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Abstract

In recent years, China has vigorously promoted the green credit policy and guided financial institu-
tions to increase the scale of green credit. In order to improve the approval efficiency and imple-
mentation effect of green credit, China’s banking industry is also actively exploring the construction
of green credit implementation criteria and evaluation system. Based on the basic information and
non-financial data of the heavily polluting enterprises listed on the main board of Shenzhen Stock
Exchange of China from 2018 to 2022, this paper establishes a preliminary index system for green
credit risk assessment of listed companies, and then removes the last 11 indicators with low scores
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through feature screening. 11 indicators of high importance are obtained to re-establish the green
credit risk index system of listed companies. Logistic regression was used for empirical analysis of
the risk management of green credit projects of listed companies. The applicability of the model
was analyzed through the results of evaluation indicators such as confusion matrix, accuracy rate
were drawn and suggestions were put forward.
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1. 5]

AT, T E A2 G A5 A R R A R A AR M B B, W EBh St R R SE LR B L A
ARSI OR H i3 . 2012 4, RIS AAK (SREMFEHRS]) B OGN RLRITH
BRAARR, WnEESROUSIIAMRIEN . 50 ARk b, SRIE 7SS A A AR ARt
Bl ) SR PR B, R ARSI TS ASR . RS ORRIN RAALAE
TIHIGEE MR, Lotk st 5 R A A2, XA B AT WA I3cf . “atuei” XM
RS, T AP EEOR Y 1 H 35 SPEMRMRBR ST A B VI 5K o o R B W sk o AT 56
—IREE W SR, 5 I4AE 2030 S ATSCILARIAIE, 2060 LERTSEURR AT, BEFE A RBOR AL AL 2
AHEH L SRR TEE, o E R L ERAT IEAE N RS (A SRR T B

DA TALGEET, SROE AR RE I AN T RN, JERIEBNBIPRE Ry U, AT AR 1 Xt
G Rl R TR BT A, ISR “RORiE” KH K. SOERBERKMET, BTttt
BRATHIEOEBEIR,  SOn] DMt B T e O LA P e [, il T ARG A 42, Al fEft 2y
TR E MIPRELAE S 7 T A, N2 S B SRR 5 Z AT AR SR TR IRR X ), BTEd
Toidk EARE AL GERIE FIAREAN T7 iR P 2 G5 DR 045 PR, ANTTRE I 1 R ML ARAT IO SR 5 R
Je. MUt L, AV EE B A RIE E RSO E IR, I BT IR . E N AR AT
AR BT BE T T SR R DT A AR DLAN DI BE » JF o 17 9 P 2 €015 D U B B 1) B 205 S O
FEBVA IR, AR X 2 0 A5 B 0045 HY XS 2EAT S AR 204, I HORER 2 (Wt ST ki B AE B 102
KL, ROAERIPII.

PR A SCAE BRAR 70 BiT AO JEAtE, DAURSEAR R AR BT AR S35 AT AV o9 3], 35T Logistic [a1)-77 i
He 3 FH DDAl 3 (0 A5 D245 P AR IR, S e L0t 2 €045 B4 1 DU VAl RO E RS PR AT R0t Jx kg
HH A S

2. XaksEd
2.1 FEEHEMR

AlRr R R SR E s RS, ER MK IME S SR E RS AR SS SLRE T, (Rt R, gt
SEE MR NEE THE, EREENEAZR DRI, A0S, S emESHEmE L, E
2 0 A D R EEAT T AR R ATRAL . Mark A. White (1996)iAN, T Fr45: il % 75 2 S ab L AL X e

ik
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BT A FLA SR, AR R PR Ho I NG Al A ER B XU, AT B4 A R 15 4057 R JE IR
BR[L]e fTHE . 535 24(2007) I, SRESHEnl LLE A7 Ul st & “SREamE” . — XK
P 1E [ ORI Al SR B AR SR R, R TS e R G HUE . WIBR 2T 29 [2]. Weber
O, Fenchel M #i1 Scholz R W (2010)$& tH, PO fbfh 2 84T AR AT HE, 80 B OREER I 0T H #E 4T
FEETHRECE, IR TR SR AR M 0 5 YAk Bt [3]. PG etal. (2017) MBI 5L, B LARAT I
RS IRRRIE IR = A E S, I RS AU HH T3 97 3 M R DR AT il 5 BUr0AE AR [4]. &
BRI E 237, (2022) ST 5U 45, BLER A5 0% UL 38 B R T34 78 XU VPN b v S5 R P AN A 4 L X SR (5 6%
RN EER . A REEHSEE TR RRE I . A SR Tl N A B S B [5] -

