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ABSTRACT

For a long time many economists and accountants have been forecasting bankruptcy by
single-period classification models, one set of independent variables for each firm, which
Shumway (2001) refers to as static models, with multiple-period bankruptcy data. Shumway
develops a discrete-time survival model that uses all available information to produce
bankruptcy probability estimates for all firms at each point in time. By using all the available
data, it avoids the selection biases inherentsin. static models. While static models produce
biased and inconsistent bankruptcy probability estimates, the discrete-time survival model
proposed here is consistent in general and unbiased- in some cases. Shumway interprets it
outperforms static models in out=0f-sample forecasts.

Shumway estimates a multi-periodilogit-models that can be interpreted as discrete-time
survival model. A logit estimation.program can be used to calculate maximum likelihood
estimates. | modify the discrete-time survival model’s likelihood function because it ignores
the probability of surviving at time t. This idea completely considers the probability of failure
at time t, surviving up to and at time t for all firms. | estimate discrete-time survival model,
logit model, probit model, and multivariate discriminant analysis with two different sets of
independent variables that incorporate Altman’s (1968) 5 variables and Zmijewski’s (1984) 3
variables, as well as Shumway’s (2001) variable of the log of firm age.

| find that the log of firm age is not statistically significant in the all models. There appears
to be little duration dependence in bankruptcy probability. According to the set of Altman’s
variables, the only statistically significant variable is RE/TA. While according to the set of
Zmijewski’s variables only NI/TA is excellent bankruptcy predictor. Both of them represent
the higher the (cumulative) profitability the lower the financial distress.

Because all models use the set of Altman’s variables can get larger power given the type 11
error rate out-of-sample, so the out-of-sample accuracy of the set of Altman’s variables is
higher than the set of Zmijewski’s variables.

Although discrete-time survival model is preferable to static models theoretically, empirical
result produces contradictory. If | exclude MDA, combining the discrete-time survival model
with the set of Altman’s variables, then | estimate it is quite accurate in out-of-sample test.
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Altman, Haldeman, and Naraynana (1977) &>t S@E 2 g F R @ 2% » 3 2
Z-score A L mEERMIAAWZ IR % 0 FlP Altman F A ¥ o N Sz
MDA ¥/ Z-score ¥A|4eri4F v ifec o A7 A 519623 1975& £ 353 7l £ 2
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BActe 25 A EPRFEF > P UBREFY AT Y2 BB RA AR L1

- ERFL AR AR P FEFR36T0  REIRIN A o A A
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FAHA P F R RS B4 o e E XA BRI E o
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PHEE fIBETN ~RE

%ﬁ,&%Qﬁ%ﬁ~é,ﬁ? Farp FEPIF 28 o ST H 3L 0 AR 2 3]
iR R Egd IR AT S 108 FR o R L 1Y EH HRA AT UERL BRI
W RIREE 2L T RPPEE > B RN AT RS (F LB A 2 FERA 4 o
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Hﬁv

TEBHE FTAEYRETEFE BT HEY LI

e

FHREF T IIRBEHFTUALAP R EL 2L W3R FF LB L X2 S REL
g ;ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁq% 2R R e TR A2 AR 2 EE Y AR A
FEFHN T A 2 AR PAREE S B 2 it 030 AR NSk
2.0 FE T W] 5 A B 5 8496 0 73% 0 70965 @ % — K3t 2759 > 70% 0 7496 - 4.%3% 2
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2.2 ﬁﬁﬁg#ﬁiﬁ
2.2.1 S5 #°3] (linear probability model, & #LPM)

B 2 i fE ] S AU O] o TS HCR] R Y 2 FI % Aacd) (discrete) 2
# % ¥ (dummy variable) > B3R F1% 85 1(FE28#4) fr0(FE284) o d W F ¥
o AR FI HFA R A - AR B LR K LERA P AT
" E A F i ] 2% (ordinary least squares method, f§ f OLS) K Jd® » @ & 7
B * - ALt g T 32 (general least squares method, i & GLS) ¥ %#iciz3+ & -

d 2> LPM @ * g i 5 > 583 3 éil;ﬁe.ﬂt"% Ak & 47 B4 733 & - Mayer
and Pifer (1970) & -t# LPM & * *: 4347 EFAER] > ™ 39 RAF|FEE 5 K A > kg
%k—%%‘&iﬁﬁﬁﬁiiﬁ%§ﬁ6ﬁ§“@°%%@ﬁ’?Uﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂiﬁ
w2 EZEPFEE S H R NS EI0%e

MU ST BB LT R R R R AR 2 KA o 24
HE S RSE? FHREC7TIFEEPF AP > YT RETEFL 2 5 E o
Bk 2 A BEZ E R 2 F LG Bl (0)2 fh 0 2 R A R AL FE R
AR RN A R RAEINIRZ BFEHE A (0,1) 2Bt B
# 3 S #c (cumulative probability function) & B~ % &4 % 5 S e

222 T HEE B (models of qualitative choice)

TALE RN L B L PR AR T T LS A A fh
2 MERE Gt MR EFEGE K EF N A EF R ST R AT N 2R A4S
2. = ~i%# (binary choice) °

ZIpBER 2 oo T EHEEA| T A 5 Logit ~ Probit 2 Probabilistic = fa 73] >
GRS 2 0BT A 2 H TIRES L i G TERES |
(Fegd) & 0(F2282) -

Probit #-a] Mk ¥ 28 4 2 5 0 £HRE ¥ i~ fe > Logit #°3] ik F =5 2
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2 % ¢ & Logistic 4 fiz > Probabilistic #-3| |7 * Cauchy % ff 4 fe e #H ¢ >

"t Logit # Probit #AIhH 41 » » B fHCA 2 BBk H AAULE R A} 4T
VA A Y R E A (0,1) b BT R W R e h g
DR ERL P R F o P AT AT G LT § 2 L WA

M F 2 AN AT - B RNTEFA 2 WEF AR ERR AR RN EE
EEFEFL B AR BRRE ARSI RERNATAPEVEARLE
oo B Rz fBcE i G X i G 32 (maximum likelihood estimation method,
B AMLE) » #7010 # B2y fidr 2 TALA AR AR Y 0 d 2 Logit #7318 TR
WEE L A RPEE s F ‘;’ﬁzié‘f—'ﬁﬁé? Logit #-3] k& = p43% 5 37 EHA o

Ohlson (1980) &_% - =3i&* Logit #-3]% B & £ A+ B TR - 325 - &
A ﬁr; T LT A BERFELE T R E VAP @ Logitmodel 2 iBEEAT A 4B
REAF MR B SREHT o7 T2 F p R WS A G @
Logit model /&2 % W) R 484 5 ¥ 4L °

Ohlson 1419703 1976 # % NYSE 2% AMEX *} # % } 4% (over-the-counter) 2.
S ELATHEA FRI0SRBA DD & UEHEI 2 2 8 FBRD2058FD F 2
FIELREERA S VEBROBMBUEF S AN RS PR (BT A fu GNP i} #4p ¥
fe2 ELEBHE) ~f RIS FETEVEF R IR A R EE (R
FBAWRFTARTLL FRZ0) ~FAFPF HEnRPEE (RS2 5 R T
21 FRIG0) 28 FERHFE o Ohlson 2 =3B #0442 A 47 > #0411 FRR1E p
ERLA o WA FERR2EPN ERLAE o WAIB I AERIIEN2EPN ERE c FHESFIR
BRI 12 SERAe 4 it > B 0y Dhlie2 RELY RIY KA 0 F 0 FET £ 5 00
Bt T A ERBRERED A 2 F R BRI B P 2 EE
AR PRLIEETEZ BH F- 35 030554 K8 PR E #7332 &+ FF
¥ B A 5 596.12% ~ 95.55% $¢92.84% -

Zmijewski (1984) & & {1* Probit #-3] k& 4504 5% 2 857 403 - EP~19721
1978 & FFT76 % A > @ 1L E 3880 % % &> 27447 > & H|i# ¥ R 4cf# Probit 73] ~
‘i B~ P02 Probit #73] 2 % € Probit #-73| - Zmijewski 35 PAIXE WA T < §
¢ A4 PR AT 1E R A A# B (choice-based biases) : * % #icz  £7 7 353 B 4p IF #ic
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PzirFodBdprad @l »4dpradr f Sl HEERRELA P2 AT
MR v A AR Y K T P A 20 BIPE RE 6 R o2
e A E % RE (sample selection biases) : & 7 AT A pr AP > BFHEL G F

SEFRFEG REFZFTH FI TR 2R ARIEE A2 M o Zmijewski fEF S
FERCE AR TR PERE S B D i 2 2 IR HTECR F 2 % %] (overall

classification) &g plat # T & B F o> I 2 faih ) HEEY H2'gPN T a

PR AU ERHBUEMLAGFETRIEHFSBE A LY S hoE o 2

Genetry, Newbold and Whitford (1985) i #~1970% 1980+# RFF337&L A & 7 » ¥ ¢k ik
RACE AFRENB R 2P PR A NSH AT 2B A 2 Fl R 2
N QEFERR: AP EL T BT IF L2 FEFT & ALL T LA

H

R R S T AR T R e e R e 7 R L g
/#73 MDA ~Probit #73|2 Logit iAo T 2 %5 F £ B Rl o 7 4 JOigpl 2 iv
4Hjmgtﬁﬂé&%’ﬂaﬁﬂwi$ﬂﬁﬂ%i%%iﬂ;aé&%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ’u
RLBLEY > 2 BB SV TR AR A LR T F
WAIE RGBS P L g ,éip‘ °

Platt and Platt (1990) % = @Mt F2 FH ETPFFLE 22 7 F T2
A0 AR ES SRR £ AP PRSI KRR R R T S
R ERZEVEERGPFD PRI F I P2 SRR o B EES RS bt
FMrp @2z KARAEY TR NZHEAEI NEZEFTAE S22 GFH Y
AN 1ab F R RIS N R RS E Pt O & B
Logit #-3] > 2B M A FAHMA FRFMMB F2L 2B - AL R85 HT 0
P RASPATE 2 A HEA P EA L RN 2 T8% 0 A Fp i

F o B AR W H 0% o TR 4 B R -

Hwang, Lee and Liaw (1997) {1 * Logit #3] » $19853]1988 % & £ B FDIC
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(Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation) annual income and call report _* 2z 42 {7 i& {7 ¥ ip|
F PR 0 E P48 A 0w Logit 3B IR 7447 0 F P I8 A F 2 Mk
RHdpth o £ 2L MRS R R TT 2 IR A R B TV R

