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Abstract

To address the issue of subjectivity in selecting comparable companies for the valuation of cyclical
industries, this study innovatively introduces a dynamic distinction coefficient into the Grey Rela-
tional Analysis (GRA) and constructs a novel two-stage valuation framework centered around this
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improvement. The framework first captures the enterprise value during the detailed forecast period
using the Free Cash Flow to the Firm (FCFF) model. It then calculates the terminal value by applying
an exit multiple calibrated through the improved GRA method, thereby transforming long-term un-
certainties into a manageable problem of medium-term market comparison. A case application on
Coal Company A demonstrates that the valuation error is reduced from 8.31% using the traditional
method to 1.66%, validating the critical role of the dynamic distinction coefficient mechanism in
enhancing valuation accuracy. This research provides a more scientific and reliable methodology
for valuing enterprises significantly affected by macroeconomic cycles.
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1. 5|15

BRERAT LA SL R AT M, b B 32 WL BT al . BEIRIBOR A 3 B 1l b 1 7 A2 A o
2. WA RCINVRBIF ST PRE, IRl VR EBEFRETE, HAERE RS
(iR G EOIS, sk ZRE5E . AT B F] TR ML . 2 800t ST 1 W B0 s — U 55 1 hs, KDL
] S A Ml ) 22 2k AR -

AL EIE B 20 L HPRBIUOR, CIBREON SR ER A R . EAMI TGRSR, HiEa)
WmthATT: BN RS SRl b, g5 6 b ER AR BRI .

1.1. ESMR: BEREESAEH

[l 42 2 E A PP AT T R EPE BTk . Fisher (1906) [1]7E (¥4 SURNAIPER ) thig ik &
Gl R 7 EAMEIW, NESEMRSUE T HA . EIREAE B, Williams (1938) [2]4& H 1 5L 4 iR
A, WAL T AR AR E R AHESE . 20 tH2d iR G, (S {EERR 19302 2 K. Gordon (1959) [3]61%E 1
] e KA, ek T R B K AL O A5 I R Ohlson (1995) [4132 R AU s 8, F 25 B 54k
IR HLLE A5 Jackson (1996) [S1U R ZEHIA T EVA BALEMAME VRGN . BEEFE R IE,
Campbell (2002) [6]4%F S IARGE S| NARAE A, AN PRI EE T 4% B sk 4 40 108 R %

TE A A A AE W ST T, B3 Rl O 2 WA B R Z 50 . Marco (2012) [7]38 5 8% [ 5k
HEWFSE, AESE 7 25 R T A 548 0 B3 5 Caridi £5(2014) [7160# 3 I B W 0538, M
BERIEERL A 56 T A B BT BOR SR AT L, EAMIF AR I Tk Ab . FE4HE I 4F A0 Fan AT Yuan
(2018) [81H I Kl T o BT e 2 1 A e Btz £ M 5 g KURG: VTAR 4R 2R 5 Chen %5(2021) [918F % 4 SCAL IR Z AT
G, 308 TR A B SEAS B4 ; Yang A1 Hou (2019) [10]3%5vE T+ 7 B i 3l fvi 5 i J&) B4 AEAIF 9
He #1 Lin (2020) [11]000@ i [8] 7 51 534, 48R 1 %5 A B0 BRIRAT VAN EL PRI A8 280

12. ER#MR: FEHsERS8IH

[l P RIT FTAE 51 BEH AL AR B RO JEA b, RS AE S E i kb, TERR T BRI T AR, A2
AP AL B A AL T, WI1E(2008) [L2]IR AR T OMEPFUr 5L SUE B AR R, W 7T
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A AZ 0 BE T RS VPR AESE s 5KIEIE (2014) [13]38d SIER FLRIE T REVA SRR B —Hk 3% 103E F
P, HESh TP ERAE R ER A AT TR

TEJAIATE A A E U, E 22 F IS T R . BEE T2 (2015) [14]LARE™ Al v e, X &u% R
TR A R AN ASE AT T RAEFL: FR7E (2017) [1S]AA 1 3 FH T J J Ak Aol F) £k (B HE
B, e TR HEEE ISR R, DRE5(2017) [16] 60 kU G S Tk R N 3R s, 2B T B
L5 R RS E VS A HLE A -