LuoSumei % (2021) ! FH XU 7 43 12 (DID) A1 W L 72 4314 (DDD) 43 #1125 0 B xd 2 5] 7 Wb AR A7 1) 45
BIEGREIMIRM, SRRV, &SGR ERAT AT DUE I A O 5 S (6], FRBLRISK
(2019) Lk 2016~2017 4= 15 /Nl 4% Al ¥ SEIE Kt Ay 3, M SRRl AR ORI A X Al R 288 KUK 5 04
N GAT T ISNIER IS, 15 TREAR AT M 55 S0 R BRI [7]. BERTRIZE5(2020) f F KMV St
R A Bgg =5 W T AL S RS HEAT T IE, 45 SRR, el E A XRS ZE LG “
w7 AN, R KK . B, ARSTA = A 145 RS R 2R AT T IR NI SRR 7
SEREH, FUGIUREIN TEREE O AL A5 AR BA EEERA, T P A A
FH[8]. FEE(2021)55 (R T A I, i it 1 SIZ it 2 245 DR UK 1T LAAG 250t B A A b R PR 85835 AT 9, R34
SR EARBR B AR D 50089, &F FIBUR B 4E(2022) 8 H, & (0 SRR AL S (L 0t 55 el Al f) &
RIS, AR % B DO A b B AR 0T 1] 5 ) 38R [10]

2.2. [ERRBIFEHSE

BEE IR A HERS FORHR I CIdUR T, HLEs 2 21 IBWE N T &fiolk . Bl & DUARE B XS VPAN J7 142
HAEH, ARSI PR (v MRS 31 1 RE R . RS 5 X (2001)FIH 2 762k 14 514 | Fisher
YRR JC Logistic [A1VA%5 77215 LT A B MR LA R, S5 REW, IR A B AERE
FE, HASRKAEREAC[11]. R (2008)8 % A [F 45 BY RS PN 7 v 1 LA, M9 T 56T Logistic 15
RV SZUE 0T, R BLZAAR A B IF AN GE /7[12]. Belhadi Amine £5(2021) ¥ fig#4 Zx /KA1 Logit #2715
PGS, BRSPS SRR, xR0 4.0 (SCF) TR /N AV BEAT 3 B KU (Tl , - LAkt
558 XU TRIIRE FE, 0t HEBEAT VP45 13]. AR)11(2020)38 F AR (S e /A A B VA 0 5 53, 3T SR s
PRGN P MR Ve FINLEE,  $& AR R BOR [ 14]. T #k15(2021)i2 ] Logistic [F11H
BT BEAEAT R AT REFF AR A2 TIEZ[15] . FH R H(2022)38 it S AR 5 FIAE AR ) SR SEBL 176t b1
AE GEAS TR AR T S TR [16]. T P11 (2018)38 it e AL AN B B 1] 5 B 45 B MAE AR AL, 454
b 55 FNAEIA 5548 b, I E IR A S G A3 0345 RS PR B2, I U ER A bk A7 SEBR R [17]

BORUR] 28 AR £ 52(2018) A KMV A8 32 B2 2% R0 5% (R 2ok ol {5 F MBS IEAT BE &, 8 KMV
BRI aE SIS AT RESER K TSR S B M [R K — RN BP #HE MR, 25 R
RE T AR R TIN5 0435 5945 XU K /N[ 18]« Feng Yuan (2022)i i 32 B 2343 B A BR 720 M 82 37 S [l 4%
P22 2% (BPNN) A AL, S8 SIE R I, 35T BPNN FISE (5 B XABS PPAG 8 B A 95% M HERG R, H 99%
FIRE A A RS AR o SRTTTIRE R AT I A K 22 B A =) )RR e i [19] - 7K 2R 41.(2020) K H Logistic [21)9 7572
X SR EAE DB L) B AT I, 25 SR 3R AR ) (A 2R 4 [20]

