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Abstract

The information technology industry features a rapid pace of technological updates and extremely
fierce competition. There are also risk factors unique to this industry, such as high requirements
for innovation, narrow financing channels, relatively poor debt repayment abilities, and unstable
cash flows. In order to monitor the operating conditions of listed information technology companies,
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stay vigilant against delisting risks, and avoid the occurrence of financial crises, this paper collected
the public information of 472 information technology companies listed on the A-share market of
the Shenzhen Stock Exchange and the Shanghai Stock Exchange from the GTA (Guotai’an) Database.
Based on the LightGBM integrated algorithm, a financial crisis prediction model for listed information
technology companies was constructed, and the importance of its features was ranked. The research
findings show that the proportion of research income to operating income is the most crucial factor
in determining whether information technology listed companies will face delisting risks. In addi-
tion, this paper also carried out network parameter optimization for the model. After optimization,
the AUC (Area Under the Curve) value of the model is 0.923, which is close to 1, indicating that the
model has a good prediction effect.
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1. 518

LA POl R R M B BRI, KA. ZiH5 . N TR RESEBORKIDGE, AU RHAES) 14
REGEHIRRE, WA HHE AR TR RA RER. 871, FEEART SRR RN A, t
PEBEE AR R R E R I 55 XU B B AN I, X TR BRORE B ARV EE .
FIENLHR AR AL 2 B RS M B b i A AF AR, 38 W] e BTl T 28 [ X 22 B 7 AR BRI R R

FEBEARITIR ETAR, T HBARSAGEEDR. 7585 B eman M E R m AR, Hlm s
OB IRIIM 55 K. IR, BEE S REORA I AKE N, dn el A 5 B B vt 55 e L,  BOpsAARS:
NS5 FALFDGEME . R R R, ACLL 2019~2024 SR ERWE T A BT (s BEARZE Eii A F]
BT R, 18] LightGBM 5%, 45 W 55 8dla. AR 558, e 17— i iy S5 el LAy

AHFFRIE AT, 5 B BORE BT A =W 55 SE LR A AR i #y i, A RES
DA R AR MY S AR 2 0 XU PP RIS PR R, 5 Bl i b i VR 60 7 Y P A 1) 55 ALK, 3 REAS D 1%
F BB RARA 2 7 SRS %, (BRI IR E AR B A R - [, AT ST B R B
FREARAT LI B 2 AT AL SR AR SRR A S AR S

FEREFUITE L, ASCRA T 5EHER LightGBM 503%, 253k DL M K I ZRas B2 L D053 ) T 424
A RAF Rz ALRE ST, FEARZ LA 2 S HIE TP A . 58 B AME R, A0 PFE 75 e
T B R R AE R, B BORSE BT AR Y S5 fE ML ISR gt 1B A A R

b, AR EEAEROME, BRATTZ RIS N A RTR, T HESE B EOR
ATV R BT« 3R T Al RURS: 8 BT BT LR

2. Xzt
2.1. ARSIk e m

W55 SENR I LR 2R F i TE L R, VR 22 R S rhont W S5 e WLk AT 15 ([1]. W 55 fa b2
dlv g/ IRATEREHL, BAER. TR BARIKE KR £emEili st T sSseale, +
NPT BE e K R AR BT, S B IE E 2] R SR R T R
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e PR 24w T W 55 S AL, BRI B AR AR TEE MR AR SRR O3] W55 fa L2 B e
NV ARSRAAF MR R SEHL, ARENIIEIAME S B sa S AR5 [4]. W55 fable k7o
JISAT B 55 B ) — R e BF I G, B4 A BT 0 BB P SR B DA S Ak P 3 2 TR (R L 5] «
W55 SEMLAE BRIV 25 IR0 S s T e ) AR BRI A =], BAROAE RO OB THEM A, &4
B B R TUE MVRIA B BT IR SRR G S5 500, Rk LIk, ASUE W 55 fa e
PRIV S5 R DL 5 5 A R DA A7 R Bt AR T M B A 8 3 B b lb JE 70 SO B 6 55 B3, AT 5
N AR R A A A SRR S L

