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Abstract

This paper selects 20 small accounting firms in Tianjin, and conducts an empirical study on the
comprehensive efficiency, scale efficiency and sensitivity of these 20 sample accounting firms with
DEA analysis method. The paper puts forward the improvement potential and direction, and
hopes to put forward suggestions on improving the operation efficiency of small accounting firms
in Tianjin for their reference.
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WA 2009 FRATKIE TP 56 530X /NPT S5 AT E AR : BN, F B AU OCL IUk
SIS . MATILHER 20 Hr, KRR 210 A28 4 8 T R B &Il 55 gt HAtlr 7000 544t
TS5 Fr i TN S LM 355 BT W[ 1] 53 4h H T Lebh DO AR IRNAE 1000 /37GRA T, I HAbE it
P NELE 20 NCLR IS IM S 5 BB/ N B BTk B B[ 2] . 75 st 55 4% P s B s L v A7F F) 25 itk |
ST 55 BT AR 23 2 B e 24 bR BURT A B ) B AT L A B P 2 SRl JE HE A A AR . TEAS IR 7,
FEFNE BT IR, SN 1000 J5 70 0L HyEM 2 0Hf AZE 20 A BLF £ 1HImi 345 B o/
FITHIARAE, AT L R AR A SR N AT FUREAT RE A I 55
2. MEkERIR

DU BN 2 T 355 BT R JRATAE R BR P, H ATXE T /N 2 1H T 5845 BT AR I 7 2 B R e AR R
Ji bk s K BIUIR 1) URHE FE AN O T o X B BB 52201 1) A A/ N S it I 2 45 i 7 B4R s pol R 88, FT3
R IR 55 RIRTG R JE s k(201 1) LA/ e T 5 55 B A R B AZCRE R I 22 T 400t 4 AN B 1hll
55 B BRAE 2 V1T 55 B i SRl B 0 25 R N FL B MU AT SRt v = T DT g8 45 B B o o M s 3R
FEQ2012) W /N B 2 H I g 55 B mT LUd i 42 s Mk N 53 209 B o 180 9 25 0 AR B im ol KP4 7 il
28775 EHE2013) 8@ B 0 /IN B 2 T I S 28 BT (040 F IR Bt B0 il A (1 4 b 7 281 BT Dl Bok 4 4 2 1 iR 5%
T BEm MO G TE S 7K J % b 28 o0 45 48 it >R i e /N BY 2 1 T3 55 i H AT AT AZAE [ o) s F Seout
2014y Ny /N ST 55 BT e] LLd i 22 Ak g, BURBUR 51 87T R RAE#HA T I K 1R (2015)
PAHLAE AN /N 2 v Il 58 AT b 75 B IR FH R A 7 sOY O R s« B B By e Ay 4T
%%%%%Emﬁzﬁﬁ$%%mﬂ%ﬁoEE%%%%ﬁ¢mAﬁﬁ$%%%ﬁTLu (ERSRNT T
T PN A 3 = AR B A T R

FEWFU/ N ST 55 IR BRI 0 P DL IS B AR R R R, 18I BRI MR R BEAS 2
AR T2 THIT 55 B b B 8 0t 7 2 SR e [ A K BT 5 I BR DU Rt T /N 2 T .45 i 6 A
RO . B RITIENESE, 284 XM DEA Jik; Mk#kQ009)FEFEzH T DEA 77k, Hil
N T HERR DEA B, St 2005 SE4E AT 15 FKFS TS E BeRIHT 7 98E9 M. IR 4&2011)
K DEA J7i5%F 2010 4F 50 52 v 3545 B (18 8 8RBT SSUEDE Fu 4 T 7870 R 9855 B & T U5 4
Bl SR BG EOkAE. 542012)f5 8 DEA J5ik, AP EE S5 bk i 20 A, HFR
2002~2010 Il 55 AT ) A 7 S AR AR 38, IF HEE SO T 2002~2010 AR A4 18] 1 A=
FERARL AT . TRAE(201)FE T 2008~2014 4E4 E H AT 20 K 1HTE SIS E 8%, RIFELFR
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JR AN SE) T LA S 5 SO R 3R I B LR . 52 MIBEPHQ015) T T 2012 4F 44 FAMAUEA AT 1)
SMIHHS S H S S ERASRIF IEEE . BT 2= (W S A SO 78 /N 25 11T .45 iz 8 ek
PR, RIS ARSI ST 55 T ) M RN LR R R, LA — i OB SE AR 7 3o
3. DEA {ZEI+43

