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ABSTRACT

he purpose of this study was to develop a bankruptcy predicting model for medium-sized

enterprises in Thailand using discriminant analysis, logistic regression, and probabilistic neural

network. The study included 20 factors, both financial and non-financial, e.g. type of industry,
years in business, and location. The 604 data used in the study comprise 494 active companies and
110 bankrupt companies together with annual financial statements for 1 period before companies’
bankruptcy in 2019. These data were separated into 2 equal groups of 302 with similar ratios of active
companies to bankrupt companies. The results showed that the probabilistic neural network model
provided the most accurate prediction with the overall accuracy of 91.72%, which was higher than the
logistic regression model with the overall accuracy of 91.39%, and the discriminant analysis model with
the accuracy of 87.75%. However, when the in-sample data size increased to 90%, the overall accuracy
of the probabilistic neural network model went up to 97% while the overall accuracy of the logistic
regression and discriminant analysis did not significantly change. For factors relating to the financial
failures of medium-sized enterprises in Thailand, there were 6 factors including two factors related to
the characteristics of the entity, which were years in business, and location in the central region; and
four financial factors, which were Net Sales to Sales Ratio, Total Liabilities to Total Assets Ratio, Earnings

before Interest and Taxes to Total Assets Ratio, and Total Equity to Total Assets.

Keywords: Bankruptcy, Medium-Sized Enterprises, Logistic Regression, Discriminant Analysis, Probabilistic

Neural Network, Forecasting Model
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2. InAtGANIS3IAS1zHIIVUFTNUNUS:zINN (Discriminant Analysis)

a

WATANIT A2 DA WudSn1sn1sada

v
=1 Y o

ansldiuegrsunsnaslun1siiaseniuunnguveiauusny
nauduly Tneuanaflandu Discriminant tnevalula sl

wuuLkenUszan (Categorical Variable) flaig 2

Zy = a+ W X+ W, Xop+ - + W, X (1)

WeN Zyj=1,2,...,n fiD AIATLUUNINTIIUTILUNNGNVEIANNTT Discriminant Function 71 j dwisu
nau k @9 k wirdu 0 fie laidumaimieanisiu wag 1 Ao dumaInienIstu

Wyi=1,2,...,n A8 A8 mEnu1n3gIu (Discriminant Weight) v3afdudsednsnisdniun
(Discriminant Coefficient) Ua48kUsddIEN i

X, Ao fuusdased i lundu k
NIATIEDUAMNLUUEIVRIAILUUYINLA TasA1uaaAT Cutting Score A1NANNT

(NAZB+NBZA)
Lesg = ——————— (2)
(N, + Np)
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lagfl N, uag N, fie Iuiudeyalundy 4 uasngu B audau
Z, wag Zy Ao A1 Centroid 909nqu 4 Wagngy B aua1iu
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Nausangnsallaegraudiugniande snsadiutununyuisudeduningsin laefuuvaiuisanensalla
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3. n1sdins:hnAnosladannd (Binary Logit nSo Logistic Regression)

Ohlson (1980) 1wALiANT5ILASIZMMUL Logistic Regression %3® Logit Tun1sa31auuudnasy 1ie
ngnTaiNITaNarateveIuIYn lnuldveyavesusuniaaneileululssinaansgeiusniseningd a.m. 1970-1976
@ A v avy 1Yy a o A v Av a o A o o ¢ | ) a
wUsduuSEnnlianarate 2,058 USUN waruSunauaraty 105 USYN HeMANUSURUSSEnINesLUsdasy
AUk UsauNlansaniusio 0 wirduuSunliduazatsnay 1 WinnuuSEnduazaly fea1unsasdeuilendu

v
¥ v a

' <) ¢ a o = v
AnudduveavgnIsalusenauazaty w3e Priy=1) 9 Al

1
Priy=1 = —— (3)
i l+e™

@ @

NsATFWUSDasEiiauIu 1 dnile X WU Linear Combination Y84d7uUsdase fall

X = b0+b]x1 + bzXz‘l’ e +bnx,,

Faaursalsuaunis (3) lewdu

1
Priy=1) = (4)

1 + e—(b0 +bx; +byx, + ... +b,x,)

P o

g7 b,i=1,2,...,n Ao duUszandv0IiLUTDasY
X1, X2, ... ,X, AD AILUTDATLNNTIVUA 1 G2

L3 v

gnsduvasnnuitaziluveanisifamgnisalusenduazaeseautiziluvenisifamsnisaiuien

v
v

liauazanensasenin Odds Ratio @u1saunandbs At

1
Pr(y=1) l+e™
= = ¥ (5)
Pr(y=0) e
l+e*

1naun1s (5) aunsausulviegluguvesaunisidunsela lnensld in Wnldluaunisviesendn Logit

