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Abstract

In recent years, to build and develop their platforms and attract traffic, various e-commerce compa-
nies have invested huge amounts of capital, resulting in significant funding gaps. To fill these gaps,
e-commerce companies have widely used financial leverage, which has also increased financial
risks. Among e-commerce companies, Suning.com stands out as a leader in the industry, with strong
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representativeness and typicality. Therefore, a deep analysis of the reasons for financial risks at Sun-
ing.com, along with reasonable suggestions or opinions, can help other similar e-commerce compa-
nies to optimize and improve their financial decisions, better use financial leverage to reduce corpo-
rate financial risks, and significantly improve their operational efficiency.
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1. 518

HL PR 55 AT M R BRI JRR Bk St R 1B L LS, RIS PR B U 55 XU . R A A S R
BN T TE 4 ) LR, W S ALAT s FL SO H LI Bt 2 46 77 2 AR, WSS ALAT 2 — e X 7] 81,
I8 FEAALAF AT CAB g Al bR b, E B AL AT M RT BE S A M 55 el 757 23 N r 4T Lk AR
PhA, LI SSATAT MXUBG A% ) 0 S 15 ki . MARREE R T LLR 7507 5 W AE U 55 ATAT f 48
ERI —EEEESE . B, J5 T ST S IR RS, AFEREE—E GO R, i
HILSRAE R, DR s M GIRE 1. Best, 75T 5 IEAE BB 3 R I B AR R Y
WK, XA BT RV 55 S . ARV 55 B 0 T, 75T S MR T — R . i, 2~ =EE e
BER RS T . SRS E R TN AR 55 T BORBRIR A E XS o (RN, 557 5 36T B Rl
MR E A, Gl 2 oA R Rl BE JRTE R > BRI B8 XU . 5% B RTIR, 75T B T AE IV S5 AT AT A T AR 95 XU
PR 7 R T BONRS AR A SR, Iy At s g ol AR 0 1 — @AM 358 L HE RS A AR 3B SR ALY 5K
AT, S EE 0 55 XS R %), DA DR Al O AR 8 A

2. XahsEd
2.1. MEMAFERIMAR

Kraus Litzenberger (1973)fx% it it AfF 5 A MV 0 55 7K T, & B 0 S5 AT AT ME &, S8 AT A SR I GBI 25
TR A AT 2 285 B0 25 AT AF AL, A Al D S5 AT Rt st T IS B = PR . 23 RN [ 1]« Majluf (1984)i8
AR, AR ARG G B o L2 R 8UE R S AL, i BEAR S AN S, TS AT
M DA 30 )3 L 2 388 sl A 7= AU 2]

V(2017 W AT A E N AT B, W T4k HE W &5 B LA EEUER, Re il ki £
FHE, Rt R R3] W TS FLAF I R, RS, 2 018) AL AL M A LA
S SSATATACE LIIEM DG, BAIRES . EiBhE AL BUK T RS WSS AT AT AT I ARDE[4]. 7EI
FALMIE i, EEHF(2019)48 HI AT REUEAZE GHE I TR, W LAz 55 KBS CRUE RS T 4%, 78
YIRS BT BT 4, REE AR IR S B AT RF AR R (5] 4BV (2020) 4 & WL VEAS ik ] S B AR (S
K, @ E BRLSE, @ e B AR AL, RIS, $em W S AT
A, LUV S AT AT RESEPE[6]. SR 1K(2022)48 H R KB 4 b T 28 &1 W0 S5 AT AT 1 B2 FH Ak T AN 3
W&, FEET M SAA AR INFIAEE R 2, W S5 FEUR N —%, B S i FH 1 54T
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Fro XFBLRR B G AT B 5 R RIS B AR, SRR 55 KUK RE /(7] -
2.2. MBSFHBNERIMIRS

Aivazia (2005) I\ A AT AT &4 “XUT) 81", & HE FFLH 2L S ATAT IE RN, HEsh R 8,
Ml T RTR R B, HAE KRGS A 2G5, 1] DL BRBUR AT AT 3 R M I g,
MEPGE R B, k] DUKEE & REUEER B B &, (247K E[8]. Byoun Xu (2013)i@
X AMERF T, R I SBRAL N A A R AL, B L REE A R R AU A, AR T BT R
fppk, FRED B ISR AR, H AN %A E MR AT 2, B0 SRR, BT
FIEZLRE[9].

