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Abstract
The development of bankruptcies in the Czech Republic is closely related to the impact of the
global financial economic crisis, which, among other things, has also affected the competitiveness of Czech companies to a great extent. The future state of overall company financial health
can be determined through prediction models. This paper discusses the history of financial
analysis and the most widely used models, with the main purpose of the paper to compare the
accuracy of various prediction models and to decide which model has the highest prediction success rate. The sample consisted of the total of 90 Czech companies, out of which 1/2 were companies in bankruptcy and 1/2 were non-bankrupt companies. Ratio indicators of given models
were calculated from balance sheets as well as profit and loss statements for a five-year period.
The reliability of the accurate classification of accounting units is verified by a confusion matrix.
The highest total success rate of classification was achieved by Zmijevski model, which had the
highest predictive value. Another partial objective of the paper is to determine whether the accuracy rate of the bankruptcy models changes with branches within which the companies operate. The hypothesis about differences between the branches is confirmed. The most statistically
significant differences were shown between Wholesale and Retail and the Processing Industry,
with the results of models varying among different branches. The results show that taking into
account the branches the company is operating in is advisable for selecting prediction models.
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1. INTRODUCTION
Company failure and bankruptcy prediction have always been widely studied topics in business
and scholarly research, and they continue to interest researchers today, with bankruptcy prediction a field of growing interest especially since the 2008 global financial crisis (Shi & Li, 2019).
A number of different methods for bankruptcy prediction or for revealing the tendency towards
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bankruptcy have been developed over the years. Certainly, the most commonly used methods for
predictions are so-called bankruptcy models, which feature various methods although the goal
remains the same – to distinguish bankrupt firms from financially healthy companies.
The challenge of current methods lies in the growing relevance of reporting the true financial
state of the company. Determining the most appropriate method for predicting bankruptcy remains important for managers, owners and creditors alike. This has become an issue of great
importance recently as many “creative accounting” practices and financial scandals have come
to light (Remenaric et al., 2018). One way around this problem is to use multiple prediction
methods as well as to describe the conditions under which these methods are best suited. The
prediction success originally reported by authors has rarely been achieved in other researches,
and this article aims to contribute to the examination of this important topic.

2. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND
Our theoretical background describes the history of previous and current methods of financial
analysis and bankruptcy prediction in order to more fully understand these methods and to emphasize their importance for current companies.
For a company to be managed appropriately in financial terms, generally its financial situation
along with its financial management must be observed. Financial analysis is an effective tool in
the evaluation of a company’s financial efficiency on the basis of data from financial reports,
wherein the individual data are sorted, aggregated and measured reciprocally. Any financial decision-making must be supported with a financial analysis, the result of which forms the basis for
management strategies of the company’s structure, investment and pricing policy, stock management, etc. The main goal of this analysis is to provide information on the company’s financial
situation, which as generally described by researchers consists of the assessment of the past, the
present and the contemplated future of the company’s financial management. Nevertheless, the
company’s financial situation cannot be ascertained merely by the calculation of a financial statement analysis using only ratio and other performance indicators.
In the literature there has been a great deal of research surrounding the concepts of financial
prediction with reference to bankruptcy and credibility models. Credibility and bankruptcy models are generated with the goal of the quick orientation of investors and creditors with the view
of evaluating the given company according to its quality, i.e. its trustworthiness and performance. The objective of credibility models is to provide an evaluation according to the level of the
financial health, i.e. whether the quality of the company under evaluation is good or poor. In
this respect, these models reveal the level of company’s quality based on its performance, a factor which is important for the decision-making processes of investors and owners, who cannot
calculate a company’s net current value without assistance due to the absence of necessary data
(Neumaierová & Neumaier, 2002). On the contrary, bankruptcy models (also known as financial
distress prediction models) represent early-warning systems, which, according to the behavior
of the indicators observed, suggest a possible future threat to financial health (Kovacova et al.,
2019). Processing these models is important, especially for creditors who wish to know whether
or not the company is able to satisfy its obligations.
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It can now be said that during the 19th century several errors were made in legislation in the
United States regulating bankruptcy. The first US attempts at managing risk and credit reporting
were established in special agencies, e.g. the Mercantile Agency and the Bradstreet Agency. The
process of failure prediction started with the emergence of a large multi-unit corporation that was
concerned with credit analysis, and which employed new professionals, so-called “credit men.” The
forecasting of failure developed in the early twentieth century following the establishment of the
National Association of Credit Men (NACM) in the USA (Kurunmäki & Miller, 2013), following
which other systems of indicators were created in order to evaluate whether a given company faces
bankruptcy or not (Soliman, 2008). Individual ratio indicators were instituted to evaluate a company’s financial situation or its development by stipulating a single number which measured only
one feature of a very complex economic process within the company. It was determined that if a
pyramid system of indicators is construed suitably, the past, present and future performance of a
company may be evaluated, with the first such system of indicators developed by Frank Donaldson
Brown in 1912 for Du Pont de Nemours Company (Benjamin et al., 2018).
Later, much of this early work was focused on the study of the prediction of bankruptcy by statistical methods, with studies initially related to the prediction of corporate bankruptcy using univariate analysis. Early research includes the traditional studies of Fitzpatrick; Beaver; Smith & Winakor;
Merwin; Walter; Deakin; Edmister; Blum; Moyer, etc. (Bellovary et al., 2007). The first multivariate
bankruptcy prediction model was developed by Altman in the late 1960s based on the Multiple
Discriminant Analysis (MDA) analysis. An MDA model consists of a linear combination of variables, a method which provides the best distinction between failing and non-failing firms (Balcaen
& Ooghe, 2006). The original Altman’s Z-Score model was based on the market value of the company and was therefore applicable only to publicly trading companies. This model was later revised
with a complete reestimation to Z´-score (Altman et al., 2017). The ZETA model was effective in
classifying bankrupt companies up to five years prior to failure based on a sample of corporations
consisting of manufacturers and retailers (Altman, 2013). The growing popularity of the Altman
model has led to its use in various conditions with modifications for different sizes of companies
or applications in other economies. Later the British economists of Taffler in 1977 presented a new
Index by the application of the Z-Score to conditions in the United Kingdom (Agarwal & Taffler,
2007). Another way of prediction features risk index models (for example, the Tamari model) based
on simple point system on a special scale (Pakdaman, 2018).
In the early 1980s, conditional probability models such as logistic regression (logit) and probit
regression analysis (Ohlson or Zmijewski model) studies appeared in the field of corporate bankruptcy prediction (Syamni et al., 2018). According to Aziz & Dar (2006), these models express the
probability of failure of a company as a dichotomous dependent variable that is the function of a
vector of explanatory variables. There is a broad interest and literature basis for these methods.
Another significant step forward came in the early 1990s with the development of statistical and
analytical tools. A range of new techniques based on the analysis of larger data sets have been proposed in the literature (Prusak, 2018). Artificial intelligence methods have emerged based on new
machine learning techniques which include neural networks (Tang et al., 2018), rough and fuzzy
sets, bayesian models, genetic algorithms (Zelenkov et al., 2017), support vector machines, selforganizing maps, case-based reasoning, etc.
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A considerable amount of previous work in the subject area is given in case of the Czech Republic
(Kovacova et al., 2019). Evidence from other studies as Kubenka (2016), Kovárník & Hamplová
(2017), Plihal et al. (2017) and others suggest that Altman and Taffler indexes, Kralicek Quick
test, Credibility index, Zmijewski model and other foreign methods are widely used in the Czech
Republic. Many studies have focused on adapting or adjusting these models to the conditions
and environment of the national economy. In addition to modifying the existing models, new
models have been created. The first application of prediction models to the Czech environment
was made by Neumaierová & Neumaier (2005), who determined four trustworthiness indices,
i.e. IN95, IN99, IN01 and IN05. Balance analysis of Doucha evaluated companies on the basis of
four main indicators which give total rating as their weighed average (Kubenka, 2016). Grunwald
(2001) proposed index based on six ratio indicators and total points classification. Jakubik &
Teply (2011) presents index ( JT index) based on seven financial indicators based on a linear regression of logit model. Dvoracek et al. (2012) created a bankruptcy model based on MDA method. Vavrina et al. (2013) focus on validation of DEA model for prediction of financial distress in
agribusiness industry. Bems et al. (2015) introduce a scoring method based on the polygon shape
classification algorithm. Hajek & Olej (2015) connected financial indicators in bankruptcy prediction models with the language of company based on neural network, support vector machines
and decision trees. Nemec & Pavlik (2016) used standard logit model for predicting insolvency
risk of the Czech companies. Karas & Reznakova (2017) create a new bankruptcy prediction
model based on classification and regression trees. The neural network model was proposed by
Vochozka (2017), who combine both financial and non-financial indicators.
The disadvantages and shortcomings of prediction bankruptcy models are often mentioned in
literature (Balcaen & Ooghe, 2006; Grice & Dugan, 2001; Vochozka, 2010). The main disadvantage of bankruptcy models is their empirical nature, which is based solely on research results and
does not explain the causes of the financial difficulties of companies. Another problem is some
stativity referring to the past accounting period. The problem of applicability of models to other
countries or the relationship to economic conditions is often discussed in literature. Shortcomings can lie in the methodology (the question of simplicity, predictability, choice of indicators
and their nature, method of evaluation, multicolinearity of indicators, data normality), sample
characteristics (founding of company, industry, size) and data source (comparability, data availability, creative accounting).

