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Abstract

The purpose of this research is to develop a measurement model for Business bankruptcy
and tools for financial risk management of survival business. The data for this study was based on
the financial statements which were contained in the Stock Exchange of Thailand during 2012-2015.
There were 95 companies with no financial problems or survival business and 28 companies
with financial difficulties or survival business. The data was analyzed by logistic regression. This
research developed additional models which based on financial ratio of cash flow, generating from
operating activities by using the predicted logistic regression of the independent variables (financial
ratio) toward the financial failure of companies.

The result found that the efficiency of the regression equation used to predict companies
that89.50 of financial strong companies, listed in the SET were predicted correctly. Moreover,
72.10% of financial problem companies were predicted correctly. On average, 76.40% of both
types of companies were predicted by using Logistics Regression correctly.

Keywords: Prediction Model and Survival Business
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faudsildlunnsivey

FauU TN TR AN AN LU US 1A D9AZHAWINIAIN Zavgren Modellneideas
Wisigautsluduuesn3Ingnmases Current Cash dept Coverage Ratio Imﬂmt,uigumuiw
TUTERYEANLAZAINUIUENTINISF MUY Zavgren Model wazdauuufiadstuslnsl Tod
FautsPaTTuAZFILTANN S

fauIDaTe

1. X1t
2. X2:

3. X3:

4. X4.
5. Xb:

6. X6:

7. X7:

gRRAYY / aummmaamma (Sales | Average Inventory)
aummmaammag / aﬂ%ummaﬂ (Average inventory / Average accounts
receivable)

Funindan / Suannomdo + Ruasyuszezau (Total assets / Cash balance
+ Short term investments)

WiAuITTaY / ﬁumwwmnmm (Current liabilities / Immediately assets)
Funindsan — wilausze wﬁu / M13a1nn13a7L 309U (Total assets - Current
liabilities / Operatmg profit)

Funindaan — wilauszezdn / wilduszezens (Total assets - Current debt /
Long -term liabilities)

R mmmawaﬂﬂm + Lﬂu%u%muwﬂua%ﬁ / 98nY18 (Fixed assets + Net
working capital / Sales)

. £ a N o & & ¥ o A
L ANRNUTEANT Ao (NsTuaRusanINNanssnaLiluew / nilfussezduiede)

[CV (Net Cash Provided by Operating Activities / Average Current Liabilities)]
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ﬂ’]ﬂ‘U‘W@ﬂ‘VlTWEJLLEQ“’@ZQ’]@%&?WW‘WEJ ‘Vﬁ@ nae. %ﬂ‘ﬂﬁ"’ﬂ?J‘U@’JEJ?J@N@Q’]ﬂﬂﬂﬂ’lﬂ\ﬁ%ﬂ@ﬁﬂﬂﬂ’ﬁ 2]
GULLammu‘"miLﬁu (Balance Sheet) GUﬂﬂiﬁ?Jm%ummmﬂ (Statement of Comprehensive Income)
LALIUNTLLLE LUE A (Statement of Cash Flow) LW@%’]HJ’]i‘Sﬂ%ﬂWi@’]%’Jm%WE]@iﬁd?%‘ﬂ’mﬂ’]im%
§1IUTIRR 123 UM
NaN133IAY
ﬁﬁﬂlﬂmmﬁﬁmﬂwaml:umm‘uaammemmsﬁﬂwﬂmwumammﬂmg ol

aad

1. ATNERUAFDANUFIUYRIAILUTBA TS

al ' a ' a v £
AN 1 ALRAY M) A&%LT29UUNIATINU (SD) ANTREALYRIANUILRNTAIINTZANY (%CV)
mma@ (l\/lm) ANEIER (Max) AL (SK) ANAINTAY (Ku) LAg A1 P-value U89

ammaauiﬂ quAas (x’2) ?Jaﬂ@’at,l,ﬂiamwmﬁﬂw’mamw (n=123)

fauls M SD %CV Sk Ku 2 P-value
X1 2412 | 10.34 42.87 000 1186 013 993
X2 5.54 2.93 52.89 -001 118 013 993
X3 5.76 3.10 53.82 -.002 115 013 993
X4 5.92 2.88 48.65 -001 115 013 993
X5 5.68 2.77 48.77 001 113 013 994
X6 5.37 2.87 53.45 -004 109 012 994
X7 5.56 2.80 50.36 -001 115 013 993
X8 5.66 2.64 46.64 -001 115 013 993

