B ARERSRIT R A SCUE S AR
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(BABUEXZEPESRHARP L , K , 610074 )

HNERE  ANELARBBRTREXIERRSE LRI T ERITHAEARP AT RELFTLRANSH

FREMFSHIGE  BEFMALR T EFREE—BREOKXI T ERTHREBXNIERRFHNA ; REXR

RFRMEMAEFEZBERRRBTRATHIE , FADEARBENERTHER , FAERBELES E—
—FER MR B AR B TR AT RITREOEWEAR ; HREFHEA-NEHREBERTRENE

ER%,
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BRATHCR R — S 5 FR bR AT VPAS , BLAR R KRB S it U ARAT I & R Gk, (HIXFP 7
PR SA R {0, MEERRERRA — e, JRE A R I 5 B R 1 5 bt
(Yeh, 1996); F&, WMEIRIRAREBURAT K IARCR, WAL S HRERITIEME . 8
BRI (Sherman&Gold, 1985); /&, W4 IRALHIEEA AR, LA
T VR A b S R AT R DA S SR IR R IS AR R o BT, IR, [ PR BT ARAT ROR T 7T
B b SR SEAIE H 40 W 5 i

—\ BRATHRLER A ELE

eIt 2 50 P, HATRHCR B — B2 R0 . LG ER I ARER K 3 IR L 5
FVE 255, 70l RN ERAT TR A A 2R R B A s A=, DL R Il 72 & 14 22 R AL SR B AR
FRAS o A2 33k — 25 HOAIE 50 3R B ARS8 % R BB 8 0 S SLAE AR AT M AR R AN 2 25 . AP R AT
(Benston, 1972) 50 T HAT LB B 0N, RIMTES @ HAh KA BT T,
BATIIREY K 1 6%, FRA R % 5%% 8%. 1A% (Berger and Humphrey, 1994) [
TR, FURLEE A S5 5 B RRCR AL SR A 5%,

52 M, e E T A s AR KA HEE I X208, IR A R 4 il
B E SO E R BB R, MEERSEEET AT REH, XARECR SEIRCRIA
LU A 20%. T2, A RBERIIV GRS 7 A= 3% 1# I . Leibenstein (1996)
TS X5 N AT R R AT, G0 B S A AR N, AN &N IR
PR Ap=ids GERESE). E—HREdE T, T BTtk 510 A alidn 20k %
BT, el R R R ARAT S bR 2 TR Y ZE R S i T e X-ROR IR I AR

iz PR b i T D7 92 R A 5 i R b 55 340 SR AR AT R AT JE A 4. Berger and
Humphrey (1997) Xf 130 Z @A R EMHARCEE BT R SCIAT TIRAIMERZRE, Ah



ST 5 M EERM TR RETHERE 0 AN RR—Z RO MRS

SHOTIE BRI . S — MBI S 7 (the stochastic frontier approach,
SFA), ‘B H Aigner. Lovell. Schmidt (1977) L% Vanden Broech (1977) #EtH. ML F
THEFE T AR FREEAE P R RO, HH R R 2 A TSR R R . NIX
PR A3 T R ZE I AT PR (1D BRG] p R, IOANIEXRRR P IES A0, X
— R IE A oA R AT A T H I AR (2) BENLRZDUH V R,
FH T~ Bl LY B0 o] 38 N B b A BT CABE AL 1R 22 50 X B AR 1fE 1E 25 79 4 (Baueretal , 1993)
BE AL S 732 N FH AR 9% SCRR 7T 22 I, Ferrier A1 Lovell (1990). Baueretal (1993). Kwan Al
Eisenbeis (1995) LA} Clark #1 Siems (2002) %5 ARG

5RO E A /732 (distribution free approach, DFA), ‘B J&— MR BT/ Hr
(efficiency frontier analysis) WIZH51%, /& Berger (1993) T FHAM) AR F s 318 42 H
e i B X ARBCEE BB Z 0, CRARAT AR R SR T R i N U AR LL
M5 HH 25 A Fp AR S ARAT IR ST A . DFA AN B FRENL TR I0R X-3ERCR T AF
FEAE 4 2 SARAT SRR AT VSR AT R AR W B . DFA WA W 2R 10 i B AR R A g, T
AR E S RAT R B R — NN RN R, RESR THEAE, £ &N
N o AZJTVEAE B VA 75 A% I 8] P 51 A 1 T A (panel data)  [R] IR ERAT 2%
FAE R T2 — MRS AT .

