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/1990 182 BrAshedd gof A%Y HuTE 242 PAUGE 528 2
2ot HY2ALYNARYRTG P50 L 7P E$H T3 (Maximum Expected

Utility) 23 o] A=At 28t o] ol :‘-’:?}ﬂq Je B4 957 Bvigt &
AA A2 EUz PN oz I HAolng fuet 71gel vtz 8
71ele F27F Aok wekA vt F2719e] A8 E viFes BaE AFA
o $33 MEUR P S A3z} ghe}. 34,057709) F4719-2 0] 8319 323 MEU
EyE AT 23, 7129 o433 284 Aol7t gol e AR YEyon
A HANE NPRA2EIYARFETG A QL7 24 3= MEURH o] v
e Aoz Yegt

FoE: 7INEEH NI, P2 A2 ARY, A 857, SHIRE, AdT.

1. M2

7199 A8 7= AEAZANA B 9§ 2t gLo] F§7|To] &L A
A3 7199 olAE S AR sl 7P AL 57 RFARGRE T3 iR o o
g AR GAE AHEY AP AERYP o g i8S (probability of default)& F
3aL o] & 533} (scoring) 3] SFE o1AHES A3} whebA AF A e shakE
EE€ 3%+ Aol 2811 & & Q). Bielecki®} Rutkowski (2002) 8 Zg31o 314k
g g =72 W3t 2 Fo) A Friedmand}t Sandow (2003a)= FEEYPS BF
A F2HE (€ E°l, Vapnik, 1999; Berger, 1985; Hastie 5, 2001)0] FF -H?H’:—’F—
(risk function) Y} €43 (loss function) & T2 345 ol tid A F o] 9l llu '5"]'
3 o] & B ee Al H Y] A EZ 3] (maximum entropy) 2} -8 0] & (utility theory) 2
8t 7| £ -8-2 U] 3} (maximum expected utility) H-2H-2 Al ¢+ Th

NS HSTE 7 HFY A5 BIYFEZE AYEX2EHIARY S AHE T
Ay ol B2 2y MyPA oz A3 wkSHgT) A3 A T4 FHE HolmE
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Yol 54¢ fAsHA BdetA Zohe FEE 7N YTk Friedman 5 (2003)2 o]
I42e NYZA2Y ALY DPS HAHT U FAF FAS PAE (statistical
learning theory)ell 7183t MEU (Maximum Expected Utility) 232 A <54t MEU
232 A% ¥4 (Linear Features), ©]X} & 4] (Quadratic Features), #'d ¥ 4] (Kernel
Features)& AH-8-31o] to]El2) £ & B} FA3HA wrd & 4= 9= 2 ¥ o]} (Friedman}
Sandow, 2003a). 12]3l Cangemi 5 (2003)9] Q7oA+ ZHF 2 TAWYAZE o] &3
AYEA2EI ALY MEUR S A% F7lolA MEU 289 A%°] o Hojd AL
2 Yyetgth 28 u o] 2Ye ZH ] & B4 87 B A G AEE 9
43t ZEA Al I3 FAHAA e Rolmz $eua} 7 gl vkE H &8}
€ 77 ok mEbA B = oA E 2y 47149 ASE uEoR B4E AR
43t g=3y MEUR ¥ A 23tz 3o}

& =2oAME 34057702 SV YARE ol 8% A=Y MEUR Y-S A3 Ay
EXN2YIARER 45 v B od AA7PL AxY, T2, ALY, =4
e, 22 Hujadier RRs & 470 B4E A% AYdE 23S dASQT
EANLEIARYH F5S v Fr1E Bgirh AR Y A5 E 043 A
ol gk 7199 H7H ($F =+ )= A5 AA S8 v F235} o] E
3 2001954 2002'd AR E ol 83te] YL HASNGL 7 A5E BP0 20039 A8
g BEsa 43T L 2HSYTT

