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Abstract
Recently, the liquidity risk that exit in the b anks has 
constantly exposed. There was a panic when people heard 
the massage of money shortage and default. The bank 
management need to strengthen the safely and liquidity of 
bank as the same time to pursuit of profit maximization. 
According to above discover, in this article, efforts are 
made to analyze the synthetic efficiency of commercial 
banks combining the safety, liquidity, profitability of 
commercial banks. In this study, we utilize extend the 
two-stage centralized and non-cooperative DEA approach 
to disaggregate, evaluate and test the 16 major Chinese 
commercial banks in 2012 with the consideration of 
undesirable/bad output and reserve. The main findings 
of this study are as follows: i) The non-cooperative 
model may overestimate the efficiency of ignore the 
relationship between the traditional stage and financial 
innovation stage or disagree with the real bank operation. 
ii) Bad loans has significant negative effect on efficiency 
indicating that the large and more bad loans lead bank 
to lower efficiency. iii) The state-owned bank achieved 
relative lower efficient, it implies that the state-owned 
commercial banks are necessary to gradually complete 
their joint-equity reform. 
Key words: Two-stage DEA model; Game theory; 
Tobit model; Reserve; Bad loans; Synthetic efficiency
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INTRODUCTION 
Whether the bank is safe and stable is an important factor 
in national economy. Since 1985, Sherman & Goliad 
first applied Data envelopment analysis to calculate the 
efficiency of bank; many scholars have made a number 
of improvements so that it can be better used in real life. 
Experimental result shows that DEA has at least three 
advantages in rendered below. Firstly, DEA model can 
deal with multiple inputs and outputs. Second, DEA 
model needn’t set a production function before measuring 
the efficiency of bank. It avoids the influence of some 
subjective factors. And also, it simplifies the complexity 
of calculation simultaneously reduces errors. Last, the 
traditional DEA model treats the bank as black box 
ignoring the complex way the bank was run. Because 
of above reasons, Vassiloglou and Giokas (1990), Oral 
and Yolalan (1990), Sherman and Ladino (1995) used 
the DEA model to measure the efficiency of bank in 
Greek, Tokyo and American. Paradi (2011) found out 
there are 65 articles used the DEA model in 167 articles 
measuring the bank’s efficiency published during 1997 to 
2010. Paradi (2011) proposed a benchmark and provided 
improvement advice. Yavas and Fisher (2005) ranked the 
bank by the efficiency. Sherman & Rupert (2006) sought 
the opportunity in bank mergers and acquisition with the 
help of DEA model. Cook (1999) allocated the fixed cost 
in the bank operation into the branch using the DEA. 
Scholars followed extend the DEA model in two aspects: 
Some studies extend the traditional DEA model, just like 
the SBM model and the Super-Efficiency. Drake et. al 
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(2009) applied SBM model in the Japanese bank sector. 
Chiu (2008) adopt Super Efficiency model to investigate 
whether a bank’s technical efficiency is significantly 
different when capital adequacy (risk) is specified 
compared with when capital adequacy (risk) is not. The 
others analyze the bank’s efficiency combined the DEA 
model with other methods like multivariate statistical 
analysis, AHP, Neural network, Support Vector Machine, 
Decision Tree. Luo (2012), Ho (2009), Che (2010), et.al 
applied the models to study the Chinese commercial bank.
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Figure 1
The DEA Structure of Bank Operation

We address certain empirical problems that have been 
encountered in bank efficiency studies. First, using the 
tradition DEA model we neglect internal linking activities, 
and thus, we cannot evaluate the impact of division-
specific inefficiency on the overall efficiency of the bank 
as a whole. To address this problem, we use two-stage 
DEA model, which describes a bank production process 
as two stages: traditional service and finance innovation. 
Second, the fact that facing risk is common phenomenon 
on commercial bank operation, thus we investigate the 
effects of Chinese financial liberalization on the efficiency 
of Chinese commercial bank chosen bad loans and 
reserve. We also take “safety, liquidity and profitability” 
as commercial banks’ main business objective.

So  t he  e f f i c i ency  a t t a ined  by  ou r  pape r  i s 
comprehensive.

As for the first problem, we consider to investigate 
the “black box”. The network DEA model proposed by 
Fare & Grosskopf can evaluate the impact of traditional 
service and financial innovation inefficiency on the on 
the comprehensive efficiency of the bank. Furthermore, 
Tone (2008) points out that traditional DEA model 
might choose an inappropriate pair of input vs. output 
for evaluation and assign an unreasonable score to the 
concerned bank, since DEA selects the most favorable 
pair for the bank in the sense of maximizing the 
efficiency. As to evaluate the efficiency of divisional 
bank service individually, he also thinks that approach 
does not account for the continuity of links between bank 
traditional service and financial innovation.

