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e, 2B EL T EMEEE XIS P BAE LT g R SRR R AL 2 E R FE N
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T GE I T G SR ) P — BRI A S B s W B 5, SR O BT U S e i g 45
Fa , i 2 TH S5 P2 T G B, B P 3 2Z MR AS s B A5 A ] SCIEME |, B35 T 35 U R KR8 I B S AP 7
SRR PRI, X3 — P i TT 3 S5 44 5 T 3 S s B AR () R G BEA TR ST, 14 B T B4 BB 1 X320k
FOAH DG B SR A B L B R sk R AR 4R

e L P 7 A A PRCEE I DA K T 37 AR R B s 19 7k 2 —, 1978 — 2013 4 35 4R [a] T 7 4 4 3k A5 T
T 127 AF A PO R A T 9 2% T 37 W | 2 P A R Sk Sy 4y i bR ok B R, A P RS
TS WS AT R NG B, B AT E 2T T ARIE SR AL 8 I R R MU SRS 500 T T TR AR DR AL g
WAV AR W o AE b T M9P T dg HOEARAN , 77 b B A7 BE AN B8 A TT i o B 3 5 2% R mgupy B Sk St — 20k
E T A A RN SGE T AR A8 R R L T R i e A, B N R T Y 3E S R AE

{&E A#A:2015 - 11 - 18
EE®TE :[FEK QARSI H (61472425 ) 5 vh [FE BUEL K45 AR 27 AR AT 141 AT H (2014CXTDO3 )
EER N BYLE, 5, P EBOE KR @ R TN, R B - F 50 A, BN G 40 5 85 [ 208 I oT s 58N, 59, o B0k
FEET S B O WO AL R0, 2B A A1 205 5 [ 28 R AT 5 5 BREE T, B8, UM R ML 45 2 20 0 7 B 2 B - P 9
A, FENF TR EATSE
(1) AL ,2005 4 A5 A= 2005 5 &G 6947 AL B HE 5 SIARSE (P B A e T 55 ) fo b BB LB S 52T EE bLBERA
Tkt SR, (2)REE R — it F E 4500 F K, 0 I0 A F LA 2004 A2 oy ok B E A A BATIHE
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Fh A0 2 3 e e it W B S A AT A I

AR SO v [ M M I LA K 1 7 S e ST B AR Q) X2 T A 4 ) 5 T A S A SR B
PEAT5E BEF ST o XX o [ MUY Pl 2 e SRR S ANl 22 4 1 B R R

X EkERAR

(—) BshAa A5

PEI7 7 ZH SR AR FR SRS WA AR 2 INRR AR IR R SR b R A YR RUH ) BE A IR o WY T 3 4
¥ 5 T G GO ERVE B BIIE 2245 S PR, BT 37 ) 38 ( Market-Power hypothesis , MP) FlIZ{ 38 25 44
{54 ( Efficient-Structure hypothesis , ES)

T3 1 AR UL ( MP) 43 AL S8 (1) 2574 G738 D ( Structure — Conduct — Performance hypothesis , SCP) Fl1AH X}
37 J1 BB i3t ( Relative-Market-Power hypothesis, RMP) , HAZ .0 UL 53 IA Sy 1T 375 0 B 2 e i 9 S 840, A [R] Z 4k
S ) BRAFTE TR T 18 A TE T4l o

GGG BB B8 (SCP) |, B Sy SE S 136 A HAR MG AR 1939 AFEAECORAL 19 A= P ks O ) — 3¢ rh
L 1956 A MR T UUIEAE G e P Bafig ) — SCrh R R T i 545 5 T S S ve =, i
SRl T A A HR R R AT ZBITRE 7 A Al st T LA R S v A AR L DA S 32 7 M i S 2 R v Rk s
1970 48, it — 5838 T 45— 131 T — T B SiRC (8] AR B R2 ), - 7E ™ I T 37 45 /) AN 22 55 St
) — B T S8R SCP st o 7E SCP i & it f v, Sodiy 5e 1940 4F & R i QA 258 4+ 1)
W) W2 A & R M58 3t = A T AR R E AR

e 77V A 525 UM AR 1982 AFAE AR 28 % 0 28 W A3 ) vh 4% LD AE X 17 3% 0 &R U6 ( RMP) |, ik
MUY R 7 i 22 5 A R A Al m] AR H: 22 e R g 2R A5 s A . 5 IR OGO T R A T
Pl BRI IR 25 RN A R A