2.3. EhER
FEXT [ AN ST FEBEAT LB A LAl ., RATATLAE B, EAAEX “RIfpsieml” X MESa T
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BONBRARI ST, T P T RS A e SO TE M E 0 “R e s A E . TSR EENE
BA— @ AR, DR, R AT KU B O Ry [ P Ah R S FE 3. el B A TN
R, ERENEE, WBOAE TS OGTHRRSG O SR R R R EEER . TAEk, %
R U E ASUBE T B8 ST RIS A F B AR 25 & A E o A SCERIGAR B R n AR Y, #F&
RIEEE M Logistic [B1H 7775 A RUF1E AR BUNGE 1. SR, B TS T 4 (5 5845 XS VPN 1)
WIE, RZHARET BP ML, KMV 4, 1R/DMH Logistic AR, ik, A5 H R HIREE
BRE T G ATl BT F (A BRI 45505, KA Logistic [R1E 77780 FEATIFAN, NRIE ik 4
BT FH RS PPN S L B A 200 S ¥

3. X 5ERE
3.1. HXIEip

3.1.1 FrERW

FRIEJF 2 2002 £F gyt FEARAT T Ja A 1 Bs g 2 = 5 47 2 AR AT SE R HE A — Tk STkt I, ey )
Prsgit 2 J AT 2 ARATSE 9 BT AATT 2, 2Rtk — B RS 0UH o (A B A 2 KU 5
B, X ARE RN X RS, ROy T R RERAT PR 5 55 AT BEX PR AN AL 23 R 5 (4 0 T T
e P55 FH XURS: RS 2640 0 o ST TR U i ], NP ARAT AE AT 00 H AR BT A, SO S PP A4 T F O A A 2
WITE LRI, B ORI ST S PR B AU M AT 5 8 R oK o 72 [ BRogl H b B3 08k, 718 JEL U L 22 i
N RV BRI 5 4 o A (0 S B b . v, RN A B AR TE SR A% 126 T SRR S M £
SRR A A5 B R I 75 8 5 ) SR R ) 25 ORI T o [ A0 R M ARAT FE T JR S (o fF PR AR T RN T
FRIEJR N IR T2 R MR e, AR NEAT B SR BT . 22 RAT . H AR AR
17[21]0 BAUR RIS T AN DL = KA 7R3 S B AT AR AT (2% £ DX 000 F UG B S BR 22 56y, B
MNFF LS R FE DL ARAT A 15 5 8 R R

3.1.2. AIFE A RIBIL

1E 1987 4, BREEEARBE S RKERASEIRRH T “RrERRE” MBS, 12 4)5, PEBFERK
AT (2009 A B AT HRFSL R R BRI IR 2 ) 33— 20 B T 15 G BRE [ B AT R R R S . IR KR
EUMRANFTRIFEN, ARFEROEGAE. TREREERET . SRS EE, 52400
WATHI ESG (A5, 4. RIS RS .

SR RS T EEAE = ANEARIN . AP RRERMEAIEEE . AP R R R E R R R
BRI NZ B, HHESRERMATFRR FRELrE RN ER N SAE 5 IR A /876 N A3
FIHBEIR, A A8 RGN T . R 1 5 00 DU i ] S B m] RF 4R R R 4 NS SLRI BT, B ARk
FEHIE RIS Ty, WEARSUR AN i [ K B

AR R BRI, RS KEX TR SN S AR RRMER, MR ESTE. @ik
BATIE NG KN EES 53, EMS R R EME RS, wTRlEd S e FREFR, RdksEm
HHOE, RIHEERE, HATTREEEE, MITE R G SRR 2 R4 2P

3.1.3. (ERAMRKREIREP

125 FH R 85 PR e — 23 438 P 20 SR R PP o M 5 R 2 o) B 0t R o (R T e R P e A
b2 7E R A KU T 4% (R [RI, SeBAC R e koAb, AT B e ol 25 FO 28 B 2 2«

ZHCHRI, ARAT T BRI PO S T SRR, T RN R, DA R RS SRR 2
[P 3K B T HRAT 76 SE 4 A AT 3 R 3 i | B I BRI R D RISE 4 Jg . D, ARAT LR N AT
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SR AR B A A, WA RS B BRI FAR, JE0 U EAT 70 RN M fh o LR, BRI 38 1 XU 1 2
KB RT BT B, JRAi G0 SR, TP R R EAE SR . ARSI B, SR AR R
B BEGS SK, MR T A SRR K RS ST DA ke U ) -l o

