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Abstract

This paper adopts the factor analysis method, taking all 20 listed liquor enterprises in A-share
as samples, and selects 14 key financial indicators from four dimensions of profitability, sol-
vency, operating capacity and development capacity for comprehensive analysis. The evaluation
results show that Luzhou Laojiao ranks third in comprehensive financial performance, but its
operating capacity is relatively weak, mainly reflected in the inventory and asset turnover effi-
ciency.
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Table 1. The financial performance evaluation index system of A-share listed liquor enterprises
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Table 2. KMO and Bartlett’s test
= 2. KMO FNE4FF45118

KMO BUFEIE D) 24 0.595
IR TT 396.716
ELRF R R A B H 91
WEE 0.000

HHS 2 A0, AR SCH) KMO B4 0.595, 35 T I FHE 0.5, H BRI R ER LA 30T AR J51H M 396.716,
B MEACEEEE 0.000, TEHH 14 ANFEAR AR S A A SR8, 36 BT IR B

3.2. PEFRRHSSE
3.2.1. 2EFRE

Table 3. Total variance of factor analysis

=3 EFOMNEAE

. CILGERE R SRS 7 JHe e B~ 5 A
Bk rEdsal BR%  RMER O rEasal RBR%  mit rEAgl B2R%
1 7.467 53.332 53332 7.467 53.332 53332 5.186 37.046 37.046
2 2.749 19.634 72.966 2749 19.634 72.966  3.796 27.114 64.16
3 1.395 9.962 82.928 1395 9.962 82.928  2.463 17.596 81.755
4 1.034 7.383 90.311  1.034 7.383 90.311  1.198 8.556 90.311
5 0.666 4.759 95.07
6 0.252 1.801 96.872
7 0.197 1.405 98.277
8 0.12 0.857 99.134
9 0.057 0.405 99.539
10 0.038 0.273 99.812
11 0.011 0.081 99.894
12 0.008 0.056 99.95
13 0.006 0.041 99.991
14 0.001 0.009 100

DOI: 10.12677/fia.2025.144112 985 [l B 2= TH R U


https://doi.org/10.12677/fia.2025.144112

B E

AT RIS S, A SRR B SPSS 26.0 X 20 F AW AAMLK 14 AN 5 GRGEFRIEAT 0T . A
% 3ATLUEH, BT 4 N R T IHIGAEE AR 2 500N 7.467. 2.749. 1.395. 1.034, H i ZRME AN
90.311%, UiBAHT 4 ANFEF AR 14 MU S FRFR A& GRS B, wIE R0 Bl AL 55 580K
FRI AL T .

322, ARAFHE

WRAEE 4 From MIERS J5 i R 7 3800 48 B v S FR AR I B E R/, RSO & AR Tk AT 44, Hor
V11, V12, V13, V14 gBrp2 & pfliae s, BreUBEREF 1 a4 s R+ V1L V20 V3, V4
MR GRE 11, FTLG R T 2 s 2 R EEGIE 7: V5. V6. VT BRI EREST, FrbA
KT 3 & ARERT: V8. V9. VI0 FFRBUFRMIMEER T, ATl 4 v REEHTF.

Table 4. Factor loading matrix after rotation

= 4. IeRE IR T HARER

izt F1 F2 F3 F4
Vi 0.008 0.726 0.623 -0.059
V2 0.151 0.935 0.155 0.13
V3 -0.113 —0.45 —0.832 0.09
V4 -0.27 —0.364 —0.853 -0.024
V5 0.847 0.315 0.008 -0.091
V6 —0.054 -0.214 0.745 -0.066
V7 0.891 0.223 0.159 0.006
V8 0.105 -0.013 —0.108 0.974
V9 0.888 —0.248 -0.026 0.25
V10 0.894 0.161 0.111 0.318
Vi1 0.735 0.652 0.059 -0.105
V12 0.82 0.496 0.093 -0.088
V13 0.709 0.671 0.078 —0.094
V14 0.498 0.809 0.084 -0.126
3.3. BFHB9

B, MR S WA REGERE, TS AR ORCE S L, THEAS IR AU B TR

X
F1=-0.129V1 - 0.158V2 + 0.035V3 - 0.016V4 + 0.194V5 + 0.047V6 + 0.218V7 — 0.076 V8 + 0.283V9 +
0.196V10 + 0.095V11 + 0.151V12 + 0.083V13 — 0.004V14

