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LA E

1997 d o|F HI|FME e 7|0l £AH FHo ¥ EALHE Polatn Uct
AN 7h4s, A71AA Zrls, IMF SA4 AAAA 5 719L Ead Ag@Hol
43 W¥gHo] =4 AWEsL FF8hn /3, 19T A Aol AGHA G RA A
B3e AEsr] e Rt =W} FEAFY A&} s A9 2§
TZZ2R3% 348 Z8e] Wygoz F§AL @AY 70 AEAY Hore 84
o] F7teta Qo

3] felue IUFAY 20E olFa Y= FAIUY Aol diridy TA
A Qe 28 S dsgn glon, (2 U T4 AwE Rty 2 B
2439 A=E e A8 ol A4 FF0 o ok Rol HEIEY BEE A
Holth. FarIde $E7} 43 F7hge wet 2 BY £E AR o} ZAAAN A
g % vAx Uk F AFE AAAdol AAHD, AdA, FULe 3 @A A
AX 1% L AH ETdol M Jot. E RErdd AHe AdA € sFgASo] &
BHoE AR EE F3le T IHAAC FL FARAZ FAET ot

Z1del F4dste BEgAA £oAM A s Rolzy] Bode 7y W9
2HQ 9o EgHoz AL HIAFYo2 Yehds 4ol T £ Y= vl olE YAt
of #AE MAHoR Hopstd 71de MNEHrte] HEste AFAHA ALHst Yol A
deojzjol gt 7|&9] AEHIL Y side] BE AFME dutHoz AFARE
&3l FAAH EMREEA, Probit, Logit)ol Ut AF X571 8(RAFAE L7, Al71wE
&, AHEY, g E) EE oA 7YUES A2 dddtd £A4 Hrt stn o
22y olg g WHESFTA FAAHA 28U vAF Y AT 9ASFAY HAHG
HEL AAGT AA Zatn e Aol

B AT e AA, A8 Frtell glojA AEste] AAg G557 H3td AFH
¥4 2 271 M (Analytic Hierarchy Process;AHP)& ©o|-&3}of AHF2<U# vl AF221E H 7t
A8487tade 4dAH FAEE =&39, B4, 53 AEH7td A AFs & 5
E AAAEA 29 vAF AL ARHslng 1&g AFAM AFAEL o] &5t
7t BARFoY AFAFEY S Aste AEHsE BH e AAsnz goh
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2. 4189719 Aa
A &(Credit)ol & AV} AT A ANE S&3] ohWsts ofha o), @A
HY ooz e A48 B8t M2 A832I AV, AR WA AAA D A o)
24 g AN o APHL IBss 2% 4TS 87 Ut AWM RE. Curtiss
of st AEE ZHe] BF AEYol AHE EY F Ax ¥ olym Ho sPon,
et AFEHolZ ZIdY ARNE, AF5Y L HAVN T 7Y AR Age =
< oA Z9H A1 (Business Events)& ZAH, d4Hoz BN Hrlsld 7 7)¢do AR
< €ehg F& o] B3drtE AR A8 o9 DAY YA FA ojgm @ 4
Aot @M 4 ALEMM nHE APHA 24 9REA ZA(Conditions), 3
Fo| J@oA T e Z(Character), T F%5 A (Capacity), 2+32] 2§74 ell(Capital), 23
o} G H(Coliateral), 5C7 ZAE Huj A g2 $49 Weo] MY A% 845 Ay =
A7t EHE Aotk AF L8olMe AIFENL 27709 ALAEE A, o=35lq
A 7HE R &3, NS £ SEAEDE AN 6 A T oA BAY A
oA EA L HelHoz gozd Al AAYL ARAsEY 1 BHo g ayu
Ao AP0l ErFA GA HA AF $89 A-AHL FTH3 ANHz dIF9 YA
2 AAEA BsFozN FA& Yslof & 289 Ui Nlmo Ay &AL Y
Aotk £3] H29 F§VAL AEHU FEUE ¥F9 T4, YRS 1A So
€ 289 4445 § AEEM F84e FU Az Yon, FEMASY AAR
de D=2 AE&EAM dido] He JYeSe) B3 s Ha gong oy
Astol] h3ate AEEA7IYY Ay 4L 8o Fdg JAs Hu g
A1gHG 7ol dojA A8 u Hr BHo te oE 4 JAXY FeB
o Yol Ago MEL AN sidol e A L A7 T ARyusAN
AgArte =g £5i0], AEHrte Zide AT, A7 A8 S 7)de A
gol GFE VA= A2 FFH AHE 2AHo|n d4FHog B Hriss AL T
dA 289 A} € Fel AR wat s)ge AgzAe ALHAY s 2o
AAol o]Fof A1 Urh. ol FHAM AEHE FEANY AT L ) B
2 UHER A dHES WA 299 AAY HAAF FFE BIn Yolrt 7|9
XAAR A A FNAA LA dojM FEAHolga Rt

