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Abstract

Purpose –The Asian banking system has been appreciated with many distinct qualities including consistent
in profitability. Many studies have examined the profitability of Asian banking sector from diverse
perspectives. However, studies on bank profitability in connection to the capital structure, operating efficiency
and non-interest income are only a few. This study investigates the influence of capital structure as estimated
by leverage ratio and long-term debt, operating efficiency and non-interest income on the profitability of the
banking industry in 28 countries of Asia.
Design/methodology/approach –This paper utilizes fixed effect regression model by involving panel data
with sample of 492 banks from 28 countries of Asia for the time span of 15 years from 2004 to 2018.
Findings – The results confirm that an increase in total debt ratio increases the profit margin of the bank as
supported by the agency cost theory, suggesting that the debt financing increases the profitability of the firm.
In addition, the findings reveal that lowering the operating expenses and managing of costs effectively can
boost the profitability of bank. Furthermore, non-interest income plays a vital role when the interest rates are
lower. Hence the study suggests that a careful investment in this sector can generate income as well as increase
the profit margin of the banking arena.
Originality/value – The paper examines the profitability of bank by including impact of leverage ratio and
long-term debt as a measure of capital structure along with the influence of operational efficiency and
non-interest income which contributes to the understanding of the existing literature.

Keywords Capital structure, Operating efficiency, Non-interest income, Asia

Paper type Research paper

1. Introduction
Profitability in the banking industry is an increasing topic of concern for the policymakers,
shareholders as well as bank authorities. Following the great recession in 2008, the subject
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has gathered a lot of interest from research experts. Numerous studies have intended to
identify aspects that characterize the bank profitability. Empirical evidence reveals the use of
optimal capital structure concept on increasing the profit margin of the banking industry.
Moreover, one of many primary concerns in the field of financial management is the capital
structure, or the blend of debt ratio and equity ratio along with its probable effect on the
performance of firm. A range of arguments have been placed to examine the correlation
between firm profitability and capital structure. However, there has been an extensive debate
regarding the capital structure and its impact on the banking sector as observed in the study
of Modigliani and Miller (1958). Every firm tries to maintain an optimal level of capital to
maximize the profit margin. Again, Meslier et al. (2014) in his study revealed that the bank
profitability is boosted from non-traditional business activities in emerging economies.
Furthermore, operational efficiency is also considered to be an important factor influencing
the bank profitability (Ayayi and Sene, 2010). Hence, this study aims to investigate, to what
extent the capital structure, operational efficiency of a firm and non-interest income influence
the profitability of the banking industry in the context of Asia.

Regarding the relationship of capital structure with the profitability, a number of research
works has beenmade following theM&Mmodel as proposed byModigliani andMiller (1958).
Later on, M&M published a revised paper by including the corporate tax and made a
modification of their hypothesis. From then, numerous investigations have been conducted in
line or in contradiction with theM&Mmodel. However, the capital structure theory explained
by Modigliani and Miller (1958) was mostly based on “perfect capital market”. Later on,
Jensen and Meckling (1976) came with the concept of debt financing and revealed that the
debt financing increases a firm’s profitability. One of the major benefits of debt financing is
the tax shield that it provides which was later proved to contribute largely in the capital
structure theory. Again, pecking order theory proposed byMyers andMajluf (1984) suggests
a firm to utilize their retained earnings first to finance their assets before turning into debt,
eventually safeguarding the firm from the risk of external financing. In addition, prior
literature explains the theory of agency cost proposed by Jensen (1986) which explains the
role of debt financing in solving the internal conflict between firm managers and
stakeholders. Therefore, it is evident that literature suggests a number of contradictory
arguments regarding the use of optimal capital structure on the bank performance.
Therefore, based on the conflicting hypotheses proposed by a number of researchers, this
study finds the interest in analyzing the influence of capital structure on bank performance
by using two measures namely –total debt ratio and long-term debt unlike most of the study
(Rao and Lakew, 2012) which utilized capital asset ratio as a measure of capital structure.

Similarly operating efficiency is considered as a vital factor influencing the bank
profitability. Operating efficiency refers to a firm’s effectivemanagement of expenses. In fact,
operational efficiency is regarded to be the most significant predictors of a bank’s long-term
viability, profitability and productivity (Ayayi and Sene, 2010; Ghosh and Sanyal, 2019),
because the overall performance of a bank is largely dependent on how effectively the
organization is utilizing its resources. However, few prior researches highlighted the
existence of relationship between operational efficiency and bank profitability (Ayalew,
2021). But most empirical research works performed a number of studies discussing the
relationship between operational efficiency and bank stability (Rahman et al., 2021). Some of
the researchers, for instance, Zhang et al. (2013) also claimed a trade-off relationship between
efficiency and soundness of the banking industry. Empirical evidence in the study of
Fiordelisi et al. (2011) also suggest that, advancement in efficiency of bank lessens the
likelihood of default, eventually increasing the marginal profit. Therefore, owing to the
influence of operational efficiency in determining the performance of bank as per prior
evidences, this study draw concentration on analyzing the extent to which operational
efficiency can exert impact on the profitability of banking industry in Asia.
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Apart from this, non-interest income is vital when the rate of interest is lower in a bank.
Since, it is hardly possible for bank to gain profit from such lower rate of interest so most of
the time banks need to depend on non-interest income to earn profit. Furthermore, non-
interest income is a potential means of generating revenue for banks. However, a narrow
study has been made regarding the influence on non-interest income on bank profitability.
Hence, this study aims to undermine the influence of non-interest income in the profitability of
banking industry by considering 492 banks from 28 countries of Asia.

The main purpose of this study is to fill the gap in the research evidence by investigating
the capital structure, non-interest income and operational efficiency that influence the
profitability of the banking industry by taking into account 28 countries of Asia from our
data set. We observe several articles that studied the influence of capital structure on
profitability of bank by centering their attention on low-income emerging economies for
instance, Ethiopia as observed in Ayalew (2021). Again, we observe prior research that made
analysis by focusing on one of the developing countries of Asia for example, Bangladesh
(Rana-Al-Mosharrafa and Islam, 2021). However, to our knowledge, an insignificant and
limited number of researches have been made by taking into account a large number of
countries from Asia that involves a mix blend of both emerging and developed economies.
Moreover, prior studies as observed in Ayalew (2021) considered only the private banking
industry of a specific country. This study considered a total of 492 banks from both private
and public for a total of 28 countries in Asia. In addition, the study implemented total debt to
total asset as a leverage ratio to measure the capital structure rather than considering capital
ratio (CAP) as a substitute of capital structure likemost prior studies utilized (Rao and Lakew,
2012) and trickled the leverage ratio to the long-term debt ratio to gain a complete knowledge
of the subject. Hence, the study disintegrated the capital structure into leverage ratio (total
debt ratio) and long-term debt to establish a clear impact on the profitability. To the best of
our knowledge, a limited number of studies have been made by considering these two factors
as a measure of capital structure, therefore it is worthwhile to consider these two variables
(Sufian and Habibullah, 2009).

