MBS SHe%S 5 B B

& ® O xE*

B %

I. ¥ &

I. MBLEL FAY CXFE ¥ BEA B3 BREARNE
0. |EHpske HEBRE o ¢ REmE 247

V. B¢ 9 %

I. B 3

L M Rie

R HABHMT FMERMo 29 HAE BB o8 pEEM] KEios
WRA= 24 LR HEWREEE LFAU 530 pRel FAY mHo) Hiesn
BAMEI SRS BEYd we) pxol SMEBFE B 7.5 5 M (external interested par-
tes) & o % BWO D Mieslol b Aok weld ool Fuel HRE RAT AHH
EWEE a7 golok 3, o8 HEWAEREY THE 0B BUL M
ol S5l HRY + Stk o) B NEWEESA BN MRS fpslol o ABKY &
BREE ¢ + 9o7 =0 BANY LHE 02 + oA Uoh o 5o Yow AR 4
BE RUSE MEL T2 020 BEYID T 5 YA B &8 (accounting) T B
R BENY BEE, K0, A WERBEE ARM By, SHER U oo
FAE RERE S shedl Sloi4 AAT RS Bos o) do® —mma F o4

Rl AHEHE 1 WAE BE BERE Bl AAtelok @uh deld @HEE

* & R HRE, MRARK HENBAE HHiS.
1) FASB, SFACNO. 1.

—127 —



K
o AL HBAY (reevance )3t fAHE (reliability) ol § 7k Fad He B
(qualitative characteristics)& zttoiof gheba Bl w38 ol2jgl HHMBAKS RHEL
bR E S @ el dlotel of el FEKMS shx L o) Mpistele HIE
Gohs AL ARE S ook obge old® MIRTel @A ML cheah T B
o Feal Aok Wek A, WHEsh Rishe K@ (benefits) 3 Ml Wik Rl %
En: BMcosts)® HEH M@l ®Ach Aok shn, EA 1Y HEE HAE
Eoll 4| E# A #E(understandable) kil jhel

ol %t EEHEme Ktk =l B WS AAES ®RES ST dEbAl Bl
Fsla olch &8 EAMISS oz ¥ HEGHe EAZ B ABRAFE Y
A @IERe Wi ol FUAY MMM FAZUAdel A3 Suisisich kAR
3 iESHRFEZY So| U3 Ausigel 2wy MEeme BER eXd HARS
o BT SEMEMIS WMEES S HMT (FALEC X GIfRE IEY 0%
BES A4 AFE & Qs AHG gl B slols SO BmE GHEEME A
SEEEMRS HHmoD FAsYctn 2+ ook Fsl ekl FHOHE sk
= o g BmEMel FEZH 99eh? o) el st Baruch LevE vzt ol fafsh
2 oeh? B “MBEEEE T2 AASE @F 5 emmmdsl Held  REED
de HES BEDY0 A%s AL e FARelN

gl @EHEEY TRMBEL oMMl HmEe FARES vz AEST, 0%
K@z o BHie FREE B2S Jucs HRS BRE Akmez EAY 4 9l
o AWOlALE MM ERREGREY BT SET o GEHERY s
MEERE FiAsd Hieke EASHS HET 4 dvrbl dsid Fixd 2oz @

@ik o] MPH BiF(economic events) BT FEHHIERE Sl Yol HuH o

2) FASB, SFAC NO. 2.
3) J. Richard Dietrich and Robert S. Kaplan, “Empirical Analysis of the Commercial Loan Classification

Decision” The Accounting Review, Jan. 1982.
4) Baruch:Lev, “Pinancial Statement Analysis; a new approach (Prentice Hall, 1974), p. 173.
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SN RHCRDIE B FHe

T Aol MBEReE SHWHCIL. B, MBERE ORI R MY RE, Age
BAC cl2e @0 W) s WSS MBM RBol® oot 2 e
U MBERE BUE Sl WSl L MBLES AME 0 @R MHEEE &
AEBAMENE $2ideh 2R Dloe REMIS 2t doh & Hel Hive
MBREA o3t Wil e Wileke) AASKRARENS FEY) 3 ovh, BEL
HANTE TUY BeRel WEMIL HTEN, MIBR, HHECl Y4 M Yo
A At MBERE MINAEIE S0 RN FREREE S ches
U B3 MBER IS WU MBEEGBLDE FRN D © HirEe
BERe ch22, @ HHTEA A% STkl theo @ HHEN ot FERES o
271 ARG SRR d2oh® el HFE AAL TRE Hmin E
feadel stel fuoRel BASHAME U + ULots MBS Lo2d HHaHY
M BREE He 202 Gohoolel Y RS okl Telue pikol ol BEl
RS @RS A SMMNY SHORFES BET —Rid BRZYY MR
AEHE 24 B2 g

L BRsE U oE

o

K ARE st MBLERE NAY BFY FRATS Moz Exa va o
T SHMMY ERSRAENES AES 49 L ched ALY HEEEE F
AY HBY BRELT B5i) 2MMNC) BBHo: FEY AES RNY + 3in
EERADC) Ahd BEAEL oW AUSHE BEMT £ TR0l e Pactor
Analysis 9} 2B BH5154F (multivariate discriminant analysis )& F|fstd 4% w3y
2} e, | |

KBRS BREEIEA A5 e 2L WA 9 KIS HEH A 4o

A, M-BBCunivariate)o] % KoK EASRMEBANL oL Erom
THhIL 2 BENC) £TT SR R YEY EB MBERY REHS ke 3

5) L. T. Johnson and R. K. Storey; Recognition in Financial Statements ; underlying concepts and prac-
tical conventions, FASB, 1982, p. 123, )
6) REFR— IAXEE, BRI ROBRSH, mxis HARE, 1981, p. 15.
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E R B R
A% ofw HBLE] FFEH?

Sa, SREMERAZYS FHY F AE AUZT? =2 AERREEE doht ¥
AA7H?

ool Wigel glol4 edaumel EAFEE HOBRA iAo EmiES ®_B7
Q& 4 gou BEMQ sEE 3 Yshctn BESHD stk B4 o] HEE BRER
B4 BRED domz FckE M@ A @2 Atk

A FRE REemtike BAL Hstd ABSHBM Afrd ostd &l ﬁ%»
SEER BHOXBEEYIA FEAKL X BAo2 vl oXe MBERT
Repmmel MrAez #—d gk BAZ AT FAIAY = S0 REY HEAMNE
FIFs gk 28 BB LS ARFHEN T FHBN HEHE pEstd HEFEsI U
o K HRAE M&%iﬁiﬁ“& F Rl

I. MEh®e FAT REFE
9 Bl B BEFEAE

1 BFe HRaAY

B TS MEiel BE—HRaiTel A B 1960 4E4% ol ol Wl
spel ke FIAs] REA-ABL AT KU oo BRRE=Ye MR FA
o] & @A awoz BREIUCL %ﬁ_ﬁ:’i’ﬁﬂ’:ﬂ HEms AEee] fMAcz HMBHE
aifel HRES Mo wRe R % mEdA =gsbAl @s 2 Aok ol AL @
%9 @ FEMERS FAE aA SHE o}g3 Zel,

sz oxel BERNE AT AH U0 BRS AT REV Sl %ok oY B
EBnfdd WBild Hry BE MBS 2 ok Zhe},

1) William H. Beaver (1967 3 1968)
2 Edward I.Altman (1968 1971, 1973, 1974, 1976, 1977)
3) Edward B.Deakin (1972)

