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The Study on Establishing the Bank Crisis Pre-Warning System
in the Post-Financial Crises Era:
Taking A-Shares Listed Banks for Example

Wang Wei
Wuzhou University Wuzhou 543002

Abstract: The paper firstly establishes the bank crisis pre-warning indicator system by analyzing the banks” internal and
external factors then uses analytic hierarchy process ( AHP) to conform the weighted coefficient. At last analyses the systemic
risk of China’s banking sector and non-systemic risk of single bank taking A-shares listed banks for example. There are certain
practical signification for Early Warning. Rating.regulating of Bank Crisis.
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