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Abstract

How to measure the default risk of debt of listed companies has always been a hot topic in risk
management. In this paper, KMV model is used to analyze relevant data of financial statements is-
sued by listed companies in China, and the probability of their debt default is studied. The default
probability of debt of listed companies based on KMV model is established, and the default proba-
bility of 41 listed companies in China’s securities market in 2012 is measured by the model.
Meanwhile, 41 listed companies were divided into industries for similar analysis and inter-class
analysis. The empirical results show that when the company’s asset-liability ratio is higher than
80%, regardless of its net asset liability ratio, it has a high credit risk, while when the company’s
asset-liability ratio is lower than 50%, as long as there is no negative return on equity, the com-
pany is less likely to default.
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1. AREFRMEX

AR IR SSE LSRR F T RE R, e TG — AN E RS T R
& ARG B ANEE, PRS2 RS 2 XU B 5 B R i) — > EE e /[ 1] 2]

15 RS 1T 8RB T T % KAIWNE3] 5 FHVEA AL (4], BUARE RS E L ME R [5] =N Kk BB
Bto 20 2 90 4K, HH Credit Monitor B2 A FE 1M K 1) KMV Bt T H AT Merton FIIABUE T 18,
AT A oMb 1) B S T 3 B3 1 2 A R g SR A R R PR, LA 0 o P M T R B 0 A R S
M[6] 7], #tEFAARZERATRI AT FTEH . WA E T35 K R R SO G, KMV B s A 16 &
] 717 2 =4 XU A

ASCHITTERTE T RIA KMV AL, KR ERAT I S8k i) B it ok, AAE R Ak ) B A BIT A 8 1 A R
BRSO i) @, ST T T w5 T AR SR S R A T I BCE AR AL, SRS R ARAT
JUE A i DA B b= DU AN AT (38 43 B SR AT B L MR 2R SUE A b, 15 BIAH ORI 4518 o

2. KMV {&EBIEST

FRHE Merton [EEIL, 5145 & [FIBE N — P AU A 29, A5 3N 5 20 ME 5 B T L 58 7 T A AR 4K 8]
SN S, BORGEHEME 2 T — M RaCE A M E PR RN ZE = N E DN T 550
EAR N EBEEL . X, RN MIURAR T BAS R . M TR KL, HA R R AT R
WS I8, ZEHK, R, RZ, SERANE=MERT RSN, [ERASEFRET
fiig5 & lm, BPAEZAI[9] [10] [11]. XFE, AR ANRHRAPRTHFIE, AR R e AR T F) & .

KMV A KMV 8RN, A 1) 55 7= (8T 4 5 5 55 (8 0 S AN I i, Al — i 2 e ik
2y, WX I A5 oNE L B(DPT). BT A 5 5% (STD) I — K5 55 (L TD) 2 Fl[12]:

DPT:SZD+%LTD (1)

PR TSI, 4B eIV oy v, IR T 55708 v, @4 i f16i55 8 DPT,. N
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Al B LR
0= prob[K < DPT;] 2)

[AIf, AR4E Black-Scholes SIBUE ML, KU BT 4 (B A ASAL BN A AT LT A s s - B

d7t/’ = udt+odz 3)
Horb, p NFEREER I AR EIRIE, o AFRET RIS, 2 AR RN RE . B
XFFHATISIE] T, 2RO B8 7 BB A1 o SOk 220 A, B

Vt:VOexp{y—%z}+G«/;Z,} 4

FROHRAKRQ), BOEBBTHE RS R, BUR 2 Hlr,

2

0 = prob mvg+[r—%;Jr+aJZ§£lnDPﬂ}

In o +[r—o-2jt Q)
DPT, 2 _ N(—d*)
ot

= prob| Z, < -

KMV 14 d° 5 SONSSIBE BS(DD), BN 18 5 2015 RO K9 5 E5 20 A2 I OBE B R 7 o
ICHRAS R .