1175 1 37 1 BB (MP) 2518 58 AR I I RCR S5 AR (ES) A, T 5 G801 375 45 44 J2 Hh 0GR 7K1
YUE R, 1 H AT 5 S8 T 32 45 A4 I ASAFTE .35 AR DG OC 2R 5 B4 T X RCR S5 #4138 ( Efficien-Structure-X
efficiency , ESX) FIELAR R R 45 M4 /R 16 ( Efficient-Structure scale efficiency , ESS) B F}

6 E &P A R T WHHAE 1966 4F & R M CRCRECE A1 X7 208 ) — 03 T X ROREHEDE, fhik
g A P A LK S FI1AZ R T LA BRAR A MY s A, 4 A9 A S, DT ol A0 ol B 422 305 A4 7 i PR R
HEATAH S IT 0 SE 2 Tt A AR ek AR B [ A

ZNRF A YR P AR AR 1987 4F &R AT AR R BE—RE 7 SCIR IR 15 52 T AR E FUEOR By 52 m 7) —
SCHHR TR 2 B S U, LA S — 2 AR A R B Al T DA A AT B A, DA T 2 v A kR gk
TR SEMTSE Y 5 B s M AIAR 22 25 i s A A R b g s U e

(=) BAABXBI

| 2238 X P ZH 2SI af T 20 tH20 80 4F-AR, X i 37 485 1 Rl i 3 b O IR g 57 32 22 B i AE
SR AR, T AR ) HAR A R e . 1990 AERR/INEEFTG S8 SCH AR K Al TiT 3 ¢ R r—— 7 I ZH 2L
RN S ] PN 27 35 G 2 00 B X Y B2 38 1 25— AR R GE A 47 B A SR 7 dH SR i
1993 AE Sy 1 SR ST R —— R AV LIRS ) X T S A M FNA T I BEA T T R

(BT H ] M 7 Y T 3 4540 5 T 4 SUSOCERYE IR SR 1 SCRRAN 22 0 FhUK (2215 2006 A Ais Ik BASE | B A<
B TPV e 2 AR B A~ J2 T T ] 5 7 A 95 4 T A R R AT T AT . SR EUAE 2007 4F K K Y
CHNBE T R vy [ MR s 7 M B v B 1 SE AT 5T ) SR T ST I 7 3%, 43 BT T A5 I W) Xof v 51 o3y = o £ v B2
BRZI 2 TR R AR e 2011 AR AE O [ M ATV ) SCP 43 BT ) 3% B8 SCP Jr B ME 24 T 2 PR3 drt .
BT B YLE R B gl v [ R 5l T 3 5 A T 5 S R i AT T — e IESE

£ LR , AR SCIEF T35 ) S AR U TR R S AU, , BF 9T AT P I U3 A - I Ly = b - 5L fi R
PN 2 BRAZ 7l (19 T 37 4544 -5 T 3 S8 A 1 SR PR ARRALE -

= EREE A RS

2013 4, 2 EHAR L, E MU A 7= 4ol 506 52, 4k BT 200 52, 4 P R0 X 3 i) 4ol AN 3 10 5185 18t
WA R E] 5 061.5 J7FTFF. 1995 4E LK, 5 E AR I 6. 80% , & SRR 6. 72% ;1998 4+ [5 Mg
ZEHE AT A ETHA (3 1) @5 [ 2002 4E LISk, 382 12 4R F ) (AL 52— 2008 4 JF 4R F A 3% & T AL TT
9y, BKE gk A S8 5 T T 5@,