Wang, Gopal and Zionts (1997) utilize DEA to 
study the marginal benefits of IT with respect to a two-
stage process in bank. Lawrence, Seiford and Zhu 
(1999) examines the performance of commercial banks 
separates the bank production process into profitability 
and marketability. Through the intermediate products that 
are outputs of the first stage while inputs of the second 

stage, the complicated bank production process is no 
specific relationship between those two sub-processes 
while they are considered as independent process in 
calculating their efficiency. To solve this question, much 
more effort has been devoted to breaking down the 
overall efficiency into components. Kao & Hwang (2008) 
focuses on the overall efficiency is the product of the 
efficiencies of the two sub-processes. While Chen (2008) 
assumes the overall efficiency of the two-stage process is 
a weighted sum of efficiencies of the individual stages, 
and by selecting the particular set of weights, then the 
non-linear model converts into a linear programming 
problem. But now, most scholars adopt the model based 
on game theory of Liang, et al. They develop a centralized 
model which assumes the overall efficiency is a product 
or sum of divisional efficiencies like the model of Kao, 
et al and Yao, et al. and a non-cooperative model which 
is characterized by the leader-follower, or Stackelberg 
game. The approach of Liang, et al. is developed under 
the assumption that the outputs from the first stage all 
become the only inputs to the second stage. Li, et al. 
extend the model by assuming that the second stage has 
its own inputs in addition to output from the first stage 
and develop procedures to found the optimal solution. The 
current paper also considers that all output from the first 
stage do not become the inputs to the second stage.

Because that the banking industry is very different 
from the general industrial and commercial enterprise. It 
has a high debt, custom can ask for deposit at any time. 
It can easily gather and enlarge the risk thus the risk can 
spread to other banks even the whole banking system, 
even the systemic financial crisis will appear. The deposit 
reserve is to protect the interest of creditor, to prevent 
the drawback on lack of fund in financial innovation, 
to enhance public confidence in the nation’s financial 
system, and last, to make a contribution to the stability of 
the economy. The government eagerly requested Chinese 
commercial banks to hold part of deposits at the Chinese 
central bank. In the short term, the more deposit reserve 
central bank need, the less money the bank can use in the 
financial innovation. But in the long term, it might lead 
the bank seek for other sources of profit, for example the 
intermediary business, international banking service and 
wealth management. In all, deposit reserve which is not 
participate in the financial innovation is aim to let bank 
be”safety, liquidity and profitability”.

In the bank aspect, when bad loans occur, it directly 
influence and restrict bank’s own development. It 
can gradually become a serious problem in economy 
development of China for the future. The bank must 
settle this matter finally. Du (2010) reminds us of riskin 
the traditional DEA which overlook those factors; 
otherwise it undermines the application in the actual 
life. Until now many issue center around the number not 
the quality of the loans. In order to accomplish this, we 
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must formally add the bad loans which are undesired 
outputs to evaluate the comprehensive efficiency of bank. 
As undesired outputs-bad loans exist, it is necessary to 
extend the network DEA model. There are four primary 
categories of methodological approaches to deal with 
undesired outputs as discussed in recent reviews (Chen, 
2012), the undesirable output is viewed as input, the 
Seiford & Zhu model, the hyperbolic model, Directional 
distance function, each presenting its own strengths and 
weakness. Due to the complex calculation processof the 

hyperbolic model, the significant impact on the rank 
and classification of Seiford & Zhu model, last, the 
uncertainties chosen direction function of directional 
distance function, we just dispose the undesirable output 
as input. Given the process of trade financing innovation 
creates much more risks along with the new business; we 
assume that bad loans emerge in the financial innovation 
stage not in the traditional stage. All this leads up to more 
innovation of the current paper is the unique input not the 
intermediate input the financial innovation stage.

 

Stage
1

Input OutputStage
2

Reserve Bad loans as  unique 
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Figure 2
Two-Stage Process with Bad Loans and Reserve

 1.  MODEL 
As shown above, suppose there are n banks (which are 
called DMUs in DEA), we notate every bank as DMUj 

undesirable output of DMUo  is yud
lj ,l=1,2,…, L. The 

reserve of bank is y1
0. The output of stage 2 in the bank 

operation is denoted as y2
ro ,r=1,2,…,s. Input variable 

of stage 1 is xio, i=1,2,…,m. Intermediate variable is 
zdj,d=1,2,…,D.vi ,ur ,wd ,Ql ,wo ,are weights. The set weights 
(wd) to the intermediate measures (zdj) remain unchanged 
as the “worth” or “value” to the intermediate variables 
keep the same whether they are role of inputs or outputs.
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1.1  Centralized Model of Bank System
There are many cases that the banks combine the 
traditional stage with the financial innovation together 
to maximize company’s profit. Li (2012) proposes a 
approach that use the sametwo sets of constraints in 
model 1, so the efficiency for the first stage 1 must under 

the optimal solution of model 2. Then denote the optimal 
value to model 3 as a function of the variable θo, which is 
range from 0 to the optimal solution of model 1,the non-
linear model 3 can be converted into a linear program 
through the Charnes–Cooper transformation as follow. 
Consider the following model 2:
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Therefore, the overall efficiency denotes as follows:
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， iitv  , ddtw  , ddtQ  , 

model 3 can be transformed via the Charnes-Cooper 
transformation as follows:



LI Hongxia (2014). 
International Business and Management, 8(2), 187-198

191 Copyright © Canadian Research & Development Center of Sciences and Cultures

DdLl
srminj

xyz

zyy

xyz

zyts

yMaxMax

ldri

m

i
ioiooo

D

d
dod

D

d
djd

L

l

ud
ljl

s

r
rjr

m

i
ijijo

D

d
djd

D

d
dod

L

l

ud
lol

s

r
roro

cen

,,2,1;,,2,1
;,,2,1;,,2,1;,,2,1;0,,

];,0(;0

;0

;0

;1.

max,1
o

1

1

1

111

2

1

1

1

11

1

221,1































≥,

∑∑

∑∑

∑∑

∑

∑













 
 (4)

Do as Li (2012) did, let θo=θ
1,max-kΔε,Δε is a step 

size. If kmax = [θ1,max/Δε], k=0,1,2,…, [kmax]+1 θ1,cen*=ma
k
x  

θ1,cen(k) θ1*=θo(k^) k ^ =max{k|θ1,cen*=θcen(k)}θ1,2*=θ1,cen*/θ1,1*

1.2  Non-Cooperative Model of Bank System
The non-cooperative game also exists in the bank structure. 

The management, if assume to enlarge the financial 
business innovations, determines the financial innovation 
to maximize its profit. So the financial innovation stage is a 
leader and the tradition stage is a follower.

Adopting the fact that the traditional service is the 
leader, and the financial innovation stage, the follower, we 
can solve the liner programming model.
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After we obtain the efficiency for the first stage, the financial innovation stage’s efficiency can be expressed as follows:
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Model 6 is equivalent to the following linear model

DdLl
srminj

xeyz

zyy

xyz

zyts

yMaxe

ldri

m

i
ioioo

D

d
dod

D

d
djd

L

l

ud
ljl

s

r
rjr

m

i
ijijo

D

d
djd

D

d
dod

L

l

ud
lol

s

r
ror

,,2,1;,,2,1
;,,2,1;,,2,1;,,2,1;0,,

;0

;0

0

;1.

1

111

1

111

2

1

1

1

11

1

212































≥,

∑∑

∑∑

∑∑

∑

∑













 
 (7)

The efficiency for the entire two-stage system for 
DMUo is enon,1=e11×e12. In a similar way, if the second 
stage is the leader, the efficiency score for the first stagee21 
can be obtained by solving a model with the second stage 
score e22 remains unchanged. The overall efficiency of the 
entire system in this situation is enon,2=e22×e21.

Theorem 1. e11 ≥ e21,e12 ≥ e22, where e11 and e12 are 

the efficiencies for the first stage and the second stage, 
respectively, when stage 1 is assumed the leader. e21 and 
e22 are the efficiencies for the first stage and the second 
stage, respectively, when stage 2 is assumed the leader.

Proof 9
The optimal efficiency for stage 2 as leader is solved 

by following model:
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The efficiency of stage is:
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D e n o t e  t h e  o p t i m a l  s o l u t i o n  t o  m o d e l  7 
as ),,,,,,( ldrildri ∀Ω,ωµν ,  accordingly, the optimal 

efficiency of stage2 is e12. Let ),,,,,,( ldrildri ∀Ω= ,ωµνζ

, then ζ is a feasible solution to model 8, as stage 2 is 
leader, the optimal efficiency e22 is bigger than or equal 
to the efficiency e12. So e12 ≤ e22.Similarly, we can have 
e11 ≥ e21.

2.  DATA AND VARIABLE
Our study consists of financial and management data 
for two group of four State-Owned Commercial Banks 
(SOBs) and 15 Joint-Stock Commercial Banks (JSBs). 
The SOBs are big four bank such as Bank of China (BOC), 
Agriculture Bank of China (ABC), China Construction 
Bank (CCB), and Industrial and Commercial Bank of 
China (ICBC). The remaining 15banks are Industrial Bank 
(IB), Nanning Bank (NB), China CITIC Bank (CNCB), 
China Minsheng Bank (CMBC), China Merchants Bank 
(CMB), Bank of Communications (BOCOM), Hua Xia 
Bank (HXB), China Everbright Bank (CEB), Shanghai 
Pudong Development Bank (SPDB), Bank of  Ningbo 
(NBCB), Huishang Bank (HSB), Chongqing Rural 
Commercial Bank (CQRCB), Ping An Bank (PAB), 
Beijing Bank (BJB), Bank of Chongqing (CQB). 
Before the analysis, in the third round of the Chinese 
banking reform (2003-2011), the Big Four SOBs 
were transformed into state - controlled joint - stock 
commercial banks and listed on stock exchanges; a 
number of NPLs were stripped, and overstaffing was 
reduced for the SOBs.

