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Abstract: This study selects five private banks of financial holding corporation as the object of study: China-
trust, Taipeifubon, Sinopac, Esunbank and Taishin from 2002 to 2011. We use data envelopment analysis,
super efficiency, and Malmquist productivity index to compare business performance of different period. The
study select employee number, interest expense and operating expenses as input variables, and select net
value, non-interest return and interest return as output variables to confer the performance, reason of
non-efficiency and productivity of five banks. The results of study are as follows: 1) The related factors of
scale non-efficiency of Chinatrust, Sinopac, Esunbank and Taishin are members of bank branch, employee
number and capital asset. The related factors of pure-technology non-efficiency of Taipeifubon are employee
service capability, employee service flow and service quality; 2) To compare the performance of five banks
after financial meltdown: Chinatrust, Taipeifubon and Sinopac have low performance in 2009 before finan-
cial meltdown, Esunbank and Taishin have low performance in 2008. The performance has become better and
better after the adjustment of organization policies and the subsidy project of government and human allot-
ment; 3) The result of dynamic performance of five banks from 2002 to 2007, the production efficiency
change of Sinopac was less than 1 from 2003 to 2004. The production efficiency of Esunbank and Taishin
was not good from 2007 to 2011 because of the scale non-efficiency.
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W E:. AMADEITAEE FHRZEEAF FHRERIT: PEHE. a8, AFR. T,
J GBS R, WU 2002~2011 4F )5, 18 AR G2 ik, AR R 532 K
EFEFREL WA A E SR, DR T AL FIESCH . BRI, PAAHE .
FEREHN S SR BN tHI . BRI T A RAE SR GT8UE . BREE R K= TT.
WHeat Fag i 1) PEHR. AFER. BIRE G FRIBCEAEN R EE MR, 55175
RTHO e R =T g A k. GALE R TRCRIER A4 RN &, 5 R TR 6.
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R 5K EHRTE 2009 FEHFTE SUUEEM, FIRS & HRNE Y ERSUERAE, HF8%
HLBOERR AR . BUF AN T R E AN IRIRIRSE, HIZPEIAMILR: 3) ESIEMSURL R,
FF AT HIAE 2002~2007 4, XA 2003~2004 FFHIKFRZAEFRELBRNNT 1, BRHTUFERE
BRI BRI 2007~2011 EHAMR], RILERS GBI AR 2 AR R, TR RIR AR AR AR 3R AN

e

XA ARt BHRRCRER; 22 KA 1R

il

1. 5]

SRS E R a5 R R B, FEE R
WAME T, AIniEHES) 5 T 4 1 B
e, BIEHLXT 1989 SFIFHUNA H AL S B RAT #Y
WAL, 2001 FEIIAM IR B LG, X EETF sk E
AT G WOLT, ISRV BRI, K5
BV X ARl P 28 SR AR AMETARAT I
I LRI 5 R P 5 42 B A A EHE SR i (economic
cooperation framework agreement, ECFA){1%:1], fEIL
SRS PO AR AR B, SR B ATE 2R
FEfIS, LA dE i, ARSI SAH
TG o

BB X AT B R A =B L & I REE M
S REL, ey kRS54 ), BE
2000 4 i 2230 1 G RV & I S SR A k.
HT & AR A E S RSN B,
TXEE S REARERNR A, BIERLE 292 95 2
AL PREE . UEFR S RS EE . AT B
BRI AE S ERAT, REERATIR AT S
ERCE SRR RO N, IR DARAT N AR
RESEAR, HMGE S RN A RR, Kt
B LEXZRARAT A ESUOHEATIRY 7 3
B e h R RERT.

=] ot AH o< SCRR . K 2 ok H BE BL AL 5 ek H0E%
(stochastic frontier function, 455>~ SFC)ELHHE fL.4%
4311 (data envelopment analysis, %5 4 DEA), R
BATHAERCR, HT DEA RULELMYIEATH
R R SFAE D HAS T 3 e 8 57 R U A (Ray,
2004)M, [RIGAE 2 N F 8 SR 1 SR AY - 2k,
AICKE LA DEA H) CCR. BCC. BRI, %
QA= J138 Bl(Malmquist index) & ZHAS & 7 H1ik,
ST TN RAEIE LB RS ARG, b
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Gh, BITEREE R 1, AT TR DA
I, ISR BT T RS TR R
GUICRIL, SRR RE/E N BT BG5S HRAT ML 5 7E
il e 2 ORI BB S K -

2. rk[EIE
2.1. AEWXRERITZETIELZRKA

3V 1 DX ) Rl S D e, i 22 R A
5y, REEETRERZK, RERITHRRET S
NVOANE B : 55— BAAE 1960 4EAR, 4RO RVER
1T R BUF I G Bk L& AT 552
BYBCA 1992 4. A HAFKREFRATIRUER L,
NERATHETI R E M 7 U, 1N ARAT
BT ARG 9 R RAT . S5 =B BN
2001 %5, BURTFRETE A RIMRAL, 12 RS HRAT
BUBTESIE A A AT, AMEERAT T a6 K28 00 A 4R
17, HIEG WAL FAT. UM BAE 2010 4, PR
1T ECFA, JFBUKREHLIX A RGEHRAT AT LR AMR SR &
WALAT