U, 1EEFN2016) N AANAE H 18 8 iz F 5T 55 2 W8 7 AL i W S8 AT AT, A 2 ) 0V 38 o i AR i 2
TR BAEM S AT IE RN, 22 UL 45 AT AT (¥ 6 RURE[10] o 253 PH(2017) W\ Ay £l R 2 0 3ot 5 2 4347,
TEAN RIS R 100 1687 B2 08 25 AT AT 2808E, 754 3 00 58 AR HARSE P SR AR B e KA [11] . 2545 (2017) 4
HAE AL 2B R BB, 15255 R0 2 ek Ao Ml e, S i e P A1 2 e s 2R A 23 e v
MNP A I S5 AT AT S RN [12] o B4R (2018) TN il il f3: 55 8 8 7 3= A I BRAR B3 /)N 38 I 15 45 58 0 7 A i
SATAT 1E 200 23 f b SR A B B 45 W 6 [13] . E3HI(2019) A NI S5 AT AT B W T ik, 8 4 T4 T 0 4%
FUAF R AE A S5 ATAT TEROBE, 4500 25 KT 808, ST 25 LA AN (B B K7, S A b AR 8 B KAk
[14]. 4 15(2021)48 H7E A MR A0 Ak XU B SR AR N B8 50K, Al ml DOd i B2 v JS B0 A i) 1) i s
GRS A SATHRT, RIEWE SATAT RSN, B2 100 %% KU [15] -

2.3. ERSMARIRTTE

ERERNE, BRWGSAA T ARV CIET 2, EASMEERG 7ROV FROBR8R, B
TRHE 5 AT 2 f L R AL, 3 FAE S bis IR R 5 T AR R AR S AT 0. (B B
B, EIRBE T B S5 AT AT R AR T A (0 1 5 RN K 2 A5 B AR BB B B, AR SRS B SEE 20 BT
BOBRZ 5 [F) I sl A of il B 3 e o el T 55 KA B A0 A FR 55 DU 10 L AR Xt 5 s o PRl A
SCEREUT 757 S VN H ARG, xRkl bR I 55 ATAT S 808 SR A3 EAE D, MR AU
AR AR AAE L, ol Aol T I PR 55 RIS 3B G B A\ U 55 PR 35
3. WHSHATHF SUSRT R S RAMONE 55 R 5347
31 EESEARE, MERBMA

Al I8 B R R AR IE AN B BT, I S A An A R P L B8 77 Rk = AR A . RBR M 55
Bbr, WAPDEA R ROKFR AR, BN R, WEh % AR AR H A, HR R AE
BRI EE TR W SATAT IR R, AR A IS8 R AN, AT RE 2 HI 95 151 55 R 5% (0 T 2k i
FFATRE S BOU 55 XSz 75 T S W I St A& — MBINIE . ARSI B AR IR T 477 W 5 R L 95 7 2 I 4
FEMV SR o

Table 1. Operation capacity of Suning Tesco from 2017 to 2022 (unit: number of times)
= 1.2017~2022 FHTHWETRESI(RAL: IRE)

Fr 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
ISS TR Lk 1.26 1.35 1.21 1.09 0.69 0.42
IRE AT i e 105.88 61.75 41.81 33.00 20.07 14.99
1E 1R 10.32 10.34 9.41 8.91 7.09 6.14
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M 1B ERE, T5T 5 MLET LR IV 45 R DU S o Y — ek, I T I AT AR S R0
DL @0t JUAN SRR I 55 F8 5 (1 3 47 -