e ox B

2.1 AFaAQd] g A8 7}9] @A

A4 AAARZAE driEAd A 4 otk a2y Quld oz A4t
AFAEE vBos F£32 BAHE AEE EU2 o|Foxmg A8t Ay g
oA fHsittn & 4 gt AFARE AAAAY B4 2 A BLrHo et 7Y
of AAE BNl @A Ev ZAEE AYn g 2 RS A5 g 2o
() AFAR &Y 71 &0 ddio] g}

Q) AFARA AdHAAGE I At
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@) ARAEF e el AAAAANE YehhA ot
(4) ARAEe] FEoIe AhA Ro] opiny.

(5) ARAZS WmA5Aol A7 e

6 AFARS 2250l Qg Aol A,

22 M AR {84

AFREE AFE @ NEH7te 2 A5 o} FAS &L olv] AYY
Atdolth @A AFHRIE A HATHRE doysisd A AT AAHA g
S ATH 8o A%HA F8E T £ Uk AT 4AFA AL4 5] HaA
T AFREG Z4F 2 uATPRE st HrHE o Yursso A £ gl H2
of HAFHR Y FE8AHE AT Aste MATYEE P Do SPWF
o] §EAY B EAA A PYRES ol st AT E Atk B AFME olg AH
A HAF BRE AZHENAA /1Y ol &8t AFHsIn olo] P F-AHL FFsl
1A go.

3. £94+

1A et Solu AEH g H3te] thil gd 4 (MDA), Probit, Logit 5 A% 4]
&Z o8¢ TAAL PPBEol FHE olFAen, FIdE AFAS 7Y F AFAA
%, A7, AGAFEYHUS T8 AT Sol ¥eEy, o2y HEA AW
A43A 898 @4 n2¥ Ut GrFYAE F Y &(Multicriteria Decision Making;
MCDM)E A &3te d77 g, & AFoA s AFAAY 71ga 42U 808 13
87] 13t MCDM W EF ol A Al %52 ¥4 A 2 (Analytic Hierarchy Process;AHP)71 & X &
&t g

3.1 3A3A gye
3.1.1 &Y FE A (Univariate Statistical Methods)

o] MHEE AL HELT ATFAEL Beaver(1966) oIt} 1954 AHE 1964 A7HA 79
Aol =4 71 AAVAE FUERFEE T, FEEY FHA, FALEOIYE, A
Bl &, SAAEY FAN, FEuE, WEADHF7I T AFu|Eo] WHSHo] Qe Ao
2 47Ut
3.1.2 ope2EgE B A (Multivariiate Discreiminant Analysis; MDA)

MDA & NE@EX 9 Ao we dqidE 249 Jd F U2 E/H3E 4
ZIMeE EAMVIIEY dAVIgE MY F T E s EEda qAvIYgy vEd
79 Cut-Off Point & §8 =4t AFE ¥} o] 7|Y& H22 ATE AHELS Altman(1968)
o2 1946 AK€ 1965 A7HA BAMNAL 3370 Az 45 FRIF vkt 3370
AA7|AE AAs BEEME o FAAE/FALL, FRo|A/FALL, ddol/Fat, &
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N AR/FRA, EN/FAAL F s AEu SR FAY EAE =S8, 95%, 83%9]
=]

3.1.3 Logit ¥4

FHEEREMG ulgoR o] YL £H7PY AFEAol Folzd o 2 7Y
o] Atdel Hold IF (&AL HIEAh F el £¥ FEL Ko Fu. #EZEL 1Y
& EA7idol =4k vlzilog BERY 88 vPos 13 2F2FE HA45 @
t}. 289 A4 2= LogLikelihood Function € g gozH dojzir).