&R N B L X 25 R VI B AR, 1990
FETFROH BRAT AT, PR E A AT I E, R
LREGRA R RESRITHRRIET 1990 44,
FTBWLI AN, 4k B AL 53R TH AR S macE, &
FEIRESLFARAT, WA A ERAT IR RS
tho @t ZEMRE, RERITHIGEE QA
AREERATM AR, SRFIRE RS N i
G, BRATIE Gy gk AR R AT RS Mg 4
BRI, TN PR R S BRI TG R P R
ERATIHNL TG Ext R, FFelEmllR B i
Mo

HE 2011 FE, GEMXERBTZ YL
Hit 425 K, AR 6016 5, HAAEST
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AT 38 I, AMNEARATAE & ST NS ATHT 28 HK(H R
BATAREEM, 2012)P, BRKEREEX HRAT
FEE R TAHE . AR RIER, i =+
YE T RE &EERNRT, HBR S
24%, QI EGEFEEER. G0 MIRIT. e ER
PR TR ARAT . AR F L ARAT .

FE RERIT 5 A EHATHIZESRIRI, 2010 £ R
BT BT RS LL Ik 47.61%, REHATIESRF
RENBNERTE, FEFEFARERITHRE. 2
TR RAART AERIT, A5 R IEMRZ G
Moo A BT THh AL, FEBCRAISCRET
O ERFEER TR, EXNERAT AL AT Sk
ffoB, Bln. AR, PRI R 58
BRI 0 [ < AR AR B, DR AR T e AL S R
ERAT IRk, S SIBER -

2.2, RITIN LR ESRMITEG

WRATW 2 Bl vk, R84 AW, B
RERUS BTV 0 4 7 R 505 T BEEU BT ) DEA, A B
Ko Wi BB BT W A0 S AR R BOR A5 B
CHIRI A AP T 5y, A 36 24 1 R o 0ot B 2 T A AR
¥, 4. Cobb-Douglas, Translog 2%, iz F A 4
P R NPT, T R A AR SR
TRE, BURREW ARG A RUA~S
GrEOERR A EEA, I RE 5 T AR SO R SR A
BN RSO R, IR B IR AR X AR
RN, FUEHF 2 AT 1= M s, 6
T TR Ah B 22 45 N T35 22 7 1 T vl R

AR B AR BR BT AR AT SRS B PR
IC(2001)P1L 1997~1998 4E G HIX 43 FKiARIT A
WA %, iEH] Cobb-Douglas B HUR A I, fHiH44T
MIRAR TR LB TR FRA TR BR,
FHERTHRAT A % oA 5 AR TE AR B IR
R RIRATIE L A IEAT R, BT T AR,
AR AT T 2R 3 B AT i B ALK . Weintraub and
Nakane (2005)CABEHLIL AR %%, 0T 1993~2002
FENERITRENENSHERN, EREHRENE
A ERAT, UGB J1H W BT,
Cavallo and Rossi (2001)°% ] Translog FA &%, 1%
it 1992 £ 4 1997 fERKI 442 FARAT A E R, 4
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RRII NPV RAT IIAEAE R B, ARk Boid AR
(ERAT v) 37 I PR S BRI D SRR T . HR
F(2007) 5 FH BEHLIL A%, 430 K bk i X 4RAT 76
A WTO JG BAFEMEAE R, IHRWG/ 3 RS
AT R B A IR 278 3R R, BT R A
PHUT AR, SPERAT A B2 . Kumbahakar
and Wang (2007)F|HPE S s 3, DAKREHLIX 4 ZKEH
BATEH 10 KRG EAT AT G, 78 1993~2002
FERBCER AT SR M, 2R, K
FIARAT B A T LR I AN AR BB B

TG BERA B2 AN FH 33 56 B 08 305 10 ) B 1R
Htia, DEA RO A5 78 7] [ AL B 22 N T 22 7 1
THU PR R3O A ), I REAC R PR A — B FR &, W]
KT AR B il B — (SR, R REET X TE R
MR FENT 5, SRALBTIEH NS 7= H H bR et
T AE < B WF 9T MR SC(2002)7 L DEA i
1997~1998 4E &V HIIX 43 K ARAT & B 50K, JIf
FIF Tobit [HIA#E—BHRITRAT &I 50178, X
BATAEIBRRNZmN, 2R RKIET A I Ak
OO R, AT T8 BE R E
R 5 AR . Drake, Hall and Simper (2003) LA H A
149 FAAT N FT R, 18 DEA R 1997 £ H A
BATHRIAE R SR, BATEd ey K&
AR, RASERCRESMAN . BRikf. BR4gET
532005, 1990~2003 4F & VS HLIX RIARAT N
X%, UL DEA R0 RE 5 mor & A w5
BATSRI . SR8, AEETREN SO
EFAT, BREEERMRITIHAES. Lin, Lee,
and Chiu (2009)°'L DEA 43# 2006 4E & HIIX A 4R
ITHI 117 TR, R8P 2 T
IRE AR b, AR Z RORIPIRDL, AT REH 2047
FCELIAR , 1 FE VR 2% 3% N\ % - Staub, Souza, and Tabak
(2010114 DEA F#% 2000~2007 4F 6], EL PG4TV 5
RRSEARAT RNL IR 2 2 5%, 453146t BTG ARAT I Ak
AR T BRSEARAT, HAE 2000~2002 4F P4 k%
G st e, BT SRR, EAWR
AT B AR R0 i T H A 2R Y AR AT R I

