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Abstract The risk of non-repayment of bank credit is a variable that banks are seeking to master
in order to save their profitability and to protect themselves against bankruptcy. In this article, we
have shown how to model the risk using tools for the decision making purposes using mathematical
techniques of the method of Scoring. We construct a score function capable of minimising the
probability that a client may not repay the credit at the fixed date. The construction of such
function is done through Fischer discriminant analysis and the logistic regression. The methodology
used inthis work relies on statistical analysis techniques and the probability of Scoring. Finally we
applied our approach to a given company and found that the risk of non-repayment of the bank
credit depends mainly on the loans ratios, global cash flow, global indebtedness, capital funds and
net result, capital funds.

Keywords: Banks, risks of non-repayment, method of scoring, Fischer discriminant analysis,
logistic regression, score function.

1 Introduction

The risk of non-repayment is the most ancient form of risk on the capital market and the most known in
the world. It is defined as the risk to see one’s client not respecting their financial engagement at the
fixed date [1,2]. It nowadays constitutes a capital stake for bank institutions, for a non-repaid debt can
influence the survival of a company in the short or long run, as well as it constitutes a loss economically,
supported by the creditor. It is then necessary to set an efficient system that can help bank institutions
to considerably reduce the risk linked credits. Thus, how can banks minimise the probability that a client
may not respect their engagements? To succeed, the banker must find a way to distinguish the potential
good clients to bad ones. Which needs to have at his disposal on one hand the information on the clients
and on the other hand, the mathematical tools more precisely statistic and probabilistic offering him
more details to make a decision. The mathematical tool which offer an easy evaluation regarding the
management of risk of non-repayment of credits is based on the method of Scoring [3]. It is defined as a
set of techniques which helps in the decision making: such as helping or not credit to a person or to a
company [4]. This approach permits to establish a background profile of good and bad clients from which
we can easily classify a new client within a group of membership: the group of good clients and the group
of bad clients.

The pioneer of the method of Scoring is Beaver [5], it was about to start with the development of other
models such as the Z-score of Altman [6], the logit and probit regression models, the neurons networks,
the Scoring by genetic analysis [7,8], which were then explore for the prediction.

In this article, we have shown how to model a helping tool to the decision making by using mathematical
techniques of the method of Scoring. Specifically, we have constructed an explicative model of credit
risk of non-repayment and we have deducted the determiners of the reliability of the bank credit. This
study is laid upon a hypothesis according to which the risk of non repayment of bank credit depends on
characteristics proper to clients. This article is subdivided in 6 sections: Section 2 is devoted to Fischer
discriminant analysis, section 3 is dedicated to the logistic regression, section deals with the computer
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application of techniques aforementioned as well as the interpretation of obtained results, for section 5 is
reserved to the conclusion and in the end section 6 is for the Appendix.

2 Fischer Discriminant Analysis

Given a sample of n individuals collected from a population of two groups: the group of good clients that
will be noted 0 and that of bad clients that will be noted 1. Let’s measure simultaneously a variable to
explain Y and p independent and continuous explicative variables X = (Xi)16i6p.
Let’s note by:

− Pk = P(Y = k) the prior probability, i.e the probability for an individual to be in the group k, k = 0, 1.
− P(Y = k | X) the posteriori probability, i.e the probability for an individual to be in a group k,

knowing the variable X which explains the membership.
− fk : Rp 7−→ [0, 1] ] the conditional density of X | Y = k for the measure of Lebesgue over Rp. fk is

the density of the variable in the group k.

The density of the variable X can be expressed as a mixture of conditional density. It is given by:

fX =
1∑
i=0

Pifi. (1)

We formulate the following hypothesis:

H1: The conditional law of X knowing that Y follows a multi-normal of average and of the matrix of
variance-covariance

∑
. X | Y = k  Nn(µi,

∑
).

Either x ∈ Rp a new observation of the explicative variable X. We wish to predict the variable Y
associated to a new observation x of the explicative variable.

