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Analysis on Total Factor Productivity of Commercial Banks in China: Based on the
DEA Model of Three stage Malmquist Index

Luo Qian, Pu Yongjian, Huang Sen
(School of Economics and Business Administration, Chongqing University, Chongging 400030, Chin a)

Abstract: With thethree stage malm quist index of DEA model, this article analyzes the total factor productivity of the comm ercial bank in china
during 2004 —2008 for the first time. T he results show that environment variables have a significant impact on the input of bank; traditional
malmquist index have over estimated the change of T FP, technological advances as well as technological efficiency index ; the improvements of
TFP is mainly derived from the progress of technological during 2004 —2008; further more, the financial crisis lead to a significant decline of
TFP in the banking industry of china, but the impact on the state owned comm ercial banks is less than the impact on the joint stock com mer cial
banks.
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Evaluation Study on Provincial Tourism Competitiveness Dynamic
Changes Based on AHP Method: A Case of Shanxi Province

Su jianjun"’, Huang jieyu™’
(1 Hedong Culture Research Center, YunCheng University, Shanxi YunCheng 044000, C hina;
2 Department of Economic and Management YunCheng University, YunCheng 044000, China;
3 School of Administration Science & Engineering, Shanxi University of Finance & Economics, T aiyuan, 030006, C hina)

Abstract: In order to quantitative study the tourism competitiveness disparity, from the industrial point of view, the evaluation index system of
tourism competitiveness is set up The paper analyses on tourism com petitiveness of 11 cities in Shanxi Province by the method AHP& Yaahp

It shows in the following: tourism real power, tourism development potential, tourism supportive and tourism competitiveness have been iir
creased, but the growth rates are different T aiyuan, Datong and Jinzhong have been the highest levels cities of the tourism competitiveness ,
whether the tourism competitiveness index or the sort have been in the top three from 2004 to 2008 T aiyuan is quite prominent, in view of the
change of the tourism competitiveness development capacity, Datong, Shuozhou, Jinzhong, Yuncheng, Xinzhou, Linfen and L uliang are above
the average development speed from 2006 to 2008. Yuncheng is the fastest, Taiyuan and Yangquan are almost unchanged Finally, appropriate
measures and strategies are put forward.

Key words: AHP method; tourism competitiveness; evaluation system; Shanxi Province
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