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The actuality of the present article is argued that once with the global financial crisis a serious
problem in the process of managing risks in the banking sector appeared. This paper focuses on the main
innovative elements introduced by IFRS 9. The key element is represented through the model based on
expected credit losses, which replaced the incurred loss model of IAS 39. The model was designed to
counteract one of the shortcomings revealed by the financial crisis — risk of impairment losses on loans. The
purpose of the article is to familiarize stakeholders with major milestones and concepts related to IFRS 9. In
the article the following research methods were used: the logical method of analysis and systemic synthesis,
comparative method, classification method, the method of deduction, etc. The paper pointed out the
technical details under which banks should consider the significant increase of credit risk. The paper
stressed the need for an innovative model which could forecast potential losses from credit risks.
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Actualitatea prezentului articol este argumentatd de faptul ca odatd cu criza financiara mondiala
a aparut o problema stringenta in gestiunea riscurilor in sectorul bancar. Aceastd lucrare se concentreaza
pe principalele elemente inovatoare aduse de IFRS 9. Elementul cheie este reprezentat de modelul bazat pe
pierderile asteptate a creditului, care a inlocuit modelul de pierderi suportate IAS 39. Modelul a fost
conceput pentru a contracara unul din neajunsurile relevate de criza financiara — riscul pierderilor din
deprecierea creditelor. Scopul articolului este familiarizarea celor interesati cu principalele repere i
concepte ce tin de IFRS 9. In articol au fost utilizate urmatoarele metode de cercetare: metoda logicd de
analiza §i sintezd sistemicd, metoda comparativa, metoda clasificarii, deductiei etc. Lucrarea a subliniat
detaliile tehnice in baza carora bancile ar putea evalua cresterea semnificativa a riscului de credit.
Articolul a aratat necesitatea utilizarii unui model inovativ care ar putea prognoza eventualele pierderi
cauzate de riscuri de credit.

Cuvinte-cheie: IFRS 9, depreciere, pierderea riscului de credit de asteptat, provizionare.

AxmyanbHocms 0AHHOU CMAamby ApeyMeHMUPOBAHO MeM, YO GCEMUPHBIIL (DUHAHCOBBIN KPUSUC
8bIABUL NPOONeMY C6A3AHHYIO C YNPAGIEHUeM pUCKa 8 OAaHKOB8CKOM cekmope. B Oannoll cmamve
PACCMAMPUBAIOMCS OCHOBHblE UHHOBAYUOHHbIE dlleMeHmbl, npunecenHvle mooenvto MCDO 9. Knouesou
9eMeHm Npedcmasien Mot MOOeIbl0 OCHOBAHHOU HA 0XCUOAEMbIX NOMePb Kpeouma, KOmopas 3aMeHuIa
MmoOdenv nouecennvix nomepwv 1AS 39. Moodenv Ovina 3ad0ymana 0ns moeo, 4mooObl HPOMUBOOEUCMBOBAMb
O0HOMY U3 HEOOCHAMKO8, 6bIAGIEHHLIX 8 pe3yabmame QUHAHCOB020 KPUBUCA — PUCK YOBIMKO8 NOCie
obecyenenuss Kpeoumos. Llenvio 0annoll cmamvu SGAAEMCsL O3HAKOMIEHUE 3AUHMEPeCcOBANHBIX Y C
OCHOBHBIMU dmanamu u Konyenyuamu, cesazaunvix ¢ MC®O 9. B cmambe asmop ucnoav308ai ciedyoujue
MemoObl  UCCIe008AHU:  JIOSUYECKULl Memod aHAau3a U CUHme3d, CPAGHUMENIbHbIU, Memoo
Kaiaccuguxayuu, oedykyuu u m.0. B pabome nooduepxnymol mexnuueckue 0emanu, 8 COOMEEMCMEUL C
KOMOpbiMU OAHKU MO2YM YYUMbIBAMb 3HAYUMENbHOe YVeeludeHue KpeOumHo2o pucka. B cmamou
NOKA3aHA He0OX00UMOCHb UCTIONIb308AHUSL UHHOBAYUOHHOU MOOeU, KOMOPAs Mo2id Dbl RPOSHO3UPOBAMb
603MOJICHBIE ROMEPU 0T KPEOUMHBIX PUCKOB.