3. MeTE
AR ¥ 0 X G A 58 S L

45



ETEHLX S 2 i R B AT ST

AT IS SRR 25%0L b, s — 0L h#
FRE K, BIFFE S g Aw rbrdE”, EHETS
Hh X A5 A RS AT A 4 9 A A B b EE SR LR AT
(LU F R AER) . G0 E HERAT(CL TR a0 & H
). AKFERIARAT (L PR K ER) B 8T
(LA IR L) A &8 B bRl 847 (CA R R &
WSS H KR T AT R R 2 S8 ROE RAT A Fe Xt
. WA 2002 3] 2011 4, HiHE 4 50
SRR, WO HERNSE MR SBE, %
HBHFEATII AR S SUTF

1) FEHRNFESER T AR, R H R EIESs
R AT, BT 1966 3 H 14 H, 2 ATHE
B AR, BT 199245 H 17 Hdhl v EE
FERDVARAT, S5 o E S-SRI A F, Hk
e HE AR RAERRILE 2011 FHEA 5 1.

2) GILEHNEHESERT A, FEHAN 1969
SEFTRE I G ALRAT, 2RSS AL T RIT S
GACERAT, HUEE 2005 1 A 1 HEE IR &R ER
HINGIEIBERT, HEk. 57 AR &IfE
IFEBLAE 2011 FEHER 5 3.

3) ARFEHNKESENT AR, RNEERITS
SALEFREAR T 2006 4E 11 H 13 H, #hatm
HRRERAT, HBGR. B, fFak. KA ERMRIE
2011 FHEAEE 5.

4) RIHRATLE 1992 4E 2 A 21 HFFIEEE, HAE
2002 4F 1 H 28 HE AR ISR A R, HBGK.
BEPE L AFK BOFERIRIAE 2011 FHE4 5 7.

5) GBI T 1992 £ 2 A 25 H, 2001 F#
S (BTSRRI ER AT, 2002 F£E5FF CK
LRDVARAT B3 A BR A 7)) FRRC & RATH %, FGEK.
IR AFK MFHERIERIE 2011 FFHEA 2R 6.

EBRNFEH T LA T A, FIEXHS5E
W2 S =TUHCAFNT, 0 T AR AT
FR, NERATIZAE R 2 & A% (Sherman and Gold,
1985)" . RS AR R ARAT ¥ &R IR 1 B A
(Siems, 1992; Sufian, 2007) "3, Bk 2% A FARAT 14
NENVIESN ) 2% F (Drake et al., 2009; Sufian, 2007,
FEHTUNA A FERLEYRON . R RN =10,
FHERRAATEE TG ) R 4325 (Miller and Noulas,
1996)14, AEF B NARE AT T . S FLIRM .
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WHLL. MEHFIWAZ (Drake et al., 2009; Chen
and Yeh, 2000)">'%. | RSO A ENARAT AIBOH-S5 I
FLE A S IRREDEALE . G RE . K IHARRR
S\ %5(Drake et al., 2009; Jemric and Vujcic, 20021,

A O ik BN 57 R A SRS
TRER AR, HIBBANTUEIN—, > HBUR Sz
Bn— sk #IE5 . Sueyoshi, 2003)M. 27
® L, BTG HIEALERRXR, SnBAE
R, PPHME R N, BIRT S HEE A AT
B BL

GURVEAL 2 H OB Oy i B — 4L o S E A
(decision making unit, DMU)Z &Iz K, E¥a 457
AR A B V] B 3 158 5 (Pareto - optimality) HWL 225K
A, M R BROE I S R AR T N AT AE A0 S A
NHITE LS80 HA AR 78 - DEA [ 216 B AR 5
Farrell T 1957 fF4¢ th 2 #i¢, iBid 54> DMU 247
15 HOBE B R B ROR AR . & R 5 E R
PR A ARG Y CCR, &M Charnes,
Cooper, and Rhode (1978)"i#Et, H R H2E 40 bl
BRI A MZ, Ll DMU BIRCRII IR
AR A . DMU ¥ AEAE =10 5 ERRCRIE N 1,
FoAth RAEL 5 EI¥) DMU AN TR, RORENT
0~1 Z ],

AL j (=1, n) EHEE i(i=1,---,m) TN
B X, 5 P (r=1,--,5) B~ A ¥, 1 CCR
X2 DMU k MR st ()R fE, Hobu , v K
5 r AP | MR, n AR
NG m BN TG r PRI AN T e
NN IEE, w , v, IRIEEREHGTH S
DMU Z A FAT, AfFiE. 2 E aEil