DB HORA OB SR R, BV K BB T2 F R R 2
AR T FUMIE R SEhR” KL% [13].

3. ¥ &I

RIS, fom BT A RRAMER 4 KR WER7WTmm& v, . S48 DPT,  REEN
FEAEISTA] ¢ TN o, « TORUEFIZR 7o
3.1. AREFTIANENRE

NEIEFER T IMEETE T A 5 BB TE B E A BTG 545 R TE B[ 14], w1 BB R T 35018 T i@
K EANE, FREMTH N ENRIABAATE. T2, ARy, ST A MKENE D L
JERHAE Y, , R

V,=D+V, (6)

WGBS R4 E, LT AR R UAEE eamstt, i &7 M s B ig & 2L LT
FE[15]. M E R sebriE i e, EAERMEANBRERZETHARE, Fik, XEERMNMBEEERE LT AFE
0 5 4R BT L) B P M B e A, DL B SEAE N BT A R B TSI E v, A THE .
3.2. B4R

B LT AFRBARMKREZRE, BATTAAE, LA A IMMENMETAE 2 A6 ER,
NFERAEFEEL); AT IS RIERIE T S AR ER S SN LK AR — 2, X IE & KMV
oA IREUIEE L) . FRATTIX B AR sk W R R i 2
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3.3. EH AR~ HAMERERE
XA BT 2 SRR A% 0 D S A T AR B R . S DU E e n RN B RIRE AL,
s, RTRAEL ¢ I RV B AR 1 LT A w2 s, I IR R (BN L), 4
w,=Ins, —Ins,_ ., Hi, i=1,273-n (7
T s, =5, —1e" , W u, HZE ¢ AR AR J5 S S A s OF AR CLAE N B An) . bR e 2238 it
N

1 & N2 1 & 2 1 N ’
§= —Z(ui—u) 2 S_\/E;ui n(n—l)(,—z_llui) ®
Hd “u” Nu, MIME.
T u, (FRAEZ A o T, TR s & aJT Wb, FTbh o A2 ST LIt A s™, ﬁqu*zi"

3.4. TREEFIE

T 0 UG 2 — A FAEIRZAS R 2, R, 3 BT o BN ROERAT A 0 — SR S SR F R A T G

4. SCUESTHT
4.1. BAER

AT P [ IR SR 52 5 BT AR DINIE SR 52 53 P BT i) A BRI R 44T B el HORH B
REERAT AR BT AR]), #1741 ABEE, k1, EEARATISER 80058 RATH.
TRiFSE S AL L2 O 13 G oy F AR SRS SRR, IR IR T0 20 ] 3 AR R 2 B M
BRI 25 AT I . B AU T A e K B AR AE 5 A o

ASCERECI T FEA A R 5E B, I EFEREZM 2012 4 1 3 1 HE] 2012 4 12 7 31 HE
¥ T 3 AN 55 K -

Table 1. Industry distribution of sample companies

F 1. HARLQTRITIL S

g ZEN VERIES iU G
[ E S ] R AR Ih5 R AR Ihg JBEEE AR ]
J5 KM 000055 YRSl 603003 URJE L A 000888 JTERIE 000537
et 000786 TR 600387 KIEXT 600593 F A 000040
YLPEKIE 000789 RF 5 600339 Julei 600555 HREE 600791
& /17K e 000885 Rl 000159 PRI 600358 EAN A 600759
TSR 601636 IR AR 000096 T ik 600138 LATESA 600503
& BH 3 3 600876 FilAh 000554 PH 22 ik i 000610 WA 000014
W R 600819 ARSI 000819 bR UiE 000802 LGV 000005
KR 600802 NHUEPASS 000819 BRI Ui 000978 Folb A 600807
THEM 600449 S LA 600688 LR 600054 T B R 4 600745
rh I R 601808 i3 600749 B 000150

w5 [ it 601888 i 600732
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4.2. FBABEEMEAMETE
S, B 2 T I T ) B 0 D S S e B AL R

