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1968; Ohlson, 1980; Zmijewski, 1984; Campbell et al., 2008; Lu et al., 2015;
Amendola et al, 2015).D 22y} oUA|ZH34 gl da= AAE2] AdE
A WelellA sl i e® A7tk el Wel Eldahrany(1936)9F Platt
et al. (1994)7}F ol #olv] Sl elAe gick & =52 & Akl i
o Ao A olefet B AL wFaA Tt oA
£ 22 BARNA ATSe S4AIRRE He,

] _TLE%E‘HO]: 3} o|qr= dubAQl

=
2 oyxgatedel 71dEell HE FeolS mys MER A7 80t

UEA] ofFolrh B QdFox o] ol Vg H-EelE APATEdA AT
o] &5 = AWHFEel FrksA ol WSl dUAIFAAY trHsE
A Bl E3A7|A o|FA HrWaeE weid Byt v 2w
By Zhel| oUAgg4k] 7]del Hg FEellEE S vlaste e A
+ghe}2)

1) FEFaZefollA =Fo R e AAAN= I RS Aol 440070, V1%
of|=” 7o) 41407, “bankruptcy prediction” 734e] 106,00071% (20200 1€23L 74
71%).

2) Platt and Platt(1990)2 F-=of|& AgAT59] ASAH I HoA= o] fF2AM Ak
7k ApolE A Ak g 419 719) AR Ao AMEE S AlAEk o) S el T
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HHAXIZHAT @ HM19& M 1=

A oleldt A wAE APA EA A bE olrE WA B
T 2A(ogit) 25 o] 8§33 7|gF =S YA Fela A5 o] &=
| A7l HulieE FalA FoiehH mEeA
AW e B 1027071 "t oA Bl o] AusE
wo] EIAZIH Foixl TR zkFol| didk AWHe AU A2 TR
golx] = 28] b g (overfitting) A7} B

oh w3k A 2 719 AT HeEY] SR E]r A A7
At 7A-relle AR S B9 frelde] fle AEs Hhgkou oqn)
gFow AAsiriete myge] AA A Ao FAGke] ZF EeA st
= Aol 2 d#A glrH(Hastie et al, 2009; Tutz et al, 2012). ¥ A++=
& =4 (shrinkage) ¥4l lasso(Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection
Operator)(Tibshirani, 1996)5 #8-3l 23 2dS SaAF =N 28 3
oA gy il FAE 2kt lassos #HAaARsFAH(OLSY 25
FAHMLE) S 22 7180 FAHellA] A== 54 kpol| Al 2kl el
H2ghs Fr1gtoexn B4 shA Avigr) wolksd Alg Akde] A
E As WAEl oAl B2 Aol Al =2 HSEES A
71gH(Tian et al, 2015). AAFA 23 AL F2A7/H o 5Ho] A5
7] wWtel 20154 o] F 7] el S Aol ®E lassos AHEEE o]+
| veba glom SujelA= e Al A cHTian et al,

2015; Pereira et al., 2016; Tian and Yu, 2017; 2Fd20-7F4 41, 2018).

o ml
ke H>

ol

o] =& by o] FA L v AeAe £ AFY FEH AR
ol logistic lassos aVlstar, A= A3AA 442 AH W& +
AA oz At ANAdA = FAAE AAIRI) vhA 2 2| VAl A=

i

e 2ofet AEE W=l

MR B AT AR ¥EOZ BE ASIES ARF BT AHgeh(Alman,
1968 Zavgren, 1985), 53] S2luel oARAARIE 719 S7b A7) o] B A
t BE A9 ARE olgah Al rHsE welsh 4T AU,
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1. Lasso
lasso(Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator)= A" ¥H<7F &

5191 §4<)

t}(Bickel and Li, 2006). t-HA4< &3 A% el

AMZE TEALF| digh o

[¢]

T
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-
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P oA ol
295 Z+E=HTian et al,
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s7H WA

71ske 24
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HHAXIZHAT @ HM19& M 1=