WG AEDA ta — dwnas () ) Fifiie A Aun9aBafian pvalue segn3dn .05 (Pvalue
<.05) L,LammmmimmmquvLmJﬂmmmﬁﬂw 1 wmmmmwmmwﬁmm X1 m X8 §An
p-value ¥1NNIT .05 me’mmLmhmmmmimnngwwmﬂ Fodulumatannasdasfuves
ATIATILH Multiple Logistics Regression
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2. maqaauﬂmmﬂaﬁuﬁuﬁuﬁizijﬁmﬂiﬁa‘sw (Multicolinearity)

m’u”wml@"@i’wLﬁumﬁmumauﬂ'maﬁﬁmm‘ummLmﬁamw (Independent Variable)
wmmﬁﬁﬂwﬂmmmmmmﬁwmﬂmmwmmmmmammumm@amﬁmﬁaﬁiﬂwmmmﬁ
Usznousag mMsmAeas d'gummmummmu ATANLAILUUTASUNG  waztU3guLiiguan
ATIEIUNIINITRY mwlmmmumim'gaaaummﬁmwuma@mmﬁwmmﬁﬁﬂm’lmmmma@

Lwamwaaumﬁzummmﬂumwﬁwuﬁm%maamLL‘UfJ (Multicolinearity) #3188 Bendeil

o ' £ o i o N o
A13199 2 ANFNUTE RN AN NN UI TN TR N T UUA1a8Y (n=123)

faus x1 X2 x3 x4 x5 X6 x7 x8 y
x1 1
X2 731* 1
x3 .718* .695* 1
x4 J11* 677*% .700* 1
x5 .704* .664* .703* .699* 1
X6 740* J11* .728* .725* 731* 1
X7 .726% 734*% .703* 697*% 770* .716* 1
X8 T21* 792* .708* 722* .620* 127* 702* 1
y 779* 743* J41* .736* 732* .763* .739* 742%* 1

P57 2 WUIIHANNIAIINFDUANMN AT 32T G sTT N sRnE luuuUsaes
e s dal s Ans anduiuiifie$dsu (Pearson Product Moment Correlation Coefficient)
NUIANNFNHUTTLNINF LU IDATE (BRTIFIUNNNITRY AUFIUTANN (NIZANNANHAAINIINNT
m‘wummwawwmm"l,ummwaﬂmwy) nudn Ferpudaiuinieuan egazndng 732 - 779
aehofisldfnmneaaaTisysiy 05 Touansliiviuin daulsdase ﬂummﬁmm Taiflmanaduiasiin
snnawinly denndesiu Kine (2008, p.56) Ienanadedn AdaUseANEsndnmusssnInesaus
5@Lﬂmﬁ'§@'maﬂdﬂ 85 aziatl MmN N usTUYeuYeF LT (Multicolinearity) wonaniiuds
mwmwmméﬁ’wuﬁﬁgmwm'gmhamwmumm (Bivariate) YjNe AAINANNUTNIUIN BY32RI9
620 - .792 pe9NRY A AYN9ED R %ﬂLLamiﬁfimmw muﬂmmmmmmmé’wuﬁ ﬂulmmnmw
mm&m‘wmm@(Khne 2005, p.56) aalmﬂmmﬁmmmmz‘i’mwuﬁmm’famaamLmh (Multicolinearity)
muu‘umiammmwmmlﬂiﬂumfnL@ﬁwz‘mmﬂm@uﬂmmmewmima@ﬂima@ﬂ (Logistic
Regression Analysis)vLéf (Hair, et al., 2006)
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A13719% 3 §3I9FBUAINN N UTTENI1963UTDATLRYININTRNW IUMUVIABS (n=123)

fauys Collinearity Statistics

Tolerance VIF
x1 371 2.69
X2 394 2.53
x3 205 4.87
x4 206 4.85
xb 205 4.87
X6 264 3.78
x7 291 3.43
x8 .289 3.46