Knouesvte cnosa: MCDO 9, yxyowenue, KpeOummuvili Puck, 0xcuoaemvlii  yObImox,
npedocmasienue.
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Introduction. The new IFRS 9 framework brought material changes in the area of impairment. The
key element is represented by the expected credit loss model that replaced the 1AS 39 incurred loss model.
The model was conceived in order to counteract one of the drawbacks revealed by the financial crisis; the
incurred loss model determined a delayed recognition of credit risk losses since no loss was recognized until
a loss event occurred. The new expected credit loss model applies in principle to debt instruments recorded
at amortized cost or at fair value through other comprehensive income. This model envisages to ensure a
timely recognition of expected losses and a better distinction of the financial instruments that have
significantly deteriorated in credit quality.

The model was conceived in order to counteract one of the drawbacks revealed by the financial
crisis; the incurred loss model determined a delayed recognition of credit risk losses since no loss was
recognized until a loss event occurred.

The key point of the new model is represented by the dual loss measurement: banks are obliged to
recognize:

- a 12 months Expected Credit Loss (Stage 1) that applies to all financial instruments from the
initial recognition in the context where there is no significant deterioration in credit quality;

- a lifetime Expected Credit Loss (Stage 2 and 3) that applies in case a severe intensification of
credit risk intervenes either on an individual or collective basis.

There is an important difference concerning the recognition of interest rate revenue corresponding to
Stage 2 and Stage 3; in case of stage 2, there is a total separation between interest recognition and
impairment while interest revenue is computed based on the gross carrying amount.

Stage 3 determines the calculation of interest revenue based on amortized cost’.

The new framework eliminates the obligation for a credit event to have occurred before the credit
losses are recognized. The new expected credit loss is based on three key concepts: probability weighted
outcome, time-value of money and reasonable information that is available without triggering any effort or
cost.

The new framework must be adopted from 1 January 2018 with early application permitted if the
other IFRS 9 requirements are adopted at the same time.

1. Overview on IFRS 9

1.1 Scope of IFRS 9 framework

IFRS 9 applies to the following financial instruments:

- financial instruments representing debt instruments (loans, debt securities, bank deposits, trade
receivables) that are valued at amortized cost;

- financial assets that are debt instruments valued at fair value through other comprehensive
income;

- lease receivables’;

- contract assets™;

- loan commitments and financial guarantee contracts that are not measured at fair value through
profit and loss.

Calculation of expected credit losses: presentation of key variables

According to IFRS 9, credit loss is the difference between all contractual due cash-flows and all the
cash-flows that an entity expects to receive, discounted based on the Effective Interest Rate. The calculation
of expected credit losses is underpinned by a series of key variables:

- all contractual terms of the financial instrument over the expected life of the financial
instrument*;

- cash-flows determined by the sale of the collateral or by other credit enhancement that is
foreseen in the contractual terms;

- probability weighted amount that is determined based on a range of possible outcomes;

! Gross carrying amount net of impairment allowance
2 As per IAS 17
® As per IFRS 15 (Revenue from contracts with customers)
* In case the expected life of the financial instrument cannot be reliably estimated, the entity is required to use the
remaining contractual term of the financial instrument.
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- time value of money;

- reasonable information that is available without undue cost or effort at the reporting date about
past events, current conditions and forecasts of future economic conditions.

The expected credit loss is computed as a weighted average of credit losses where default risks
represent the relative weights. In essence, the expected credit loss set forth by IFRS 9 is similar to the
concept of ,.expected loss” promoted by Basel framework. The major difference in comparison with
the Basel prudential framework is represented by the fact that the IFRS 9 expected credit loss is a ’point in
time” loss while the regulatory expected loss is a ,,through the cycle loss”.

Actually the 12 month expected credit loss is a part of the lifetime expected credit loss that will be
generated if a default occurs within the 12 months after the reporting date (or a shorter period if the expected
life of the financial instrument is shorter than 12 months), weighted by the default probability.

In order to compute a probability weighted expected credit loss, banks are required to estimate a
range of possible scenarios, with the corresponding losses and the relative probabilities.