2.1 Rule of Bayesian Decision

It permits to attribute a new observation x, the group of membership the most probable for this; i.e, the
group for which the posteriori probability is maximal [9]. It is given by:

gk = argmax P(Y = k | X = x). (2)

Theorem 2.1. The rule of Bayesian Decision is given by [10]:

gk = argmax Pkfk(x). (3)

where under the hypothesis H1,

fk(x) = 1
(2π) p

2 |
∑
| 12
exp

[
−1
2 (x− µk)>

∑
−1(x− µk)

]
. (4)

Theorem 2.2. The rule of Bayesian Decision is written:

gk = argmax dk(x). (5)

with

dk(x) = ln(Pk)− 1
2(x− µk)>

−1∑
(x− µk). (6)

The Proof of the theorem is found in Appendix
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2.2 Estimation of Parameters Pk, µk,
∑

Practically speaking, we do not know the Pk, the µk, and
∑

. In this section, we will estimate the
parameters of the model. Let’s consider the parameter θ, defined by θ = (Pk, µk,

∑
). We can estimate

the parameter θ.

Proposition 2.3. The estimators of parameter θ obtained by the method of maximum of likelihood are:

P̂k = nk

n . where nk = card(k)
µ̂k = 1

nk

∑
i∈k

xi

∑̂
= 1

n

1∑
k=0

∑
i∈k

(xi − µ̂k)(xi − µ̂k)>
(7)

Let’s note that the estimator of
∑

is biased hence, the estimator without bias of
∑

is:

∑̂
= 1
n− 2

1∑
k=0

∑
i∈k

(xi − µ̂k)(xi − µ̂k)>. (8)

2.3 Estimation of the Posteriori Probability

Proposition 2.4. The posteriori probability is estimated by:

P̂(Y = k | X = x) = exp[d̂k(x)]
1∑
k=0

exp[d̂k(x)]
. (9)

where

d̂k(x) = 1
2(x− µ̂k)>

∑̂
−1(x− µ̂k) + g(x). (10)

and

g(x) =
{

ln(Pk) If the prior probabilities are not equal;
0 Or else.

The proof of the proposition is found in Appendix.
In general, the estimation of the posteriori probability is called score function. We then affect a new

observation to the group which has a score is maximal. In general, the score function noted S(X), obtained
by the linear discriminant analysis is expressed as follows:

S(X) =
p∑
i=1

aiXi + b. (11)

where

− ai are the associated coefficients to the variables Xi.
− b is a constant.

We wish to have a quantitative measure between 0 and 1; to succeed we shall use the a posteriori
probability. Thus, every new observation will have a mark which from a threshold will be assigned to a
group of membership.
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2.4 Score and Theoretical Threshold

A new observation x will be classified in the group 1 when g0 < g1.

g0 < g1 ⇔ P(Y = 0 | X = x) < P(Y = 1 | X = x) (12)
⇔ P0f0(x) < P1f1(x) (13)

where 
f0(x) = 1

(2π) p
2 |
∑
| 12
exp

[
−1
2 (x− µ0)>

∑−1(x− µ0)
]

f1(x) = 1
(2π) p

2 |
∑
| 12
exp

[
−1
2 (x− µ1)>

∑−1(x− µ1)
] (14)

In the process of the natural logarithm (which does not change the rule of transfer) in every equation of
the system (14), we have: {

S(x) = x>
∑−1(µ0 − µ1)

s0 = ln ‘
(

P1
P0

)
+ 1

2 (µ0 + µ1)>
∑−1(µ0 − µ1) (15)

An individual will be assigned to the group 1 when S(x) > s0 and will be assigned to the group 0 when
S(x) < s0. The Calculus of the threshold separating the choice of P0 from the choice of P1 is delicate
since the prior probabilities are not always known. By formulating the hypothesis according to which the
prior probabilities are equal to 1

2 , the threshold becomes s0 = 1
2 (µ0 + µ1)>

∑−1(µ0 − µ1) and the rule of
transfer remains unchanged.

