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Abstract

Against the dual backdrop of the continuous advancement of the Golden Tax Project and the inten-
sification of corporate tax supervision, the prevention and control of tax risks have become a critical
issue for enterprises to achieve compliant operations and sustainable development. This paper
takes Company L as the research object, systematically reviews relevant theories of tax risk, and
introduces the Entropy-TOPSIS method to construct an enterprise tax risk evaluation model. The aim
is to identify potential risk points arising from financial data, business processes, and tax burden struc-
tures, and to assess their evolutionary trends. By objectively determining the weight of each indica-
tor using the Entropy method and employing the TOPSIS method for closeness ranking, the study
systematically identifies key risk areas and changing trends. The findings reveal that Company L faces
significant risks in areas such as invoice management, the application of preferential tax policies, and
tax planning, with the overall risk level showing a year-on-year upward trend. In response to these
issues, the paper proposes holistic prevention and control recommendations, focusing on improv-
ing internal controls, strengthening tax personnel training, and establishing a dynamic risk early
warning mechanism. This research not only provides an actionable practical path for Company L to
optimize its tax risk management but also offers methodological reference for similar enterprises
to build systematic risk assessment systems within a complex tax environment.
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FINRIAL-TOPSIS BERY , 12771 Y2k 115 IR SR n b AT 2 WAL, /b LA 22 5 4k i i3 TOPSIS
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2.2. MEHUEER

L A ElE TUFEAZ LI S5 AI4E AR LR R . AR 1Al A1, L AR{E 2020~2024 43[R 0 55 R I 2
DU “SeTHE R R WA . SRS &R R T 2021 (R EIEME S, TE 2023 EEER
Ji, BEJSTE 2024 G RFE T, XK L AR &R IEL TR G0 T BRI 1R i B INTE
2022 B BT J5 B A6 9%, 2024 FF I T “EWCT BERAERNE R B S L. X — ISR
L A A Aeil i B mAs . i e ik an B B 55 25 M 45 07 AR T T BRI & B U SRR ARG, A
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RS, W SSAEROIR DA Frcscs, BN SE KB I R = .

Table 1. Key financial indicators of company L, 2020~2024
= 1. L 28] 2020~2024 1%L SR

T H 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024
#HE (1. 78) 7.03 8.6 8.05 5.09 8.3
B (12.78) 101.81 112.97 118.8 109.73 100.19
BFERA(12.7T) 251.3 269.1 264.2 253 267.92

BEPE AR 0.75 0.74 0.71 0.69 0.61
1§ 557 IR 75 % (%) 11.34 12.49 10.89 6.57 8.16

2.3. ENEHRR ST

L ARE AR “RigFize” BHEAHT WE 1, “Riscfish” M 2O BBt #i% 2022 4
K, HEHRH SIS 2829 1270, BJE1E 2023 42 NS, 2 2023 4F 6 HKEZR 600 1470, i
50%. X —ILGEW, LIRS DR R — e R R, HBLSS AR A TN . B
2023 SEFPHER 2024 4], ZRH RBE TR £ 2024 6 H, FEMGK 45%, HARZATEES Ak
M2 A BB R BB SRS BN Eh Ml o . AR S, %A H ARSI I B e, e
AL I FLS T2 B ST BORG IME KB 2% 5055 2 B R R LR G R
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Figure 1. Changes in the scale of taxes payable
B 1 MRHRBERRETN
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Figure 2. Changes in the scale of taxes and surcharges
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Table 2. Table of tax risk assessment indicator system
@ 2. MERRITNIBIRERR
PN YESE HARfbx
et
FEfiRE ) LA
PR
P L
HIZhe ) S ST T 35 A
SS TR 2
B Z
A B HI R 2
LI ES
IS8 g L ES
CEELHES
A ik ES
BNV AR
R
A58 B 15 L k(ARG R TR ES
Fi %