A S AL 2 S, AT T IRRGE AT (0 R 7 B 1) B B R AT SUSUK VRN . B
B HTJTE(DEA Tk —MEES 0L, AR EFIORMERRECCR, TN SR E L =N
RAEFE, FHRERATHRE AT S RO b, 0D B R A IE H s . PR R E SR E A
ERBEAGAL PRARE[3]

DEA J7VE R Z 8 ANFNZ 77 H (AN [F] 1 38 B8 0 B A IR AT VR Al . DEA T3k ) BEAi AR 1957 4
#i Farrell #IZ 825, T 1978 £ Charnes, Cooper F1 Rhodes = 2# 3 ¥ 2 3 Ji& B[] 52 FUAR I 15
ENRIZ RN 277 BRI AR (B CCR #57Y) [4] [5]. 1984 4F 1 Banker, Charnes F1 Cooper =fif.
¥ DEA B B0 78 2 AR HR I A 35 B AR R RS 23R 1Y) BCC R AL [6] . 1985 4F- Charnes, Cooper,
Morey 5 J LA 23 Bl 5 $2& % DEA B84 (1 fgugek oy b, BIVFH &k D N | it 70 8 o R i /b Wk 5
FIGIEE T, RERESCERMERIRAD, XA IR T U E T . BR80T U7 ik 3R B
SRR 1 FR[7].

Table 1. Mainly mathematical models of data envelopment analysis method

F 1. BEAERNTHEETERFRE

BB n A DMU, B m N x, (i =1,2,,m) REP s =il (r=1,2,--+,5) « 6, 1R DMUk T #%

B NSUBT WS BIAR OB ERE s AU A = (4, Ao, A, ) T NI A VERHI 2 T A T
S RHR st =130y, <> ¥x, <0
Charnes, Cooper = P =
Rhodes u,2£20,v,>20
Maxh, = ZY:U,,yk
LRI =
Charnes, Cooper S N S
Rhodes P s.t.; Vx, = 1; U.y, 7; Vx, <0
U,2e20,/,2¢>0 (% U, =tuV,=tv, Charnes-Cooper AL #t)
MaxI:H - g(é’s’ +e's )}
SRR S.tz; Xy, +s = Hx/ﬂZyjﬂj —s =y,
Charnes, Cooper ” X . . - .
Rhodes 4,20 j=12--n s NRAE; s ARIARAE.

e e RN L I m 4. s 4E7 ) &
& NARBTEEARAETE 55 /N (HUAT AR T2 AR/ )

4. SCUERASE
4.1. REH/NMESTIPES AR IER

ARSCUANR e T DT 55 AR 9 e B TT, X RN 2 T T2 55 P (R 4878 SRl ‘R AT W 7T - AE
FEAVE by RTTERTSE, AUREIEH] T 2015 4F 6 H REEM -l 2 A A6 1 2015 SEFEREH &1t
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IMEE 4 T2 6 P ENE B (AR T S R KRBT M & 1M 2 1 vk http:/www.tjicpa.org.cn/tjicpa/). ILHT
T TN T 1000 570, HIEM2 i A BN T 20 N8 20 XS I ENFEARF S AE A
X 20 KI5y, RO, oIl o A AR E Y il 400 R IO A — 8. HES NBBL R S
WO 7 B RN B AR 1) — 2 DA b, FEART DR B AT R BT /0 B B T 37 0300 PA S dg 8 7K