@ B v 7 Ak gk NS B A 1994 44558 5 FE i (P E)) A TR DK v e T IS A AR &, sk B A & Ak 69 F R E S,
OALKETHHE ALBFT TLANRAENEATHER TEZHEFEMES,
@ERBNBE Ty LrEak, (J.S.NE. ZRB[M]. A ¥ HE,1981:141 -148.)
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&1 HpEREE R HARFE

T E KK (%) EEH UK (%) BAH IR (%)
1996 7.21 0.54 -23.91
1997 12.31 -6.07 13.36
1998 5.23 -17.24 -15.75
1999 5.59 -3.99 12.50
2000 6.32 -2.53 12.82
2001 2.58 -5.75 2.93
2002 4.97 -1.38 24.10
2003 5.73 0.60 16.94
2004 14.55 13.10 -2.32
2005 5.21 -1.93 1.57
2006 14.81 3.76 11.45
2007 11.83 2.24 14. 69
2008 4.38 -0.67 -16.93
2009 3.24 0.68 29.11
2010 5.83 -0.17 12.94
2011 9.28 -16.05 -7.34
2012 0.06 1.41 -4.26
2013 3.25 0.40 6.48

1998 AR LISk , 27 Ml 98 R 1 55 19 L5 42 1 R E MR L B L 4y

15 38 B R 22 55 R, 7 Ml A AR X 1 7l 5 B W35 47 (% ) N E L

SEER T A G 5 B AR L B VR TR B ROCR IR SRR 1995 3.59

ST AR AR IKOEATI IR AN &1, I 48 B 3L 2% 1996 2.71

MEE S FNEHE A S B FTE B . 1995 4F2 ), 1997 3.08

T 28 B AR S A B KRN 6. 72% 5 A Km0 37 % 1998 2.59

2013 4E3K 3] 37. 2 FFL, AR K 6. 10% , &2 1999 2.92

SRR 6. 04% , Hrf s R 2 B AL 5T 2000 3.30 AR

VAR SR A 84 ERT = [ 2006 4E LI [ P 2001 3.41

A T 7 25 2k TN 5 0 2l i f 48 < 58 18 TF 4 i 2002 4.26

28 ;RS RAE 2004 — 2011 4E 4016 , 115357 4 v 2003 202

B S 9% U5 T T 3 45 0 1 K s oIk B — B ) 2004 4.90

2012 4R J5 A5 TS 2005 4.98

6] PR LG 72 Il T s A RS A, [ 2006 5. 58

2004 45, AL B A2 0 10, 29% , 1 B 2007 o5

fl— PO R AR T, B2 A T 0187 i 22 S 47 2008 230

N R S S CE ST EET XS P o - s b

VIO LRIV B T A R 9 LI TR A 7 3 ol . TS

TR A8 SR T A6 7B A WA . B, M P 9% 57 ol o o7

{0 R T R S M X 1 G S M X R B 7 013 T s

A TP B AL T, 7 B M B S Sl AL 5 Ak o
P ] LR 7 M Fr A BE £ S S I SRy RIS 258 5 E 22 RN 46 X Il AN BE &3 T I HY BE 22 DR Z ORI R A BE 22 535 1)
ARG, e S 22 3 e 2 TR SR Iy Tl g 2 b B 2 T T b BE ) 2B 7 B M) B AR = AT T, AR DL

CME BRI L BEX Lt PR 2 FHRATHREZE S EFE<1%, BT PESREZANN T LN %< EFE<3.5%, B TEHET R
EAFE L T EFE23.5% BT REFREANE L, (BELE. FLAR[M]. A% 50E, 1982:16.)
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1. “ W GEH— T 4 b E— 580 K58

Hidr, Smirlock ™ &2 57 I AR (1) BEATAG S, ARSI F -

7 =8, +B,CR +B,MS + aX (1)

EZITFER 7 R T B, — R ROA (%377 1 26 ) 5% ROE (%8 A 45 3 ) 2545 br
7% 5 CR T 0 82 v BE L MS 2V B9 03 01 5 o 25 A MV RT3 R G (045 1) AR 2 S A Ml i 28 R K P o A
XA RS |, Smirlock A, 415 B, R T H B, %5 T2, Wi 3 Jy B U7 s Wk B, %5 T2 H B, KT
KR GEAG LR o A AR B, Bafr A g T 32 05 e — A R R R A

2. “ TGS —TT 5 v — T G 0y B — 2 E R

EITRE (1) O 3EAE 1, Joaqin Maudos ™ 5| AR PSR I B H 7 Rt (2) .

