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A bstract. By m id 2004,theBaselCom m ittee on Banking Supervision (BCBS)is

expected to launch its�nalrecom m endationson m inim um capitalrequirem entsin

the banking industry.Although there is the intention to arrive at capitalcharges

which concur with econom ic intuition,the risk weight form ulas proposed by the

com m ittee willlack an adequate treatm entofconcentration risksin creditportfo-

lios.The question arises whether this problem can be solved without recourse to

fully-edged portfolio m odels.Sincerecentpracticalexperienceshowsthattherisk

m easureConditionalValue-at-Risk (CVaR)isparticularly wellsuited fordetecting

concentrations,wedevelop thesem i-asym ptoticapproach by Em m erand Taschein

the CVaR context and com pare it with the capitalcharges recently suggested by

the BaselCom m ittee.Both approaches are based on the sam e Vasicek one-factor

m odel.

1 Introduction

From an econom icpointofview,therisksthatarisein a portfolio need to be

covered by a corresponding am ountofcapitalthatisapplied asa cushion to

absorb potentiallosses.The question ofcalculating the risk contributionsof

single assetsin a portfolio correspondsto the problem ofcalculating capital

chargesto coveroccurring lossrisks.Thisallocation issue can be considered

aswellfrom a regulatory aswellasfrom an internalperspective,leading to

capitalchargesperassetby theregulatory and theeconom iccapital,respec-

tively.

Consideringthedi�erentregulationsforcreditrisk,weobservethatin the

currentregulatory regim e(BaselIAccord)alm ostno risk adjustm entcan be

identi�ed.By m id 2004,the BCBS is expected to launch its �nalrecom -

m endations on new m inim um capitalrequirem entsin the banking industry

(BaselIIAccord).Although thereistheintention to arriveatim proved m ore

risk sensitivecapitalchargesofthecreditrisk bearing assets,therisk weight

form ulasproposed by thecom m itteewilllack an adequatetreatm entofcon-

centration risksin creditportfoliosaswewillshow below.Them ain problem

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0309003v3
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is that the Basle II m odelassum es that allcredits are ofequal,in�nites-

im alsm allexposure,i.e.that the credit portfolio is in�nitely �ne grained.

However,in realworld portfolios,thisbasicassum ption doesnothold.

From an internalperspective,banksare putting high e�ortsinto the de-

velopm entofinternalcreditrisk m odelsthatallow the risk m easurem entof

the portfolio creditrisk.Com prehensiveresearch work hasbeen done to de-

velop m ethodsofhow to calculate risk contributionsin an appropriate way

(see e.g.[4],[7],[9],[11],[12]).However,from a practicalpointofview,the

allocation problem ,i.e.thequestion ofhow thesingleassetscontributeto the

overallportfolio risk,cannot yet be considered as solved.Risks are broken

down in di�erent ways,taking into account correlation e�ects and concen-

tration risk to di�erent extents (see e.g.[3]).Banks thatare using internal

credit risk m odels in m ost cases need enorm ous calculation e�orts to esti-

m atetheoverallportfolio risk and therisk contributionsofsingleassetsand

sub-portfolios.

In this paper,we give a survey on an approach to calculate risk contri-

butionsofsingleassetsin an analyticalway thatavoidscalculation intensive

sim ulation e�orts.Thissem i-asym ptotic approach slightly extendstheBasel

II approach and takes into account concentration e�ects.Thus,it can be

viewed asa bridging to relateregulatory and internalrisk m easurem ent.Ad-

ditionally,itisbased on the new risk m easure ofConditionalValue atRisk

thathasbeen proven to beappropriateforbank widelossrisk m easurem ent

(see forinstance[1],[10],[12]).

The paperis organized asfollows.In Section 2 we briey introduce the

capitalcharges as they are suggested by the BaselCom m ittee.Section 3

presentsthesem i-asym ptoticapproach to capitalchargesin caseofCVaR as

risk m easure.In Section 4weillustratetheboth approacheswith a num erical

exam ple.

2 T he B aselII M odel

W e give a shortpresentation ofthe reasoning thatlead to the currentsug-

gestions by the BaselCom m ittee.In particular,we introduce the so-called

Vasicek one-factor m odelthat was originally proposed in [6]for use in the

forthcom ing ruleson capitalcharges.

