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Abstract

As a core component of the financial system, the liquidity situation of commercial banks directly
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affects the stability of the entire financial system. The credit asset securitisation business, as an in-
novative financial business that transforms illiquid credit assets into more liquid securities, can
improve the asset-liability structure of banks and thus affect bank liquidity. This paper takes the
data of 16 commercial banks from 2008 to 2021 as the research sample, and uses the liquidity mis-
match index as an indicator to measure the liquidity risk of commercial banks, and explores the
impact of credit asset securitisation business carried out by banks on the liquidity risk of banks.
The research results show that commercial banks through credit asset securitisation can signifi-
cantly reduce the bank’s liquidity risk, and the effect of non-state banks is more significant. On the
basis of the study, this paper puts forward countermeasures to improve the design and issuance
mechanism of asset securitisation products, improve the market construction of asset securitisa-
tion products, and promote the improvement of relevant laws, regulations and regulatory policies.
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HHT, ARSI AR R, SRl A A AR AR AR L, R L ERAT A AT
ARG A GRS, AN B BT IR 55 0777 it SR IS X < ik 47 T JSORIT ELLBER oA < R D A e SR AR B S 4 o
FE T B ARG RIAEE T, i MV AR AT T M ) LR A FEPR Al SE I ™R, 3R E RIS i KU sl
PSS, ARAT /5 ZEAN WO gt RS B %, TRk S5 AR IZ AT . AR Mt . Rl S D &R 152
Wi, PR ARAT AR G A T e I 7). BRAT 5 ELE A A S5 A5 L ST P L SN AR DT S, SRR
RO

R M ARAT A A (5 DT B 7 Il I Rr R I 254 22 4R, SO AT DLAE et T 37 b B AR AR, 1K
I FERHONEGER ES R . KHIBICR, BRI R LARAT T BRI A R, S BUR
ITB R Y 5K, KIS L E R R . BB — M ERT RO R TR, R RAT SR TR
58 B RN XS 7 AR S, A7 B T SR R ARAT AE 0T M AR vl N BAAS R AT B LB 0 3 K (R )il 387y
TR DB UE SR A R BRAT R RO A PR RS ROME R B AL N T DAE T3 L2525 e SR, A
TIANPR B8 7 i el P, A R A T R P ARAT AR B M XU, AT 223 AILAE B IR A R AR v, Rl
BRAT R LU RERT (R 52 S0, 8D AR Uk I s, AT B 17 M ARAT AOIRL S P U o R ARAT 1
TRBh RS 32 Bk B THRATAE UF s A B SRR 2 IRIAFAE IR L S5 A B0 AL IS, XA LTS
DU B M ERAT B BN 1R KU 2K T 2 S . 3R 20 S 2 R P Sl e B P Hi ORI B sl VE A PO I B 2
P M ERAT A R B A 1k AR - Pl T e RAATLAA (0 B 7 A AR SRS Ik B W BEAEAE 2257, WOR BT sl PR
AR (R LIV AR ) 1 G f5 e sl 5 ey (R 5 EERRAE 23A) TR 1 e b AR AT A0 T R T W e 3 12 55 5 1 DXL
IR EC TR R, AT DR IR 2 SR, NI B M ARAT T B s 1k KR SR M A 5 S, - Bai 5%
(2018) [1]F2 i Ay sl VA BC Hig Ko R (LM, 38 5 4 7 4RAT 25 T 53 7 S otk 55 i s v 22 5, B — Nk
55350 H BEE AN F (K A2 S S PERCE I 5 1% 00 55 e AR e 3 th i sh 1, Rt LMIE DY E 3870
VS RS 2, W TREARE A A ARATIY LML SRORTRI AT e i ZH ARAT A 1) R G i 3l 1 AU
XY g 4 THDRS B b B A ARAT TR B ME AT ML s P 3R it 1 H S AT AT AN
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BT U MBS, ACEE: TR SRR B, DU Sl M S B He B & AR AT Y
Wt SR, BT R ARAT (S PRV AR S bk 5 06 T R ML AR AT SRS RS e, (R SR S R
M, TRICIE A L ARAT R IR A R ARAT 78 B PR SR 55 S e 0 B AT AL B2 PR 5 W)y T A 1 19 2 S 2k
T I RN AT BT R 25 AT P VAR AT T Bl 1 AR R S, T AR — 2 T R 5 3 v AR AT XU e
W Z, A BT ERAT S L B AN SOOI A 1 AR, i v KBS BEKS, ARk B B B PR B A, R
AN VEAS TR, T B U HE A
2. XikEzid
2.1. LRI TR B XU

