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Abstract

In recent years, the development of China’s automobile manufacturing industry has steadily im-
proved. However, due to the influence of national policies and market factors such as oil prices,
material prices and competitors, the development of the automobile manufacturing industry is
facing great pressure. Therefore, for the automobile manufacturing industry, it is necessary to es-
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tablish the financial risk early warning system. This paper selects NIO Automobile as the research
object and uses Pearson correlation analysis and the entropy method to screen the index and as-
sign weights to each index. And the improved efficiency coefficient method is used to analyze and
calculate the financial early warning score of NIO. Finally, specific measures are proposed for
NIO’s financial risk management.
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1. MERETRERXBILEM
1.1. WX

[ 4127 Hayes (1895)fe - MZeHF2: EHRH KUK &8 3L, A g AU SR 52 B4 2R O T REE (1]
1M Beaver (1966)%f HMEAREAT 1478, DA B < o 2 PR 9 el Tovk i A2 97 Tk A0 Ja8 T 0 95 XU RO VS [ 2]«
IR AT 72 10 55 DRURSE Bt 2 AR IS TRD AR N B, L 22 AR A 2 (R Ah 223 O TR kAT . XIEAR S % R.(1989)
NPRNE 272 AE AV 55 XS SIS BIE T T 1 i, A TR I 55 XU 52 SONAEI 5536 sl A vh R A a2
THUAE AN 1) ) PR 2R A Aol (0 SE R 2 5 T WS 2 AH S 2, T 2 8 40 2R PR AT REAPE (3]

B JE =+ AR E N KR AE M 5 S AT TIRARIFTTL, H A R/ LA PR S
J7Se FEPRCE, TS5 AR AR T BT AR, AR F AN B e ORI AR T 55 IO AL, XA A
W55 RS 5 e s MG, TERTSS BIANEAEI 35 U o BT SC b, W55 U B3 2 1 4 ) A JR IR 2% AN 24
T, JEARBR 655 SR M 55 K, AR A AR R MR AN E R R L, (A
W 25 BRR S TR L, TP AEBUR I ATE Y, EAMUEE R, EOmaN g, &
1z AR B A AR5 o AR STV 55 RS A2 i) SCAf EE R IV 55 AR

1.2. & X BE TR ay

XTI 5% RS, T 7 v It 9, e T 9 7 ) R FRAR S ARRY, Fitzpatriek (1932)3EH 19 KAk,
I BRI 55 L EERT L, R I 55 IR AR B B AR 28 PR AN FR AR 0T I 5% IR PR 904 26 B i [4] o

Altman (1968) & s 2 A8 & 4341 75 15 FH T B 70 0 55 I T, A 73 e B 1 22 58 ™ Bl = 1)
WMAE NI TEREA, W T Z AR, X2 —Fm] DURE & 25 KU B A [5]. Blum (1974)7E Altman [
WAl b, SIN T ISR EA e bR, M T F 240, S0f T Altman WiT0) Z EEA[6]. T&
A5 N(2008)FE T Z-score B, W ARNAELRZER, WEFSME. BRGNS IMARE 175 5[7].

Ohlson (1980)f4%E | Logistic FIVATMIARLEY, ARILAMHEL, B5r=mahth. BALSW . S SissEs
X AP A= 7 A 500 [8]. Odom Sharda (1990) 28 Se g A 28 0 28 A5 Y R FH BT £ b IV 55 IR T 4 gt 5 o
Tt g5 3R WA ¥ TR &5 SR LE 22 Jn P WA B S vt (9] Py, DRk, EAE(2016) 858 & BH Logistic
S BP #HZE 25 AN AL R, BP A28 o 2% 1) P00 44 2 5 T AT [ 10]