FIERATI S, B AR AR 2 o RHIE . 25X R(2016) [17]HF AHP 5K 55:
HRAHRE, BRI E TR AL TR R 84S X AT (2018) [18]58 5 LL A ST IR T T3 fE MR A
AP ASE AR S, 5 4E(2020) [19]HIESE T EVA T bnde o EE R BT A 7 E k. ek,
FAFREEI R, X IREE (2021) [20]50VE KA AU SEV BRI, 32154 (2023) [21] D0 IR 4 14 £ R
BT B AN I ERS BV, EoR A E S35 7E AT SIS PR R R

CEMAMFKI, HEHFRAAE=AHERE: — R R B EmEN Ramase, —
S FAMEAT WAS (R BTG IR, =R Z @A IR IV AE 4 . S0k, Ao s T — etk i
PP B A (A AESE, K FCFF L8 5B A H0E A HLRL G, H H s 5 NS 70 HF R B K BB A i,
T A B AR SRR RS HE 0T I8 T A |1, O A AR SR A AN B VEA B (L B AL L AT REI VIR SR

2. BRIl (Y EPRAE 75 A R0IE R SR B ROt
2.1. BAMERE N E TS ERESE

AR GEBEEE R A A AFERTF TS, HAMANEVEAS ik ks, BEEE TR
JAME . BORBUSIE K& AN H S A E R R, HA 780 0 B S A SR 4

TR A AE R SR A A, HANME 32 2 AT BUR AR S5 0E 5 2 Eivm, FAIHsh R,
L GWERERIGIIAI BTN, £ WS Tl E AL s ik 5 52 T L A m) i F w22 5 i
g, JUHAE “X0” B SATEAE RT, ERMVRRSLEE /R ImPRR, R E—Fh
B SHe 030 SUARFAE AT ST T 0 X I R BB W T S R A R A A D70 Tk, AR STk AR A5 20k
VE ROV T8, BREIE S T apas &, Bk -

(1) #EigEm

TR A A i A R A SR, AN BB SR E, TR A I 4 TR TR
B, B—PrBoEd FCFF AAUHAR vl AR TN N AN E QLG RE ), e Sk SRR w22 28
T BB ANTIB E, LTI AR S e bR oa g, 45 A T A FHE ARG AE, W KA
iff s PR AL S mT 2 1 O T 3 U ) R

(2) BEm

T X Y A WO AN 58 M R R g, I8 A BRI I 1 e R H N A, K HBOR KU AL
TR TR T3 LR, SR TP A TR E M S B AR ), NS G B O R 5 T3 ET AR
E R FE T .

(3) BAREH

AR IR R Tl AT B G, M B T S 2 4R RRR A R, FEOIHETEIA
MBS PERENE, BREREIEUE, NRHARE T AR, SEFHR B AR HER I 5 R

g b, ARSCHERBER S OOE, TR A I RE . BORIR A & M PP e M 75 ok
MR RGMRTT R, NIRRT ETER G TR e 5502 . ZHELR T A B

S B (PEAN T . SR A FCFR ARk Al 76 AT WA Tt 390 A () B B3 e 7
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2.2. FCFF 2Bt R S ¥R

221 B 1. SIANRHEEE

JB A5 HE B PRI T ATk I A o AR B LR 5 — B B PR RS 1R VT 5 — B B
B, SRR AR, ST IR AL B BN, P AN AT A5 Al AR A
fH.

ERREH T, B m R HAREC RIEERE M HIIAA, BB RS, RAT
WAL A FEAT AR TS B ME LE 2R o XM B B T A T A J ML AR BRI A
Mg, “EHEE” RATERK CRH” WIFAR TR A R BT AREFIE B, BAREIER X
RRARNER, WiREE, BESA RS KA A, IR R, e R
SR T

|

e ®

ﬁ¢,P%Hﬁ®ﬂWﬁﬁ,&ﬁ%%%tﬁﬁ%%%&ﬁﬁ,Hmﬂwﬁtﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ n Jyiiat il
DSPARR, 1, D938 I i F AR JOME ORISR AR O TNE, 0 IR H 55, e—ﬁ,PﬁT%Ajﬁﬁ