P ARAT AT BN M JRURS: A2 4R ARAT TGVE DL & BRSO IR A3 70 A2 58 A DA S 8 1) 5% ik 4 LA 2 151 55 A4+
TR TR AL A . [E 4R Brunnermeier Z5(2011) A A 7 A (3 i RO Sh AR E 2 AR AT IR B K
B E LR R 2 —, R MR AT IR Bl P TG i R AT E B 7 S A R R R IR — P PR B
AVLEEILG[2]. Douglas £5(2005) I\ A ARAT JHURE (¥ B 7 SRt 45 A4 i ARAT VR B 11 AR IR 3 8], Rl S 52 5 7
i A0 G i S R S ME AR TC A S IR [3] o [ P9 273 AT 5 A (2013) A NIV RAT # R AU, X —Re i T
FHL B G AR AR - AN, S8R sh it BB T [4]. 258 & (2002) fEWF 7T $8 H, 4RAT B
PEA R I F B E R ARERATE AN S E . B A UHRAILAL . %= a3 RATEEAE. HES
i SRAG VA 2 BB ERAT SRR b i vy 8 S 5 TR e DA R % 4 df DA I 3 SR [5] o B AN X1 Ha 45 (2014)
DUERAT IS BEAb A SR, B 90 40 BT R AN R DY 3K 2 A2 B2 A 22 PR AR AT B S 3 PR RS (1 3L [ R 2
KESFBLERAT I 2252 B % K 2 a0 GDP MK &A1 [ B s mm, s/ NBYARAT 222 31 M2 K3 DL R & R
BE T2 [6] o

TE AR BE B 7T, Acerb Z5(2002)(FFH 7 ES ik TR B, FILSH VaR BRI, ES JrikRER
IS s FHEEE, TE A B B W EEME[7]. Rose (2008)i it 17 & M ARAT I sh B T, A
W] 52 (IR0 3 P 4 s R ) ARAT R h M XU 16 AT 2 B [8]. B (2015) M5 T i E 135 KL ARAT i sh M
FCa %, LA LMI ZK-P R B ARAT R B MRS . AT 2% Bal X T S HCHR 2 € S, X LMI #EAT
&[]

2.2. FFEESFUIE A SRI TR XS AR

AN T15E= B e i e | o O 1 2 R A ez 5 T = 0 e Nl T At DS S i P/ £
VA SREN T IS T H B, ORI AR ARAT T UG K R B ISR 55 o [H 41523 Salah
A Fedhila (2012)J@id %S L E 174 FKE L HRAT AR HEAT 704, A& B Z F85506H 7 ML ARAT I Re e PR EAT Al
ity BRI SS T RS DLEEAT 518, A BT RIS 2 S BURMT IE TR A — 2 AL,
Rk b R T T AR AT AR B PE[10] . #RVT 1A% (2022) B 78 K IS B¥ 58 P E F 4l 55 1) R T LA
A FIRECE, ST e s e A B A RE JI[11]. XIJK %55 (2020) B 78 A BLAE DR B P R AL RE 6
A RO R R ARAT IR A XU [12]

ASCAE VAR A BB TS AL 1, DATRSIVE R I A SO ROy Atl, 5 5 A5 B 58 2R Ao i AR AT IR
PR 5, I L2 S B E A AR E A RAT B AN, #EAT R BRAE T, VR ERAT AR R IT B
FAIEZFAME 55 LR B Ve i s 1 KOS B (D AR 3

3. mEAMEEEIEB(LM)BRE R EZRITHER
FR 4 Brunnermeier et al. (2012). Bai et al. (2018) I Fe &, I sl A4S L F8 2 2 AN :
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LM” :Zk/lt, akati, k+ZM1, Ik’Iti, K 1)