2.5 Selection of the Significant Variables

The selection of significant variables can be seen as the research of an optimum model. For that and
at the image of the optimizing possibilities, one can either carry out an exhaustive research (since the
number of possible models is finished) logit and probit, or do a test, in the circumstances the Lambda
test of Wilk’s, in order to determine the most significant variables. It is interpreted as follows:

Table 1. Interpretation of tests for the selection of variables

significant variables Non significant variables

Fischer test The statistic F is high The statistic F is weak
Lambda of Wilk’s p-value lower to the threshold fixed α p-value higher to the threshold fixed α

2.6 Validation of the Model

Wilk’s lambda test The statistics of the Lambda of Wilk’s noted Λ is the ratio of determinant of the
matrix of variances covariances intra-group (W) to the determinant of the amount of the matrices of
variances covariances inter (B) and intra-group. So it is given by:

Λ = |W |
| B +W |

. (16)

This report is comprised between the numbers 0 and 1; where 0 means that the explicative variables
explain perfectly he variable Y , and 1 means that the explicative variables does not explain the model.
Thus, the nearer of 0, the lambda of Wilk’s is, the better is the model. In order to be able to report to
the table of the law of Fischer-Snedecor (Because of the rarity of the table of the Law of Wilk’s in the
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softwares of statistics, we can apply to it the transformation of Roa in order to reformulate the statistics
of the test, which will be:

FΛ = 1− Λ
Λ

. (17)

This statistic of the test follows the law of Fischer-Snedecor of parameter (p, n− p− 1). The hypothesis
H0: The obtained model is adequate, is rejected when the p-value of the statistic of the Wilk’s
Lambda Test is higher to the threshold α fixed, and accepted in the opposite case.

Box M test It is a parametric approach which permits to test if the matrices of variances-covariances
associated at X | Y = k are equal. The statistics of the M of Box is defined by:

M = (n− 2) ln | H | −
1∑
k=0

(nk − 1) ln | Vk | . (18)

where

H = 1
n− 2

1∑
k=0

(nk − 1)Vk. (19)

In order to be able to report the statistics of M of Box at the table of the Law of X 2, it is appropriate to
apply to it the following transformation: X 2 = M(1− δ), where

δ = 2p2 + 3p+ 1
6p+ 1

[ 1∑
k=0

1
(nk − 1) −

1
n− 2

]
. (20)

The statistics of M of Box, follows then a law of Khi two to p(p+ 1)
2 degrees of liberty. The M of Box

must be The highest possible and the hypothesis H0 : The matrices of variances covariances of
group k are equal, is rejected when the p-value of the statistic of the Box M Test is higher to the
threshold α fixed, and accepted in the opposite case.

Canonic correlation The canonic Correlation is the root of the variance between the divided groups
by the total variance of the discriminant function [11]. It helps to evaluate the relation between several
variables. Moreover, it helps to measure the proportion of the variation of the discriminant function due
to the difference between groups. A correlation equal to 0 indicates that the variations of the discriminant
function are not lined to groups; and a correlation equal to 1 means that all the variations of the
discriminant function are linked to groups. In general, the nearer of 1, the lambda of Wilk’s is, the better
is the model.

3 Logistic Regression

Also called binomial model of the multiple linear regression model, it is as the discriminant analysis,
a statistic method that we use to study the existing relation between a qualitative variable to explain
with two modalities and several explicative variables. It differs from that by the fact that the variable
to explain is conditioned by the explicative variable following a binomial law. We seek the a posteriori
probability P(Y = k | X = x) where k ∈ {0, 1} and x is an observation of the explicative variable. Since

we model the discrete probabilities, we then have a constraint which is:
1∑
j=0

P(Y = k | X = x) = 1. . So the

Knowledge of P(Y = 1 | X = x) induct immediately that of P(Y = 0 | X = x). Since P(Y = k | X = x)
is a probability then it is always included between 0 and 1. Thus every attempt of adjusting a cloud of
points of probability using a line will be invalid since the line is not bound. In order to solve that, Instead
of modelling P(Y = k | X = x), we shall rather model the report P(Y = 1 | X = x)

P(Y = 0 | X = x) . For the following

part, we formulate the fundamental hypothesis following:

H1 : ln
(
P(X = x | Y = 1)
P(X = x | Y = 0)