Prior studies narrowed their interest on identifying the influence of only capital structure
on bank profitability (Ayalew, 2021), while some laid their interest on analyzing the influence
of non-interest income on profitability (Hossain and Ahamed, 2021). But, a limited study has
been made in considering the influence of capital structure, operational efficiency and non-
interest income altogether on the profitability of the banking industry. Therefore, the study
feels the urge of centering the attention in considering the influence of these factors on a
bank’s profit margin in the context of Asian countries. In addition, to examine the credibility
of the findings, the study considers an alternative measure of bank profitability by creating
two segments as an additional analysis. Furthermore, the research considers a total of 492
banks from 28 Asian countries and further takes into account a time span of 15 years from
2004 to 2018 which covers some major changes in financial markets due to the global
recession of 2007/2008. Lastly, the study includes a fixed effect regression model which
considers both cross sectional and time series data while some studies utilized cross-sectional
technique to analyze the influence on bank profitability. Hence, we conclude that the purpose
of the study add new insights to the existing literature by filling in the gaps.

The remaining of the paper is structured as follows: section 2 portrays review of literature
and development of hypothesis. Section 3 discusses the methodology of the research.
Section 4 outlines the analysis and results of the study. Section 5 concludes the study.

2. Background and hypotheses development
Empirical research evident an extensive debate regarding the influence of capital structure
on the value of the firm (Modigliani and Miller, 1958). There are some investigations that
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criticized the M&M model as outdated (Eckbo, 1986; Smith and Warner, 1979), leading to
an erroneous assumptions in their theory. However, majority recognized that the M&M’s
initial hypotheses are distinctive and the foundation for future corporate finance debate,
conflicts, and study. Following M&M’s efforts, the “classical” theory of the capital
structure and the performance of the firm underwent significant advancement (Myers,
2001). Hence, the M&M hypotheses are widely mentioned as standards in the study of
capital structure (Myers, 2001). Afterward, M&M issued a revision paper that included the
presence of corporate tax and hence modified one of the hypotheses of their prior work. By
this way, they introduced a unique theory of corporate finance that reveals that, because of
having a “tax shield advantage”, the debt has incentive over equity (Modigliani andMiller,
1963). Following then, Miller (1977) addressed the effect of debt finance rather than equity
on the development value of the firm by evaluating variations in the value of the firm and
corporate taxation and including the taxation effect of the financial gains together with
corporation taxes in the framework of the US corporate enterprises in a research. Later on,
a number of investigations have been made in compliance or to contradict the preliminary
research of M&M.

As per Harris and Raviv (1991), a number of theories related to the capital structure
centered on modifying the hypotheses of the previous model of M&M. For instance, the
agency cost theory reveals conflicting consequences of debt on profitability. The result is
positive when equity is considered between shareholders andmanagers. Again, when debt
is considered, the effect is negative between lenders and shareholders (Kebewar and Shah,
2012). However, Jensen and Meckling (1976) identifies that agency conflict arises between
shareholders and managers when there exists separate ownership structure and
controlling power of a firm. The reason is, since the managers owe only a limited
portion from the marginal gain, they try to use shareholder’s cash to fulfill their causes
(Ayalew, 2021). Nevertheless, Harris and Raviv (1991) reveal that debt financing
minimized the amount of surplus cash to managers since the firm is obliged to make a
periodic payment to the bondholders, which is advantageous for solving the conflict. The
investigation complies with Barclay et al. (1995), that the agency cost of equity is
minimized when debt is utilized over equity. However, as per Harris and Raviv (1991), debt
grants stockholders an advantage to utilize the cash obtained from the bondholders in
riskier projects, leading to a contradiction between shareholders and creditors. On the
other hand, the pecking order theory identified by Myers (1984) and Myers and Majluf
(1984) reveals a unique concept of capital structure. The theory suggests that business
utilizes their existing internal capabilities at first before turning to debt. In fact, as per the
theory, raising equity is the last option. Furthermore, the theory examines that the number
of debt financing diminishes as the firm grows more profitable. However, according to
Frank and Goyal (2003), there is no empirical support for the idea. Nevertheless, these
theories have encouraged several researchers to analyze the influence of capital structure
on bank profitability and hence, later on, a study revealed negative influence of debt ratio
on profit margin in Ethiopian banking sector (Birru, 2016). However, Demirg€uç-Kunt and
Huizinga (1999) revealed a statistical positive relationship between the capital structure
and the profitability, signifying banks which are well-capitalized tends to have lesser
default rates and can minimize costs thus enhancing the profitability. The findings are
consistent with (Adesina et al., 2015; Anafo et al., 2015). Hence, we can hypothesize that:

H1. Total debt ratio increases the bank profitability.

H2. Long-term debt increases the bank profitability.

The influence of income diversification on bank profitability remains a mystery, despite that an
intensive controversy has raged over the subject for the past decade. Income diversificationmay
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bedefined as a bank’s effort tominimize its concentration on interest income derived by debtors’
loans (Tolangga and Ulpah, 2021). As per Elsas et al. (2010), non-traditional operations might
provide higher incentive to banks with a varied portfolio of income. Those opportunities come
from effective allocation of resources from the internal financing mechanisms, greater usage of
the economies of scale and premium quality in comparison to the competition. Additionally,
Goddard et al. (2008) identifies that there is a minimal susceptibility to individual risk for the
banks that have a major income diversification, reinforcing the financial system. Moreover,
Chiorazzo et al. (2008) looked into the Italian banking sector and Elsas et al. (2010) examined the
banking sector of developed nations and revealed that the bank profitability is positively
influenced by the diversified income. However, the latent cost of varying income sources may
exceed the value achieved (Tolangga and Ulpah, 2021). The problems related to the agency
conflict as addressed by Goddard et al. (2008) revealed that a conflict of interest arises when
managers attempt to gain greater returns through incomediversification by engaging heavily in
more risky projects rather than accomplishing what shareholders expect. Furthermore, Stiroh
(2004) identifies that the revenues obtained from varying sources are more uncertain than
conventional activities that generate less revenue. Nevertheless, Meslier et al. (2014), in his study
related to the developing economy investigates that the bank profitability is strengthened by a
move toward non-traditional businesses and international banks gain more from variation than
state banks. Nguyen et al. (2012) further examines that banks in South Asia having greater
market dominance are more sustainable and provide a more extensive portfolio of income.
Therefore, the empirical study of diversified income ratio on developed and developing economy
allows us to draw the following hypothesis in the context of Asian country:

H3. Non-interest income ratio increases the bank profitability.

Operational efficiency illustrates the capability of management to regulate expenditures.
Specific factors such as knowledgeable and skillful workers, utilization of capital (Gupta and
Raman, 2020), technological input (Mohapatra and Mohanty, 2017) all had a role in the firm’s
operational efficiency. Moreover, financial institutions such as bank provides premium
banking services by maintaining lower level of operating cost, exhibiting operational
efficiency (Allen and Rai, 1996; Jimborean and Brack, 2010). In addition, Ayayi and Sene
(2010) and Ghosh and Sanyal (2019) examines operational efficiency which is regarded to be
the most significant predictors of a bank’s long-term viability, profitability and productivity.
Furthermore (Adam et al., 2018; Ch, n.d.; Christaria andKurnia, 2016), demonstrates that bank
profitability significantly enhances when a bank adopts limited operational cost. However,
past research studies highlight an association between operational efficiency and
profitability that is both negative and noteworthy (Alexiou and Sofoklis, 2009;
Athanasoglou et al., 2008; Trujillo-Ponce, 2013; Zafar et al., 2016) whereas (Olson and
Zoubi, 2011), in his study examines that the operational efficiency in the banking industry of
Middle East and North Africa (MENA) regions has negligible influence on the profit margin
of bank. Therefore, we can hypothesize that:

H4. Operational efficiency enhances the profitability of bank.

