
 
 

 

 

Volume 10, Issue 6, June  2021  



International Journal of Innovative Research in Science, Engineering and Technology (IJIRSET) 

                      | e-ISSN: 2319-8753, p-ISSN: 2320-6710| www.ijirset.com | Impact Factor: 7.512| 

||Volume 10, Issue 6, June 2021|| 

 |DOI:10.15680/IJIRSET.2021.1006097| 

          IJIRSET © 2021                                                 |     An ISO 9001:2008 Certified Journal   |                                                        6391 

   

 

Inter Bank Analysis of Cost Efficiency Using 

Mean 
Bhadrappa Haralayya, P. S. Aithal, 

Post Doctoral Fellowship Research Scholar, Srinivas University, Mangalore, India 

Professor, College of Management and Commerce, Srinivas University, Mangalore, India 

 

ABSTRACT: The results pass on that the wellspring of specialized inefficiency in Indian saving money industry 

exudes principally because of administrative underperformance in controlling the misuse of inputs underway process 

pursued by inability to work at ideal scale estimate. As it were, the deterioration of OTE into PTE and SE scores 

outline that the dimension of PTE on a normal is moderately better when contrasted with the OTE. It is intriguing to 

layout that banks from 1995-96 to 2012-13 are generally working at the profitable scale estimate. Be that as it may, 

then again, directors of various banks in different possessions are not ready to influence the utilization of restricted 

assets in the ideal extent to aside from PSBs. The reason might be the abnormal state of focus in the Indian managing 

an account part with contribution of around 90 percent of the residential activities in the Indian saving money industry.  
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1.INTRODUCTION 

 

The study utilized DEA to evaluate the expense and benefit proficiency. Cost proficiency enhanced amid the example 

time frame while benefit effectiveness experienced a decay. In a developing economy experiencing a procedure of 

deregulation in term of bank groups, residential banks seem, by all accounts, to be more effective than outside banks. 

Chatterjee et al., (2016) analyzed the execution of commercial banks in the change time frame with respect to loaning 

(in a cost minimization system) making utilization of DEA a non parametric method for 30 commercial banks for the 

period 2009–13, 2014–16, 2018– 2009 and 2010– 2013. The outcomes demonstrated that the mean cost proficiency of 

the watched commercial banks had declined in 2012– 2013 significantly, that is, the banks have veered from the best 

practice cost outskirts. Further the watched private sector banks displayed higher mean cost productivity than the 

watched open sector banks both in regard of cost effectiveness and allocative proficiency. They credited the result to 

loaning repugnance conduct by the general population sector banks in the current lawful and administrative condition. 

Mahesh (2006) endeavored to look at the proficiency level of Indian banks for the period 1985– 2004, a lopsided board 

of 94 banks for a long time. Banks were isolated into four groups of 12: State Bank of India and partners (SB and A), 

nationalized banks (NB), private banks (PB) and remote banks (FB). The system of stochastic outskirts analysis was 

utilized to gauge bank explicit cost, benefit and advance efficiencies. The outcomes demonstrated that deregulation had 

significant effect on each of the three kinds of productivity measures. Open sector banks (89 percent) rank first in two 

of the three productivity estimates appearing, instead of the general recognition, these banks don't linger behind their 

private partners. One reason for PBS being less benefit proficient contrasted with PB was that, PSB spends around 15 

percent of their aggregate pay on compensations, though PB spends around 8 percent of their pay on pay rates. Hence, 

the pay created per representative was higher on account of PB contrasted with PBS. FB was the slightest effective in 

every one of the three productivity measures. The outcome acquired by them demonstrated the mean level of cost 

productivity to be 53 percent demonstrating that the banks could have diminished their expenses by 47 percent to 

deliver a similar yield package than that they have been creating in 2011. In the post change period the banks have 

enhanced their cost effectiveness by 10 percent. The study worried on banks to attempt the cost review to discover out 

available resources by which they could enhance their usage of assets. The study dismissed the famous idea that the 

banks were over staffed. 