1. BBEFEREE R XA R E AR A T LR R A IO RCR . 2017 K 1.26 FRF
F) 2022 41 0.42, FEA A FAERHF B = U7 T RE 77 38 N . IEERBIM “ @ i e 5t 7= i 3%
RIE 0.8 LA ATREE—AMT AR s F34E, {H 2021 4Eff) 1.35 A RER WA —4EH 8 1w A 5
#, XA R T — R E s T A B T AR

2. MWK A2 XANERR R 1A IR SWOW R B EE . A\ 2017 4R (1) 105.88 BRFFF| 2022 4F
(1) 14.99, XA 2w IR] SISO R 138 B KRR, P RE R AR 2 ST REIR B mISE T 5 FTBUR,
HEINT IR )RR -

3. TR RN E T ARl EFI A . M 2017 421 10.32 T4 2022 411 6.14,
XFTRER AR, A EEEE TR, XAMCGEMIL SR, 4 AT e kA i i SO Y A, 36 n T A7
BRI PR AR o

IXECFRbR ) TR AT Re tH 2 PR R S5, BRI SE4 R B RS RS 1] A
WA 55 KT 1D 670 R0NE38 5 T R A 5 7 5 W 8w CE RS 0 5 2% AR i Ra B, R AR SEI TR [ 4, /38
T WS A . T T G MR, AT RE TR ORI S R i X e bR, LRI E AR . nsi
LSO R BT v B = A AR & o RIS, A W) AT RE 5 22 BT DAl L0 55 3R, B IR B 557K 5 A ]
(B I e 3 AN B AR DL IE

3.2. BRRENTHE, EAMEENRFEM

BRI GE SR B A KR R I B bR, e BB BUARIEE] TR RA S RS L
ANRIZR 2 o IV 55 KT PR A5 FE ] UBCR AL R 2 R0 g, BRIt 7 IV 45 SRR ot R Al 76 38
WA SATAT IR, ZRIRE R BEIA BTN, I 2 R TS EORARE, T RE T IG 14 45 fa Ml 77
T Gy VEAEY 5K I R R B A S5 AT AT, S EUR ARG F I, TR T 0 55 A, X B R AT RS
FH VA 55 AT AT B 7 224 P R 280011

Table 2. Financial performance of Suning Tesco from 2017 to 2022
= 2. 2017~2022 AT 5 MW 5l 7

Fy 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
EIERA (2 7T) 1879 2450 2692 2523 1389 713.7
FHE (12 7T) 265.0 367.4 391.1 277.2 91.66 54.05
A& HE (12 T) 4213 133.3 98.43 —-42.75 -432.6 -162.2
fMAEFRNE (12 T) -0.884 -3.594 -57.11 —68.07 —446.7 -190.9
BN R 3K (%) 26.48 30.35 9.91 -6.29 —44.94 —48.62
VA Jeg 4 ) ] L B < (%) 498.02 216.38 -26.15 -143.43 -912.11 62.51

7% 2 AT CAE 7T 5 DT P 3 S5 A T s R e b, @ R R R BB I S5 AT AT SR M Bl B
WSROI K . SR, 2020 4 NPT AL E LRI TG R B, Bl JUAE 52 KR M. R 2017
A1 2018 M EFNEL IR 47, (5 2019 45 A KiER/D>, 2020 £ 2022 LI 7. @R sk
AL ) e AN B BT ISR R R SR AR R RS . R T T BB, HREESUE T
JRiTH . 2022 4F- 5 H, 755 5y W DR 7 8 5 B R A8 ir St L AU 7R, B S bRicy “ST” , B e fik
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P2 1.68 0. XKW, FAIRESII T FEAE T EOW 55 AT A G I OB 0 B B AT
33 EfREENSEL, MFIHFRHNTOE

et e R R A I S5 A E PRI S FE AR, BRI R . EahtR ., BEREL R, 70
iR BEEIRECR R R EZ AT T R REIH, BT BRI S5 ALAT, Hefige /1%
BT RW, XTI RER FEUM 55 RS — A RBE R R

Table 3. Cash flow analysis of Suning Tesco from 2017 to 2022
7% 3.2017~2022 FHTH MM E R

FAy 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
sl 1.367 1.406 0.996 0.863 0.683 0.573
pu e/ =ekz 1.078 1.168 0.775 0.668 0.571 0.485

