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A Study on Predicting Bankruptcy Discriminant Model

for Small-Sized Venture Firms using Technology Evaluation Data
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Abstract

There were considerable researches by finance people trying to find out business ratios
as predictors of corporate bankruptcy.  However, such financial ratios usually lack
theoretical justification to predict bankruptcy for technology-oriented small sized venture
firms. This study proposes a bankruptcy predictive discriminant model using technology
evaluation data instead of financial data, evaluates the model fit by the correct classification
rate, cross-validation method and M-P-P method. The results indicate that linear
discriminant model was found to be more appropriate model than the logistic discriminant
model and 69% of original grouped data were correctly classified while 67% of future data
were expected to be classified correctly.

Key words : bankruptcy, discriminant model, correct classification rate, validation
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71dxAde] digt Aoe AAA RA(economic failure), 71&F AFE-5(technical
insolvency), ¥HiHbankruptcy) 0.8 Qv ity ZHAH FAHolgk 49lo] n|gHr}
HEA, AAgelo] Z[ret Ao F9E oujgitt Ve AFEsold Tl F
AL F3ista gAY 7t St TS e A EshAU ool Bx A A
= ofujzit}. Z|guiitolgt 71gdel FARto] FRAHE AHA Hol APAEe] 71 &
RS Hdo) AAsY 719 E4% T 49E Rt VIS dEs) 4
g AR HAE Y BF I Aman(1968)0] 2ste] Agow AEEHH olF o
2 kx| 9Jste] 71dsAl ¢l&R 8 (bankruptey prediction model)& 7192] AFtE]
AT, 154, A4, A, ARG, 4848, AP, dEE), AdiEs

718 A A4 R
?’”‘LE a3 -‘—‘J; 23 (discriminant model)ol] ¢J3te] B-e A7} Hojgot

EAA  shande] it oj2&el &8A wlaEE  Efron(1975), Byth(1980),
Brooks(1988) A3-3-8(1999)°l & =t xR FRAD ] tiste] thABA T
¥ (multivariate normal  distribution)o]] &A% A¥FIEEH(linear  discriminant
model)# 2RAEAE T (ogistic discriminant model)e} E-&/3 vlaLelAal, $A= F
7}A] opdel mA el diste] A¥PERY, olxiEny, IARY, AFEBEY(logit
discrimination model) $& vla BAslgict A7dy mydol diste] thAFA TR
E 7Pgstsie ’\‘i?‘é*& 233 2AAER] gL AR Zleg Jelga, o
FATFETNN ZA $te FSolls 2ARERY 0] 2 WARFYRG YA 284
o] #& o7 Ueptt

7194¢] FatEnde] AHaEe Folu dEexE Fol7]l e 7YY AT &
a9} WA 24 58 FPHow uFshs Zlo] drtdeltt Ty VleAFAd T4
Wxrigel B4 FEI £o) MR et 710l 288 ACR R
o, ARIYe AF AFEES sk fsiae ASARJ A B A
ojxlokt g}, 3t FTaulxr|ge]l e Untzom Y] wiEd] Jdad A, A
T2 AAY Arrt 33 AdHelt), A2 AR lefEdste AdskE S35, 7

< AFs] -4?5}04 ZN&EHlol 9% JleHRUEE 3= 7

EF§RAE TEIAL ok legwri T1de Ve 9T Q AR, TleAd, AP,
A S BEE AR 40}"4 =49 Ao AN WAL 7ed 558 3

o =
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4 T SHeE Whke A2 dulgth FThelde AL HRCIESTE, WA
AR MALATREAD A 2lste] W& Y Aohe] AIS 21 ABAY, 7

el thgt 71EREA B, WA 3¢l S Bz J|ed WE JedgnsT]
7, $2714R%Td, dEvIeANs, AR AT 5 1271 JEFPIRAIM
Fasta it

Z1EAFHQ] FatHrIdel gt 71ea§S BRI T 38 FEAEE 29I
7] YA TIEEg FAEL IRIEE AHHEeR 458 ¢ e WERFEE 275
g Aok, a2y 7lexgR S2auA7Ige £58 F de 78T AR AFH
AERTE 71eE AE7|d 318 1esirt Aol wEha FaA i) tigk
Z1EagTe] JARE B ke 4 J1EEEr £ET uiE ARl oig
AFH ARdAE #A8 d9Ut ok v Su FAaMATIGY At g 9ad
Am RHoZ F 74 99rlolo] A@Ade] g AFd A7vt =g wugk Ao

EioNe ZlEgiqrie W FaA7|Y Sel g9Ag 7o)l At F ARA A
AT A i 5 F 7R WEE R8s, sitdE 3EREE 4R A
AFAR Aol ZledHr) 2L o)gslrt. dEREAe] A4 B FAA7IHY
bS] F3E uE £ JE WFE Vg FEGE AEE W o= A FE
of e &Ho] glEA] s Aolx, FHE FAFAES o83 JIEw§ KA
izt ot} gk ALA JIEHHIRAEE o83t AT JIde] AF4AEY, D
HEE 1R F e AW B BEFSE AT 5 Jduid, 25H0% Jed
HEE ZAR HEARE A EgsH=Y B840 AMEHE & gl Zloftt e
¥3rg Fg BHUEL (1) ohi® B2 (multivariate analysis of variance)-& ©o}-83+
AR AF| W E 7|eEGrt FE Fadeol digh foAd Xpol HA, 2) 4AEFE B2
317] S8 A¥WERgH A EuErge] vjuiy, (3) AXE IRy dugy
&g M7 &8 Fog FAE.