3. Methodology
We employed panel data estimations to investigate the influence of capital structure, non-
interest income and operational efficiency on the profitability of banking industry in 28
countries of Asia. We constructed panel data since it considers both cross-sectional and
time series data. The estimated model utilized in this research conforms with (Gebrayel
et al., 2018; Mercier-Suissa et al., 2018; Salloum et al., 2019; Salloum et al., 2015).
Additionally, panel data estimations incorporates panel and bank-specific influences that
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account for consistent heterogeneity across time and are involved in randomized element,
therefore leading to an efficient result (Arellano and Bover, 1995). Furthermore, this
econometric model permits examination of dynamic effects that are frequently hard to
establish applying cross-sectional or time-series studies (Athanasoglou et al., 2008).

This study is conducted with a sample of 492 banks from 28 countries of Asia consisting of
the banking sector and having a total of 7,425 observations for the time span of 15 years from
2004 to 2018. In addition, the study consists of only banking industry and excludes non-financial
sector for avoiding any regulatory biases. Table 1 contains the list of 28 countries from Asia
along with the number of banks that were studied for each country. Moreover, we consider the
banks having positive net equity to avoid the risk of bankruptcy. However, the information
utilized in the study is compounded from a variety of sources; for instance, Fitch Connect,
DataStream,World Bank data and company annual published data. Nevertheless, the format of
the panel data is strongly balanced, reflecting that the time points are equal for every panel and
non-existence of gaps in between the time series.

Existing literature used various measures of profitability. The market values are harder to
achieve which is why many past investigations have employed book value as indicators of
profitability for instance returnonasset (ROA), returnon equity (ROE), net interestmargin (NIM)
and earnings per share (EPS). For instance (Ercegovac et al., 2020; Flamini et al., 2009; Obamuyi,
2013), consideredROAasameasure of profitabilitywhile (Abor, 2005; Rachdi, 2013; Soana, 2011;
Yao et al., 2018) utilized both ROA as well as ROE to estimate profitability. Moreover, few
researchers considered NIM ratio to measure profitability along with ROA and ROE (Niresh,
2012). Due to considerably lower equity of banks in emerging countries, ROA is the most often
used indicator of bankprofitability (Flamini et al., 2009; Saona, 2016). This study utilizes ROAas
the prime measure of bank profitability. ROA is computed as the ratio of net income to total
assets. However, ROE, as another indicator of profitability has been considered for robustness
check in the analysis.

Table 2 summarizes the explanatory variables and the control variables along with their
related computations. The prime explanatory variables is the leverage ratio and the long-term
debt ratio (LDTA) which is used to measure the capital structure and investigate their
influence on the profitability of the banking industry in 28 countries of Asia. These measures
have been employed as explanatory drivers of profitability in prior research (Anafo et al.,
2015; Musah, 2018; Salim and Yadav, 2012; Samuel and Samuel, 2018; Siddik et al., 2017).

To measure the influence of control variables on the profitability of the banking sector,
bank size, operational efficiency, credit risk has been considered. We estimated bank size

Serial no. Country name Number of banks Serial no. Country name Number of banks

1 China 47 15 United Arab Emirates 17
2 Saudi Arabia 12 16 Malaysia 10
3 Taiwan 20 17 Indonesia 43
4 Japan 85 18 Palestine 5
5 Qatar 9 19 Turkey 12
6 Bangladesh 30 20 Kazakhstan 6
7 Bahrain 8 21 Philippines 14
8 Jordan 15 22 Lebanon 6
9 Kuwait 11 23 Russia 12
10 Pakistan 21 24 Thailand 11
11 Sri Lanka 11 25 Colombia 9
12 Oman 8 26 Cyprus 3
13 Vietnam 13 27 Singapore 3
14 India 41 28 Israel 10

Table 1.
List of countries and
number of banks
selected
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by the natural logarithm of total assets which is denoted as ln(TA) as suggested by Adusei
(2015) and Ali and Puah (2019). Furthermore, an efficient banking industry raises the
profitability rate of that sector. Hence, to estimate the operational efficiency of the banking
industry, the ratio of non-interest expense to total assets has been considered which
conforms to (Ahmed et al., 2021). However, Ayalew (2021) estimated cost to income ratio as
a measure of operational efficiency of bank. In addition, being a significant driver of bank
profitability, we estimate credit risk as the ratio of loans to total assets, complyingwith (Ali
and Puah, 2019; Ayalew, 2021; Rana-Al-Mosharrafa and Islam, 2021).

Apart from our control variables, the study further investigates the influence of non-
interest income and CAP on the bank profitability. The non-interest income is estimated by
the ratio of non-interest income to total assets proxied as NII ratio which is similar with
(Hossain and Ahamed, 2021; Mkadmi et al., 2021). Moreover, the CAP, proxied as CAP is
computed by the ratio of total equity to total assets to analyze the influence of adequate
capital in determining the profitability of the Asian banking industry. Lastly, we include
dummy variable year and country to account for any variations during the time span of
the study.

The dependent variable ROA is computed by the ratio of net income after tax to total
assets. The greater value of ROA, the more profitable a firm is (Ali and Puah, 2019;
Ercegovac et al., 2020).

The study employs panel data estimations and establishes the following econometric
model for fulfilling the objective of the study:

ROA ¼ β0 þ β1Leverage Ratioþ β2SIZE þ β3LDTAþ β4NII ratio

þ β5Operating efficiencyþ β6CAP þ β7Credit riskþ Year Dummies

þ Country Dummiesþ εit

Variables Measure References Expected outcome

ROA Measure of bank profitability,
computed by the ratio of net
income after tax to total assets

Ercegovac et al. (2020), Flamini
et al. (2009), Obamuyi (2013)

ROE Measure of bank profitability,
computed by the ratio of net
income after tax to total equity

Abor (2005), Rachdi (2013),
Soana (2011), Yao et al. (2018)

Leverage
Ratio

Computed by the ratio of total debt
to total assets

Ayalew (2021), Mkadmi et al.
(2021)

þ

SIZE Bank size, computed by the natural
logarithm of total assets ln(TA)

Adusei (2015), Ali and Puah
(2019)

þ/�

LDTA Long-term debt, computed by the
ratio of total long-term debt to total
assets

Anafo et al. (2015), Ayalew
(2021), Salim and Yadav (2012),
Samuel and Samuel (2018)

þ

NII ratio Non-interest income ratio,
computed by the ratio of non-
interest income to total assets

Hossain and Ahamed (2021),
Mkadmi et al. (2021)

þ

Operating
Efficiency

Computed by the ratio of non-
interest expense to total assets

Ahmed et al. (2021) þ

CAP Capital ratio, computed by the ratio
of total equity to total assets

Rana-Al-Mosharrafa and Islam
(2021), Shrieves and Dahl (1992)

þ

Credit Risk Computed by the ratio of net loans
to total assets

Ali and Puah (2019), Rana-Al-
Mosharrafa and Islam (2021)

þ/�
Table 2.

Variable description
and measures
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ROE ¼ β0 þ β1Leverage Ratioþ β2SIZE þ β3LDTAþ β4NII ratio

þ β5Operating efficiencyþ β6CAP þ β7Credit riskþ Year Dummies

þ Country Dummiesþ εit

Where,

ROA and ROE are measures of bank profitability;

Leverage Ratio is the measure of debt ratio as a proxy of capital structure;

SIZE measures the bank size or ln(TA);

LDTA measure long-term debt as a proxy of capital structure;

NII ratio measure non-interest income to total assets;

Operating efficiency is measured as the ratio of non-interest expense to total assets;

CAP is the capital ratio measured as equity to total assets;

Credit risk is measured as the ratio of loans to total assets;

εit is included as error term for the equation.

