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Abstract

In recent years, debt defaults of real estate enterprises have occurred repeatedly. In order to explore
the impact of economic policy uncertainty on the debt default risk of real estate enterprises, after
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screening, this paper selects the data of 77 A-share real estate listed companies in Shanghai and
Shenzhen from 2013 to 2022, and empirically verifies the impact of economic policy uncertainty on
the debt default risk of real estate enterprises on the basis of theoretical analysis, and examines the
difference in the impact of economic policy uncertainty on the debt default risk of enterprises with
different equity properties. The results show that the uncertainty of economic policies will increase
the risk of debt default of housing enterprises, especially the higher the asset-liability ratio, the
greater the probability of debt default risk of enterprises, and improving the quick ratio of enter-
prises can effectively reduce the risk of default. In addition, through the analysis of equity hetero-
geneity, it is found that economic policy uncertainty has a greater impact on the debt default risk
of private enterprises than that of state-owned enterprises. Finally, this paper puts forward cor-
responding suggestions from the perspectives of investors, policy makers and business operators.
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1. 518

T A KR A B AT A R TR R e RS, S EARAE R RRE L . 1M 5
FEMAE Sy 28 5 S filb R B SCAEPE P, A R YA AR L AT B R AR R AR 2 O BB, LR B NP
JEALAR 55 = A SR A R AE (R S B A IS . ARG, H TR RS N, AR VF IR . B b

RO R F AL E R, & EBUN A S A E AR A TAEOR, RECH T REAEI T 5 N Ll K
MR JE H A, WAERH L BrEUR . 111485 BUR BN E PR 2 75 2 X R s b = il e A= 457 55 1 4
(ARG = A5, 35 BERANIR A M2 [ I R . AZE H AT, [ P9 A0 T 057 45 33 40 XU (1) F 7 32 B 2
SR 5B L N R 2 5 2 KRG 1 B R VRS, TS T B BUR AN 2 W 0 2 ZE [ et
BN R T S A AT N (R B4, 2017). k&Rt b2 arER4E, 2018). GUE (B E 445, 2018).
Al A P F (MR 5206, 2023)%5 5 THI[1] [2] [3] [4], T 238 4R 78 45 BUR AN 2 T 5 51 55 3B 20 R 2 1]
MRFR, JEH R R AT WA R E Z 8RR = e N m AR SAT AR AT, Al T I R 48 357
BORAE RN, RSB SIEL R me? Frf, % ER A K L sy~ w5 A EA
AN A R EA Ak, A4 BT BUR AN & T3 I 99 2 i 5535 29 RS S22 75 —AE 2 WidE T Rk
B, A SOK SRS SHERTE, RN IG5 BUR AN 2 M 1M A57 55338 20 KUK 0 52
2. STHkERIR SHFERIR
2.1. CERGRR

RSO R B SR SRR KRB 0 AR T T, — 7 T R Tt 5B 29 R (1 B2 & 7 7. H TR A
KT E L RS KB DA =2 S — R TIr R AR . xRk A
RFMEMZ Altman (1969)1) Z (ERAL, ZBRLEGHIE T — /M IENLRE /1. iR . B8 st
FORFRE )57 25[5]. Bl JS Ohlson (1980)i&+% 9 M5, KFH Logit #5484 %f Al 23471 72
RINILEE Ui R =ik 92% [6]. 28 SR A5 MR AL, RIS F UG (1) B i A A o {5 B XU FE A 2 v 1

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2023.136641 6500 18 %5 S 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2023.136641
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

s

BONTTIZ 2 KMV B (John, 1993; Stephen, 2003; F £, 2018) [7][8] [9]. tt4h, iHEREA K] logit
PR o T S RS . 88 2R 4. RS RNl ORISR AR 7 {5 P 44
RS20 . 11 Chen (2018) 41 F #ih48 I £ A5 AL 55045 FH XU KA, S 2848 75 2 M7 A5 F XU 18] 52
LF] 80%LA F[10]. AR T 58 — S8 U5 iR AFAE I ZRAH AT B 75 SR ey DA S Ab B i 830 52 2k 88 I jE, 17 565
SRAAAEL BGOSR — R RVETT A

