Banks
Global

FitchRatings

AHERIEVE 20234 9 B 1 Btz

SRAT PSRRI

E 2|

i

AR REA B I B R A FH BT A A ERAT  CBLFE TR SEERAT ANBUR M ERAT)  FERATHE IR A ]
(BHC) M HEATEFRRTE R ik ARYMEREE F Y SRR a4 U A 7145 . e 5
T, ARG AR EER] - EN GER [Related Criterial (FHRHYER])) .

PSEFFSHEEI R (KRD)

HEREER: K THATM BHC (3817 NIERRFSE (IDR) & [R5 8L B S5 88 S
FESCHR . SRATIE B 0RESE (VR) e 1 SRAT I B BIR DI B SR, TN SCIRRTAS
(GSR) BBEHSZHRAFAE  (SSR) RIS MGZAT 72 7 BN AT AN AT SCHR (AT RETE

IDR BUR EmaE | i B ARN IDR wlERA AT IR #5851 (nd VR B
WRf)) AR ER A AN S iERE ST (ANt SSR Bk GSR BT Ssemti)) , i LLIE M & 2 A i e &
BT HEW IDR. 7E [Assigning IDRs Above VRs] (#ZF it VR W) IDR) —&ivh ¥R
AN 5V A AN

BAMBBER: ERTIRT VR K, BEEGa ISR, BT b THR
SEEENAE (KRD)  URPAh: WIEWIREALRER  CEFMIUAERRMED) , AR DUIH 25 R
(FAEME . BERFEAIRE . AAKMERMER, DIEREIRENN) . BEEEELY KRD FF
sy FERBEEREE, DHESRHEES VR, WHUESHTAIBET I, B R VR,

AR AN R, SR R SR AR A S —T7, TR THRAT GSR 2 SSR.

18 SERTAE S W T B R 2 SR AT TE T B RS SR AT RE M, R AR HSRATELAT A A
P E RV TR B K A e . B AR THAI L 25 KRD [MI3R, DARFAGHRftE K3
BEMRe DA ERE G5 R [ Government Support Ratingl (BUNSCIERTEE) A [ Shareholder
Support Rating] (B SCIERYE) &) .

AEATEBE SRR RE M. TR RIGHS, OFREAHEY O Zraertmst
fiti, CARAEERD/ AEATEDUT S EREZ rTREERVIAS . (B STNRAT S 4f8 OR U5 ) 5 A5 3 i
SRATHORI IDR AHAF, TSR 5 AR & 35 IR T A58 W (IR SRAT Y VR

AR A TR B IO, RO LSO N, B DA A Y,

This report contains a full report in English and a summary in Chinese. The Chinese version is
for reference only and must not be relied on. The English version shall prevail in all
circumstances.

[ SRITAFEER) .

Analysts

Global

James Longsdon

+4420 3530 1076
james.longsdon@fitchratings.com

Alan Adkins
+44 203530 1702
alan.adkins@fitchratings.com

Emerging Market EMEA
Lindsey Liddell

+44 20 3530 1008
lindsey.liddell@fitchratings.com

Western Europe and CEE
Olivia Perney
+33144299174
olivia.perney@fitchratings.com

North America

Christopher Wolfe

+1212 9080771
christopher.wolfe@fitchratings.com

Latin America

Alejandro Garcia

+1212 908 9137
alejandro.garcia@fitchratings.com

APAC

Jonathan Cornish

+852 22639901
jonathan.cornish@fitchratings.com

$RITEFEHERI| 15 March 2024

fitchratings.com


mailto:james.longsdon@fitchratings.com
mailto:alan.adkins@fitchratings.com
mailto:lindsey.liddell@fitchratings.com
mailto:olivia.perney@fitchratings.com
mailto:christopher.wolfe@fitchratings.com
mailto:alejandro.garciagarcia@fitchratings.com
mailto:jonathan.cornish@fitchratings.com

FitchRatingS Banks

Global

TITER B

TERIRIRFS BT AT BB
‘aaa #FE ‘aaa & "aag ATH
SR ED S FURTE FRBSE FRR R
L el - LLJEKRD 10IHKRD
AR ST BOECREN REE B | | RECORIE
D) ST (D-SIB) MYAE7) R R
P T2 4ED-SIEMIERE
BRI BT SR T K E R
. B E AU
REIHT A RETTS

TAAN FESE

A EEBITOUEFE . BT SR MR HUECRSE = i

Y

BHEHTAENRTF
TEHRRF S S AR
EEHERIHT L ZETREE

1 REHFFE
TAAN BT ]
ERIEREASHT /A GEFINTE, SERRHREHTGESRFE LREBEY

N
WEZRR T ABNE, 2R RIRETGENRE LRATL
KM RS TR
- N ’ A’i“j‘ Ei’“’:"} ’
S, S —
A HERISE IR

KL N —81 [ Relevance and Weighting of Key Rating Drivers) (RBfSHERTASBRE) K 2
P VR BELRE 7)) K5 A 40 =R 3 ERATRETEE (VR. GSR A1 SSR) HHERIEREEERY KRD, FERBH 4y
ME KRD ZRHAEEFYSE. B NIRAE [ Viability Ratingl (MERN'E Ji5¥5%) . [ Government
Support Rating] (BUNSZIEFFEE) M [ Shareholder Support Rating| (W% 4EFFEL) 15 =
R R SR A R I B ] BTG (R 3 KRD . 13 5 BT BRI DA FRAM BT A% L, B E
BT 28t 2 DA B AP ] 2 K30 70 52 RFSRATHE S 1 1DR.

BN 2RALE [ Banking Groups) GRATEEM)F [Assigning IDRs Above VRs| (3% Ty VR 1)
IDR) i Pl Z B, et B SR AT 4 [ BaR AT & A4t R (1) S e R B G o] 52 Bt A [R5 P55 . ISk
T AR EOZ ETERAT AR

f£ [Obligation Ratings] (f#aP4E) — bR ER I FMINMT I TERAT RS (B2, IREANIR
) MHEREFSE, AR PRI TR S FRFE (DCR) o [ Country Risks] (I
oK/ Ml JERE)  — B R B A [R5 B0 I8 R R B G T 5 B SR AT RYSE . [ Rating Definitions
and Scales] (FPA5E NG — WA BIHSATRIE AT BIHH . W Tai | SRATIZ A9 A EF
DA AN AR BESRAT AR ) TDR HfE5LAE S TDR.

AN 1 T LA SO de A% B 2 A FRAM 2 5 T BRAT R A R A FH AR R Y R e AT AR BRAT
APRE RS R O BUREE,  DLRCE THERIR SR B &

BRI R A T SR SRAT BT B R AR, QAR HHERAT VR FEANRIRFEESAIRH KRD — R

$RITETS#ERI | 15March 2024 fitchratings.com 2



FitchRatings Banks

Global

B AT BE S DN & A B pE B R
BT NIBKRESE
FRATIORIH IDR TTEE(E sl VR (BP VR @7 GSR Bk SSR), Bl sehidL GSR o SSR (Rp

GSR BY SSR i VR), BUEZE[ I VR A1 GSR/SSR, HHiEiE =3 A RI&40 ., 7rE B
T, SRATHIERM IDR iR VR L#R GEW [Assigning IDRs Above VRs| (2T =i VR

) IDR)) o

ERE 1%

H4g [aaa] 240827 VR, BREIT VR 09 KRD VA EMEE, W RERF~. HEEELIHTH INEES AR VR LR ERE, SR
B 2L, A0 HAS R &R E T b T HENTEEE.

RIS Tanal SHAGE KRD 375, BB HTMEITIME, DPUERS VR (AR laaa)
). [ Viability Rating] (MBVEARYE) —WREABRIMAITEERT R HEIH KRD
AT

SRATRORCH TR BRI LA KRD FORTA, DUETTR SSRATHO VR, JATD, RRIFIA AL
BB TR, LA G B 5.

PAR R AMIRYE KRD /7 8OHEE, WRER VR T RRBURREES VR Z4000 R A

. BRI/ TS AR DURIRIMRRZEEE VR RSP S m A A8 BRI ) B
FHERFSE RS [ Country Risks] (BUZK/$BlEEFE)), &2 VR L TIUAREES VR
IS

o EHRERR/SBSMER: STHEM KRD (EVRERRRES R/ SRR BT R
T A A 10 5 T R T IRE R OB RE . I — 5 L PR BB 2 FE — SORIE KRD,
T AR AT I 45 I A (LTS TS, B L1 R ZEIE RS KRD 394
FRRLE

o BEE WA EULWOME KR REET (RSB B, UHE (RRER)
SPAEHEICNS, RMATAEG A VR BETAGREES VR HOML. KRD §0 [REIIA) OB
05 PRI 00 MRS M 3 KO RO, TDHFRE 722 VR MBI 999810 KRD
R LA

BT SREER - RS

EE o)
ST 20
J B R 10
[:$> = B 30

i \
= B 20
& BRI RI e 15
- [:$> A KB 25
% & BB 10
= BEBRN 70

KCBTRET KRD TWTAESI LA KRD RPAA ERMEE. (B2, Al EEarea, o RS MEmiTrRES VR B, IR
T 4% TRt KRD M r O REH .
A HA

$RITETS#ERI | 15March 2024 fitchratings.com 3


https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document

FitchRatings

BUNSCIRRPE
TREURAHAEIRT SR (i [aaa) SHUETHRT) 1 KRD. |

BRI SEIRAT, AT KRD FROHE B R EEHGR A PR T I RO T2 15 B g 3 HO (R i
SEALRE, T R B AL HE AR OE AT IR . A HE B (R 2 e B T S AR
W), EFEEHUET 2 EE S EEEN KRD, 1M HIRITH GSR EH R [AE] GERF
RICTTHRAL) o

AL (R 2 Bopr BT S BGIRI0) . PR RE BN R AT B R RAT  (D-STB) GSR

) —AHEE Un R A IR TR, M H D-SIB ) GSR Gl # el L HERPAR . B FRAMRE Al H

AR/ h A B AR KRD 3SR RS R B 2Ry (AT & IE i s fa i) , KRD FREEE AT

REEEET, PRI

. A SRAT R AR B LIS IR . A S A SR ARA SR, B0 MR SR
RS, 548 KRD sle RAR&EEENE, MHEH SR MARAMTE; =

o ML BRGNS R BRSO HE, 0 KRD e AR
FENE, T GSR AL,

BOEESRATI GSR TR I KRD —MEHETE, A0 R 35 7 MIAIFTR . R BRI AT, TR

A —TACL LN KRD S 30HEAT I & 0 AR 0s, 3% KRD MOMEE AL S (el

SEIRIT) .

SR ERmEI R R - BUNSRRTSE

—fEE
FSRMRAT BORPESRAT
AARBERR SOREEH
RIS SRS

BURFC#& D-SIB HIfES)
HRAT R AT
HRAT R AR A

TRER A R (BHRRFEEA)
BURF & D-SIB HIEEH
TS

SR

BUR SCERERAT i) R B
Fhgt E B

Ak

Ji

BURAE KRG
HHMO

Y LRANE SE Huhr

PP GSRFN SSR Tl A& [ 3ERTE | - ERURBIERITH [3ETF | By, THIRTW—IE (SuRE
rEEE, MEBLHERT, SREFHTTME), {£18 GSRYSSR.

Banks
Global

TR GSR SROTEAR, 2
PAFSER.

$RITRTS#ERN| 15 March 2024

fitchratings.com 4


https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document

FitChRatings Banks

Global

R IR
TREUSHRAE SSR (M4 [aaa] FHHMEITRT) 10 KRD. & IRAMGE 2005 B A AL+
SEE BN KRD $ S0 B A IR A TR 5 25, — R s v Re e me ;u;%:;ﬁﬁ@sm%ﬁ&m%%ﬁﬂﬁ, EEdi
WETEREFR - REETE

— R
R AR RO S
B ST 4% 7 T
T o B g
IR g
B/ M L B T
TR AR SR B
LESE R fir o - B
S g
AT g
LA g
T AR g
R . wmE

"R / M RS AT PR A £ B I B R IR AE KR, B LL B & SSR AN E RIS . AR,
2/ R ANES SSR i T BRI, I8 SR ) A 45 1 S v T e o A

SRITHFZHRY

15 March 2024 fitchratings.com 5


https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document

Banks
Global

FitchRatings

BRI & S15E%E (VR)

WER

M ER P = D BRI AR B SRAT I VRe B, RAMTREERATACS IRIEN) KRD 8L, FET
A, RIZIE &SR KRD 8UE A ANTE, tgHARBSTE KRD 080 CEFMEDL. EUFAL
Wy EEME . RERFURERIRE S EARKHEEAERE, DLAE SEUREINE) . mB RS RIEIE N
JH KRD 438k $847H VR,

ERHE R, RS REESEIE (B4 KRD [REP0eliatas), Blis b kg s %
B R UL AR RS B a4y /5P R R 25, #E I B 0E Se B 2 5 T B AT I, IS R T Re it AT
SRR S e T FRAM B A, BRI R AR AR AL O SRR v D) S R AT R IR O ) R e T
Sio FEBMIIWE A, BB RIS /VR, LIS SETE H AT iE e

WERAT VR =B

15 - WREBRE #0255 * HEHMKRDA 35 REREAE NS
KRD#y 8 {VR}
BESETERGLESKRD s I s B EIEKRDS EES » 12
v B T8 15 e

HIBSKRDABT LEE e ——
HERE S K =t B VRT LI R
R VE

RS

EE 1. REREBREN KRD 7

RBESE: RGN R, WIS [aaal SHIZ TRATEBIREE KRD MRS KA
W GER NI [ Operating Environment| (KUEFREE) —H1) . FEFHMINWIMEBA R KRD &
PEOKMERERE IR DT RR, RO A EAREAME M Fitch Solutions fy BMI 24/l 757
o AP RS LR AR BUERAT 1L R S W) 100 W [ W 3 S B R E T (Y0 S s A R )
DIMIE o &R R T [ BRG] UG R RS Rk i BN B A
FEAME, MHBZIIGAEHENRBKEL, HERE SRR

ABMBT 2 ARG HESRERIABUR, EEEERZETTFEMUE, LU R
TR ENEY Sy . (8 [ Operating Environment] (A¥E7EHD) —Hi5|H T EIERE &SR
B B TR IR . AEAR A B g R WA LAl KRD B AR R 7 W B R
(7 AR

JOEE 2: SIERM KRD 78K

B8 RTRREIRE KRD UL T, AIRMESSEH ML KRD MPYIEIAF RS KRD
B35 809 70 B AR AR I IR 3 2 — o 8 A2 H A K R 050 8 () By 5 B BRAT 15 FIR DL ) L A T
[ (i SRR R ) LA AR AR I AT Rk . AR R e 1) 5 — (8 DR SR R R At
€ KRD 50 UIAH B AORZ O A AR (B30 8 8 i B IR IGR L) o S JRBREDL KRD,  JRAFIAS
B R AR S 0 8 DR AT Al EUSOIR DO, 1A S DIAR B ) B8 — 4R AR

fiEl 5 & /7575 KRD

Operating Environment
Business Profile

Risk Profile

Asset Quality

Earnings & Profitability
Capitalisation & Leverage

Funding & Liquidity

$RITEFEHERI| 15 March 2024

fitchratings.com


https://www.fitchsolutions.com/sites/default/files/2021-10/dc-6771-ffs_operational-risk-index-methodology-doc-update.pdf
https://www.fitchsolutions.com/sites/default/files/2021-10/dc-6771-ffs_operational-risk-index-methodology-doc-update.pdf

FitchRatings Banks

Global

FRHEE VR KRD RB&4EUIEE

KRD HIE 1 T 2

B BIEEREE KRD 438 MmN (HEFEID)
TR AN A ESEEER

i e T BIEEREE KRD 438 IRIRBGEHR/ BEER (%)
B R FIEERIGE ) EIEFRIE KRD 78 G ERER/RWA" (%)

A K e BLAE A EIEFRIE KRD 708 BB AR ()

% 4 BB EIEFRIE KRD 708 TR/ % AR (%)
C RN G 2 A KRD HERLER S KRD 2743,

b R

c BB / BEAK + BRMES

.

BB ETE (FEERTIUSHER T) RAEERES KRD 28, (HEAKHEELIERf]
RS P B B AT O R, TR R 3P 5 A s B BE RIS 1 R AR R AR o el AR /8 R AT I
PRATAE ARG ST A AR E RIS, #BE KRD WA R A IR B — (A BB
APEER . B A AL BRI ERAT PRI, S5 2 [ Country Risks] (BIZ /3 B )
—Hi.

FEIE T SEB AN B IRDC KRD AR, B35 KRD 73 BORE AR 48 2 e A o A6 TR 0 UK
WA IRERAE I E - BEOIARAR, MRIEEPMEDCAE [, 7E [bbb ) BREETEE H VU8 i
1 ERITTA 10 fERIT 2 I BSRAT, HEES RSB MDL KRD Wk (e [bb] R,

PR T 0B 5D AIEERIFES KRD 28 (4 Tbbb ) JE5R1) BLEAMA KRD P44
FRAF, B & 08 1 2 ) i R E A 2O N JE S T I EE sy (Bl Tbbb+ | o bbb ) 8%
[bbb—] ), WeHZ THREEFRIERA KRD 238 A, FRATATRE & R(CEGR S FE S KRD 43
B AAERE SR Z AN TR R SRR IR B AR 2 B

BT RS TR A AR TE B BT AH BRI DR 2, AELAR S W AE i DAV S8 BB 0 U AZ D AR AR b, Bl i
H A R/ s RS, T SR 2908 Rom il A LR AR S AR TERIR &R . e
BERE T Wy, AR TN BOEE SR BRIk, W R REE (bbb | FEIFE
FTOE, PRGBS ECE RIS [bb) 8¢ [a) ). FPEMES DL ERETEEN (e
[bbb] #A%% [b] 5K [aal ) HEFH.

FEPE RS BRI Ry, B g5 BazIA H MEES KRD AR E. BRGIAER, Wk
HATEPAE R SAT A BORIRR A JB B A . (Bl F= 24/l [bbb ) AEFMER) , ATREE1E AR
FIFAEE [aa] B8 EME B E . HAURIATEZRERES28% [b] , FREAEK
AR B A A I R

BT H T REA AR KRD ROBEH, WURAFAES R th iR e (A —E e
T REEL REEATIERE . FAMESIRGL KRD, FRAMEFHA MR, BRI E R
AL EFIREFE S KRD 708 FEVRGE KRD 708y,  HEAEGE ks AT (0 Fa PR B e 1 S LA ] 36
AT W7F 1 R BT 5 5% O S 7E A 5 4R AR

TREURE BRI [aaa) SRERUN, — 8 KRD fE3 % DIERMIRE: BF 2
SRACREAE S 55550 g A 75 KRD (5 il s A o 38 L ai AR A A4 2 SRATHE KRD 73 B
HEES . BB G AR KRD 8z P MR e (. e s HIm)

$RITETS#ERI | 15March 2024 fitchratings.com 7



FitchRatings Banks

Global

KRD F—f4E

R KRD fRI—Riik

aaa ELAT AR aE O FLRR S (O, SRR LS FDIR AT & B i, IR T T R SR 2 BUAS
5 28 (A BEERRAIG .

aa ELAT A K FLRR S O, RO S (S FIR I Sl i, A AW TE R %
FIEE R,

a B K HAR R, R8BS AR S, il KRD H¥sE s, &
7% 5 5% BRI R BB R s 2

bbb FATR UM, BB AR & RIFE, (ERAR R BB R F 2 2R %
A AT e e

bb JREIR I BB AR R, BB ST A ORI S, RoRBEE R IR 5 5
IR 3 7 BRAS G AR O AR S0 2 BB 28

b Pt AT BRI B A f,  BSRmSr (S R A P B, RoR B2

BRI B,

cco RULT AR EHENTRAL, LSRRI R BUE KH HRN, Sor R 5E
BRI .

AR A

BE 3: A55 KRD #8LIHBF VR

F&4& VR: IAM454 KRD 708, WAEH] [ Relevance and Weighting of Key Rating Drivers)
(I3 i T2 Bl T [R] 2% P A o) e BRURE ) — 6T v S A 6 O PO R T 2R R B SRAT IORE S VRSB R AR
JEEIEFTER A KRD 7080 ( Taaal % 1, [aat] 2% 2, DLSBHEHE) #2FPHUE, FFES8UE
FeLIREE, He S HIMMEBUEAAR . B S e A U, AT AR % [aaa| 45
(1 AR Taaal , 2 R [aat] , VIRSEHE) ; 35 S AR BUE IE LT A7 P AR B 145455 1) v
B, JRAME AR 2 NBCE, WeAEmREEE (Wl WA 1.5 AR 1, fRERBEE VR
% laaal ).

SR T VR: AT DATEERE S VR, FRKEE A =AEEE AR T VR (FE2R [ Relevance
and Weighting of Key Rating Drivers/ Viability Ratings) (JF#E7F2E0E5)K 2 HIHFE
FARER) 7)), RIS BRI/ FREFFERIRR s SEFFMEDC/ B FE e v] 58 A5 8RAT M 1%
FRES R R, OB AT KRD 28 siEA [538E] FH KRD.

SR fi B

SRR BLA A B ARSI B, BT B SRR LA o LI BB T
SUTIN BB, Zoei, A alIRE, BB, LU A MR AN 1
I, BT A LI LA 53 A O

SR A LI 543 T8 5 FLELA TOCHERS, 3 LR 0 R S W ZE AP 0907 S 7
SRR K RSk, AUBRORYE MY T AL

(1) FUMBG, B IERH 5 b St S B SRAT B R G B A 7R
.

(2) WITELE, IUBH TN, BRI A AT MO DL

(3) WAL, WAESRATIMI B A L e SUR IR, LURIL R It
SR EL AT G P R AT , B AR AT ARAD AR, U T R S A B
SHPEM NS (TR MM BT BUEOR, QARSRATIOM G, IEAER T . MRS R S0
e, DIERTAM R\ S B

$RITETS#ERI | 15March 2024 fitchratings.com 8



FitchRatings Banks

Global

BN SR AT

I SRERAT

R R A BRI VUE R BT GSR. %8, RAMVRESR FEE R N — ) D-SIB 1
GSR. & JHRTAl B & [R5 5 MR S48 D-SIB [WRE I RIERH. B ok, AR R esRiT
Z GSR /&7 MERZIAIS Y. MBI D-SIB GSR ARSI . 38 TERTAL AR TE 3 5 MG B S 172 s8R
TR MR

RETRMITH GSR

FHETU R D-SBATE: FEBFXED-SBHER
|
Y
HEED-S BT & N BT % SR AT AR IIAD-SIB AR

v

EERITHETEERE

JEBE 1. BUE D-SIB B % #E: 74

TERE D-SIB GSR Mf, HHaEEh 2 EREMAME &R TDR. BESR FRERTSE W o 1 B
JAFAEGE I B A A T R 2 B, (HTTRE RISl R B L R s R R S DDA R, AR
FARAT PR SIRMGE . UL, B BRI PR SR M R = R, D-SIB 1Y
GSR 18 & #2L ERERTAR K HE, W R RFTR,

XERBEFER—& D-SIB GSR

FHESMNBI &% IDR —f% D-SIB GSR

AAA. AA+ At & A-

AAL AA- A R A-

AL %3 IR EHESTSE 1 & 2 (84U
[BBBJ %5 A EHERTSSE 0 & 2 fHALA
BB 5 R EHERTE 0 & 1 EAL)
[B] K LA B MERP A AT R4

e H

FEVE R BRI LR TR E R T D-SIB GSR I, A% & T RATMEE B KRD ([ 27
FEERTT GSR HIF#d7 P A %) ), FERFRESHRSTHE R D-SIB AR AR,
R OKRD [FFD AL, A BT MR P s (BBAE) D-STB GSR; A, 4R
KRD [¥Is¥ 72 S0, HIBRHE PRz Bk (8CUR) 1 GSR.

KRD [ 1E A5T4 % D-SIB GSR BRAFESRAT GSR Z S RIUR ST s OREER . Foy [ R
AP S5 B Y K] 3R A0 A I 1k BRLREE /BRSO AT AR | SR TR 0 BoAS KRD (L RRE R . A
250 KRD BGRF Ay A A M, B & EE D-SIB GSR #fX T [ Ak , KIHIETH KRD
FIRERAR Ak Sh L 2L

$RITETS#ERI | 15March 2024 fitchratings.com 9



Banks
Global

FitchRatings

FI¥ERIT GSR HIMETERERER

KRD FE* Am

BUFSTEE D-SIB [Ife S ®

SRATHE R IR TR/ BN A FEARE LR SRAT R/ B P A 7 A R b
i, T AT IRIY, A2 L W ARSIk, g
FABR AT BEVEAG/ 2%, KABR T BEE 25/

SRATHE RGNS D-SIB 7EH R PGS D-SIB 7E#S R & b e b,
W, BB R R R, R OB SRR AT A TR .
b FREMEA .

T FHE AR/ B AT T SRR R/ S AN o R T

(R ARSI TERRE, KB AIE £ GREARE, RAEE R

HATHE R R MR/ BEER Ei
T AR A S

SRATHE A HEA SRR R IS
R

BN %38 D-SIB HZER"

TR

ANt H

RIS E 0 S AL T RE A AE SRAT VS
AT P TRERE =2/ (ko a)
FE R I VA

SR B % D-STB AARF RN T A —BHIRCER, AT RE s E IR
PRy SR 8% SR SR AL
AICREATHARN B SR AR LNAG A BISRATIE
B, AT N PR &P I B — SR

BURNSARSRAT MRS °

FATE B il ) A0 B PR A SRS SR, T AR B AR R, G
& D-STB W HARIREEE; HA D-SIB MW HAMRE: Eimam
FE AL T (1) £ 22E JEL53 -

Ak Bt B AR AR N AR SR/ L S e, AT
TN AF NPT RETEARH A IR REAE A SRS 2 ORI T R
FA) - i AR IEAT N ERAT I

J A SRS TR I RE, B BT SMA A RE, sURA BLEUR B R

WU BEAR IR BN BT A 5

HERE NI &

U EHRE WM AT KRD HEATRT AN, PR Ar O R A N 25 IR A AT A SRAT R KRD MR . BN
JAIET R BT TSI, KRD & #iaTsr % [har .
"B LEE BT KRD s MR SR R I — M D-SIB GSRJ #AKh ARIE K D-SIB GSR #Ljl.
© ORIE B KRD & e SRATAHESR D-SIB GSR 1) GSR #U3l.

A A

$R1TFE2EI| 15March 2024

fitchratings.com

10



FitchRatings Banks

Global

HEE 2: PERITHIBI X IETH

Bt FIREK . [BUN SCRSRAT IR ] — &R KRD, YUE R EER TIRITER. &
JABAICA D-SIB GSR 7 GSR.

USSR AT E B N BGRORN /B AE 2R T 5 A 10%, BEELE R e iRAT R A D-SIB, I LA%E[H
D-SIB GSR M7 s\ FR%AT GSR: fEIEEIEIL T, RHEENE KRD AR Ea¥ A, W
HERAT Y M P B &y D-SIB, BRI [E T AL/ (B B A AR, BEZERATIERI T A
ZyBB R N HA 2 2 A5 2l B OB AR, R AT ESRE A B S PR 2 H T i aZ AT 4 D-SIB.

BURAEERAT

BT BORAESRAT i B 0 A . R IR AT A HE, BAE R &5 T AT AR W
[ ERERFASARIR B ) GSR A1 IDR. 7EIRIE f& 75 B BUHRNE SRAT SF A5 5 B 25 B - HEAR )
APAE R PR AP ARG, RAPEH & F HAE N R KRD.

P SEERAT I KRD (AT REANELLER) I8 % AR IRE BORNMESRAT PSSR LA R 2, BURIRAA
WH; RAESEIENT, 4 BAPEsmEEE g,

B EIRTTGSR #9 L BT Z 2R Z

B RREE ST
KRD BFETSER EE SRR ETH Zmem

FREH# KB EARBEERR FERIEMBUG AR - AHIRENN BEUSFA#EIE
REEY ; BUTBSEHE— olgett ; IREFEDBRER - PR E -
FTBREA -

BFRAE EZEHRINIKAE BIEZENHXRAR  FERAS5ER FEEREAGH

EEEER - REMTEE , EARENEREEE - WXRFAREAR
MR -
BREZE TE2RFEZER  EFRA RIERNERZOR - ELEREREA BIERIFIHEE
ithfiz BANWERRRNEARZ REENRE - Hfr ; JELRELIFIE
& - NZAHRESIREIEUR FREEHEGEMN
MEEE EEMEONEX
REMAI R EEAR LR N
f= -

i EREMTASHEKRD FHH - REEERWEMLASEME CRARREBLRBRTEE KRD Wi - MR
SULH§0FT KRD Piosk SBIBTMBAONE - BIBRERHB TH0 KRDMIL P -
HHAOR : BEET

BURSTERIRIR

ARy GSR DR ZR AU SCHRE 5 A H AZSRAT BITAE w3278 U 6 ) [ 2 AU (R A D BB e
T, B E AR AR =07 ERER A R a5 B AR B R ERAT R LR ST, B AR R A SRR Y
ko

T TE AR RV I O R & i Ml D-SIB GSR. 2R, EHAIELELERAT (34 vl RE 2 H B K
rh B, T A EEERAT A SRR R 2R B SR B R A R, DR ET R IR A L R D-
SIB GSR.

