ERM B ANSREE M i AR £l K AR R AR 5T

Sl AEES UBER Aol Je W BT 52

— (e R AR v b Sk TR AR - DL R 0D R A PR A R ] ) i

EFm FHHE AR
(PEMEZBERFAITFR b KX 430073)

HHE 2017 % Lukason( F X & #4E % ) & International Journal of Law and Management FRE®BL
(58 ARBhLLEKIR, AFV R {L\ﬂk?!]ﬁ'wage and Size Dependencies of Firm
Failure Processes: An Analysis of Bankrupted Estonian Firms ) ( F 38 ARk M ey 584 B Z A 7)), £ %5t
KT Al kM A2E A R T Ak BAR KRR E S kMR X R, RS A
B, ek Sk WAt AR B S A AR A, S B4 b MUBEAL K, 3t Sk M AR AR 8 5 A b K ORI 3
HRMEAE LR T K, AR M FE B E B R)BITAB LT,

KR A LFH DLIAE XMRE Sk K

DOI:10.16144/j.cnki.issn1002-8072.2020.15.001

—HRE=

CRMW R AE Y R ZE ST ) B BN T LU Argenti
Laitinen' | Crutzen Flvan Caillie™ A7 18 3¢ B 4> b 2% Wi 72
FER o Argenti!" T8 i FE B 5E 545 H A olb 2R W ZR 91 5L AT
JH A bR A 22 10 OAS [] A ol 2R e ask 78 %38 ] . Crutzen Fl van
Caillie ™ Al 2 Wik F a8 R LA WL B i =, g
T AR A A 3 G Ay G I, LA DR 2R TKCAE DK D T
FY) 22 9 O S R) Sy BE A, &1 AT SO AR Al 2R Wk #2 oD
Aveni“Mfiff ] D-score J5 2 BIF 5 A M 2k Wit 72 5 Laitinen™ i ]
WA BT B AIBE T I B BE D AT AR AR
AE 3 MR Bl P 62 B2 W 55 48 b, SIERE AT 52 Aol 2k
e, HPUIHAR R 2R B Aol 2k Mot B . S, Crutzen il
van Caillie”, Ooghe Fll de Prijcker!”, Lukason il Laitinen (45 2%
H AR ESE . A RAT Ml i) 2 DBORE AR FTE 2% ISORE AR X6
i oll % Wk AR R S SEUEAF S, AL AN T 2K R i R
HRELERD,

IAEBFIE4R I 1 AR 2 Al R Wl P A A Horpr, B A
AR M AP BRI =28 18 Al 2R W AR AR A
SRR R T Al A7 T LI 55 R DA S e A A 5 ¥ A
Ml 2R W sk RRABE AR, R R 7 A M B Al W 55 4R 100 32
WAL 5 S Al 2R W FR AR A | LR i 7 ) Y TR
TE 1) R I, 78 AR M A 7™ i A1 38 0] i A OG5 e LA UL 45 1) G 2
AR IR o 2 WE A Ay, DA SR sl o 1 2R B R A
BN TR IR R IE S, I R TR AT 5 2 st D 5 2 it
TR Z IA) B O 22 o DRIt , €0 ME A 4 2 R 3R 0 9 ) Al 2 i
Ji DR 55 Aol 2 Wit B AR 25 65 R 9T T Al AR S B 5 2R
W PRI Z (R E R o

—.HRi&IT

(=)AL&

10 #MAEH 2020 £5 158

F1 ol LT IR R AT R

i Rt T e HigR [riaE [pAikisk:
vl 199) ] 9 [kik R e 3
Laiinenl 1991) (3 40 |4 Ak 474 -6 £R ]
Yl 5(19%) 4B B kIk AR BRSBTS AR 4
Ooghe 2 de Prcher(2008) L] V% kKRR REE R 4
Crutzen 72 vanCaille 2010 )| 4418 51 [RA [RGE e M j
Lien (04 [RHEFREE 5% [RALD lip et EA R W Sl 4
Laiinen e Lokasen(014) |5 202028 10 [3d [hss Ik RN b
lkeson % (016)  [BMEZ I g2 1a biEARHIATRREM §
Lukason o Laiinen(2016) [ HE R P Ak zﬁt?n"ﬁl-ﬁ#ﬂ%?@%\#& )
Jimeno-Gareia $(017) |3 f 19 [kt RAkE ¥ T‘«l-‘#‘k&’ﬂ\{ﬁ j

