976 10 4 6 5.9
1977 6 4 2 13
1978 11 4 7 8.7 N
1979 11 5 & 10.8
1980 95 5 45 15
1981 10 B 4 221
1982 11.75 B 575 24.1
1983 11.5 15 4 29.2
1984 13 1.5 55 343
1985 11.75 9.5 2.25 346
1986 12 9.5 25 341
1987 19.2 9.5 9.7 454
1988 17.6 9.3 8.1 54.3
1989 24.6 95 15.1 95.4
1940 21.1 18.8 8.9 .9
1991 20.8 14.29 6.51 91.9
1882 18.32 16.1 2.22 131.9
1993 21 16.66 4.34 192.5
1994 21 13.5 75 264.1
1995 20.79 12.61 818 285.2
1996 20.86 11.69 917 344.2
1997 23.32 4.8 13.52 388.1
1998 21.41 5.47 15.94 470.6
1999 25.65 5.68 19.97 602.5
2000 26.75 3 2175 859.1

Source: Statistical Bulletin, Major Econamic and Financial Indicators - Central Bank of Nigeria and audited and Published
Annual Accounts of Banks
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weighted average posted interest rate) was relatively stable between 1970
and 1985. However, in the post liberalization pertod (between 1986 and
2000) it showed increasing trend though with high volatility: arange of 17
to 21.8 percentage points and an average of 10.8 percentage pomts,
compared with an average of 4.9 percentage points in the pre-liberalization
period.

Table 3.1 also indicated that unprecedented leve! of financial deepening has
taken place in Nigeria since {inancial liberalization began tn 1986. From
34.1 per cent in 1986 the ratio of M2 to GDP, an indication of fiancial
deepening, jumped to 859.1 per cent in 2000. In the 16-year period betore
the liberalization, M2/GDP ratio on average was 12.9 per cent while the
average for the postliberalization period 1986-2000 was 259 4 per cent.

IV METHODOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK

A liberalized financial system assumes a perfectly competitive
financial market where there is free entry and exit of banks, perfect
knowledge of the workings of the market and no price controls. Whether
within the framework of accounting identitiecs or economtc agents behavior,
a discussion on interest margin and or spread 1s appropriately situated
within the concepts of profit maximizing and cost minimizing framework of
a firm, which is based on economic optimization, taken business conditions
as given. Profit maximization is superior to cost minimization for most
purposes, especially as it 1s the more accepted economic goal of the owner
of the firm who recognize revenues as well as costs when making decisions.

The framework for analyzing bank intermediation spread mcludes
specific balance sheet relationship between deposit and loans to allow for
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explicit determination of the spread (Barajas, 1996). Each bank uses
deposits (D), labour and other inputs to produce loans (L) (for simplicity),
On the asset side of the balance sheet, in addition to loans, the bank is also
expected to hold a certain amount of reserves at the central bank. The
liabilities comprise deposits and “other net habilities” (ONL). Thus the
balance sheet of the bank 1s given by the identity:

LAR=D+HONL....coneiorioriiiiirsiiccinniitcssnnnitseciesinnessnessesssnseassessnnaans (1)
Equation (1) impliesthat ;-
L-D(I-#)} ~ONL = {.....ccueevvccinnirirsiinriirriiecceeeenetseesrsssssseeteceseseaens (2)

Where 7 1s the required reserve
Banks receive interest revenues (1) from borrowers and pay interest cost (14)

to depositors as well as real resource costs, mostly labour. The bank
Maximizes its profit by the difference between financial revenues and
financial and non-financial costs:

T = 1aD = C(Ly W, X ettt ettt eeen (3)
where, Tl , 7,and i, are profit, lending and deposit rates, respectively; w is
wage rate while X is a vector of other ariables that attract non-financial
costs. Assuming that the bank faces no uncertainty and chooses the level of
output, the first order condition for profit maximization requires that the
first derivative of the function £(11) =0

Thus, 9T /0L =i, +L(0idL}-140D/AL -Ddia/dL - Ci=0................ (4)
Equation (4), which provides the profit maximizing relationship between
the lending mterest rate, deposit rate and marginal costs can be written to
explain mterest rate spread of the bank depending on the assumptions
regarding cost function annd market for loans and deposit.

Pooled Panel Data Methodology

Panel data modeling allows us to identity the effects of economic
interest such as the dynamics of economic relationship that would not be
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detected in single cross section. It allows us to study dynamic relationships,
and reduce omitted vanable bias. Also, with panel data, we generally have

more observations than with time series.
Three methods are available for estimating panel data models; pooled OLS,

fixed effects model (FEM) and random effects model (REM). However, the
OLS estimation produce consistent parameter estimates under limited
condition. The fixed effect and the random effects model have been
designed to handle the effect of temporal and cross-sectional difterences.

Fixed Effects Model (FEM)

The FEM formulation is generally of the form
Yi=a Dy, T @w;, .+ X, 8 +&, (3), also called the Least

Squares with Dummy Variables (LSDV) estimator.
Where:

1D 1s the unit-specific dummy variable to account for cross-
sectional differences and assumes the value of 1 for the 7 th unit and
zero otherwise, for the time periodt =2 to T. (only N-1 dummies are

included)
a2Whi 1s the specific dummy for temporal differences taking the

value of 1 for the t th year and zero otherwise for i = 2 10 N (T-1

dummies for temporal differences) while
Xi 18 a vector of the independent variables.