The input and output selection for the Chinese bank 
efficiency measures depend on the research objectives. 
Expect for bad loans and reserve, deposit is the output of 
traditional process of bank operation, and latter it’s used as 
input to the financial innovation process. For the purpose 
of including the appropriate and significant items of the 
banking system and considering the most commonly used 
variables for efficiency evaluation in the literature, this 
article regards the input of the traditional operation sub-
process as i) fixed assets (x1), which refer to the asset 
value of physical capital, and ii) operational cost (x2), 

which refers to the material resources bank expended 
iii) staff wages and salaries (x3), which indirectly refers 
to the payment for the employees. The outputs of the 
financial innovation sub-process as follows: Net increase 
in bank advances to customers (y21), which refers to the 
profit bank earned by the innovation service to help the 
customers pay fees. Return of Investment (y22), which 
refers to the profit earned by the financial services. The 
data used in our study are listed in the appendix. 

3.  RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS 
Both the overall efficiency and the sub-process efficiency 
of the system can be obtained from the above two-stage 
DEA model. Table 1 provides the optimal efficiency for 
each bank based upon the centralized model (Δε=0.001) 
and non-cooperative model, where columns 2-4 are the 
efficiencies when the stage 1 is assumed as a variable 
based upon the centralized model and columns 5-7 show 
the results when stage 1 is assumed as leader based 
upon the non-cooperative model. The first sub-process 
efficiency measure the performance of the banking 
system in traditional stage, whereas the second sub-
process efficiency measures its performance in financial 
innovation. Table 1 indicates that there are fewer efficient 
DMUs identified by the centralized model (no DMU 
is efficient) than the non-cooperative model (6 and 14 
DMUs are efficient). This result implies that the non-
cooperative model may overestimate the efficiency of 
ignore the relationship between the traditional stage and 
financial innovation stage or disagree with the real bank 
operation. The differences between the two types of 
models are further tested and illustrated in the Table 2. On 
average, the overall efficiency based upon the centralized 
model is higher than the overall efficiency based upon 
the non-cooperative model at the significance levels 
of 5% under the Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed-ranks 
test. Furthermore, the efficiency of DMU 16 is found 
to be zero. Base on the model, it means that the second 
sub-process is infeasible upon the first sub-process find 
optimal solution. But in real life, DMU 16 (BOC) goes 
on manage and steady develops purport its efficiency may 
not be zero.
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Table 1 
Results Based upon the Centralized Model with Δε=0.001and the Non-Cooperative Model

Bank
Centralized Non-Cooperative

*cenθ *1θ *2θ 1,none e11 e12

BANK 0.6876 0.8261 0.8323 0.5693 0.8271 0.6884

ABC 0.9872 0.9872 1 0.9766 0.9882 0.9882

IB 0.8667 0.9177 0.9445 0.3343 0.9187 0.3639

NB 0.9303 0.999 0.9313 0.9313 1 0.9313

CEB 0.893 0.9458 0.9442 0.8464 0.9468 0.894

CCB 0.999 0.999 1 1 1 1

ICBC 0.9355 0.999 0.9364 0.9364 1 0.9364

SPDB 0.9304 0.999 0.9314 0.9314 1 0.9314

CMBC 0.8885 0.8885 1 0.7912 0.8895 0.8895

NBCB 0.8369 0.9187 0.911 0.7705 0.9197 0.8378

HXB 0.8869 0.8898 0.9968 0.7909 0.8908 0.8879

BOCOM 0.9597 0.999 0.9607 0.9607 1 0.9607

PAB 0.8909 0.9815 0.9077 0.8763 0.9825 0.8918

CNCB 0.999 0.999 1 1 1 1

BJB 0.7331 0.7331 1 0.5388 0.7341 0.7341

CMB 0.9177 0.9177 1 0 0.9187 0

BOC 0.8128 0.9051 0.898 0.7373 0.9061 0.8137

CQB 0.8219 0.9132 0.9001 0.7522 0.9142 0.8228

HSB 0.7962 0.8935 0.8912 0.713 0.8945 0.7971

Table 2
Paired Samples Test

Paired Mean t Df Sig.
1,* noncen e−θ -.1219 -2.328 18 .032

Figure 3
Efficiency Change of ABC Corresponding to Each K

The article illustrates the proposed computation 
procedure in estimating the estimating the overall 
eff iciency for  each commercial  bank.  Consider 
Agriculture Bank of China (DMU 1). The maximal 
score for its first stage is 6876.0max,1

1 =θ based upon 
model 2. If we set the step size is Δε=0.001, therefore 

687]001.0/6876.0[]/[][ max,1
1

max ==∆= εθk , the iteration 

t i m e s  a r e  1][ max +k = 6 8 8 ,  l a s t  l e t  εθθ ∆−= ko
max,1

1 , 

1][,,3,2,1 max += kk  .  Figure 2 graphically show the 
computation from model (?) for Agriculture Bank of 
China (DMU 1) corresponding to each k from 0 to 688. 
For example, when k is equal to 1 or 10, the overall 
efficiency for Agriculture Bank of China (DMU 1) is 
0.6876 and 0.6700, respectively.
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Compare the corresponding efficiency of sub-process 
in Table 1, the result verify Theorem 1 such that θ1*≤e1, 
θ2*≤ e12. The Kruskal-Wallis test is utilized here, and it 
further statistically confirms (at the 5% level) that θ1*≤ e1, 
θ2*≤ e12. 