4.2. BNFHIERRHIRE

DEA /Ey— i H AR S BT R e A Jrids, Ht sz — R T 3 i A3 2 A2 7 AR L -
DRI, B39 s F QB A A2 PR BTN 577 KR AR BT . A SCAEAR S UERT LR Al |, 82N
JIBIRAE 2 VT 55 T 278 v 1 2 A R B AT BRI, S T NN RNR R A AN AR . S
BAfER AR © EMSTHTALG @ WAG @ EREA; @ @it itindcg. HiEs
WA K B S UH I B PR 22 56K 00 5 2R tho e sy, b AR AR TU s 4 i KT 40 ¥
FIE M2 TR DM &l © i N AR . FEM 2 THTAT ML R Z R 4 ol 5
EHILER R IIE, PVA R TR A R BEEAE . © XA BOE XA A 10 70, KR
B X AT RESFARIBATIT 200 VIS FTRE AT 5 FE BRI A w], SO o U I 55 o 13
M EEBRAEZIE AN, FTUAESNSR IR IIER T A BHRER S iafRirm e . AREA A
AR bR RSN BN ST S5 BN 7 A5 B R AR, LR LR A
PRHFERR . 4R 2 20 KFEAR S THIT S5 A M A 4R AR O -

Table 2. Input and output indicators of 20 small accounting firms

2. 20 NBRUHITEZ RN~ HigtRB R &

FE Ak BN e aas mmma CEER meen mpss 0 K
(Jizt) B
1 | 951 14 13 300 7 2 9 AT
2 EHEE 663 18 16 50 16 1 7 FFRIX
3 g 648 18 14 50 16 0 9 T 7
4 BER 491 18 12 30 14 1 10 HE
5 R 520 18 22 50 17 0 10 HE
6 B2 465 16 13 100 11 0 9 7
7 SLAB A 565 10 10 50 6 0 9 il
8 KRN 443 17 0 50 17 0 7 AR i
9 [FfE 496 14 0 50 13 0 8 I
10 P 443 11 10 50 10 0 10 HIF
11 TR 479 13 29 50 12 0 7 bR
12 W 499 7 3 50 6 2 7 FFRIX
13 WREA 369 11 0 30 7 3 9 b it}
14 B 340 14 2 50 12 0 9 T 7
15 22 H 810 11 10 100 11 0 10 Fsp
16 1E 390 12 15 50 11 0 10 FSp
17 i 262 17 0 50 15 0 8 e
18 s 345 7 0 30 6 0 8 b
19 HiE 266 13 5 50 10 0 8 AR
20 I 463 19 13 100 15 0 8 IR

Bl REEM e mst. . SRR .
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4.3. SLIESRE SR

SCUEWE FCHE 7> R 25 T DEA J5iE0 /NI 55 P IS B R AT M Hr o AR AT DEAP
Version 2.1 #ATHHRIZAT, RREFPIF SRS AT EURET 7B, Oy 17X 20 AN 2 1 TR 55 i 2
ERCRATIRANIT, Je)a BT T RCRE T BUAE 2 M AU 20 = A>T T IR 7

4.3.1. FEESH

T BCRAAREAT AT, AT DA R 20 FRE S AT A B SR TR S . iR 7 3 aTRLE H, 20
KBS FTHARBCR N ME N 0.859, U B R EH X /NS 2 i 5 45 B (1 B A da B AU 3. 56—, 2R
ELZS RIS LR PSR oA R, IS il BR. A RESFT. HEAL RS, R, HORER
B EHREESE 11 ReTHITRSRT, BTN SRR N 5 &, X 11 DMFEARTER R ICaE
¢£wkuﬁ%,ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁ‘%mﬁ@%ﬁw%%%ﬁimﬁwﬁﬁﬁ%,ﬁ%%iﬁﬂ&$%¢ﬁ
B — Mz g AN . £, EERCRNT 1 MESH, JCRE-T 0.8 MEEE T R IR.
PP, TERSREICREZ AR T 10%, XHRHE 5 FTI0IEE A 2 ﬁ$7%$%%ﬁn
RORAEAE 0.8 LU, (B A HRK R ITH 35%, HIZE RTAH.