The implicit assumption here 1s that the effects of the temporal and
cross sectional differences are limited to the intercept term. This is a
necessary assumption because if the slopes were to vary as well over time
and cross-sectional units, then each separate cross-section regression would
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involve a distinct model and pooling would be inappropriate (Pindyck and
Rubinffeld 1991). Furthermore, the individual specific intercepts are
assumed to be non-stochastic and the vector of explanatory variables is
assumed to be independent of the errors for all fand £

IV.1 Model Specification

On the basic of the linear relation in (4) and consensus in literature
that the appropriate function form for analysis is linear relation, linear
equations to ¢...alyze the pooled section data is specified as follows:

SPRI’ = (¥17 FLAT u+(X2GDPi+(¥3FDEEP it+ X4 MNINESS i, + SWit+ATic+ & ..., (6)
SPRDuv= (XIMRRii+¢  ‘RRu+CGLTBicH (4 LTMi+ S Wi+ AT+ Eie.. (7

SPRD1c= (X1 AVTASS.: + (X2 RISKPREMi + (13 TAXRu1+ (X4 KPTEMPi.: + CXsNIYii+. (¥ X3ic
S Wit+ ATit+ £it... (8)

SPRD: = (11 (X 1)+ QL (X2 + 1T X3)+ S Wit A Tt o, (9)
(X1), (X2) and (X3) are vectors containing macroeconomic, monetary

policy and bank-level variables, respectively.
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Related to the macroeconomic environment is the ratio of average total
assets of banks to GDP - a measure of bank financing of the economy or
“moniness’ of the economy. It is expected to increase mterest rate spread.
This 1s because as banks increase the financing of economic activities the
risk of default also increase and thus increase lending rate. Financing
deepening is the ratio of money supply to GDP. If this ratio grows faster than
GDP, 1t is likely to act through inflation to increase spread. However, if
economic activities remain sluggish or declines, interest rate may decline
thus lowering spread. Growth of GDP requires additional financing, which
translates to demand for more loans and higher interest rate. Increase in the
level of economic activities could mean competition, which 1n the banking
industry could reduce spread.

Total asset has been widely used as a proxy for bank size, usually as
logarithm of nominal values, in order to obtain a more meaningful
coefficient since other variables are mainly ratios. Large asset sized banks
are assumed to be enjoying scale economies in their operations and this,
affects a banks pricing decision. Itis expected to reduce spread.

The ratios of overhead (non-interest expenses i this case) to average
total assets gives an mdication of expense management efficiency. Higher
costs imply that a bank would price its credit high enough to cover costs
other things being equal. It thus impacts positively on interest spread.

The ratio of capital employed to total asset 1s a measure of risk.
Higher capital asset ratio is safer m the event of losses and it is indicative of
lowrisk. It should have negative relationship with spread.

There 1s also a possibility of positive relationship bet :en capital-
assets ratio and spread as higher ratio may nduce banks to absorb greater



CBN Economic & Financial Review Vol. < ., No. 1 56

risk with the hope of maximizing expected returns. It is expected that
interest rate spread increases * 1en the minimum rediscount rate increases
or its volatility. A positive relationship is expected between spread and
MRR. Similarly, Treasury bill rate and three-month deposit rate are
expected to increase lending rate and hence interest rate spread. Similarly,
the ratio of tax to profit before tax is expected to incrzase spread as banks
pass the tax burden to consumers of credit. Moreover, the cash reserve ratio
is an implicit taxation and especially in the case where it is not remunerated.
It increases spread.

Literature shows that the impact of deposit msurance premium on
spread is theoretically ambiguous. It is a cost, which banks wants to recover
and therefore it tends to increase spread. On the other hand, deposit
insurance cover risk in banking business. Consequently, It can thusreduce a
bank’s risk premium and hence interest spread, all things being equal. 1t 1s
possible for a bank to engage in excessive risk taking due to mis-priced
deposit insurance and this will in turn, increase the price of credit. Provision
for bad and doubtful loans is a measure of asset quality and proxies non-
performing loans.

The higher its value, the higher the bank will set price of credit to
cover the risk. Thus, it has positive relationship with interest spread. Size of
loan is expected to lower spread in line with demand and supply principle. 1t
is expected to impact negatively on spread. The ratio of loans to deposit
indicates liquidity risk.  gher risk increases spread while lower risk
reduces spread. A positive relationship is expected between spread and
liquidity risk. Larger banks in terms of capture of deposit market, could
exercise its market power to increase lending rate. Market share is expected
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to have a positive relationship with spread all things being equal.
IV.3 Thedependent Variable

Ex ante spread (ANTECSPRD) - Difference between industry weighted
average savmgs and maximum lending rate quoted in contractual
agreements.

IV.4 Data Sources and sample

Annual data tor 13 commercial banks for the period 1989-2000 were
used for the study. The pooled data tor the sample yielded 156 observations
(data pomnts). Data relating to macroeconomic variable were obtained from
the Central Bank of Nigeria’s Statistical Bulletin (various editions) and
Annual Reports (various years). The data relating to bank characteristics
were accounting balance sheet data extracted from the published annual
accounts of the banks.