(expected squared prediction error)S #4313l =2 ZAA 0, 743

= &S AF 7S BE kA 2AFEH (k—fold cross—validation)el]

fl

o]&l] FA3cHEfron and Tibshirani, 1993; Hastie et al., 2001).3 k7 XL*}7]
He ERARE U3 2719 Wi 2o AgsAl sk (k1)
2OE(FRALE, training set)s FA ol AREStA v A 1) A E (7}

validation set)S =R AT} o= 202} AAtel] AFL3) HIAER o]
E]-‘E TS kK AFel EHEH TAH o ALEw o Z A AE 719
= k] dlFat aFel dg Ak o s FAR Y

01:0 ﬁ—‘ = o\

2. Logistic Lasso

F457 0 F2 19 ke b o Pusel Aol AFAAn S
gol [011 915 Melubrt o4k ¥4 5 ofe] ¥41% ZEvHH et al,

2011). 2A 232 o]zigh AFdlollA o] 8E 4 9le o BA Y|P F LY
= Aol Hol o] g¥t}d Ayl BE A
TAA FAE 2A 2% HAEE=T lassos
2|
(o]

oMot FAkshAl H8d 5 3lew lassort 85 =3

3) FE5Wg7h vola sHmo] (X)), FAAIN} (X)) 22AF 7]
Eln(X) = (X) Pela =224 7195 B{v—1n (X) }*(Tibshirani, 1996).
4) lasso®] A &} 7S hyperparameter?] ZA o= HER3F ] o2z} e A5 HE
P17 Yl AA TEAEE FHAE (training set), F7FAF S (validation set), 7
AR (test seh)Z A& Z 87} 9l B oA ellA ]?4"1' FHAge] R kF I
A5 FAA AL A MAA drg.
5) :17-:"/\7LEM] Al =0 R g3kl “bankruptey prediction logit” M2 Ak A}
= 2430070920201 1423 A A7),
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Logistic LassoZ 0|23t oL{X| &ZAte! J|¢EE o2

lassoo]t}. ofel A1 (2)2F A (3)2 77 2A 233} logistic lasso 3 ol 4]
AHEEE 2O953HEE Ho|Frh(Pereira et al., 2016).

Z{yzlog +(1—y)log(1—m))} @)
i=1

= Z{y,w,,@ — log (1 4 eﬂ%ﬂ}

7=

k
1(B,\) = lZ{yixiﬁ—log(lJrem’B}—)\Z|ﬂj| €))

i=1 j=1

o= Priy,=1) = ex"g/(l-&-el"ﬂ)

dA = WA o] Ao oiEk WAk ‘)r‘:/]r‘ﬂir/}. s v ot
Al (DA = 79,?{_}5,47} #43b=7] wtel 4

u
— =277 il
H9ulo] A4uE 4] QoA ARG} Hrlsias] il WA
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HHAXIZHAT @ HM19& M 1=

. 484 459

1. F5 A9

71Q5-EZ QA 7P wA AA s opst A2 o] ALJolr), Fmol

3k onm} U 7ke] WA Aoz} gl7] wjdel] E AFelAl= ] F3l

A TR AMEE AYE it SRR (R18-19329] 941384125 o
J

w2 H,g%za yme] ol Q] A7)l o] FelAA AL 71818
A3 shraAe] AL ol Agelths Teht sl tEelSe] YT

M= F=

2 g
X]—_A,Q_ 1998; 1]/31-

el el Aol whet Ae|EEell A=AV A, 1993;

A 0157 - 754, 20000 AR 3, 2001, AAHEAE
]oq(o]zi;‘g. Z:]”gf ?53 1994; o]o]i 71£7<4 2015; :.qsﬂﬂ o] ﬁ"“l‘ﬂ—/ﬁ
2017, AHAA-74AA], 2018)5 7|l EFA A E Oﬂ—?—t— oll®- 754
(2015), VAol 5 AlR42017), 22744 (2018) 5

B ode] 75 AR )
71epaks: 374)01A|vE | FEAA7EA] £3sh 7127 (VR334 86,
71eMikel: 626) 0.2 Z7}3l}

6) http://www.law.go.kr/%ED%96%89%EC%A0%95%EA%B7%9C%EC%B9%99/%EA
2%6B8%83%6EC2%69C2%Bb2%ED%88% AC%EC269IE%I0%EC2%69 7268526 EA%BT269C%EC2% A
02695
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Logistic LassoE 0|83t olX| M J|HET olF