@ v

Transformation LitaUszanuAduUssans b, meTsmasaesasngn fall

Pr(y=1)
Pr(y=0)

= X = b0+b1x1 +b2X2+ +b,,xn (6)
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Ohlson (1980) Wu31 wuud1aes Logit azlanuuiug1tosninuuudnass DA uAdam1503LATIZAle

Senimazlduninnuiiasidunusenllduvaivieauval dnisadulszansuesinlsdaseurazdirfiaiuisa
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4. N1sdIns1:KIwsUn (Probit Regression)

Ya a

Zmijewski (1984) 1 udSI3uRaUILUUTIaRINSYIUIEAIENNTaLAYaN8UeIRaNSlAgdD Probit Analysis

Y

FauuuT1a09 Probit TanvueAReAULUUTIRNGY Logit ANRUNANNRFIUYBIAIALAAIALAGDUYDLUUTIAY Logit

= L. . A = ° . Y a &
LUNITBINLAILUY Logistic function s[,uﬁumwmm']mmmLﬂaausuaﬂl,wumaaﬂ Probit aasln1suantastdu

¥
v

wuuUn® (Normal distribution) TneuanaaunisANLUIazduvakuusnasd Probit 1e sadl

—X/o 1 tz
Pry=1) = [, exp ? dt (7)

271.1/2

NUANYIVEY Zmijewski (1984) Tdnquitegrsdiuiu 840 U3um lasuvnduuseniluuszaudgm
N1TRUTIUIU 800 UTEM dazusuniuszaulyninienistiudiuiu 40 viem Tuszwingd a.e. 1972-1978 uag
T doyadnsnd1un1an1studiuin 3 dnsdiu taun dnsidusielagnidedunindsiu dnduniausiuse

Aunsndsiu wazdndmdunsndvyuiouneniaunyuiey Nan15fnwinudn wuudnass Probit @a1unsanensal

Tousugntesosas 98

5. n1sdIAs1:hlAsuVgUs:=anineu (Artificial Neural Network, ANN)

v
[ =

fwuulassgysvanniisy ANN Lagnimundusinieuiun1simussuun1sUseaIanaveinauiines
lagUszynin1391a4n19vnuresauesywdnlglusinsuasuinmnesliiainuaiuisalunisiseuiuazandn
ilugnislddnaulaludusing q 1o %qiuﬂWEWGuuw@]’aLtuuﬁuﬁayjam%zé’faaLﬂu%’m&ammﬁaLLUiﬁmumiwmaaU
AUAUNUSILAII LﬂuéhLLﬂiﬁﬁamaﬁamiﬁm?ﬂu%LLazé'hLLUiﬁﬁmwﬁm'iz:ma3ﬁaa"l,aiﬁﬁzgmﬁﬂmué’uﬂ’uﬁ‘l,mqq
ﬁmﬁgaéfaqhiﬁszymﬂ’g’mLLUiUiaumaaﬁﬂmﬂmamLﬂ?ﬂlauhiwhﬁ’u fazduinuulassdredszamdionazyinns
EEPHERIPEE Fadawalminanuianainlunisdndulald ludiuveanisiaunduuy Weneinsalnnuduman
MeMSEUTY Specht (1990) lawmuwuusiasdlassreusyamanuuiazidu (Probabilistic Neural Network,
PNN) 67'5&LﬂugﬂLLUUMﬁq‘uaﬂmw}wUssmwLﬁammwma%u (Multi-Layers Neural Network) flo1fiauua@nain
“ANN13vee Bayesian Classification ludiuvasnisdananavyuazueniezdaya PNN dnseuiunisiieusuuy
lifin1saau (Unsupervised Learning) ﬁmﬁml,%‘mimqa%fwﬁa8@1”3Laammé’ﬂwmmmsﬁagamaé’wéﬁiﬁ Feay
i‘]’mLﬂuwmwyjmaqmaé’wéﬁlé’lﬂum%mjwLLUU Feedforward #il 4 %u léun dudadetndn (nput Layer)
Funrssrasanuy (Pattern Layer) Furmasiy (Summation Layer) LA TUTB WA (Output Layer) fiatkuu
PNN fifaldiuFeuwmile ANN Taeislufianusingslunis Train %’ayjaLLath'Lm%zgﬁ’Uﬁz:ymLﬁaLﬁlaﬂ'wmmﬁmwmm

salaa

Tumsmameudiliausainludunadnsnafianld (Local Minima vs. Global Maxima) agslsfimu PNN @19l