VA2 FEEAHET - PREFEFERLAY  TEPF FDIC ¢ rF2 G S

A > EIJ? ]/Z‘Q;yi—\fflj —gFII? %3‘ J)J- N 5: 4\_1_7\ l}#f‘/g‘xé;f —1‘ o

Kane, Patricia and Richardson (1998) i & fF3 557373 F & $ 20 & 4 pag & #3300
WAL HAP P 196811990 » EEI28F A LA e fE XKD F TR D
FoF g2 2 NER2000FRSEA L P o ZA T MERT B F AR RE 3B
4] > £ 4 Logit A 47 KW R EF4e» 2 B F 2 AR BB RBER LI RF - F B
BEMT AT ARG L ERREFT RS RR S L AR A
AFRAME > EJ/ATAZRE/ATAA R AR R K AL PCIREAY hEF Y

‘1\

FRAEL > 6 PR (AEAET &) SR &L ¥ Logit 2 Probit #-73) &* »
EFAPTER MR P HRAE AR S22 - e ERF o IIREF L 23
2 b3 2P 0 Fl Altman 38 FUT LS A ER LR AE (AR DE
e B AR s B IR 2 AR P ARBECP (AT A Z B 1 A B 3R P Elp R
G A REEE FIUEERIOTAIH R E W A E o AR ¥HES 9 0 2R Foster
(1978) z_ 2% » EBSAFEFAMABF > FREEAIFAR S L AT - Lo E2
PAizsR £ T4 > f1* VISICALC % #8835 pfast 5 > £ 4% Beaver, Gupta *7#%
2= AR R A A L e d] I &S d] 5 P BREBE FHc2 %5k 0 &
SEHE RN NS BREF2LIOBRFHE N F R IHE LT

BEREAIY T S L AT BREHL G N s PR A
Probit v Logit #73] > & ez, t B4k T2 % {3 2 it (likelihood ratio) & T B £
EREET PRI IFFEPEFE LN GEFEHE) FET AR G2
PR R 2 FETAEE S FOHE) o RN f 2 AR ERREDY s
FRArd iz - 8 £ H éﬁi‘ﬁp’?i‘éﬁiﬁﬂ%@’ FOLBAF A AL S - F (B
mW2E T A SE) 2 TR A B~ Probit fv Logit #4]° - fB~ 2 & R 2 TRl 4 o F
SR 7 3 AL Probit & Logit #-3] > 50 5% 2 & AR M 5 280%10 F o A H A

W 2REEFLR -

14



BEE (VRS L4 E) FASH ORI M S A BRI FRET B
FREAFL > A & 10 F W A 47 75 B0 2 2 = 2 5 F)ptee® Logit 034 47 0
PFRHPUEL AN L - 2o LA EFLISTIE VD pE A MBEPL T

EREARAAPELFEF I F TR A R MB AP ESEL T
EP200 A FIES Ao A FIR A T2 B2 555 R [ (factor loading)
Bl L ARTIR  E 0 E E R MK IR RS M PR - R e
IR ST > B EEE G MR - B2 MEIEL F o 2.5
WasE > B 2E UM R T AR EFL S 0 B3ER BT F L RS
Btk o 3. #5005 H 2 B AR 6] 5 A 6] 5 80% » 76% ~ T6% ~ 56.25% ~ 72.72% o ¢ 5 iF
FRG AW VAE LS BN RT] AV AMERERLPE T F TR R

BMERFZ N F e oA 2 e o

(J’

*L"S

EY (WAL TE) AR e 3o LT BRI BNZ PG
MArpi o @ R LI Nod g N i MR R oy o
PAG2ZIEMIEA > T MRS LRI A S AA S o % Altman A 4F
A S R o R MR AR TAEL TR S RDA A RER S 5185 0 LT
AAg s BB A e Logit HEABRTHEA B SRS LA pTh - FEREE
2o 2.4 RCBART LY AR G onR AR 2 A - R E £ S HF B2 M F AT
AR 3AHF L HABTRPABER T ZAFEERD L2 M E 2 TS
PRRRS LRI EEFP S BT AT A LR F o ROE RS M
TEFCRFTAEPFE o )I* & F A puEAED 7 0 RMARFEER3 48 5 S
B2 A AT 28 RFAFMIP M

£ 5~

&
o
—L

b4 N\ N = 444 % 3 /
;Kéié.;?/m\é‘ lF{LL”i:u

“}Eﬂ Y

PR oS UM R AR RS S TP THRE 0 SRR R 2 TR A

P 31 & B 39:E82% 1 b o

REf (AL - &) $HAFA A A2 AR, -2 F FpLERE
FAMIB AW P 2T HPIFO U220 KRt - ERE - AL FARN
T2 F 2P EFOO0FOHFFRERT XL PN LR LRAAGERL L L
FEE PR IR I Mg A 2 ek A 0 [ F4E 1T (earning management) ~ T2

aF ﬂ\f‘:;%f? | (capital structure) ~ "R *&47=#] , (risk control) = = & 2_ gL k& T#??f
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R L g FREA D F 2 0 e B ERG - A 5 - &~ Logit ®FHcd]
EWASREE T WA TR S A A A 2 TR R A3 T3%T 82%2 o
MTAm g2 2 MBI ER S 4 LN RR I 27 MBI NP o 54N
ﬁ;ﬁg%aiﬁ%,&ﬁ?ﬁzé%,F&%%ﬁt%ﬁ%éﬁ@&&%%ﬂ’m%
A 4 B4 ﬁfﬁ’ﬁﬁmﬂmkﬂéﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ%#ﬁ&% i A FAREIEY B &R
o E TRAFFABE AP RRTEDTEANRARBEDTE RO FT L AR
B FA WAL T A AB ST ZIFRITAREEF 0 2 TR R R GARS
P

hpas)

ESEA ’{‘g’g\'ﬁ?#l}}zﬁg‘FJ*i‘]’f’\ll‘*{@ﬁ-\?’]ﬂ'}iﬁg‘ 23R —LIE*&F"?’E%@
o P RESEL T R FEFAMB AP I T AL EREFZ e R 2
PEM FARWEF AWM AP Z TR EREFL L oM R T FHFRFTR G

(the rate of trustees” mortgaging shares) 225 4 P4+ 82 ¥ i T A F 2 L w M % o

FOR (KR4 - &) L2 P M FiE2 o 2538 (corporate governance)
B2 FHOPMB TR S PSR ARSI MR ARG AR L
EFI4 L ERF S FLLE A SFERPEE R R L RMBHRL 2 E5FETFTIER
FREERAIEF 3P R NEEA R MRS R E TR L E A
SF2ZHRE S REPAIRO T R AT A A 8T PR FEE Y
EPEHBEABOP R - ER - FEBRE F 2 MBFRLAAED I ERE T A REE
B2 PO FLHBEA S HITFHOPRESFE F 20 » &2 E5 720170
FOP 8 B ABRETIENH2E 2P FiF 2 PSP HEF Logit 4
o F RN TRBERMAR o FREL M o TR AT NFARME  f g
KpFE 2 REHH P FEZEE TN FEREEPABRLHE G BEFHY
5 ; grﬂég%g%@Lmﬁﬁﬁﬁw$%&%’uﬁﬁi%%?#”$ﬁﬁﬁ$%
ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%’%ﬁ%%é LI EHA R R R R R
RiC g kP FELRERH [ FREAD LIRS TR T A
FMB CTTFHRTP I 2 F 2 R

d 3t Logit fv Probit & f#-A| < Jf S > o REP I E > o1 s ‘ﬁi?;ﬁ‘: pia

BCGAFR 2 AP A R L 1A € BRI FER A P S AR 2 sk
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23 & % A LF & (recursive partitioning algorithm, i # RPA)

®

N

R AR E - A2 Sl A AR BT Y 2 S AER R R R ET A

WM

A B TR - R AT T E RS R 2T AL R 2
Poenthie BERNE A B2 A ATE T Bt o

PRA =¥ wﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁfi%&ﬁ%* S0 3R AR AT 0200 i
(decision tree) 2 Ak » % — - & 2 (node) t - PRAEH - R H F F Lk
- 1B & & & (critical value) (4p % > H R & %2 EA) #B5F - BREpr ag2 T+
(sub-sample) 4 3% = @il 24 &+ % W78 = 344 (branches) (Ip ¢ 5 £ £ % i
#FA%) 0 #7110 PRA 4p ¥ 3t %

W

THREE S RERGE  F - BHFE ORPA FH2
R R "‘fﬁ#%ﬁ»é‘i U LTRSS A B S B -

Frydman, Altman, and Kao (1985) 12 1971 £-1981 & FF &g {5 3é B~ 58 B4 5 5 0 &

.
L Ve S AL ”TJ? RPAC 2 Kk & 35 ﬁ‘*%&p—r T AR W 5 iE 85%3% 94%2.
PE&O

PHCAIE R F A AR A RR R B A L (PR AR mE R S
AR TP AP FRARR2Z ARSI P AEF 2 ApHSc i a1 &

N NPT RN AR
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2.4 A SR (artificial neural networks, #§ # ANN)

Logit & Probit #-3|¢ » h B2 -2 > LA ¢ B2 R4 »a ¥ 3 RER
B A B B3k 0w B E RN SRR AR R Y - 2 5 0 EF T eE
o 2 M o PAARIEE K B 43l 2 0 A L AP E (artificial intelligence) 2 $EA o 2t H
RN TR 2 NI AR B F R IR e 2w A B T g P E

RIL S AH2 RJILH S

A SRR - BTN T A agmdm BARNERET A5 '—ﬁa?]% % (input layer)  ~
Mg K (hiddenlayer)Jfrrﬂi%J:':% (output layer) | » + — é]i’!s FFEFEIRE A2 T
BB R L BB T AT LR AR L BB L L LT A
TEHCSEIENE A EIEL SRl AR Rl AT AT ML EERAR
T THE | A kiT o

A SRR A s B9 FE s KR en & 5 @ L B (back-propagation
networks) > B B3 E R Y (supervised learning) 2 AFAY SR 0 B Y P § R4
ZAFF AT R ¥ R I A G S o i B PRI E K AR ’?fv.uﬁ%]» .
gj,*] Nt & 2 TR B SO B AT R Yk 2k ] (T ﬁl,\ 1—}3%] e
FEIRLE
BT R 0 - BT ALY A X AR R R 2 Rl HOBERG
Beltss ~ By R prefRid BV A TFEENNA FRRG 2R FHLG RR