I, APaAr AE9 FAA

71de) ATARG HATARE ol§F 7o HIAZEHE T JIE AT} of
Folzlch. 7149} ShtelEnFel tid AT FAL F199] o) FIF JFE A=
Fo SYUs] A ool thd #EuFel A&l g Hlaoleh, Aman(1968)
o AYBEFSFE olgate] Sl PP TIAE FL ATULGE GEALATE
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A)BAL, olleld, AgeleyFAY, TR FA, vheYFAY S& At
gt Atmam 9 dAF9] AFFMAtoA Plaw ¢+ Plate(1991), Poston, Harmon 3}
Gramlich(1994), Clark, Webster, Hogan 3} Foster(1997), Zhang, Hu, Patuwo $}
Indro(1999)= "= 2] AR AIAE AFatse] AFRARY, =ARY, A8EES
& Astd 7149 S RFS sdetdrt. A88(1997)L TA7IY S EY
03 RAAE WERAE Hgsto] TG FAAS APkl SAHCR fod
R AT ol AARHE, 58713 oAl AREH, ARRIAE 55 AFEH.

7194e] AFHlgol] 2AS Ay Aol shabrigel AFAEE B3Il wisiA
A ol Vbl 28 AFAFTIL AStEE BEe Bolal Jlu, o|d e A
o7 23 A¥E AFEe Zlo' veldth Teat 719 1d W AE A8sET B
Hlgo] F4% Wske V1Yo sbFeAE dEshet v 8% ARE et &
8] Tsukuda ¢} Baba(1994)e] A7-AFel ofsha 7|gshilel tigh & SE2] B33
FH 39 AFAEE oS Aol olAle Zloz vt Ads el ofshd
TR It ool o&Ee AMSE Fo W] MY BRI A, s e
2 7Y 7R AR, H41 ind e gt AR dE2A vehsta, I G 29Ee] oy
T H9AE ok 65% - 75% 2 Jehstt

HZ A7 BARA AN 714e] g A e] dHE =T - AR AA - AR
92 AgEw glu, AFe] B Vs, AR T FEARN dig B2 A FRt
£ F3stal gl Ao] ddoltt. 53, 7lwdo] 71984 Ee] AHerR diFdel vt
NNEAFA F2WA7IGEL B4 Zleds Bl BAE s FHsta APEH
71815 AEs7] 94T 7ieFA o 9edE A HSdh FRAKETNE, 58,
A Bl # A7 B2 7197l F¥EkE Azl tigh 9] I+ Brown
7} Svenson(1998), Aboody ¢} Lev(1998), Griliches(1990) 5ol 11, 7I&7]dolA I+
o] ulg-a9] #AE BAE 239 Il TR ZI97EA 2 AFAtolel frelg 4
JAATT EAF 2 FET G2 ARl visiA HEAoR Erhe 28-S =&
Q719 10912003)& =u7Idel a7l Fxieh Aol #AE £4st7] $siA
R&D Scorcboard & AMS3}SIEL, 2425 dhege] 7geld g 48 ase
oo ARWAVF JE o vekdth, meEA slgate] e f7) A B3
o} A3 el Fold RS HIAE 4 89w #EE T gt

FEH(2003, 20053 WA Fleriel BdATALele] BAE A A 22
o 22700l chated HARAT A AR FNEHA S0l WA viEd Pl feld
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e wIAL g Ao etk $MEH 2001dEe] JEHIIE de S B
A 200595 AJHIE TR WA tHstel 1 R4S BHSTA 2R,
2A2YAARY, HYAALY 5& FRsel YR viag 2=, 1 APEe W
2 61684% Q) Ao Vet HSRQHE ARt B2 teld 714 w4 A
HE olgsjo] A 4% WFHIACR Be A9 Be Ao T A WF 4

|

2 38

Fstel Al 7 WFE A%l fdi 2A2E dERH 23 ERYE ol8sl
o}k 71eA Mg FRE olgslo] AgA WFE Wdshked AEEe A
67.7%, F HFA ALl 95.6% 2 Jepgc)

