Finance <R, 2025, 15(4), 794-807 Hans X
Published Online July 2025 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/fin
https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2025.154085

LNEMRZFIE AR E T 5=

KR, LA
TN B B e BB, TR TN

Wk H . 20254F5 280 A EM: 20254F6H13H; & T HI: 20254F7H21H

R

AHTIE AR E A E AT ARE L LNE R IR E A AV R, BRI AR MRS EL
B . FEYPERRM SRR L, RANSEIEHIRMER, B3EY FIIHE. T
B S EREHT R BE L BRIMENEENE, WERRFSER, SRS HALELRE
R AKZR, HRRAKRESESHFTRITE, RREERRE R

X 5in

BiFEL, LN, HlEsE>, FEHLARA

Research on Bond Default Risk of LN Co., Ltd.

Shunquan Zhu, Dongyi Lin

School of Digital Finance, Guangzhou Huashang College, Guangzhou Guangdong

Received: May 28™, 2025; accepted: Jun. 13, 2025; published: Jul. 21, 2025

Abstract

This study takes the bond default event of LN Co., Ltd., the first state-owned enterprise convertible
bond default in China, as the entry point, and uses machine learning methods to construct an early
warning model for corporate bond defaults. On the basis of preliminary selection of financial indi-
cators, a machine learning random forest model is adopted to automatically select the importance
of multi-dimensional features such as financial indicator features, convertible bond market fea-
tures, and macroeconomic variables, construct a risk scoring system, train and predict the variables
with the most predictive power for corporate defaults, capture the trend of risk fluctuations, and
provide early warnings, so as to improve the ability to identify credit risks.
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1. 5|8

B [ A BRI IR AT R, S 5RE RS, GAPy “NIL” RAERIE R B R
ANFERAE,  FrEBeR A A AR H st el EX 5N, WA GRS AL A RS, O R
W2 5HIZOES

PRI FR AL S GOBCR PE AR 5E TR, WA IAENT SRR IRAT 1) 2 M . SR, BB T M 8284l
AN ZE S D) LT, WTRGIINEL SHIEREi g 2, JCHARSERK, FESZIREHE T, HRE
TR NI o W] R A5 BN AE S A2 I e SR AP AR A B RIS 5 b 20 L T 5 28 P ks SR RO A P 240 XU

FEIX — RS R v, A 31 [ A T e ot i 20 S AU B AR T . RERA —EMBCEE B
WIRUEH, (HAR > E A G5 R E . BERIRE 89, R RER I R A0 U e il Bk, e A Al
RAT W AT TF B 20 MG 7, B B I 3

LN B8 — ZORAT AT e i Ty [ A, S RS2 2 77 MR R, i B G ), 2 KU
Ef R W H TR 2 WU, A7 Bl T3R50 B A Al A5 P XU B e (0 SC R LA, 3R T T 37 AU B
FERe ), BAEENER M EM R X

2. iR

HHl, SURE 2 RS el i A7 AE 32 SRR . FLAE 20 thad, [ PR R A wbxl fi s
BRI T REWIL, IHFZER R — R B EA 5SETE, BT A B4 AR . A
FIRE ST SRS A e, (EREAE SR TS L FA 2, B FORBERT BEARAE PR AR T

2.1. FRRERENER LR

157 2532 240 IRURG: (0 AT 9 6 115 P RGBSR L PR A4 2 . Merton (1974) Bt S W] B 7= M (E AR A Mer-
ton MR, EVCR HIBUE N BRI N Tk 1 55 20 70 i, BE 7 BB SER( 1] BEJS, Altman (1977)% T
WSS HRBRITR 7 Z 1H 500, it AR Hr B A i 2, Dy KU BSR4 1 SR TR 2], B EE T
LI BERRRAAE AT, Qi 2R AR (201 7) MAT AL Fis R GE 1 S5 BRI 20 AU, D e AT b 1 U it
feft T HIRHESE(3]. XEEHT N G LGRS L KIS R AT TSR 4t 1 B E PR M Se e RE A, H6E3h 115
ARG PP 77 AN T A o

2.2. BRRFEENSHLREE KB

225 FA DR (T 240 XS RO S A2 [ A AT TE PR L2277 1] - Giesecke (201 1R HYA85F M T & B {5
FIRUS:, GDP 3K AR ICIRbR4]. EAAF S PIRIE TR AR, KIREQO20)AIZTF T AT
JiR Al g A SR TR, SBORAR EIt, JCHARMRBE R E A R [5]. FMRSE(2022) 40 78
fath, BMATHR AN B T UL S, RS XS 6], BEAk, 07EE(2020) 58 I BR AR A R A
RLBE AN, G0 B LRI E R 7). X LEWE TR Y i 2 WS I BRI TN S04 1 SR .