4) Robert O.Edmister (1972)
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5) Paul E. Dasher (1972)
6) Marc Blum (1974)

7) Rick Elam (1975)

8) Joseph F. Sinkey (1975)

9) R. Charles Moyer (1977)

10) Baruch Lev (1969)

11) Robert Libby (1975)

12) BERZHEZE

13) FHERIA(1982)

14) 25%(1984)

15) #%E£(1981)

16) ®HE5(1984)

17) # 7(1983)

18) FEFE(1984)

19) € RA#H(1982)

A, HESRFERY) BRS Y FEol £HE dios ER BB 2 ok
RHo B LiF=l+ M= Moodys ¢ Standard & Poor's ol 4 WEERS FE
st 9l= uh ook 2o MEUERFEE MBLR So oo FEBRMAL o] Eol] 4]
cheat 22 BEo) o] 2B 3 Hast Aok

1) Laurence Fisher ( 1959)

2) James O. Horrigan ( 1966)

3) Richard R.West (1970)

4) Thomas F. Pogue & Robert M. Soldofsky (1969 )

5) George E. Pinches & Kent A. Mingo (1975)

6) BARLE it

AAzE 2d At A3 HEot BELS oz 84 TP HEHQY AL 4
H2d gt 2o,

1) BAIEFMITEE
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B X H X

2) BATRARTAEE

3) AA diamond Rt

4) §R772l Radar 9MHTEE

5) BAMBET ERAME

6) BARNIE BT MHETERE

7)  BZAKS BEgT T Bk

8) %me Dietrich o Kaplan® RESHAEZY

9) HRBUERTS MBI =T LEFEHE

o) 43t e FES AR ok, p¥elet MEMEMS B{SHE Bl e ARAY
flRe obm AEZ z2AR 2ol olstel BEslzz ERY HESH BRI NG
S| b7 shoh wbebd biel EAm R AEEZUE ST e dch 2 77t e
mEHES o BE MEsd AR FEsdtD T + drh

2. EBHRS RE

g4 A4 2 FEhdlA KET Ve B FRATS W He HE 3 BRI
Bigstel Bolz @vh

1) Beaver o E—¥RRBAZL"

William H. Beaver + E¥ol4 {2 FA=< MR 30 @S A3t 61T
2 Uio] pxel MERN ¥ MEHLR AERAKe igmstdsh o 6@E1FE @
cash flowol Bt 48 L @ stfiad 4 48 B O Y g A 48
HR @ FEBRLE 4B @ hbkhE 34 © EmHre JehdE HigE 11E= B
Skl o] 1EL REIE 1M HELT EEY CHE 5 R4S BB EKE FIASHA “pro
file 24" “Fi4H3 (dichotomous classification test)” “likelihood ratio a7 & 3
o EEs%s BECES BRESIATH mEEAc 2 1054~1964 ££2] 11 £l Bz
= ?é%%ﬁ% 79 @ Lig@ita) olosty FEEL%E T9@EME paired sample® =gl
rEsH o

7) Beaver; William H., “PFinancial Ratios as Predictors of Failure”, Empirical Research in Accounting:
Selected Studies 1966. Supplement to Journal of Accounting Research (1966), pp. 79-83.
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LA STHORHME VY Foe

FR RHRE ohe &1 ol B50] cash flow & MEGELRS cash flow ratio2} $iF

B8 REELH net income ratio, 221 MY MBE o) BlE 548 P )

A BomEel e Aow by e o8 3@ tao] f3kel BERA Ao
222 walm ok, |

<& -1 Beaver o] Wo®RO 3 Romx
B BE Bl £ B

M ¥ B o®

1 2 3 4 5
Cash flow/Total debt 13% | 21% | 23 9% 24% | 22 %
Net income/Total assets 13 20 23 29 28

Total debt /Total assets 19 25 34 27 28
Working capital/Total assets 24 34 33 45 41

OB & = 20 (32 |36 38 |45
no-credit interval 23 |38 |43 38 |37
Total assets 38 42 45 49 47

2) Altman o SRBHHFDY

Edward I.Altman & £#BHLHHF (Multivariate Discriminant Analysis : MDA)9) &
BHXEE o) 831 ok BERM o MB LR HMTHENS M@oY

2 BE KB4 2F g 85o] o 2 fEe] MBLES d5+2 33 o Toll4 7]
Ao BERNES Y S4q S AFuge el WIEKS ?gﬂﬁlf&‘"}. ool
FIAE BARL 1946~1965 4 Abololl o) B E#(National Bankrupey Act)ell 93t
BES MY 330 wEsge BlES%¥Bo 2 sl o5 ¥} KB HERES S
= EBEsERS @bt (stratified random sampling)ol] 2Jsle] BEsl ool

BEAAE 66 @it 4 BWhs FBEERL s o)

8) Altman, Edward 1, “Financial Ratios, Discriminant Analysis and the Prediction of ‘Corporate Bank-
ruptcy ™, The Journal of Finance Vol. XXIII Sept. 1968, pp. 589-609.
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E R OB %
7=0012 X+ 0014 X;+ 0.033 X5+ 0. 006 X4+ 0.999Xs
X, =&AL /A=HAE
X, =ERAB/REE
X, =FIF - REIRa(EBIT) AR B A
X, =BEEAS| iR /AR EE
Xs =BG/ AE
Z =135 (overall index)
o)} o] EE Zgel St @AY HBELNRETS Z3e) 299xct 2%, 181~
009 7bx = BlEES EEES WY F ke WY W, K Fidi(gray area) 22 A5t
g} oleldt MFRo % MEEMEE (&R-2 > e et '

(R-2) Altman 2E 2| BRMERE
S REE L4 | A 3 | « ¥ | Ause| B B
BE 1 4 33k | 81t 2| 95
B 2 R 32 23 9 72
BlE 3 a1 29 14 15 48
B EE 4 EB 28 8 20 29
BE 5 FH 25 9 | 16 36

o~

Z

=3 @il Fas BE2 e BERue BE - mEgez FEA 21 b 2

.
4 = T @

= 4boll 32 (3 2H4)

472l = A MoE A4 |
Ta4 |2dd | 144 [2wa | 143 | 244
= A} 31 23 2 9 94 % 72%
v & 4k 1 2 32 31 97 % 94%
A 32 25 34 40 95% 83%
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SRBMS SFHOXIB Y P
3) Deakin9| B%® |
Beaverl SMTHRZ BIEBN o) 2l& Aoz MEsl MELES Alman o BER
MR R Ktho 2 BERMEUS Bhistoich 1964~1070 4 apolo| EE 3218
Mol HERE W) o) ﬁ“’{} FBIELNK 32 @it EESI 148 A FugE o) &
Shel Bl 1 RIS HHIRS 2ol o] Wasigo

Z=10.005X,+ 0.083 X, — 0.184X5 - 0.101 X, + 0.212.X; — 0.176 Xs — 0.900.X;
+0.052X, - 0. 068 X5 +0.096 X1 — 0.020 X, ~ 0. 074 X12 + 0.069 X35+ 0.209 X,,