F
:ﬁ’ﬁ,@%,ﬁéiéﬁw\mé PELaE 2 AR BRI ERT o

%)’%@%Lﬁ5~mﬂﬁ¢%¢i7f“%ﬁ d S EEA SRR T

=R

119824 WOSFIAM A2 P X B4 ¥ 2 P B Y B4 A R4 5 DRI Ao

Odom and Sharda (1990) *“ fsgA Giepefer? ¥ € % B A 783212 7 F > EB21975

FH A > 32 Altman (1968) #74% 712 Z-score A 45 ¥ 2. 538 B4 Fa b S o #EB 2 7 P4 53
BT LE L T R 2 A “%P*%%éﬁw»ﬁa@ﬁ%ﬁyoﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ,
RPIRBEA T 5 RE K BT R LR R 2 AR NS 84.86% i
100% 5 & @ g k2 %@ 6 0 B D AW B 5 A Y] 5 8118%{r74.28% » KA 3 o 4
AT e R FMIRA B2 IR o RE N AT o
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Tam and Kiang (1992) 5 = f1* #F4 ‘Seit ~ 5 %3 % %447~ Logit #3 ~ AR
BHE S AR AT RS EHG LA 5 19853 1987# £ 5978 18447 » &
BELIZ > 38 A2 509RD 4447 FE? 19JEE7J§2~:}H%’ MPAFE S T2E 2T
P AFERR c FREEEFIR > M A PO IE LA SRR DRER S S R
Z3]852% A A pr i 2E 2 R B F P2 Logit 53] 5 & B o

Coats and Fant (1993) # * Altman (1968) #7# 312 Z-score % $7 ¢ 2_538 pfj%+t
FEZFTRETT ipv 7219701 1989 /¥ p  Standard & Poor’s Compustat 2 B4 7% F
AW AR EHB P2 18RI F 2P T AT HRA > 2B RE RS AT
ZOREA SRR (T M RE) 22 MR AP ER] > T RS BECAI 2 FER 4 o
FHRSEHT AN SRR Z RN RG> A BP0 RN FE% > #
FEHYFEI%: @ REFCAFTHEPSIP L I EE NI ZT2% 0

FE T W 5 5 89% o

Nk SANES

N

h—l

h—x

Zhang, G., et al. (1999) | * ap4 ‘Figge % Logit #-4)2& > £ £ A SRR T4
WS Pl & kA LR BE A~ 47/% (cross-validation analysis) %t #d H-A| 2 By o F

F ¢ 02119801 1991 & fF 2 MW Z E MOFREA 2 @ {22072 22 T3 AT H % &
O PAIR FE A c P SR MO A SRR PR RS 588.18% 0 %

3 Logit $3]78.64%2 & F£ % u ¥

BAFET 26 s (REANZE) 45 - /o
WAz Ay AL EFFRLAR- P2 A B F AL 2RI 23TS T o F 0 T
PoARle A F o RHEAPTZ MR F 2 P B2 felt o VRIS 5 v~ AR
PR SRR RS MG P 200 M A F L 2 R o AT
HFGAUFFAATEFE NG R A M FIT LA R B R £ 8
PR R G N R R RSP RT R AREFERA RS T - PG o

BAY T e B 2 A TE S PRI

& —fd’# k2 Fﬁ,} gk v Logit #-7] > If;?,,tii&‘md PR R 2 oﬁam R N
Mo LA SRR o AT A B 4 H2E 2 LA E S F B 0 RdotE AL B 98.08%

=t

AT FAFHE BTHRAS ’ﬁ 89.44% 2. FE ¥ ; @ % Logit #-37 - B2 B 85

m.

wlE 2 A B RAe R AL PR S S 583.5% HF A 5T7451% 0 & Logit #



N2 I FLFBE > EFLL - RHe T  FHERRARHIVEEE P 5
2.4 B> & 5 ¥ Logit #3] o

flde (AFAL e &) WARFA S22 AL 2 EF2TRE D A4S P 60 R
FRFR2TRAL D B2 TRHSBFALI I TN 2T LI HE LR M
W CAFARE S M FRE 2 A LAPHM I SR SR A RE 2
Logit H-7l 22 ] B yfspad (S ebe o L B RHT 0 ARG A T G 0 A SRR 1

W% % iE95% 1 b oo i Logit #0978 1 2. 80% & FE R W S k(7B kA
BRERES AT G RAR R A SRR S R TEHCD > A b i
FH 0 AU AEREMISL I DT R F LR o

R S

%45"3(%@],\J,\ﬁ)gﬂ"%@,ﬁj\w__;ﬂ\__l_ EL o RALTE AT
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2.5 &34 17 (survival analysis)
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26 5% E S0 (multivariate cumulative sum model, {4

# CUSUM)
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SERRERMA2ZE 25 REB 280 RPARRAED B o B ARSI
B P T kT W EH AR ER T o § R AR e B AE A A
W P o R D RTHE R 2 R AR o

Theodossiou (1993) 4 & & % CUSUM Hc7] 3l i& & ¥ p45% 2 $5F 'Ji%‘f%‘ -
Kahya ¥ Theodossiou (1999) BY|:i& — # #-2Z 03] 4 12 35 14 > Fla b = F < }I%ié,é
CUSUM 2 £ % -

Theodossiou (1993) 7 % Pt 3 2 BEE& o & % 5 # % > €5 1119701 1980 % i
FABAZ2F L P IT 5 4P @ ¥ ) COMPUSTAT 19882 2_ 4% ¢ » g 648 B~ 197
Pl F o PTG pe R A 0 fRF EANFI204 538 04 400 F 22 = #03)] - Theodossiou
Healy 2. CUSUM ¥ Shumway Z PR AFI% & 4 17 (time-series DA) & 7% {2 = &
2 AT IR AL LE R R E M F L T E A e F 2P

E #? |% VAR #5838 Sdicie & 8 » CUSUM H#4)9 » A ujztg 2o
#2 CUSUM & - F#SS#IR > rﬂ’i?‘é_*ﬁ&?é_ CEFEFTEHRTA - ERY
REFE LS W s DR 2 P E e ¥

eic
&
=
TN

ESHATR A APE G RAF2

—3;{ /FIJ EE 4 o

Theodossiou and Kahya (1999) 12 £ ®1974% 1991 & 2. T2 R & pe > @ 2117/ ¥
BEBECABRERRERIZFEAY > FRRESHE T ALFTAHAT A

FOEFETARATACS P ENEHATA S 2 5 FHY £l0 0 5 24780

N\
=N

“JJ

PG EOFR - AS ERF R c BRER L TR H N T I E
T;’K),@N & R_E_f (stationary) 2. 1% % ; H =t > ¥ CUSUM $icd|4eitecd >  4r £ARF
MAAMBERE S 6 2 A& REHLMABFERYL ok £ 8 #



CUSUM-~ % %% % %A 452 Logit #-3]ie (71 > $#hins CUSUM & F Ap it 2

P35 F E ok

FIMFTT 603k (REALe &) G55 % CUSUM H3) i 3t S8 3 2
ZPATEB IR AT E AR - - - ST ERRERATA S 2L
FEETESE N P2 I0RMAAHE P LA A YN 2P REEFLIE ¥ 27
%+ o #* Theodossiou (1993) #7# * 2 FAZF AR AT AV F ~ FEJF AT A F
ESHHIA SR E P ABTTERD - R TR F A L A
PR SR BT AT 2§ 2 MR L 8 < Bl @m0 FR
FHRas 28 - BRAERL TS EMRE At F - 2P 2 Mt F 4
~ CUSUM 5% ¥ » £ 3 4 BciSot 248 TRR > BISE 2 2§ 79.39%2 85 %3 5 B
DAL P T LER2FMB AP LI PR R R FRAR{ S 2
%0 3 CUSUM 2 2 G2 ey § ZRERICR G Bom k2 1B

=

NP2 AR IR %G teid AR 20T 2

e ARAL28) MARAL -3 A LT aF > &1 253585 28
Bz A o @ TR e A RASERLERE 3T AR o P 0 TERIRL W
P IT L ek~ o 5% Theodossiou (1993) #7i¢ * 2 T HEFTA/RFT AW F | ~

?@?f/?é_ Sy TEMPAE R T R F 2 Ty

i‘f‘].w_ S B :'J iSJEP;ij‘LL/F;ﬁifﬁ%g{,4%,%?%§$}%ﬁ§%?iﬁ20gpﬁ'?#ij§
EE AR A BRI FREEF R AP N TR TR Y

FRrFREFZ RS0 FETENET R FREBFIMIBEHBZ T
EHJL?E/PJEE 4 oo v"\}? -4 Ea‘z ]z %)k ? - Jr, » g fé' /P!J %Z&}i bﬁ /{45: Lo, rﬂ LL‘H:E{
BFCH W 245 F 0 d 2B 0 CUSUM 2 Manig 0031 5 i 2 Tl 4

*‘m}&

o

CUSUM2 8k5 * 14 o1 9 B0 2 ARMI2 o 248 % B2 f > 2% 0 0312 i
B 237 FGEsre A5 F a7 b preL - AE Al 2 3 AT 5 e H A
TR A L A ML F TR SRR EL RS MR 5 2 2120 % -

T AR EAR B 2 SRR B T L R M AT B 2 st

‘%/él'- ’ ﬁ#&-;.ﬁ_ TFR\:"/{""’ ]i‘& ,&T}r_g‘;m_ ﬁ&n s ﬂ-‘%\l":)‘i‘ﬂ' o

27



%1

PAARTE BB 2 5 R

Rk i i

B

g

?ﬁ z}a‘ﬂ il SR RS E I

1LE- %W ﬁﬂ£é>5£#£ H oo
ZZFMﬁ“* ﬁﬂ"viﬁHﬁJ
A gf#ﬁ K]
1¢wﬁ§—mﬂw$ﬂm%ﬁ%%w
eh A B E o B H B gl - B
TR AR R 2R o
413 B RBEB 2 RBERE -

ScAa ATy REF 2 AP AR -

2 B 2 A o
2.5 BEHMI G A BERA -
3.% b Wl B YRR

4% S FH:HEHR -

SEEEERTEAL L S RE
¥R A fe oo

6.% - HH2 L P HAEL]

mﬂpwﬁ%ﬂ@ﬁxm =

Lo P 5 % 20 % 18 e s
4%'3’—0
",’
G AUEE L S W

o

liﬂ,"‘*’:ix-" Mg 52 3@
MDA z_ B3k -
25 F RS RO R e o
3R TR % 5 A B K,lrt -
MFEAZ AR H AL B3R
AHCRR 2 R AR EE ST
igfg;l.ttlrijao
Sﬁ%ﬁﬂi%&4ﬂ1$7@“'“4$%2

gl

e

:X

\,\?