Furthermore, the results in Table 1 and the Kruskal-Wallis 
test are consistent with Theorem 1 that e11>e12, e12 > e22.

Table 3 reports the results based upon centralized model 
with Δε=0.001 and Δε=0.001, respectively. The efficiencies 
may be increase, whereas the choice of Δε is important.

Table 3
Results Based upon the Centralized Model with Δε=0.001 and Δε=0.001

Bank
Δε=0.001 Δε=0.001

*cenθ *1θ *2θ 1,none e11 e12

BANK 0.6876 0.8261 0.8323 0.6883 0.827 0.8323

ABC 0.9872 0.9872 1 0.9881 0.9881 1

IB 0.8667 0.9177 0.9445 0.8676 0.9186 0.9445

NB 0.9303 0.999 0.9313 0.9312 0.9999 0.9313

CEB 0.893 0.9458 0.9442 0.8939 0.9467 0.9442

CCB 0.999 0.999 1 0.9999 0.9999 1

ICBC 0.9355 0.999 0.9364 0.9363 0.9999 0.9364

SPDB 0.9304 0.999 0.9314 0.9313 0.9999 0.9314

CMBC 0.8885 0.8885 1 0.8894 0.8894 1

NBCB 0.8369 0.9187 0.911 0.8377 0.9196 0.911

HXB 0.8869 0.8898 0.9968 0.8878 0.8907 0.9968

BOCOM 0.9597 0.999 0.9607 0.9606 0.9999 0.9607

PAB 0.8909 0.9815 0.9077 0.8917 0.9824 0.9077

CNCB 0.999 0.999 1 0.9999 0.9999 1

BJB 0.7331 0.7331 1 0.734 0.734 1

CMB 0.9177 0.9177 1 0.9186 0.9186 1

BOC 0.8128 0.9051 0.898 0.8136 0.906 0.898

CQB 0.8219 0.9132 0.9001 0.8227 0.9141 0.9001

HSB 0.7962 0.8935 0.8912 0.797 0.8944 0.8912

In order to find which factors may affect bank 
efficiency, a Tobit regression of profitability efficiency is 
run on the ratio of nonperformance of loans and the bank 
system. Because only the listed banks disclose the annual 

report then y=1,otherwise y=0,so
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This article considers the effects of undesired output—
bad loans and the type of bank. Assumed the variable Cj is 
associated with the type of bank, so we can set:

Table 4 
Tobit Regression Result

*cenθ *1θ *2θ

Coeff StdEr Prob Coeff StdEr Prob Coeff StdEr Prob

yud
1 -0.7685 0.1882 0.000 -0.8654 0.1956 0.000 -0.4959 0.3367 0.1410

Cj 0.3763 0.0345 0.000 0.3994 0.0347 0.000 0.4461 0.0499 0.000
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Table 4 reports the results for the Tobit estimation. 
A positive coefficient implies an efficiency increase 
whereas a negative coefficient means an association with 
an efficiency decline. The results of the regression are 
significant at 95% level or higher. The computations were 
conducted by Eviews. Bad loans has significant negative 
effect on efficiency indicating that the large and more bad 
loans lead bank to lower efficiency. On the other hand, 
the type of bank is significantly positively related to the 
efficiency, the adverse effect on performance may reflect 
that the joint-stock bank and else type banks have higher 
technical efficiency. This may be because the ownership 
structure of the state-owned bank is unfavorable for bank 
performance. State owned banks may have goals other than 
maximization efficiency. Managers in state owned banks 
may have a different loans police, e.g. a more conservative 
supply of loans depending on their perceptions of the 
objective that a state bank should pursue.

CONCLUSION 
The objective of this paper was to extend the two-stage 
DEA model to investigate the real performance in the 
commercial banking sector. Efficiency lack of “safety, 
liquidity and profitability”, which is the commercial 
banks’ main business objective, motivated this study.

Initially we consider the commercial banking 
operational process as two-stage model, and the overall 
efficiency of the banking system can be obtained as same 
as its sub-process efficiency. In addition, we have involved 
the bad loans and deposit reserve into DEA model. 
A further analysis was conducted after proposing the 
centralized model and non-cooperative model. This was 
done to calculate the efficiency and detect any possible 
outlier effects of model on the efficiency measure.

Having obtained the data and variables, we utilize 
the centralized and non-cooperative two-stage DEA 
approaches to measure the overall efficiency of 19 major 
Chinese commercial banks in 2012 and decompose the 
overall efficiency into traditional stage and financial 
innovation stage efficiencies.