X1 =Cash flow/Z X 3 X, =Fo] o] /2z14)
Xo =% 330 /220 Xy =F-52}4b/ 2} 20
Xs =rhabapal/z =4 Xo =& 2} /2 3} 4}
X =¥ 3/Fg Xy =F 524/ g 525
Xo =932} 21/9-5 25 Xo=83/55 34
Xiy =F-52}41 ) 2o X1 ="33}2} AL o) 2ol
KXo =S A2 Lo gy Xuu=3 2/ S

ol e HERNNL c}ex ol B8 80 %ol BEMhES 23 Yok

EAdYE [ 1&@7[2@%6’3@571 4&%[5%1 S iﬂ
HIth (%) ( 97 ] 95.5[ 955 | 795 ] 83 ]

4) Mare Blum 9| Big'> ,

Marc Blum® (%S pgsgimeo) &8 (reservior of financial resources)=. 2.3 f|
ETEKRS o5 ﬂa‘%ﬁiﬁﬂl HiF¥ 5 E(expected flows) o] Al 4 Bi@sIGc). S, b2
ko] —szsiein, '

O MBBEE Fm BERE Fesz @ B¥oz Ve MEZRS HAlnflow)
°] F&+E ® MBEHR 3 ess a%ﬁz%(claims)ﬂ 2TE @ B HEIE:

9) Edward B. Deakin, “A Discriminant Analysis of Busmess Failure,” Journal of Accounting Research”,.
(Spring 1972) p. 168. A
10) Marc Blum, “Failing Company Discriminant Analysis™, Journal of Accounting Research, Spring
1974, pp.'1-25. :
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SMMMe THORSM BT FR

pBEEe #boutflow)o] F5%F © 2 H¥ko) MY HHEe )&t (failure - prone)
o] 245 @ETHEe & AR Bt

Blum o BIERME Y-S 1954~1068 & <ol @iEs 1151 o%e BASE M
33 olol HEEE FEELK 115EE F, MO WEAR Y giEpEst B
Moz BEstel BT Hikez MABME 2HE et

29| BEBRAIKA-S Cash flow frame work o) web BB, K@k, FTak(variabi-
iyyel 3@ KAWL MESHen oF KAWL SHE Ve 12wl BECH KA
g1 ok il Fael gL et Ze}

=— 05X - 1L0X,—1.6X;+ 0.6Xs~ 0.8Xs~ 0.7Xs+0X;+0Xs+ 0.6Xs
+ 0.3 X0+ 0.5 X+ 1.1 X0
KAa(): X =HEKAR(EEHRKIER)
FEHES) : X =Quick flow K
( HZ+oEAA+FASRH LR TN
(27} - 2ohul + ol 42 Fol 2D /12
 Xa =Cash flow/3%3
X, =HEake WiHEME
Xs =334/ 224k
Xs =247 22| A7t/ E5 A
W6 : X, =sFIBe] BERE
Xy =432 A/A 22kl 2 EH 2}
Xy =50l 49 F47127]
Xio="2FAL/A 2ApAke] F417] 27
Xn=FAe BE{tMm(trend breaks for net income)
X 1o =37} A /A mAFAbe] EqbMEf (trend breaks)

o) mlo BREEHREE B 1FHE 93~95%, 9 EFl = 80%, @E 3,45 4
Fol = # 70%9 AEERES He Ao® Jvebych
& o] 2ol #Azﬂ I Ak BEENS ERfHIGREC o) 5t Z@Es
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SMBMe BHARIE JY Pk
Beaver o] %4 Y cash flow el 7t x3 a2 cl2oe HHEEEN HEAELE
9l chk flow HH#o] ¥& o7 vhelyte}

5) Edmister2] ®$R'V

Robert O. Edmister& A7k oz Bkl #8 4258 dFSo] sz Fx
7t ke%E 4R o ok A4 BETMRMC o 23 sl BERE) o S
TS T MRE kol HAAE REY Yago] Aol st Ie%e Bdoz
A%5H AFS AEctAeh weld ExA FRI 3EE Y 165 Tkl Labg MIM
¥ 42@HE TRog st 1958~19654F <o) ) Ta g2 2tz 2 shgcel. A Fy
22 EAEYo] dvkn YA 198 LKA SBEAZSFMDA) o9 BAER
Bl< A =33 ch 531 25 W59 multicollinearity & A3} 935t stepwise b

AT 55t ohs THEY SYAFZAH WEESFE F4sqch

Z=-0951-0.423X, —0.293X, —0.482 X5 +0.277 X, — 0.452 X5 — 0.352 Xs -0.924X,

X, =Cash flow/%5 4%
Xo =723/ &9

Xs =AML /m) Zol
Xi =RFFFA/2 23
Xs =2l L2} AL/o] &)
Xo = Fulg(ShetF4)
Xr =338 G (A5 F4)

°] MBI B Z=05200°] Cutoff point = 39town] o] A=) BEEHEE:
93%= wl7de A-¢9) ulgsteh ohuk, o] YL 3ME T HEZHE o] Lstw 9
Lol BlEEA 14 Bfo AFAARE o] &8 vhe HHe ohE HMoloh

11) Robert O. Edmister, “An Empirical Test of Financial Ratios Analysis for Small Busines Failure
Prediction”, Journal of Financial and Quantitative Analysis, March 1972, pp. 1477-6493.
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E Ok B R

6) Gruol BE'”

Larry George Gru <+ 1973 ol ol gt HMAEE pEsHE HAMTES A
da & g AlgHstra g skt Haslo o 1968~1972% Atolol m4bd FA
Al § 2,200,000 LI Fe Az ¥ sl foll F4kshe 719 34 matel JEME 34ME 11X
mhoz BESIL 2 mEHRASE BlEak 13 mitst FEBEAK 15 fits MR
gog st3ch

REs MEBLEL
GEA® =2 ZHstol stepwise multiple regressionel ¢|3kel 11 {# WS R X
gatadch o] 1118 BEE MANA BT A ok 2L KK MHR-E Hibsk

154 Kt @itel ¥, REEDREIHR ul gitEEe MRE

gich

7= 0.0787 X, +0.02256 X» 40.01643X5+0.07180 X, +0.0414 Xs
=RAHA+RER/ AR

—HEBRA/REE

=F L/ RHE

=B YRR/ REE

=Hafk/AEE

X\
X2
Xs
X4

Xs
o] mulo] BERAMPERL e (E-3 03 el 1R Ao A B 94 %A o

2|} BEEANALE 86 %A

(&-3) Grn o HBIEERO| QP
o =
o &4 5 F (%)
4A 2% | 3 ¥ B B
A | 2mEk | LmEk | 2Bk | 1RER | 2HEK
= A} 32 11 2 2 94 85
v = A 2 2 32 13 94 87
Al 34 13 34 15 94 86

12) Vincent O’Rourke, Jr.