4 Aot Aol W "}*‘151% o] o W82 3
ke Aolok siek, sl AR el 44 AT A% U
¥+ Beaver(1966), Altman(1968), Zmijewski(1934), Platt and Platt(1990),
Shumway(2001), Chava and Jarrow(2004), Campbell et al.(2008) &< +&

S AnHe FREA dAR 3074 olste] Wess e I Efel
AddAT1970)et = A28 N)ellA Az 43 o)y sy A
5] S T 3ol DRk oS A Edvhe Abgshe
ol 2 A7t de= vEhlied oldt B8 Wess B e ¢
§7] whel Amuae) Aele Brplsith # EE-L ofF 357 WeE)
AHESlE SAEA 53 ol AHEE F SN S 2] HefEE Y
kD <& 1> o|FA AAE HeES Holerh
(&7 1) 2 gd7e 888 x7| 25
i W= 015 H4 Fo
1 T T (FARHE71)-FAHE-171)/F A Ht-171)
FHIAAE SR | (FEARHO) R A1)/ A1)
3 e s UHZ°“ D)-mZEA(t-171)/"EA (t-171)
3ol (t7])-7d Aol (t-171))/7d el & (t-171)
4 Axyolel =714 1:]- HAyolel = oqdolel(eddge]-oddu|8)+nu]d g4
o] 310:1041:]1_9_

5 Fole] 37k | (@71l W)-g71Eel - 1))/ el o (1)

6 IAARE ST (A5 2AMH7 ) -Bl--5AHHE-17])/B] fi-5 A 17])

T A Aseas [ Ageld g

8 ZALE Fo]d] P ESSIRIVE S (R-E

9 e ﬁALo]qE 74 Akol el /ufj Sl

7) slelel sl Aol ARES FE 2EtelA A e Edelre] g3l
(20194 29 179 A4 718,
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HHAXIZHAT @ HM19& M 1=

s W olS 4 Fol
10 & Foleg F7]ele/m =
11 Ed cdieledE | Fsiel/mE
12 WEH o)z 8-& | oML/ =
13 mjE Folelg W EFo]el/mE
14 EBIT/ZAHH EBIT/ZAM4t
15 SAAE 73l | Ao/ F AR
16 AL ol @7)5eo] ) /F A4k
17 518/ A o] AR &/ FH-A
oJols ol /1 3
18 BHETI T ‘j', é"id%i;%;]/c; jiﬂlxdi‘o]@u(pretax income)+4F7 ]
19 A7) A}En] & A7 | AR (AR /A A
20 | ZAW|E(fixed ratio) | ZAAMHB]GEAAL)/A7 | AFR(ZALE)
o1 TR AR S (J"’;]’i:;oﬁr( :} ;I';F%X]'/ﬂ')/ A7 1A (F AR+ 37| -3
22 A/ FAAE A/ EAAE
23 LIk AN /A7 AR(FARL)
24 fre-Hu] & FE A /A7 | A (AR
25 AN AR (A7 |- A =05 A | AR (A
26 o2} HAMH] & EBIT/2] 28] 4
27 o]eJeJodF/FAME | o]l odF/FA AL
28 & A/ A4 &2/ S A4k
29 58] & (cash ratio) | AFZAFYALF55A
30 /57t A/ ZAp4E
31 A /A Fs A/ FA
=

32 | #3541 $(current ratio) | -FEAMY -5

33 | w@EMI8(quick ratio) | BERAML A

N S AR} B/} Ak
° % H /=LA U TS fuA
s PR g g e gl
B | TR | A
% | SRR | REAmEA
HI1s 2 /=1 jﬂ
A= /8 5 tHe=>a/o T

TR g agsgeleolol gyt

3 | dwsgade | dgsease
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Logistic LassoE 0|83t olX| M J|HET olF

HS B 0| = ad
39 HAFs /&Y dFaE/mE
40 HAFEE/FAME T35 5/ EA M
41 A S | Z-olf /R
42 TAAEI A L Ve P
IA A A & .
wjZl /7 A 2P AHB] -2} AF
43 (fixed assets turnover) I el/ A - Akab
ap | AREIRE g
(inventories turnover)
A A& .
v Zl/FA A
45 (total assets turnover) I=el/2
46 S kR | Z-olf /vl 23
115
g | SR ey
(payable turnover)
48 log(w] =) log(v] &)
49 log(ZAF4H log(Z2F1H)
2 [e]
50 Shumway (00D} 1o 211 2 o0 /KOSPIsE KOSDAQ A3 74
relative size
51 A FAME FEARAY FARE