The sample banks used for the study were selected randomly and on the
basis of availability of data. For purposes of meaningful interpretation of
results of estimation, ratios rather than the naira values of accounting
balance sheet data were used. To deal with the problem of accounting stock
data, which varies at different time points and do not remain constant
throughout the year, the average of the opening and closing balances of
consecutive years were used in the study in line with Frame and Holder
(1994). However, the differences in banks’ end of financial year have been
ignored for simplicity. In order to provide evidence on the extent and
direction of influence of key variables on interest rate spread, the specified
equation 9 was estimated using the multiple regression capabilities of E-
views-version 4.0 software.
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findingsn literature.
V.2 Model Estimation

The model was estimated with the ex-ante spread as the dependent
variable. Data from the sample of thirteen banks were pooled for twelve
years (1989-2000). Different specifications of equation 6  ere estimated.
using the E-views 4 software. The estimation technique used was panel data
method. E-views 4 cannot estimate the random e..2ct model where the
number of cross section in the sample 1s less than the number of parameters
to be estimated. Since the number of cross-section was thirteen, the
estimation of the pooled data was done with the fixed effect model.

The model was first estimated and test of cross section and temporal
stability carried out to determine whether cross-section and time dummies
were to be included m the model. Wald Coefficient test (coefficient
restrictions) was used to determine the joint significance of the coetticient
of the cross-section and time variables. The results for the estumations
showed statistical evidence of both temporal and cross-section stability of
the model as HO was notrejected even at the [Opercentle 1.

A restriction that the coefficient of the dummy variables representing
the cross-section and temporal differences were equal to zero was imposed
in the Wald test.

The test hypothesis was

Ho: S1=62=... . oN=A1=A2=..=A7=0
Hi: Notallthe J'sand A°s =0

The Wald test result was as follows:

F-statistic 1.191144 Probability 0.318200
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Chi-square 4764577 Probability 0312317

Conclusion: Ho could not be statistically rejected (accept Hy). as the

coefficients were not significantly difterent from zero.
The resultindicated that the appropriate models would be estimated without

cross-section and temporal dummy variables.

Determinants of interest rate spread (core intermediation spread) were
estimated using the ex-ante spread measure.

VI. S-r=r-~ry_of Major Findings, Recommendations, and
Conclusio~

VI.1 Discussion of Empirical Results

This section analyzes and discusses the regression results. As stated
earhier, the various spread equations were estimated with the Fixed Effect
model. In hine with adaptive expectations. only the dynamic forms of the
equations were estimated. Furthermore, the equations were estimated using
the log transformation of the dependent variable. The general-to-specific
approach was adopted 1n arriving at the parsunonious equations shown on
the tables. Variables were eliminated from the equations on the basis of
level of significance and improvements in adjusted R~ and D.'W statistic.
The macroeconomic and monetary policy variables served as control
variables in order to 1solate the effects of bank characteristics on banks’
interest rate spread. The results of the regression equations presented i the
tables 1-4, are based on the strict condition of 5 per cent level of
significance. Th  siy - ficance of variables at 10 per cent level of
significance 1s in the appendix. Further details about the regression results
are available on request.
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The results in table | (equations 1 and 2) relate to regression of log
transformations of ex-ante spread, ANTECSPRD, on the macroeconomic
variables. The price variable, inflation, was overall negatively s _ned
contrary to expectation and both the current and lag values were statistically
significant at the 1 per cent level. T ; counter-intuitive result could mean
that banks® formation of inflation expectation xpected increase in
inflation) leads to higher interest rates next period. In order words, they do
not react to expected inflation but actual inflation with alag. Theratio of M2
to GDP, financial deepening, had the aprio:1 sign in both cases at the 1 per
cel.. level, reflecting monetary policy response to excessive money growth,
transmitted tl._>ugh interest rate mechanism. The level ot GDP was
significant at the | per cent level although with net negative impact. The
measure of bank financing of the economy (average total assets of the
banking system to GDP), “moniness” of the economy, was not statistically
significant in either of the cases although positively signed. The adjusted R
at 0.97 in each case was quite high, indicating that macro variables explain
about 97 per cent of the variations in the ex-ante interest rate spread of
commercial banks holding other variables constant.
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Table 1: Interaction of Macroeconomic variables and Spread: Dynamic Equations

Dependent Variable-LANTECSPRD

63

Coeflicients

Variable/Equation 1 2
LINFLAT 0.106408*** 0. B263***
{3.175580) {3.262626)
LINFLAT{-1) -0.678888*** -0.675172%**
(-19.20882) (-19.44732)
LCPI
LCPi(-1})
LLFDEEP 1.010459*** 1.039604***
| (9.683767) (21.32929)
; LFDEEP(-1) 0.214169%** 0.217258**~
(8.167547) (& 40293) ]
LGGDP
LGGDP(-1)
LGGL. 0.846503*** 0.885010***
{8.323103) (10.15085)
LOGGDP(-1) -1.190772*** -1.236721***
(-13.30737 (-18.18361)
LBNKF!IN
LBNKFIN({-1)
LANTECSPRD(-1) -1.793234%** -1.782202***
(-15.97582) (-16.08840)
Adjustment R2 (0971 0197}
SE 0,12 .12
F-T tistic 5403 727.1