WA LR -0.103 -0.148 -0.147 -0.013 -0.058 -0.006
B 47451 % (%) 46.83 55.78 63.21 63.77 81.38 89.22
&R 1.881 2.261 2.718 2.760 5.503 9.247
PR R 0.933 1.375 1.703 1.760 4.353 7.747

WA 3 LR, B 2018 52, 75T 5 W 55 48bR B i sl L B AR B L S Rp 4 R, B 2022
oy IR AR 0.573 F10.485, A TAT M2 Abnifl, Sl th 28 w6 A N B0 5 55 I Re 099 . s, B4
i LR AN RS H A mi%, 2022 £4£°4-0.006, ULHAA RIS RIS S MEE I A . BT 0
FRIZEZTE, 2022 FEEL 89.22%, HH T 70%HIZ4A AR, oA R AR R . BESTREUN
2017 4F 1) 1.881 K28 2022 41 9.274, K T VU R, X 3 B A B0 S ATAT (1 3G Al 47 (53 KPR 38 7+,
BT 4 K. PARLLE R 2017 £Ef) 0.933 Ji & 2022 4EM 7.747, BEK T L%, Xk RPN
A KA R DA BT T R, X AR R EIEE A T AU R

4. FT S ST XL B9 Ak &
4.1. TR RTHR B

S8 NS LR T Dy W BN AR R 75 T < i (3t ISR ot 8 R Bl g 5%, RIS 390 2 ] A A 55
X E Y. BEMERERER, XA DA IR T ST R ETCAIA AL . 2021 SRR E EE iR
iy, CaRIETEY, HAFRmE =8k, 2RI, b MmuuEss. b1
W EAE R, FKEFETNLERH =, T aE SR REE . KEFETIAELAS
RSN DAL S B BE— 205K, R EREE AL AR, U R EICRIY 2K RO BR S, 40y
TS EAICNEE ., SIS 2, 757 5 W5 B TUii, Sl BRI 5t ORI
(] YRR 7K ) R HE LAIE B T Rk e

R, WUBCEE KIS, MR RIEN S A SRR, Rk iR 4R 28 ii3a IR A8 /)
AR B SEHE TL A R E S 55 BOR B R R T BEZHTINR, A My “ BEAD” (4L
WA SRS D M AT LB AR T T B S B0 P R A K AN A o H O HEBER: 2> fR B Il RE 2 i,
WU 2 BN S r il Sab AT A, BURHES “ST 27 S5, SEACE AV i A i N R T LT
Ji, SR ESRAT DR A RO S 0 AR sh g, AT SEEUE R E TUIAT T . AR 2 R R I R
DERATAE AN, i 8%, PIESE SIS RAB R R, G A S B SR 2 B T RO
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FREEAN 2 IR0 . A AE PR TR AL S SR AT IR T . B e A BT 19 57 N 20 i AL
BREAL SE BN R RHORT TR SR, BBl T AL R BT ™ R RS BT Hk
BT R A0 B AR SR AL (M e s, BT TR AR T 5 TR —ulials RERR R RA
Wide Tt BJEREAFE G I AR RS, g X i il B R LI, EORILAT X 923 7 ok AN
WS 7 i SS, ANWTERTHHL S SRAAE S -

HET, 757 2T 8 T HATWHAM L AR, HAGRE . BETIER, HR R,
[ IS 45 5 FEAR R B A R diliies AT ATIUMIAE B I [R) P, 5 7 2 DR IBUX B R B e I B R, A
— RS LI S5 fahl. HMALGRATE R R REATT” B, RS RBREETLmE,
EN T LR LR e 95T S LA O AT WA, AR O A R AR R AR
KA EE T IERR RS . — WX B RS A Rl R Ui A — 8 XU 7T 81, B REBER bl , AR
BEAESBWBEE, XA m EREIREARA L, FERARS LS . 2020 4215 K5 5™ H R 2
TIUSRRE. HESL TR REI TTES, I3 5 AT AT B sk Z BUE AL, R
TN 28 A s e R b NARETRT e, A SR TN, e R BB R sk . T Ll il R
R EML, T3 T 5 VA B S AT R A8 SRS AR I, RN FE L TR BN KB R A
A0 % . BN E DL 5 B Bt JeikseBlL S iR RIR T, RN R BULIRGTT B SRES RS
AUE SR, EARE ST ST IS, XTI W, WX RS B8 7747 B R R4S 24 7 R 55 Sa bl