Table 3. Table of calculation results of the operation efficiency of 20 small accounting firms in Tianjin

F 3. REM 20 NBSHINESABITHERTEERRAE~HAE)

5 e RIS AR RV

1 7K 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
2 2 Sy 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
3 s 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
4 PEDN 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
5 R, 0.802 0.802 1.000 -
6 fis 0.638 0.686 0.930 irs
7 SAG S AT 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
8 FEAN 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
9 ik 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
10 fTEN 0.770 0.776 0.993 drs
11 FHIR 0.910 1.000 0.910 irs
12 ER 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
13 BREA 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
14 =] 0.647 0.665 0.973 drs
15 %8 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
16 E 0.666 0.666 1.000 -
17 i 0.528 0.528 1.000 -
18 i 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
19 Wis 0.513 0.568 0.903 irs
20 iz 0.715 0.802 0.891 irs

FHME 0.859 0.875 0.980

s RORMBNCRIENT; drs FORMURBAEIGIK
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fKHEH 3 ATLAREE, 20 SORE/NY S5 I MBRCR (T 2R 0.980, BB REE /NI AR R 2
ARG KA RY ARG P BR. RO SLEDPT B, A4S 14 Raih iS55 sl
BERCARBR T 1, AR ITTH 70%, IR/ T A K 12 55 A AR E 24 A RBIR S
BRGNS T, AT IR SRS I H S RrA A 2. AR 4 %, HEE
PR ITI 20%, 5 BIRCREAREE] 1 FIFrA F 5K 66%, HAT@E 8 e M2 vHm A, 32 =i
12 Py N B 5 ZORY MR, 7870 M B SRS RMOR 8 . A0 T MR SCR B IR A (T B 28 A% B
PR FFIT, GBS R TTH 10%, HNOAZAE @R LA NG, BEIUA B, kR
BB R

Fihbs A3 HIIERE R, AHRACR MM, WS, R S BT AR RN
1, MERERCERANT 1, HUBARIHAL T8 RS o XU W2 IR 55 T RN 28 K, T3 55 BTl
RSN, AT 1 B AIE S AR K. TR, IR, hdh =R ESTEAEN 1, EERG R
AT B EFESFMERE S, T EARRCRMIL, SECGARCRIMAL, BRI
T B BRI

4.3.2. /EAEST
3% DEAP #A: I ER s AT 45 R FA T N 4 for, Hd S1AREES NS S2 RNl A2
S3 RFIEMEA; S4 RETLWIFES NEL S5 MAEBWHALL S6 REBEX AL a REFERN.

Table 4. Slack variables and residual variables for evaluation of operating efficiency

4. TEYRTFNONBEENRRLTE

- . FA AR Pl RA
S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 a
RHA 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
HFNEA 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
g 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
BER 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
KU 0.802 0.000 8.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 128.000
B2 0.638 4233 0.000 21.377 0.000 0.000 0.000 212.608
SIAE ST 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
RERN 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
[FfE 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
T 0.770 0.000 0.000 0.000 2.667 0.000 1.042 127.771
PR 0.910 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
W 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
WREAE 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
FE 0.647 0.500 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.812 171.531
@| 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
EN 0.666 0.000 4.000 0.000 2.500 0.000 1.000 195.750
LR 0.528 3.000 0.000 0.000 2.000 0.000 0.000 234.000
s 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
A& 0.513 1.195 0.000 4715 0.000 0.000 0.000 201.976
iz 0.715 5.333 0.000 33.333 1.667 0.000 0.000 114.333
FHME 0.859 0.713 0.600 2971 0.492 0.000 0.193 69.298
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1) Bk