D-W Statistic 188 1.87
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Columns 3-5 of table 2 relate to the regression of monetary
policy/finacial regulation and market interest rate variable on the ex-ante
spread. MRR had the expected signs and both the current and lag values
were significant at the 1 per centlevel. Thiswas expected given that MRR s
an anchor rate in Nigeria signaling the direction of m¢ etary policy by its
influence on interest rates. CRR and its lag valu s were statistically
significant at the 1 per cent level. It had positive . act on spread given the
larger positive coefficient on 1t current value. On the ¢ .ier hand. TB rate had
the opposite sign, reflecting substitutability between risky and risk-free
assets when the yield on the later increases. CRR was appropriately signed
and significant at 1 per cent in equation 3 and 4 and at 5 per cent 1n equation
5. The 3-month deposit rate had the oppostte sign and was significant at 1
percent level. As in the control equations for the macro variables, the
dynamic specifications had high explanatory _ywer, R2 of above 60%,
mdicating that monetary policy variable are important determinants of
spread holding other variables constant.
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risks. As the operating expenses increase, banks charge higher interest rate
to cover the costs. The deposit insurance is financial taxation and banks pass
on this to borrowers in higher interest rate. Similarly, the loan to depositratio
and capital asset ratio had the expected sign but significant at the 5 per cent
level Variables that showed negative impact and significant at | per cent
include non-interest income, size of loan funds and market share. The
results indicate that banks might be subsidizing credit price by charging
higher for services while large volume of available loan funds will dampen
interest rate on loans. With the exception of equation 8, the equations had
relatively good explanatory power with adjusted R2 of 67.3%, 85.0%, and
80.0%, respectively.
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Table3

Interaction of Bank level variables and Spread:

Dynamic Equations

67

Coetlicients

Varlable/Equation 6 7 8 9
RISKPREM 0.101515%** 0.402067***
! {21.0037Q) (19.48144)
LLDEPPRAT ' 01975207
f (2.092309)
LSAVDEP -¢ B959* '
(- 1.669779) |
LKPTE ? '
0.003012%*
LKPTEMP(-2) | e3ieies
LAVLNS ;

_ | -0.291148*** -0.162136™***
LAVLNS(-1) (-3.509040) {-3.955348)
LNIM
LNIM{-1)

LN
LNIY ) -0.525916%*+
(-3.074018)
NXPVTA 0.522437***
{8.279354)
0.114393%** 0.437834%** 0.158505%* %
NXPVTA(-1) [4.064226) (8.111733) {5.139915)
0.5357407** 0.134339%"*
LDIPXP(-1) (10.07897) (4.415456)
-0.200285*
LTX1 (-1.937401)
-0,142677%**
LMI{_’TS (-2.790052}
LMKTS{-1) )
; -0.127257%** -0.237729%**
LANTECSPRD(-1) {-1.567159) ‘ (-2.147023)
Adjusted R2 0.673 0.850 0.23 0.80
SE 0.45 0.28 0.63 0.29
F-Statistic 287 1338 9.7 108.4
-V Statistic 21 2.5 2.1 24
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Table 4

Interaction of all variables and Spread: Dynamic Equations

Equation ]
Variable 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
LINFLAT (-1} .0 257436 -0.253056™ 0282815 0184247 0 zh8378"""
_ (-38.35543} {-47.00840) {-30.26666) (-5.118315) (-3.560070) |
LCPI -1.932814**

L {-7.109859} B
LFCEEP 0.178543" 0 065844 0.610856™""

(2.274350) {3.324681) {15 58876) B ]
LFDEEP (-1} 0323116 O 386762™* 0.3682631"" 0.148936°"
(8.181481) (14.67624) (27 23195) (2.910761) i ]

J_vLBNKFIN ]

‘ LBNKFIN (-1) 0.101078"*"

(3.650715)
LOGGDP 0.112759" -D.724239*

L (-5 926870) {7.010658}

LOGGDP {-1) -0.504602" -0.632639"" -0.261585%* -0.992034"

B (-10.46631) {-7 ATBOTT} (-3.420640) {-13.443B6)
LMRR 1.661474% 1754153 0.B8144G" 1.2238519**

(36.52288) (38.33942) (12.09075) (3.913706}
LMRR{-1) 2.136385™" -0 501678 -0.517271**

o (16.74956) {-18.08567) (-21.11891) |

LTBR -1.404296 T 173183
- {-3.422708) {-3.710514)
L.CRR 0.756345""" 34993269 1.304838°""
L {8.586511) (5.997249) (8013711}
LOIFXP 0.007 140"
(2.472424)
LDIPXP{-1} 0.063448*" 0093242
(3.9898532) {2.104876)
LTh D.322947 -0 304892 -0.3B5730™* -1 2571944
L {-2.714385) (-9.683254} {-11.58394) {-11 634532)
LMKTS 0.185948"" O DAQQTS
(4.100527) (2.927155) ]
LMKTS{-1) 0201141
o (-5.272336)

T RISKPREM Q. 416965** 0087883 0.085155" 0.0B6214%""

L (17.47493) {57 573598) {58.40662) (44 67042} . B
LSAVDEP-1) -0.066191"""

[-2.655282) {
ROATASSET -0.035324 i

| (1) (-3.006052} B
LNIf 0027141 -0.025884 -0.205652"" |

L (-2.450699] (-2.672467} (-5 458295) |
LNIXPVTA 0158770 0 DA77 0 066905 0.144416*"

o (3.667861) (10.29343) _(6.543528) {16.52220) ]
LNIXPVTA (-1} 0.204200%* 0 546231**
(5.833695} (11.58588)
LMYWVTA[-1) -Q 2852268
(-4.285321) |
l LOGAVTARS 1.326301*** -0.111816""" -0.041822°* -0.144458*""
[-5.77882) {-6 691839) 1-3.110021) {-0.262913)