B =&Y 7A4L the 2ok WA 280A e APENAEYIARET MEURJ 9
gl vhal Lolu sk, 3EANE St F4719 ARE o[ 48 $FY MEUR
< AA%tY 2 A5E vag g v g 420 28-S A

2. MEHIIEA ¥ MEURYH

ALF7HE A3 7149 A5 = F471 Y (default) T A4 (non-default) L 7835}
7198 | FS U 4F AR, AXNAA, Ao 3 W4 E AYUS 2 3= A8
T4H o & Aol gutFeltt B =RoAE d 71YE A=A st 7199 by
HE U= BSESLE Y(Y =1 3L Y =0: A E 713191 kA A4 E
X=(X1,...,Xp)2t Bt o) v AP HFE A5 Y/ dsnr gy B
YAEA 7 W) 5L NNFEoE BHo) vt 57 Qiok WA AHHLE 59
3 FHE BE7) 9319 &Y HE (rank transformation) & 3 &, 03} 1A}0]9) ez W
BAA BT 22 R E ZEE 319} (Skomp 5, 1986; KaneT} Meade, 1998).

2.1. MEHIPERL

MEURH& 4937 Aol dua oz A8s s A8 F7Haxe hs) 2etsr] 4o
R ohgst 2o jRA) AE7ge) HARES p; (F, pr = Pr(Y; = )2 T ol p;7t
JAA FEA ) B AR ASe) HYAY <69 L Lol 2AAH F4o) 5] AA
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(link)=] o} R1Tkm 744 ghet.

b _xp, j=1,...,n. (2.1)

1
Ogl—-p

AN B = (Br,...,0) = x’bﬁﬂ°]¢ T 2edEolth Vg0l AR ol 5 HEF
ol £X & wErth= 714 Bt B4 BE FA 3o jAA 7199 S BE 52 FIA B
o o] o AR B o] fAtEES duly e 2ANEA FrkestE =724 ROC
(Receiver Operator Characteristic) &A1 #} WGRP (Wealth Growth Rate Pickup)7} 7} @
g AH&5 1 Yt} (Friedman® Sandow, 2003b).

ROCHZAL 0 B&X) Zo A B3 93] ‘0oz BEH H2x9) u)

AAG] T FHR FoAA 2yl o8] V2 EHH BEA) w8

R R4 AT HAHFL 03} 1bole) SAY U 1202 e F 2R
AL w U2, 232 oW Y g FAUTY (1L-50|5)E £HF, WLAEE £35
o2 B 2R ATHS Wl BE (LFoIE)% URES RE 7 = B et

LH —'ﬁo] ROC= ‘]Olq— OéH]-ZJ o7 _._,\«]ol_aH’] “ﬂ@%}-——?— ]_

o
3 2.12 Hosmer$} Lemeshow (2000)°] A A A 3t ROC Kol o) Z—ﬂ%k"ﬂ s _‘?_Ué} 3{%‘

7} 71z oltt.
# 2.1: ROCFA 9 o) AA ol W& 2P} 71&
ROC=49 ot A g B7TE
ROC = 0.5 2] 9 n)7} ¢l-& (no discrimination)
0.7 <ROC < 0.8 EF (acceptable discrimination)
0.8 <ROC < 0.9 £ & (excellent discrimination)
0.9 < ROC o} £ (outstanding discrimination)

WGRP: M Z3he 28 Z7ke) $E843ke) 2ol et o8 vehdy.

—_
3

WGRP = ;Z[yg log(p;) + (1 — y;) log(1 — §;)]
%Zyjlog(po)—l— (1—-y;)log(l —po)], ji=1,...,n

A7VM, pix B73HE = Ryl o8 41 A E Ll-po% AA BER 5 Fol
A ShEZ (Y =1)9) Mg dehdth &, ojd FRE Qlo] A3 s ES Bz
BEd F 9o nwste YL 53 -Mlé}a«l dFo] += Tk (AAl FAEEHS
FAH)E it Y+ JE7HE € 4 Qe ABo|Th