23. M EERMEEER
Al I S PR LR PN A FELR 1 240 XU FORZ O SR B TRT 3R - Douglas 55(2016) 4 H AR I it A% 58 1 B4
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S 555 A (8], N FEdE— DAk 7 I S5 4EAR, BHIRE(2018) ] FH BENLARMAEL AL 4 1 R i 27 T 3
(K20 R R 2, R B AR ST« TG TR LA BE G A 12 35 20 (A% Lo AR AR[9] - XU BESE(2021) ik —
WEE G AW FIMK ST I 58, &7 — EH@*M%%K%V@M@%H%%W&& Nt
PR T BRSO T T R10]. B /MEQ2020) UG H, 157 55 45 A A BRI Bh 1 s 72 [ 4 R0k e Aol i
AP EFR 1. M 53R FHE R T M AliE 2 1 s 2

24. HlBEFIEXBEERARNNA

BEE BRI, PLES o2 ST A E 2 T E . [E 42438 W Hamori 25(2018) M FH VR E 2 2]
THFEA M (E R, gt m 1 XU T A5 [ 12],  Abhijeet (2019)%2 H 1 —Fi 5 T Bl HLAR AR 4R
ATA5 RS PEAS 73%%, IR 7 — A FH T Tl 3 o 24 RS 1R %5 A5 FH T A5 A4 13] - Shrivastava 55(2020)
WEFE T I BEATLARPR B2 08 B E 28 WA ™ U JEAT TR (T AT 1, FE4 t 2 AL B 68 D1Ail e = mT Rk
SR B OB ARRAE , AT R 7B 7= T 5 A DR AE R AR 2 (A1 DG R [14] 0 HLAS 2% S AE R Bk B A AE TS
FH AR S ABS 1 f 97 F 4% 52 5678 . Bosker 25(2024) 36 T ML 3% 2 31 (AR B PR A0 SRR XU A% o 1) 7
F, 5ER T AR B AR RS ) A B R (15]. E AT RB IR, 35 E A (2024) IR R IR E
TEAS FRES R, R BRI B S 5 A R R M Bk ik 161

15t 75 35 240 IRV 2 46 Rl i 3 1) B A TR, LB FUAR THE R B A, U Merton 5 RYAN
Altman Z T8 8%E . 255 A B 2E 2 IR R 2, A5 AT S m s X, [E 22 36 E
TIX—KRFR, HiHZUAETIBNIE 2185 15 TR RS F RS o Al 55 R 10T A 0 2 R i
LIRS A% O IRB R 3, A AR S AN A BE AT T AL . BEARBOREE, ML S i 20K
RvPAl B TR, GIvREES o) BENLARARSE T2 M .

3. FEAMERE R
3.1. BEAERFEHERIER

ARIIRETF 2024 F /IR KA BLN ETTHR R AL LN BAE NEL 4, fHik S LE kA
B NTERANEE I B8R, R 2018 F55 2 RS 2024 F5 3 /R, BRIt 24 MR, X lART
R HEAEH 7 TimeSeriesSplit #E4738 XIGIE, A7 i S 2 I RS AR EE . AH S IREAS B0
KFETFZ2/NEE, B Wind BdEE. SVEE. 27 EME.
3.2. MEIRIRER