Hof, 4 L 54 ARE SRR AR BR A E, 4 L, >0, (AR R IR AR, 4,
<0, FRFARAT 5 BB T M I

A1) Bai etal Bt LML BUEATEE, 4500 E A% G, JATHE . JRIEmn THOM g
RS, BRI A, 4 O REZ B SR RIT 2 B0k, S
e IR L ARAT RO 7 5 G A R4, KRB P S 4 B AL R e, S s
ST SR 2057 R I b 45 R 100«

31 RAMBRES o

ASOS P PEBUR R B BOE LA Bai et al AR IEAY, 456 3E SCPR i) 2 THZ SEAE N DR AR AT 4
IRHHE (K R RAG PR AT & R . R B 0 DRI 1),

Table 1. Asset liquidity sensitivity coefficient
=1 BEERHMRRERAY

PN S 41110 o TR1E
4 B AF TR JARAT 30 1
TE)E 1
Hid ﬁmﬁgﬁﬁ 1
et Bi 4 1
TN IR 4 b 55 1
A G bt = 0.5
A8 Gy 1k G b ge e 1
SR AL H A G B 0.75
FrH 23ISR 05
HER A DERR 0.5
B PRIEDT K 0.5
EHBEK 0.25
IFi] 5 % J Ho Aty IFi] 5 % J Ho Aty 0

3.2. FHAEHTHELLH] m, «

BT IR EE BB B A 563, Tk HESRS Bai B FOBA rh BE 7 HR S I [ e s, bR
SCRFERAT BB A B AT 2K, AR ARAT B RS I = MR A (BUR . ik Ak fr), SR R
IR ESR 37 55 B RO SR e R B 7 O3 L 3 ARAT R BT b, 2 S e 3 7 S A R B S b,
A R B S O BUG B LG, ReA R 2SR T S M E S RG] PERHE B, 9K
FAPEER S A T BT RG], PRAE GRS A LSk RAEBUR R4 S LL ], 5 TS e
DTS B R B r S 0, [ B KAt S LA 1.

3.3. u "B e KiFinFTEIGHIRNE S

o AERT 3 S F3 SHIRR B [ 55 0] 2 5 ARAT TR [R] MV AT A A 3 R 22 ABR T 5. PIE Z2 (B A2 B v Bkt T
D EN AR DL A S ARAT R G0 2 A B A B Wi R S

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2024.13121160 733 FESRERTH


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2024.13121160

URIES

3.4. ARTIEEABR T

AT A H IR T, 55 Bai et al. (2018) Wit i) LMI AR A —5), A S H3(2022) % 6 fif it 7
H 732 LR B IARR 1 e, o R M BRAT B3 7 S Ao v 1) (5T O H AR i sh e 22 5, B B i& i 2|
HTHIRR (W35 2) o

Table 2. Deadline of liability items
2. IR B RVHARR

PR GHES
If] S ERAT A
N ER|ZEd e ert
R s M 7 f5 - 0
SEHEVEE T
- 5
AT TR T 357 1
AR B 1
W ASCA7 3k FoAth 6715 JSZ A AR 1
T 745 5
A5 10
Hopth 7145 10
30
BERk R 5
A B 5 EZ5 A B AR 5
I il SAF 2 10
HoAth S H & 10

i LML R R SRS T 16 KR ARATAE 2008 £ 2021 4 A (i sh v A B 48 5 B .
4, S A RIT RN XS B9 SCIER 57
4.1 TEIZNREEGE
41.1. HERTE

AL FER B AR LR A (LM E N R AS B, W Sh MRS IC 5 B 5 7 (R AR BILRE 1 A0 47 5 e b N
P TT TR TR E,  FEEARAT IS M AR BRI, 38 170 167 2 o MV AR AT FOTR B I U, F 0 R B B ik
FERCAEEOA BT HAMAT AP R SR AR, RE 08 S0 VR AT SR sh i KU AR &

412 BETE

A AR AT B 2 W AR AT R P E 54K K (CASR), 248 P ML AR AT B0 24 3035 B8 %8 P E 54k B o5
BRAT JHIISE R BB 2R
4.13. IBHTE

AN S B RN PN RS IR 5T, S EURAT 5 58 7= (SIZE) « 4+ 55 7= I 2 %8 (ROE) A~ R B3 % (NPLR)
PP £ LU (DAR)VE NSO A AR & S8 XL RS MW IT, EHUE N4 7~ B4 (GGDP), T i fik i & 1
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KR (CMIE N ZE M HIAL & o Forbr, B MR 517 S AU SO B, SR e (R S A8 B AR i 1)
WA 3.