7 =By +B,CR +B,MS +B,EF + aX (2)

Joaqin Maudos 7E 77 F2 2 (2) My 3LAl _E , AR Timme FH Yang X} 4R %% 1A FR Bifd B, XAHRFE &S, T LR
PUAS I BRI A TR G

dmr o o om _ . 9m _ . O

acrR > Viams > Qigpr >0 (3) acrR = Vioms = Vigpr > 0 (4)

om . 07 .o o .o _ ciss

acr = Vioms > Qigpr >0 (5) acrR > Vioms = Vigpr > 0 (6)

JrAR=(3) F1(4) 43 IR AR Y TIT 37 1 S AR UL ATRCR G ARV s AR Y, Ty FR =X (5) Ay A2 = (6) 43331
ARFRAETE WIRCR AR BT 17 1 5L/ BOR S5 AR SR U .

3. R T TG0 BXT 2878 O W 1 4L

TEIH Z SRR, X T MS A8 B eS8 it 1 FH 85 SO 433, Shepherd ) 2530 Ay 117 3 453 5 28 e AN
AE AR B4, B0 & R RICR BN TG 56 1 A8, 1™ 5 22 S Ak L/ B AL 745 5 T Schmalensee ™ 2540
ARV T 32 03 X R I 52 W iR HA FR , 5842 7T LL 2SR 1o

ARSI b XS [FIP] (1995 — 2013 4F) AR 35 46 75 B FIHERT = ME0 Al T 37 00y BURICR BEA T A S 43
BT, A5 2R W 7R 3 30 Sy A AH G EEAS AN AR S A E A AH G, SRILIL T X HERCR LG, PRtk v [ W0 b i) T 37 40
FFAL AN BE 25 WL S W54 3 11 78 A B2 i AH XA FR .

4.

TEGS A UL L SEUER 560 7 FR 2 i Ll L, nT DU ST O R (7)) X PR IR UL E TR 56 o

7 =8, +B,CR+B,EF +a X (7)

ar AR E MR L T A SR, SR ROA (BE 7125 2R ) 2o 3 CR R i L B EF 3RoR 77
M E RO, X FORXS Ir#2 (7)) M FHAR 5 77 A= fe i (1 HoA AR B AR

AR, X5 T G8 i) PURPAS [RME B8 R8s, mT LA TRT Ak Sy Sl 1 17 37 ) ik ORS8RI T 35 ) B/ S8R 45 4
TR A = PMBR A R

amr L om om  _ . 9m T | om
acr > Vigpr = O (8 Scr = Yigpr > © 9 Scr > Qigpr > ° (10)
KT, 24 &LR >0 H ;EiF = 0 B, Pl A o B X T 33 SR SE ), T 2875 RN T 4 B G2, A

4y 7 1 AR AT, 5 F s A FE R b T 35 S0 T S S v B DA G, T B 4 v B RO v R ARk AT

DUFRAH A, 70l T 5 S A LI T, 4 % =0H (SE—WF > 0 W}, BRI T G S08CAA 2 0 , 1i™

OIS N B = e BENBE 2 5K 05 ik AR = 10% 4y 3 JEBENEE 2 7 3 ;6% < MAEFRAT <8% , A Z N £ = b s MACIRAT<4A% , H ¥ |
ARENEE 2 =
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MPAE A BEX T S S TE R M), M T 224 3 45 A4 B 108 ST 5 2 70 WIS A M 78y 42 3 2503 B T AT AR s ™ ol B T

SISO AR — s SO Sk . T > 0 HL G > O il A S AR T S AT B

ma) , B T A ) B AR S AR A R UG R ST. , BRI M4 vh BE AN 2878 R R A %) 2 b S si ™ A TE 1a] 520 o