M2

Bk i i

s

- 2

HUPE A A

1.3 X7 5% e o

2.7 & ﬁ%ﬂﬁ@—c
35%$Fmﬁ 4‘5”“} 1"}1__0
4.4 A Hp <t ﬁiﬁ S BB B

VR A 1 R R HT
FF%E
2SN H o S RN
RGBS s e > T R
:ifiifel 2 B K E o

Ak 2

S~

R YD AEE RGN o
2 Bz AR E E A(0,1)2 ¢
AP AR o

Logit #3

15?12 £ 7 JF 5 weibull & fie o
RS S o fe S B R PR
LogmUc A fie o

3cAzRPBBIEAAR -

LR AN L = g
Fv AL o

2.4 f‘}ﬁ‘%&;‘ S B VT AR * 2hE
%mo

o 2 geeseia IL(O,l) F'“‘ %18
$*¥*ﬁ%;ﬁ€ ~
ggo

LACAl R P JF B = i R

FE o FP PR ARG AT
2?”694%\%
2_3f P Ae °

A€ R FEE

7 1
]

Probit #-%!

[T - i AN R

2% fr s 5 A e B R PR E
BF fEmpee

34 RPEBEIAAME -

== Logit #7] -

Fe Logit #-3]

TR & L f S B3 o vl RicR Eim A e | LA (754 o
Bk > mm2 EcA TR e 24\}%@;,—4; 3
2t EREPRECQEIREL YUY wﬂﬁaﬂiifﬁﬁiﬁio
= AFRIVRA 2 PR 7 R A T2 A
3V A RIS A - YA m o F g Lo
A # R EERE + TR LR R L@%i&i&ﬁ?ﬂ%%@f
20— 4B TFHYIR LA ARIL | 2R LR LR
PRI R e B R RRAFSER -
AR B3 R AR BTV [T AL EAG B foacs A
v T EERRS SRR 2R
TR B

N
O




ks B i L Ty
BACH A | LAP AL AR R | L TR TR L B £ | LA P L THEERETE G N
(% & 1-3) 2.F A5 5 Logit #3] - G I 2}‘%—}3_»)&% T e
3.2 ARG A2 Jea At o ST IERIBR S P ffk k| 2.8 B % S B Logit Side 0 RIS
4.6 "% Snlic i Logit Jnfic o RPN E - BREREE Y s Logit #-3] # i 2 & ' 3] -
L
25BN E G - REZE R B T
M lg;']ﬁ*‘ixauvl;}&
3L HEHBTEERLY b b
1ﬁ$§ﬁ%$\hﬁ
CUSUM TR R S SN AR KT S N TR % K2 va BF R TR
L 25N R fhadrh U e B AR | BIRBREL T RS ARM RS2 R
K - EUER B/
3.3 FOdE S AT LR R B PR
b EAIEE 2 P BT K

TR kR L AT R

30




ARG R e AR F R B A T 4 N 5 BATE] &% #03]  Logit $°3] ~Probit
WAZ S REREAT AT F LA ST SRV Az S B Ak ra Ag s
PATE B2 B A R B 22 P A AR 2 FFERCA BRI P E &
AR A PR LS P 4 A A TR 4 o e fE A A

SLET TR &ﬂ;@u/ﬁ’iﬂ‘&rﬁr °

MA@ Py G- ERNE - BR- AR R EER LB E 0 A AR
% % R 2 451+ (characteristics) ki o ARFEFA LY > ¥ & * BT P Ef‘i‘ il
(qualitative dependent variable regression model) &7 P43 g 2 777 » B¢ » Sog i@ *
z_#7]% Logit £ Probit #-3] > = ﬁi:’u)fa‘lfl A FEA 0 H TR Al

B B FIREG 1(FEFL) fc0(FRA L) - ~E@H 2w FHA L T4

Y, =% +¢&, (D

B2 &% 4
gﬁ,Y:L B L,
' 0, BREE2H4,

X - fEfR R
B AR Sk 2

& THAM OWHEL 0 2 BAREH R

F(Hfs FP e
E(Y)=/'%.

g B E TR (01) 20 st B g

)
dh#ic (cumulative probability function)

KB A Slic AT Ao

F(E(Y;)) =F(Z;))=F(5'%) . 3)
kA ﬁﬁggc 3,3{«}; 2% % f& 0 gt W * Logistic 4 fie 2 R4 ¥ Ak A fie o g% Logistic
A fe s Logit #3] &% HR8 ¥ &~ e 5 Probit 3] - 4 % 4 e o

31



3.1 Logit 3

Logit -7 B3k ¥ #3822 8 5 R Logistic & fie » Flut Mar g 483 2 2 B f#

B 5P R AR R T 0 S Ak AT

PoFZ)=F(gx)= L - L _ &" )
! ! Yoo 1+ed 1+e 14e0

He > Zi- EFAMBEPLBR > Z AT PRR GEL -

BN P IR ED £ ARE 1 R0 L A 2 B AR S S Sl 23
BB o e i5d T AT 0 A Sk &7
P =F(Z)=—
o o 1ve
s (1+e?)P =1,
=ef=—1»1_|
1-P,
1, P A
P Z, = In( o) = %, )

FORT Y NP A A fE
LEZ (Mirfp i) P (GE£F2 Mo d) « g -

2.1PiP - EEFAMZEE2 T E | (oddsratio) r TTE 23 4 2 S FApgE 2

PEA 2 WEF R REMRNE L ER

bt Sofice 225 AR R 2 OLS % i3t Logit #0732 48X 2 3 & » 7]

gt e MLE 5320 0 #0730 #c (likelihood function) # 51 40

=3

e#™ 1

)" (

c=T](F@ri-Fa]™ )-T1c ). ©)

i=1 i-1 1+ eﬂ % 1+ eﬂ,xi

Bé oy ARRE FRIRAPHAMBAS  RlY=10 FR 0 y=0-

32



3.2 Probit -3

Probit #-3| BRK F 23 2 2 I RAGEE ¥ L A e FIP Mg 88 4 2 FF 85

AP AR EEEEX T > Sk Ak T 40T

_g2

P =F(Z)= HﬂX)‘f—j S =0(pX,), (7)
B S LR R (TokE 0 RBEG L LEEF AR - 00 5
Wb o R A e e

d 5 (N Fars 24X 5o »TE2ZPFEHEEE A (0,1)-

=— p

Probit #-%]+ §:&8* MLE %27 8wt i S#icd 74T

n

L

(F@y 1-F @] )= T - o x. ®)

i=1

Yooy ARERSE PR IR A MY Ay =10 2R y=0-
7 # A Logit #-7] &% &_ Probit #-3] » =28 ~EH P HE2 w Eﬁ?ﬁ:ﬂ (P E T

FAHIA) WP F B A BB £ - AR RN 2P EI MG
B o

33



3.3 AT A] 3 #A] (discrete-time survival model)
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s f(t, X50)

L Sl P, X;0) = —=2 L =P(T =T >t, x; 0), 10

f§@&¢(X)S&Km (T=T=t,x; 0) (10)
Hi7 o7 b t g g 0 ik s o
B F )8 5 (10)7% 2 T & > PSR EiF 1A 2 P00 S dicd 7 40

[' H¢(t|3 IJe)yIS(tIJ IJ ) (11)

ey A ARG EE TP AR TN E 2 M A Bly,=1> 3R] §=0 -

FADN P o AT EF A 2 Sokp » T ERFR R L R £ X

time-varying covariates by making X depend on time) > @ ¢* i+ ¥ 27 Logit 4= Probit -3
ryng M g p g

ESEUAVESTE o U S I -

Shumway (2001) #-34c] EF 63 T4 5 5 & Logit #£3] » % # Logit i3] % #-
FREDZFHARIE:  m et Logit #AIP o NG AP F A M A
HFH: 1205 00 0T R4 ZHBATA &322 28 Logit 3R 2 8 % o
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Shumway T % 2. % # Logit #-3|2 #2134 77 4o F

=T (F(t.» i )YiH[l_F(j’Xi;e)]Jﬂ (12)

i=1 j<t
He > FU,x0) &P RiEi 1 2 223882 % 4 fe S #ic (cumulative distribution
function) ; v, % A Sl Z% i 3O P AR TR E A M Bly=1> 30 -

Y;=0 -

Fls F,x0) 7 + A Efe2bip il » 2@y B> %10t Shumway 325
F(t, x; 0) 7 /298 ik e » 12 @ kB8 F o 3] o B0 2 P i S lie™ 4 o7 4o

=H£¢(t x; 0)" [ [[1-¢(j. % 0)] J (13)

i<t
*  Cox and Oakes (1984) & & gtical E a2 55 S ficde ™

S(t, % 0) =] [[1-¢(j, x; )] (14)

i<t

g (14)35 & 00 5 (13)58 ¢ > v dase Mgl s el 2 fein e 5 Logit #-3)

2 P S A AR % eh > 1 T R o 3 LA G P Logit #103] -

Rm > Shumway % (12);8 % frav Tk @ At s 85 FIPL 277

#-% (12)5% % ¥ Logit #7322 S fc4e 3 1 > @ 347 07 03 2 P2 S e B e

L ﬁ(¢(t|’ Xlt e)yI [1 ¢(t|’ it 0)]1 g H[l ¢(J’ it e)] ] (15)

j<t;

FOUDRTR2Y BT IR L7 A<t A t=t L A F s AL T .
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Wbtz 343 0 287 7 R WAl 2 e ik d(t, X, 0) 4R 5 Logit S

B A HAT

(a+A90+)

g(t, x; 0) = 0=(a.3.5), (16)

14 e(a+ﬂlg<t>+ﬂ;x) ’

B ogt) &7 7 27 E&Pop R 2 Sdic 0 T () =Int) 0 F o AT R

Bl E - fAdvid 4 pepF P 03] (accelerated failure-time model; Lancaster 1990) °

AR FA A EGF A i Sl i A F BRREEFRRT > Fa
e H 580 5 R o %ﬁf‘ Fak2 A E N AR A4 § 2 5 8 Logit
Al > #& ¥ & * Logit procedure & it {7 3AcA EF A2 S8 G 3 > KRB BT

B2 Bt PRI 3 & (maximum likelihood estimates) % Fgip| = & % 4 P47 5 #5218

»

