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1873 2 2 0 0
1874 4 4 0 0
1875 4 4 0 0
1876 6 5 1 0
1877 27 26 1 0
1878 96 95 1 0
1879 160 151 9 0
1880 192 151 38 3
1881 244 148 85 11
1882 324 143 164 17
1883 359 141 199 19
1884 372 140 213 19
1885 373 139 217 17
1886 372 136 219 17
1887 368 136 218 14
1888 380 135 230 15
1889 402 134 255 13
1890 421 134 272 15
1891 443 134 294 15
1892 478 133 324 21
1893 760 133 604 23
1894 928 133 762 33
1895 1,041 133 817 91
1896 1,336 121 1,054 161
1897 1,590 58 1,305 227
1898 1,762 4 1,485 273
1899 1,982 0 1634 348
1900 2,289 0 1,854 435
1901 2,334 0 1,890 444
1902 2,291 0 1,857 434
1903 2,256 0 1,780 476
1904 2,204 0 1,730 474
1905 2178 0 1,697 481
1906 2,159 0 1,670 489
1907 2,149 0 1,663 486
1908 2,120 0 1,635 485
1909 2,100 0 1,617 483
1910 2,092 0 1,618 474
1911 2,093 0 1,615 478
1912 2,100 0 1,621 479
1913 2,105 0 1,616 489
1914 2,103 0 1,595 508
1915 2,099 0 1,442 657
1916 2,091 0 1,427 664
1917 2,062 0 1,398 664
1918 2,039 0 1,378 661
1919 2,001 0 1,344 657
1920 1,987 0 1,326 661
1921 1,967 0 1331 636
1922 1,945 0 1,799 146
1923 1,840 0 1,701 139
1924 1,765 0 1,629 136
1925 1,670 0 1,537 133
1926 1,544 0 1,420 124
1927 1,396 0 1,283 113
1928 1,131 0 1,031 100
1929 976 0 881 95
1930 872 0 782 90
1931 771 0 683 88
1932 625 0 538 87
1933 601 0 516 85
1934 563 0 484 79
1935 545 0 466 79
1936 498 0 424 74
1937 449 0 377 72
1938 417 0 346 71
1939 389 0 318 71
1940 357 0 286 71
1941 255 0 186 69
1942 217 0 148 69
1943 141 0 101 40
1944 109 0 85 24
1945 65 0 61 4




Table

1902 39 31 3 5
1903 89 26 58 5
1904 57 39 14 4
1905 43 31 9 3
1906 35 21 11 3
1907 42 24 10 8
1908 36 28 5 3
1909 34 28 3 3
1910 15 10 2 3
1911 13 7 5 1
1912 18 5 7 6
1013 26 18 6 2
1914 27 12 13 2
1915 11 4 5 2
1016 31 10 14 7
1917 45 19 10 16
1018 39 15 3 21
1019 66 20 15 31
1920 60 11 17 32
1921 48 15 2 31
1922 59 17 o 42
1923 101 16 0 85
1924 81 32 o 49
1925 106 37 0 69
1026 133 46 0 87
1927 148 58 0 90
1028 281 59 o 222
1929 164 54 o 110
1030 105 26 0 79
1931 108 52 0 56
1932 162 102 0 60
1033 24 13 0 11
1934 36 18 0 18
1035 20 7 0 13
1036 45 24 0 21
1937 51 12 0 39
1938 33 4 0 29
1939 30 5 0 25
[1991]
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Table2

Panel A 1926

TOTAL 1,079 900 83.4% 7.39 0.86

0 852 679 79.7% 4.87 0.63
207 201 97.1% 15.24 1.56
20 20 100.0% 33.25 3.24

Panel B 1931

TOTAL 661 541 81.85% 7.98 0.88

0 458 344 75.11% 3.95 0.52
184 179 97.28% 14.59 1.45
18 18 4294 416




able3

Panel A
1927 () 1928 ( )1929 ( )
23 8 9 6 47
11 2 7 2 22
17 5 7 5 42
18 61
69 172
387 387
PanelB
@)
MEAN Median Std.Dev. Max Min
INTERLOCK 6.25 3.00 8.53 66 0 387
ASSET(million yen 7.03 19 39.32 572.07 0.25 387
/ 2.98 1.45 4.39 37.17 0 387
8.06 8 2.7 24 1 387
(2 (Acaqurier)
MEAN Median Std.Dev. Max Min
INTERLOCK 11.52 8.50 12.58 63 0 50
ASSET(million yen 36.49 12.28 87.24 475.59 0.76 50
/ 1.16 0.56 1.73 8.46 0 50
9.58 9 2.76 16 4 50
(3) ( Target)
MEAN Median Std.Dev. Max Min
INTERLOCK 5.84 4.00 7.55 34 0 74
ASSET(million yen 5.19 1.96 11.8 80.12 0.06 74
/ 4.45 141 134 88.16 0 74
8.95 85 3.14 21 1 74
4)
MEAN Median Std.Dev. Max Min
INTERLOCK 5.73 4.00 5.49 27 0 48
ASSET(million yen 217 1.66 1.7 8.72 0.48 48
/ 311 291 2.59 9.88 0 48
8.17 8 2.67 16 2 48