LAINITATUIALAZRUIBAUTILINATNLBITBUAU ANN (Satapathy et al., 2019)
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Input Layer | Pattern Layer  Summation Layer Output Layer

mwﬁ 1: kanalASIYEUBY Probabilistic Neural Network
finUadann Specht (1990)

A a = ) a a a a o 5% Y a o

Wafansannstlaniugeeadinsaiy 0 Jaesaniusie 0, A USunliauavatsuay 0, Winduusew
auazaty laelin1sdndudl 0=0, w3 0= 0, duaziuegiunawmesuuin p As X' =[X, ... X, ...X,] ngn1s
Andulanungud Bayes anunsadisuls fall (Specht, 1990)

dX) = 0,4 éj'l hAZAfA(X)>hBIBfB(X)

e d(X) = 93 5’] hAZAﬁq(X)<hBle1‘3(X) (8)

Toe?l X Ao nawestugudadsundn (Input Layer)
hy Wag hy=1-h, fio 1 Prior Probability feun1sdnlviegluaniue 4 wazaaiug B auasiu

1, wag Iy Ao HUUYRINITTIMUNEANATIA (Loss Function) e 4 uag B laun
L:d(X) = 0, o 0=0,
ey lg:d(X) = 0, die 0=0;

InefAunuueIn1sILUNRanaInlunsanTwunga s gnaasdawviniu 0

F1(X) waz f3(X) Ao anuiiendures X Fegnamuaanilsdduaunuiwiuvesaiainuiiazidu

(Probability Density Function, PDF) v83a@01us 4 Way B ANua19U

ANU:WICUBYANEASIA:NISUNT UK1DNYU1agsSSSUA1Ians
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AIUVDUIANSARAUTATENINNUN B9 d(X) = 0, way d(X) = 0, azaSurelaanaunisnemnalul

£iX) = Kfy(X) 9)
et
hyl
K= —2 (10)
h,l,

1%

%qimaﬂl’alﬂmﬁwLLuﬂaaﬂuzmadsﬁaaﬂaIuauﬂﬂi (9) azdiaududou Weswnldlgfidesiaiieatostu
PDF aghsdmauuenaindoslaifuaavnasiiufisinuddesdidnviniu 1 dsiunismdneusesaunsi (9) %agjﬁ
ANENTaluNIsUsEINAT PDF 993a01ueA13 9 90 Training Samples @461 Prior Probability uag Loss
Function tuaunsaUszanaldalsmin faiud1 PDF vosusazanuzfisiunazidudilinsuuasdosdinig
Uszanad Parzen (1962) lanwmunn1suszaaudlandy PDF vesumazan1uslaedsnis wuu Non-Parametric way

v

Cacoulas (1966) lasiogansuves Pazen (1962) linsounguisaniugniivalesedutu Mellilanidy PDF vausas

v
v

anuzazUsznounistadeidit p @ dslansluannisy (11) Ail

1 XY XYy
fulX) = —X% e 20 (11)
27P?oPn,

Toedl p Ao uusmLlsiunawmesvosladeitn X
A o cY ] 1
n, fio S1nudeg1slungy 4
Y,; fio Anansvesinegen ;7 Tungu 4

o A9 A1 Smoothing Parameter

Pompe & Bilderbee (2005) la@nwiduuy ANN iGousdnunzvostoyain Teyadnwaslafiazioin
Anv3olufntndiseviluasnudn @uuu ANN waz DA THanuuwdiudrlunisweinsaifildunnsrsiu wonaind
fawudn msldduusaanmisiunudnuuzueaians liun szosnandadidufenisasyiliuuudaemennsal
¥usluganiu Limsomboonchai (2007) Idfaunuusiassazuundudodmiunaiadulusuuing 1ngld
WUUY1a99 Logistic Regression (Losgit) Artificial Neural Network (ANN) tiag Probabilistic Neural Network (PNN)
HANISAN®191N Logit Model WUl Yar1uamIngdy §ndiunsnyulsuveuulasseezIa1709AudINus