Table 1. Correlation analysis

]| 1 EXMESH

BT A TSRS Bl HE ARRRICRIE RN

ATAH  1.0000 03028 09072 07743 09102  0.6771
FIESZH 03028  1.0000 03942 03397  0.3403  0.8069
A 09072 03942 1.0000 0.8194 09555  0.7615
HHH 0.7743 03397 0.8194 1.0000 0.8645 0.5575
JEFEIN 09102  0.3403 09555  0.8645  1.0000  0.6677

FIEWN  0.6771  0.8069 0.7615 0.5575  0.6677  1.0000
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F B, FORIUHE T Ak DMU k@ EAHE, R
24 BRI T 0, RESURET I DMI ity
RO

i u, Yrk

E, = Max -2,

m

Z Vi Xy
in1
i u, Yrj

st <1, j=1,...n (1)

£
2uY;
i=1

u,v,2e>0, r=1L..,s i=L..,m

CCR 1A AT DMU I 7E FIUBHR AR 3k
1T, BFFIERA DMU ¥4 T id FEBUIRE,
It Banker, Charnes, and Cooper (1984)°2 CCR 5,
PRSI SE, $2 ARSI ) BCC i, H4
BN, A E G, BCC Bk
DMU Z FIB R 5HAE, n(Q2)Fiw. BCC
XA CCRIEKXZ T 1 Muy , BT BB S,
Huy, /NT 0N, FoRBARIELS ;. o ST 0 R, &
ISR AAS s wy KT 0 B, s AR I sk
CCR ARG AE R B8, ARBAR ARG S5
B BCC PRI L RCRAE WA H AR, H 8
AR R PLAEHOR A R AT 45 2R R 3R AH

ZurYrk_uo
E, =Max>2—
ZVfok
i=1
Z”rYrj U
st - <1, j=L.,n (2)
ZViXy
io1
u,v,2e>0, r=L..s, i=lL..,m, u, JLIEF R

Malmgquist (1953)%" 5 .42 Hi Malmquist #5551, J&
NHFIH AT N L, ZJ5 Cave, Christensen, and
Diewert (1982) 45 & Malmquist (1953)2 ff) #% & 5
Shephard (1970)218E 25 6%, $2H Malmquist 477
J1HE%, Wi E DMU 457777, :3)FRLL t IARH,
ARTKAE LA, AT 50 ¢ AR50 o+ | AR 1R AL,
KAOFRLL t+ 1 B ARKAE IR, fr&E2E « 5
5t 1A DAk, T FH SRR AN [ I B AR
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IR BE DL
D x ’Yr+1
M = ;)E(X‘,Y’)) ©)
D(t)+1 (Xt+1 , Yt+1)

M(t)ﬂ = D(t)+1 (X’,Yt)

“)

Fire et al. (1994) LUAUBEHR A AR 5 Ak, R
JURTFE 5, BIERG)ER4), RIS ERE
77 J13¥6 %4 (total factor productivity, TFP), #1z(5)FTxw,
It —B¥ TFP 70 N EOR R A2 5)) 48 # (technical
efficiency change, TEC) i AL Z)$5 % (technological
change, TC), 1x(6). X(7NFR, FIEGE N ¢ #11)
AR, & S i AR AR R

1
Dy (x(t;rl’y(t)+1 |CRS) y Dé” (x(’)ﬂ’y(r)ﬂ |CRS):|2 5

TFP =
[ Dj (x5, 95 |CRS) Dy (x4, 74| CRS)

Dé+1 (x”l,y’” |CRS)
D, (xt,y’ |CRS)

TEC = (6)

t t+1 t+1 t+1 t+1 t+1
rc= DO (txo ! ’y(: |CRS> X DO t+(1x0 t ,y(z) |CRS) (7)
D, (xo,y0 |CRS) D, (xo,yo |CRS)

TFP BRI A AR L, 5 R A
AN, TEC W] #E— 30 73 il AT B AL B 45
H(pure technical efficiency change, PTEC) 5 MR R
AR 5145 #(scale efficiency change, SEC), #15X(9). #(10)
IR, Wt T R A AR AR 2

TFP =TECxTC = PTEC x SEC xTC (8)

+1 +1 +1
PTEC:D(; (x*, " [PRS) o)
D;(x', ' [VRS)
. Dy (x4 CRS)X Dy (x5, 4 [VRS) (10

D; (x5, 34|CRS) Dy (%™ 357 [VRS)

DEA #8236 8 1 ) DMU & 2, 2Kk
A TR BRI, AR Tone (2002)24F 2 H
Super SBM Hz{fE vk il #. Tone (2001)°1#5 e 2 H
DA 22 B4 B O i il B KR VR A R R, SR AR B 2
(non-radial) )it 77 2K, [EIR =5 REELN S 77 H T 22
#i, A SBM (slacks-based measure)fizt, HH DMU
IR A 2 RN 5 77 I v & SR A i e AR T
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BB, TN 2 57 A R 2 22508 5 2 130T
Wb, BRSNS A 2RV R, 2 RO
WG, BRMENZRESHEEEIRW, %4
AR RIS . Super SBM 1 & DL SBM B Ny
Eat, PLRADER, DMU(x,, v, BRCERMEN 6
HAE— DMU(x,, v,) Bl(x, y) Z IIBCEIIEE RS, o 7E4E
Bx DMU(x,, yo)Ji, XAEF8EE p EREAFME, ¢
EE%ETF 1, k2 o>1.

