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Abstract 

Among the various factors affecting the firm’s positioning and performance in 
modern day markets, capital structure of the firm has its own way of expressing 
itself as a crucial one. With the rapid changes in technology, firms are being 
pushed onto a paradigm that is burdening the capital management process. Hence 
the study of capital structure changes gives the investors an insight into firm's 
behavior and intrinsic goals. These changes will vary for firms in different 
sectors. This work considers the banking sector, which has a unique capital 
structure for the given regulations of its operations in India. The capital structure 
behavioural changes in a few public sector banks are studied in this paper. A 
theoretical framework has been developed from the popular capital structure 
theories and hypotheses are derived from them accordingly. The main idea is to 
validate different theories with real time performance of the select banks from 
2011 to 2022. Using statistical techniques like regression and correlation, tested 
hypotheses have resulted in establishing the relation between debt component 
and financial performance variables of the select banks which are helping in 
understanding the theories in practice. 

 
1 Introduction 

For a firm, setting a newer or higher objective will always lead to the necessity of making some 
potential changes in its existing level of the capital. Additionally, in a corporate environment where the 
idea of wealth maximisation is what motivates an organization's financial management strategies to 
maintain, gain, and enhance its worth, changes in capital mix will unavoidably have an effect on how 
the market perceives the company [1]. Financing mix is a composition of long-term resources like 
equity, preference shares, debentures, bonds and other long-term loans [2]. Different sources of finance 
have various characteristics of risk-return. Determination of effective capital mix is crucial for 
mitigating firms’ financial risk and reducing the cost of capital. Since, Capital structure decisions are 
important for firm’s survival and growth, there has been an evolution of extensive studies in this area. 
These are more concerned on matters like cost-benefit analysis, sudden threats demanding firm’s capital 
structure changes, and reluctance offered by the system while deciding on switching the capital mix [3, 
4]. While other research have focused on determining the variables that affect capital structure decisions 
or, conversely, how capital structure policy affects the performance of the business, the goal of the 
current work is to determine the firm's behaviour based on the accepted theories. Prime factors, 
affecting the firm behaviour are vital for generating enhanced customer satisfaction. One of these 
elements that puts stress on capital management is technology. Although it has an influence on every 
industry, this study on the Indian banking industry seeks to uncover business behaviour grounded in 
capital structure theories. The choice was made because the banking industry is being negatively 
impacted by rapid technological change. 

A country's banking industry plays a significant part in its social and economic growth. Making 
decisions on these banks' financial features includes choosing a capital structure that sets them apart 
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from other companies and non-banking institutions. The theoretical and empirical relationship between 
financial performance and capital structure remains an undetermined problem [5]. The importance of 
capital structure is prioritised in order to raise the value of the bank, the market value of shares and 
securities, and to safeguard banks from both over and undercapitalization. 

The theoretical underpinning of the present study, variables of interest, the development of hypotheses, 
and the justification for choosing a group of specified public sector banks are discussed in the 
methodology sections that follow a brief review of the capital structure theories employed to develop it. 
At last Section 4 covers the empirical model and data used to conduct the analysis; results are discussed 
in section 5. 

 

2 Review of capital structure theories 

Capital structure is a methodical way to finance corporate operations using a mixture of both equity and 
debt. The relationship between equity financing and debt financing is examined by a list of capital 
structure theories that have been compiled in the literature. These theories include well-known concepts 
like the Net Income Theory, Net Operating Income Theory, Traditional Theory, Modigliani and Miller 
Theory, Pecking Order Theory, and Agency Cost Theory. This work is intended to generalize the 
relationship established between the capital structure variables from the above theories and thus create a 
model framework that could help in tracing the firm’s capital structure policy.  

The net income theory of capital structure suggested by David Durand (1950), is a financial approach 
that contends the capital structure that maximises a company's net income is its ideal capital structure. 
According to this idea, a company should base the combination of equity and debt that it uses to fund its 
operations on the predicted net income it would produce by utilising different amounts of equity and 
debt. In accordance with this principle, a business should decide to employ more debt financing if doing 
so increases net income. On the other hand, if additional debt leads to a decrease in net income, the firm 
should reduce its use of debt and increase its use of equity financing [6]. 