'
=

syinaffuardliy (udadeddniidnunaianuiesduresnindunififvesdudolunaninnens s
Snsmanouunusonusadumuisuresy udafeddgidmunaanuiasduresnnduniiivesduie
uenaAMIINeas Tasuuudiaes PNN asnsanmaanuvidddymléfiniuvudiaes Logit wag ANN uanainil
Young & Guo (2010b) laWmuisuuuneinsalnudumalvesnanisisawsululssmanvalagld@auuy Logistic
Regression waz ANN laglddeya 1 Unewfinadudumainian1siiunudn Interest Coverage Ratio Jutldeil
denadndnyfigauaznudn fuuy ANN finnmusiugn 81.82% wilofuuy Logit 71 77.27% Fadninnisdnuives

Callejon et al. (2013) Wlg@AMUU ANN LGULRBIAULANUIT AILLLUEITOINITNEINTAUAIILAULIAINIINITY

01sa1sUSHIsssNY
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veauTEnlunAgRamnIsuegf 92% uenani Li & Sun (2012) laWawiluungInTaiANaNmMAITe4AaNS
Tsausuludszinadu Taglddauuu Discriminant Analysis #alUU Logistic Regression wagdakuy ANN UszLam
Multi-Layer Perception waz Support Vector Machine Tagwua1 fauuyu ANN danuudugiuiloninsiuuy

au 9 dwutayanenisiiy 2 uar 3 Yneufansdumainianistiuy

S:1U8UISNISANUYN

nsauludsAnIavoyadInsuIudYe

INNNAINUITIPU AMUALLTAINIINITHUVBINANTTBNNRTULAINUaeUad8 WU Jad8n19niu

v
[

Audnwurrasians uazdadonisdiuniniu fedunseviurAnvesnuifeiiadunisimurduuudmiy
WYINTAIALANLEAIN ISR uTRd A aruIanatslulsywnalnesiswmaiin DA wadla Logistic Regression
waginada PNN leannidumadaiildduanudenlunismeinsalanudumamisnisiu doyadildinszi
Usgnaudeaudsans q seduguinuuzresiansuasteyasunisiudounds 1 Unouflvedinnsduazaismg
nsulul we 2562 Fuau 604 USEM wdrthuwusdeyailuaesdiu diunsndiuiu 302 vsdndmiuiau
LATNAFOUANNIMINEATBIFILUY (In Sample Test) utaduuidmiiduiunisegsiuau 249 vi¥nuazduman
VNTRUSILAY 53 USEN wazdiufidessiuan 302 UEndmiunadeumuulug nesiiuuy (Out of Sample
Test) wiadyuisnildniunisey 245 vidnuasdumaimisnisdu 57 Uiem Taediudsdaseildluniside

P

eondu 2 nau Al

[

1. ToyanmdnyaeveIianis lawn

1.1) Uszangaaunssy (S1, 52) wuadu geamnssunisnds gnamnssunsiuands uazgnainnssy

NI5USNT uteuvesdtinaudasuiaviavuinnalskazvuingau (White Paper on MSMEs, 2021)
1.2) ¥adiga (R1, R2, R3) wuaduninnats aawmde aald aensiusanidouniie
1.3) o1guesians (Year)

2. Fayasun1slu Faduiunstudounds 1 Uneunasiinisduazanslul w.e. 2562 lngldiudsdnsidu
NNN1TRUTDIUTENT I 20 Muds Tnedeyasunistiuresnguimednasidudeyaiinsudiuauysaluazifisans
nagldlunmsmuwndadunguauinguszasdvoinisusmsnsiiu duanddunised 2

ACUWICUBYANERNSIA:NISUNYS UKIDNYNausssSuUAans
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a ) ) | a a o
A15197 2: AWUTONTIAIUNIINNSRUN b T Ua1LITE

dszinnvovdmnsidaun1inisivu

dans1dounNISNU

Liquidity
(BRsdIudaN I NAaDI)

X1:

X2:

X3:

X4

X5:

Cash/Total Assets

Cash/Net Sales

Cash/Total Liabilities

Current Assets/Current Liabilities

Current Liabilities/Total Assets

Leverage

v

(Fn51@UANNANNTALUNNTEITENT)

X6:

XT:

X8:

X9:

X10:

Current Liabilities/Total Equity
Total Equity/Total Liabilities
Total Equity/Total Assets
Total Liabilities/Total Equity

Total Liabilities/Total Assets

Activity
(Bnsdruseansanlunisiaaunsne)

X11:

X12:

X13:

Sales/Current Assets
Sales/Total Assets

EBIT/Total Equity

Profitability
(Bnsdrumnuausalun1svinanls)

X14:

X15:

X1é:

X17:

X18:

X19:

X20:

EBIT/Total Assets
EBIT/Sales
EBITDA/Total Assets
Net Sales/Total Assets
Net Sales/Sales