42. BAREEAEE

ATV R A 1 P it AR 5 7 By W 22 Te A R R B RE I, Ay KA B i+ H W2, 75T 5%
VI H] “EBUEIRGT Y RILE RN, R EEDJENIE TR OV . A R UG A1 4 A
Thar, BBy R S5 ATAT B0 300 25 RNl B 285 M AR A 2 o & BRI S Aot 45 4 AR 0N B
B, i T AE A G B U GTRIUR . LE TSI IO R N E AT IR T 5 I 0 B S R R LR AR
SRS, W SSATAT RS H S8 W S ATAT SO i A dl R et B i o S St —
A BT I S5 ATAT N B A5 A 5 B
Table 4. Statement of the proportion of interest-bearing liabilities of Suning Tesco Company from 2018 to 2021 (100 million

yuan)
= 4.2018~2021 HT HMABIT B ARG IEAR[EBAMZTT)]

G 2021 2020 2019 2018
R 300.94 237.46 189.55 243.14

A S AR 168.68 210.21 261.59 272.35

— 4 A BN AR B0 57 £ 132.08 176.85 76.63 35.36
K 0 0 77.21 48.14
INZREiess 5.33 5.00 84.89 99.75
fufiait 1397.09 1352.43 1497.10 1112.56
oSl ny 607.03 629.52 689.87 698.74

T B A A 43.45% 46.55% 46.08% 62.80%

BB RN (K 4), WP I3 T 5 0T B U6 LA 1B R R A afE S, ARk
éj\ 4.
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Tne MR AR 0 fFUR A 2018 4F 1112.56 124703 2021 4F 1397.09 1276, Hff g K 25.57%, JH i
HAIE 2021 4F ik 2 300.94 42,75, 757 5y Wi ik 4 WA Ak = R A N 3 S A A R (B IS 3K A2 1E
T2 o TR 1 RAT T DA R BEA AR s 4G ), A2, KRS0 AR 1R B mT A
WIS AT, RIEBUERIER, FIRA R RARA, HEZ AP BS54 [16]. 2018~2019 4
i 2 AU AR AR T KRR, 2019 5 T 5 I I KA M L 2018 A R AR EOE K, MU 5 W IE 2
TIZEKIMERR AL, 2021 FFAE T AT ZEENIRES T RIAGTR 2, 30 fE75 T 5 W RLET 18] Py 38 Hi K
P LMEIL K IS5 . 1M1 2020~2021 4F- 755 5 W 5 LA ARG [B] Y U/ K54, DA O /s S
RKES, KIMERRETAE, 65545 AE BN TSI H %A J S ATAT A& 2.

1 £t

3. MBI HIAYFIERZIAH

FAEFEARTBRRE, REDN “BRAEN” Mg, ERlHA N6 5 BRALER B LS
Pohb T o 7E 3 PR T2 =) (0 R 5 e A W RRR & IR FI[17] 0 M7 Ml PO 57 55 Rl B A AE AN
BREE, TR R T R AT R IRR B ook, R, AFETBIVEAR SREh ASAR
B A2 AR R, 75T 5 NS B AR 55 T s MU R R AR, RIE R A 2 Te iR & A
o 2016 75 T AR ATT KAT S & E EH W TR AR ARG H . HT5 T 586 K
JBESEIER, RYIEILIFAZ ST 6 LSRRy, ARG A ., XU 2 A R 2B S S /K
X HHT SRR G IR . iR RLE R A AR 4z, DL R IEIZ RGO AL, AERR T IRE T R AEiE
M A R ARG, PRI 2t