 

II.INTER BANK ANALYSIS 

 

Despite the fact that, the hole between the specialized efficiency and inefficiency is extensive for all the SCBs and 

diverse proprietorship gatherings, yet this hole limits with the progression of time in the event of both PTE and SE 
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(aside from 2011-12 and 2012-13). These holes fundamentally exhibit that FSBs outflank PSBs and PrSBs in all 

efficiency measures over the timeframe. The upgrades in the OTE might be because of the presentation of new changed 

approaches started by the legislature of India that further have presented solid challenge in the Indian managing an 

account industry. Then again, the likely purpose behind inefficiency might be generally because of improper 

administration rehearses and particularly amid most recent couple of years, it is because of the financial emergency and 

continuous changes in bank rates and different approaches which upgraded the dimension of rivalry among the banks 

amid these years. These progressions prompted the slow decrease in total store (funds) and venture level from 19.9 

percent, 18.7 percent amid 2008-09 to 13.5 percent and 15.7 percent amid 2011-12 (as support in the prior part). In this 

manner, being the mandatory segments of the execution of keeping money segment in India, these markers have 

prompted the wasteful execution of banks in the course of the most recent couple of years and consequently, showed up 

as one of hotspots for decrease in development rate of India economy.  

Further, the examination featured that the normal dimension of AE for SCBs is 59.7 percent, consequently, reflecting 

40.3 percent more creation cost by picking off base blend of inputs (given their costs in India). Thus, results 

demonstrate that in the wake of starting money related changes, the normal efficiency of banks in India for AE has 

enlisted a few enhancements yet a slow and reasonable decay has been seen in the measure of efficiency till 2005-06. A 

short time later, slight enhancement has been delineated in the efficiency scores for the all SCBs and diverse 

proprietorship gatherings. On the comparable lines, normal AE measure for PSBs is 54.7 percent, for PrSBs is 56.4 

percent and for FSB is 72.3 percent. Subsequently, moving towards the extending of post-deregulation period, it has 

been seen that normal allocative inefficiency for PSBs, PrSBs and FSBs is 45.3 percent, 43.6 percent and 27.7 percent 

separately, which affirms nearness of hotspot for the general inefficiency of banks by attempted wrong input blend over 

the timeframe. These figures show that on a normal, allocative inefficiency scores among the banks in their separate 

possessions over the time of study are the prevailing wellspring of inefficiency. These outcomes show that the 

presentation of budgetary changes amid 1991-92 and 1997-98 along with mechanical changes amid 2002-03 for SCBs 

in India, there appears harmoniousness with advancement, exhaustive market structure and improved challenge level. 

In this manner, it has been seen that the wellspring of inefficiency was principally the allocative inefficiency as 

opposed to the specialized inefficiency. Consequently, managing an account segment in India needs to acquire most 

extreme yield from a given arrangement of inputs, and utilize the inputs in ideal extents, given their individual costs 

and the creation innovation so as to work on the effective boondocks. Clearly, there exists huge space for huge cost 

sparing if Indian banks use and allot their profitable and significant inputs all the more productively.  

 

While assessing productive wilderness for the banks over the timeframe, it winds up relevant to check whether to pool 

the information in like manner benchmark or not. By and by, there is no suitable strategy to check such disseminations. 

In this manner to test whether the distinction in the normal cost efficiency and its segments among banks are 

measurably huge or not, different parametric and non-parametric test are referenced and utilized in the writing As the 

present investigation pursued non-parametric methodology that does not accept a typical circulation not at all like the 

comparable to parametric tests, subsequently, the examination connected non-parametric test for testing the 

speculation. There are distinctive non-parametric  tests material as per the example circulation. It incorporates one 

example test (One example sign test, Chi square test, Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, Run-test); Two example test (two-

example sign test, Median test, Mann-Whitney U test) and K test (Kruskal-Wallis test) an augmentation of Mann-