PRI T 55 SN e R BeAT S B0 55 W 55 SEMLSEZ M 24 =) A1 B S R AT A B SR R HEAT 20 M 4] A
HRERAEERT B IR ok 2 A A F U R 55 e AL s SR DAL 1 A B KRS R A s
JEAEA . BALSAGHE, B EZR . AR E S w T BEH IR 55 SE LRI R IR . FER AL
SN T RSB TR NV BN, TR 25 SE HLAO R [2] o AtATTIA D9 28 =] T I b 55 fe L il T
O3 w] AL BEUE R H 2SR IS RE A8, SRZSEHEBOR, AT R i . M
A EE o J i B8 2 T A B P ELR 0 Mr W 55 SERLI AT MM A R A% L5 5 DA BB IE HI 5K,
AT TN G G G5 R AN 5 BB A 23 =) T Wi W 55 Se AL IR mT BEPE N K [4] 0 28 F1 M 55 fa L2 24 ml R BEGS AN 52
S B A 28] BAAORULR BB S0 AR ETF BEREBURIMG AR KA S
W ARG WINERAET . e B WSS ALAT . BEASGS AAAE T RS A5 T 23 A /N Atk i 55
JEHLAIREA], SMBIABERAL, L5F IR . BURFBORAR LSS SR A R W 55 a ML MV S5 ALAT J7 25 1S «
Al A7 95 AN S5 AT T RECE 2 oM A B W 55 S L. A BE AL . BEARGE M SR T S L e B4 FEAE
RN TS EHL. EEXER . VR, AT A 7Y 5 fEhL6].

2.2. RS FEH T 73 SE B SRR [ B

BRAENIAEF T 2 S0 R T 32000 2 b R0 A [ V3 43 = 5 2 S 0 45 S LTS AL [ 7] k4%
T 50 AMEAR R, AAET SR, BIEREIRSMAF NI R, HAEREN, W5 EEAT LT
(7, BRI BRAE b1 A R A IV S S LT — A R T v 2R I 90% . A AT SR A B AR Rl
(Logistic Regression)Fl Fisher —ZRZ Mk H 52 M k. MIEE T — /N 20 DS 4R AR gLl fabrik R, %%
BRECT AR LGRS B E R BAIRE ). AR KRR /1T TH[8]. I THEREAR A R fEAL
A = AR (5 W 55 48 bR Bl I3 AT 50 TH 04T, 9 it vl 2 ) P N0 45 S ML il oA 42 3 1A B AN T 4548
Fro BUNBEIRE T E S H E AR K Logistic-ANN JR A AL & TR, 51N 7 55 RIS, b T
WA 45 SEALITE BRI S5 T BRI . SR T A T 3% | 2006~2009 4 1) 180 ZK ML HIiE Y. b T A R EAFE
A, HEAT T SRUEWFU[9] - 250 05 5l NIRRT E T A W S S LTINS o ) g T LT 2 RU(DP).
HLPEE(DD). W %)% (EDF) A AL, N Black-Scholes fAUSK Al 136205, JEHRH 13 TR
SLF 7 TR), LG TR 0F 45 AU R A AR R LR OF 4538 B Il R A O 457 BRI [10] o AW FH 3 0 4
Wréi& Logistic BEAYHEAT I & fE LT . B T L AR it ST AR AR R HE ST A 4,
I 2 BHRAR AT 7007 . BERL S S BoR B B I O e Th 26, {8 RV 4548 AR 141 B HL 2 T 3R [11] . ¢
T tHBE T /N A2 0 2% 1) I 5 e ML TS RS o SR FH 1 3 7 1 2 2 =) 36 I 3l i R AN 5 R N 2
W%, 8RN R /IME S 2 0487 Logistic & Probit #5784 Lz, 5o B e I TRINRS B A L
VA R B — R AR R B R HER[12] . BRERARIE H] GMDH SVE R T 2 Fh /) J 2845 51 dee-GMDH 532
BEAT WA 45 FEHL 2K 150 o SEHUY R A BT AR ST AR MR ST AFIFEAL, IRIERFIFE S LB
Koo B BT R AT 55 XU S5 248 P2 1R U S5 HE AR AT TR0 . 45 R R IR BVELE ST AR AIEE ST AR PIR A
] P LA i 1 3 SR TR A5 R, dee-GMDH BVEAHEL T GMDH B AT i 20 29611 43 28 Uil e A 26 [13] o
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2.3. MERER

BAKRE, WA B 2. SRRNAE, TEEEHEMKIANIMBIAE. SR
[BIELER, B RIHERS, BF T A WA AR, WL Se it AR DARRIPLE 5 ST BoR, - Fl
BT R R PEARE B PR S o SR, X LSRR (A 20k v RE 2 B B P REASIE S AN T 7 28 (L 55
PIZREIREm . H AT 2R LightGBM Tl 2 =W 55 SE LI STk D, O A SR G 2 4b[14] .