Business Credit Risks’

* (Ph. D. dissertation, The University o
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MMM RUECKIM AT HR

°of R WA/ Aol ME7} Aot

7) Dietrich 2} Kaplan 2| B%'®

J. Richard  Dietrich 2} Robert S. Kaplan & 70| HHERL%e FERAREN o
2} R4 el g B{5(credits) &

@ E#(current )

@ HEBE"A (especially mentioned)

® 18 X% (substandard)

@ E#H(doubtful)

® Hifiloss) o] SHME HMEHL e AL MBHEEZYE HMERUT ¢ =7}
3t B skl

2R BUTGHEL probit Wyl osigd o WML 13E(FU4 8 Expdbo]o)g,u
?E, Told Ao 3ME YAuE, AFTEENE, FE4T BEA ¥LQ EuE,
2§, AR/ EAAL, EAAAE 5 4H TR i ot A R R
z 28, HEAU A FEEN BM 2EE <SS AEsle oEdo] &

% o8 WHE APk

N

D/E =(long term debt + current liabilities)/Toral assets
FCC=Fund from operations/(interest + minimum rental commitments
+average debt maturing within 3years)

SD =number of consecutive years of sales decline
E+ SD i 4lel "] &F4(sale trend) W42 o)
ST:IOO [06 (& - St-l)+ 03 (Sg_.l - S;_z )+ 01 (S;_z ‘S;-s )]/S[

ol4e] wel olste] Hgd 2L BRE Anz H4 Z74e g LFErYS ®
<3t eh
1976 F 4 8 A= Wik 192 @itdolq EAL¥ obd A3l ABELES BAZ

13) J. Richard Dietrich and Robert S. Kaplan, “Empirical Analysis of the Commercial Loan Classifica-
tion Decision.” The Accounting Review (Jan. 1982), pp. 18-27.
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140 @its 12X B2o2 3o chgs 22 2dXE H st cl
:_390+641 D/E_llZFCC+0664SD .................................... (1)

o] R og FHYUELE chFt 7ol 85%clrth

A A| 5 +
I 1A I i
2 |1 101 9 0
A IA 7 7 2 1
5 1 0 8 1
% i 0 0 0 3 [
A 109 16 10 5 140

Dk WpEERo == 19754 3 A BIfE 187 @ME &|EStd EL RESHIEEELS
BRAY BB BAS HHY KR AL 85%S SFMEHEES e At

HREAe BANH(2L 18

= 3 2 3]
1 IA I I
B | 1 152 8 3 0
| 1A 9 4 2 0
% 0 2 3 1
g | m 0 0 2 1 0
A 161 14 10 2 Te7 - 88%

o] BASA %= At Bbilgn F4F ZESich &,
tie) EHE=S 2 s,

 EHEEREEE(ST, ) = 100006 (St = Sr1)+ 0.3 (Spo1= Sez)+ 0.1 (Sre2=Si-a))/ St

rlo

o9} zro| FMH BWHEBEE MEME FAY FAFARTE At st 2
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SHMBM BHEXNNA Bg HH
2dE 5E3}ch
1975 4F BAHiE Rl 2%k 1976 42 REHHEYL

Y =-31746.01 D/E =1.03 FCC —0.033ST «++vrervrereeereererreururororeeeeess (2)
1974 & BBkl &g 19754 REH/ERAZDL
Y =—-275+461 D/E =103 FCC—0.019 ST  +evvrevvevererrorenanrereneeennaees (3)

£ 229 3o o7 #EE(estimate )3} BB (prediction)¥ e REH YT 3y
&3 zhe}

% 3 o Z
122 162
o —Lc [y =28 o,
= d(2) 140 87 % 187 87 %
117 165
} = = [ =Y = 0
= = (3) 140 84 % 187 88 %

oleld 2ol olgh BENMARM U4 HESC] Tasthn Fast AL B
A Aoz Jebd A el ohe FES HHERl mdo] o7 HHEHKO D sMEs =

Aol ANEE ek Bk kiR 2l o7 HFE BERMES £T4- £FBA
F1ol deb= Heolwl,

= SFWERM o4 BLRELK 5K Aol o) Fh I8 WM A
TR BilghERe] 4 Egcle HE AMstn Yck 183 Altman 14 BER
HELE o] Bt HEH ddEEFAEL 5l J2 S A2 2 A3 "EAyR

2% A3 A4 e ASsAD

14) fEE(estimate) ol 2 Hilie @ 197595 AFARAN 2% 1976 9% o 22Fe 0 B(1K
B4) 240l g $Fol™ BB (prediction)o)eh 1974 4% 454 Eoll 9g 107595 o=
EFe BE o) $1 2KkERe) 7 mdo] o3 LI 2L araroh

15} Dietrich and Kaplan, op. cit., pp. 31-32.
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E Ok B R
8) trAH BR'

sejutel FBA¥E oz 1976 e 19834 Abolo] KMk 50 ke 32 B
o} EE HEA(paired sample) 50 BitE BAC 2 M¥KKRMESS B—REY
7oy SREATE sHdch

M EAMTES Eotel & REAR AR REAGRMARC) YA B/E2R) o e 3]
fro] Erhe A(WPHYUE 67.3 %~ 897 %)S w#stdch =3 SRR o}t =
Bl ~ 3Eae] BUzYE Histo BRI P AEsh 60%LE 933 %A S
fBAS Wt

k] R MAEHS M2 S,

7 = 0.55440 Roy + 0.71856 Ros — 2.15226 Ros + 0.42224 Ros + 3.09372 Ron
— 1.48462 Rio+ 1.94195 Ry, — 0.69271 Riz+ 0. 89295 Ry — 1.01193 Rus

~ 0.93466 Rzo

Ru : EQUARTYNE R i 53404
R @ 454 Ru : 24371488
Rw @ £ €4A2F4E R @ 3420l
Ru : A2 20l 4§ Ru : AHE3Eolel$
Rus ;u}]%o.l]%:o]‘)_]-% Ris : REAdgdold &

Rp : 24 A4S A&

9) 2BF0 PR

LEage mboz A4 1976~1082F7x EAd 20 @itel FEEER 29 BHE
guoz std ZWEBHHIE S EERm Y-S HEl~3FMHL Bl
EERAHS 75.86 %~ 0483 % EARREN Q€ AFEYe Hustach

EEs 1 RER RAZES 2 ohe ek

7 = 0.40085Xs+ 0.35771 X+ 0.50808 X7 + 0.39726 Xzs

16) #hEE, el et pEsHERe SERK BREEEDA BT HBN FE A TRBR KB Bt

BA#HRX
17) 25E o¥@ER, $97%3 94 1984
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MMM RULEIBN B3 g

DA g X2 g3l g

2L FEol o & Xos @ 2 245 A &

10) S|ITEERS Bx'™

FF LA L AAYH 24 S35 22 f#liiket 1981 Q% Fol HEu e i

YR 2 YR LROER 21 @i EEow st fBSHTsI c}ea e

A&H e 235140}

D =5.3232- 0.0325 X, — 0.0257 X, — 0, 0076 X5+ 0.0595 X, — 0. 0v044Xs

+2.2705 Xs — 2.7825 X,

Xy @ 27 xp R g Xe 58
Xo Y7L g @ Xo S EAAR T &
Xs : AA RS A 4ol g Xe 1 FALR3A§

X: : B9 Lsd g

11) BRERET He™w

1670 2] A 5u] 88 <h8oled MBHMFmY S S5 A=A HE dEde HE3)

Ak AZHUEE SAIEAS 85T %N EATAANE 964%E o BolE oip

4L E&sigcl

12) &

EREERB= DN Bt = \UG FEAb o] Ach REM Aoz

RO RS eEBY, mRE? frEs &7t dck

18) ¥Fed LYBTL WYL 23 A YAy 1982, 1.

