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Abstract

Based on the inter-bank lending data of 12 domestic banks from 2013 to 2017, this paper uses the
complex network theory and threshold method to analyze the topological characteristics of the
inter-bank lending network, such as node degree, average path length and aggregation coefficient,
and then infers the characteristics of the domestic bank network through its analysis results. The
empirical results show that the inter-bank lending network of domestic banks in China has the
characteristics of large node degree, small average path length and high aggregation coefficient,
showing the characteristics of a small world. On the one hand, it shows that the inter-bank lending
market of domestic banks in China has high efficiency and wide distribution, the banks in the
network can obtain financing quickly and conveniently, and the market also has a highly reasona-
ble resource allocation. On the one hand, it shows that the banking network in China has a high
risk contagion, which is easy to lead to the whole body, light will lead to the paralysis of the whole
banking network, and heavy will lead to the national financial crisis.
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WL HIRERR, BSR4 RS EL.

Xigia
BENRIT, HE2RM%, HINNEERE, ML

Copyright © 2020 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|

B At ERACABOR AT, GRTI7A IRGE, SREDFTIHIEE T eilad 5 _E, feit 7
PRASAE ARV B (PRI - AN RSNV F AR 2 Rh g R U AR ERAT Z 18] 3 1 — KT R 2%
FRIRAZ%, T S 4% 2% M O B R T T LR, B AE R R T sh I AN T B K A . VENRIE LI
S S B R R R L DL R B YRR —FOT i, BN CLBERVFL AR, e, Akl
TR AR TR, EAELTT GRS U N G AR, OV 7 R ik R EEs,  HRAT
VARG T A AR HRAT A AR ) — A EEELALRGHR 77, A2 BRI 7 ) B ] AR RV i,
AT AT LUE R SR AR Z AT DT AR B it 0 R, iy il i BORTE IR, Sl e B 5 AR
AT EDNE AR 37, BATTRT ABAF ) 1 U MRAT Z B ML S5 i SR AT, IXAT AT A %% R LA 2 [
ERER MM OG AR WA AT DU h NS0T 7RSI D SR U Z TR R 0GR, B2 [ 508l m] LAA
X R T A SATHERIB M, IF HLE B e USRS R LA, CRAFERETTIA I RS A

2. HRGRIR

PO 288 F1 4 I 255 (R T AR B P 4 RO BB, R AR & P s & S AL S ot FLE B An =, BT i
B TN SR . NS 1 2% IR 55 2% R0 A sl Ry 9 4 B0 B DA S e T IRl Rz . 44
NS Z 0, WERIRESH, LN, B Eit, amaait, RIRair, PORESH, e ainss.
LR, WEIRINER THIRE SRS 212K, ERMEERAEL TG OERERE, Ok
NI RE A RA RIS, RS TR AR TR )& .