The net operating income (NOI) theory of capital structure was proposed by David Durand (1952), is a 
financial theory that argues that a firm's optimal capital structure is the one that maximizes its net 
operating income. It states that the choice of equity and debt for a company depends on the anticipated 
net operational income it produces by utilising different kinds of both equity and debt. A company 
should employ more debt financing up till its net operating revenue increases. The company must lower 
the debt component if any extra debt is lowering its NOI. The NOI theory of capital structure is a more 
focused approach than the net income theory, as it considers only the operating income generated from a 
firm's core business operations and ignores non-operating items such as gains from investments or 
changes in taxes [7]. 

The traditional theory of capital structure, also known as the trade-off theory, is a financial theory that 
argues that a firm's optimal capital structure is a trade-off between the benefits of using debt financing, 
such as lower cost of capital and tax benefits, and the costs of using debt financing, such as financial 
risk and bankruptcy costs. According to this theory, a firm should strive to achieve an optimal balance 
between debt and equity financing, considering the trade-off between the benefits and costs of each 
financing option. The traditional theory suggests that as a firm increases its use of debt financing, it 
becomes more financially leveraged, which increases its financial risk and the risk of bankruptcy. The 
conventional approach also contends that as a corporation uses debt financing more frequently, its cost 
of capital lowers and its tax advantages rise, which can enhance net income. Financial managers 
frequently utilise the classical theory of capital structure when deciding which investments to make 
since it gives an outline for understanding the link within debt and equity financing [8]. 

MM Theory (1958), named after Franco Modigliani and Merton Miller, is a financial theory that argues 
that a firm's capital structure does not affect its value in a perfect market. This theory contends that a 
company's market value is derived by its assets and earnings and is unaffected by the proportion of 
equity and debt financing used to fund those assets. According to the MM theory, regardless of a firm's 
capital structure, the cost of capital is the same in a perfect market without taxes, transaction fees, or 
information asymmetry. As a result, the MM theory argues that firms should choose the capital structure 
that is optimal for them, considering their unique circumstances and constraints, rather than trying to 
optimize their capital structure to maximize value. The MM theory is generally recognised in financial 
theory and offers a helpful framework for comprehending the connection involving capital structure and 
business value [9]. 

The pecking order theory (1984) of capital structure, proposed by Mayer’s and Majluf  is a financial 
theory that argues that firms have a preferred order of financing sources, with internal financing 
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(retained earnings) being the first choice, followed by debt financing, and finally, equity financing. This 
theory holds that corporations seek to finance their investment decisions using internal funds as these 
funds are the least costly and have the least knowledge asymmetry. If internal funds are not available, 
firms will then turn to debt financing, as debt is considered less risky than equity financing and has a 
lower cost of capital. If debt financing is not feasible or desirable, firms will then turn to equity 
financing as a last resort, as equity financing has the highest cost of capital and is considered the riskiest 
form of financing. The pecking order hypothesis, which is generally recognised in financial theory, 
offers a helpful framework for comprehending the financing behaviour of businesses [10]. 

The agency costs theory of capital structure is a financial theory that argues that a firm's capital structure 
affects its value through the agency costs associated with different forms of financing. This theory 
contends that the use of financing through debt raises agency costs by introducing ethical hazards and 
the possibility of managers acting opportunistically. The theory argues that debt financing creates a 
"debt overhang" that can limit a firm's flexibility and constrain its ability to invest in positive-NPV 
projects. On the other side, equity financing generates agency costs since it reduces current shareholders' 
ownership and control. According to the agency costs hypothesis, businesses should aim to strike an 
ideal equilibrium between equity and debt funding in order to reduce the agency costs related to each 
kind of financing. [11]. 

 

3 Theoretical Framework 

As the above theories have laid a foundation to understand the relationship between the capital structure 
and firms positioning, the objective of the present section is to derive propositions that suits well in 
reading the firm's capital structure behaviour in real time business environment. Firms positioning, is 
referred to two main aspects, market value or perceived value of the firm by investors and the other is its 
overall performance. All the theories proven to be working are developed under certain assumptions, 
which are more likely to be regarded as ideal and impractical. Some of the impractical assumptions 
among them relating to capital structure theories may be like assuming a perfect market condition, 
availability of fully symmetrical information, excluding the tax impact etc.   