Banks are required to compute the expected credit losses based on discounted amounts. The discount
rate must approximate the Effective Interest Rate of the asset. There is a series of principles that govern the
Effective Interest Rate:

- in case of fixed rate financial assets, banks must use the Effective Interest Rate corresponding to
the initial recognition of the instrument;

- in case of floating rate financial assets, banks must use the current interest rate;

- for a purchased or originated credit-impaired financial assets, banks must compute any changes in
the expected credit losses using the credit adjusted Effective Interest Rate determined on the initial
recognition of the financial asset;

- for loan commitments, banks must use the Effective Interest Rate of the asset that will result once
the commitment is drawn down’;

- for financial guarantee contracts, banks are required to use the risk free rate;

- in case of lease receivables, banks must discount the expected credit losses based on the same
discount rate used in the measurement of the lease receivable.

In order to compute the expected credit loss, banks have the flexibility to use a model according to
their discretion. The main challenge is represented by the balance between historical information and
forecasts of economic environment. As an example, banks have the optionality to implement a quantitative
model linking economic fundamentals (GDP growth, inflation rate, interest rate, unemployment rate, real
estate prices) to loss rate. In addition, it is mandatory for banks to review on a permanent basis the evolution
of macroeconomic fundamentals in close correlation with the level of expected credit losses. This implies
inclusively the recalibration of the expected credit losses based on back-testing methodologies and the
review of estimation methodology.

In order to streamline the practical dimension of the current research, we consider a numerical
example highlighting the specific case of a bank; this bank is characterized by the following statistics
regarding the potential defaults:

Table 1
Computation of provision for credit risk according to IFRS9
Default risk over the Default risk over the next Loss in case of default (in
Rt ol next 12 months % 16/36 months % monetary units)
01- Jun-14 5% 7% 150
31- Dec-15 7% 9% 230
31- Dec-16 2% 3% 19

Source: Author’s research.

On the first reference date, the bank should recognize a credit loss provision reflecting 12 months
expected losses corresponding to Stage 1: 5% x150 = 7.5 monetary units.
On the second reference date, the bank assesses whether the credit risk has increased significantly in

1 In case the Effective Interest Rate of the asset cannot be determined, banks must use the current risk free rate.
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comparison with the first reference date. On the first reference date, the total credit risk as reflected in the
total default risk amounted to 12% while on the second reference date it amounted to 16%. This upsurge
proves that credit risk increase was significant. This triggers the recognition of a Stage 2 loss provision based
on lifetime expected loss: 16% x 230 = 36.8 monetary units

On the third reference date, the credit risk has decreased in intensity since the total default risk
amounts to 5%. In this context, the credit risk provision should reflect again the expected loss corresponding
to Stage 1: 5% x19 = 0.95 monetary units

This numerical example illustrates the dynamic computation of expected losses credit provisions,
based on the evolution of default risk. The main challenge for the bank consists of applying a consistent set
of criteria underpinning the assessment of the significant credit risk increase.

Assessment of significant increases in credit risk

An important aspect of the new impairment framework as per IFRS 9 is represented by the
assessment of a potential increase of the credit risk since the initial recognition of the financial instrument.
This is equivalent with a more severe credit risk profile, determining the obligation to estimate the expected
credit loss over the lifetime of the financial instrument. The standard brings forward the necessity to estimate
the lifetime expected credit loss before the item is impaired or defaulted.

The key variables underpinning the assessment of credit risk increase consist of:

- default risk specific to the financial instrument as at the reporting date;

- default risk specific to the financial instrument as at the initial recognition;

- expected life of the financial instrument;

- reasonable and supportable information that is available without undue cost or effort that might
impact credit risk.

The standard does not bring forward a prescriptive approach/methodology concerning the
assessment of credit risk increase. The assessment implies a holistic approach, focusing on various
qualitative and quantitative factors. The standard brings forward an indicative list of factors/indicators based
on which the assessment process can be conducted:

- significant changes in internal price indicators such as credit spreads;

- changes in the rates or terms of the financial instrument that would be significantly different if
the instrument was newly originated or issued (i.e. more stringent covenants, more collateral, higher
coverage ratio);

- important changes in the external market indicators of credit risk for a particular financial
instrument or similar financial instruments with the same expected life (i.e. credit spread, credit default swap
prices, changes in the price of a borrower’s debt and equity instruments);

- actual or expected material change in the financial instrument external or internal credit rating;

- actual or potential adverse changes in business, financial or economic conditions that might
trigger important changes in the borrower’s capacity to satisfy the debt obligations (i.e. increase in the
interest rate, increase of the unemployment rate);

- actual or potential adverse changes in the operating results of the borrower (i.e. decrease of
operational revenues, upsurge in the financial leverage, liquidity shortfall);

- credit risk increase of other financial instruments of the borrower;

- actual or potential adverse changes in the regulatory, economic or technological environment
of the borrower (i.e. this might trigger a decline in the customers’ demand for company’s products and
implicitly a worsening of the company’s operational performance);

- decline/important volatility in the collateral or guarantee value;

- significant changes in the expected performance and behavior of the borrower (i.e. increase
of delayed contractual payments, significant increases in the number of credit card borrowers who are
expected to exceed their credit limit).