Whitney U test  
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Table 1.1 : Mean Cost, Technical and Allocative Efficiency of Scheduled Commercial Banks in India: Bank-Wise Analysis 
PSB

s 
CE OTE PTE SE AE 

PrS

Bs 
CE OTE PTE SE AE 

FSB

s 
CE OTE PTE SE AE 

P1 
0.45

8 
0.69 

0.82

7 

0.85

6 

0.55

3 
Pr1 

0.43

4 

0.81

3 

0.86

8 
0.96 

0.44

2 
F1 

0.65

9 

0.99

6 

0.99

8 

0.99

7 

0.66

1 

P2 
0.50

4 

0.82

1 

0.95

1 
0.88 

0.53

1 
Pr2 

0.50

4 

0.74

2 

0.92

8 

0.80

9 

0.54

3 
F2 

0.50

5 
0.66 

0.71

1 

0.92

7 
0.71 

P3 
0.39

2 
0.62 

0.74

6 

0.87

1 

0.52

6 
Pr3 

0.46

6 

0.64

8 

0.77

9 

0.85

3 

0.59

9 
F3 0.9 0.97 

0.98

1 

0.99

2 

0.91

6 

P4 0.41 
0.69

7 

0.81

9 

0.88

1 

0.50

1 
Pr4 
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8 
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1 

0.83

2 
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1 

0.64

7 
F4 

0.39

7 

0.60

4 

0.61

7 
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7 

0.65

7 

P5 
0.48

2 

0.79

7 
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2 

0.86

6 

0.52

3 
Pr5 0.43 

0.68

2 

0.78

3 
0.88 

0.54

9 
F5 

0.80

9 

0.98

2 

0.98

7 

0.99

7 
0.82 

P6 
0.41

4 

0.66

7 
0.79 

0.87

4 

0.52

4 
Pr6 

0.42

9 

0.67

7 

0.73

2 

0.95

9 

0.54

6 
F6 

0.58

4 

0.73

3 

0.77

2 

0.97

1 

0.75

6 

P7 
0.43

7 

0.65

3 

0.82

5 

0.80

3 
0.53 Pr7 

0.43

1 

0.71

3 

0.78

7 

0.89

4 

0.54

8 
F7 

0.86

6 

0.94

2 

0.98

4 

0.96

3 

0.88

1 

P8 
0.47

8 

0.75

1 

0.83

7 

0.92

3 

0.57

1 
Pr8 

0.39

4 

0.79

1 

0.85

4 

0.94

7 

0.46

1 
F8 

0.57

4 

0.80

3 

0.83

9 

0.95

3 

0.68

4 

P9 
0.44

3 

0.71

3 

0.84

6 

0.84

8 

0.52

3 
Pr9 

0.43

2 
0.81 

0.72

9 

0.95

1 

0.59

2 
F9 

0.59

6 

0.86

9 

0.94

3 

0.90

8 

0.63

2 

P10 
0.46

2 

0.79

1 

0.81

9 

0.94

7 
0.54 

Pr1

0 

0.40

8 

0.64

2 
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0.90

3 

0.52

3 
F10 
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4 
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4 
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1 
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7 
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8 
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5 
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3 
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3 
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7 

0.56

2 

Pr1

3 
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9 
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6 
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4 
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9 
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9 
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9 
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6 
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2 
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2 
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6 

0.87

7 
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4 
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5 
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6 

0.74

1 
0.62 F15 

0.22
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2 
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2 
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2 
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7 
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9 
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6 

0.51

2 

0.61

1 
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Table 1.2 : Return to Scale 

 