FFEAEAS ok [ 2 U0 e AR RIAT M A9 333 5 A 7 £l
L. VEF R FHREAS Al 5% 7 IS R 38 M WA v o ey
FEARUBRFE , 2 I SRR AR AR A /) WL RE AR A
FENE DU & B AR Al DA BT BB 7™ ) s ] 25 5 2 SR dse K
AR TP EC N 8.84F ST (R TP SR WA ™ 1 (2016) ), 1 #
o B SR B 1 e A R AT A AR A A A B S, O
1 B PR AR A AR B ARV 55 5 o S AR Al 7]
W55 B EA AT, MRl & A i Ja — M AE R B &
ATRBE ™ 2Z 1] P SO R A B ], B R st 0 R 2 O —4

(=) & st A2 45 A7 45 47

Lukason 1 Laitinen™ffF 57 2% B « £ 8 7 117 34 1l W 55 35
B A8 AR A, DRIt 2 T f 4F 1% R 38 F 5% ) £ 1] Laitinen ™42
HH AR 608 55 48 B (L2 2) X6F A Ml B 7 T 34F 0 55 IR L A 7
G3HT RS 55 R e 7R

=2 TRl Mot 2B S35 4R

W 545 A% ik

DeltaTA(%) [GHERS =1 BERS)=-1 HEFZ -1]x 100
STA BB RO =1 BB

CACL IR R S A Bk

ROA(%) [t #9 BALRTALE -1 15 % 5] x 100
TETA T HRBEBET A BERS
CFS(%) [Ce B0 B AT +t 294008 34 )/t 18 LN ] x 100




(=) FAEHHT BT
CR MY AR P R BEFE ) SR FH M I Be O 2 U Aol 26
Wi B2 o d , MR TSR HN ™ I 3 4R B4 B A 61 W 55 4
i, JE 1A 55 46 b o X 3K 18 W 55 46 b AT IR - 437, 4l
FHIEAC e 1 R 4343 o BEJS 18 I k—-means 28 S 1
PRI BT A LA SCHRIF 98 258, UIAATE =28 AN W)
Al et AR PRI k=3, B AE AR A 18410 55 46 A
A T S BRI % 28 R WG AR A R AR
N T WEFE AL R WG T 5 Al A R Z (8] 1 5C
F L CR MR A7 1 PR R0 ) Al 2 I A 2 R R hy PR A%
i B B S B AL AR (AGE ) FILEVBE 7™ F AR XTHEL, R
BL(SIZE )15l B 78 & , #E4T 2 TClogistic M1JH (MLR ) 7347
ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ 5 R A g ( chi-square contingency test )
5 Al 2 It TR 5 2R et 2 26 T8 22 ] 19 56 2R « Lukason il
Hoffman™ B 3E 5 5 W i B K1 43Sk = 288 - AR PR3 A
SRARBI ™ 3 AL A SR R B8 AL AR ™ 5 D N AR AR st IR 2525 5
M 71T BBE 7™ o € 2 DI 14 4 4% R 3R AF 9) £ % Lukason F1 Hoffman!™
B 27518, B2 e e AS AR A Al G W IR oAy =
e TR AR T R AR P A0 D A o B AR R 40 2 T
J5 PRR 2 Al 2R e B R 23 =6 T B, Bl
W15 =2 AR T N IR R R B R WG AR 1 AR T Ak
PRI A S B M AR 1 N MR D L R S BUR Mo R 1. 2
JEAEE R T AR AR i, 4R (AGE) AR (SIZE) A
I B AT = OB MLR 3T , A 90l AR 0 MUASE I 75 fiE
SR AR 2 A 5 2R G RE Y K &R o
= HREGiL
(— )4k & Wit A2 £ A
CRMAE IS R ATSE) 1 e 184 W 55 Fa hr A7 I
T, U 6 I HE I 5548 b, 3l DURRET 1909 75 22 5
He 45 AT k—means 2R 7 A1 , HAOW A 58 . ph ik (2 G 114 4F
i PR W0 )t =2l e WGt AR L 4% A BT o L i
T B 1R55% G B2 13% G B3N 32%
F3G7R T WFFE ) = SR WO R 45 W 55 8 AR P A2 4
R 23R F8 R WG AR LA ARAE S« BIPRS00 1) Al 25 A1)
RE 1 IR S R BE ) ARG LG U BE B T ALAT
R TE AR Ay ik 2 W A o 2R MG R 2 RN 3 A A
TIE Sy = Al 2 )RR T FNEY 3 B4 it BB 7 AR 25, Dk 220 55
B, 23RO MR MO A (B —Tr
THT , 33 26 £ Ml 0 38 WSO R 0 R B M v AT AT R AL, Pl
W55 te b A6, XOATA2E T 2 R WG AR o el I, 2R
WL FR2 N3 I 55 F b AR A AN R B R Wt 72, 4 )m
THRE RN e 31X 5 fRil BT SE 45 1 AH 2 J& 19, T Laitinen
PIRIF S 4518 5 (IR AR I PR R AT ST ) 2L, BV Aol 2
HIRE ST HEARAL AL B — 248 5 Al R W R (R it A
18 PRI AR ), Hoftu e bn A8 AL U T BE-5 B A AT
(=) 8 AL bk & Mt A2