Ohlson(1980)2 71 =4t Foll A g5l 85%9 FFEE Ho F1 gYed 74
71 105 709} 2058 o A7 E HELZ FALHGNP BIMA S, FHAM/FALL, SHAEY
Z 24, ol /A, SAAE/FRA T AFv &L ALt AFEUT

N

14
& o8zl dHeole 7|2 o2 e Ho| Wi ojdt Moo} gt
Az7te] HE FAstE M 71E AU @9 Fi(newon)olgte HA2E HE ol FHL
W50 Mg dZdHo e Aojgtm & F Uk 7ol 2L FEE U &
FdolAl olg AgstE WL o T ARE FRE 7HY FAEVIE T YUY
b 7L JHANTE IGE HERAL AA FHE 5o o] ©E 7w dedd.
A7M AldAE Az ke A A¥E o oW Ho FAYL T8/ Ao
AFA A Folct ol2ig UAFAZE YL dE TL& 53 /A A

A, Autal (Generalization) 715 olth. AFAZFL A 58 AE (training set)ol
o8 &k 2y ol F shgol FUW ojdd UJFAUZF Y] FHE BA XF U9
Elol dsiME stgol o3 dAd 71F Ao wet AEgs 45 5 Ao

4, 49X (Flexibility)olth. Q13AA Yol 8% = A& 2o Mt ojuwgd A
E4 BEAyidrd Hoh & AFANAGL AR T AFH 4 ooz a4 U4, A
3 Ag Folx ol gd" £ Uk

AR, B)Xa 2wy o]l T2 (nonlinear modeling)?] 7Hsdtch AFAZA YL F71d S
7 go] UMY (nonlinean ol ZE (noise)ol B FYolMx AYY 2¥E 75 F
glony o]zl dAeA ] $5E EAFEHE /AL e Aoz 4 Aok

YRy, 27) 2215 A] 28 (Self-Organization System)o]t}. AFAZFE M2 diEo] F
ojx@ zAEHoZ Ao URAHE ulFRA W oyl Ao AFAUAYRY WFTX
7} olgA Wigtstn deA ¢+ Gt A (black box)2He Aol

o] 3 AFAAYG 71HE 7= Fol] AL dFlE Tam & King(1992), Wilson
& Sharda (1994), Boritz(1995), Jo & Han(1997)8] @77} glov, $AH 23 vlwste
Hog & d=8dg woFau Yo

32 AFNAY
7

f -
e

ol

L

>
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3.3 47| 29 A A3 Y] B(Multicriteria Decision Making; MCDM)

MCDM 2 &g 7159 dikts FolAM o Autd 8458 nstd HAHg
€ AEsAY gty NS FAste WPolth oYHEL AFHAY sdwg
oflet FAFAA adE& @4 nsto Hrists JAEAPPECI. MCDM 2 By &
+ Unique Synthesis Criteria, Outranking Relation, Interactive Method, Multiattribute Utility Theory,
Analytic Hierarchy Process. 3¢l WH &0] glon, olgi§ WPEESE H L3l A E&H7lol 3
£33 437 94 2o} (Duchessi & Belardo, 1987; Srinivan & Ruparel, 1991; Roy, 1991; Pinson,
1992; Dimitras, 1995; Zopounidis, 1996) & Aol AHP 23 & R3] FAHHU 2A &
AFsete d+E stax g

