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WABRIF Sk SUAT LA 0 ZE Aok F R vk T 0 4 7 22 3L [R5 i A0 IXUBS: R %
HEAEPD), FHAPREEERARK— B PARGEL G RIZERE
BGERA BEBATHAR LS T RENE . T3 A+, “HE AR A MK
EBICHERN | FANRTEARERS ST REATHRE. BERZRS
BE 0. 0370 M T FREE A XA E iR E T R, RIAT th 25 (8 BT EAL K8
Rt FrEIm A EAE, BERERSES ZIERKE LR X5 K& 242
A EHBLLT —FE SL Rl AT BT A& B0 5155 A Kl hiE 44

(DARITINE , BRIERBUB R 15 , A S BT & (IR FERIE) LB
] BE A A X RAT R AR5 5

) 555 A3 THRITER A ML RIEE RSN 90 KU L., HEFEFER

Y% H i : 2004-06-15
BEETE : EHHHRBFEE “WTO 5 v [H /g b 4117 AR E S5 81%7 (70373012)
EEBN: FLHEAII—). B, ILER BN R RFENEFRE R L E RN RAR;
EHERE (1979—) , B, WIREE Tlb K¥ £ BB S AT BHIRBF L 57 .
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T HURE 1915 S FRANELE BT E IRV N T B RTBOARER, & BUE S gl e

FIRPRIE RR—NSHE L0 T B A R S, FIFIERY , i 51 E
—AIEAIT AR A SIS AW R R ERE. SlE %P MR SRR
AWM % B . LAEL TR S BE R ME AR AL K. A
Wt 55 5iE IR IMA T @S 70 55 ik 29 80 B2EHRFAE 30 AT LARS L R B iE 4
BEATHERRRI 23 . 320 AT RE ) BB 1E 3K 55 ER R B0 ok oIk 4% B2
o R R RAT A& FRLE., B ML 4 L BE A 2 i A2 R 4R AT SR A BT LAE
A SE B FEIRE.

MGt AR, R R E AR E TRy TR E2aE
FIHI 53 #r  Logistic BRS04 . T WA 70 Hr At 2 P 4% S DU ARPZE AL . E 540
A AR AARE MR PRRE FERNR, HRESZZRASFEEN
ZOWMETBXAMIUTE I, — BB R E, 2 R SR B AL
B HEMEHF TELTN RN Z]RAMNHF MBI BRI BIRA
AR B 2 B R A R EE R SR AT R EE TR
E LM FRA R AT A IR 6, AN BEELIR TR M 2 48 598 ST RHEAS 5 2151
SrHreP (9 Bayes FIFI 047 M Logistic [81J3 43 #r 24 7] IR #E4T i 088 3 7047
1B Bayes #|5r #r ZXFF TR A R EA —EMNH, ITE MR R
3, EARITE X B AR A K, BREARN AR R, X EREE
BRZ 38R MR A1, AR A TE M) SR I R AR BB N (B X , Bayes FIHIL AT fES
FEUHRIGIE, Logistic FIA 3 HrR—FIEL M2 XS ik, tE M
FRABPAFEEIARHIEE, T H Logistic # 5| R ¥ ML FE—HR
KRR IHERREG WG, A=A Logistic BIFRE KB FTEL
B, L E BE R[5 XL IRt —F Ik,

— . Logistic 28 51z A XU 7 (h

£t [))F48 %I (linear regression model) 7E & B 2T 2 IEH WMATHS T
STk BEEEITE PD RN, M THEER -1 X TBCEE”
HE R, WALHEAY07 5L, MAR— I EEZ R, I AX T KR
BRI TR B IR R

FHRENFMIMEP(y=11x)5 x ZEIMIELREXFEELRIFSR
¥ ANBEE x AN s E W, — > BRAREFEREMNEO, D2
[E5E SRR I, XAHTE x R THRIEFSHA E(y) T 0,7E x BiET
IELFHA E(y)BEIET 1. EFAHAELT I EE# RIS,
TE S KRR A B8 A F 4 # BR B B R BGZ ogistic 43