IS PR LA [B) SRS, TR IFIA & DL B LML EHERTS, f25 GSR
SPTHMATE. RO BT, IREE AR PRGN R, AATRT GR ST
[ASCHR) ¢ iFor M A BP0 (2 B oY U B SO AR 17 10 7 1 25
YIS

SRITRPE R

15 March 2024 fitchratings.com 11



Banks
Global

FitchRatings

R SAR TS
BRSPS MM S D %

KRD RS iR Tr AGHA TR L 254
BORRBELE NS
WL R 7 B BEAN /SRR A LR B B A/ U T A TR SRR 0 ) BB,/ R @ B R T
A 2 T AT Bieh SRR Wi, SRR A B T &
SRS TR AR AT T AT AT ATRURERAT R LM% JFHEA:
MHE, AEEATMBENAIE. IR, AR T AR AT TOR L)%
PSR, ATRR R REE P
BB IS A RSO EIORE AT 7, (E MBI B A RICCIRIAE AT 7, (F ARSI RA R ICCEN R AT 2, 7
LA T (0 HR A A R . T8 7 0 HE A P VBP0 BT AT K
5/ M L T A A 0 /T IR B/ M R (B SR PR IR/ B (PIE R A WL
I A P A SRR RO AL AR SRR S, FATISEE AW R REA W SHRIAE S, FLIGR B A
AT AL )L 5
BB R AR
(ESEh i AT REE B OMAARI S, 1 BB ARG, (ERATN  SURRA T NAMAIR, e H Bl
AT/ IR RO /TR TEERERO TSI ESE /TR s
AR T AR B O SO, RE R GRS E, TR DA S
B R A G i BB AT o, SRR AT AR 3
BRI /M B 1 31 T /Ml LR 51 AR TG B o
SURERFAT I T AT TR RIRSE. W AT AR B RN
fi AT B ATIDRE RN, AT IR, AL (R AR T & TR TR
A L ST EPEMIL P E AT A T AT LR A ) A
T A A SRR A R A =,
B RS 11T B
BT BRKEN TR AN WA EANERMLIE: SAANASHE AR HEARE 2
i o fROACTRRE LT B i A/ B IR IR/ B IR
TFATMERALMIGTIRI AR FAEIOR 75% EOBBRIEEAT AR 75% (O RBIGERA T
A RITAT S ARSI AR LR,
SRR (i 75 %
B AR A A
XA SRR DI BRI, JRWCT YA/ AR (EM BN IR T A R, SR CASIRGET S, (AP ERTHILE, Bk

e PR A AR A

Z R R SR KSR

PEBCRISCIRAC I I, AT T- A 7] Y
R 5 A .

ERALIECES B

2SR AR B BR 7 A 3 R AR
B, 0 EAEE IR T RE e R T %

FRDIAE AU A R el R e Bl

EEARBAME, BRH T AR REIL
AFAFAEEER] .

R

B ) 277 R R OLSR B RR A
oS ZORFR AR . BRI BEA
AP AT IR, AR T A IR
S Aot IR

BEA R B ST J O TR AR
JIHAGE -

TELE MIRE A R R FS TR AT K, 5B
FT A AT T 38 R -

12 7 R B T ] 2 F 26 e R
i
T A R R 7 BB BT el

o

© A T A S A B R IDR. SR, B IDR PRI AAK R B AOARTE I A L VR B, PRI SSR FTARELAREAE] VR ALEEEATHME GEW [Assigning
IDRs Above VRs| ($TF i VR [ IDR)) . TEVREUWIAT AR KRD MEATRPA R, JRAM & 45 o8 BIRLSRIA N 75 dncRe S LR AT 32 8RAT 45 8 KRD IRFAL .
B2M TN [ Country Risks) (B /Hbl& B o

" M — B g A T (B R PR LR SR R S LA A e RS S PR R U

e H

BAHERT SSR &% BB (SRAEf VIS T R H AR E B AS) fe B RayRe DAERR

R KRD - *

2H IR E % IDR RAREE VR MEE MR DRITIRT SSR GER T AW [ 4R1T4£H ] ).

SRITRPE R

15 March 2024

fitchratings.com 12



FitchRatings

RAFERET SSR I r% RELRPA T (R7ERI DU F 2 S 2R SR 0EHR R RE
A KRD.,

AP an B w2 REA I R IDR, A8 BLREA ISR ISR M RE S DI - SR, 5%
W OIDR [ AR IRAE B st i L VR B, AR SSR nfREABEA R VR ZAfEifiEqT
SlE GER [Assigning IDRs Above VRs] (#2F =it VR ) IDR)) .

P L RS HENRE LR KRD, DLREA R RTAS 238058 SSR, DL AR RIIESE .
WP A FSRATH) VR 8E GSR e, I RERIR Tt 3L SSR MM IDR.

FFRRITRR NI 5%
TERT A ARSRAT RE A 5 RISRAT REA TR MESTIRAOFTREVERS, 50 1A KRD. 32 HUBR A (R 3
(BN RBRAT) ST T AT SR A R R OETH (W, RERRER, SURMIT(E
FOEEBRBID) A H AR A W A R (R R ARG, BUTET
AT IR AR ) .

FERHA AT R B S AR BUR JE AR 1O SRRy, T 125 5 R BORFE AT L3R i 811 2 548 KRD:

AR, HUESKEAE 5 BB X AU I R B A (BT W RE & i B A A i
AR TR, Hoh AR TR, WEIATREN M, LR AR B OB K fE
FERETRAG. RBHEHEE R, BB AL A K B S ABUN MERAT 2 A7 75 R 5k B
Ry BRBIACHRE, 5 BRAT 1R R I A B R A T s DR, R A M T BUR Y 2 B
FRHFRAT

BB SRR S BZ ST B R VR SRAT R R R B R AR R R s (B,
i B RZSRAT R RZ B Y A AE AONBGET 5 %) o

2 ZEEPHILIRITZ IDR FRHEE VR FrERENRS, HFIEAERT SSR FRLRIT. (RT3 M4RIT
&E 1)
3FBESR T [RITEE/ FARRITESESREAR |, UEETLRRITH VR AR ESRESAH
HIREE .

Banks
Global

$RITETS#ERI | 15March 2024

fitchratings.com 13



FitchRatings Banks

Global

A BTRER B RAT SR B N R BRAT AN BHC #2T VR M1 SSR fT7ik. AR AL O ERAT Y
VR fEULE OF ARG AR A5 0, T LA AR EASRAT RO VR 2 DL SLAE TR DL 2 5L

L SRAT

BHRAT G N BRI AT AP0y, REENE S OE Al A OFAR B (5 AUIRDC . 7EFTHUE & 4R
FMRES RO DL, A8 R EORMRBE R AT, (HB TR [ FE L] M7 LA,
I BIVEPAli 36 o 48 5 B 3 S e 1 ) B IR L. M RER A BT T g 2] — iR
WHPER, WMBRmRE B VR . °

e (0T ] RTPEE VR, SRMENELITHIER, TRAMAEAIE L0 8T 1k
JE JEL i A I B [ R ) B SRR 7] o I A A B N P SRAT B 20 ) DA B At B P9 R
17, GELER Y SRAT BRERAT BEA T R R, B A HA SR D], A8 R AT AR R JE o e BB
TR R R AR S . Hrh TP AR SRR A B R HAR WS TS5 A $RAT

A RIS N A% CRAT BRI SR AR T SSR. JE A2 IR A8 L% O BRAT IR AT RE AR PR 2
RS R, DR A B SR RS B 1) SR

LB N H A ERAT

G SR TR A RAT PO R AT o s S T R G O 2 IR, ARBERAT A B IR IR T
VR, AR e AR e g ([ BESCiR | ) DU N 2 AR, $H3
BT, EEIEE SR R N A SRS T SSR.

IR ERAT ARG I BEA R R T 188, 8% e kIR et 7 SO AT 70 M, IR HNE LR AT & 2 2
fEAER Z KR AR R ERAR DL, HLBLERAT B 2 ) Z M B R OUSE R 2 IR IFGIR UL . 3
JA B K SRAT AE A M T 355 52 3 B A RIRR B A AU 4R 1, Pl e 2 R R B 7 2B AT 0 W 2642 T 57
S5, T AR R AR [ JEL P AR O A R

SRITIER AR (BHC)

BHC JEHEA KAz il — [l 22 FISRAT s e A 7, Gl W S RSRAT SRt ,  Holw B R
BRI BEE I o & RIREAT & R AU R IRGRAE IR, ATKEE TERATRPSFHER ] ¥ BHC MEATRYAE:
(1)BHC f4 3€ 75 SR g DT 32 22 i HL P A ROSRAT Ve (G LeSRAT MR E [ SRATRT AR YRR |
HEATRYAE) 5 K (2)BHC [R5 YR SR B A7 SR I 0 15 FJRUBs BB AR B o Bl v P AR
A FETEANSRAT S A AR A 55 (K Rt OO, I AN e iRIE [SRATRPRER ) EATRIAR.

BHC W 52 R a1,  HOE W BB 10 20— K ZRAT A A RO i, (ELAR R [ SR
ITRFACER | FPAER) BHC T B2 BT RN, HEAZEE .

AR A BHC (VR 2 Mg b SRS BB RG 1 il BB AR (DR, &3 BHC % 7 SR EAH A
B VR. Ui REEE A BHC AR R R R, e iRIBEM VR FHEE BHC 19 VR (WZR
EARKER VR BT, G U EZIRAT AR VR ASEBEEATHRRE) o NREERME S
EEE BHC VR BAEM VR (BREZERATTAW VR) HAH R RFEE BN DL e KK .

CERBEAREEARRE, SEVRATRRTZEEN VR, KB VRIERZAENANER, MEKT
BRI EE T FRH P B OB 5.

$RITETS#ERI | 15March 2024 fitchratings.com 14



FitchRatings Banks

Global

AT A T BB RS S

X F¢ BHC VR Fi&EE VR (BREEGRATFAF) ZF: BHC VR sPHMERAER VR (U FERIT

HE — R B A R i i FAED) M
o i fE AT LR DT s, REOE M AR R GERAN T B, W A AR L R R
ANERRERSZ N E BHC MR, FERLL 120%, BE/R BHC B /SA LUBSR APl E &
BHC HdfB) G 120%°. ¥, BRAp@EE AL T SR (i, A E R
TP ST e )
BHC B 78 D =, RS A . BRI, HAH RN E 5 #. BHC
% 4 A VB B P 1 B T 23 BB S BB E IR B
ST
AR AR T S 4B CiE 5/ 5 Y S T T 1) S A SRR A ] BHC S AR 37 B el 1 B A P S R, VA
SRR B B PR SR MESRAT R HE N T A &M B0 BHC 7642 Bk
T S B 1) L o
H CEES BHC AR BERAT T2 7 B A i — 5 BHC il BEERAT - 7 [ B v M R — 5
T T HE TR BHC B SR RAT A B 1 e R 2 WY HE A S R R AT A ) A W W T R
il £y,
12 il PR BHC s A R A T AR, BE T A Rl MR B AR K

Bk s NIE S BHC G575 I AH HIZ A 13K

CEAEBOA W SAT B RALAE LIEE T AR 2 ERA R ARy, BRI RS B Y AT LL R R MR 0 G AR . BIINTES T AN BHE AR A, AR
ACYR: A

ERFIE I, B RESRE BHC 1 VR GBS —{E &R

e BHC 1y VR DAFEZRAITF/An VR (MEAEER VR) ZFEBEdie, H I sidE B 8EE 5
M AR BUA E, PRSI ol b A B s B

o HAMPIRBUEE I 2~ W MERAT 5 7] MR E A E A BRI ], Bl (EAER)
BHC A7 (101556 e 8 TSR L ORI Bl SRy, B RT3 2 07 24 ) B e it o £ B A B )
Ao £ 98] Y 0 ) B e = S A B B P PR TSR A

Fy 1 RE B R SR SR AT — T, I €4 BHC 2% GSR B SSR. ZRifij, BHC SSR ANgr
R AN LR [S298] .

Bish T
R B SM 5247 FIARAT AR FO 7D — T N B, DRI BRAR S B B/ SRR B 75 B B TP
WIS ATRE T TDR ASESRPAERS, EBLRPARBUAAT DR AOIGERSAPE 3L

e A R 0 LR Tl PG 40 A B 17 4 B S BB, TR B3 2 5347 041
W IDR BURATRE 2B LI, A, S A —RTET T LR/ DS FL R B/
SO AT (I, PRI ELABCE RS, S MR AR AT (R S
5 T 547 S0 ACBOR RS, B0 547 57 069 51 W 4 5 25 T 0 B¢ R L B
AT I R P05 — B 36 A 2 SR L 2 W 419 7 R P R 5 4345,
SMTIOARB SN DR e A5/ S R

HATROAF TSR ER DCR AT RETAIR B St e 3 DR, E AT 2 RE A TER3 /04T )i B
B A7 ROF BRT A ME TR AL 5 3 T R B e HE AR, A B B Ah 47

$RITETS#ERI | 15March 2024 fitchratings.com 15



FitchRatings Banks

Global

ATEER K EFR

WME TR R BRIHIRAT AN () FPETEENIEE; (1) TR TR (i)
P I HIRFAE 8IS Ll (iv) dnfrflEabas. EAE R T, M ik —baiiELy
CEMFRERAT TOR) ABiE CEMIRS VR) RIEZR, WMBIFAER S DR, &A%, RIEH
R R IRAT R TARK R A B T ) o

$RITETS#ERI | 15March 2024 fitchratings.com 16



FitchRatings

BATRPEMEE R BT AR

Banks
Global

FrERTERNIEE IR TEIE P RS R A E RS
=H# IDR PR =T EBUM RN SHE AT T A BRI TAAA ] 24 GERBEEMFTSE HERTHREY IDR SHH0E% %
AR B BRI AT R T ULRTAE. EFE) o [F4847 VR. GSR B SSR itk
PEo S5SNI T (1DR: FRAMTE LA L [F R T R R 4 . EFEEFIT (865
Reference Obligations and ' TDR FIAB & IDR: (i) 4k i REE VR SIARACE) , R
Types of Default] (IDR: M5 FIA B B ¥ L8 49 B b A7 LE IDR WIRELL VR ZyALafm bR Tt
GO IUER), L TREE AL, W (35 [dssigning IDRs Above
HE—DHRAIRLLE ARG (11) FEAARBIERE IDR A6 VRs| (3T =)% VR ¥ IDR)) .
B ASRAT IDR MUBEMERERS,  HESSRAT BN T R IDR nfREM & Z IR |k
DL ARAM L] 5 #5384 o PR VR &
5H IDR ERMERIHNE S =078 ST A BA R IDR MR INEFSE S G REEMETSE RS EL, 7RI IDR %
IFEERE N ARSI 8 AT T ULRTAE. EF) o WA IDR (F55LRTT [ How e
A e g5 . Determine Short—Term IDRs] (U
1 FiH IDR))
VR SRATHIE S5 BB RIT KR EMRATA BHC 3% T [aaal| Ze# G5 BUERIFTE MR IE-LIER SEETEESREN N 2% 7
WERITRNE, BD () B4 VR, HEERERT VR AULTE O E®) . VR GER. [ HE57#] ).
MERL RS B (1D & R Q) EEZEEARGH LY
PO EASHE, BFHEMER W SRS T AERAT DK
SR, DUt (1) BURM G ue R 2 01
SELNAF VA GER T THH MBCETESRAT .
J7 [ Viability Ratings:
Definition of Failure]
(e S RPase: s
#))o
GSR SRATIEML ANy, ZiltuiBde /B ERABUNZIRMBNBHR L laaal 4, [aaa] REBUF HREE RIS BRIRE ) B GE
JIEVRE G5 % H BUE A T AT SR AR, BERE B AR SO SCHE AR T AR S AT NG MBI 11 TH KRD 2B T GSR (Rh
JiF E R SR I AT et ATEEREDL N4 T GSR. ° MEL 7 BUERY, B TAA] L [ EORF#EF4E] ) .
IDR —H. #k/ b A E R
AR, T A3
%) 1) GSR (G FL A T4
FEF) .
SSR SRATIEMG RNy, Al qEt  FERRARAFSHRMBABT Y aaal %4, [aaa] [URBH KRB AR IR MHE )7 S
NERL 5t R AY A SR AT SERIIS UL R T SSR. ° SRR AR T Re kG AT NI SE AR 10 JH KRD A4 T SSR (Rh
R FL A [ KSR MEA &7 &L, B TAA] B [ R HETE] ) o
Al e IDR —&. #HHh/Dr R IE KIS
P&, AT [AK
el 1 SSR (i LA ) T4%
ETR) o
DCR M= EBUN R S ER G UL RS UURE T DCR:  [AAA] 58], RINIE4R WA T e TDR AR I iz
FATAMETERLENN ) ArEME T ARS8 [ (der) | . A4 JRL R T AP [ 45 ) 4 Sl M T

551k

IR HA B SRR (B, 2
A R T3 6 B A S )
PAE (1) 847 N A& B ZIATAENE
THAGHT, B2 R ER
A5 TS 0, B AE T
Gilknrdl

&%, HE& UM IDR ZAREafsH
F+ DCR. 758, DCR mh& Bl IDR —
S (G5W. [Rating Senior
Obligations in Jurisdictions
with Developed Resolution
Regimes| (FEATHREHITRZ
AVEEEI 9B SR A G AT

AFAE))

CEBNEE R THAT GSR L SSR 2 —IH. ART, 7RI, AR 2 b BRI UM BUR AR I TT e, PR IRAM & FIRGEZ T GSR A SSR. FEIE S
T, EEFE TR DR SHUEFER VR. GSR ol SSR P . REEM VR 8T DR KSRITEHE A EHT SSR GERL [ H7£H] ) .

PISTES

SRITRPE R

15 March 2024

fitchratings.com 17


https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document
https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document
https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document
https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document
https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document
https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document
https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document
https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document
https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document
https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document

Banks
Global

FitchRatings

BRATRPEMEER Y RS KBNS

TR T4

BT P TR AR

ST R

RYES TS

TR NIRE
RIS R e,
TR IRER)/AME AT R )
A, BLRAERERY/ ANE AT
UL B R T e -

LIS RIS H R 13 ]
(OB B o B 52 U3
5,

MEM AT A [AM] SR
G AR FFEER)

(1) ¥R i 8 S e 5 23 A A T B
MIHEMERFSE (RJH IDR BL VR) :
(2) TEFRAMER A AMEAT Jabs B B A
A B R S 2R TR BT AR s e 1) Ry
VA3 HE A A SRR AT B T Bl
B (3) B RAMTEIAEAMEA
T B RE A AT 35 K
R BB A BT SR 1 A 28 A 7 5 T 3
i GE5R [obligation
Ratings] (BHRFE)) .

BT

i AR JE b (A
PR RSB 2 AT REE)

T CLEFE B AR 13 (EH
({18 1) (55 B AR5 5 7 i
A a

SR T

SAGH IDR —3, BRARZFTHR
AR VB SR MA L A5 P S0 LU ki
IR AINE S L AEAR AT
t, SRGER] TDR B EALY]
DR FIAHIEDT 20 R RS AP 4
WEENERE (AT,

RIS

AT JEL e e HLR AR I 77
EANRE VLI S AP
o Ferh QAR R
flf, BLRAEE RIS 2
AIRENE

B BATE KR BESERER ) iR o
8 Je /AR A A AR R PR A T
Biflai 2 B

[AAA | 454

SRS TOR AR
. (AP RORA) I BGR R
TDR TR (0B, SRIEATT
IR  F 07K HER
A

BT

AT JE e e HLR AR R I 7
SR R R R R AU P L

£

R BATTE KR BESERER ) iR
b, Mo/ SRR RIS R
5 2

SR T

HFRFFRIEL (T, LR
IR AP T

B AT S AT

NG

RS =TT ARBUN TRE
SENEL V7 8 R 4 55
Pk, AR T A B
) AR Lk N T L N £
(PN

15 BRI B 5 M 28
WG RN R, BRI
T BRI T MR B

[AAA] i T R BL R s
APAESEA, (AREBIZRE, L
FIFRLRT S R RS Gl
[ EGAFFFHER ) -

AP e AP IR ETE %
(AT B B NP

), AARBEIET AR IR HEE
RIABINRTAE . W H &5 L
PSRRI, DUAE & i
AR . AP L P A A R PO 4
BER (RTT5), WARERNR
NERRE 2 SR [ I E

I8 IR 3R AT

AP

RIS 27 A BB T S 5 4
CRESS I R [ T He A 5%
ITREIR) o HLMIRE IR IE AR
B CRASIR w0 I g At
SATRESR) o

0[] 177 B P AP (K AT AP T
&

R[] 107 B 9 A5 K AT N APAE
Jid .

PRI B B R R P AT SEAT R P45 0
MRS, CABI N 34T A a4 A
B, SR RIVIE DIRPAE 0 94T RPAS R
A R AR N AR RS . R
AP R AT R A BTN
FELB YRS —F

e
g
B GO
e T

Ry AT RIS IRTAS, IR T35 TR A0 5 v

SRITRPE R

15 March 2024

fitchratings.com 18


https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document

FitchRatings

B 3. RETREERAT

BT B SR AT 2 i HLE B0t T R BOR RO ERAT o FRAM & ) SR SR AT M R R A 2N, B
PHIRISRAT I T KRD 0SB ap4a, (ELOH IR SRAT SR B RF ML P B2 KRD 7p B bE (A5t 8RAT 5
B

178 T35
PRI
fPTHIARAT T AR BRI RISE SRS (PSTA) SEAEAF ARV, M3 TN AR, fHT o

AT BRI SRAT ARG, 1R4E PSIA FOSBENPERMY, s BEGIERRL . RMTEREHEHE
PR AARA), WAYERRYG [ 7R EZL5H ] — P DEEM] .

FREBZ / HWEREEHEELL Talpha KT ] AREENFIBIRIT, ZE T &ML PSIA fl
R R RE R, DURBLHR R R RE ). AR EATIRTT, B R EBULE AL
RIBEHIET

AP AOKYESAAAE KRD DA BARAERMBES) KRD (W& OFRERTR T RWA) I, 3K
eI RVA FHEES S KRD 7080, D A SRAT ARSI 2 BB . SR, dois B
A AR SR BB A R R A PSTA,  RUE IR & RBUS FH T RESRATAE R Z 28 alpha
K700 T RWA, 65T S SRR AR O 1R . TE Lei 4% bE 2 ] e e A4 1 B A HE BLAR AR
KRD 7) B ExAERIRE /) KRD W& A ML E, HAERNE KR, FHESTHERA
[ e oty o A s G S

EFRRIpE 5

FERFZ B / b, (RTREERAT IRIE DT R St RS RZ AR (AAOTFT)  fgrat
FRYE R, IO 4 B O T R SRAT M B O 2 R BT SN R B T RE B R B SRR BN
fii# 77 N8L TFRS SRR e [ 2 52

ltn, HEe ijara gEdh (ijara muntahia bitamleek) A% IEME, [H2HFE FEEZA
HEFAPUARME RS, ERILEREL (B0 mudaraba. musharaka. wakala) Z33EHE1I4F

AR i, O TT REBA B[R] S AT BRAT A i AN R st BT 50 (RIS, M ARMEES) .

FEIEBRUL T, HEBWEKR, TP e R 4R R MBSl BCL BAREU A B E
o EIEAR, URAMBE R SR A R IR, DGR AR M IRIB R AR L . J8 v e 3 fekk
HEME D BOE R AT E, HAERWERE, raeg i [EREERE] 5 [ BRI
BOR ) B i R, WS o BOEAT B

Banks

Global

$RITETS#ERI | 15March 2024

fitchratings.com

19



FitchRatings

BiHf: 4: NEBUFSCREFFERIAIE

AR TPATBINSCRF (xgs) RPAHAGITIR SRR, FLATIR SRR 1 BR800 5 BUMN SCIR

Banks
Global

IEE
g T e ekl
I IDR (xgs) BIAA VR AR ARRAT, FLL VR SR TR IR (xgs) . a.  IRATHALUREESS: VR: bbb: GSR: a; &M

BINRA VR BAETARAT, ANERTRA IR (xgs) .
E R R AT (BN SZBON SCRSAT IS T A ), R TR

IDR: Ao FriZFIIEM IDR (xgs) %
BBB (xgs), ZREPEL VR AHFEI IR

IDR (xgs) HUHRENHEZREAFISRITIOR IDR (xgs) (WF), #F b.  ZBEUR RTINS T A F A LR RE
AR B L B R B A (K SRS PR R T S R, AP A FIIRE 4. VR: AAZ7 SSR: bbb—; EH IDR:
AT EUEHE -0 . R TAFSATEA VR, HIELL VR A BBB-. SRATHIBEA A LR . VR:
PEREAFISRAT RN IDR (xgs) BT PSR mE (HHERE) bb—; GSR: bbb—; &M IDR: BBB-.
IR TRM DR (xgs), HRIGLL VR HHIR T T AR KRR T HESR T A T4 GSR, (RFLEP4s RAREREA
VR, HEFARIRER TRE IR (xgs), MBEEAGHFARRTER TR Y R, TiREA H E TDR B
W] DR (xgs) . HADFFER A S BUT RN, HE A
FiAAR, B PR AR R 3 ZEER Y [Assigning TDRs above RN IDR OB AN E 5,
VRs| (BT VR (5 TDR) — BT ITsUHIAeHE, H5 R TDR (xgs) BN T, BEEARSRTEF EY
ST E R VR IDR (xgs) 7% BB—(xgs) LAMHEAE VR —
FHORATH A HIE VR A ] , (BRBSE =T, EBUFEREA NS B, MATAFZ TR IDR (xgs) HlE
R AEL, AR IDR (xgs) A& M4y TRD) , BIERZERAT VLA TR 2 32 9 B ) it TS B 8 7 =0 AR
{8 DR A BURF IR BBt SCHR i o IR AT ;r;ﬁ A BLREA F (M) IDR (xgs) SP2E—
ST s 5 0 AT T R R BT () RSN B (FO) AR B B BB-Ggs) .
AB W (LC) IDR 2 AHFIZHE R, - TMEBIMEN FC IDR (xgs)
LC IDR (xgs) o
MR R IDR (xgs) PERTREHE.
22y FATAE TGS LB FATE T AR (DCR) (xgs) HIFEMERFZE AR TDR c  RATHALUREFS: K] IDR: A; DCR:
(xgs) (xgs) , L FH G AF 8 =5 2 4E R i 270 fR 4 [ A 2 7 =K A(der); [ TDR(xgs): BBB (xgs). ¥HJ
#%FH) DCR(xgs) 75 BBB(xgs) (der) .
T IDR (xgs) HIAH VR WBFARISRAT, SiEEEHRE IDR (xgs) &R EIARTAE d.  #RATEGLLUFRES: VR: bbb; GSR: bbbt;
HEE, WEHERITEEERIF [Banks Whose IDRs Are Driven =19 IDR: BBB+; %4 IDR: F2.
by VRs] (IDR JeWt VR I8R4T) U7, DA THIH IDR (xgs). WA VR 2% bbb, ZMSRATETIOEN DR
SRAT I S BRynEh P BB R T A5 SE R 38 (KRD) UL g VR (xgs) %1 BBB (xgs) . HJESRAT P4 YERIf02T
FEAL G — 5 Etﬁﬁﬁﬂ%f%ﬂﬁ%’%%ﬂy DAAE I o BRI P 2 SBIIEE, EEW IR (xgs) 2
ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁf?%%ﬁﬁﬂtﬂﬁgigo BBB(XgS), EI%#mﬁgi F3(ng) EE FZ(XgS)o
WA VR BIFAEERIT, ek AR TRY IR (xgs), YRR 3 BRI T8, S5AT 4 1 4B
BERAKIEAYER] [Banks with Support-Driven IDRs| (IDR HUiRA B KRD BT HR LR ) IDR (xgs)
SARMISRAT) —HIFTAIRI T, BHERATHIREN TDR (xgs) EMSTES FIAHR . 40 IR (xgs) 4
B, DR TN DR (xgs) . F2(xgs), AT MIEAR B4 bbbt
FWRTS (xgs) PHMEBR T RIAFTS (xgs) WFEMERTEEZRIA IDR (xgs). HHRE e. HUTHIEM IDR % A, BELIBMEHTES
B RN R T A A R R g VR AR A . A, B IDR (xgs) % BBB. ¥HILEJNER:
fE TS TR (xgs) %
BBB (xgs) »
JEIRTSE (xgs) Wi R, (E SR AR AR BRSBTS (xgs) HEATIL f. SRATIRMIETAE (xgs) %% BBB-(xgs). M
fic o B, BIEAEIRTS (xgs) &
F3(xgs) .
I3 T R SAEIFFETTRE AT [xegs | B4, MR =R Py, 7EiE g fEBZE LMRA AN BRI R, SRATH)

FAMULT, e RWSZAE IS /b [ Jo oy B A1) 5 480 = 28R AT B
[#4T ] MRS [xes) AP,

SoamEltaE (R IDR) 4% BBB. FEIRAT
il VR 4& bb. GSR s& BBB, H&EMH IDR /&
BBB. Z7rAT# THIRM IDR (xgs) %%
BB(xgs), VIRHBLTEZIRITE (4847 ] MR
IDR (xgs) % BB(xgs).

Source: Fitch Ratings

SRITRPE R

15 March 2024

fitchratings.com 20



Banks
Global

FitchRatings

Criteria Synopsis Video

Bank Rating Criteria
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Scope

This criteria report outlines Fitch Ratings’ methodology for rating banks - including commercial
and policy banks - and bank holding companies (BHCs), their financing companies and their
obligations. The criteria apply globally to new and existing ratings, and are sometimes applied
with other criteria (see Related Criteria).

Key Rating Drivers

Standalone Profile and Support: Issuer Default Ratings (IDRs) assigned to banks and BHCs take
into account both their standalone profiles and potential support. A bank’s Viability Rating (VR)
captures its standalone profile, or intrinsic creditworthiness, while its Government Support
Rating (GSR) or Shareholder Support Rating (SSR) reflect the likelihood of receiving external
support in case of need.

‘Higher Of’ Approach for IDRs: We determine the Long-Term IDR a bank could attain based
solely on its standalone financial strength (as reflected in its VR) or based solely on external
support (as reflected in the SSR or GSR), and assign the IDR at the higher of these two levels.
Exceptions to this approach are outlined in the section Assigning IDRs Above VRs.

Qualitative and Financial Factors: To assign a bank’s VR, we first assess its operating
environment, which then informs our assessments of six other key rating drivers (KRDs): two of
which are qualitative (Business Profile and Risk Profile) and four of which are financial (Asset
Quality; Earnings & Profitability; Capitalisation & Leverage; and Funding & Liquidity). We apply
fixed weightings to our scores for these KRDs to derive an implied VR, which can then be
adjusted to arrive at the assigned VR, based on analytical judgement.