IR LA, ARAT AT DS G B AE T XS, SR BT 55 DR R  [RII AE A (4 T 3 B A
T ORFFIE 4+ AN B A e

3.2. REE

Logistic [l Y= 42 —Ffrm LA T Tl 5 40 S 1f e A M % I iR L 5 S 802 ME 2 R AR TR 32 2 TR R &
AR o 12 S RYE F T vk (0 A5 DI XU B0 1) B R a0 R B35, Logistic [l AR 8Y BEASZER A
AR MR AT 7 ZEAN AR AT HE, JF ELAS U B A0 5 3 52 B R A AR AN 2 5 M B R 1) I J 45 SR k4
il P i B 2R B SRS TR R A8 2> — BURFFLE 0 B 1 AT, IXREXT AR B — 40 538 B 1 45 SR i
WEEINE S

Logistic 2 84 fR A HE 40 R B

1
P(y_l)_l—i-ei(mzmxi) (1)
1 1
P(y_O)_l— p_1_1+e—(a+2ﬂjxi) _1+e(a+2ﬂjxi) (2)

Hrpy RRNB&E, AT RAGEERTE SRS AEARE, My N0 NRRGOEIETHEAS
IS LRI IR FINER, My N 1 BRRIRG ORI E SIS S XS IR . o 5 g #3KRE1H
28, X hNEZE,

4. BEKIR. RSN
4.1, BIERIR

MG 2010 FIMRABAATK (LT ARG BRI » S8 7 B KUE. R e
AL A5 16 M7k, JFik#E 7RSSR R BT BTG Gal v AR RS, £ 2018~2022 4E IR BEAT, 7£
BEALIAE T RE R, M S 2 LR — 2 R AR A [R5 P BBt (R i R 15 7, O 1 B R 45 SR K IR
FATOS [l — A " AT TR L BRI N TR, JF HASAS B A B R ER b 3R I T W 85 77 i ikt 72
PEFER b, AR A ST MR AE I CAKLBE, R B A R LA 05 S8 P A AE 7™ B ) 2 ) 45 m LA
B, FEORIES AR B dER e A 7e BV AR At b, e A5 410 A AR AR .

4.2. 3EFRIEER

421, WEHIR

TERE G R TR, T A A A B T ML — 7T SR UL R, 4 7 O 25 S
A T IRE GRS Sy, SETERE S, TURIREST, RIBRESI BICH I T AR AR LA T

(1) LA, BRI T 2 A B 4 R A J, LA 2 R B 55 B R AR . KRR T8
bk, EEIHE, P AMHSEE, X AR R T A .

(2) BRfEST . SEAs o IR R Jr . SR RS eIk s, Bl RIS, BRI
AL «

(3) SEEAE ST R4 il 2 2 O 28 R 200, LA S 7R A P e e o ST 3
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(&) BIRAES . A ALy KIUE, AR SMGBERE Ty . R | LB 34
R Y

4.2.2. JEMHIEIR

(1) ZERbE BIEbs

N T G YA R AR SR S DY I SR, AR R AR B F 4 R PR DA S R AR
HAME BAEbR. Hrh, KBEERRW T ATETLALERNFRKE, —BNE, AFETEIERRE
K, RS AT, PR R, AR A0S X . 18t~ H i — e
FEPE S 1 Al AR K/

(2) HEARYEhR

AV AE 7B A K 7 T $5 5 AR S2 0 T4 e B U A B BB L AL R 22
T BRI G B B 2507 T T DA A BN SRR . ik, B SCEER TR R A
A EE WAL E, FERA AR, R A A KR =AM T PR N R 5
8 A R AR RSB IESIIT AT 0 AR B . (B2, BT A BRI B AR R R AR B R
—SEMZER], FTCAAR SCE I T W R B 5 E N I BB R i A B R R (R br . R AA 2
FHEWE TR ARAHE 1M A 0 Lo e — S A B R R 1 b . AR B 1 A 1 v
T 1PN

Table 1. Descriptive statistical results for indicators
= 1. BRI R

fatn HiE bRt 22
B3 X1 1.449 1.096
B LA X2 1.133 0.976
EBIT 2 fREE 550 X3 8.305 17.367
B AR X4 0.527 0.186
EE @] 2.505 2.662
BRI X6 0.057 0.097
BT a2 XT 0.064 0.347
B EFIZE X8 0.252 0.195
ERIRE B 0.033 0.287
IS 5 3 R H X 10 67.187 101.688
1757 J8 e R % X1 95.182 134.256
BT 2 X12 1.886 1.363
ROBEP R A X13 0.716 0.473
HBE RIS AR K% X14 4.154 79.846
FANE K A X15 2.685 59.054
BRI K2 X16 0.180 0.890
MBI X17 -0.699 1.915
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M X18
2B AEIR X19
RN 3 5L X20