9] Z1guit S-S 9% ABAT BETe] F8 FAAL Al 7R Qokdr.
AR, AR A Al thid A59] 44" 79 HAAY oot 4 £, A
FHERFS AMgtaat & Aol N8 Wl &3 chisg Asrt ohisg Bl
A A REEEA] AR B Ao g% davt vt dhuvstd HEEr) o
AHEXoA A Siuke this oldgk(multivariate outliers)o] ThFO R EAshE -5
ol #ERF ] AT P A7t AV 7] wEoltt EE ol A
his} AEE 7P ZA ARPEA] G 2A2E HERYS AY AE Fel=
FUA gt A, 49 BEngoeny /Y Jde 5 UFEE BFs] 9
& 7o) e QAIEER AAe A oRolrt dusid JAZERE dods A
73S A wERYe] AuE]] FEFEol A 2= 5 W] dEeltt. A, 339
HERFS vy As5el F438E o Jldise £F & digh Hrlort. ojgAew
qF EEASE R0l 283l 738 ARFEL AT wERYY] LRSS A}
3 A¥o] 7] wigel, T BHARY & HY(bias)E FF8l AEFEE T
AT F e iEo] xgEolo} Ft} BaolMe AR ZlEedsl) 137 $95S £
dERFPe] FA7 AHE Jrt AAeA olHgt EAIES st A8

O

¥
s,
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. 7l&d%7t 9asd £424

AR 7B AE T 7 A9AT R shbste] AR M) AE
B719e F27159014 20019 BA] FIeAgRIIIFo 2R JeSHAE B T

WA7IY 48NS ERrlgoz sk, 20059% AR ER/1S Tl Fgst
Wael ufel 2AKE Pt Sejol WART g A 361748 kel Sk 1210
Aoz FRu. & B T EFENE el o edRt 137) 32
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HaEHE (mean vectonZ} o3t Aol JEA| HF-E thHF BAREA (multivariate
analysis of variance)& ¥3to] Z4A3d}aL, &=

& U4 FYEL PAsa,
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1, WF Chz olAzt M

F MR W) Ui thi BAMRAS $35k7] Aol thiF Agel tha thd o1
e A% Fervt Aok dfstd chAF BARRA Y] 71 JPe F 7HA Wl
i oFAEE FaWert M2 21 $U98 FRAES TR oiE AfeEs
RE F2E FRolRa MPE] et 7led%rt 13 SRS (1) 7ed 9y
(T, @ AN L INLEFA(T2), B3) 7&PEBRE(13), @) 71es74T9), 6
71&3AATS), ©) 71EBRTO), () AFENTY), ©) APFEAE(T8), 9) AHFRB4
(19), (10) AA7PHKT10), (11) AAA(TID), (12) F443(T12), (13) =R H2(T13)
o2 AU chAF ok BAMsly) igte)  Yang I Lee(1987)7F AR F—

A3 e Assidh p=13 N FRB iR A AsEE T,

4

=Ty, Ty, -, Tiz] 7t FEHAE} 4 o)1 F-EAE(covariance matrix)o] 3 ¢
thags AFRE N, (g, T)Do 228 FRolglw b ow T; 9 p Aloj9
Mahalanobis AZRIFE & = (T;— p) TN (T;— p) oz, EEAZ » I AR
WE] Tys o] 7% BREaud T o E23seE S 2 548 E2 Mahalanobis
Aege df = (T,— T) S7'(T;~ T) o] gc}. ola] chas odgte B3}
7193 F—8A%E A3 2ok

F.o=n=bp=1 1 -1

, v 1wl (m))? W

AWl F; AR 249 Af=rt p ol gRel ARt n—p-1 <

1 px1 889el7t T ~ N(p, ) Q) p— % AFexel Be v p—uF FHGEL=dre

ﬂt)zw exp{-%(Tﬂ ) S YT ﬂ)} o] )
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F(p,n—p—1) Xl A Bt froE 005 oA othiF ot A3 33
BAF F; 7k 71AA F(0.05,p,n—p—1) B} 2 o) A5de T; 7} opidF opd
ot JAYPTE TpHF odEE BN HEH FHEES AR £AR s A
& F-3AF2E E2% AT E SAS oA IML Z2adg ety (ag DI 2
o] 73ttt (I Dol 9% F—3AF =AM T 35 ReleE 005
A 713 F(0.05,13,347)=1.748 Bk & Agx 232 Jebgy, shbiFd 39
7123 F(0.05,13,107)=1.813 Hr} & zAsE 12702 Jelth ZEAE 48270 A=
oM F-8A% 23285 T odgtes gad AR 35E AARESY 73%
B UERT Z1e897E Asd gF oPdgte] BAE 4Ue o 7R AR
FAHeE 2 99e adtd (1) 54 A3t divie ge Ass vasiy F3=
BX) £40] A thE ZE, ) 5 AR FFEAlY A o] Al A5 FI
B3t AR Hds 2 2ot e 7S, G) AEVEe] FEE e daAdd g
LFE aed £ g Aoinh. wEby thig BHEMed ARE AsE 3570 ol A
25 AN AEF 33870 ST 1097] 5 F 44770 olch

