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Abstract

The factor analysis method was used to evaluate the financial indicators of listed companies in China’s
software and information technology service industry in 2019. The study shows that the software
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and information technology services industry, which has a weak overall financial performance, needs
more support. It is proposed to build an ecological construction service platform for it from the as-
pects of technology, capital, manpower, and service system, enhance the market position and mar-
ket role of the whole industry in the dual-cycle operation, build an industrial development ecosys-
tem of various forms such as technology ecology, capital ecology, and talent ecology, and promote
the optimization and upgrading of the industrial structure.
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1. 5|8

B AL S SR 2 N 5G A =i REdE. WBEM . XEUEE. N TR RESH —E R
HAR, BH5EBHRRE KRR, T RRFEERE, 7 EL. B RS ARRE & e
o AT R CRIERR R R RSB IAE 5 15 BHAR MRS 2 i 475k [ K BUR R N POE R R W4
GrARRZ L b AR AR Son, 2024 FRERAV SR EEE K 10%2 13.73 Jifeot, A4
M FE SR LE G K 8.7% %8 1.7 1270, MBS H RS WighEE T, a5 s g st. 548
M, FHAMSSURMGAAELEER, BFIESRZE TSI M 45031 [2].

W25 ST A2 M BE . 248 v 2 BRRAE, 38 U 75 AR Y 1) 10) R A Qe e ST — o (R 0 45 VA
%, TR 2 A F 2 AH K ARG R 7 i A PP Al 45 5 . 72 BT A RIS S0Pl b s, Tz R B
Torbride EEHEFNT, ZEME NS S e brok i S B i, i R B SRS SRl S
IR RBEAT AT BEFRERIR,  “RUR” BRI 55 BR O 72 A 458 K A7 TV FH PR 2 /N 355 R FH TR 43
W72 S AL 28 SOOI R R o AR 14 K515 BRI FEIEAT NI BT A=A 4,
PAA R AEHON BRI, RN AR, WAHL ARG G WRE, JETEEEER.
WIEM A T [3], MBiRe /. BRIRE . Bigmefi. RIBREIVUAN T, @i 12 ANEARN 445
W, CEEHEREE WSV ARR, RAEF O 53T SHEAY, VA RIS BB AR kA lb I 45
GO ROME %, JREIE 12 NMEAR S Hab5. L5618 -7 imiE AT SSUE Al (4]

2. Wzt
2.1. #AHER

ASLCNFAT RIS BH AR R By A 14 K BT R IAT A EEA, DL 2021 4 A FL4E
FE, GRS /A A SRR B, F8d 58 B AT R 4 . B DAL E . AN, B ffide . mit
FREFIZ . ROE AR RIUKR R 2 fAIR AR, BRI KE BRI KR, F
SN SE K ZREE 12 TV 25 4abn o, s T @ RIRE . BETRE 1. BIZEE ). KIERE SIS TN
FRPR o BN LB T M S ARV A A0 S5 IR DL ) B AR L Bt i) AT PR A RL 22 1, REAR (B Bk B
[l 2= 2 54 E(CSMAR) 6
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2.2. SCIEVFfY

(—) BFEETmnK

FERATSEAE AT 2 BT, ASSCRH T W36 1 B i) KMO i Batlette BRI 2 /9%, FIH SPSS 27.0 %k
PR AT BT 55 4R bR B R HEAT TG FE AR LG, 45 R R KMO 158 0.577, #8iL T 0.5, E4FRIRFERIEAG
IS B3 KN 0.0000, T3 IR E KT 0.05, TR I R A4S & 2 A7 AR e,
EA AT B F (5]

Table 1. KMO and bartlett spherical tests
& 1. KMO M B FFEk ALK

KMO HUREIE D)7 4
BRI R B A 56 0.577
AR TT 842.165
H 66
BEN 0.000

(2) BETHRE

SPSS27.0 R For it 45 R an < 2 Fiok. M 2 iR, 4 MEFRIREME AT 1, Wi Lid
IEHH IR 12 N SR bR A BT 5 AN R B RERE DB, IR 3,629, 2.994. 1.144. 1.088 HIFHIE
8o AR 7 2 EeApl 43 51 h 30.240%- 24.951%- 9.533%- 9.066%, B it 5 = HHliEE] T 73.791%.
PO A LR A L B 5 107 2 H 40 th 2 BN 30.24%. 24.951%. 9.533%. 9.066%, Rt ik 7 2 b 43l
THIE 3] 73.791%, Ui R IEMRREEE 77 22 07 T RO - PR AR s G, R 7 Z LHilan s IF R
KA, R R w55 R I AR AR, BeE SR AR 5 AN ARSI MR AR A 7] R 434K
HE B AT,