From these theories, there is an opportunity found to generalize the trade-off between different capital 
structure indicators. For this sake, stringent assumptions of the theories were kept aside, and correlated 
aspects are aimed to be directly tested in practical environment.  

This work considers the capital mix problem of a listed firm in stock markets. The moment a firm have 
entered the equity markets to raise the capital, it is generally deemed to have utilised the other sources of 
financing like debentures, loans etc. It is the point where the investors start the assessment of market 
value, there by becoming a vital factor in influencing the firm’s behaviour [12]. The scanning of the 
firm's intrinsic behaviour, through leverage, profitability ratios, EBIT-EPS analysis are generally known 
to be in the basket of investors. Adding the capital structure analysis would give knowledge in making 
more accurate decisions. 

To perform capital structure behavioural analysis, a three-fold procedure is being proposed, with step 
one focusing on obtaining the financial performance variables and using them to perform a usual 
approach of ratio analysis. After the identification of capital structure variables, the next step is to 
perform relative analysis between variables as shown in table 1, which are derived from the concerned 
reviewed theories in literature. The final step is to suggest the process of model interpretation of the 
proposed theoretical framework. Thus, the process will result in tracing the practical implementation of 
generalized aspects of capital structure theories.  

To elaborate the process in step two, it verifies following things. Firstly if tax information provided for a 
firm, the WACC (weighted average of cost of capital) decreases with an increase in debt financing and 
increases the value of the firm; secondly debt mix will not affect the Market value of the firm and the 
cost of capital and  in the other way market value of the firm is affected by operating income alone; 
thirdly, for a firm at a right combination of equity and debt, market value of the firm is maximum, but 
beyond a limit the value of the firm will diminish; fourthly, market value of firm is determined by the 
present value of future earnings and ignores the capital structure patterns; fifthly stated that marginal 
benefit of additional amount of debt, off sets the cost of capital; sixthly stated that managers will follow 
the preferences regarding usage of capital funds as follows: internal funds, debt financing, and lastly 
through equity financing; seventhly there will be trade-off between leverage and profitability and also to 
be noted that the optimal capital structure results from compromising between various functions of 
options from conflicts of interests. 
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Table 1. Theoretical Framework 

THEORY VARIABLES DESCRIPTION 

NET INCOME THEORY 

If tax information provided, it 

states that WACC (K0) decreases 

with an increase in Debt 

financing and increase in Value 

of the firm 

1. Market value of the 

firm 

2. Debt component 

changes  

 

1. Debt component has an 

impact on the market value 

of the firm i.e., net income 

impacts the market value of 

the firm 

NET OPERATING INCOME 

THEORY 

 Debt mix will not affect the 

Market value and cost of capital. 

Market value of the firm is 

affected by operating income 

only.  

1. Market value of the 

firm  

2. Operating income 

3. Debt equity ratio 

1. EBIT has an impact on the 

market value of the firm. 

2. Capital structure has no 

impact on market value of 

the firm. 

MM THEORY 

Capital structure is not a factor 

for Market value of the firm 

1.  Market value of the 

firm 

2. Estimation of future 

cash flows. 

1. In this, market value of the 

firm is determined by the 

Present value of future 

earnings.  

TRADE OFF THEORY 

Marginal benefit of additional 

amount of debt off sets the cost 

of capital 

At right combination of equity 

and debt, Market value of the 

firm is Maximum. 

Debt beyond a limit, the value of 

the firm decreases 

1. Rate of change in 

debt component  

2. Rate of changes in 

cost. 

3. Market value of the 

firm 

4. Debt component 

1. Change in debt is inversely 

proportional to change in 

cost. 

2. Optimal debt component is 

obtained at the peak market 

value of the firm. 
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PECKING ORDER THEORY 

Mangers will follow preferences: 

1. Retained earnings 

2. Debt financing 

3. Equity 

1. Changes in retained    

earning 

2. Changes in debt and 

equity financing 

3. Asymmetry of 

information analysis 

 

1. Rate of change in the 

patterns of retained 

earnings; debt; and equity. 