BB =P R R IA S 71 (thick frontier approach, TFA) . F T35 24147\l Hp R AL 55 10
X-%# . Clark M Siems (2002) fEMATHIHFEHIZ AT TFA. TFA A A FHRGE T A 4A
BERIKEAS T A 2 SR A T o IXFh 5141 ¥ 8 Berger A1 Humphrey (1997). Bauer et al.

(1993) fiHL.

55 e R B RSO E, S 80730 = SRR > . ES3L
JriEnT st — 2RI oy B 2K B R L4 43t (data envelopment approach, DEA) F1JG 57347 (free
disposal hull, FDH). DEA j&—®hZeM %77k, 7T CARE E4F E 1T 37 Th N 577 AR LL i e
HERBIAXAE =308 . DEA BCE IE R ARFE A A8, THERNE R Bg sk
fR A B /M TR, TR A ZGE . Battachar et al. (1997) % H DEA 754087 1 4t
AR BN RE R MV AR AT AR P2 AR I 52 . Leign Drake (2001) F|H DEA J7iEmE5 T
1984~1995 4 [a) 5% [ 4RAT ML AR R RN AR P2 R AR, 18 T DL [EARAT MR H I AR 4L,
g T ARAT LB B . Tser-yieth Chen (2001) FJf] DEA J7i%70#r 7 GIEHRAT LK
X-AER0%, 4y IR AP s KA AN e MBS 04T T 1988~1997 4RI (144, IESR &
T X ARAT ML T8 X-AE KRB0 FRRR . 5k, BN WA =E I MEFH DEA 7t E A
PN ARAT I RCR I, angE . ERF (20000 FF DEA W50 T B A m AR AT 1997 FEHIRL
K, INNEFRTEART R EERAF AT, 5ktE (2003) H DEA J7ikxd & HEA .
e il TR MLARAT 1997~2001 A HIZCRARGU T —NEEE W S5V, DO EH
AR I R I AR ARAT . SRR AR AR AT, E A AR T fE .

FDH & DEA FJ—M4ef, Fogiohs 7Bl (Berger #1 Humphrey, 1997).
FH T8 ROR S 1A S TR S A R B . SHO7 15— A E 2GR s R i e e

" OMCRATIRAT RARE G MHAR M RSMETT SRR T, LA/ SRAG B AR 55 S BRI B R AL
AT, B AINGS A FEAE A — M b T S AR ROHRAT . AESHUMT, RCRATTEHR
ITRARFEA T R AR IURAT, EH U HAEFN 100%.

% Arunava Bhattacharyya, C.A.K.Lovell, Pankaj Sahay, “The Impact of Liberation on the Productive Efficiency of
Indian Commercial Banks”, European Journal of Operation Research, 1997, 98: 332-345.

SRR, FEW: P EBERTRCRI: —FAES B, (ERETRY, 2000 5 3 W,
4opepEdl. IR ERARAT SR TN DEA J51E K& 1997—2001 SEHCR ISTIE A7, (CERFR), 2003 4
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TEREOEA, HmA R SECCR I E IR ZE (Berger A1 Humphrey, 1997). 1IESE
FVFRCRIE— E W W R A AR B, ANELR A Bt 5P A0 19 TC ROCR o A i e e R v . B
PL, ZZEHE FREER, BHINAIESETTEICHZ DEA J7iE S G A ST 75 2