3. it
3.1. E¥HEER

FE 2N 7 WA S5 SENL IR 58 iy i B A €. e A 1 MHESE R 3 B AT ER AR A 2 ) T I I 55 DR
MM AT A shAR . JEXHEES YR T 20 tHhad 50 SRR, KIET 60 448, IRAE 70 AL
NIARGTE 1) — NIy 3. ER WA LR B — B B B HEAT 1A, 2R3 1 I S AR R AR AR Y
EIHHRRAS, AR B R A B R T 3 LR P4

JUBHRER GER) PR T 5 /R b — BRI AR RN EME T F R R, mRAF IR IER
S M AT B AR BTIRES o WU BRI AR i IR 7 AR SR At 1 Rl AR R AE A 2 1 A
BRI SR e A T T R, R TE R R R B, B R 43 T R A 6 AN 8 5 1 HAh A 38
PR W55 FENL TR B R AV B 10— A0 3, B8 F R B SR AR RE U 55 SE ML IR B R o ARS8 i 2
WAEX BRI S AN b T an (T S BN w B> o AR ST 2R B AE 17 358 S 20 M h A I SR Rk AR 14
EHHEOL TS 5E TN, ZXTEMAMLAEN a0 3E S s BoF B R . — et sl (a1
SRR, R 7T AR AT RS A A B S SE L TTUE AR Y, T LAY 5 A A A 4 0 I 55 SE TR
R, et EOW B RS DAL o A B FE AR B A A R, WA G 55 T ZR e HH s 2 ORI
Z5 SENLSINT SR, DT B b 3 87 AV AE I 55 N B R (1 B S A8 4k

ot 55 VR 455 1) REAE 5 8 N — N BhaS R RS AR, AR 7 BRI 7E X HLAE F SR 20 A AN [R) A e B il 1
PE pEoRP T R . I X SEREIR,  FRATRT LA B AR A A0 Sy SR T A w0 S e LR T 2 4R
PRI A AT A R [15]

3.2. {MiSHRTER

W 25 SENLT B AP AZ W BRI T L9 KO il A T IV 55 PRSI AR 478 IR W 55 f REAR 0 LA S 7 7 IXURS:
RIPEAE AN Mo SXAS W AT LA Bl R0 DR PTG St R4 8 X SR [16] . Al i Wb
MR TR Z — R 55 e TE R, E Il 74T I 55 H AR R I A VA SR T RE T I 0 55 KUK o Al i Wried
W RPN S5 1abr, WishtEbeaR, R0, BAIREI%E, LIPS BRI, B 1
Fiatn, WS B AL ERGUIRN T, SIETIEhn. SE4 RS, EHMRE, M2k
SEFUNAIPP A Aol T e ) 2R, FHR AR L (0 RS A B i . RE T2 WA SR, Azt B
BEREUL, HE BV PR SR 28 HE . (AT A2 W, IR S5 SR E X XA e AR
ENPEREE. Gi5EA . B E R AR B WS L BUE T IE 3k B R R, S AV AR R 5 A
LRt r B, ASERT Al I 55 SEHLER 4ot KUSEPPAt o A I 55 SE L B B vl RE A A2 R PR A, i FEAR
W S . BNV E S DA R, RO AR, SR R TEAE A . B K HE A
BORBVR S, b2 a] DASEAT Rt F 4 555 B AT 4, S i W (i R AT P [17]

3.3. LightGBM

LightGBM (LightGradientBoostingMachine) & —Ffi i XL B B FHHESE, B4 36 T4 1) 2 S) B0k,
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5 99038 FH 1 R B 1 = SO R AT [ 18]« LightGBM & F e SR AL A — N FIR ML RS 2 >0, T
FR R AR T L AONLAR 5 2] 1), B T SR IR I 0 A U PSR T AE S, B 7ESEILPE . (%
PAE bR A B AR R I 2R [19]