Durbin-Watson = 1.163

a5s7 3 IiinsnTIaaeUmINENTwS U ua9f LU (Multicolinearity) 299803
Sasedivinsinunlusuuinasslunnaas (Overal Correlation) WU awUsBaszusazsasian Tolerance
pe3endng 205 - 394 FodAmnndn 10 waasliiudn fulsBassusazsanys ldaunsadiag
aﬂaﬁmﬁl@mﬁmLmiamwam TunuUsassld luvaeiientu dawlsdaszusazaadien VIF T
IRAIANITANNINAILERT 1/ Tolerance WUINHANBELTINING 2.69 — 4.87 %ﬂmmlmmu 10.00 LL&AS
"me’mmLmi@mwu,@aWmLLﬁJi“LsJmmiamwaﬂ@ﬁmﬁl@mamLmﬁam 3w wwuuiassld
Soulvdonans Fenuldinfiaosmsnzaaiiag AfuN19 AT ST ayaRIBwATANIITATIEH
ﬂ’]‘m@ﬂasﬂ,aﬁm@ﬂ (Logistic Regression Analysis) (Joseph, William, Barry & Rolph, 2010)

woni AIdedslaviinisinedamn Autocorrelation 1agn13HAITANAINAEDAANAREY
Durbin-Watson #U31dlewindu 1.163 Fefadrlng 2.00 wansldiiuina1nsnatnunans
Yp9uUsdaszuaazaaLUsidudaszaInin (Non Autocorrelation) Feulddnnumanzaaiiag
@‘htﬁumﬁmegﬁ%mﬂaﬁwmﬂﬁ@mﬁLmﬂgﬁmﬁmaaﬂiaﬁa@ﬂ (Logistic Regression Analysis)

3. NaNTIATITRNISananeladdAn (Multiple Logistic Regression Analysis)

Adeiiun1InTIAde U NAYRFILUTBASY (Independent Variable) FoiTupndnaaau
N19NNTRW UIZNauaag (1) X1 (ge0v18 / AuAoAsdaae (Sales / Average Inventory)) (2) X2
(ﬁummmaammaﬂ / aﬂ%ummaﬂ (Average mventory | Average accounts receivable)) (3) X3
(ﬁum‘wmw / Lﬁua@mmaa + Lﬁum%ui"ﬂ‘”éﬁ& (Total assets / Cash balance + Short-term
investments) (4) X4 (mam aya / aum‘wwmmmm (Current liabilities / Immediately assets)
(65) X5 (Runsneisan — wilAuszezas / mlﬁa’mmﬁmmmm (Total assets - Current liabilities /
Operating profit)) (6) X6 (ﬁum‘wmw — WRRAuIIYYAw | WiAuszeens (Total assets - Current
debt / Long-term liabilities)) (7) X7 (% 81A13 wazaUnIal + Lﬂwwmnmam / 99AYY
(Fixed assets + Net working capital / Sales)) (8) X8 mﬁmmwﬁwﬁ AR (NTTUENUAAAINNANTTH
AR / mﬁmwa‘”é’ummaﬂ) [CV (Net Cash Provided by Operating Activities / Average
Current Liabilities))) Tidonasasausa1a (Dependent Variable) tur ANIANTITINAVBIAINTTYDY
Uiunaanzidewlusaianannindusamalng Usenausae (1) mwmimimmmuﬁﬂa U
28 U919 (2) UTENANIUTINADEY A1UI%U 95 Wi %ﬁmumL,L,ﬂﬁ'wmwmumﬁmmﬂm‘"ﬂwmummm
(Nominal Scale) wam‘mLm%mammmawmmmu
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AN3199 4 AFIEBUMNZANVDILUUAN GBI LAARANGINATA Hosmer and Lemeshow Test (n=123)

