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Abstract

To tackle the problem of low accuracy in predicting financial distress in China’s foreign trade enter-
prises, attributable to data imbalance, insufficient information and concept drift, this paper utilizes
annual data on systemic risk indicators and financial metrics of China’s foreign trade enterprises
listed on the China’s A-share market between 2010 and 2022 to construct the time weighting com-
bined with AdaBoost cost sensitive support vector machine model for dynamic corporate financial
distress prediction. Empirical findings indicate that systemic risk indicators possess predictive po-
tential independent of traditional financial metrics. This makes them valuable as non-financial, dy-
namic early warning indicator for China’s foreign trade enterprises, thereby enhancing the predic-
tive accuracy of various comparative models. The time weighting combined with AdaBoost cost sen-
sitive support vector machine model incorporating systemic risk indicators effectively addresses
challenges arising from data imbalance, information scarcity and concept drift, significantly im-
proving the accuracy of dynamic predicting financial distress in China’s foreign trade enterprises
under the 2015 Chinese stock market crash, the Sino-US trade friction and the COVID-19 epidemic,
which can be used as an efficient risk dynamic early warning tool for China’s foreign trade enter-
prises.
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H, EIEAT CAE PRI AR P E BRI BRI 0 SRR . T RATHE . AT
K% 2015 F T RE Y« 365 5 BEHE KR it ¢ e 55 — R A EAF B b T, A E AR kiR
KL 2 MR 55 T RGUIE KR 2 R [1] [2]. 1T SR 245, Bt G S5 AN B S ) AT IR 365 80U 45 RIS I A R 2
W55 WAL 22 SRS 29, Wil R SR 1M AS IR TE RIS 28 H 45 2 Flg A2 i )
BrfL e A AT, 51K RTEHE KRG XK[3]. Bk, Mg & RG0S R RIS 2 ST 3
A, A A 57 Al F I 55 PR B8 R A 2 0y L B

A M A 55 PR 358 P Aol b — AN A R i, 38 DA MR 75 45 45 i A 2 (Special Treatment, ST)1E
FIRKAE . Beaver [41% iR AR B GF v, AT T 29 T 55 LL Z 0t LA N 45 R 56T 1 28 5 4F
MITMIEE /7. Altman [STE T 2 E 1 Z-score £, UM TR S TIINHERG % . BEFEEA[6]. HFw
[7]~ #2226 [8] RN S ) EEATL[O] 55 A T4 REASE B [RIRE |V I FH 1 0 45 T 1) R

SR, FE A 55 VR 455 020 A0l 3 T M 248 ) A P48 10 1 A, DO 5% At e 1 Al B 0 %2 1 B N T 855
Ak AR BUREE ST BINZE A A R R AR L], S DB T 5 s e ARy, X2
BRFEARR T HACAM, AT T XD BERREAR I R, AL H b5 M KA 7 I 2 5% ) i
IMEBAREE /RN 101 BEAL, F2GE 0 &5 RIS T 50 K 2 2 TS AR i A B, 200 T 0 45 4580
I B T A T 7 AR R VA% I R DR e o0 A B R I () 284k, S B0 A RN FOE TR 0,
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TR ERR R R % . Sun [11]32H adaptive and dynamic ensemble of support vector machine (ADE-SVM)#5 %Y,
ARALE S S MY REAR L, HEREZ A SVM H0r KA RIETHEAGE M. fELLEEAE |, Sun [12]53
—B I NI AR RS, ARAEAEA BN (8] 26 5 IR AN EALE, JF45-5 AdaBoost HEZE XUk | A 3 50T
ML, $#EH T AdaBoost SVM internally integrated with time weighting (ADASVM-TW) A5 RY, DASZE B ST .