} LOGAVTASS 0 202645
(1) . 75174)
LKPTEMP V-

_ {1.844156)
ELNASS -0 3688093 -0.100365* -G 8! .0956:
B (-5.657698) (-4 6973~ (2.0r u645) (-3.671093)
LLDEPRAT 0.355944 0.10848 Q 064054 0.092301*"
165.375712) {4.891280) {3.854715) (3.291220)
LANTECSPRD -0.455822* -0.803910*" 0774247 -0.597426*" -0 354939 -0.344200"* l -1.483288"
{-1) LVS.BQ_B_S?S) {-25.84187) {-33.20930) {-30.18299) {-4.574553) (-2 BOQ235) {-13.86656) |
- = -
Adjusted 0.986  0.997 {.992 0.992 0.923 0.965 0.95]
S.E 0.08 (.03 0.05 0.05 0.20 0.13 0.16
- 2 le ¥y
F-Statistic 4914  36061.7 1325.1 1448.1 142 210.1 160
D-W 1.8 1.9 2.0 2.0 23 2.2 1.8
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The dynamic interaction of all variables and ex-ante spread are
shown in equations 10 to 24. of table 4. All macroeconomic variables were
found to be statistically significant atthe 1 per cent level of significance. The
price variable, inflation rate, or CPI consistently came out with negative
sign contrary to expectation. Even, where both the current and lag values
\. _re used, the negative effect more than offset the positive effect. The
results ._r inflation indicate that banks’ formation of inflation expectation
and response to _ :tual inflation could lead to higher interest rates in the next
period or more, all things being equal. In addition, it may be indicative of the
fact that costs rise 1ster than banks adjust interest rate in line with expected
and actual inflation. The result is similar to the findings of Abreu and
M ades. The ratio of M2 to GDP, FINDEEP was sign._.cant at 1 per cent
1. .th positive coetficient in all the equations where it was included. Both the
current and lag values came out with positive effect, indicating that the
etfect of increase in money supply lasts beond one period. The ratio c.
banks’ total assets to GDP, a measure of bank financing of the economy,
BNL."IN, had the predicted sign and was signiticant at | per cent (equations
15, 17 and 19). This could be interpreted in terms of wider risk horizon. In
case of GDP, the result show that increased economic activities impacted
negatively on spread contrary to expectation. This could be interpreted to
mean that increased economic activities relate to increased competition in
the banking industry i Nigeria, and negatively affects spread.
Macroeconomic stability could also account for such, although this is less
likely in this case. A similar result was obtained for the Brazilian banking
sector ( TarsilaS. Afanasieffetall).

The minimum rediscount rate (MRR) had positive coefficient in the
equations in line with prediction. Both the current and lag values were
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statistically significant at the 1 per cent level. The résult is in line with the
function of MRR as a nominal anchor rate that transmits the direction of
monetary policy through interest rate mechanism. Similarly, the CRR
appeared with the expected sign and was significant at the 1 per cent level.
CRR is financial taxation and imposes an implicit cost on banks, which is
ultimately passed on to borrowers in higher interest rate. On the other hand,
Treasury bill rate (TBR) was significant at the 1 per cent level but had the
opposite sign contrary to expectation. The reason for this outcome 1s not
difficult to see. L.oan asset and Treasury bill are substitues, which derives
from the nature of the assets. While the former is a risky asset, the later is
usually regarded as a risk-free asset. Thus if the yield on T bill goes up,
banks will prefer holding the risk-free asset to holding a risky one like loans.
Furthermore, the increase in T bills rate provides some subsidy on the price
of creditand hence banks' >uld, with increase in the proportion of risk-free
asset coupled with interest elasticity of loan market, lower spread in order to
achieve optimum portfolio mix and revenue. The three-months deposit rate
consistently showed negative sign on its coefficient and significant at the 1
per cent level. The outcome may be due to interest elasticity of loan funds
market.
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Table 4 ctd

Equation
Variable 17 i8 19 20 21 22 23 24
LINFLAT (1) BIIEE a6 05504527
{-250.0639) (119.3501) (-57.3778%)
ez AmIB 0830546 EETIRT T GA4B567
{-3970730) (-7.4007" {-5.453361) (3.220486)
LCRi 1) 0,800 1588614 GAR1610
(5.184402) {-63.28695) -3,145658)
LFOEER 0567895 0827175 0- B “0.5R2TI0 0216363 0264799
£13.13000) {19.82670) ) (4207247} (40.82509) (35.33444)
TFOEEP 1) 1010221
(212.5805)
LBNKFIN 0247586 5353454
{4.574166) 7.750170)
TOGG0P 7332507
(15 26016)
LOGGOP (1) D.6a0ar AT736E bareieE— 0055054 0.860507 DRI
(1519210} {-11.01832) (-7.385891) {-6.565796) (-119.3395) (-67.94962)
[MRR 1716112 1370073 2473825
{10.46384) (9.788447) {46.78340)
LTBR -1 341211
(-3.B11245}
CRR {04387 150 3763785 07T 12320
{6.005705) (55 B7505) e B027) {40.26900)
IBEXPLT) 0113502 0078507 0.062254™
(2 295778} (2884579) {2.553457)
T 367814 Daaar 0.205854
(4474623) (-20,34560) {-22.88769)
MCTS( 1) 010954 0.049226
(2.500808) (3.233830)
L TOSKPREM 775002 GADGIEG= | C.041t83™" 0.843456™" 6.37124 [T 0466290~
(15.05413) (31.52766) (15.34491) {34.08760) 192.22333) (30.16215) (2387925
TSAVDER 0010853 ~0.015865~
(2.273015) {2.435331)
TSAVDEP(-T} 0060624
(-2.382677)
ROATASSET
ROATAGSAT 0.008510
LN (e |
LNIM 0.00635T “G.04067
{3.028324) (2.986773)
TNIXPVTA T.0657¢ GagiEri 0016186~ 0087262
(1874415} (4.559202) (6.750558) (11.00330}
LNIXPYTA (1) CATaRTT 0245586
{9.363180) 18.975375)
[NYVTA [T 0066267
-2.268176) {-3,028188)
LNYVIA LT 0AT6008 0165
16.121834) {-5,012950)
LOGAVTASS 0.094068 T.063216™ 0K
(-13.96762) (-3.035295} (-1.498198)
LOGAVTASS TA73600
1 1 (-2 R33205)
KPTEMP
LPROV. 0.057603~ D012083 000747
{1.986675) (1.845228) {2.257502)
ULNASS 021865~ | DA77 5.045480% 061431
L2677283) | (:3.137088) {2.111149) (-3.167276}
LLDEPRAT 0036820~ | 0261474 0063455~ D0642F 0098805~ 0.0625987"
3.776942) {3.638547) {2.486786) {1.808825} (2160826} (3BESETT
E‘:NTECSPRD 43155120 -1.006705™ PPT— 16591167 1079 (1-562]5';379}
N (-12.00933) (-11.78577) (B 274427} (-215.6415) Y