)
= b0 + b1x1 + b2x2 + · · · · bpxp. (21)
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The logistic regression model [15] is defined as follows:

ln
(

P(Y = 1 | X = x)
1− P(Y = 1 | X = x)

)
= β0 + β1x1 + · · · ·βpxp = x>β (22)

or simply
Logit(P(Y = 1 | X = x)) = x>β. (23)

where

− Y is the binear explicative variable with two modalities 0 and 1,
− X = (1, X1, X2, · · · ·Xp)> are p explicative variables,
− β = (β0, β1, · · · · , βp) is a united matrix column of dimension (p+ 1)× 1 of general term (βi)06i6p

and with values in R,

− Logit : p 7→ ln
(

p

1− p

)
is the bijective derivable of ]0, 1[ in R. It is the function of link which permits

To express the ln
(

P(Y = 1 | X = x)
1− P(Y = 1 | X = x)

)
Considering the explicative variables.

3.1 Estimation of the Parameters β

We want to estimate the unknown parameters β. This estimation will be done by using the method of the
maximum of likelihood. We are in presence of n observations of variables {Xi1, · · · , Xip, Yi}i=1,n whose
ieme is noted (xi, yi), yi ∈ {0, 1}. The conditional likelihood of Y | X = xi associated to the observation i
is written:

L(yi, β) = P(Y = 1 | X = xi)yi [1− P(Y = 1 | X = xi)]1−yi . (24)

And so, the conditional likelihood of the model is of the form:

L(y, β) =
n∏
i=1

P(Y = 1 | X = xi)yi [1− P(Y = 1 | X = xi)]1−yi (25)

Let’s note by L(y, β) the log-likelihood of the model. In the process of the natural logarithm, in the
equation 25 we obtain,

L(y, β) =
n∑
i=1

{
yix
>
i β − ln[1 + exp(x>i β)]

}
. (26)

To have the maximum β̂ de β, we must cancel the gradient of L(y, β). practical point of view, this is
not easy because of the macro form L(y, β) and its big size n. We then need numerical methods of
optimisation to obtain the value of the estimator of β. The algorithm of Newton - Raphson and the
Fischer score algorithm permit to calculate the estimator of the maximum of likelihood.

3.2 Estimation of the Probability P(Y = 1 | X = x)

Proposition 3.1. The estimator of P(Y = 1 | X = x) est:

P̂(Y = 1 | X = x) = exp(x>β̂)
1 + exp(x>β̂)

. (27)

The demonstration of the proposal is found in Appendix
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3.3 Score and Theoretical Threshold

To determine the membership class of the new observation x, we compare the probabilities, P̂(Y = 1 |
X = x) and P̂(Y = 0 | X = x). The report of these probabilities is given by:

P̂(Y = 1 | X = x)
P̂(Y = 0 | X = x)

= P̂(Y = 1 | X = x)
1− P̂(Y = 1 | X = x)

. (28)

By using the function of Logit link, we have:

ln
(
P̂(Y = 1 | X = x)
P̂(Y = 0 | X = x)

)
= Logit[P̂(Y = 1 | X = x)]. (29)

The rule of Decision is then:

- Logit[P̂(Y = 1 | X = x)] > 0⇔ x>β̂ > 0, then the new observation is assigned to the group of bad
clients;

- Logit[P̂(Y = 1 | X = x)] < 0⇔ x>β̂ < 0, then the new observation is assigned to the group of good
clients;

- x>β̂ = 0, we can say nothing.

The obtained score function by the logistic regression is scalar, S(x) = x>β̂. We notice in this case that
the threshold appears clearly and it is s = 0. In the practice, it is inappropriate to focus on this theoretical
threshold; we must then make vary the threshold and keep the one making the forecast better.