TR0 55 P B T R BT AR I 5 R I, AR BE X AL S5 SE L R A T ) H s e, RN
FRG I Rt 2 T B ML I 55 SE LR B R 3R [13] o 2l T 37 52 B RS e I, ERAT B 1S DY s RS
IR IRIRD[14], X 25 E 5 Al IR B It 5 B4 i e 07 A2 SRS MR, DT 389 b e N\ 55 PR 856 1))
W RGN R v BE S ) ROV B [15], AN SR x4 b (R U 55 IR VoL 3 e <

ASCREIEBLA AT R A L [16], SIANRGEIERREbR, HEm NS & AdaBoost il A BIUR S
FE R ML (AdaBoost CSSVM-TW), H T 2025 i £l it 45 M 55 . & %%, KA XGBoost 175 il SHapley
Additive exPlanations (SHAP) 77 7% 73 #t Z 4t 1 KUK Al e [ A0 B2 Ak A 25 N B 2 [RT R 20 2R, AR R R itk
JARSEFRBRAE A1 5R AV 55 R 58 T b R I S5 8 Am IR0 7 - B, A A SCR 82 1) AdaBoost CSSVM-TW
B, MBS AT SN RGEVE R N 3R J5 TS B A 7 TR 0 9 6 2% DR 5 07 T PR TRl 23 2R 1k g
5 Sun [12]4 FH Y] ADASVM-TW HERUAREL, 51N RS XU ) AdaBoost CSSVM-TW 584 %f o [ 41 57
AV 55 N BE (R B T RO B . E— D Hh, 7255 18 i R AR T 801 2015 R [ e, T
A 7 78 92 17 I i A2 0o v L A0 B ARV I 55 IR B S e I, e e o) Ll R R AR S A ) TN R R,
AN Z G A (1) AdaBoost CSSVM-TW 57 1) ) 7 Tl ik 2 1 25 B iy o X 3R I IZ AR e 008 A e M A 412 )
FRGUNE AR 0] W0 55 DR 5 1) 48 255 5 0

2. HBGE ST AN
2.1 BRENRE

2.1.1. BRABURZ FEEHL(Cost Sensitive Support Vector Machine)

TEP R, & 48 1) SCRE A EHL(SVM) BB 15 T A 200 1R 43 RES AR AR SR 1) . LA AR
N WAL D ={(Xi,Yi )}l =12,--,n, HFEARLE D &iEn 7, W SVM F5 Z3k 3| — M At i
@' X+b =0 K FRFERDIE, UPEABELHEART M, WFEII AR & >0 AIETRF C, Hirk%k

W
min(w,g“):@m(i;j )
yi (07X +b)21-¢ )
§20, i=12--,n ®)

JRABUIR SR ) B AHL(CSSVM)IEIE SIANAN RIS A 48 73 FAAr, (R B % 5 A0 B AR 1Y
PRUERR, WA R R IS T ALE, DI DECRFEARIR A, e, HAr R B

()& A:
2
min(w,f):@+C[C+Z§i+CZ§jJ 4)
ien, jen_
c=2 c=" (®)
n, n

o, n Fn_ 23 AR A B Z B AR, C, B DA R N 2 BERREA R 0 R
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C_REZHBFEARY R N D BERFEAR IR A
2.1.2. ADASVM-TW #&5!

ADASVM-TW #AI DL SVM 1 36432588, 176 AdaBoost [IHEZE Fh 5] NIHAIBLCEMLE], ELiAH%RE
PEAR I RO FN T —F0 I 7 SR8 R R AEA b, SIS HBEREARGE, Rk T SRR R . B
(A B pR H A S(B) s o For, ¢ FRORFEA I [ AF 68, BEAEAS BB B IR ARG s A SRR AR IR [R] B (1)
TR %, BUE A0, 0.99].

o, =exp(-At), t=012,--,n-1 (6)
ADASVM-TW 5B 7E 4 B 70 AR A3 AR G B2 XS REA IO AT T Ak, FLREAH E pR 2 =X
(QEEN0))i
i1 il1o.
ol ==, i=12--,m (7
0y = @, op(-a lexp(A')), =12 mu=12-U-1 ®)
1 if f,(x)=y
l, = | <X> y. ©)
-1, if f(X) =y
a, =o.5|n(1;e“] (10)

