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The Performance Evaluation of Listed Banks in
China Based on Factor Analysis

ZHANG Qiong'  XING Xuwen’

(1. Jilin University of Finance and Economics Changchun Jilin 130000;
2. Xinjiang University of Finance and Economics Urumqi Xinjiang 830012 China)

Abstract: Through the use of factor analysis on China’s 16 listed banks this paper chooses 14 indexes from
banks’ four aspects in scale efficiency mobility and security we make the evaluation in accordance with the weigh—
ted eigenvalue gives the performance of these banks. The results show that te scale factor and efficiency factor deter—
mine the bank performance in great extent. Finally in the face of the conclusions and present banking situation we
put forward reasonable proposals.

Key words: commercial banks; factor analysis; performance evaluation; sustainable development

( 1 )