LightGBM (1% 0%l JR PRI T8 B 3R T S (GBDT) . ZEBRFEFRTH o, MA@ i A 7R 55 2
SIZRCEE RN, D55 ) s8R B A T — P 5% % . LightGBM {# FH 451 2% bR 30 1) b6 FE A
A FTARE Y (R ZE U AMEL, DAL AU, G B 1 R SR o X AN FE T AR Ry o, § R TRIE, F(x)/2
ARSI T, by, SR III SR, 6 =S

LightGBM BEHA LA NRF sl BT B 7 BRI RSN SRkl BT B EEARE AL S TR 7 772,
VAR N AR FE, B A 2I030% . Leaf-wise [T A K505 . 546480 Level-wise 4K SEBEAH EL,
Leaf-wise S & A5 0% £ RE 06 e KR FE BRI A0 2R BR B 1799 s AT ARG, SRR B, (H I 1 i 4
BIRE . BT CRE: LightGBM JE A SCHRFRFAE FRAT A 4T, ifh T IRAT IR R, kb T 3@
EFEY . B SCRESARRIE: ARb T X RRE AR B, TE TR AT HMO gD s e . RN : i
FAEH T B E SRR AR S5 4, LightGBM 76 P /78 F - FE N 3L . I L4 55 (# 13 LightGBM 1£
LB RS SR R I €, U@ A T 7% R SR A T 3% 5 [19]

4, SCHERASR
4.1, BEAabIE

ASCHEREC R A BT 472 A5 BHR LW AREADH N R, JHEER AW ET, ik 17X
472 ZAEBEAR B AR ZFEMR AR 2019 TR 2024 FF-FEMLATHEE, BRFREREZH
FEAS, RIRFEARKIGRIAE ] SPSS L AR E ThRERN 7, BTt 7988 A MFEA[20]. ASCKE B LA
AR AR ST KA H R B a5 fE L AR e Jrbelk ST MIREAA 6363 1, ST FEAH 1625 4,
IE ST MtEA S ST IMFEARUE Z LERIE 4:1. ASCME BERE B A= Efiae /1, BARET, e
TR LA FERES T, AR PRI BE 0 787 TR A T 55 Sa LK 4E %, 3% 16 DsE, Bk
HERZEE . 0k 12 PR AR R A =

Table 1. Variable explanation for financial crisis prediction model of 472 information technology listed companies
F L A2 RIFEEARL LT AR ME BN MR E T S MR

RE AR AR Hod R
fEfiRE TapteE, dEhthR, Waesx, U ahR, KGsSEinRaetl®x I 78 %
FA RE PR (ROA), sl AlE AR, St mRR, ElAE R [H %8 %
Bl AK-F AFEIER, MEE AR [H %8 %
R IERET BT R I 78 %
JRU: 7K~ LUERLAT, SRR [H %8 %
A BE /) BERBN L E LY il I 78 %2

4.2. 1REEEE

ASCH Python SR IL LightGBM 5 B BRI i 24 7] W 55 U 7 R A, B 12 18 7:3 iy L,
R N GRAE AT R A, TN ZRER OB RN ZAsi Y, R i st e BE DU, TR It A0 e SRt AT [l
o X B B TIN5 S PR B, ABE7RY ) v ff 3 i 91.5%, e AUC fE2 0.9482, BRI & O R 4T
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AN, ACER T python H111) feature_importances && 1 15 B2k E i A 712 75 H I W 45 fEHL (&
BhRIC ST IS K 2 ) BB, RIRRAFEE ZE 0k . 403k 2 R AREAYRRIE B BT LA [ R, RfiFE
B B R R RN BN, X TS B RARE BT A F R, R R RIFHIEIHETRE )12 A F]
SRR R e B AR

Table 2. Preview of feature importance ranking for financial forecasting mode

2. MESHMRBFEERTHER T

HRE 44 B R AIF 2T B HE4
WA 78N LAl 466 1
R E 315 2
KA EEZHRE R 304 3
BE = A 2 262 4
A F P4 250 5
4R 204 6

43. RERS

9T AEAR R TR R B 4, ASCIA T sklearn.model_selection f£) GridSearchCV kAT W 4% 2 ¥k
PRk, EEURSENE 3 foR, sATARER, S AR E N 15, IO E Y 105, ¥
SIEBE N 0.15 B, BRI AR I 0T . BT E S 805 B ZRE B VI SR8y, Al A Hai =0,
PR, #iiR AUC {8 0.9542, LLIHAERS AUC {H 0.9482 &, HUnE 1 s, SRR AT S AUC H
I, B AUC &4 T~ 7 BT ARARA ] 2 K, dn SRR L ) .