14
miné'*:mizlﬁ’
1<
Sr:lym
_ 11
s.t. xZZ/IJx/ (b
=
VED NP
j=1
x2x,y<y,,y20,120

4. ARGER

ARSELE R WY, 5B G X R
PR R RE BT R U 224, 58 — 6
MAERAT ZBROTAEEE R, OESE. ZHRED
Préifs RARHIA P J1 A2 B ARDL -

4.1 BESIEFRARERITZHEREL

GBI HIX SRR R H R REHRAITIEL 10 F1
SEISENER 2 s, BB, A RIEITFER
PR R SR REE 51 AN 0.9246 5 1.0008, 2%
Rk 1 ) EEFEREE TR, Btk /iR
EHATIEIR MY 70 R, AW 17 I8
i 2 = M ARZEN DT, SEOH AR A i iris
ToiE RIFRAEL 55 BTy SR R85 2

BV XA SRR R REHAT, 110 1
R 1 s, 2RI RIARS N R
JiE, TRTERRS IR MEKP. KR ESESRA
HERRD, BEDWESHEES S, AETE
ROz WA S — AR, HE 2010 F46 R,
PA 2008 14 A A 7 S RUKRE, 2007 SEEAST
Rt B IR BRI, 2009 FTER RIS S0 Y
MER, JERET IR s, (HAE 2011 4R 5 %14k
BORA MNP OL, T 5 SR IEAT EREA G
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Table 2. The average efficiency scores of the whole financial hold-
ing corporation (five private banks): 2002-2011
R2. BEFSEERRERTHHERNE

DMU B AiERECRE RIBISR BREeER
G 0.9569 0.9953 0.9614 0.9978
BAbE R 0.9884 0.9946 0.9938 1.0299
KT 0.8908 1.0000 0.8908 1.0336
EeiIL::] 0.9102 0.9929 0.9164 1.0004
BHER 0.8767 0.9492 0.9220 0.9424
BT 0.9246 0.9864 0.9369 1.0008
1.1000
1.0500 /\
1.0000 -+ —— R
| /\ SR
0.9500 \V/ —— HUH R
0.9000 é\(
0.8500 T T T T T T T T —

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Figure 1. The changes of average efficiency scores of the whole financial
holding corporation (five private banks): 2002-2011

1. BAESEGEZERERITHHEREEL

4.2 PMRAIRITZHRSEGER

TLEARITAE 2002 2 2011 FE2 L E SN 3 fr
7, FIAAE B RCRRE, 2002 4F T (AR 1) B R I
2003 EANGILE FARM BACR NEE: 2004 EHEGE
BAR . BIR S SRR SR R U 2005 SF R
FN 1A GALE S G 2006 FHKFRE
G A E RIS ROR B 2007 SF BRI A
FHRS5KFHRAT: 2008 LA 7K FAR IR Bt s
2009 FERE BN EALE 8 2010 FUAE
AR SRR AN 2011 F R BCR BT SR
G E 4R 5Kk 341 . DEA A #E I R SRR
JRIA, ECECRRCEARIE 1 2 DMU KA RCR 54
RECR, FESCRM T AR AR, REBLBEA
B R RSk AU R, Rz, WAL AR I
BT

& Al AR SRR, BT s 2 B ) 4
CCR /N, RIFZ AR 5L E] 1. 2002 FF4iH R AR
B AE GFTR; 2003 £ GILE IR KFERE
TR AR AR ORI 1; 2004 G FBRAT AR A
BN 15 2005 FAUE K IR AR AR Bt 2006
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Table 3. The estimated efficiencies indices