ad 1) gdgFet MHTolN F—ZHES 0188t CiHE o|4gt M
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chiz BARNE ST BPET0l $8 17] FR5L FTANES £, @
B Shu FUG FRAGE X ¢ s oy AFEREe geda sgeta, T 7t
A WEALole] FEAE Kl Aol YA ARE FHATT. $H F A WF
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Fatddo] FUTFA| RE Box(1949)7} Algkst chil®F Box's M-ZA A3 ARTA
& M =82.303 ol TP p—3gho] 0.731 o|E2 F WX FEAH]
gelrhs ATHEE A9S $83 A7 ok ddEn. o S B
B f#o3t olg HAsh= APFTAF Wik's lambda A, Pillai's Trace V
Hotelling-Lawley U, Roy's Greatest Root § off tigt F—IAF AARAZA= ol (B
13} 2t

ot

AREAG BASATR | wh o | Aok | aee | p-%
Hel oF | AbrkE A=

Wilk's Lambda A 0.87078455 494 13 433 {.0001

Pillai's Trace V 0.12921545 494 13 433 {.0001

Hotelling-Lawley Trace U 0.14838969 494 13 433 {.0001

Roy's Greatest Root @ 0.14838969 494 13 433 {0001

ol 7 AREAR F-7A A% p— ol 0.0001 FlgEo R 0] 7k whe B
e 2 Zlew Uehdth weld skl A4 9F Al s@dert St
AT Hyom, =y & B8 A1AE & e 328 A Q) bR, 71e9
7} 1370 Femel BAMEy APAFS SBETA afe) vk feld Aot sl @
chec) chAREaE 3t ZleEurt 1397) F95e) e $RA BEARL P
ST fole Aot Qe Aew Uehdrl BRel, g FBe] T WFAfolo]
fofd Bl YA AR ART Bt Aok aEt T EFeld 71t )
H FPRd] gg QY FIRAON} FEE (- PHE T AL 240 BAL Al
. ASEQU0C B 137) FHZ] U@ T AFT Ay A8e AgeA gn
A A ARE FH A A 7N EAR A s, 24, 130 35 vt
o thi% A4L AT A% HPE RAFE o (IF LFF ANEAL, DaF A
B ARE FAY A9 KolSEel WA Bk BA, QUF Y B B¢ e

2) Box's M-ARIM v;=n—1, g=2 2 $& W BAFEAFE M = —2(1—0) In M °] H,
AAARS] EXE M~ 2*10.5(g— Dp(p+ 1] o SARIT o714
M= (18,1 |S,1")/18,l =7,
c=[Z1/v,— 1/Z 0] [(2p*+3p— 1)/ (6(p+1)(g — 1] °lch.
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7} 137] FaRAlolo] *‘%z(correlauon structure)7} FAIE A9 chAF AR A
= FYEALo)e] TR ES HA | o] g3t A, oA AAe] AXE(power Of
test)o] 137] Ui /NBAA ] ARG vlsiA o= Aol

olgidt Yk FAIEL /MHE) YA chig ARAN AT H, p,= ¢y 0
73 71 EH, T H3ol gidt Zledsr)t FE Fady zlolg Adig foJsiAl
|E & s E]EHW«]H ¥ A% maximum significant linear combination)-& 314 &
o T UMK AGdE dFE 7R Q% AdRX3ades 3] A e
g Asde T; i=0,1, /=L2,,n,; 8 A82% z;,=a T; & AR5, ¥
F2+ BaElel Rolg HU= sk A a = [q), 0y, -, ap]l & T} 52
WFE @) H=S_yn, ( T,— T) (T,— T)eln, F& W3 o]
E=3\_ i (Ty— TH(T;— T,) Qu,E'H & HYz si= 334
AsHE @ = 3R AR 187k eigen value) 0,148 o teEE T-4¥El(eigen vector)

(B 2)9} 2ol F3jA.

Age AgsR we A
71€73 %45 8(T1) 469
A I ) 063
71787 (T3) -.005
7le2] $52(T4) 285
7l&4 71&2] BAXTS) 045
71&9] AEA(T6) - 067
AIZEA(TT) 130
NAA ANRR7A(TS) -063
A3 8734 (T9) 039
A7 18KT10) 312
X4 ARA(T11) 331
FAA(T12) -164
ulA Q= (T13) 155




8% 313

A7l I Algs BEstE golr] ulRe] Aozl 242 F 71X WEE ;Tg}d
g ddideg rljodsrt iy @49 < v el ddiRes sldert M E
THES AYsha AT, 718 9FETD, A7RKTL0), 7€ % AJ(T4)_§.
T8l

5 7K o %Ae ket 2k A WA % e 5 744 49
Z

A3 MZEEA L b o] xjol Awsly] Yix AF To uAd ez 3= 7o)
o F R 532 Y EErE Ol%o}cﬁ el 7]%@.&37} g ol q]sﬂ/q E-;g
W) 48 ALEEE(posterior probability)S F3ste] ALEEgo] E WFE EFI
Aolth, BEANE T 711 Wi e] WEe Ausly] i3t A4g Sinyge 7323;5}7] _<‘>,]
N dggEnyy 2xaggEeyo) st vl Bk

Azt I BFe) H8 AeHHt 137) FH5e) ZRg@AErt Ty, T, o2

=)