Table 3. Variable description
3 TEUHA

KA RS A5 B 4K AR X
b e B LMI AN PE R RCHE 4 i AT B PE AR O R L
R & CASR FEIR IR BAT (S PTUE IR0 RAT BB SE 3R S A0
Ln_Size BRAT R FRAT BT 72 AU 2L
ROE St NGRS )i &
e NPLR ENES e AT AN ROEH DL AR L
Fr R DAR e i AT 5 SRR V7
GGDP GDP 1% GDP ZFEZ[A] L&
GM2 M2 B2 CPI Z=JZ R LL g KA
4.2. EERE
IR PR B UE AL 5 R BT RS M R (55 &, A SCRE AL
LML, , =, + ,CASR, , + a,Control, , + 4, + &, , 2

X, LM, GRORERAT | AR5t FRRBI RIS 2, CASRy, ROREUT | 25 t M B IERLILE,
Control FRfZ AL R, i, IR IR MR E R, &SI BEHLIR 220
4.3. BARFESEESI

A B R A5 DT B ISR A A R DR T DR IR 57 TE R A ol i e L JT 46 1 2005 48, (H
£ 2008 4 2 /T RA AR D ) — B0 AR AT I e At < i, 285 18 B K0dls 1 T AR A SE 4, ARSI L 2008~2020
16 FEDARIT BB AGEAT I T . ASCHEER B T# KEDARATHR . CASMAR Hd . i [E
5 BRI LR P TAC  AT R o XSRS VE SR AR AT R R i, SRR 4 P

Table 4. Descriptive statistics of variables
4. TEEARMET

Variable Obs Mean Std. Dev. Min Max
LMI 224 0.228 0.701 —4.810 0.720
CASR 223 0.004 0.007 0.000 0.045
Ln_Size 224 12.585 0.554 10.97177 13.546
NPLR 224 1.230 0.497 0.000 4.320
DAR 224 93.413 1.485 87.892 98.350
ROE 224 16.047 4.946 0.000 31.786
GGDP 224 7.606 1.986 2.200 10.636
GM2 224 13.359 5.208 8.100 27.680

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2024.13121160 735 FESRERTH


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2024.13121160

URIES

oo, AP SRR A R TR M OB R , L SR B MR L MR M 94,810,
SO 1, M0 0558, FRMEEN 0192, IR FIREAARAT HIT B M R T A 75— 52 U220 . %7
UE% L35 4 CASR B/ME N 0.000, REPUATEREANIP, M550 47 TFREVE =il S foll 2500, TR 5B
IR MIARAT W36 R R TR P S %

4.4. STEGERSHT

4.4.1. BXRMESHT
iz ] stata FAFRSRE R A BTAT (A DR AR BEATAOG VARG 36 . AR A R A

Table 5. Correlation test results

F 5 HAXMRELER

Variables LMI CASR Ln_Size NPLR DAR ROE GGDP GM2
LMI 1.000
CASR —0.015 1.000
Ln_Size 0.522*** 0.037 1.000
NPLR 0.121* 0.070 0.307*** 1.000
DAR 0.008 —0.198***  —0.266***  —0.313*** 1.000
ROE —0.073 —0.138**  -0.240*** -0.398***  0.503*** 1.000
GGDP —0.203***  —0.261***  —0.321*** —0.198***  0.414*** 0.476%** 1.000
GM2 —0.239***  —0.331***  —0.363*** —0.123* 0.467*** 0.382%** 0.597*** 1.000