W e considera portfolio lossvariableLn thatisde�ned by

Ln = Ln(u1;:::;un) =

nX

i= 1

ui1f
p
�i X +

p
1� �i �i� cig

; (1)

whereui � 0,i= 1;:::;n,denotestheweightortheexposureofassetiin the

portfolio,0< �i < 1and ci � 0,i= 1;:::;n,areconstants,and X ;�1;:::;�n

are independent random variables with continuous distributions.The con-

stantsci arecalled defaultthresholds.They haveto becalibrated in orderto
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�x theprobabilitiesofdefaultoftheassets.Therandom variableX isinter-

preted asthechangeofan econom icfactorthatinuencesalltheassetsin the

portfolio butto di�erentextents.Theso-called assetcorrelation �i m easures

thedegreeofthei-th asset’sexposureto thesystem aticrisk expressed by X .

Therandom variables�i areassum ed to m odeltheidiosyncratic(orspeci�c)

risk ofthe assets.

Equation (1)im pliesthefollowing representation fortheconditionalvari-

anceofthe lossLn given X

var[Ln jX = x]=

nX

i= 1

u
2

i P
�
�i �

ci�
p
�i x

p
1� �i

��
1� P

�
�i �

ci�
p
�i x

p
1� �i

��
: (2)

W e assum e thatthe probabilitiesofdefaultare nottoo sm alland that the

correlationswith the econom ic factorare nottoo high,i.e.in precise term s

thatinfici > � 1 and supi�i < 1.Then from (2)itfollowsthatin case of

independent,identically distributed �1;�2;:::wehave

lim
n! 1

E
�
var[Ln jX ]

�
= 0 ifand only if

1
lim
n! 1

nX

i= 1

u
2

i = 0: (3)

Since

var[Ln]= E
�
var[Ln jX ]

�
+ var

�
E[Ln jX ]

�
; (4)

theconditionalexpectation E[Ln jX ]appearsto bea naturalapproxim ation

ofLn as soon as (3) is ful�lled,i.e.as soon as the concentrations in the

portfolio arenottoo big.Indeed,the approxim ation

Ln � E[Ln jX ] (5)

is fundam entalfor the BaselIIapproach to creditrisk capitalcharges.For

� 2 (0;1)and any random variable Y ,de�ne the �-quantile (orthe Value-

at-Risk (VaR))ofY by

q�(Y ) = VaR �(Y ) = inf
�
y 2 R :P[Y � y]� �

	
: (6)

Note that

E[Ln jX = x]=

nX

i= 1

uiP
�
�i �

ci�
p
�i x

p
1� �i

]: (7)

Sincetheright-hand sideof(7)isadecreasingfunction in x,onethen deduces

from (5)that

q�(Ln) �

nX

i= 1

uiP
�
�i �

ci�
p
�i q1� � (X )
p
1� �i

�
: (8a)

1
O fcourse,here we adm itan additionaldependence ofui on n,i.e.ui = ui;n.
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Assum ing thatthe �i areallstandard norm ally distributed then yields

q�(Ln) �

nX

i= 1

ui�
�ci�

p
�i q1� � (X )
p
1� �i

�
; (8b)

where� denotesthe standard norm aldistribution function.The linearity of

the right-hand side of(8b)in the vector(u1;:::;un)suggeststhe choiceof

BaselIIcharge(i) = ui�
�ci�

p
�i q1� � (X )
p
1� �i

�
(9)

as the capitalrequirem entofasset iin the portfolio with the loss variable

Ln.Up to an adjustm entforthem aturity oftheloan which can beneglected

in the contextofthispaper,(9)isjustthe form ofthe risk weightfunctions

thatwasprovided by the BCBS in [2].

3 C alculating R isk C ontributions w ith the

Sem i-A sym ptotic A pproach

3.1 D e�nition ofsem i-asym ptotic capitalcharges

In the following we review the approach by [5]forthe de�nition ofthe risk

contributionsofsinglecreditassetsifrisk ism easured with Value-at-Risk (or

just a quantile at �xed level).However,we consider here the risk m easure

ConditionalValue-at-Risk which turned out to be m ore attractive from a

conceptualpointofview.W e callourapproach sem i-asym ptoticbecause,in

contrastto BaselIIwhere allexposuresare assum ed to be in�nitely sm all,

wekeep one exposure�xed and letthe otherstend to in�nitely sm allsize.