Hosmer and Lemeshow Test

'E‘T'umauﬁ Chi-square df Sig.
1 8.503 8 .386

AT 4 FLAUNNIATIEBUAIINLFTaILULSADIaRERN (Logistic Model) WU
AddaNaday ta-anaisaAiniy 8.503 wazldfldedAaneads (P — Value > .05) wangld
Wuiuusasedenanafifide ldiautun Sanuminzaanlunmsinnsideyadiemeiians
AATANTanAelaAEANLUUNG (Multiple Logistic Regression Analysis) ‘61

AN597 5 ANTHTINFRUAINANILHNYDIAILUIDATS (B5182UN19n159%) AFnw 1 luuuy
18991885 AAI8WARA Omnibus Tests of Model Coefficients (n=123)

Omnibus Tests of Model Coefficients
Chi-square df Sig.
Tupaudl 1 | Step 26.559 8 001
Block 26.559 8 .001
Model 26.559 8 .001

a1597 5 nuduuusansladann (Multiple Logistic Model) Foiamtusn Slenadd
nadaula-auaIs ARy 26,559 RiedAneann (P - Value < .05) wanglRiuINsauys
DATLANNNTANBI081998Y 1 FILUT RINAFBN1IZAMUANARINIINNTRUYBIUTENAANLT
Tuaananannsneg

A1397 6 ATINEBUAINNEBAAAPIVDILUUINADI LAAFRAA (n=123)

'eajl'umau"?'ll -2 Log likelihood Cox & Snell R Square Nagelkerke R Square

1 65.399a 594 .795

NA1399 6 NUIIAT Nagelkerke R Square HAWINAY 795 WaA9I1sauUIBaIElN
LUV A DIIUNAFINITOTINARINUW YA TARULUTVBIA MUY (R2) tATeaz 79.50

A1319% 7 1133AUITRVTAMANYNFBIYBIFILUUNNINIINILN1IEAINANLAR LA IAULIAD
N9N1TRUYBIUTINAAN LT eULUAAIANANNSNG (n=123)

FIRPH % MINNYNFDIYBINITH U
Tauwman 89.5
ANLAAD 72.1
ANNYNFBIlAETIN 76.4

ANINA 7 NA119TAYTLENTAINANNGNABITENINAITANMAINUINANWET WU
WelwuduseAninmanagnsssuesnnizhisamaiirgegafnde 89.5% wazdioguszdniamn

ANNYNABIYBIAILUUMTIIENITANNANA LA lalANA M9 T iU BsUTENAANzTey
Tupananannsnglagsin nudfienugndes Aadu 76.4%
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f15199 8 wamiv‘hm%mﬂﬁmaaﬂa’?}aﬁﬂ%mé{auﬁﬁ@aﬁw(a”mwdaw’mﬂ’]i@u) mm@ammm
N19N1TRUYDIUTINAAN T8 LUAAIARENNITNE (n=28) Lmamwﬂmammww
laiauas (n=95)

faksDaTY B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
X1 112 085 1.751 1 186 1.119

X2 -352 319 6.216 1 010 703

X3 -.039 273 7.021 1 016 962

x4 -180 305 349 1 555 835

x5 688 299 5.300 1 021 1.989

X6 -122 375 5.105 1 036 886

X7 -192 339 5.321 1 026 825

X8 -555 A14 1.792 1 181 574
Constant -131 589 .049 1 825 878

P1319% 8 WU FawUIBas e damaINnIen1s R uasusENannzdauly
AAIANANNING TiSlied A 9aDR (Pvalue <.08) § 4 Fauus Taewudn } i