3.4 Selection of the Significant Variables

The preliminary step in the selection significant variables is the choice of the criterion which aims at
penalizing by a number of parameter the log-likelihood, in order to have reasonable size model only
having significant variables. The criteria answering to this specificity [12] are:

− The criteria of choice Akaike Informative Criterion (AIC ) for a model p with variables, defined by:

AIC = −2L+ 2p. (30)

where L the log-likelihood of the logistic regression model and 2p is the function of the number of
parameters;

− The criterion of choice Bayesian Informative Criterion (BIC ) for a model p with parameters, defined
by:

BIC = −2L+ p ln(n). (31)

For each competitive model, the criterion of choice is calculated and the model which has the least AIC
or BIC is the one we keep. The last step consist to apply a method of selection step by step which must
be either: descending, ascending, or stepwise.

Descending method It consists to examine a model including all the p explicative variables, then we
eliminate one after one the variables of the model. At each elimination, we calculate the criterion of choice
of the model, in order to spot the model. We stop when all the variables are withdrawn of the model or
when the criterion of choice diminishes no more. The final model is then a model only having significant
variables.

Ascending method It consists to examine the model with only an explicative variable, then we introduce
one after one other explicative variables. At each introduction of those variables, we calculate the criterion
of choice of the model, in order to spot the model. We stop when all the variables are integrated in the
model or when the criterion of choice diminishes no more. The final model is then a model only having
significant variables.
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Stepwise procedure (progressive method) It permits to sort out the inconvenience of the ascending
method: once the variable is introduced, it can not be withdrawn: for a variable considered as significant
to a step can at another become less significant. Its philosophy is identical to that of the ascending
method.

3.5 Validation of the Model

Test of Hosmer-Lemeshow The null and alternative hypotheses of the test are formulated in the
following way: H0 : The model considered is appropriate; H1 : The model considered is not adequate.
The principle is the following [13]:

− For each observation xi, we calculate the forecast probability by the model P̂(Y = 1 | X = xi), that
we classify in ascending order;

− Then we subdivide those probabilities in G same size groups. In general for a very big sample, we
attribute to G the value 10. The last group, that of P̂(Y = 1 | X = xi) the biggest, have a higher
number to the others. Then, we note mg the number of the group g, og the number of cases Y = 1 in
the group g, µg the average of P̂(Y = 1 | X = xi) in the group g.

The statistic of the test of Hosmer-Lemeshow is defined as follows:

C2 =
G∑
g=1

(og −mgµg)2

mgµg(1− µg)
. (32)

Under H0, the statistics of the test C2 follows approximatively a law of X 2(G− 2) degrees of liberty. If
we designate by q1−α(G− 2) the quantity of level 1−α of the law of X 2(G− 2) and by Ccalc the value of
C2, then at the level α, we reject H0 (i.e that the model is not appropriate) if Ccalc > q1−α(G− 2), and
we reject H1 i.e the model is appropriate if Ccalc 6 q1−α(G− 2)

Residuals analysis The residual analysis helps to diagnose the quality of the regression model elaborated.
It is used within the framework of individual data (the probability that two individuals have the same
description is null) and there are three 03 types:

- The actual residuals which have for expression, ε = Yi − P̂ (Y = 1 | X = xi). They permit to evaluate
the quality of adjustment of the model on each observation. But the analysis of variance of the
residuals permits us to conclude that one cannot compare them since they do not have the same
variance. In order to solve this problem, we standardise the actual residuals by the theoretical variance
of Yi, which helps us to introduce the Pearson residuals.

- The Pearson residuals are the standardised actual residuals by the theoretical variance of Yi, and are
of the form,

RPi = Yi − P̂ (Y = 1 | X = xi)√
(P̂ (Y = 1 | X = xi)(1− P̂ (Y = 1 | X = xi))

. (33)

They help to identify the ill modelled points and their values are all the more higher than
P̂ (Y = 1 | X = xi) is beside 0 or 1. The distributions follow approximatively the reduced normal
centred law. Thus, any point out of the interval [−2,+2](at the level of confidence 95%) is absurd and
must be analysed [14]. This enables us to have criteria of validation of the model by graphic reading
of the Pearson residuals.