AGENCY THEORY 

1. Tradeoff between leverage 

and profitability 

2. Optimal capital structure 

results from compromising 

between various functions of 

options from conflict of interests  

1. Correlation 

between debt ratios 

and profitability 

ratios 

1. Increase in leverage leads to 

decrease in agency costs. 

 

3.1 Variables of Interest 

3.1.1. Dependent Variables 

Market value of the firm,  provides investors and stakeholders with an indication of the company's overall 
value and is a reflection of investors' expectations of future earnings and growth. 

Rate of change in expenses,  measures the growth rate of a company's expenses over time and can help 
identify areas where cost-cutting measures may be necessary. 

Return on assets (ROA), measures a company's profitability relative to its total assets, and can provide insight 
into a company's efficiency in generating profits from its assets. 

Return on equity (ROE), measures a company's profitability relative to its shareholders' equity, and can 
provide insight into a company's ability to generate returns for its investors.  

 

3.1.2 Independent Variables 

 

Return on equity (ROE), measures a company's profitability relative to its shareholders' equity, and can 
provide insight into a company's ability to generate returns for its investors.  

The use of the debt-to-equity ratio to analyse a company's financial health and to compare the leverage 
of different firms. A high debt-to-equity ratio implies that a firm is significantly reliant on debt to fund 
its operations, which may be a warning indication of financial danger. A low debt-to-equity ratio, on the 
other hand, indicates that a company's activities are predominantly funded by equity, which can be an 
indication of financial soundness. 

Long-term debt ratio, measures a company's long-term debt relative to its total assets and can provide 
insight into the company's leverage and financial stability. 

Earnings before interest and tax (EBIT),  represents a company's operating profit before accounting for 
interest and taxes, and can provide insight into a company's profitability and efficiency in generating 
revenue. 
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Estimation of future revenues, involves forecasting future revenues based on historical data and market 
trends, and can provide insight into a company's growth potential. 

Long-term debt to asset ratio, measures a company's long-term debt relative to its total assets, and can 
provide insight into the cq` `ompany's leverage and financial stability. 

Long-term debt to equity ratio, measures a company's long-term debt relative to its shareholders' equity, 
and can provide insight into the company's leverage and financial risk. 

 

3.2 Hypotheses Development 

 

The basic objective of present study is the identification and applicability of capital structure theories of the 

select banks. The following are the specific objectives set for the study: 

 

1. To study and understand the capital structure theories. 

2. To analyse the capital structure patterns of select banks; and  

3. To suggest the capital structure variables in investment decisions. 

 

For the study, based on the above theoretical framework and objectives of the study, following alternative 

hypotheses are drawn: 

H11: Rate of change in long term debt has a significant impact on Market value of firm; 

H12: Earnings Before Interest & Tax has a significant impact on Market value of firm; 

H13: Debt Equity Ratio has a significant impact on Market Value of the firm; 

H14: Estimation of future revenues has a significant impact on Market Value of the firm; 

H15: Rate of change in long term debt has a significant impact on Rate of change in expences; 

H16: Long term debt to assets ratio and Return on assets are positively correlated; 

H17: Long term debt to assets ratio and Return on equity are positively correlated; and 

H18: Long term debt to assets ratio and Long term debt to equity have significant impact on ROA. 

 

3.3. Selection of Banks 

 

The present study focuses on the capital structure of banks and its impact on investment decisions, with a 

specific emphasis on PSU bank index banks in India. The study's scope is limited to six banks, namely Bank 

of Baroda, Bank of Maharastra, Union Bank of India, Bank of India, Central Bank of India, and Punjab 

National Bank.  

 
Table 2. Public sector Bank index (PSUBANK Index) in National stock Exchange (NSE) 

Symbol Name of the PSU Date of Incorporation 

BANKBARODA Bank of Baroda July 20, 1908 

BANKINDIA Bank of India Sep 07, 1906 

CANBK Canara Bank July 01,1906 

CENTRALBK Central Bank of India 1911 

INDIANBK Indian Bank March 05, 1907 

IOB Indian Overseas Bank February 10, 1937 

MAHABANK Bank of Maharashtra September 16, 1935 
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PNB Punjab National Bank April 12, 1895 

PSB Punjab and Sind Bank June 24, 1908 

SBIN State Bank of India June 02, 1806 

UCOBANK UCO Bank January 06, 1943 

UNIONBANK Union Bank of India November 11, 1919 

 

These banks were selected from a population of 12 PSU banks listed on the National Stock 
Exchange of India. The sample selection was carried out using a systematic random sampling 
technique, which ensures that each bank in the population had an equal chance of being selected 
for the study. By limiting the study to PSU banks, the research aims to provide insights into the 
unique capital structures of government-owned banks in India and how these structures impact 
investment decisions. The findings of the study may not be generalizable to private or foreign 
banks, as they may have different capital structures and investment patterns. 