L

% % MLE & % im3- d84c 3 &5 803) ~ Logit #-73] % Probit #73] ¢ %82 &
S PRI B3 E 2t o R WHE Al i £ & (goodness-of-fit) Ak E > H P R

W AR RECLT EF L P P BT

ﬂl
Ho:ﬂ,2 =
p) Lo
B 0
HI:'B,2 ¢9
p) Lo

1y F D (likelihood ratio) i {7 33 B F Mg T > & T 40T

D=-2 log(Li) =—2(logL,-loglL,), (17)

m
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v

He o L mEBERS2 T2 okl

»

L, % %3 S8 pr o8 Pl pelic s i Bt (o

Pt DV S ()R A R S Sl B

AT O AMHEF L REa=005 FHEFESH ML TEREEETHLD
ye i = S8 B F M o Al 3 03] - Logit #0312 Probit #03) ki *

Wald # %% Wald S5 % 0 & 3 12+ A e 2 B2 ol j2 1 € B i)
L5 R4 BRAeT AT

Hoiﬂizo, i:1,2,...k

H: B #0, i=12,.k

ﬁ 2
Wald = 12
' { wJ (18)

oy

ARV AR AL i

"R
e 1-”‘
0\

=

SE() & Sl 2

BAEABENEZT C REFREa=005> FHFIEGH - 275 i0REY
=

RHH 2
PEA A AR 4 o
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T AT AS BAS B EALR L FMT > KRB AL EM TR G
HFz o "L ERL, - A SR ZHP o HERTHE (between-group

dispersion) Ap ¥+t N % £ (within-group dispersion) 2_'“ & 2 B~ » 4r[ ] 2 #75F o

X2
A
R2
I". /-' B
RI ___,—
>,
Bl 2 A AU R S 3 B P R
T?p‘%l]/»\ﬂ}’? 2HBERZBRFEE VERFETHEELAF I ENLMEE L ERL

FRBPELAR -

FRR R ¥ R R &2 Bt ¢ 2 Kolmogorov-Smirnov (f§ £ K-S)
Lz o R F AR a=0052 BRT o 4L BEFRES BT YRR T B
= st

Hy i A o s F A

H,:j2 8 % fe & 2 AL A e
hEEBXRIZT O FHFESH,  RMETRERSE, AT AR
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Mirpiad B ¥ o f 3 HMlE R R B4R R 2 6 Lo T 7T

GREES FEIE STE

Hy:s 3405 %8 ficmd 3 %

ﬂ%**(f)i?m@ﬁﬁ#@%ﬁﬁané@aé%m_nmnuw%ﬁwn

NPN/ZV
Zzz—ZPIH{W}, (19)

B H|within SS matrix(i)|N(i)/2

|pooled SS matrix|N/2

1 sum L | 2P 43P
re N@) N |6(P+D(KE1)

K:#M#p >

P:j#f§ % dcip -
NHER SN S TE
VORERE3:2'ER-£§ o i

BEABK AT RMFREa=005 FHFESH, pliapapipoogny

2PAHEML L RBRELI P E

AR RE RS ET AR IR BERELI AN TS A ML
- ML BIEERE L TR E  HFLE  BRAeT

Hy:my=p,, 1=12,.K
H:w #p1,, 1=12,.K
B ooy 2oy B RBE AR TEL Y 205 DR T ok
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‘H’# Wilks' A 1E11'r ,u;‘J‘?g_\P.ﬂ H’Fﬁ T T\ T 4o F

A=w (20)

He >SS, 5HEMPA LT o (sum of squares within groups) °

SS, 5 % £ T - {r (total sum of squares) °
Wilks' A Vi F it E - pd B2 (p,n+n,—p=1) > & 74T

(1 A)(n +n,-p-1
p

Bdoon snAui i Mg Rad ¥ 20 LT p R iERREER -

) 1)

b EABERSEZT O REF R Ea=0000FFIES H ~ Lo AR

H AR OTEL D

FEERET RS AR GO M AR P F 0P WL R
EEAPE o PE - ESRERAMRY S BZ Y T 2 MRME Y 3k (Fisher linear

discriminant function) » # 57 4= ®

Z =V X +V, % +..+ VX = VX, (22)

29 o x5 %KL o ve RE &K E

doie RE S BV2ZEE REMTRE-EMP R 258, 7 ER

B iE 2 Y \fl’rlg( » Fo Ao

Max 4 z%, (23)

w
He >SS 5EMMAFE T2 Io (sum of squares between groups) °

AR FEEE
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#-F (23)58 x0T 2 2% R L e (sum of squares and cross products, SSCP) &' % 7+

§S, =SS, +SS, +...+SS,
=VEIVHVEV+..+VEV
=V(Z, +Z, 4.+ TV
=Vv'Wy,
SS, =V'Bv.
He > WEEEep T2 232 L {e (pooled within-groups SSCP) &L >
B i &I fffi{r (between-groups SSCP) 4E*L o

F]A#- 5 (23) N re B e

Max 1= VBV 4)
V'Wv

TAfRER A2 AEE W Sl BV B QAN RS S H R0 AT AT

04 _ 2[(BV(VWV) - (VBV)(\W) | 0
v (V'Wv)* it

v'Bv
vVWv’
2(Bv—-AWv)
v'Wv

f);)\ /1:

,
i

0,

v'Wv
2

B A 2 W,

T
~

W 'B-Al)v=0. (25)

S THBAMA P ED K0P S HAL S RE RSN AR Y S

EATAHEFFRAMBEROPEIF O T EHZECE T I HEFAR K
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Hi Hiz
H, : /‘.21 _ :U.zz
Hi Hyr
My Hip
H, : /{21 o :u.zz
Hi Hyo

Hé o 2 g AR A SR A B2 PRI F 275 i FRESHL T 58 4, 2 4,

PlAMaEp B den ¥ 270 % Kof fafl gz T8k -

F1% Wilks' A i&F AP EERB T & A4

ik
2P o T35 8% AT S 23 {4 fo (total-sample SSCP) 4E*L o
Wilks' A 7 f3 & + 3 (p2) S5 E g B L p(G-1) > & 740
7' =—[n-1-(p+G)/2]nA, (27)

490 p i EEEEED 0 G L HMED -

Wilks' A =# 1% $QDA S F @ pd &5 (p,n+n,—p-1) -

hRABRAZT O XEFREa=005  FHFESH, P& 7 80 %5 Sdcn E
BAMB AW ELIF 2P o

ARy % SAS 2 SPSS At ASTARM FALE E B AP AR o 1 R BAECT
75 3] ~ Logit #73]22 Probit #i-3] ¥ Sz A fE G E > 12 R E R B L 77

20 % W Sodic o
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3.5 i~ B B (optimal cut-off point)

* MLEA &) 53+ 3 dpscd] #2503 ~ Logit #3] 2 Probit ##3] » S #icz. &+ P2y
B3rE2 e PIE- HPFEFIRO P APRDEFpP ARG - L RERERTHAESL ¢
PRt 2 AR B g2 B B3 0 AT Al R TR B & Pt X, ; 0) % 7 2
Logit #-3] 2 Probit #3]R| 2 % ff 48 & Exr@:F(ﬁ'Xiti) kT2 0 B % ] £ w] A3t Logithic
A 20 AR S S BPRE Logistic 4 fiz > @ Probit i3] JRICHR 2 F fi 4 fie o 2|72 54 5

BLEBARBP(0])  F g, % 0)2P X F(Bx, ) 2P« Rl 2 P FAT 5 R 4 2

FLOFZ o RFREIIE AP .
B B FRERYAY O BPNFHAEP RV G - AP EF I RAP

£
BRSNS - LR RERTREE E8 L 2 %Y A B (Z-score) © VK, # T

2o HET NS FREAFBARBLZe(0,40) 0 FUX, SZ 0 RIET 2 P FFEE S M

ﬁ%>“,ﬁi’wﬁﬁéﬁﬁéﬁo
FIp oo +1‘4ﬁ-‘§( ! fg_ ] LOglt ﬁ_‘-ﬂl]}i Probit ﬁ;‘_‘ ]\:‘ s v]rij}xp\ E‘é’:ﬁ‘&f‘—z\b—lﬂ] I ;ﬁ-

% & (type L error rate in-the-sample, o4 P)y) ik g8 T F P &> ik Ap R ET >
M i B2 PRI ATIE K AR R MR 0 P L0 bl A L
FRET A& ERBEFF2G ALRTHL S A2y 723 REL K Th

4T

BpAir s O P EEE LD F O 72 BRIk
FAPNPEFLED T2 A S 8 R

@, (P)= (28)

FREFRY AT AP EREZ A ] FEFa,(2) R ABEZE
PR P PEREET o MPATE D P AT K N P L R T M P2
Bl T E Ak 5 (28)5% o

wAAcA 0 4] ~ Logit #-3] 2 Probit #3] ¢ o A p pER L2 A IT 4 F
(type Il error rate in-the-sample, S, (P)) fidp b hgP @ > Afi Ap PR T > K0
'#74 F%F¥.? ?jjz»fﬁﬁ& M{FH‘T}, '#74 ’7 LL&I’lbﬁéA\%\F’ﬁiﬁéf{%%f%
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&?4§£ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬁi’%ﬁﬁgﬂ%@&%?ﬁ%iﬁ§%€§%%*
B2 s g0 ki

Bl R D P BFEL MAAE P2 BRIk (29)
AN PR R F 2P 2 Tk '

B, (P)=

AERERH AN O RAPERRLA I FLAS B (D) RIS RRLZE
BHRANPFRET > BRI Y S P BFFHIIMBE SR RIS T L F e
bl kA ¥ (29)5% -

AP Boig o B2z w7 §_ %+ Ohlson (1980) 4 Begley, Ming, and Watts (1996)
2B R B SRR R A ] L 0] 1 F£ 52 Bfcs ] (minimizes the sums
of percentage type I and percentage type II errors) » #3473 #E3 #3] - Logit 73] %

Probit #-3]® > Bif A B 8P € (0,1) RIS 4T

P =min (e, (P)+ S, (P)). (30)

-

b5 HEHUAITY 0 R B AR e (0, t00) AT

3

Z=min(a,(2)+ 5, (2)). (31)
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3.6 Z#E»cE (validation)

ARG AR AR 42 A T LS T LS RA LS (sum
of error rate) % ¥ % 4 ¥ (power function) k& & Al At R gL & 3 4 B
ARG TR R ABRAPN YRR SE LI 2P > F RSP Ak
AR B SRR ET A
=33 #7) ~ Logit #73]% Probit #-73]¢ » A2 A [ 4 F