33.1 AFAH 4 Aa 71y
Thomas L. Satty ol 9} #] 1971 del 7/1gE o] AA1AA 2YLE gr1FA AFFX
E T4 U= 847k9] o] Y| W(Pairwise Comparison)oll 2|3 ¥&& F3lo, o] 719
EHg A 7HR FAlel did gAEA Faoz AMEA HAAAM {F¥Y e
(tangible and intangible criteria)# Ti<to] BE FEE MAZH o2 AFAU JAHEA 71Folet
g T Utk gutz oz gAldY EAe ME BAT AR AgE AN 3
# 71E GAHE HHY ot Mdado} st FAE AL Atk oy T BAHAA
AHP = HZHA ZH(Objective)otd 3t 71 F(Subriteria) &L UL, 44 ZH B
oA 3t 7] &E(Subcriteria)E B7H3t 7FXNE A3 Wiold. F, dAEREA Y F
F 8((tangible and intangible) 7] (Criteria) ¥ t<}(Alternatives)2 A5 A (Hierarchy) 2.2 ¥4,
o] ¥ 8] W (Pairwise comparison)®} 3 P (Matrix)& F35lo] cf¢tel M EH(Priority)8 =&
2R HAe ditg MASE ZYoltt. ol AHP = A F A (Quantitative)! H7t 71EH
A4 A (Qualitative) 3 7} 71E 9 AAIZA L 83 BoplA s 2F AMEE & doh
AFEN 349 842
AR, ARG RH o] FRo| dist] A A 7] &F(Qualitative or Intangible Criteria)
A%l 7] £(Quantitative or  Tangible Criteria)2 Bl &H L& T3l SAst=d U
9 ti(Satty, 1980),
A, vAY Aol dr)1Ee HAY FAE 39 7] E(Subcriteria) 22 HAEZ AHE
8o, AlSHoZ ¥ 3 (Decomposition)F O ZH 435 o] Y] il(Pairwise Comparison)
of 9%t getoz B3 A A, FANH A AL 7A@
A, AdHQd ARE A3 3l £ BAY 7 Ade FHAA F&40 2
253 o,
A, AL /A9 oALE wtdsts Je 2 AL A (Group Decision Making)©l 7Hs
sto] MEZFY o8 o] Yo F o ol FHEII §oldnt
A A, A% T Z(Hierarchy Structure)’= FAI A9 A2 Wigdl uel +£3o] golg=
2 840l e dAIEA Hyoln
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AR ArdA T BAY ZAE AP Aste] AHP RS L4357 st
S9E3 22 4 @A o] o]Fo| Ak | YAE ArdA ZAE A5 BAHY JAlA
B ARES ANz EREe dAdA AFE 4P AS(Hierarchy)ol @ Al 2o
S FUEM A20E FAsE 24 2 2A(Entities) £5 54 (Character)oll WebA 223
&& 7, el Aol b shle &9 AP YL Fu FohE s 49
Bgoz FEHY Y& L= HF$E LI ojdAE AHP R A LM 7 '?"‘*’-‘1°'
dAzt & £ e, dAEA BAAe 45 gdE JdE d8 7R Al A Algs
B3t 71E(Criteria)E FE3L 7)1Fo WE JArdAY AYEL A do A5 il’b‘
Fole A EAH 2 (Goal)o] ¥AAY, 1 g AFEL dAIEAY SHo| L=
e 71EER TAET 2dAE JALEA J1FE el o] Y4B B(Pairwise Comparison)3
o A(Matrix)S FAFch 3 @AE H X (Eigenvalue)S AEEtad AldA 7|2 Se A
WA 7L A (WeightyE T 4 QA 4z ASTF2odM =58 715 A (Weigh)S 2
et H7t didol e o] dihAlternatives)2 Hrstd E & H(Priority)& AR 3o}
AEH7IE A AFHEMNEAY 28 33 go| MAEA.

<Y 1> AE4Y7E Y43 AHP AlF TR

Credit Evaluation

orm g sosllessflucs||lazy] |nag|zuafzasa||vag||aes
INPIPNS: 1§ =; o
DI T BEHE  coecceerrrnrarsssrssimsssssssss s essssssbesssasssesssssasasases 29
Y38 AET S

4. TH% =9y

THRYNNE 9A AFUVFFH A LYUES HEdd Fr&g 4538
5 FReE Yol REE vEYAE A d§, RE 7HsAol & 7IdE AMd
A, 24 £F ol¥e] FAEE 713 7ol V8B 2¥L H R 8n, FHdF &

4 3 FEE AEY2oM B9 1] S AFE 2L /Y RE A5yel ¥e 1
oF wUstd RAdS 2y uAT 2R A5E FEse]l HF HEE AN 4w, ¥
2 MEY2A 49 $29 s/ 57 (A B CDERY ITE B /UL 4