 

4. Theories in Practice 

4.1. Empirical Model 

Though, every theory considered in the framework emphasize for a distinct relationship between the 
variables of interest, identifying the linear relationship from the observed values of the variables is 
important to determine the impact and level of dependency. Hence statistical tools like linear regression 
are appropriate in evaluating the significance of the relationship. 

 

𝑀𝑉𝐹𝑡 = 𝛽0𝑡+𝛽1𝑡𝑅𝑇𝐷 + 𝛽2𝑡𝐸𝐵𝐼𝑇 + 𝛽3𝑡𝐷𝐸𝑅 + 𝛽4𝑡𝐸𝑇𝐹𝑅 + 𝜖𝑡   (1) 

𝑅𝐸𝑋𝑡 = 𝛼0𝑡+𝛼1𝑡𝑅𝑇𝐷      (2) 

𝑅𝑂𝐴𝑡 = 𝛾0𝑡+𝛾1𝑡𝐿𝑇𝐷𝐴 + 𝛾2𝑡𝐿𝑇𝐷𝐸      (3) 

As, stated in the section 3, variables that impact market value of the firm (MVF), return on assets (ROA) 
and rate of change in expenses (REX) are assessed through the above stated empirical equations. 

In equation 1, a pooled regression equation is taken as used in other similar problems [13], it assumes 
that the change in MVF is not due to a single factor. When there is a change in the level of debt, rate of 
change in debt (RTD) results in a positive value, implying to show an impact on the market value of the 
firm. Similarly, the investors tend to assess the rate of change in operating income (EBIT), debt to 
equity ratio (DER) and the possible future revenues (ETFR) before investment. 

Equation 2 represents a simple linear regression equation, it assumes a positive value of rate of change 
in debt would result in decline in the rate of change in the expenses (REX) benefitting the firm. 

It is also assumed that a Peak value of the market value of the firm (PMVF) is due to an optimum DER. 
To verify whether the firm follows the pecking order theory, comparing the rate of change in retained 
earnings (RRE), RTD and rate of change in equity (REQ) is performed. To finding the change in 
profitability ratio’s ROA, return on equity (ROE) and rate of change in earnings per share (REPS), the 
impact variables, long term debt ratio (LTDR) and long-term debt-equity ratio (LTDE) are considered in 
the equation 3. 

 

4.2. Data Analysis 

For the purpose of analysis, secondary data sources were used. The necessary information to extract the 
variables of interest was obtained from annual reports of the selected banks, as well as other important 
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financial data from different public domains such as the NSE website, RBI website, and respective 
select banks’ official websites  The period between 2011 and 2022 was chosen for a data analysis using 
statistical tools such as linear regression, t-test, ANOVA, F-test, and Spearman correlation coefficient. 
This investigation sought to determine how banks' capital structures and long-term performance related 
to one another. Because of the distinctive capital structure that banks have, which is greatly impacted by 
legislation and market situations, banks were selected for this study. 

Descriptive statistics such as mean, standard error, maximum, and minimum provide valuable insights 
into the distribution and characteristics of a particular variable or dataset. The mean, for instance, 
provides an estimate of the central tendency of the data, while the standard error can be used to gauge 
the precision of the estimate. The maximum and minimum values, on the other hand, provide an 
indication of the range of values the variable can take, and can help identify outliers or extreme values. 
By calculating and reporting these descriptive statistics for select variables in a dataset, researchers can 
gain a better understanding of the data's distribution, variability, and characteristics. 

 

Table 3.a and 3.b provide a comprehensive overview of the descriptive statistics for select banks, and 
present the data in a clear and organized manner. The tables highlight key measures such as mean, 
standard deviation, minimum, and maximum values for various financial variables, and provide a 
comparison of these measures across different banks. 

