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Empirical Analysisof the Efficiency of Credit Screening Power Allocation

CHEN G Xun® ,FU Ming ming®
(1. College of Economy, Zhgiiang Universty , Hangzhou 310027 ; Zhgiang Financid Affairs Office, Hangzhou 310025)

Abstract : By usng the database of Banksoope, this pagper anayses empiricaly the influence of credit screening power dlocation on banks' perfor-
mance. It finds that the bank’ scredit screening power has no sgnificant effectson its performance. This meansthat the concentration of credit screen-
ing power can’ t dwaysimprove the bank’ s performance. Although by concentrating its credit screening power , the bank can to a degree decrease the
agents mora hazard and reduce agent cost , but the bank’ sinformation cost will increase. Therefore, when a bank dlocatesitscredit screening power ,
it should consder both agent cost and information cost , not blindy concentrating its credit screening power.
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Application of Factor Analysisin the Evaluationn of Real
Estate Enterprises Competitiveness

YUE Chao-long, SUN Cui-ping
(School of Economics, Anhui Universty of Technology , Ma anshan Anhui 243002 ,China)

Abstract : Thispaper sdects 54 listed red egtate enterpriseson Shenzhen and Shangha stock markets. According to the Factor Andyssprinciple, this
paper has established a mathematicd model of 5 main factors and comprehensve score factors which reflect the redistic and potentiad competitiveness of
enterprisesin order to evauate the red estate enterprises comprehensve competitiveness of our country.
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