0

Lo AV AT L2 AN EL SR ISR B AEL -

2.2.2. Mgt 2: SIANMIHBIREXEKSHTIE
IR TRIRE 73 ATk ] A T L 22 4 5548 b5, RVPA AN R 2w AN PP 24 =) Z [ AR o

BOPIRINTE
(1) W€ B R GAT NRHIE I 225 BRI R0 R G047 NI LA
WESHFHIN: Xo={Xo(k)k=12,,m}; 2)
LT 1R X, ={X;(K)[k=1,2,---,;m};i=12-,n. 3)
(2) NSHEHIIRLEES AT RN, AT
X; (k) :
X, (k=1,2,---,m;i=12,--,n 4
X, (k)¢ ) @
(3) R HAEMER, AXN:
k) =[Xq (k)= X; (k)| ©)

Bttt maxmax A, (k) AP, FHEHN Ay, s minmin A, (k) ARG, AHEA Ay, «
(4) HNAIARRSEHI) S LBEI K ORI R EO(X,)
mywmnA&k)+gxn?xnmxA(k)

0(X;)= Ai(k)+g><mflxmiaXAi(k)

(6)

Hr, e MO HEREL —BARGEHLEOT T 0 2 1 Z [ — .
(5) FRIREL r, ORI 2SI R B ARS8, 108 B 5 2228 00 1) SR IR FE 1A P R A3
KIRSE r, A
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f=s 304 (). (k=12m) ()

(6) FKRIREER/IHER

RIRFEFR/NAEF? . RIBREAE BRI 5 B 51 AR UL

B UL _ETTEREAT Ot ARSI T I WK ) R B e B VERUE N 0.5, Bfiis 7 S BRI
3 KT 0.333, HISS TARFRIAIZE SR HHREE . ORI 70 R BN R 5 IR 45 SR X 4 e
ASCHET B AL, - 00 P R BB BT 207 K PR B R IR E & EUE, A2
SR IR SE X 8] A S 2, AT i PT LB A R I O HE R PE S5 2 Uk o X 0 9% 2R 8 & B A HUEH% IR LA

N IFEHATHE -
10 A NEEAHEPRRME, 12 A, WA ZEAXEREE, B
B =X T3 X (k)= X, (K)| ®

é\ V= Aave/Amax

BT ee(0,1], ATl e % T 0.5 A AT HIE:

oz, m A > 30,0 5 B FFA & S SCHERE (52, PEi £ <05, 738 y <& <1.5y , WHL £ =15y ;
y

w0<tas, WA, <30, I, BUHRR e MBI, LI 2> 05

v
@ %2<1£3, HE15y<e<2y, MHle=2y;
Y

@ i—'|0<%s2, £ 76 [0,1] rh B BEHLAH

(® Hy=0, MR AMIE—FI4 0 I, X SCE REEUERM S REBER, 9 RETE(0,1]
AR HUE.
FERPE IR CORIR ST MR FRE RN, ASCEREHIE THORAM AT IR, GRECCLT DYSAE bR
FARES ) BB B R
o BRI REBLFH
o JRKHES): TEASFUAIG KK,
o WSSHiH: BT TR,

IRLESR IR AR L S TR Ak 208 R W S5 RS T a4 7, R RGR AT ARERE
ARRAIE T AT RE 20 5] NMORORIR L B AR S5 BT MR KR bR, DA 9T B 2N = B 2 1A
#ERZ .

3. RPN
3.1 RHINE

A NFERALF 2001 7 F, K DERITR S Peidehn T A8 5 % Ol 35 i R AR REIR Ak . A SCUA
A RN FEIDIBI AT MBS, PRTC LSRR IR RE A At B PP A R el (B P ok
BT AARFEERS . PEBIHMEEM. RITWEM. EZ 2800 DU B REAT B S
3.2. THESR

ARG REAME H E T 2020 4 12 F 31 Ho ASCHEHEN, A AFIIAFZIN 5 E, EARKN 3~5
TN, AR ZE IR T A A AR R — B T T E Y 6 4, IR RS S0 2025 4. FEER
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BT v TRk B EVIEBITDA /R AT B e %

3.2.1. XESETNEE—MELHE

BT A A F] 2016~2020 41 S0 55 0, AR SR ROIA 0 OGBS BT T IR BN K2R
K FAHME 9.38%; AT HrIFMESY . BEA IS R BB PR EE BE AR SR 38 SR FH L g 58 o LU I 4k
AT T o

TEMEEAE b, THEAE A AR 2021~2025 £ 14k B LA (FCFF), FELATHREAR B35 %
A A (WACC) 8.74% AT BLRBEAT I L. a0 110 R TAZ ORI FE 545 R .