Table 2. Explanation of total variance

2. BREMRRE

ST E R
W HIAEHFAE SRELE 7 5 A

o T EE T ZH% p=an T EE FEH%

TN (X1) 3.629 30.240 30.240 3.629 30.240 30.240

B2 (X2) 2.994 24.951 55.191 2.994 24.951 55.191

B (X3) 1.144 9.533 64.725 1.144 9.533 64.725

SBE R A(X4) 1.088 9.066 73.791 1.088 9.066 73.791
A F(XS) 0.889 7.411 81.202
EDLR] 3 (X6) 0.830 6.915 88.116
I SNE L2 S0:¢)) 0.665 5.538 93.655
FEB A i 232.(X8) 0.355 2.957 96.612
ST 2R (X9) 0.218 1.819 98.431
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ST K A(X10) 0.165 1.379 99.810
FEAR B AR (X1 1) 0.022 0.181 99.991
B IE K 2(X12) 0.001 0.009 100.000

FWOTE: ER TS

(S) BT X r

iz F SPSS 27.0 Xt K747 “HUNOIEAS ek 7 b3, i ik 28 PR A8 12 1 DR 7~ 2 ) PR S P R B ST 1
FREI A AR T2 BARE 8 F1. F2. F3 fil F4, {E4R N UGE NG e f2 ok Bk s KR A
F F11E X1 (Jiahh3). X2 (#sh &) gk s 5 m G OL R 4009 0.831 F10.823, #Uk F1 fiv 44 N1
A5 B F2 78 X4 (R EFIER). XS (5= a 26) 1 X6 (anIkFE Z6) h a8 B8, 08
0.761. 0.838 F10.655, Uk F2 dx 4 A& R 1 K+ F3 7E X7 (MWW E #4 232)F1 X8 (73K 8 7% 3)
T 2 H 0.667 Fi10.629, #UkE F3 a4 Mig 8 [F 5 R+ F4 78 X10 i &5 m (e 5= K %),
N 0115, WKt F4 fn 4 R R T

(M) MESBOFM R KRB R

[ U= 73 B4 SPSS 27.0 B A (LA 3) 15 2 5o 4B R B RE o 380 3R 5 D JiR 46 TF 25 25080 A% o 5 4
HUI R 7 3 far AH TR SR AN, TR AE BAE 5 AN AT BRI E L. %S HTi%(Factor Analysis) (A B
T, R “ o o B R B RE” S RIS B T I H (196 2 05 2

F1=0.831X1+0.823X2—0.674X3+0.577X4+0.436X5+0.518X6 —0.140X7 — 0.255X8
—0.005X9+0.770X10+0.238X11+0.531X12

F2=-0.443X1-0.440X2 +0.440X3+0.761X4 + 0.838X5+0.655X6 +0.043X7 + 0.160X8
+0.573X9-0.301X10+0.498X11+0.084X12

F3=0.043X1+0.058X2+0.213X3-0.035X4+0.015X5+0.147X6 + 0.667X7 + 0.629X8
—0.387X9+0.174X10-0.117X11+0.221X12

F4=0.212X1+0.230X2 +0.42X3 +0.053X4 + 0.080X5+0.124X6 - 0.286X7 + 0.526X8

+0.296X9 +0.115X10—0.436X11-0.544X12
Lt F B A S 08:

F= (40.981%><F1+ 33.813%xF2 +12.919%><F3+12.286%><F4)/73.791%

Table 3. Component score coefficient matrix

3. S0 RN

FRAT R »
5%y
Fl F2 F3 F4
mah & (X1) 0.831 -0.443 0.043 0.212
HE L E(X2) 0.823 —0.440 0.058 0.230
A BIR(X3) —0.674 0.440 0.213 0.142
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SRR 2 (X4) 0.577 0.761 -0.035 0.053
B IR A R (X5) 0.436 0.838 0.015 0.080
LR %(X6) 0.518 0.655 0.147 0.124

TS T 35 JE e 2. (X7) —0.140 0.043 0.667 -0.286
17 B2 36 75X 8) -0.255 0.160 0.629 0.526

B JE FE (X9) -0.005 0.573 —0.387 0.296

PSR (X10) 0.770 -0.301 0.174 0.115

FEAR B A K2 (X1) 0.238 0.498 -0.011 —0.436
B IE K 2(X12) 0.531 0.084 0.221 —0.544

FWOT: ERG k.