The  per formance  evalua t ion  of  the  Chinese 
commercial banking system in this study first indicates the 
non-cooperative model may overestimate the efficiency 
of ignore the relationship between the traditional stage 
and financial innovation stage or disagree with the real 
bank operation. Kruskal-Wallis test are consistent with the 
assumption.

Second the result in Table 1 and Kruskal-Wallis test 
verify Theorem 1 such that θ1*≤ e1, θ2*≤ e12.

Last, the explanation of the efficiency scores using 
Tobit regression offers useful economic insights. We 
interpret the significance of bad loans and the type of 
bank influence indication of efficiency of large banks. 
The state-owned bank achieved relative lower efficient, 

it implies that the state-owned commercial banks are 
necessary to gradually complete their joint-equity reform. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
The authors are grateful for helpful comments and 
suggestions by two anonymous reviewers and an 
Associate Editor. 

REFERENCE
Akhigbe, A., & McNulty, J. E. (2003). The profit efficiency 

of small US commercial banks. Journal of Banking & 
Finance, 27(2), 307-325.

Altunbas, Y., Liu, M. H., Molyneux, P., & Seth, R. (2000). 
Efficiency and risk in Japanese banking. Journal of 
Banking & Finance, 24(10), 1605-1628.

Andersen, P., & Petersen, N. C. (1993). A procedure for ranking 
efficient units in data envelopment analysis. Management 
Science, 39(10), 1261-1264.

Azadeh, A., Ghaderi, S. F., Mirjalili, M., & Moghaddam, M. 
(2011). Integration of analytic hierarchy process and data 
envelopment analysis for assessment and optimization of 
personnel productivity in a large industrial bank. Expert 
Systems with Applications, 38(5), 5212-5225.

Banker, R. D. (1993). Maximum likelihood, consistency 
a n d  d a t a  e n v e l o p m e n t  a n a l y s i s :  A s t a t i s t i c a l 
foundation. Management science, 39(10), 1265-1273.

Banker, R. D., & Natarajan, R. (2008). Evaluating contextual 
variables affecting productivity using data envelopment 
analysis.  Operations Research, 56(1), 48-58.

Barros, C. P., Managi, S., & Matousek, R. (2012). The 
technical efficiency of the Japanese banks: Non-radial 
directional performance measurement with undesirable 
output. Omega, 40(1), 1-8.

Bergendahl, G. (1998). DEA and benchmarks – An application 
to Nordic banks. Annals of Operations Research, 82, 233-
250.

Berger, A. N., & DeYoung, R. (1997). Problem loans and cost 
efficiency in commercial banks. Journal of Banking & 
Finance, 21(6), 849-870.

Bruce Ho, C. T., & Dash Wu, D. (2009). Online banking 
performance evaluation using data envelopment analysis 
and principal  component analysis.  Computers & 
Operations Research, 36(6), 1835-1842.

Chen, C. M., & Delmas, M. A. (2012). Measuring eco-
inefficiency: A new frontier approach. Operations 
Research, 60(5), 1064-1079.

Chen, C. M., Du, J., Huo, J., & Zhu, J. (2012). Undesirable 
factors in integer-valued DEA: Evaluating the operational 
efficiencies of city bus systems considering safety 
records. Decision Support Systems, 54(1), 330-335.

Chen, Y., Cook, W. D., Li, N., & Zhu, J. (2009). Additive 
efficiency decomposition in two-stage DEA. European 
Journal of Operational Research, 196(3), 1170-1176.



LI Hongxia (2014). 
International Business and Management, 8(2), 187-198

197 Copyright © Canadian Research & Development Center of Sciences and Cultures

Chen, Y., Liang, L., & Zhu, J. (2009). Equivalence in two-
stage DEA approaches. European Journal of Operational 
Research, 193(2), 600-604.

Chen, Y., Liang, L., Yang, F., & Zhu, J. (2006). Evaluation 
o f  i n fo rma t ion  t echno logy  inves tmen t :  A da ta 
envelopment analysis approach. Computers & Operations 
Research, 33(5), 1368-1379.

Chiang, T. A., & Che, Z. H. (2010). A fuzzy robust evaluation 
model for selecting and ranking NPD projects using 
Bayesian belief network and weight-restricted DEA. Expert 
Systems with Applications, 37(11), 7408-7418.

Chiu, Y. H., Jan, C., Shen, D. B., & Wang, P. C. (2008). 
Efficiency and capital adequacy in Taiwan banking: 
BCC and super-DEA estimation. The Service Industries 
Journal, 28(4), 479-496.

Cook, W. D., & Kress, M. (1999). Characterizing an equitable 
allocation of shared costs: A DEA approach. European 
Journal of Operational Research, 119(3), 652-661.

Cook, W. D., Seiford, L. M., & Zhu, J. (2004). Models 
f o r  p e r f o r m a n c e  b e n c h m a r k i n g :  m e a s u r i n g 
the  e ff ec t  o f  e -bus ines s  ac t iv i t i e s  on  bank ing 
performance. Omega, 32(4), 313-322.