—. DEA Hi

Ha 455781 (data envelopment analysis, f#jFK DEA) ZKE%:. &5, EHIOME S
kA, MR TIBEZ A4, DEA 2R EAMHEZRMPERTT (ERAL) 8
(PR U ) —Fh 7V AT 2 B AR SR 0 /R e 4 7 B SR AR b Tt
BAZAMN, Rl A2 miism A /1 TR . DEA FIABR MG
BRI A A R AR PR ET VR T, R AR PR ETVR T A BRI T, BE T TR A ) R 3
AR, B AR H AR S

DEA BCRIES BT 5 BB NRY, TRAT7ES A AR S e BRAT 1 it
FPORFRT, ARV B B SRR, 7 R IR SRAT ) A2

IXFP 7 V5 Je A2 AE Farrell (1957) MBS EA TR BRAT RCR 0] 43 B 43 HR AU
# (technical efficiency, TE) KBLAEZG EHRANIEHL T, BRATRIGE K™ HIEE /1 BLE
% (allocative efficiency, AE) RBRZEEBAMAGEF, AT UG Y b8 A & (1 e
IR I A L A R T R I BERCR (economic efficiency, EE). WITGHFRRIEH, A
TEFR BN ROR I IR ROAR S . IR S /MU ) A B SR AR X b 7 VERHERAT 38502 BRI

X, A

v

1 BRARSHEEHRR

R BCRAT AL FH P AN X X0 257 —F ™ Y o [F) I, AR BCRAT BRI A2 77 BR B Y=A(X,
Xo) AR S, SRk QQ - REFTA Xy, Xo MHAA S, FHATA#ATES Rl
25 QQ " LTI A POANHEBARAG MM . T Q £ QQ ~ EMHMAALEAEITHIA
KPR B REAL P SR R K, B T QQ 7 A2 R T IR AL A RA S Q AN
BER, T QQ ~ A EJT I AL G R Q BN T, RIHRAT R . WA —FARAT
DA D s & A7 BAL ™ i, 2Bt CD B 1T IR TR, U A D
MEELHIER C M, PRI . X B CD/OD HRERFTA N F LRI LLE], i
BATHIHEARME (AE) H NRLLHIAR H:

TE=0C/OD=1-CD/OD (D

> BRI AR IR B T AL G R R T AROR R, Farrell ¥ H 7 i R B Z BN 27 H LU
I8 5 AL I O 15 0L o



HIME R, BEARBCRAE T 0~1 Z18], BORFEEN 1, FoRBAT T HART RN
A g

R SRR L (i B MM 7O, U D IRCE XCE AE 5E SUN:
AE=0B/OC (2)

KK BCARE T AT HEARGRMN C it LTHREAK (R HESARE RO
F A FHTRETT LA A

Farrell [FE &5 R0% (EB) #€ X N:
EE=0OB/OD 3

XHEKEE BD ] DR RRA MG, B (1) (2, (3) ZW A, FHR%
R e AV & SIE

EE=0B/OD=(0OC/OD)*(OB/OC)=TE*AE D)
L, RS ERAT A 2 KT B N A N SE PR AR B EE 3o B JESARAT
(] DEA RUR=IMAL R ERAT P S B INBUR IZ AT RN B8 4R, HHUTHE A FUAE I,
HACEREN 1, RN NAR WRBERENT 1, WOATER
CAE STl Ay e BIERAT Z N 277 R L, RANREIX I BT 1 v (48 7= i 232 Oy
2 YRS R T T
RBAFAE n ZARAT, ENMEM v FHEBNAEP” v B . #E DEA w3l il ok 2 )

il #kR EEv TE K& AE. RIELECENIAR, ﬁ%?&ﬁiuﬂ%*%i%ﬁﬁ i A S B
BT E A RNEA MCi,  MCi AR R 5 SRR 1] R w] K AG «

Min MCi=pixi(i=1, 2..., 1) (5
LR

Dyi <aY;

@ xi>aX;

® aERN+
ook,

pi 5 1 SARAT u MR AN RS AL u 2 v

xi /2 FH A 1 AT T A RN 2 B u 4 )

X A n FARTIBNRELA R (nxu) BRERE:

Y A n GRARAT 17 H B (noov) AR B

o A& FERATIRONE J ™ S A I 4L n 4 I &6
ANSRER 1 FRAT A yi (I R SERR AR g Ci, T

EEi= MCi/Ci 6)

Z L ENT BT E ) OB/OD.