AT B HAT R FH I 28 P S5 BEAT I 7T, AH SGSCRRZR IR AR Hh #E3X 7 1T » Kimmo., Morten (2007) [2]
S NERVS T RIS RS R ARAT RN RV S A R M 28 Phh g0 o ik GWCC 4, X MIZ kN, il
PERNE G EEAT o0, B S0 R 2N 28 BT AR K AMIGE 1B P B G — A B AIE AR O ARAT
KEBFAMMRATHER S ZAHE . Masi F1 Gallegati (2012) [3]@ i I FMZAF S KAERITRIA R R R 5K
TEHTRIL, NRATZ A — LS ORERR, RBAT Z M KERMEF. Mok, KA REAENKERITIRG
PER, A —L NRATIRIF B A, /AR A b 1/ MRAT IRAFOER . TSI RENS(2015) [4]
S NCAH EDCRARAT 0, 83 A i R AT AN (RIS BRI 45 R B AR AR AR AT AN 3] 1t DA 3] D) s P 2
T3 71K T iz R AT R e 0T A G R ik At . BEFE R, SREUTAEAL R YLl iR, T
RELTERIEI AR GRS, SCRBATEH R RS, NMZEZE TN AL, A befid, 2
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(2016) [S]ESLHP EAIERAT IR BRI 28, ORI EARAT IR (S SR T I RO R e I BME AR R VAT TR
W BRAARZOHAL SRR “— 107 S — R BRI Z loy rTRe: A R ARAT
FE P EARAT S BT 2 oh s DR, B/, 2517(2016) [61FE T SRR L, A HRAT A5 55
KA T BE AT AT, 2ot 7 FRERAT B LR, I RS SR AT 1 08T W FC R,
FRIERAT 28T 5 TEAR LB SR IORFAE, 52— A DR T 0 R = R4 R E R ERAT I 2% . [
W, (TEEE(2017) [7)55 3 TARAT AR A AR IRV RAT 5 ST R e il AR (] AR L AB DTSR, W 1 1)
IS RN R AR (8] 17 37 R b 8] 17 377 (0 N ZE A5 DY AR . AR DY R 0 LA SRR T AR i B
FENR TR G175 BRAE DR R IARAT A EEHR MR 7047 - Ldasoro A1 Alves (2018) [ #RRAT ][4 A1 2
G ENERIRT TR, R R ARAT B3 SR XUl 11 Do 226 B B — XURS: 1 7 VT s R SN B %, E—
AN 2% v A 1R 0 B PR ERAT R ) T AR X P e R . JFIR Y T RGEE EVE RO, XL
FEVPRHAEFTHRAT I A Bk R G0 B AR B WO B T M8 HO TR, 9 HRAT S LR AL B AL B 2 A B0
PERIBCR NSt IsFE A TR . SRR, VO8N (2019) [91553 TR IFIHRAT 18] i b ) S A i
B IRER A IS ORI e/ N PV IR AT ERAT () A DY BRI 2% . SIAIEWF TSR, i/ INEERER T ROHRAT
IAME BRI I 25 ELA SEBR I 48 B TR R P 3t VB RR UL IC RN IO AR B 7 A SRR s 55 KV T T £ A
ZRAALL, T /N VAN A (KU RRAT (8] P R ST BT A SR S0, USRS RNt B

ZiEpmng, WK E NIRRT I 0 AT RMARE T2 BT WSS S AR, I8 B2 M2
GWCC M. 77 Z 53 i (VAR)SE T 12568 & B ARAT ML BGR RAT W S5 30 AT IR BRI AN 34T o ARAT TR
7 BT 1R R B B R 3 o AT 7T DL LB AR Z A ST CLIRAM B P Rl A, e 2 JR9R . HLIl
TR T3, T CLERE T (0 1 i 24 MRAT Z RIS S ok AE, A AT 2047 25 R L 2 18] (4
R R AR . QIR AT LU I S AN 2% 04T T A 2088 A SR 2 M R 2850 &, A B S AT A
xR SATHER RO, SR, PibeR LA, RS RTT KRR E .

3. BERMSAESGZE
3.1 BRI

ARSCHEEL T 12 SRR E 5 A A R A ARAT HEAT I 8 M, Horh g 4 SRRV ARAT DA% 8 R lARAT
XUARATIERIE BT, HRZHEAMEE, W), FEMER T WA EHOL S RRAT (4 5 F
BUUTILA: B, HABRAT RN RS Sl b, M AR REEAT 20T, Hok, B S8AT IR B,
KB iR FRAFRE, WAELWE, SEEEEAE L, TEIHTI 5, (HRRIEIIAE
INIX LTI S 5 RE AT RN AR5

RICNTTRER N, PRI 12 ZAATHEAT T 5. v Oy EERAT, v2 I CCRE AT, vB
[ A MV ARAT, va b [ 2 BERAT, vB O HEARAT, v6 TR ERAT, v NHEEARAT, v8 b [ AR ARAT,
VO NI AR SEERAT, VIO NHEREERAT, Vi1 NXLERAT, vi2 AHE DS RARAT

X SUERAT [ R R AR 255K A 4R AT 2013~2017 SRR I A iR, PRI REN A7
TR B oAt & AT T F A 8547 AR s b ity « [k & HA S RN AZBGRI F “if
AWE4”, FFLL 1978 4Ef) CPI ASEEET 1 i ol Le it ab ], i Sk~H e pi A i e AR M. 4303
P Ab PRI Excel. pajek 25 AES2 Bl .