SdauysTsiendaUseansiduuan (@1 Exp®) Idud (1) X5 Runsndsan %ﬁam;zm‘m
/ 7l5a1nn13ALHeN% (Total assets - Current liabilities / Operating profit) waae3I1daagilluyae
s ToNHYBsAIINANTAAINIINT R DU ENannsewlunatanannsng

i WA FaudsTR A dNUssavsIduay (A1 ExpB) oA (1) X2 Eufpemdndamas

/ amﬁﬁﬁ’am?ﬂlﬂ (Average inventory / Average accounts receivable) (2) X3 Funsndsan / Budn
ALAAD + L\mawm Elwii’u Total assets / Cash balance + Short-term investments)) (3) X6
(aum‘wsmm - mamwmé’u | WiRuszeIzen3 (Total assets - Current debt / Long-term liabilities))
() X7 dw 81a13 LLawanmm + Ruuneuieugnt / env1e (Fixed assets + Net working
capital / Sales))u,ammﬁﬂwulﬂmﬂaﬂiamawamwmmma'mwﬂm,emawﬁwwvmuzm‘lu
aananannsndlaeineazdendesoluil } i

1. US9nTia X5 (@unsnesan ~ wilAuazeza / A1lsa1nn1aANEueIs (Total assets -
Current liabilities / Operating profit)) ‘*71'ga’%uﬁiamaﬁmmmmamilﬁu 3N NIUSENAR X5 Tag
A1 1.989 in

2. ‘1_1':]1:&‘1/]’17]'3? X2 @ummmaammaﬁl / aﬂ%ummaﬁl (Average inventory / Average
accounts recewable))‘ﬁ'zgawﬂ@mam%ammmmﬁmmu WoenIWTENAE X2 w%pendn 703 Wi

3. USwndiE X3 (ﬁum‘wmm | RURAAIARD + muawmwmé’u (Total assets / Cash
balance + Short-term mvestments))zﬁwuﬂamawmammmmamimu uaﬁmmmﬂemwm X3 #panan
962 in 3 . y

4. SR X6 (ﬁ%im%wﬁﬁw — NUAUTTYZAW / #UAUTZBLYT (Total assets - Current
debt / Long-term Iiabilities))zgﬁuﬁiamzﬁﬁ%ﬁmmmmomiﬁu Hogndu3enial X6 eznd1 886
Wi

5. USWWTia X7 (fiaw 81A13 wazaUNIol + Ruvunauiewgns / 98nvng (Fixed assets
+ Net working capital / Sales) 'wawumiamamwammmmommu e ndnduseniia x7
%Nt 825 Wi
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fAaTauaaaduaun1sIaaddn (Logistic Equation)
W =-131 + .112 (X1) - .352 (X2) - .039 (X3) - .180 (X4) + .688 (X5) - .122 (X6)

=192 (XT) = BB (X roeeeeeeeeee e eeeeee 1
= -878 +1.119 (X1) - .703 (X2) - .962 (X3) - .835 (X4) + 1.989 (X5) - .886(X6)
= 825 (XT) = BT4 (X oeoeeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 2
afAds8Na

wamﬁ'ﬁmwammﬁmaaaiaaaﬁmméﬁLmiamg('ﬁmwmwwmﬁﬁu) ATFDAITNAN
WMaImn9nsiuesusEnaanslauluaaananning (n=29) LQJ@mzmﬂmaamiwmlmmm
(n=95) WUEIw5DaseA TN ANmaInI9NITRuYBsUSHNAANE msm"l,mmwmmwwm
BYFAYNIEDH (P-value <.05) H 4 Fauds Tagnuan SigawUsTsiendaUszansiuuan (A1 Exp
B) i (1) X5 @un3ndsan — nilduszezae / flsannnsandiuey (Total assets - Current
liabilities / Operating profit)) wansitadeiflutae fnlanayasAIH AN MAINIINIT WY BIUTIN
aanetdeulunarnnannsng

L,Lammmmuﬁmmﬁmﬂ‘;ﬁmmﬂuau (A1 Exp(B) oA (1) X2 (AUANPIRADE]
L@@EJ / amﬁummaﬂ (Average mventory / Average accounts receivable)) (2) X3 Runsnesan /
NUAAPILRED + L@uaawui"wﬁu (Total assets / Cash balance + Short-term investments)) (3) X6
(aum‘wmw - wamwswﬁu | WiAuszezen3 (Total assets - Current debt / Long-term liabilities))
(4) X7 (‘m@u BIANT LAY aﬂﬂm + Lﬁu%mﬁa\lm’mua%ﬁ / 980Y18 (Fixed assets + Net working
capital / Sales)) memﬂa%ulﬂ?hEJ@@Iammaammammmmammmmmw%mwmsm‘lu
aananannsng Inefieazdensonellil