1) EBIT(Earnings Before Interest and Tax) : |2} 2 ®lAE Al|3}7] oA o]

Y ST AR $I3] F& AAE e = QU] ool
vl Aol Al QA 4B BHE B9t olek ol ol gz
HzAoz 49 wae] d2Ee Brle] slaE Qudom A

T2} lassod] 7Afdll= SAHEE Alolst= A9 e dubHal AlS+E
of 2ol 4 AT B9} glovl o] At FAGEE T A



HHAXIZHAT @ HM19& M 1=

ol AlFEY FAHd ol&dt= AR A#e ZA olfdl= H/MIR
(validation set)Z A|&g Da7} qlivh [28 1ol A 23] 79 #A
TEAFE FHAEe AAAFY W) LaEo= l‘%ﬂ%}% vl of| |ogistic

[z 1] ®2EXze F&

HA EZ2A=Z

23 E#XZ(training data) HH X2 (test data)
ITagiSsSt(iJc E8X}Z(training data) | LIHAIZ(validation data) | ZAAEXIZ(test data)
g Frhel AL vhekst Abmel disiM eElefof st xEALRS

T+ GA g Hell x| o oy W g Dart Qlok o AF3tell A
AREEE 7ol kA w7 S (k—fold cross—validation)"]‘:}(Efron and

Tibshirani, 1993; Hastie et al, 2001). k3 ZAHSHS AA 255 LT
3718 Wl aago® ;A R tiel kD 2 FS —’:“Xé o A}
S3ta A DE 2awE Wi AAe SA-el ARt Aol AHE-E
< VN 23255 K 228 dal oA os A8ets wielrh B kit
S 2= 5} 108 AHE3tH (Hastie et al., 2001) 32 A-FellA= 108 225
He ARSE) oh 2 A9 PR A elA logistic lassooll HE 104

@O @A ZAR I 2253 FA hgell ohA A8 1049 22
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Logistic LassoE 0|83t olX| M J|HET olF

@ QAN T 100 225 F VRS <184 AE A Qb A%
58 4 B¢ FURNES Pk A 1) 2agel el 55
MAE oS ek A gt mlasha] oS0 AAF FTEE A

® § @ Ae A 9 a5 Aztel el wAden Aeal

of B 10709] o5 Al Hdits =53
@ B2 10 clFoAlw Bdws Aks B Aol wA" el o
g A5t 7S FAE
@) 32 #5d< A2] v el sl W A8ela oSkl 71k
TR 7P Hasske A o] HAAHE et
6) @WeolA 2" A-gom A& 2Asta 29 I 2aF AA ARE
]

WAl A ghell webd odvh} e

6) G)elA FAHE 2¥S QoA ARFAHoR 4742 ] 228 LR

AL TEH] e cdSstar Al g3 vaaA HE 2yl

(D B3)~6) AL 22 YAl I 2afel dsix= sax ez #-4-3)
of A=Y H7A Rz 107] & T8kl o5 #te Fste] HFA<l <

28 gyl % 7Fe Aaksh)

BoadTe] AEA A S F3e 2y veshed ouR|g
Ao 714l di@ o= I‘L};‘%-C’% A5HE vlastr] faA= 20t
& e

Accuracy, ROC AUC,

of| &8 HrlA| Fel|A 83 0—3.?1}—% 3h= %% 19 (confusion matrix)& ©]

Z] EF(binary classification)ol|4] AA] 2< At} &A= vwasle] A



HHAXIZHAT @ HM19& M 1=

2]gt 2x2 3qHolr}. Fwr|dd S PositiveZ 22| AA|Y AHE
NegativeZ A1 [28] 2= AA| 253 ASHEHAE vlaste] 71538 )
M| 7$-o] £ s noFe) FolA diddhe 44 Avto] gnlEs| 4
S5 7golw vt S=A 5% 7ol

AlYl OF
Positive Negative
e Positive True Positive(TP) False Positive(FP)
= Negative False Negative(FN) | True Negative(TN)