Adjusted 0947 0976 0996 0976 0992  0.999 0.999 0.997

S.E 0.17 0.10 0.02 0.11 0.03 0.00 0.02 0.03
F- 161 267.4 17417 223.5 7164 301983 7690.0 2714.0
D-w 2.5 1.9 175 1.8 1.9 22 1.9 L7
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The estimations showed that the bank-level variables that increase
spread included risk premium, market share, loan to deposit, and non-
interest income. Risk premium was significant at the 1 per cent level and
had the expected sign in all the equations where it was included. The result
confirms lenders practice of adding a premium to cover various risks m
Nigeria’s credit market including; market, default, cre tandliquidity risks.
A related outcome was that of loan to deposit ratio, which showed positive
relationship with spread and statistical significance largely at the 1 per cent
level. The result could be interpreted in terms of liquidity risk. Higher loan
to deposit ratio implies that banks run the risk of insolvency and therefore
have tendency to cover such risk in higher lending rates, which increase
spread. Non-interest expense is an important determinant of spread as it
showed strong statistical significance at the 1 per cent level and with the
predicted sign. This result is an indication that banks factor in nsing
operating costs in determining the price of loan funds. Rising operating cost
would usually be passed on to borrowers, particularly in an inefficient
market. However, personnel cost taken separately, whether as aratio of total
assets or as a ratio of gross income was highly insignificant wl-
introduced in any of the equations.

The market power measured in terms of share in total deposits also
showed statistically significant positive relationship with spread. The result
met expectation and in line with the oligopoly market structure in Nigeria,
where a few banks dominate deposit mobilization. The result shows that the
big banks could be exercising market power to increase interest rates in
order to increase earnings (the big banks were included in the sample).

The deposit insurance premium shov..d the predicted, though
relatively weak relationship with spread and was significant at both the
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Ipercent and the 5 percent levels. It is a regulatory taxation on banks’
resources, which 1s passed on to borrowers in higher interest rates and wider
spread. A contrary outcome could have meant that banks were engaged in
excessive risk taking.

Capital adequacy ratio and ratio of bad loans to total assets had the
predicted signs on their coefficients but were not significant at 1 per cent
level. Increase in bad loans means deternorating asset quality and exposure
to default risk 1s higher and hence banks would charge higher rates of
interest on loans.

On the other side of the result of the estimations are the factors, which
negatively affect spread. They ciude; non-interest (services) income,
asset size, loan volume, net interest income. volume of savings deposit and
return on assets. Non-interest income met the aprion expectation with
strong statistical significant at the | per cent level. The resultis an indication
that banks could be using various fee incomes to subsidize interest rates on
lending and hence the moderating influence on spread. Asset size proxied
by the average total assets was found to have strong statistical negative
influence on spread at the 1 per cent level. It showed that large sized banks
enjoy economies of scale in pricing of their credit. Loan to total assets
showed similar result. Expectedly. as a measure of volume of loan and or
availability of loan funds, interest rate will fall at higher supply of loan
funds and the reverse will be the case if the ratio fails. In other words, the law
of supply and demand for loan funds atfect interest rate spread. Similarly,
savings deposit showed a negative relatic ~ hip with spread though largely
at 5 the per cent level Anincrease in savings deposit will increase supply of
credit and hence ..1oderate interest rate. Net-interest margin was negatively
signed 1n line with prediction. Banks watch the ex-post interest margin,
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which includes earnings from other interest earning assets while making
credit-pricing decisions. Increase in this variables helps banks to lower
spread because of interest elasticity of credit. The profitability variable,
return on assets (ROA) showed a negative relationship with spread with its
lag value. Profitable operations in the preceding year reduce banks’
incentive to increase spread all things being equal.