5. 35 rE Rl 1l W 55 XU RS 422 B B 7o) R
5.1. el mEREEENG

P37 5 W T AR AR ], R T SR AR T AW RO, DA s Al R 82 A B e fR 3. K
WURAI S AT AT s, SBUM SRS E L, SIREHL, 2 T REE A L. BTk
IR HCEC,  SE R IF RS PAT I 55 KU P 5, BEXT R R S5 O B Re I, o B as s R,
A BRI TS, A, FFRS AT IS RIS, I AR, MR AR, R IR
RIS, MRS 10 55 KU o JLUi, IR SLIV 55 MU TS R 48, BB ft. 228 AT KRB XU 4R
T F A THT (R RV B 1 A 2R, S BLIE 55 IR, 1) B B R IR sl o doefis, NSRS a T, AR R ot
PeH AR L BERTRE A T T E S U, DU R U o B IR e i, A Aol T DS G RN 55
DAY, 36 i PRI AN 5 A2 51 8 BRI 55 I

5.2. fikatRE

I HT SR AT AT 65155 S5k R T B G A 2020~2021 AN LSS B3 1A 2019 4R
KRAWEETE, PG AL SRR ETHE S . sl BT B 61 55 B AR S 2 Y HLIE FROYIRR
B AR R S AN WAE . 757 5 WA AT RO 58, R B8 e R A JE SR i) £
A5 i, Heroeh TR R PRI K7 4514 J MEASEBLRIE, 2 ool s B RE DL, AR ATTRAT
575 A Ao AL TR IR, R 52 [ R BORR 5 T 5 WiE A R S R R, R K
B AT TATREAAAE, T8 T S W S EOK B A5 77 BL R A5 55 4 Mg L A5 2R 0

TR T 5 W R S S R PR s B i B, AL BRI SR B TR AR BOK AR AT DOE I FRRORAT IR
NI BCE I AT BRI M AR 6 55 R, IR BL A =] A9 55 $4H, 38 ] DA A1 A4
WHE KNGS . [FR, 2R3 2 =] AR B8 77 DL O e 3, 308 3% fth 9% 238 A 5 55 IR A %2

3

= B

o
(4
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REEM. Mo, BT HWHEIZMHEATEAR, DHREEFARCR, MERMTHL%S, JFEE
DAL R B P AR I 655, HEAT KI5 Ak Bt I ATRE A SR A 0T BR SR AN T B8 ek 1
PR~ Rl al i b, SETH B il A, & BALRI655 N AR A5 H o

5.3. ENME&REEE

TT NN AT BTG AT, DL 75T %W R R 2, AR P X AL B RE N I/ 0 B A T R X
B, PR 2w SEIU AT RPER A o BBt 12 B N A E T Al B Eii 7 BT sl Bl e LA S B sl e 18] -
HISC TR, 757 Sk B S E s LG il ) LA s, e ERNA SRt AS i 1 8. 1X
RIFT B W IEAES S NI BRIE S P IR B, IF BT E e AR 7T o B BN BT
HAREEAE65 R e S EORNBRL BT KBS MR REEIR, RIS 053 <6 7% SRR 57 55488 T 7 A 1 55
FIAT SN o 757 5 W LS U R AR Bl 58 7 A e 3, 1 BN /2 DS E A 2 757 5 D S fin 5 P
EH, AEARGTK, AT UME e AR BRI B 55 K. 75T 5 W B R M SR AL L e B RGR,
AN BE AR P A SR <5 YA S A SRR YL o 2 ) %o (b 0 R A2 P AT a2, ORI A 2 A 6 R I

s SER AT ARV B, 7523 7] A I A R R SR TR B B P AR L SR
AUBTRE ST RS EE S T SORSGE it e E, #haEE s K,
A REARALRF R MK T AT WA, 75T HWERE T 2Rl 55 3K R R (1 22 Jobiing, HihTaw
(1 B RS ICE SRR RIS/, ARG KER R G, 875 T 5 IR R F LB . E5F
RERE b, WA SSATAT A7 080 AT LS in i % < 0 BN ret B < O sh P R 2
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