WER BN B L] X21

WER AN K2 X22

9.846
23.840
10.531

2.787

1.363

4.092
5.415
6.451
2.601
3.107

4.2.3. REVERRI 5

A AR T SR PR AL, SRR ITR

AT e B AR AN B LB P ), — BURAE

1, et AR R A RS, BN HAT T AN SR (5 DT H RO B, R AR BRI R
ik, FE RN BT F S E R R X IR BRI, ASOR AA+ZR BL R 2 B AR R

IS IR, 1 HR U T s U 2R A R] o AR Rk 20 ke 2 s :

Table 2. Risk rating division
= 2. REITEEXI 5

AR
AA+Z VL L
AA F LR

RS TEZR 73
ARG ERIER, A0
e 2, R 1

4.3. igwrtit
4.3.1. Shapiro-Wilk $23&

M TR PG o0 b R MR R A B R AR, BRIV ARTD, O T BE— 2 HIWT A R
RETSAR S ATE DL, T AAES 2> FI ] SPSS Skoxt ik 22 N briiAT Shapiro-Wilk £, fiftit— D ek
FoHT. IR R R, RAEL 3 Fux, Shapiro-Wilk K R EoR, IR 4R br Ao 546 4 5 R

W, BB AN R IES AR . Rl 22 NMEFRENE A B E2K A Mann-Whitney #R A5 .

Table 3. Shapiro-Wilk test results
%% 3. Shapiro-Wilk #5545 R

fabr Giit H H & BEN
mahhZE X1 0.748 410 0.000
B LA X2 0.713 410 0.000
EBIT FLEfRERF5 %L X3 0.584 410 0.000
BB X4 0.875 410 0.000
L ad e X5 0.256 410 0.000
BRI X6 0.638 410 0.000
WA X7 0.352 410 0.000
EDEFIZE X8 0.884 410 0.000
EDLR] AR X9 0.463 410 0.000
2 WAL K 3 2 R A X0 0.558 410 0.000
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1E B AR X1 0.462 410
BB 2 X12 0.815 410
ROBEP R A X13 0.828 410

H R KA X14 0.037 410
HRE IS KR X15 0.040 410
BN SE K2 X16 0.213 410
MBI X7 0.025 410
MR X18 0.577 410
ZUEAEIR X19 0.960 410
R N R HE & E X20 0.968 410
PR BN L] X21 0.804 410
R NBOE KA X22 0.128 410

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

4.3.2. Mann-Whitney U 1&I&

TP ARRSHEF T F, S18bn N IREARBEE AR IS A0 7 255 SR a, BRI ASBe R Ao
FEAR T K50, #WfH Mann-Whitney U 775 RAS 30 AN A U N TE BRIl F R AW EER . HETLL
_E Mann-Whitney U K56 R I64E B, RIS 7 MEFREARET 0.05 (5 E AT, HkA S
AR T @ 0.05 WAL 15 MR REIRFMERN L TSR E . RS

LRI T R(E 4):