1 VSR X5 Bunsndsan — wiAuszezas / Alsannnisadiues (Total assets -
Current liabilities / Operating profit)) ﬁ@a"ﬁuﬁi@maﬁmmmmamaﬁu MNNITUSENTR X5 Heenin
1.989 W

2. USRS X2 (ﬁummmaammag / aﬂmmmaﬂ (Average inventory / Average accounts
receivable)) %ﬂﬂwmiamamwammmmﬂmmu LpENINUTENAN X2 ‘L&@EJﬂ’J’] 703 19N

3. mﬁwm X3 Runsndson / Lwa@mmaa + Lamwmwmé’u (Total assets /
Cash balance + Short-term investments)) awuﬂamawawammmﬂﬂmﬁu ua%mwmwm
X3 #aendn 962 Wi

4 UIENTE X6 Bunindsan — wiiawsesdu / wilduszezens (Total assets - Current
debt / Long-term liabiliies) getuiilonafiasduimamianisdu sdeeniiuieniidl x6 deendd
886 ¥

5. USWNTIR X7 (Fifw 91A13 LAzaUNIE + Ruvunsieugnd / seavie (Fixed assets
+ Net working capital / Sales)) %aawmamam%ammmﬂmmu Hepndu3endisl X7 e
n31 .825 win
faTauaaaduaun1sIaadgdn (Logistic Equation)
W =131 + 112 (X1) - .352 (X2) - .039 (X3) - .180 (X4) + .688 (Xb) - .122 (X6)
=192 (XT7) = BBD (X8 .t 1
-878 +1.119 (X1) - .703 (X2) - .962 (X3) - .835 (X4) + 1.989 (Xb) - .886(X6) - .825 (X7)
2 BT (K)o 2
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NNHAMN TN LAY HTURAIAENUIN LL‘UU’ME\]@GU%L&I%WAWNBS?@@%Nﬁiﬂﬁm‘lﬂﬁm’]&l’]iﬂ
1%1uﬂﬂ5w1u19msawmﬂmmiamawwﬁiﬂa Y99UILTINA maaeﬂﬂiﬁﬁﬂﬂumaﬂmi@ 9
agdafuNasiteatUsu mszmmﬁaqwmmwmﬂuu:uumamL:wammamuaummmammu
U9 Altman’s Z-Score Model uwmmmumam Altman’s Z-Score Model imaﬂ‘wwmw (Altman &
Lavallee,1981) 14Tsin3deninuuudansilan@nudfisnfisnog19unsnans W Begley, Ming & Watts
(1996) lANAREUAINNGNFBIVEILUUIIABY Altman’s Z-Score Model ﬂmam'gamﬁamumw
lunguana wnssa (Industrial firms) I@faLﬁumwwmwmmawamawmm’mm 65 UTEN uay
U3l ssaunzduazatediuaw 1 ,300 UFHN IMGL%SUamm@mmﬂmﬁwﬁ'giw 1980
NANIINATDUNUIN LUUI1a89 Altman’s Z-Score Model &I@’]WJ’]&IW@WM@]LWN?J%LSJE]M‘JSIUL‘V]QUF]U
Nan1IageusuuuUlul 1968 1@8Ltfuumaaﬁmmiammﬂi@mn@aw 78% waNa1N% Mossman,
Bell, Swartz,&Turtle (1998)1@5%%%%mmmmmmLwammgmawammmmﬂmmwmoﬂu
4 WUURB me“lmmmmmaﬂ'mw Lguuwiﬁﬂi%mt,ﬂum LLUUWL?IN@@@ULL%%MW% A
meiﬁwammmL‘umL‘uummmmmwmmhmﬁmwufummaﬂ TAYLUUAIABY  Altman’s
7-Score aﬂ"l:z’ﬁ,ﬂummeamwmmaw‘lﬁ@mwmum@mmu NANIINAROUNUINWUUIIADY
WL%Y@mwmumammumwwmmu,:uummaLmawaﬁmmﬁmmm 1 UneuAnAn13ay