T Ji T & R T A B BUR A i 1 e H A 5 5% 1 2 AR R 0 o AR A DA SCERIE 7L, PP BUKR
ANHA 2 B R PR AU EAR TR D) TR BUR 2 5 . ] i DL o] A BRAT 8 57 EUSE (Gulen, 2016, 44
&1, 2018) [11] [12]. FRit b, ZPFBURAE M A A 28— 148 SRR K A7 5538 20 1 X
B, Ebfnhn 8 o b T i P A 5R834 35% XSG (Pastor, 20125 el e, 2017) [13] [14]. #8t#E KoAl A6
58 RIS PR S sl R A b ) 43 5T, B R = 6 S RS, IR I A R Rl B AR, FRARAR L A i
BEREJI(Chi, 2017; R4z, 2018) [15] [16], #EMAEANAF= T R, RAR A=A EFAMEE
SUT BEAEFEM, VA GTRE ) TR, 1552 KRN (MR <%, 2018; JLE, 2021) [17] [18]. 1H
S A TFBUR AN E PR I AR A IR FE , A7 738 Dy HO b 43 53 305 1R 1) 52 0 (196 it B, 2017) [14],
AT 2 DN B B e E I (B 44, 2018) [19]. A2, &2 i\ N4 5 BUR 20 i 4
R, A A 7 T AT A M AR G .

PAA SRR, H AT % T A FFBUR A E M5 e 5 55 4 RS I 7S, 22 R A lATE b
A T B EAT SUE S AT, H M AR 1068 55 = A AR A PR R 48 B IBUR AN 52 5 151 4538 20 XU 2 T 2% &R
AR ST o JEHLE — IR et A FE N FI &, — D5 A AR A AT M 22 e (s, 53— 5T, it
FEAT AR TR [H R b A A, (R R 5 e B AR E AT, BT X —ReE AT L
FARSELARE, R RS ISR

2.2. HRMRIK

22 TF B AN E R A A b 228 B B AR A5 FE ) 1) L. IR 20 A T, e BUR I AN 3
PEDNIE, 7 T 2 G N Al A5 AR i R 1k, AR TS AR AN RE O R SO R AR BT A, A
-5 S8 73 FL I 75 B8 e SCRF A ML AN RE SN SR 3 RF e 53— D7 T, AW W 28 R R AN E 1k
b ol OB 5 ) b AR AR T Ak B B R R RIS IS, DT £ S A A 3t U2 5 i o P i B8 440 3R
MRG0V A B B 22 . BeAh, PR ECRA AT E RN, AN 17 b i s P JRURG: e Bt
TN T BB T S, BT E Y T IR e B BUR AN E R R B XU, e R 2 SR vy A 508 Ml AR
DNAMEE, ANTTTSE N T il R R % RAS o A et PR < PR S 50 ) s 22 0 E I i il ) 228 IS, T2
JRUBSE P 389 2 5 A 228 B8 TGN T Al 57 55 1 29 AR (R I HE 55, 2016) [20]. MR B £y
FEF A A A R B AN E VRO, BN T R 5 3l LR 5E Aol A e ket o #E 22 I
FIMNBRRITEOUT Aol 7 E AT B I AT PSRN, DARDRH SRR R f iy, T S 4E
R RIIE TR, T2 E TSI AR E 2 A E ST BN, IR T il £5 5538 240 (R mT RE A
UEAh, ZBFEUR MR AR S IR I A B el P, 10z AR e EAA Tl 32 8, A
1S B AP TETE K R R B s, SRS ORI T W 2, RA IR 2 E S, N
WA E R (P B, 2012) [21], SFBEOLGUSS ARG . 28 LRk, i i 2 5B A
B e PRI, BNl i) 5 55 b DR AR, R B L0 AR AR e e i BN, AT S L 5 5535 20 XU
R pII

