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(I) Propose the model that can capture the key aspects of the recent global
financial crisis, namely the spillover effects of shocks originating in the
housing and financial sectors on the real economy

o The paper embeds endogenous mortgage default into a New Keynesian
model that features housing and non-trivial banking sectors

o Two shocks: (1) shocks to the variance of idiosyncratic housing shock
(housing risk shocks) and (2) shocks to the penalty on capital regulation,
to explain heightened mortgage default risk and credit spreads

(1) Evaluate the effectiveness of three macroprudential measures in
improving allocations and welfare

o The measures include caps on LTV ratio, countercyclical capital buffers
and state-contingent LTV caps
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Motivation
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Motivation

Facts (cont'd)
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Motivation

Existing Literature

DSGE models with housing and borrowing constraint Kiyotaki and Moore
(1997), lacoviello (2005), lacoviello and Neri (2010), Monacelli (2009) and
Gerali et al. (2010)

DSGE models with mortgage default Forlati and Lambertini (2011), Quint and
Rabanal (2014), Clerc et al. (2015) and Ferrante (2015)

Mortgage default in other DGE models Campbell and Cocco (2015), Goodhart
et al. (2011) and Goodhart et al. (2013)

Positive analysis on macroprudential regulation Angelini et al. (2014), Angelini
et al. (2015), Bean et al. (2010), Kannan et al. (2012), Lambertini et al.
(2013), Gelain et al. (2013) and Rubio and Carrasco-Gallego (2014)

Gap in the literature: None of the DSGE articles on macroprudential regulation
above includes mortgage default. DSGE papers with mortgage default are yet
to study the effectiveness of capital and LTV regulations.
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The Model

Agents and Market Structure

This paper embeds mortgage default into the model of Gerali et al (2010)
which features housing and non-trivial banking sectors.
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The Model

Impatient Household

Impatient households maximise a lifetime utility function given by:

= . . . 15"
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t=0
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The Model

Impatient Household (cont'd)
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The Model

Mortgage Default

Mortgage Default

The first order condition with respect to w; yields:

/ /
re_1be_q - hyl
= WeqGy hy_4
Tt

Define the LTV ratio, m\ = Ei[ ], we have;

I
qt+1h T+l

h
B = mi_l‘Eh;th[jrim]
The probability of default (F:(@:(i))) is driven by three factors:
@ the variance of idiosyncratic housing shock oy, ;
@ the predetermined LTV ratio

© a deviation of nominal house price from expectation
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The Model

Banks and the Capital Regulation

Risk-neutral banks maximise the following objective function:

EiAP [I-|B+¢k( )1 76 —1
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The Model

Interest Rate Spreads

Interest Rate Spreads

AP (1= Fera(@er1) + (1 - 0) e if“))r —r

k LF —og w _ t+1
C) = BeEl — ]
E
—op rWt _ )‘t+1 e —re
G G

Banks price into loans interest rates:

© anticipated losses from default

@ disutility from loans origination associated with capital regulation penalty

Risk premium shocks In ¢ = Pk In Ok 1 Ingk + €kt
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Calibration

Parameter value

Results

Var Description Value Var Description Value
Bp PH'’s discount rate 0.991 ai Variance of idio. housing shocks 0.167
B IH’s discount rate 0.984 © Cost of state verification 0.160
BE Entrepreneur’s discount rate 0.980 rec Recovery rate 0.500
J Housing weight 0.200 mE Business loans LTV caps 0.200
n Labor supply aversion 2.000 k Regulatory capital requirement 0.800
§ Capital depreciation rate 0.025 wt Risk weight on business loan 1.000
o Share of capital income 0.330 T Sensitivity of risk weight 7.473
« PH'’s wage share 0.640 o Capital regulation penalty 0.044
A Steady-state productivity level 1.000 oB Capital regulation penalty 6.000
=5 Mark up in the goods market 1.100 oB Dividend payout rate 0.135
0 Probability fixed price 0.750 B Dividend payout rate 0.010
H Fixed supply of houses 33.27 ap Habit coefficient 0.500
bn Housing adjustment cost 0.330 ay Habit coefficient 0.500
R Taylor-rule coefficient 0.800 ag Habit coefficient 0.500
ry Taylor-rule coefficient 0.125 ki Investment adjustment cost 0.200
rr Taylor-rule coefficient 0.500 €k,1 Capital utilisation cost 0.0452
P Persistence of shocks 0.900 €k,2 Capital utilisation cost 0.0452
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Results