Table 4. Mann-Whitney U test results
5% 4. Mann-Whitney U 0I5 25 R

J B BEME g5t

IEH AR 54 A w A F AT, il He R X1 380H 20 0.000  EAEJR{ERX

IEH AR SEL A m AN FERREARE S, Hah AR X2 BF 200 0.000  EAEJR{ERX

IEH AR S HA N R A FE RS, R OREEREE X3 a2 5. 0321  HRJERIX

IEH AR LR F A F RIS, B 53 X4 Wh 20 0.002  HEAJR{ERX

IEH AR S EA AR AR RIREAR T, Bt X5 B 22 0. 0.000  EZEJEMERK

IEH A A S EA AT A FERIREARE T, 5 IR X6 A 2200 . 0.010  EZEJEMERX

IEH AR SHA RGP FEEARRE S, @5 izt X7 %A 250, 0.001  #ZJFE{RK

IEH A A S EA AR A FERIREARE T, BB X8 %A 200 0.252 R

IEH A F LA m A F RIS, B AIE X9 A 2. 0.002  HEAJR{ERX

IEH AR S HA N R A F R, RISOK R e R E X10 %A 22050 . 0.000  EZEJEMERK

IEH A A S HA AT AR RIREARE T, 750 R B X1 A 200 0.000  EZEJEMERX

IEH AR G~ m A F IR, Jsh 587 i e A X12 %A %20 . 0.000  #ZJFE{ERK

IEW AR SEA AR AN FERIEAR S, S5 RER X138 %A 20, 0.608 MK

IEH AR SEHA RGP F RTS8 el R X14 508 7200 . 0.063  HZJF{RK
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1% AR HHA AT A FE AR, R KR X156 B 20 0315  JHEZEJFERB
IR AR SEBA AT ADAFEIREARE S, BRI X16 Bei Z 57 . 0.015  #EJEBRB
IEH AT SHA A AN AF IR, SB7 KR X17 $H 25 0475 IEALJEER
1% AR SHA AT WA FERIREARE S, B X18 B % 0.000  HEZEJFERB
IEH AR SEA AT WA RFEARE S, LEFR X19 A 25 0.000  IEAJREB
1% 2w S A AR AR IFEARE S, BN RECE & H X20 A7 25 0.021  HEAEJFERB
IEF AR S EL AR AN FERIREARE S, FERBN SEIN G X21 %A 25 - 0.000  HERJFEBB
IEH AT 5L A A AR IR, RS K AR X22 5 75 - 0.063  IEAEJRIEB

5. SCEERSY

WG 2 VORI R, A SCAFEA TP REN LI 30%1F IR &, HAx 70%/E NiIgRE &, MHBRAFAE
FORE DL R R WM, AR EEIL 410 2%, BARD AR (3% 5):

Table 5. Individual sample size

F5 MHEARE

ARG TE Al EL A &t
YIZRA 153 134 287
R 60 63 123
ISYE N 213 197 410

XFF R, KT EB AN I — AN SR AR AN I . N BRI DLE Y, S R E G G
Il BT A RIREAR AR RFEARZEREA K, EARRAIMN, aea S BB R R0 stk
IRK, T FERRCRATEAR . AR SMOTE I SRR S LA BE dE 47 54b 7, 383 SMOTE it
KA S TRATTAF B F ARG REAR 271 2%, S RIIERAEAS 271 5%, RUREA 542 2%, AbFI G HIBE R A%
LK 6,

Table 6. SMOTE sample size information after oversampling

#* 6. SMOTE ERHEEHAFTERS

FEA 40 B Ak Al &1t
Ve 149 149 298
M3 64 65 128
ISYEFN 213 214 426

51 HXMESEHLEMIH

RPE Mann-Whitney U BIRERZE R, &R HC 7 Horbudid 0.05 BEFMAKTPRLRE) 15 MatsfEN
Logistic [F1 A7 @ A F i N\ B AR AR & . {EHE4T Logistic [RIEBAL G N 2 7, 75 Z X S0 s 3h 47 #H 5%
P52 EIL T, RN SON A T SRR 58 BT EAR 1737 T A 5 SR (5 03000 3 XS R B R 2,
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WO 2 e br . (H7E, AFRBRRAR R AL — RN, 3 5B R
DU, SN KEMEE, SRR ER R RRELE L. o h TR P —RE
FLRRE A B AT AT REAEHERR TR X e 2R (KR E 0 AT 0 7 AEAR K IR 223 Shapiro-Wilk £
5, RISIRIRIATTEIES S, Bk, KA Spearman #7775, WHAHIE REUCE K IR AL 5k
1T ACEE, RS BRAR R B A AT T A 1.
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Figure 1. Spearman correlation coefficient thermal maps before high correlation and multicollinearity screening
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Figure 2. Spearman correlation coefficient heat maps after high correlation and multicollinearity screening
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LR SIS 2 ), BARRTEARIEIUN T R TR (L 7).