BRIZA RIS EFENESERNER v AERFHRENATREE. H
EEARTS ZIELS . YZEBEEBR—THERS (A4 c=0),FES
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BEMHEE, TRA:
Myt <0 ff,yi=1; Hfth,y.=0,
XE,y BERMEIMRNE R, vi=1 RAFMHFERE y=0R-ENMHF
KEA, MRBK y MEAZE x ZETFE—MREXER, .
v =a+Bx +e (1)
).
P(y,=1|x)=P[ (a+Bx+&€)>0]=P[e,>(—a—Bx;)] (2)
T B —~ B0 A eR B X BT AR, 1 T Logistic 43+ AIE
A5 T BB R X FR A9, R 1 -
P(yi=1|x)=Ple<(a+Bx)]=F(a+Bx) (3)
Hrf,F o e 09 BR T sR 5 40 i R BT SR BT o MRIR AT
tifE Logistic 2 B9F- 3N 0, HEE T n?/3~3. 29, Z BT AR FERXH— 1
TERRN biuﬁgﬂﬁﬁ?@ﬁ%—*ﬁ#‘@m v

P(y,=1|x)=P[e<<(a+Bx)]= 1+e (4

= — R BUFR M Logistic BR
ﬁ,,ﬁ S A5, WA 1,
-6 //— EX—EEMAEM, Y e i
o6 I FHIFRT Logistic BREA
o 1
_—/u.z P(y.=1|xi)=m
6 -4 -2 0 D 4 6 :H}Z” =0 (5)

SHst, S e BETFEL
25/t , Logistic BREA -

B S
TF e

B 1 Logistic &ML A

P(y=1|x,)=

1
Bs

= 1 +£‘n

=1 (6)

Fit & BYLAT{E, Logistic BRE P(yi=1|x) = 1+e - BUETE E 3 7E 0

F 12Z[A], Logistic BRFEX —MERIRIE T H1 Logistic AL AR AR S K

F 18/NF 0. Logistic REHI A — MR WREE, BIX > R ¥ A TERIE A

FHREE, WE 1R RN e=—coF R A3, 4 « AT, X —

PR BB SR AR RS st 3 0, SA 5 % 1y R R 3E 0, 22 F 38 m £ i B ST 0 R

WK, F e & BB T oo, REUEREIE F 1, Logistic BR¥A) SAIhAE R

Bl,e MTERXM TEAMEARERE —-FHFOTRERZLA, E o R/AHE
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YE AR /)N, SR 7E P (8] [ B X oL ) AT RE M 3 AR R, (1B 7E & (H3SInE—
EREG, TREMRRFEILEATENKET . X, e & P(yi=1]x) 1
HF 03K 1 BFRERE/NT Y P(y =11 x) &b Frh i BBt e . X3k
LM REIE A B TR L R AR R AT R RO MBI B, Ee i, ZE
TE 2R G , 9T U 2R SR AT b 7B 2 S I, IR — B v B I A R N E
— B, EEABERHEEEHEME —E B, LhRMFERE R R
FER— BUK T AR 1B 3 15 2948 SR S 8 K, T SR Bl e 0 v B =l 28 3R
XFE LR mEA K,

B Logistic EB¥F| & T Logistic BT 47 K15 F XU TG, 35 &R
BEBPEN e, WA, & PiE X H—RIFEFEARREREOLZEAE BN
]

1 —}—exp[— (a+ 281(&;)]
EiRAIELPERBUR Logit 2R A LAFE AR AR T eR 4L -
ln(liipi>: a—i—kZ:;Bka; (8)

% LogitP B R EZE . Logistic BIAFE S 2 e 4 B AE X2 —3
f, REHZ . (1) Logistic BIAMRIPHTE vy B - 2EM, MAZRELN,
HiREMSHAFZIESSMim2 5454, B A K38 E 54
HHER . (DUWERET FRIER, Logistic BAREH it AFRH&E/D
T, MBEARAMRE. RREEAEEOAR (RN F A%, mEH
ISR ELARB6 1 Wald #2380 % .