- The residuals of deviance, they are defined as follows:

RDi =
√

2Yi ln P̂ (Y = 1 | X = xi) + (1− Yi) ln(1− P̂ (Y = 1 | X = xi)). (34)

In logistic regression they are those which are generally used since they approach better the normal law
than the Pearson residuals. They take their values in the interval [−2,+2](at the level of confidence
95%) and the model is valid for the reasons mentioned before.
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4 Application

4.1 Description of the Database

The data used in the framework of study are those of the year 2012, issued from the database published
on the website (www.ansd.sn). They are constituted of a sample of 32 companies whose 12 bankrupted.
The bankruptcy is observed when the company does not repay totally or partially its debt to its creditor.
The reliability of a company is obtained by the variable Y , distributed following the hereafter graphic:

Figure 1. Percentage of credible and bankrupted companies

4.2 Choice of the Ratios

A ratio is an indicator used to conduct the financial analysis of companies. It is the result of a division
between two elements issued from the results account, the balance sheet, the stock information, and it is
represented by a coefficient or a percentage. The table below summarizes the 13 ratios that we have kept
for our study.

Table 2. Table of ratios

Ratio Formula

R1 Charges of the staff / global added value
R2 Gross operating profit / turnover
R3 Operating results or profit/ gross added value
R4 Loans/ global cash flow
R5 Global indebtedness/ capital funds
R6 Capital funds/ loans
R7 Stable resources/ permanent assets
R8 Financial debt/ total liabilities
R9 Permanent capital/ long run debt
R10 Stockholder’s equity/ total liabilities
R11 Cash flow/ financial debts
R12 Clients credits/ turn over AIT
R13 Net profit/ stockholder’s equity
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4.3 Study of the Collinearity of Ratios

The study of the collinearity of ratios is the very first step in the construction of a score function for the
correlated ratios bring the same information; thus will affect the robustness and the performance of the
elaborated model. To study this collinearity, we shall have recourse to the cloud of points for it permits
to indicate the degree of correlation between two or several linked variables. The reading of this graph

Figure 2. Cloud of points two after two of data

permits to suspect a strong connection between the ratios R6 and R9. To confirm or contradict that, we
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carry out the Spearman test on the data and we obtain the matrix of the following correlation coefficient:
We notice that the data of this matrix (except the data in diagonal) belong to the interval. [−0, 48, 0, 44].

Table 3. Matrix of Spearman correlation

R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8 R9 R10 R11 R12 R13
R1 1.00 -0.27 -0.34 0.15 -0.09 -0.16 0.15 0.18 -0.23 -0.35 -0.35 0.27 -0.07
R2 -0.27 1.00 0.34 -0.39 -0.33 -0.01 0.21 0.15 0.29 0.35 -0.00 0.09 0.15
R3 -0.34 0.34 1.00 -0.36 -0.08 0.31 -0.11 0.00 0.25 0.44 0.02 -0.48 0.27
R4 0.15 -0.39 -0.36 1.00 0.10 -0.21 -0.00 -0.35 -0.26 -0.36 -0.10 0.02 -0.36
R5 -0.09 -0.33 -0.08 0.10 1.00 0.11 -0.35 -0.13 -0.02 -0.15 0.27 0.01 -0.14
R6 -0.16 -0.01 0.31 -0.21 0.11 1.00 -0.41 -0.25 0.41 0.18 -0.07 -0.11 0.13
R7 0.15 0.21 -0.11 -0.00 -0.35 -0.41 1.00 0.41 -0.30 -0.07 0.09 0.37 -0.02
R8 0.18 0.15 0.00 -0.35 -0.13 -0.25 0.41 1.00 -0.10 0.11 0.33 0.26 0.00
R9 -0.23 0.29 0.25 -0.26 -0.02 0.41 -0.30 -0.10 1.00 0.14 0.15 0.04 0.20
R10 -0.35 0.35 0.44 -0.36 -0.15 0.18 -0.07 0.11 0.14 1.00 -0.03 -0.13 0.34
R11 -0.35 -0.00 0.02 -0.10 0.27 -0.07 0.09 0.33 0.15 -0.03 1.00 0.07 0.14
R12 0.27 0.09 -0.48 0.02 0.01 -0.11 0.37 0.26 0.04 -0.13 0.07 1.00 0.02
R13 -0.07 0.15 0.27 -0.36 -0.14 0.13 -0.02 0.00 0.20 0.34 0.14 0.02 1.00

We conclude then that the ratios are weakly correlated between them.