Ability and Propensity to Support: Fitch usually assigns a bank either a GSR or an SSR,
depending on what the agency views as the more reliable source of support. These ratings
reflect our view of the likelihood that a bank will receive extraordinary support if needed,
usually either from the national authorities of the jurisdiction where the bank is domiciled, or
from its owners. Fitch assesses both the ability and propensity to provide extraordinary
support, considering several KRDs relating to each (see Government Support Rating and
Shareholder Support Rating).

Non-Performance Risk and Loss Severity: Ratings of banks’ long-term debt issues incorporate
an assessment of the likelihood of default (non-performance) on the obligation and a view of
potential recoveries for creditors in the event of default or non-performance. Senior unsecured
obligations are usually rated in line with a bank’s Long-Term IDR, while subordinated and hybrid
debt is typically notched down from a bank’s VR.
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How Our Analysis Is Organised

VR GSR SSR
‘aaa’ scale ‘aaa’scale ‘aaa’scale
Reflects stan?ﬁlone credit Reflects government support Reflects shareholder support
profile
11 Key Rating Drivers 10 Key Rating Drivers
7 Key Rating Drivers Government ability to or| Shareholder ability to support
Quialitative factors support D-SIBs Shareholder propensity to
Financial profile Government propensity to support
support D-SIBs
| Government propensity to
support bank
Policy role and status

v v v

Long-Term IDR
‘AAA’scale
Usually equal to higher of VR, GSR or SSR

v

Short-Term IDR
Short-term scale
Mapped from Long-Term IDR

Derivative Counterparty Rating
‘AAA’scale g —
Equalised with or notched up from Long-Term IDR

Senior Debt and Deposit Rating
‘AAA’ scale <7}
Usually equalised with or notched up from Long-Term IDR

Subordinated and Hybrid Instruments
L ‘AAA’scale
Usually notched down from VR

Source: Fitch Ratings
How This Criteria Report Is Structured

The next section of this report, Relevance and Weighting of Key Rating Drivers, introduces the
KRDs for each of our three main bank ratings (the VR, GSR and SSR) and explains how the KRDs
are weighted to derive the ratings. The next three sections - Viability Rating, Government Support
Rating and Shareholder Support Rating - then explain in more detail how we assess individual
KRDs. These sections together form the core of this report and our analysis, and by themselves
are sufficient to explain how we derive Long-Term IDRs for most banks we rate.

The next two sections, on Banking Groups and Assigning IDRs Above VRs, explain how certain
features of banking groups, or of banks’ capital structures, can affect their ratings. These
sections are only relevant for a minority of the banks we rate.

The section on Obligation Ratings explains how we rate banks’ securities (senior, subordinated
and hybrid) and deposits, and how we assign Derivative Counterparty Ratings (DCRs). The
section on Country Risks outlines how different types of these risks can influence bank ratings.
The section on Rating Definitions and Scales specifies what each of our bank ratings measures,
how we identify bank defaults and failures and how we derive banks’ Short-Term IDRs from
Long-Term IDRs.

The final sections of the main body of the report highlight related criteria reports and
information we use to rate banks, the sensitivity of bank ratings to certain assumptions, and
certain criteria disclosures and considerations.

Annexes outline how we calculate banks’ financial metrics and indicate typical characteristics
of the KRDs for banks’ VRs at different rating levels.

Banks
Global
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Relevance and Weighting of Key Rating Drivers

Issuer Default Ratings

Abank’s Long-Term IDR can be driven solely by its VR (where this is higher than its GSR or SSR),
solely by its GSR or SSR (where this is higher than the VR) or equally by the VR and the GSR/SSR
where these are at the same level. In certain circumstances, a bank’s Long-Term IDR can be
notched up from its VR (see Assigning IDRs Above VRs).

Viability Ratings
VRs are assigned on the ‘aaa’ scale. The KRDs for banks’ VRs, together with their weightings, are

shown in the table below. The weightings are based on analytical judgement and have been
informed by historical statistical analysis.

We score each of the KRDs on the ‘aaa’ scale and then weigh these scores to determine an
implied VR, also on the ‘aaa’ scale. In the Viability Rating section, we outline how we score each
of the KRDs for a bank’s VR.

A bank’s operating environment influences a bank’s VR through its impact on our assessments
of the other KRDs. However, we do not assign the operating environment an independent
weighting to avoid double counting.

The following are reasons why we may assign a VR higher or lower than the VR implied by the
weighting of the KRD scores:

° Operating Environment/Sovereign Rating Constraint: We may assign the VR at a level
lower than the implied VR where we believe the implied VR is too high relative to the
operating environment score or the sovereign rating (see also Country Risks).

° Business Profile and/or Risk Profile: A bank’s qualitative KRDs, i.e. its Business Profile
and/or Risk Profile, may have a stronger impact on the assigned VR than the weighting
would suggest. This is appropriate in cases where we believe that one or both of these
KRDs over the long term will have a positive or negative impact on a bank’s financial
metrics beyond that currently captured in the financial KRD scores.

o Weakest Link: We may assign the VR at a level lower than the implied VR when one or
more financial KRDs represent a bank’s ‘weakest link’, in particular, but not exclusively,
at low rating levels. The ‘weakest link’ KRD(s) has or have a strong impact on our overall
view of the bank’s credit profile and drags down the assigned VR to, or close to, the level
of the weakest link KRD score(s).

Key Rating Drivers - Viability Rating

Weighting (%)

Business Profile 20
€ Risk Profile 10
% |:> = Qualitative Assessment 30
E Asset Quality 20
Lé;o Earnings & Profitability 15
E |:> Capitalisation & Leverage 25
g Funding & Liquidity 10
© = Financial Profile 70

The Operating Environment KRD can have a strong influence on other KRD scores. However, to avoid double counting,
itis not given an independent weighting when we derive a bank’s implied VR.
Source: Fitch Ratings

Banks
Global

For a full description of the VR scale,
see Fitch’s Rating Definitions.
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Government Support Rating
The KRDs for banks’ GSRs, which we assign on the ‘aaa’ scale, are shown in the table below.!

For commercial banks, the weightings applied to the KRDs depend strongly on whether the
entity operates in a market with a developed and credible resolution framework which provides
for bail-in of senior creditors. Where such a framework exists (as in most developed markets),
resolution legislation is typically a high importance KRD and the bank’s GSR is usually ‘no
support’ (see the left-hand column of the table below).

Where such a framework does not exist (as in most emerging markets), the typical weightings
for determining the GSR of a domestic systemically important bank (D-SIB) are as indicated in
the middle column of the table below, and the GSR for a D-SIB is usually close to the sovereign
rating. The weighting of the KRDs may change where we assess one of the KRDs that is usually
of lower or moderate importance as being particularly important (either positively or
negatively) for support, for example:

° Where a banking system’s large size makes it difficult to support, the sovereign has
limited financial flexibility to support, or the authorities have a weak support stance,
these KRDs may become of high importance and have a negative impact on the GSR; or

° Conversely, where there is a strong support stance or government ownership of a
specific bank, these KRDs may become of high importance and have a positive impact on
the GSR.

The typical weighting of KRDs for policy banks’ GSRs is shown in the right-hand column of the
table below. For policy banks, as for commercial banks, the weighting of the KRDs may differ
when we view one or more of these as being particularly positive or negative for support.

Key Rating Drivers - Government Support Rating
Typical weighting

Commercial banks Policy banks
Markets
Markets with without
developed developed
resolution resolution
frameworks frameworks

Government ability to support D-SIBs

Sovereign rating

Size of banking system

Moderate

Structure of banking system

Moderate n.a.

Sovereign financial flexibility (for rating level)

Government propensity to support D-SIBs

Resolution legislation

Higher

Support stance

Government propensity to support bank

Systemic importance Higher

Liability structure

Ownership Moderate

Policy role and status

Policy role n.a. n.a.
Guarantees and legal status n.a. n.a. Moderate

Source: Fitch Ratings

1 We collectively refer to GSRs and SSRs as ‘Support Ratings’. When we refer to a bank’s ‘Support Rating’
we mean either its GSR or SSR, whichever has been assigned (or the higher of the two in the rare cases

where both have been assigned).

Banks
Global

For a full description of the GSR scale,
see Rating Definitions.
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Shareholder Support Rating
The KRDs for determining SSRs, which are assigned on the ‘aaa’ scale, are shown in the table
below. The typical weighting may change when we assess one of the KRDs that usually has lower For a full description of the SSR scale,

or moderate importance as being particularly positive or negative for support. see Rating Definitions.

Key Rating Drivers - Shareholder Support Rating

Typical weighting

Shareholder ability to support

Shareholder rating
Shareholder regulation Moderate
Relative size Moderate
Country risks?
Shareholder propensity to support

Role in group
Reputational risk Moderate
Integration Moderate
Support record Moderate
Subsidiary performance and prospects Moderate

Legal commitments

2Country risks can exert a high influence on the SSR when these risks cap the rating at a level significantly below the
parent rating. Alternatively, when country risks do not exert a cap on the SSR, they may be of low importance for the
rating.

Source: Fitch Ratings
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Viability Rating
Overview

We determine banks’ VRs as the result of a three-step process. Firstly, we determine the score
for the bank’s operating environment KRD. Secondly, we determine the scores for the other six
KRDs (Business Profile; Risk Profile; Asset Quality; Earnings & Profitability; Capitalisation &
Leverage; and Funding & Liquidity), using the operating environment KRD score as an input.
Thirdly, we determine the bank’s VR based on the six KRD scores.

In each of these steps we first derive implied values (for the KRD scores or rating), and then
consider whether to adjust these based on analytical judgement and consideration of factors
that were not sufficiently captured in the implied scores/rating. This possible use of adjustments
reflects our view that an overly mechanical or rigid framework would not properly capture a
holistic view of a bank’s credit profile. We will disclose implied scores or VRs, and the
adjustments applied to them, in our published research.

Three-Step Process for Determining Viability Rating

Step 1: Determine
Operating Environment
KRD Score

Derive implied KRD score by

Consider adjusting implied
KRD score to arrive at

using two-factor matrix »

Step 2: Determine other
KRD Scores

Derive implied KRD scores
by using two-factor matrices

Consider adjusting implied
KRD scores to arrive at
assigned scores

Step 3: Determine VR

Derive implied VR by
weighting KRD scores

Consider adjusting implied
VR to arrive at assigned VR

assigned score

Source: Fitch Ratings

Step 1: Determine the Operating Environment KRD Score

Implied Score: We derive an implied category score on the ‘aaa’ scale for a bank’s Operating
Environment KRD by referring to a two-factor matrix (see Operating Environment section
below). The matrix incorporates two core metrics, which have the greatest explanatory power
for our assessment of the KRD, namely GDP per capita and a ranking using Fitch Solutions’ BMI
Operational Risk Index. In our view, these metrics are most closely correlated with the ability of
banks to generate business volumes with acceptable levels of risk in a given jurisdiction. Where
a jurisdiction has not been assigned an Operational Risk Index score, Fitch will determine the
implied Operating Environment score based on reported GDP per capita and its view of the risks
of operating a business in that market.

Adjustments and Assigned Score: Having derived the implied category score, we then consider
whether to adjust this in arriving at the final, notch-specific, assigned score. Possible reasons to
adjust the implied Operating Environment score are listed in the Operating Environment section.
The considerations outlined in the next section on how and when to apply adjustments to the
other KRD scores also apply to adjustments to the Operating Environment score.

Step 2: Determine Other KRD Scores

Implied Scores: The assigned Operating Environment KRD score is one of the two factors in the
matrices used to derive the implied category scores for the Business Profile KRD and the four
financial profile KRDs. This is because the operating environment influences both qualitative
aspects of a bank’s credit profile (e.g. the robustness of its business model) and the sustainability
of its financial metrics. The other factor in each matrix is a core metric most closely related to
our assessment of the given KRD (for example, the impaired loans ratio for Asset Quality). For
the Risk Profile KRD, we do not use a matrix to derive an implied score, as there is no single
metric that is closely correlated with our assessment of Risk Profile.

Viability Rating KRDs

Operating Environment
Business Profile

Risk Profile

Asset Quality

Earnings & Profitability
Capitalisation & Leverage
Funding & Liquidity

Bank Rating Criteria | 15 March 2024
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Metrics Used to Derive VR KRD Implied Scores

KRD MetricNo 1 Metric No 2

Business profile Operating Environment KRD score Total operating income (USDm)
Risk profile n.a.? n.a?

Asset quality Operating Environment KRD score Impaired loans/gross loans (%)
Earnings & profitability Operating Environment KRD score Operating profit/RWASs (%)
Capitalisation & leverage  Operating Environment KRD score Core capital ratio (%)
Funding & liquidity Operating Environment KRD score Loans/customer deposits© (%)

2We do not derive an implied KRD score for the Risk Profile KRD.
b Risk-weighted assets.

¢ Or loans/customer deposits + covered bonds

Source: Fitch Ratings

Fitch uses four-year averages (where data are available) to determine implied KRD scores,
except for Capitalisation & Leverage, which uses the latest available data point, as we view this
as a more reliable indicator of the metric’s future level. Due to the strong influence of the
operating environment on all aspects of a bank’s credit profile, implied KRD scores cannot be
more than one rating category above the Operating Environment score. Refer also to the
Country Risks section on the impact of the operating environment on bank ratings.

In the matrices for Business Profile and the financial profile KRDs, the implied KRD score is
determined by reading across from the relevant operating environment score to the financial
metric value. For example, on the Business Profile matrix, a bank operating in a ‘bbb’
environment with a four-year average operating income of between USD100 million and
USD1 billion would have an implied Business Profile KRD score in the ‘bb’ category.

Adjustments and Assigned Scores: Where the category-based implied KRD score (e.g. ‘bbb’
category) is in line with our assessment of the KRD, we assign the final notch-specific KRD score
within that rating category, using analytical judgement to determine where in the category to
assign the score (e.g. ‘bbb+’, ‘bbb’ or ‘bbb-’). Alternatively, we may adjust the implied KRD score
up or down and assign the final notch-specific score outside of the implied category.

This may be either because there are factors that are relevant to Fitch’s analysis but not
captured in the core metrics which determine the implied scores; or there are cyclical and/or
structural features that, in Fitch’s opinion, mean that historical ratios may not be reliable
predictors of the future. When we adjust the implied score, the final assigned score is usually in
an adjacent category, e.g. if we adjust a ‘bbb’ category implied score, the adjusted score will
probably be in the ‘bb’ or ‘a’ categories. Adjustments by two rating categories (e.g. from ‘bbb’ to
‘b’ or ‘aa’) or more are rare.

In deciding whether to apply an adjustment, we consider it relative to the implied KRD score. For
example, if we assess a bank’s non-loan exposures as being of moderate risk (for example
because they comprise primarily ‘bbb’ rated securities), this may serve as a reason to negatively
adjust an ‘aa’ implied Asset Quality score. However, for a bank with an implied score of ‘b’ for
Asset Quality, the same non-loan exposures could result in a positive adjustment.

The possible adjustment reasons are listed in the sections below for each KRD; an adjustment
may be used where some, but not necessarily all, of the features identified in the adjustment
text are present. For the financial profile KRDs, we calculate several complementary metrics,
which can assist us in determining whether adjustments to the implied KRD score are
warranted. In determining KRD scores, Fitch will typically compare a bank’s metrics and
attributes to those of its peers. Annex 1 outlines how we calculate core and complementary
financial metrics.

The table below indicates in broad terms the characteristics a KRD should have for it to be
scored in a certain category on the ‘aaa’ scale, and Annex 2 provides bespoke descriptions for
each individual KRD at each rating category level. These provide important guidance in
determining KRD scores for individual banks. We also assign and publish a trend or outlook
(positive, stable or negative) on each KRD score.
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Typical KRD Characteristics
Score category  Typical KRD characteristics

aaa Extremely strong and stable characteristics, consistent with an overall standalone
credit profile of the highest quality, highly unlikely to be adversely affected by
foreseeable events.

aa Very strong and stable characteristics, consistent with an overall standalone credit
profile of very high quality, not significantly vulnerable to foreseeable events.

a Strong and stable characteristics, consistent with an overall standalone credit profile
of high quality, but more vulnerable to adverse business or economic conditions than
is the case for more highly scored KRDs.

bbb Adequate characteristics, consistent with an overall standalone credit profile of good
quality, but more likely to be impaired by adverse business or economic conditions.

bb Characteristics display moderate degree of strength, consistent with an overall
standalone credit profile of speculative quality, and suggesting vulnerability to
adverse changes over time in business or economic conditions.

b Characteristics consistent with material failure risk and an overall standalone credit
profile of highly speculative quality, suggesting vulnerability to deterioration in the
business and economic environment.

ccc or below Characteristics consistent with failure being a real possibility and an overall stand-
alone credit profile displaying substantial credit risk, suggesting high vulnerability to
deterioration in the business and economic environment.

Source: Fitch Ratings

Step 3: Combine KRD Scores to Determine VR

Implied VR: We combine the KRD scores to determine a bank’s implied VR by using the weightings
outlined in the Relevance and Weighting of Key Rating Drivers section. This is done by assigning a
numerical value to each final KRD score (1 for ‘aaa’, 2 for ‘aa+’ and so on), multiplying these values by
the weightings and then summing the weighted numerical values. This gives a final numerical value,
which is rounded and translated back on to the ‘aaa’ scale (1 indicating ‘aaa’, 2 ‘aa+’, and so on); where
thefinal numerical value is exactly at the mid-point between two rating levels, we will round the value
down and the rating up (e.g. a value of 1.5 would be rounded to 1, resulting in an implied VR of ‘aaa’).

Adjustments and Assigned VR: We may adjust the implied VR to arrive at the assigned VR for
the three reasons identified above (see Relevance and Weighting of Key Rating Drivers/Viability
Ratings), namely an operating environment/sovereign rating constraint; a business profile/risk
profile that may have a long-term impact on a bank’s financial metrics beyond that captured in
current KRD scores; or a ‘weakest link’ financial KRD.

Climate Risk

Banks are inherently exposed to climate risk through their investing and loan underwriting activities.
Climate-related risks may also affect a bank’s operating environment. Diversification, governance,
risk management, as well as the extended time horizon over which banks can implement adaptation
strategies, can reduce the risk, and may also present new economic opportunities.

Where climate-related risks are sufficiently foreseeable and material, they are most likely to be
reflected in our analysis and scoring of relevant rating drivers. Fitch’s rating analysis may include:

(1) Physical risk, or the potential impact of higher temperatures, rising sea levels and more
extreme weather events on banks’ loan underwriting and investment performance;

(2) Transitionrisk, the effects of decarbonisation on business sentiment, technology and the
long-term viability of certain economic sectors; and

(3) Adaptation capacity, including banks’ geographic and business model diversification,
their climate risk governance, as well as their long-term greening strategy.

Banks with relatively high vulnerability to climate risk may be subject to additional review to
assess strategic actions that could mitigate or amplify this vulnerability. Analysis and data,
including banks’ disclosures, are moving forward rapidly. Fitch will continue to develop its
approach to capturing risks related to climate change in its ratings.
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Operating Environment
Implied Operating Environment Score

Operational risk index (% rank) x>80 802x>60 602x>40 402x220 x<20
GDP per capita (USD 000)

x>45 aa aa a a bbb
452x235 aa a a bbb bb
35>x215 a bbb bbb bb

15>x26 bbb bb bb b

x<6 bb b b b b

Source: Fitch Ratings

Possible Adjustments to Implied Operating Environment Score

Adjustment Positive

Negative

Sovereign rating Sovereign rating is significantly above
implied score, sovereign supports

market/macro stability.

Sovereign rating is below implied score
(rating usually constrains Operating
Environment score).

Size and structure of
economy

Large, diversified economy;
Strong governance in corporate sector.

Small, undiversified economy,
dependence on cyclical sectors;
Weak governance or high state
influence on economy.

Economic performance Sustainably high and consistently
positive economic growth.

Unsustainable or volatile growth, recent
or potential low or negative growth,
increasing or high unemployment.

Macroeconomic
stability

Limited recent and expected volatility
ininflation, interest rates, exchange
rates and asset prices.

Heightened recent or potential volatility
in macro variables;

High dollarisation, if combined with high
risk of foreign-exchange movements.

Level and growth of
credit

Low level of credit (including both
bank lending and other forms) relative
to GDP.

High level of credit/GDP or rapid credit
growth, especially where debt service is
high and debt service capacity of
borrowers is weak.

Financial market
development

Highly developed and concentrated
banking sector;

Effective institutional framework
(credit bureaus, depositor protection,
deep capital markets).

Developing or highly fragmented
banking sector;

Limited central bank liquidity support
mechanisms and weaker institutional
framework.

Relatively strong legislation and
regulation, bank regulatory authority,
protection of creditor rights and
accounting standards.

Regulatory and legal
framework

Weaknesses in regulatory and legal
framework; undeveloped or weak
corporate governance standards.

A notably weaker regulatory framework
or standards for a subset of banks can
result in more than one jurisdictional OE
score.

Reported and future
metrics

Future GDP per capita or ORIl score
likely to improve notably;

Reported GDP per capita understates
potential for economy to generate
moderate-risk business for banks.

Future GDP per capita or ORIl score
likely to weaken notably;

Reported GDP per capita overstates
potential for economy to generate
moderate-risk business for banks.

The implied Operating Environment score and the above potential adjustments determine the final
Operating Environment score(s) for a jurisdiction. The adjustments below may be used to derive an
Operating Environment score for a bank which is different to the jurisdiction score(s) in its home market.

Regional focus Bank’s operations concentrated in
region(s) with economy notably

stronger than national average.

Bank’s operations are concentrated in
region(s) with economy notably weaker
than national average.

Banks
Global

The Operating Environment score
captures Fitch’s assessment of the
ability of banks in a particular
jurisdiction to generate business
volumes while taking on acceptable
levels of risk. GDP per capita helps to
explain the score because it is usually
closely correlated with corporate
earnings and household income levels
in a country.

A jurisdiction’s ranking on Fitch
Solutions’ BMI Operational Risk Index
has explanatory power because it
captures the challenges of operating a
business in a given jurisdiction, with a
focus on four main risk areas: labour
market, trade & investment, logistics,
and crime & security. In the
benchmarking matrix we use the
jurisdiction’s percentile rank among the
jurisdictions that we track for the
purpose of assigning bank ratings.

See Country Risks for more information
on the links between sovereign ratings,
Operating Environment scores and
bank ratings.

International
operations

For banks with significant portion of risk/asset exposures in foreign markets, the
Operating Environment score is based on a weighted average of jurisdiction
scores. Higher weighting may be given to home market due to the importance of
regulatory, institutional and funding characteristics.

Source: Fitch Ratings
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FitchRatings

Business Profile

Implied Business Profile Score

Implied KRD score aa a bbb bb b
Operating environment Total operating income (USDm, 4-year average)

aa >50,000 22,500 =100 =10 <10
a >80,000 >5,000 2200 225 <25
bbb 220,000 21,000 2100 <100
bb 23,000 2300 <300
b & below >1,500 <1,500

Source: Fitch Ratings

Possible Adjustments to Implied Business Profile Score

Adjustment Positive

Negative

Business model

Diversified, consistent business
model, primarily in lower-risk
markets/segments, generating

stable earnings over time.

Concentrated or changing business
model, focus on higher-risk
markets/segments, volatile earnings;
Structural problems related to core

profitability or burden of impaired assets.

Market position High market shares in key product ~ Small market shares, limited pricing
markets, significant pricing power, power, significant competitive pressure
limited competitive pressure, strong from larger players, dependence on
and enduring customer transactional business rather than
relationships. longstanding customer relationships.

Management and Deep, experienced and credible Weak senior management team, high

governance senior management team. management turnover or over-

dependence on key individual(s);

Weak governance represents threat to
creditor interests;

High volumes of related-party
transactions, especially if on non-market
terms and not reviewed robustly;
Low-quality or delayed/infrequent
financial reporting or audit.

Strategy and execution  Clear, consistent and achievable
strategic objectives and targets;
Strong record of execution against
stated goals over multiple periods.

Frequently changing or unrealistic
strategic objectives and targets;
Record of weak strategy execution.

Group benefits and risks Improved access to customers and
products due to being part of a

larger group.

Significant contagion risks from weaker
parts of the broader group.

Organisational structure n.a.

Overly complex and opaque structure of
legal entities of the group of which the
bank s part.

Accounting policies

Accounting policies significantly

reduce operating income.

Accounting policies or non-recurring
revenues significantly inflate operating
income.

Historical and future
developments

Franchise, business model and/or
market positions are improving, or
have improved, e.g. due to positive
changes in strategy or business

focus or M&A activity.

Franchise, business model and/or market
positions are weakening, or have

weakened, e.g. due to negative changes in

strategy or business focus; M&A activity
or significant loss of confidence by
market, counterparties, or customers.

Source: Fitch Ratings

Banks
Global

The Business Profile score captures the
extent to which a bank’s franchise and
business model allow it to generate and
defend business volumes and earnings
while controlling levels of risk. The
Operating Environment score typically
conditions and constrains the Business
Profile score to a significant degree
because of the impact of jurisdictional
factors on the robustness of a bank’s
franchise and business model. Total
operating income is the core metric for
the implied Business Profile score
because it provides a high-level
indication of the extent to which a
bank’s franchise enables it to generate
revenue.

The implied score can be adjusted
significantly, based on the factors listed
opposite. A notably strong or weak
company profile that, over the long
term, we think will have a positive or
negative impact on a bank’s financial
metrics beyond that currently captured
in the financial KRD scores, is one of
the reasons a bank’s VR may be
assigned at a level above or below its
implied VR (see Relevance and Weighting
of Key Rating Drivers/Viability Ratings).

Where ESG (environment, social and
governance) factors have a significant
influence on a bank’s VR, this is likely to
be via the Business Profile or Risk
Profile KRDs.

Historically, the most common
adjustments used in respect to the
implied Business Profile score have
been Business Model and Market Position
(each more often used to adjust
positively).

Bank Rating Criteria | 15 March 2024
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Risk Profile

The Risk Profile assessment is typically conditioned, and often constrained, by the Operating
Environment and Business Profile assessments, unless Fitch believes the risks a bank is exposed
to are materially different from those indicated by its operating environment(s) and business
model/strategy. A bank’s Risk Profile score is often closely aligned with its Business Profile
score, as the latter captures the extent to which a bank’s franchise and business model allow it
to generate and defend business volumes and earnings while controlling levels of risk. However,
even for banks with similar franchises and business models, their risk appetite (for example
within an asset class) and the quality of their control frameworks over credit, market and
operational risks may vary, resulting in divergent Risk Profile and Business Profile scores.

For banks whose risk profiles are dominated by credit risks, there is also usually a close link
between the Risk Profile score and the Asset Quality score. Where Fitch believes that a bank’s
current asset quality metrics broadly reflect the risk in its most recent and expected future
credit underwriting, then the Risk Profile and Asset Quality scores are likely to be closely
aligned (typically the same, or within one notch of each other). However, where we believe that
current underwriting is much stronger than asset quality metrics might suggest (e.g. because
the latter are affected by legacy problems originated during a period of weaker underwriting),
then the Risk Profile score is more likely to be above the Asset Quality score.

Conversely, where current underwriting is weaker than asset quality metrics suggest (e.g. due
to favourable economic conditions that may not be sustained), then the Risk Profile score is
likely to be below the Asset Quality score. Below are some of the key attributes we consider in
assessing a bank’s risk profile.

Important Attributes in Determining Risk Profile Score

Attribute Positive Negative
Underwriting Consistent focus on lower-risk  Significant lending to higher-risk borrowers and
standards borrowers and segments; segments, or to related parties;
High portfolio diversification by  High portfolio concentrations;
borrower, sector and geography; High unsecured lending or aggressive collateral
Highly collateralised or secured  valuations.
lending with robust valuations.
Investment Sizeable exposures to lower-risk  Significant exposure to higher-risk counterparties
guidelines and securities and counterparties. and securities, in particular if illiquid or unquoted.
counterparty
exposures

Risk infrastructure does not allow bank to
effectively mitigate and manage risk exposures.

Risk controls Systems, models, reporting and
decision-making allow bank to

effectively mitigate, manage risks

Traded market  Moderate and well-managed High exposures to traded market risks, which are
risk exposures to market risks weakly mitigated or managed;
associated with trading activities High proportion of assets or profits related to
trading activities.
Structural Moderate and well-managed High exposures to structural market risks, which are

market risks exposure to structural market
(interest rate risk risks. Bank is less vulnerable to
in banking book, NIM variation through loan re-
FXrisk,equity  pricing and/or core deposit
risk) franchise.

Growth

weakly mitigated or managed, including potential
for outsized NIM variation or high proportion of
unhedged long-duration/fixed-rate exposures.

Consistently low to moderate High real business volume or asset growth (i.e.

Banks
Global

We assess Risk Profile as the risks that
a bank is exposed to and how it
manages these can ultimately lead to
changes inits financial metrics. Risk
exposures may be mitigated through
the employment of strong risk controls,
collateral management, and risk-based
pricing, but the KRD score for a bank
with inherently higher risk exposures
will generally be lower than for a bank
whose exposures we consider less
risky.

A notably strong or weak risk profile
that, over the long term, we think will
have a positive or negative impacton a
bank’s financial metrics beyond that
currently captured in the financial KRD
scores is one of the reasons a bank’s VR
may be assigned at a level above or
below its implied VR (see Relevance and
Weighting of Key Rating Drivers/Viability
Ratings).

Where ESG factors have a significant
influence on a bank’s VR, this is likely to
be via the Business Profile or Risk
Profile KRDs.

asset or business volume growth,
which can be effectively managed
by the bank in terms of impact on
operational risk, asset quality and
capitalisation.

adjusted for inflation and exchange rate changes), in
particular where this is not mitigated by growth
being e.g. (i) from a low base; (ii) in line with the
market in a jurisdiction/sector with low credit
penetration; or (iii) counter-cyclical at a time when
other banks are forced to contract.

