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Abstract

In this paper, 100 listed companies in Shanghai and Shenzhen A-share market are selected as
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samples, including 20 financial early warning indicators and 2 non-financial early warning indica-
tors. The 20 financial warning indicators were extracted from 7 principal component factors through
principal component analysis, and the 7 principal component factors and 2 non-financial warning
indicators were used as independent variables, and the type of enterprise was used as the depend-
ent variable to carry out binary logistic regression modeling and empirical testing using python,
and the prediction results were satisfactory, and the AUC value of the model’s merit evaluation ex-
ceeded 0.85, and the KS value reached 0.67, which confirms the high reliability of the model’s pre-
diction results, indicating that the model can provide certain practical value for business operators
to discover financial risks in time and adjust business strategies.
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1. 53|

B4 SRR R EEE S I ABF BT, Ve H 28 24 2 LI 55 XS PR . X LE Pk
AR T B — B I3, IE W R BIE AT sl BA TR E) UL K2R 5 %A AR . B
LU A BRAG IR T 3 1) v P LMK T30, Al ) I 55 i B e AN UL b T L P #8802 8 M T 37 3G
I R RE 52 B M BEABE I . T, B PRt R S — R ShR b A VLB M R 2% R . 4k
TEATHARIIRINESE, RO EERTHR, LR KRBRIIE, ToAXS LM 5558 5E TS 18
o IR EN, I 55 KOS AT TS A LR AR 0O L

PRI, ASCIE DR 3 o3 23 B A logistic BB A Ia HIA i — A Ak 55 PE A, RS LA A
Al A SN 55 Hed i AR, DASRIGE AR A AE R . I IR AT FTIN 55 KU T 1 D538, DA D Al
BN TN 55 WS IR B85 2, R A BV 55 B R Ol B ki, et AR R R AN S5 4 I 35
IR

2. HRGRIR

A 2% AR TR AE g p 25 B h 2 OR B L () —3A, Ws| T B N A I RE IR A AT . 7
[ SN 78 5 TH, Fitzpatrick (1932 £E) FH — JoHIANENS A i = 347 0, WF 743 T SR 3 e A %
77 W X P A B B R R 95 IR T RE 0 B FE FR[1]. Ohlson (1980 4F)JTI logistic Al 4 #2537 A Mkt
2 IR T e A 78 R AT S S, R P logistic (8] VA 8 7 22 A5 8 (10 I 45 JXUIG: TR R 7R, R T II v A R
96.12%, H: R i BB logistic 7810 55 KU T Wt 98 7 453 2172 R FH[2] . Beckmann (2006 4F)%f
logistic [V M — D53, FH 3 ia T REAR Al F I 45 KU HEAT T, W et SRR AL 52 3 )5
(RS RS T AL B 22 R 3R T3]

TEE NIRRT, W45 RS T (R RIE T T 1 6 ] A (0 BV AT 50 R S s b g 2 T [ ol )
WA 55 IR, TRV ASEZRY ] 1 4R 45 (1996) 38 NI /7 T FR AR BRED IR Ah Z TF BB, I sr 7 Ak
Z AT F Ay B8, X 62 FAEAR A EAT IV 8 KU 0, 45t BB AR A IO B R [4] 22 H 9
(2020)FI FH 2 Je [l A 0 Hrde kg 2 1 38 FH - FR AR BTl 2 =] A0 55 ARG T ASE Y, F 90 R B, 2 XU T
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EREBEY 1.5 W, IR AR RAE TN RE /[5]. HE/N3L(2016)IEIE X LE Z /MY . F /> Hist
RN logistic [m] YRR AR, KB logistic (Al ARER (TN ROCR S (6] - FH A% (2019) 25 5 2 ey
S M AN logistic [B1 4 3 A T 5 b b vl il iR 0 55 RS B AR R [ 7] B 45(2021) 26 Logistic [H119
Fey S DRRS: FIMASE Y, 0 B R B 52 T 37 KRS BEAT TN, B A R 2 T 4 SR [0 AR IR A 58 it 77 (2022) 5 PR 1
JrHir 5 logistic Bl & g M T3 E A BT w], B T ik 95.59% 1 Tt 44 2R [9] .