WY o WE-NaEHBANT 0, BHESH-ASEKRT 0.
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Min TEi =A 7
LR KA

@® yi<aY;

@ \ixi >0X;

B aERN+

Hor, v b E, HAb SR SR THEHRI M 22 | FARITHEARRBCER,
ST EE G OC/OD. R EAE EEi M1 TEi AU (4) REPe 5305 i AAR4T I B AR

= B PHERRGEESEIELE

G R E BN 2 IEF R DEA J5iE 0 S8R4T 8 i — AN OB I /. AR A
TIEAR SRR IE, RARAT RN K& HEAT 5 SO 73R ERT By Jy = ARk
(production approach). H141i% (intermediation approach) FI¥;=y% (asset approach). 7E4E
FEEN, BUTH AR - AT SS AR 7= 3, DRRARAT 17 H ORI &2 A K
FEE, AR S TR A R S5 B E AR AL DR OS5 IR ARAT RN B AN
1. R, BT NESARRNERTFHREES, RN ERIESFERSN
JER, HATHEA X — AR, ERAT 0 R AR R S8, B A,
BT RN A BRI R B A, RAN I SEARAT 17 H A& 8 SORARAT B = A fii R v it
FEITIITE , EER D ERAIIE SR 45 BT R 40

W AR A, A AURNTE RAT W 55 KR, X — SO AE T U T LA R AT
RO AR BOUERS 21, T AAS SCAS R AT AR 75325 o 00 B A BE P #E HAIL i S ek R
BT — AT B D5 95 AT DA DRI A [, PRV H RO RAT 7 1 SOE R 4t — 5 i
1 ., A MEANGE PR ERAT 7 Y 10 5 SCHAF R — DR B —— A B S i B A 9 iR
AT, B IEERAT IR B2 X — IR H SR, X SLhr L EE S X BT T &
R FEH

G4 18 LR TR R LSRR T 94, A SOR DEA BUR e $EN = th 0 F Wi R o
PRIV AR 5 1071 R B B AR i 7 RVEE SR BT, 7 th A B
RIAER EBIRER [ V2 SRR A B P, AT I OR B 7
R THRAT AP R T A AR, SRR R s B A
TR MO, LR BB AT A7 S SRR BLBEC, BRI P B B
Wt 4 2 22 00 BRSO R AT 7

ASCWFEHIFEAI N 1999~2003 4F, FEA A ZRIEKERAT /N B——OR AL . 52 2 4t
W FEF. ®IFF]L BT LR AR 28 FARIT, A A RIE T X LR AT A
HIEEH LA A Thompson’s BankScope and Bureau van Dijk £dE AR BERE, FH5 FE RV HR
RIEAE T i %