T S FRHRBEL RS R FZ RN, ASCHIDIRICL R A S5 ARHEfe b, WS SFahn. A
AL . EMEFF =N, WEHETREMERs R R . S Ein iR A Ifahs. £

AREITEAR EIZRE TR KIRREI R ML E TR S, WA 1, AR5 LA SR B sh ik BGE
EE SRR L

Table 1. Characteristic index table

1. FHEERRR

i3 =y Y=g '
X1 R
A BE IR bR X2 TR
X3 BRI
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X4 B R 2
X5 e ez
X6 HE LA
X7 WA e E %
1At Jifabn
X8 BErE A
X9 ST
X10 FERL L
X11 B e
HIZRE 1R bR X12 FE IR e 2
X13 S ST 3 2
X14 ERIASTIONEE 41§ S
R IR S1HERR X ‘
X15 VAT JaR 45 i [ b 1 K 2
X16 B LR E RN
RN K=
X17 SE IR E RN
X18 anfoiti i
X19 e
AT RS AR X20 TR A A
X21 ERTi
X22 Gz ieinties
X23 GDP K5
FEME RS X24 il =
X25 GIES
3.3. ARG
AR AR EAT R Ge i, S5 R 2.
Table 2. Descriptive statistics of characteristic indicators
2. FHEfEARHEAR M gt
(i) Eisg HfE P 72 BRKME B/MA
X1 B A -3.1878 13.0253 19.1639 —40.3347
X2 BRI A 0.2721 3.2528 8.0848 —8.5755
X3 HEENE 14.3548 10.2952 29.0600 -14.3766
X4 AR R 2 -12.2052 21.7693 10.2479 —59.9803
X5 A 0.9810 0.1071 1.1738 0.7641
X6 A 0.8335 0.2042 1.0738 0.4603
X7 PamEE -0.0194 0.0380 0.0984 —0.0965
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X8 B AR 75.2197 5.0228 86.4268 69.9671
X9 EEY 42622 1.1885 7.3675 3.3297
X10 PR 3.2622 1.1885 6.3675 2.3297
X11 BB AR 0.1713 0.1624 0.6476 0.0160
X12 1P 17 i e 0.4073 0.3882 1.5436 0.0434
X13 INL SRS 1.1658 1.0030 3.8027 0.0908
X14 ERIZSYLONE v E -3.5166 60.2011 197.4542 —72.4863
X15 VA g 4R [ bl g e 2 —262.8310 715.5113 229.8111 -3311.9177
X16 HEFI SR S EIRN —27.3008 39.2611 15.9554 —148.5133
X17 LEH LR EN BN 158.8217 111.0201 592.3500 58.0000
X18 4R E(n) 95.0784 5.8667 104.5041 81.2362
X19 M ET) 80.7440 18.7000 113.9942 46.3918
X20 AR (12 7T) 6.5788 0.0291 6.6 6.4549
X21 WA On) 105.2268 12.0964 129.0500 75.9020
X22 BIE:riaties 35.1316 24.3972 97.4405 3.8817
X23 GDP #f % 5.1667 4.0857 18.7000 —6.9000
X24 TR 2 1.6083 1.3449 4.5000 -0.3000
X25 Flz 2.7252 0.4163 3.5210 2.0160

KRR Wind BdE .

M 2 I S fabrckE, BRI R BEERR BRI Bl RNR g K, 5
J % I ) LG KR R B I 0B B N B R BB B RO , SX BT 45 Fa bR sh K
RNESR/MEMZEE S . g6 EA T, o AHEN XS bR R I E R T LN Bt 145 X
WARRE, FEFIFELRIKAE.

MNHE 2 AT T SRR AR, TR A FME iR A IR AR BB AT L o LN R 6 4% 13 00
BIMEN 6.5788 1270, KIAFIT RAT ML 6.6 1270, IR 55 K TR 48R BB Z 288 . 456 341E 0.9810
sl b2 5 3548 0.8335 FIEAI R, BIRA F I GRE /JWES, WalTE = AR ILRE 7758 K 58 7 5 b
BAK. BLERREILFEN-0.0194, KEIUERICIEHEGHNGS, FEHGUE G XK. 5IkFRE,
PR TR BN 75.22%, eI R IG FHE, WS AAT AP Rm, AR IR W . I i 25 1
IR 47 B4 2 3.88%, RATIIHEOKRIE TN, FER IR EIRGS, Al BAE ¥ 7 N H a2 . %
Wi s, REFPPBEPRENAKR, HEKSEEMRsEZE. MEREKATHEOAL, REAF
FEAT S5 25 0 P A M S5 1

AL, LN Bt vl # Gl s shyi B 75.90 & 129.05 76, HMH 105.23 6, FiifaE, HY)EHE
RS 5 o S BN SRR PR, O B AN B AR T B 1 68.57%, HAEIBZIHTZ) 98%H)
AIFEAR SE G I, THIHRT RSB IR Z A5 00 155 T R IR MR G5 T AT . B RORTTTH, &
e R R EACH 0.1713, &K 0.016, BRI E S BIEE IAR: [FEF, BN S A 8§ F]
TR 3G K 23 7 ) -3.5166 5-262.831, ZAIGE 1™ E FiE. LRSS T faase RiE, R
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NAEFERTRFECGAL, T EO SRR, BATUR “ JoiE e B - BB SZR - 20k IR B A%
LN BARUCEL YT 5 i RS IE R 2, 45 & B0 AR S RAITEAR, R Haos Hd 24 U A S8 s AR B A