Accuracy= EiaAlolA 7P ol ARE= CSH A el Tt E
o= oA % ol Alg-Fo]gttH(Altman, 1968; Ohlson, 1980; Zmijewski,
1984; Barboza et al., 2017). Accuracy+ A A ZEALE 5 A% Fwlo] 2u}
2A AS5F vle2A A= AR A (4)e} Zrk

TP+ TN @
TP+ TN+ FP+ FN

Accuracy =

Apgell A oF 38%ell w3she o] mo] 7|l AN FErt HAEA
G A7 er dSde ATt 96%2 A He AL vt
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Logistic LassoE 0|83t olX| M J|HET olF

[a3 3] ROCZM1} ROC AUC

1.0

08
I

04

True positive rate

ROC AUC

02

T T T T T T
0.0 02 04 0.6 08 1.0

False positive rate

ROC AUC(Receiver Operating Characteristics Area Under Curve)® 9 A
oAl EFrellA ASFHIIARR Weol AREE H7ME F dhtolth(Tian et
al, 2015; Barboza et al, 2017). ROC AUCE A2Js}7] Sl 1A kA
B]-&(True Positive Rate, TPR)¥} & ¢]oF4dv]$E(False Positive Rate, FPR)-2

CELE T

TP

TPR = - oy ©
_FP
FPR = TN+ FP ®)

TPRE AAIR FE7]141al Ak FollA B3o] Hrr|gd-s vl 2 2ol
EAE A8 EAG e Wzt E(sensitivity)2ti gl 1-FPRS 2%
A7 Ak Fol|x] m3o] AL drh) A BRIIE=AE ZA 3
FA gl A Eo] = (specificity)2F

52 o] g 7]gje] Fxv|

N
2,
o



HHAXIZHAT @ HM19& M 1=

3 FPRS 3o E1 1%1 FAO2A K 7eVE AEE 5
Eo]=al 1-FPRiAle] FPRS £3ktl. ROC AUCE ROCFAL ofefle] w4
yege | o] gho] F4E VJ Solxo sl wipErt =2 S ofvlgit)

o o

lo

[ 4] PREMI} PR AUC

10

08

Precision-Recall S

Precision
04

02

00

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Recall

A EE HEE(reca )2 B2l FRdSnd e o] Al F-w7|
§e F AESH A FAL) Folrk AGHTL B W myo] wE 7]
o]j [e]

=
& FErlgoR sk FPst TP BF F/BuE A%l F7h,

o] Aol A (6)ell 4] A2l AU (precision)F 3Fo] wefdhe}.
. r
Precision TP P )



Logistic LassoE 0|83t olX| M J|HET olF

Ho]F = FAleolr} Saito and Rehmsmeier(2015)2 PREAlo] 2HIEA] H &
719g d=3 A-(TP)E 2709 Wkl A Frpstr g ROCFAI R o &3}

Holeta F48k PRFAL olefle] ®AQl PR AUCE AlA8k3ich.
AU} AEFEIAE) 2T PR3] el gulE 514 o

ZS(TP)elvE 24& 33 AA7|de] SulE AS(TN)-S 28ehx] ¥+
= o

AT ke AP

(o
4
=
&
@)
ey
=
Q
(@}
<
do,
N
N,
)
i
Y
N
o>
i
-
%
O
=
i
oi
o
)
Z{I
=
%
=
l¢)
=
w

S ASE FABEA YEARS 28 S ALRAAE ofd 4 (B3}
7o) Zakeie,
TPX TN— FPXFN

MO = TPt PP (TP% EN)(IN+ FP)(INT EN) ®

oA EFA 2F 71o] A=At F7|7) ZA B3 AFol= MCCr} o

oA E-F HIIA EH} L& 7o g d#x 9 Chicco,2017).

H oo A= 9ellA] =215 Accuracy, ROC AUC, PRAUC, MCC 5 47}
A

o 3 LS olgalA RIS BYES Pl

ru

U

o
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HHAXIZHAT @ HM19& M 1=

B odTolA RAUAS 200020189 Z)7ke] Sl mas] W meac
A el AR vlgg719ERA AR ol Zl7be] =(FnGuide)®] F-gHlo]
Ej#|o] 8]l Dataguide 50914 &3 2714 zxlZo|cks) Z§7]19S E3HA
717 92 ol HlEg7Idd HE7F BAE= $Hdo] w9 (Ohlson,
1980), AF-AFE oFA w3k tf=27] wftolrh(e|el & 75 2015).
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102} H=FFEFARY] 72 AA %S skl FnGuide®] Dataguide 5.0¢14]

o|A2 M= A o oA Fe]l Y FAAI & FFE VA=
A& 7] S8l HapAal dele AAE A F ootk £ AFelAM =
Shumway(2001), Wu et a/(2010), Foster and Zurada(2013) 5= uwiz} A+