R 3. GHIPHER

oy DMU BAE AFAR k& B FUBARIAR A
HEHR 0.8780 1.0000 0.8780 1.0255 BEEN
EAbE IR 0.9613 1.0000 0.9613 1.0050 336189
2002 KERT 0.7707 1.0000 0.7707 1.0073 puibi
Fil4R 0.9915 1.0000 0.9915 1.0802 puibi
GHR 0.8965 0.9076 0.9878 0.8579 priBi
HEHR 0.9147 0.9801 0.9333 0.9058 38k
EAbE IR 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0718 g
2003 TKFERT 0.7345 1.0000 0.7345 1.0078 b B
R4 0.9311 1.0000 0.9311 1.1233 puibi]
BT 0.8828 0.9321 0.9471 0.9232 bR
HHEHR 0.9559 1.0000 0.9559 1.0304 Tk
Gt E IR 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.1012 NS
2004 TKFERT 0.6882 1.0000 0.6882 1.0006 briihiu
ESIIL: 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0669 A
BT 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0378 g
FER 0.9531 1.0000 0.9531 1.1067 bR
GlbE I 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0199 A
2005 KERT 0.7987 1.0000 0.7987 1.0027 puibi]
EERIIL: 0.8539 0.9791 0.8721 0.9228 briihiu
G 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.3557 A
HEHR 0.9209 1.0000 0.9209 1.0000 BEEN
EAbE IR 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0243 A
2006 KERT 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0178 g
Fil4R 0.9036 0.9938 0.9092 0.9671 puibi
BB 0.8157 0.9147 0.8918 0.8347 A
HEHR 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 g
AL E 0.9596 0.9596 1.0000 0.9480 g
2007 ARFAR 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0211 A
R4 0.8925 1.0000 0.8925 1.0199 puibi]
EEEN 0.7784 0.9324 0.8348 0.7971 A
HPE 0.9865 1.0000 0.9865 1.0000 BN
AL E 0.9804 1.0000 0.9804 1.0070 bR
2008 KFEHAT 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.2458 A
EEqIIL: e 0.8341 0.9721 0.8580 0.8714 b B
LR 0.7549 0.9292 0.8124 0.7757 AR
FER 0.9598 0.9732 0.9862 0.9095 bR
GlbE I 0.9831 0.9865 0.9966 0.9771 A
2009 IKERT 0.9163 1.0000 0.9163 0.9307 puiBi
EERIIL: 0.8819 1.0000 0.8819 1.0054 briihiu
BHTHR 0.7762 0.9237 0.8403 0.8480 puei
HEHR 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 NS
GlbE I 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0705 A
2010 KERT 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0813 A
Fil4R 0.9100 1.0000 0.9100 1.0081 puibi
EEEN 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0850 A
HEHR 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 g
AL E 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0741 g
2011 KERT 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0211 A
R4 0.9033 0.9842 0.9178 0.9389 puibi]
EEEN 0.8620 0.9521 0.9054 0.9093 A
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& ILE IR RIS G BRI R R R T
2005 FRUERCE K 1 A G0 E RS 68 2006
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BRI IA P ER. 810 E MR 5k F 8T,
2008 FAVA K FHR B BT 2009 FEAUBRL
RERIFPINEILE FRER; 2010 FEAA £ IR A SRR
A 2011 FELRCRRGFIATER. GILEHRS
KFAR . FEIT DEA W] 1 R F 5 ARAT I AR IR 25
L2002 4F 4901, L GAE . AKFER. K ILHE,
F G HRAL T USRS HDIRAS, IR BAT I HE
BIMAF15 54T, B ERIETEE 508 +
{5 B 0D Kb RS P 3 PR IR S s L REAE T 4F B 4 ik
NITE AT, BERIR TR 2 BT TR H 5%
I

H 2004 45 2 FARATIESCR MRIFEN 1,
T — P I S HER AT RCRAE, R A 7Ok
A Super-SBM #ALHEAT 704, LLIRIS HE 4N 2 2B S
B EEAW DMU LLEZ SRR, 2004 4E 5
BRI G AL E TR, HUCNRILAR S &8
2005 FRBCR B IT N G HTAR S PSR S8 HR
2006 FEBR BRI G ILE IR, HUCONR R,
2007 LUK FRM B8 R, HICNHER: 2010
FEULEF R RE, HKFKER, 6t
BB 2011 AR Ry e AL E AR, Hh
KFRE FEH

AHIEFE LA R A G RlUAER ) 2008 AE 585, %9
FLE LR ARATIEIL 10 SERSTRCEN, FIEERETL
b g Rl 2 fios. HEHRTE 2008 42 mTPYE
G, MBS MRWEAE, HEFEEHNE,
RN BB KIS, H 2008 )5 %
IRGRIRRE, {H 2010 4FJ5 IR EFaE

3 NGILEIMSER LR, aAuE R
KEUHE, 1F 2002 FERLEFCEEAER K | T4l
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Figure 2. The operation efficiency of China-trust Bank: 2002-2011
B 2. PIERIE 10 FREYE

1.1500

1.1000 /\ )é_—x

1.0500
—— AR
1.0000 1 W2l B A
== MUK
0.9500

aml = CICS

0.9000

0.8500
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Figure 3. The operation efficiency of Taipeifubon Bank: 2002-2011
3. AILERRIA 10 FREHF

BRI, B R TR AR KFE5EER
B GRS E], 2007 SEBRIUBRSL, BARK SR
L HRET SN G b AR I AT R . AR B
2009 4FJ5 LI EFHE, BoRabE RS — B
B . 2008 fERAESRARG, AR R Y %
F52m, 2009 F )5 XK EIEF

KFERGA LA RWE 4 R, AKERAE
2008 2 BT HIPUZRESRL, 2002~2005 FIH A TR E &
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AT ECEE RN BT R 23 (8] . 2008 4F 43 il X2
G, SRR NN R, BB RSE R,
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Bl 5 N EIRAIGRILER R, Bk E, Bt
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BT RCE MR, AR R LR TEL 7T
S [ 58 B 7= (1) SRR 3 B 5 0 LA TR . 2008 4R 4 X\
&, BULRE DGV IRIMESEEA DRI, 2
7 B AR TE 2T R A 2 T S e

K 6 NEFRNSUIHLIRE R, GHHAE 2008
FEZ USRS 2002~2006 4 HIFEA R R R K 5k
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Figure 4. The operation efficiency of Sinopac Bank: 2002-2011
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Figure 5. The operation efficiency of Esun Bank: 2002-2011
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Figure 6. The operation efficiency of Taishin Bank: 2002-2011
B 6. AFRIE 10 £2EHY
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FrEAE, TIEA SIS SRR E 2006 5 X
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S, JLLL 2005 45 2006 F 1SR K.