i 1: LT BURAN 2 LS80 55 A 157 5533 20 WU

BEAh, Ak & R AR S E LR DUAR G R BUR T Hog A AR £ TR 1, AR AR
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I L LR (MRS, 2006) [22]. 7E ARBTG5t v BEA A ok, WA AEEA A, eIk
BUVE 5 R 8 A BE TR AN Sl HEOLS, AEEAE Sk I HT X RE AR,  EA 5 R BN AL
SO . G BORAE ESE I, AR o TN E RIS R A B N, A
REGE; T E A MO BUR R SCRE, RAE KK EAE S ZBW, EESAIMECOR . RATHER
o PE, ASCERH AR R

ik 2: T EA Ak, LTFBRAE Rt IR E A Al 1 i 5555 20 KR S 3K

MR LR 3T, BFESR AN E PRGN Aol 15 5538 20 KOS AL A2 4] 1

ARIF A B |—{ s e 25 |

| BEEEREHER | — | MNLLBERA| =

FRSAHIHN
J

BEXXHRFESHE &

RRITF bl g | — | W2 R

Figure 1. Impact mechanism of economic policy uncertainty on corporate debt default risk
1. S BUR AN BHE X 1l A5 5515 24 XU RSS2 M 1, 1)

3. fAREIT
3.1. BiERKIR

ASCHHC R T 20183~2022 48 A Ji b7 s ™ I A A AR B FUREAS . SRR e AR SOORT T 4
MR S 1 I R ARER: (1) SRR T REASIIIRI B SR AL 1 ps st BT AT (2) AlER TR REA

[BIH) ST+ *ST k. EE&ARCIRE T 77 KM= LA E 10 EEdE, 3L 770 MEE. AKSCHFRT
B Rk BT B 2R 2 50 2 [RIAE AR 22 o AR SR A B, B 5253 B R FH B R 449 Excel 2016 F1 Statal7.
3.2. BRIGE

AT I — 2 T RAEFTBUR AR E X B LT ARG BN R, PLERRER HA
FIEEF J5 TR 2 A5 BUR A E S I FE R, AN SO S5 30 2 4G DN 445 TR 346 495 1 A ot ATL 2550 2 A 7Y

Zscore;, = f3, + BInepu;  + B,controls; , +¢; ,

FIRAFH, iR EHEMFEA, t RRFES; Zscore NS ELI A, Inepu NEFFEUR AN E
PE, controls NASCIERUHE AR &  JHENLIRZED.
3.3. EEW|It

1. YWRBEZE— A EL R ALHEYE Altman (1969)1 & & 57E[5], KHZscoretg Bk i
AN IF S L RS, VR XRRR /R 2458, J& — AN S I 25 PR . AR Al I SR
RI A =5, 24 Zscore > 2.99 I A F] A SR R &Fs 24 1.81 < Zscore < 2.99 v, A a]FtA — & I
PRS2 Zscore < 1.81 ), AREIHUE mE e KK . tHE AW

Zscore = 1.2x (Bia H &/ 8T 77) + 1.4 x (RAFILES LA T 77) + 3.3 x (B BLRT A 5 77) +
0.6 x (M S e ThAE/F K T AE) + 0.999 x (B EF L& 55 77)

2. AR E—ZTFBURAEN . A SCSH RN 51 (2017)F1 5 7*(2021) 46 538 IR 7t [14] [23], ik
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% Baker 55 (2016) R4 (g LR ) il g (1 b B 2 GrBUR AN & VAR SRR A B EARSE 25 )5 IR BUE AR A
W U il AR T 22 07 BUR AN 8 TR BT AR AR [24] . ZA8 05 OO 12 N T B N AMHE I 7T, A SO R %
BIRPRE B M A BRI UL, SISOk, 1 2 5 BUR AN T

3. FHIARE. BT A SRS T AR BUR A e M X — 722 WIEUR J2 TH AR R H 53 ™= Al 3 55 35 40 K
B RV AR, AT 5 42 1) 2 MARIOUL 2 T 5 0 s 3t = Al £ 553 20 U R TR R o 23 Bl IE K.(2008) T3 4E
(2007). ZLEMR(2012)Z NNy, AIRHIEL. K RES . IMERE . BAIRE . =g, @888, K
R 57 25 48 2 0k HL 5t 45 Bk g Sy 77 A= 52 [25] [26] [27], BbAh, i T 5 27 Al 2 5 % 7= A, T sh #8577
] ot PR A 2 A R B e L % G B I I A A, IS A 8 R . BRI, AN S A S BRI L A O
SEEIWE T, GBS R R AR R R BRI AR,
o LA LR BB KR s AR, WL 1