FAIRE

33 BIRAESNETH

3.3.1. FREELALIERIE

TR PN T AR ES, AR N IER RS, EIRRER SRR, s,
BEERIRS HRfab o ebs, WA ETR . FE R RS, TOEH C@mik” B ThEE,
W B 6 0N T U FE R (BOKIRAT) . S5 & Fabrakbr, IEMFEF A MBI R, HahthR, AR Mk
MR R HEERR. AR RNEE. HERRR, BBEIRINE, R dRia 5 R
fide, BRI R BE AR B RARR, &R A M EBE R VAR R, Bk,

3.3.2. HBUERAR

RS L AT 2019~2024 % PEAG TR AR AR A MBS TS5 45 R o IR (DB =T U B R e 1) B AR AR
SEOLAME Rk, 5 RARTE A A R MR, A BRARI9]. 2P IRV BAKIE TOPSIS VAT e PP AL
WEHHE Y BE 1Ak, REUS AT R 95 AR FIPAR A 18 P AR R TP SR AT AR B 4 16 TP TR AR Y
AR, BARSE KA1 3 .
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Table 3. Table of indicator entropy values and weight calculation results
3. BREERNENEERR

Tt 5B e 15 B HHE d B R H w
RS 0.9408 0.0592 2.72%
AV TR 67 0.9343 0.0657 3.02%
BEERIR R 0.9995 0.0005 0.02%
B AR 0.7172 0.2828 13.00%
il iES 0.8598 0.1402 6.44%
HENRHE 0.9045 0.0955 4.39%
B AR 2 0.8526 0.1474 6.77%
mahL 0.8126 0.1874 8.61%
pu ) =k 0.8058 0.1942 8.92%
1E1R e e 0.8405 0.1595 7.33%
LW IR R A 0.8075 0.1925 8.85%
SR A 0.8244 0.1756 8.07%
ER=—Ecvilk 0.8526 0.1474 6.77%
BRAS Bl R 22 0.8951 0.1049 4.82%
B % 0.8962 0.1038 A477%
KBTI 0.8805 0.1195 5.49%

3.4. WHikEHHES KEHEF

3.4.1. BEIEESHEIRERE

I — A5 B AT AR FRAR IR A5 TR SR AR AR AN S B AR, 2R O SRR, S S
P EIP N fe AR 5 1R ORARARINER B, A4S AR B FE R HET . #E S MR bR I R .
THREERWE 4 R,

Table 4. Table of calculation results for positive and negative ideal solutions
4 IE. AIEBRBITHEESRER

T IEFRAE MR A R RE AR A-
B g -0.027 -0.658
Ak A B £ % -0.076 -0.833
HEBBI AR -0.101 -0.758
B A AT 0.877 0
EHEBHR 0.579 0
HENRHE 0.454 0
ERIAD % 0.71 0
nah 2 0.622 0
B AR 0.651 0
Feidik 0.659 0
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i3k
IS &S 0.568 0
B AR 0.788 0
BRI 0.71 0
AR B FH R % 0.539 0
HEFNE 0.545 0
BRI 0.691 0

3.4.2. THEERCHEEFE LI E

2019~2024 4F, &P HEbR 2 AT R I S7 B AR A 0 R B A A I BN B 45 R e 5 B . BT
R, PPN G AR AR 2 IR ) BR R B, BSOS ARG Rz, 5 AR A RR U 25
/N, U BLSORR K SFlR  o ZE AR 20 B T S AR e, B EE AR X R 5 IE SO AR R (R S
PHES, FIBUSOR B BT S AHE T o A R BB s, B BRIV X R TR BARRES, Bk
AR BRAR ; AE 00 B B ARG, T ) S ARDIR S (0 O AR P vy, BLSORURBk  [8] . B T A X il
FERIR/NATHE T JG, P45 2R & MBI PPN 5 5, b 1 AR KBS A%, 6 AR i, HUE B
KR B R 7K T 1

Table 5. Tax risk related values table

5. HMBNEEXBESR

IEEARMEEEE D GRS B D HIXT 2T C EESER
0.438 0.442 0.503 3
0.563 0.268 0.323 6
0.424 0.384 0.475 4
0.32 0.43 0.574 2
0.444 0.36 0.448 5
0.351 0.551 0.611 1