Cuesta, R. A., & Zofío, J. L. (2005). Hyperbolic efficiency and 
parametric distance functions: with application to Spanish 
savings banks. Journal of Productivity Analysis, 24(1), 
31-48.

Drake, L., Hall, M. J., & Simper, R. (2009). Bank modelling 
methodologies: A comparative non-parametric analysis 
of efficiency in the Japanese banking sector. Journal of 
International Financial Markets, Institutions and Money, 
19(1), 1-15.

Fethi, M. D., & Pasiouras, F. (2010). Assessing bank efficiency 
and performance with operational research and artificial 
intelligence techniques: A survey. European Journal of 
Operational Research, 204(2), 189-198.

Galaburda, A. M., Sherman, G. F., Rosen, G. D., Aboitiz, F., 
& Geschwind, N. (1985). Developmental dyslexia: Four 
consecutive patients with cortical anomalies. Annals of 
Neurology, 18(2), 222-233.

Kao, C., & Hwang, S. N. (2008). Efficiency decomposition in 
two-stage data envelopment analysis: An application to 
non-life insurance companies in Taiwan. European Journal 
of Operational Research, 185(1), 418-429.

Li, Y., Chen, Y., Liang, L., & Xie, J. (2012). DEA models for 
extended two-stage network structures. Omega, 40(5), 
611-618.

Liang, L., Wu, J., Cook, W. D., & Zhu, J. (2008). The 

DEA game cross-eff ic iency model  and i ts  Nash 
Equilibrium. Operations Research, 56(5), 1278-1288.

Liu, W. B., Meng, W., Li, X. X., & Zhang, D. Q. (2010). DEA 
models with undesirable inputs and outputs. Annals of 
Operations Research, 173(1), 177-194.

McDonald, J. (2009). Using least squares and Tobit in second 
stage DEA efficiency analyses. European Journal of 
Operational Research, 197(2), 792-798.

Oral, M., & Yolalan, R. (1990). An empirical study on 
measuring operating efficiency and profitability of 
bank branches. European Journal of Operational 
Research, 46(3), 282-294.

Paradi, J. C., Rouatt, S., & Zhu, H. (2011). Two-stage evaluation 
of bank branch efficiency using data envelopment 
analysis. Omega, 39(1), 99-109.

Paradi, J. C., Yang, Z., & Zhu, H. (2011). Assessing bank 
and bank branch performance. In Handbook on data 
envelopment analysis (pp. 315-361). US: Springer.

Park, K. H., & Weber, W. L. (2006). A note on efficiency and 
productivity growth in the Korean banking industry, 1992–
2002. Journal of Banking & Finance, 30(8), 2371-2386.

Seiford, L. M., & Zhu, J. (1999). Profitability and marketability 
of the top 55 US commercial banks. Management 
Science, 45(9), 1270-1288.

Seiford, L. M., & Zhu, J. (2002). Modeling undesirable factors 
in efficiency evaluation. European Journal of Operational 
Research, 142(1), 16-20.

Sherman, H. D., & Gold, F. (1985). Bank branch operating 
e ff i c i ency :  Eva lua t ion  wi th  da t a  enve lopmen t 
analysis. Journal of Banking & Finance, 9(2), 297-315.

Sherman, H. D., & Ladino, G. (1995). Managing bank 
p roduc t i v i t y  u s ing  da t a  enve lopmen t  ana ly s i s 
(DEA). Interfaces, 25(2), 60-73.

Sherman, H. D., & Rupert, T. J. (2006). Do bank mergers 
have hidden or foregone value? Realized and unrealized 
operating synergies in one bank merger. European Journal 
of Operational Research, 168(1), 253-268.

Tone, K., & Tsutsui, M. (2009). Network DEA: A slacks-based 
measure approach. European Journal of Operational 
Research, 197(1), 243-252.

Wang, C. H., Gopal, R. D., & Zionts, S. (1997). Use of data 
envelopment analysis in assessing information technology 
impact on firm performance. Annals of Operations 
Research, 73, 191-213.

Wang, K., Huang, W., Wu, J., & Liu, Y. N. (2014). Efficiency 
measures of the Chinese commercial banking system using 
an additive two-stage DEA. Omega, 44, 5-20.



The Synthetic Efficiency Measures of the Chinese Commercial 
Bank System with Bad Loans and Reserve Using Two-Stage 
DEA Model

198Copyright © Canadian Research & Development Center of Sciences and Cultures

A
pp

en
di

x

B
an

k
Fi

xe
d 

as
se

ts
O

pe
ra

tio
na

l c
os

t
St

af
f w

ag
e 

an
d 

sa
la

ry
R

es
er

ve
D

ep
os

it
B

ad
 lo

an
s

  r
at

e%

N
et

 in
cr

ea
se

 in
 b

an
k

 a
dv

an
ce

s t
o 

cu
st

om
er

s

R
et

ur
n 

of
 

In
ve

st
m

en
t

A
B

C
14

14
90

00
00

00
 

23
49

93
00

00
00

 
47

69
70

00
00

0 
75

34
90

00
00

0 
10

86
29

35
00

00
00

 
1.

