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Abstract

This paper uses the Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) to screen selected commercial bank per-
formance evaluation indicators, and constructs a reasonable evaluation index variable; and it also
uses the data envelopment analysis method (DEA) to establish a commercial bank operating effi-
ciency evaluation model. By using the AHP-DEA model to empirically analyze the operating per-
formance of 13 commercial banks, it is found that the operating efficiency of the joint-stock com-
mercial banks is relatively high, but the operating efficiency of the banks is quite different. Ac-
cording to the analysis of comprehensive technical efficiency, pure technical efficiency and scale
efficiency, it is found that Bank of Communications, China Merchants Bank and Minsheng Bank are
in the most efficient state. For non-DEA effective commercial banks, investment redundancies and
under-production improvements have been made. Finally, according to the bank’s operating cha-
racteristics, it puts forward suggestions from the bank’s management level, diversification of eq-
uity structure, risk control, and corporate development strategies.
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1. 5]

GToR| Ay QO R Vi AR A= SN R 342 i e o 7y G B e VAR R R R A 1 R PP o | A ¥ =t
WOLHEAT LS E BT, FFR & BPPRI[ 1] SRAT AR v il i B8, RARE ERAETHIRIFARE,
2 [ A TF I PR 2t . T EARAT ML AR LE T AR BE , AHUS 7 B, o FERAT L 57 R
BN IZE R 2R E 2008 5 BIX BN K M TR A LK, BRA KKINNLT FIRIT
EATR o NI R ERTE G R ENLAT & AE, P [ P RBUFAE 2008 SE5EH “ DAL, ARITEIDLS
ok, RN, SRATRIKEMAWET: . HRAT 2 BBRGEZ 1 500X B8 o

FEFRE, AT SR A 5 S, RAT BRI SRR . [, RATIEN
MPESIH RN, B REA ST, AR e EZRMTT, S SATL AR BT RCR, IR L
RAFFHA R, BEHMEIERETEK, R RMARE KPS AW g2 8 8 Mk
A UG S ARAT N AR AR 22 8, AN e B BRAT L IR S 7K S BE 0, SEAF IS5 T- SRR B RO BE 75K

2. kBl

BAT RV — B AT S, B AT A i 2 M R T, HIRTA
[ (I AIL A RHERAT IR 85 PR AT T BT I AT SV HTI 23 0 i i FUARAT S5 A SR Al 2k
MHELETE, TIRSERSIEN S ASHEITES ARSI, K EIESH0E T M EER .4 7 fT(Data
Envelopment Analysis, DEA)A& 24§l £ = Z A7 7775

E 4771, 4 Berger Humphrey 734756 T 0€ &40 M RN R 122 f50C#R, 451 DEA J73%
WA HEIEMARAT AR ERCR 2], B/, Young 5@ BENLRTI k& 1 R EHAT I E B MR 5%
Ak, FHRT I ERAT AR R R ERAT IR, SR, B ARIEEE . AEN A A1)
AT 1743 HT[3]. IvetaRepkova T4 5 i M ARAT IO THIAR £t , 12 AR a8 i 7 ik, T4 T

ik
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AU DEA #iT & 7 HRATR0OR . RIKAVERAT I RCRAR T ARAT M A AR AT o X KAV ERAT RICRAR R 1) £ 2R
R ARRAKN 2, @EMBEALE4]. Hongxia KIARAT IV IE RS A KT . 24 AATT0r 2]
ARSNGB L K B SRR B WRIE L LRI, R A, WshtE, BRITEm
FER Y R B R AEES VE DEA J775 0 b i AR AT I 454 RO IR 5]

B PN 75 THT, XIS X AR AT A 3R I2 7 I BT 0 AT, 3RS 4 DEA J7 VA R RAT SN A5 4,
F ETTARAT AT T, R BT R AR T SRS E SR BAR AR S A BUCR 2= R ROK[6]. EH .
P, JE/N3EI2 H DEA BALFBACE DEA 8L, Xt 15 FKEARIT &S MR AT TINE M . 458K
s AT P ML AR AT 48 BORAR T ARAT WP R A 5 B i B P AR AT 488 0% 2 40 1 AT m ML AR AT 5
W DV RAT & B AR SHAT TP RRT . 3T B RAT B MR I AU TN B, ik
W55 45Ky, (Rt seg 7). BT DEA J52 e v [ i LR AT I8 ReR, R ILSEAT I 2
F eI E D ARAT IR M A E M RO TR B A OR8], 1DBS G E R DEA ARt 13
F M RATE S RCEAT b, IR ] P M AR AT B S L A R BRAT B AR, IR
ST R ARAT BEAR AR [9]