azang TaxlUD9Samarakoon and Hasan (2003)1@‘1’1@21@‘1JLL‘U‘UQ’12\1EN Altman’s Z-Score Model
WUU 5 FauUakasiuy 4 sauusnuusunannzideuwlu Colombo Stock Exchange Uszneraasni
ANAZANLININ 13 USENUATUIENUTHUWBUA1IUN 13 USEnlagudeyaludiell a.f. 1986-1997
NANITANBINUIN LSJ@i‘ZI?J@SJ&%NﬂﬁN% 1 UNouniINITaANaza1Y WUUANass Altman’s Z-Score
mmmmummwmmwmﬂu,awm‘wmimimmwmﬂl@mmmasjaw 90 LAz 60 AINAAU
#9471 Gerantonis, Vergos & Christopoulos (2009) 1@%ﬂaﬁmmmaﬁmammu:ummm Altman’s
Z-Score Model fuvuniiaangidewlunainnanninduroowoud (Athens Stock Exchange)
TulsemAnsy nonse 373 vimudeluusenTiussauntazdnazatediun 45 UIENLazUIET
FlallgUszaunaziaazalesua 328 v laglddeyaludaed 1999 - 2006 Wan1INAFEU
NUILUUANa8Y Altman’s Z-Score Model mmmiﬂmmﬁmawammmlm@imm 2 Unewna
NNIAUAZANY ‘L@sj'“'l,wmmmm@a@aw 57% 719 69% magﬂ‘uﬁmLaawmiﬁuﬂﬁwmau
penglsninm LSJE]Grlce and Dugan (2003) NUIBUUNADY Zmijewski Model fanusaulnise
mﬂL’;awawammmmiﬁﬁmwm %NWEJE]G@’J’]%JLLN%SW‘EJE]\‘]LLUUQ’]Z\]EN%,ZQ@aQLN@%’IQJW’JL@i%WﬂU
?Jamm@mmwu,@mm@mﬂ%amwiﬂumiwwmmemawum el Zmijewski Model %134
aauimmami'&nLLuﬂﬁJﬁwmmmmwmmu,awamummamawmammmmmw wanaNi
Shumway (2001)immm,mmmmL‘Wa‘mmmwuawmmammuwu Hazard Model wazle
FmMsmaseusuUasslag iy suesuuuiIane Zmiewski Model Fomnansmaseunyudn Hazard
Model sisnainsalfnasnsfianituuusiass Zmiewski Model b8 #9mals Shumway Tea39uUL
maaﬂ%mmmmmuﬂarmﬂmamm@mimm@ (marketdriven variables) 33:AU8ATNEIUN9U YT
%@memaﬂ%m Shumway WU 1‘vmwaﬂ@a\‘1mnﬂ’mmamﬁwmwﬂ‘umﬂ% Hazard Model
ﬂumw‘mmam Altman’s Z-Score Model %3® Hazard Model mmuﬂwmmn Zmijewski Model
LLazGrice and Dugan (2003) 'mmiawmm’mmmmiumﬂﬁ?ﬁwumaawm Zmijewski (1984)
Lag Ohlson (1980) ) TUNTYIIUILNNILANALAIYYBIUTEN I@giﬁﬂam@uagwaw@%mﬂ 1,022 U3uN
Toeluusoniiszaun1zdsnanioniste 181 USHN wag mwwlml@mwaumawawm
N19n153% 887 USHN TenafildsuaInuuusanswes Zmijewski SlA1Nusingn 98.20% Wazues
Ohlson §ANLAUEN 96.4%
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Tausdl Chistine (1985) ) lasiamuaawuulagn1sld Logit analysis Werwgnansa
ANAZANYANWIN 45 mwwmdmammamwmg WAL 45 mwwlmm@imgmmamwmg
1318 Logit analysis Siaud TR nsauls wamiﬁﬂmwmmmmm%mﬂummmwmg
“Luum%amammmluamemgﬂu%mmqmﬂ Fawuuiinuusing de 69 Wesidusfiudm
uu%mzﬁmammamwmﬂ