~

li—é}ﬁ:’i(.i

0l (P) 40 46 R A B BEP 8 Btk h b PR BT o R TR A B2 2 P 4 RIF T L

FoPd2Lgdicd " MBAEBT 2 b TRAT

P s o P ﬁﬁ‘? TESP BB

- 32
ﬁ**%ﬁ+" E Y E R Y (32)

aout (]"5) -

oAb R 3] I FES ﬂout(P)fé‘#ﬁ“é\'iﬁ"ig LD E o Al AR
T oML NPT AT L AT B 2P 20 B T RAT

el F D PR AR S P2 i (33)
EAGEFERO L F P 2wt

B (P) =

PAGEREL RS NEL Sy, D) Bl kA AP A AR

TN P 2NN F 2K LR AT

ks RS (34)

70ut(13): 9 NN ) .
%ﬁﬂ*"*%ﬁ“%&}_p"« R S (S

SREFUAY O RANERBZA [ RLFa,(2) Gl b b A R B2
otk kPR EET o AR S S PBIRIFHITIE K 2P L Rk T M2
P2t bl TR OGN A ERR T LB (2) R b hg s R

VAR R S SR RE 2 S RS PR ¥ S
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P2t bl TEHAR FG3N  R o AR B A NGEL Ty, () B % Tk

A RBZE AR AR EET AN RO 2D P2 F o ko §(34)

dE(G2) (B3GR T F A EEBLA T FL A LR R

WFLTH )RR AHSPFLARREPBZITRG S g4 -

7

AR L2 H 24 S#ch] 44 Saunders and Allen (2002) 3 B i 47 5 L 5 2

Fo AR A I FLF L, O HNPEEI I FLF 2SR BP, &

;-ﬁ’%‘Pﬂ E\“Zﬂ Ardg a4 Sfic?P » Py EFNRAMETEEZ BT i

o (Py )8 7, (Z, ) o 3EATA] F05 1503) ~ Logit #-3] 2 Probit #-3]¢ > fk & R %

2t T ST EAT
T out (Pﬁoul ) =1- aom (Pﬂoul ) : (35)
BESRERDANY O RRATERR e o T ST

T out (Zﬂou[ ) =1- Xt (Zﬁout ) ’

B E(G5)2EO)T A TS IhE g R AT ARFRIMIEEY S P
A% mTEHERANEFES T2 M E B TER 4
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ARS8 BRASMBAPTENI R HELF LR S-S AR
TP TE I F R LT RAETHERR SR KE LR

Hez T& o

4.1 AT ¥z T K

A BV S
%aﬂﬂé%’ﬁ$
(bankruptcy) ARG R AREAATF 0 Ik A R B e 2 R AT

P RPN P EE A S R Rk Y AP AF A M AL

AYE AT A HaEi A PR ERER G

Bodfiz 5 T xpe, (failure) - § & = prAlfEz 5 TR

F_*

i

[

B AT i F K R R R P S - ] T SR
ﬁ‘ﬂw EERAE R R R M 8 T L R

411 W7 HMHp B2 25

1.Beaver (1966)

v

ﬁi%ﬁ%iﬁﬁmiii%°%ﬁ *Az 4
FAGH A¥%c GRFFE AP A8 LERZ LIDPFF A ML 2 BB
@ﬂk’T“#¢$%ﬁfﬁﬂéa”TF%\—ﬁ3m%ifﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁi

BLA G 2w 0 AR e gt

(overdrawing bank account) o (2) A £ i 4F %] % 3% 4| (nonpayment of preferred stock

dividends) - (3)=> # ff ¥ iz ¥ (bond default) - (4)% 4 #L & (bankruptcy) °

2.Altman (1968)
TR e EBRAR SRR N A R IT S A P 2R

3.Deakin (1972)
MR EPTRLGRFEF  EFGFAI A F TG RAZTEA AR FEL T o
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4.Blum (1974)
CERY R L E SR R EESS LY L S AT -

HIREARR

5. Foster (1978)

Bpirp e A G S (D)E £ LA (sales decline in major products) o (2)F % i& 9
(default of bond) © (3)4F =] 3% 3% 1 & i % < (omission of preferred dividends) - (4)‘&4p 7 7%
2 2 £ 1 (deferment of payments to short-term creditors) o (5)2 # & &4 & Zgp" &g ™ *%

(sales decline in major products) °

6.Ohlson (1980)
PR RGBS 6 PR AR 2 TR R

7.Scott (1981)
FM% }@FKM ‘F‘ B g ’S‘L‘F‘ ’}E ,Jﬁ};_‘,’g_/; %Lg K ’i?& Se s E’]i}/%ﬁg °

8.Zmijewski (1984)
RAMIEE S Y A WL 5 % e

9.Lau (1987)
T EEA TR T A R3BIEE  PREL R B2 T AT R HER3H
Tre B Ep o M- PTIBATA BT SFEM IR RITE 2P L ARk kR Bk
AP A& ez o A0 o ESEM IR T Y 5 R0 (MankiRE ) kiR (%
bR R L L E40% M ) 5 RR2 (Hopth & pr B RaE
AR (FERBAZS - F85 - 3R FRAE @A\i) MHwd (Fy
REFFE) c AMBAWFEY  FRESFFRZIEL 2P NG 58 ~BARd B 4

B

10.Goldstein (1988 )
?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁéﬁ;%ﬁ @ FOARCHFALES R FRLATH

PSR EAFER MOTRELT > TR F o R2F ML F AEERE D



Bz dp4 BT AR L f )2
BA o N FBAT R EFERI Fa A G ot
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ik
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=

11.Hambrick and D’ Aveni (1988)

EELMATT A GABIRE S FIPERZAFIZRE RS -FEFTELER
Mo PR R2AFEGEDPG T 0P 2L CFEFTE G PFHE - R
RAHEE G YRR A EA TR BARRE S B 2Py

FhGrknE g BRAA -

12.Wruck (1990)
PR AEGER LR 2 X RS PR 2 i

13.Laitinen (1991)

EELpPTE A SIBEA FIEEA R, P 2 4 T B A pow ficE TR
ARV Blde D PCFARES IR n BA P S s v S 2 et Fame B ORG
H2 R X P ARERIT A P BRIRARE I S fE R P AR S TR AT e -
FEA PP AP n Ik E B R ALY B b Hr YA LB 0 APz R
FlRs g 23, vl RAZ LFMWPEI M ETEHI P F2 RATAYES

%*ﬁi?rﬁﬁiﬁQ?Jo$3ﬁiﬁéﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁLﬁiﬁiiﬁ2?Eﬁﬂ“

da
ki
P
At

TREFZAR AP ZWBRELI L o d NP P 2 it F AR gL B

i*iﬁﬁLﬁ’ﬂﬁ1¥$ﬁﬂﬂ%’ﬁiér&ﬁ%ﬁéﬁJo

14.0fek (1993)
SPFAMBAE P TR GRERPIE A R L R67% 0 A s L afi10% -

15.Chen and Church (1992) ~ Hopwood, Mckeown and Mutchler (1994)
e MIrEWR - EFELEECEJCFFTEA CRETELfEROBAFER
FROYET AN RADIES FEHL ¢

16. Ward and Foster (1997)
MES A FHFEASILAL AREFRREEL ST TR AT B ARE



412 BP Ay AT 2 T
I ExRE (A®-= L+ - &)
SRR FaEAE A R HREBE BT R OT A G TREOFFEAY

PR e (- H R0 P AP B A S3BRE S RIFE CMBABIE (RAF

£ R FIIE G H ) o B2 IR A BRE ( ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁ“%‘
LAEREEGHEY) o IR AABPHE (RA L FATRET AL LA
Fa ) o

£ F %ﬁjr&%’Qﬁﬁmiﬁﬁiﬁﬁ&?$W$%@%ﬁ’ﬂiéﬁﬁ

BHECRER R pEMBL SIER ER2PRE
3 (AR A2 E) B AR e E)

SEFHWMI AP 2 RE TR ERBMEMET Y B T, 250 T
AR AERY BARAFF LG AR E AL RiE s v E A AFH
ESEA S

ARG (REAS S E) P (AR E) A (AR E)
fp o EE AT REL P FRAER Y R I3E R 4 e R R

T bR PR E NP T F A MR

58l B (AR4 +#)

A RERT R %’mﬁé@“*‘?@ B IEPAGR 2 e -
PRAER AR B0 P L AR A 26T B #ﬁﬁ—rw.% B AT EB ST 13
BRARG I 2P e

6.9 4~ (RFL -+ - &)

AL EFR T REAEHECHICY BN A G RC L AT BR AT ]
TrAlERRRL - TARSFELI MR A (DEFRE FE BF S AFHEE Q)
AR EAAWEREIR O D S REA L JIL Y FEIB 0L Q)R G A
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Bif 8 o 4liFmi B 2 B pnfrd M F R > A 424 2
Al w fhF M A LERD I F OB H IS H | F L BB EE LR
B B R R cOECHESE fFASRATE  AFRGRY A H AL
e A3 T 0 B~ B & % \g«ﬂ-;k o (6)7% & M3+ F z ?j‘f: P ;F!f - (7)
BEHEBLYEY -

4.13 AR EHR 2
Lo#sE 2l ot a7 g £wp)

B B E UL TTR H L w5490 5002 50 1T E KL
FLF A5 Tagpan, ~ T §d & Tk b3 pfo plitz W s M
BT o (¥ E P $49F ~ 506E & 5005 2 115 2 35 idk— )

PR (AR LT #) 3257 (AR- - #F) RBREF (AR- -~ &) %1
E(AR- A4 E) HES (AR 2 8) Bk (ARN-E) 5 ¥R (AEA
LoE) ERE (AR B ) LR (AL ) 8 B (AR AL T E)
WEF? ARAL2E) 328 (AR =)0 248 (AR A~E)RZP (R
B4 E) i (VB ) A (AR - E) B BR RE kg
EATHF B LESMHBAERT IS, - T

ERTLEBRALEFL T 2

(D27 5211 > 2P s ER T - A2- > 53
TR AR R R H228FE L B E T EE 2 A

A o
(325%¥%%%’2W§F%%*9“@\\"ﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁ VR R Y
Beg o 2R T MG A 2 - B F e £ F fafiigxz%ﬁéi6i@;’9ru:}$¢
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4.1.4 - #5AA73R (Taiwan Economic Journal, f§ #TEJ)