Table 1. Free cash flow and phase | valuation of Company A, 2021~2025 (Unit: CNY hundred million)
= 1.2021~2025 FF A RRBEHIM SRS E—MERMEEERM: 127T)

WH 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 i
H B3 4 (FCFF) 5.96 6.51 7.13 7.79 8.53
YL R B(WACC = 8.74%) 0.92 0.85 0.78 0.72 0.66
A 5.48 551 5.54 5.57 5.61 27.71

(1) BT AS i oA 51 sosoE
FIBENBERAT N Z A . BUR RS I BRIRN A e Bl sg i 535, A SCAERRETNEL AL -, SIS
SOOI, BB SR e ARG S, DL B 4 It T PRI B v B«
o SRMER: BOERBURNAE BT BORSCRE IR, BRI KRR T A 12%:
o HMEIER(EEAE): 4EFF) 451E 9.38%;
o EMFER: BT RME. HRBORRE, HEKETESE 6%.
W 2 Jeon T =R 5N 2021~2025 4 FCFF (#7545 S (*ah . 12.7T):

Table 2. Free cash flow forecast for Company A under three scenarios (Unit: CNY hundred million)
Fz2 ZMERT AXRBBRASRIN(EA: 1Z7T)

g 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 EEH
o) 6.52 7.31 8.19 9.18 10.29 30.12
i 5.96 6.51 7.13 7.79 8.53 27.71
A5 5.41 5.74 6.09 6.46 6.85 25.05

B RO, F— MBS ETE 25.05~30.12 12702 [R5 5, et T A Py 22 W0 48 55 547 B
SN A I A A ) S 2 R
3.22. BEFERMESE_MEfHE

F—PrBh 2021~2025 4, GBI RN 2025 5 FETHEEE B BB AN E N, S i ol K 6
RIPFE 1 ORHRE B A I =K T LW AR, SR )5 456 AU R AT LG 28 7] (AR (B DR BCFE A5 (EV/EBITDA) SR 318
HAEE, ST AT 205 B B (E .

(1) TR H B ) EBITDA

1155 P48 1978 S RSB AR A2 S R AR BN A AT V5, B IR R AL HE T S O3 H AT I
K 8.74%HEATiHE, @it i 15 5] 2021~2025 £ EBITDA TilEdE . a1 3 iz,

=
s
s
=
fas
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Table 3. EBITDA forecast (Unit: CNY hundred million)
3 3. EBITDA Tz ($£4L: 1Z7T)

4y 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

BB HTHE 12.02 13.15 14.39 15.74 17.21
hoe AR S A 6.60 7.22 7.90 8.64 9.45
%F. EBITDA 18.63 20.38 22.29 24.38 26.67
Pz 8.74% 8.74% 8.74% 8.74% 8.74%
PR 0.92 0.85 0.78 0.72 0.66
EBITDA Hl{& 17.13 17.23 17.34 17.44 17.54

(2) R RIBIEILFE T LA

KT LE AR SR LERRARIC A SefkIE B 5. bR, BARPIRBAN T A 0] B ik 6 ZKn]
FEAR], I K EORERE T, 7 mINEERIR RS « BB B B IR R EE LSS ISR RN
B GCR AL, R A AFRIRERGRI =K AR, ORISR, I T EMR. W& 4,

Table 4. Summary of comparable Companies’ Metrics (Unit: CNY hundred million)

=4 AL ARHERRL B REAL: 27T)

NSRS Tl TRETET BRI R %) EE WS KR (%) T 7152 (%)

ARF(X,) 0.52 4.35 12.02 -3.98 60.59
BHAEREUR( X,) 0.32 2.68 12.19 -9.41 72.94
HLRRETR( X,) 1.08 9.15 11.77 4.79 40.30
W2 IRRE( X,) 0.65 9.07 7.12 -3.05 66.80
VGRS X,) 0.47 4.56 10.45 2.43 69.21
BT ( Xs) 0.63 9.84 6.35 -4.52 54.76
BRI X ) 1.54 7.02 21.19 29.23 39.78

() LEAMALH: ¥ EREIEEL AKX, = ;(Et; AT R ENAL T, WIEE 5 Fis.