Calibration (cont'd)

Important Rates and Ratios at the Steady State

Variable Description Value
F(w) Mortgage default probability 2.007%
m’ Loan-to-value ratio 70.00%
r Deposit interest rate (p.a.) 3.673%
r! Mortgage interest rate (p.a.) 6.800%
rE Business Loans interest rate (p.a.) 7.736%
kB Capital adequacy ratio 8.000%
rw' Risk weight on mortgages 0.350
b’ile Proportion of mortgages 57.26%
§ Patient household consumption to output 52.96%
C—YI Impatient household consumption to output | 19.24%
E .
a Entrepreneur consumption to output 10.95%
v Investment to output 16.59%
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Results

Simulation Results

An adverse housing risk shock
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@ A large adverse housing risk shock results in higher mortgage default that in turn
raises the mortgage spreads. It also generates losses to banks, which
subsequently constrains their lending activity.

@ A shock to the capital regulation penalty raises mortgage and business loans
interest rates, which has negative effects on aggregate demand.
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Results

Transmission of Housing Risk Shocks

Housing
Risk Shock

Impatient
households default

Future rise in
mortgage default

Bank profit falls

Banks raise
mortgage spread

Bank capital ratio
deteriorates

Risk weight on
mortgages rises

Business loans
decline

Mortgages decline

Nuwat Nookhwun and Dimitrios P. Tsomocos Mortgage Default in DSGE Model



Results

The Importance of the Bank Capital Channel

The Effects of Housing Risk Shocks
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Results

Is the evolution of house prices important?

@ The interactions between mortgage default, house prices and credit supply
conditions could be a potential financial accelerator that lies behind a
significant economic downturn

o Falling house prices raise default probability.

o The value of seized collateral also affected

e On the loan demand side, low housing accumulation and house prices imply
limited collateral.

o Reduced mortgage extension puts further pressure on house prices.

@ However, the role of house prices in the model is limited

o Capital regulation and housing adjustment costs are shown to be an
important propagator of shocks.
o Why the latter?

e High housing adjustment costs constrain non-durable consumption.
o With low housing adjustment costs, loan-to-value ratio declines to a larger
extent, but helps lower default risk and strengthen banks' balance sheet.
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Results

Macroprudential regulations

o Caps on loan-to-value ratio
ribt < gt hy
o Countercyclical capital buffers

_ _ _ bl erE bl +bE
kt:Pl?kt—1+(1_pl?)[k_¢k( tGDPtt - GDP )]

o State-contingent LTV ratio

b! b'

Ay = pm_1 + (L — pm)[’ — S in( GDP, ~ W)]
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Results

Caps on loan-to-value ratio

@ Imposing LTV caps benefits mortgage borrowers in the steady state. The
banking system also becomes safer.

@ Models without mortgage default yield contrasting results (see e.g. Gelain
et al, 2013)

Steady State Effects from Imposing LTV Caps

m | F(@) r’ b ' GDP
Benchmark | 70% | 2.01% | 1.70% - - -
Casel 67% | 1.03% | 1.42% +6.52% +0.95% | —0.05%
Case2 65% | 0.63% | 1.30% +8.06% +1.52% | —0.08%
Case3 60% | 0.15% | 1.17% +5.31% +2.71% | —0.16%
Case4 55% | 0.02% | 1.13% | —3.121% | +3.66% | —0.22%
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Results

Caps on loan-to-value ratio (cont'd)

@ LTV caps are effective in limiting a surge in mortgage default in the face of
housing risk shocks, benefiting mortgage extension and aggregate demand.

@ The level of the caps needs to be sufficiently stringent for impatient
households to reap the welfare benefits.

@ In terms of risk premium shocks, LTV caps help limit a plunge in
mortgages. But, this comes at the expense of entrepreneurs.

The effects of Housing Risk Shocks
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Results

State-contingent LTV ratio

@ When the economy faces housing risk shocks, the measure helps relax
impatient households borrowing constraint. However, it exacerbates
default and eventually reduces their welfare.

@ This disagrees with the literature most of which supports state-contingent
LTV ratios. For example, see Lambertini et al. (2013) and Rubio and
Carrasco-Gallego (2014).