Table 1. Related variable definitions

F 1 EXTEEX

RERH RS REBEK REEN
Wk R A & Zscore Ji A A 45 2 4 KK A Rk Z (H AR
fAREAS B Inepu ZF R A E HA 5 1 epu BUH %L
Inta S8/ i9N ST EARR
nalr PR AR AN
roe S G R AR A28 P I AR
opm EDl R FRE NN
AR
str FE IR e 2% B SA TR Y AR
qr AR (BB — AFIR)RE) i
cr P4 bR 4 BN SN MR AR A 5 45
opgr EDLIRA K A CEDNVUSONAH — BN B3R ED IS T 3

4. SBESHHEREMER
4.1, RS A

%2 RFEREMBEGER, RIEZERENTUAZLFEE: H—, FHHhr= el Fi%idEs
AR (Zscore) ¥ KAE N 14.27, F/IMEN-0.708, e AXMEFHR/AMEZERECR, Ui A B B 5= A F
S A NAFER R ZE R MNP ECRE, AL EARELXEEE/N T 1.320, Xtk HRTER
IR S HEE NI 55 A IR0 b, 2013 4E 31 2022 4R 1E 3 278 (™ E i AR — KLl EAEER K
M55 fatl. dhah, MIMERE, BE A RFEEL R IIER 1.761 /T 1.81, XRHKEF
Hup= 1A FLSAR L EF RIS B X . o, S BUR A E 83N KN 6.674, F/MERN
4735, ZESEL/AN, U BH bR Al I 28 B IBUR A E MR AR — B, L 2,

4.2. SCUESTHT

FEEAT BN 2 00, O 7 ORI NS R HER P, AN S AR B HEAT T AHSCHE 0, HLaE REIR
LoUFBUR AN E EM 6T 55 A A R R AR, i TR A IRASYE i 8 RO RTEN SC =, A
N T G BAE 2 (AAFAE 2 AR 8, A SO R 77 ZAK B 70 3 AR AT 1 2 AL
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Wi, A RN RS FEAA R VIFE/NT 10, BIMEISE RE & AR 2 AR L B
PEREL, L 3.

Table 2. Descriptive statistics
= 2. Wik MgIT

Variable N Mean p50 SD Min Max
zscore 770 1.761 1.320 1.531 —0.768 14.27
Inepu 770 5.878 6.016 0.689 4.735 6.674
Inta 770 5.477 5.330 1.470 2.461 9.872
nalr 770 2.854 2171 4.643 0.114 116.6
Str 770 1.049 0.276 5.496 —0.004 56.23
qr 770 0.689 0.511 0.687 0.0710 6.035
cr 770 0.370 0.248 0.419 0.0130 3.606
roe 770 0.0680 0.0780 0.133 -1.812 0.433
opm 770 0.0990 0.100 0.269 -3.339 2.224
opgr 770 2.603 0.0970 67.69 —0.876 18.78