19) SHK AR Yol A v 8o B3} MBSECEY, 7
66 3%, 1980, 6.

20) Wik eREES B Y 459 A7 mERE 86

2 SBHEAdER el WY 7 A& o g,
L 22) mERE, LEEES BE Ba Ban 2% g
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AEAe 2, GFagcdey, 2

R EBABK, 1983, pp, 43-55.

a2 2.
W, BBE, BEASK, 19826,
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1. A% SEBNA AT BIEO ST

L mESHL BXR

SpbEm o olw HEAHl oltE HHAKS FHBRET MG HReK TR
BRe EMstn Aok K8 REMITE At BROKS Tl «el HA@F 9
of #%g% 1 vk FREKEM distd L AT HElIY —REHBENE —REKX
gauch 0.5% ¥ FMFRS AT vk 2 EXRLKS] FHSHR 2t AR #8
p¥o) ASo L FHAEES BT 24E Bistn 154 1HSn lov FA%Re
B Llbal ASolEs 6MA == H3MA Bz MBEAME st LMbX| FHBE
2 ERstn Ach obge {ERASGE el HHRELH Hidic AodME FE TR AT
SRl slch

SR okl EASRS RESHE AEEEL ZEMote sttt 2 W
o D —REEHT) BASIL It RETEREAGNA 3 X8 ReFHE o
FELE QO FRRBESNA FERHEERK A% FHSRE FAslc FHREFER
# O B2oEM BECAIN FACMETNA FHstD v SHOMEKXRFES
1t @ LEEAFEER G FHE o%012(d% C.P) EXBEXE E¥ e #d £
gERFESE 2 UE £ gloh o4 22 o¥e FEAFEER] JEM NES
wd BT MEH HES ERm HEE B0 EAT 95 GE A%E YT o
S MEBI4%e) IHEAD BEBL fHFadtd 100% H#go s FESI= FMHE (scoring me-
thod)E FIMAsI vt

& gl Aoz 353 ERL%S FEY KFBC fFFAoLaante) FEHAIN #F
EEES vol MBEEE 603, FMBFEHE 40%o2 F4= glor olF MBHEE
o »n MEHFEoD BWHLRKE, BHemE, RBLE, BELE, ARLE, EE &5
BAR, BHGMASE, B Cash flow®R, BHEIBAFERo2, Mot =l
o 108, HEBLEL 158, 2 A TELEL £& 5HS Fosiun Aok M
B BEHos: SMME(SE), WAERERM(6H), BHERFLLRBE(2R), G5
BERT(28), MBSk L2t N(10%), it FH(5R), RIBTBR(SH), TS
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| S L LS S 2 DR
HRR(SN) 5 0%S Busld BEsy olEY BAFMA KUY FHozy K
REl KRB RBAS) REIENS W% 308 LA MEE FRHES Hohn o)
oholeld F@BIEe we) chgs)l o] Hme AEStD ek

SRLIT(60 B Kik) : RiB#s %MD 1)

60 BLLE ~ 70 2% : C %

TO LIk~ 90 Bk : B R

0BLIE~1308 : AM

(100% LIEL 100802 73)

A BRA A= RemMMel ABEEAS 50 8 002 &Y Fa®Mo 2y i
EREKS] FAAFEE FRY YD BUSA s AT Aoz Y5 o LEHMmMe]
BRHGEIEES Bhoz #oldon pugmus Repsmel REY 3¢ FAshy ).

A RS ST HE ostd on Fge) BiRs oe3t 2L B o sty e},

MUK

BAG EE

ﬁ}ﬁfﬁlﬁﬂi 74
i&ﬁlﬁﬂﬁ 3 HRiEEE
-ﬁﬂﬂﬁfﬁ(fﬁ]zﬂfﬁﬁﬁﬂi)
%zml&ﬁ%i{a

2 BELEO REN MBELC BE

SEANC] RULEY EASRE BEALIE 24 % 492 uys + 90 m g
el BRE B AU KRB FEE N BHEEEY BEEkoRe Baw
B —Roz Zkakel ERSHE BRESHE follow-pGERED) g =a o
AN RULR F2)E B WAN) REHR THAA EREo94E A
BIOL FEL IHA} ¢ Aolh o) R BF 5 A 4] A a0
49 UARA R ol o ek ool dol 4 AREEBBI Y} A oBRMS
o Aol Bikte ABIR SEFEE BHu gone FORMETS Fhpge
EhRoz ahgeh,
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E x B %R

A HEe) AL g SAEMAA T KA L ol i gt {5H#ERE business group
Az SANESID o= MUK EER ke B KR MEsHAl o o & o}
el s MRIAENE HHEE kA N olo] FEMINLEl BMIbe MEE HBANZR
ol 4 Br4tsi et

w5 BAL KMl REMQ E R Nasm gERE FEshEd E¥E o 5
fetto) olol EEMICl KetE-T HREY Hivo 2 Mmisl Wekmintg BARRo R g
o} wpebd LA vl A%, @RE, BRE RRES BmAstel ¥Eel fie EH R
spAl shich oloh Zro] BiEdst WERES Aoz EALES AL A ¥R 2
o7} SRl A chfnsl = w4 Falel Hegpst Al o E o} chE ¥FERcH MBEKe
ges ksl 8% (homeostasis) * 0l 2 Aozt 4 7sgl = Feolvh

w3 AEA %S 19854 8 A HK LHMEo ols oXez 3MAF MBRM X
tho| THER Ao RESHACH

MEZKe B ERp¥e fEKT ARM MB sz et %1 EembkbEcl &
Mol RIBY BHMoz #HET A HEmE#Eke olsharh wetA A B FH
A MEBERS U SR K2 wRoz mMIN MBREEE FAsidch  ol%
3 g E—a MKl 25k SEBRue & A% BN BT Y
Aoz AzEgls] Aol EF ‘rtEgol BN A &olch

3. MIpERS BE

pirime) EEe A BEs @ REEZYS KEKE RERCH G4 HITER
@ dersl 3 asheh AFHEL ATABA ofel EHebel 4 T AEE vlasted A
Ao A 3ol Aelel mol T 4 en Mgl W BF A FUsich BELRE
el SEHEG GlohR BEELE, KaLE 19D EhtipEe Tt 8l
o

& WEolAe el A AR bREERAA Bl fEs Hgst sl &

23) Baruch Lev, Financial Statement Analysis: A new approach, (Prenticenall Inc. Englwood Cliffs.
N.J. 1974), p. 49.
24) @EAREETE, GHEETREE(1982 12,23), #5405
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SMBMe RHAKIEN B3 Pk

FARESS EAAEZYN ok AHEE%C RAY HEL KESIY O TE AR IR0
£olst @ BNl Uctn BBE o4 BRI oo @ BHMKe] Thega A <E
— 402 o) &Ewshch

K AR = REFEG BB 5T 4 Hifl 4Bl Jdckn Y25 = oo k4
£ Bsigich

@ B CR AL H %ol J°W HC#&(net worth) & B/S | ARSI A mEmEs
E(fictitious)Ql B EH i) REBERES Boa BEHCHEAHES st o),