=

8) Dataguide 5.02] A=<} ARH-2 http.//www.dataguide.co.kr/DGoweb/intro_how.asp= 2.
9) TAAY Bl A4 FA34 A= ohs ARl EE E
http://kssc.kostat.go.kr/ksscNew_web/kssc/common/selectIntroduce.do?gubun=2&bbsId
=energe_ug
http://kssc kostat.go.kr/ksscNew_web/kssc/common/selectIntroduce.do?gubun=2&bbsld
=env_ug
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< 523 33 Fdsih aev 2] WAl 50 AESR logistic
lasso s FA st s Asta AgEl Wpel 1 Wggel oyA|gg4t
o yrHeE 3 HEER Y 23S logistic lassoZ}b ofE 2A
Hon FAF thgel 10% froleel t+A4A8E Ta fFold WeEte

[e]
"é% %Xéfﬁ F ﬂlﬁﬂ%’é‘/&"é 71l dsf ol 5 AA
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10) Logistic Lasso¥] #4Al® 7152 o&EHql vbde| 24 nyoA= t-4A
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AURIZHAT o H 192 M 1%
3. dI5H FAAH

<E > ~<GE B WAL 7199 Fm oSl H@ 57 23
NS5H AIE RoFh Al A 3-elA 27l 103-2x73 5ol o8l A
A FEAEE WHEHA 10NE d53HA FEdta 9 Aaws FRAs
(training set)® 283 YA 1] 42258 AR (test set) S ARE-3}o]
H7AEE AXRE thgell AAAEE SAE o R UmA] 97 &gl dE)
A= A83 Astelet <E = A Bl dal A4 A x| Pt W

i

(& 4) 219 CISHIIX|®E

10-fold Accuracy ROC AUC PR AUC MCC
1 0.900 0.763 0.156 0.104
2 0.969 0.857 0.341 0.352
3 0.861 0.676 0.048 0.001
4 0.967 0.865 0.172 0.171
5 0.891 0.735 0.100 0.149
6 0933 0.785 0.069 0.038
7 0.871 0.759 0.164 0.085
8 0970 0910 0.409 0311
9 0958 0.860 0.149 0171
10 0.860 0.733 0.199 0.079
iy 0.918 0.794 0.181 0.146

AREEA oA AR SAlE ST o AR Fofs ANHeEel d
S wd 2R HEE R olF X WA 23l mySs H4es

A mEe] AdHS Bed 5 gls Zlew vldEh



Logistic LassoE 0|83t olX| M J|HET olF

(H 5) 2J29| o|=SHIIXIHE

10-fold Accuracy ROC AUC PR AUC MCC
1 0.961 0.892 0.310 0.156
2 0.970 0.917 0.467 0.338
3 0974 0.932 0.291 0.226
4 0972 0.928 0.274 0.130
5 0.965 0.897 0.353 0.271
6 0973 0.874 0271 0.206
7 0.969 0.885 0.399 0.351
8 0.969 0.926 0.499 0.285
9 0.968 0.934 0.277 0.169
10 0.966 0913 0.400 0.236
iy 0.969 0.910 0.34 0.237

(H 6) 232 oEHIIX|I®

10-fold Accuracy ROC AUC PR AUC MCC
1 0.962 0.884 0.310 0.173
2 0.970 0.913 0.462 0.361
3 0972 0.929 0.287 0.123
4 0.970 0.927 0.255 0.086
5 0.964 0.898 0.305 0.241
6 0.974 0.888 0.276 0.231
7 0.968 0.898 0.408 0.320
8 0.968 0.931 0.483 0.237
9 0.967 0.932 0.300 0.193
10 0.966 0.900 0.332 0.181
A+ 0.968 0.910 0.342 0.215
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(H 7) 2E49| oISHIIX|H