(=) EZHIRAEBLIA

1. AR R

A 1995 - 2005 4FF1 2005 — 2013 AF 147 85088 43591 2k 15 T V& b A7 2 i e 1 23
W43 23 E 20k o ARYE DA BRI 2 B I as R T8 h BRI B 7T e R A AR, 0T, X R
F(7) B HAS = A F2 0w ) A8 B 8 BU8E P AR T 4 25 B USSR AR 8 1

2. A7 i i A

PR AE ZR (ROA) < BV F=L 78 A 5 r=olk BV 85 7= 1 L 32, AR TIT 4 SR8 s o

TR EE (CR)  H CRZE R, BVHES BT PUA A4l Y 1 55 24 AF 3 A=k 439 1 00 B3R, A T 3 45 M B9 38
Z—s

B JEEER(EF) B r=lb 85 8 A 5 7=l P 320 %8 7= BV ) LL 338, WA S8 B B3R A8 R o

BV FERIAR (TA)  BRJTAE =)D S B 7= 55 DL 1995 4T 2 B8 7= SR FE 8000 EU AR, HL R B 1 FIASE 28 5 14 0y sl A8 £k
IR, AT S R 2 —

TR ML (SMC) « BV DTAE = b A B 5 2L 1995 A4 1 R JEE0A U AE, LR e 1 117 3 7 SR 84 7 s 18 <
K, G E M R bR — .

MAB G (P BT A% 5 DL 1995 4R A S ZE 8000 Fu B, HO R B T 75 SR A s AN iU gy, S
Y e bR 2 — o

A CRIEE RO R

(—) FZiELE R A0

1. T 5SS G458 28 ORI SR 56

AR A Y =0l 1995 — 2013 AR A S AR i, FHE 7 B[R] P 5 30 ds an e 3,

x3 HEBRFEFLHBEN EEIERSEY

T EMH R A E VW ES B A WY 5 AL mA&¥E K
(ROA, %) (CR, %) (EF, %) (TA, %) (SMC, %) (PI, %)
1995 1.80 7.10 51.90 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00
1996 1.35 8.70 55.52 118.65 107.21 109. 06
1997 1.49 9.50 53.33 136.74 120. 41 108. 97
1998 1.25 13.30 51.77 149.29 126.70 112.56
1999 1.34 17.40 48.50 157.38 133.78 107.09
2000 1.58 22.10 50. 06 161.73 142.23 108. 19
2001 1.65 28.20 50. 10 161.70 145.90 106. 97
2002 2.19 34.20 53.94 163. 82 153.16 110.42
2003 2.65 37.60 57.24 174.73 161.94 115.26
2004 3.02 39.40 64. 64 174.43 185.50 117.19
2005 3.37 41.00 73.20 185.71 195. 15 130. 12
2006 3.52 46.70 68.62 196. 82 224.06 112.84
2007 4.93 49.40 86.50 223.93 250.57 139. 90
2008 4.17 50. 60 87.16 248.05 261.54 151.50
2009 5.26 56.50 85.12 275.16 270. 02 158. 87
2010 5.98 57.30 82.70 283. 64 285.76 155.77
2011 6.33 58.30 96. 50 305.55 312.28 175.37
2012 5.75 60. 60 91.16 325.88 312.47 177.43
2013 6.10 64. 60 93.32 368. 41 322.64 193.42

iz ] EViews8 THEEAR XS DA AR i 25 Fh T BELL & — —BEAT LR 3 By I 2 A5 56, 453 B A ml AT PESS SR 4n
R4 PR,



T, 55 A E MR T35 45 5 T I ST SRR BT 5 87

x4 HASTHHER—

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t — Statistic Prob.
Bo -0.026 549 0. 005 232 -5.074 624 0. 000 1
CR 0. 033 620 0.011 287 2.978 649 0.008 9
EF 0.069 589 0.012 512 5.561 953 0.000 0
R-squared 0.957 974 F-statistic 182.358 0
Adjusted R-squared 0.952 721 Prob ( F-statistic) 0.000 000
S. E. of regression 0.004 043 Durbin-Watson stat 1.537 072