DO, o AR RRERAT R B SR A B

1. F DEA J7 &0 & A ZR BRARAT I 2503

48 DEA 772, KRR E Lindo 844, #5H T 1999~2003 4EFF HH 7Rk 28 FK AT
BRI EE R (R 1 VERPI T 28 ST R R ZARITHEL 1) .



®1

FRRBRRITRRE7 R PR |, 1999 ~2003 F

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003
RITER BMRIE|BRE | B | RRE | B | BRE | B | BRE | B
B %)| R (%) R (%) R (%) R (%) R
Bulbank AD 11.60* | 10 | 15.57* | 19 | 53.60 8 64.36 5 91.31 4
United Bulgarian Bank 6.04 | 20 1358 | 20 | 28.05 |20 | 3527 |20 | 4742 | 20
DSK Bank Plc 4.82* | 21| 10.74* | 23 | 23.30* | 23 | 32.20* | 22 | 52.97 17
HVB Bank Biochim ad 6.88* | 17 | 12.07* | 21 | 20.29* | 25 | 34.04* | 21 50.17 18
Bulgarian Post Bank JSC 16.76 | 6 34.33 6 41.49 12 50.32 13 53.41 16
Privredna Banka Zagreb Group 8.93* | 14 22.03 14 46.80 15 59.45 7 78.49 9
HVB Splitska Banka dd, Split 19.30* | 5 42.35 4 67.38 3 95.18 3 100.0 1
Erste & Steiermérkische Bank d.d 20.27 | 4 34.74 5 64.17 4 59.61 6 79.58 7
Ceskoslovenska Obchodni Banka 1213 | 9 30.61 8 53.86 7 78.26 4 88.67 5
Komercni Banka 9.24 (13 | 23.09 13 | 33.41 17 | 58.61 8 86.21 6
Ceska Sporitelna a.s. 8.21 15 21.93 16 32.98 19 55.52 9 78.93 8
Ceska konsolidacni agentura - - - - 57.42* 5 21.84* | 27 | 22.38" | 28
GE Money Bank a.s. 27.08 | 3 44.08 3 54.02 6 47.41 16 | 38.37 | 23
Orszagos Takarekpenztar es 453 | 22| 21.86 17 | 27.26 | 21 36.51 19 | 4219 | 22

T ORCRAG I 7 FORZARATIE I AR B A E A AT (RBAE L4 B R T N TE A4 T2 P BLSUE,
T AE T 4P SR FARAT WA A IE AR AR .




Magyar Kiilkereskedelmi Bank 100.0 | 1 100.0 1 100.0 1 100.0 1 100.0

K&H Bank-Kereskedelmi es 6.48 | 18 17.86 18 | 36.63 15 | 47.15 17 | 62.40 12
Budapest Bank RT - - 11.35 | 22 1762 | 27 | 2396 | 25| 3297 | 25
Altalanos Ertekforgalmi Bank Rt 27.20 | 2 100.0 1 100.0 1 100.0 1 100.0 1
Powszechna Kasa Oszczednosci Bank | 15.37* | 7 30.88* 7 39.90* [ 13 | 52.32* [ 11| 56.16* | 15
Bank Pekao SA 10.80 | 11 26.61 11 43.69 10 | 55.02 10 | 61.83 13
Bank BPH S.A. - - 28.53 9 36.60 16 | 51.86 12 | 67.61 11
Bank Handlowy w Warszawie S.A. 9.85 12 25.38 12 33.35 18 41.25 18 48.82 19
ING Bank Slaski S.A. — Capital Group | 6.94 | 16 | 22.34 14 | 42.06 11 47.72 15 | 68.82 10
Bank Gospodarki Zywnosciowej BGZ | 13.66* | 8 27.78* | 10 | 36.81* | 14 | 49.33* | 14 | 59.02* | 14
Romanian Commercial Bank SA 6.31* | 19 7.25* 24 | 2470 | 22 | 28.60* | 23 | 37.85* | 24
BRD-Groupe Societe Generale S.A. 442 | 23 5.95 25| 21.82 24 | 2224 26 3297 | 26
Romanian Savings Ban 235 |24 4.83 26 19.04 | 26 | 2743 | 24 | 43.79 | 21
Bancpost S.A. 1.88* | 25 2.43* 27 | 12.71* | 28 | 17.01* | 28 | 26.46* | 27

MK 1 H, BATTLLEH, AEKEARAT: Ceska konsolidacni agentura. Powszechna Kasa
Oszczednosci Bank. Bank Gospodarki Zywnosciowej BGZ. Romanian Commercial Bank SA #l
Romanian Savings Bank 7EH REERAT R HA T, BIKERE, HPHEAE 1999~2003 4
B39 16+ 17+ 19+ 21, 22, JF2BLHEE T RS MERMER T 1 B
m 4 47 ., B & : BulbankAD . DSKBankPlc . HVB Bank Biochimad -
Privredna Banka Zagreb Group. HVB Splitska Banka dd, Split, [F]/=fA S aAHL, HACRHE
ER oW | L RS