10-fold Accuracy ROC AUC PR AUC MCC
1 0.961 0.889 0.312 0.142
2 0971 0.917 0.454 0.349
3 0974 0.927 0.291 0.131
4 0971 0.925 0.267 0.088
5 0.963 0.890 0.293 0.160
6 0974 0.875 0.257 0.195
7 0.969 0.888 0.375 0.329
8 0.969 0.927 0.497 0.256
9 0.968 0.934 0.277 0.179
10 0.966 0.907 0.350 0.204
iy 0.968 0.908 0.337 0.203
(& 8) 2529 oEHIIXI&E
10-fold Accuracy ROC AUC PR AUC MCC
1 0.962 0.893 0.312 0.268
2 0.970 0.910 0.484 0.390
3 0974 0.941 0.335 0.289
4 0973 0.936 0.282 0.272
5 0.964 0.896 0.377 0.300
6 0.974 0.888 0.315 0.237
7 0.970 0.8%4 0.438 0.396
8 0.969 0.928 0.483 0.304
9 0.969 0.931 0.339 0.290
10 0.967 0.906 0.404 0.293
A+ 0.969 0912 0.377 0.304
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(H 9) Z¥=9°| tlESHIIXIZE He

ke Accuracy AUC PRAUC MCC
1 0918 0.794 0.181 0.146
2 0.969 0.910 0.354 0.237
3 0.968 0.910 0.342 0.215
4 0.968 0.908 0.337 0.203
5 0.969 0912 0.377 0.304

<E PellA By 57F BE o STEA A M e Ao R
23 5+ Z7] WHeAgtel 517 AWHeRE logistic lassos 5%
delsty Adggl Wt o Hd‘l”é‘oﬂ A= EH Ak HrlH &
8-S logistic lasso’} ofz} ZAl 3o —21—73??}
t-AAE Fo FolF Mo ® FAE HAE B
FA% F YA EEAR 71gel tE] FEelSs AAlse B3o|rh
] B e BMatEe) o] Rur|dd A 7F #E22189)
o] F Gl EnlEA 5HE Frishe ARE dEzl w{FAAEA
(Matthews correlation coefficient, MCC)7} the Rl v]s =A =t}
g 23 By FollA oA HrieE AMSe 2y 13 AL
37 9> 2 2F5 WlEpd ko] o] o 3l ZloR EAE
b6l logistic lasso 233l 23 33} 45 v|wspd U] S AR
T5 ARE3E B3 30] ARSI o Y 4Rr; T $ateda] A By el
b Uz E AR v ee] AR a3} ohEA Ysith

dlLi%l%Vé*&O* e s AREgE A9 23 2¥el 28 13 logistic
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-3.358228

-0.093800

0.022021
-0.000946

-0.139732

0.173343
-0.594714
14.909464
-1.067900

(X 10) logistic lasso
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W 0|5 A=
TA AN & 0.087438
o|e]e]od Z/ZA}Ak ~1.035039
FEFA/EA ~1.205405
&L/ 2= A -0.791323
f-51]&(current ratio) 0.027989
SAA/EA L 0:302001
A52/57) ~0.086312
T35 5/FAME ~0.979556
bkt ~1.7618%4
log (v} %) ~0.120900
Shumw.ay(20.01)91 300846859

relative size

AR} AL/ ZA A 0.008170
A 0.001004
Pseudo-R? V 0.210986

1) Efron(1978)¢] Pseudo-R%4].

logistic lassoollA] & EA T gt Wz AHes A
oF 00012 FA=seH A5 57 AWy 1 F 2371 Haeat AgEg]
oh1D

<GE 11> 9] 290 WSl Yuiass F3 ieEs ksl 23 B
Hoz FAT el t+-HAE FAlA FAA Aol = =

M FAE HE 2l B¥S

11) <X 10>0A ZFHAE A|ASHA] %2 o]f+, o183 A=(Fan and Li, 2001; Zou,
2006; Osborne et al.,, 2000)0] A|AI&F lassoFA =] F-HAksiH ol tgh w3 F=3] ko
A7} 9l 3(Potscher and Leeb, 2009) H-2E@ol] 2|8t FAzke BokAsiA} U3
e 27 @e Aew deA 7] W (Kyung et al, 2010).
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iAol A Fmagel tia k(o] o] o ks Aew
epte,