4. Data analysis
The study aims to investigate the influence of capital structure, operational efficiency and non-
interest income ratio on the profitability of Asian banking sector. In this study, we employed
panel data estimations. The panel datamodel is constructed by utilizing both the cross sectional
and time series observations. Nevertheless, the format of our data model is strongly balanced,
suggesting that the time points are equal for every panel and non-existence of gaps in between
the time series. Hence, the study avoids the use of pooled OLS regression model. We used
Hausman specification test also termed as Durbin–Wu–Hausman (DWH) to verify which
regression model is appropriate for the study. Numerous empirical research have been
attempted in the past to ascertain whether the FE or RE model should be assessed using the
Hausman test, specifically when evaluating performance of the bank. The Hausman
specification test demonstrates a consistent difference in coefficients, indicating that the fixed
effect regression model is appropriate for both the dependent variables in this investigation. In
addition, we use a modified Wald test for group-wise heteroscedasticity to see if there is any
unequal dispersion. Furthermore, we use the Wooldridge auto-correlation test to see if our
regression model has any first-order auto correlation.

Table 3 summarizes the explanatory and control variables alongwith thedependent variable
utilized in the study. The dependent variable ROA and ROE averages on 0.010 and 0.101 where
the mean value of ROA is greater than the mean of Rana-Al-Mosharrafa and Islam (2021) and
having a standard deviation of 0.009. Considering the prime explanatory variables, leverage
ratio and LDTAas ameasure of capital structure depicts amean of 7.2%and 3.6%anddeviates
0.08 and 0.05 from their respective mean values. However, keeping a close look at other
variables, the non-interest expense ratio or the average of operational efficiency reaches
to�0.023 where it deviates 1.6% from their mean value. In terms of credit risk, we observe that
themeanvalue is near to 57%which ismuchgreater than (Ali andPuah, 2019),while thevalue is
less in compared to the findings of Rana-Al-Mosharrafa and Islam (2021). Lastly, observing the
mean value of CAP,we examine that the adequacy ratio averages on�62.13 which is much less
than the findings observed in Rana-Al-Mosharrafa and Islam (2021). On an average, the non-
interest income (NII ratio) remains 1.4% during the time span of 15 years from 2004 to 2018.
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The pairwise correlation test is performed to determine how closely dependent and
independent variables are related. Figure 1 portrays the degree of correlation between the
dependent and explanatory variables. Considering the prime explanatory variables in the
study, leverage ratio has a positive significant association with both the dependent variables.
Similarly, LDTA exerts a positive significant correlation with the dependent variables. This
signifies that an expansion in debt position is accompanied by an increase in profit; the larger
the overall debt, themore profitable the firm is. However, taking a close look at other variables
for instance, operational efficiency, which seems to exhibit a negative association with the

Variable Observations Mean Std. Dev. Min Max

ROA 6,346 0.010 0.009 �0.029 0.049
ROE 6,351 0.101 0.082 �0.372 0.321
Leverage Ratio 6,429 0.072 0.084 0.000 0.617
LDTA 6,425 0.036 0.051 0.000 0.323
NII ratio 6,345 0.014 0.011 �0.047 0.092
Operating Efficiency 6,367 �0.023 0.016 �0.099 0.708
CAP 6,429 �62.130 4988.487 �399982.000 0.412
Credit Risk 6,295 0.573 0.136 �0.069 1.000
SIZE 6,494 22.855 1.951 �2.795 28.887

Note(s): This table represents summary statistics of the two measures of bank profitability ROA and ROE,
leverage ratio, long-term debt ratio (LDTA), non-interest income ratio (NII ratio), operating efficiency, capital
ratio (CAP), credit risk and size of bank (SIZE). The ROA is estimated for 6,346 observations; the ROE is
estimated for 6,351 observations; the leverage ratio is estimated for 6,429 observations; the long-term debt ratio
(LDTA) is estimated for 6,425 observations; the non-interest income ratio (NII ratio) is estimated for 6,345
observations; the Operating Efficiency is estimated for 6,367 observations; the capital ratio (CAP) is estimated
for 6,429 observations; the credit risk is estimated for 6,295 observations; the bank size (SIZE) is estimated for
6,494 observations

Table 3.
Descriptive statistics

Figure 1.
Pairwise correlation
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dependent variable ROA. This correlation contradicts with the statement, that an efficient
management of costs can boost the profitability of banking industry. In addition, Figure 1
highlights the positive and significant correlation between CAP and the dependent variables,
implying that the more buffer capital a firm acquires, the more profitability of the banking
industry can be advanced. Since having an adequate capital safeguard a firm frommonetary
distress, hence buffer capital can help a firm achieve profitable position. However, credit risk
is found to have a negative correlation with the dependent variables. The variable credit risk
can be utilized tomeasure and quantify the likelihood of financial catastrophe by diminishing
the asset quality and improving the loss of loan, lessening the profitability of the banking
industry in countries of Asia.

Overall, we did not find any high correlation in between the variables as predicted. High
correlation coefficients highlight significant linear connections among variables, implying
the presence of greater multicollinearity.

Table 4 highlights the influence of explanatory variables and the control variables on the
profitability of banking industry of 28 countries from Asia. The prime explanatory variables
in the study are the twomeasures of capital structure which are proxied as leverage ratio and
LDTA. Considering the leverage ratio, it is observed that a negative significant influence
exists on bank profitability in model 2, while proceeding toward model 5 and model 6 we
observe a positive significant relationship at 10% level of significance.

The findings of the study is consistent with Ayalew (2021), signifying that an expansion in
debt position is accompanied by an increase in profit; the larger the overall debt, the more
profitable the firm is. Hence, the regression results accept the hypothesis (H1), suggesting that
the total debt ratio or simply the leverage ratio increases the profitability of the banking sector of
Asian countries. Moreover, utilizing debt financing to finance the assets and operations of a firm
eventually increases the profit of any financial institution. Furthermore, the analysis reveals the
relationship of LDTA with the profitability of bank and portrays that a positive significant
relation with ROA in model 2 at 1% level of significance. However, no statistical significant
relationship is observed between the twovariables in othermodels except formodel 2. Hence, the
findings of the study contradict with the hypothesis (H2) that long term debt increases the
profitability. Nevertheless, the total debt ratio is found to influence the profitability in a positive
manner. In fact, the findings imply that the financial institutions which are profitable tends to
rely much more on adopting debt financing as their major source of funding rather than equity
financing to meet any of their financial targets. Hence, the results of the regression analysis
reveals that the findings contradict the pecking order theory by prioritizing debt financing to
finance the operations in the Asian banking industry.

Taking a close look at other variables, Table 4 reveals that the non-interest income ratio (NII
ratio) exerts a positive significant influence on the profitability of bank. They exhibit level of
significance at 1% level from model 3 to model 6, respectively. The findings of the study
complies with Hossain and Ahamed (2021), suggesting the significance of non-interest income.
Non-interest income is vitalwhen the rate of interest is lower in a bank. Since, it is hardlypossible
for bank to gain profit from such lower rate of interest, somost of the time banks need to depend
on non-interest income to earn profit. Furthermore, non-interest income is a potential means of
generating revenue for banks and that careful distribution of resources in this sector might
boost both the income and the profitability of the banking arena ofAsian countries (Hossain and
Ahamed, 2021). Hence, the regression results accept the hypothesis (H3), signifying that the
profitability of the banks are strengthened from non-traditional business activities.