F2=0.215V1 + 0.339V2 - 0.017V3 + 0.047V4 — 0.035V5 — 0.245V6 — 0.106V7 + 0.106 V8 — 0.265V9 —
0.091V10+0.137V11 +0.04V12 — 0.149V13 - 0.253V 14

F3=0.176V1 — 0.094V2 — 0.339V3 — 0.375V4 — 0.049V5 + 0.423V6 + 0.053V7 — 0.002V8 + 0.063V9 +
0.057V10 - 0.091V11 —0.04V12 — 0.085V13 - 0.114V14

F4 =0.062V1 + 0.217V2 — 0.001V3 — 0.077V4 — 0.138V5 — 0.04V6 — 0.059V7 + 0.854V8 + 0.096V9 +
0.21V10—-0.097V11 - 0.107V12 — 0.081V13 - 0.07V14

Hk, R EHET# B R E 2 RS, InBaHE A5

DOI: 10.12677/fia.2025.144112 986 [l B 2= TH R U


https://doi.org/10.12677/fia.2025.144112

N
&
B

F=41.02% F1 +30.02% F2 + 19.48% F3 + 9.47% F4

Table 5. Factor score coefficient matrix

5. AT S0 RYHIER

D%y Fl F2 F3 F4
A2l -0.129 0.215 0.176 0.062
V2 -0.158 0.399 -0.094 0.217
V3 0.035 -0.017 -0.339 -0.001
V4 -0.016 0.047 -0.375 -0.077
V5 0.194 -0.035 -0.049 -0.138
V6 0.047 -0.245 0.423 -0.04
V7 0.218 -0.106 0.053 -0.059
V8 -0.076 0.106 -0.002 0.854
V9 0.283 -0.265 0.063 0.096
V10 0.196 -0.091 0.057 0.21
Vil 0.095 0.137 -0.091 -0.097
V12 0.151 0.04 -0.04 -0.107
V13 0.083 0.149 -0.085 -0.081
V14 -0.004 0.253 -0.114 -0.07
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MH e HAF S AR AR RIEM L, PIMZBE R M6E 30.5%. UL 0.44 BEFRTAT
MVAAIAE, R GRS SR SR T RE PR AR R DO E, M8 25 AT AE GREF M AT £2 600 2 A i bR R B, 3
JESEANALAT SCH% 77 i -

WJE, FERRERES Lo AT, M2 E R ERE 1N T15390-0.06, HE#ERE 12, REKET
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Table 6. Factor score ranking of 20 liquor enterprises

= 6.20 REABLWHEFEIHRR

F1 F2 F3 F4 F
ERiEa4

(St =4 "/ 4 "/ 4 =35 H2 E N =4
P -0.49 15 2.12 2 -0.06 12 0.97 7 0.52 3
HH T 0.00 7 0.90 14 -0.04 10 0.93 8 0.35 8
7 TR -0.63 20 1.39 5 -0.18 15 0.84 12 0.21 17
TR -0.56 18 2.12 3 -0.04 9 1.76 2 0.57 2
Jii g 2R . -0.33 13 1.34 6 -1.16 18 2.78 1 0.31 14
LSRN 0.05 6 0.94 12 -2.13 19 0.41 19 -0.08 19
P A -0.53 17 1.66 4 0.02 8 1.04 6 0.38 7
RGN -0.38 14 1.12 9 0.27 3 0.84 11 0.31 12
(WAL -0.22 12 0.91 13 0.29 2 0.88 9 0.32 11
A 0.20 2 —2.40 20 5.25 1 0.27 20 0.41 6
oA B -0.63 19 2.81 1 0.09 7 1.13 3 0.71 1
ZHTH 0.11 3 0.41 19 -0.15 14 0.75 14 0.21 16
FA A —0.49 16 1.07 10 -2.86 20 0.49 18 -0.39 20
A -0.12 9 0.72 16 —0.42 17 0.69 15 0.15 18
K 0.22 1 0.48 18 —0.24 16 0.52 17 0.24 15
Ll P YV -0.04 8 1.26 8 -0.05 11 1.11 4 0.46 4
100725 BT -0.17 11 1.34 7 0.14 6 0.85 10 0.44 5
AL 0.07 4 0.77 15 -0.15 13 0.79 13 0.31 13
Oz -0.14 10 1.01 11 0.17 5 0.64 16 0.34 10
BN 0.06 5 0.58 17 0.22 4 1.08 5 0.35 9
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