(E 11y CojEs 271 & HE 23 2| 2z

H 0|8 A HEX Pr(olzl)
et -4599837 0.324617 0.000000 ()
FH AL S -0.216421 0.087970 0013837 ()
Wi Eel oglole] & -0.218825 0044784 0.000001 ()
W& Fololg -0.594672 0.087856 0.000000 ()
FHE/ A 15191784 1.791501 0.000000 ()
Jq] g0l /FH-A -1.457413 0.253556 0.000000 ()
IAA7 A 0513474 0.062922 0.000000 (s3x)
23 /At 5.341186 0.118992 0.000000 ()
o]o] ool F/FAME ~1.089256 0.034504 0.000000 ()
S5/ A -2.493134 0.180401 0.000000 ()
AF/ZA ~1.779639 0.307690 0.000000 ()
freul & 0.027032 0.008293 0.001116 (ssx)
A A & -2.1480%9 0.205209 0.000000 (s3x)
log(v]Z¥) -0.069208 0.020555 0.000760 ()
Shumvway (2001)<] ~1073.406427 142.711653 0.000000 ()
relative size
AL/ AR 1.334958 0.168372 0.000000 ()
Dx("&d Z7H8) 0.196238 0079622 0013716 ()
Dx("]&d dgjo19)4) 0.327943 0129088 0011071 ()
Dx(v] & Fo]e]4) -1.058985 0313975 0.000744 ()
Dx(% g &5o] o) /Z5-4) ~2.428349 0.688870 0.000423 ()
Dx(F3-3/%AH4h) 1.980427 0227614 0.000000 ()
Dx (A AHL/ZA14h) 3500486 0.356427 0.000000 ()
Dx(Shumway(2001)] ~1295.655314 467.420379 0.005573 ()
relative size)
Dx(FH R ZA214F) -3.266574 0.432694 0.000000 ()
R? 0.222830
Fi1) w9} = Zhzt 1%, 5% FFA oS 2|mE
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WA ow FlelAE gle Ao walth ulehd dubAel Hre=
A B Al E B olrge] v R el Hell 5 A7E E3 L
o]

Moz BAE s} 9

= =
=22 wel thekgl 04]?—?’— 5o 1y 5
3t 9l+= 7| AI8Hs(machine learning)®] ¥+

AT oA FRIgle #F ATFAR neld,

42120201 28 32)), £%2(20201H 3 179), ARHERL(2020 & 27Y)
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7R ol m BT, 2017, Mk A AU ) sk o] AAIA sl R vl
B4 oluz] g8t A6 A3E: pp51-63.

AHA o] F7F-AlWl4E, 2017. "RNN(Recurrent Neural Network)2 o] £-3F 74 5o
n3olA sIAA RS FA W3} A4 z} 4103_% A234 A335: ppl39-153.
A 015174 2154, 2000. 77 JEEA e S8 SRR

A58 A3 pp29-61.
ukaed - gl fpE, 2015, AT S 243 A e AAA ggast
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o|Z% AW E- A, 1994, [7|EAbd| S-S $lg Ag=
MDA, #%4 shi, Al w3ste] Aapalan, 7 <dstd T #1234 A3s:
pp109-144.
olA%), 1993. "AA R gt FAASH AAERS AT Alles:
PP49-77.
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Analyzing Bankruptcy Prediction in Energy and

ABSTRACT

Environment Industries Using Logistic Lasso

Ki-Ho Jeong” and Hee-Jun Lim™

Since energy and environment industries have much publicity,
predicting the industries’ corporate bankruptcy in advance is important
in that it can predict and prepare for the possibility of sudden supply
shocks, thereby alleviating the overall economic shock and
deteriorating public welfare. This study analyzes prediction of corporate
bankruptcy in energy and environment industries. The logit model is
used as basic estimation model, in which 51 financial variables
frequently used in the previous studies are considered as initial
explanatory variables. And we compare the predictive power between
two models, one with and another without the variables multiplied by
the industries’ dummy variable as additional variables. On the other
hand, Lasso(Tibshirani, 1996), a model shrinkage method, is applied to
alleviate the problem of over-fitting and muilticollinearity due to many
explanatory variables used in the model. The results showed that the
logistic lasso model including the dummy variables of the energy
environment industry was the best in all predictive measures.

Key Words : Energy and environment industries, Bankruptcy prediction,
Logistic lasso
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