Horr, U AR ADASVM-TW S ik AR IRE, m FRFEARGE. o), Al o, 75 HIFRE u+ LIRSS
u JIEARIES | AMFERIIBGE . 1) I TR REA R R R Tr 1, 4 BIERIIRAE A 1, 2 R IR e
N-1, Ak, o, H u IR SEER IR IR 6, BEBUER T, et/ AdaBoost £ 1) u L7 KA

2.1.3. ADA-CSSVM-TW & #&

[ SPREASTRESESE D
v
| EHREILE W) |
v
> FE8UESE D iS58 D, |
v

SINEDRMN, 1RIE Dy JIECSSYMED 2SS f, ()

W fu(z) HpKiEREe, | EH%E f1(2)

= AL H5%8 ()
.
WHESRE fu(x) HOIE o — :

s £,
- R A BN W1y P fu(@)

Figure 1. Flow diagram of the ADA-CSSVM-TW algorithm
1. ADA-CSSVM-TW B AR IZE
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ADASVM-TW #5874 B8 7 ) 25 THE 5 T 2 A H 8 i RO A 2050k, AR S o 45 4k v <57 3 A7 7 1 55080 2
AN a8 Rk, A SIS 51 NES AN 1 AN BUB S = AL(CSSVM), 4 HAFE S ADASVM-
TW A 35 2528, 5 3/ ADA-CSSVM-TW #5751 G845 75 e I s 245 TP BE A R, 50 ROt Ab HE %
PEAS P ) . BRI AR 1 FTaw
2.2. HENT(HIERR

ERTPEREIEES, BTRNBENEEER, LENIPETE, EftE, Teesimia T AK2
B, XS AR SRR . BTCL, N T B A B AL A P B AR 3 5 R I e 2R PR RE,
ASCAE T /D BOEEREA S FEUER R (TPR) AN AR T 55of /D R RE A () T 4028 6E 71, BA K. AUC fH. F {EA1
G H1E N =R BB I — A B ER e br, XELFebr AR PETRERE MR (R 1) 5.

Table 1. Confusion matrix
%= 1 REER

e =1 THNME =0
HEH =1 TP FN
HYME =0 EP ™

3. Wi MSCES
3.1. BEAIEFABERIE

ASCLL 2010 & 2022 R E A B ETRISMNE AT TN R, K “HMRALT ORI SRR
AEAEUE AL SN B, 5 RV T[RRI iFind HHE 22 16 b it Ak AR R o [ P AT 9 368 5 i 55 T
Bt e AR R AL R (ST),  HoAEARHE AR B2 E T4, BIMZARHETE S B L8 7E 1
BN AR BT 77 5 A T TH AT R AR AR — e W R M, (EAESE B P B BRI R A RO . L, AREEA
FET AN t-2 R RGEIE RS AR BRI 55 H bR BE RO, T AV AE t 4R R TR SRR R BR(ST) . B3R
73 3014 MAMVFEAR, AR AR AL R (1 VAT 58 A, IR A AEAR 2956 A, FEARASFAT L1204
1:51,

TESRAFEARREARLE ST, W HEAT AL PR, FEAHE. — X B RHE AT DU 5%48 B AbHE; —J2
HIF & T AR i B AT L B R AE

3.2. BIREFESFHERRE
3.2.1. ¥EkRiEIF

Table 2. Initial financial indicator system
T+ 2. MR SSiatRic &
—ZRdhhr &

B RE(X, ), BB AR (X,), B S AL (X, ), WEIHE(X, ), EhLL*
fEffre s (Xy), BLEHER(X,), PRI X,), Bais( X, ), EEReESERIL(X,), R ER
BRI Xy )r KIS R H( X,,)
BB (X ), BEMAFHFR(X ), FHWREHR(X,y), BRI (X,,), &85 HE
(XZZ)
SRR (X ), MWK AR (X,,), BATKER AR R ( Xy ), IR (X ), AR R A
R (Xy ), MAIB IR (X ), EHIBHERAR(X,), RN HEE(X,,)
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ey, TOPPERROG), BEPHIKK(X,), HRRMKE(), B &L RR(X,), B
B RH(Xy)r P RIR HKF( Xyg)
MERAK