C. Harington (1965)f2 45 2 H bRt 3, Xof Fraft 78 (ot kA7 i v, JF T 1965 4FE IR Th L
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BHBUE, AN A 55 RS HEAT 0 BT [11]. R 22 (2000) A 7T A0 I 45 IR T2 o) R, 524 [ Ah 2
FRIRH e SCR, MR P AV R s e Th 2 R 02s, ST 55 XU T A5 8, 46 BRI B st s 1 07 vk B
fai {5 SLHAERA[12]. Suhavan (2005)CATHRE R E2 LA, X A AR M A& BIFSRAE, H&EE#TT
SEBRECE M 131 BEE N 2238 5 Thk RE0E AR 7T, BRI 1 B 0T 78 REIE I Th R R B0
FIE 35 . FEELQ01)EAL G R Bk kAT 7 ek, R EARUEE X B WP Rh G2 H A 7. B
U, Rkt BUAR. BZE[14]. AHIH(2021)38 RS TR R BRI EE T 0 45 XU TR AR A, 45 SR VR e
E T TR ZR B0 060 W 4% P R L () e[ 15]

2. BIRERAMFZ KRR

21, BIREELAHER

BIRIR AT 2014 48 11 A, 2015 S FAEEMALE AL AE, T 2018 FEAMLUEFHE 5T
T, BRI G R R AR E AT SRR A F . HIE, H SIS T RS A
1B, [INSZIl 7 AR ERREFS. 78 2019 4Ef1 2021 4F, 265 SRR E. M2 B 5 MERSIT T
Ml AR ME MM . 2022 FE G S LEWEAZ BT AGET N3 22 5 Ar L1 .

BRI R & E PR RS, E SRS HOE L T H S aEs, LR SR DRI RS — A
fio BIRIRERIRBERRLAE B, FNESIEAIL TS AT, Bk s, EEE. HmE, JEE
WL T AR ROR & s, AR [ BRIA B A 0 e R S5 R SISy 3R T R AR N A, e fa i
H T BESR BES8. EFK ES6. Bk EC6. ETS. ET7 Z&57=f, BN T B AT i BB G 24,

2.2. BPRMER A4

BARFIRIREEEE NS SRENRS, N—FFEmA R 7 AR, Wls 740N
FE Y, W IER R TR EAT L SESE AR, SR EAR R, FEAE, SEESRIR AN
% EHBLT —S K. N T AT R RIS BRI SR IL, ASSCEEEE T 2019 HE~2023 HEIX A4
HiE, EHEENIE, S-SR BRI & iEhr, WEGRE . BAIRES. BigRe K ERE
T3 VYA G K o T L PRI 45 IXURG:
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Figure 1. 2019~2023 Q3 solvency indicators of NIO Automobile
1. 2019 5~2023 £F Q3 FIRAFERAE IR
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HE 1T ATCURBL, BRI REB LA 2019 45~2023 428 = 5% R e TH G IS . Bk
BH B RIR FEAFAE B AR DL I AT 8 ATBAE I VR BB B 45 RS . = R M 5, X — b fg sk
A g B 7 o 22 b2t 5% 2 B IRIE IS . BERVR AR BT UG AE 2019 9508 133.07%, fEIL HLAF
WoAE S, 2020 SEFFUE RS S 41.69%, 2023 4 EFFHE 80.78%, 1 FR [ £l %5 7= 471 57 23 3 #AE 70%
TR, VHRSRIRZETE 2019 FATREREEHIET 2, WIRRKIERIE), KRR, 176
2020 g5/, BARARRIRK, HRGERNAKENBEA RS, SAk, RERE~EMA8ERE, H
WRIHHEARA S 1T
2.2.2. BRIBENSH

BERAE A=A, i B A RIS o, 0 A AR R A L AE B K A P Rk T 9 v 7 i PR 72
i, RS DR A ) 28 R B8 ) SRR BT R B0 B BRI L . B SRIR AR LA IR B R e 0 R A 4R 4 #
RTATNFE . M T3 1 FioR, BRIV & 3R 2 AEIE FAF— AL T U, X RIAR R A &
W EE T RGNS, ARZATHESINEWER, BROLR— BAERS T, T ARIE B EFIKF,
HFEBFNE T AT A P2 0 oA = 8 R E 30 R RS 5 115 s sk B A s . B I N BR
— RYIBEG . BEREASREAE R R EL BRI E 2N, B FIGEIH FE .