3.2. MDA

IR XS R X RIEATIE T k. AEBIR RIS, RSS2 — A mOR I, eI
IR LRI AR R R I W 28 A o SEIR N 23 AT T B SR s B AN 8, 8 OB MR IR A ELAR
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H, REEME BB AR, 8 — i AR AMRE . AR A B R AR
A WA RERE, ZEREMRME RS, FARFERH G AR B2 IR, Wt B
I £ 1) # MRFAIE(Topological characteristics). R4 Barabasi il Albert (2002) [1014E[JH4h 45, A SCE T
ST ARAT SRR IR 2% (R PMRFAIE 2 LUR 1K

1) T RE

R RN IR AR R — AN E BT, T kG RN Z A4 R ST AT SR AR T
WRMEH . W REE S ANERHEE, NFEERREAT | A M ETBURAT AN, BRI ERAT | A R
FRAT AN EESRTE, AT I AEDBROR, LI N g h S R SR, T T AR 2%
HHAE A L o BN I 2 s 0 B, BIATA T S BE 0P IME, it 2

(K)= 3 2k

2) THIE K
SR AR B RN B NI e (R P B A i B i R B R AR T AR R, BT YT A R A
WR G ERGMMEN TS ZMEER N 1, WA PRBAEKENR N 1. (BRI —ahsl, vl R{EZ:,
LA T R (B TR, T B IE R T RUR AR AT, IS PR R 2 1) () R B el
B REZ 2 B H K. W FHMAKE L i LRR N
L= Ziijdij
N (N —l)
N ARSI L, dy Ros &1 s AR AR K A1)
3) BERH
RR RN A AT AN AR B I — N NS, 2 R A LA DR
MY T WEB RN, BN NERIRPI R, AR AT RE BN LRI A . BRI A — A

: BN 2 BN >, N L I‘(i Ki -1 N = = BN : 2 N >
AL R ks %BZIZ%?)?Z@W%@E%%@, () I AR R 46 15 T 53X kG M 2

[FEILHOE E, AT R T FIRERBC BT E %u@zrm befE,
2,
“= Ki (K; -1)

=R A Watts-Strogatz R4 R 5.

RN Ci YA TEREIN[0,1], ASMRIE R R B A58, 7 Ci=0, NIZRHIFEEAML & mZ AP
HRBATEERE, RN ZE UG R A, %5 Co= 1, IR 2% 511 m L IA) P R A L
e NE M EERATMSART, HAEERENRERY, RN REUTZ A EFETIRL ST K.

4. {RBE SR
4.1, SRITRI AR AR

ARAE AN HRAT BRI DA AR, ASCRI SRR, A ML AR A& ST RN LR, RS
AT R T, WEERK, DA RARARAT MM BT 3R EARAT 737 R AR 1 52 S b #fE AR
£ BT LR R ARAT 18] AT 205 BRI SARAT R ML R A AR R

BT S AT BECO N, BT FNMEAR AR AT AR A X = (%) o FEr o R BAT I RHR

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2020.103019 191 LRl


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2020.103019

EDEH 4%

17 J WEDNEIE T TR ERBORIER, ARIT Z R BARE x; A TZ TSR, (EHIATT DA 2
R BT ay AL G5 | RO HEBEAT TR . &y SR ARAT 1 5377 0508 1 (A 8L R Lk AT HEA < R LA 33 T3

N N
RN 8 =Y X s WRZRERAT | 37 iR o RN A A SR A7 ORI, W N =D %
=1 i=1

FATATDARYE OB 1 &, BT AERE A TAR L . B0 a A1 1 43551 Rl w2 A7 bR R f(a) AN (1) B 5K

{H, X WBce A e g f(a )IBLSE . BBE f) i fI)AIELARAL, T x; =& x|, o (HRARHELELE, HERE

FIXTFLRAN 0, (EEARHEFRATHTIT 78 FIARAT 8] R A N 28 g5 bl . BT 5 H SR AR TR R R

(1, EVERAT DML R FEREX M2 0o FTEMBIEMSI R e, UE x; =0(i=12,---,N),i=j, FIFE
1E 5 HARAT DR FERE R X :(xi’;)NxN o SRAR X TR LL R A

min iixil In [%J

i=1j=1 ij

N N
Hr I N 4 0% ai=Z;x;}, = %, x>0, P x) =axl,izj, x=0i=j. 5, 2x =0
J:

i, x; =0, H.0In(0/0)=0.