()




Tabled

Panel A
1926 1931
Group

69 1,207 819 -32.1%

23 240 136 -43.3%

11 274 263 -4.0%

17 177 115 -35.0%

18 516 305 -40.9%

Peer Grouq 387 2,420 1,920 -20.7%

PanelB
1926

69 100.0% -5.62 387 100.0% -1.24
0 4 5.8% 0.50 64 16.5% 0.38
1-5 12 17.4% 0.58 179 46.1% -0.27
6-10 17 24.6% -3.53 80 20.6% -0.95
11-15 6 8.7% -4.33 32 8.2% -3.72
16-20 10 14.5% -5.00 5 1.3% -2.00
21-30 5 7.2% -12.40 17 4.4% -4.82
31- 15 21.7% -13.27 10 2.6% -18.60
Panel C (PEER)
26 Case of

(1) (2)PEER t-value (1)<(2) %

0 5 16 0.56 -0.19 (1.02) 4 25.0%
6 10 17 -3.53 -1.35 (-2.06)** 10 58.8%
11 20 16 -4.75 -3.13 (-0.7) 8 50.0%
21 20 -13.05 -10.75 (-0.52) 10 50.0%
TOTAL 69 -5.62 -4.22 (-0.86) 32 46.4%

Peer t

10%
S%
1%



Table5

PEER

t

A
(1)Mean
(2)median
B
1
2
1926 1-6
1926 6-21
1926 21-
( )Yo) Peer
*. 10%
** 5%

falalal 1%

-0.248
-0.286

32

-0.225
-0.300
-0.323

0.256
-0.375

-0.351

-0.165
-0.283

33

-0.127
-0.114

-0.266

0.076
-0.198

-0.296

(-0.86)
(-0.03)

(-0.86)
(-1.62)
(-0.34)

(0.49)
(-1.83)*
(-0.46)

65
65

65

47
37
18



Table6

(1
(2

193 175 90.7%
410 376 91.7%

37 22 59.5%
579 36 6.2%

37

1926



Table7

1) (2)
Peer Peer
total 164 152
acquirer 67 345 62 62
target 97 90
67 345 62 62
total 283 271
acquirer 123 557 117 114
target 160 154
159 541 138 117
total 385 383
acquirer 208 675 208 293
target 177 175
238 597 231 247
(%) -38.18 -11.56 -39.69 -15.70
-219 -0.23 -245 -0.74
t-value (-5.33) *** (-2.22) **
1 total 1.36 141
acquirer 169 121 178 257
target 1.11 1.14
150 1.10 167 211
1 014 -011 0.26 -0.46
total 148 138
acquirer 62 302 56 36
target 86 82
84 307 67 46
total 52.3 50.9
% acquirer 504 542 479 316
target 53.8 53.2
528 56.7 486 39.3
(%) 0.5 25 -2.4 1.7
()() Peer t
*

10%
falaly S%
falalal 1%



Table 8

Dependant variable ROA
Peer Group
[1] [2] [3] [4] [5] [6]
Constant 9.523 3.676 12.09 2461 12.376 2.622
(5.594) (2.329) ** (4.505) *** (1.076) (4.58) *** (1.146)
LOG(1+INTERLOCK) -0.244 -0.131
(-2.012) ** (-1.148)
CONS 1.159 04
(2.093) ** (0.527)
LOG(1+INTERLOCK)*CONS -0.718 -0.203
(-2.759) *** (-0.569)
LOG(1+INTERLOCK)*(1-CONS) 0.034 -0.105 0.077 -0.091
(0.184) (-0.657) (0.412) (-0.569)
ABSO 0.919 0.748
(0.92) (0.846)
LOG(1+INTERLOCK)*ABSO -0.202 -0.204
(-0.461) (-0.507)
ABSOTRG 1.651
(2.337) **
LOG(1+INTERLOCK)*ABSOTRG -1.262
(-3.368) ***
EQ 0.923 -0.065
(0.896) (-0.046)
LOG(1+INTERLOCK)*EQ -0.567 -0.275
(-1.023) (-0.379)
URBAN -0.824 -0.46 -0.495 -0.405 -0.493 -0.417
(-3.436) *** (-2.077) ** (-1.467) (-1.328) (-1.461) (-1.366)
LOG(ASSET) -0.324 -0.009 -0.519 0.011 -0.539 0
(-2.592) *** (-0.76) (-2.632) *** (0.063) (-2.715) *** (-0.003)
BRANCH -0.028 -0.075 -0.032 -0.04 -0.049 -0.045
(-1.654) * (-0.657) (-0.823) (-1.269) (-1.254) (-1.418)
Log likelihood -2516.8 -1397.8 -1429.6 -1001.5 -1426.4 -1000.7
Left censored obs 64 92 20 71 20 71
Total 1007 659 559 456 559 456
() z Tk ook k 1%,5%,10% ( )