ROCS} WGRPE 23& H718ta 1 & 0] ety s+ Y& AEse 5t
ARES 2HT %, o] FARE AP SIS RAVOEA 7YY NESTES Y

A8},
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AF7HA AL B7HEAE A9 E vt 2ol AL H oA drht A8 st g ES
EA3E=719 JB I AR Z2 3 /\]-61-0]1:]. 33 218 B =FoA AL AR Y A=)
A EFEHREEEL X108 3T FEAIZULEE XL 3t 4 ¥ ol e #AS
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1% 23: MEURY o2 43 sAEEe] Jux

H 3o B Se AEF agolrh =3 19 229 19 2.38 o] ARE AR E A
PEAAEIARY Y 22HA 49E MEURY S8 SAEEL 4% EUEE O
d Ielth 2% 218 AHEY X, 0] 0.75 o] o) X,9] ko] 0.250] 821 Aol sat
Hl&o] A4 vehta gloy, X, 9] 0.25, 05, X>7} 0.0, 0.25 £2 = shatu| &0l ¥2 &
=9 FRo] Q&S HFT vk 17 2.201A4 8 2ol APRAAERYP o R siSE
B A5 2 Fei7 ES et 5o *WEZlNﬂﬂﬂEﬁ&i—t— 1Y 219 &
WG 3he Aol B7HssHA Aok a3y, ¥ 213 MEUS B89 o8 38 19
A EE ] FASE el E Holx Qo= AL & 4 Ak

o I“[O ﬂl'l)l
o ..|)|‘

(3]

3

tlo

2.2. MEU (Maximum Expected Utility) 23

Friedman % (2003)0) 4 Al 2+3t MEURE S 4} (2.1)S th&3 2o] A3, o|x}, 281
AP 2 st eE p, & XA

log

N2
- Zﬁlzng + Z Z /Bszxz]mm] + 221831l eXp{ al) } . (22)
=1 m2>q =1 I=1
A71NA a; = 0.251,1 = 0,1,...,4°1W o= B @ FF] A5 & WlFoR AP A7
€ 330 0352 13 H 3ol
2 (2.2)0141¢) g} 3L Y57} /\1E71°1] YA vl Fo] Alolgte 7HAANA Y =
42 RE AT 28U AUXA 2L 24 g9 oz HuAd BA| V) oprR S
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£22: =232 5 A5 it 2YE A5 v
23y WGRP ROC
AYzA 283 ARY 0.0149 0.838
MEUR & 0.0211 0.843

2] 7} 9o, Friedman 5 (2003)-2
function)& <) 3o}

B

A4 F(B)E EYoe) TheT} 2L T4 (utility

239 L= ly;log(p;) + (1 — ;) log(1 - p;)] — F(B)). (2.3)

.

AN EAFS F(B)= ANAE EAE d3NAFE 982 30 aZf=1(|ﬂ1i| +
Stzi Baim| + X0, 1Bsal) B \/zizlwu + Bz B + iy ) o EE W2,
a+= Friedman3} Sandow (2003a)°] A]¢+3F 3-8 Park3} Kim (2005) o] A 4ste] =&
T Fe2N AFEZL ud FHAFEE x2(v) cdf) AT G 0 Aol gk FolA
BEYTE AU 3 S Zeth G2 ue B9 AFol v FoIA AFHFFE T

Cangemi 5 (2003)= ZZA A7) FA =ujgol thd 1997 d 1 E 2000‘477}7(]«]
AR E AHESt] AP 2A2E3 ALY MEURY (2.2)9) AL & 229 2] vl
ZFt itk Arg & 9k 56,0007] ©) 32 1470) AT, AX QA Ao tld W8 /\}%'3]'93\‘;]'-
WGRP+ AP EA2EHIARYH T} 0.00627F 5718 T ROCE 0.0057}F F715te] Ay
EALEREPHOE MEURY S d5ol o £ohn 718 4 At} ©]A 3 Cangemi 5
(2003)1 = MEUR 89 $44& Uehz A2 o] Bu] U $3x e A4S 0
FOR 0%t qF FAT BY (2.2)9} Zo] JFo BAQel RFFgeE ALFATY. w}
2hA o] 1S T BY S LEve} 7] FEE A 2 B1FA o] 9 FEA Hih
a3 B7IAF oI AGFRe AF Tol 5l FA ¥ A £ Yo} 2yEE ¢
et 7149 AA G A oE FAINL HAHY o ge A3l I=FY MEUR Y
£ AAs Bz o