LA ARAT RNEARAE T35 02 — AT, W IR R R IR AT Z IR RN AR5 K
B RARE IR M 1 [FDARAEAE R, Hrh B iR 7 E AN 0 LAk, HABBERE N KT 1 1ses, X
TN ZARAT 2 (AT RN AR 541K, BTk (AR AT I 45— AN e 4 R 4%

SR YA A 1 [ b A O B S RS AR IR S BT SR I S, AR SORE R FH B AR A
BRIMEAAIBATA, T T E TR PR T, ASSOR R S AR AT R ML AR A R R Sk i
AbFRAR R 7 RCE, SR 1 AR BRE, SHRIESEN 12 FARAT 2013~2017 4 8] (¥ R ARAE 21T
Ft, HE— T HAR ML .

AR SRR 858 P BRAT R AR A 2 PR 45 L, 400 BUR 3 /MBIME : 14 = 0.001, t, = 0.002, t; = 0.003,
FHRe BT R R ARAT I 48 B EEAIC T BRUAA t 8 0, RITE LS R R U PR BE#2) -

Y AN AS T LA A 2 P 0 b B i e BRI S 5 000, 3 T DA ) B AR AT I 8% T FR A% O RAT
4.2. SRITREIRIMFED 7
4.2.1. EME t = 0.001 15 FHYERTTRILEFAFIMFIE

W R E BN ARIT NG I BIME t = 0.001, BFC/ELLBIME T, FRESEPARATS I IMFEER, If
it &5 AT 04T o

1) ARAT FD AR 9 2571 250RE 43 A

Table 1. Node degree distribution of domestic banking network in 2013-2017 (t = 0.001)
7= 1. 2013~2017 FFFHERAIRITREE T E 226 (t = 0.001)

R 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Vi 22 22 22 22 22
V2 22 22 22 22 22
V3 22 22 22 21 22
V4 22 22 22 22 22
V5 21 20 21 20 21
V6 22 21 22 21 21
V7 17 18 15 18 13
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Continued
V8 20 22 22 21 21
V8 16 16 18 13 17
V10 20 21 21 19 19
Vil 22 22 19 17 21
V12 20 20 18 20 19
PR 20.5 20.6 20.3 19.7 20.0

2013 4E 2014 4
2015 4E 2016 4
2017 4F

Figure 1. 2013-2017 distribution of network nodes of domestic banks
1. 2013~2017 FHEIRARITME T RE S THE

H17¢ 1 AT%N, 7EBI{A t=0.001 f¥] 2013~2017 EFRE BN AATEE T, 158 v (P EEUT). ve (P E TR
1)~ V3 (PELMART) va (FF EEEEART). VB (TEHUT). v6 (HIRARIT). v8 (TE ST BE B IIE
18, fERESENEATIRENARE TP A BTSRRI, S5HADERAT Z R RENAR LSRN E . T E
BUN, B MBI AL WHEBIE T, A TG ST ERNEAR (S T3 EESBOE R .

T BRMERN, AE L g, ARSCIFARE R BRI A0 DURCT U0 28 A, BT AAR SCH
TEJa SR e, 3E—D T RO o A I B AR

2) HRAT RV AR RR 287 ik A K BE A #r

&>
g[%jl
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Table 2. Average path length of domestic banking network in 2013-2017 (t = 0.001)
Fz 2. 2013~2017 FHREIFE AR TR EFE AR E(t = 0.001)

2013 4 2014 4 2015 4 2016 4 2017 ¢
PRI 1.068 1.061 1.076 1.106 1.091

H 2 WA, FERIMH t=0.001 MRS LR, 78 2013~2017 4E, FREEE A 44T S 42400 1 T 1 B 42 K B AR
ZT)L, HAE 1.08 PHITAEME, XRBANRATE T, F—8UTFH R 2@ 1 AN RATRI T 5%A
NG5SRV RAT I R o 3X — I R AV 1 B R 1 458 9 ARAT I 2% 5 Ak R 0P RS 3y, 16 B 7E 2013~2017
SERBATZ NS E Y], BARBER s N TIRIEIX AW A, A SCEIE R SR mRENEL T, Xt
IR AT — P T T

3) HRAT RNV ARAE P 25 T 5 RE o M

Table 3. Network aggregation coefficient of domestic banks in 2013-2017 (t = 0.001)
7= 3.2013~2017 FFFHEIRARITIMER K Z # (1 = 0.001)

2013 4 2014 4 2015 4 2016 4F 2017 4
Watts-Strogatz ¥4 R 5 0.937 0.944 0.934 0.900 0.927