JE: ***p<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.1, R,

H17% 5 TRl RN & A2 B 2 TR U AH 58 RBCATEL B, Al A0 B 2 TRV AH 5 SR B 4 i e KO 0.597, iz
N 0.8, BARMM KA T EHAVEH X AN, HEA RN VIF & KE8 1.9, M4k
{100 BEIL, W LA AIRE AR SC A TR o ANAE A T B AR 22 EEAR 2 1 ) AL

442, EEALGRESH
AN FIRFY R HEAT F SIS S, KGN p BN 0.01, [DRHSRFH B e RN AR . da ] stata B
AT SRS, 5 6 JE N 1 AR A [ ) 4

Table 6. Empirical results
6. LIEHR

Variables LMI
Ry

Ln_Size 1(253;;
NPLR ?f.?g;
DAR (L9
ROE (L)
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0.007
GGDP (0.49)
0.002
GM2 (0.11)
Constant _?E;'gi;*
Observation 223
R-squared 0.244

JE: ***p<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.1, R,

MRS R AR ik, E5E 5 UEFL(CASR) B B A R EE 5% BAE/KT LR #EH N, &
B R M ARAT T R A5 DT BT E SR AL 55 36 T 4R AT IR sl 1 XU A 25 PR AR, R AR B DT B IE SR AL
fabr CASR HIFZM R HON-11.722, RYIFDARATE LT RAZ R IETR LSS, R RAT AR B e 103t 3l
PESR AT DA R RV ARAT R A VE R RO AR AL, T AR ML AR AT R sl 1 KU -

4.4.3. TREMRE

Table 7. Results of robustness test
F7. REMRESER

. 1) 2 3)
Variables
LM LDR LM
—250.493%* —9.372%
CASR (-3.13) (-2.64)
number ~0.01*
(-1.82)
L1 Size 1.485% 10,1947 1.306*
- (2.35) (3.48) (1.97)
0.126 6.077 0.055
NPLR (1.34) (1.62) (0.47)
0.112 —4,975%* 0.112
DAR (1.64) (-4.52) (1.60)
0.016 0.292 0.026%*
ROE (1.44) (0.47) (2.14)
0.003 143 0.012
GGDP (0.23) (-0.65) (1.07)
0.002 0.074 -0.008
GM2 (0.09) (0.39) (-0.39)
Constant 20333 284,605%* —28.213%*
(-2.28) (2.92) (-2.16)
Observation 224 223 175
R-squared 0.238 0.643 0.278

AR PR A 2R 7 sCEEAT AR AR PEAG 56 -
1) BEEH: B, SRR ER. A5 UESR G B (number) B AR AR RS DT 5T IE SR 1L
#(CASR). BAUMRAL & Ja BOTREAT LR M, Prkfs 4 R 7 Q) Fr. & 7 (RIS R
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SRR ARAT (R DT B IR TR A BE PR AR AR T TR P E AR IO AR R o 58—, VR sh PR O R Hoi 4. AR 12
FEIR PP h AR OR M S AcAT I R ML ARAT IR SN 1 XU i B Ip ) 5 1B HUAF BT L (LDR) B it s P A RS R
B AENEARIT IR AN E XS BT S AR bR . B G Prak A 1SS RN 7 Fh ()BT, WT LU HY 7 2 e i
BAZE 5, AR [A] R G SR AT PR SCRRAR DT BT IR I3 A G sl 1k IR ) 5t 2 AR AR

2) SIBRFFRREA: W RE R E S BB ISR L R R DR, W RUKILE 2008 SERIMVARATIT 46T
JEGEPHIETF ML 55 2 )5, 4E 2010~2012 SEIESFAENL 55 A AL T — MR APIRES, PO RHZ R IR A0 14T
26 JE AT AR AR S, PRI A RANE 7 hR) . ERIBRRFRIEASS, BASCIRIAEE, 5
HI SO TS5 1B PR FF— 20

4.4.4. WEMERENIS

TE AR AT A5 B 5 PAE SR AL PR R Bh M XU B SIUE R T Fp AT BEAFAE — S8 P AR M ) i, X e py A4
I R AT R 5 e BB T 25 SR AR PR TR, DRI, RSO B IR A (numben) (E Dy T B AR &, SREL
T AR B F R P AR ) AT A