W e considerhere a specialcase of(1)where �1 = �,c1 = a but�i = �

and ci = c fori> 1,and
P n

i= 1
ui = 1.Additionally,we assum e thatu1 = u

isa constantforalln butthatu2;u3;:::ful�lls(3).

In thiscase,the portfolio losscan be represented by

Ln(u;u2;:::;un) = u1f
p
� X +

p
1� � �� ag +

(1� u)

nX

i= 2

ui1f
p
�X +

p
1� ��i� cg

; (10)

with
P n

i= 2
ui = 1.Transition to the lim it for n ! 1 in (10) leads to the

sem i-asym ptotic percentagelossfunction

L(u) = u1D + (1� u)Y (11)

with D = f
p
�X +

p
1� �� � ag and Y = P

�
� �

c�
p
�x

p
1� �

���
�
x= X

.O fcourse,

a naturalchoice for� m ightbe � = �,the m ean portfolio assetcorrelation.



Calculating Concentration-Sensitive CapitalCharges 5

For�2 (0;1)and any random variableZ,de�ne thetheConditionalValue-

at-Risk (CVaR)(orExpected Shortfall,see[1])atlevel�ofZ by

CVaR �(Z) = E
�
Z jZ � q�(Z)

�
: (12a)

Asby (11)we have

CVaR �(L(u)) = uP[D jL(u)� q�(L(u))]

+ (1� u)E
�
Y jL(u)� q�(L(u))

�
; (12b)

the following de�nition israthernearathand.

The quantity

uP[D jL(u)� q�(L(u))] (13)

is called sem i-asym ptotic CVaR capitalcharge (atlevel�) ofthe loan with

exposure u (aspercentage oftotalportfolio exposure)and defaulteventD as

in (11).

Thecapitalchargeswesuggestin De�nition (13)haveto becalculated sepa-

rately,i.e.foreach assetan own m odeloftype(11)hasto beregarded.This

correspondsto a bottom -up approach sincethetotalcapitalrequirem entfor

theportfolio isdeterm ined by adding up allthecapitalchargesoftheassets.

Note that the capitalcharges ofDe�nition (13) are not portfolio invariant

in the sense of[6].However,in contrast to the portfolio invariant charges,

the sem i-asym ptotic chargestake into accountnotonly correlation butalso

concentration e�ects.In particular,theirdependenceon theexposureu isnot

m erely linear since also the factor P[D jL(u)� q�(L(u))]depends upon u.

De�nition (13)isin line with the generalde�nition ofrisk contributions(cf.

[8],[11])since(11)can be considered a two-assetsportfolio m odel.

3.2 C alculation ofsem i-asym ptotic capitalcharges

IfF0 and F1 denotetheconditionaldistribution functionsofY given 1D = 0

and 1D = 1 respectively,the distribution function ofL(u)isgiven by

P[L(u)� z]= pF1
�z� u

1� u

�
+ (1� p)F0

� z

1� u

�
; (14)

wherep = P[D ]isthedefaultprobability oftheloan underconsideration.By

m eansof(14),the quantile q�(L(u))can be num erically com puted.Forthe

conditionalprobability which ispartofDe�nition (13),weobtain

P[D jL(u)� z]=
p
�
1� F1(

z� u

1� u

��

P[L(u)� z]
: (15)

Denoteby�2(� ;� ;�)thedistribution function ofthebivariatestandardnorm al

distribution with correlation �.Ifwe assum e thatX and � are independent
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and both standard norm ally distributed,weobtain p= �(a),and can derive

forthe conditionaldistribution functionsfrom (14)that

F1(z)=

(

1� p� 1 �2
�
a;

c�
p
1� ��

� 1
(z)

p
�

;
p
�
�
; z 2 (0;1)

0; otherwise,
(16a)

and

F0(z)=

(

(1� p)� 1 �2
�
� a;�

c�
p
1� ��

� 1
(z)

p
�

;
p
�
�
; z 2 (0;1)

0; otherwise.
(16b)