@ EASEBIENS FEE 9o FHSE Cash flow# ALK o] &k
At 4 BBMMBAESS 2L #MBex RETA & e ieg KRESET 2R &
IE Cash flow # AMLES Bmstgch |

® HBASHBTREES AesEe o 2F ol g5 = Fia - FIFHWELE, B interest
coverage (—%& FI@ FIF 58, times interest earned) 2} = #BYERFT o) b Tt & B AT #50l)
ERSE hg-E Bsig o}

@ o%o| Tt KBS Belte HERTo we} £EHR2 BEHSKTH
L Bmy e

4 HFS 7 (Factor analysis)

ERE KA BT B MBENE Y02 Uokh 200 MBENA o12e)
REICE @5 AL BHAEE MIHA Som €20} ok 29 Be HumEs
RUNT A0ol MEMBIEE A MY Bk BBt Yoinx som S5
BRI MAE ¢ o =3 BAL 2Aoh Aok MEERN L EWEES &
EHH REERL DL MBHEEE DAY + ool o2 MBIEES A - e f
W Aed deh 2dee oY B HRE 95 o4 Be HE Aun gis
B BISha obER ol¥ RALT Yagel AEd o9 e MEe) wEre s
o St WF AR (Factor analysis ) ®+ FEK45 5478 (principal component analy-
sis)ql A o]},

AFRTE SREMRA Jol4 Y BAWY wEHBECD HEM 8o i &
RS RIS 2E WHE REMA MY el ROKEE Bwsle BEe g
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E % B R

(f<L-)5 |n MO USED | 0 A

b

mi

FhRhELEE |02 | BlabLAizlclxR |6

B MO[JUSEd B [6LA | B b LRzl

E rEREETZ|RA| B rloT R e|8lA|F In r v & L

2 plERlex|2A]| B hloRkiEte |LIA|& R B £ k «|9
E R lE 2R |RA| Rl E |9lA|F |n ke &6

2 Rl RikEl|CA| B hbloRdird |STA | & BEILEET|V

E REDTRET (WA B hloRdlxlcx|PlA|F |In & T|¢g

2B REP LT i |C2A| B bl kR UEiEIA|F I & &2

B RHlE R E|A| Rl ECIA|E R E BT

+ & B olRx k |[TR| & F R L (TR BEF RE K |-
¥ ® H # @G % # H W B H ® H #W T Z

RAHWY BEET <y—%>

% ln Moy uysed 62X | & & & T xF|ITA

98e1oa00 3S91U] | [ZA | Ble LB xBTS 10TA
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. ORMBES RHARIE By B

o

B WFoire @ oid wEkel mabEe vy KRR o0 © wene o
BE Hoh el © % Aol BAM BU 5, % Aol BEBNTE)S M oo
sl E Hitko] oh®

Yl 4 R vboh o) HERED Aol MR BB wBel KR
Rl 27 #9502 ZM D RUNHO & 8 =i wps
2% Ml B2 %ol kol dAY vE AxE
E 2 W0F ASY HANE Ascia

EE
Aol = e
EF T2 AYY S5 gain) o

T FE gloed 1% pe BHE FA3

ol WHUAZ 2 TS o) X4 s o el 24 ¢ BelA @ St 9o e}
A BFEMTE @ste]l B—g e o R7le 258 vhEe 2z mEe R&
She EEE HEH FIAY wHe 2 & ghe},
FEH RFMTRERE <£H—5>9 o °l 7 KAISTS| BT &EMko 2E
<&—5> & BFRREx) RFamR
HF
Factor 1 | Factor 2 | Factor3|. Factor4 | Factor 5 | Factor6 | Factor 7
Y 29 Y 5 Y 10 Y 9 Y 22 Y 18 Y 28
0.93436 | 0.97940 0.90468 | 0.87620 0.85271 0.86469 | 0.86051
Y 17 Y 8 Y 5 Y 1 Y 26 Y 24 Y 16
0.94460 0.90715 0.87595 | 0.96991 0.91503 0.76758 | 0.73280
Y 17 Y S Y 8 Y1 Y 26 Y 24 Y 4
0.91009 0.96279 0.89734 | 0.97946 0.93455 0.73371 | 0.90234

_—
25) RFE— [HXH, BRI ROBBH, HRABLIRE, (1981350, p.82.
26) B, & FRY o el ik, i, 1985, 5,

27) Alice Allen Ray 4% ,”*SAS User’s Guide: Statistic; 1982 Edition”
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% SAS package programo] | s}o] izl Aoln o3} LR |

A€, p.303

BITL SAS o 935}

°f BFSHTRERANA »5o] 2 WE RFAF B (factor loading)e| 7} e £

SAS INSTITUTE Inc. 1982.



E ¥ B o%®

Q5o Eo fgEE Qe (F-5)ol4 mFol sy E—shx ¥es = RFARR
£ chza vepba deh

o)A & ML WML Mol n BkdEe] BTl shebx el sy el 4
Biko] chzohs S £gck®

TS ol BEoH nAH o WEE nozbx Hihw Lot ¥ dhw
HTHHel BMS EKe + deoz % RFNE RYINE vebid & B fieigen val-
W) S 7|Eoz WTES mEshl %ok & MEdAdE RN Fol7] fIstd REFA
% 90 %7bA wobth webd fRfExl WFe) Factor (KF) 5 Eigen value o g}
REARE (cumulative proportion) & thgy <FE— 6>3 FFrh

Bigen value (B == ool ghet WFHHF Wiel 4 Fihsle A2 o @
Bostol 4l ) MK EEHS JeliE AP st wEEKS M B8t WY NE
{#o] Sk Bigen value = Factor 31 7 ®(x12)°] WFAHES AR YAAET X
o dhm & KTl Wd HEEL Eigen value & 1HEESl B2 bFel Al4lsH REFR
wo & MTFO 7S AR Folch ol of o] REFME] oF 90 %k orle &
E82 Factor T7H4 3€ 2% B BF7H o 10%7 S= o5 W¥el A HR

O PEER LR L)
5. HIBIEBO| BT

ool 4] EFHF olshel Emisre RFSZ wwsd BES 9 BHEE BKA]
Sl Zo] HERMAL Bolisbrt FAZ Ak olF RAFE HHIHMA FAstE H&
ol Al 7kl el gheh®

A4, RFGERD A BFaFEe H3 2 58 REEHR e Hi

54, R¥H2 RFAFRC 2 fHED mme REREE st T

28) &&FE, fx#lEm TA4 94 1984, A2, ploL

29) 2%FXE, #iHE. p. 102

30) Normon H. Nie, C. Hadlai Hull, Jean G, Jenkins, Karin Steinbreener Dale H. Bent, Statistical Package
" for the Social Sciences, 2nd ed. McGraw-Hill, Inc. 1975, p. 442. '

31) REBR—, (LEXHE §EE p.10

32) 2FE, BEE p. 104
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pL19 28721 L0Se 0189 (A4 6082 0599 ITTI glee € J10Reg
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E X B %R