Table 7. Explanatory variables after high correlation and multicollinearity screening

T BHEXMRSELLMHFEARNRRETE

TRbR 2R %'
A X1
S X4
B R X6
JRZHAC K 32K ] B R X10
LR L PR it X11
M ARk X12
ERIL ORI X16
B X18
ZEFR X19
RN L8R bt X20
Y S INEE NI A ONER] X21

5.2. BFSRER

R CLE AT A B 11 N ebs e B2 Rk 2 Logistic [B T8, 3% 8 w40, fEH HE N 8.
BEKFN0.05 K, KIRAEN 12592, ZHEM TN RTERT L EERS BRI IEAME, FEXT
MR E M/ N 0.05, FrbL, w RS HEAGE AR R O E AN B MY I A I, MO R R R

Table 8. The comprehensive coefficient test of the model

8. RAPGZE ZHIGL

v H BEM
R 14.155 1 0.000
e 393.022 8 0.000
A 393.022 8 0.000

IR - 3 1 U8 (Horsmer-Leamshaw) 1036 AT LI 3o T 504k 550 199 2 HORN Sl i 10 22 (B R A B
ROEGTE, R ZHRZEE B, WAGEZIEX — i, R M E R IR 2. & 9 al %, P1E
90937, ERFEDY0.05, mutidid 0.05, W LA IS R 5 H LR Z AR, S HIRE

Table 9. Hosmer-Lemeshaw test
9. EHE - REHRN

L H HE W
12.461 8 0.142

7210 24 Logistic [AIJA455R, 4 > HAZ R R B2 BA BEE, 2450780 Uil 7 HIE R Logistic [l
VAR R A S 2 A R, HLBL b 4 DNARERIAR R AL AT — e IR 7D 5. PRI RT BAAS Y, Logistic [m] Y
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BE 3 R R 31 5 X6 R A x40 X 45 SRk 31— s RV I

R AR X4, X18 R R BN, UER] BT 7] BB SRR AU B0, At fm tid 41
MR 28 A A O R s AR B (R A D0 R X 12 T X19 AH G R AR A o, UEBH LT =] i 3 9 7
JREHRMAEFERG MR, HEOETHRA SRR, @ EREIR, 53] 4 MERZEY
PR LL SRR R 2, TR T1% 4 MR RN A 7] 4k (5 0T E 20 WS A B, i
1203 I 7 1R 1 SN S & NI Ve R g 2 S 2= o I LK = =i e S B o /A D S
o RS RE K. BRI, R ARAT R 25 BTy 20 W g (i STad A% v RExT LB JUANE A 10 2 i HEAT
AN, XA DA HIW e AR RS 2 RS OE I H S NS EES %,

Table 10. Regression coefficients and significance results for each explanatory variable

2 10. REBRTENRTREMEZ S

e EVEES PR 2 FLIRAE H A BEM
X4 0.301 0.276 1.189 1 0.000
X12 —0.622 0.235 6.994 1 0.008
X18 0.033 0.040 0.681 1 0.000
X19 —0.148 0.046 10.257 1 0.001
G i 3.667 1.967 3.473 1 0.062

5.3. IRBEFMEGRIH

N TSR R TN AR R, SRR B AR AN DL AR Logistic [IVARER, lidiz 5y
BT DS H 2k 5 DEE 20 KSR po ASCH =70 JSR rhr, RS R) 20 A 2

Table 11. Accuracy of default cases in the model test group

& 11, BRI AH A HERAERER

Tt

S 0 1 NRGAEpEd
0 52 8 86.66%
1 10 58 85.29%
SYLNER - - 85.98%

X i A REAS, B2 11 TN, Logistic 574 rhox 1E# 2w I T YA % 86.66%, 1 % i
2] TR %y 85.29%, AR AR I T HE R 22 0 85.98%. I I, 1% Logistic BN E A E] 14k
A5 BRI B RS (1 S A T B PO HERA %, (E2 I 20 BT A =] 6 00 HE R AT SR A R B2

EZ e E, JEEETNEN 1. BSEE N 1Ia/E TP, TIME N 1. HS{E A 0 18/E FP, Tl
MMEy 0. ESHEA 0 12/E TN, TMEN 0 HIMEN 1 idfE FN. AERIRE. REHRE. AR 570L
Accuracy. Precision. Recall 7. Hrb, KR A Rl @ 1HHE T2 4 7 — 845 A F1_score. H Ak

KA
Accuracy =(TP+TN)/(TP+TN + FN + FP) ©)
Precision (P) =TP/(TP + FP) (4)
Recall(R) =TR/(TP + FN) ®)
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F1_score=2#(P*R)/(P+R) (6)
ROC £k #hilid —702K753%, 703l DURIE R ML IE SRR . S M BSUR I 55 45 57 1k 5% 22 14 il
2k, ROC hZiEi /e by, R ROC M2k N5 MTHAUEON, AR (e S sy, IX A HER
FEFFH AUC fE SRR
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ROC