The effects of Housing Risk Shocks

: <107 GDP IH Con H House
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Results

Countercyclical capital buffers

@ Resultl: The measure improves allocations and the welfare of both
impatient households and entrepreneurs.

@ Result2: In the face of housing risk shocks, the buffers yield large
macroeconomic stabilisation benefits when LTV caps are not available.

The effects of Housing Risk Shocks
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Results

yclical capital buffers (cont'd)

@ Result3: Policymakers need to be aware of a false (or delayed) signal when
the economy faces risk premium shocks

The effects of Risk Premium Shocks (in the Model with LTV regulation)

Credit to GDP <103 Bank Assets Investment

Nuwat Nookhwun and Dimitrios P. Tsomocos Mortgage Default in DSGE Model



Summary

Summary

@ This paper embeds endogenous mortgage default into a New Keynesian
model that features housing and non-trivial banking sectors.

@ Two shocks: (1) shocks to the variance of idiosyncratic housing shock
(housing risk shocks) and (2) shocks to the penalty on capital regulation
(risk premium shocks) to capture key aspects of the recent global financial
crisis

@ Main contributions: evaluating the effectiveness of three macroprudential
measures in the model with mortgage default — some new results
particularly on the steady state effect of LTV and the use of
state-contingent LTV regulation
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Patient Households

Patient households maximise a given lifetime utility function:

B0 11— am)in(el () — arc? 1) + jn(h? (1) — =L

t=0
subject to the following budget constraint

, , , hE (i) — hE_1(i) 2 qf hE_ 1 (i

L (i) + e hf (i) + df (i) + én( ‘(ZP (j.)l( )y @ le()
t—1

_dP (i ). L. . )
= readiall) Py 4 div(i) + Fi(i) + ££00)

Tt

where tf'(i) = rec®G(@:)qlhl_,
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Entrepreneurs

Entrepreneurs possess the economy’s physical capital and rent it to
intermediate goods producers. Collateral is required to acquire business loans:

rtt_bf(") < mEEt[(l - 5)G’f+1kt7ft+1]
The representative entrepreneur maximises a lifetime utility function given by:
oo
Eo ) Brl(1 - ae)in(cl (i) — agci )]
t=0

subject to the above borrowing constraint and the following flow of fund
constraint:

rtE—lbl‘*E—I(i)
Tt

where W(ue(i)) = €1 (ue(i) — 1) + L2 (ue(i) — 1)

+¢ (ke(D)—(1=) ke (1) +W (ue () ke-1 (i) = ¢ e (7) ke1 (1) 45 (i)
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Capital Producers

Capital producers purchase undepreciated capital at price g from firms and
consumption goods J; from goods market. They combine both components
into new capital k; using the following production function:
. ki
kt = (1 — ’T)kt71 + It(l - *(7 - ].) )
2 It—1
Each capital producer maximises profits subject to the production function
above. This yields the following capital price equation:
ki i it1 ir+1

1=q/(1— S (-1 — k(- 1) )+E:[/\t 1951k (i —1)(57)7]

2 i i1 it— it

it
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Appendix

Final and Intermediate Good Producers

Demand (from final good producers) for each intermediate good:

Vi) = By,

where P; = (fol Ptlfe(j)dj)i

Production function:

Velj) = Aclkes ()Y U0 G)) 0 (1 () 420

Intermediate good producers, who get a chance to reoptimise their price,
choose the optimal price taking into account the fact that it remains the same
in later periods. New Keynesian Phillips Curve:

(1-0)1—Gr0)

e = Bpftes1 + 0

~

mce = pff 4+ a(l — )W + (1 —a)(1 — p)wy — A
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The Central Bank

The Central Bank controls deposit interest rates according to the following rule:

It Tt GDPt

e S (e et

where
GDP; = ¢ + ¢!+ cf + ke — (1 — 0)ke—r

Note that k; — (1 — )k;—1 does not equal to i
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Appendix

Aggregation and Market Clearing Conditions:

Good Market:
Ye=c +cl+cf +ie+W(u) + on() + (1 — rec)OG(@e)grhi—s

Ac(ughke—1 )" (I0) =0 () a=ed=m) — /(Pt(/)) ”

Housing Market:
Y+ hl=H
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