M4 3 A4, 7EBME t=0.001 MITEM R, 2013~2017 “E3% E B NARATHISRE BB = T 0.9, AbfE—
AN EE B RIKE, XU E R AT Z WA SR R ERBR, ST RIENAREL SR 3 H
MRYE 2 3 Hdl, AR 2015~2017 FFIRIE 53 NARAT (1 5R 5 R AR 2013~2014 EA i FF%, XU BHREAS
REZFRIRRE, RENRATERFEC R VIR, NMERAR T & ANRAT 2 D55 R B
e B VNPR T 5 T A I A% Gt It [R]85 W 353 P BRA T I 45 1) P S0 BT L IR 4 58 4%
T IREX AN A, ASCHE JE S S RE, XM AT P AT

4.2.2. EE t = 0.002 1§ THYIRTTRILEFAFMFE

K RIME t H 0.001 A%y 0.002, WHFULEBUEY RMIHSL T, BT 2% 8] (RIAH DI 2 15 28 R E
t=0.001 B A ATl .

1) BRATRDNLARAE W25 5 s BE AT

Table 4. Node degree distribution of domestic banking network in 2013-2017 (t = 0.002)
= 4. 2013~2017 FFFHERARITREE T SE 2 (1 = 0.002)

R 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Vi 22 22 22 20 21
V2 20 21 22 20 21
V3 20 20 21 20 20
V4 20 20 21 20 21
V5 18 17 15 18 18
V6 20 17 17 19 18
V7 6 7 6 1 7
V8 18 18 18 19 19
V8 6 5 10 8 8
V10 18 18 16 17 18
Vi1 18 18 14 10 15
V12 18 15 16 18 18

PR 17.0 16.5 16.5 16.7 17.0
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2013 4E 2014 4
2015 4E 2016 4
2017 4F

Figure 2. Distribution of network node degree of domestic banks in 2013-2017 (t = 0.002)
2. 2013~2017 FFHERARITMEE T SE 5 [E(t = 0.002)

H# 4 AT%0, fEBIME t = 0.002 ) 2013~2017 FFRE BN RAT ML, 55 vl (PERAT). v2 (FE
TRRAT) v3 (T ERMARAT) va (P ERBRAT) IR IBE BB SRR, ERET KM, e E
BENEAT RN AR T3 R IERR, 5 HARARAT Z [0 EF B VI 8K TS BRE R, AN
BRIERAT GG I, v AR B B, 5 i v7 v B HRAT AN R K AR AT B BE A B B/ T FAth R4 T
KR PLERESL m IR, X EARAT 5 HARARAT Z [ DI 28 AR B UIFEFERRAIC, FERDARfE T b
E SN

& 2 WA, 7R BE B 03] 0.002 K 2013~2017 FEIRE B N RAT M4, A Eff vi~vd T S
WRIH PR R, TR T AR 0 ve~v8 11 s EE R B A B b, BEA M B B RS
IR PIRAS, XU RIS, P ERAT . R E TRERAT P ERIRAT. P E R
ITRIB R FFE AR T L, AR NIZOARAT I BT, (BRIEARENE 2 B AR LIRIT, FEs—PR
i,

2) HRAT RV ARAE RR 287 2 Bk A K FE A #r

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2020.103019 195

&>
g[ajl


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2020.103019

EDEH 4%

Table 5. Average path length of domestic banking network in 2013-2017 (t = 0.002)
Fz 5. 2013~2017 FHEIFE AR TR EFE AR ZKE(t = 0.002)

2013 4F 2014 &£ 2015 4F 2016 4F 2017 %

PRI 1.227 1.250 1.250 1.091 1.157

M 5 A4, 7EMIME t=0.002 5 HL T, 2013~2017 4E3R [H B N ARAT I-F AR K AR B T t =
0.001 HIIEHLA g in, AH2 3G BIMREE A RIRK, S0 F PR K AT, 78 1.2 fHTHEfE, iX
B —1 iU i ARIER Pl 1 AN SR 0] 5 AR U 4. X — 45 R A A S 2
0.002, FR[E 5T AT M 4 AR IH 23— M PPIRES, BN R RRATRIBAE FDIL RS T 39 A 5T
ERIGRIL, WZ4HER T s

3) FRAT RV ARAE X 28 B4R R0 Bt

Table 6. Network aggregation coefficient of domestic banks in 2013-2017 (t = 0.002)
7= 6.2013~2017 FFFHEIRAIRITMEREF (1= 0.002)

2013 4F 2014 4F 2015 4F 2016 4F 2017 4

Watts-Strogatz ¥4 R 5 0.892 0.879 0.852 0.801 0.860

FH3S 6 Tl %N, 7ERIME t = 0.002 BB R, 2013~2017 “FF% [E 55 P ARAT B 345 250 1A t = 0.001 11
WA AT NI, (R IHAAE — DR KT L, X e — 210 B 3R [ 55 R AT 4% SR T 2 R &
e KRB R .