Table 2. Assets market value and volatility of sample companies

32 MRBEFEHENEE

g OWEAR WEUBNEY,  E9%e WM WEAK  ECTUBNEY, Wk

000055 75 RAEH 232,780.29 0.3876 603003 ek 167,668.28 0.6041
000786 JeHrd s 941,831.38 0.3504 600387 TR 289,188.91 0.3715
000789 YLK 719,083.93 0.4441 600339 KA EH 409,419.41 0.3888
000885 &) 37Kk 521,766.26 0.5255 000159 T bR skl 297,892.65 0.3286
601636 TR AE [ 675,148.52 0.3690 000096 I AR 198,018.89 0.2769
600876 & BH 353 130,278.23 0.4258 000554 ZR A 92,754.51 0.3814
600819 W B a 646,938.12 0.4224 000819 AL S 92,966.48 0.3787
600802 7K e 434,355.86 0.4224 000819 A 66,269.28 0.3203
600449 THE M 769,783.63 0.8893 600688 S LA 3,235,464.00 0.2363
000888 IJE L A 127,456.38 0.3030 601808 rh i IR 7,391,318.67 0.3111
600593 KIEET 66,104.91 0.3314 000537 ITFERE 328,401.07 0.4372
600555 i Al 277,761.09 0.3482 000040 FEH 259,435.33 0.4154
600358 FE RIS 120,739.45 0.3266 600791 HREE 477,064.84 0.3269
600138 iR 758,823.74 0.3036 600759 EFIB G 462,851.73 0.4218
000610 VG 22 e it 69,134.72 0.3544 600503 TR 450,497.60 0.4936
000802 e 5URE 93,045.90 0.3199 000014 WA 179,410.01 0.6063
000978 HERR 248,233.05 0.2626 000005 e iR 123,782.50 0.3838
600054 TR E 330,859.16 0.2228 600807 R 243,009.11 0.5422
600749 P IR i 106,014.87 0.3297 600745 TR Ay 482,604.21 0.5675
601888 r ] [ e 920,472.67 0.3062 000150 B A 160,329.67 0.3142

- - - - 600732 T 130,898.97 0.5019

BT LW AR6SAE—ENERRRAL, B, BHESRM 2012 F5—F DU =FH 410 7 5 KT
PEAE BRI 5 53 DPT, 31152 3 s

Table 3. Critical point of sample companies

3. HARERR

et JBE SR ALK i 5 55 DPT ey JBE SR AARR i 5% 55 DPT
000888 IRJE L A 26,799.10 000537 ITFERE 164,557.48
600593 KX 28,894.07 000040 F 2 118,226.30
600555 Julei 101,074.68 600791 AEE 299,413.63
600358 ikt & 45,718.49 600759 EANB A 190,612.85
600138 T ik 376,120.62 600503 LAESA 261,672.46
000610 [k 23,030.18 000014 Vo] Ay 101,075.14
000802 et 9329.44 000005 LA 58,819.35
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000978 MR 87,367.37 600807 420 146,825.39
600054 Lk 126,915.26 600745 o 4y 352,481.76
600749 PE B Ui 112,110.26 000150 HAEH 74,431.92
601888 o [ i 290,182.60 600732 T 61,136.39
000055 J7 KM 107,209.08 603003 s 3l 68,720.90
000786 JeHrdpt 402,913.37 600387 T 99,453.29
000789 LK 386,097.88 600339 KA e 255,996.91
000885 [&] 37K e 244,458.61 000159 Frsik 99,542.56
601636 TR AR A 268,511.61 000096 IR 16,350.56
600876 & BH 33 99,139.74 000554 Zelfi 4052.87
600819 e I B3 320,611.75 000819 AL S 6374.69
600802 MK 214,696.13 000819 HEAk S 7910.47
600449 TEEM 277,564.33 600688 S kA 1,384,708.78
- - - 601808 HH A A 2,327,907.05

R @4-1-5), Fr=1. r=6%. V,« o DPTWMEA RN, #trT AAF EI% R E L EE S DD LA
FABRZIMES DPT. WiF 4 Fizs.