Let,sim ilarly to thecaseof(16a)and (16b),�3(� ;� ;� ;�)denotethedistribu-

tion function ofthetri-variatestandard norm aldistribution with correlation

m atrix �.De�ne the function g by

g(x;�;z)=
x �

p
1� �� � 1(z)
p
�

(17a)

and the correlation m atrix � �;� by

� �;� =

0

@

1
p
��

p
�

p
�� 1

p
�

p
�

p
� 1

1

A : (17b)

Then,in orderto arrive atCVaR �(L(u)),the conditionalexpectation ofY

given fL(u)� zg from (12b)can be calculated according to

E
�
Y jL(u)� z

�
= P[L(u)� z]

� 1
�

�3
�
c;a;g(c;�;z� u

1� u
);� �;�

�
+

�2
�
c;g(c;�; z

1� u
);
p
�
�
� �3

�
c;a;g(c;�; z

1� u
);� �;�

��

: (17c)

4 N um ericalExam ple

W e illustrate the previousresultsby a num ericalexam ple.In ourfocusisa

portfolio thatisdriven by system atic risk only (the variable Y in (11))and

enlargethisportfolio with an additionalloan (the indicator1D in (11)).

In ourexam ple,the portfolio m odeled by Y hasa quite m oderate credit

standing which is expressed by its expected loss E[Y ]= 0:025 = �(c).By

choosing � = 0:1 asassetcorrelation we arrive ata portfolio with a rather

strongexposuretosystem aticrisk.Forthesakeofsim plicity wechoose� = �,

i.e.the exposure to system atic risk ofthe additionalloan isidenticalto the

exposure ofthe existing portfolio.However,we assum e that the additional

loan enjoysaquitehigh credit-worthinessaswesetp = P[D ]= 0:002= �(a).

Figure 1 illustratesthe relative contribution ofthe new loan to the risk of
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Figure 1:Relative risk contribution ofnew loan asfunction ofthe rel-

ative weightofthe new loan.Com parison ofcontribution to true Con-

ditionalValue-at-Risk (CVaR),and the contributionsaccording to the

BaselIIand BaselIAccords.

theportfoliolossvariableL(u).Thecontribution isexpressed asafunction of

therelativeweightu ofthenew loan in theportfolioand calculated according

to three di�erentm ethods.The �rstofthe depicted m ethodsrelatesto the

relativecontribution totrueportfolioCVaR atlevel�= 99:9% ,de�ned asthe

ratio ofthe contribution to CVaR according to De�nition (13)and portfolio

CVaR,i.e.the function

u 7!
uP[D jL(u)� q�(L(u))]

CVaR �(L(u))
; (18)

where the conditionalprobability hasto be evaluated by m eansof(15)and

(16a).In thedenom inator,CVaR iscalculated according to (12b)and (17c).

M oreover,curvesaredrawn forthe BaselIIapproach,i.e.the function

u 7!
u�

�
a�

p
� q1� � (X )
p
1� �

�

u�
�
a�

p
� q1� � (X )
p
1� �

�
+ (1� u)�

�c�
p
�q1� � (X )
p
1� �

�; (19)
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and the BaselIapproach.The latter approach just entails the diagonalas

risk contribution curvesinceitcorrespondsto purely volum e-oriented capital

allocation.

Notethatin Figure1thetrueCVaR curveintersectsthediagonal(BaselI

curve)justatthe relative weightu� thatcorrespondsto the m inim um risk

portfolioL(u�).TheBaselIIcurvedi�ersstrongly from thetruecontribution

curveand iscom pletely situated below thediagonal.Thisfactcould yield the

m isleadingim pression thatan arbitrarilyhigh exposuretotheadditionalloan

stillim provesthe risk ofthe portfolio.However,asthe true CVaR curve in

Figure1shows,thediversi�cation e�ectfrom poolingwith thenew loan stops

at5.8% relativeweight.

To sum up,itcan be said thatthe exam ple showsa shortcom ing ofthe

new BaselIIcapitalrequirem entrulesasthey arenotsensitiveto concentra-

tions.In addition,theexam plepresentsan intuitivebottom -up approach for

calculating contributionsthatissensitiveto correlation aswellasto concen-

trationsand avoidstim e-consum ing sim ulations.
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