PSBs IRS CRS DRS PrSBs IRS CRS DRS FSBs IRS CRS DRS 

P1 16 3 1 Pr1 9 11 0 F1 0 18 2 

P2 13 6 1 Pr2 10 9 1 F2 11 7 2 

P3 17 1 2 Pr3 18 1 1 F3 1 15 4 

P4 16 3 1 Pr4 18 0 2 F4 10 5 5 

P5 14 4 2 Pr5 18 1 1 F5 1 18 1 

P6 16 1 3 Pr6 17 1 2 F6 5 8 7 

P7 17 0 3 Pr7 16 4 0 F7 1 15 4 

P8 16 4 0 Pr8 4 11 5 F8 7 5 8 

P9 15 2 3 Pr9 10 9 1 F9 0 9 11 

P10 4 11 5 Pr10 17 1 2 F10 13 4 3 

P11 18 1 1 Pr11 14 4 2 F11 1 10 9 

P12 12 5 3 Pr12 18 1 1 F12 2 2 16 

P13 15 4 1 Pr13 18 2 0 F13 0 20 0 

P14 12 7 1 Pr14 18 1 1 F14 1 17 2 

P15 6 3 11 Pr15 17 3 0 F15 19 1 0 

P16 12 4 4 Pr16 16 2 2 F16 10 8 2 

P17 11 7 2 Pr17 15 5 0 F17 0 18 2 

P18 14 5 1 
   

  F18 10 2 8 

P19 10 8 2 
   

  F19 16 4 0 

P20 13 3 4 
   

  
   

  

P21 5 14 1 
   

  
   

  

P22 13 2 5 
   

  
   

  

P23 13 6 1 
   

  
   

  

P24 19 1 0 
   

  
   

  

P25 17 3 0 
   

  
   

  

P26 16 2 2                 

 

Note: (i) CE, TE and AE stands for cost, technical and allocative efficiency. (ii) OTE, PTE and STE stands for overall 

technical efficiency, pure technical efficiency and scale technical efficiency (iii) (i) CRS, IRS and DRS stands for 

constant return to scale, increasing returns to scale, scale decreasing returns to scale (iv) P(i=1-26), Pr (i=1-17) and F 

(i=1-19) stands for public, private and foreign sector banks  

 

III.PERFORMANCE LEVEL AMONG BANKS 

 

An investigation of PSBs, PrSBs and FSBs uncovers that there seems considerable variety over the banks in various 

efficiency measures. Table 5.5 records out three performing and less performing banks on various execution measures. 

The arrangement has been made utilizing the quartile scores. The banks underneath the quartile 1 scores in individual 

gatherings are referenced under less performing class and banks above quartile 3 scores are underneath the 

classification of entertainers. Further, State Bank of Hyderabad (0.509), Andhra Bank (0.504), Bank of Maharashtra 

(0.482) in PSBs; Ratnakar Dhanlaxmi Bank (0.538), Ratnakar Bank Limited (0.512), South Indian Bank (0.512) in 

PrSBs; Bank of America (0.900), Barclays Bank (0.866), Bank of Nova Scotia (0.809) ended up being most effective 

bets on the CE front (allude Table 5.5). Further, the CE measure in these banks is driven for the most part by OTE as 
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opposed to AE. Moreover, the banks at the base of the stepping stool of CE are Punjab and Sind Bank (0.363), Bank of 

India (0.410), Bank of Baroda (0.392) in PSBs; Karur Vysya Bank (0.425), Indusind Bank (0.395), J&K Bank (0.408) 

in PrSBs; Oman International Bank (0.227), Bank of Bahrain and Kuwait (0.397), Hong Kong and Shanghai Banking 

Corporation (0.393) in FSBs. It is likewise evident that the real wellspring of cost inefficiency among these banks is 

AE than OTE. Notwithstanding, in the event of Bank of Bahrain and Kuwait and Oman International Bank, the 

significant wellspring of inefficiency gives off an impression of being by and large specialized efficiency than 

allocative efficiency. These banks need to diminish down their input cost in order to work at efficienct cost boondocks. 

It can likewise be affirmed from the outcomes that remote area banks are performing better on the cost wilderness 

pursued by private division banks and open part banks. 

 

Table 1.3: Categorization on the Basis of Performance Level (Top and Bottom Three) 

 

Banks 

 Efficiency Measures   

 

CE OTE PTE SE AE 

 

   