- PRI RS R (X,,), BEIERIER(Xy,), EMAEIE SR X), M BER(X,)

R W SAAT R EU(X,,), EETRE(X,,), ZEtIFRE(X,)

TERGE AR ABAR T, JLIERE T 6 ANWIMaTRNS, aRRW R ERME(VaR) A X, » FIHER
M E(CoVaR) N X, , FKHAERMEIARL(ACOVaR) N X, , TRIHR(ES) N X, » PR FUAH K (MES) AN
Xq» WIERBN X, . MR, WAOTNEGRE 1. BAIRE ). SERET). KBRS IEHK
SRR AT SN T AL T 37 AMWIdGTabs, VW& 2.

3.2.2. ¥FETFIE

ARSI 43 M RARAE R PR REIE AR, AR 2 48 bR o AN T ik G th = A 2 J 2R i o) i, (A1t
IS W AR AE HEAT I3 o A SO B W55 fa L ST Ak 32808 “17, ¥ fe REfAE ST lkar 38k “07,
PRI PHALREAR . B, WTPANBEAA BT 7 XE B MR, RIXFEA Kolmogorov-Smirmnov (K-S) 4
F1 Mann-Whitney U (MW-U)KESG . H146FE bR 1900 EE 35 VRS 56 45 SR L3¢ 3 AR 4.

Table 3. K-S test results
T3 KSHIHER

ECEZ) M ECEZ) M ECLZN M ECEZN M
X, 0.000 X 0.000 X 0.000 Xz 0.000
X, 0.000 X 0.000 X 0.002 X 0.000
X, 0.000 X1 0.000 Xz 0.000 X 0.000
X, 0.000 X 0.000 Xz 0.000 Xao 0.000
Xs 0.000 Xy 0.000 X 0.000 Xa 0.000
Xs 0.000 X 0.000 X 0.000 Xa 0.000
X, 0.000 X1 0.000 Xa 0.000 X 0.000
Xq 0.000 X2 0.000 Xz 0.000
X, 0.000 Xa 0.000 Xz 0.000
X 0.000 X2 0.000 X 0.000
Xu 0.000 Xz 0.000 X 0.000
X 0.000 X 0.000 X 0.000

Table 4. MW-U test results
= 4. MW-U RIGLER

ECEZ M ECEZ W £ M EEL7 W
X, 0.000 X 0.000 X 0.008 Xz 0.000
X, 0.000 X 0.000 X 0.114 X 0.000
X, 0.000 X1 0.000 Xz 0.002 X 0.000
X, 0.000 X1 0.000 Xz 0.000 Xa 0.000
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N T PRUEFEARIG R A1, A AR E K-S R Be A MW-U ke i i AR # 1 (P >0.05), 44
Frfabr. MRYEWEEEERIRAR, TrafEin iR .

3.3. EF 9 SHAP oA FEEM

A TR K23 8 (FA) 73 3 M4 22 G0 S TR AR AU 55 8 A5 SR HUA JE R 1 o 0T RS RS T A%,
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO)4iit & {0 0.703, EAFFIRFEREERIR R P {HN 0. BRIASCIESE T AS
[Al-¥- SystemicRisk1 1 SystemicRisk2, ‘EAI3LE TR RIRTT 28 83.392%. *f T4 554845, KMO it
HMA N 0.756, 1M ELARFFIREER BE AT 30 22 B P AN 0. S JL1EHE T 13 4N Accountingl. Accounting2.+++
Accounting13, Ft[FEITTERH) RATT %N 81.075%.