3. 2Lt SLIIY XZE 0|88 AlEIEH

Yt s AAFE 709 o)A 71Yde Rz v s AT B =R
M 2001978 20039 7HA] R ZA Aol £31A) b2 71 F & AR 209 o)A
A 34,0570} FAVYL Ao E YL £Y31, #3Y MEURFS 259 833
MEUR @] 2o thEk Xo] 58 golRuA} ek =3, 7 JF U2 2L AL
3t dFo uhel By Hol7t YA AFR A Frk 7199 ALEFL FAY A8
€ v o2 meof st B A% 249 2222 2001934 2002d AEE 71X
I RYPL AAFYT 2 95E BYo g 2003d ABE B3 424 L AU
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AEL AlRYY 16941709 F 4714, 3,612702) ITAHY, 5900709 A4, 5137749 =
2, 246770 Mooz BRI, AAL47 909 o)A 71HE sAride

Efstgich. £4& 913to] SASS JPd4 =791 SAS/IML RES 0|43t =21
#3} 4ok

3.1. BisHe gl 05

o

A

AHIEAE 9319 -8uel 47199 817 ARN &L A AFA, 94,
4859, ?Ps‘*é 254, FA- A4S e 6719 EA4RDE 4L B/ F(
1%, 2000), 2} £ 719 3G 3 gAbetA G AAFDGe R BEstd F A
@9] Zol & L}E}‘ﬂ T WS E AT 92¢ A (Wilcoxon-test) & ©]-§-3to] A€
St S5 EE AEE AL EL & 319 FE Ho Yk

A (23)% AN 7E B4 E 2 o2 59-3< (Newton-Raphson) Wi
M-3Rt 38 MEUR YA = a3 =0, az = 0.25, a3 = 0.5, ay = 0.75, a5 = 1& X
Ao =X 571X 7 BE fodittae B 5 gleng A9 o8 2798 o
3 2} a3t o & YTk

- 19H4l: a = {0,0.25,0.5,0.75,1} & 2= LA 27] 05 A3t}

N rﬂ!

r]r

AZE Mg da
%ﬂ%’é"‘“] olg, MEddgold&,cFEuLEHEE,
aa | HIFARE, AR E, B2RYZANE,
54 ?“;T—:"H]‘g, cash/current assets,
SANI A E, ERATA S, YA T3 A7)
PIEAIITE, ARATUTTE SENENAE,
Az4 —G%%H]%—?—%%, Z}?J:L-‘i] =, A7 A8 &, g AYSUHHES,
$54 83248, EBITDA Hg (419
EEEEEREES Z}%]:L«lfi, AN E,
IT719 | F543834E, 3ALS A&, AN AL, Gl gFA,
dIZ3EFA
AYBYIER, BHALEFNMEA, 54 I E, AL IS
A4 | A AL, Ao AFA, AL FA], FE618 O £A0) &,
dholddin] FApatu &
e | SEENERTE, NG, ANAENE, FEA A E,
Interest Cover, W& A A F A4, G712 A4E5E
A2 FARERZ01AE, £FHU SR EE, TR0 E, FELAEIE,
=¥ | st 2
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- 29: 3% 08 EYol TR T 0 ={0,0.25,05,0.75, 1} A 22 g s
H AAs ] 71g 2 BAYS A (29)9) @e = YL AQut
- 387 HEE o8 TR RYoIA T o8 2R AT
- 4% 4 (23)0] A7t B @A) 289 3UAE BRI
ool VBAE B3 29T B4t 3200 9 U2 Ao Yk,