M2 ATERT AR B, B 5 AR A RAT PR R E A AT e, IFH,
ZRRA B A KBS AR EZE T 5, JEEAA AT & T E AT, XU RS
FARAT Z AP AR 22 5, 3R] PR 5 AR A RATE SRl i i L5 4 L E A RAT
B

*2 RARMBITHR D XSRS , 1999 ~ 2003 F

ST SR AL LR R FERINAE R AR AR A, KR A E A RAT . IEE RR RO
PR T, AR R ARAT




EH TR RESHEE EEHRIT ERREENRT BAEERRIT
FHRE (%) 10.95 16.77 14 .44
1999 F
FREEE 0.061246 0.242296 0.19105
FHRE (%) 15.59 31.45 27.34
2000 £
PREE 0.100302 0.257414 0.236142
FEME (%) 31.64 45.12 41.75
2001 &
PREE 0.139336 0.230917 0.217594
FHRE (%) 35.11 54.61 49.73
2002 &
PREE 0.114416 0.233969 0.225499
FEME (%) 43.84 64.77 61.03
2003 £
PREE 0.148208 0.231981 0.231871

2. HRUAT LA R K 3K A SR B

RN, S FDARAT ROR ARSI A R LB EAFRER, EiK. A
S ATWERE, BURXHRAT WA E BITEEE . TSk FECORIG I A, ARAT AR
b, BT EE. BAIRES . A BIRE 5, AR, Wemaiiy. Bl TR RS,

M AR RAT BRI 8 IR TR £ B 0 M AT ZE AR AEANAT b R X
AT, A SCAE RS 32 BERVHRAT ZEACRFE 77 T A2 R 2K .

(1D AR B

FIAT, B AT ARAT R R 3R A BAR FI SRR T A2 W, 72 B 5 A S 1 Py &b
AR TSR b, 256 T ARRRERAT WA B o, SR 0 an MR

B BATHIHRPFIRE N 5 G E MR RIEMHE R R ACLLERZEE (ROA). I’
A (ROE) FREBATHIEFIRE 1, ROA. ROE {Hillim, W EAAT I8 2 ik

=

IF] o

BB BT A HRAT R B AR R o 1K FLIATH BASSON B S ARAT ) RA
BARCE, AT SRS BRI LR . SRAT AR RS TALE SO FE ST LR
B, BT IR MBS EOR e, BB BIRELE R, IZH R,
VB ERAT TATEL AN I ST 2 D, 22078 2R s

B = HAT B A E R 5 AR B o FRATT S e B3 7 e L RE 0 A8t i s Pk
555 1 GEAE ELFR AR ok M BEARAT B IC B Re V), AR bR AT USVRAT T 5e e )0, 5 KT
1, RUMRATHGT, ULWIRAT SCREARAR A0 sh PR 8 B 1A 2k, SO IR E &R, &
B E NSRS RN




RGN ARATAEHT5E 7 B S HRAT AR IE MR R R e B B S SRVERAT XU 7K~ B
Lo FE A 55 ¥ B B R bR, e RAT A IR B e 5 IL W IR e e, BEm e iRAT RE S 1E
WZSE S B AAE TR, DISLBR ™ Rl , ARAT RSS9 i, LR il . R 5%
7R P AR b KU B BB ORISR 7 577 )y AN RATEREL R RAT A R B8
DB PLRGTHBURAE S A o AR 20 FH DT OR MR 26 < 5 DTRB UL BB SR AR AT %
AR —BORUE, BUTEERCRE R, HOTREMCR e, B, SRR e A R
UL TN B A0 T 3 AR AT B 7 o B A