Table9

PanelA
164 64 48 52 2,026
1927 26 13 2 11 476
1928 41 13 15 13 391
1929 31 11 9 11 260
1930 18 8 6 4 275
1931 22 9 9 4 296
1932 26 10 7 9 328
Panel B
Mean 26,439 2,561 1,499 9,550
Median 3,228 666 1,101 1,994
Std.dv. 99413.3 9032.1 14215 52839.3
Mean 21,496 1,976 1,038 7,499
Median 2,262 427 762 1,329
Std.dv. 81058.9 7045.0 1072.1 43093.8
/
Mean 1.151 1.442 1.444 1.378
Median 1.073 1.142 1.239 1.139
Std.dv. 0.516 1.160 1.370 2411
ROA
Mean 3.823 4.656 4599 3.859
Median 3.220 3481 4,051 3.197
Std.dv. 2.448 4.388 2.778 3.180
Mean 7.77 1.66 1.82 4.26
Median 3.00 0.00 1.00 2.00
Std.dv. 15.58 3.14 2.70 8.23
111 131 150 2026




Tablel10

[ eposit growth rate]

[ ifference of ROA]

[T+2] [T+3] [T+2] [T+3]
[1] [2] [3] [4]
Constant -21.407 -55.818 -3.897 -5.067
(-1.996) ** -4879  *** (-5.344) *** (-6.376) ***
CONS 6.73 5.008 -0.394 -0.339
(2839) *** (1825 * (-2.287) ** (-1.731) *
LN(ASSET) [1.61 3.349 0.157 0.209
(2.185) ** (4.306) *** (3.218) *** (4.007) ***
URBAN -0.39 -1.921 0.389 0.491
(-0.15) (-0.708) (2682) *** (3.4) *hx
BRANCH |2.971 3.495 0.051 0.055
y 5 (5.893) *** (6.717) *** (4515) *** (4.603) ***
ear Dummy
1928 -8.211 -9.277 -0.344 -0.348
(-2.198) ** (-2.389) ** (-1.794) * (-1.74) *
1929 -16.387 -11.47 -0.45 -0.112
(-5.953) *** (-3.733) *** (-2.108) ** (-0.494)
1930 -24.139 -10.746 0.534 1.036
(-8.668) *** (-3.366) *** (2.79) *xk (5.233) F**
1931 -17.727 -4.364 1.051 1.455
(-6.288) *** (-1.365) (5.965) *** (7.899) ***
1932 -8.877 5.628 1.309 1.66
(-3.14) *** (1.768) * (7.56) *xk(9.318) *F**
Adj-R2 0.059 0.053 0.077 0.105
Obs 2190 2190 2190 2190
( )YO) White 1980 t

1% 5%,10%



Table 11

[Difference of ROA]

[T+2] [T+3] [T+2] [T+3]
[1] [2] [3] [4]
Constant -3.833 -4,997 -3.884 -5.043
(-5.208) ***  (-6.222) *** (-5.262) *** (-6.264) ***
AQU -0.156 -0.112 -0.166 -0.116
(-0.74) (-0.35) (-0.787) (-0.359)
MRG -0.206 -0.114 -0.129 -0.039
(-0.628) (-0.318) (-0.401) (-0.113)
NEW -0.838 -0.822 -0.633 -0.729
(-3.375) ***  (-3.193) *** (-2.054) ** (-2.136) **
D3(21) 0.166 0.011
(0.361) (0.022)
D4(4) -2.245 -1.937
(-1.99) ** (-1.941) *
D5(6) -0.133 1.077
(-0.291) (0.866)
D6(3) -3.081 -3.004
(-1.831) * (-1.738) *
D8(1) 0.301 0.479
(0.59) (0.877)
LN(ASSET) 0.152 0.205 0.156 0.208
(3.106) *** (3.88) *** (3.177) *** (3.943) ***
URBAN 0.383 0.485 0.379 0.481
(2.631) *** (3.354) *** (2.603) *** (3.331) ***
BRANCH 0.049 0.053 0.052 0.055
(4.336) ***  (4.402) *** (4.241) *** (4.291) ***
Adj- R2 0.077 0.105 0.078 0.106
Obs 2190 2190 2190 2190
( )Y(O) White 1980 t

1% 5%,10%
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