1.0 1

0.8 1

0.6 1

fRIE#R

0.4 1

0.2 1

0.0 1

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
HIEX

Figure 3. ROC curve of Logistic regression model
[ 3. Logistic EIV3EEIE) ROC #hk

gi b, AEr 2 Logistic AL S SRR MERE Bor, KIS A TNHERZ Accuracy Hr. 7Y
Xof b TN F R AR 2R A F XU )30 0OR R, o a5 DRI A5 AR R PR AR AR ) B R AT — e
LPRiR TR S FEEATPURIL, HARTEARAZE KT 80% LA L, 5 B i 24 24 W] B A4 I T 45 LU #52 4F » Logistic
PR AR HERA R LU o Logistic [BIAPEREVE eV s s (4% 12):

Table 12. Logistic regression performance evaluation data summary
%< 12. Logistic BV GEITF N HIB LR

X LRI Logistic [=]14
Accuracy 85.94%
F1 score 87.36%
Precision 88.64%

Recall 85.84%

AUC 93.75%

6. EHILEBIREWN

AhT, REIEE RSB R RE QLT DIHESIATT SRR e, R MG e TAT,
SEOEITI R AR R T, I BAEMSRBORIHESD T, fERDARAT AR SEIE T, AR T 2% il
7P A AR L TARKEELER, O TR RGOS IEIE) iz AT R, AT RE e URIEE A,
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45k

(1) AT FI I S5 ARFR AR SSHRAR AN T TR, FI2PIRE T 22 MR B2 =] SR fE b5
PSS W20 Fabn i & o PRI R IR S BRAS MR G 11 NEdR, DL 11 D EZERE S IR bR
BV i AR S ER ERAR ENEE Y o2 =7 7N

(2) ALIEH 2018~2022 LEERAR EAR _E T I E 5 Gt AR Bida 48, #EAT SRR AE AL EE . min-max AR
#EfL . SMOTE i RAFALEL(FEHLECR T BN 0)5% — R AN BHRETALEE, JH SLIR 45 RAMT AL, ik T
OB A A SCHAR AR SRR MRS 43, A FH 700% 1 B 1 IRt 30% 11 &dls 1 Sy ik 4

(3) &AL Logistic #ABEATSHE/ T, SBNREFHRE . 20 KRR F PP 5 A ROC 25— R AT
MARFRHI SR A IR, SEIGA R R, R ER e Lt MERIZE ., FEEZS. A=, f1_score. ROC Hfi
LA AUC (S AR ILAE

BT OAESR, SR PTG 5, B A A 3 Sk A5 DT RS DY PO LA o R [ SRAT
PRI RORIE SRR IARE S SRt F T Ve, (BRSNS M SE AR HEATVEAN FR AT -
BAR 17 KT O B E S OME & TR 2R 5 I FniE, (B i TR ARAT AT IR DL £ 57,
FEC e RPN LR AE . AT E g SR 5 FTBOR, PR AN XS PRI R S8, Sl
SE SRt HBOR AL, o2 & BPPAE 2R 05 FTBCRIAT A5 R0 . 25—, Zmsmn 2r (5 AT #0 XU
EHEL R, ZINRER SO ST . BUNA LI SO T . Tk, REMA T — RS
HA RSV NSOGB, EAELERPAT PR B AL sk A U E S E 2 8. 7
WARAT R — BRI R, HORT PRSI H IR S B b, R 1 sk b R e
T e o AEUEIEAL b, B BRI AN L IR e B PR, HESD R ML ARAT T R A
BF, s KU B, R TV A BEIRBERE 1o 72 IRIVE B2 1F T, BUTREZRHURA /1 IR 1 it »
DAt e RABLR T R 2R 5 0L 55, SKBL™ i 2 ofb. FESbIEAt b, 3PS B BUME B ATTHIEE, #
BERIE TG MR, ATy, FEEL, A M Ama ST 1015 S AL, 8T
AT HHELR O DRAOMERE . S =, ZMIEX OGN H A, EHAT R OERNE R, AT LA
WIISERAET S5 SR AT AR A AR, IRAEAR YRR AE K it ) Al S A B S (145 S8 DA R SR IR A
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