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1. Purpose

2. Companies surveyed

3. Result

A. The total assets billion US$

B. The remaining balance of operating lease (OL) payments billion US$ JPY/USD

C. The ratio of OLs to the total assets (B/A) %

Breakdown by the ratio of OLs to total assets among the 1,752 companies
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Fishery, Agriculture & Forestry 5 11,241 84 0.75% 0 5 1 4

Mining 7 45,237 121 0.27% 0 7 7

Construction 96 238,868 38,312 16.04% 5 2 1 1 1 91 4 5 82

Foods 69 211,622 1,358 0.64% 1 1 68 3 7 58

Textiles & Apparels 41 62,618 147 0.23% 1 1 40 2 38

Pulp & Paper 11 55,752 7 0.01% 0 11 11

Chemicals 128 357,355 2,288 0.64% 0 128 3 1 8 116

Pharmaceutical 38 165,790 1,418 0.86% 0 38 1 2 2 33

Oil & Coal Products 11 149,578 489 0.33% 0 11 11

Rubber Products 11 53,818 1,923 3.57% 1 1 10 2 8

Glass & Ceramics Products 33 78,047 426 0.55% 0 33 1 1 2 29

Iron & Steel 32 181,246 540 0.30% 0 32 1 31

Nonferrous Metals 24 96,928 309 0.32% 0 24 2 22

Metal Products 37 59,104 327 0.55% 0 37 2 35

Machinery 120 285,117 1,285 0.45% 1 1 119 2 6 111

Electric Appliances 154 802,115 12,213 1.52% 0 154 1 4 8 18 123

Transportation Equipments 62 933,574 3,643 0.39% 0 62 1 1 60

Precision Instruments 28 57,383 265 0.46% 1 1 27 1 26

Other Products 48 89,972 791 0.88% 3 1 1 1 45 1 3 2 1 38

Electric Power & Gas 17 518,707 322 0.06% 1 1 16 16

Land Transportation 37 352,764 5,491 1.56% 7 1 1 1 1 1 2 30 1 2 2 2 23

Marine Transportation 9 65,238 8,960 13.73% 5 4 1 4 1 3

Air Transportation 3 34,188 3,991 11.67% 2 1 1 1 1

Warehousing & Harbor Transportation Services 21 22,686 776 3.42% 4 1 2 1 17 3 1 1 1 11

Information & Communication 113 501,886 5,566 1.11% 11 4 2 1 2 2 102 1 4 7 8 82

Wholesale Trade 146 697,947 14,552 2.08% 8 4 1 3 138 1 10 15 112

Retail Trade 159 320,177 32,677 10.21% 71 2 4 18 30 2 6 3 2 4 88 6 4 5 18 55

Banks 85 9,676,174 8,340 0.09% 0 85 85

Securities & Commodity Futures 21 635,854 2,217 0.35% 0 21 3 18

Insurance 6 1,005,816 969 0.10% 0 6 6

Other Financing Business 22 421,895 571 0.14% 0 22 22

Real Estate 45 229,591 17,392 7.58% 6 2 1 2 1 39 2 1 1 5 30

Services 113 115,335 6,344 5.50% 29 2 2 10 4 1 1 2 4 3 84 1 2 4 3 74

Total 1,752 18,533,622 174,114 0.94% 157 4 4 6 35 50 8 12 9 13 16 1,595 17 26 56 115 1,381

0.2% 0.2% 0.3% 2.0% 2.9% 0.5% 0.7% 0.5% 0.7% 0.9% 1.0% 1.5% 3.2% 6.6% 78.8%

Survey on the remaining balance of operating leases used by listed companies in Japan

The purpose is to understand the situation of the remaining balance of operating leases used by listed companies in Japan.

Table 1 Total amount by the 1,752 listed companies

1,752 listed companies in the first section of the Tokyo stock exchange as of on 31th July, 2013 (excluding foreign corporations)
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The total

assets
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(A)

The
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OL lease
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($million)

(B)

The ratio

of OLs to

the total

assets

(B/A)

exchange‐rate

0.0100

9.0% 91.0%

18,533.622

174.114

0.94

Table 2 Breakdown by types of business of the1,752 listed companies

Types of business
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1. Purpose

2. Companies surveyed 

3. Result

A. The total assets

B. The remaining balance of operating lease (OL) payments   billion US$

C. The ratio of OLs to the total assets (B/A)

Breakdown by the ratio of OLs to total assets among the 500 companies
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M
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Aerospace & defence 9 266,779 6,242 2.34% 3 1 1 1 6 3 2 1