23 AHP R¥9l AT YD HAR 22 H5E o4 d@ch ¥R =Y
29 Hatgl 1) $FY ASE BAL A $AAS 2y aHP 2y WAT Y4E
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sget= 49 U AHEHE 5= AHP RYold HEsIEC] o AT o uyR
o FEAE FE59 AL T, BAdE 2y HEE ATVRYH FAZYE A
2Eg dEg2dA o 7 el HPstE AAE A4S ALg@Th o FgYe
AAH 724 §& tgel <ad 2ol AN Utk

<1y 2> 479 7#z23 &

Statistic Models
l AHP I
Non-Financial Data

Al Models

Integrated Model

Financial Data

5. 49 % 43}
51 2¥o Agaiy
BAJdES YdHME QBAAY 2y S HEsld <F 2>0 AAE HlolHE ol &3

dasigon AEsle wug 98 AHP 2L HEdte MEAE 7S fAdet
NZzedo AAAREERe 482 AN 2 A3 A7 HAF doH T2
58 2o ojug 2 #5e] FoEd AYAA HAFLASE FIsHA HUS
52 diolEjgt W

B dFoME A& EE dolgE e F47d AR, uAF dojeuol~
2 ol g3t AA FRE FAN/E 1004 FAZALAA AZE TG 102A0)
ste] 27 E 7oz BFstd st sk AL dolete ok MFESL <E 1>F
<® 2>ollA ztzt AAlstn Ao

-329-



<E 1> ¥gAA

giags

2 Ao

ANAENE

nZZ7NHGE

33 &

AATIEE

FAEGEIE

CEEEEREE:

BEH B/ ES

FALAE

FAAH D E

B EAEE

SR

FEANSHE

E IS

A

o

AR

49

A4

HETFTA

AHAE

Z1emE 2 F2HN

Ak ke

TABAY

I o I I R

S AREA|

cE2Z2d 9 BX5E

AN M=

A%

7145} &

e

T=
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< E2> A7 dolg

10 2/ 0| & 10 2{0|8t |Total
FHEHES [40]9
Non- 1072 415 1487
Bankruptcy
Bankruptcy 1072 415 1487
Total 2144 830 2974

53 A}

<E 3>olA AAE BIE AHP & H 48] YA RTINS BEF ENE o
E3ld AF2A v AT LIS FH A58l o]§ 058 71T o YUEE 7
sttt 223 289 A EYrtR sAHo] Qe NFAE oLl ASsED HA] o
59 FE4xE 7t ARt o8 wed AGE9 vt 2 2 dY 239 A
EH47ES 7S ARY AHP € H 43¢ 71EA 9 AYst o $4¢ He2 AA"HR U

<E 3>AHP & A &HY7HY 7}F X AT 45

AHP 713X @ 489 | L9887 15N 9@ 48¢
2719 732 % 55.9%

714 69.7% 59.5%

<E 4olA AAE FAe AFAE Dol A% Aet AHP o AHE AYsE o
5% 248 HoFa Aok ATUALL AFLAE AHP & H|AF QAL dZ8lod F5
33ta olg dF AYEE T F3 AFUVZEFRY AT o AR uHR 2
< A% 2w 2 B35 B 4 e ARE HdFa Yo

<E 4> AF2AdR vAF 2L ARG 5

AFANEZS AHP AFA4% + AHP
2719 63.81% 61.3% 69.25%
=714 74.56% 62.2% 77.19%

6. 4 &
E Aol E NEgrtoA o]4tn e Hrrade BEso ALt 9o
A ulAR2Qe]l F84e Ho D olENH AEIe] Al XAlE AHP EE L S U7

stel B7bstm #£4 stk 1 A%E a%std o3t gt
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AA, NEH712AE AHP & A {3t AE&HI 8URe] YdY FoEE 4&

slm2 A8%s 2ASe) FAEE Bt HU A, 712 AFAME AT KA
gzste ATolA MAF2AL nesA HYD, 2 AAANE ATLdel @ Hrn
o $49 A%e Yein o 2dm slge TR wel 4 4885 2de F_Es
dage #e ANSGT Utk A2 A4HA} FEHe ST = AEHsta
o del 2LES AFsET, o8 WS &1, AFAFY 7Yl e Ags Fyot
stme A A4HNNE f880 HE A5AEAE 23 U

Fa1Ed
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B3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(91
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