(I) KRS R

1. ERET S

REANBEHIIL G, RABIMMLEERIEFIR . REFRIEERE N IFER K ER G, bV RIFIER
B, Sadok, ARG AU, slaig il B TR, T 51 A 65 N RO B 3] [6].

Table 4. Results of debt repayment ability analysis
F 4. BRENSER

JE SR fT AR F1 134> He4
bRl 2.16202 1
RPN 0.93783 2
7 HEIE 0.0315 3
R M 2% -0.10774 4
SEFEM T -0.22809 5
E VATV -0.2659 6
SRR -0.30098 7
EXEE/CES -0.32787 8
e AN -0.35574 9
T By -0.40329 10
R —0.44571 11
= IEHE -0.50528 12
Paglinal -0.57807 13
WOR B AR —0.70836 14
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INTEEARRE I IR 40 & 4l EEGRGCE FRHE G N A BRA F 26 RE AT ML & 4,
TR R T I A PR A R AR BE LB AT 2 47, bRt 7 EE R IR A R AR AE hHER 5 3
fr, EEEREGRE IR P10 m, N 2.16202, R B AT B A 5 e 1 REGR I LI RE 1.
DL A BR 2 7 (FRTFR R X )« FOR B A R B (R RREROR B 205 R T 95 LA S IE IR
fl, HRBHLFEA 1.91, @EBhLFA 1.42, B A6 0.66, KILEGRTF A G@E M) 55~ fAfi %, M
MR AL LR BE 1 MATML AR R, 15 K2 78.57% I L5t 55 RE 150 7E 0 LLR, 1R 21.43%
AL 7E 1 AR, BB ARG BROR IR S AT b b A w B AR R 1 5 e 70 A Frde ot .

2. BAAFHH

BRI I ARR AN IRERE I RE 77 BB AIRE I AR, BRARIR IR T bR, MR AR
WEAK: BE—2Bu, SRAGRIRNE R B AR A, AV 4ERF IR IS F IR A, BT DA R e 7 2 A
N ALARAR[ 7]

AR I AT R WAL 5. B3 5 AT, B EE AR A R A S (R EE AR BRI
B A RA R (TR R FOGE TR A BR 2 5] (AR o 8 1) ¥ 2 R B I ZE RAT FR AL FUSERT, 20 il
JEATNEE—A s AL FE AL, A EERA BRGS0 Eem, HEWRNEER )Y 0.2, F BN
FH0.23 BB RNEE A 013 MTILEAREFIEOUE, 15081 0 73 A | 5 A 35.72%; 64.28%
I ANEAF A3 E 0 43 LA, Samax SeAi b 1 8 R e 708 Frdig e, b 2 R B 7 85 58 1) 2 B IR 26 91,05
5T PRI A N -0.40 R FERRITE N -0.21 s WNBHEE R BRA 7 (s WBHEE) « Bh BRI 2 b i B 1
B BEARMRSAT I b7 2 7 AR B RKF A R 3 i, A RS B AR IR S P L R B R B T A R i

Table 5. Profitability analysis results
=5 BRNRENSHER

JBz S faT AR F2 154 He2
IR 0.8181 1
hrRHL 0.48609 2
O E R 0.34223 3
TR Ly 0.2692 4
HOR B AR 0.16962 5
R —0.06448 6
SEFEM AR —0.08882 7
R -0.19367 8
i = R -0.58501 9
IS8Rl —0.88132 10
RITHEAE —0.93594 11
PN —1.25883 12
R M 2% —1.28802 13
= IRHE —2.88873 14
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3. ZBEHETFHHT

