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Abstract

As the Bank of our country in recent years the number of excess, whether foreign
banks or domestic banks, the other most of the same nature of business, resulting in
fierce competition in the banks, narrowing the gap between deposit and loan interest
rates, interest rates decline, the high proportion of overdue loans, many of the
problems lurking exist. In line with the international financial trends, this study was to
investigate the establishment of "financial holding company" really improve bank
performance? And under internal and external pressures in the non-bank financial
holding company operating efficiency is really not as "financial holding company"
under the bank (or financial holding banks)? "Financial holding company" have

established, is more in order to pursue a wider scope of business and get more profits

1 g i-mx &



102P-029 = —%;}«m é ,? 4 &;7_ kb 3 2 53 ;{

higher, but under the financial holding group owned subsidiary of whether the bank
can improve its efficiency, and to obtain large profits what? Or as a result of
diversified business operating power down, destroyed the company's original
performance? Purpose of this study were to use data envelopment analysis (DEA) and
the MPI inter-period growth model, in order to verify the Republic of China during
the period 89 to 94 years, the establishment of financial holding banks and non-bank
financial holding company the difference between the operating performance. The
empirical results show that banks than non-financial sub-bank financial holding

company with better power and production growth advantage.

Keywords:data envelopment analysis, financial holding companies, financial

sub-banks, non-bank financial holding company, operating performance
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