T2 8 h)FISE A&, 55— B L HEASE number 5% P IESLRIE 1%/KF EREIFMX, %
8 FEHQR)FIFR, B _NBARA TAEEBGIEANAENEZ )G, B ER R R AT s S
BRIl TE REE 5%/KF E R E Ao, Hit—0x TR ST A AR 55 1V K5
Zny LM I F Gt ek s st Ry B2, R TADERERA G, £ TAETEERMITT, 512)
(1145 FE 3 BAAE B2 B 7= TR SR AT SR X ARAT (038 3 1 XU A7 1 2 1) AR 8

Table 8. Results of endogeneity test
8. NEMKRIEER

o 1) 2
Coefficient
CASR LMI
—26.149**
CASR (-1.97)
number 0.001™=
(8.32)
Ln Size —0.004*** 0.614%**
— (-4.57) (7.40)
0.001 0.041
NPLR (1.11) (0.45)
0.001 0.102%**
DAR (1.63) (3.01)
0.000 0.005
ROE (0.63) (0.46)
-0.000 -0.033
GGDP (~1.04) (-1.23)
—0.000*** —0.026**
GM2 (-3.43) (-2.32)
0.002 —16.467%**
~cons (0.06) (-4.93)
Observation 223 223
R-squared 0.286 0.354
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445 REREMEE
G FEAHRAT 4% 18 [ 45 Al E 45 1 (nation) #E4T 20 28, (H 5 FEBIIRAEERAT AR B %, Rk
HANAEEA AT, SRR R E 9.

Table 9. Heterogeneity test results
9. REMEIER

) 1) 2
Variables
Nation =0 Nation =1

~12.060* 6.633
CASR (-1.81) (-1.27)

. 1.770 0.404
Ln_Size (1.98) (2.25)
0.141 0.120

NPLR (0.88) (1.49)
0.100 0.032

DAR (1.35) (157)
0.025 0.010

ROE (1.51) (1.56)
0.006 0.001

GGDP (0.33) (0.05)
0.010 -0.010

GM2 (0.34) (~1.50)
cons -31.799 -8.063

- (-2.02) (-2.59)

Observation 154 69

R-squared 0.279 0.745

MEERATCLE Y, BRI AT AR A HRAT I B8 U 2R A0 I (B U R By B, (R A RAT (5 08
PIEIF AL (CASR) I FE M A BN B35, 3R B R ML ARAT AR A R ML ARAT 72 5% BLAZ /KT T et it
E DT IR TR 2 PR ARAT B sl Ik RS, o A (A R AT P T3 3 T W D3 AR 20 PR T 5L i B8 IR IE B 1Y
JRBRAE: » S RS A fE B 2 A L B T s AR 20 BCRE 77, DRI B AT BRAT (R R ROR B B3
5. GRSEN
51. MiR&4R

RSB 3R T N TR A PR IC R BORR, IRANIR T 15 DT8P USR0S RV AR AT S P XU R 5
Wi o SR AT 4 REW]: O EETIESRC RS A AR L ARAT A E XS, HAE B i AR B DL K
T BRRFIRREAS J 45 AR IR AR A, EORAS DB N A=k il @ R B A HRAT 72 R HIE 658 ISR A PR IRL )
PR 77 AR T A HRAT ORI &2, XA RE2 1 TR EA ST AT S h o RIE, R R
B R A5 DR P SR AL S LR Ui
5.2. MREWL

5.2.1. FEEHRMSESFNH ML MEITHLE
M ARAT NAZ 45 & Tz R LA B S SR, Bt SRR B E ST U A7 i, Ll Wi i 1 4 7 530
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PR RIS, DI ILAC 7 /K, A R R s A st R s e AR 51 g . RAT 2L A
AREBL I BAFRMC. HBUZ S KRB TSR, BREP AR, [ Bk 51 7 BEAT
PR R A VAL, DARR RS T XU

5.2.2. EEHRFEF LR IAER

BPHER A — MR B T, REMART . e REARSESMEEIMILRZY, %X
FRESR A SRR R, 25 B3B8 AT REAFAEXT BT ISR AL S ORA 2 o A8 TR O, 7
WARATAEHEAT DR UE IR, BE i BEAT @, MG BT IR ™ i iR, KRR E i
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