Bt gRalg @ (sample pooled covariance matrix)o] S, 4 wf FRAFPEFIH
(sample linear classification function) L;, 1= 0,1 & 2](2)¢} Zo] A2, 133
#5e L=L,— L, o A 2 ke % A 9l AR 24 43
paerel AgREgre Ad @& oo 2,

ot NE ‘l)

Li= T,S;'T—05 T, S;' T,, i=0,1. @
L=(T,— T,)S;'T—-05(T,— T,) S;"( T, + T,) 3)
3) Sk A BEERe &9 137) F9EARe] RERIRWIRL A2 S, S 2 BASE, 5

BEERPIgde] gRgETRagEe S,=[(2, — VS, + (n, — DS, 1 [(n, + 7, —2)0) B



APEHel WEdr

= 3= s L, ) | A% (L)) L
-78.448 -88.076 9628
71573 95 E(T1) 1.305 1455 0.150
713%;0%? A 2 AP ST 1118 1089 | 002
71&7PE273(T3) 0.118 0.119 0.001

71e9] $4(T4) 1.799 1.901 0.102
7144 71l BAATS) -0.268 -0.251 0.017
719 FBA(T6) 0.480 0.453 -0.027
AFEATT) -0.147 -0.073 0.074
A3 AI27B(T8) 2,112 2.083 -0.029
A3 44(T9) 0.674 0.715 0.041

A7 19HT10) 1.347 1.459 0.112

R ?iﬁgg; 0.33—9 0.562 0_22—3
44 0.465 0.407 -0.058

oA R HEKT13) 3.215 3.347 0.132

AYRERHOM T AN BFe] WL APse foiP Wl F9EL v
3171 $jaliAl 2Rlolo)= Me(stepwise selection)olx] F— 7R3} Wilk's A $%H] A
Q) Ao (E 40 2o, 2dlslolz Hele] ol Aoz Gl 2 FURE &
FE 005 X AT A 7I&FAFEHTD, BT, 7Iee] 95419, 4]
RKT10) 5 vl 7HA S5 E Yepgot

(B 4) AHQ0|Z0IM FOJ5HA MEE F5=2 Zat
oA e F—3% p—F Wilk's A p—%
1 Ti 26.12 ( 0.0001 0.9446 < 0.0001
2 Ti1 18.57 ¢ 0.0001 0.9066 { 0.0001
3 T4 10.11 0.0016 0.8864 € 0.0001
4 T10 4.03 0.0454 0.8784 < 0.0001
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rollx AEd JJEFTFE 137 FIEEC] thid Aol mera 7
48 Rolrt. Byth 9+ Mclachlan(1980)] o2 <A 38820040 oJatd 71&4
7 TFE Uigk A ¥ E oy Aarexed otk Jgsjerd S olfvt
A, 7oA 2 SRt Al 2X2ERERFo] A2 5 otk JleEwr)
TREA At F MR AT HFE ASE 5 de EALE iR F5
W Y & PN MFE B2ABKE o@D #1684 2 FEAIEAL, 137 FHES A
3 EA2HWEEYPL 249 Fo] FAEC A2 WEHEYS AR HPAA
Newton-Raphson ¥ g HA¢= F4HE die (& 59 2vh, A28 a4
I QR ol iR e R o]l & FYES FTE 0.05 oM A 2% Ve
BEFE(TD, 71&9 523(T4), AA7|MKT10), AAH(T1D) 5 dl 71X $3Fo= U
Bttt ol2fdh Al 2Rlofol= MelfolA] Fek (R 4) 9] Aot FUsH ekt

Ly

o

3

Y _ EXD(BO+ BIT1+ B2T2+ tt + 813T13) +
1 + expB,+ B Ti+ BoTy+ - + BiuTyy) €

(4)

(B 5) FHE 2X|AE EHEes Aot d820

s F92 AT s
-8.505 €.0001

716735 |(T1) 0.136 0.0020

EREr | 2ase g e sAm 003 05719
717 B73(T3) 0.006 0.9114

71&9] $7(T4) 0.095 0.1058

71=A 71&2] ARTS) 0.017 0.8554
71&2] BeJ(T6) -0.033 0.6615

AREATT) 0.094 0.3146

A7 AFE7(T8) -0.014 0.9029
A3 44(19) 0.039 0.6307

A7NKTI0) 0.109 0.1120

v AARA(T11) 0.237 0.0002
FAA(T12) -0.065 0.2069

npA R HERT13) 0.160 0.1794
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2. N=&E0 27t YA=EL bl

NG} 137] FHEL o[ 8F NPVAHSE olgao] F six] WFE 2Rt
3 Aol Y T £8 &1L AFRER W T YYHoes 2 G
g2 7} ¥FEE Rl AAE gad 9 130 S92 g s1ed Bdo] T
2 FoFe W A MR 8 NTBEL A(5)9h 2o] THG, £ A YR
22 olgst BRE WIS G5B dos Y HEe) £ /154 BET BB T
yjdos 2 888 717 WFe Bedle A4S A6 o8,

exp(L,)