DEA ML TZ2805%, BRHECE B RIEX, v LE B2 BN Z 7= 8, AT
WA H SR HIRME: 1) NS~ HIERIERRE — MR BB FE AR DR IUERAT 8GR VR
ST, SR —HRAT I FE— R, TR R IE R R B S R T E 0, SBOCERRTIEE
BT EBHPENY . 2) FEERN = B E 2, SECREZ MR, BEAREIRE AR
WIR TG, 3) FFIBEUGFNTT H SRR A SRR, R m BIVPN 45 SR A 2 . Nk DEA i
WHIAS A, BRI 51N 2 R 43 HTi%:(Analytic Hierarchy Process, AHP). AHP /&% 7€ 14: i) @t 47 /& & A i —
FRfaifeE SRV T S FH I 22 v U R SR 73 [10]

H RTVF 2 2258 LA 30 AHP AR S0 B & B E 5 T 47 M 50 H 5 ik fidid 78> 7 it AHP 5 DEA
MIPLsk S, T —FiET AHP 5 DEA AR — K GO 77, FRIGIE T 1% 7 : 1A Rt 5 & 2k
[11]o 4 A i #3722 BB IR AT 5 5 .48 7735, W 6 RARATEE RORIAT /0T, J0IE T 1548
MG ERVE12]. SeFFIE E# 7 AHP-DEA J7iERHE SO 17 A 70 & St 808AT 90 0T, 190 T WM& 80k ss &
He . FUBUS a5 R0 42 tH AR SC# 1 [13]. A.Azadeh; S.F. Ghaderi; M.Mirjalili; M.Moghaddam #2H T —
ANEEG 2 I T2 (AHP) RV £0.4% 73 T (DEA) SR VAL R B FA NEBRAT I 078 280 % o i 7 AP B TP AR
BATHIEA S XA K DEA AT AHP 454725k, 7652 R E B br i 56 al_ B e RARA
BATHIN BVAEFE 1141,

2i TR, K AHP-DEA M5 &1 7573, @it AHP EHGE 49BN kR, A M (1 E
Z 4075715 DEA S E A /N I P ML ARAT I 488 AR, AT DURECRE AR . A 24 R, RRITS
BRI TR HE— PR I T i

3. IRAZESITHNIEIRIIESE
3.1. BT ERR

3.1.1. BROMEEERBESEINEE

JERSHTITEAE S RFEA KRR = N EARE #ENZ . TRZ=JE45 . I8 57k O sk f i
BRI 3 T D 45 B 26 I B 2R SR EE R A NFE R R, TR SESAIL TS 7% .

AR AL S T 7V — Pl A 2 BN 277 I S It BRI PPAN A X 243 (1 775 « DEA ) Charnes,
Cooper 5 Rhodes #¢t, KEZES, FAZMBA, HHMARMERN CCR 5 BCC #4!., /£ DEA #1, &t
TR R ERAT IBCRAE N 1.

fets
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3.1.2. AHP-DEA &85

Eit A4S AHP 5 DEA & AL A, RATEEH 7 AHP-DEA #8), 2, ki) AHP #i 7 H e
R, 07t A KPR FE AR« SRS MR BT 9 10 00 ) 45 05,
Bt F9F DEA A R0 AT $2 H efodb il .

3.2. WA ERRIERE

3.2.1. EASMFMHIEFREIR

WA IER) DEA #ETRCR T fn, KRS,

2002 £F, BB GE AN 7] SR AN I 55 B A PR R ST T BT AL SN A R [15],

1.

[ 55 e L A 8 7 B A PR B 25 AE 2006 AR (b R RS SIBOT I E B AT INED Wk 2.