E32 AE 280 ALHE 2

AdF o a
A Y 0.019 {0,0.25,0.5,1}
Az 0.241 {0,0.5,0.75,1}
ITAHS 0.098 {0,0.25,0.5,0.75,1}
244 0.012 {0,0.25,0.5,1}
TAuY 0.249 {0,0.25,0.5,1}
Au2qg 0.024 {0,0.25,0.5,0.75,1}

383 MEURE 4] (2 2)2] 0 =0.35,a; =0, ap = 0.25, az = 0.5, a4 = 0.75, a5 = 1}
Had o, & 329 B4 E9YS Ao]E Holx ok §3), BE Ao A, 071 &
U-fFHE 0 =03520 FA Y& AL, FYo] Bo|FHIR EEH B0 ¢ BiE
Stthe (5, SHEEo] B8 fle) AL gujdc. A4 39, «A4HE8S 53 A5
9] 3401 0,0.25,0.5,18 FHo2 714 WEI ESYAES E‘ﬁ—r—L doh AR E 7]
oz E o AFAFY g 0.750 & g8 E2RE0 Qs A2E YeEhgoy, A
Z,IT4], 283 Aulade] A4, a =0.759] stare-go] =4 Jehvta Qrh

3.2. @3HI}

£ ZoAA=E 329 HHE Yo AY2N2HIARY vlaste 2 H5o) 4
U FAEHYERE GotR 13} dtl. ASF e 2= ROCS WGRPE AHg3lgy A
AA5 S 4] 4FE A7) 3 E’_?"é A A A< (training set)3} 71 & (test set)S
d2le] 2 o3f 8:22 o] 303 wHE sl 25T}

F 339 PP/ AFNME AR oz MEUR 0] MIEXNAEIARFRT 1
B AoldE HoFa Yk 53], Az F9l+& ROC7L 0.080] F75te] 713 &
Z9 F71E B33 Yt

7199 Ag57Y FE=E AMANENAY DG AFASE o439 njalAH
IARES vt BEEA dlEstael] 2 olE Y8 AEE dEEE Yo
200133} 2002 A2 28-S gﬂl %}1 (%, in-sample data) ©] 23S 2003d 2} A
A A (out-of-sample data) | &8 -L &R 3A ).
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3z EANAEYRY MEUR Y
° ROC WGRP ROC WGRP
ZA A4 | 0.805 (0.009) 0.050 (0.004) 0.874 (0.008) 0.097 (0.005)
Az4 | 0.800 (0.014) 0.037 (0.005) 0.883 (0.015) 0.094 (0.010)
IT4H4 | 0.864 (0.015) 0.138 (0.015) 0.873 (0.017) 0.157 (0.022)
)

)
)
)
244 |0.771 (0.025) 0.036 (0.009) 0.789 (0.020) 0.043 (0.012)
Tamg | 0.792 (0.025) 0.028 (0.009) 0.813 (0.027) 0.038 (0.012)
Auj~ ¢ | 0.840 (0.043) 0.041 (0.016) 0.875 (0.042) 0.051 (0.036)

2T U9 e EEEA

in-sample BEAAERT MEUR Y
data ROC WGRP ROC WGRP
2002d 0.807 0.007 0.855 0.018
20013 0.806 0.013 0.850 0.025
2001d 3} 2002d 0.808 0.010 0.855 0.026

& 3.4% 20039 % FAFEL AFst=tld QoA AdxE A& (2002 A=)V 2dA
o 25 (20019 A}F) BEF H|2E o2 EL Bz glod 271d % (200197 20029)
AR BFE o83t o] Yo FAel /MY 4% Ao Yegth 3, MEUR
Fo] RPAAAR BAYCl HPZA2HRYPRY 3 Aoz ety ok