MRAE B, AT EHEAT BCE : AR VEAT R, X AT R fEAr 8 i1 DEA
THERSGED T4 R BT BCERATHMER R (AR, AT HIRM T USRRR,
—REEBHCREN, XERHAEREE (ROA) FRAKZ % (ROE); —RMAEH
b, RXHERAI AL ORAMON ) =R BE B AR fabR, X BRI DTAF EARbr (X
AAED s TRERG 7 RETRR, RATHORMKME & & 5 IFUE B g CRIKHE % &/
e OR

ASAEFBAE A — AR RGN, RS EREAT A B . U, hTA
SCOIHT R B R T8 S BRAT P B e o BRI T AN — 2, i DABCBEAE WL 4 5 T
AT P ALSCE R, BRI N E A RAT s WINAE B B AE DR BT AR Y, KR gy
NAFEAIRAT . PR BR B — 2 S EER .

(2) BRI 5 IE

HI TR B I PP 80 BB O 1999 4R 3 2003 4R JE 5 ERIER ), SRS 2
b7, RA— BT E AL TR SR 2 25 B I 1508 DA S S BB Ail e SR PRI E, 17 T
R (panel data) AIREARGF (ARG — 0], [RIEGAEXTERAT RO AT B S, R panel
data. panel data A PHFIEAY . [ 2 ALY (fixed effects model) FIFEHLRLMN ALY (random
effects model) o XY FRIAG 30 AT AR F BL IR N KT 36 Cone-way effects) BA A RN (two-way
effects) Ao . BATHURL A 50 A2 78 P 1 HF T R T AR 1 PR 3 — N 80 22 e IR 0L R 0T 53—
ANTEAT BOAREES: R[] 25 SR A 56 D) (=] A of 9 77 1T PR 52 e @R AT R 0 o 28 RS B EHE B T A5, A
AiFE T8 T 38 BRI R AR ER AT Sy o 2R B K0 2 A AR PR AR AT, A 7 v T R FH BB L 28 A5 7Y

(random effects model) SKACHE, [FINf Ay T J7EE W, A SCRAH BRI L . HHE F e
38T, AL R

Yi =H+ Xitﬂ+ai + Uy

e g R o 2 ) S AP 2 AR R IR IR (e S LT P Y
BN &

iz 1 Eviews BAF 73 IR RAT R A R HEAT PH AL, ROAL ROE PLKARAT 587 i
EYIRE B, XA R ARG BRI AR, SEBIARAT B RE ) SRR
o X R RRARAT RCR A AR R 3, DR 3RAT PR X S Fia b AR TR i 53 B, S T A TR e
RRNCLF AR (AR 3D,



K3 HBOREXWERRZESTER
EVEEN
BH 0.311003 ( 3.544208 )
=X -0.247165 ( -3.972774 )
BRI -0.001199 ( -2.904632 )

i

REL ( BRER

A

pi

)

0.004782 ( 3.607277 )

NEE 28
HE R2 0.559220
DW 1.636383

(3) X[l E5 R B

A = R E AR RPN B B I U SRR, R R E0N-0.247165, & UirE
AH AT R R AT T, B A ERAT B RCR Z L RO R 1 HE B A R AT R
24.72% , B T H AR R 3R CBRAF B BOAS SO B IS 2R 2509 5310 29-0.001199 £ 0.004782),
XU B B BRAT BRI S A P B E RO H B3R R, PoBUR Y e dRAT 305 1A T 240
MEZERE, XA LR —20m.
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The Empirical Analysis for Bank Efficiency in Central and Eastern

Europe

Ling Xiuli
(Chinese Financial Research Centre of Southwestern University of Finance and
Economics,Chengdu,610074 )

Abstract: Firstly, this paper reviews empirical research methods of bank efficiency, and comparatively analyzes
parameter methods and non- parameter methods of estimating the best business boundary in studying bank
efficiency. Secondly, it detailed elaborates the application of production function approach——Data Envelopment
Analysis(DEA). Then it establishes input-output items with intermediation approach asset approach, calculates
bank efficiency with DEA and analyzes factors of bank efficiency with panel data processing approach——random

effects model& one-way effects test. Finally it provides the major factor of bank efficiency is the structure of



property rights of state-owned.
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