Table 3. VIF test results
F 3 VIFHRIEER

ZE Inepu Inta nalr str qr cr roe opm opgr mean

VIF 1.05 1.01 1.53 1.01 3.8 3.76 2.13 1.64 1.01 1.88

4.2.1. EFBRTTE MR bl 5= H5EL KRR

R ARERL LGB BRI E MRS b5 AR 5155 20 KUK (B VA 25 R, A5 SRR WIAE 190 0 2 PP T
LU BUR AN 72 A2 5 {H (Inepu) 55 Aol 5 5533 240 UG 32 52 B (Zscore) i 25 Dy 088, B 224 55 3t 7= £l T s 4
LU BURAN 2 MK I, Zscore fEmR/D, b BEfIREJ wlidksy, HATSEL Mok, HaTRem
JERAE T, AV EIE &P BOR AT E M, AR EIE T 230, MIRARUEE, MiiiT
BV PR B SORFIE NGO, ToTE PRI 1 Al E XU, 2 RS B8 K XA — e R B R
M Al AT, EASEIN T A AT S IR L IR, R 1 AFIE. FERR 2 s\ T iR, A4 R
FERT LAt 5 3t Il T s ) 28 5 AR AR AN 5 088 0 38 0 b P 0 9535 20 XSS o 8 F2 i A T
PR MGERFT SO0, HAE S% KT 2, BIEREE 1 5 MBR AN, £ —EfeE B3 1
ML ST E LI K BAh, BN EERAE 19%H) B KP T 5L i 5535 20 KUK (Zscore) i # IEAH %, Bl
AV LG BB e, BEAE — R RESE L PR AL T 553 2 U, A7 B R A 50011 I 25 /K 5 4l £t
S A) RFEIER R, RV AF B e A A3 i m] DLRRAR A A5t S5 1 20 ARG . AT RERYIRIRIAE T, X T
Db 5, HEGE R RS, HAEBANE RIS, B AR R, BE0Re /A st &
BRI A, BRI 5 e A Bl B LU A7 B e, e N b LV AR AR A1 3 RURS: o oy RO B2, AT
BEARARML A 29 U . L% 4

4.2.2. BARRRMESH
12 5 T DI UG I A PR AL R A A Al 26 R 2 O 1880 2 S S R
£ F BRI SE PERS B el P AT Gl 025 A 20 R RO RN AR A T 0. M 5 TR,
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Table 4. Economic policy uncertainty and corporate debt default risk
4. BFBERTHEMS W RSZIFLRE

1 )
zscore zscore
Inepu -0.205"" -0.326™"
(0.049) (0.040)
Inta -0.021
(0.019)
nalr -0.020"
(0.008)
str 0.023"
(0.012)
qr 1.249™
(0.099)
cr 0.184
(0.150)
roe —0.023
(0.348)
opm 0.067
(0.140)
opgr —0.000
(0.000)
_cons 2.965"" 2.890""
(0.319) (0.264)
N 770.000 770.000
r2
r2_a

Standard errors in parentheses. “p < 0.01, “p < 0.05, p < 0.1.

LU BUR AN E P RA G551 20 RS SR T A ll, AT RER SRR E T, 3R FEAA A L AR XU
MIRE 59, HASZBINAAE R, X WIIE TR 2. ARBIEF LR M, 1§50
FUFRAE 1% 00 825 KPS EA 1 555 20 WUSHR 2% AR 5C; BLe tE AR 1% B3 MK TR
B AT L K &3 DRSS, AT RER i T AR A AN s B, AR T Al ) R RE
J3o B AR NAE 1% 82K 54l o1 5515 20 KRG 525 IEAHSG, B bz Lo flblmy, Aok i 5538
R RS, B AR R T [ 4. WA 5.

43. REMKRIE

BT AR RETT N MAFAEZE R, T D HO B FEAE 1R RIRANE , AR SOR T8 2 ) 38 B ALK
RBEASE Ja — IR T AT R MR S, % 6 NI BRI EIRES R, WRPATUIE . s
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Table 5. Heterogeneity analysis
5. FEMSH

1 EF 2 RE () 4&E (4) FHAth
zscore zscore zscore zscore
Inepu -0.330"™" -0.456"" -0.130 -0.053
(0.047) (0.095) (0.093) (0.050)
Inta -0.017 -0.057 0.033 0.025
(0.021) (0.048) (0.039) (0.016)
nalr -0.123"" —0.009 -0.121" -0.464""
(0.022) (0.012) (0.063) (0.080)
str 0.027 0.027 0.028™ -0.675
(0.026) (0.050) (0.004) (0.469)
qr 1.045™ 2.351"" 0.098 0.061
(0.112) (0.297) (0.307) (0.222)
cr 0.203 -1.432"" 0.654 0.631"
(0.161) (0.478) (0.439) (0.300)
roe -0.676 -0.074 1.231 43107
(0.437) (0.669) (1.370) (2.212)
opm 0.162 0.151 0.242 —3.046
(0.163) (0.317) (0.445) (1.896)
opgr 0.000 0.132 0.355" -0.105
(0.000) (0.097) (0.184) (0.109)
_cons 3.358™" 3.716™ 1.693™ 2.568""
(0.318) (0.640) (0.606) (0.245)
N 509.000 189.000 52.000 20.000
r2
r2_a

Standard errors in parentheses. ~p < 0.01, “p < 0.05, p < 0.1.