4.4 Score Function Obtained by Fischer Discriminant Analysis

To verify the existence of a strong relation between the ratios and the membership to a group, we carry
out an equality test of averages of groups; the more discriminating ratios must have higher values for the
Fischer test statistic and the p-value of the Wilk’s Lambda Test statistics must be lower to a threshold α
fixed. The results of the equality test of averages of groups is: In this table, we notice that at the threshold

Table 4. Equality test of averages of groups

Ratios Lambda.de.Wilks F ddl1 ddl2 Signification

R1 0.98 0.44 1 30 0.51
R2 1.00 0.01 1 30 0.94
R3 0.95 1.68 1 30 0.20
R4 0.98 0.47 1 30 0.50
R5 0.97 0.87 1 30 0.36
R6 0.95 1.44 1 30 0.24
R7 0.88 4.20 1 30 0.05
R8 0.94 1.89 1 30 0.18
R9 0.97 0.79 1 30 0.38
R10 0.99 0.20 1 30 0.66
R11 0.97 0.77 1 30 0.39
R12 0.81 6.83 1 30 0.01
R13 0.95 1.56 1 30 0.22

of significance of 10have a p-value lower to and a higher Fischer test statistics, which shows that they
differentiate well the sound companies to bankrupted companies. We conclude then that the ratios are
more discriminating.
To establish the equation of the score function, we have estimated the coefficients of the discriminating
function from the following table: So, the score function is written:

S(x) = 0, 458 R7 + 0, 75 R12. (35)
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The following table shows that there is not equality between the matrices variances covariances of the
groups. Indeed at the threshold of significance 5%, the p-value of the statistics of the M Box Test is higher
than 0, 05. Therefore, there is no equality of matrices of variances of covariances between the groups.
Moreover, with the canonic Correlation coefficient which is of 46,80%, we can conclude that the score
function constructed by the Fischer discriminant Analysis is not valid (although the

4.5 Score Function Obtained by Logistic Regression

The constructed model has retained the ratios, R2, R3, R4, R5, R7, R8, R10, R11 and R13 as significant.
The estimated coefficients of those ratios are presented in the following table:

Different values of Pr(> |z|), we notice that the coefficients which are statistically null at a level of
confidence of 90% are those of the ratios R2, R3, R7, R8, R10. Thus, the Score function obtained by
logistic regression is:

S(X) = −20, 94 + 1, 78 R4 + 2, 61 R5 + 19, 57 R13. (36)

The model being constructed, only awaiting validation now. To do so, we have recourse to the residuals
Analysis of deviance and ot the hosmer-Lemeshow test.

Figure 3. Curve of the residuals of deviance

Residuals of deviance analysis On the Residuals vs Fitted, we notice that no atypical point is found;
all the points, are well situated in the interval [−2,+2] moreover, the normal shows that the Residuals of
deviance follow a law of Gauss (since the majority of points are situated around the dotted line). Hence,
we conclude that the elaborated model is valid.

Hosmer Lemeshow test The result of the Hosmer Lemeshow Test is the following: At the threshold of
significance of 5%, the adjustment of the model is good as the p-value of the statistic of the test of chi
square to 8 degrees of liberty is lower than 5%. Therefore, the hypothesis H1 : The considered model is
not appropriate, is rejected we then conclude that the model is appropriate so valid.
Being given that the Fischer analysis has not been conclusive, it follows that the best model for our
database is that obtained by logistic regression.