£ 3.5+ 21894 AF T ROCHFA L] AT Folx, FEFHE 289 v &S v
e 3RS 598 & 2= AEE ERVNEUVCE AAT Aolt). 47199 5
AZEC] o] YHEO ZW BFr|Yo2 PRI} 2FA ol LYoz BRI
ol FE VIEoR MYEE NPT ALYRYP N 237 Y S BRI R, BEFYS
FH7PLE EFT FZ7Q 71w, MEUR Ho) o3 FEFI AZ714A 8
# 3.6 A2 stAch & 360 W2 APY2A2ERYP L F 34057709 F271d 7+
o #F<A 9,056709] 71H4E BFOR S RRIAUT EF 64471 71FE $FO2 FF
TRAUT 1H Y MEURE S 2831 AP 228 R yo 3 $F-EFoz o F
FEHUD 9,056709] F2719%F 2,132709) 71de] AERFHAL EF-9F22 28 FH
644719 F4719F 86709} Fa7Id 0l FEFH AT 2H ] JUAF JFoIA 2 F—E
Fo2o QERHETE EF-LHY QBRI WS 2 A4S 2t o8 B
A & mW, MEU 232 AA3 Aot 9382 A 43tE Ao 2A2EH4Y 2 Yo n]3
W 2EAYL & 5 Ak
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® 35 4249 2859 E—%ﬂ%ﬁ-?k

EES ZA~EYR2dY MEURY
AA 4 0.073 0.062
Azg 0.069 0.050
ITAY 0.147 0.128
44 0.083 0.086
=Aamg 0.060 0.052
A A 0.051 0.040

#36: EXAEYREY iy MEURE S 432 &R 571%F

Y ZA2EYRYe] e BF  MEURES ARF F71%F
° $HF-EF E¥-Y 94 E%714
AA A 9056 644 2132 86

Az 3390 375 153 153

ITAHY 565 140 34 39

A4¢ 1673 124 134 16

=AmMg 1623 53 206 0

A2 474 33 14 14

4. 32

B =8dAe 2Eve 2271H4A8E o439 ¥F5E ¥=Y MEUR Y-S AL3}
. 71E€0) A<E MEUR L 50) 2 $3A 9] A2 & nigoz #Hdy 4o 3y
o] & BEFE FHF ALY T 2 AEAL B FUT 28y o] FHEH Bye
e 7149 53 s B4ty B £ gleng fEys $47|PRAEE o F

3ol R4 AF A5 F=Y MEUR Y-S A dstgict

oA 2AE ¥ MEUR Y3 7|22 NYZAAEHIARYY 45§ v ZH 7138
23, A 353 MEUREL2 5v) 9 533 MEUR S} B2 o] & RAF T 3=
3 MEUR o] AP 2AAE R PR} ROCY WGRPAA B &2 32 ettt §3,
MEUR Y2 AP AERYoz Ry AP EF-F9 LEFES dA3 A2 A
10 E5S € F AT dxEE AR E Yro] 200133 20029 AEE 2L A
BHal ZF A= RYPo g 20039 AR E TEE A 4 SHE vud 2, AXNE T=2Y
MEUR o] 7|2 APRAN2ER Y9 o EHR} R0 AL 259 A= 34
o] £t IS Be F9h
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Korea-specified Maximum Expected Utility Model for
the Probability of Default”

You Sung Park? Ji Hyun Song? Bo-Seung Choi®

ABSTRACT

A well estimated probability of default is most important for constructing a good
credit scoring process. The maximum expected utility (MEU) model has been suggested
as an alternative of the traditional logistic regression model. Because the MEU model
has been constructed using financial data arising from North America and European
countries, the MEU model may not be suitable to Korean private firms. Thus, we
propose a Korea-specific MEU model by estimating the parameters involved in kernel
functions. This Korea-specific MEU model is illustrated using 34,057 private firms to
show the performance of the MEU model relative to the usual logistic regression model.

Keywords: Maximum expected utility, linear logistic regression, credit scoring process,
probability of default, kernel function.
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