Table 1. The performance evaluation index system of listed companies proposed by the Ministry of Finance and China United

= 1. MEERS hER B LT AR SEIT N HE iR F &

PN FRIR FEAARIR fEIEFEbR
Ei=pa B Ei=p B Ei=pa e
KB 10
TR B Y s A 22
R PR b A 7
4 55 WAL 2R 0 36
A 2 = 7
FEME SR 14
U R EL 12
LB e e 8 LW S5 ) B = 10
R E BRI 18
BB e 2 10 DR e 2 8
B fifi A 10 Ha LR 10
AT BE TR 18
W s fufo LE AR 8 AFERFE 8
BitREARE 8
FE SRR 16
ZEFENSI KR 6
R IERE TR 28
FE S 8
AN S 12
FEN S FIE K 6
Table 2. Central enterprise comprehensive performance evaluation index and weights (extract)
7 2. PROWGEEGHITNIEFR R ERR(TIIE)
NSRS
iz B BN B
e nES 20
BAIRE SR 34
BT A 14
IS TR 2 S 10
B BRI 22
ISR S 12
B fifi 2 12
255 KSR L 22 '
CURA S A 10
e KR 12
ZEIRKR 22
BEAORE Y K 2 10
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2011 45 H, WBGERENR T (it STOTN 70D Wk 3.

[ Ao T R M ARAT 2 8RR VEHOT iR B8 . — AT R U, EEON L IR FEE R R4,
IR SRR DL S L E APIRDUEBEAT I — B E R BB AN TR AR A £5 & S T 5E
TR HIVERAA, IR B ERAT FPP, DN E TERAT R SR O AR AR B K
B SREMNB[16].

3.2.2. N HIEARTUESE
MR LA E B A PE R R R, S IS E IR GEVFT TR b iR R AT B 13 A0 il i ML AR AT 228 R PP
PUESRFR AR, Wk 4.

3.2.3. T AHP HIFMEFRNTE

WA I B 5 TR B tH Y BT A R SROT M R AR AR R AV ERE SUROT A 4R AR S E R DL S 4
RSSO TR bR A R, B IRIETEIMIEFR IR R, X &L TR AT 70 (456 M 05 KB )RR HEAL
HR/NTHE Satty (9 1~9 brBEVEF EUE . HEIRATEE MR —WIhs AW RE, W5k 5.

REIRA = Nw, = (0.42, 0.24, 0.13, 0.08, 0.13)", JEI X — AR FIAE b LUE H, B8 ias fE
JIFEARA 3R 0.08, & ARG IR ER /7 femr, B3] 042, LERERTI. WAIRE)). ZAR I
AN 024, 0.13, 0.13. Bk, N 7IERBHIE Y fEFR S &, 9> DEA st e 22, A
SCEBREAIRE ). B RERETI. AR ST, AR IR bR AT & E SRV . N TH 4 A6 PY I —
RARTR I AFE ) AR EHATHE T, W17 6~ 9.

I, BE TS ZRARPRIBE RN, O TR AR R, ABFAURBEBCERT 0.5
Gefabr, HTHATEE 5H™RIRRE, NSRS S E B, AT 0 T NEnT DUA IR
WV ARAT B B RVRAT BRI IO TURFERE , R AT &8 BRI I, B ERAT IR TR NBUE A& A
JTRIEHRNEIFERR, SO T A 5 P R AT AT A = 8 A, DRI A s B 7R D — R N8
B, XECHEUS S KA RNE R ARAT B TS B A H bR, B LLRBHSRIEIE 8 — D0 B fabr, SAER
LEBRN TR R A TR AN DR B, WA AR, R&HE T NN, FERNE.

Table 3. Financial enterprise performance evaluation index system (excerpt)

= 3. @R SOTNERRE R (T9E)

BRIk BT

Eizgay B (%) EiELo B
AR % 15
RGeS R 30~60 B =R % 10
ZN T ONE 5
B AR EIE K 10
ZE AR 25~40 FE K 5
G R 5
RS 10
PP R R 15~25 WAEER 5
AL 5
WA R 15

A 15~25
Bl A7 2 15
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R PCR . BRI R R R
WRYE L LT, 13 BIREBNT HRFR, W14 10 fros.