However, taking into consideration another control variable, for instance, operational
efficiency which exerts a statistical positive significant influence on the bank profitability
where the impact is seen to rise from model 4 to model 6 substantially at 1% level of
significance. Operational efficiency illustrates a bank’s effective management in trying to
keep the expense level at a lower rate while yielding greater profits. Apart from that, hiring of
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new staff members and extending the branches might boost operating costs but it generates
more revenues simultaneously. Hence, the regression results accept the hypothesis (H4),
indicating that the operational efficiency increases the profitability of bank. Moreover, the
findings of the study are consistent with the investigation of Ayalew (2021) and Hossain and
Ahamed (2021).

As per our predicted expectations, CAP is found to influence the profitability of the bank
in a statistically positive significant way at 1% level of significance as observed in model 5
and model 6, respectively. Greater capital safeguards banks against the danger of losing
money on hazardous ventures. In fact, greater capital acts as a shield against any poor
financial catastrophes. Additionally, a banking institution having sufficient buffer capital
gets opportunity to make investment and earn a profit margin. Since borrowing funds from
external sources create an adverse effect on the performance of bank that’s why holding
buffer capital help a bank gain financial strength and remain in a stable position. However,
the findings of the study contradict with Rana-Al-Mosharrafa and Islam (2021), that a bank
holding over capital waste potential investment opportunities. Finally, the credit risk is found
to have no statistical significant impact on the profitability of the banking sector in 28
countries of Asia as analyzed in the study.

4.1 Robustness check
To check robustness, following Ayalew (2021), we include ROE as an alternative measure of
bank profitability. The study contains analysis of 492 banks from 28Asian countries. However,
for robustness analysis, we divide them into two segments namely –Middle East countries and
Non-middle east countries. By considering 12Middle East countries from our data set, we re-run
the regression model using fixed effect. Table 5 depicts the regression results for Middle East
countries. We observe consistent results for almost all variables except for bank size, credit risk
and capital ratio. In verifying the relationship between bank size and ROE, we observe a
statistical positive association at 1% level. As per the theory of size-profitability, major banks
are coupledwith larger scale economies in operations, leading to increased profit marginAli and
Puah (2019). Hence, the findings in Table 5 imply that the banking industries of countries in
Middle East are efficient enough to gain economies of scale which would further lead to
increased profitability. However, Table 4 did not show any significance of bank size on
profitability. Concerning the influence of capital ratio on bank performance, Table 5
demonstrates a statistical negative influence at 1% level. The reason is, over capitalization
and adequate funds of a bank implies underutilized investment potentials as argued by
Angbazo (1997) and Goddard et al. (2008). Hence, the findings are not consistent with the
regression analysis in Table 4 since the influence of capital ratio on the profitability measure
ROA has been positively significant as observed in model 5 and model 6, respectively. Hence,
when we consider only the Middle East region, the findings does not conforms to the previous
regression results (Table 4). In addition, Table 5 indicates the positive significant relationship
between credit risk and bank profitability at 5% level. This implies that due to having a better
loan criteria, bank credit risk can impose a positive influence on the stability of the banking
industry, eventually rising the profit margin in Middle East banking sector. Nevertheless, no
significant relationship has been found between these two variables when analyzing the
regression with dependent variable ROA in Table 4. Furthermore, taking a close look at other
variables, for instance operational efficiency which exhibits greater coefficient with ROE in
compared to the regression findings of Table 4. The similar case is observed in non-interest
income ratio where the coefficients are larger than the previous results (Table 4).

To examine the credibility of the study, the robustness analysis has been conducted
precisely into two segments. Table 6 portrays the regression analysis using fixed effectmodel
by considering the countries which are not located in the Middle East region from our data
set. Considering the twomeasures of capital structure, we observe that the findings are robust
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with the previous regression analysis (Table 4). Indeed the leverage ratio has greater
coefficients with ROE as opposed to ROA. Moreover, the results in Table 6 depict that bank
size and profitability has statistical positive relationship at 1% level in all models. Hence, the
findings conform to the size-profitability arguments suggested by Ali and Puah (2019). In
addition, it can also be observed that this results does not differ with that of Table 5.
Therefore, the banking industry of both Middle East and non-Middle East countries are
efficient in gaining economies of scale and improve their profit margin. Concerning the
association between credit risk and bank performance, a statistical negative influence has
been depicted (Table 6). The reason is, due to having a poor loan criteria in the banking
industry of non-Middle East countries, credit risk may impose a detrimental influence on the
stability of the banking industry, diminishing the profit margin. This finding contradicts the
regression results for Middle East countries (Table 5), as a favorable influence of credit risk
has been observed on driving the bank profit. Nevertheless, the relationship between capital
ratio and bank profitability has been positive as per Table 6. Therefore, the findings resemble
the previous regression results as observed in Table 4, and thus assure the robustness of our
findings. Taking a close look at other explanatory variables, for instance, both the operational
efficiency and the non-interest income ratio of non-Middle Eastern banking sector follow
similar pattern like that of Middle East countries and therefore exhibits greater coefficient
with ROE in compared to previous regression analysis (Table 4).

5. Conclusions and implications
The objective of this study is to investigate to what extent the capital structure, non-interest
income and operational efficiency influence the profitability of the banking industry in 28
countries of Asia by consisting a total of 492 banks Although a number of studies have been
made regarding the bank profitability, there has been a narrow research made by
constituting the capital structure and the operating efficiency along with the control variable
non-interest income (NII ratio) to examine their impact on the profit of the banking arena.
However, to analyze the influence of the prime explanatory variables and the control
variables on the profitability, the study employs fixed effect regression model after
conducting the Hausman specification test. The study considers two main measures of
capital structure, i.e. leverage ratio and LDTA as the prime explanatory variable. The study
further considers other control variables which includes the influence of the operational
efficiency, non-interest income ratio (NII ratio), CAP and the credit risk. The statistical
findings of the study reveal that the leverage ratio has a positive significant influence on the
profitability of the banking sector. The results confirm that an expansion in debt position is
accompanied by an increase in profit; the larger the overall debt, the more profitable the bank
can be in countries of Asia. In fact, the findings are in line with the agency cost theory and
contradict the pecking order theory that suggests prioritizing retained earnings to finance the
company assets. However, the LDTA does not seem to have any influence on the profitability
hence reject the hypothesis. Furthermore, we look into the influence of the operational
efficiency on the profitability and reveals that the impact is positive and significant. The
findings imply that bank profitability substantially enhances when a bank adopts limited
operational cost. Considering the non-interest income (NII ratio), it is highlighted that they
exert a positive significant influence on the profitability of banking sector, indicating that a
careful distribution of resources in this sector might boost the both the income and the
profitability of the banking arena of Asian countries. Additionally, it is found that the CAP
influences the profit margin in a statistically positive significant way, while the credit risk is
found to have no influence on the profitability.

Overall, this study adds knowledge to the literature concerning the profitability of the firm
inAsian countries by providing some new yet valuable insights. Our findings are relevant for
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numerous reasons. Firstly, we combine the influence of capital structure along with the
operating efficiency and the non-interest income to analyze the extent of their influence on the
bank profit margin. Furthermore, the study implemented total debt to total asset as a leverage
ratio to measure the capital structure rather than considering capital ratio as a substitute of
capital structure like most prior studies (Rao and Lakew, 2012) utilized and trickled the
leverage ratio to the long term debt ratio to gain a complete knowledge of the subject.
Secondly, rather than centering our attention on a specific country, we consider 492 banks
from both public and private sectors located in 28 countries of Asia. This study also conducts
an additional analysis by making two segments of the sample and interprets the robustness
of the findings. Finally, we consider the time span of 2004–2018, which covers some major
changes in financial markets due to the global recession in 2007/2008.

