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The Empirical Research on Public Hospital Financial Management based on? Du Pont Analysis. /ZENG YAan -
bing et al. //The Chinese Health Service Management.

Abstract Objective To analyze the status of financial management in public hospital provide the basis for further improving
refined management level and finally realize the goal of public hospital financial management. Methods Du Pont analysis system of
public hospital and relationship between financial indicators were established based on traditional Du Pont analysis method. Three
public hospitals were purposively chosen and then an empirical study on financial management ability was conducted by applying
Du Pont analysis. Results The annual net assets income rates were 6.87% 4.04% 4.36% respectively. All of them were larger
than one-year deposit rate. Moreover Hospital A was higher than hospital B and hospital C. Hospital C was 0. 32% higher than that
of B hospital under the driving effects of rights multiple. However all three hospitals” net assets income rate showed a descending
tendency. Further analyzing return ratio of business it could be obtained that the increase of business revenue and expenditure sur—
plus was less than that of business revenue. A major reason was that special? material expenditure increased rapidly. Conclusion
Three hospitals” financial management ability was generally well they could adjust the capital structure and control the financial
risk while maintaining assets profitability. In spite of that they still needed to use external funding appropriately strengthen cost
control special material expenditure and further improve capital operating level as well as business profitability.
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3 2011 - 2013 1 (3.33%)
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. A
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A 2013 2011
2011 14. 64 13.50 20. 35 5.19 15. 16
A 0.37
2012 16. 40 15. 87 13.22 4.32 8. 89 ) « 134 = 1 520
2013 19.95 19.25 15.66  5.87 9. 80 (4.47% - 5.60%) OT T T LT
2011 12. 10 11.51 16. 63 3.34 13.29 ( 1.60 - 1. 34) *4.47% =1.15%
B 2012 13. 46 12.91 12.99 2.63 10. 36 - B
2013 15.24 14. 96 14. 60 2.72 11. 88 °
2011 5.81 5.30 9. 86 2.97 6. 89 2013 2011 C
C 2012 6.67 6. 46 8.74 3.54 5.19
2013 7.65  7.56  8.75  3.28 5.47 © ~5.93%.0.17%
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A B C
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
2011 7.52 5.60 1.34 4.44 3.55 1.25 7.40 5.17 1.43
2012 5.96 4.01 1.49 5.31 4.23 1.25 4.04 2.40 1. 68
2013 7.15 4.47 1. 60 2.36 1.92 1.23 1. 65 1.03 1. 60
6. 87 4.69 1.48 4.04 3.23 1.24 4.36 2.87 1.57
3.2 2012 2011 A
A B.C 3 1.59%
C o ;12013 2012
3 00.34% 0. 12%
o 3
. ¢
c 2
4 (%)
A B C
2011 5. 60 7.79 71.94 3.55 4. 88 72.76 5.17 8.78 58.92
2012 4.01 3.23 124. 05 4.23 4.09 103. 62 2.40 3. 15 76. 32
2013 4.47 3.51 127.39 1.92 1. 84 104. 38 1.03 1.18 87.43
3.3 C
ALB.C . AB.C
3 A 89.97% B N
3 N
o 6.
3 . 50. 00%
3
. 2013 2012 A B 7
5
A B C
(%) () ) (%) () ) (%) () )
2011 7.79 1. 14 14. 64 4. 88 0.59 12. 10 8.78 0.51 5.81
2012 3.23 0.53 16. 40 4.09 0.55 13. 46 3.15 0.21 6. 67
2013 3.51 0.70 19. 95 1.84 0.28 15.24 1.18 0.09 7. 65
6 .
A B C
() () () () () ()
() () () () () ()
2011 3046087 158 76156 10836 2620007 163 56133 12952 1960806 135 31825 7609
2012 3439959 157 86251 11197 2947789 172 60922 13434 2081129 151 34988 8317
2013 3843816 178 96803 11872 2888918 197 66491 12203 2154202 163 38101 9172
7 (%)
A B C
2011 49.90 30. 57 19.53 53.79 29.29 16. 92 47.93 34.09 17.97
2012 55.90 31.15 12.95 57.72 29. 31 12.97 55. 41 33. 86 10. 74
2013 56. 09 33.58 10. 34 57. 41 29.91 12. 68 56. 40 34. 14 9. 46

* 673



3.4

A .
. AB.C 3
>,2013 3
2012 8.9.10.
8 A
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
2011 0.33 2.16 0.02 112. 04 0.20 10. 96 0.55 0. 60
2012 0. 37 3.34 0.04 85.40 0.32 10. 27 0. 44 0. 85
2013 0.41 3.09 0.03 106. 86 0.39 7.83 0.42 0.99
9 B
(%) ) (%) % (%) ) (%) %
2011 0. 34 17 0.05 48. 44 0. 14 15. 04 0. 56 1.30
2012 0.35 .94 0. 06 48.48 0.31 9.49 0.38 2.70
2013 0.34 .04 0.06 53.38 0.35 8.72 0.33 3.20
10 C
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
2011 0. 47 1.25 0.03 122. 82 0.07 17.35 0.51 1. 15
2012 0.58 1.31 0.04 67.24 0.13 10. 25 0.41 1.85
2013 0.56 1.56 0.04 74. 61 0.17 9.18 0.43 2.05
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