 Less Performers       

 PUNJAB AND SIND BANK 0.363 0.875 0.934 0.758 0.406  

PSBs BANK OF INDIA 0.410 0.697 0.819 0.881 0.501  

 BANK OF BARODA 0.392 0.620 0.746 0.871 0.526  

 KARUR VYSYA BANK 0.425 0.686 0.723 0.885 0.588  

PrSBs INDUSIND BANK 0.394 0.791 0.854 0.947 0.461  

 JAMMU & KASHMIR BANK 0.408 0.642 0.780 0.903 0.523  

 BANK OF BAHARIN AND KUWAIT 0.227 0.340 0.432 0.872 0.522  

FSBs OMAN INTERNATIONAL BANK 0.397 0.604 0.617 0.987 0.657  

 HSBC 0.393 0.697 0.756 0.943 0.520  

 Performers       

 STATE BANK OF HYDERABAD 0.509 0.888 0.957 0.940 0.532  

PSBs ANDHRA BANK 0.504 0.821 0.951 0.880 0.531  

 BANK OF MAHARASHTRA 0.482 0.797 0.922 0.866 0.523  

 DHANLAXMI BANK 0.538 0.671 0.832 0.821 0.647  

PrSBs RATNAKAR BANK LIMITED 0.512 0.664 0.826 0.741 0.620  

 SOUTH INDIAN BANK 0.512 0.611 0.899 0.770 0.570  

 BANK OF AMERICA 0.900 0.970 0.981 0.992 0.916  

FSBs BARCLAYS BANK 0.866 0.942 0.984 0.963 0.881  

 BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA 0.809 0.982 0.987 0.997 0.820  

 

Note: (i) CE, TE and AE stands for cost, technical and allocative efficiencies. (ii) OTE, PTE and STE standsfor overall 

technical efficiency, pure technical efficiency and scale technical efficiency (iii) For PSBs Q1= 0.419, Q3=0.461; For 

PrSBs Q1=0.429, Q3=0.499; For FSBs Q10.540, Q3=0.764 

 

Thus, the bank-wise analysis provides various suggestions for the policy makers, as banks need to reduce their input 

cost by correcting their input mixes with given prices. Since in efficiency is primarily associated with AE measure, thus, 

managers at bank level are not able to control the factor cost of inputs. Hence, there is need to curtail input cost so as to 

operate on the efficient frontier. The banks are operating at the idle capacity and are experiencing continuous policy 

changes during post-deregulation period. Therefore, a check of these parameters is required. The banks especially in 

public sector group should be provided with the decision making authority, which is missing because of 55.0 per cent 

shareholding of government in India. Hence, banks need to choose correct input mix to achieve the maximum outputs 

from the minimum cost of inputs. Thus, cost inefficient banks can enhance their performance by concentrating more on 

allocating their productive inputs more efficiently. 

 

Moreover, as per Census 2011, about 40 per cent of households still do not avail banking facilities in India. Therefore, 

banks should make forward looking strategies, improve customer relationships, diversify the revenue sources, etc., so 

as to have an impressive performance. The banks falling under the category of foreign sector banks are having large 

variation in the cost efficiency measures as depicted from the scores of less performers and performers. The banks, 

under performers, may have decreased the number of branches over the period and hence, able to make the deposit 
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share more and ultimately helping the banks to have a cost efficient banking system. On the other hand, banks falling 

under the category of less performers are few and new in the banking environment and are not able to cope up with 

competitive market in the Indian financial system. 

 

IV. CONCLUSION 

 

The bank astute  examination additionally inferred that to huge degree local banks in India have enhanced their use of 

inputs however are not making the correct blend of inputs given their costs. While are then again, FSBs are moderately 

improving utilization of inputs along with right blends than their counter gatherings. Moreover, the dimension of 

variety saw in the normal efficiency scores for FSBs is more than the other two bank bunches for OTE, PTE and SE 

measure. This might be because of assorted basic leadership proprietorship spread crosswise over different economies 

of the world. Moreover, the less number of branches working in provincial areas, bolstered with the best in class 

keeping money advances, effective inclusion of predominant innovation, administrative ability, encounter, may balance 

the potential cross-outskirt hindrances and lead towards proficient business exercises in the prevailing structure in the 

Indian managing an account segment. In addition, FSBs seem, by all accounts, to be the most effective pursued by 

PSBs and PrSBs in India. This recommends the current economic situations have given the chances to remote segment 

banks with the goal that they can make upper hands, bringing about higher efficiencies. Then again, the conceivable 

explanation behind the wasteful working of PSBs might be because of the weight of more branches nearness in India, 

more worry towards social destinations for the distribution of credits, benefit quality and increment in the dimension of 

rivalry.  
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