Table 1. 2019~2023 Q3 profitability indicators of NIO Automobile
= 1.2019 5~2023 £ Q3 BIRAERFIRE S1iE4R

2019 4E 2020 £E 2021 4E 2022 4E 2023 ££9 A
BRI A AR —3230.74% -52.81% —34.61% —47.06% ~77.11%
ST A —-67.35% -16.42% -15.55% -15.56% -15.41%
HERE R -141.59% —28.34% —12.44% -31.75% —41.62%
FRAR Bl R A —58.60% -22.15% -11.02% —-23.88% —29.09%
AN GRS 181.79% —20.65% -30.39% —60.44% -97.76%
SSVIIES -15.32% 11.52% 18.88% 10.44% 4.60%

B R —144.36% -32.62% -11.12% —29.30% -37.25%

AR ARTT I AR R R A

2.2.3. BiGgEh

Table 2. 2019~2023 Q3 operating capacity indicators of NIO Automobile
= 2.2019 F~2023 4 Q3 FIRAEE AL IIERR

2019 4E 2020 £E 2021 4E 2022 4E 2023 ££9 A
R R OK) 0.46 0.48 0.53 0.53 0.38
TS 350 2 22 (1K) 7.36 13.58 18.58 12.03 7.23
WD B A R (IK) 0.90 0.64 0.67 0.76 0.63
1517 A B % (1K) 7.55 15.00 18.87 8.43 4.74

BRI ARTT I AR R A

M 2 TV Y 3 T AR SRR O R SOUCRR ) J e A AN T 17, 2021 SR ey » 16 3 18.58,
Wt B R S AU R [ AT EEARAN S o Ik B8 77 o e 0 R S it A B A A — BT TR A 58 777 )8 28K

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2024.132381 3092 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2024.132381

538

FER IR B e S AT /IR EEIK) E,  (ERARK TARMEAE, DA TR, SRR BT
1, UEBIAV RS, B RE . RIS IR R, 1E 2022 SFEIELMFE 8.43, Wl
FERFEEIERZ, AREMIERIIER, WERAER— B (8 A RAR, At AT RE B> o KRS, 4
B 2o Al R R R AR E K B RS o BEAORT, REORIE I HE 1 ARG » A7 AR XS o

2.24. EREENSH

RIEREN EERAREM A2 LE BT K. BRIFRSEEK. £ d HNmes. Bk
B R JERE SRR T 32 3 FoR, HATE R K 2R L R R P KRR RN LR B A7k R A
AR ERL, BERIRERIR AT T RAPRES . B B IRIR B A E 4G e R . 37 S I &
FHRNT REMERS RS, NENMAEER, 2SRRI /N,

Table 3. 2019~2023 Q3 development capability indicators of NIO Automobile
= 3.2019 F~2023 4 Q3 FIRAELRALIIEHR

2019 4E 2020 4E 2021 4 2022 4 2023 49 H
HEMKE 15.45% —58.41% —2.43% 247.89% 2.49%
AENEN RS -91.82% —432.80% 128.03% 69.25% 66.04%
BRI KR 58.04% 107.77% 122.27% 36.34% 15.99%
R -22.61% 274.72% 51.69% 16.14% 6.44%
FARBN 56.60% 15.30% 12.71% 21.99% 24.56%

AR ARTT I AR R A

3. BUATHRBUE TRIRISEM S KL EREME
3.1. TEFE IR

ASCHEHIESRRRINT , W8 1 E BZRAAE (h RV LR SROT Lty . AEAIRES . £
RS RIEREIANEIZRE SINUATT T ILE B 18 ANFEATR R, IR N N 0 T 48 Rt AT 2047 5
BRI B s e bs . DR B REUEBG= M 55 1645 o