Table 4. The evaluation index system of operating efficiency of 13 joint-stock commercial banks

F 4. 13 ZRBFIE W IRITRERRITN RIS AR

— IR
AT (%)
VR A (%)
FRAWA (%)
R (%)
S5 K (%)
B (%)
VAT S (%)
. Bob BEARTE (%)
BB R (%)
AR OE)
SIS B (T)
B E AR5 ()
ZAfEN) A EEHER(%)

ot T (%)

— AR bR

FAMRE

Table 5. Bank operating efficiency analysis first-level index judgment matrix

5. RITEEWR DT —RIBITFIBIRERE

BEMR BFIEE LERIERE malte ) BRI e whRET) W,
i R 1 2 3 5 3 0.42
G R 12 1 2 3 2 0.24
sl 13 12 1 2 1 0.13
A G TN 1/5 1/3 1/2 1 2/3 0.08
AR 1/3 12 1 32 1 0.13
—HMEAREE CT=0.0366 < 0.1
Table 6. Joint-stock commercial bank profitability judgment matrix
= 6. B nmIrnl sRI TR FI8E S FI BT REE
e BEARFEZR H I A W,
TR 1 1/2 3 0.31
e I A 2 1 5 0.58
AU 1/3 1/5 1 0.11
—EMARTS CT1=0.031<0.1
94 IR 55 ol 2 RN B
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Table 7. Joint-stock commercial bank’s management and development ability judgment matrix

= 7. BROEIEIRITEE L REENFIEERE

LERIERRTT SRR BEEIERK R EDI R % W,
SRR 1 3 4 0.63
RS IGK R 13 1 2 0.23
BV A 1/4 12 1 0.11

—HEAE CI=0.0155<0.1

Table 8. Joint-stock commercial banks’ liquidity judgment matrix

= 8. BRHIE LRI TR BN RE NI B AE RS

ikl vl AR WIS L BEAR 7 L5 RR SRR w,

A N LS 1 3 2 0.54
BOBEAT LR 13 1 12 0.16
BB R 12 2 1 0.30

— RIS CT=0.0775<0.1

Table 9. Joint-stock commercial bank operating safety capability judgment matrix

= 9. RMEIFWIRITEE RERENFIEER

wAf ARGEHE B SR W,
ENEY e 1 13 0.25
& E TR 3 1 0.75

—HHERL CI=0<0.1

Table 10. Input-output indicators of thirteen joint-stock commercial banks’ operating efficiency evaluation

= 10. 13 ZERMAHIE L RITRERERIT RN LB

P TR AR EiELay e fabr X
AT RN S IN TER G T KL
HTE(X2) - IN A EEERI . BRI R TR a8 1 A 557
FAT R H(X) £ N CBRATHEAS — BRI (B B2 I + 12.5% T3 U % 42)%100%
R TE 5 5(Xa) A (BERIR M /A R DT A)* 100%
HHIE(Y ) 7 FIE LB — FiERiE)
I3 #(Y2) 7 (B J& R A # A4 ) *100%
BB (YS) ] (AR P8 e T8 7 A A = S ) * 1 00%

4. A IRITEERRTIED
4.1. MREEEBIERIR

ASCAECA IR E L EH 13 KA il DL ARAT 12l AHP-DEA B R0 Hp 8 R kAT oy, i
BURARAT 73 B ONASIEARAT « JHRERAT . PERAT. R RAMRAT. M0lARAT. JeRRAT. PRiR
i1y HEARAT TURARAT . [T WTRIRAT . EhRARAT . DU AEPPOYAE R L aER A AR T A
BRI SR, SCE TR ST 2012 6 EHH CRARAT BEAE BIMEGRIT)) » BITASC I %

DOI: 10.12677/ssem.2018.74012 95 IR 55 ol 2 RN B


https://doi.org/10.12677/ssem.2018.74012

BT 2013 F~2016 G35 F B4 il i ML ARAT B 48078 BRSOl . B0 KA TR, EIR 70N 5 5 M AR AT
B HIA S 5555 . 12 AHP-DEA RN B RR i, BSR e sk TRE AR BME TN FE Bz
FRIPRE[17]. 13 AT IUELE E PG S5 3] 52 N IE.

