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® /laHHaA cTaTbA COAEPHKMT IMMMPUYECKMU aHA/IM3
B3aMMOCBSA3M MEXAY POCTOM 6QHKOBCKOM CUCTEMDI
M SKOHOMMYECKMM POCTOM B LE€NIOM. 3a cyeT
BBeZIeHUA HOBOro MHAMKaTopa 3MPEKTUBHOCTH
6aHKOBCKOM J1€ITE/NIbHOCTHU BbIABNAETCA BAUAHUE
3dPEKTUBHOCTU HAHKOBCKOM AEATE/IbHOCTU Ha
Temnbl 3JKOHOMUYECKOro pocTa.



® I(PDEKTMBHOCTb HAHKOBCKOM CUCTEMbI Kak (DYHKLUMS
OT 3PDEKTUBHOCTM BAHKOB, ONEPMUPYIOLLIMX B paMKax
JIAHHOM CUCTEMBbI

® M3mepeHune apdpeKTMBHOCTM HAHKOBCKOM
AeATe/IbHOCTM Ha MUKPOYPOBHE



Ve=VC(p,q,u)

® VC - nepeMeHHble U3AEPKKMU
® p - CTOMMOCTb pecypcoB

® q - AoxoAbl

® U - OCTaTKM




ve; = bo + b1qri + baqai + bspri + bapri + bspsi + &

by +bs+bs=1




TABLE |

Description of the sample

1982 1985 1988 1991
No. banks 196 196 215 198
VC 394.851 428.041 509-586 841.727
0, 3113-180 3710-850 5974-470 9585-630
0> 18-881 26-586 39-318 55-596
P, 35-338 52.264 65-168 85:356
P, 0-013 0-015 0-015 0-017
Py 0-108 0-093 0-061 0-066
Notes:

VC: total variable costs,

Q;: output 1 (sum of loans and deposits),

Q> output 2 (proceeds from customer services),
P: price of input 1 (unit cost of labour),

Py: price of input 2 (unit cost of fixed capital),

Ps: price of input 3 (unit cost of intermediated funds).




TABLE 2

Cost function estimates

1982 1985 1988 1991
by —0-625 —1.755 —1.231 —1.494
(0-225) (0-321) (0-330) (0-365)

[-2-779] [—5-463] [-3-731] [—4-092]

by 0922 0956 1.004 0-990
(0-026) (0-024) (0-011) (0-030)

[35-506] [39-877] [91-327] [33-202]

by 0-087 0053 0011 0-020
(0-025) (0-023) (0-010) (0-028)

[3-519] [2-326] [1-103] [0-703]

by 0-192 0-127 0-204 0173
(0-022) (0-030) (0-025) (0-033)

[8-535] [4-255] [8-087] [5-296]

bs 0-572 0-532 0-580 0-582
(0-050) (0-046) (0-041) (0-054)

[11-441] [11-630] [14-267] [10-834]

o 2.867 3.151 2.290 2162
(0-675) (0-846) (0-489) (0-576)

[4-247] [3.724] [4-679] [3-752]

A 0-141 0-147 0-141 0-137
(0-010) (0-008) (0-010) (0-011)

[14-389] [18-389] [14-261] [12:701]
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TABLE 3
Descriptive statistics for the inefficiency scores (by banks)

1982 1985 1988 1991
Mean 0-104 0-108 0-102 0-098
Std. Dev. 0-074 0-081 0-066 0-063
Skewness 1-768 2-447 1-669 1-637
Kurtosis 3-768 9310 3.575 2958
Ist quartile 0-052 0-056 0-056 0-056
Median 0-083 0-090 0-083 0-078
3rd quartile 0-133 0-130 0-132 0-125

Interquartile Range 0-080 0-073 0-076 0-070




® Ha ocHoBe Hea(PEKTUBHOCTH AeATENIbHOCTH
KaXK4oro 6aHKa paccuMTbiBaeTCA rnokasartesib
He3((PEKTMBHOCTU AJ11 PETMOHA/IbHOM
6aHKOBCKOW CUCTEMbI, NMPHUYEM BBOAATCA

BE€Ca.
N

Lit = E Wiit Uit

i=1



TABLE 4
Inefficiency scores of the banking systems

1982 1985 1988 1991
% % % %

Piemonte 162 16-1 15-8 17-7
Valle D’Aosta 19-2 18-6 18-3 20-9
Liguria 16-3 16-8 14-4 14-3
Lombardia 144 12-3 11-0 12-6
Trentino-Alto Adige 169 115 11-3 10-4
Veneto 10-6 10-4 85 9.3
Friuli-Venezia Giulia 11-6 12-5 11-5 10-5
Emilia-Romagna 9.7 107 11-0 10-0
Toscana 14.2 133 13:2 14-0
Umbria 13-4 157 14-3 13.2
Marche 11-4 14-6 13-5 11-8
Lazio 21-6 257 19-5 16-6
Abruzzi 13-6 163 15-5 13-7
Molise 13-1 20-6 20-7 18:6
Campania 20-6 252 24.3 23-3
Puglia 19-9 20-1 21-0 17-8
Basilicata 14-5 174 19-9 19-7
Calabria 129 138 14-2 14-5
Sicilia 17-0 223 19-2 13-3

Sardegna 21.7 236 18-7 25-3




® B KayecTBe OCHOBbI MOAEIN UCMONb3YETCH DYHKLMA:

g =f (Yo, Co, Xo)
® g-KO3® ..., ... —__._
® Y0- ypoBeHb AoXx04a B MICXOAHOM nepuoae

® CO - KonmmyecTBO KpeaAUTOB
® X0 - BeKTOp (PMHAHCOBbIX NepeMeHHbIX

Ay = [Byo+ vy + 0xo + £



Ay=,8yo+'yco—5ln(1 + 1)+ 6x0 + ¢
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Vit = a+,é)’i,t— Y6 -1 —6 In(14+2;,-1)+0xi-1+ &
+ i + Vi ¢