5 Conclusion

In this article, we have shown how to model a helping tool to the decision making by the Fischer discriminant
analysis and the logistic regression, which are techniques founded on statistics and probabilistic methods
of the method of Scoring. We have presented the theoretical and the practical construction of the
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Table 5. Coefficients of canonic discriminating functions

Fonction 1

R12 0,75
R7 0,458

Table 6. M Box test of the equality of matrices of covariances

M de Box 2.987

F Approximativement 0.92
ddl1 3.00
ddl2 17832.40

Signification 0.43

Table 7. Canonic correlation and proper values

Function proper.value % of the variance % cumulated canonic correlation

1 0.28 100.00 100.00 0.47

Table 8. Wilk’s Lambda test

Test of the function(s) lambda of Wilk’s khi-deux ddl signification

1 0.78 7.15 2 0.03

Table 9. Results of the logistic regression model

Ratios retenus Estimate Std. Error z value Pr(> |z|) IC90%

(Intercept) -20.94 11.02 -1.90 0.06 -39.06 | -2.81
R2 61.59 40.47 1.52 0.13 -4.99 | 128.16
R3 -16.11 12.21 -1.32 0.19 -36.19 | 3.98
R4 1.78 0.90 1.99 0.05 0.31 | 3.26
R5 2.61 1.25 2.09 0.04 0.55 | 4.66
R7 9.14 5.51 1.66 0.10 0.08 | 18.20
R8 18.10 11.61 1.56 0.12 -1.00 | 37.20
R10 -23.87 18.05 -1.32 0.19 -53.56 | 5.82
R11 -11.61 7.36 -1.58 0.11 -23.72 | 0.49
R13 19.54 9.64 2.03 0.04 3.69 | 35.39

Table 10. Hosmer Lemeshow Test at the level of 5%

X-Squared df p-value

32 8 9,3.10−5
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score function for each technique. The validation of the regression model has been carried out by the
HosmerLemeshow Test and the Residuals of Deviance Analysis. For the Fischer discriminant Analysis,
this latter has not been conclusive at the term of the M Box Test and the Canonic Correlation. The
obtained score function by the logistic regression is:

S(x) = −20, 94 + 1, 78 R4 + 2, 61 R5 + 19, 54 R13. (37)

It comes out the ratios R4, R5, R13 are the most discriminating ratios enabling to explain the membership
of an individual to a modality of Y. The basic hypothesis according to which the risk of non-repayment
depends on the characteristics of the client is found then checked by the logistic regression technique.
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Appendix

Proof of the Theorem 2.2

We know that gk = argmax Pkfk(x). Maximise Pkfk(x) is equivalent to maximise ln(Pkfk(x));

ln(Pkfk(x)) = ln(Pk) + ln[fk(x)]

= ln(Pk)− 1
2(x− µk)>

∑
−1(x− µk)− ln

[
(2π)

p
2 |
∑
| 12
]

Since ln
[
(2π)

p
2 |
∑
| 12
]
does not depend on k, then maximizing ln(Pkfk(x)), is equivalent to maximise

dk(x) = ln(Pk)− 1
2 (x− µk)>

∑−1(x− µk). i.e maximizing Pkfk(x) is to maximize dk(x) �

Proof of the Proposition 2.4

It is important to show that:
P(Y = k | X = x) = exp[dk(x)]

1∑
k=0

exp[dk(x)]
(38)

with dk(x) = ln(Pk)− 1
2 (x− µk)>

∑−1(x− µk).

From the theorem of Bayes, P(Y = k | X = x) = Pkfk(x)
1∑
k=0

Pkfk(x)
or ln(Pkfk(x)) = dk(x)− ln[(2π)

p
2 |
∑
| 12 ].

Thus

Pkfk(x) = exp(dk(x))exp(− ln[(2π)
p
2 |
∑
| 12 ])

= exp(dk(x)) 1
(2π) p

2 |
∑
| 12

By replacing Pkfk(x)) by its value in the equation 5 the term (2π)
p
2 |
∑
| 12 is found on the numerator to

the denominator and by simplifying we find the equation 38 �

Proof of the Proposition 3.1

It is important to show that P(Y = 1 | X = x) = exp(x>β)
1 + exp(x>β) .

From the relation 22, we have: ln
(

P(Y = 1 | X = x)
1− P(Y = 1 | X = x)

)
= x>β. By composing by the exponential

function, we obtain P(Y = 1 | X = x)
1− P(Y = 1 | X = x) = exp(x>β) and by developing, then P(Y = 1 | X = x) =

exp(x>β)
1 + exp(x>β) . �
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