4.2. BRI RITHX R 24

M5 BCC-DEA J5i%, iz DEAP2.1 X HdEREAT AL BE, 153 %% ik SR TT AR R AE, S5 R Wk 11
B o

4.2.1. ZFABARYESH

MERERARE R AT, T 13 KA 1l 7 ML ARAT 0 258 BOR R AE 5 52 [0 By N P, ~F 318
IBBT 0.951. KW 13 FHAAT PIIFEAE 5% IR N IR B, X AL O TR BB S mT AR s AR AT I
M. AT R EATABISGERAT . FHRRIT 5 RAEMRITAE 2013 4~2016 A BB RIZEEEARAH ZCIR
&, AR R =R ERATEE SIS N — BT BRI A RSB I =T — B T 2E B IURE.
MG 1T FRRIFAE AT TRERAT . S RIRAT ISR S BORRCRAE B SN W BN 2L T g%, RYI=X
HRAT 7 2t i BKOP B ) 7 208 A BRI B ZR S BOR IR A RORE . RN R IR A RAT . XlkiR

Table 11. Statistics on operating efficiency of 13 joint-stock commercial banks (2013-2016)
=11 13 RBFIRAIRITEELRERIT(2013 £~2016 £F)

- 13 S 47
wm P TmE Wk b e RE Ok ek P B Tk fE WiE B
AT AT HMTOMUT OWMT 4T AT T RMT BT 4T AT AT
2013 4 1.000 0.989 0.962 1.000 1.000 0.994 0.998 0.878 0.875 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.977

T4

g 20144E 1.000 1.000 0971 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.981 0.834 0916 0.886 0926 1.000 1.000 0.963
20154 1.000 1.000 0.922 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.933 0.877 1.000 0.641 1.000 1.000 0.932 0.947
(TE) 20164 1.000 1.000 0.824 1.000 1.000 0.965 0.956 0.810 0.951 0.604 0.968 0.844 0.991 0.916
T 1.000 0.997 0920 1.000 1.000 0.990 0.967 0.850 0936 0.783 0974 0.961 0.981 0.951

2013 4 1.000 0.989 0971 1.000 1.000 0.998 1.000 0.880 0.934 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.982

giy  20144F  1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.839 0925 0934 0931 1.000 1.000 0.971
A% 2015 %  1.000 1.000 0.931 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0922 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.933 0.984
(PTE) 20164 1.000 1.000 0.867 1.000 1.000 00981 1.000 0963 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.848 1.000 0.974
2] 1.000 0.997 0942 1.000 1.000 0.995 1.000 0.901 0965 0984 0983 0.962 0983 0978

2013 4 1.000 1.000 0.991 1.000 1.000 0.995 0.998 0998 00937 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.994

—_— 2014 % 1.000 1.000 0.971 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.981 0995 0990 0.949 0,994 1.000 1.000 0.991
W 20154 1.000 1.000 0.994 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.933 0.951 1.000 0.641 1.000 1.000 0.999 0.963
6B) 2016 % 1.000 1.000 0.950 1.000 1.000 0.983 00956 0.841 0.951 0.604 0.968 0.995 0.991 0.941

T 1.000 1.000 0.977 1.000 1.000 0.995 0.967 0946 0970 0.799 0.989 0.999 0.998 0.972

2013 & — — Irs — — irs drs drs irs — — — —
figy 2014 i — — Irs — — — irs irs drs irs irs — —
W 5015 s — — Irs — — — irs irs — irs — — drs

2016 £ — — Irs — — drs irs irs irs irs irs drs irs

T GEitoRIE: MRS DEAP2.1 THRSE B . drs ORI IB IR irs TR UBTIRIMIESY ;. —FoR BRI AN AL o
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1. EEARTHEA BRGNS, RYI=FEATHEB RN WA L8 KR R, BE
IMAE R RN RIEERAT . W RAT . fEFARATAE 2013 5~2016 FFE AL EBORBCEE AR
SHAANERRE, RYI=FETHEREA DS R 52E MR,

4.2.2. HGHRYRS T

MERAT A AR BRI HT, 13 AT A AR AL 2013 4:~2016 F N — B TIEBGIRES, R &R
ATERLE AN Wb 32 5 5 H AR KPR RAT AW K. AN R I A BARAT . HRARAT. AT, K
BT Wi ARAT Bk B AL R ARG BORES, X R AT BA B I BKF 5 BRI HE AR 61)H #E
o FIRPRIHARARAT . ST DOERAT . S5 AT U FERAT AR 5 S 1] 9 A BOR R0% R ROIRES
HANARORES, RANFEAT LIRS E BT, IR R AT 2 E IR 2 E K GE .