] A} B = ol — 1
PBEuTIT) exp(L,) + exp(L,) 1+ exp(L)

- 1
~ 1+exp(—9.628+0.15071—0.02972+ - +0.132713) ©

PGHERF|T")= 1 — P(AAEF|T)

PR T) = exp(—8.505 + 0.136 71 —0.035 72 + --- + 0.160 713)
° 1+ exp(—8.505 +0.136 71 —0.035 72 + -+ 0.160 T13)

(6)

ojff F 712 WFE LY W A2 YAIGE G (critical value of probability)2 54
Wl &3 AT Eo] YBlA A Be AS durHo = 05 7t ARt F VA 5
el &8 Ak5rt A HFe] £ AFEEl dig 8995 A (B 0% 2ot A¥s
R B AFSEREE dAelA ozt dlohd ] wiEe] JAIGER R BIR
the Z9ghe Aeshs o] Adsitl. 9ok ¥ $21 sblge] FEF
&8 AT ZIRE 0398 T BT PAIdo] AT &3 AFHEY 59
% 0585 ¢ EHE Aol S & Joth F IHA HFY AFHE FURE BHE
3hH 0.49 [(0.398 +0.585)/2] & < 0.5 SA el 7] wiFell, Abd 7|&Eg7tel osix A
4 52 PHIFE BRE AEE JASERL 05 2o dddnt 1u 2A2E 3
B A ATl £ AIFEE] iy} 9Fo07 A A$AH J7] wiel,
AT QAZERS AR Aol 4A At 2%F Al sl Tl BSHFEHY,
el 73 AT £8 AT Eo] vgiFoly] e, F 7HA] HFEE #Eg &
JE AAg JASERL 2 0.74 ( 0.673+ 0813 = 0.743)7} He}.

J
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a3 2) 5 7iX| HEHol| o

ral

ANESE X2 Az

. A hviRZ:Rmir
(@) 4 w3y (b) 2A2E FERFY
1,00 ~4 1,00
3 4 ), ¢~ 7 4—-—~——I:——
.80 4 i By
‘; o704 $ srod
P e
1 Q£ 4 b LSS
G i 8 @ g 5o
b (s %, o 5
z - 347
g';_ 50 834
< 6w 3*: P
LYV <20 >
o] I 1o 33
© o0 - 5 90
T T T 7
A BT B BEZWEFE NPt H‘YP R BN BEHEYUT

o AHERERY AFEE SAXE WERY AFEE

- sy 3 CA by AEF
B 0.415 0.586 0.652 0.790
RS 0.398 0.585 0.673 0.813
EFAAL 0.182 0.188 0173 0.140
AR A 0.277 0.460 0.548 0722
ARSI 0.530 0.726 0.790 0.893
FHrh 0.847 0.946 0.947 0.984
Ha 0.092 0.040 0.253 0.118
A= 0.266 -0.345 -0.489 -1.295

MYddstre 2 g@d3re] diES vashy] dsiMe A BEs A WF
of digt YAITER] 4A ] AP EF A59EL vlw HES oo} dic}h Adags
ol o3 ERelM AFERE 05 22 HAUS o BFYFS dFHFE 72D old
THREC (E 7@ 9 20 o]dEFE shd shhiFE A1 1097) F 75707 4
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EREAL 3477 A3HFE QEFE, st BT g JEFE oF 688% o]
ot 22y AAPEFE 459 3380 F 23717 AEFEAL 10370 SHBRFE 09w
go], A A=EF o g ARFLL ok 60.5% = VERTE JE ¥R 48 A4
Bo] FTYsIhaL 7Hgsta AR AT Ui FRFEVL F 69.2% 7t "rk. 2AX
e drel gt BRel F 7R AAZER 05 9 07401 9EFEA () B2 B
AE FAlol HE3le] T3 o|PEFEE (E 8)(b) ¢ B dAZEZC] 05 o BY
S AEHF i3k ARF-EL oF 193% 2wl WAl Jehd uide) kel oigt
AEFES o 95.3% 2 vl =4 Jelytar, FA 35 di$ AT oF 57.3%
o] ¥t} JAZERS 074 2 T ALt st ASHT| O FEFEL oF 65.1%
olx, A BEUF) UF FEFEL oF 72.2% old}. wehA A gt AEFE
2 o 68.7% olr},

(B 7) 5 7iX 2280 2520 dHlu

(@) AFAERY (b) EALE FEEY
= = H= = = ==
"{_].'; — 01]-1 f= 78_5‘“ "{]_'; — aﬂ—v ‘g"l‘ ;ﬂi_“
HF st A3 H5 st A
At 75 34 109 i 5 21(71) 88(38) 109
A 103 235 338 At 16(94) 322(244) 338