Table 4. Default distance and default probability
*® 4. BABEBTLHME

et JB SR AR WA DD HAHER Y JBE SR AL R WA DD HAMER

000055 75 KAEH 1.96105 0.02494 603003 e TR 1.04148 0.14883
000786 oWt 2.41940 0.00777 600387 R Ay 2.32900 0.00993
000789 KR 1.31329 0.09454 600339 KA i 0.95456 0.16990
000885 &) 137K 1.29437 0.09777 000159 Frsilk 2.74255 0.00305
601636 TSR A 2.47649 0.00663 000096 IR AR 7.42825 0.00000
600876 & BH BT 0.56956 0.28449 000554 Filiah 6.68398 0.00000
600819 W R 3 1.59264 0.05562 000819 FAb s 5.76084 0.00000
600802 K TE 1.59885 0.05493 000819 AN 5.44747 0.00000
600449 TEEM 0.76976 0.22072 600688 S kA 3.04755 0.00115
000888 WFE L A 5.19254 0.00000 601808 rhig il R 3.06665 0.00108
600593 KiEF 2.51304 0.00598 000537 ITFERE 1.49913 0.06692
600555 N 2.90181 0.00186 000040 G 1.82877 0.03372
600358 ik e 2.99407 0.00138 600791 HEE 1.44517 0.07420
600138 i ik 2.35755 0.00920 600759 TEFEAY 2.03462 0.02094
000610 78 22 Fie i 3.09335 0.00099 600503 TR 0.97527 0.16471
000802 LR Ui 721785 0.00000 000014 VO 0.74228 0.22896
000978 AR 4.07443 0.00002 000005 20 B YR 1.90313 0.02851
600054 B it Ui 4.45765 0.00000 600807 440 0.76878 0.22101
600749 G R e T -0.15244 0.56058 600745 b 47 0.37568 0.35358
601888 rh ] [ i 3.81243 0.00007 000150 A 2.47606 0.00664

- - - - 600732 iR 1.38556 0.08294
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Figure 1. Building materials category

1. B

B 1T B w2k - AR, nT LB R BB B, B 28 A ) (118 20826 KEUE 0.05~0.30 2 18], T fiT
WA AT, B E LME R RO, TAF] T 0.28449, Tt B LML i, A
0.00663, ‘EATHIELAFEEAHZ T 0.27786, HULTT UL, ¥4 BH 3% 38 it ise 4 B o 2% 5 1 40

BT ASCUH S B A mE LR, B2 A 7 W SRR IR, B BT AR 565
AR AW A =S XS, a0 5. 725 IR A FIW SR BLEEAT S0 AT I, R B BH B K 8 7= F i L
B TR R M = AT LR, JEE, I BH B I B A et AT R A [ 4
A, HE PR, Bk, AR, @MIEAMESEARTE A6 IERGE - EN SRR, 5
BAA B G BB AEAE B FIEAIOGR R, A EM R A RAR & B O HE AR, FRIS &b 7,
Gl = EE PR Tl ke

Table 5. Financial status of building materials companies

5. BMERFNM SRR

AT
IR 2 (%) B U EE R (%)
B4 ) 19.19 52.63
L] 7.13 59.00
IR 2 (%) B U R (%)
1 B3 3.85 94.57
THEEM 1.61 45.94

(7)) e

M 2w, ATDA SR B, AR 24 3 EAE 0.00~0.17 2 18], JF 3L 7 S A P o4k,
— M AT I T RIS MR E 2 R AEY), KR RICVAELN Bl BRI A TG R
FA M AT A REBAMA, T3 —ar Aih A m B A REER AE 0.14~0.17 2 [0), Hr s s
BRI(0.16990) LA K R A 151 351(0.14883).
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8.00000 0.18000
7.00000 | 1 0.16000
6.00000 | 1 0-14000
5.00000 | ] 8'}3888 T
I 1 0. i 2 PR
4.00000 4 0.08000 |—e—iBZIMEEK
3.00000 | 1 0.06000
2.00000 4 0.04000
1.00000 | 4 0.02000
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2 @& gﬁé\ . 5 @XV&Q &@8\ . ¥ g&*}&y@&@@&
LR A
Figure 2. Category of petroleum
B 2. FAim%k

