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Abstract

In view of the recent Evergrande Group’s outbreak of financial crisis, the article is based on finan-
cial risk related theory, through the analysis of Evergrande Group’s relevant financial indicators
from 2018 to 2020, combines the Altman’s Z-score model to study the financial risk situation, and
discusses the effects of the financial crisis on its own and the real estate industry. In addition, this
article offers the corresponding strategy through the above research and analysis.
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Table 1. Comparison and analysis of debt paying ability indicators between Evergrande Group and other companies in the
same industry
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Table 2. Comparative analysis of profitability indicators between Evergrande Group and other companies in the same industry
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Table 3. Comparative analysis table of Evergrande Group and other companies in the same industry
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Table 4. Comparative analysis table of development capacity indicators between Evergrande Group and other companies in
the same industry
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Table 5. Constant Z value calculation table
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