K 2 Bor 7 HE RS KK SystemicRiskl 1 SystemicRisk2 f4EF #4115 . ¥ 10 453K, 2015 4. 2018
FEF 2020 4E ) systemicRiskl £ systemicRisk2 [4EIME I NIE, TiHIX AR R GRS . X 45

RALSE T A FIE[13] 4518

4
W
T

SystemicRisk1
[=}
(=]
T

-1.5 1 " 1 " 1 " 1

1

SystemicRisk2
(=]

2010 2012 2014 2016
Year

2018

2020

2022

Figure 2. Annual average of SystemicRisk1 and SystemicRisk2
2. SystemicRisk1 1 SystemicRisk2 B F1{E

2010

1 1
2012 2014 2016 2018 2020 2022

Year

SHapley Additive exPlanations (SHAP)f#RE 77 2 Re i X F8 b I B B BT VP4, AW SR 126 T 0]
fiEEFERL A8 2 1158 XGBoost-SHAP 73+ 1 5 G M JXISS: A1 5% F8 B £ 00U i b A 55 i B o R AR 2 2244
SERANTE SR, 24 Rt XS TE R T SystemicRisk1 I SystemicRisk2 fit)AH i 5 44 ()48 73 51 4 8.04%
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(FE4 58 7)1 3.16% (HEA 26 10), X 3 BH R Go vk S fa b BAA B SZ 10 2545 B TN AE 77, Be8 i Tt
NIV 2 LA EAT R R . SICERS, W55 F8FRIHF Accounting10. Accountingd. Accountingll.
Accounting3. Accounting5 1 Accounting12 (1] 5 ZEMEHEF AL TRT 6 fr, FRRFE ML 55 B2k E
AV A 55 S AL TR A 2 Hh AN T BRER A LA o

Table 5. Analysis of the relative importance of predictors of corporate financial distress

= 5. M SEMFNEEMENEZEST

HHR A AR BB HE P
SystemicRisk1 8.04% 7
SystemicRisk2 3.16% 10
Accountingl 3.25% 9
Accounting2 1.45% 13
Accounting3 9.26% 4
Accounting4 1.26% 14
Accounting5 8.77% 5
Accounting6 1.63% 12
Accounting? 1.82% 11
Accounting8 4.49% 8
Accounting9 13.70% 2
Accounting10 23.43% 1
Accountingll 10.08% 3
Accountingl12 8.56% 6
Accountingl3 1.10% 15

3.4. BBBIRENE

MhisteE 1 \ Mhistex 2 MhsteE 0

2> > > > 2> D

2012 2013 2014 2015 2021 2022
|
YIRS 1
lggL2
> JIHE9 | <«

Figure 3. Principle of dynamic datasets

E 3. BSHIRERRE
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NSRIUR ) Zh AT, ASOMEE 1 ahaSBdE . HIEARR . BEE R R RHERS, DUy Shs
AT B ZREE S IR R A DR EE R RTR S A RIS, I ZREE i 2 7 D se il . AR iRy
R 3 B

3.5. RESGHT

Ext FiR$EH ) ADA-CSSVM-TW 8, S 1 3FA5 51 N R Ge ik RS Fa br 115 I Tt 14 Re, A< ST RA
ADASVM-TW BRUE st LU R HEAT 73 BT R 90 P/ BULE B AR (R 20 PR RE N R 6 Fios, DIk 4k
TR P KA. N RGVEREARbR G, PAMBRE 9 ANTIAE G TN fabs E#A 3%
s, HAokiL, EIANTMERSF, AUC Al G LRI H KZ) 0.3%F] 4% &, i TPR 1 F (3%
DL R 1 %3] 8 %l X RSN RGIE R T bRIT, B (0 T i A5 3 B E 3R,
A BT AN R ANV R T R IR 45 A . SFYIRE, AUC Fil G (IR H KL 1.4%F] 2.2%[1) 1%
&, TPR A F{EMMERIH KL 2.9%F] 4%1)38 5, UL 2 Go i XU 8 bt B ) T 25 R A 3k
—IERT, RGNS ARI TN RE S S AV 55 fE AL T AR B4R A 5 4 (1 S 4%

Table 6. Model prediction results with systemic risk indicators
= 6. ARG MRS HEARA R B TN 25 R

izt A 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 yfH

ADA-CSSVM-TW 0.8783 0.8412 0.8133 0.9583 0.7818 0.7037 0.8380 0.7167 0.7455 0.8085
TPR
ADASVM-TW  0.7723 0.6831 0.7607 0.7824 0.5273 0.5767 0.6013 0.5188 0.5802 0.6448