(e o5t (] PAY A0 5% T i lb I 55 URS TS (T 7, A B2 T 5% T Al W 55 OB AT ST R A S 2 A,
LA logistic [7 5 S Aik LI 7 N T e )i, 5 HARBIT A A LEAAE BRI 3 . — JuHl 2
AL W S5 T HEAR L B N AEBR R, AE S PAFAE O R R, SO TN HE i R B 22 s Z b B AN F
I3 BASE AR 53 ) R 2 FE B <t SR DR LA G BE 1R OU IR SRR A0 Aol W 55 RS (R smid s T 3 e 2 3 5
logistic [al VAR 45 & W 78 73 75 FE Ak 4 W 55 4 b Z R O A FETR R, B0y 2 T AR A 17 S0 Al U 55 XU 14
RIZ, e RRah UL =Rt 7o 07 ik i skBe,  HLIUA STRRIE A BLZ D5 AL TR B 8 L v, 780 38
UE T W FETTE IR A o SO SRR $RE T2 17> 70 W 5 logistic [B1AIAR 5 5 1 75 4R BEAT Al I 55 U Tl
PR R

3. MRHEFITREEFRIER
3.1. BEAIEBLANEERIE

ARSI B TR GO A B BT AL, R AR (1) R A B BT AR IR E R SR T A,
JIT e FRIAH G0 5 B AE D6 45 2 3R LB B s (2) VPR A RO a6 AN [EAT AR Al R 4l
ZREA DL I SR T I (R AE AN AR AL, (1S B AL 45 R R A BOs I T i AR A& v, A B T 5 a3
ik R TN BE A TV 37 PRI E 5% DR o e e 0 o A S T 55 S0 e 2 77 R AL AE S o (L ) Aol AR SR A T PR
A I 2023 4 ST B(*ST H. 2021 “FH1 2022 FFEHIARM*ST ) 41 5X ST 5i*ST 4kl 59 ZK3E ST k4t
100 FKAMAE R FIREA . BT ST BU*ST B4R ER 1) A AR HE K 22 5K H AT — 4F 19 55 200 & R i 1
FEH S A R ST BU*ST ARV AT — S AH G0 55 K4 HEAT I 55 ARG TN, o ful 7540 2 P ABE 28 ot 0 A Al 256
i, OB RS, AR SCEEL T B ST BU*ST BRI AERD 2021 4F (FEAR AV AH SSHAR T i 5 SR 7%
SO SR RE G EEE N CSMAR EHi e 2807 W0 & FH R AR 4 25 0 3l 3R, JF FH python X B4 i) 4
PEHEAT AL B 737
3.2. M5 R T EHRIEN

FEZ25 K8 CAT W FUSCRRIK 2R A b, ORI 55 KR TV FEAm AR BB U, S B T 20 N 55 i Fia b
A2 AR 55 Botia B FE AR R i I 55 IR PV T b ik 28, BON AT J8 1 X i M A 55 AU 5 10 ) 2% 7ot LA
B P 55 AR T AR T (T A R TR R4 2R A o AR bR R W 55 U FE bR T 0 AR RE T
Bt 1. MARET). KIERESIAMBLEIRE I AT, AR 55 UESR br 1 ZLEI 7 % 1H A 2 A7
I, FAARFEbRBOE Wk 1.

4. ERRSTGTHR
4.1 ERSAHHER YRR

NP T AR ST e BCKE A 738 A AT A 204, AL python Xt EdEiEAT 1 KMO LR AR ERE 15
. —AEOL T, KMOfH >0.5, MG Sl 38 i A B e AR 06 ERR AR P &
F (B /N T 0.05), WIRMIZEE AN SCRFBEAT R 0. 1% 2 THN, ASCEE R 3R KMO fE
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N 0.730, EARFIAFREIG R P {4 0.000, PN IGHRELAS T ELECH AR (KR,

FER R AR A A2 LA S 3 170 3 B 282

Table 1. Early warning index

1 MEER

WA K 25 A8 B (A A7

PR RERRED SRARARR HEPREE L
Al ENHE PRI 645
A2 N S I 645
Peffe iR A3 B G K B4 S I B A
A4 LTS SR P
A5 AR BRI A S
A6 1SRRI E Al A A T4 5
) AT WERPERER BB T A
EIERE 15T o
A8 AP BN B 7P ok A
A9 BTSRRI E R AR
A0 EFERENR CRINEL AT+ 55 3% F)PE 292 72 R0
5 T ALl AEFSFIESE  SRESA PO EAR
LT AR BB B AIIA (8 — R4 2 51
KAt
A13  RENEPEERNETE RS R T A
Al4  EERPEERIETE R R T AR
Als BRI ERITE SRR BEYIIT E B A
\ Al BAREXR FTA 2 B AR B K BRI TS 2 B35
Vodja patictin o o oo
A7 BBHKR B PR R AR B
A1 VR RIS AR R AR R P A
Mawiy A9 EWRASERE  GEESR A MIATR P AR
fibs A20  AWUEENE  ZEIESIOIE TR A
s HIHER Bl WIE MR RERAE R, FEREN L, B0
ESE gy R B2  WISRGIAEGG BRAASE, RGN L BN O