Automobiles & parts 13 1,152,805 26,013 2.26% 1 1 12 1 1 2 3 5

Banks 49 33,905,003 81,735 0.24% 0 49 49

Beverages 13 403,068 6,518 1.62% 0 13 2 1 4 6

Chemicals 23 415,694 9,496 2.28% 2 1 1 21 2 1 6 7 5

Construction & materials 16 507,408 16,785 3.31% 3 2 1 13 2 1 4 4 2

Electricity 16 1,023,706 14,899 1.46% 2 1 1 14 1 3 2 8

Electronic & electrical equipment 6 87,795 2,435 2.77% 1 1 5 2 1 2

Financial services 19 1,032,811 6,667 0.65% 2 2 17 1 1 1 3 11

Fixed line telecommunications 13 572,833 44,614 7.79% 7 1 3 1 1 1 6 1 3 2

Food & drug retailers 14 343,987 77,223 22.45% 10 1 3 2 1 1 1 1 4 1 1 2

Food producers 11 297,917 12,324 4.14% 3 1 2 8 2 3 2 1

Forestry & paper 3 45,528 1,591 3.49% 0 3 3

Gas, water & multiutilities 12 912,448 18,817 2.06% 1 1 11 1 1 2 4 3

General industrials 6 259,104 6,752 2.61% 0 6 1 1 1 2 1

General retailers 7 87,804 34,237 38.99% 7 2 2 1 1 1 0
Health care equipment & services 9 92,566 7,990 8.63% 4 1 1 1 1 5 2 1 2

Household goods & home construction 9 91,873 1,237 1.35% 0 9 1 2 6

Industrial engineering 22 360,333 8,007 2.22% 2 1 1 20 2 5 4 5 4

Industrial metals & mining 10 259,399 3,488 1.34% 0 10 1 3 6

Industrial transportation 12 278,215 27,525 9.89% 8 3 4 1 4 4

Life insurance 13 5,195,415 10,523 0.20% 0 13 13

Media 20 270,004 18,907 7.00% 9 1 4 1 2 1 11 2 2 1 4 2

Mining 14 692,240 8,448 1.22% 0 14 2 1 11

Mobile telecommunications 11 542,621 41,854 7.71% 4 1 2 1 7 3 1 2 1

Nonlife insurance 19 3,967,370 8,448 0.21% 0 19 1 2 16

Oil & gas producers 24 2,252,917 94,956 4.21% 6 2 2 1 1 18 1 1 7 9

Oil equipment & services 11 137,135 7,702 5.62% 8 4 2 1 1 3 1 2

Personal goods 15 271,475 31,658 11.66% 13 1 2 9 1 2 1 1

Pharmaceuticals & biotechnology 15 529,197 10,107 1.91% 4 2 2 11 1 2 5 3

Real estate investment & services 3 33,439 116 0.35% 0 3 3

Real estate investment trusts 11 168,204 10,185 6.06% 3 2 1 8 1 7

Software & computer services 9 82,847 5,730 6.92% 7 2 2 3 2 2

Support services 19 123,796 10,283 8.31% 11 1 4 1 3 1 1 8 1 4 1 2

Technology hardware & equipment 6 112,439 4,193 3.73% 1 1 5 1 2 1 1

Tobacco 3 90,794 708 0.78% 0 3 2 1

Travel & leisure 15 209,529 26,903 12.84% 12 2 4 1 1 1 3 3 1 1 1

Total 500 57,076,496 705,315 1.24% 134 3 6 17 44 11 15 9 16 13 366 24 36 40 78 188
0.6% 1.2% 3.4% 8.8% 2.2% 3.0% 1.8% 3.2% 2.6% 4.8% 7.2% 8.0% 15.6% 37.6%

The total
assets

($million)
(A)

The num
ber of Corp

Types of business

26.8% 73.2%

Survey on the remaining balance of operating leases used by  companies FT EUROPE 500 2013
(Information disclosed by lessees)

The purpose is to understand the situation of the remaining balance of operating leases used by companies in Europe.