The equations had very high explanatory power with adjusted R’s
ranging from 92.35% t099.9% and F-statistic ranging from 142 - 30198.
The DW statistic ranged from 1.7-2.5

Table 5: Summary of the performance of the estimated coefficients (based on ex-
antespread equation 10-24, with dynamicinteraction of all variables)

Coefficient of: No.of*** Average tvalue

INFLAT/CPI L U137
GDP i2 -24.1
FINDEEP il 233
BNKFIN 3
CRR 7
TBR 3
MRER 8 -171
7
2

53

36

ThIR -17.7
DIF
RESKPRENO L1 3.2
LNASS 8 S35
NXPVTA i2 9.5
LDEFRAT +.0
LOGAVTASS -5.7
ROATASSBT
NIY

NIM
SAVEDEP

3.5

-8

-4.5

-3.5

-2.7

a |— |+ |- |0 | |

ETS

%% Yiamsticant at 14 level
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Table 5 summarizes the performance of all categories of independent
variables in the dynamic equations 10-24, in terms of statistical significance
at the one per cent level and average value of t-statistic. Among the
variables that increased interest rate spread, the most important were risk
premium, financial deepening, CRR, - IRR and non-interest expense. On
the other liand, the most important that had negative influence on spread
included the general price level, level of economic activities,3-month
deposit rate, size of total assets, loan assets service revenue and net interest
margin

VI.2 Quantitative Impact Analysis

To further provide insight on the determinants of interest rate spread and
possibly the relative importance of the independent variables, the sizes of
impacts of the Xs (at 1 per cent level of significance) on the dependent
variable were calculated from the estimated dynamic coefficients of
equations 10 - 24. The impact analysis was applied to the estimated
coefficients of thelog transformed dependent variable equations.

Table 7 provides an indication of the quantitative impacts of some of
the important independent variables on interest rate spread. The implication
appears to be that on average, a 100 basis point change i the Xs, ceteris
paribus and holding other variables constant, changes interest rate spread,
by the percentage points and in the direction indicated. However, it is
important to state that the direction of impact would also depend on the
strength of the intervening variables at the particular period. A 100 basis
points increase in CRR would on average, increase interest rate spread by
195 basis points. This was 1n line with expectation as CRR is an implicit
taxation on banks, which must be necessarily passed on to borrowers in
order to maintain the desired level of profit. The net effect of prices, when
cither inflation rate or CPI was used was negative contrary to expectation.
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The explanation could be that banks in Nigeria did not react to anticipated
inflation but responded to actual inflation with alag.

The average net impact on spread of 1 per cent increase .1 the level of
economic activities GDP) was negative 81.3 basis points, retlectin -
possible increased in competitive behavior by banks under the condition.
The average net impact of financial deepening variable on spread was 41.3
basis puts increase. MRR showed average of 145.6 basis points positive
impact. This is expected of a nominal anchor (indicative) variable. The
average net impact of the 3-month deposit rate appears to be a reduction of
spread by 66 basis point. Risk premium came out the most importaut bank
level factor that positively affect spread with average impact of 59.2 basis
points. From a policy perspective and based on the estimated dynamic
relationships, the most important factors to worry about are the cash reserve
ratio, MRR, risk premium, financial deepening (ratio of M2 to GDP) and the
level of bank financing of the economy. The bank level variables in general
showed relatively weaker impact ..1an the macroeconomic and moneta.
policy variables notwithstanding the direction of impact. Nevertheless, the
variables to watch include non-risk premium, interest .. penses of banks,
liquidity risk (loan to depositratio) and depos * insurance premium.
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Table 7

Average net impact (basis points) of a one per cent changc in selected Xs on ex- ante spread 1/
Independent Variable Average Impact (Basis Points)
CRR AN
MER 145.6
RISK FREAITLR | S92
FINANCIAL DEEPENING 413
BANK FINANCING (MONINESS) 233
NON-INTEREST EXPENSES 1v.2
LOAN TO DEPOSIT RATIO 12.0
NARKET SHARE 117
DEPOSIT INSURANUCEPREM IUA 59
CAPITAL ASSET RATIO 30
ASSFTT.OANQUALITY (RAD I
LOANS ToTAl ASSET
THII.RATE -39 ]
Gor D7 A
INFIATION CF] EEIE
3-MONTHDEFRATE -60.2
NON-INTEREST INCOAE 21
TOTAL ASSETS -133
LOAN TOTAL ASSET 15
NET INTERESTAARGIN =61
SAVINGS DEPOSIT -4 &
PROFITABILITY (I¢'A) 2232

Source: Computed from estimated coelficients
1/ See appendix 1 for the basis of the calculations

V1.3 Summary of major findings

The regression results and the impact analysis in table 7 have
provided evidence on the determinants of commercial banks interest rate
spread in Nigeria. From the results and analysis, it was evident that cash
reserve requirement, MRR, risk premium, money to GDP ratio, “moniness™
of the economy, non-interest expenses, market share and deposit insurance
premium were the most signifi  nt factors that have positive impact on
spread (at | per centlevel of significance)in Nigeria. On the other side of the
coin, Treasury bill rate, GDP, inflation, 3-month deposit rate, fee income.
size of assets and loan to asset ratio turned out to be the important variables
that-has negative impact on spread in Nigeria. Although price variable was
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statistically significant at 1 per cent level in all the models that inctuded it,
the sign on its coefficients was contrary to predic..on. The negative sign
showed that banks might not be reacting to inflationary expectation, and
could be adjusting lending rates to actual inflation with a lag. The result
confirmed the finding in Abreu and Mendes possibly for the same reason
above. The money supply to GDP variable was positis 'y signed with all its
coefficients statistically significant at 1 per cent level, and could be
indicative of monetary policy tightening that is transmitted through interest
rate. The result, in addition to the reason of monetary policy responses could
also point to preponderance of liquidity, which could lead to actual inflation
to which banks ould respond in the next period. Bank financing of the
economy had the expected sign with positive average net impact of 233
basis points.