0

Table 5. Summary of dimensionless results (Unit: CNY hundred million)

F5 RERUERLCERENM: 27T)

IR (53l AT BERGER(%)  EE BRI (%) (%)

ARXF(X,) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
BAEREIR( X,) 0.62 0.61 1.01 2.36 1.20
HLIARETR( X,) 2.07 2.10 0.97 -1.20 0.66
W 2IRRE(X,) 1.25 2.08 0.59 0.76 1.10
WIPHEELE( X,) 0.91 1.04 0.86 —0.61 1.14
BRI (Xs) 1.21 2.26 0.52 1.13 0.90
BRPEREL( X ) 2.96 1.61 1.71 -7.32 0.65

]

DOI: 10.12677/fia.2025.146166 1487 [ bR 2 1A


https://doi.org/10.12677/fia.2025.146166

B, W%k

(4) dexMEZEr R M BB LRPUAEIRRZE, ZEARK: A (k) =|X, (k)= X, (k)| F2IH%
WNFEN A, =0.0141, PIRERZE A, =8.3291, 414 6 K.

Table 6. Absolute difference table (Unit: CNY hundred million)
6. MIMEEDFRERM: 127T)

VNGB N R A REROEERE PR EREE R EEWSRAKR B AGR
HARREIR(A,) 0.37 0.38 0.01 1.36 0.20
HAETR(A,) 1.07 1.10 0.02 2.20 0.33
BE2IREE(A,) 0.25 1.08 0.40 0.23 0.10
IhPEEERE(A,) 0.08 0.04 0.13 1.61 0.14
HEPHIBLA (A) 0.21 1.26 0.47 0.13 0.09
Brepa gk (Ag ) 1.96 0.61 0.76 8.32 0.34
(6) WHABRAL: WA, WA AL, 1 4,,-0845L, Y —<oe 222001015,

max

1.4 MRYE G 5 I EUE, £=1.5y=1.5x0.1015=0.1522 .
e

(6) KEXREIEAR: CRMAHRE e K 0.1522, W LA T AR R R EUERE 6.

B min min A, (k)+g><m?x max A, (k)

(X )= 9
(% A; (k)+&xmaxmax A, (k) ®)
i k
Hoeh, maxmax A, (k) PR %, maxmax A, (k) = Ay, =8.3291 5 minmin A, (k) Ay 7 2% /b %
min min A, (K)=Ap, =0.0141, Wk 7 firs.
Table 7. Basis table for correlation coefficients (Unit: CNY hundred million)
7. KBRBEMTRERNM: 2T)
NGB S BRI B 1 o 7 bE Tl FEFRABEK B
HTEREIR 0.78 0.77 1.00 0.48 0.87
R REIR 0.54 0.54 0.99 0.36 0.79
i eI N 0.84 0.54 0.76 0.85 0.93
IIIE=Y O 0.94 0.97 0.91 0.44 0.90
TEFH By 0.86 0.50 0.73 0.91 0.93
e P A 0.39 0.68 0.63 0.13 0.79

(7) THEFRBRE IR : 43 9 SR B /S ST B A MY i B B0 () S B B 24, MR DA R SR BR i 5 A 2R nT 15
T RBEBMER . MEEH, WIEE. (L TH AR X = KA TR S L B i,
e PR B s I A F] o I TSR R R = KA | SRS |5 E 43 0.3259. 0.3038. 0.2871.