1.0
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Figure 1. ROC curve before hyperparameter tuning*
1. &8I ROC %k

TAUC i 25 fr 2 /R IE 51 2% (False Positive Rate, FPR), 241/ £ 1E45] % (True Positive Rate, TPR).

FARMEREIT :

1B IE 1126 (FPR) A2 48 BAS AL T >y E 491 (% Gutgi] o5 BT sl b g, ot S A 20N

FPR = FP/(FP + TN)

Hrh, FP RIRRIE(False Positive), BISZER N AFHERETI Y IEGIMFEAE: TN FoREIEH(True Negative), BISEZER g 5745 H g
TER T 5450 B A

FLIEGIZ (TPR)Z TR B ST AL T oy 120 (1 1B o5 B IR e, Hoatk S ARN:

TPR = TP/(TP + FN)

Forp, TP R/RELIEHI(True Positive), B SEERAY IEG] H % IERE TN A IEGIOREASL PN KRR 514 (False Negative), RISERR A IEH
B FT g B R RE AR
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Figure 2. ROC curve after hyperparameter tuning
& 2. ¥§5/5 ROC ik

Table 3. Parameters selected for model tuning

3. BELBMRATENSH

E e L& W
num_leaves T 10, 15, 31
n_estimators = 103, 104, 105
learning_rate R 0.14, 0.15, 0.16

4.4. REEG,

P4 BN T HET LightGBM MR RITE TS BH AR BT A &)W 55 fa L PP Ak FEF5 « Accuracy (HERf
) IZAE I P HERGZ 0 0.9155, 1K 7K A5 B AL 7E BT A T0U Hh I T30 £ L 451y 91.55% . AUC 1 0.9542,
LI 1. AUC effifi /BB 1 —Fhdadr, AUC {Eillie, B IX 4> 68 sk . 0.9542 ff) AUC
H R IR AERIALE X 53 IR 2K (B W 55 S L) AR (B 25 S bL) 77 T R AR 8 4 . H a1 % 0.9150, RIASEAYIE
Bff TR0 HH %) TE 2R AR A (R W 55 Sa ML) A 1) o7 B SEBR IE B FEAR [ LU 454 91.50% . Precision (A1 28) M
0.9850, X i M FEAS AL T My 1E 28 (5 W 55 SE L) AR A v, SR o g TR 2 1S B 48] 0 98.50% . F1 73 4 0.8548,
F1 o BUR KGR A G B R R P58, HF&a TS B e ae . Sk E, 25T LightGBM [1{5 &
FAR b7 5 W55 S BB Y 7 % A FeAn LRI R 4F . HEE AUC Fil Precision fH4m, KU
BUTE X 20 W 55 e LRI G U 55 S LI 23 =1 5 TR Bk T Re 77, BTN A W 45 FapL I A |l o, R AR 1S
LD o

Table 4. Model evaluation
< 4. BB

Model Accuracy AUC Recall Precision F1

LightGBM 0.9155 0.9542 0.9150 0.9850 0.8548

5. RREMKn
TETEELT 1O A4 TR BEHLA P A 08 1000 HOTREACSE, FRASRE— A TREACHEHII 7:3 1 E okl

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.143821 1260 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.143821

HRARL

RANGEAN KL, FHIGELIENZRRS E A, AR R, S MR AUC (EA
W, 5, MABENAEARHERR S AUC 55 SRR MER R AUC [EMZEAZ, Iz
HA RIFFafert.