= ERKR TSR R BB

LR ARG A & R H L 6 %3 E MBS A 4
VRSB ien ik R EA BLART I R E R U RE NN X
SCRRAIAHSCTENR , R4 28 LG R A BERY L, (] Bof SR BUHGAE Y 7T SRR A4 SR
AT 2 RN AR KRR TR s b Hsh b B E L BiE
/BT HRAER ANET AR AR ERS R . EERARFE,
HEUEIE R R R VHE SRR HERA/ ST HE R BB
T/ HEFWA R AR KRR R, QG AR A&
R AR RE 21 TEHR, it IX SFE 4R AT LUBE N 4T 3t f2 R 4ol 19 281 7
BB iR B EMEMB RGN ERHMNGEE. R, W i%E 2L
AR Z A EE—E MRS AT B M, FEE —ERIHKF LAk,

HRIMIEEERER (D IE & EH T (forward stepwise) : BI7E & FEAE
RIMER b G TREKFRHEZR KM AR (2) RiFEH
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JEFE: (backward stepwise) : FEAR BRI AL IE T B R E BHEM L BEATFE
REZEKEEK TR B ZE—RK— MR (3 IRA &P £k (com-
bined stepwise) : & ¥ iF [ FE B [ [a] IR B 45 6 2K, IRIE AN A B 35 EAR
SR B i A BIRE R Kol IRk HE . X FP ik BE AT ARl I ] R R T 4R
WAL R LR, U E=FAEEFEAERTEF EOEEARR, &
FPLER i 23, EEFI A SAS SERIX — 12, I IE M B EE,
AR E A LR AT A, e B R —4k Gl L) B b B 5 R R 5, 49 3
VRN B2 MEARMEASE, Hh 48 35 M IEw BT M 97 Mk A4
ARIBEFRR K MiE LK Bl ,

FEIE M B L EFL RS, Score S it B KM A EE, Wald Git 2 F
FAMIBR R4, TEIE M BEERTFHS 0 4 (Step 0), R — A E(BIERIE in-
tercept) IMAKEES, 522 X* FiHEA LR KEHTE AEREFHERRE
#HA 0 MFRK. BTERE X M p AR/ (p<C0.000D) , KEAZLH 1IN
E 0 HAIFRE. M Analysis of Effects Not in the Model f &+, AT LAF H ,
X B B KM Score GEitH, HXf R # p 40. 0839, /NFAIASRAE 0. 2, BT LA
AR, $ BRI, X X Xue o Xy BEARR B HERIE 1,

£1 EREFELESEE

Summary of Forward Selection

Step Effect Entered DF Number In Score Chi-Square Pr>ChiSq
1 Xg 1 1 2. 9869 0. 0839
2 X1 1 2 2. 9896 0. 0838
3 X3 1 3 2.9087 0. 0881
4 X14 1 4 2.7919 0. 0947
5 X4 1 5 3. 0247 0. 082

FEEME AR, L select=0. 27 FFF kA2 MNIrdE, A XA A/
KESSARAE, L 4D 0. 05, [RAFE FUNRAEFE K — S K B E K, 30A AT et
HELAHEEMETE, MNBREIRERPESTEE R 5ERTEMITME
K, MEZTANEREANEEZNEE R, rLLEFE— RS KAKTE, LUR
KA AT AR T B B AR &8 MR IE & AR A B Z 05t .

A& X; #9 Pr>ChiSaure f40. 2139, 5 kA5 0. 2 HZE A K, F
B BB R B AR, i A BRI G,

gt FE S miEd 6 A~ AR, 20 ST ER BB LR,
MR TN GER . EA R R R, SR S#EE L
FHAHBGRMBREINLERE FIR S NHETE, XEWRW K TEFHER.
BEYCR ZREST B AR A HE AR, 7T LB R AR
1k BIE B2 IR

« 19



22X 3T 2004 £ 9 5

mEAREMAE

FEEIRT Logistic [IITHAIXT M A K BB K, 78 E SCH 1 I 454
AEEM L WETEERN S MRS AN EASE, Hp@iE 11 NEHE
LA 40 R ERRBERBK B2 AR .