3.1.1. FEREFIBEDIEFEXETTE 2

Table 4. Correlation analysis of NIO Automobile profitability indicators

4. FPORBFRENIERAX MR
B R BB R HEENDATEE AR AR ENETES

BRI AR 2 1 (0.000") 1 (0.000") 0.981 (0.003™) 0.933 (0.021°")  —0.959 (0.010"")
SR AR 2 1 (0.000") 1 (0.000") 0.979 (0.004™") 0.929 (0.022°)  —0.964 (0.008"")
BHERE R 0.981 (0.003™)  0.979 (0.004™) 1 (0.000™™) 0.985 (0.002°™  —0.898 (0.039™)
AT AR 0.933(0.0217) 0.929 (0.022°")  0.985 (0.002"") 1 (0.000") —0.82 (0.089")
BEA W i 2 -0.959 (0.010™")  —0.964 (0.008"")  —0.898 (0.039™)  —0.82 (0.089") 1 (0.000")

e LT TR 1%, 5% 10%0 B K

AL 4 PBIE R, BRIV B IS 2 . BRI, BRI 2 =5 2 T AR S R AR
e T L 5 RS B PR A0 B AU R R A WS RS S P o A B SRR S ) el T
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B I BES A SRRIRE A7, 100 587 U2l R e B A B IR BE T, AT R B R R B D T
JIr A ER B B 7 A 2 530 Bk v B 7 W e AR A B AR e 2 | T AR 2 BT S ) 48 R /0 B 4 T
MR E, B BAS R E LA A

3.1.2. FPREZEREEDIBFEXETTE 2T

Table 5. Correlation analysis of NIO Automobile solvency indicators

5. FIORERENEREXMESTR

RS IR HE 2 B A LA
B R 1 (0.000°) —0.174 (0.780) —0.861 (0.061%) 0.38 (0.528)
R S 2 —0.174 (0.780) 1(0.000°7) 0.444 (0.454) 0.546 (0.341)
BT 2/ x2S —0.861 (0.061") 0.444 (0.454) 1 (0.000™") 0.05 (0.936)
a7 S AL R 0.38 (0.528) 0.546 (0.341) 0.05 (0.936) 1 (0.000°)

e LT TR 1%, 5% 10%[ B K

3 5 nTRUREL, RERAIS TGRS Jifabn 2 M AAE B RIAH M, BT ATEREfiRE J1 7, A
VAR R TR . ORI EMEE. BN L RN B A7 15t B 5 SRR S SR 0 I 55 UG AR &%
3.1.3. BPREBEhIgFEXMIE S

Table 6. Correlation analysis of NIO Automobile operating capability indicators

6. FIOREZRENIEREXMEIIER
BREAEROR)  NYORHEREROR) RN RO ARREEERAR)

KT A EE R (IR) 1 (0.000™") 0.764 (0.133) 0.175 (0.778) 0.665 (0.221)
7 WA T 5 D 2 22 (1) 0.764 (0.133) 1 (0.000™™) —0.402 (0.502) 0.941 (0.017")
AN = A2 (K) 0.175 (0.778) —0.402 (0.502) 1 (0.000™) -0.332 (0.585)

B8 2() 0.665 (0.221) 0.941 (0.017™) -0.332 (0.585) 1 (0.000™)

e LT T RER 1%, 5% 10%[ BB K

WG 6 Bl vl A1, BRI B RIS B AR B J 2 R K AH SR P v ik 0.941, T3 B K4 il
AT FESHIE, AT LB SIS e 3 AT BT R AR, T DA ST T ] e 3 7 R B A D it SR A 55 XU 11
ERIRT FUAR AR, RO AS SO Bk 47 B2 ) e <.

3.1.4. IR RENEIFEXETE SR

Table 7. Correlation analysis of NIO Automobile development capability indicators

7. FIORERREENIERAX MR
KR RAREMER  HEAEEKE  BRPHERKRE SRR

YK 1 (0.000") 0.475 (0.418) —0.488 (0.405) —0.453 (0.444) 0.01 (0.987)
AN YR 0.475 (0.418) 1 (0.000™) -0.36 (0.552) -0.837 (0.0777)  —0.012 (0.985)
BEFIERK R —0.488 (0.405) —0.36 (0.552) 1 (0.000™™) 0.597 (0.288) —0.388 (0.519)

MK R —0.453 (0.444)  —0.837 (0.077") 0.597 (0.288) 1 (0.0007") -0.527 (0.361)
FARBN R 0.01 (0.987) —0.012 (0.985) —0.388 (0.519) —0.527 (0.361) 1 (0.000"™)