FE T A H AN AN BEREAT 0 B, IR ERE, WM hImesii A /4 370
FREIE, 28, |, WAk ImIX 5 ANRSERITE AL RIEE SR AR EERE 2 —; mholk
N R GEIR AT 15 2078 53 KA FUR] LA B U R 1E T AN LR 3R BA 0I5 A TR Bis 8 MR A 4R T
BFEFEZ —; BIEHEA. WA, )@ E S AR SRR G, o MR A B IR R A B TS E AR R A
&I W TARWRESTE, K. Hids. BN FwATIE 5 RES A R FIHZRE, [FHK
N ERATARIE RS E GRS R EBEE N Z —, ZH ARBTG5 T EREART 25%, BONE TS
FITiE 8 SR N R I SSIA1T s B = 55 P DR A 80 7 43 R P 0 e 2 3 e 4 e R 5 ) JHL ok 3032 8 40
RALEIMH: XALZFARRIR. Fide. 8. EWSEHES g, X A5 LA . H
RN R RE, A 8 KELFTMRNG RIS E, X 5 2B It R AR T 40%, H SGHE 1) S 41
ILF) T 1385.969 JiJG, XIAE] T 20 KHELFAMIANR] 13.99%, SOEMREAEE T, XHEEAT LR UEH]
FIF & TR, WAKP2 BT BN B

2) MEREARSHT

TEZE 4 HHERXS 20 F/NBL 2T 25 BT DEA 3B 4h th T /S T N A0 — 3007 HE 0 eSsE 50fe, R T x &
WIS FRIAT 00T . B e T AR R AR I R I IE S5 BT, Wk 5 I RRTE T2 RE M 7 A X
TR TUATE, S e HEER T 9.19%. 9.43%; {7 TN T, MU (Eis R
201.976 J37G, Xt BA AR NI e P A 355 P 0 &% o5 R, HRN K3 = 75.93%.  HH I L i B
2 TR B B AR B S R R TIA 55 TS G e MR I E AL A — MR E AR ERURI 2 R
FHEHT, Wk 6 IR, HIZE R T M REELE THES TRITRRIX 17.65%;: L5RFESRIFEIT
RIRIK 13.33%; HAMLIAEAE N, NOZE IS Kk 2 IR k7 E s B B S, e s s
HRE IR, RS RN SIS 234 J306, X UL A% 35S BT & TR
RERE 7 FI AT R, BN IE R 89.31%. 74T LUE BIA $ 45 A, Jorh i i vl N BORI v A %
RHANBENTEAR R TCR T, HARPYIEHR N2 G IE W, DAEIA 3555 BT 75 2 N 22 NEOE A M 5 A X
PIAN 7 T SR IEAT eSO T $2 R iZ BT I 8 0% o[RBT DA A Hodth 6 K855 B i Sk I H S

Table 5. Difference analysis table of Lida accounting firm

=5 WEASTHNESHEEN TR

Eizgay e N PRI TEM B A GUTES HREIN XAzt SEURA(T)
JEAE 13 5 50 10 0 8 266
AR 1.195 0.000 4.715 0.000 0.000 0.000 201.976
BiSiAEpigad 9.19% 0% 9.43% 0% 0% 0% 75.93%