N T R FARATE R BRI g 7, A7
PAZERA 5 A, $2 R SERAT AE 2002~2011 4F3E 10
ERPFEBAN G HSCEE R, g Rk 4 B
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51,542,082 fF70, T IR EHE S AERLEON,
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FERLERCR, BATMR T AL, REZHSE N
2 F 55 2 s/ 245 437,259,921 176 5 124,599 T 7€,
17 I FE S HERLEON, )53 7 258 T 26,844
55 406,378 70, AKFRUIRERSHCE, BT
TN FUESCH S JCED S /& 70k 1026
i 861,480 fF 755 763,436 ATt 1= H Wi IER] &
W NZEESE TN 553,448 AT 0. RGN B =R,
PN 51 T ANH S S 580 2k 7 40 il b
1397 2. 1,147,083 {T705 717,230 170, TWrs HIH
FLESAERLEWN, W37 £ 0 168,511 1,513,026
fF7t. SRRMAZEIR SR, BT R TG
FUE S BB B FH 75 23 70l 1016 7., 1,485,725
765 1,755,018 e, /= H I EHE SRR IR
N, Mo s 0 13,159 5 56,234 1T 7T,

R A O T2 DMU 240G, 8
THASMGROTAG 77, AR A — RS
(") Malmquist 2E7= /7484, HERER. G488,
AFR. R, &KEHHHR, 1E2002~2011 FH] 157
ROBEIRDL, a5 RN 5 From. 2002~2003 4,
HFBRATIRCR EART, FIRA TRARA 1M
$ETE, B TATBRCRSR T, B R 5 M
AFREIPL. 2003~2004 fEH, BRAKERSS, DUZKRIT
MR . BRSNS RN 1, Wik~
REI 54 KT 1, BRI FRAT SRR 4R K
-, AR I 5 AT ER T . 2003~2004 2,
PiE S RO VRSV & SBT3 RS S U (1 S SV |
FFRATHME—RIE 1, HAEILB N A= 8%
AHMRE . 2004~2006 CE[H], 252 BRI
B, 845 LK BRAT A PR TR, ABAERIR R
EBCR RIS KT 1, HAaCER R
H5APRE, ROFEAT R ERER, 2I00n A
B, 2006~2007 b, BREFTERSL, HAMDYKET

Table 4. The results of slacks analysis

®4. ZHEEHSTER
BT 7

DMU  HT  FE N R
A g PRBROIRE S0 e

P EE 532 —860,705 —1,542,082 38,574 0 292,418
BALE IR 245 259,921 -124,599 0 26844 406,378
AKEH -1026 861,480 763,436 0 0 553,448
FIgR 1397 —1,147,083 717,230 0 168,511 1,513,026
B —1016 —1,485,725 1,755,018 13,159 0 56,234