7] ERATE FYPohd AFWERI A¢ FA aFEF) dY BERE: o
692 % 2 ZAXEWATSS] oF 687 % Hrt oF 0.5% A Uehdovt, 7 714 HER
F ERHls KA zol7}t Yo AT 5 o M T AL A3wERs
AT it BT 3 BT FEFE0) A fAKRE 68.8%, 69.5% = et
sovt, RALHAEIF(UAZGER ] 0742 F-PA B4 3% BT AEFE0l
72.2% 2 3t AFEF] ARFE 65.1% Hrh o 7.1% o & 2ot JE AeE e
Hoh WEEFe AT RS AA BSEF dF FEFEol 24 oM =¥
FoM 8 BFe] BEFEo) AR v Teldl 2¥e] HEE Aoz A o

ro, ofh

4) A FZPRo) Ulg FRFLL T o T 7kx) o] Aew & Uk 3 WK wHe AAFTEAR
ol i3t AEFE £ ul8Ql (75+235)/447 = 69.4% olt}. o] 9= Ad MF e &3 A5 9
w2} FEFEo] 52 7FeAe] B T uA v s PHFe] AERES AMEER JEEdEl
of ARt o] A% 53 WHFel £8 ApAslEo] vixlolng gytEog 058 AMStY Fd
(68.8+69.5)/2 = 69.2% 7} =},
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m EX2EWERY M A7 F gle BAE BF /EReE A8E JAZERS] A
2 EAleld. vkl HEES-S 7Wdstrl s °‘7il§‘fg%k° Aoz AREE 7HsAd
= WA 7] mEolnt. mEtA A7 Ziedmrt FREARE ol8dte] v Fa
7199 steqR TheAls AEE 4 e IR EA2EERY R AFdEn
Fol ¥ st g

1. M

L

o
e

2R EF oS3 Hit

APETTE ol 83 BFas ot d3Fo] AEFES o 688%, AT BSH
o] BEFEL oF 605% , AX VS PFo T FBFELS oF 02% 2 vpehgrt o
A A ke $8E A3REETE Y VegFr Asdd A4S 9 JdiEe 2

T A=8 5ot} g T3 AEELS deAF-F-&(apparent correct classification
rate)oj2}al 3, o]2H 08 T TEAFNA P TEHEFES AR EFE(actual
correct classification rate)& Htf FAs= Aol Utk &, GLHERES AABEF
S vws)A g2 He(positive bias)E 2l "ol duketd BEFE FHs=T AL
48 BT ARFES W delz dA] AR HAY difeltt AARERESE F
Ast7] g vhHe FEEShI(split sample method), AXFEFFAdHH (cross-validation
method), FALEE-EHIH (maximum-posterior- probabﬂlty method) Fo] ARE-Ho},

HEFHL 7 ool &3k BEAEV}) 583 2 W AM8E ¢ J= Ees A
AZES HEYFE FA5 = A2 ¥ EHanalysis sample)?} JRESL H7HE
) AHg-2 AFEE(holdout sample)o 2 Ti3te] o&eS vln gt} T2} 82
S AT B F A B2 vlg] uigt AAEA ZATE AV|E7] o2, &
AN AF] &8 287 34 ¢ wEe| BEESIPEeR Helg AT By
AHAZAZE A7 = k. BEEPES A AS shbFE 8459 A5t SR
3 22 ¥7] el £ FMolr= A-g dhyol 0}‘43}3’— waEn, aAEFAAER S
ARE s Agsta Yoz zlsg TS £ F AYE st s R
£ ZAs= AR BE AR vhEAHoR 45} 011-’;.3 =S Hrisict, HojAEsedt
HM-P-P)E EA ¥MFE 378 BE A5 AF3EY AL ol&girt. AeH(1999)
< AEREY HYE FRY u TEETPH He| WFo] thE el Hlste] Al

i—{N

p

-\01
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o2 Z7] ufiFe] mAerFAdRH 7 B2Ef(bootstrap) o] iAoz HE W
oz HrIstgit. Hora o Wilcox(1982)& A3WERFe] £57 F5HE o ¥l
diste] wlwst A7 wxteldduys HoAFdEEs 2gste] £4% 0 1 dEe
7} 7V} Eoha skt ,

ot B Hoae AFWERY EF dFL Wkl HsA axfEd A,
M-P-P vHl, wxteldAds MP-P & A% U 52 AMSSHY AARERES 7T
A ol (F 8)F Zoh. BAAN AANRFEY FARL AT BF 62.4% -
66.7%, AT 749 64.8% - 67.1%, AAHF M E 64.8% - 67.1% 2 e
o} 7P AFAo] e WAENFA/M-P-P HPHS ol gsle] B3 Ad sibESel ¢
B ASHE ok 63,0%, AT B EF CdEEe oF 70.1%, AT dstole
5 ciEEe oF 66.9% <) Aoz Jehdth weba A el tigk AEF-E Hele
Al 7 el Wt 23% - 4.4% HH= Taizch E429E FHed g8 A3uE
2y vz BEAS 3t &Y FE 7% AR A= JgE F+ Y

(E 8) ™7 7tx| wiHofl o8t AN MERES £ Zut
T2 71& 2 axFeElGA) M-P-P e gAl/M-P-P
bisd L 68.8% 62.4% 66.7% 63.6%
A 69.5% 67.2% 67.4% 70.1%
A} 69.2% 64.8% 67.1% 66.9%