3 1l SR M AR SRR AR AL
W 4535 A% FAg 1 it Az 2 itz 3 Bk
(N=182) (N=43) (N=108) (N=333)

deltaTA1(% )* 6.1 87 16.1 16
deltaTA2(%) 114 4.6 4.9 7.7
deltaTA3(%) 21.3 15.5 2.5 16
CFS1(%)* 0.2 41.6 1.9 2.7
CFS2(%)* 2.7 0.1 0.6 1.3
CFS3(%)* 4.4 1.1 0.7 2.5
TETAL* 0.1 3.65 0.05 0.04
TETA2 0.18 0.09 0.19 0.17
TETA3 0.21 0.19 0.2 0.21
CACLI* 0.72 0.1 0.83 0.65
CACL2* 0.84 1 1.04 0.94
CACL3* 0.81 1.06 1.05 0.92
STAL* 1.86 10.09 6.2 3.28
STA2* 1.78 3.59 5.74 2.85
STA3* 1.95 2.66 531 2.96
ROA1(%)* 4.6 149.4 17 11.9
ROA2(%) 1.5 0.3 0.5 0.9
ROA3(%)* 5.6 1.8 0.7 2.9

VE % 48 k—sample P42 X p 14 <0.05

MLRAEHY 4 [ 45 5 (WLR4) R BT AHAL R W 721, IR
TR M AR 2 0 A Ml AT B BB AL/ 5 i T R W 3
4 Al A K, LR/

TEAN TRV B Al v 2 WU 8 1R ot S B A7 3 vl i
S TREAAL AR /N Ry 4% AT IR, A 3 4
M H 23 SRS S R, 22— DR R AR “E H
17, PRI AR Al R R ORI B R AR L 73 41, B Al
AR BORRRE TR B R W R 2 B AR R TR 45 2R T
R RES T, RIS AR 21 B FREARG , o A3 HH BRI

i o A RPN [Pl N L SUR S W i L e
AT B MU RS SR, RIVRUBLE R 4 Al 1 A 5 2 B L
EHE A 20, DI I S Al W 55 IR 5 AR A2 AL Y n] g
PERARE

4 MLR#E 2 [ )3 25 R A0 151 BRI
i AwidE &3 | ik | WEE | A&
Panel 1. MLR #£ 7!
@Al !
o) AGE -0.108902 0.0549 0.047
SIZE -0.382328 0.158994 0.016
Constant 0.3423491 0.585195 0.559
A3 AGE 0.0483251 0.033916 0.154
SIZE —-0.268631 0.111493 0.016
Constant -0.385072 0.424527 0.364
Panel 2. MLR # IR
x® Eu: 3| iTAE 2 iTA2 3
dy/dx p—value|dy/dx p—value|dy/dx p-value
AGE -0.0009644(0.899 |-0.0138506|0.017 |0.014815|0.03
SIZE 0.0724723 10.002 |-0.0306433]0.062 |-0.04183|0.06

(ERERT Y &Y R R DL Y Sk

Qe ML 1 A 1 DR 2R F 9% ) £ 46 Lukason A Hoffman "4 43
Pl A R E R 43 =28, I R O S B A 5
PRI AL W R 5 e W R S R A 6 2R L 25 R (L3R S)
A Al 2 i A 2 AR 5 o 0 DGR R G B 2 O R o AR
FSVE B8 W 28 WO B b 20 — 2R B9 4l i T i 4h

HAEA 202055 158 11



ERM B ANSREE M i AR £l K AR R AR 5T

PR I DR ™ L 3T — 2 Al U el 3 A R Dt DR A
J RITTRRE ™, ) UL JR T O Ot AR 1A Aol E TN
AINEBEE A T R T 2 L o 45 SR 5 Ooghe £ Prijeker® 8 51 A9 2K
W AR AR TR] , BT T S, 3R B A 0 AR A Al 1T 75, AR
i DR RN it A e ] S BT A ™

SRR L, 7R R 2R AR 3 e, B i A S R
SR 5 R T4 B e B Al e T ik R B R R R R I 5t
PR B ) 5 ) Dk W 55 o ) 1 1P s e 7 A ot il 2 5 i
SR R B AT R 5 R D PRUARL BB R, A 2 A 1) 4l
2R M3 R B AT BB P T A A D PR AR R R

x5 £l 2 T [l 0 Sk OE A2 51 Bk R

AWM BB ER A2 1 Az 2 it 42 3 Bt
AAHAHERE 48 11 23 82
RA SRR B 46 18 37 101
M Sh3R R B 88 14 48 150
Bt 182 43 108 333

E: TR p A 0.156

ORI B ARt PR B T 5 )4 = 28 2 st 55 20 WG T A
PR, BT 4R, e R, HER
(AGE) ML (SIZE ) A A8 S A7 L MLR 437 , 98 45
SRR BRI B2 . X —45 2 5 Thornhil 1 Amit!"!
J LukasonZ5PRIWF ST S50 A0 ], B Al FIAR | 4F % JC 12 i B¢
Al 2R T3 R R 2 T R ) A 6 R o