W LT TR 1% 5% 10%[0 5 2 K
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LT B2 7 LU B RV R R AE SRR IR AR Y B 25 (A SR A, T AR S U B
B BEAREIG AR BRI RKAR . E B KR MBS H AR BRI 55 XU T3l
EAR R IR FEYE L ARFR -

LR LR, ASCR BRI S5 4R bR BE B0 R 4% 82

Table 8. Financial risk early warning indicators of NIO Automobile

8. FIRAFEMFZ KL TRE SR

e FRIR AR

FHRE BRI AR L A B R

(Sl VRSN i SRR 7 DX (EE - QNI -2 o SN 95 i = S

HigREN BB R YUK AR TEh R AR

RIERES] B, BARER AR, HEMEM KR, SRR BRBAE

3.2. MRETEISHNE

97 R A R A R, A% SO B LT % J AR OB LR — AR
535 b A S0 T 5 RS 5 AR FE B2 WGy 0 76T 5 Py T B R 0
i — OB . LSBT

(1) fitbr—E0it

W5 VPSR P A0 IE R AR DX IRLIRRR, 9 T GEVEOM s R . AT T L,
THESCHEATIRAT—BUL. IR RE R, ().

%, =d M

’—_
xij_

Forpr q YIXRARFRIE A, A SO R X FE AR A 587 TR Ga EE: 0.5), MBIHRGEEME: 1).
(2) FRbrbrEAL
SIS N ETIE =g TR R VA N T =1 i g 1 X R O R R A AR
g bR, AT R A K Q).

Xmax - Xy
X X @
X IEm RN, HACH T KIS A 3).
Xij - Xmin
LR ®

UEAh, MRAEIRAE Ja SRR SR h B RO AL, FEAREEE AT B 0, O A E L, S
BN R BT AR AR, A @R (RS d BUE D 1):

Yj=Y,+d @)
(3) H—AALHE, W RN

P 5)

" TLX,

4) THERE, A e)R:
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" 1

e,=—ky ' Pn(p,) k= (o) >0 (6)
5) HHERMEE, WaR(T)R:

g, :1—e/. e >0 (7)

(6) 1FEMEAFALE, w, RIS j WHEFRHIACE, inl(8)FR:

g.
= ®)
Zi:lg/

B VA — A AL BRI BB N A Z(6)~(8), A SCHIF SPSSPRO #HAT 545 - L% 9.

Table 9. Weight calculation of financial risk early warning indicators of NIO Automobile

9. FIRAEVMSZ R TRETUEERNETE

T H I 55 46 b GEME e R d B (%)
ST PR A 0.862 0.138 4
el ) N
FRAR B R A 0.853 0.147 4.272
B A AT 0.855 0.145 4226
C3RA B 2 0.859 0.141 4.092
FEfiRE ) B
pu e/ =tz 0.843 0.157 4.56
i B A LA 0.777 0.223 6.498
S8 PRIE = 0.842 0.158 4.607
HIZRES RS R % 0.662 0.338 9.829
BB AR 0.603 0.397 11.56
BERKR 0.677 0.323 9.407
AENEN RS 0.853 0.147 4.278
RIERES] BERNEE KR 0.764 0.236 6.862
MBI E 0.499 0.501 14.583
HARBALL R 0.614 0.386 11.225

3.3. WWHIERES
AR HR ) 80 28 BRI B R (0 55 IR PR A 2%, SRR B TAl 95— R B AR v SO
MR L B S TAE— NMR RN RIBCE, IR R RE DR BORTH PP 0 s SRR — N sl
BB, BIRRE—NEEWD . HiFEAR:
HAIRIR B = YHIUE AT 7
RISEARIRIRG 7> = ARG + 5
AREIERR Ty = $RARBE < ARGhRE R AL
RS = WA < (ELREERE > — ARIEA )
EREA T = FRARBE < _ERERE R AL
AR = (SEPME — ARIFRAEE)/(ERE R EE — AREARHE(E)
AFEARIEAE AR N IR AR AR TR 4
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NS R ONRER, ASCEIEMRS O N, B . R ZERAER, bR R A B
1.0. 0.8+ 0.6% 0.4+ 0.20 AN SEBREEAT AR HEME PRS2 TR, 30 Hobr i R B BARHI IR — 14 .
5 prfg b i M SR PR SE PR AR TS, KT RECN 15 S4sLbrfg bk Tl S0
FRiE SEPR A IR B, ThAREC 00 B, ARIE 2R B H e ba i3 o rh, Bl Wi Rm % DL 7 42 5y
B 00 A, ASCHEME (R oA ER G ST SR E ) BREE, K AL 55 KU AN A AN S
SYRIINTCE, R, . SR D KEE, PL0.85. 0.70. 0.50. 0.40 23 E A T bR EL .