5 M 55 5O ok A BB AR BB A L, M2 6 o, TTLUR BB MR R BN T 0
AR SR EEANT 15%, HE T LU, SRR A I G T A A RN — 8. 2
ST 2 F PR T AN T 25 U ST TR B0 S e 5 4 A S5 B K SR e
SR N b A T B S AN, (TR S s, B, M F BT SRR, R
ETRINEL. MEAMFRARORE LA, SIS AT R m—%, HH, #%
PR B R B BT SO R UK O A Y S N A

Table 6. Financial status of oil companies

= 6. AMERTHMSIFR

JIg A4 FR B HE (%) B SR (%)
TR A 1.20 9.04
ESIIPERi 2.17 3.94
PR 1.97 13.49
TEFRMK 8.60 14.77
HBAMEANE
iS4 B IR (%) BEF= U E(%)
TeF R 5.46 50.33
KA 8 -11.57 66.81

(=) MR

H1 &) 3 oI iiF b 2 8 SOE 2 MR, mTRUREL, FEAR LA =] B 2B AE 0.00~0.01 Z A,
AL, HidiE 2R B F S AR A e, AR AR S BUE LR E DL. 10HRTHSE SRR B
A ALK OL,  FIREFI R RE A 2 7] IO 55 SRR A G 8t rh A LAARRE . ok 7 o

TR 2R LT A E BT U EE AR AR 50% LT, XL A I SGTER AN T BT S, IEW] A R e
L B AN TR BB 2 (5t . B AR R L A 7 I 55 1 fit LR HRAE 40% UL T, R
A K GG R ARG (BT RGR L RRN, AR RESAERRIFINAE, UARTIEL, Wik
JiRilE, EARERHF B IR R 1.63%, i/ T FISEH PR BRI gt 2, B RO B A f
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b N T HA A B R P2 AR, N 12.37%, B, SUEA TR L E BN, A hs R
FERINAE FH AU
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400000 8'88288 —; 5 4 1
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3.00000 0.00400 2
0.00300
2.00000 0.00200
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& ‘f\gﬁv & S ég @ f& &
& A S ”f%
Figure 3. Tourism category
E R
Table 7. Financial status of tourism companies
= 7. RBFLARNMEIER
AR BRI (%) B (%)
IEE L A 17.89 18.39
By 1.63 12.37
1L iR 13.57 39.96
r [ [ ik 14.49 35.42
HAMEBANE
Ji B2 47 F T 5= I B (%) B G LR (%)
KX 13.03 49.04
Hik 93 4331
(L I3 i
3.00000 4 0.40000
2 50000 0.35000
0.30000
2.00000 0.25000 =
-i;;‘ %
1.50000 0.20000 )
1.00000 0.15000
0.10000
0.50000 0.05000
0.00000 0.00000
B 5 N
@“%%x x%» ¢F BT L
B PO N 5 4 BT R
f%r AR
Figure 4. Real estate category
& 4. b=
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S5 M= 2R ) BT A BB AR — BLE 0.00~0.40 2 18], M 4 R LLER], KT 202 5 HH B
FIE, EATRE LR A LR, KREERAE 0.00~0.01 2 [a], UNEHEHF(0.00664), 1A LN = EIFFELE
B IS RS, e B 43 (0.35358) RV A3(0.22101) Y3 £3(0.22896) %%