Net Sales/Total Equity

Net Profit/Net Sales

dusuAanUsn s (Dependent Variable) & 2 Arfe 0 wu1eds USEnTlUauMAINIINITHY oA ndunIs

Unfd (Active) uag 1 MuedIuTenNaumaInIenIsiu (Bankrupt)

01sa1sUSHIsssNY
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n1sdiAs1:KvayanosinAtA Discriminant Analysis

Minsiteyafemaia DA BudionsniaaeunsuanuaauUUnALay A METUSIT A uTesF LU
fasy osndfmuusdmsuanudfesiviunnn Weudledym Multicollinearity 3aWaundauuy Discriminant
Function #2833 Stepwise Selection wazlda1aiia Box’M 1un1snageuiun3nAuklsUsIu-nunysusiusu
yosiuUsdaszuanguiiognens 2 nau Tunsvaaeudn @MU Discriminant Function isngauitudeyavielsl
aléandn Canonical Correlation @susnanuduiusues Discriminant Scores Auduusiieglu Discriminant
Function ludnwaglisafua Pearson Correlation wagdn (Canonical Correlation)’ @ve8urganumangle
ludnwauzidediuAn R Tu Multiple Regression 41 fiakuuanunsaesuieauwlsusiusenitangulaniiieals
A1adf Eigen Value 9z¥azeduigdnduwusfivndrunlusiuuuaiuisaeiuiennuuususiuvesdulsaylaa
iigsls Anafid Wilks' Lamda azazvieufieAinnauudsusiuves Discriminant Scores filaildgnesuislngaiiy
uangnssEienguuesteya uendniinnsvaaey Chi-square Statistic Liiegd1 Fauy Discriminant Function

o o o

A11150ueNNaNVRITaYAlAANIINITHENNGN By Chance lnafiansanainseautedidgnlaainnisnadey Sie.

o

windldtfosndn 0.05 uanain fuusdaszithunldlunisadrssuvuannsaduundoyalsetelidodfaymieaia
yonaniidaiinisiuaaen Cutting Score waza$nam151 Classification Matrix LiouanIAURLUEVBIFILUY
Tunsvhuenguuesdoya (Hit Ratio) lnsfiansmnaindndiuniedesaznisneinsaivesnguioyasiogiaily
d7ur03 In Sample Test Aldlunisiaunduuy dauves Out of Sample Test TneiUSsuifisuiu Proportional

Chance Criterion @aA1uIadlaann

Crro = p*+(1-p)

Iﬂﬂ‘ﬁ Crro 0 Proportional Chance Criterion

o

P fs dndiuvesusunlungy 0 vSednliuianised wag (1 -p) fe dndiuvesuivniieglungy 1

nN1sdIAs1:hvoyandginAlA Logistic Regression

nsa¥auuusiaesfemaia Logistic Regression 13ua1nn1siansanidendaudsdassimun finininag
fidvnaseruiululdfivisnazdsrauamudumamaniadu lasthdulsdassimuadngnisuiumsdaidon
\1dfwuy Logistic Regression #3873 Stepwise Selection MntuhiuUssassinunisindenunadiefuuy
LAITINTIVFDUANUNUTIVOIR MUY TneRATanA@dRe1e g laun nsanasuesan -2 Log Likelihood (-2LL)
YBIFIUUUFATI89In Base Model A1 Pseudo A? oA Cox and Snell R? A1 Nagelkerke R’ Gauanafis
ANuLUTUTILYRILUsMuTignesutels Tasfuusdasylusuuy siufadn Hosmer and Lemeshow @sagvion
anuuudwesiIuuulunsuennguresianUsay wazaianisna Classification Matrix LilelansnIusiug

vasmwuulumsvuenguvestayaniludiuves In Sample Test wag Out of Sample Test

ACUWICUBYANERNSIA:NISUNYS UKIDNYNausssSuUAans
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n1sdiAs1:Kvayanosinatin PNN

dmsunsianevidayadieiaTetneuuy PNN feedforward suifadeundnagusznaudae Node viamun
26 Nodes 9n#uUs 26 A5 wuingudoya 604 usemdmsuidu Training Cases 91uau 302 USEWMua Testing
Cases $1U2U 302 U Wuiiedfuassisusn Fausiay Node wansisanuzvosiants agvhmihfismmadnsdmsy
Nodes #1498 Training Cases duiuanIuzvaaianIstu @ nadwsvesusay Class avagluzuues Probability
Density Function (PDF) Iag Output Node azvivtiilidenaniuzuesfianisfislen POF gegaiduaniuzuesianis
fimsazdu msnseseuauwiud1vesiuuy PNN asnsanszyinle Taesiu Classification Matrices