The results used by the Asian banking industry for the research study have relevance of
long-term controversy on the structure of capital and the profitability of the bank. The
research is intended to assist the regulators, financiers and corporate managements to
investigate relevant aspects of profitability and suggest remedial measures as needed. The
findings of the study reveal a positive significant influence of leverage ratio, operational
efficiency, non-interest income (NII ratio) and capital ratio (CAP). Hence the competent
authority should formulate regulatory criteria on total debt and focus onmaintaining a buffer
capital to generate a greater profit margin and further ensuring financial stability in general
and bank industry specifically. In addition, the competent authority should take a
considerable look in an effort to maintain the expense level at a lower rate and hence
generate greater revenue and profit. Lastly, the regulatory authority should make a careful
distribution of resources in non-interest income sources since this sector might boost both the
income and the profitability in the banking arena of Asian countries.

Although the research has a long-lasting relevance to the banking industry of Asia, the
study incorporates three major drawbacks that should be addressed in future research
initiatives. Firstly, the research did not consider the macroeconomic factors such as GDP,
inflation rate, competition into account. Secondly, the study concentrated its attention on
measured variables and ignored non-measured variables such as government regulation,
political stability and social conditions. Moreover, the study can be extended further by
including some more control variables such as bank insolvency risk, bank concentration,
liquidity ratio. The study can also be extended in the near future by including the concept of
financial inclusion and micro finance to improve bank profit margin since many nations of
Asia are substantially growing from developing economies to developed economies. Lastly,
the study considered the time span from 2004 to 2018 and did not consider current few years
into account. So, the research can be further extended for analyzing the bank profitability by
taking into account the time period after 2018.

References

Abor, J. (2005), “The effect of capital structure on profitability: an empirical analysis of listed firms
in Ghana”, The Journal of Risk Finance, Vol. 6 No. 5, pp. 438-445, doi: 10.1108/
15265940510633505.

Adam, M., Safitri, R. and Wahyudi, T. (2018), “Effect of company size, liquidity and operational
efficiency on bank profitability with problem credit risk as a moderating variable at commercial
banks that are listed on the Indonesia Stock Exchange”, Jurnal Perspektif Pembiayaan Dan
Pembangunan Daerah, Vol. 6 No. 3, pp. 331-344, doi: 10.22437/ppd.v6i3.5894.

Adesina, J.B., Nwidobie, B.M. and Adesina, O.O. (2015), “Capital structure and financial performance
in Nigeria”, International Journal of Business and Social Research, Vol. 5 No. 2, pp. 21-31.

Adusei, M. (2015), “The impact of bank size and funding risk on bank stability”, Cogent Economics
and Finance, Vol. 3 No. 1, 1111489, doi: 10.1080/23322039.2015.1111489.

AJEB
7,1

40

https://doi.org/10.1108/15265940510633505
https://doi.org/10.1108/15265940510633505
https://doi.org/10.22437/ppd.v6i3.5894
https://doi.org/10.1080/23322039.2015.1111489


Ahmed, S., Majeed, M.E., Thalassinos, E. and Thalassinos, Y. (2021), “The impact of bank specific and
macro-economic factors on non-performing loans in the banking sector: evidence from an
emerging economy”, Journal of Risk and Financial Management, Vol. 14 No. 5, p. 217, doi: 10.3390/
jrfm14050217.

Alexiou, C. and Sofoklis, V. (2009), “Determinants of bank profitability: evidence from the Greek
banking sector”, Economic Annals, Vol. 54 No. 182, pp. 93-118, doi: 10.2298/EKA0982093A.

Ali, M. and Puah, C.H. (2019), “The internal determinants of bank profitability and stability: an
insight from banking sector of Pakistan”, Management Research Review, Vol. 42 No. 1,
pp. 49-67, doi: 10.1108/MRR-04-2017-0103.

Allen, L. and Rai, A. (1996), “Operational efficiency in banking: an international comparison”, Journal
of Banking and Finance, Vol. 20 No. 4, pp. 655-672, doi: 10.1016/0378-4266(95)00026-7.

Anafo, S.A., Amponteng, E. and Yin, L. (2015), “The impact of capital structure on profitability of
banks listed on the Ghana stock exchange”, Research Journal of Finance and Accounting, Vol. 6
No. 16, pp. 26-34.

Angbazo, L. (1997), “Commercial bank net interest margins, default risk, interest-rate risk, and off-
balance sheet banking”, Journal of Banking and Finance, Vol. 21 No. 1, pp. 55-87, doi: 10.1016/
S0378-4266(96)00025-8.

Arellano, M. and Bover, O. (1995), “Another look at the instrumental variable estimation of error-
components models”, Journal of Econometrics, Vol. 68 No. 1, pp. 29-51, doi: 10.1016/0304-
4076(94)01642-D.

Athanasoglou, P.P., Brissimis, S.N. and Delis, M.D. (2008), “Bank-specific, industry-specific and
macroeconomic determinants of bank profitability”, Journal of International Financial Markets,
Institutions and Money, Vol. 18 No. 2, pp. 121-136, doi: 10.1016/j.intfin.2006.07.001.

Ayalew, Z.A. (2021), “Capital structure and profitability: panel data evidence of private banks in
Ethiopia”, Cogent Economics and Finance, Vol. 9 No. 1, 1953736, doi: 10.1080/23322039.2021.
1953736.

Ayayi, A.G. and Sene, M. (2010), “What drives microfinance Institution’s financial sustainability”,
The Journal of Developing Areas, Vol. 44 No. 1, pp. 303-324.

Barclay, M.J., Smith, C.W. and Watts, R.L. (1995), “The determinants of corporate leverage and
dividend policies”, Journal of Applied Corporate Finance, Vol. 7 No. 4, pp. 4-19, doi: 10.1111/j.
1745-6622.1995.tb00259.x.

Birru, M.W. (2016), “The impact of capital structure on financial performance of commercial banks in
Ethiopia”, Global Journal of Management and Business Research, Vol. 17 No. 3, pp. 67-86.

Ch, S. (2002), A Study on the Effect of Bank Size and Operational Efficiency on Performance of Banks.

Chiorazzo, V., Milani, C. and Salvini, F. (2008), “Income diversification and bank performance:
evidence from Italian banks”, Journal of Financial Services Research, Vol. 33 No. 3,
pp. 181-203.

Christaria, F. and Kurnia, R. (2016), “The impact of financial ratios, operational efficiency and non-
performing loan towards commercial bank profitability”, SSRN Scholarly Paper ID 3000205,
Social Science Research Network, available at: https://papers.ssrn.com/abstract53000205.

Demirg€uç-Kunt, A. and Huizinga, H. (1999), “Determinants of commercial bank interest margins and
profitability: some international evidence”, The World Bank Economic Review, Vol. 13 No. 2,
pp. 379-408.

Eckbo, B.E. (1986), “Valuation effects of corporate debt offerings”, Journal of Financial Economics,
Vol. 15 Nos 1-2, pp. 119-151.

Elsas, R., Hackethal, A. and Holzh€auser, M. (2010), “The anatomy of bank diversification”, Journal of
Banking and Finance, Vol. 34 No. 6, pp. 1274-1287.