The main challenge for banks would be represented by the assessment of the significance degree of
the change in the various indicators that reflect the credit risk. The standard brings forward two criteria that
underpin the assessment:

- original credit risk at initial recognition a certain percentage change in the default probability
of a financial instrument with a lower credit risk will be more significant than for instruments with a higher
credit risk;

- the expected life or term structure.
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Default risk for a financial instrument with similar credit risk increases with the expected life of the
financial instrument. An example in this regard is represented by a financial instrument with an initial
maturity of 10 years that has the same credit risk after 5 years. In this case, banks should consider that credit
risk has increased.

On the other hand, in case of a financial instrument that involves significant payment obligations
close to its maturity, credit risk has not necessarily decreased.

IFRS 9 sets forth an important simplification according to which, if a financial instrument has a low
credit risk, then the bank might consider at the reporting date that no significant increase of credit risk has
occurred. This simplification was designed especially for financial instruments of high quality that do not
require a periodic tracking of credit risk.

The standard provides three complementary indications based on which the low credit risk can be
assessed:

- low default risk of the financial instrument;

- strong capacity of the borrower to meet the contractual cash-flows obligations in the short term;

- adverse change in economic and business conditions on a long term basis that will not
significantly impact borrower’s ability to satisfy its payment obligations.

A further indication concerning the assessment of a low credit risk is represented by the ,,investment
grade” rating assigned to financial instruments. This implies a rating equivalent with/better than BBB— of
Standard and Poor’s/Baa3 of Moody’s/BBB — of Fitch. Banks might map their internal rating to the external
rating based on the application of similar credit assessment criteria.

The second operational simplification provided by the standard consists of the rebuttable
presumption that credit risk has increased significantly when contractual payments are more than 30 days
overdue. This is equivalent with a past due status that might be combined with forward looking information
in order to identify a potential material increase in the credit risk. However, the bank has the optionality not
to apply in a mechanical manner the 30 days overdue rebuttable presumption but mere to judge on the
grounds of detailed information if the default status is relevant.

It might be the case that the 30 days overdue status does not reflect an effective but merely a
technical default.

Bushman and Williams (2015) revealed that the main challenge would consist of the development
of an extensive expert judgement. This expert judgement might be based on a discretionary set of criteria
reconciling the need for expert flexibility in conjunction with the need to apply a conservative assessment
approach. In addition, Bouvatier and Lepetit (2015) highlighted that the estimation of credit risk losses
should still be governed by conservative assumptions.

The impact of IFRS 9 on banking system

The implementation of IFRS 9 will exercise an important impact on banking system that will have to
readapt several components of their systems and controls in order to ensure compliance with the new
accounting framework.

The most significant impact will be exerted at the level of the governance framework. Banks will be
in the position to readjust their internal controls — audit, oversight, compliance — in order to properly exert
supervisory activities at the level of the IFRS implementation. The organizational framework
will be significantly impacted especially in the light of the internal systems that need to be restructured in
order to enable the appropriate flow of relevant information, capturing key data specific to expected credit
losses, at all the organizational levels.

The internal controls will be essential in the exercise of an appropriate oversight activity taking into
account the important role played by the qualitative expert judgment in the computation and internal
management of expected credit losses. Internal controls will ensure an adequate re-balancing, taking into
account the strong subjective component of the expert judgment and the potential human error risk.

From a governance perspective, an important impact will derive also from the obligation to ensure
an appropriate management information system that will allow the adequate reporting of expected credit
losses parameters to senior and middle management.

However, the challenge will consist in the development of internal models specifically designed for
the computation of expected credit loss. This will imply an important investment cost for banks as well as an
intensive internalization process of new parameters that influence internal governance and risk management.

Due to the new components implied by the IFRS 9 framework, a very important aspect will consist
in the validation of new internal models; in this regard, the set-up of an especially designated validation unit
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is considered to be essential.