22 4 PYTEIA L5 H R AN AR P BUE /N T 0,05, F KB iAREEER 24 F 0,D. W. =1.537 1,04
HEJE(E =0.958 05 H. 27 = 0.0336 >0, 27 = 0.0696 > 0 . 35321 2 85 ik 1 44 v 8 1 25 B 0%t ]

aCR OEF
AR BGOSR AR B RS, T b U L N T b ) B ORGSR TR A A A B ST L I HL AT AAS:
F R Ll AR A .
= —0.0265 +0.0336CR +0. 0696 EF (11)

2T L T A A N2 8 R Z [ AR AT AR QM , W5 24— 22 10 20 o

2. MG EH 5 28 R B RHR P EAG 56

(1) Kot il R T A5 P22 8 BGOSR R , 275 4% A AR TR RRAE , AT DU ST an T Ko Ay .
e=B, +B,CR+a X (12)
Hodr e R ML 2B B R 3R (EF) R 5 T3 S5 M 15 b G 45 1 7 42 vh B2 e H At AR 5¢

=)

H

Kt

(2) 2B E eI . TELL BARREpg LAl b, 30— AR S & M BT fa 505 (DR) |, I adt 57 i) 18] F 51 s 4n
£S5 PR
x5 FEBESITZENSEERE

B AL A g AR TR R T3 5 F AL B35 4 RS
(TA, %) (CR, %) (EF, %) (SMC, %) (PI, %) (DR, %)

1995 100. 00 7.10 51.90 100. 00 100. 00 65.90
1996 118.65 8.70 55.52 107.21 109. 06 66.30
1997 136.74 9.50 53.33 120. 41 108.97 66.00
1998 149.29 13.30 51.77 126.70 112.56 67.80
1999 157.38 17.40 48.50 133.78 107.09 67.53
2000 161.73 22.10 50.06 142.23 108. 19 59.75
2001 161.70 28.20 50.10 145.90 106.97 57.86
2002 163.82 34.20 53.94 153. 16 110.42 57.48
2003 174.73 37.60 57.24 161.94 115.26 56.18
2004 174.43 39.40 64.64 185.50 117.19 57.78
2005 185.71 41.00 73.20 195. 15 130. 12 53.47
2006 196.82 46.70 68.62 224.06 112.84 53.59
2007 223.93 49.40 86. 50 250.57 139.90 55.26
2008 248.05 50. 60 87.16 261.54 151.50 50.63
2009 275.16 56.50 85.12 270.02 158. 87 51.33
2010 283.64 57.30 82.70 285.76 155.77 55.06
2011 305.55 58.30 96.50 312.28 175.37 52.52
2012 325.88 60. 60 91.16 312.47 177.43 53.25
2013 368. 41 64. 60 93.32 322. 64 193.42 51.40

(3) B RAGSS o 321 EViews8 THEHERPEXT L ARG 5925 B ] BELH & — — BEAT [0 VI S0 AT IF 24 46, 45 3]
HYPTAT PESS R AR 6 B o

6 MBI R IR AR P A /N T 0. 05, F A0 i A A AR 4AE T2 0,D. W, =2 151 1,44
PEREAE =0.954 0, XKW L5 A 5 548 B b BT 88 v 5 L 5 7 AR R T 37 2 e B DA A i 28 8 2
RBNBE ) R e AR B i RS, I LT AR B 2 2 [m] AR A

e=21.0245 —0.4261CR —0. 1322TA +0. 4508SMC (13)
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(D) =EAEER ey 25 & L

MASE(11) W LU Y, o LR 77l 11 28 75 2505 RIVBE 7 J] Jpt S % W% 77 AL 2:5 338 5 Wil e I 5 X 9 7™ JR e 2%
R E 1 ADBALET, TSR BV B~ I 25 R 23 1< 0. 069 6 ~Hfiy , HIRJZETTHE T E, 2 CR, B K 1
A-FANL B, B RS F_E T 0. 033 6 SHALAT