AN I R EER 5 AR BWARRE, 2R KRG TR 4 MR
FERRPIRERE , ARSI A R MK, @l s 1~ a%E. K
ERE N6 SR AR Z B E T &ML R R, RIVT ™ iRt 4
W 5 RO  HAEVE = T Rl M, AN R R . SEPRIEOLE
FEMFFAEER B TUS WREEFERA MU SIAER. daE
WERMEMAEE M F AR, A Fald; o KN R a8 FE 0 & E M S AL H1E
R RBEIRE L YA ECR AL B BT = 5 A Xt 4l i 240 IXURS: (32 i o7 12 2
LI, B RN ATF A, (EHR B BRI NI O T HMmLER,

% 2 Pearson £75# Deviance )l S ER L

Deviance and Pearson Goodness-of-Fit Statistics

Criterion DF Value Value/DF Pr>Chi-Square
Deviance 125 136. 3 1. 090 2 0.2312
Pearson 125 131. 2 1. 049 9 0. 333 6

Number of unique profiles: 132

i1 % 2 A A1, Pearson £ #l Deviance T BERBEXASEIHEEH R
ZRR, EAXMEGF HTEZESAEETE WELBHERK,H
B B A S BRY i XoF O A S 2E ZE B FF AN 22, #8475 Deviance I Pearson £ AR
BEA BOEIE LS ILE B LA R F§ Hosmer-Lemeshow (HL) #:36 ( L3 3), 1%
T5 AR B AR R T ABE % A R/ IV R 7 S KB ) 10 N4 SRR AR 1R
B—APHEBAFHEAEMNLUE SRIBEITHE Pearson £ 5, @HHATA
TRBEL HEAXEPUTELHETENFEN. HL MKERERILE 3, p=
0.5772, Kt AN B &, AREHE 4 X TARAI G BUR KT HRIZ .
% 3 Hosmer-Lemeshow il &£ B #18

Hosmer and l.emeshow Goodness-of-Fit Test
Y=1 Y=0
Group Total Observed Expected Observed Expected
1 13 4 5.48 9 7.52
2 13 il 7.37 6 5. 63
3 13 9 8. 37 4 4. 63
4 13 11 9.11 2 3.89
5 13 10 9. 50 3 3. 50
6 13 11 9. 94 2 3. 06
7 13 10 10. 39 3 2.61
8 113 10 11. 02 3 1.98
9 13 10 11. 66 3 1. 34
10 15 15 14. 17 0 0. 83
Goodness-of-fit Statistic=6. 6287 with 8DF (p=0. 577 2)

[N}
o
.



FIIE EEF: BT Logistic @A TEIHELABRTN

B X? Geit (Model Chi-Square Statistic) » 2 X A ZERIFE R 5 Fr iR 1
BZEE—2LL EM2ERE., LL AR AR KR E UG PR LT B
U AR A X° 43 A7 ( Hanushek 1 Jackson, 1977; Aldrich #1 Nelson, 1984 ;
Greene,1990), fIARELLGEIHBANT .

G5=—21n(};°):—Z(InLo—lnI:S)ZZLIzS—ZLIA,o (9)

S b RE 4GS 2ok ERIT R F R+ 02K 0, X BERIR
HERE BTN REERET 0. WK 4 aJLIE, BEHK T 40.0117,
A S EOh B3, FTLOC B R BT RIEME S RA M.

4 BEFFHIHURBERUNRIER

Model Fitting Information and Testing Global Null Hypothesis BETA=0

Criterion Intercept Only Intercept and Covariates Chi-Square for Covariates
AIC 154. 691 150. 281
SC 157.574 170. 460

—2L.OGL 152. 691 136. 281 16. 441 with 6DF (p=0.0117)

EA T % BT F B8 E FR 40 R-Square h — R &R R B8 &€ R 40
Max-rescaled R-Square 7 [ 3 #) 18 % K8 & R 50, AV G £ & R-Square iy
0. 6301, Max-rescaled R-Square 70.8134, HiEZT F A BEMV LLF K
81.34%,

L ERT S TR SRS HET FERRA RPN Rk R KUK T
ERGI T A —E ARSI . S/ TREM L ARKMAR
fETHEBR ] LA FAMERR, hrl IR TE AR 220 % M1t BT Lo-
gistic AT R IEK AR, R A SCR AR K BRIk R ILE 5.