A, 7t WFe RTAaHEe A% 1 ABE shiel BE=E 2 e HHEE

28, B Aikel olshm WTFHIE —ERAMEE X HRE Bt R—sha %7 o
ol REWFl MEEMZE EY s 4ol shol Anske A Sk twE FAR %
Lol Eme] U Kiiol fEmch o) o) ol ARHEH 225t o el el v
B ERTFH o] = Ashx] g Kol vk wheb4 HHEERED M JLgtES bz sk
A KeEEEe WAt Rl ®Ye ¢ 5 de AN LEE —#go g Brol MAStn
ek

X FRAAE HA Hkd RT3z RFAFEC 7P 2 RERBER 1 e EEste
o] & #BISMTol FIASH AL ok HBISMT FIAT BRT RYAaWwEs E¥oZ e
gen value 7} 1o|4o] =& Factor 5 REREUS thg <%—7>3% o] EEstch

6. FIRISHT

#1915 47 (Discriminant analysis)ol 2 § =& 2 ol 4ol HiM(group) 22 B4 =
Geatey Hikolw HMe BEMARI =tk Fas< ol ek ziuks] w3k Fhu o
apo] wol(W 4, variable)® AHgstel ohE @ walel gol £ KMol HH(catego-
ries ) E4stEnl AHEEE EAMolck® B3 2@ ol 4ol Y ATt A8SHT

o2 @R 54T (multiple discriminant analysis MDA)oletn gte},

BBIATol 2 et e F bl Sl $&sE ANk

Aa, 2 e FALoly ArkSel o 58 H(discriminating variables Jell 2|3} F
9 (differentiated)® + & FES dob pedn & o A&tk

S, #3188 ¥ (discriminating variables )2} a1 & JH (categories) 7] S LI L
4ARE D A2 mAcld A4 @IgD0) | MEd F3he JHE ¢ she 3
Soll AHg-=l

BRI skl Bl = HBIEKAS Fo)s KEE-S P BIRE ol FHEE (cent-
roidfHe] . 2) 2 WY B a4 sa &8 HMARREKS H#E et R AAse ¥

£0] #B{H# (discriminant function coefficients ) 2 #fo 7 #AT EEolch ol &t

33) Norman H. Nie4} 4A , SPSS, p. 435.
34) S&® §BE, p.28S.
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SWMBM BHAKSEA L He

Rzlef P& 231 et e Rz ledr o fia

62N ZR) (9zR ax (8 A) S A (L1A) €861
Tz T to% Ha g lin T4 Cadars bt o loR &
o o Pl o ek 24 Az ledx e o2 a

914) AN (924) (1 X S K (8 X) [GADS) 2861
tolo®2 fa fio& fia o2 fla | P24 & izl blof &
% be At e Trivg Bdeledr g

- (81A)———— (2ZA) (6A) (0TA) (S .b (62X 1861

foloR e Bl | Rlxlozgt RIS e o[y ysey |
W
. 10108y 9 lojey G 10jey ¥ 10eg ¢ lojpey 2 Jloioeq I Jojoeq
£
(HEHBBJBEY YL RI5 SWREEH <L—%>
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B E B R

ke BRM RE bt Zrh

Z:"MX)'FLVQXQ‘*‘ """ '*‘l’t;,~|xn,|+l"v/uxn
Z =4 51|% 8 discriminant score
W, =#H|BI4% % discriminant coefficient

=WRE, ol 35 UHEE

BB A ABES| = 2o MBEES ke RMEech 1ol F& 7t Aok
CEmEach sh A ABIEMES FHY F AP

1) mmo| T

HHe e BRAF dolH —Mmoz 4ME Moz EAR vk WITRHEEC

Aer D BAL%ROZ AN BH, @ f@L0¥%oE2 C¥y DRz T3, &
0 oEIMC BASHT Hocfe AdE @ AREES AAR @ BR(AKR) ®CH
(B®) ® DH/C & =+ REK) o2 Bostn vk & HEe BALRE 4%Ho2
1~4%Heoz HEsla Ach

@ 1#=M(DK %)L FBHBE(scoring method) Foll 4 AR 60 kel FAT
@ BTfo p%Beoz EAMoz: HREKEMEL ¥ 4 ok 22 KRFBeld BR
= EREEe] St EReKCEs 2t BFERENZA HBEMEY Rl R B
so] Sfko] ETFE A% Uatch o] 5 p¥el ddtels FBREB AP EEE 712

2 9 pEolh

le

® 2EEC R A% LXHE FisHol 60%LE TORKMY oXBos HFHAR
Besl @ BHREBE SUch
® 3EEBH 0L L%#E Fol TOHLLE 0MKF BLeRMHeR 717 23
o @ep%Tz B At HEolvh o] KM %3}
& BHBRELS E@FEARES 150 %(15£)RF FEH

lr

¥ ostd = WBRE XA

@ JEEAR 4L BRAEM T SN Aol 0ZLIE FEASK &L
AZES wilcl EHEBZT 146 1EUVCZ HESD dom olF ¥ wstde i

35) RE#, FIHE, p 287

— 154 —



SRR RHA%NE B Fiw
HRERES BiR o SHBMMB AT o] FHES 120 Yok #ls Ed mEKR o
wEHe A AT EHRES 200%(2#) 5 Hastn ok
K5 BASRYE che <&k—8> 3 o

<%k—8> EW7 WMALEBIR

dxd

1981 1982 1983
T34
it it it

1 £ W 6 20 12
2= m 3 12 8
3HEME 21 52 59
4 1 6 12

&t 31 90 91

2) HRIEBEXESIR)S B

FIBIEBAL MFB R REBHol HRMLS 5o shi 7] 2ol e} Bt gt vle} o)
PRAHBAE PEEBBR) 10 $2 $7} e + glomz B 7o A 4EE
Eolvzt 3@ T4l YA =} ofa M 1 E#A (first function) & F&w4
< WH37] e BESAEEE(maximum linear configuration)-§ veluie, 82 HuR
AL BIERe T2 G 2 BRI AL ehic) 2 T 3t = o}
23 2e AL ANABIN Bob® 5

O £mBH} NFIRE) A4S Sy IE#E B3 fh B (canonical correlation coeffi-
cient)

© 2 el glol4 2 Mo MEE(weightings) S BHE M (standard score ) ¥
2 vebil = BELIFIE B R B (standardized discriminant function coefficients )

@ FER#HE BAsH] 4158 H(discriminant score ) E 7 Abeted] AMEE £ JEfERE(L
U320 # (% # (unstandardized discriminant function coefficients )

@ 7 el Aol 2 AYcho] Ty YElH = EilE(centroids )

36) K, AIGE, o 287,
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AW Rol A4 okel N ATl ol sled olo] x] A - CANONICAL DISCRIMINANT®

Mado) o gsl Al vpOup gbe Fhmob sl gl 4l 1 s (canonical coetficient ) ¥h-g

sl bl cal ot shAl el o 9 s ghh
< k=9 FER 1 ERRNERSL Kkita
oy A K1 1 B R 1) s mOR sl 249
4 - P o3t 1 A B 5 5 O B B B o A ek E 4l A
| a4 | “+ | (can.coeff) | (proportion)|{ =&l { mean