wan1sJve

A2IIUU Discriminant Analysis

HANTTIATIENNUTY ANadR Box’M Wity 82.25 A1 Sig Wiy 0 vsdanvniiAl Box’M flA1a9819
=~ = ' Y ' [ a . a o ' o a o
Waswnaniiaulhirenquitegisvuinlvg fafin Eigen Value HAWWIAU 0.680 wanadn fauUsdassynea

v v 6

fignamdenitunlilusuuuiiannumanzan wazdt Canonical Correlation Wity 0.64 agvieunnudusiug
yaaniulsiudnusay Tnefidn R? windu 0.41 A1 Wilks’Lamda anadann 0.84 iledldudsdaszdaien
oglufuuuasnviniy 0.60 elds Stepwise Selection Tnefifulsdaszgnidondunlilusuuuivau 8 duus
A1 Chi-square Statistic 117U 153.49 lagdaA1 Sig. Wi1AU 0 KAAIIINITLITALUY Discriminant Function
annsadangudeyauitmndsiiiunseguazuitmiiduazaslagndeaniinisdangs By Chance sioam Prior

Probabilities 11y 0.50:0.50 Fudunisdnnguniundn Conservative agefitod1Ayn1vada lnenan1sinsIei
Juluaunsed 3

(%

A151991 3: NANITIATITINAIETD Discriminant Analysis

Canonical Coefficients Standardized Coefficients Sig.
S2 0.463 0.214 0.000
R1 1.203 0.348 0.000
R2 0.764 0.214 0.000
R3 0.701 0.271 0.000
Year 0.054 0.486 0.000
X10 -0.663 -0.666 0.000
X14 0.739 0.325 0.000
X18 3.035 0.499 0.000

01sa1sUSHIsssNY
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¢ v

A15199 3: NANITIATIZUAETG Discriminant Analysis (70)

Canonical Coefficients Standardized Coefficients Sig.
(Constant) -4.009
Group Centroids Cutting Point
Active 0.379
-1.402
Bankrupt -1.781

Y o

Tagsakuy Discriminant Function IUEULLUU“UQQ Z-Scores a@nunsauleuls sadl

Z; = 0.214(52)+0.348(R1) + 0.214(R2) + 0.271(R3) + 0.486(Year) - 0.666 (X10)
+0.325(X14) + 0.499(X18)

91NA1999 3 WU UsELAnvosgaaImnT Ty iaiise warsuandiivsyneuiants deuduiusivaniugy
VINTENTEIUTIN druiiudsnianisdufiaunsoneinsalanudumainienisiuldesalitedfydesmuddu
Idun X10: Total Liabilities/Total Assets Ingu3dmiidniausaw/dunsndsmanilonafiasvilien z Score
Huavan tuite Temaiezdumaimenisitufiuiniu X18: Net Sales/Sales SNT1dIULOANLENTHADLOAUNY
Tnefiusemiidnnarusenueans/venune geazyinlian Z Score Wuvinann tufe szilenageiiuismdsanunsa
ﬁi’WLﬁuﬁﬁ]m'ﬁagﬂﬁﬁ'uLm wWusdenfunsalues X14: EBIT/Total Assets snsraaumlsieutnaenidouazndseduning

5731 yanINLlUMITIUNNGUYBIUTEINUI A1Nane (Centroid) venguuTenideiniiiufanisegiiivindu 0.379

LAZURINGUNAUMAINNNTRUWIAY -1.781 uaglnelinzuuuduunnguiafiga (Optimal Cutting Score) i1y

q

@ I

-1.402 fufie MnuTEnilazkuuduun Z-Score 1N -1.402 waned1 Usenazdneglunguiididiunises
lunesaiudiumnuigniazuuudiuuntesndn -1.402 uaned1 vs¥nazdneglunguiiuszauanudumaini

NMSRU M99 4 wassauLiuglun1snensalaessiaiuy DA Tunsdlaes In Sample wag Out of Sample Test

Rt Slatl]
A15199 4: LanIAULNuglUNTNINIAIYBIRAILUY Discriminant Analysis
Tunsdlves In Sample way Out of Sample Tests
MSWEINSNIA2EAINUU Discriminant Analysis (In Sample)
an1u:zusen
ANTUNINISOE 4duInasNWNISIIu AUONAY (%)