3.4.3. KBHEFF
AT A R AR I L, AT DURRE AV AE AN R SR B BE 55 ARG KT, B 55 KU R 4T HE4
FFRBIREEMI R, SRR RIS, feR . XU AE 2R 7 S PP 45 R R 4 6 o

Table 6. Tax risk level classification

6. MBREFRXI7

303 581X (] LN WEFE
Ci<0.35 e A 2020
0.35<Ci<05 = A 2021, 2023
Ci>05 PR AR 2019, 2022, 2024
3.4.4. FEESH

M) FILERERRSE, L 2 R LS5 X S B B S sl AR ik . AL A 2019~2024 47 (8] £ ILSE
B R TR “U AL adh, REIMLBLSS KIS R R 22 g 1 B R m A2 D ek i sh R . BRI S,
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2019 AL L A i, BLS5 IUS E “AIRRRE ™ S  H 2 6 52 Al U 55 St R R fi B 03 ] L5
2021~2022 fEFIN AT FE R 35 TR, KSAEHTT 2 “Bom XS, AT AE 5 AR 1 4 5N A0S B R
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SEHLT WG ZeRe . AR &, BT R AR P 55 Al g i 48 b 2 e B i 9 B B35 R PE (R 7).

Table 7. Table of tax risk analysis over the years

R HFEBRSRE SR

FEfy ORI B BSOS HE4 FRERR USRS SR B FE AR (P A FEFR0HE )
2019 0.611 1 SRR IRME, (HE AR I B H R A — AR .
EIEfe SR, WSS, BEFIGE febr BB E), Fok

2022 0.574 2 S

2004 0,503 3 SRR — . SEILT “REBE” M “SREFIRE S L
: B, RIS B, 2R IR, BB AmrEE s

2001 0.475 4 IR BT, BRGEARE, HRE NS S SR E bR 5

2023 0.448 : R G A s Wle, HEMRE SR NE, RYAF AR
' Ml “YEUCAIR]” BRI, A 2 A 5 A7 AE ™ 2 )

2020 0323 6 AR B (B, BB R MB RGN, 2ANE

TR IS ) — 4

4. BRI GRS
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L A& 8= i R KA T80 7K (2019 4E 4 0.7322, 2024 4E4 0.6144), BRI R &S, EAY
T BT\ L. AL TOPSIS V45 R EIR, W= AR AEREE 5 P 1 (12.995%), 2% B B
FREERER, KRS RSB 23 . BRI AR i aeBUE R S AN E ., 605 K, Bt
NV B TE She S e, JUHRAE IS 5K, 5 51 R B g KUK
4.2. BRgEHAGEXRE

BRI . A 9 R R S R RE 148 R sl IH 2, 2023 FEAY B3 R BE 2 0.0459, 2024 -5
HAETE, (EARFEE . AL TOPSIS VL4 R, RAIRE /148 hr (U &R R 2 . B P2 HRIH ) A AL
HREIFER A, H I s AR RS HE P P2 A2 T R (W 2020 AE RS i ) BRI RE ST AR E S HLEEY
Wi AV R B A I AN BLRE f1, JUHRTEFNE R IR, Al AT BEAF1E HE 4E BB R SN iR sh AL
4.3. BEBEMETERK

2024 5F, L AFIMEEFE R NIKOKEE R H BN BE, X i H A %8 7= 4 B R0R BRI
JEAL TOPSIS ¥EL4E BBIR, EISAE J1F8 bR U0 SN 7R 4% 2 (B EE 8.845%) . o %8 7= J 4% %(8.070%) FL A 4%
P BCER, U0 B LA A% KU B S 3 . BB RCR T IR T RE S B R A U RS, oM B AR, iR
A SN
4.4, BHERRERE

L A& SRR 5 R g sh R 20 (U0 2023 G-k 0.2246); HEG{EFLAL 7 R B E R 1%(0.023%), {HIH:
BN “IEREFRRR” , M EATIE RS, W RS R AFTE R IE R T sl i B A 1) R, A TOPSIS 45 S &
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