The tables also provide a useful reference for further analysis, such as hypothesis testing or regression 
analysis, and can help guide investment decisions and strategies. 

The capital structure of the bank and its performance over time were investigated using linear 
regression. Using this statistical method, we were able to see any patterns or trends in the data and gauge 
how strongly the two variables were related.The performance of banks with various capital structures is 
an example of a situation where the t-test was employed to compare the means of two separate groups. 
We were able to evaluate whether the performance difference was statistically significant thanks to this 
test. 

The table  4 containing dependent and independent variables with R-squared values and p-values is an 
essential tool for understanding the relationship between variables and identifying significant predictors. 
The R-squared number indicates the percentage of the dependent variable's variation that can be 
explained by the independent variables, whereas the p-value indicates the likelihood that the observed 
findings might have happened by chance. The p-value is deemed statistically significant if it is more 
than the significance level, which is commonly set at 1%, 5%, or 10%. 

To read the table, start by identifying the dependent variable and the independent variables being 
analyzed. The R-squared value provides a measure of how much of the variation in the dependent 
variable can be explained by the independent variables, with higher values indicating a stronger 
relationship. The p-value indicates the significance of the relationship between each independent 
variable and the dependent variable, with values below the significance level indicating a statistically 
significant relationship. It is important to note that a low p-value does not necessarily mean that the 
relationship is strong or meaningful, and that other factors such as the direction and magnitude of the 
relationship should also be considered. 

Table 5 contains the peak value of market value of the firm for each bank during the period along with 
the number of times the pecking order followed. 

The strength and direction of the association between two non-normally distributed variables were 
finally determined using the Spearman correlation coefficient. Using this approach, we were able to 
assess if the capital structure of the bank and its financial performance were significantly related. 
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Table 6.a to 6.g present the Spearman correlation coefficient of variables of interest of select banks. The 

tables indicate the strength and direction of the relationship between the variables, which is important in 

understanding the interplay of these variables and how they affect the overall performance of the banks. By 

examining the correlation coefficients, we can identify which variables have a positive or negative 

relationship and to what extent. 

Overall, this data analysis provided valuable insights into the relationship between the capital structure of 

banks and their performance over time. The statistical tools used allowed us to identify any trends, patterns, 

and significant differences in performance across different groups. Understanding the relationship between a 

bank's capital structure and its performance is critical for investors and financial institutions, as it can help 

them make informed investment decisions and manage risk effectively.  
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4.3. Interpretation 

Bank of Baroda followed the traditional theory of capital structure, which suggests that firms should aim 
to have a balanced mix of debt and equity to maximize their value. They also followed the agency cost 
theory, which highlights the conflicts of interest between managers and shareholders and suggests that 
debt can be used to align these interests. The bank did not follow the net income theory, NOI theory, 
MM theory, or pecking order theory. 

Punjab National Bank followed the agency costs theory, which is consistent with the idea that debt can 
be used to align the interests of managers and shareholders. Bank of India nearly followed MM theory, 
which suggests that the value of a firm is independent of its capital structure. The bank also thoroughly 
followed agency cost theory. 

Union Bank of India followed net income theory and more significantly, the net operating income 
theory, which suggests that a firm should use retained earnings to finance its investment opportunities. 
They also followed the traditional theory and agency costs theory but did not follow the pecking order 
theory in practice. 

Bank of Maharashtra nearly followed the net income theory and pecking order theory for two times in 
the given period. The net income theory suggests that a firm should use retained earnings to finance its 
investment opportunities, while the pecking order theory suggests that firms should prioritize internal 
funds and debt before issuing equity. Central Bank of India followed the net income theory and partially 
followed agency costs theory. 

Overall, the different capital structure theories followed by these banks imply that each bank has a 
unique approach to financing its investments and managing its capital structure. By analyzing the 
theories followed by these banks, we can gain insight into their decision-making processes and how they 
balance the costs and benefits of different financing options. 

Bank of Maharashtra nearly followed the net income theory and pecking order theory for two times in 
the given period. The net income theory suggests that a firm should use retained earnings to finance its 
investment opportunities, while the pecking order theory suggests that firms should prioritize internal 
funds and debt before issuing equity. Central Bank of India followed the net income theory and partially 
followed agency costs theory. 