FERIAAE 2019 4R 2 2023 4EI 55 WKL 2R G VF 40 I R 22 10 Fios:

Table 10. 2019~2023 financial risk score sheet of NIO Automobile
10, BIRAZE 2019 2023 EME ML LES T EER

A it 5548 b 2019 4E454) 2020 E495r 2021 4B454r 2022 EfRr 2023 1R
BRI ‘E‘%F?&@Jﬂ% 0 0 0 0 0
FRAR B R A 0 0 0 0 0
B A AR 0 0.04 0.032489488  0.015055829  0.009702896
o a%fd%f%%z 0 0 0 0 0
a2 0.01 0.05 0.0456 0.0447792 0.033744
7 S AL R 0.03 0.04 0.030346674 0.04407472 0.039637728
B SR R 0 0 0.02266644 0.02082364 0.0202708
HIGHES) LR 5 B 3 0.05 0.07 0.09829 0.094692215  0.068372981
BT 5 0 0 0.048263 0.047781333 0.042194
HEBKE 0.09 0 0.043271144 0.09407 0.06358124
AZNEN RS 0 0 0.04278 0 0
KIERET] BRI KR 0.07 0.07 0.06862 0.06862 0.06862
RSB KAE 0 0.15 0.14583 0.14583 0.099712583
HRBN L Z 0.11 0.11 0.11225 0.11225 0.11225
0.45
0.40
0.35
0.30
0.25
0.20
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0.05 P
0.00
20194 20204 20214F 20224F 20234
—HNRe ) ——fEfRE ) HigRe)) —KIERE

Figure 2. Score tendency chart of four financial capabilities of NIO Automobile

B 2. BisRARFTBEENZHEEE
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T I 0] R RVR G 2019~2023 S 55 S RCR F D R BOE AT THE /TR 0, 2019 45 2 =) 0 55 ARG
MR N EEE, 2019 FE5 2023 FIPM LI N P,

BARKRE, ik 2 B, BERREEEGIR 17 TS 2 RIS T G B g s, ol Sii s g4
gitty, RvJRemBU3 R % 4. ERFIRE A, BRRENRINRE, ERARE R T AR 0%
WL A 135, WSRO i IR A 9% F RS 85 5% B A A3 RTS8 O 8, X Al A3 kiR 4
F IR R GE T JTEAR LR B AR ¥ N e BARAMNIE SRR 3« AT 58 G il DL JEA RN A% E ik 5540
TEPR 2R AL B AR ok T s, (Al B B BROAS 9 FH R AN A7 55 PN 7 TR 36 (DA 7 215 31 =
WMo 1EEIBRESTTH, BEORIKREMNS T E 2019 F£2 ETHESE, £ 2021 JFHEE R, BEIRRNUOKZE
FERRDLRLF, Y T EBIRSOKE TR, PIEOR IR, IR, B, (REACRE, R
KIVE IZRE S HARARLE, FEAERKIIAR . fERER I, RERIRERITS1E 2019 FF5 2021 (0]
K EF, 2023 SEBEAGFT TR, AARFEER S K. RIENTTHFER, BEORERANKET SN
S ST O AR . T VRIS ETE RN — BEARFEE R KIS, BASFHEE K. Ak
B, BERMIKRIERETIRLT.

4. FIR[FLTIW S R FHIE R
4.1. WIFERR, RAETIGE

MEHIRE I ERT, RERI 9k 8: 18 7 72 AR 2, Al S i e ds . o6, A g
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