Non-financial n.a.
risks

Heightened non-financial risks, such as operational,
reputational, litigation, regulatory and cyber;
Material deficiencies in the management of such risks.

Source: Fitch Ratings
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Asset Quality

Implied Asset-Quality Score

Implied KRD score aa a bbb bb b &below
Operating environment Impaired loans/gross loans (%, 4-year average)

aa <1 <3 <6 <14 >14
a <0.25 <2 <5 <12 >12
bbb <0.5 <4 <10 >10
bb <0.75 <5 >5
b & below <1 >1
Source: Fitch Ratings

Possible Adjustments to Implied Asset-Quality Score

Adjustment Positive Negative

Collateral and reserves

Strong coverage of impaired loans
by loss allowances/reserves;

High proportion of well
collateralised or insured lending.

Weak reserve coverage;

Focus on unsecured lending;
Weak legislative framework for
collateral liquidation or
enforcement of creditor rights.

Impaired loan formation

Low impaired loan generation,
stock of impaired loans largely
reflects legacy exposures.

High impaired loan generation,
stock of impaired loans reduced
by material write-offs or
disposals.

Loan classification policies

Conservative classification of only
moderate risk loans in the
impaired category.

Large proportion of high-risk
loans not classified as impaired,
e.g.restructured or watch
category exposures.

Concentrations

Good diversification of credit
exposures by individual
borrowers, economic sectors or
geographies.

High concentrations by
individual borrowers or
economic sectors.

Non-loan exposures

High proportion of non-loan assets
on the balance sheet that are
lower risk than loan book.

Significant exposure to non-loan
assets or off-balance-sheet
exposures that are of higher risk
than the loan book.

Underwriting standards and
growth

Lower-risk credit underwriting,
thanis reflected in current
financial metrics;

Deleveraging has resulted in a
material contraction in gross loans,
inflating the impaired loans ratio.

Higher-risk credit underwriting
thanis reflected in current
financial metrics;

High loan growth has resulted in
alower impaired loans ratio, and
a fairly unseasoned loan book.

Historical and future metrics

Impaired loans ratio likely to
improve, e.g. due to positive
changes in strategy or business
focus, M&A activity or more
favourable part of economic or
credit cycle.

Impaired loans ratio likely to
weaken, e.g. due to negative
changes in strategy or business
focus, M&A activity or more
unfavourable part of economic or
credit cycle.

Source: Fitch Ratings

Banks
Global

A bank’s asset quality is a KRD for its
VR because of the direct impact of this
on solvency. Fitch’s analysis of asset
quality focuses primarily on the loan
book, because lending is usually a
bank’s predominant source of asset
quality risk. The agency also analyses
other on- and off-balance-sheet
exposures to the extent these are
relevant for an assessment of a bank’s
asset quality. The core metric, impaired
loans/gross loans, has the greatest
explanatory power for the asset-quality
factor score because it is the simplest
expression of the extent of problem
exposures in what is usually a bank’s
main asset class. The complementary
metrics listed below provide important
additional information about the
degree of risk in the bank’s lending
activities.

Historically, the most common
adjustments used in respect to the
implied Asset Quality score have been
Concentrations (almost always used to
adjust negatively) and Underwriting
Standards and Growth (more often used
to adjust negatively).

Complementary Asset-
Quality Metrics

Growth of gross loans (%)
Loan loss allowances/impaired loans (%)

Loan impairment charges/average gross
loans (%)

Source: Fitch Ratings
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Earnings & Profitability

Implied Earnings & Profitability Score

Implied KRD score aa a bbb bb b &below
Operating environment Operating profit/risk-weighted assets (%, 4-year average)

aa 23.75 215 20.5 >-0.25 <-0.25
a 24 22 20.75 >0 <0
bbb 24.25 215 20.25 <0.25
bb 24,75 21.25 <1.25
b & below 25 <5

Source: Fitch Ratings

Possible Adjustments to Implied Earnings & Profitability Score

Adjustment

Positive

Negative

Earnings stability

Earnings have shown limited
volatility through cycles;

Business model/asset class
specialisation supports consistent
performance.

Earnings have shown high
volatility through cycles;
Business model/asset class
specialisation more vulnerable
to cyclical performance swings.

Revenue diversification

Generation of revenue from multiple
business lines with limited correlation
of performance

High reliance on single business
line or revenue stream.

Risk-weight calculation

Fitch views the reported risk-
weighted asset (RWA) number as
overstating a bank’s risks

Fitch views the reported RWA
number as understating a bank’s
risks.

Non-operating revenue/losses

Significant, consistently generated
non-operating earnings, including
those reported in other
comprehensive income.

Significant, consistently
generated non-operating losses,
including those reported in other
comprehensive income.

Earnings & Profitability is a KRD for a
bank’s VR because a bank’s earnings
represent a first buffer to absorb
potential losses, and to a degree
indicate the robustness of a bank’s
business model. The core metric,
operating profit/risk-weighted assets, has
the greatest explanatory power for the
earnings & profitability KRD score
because it captures the bank’s ability to
generate recurring profits relative to
the risks it assumes. The
complementary metrics listed below
provide important information about
the drivers of the core metric.

Historically, the most common
adjustments used in respect to the
implied Earnings & Profitability score
have been Revenue Diversification
(almost always used to adjust
negatively), Earnings Stability (usually
used negatively) and Historical and
Future Metrics (used roughly equally to
adjust positively and negatively).

Complementary Earnings &
Profitability Metrics

Net interest income/average earning
assets (%)

Historical and future metrics

Core earnings metric likely to
improve, e.g. due to positive changes
in strategy or business focus, M&A
activity or a more favourable part of
economic, interest rate or credit
cycle.

Core earnings metric likely to
weaken, e.g. due to negative
changes in strategy or business
focus, M&A activity or more
unfavourable part of economic,
interest rate or credit cycle.

Source: Fitch Ratings

Non-interest expense/gross revenue (%)

Loans and securities impairment
charges/pre-impairment operating profit (%)

Operating profit/average total assets (%)

Net income/average equity (%)

Source: Fitch Ratings
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Capitalisation & Leverage

Implied Capitalisation & Leverage Score

Implied KRD score aa a bbb bb b &below
Operating environment core capital ratio (%, latest)

aa 216 210 >8 26 <6
a 219 214 29 >7 <7
bbb 220 213 29 <9
bb 221 210 <10
b & below 222 <22

Source: Fitch Ratings

Possible Adjustments to Implied Capitalisation & Leverage Score

Adjustment

Positive

Negative

Reserve coverage and asset
valuation

Material over-provisioning of
impaired loans;

Conservative valuations of
performing loans, investments or
other assets.

Material under-provisioning of
impaired loans;

Aggressive valuations of
performing loans, investments or
other assets;

High volumes of high-risk assets.

Leverage and risk-weight
calculation

RWAs overstate risks e.g. due to
conservative modelling or risk-
weight floors;

High leverage ratios.

RWAs understate risks e.g. due to
aggressive modelling or regulatory
forbearance;

Low leverage ratios.

Core capital calculation

Items are excluded from core
capital calculation that Fitch
views as loss-absorbing;
Non-core capital can absorb
losses prior to non-viability (e.g.
state-owned preference shares or
other high-trigger hybrids).

Core capital calculation does not
reflect outsized unrealised losses,
or includes other items that Fitch
views as non-loss absorbing,
including as a result of regulatory
forbearance.

Internal capital generation and
growth

Strong earnings retention;
Low expected growth.

Weak earnings retention, due to
weak profits or high dividends;
High expected growth.

Size of capital base

Large (in absolute terms) capital
base.

Small (in absolute terms) capital
base.

Capital flexibility and ordinary
support

Strong ability to access capital
from market in case of need;
Owners would provide capital to
support growth if required.

Weak ability to access capital from
market in case of need, including
due to weak or volatile market
valuation;

Onerous restrictions on
upstreaming of capital from
subsidiaries (capital fungibility).

Regulatory capitalisation

Large buffers that are expected
to be sustained over robust
regulatory capital requirements.

Limited buffers over regulatory
capital requirements.

Risk profile and business model

Bank’s business model or asset
class specialisations less prone to
cyclical performance swings;
Good risk diversification.

Business model/asset class prone
to performance swings;

High concentrations on single
borrowers, counterparties, sectors
or asset classes.

Historical and future metrics

Capital raised (or expected to be)
after last reporting date;

Core capital metric likely to
improve, e.g. due to positive
changes in strategy or business
focus, M&A activity or more
favourable part of economic or
credit cycle.

Capital distributed (or expected to
be) after last reporting date;

Core capital metric likely to
weaken, e.g. due to negative
changes in strategy or business
focus, M&A activity or more
unfavourable part of economic or
credit cycle.

A bank’s capitalisation and leverage can
have the most direct impact on its
viability, and hence this is the
highest-weighted KRD in determining a
bank’s implied VR. Inits assessment of
capitalisation and leverage, Fitch
focuses on common equity capital as
this provides a cushion to absorb
unreserved, unexpected losses and
enable a bank to continue as a going
concern and avoid failure.

Where available, Fitch will use the
regulatory common equity Tier 1
(CET1) capital ratio as its core
Capitalisation & Leverage metric.
Where Fitch bases its analysis on
accounts (usually IFRS) that are
different to those used by the regulator
(e.g. local GAAP), the agency will use a
CET1 ratio derived from the former as
the core ratio and may additionally
consider a local GAAP-based figure
when determining headroom above
regulatory requirements. Where a
CET1 ratio is not available, Fitch will
use a ratio of Fitch Core Capital
(FCC)/FCC-adjusted RWAs, as defined
inAnnex 1.

In this section, the ratio used (CET1
where available, otherwise based on
FCC) is referred to as the ‘Core Capital
Ratio’. The complementary metrics
listed below can provide important
additional information on a bank’s
leverage and the quality of its capital
base.

Historically, the most common
adjustments used in respect to the
implied Capitalisation & Leverage score
have been Risk Profile and Business
Model (almost always used to adjust
negatively) and Capital Flexibility and
Ordinary Support (more often used to
adjust positively).

Complementary
Capitalisation & Leverage
Metrics

Basel leverage ratio (%)

Tangible common equity/tangible assets (%)

Impaired loans less loan loss
allowances/core capital (%)

Source: Fitch Ratings

Source: Fitch Ratings
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Funding and Liquidity

Implied Funding & Liquidity Score

Implied KRD score aa a bbb bb b &below
Operating environment Loans/customer deposits?® (%, 4-year average)

aa <75 <125 <190 <250 >250
a <60 <90 <150 <200 >200
bbb <55 <125 <170 >170
bb <50 <140 >140
b & below <45 >45

20r loans/customer deposits + covered bonds

Source: Fitch Ratings

Possible Adjustments to Implied Funding & Liquidity Score

Adjustment

Positive

Negative

Liquidity coverage

Strong coverage of short-term
liabilities by good quality,
unencumbered liquid assets.

Weak coverage of short-term
liabilities by good quality,
unencumbered liquid assets.
Liquid asset buffer availability
compromised, such as due to high
unrealised losses

Non-deposit funding

Stable long-term funding, e.g. due
to well-established market access
or predominance of intra-group
facilities.

High reliance on non-deposit
funding, especially if this is short-
term and concentrated or if
market access is unreliable.

Deposit structure

Granular, stable deposit base,
such as with a high proportion of
insured or core, operational
deposits, in particular if bank
could benefit from ‘flight to
quality’ in case of systemic stress;
relatively cheap cost of deposits
confers competitive advantage.

Concentrated deposit base (such
as by customer, sector,
uninsured), dependent on non-
core, non-operational or market-
sensitive deposits; or reliant on
price-driven deposit growth;
relatively expensive deposit
funding is competitive
disadvantage.

Foreign-currency liquidity

n.a.

Weak coverage of foreign-
currency liabilities by foreign-
currency liquid assets, in
particular in markets where
currency conversion may be
difficult.

Liquidity access and ordinary
support

Strong access to liquidity, e.g. on
deep and liquid repo markets
(including from official sources);
Bank’s owner or other group
entities would likely provide
‘ordinary’ liquidity/funding
support, if needed.

Weak access to liquidity due to
shallow markets or regulatory
policies;

High reliance on central bank
funding, reflecting inability to
source own financing;
Significant restrictions on access
to liquidity in subsidiaries.

Historical and future metrics

Funding and liquidity metrics
likely to improve, e.g. due to
positive changes in strategy or
business focus, or M&A activity.

Funding and liquidity metrics
likely to weaken or have
weakened, e.g. due to negative
changes in strategy or business
focus; M&A activity or loss of
market/customer confidence.

Source: Fitch Ratings

Funding & Liquidity is a KRD for the VR
because this determines a bank’s ability
to meet its short-term obligations and
more broadly its ability to finance and
maintain its operations. Fitch’s analysis
emphasises a bank’s ability to sustain
its liquidity position and the stability of
its funding. Funding and liquidity is
normally of lower importance for a
bank’s VR than other aspects of its
financial profile, but is likely to become
of higher importance when a bank
encounters significant liquidity stress
or other pressures on its funding
profile. In such cases, the Funding &
Liquidity KRD may be deemed a
‘weakest link’ for the bank’s VR, and
exert greater influence on the rating
(see Relevance and Weighting of Key
Rating Drivers: Viability Rating).

The core metric, gross loans/customer
deposits, has the greatest explanatory
power for the funding & liquidity KRD
score because it is the single best
indicator of the matching of a bank’s
assets and funding, and hence of the
potential vulnerability of its liquidity.
Where covered bonds represent a
material and stable source of long-term
funding, we use the alternative core
metric of gross loans/customer deposits +
covered bonds (see Annex 1)

The complementary metrics listed
below can provide important additional
information on a bank’s liquidity
position and its dependence on non-
deposit funding.

Historically, the most common
adjustments used in respect to the
implied Funding & Liquidity score have
been Deposit Structure and Non-Deposit
Funding (each used roughly equally to
adjust positively and negatively).

Complementary Funding &
Liquidity Metrics

Liquidity coverage ratio (%)

Customer deposits/total non-equity
funding (%)

Source: Fitch Ratings
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Government Support Rating

Commercial Banks

We determine commercial banks’ GSRs through a two-step process. Firstly, we determine the
GSR for a typical D-SIB in a jurisdiction. This assessment considers both the ability and the
propensity of the authorities to support D-SIBs. Secondly, we consider whether the GSR of a
specific bank should be at, above, or below the level of the D-SIB GSR. This assessment is based
on an analysis of the propensity of the authorities to support the bank in question.

Determining a Commercial Bank’s GSR

Assess government’s ability to Assess government’s propensity to
support D-SIBs support D-SIBs
| J
. ) Assess government’s propensity to
Determine D-SIB GSR support bank relative to D-SIBs

v

Determine bank’s GSR

Source: Fitch Ratings

Step 1: Determine D-SIB Government Support Rating

Our starting point in determining the D-SIB GSR is the sovereign’s Long-Term Foreign-
Currency IDR. Although the sovereign rating reflects Fitch’s view only on the likelihood of the
government servicing its own debt, in practice this is usually closely correlated with its broader
financial flexibility, and therefore ability to provide support to the banking sector. Accordingly,
where we view the authorities’ propensity to support as high, the D-SIB GSR is typically close to
the level of the sovereign rating, as shown in the table below.

Typical D-SIB GSR Where Support Propensity Is High

Sovereign Foreign-Currency IDR Typical D-SIB GSR

AAA, AA+ attoa-

AA, AA- aora-

‘A’ category 1-2 notches below sovereign rating
‘BBB’ category 0-2 notches below sovereign rating
‘BB’ category 0-1 notches below sovereign rating
‘B’ category and below Equalised with sovereign rating

Source: Fitch Ratings

To determine where to assign the D-SIB GSR within, or outside, the ranges indicated in the table
above we consider the KRDs in the first two sections of the table below (Key Rating Drivers for
Commercial Banks’ GSRs), which focus on the sovereign’s ability and propensity to support the D-
SIBs in the banking system. Where we score a KRD as positive, this supports the D-SIB GSR
being assigned at the top end of (or above) the typical range; conversely, where a KRD is scored
as negative, this supports the GSR being assigned at the bottom of (or below) the range.

The extent to which a positively or negatively scored KRD influences the D-SIB GSR or the GSR
of a specific bank depends on the weighting assigned to it. The typical weighting assigned to the

Banks

Global
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KRDs is shown in the section above Relevance and Weighting of Key Rating Drivers/Government
Support Rating. The Resolution Legislation KRD can be particularly important; where this is
scored as negative and high importance it usually results in the D-SIB GSR being assigned at ‘no

support’.

Key Rating Drivers for Commercial Banks’ GSRs

KRD Positive?

Negative®

Government ability to support D-SIBs?

Low loans/GDP ratio and
low/moderate vulnerability of
banks to large losses in downturn.

Size of banking system

High loans/GDP ratio and
moderate/high vulnerability of
banks to large losses in downturn.

D-SIBs account for moderate
proportion of system assets, or
are owned mainly by strong
shareholders, reducing contingent
liability for sovereign.

Structure of banking system

D-SIBs account for high
proportion of system assets, and
have limited ownership by strong
shareholders.

Sovereign financial flexibility
(for rating level)

Low sovereign debt and/or good
market access, large foreign-
currency reserves;

Banking system predominantly
funded by long-term/stable local-
currency liabilities.

High sovereign debt and/or
uncertain market access, low
foreign-currency reserves;
Banking system has considerable
short-term foreign-currency
funding.

Government propensity to support D-SIBs”

Resolution legislation n.a.

Legislation provides for losses
being imposed on senior creditors
in bank resolutions, and
authorities have credible
intention to use it.

Support stance Very strong and predictable
record of timely support for D-
SIBs;

Consistently strong statements on

support for banking system.

Inconsistent record, possibly
including significant defaults or
concerns over support timeliness;
Consistent statements on
intention to bail in senior
creditors.

Government propensity to support bank®

Systemic importance Exceptionally high systemic
importance and contagion risk,
above that normally associated
with D-SIB; dominant market

shares.

Moderate or low systemic
significance, below that normally
associated with a D-SIB; more
limited contagion risk.

Liability structure Very limited, if any, politically
acceptable possibilities to bail in

senior creditors.

High foreign/wholesale funding,
which could be politically
acceptable to bail-in without
threatening financial stability.

Ownership Strategic government ownership
or private domestic owners with

strong government relations.

Foreign ownership or domestic
owners with poor government
relations.

21n deciding how to score each KRD, we consider which description, in aggregate, most closely reflects our assessment of
the given KRD for the bank in question. Where neither the positive or negative assessments apply, the KRD will be

scored as ‘neutral’.

5The KRDs in these sections determine the level of the D-SIB GSR relative to the ranges indicated in the table ‘Typical

D-SIB GSR Where Support Propensity is High’.

¢The KRDs in this section determine the level of the bank’s GSR relative to the D-SIB GSR.

Source: Fitch Ratings
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Step 2: Determine a Bank’s Government Support Rating

Fitch determines whether to assign a bank a GSR in line with, above, or below the D-SIB GSR by
considering the KRDs in the ‘Government Propensity to Support Bank’ section of the table
above.

Fitch usually treats a bank as a D-SIB, and assigns it a GSR in line with the D-SIB GSR, where it
has national market shares in loans and/or deposits above 10%; in such cases, the systemic
importance KRD will likely be scored as at least neutral. Where a bank has been designated by
its regulator as a D-SIB or has a strong regional/niche franchise, or where its default could result
in significant contagion risks for the rest of the system, this is also likely to result in it being
treated as a D-SIB for the purpose of Fitch’s support analysis.

Policy Banks

Due to their roles, special status and ownership, we usually assign policy banks GSRs and IDRs
in line with, or close to, the rating of the sovereign in the jurisdiction where they are domiciled.
In deciding whether to equalise a policy bank’s rating with the sovereign, or notch it down, we
usually focus on the KRDs in the table below.

The KRDs for commercial banks (with the exception of ownership) will usually be of low
importance in determining a policy bank’s ratings or not applicable at all, and only in rare cases
will assume moderate or high significance.

Key Rating Drivers for Policy Banks’ GSRs

No impact from

KRD Equalisation with sovereign Notched down from sovereign government ties

Ownership Government ownership is Non-strategic government ownership, No government
long- term and strategic; disposal cannot be ruled out; ownership, or non-
Government is usually sole Minority shareholders may also exist. controlling stake.
owner.

Policy role Important and long-lasting Less significant policy role, which could No or very limited
policy role, which would be be more easily transferred to other policy role.

difficult to transfer. entity; significant commercial
operations.
Guarantees Full guarantee of entity or Subject of separate legislation, but No guarantees or
and legal guarantees on most funding  without offering significant protection special legal status;
status or of capital support, or for creditors. Mix of guaranteed
arrangements are in place to and non-guaranteed
provide special access to funding creates
government financing; material risk of
Legal status provides selective default.

protection for creditors.

Note: In deciding how to score each KRD, we consider which description, in aggregate, most closely reflects our
assessment of the given KRD for the bank in question. Where this is no impact from government ties across all the KRDs
listed, support would be assessed in accordance with the KRDs for commercial banks.

Source: Fitch Ratings

Source of Government Support

The government support factored into the GSR usually comes from the national authorities of
thejurisdiction where the bank is domiciled, but in rare cases may consider support from a third-
party sovereign with aninterest in supporting the bank, or from international publicinstitutions.

Typically, only one D-SIB GSR is assigned in each jurisdiction. However, it is possible to have
more than one D-SIB GSR where support for some banks may come from the central authorities
of the country, and for some banks may come from the authorities of a constituent part of the
broader state.

We may use a credit opinion, rather than a rating, of the sovereign as an input into the GSR
assessment, if the opinion is in the single ‘B’ category or lower. In rare cases where Fitch does
not assign a rating or credit opinion, Fitch will either not assign a GSR or assign at 'no support’,
indicating either an inability to reliably assess sovereign creditworthiness or clear concerns
about the authorities’ ability or propensity to support banks.
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Shareholder Support Rating
Key Rating Drivers for Shareholder Support Rating

Banks
Global

KRD

Equalised?®

One notch lower?

Two or more notches lower?

Shareholder ability to support

Shareholder regulation

Parent regulator and/or regulation
would be likely to favour support of
subsidiary by parent entity;

Group resolution plan makes support for
subsidiary likely until parent defaults.

Parent regulator/regulation is neutral
for subsidiary support;

Moderate uncertainty that any
sovereign support reflected in parent
IDR will be available to subsidiary.

Parent regulator/regulation may restrict
support, or capital/tax implications of
support may be very onerous;

Significant uncertainty that any sovereign
support reflected in parent IDR will be
available to subsidiary.

Relative size

Any required support would be
immaterial relative to ability of parent to
provide it.

Any required support would likely be
manageable relative to ability of parent
to provide it.

Required support could be considerable
relative to ability of parent to provide it.

Country risks®

Country risks in subsidiary jurisdiction
do not constrain subsidiary’s ability to
use parent support.

Country risks (e.g. transfer and
convertibility risks) constrain the ability
to use parent support at a level one
notch below the parent’s rating.

Country risks (e.g. transfer and
convertibility risks) constrain the ability
to use parent support at a level two or
more notches below the parent’s rating.

Shareholder propensity to support

Role in group

Subsidiary is key and integral part of the
group’s business, providing core
products/services in parent/core
market(s);

Sale is very hard to conceive, and would
noticeably alter overall shape of group.

Strong synergies with parent, providing
products/services in strategically
important markets;

No plans to sell, although disposal would
not fundamentally alter group franchise;
Country risks raise moderate doubts on
long-term commitment to subsidiary.

Limited synergies with parent, not
operating in target markets;

Potential candidate for sale, or might
already be up for sale; disposal would not
be material for group franchise;

Country risks raise material doubts on
long-term commitment to subsidiary.

Reputational risk

Default would constitute huge
reputational risk to parent and
materially damage its franchise;
Subsidiary has same brand as parent.

High reputational risk for parent, with
potential for significant negative impact
on other parts of group;

Combines parent and own branding.

Reputational risk would probably be
containable for parent;

Subsidiary branded independently from
parent.

Integration

High level of management and
operational integration; capital and
funding largely fungible;

Subsidiary effectively operates as
branch or booking entity;

Full ownership or large majority stake
(more than 75%) supports integration.

Significant management independence;
some operational/regulatory
restrictions on transfers of capital and
funding;

Ownership of less than 75%, but
minority shareholder(s) have limited
impact on parent-subsidiary integration.

Considerable management independence;
significant operational/regulatory
restrictions on transfers of capital and
funding;

Ownership of less than 75%, and minority
shareholder(s) significantly constrain
parent-subsidiary integration.

Support record

Support has been unquestioned,
reflecting high level of integration and
fungibility of capital/funding.

Timely and sufficient provision of
support, when the need has arisen, or no
prior cases of support being needed.

Support has been provided with some
delays, or has only been moderate in
volume relative to subsidiary needs.

Subsidiary performance and Long and successful record in supporting Limited record of successful operations

prospects

group objectives, whichis likely to
continue.

or moderate long-term prospects.

Weak performance record or question
marks over long-term viability of the
subsidiary.

Legal commitments

Parent has made strong legal
commitment to support subsidiary or
thereis aregulatory requirement to
support. Potential acceleration of parent
debt provides strong incentive to
prevent subsidiary default.

Parent has made non-binding
commitment to support subsidiary.
Potential acceleration of parent debt
provides moderate incentive to prevent
subsidiary default.

Parent has not made any legal
commitment to support subsidiary.
Subsidiary default would not trigger
acceleration of parent debt.

2 Assessment is usually relative to Long-Term IDR of the shareholder. However, when the shareholder’s IDR is above its VR due to a buffer of qualifying junior debt, the

subsidiary’s SSR may be notched off the parent VR (see Assigning IDRs Above VRs). In deciding how to score each KRD, we consider which description, in aggregate, most closely
reflects our assessment of the given KRD for the bank in question.
bSee below, Country Risks for more information on how Country Ceilings and our assessment of transfer and convertibility risks for banks can constrain ratings.

Source: Fitch Ratings
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We assign SSRs by considering KRDs related both to the ability and propensity of the
shareholder(s) (or in rare cases - other group entities) to provide support.?

Our starting point is typically the parent’s Long-Term IDR, which is usually closely linked to its
ability to provide support. However, when the shareholder’s IDR is above its VR due to a buffer
of qualifying junior debt, the subsidiary’s SSR may be notched off the parent VR (see Assigning
IDRs Above VRs).

We then consider whether, and to what extent, to notch down the SSR from the parent rating
based on the KRDs in the table above. A subsidiary bank may be assigned a Long-Term IDR
above its SSR where it has a higher VR or GSR.3

Support from Non-Bank Shareholders

The above KRDs will be considered to assess the likelihood of support from non-bank parents,
as well as bank parents. Shareholders that are prudentially regulated (e.g. insurance companies)
or whose bank subsidiaires support the parent’s core business (e.g. captive car lenders, or banks
acting as group treasuries) are likely to have a higher propensity to support than corporate
parents whose banking subsidiaries are more akin to financial investments.

In assessing support for a bank from a sub-national government, the following considerations
will apply in respect to some of the KRDs listed in the table above:

Relative Size: Fitch will consider here the overall financial flexibility of the sub-national
government (to the extent that this may be greater or lower than suggested by its ratings),
including the size of its budget, available liquidity and ability to raise additional debt, if required.

Role in Group: Under this factor, Fitch will consider the existence of any special relationship
between the subnational and the bank, for example, if the bank has an important policy role or
agency function in the region, or is a banker for the regional government.

Reputational Risk: Fitch will consider here the systemic importance of the bank to the regional
banking system and economy as a whole (as measured, for example, by its shares in deposits and
loans in the region).

2SSRs are not assigned to core banks within a group whose IDRs are driven by group VRs (see below,
Banking Groups).

3 See below, Banking Groups/Rating Subsidiary Banks Above Parents on when a subsidiary bank’s VR may be
above its parent’s ratings.
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Banking Groups

This section outlines Fitch’s approach to assigning VRs and SSRs to banks and BHCs within
banking groups, and their financing companies. The VRs of core banks within a group are based
on the consolidated group credit profile, while VRs of other group banks are based on their
standalone credit profiles.

Core Banks

When rating entities within banking groups, Fitch usually first assesses the consolidated group
credit profile. This analysis is based primarily on consolidated group accounts, where these are
available, but may be carried out using a ‘bottom-up’ approach, assessing and then aggregating
the individual risk profiles of the group’s main entities. The analysis is done by following the
steps outlined in the Viability Rating section above, and results in us determining a ‘group VR’.#

The group VR is assigned to ‘core banks’, which we define as those banks which in our view have
substantially the same failure risk as the group as a whole. This usually includes the group’s
parent bank and other domestic banks which are highly integrated with the parent bank or
whose failure risk is highly aligned with the parent bank for other reasons. It can also include
highly integrated banks operating outside of the domestic market.

Fitch will not assign SSRs based on support from within the group to core banks. This is because
if these banks fail they will very likely do so together with the group as a whole, and so will be
unable to rely on group support upon failure.

Other Group Banks

Banks whose risk of failure Fitch views as being distinct from that of the group as a whole are
assigned VRs based on their own financial profiles and accounts, while also taking into account
potential operational benefits (‘ordinary support’) and contagion risks from the broader group.
Such banks are usually assigned SSRs based on potential support from within the group.

Banks operating in a different market to the parent are usually analysed in this way where they
are subject to separate regulation, have distinct risk profiles and display more limited
integration with the parent bank. In groups where the largest banks in the home market are
subject to regulatory ring-fencing, they are also likely to be analysed and rated in this way,
rather than on the basis of the overall group risk profile.