1o
(- 3ra(K) (10

ot 6 (k) ZRBRAREG r RRIRE, ZRWE 8 P,
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Table 8. Mean correlation degree table

8. KEKEMER

IR RERFEME KRR =4 A b
B REIR 0.78

FL e TR 0.65

MR 0.78 0.32

L7 A 0.83 0.30

HEBH A 0.79 0.28

B PE b 0.52

WA 9 R, THER B AL

Table 9. EV/EBITDA weighted average calculation table
5% 9. EV/EBITDA M E#IHER

VTIEA S EV/EBITDA L T
W Re 5.2152 0.3259 1.70
Ll PG A 4.9687 0.3038 1.51
BRI A 4.6125 0.2871 1.32

SR - - 453

3.3. fRg A AR EIRIE

AT, AR SR [ & 43 9 R B (& = 0.5) R BRI/ BB Nk 8t 7572, HAxZ3 4 WACC,
FCFF Tl 45) 5 A7 iE R B — 3. BB IR

(1) KBS (] & = 0.5 158 7] LA 7 SR 5

(2) FTHL AR : EHOCEREERT =1 AR (B ae . g, AEPa R A);

(3) IBHMEHGTE: IACFHHE: EVIEBITDA, B2EHEECN 4.62;

(4) ZMHIPE: RAAR(D), FRSIEBRNE A 114.21 /27T,

%45 B 5 A T7(107.19 2. 78) K SE PR E (105.44 2 T0) 0 EL iR, AR 40510 2555 8.31%, &
TASCINEN) 1.66%, BLEHBNES 73 R BAESE A AE HERf 1 07 T B A B AR .

3.4. THHGER
% 10 AN FEME TS5 R .

Table 10. Validation of Company A’s value assessment results

= 10. A ARNEITFEEEREIE

= H¥fE (fz.7o) LB
AT VAL 107.19 FCFF-iR A5 Hip i
FfE H bR e 105.44 2020 4F 12 H 31 H
WA IRZE 1.66% TR BE T
RS IEVHGE 114.21 I#] 5 43 #% 7% (p = 0.5)
R WiRr o 8.31% B
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4, EMSITSERBGERERE

R I6 PR 45 R A AR A, XTI ER (WACC) AR H A5 B AT SO 70 AT » FEUE B e T IR A 8.74%,
BHEECN 453 %5, BT EEERM E ETFES LA A, BHEER L TES) 0.5 %,
A41. pEFESSHIEE

AW E IFEUETE ST BLR AN 8.74%, BHAMTECN 453 5. AHEESHAR IS ER RN, KT
PRI L B B RS 1 AN E 0 (B 7.74% % 9.74%), 1B S BUERHEE IR E R ES) 0.5 £
(BN 4.03 5% 5.03 £i5), ME—A5 x 3 MIRBUSYE T HRE, LATH B /R PG A0(E 0 mT BESE 3l X [A]

4.2. MBMESIER
T L BoR THEAFFEOR SR EAHBAET, A ARRSE AR,

Table 11. Sensitivity analysis of enterprise value to discount rate and exit multiple

F 11 A EX T IR SR AR EURE S 1R

N BHAEH
MGLUS 4.03x 4.53% (FHE) 5.03x
R 7.74% 108.92 118.15 127.38
LK. 8.24% 105.61 114.47 123.32
IR 8.74% (FHE) 102.46 107.19 111.93
R 9.24% 99.46 104.79 109.13
PFOLE: 9.74% 96.73 100.89 105.05

Ve AL NSRS 5 R RO TEAL B .

4.3. LR

(1) ESEEHBESTEENFTIE £1%, BHAEE £0.5%), PHEEX [R5 196.73,127.38 1147,
S HSEBRTiT{E 105.44 127058 WA BLIX A1, TERAVPAL 45 R 2 R IFfafddt.
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o SEGTTEML, A SCHE SO BRI A E 1% 22 8.31% 4 & 1.66%, WEEIRT | VAN HERTE.

5. fREILERE

AL TR R Al A A FUAWETER R, M 1 Sk Ja PR B FCRR B, I 5] IR 5 ek
S RBIRK ORI TS, PP AN E. FEEERIT:
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AESAARR T P2 B TR S TN 5 T 3 LU T e, B3 A A AT A R
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HERPE . SARGT IR (B E 7 W R B 0.5) ML, PRAIRZE 8.319% 1% % 1.66%, JilE 1 J7vATGH A 2tk

(3) BHUENEI TR, VS RAESHS BPEE B N R e, HIR S EO I ERBI AR,
i U RN S = 2 B el M R /AT 3

WU IR ARRBEFUTT HE— PRI BRI A, REIRFE Y S5 B AN e PR R R AR, IRz il
HEZRY™ e N T oAt s B SR AT M, S0iE A & A 5 B 4B
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