M2 PRIEATERE, BEUEAKRMAREPR B A K, GDP R RAPAEROR, RYILTHE
IAFAERFEATENE, MR RS, GDP MK M I EAE NS I 1, 5 5 I ARG K 1]
THSE TR RRIBEOE 9846 K.

3.4. HATLLE

T s BE AR AN T HAR I ZRae 7, AT ELEE AR H I WE S RHE. RIS TR
AIE RN T B R0 R AR 1) 5 R AR KR HEAT AL 2

KL osv XA NEEAE, B Date FIARTHIZRE], 84y e R 88 . @i
create_lag features FREL, AEIRANE 7 G RHE. S0 BT~ i X8, WiE I E RN 1, BRI ZI%L
P SAT— A ZEARM SR, USRI, T i G 2 X22 IR X25, fEwER 3,
DA S RS E 3, AR SRAL 1 )R] PR A1 0 B ST IR . BEALE I SR G BT AR X8 AR A
R X22, HIE X25 ZIHEIRA RN IBOARE 71 B ArAe &, ILX(1).

Risk Score =0.4x X8+ 0.3xX22+0.3xX25 )]

B A AR AR AR R i e W 25 SE LR M5 5 W BURAN R S I E O E VIS, IR
B USSR AR A Bl AT REXT Al R B B8 AR S 2 0 RE 707 2L LR o K KU VF 3 B LT 40%
B AGTR L 30% A AT A . 30%A %, KL AIEE . i MR AT E L B ER, B
Fia gz mi s LB tg it .

ARIENEFAETIN TR SRR BxF X8, A & HR/ANA 2 RIRSIMEMRIEZE, FoR
R 2% 2 A 2R B R TR e gt i, DAY s LR IR AR X22, (A RN 3 HIIR
NIME, D RS BEXE X25, A DR 3 R bR e, DAHAR LB VEAFAIE . K3
T DVRHIEA B Tl S2 50 r i [ AR s . ilid dropna MHBR 1 ELE GRARME AT, DA OREGE 5 .
3.5. HERE

o, HATEIE ). A TimeSeriesSplit BEAT I [8] Fp 4158 SCIGAIE, A ORESHE U1 23 755 I8 TG
By b AR A M B . 7ERF— 058 XEEH, 12 RandomForestRegressor Il 25 Bl LA [A] 15851 3 1447
W, THE MAE 1 MSE, DA S5 8 (SO vEff PE AR e M . 58 a8 IR AIE 5, {88 F 480 U1 S 2%
PR AR, SRR L 3.

Table 3. Model evaluation
< 3. 1REIY

fekx /e EALEN
PRI R E MAE 6.073987010000007
YR E MSE 60.36775731905215

HEKVE: Python it .

MAE (Mean Absolute Error)# -1~ 35) TNAE 15 FLSLAH Z [A] (1) T35 a0t 12 22 . MAE i@/, B8 1) Fi
IR, TS R . WIR MAE A4 0, R T 5 e . T A 5i35 18 20 RV [ /2 [0,
100], M 3 BI%1 MAE 2984 6.07, NIEBRE R R Z RN, K472 6.07%.

i
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MSE (Mean Squared Error) fJiH 877 ;R R ZTT7, X EARKREZR TN RS EFBESEET . A
1% 3 Al WAz MSE 2174 60.37, MSE X K22 Uk, BBl E BN, St 1 AR RS e Fiii
AACK IR ZE o el AE e AU 5 25 O TN o, BOK ) MSE AT RESR SIS 2R R BE K I R TS 7 R 240 IR o

3.6. TEEEM T
NP SE FRAE 5 TONE ST X b, B R R TR BT ) R R, a5 R 1.

Actual vs Predicted Risk_Score

— Actual
=== Predicted
55
50 -
o
S
(o]
(2]
X
wn
© 45 1
40
35
2020 2021 2022 2023 2024
Date