Rating Subsidiary Banks Above Parents

A subsidiary bank is not usually assigned a VR above its parent bank’s Long-Term IDR because
of often-high dependence of the subsidiary on ‘ordinary support’ from the parent, and
significant contagion risk for the subsidiary in case of a parent failure or default. However,
where integration and contagion risk are limited, the subsidiary may be rated above the parent,
albeit usually by a maximum of three notches. Fitch views the following factors as positive in
limiting contagion risk, and therefore enabling uplift of the subsidiary VR above the parent’s
Long-Term IDR:

° Limited direct exposure of the subsidiary to its parent (or to the parent’s home market
in case the market is suffering systemic stress);

° Relatively independent franchise, management and operational infrastructure of the
subsidiary;

° Limited reliance of the subsidiary on non-equity funding from the parent, limited

dependence of the subsidiary’s access to third-party funding and liquidity on the health
of the parent, and limited acceleration of subsidiary funding in case of parent default;

° A strong local regulator capable of identifying and, where necessary, restricting
transfers of capital and liquidity from the subsidiary to the parent;

° No evidence to date of the parent withdrawing liquidity or capital from the subsidiary to
a degree that would significantly impair the subsidiary’s credit profile, possibly

“The group VR is the VR that would be assigned to the group if it was a single legal entity. The group VR is
not a distinct analytical product, but rather an intermediate analytical step in assigning ratings to
individual group entities.
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augmented by statements by the parent’s management that it does not intend to do this
in the future, or by the subsidiary’s contractual restrictions on such transfers of capital
and liquidity; and

Potentially high sale value of the subsidiary, making its disposal a potential source of
recapitalisation of the parent, and serving as a disincentive to impair its profile.

Bank Holding Companies

BHCs are holding companies that own and control a bank or banks, often as well as non-bank
financial institutions, and typically have a long-term or indefinite investment horizon. BHCs can
be rated under the Bank Rating Criteria when both of the following conditions hold: (1) the
business or risk profile of the BHC is primarily determined by the bank(s) it owns (and these
would be rated under the Bank Rating Criteria); and (2) the credit risk of the BHC is directly
linked with that of the group it owns. For example, a leveraged acquisition vehicle highly reliant
on dividend payments and the bank’s valuation in order to service its debt would not be rated
under the Bank Rating Criteria.

BHCs are usually subject to prudential regulation and typically have the same domicile as at
least one of the main banks they own, but BHCs rated under the Bank Rating Criteria can also
be subject to less stringent, or no, regulation.

BHCs are assigned VRs at the same level as the group VR where Fitch views the BHC's failure
risk as substantially the same as that of the group as a whole. Where we believe the BHC has a
higher failure risk, we notch the BHC VR down from the group VR (or, if no group VR is assessed
- from the VR of the main bank subsidiary). The table below outlines the factors that determine
whether we equalise or notch the BHC'’s VR from the group VR (or main bank subsidiary VR).

Equalisation or Notching of Bank Holding Companies

Banks
Global

Attributes which support equalising BHC VR with

Factor Typical weighting  group VR (or with VR of main bank subsidiary)

Attributes which support VR BHC being lower
than group VR (or VR of main bank subsidiary)

Low or moderate, i.e. common equity double

leverage (defined as equity investments in
subsidiaries plus BHC intangibles, divided by BHC
common equity) of below 120%32.

Double leverage

Significant, i.e. common equity double leverage
of above 120% for a sustained period - unless
mitigated by some other means, e.g. subsidiary
liquidity support agreement - indicative of
potentially burdensome level of BHC debt
service.

BHC liquidity management Prudent, with contingency plans in place.

Less prudent, with limited contingency plans in
place. Mismatches in sources and use of BHC
funds result in actual or potential cash flow
mismatches.

Capital and liquidity Moderate Little or no regulatory restrictions on material More onerous regulatory restrictions on

fungibility subsidiaries paying dividends or upstreaming dividends and liquidity transfers. Regulatory
liquidity to BHC. focus on protection of bank creditors could give

rise to risk of BHC failure prior to group failure.

Jurisdiction Moderate BHC and main bank subsidiary incorporated in BHC and main bank subsidiary incorporated in
same jurisdiction. different jurisdictions.

Subsidiary ownership Lower Full, or large majority, ownership and control of Significant minority ownership of, and influence
main bank subsidiary by BHC. over, main bank subsidiary.

Credit enhancement Lower Guarantee of BHC debt by main operating No guarantees or cross default clauses.

subsidiary, or cross default clauses, referencing
BHC debt, in subsidiary funding agreements.

2When a holding company issues senior debt to finance material non-equity capital injections into the subsidiary, Fitch may, where relevant, also consider a broader measure of

double leverage, e.g. one which uses total capital, instead of common equity, in numerator and denominator.
Source: Fitch Ratings

Fitch may notch down a BHC’s VR by more than one notch where:

° The BHC’s VR is notched off the main bank subsidiary (rather than a group VR) and other
operating subsidiaries or assets that form a significant part of the group are rated lower

or are of notably higher risk; or
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° Other factors exist which result in a more significant difference between the failure
probabilities of holding company and bank subsidiary, for example (but not restricted to)
very high double leverage and very high liquidity risk specific to the BHC, or a notable
lack of capital or liquidity fungibility within the group because of regulatory restrictions
placed on cash flows from the operating subsidiary(ies).

BHCs are usually assigned either a GSR or an SSR, reflecting the stronger of sovereign or
shareholder support. However, a BHC SSR does not take into account ‘support’ upstreamed
from the group.

Banking Groups Backed by Mutual Support Mechanisms

A group VR and group IDRs are assigned to banking groups backed by mutual support
mechanisms, where Fitch judges such mechanisms as being sufficiently cohesive to substantially
equalise the default risk of group entities. The group VR and group IDR reflect our assessment
of the likelihood of failure and default, respectively, of the group as a whole.

Fitch's assessment of the cohesiveness of such banking groups and the decision whether to
assign a group VR typically considers the following factors:

° The effectiveness and enforceability of the support mechanism, including written
documentation, the history of support within the group, and the existence and principles
of liquidity or solidarity funds;

° The existence of annual published accounts for the group, preferably audited by an
external firm;

. The group's common strategy, common brand, common risk framework, centralised risk
controls, and the degree of centralisation of liquidity and funding; and

° The regulatory treatment of the group.

If group IDRs are assigned, then the member banks included in the mutual support mechanism
(primarily the local/regional banks) can be assigned Long- and Short-Term IDRs in line with the
group IDRs. Member banks are not, though, normally assigned VRs.

Ratings are also typically assigned to central institutions; if these are full members of the mutual
support mechanism, then their IDRs will also be aligned with the group IDRs. GSRs or SSRs may
be assigned to central institutions if any outside support provided to the banking group would
likely be channelled through the central institution. Fitch usually does not assign VRs to banking
groups’ central institutions, but may do so if a central institution has a distinct commercial
banking business in its own right.

Foreign Branches

When we explicitly assign IDRs and debt ratings to foreign branches, we align them with the
head office IDRs and debt ratings, because they are part of the same legal entity, unless there
are country risk constraints.

The Foreign-Currency IDRs of branches are likely to be capped at the Country Ceiling as any
transfer and convertibility restrictions imposed by the domestic sovereign are likely to apply to
deposits and other liabilities booked in branches. However, foreign-currency debt issued by the
branch may be rated higher than the Country Ceiling, and in line with debt issued by head office,
where investors are typically outside the branch country and branch assets placed outside the
country (for example, deposits at central treasury) are sufficient to repay the debt, or where
Fitch believes that the bank would use non-branch assets to service debt in case of transfer and
convertibility restrictions. A branch’s Local-Currency IDRs also factors in country risks where
Fitch believes that any potential restrictions on local banks servicing local-currency obligations
could also be applied to branches.

Where the head office has a deposit rating or DCR above its IDR as a result of legal preference,
this will only apply in foreign branches if legal preference of depositors or derivative
counterparties in the branch jurisdiction can be identified clearly.

Banks
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Assigning IDRs Above VRs

Abankor BHC’s Long-Term IDRis usually assigned at the higher of its VR, GSR or SSR. However,
the Long-Term IDR may be assigned at a level above that which this approach would suggest in
the following circumstances:

I. Qualifying Junior Debt Buffer

The VR of a bank or BHC reflects the risk of it failing and therefore (absent support) needing to
default (impose losses) on junior and/or senior creditors to restore its viability. The Long-Term
IDR of a bank or BHC reflects the risk of default on senior obligations only.>

The Long-Term IDR of a bank or BHC may therefore be above its VR if there is a large buffer of
qualifying junior debt (QJD) that we believe could protect senior obligations from default if the
entity failed. QJD is defined as the balance sheet value of liabilities that rank junior to senior
liabilities, irrespective of regulatory (e.g. Tier 2 or Tier 1 capital) treatment. ¢

Protection for senior creditors could be achieved for example by a distressed debt exchange
(DDE) on junior debt or through losses being imposed only on junior liabilities as part of a
regulatory intervention process. Potential uplift for the Long-Term IDR is limited to one notch
when VRs are in the ‘bb’ category or higher, but can be greater when VRs are in the ‘b’ category
or lower.

Uplift will likely be applied where:
° Fitch expects a bank or a BHC to build a QJD buffer that is clearly and sustainably above
10% of group or resolution group RWAs; or

° A banking group’s resolution plan envisages a bank’s third-party senior creditors being
protected on failure by a sufficient volume of (internal and external) QJD and equity.

However, Fitch will not apply this uplift if we believe that buffers will be insufficient to protect
senior obligations, for example due to:

° High levels of low-reserved problem assets;
° Very high leverage or RWAs volatility; or

° The issuer’s VR is in line with the sovereign rating and debt buffers are unlikely to
prevent a default on senior debt in the event of a sovereign default.

Uplift Within a Banking Group

Uplift for the IDR above the VR or SSR of a bank based (fully or partly) on internal QJD from a
BHC is more common for banks domiciled in the same market as the BHC. Uplift can also apply
to non-bank financial institution (NBFI) and holding company subsidiaries we expect to survive
a BHC default. Where uplift has been given to the group’s main domestic bank, it will likely also
be applied to other core domestic banks.

Subject to Country Ceiling or sovereign risk constraints,” the SSR of a foreign subsidiary can be
rated in line with the ‘uplifted’ parent Long-term IDR (i.e. the subsidiary’s Long-Term IDR can
benefit from the same uplift) where both of the following conditions apply:

° The foreign subsidiary’s Long-Term IDR would otherwise have been equalised with the
parent domestic bank either on a VR basis or due to expectations of extraordinary
support from the domestic parent to the foreign subsidiary.

° Fitch expects the subsidiary to benefit from the buffer for one of the following reasons:

- Fitch expects the BHC to be required by resolution authorities to pre-place junior
debt or equity in the foreign subsidiary (or in the foreign subsidiary’s jurisdiction)

5 See Rating Definitions and Scales for more information on what VRs, IDRs and other bank ratings rate to.

¢ QJD includes i) downstreamed senior debt from a parent/BHC that ranks junior to third-party senior
obligations and ii) surplus BHC liquid resources that Fitch considers freely available to recapitalise a bank,
e.g. under the US ‘source of strength’ principle.

7 See Country Risks for details on how Country Ceilings and sovereign risks can constrain bank ratings.
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to meet resolution requirements, or approved resolution plans identify the
subsidiary as a beneficiary of intra-group resources;

- Similarly material buffers have already been voluntarily pre-placed; or

- The parent and subsidiary are part of the same resolution group and have the
same resolution authority.

If these conditions do not apply, then the Long-term IDR of the foreign subsidiary will usually be
notched off the parent bank’s VR (or the BHC’s VR if the parent bank does not have a VR).

Il. Higher IDR at Very Low Levels

A Long-Term IDR may be assigned at a level above that which the ‘higher of’ approach would
suggest when a bank experiences high levels of stress and its ratings migrate to very low levels,
with the VR in the ‘ccc’ category or lower. This is because, in practice, a bank often fails -
reflected in non-performance on subordinated obligations, or in Fitch’'s assessment that the
bank is non-viable because of a material capital shortfall - before it defaults on senior debt.

It is also because as ratings migrate to low levels there is often greater visibility on how a bank
will be resolved, and whether this will involve losses for senior creditors. However, uplift, if any,
of the Long-Term IDR above the VR in such cases will still be limited, and the Long-Term IDR
will usually be no higher than the ‘B’ category when the VR is in the ‘ccc’ category or below (and
support cannot be relied on). Fitch’s opinion of an issuer’s credit profile after its failure has been
addressed - or potential selective support for one or more classes of senior obligations - is likely
to be the key determinant of the uplift and IDR.
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Obligation Ratings

This section outlines Fitch’s approach to rating securities issued by banks and BHCs, as well as
assigning deposit ratings and DCRs.8

Our baseline approach to rating the most common types of long-term securities issued by banks
and BHCs is as follows:

° Senior unsecured: equalised with Long-Term IDR;

° Subordinated (Tier 2) with no coupon flexibility: two notches below VR;

° Subordinated (Tier 2) with coupon deferral feature: three notches below VR; and
. Hybrid (additional Tier 1): four notches below VR.

The table below presents in brief the rationale for these baseline ratings. The rest of this section
explains the baseline ratings in more detail, and outlines the main reasons why we may diverge
from these.

Baseline Approach to Rating Bank/BHC Long-Term Securities

Banks

Global

Baseline notching from

anchor rating: Baseline notching rationale
Baseline Non- Loss
Securities anchor rating performance severity Total Non-performance Loss severity
Senior Long-Term 0 0 0 Default on senior obligations equates to Expected average recoveries upon default.
unsecured IDR default of bank/BHC.
Subordinated VR 0 -2 -2 No/limited non-performance risk before Expected poor recoveries upon non-
(no coupon bank/BHC reaches point of non-viability.  performance.
flexibility)
Subordinated VR -1 -2 -3 Moderate non-performance risk before Expected poor recoveries upon non-
(coupon bank/BHC reaches point of non-viability.  performance.
deferral)
Hybrid VR -2 -2 -4 Significant non-performance risk before Expected poor recoveries upon non-
(Tier 1) bank/BHC reaches point of non-viability.  performance.

Source: Fitch Ratings

Non-Performance Risk and Loss Severity

The ratings assigned by Fitch to long-term bank/BHC obligations (securities and deposits)
incorporate an assessment both of the likelihood of default or non-performance and of potential
loss severity (i.e. recoveries) for creditors in case of default or non-performance. Short-term
obligation ratings reflect only default/non-performance risk.

Rating Bank and BHC Long-Term Obligations

Determine anchor Determine notching Determine . .
rating (Long-Term | from anchor rating for = additional notching | Dete(l;rgllingtriztr:ng of
IDRor VR) non-performance risk for loss severity g

Source: Fitch Ratings

Non-Performance Risk: Anchor Rating

In assessing non-performance risk, Fitch first determines the anchor rating that most closely
reflects this risk. For senior obligations the anchor rating is the Long-Term IDR. For junior
obligations (subordinated and hybrid securities) the anchor rating is usually the VR, but can also
be the Long-Term IDR (see Subordinated and Hybrid Obligation Ratings).

8 Deposit ratings measure the overall level of credit risk on the bank’s riskiest material uninsured
depositor class, incorporating an assessment of both default probability and potential recoveries. DCRs
are issuer ratings and measure a bank’s vulnerability to default on derivative contracts to third-party, non-
government counterparties (see Rating Definitions and Scales).
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Non-Performance Risk: Notching

Fitch notches its assessment of non-performance risk down or up from the anchor rating when
it believes that this risk is materially lower or higher than that captured in the anchor rating. For
example, default risk on preferred senior debt may be lower than the risk reflected in the Long-
Term IDR, and non-performance risk on a hybrid security may be higher than that captured by
the VR.

Loss Severity: Notching

Fitch notches up or down from its assessment of non-performance risk to arrive at the final
instrument rating when it believes that loss severity in case of non-performance is likely to be
below or above average. Where loss severity is expected to be above average (i.e. recoveries
below average or poor), the instrument rating is notched down from the assessment of non-
performance risk by one or two notches. The instrument rating can be notched up from the
assessment of non-performance risk, potentially by up to three notches, where loss severity is
expected to be below average (i.e. above-average recoveries).

Where a bank has a Long-Term IDR of ‘B+’ or below, Fitch usually assigns a Recovery Rating
(RR) to the entity’s securities rated on the long-term scale. RRs provide greater transparency on
the recoveries component of Fitch’s assessment of the credit risk of low-rated issuers’
securities.

Recovery Rating Scale

Recovery prospects given Typical historical Notching of
Rating default recoveries (%) obligation rating?
RR1 Outstanding 91-100 +3
RR2 Superior 71-90 +2
RR3 Good 51-70 +1
RR4 Average 31-50 0
RR5 Below average 11-30 -1
RR6 Poor 0-10 -2

2 Relative to level of non-performance risk. It is exceptionally rare for Fitch to notch up long-term senior unsecured debt
for recovery reasons.
Source: Fitch Ratings

Senior Unsecured Debt and Deposit Ratings

Fitch’s baseline approach is to rate senior obligations (senior unsecured debt and deposits) of
banks and BHCs in line with the respective entity’s Long-Term IDR. This reflects the fact that
default on senior obligations equates to the default of the bank/BHC (as captured by the issuer’s
IDR) and usually average expected recoveries upon default (see the table on previous page).

However, we may depart from this baseline approach in jurisdictions with developed resolution
regimes, or when rating obligations of entities rated in the ‘B’ category or below. Each of these
cases can give rise to situations where the default risk of certain senior obligations is not aligned
with the default risk of the issuer, or where expected recoveries on certain senior obligations
are above or below average.

In addition, senior debt of BHCs in jurisdictions without developed resolution regimes will be
rated in line with the principles outlined below for BHCs in markets with developed resolution
regimes.

Rating Senior Obligations in Jurisdictions with Developed Resolution Regimes

Notching of senior unsecured debt and deposits is far more likely to occur in jurisdictions with
developed bank resolution regimes.? Below we outline typical notching outcomes in such

? We define a developed bank resolution regime as a credible framework for the bail-in of creditors to
restore the viability of a failed bank or BHC, involving resolution buffer requirements set by the
authorities. Some banks may be subject to multiple requirements (e.g. total loss-absorbing capacity (TLAC)
and minimum required eligible liabilities (MREL) for EU global systemically important banks). In such
instances, Fitch will consider the requirement that is most likely to capture the point up to which

Banks
Global

For a full description of the RR scale,

and how an issuer Long-Term IDR and

issue RR combine to derive the issue
long-termrating, refer to Fitch’s
Rating Definitions.
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jurisdictions (firstly for bank-only structures, then for structures with both a BHC and an
operating bank). Fitch will follow the principles outlined in these examples when considering
whether to notch in jurisdictions with different rankings of senior liabilities.

Bank-Only Structures: In these cases, we assume a bank has issued a class of senior debt whose
role is to absorb losses before other senior liabilities when a bank fails. While naming
conventions will differ around the world, we refer to such a debt class as senior non-preferred
(SNP) below, whereas senior debt that is intended to be protected by SNP and more junior debt
is referred to as senior preferred (SP) debt.

SNP debt will typically be aligned with an issuer’s Long-Term IDR, and SP debt and the DCR will
typically be notched up once, where i) resolution buffer requirements determined by resolution
authorities are expected to be met with SNP and more junior debt/equity; or ii) SNP and more
junior debt buffers are expected to be built that sustainably exceed 10% of RWAs (cases 1 and
3in the table below). Otherwise (cases 2 and 4), SNP debt will typically be notched down once
fromthe Long-Term IDR, and SP debt equalised with it. However, in jurisdictions with depositor
preference, SP debt will typically also be notched down where a bank does not have resolution
debt buffers and the sum of all debt is expected to be small (case 5).

Typical Ratings of Senior Obligations in Markets with Developed
Resolution Regimes: Bank-Only Structure (no BHC)

No depositor preference (1,2) Depositor preference (3,4,5)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
No SP debt?in SP debtin No SP debtin
resolution resolution buffer resolution SP debtin No resolution
buffer or large and small buffer or large resolution buffer buffer and small
SNP+junior SNP+junior debt SNP+junior or large total total debt
debt buffer*c  buffer?c debt buffer*>c  debt buffer®c amount®¢
- +1 Deposits Deposits Deposits
g g SP debt DCR
© = DCR SP debt
% s 0 SNP debt Deposits SNP debt SP debt Deposits
2 SP debt DCR DCR
S5 DCR
o )
z9o -1 SNP debt SNP debt SP debt
SNP debt

3 SNP+junior debt buffer = SNP debt + Tier 2 + Tier 1 (excluding common equity).

bTotal debt buffer = SP debt + SNP debt + Tier 2 + Tier 1 (excluding common equity).

¢ Large = expected to sustainably exceed 10% of RWAs; small = not expected to sustainably exceed 10% of RWAs.

9 Long-Term IDR may be notched up from VR where qualifying junior debt buffer sustainably exceeds 10% of RWAs (see
Assigning IDRs Above VRs).

Source: Fitch Ratings

The following exceptions and additional considerations apply when assigning ratings in the
situations outlined in the table above.

° If Tier 2 debt of the issuer is only notched down once, senior debt will not be notched
down;
° Some SNP debt must have been issued for uplift to be applied to preferred senior

liabilities (with the exception of deposits in jurisdictions with depositor preference);

° Fitch will not assign uplift if we have material concerns that SP creditors will not be
protected, for example if there are high levels of weakly reserved problem assets relative
to anticipated protection levels or very high leverage or RWA volatility;

o When considering the 10% uplift condition, Fitch will use RWAs (or an estimate thereof)
that best reflect the resolution approach of the issuer (e.g. deconsolidating subsidiaries
that are in different resolution groups). Where the resolution approach and/or RWA

resolution authorities are likely to impose losses. This is likely to be full resolution buffer requirements,
rather than a subordinated subset of it.
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disclosures are unclear, Fitch may use a consolidated RWA figure. Fitch will not adjust
RWA downwards for potential sales or other management actions;

° Fitch will place more weight on publicly-announced funding plans in notching decisions;

° For banks with shareholder support-driven IDRs, ratings can be above the equivalent
debt class of aresolution entity shareholder provided they are expected to be protected
by the shareholder’s debt in a resolution scenario;

° For foreign subsidiaries that source resolution buffers internally (i.e. from an ultimate
parent), uplift will only be applied i) if junior debt/equity buffers are expected to be
channelled into the subsidiary or jurisdiction of the subsidiary; or ii) if accepted
resolution plans identify key foreign subsidiaries to be beneficiaries of intra-group
resources; or iii) if parent and subsidiary have the same resolution authority;

° SP debt of banks whose IDRs are driven by sovereign support is eligible for uplift, but will
not be rated above the supporting sovereign’s IDR unless Fitch is confident that the
authorities would not withdraw support prior to the sovereign itself defaulting, the
buffers would remainin place when the bank defaults and the buffers would be sufficient
to recapitalise the bank given the potential balance sheet impairment in a sovereign
default scenario;

° If a bank’s Long-term IDR is above its VR due to QJD buffers (see Assigning IDRs Above
VRs), SNP debt will be aligned with the IDR and SP will be eligible for uplift if SNP debt is
expected to sustainably exceed 10% of RWAs. Otherwise it will also be equalised with
theissuer’s IDR;

° If resolution plans are incomplete, notching decisions will be based on assumptions
drawing on such considerations as the philosophy of resolution authorities, a bank’s
broader balance sheet management philosophy and peer behaviour. Should those
assumptions change, ratings will also change;

° Country risks can prevent uplift (see Country Risks);

° Additional considerations at low rating levels are covered below (see Rating Senior
Obligations at Low Rating Levels).

Bank/BHC Structures: In such structures, the operating bank’s Long-term IDR (and hence also
its senior debt) will be notched up from its VR when BHC senior debt and/or group junior debt
reduce bank-level default risk (cases 1 and 3 in the table below; see also Assigning IDRs Above
VRs). Inthese cases, BHC senior debt will typically be rated in line with the BHC’s IDR, and hence
one notch below bank senior debt. However, when BHC senior debt and group junior debt do
not materially reduce operating bank default risk (cases 2 and 4), the bank’s IDR and senior debt
are likely to be assigned in line with its VR, and BHC senior debt will typically be notched down
fromits IDR.

Banks
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Typical Ratings of Senior Obligations in Markets with Developed
Resolution Regimes: Bank/BHC Structure

No depositor preference (1,2) Depositor preference (3,4)
(1) (2) (3) (4)
Resolution buffer No resolution buffer Resolution buffer No resolution buffer
includes BHC senior  requirement and includes BHC senior requirement and
debt or thereislarge moderate BHC debt or thereis large moderate BHC
BHC senior+ group senior + group BHC senior+group  senior + group
junior debt buffer®®  junior debt buffer*® junior debt buffer®®  junior debt buffer®
+2 Bank deposits
+1 Bank Long-Term IDR Bank LT IDR Bank deposits
v Bank senior Bank senior
= Bank DCR Bank DCR
g i Bank deposits
o g0 BHC Long-Term IDR  Bank Long-Term IDR BHC Long-Term IDR  Bank Long-Term IDR
=m A . h P
) BHC senior Bank senior BHC senior Bank senior
5" Bank DCR Bank DCR
z Bank deposits BHC Long-Term IDR
BHC Long-Term IDR
-1 BHC senior® BHC senior®

3 BHC senior+group junior debt buffer = BHC debt + group Tier 2 + group Tier 1 (excluding common equity).
bLarge = expected to exceed 10% of RWAs; moderate = not expected to exceed 10% of RWAs.

¢Bank senior debt can be -1 if sum of BHC+bank debt buffers is clearly less than 10% of RWAs and T2 debt is -2
4BHC senior debt is 0 if T2 debt is -1.

Source: Fitch Ratings

The following exceptions and additional considerations apply when assigning ratings in the
situations outlined in the table above.

° If Tier 2 debt is only notched down once, senior debt will not be notched down;

° If the BHC Long-Term IDR is notched down from the group VR, then BHC senior debt
will be aligned with the BHC Long-Term IDR, and not notched down further, to prevent
double-counting;

° If partial support in default is expected to reduce losses, BHC senior debt will not be
notched down;

° BHC senior debt may not be notched down if it owns highly diversified and reasonably
material subsidiaries;

° Country risks can prevent uplift (see Country Risks); and

° Additional considerations at low rating levels are covered below (see Rating Senior

Obligations at Low Rating Levels).

Rating Senior Obligations at Low Rating Levels

When anissuer is rated in the ‘B’ category or below, we may notch senior obligations up or down
from the Long-Term IDR due to greater visibility on the possibility of a selective default on
certain types of senior liabilities, or potential recoveries in case of default.

Notching Up Due to Lower Default Risk: Preferred senior obligations may be notched up
because we view their default risk as lower than for non-preferred senior obligations (whose
default risk drives the Long-Term IDR). Similarly, we may notch up senior obligations which are
not preferred but which we believe are less likely to default than other equally-ranking senior
liabilities which may be subject to a selective default, for example:

° local law vs. foreign law bondholders;
° domestic creditors vs. international creditors; or
° depositors vs. bondholders in a scenario where material restrictions are imposed on

deposit withdrawals, but not on servicing debt.

Banks
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In such cases, Fitch’s opinion of an issuer’s credit profile after its failure has been addressed is
likely to be the key determinant of the degree of uplift over the IDR.1°

Notching Up Due to Strong Recovery Prospects: Fitch will not usually rate non-preferred
senior unsecured liabilities higher than the bank’s Long-Term IDR because of high uncertainty
in assessing recovery prospects, for example, due to lack of visibility over balance-sheet
structure or degree of insolvency at point of default or concerns over legal frameworks (e.g. in
some emerging markets). However, when an entity is close to default (or already in default) and
there is greater visibility on recovery prospects for creditors Fitch may notch up senior
unsecured debt/deposit ratings by one to three notches, to reflect recovery expectations (see
Recovery Rating Scale, above).

Notching Down Due to Weak Recovery Prospects: Fitch undertakes a recovery analysis on the
balance sheet of a bank or BHC rated in the ‘B’ category or below when the following conditions
both hold, as these potentially indicate heightened recovery risks for senior unsecured
creditors:!?

° Senior unsecured creditors are legally or effectively subordinated to a large majority of
the bank’s liabilities due to a combination of full/partial depositor preference, secured
funding (resulting in encumbrance of assets), government funding and related-party
funding; and

° The bank s likely to be liquidated upon default, or in Fitch’s view the recoveries received
by senior creditors in a default scenario are likely to be close to those which would be
received on liquidation. In Fitch’s view, characteristics of a bank which would usually
make it more likely to be liquidated following default are low systemic importance, an
absence of government or foreign ownership, and a prevalence of solvency risks over
liquidity risks.

The recovery analysis comprises three steps:

° A write-down of the bank’s assets at least sufficient to eliminate its equity and so
simulate the solvency problems of a default (write-downs in excess of the bank’s equity
may be employed where Fitch views the bank’s asset quality as being particularly
vulnerable);

° Application of haircuts to the assets to simulate losses relative to balance sheet value
upon sale; and

° Allocation of the cash generated by asset sales to the bank’s creditors, based on the
expected actual priority of claims.

Such an analysis requires a large number of important assumptions concerning the structure of
a bank’s assets and liabilities upon default, the extent of asset impairment prior to default, the
sale prices of different assets in a liquidation process and the extent to which the legal priority
of creditor claims will be respected in practice. Fitch will consider how sensitive the expected
recoveries are to small changes in assumptions, and will only notch down a bank’s senior debt
from its Long-Term IDR where its analysis predicts below-average recoveries under a range of
reasonable assumptions.

10 Senior obligations may also be notched up in situations where we think a bank’s IDR may go to ‘D’ (e.g. it
is liquidated as part of a resolution action), but all senior debt and obligations will avoid default e.g.
because they are transferred to another bank.

