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Carlos and Cespedes
[2002]

Moody’s 1970-2000

0.1

Gordy and Heitfield
[2002]7

Moody’s 1970-1998

S&P 1981-1997

0.0551-0.1114

0.0494-0.0886

Hamerle, Liebig and
Rosch [2003]

S&P 1982-99

0.0391-0.0695%

Bluhm and
Overbeck [2003]

Moody’s 1970-2001

0.1177-0.4251

Dillmann and
Scheule [2003]

53,280 1991-2000

0.002-0.045%

KMV CreditMonitor Database

Lopez [2004] 6,909 3,675 3,255 0.1000-0.5500
-2000

Dietsch and Petey 440,000 1995-2001 0-0.1072

[2004] 280,000 1997-2001 0-0.0652
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20 Carlos and Cespedes [2002] Jakubik [2006]

[2007]%
[ 20]
Gordy and Heitfield [2002]
S&P
A BBB BB B CCC
0.075 0.061 0.089 0.049 0.065
Moody’s
A Baa Ba B Caa
0.055 0.084 0.111 0.067 0.063
Hamerle, Liebig and Rosch [2003] S&P
BB B CCC
0.060 0.045 0.069
Bluhm and Overbeck [2003] Moody’s
Aa A Baa Ba B Caa
0.3150 0.2289 0.1595 0.1300 0.1177 0.4251
Dillmann and Scheule [2003]
Small Medium Large
HR <5M 5-20M Euro | >20M Euro
Euro
A (0<HR<0.01) 0.002 0.007 0.013
B (0.01 < HR < 0.015) 0.010 0.011 0.016
C (0.015 < HR) 0.005 0.016 0.045
Lopez [2004] S&P
0~100M$ | 100~1000M$ | 1000M$~
AAA~BBB- 0.1375 0.1875 0.3250
BB+~B- 0.1250 0.1875 0.2750
CCC+~D 0.1250 0.1750 0.2250

3 [2007]

26



0~200M$ | 200~1000M$ | 1000M$~

AAA~BBB- 0.2250 0.2500 0.4250

BB+~B- 0.2000 0.2500 0.4000

CCC+~D 0.2000 0.2750 0.5550

0~100M$ | 100~1000M$ | 1000M$~

AAA~BBB- 0.1250 0.1250 0.2000

BB+~B- 0.1250 0.1250 0.1750

CCC+~D 0.1250 0.1250 0.1750

Dietsch and Petey [2004]

Large firms SMEs SMEs SMEs Total
>40M Euro | 7-40M Euro 1-7M Euro <1M Euro SMEs
1 0.015 0.0279 0.0295 0.0079 0.0219
2 0 0.0156 0.0195 0.0012 0.0229
3 0.0439 0.0071 0.0061 0.0155 0.0231
4 0.0279 0.0057 0.0095 0.0134 0.0267
5 0.0277 0.0037 0.0098 0.0153 0.0151
6 0 0.0082 0.0147 0.0178 0.0199
7 0 0.0207 0.0208 0.0267 0.0298
8 0 0.1072 0.0279 0.0271 0.0307
Total 0.0221 0.0049 0.0097 0.0154 0.0128
Large firms SMEs SMEs SMEs Total
>40M Euro | 7-40M Euro 1-7M Euro <1M Euro SMEs
1 0.0121 0 0 0 0.0011
2 0.0251 0.0057 0.0133 0.0186 0.0129
3 0 0.0024 0.0129 0.0152 0.0119
4 0.0161 0.0652 0.0142 0.0221 0.0201
5 0.0075 0.0025 0.0202 0.0318 0.0259
6 0.0049 0.0025 0.0062 0.0121 0.0079
7 0.0169 0.0057 0.0197 0.0397 0.0275
8 0 0.0203 0.0262 0.0271 0.0259
Total 0.0145 0.0014 0.0079 0.0123 0.0093

27
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1,000

Ex[p (x)A-p (x))/N,]

(11)
n, 1,000
Dillmann and Scheule [2003]
Gordy and Heitfield [2002] Demey, Jouanin and Roget [2004]
36
t 0.1 0.01
t 10 15 20 30
1,000 10,000
100,000 3 23
[ 23]
— 0.1 21
10 |15 [20 30 10 [15 [20 30 10 |15 [20 30

1,000 ]0.0907{0.0947|0.0984/0.1006| |0.0808/0.0852|0.0893|0.0917

0.0891(0.0928(0.0950(0.0968

10,000 |0.0838{0.0879]0.0901{0.0930| |0.0828|0.0869|0.0891|0.0921

0.0898]0.0933|0.0944|0.0963

100,000 0.0833/0.0870|0.0894/0.0930| |0.0832|0.0869|0.0893|0.0929

0.0898]0.0926{0.0945|0.0964

23

Demey, Jouanin and Roget [2004] t
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22 24

[ 24]
10,000 21
0.2 0.0722 0.0722 0.0682
0.1 0.0419 0.0420 0.0381
0.01 0.0048 0.0048 0.0043
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1985 2005
[ 29
960,980 9,515| 194,377| 175,173| 382,660 1,160 41,960 34,318] 121,817
7,677 59 2,170 1,348 2,853 11 270 248 718
[ 26]
22,384 792,900 145,697
74 6,843 759
[ 27]
2,589 157,260 15,324
2 1,229 117
446 166,599 27,333
2 2,011 157
9,482 293,137 80,041
36 2,407 410
9,254 96,547 16,016
33 641 44
[ 28]
96 100191 95|86 90|81 8|76 80|71 75|66 70|61 65|56 60|51 55
1 13 86 276 1,334| 5,674| 16,031| 39,936| 112,844| 321,609
0 0 0 0 0 1 4 28 200f 1,431
46 50|41 45|36 40|31 35|26 30|21 25|16 20|11 15| 6 10 | O 5
227,151| 137,333| 65,689 20,591 5,585 1,021 196 29 6] 5,577
2,112 1,894 1,254 490 171 36 7 1 0 47
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[ 29
960,980, 112,308| 28,655 381,471 100,924| 150,549| 62,410 31,914| 92,748
7,677 964 184 3,067 637 1,354 434 202 835
[ 30]
47,609 10,537 8,854 15,049 7,953 8,007 14,298 18,237
447 82 59 136 76 59 105 96
14,351 14,342 39,073 27,986 173,982 48,529 20,159 9,406
90 89 305 217 1,589 385 137 60
9,754 9,494 7,865 16,947 13,536 26,999 48,455 11,934
68 56 56 104 84 161 323 69
6,620 19,558 78,828 32,189 5,919 7,436 4,705 5,329
40 160 805 255 47 48 36 32
16,483 24,386 11,507 6,501 8,434 10,963 6,016 33,756
101 189 75 39 50 71 41 310
5,546 9,606 11,033 8,725 7,942 9,968 6,172
47 80 94 72 73 88 71
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