In this context, risk awareness strategy of the banks will automatically be impacted, generating new
risk responsibilities within the organization. In addition, risk knowledge will have to be enlarged at all
hierarchical levels. Management will extend its risk accountability implying additional risk
expertise/knowledge.

Apart from the impact at the governance and risk strategy level, banks might have the opportunity to
still leverage on some components of their activity that interfere to a significant extent with IFRS
9 framework.

Banks will valorize credit risk parameters — ratings, default history, past due status — for the purpose
of the new standard as well. Ratings will be used in order to assess a potential increase of credit risk while
default/overdue status serves as a back-stop measure for the significant intensification of credit risk, specific
to Stage 2 and Stage 3.

Another important aspect is represented by the potential valorization of internal regulatory models
for the purpose of the new standard as well; internal models used in order to compute regulatory internal risk
parameters (Probability of default, Loss given default, Credit conversion factor) in case of institutions that
valorize Foundation/Advanced Internal Ratings Based Approach might be reviewed for the purpose of IFRS
9. This will generate an important synergy effect since banks have the opportunity to align accounting and
prudential regulatory frameworks.

However, important adjustments are needed since regulatory models have to be further reviewed in
order to satisfy IFRS 9 requirements.

Basel Committee principles on expected credit losses: a mixture between prudential and
accounting framework

Basel Committee issued recently a set of guiding principles concerning the expected credit losses.
The principles reflect a potential bridge between regulatory and accounting expectations in the area of
expected credit loss computation. A key variable is represented by the forward looking approach, including
macroeconomic factors.

Basel Committee expects banks to develop macroeconomic forecasts in order to recognize in a
timely manner expected credit losses. Development of macroeconomic scenarios will be performed in line
with proportionality principle; banks that are significant in terms of size and complexity will be in the
position to refine their macroeconomic scenarios in order to derive the impact of the most appropriate
macroeconomic factors on expected credit losses.

The same expectation is incurred for banks of lower size but the complexity degree of
methodological approaches is not similar to the most significant banks.

The key aspect is represented by the identification of potential and real macroeconomic events that
might impact the expected credit losses. Banks should pay attention to the build-up of an appropriate set of
economic hypothesis underpinning the most relevant macroeconomic factors exerting an important impact
on the level and the manner of computing expected credit loss.

The documentation process is fundamental; banks should formalize the reasons justifying the set of
appropriate macroeconomic scenarios selected for the purpose of expected credit losses computation.

Basel Committee brings forth 11 principles related to the infrastructure of expected credit loss
computation, inclusive from the perspective of corporate governance and internal control mechanisms. More
specifically, principles are structured on four main axes:

- board and management accountability in ensuring an adequate credit risk policy and
provisioning;

- technical infrastructure of expected credit losses (i.e. computational methodology, rating
assignment process, adequacy of allowances, robust processes and systems);

- oversight of modelling process (i.e. validation of expected credit losses models, role played by
experienced credit risk expert judgment, appropriate disclosure framework concerning the relevant
information relative to credit risk expected loss);

- expectations imposed on bank’ supervisors responsibilities as for the assessment of banks’ credit
risk practices and adequacy of credit risk provisions.

Concerning the accountability of board and senior management, Basel Committee brings forward
their responsibility to ensure an adequate credit risk policy and provisioning; the key focus is placed on
ensuring a level of provisioning in line with three pillars: bank’s policies and procedures, applicable
accounting framework and relevant supervisory guidance. Basically, board and senior management
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responsibility is concentrated mainly on internal control system.

Meanwhile, principles cover extensively the methodology used by banks in order to compute
appropriate allowances for credit losses. The principle related to the methodological infrastructure places a
special emphasis on robustness; the key aspect is represented by the assessment and quantification of credit
risk in a comprehensive manner, covering all lending exposures.

Another important aspect is represented by the development of appropriate methodologies, in
measure to ensure not only an adequate computation of expected credit losses but also a timely recognition.

The principle related to the assignment of an adequate rating envisages a grouping of exposures
based on similar credit risk characteristics; this ensures the appropriate grounds for the computation of an
adequate collective provisioning. This aspect has been highlighted extensively in the literature (Novotny-
Farkas, 2011, Laurin, Majnoni, 2005). The authors brought forward that clustering of exposures based on
homogenous features conditions upon the correctness of provisions.