Auiiufanisey 228 21 91.57
AUNAINIINITIRY 13 40 75.47

394 88.74

ANU:WICUBYANEASIA:NISUNT UK1DNYU1agsSSSUA1Ians
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A15199 4: LEanIAULN g UNITNINTAYOIFILUY Discriminant Analysis

lunstlves In Sample way Out of Sample Tests (#19)

MSWEINSNIAIEAINUU Discriminant Analysis (Out of Sample)

annu:usen N : » . »
ANdunINsog auIrasnNIsHu AUONADY (%)
Auiiufanisey 226 19 92.25
AULVAININITRU 21 36 63.18
399 86.76

N394 WUT1 Fuu DA Sanuusiugiveanisnensalluaiuves In Sample Test Wiy 88.74%
wagluduves Out of Sample Test WU 86.76% muandiu laevisasensal df1gendndn Proportional Chance
Criterion (Cpro) 7 71.20% (0.712 = 0.825% + 0.1752) waziiAnnuutuglaesiuyindu 87.75%

MAOIIUU Logistic Regression

NAYINANSWAILNFILUY Logistic Regression A18735 Stepwise Selection WuI1 A1 —2LL anasey1sl
ffoddryain Base Model 7 235.09 wdo 130.80 lnefiA1 Cox and Snell A uag Nagelkerke R? i 0.39
waz 0.65 MINAIRU A1 Hosmer and Lemeshow y” Test asﬁf 4.75 91 Sig. Winfu 0.78 wansliiin fuuu Logistic
Regression fiavnumunzanlunisiunldlunisnensal a1seit 5 wanman1siasieRdeduuy Logistic

Regression azwiuladn ArduUszansvesiuusdaseyniingnidenidruiluiinuy Logistic Regression fen

N o

Wald Statistics geagneildedfy 1109310 Sig. < 0.05 uansdsanuwsnzadlunisgnifenidrunliludiwuy

A157°97 5: NANITIATIERALFILUL Logistic Regression

B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)

R1 4.647 1571 8.748 1 .003 104.243
R2 3.176 1.279 6.169 1 013 23.944
R3 3.616 1.245 8.429 1 .004 37.181
Year ~.152 0.036 18.374 1 .000 859
X8 -2.437 0.599 16.556 1 .000 087
X14 -4.463 2.048 4.748 1 .029 012
X18 ~4.378 2.247 3.795 1 051 013
Constant -4.965 3.348 2.199 1 138 007
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INNANTITIATIZUNULN T8N dINaMBANNALLAINIINITRUVDINAINITVUIANAN LU ST WA NEDE 193]

o

WudAyneadiinisedu 0.10 gnAndenidiunviadu 6 duUs Usznaumemuusauauinuizueianis laun

Viafidsgnamnssy (R1, R2, R3) fduUszdnd Logistic 1uvinazvioudn nanislunmagyiianmdmanonisiiu

USTmdumamensduiedy Tuvaeiiduiuladiduianisiduussansiduau wansiiui uSsniaiuianis
geunulonianagdumainienisiiuanas WuhenuAILUIn19n158u laun X8: Total Equity/Total Assets

a o

X14: EBIT/Total Assets wag X18: Net Sales/Sales @aUSUNNAANAALAUTUILL DN AR ULUAINIINITLIUY

Uoeas
A197197 6 LaRIANLI UG LU TNGINTAIVOIF LU Logistic Regression
Tunsalves In Sample Test wag Out of Sample Test
NISWEINSNIA28MINUL Logistic Regression (In Sample)
annu:usen
ATUN9NISOE auIKasnWNIsSKu AUONADY (%)
auilufanisey 243 6 97.60
AUUAINIINITIRU 19 34 64.20
39U 91.70
MSWEINSNIAIEAINUU Logistic Regression (Out of Sample)
an1uzusen
ANTUNINISOE 4duInasNWNISIIu AUONAY (%)
Auiiufanisey 240 5 98.00
AUNAINIINITIRUY 29 28 49.10
394 88.70

o

NA15197 6 WU Tudauees In Sample Test AILUU Logistic Regression @unsangInsaluseniil

anuzaiufaniseglagnied 97.60% wazUSENNUTEAUANAULYAININITRUNABY 64.20% lagiiaduwsiug

'
a v aa

YBININeINIailagTINaadie 91.70% ludiu Out of Sample Test fnuuauuduglunisduunuIeni
anuzaiufaniseglagneed 98.00% wazUSENNUTEAUANALLYAINIINITRUNABY 49.10% lagiiaduusiug