Table 5. Robustness test results

5. REMRNER

FEASE A TS AUC 18

EXEFN 91.5% 0.9543
BEHLEEA 1 92% 0.8770
BEHLEEA 2 71.5% 0.8666

6. IRBGZILREN R

FREAYALE 52 bR 82 o ) 3 A 5500 5 R B B AT Tl . SRTT, SR — AR AR I SR s Bk
MRGF, FVELEAR NI PR R R L ah B B, A erse a2 2 s, Mk, —4
H 25 98 KIZ A RE 77 F Y B8 %5 MU 2R E50H w4l 402 380380 ke 0 P R, R I R A At R FH BB $is
b NI SEERAERR BN . (6110 5 2, 2 AHE SRR IR A BE % AT ARk G 1005 AR AE 1 R, Ok
A R — B R T M R o X PR Y B 65 MU ZREE R SR U B T S R IARAE, TR AR
AN GREHE 0 5 S5, AT E 0T S8 155 0 I R B o 3R v R f

(1) ARG RESRIBRESTEEZAER S

ASCA#FH sklearn 1A B mean_squared_error #EERTH B A4 R Z R Sh e iR 22, 45 R
SRR ZE0Y 0.0028169, WIHALE 1R 7y 0.08448 . Y255k iR 22 MR AR TR ZHE /N, 1l MBS Tt R 4
BEYIGERE S TINGRE, WHR A RAAETIE, R ES—L 5.

(2) RIS TR RZALRE A

22 > il 28 (Learning Curve)7EAL 8 % ) s b /2 B B T H, ERe xR e 5 &2 4 it
AT VPl FI Y RS o 3@ I il SRS R AE AN RIS I 2048 T I i 22 AR IR R 22, 5 2] il 26 mT DAJR B Hh fee I
SRS () 5 SRR Rz AR T EM RS I i e n it B, ARSCRA T ShuffleSplit 772 k#4758 X
UOAE, XL TR TR . [FI, FRATTIEFE “neg_mean_squared_error” ($134 77 1R Z)VE N RE
VRO AR, I 2 My o (e A ASE R oA i 1 TR R AB AR o B IXRE AR B, FRATTRE 8 S IR M M 3 P A 1Y
FES AN ERBY B R I, 2F i A Y i 352 5 AL 3R A1 0 i s S #% . 18 3 23 17—k 2= > il
(Learning Curve), &7 T %% 2 (Training error) A% % (Testing error) Bl Il 25 ¢ A 5 & (Training
examples) AL I Horp, 2 dh 20K I ZR1% 2 (Training error), TEREANIZRFEA SR N 1000 2|
6000 X [H P, ZMZMiREERETE 0 A4, TR —KKFEL. XEWERE ISR LR
Wz, BAIEIGE b RRZE AR RARKT, 7870 R AR RU N I 2R 805 B i A6 RUR .
g o i 26 AR MK % 22 (Testing error), I ZRFE A% &= M 1000 FF 46287 3G s, iR 2248 K £5-0.09
THGZET BT TR AR R IA L) 2000 J5, RZEEAE-0.02 $-0.04 Z (AW, FF#HE TR
JE o X RBEE VAR R E RGN, BAENNRSE R ZEZERDN, RABTRE . WEHR U
23, ZGREAEBENIEPEAREE 0 A, MRz 5 I 2 AR 8 &0 i 5 20 /£-0.02 3
—0.04 28] BT I ZRiR 2= Fat iR Z # AL TR AKF, H 38 Z 2N, B n] AN A B &%
Bz Re
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Figure 3. Learning curve of LightGBM financial crisis prediction model
3. LightGBM M1 55 fE # FUE B 5 5 thk

7. GRERE

AN Z 2 B P SR T ARV IR AT BT 472 AR ATHE R, & 7 — T LightGBM
(IR BV R T 55 TRV AR RS, I 5% TV A TR PR S Sk BB M SR v 15 B 2R BTl A Rk U B
o WETERIL, WA & E MO FRHIE R R OR, 5 BRI by A 7] Bz B =] A BT RE
INREARZ RN, HBEARNA N, $em A m O34 i

AVUARZAEZ —FETARK LightGBM 5 —LL5G51t Ik &, #E— DIk m R Wk . AL
bz Z MR ZR PR S AMIAR AR 2, ARRTT NN — Sl 5 M 2 2 G PR B R 4R b ol S AR A

SEEk
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