ZE R IR A T FRag BRI, A R 7 A R R, AR B AT, R R
EIRRE VIR 7 o WSS Bk, RS BRI AT AT WL FOE B R 1A TR TH 8]

Wik 6 FraiEIZge /1T H: 3k 6 vl A1, FLR SO BR 5TAE A 7 (FBIRR 4R ) A a4
B () A PR A =] (BIFR HRE B A & 2 g 143 LI 20800, 29 Tkes 1. 2 4, HddhRiRE
PSR R B %60k 7.93, AF B JE 30 583.85, W JHEE N 0.52. XK, FARPLI R TE AR
HeATm, i — D4R, REBARIZERN BRI = NRH S 0 A IR 2\ (8 = WEHL) S 2 g
JI 55, ZA TN 2 0.80 175 RISUK KA 260 7.93, fRIRE0N 3.17, BB
JAHEE 0y 0.2, LRI WRH S 8577 ARG FHR T . WML A E R IIRE, 195081 0 70 (1)
AT EBIA 57.14%; 1590 7E 0 70 LA R4k b7 42.86%, P23 BT WA R A B8 L b Tl A F 3R 2
Re SR Rt

Table 6. Results of business capability analysis

= 6. BERNINER

JB SR fT AR F3 1343 He4
E A 1A 3.90309 1
T Ry 2.09419 2
FH KM %% 0.92643 3
Sl 0.41245 4
O 0.15635 5
WOR B AR 0.14531 6
FAREBAM 0.03572 7
PN 0.0306 8
TRAGTRAF —0.09668 9
SEFEM T —0.14429 10
SRR —0.18118 11
e RN —0.44197 12
KITHEAE —0.57897 13
= IEHE -0.84812 14

4. REREAISHT

RIRRE SRR Z X AR EFIVEN . KIERE S T4 I A 7. B35 7 %0, teR@E
() B A PR 7 (LR B IR R FE RE 0453 0 e, 077979, (HIRES1E 1 LLE, HURBRM A
PR B (RIFREOR BN 7 A&, A-1.21814. ARAEIFE AR AT A, AFAE BEARMRSAT LA R e
I EIECREEN, 1 42.86% K A A TR 0~1 X (8], F 57.14%E A A TS5 TE 0 HLUR,
N SR EE]
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Table 7. Results of development capability analysis
#®7. KRENSINER

JBE S faT AR F4 135 He4
TR A 0.77979 1
E VA SE T 0.74308 2
= IEHE 0.67299 3
SRR 0.31753 4
RITHEIE 0.1758 5
e AN 0.10611 6
TRAGTRAF —0.08476 7
FEFEM A -0.20149 8
MEIR —0.33438 9
LR —0.33663 10
KW -0.37136 11
M % -0.57177 12
bR i} -0.8624 13
WORB AR -1.21814 14

5. LRERS AT
R AW S ARIR A G THELR, AR SO GRS LA = W 55 28 G S0 it Tk 4,
R B LI 8.

Table 8. Scores of various factors and comprehensive scores

#8 ENMETFRARGEFNER

JBe SRR F1 3% F2 1355 F3 5% F4 1355 ZE He4
hrRHL -0.2659 0.48609 3.90309 0.74308 0.72 1
S ol 2.16202 -0.88132 0.41245 -0.8624 0.45 2

TR By —0.40329 0.2692 2.09419 0.77979 0.34 3

IR -0.32787 0.8181 0.03572 -0.37136 0.12 4

HOME IR —0.57807 0.34223 0.15635 —0.33438 -0.12 5
LU 0.93783 -1.25883 0.0306 -0.33663 -0.13 6

FERM A -0.22809 —0.08882 —0.14429 -0.20149 -0.16 7

FEGETL R -0.30098 -0.19367 -0.18118 0.31753 -0.17 8

RABER A —0.44571 —0.06448 —0.09668 —0.08476 -0.22 9
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i3k
MR B —0.70836 0.16962 0.14531 -1.21814 -0.34 10
RITHEIE 0.0315 —0.93594 -0.57897 0.1758 -0.38 11
i = W -0.35574 -0.58501 -0.44197 0.10611 -0.39 12
FH A M 245 —0.10774 -1.28802 0.92643 -0.57177 -0.44 13
=B -0.50528 —2.88873 —0.84812 0.67299 -1.25 14