£5 WMAMBRMBITIT

Analysis of Maximum Likelihood Estimates

Variable DF | Parameter Estimate | Standard Error | Wald Chi-Square | Pr=>Chi-Square
INTERCPT 1 5. 447 2. 8463 3. 6623 0. 0557
Xy 1 0. 998 0.5142 3.7668 0.0523
Xz 1 —1. 3165 0. 7248 3. 2995 0. 0693
X3 1 —11.4773 5. 6434 4, 1361 0. 042
X4 1 4. 9061 2. 8085 3.0516 0. 0807
Xs 1 0.0263 0.0178 2.1832 0.1395
Xs 1 —2.003 1. 1173 3.2139 0.073

Xt Logistic [A]J=4& %Y 5 30 #EaAPE 22 (8] 9565 — RPN & 7 2 & 28 57 48 W
() 2 o A B A TR FIUM ) S AR 2 R B R B R L. IR AR 4B 5
(rank correlation index) & %55 .7 6, 3£753 3955 HUEXT, A MigH) &

70. 7%, AFER & 29. 0%, HAth 5 0. 3%,
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F6 MAEIXRSRNEZ 8 KE

Association of Predicted Probabilities and Observed Responses
Concordant 7067 % Somers’ D 0.417
Discordant 29.0% Gamma 0.418

Tied 0.3% Tau-a 0. 164
(3395 pairs) g 0. 708
A MRERRIH

HET LM SIE, Al 13 Logistic FIIMT TR -
LogitP=5. 447+4-0. 998x; — 1. 317x; —11. 477x; +4. 906,
+0. 026 x5 —2. 003 %s (10)

AZERIIHA xi BFEL, 2 FEIHLE, x FWEA6HE, x WEafE
BT 5 xs WBHBE = RS R, s BT dE R, @ Logit &k, BAXFA
AT, BTG4 8 T IE W H RSB AEG R FEATMERIELR 7. E
WHIER AR ES 8026, HLHIERHAGER 92. 7%, MTRIEGR, &
W B RAESABRRER L

x7 BNER
Y Predict

Frequency 0 1 Total

0 8 2 10
80% 20% 100%

1 3 38 41
7.3% 92.7% 100%

Total 11 40 51

AL RGBT T Logistic eRELT BEIE STl 6355 i b % 298 R 693218
AN, a7 MR R B G ITE R O Rl 45 & L RAT
KPREEZ A Logistic BITARRIRS 0V i AR RIHEFT T SLIEDMT. BIFRER
#£H, Logistic AR —ME AN BB ABETM TR, K. EEH
FIEM R WATE—E MR R, i T X8R BALHS I8, A S i2 193847
AR EEEA T F A4, AR 5T 075 184 W 55 B K3 Gk 4k 15 AR 9
W SER. Logistic A A B WfF7E—E A2, X LA 2 A 7]
KARKPA MG HANREAERD, REEEREH—E R
Jriel,
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A Research on Probability of Default prediction
Based on Logistic Regression Analysis

YU Li-yong', ZHAN Jie-hui?
(1. Guanghua School of Management, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China;
2. Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150001, China)

Abstract; Internal rating-based approach is one of the main contents of
New Basel Accord, while calculating clients’ probability of default is a key
procedure of practicing internal rating-based approach. Based on the practi-
cal data of China’s state-owned commercial banks, this paper constructs a
rather scientific credit risk evaluating system by forward stepwise, and pre-
dicting models of probability of default by logistic regression model. Experi-
mental results prove that this model can serve as an ideal predicting instru-
ment.

Key words: internal rating based approach; probability of default; logis-

tic
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