Table 2. KMO and Bartlett sphericity tests
7= 2. KMO FMB4FFIHFEk I R

(LA ek
KMO B & 1) 1 4L 0.730
R R TT 2426.075
CERF A R BROE FE A 56 H 190
wEE 0.000
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4.2. ERERLSY

TRy B BRI R AR R A A R A TTRR R E ), — BRI, B R SR 1, R
PATTRRZILF) 80% LA L, A REMRZ A R YE,  REWS LT M AR T AL B 26 K 705 . i8] python
XF 100 FREA ARV B W 5545 5 Bs BEAT R o0, THE ORI A R A ST ok 3 P, k]
PAE AT 7 A R EE SR T 1, H R R TTRARIE S 83.844%, LR 70 045 RELEEEAR, 15 W]
I 7 A B O 20 NS5 TSR AR Bt X AT S A . BeAh, FRARRHIEAR AR (e 3R A
Bl 1 s, o AT LABOR T bt A e R AR AR Dy 7 IR0k e BEUS AR A ARG TR, RS SR I 3 A
DI BON T BONEIE . MOASSCRAEICET 7 A1 BEAT SR 80T

Table 3. Table of total variance interpretation

N FIARRHIEAA FEWEAT T A JReRE A 17 A
Mt EASl 2% it TEAESE BRw Mt TEAES RR%

1 7.550 37.749 37.749 7.550 37.749 37.749 5.764 28.820 28.820

2 2.248 11.240 48.988 2.248 11.240 48.988 2.909 14.545 43.364

3 2.029 10.143 59.131 2.029 10.143 59.131 2.496 12.481 55.845

4 1.590 7.948 67.080 1.590 7.948 67.080 1.997 9.987 65.833

5 1.252 6.261 73.340 1.252 6.261 73.340 1.301 6.505 72.337

6 1.099 5.493 78.833 1.099 5.493 78.833 1.156 5.779 78.116

7 1.002 5.010 83.844 1.002 5.010 83.844 1.146 5.728 83.844

8 0.931 4.657 88.500

9 0.677 3.384 91.885

10 0.548 2.739 94.624

11 0.373 1.863 96.486

12 0.271 1.355 97.841

13 0.173 0.863 98.705

14 0.111 0.556 99.261

15 0.076 0.379 99.640

16 0.055 0.274 99.914

17 0.014 0.068 99.982

18 0.004 0.018 100.000

19 3.984E-6  1.992E-15 100.000

20 —9.467E-17 —-4.733E-16  100.000

43. ERH BT

A R 7 72 TE A T 120t PR Ay FE R R AT B4, REMS SE O MERA MRS 25 2 oy IR 7 IO &2 B0 2 XL
R T BT K, R SRR PR AR BE B . TS I BT AR A 4 P
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Figure 1. Gravel map
B 1 %A
Table 4. The component matrix after the rotation
= A NERE IR RERE
D%y
F1 F2 Fs Fa Fs Fe F7
Al10 0.939 —0.025 0.135 0.021 —0.034 0.115 0.171
All 0.938 —0.048 0.155 0.016 —0.023 0.102 0.175
Al3 0.862 —-0.170 0.134 —0.018 0.030 0.075 0.196
Al7 0.791 —0.106 0.115 0.143 —0.140 —0.340 0.001
Al6 0.764 —0.490 0.168 0.064 —0.106 —-0.178 —0.158
A15 0.764 -0.490 0.168 0.064 -0.106 -0.178 -0.158
Al4 0.762 0.079 0.142 0.079 0.032 0.225 -0.012
Al8 0.743 —-0.515 0.114 0.045 —0.056 -0.129 -0.098
A4 -0.139 0.944 —0.140 -0.026 -0.027 -0.047 -0.022
A5 -0.139 0.944 —0.140 -0.026 -0.027 -0.047 -0.022
Al 0.227 -0.127 0.945 —0.046 0.013 0.005 0.065
A2 0.208 -0.125 0.937 —0.058 0.020 0.013 0.094
A3 —-0.335 0.504 —-0.632 -0.021 0.052 -0.016 -0.138
A8 0.097 -0.082 0.007 0.959 0.048 -0.031 -0.044
A7 0.059 0.009 -0.119 0.932 —0.066 -0.022 0.076
A19 -0.221 0.123 0.069 -0.134 0.712 -0.055 -0.233
A6 0.051 -0.152 -0.157 0.018 0.686 -0.010 0.327
A9 0.027 0.014 0.177 0.380 0.503 —0.060 —0.303
Al2 0.046 —0.049 0.025 —0.047 —0.085 0.930 —0.045
A20 0.134 0.011 0.218 0.012 —0.055 —0.054 0.832
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I ERFHL Fi 5 AL10. ALl A13 XM EEL e, HIRX=MEn)E TRAGEI1EhR, & Fuoh
SR ANV B A BE SR 15 Fo 5 A3y A4y AS R BGE, HIX =R R TR BT J1fahs, i
Fo A VA BTRE I RO T Fs 5 AL AL XTRIA B, HAX AN AR VB G RE S48 %, i Fs A
FE AV EE T RE TR Fa 55 AT A8 $RFRXT N FIEG s, HIXPIMEAR R T E 2 51485,
R R A EIZRE I T Fs 5 A6 A9. AL9 FRFRU R =, H A6 Fl A9 J& T&iZht
fRbR, AL9 AILEIRAE ITEAR, #i Fs AV B S e JI R AE IR 55 Fe 5 AL2 X6 LA B Arf 55
e, HAZARER B FIRE ITahs, 0 P ARV & FIRE IR Fr 55 A20 XF N 3 A, H A20 J&
TG IITRR, HF7 S A LR RE T IR A T