Given the real challenge incurred by banks to develop or to readjust internal models in order to
compute expected credit losses, an essential aspect will be represented by the validation activity. Basel
Committee imposes to the bank the obligation to dispose from policies and procedures especially designed
for the validation of internal models. In addition, the experienced expert credit judgement is specifically
mentioned as a mandatory element in the context of mechanisms ensuring a proper reflection of all relevant
risk components. In other terms, application of experienced credit risk judgement ensures that expected
credit losses integrate relevant macroeconomic factors, following the development of macroeconomic
scenarios.

The methodology shall be supported by an appropriate technical infrastructure; Basel Committee
recommends banks to implement systems and processes that have the potential to streamline the effective
computation of expected credit losses.

In addition, an adequate disclosure policy should be implemented by banks, enabling third parties to
assess to what extent banks satisfy IFRS 9 requirements.

Apart from accountability requirements addressed to board and senior management, Basel
Committee principles on expected credit losses demand bank supervisors to assess the adequacy of credit
risk policies and credit risk allowances. In line with this, a special emphasis is placed on the supervisors’
assessment of credit risk practices in correlation with capital adequacy. In this context, banks that practice
riskier lending strategies are incentivized to capitalize adequately for the higher credit risk incurred. This
need for enhanced capitalization is extremely important in the context where capital charges are designed to
cover unexpected losses whereas credit risk allowances cover only expected losses. This aspect is extremely
important in the light of IFRS 9 implementation: even if the switch from an incurred to an expected credit
loss approach brings forward a more conservative approach in terms of provisioning, supervisors should pay
attention to the manner in which capital charges are commensurate with the risks generated by lending
practices (i.e. unexpected losses).

In this manner supervisors will benefit from a forecasting perspective as well; the expected losses
will enable supervisors to assess future trends of credit risk. In line with these aspects, supervisors will be in
the position to create a link between Point in Time and Through the Cycle losses.

Conclusions

This paper elaborated on the new material changes brought by IFRS 9 framework in the area of
impairment. The research pointed out the key element of the new standard — expected credit loss model that
replaced the IAS 39 incurred loss model. The model was conceived in order to counteract one of the
drawbacks revealed by the financial crisis; the incurred loss model determined a delayed recognition of
credit risk losses since no loss was recognized until a loss event occurred.

The paper presented IFRS 9 scope of application as well as the key variables based on which
calculation of expected losses is made (probability of default, loss given default, time value of money). The
research concluded on the dual measurement approach introduced by IFRS 9; the conceptual differences
between Stage 1 and Stage 2/Stage 3 expected credit loss models, with a special emphasis on the different
calculation of interest rate revenue are brought forward.

The paper highlighted the technical details based on which banks might assess the significant credit
risk increase. This is equivalent with a more severe credit risk profile, determining the obligation to estimate
the expected credit loss over the lifetime of the financial instrument. The paper underlined the necessity to
estimate the lifetime expected credit loss before the item is impaired or defaulted.

The paper revealed a series of challenges that banks might face in the implementation of IFRS 9.
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Banks will be in the position to readjust their internal controls — audit, oversight, compliance — in order to

properly exert supervisory activities at the level of the IFRS implementation.

However, the real challenge will consist in the development of internal models specifically designed
for the computation of expected credit loss. This will imply an important investment cost for banks as well as
an intensive internalization process of new parameters that influence internal governance and risk
management.

The paper highlighted that banks might still leverage on the existing internal models used for
regulatory purposes in the context of IFRS 9 implementation; the challenge will consist in the revision of the
existing models in line with the methodology imposed by expected credit losses.

The paper brought forward also the mixture between regulatory and accounting framework in the
context of IFRS implementation. For this purpose, a special emphasis is placed on the Basel Committee
principles on expected credit losses. The research highlighted that the principles in question are structured on
fourth main axis: board and management accountability, technical infrastructure of expected credit losses,
oversight of modelling process and expectations imposed on bank’ supervisors responsibilities as for the
assessment of banks’ credit risk practices and adequacy of credit risk provisions.

The paper concluded that the new standard will ensure the premises for a more risk driven approach
of impairment process. This might streamline banks’ risk assessment and risk management process.
However, the real challenge for banks will be represented by the development of robust expected credit loss
models that have the potential to ensure a proper capturing of relevant risk factors. Indeed, this will imply
additional investment costs but on a long term basis banks might achieve an enhancement of their
provisioning policy.
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