11 Fitch may also conduct such an analysis where one of the conditions does not hold, but the agency thinks
that recoveries for senior unsecured creditors may be highly vulnerable in a default scenario.
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Subordinated and Hybrid Obligation Ratings
Ratings of Subordinated and Hybrid Securities

Banks
Global

Baseline notching from
anchor rating®

Possible rationales for alternative notching

Core featuresof Example Non- Loss
securities instrument  performance severity Total Higher rating (lower notching) Lower rating (higher notching)
Subordination,no Basel Il 0 -2 -2 Reduced loss severity: Higher non-performance risk:
coupon flexibility Tier 2 Notching reduced to -1 where very high or full e bond has contingent conversion
(may have loss is less likely, e.g. due to: or write-down trigger that
contractual or o Fitch expects bank to maintain large Tier creates moderate (one additional
statutory loss 2+Tier 1 debt buffers (>10% of RWAs); notch) or high (two additional
absorption at the e mainrisk is to timely payment rather than notches) incremental non-
point of non- recoveries (e.g. in some cases of transfer and performance risk relative to
viability) convertibility risk); anchor;
o partial support in default is likely to mitigates e risk of regulator-enforced losses
losses; is meaningfully greater than
o early regulatory intervention is likely toreduce  assessment of failure risk
losses; capturedin VR (rare).
e authorities’ approach to resolution and/or
prior cases suggest likely reduced losses for
Tier 2.
Subordination, Deferrable -1 -2 -3 Reduced non-performance risk: Higher non-performance risk:
cumulative coupon Tier 2 (e.g. e Where anchor is support-driven IDR, security e Coupon payments are subject to
deferral Upper Tier 2) rating is notched only for loss severity.? profits test.
Rating compression: o Capital buffers over coupon
e Total notching can be reduced to -2 when omission triggers are thin (e.g.
anchor rating is in ‘BB’ category or below. <100bp).
e Distributable reserves are low, if
relevant.
Deep Basel Il -2 -2 -4 Reduced non-performance risk: Higher non-performance risk:
subordination, Tier 1 e Where anchor is support-driven IDR, security e Coupon payments are subject to
significant rating is notched only for loss severity.” profits test.
incremental e There are very high constraints to non- e Capital buffers over coupon

coupon risk, eg
fully discretionary
coupon omission

performance, especially if tested (some ‘legacy’
Tier 1instruments; rare).

Rating compression:

e Total notching can be reduced to -3 when
anchor rating is ‘BB-" or below.

omission triggers are thin (eg
<100bp).

Distributable reserves are low, if
relevant.

2Usually VR, but Long-term IDR where Fitch believes shareholder or sovereign support is likely to be extended further down the capital structure. See footnotes 13 and 14 on
potential additional notching from anchor rating for non-performance risk in specific circumstances.
b|n case of shareholder-support driven IDR, instrument rating is capped at the rating of the equivalent instrument issued by the shareholder. In case of sovereign-support driven
IDR, rating is capped at ‘BBB’ if IDR is in the ‘AA’ category, and at ‘BB+’if IDR is in the ‘A’ or ‘BBB’ category.

Source: Fitch Ratings

Fitch’s approach to rating performing subordinated and hybrid obligations is outlined above.
For ratings assigned to subordinated debt and more junior obligations, the anchor rating is
usually the bank’s VR. This reflects Fitch’s view that extraordinary support, which is not
captured in the VR, is less likely to extend to non-senior obligations.12 3 However, where Fitch
believes shareholder or sovereign support is likely to be extended further down the capital
structure, a bank’s Long-Term IDR is used as the anchor rating for those obligations. 14

12|n cases where a bank has not been assigned a VR, a parent’s VR or IDR may be the most appropriate
anchor rating for junior debt, or Fitch may undertake more bespoke analysis of the non-performance and
loss severity risks (e.g. in the case of a non-operating, wind-down bank).

13 Where Fitch thinks there is a strong likelihood that a bank would bail-in/convert to equity junior debt
already placed with shareholders, other related parties or government entities before imposing losses on
third-party subordinated or hybrid securities, it may notch up from the VR in determining the anchor/level

of non-performance risk on these securities.

14 The anchor rating is the Long-Term IDR if Fitch judges that support is as likely for junior debt as it is for
senior debt. If Fitch judges support to be moderately lower for subordinated or hybrid debt relative to
senior debt, then we may assess non-performance risk one notch lower than the IDR anchor. Where the
probability of support is assessed as even lower, wider notching will apply from the IDR.
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Non-performance on subordinated/hybrid securities is defined as any of the following:

° The missing (omission or deferral) of a coupon or similar distribution;

° Contingent conversion into a more junior instrument to the detriment of the investor
(other than at the investor’s option);

° The write-down, write-off, conversion or non-payment of principal; or

o ADDE.

Very High Non-Performance Risk and Non-Performing Hybrid Obligations

Heightened Non-Performance Risk: When non-performance risk on hybrid obligations is very
high, ratings will give increasing weight to the likely rating level should they become non-
performing.

When Securities Become Non-Performing: Once a security becomes non-performing in any
way, the ratings take into consideration the form and expected duration of loss absorption. For
a bank rated ‘RD’ or ‘D’, a non-performing hybrid obligation will be rated ‘C’, unless we expect
above average (above 50%) recoveries on the instrument, in which case it can be rated up to
‘CCC.

Non-performing hybrids of a bank whose IDR is not ‘RD’ or ‘D’ are rated in accordance with the
table below. The ratings of such instruments are also based on expected loss severity, and
consider the level of the bank’s VR and the type of loss absorption being suffered (e.g.
cumulative coupon deferral or coupon omission, any mitigating factors, temporary or
permanent write-down).

Ratings of Non-Performing Hybrid Obligations

Obligation
rating Non-performing obligation
CCC Loss absorption has been triggered, but the rated obligation is expected to return to

performing status with only very low economic losses being sustained that are
consistent with an RR of RR1.

CCC- Loss absorption has been triggered, but the rated obligation is expected to return to
performing status with only moderate economic losses being sustained that are
consistent with an RR of RR2.

CcC Loss absorption has been triggered, and the rated obligation is only expected to return
to performing status with high economic losses being sustained that are consistent with
RRs of RR3.

C Loss absorption has been triggered, and the rated obligation is only expected to return

to performing status with severe economic losses being sustained that are consistent
RRs of RR4-RR6.

Source: Fitch Ratings

Guaranteed and Secured Debt

Guaranteed Debt: Fitch usually rates fully guaranteed debt (or debt Fitch deems to be exposed
to an equivalent degree of credit risk as guaranteed debt) in line with the higher of the senior
unsecured debt of the guarantor or of theissuer. Equalisation of the guaranteed debt rating with
the senior unsecured rating of the guarantor will depend on the guarantee being ranked equally
with the guarantor’s senior unsecured debt, and Fitch being comfortable with the jurisdiction of
the guarantee, its enforceability, its timeliness and/or expectations that the guarantor will
honour the guarantee. A bank’s debt benefitting from a guarantee that ranks equally with the
guarantor’s subordinated obligations is usually rated in line with the subordinated debt of the
guarantor.

Guarantee Timeliness: Where Fitch has concerns about the timeliness of a guarantee, it may
instead notch up the bond’s rating from the issuer’s IDR to reflect superior recovery
expectations under the guarantee from a higher rated guarantor, following the principles
outlined in the Recovery Rating Scale table (i.e. a maximum of three notches; see Loss Severity:
Notching). Ratings will be capped at the level of the guarantor’s Long-Term IDR.

Banks
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Secured or Collateralised Debt: Long-term senior secured debt without complex forms of
structural enhancement may be rated under Fitch’s Bank Rating Criteria and will receive a one-

notch uplift above the bank’s Long-Term IDRY if:
i. the bondholder has recourse both to the collateral and to the issuer;

ii. collateral cannot be substituted beyond established parameters and Fitch will be in a
position to monitor it; and

iii. collateral clearly indicates above-average recovery prospects.

Otherwise, Fitch will rate the senior secured bond in line with the issuer’s Long-Term IDR.
Where a debt obligation is both guaranteed and secured, the rating will primarily reflect the
guarantee unless all three conditions for uplift for secured or collateralised debt are met.

Bank securities with more complex forms of structural enhancement, e.g. securitisations and
covered bonds, are not rated under Fitch’s Bank Rating Criteria, and instead, will be evaluated by
other analytical groups based on separate criteria, or otherwise not rated by Fitch.

Short-Term Obligation Ratings

Short-term debt ratings of banks reflect only vulnerability to default. Short-term debt ratings are
aligned with an issuer’s Short-Term IDR unless the equivalent long-term senior debt has been
notched up to reflect lower vulnerability to default. In such cases, short-term debt ratings are
determined from the equivalent long-term debt rating using a Rating Correspondence Table. At
crossover points, Fitch adopts the approach outlined for Short-Term Issuer Default Ratings to
determine whether to assign the higher or lower option (see Rating Definitions and Scales).

Short-term deposit ratings can be notched up to factor in superior recovery prospects. Where
an issuer’s long-term deposit ratings have been notched up to reflect superior recovery
prospects (e.g. in the US) or lower vulnerability to default, equivalent short-term deposit ratings
are determined from the equivalent long-term deposit rating using a Rating Correspondence
Table. At crossover points, Fitch adopts the approach outlined under Short-Term IDRs to
determine whether to assign the higher or lower option (see Rating Definitions and Scales).

Market-Linked Notes

Market-linked notes (MLNSs) are securities that return amounts referenced to a market risk
essentially independent of the creditworthiness of the bank which acts as issuer or guarantor.
MLNs may reference a broad array of risks, most commonly related to equities, currencies, and
commodities. Fitch defines MLNs where only the coupon stream references the market risk as
‘principal-protected’ notes, and MLNs where both the coupon stream and principal repayment
are driven by the reference market risk as ‘non-principal-protected’ notes. Ratings are assigned
by Fitch only to principal-protected notes.

MLN ratings are aligned with the ratings of a given issuer or guarantor’s traditional debt
instruments of an equivalent seniority (e.g. senior debt, SP debt). The ratings assigned to these
notes solely address the credit risk of the issuer or guarantor. Coupon risk unrelated to the
issuer or guarantor’s credit risk is thus excluded from MLN ratings.

Dual-currency notes may be rated provided they can or will be settled in an equivalent amount
of asecond currency. Fitch does not rate notes whose risk of principal returnis unrelated to the
issuer’s credit risk. Consequently, and for the avoidance of doubt, Fitch will not rate credit-
linked notes, which reference the credit risk of a third party or basket of third parties, under this
criteria report. These notes may be rated by Fitch’s Structured Finance group.

Substitution and Variation Clauses

Periodically, debt securities include clauses that permit the contractual terms of the securities
to be varied or the securities themselves to be substituted with new securities. Such clauses may
be at anissuer’s discretion or subject to approval by a trustee.

15 More than one notch is possible if IDRs are in the ‘B’ range or lower and recovery expectations are
consistent with RR2 (plus two notches) or RR1 (plus three notches).
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Fitch assesses whether such clauses should affect a bond’s rating on a case-by-case basis.
Where both the probability of variation or substitution is considered high and there is a high
degree of clarity over the form of the substitution/variation securities, Fitch will rate to the
terms of the likely substitution or variation securities.
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Country Risks

Different forms of country risk can have a significant influence on bank ratings. The table on the
following page outlines how a bank’s operating environment score, the domestic sovereign
rating and the Country Ceiling can influence its ratings.

The operating environment score captures the risks of doing banking business in the
jurisdiction(s) where the bank operates, the sovereign rating reflects the risk of the domestic
government defaulting on its obligations, and the Country Ceiling indicates Fitch’s view of the
likelihood of transfer and convertibility restrictions being imposed which would prevent the
domestic private sector from converting local currency into foreign currency and transferring
this to non-resident creditors.1®

In text following the table, we outline in more detail our criteria for rating banks above the
sovereign.

16 See Related Criteria for a link to the Country Ceiling Criteria.
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Influence of Country Risks on Bank Ratings

Banks
Global

Operating Environment KRD score

Influence of:

Sovereign rating

Country Ceiling

VRKRD

The operating environment (OE) usually has a

Sovereign risks and broader country risks

No influence (see below).

scores  significant influence on our assessment of (but not transfer and convertibility risks - see
other VR KRDs, and constrains, but does not  right) are incorporated into the OE score and
cap, the KRD scores.? This is because the OE  hence indirectly into other implied KRD
can affect both a bank’s financial profile - the scores. The OE score is unlikely to be above
vulnerability of its asset quality and capital,  the sovereign rating unless the latter is very
the sustainability of earnings and the stability low (‘CCC’ category or below). Conversely, if
of funding -and the non-financial aspects of  the sovereign rating is significantly above the
our assessment - the robustness of abank’s  implied OE score (as derived based on GDP
franchise and business model, and the per capita and the ORI index), and the
riskiness of its exposures. This link is captured sovereign credit profile is likely to support
in the benchmarking matrices whichuse OE  macro/market stability, this can result in an
as an input to derive implied KRD scores. KRD upward adjustment to the OE score from its
scores can be above the OE score when a implied level. The sovereign rating can also
specific aspect of a bank’s credit profile is directly (not just via the OE score) influence
atypical for the given market, i.e. stronger and constrain individual KRD scores, when we

c than what might be expected for areasonably judge that certain aspects of a bank’s financial

8 well-performing bank which has broad profile (e.g. its solvency or its funding

§ exposure to the OE. stability) would be unlikely to survive a

2 sovereign default.

= VR The OE usually has a significant influence on  Fitch rarely assigns a bank VR above the No influence, as the transfer and
the VR (through the impact on KRD scores,  sovereign rating because of the usually high  convertibility (T&C) risks captured in the
see above) and constrains, but does not cap,  correlation between sovereign and bank Country Ceiling (CC) are not factored into the
the VR. For a VR to be above the OE score, credit profiles. A VR above the sovereignis ~ VR.The VR measures a bank’s stand-alone
the bank’s overall credit profile must be possible for a bank with a very strong (inthe  creditworthiness without considering either
stronger than what might be expected froma context of the domestic market) credit extraordinary external support or external
reasonably well-performing bankthat has profile, but usually only by one notch. When  constraints on a bank’s ability to service its
broad exposure to the OE. Assigning a VR Fitch does not believe it is appropriate to liabilities (such as T&C restrictions). In very
above the OE score will be less common than assign a bank’s VR above the sovereign rating, rare circumstances, a bank’s VR can be above
assigning individual KRD scores above the it may use the ‘Operating the CC, although its FC IDR will still likely be
OE. When Fitch does not believe it is Environment/Sovereign Rating Constraint’ constrained at the CC level (see below). The
appropriate to assign a bank’s VR above the  adjustment to cap the assigned VR at the VR may also be above the IDR in
OE score, it may use the ‘Operating sovereign rating level (see page 3). See the circumstances where the latter is capped by
Environment/Sovereign Rating Constraint’  section following this table for more details  other forms of intervention risk not captured
adjustment to cap the assigned VR at the OE  on our criteria for rating banks above the inthe CC.
score level, below that implied by the sovereign.
individual KRD scores (see page 3).

IDRs For banks whose IDRs are driven by their VR, For banks whose IDRs are driven by their VR, The CC almost always caps bank FC IDRs. It is
the OE score will usually have a significant ratings will rarely be above the sovereign (see exceptionally rare for a bank to be assigned
influence on the IDRs, as described above. For above). For banks whose IDRs aredrivenby  an FC IDR above the CC as the latter captures
banks whose IDRs are driven by Support Shareholder Support Ratings, ratings canbe  the risk of T&C restrictions being imposed
Ratings, the OE score, as an input into the VR, above the sovereign where we believe that ~ which would prevent substantially all non-
has no direct impact on the IDRs. However,  the owner’s commitment to its subsidiaryis  government entities domiciled in the
our assessment of the operating environment, likely to survive a sovereign default and jurisdiction from servicing their FC

.. and country risks more broadly, can have an  government restrictions are unlikely to be obligations. Exceptions are possible only

c . : . - -

8 impact on our assessment of a parent’s long-  imposed which would prevent the bank when we believe a bank could continue to

o term commitment to a foreign subsidiary, and servicing its obligations. Uplift is normally service its obligations notwithstanding such

g hence the level of the latter’s SSR and IDRs.  limited to two notches, but could go up to T&C restrictions, e.g. because sizeable foreign
= three where we view parent support as being assets/earnings or a supportive foreign

very robust. See the section following this
table for more details on our criteria for
rating banks above the sovereign.

shareholder can be utilised to service
obligations outside of the jurisdiction of
domicile (and domestic foreign-currency
liabilities of the bank are minimal). Where
Fitch believes the risk of intervention risk in
the banking system is greater than that
captured in the CC, it may cap a bank’s
Foreign-Currency IDRs below the CC.

2The influence of the operating environment on the KRD scores, and on a bank’s VR, will be higher when the Operating Environment score is relatively low and a bank’s
idiosyncratic risks are less significant. When the Operating Environment score is high, or when a bank has significant idiosyncratic weaknesses, the Operating Environment score
will be less important in determining the KRD scores and the VR.
Source: Fitch Ratings
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Rating Banks Above the Sovereign

Fitch will rate a bank above the sovereign - i.e. assign a bank a Long-Term Local-Currency IDR
above the sovereign Long-Term-Local-Currency IDR, or a Long-Term Foreign-Currency IDR
above the sovereign Long-Term Foreign-Currency IDR - when both of two conditions hold.
First, Fitch must believe that the bank - due to either its intrinsic strength or external support -
would probably retain the capacity to service its obligations in the relevant currency following
a sovereign default in that currency. Second, we must believe that the sovereign, following its
own default in a currency, would probably not impose restrictions on the bank’s ability to
service its obligations in that currency.

Bank’s Capacity to Service Obligations

Intrinsic Strength: Banks’ standalone credit profiles usually deteriorate significantly when the
domestic sovereign defaults due to an accompanying economic downturn, banks’ significant
exposures to the sovereign and broader public sector, funding market dislocations, heightened
market risks in case of exchange rate/interest rate volatility, and potential regulatory pressure
on banks to support the sovereign or the broader economy.

For these reasons, Fitch rarely assigns VRs above sovereign ratings. For Fitch to consider
assigning a VR above the sovereign, abank exposed predominantly to the domestic market must
have a very strong credit profile in the context of that market, characterised by a strong and
stable funding franchise and usually also superior loss absorption capacity. Moderate sovereign
exposure, limited foreign-currency exposures/external funding and private ownership of the
bank would also make consideration of a VR above the sovereign more possible. For such banks,
the potential uplift of the VR over the sovereign rating would usually be limited to one notch.

In addition, banks with high geographical diversification (i.e. a large proportion of risk exposures
to foreign markets, in particular if on their own, rather than subsidiaries’ balance sheets) and
specialised banks (e.g. central securities depositories or leasing companies with banking
licenses) could be assigned VRs above the sovereign, potentially by more than one notch.

External Support: To rate a bank above the sovereign based on shareholder support, Fitch must
believe that the owner’s commitment to its subsidiary is sufficiently strong that it is likely to
remain in place even after the sovereign has defaulted and the standalone profile of the
subsidiary has probably suffered significant impairment. Fitch often expects a parent bank to
continue supporting its subsidiary after a sovereign default due to the potentially high
reputational costs of a subsidiary default, and hence in many cases Fitch rates subsidiary banks
above the sovereign. However, potential uplift will usually be limited to two notches because of
some uncertainty about the owner’s commitment in a sovereign default scenario, potentially
going up to three notches where we view parent support as being particularly robust. Uplift may
be higher than three notches in exceptional circumstances, for example when a bank has limited
operations in its domestic market and has strong government or shareholder support from
outside the jurisdiction, meeting criteria for the FC IDR to be rated above the Country Ceiling.

Sovereign Restrictions on Debt Service'”

In Foreign Currency: Bank FC IDRs are almost always capped at the level of the domestic
Country Ceiling (see table above), which is usually assigned at a level of zero to three notches
above the FC sovereign rating. Where Fitch believes that the risk of transfer and convertibility
restrictions for banks is greater than for non-bank issuers, it may cap bank FC IDRs at a level
below that of the Country Ceiling.

In Local Currency: In a sovereign crisis, the authorities may impose restrictions such as deposit
freezes or prolonged bank closures that prevent banks servicing their local currency, as well as
foreign currency, obligations. In light of these risks, Fitch usually limits the uplift of bank local-
currency ratings over sovereign local-currency ratings to one to three notches, with the degree
of uplift depending on the rule of law and governance in the jurisdiction, and the authorities’
record of intervention in the banking system.

Fitch usually views the risk of local-currency restrictions as lower than that of foreign-currency
restrictions; this potentially allows for greater uplift of banks’ local-currency ratings, and Fitch

171 Fitch does not assign a sovereign rating, Fitch may use a Fitch Credit Opinion or other assessment of
sovereign creditworthiness to determine the extent to which country risks may constrain a bank’s IDRs.
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less often caps local-currency bank ratings at the level of the sovereign rating. However, given
the significant correlation between foreign- and local-currency intervention risks, Fitch will not
usually assign a bank’s Local-Currency IDR more than one notch above its Foreign-Currency
IDR.

Factors Determining Potential Uplift of Bank Ratings Above the Sovereign

Potential uplift from sovereign? Key factors in determining uplift

Capacity to service obligations

Standalone strength Usually no more than one notch; more Overall credit profile, in particular
than one notch for exceptionally funding franchise, loss absorption
strong banks or banks with very capacity and sovereign exposure.

limited exposure to
jurisdiction/sovereign of domicile.

Shareholder support Usually no more than two notches, Shareholder ability and propensity to
but three or more notches in support.
exceptional circumstances where we
view support as very robust in a stress
scenario.

Risk of sovereign intervention

In foreign currency Zero to three notches, dependingon  Rule of law and governance;
Country Ceiling and other forms of  institutional constraints; integration
intervention risk, but usually limited into global economy.
to two notches.

Inlocal currency Zero to three notches, but at least one Rule of law and governance; history of
notch possible in most cases. intervention in banking system.

2Does not apply to low rating levels, where maximum notching can be higher or lower (see Rating Definitions and
Scales/Assigning Bank Ratings at Low Levels). Banks with limited domestic operations and strong government or
shareholder support from outside the jurisdiction may be rated more than three notches above the sovereign.
Source: Fitch Ratings

Guarantees: If a bank benefits from a blanket guarantee from a foreign parent (or other entity),
its IDRs will normally be equalised with the IDRs of the guarantor,'® even if the guarantor’s
Long-Term Foreign-Currency IDR is higher than the Country Ceiling in the market where the
subsidiary bank is domiciled. This reflects the fact that the guarantor would be obliged, in case
of non-performance by the bank, to honour the guarantee directly, regardless of T&C or other
restrictions imposed by the sovereign in the subsidiary bank’s jurisdiction. However, the
jurisdiction and exact provisions of the guarantee may limit the rating uplift from the guarantee
for the subsidiary’s ratings.

18 The IDRs of the subsidiary could be higher than those of the parent guarantor if the bank’s standalone
strength or other factors warrant this.
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Rating Definitions and Scales

In the tables below, we summarise for each bank rating (i) what the rating measures; (ii) when
we assign the rating; (iii) the rating scale used; and (iv) how we determine the rating. Later in this
section we also provide additional clarifications on our definitions of default (for bank IDRs) and
failure (for the VR), as well as explaining how we determine Short-Term IDRs. Finally, we outline
aspects of assigning bank ratings at low levels.
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Overview of Bank Ratings: International Issuer Ratings

Banks
Global

What the rating measures

When the rating is assigned What rating scale is used

How the rating is determined

Long-Term IDR

The entity’s vulnerability to
default on senior financial
obligations to third-party,
non-government creditors.
See below (IDRs: Reference
Obligations and Types of
Default) for additional
clarifications on which senior
obligations are reference
liabilities for banks’ IDRs, and
how we define default.

To virtually all banks with
international ratings.

We assign both Long-Term
Foreign- and Local-Currency IDRs
where (i) there is, or could be, a
material difference in default risk
in foreign and local currency; or (ii)
a Local-Currency IDR is needed to
derive a bank’s National Rating.

‘AAA’ scale (see Fitch’s Rating
Definitions).

Usually, the Long-Term IDR is
assigned at a level equal to the
higher of the bank’s VR, GSR or
SSR. In some circumstances - when
debt buffers are large, or the VR is
at avery low level - the Long-Term
IDR may be notched up from the VR
(see Assigning IDRs Above VRs). The
Long-Term IDR may also be
constrained at a level below the VR
by the Country Ceiling.

Short-Term IDR

The entity’s vulnerability in
the short term to default on
senior financial obligations to
third-party, non-government
creditors.

To virtually all banks with Long-
Term IDRs.

Short-term rating scale (see
Fitch's Rating Definitions).

The Short-Term IDR is derived from
the Long-Term IDR based on a
rating correspondence table (see
below, How We Determine Short-
Term IDRs).

VR The intrinsic VRs are assigned to most ‘aaa’ scale (see Fitch’s Rating The VR is assigned based on
creditworthiness of a bank, or commercial banks and BHCs.VRs  Definitions). analysis of seven key rating drivers
the likelihood that it will fail, are not assigned to (i) highly (see Viability Rating).

i.e. either (i) default on senior integrated subsidiary banks which
obligations; or (ii) need do not have a meaningful
extraordinary support,orto standalone franchise; and (ii) policy
impose losses on banks whose operations are largely
subordinated obligations,to  determined by their policy roles.
avoid such a default and

restore its viability (see

below, Viability Ratings:

Definition of Failure).

GSR The likelihood that, in case of A GSRis assigned where Fitch ‘aaa’ scale, where ‘aaa’ The GSR is assigned based on 11
failure, the bank will receive  views government support as represents the highest KRDs relating to the ability and
extraordinary support from more reliable than shareholder likelihood that government propensity of the sovereign to
government sources to support, or where we believe support will prevent defaulton  provide support (see Government
prevent it defaulting on its neither source of support canbe  anissuer’s senior obligations Support Rating).
senior obligations. relied upon.? consistent with an ‘AAA’ IDR.

Where there is no reasonable
assumption that such support
will be available, a GSR of ‘no
support’is assigned (see Fitch’s
Rating Definitions).

SSR The likelihood that, in case of An SSRis assigned where Fitch ‘aaa’ scale, where ‘aaa’ represents The SSRis assigned based on 10
failure, the bank will receive  views shareholder support as more the highest likelihood that KRDs relating to the ability and
extraordinary supportfrom reliable than government support.? shareholder support will prevent propensity of the shareholder(s) to
its shareholder(s) or other default on an issuer’s senior provide support (see Shareholder
group entities to prevent it obligations consistent with an Support Rating).
defaulting on its senior ‘AAA’ IDR. Where there is no
obligations. reasonable assumption that such

support will be available, an SSR
of ‘no support’ is assigned (see
Fitch's Rating Definitions).
DCR The entity’s vulnerabilityto A DCRis assigned where both (i)  ‘AAA’scale with ‘(dcr)’ suffix. DCRs are notched up from the

default on derivative
contracts to third-party, non-
government counterparties.

the default risk on derivative
obligatons may be lower than on
other senior obligations (e.g. due
to an effective resolution regime
or legal preference) and (ii) an
issuer is a notable derivatives
counterparty, or acts as suchin
Fitch-rated transactions, or there
is market interest otherwise.

Long-Term IDR if equally ranking
preferred senior liabilities are
nothced up to reflect a lower
default risk than captured by the
IDR. Otherwise, the DCR is aligned
with the IDR (see Rating Senior
Obligations in Jurisdictions with
Developed Resolution Regimes).

2 Fitch usually assigns either a GSR or an SSR to a bank. However, in rare cases where we believe it is useful to indicate the likelihood of both government and shareholder

support, we may assign both a GSR and an SSR. In such cases, the Long-term IDR is usually assigned at a level equal to the higher of the VR, GSR or SSR. Banks whose IDRs are
assigned based on a group VR are not normally assigned SSRs (see Banking Groups).
Source: Fitch Ratings
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Overview of Bank Ratings: Obligation Ratings and National Scale Ratings

Banks
Global

What the rating measures

When the rating is assigned

What rating scale is used

How the rating is determined

Long-term
securities
ratings

Overall level of credit risk of
the securities, including an

Can be assigned to individual
obligations or debt programmes

assessment of both the level of with initial maturity of more than

default/non-performance risk
and potential recoveries in
case of default/non-
performance.

13 months.?

‘AAA’ scale for Corporate

Finance Obligations (see Fitch’s

Rating Definitions).

(1) Determine the anchor rating
(Long-Term IDR or VR) which most
closely reflects the securities’ non-
performance risk; (2) notch up or
down from the anchor rating where
we believe that non-performance
risk is materially lower or higher
than captured in the anchor rating;
(3) notch up or down from the
assessment of non-performance
risk when we expect recoveries
following non-performance to be
above or below average (see
Obligation Ratings).

Short-term
securities
ratings

Only the default risk of the
securities (not potential
recoveries).

Can be assigned to individual
obligations or debt programmes
with initial maturity of less than 13
months.?

Short-term rating scale.

Aligned with the Short-Term IDR,
unless the equivalent long-term
senior debt has been notched up to
reflect lower vulnerability of
default; in the latter case, the
short-term debt rating is mapped
from the long-term debt rating
using the same approach as for
mapping Short-Term IDRs from
Long-Term IDRs (see below).

Long-term
deposit ratings

The overall level of credit risk
on the bank’s riskiest material
uninsured depositor class.
Includes an assessment of
both default risk and potential
recoveries in case of default.

Injurisdictions with depositor
preference and/or where Fitch
believes there is market interest in
deposit ratings.

‘AAA’ scale.

Equalised or notched up from
Long-Term IDR. Notched up when
default risk on deposits is
materially lower than that captured
in Long-Term IDR, or recoveries on
default expected to be above
average.

Short-term
deposit ratings

The overall level of short-term
credit risk on the bank’s
riskiest material uninsured
depositor class.

In jurisdictions with depositor
preference, and/or where Fitch
believes there is market interest in
deposit ratings.

Short-termrating scale.

Derived from long-term deposit
rating using rating correspondence
table (see below).

National scale
issuer ratings

The entity’s vulnerability to
default on senior financial

obligations to third-party, non-

government creditors relative
to the universe of issuers
within a single jurisdiction or
monetary union.

In emerging market jurisdictions
where Fitch judges there to be
market interest in such ratings or a
regulatory requirement to assign
them.

‘AAA’ (for long-term) and short-

term rating scales, but with a

country suffix to identify them as

national scale ratings (see
National Scale Rating Criteria).