4.2.3. E{E t = 0.003 1§ FHYIRTTRIEFAFIMFE

¥ BB/ B 1o — VOB AN R 20 MG 1) 158 B L 5 P HRAT I SR PMRFAE - BITAAR SCEE IR t = 0.002
sEah b, B ILE T T HRTE, WEEIE t=0.003,

1) HRAT R ARG 451 25 R o3 A

Table 7. Node degree distribution of domestic banking network in 2013-2017 (t = 0.003)
= 7. 2013~2017 FFFHERARITREE T <E 226 ( = 0.003)

A 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Vi 20 21 21 19 20
V2 20 20 21 20 20
V3 20 19 19 19 19
V4 20 20 19 19 19
V5 15 9 13 16 15
V6 18 12 14 17 14
V7 4 5 4 6 3
V8 15 16 15 17 15
V8 4 4 6 4 4
V10 14 12 13 16 12
Vi1 14 14 1 10 12
V12 14 10 12 17 13

PR 14.8 135 14.0 15.0 138

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2020.103019 196 LRl


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2020.103019

EBEH 4%

2013 4E 2014 4
2015 4E 2016 4
2017 4F

Figure 3. Distribution of network node degree of domestic banks in 2013-2017 (t = 0.003)
3. 2013~2017 FFFHEIR ARITMLEE TS SE 57 E(t = 0.003)

HH 7 A1, fEBIMHE t = 0.003 1Y) 2013~2017 3K EIR N ARAT ML, 5 5 vl (P EEAT). v2 (hE
LTRIERAT) v3 (T HERNARAT) va (F E@EBARAT) A BRI, ERE XY RIS T, JifER
[ 5% 9 ARAT (R R i T I h R IR R, 5 HARERAT Z A B B VISR . (R il 5 B R — 0 1
TR, BRZATFTIR BN AR KR REATAEEARAT LASL, HARERATE RN IR ME 1T B AR, X
DU, UREREE, R 4 ZEATRIBE &S EEREFEDEARAEL S AR, XU 7iX 4 KR
ATAEHENERAT W 28 R Ab T — A% 0 H AT

H P 3 tmr g, fEBMES KF] 0.003 f 2013~2017 FHE S NARIT LS, A A vi~va 5 SR
PR BEE G AT R AR ve~va10 5 S LA RAE R vA1~vA2 S B R R R ST, AN R 4% T
IR T EBEATRERPRE, XMW B0F 7 iR gy, B EHAT . hELEET. hE
FNARAT A [ B ARAT A2 TR B8 Y ERAT 28 T A% ORAT . 58 MIAT 2 R B % DBk 551K

2) HRAT RV ARAE RR 2587 2 Bk A K FE A #r
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Table 8. Average path length of domestic banking network in 2013-2017 (t = 0.003)
Fz 8.2013~2017 FHEIFE AR TR L& AR ZKE (t = 0.003)

2013 4F 2014 &£ 2015 4F 2016 4F 2017 %

PRI 1.191 1.331 1.306 1.106 1.245

[ 72 8 W, 7EBIME t = 0.003 HESL T, 20132017 4 [F1HE Py HRAT 1 s T80 K B AR T )
{0t = 0,002 FIH B8 SUA /NI, (146603 2 18110 P94 A0 K BE R IR, FLWES 1.25 1 F s, it
O 24 R IR 1 A0 BT 5 A R 11 AR B TG — IR T R ¢
= 0.00L L A: FRIE B L4724 7E 2013~2007 4ERMKRAE, %o (0 8RLAT 2 IRNLIRAE T35 TPk e
Yl R AR R )

3) HRLAT LIRS 25 J A R

Table 9. Network aggregation coefficient of domestic banks in 2013-2017 (t = 0.003)
F2 9. 2013~2017 FFHEHEAIRITMLERE R H(t = 0.003)

2013 4F 2014 4F 2015 4F 2016 4F 2017 %
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