BHRGEF AP B DG 2 S (default, A iR G4 FRA L) > d R
[N S A IF' B2 o FomEN AN ‘E’H"%J 4ot P FE 2. TR S PAAR B 82 KT
gLpF > TE] T 5[958 2 hmin s @48 4 par s 2 prak

1.3 FRA -

2RFERHRAT D o

3P HE NI E A F L RRIEL LK
4@%ﬁ%

SEEF S LB RN E - fohi
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(AREY FE I
&@ﬁﬁéi%o
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F48 (ARL T E)Birh (AR TFE Yy (AR - #) 325 TE] 2
TE KNG ELTF AL -

dN R PR 2 PR STIIRID PR A MBS o Bl AP HMI A
2 T & Gikdy Do ES LTI F R F 49 0% - 50 #5250 ik 1 2 FE
ZARBEH AT A PR ERLRIE I FLRAFERY S BRI AR 2 -

v
Ko Ties REF LML
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42 FE O AE TR KR

AT BRI 2P EFTHE BB RTFG TS

-

13 AP B AT REE PP AP B T SHEEED FHLL & &
SHEE RS L TREAME L 2R T P 2P 2 LM ik
P2 Fas: AR B AR A -

203 XPHEIT AT R B EFAFRLFED S T RE RS e
ERBEY R Flt P 2T FAMIEY o PN A I P2 g
EOoHNETALGHASHEIE 2 A e HF > BEK G R 2 E

&

'—J’:gi(,’ht\ﬂ‘ %E‘_‘\i’ﬂ\ﬁﬂ’“lﬁllﬂx‘@]:——'—ﬁ—gi\_—'- \«lI"'"”F&pB’»’]fiﬂF
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1. Logit -3
j\/};ﬁmy‘ *%Qﬁ: 5&%\ I A2

FHAMIREY ) RBREAT L AT S
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FAMBEEWZ OF 0E T L FETELD o

2. Probit -3
2 Logit #Al4pk > FIRBE R 5Z T3 27 L FHF2MBEH > VERESEE

FolAFREAMBEWL P 04T A FFELP

=

3.4 ACA) R
Shumway (2001) #-#4ca) EH A 2 & 5 8 Logit #4] - % ¥ Logit #7] i%#-
FREH 2 FTAMRE D et Logit B¢ NG AP FAMREH LG E
BoHTF%EE 1 BRI 00

FREFN AT
FRE T E LR AT 2N ke

432 BEREK

AEFEY S EERYE - 2R %¥HEce 77 Altman (1968) #7dx * 2. 5 3F P4
i+t F4r Shumway (2001) 2z = P & & $#c (B-4t#k) > fi 4L 5 Altman ®#ce & %=
i@ RN ¢ 57 Zmijewski (1984) #i4* 2. 3 3 4741t Ffo Shumway 2. 2 7 &
g (PHHE) 0 A S Zmijewski ¥#ice & o

Altman (1968) *74 * 2 SIHPdx F o W o P FEF &/F A R F  (working
capital/total assets; WC/TA) ~ &5 & 4/F & 1 4f (retained earnings/total assets; RE/TA) -
fim Lo FAR/F A 4R (earnings before interest and taxes/total assets; EBIT/TA) ~ "% & ¢
F7 B/ E FHEw § E (market value of equity/book value of total debt; ME/TL) % &) |
Yo~ /A B3R (sales/total assets; S/TA) e
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Zmijewski (1984) #74k % 2 33 p4a5 v F A ] 5 1 2 41/F A %% (net income/total
assets; NI/TA) ~ § f %8/ F A %8 (total debt/total assets; TL/TA) % jid F A /ind f if
(current assets/current liabilities; CA/CL) o

2P ## ¥ HEc: 4 Shumway (2001)c A3 P > & RIRA DT 2 ERT

PN

B
P2ZMETF RIS PAE EIFIUBLEPLITEARZIT LA AT
B, o BEE PP REE L FEFHG S - A A pTprR ] o

PEUAPEL A UL P A AR AP S P AFRE AP ALY 0P

PR FEBIEE AHAHSPF LB AW IR P X RF R 2
(range) ~ &= & (outlier) ~ B & ¥ = (unit) ~ ™2 % & i % & (spread) & FlEF 2 5
FAg T R sk S R E v (standardize) 5 £ (7 fdicis 3t

AR BB N R AP 249 FUB 27 Y HIRA A P 529 Fo
BF AP HH 200 foo L0 B ERATR S B R 10 P2 TAULIOR 249 3L
SRR EPN 2 O EER A TR B S AR 184848 - AT TR o RH
BlcE TR 2 Kot R

F 7 fRR R Hc2 ATk st
1 R K Eole ¢l BFE B BAE
WC/TA Alt 0.1486  0.1395  0.1803  -1.0713  1.1979
RE/TA Alt 0.0533  0.0593  0.1232  -1.6818  0.6752
EBIT/TA Alt 0.0592  0.0602  0.0854 -1.0061  0.6526
ME/TL Alt 54051  3.3237  6.4633  0.0355  78.7321
S/TA Alt 0.7228  0.6318  0.4568  -0.1665  4.1400
NI/TA Zmi 0.0347  0.0407  0.0984 -1.6825  0.6407
TL/TA Zmi 0.4000 03942  0.1690  0.0485 1.5139
CA/TL Zmi 1.9803  1.4929  1.6762  0.0129  21.1094
£ 42 (P-4H i) Shu 1.3867  1.6094  0.7535  0.0000  2.8332

TR R L R R ART R L e
Alt : Altman (1968) » Zmi : Zmijewski (1984) » Shu : Shumway (2001) °
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AEALLZZH - §F¥EHR T Altman 2 $#c® & pF > 7 7 Shumway (2001) 2
2P ESRE () £ Altman (1968), “15 * 2 53 MF L & A HAH 2 P54
AR B 2 RIS S 2 47 0% - S RldE ST Y Zmijewski 2 SHc e L pF > T

Shumway 2. 2> @ & & $fic (P¥hdic) ¥ ZmijewsKi (1984) #r % 2. 3 3 pAaxt & » &
A P82 Mg B2 RES 2 245 5% = &Rt i Altman ¥ #kc e & &

Zmijewski ##cie &2 fERw 4 6

5.1 Altman $#ce & 2 TRl % ¥ 047

AELGRUARS L E- ) AL ANEL D R BRPREF o AR RPN 2 G
zk,i:gijs 249 F G AP B HIRA S P £ 20 o B F 27 £ 220 T LS
AT CEERGF AP FHEE 4T B 2P AR T RS
Pt 2 BEd E T B LR T 1,848 £ R ANl e A2 Sl
Logit #%7] ~ Probit #7342 % S E R WA TR GIHEFHED TP 2R SE TH8- 1
ZZ BT BB LR 240 S FRKREF Sl A 814 10 Tk & Altman 2
Bl LT o AT EF R > Logit #5342 Probit #03)2. kG B d W I R E W

HAYEF LM ER BRI TRERETEARE S AN EARE M ALY
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TFEOTAEM X RBEEL RS T

TEREE AL IRERYATL S HcRIE L 1320

% 8 EATAEFHAZ 2¥#kEE (Altman %#ce &

L

pd1l FFRE RN AT OBEKRIE

W R R HR

i?*ﬁ

&

% #c % #c T x Wald + = 33+ 8 P&
Ln( # &) -0.0151 0.0497 0.093 0.747
WC/TA -0.0291 0.0552 0.278 0.548
RE/TA -0.3219%* 0.1097 8.604 0.000
EBIT/TA 0.0879 0.0972 0.816 0.078
ME/TL 0.0486 0.0523 0.865 0.300
S/TA -0.2876 0.0504 0.158 0.670

BA03E £ B+ % ¢ chi-square=23.522 P £=0.001
x KB E K E g = 0.05 -
4.9 Logit #3208 iEst & (Altman % #c’e

P ¥ B, - Wald = s § P
Ln( # #) -0.1383 0.1442 0.920 0.326
WC/TA -0.1561 0.2083 0.562 0.405
RE/TA -3.9517* 0.8410.. 22.074 0.000
EBIT/TA 1.8612% 0.5942 9.809 0.000
ME/TL 0.4580* 0.1634 7.852 0.001
S/TA -0.2876 0.1818 2.502 0.080

WA & B & 2 ° chi-square=67.154 P i#=0.000
X F KRB a=0.05 -
% 10 Probit #-3]2 %#k & (Altman $#ce &)

%K 7 #ic L Wald + = 32+ § P iE
Ln( # #) -0.0782 0.24462 0.102 0.353
WC/TA -0.1017%* 0.34260 0.088 0.021
RE/TA -1.3205%* 0.81648 2.616 0.000
EBIT/TA 0.4388* 0.63850 0472 0.000
ME/TL 0.2197* 0.26455 0.689 0.002
S/TA -0.1131 0.28323 0.160 0.203

Al & Rt T

¢ chi-square=289.290 P #=0.022

KR E LR =005 -
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211 HEt8BEF9 472 B iEE (Altman $#ce 2

Ln( # &) WC/TA RE/TA EBIT/TA ME/TL S/TA
K-S % i+ = 2.296* 1811%* 4.052* 3.392% 3.274% 1.950*
(0.000)  (0.003)  (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.001)
£ %R e 4p ¥ 2 4 2 ¢ chi-square=514.248  (0.000)
X IKEEEFRE =005 °
FpM 5 p E (p-value) °

%12 5 %ERY9ALSITZ 2 E (Altman $#ce &)

i e Wilks' A F o g P
Ln( # &) 0.1144 1.000 0.008 0.928
WC/TA 0.2401* 0.819 54.666 0.000
RE/TA 0.9325%* 0.702 104.632 0.000
EBIT/TA 0.1829* 0.839 47.468 0.000
ME/TL -0.3041 0.992 2.035 0.155
S/TA 0.3103* 0.965 8.886 0.003

T W) 0 Bk F 4 Tetichissquare=101.154 P i£=0.000
S KB E K @ =005 ° ‘

13 wfAfdle $#ck e (Altman ¥l

gl Ln(+# #) WC/TA RE/TA EBIT/TA  ME/TL S/TA

WA =G Al 00151 -0.0291  -03219*  0.0879  0.0486  -0.0200
(0.747)  (0.548)  (0.000)  (0.078)  (0.300)  (0.670)

Logit -] 0.1383  -0.1561  -3.9517*  1.8612*  0.4580*  -0.2876
(0.326)  (0.405)  (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.001)  (0.080)
Probit % 0.0782  -0.1017%  -1.3205%  0.4388*  02197*  -0.1131