M HARAFERE

(—)#F 4137

B, CR M A AR % PR A ) & B T PRI S Aol REAE AT
FH T Al 7™ 5000« 57 — 28 S A 8™ i JLAE 28 R g 7 sl A
T A A R T AR AR 5 5 R A W 55 4 b [ e i %
b5 =, ORI AR I IR 25 AF 5 ) 2 B T BB 458 K Fn 4%
AR B Aol , 32 2 OIS TR Ay vy 2R Dt R 5 =, T
225 WIS Al 2R T AR 5 A ol 2 i PR =2 ) ) A G
K FR o T 2 T A0 DR 2R AR )4 1 Al 2 T et PR 53R 51
A = 284l 2k et B G G o

()RR

B — AR RIS ] DA JG T Aol 2R it 7 5 At B e
B YOG 2R, AN 5 2 45 SRRl R U5 38 (origin) 5, T AN
{URAF IS RIURE 25 4 FHIE , 55— R OR B3 AT DL OG i L
Tl B 5% 5 1 5 0 5% 48K, £97) A Aleman 2504135 1 308 FH 8 A
RUTHEAG 7 A0 B, 38 A oMl 2 Dok 8 il 7 XL A2
Ao BB AR 3 AT LA G A Ml 3 3R B 1) SR BRA A R AT R X A
Ml R D S e s B = R SR B AE SR AT DLl At L A
Bl R nE 52 e R A P 25 R i E 5K, R AT
2T .

S 3k

[1]Argenti, J., Corporate Collapse: The Causes and
Symptoms, 1976.

12 MAEH 2020 £5 158

[2 ]Laitinen, E.K., Financial Ratios and Different Failure
Processes| J ].Journal of Business Finance andAccounting, 1991.

[3]Crutzen, N. and van Caillie, D., The business failure
process: an integrative model of theliterature [J]. Review of
Business and Economics, 2008.

[4]D’ Aveni, R. The Aftermath of Organizational Decline:
of The
Characteristics of Declining Firms [J].Academy of Management
Journal, 1989.

[5]00ghe, H. and de Prijcker, S., Failure processes and

A Longitudinal = Study Strategic and Managerial

causes of company bankruptcy: atypology, 2008.

[6 ]Lukason, O. and Laitinen, E.K, Failure Processes of
Old Manufacturing Firms in DifferentEuropean Countries [J].
Investment Management and Financial Innovations, 2016.

[ 7 JLukason, O. and Hoffman, R.C, Firm Failure Causes: A
Level  Study,
Management, 2015.

[ 8 |Laitinen, E.K., Lukason, O. and Suvas, A, Are Firm

Failure Processes Different? Evidencefrom Seven Countries” [ ] ].

Population Problems  andPerspectives  in

Investment Management and Financial Innovations, 2014.

[9 ]Aldrich, H.E. and Auster, E.R., Even dwarfs started
small: liabilities of age and size and theirstrategic implications
[ J].Research in Organizational Behavior, 1986.

[ 10 ]Lukason, O. and Hoffman, R.C, Firm Bankruptcy
Probability and Causes: An Integrated Study [J ].International
Journal of Business and Management, 2014.

[ 11 ]Thornhill, S. and Amit, R., Learning about failure:
bankruptey, firm age, and the resource—basedview [J].
Organization Science, 2003.

[12]Tang, J. and Rowe, W.G., The liability of closeness:
business relatedness and foreign subsidiaryperformance [J].
Journal of World Business, 2012.

[ 13 JAmankwah—Amoah, J. An Integrative Process Model
of Organisational Failure[ J ]. Journal ofBusiness Research, 2016.

[ 14 JAltman, E.I., Iwanicz—Drozdowska, M., Laitinen, E.K.
and Suvas, A. Financial DistressPrediction in an International
Context: A Review and Empirical Analysis of Altman’s
Z—ScoreModell J ].Journal of International Financial Management
and Accounting, 2017.

[ 15 JParkinson, M.M,

financial distress—an empirical analysis[ ] ].International Journal

Corporate  governance  during
of Law and Management,2016.

[16 JPardo, C. and Alfonso, W , Applying °attribution
theory’to determine the factors that lead to thefailure of
[J].Journal of Small

(%% x| %)

entrepreneurial ventures in Colombia

Business and EnterpriseDevelopment,2017.