2. MYEEDHe| ot o|S2Y EE

o
o,
i
£

FAERFE olgste] F /A MFEY, IHE ERE W FAT AR
HE Bl £ sl 8% 440 Wk 54 Jledyrt Azl A F 7 |
F2 272 AEE0] M Afde 9wl AEEES] Ui JIEAREE 059
ofste] BFE tellis oAbaAe] G4 AV AV 2 F otk olEd EAE AN
szl flsiMe JiE BFdl EFE 7hed AEEY Ha ARk (threshold
value)& AR dert 3int. wiek JE WHFd) &3 ARFEEe] AR ¢ 1o AL 4
Solfs F 7HA] WFe} x5 g 4R¥F(n-doubt group)2 TR BFT Pt it
BARY 2Re F 7HA WFe) Ui FEAY Axel we gt & gloh Wk F 7}
A WFL FEA0] 2 Aol AAREE 05 AEE AAshs Zo] APAT, T84
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o Z7keell Wt ZARe] 05 2ok A 44T Bt Uk (AW D@ o A A
HBEP A AARE 055 T AReke o] AW o B, AFTgol
055 Btk 28 A% KRS TPstel A A WFE TRE olRLRIL (& 9

st g

as A% BT A
uT it A FH

At 65 26 18 109
A 79 200 59 338

dAIGke] 055 Q1 734 It ST 1097) 7hedl frREFE BRE A 18742 of
16.5%(18/109)2 Wkttt A #FEF 3387) 7hedl fFEEFE ERFE AL 5=
oF 17.5%(59/338) 2 Welstth. 22ja Al 7k MFE £52 2A%e o frEEFold

2 g A2 BEY 342 AAst 9 BF-8(serious misclassification rate)ghar &

H

o dhit AZHF] AZRE QFFES oF 23.9% (26/100)7F H1, A BSHF oigt
e QRFEE oF 23.4%(79/338) 1 Aoz Jehgrt webA 9 AFE TS
A 78 AFEES o185t B WHF £3 rede WK B AFEEY AR

e NFE AR BE AEAA AelM st Hrlsis Aol HAT Ao
et
Vi, 48 2 34

7L GRS A APE HaskslEa gk O deia S8 A9E
W Eow 2237t A(hedge)EA R FHFES 5871 o8 82 F
the oujojt}t, F¢71# W& Yutyos HEE gydhe 2L HlE oY &3 A
o] dgolgtar & F k. JY] FFAPTIA tiEAl &Y A8 A8HIHEE
(credit rating)®] FX7} dexog 8=y ok dshd 71982 AF 8371
AP AR AgSFol o@ 7o AA otARAQl Be-g(default rate)d £4F
(loss rate)oll gk FEE A7 GREA 9)7] wfgel] N8-53E A=H3}7| whFolt. 2
g F8718ELS £4 A8l i DR Bl S 3] oSS AMEE Ve
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o} £7340| Wi ot FREHA Kl FaA7Iel detede dubEe 22 dBS
88lal ke Zo] didoln

HT BN Ve 2 F A5 Wl AdstE 351 8 ZlegEtl
CAT TR} A, TIeoldd V1A BSE HSHoR 81 3, F87
o @Alste] grEo| gt FAWAZ|G UiF JieEd 7S] 2AHL 9l
ot Farelde o3 AL Al v 88 FPEE AlFsr] HeiA

—

rr

>

],
A 7ef971e AR A9 1R, sHbAele BAME EAs. ol2d #4)
e Aoz FMelr] S (1) o o3k B, (2) tha®d ik, 3) Bd
23ef vlu, 4) AREFE 4, ©) LRI 2§ 52 T GARERS
AR5 N W AA W) Ui FERE va Y 29 AFRERFo] =AY
FARYE A4 By ow fgodnt. 7Yt FHELS o8 dFAEEI ) ot
il
A
%
3

F HEPEREL oF 60% olT, E PEFET AHEE 4 Uk A
JEFE 2AAE B AR Aoz T oleit Ave FAUALIG A
gested) 71¢8Rt A2t QYR ASE £ ee RelFm
ou], deEe F7bAo AN ) e 71$BTE st Bl Ade F
4ol 1Yess DAY Bavt AT Beke,
FAAA7 G e 1EFES AT ANTEE Sl B JIgel UF T A
Aol 22 71877t Ausk ATABe] Ui deleHlolze] T5o] ArjHew Was)
o} olefdh sleleiulol el H2 2339 AAld ARE Bt L Aol UAe
Ml 7Psd ARE ATE 5 U Rolth £ Wl FANAZIGY S o4E By
A AR s e Tedmst ARe) Tl shtdZel Fo8 9
2 vl DY ATHRES TS $AA BEuF TF] aTEL FF olHE T
% AJo] AAHLE o]Folt 34W BERFoI TE 54 W) £ ATHE
o AT APEF T PATol ST F5HE Aol AET & 9 Aol

o
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