Ercegovac, R., Klinac, I. and Zdrili�c, I. (2020), “Bank specific determinants of EU banks profitability
after 2007 financial crisis”, Management, Vol. 25 No. 1, pp. 89-102, doi: 10.30924/mjcmi.25.1.5.

Bank
profitability in

Asia

41

https://doi.org/10.3390/jrfm14050217
https://doi.org/10.3390/jrfm14050217
https://doi.org/10.2298/EKA0982093A
https://doi.org/10.1108/MRR-04-2017-0103
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4266(95)00026-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-4266(96)00025-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-4266(96)00025-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-4076(94)01642-D
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-4076(94)01642-D
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.intfin.2006.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1080/23322039.2021.1953736
https://doi.org/10.1080/23322039.2021.1953736
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-6622.1995.tb00259.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-6622.1995.tb00259.x
https://papers.ssrn.com/abstract=3000205
https://papers.ssrn.com/abstract=3000205
https://doi.org/10.30924/mjcmi.25.1.5


Fiordelisi, F., Marques-Ibanez, D. and Molyneux, P. (2011), “Efficiency and risk in European banking”,
Journal of Banking and Finance, Vol. 35 No. 5, pp. 1315-1326, doi: 10.1016/j.jbankfin.2010.10.005.

Flamini, V., McDonald, C.A. and Schumacher, L.B. (2009), “The determinants of commercial bank
profitability in Sub-Saharan Africa”, IMF Working Papers, No. 015, p. 2009.

Frank, M.Z. and Goyal, V.K. (2003), “Testing the pecking order theory of capital structure”, Journal of
Financial Economics, Vol. 67 No. 2, pp. 217-248, doi: 10.1016/S0304-405X(02)00252-0.

Gebrayel, E., Jarrar, H., Salloum, C. and Lefebvre, Q. (2018), “Effective association between audit
committees and the internal audit function and its impact on financial reporting quality:
empirical evidence from Omani listed firms”, International Journal of Auditing, Vol. 22 No. 2,
pp. 197-213, doi: 10.1111/ijau.12113.

Ghosh, S. and Sanyal, B. (2019), “Determinants of operating efficiency of commercial banks in
India: insights from panel regression model”, in Das, R.C. (Ed.), The Impacts of Monetary
Policy in the 21st Century: Perspectives from Emerging Economies, Emerald Publishing,
pp. 253-263, doi: 10.1108/978-1-78973-319-820191025.

Goddard, J., McKillop, D. and Wilson, J.O. (2008), “The diversification and financial performance of US
credit unions”, Journal of Banking and Finance, Vol. 32 No. 9, pp. 1836-1849.

Gupta, K. and Raman, T.V. (2020), “Intellectual capital: a determinant of firms’ operational efficiency”,
South Asian Journal of Business Studies, Vol. 10 No. 1, pp. 49-69, doi: 10.1108/SAJBS-11-2019-0207.

Harris, M. and Raviv, A. (1991), “The theory of capital structure”, The Journal of Finance, Vol. 46
No. 1, pp. 297-355, doi: 10.1111/j.1540-6261.1991.tb03753.x.

Hossain, S. and Ahamed, F. (2021), “Comprehensive analysis on determinants of bank profitability in
Bangladesh”, arXiv preprint arXiv:2105.14198.

Jensen, M.C. (1986), “Agency costs of free cash flow, corporate finance, and takeovers”, The American
Economic Review, Vol. 76 No. 2, pp. 323-329.

Jensen, M.C. and Meckling, W.H. (1976), “Can the corporation survive?”, Financial Analysts Journal,
Vol. 15 No. 1, pp. 23-45.

Jimborean, R. and Brack, E. (2010), The Cost-Efficiency of French Banks, Bankers, Markets and
Investors No. 105, pp. 21-38, available at: https://mpra.ub.uni-muenchen.de/23471/.

Kebewar, M. and Shah, S.M.N.A. (2012), “The effect of debt on corporate profitability: evidence from
French service sector”, SSRN Electronic Journal, Vol. 21 No. 4, pp. 1-43, doi: 10.2139/ssrn.
2191075.

Mercier-Suissa, C., Salloum, C. and Levet, P. (2018), “Diversit�e du genre dans le Conseil
d’Administration des ETI françaises: quelle masse critique de femmes pour influer sur la
performance financi�ere?”, @GRH, Vol. 29 No. 4, p. 9, doi: 10.3917/grh.184.0009.

Meslier, C., Tacneng, R. and Tarazi, A. (2014), “Is bank income diversification beneficial? Evidence
from an emerging economy”, Journal of International Financial Markets, Institutions and
Money, Vol. 31 No. 4, pp. 97-126.

Miller, M.H. (1977), “Debt and taxes”, The Journal of Finance, Vol. 32 No. 2, pp. 261-275, doi: 10.2307/
2326758.

Mkadmi, J.E., Baccari, N. and Ncib, A. (2021), “The determinants of banking stability: the example of
Tunisia”, International Academic Journal of Accounting and Financial Management, Vol. 8
No. 1, pp. 1-10, doi: 10.9756/IAJAFM/V8I1/IAJAFM0801.

Modigliani, F. and Miller, M.H. (1958), “The cost of capital, corporation finance and the theory of
investment”, The American Economic Review, Vol. 48 No. 3, pp. 261-297.

Modigliani, F. and Miller, M.H. (1963), “Corporate income taxes and the cost of capital: a correction”,
The American Economic Review, Vol. 53 No. 3, pp. 433-443.

Mohapatra, S. and Mohanty, S. (2017), “Improving operational efficiency in utility sector through
technology intervention”, International Journal of Enterprise Network Management, Vol. 8 No. 4,
pp. 291-326, doi: 10.1504/IJENM.2017.088863.

AJEB
7,1

42

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbankfin.2010.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-405X(02)00252-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijau.12113
https://doi.org/10.1108/978-1-78973-319-820191025
https://doi.org/10.1108/SAJBS-11-2019-0207
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6261.1991.tb03753.x
https://mpra.ub.uni-muenchen.de/23471/
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2191075
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2191075
https://doi.org/10.3917/grh.184.0009
https://doi.org/10.2307/2326758
https://doi.org/10.2307/2326758
https://doi.org/10.9756/IAJAFM/V8I1/IAJAFM0801
https://doi.org/10.1504/IJENM.2017.088863


Musah, A. (2018), “The impact of capital structure on profitability of commercial banks in Ghana”,
Asian Journal of Economic Modelling, Vol. 6 No. 1, pp. 21-36, doi: 10.18488/journal.8.2018.61.
21.36.

Myers, S.C. (1984), “The capital structure puzzle”, The Journal of Finance, Vol. 39 No. 3, pp. 574-592,
doi: 10.1111/j.1540-6261.1984.tb03646.x.

Myers, S.C. (2001), “Capital structure”, Journal of Economic Perspectives, Vol. 15 No. 2, pp. 81-102,
doi: 10.1257/jep.15.2.81.

Myers, S.C. and Majluf, N.S. (1984), “Corporate financing and investment decisions when firms have
information that investors do not have”, Journal of Financial Economics, Vol. 13 No. 2,
pp. 187-221, doi: 10.1016/0304-405X(84)90023-0.

Nguyen, M., Skully, M. and Perera, S. (2012), “Market power, revenue diversification and bank
stability: evidence from selected South Asian countries”, Journal of International Financial
Markets, Institutions and Money, Vol. 22 No. 4, pp. 897-912.