Table 6. Difference analysis table of Lida certified public accountants

6. MIARTHNESAEEN TR

Eizgay e N PRI TEM B A GUTES LI X 7 1 FN
JEAE 17 0 50 15 0 8 262
A 3.000 0.000 0.000 2.000 0.000 0.000 234

BiStiAEpig=d 17.65% - 0% 13.33% - 0% 89.31%

4.3.3. RS
BUBHE T, 248 2% N\ AR 5 al i H AR a8 0 sl b i RCRAE RS . B BUS b, Tl
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PAFZH A AN i 0B DR 3O DR BB TC IS T AR I B AR D 5R S9IR DL, A R IRFRIT A ) 1Y
BESUE R TAFE A . BER TINS5 Frid = AR brsk D u bk, i XA SO M
TRPRREAT BUBNE 3 AT o SOV TEM TS Mol N R8s MR 28 FE i
TR A 2 D 2 H IR, XA 26 AR 22, 7N KRR &, K DEAP B AT 8 R R K 1~6.
Wk 1~6 K, BEAARBUBIE DT RIS /N KBNAR B 2 AP 22 R M 2 U U R Aol N B e 1 58
FITHEE SRR LR M RA . DAL S AR X T 18 8 MR M ORI N B 22 3
/\}\iﬁﬂ?k ROERBURTEAEE . T 10 A ASEURAE 73 A R B AR 7 A
1 FoR, EEEN S TSR AR M BUEE T R R OR, BRSNS B RCRE R T
1.039%: EWJ%“}E}?B’JLZ%%IKBHEETIOSI% XUYCHNE M IR AR B T Hi g BN P55
EERCRAEAR U R, IR 2 U U AR AT S 3 A P 2 T SR IR O B T S5
P Ja 18 8 SU3CE B TARE o HABAARMRUL, FEA S THIIEE S5 Froehi o N BUsUs A (e
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Figure 1. Sensitivity analysis of number of certified public accountants

E 1. ES ANBEURMESIRE

S5 I 2 XHEM AR R K BUBIE T RN, B2 A5 I NiE E RCR(E R T 4.026%, 1R
FHE P HRBCRAEFRER T 3.904%, PSP BCRE AR T 3.491%; 1 2555 Fr i RCRE S n 1
1.868%. HANEE . WA R EFFTINRCRERA /MR . K EM AR T Rk 6 RHEFZH
BE AN B, RIS RIS E SRCE B TR E .

1.000
0.950
0.900
0.850

g 0.800

% 0.750
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0.600 |[— B1E
0550 |7 SRS VR A
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HARS

Figure 2. Registered capital sensitivity analysis

2. GEM SRR S E
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=, W 3 MBS R BUENE T R RN, WIAHS TS E R AR T 20273%, EE
HE PRI T 4.7%; R FSIRIBEMEEN T 0.130%. XA ZHEREAR BN T Lk 3
XG5 PN IE B AR AR UK DRI, sk MLk N 5% AR BT 78 20 LN B3 3 oy B i =55
JEHARNNIEH S T4 518 8 SRUE I TAFE .
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Figure 3. Sensitivity analysis of the number of employees

B 3. Ml NS S A E

S0, A 4 iR FE NS A BT BUR T R RN, RAEE. AWK E ST
BERAEA /MR . XU LR S RSB RN T2 TH TS 55 i & AR E A U, it
X2 M 2 T A B S A AN S 55 T4 e e E SO B AR E A
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Figure 4. Sensitivity analysis of number of experienced certified public accountant

Bl 4. 23T ABBURMES R

S, I 5 XA D S T AR R R BUR T RN, TS T IRCRIE IR T 7.273%,
TSP IRCRE IR T 8.681%, IR 55 FriIRCRERK T 2.494%, FANEA 6 FKFESHTHIREHM
A /INREARAL, TZ 0 B D A 2 T R A R T S T 55 s E AR (E R I U A,

TR BT AL {2 1 B AR A AT 78 3R PR 27 3 BRI N L3l 2 VI 55 4 e B S e PR AR L A

FoN, I 6 X XA AR MU E T SRR, RIS P IRCREEIN T 7.600%, I H S
T RCRAEIE N T 4.700%, A SESS FFRCREIE N T 1.800%, F3ANEA 2 FKFH 5 PR IEA /MiE
A%, XU XL A AR R T LR 55 s & RO AR BBUR . R, 75 BN X AL 2% 1 B A A

FHANE
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Figure 5. Sensitivity analysis of number of Master’s degree and above
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Figure 6. Sensitivity analysis of location conditions
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