Y 5| 03497 0.04298 1 2.0900

1 |y o9 0.3281 2.15893 2 -0.2029

9 | Y10| -09721 -5.64620 0.74097 88.20 % 3 -0.5299

8 |Yi8 0.7929 15.04923 4 -0.8040
1 | Y22 | -04598 -0.84558

Y 29 0.3907 3.47675 v

Y 1| -0.2168 -0.21268 1 0.5799

Y 5 1.0302 0.24519 2 1.0385

P ly s 0.4261 3.28556 0.50719 54.74 % 3 -0.4313

¥y -00290 -0.19664 4 -0.2720
8 lvir| -0s217 -1.67073
2 lyaa| -02619 -0.10536
Y 26 0.4627 0.01103

Y 1] -03201 -0.29406 1 0.8529

1y 4 1.0496 2.63723 2 1.7235

1 |Y s 0.2505 0.07784 0.56578 69.38 % 3 -0.3071

9 |Y 8 0.0964 0.86479 4 -0.4920
8 |Y17 | -0.4387 -5.31511
3 |Y24 0.1926 0.05750
Y26 | -0.2042 -0.00358

37) KAISTel 4 =15l SAS package programel 2| 3}<i el
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= CREMERKIE slgoz sy KM 5

MBI BHARNE A Fa

criminant function) & ©% <#&—10>3} zc}

e MBAE K (inear dis-

<&—10> FEH SWSH BBHRHY
Xk L e 2 %4 3 %M 4 % 14
dxy T (D #) CF')) (B #) (A )
B -1306490 | -648229 | -850026 | Ehpw
Y 5 012191 | 006843 0.00437 LS
: Y 9 | 2291696 | 14.99348 | 18 18743
’ Y 10 | -1809830 | -1.67169 3.65639
’ Y 18 | 110.40715 | 73.08776 | 71.58504
: Y 22 494377 | 547825 7.26664
Y29 | -1.97348 | -817248 | -12 06885
WOB | -11.42825 | -12.33589 | -9.52020 | -11.89175
Y 1 0.93522 |  1.06456 1.27035 1.19899
1 Y 5 145553 | 153238 1.18341 1.30696
9 | Y 8| 4319064 | 3835470 | 3575820 | 48 44099
8 Y 16 4.61889 | 11.17506 8.58439 3.77553
2 Y17 | -462444 | -286915 | -1.81587 0.67449
Y 24 0.38249 |  0.14360 0.41104 0.08886
Y26 | 001354 | 004004 | 001386 0.01695
W B | -23.78228 | -25.45393 | -19.18457 | -20 58452
Y i 0.95144 | 069048 1.25519 1.45008
1 Y 4 120097126 | 2389180 | 1815039 | 18 15146
9 Y 5 1.61465 |  1.33201 1.33146 1.28568
8 Y 8 | 6058670 | 5536657 | 5460794 | 6074407
3 Y17 | -17.70350 | -11.65752 | -557666 | -3 02283
Y 24 0.75820 |  0.85157 0.77381 0.52936
Y26 | -0.01437 | -001668 | -0.01027 | -0.00748
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E o B R
EER SR BIEE R olskel Eigl 4 (poster probability)ell ©/& BN

L gK e <E-1>3 Frh

<&K—-11> BRI EER0 QE SRIERE

< 1981 4EB >
4 A ol =
= F |1 B o m |3 B |4 B 5t
4 2 0 6
0
LBl (6667) | (3333) | (0000) | (100.00)
0 2 1 3
2 & (0) (66.67) | (33.33) 0 (100.00)
s m 2 4 15 . 21
© | (952) | (19.05) | (71.43) (100.00)
0 0 1 1 SEERE
4 B 0) 0) [q1))] 0 0) 21
2l = 67.74%
ot 6 8 17 31 31
; (19.35) | (85.81) | (54.84) (100.00)
< 1982 4EE >
4 A | o z
= 7 1 B |2 B 3 B | 4 B &t
L om 5 3 10 2 20
(25.00) | (15.00) | (50.00) | (10.00) |(100.00)
— 1 7 2 2 12
(8.33) | (58.33) | (16.67) | (16.67) |(100.00)
- 1 0 39 12 52
(1.92) (0) (75.00) | (23.08) |(100.00)
2 4 6 SIFIEREE ¢
4 # 0 0 (33.33) | (66.67) |(10000) |55 _ . 110
n 7 10 53 20 90 90 _ >
) (7.78) | (11.11) | ( 58.89) | (22.22) (100.00)J
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< 1983 SEf >
4 A o B 1
= F 1 8| 2 & 3 B 4 B gt
- 4 2 5 1 12
| (3333) ] (1667)] (41.67) (8.33) [(100.00)
- 5 2 0 1 8
(62.50) | (25.00)| (0) (12.50) {(100.00)
3 m 4 4 31 20 59
(6.78) | (6.78) | (52.54) | (33.50) (100.00)
. & 0 0 2 10 12
' (0) (0) (16.67) | (83.33) |(100.00)
a 13 8 38 32 91
: (14.29) | (879) | (41.76) | (35.16) | (100.00)

PR :

4’17=51.64%

Lic BEHZIEHK olgt pko) ABEHES SR v e 7o,

1981 4 1982 4 1983 4 EE <)
LED %K) 66.67 % 25.00 % 33.33 % 34.21 %
2EHCEH) 66.67 % 5833 % 25.00 % 47.82 %
3BBEK) 71.43 % 75.00 % 52.54 % 64.39 %
1BASH) 0.00 % 66.67 % 83.33 % 73.68 %
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RHEsH#o] FMtke] Q&S warshsleh

A Wl Yol AE Ak RHIIel 60 %= MEkm o &ifelxl shi 4kiMoz 5
faohs Be pEsW 1oz MEY ke Za detan ¥ F Ak He #R
pso) A oo Fag RS0l Rolvk FABMe P f¥E st MEBER
oat SMEERMTI) Holxln e BRIAh oA W4 BEHEH] T o
Wbl GRiFkel ool MEMA AEucHE RAHK 53l WEHESE (compensating
deposits), Bf =& RET 2L HEIM FHL PRAA £¥e BAFHE A3t
n gl REel vk ek & BRol A w50l FIBIMTA olshel WSS BKESM
EEAEMTS £Rolddl g FRERS @ fAs FEASRC] X X o
Sl ERlMQl BH AT Bshel Hhm AFE shn BRAeNe dslels AT
A& 45 F dck

o] FiTel MAMoZE A, —@Mez AW AT BAS Yol @+ d
o= Aolch HRIAMT 1A ha 2 BAlz sle AL 2E WFEL SREIERNE
(multivariate normal distribution) & o] %1 MEE%LME FA—3 HHHTIZ 7}zl m
o1 7Hgstm & Woleh 12 Lachenbruch & o 7Hgel 2 #Ms=A w+= &
Sy PEe o4 A3 2z FAs dokn FAskn Qe

A, MBEAS EEE doht e She seleh & HEAA Ehoz A
s WAz Aeo¥olnz GHHES oL BE TEMo2 EH so AT Aol
X Fimol RIS MBEE SEEIe —k MIE AL Fhelsl oo A2 ER
e A—3 Kigel4 Zer= et

A, HEIEe) BED MELE SF B—ix %1 Widez H—o AEEE
9 wyd & grhs dolch oy RImEE o FEel BRMEMH sages vehis B
sgo ol 22l AIBISATERO] Egel RAsHA o Eel W HEI % oA

38) ZARML St el BT HMAITFER RERD, B, 1986, p. 4l
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