(0.353) (0.021) (0.000) (0.000) (0.002) (0.203)
PRERNASY 01144 0.2401* 0.9325%* 0.1829* -0.3041 0.3103*
(0.928) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.155) (0.003)
kB FEARE a=0.05 -
FWP] L p E (p-value) e

BEIRERUAZBERFELRL 0D 2 N T Ff REREKL 27 ER (B
W) 2 Altman #74 % 2 SIERMF SR £ - EFRREE G Y A2
B ABAPED AP W X RERAET A AP % F KRS R R A
2 B3R IEE o
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HEPS g A BT -

B4 %

Logit #3]% Probit #3]7™ - § f213 %
A1 FEEE
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B4 PRERYUAT2 5484 R 2 (Altman ®#ce &)
£ 14 v 1302 Bl S B (Altman $¥ce &)
A o A Logit -3 Porbit #-3] 5% E % WA 47
ﬁx‘j A 13 0.5281 0.4808 0.4866 -0.0815

DAEECI A 03] - Logit 1ot 2 Probit el AR 8L I 00 S RE R UL L RGA R B
Pl A

2145w R 2 b A R B Y A A2 g 4 B B9 130 Logit
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AEEFA T od 2 157 @ v BHA2Z B AT T 3L 52 gAML 54 RAp
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15 w AR AR E F 2 vt i (Altman ¥ #ice &

B3 A1 FAF A I 4 F B REA S
WA s ) 0.0345 0.2513 0.2227
Logit #-% 0.1724 0.2251 0.2182
Probit #-% 0.1034 0.2251 0.2091
P HE TR W AT 0.0000 0.2461 0.2136
Tout
=

0.8

0.6

0;2 ﬂ'.4
i T

g. 1 1 1 | 1 | 1 | 1
=00 02 04 06 0.8 1.0 5
B S5 vl wasd & (Altman F#ice &

R OR G AT Ry RS Logit #4] ~ ‘®4TM 5 Probit #3
CEATABEAG P RE R W AT e

Bl 5 2w fHAT » par- 243 ML p, e0,1) » Bori k2 2
Sl iE 7, (P, )& 7w (Zy ) #77) = 2 i > 7% g T4 W S (power curves) © i fih 5 1k
bRl I A > fdh iR TS SdkcE o d B SV Ea AR I AL F A
0.0471 > Bl 3 ¥ ® W A 472 &g 24 Sfic®E § B 0 2% T 3 HEA ] o A -
Logit #-3]% Probit #-3] ; & &+t fdp4cd] §75 #03] ~ Logit #4312 Probit #-3] > & %
e A A I A S 400 01081 0 RIEATA EH Al A h 4 SliclE § 30
2 371>t Logit #£3]% Probit #-73]

Ttk A S Ecs Altman 2 $fice S AR FHR A I AL F £ 250.0471
LT OBRAR S RE RS HE AR TELS P F A M 2 TR 4 T
3] 75 4] ~ Logit #32 Probit #4] > fed *RERETE I Mt der § o
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Al EREAEELY IR RE RN AT BRIEE S Fa L TN L BT
EF A HERATERRESTF A MBI RN 22 R ERY AT -

% 16 s v fAHA Y M2 HANE I F2FEEr iR SfclE - d £
1678, ZEFHRANA N FALFA3008 P 7 FEFYLAIT7EFI2Z T4 5
BE € B0 1T 0 AT A 7 14 ~ Logit 3] 2 Probit #7345 e ?#L"f PREEY
A7 WL IATA] 5 03] Logit #-3] 2 Probit #3] » R apscd A a4 ¢

Pl A I FEFT 0 T E Ik T4 BB SF ST Logit #5032
Probit #-3] » & £ A4 EF A L FAETERI DM A B o 7 25 4 B Logit #3 3
Probit #4] ; ¥ - * & » F eFfk A3 1 3£ 5428 028 Ble AHA| 97 & /e
SR 2N AR A P

216 w A2 A Mg 4 SfkE (Altman %#ice &)

Al M 45 A E5F il Logit 3] Probit % FREEH LT
0.00 0.0345 0.0345 0.0345 0.0345
0.04 0.5172 0.4828 0.5172 0.4483
0.08 0.6552 0:6207 0.6552 0.6897
0.12 0.7586 0.7241 0.7241 0.7586
0.16 0.7931 0.7586 0.7931 0.8276
0.20 0.8621 0.7931 0.8276 0.9310
0.24 0.8966 0.8621 0.8966 1.0000
0.28 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
0.32 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
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BB ERR TR -1 2 2T AR EWE T 295 T hEF Sk
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2205 3 RERUAY BRIERZBLLE 22105 580 A2 Sl
B4 22 hphe AR BB IE

317 AR EH “""J* %ﬁtr’ i 5 (Zmijewski %#ce &)

% 7 i ‘ %&i‘ Wald + & 3+ 8 P &
Ln(# #) 0.0009 | 0.0497 f 0.000 0.985
NI/TA -0.2421* 0.0716 11.424 0.000
TL/TA 0.0704 0.0643 | 1.196 0.146
CA/CL 0.0522 0.0563 0.861 0.267

WA & B # 2 chi-square=23.971 P i£=0.000
X IKEEF KB a=0.05

% 18 Logit #-3)2 48z & (Zmijewski % #cke
% i ¥ B Wald + = 53+ & P i
Ln( # &) -0.0223 0.1423 0.025 0.874
NI/TA -1.5164%* 0.3987 14.469 0.000
TL/TA 0.6676* 0.2377 7.887 0.000
CA/CL 0.3827* 0.1706 5.034 0.006

WA & B & 2 ° chi-square=56.625 P i#=0.000
X KB E K g =005 -

67



% 19 Probit #-73) 2. Sd#kcim 3t
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i g A Wald + = 3t § PiE
Ln( # &) 0.0098 0.0930 0.011 0.883
NI/TA -0.7200%* 0.2096 11.800 0.000
TL/TA 0.4358* 0.1525 8.168 0.000
CA/CL 0.2335%* 0.1132 4.259 0.000

WAl & B # Tt chi-square=291.557 P £=0.022
KR ERE =005 -
220 BT IREFTUAIT2 BRER (Zmijewski $#ce &
Ln(# &) NI/TA TL/TA CA/CL
K-S ¥ L4 7 2.296* 4.238* 1.251 3.328%*
(0.000) (0.000) (0.087) (0.000)
£ %R foaEri4p & 24k % ¢ chi-square=273.736  (0.000)
X IKEEERE =005 °
3PN 5 p e (p-value) °
221 5 %EFuA 2 %‘»ﬁtn 2L (Zmijewski % #icie
o % e Wilks' A F %2t g P&
Ln( £ &) -0.0644 1000 0.008 0.928
NI/TA 0.4056* 0.764" 76.269 0.000
TL/TA -1.0751* 0.713 99.661 0.000
CA/CL -0.4034* 0.981 4.828 0.029
¥ W] S Bk F 144 2 chi-square=102.017 P &=0.000
X IKEEERE =005 °
%22 wAHEA 2 f8ch I E (Zmijewski ¥¥cie &
3 Ln(# #) NI/TA TL/TA CA/CL
AT B B 0.0009 -0.2421* 0.0704 0.0522
(0.985) (0.000) (0.146) (0.267)
Logit #-3 -0.0223 -1.5164* 0.6676* 0.3827*
(0.874) (0.000) (0.000) (0.006)
Probit #-% 0.0098 -0.7200%* 0.4358%* 0.2335%
(0.883) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
PRERYAIT -0.0644 0.4056* -1.0751* -0.4034*
(0.928) (0.000) (0.000) (0.029)

T IXEFAREa=0.05 -
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i
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4 -4 -1 -5 -5 4 -3 -2 - N
B7 $RERYLSIT2ZEGEASFE (Zmijewski e s)

423 w25 G A F g (Zmijewski ¥ ¥#cE E)

AT =y B Logit 7! Porbit #-73] % %8 % 9445
B & F gk 0.5476 0.5621 0.5772 -0.6908
30 AEATAl B 4] ~ Logit #0312 Probit 32 S if AR S E > IREF R AT RG A B
PUREAPARS -

%24 wAEA RSP FEL F 2 v i (Zmijewski Rl &

e TRk E 3 a3t AL
AT s A 0.2413 0.1675 0.1773
Logit #-% 0.2413 0.1518 0.1636
Probit #i-% 0.2413 0.1623 0.1727
FPRET® AT 0.1724 0.1728 0.1727

223 Sow AR 2 B e B EE - B Y Al 3 H0d]  Logit 2 Probit #5532
Boif & BRI AT o

224 e BRI A SR E S s R BATE R A T AT 3 I FLF2
BoAFLE o 2247 B w BRI Z R AHA] I SR4 5 2 R i L 5 % RAp

pofefrad g TRAFY > SREFRH AT EREM B Z FHRANGZ 2406 o
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25 SRR i A I FEFEH R e T4 SlikiE o d 4
257 Bavo F FE A A I A S <20 0200 RIAEATA S B AT B2 R A h g
€A SBciE § B AT 023 Logit $03] ~Probit #0312 R E % WA 470 A AL
BRI D FETERI N A A S P at A B H B R st s F e A A T
WA KATE 0.64 0 PIBEACA AT IR M HAE BT 2 HE AN K
T4 e P23 1 2% B9 Logit #3] - Probit $57]% § %8 % W 4 47 Kk 4o

225 wfAERAzZ kA TS SBkE (Zmijewski %l &

A IO F4£ 5 4cd dEn il Logit #-3) Probit -3 5 RE T u AT
0.04 0.2069 0.2414 0.2414 0.3103
0.08 0.4138 0.5862 0.5517 0.5517
0.12 0.6897 0.6552 0.6897 0.6552
0.16 0.6897 0.7586 0.7586 0.8276
0.20 0.8621 0.8276 0.8621 0.8276
0.24 0.8621 08621 0.8621 0.8621
0.28 0.8966 0.8621 0.8621 0.8966
0.32 0.8966 0.8966 0.8966 0.8966
0.36 0.9310 0.8966 0.8966 0.8966
0.40 0.9310 0.8966 0.8966 0.8966
0.44 0.9310 0.9310 0.8966 0.8966
0.48 0.9655 0.9310 0.9310 0.9310
0.52 0.9655 0.9310 0.9310 0.9310
0.56 0.9655 0.9310 0.9310 0.9310
0.60 0.9655 0.9655 0.9310 0.9655
0.64 1.0000 0.9655 0.9310 0.9655
0.68 1.0000 0.9655 0.9655 0.9655
0.72 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
0.76 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
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