Long-term national ratings are
derived from the issuer’s Long-
Term IDR using the national rating
correspondence table for the
jurisdiction, which identifies a
range of appropriate national scale
ratings. Relativities with national
peers are analysed to determine
the final national scale rating.
Short-term national ratings are
derived from long-term national
ratings using the same
correspondence table as for
international ratings (see below).

National scale
issue ratings

Overall level of credit risk of
long-term securities, relative
to other issues in the
jurisdiction. Default risk of
short-term securities relative
to other issues in the
jurisdiction.

As above for national scale issuer
ratings.

As above for national scale
issuer ratings.

Long-term national scale issue
ratings are equalised with or
notched from the national issuer
rating using the same approach as
for issue ratings on the
international scale. Short-term
national scale issue ratings are
usually aligned with the issuer’s
short-term national rating.

2Whether Fitch rates issues on the long-term or short-term scale will also depend on market convention and local regulation.
Source: Fitch Ratings

Bank Rating Criteria | 15 March 2024

fitchratings.com 42


https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document

FitchRatingS Banks

Global

Issuer Default Ratings: Reference Obligations and Types of Default
Reference Obligations

Senior, Third-Party, Non-Government Obligations: A bank’s (or BHC’s) IDRs reflect Fitch’s
view on its vulnerability to default on senior financial obligations to third-party, non-
government creditors. Accordingly, the IDRs do not capture the risk of non-performance on
subordinated liabilities or on obligations to related parties or government creditors. Such non-
performance will therefore by itself not result in IDRs being downgraded to default level,
although if indicative of broader stress could result in the IDRs being lowered to the ‘CCC’
category or below.

Senior Non-Preferred Liabilities are usually?? reference obligations for the IDRs, and default
on such liabilities will therefore usually result in an issuer’s IDRs being downgraded to ‘RD’ or
‘D’ (Restricted Default or Default). Sometimes called ‘senior subordinated’ or ‘senior non-
preferred’, these liabilities do not qualify as regulatory capital (or rank equally with regulatory
capital in insolvency) but are subordinated to certain other senior operational liabilities.

Foreign Branch Liabilities: These are hardly ever treated as reference obligations for a bank’s
IDRs, i.e. default on such liabilities due, for example, to payment restrictions in the host
jurisdiction would not typically result in the bank’s IDRs being downgraded to ‘RD’?°. This is
because bank IDRs do not capture transfer and convertibility risks in foreign jurisdictions where
branches operate, nor do they reflect branch-specific resolution risks.

Different Risk Levels on Senior Liabilities: Where Fitch considers there to be significantly
different levels of default risk on different categories of a bank’s senior liabilities - e.g. higher
on debt and lower on deposits - the IDRs will rate to the category with highest risk. If a bank
defaults on a material category of third-party, private-sector senior liabilities, but remains
current on other categories, its IDRs will be downgraded to ‘RD’.2!

Types of Default

In accordance with Fitch’s rating definitions, we will view a bank as having defaulted, and
downgrade its IDRs to either ‘D’ or ‘RD’, upon occurrence of the following events in respect to
senior financial obligations to third-party, non-government creditors:

° non-payment of obligations beyond the available cure period;

. adeposit freeze (see below);

° bail-in, including the write-down of senior profit-and-loss-sharing liabilities used in
Islamic finance (see also Annex 3);

. a DDE (see below); or

° the issuer entering into bankruptcy proceedings.

‘Stays’ conducted in the lead up to a bank resolution process will not automatically trigger a
default level rating, provided they are reasonably short-lived.

Deposit Freeze: Fitch views a deposit freeze as being in place at a bank when (1) there are
severe restrictions on cash withdrawals and on transfers to a bank not suffering from a similar
deposit freeze; and (2) the contractual arrangements and legal provisions governing the
accounts did not initially provide for such restrictions.

Where a deposit freeze is driven by financial stress at the bank, or government/regulatory
actions driven by stress in the bank or broader financial system, we will downgrade a bank’s
IDRs to ‘D’ or ‘RD’ upon the deposit freeze coming into force, unless the freeze is very short-
lived or we believe the freeze will likely be lifted imminently.

1% 1f a ‘senior’ instrument has certain loss-absorbing features more usually associated with junior
obligations (e.g. a going concern, ‘high trigger’ write-down/conversion feature) then it would be unlikely to
be considered a reference obligation for the bank’s IDR.

20The same rationale applies to DCRs and deposit ratings, i.e. these would not be downgraded to default
levels if a foreign branch defaults on such obligations.

21 The same rationale applies to DCRs and deposit ratings, which reflect the (material) class of
derivatives/deposits with the highest level of risk (should the risk level differ across derivatives/deposits).
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Payment Force Majeure

Fitch uses this term to describe a failure to make timely payment in the case of operational
interruptions to payments outside the issuer or transaction’s control (e.g. civil unrest, natural
disaster, cyber attack, financial infrastructure lapse, or other force majeure affecting the
payment process itself). While this may not immediately represent a default, Fitch would
nonetheless typically deem an extended non-payment of this nature a default on the obligation
rating, at the latest, after 30 calendar days have elapsed from the payment date, and the rating
would typically be downgraded to the level consistent with defaulted securities. For avoidance
of doubt, rating action may also be taken on the obligation ratings during that 30-day period.

Certain forms of non-payment caused by governmental actions (notably capital controls,
deposit freezes, regulatory stays, etc.), while also outside the obligor’s control, may well qualify
as the start of a default process, where they are captured in our country risk analysis, deposit
freeze approach (see above) and Country Ceiling framework.

Grace Periods

Fitch considers an actual failure to pay interest or principal when due and payable based on the
terms and conditions of the rated obligation (plus a grace period of the lesser of 30 calendar
days or the time allowed under the obligation documentation following failure to pay) to be a
default (denoted by an ‘RD’ or ‘D’ Issuer Default Rating). Where no grace period is specified in
documentation, Fitch may rate to a grace period consistent with similar obligations in the
market, but typically not exceeding 30 calendar days. For non-payment caused by certain
operational interruptions outside the issuer’s control (see Payment Force Majeure above), Fitch
would typically apply a grace period of up to 30 calendar days before downgrading to default.

Distressed Debt Exchange

When considering whether a debt restructuring or exchange should be classified as a DDE, Fitch
expects both of the following to apply: the restructuring imposes a material reduction in terms
compared with the original contractual terms; and the restructuring or exchange is conducted
to avoid bankruptcy, similar insolvency or intervention (including bank resolution) proceedings
or a traditional payment default. If IDR reference obligations, including deposits, are subjected
to a DDE, anissuer’s IDRs will be downgraded to default level.22

Fitch uses the table below to help guide its decision whether a bank’s debt restructuring,
exchange or tender offer meets the two conditions to be classified as a DDE.

Conditions of Distressed Debt Exchanges for Banks

DDE conditions DDE Not a DDE

Material reduction in Reduction in principal; Investor is being fairly compensated

terms Reduction or deferral of interest; for accepting an exchange or tender
Maturity extension; offer and would likely be at least

Foreign-currency principal or interest indifferent in respect to the new terms
payments changed to local currency; versus the original terms.
Exchange/partial exchange for more

junior instrument or equity;

Sub-par cash tender.

Necessary to avoid Creditor is powerless to avoid Issuer is sufficiently solvent to execute
bankruptcy, intervention material reduction in terms because it refinancing, meaning the investor has a
or payment default is imposed by banking authorities or  choice: failure to take up the

legal process in a stress situation; exchange/tender offer would be likely

Creditor has no realistic option but to to have no adverse consequences;
accept offer to avoid worse outcome  Bank has sufficient relevant currency
than is contractually due; liquidity to settle contractual
Insufficient foreign-currency liquidity payments and still comply with

to meet contractual foreign-currency supervisory and legal requirements;
payments; and

221f the DDE is limited to junior debt, a bank’s IDR will not be downgraded to default level, but Fitch would
normally expect to lower anissuer’s VR to ‘f’.
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Conditions of Distressed Debt Exchanges for Banks

DDE conditions DDE Not a DDE
Failure to conduct exchange or tender Exchange or tender offer is
would likely trigger a default, for opportunistic.

example due to supervisory
intervention/resolution decision or a
loss of liquidity; and

Necessary to comply with capital
controls, even if sufficient liquidity
exists to pay.

Note Both DDE conditions must be met for a restructuring or exchange to be classified as a DDE.
Source: Fitch Ratings

After a bank has completed a DDE, its IDRs and debt ratings will be upgraded to levels that
reflect their degree of credit risk following the restructuring.
How We Determine Short-Term IDRs

Short-Term IDRs are assigned in accordance with a correspondence table between Long- and
Short-Term IDRs (see table in the margin). Below we outline how we decide which of two
possible Short-Term IDRs to assign when the Long-Term IDR is between ‘A+’ and ‘BBB’.

Banks with IDRs Driven by VRs

For banks whose IDRs are driven by their VRs, the Funding & Liquidity KRD, given its particular
focus on short-term risks, is the principal determinant of whether the lower or higher of two
possible Short-Term IDRs is assigned. The table below shows the minimum KRD score needed
to achieve certain Short-Term IDRs.

Minimum Funding & Liquidity KRD Score to Achieve Higher Short-Term
Rating

Short-term rating Minimum Funding & Liquidity KRD score

F1+ aa-
F1 a
F2 bbb+

Source: Fitch Ratings

Bank and BHC Short-Term IDRs: In cases when a bank and its BHC have the same Long-Term
IDR, their Short-Term IDRs will also be equalised and determined based on the table above. In
cases where a bank’s Long-Term IDR is higher than the BHC’s Long-Term IDR, the bank’s Short-
Term IDR will still be assigned based on the table above. However, the BHC’s Short-Term IDR
may be equalised with, or below, the bank’s Short-Term IDR, depending on the extent to which
Fitch views the BHC's liquidity profile as materially different (weaker) than that of the bank, for
example, where a bank has first call on a BHC's liquid resources.

Banks with Support-Driven IDRs

When the Long-Term IDR is support-driven, the higher of the two possible Short-Term IDRs will
typically be assigned when the issuer is rated lower than the supporting entity. This is because
Fitch generally views propensity to support as more certain in the near term.

Government Support: When the Long-Term IDR is driven by government support, Fitch would
consider the potential for simultaneous deterioration in the liquidity profile of both the
sovereign and the bank, including in foreign currency. When Fitch judges the risk of such
simultaneous deterioration to be significant and/or if Fitch has identified other potential
impediments to the prompt flow of funds, Fitch assigns the lower Short-Term IDR to reflect the
potential for the sovereign to pay its direct obligations ahead of providing support to the
financial sector.

Banks
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Rating Correspondence Table

Long-term rating Short-term rating
AAAto AA- F1+

A+ FlorF1+
A FlorF1+
A- F2orF1
BBB+ F2orF1
BBB F3orF2
BBB- F3

BB+ to B- B
CCC+toC C

RD RD

D D

Source: Fitch Ratings
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Shareholder Support: When the Long-Term IDR is driven by shareholder support, Fitch may
assign the lower Short-Term IDR when the subsidiary has “standalone” risk management short-
comings, or if Fitch has identified potential impediments to the prompt flow of funds to the
subsidiary from the shareholder (for example, the nature of the subsidiary’s role in the group or
regulatory/jurisdictional factors can both create potential impediments to support).

The short-term rating of the supported entity will not be higher than the actual or implied short-
term rating of the support provider.

Other Considerations

Foreign- versus Local-Currency Liquidity: For some issuers, foreign-currency liquidity and
market access may be notably weaker than local-currency liquidity and market access, for
example, in emerging markets. This may cause Fitch to assign the lower Short-Term IDR when
foreign-currency liquidity and market access is weak.

Country Ceiling: When an issuer’s Long-Term IDR is constrained by the Country Ceiling (for
example, in the case of a supported subsidiary), Fitch will typically assign the lower Short-Term
IDR, unless transfer and convertibility risk is deemed to be materially lower in the short term
thanin the long term.

Debt Buffer Uplift: When the Long-Term IDR is assigned at a level higher than the VR due to a
junior debt buffer, the higher Short-Term IDR corresponding to the Long-Term IDR can be
assigned where a bank’s Funding & Liquidity KRD score is at or above the minimum level
required in order to achieve this (as per the table above).

Short-Term Deposit and Senior Debt Ratings: When long-term deposit and senior (preferred)
debt ratings are assigned at levels above the Long-Term IDR due to debt buffers, the
corresponding short-term deposit/debt rating can be assigned at the higher of the two levels
corresponding to the long-term rating where a bank’s Funding & Liquidity KRD score is at or
above the minimum level required to achieve this (as per the table above).

National Scale Short-Term Ratings: National scale short-term ratings are derived from long-
term ratings using the same correspondence table and the same principles described above for
international short-term ratings. Where a bank’s national long-term rating is driven by
stand-alone strength, we consider its liquidity and funding in determining its national short-
termrating.

Viability Ratings: Definition of Failure

VRs reflect Fitch’s view on the intrinsic creditworthiness of a bank or the likelihood that it will
fail, i.e. either:

° Default on senior obligations to third-party, non-government creditors (apart from in
case of legal restrictions; see below); or

° Require extraordinary support, or need to impose losses on subordinated obligations, in
order to avoid such a default and restore its viability.

However, Fitch does not view a bank as having failed when:

° It has defaulted as aresult of legal restrictions on servicing its obligations, while the bank
itself remains solvent and liquid; or

° External support made available, or losses imposed on subordinated obligations, were in
the agency’s view not necessary to restore the bank’s viability.

In assigning VRs, Fitch distinguishes between ‘ordinary support’, which the bank receives from
shareholders or government authorities in the normal course of business and is reflected in the
VR, and ‘extraordinary support’, which a bank requires to restore its viability and is captured in
the GSR or SSR. Ordinary support includes benefits that accrue to all banks because of their
status as banks, including routine access to central bank liquidity. It also includes the benefits a
subsidiary bank often derives from its parent, for example, in terms of stability and cost of
funding, transfer of management expertise and operational systems, and assistance with
business origination. In practice, there is not always a clear distinction between extraordinary
and ordinary support, so analytical judgment is often required to decide whether a bank has
failed.
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With respect to solvency, Fitch will determine whether a bank is viable or not (and therefore
whether extraordinary support/losses on subordinated obligations are/were necessary to
restore viability) based on whether, in the agency’s view, the entity has/had a material capital
shortfall. This view may not always coincide with whether the bank has hit any regulatory ‘point
of non-viability’ thresholds in the jurisdiction in which it operates.

Specifically, Fitch normally considers the following as amounting to extraordinary support and
evidence of a bank failure:

° Contribution of capital (or the adoption of other measures to strengthen capitalisation,
such as bailing in of junior debt, or asset purchases or enhancement) by either the bank’s
shareholders or government authorities to address a material capital shortfall, or
regulatory forbearance regarding such a shortfall; and

° Reliance on central bank/government funding, or funding guarantees, of an
extraordinary nature provided on terms and conditions made available only to a specific
bank(s), where this reliance is likely to remain beyond a temporary period of market
disruption.

Conversely, Fitch does not normally regard the following as extraordinary support and would
not usually view such cases as evidence that a bank has failed:

° Provision by existing shareholders of new capital primarily with the aim of supporting
business growth, rather than addressing a capital shortfall;

° Provision of capital that a bank requires as a result of a toughening of regulatory capital
rules, or to cover a minor capital shortfall (e.g. on buffer requirements);

° Use of system-wide stabilisation support packages (e.g. guarantees of new funding
facilities, provision of new capital) by fundamentally viable banks in a financial crisis;

° Use of secured central bank funding/liquidity facilities, or of unsecured facilities if these
were made available to the bank in line with other banks in the market; and

° Support to a bank’s creditors or counterparties that indirectly also benefits the bank.

Fitch will downgrade a bank’s VR to ‘f’ when, in the agency’s view, it has failed, and then upgrade
(re-rate) the VR if and when the agency believes that the bank has regained viability as a result
of extraordinary support provided and/or losses imposed on creditors. When information
confirming a bank’s failure becomes available at the same time as the bank’s viability is restored
through provision of support/imposition of creditor losses, Fitch may downgrade the VR to ‘f’
and immediately (in the same rating action commentary) upgrade the VR to a level reflecting its
profile following support/imposition of losses.

Assigning Bank Ratings at Low Levels

At low rating levels - when a bank’s own ratings are in the ‘B’ category or below, or when those
of the domestic sovereign or of the bank’s shareholder fall to these levels - some of the rating
relationships and constraints outlined in this criteria report may no longer hold. This is mainly
because at low rating levels, as an entity moves closer to default or failure, there may be more
visibility on what the implications of such a default/failure would be for different classes of
creditors or for other entities. The table below summarises the ways in which certain rating
relationships or constraints change at low rating levels.

In addition, Fitch is more selective in assigning ‘+’ or ‘-’ modifiers to ratings in the ‘CCC’ category
than at higher levels. In some instances, bank credit profiles deteriorate relatively rapidly, while
in other instances they can remain fundamentally weak for extended periods of time (e.g. banks
in countries where a sovereign has a low rating). Use of ‘+’ or ‘-’ modifiers in the ‘CCC’ range is
more likely for the latter than the former.
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Assigning Bank Ratings at Low Levels

Banks
Global

Rating relationship

Usual treatment

Treatment at low rating levels

Assigning bank VR above sovereign

Banks predominantly exposed to their domestic market
are rarely assigned VRs above the sovereign, and
potential uplift above the sovereign for very strong
domestic banks is usually limited to one notch (see
Country Risks).

As the sovereign moves towards default, it may become
clearer whether this is likely to result in bank failures.
Accordingly, more banks may be assigned VRs above the
sovereign when the latter is rated in the ‘CCC’ category
or below, and this uplift may be by multiple notches.

Assigning bank IDR above sovereign

Banks’ Foreign-Currency IDRs are almost always
capped at the Country Ceiling, which is usually assigned
at zero to three notches above the sovereign Foreign-
Currency IDR. Bank Local-Currency IDRs are usually
constrained at a level one to three notches above the
sovereign Local-Currency IDR, reflecting the risk of
sovereign intervention in the banking sector (see
Country Risks).

As the sovereign moves towards default, it may become
clearer whether the authorities will impose restrictions
on banks servicing their obligations. Accordingly, when
the sovereign is rated in the ‘CCC’ category or below,
banks may be rated higher relative to the sovereign than
usual. Conversely, where the risk of such restrictions
becomes high, banks previously rated above the
sovereign may be downgraded to the sovereign level.?

Assigning bank IDR above VR

A bank’s Long-Term IDR may be assigned above its VR if As a bank moves towards failure, it may become clearer

there is a large buffer of junior debt that could protect
senior obligations from default in case of failure.
Potential uplift is usually limited to one notch (see
Assigning IDRs Above VRs).

whether this will result in a default on senior obligations.
Accordingly, when a bank’s VR is in the ‘b’ category or
below, the uplift of the Long-Term IDR above the VR can
be by more than one notch.

Assigning subsidiary bank VR above
parent IDR

A subsidiary bank’s VR can be assigned above the
parent IDR where integration with, and contagion risk
from, the parent are viewed as limited. Such uplift is
usually by a maximum of three notches (see Banking
Groups).

As a parent bank moves towards default, it may become
clearer whether a parent default will result in the failure
of the subsidiary. Accordingly, when a bank’s VR is in the
‘b’ category or below, it is more possible for the uplift of
the subsidiary above the parent to be more than three
notches.

Assigning bank GSR above sovereign
IDR

A bank’s GSR is usually capped at the level of the
sovereign IDR, as government support for a bank
cannot usually be relied upon when the sovereign is in
default (see Government Support Rating).

As a sovereign moves towards default, it may in rare
circumstances continue to support certain banks,
prioritising this above the servicing of its own debt.
Accordingly, when the sovereign IDR is in the ‘CCC’
category or below, it is possible that a bank’s GSR may be
assigned above this, based on selective government
support.

Assigning Bank Ratings at Low Levels (Cont.)

Rating relationship

Usual treatment

Treatment at low rating levels

Notching of subsidiary SSR off parent
IDR

A subsidiary bank’s SSR may be equalised with, or
notched off, the parent’s IDR, based on our assessment
of the owner’s ability and propensity to support (see
Shareholder Support Rating).

As a parent bank moves towards default, it may become
clearer whether support for the subsidiary will continue
to the moment of a parent default. For this reason, and
due to rating compression, when the parent’s IDRis in the
‘B’ category or below, we may narrow the notching of the
SSR.

Notching of bank debt ratings off
anchor ratings

A bank’s senior and subordinated debt ratings can be
notched off its Long-Term IDR or VR due to either
incremental non-performance risk or potential loss
severity (see Obligation Ratings).

As a bank moves towards failure it may become clearer
which obligations it will default on and what loss severity
may be. Accordingly, when the anchor VR or Long-Term
IDRisin the ‘b’/‘B’ category or below, debt ratings may be
raised or lowered relative to these.

2 Country Ceilings can be assigned more than three notches above the sovereign rating when the sovereign has a low rating.

Source: Fitch Ratings
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Related Criteria

In some situations, banks may be rated under both the Bank Rating Criteria and the Non-Bank
Financial Institutions Rating Criteria (January 2024), as disclosed in relevant rating action
commentaries.

In addition, the following cross-sector criteria (or their replacements) reports will be applied to
the ratings of banks, where appropriate.

Country Ceiling Criteria July 2023
National Scale Rating Criteria December 2020
Sukuk Rating Criteria June 2022
Third-Party Partial Credit Support Rating Criteria June 2021

Information We Use to Analyse Banks

Analysts must base their research and rating analysis on a thorough analysis of all information
known and considered by them to be relevant to the analysis and the rating decision. This
includes publicly available information, information provided directly by or during their
interaction with the issuer, information provided by third parties and information gathered by
Fitch analysts during their interaction with other issuers.

All rating committees are required to verify that data were sufficient and robust relative to the
rating decision. No rating shall be assigned or maintained where there is insufficient information
to assign or maintain a rating.

Publicly Available Information

The core information relied on in the rating process is publicly available information, such as
annual and interim financial statements (typically at least three years of audited accounts),
transaction documents for public issues, public statements, presentations and other ad hoc
disclosure made by issuer management, public regulatory filings, market indicators and official
industry commentary.

Non-Public Information

Public disclosure is often supplemented by additional information provided directly by an
issuer’s management team. Such additional information may take the form of more frequent or
confidential updates of information typically disclosed publicly and/or specific non-public
information considered analytically important, for example, on specific risk exposures.
Meetings may be held with members of issuer management to discuss the information provided
and to understand any assumptions used in the preparation of the information. Non-financial
information would typically include a description of the institution’s core products, client base,
geographical markets, risk management framework, group structure, ownership and strategy.

Frequency of Reporting

Fitch works with the most recent information available. Public disclosure will generally be
predictableinits timing; periodic updates of other information will typically be timed to coincide
with a scheduled review or be ad hoc in response to changing conditions. This supplemental
information can provide periodic insights, but its provision is subject to the discretion of the
rated entity. Historical time series information provides important insight but the most recent
information typically has a greater weighting in the prospective rating opinion.

Reasonable Verification

Fitch undertakes a reasonable verification of the factual information relied on in accordance
with the relevant rating methodology and criteria as far as is possible from information from
independent sources, to the extent such sources are available.
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Surveillance

Analysts perform surveillance of information received and/or requested. Where a factor or
trend could have an impact on the rating Fitch will determine the appropriate course of action,
which may be one of the following:

° The bank is taken to rating committee;

° The bank isissued with a request for additional specific information (Fitch may also place
it on Rating Watch at this point); or

° Fitch may also conclude that no action is necessary.

There is no difference between new rating analysis and surveillance analysis.

Rating Assumption Sensitivity

Fitch’s opinions are forward-looking and include Fitch’s views of likely performance. Bank and
BHC ratings are subject to positive or negative adjustment based on actual or projected
financial and operational performance. The list below includes a non-exhaustive list of the
primary assumption sensitivities, or shifts in KRDs for specific credits, that can influence the
ratings.

Operating Environment Risk: Deterioration in an issuer’s operating environment due to
weakening of the general economic environment, sovereign risks, financial market health,
changes in regulatory/legislative requirements or conditions and systemic governance in the
countries where the issuer is operating as well as possible imposition of foreign-exchange
controls.

Business Risk: Developments in anissuer’s ability to withstand competitive pressures as shown
in its position/franchise in key markets, its business model/diversification, its level of pricing
power and its operating efficiency.

Financial Risk: Changes in an issuer’s financial profile due to the impact of operational
developments, changes in accounting standards/policies, the issuer’s financial policy or risk
appetite or the availability of funding in case of market disruption.

Event Risk: An unforeseen event which, until it is explicit and defined, is excluded from existing
ratings. Event risks can be externally triggered - such as a change in law, a natural disaster, a
political shock, an ownership change or a cyber-attack - or internally triggered, such as achange
in policy on capitalisation, a major acquisition, fraud or other material operational/regulatory/
litigation risk event, or a management or strategic restructuring. As most banks tend to be
funded shorter than they lend, they can be vulnerable to extreme liquidity stress. While funding
and liquidity is a core part of our rating analysis, idiosyncratic events can cause a rapid,
potentially materially detrimental, deterioration in liquidity.

Support Change Risk: A change in extraordinary support likely to be available to an issuer, for
example due to a change in ownership or developments in bank resolution frameworks.

Instrument-Specific Risks: In the case of issue-level ratings, these may be sensitive to changes
in a bank’s issuer-level ratings, performance risk relative to the risk captured in issuer-level
ratings (e.g. for hybrids) and changes in default risk or recovery prospects for the instrument,
for example as a function of its seniority, volume/expected volume of pari passu liabilities or the
volume/expected volume and relative ranking of other liability layers.

Event risk and changes in support can often have more material implications for bank ratings
than other risks outlined above.
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Criteria Disclosures and Considerations

Limitations Associated with Assigned Ratings

Ratings, including Rating Watches and Outlooks, assigned by Fitch are subject to the limitations
specified in Fitch’s Ratings Definitions.

They are available at https://www.fitchratings.com/site/definitions.

Bank ratings are limited in respect of unforeseen events, which are excluded from ratings until
they become explicit or defined. Event risks can be externally triggered - such as a change in
law, a natural disaster, a political shock, an ownership change or a cyber-attack - or internally
triggered, such as a change in policy on capitalisation, a major acquisition, fraud or other
material operational/regulatory/litigation risk event, or a management or strategic
restructuring.

Information Used to Derive Criteria

The key rating assumptions for the criteria are informed by discussions with external parties,
such as issuers, institutional owners, supervisors and governments, and Fitch’s analysis of
financial and non-financial information, such as issuer financial statements and annual reports,
bond documentation and financial market, industry, academic and economic data, research and
history.

Criteria Variations

Fitch’s criteria are designed to be used in conjunction with experienced analytical judgement
exercised through a committee process. The combination of transparent criteria, analytical
judgment applied on a transaction-by-transaction or issuer-by-issuer basis, and full disclosure
via rating commentary strengthens Fitch’s rating process while assisting market participants in
understanding the analysis behind the agency’s ratings.

A rating committee may adjust the application of these criteria to reflect the risks of a specific
transaction or entity. Such adjustments are called variations. All variations will be disclosed in
the respective rating action commentaries, including their impact on the rating where
appropriate.

A variation can be approved by a rating committee where the risk, feature, or other factors
relevant to the assignment of arating and the methodology applied to it are both included within
the scope of the criteria, but where the analysis described in the criteria requires modification
to address factors specific to the particular transaction or entity.
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Annex 1: Financial Metrics

The core and complementary metrics used in Fitch’s bank rating analysis are based on data
published in issuers’ financial statements or regulatory reporting. The capital and liquidity (and
in some cases asset-quality) metrics include certain regulatory ratios disclosed by the banks. All
other core and complementary ratios are calculated by Fitch from numerators and
denominators extracted from financial or regulatory statements directly or from calculations
based on data extracted from these statements.
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Core and Complementary Financial Metrics

Core metric or
complementary

Metric (%)

Definition and comments

Asset Quality

Core

Impaired loans/
gross loans

Impaired loans are those classified as Stage 3 under IFRS 9, where these are disclosed. Where Stage 3
loans are not disclosed, Fitch uses the most common reference point in the given jurisdiction; typically,
this will include loans 90 days past due and those not yet 90 days past due but identified as having
incurred some degree of impairment so that the bank has doubts it will receive full repayment.

Gross loans are loans gross of loan loss allowances/reserves, excluding loans to banks and repos. (This
definition of gross loans also applies to certain complemetary ratios, see below.)

Complementary

Growth of gross loans

Gross loans at the end of the accounting period less gross loans at the beginning of the period as a
percentage of gross loans at the beginning of a period.

Complementary

Loan loss allowances/
impaired loans

Loan loss allowances include all allowances (also called reserves or provisions) against loans on the
balance sheet, including allowances not specifically related to impaired loans.

Complementary

Loan impairment
charges/average gross loans

This ratio is sometimes called the cost of risk. The numerator is the charge to the income statement for
loan impairment (also called loan loss allowances or provisions).
The denominator is an average number.?

Earnings and Profitability

Core

Operating profit/RWAs

The numerator is pre-tax profit less items Fitch considers to be non-operating. Non-operating items
always include the change of accounting fair value of a bank’s own debt and goodwill impairment.
Profit/loss of an associated company reported at-equity is also usually excluded from operating profit,
unless Fitch considers this to be an integral and consistent part of the business. Other items
considered by Fitch’s analysts to be non-recurring, specific one-off revenue sources or charges are
also excluded, which often differ from the bank’s own interpretation.

The denominator is reported RWAs, including any regulatory floor/cap. It is a period-end number
rather than an average.

Complementary

Net interest income/average
earning assets

This ratio is often called the net interest margin. The numerator is total interest revenue plus
dividends received less total interest expense. The latter does not include interest or coupons paid on
preference shares or hybrid capital reported in equity, but where material Fitch often deducts this as
an interest expense in additional metrics.