Figure 1. Comparison of actual values and predicted values

Bl 1. EPrMESTNMERTEE

1 B S B (R 6 40) A0 TREINBL (A0 68 RE 4R0) B s 1 SRALLH 3, 3R AR RE NS 47l g 280 3000 P Ak g
Eash o ABAE— LI B, JUHOR SN BRI X5, L 2021 47 A FE B A S bR B 2 1) 5 SR B S (Y 22 50 .
R R RUAL,  FREE PR B SR FE AL PR T SERBR B, 5 BRI 72 AL 21 2RI B IS 7] BEAEAE — 58 W IS
BRI AN o TTAE— Le-P AR B X3, AT R TR0 R I AT, SERME M B L . X T RER ], AEAUAE
FIBUAR XS P A5 00 B s i) SRS 47, (B AESEN BORIEEE b, B B 0 A P R R

Feik, ASCHERT quarter I IRFAEE BRSNS TR AR YURFAE, RN (8] 52 HUS R o A Bl TR A 4l 3 %
FHFEBA, 18 Permutation Importance 5 & I [8] /37 1A Y (I HRFAIE DT MR EE o T BN B BN 5 5 AN RFAE Y “ 8
R, JFEAT THEE, S45PRILE 4.

HI7E 4 AT, X224 X19+ X210 X7 AR Z AR, 7055 30.97%. 21.07%- 4.35%. 1.72%
MIEE . RGN R . F RO E . Wit i LG R R LN B ird L il e 2 1
REEM, JUHR S MRS A R FR bR ok 35 . Wi SRR E X25_lag 3 F X25 lag 2 R
tH—E R EE S, XN ) SR AT BT — e SR, e Bl Hh N ) e 81 v i I RO AR AE . TR B
fIE X22_rolling_mean_3 1 X25_rolling_std 3 HIRHEEZMEEAL, 405108 0.21%F1 0.15%, Ut B 417 44
BEAEA AR T 35 R U038 30 7 T R ARO BE 5/s « JEH R BB VIR B S 1 RFAIE X8 _rolling_mean_2 FlI
X8_rolling_std_2 [EENEFLIE T 0, HE—DEUE X — 5.
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Table 4. Variable features of importance

F4. LERFMEERN

Feature Importance
X22 0.309701
X19 0.210679
X21 0.043480

Feature Importance

X7 0.017153

X6 0.003510

X25 lag_3 0.003033
X25 lag 2 0.002680
X22 rolling_mean_3 0.002084
X22 lag 1 0.002017

X5 0.002002

X8 rolling_std 2 0.001932
X25 0.001863

X3 0.001627

X16 0.001546

X9 0.001531

quarter 0.001521
X25_rolling_std 3 0.001468
X22 lag 3 0.001278

X8 lag 1 0.001264

X1 0.001235

X20 0.001194

X2 0.001133

X4 0.001099

Feature Importance
X12 0.001087
X15 0.001065

X25 lag 1 0.001005
X17 0.000962
X22 lag 2 0.000959
X13 0.000857
X23 0.000787
X11 0.000727
X14 0.000708
X8 0.000691

i
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Bk
X8_rolling_mean 2 0.000583
X10 0.000453
X24 0.000441
X18 0.000294

By kIR : Python #ijtH .

Feature Importance (Permutation Importance)

X6§
3

X25 ]a
. X257 a§"2 1
X22_ro||m9<2ri1'ela —3
_lag

X8_rolling_std E
X9

SEEY

. quarter
)Qs_rolllng(]_statj 5
X227|ag_3 1
X8-1ag1 -

- X8
X8_ro|llng_mea)er% ]
X24 4

X18

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
Importance

Figure 2. Variable features of importance

B2 ZTEHTEEEM

Pl 2 B I AR N 7 B A A0 o A 284 (%) T 5 il 5 K

M 2 AR R B R 45 R, TR R X22. B X19. Wit X21 MILE R R X7
X LN et g i 205 ma e K DA R R, BV A E 30.97% 21.07% 4.35% 1.72%. XK
WA HRI . HRN A ISR R E L RS L mm R . BART S, AT i i 26 F e i
P B R T T30 A w AR RIG K AN L B e 51 7, TSN AT 1 A w I SR i i R B, a4
S AL R BT RE 7T . BT LR s ik T Al I RE G e ), S AR s M BB DA G . axX P
NP EEE R, TR &R SRENMEXT LN B0 B L AR 2] T oCsEMEsmm.