ADA-CSSVM-TW 0.8931 0.8517 0.7902 0.9437 0.7174 0.8306 0.8445 0.7818 0.8199 0.8303
AUC
ADASVM-TW  0.8021 0.7652 0.7356 0.7765 0.6867 0.7869 0.7561 0.8187 0.7044 0.7591

ADA-CSSVM-TW 0.6598 0.7571 0.6087 0.8127 0.6444 0.6909 0.7619 0.6478 0.6613 0.6938
FiE
ADASVM-TW  0.6914 0.6000 0.5202 0.7028 0.6780 0.5923 0.4828 0.5266 0.4941 0.5876

ADA-CSSVM-TW 0.8823 0.8612 0.7814 0.9367 0.7370 0.8410 0.8487 0.7764 0.7965 0.8290
G1E
ADASVM-TW  0.7825 0.7448 0.7503 0.7551 0.6318 0.7830 0.6926 0.8189 0.7396 0.7443

ADA-CSSVM-TW 0.0208 0.0389 0.0185 0.0441 0.0370 0.0292 0.0583 0.0454 0.0488 0.0379
ATPR
ADASVM-TW  0.0281 0.0256 0.0142 0.0459 0.0263 0.0397 0.0765 0.0288 0.0372 0.0358

ADA-CSSVM-TW 0.0057 0.0194 0.0098 0.0271 0.0171 0.0221 0.0396 0.0349 0.0157 0.0213
AAUC
ADASVM-TW  0.0086 0.0168 0.0112 0.0037 0.0103 0.0221 0.0339 0.0275 0.0129 0.0163

" ADA-CSSVM-TW 0.0112 0.0537 0.0262 0.0291 0.0235 0.0347 0.0498 0.0190 0.0189 0.0296
AF
ADASVM-TW  0.0196 0.0426 0.0195 0.0457 0.0214 0.0546 0.0297 0.0235 0.0213 0.0309

i ADA-CSSVM-TW 0.0101 0.0291 0.0112 0.0252 0.0130 0.0259 0.0359 0.0277 0.0137 0.0213
AG
ADASVM-TW  0.0075 0.0128 0.0109 0.0036 0.0172 0.0157 0.0304 0.0221 0.0120 0.0147

E: ATPR. AAUC. AF AT AG {873 53275 I R GEPE AR b3 AAR I R GEE KU F B OB R LI TPRL AUC
FAEA G (H &

MR G XU 51 A f) 2015 SR . 2018 4 H1 5% 7 B Al A 2020 4537 76 15 175 1 AT A0 52 Al i 551K
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LI R 1R B AN e AN bt o DRI FRAT At o0 3 bl i =0 O A P 4 /5 (BIP 2017 4 2020 411 2022 4F)
(YA 52 A b A 55 R S8 R SOOI R AT 20 AT, AR 6 TR, BTN RSV RS 5 PR 7E 2017 4F TPR
H AR TR E R T 4.41%F1 4.59%, FIFEH, 256 RSEMERETERG, 2020 4E11 TPR E 707l 55
5.83%71 7.65%, 2022 4E[f] TPR {H 4 A= 4.88%H1 3.72%. X W], fEMIHELET, 51N RS R
P TR AR AT BT 56 A 25 iR A XU 4ol , AT BE 95 42 s A0 SEAT M I 45 S HL T 30K 3t — 25 0 #T,
W5 22 G0 UK 29 N AR A S AR A 43 (0 TS R b, TPR AR T 4R THIE 23 334 3.16%A11 2.71%, 5 2017
T, 2020 4. 2022 fEAHEL, SEMEAHOEUDN . KR PIBEE RGVE RS AT, Rl 2R G KU AR A
FE TN PR 4F J5 A1 52 A b 55 PR B8 0 8 2 AR 19 B I B X

AR, AR 2014~2022 AFEVPANFEAR I SSME L B SR E, s 4 BroR, fEAIN R Gk X1
¥5J5, ADA-CSSVM-TW AL TPR {H b~ J41455> 15 5] 80.85%, AHLL ADASVM-TW ALK 64.48%
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