500 companies in  FT EUROPE 500 2013

Table 1 Total amount by the 500 companies

1.24

705.315

57,076.496

%

  billion US$

Table 2  Breakdown by types of business of the 500 companies

The ratio
of OLs to
the total
assets
(B/A)

The
remaining
OL lease
payments
($million)

(B)

EUR/USD 1.3247
GBP/USD 1.6116
CHF/USD 1.0963
SEK/USD 0.1540
TRY/USD 0.5591

exchange‐rate
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1. Purpose

2. Companies surveyed 

3. Result

A. The total assets

B. The remaining balance of operating lease (OL) payments   billion US$

C. The ratio of OLs to the total assets (B/A)

Breakdown by the ratio of OLs to total assets among the 500 companies
More than 5％ Less than 5%

M
ore than 100

％

M
ore than 75

％
 to 100

％

M
ore than 50

％
 to 75

％

M
ore than 20

％
 to 50

％

M
ore than 10

％
 to 20

％

M
ore than  9

％
 to 10

％

M
ore than  8

％
 to 9

％

M
ore than  7

％
 to 8

％

M
ore than  6

％
 to 7

％

M
ore than  5

％
 to 6

％

M
ore than  4

％
 to 5

％

M
ore than  3

％
 to 4

％

M
ore than  2

％
 to 3

％

M
ore than  1

％
 to 2

％

Less than 1%

Automobiles & Components 7 415,463 5,234 1.26% 1 1 6 2 1 3

Banks 14 3,102,675 19,442 0.63% 0 14 2 12

Capital Goods 41 1,541,263 25,054 1.63% 3 2 1 38 6 8 13 8 3

Commercial & Professional Services 12 108,734 6,158 5.66% 4 2 1 1 8 2 2 2 1 1

Consumer Durables & Apparel 18 117,250 12,259 10.46% 10 1 4 2 2 1 8 2 1 1 2 2

Consumer Services 13 145,503 30,081 20.67% 10 1 1 2 4 1 1 3 1 2

Diversified Financials 27 10,649,157 69,220 0.65% 2 1 1 25 1 2 1 2 19

Energy 45 1,728,338 42,005 2.43% 6 4 1 1 39 1 7 6 11 14

Food & Staples Retailing 8 375,751 70,873 18.86% 6 2 2 1 1 2 1 1

Food Beverage & Tobacco 26 544,631 10,395 1.91% 1 1 25 3 2 6 7 7

Health Care Equipment & Services 30 663,015 14,630 2.21% 3 1 1 1 27 4 3 7 9 4

Household & Personal Products 6 183,842 5,983 3.25% 4 1 1 1 1 2 1 1

Insurance 21 3,716,426 13,765 0.37% 2 1 1 19 19

Materials 31 532,347 13,712 2.58% 3 1 1 1 28 3 6 7 7 5

Media 15 563,347 22,310 3.96% 7 1 1 3 2 8 3 1 2 2

Pharmaceuticals, Biotechnology 24 719,568 9,694 1.35% 3 1 1 1 21 1 1 6 7 6

Real Estate 19 297,529 15,890 5.34% 6 1 3 2 13 1 3 3 2 4

Retailing 31 341,726 87,574 25.63% 27 1 4 5 8 5 1 1 1 1 4 3 1

Semiconductors & Semiconductor 15 189,050 2,596 1.37% 0 15 1 1 2 3 8

Software & Services 32 749,229 24,510 3.27% 11 3 1 2 1 4 21 2 4 3 6 6

Technology Hardware & Equipment 18 595,747 14,205 2.38% 1 1 17 1 3 6 6 1

Telecommunication Services 6 599,361 46,904 7.83% 4 1 1 1 1 2 1 1

Transportation 11 260,451 40,712 15.63% 6 3 1 1 1 5 1 2 2

Utilities 30 1,101,025 36,525 3.32% 4 1 1 1 1 26 1 1 1 10 13

Total 500 29,241,427 639,729 2.19% 124 4 5 7 26 29 5 9 13 11 15 376 33 54 68 91 130
0.8% 1.0% 1.4% 5.2% 5.8% 1.0% 1.8% 2.6% 2.2% 3.0% 6.6% 10.8% 13.6% 18.2% 26.0%

24.8% 75.2%

Table 2  Breakdown by types of business of the 500 companies

The ratio
of OLs to
the total

assets
(B/A)

The
remaining
OL lease

payments
($million)

(B)

The purpose is to understand the situation of the remaining balance of operating leases used by companies in United States of America.

Survey on the remaining balance of operating leases used by  companies S&P500 FY2012
(Information disclosed by lessees)

The total
assets

($million)
(A)

The num
ber of Corp

Types of business

Japan Leasing Association

500 companies in  S&P500 FY2012

Table 1 Total amount by the 500 companies

2.19

639.729

29,241.427

%

  billion US$
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