33
 

61
53

41
10

00
00

0 
82

77
08

00
00

00
 

IB
93

87
00

00
00

 
41

55
10

00
00

0 
74

35
00

00
00

 
28

92
30

00
00

0 
18

13
26

60
00

00
0 

0.
43

 
12

04
54

20
00

00
0 

78
49

40
00

00
00

 

N
B

21
72

99
20

00
 

41
56

61
20

00
 

63
54

75
00

0 
35

99
09

40
00

 
21

36
55

80
20

00
 

0.
83

 
12

19
62

18
60

00
 

54
96

38
32

30
00

 

C
E

B
11

86
90

00
00

0 
28

40
50

00
00

0 
74

05
00

00
00

 
28

06
30

00
00

0 
14

26
94

10
00

00
0 

0.
74

 
99

73
31

00
00

00
 

32
61

71
00

00
00

 

C
C

B
11

39
46

00
00

00
 

21
04

60
00

00
00

 
32

70
80

00
00

0 
80

48
30

00
00

0 
11

34
30

79
00

00
00

 
0.

99
 

73
09

87
90

00
00

0 
60

83
45

00
00

00
 

IC
B

C
13

28
79

00
00

00
 

22
94

87
00

00
00

 
25

01
30

00
00

0 
18

90
71

00
00

00
 

13
64

29
10

00
00

00
 

0.
85

 
85

83
28

90
00

00
0 

96
52

29
00

00
00

 

SP
D

B
10

10
10

00
00

0 
38

53
30

00
00

0 
72

14
00

00
00

 
23

05
00

00
00

0 
21

34
36

50
00

00
0 

0.
58

 
15

08
80

60
00

00
0 

17
02

37
00

00
00

 

C
M

B
C

12
16

10
00

00
0 

52
37

90
00

00
0 

77
11

00
00

00
 

39
48

00
00

00
0 

19
26

19
40

00
00

0 
0.

76
 

13
51

51
20

00
00

0 
13

54
29

00
00

00
 

N
B

C
B

23
97

82
00

00
 

52
97

28
80

00
 

62
40

31
00

0 
14

99
93

40
00

 
20

75
77

27
00

00
 

0.
76

 
14

25
64

62
90

00
 

89
43

08
98

10
00

 

H
X

B
76

59
16

37
57

 
22

57
58

07
64

1 
41

81
41

42
37

 
12

94
89

40
28

6 
10

36
00

01
11

75
2 

0.
88

 
69

98
61

27
93

57
 

58
20

60
62

01
3 

B
O

C
O

M
45

53
60

00
00

0 
72

95
70

00
00

0 
68

99
00

00
00

 
34

30
90

00
00

0 
37

28
41

20
00

00
0 

0.
92

 
28

79
62

80
00

00
0 

26
58

70
00

00
00

 

PA
B

35
36

44
30

00
 

22
20

69
87

00
0 

48
63

10
60

00
 

13
63

29
32

00
0 

10
21

10
77

02
00

0 
0.

95
 

70
82

62
39

00
00

 
21

32
02

12
70

00
 

C
N

C
B

11
52

00
00

00
0 

47
93

10
00

00
0 

10
57

80
00

00
0 

35
32

60
00

00
0 

22
55

14
10

00
00

0 
0.

74
 

16
27

57
60

00
00

0 
54

76
08

00
00

00
 

B
JB

36
89

44
00

00
 

13
06

20
66

00
0 

49
68

17
00

0 
13

34
89

25
00

0 
71

37
72

46
50

00
 

0.
59

 
48

34
45

28
80

00
 

14
89

43
21

60
00

 

C
M

B
19

28
70

00
00

0 
54

25
40

00
00

0 
40

56
00

00
00

 
39

19
50

00
00

0 
25

32
44

40
00

00
0 

0.
61

 
18

63
32

50
00

00
0 

91
34

30
00

00
00

 

B
O

C
15

03
24

00
00

00
 

17
87

86
00

00
00

 
28

83
30

00
00

0 
13

19
09

00
00

00
 

91
73

99
50

00
00

0 
0.

95
 

67
10

04
00

00
00

0 
12

09
59

40
00

00
0 

C
Q

B
10

15
68

80
00

 
21

26
86

60
00

 
14

20
24

00
0 

10
10

33
00

00
 

11
40

43
18

50
00

 
0.

33
 

75
25

68
73

00
0 

62
38

71
44

00
0 

H
SB

14
04

41
30

00
 

35
98

70
00

00
 

11
55

56
90

00
 

14
72

38
00

00
 

23
95

43
12

30
00

 
0.

58
 

15
99

41
47

50
00

 
45

92
60

89
00

0 

C
Q

R
C

B
31

53
82

30
00

 
65

86
18

50
00

 
26

89
66

20
00

 
28

47
84

80
00

 
29

45
10

49
00

00
 

0.
98

 
16

76
14

91
60

00
 

12
01

54
00

00
0 