The denominator is an average and is equal to total assets less cash, foreclosed assets, fixed assets,
intangibles, tax assets, prepayments made and other non-earning assets.?

Complementary

Non-interest expense/gross
revenue

This metric is often called the cost/income ratio. The numerator is staff costs plus other administrative
expenses, excluding any expenses that Fitch considers to be non-operating. The denominator
comprises net interest income (as in the metric above) plus all other operating revenue (for example,
fees and commissions, net trading profit). Profit/loss of an associated company reported at-equity is
not included in the denominator or numerator even if Fitch considers this to be part of operating
profit, because the profit or loss is reported as a net number of the company’s revenue and expenses.

Complementary

Loans and securities
impairment charges/pre-
impairment profit

This metric measures how much of a bank’s earnings are consumed by impairment charges. The
numerator is total impairment charges from loans and securities. The denominator is operating profit
(as in the core metric above) less the numerator.

Complementary

Operating profit/average total
assets

This metric is similar to the core earnings and profitability metric. The numerator is the same, but the
denominator is average total assets.
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Core and Complementary Financial Metrics (Cont.)

Core metric or
complementary  Metric (%)

Definition and comments

Complementary Netincome/average equity

This metric is usually called return on equity. It is similar to the ratio shareholders commonly employ
to measure their return on investment, but Fitch includes minority (or non-controlling) interests in
both the numerator and denominator to reflect its view that investment by both the minority interests
in subsidiaries and the parent’s shareholders are available as buffers for investment by creditors.
Otherwise, net income and equity are as reported in financial statements without adjustment. The
denominator is an average.®

Capitalisation and Leverage

Core CET1 regulatory capital ratio

This regulatory ratio is reported by the bank. The numerator is common equity Tier 1 (CET1) capital
and the denominator is RWAs.

Alternative core  FCC/FCC-adjusted RWAs

The numerator, Fitch Core Capital (FCC), is defined in the table below. The denominator uses RWAs
as disclosed in published reporting on regulatory capital ratios. Where equity interests in insurance
companies or securitisations are deducted from FCC, the equivalent RWAs are deducted from the
denominator to the extent disclosure allows.

Where the equivalent insurance or securitisation assets are not disclosed, Fitch may instead deduct
an estimate of these. No other adjustments are made to derive the core metric, but further
adjustments may be made to RWAs to derive additional metrics.

Complementary Basel leverage ratio

This regulatory ratio is the one reported by the bank. If both Basel and local equivalent ratios are
reported, the Basel one is used. In most cases, however, this ratio will be the local regulatory
interpretation of the Basel guidelines. The numerator comprises CET1 plus additional Tier 1 capital.
Various adjustments are made to derive the Basel leverage ratio’s denominator, which are designed to
make the ratio more comparable across accounting regimes.

For example, clear definitions are given for how netting should be applied to derivatives and repos.
The denominator also includes certain off-balance-sheet items. Fitch views the Basel leverage ratio as
the most encompassing and comparable measure of leverage, but it is not available for all banks.

Complementary  Tangible common
equity/tangible assets

This is a cruder measure of leverage than the regulatory ratio and is most relevant in regimes where
the Basel leverage ratio is not available. It will be very similar to the Basel leverage ratio for
institutions with simple banking models, without many derivatives or off-balance-sheet operations.
The starting point for the numerator is common equity (including minority interests) and the starting
point for the denominator is assets as reported in the financial statements.

The following three items are deducted from both: goodwill, other intangibles and certain deferred
tax assets. Mortgage servicing rights are not deducted and no adjustment is made for different
accounting treatment of netting. Only deferred tax assets relating to accounting losses are deducted,
while deferred tax assets that relate to timing differences on accounting expenses (not yet permitted
as a tax expense) are not deducted.

Complementary Impaired loans less loan loss

allowances/core capital

This ratio shows the vulnerability of capital to impaired loans that are not covered by loan loss
allowances. Impaired loans and loan loss allowances are defined in the same way as for the asset-
quality complementary metric loan loss allowances /impaired loans. Fitch may also consider the
impact on this ratio of adding ‘foreclosed assets’ to the numerator where material. Core capital is
calculated to be consistent with the core metric used (CET1 or FCC).

Funding and Liquidity

Core Gross loans/customer deposits

The numerator and denominator exclude loans and deposits with other banks and repos, but all other
loans and deposits are included. In the numerator, loans are gross of loan loss reserves.

Alternative core  Gross loans/customer deposits

+ covered bonds

As for the core funding and liquidity ratio, except covered bond funding is added to the denominator.

Complementary Liquidity coverage ratio

This regulatory ratio is the one reported by the bank. The numerator is highly liquid assets as defined
by the regulator and the denominator is estimated outflows in a 30-calendar-day period on the basis
of assumptions in a stressed situation provided by and agreed with the regulator.

Complementary  Customer deposits/total non-

equity funding

The numerator is the same as the denominator in the core metric for funding and liquidity. The
denominator is all non-equity funding. It includes customer funding, interbank funding, repos and other
short-term and money market funding, all debt funding, including vanilla subordinated debt and hybrid
securities (the latter whether reported as ‘equity’ in accounts or not). Trading liabilities (‘short’ trades)
are included in the denominator, but derivatives are excluded. The denominator does not include equity
or non-funding liabilities, such as pension reserves, tax liabilities and insurance liabilities.

2Where the bank reports an average metric (for gross loans, assets, earning assets or equity), this is taken as the denominator in the relevant ratio. Otherwise, the denominator
is an average calculated by Fitch for a minimum of two data points, the number for the end of the reporting period and the one for the end of the previous reporting period.
Where relevant and disclosed, the average also takes into account interim data during the reporting period.

bWhere Fitch bases its analysis on accounts (usually IFRS) which are different to those used by the regulator (e.g. local GAAP), we will use a CET1 ratio derived from the former,

where available.
Source: Fitch Ratings
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Fitch Core Capital

Where we use FCC to derive an alternative core metric for Capitalisation & Leverage, this is
calculated based on the table below.

Comparing regulatory CET1 with FCC, regulatory capital deducts minority equity interests in
financial institutions, whereas FCC only deducts these if Fitch regards them as non-loss-
absorbing. On the other hand, mortgage servicing rights (a specific intangible asset reported
primarily by US banks) is deducted from FCC but not necessarily from regulatory capital.

Where equity interests in insurance companies or securitisations are deducted from FCC, the
equivalent RWAs are deducted from the denominator to derive ‘FCC-adjusted RWAs'. Where
the equivalent insurance or securitisation assets are not disclosed, Fitch may instead deduct an
estimate of these.

Calculation of Fitch Core Capital
(+) Reported equity

) Hybrid capital reported as equity

+) Non-controlling interests (also known as ‘minority interests’) if reported outside published equity
-) Non-controlling interests not regarded by Fitch as loss-absorbing

) Deferred tax assets relating to losses carried forward that rely on future profitability to be realised
) Goodwill and other intangibles

+/-) Fair-value adjustments relating to own credit risk on debt issued
-) Equity interests in affiliated insurance businesses

) First-loss tranche retained in off-balance-sheet exposures

(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(

+) Fund for general banking risks if not already included and readily convertible into equity

Source: Fitch Ratings
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Annex 2: Typical Characteristics of VR KRDs
Typical Characteristics of VR KRDs?

aaa

aa

a

bbb

bb

b

ccc and below

Operating
Environment

Operating environment
presents, or is expected to
present, exceptionally good
opportunities for banks to
do consistently profitable
business throughout the
credit cycle. The economic
environment and sovereign
credit profile are
exceptionally strong, income
levels are very high and
structural weaknesses are
absent.

Operating environment
presents, or is expected to
present, very good
opportunities for banks to
do consistently profitable
business throughout the
credit cycle. The economic
environment and sovereign
credit profile are very
strong, income levels are
high and structural
weaknesses are very limited.

Operating environment
presents, or is expected to
present, good opportunities
for banks to do consistently
profitable business
throughout the credit cycle.
The economic environment
and sovereign credit profile
are strong, income levels are
quite high and structural
weaknesses are limited.

Operating environment
presents, or is expected to
present, reasonable
opportunities for banks to
do consistently profitable
business throughout the
credit cycle. The economic
environment and sovereign
credit profile are good,
income levels are acceptable
and any structural
weaknesses should be
manageable.

Operating environment
presents, or is expected to
present, moderate
opportunities for banks to
do consistently profitable
business throughout the
credit cycle. The economic
environment and sovereign
credit profile are less robust,
income levels are moderate
and structural weaknesses
are less easily managed.

Operating environment
presents, or is expected to
present, limited
opportunities for banks to
do consistently profitable
business throughout the
credit cycle. The economic
environment and sovereign
credit profile are weak,
income levels are low and
structural weaknesses are
more prominent.

Operating environment
presents, or is expected to
present, very limited
opportunities for banks to
do consistently profitable
business throughout the
credit cycle. The economic
environment and sovereign
credit profile are very weak,
income levels are very low
and structural weaknesses
are significant.

Business Profile

Dominant franchise in
multiple sectors/
geographies, offering very
strong competitive
advantages and pricing
power. Highly diverse and
stable business model
weighted towards
commercial banking with
minimum reliance on volatile
businesses. Clear, highly
consistent and sustainable
long-term strategy
supported by exceptionally
strong management and
governance.

Leading franchise in multiple
sectors/geographies,
offering solid competitive
advantages and pricing
power. Very diverse and
stable business model
weighted towards
commercial banking with
modest reliance on volatile
businesses. Clear, very
consistent and sustainable
long-term strategy
supported by very strong
management and
governance.

Strong franchise in key
sectors/regions, offering
some competitive
advantages and pricing
power. Diverse and stable
business model weighted

Adequate franchise, offering
occasional competitive
advantages and pricing
power, or operating in
somewhat less developed
markets. Less diverse and

towards commercial banking stable business model

but with some reliance on
volatile businesses. Clear
medium-term strategy,
which may shift modestly
over time. Strong
management and
governance.

weighted towards
commercial banking but
with greater reliance on
volatile businesses. Clear
medium-term strategy,
which may shift over time.
Good management and
governance.

Moderate franchise, offering Nominal franchise, offering

limited competitive
advantages, or operating
mostly in speculative quality
markets. Less diverse and
stable business model,
possibly weighted towards
non-traditional banking
activities with significant
reliance on volatile
businesses. Short-term,
potentially opportunistic
strategy. Reasonable
management and
governance.

negligible competitive
advantages, or operating
mostly in highly speculative
quality markets. Limited
business model stability,
may be wholly reliant on
volatile businesses or
economies. Strategic
objectives not articulated or
shift frequently. Noticeable
weaknesses in management
and governance.

No discernible franchise,
value or competitive
advantage, or operatingin
undeveloped or very high
risk markets. Business
model rapidly evolving or
influenced by unstable
economy. Strategic
objectives are lacking or
highly variable due to
economic instability.
Management and
governance deficiencies may
be significant.
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Risk Profile

Highly risk-averse
underwriting standards with
minimal changes over
economic cycles. Growth is
very unlikely to pressure
solvency or be
unsustainable. Risk controls
are extremely robust and
permeate the organisation.
Risk limits are highly
conservative and exhibit
minimal changes over time.
Exposure to market and
non-financial risks is very
low.

Very risk-averse
underwriting standards with
nominal changes over
economic cycles. Growth is
unlikely to pressure
solvency or be
unsustainable. Risk controls
are very robust and
permeate the organisation.
Risk limits are very
conservative and exhibit
nominal changes over time.
Exposure to market and
non-financial risks is low.

Underwriting standards
reflect above-average risk
appetite and change
noticeably over economic
cycles. Growth quite often
likely to pressure solvency
and/or exceeds long-term
sustainable rates. Risk limits
are monitored less
frequently and may
fluctuate based on
opportunities. Greater
exposure to market and
non-financial risks.

Underwriting standards give
rise to some significant risks
and vary over economic
cycles. Growth could more
often pressure solvency
and/or exceed long-term
sustainable rates. Risk
controls are less pervasive
across the organisation. Risk
limits are sound, but may
change based on
opportunities. Exposure to
market and non-financial
risks is moderate.

Low risk underwriting
standards that may vary
moderately over economic
cycles. Growth only at times
likely to pressure solvency
and/or exceed long-term
sustainable rates. Risk
controls are robust and
centralised. Risk limits are
conservative, but may
change based on business
conditions. Exposure to
market and non-financial
risks is modest.

Underwriting standards
reflect heightened risk
appetite and change
considerably over economic
cycles. Growth typically
pressures solvency and/or
exceeds long-term
sustainable rates. Risk limits
may not be monitored
frequently and breaches
may be tolerated by
management. Exposure to
market and non-financial
risks is high.

Underwriting standards lead
to high-risk exposures and
may fluctuate frequently.
Growth may be well in
excess of sustainable rates.
There are significant risk
control deficiencies.
Exposure to market and
non-financial risks is very
high.

Asset Quality

Has an unparalleled degree
of stability as reflected in
very low levels of impaired
assets and/or minimal losses
throughout economic
and/or interest rate cycles.
Asset-quality measures are
consistently much better
than comparable
institutions. Concentration
risks are very low or very
effectively mitigated.

Has a very high degree of
stability, as reflected in low
levels of impaired assets
and/or low losses over
multiple economic and/or
interest rate cycles. Asset-
quality measures are much
better than comparable
institutions. Concentration
risks are low or effectively
mitigated.

Has above average levels of
impaired assets and losses.
Asset-quality measures are
likely to be more volatile in
the face of changes in
economic and/or interest
rate cycles and generally
worse or more vulnerable
than global industry
averages. Concentration
risks may be above global
averages.

Has a high degree of stability Has a degree of stability, as
as reflected in modest levels may be reflected in average
of impaired assets and/or levels of impaired assets
losses. Asset quality is and/or losses. Asset-quality
moderately variable over measures are likely to
economic or interest rate fluctuate over economic
cycles. Asset quality and/or interest rate cycles.
measures are better thanat Asset-quality and/or

peer institutions or less concentration risk measures
vulnerable to economic are generally in line with
and/or interest rate cycles.  peers.

Concentrationrisks are

better than peers.

Has significantly above
average levels of impaired
assets and losses. Asset-
quality measures are likely
to be very volatile based on
changes in economic and/or
interest rate cycles and
generally significantly worse
or more vulnerable than
global industry averages.
Concentration risks may be
very high.

Has or is likely to have asset-
quality measures that are
considerably weaker than
peers and that could
threaten the bank’s
solvency.
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Earnings &
Profitability

Earnings and profitability
are highly stable throughout
economic and/or interest
rate cycles. Profitability
measures are consistently
commensurate with a risk-
averse nature.

Earnings and profitability
are very stable over multiple
economic and interest rate
cycles. Profitability
measures are
commensurate with very
low risk, but may vary
slightly, although they
remain superior to
comparable institutions’.

Earnings and profitability
are moderately variable
over economic and/or
interest rate cycles.
Profitability measures are
generally commensurate
with low risk, but subject to
variability. Profitability is
generally better than at peer
institutions.

Earnings and profitability
may be variable over
economic and/or interest
rate cycles. Profitability
measures reflect inherent
risk or a highly competitive
environment and can be
subject to increased
variability. Profitability is
generally in line with peer
institutions’.

Earnings and profitability
may be highly variable over
economic and/or interest
rate cycles. Profitability
measures may not fully
compensate inherent risk
and are subject to frequent
variability. Profitability is
below peer institutions’.

Earnings and profitability
are volatile and highly
correlated with economic
and/or interest rate cycles.
Profitability measures often
do not fully compensate
inherent risk and are
variable. Profitability is well
below peer institution’s.

May be structurally
unprofitable on either a

reported or operating basis.

Return to break-even or
sustainable profitability is
highly uncertain.

Capitalisation &
Leverage

Capitalisation is extremely
strong and commensurate
with risk. Capitalisation and
leverage are maintained
with very significant buffers
over regulatory minimums
as well as peer institutions.
Capital targets incorporate
ability to withstand severe
shocks. Access to capital is
exceptionally strong.

Capitalisation is very strong
and commensurate with risk.
Capitalisation and leverage
are maintained with
considerable buffers over
regulatory minimums as well
as peer institutions. Capital
targets incorporate ability to
withstand significant shocks.
Access to capital is very
strong.

Capitalisation is strong and
commensurate with risk.
Capitalisation and leverage
are maintained with solid
buffers over regulatory
minimums and generally
above peer institutions.
Capital levels may be
relatively more volatile, but
likely only modestly affected
by severe shocks. Access to
capital is generally strong.

Capital is adequate but may
not always be fully
commensurate with risk.
Capitalisation and leverage
are maintained with
satisfactory buffers over
regulatory minimums and
generally in line with peer
institutions. Capital levels
may be more vulnerable to
severe shocks. Access to
capital is generally good, but
may be less certain at times.

Capital levels are not fully
commensurate with risk.
Capitalisation and leverage
are maintained with
moderate buffers over
regulatory minimums and
may be below peer averages,
or are somewhat vulnerable
due to significant country
risks. Capital is highly
vulnerable to severe shocks,
but can withstand moderate
shocks. Access to capital
may vary.

Capital levels are not
commensurate with risk.
Capitalisation is low and
buffers over minimum
requirements are thin, or
capital is vulnerable due to
high country risks. Capital
levels may be well below
peer institutions and highly
vulnerable to even
moderate shocks. Access to
capital is highly uncertain.

Capitalisation and leverage
have clear deficiencies that
either have or may require
capital injections.
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aaa aa
Funding & Funding and liquidity are Funding and liquidity are
Liquidity exceptionally stable. Bank is very stable. Bank is

predominantly core deposit predominantly core deposit

funded with minimal funded with minimal
reliance on wholesale reliance on short-term
funding. Funding is not funding. Wholesale funding
confidence-sensitive. is predominantly long-term

Institution occupies a critical with established investor
role in major payment and  appetite. Funding is less

settlement systems. confidence-sensitive.

Extremely robust Institution is likely to play an are in place.
contingency funding plans  important role in major

arein place. payment systems. Very

robust contingency funding

plans are in place.

Funding and liquidity are
stable. Bank is likely to have
solid core deposit profile
without material
concentration risk.
Wholesale funding is
predominantly long-term.
Funding may be slightly

contingency funding plans

Funding and liquidity are
typically stable, although
there may be moderate
funding concentrations or
reliance on less stable

wholesale funding sources.

Funding is confidence-

sensitive and liquidity may
confidence-sensitive. Robust become more expensive or
less stable during periods of

stress. Reasonable
contingency funding plans
arein place.

Funding and liquidity are
generally stable, although
there may be material
funding concentrations or
meaningful reliance on less-
stable wholesale sources of
funding. Access to funding
may be uncertain during
periods of market stress and
contingency plans may not
be sufficient.

Funding and liquidity are
less stable and may be prone unstable absent any formal
extraordinary support
mechanisms.

to sudden changes in
creditor sentiment. Access
to funding during periods of
market stress is very
uncertain. Contingent
funding plans may not be
well developed or may be
reliant on central bank for

liquidity.

Funding and liquidity are

21n assessing each KRD, we consider which description, in aggregate, most closely reflects our assessment of the given KRD for the bank in question.

Source: Fitch Ratings
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Annex 3: Islamic Banks

Islamic banks are banks whose activities follow sharia law. Islamic banks are assigned KRD
scores and ratings using the same rating framework as conventional banks but demonstrate
characteristics that can lead to higher or lower KRD scores compared to conventional banks.

Viability Ratings
Profit and Loss Sharing

Islamic banks can have a sizeable source of funding from Profit-Sharing Investment Accounts
(PSIAs) - a type of deposit. Islamic banks generally have the ability to provide variable returns
on PSIAs, or even pass on principle losses based on the bank’s performance. We would consider
such an event a default, as stated under the ‘Types of Default’ in the Rating Definitions and Scales
section of this criteria report.

Regulators in certain countries incentivise Islamic banks with the ‘alpha factor’, which is a
reduction in risk-weighting on assets financed by PSIAs to reflect their loss-absorption capacity.
This canresult in material uplifts in regulatory capital ratios compared with conventional banks.

When assessing the Capitalisation & Leverage and Earnings & Profitability KRDs (which both
use RWA in the core metric), we use reported RWA to calculate the implied KRD scores because
banks are regulated on this basis. However, because Fitch has not seen regulators pass on losses
to PSIAs, Fitch also approximates Islamic banks’ RWAs without the benefit of the alpha factor,
and calculates adjusted core metrics. These adjusted ratios can negatively influence the final
Capitalisation & Leverage or Earnings & Profitability KRD scores, applying the negative
‘Leverage and Risk-weight Calculation’ or ‘Risk-weight Calculation’ adjustments to the implied
scores, if material.

Differences in Accounting Policies

In many countries, Islamic banks report under the Accounting and Auditing Organization for
Islamic Financial Institutions (AAOIFI) accounting standards, or under specific accounting
treatment pertainingto Islamic banks. This can result in differences in accounting treatment and
presentation versus international standards, such as IFRS.

For instance, certain ijara products (ijara muntahia bitamleek) are treated as operating leases,
althoughinsubstance Fitch regards them as more akin to financing leases. Deposit and financing
products based on profit-and-loss sharing contracts (e.g. mudaraba, musharaka, wakala) can
also have different accounting treatment (i.e. equity, rather than debt) to the equivalent
conventional bank product.

In these cases and where material, we approximate asset-quality metrics as if they were
accounted as a financing lease or under the ECL model and also calculate the level of under
provisioning, estimating adjusted loss allowance levels. This can negatively influence the final
Asset Quality score and, where material, could result in a negative adjustment being applied to
the implied score using the ‘Collateral and Reserves’ or ‘Loan Classification Policies’ Asset
Quality adjustments.

Banks

Global
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Annex 4: Determination of Ex-Government Support Ratings

Ex-government support (xgs) ratings are assigned to selected financial institutions whose
international ratings incorporate assumptions of government support.

Rating How the rating is determined Examples

Long-Term IDR (xgs) For non-subsidiary banks with a VR, the LT IDR (xgs) is assigned atthe ~ a. A bank has the following ratings: VR: bbb;
level of the VR. For non-subsidiary banks without a VR, a LT IDR (xgs) GSR: a; LT IDR: A. The LT IDR (xgs) is
is not assigned. assigned at BBB(xgs) - i.e. the same level as
For subsidiary banks (for example, an international subsidiary of a the VR.
government-supported bank), the starting point for assigningaLTIDR  b.  Aforeign subsidiary of a government-

(xgs) will be the parent bank’s LT IDR (xgs), if available, from which the supported bank has the following ratings:
subsidiary’s rating will be notched (or equalised) by considering VR: not assigned; SSR: bbb-; LT IDR: BBB-.
shareholder support notching considerations as set out in the relevant The bank’s parent has the following ratings:
Master Criteria. If a subsidiary bank has a VR, the LT IDR (xgs) will be VR: bb-; GSR: bbb-; LT IDR: BBB-.

assigned as the highe[‘ of the VR and .the rating o.btaingd by notching Although the subsidiary does not have a GSR,
from the parent bank’s LT IDR (xgs), if the latter is available, and at the it is rated based on shareholder support from
level of the VR cherwm?. Where the sub5|d|ar}/ is nqt asmgnefj aVR its parent, whose LT IDR and other ratings
and the parent is not assigned a LT IDR (xgs), Fitch will not assign LT incorporate assumptions of government

IDR (xgs) to the subsidiary. support and the subsidiary’s LT IDR has been
Where relevant, Fitch will notch up the LT IDR (xgs) above the VR equalised with that of its parent.

using the framework set out in the ‘Assigning IDRs above VRs’ section In this case, the parent bank is assigned a LT
of the relevant Master Criteria. IDR (xgs) of BB-(xgs) in line with its VR, and

If a bank has failed and its VR is ‘f’, but has not defaulted on senior the subsidiary’s LT IDR (xgs) is assigned
obligations to third-party, non-government creditors, its LT IDR (xgs) based on the relevant Master Criteria

will not go to ‘RD’, even if it has avoided default only because it shareholder support notching and is
received extraordinary government support. equalised with the parent’s LT IDR (xgs)

Fitch may assign separate LT Foreign-Currency (FC) IDRs (xgs) and rating at BB-(xgs).

Local-Currency (LC) IDRs (xgs) using the same considerations for LT

FC and LT LC IDRs that are set out in the relevant Master Criteria.

Outlooks are not assigned to LT IDR (xgs) ratings.

Derivative Counterparty The anchor rating for Derivative Counterparty Ratings (DCR) (xgs) c.  Abank has the following ratings: LT IDR: A;

Ratings (xgs) will be a LT IDR (xgs) and the same notching will apply, as set out in DCR: A(dcr); LT IDR(xgs): BBB (xgs). Its
the relevant Master Criteria. DCR(xgs) is assigned at BBB(xgs)(dcr).

Short-Term IDR (xgs) For parent banks with a VR, the ST IDR (xgs) is assigned by applying d.  Abank has the following ratings: VR: bbb;
the ST Rating Correspondence Table and the approach for ‘Banks GSR: bbb+; LT IDR: BBB+; ST IDR: F2.
Whose IDRs Are Driven by VRS’ in the Bank Rating Criteria to the Based on the VR of bbb, this bank is assigned
ban.k’s LT'IDR (xgs). ConsequenFIy, a bank’s Funding & Liquidity Key aLT IDR (xgs) of BBB(xgs). Under the Rating
Rating Driver (KRD) score - which forms part of the overall VR Correspondence Table in the Bank Rating
assessme.nt - will typicglly inform the choice between the higher or Criteria, a LT IDR (xgs) of BBB(xgs) could
lower rating at cusp points. map to either F3(xgs) or F2(xgs). The choice
For subsidiary banks without a VR, the ST IDR (xgs) is assigned by first of ST IDR (xgs) would be informed by the
assigning a LT IDR (xgs) to the subsidiary, and then by applying the issuer’s Funding & Liquidity KRD score, as
Rating Correspondence table to the bank’s LT IDR (xgs) following the set out in the relevant Master Criteria. A
approach set out in the ‘Banks with Support-Driven IDRs’ section of minimum score of bbb+ would be needed for
this criteria. a ST IDR (xgs) of F2(xgs).

Long-Term Rating (xgs) The anchor rating for assigning Long-Term Ratings (xgs) to obligations e.  Abank hasaLT IDR of A, senior debt ratings
will be a LT IDR (xgs). The same notching approach will apply, as set of Aand a LT IDR (xgs) of BBB. Its senior debt
out in the relevant Master Criteria. ratings are assigned Long-Term Ratings (xgs)

of BBB(xgs).

Short-Term Rating (xgs) As above, but mapped from the Long-Term Rating (xgs) of the f.  Abankhas a Long-Term Rating (xgs) of BBB-
corresponding obligation ratings. (xgs). Using the correspondence table, this

maps to a Short-Term Rating (xgs) of F3(xgs).

Branch ratings An ‘xgs’ suffix may be applied to a branch rating. In these cases, it g.  Abankhas abranchrating (LT IDR) of BBB in

would reflect the main or ‘head office’ bank’s equivalent ‘xgs’ rating
subject to any country risk constraints, as set out in the relevant
Master Criteria.

ajurisdiction with a Country Ceiling of AA.
The main bank’s VR is bb, its GSR is BBB and
its LT IDR is BBB. The branch’s LT IDR (xgs) is
assigned at BB(xgs), in line with the main or
‘head office’ bank’s LT IDR (xgs) of BB(xgs).

Source: Fitch Ratings
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DISCLAIMER & DISCLOSURES

All Fitch Ratings (Fitch) credit ratings are subject to certain limitations and disclaimers. Please read these
limitations and disclaimers by following this link: https://www.fitchratings.com/understandingcreditratings. In
addition, the following https://www.fitchratings.com/rating-definitions-document details Fitch's rating definitions
for each rating scale and rating categories, including definitions relating to default. Published ratings, criteria, and
methodologies are available from this site at all times. Fitch's code of conduct, confidentiality, conflicts of interest,
affiliate firewall, compliance, and other relevant policies and procedures are also available from the Code of
Conduct section of this site. Directors and shareholders’ relevant interests are available at
https://www fitchratings.com/site/regulatory. Fitch may have provided another permissible or ancillary service to
the rated entity or its related third parties. Details of permissible or ancillary service(s) for which the lead analyst
is based in an ESMA- or FCA-registered Fitch Ratings company (or branch of such a company) can be found on the
entity summary page for this issuer on the Fitch Ratings website.
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from issuers and underwriters and from other sources Fitch believes to be credible. Fitch conducts a reasonable investigation of the factual
information relied upon by it in accordance with its ratings methodology, and obtains reasonable verification of that information from
independent sources, to the extent such sources are available for a given security or in a given jurisdiction. The manner of Fitch's factual
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future events that by their nature cannot be verified as facts. As a result, despite any verification of current facts, ratings and forecasts can be
affected by future events or conditions that were not anticipated at the time a rating or forecast was issued or affirmed. Fitch Ratings makes
routine, commonly-accepted adjustments to reported financial data in accordance with the relevant criteria and/or industry standards to
provide financial metric consistency for entities in the same sector or asset class.

The information in this report is provided "as is" without any representation or warranty of any kind, and Fitch does not represent or warrant
that the report or any of its contents will meet any of the requirements of a recipient of the report. A Fitch rating is an opinion as to the
creditworthiness of a security. This opinion and reports made by Fitch are based on established criteria and methodologies that Fitch is
continuously evaluating and updating. Therefore, ratings and reports are the collective work product of Fitch and no individual, or group of
individuals, is solely responsible for a rating or a report. The rating does not address the risk of loss due to risks other than credit risk, unless
such risk is specifically mentioned. Fitch is not engaged in the offer or sale of any security. All Fitch reports have shared authorship. Individuals
identified in a Fitch report were involved in, but are not solely responsible for, the opinions stated therein. The individuals are named for contact
purposes only. A report providing a Fitch rating is neither a prospectus nor a substitute for the information assembled, verified and presented
to investors by the issuer and its agents in connection with the sale of the securities. Ratings may be changed or withdrawn at any time for any
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hold any security. Ratings do not comment on the adequacy of market price, the suitability of any security for a particular investor, or the tax-
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