mmm@ﬂmwmaaaanmnawmmmmmuimw NaNUIEINTFI0LN maaaﬁﬂfmi%ﬂu
nanagay vaelflunsvhnsidehaiumhenumazesdnsluassme widmuendseaiul
Hiaelaldnan Ussvinsdiagne ma%m%mwiﬂuﬂﬁmaauL‘memm W30O9ANININYINA
ludiosinewit uazaadildannmsidented %m@mimﬁmam@ﬂummmmasmwau %
m‘mm%mmmwat,t,awmamﬂﬂuwammawl@ﬂumm Ao wuuaans Jsziualangsennegsia
uulmawmmmmﬂ%ﬂumwmgmwash?ama@ﬁiﬂwaﬂmwwmeﬂmmﬂml@ dlogand
mmmﬁ‘ummmmnmmﬂiwmﬁwmm‘uaa quwﬂmwumamulmmmiammiwmwl@ RN
fngeainie WY ININNNIAUTEUULA T ﬂalmaﬂmmmmmmmmwummmam
wadau NI AADALIAT Slodeuiulsemeamsnua mwwmwamamLaamm‘wmmum@
AN mamwﬁu@mmwazﬁwﬁmmwmmimL,Lmﬂ@mrmammmmﬁmsmu@l,umwﬁwmﬁ Tuns
mmmﬂaWﬁmumimmﬁmmmmﬁmmuuiammmmmu Togguimsludiasinglilag
LUIAALNEIIN miamammammm azdaoldnanaadFannmasinny Godu mal
mmz@mmﬂuﬂimamua@mﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁummmmmmuau@wm maiﬁnmmﬁwmmma@ e
“Luamm@waawmmﬂumaalmmﬁmwmmamwmaaﬂmamﬁmﬂmimmfwaimmmm@mamu
lmﬂmmmmwmﬁg NIZLANUFAANNAANITNANLBUIN BN LIDL19LAYT  LANTLULANUAARIN
ﬂ'amﬁmmmLauuumuaﬁ@?mmmnmaﬁﬂumﬁmmmwamwmaaﬂmmmmﬁ

I@amﬂwmmﬂumwﬁﬁm vaomiagelufiesingflanuAniufinseiuin dels
feafiosAns mawugﬁsm@mmmummwmmaiumﬁmmmu{]ﬂwwmaaumummwu
m‘g‘usnsjﬁﬁﬂwiaaﬁwuammaﬂl‘wmmmammmﬁwmgﬁm IR REHENER “Aan3saanm
N ‘memw 1209 mf;ﬂwmn&mwmmwﬂumwmwiwmﬂ mamumﬁaaﬂmﬂuu
awmsawﬂwmuwumﬂumul@am@m@1m AL TN BUAUE AT B TUI
u,aWmﬁm'mu@ﬂawa“lmi'mmelmﬂuam\m

muu‘wwgmwmummama@mwﬁiﬂwNmﬂmamﬂlﬁ@gwmwﬁmwﬂ‘umwm
RudAAAaNITHANIRU A9l E131303N1UIHEUAIINBY TDANIITINAYBINUILTIAA LU
Woglngle

UDLAUD LU

wwmmﬂﬁfmgmea@lﬂmaﬁﬁﬁmwmmiﬁﬂmu (Model) ANTUIMITAAE LIRS
Ruiisluningninases ﬂ’mwwmLmJmaamwmwwmmwmumwggmuammmﬁ@mmu
FazanansndndngadIusena g eduguuuunisinnnasgseanisgsiataniel e
T3 aawUARIUANTAWYDIUINITNTRUYDINANTT69°] wi‘mnﬂumammﬁmmaﬂiwmmum
AMNNFINR[UT U191
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