HIZE 8 AT, R 1900 e MM LR ST B A7 PR J] (RIFR LR 1), 152008 0.72 EHH AT
FHEEL (TR 03 A PR 2 ] (5 K K8 T 1 ) A0 1008 5 0 P 6 () P A A IR 2 ) (1R e A7) 2 ) A 55 A7
B=AL R MBBAF I RAG N-1.25. WNER TR HA S BHATEOUORE, AL R 71550
Y EGERHEAIFAILE, Slinsmsiaii i, HARIETHA AR PESEHR AL,
HA B 5 HA J N — A

3. EEl B EMATHE R I

i PR Bt BB A ANE B BRI 55k I 35 R DL AT W 7E, B H BT A ANE B BRIk 55
WK RZE, BAABKIR RSN, NEF N ETAT LA, BRI ER. —2HE ‘6
FRHIRIE " RO AL . BfE A W B A TR R E AL, R SIS B AR RHE)T B RS
Erbke 71 ENBNEE LM EM AR, AR EE RE. FUER S B B ORERIEE
AR, MRS IR . X TS B BORMRSS flk, & LT 2 =) 2 S Rl ) 4
BVEH, RIS BAERBIURIES, @A L &5 S D A TR I 2 AL KB R, AR S A4k
BRIt fesktolr, b A EMOR: FR, M ARSI e SRR T IS,
TRDHEREANE I, §- RN ETER, KB R . =Ra5H + A4, —“FHk— AW, hE
BRAEANE BRI S5l b 1 23 =] G0 AR 1 BE RN K A L SR o | 1 5 PR AE BT A i A o 7 ZEAE 2
KR E, WILAAERAH™ dhin ZE AR AR i, RATREGERENT AR ], IR ICR, $Emimiidg
PO [AIN,  AETT R QUHT 7 75 B R N A IS . B, b EEE A AR
ENA TR BRI R, A REERF I EmBARNA . WA 5 Sk g, 17
MY AE Al R JEE KRR, 1T 1 5 Al R JE KRR B ——AT B, B R B Dy Aok ke i) S 2
SR TR, B ZHAAE B BORIR S BRI R AW, Ak Bl T ARBUG T XS S
FAU P HLAOIEHR, fE— € AR LM BOSHERS 1078 (s L), JEIRBORNLBN, £ % LR
T B AR AT W R AT 356 4+ 79[9] [10]

&E ik
(11 #F3 BTHRFIERNAE T Ll A RS ESRON—— LA B s B[], BRE R, 2025, 22(1):
61-65.

2] ERK BETHRFHIMREZTI BT ARSI B 2 821, 2023(6): 55-57
[3] HWZHR. EFHEFHIEN X FHFE A B SREFN 7 [D]: (L5008 ). P2 TR, 2021.

[41 8. BT RFIEMRIENBERANET T & St A —— L E T A FFI]. SRHE SRR, 2024(9):
43-47.

[5] HERE, RIEA, BRESL. TR0 R BT & 580E 1], T ET, 2024(23): 139-142.
[6] #HMEH. T KoMk i b 55 GOSN —— LA T3 KON BI[T]. SRR Mk, 2024(8): 168-171.
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(7] AR4EPE, B, RF LA R M %S S0 R ——3 T 7 SSIE T [T]. 22N 28 K223, 2024, 40(5):
114-124.

81 fiE. ETFIRToNE FHEZIT Y &SRR [I]. I, 2024(5): 65-68.

9] "%, Wi ST RGN 200N 55 SUE i i L[], BURE T AU, 2024(2): 140-142.

[10] R BETHERFHIER A B LA TSSO A, LIRFE L, 2024(3): 80-83.

DOI: 10.12677/fia.2025.142048 402 [l B 2= TH R U


https://doi.org/10.12677/fia.2025.142048

	基于因子分析法的企业财务绩效的评价
	——以软件和信息技术服务行业为例
	摘  要
	关键词
	Evaluation of Corporate Financial Performance Based on Factor Analysis
	—A Case Study of the Software and Information Technology Service Industry
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 研究设计
	2.1. 样本选取
	2.2. 实证评价

	3. 提高财务绩效的措施建议
	参考文献