A2 KB, LN B 0% 55 i ai 28 X1 BMER-3.19%, BE SR ZRIE T R KE-12.21%, Bt
AFVRARBFIRE B E, KIPNAT5H0RE, XEFEWIN TEL RN . thoh, BE5RI%F X4 MbsiEE s
1% 21.77%, AERNBAIRETIFRbRE s BN, B — PR EE R FE, (i id 2 XU TE AT 2%
(R =L

M 55480 K, LN R 5= i fi 2 X8 ¥WMERIA 75.22%, FF1E 2024 F=ZFFEIAH] T 85.08%.
R B E A T W SAT AR R, SR E K. HARREERW S BN TR, 2023 EE IR
FLLRPE 17.08%, VABRHARE 557 10.96 1470, XEH IR PIRIE TS50 BRI TRE. 7
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R A2 RIS Kk, AR InE L T ReE

MATHEAZ TR AEFR AR KA, LN BeAn il % Gl it X21 39480 105.23 J6, Al fiiiih 2 X22 1
BN 35.13%. (HIELYRATT, "G 2 BB RIZY, BARIH 3.88%, ULHAT 7% LN Befh S 0™
AR . EELFHRAER, B 2024 4 8 A, LN BB BB BINEI 68.57%, FHRKEFT
RACH N, BMAERGS LB AR, R,

MG FFHabRRE, GDP KR X23 BIEN 5.17%, EHshtEik, SREEEN-6.90%. XFE
B % W 8 5 A8 TR AN AR 5 T Al (R 228 R e VAR AE — S8 RGN o TEZRTF AT A, A VB4 38 & J7 Il
1M LN BAn i E 2k % & EPC. PPP % IiH, H&RIBRMK, ZA&FMEBHFBIIIFmER, #—
IR T B fEAL.

4. LN RIEHRBIS
4.1. LN B EXRER

SR A S ORI A FR A B RAL T 1998 4, FFF 2014 Fpli3h BT (R EARD: SZ.002717). £id
TREMKIE, AFIESE “CER + SUR” SREE, RIEEK, T K Bk &Sl T S R
FIZfE, F7E TR, MR, @RS5EEN WM R, WEEHEW LRI 1B E
THE KA GKIAEIR SO BHEE . SR DL R U 5 /S KA

Table 5. Shareholding situation of the top ten circulating shareholders of LN Shares
5. LN R ATHRBR R R BN

B AR 2 JB AR I FEB LG5 A ARG 1@ A =
sl AR P AR A AR AL (A R A 1K) HEAF 5.26% 84,260,000
FHIET A 4.56% 73,012,243
FW T RERGRAT He 0.94% 15,016,078
ol KB SR A R A E] B AT 0.92% 14,738,375
mRAE A 0.63% 10,017,635
P N 0.40% 6,366,500
HEE A 0.36% 5,798,000
A N 0.23% 3,740,000
25T N 0.21% 3,411,274
FE MK N 0.21% 3,358,471

BRI R E M

TE 2022 SEH KB X S AR P R X 2 ol LN Bty sebrds sl N, LN B Bt s [ 75 4%
JBER BT Ao AR S T, Al AR M B A Ak Al (R AP R L KB R AR 5 A R A F] A R
T, HATFR LB AR 6.18%, W27l HI BT & 0 .

B2 6 IT I, LN Befn iz lk 550 me AR S B W S8 2 . /K 5898 Bt 1 DA R SO = b = R AR e
FRAE AT 2024 £ =FAREHE, A FISEIEI 8.05 1270, R TR 51.02%; #FiE 58 2.77 146, FHL
WD 32.68%. [FINF, ARG EGESHBIAE] 41.84 1470, =i EE 85.08%.
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Table 6. Proportion of business revenue of LN Shares

2 6. LN Bk SUEAELE

BIgE| 2019 4 2020 4 2021 4 2022 4 2023 4
AERmERESBEWS 47.34% 57.11% 49.11% 48.76% 55.17%
IG5 IR FREG VR HL 5% 39.64% 38.77% 42.98% 47.78% 40.92%
AR S5 13.01% 4.11% 7.92% 3.46% 3.91%

BRI R E M

4.2. LN R aI &5k 295 14 =i

1. LN JBeAn nl 5 R AT 1 L
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Table 7. Variable characteristic importance main results
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