4.2.3. FUEHR SRR S
MARAT IR R, AR DUASIEARAT  HARERAT . FRRIARAT . IAE AT A2 25 22 1A] A 2415 2
TR ROIRES, RYIN R BT IR B 28 R AAUIRE . W RBUDCKREAT . R EAT SEFERIT =X
HRATAE 2013 £E~2016 FEN, ATHARRE B IR MR G BORRCREAR, RSB 5080 1 AR T )
CRE BORBCRBAR A 6 22 R A AR AR A, IR RR AN 2, ARAT I 2400 = 1 B 7 AL
MARAT BRI 7 M7, BRECEARAT . IACHRAT . FHRERAT . RAEMRATA TR A4, HARR
AT RRAE TR IE SRS, RUIRAT N Ay R E R, SR Bk

4.3. IE DEA BHHIRITIRAR RS~ HA BT

X1 DEA B 2HI4R1T, FIH DEAP2.1 5 1 2016 FEHIBNITLAR S AR, W& 12 Fis.

M 12, FTRURIILE 2016 G- DU KT NICREBG=HA L, FERATH™ H
A RECNE, TR AR T 63.932 1270 RIE . $215 2.52% 1 = I 2 LKL 14.28% 1)
SATE K AR B DD 1046.758 A2 TTI LT P DA FRAIK 0.282% HE AT 2 F A REAHARAT7E 2016 FIAF|
RAEIRE . R R IO ARAT AR T HAVRLT, SRR ER KL S 6518.174 127G, 1T
THATIE IR FEAGFIETURE, “PRBITEE MR 32 B R = e br R IA B & FRAS . #r
FERAT 5 ZEXT BN S 7 PR 5 TR T 50, A BB BIA B AR AT

5. R REW

WEFERY]: 13 SR DL ARAT 2B BRI e, WAHORBIZIERAT WA BRAT . RMRAT. R
AT BAATRCRATY, RADUSRATEE RO R, AT LOE A IRAT 2 E . X FalisoR

Table 12. Improvement analysis of non-DEA effective bank investment redundancy and output in 2016

5% 12.2016 F£9E DEA BRBVRITIRAR A S =HE AR B S#

BENTUA FERAN 2
WL R el wARRR  REESE SR SWEPUeEE AETHKER
N (fze) (%) (%) (12.7%) (%) (%)
FEHRAT 0 1046.758 0.282 0 63.932 2.52 14.28
MVARAT 0 6518.174 0.173 0 10.309 0.985 0.282
PRAT 0 0 0.021 0 8.667 0.533 0.683
Wi AT 0 85.273 0.863 0 18.164 2.959 5.605

VE: GiiPoRIE: MR DEAP2.1 1545 Ak,
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RERTRERAT, B A RAT I H 48 B SOR BT EN A B RN . X TR T
RIARAT, A5 A T IUBAR I I B, N8> ZER N, GiiRAT IV E R, 25 b T MR i
FEBY B WS IEINE R BN, PIKERAT I E IR, AIMERCE 2 i as . Xt T F DEA A 2T,
i BN A7 H P 5 T EAT et

NS e 1 P L ARAT OB R DA ARAT R B ORI T 85 2R, R I I AR 1) SR Bt il
FDARAT A B E KT, R m R ERAT ISR ORI, #E— b hnam i e ARAT £ BT R0 B C & e
T30 AEFLIAN BV ARAT B BRI R AR . REHAT B ROR, BT AR [ E RN T B it i fE
T EEMMBE. 2) BIRAERERARAT B 2 ooie, 8 et i R s M ARAT M E R . S5
] &1 7o M BRAT PR IR 22 1) 5 2 00 DA B [ A BRAT TR A7 ) 252 J R R AR A DL, R IBERL 4454 22 Tt
AT REDARAT ZERCRIIRTE . 13 FIR IR 4 E B0R BB s E S B AMRATH LU B E
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