IRYEH 5 AT A R T RIB I, REREAR A IV 55 8 b i i N AT RAS B — ARl
MBS T R RS . T R RIE T

F, =—-0.059A1-0.063A2 + 0.056A3 + 0.094A4 + 0.094A5 + 0.041A6 — 0.035A7 — 0.036 A8 + 0.022A9

+0.213A10+0.209A11+0.017A12 + 0.181A13 + 0.194A14 + 0.116A15 + 0.116A16 + 0.156 A17
+0.115A18 + 0.024A19 - 0.044A20

[FHE, A1 Fou Fav Fas Fs Fen F7 MERT A TRIA

Table 5. The component score coefficient matrix

F 5. MBS RYUIER

J&ar
F1 F2 Fs F4 Fs Fe F7
Al —0.059 0.083 0.456 0.015 -0.011 —0.008 —0.039
A2 —0.063 0.078 0.450 0.010 —0.004 —0.003 -0.011
A3 0.056 0.124 —-0.229 —0.024 0.038 —0.018 -0.073
Ad 0.094 0.412 0.062 0.004 -0.029 —0.072 —0.055
A5 0.094 0.412 0.062 0.004 -0.029 —0.072 —0.055
A6 0.041 —0.106 -0.172 —0.023 0.580 0.011 0.367
A7 —0.035 0.013 —0.020 0.484 —0.076 0.035 0.102
A8 —0.036 —0.002 0.039 0.493 0.005 0.040 —0.010
A9 0.022 0.059 0.122 0.177 0.361 0.001 —0.258
A10 0.213 0.106 —0.048 —0.023 0.049 0.107 0.084
All 0.209 0.098 —-0.041 —0.026 0.057 0.096 0.088
Al12 0.017 —0.041 —0.006 0.033 —0.031 0.819 —0.092
Al13 0.181 0.028 —0.065 —0.046 0.096 0.074 0.125
Al4 0.194 0.143 0.005 0.019 0.079 0.212 —0.082
Al5 0.116 —0.100 -0.028 —0.024 —0.054 —0.126 -0.177
Al6 0.116 —0.100 -0.028 —0.024 —0.054 —0.126 -0.177
Al7 0.156 0.075 -0.018 0.018 -0.077 —0.283 —-0.040
Al18 0.115 —0.126 —0.068 —0.033 —0.007 —0.084 -0.113
A19 0.024 0.051 0.059 —0.089 0.540 —0.028 —0.176
A20 —0.044 0.001 0.027 0.034 0.002 —0.088 0.742
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5. 37 Logistic BB mEHER
5.1. W&536#F Logistic &2

A A 53 A A R AR BN o RAAR B (ST ml*ST 4k AndE ST 4nb), K 7T logistic
IR BEAT 24T, 4 0 AR K 7 A oy B DA RTCVEEAT 18053 40 i) 2 AR 45 T 45
WAER AR S, FAEARNMWERY, Y NENES, EREREIABRE, BE Y =18, RRmllRR
O ST EE*ST falk, Y =01, FxAZMIEAAE ST k. 32 python xf B4 & S5 & #AT I
logistic [AI VA4, ML [m] 5 45 FAE AT 45 logistic A2 . HARRE L& 6.