Niresh, J.A. (2012), “Capital structure and profitability in Srilankan banks”, Global Journal of
Management and Business Research, Vol. 12 No. 13, pp. 564-592.

Obamuyi, T.M. (2013), “Determinants of banks’ profitability in a developing economy: evidence
from Nigeria”, Organizations and Markets in Emerging Economies, Vol. 4 No. 2, pp. 97-111,
doi: 10.15388/omee.2013.4.2.14251.

Olson, D. and Zoubi, T.A. (2011), “Efficiency and bank profitability in MENA countries”, Emerging
Markets Review, Vol. 12 No. 2, pp. 94-110, doi: 10.1016/j.ememar.2011.02.003.

Rachdi, H. (2013), “What determines the profitability of banks during and before the international
financial crisis? Evidence from Tunisia”, International Journal of Economics, Finance and
Management, Vol. 2 No. 4, pp. 67-88.

Rahman, S.M.K., Chowdhury, M.A.F. and Tania, T.C. (2021), “Nexus among bank competition,
efficiency and financial stability: a comprehensive study in Bangladesh”, The Journal of Asian
Finance, Economics and Business, Vol. 8 No. 2, pp. 317-328, doi: 10.13106/JAFEB.2021.VOL8.
NO2.0317.

Rana-Al-Mosharrafa and Islam, M.S. (2021), “What drives bank profitability? A panel data analysis of
commercial banks in Bangladesh”, International Journal of Finance and Banking Studies
(2147-4486), Vol. 10 No. 2, pp. 96-110, doi: 10.20525/ijfbs.v10i2.1236.

Rao, K.R.M. and Lakew, T.B. (2012), “Determinants of profitability of commercial banks in a
developing country: Evidence from Ethiopia”, International Journal of Accounting and Financial
Management Research, Vol. 2 No. 3, pp. 1-20.

Salim, M. and Yadav, R. (2012), “Capital structure and firm performance: evidence from Malaysian
listed companies”, Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences, Vol. 65 No. 2, pp. 156-166,
doi: 10.1016/j.sbspro.2012.11.105.

Salloum, L., Salloum, C., Jarrar, H., Sassine, M., Gebrayel, E. and Chaanine, N. (2015), “Corporate
governance and audit committee”, International Journal of Managerial and Financial
Accounting, Vol. 7 Nos 3-4, pp. 198-216, doi: 10.1504/IJMFA.2015.074900.

Salloum, C., Bouri, E., Salloum, L. and Azzi, T. (2019), “Gouvernance et performances financi�eres des
entreprises familiales”, La Revue des Sciences de Gestion, Vol. 297298 No. 3, pp. 45-54.

Samuel, G.G. and Samuel, K.A. (2018), “Assessment of the relationship between leverage and
performance: an empirical study of unlisted banks in Ghana”, Journal of Economics and
International Finance, Vol. 10 No. 10, pp. 123-133, doi: 10.5897/JEIF2018.0920.

Saona, P. (2016), “Intra- and extra-bank determinants of Latin American Banks’ profitability”,
International Review of Economics and Finance, Vol. 45 No. 4, pp. 197-214, doi: 10.1016/j.iref.
2016.06.004.

Shrieves, R.E. and Dahl, D. (1992), “The relationship between risk and capital in commercial
banks”, Journal of Banking and Finance, Vol. 16 No. 2, pp. 439-457, doi: 10.1016/0378-4266(92)
90024-T.

Bank
profitability in

Asia

43

https://doi.org/10.18488/journal.8.2018.61.21.36
https://doi.org/10.18488/journal.8.2018.61.21.36
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6261.1984.tb03646.x
https://doi.org/10.1257/jep.15.2.81
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405X(84)90023-0
https://doi.org/10.15388/omee.2013.4.2.14251
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ememar.2011.02.003
https://doi.org/10.13106/JAFEB.2021.VOL8.NO2.0317
https://doi.org/10.13106/JAFEB.2021.VOL8.NO2.0317
https://doi.org/10.20525/ijfbs.v10i2.1236
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2012.11.105
https://doi.org/10.1504/IJMFA.2015.074900
https://doi.org/10.5897/JEIF2018.0920
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iref.2016.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iref.2016.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4266(92)90024-T
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4266(92)90024-T


Siddik, M., Kabiraj, S. and Joghee, S. (2017), “Impacts of capital structure on performance of banks in a
developing economy: evidence from Bangladesh”, International Journal of Financial Studies,
Vol. 5 No. 2, p. 13, doi: 10.3390/ijfs5020013.

Smith, C.W. and Warner, J.B. (1979), “On financial contracting”, Journal of Financial Economics, Vol. 7
No. 2, pp. 117-161, doi: 10.1016/0304-405X(79)90011-4.

Soana, M.-G. (2011), “The relationship between corporate social performance and corporate financial
performance in the banking sector”, Journal of Business Ethics, Vol. 104 No. 1, pp. 133-148.

Stiroh, K.J. (2004), “Diversification in banking: is noninterest income the answer?”, Journal of Money,
Credit and Banking, Vol. 33 No. 1, pp. 853-882.

Sufian, F. and Habibullah, M.S. (2009), “Determinants of bank profitability in a developing economy:
empirical evidence from Bangladesh”, Journal of Business Economics and Management, Vol. 10
No. 3, pp. 207-217, doi: 10.3846/1611-1699.2009.10.207-217.

Tolangga, F.G. and Ulpah, M. (2021), “Asset quality, non-interest income, and bank profitability:
evidence from Indonesia”, Asia-Pacific Research in Social Sciences and Humanities Universitas
Indonesia Conference (APRISH 2019), pp. 615-624.

Trujillo-Ponce, A. (2013), “What determines the profitability of banks? Evidence from Spain”,
Accounting and Finance, Vol. 53 No. 2, pp. 561-586, doi: 10.1111/j.1467-629X.2011.00466.x.

Yao, H., Haris, M. and Tariq, G. (2018), “Profitability determinants of financial institutions:
evidence from banks in Pakistan”, International Journal of Financial Studies, Vol. 6 No. 2,
p. 53, doi: 10.3390/ijfs6020053.

Zafar, M.R., Zeeshan, F. and Ahmed, R. (2016), “Impact of capital structure on banking profitability”,
International Journal of Scientific and Research Publications, Vol. 6 No. 3, p. 9.

Zhang, J., Jiang, C., Qu, B. and Wang, P. (2013), “Market concentration, risk-taking, and bank
performance: evidence from emerging economies”, International Review of Financial Analysis,
Vol. 30 No. 4, pp. 149-157, doi: 10.1016/j.irfa.2013.07.016.

Corresponding author
Md. Abul Kalam Azad can be contacted at: kalam@iut-dhaka.edu

For instructions on how to order reprints of this article, please visit our website:
www.emeraldgrouppublishing.com/licensing/reprints.htm
Or contact us for further details: permissions@emeraldinsight.com

AJEB
7,1

44

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijfs5020013
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405X(79)90011-4
https://doi.org/10.3846/1611-1699.2009.10.207-217
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-629X.2011.00466.x
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijfs6020053
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.irfa.2013.07.016
mailto:kalam@iut-dhaka.edu

	The effect of capital structure, operating efficiency and non-interest income on bank profitability: new evidence from Asia
	Introduction
	Background and hypotheses development
	Methodology
	Data analysis
	Robustness check

	Conclusions and implications
	References