Y8IN1INYINTAIIAYTINEITT 88.70% Fa199U99 2 n3al fAUUU Logistic Regression dAuuiuglagsiuegi

90.23%

ACUWICUBYANERNSIA:NISUNYS UKIDNYNausssSuUAans
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MOIIUU Probabilistic Neural Network

HAN13 Train 1AS9978 PNN wagvageun1snensal lakaanslugluuuues Classification Matrix Fauens
Al ug lunIsweInTalvesdaluy PNN Tunsdlaas In Sample Test wag Out of Sample Test dsuanslu

A15199 7
A9 7 Lananundug lun1TneInIaluessiauuy PNN
Tunsdlves In Sample Test waz Out of Sample Test
nswgansni PNN (Training)
annu:usen
ANTUNINSOY auiranmnIsu AWONADY (%)
Auiiufanisey 238 1 99.58
AULUAINIINITIRY 0 63 100.00
394 99.67
n1swensni PNN (Testing)
aniu:usen
ANUUNINISOE auIkadsnNNISuU AJUONADY (%)
Anluianisoy 229 26 93.47
AULUAIMNIINITRY 23 24 51.06
39U 83.78

N915199 7 Ui Tudiuwed In Sample Test fuuu PNN ansnsanensajudsniifianugdnduionig
oglignies 99.58% uavuiTmivszauaNduMaImIenIstiugndes 100% laedauuiugivesnisneinsal
Taesaugedis 99.67% ludru Out of Sample Test Fuvufinrmusiugilunsduunuisnidanugdniuianisey
Ieignifos 93.47% wazuIewniiuszaumnudumainisnsiugndes Wes 51.06% lnedanuusiugrvesnisneinsal
Tnesangadis 83.78% Fadrsauia 2 nsdidamaldimuuy PNN fauusiuglassamegil 91.729% nnil 2 wanaddy

LY v o

vaANuduusvesulsBaTEaan T IRUNNguUSENNSRLTun1soguarauvaIN1NITRY Tagdiuuy PNN
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Relative Variable Impacts

0% 10% 20% 30% 40%
X18 16.2497%
X8 14.6256%
X5 11.6664%
X10 10.9917%
X9 10.1636%
Year 9.7755%
X1 6.5292%
X20 5.4209%
X7 2.5556%
R3 2.4487%
R1 1.7655%
X13 1.6843%
X17 1.1743%
R2 1.1271%
X11 0.9591%
X12 0.9562%
X4 0.6561%
X16 0.4096%
X14 0.2085%
X3 | 0.2080%
X19 0.1865%
S1 | 0.0783%
X2 | 0.0730%
X6 | 0.0524%
S2 | 0.0212%
X15 | 0.0130%

AT 2: kaRsEIUYBIANUENT S YR ILUTBATEARNTIUNNFUUTEN Tagdauuy PNN

i 2 wuih fusiifinansenusionissuunngulassausiniy 70% vewmansnuianan Fesd
nunlumdes lawn X18: Net Sales/Sales 8nsdtusenvganisosonvie X8: Total Equity/Total Assets
Snmdrudiuvessforfusansiofuningsau X5: Current Liabilities/Total Assets $asnaauniiaunyuiiouse
Aunindsa X10: Total Liabilities/Total Assets Snsaruniiausamseduningsan x9: Total Liabilities/Total

Equity Year 8nsidiuniausiudediugfeniusin wag Year: 31uiulaniuianis vl nadnsain Relative
UMAININITEY

a o £%

Variable Impact lildagviouiianisvesnnuduiusvesiulsdassaolonanaziduuseni

ANU:WICUBYANEASIA:NISUNT UK1DNYU1agsSSSUA1Ians
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n1s3iAs1:hAoulovavnouILuglunIsweINsnd

n15iAseiaNlvesaukiug lun sneInTaliveis 3 vy laenisusuasuruinvestoyaly
duv09 In Sample Test uag Out of Sample Test 1Ju 50:50 70:30 waz 90:10 lawadnslun1s1eil 8 lag

¥ £g

AIMUUNIMUAHTUTUNBUNITNAGDUAMULMUIZENVBIFIRUUANTURDUN AT Ty a T s ulunnn sl

Y

A15199 8: N1sAIEviA eI ukug TuNITHEINAlURIY 3 LU

Predicting Accuracy (%)

Model In sample: Out of Sample Overall
50:50 70:30 90:10 50:50 70:30 90:10
Discriminant Analysis 89:87 86:87 87:86 88 86 87
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