HA R Ja, ATFEBER AT VK IH 2L 67 55 2 )R, BB Z KT IFR R A2, 5Tt
TG FFE, MR 7 MR R N EDAS R AT UE ., WA R RE S, JFRA SR
SURMEEVEACF AL SR B RRBNFT S, B, TTDEMACHT R R B AR, W& 6.
R,
5. ARG R REW
51. MiR&4R

N TR s = b 55 I 20 SR AU R 5N, L BFBURANI 1 7T 3 200 Al 5 5531 440 AU A=
BRI, AT EE 2013~2022 AR)R A B BT A NI FOREA,  SSIERTAT T & BFBORANE
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Table 6. Reduce the control variable regression results
= 6. WAIEHITERILER

1 )
zZscore zZscore
Inepu -0.326™" -0.325™"
(0.040) (0.039)
Inta -0.021 -0.021
(0.019) (0.019)
nalr -0.020" -0.019"
(0.008) (0.008)
str 0.023" 0.023"
(0.011) (0.011)
qr 1.249™ 1257
(0.099) (0.097)
cr 0.184 0.182
(0.150) (0.149)
roe -0.023 0.066
(0.348) (0.288)
opm 0.067
(0.140)
opgr —0.000
(0.000)
_cons 2.890"" 28777
(0.264) (0.262)
N 770.000 770.000
r2
r2_a

Standard errors in parentheses. p < 0.01, “p < 0.05, “p < 0.1.

Table 7. Economic policy uncertainty lags the results of the first period of regression

FT 7. AFHRAHREEFE—HEFLER

@ ) (©)) 4)
zscore zscore zscore zscore
Inepu -0.205™" -0.326™"
(0.049) (0.040)
L.Inepu -0.316™" -0.414™
(0.050) (0.041)
Inta -0.021 -0.027
(0.019) (0.020)
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Continued
nalr -0.020" -0.018"
(0.008) (0.008)
str 0.023" 0.025
(0.011) (0.013)
aqr 1.249™ 1.288™"
(0.099) (0.105)
cr 0.184 0.061
(0.150) (0.160)
roe —-0.023 —-0.070
(0.348) (0.359)
opm 0.067 0.072
(0.140) (0.141)
opgr —0.000 —0.000
(0.000) (0.000)
_cons 2.965™" 3.601™" 2.890™" 3.412™
(0.319) (0.327) (0.264) (0.275)
N 770.000 693.000 770.000 693.000
r2
r2_a

Standard errors in parentheses. p < 0.01, “p < 0.05, “p < 0.1.

PR D55 55 T 20 KU RIS, AR 1 O B A AT A Al YA AN 5] A A 5 PR AL ) 52 7 ]
WHFLEE SRR LU BURRIAI S A — B R _EREIN ps it Al B 55 1 20 KUR, Rp o) e B 7 S fof 6
BT M A 57 953 2 R, TR et I Bl L 3 AT PR Al 55 2 XS . o, MBS IR 70 e SR
A, AUTBERAHE M BB A T B Alk, SN AR E I RE Ak Ht RS RE 55

5.2. FEREIL

AR B8 7 i R SAE B FERI G5B 32 DU By —E 2B MME RN (1) MBS, 7855
PGS B A F AT RN, M AR o m] R RRIE I 55 A By U DR B e R AR R, A5
5 NE TR % 8 LI 5 553 A XS, B HABS R I3k . ARSIl Z (EAE R R 1 By ™ il £t
FELINRII RN, FEGEEE I8 T A TFBERAN E X H A 5533 29 U 52, 7] A B AU 1Rl
B AL PR3 24 KUK R, BEBFORAP 555 NI R 20 (2) % T BUR B E #1055 T SHIERF A 45 R E W,
A GFESRAETE IR, B ™ 47 b 57 55 5 20 AU AS R BB (g Aolk A B s 5, BRI, R
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