AF(13) o, A EIRE 77 b i T G 45 A R & 8 RCR B R A A G ME . 2 i R b i T 4R
FILEBE P RO 43 S 3 5 1 A BN R, 77lb 285 SR R BE 7 JR 5 38 43 331 B AIK 0. 426 1 Fi1 0. 132 2 B 5 1l T
VS AR R 1 A AR, B8 R R IERAS 0. 450 8 PR i3 -

Fz6 HEASHEHERT

Variable Coefficient Std. Error ¢-Statistic Prob.
Bo 21.024 54 3.489 573 6. 024 962 0. 000 0O
CR - 0.426 138 0. 187 708 -2.270 218 0.038 4
TA -0.132 163 0. 055 377 - 2.386 593 0.030 6
SMc 0. 450 801 0.079 074 5.700 986 0. 000 0
R-squared 0.953 986 F-statistic 103.662 3
Adjusted R-squared 0.944 783 Prob ( F-statistic) 0. 000 000
S. E. of regression 4.097 068 Durbin-Watson stat 2.151 116

PG T DAL, v s W 7l ) 28 B B8R T S 25 M 6 T G B BAT 38 52, S PR s R 5 I L2 5 3K
X BB 2 W O, T T 375458 vh BE WIS 30T 20 ARk 59 I W A dt A5 B8 B8 IE S AN T g3, Sk T BEAS
RIFWEEANE o [RIIF, 2B 8RR G A5 M AF e AR S VE , Hob iy 35 25 B USSR 28 8 O s i e oy (. 355 (B
Bt 25 T 470 5 vh 2 A = AT BT BUBERG n , 22385 28R [, X U U v el g 5 b ) 7 RE T ™ 2 2 A AT B 2=
B A, — LT 7 A AR /), DUDRS S 25 52 i B 7l i 28 58 28R, AT W) )k i T 3 B8k . AE 51 i
IR I A B, BB RS B I A R T I K S B R U M AR A R IR AR O, U AR T At T
SRR AR B2 R AL/

ZEE ORI S 5 vh BEXT T 35 B84 00 255 52 e LA K7™l i IR 28 5 oK, S 30E A BE 2ok il sy . {5
FH T AL A2 Ao A R 38, 8 2 DX D s e il T a5 S R KR T 3 2 R R ARl T B 2B s
BEA SE A KA AT AN K T BR2OWAT BR

NGB EEEREW
(—) &

38 A % o ] L Y B BRAR S3ATT DA ST 5 2548 5 T 3 SR 00 QR MR 98, A SCAT LUAR S AR 4518

F— N ZEEH A, P E =l B RirE7e i 35 5 MR 22 5 1T R i ad 30, =k A= JE I E
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Research on correlation between market structure and

market performance of Chinese beer industry
MAO Kaifeng', CHAI Xiaoging' ,0U Jianping’
(1. School of Business, China University of Political Science and Law , Beijing 100088, P. R. China;
2. School of Economics and Management, Beithang University, Beijing 100191, P. R. China)

Abstract: This paper studies the correlation between market structure and market performance of Chinese beer
industry based on the market power theory and efficiency structure hypothesis. The result shows that this industry’
s market performance is affected by operational efficiency and market structure, and there is also correlation
between operational efficiency and market structure. Further conclusion could be made that the improvement of
Chinese beer industry’ s market performance is due to increasing operational efficiency. What’ s more, market
concentration, which is positively related to market performance, is inseparable from greenfield and acquisition in
recent 20 years. Based on the above discussion, it can be concluded that capital and management advantage is the
core competence of oligopoly market. And also, taking the beer industry’ s market features into consideration, this
paper gives some policy suggestions, for example, improving management standard, strengthening antitrust and
strategic collaboration review on mergers and acquisitions, providing more reasonable support on domestic
companies and improving beer industry security, which will have positive effect on Chinese beer industry.

Key words: Chinese beer industry; market structure; market performance; operational efficiency
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