AR PGS N R IF 5% XIS T AR A A R

In[Ill{J:—0346—20835;+OB475-+07375-+028lﬁ-+0289&-+0223&-—0524H-+0044Bl+012982
-p

Table 6. Variables in equation

F6. HRETHEE

B F1 = Fa Fa Fs Fe F7 B1 Bz

—0.346 —2.083 0.847 0.737 0.281 0.289 0.223 —0.524 0.044 0.129

5.2. =R

BEAEG TR P = 0.5 ME RS R A% S5 A 2P <058, AR EAB/NTRE
KA SR, AIEFEE R4, BIFE ST ks 24P > 058, A A A XA R EM %K
KR m g, PUNARIER S E R, B ST 8i*ST k. i&H] python #E47 — € logistic [A1V345 Hi ) 80 5K
BRRE A B T 25 2 7 R

Table 7. The results of the forecast
7. BEHARTUNER

T

SE oz .
- T
4F ST A1) ST Bi*ST A H]
4k ST A+ 41 6 87.23%
b2
2 ST 5{*ST A7 10 23 69.70%
SR HERG =R 78.47%

B EERAT A, 47 ZKAE ST 4k, 41 PG TMIERS, G 3 KPRAA ST si*ST 4k, *FF3E ST 4
b () TR I i %k B1] 87.23%; 33 ZX ST sk *ST 4k, 23 R IERTIM, 10 Rk g F Ak ST 4ilk,
HIEMZIES] 69.70%, SAKKITIIN IERH )y 78.47%, AHELPIRSEALAL TR A HEmPE, BEARN ST 4l
PO AE B 22K T ST Ak, ARV FIR 3] T —ANAEO BEAR A TN AR, iR B — 2 s A
18

NP UG UE AR A [ P00 R, ARSI python BEHLIMET) 20 SAGIRFE AT A RLHEAT T, F00
ZERUH 8 Fiam.
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Table 8. Test the sample prediction results
7 8. KMINHARTUNEER

T

S k2K n
- R
4 ST A+ ST 5*ST A H]
4B ST A ] 9 3 81.82%
k2K ]
IR ST B*ST A+ 1 7 87.5%
SVARHER R 84.66%

M ERATLAE H, XF 20 S I REAHIAE ST AV T HERG 2y 81.82%, ST ARl it Tl #Efh = ik
BT 87.5%, SAKKITIERFRILF] 84.66%, NI A AT UG BALR R . vt — A AR Y F) 73
DRE A7, AFARL R T 45 R SE AR 7). 32 F python 43 il vh 5 T B8 (1) AUC BN KS {8, FH BAPPAY %
RERI G RE DM BN ARCR . AUC A A AL 0 ML RERY 2L AR, WA AR AR L 25, — i
0L T, AUC fERE. 185 0.75 UL EVL R AT AE3Z, 5 REAH) 0.85 DL L, FonfiRKIZRRCREONEAR,
THEAS HERRE AT AUC 524 0.93, IS FEART) AUC {H 0.89, 3T 0.85, i HAASLAL [y Ll 45 R v]
B BER e o KS A X FUEL AT S FroW ML () FRAR 731 R B EAT B BSAS Y, RT DA RO R i A g
FPERIREE, — MOk, KSMERT 0.2 fEnl BLAOIR ARG 2, ABALE T python tHEEAS H K KS {54
0.67 iLim T HA%{H 0.2, ULWIZMR TN AE S Bom, T 45 RASE «

6. &t

A 55 DRSS T ANASUAS R 6 A S5 tR 50 E AT W A 0 20 AT, B R i T 31 S IS 5 7 IR (14 SR SR
DRI, AR EERE T AT RS — A AT IR T A SR ) il I 55 IR TR AR o Dy LT i 4 1 B 4 %F
AV 55 RS T e e AR R R R 2R, AL T LS 20 NS R AR AT 2 SR S dRAR I FR AR AR R, JFXT 20
(K10 S5 AR AR B EAT B b, U 7 AN Y B AR 20 MY S5 RFREEAT B AR, 2 M
AT B MR S5 AR AR RO AR R 7 SRR R TR R A AR R, DAL SRR AR
B python #E4T 7T logistic [a1JH73 4, AT R 22 £l I 55 RGBS T8 (R B2, A SRS 6 X 100 ZXREA
HAEFIH python BEHLIHIKI >N 80 FKAMBAFEAR 20 FATIGREA, AL X FASTRE AR fr) TUMI v 1 %6y
78.47%, K IAEA KT AER 3y 84.66%, HJHUAT 1A BARAI TN ST SR, Dyt — P U8 uEAs A ) 00 g
71, MH python tHERARL) AUC EAT KS {78 70 S0k 1 BRI 25 A T FE Ak, 280 i B L O 8
e HERR A TN GE ), BA — @Bl s XS H N

SE
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