Generally, the explanatory power of the independent variables in the
estimated dynamic spread equations 10 - 24 were very high with adjusted R’
ranging between 92.3% and 99.9%. indicating that the included variables
almost explained all the changes in interest rate spread in commercial banks
in Nigeria. Similarly, the F-statistics of the spread equations were quite
high, ranging from142.0 - 30198 3, all with p-value of 0.000000, indicating
that the estimated coefficients, jointly, were significantly different from
zero. The standard errors of the regressions were very low.

V1.4 Recommendations

Notwithstanding the shortcomings of the study, the above findings
have provided empirical evidence on the major factors thal impact on
commercial banks’ rate spread in Nigeria. The following
recommendations, which may be useful to the Nigenan economy lssue
from the findings:
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It 1s suggested that the monetary authorities should reduce the cash
reserve ratio, which according to the preceding analysis had been found to
have significant positive impact on spread. Similarly, MRR, which impacts
positively on spread should be reviewed downward and efforts made to
sustain it at moderate level, especially in line with the two-year medium
term monetary programming adopted by the CBN. As a complementary
policy, and 1n order to mitigate inflationary pressures that may :...end such
downward reviews, the frequency of the open market operations (OMO)
should be increased to check liquidity on a sustainable basis. Furthermore,
government should pursue fiscal prudence as the problem of excess
liquidity often compels the monetary authorities to increase the ‘reserve
tax” and or tighten monetary policy through upward reviews of the MRR.

In order for the above measures to have the desired effects,
Government and the Monetary Authority should vigorously pursue anti-
infationary measures, as inflation was observed to increase spread though

1th a lag. Governmer.. and the Monetary Authorities, and the National
Assembly should work out modalities for sterilizing part of foreign earnings
to stem the growth of GDP ratio, which had been found o have positive
tmpact on spread.

It 15 also necessary that banks should exercise highest standard of
professionalism 1n their operations to reduce the incidence of high
overheads, whicl tends to increase ex-ante interest rate spread.

Furthermore, it 1s suggested that commercial banks should gear their
efforts towards mobilizing cheaper funds with a view to increase the
availability of loan funds. This will increase supply and dampen the price of
credit, reduce interest rate spread and ultimately the economy * 11 be better
forit.
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This study recognized the differences in banks ‘financial year but had
ignored it for simplicity. The non-uniformity in the reporting of banks’
annual accounts also posed a problem during the research. It 1s
recommended that the financial year of banks should correspond to fiscal
year to enhance more meaningful and uniform assessnient of policy impact
on banks operations.

" In a similar vein, the new emphasis on financial statement reporting
across the world is transparency, which is secured through full disclosure by
providing fair and comprehensive presentation of information necessary for
making meaningful economic decisions to a wide range of users. In this
regard, it is suggested that the regulatory authority could require banks to
adopt the intemnationally accepted accounting standards (IAS) 1989
framework for preparation and presentation of financial statements,
especially the IAS 30, for the reasons given abov _.

VL 5 Conclusion

The preceding empirical analysis has provided some evidence on the
determinants of commercial banks interest rate spread in Nigeria. The study
provided evidence for only the ex-ante measure of interest spread. This is
because it is contractual {quoted) deposit and lending rates that affect
expectations, transaction, responds to economic activities and poucy
changes, and govern loan contractual agreements. The study confirmed

some of the earlier findings on the subject.
The estimation results showed that policy actions to narrow interest

rate spread bear more on macroeconomic and monetary policy than bank
level factors. Banks in Nigeria as in other places use interest rate spread to
cover the cost of operating expenses and pass the burdens of mmplicit
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financial taxation (CRR) and insurance premium to consumers of credit. In
addition, banks use interest rate risk premium to cover losses from bad
credit. Furthermore, some of the outcomes depicted in particular, the
inefficiencies in financial intermediation and the Nigerian financial market
in general. Finally, it should be noted that the scope of this work is limited as
only data from thirteen banks were used in the analysis. Because of the
small sample, the result should be interpreted with caution.
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Appendix |

Notes on the computation of Impact on the dependent variable when
the Xs change by certain unit

1.

When both the dependent and independent variables are
untransformed, estimated coefficient represent the change in the
dependent variables expected when the independent vanable

changes by a unit holding other variables constant.

Notethatif Log, X =y, then 10'=X andlog, X= thene =x

To increase X by 10% means X(1+10/100)

Log, X+ 1 =10(X)i.e., the number whose log increased by | 1s equal

to 10 times that number, andlog. X + 1 =e(x)

Thus, log X is increased by | then 10 have multiplied X.
For Y = b log X {unlogged dependent and logged dependent

variable)

In this case, b is the absolute change in Y expected when X i1s

multiplied by 10. Change in Y as aresult of x per cent increase inX 1s
Log,, (100+x)/100)

Thus, a | per cent increase in X will resultin Log ,,(100+1)/100) *b
Percentage points or

Ln((100+1)/100) *b depending on the base

For logy =b X (logged dependent and unlogged independent

variable)

In this case, every unit change in X multiplies Y by 10

The percentage change in Y asresult of | per centchange in X 1s

(10°- 1)*100. or (e"- 1)* 100, depending on the base.

For logy = b logX (logged dependent and logged independent

variable)

In this case, every unit change in X multiplies Y by 10

The percentage change in Y as a result of x per cent change in X1s
10" wherea=(10+x)/100

(1 O{m XYL _ ] )* 100 or (eh(muo 'f.\'.j/'l(!())) -1 )* 100
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