51



ETEHLX S 2 i R B AT ST

Table 5. The results of productivity analysis
]S EFTNPRER

A DMU PR IREL AR IR SR AL BORBERABE IR MBS REL AR AR R
PG 1 1.247 1 1 1.247
b E IR 1 1.107 1 1 1.107
2002~2003 R 1.043 0.962 1 1.043 1.003
Fil4R 1 0.948 1 1 0.948
L 1 1.042 1 1 1.042
S 1.008 1.056 1 1.008 1.065
PG 1 1.223 1 1 1.223
b E IR 1 1.218 1 1 1.218
2003~2004 K AR 0.872 1.092 1 0.872 0.953
EIIE:] 1 1.061 1 1 1.061
L 1 1.143 1 1 1.143
S 0.973 1.146 1 0.973 1.115
PG 1 0.860 1 1 0.860
b E R 1 0.900 1 1 0.900
2004~2005 K AR 1.191 1.018 1 1.191 1.213
AR 1 0.758 1 1 0.758
[k 1 0.954 1 1 0.954
S 1.036 0.894 1 1.036 0.925
PG 1 0.742 1 1 0.742
HAbE R 1 0.873 1 1 0.873
2005~2006 K AR 1.108 1.175 1 1.108 1.302
EIIE:S 1 0.816 1 1 0.816
=i 1 0.713 1 1 0.713
S 1.021 0.850 1 1.021 0.867
PG 1 1.104 1 1 1.104
GAbE R 1 1.074 1 1 1.074
2006~2007 e 1 1.052 1 1 1.052
Tl 1 1.043 1 1 1.043
=i 1 0.879 1 1 0.879
S 1 1.027 1 1 1.027
PG 1 1.009 1 1 1.009
Gt E R 1 0.962 1 1 0.962
2007~2008 e 1 1.024 1 1 1.024
Fil4R 0.894 1.01 1 0.894 0.903
B 0.918 0.986 1 0.918 0.905
e 0.961 0.998 1 0.961 0.959
PG 1 1.240 1 1 1.240
HAbE HH 1 1.230 1 1 1.230
2008~2009 &) 1 0.797 1 1 0.797
FilidR 1.089 1.095 1 1.089 1.192
BT 1.030 1.186 1 1.030 1.222
e 1.023 1.096 1 1.023 1.121
PG 1 1.212 1 1 1212
HAbE R 1 1.104 1 1 1.104
2009~2010 IKER 1 1.083 1 1 1.083
Fil4R 0.977 1.009 1 0.977 0.986
BT 1.057 1.196 1 1.057 1.265
F1y 1.007 1.118 1 1.007 1.126
FE 1 0.926 1 1 0.926
HAbE HH 1 0.975 1 1 0.975
2010~2011 I EX: ] 1 1.017 1 1 1.017
FilidR 0.964 1.038 1 0.964 1.001
Rk 0.967 0.926 1 0.967 0.895
e 0.986 0.975 1 0.986 0.962
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A= Re 1 5477 71 8 28T . 2007~2008
S, R GRS R, KRS G BRI A
BARIRAT, {H 2008~2009 44 R S5, ) S B0 ]
FHETE . 2009~2010 FAVEH T ILRIERIIR S, 7]
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JIE B B A B 1 AR B 4R B S A e R A Bl 4R
B IRAN, M FERCR IR LB AR KO 5, A
2R E A AR BN E AR R AR B F S B AR
BRI, I, Areee i sie R 54
Fa B 2 PUAHIE FPIRZS - BA 2002~2003 4E 7K EAR N,
HAEP A B8 BN 1.003, NAEP R IER
(1.043) 547258 S8 B H8%0(0.962) 1T AR, X AEF=3K
R FIRHCNHARUFEZ S T8 (1) 5 REAZ D)
E%0(1.043)RIRFH

5. &g

BEE SRt B s E Rk, i EsCEERAT
BALAMAT BIRRE, [ 56 4 BRI T RAT R B P 4
T2, & H X BEA AT AR IR G % AR . Fisid
PR R I RCEARATIE BHRIE AR 5 48 G,
A TS S 1) S TR R RS2 4 17 ot )
AFAUFER, GA0E R AKFERIT. KR,
KM EFRAFRERIT AT AT G, BRI IR
2002~2011 3L 10 4 50 ZEM /BT ¥k, 12 F DEA £
THAFFFU B D3 A B A 0% 5 KN BN S B Mk 3
AR, FE5 1 UL T SR ARATTE Sl XU IR AR T 5 2K
o LK STUERE A A R T

1) HEARTET AR T B AR N 0.9569, “T-1
BN 09614, “PIJaiE RN 0.9953, P
B RE N 0.9614. 2002~2008 4F MG AL 1 HJH
PR B TR, HS5HAM R T A TIE
S ATEEEA K

2) GALE AR TP B35 N 0.9884,
SPEBRCE N 0.9938, P4 ARIE N 0.9946,
PR 1.0299, H YK ALERLE 2003~2006 4
2010~2011 FERRIEE, HRBEEUCEMSE. #®
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FHTCBER N FEE R F AR ARYEAE, HS5HH
MRS R S 7 THRSS K o

3) AKFRELTHEE R PR AR N 0.8908, “F-1
HIRRCE N 0.8908, P4 RMEN 1, T
WA 1.0336, H VYK EALE 2006~2008 4 .
2010~2011 “FRRIMAAE, HREEECEMSE. &7
FUFL IO 1 i DR B SR A ) R, G5 2H g [ e %
FEAEAPIRGL . AT BT 80A K.

4) FUARFEIE HEER P BEN 09102, T
FBRLE R 09164, PIJAHEARME N 0.9929, 13
BN 1.0004, HIURBEAAE 2004 F LRI
A, HABEUCENZE. WAHLRCRM EE R
RUAEH GBI )8, S HA M TEL AT
[ 7 % 7 A RS 2326 K

5) APHARTEIE AR I BAE N 0.8766, 1)
FIBLCR N 0.922, FHAFARIEN 0.9492, P
LA 0.9429, H U SRR ZAE 2004~2005 47,2010
EHIRIEAE, HARBAMER 2. WAH LR
MERE EERE THERE R, IS5 HAR ST
B ATHEL R AITECE K,

6) AR HEFAXSZEH, FER. KFR.
TR 6B R B RCREAEE I R PR R R 2
FEATH. T R e 5 S To A Sus FA R .
GALE IR LRCREF A AR R, LS50 TH
MR%5e71. SRR SRS RESAHERR, it
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FEAT o
7) EEE MGG R, L KBATHE
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BAGNT 1, WoRH T 9EA 45 EI i &
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JE TR TE USRI R 5

8) i LA TLERATIE 2008 F4fl X5 3R
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5t I EEA SRR ARAT I B30

2) ARHFFAIRRAT A E S0 TERN oA
BEBATON, RETTPNINER R, RS
ZEGULRER, PlinEHER N ARt 55k
WRABCRSE, ATRACERANZEFR.
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