HH 8 PR B 2L 2 B 5 i QMR 2 0 m I A B = 2 =) 0 5 4R Xt b, ATRUE B, 298
FEUCI B Ak 7 RS B B IR e SR, it 7 TR 2, (R LT SOl e b
K IHBEORFFRTE . R E AR E = 1) BT A R IA B S R R = a2, R e ik
Uy, AEREMIFGE T RPRKIE, Rk, AT 2 B HEAR, T R m 15 F XU

Table 8. Financial status of real estate companies

= 8. BT RKARRMFRER

AR
JIg A4 FR B I HE (%) B U EE R (%)
B A 0.35 56.04
BLAMRR
JIg A4 FR B I HE (%) B U EE R (%)
Y IR -3.25 67.31
Folb g 2.42 74.67
TR 9.65 81.91

(1) [RIZEXT /NG

A B AR AR W 55RO L 7 AT ML BEAT W BT M [RSEX b, ar B, B A ®] A5
AR 5 EAA B N R FRAFAE SR R R R ST B A AR L HAZ, R —A b
ARG A HRECR, IKE T 80%ELL L, Tk e Miata 24F, KIBSARERELME, Mk
1, BAER B B RN, R 50% A4 EUT, ARG RRE T, Ik REREF R
M

4.4. 2EIXFEE

n ERTR, AEBATIAEEARFE R, A FEAT I [ 5 55 ik L B2 e 1 AP E— e i3k
PEE ? X BT LA R 5T @ KMV BRI T, FRAT K0T 13 20 R 2 RN FARHE IEZS 2 A
RN, B, R SPSS BAEXTANFAT L BT A A 5SS B A MR AT I X B, S PURES R,
# 9 7R,

IR PUANT W R E 2 M2 53 AT R LUATSG, A5 a0 BN Lh s R s = 28 2 DU AT I BT
S s ), BB AMEERIA ST 0.1166, MR EBARKIIRIEES EH 0.1146. 7EIMHIBLA MR, +
BRI LT AR BB S 55, TAAE SR, 5 28 A R IR B AT b B R TR
TR AT BB FUGTEE 2R, RIS 2 = (0 S A B = W s bl e o T s i A w R B i b e, DAL,
EMIRTT AR, BT AR OB AR 5 I G R — B B DR R, S H IR AR TR
B RO R, 1B T RS BoR, EMBERIFERS R NSIHER 3.016, 1EBRKHE NFEESR
PERITE DL N X PRI A AL, E B R AR AEAR K 22 etk o i 28 S5 22 S e/ D ATl
EAHE 2 MR AUAEZ 0.0314, T T Ziit-&E0ME N 1.49, BIEIEN T EATPANMTALLES FH XU 5 1 & 7 .
I3 505 A T 2 B e AT I LM 1 o T s SR, T DU BT A B LR N R O
T LA DS T w2 W] 034 58 28 AR AUIRER B 7 R B LU R BN T R 80U, Bk, Dok BT AT
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K300 55 IR EXT 35 20 MR ORI T2 A BA Jo 285 il SR A AT ke 4B 7T 24 =] AR A5 FH XS, A7 AR AR AL

Table 9. Comparison results between categories

9. LENEEER

E[IROE4 17l SGEAY e ¥IHZE T4 P&
VEMES 0.0334

i s i e -0.0832 -2.053 0.054
V23: LTS 0.1166
RS 0.0334

i A —0.0608 -1.607 0.383
RATH 0.0942
VEMIES 0.0334

SR 0.0314 1.49 0.153
iRl 0.0020
F =2k 0.1166

5 b 5 A 0.0224 0.415 0.455
s 0.0942
SR 0.1166

S = 5 7R 0.1146 3.255 0.004
iRl 0.0020
S 0.0942

A SR 0.2042 3.016 0.006
jidiies 0.0020

5. &hip

i DA _E B SRR 7T LA B BT, AR IR AR AR T T =] BB B B DU AT HEAT I 2
FEHIFRIEIL T, BAF R~ A ERES, B3] 80% AN, WIAAFEE R RE HIARE, 142 ] )
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