Overall, the different capital structure theories followed by these banks imply that each bank has a 
unique approach to financing its investments and managing its capital structure. By analyzing the 
theories followed by these banks, we can gain insight into their decision-making processes and how they 
balance the costs and benefits of different financing options. 

 

4.4. Recommendation to investors 

Following benchmarks are derived from prior research for the information of investors, which aids the 
investors in comparing the actuals with the standards and incorporating in their analysis process to place 
their funds as an effective investment: 

Table 7: Standard Benchmark Values for different analysis 

Analysis Standard Benchmark values 

Fundamental analysis  

Revenue Growth Rate  Above 10% annually is considered good [23] 

Net Profit Margin  Above 15% is considered good [24] 

Return on equity Above 15% is considered good [25] 

Debt to equity Below 1 is considered good [26] 

Technical analysis  

Moving average 50 day and 200 day moving averages [27] 
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Relative strength index 

Overbought market- above 70 

Oversold market – below 30 [28] 

Quantitative analysis  

Price to Earnings Ratio Below 20 is considered good [29] 

Price to sales Ratio  Below 2 is considered good [30] 

Dividend Yield Above 2% is considered good [31] 

Price to earnings growth Below 1 is considered good [32] 

Environmental, Social and Governance analysis  

Carbon foot print Low carbon foot print is better [33] 

Labour practices Providing fair wages benefits and safe working conditions [33] 

Board diversity Diverse board of  directors [33] 

 

As previously said, analysis aids investors in several ways to make profitable investments. In a similar 
vein, investors who follow capital structure variable benchmarks are better equipped to comprehend the 
nature and rate of change of such capital structure variables.  

Following are some of the benchmarks of capital structure variables: 

Table 8: Standard Benchmark Values for Capital structure variables 

Capital structure variables Standard Benchmark values 

Debt to Equity Ratio Below 1.5 is considered good [34] 

Debt to Asset Ratio Below 0.6 is considered good [35] 

Interest Coverage Ratio Above 1.5 is considered good [36] 

Debt service coverage Ratio Above 1 is considered good [37] 

Weighted average cost of capital  Below ROI is considered good [38] 

 

It is important to note that these benchmarks may vary depending on the industry, company size, and 
other factors. Retail investors should also consider analyzing these ratios in combination with other 
factors and benchmarks to make informed investment decisions. 

 
  



17  

5. Conclusion 

The study of capital structure theories in practice in banks is crucial because it provides insight into the 
financing decisions made by these institutions. The capital structure of a bank refers to the mix of debt 
and equity used to finance its operations, and the decisions made about this mix can have a significant 
impact on the bank's financial performance and risk profile. By understanding the different theories of 
capital structure, banks can make informed decisions about the optimal mix of capital to use to achieve 
their strategic objectives. 

Capital structure behavior analysis, along with other financial performance analysis of firms, is essential 
for investors to make accurate investment decisions. Investors can use financial performance indicators, 
such as leverage ratios, interest coverage, and debt maturity structure, to identify potential risks and 
opportunities associated with a particular company. By analyzing a firm's capital structure behavior, 
investors can identify how the company is using its debt and equity and make informed decisions about 
investing in a particular company. 

Investors can also benefit from understanding the different theories of capital structure, such as the 
trade-off theory, the pecking order theory, and the agency theory. These theories provide insight into the 
factors that influence a firm's capital structure decisions and can help investors identify potential risks 
associated with a company's financing decisions. For example, if a company has a high level of debt and 
a low level of equity, investors may be concerned about the company's ability to repay its debt and may 
avoid investing in that company. 

In conclusion, the study of capital structure theories in practice in banks and other firms is critical for 
informed decision-making. Understanding the impact of debt and equity on a firm's financial 
performance and risk profile can aid banks in determining the optimal mix of capital to use to achieve 
their strategic objectives. Similarly, investors can benefit from analyzing a firm's capital structure 
behavior along with other financial performance indicators to make accurate investment decisions. By 
assessing a company's capital structure decisions and considering the different theories of capital 
structure, investors can identify potential risks and opportunities and make informed decisions about 
investing in a particular company. 
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