3. RESEARCH OBJECTIVE, METHODOLOGY AND DATA
3.1 Research objective
The main purpose of the paper is to compare the accuracy of various methodologies of evaluation of financial health and bankruptcy forecasts and to decide which of the applied models has
the highest prediction value. Another partial objective of the paper is to determine whether the
accuracy rate of the bankruptcy models is changed with branches within which the companies
operate or not.
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3.2 Data
The sample and data set consisted of the total of 90 Czech companies, out of which 45 were companies in bankruptcy and 45 were non-bankrupt companies. The database Albertina CZ Gold
Edition was employed as the primary source of information of domestic companies. Information
from balance sheets and profit and loss statements (in full format, periods 2010-2014) was used
for prediction models calculations.
The companies in bankruptcy were selected on the basis of entries in the Insolvency Register.
Insolvency proceedings were commenced against these companies in 2015, and bankruptcy was
declared against these companies the same year or the subsequent year. The sample of nonbankrupt companies was created on the basis of two prestigious awards: Czech Stability Rating
2014 and Company of the Year 2015. Non-bankrupt companies were randomly selected from
these two lists in terms of their size and turnover.
In terms of the legal form, limited liability companies [s.r.o.] prevail (83.3%). Joint stock companies [a.s.] (13.3%) and cooperatives (3.3%) have a very marginal presence. The industrial branches (according to the CZ-NACE classification) C – Processing Industry (33.3%), G – Wholesale
and Retail (33.3%) and F – Construction Industry (16.7%) are most numerous within the set.
Regarding other branches, the set includes companies operating in e.g. Agriculture, Forestry
and Fishery (4.4%). The other companies operate in Services (activities in the areas of real estate,
administration and ancillary activities, etc.). With respect to headcount, companies with no more
than 50 employees (71%) prevailed. The most numerous group according to the turnover consisted of companies whose turnover did not exceed CZK 60 mil (61.1%).

3.3 Methods
There exist many models dealing with the bankruptcy prediction. After careful consideration, it
was decided that univariate, MDA-based, logit and probit models best met the requirements for
calculation and easier comparison of results with other studies. Chosen models are more flexible to calculate and are widely used for prediction of bankruptcy in the Czech Republic which
is discussed in theoretical background. They were selected as the best models for the investigation until replication of the results of new models (based on artificial intelligence) is possible.
Comparison and calculation of modern methods can be done to a limited extent only with the
knowledge of the original methodology.
The evaluation of companies was performed by calculations according to the methodologies of
models. Ratio indicators of given models were calculated for a five-year period according to the
formulas (1-11). Classification of the company concerned as a company in bankruptcy or as a
non-bankrupt company is based on results of ratio indicators and models according to the cut-off
/ threshold points. The methodology of the following models was used:
Altman Z´-score (1983)
Z´=0.717∙x1+0.847∙x2+3.107∙x3+0.420∙x4+0.998∙x5

(1)

where: x1 = net working capital (current assets less current liabilities) / total assets; x2 = retained
earnings / total assets; x3 = earnings before interests and taxes (EBIT) / total assets; x4 = market
value equity / book value of total debt; x5 = sales / total assets.
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Altman Z* score (1995)
Z* = 6.56∙x1+3.26∙x2+6.72∙x3+1.055∙x4 

(2)

where: variables are the same as Z´-score and variable x5 is excluded.
Trustworthiness Index IN99 (2002)
IN99 = -0.017∙x1+4.573∙x2+0.481∙x3+0.015∙x4	

(3)

where: x1 = assets / liabilities; x2 = EBIT / assets; x3 = revenue / assets; x4 = assets / (short-term
liabilities and short-term bank loans).
Trustworthiness Index IN05 (2002)
IN05 = 0.13∙x1+0.04∙x2+3.97∙x3+0.21∙x4+0.015∙x5

(4)

where: x1 = assets / liabilities; x2 = EBIT = interests; x3 = EBIT / assets; x4 = revenue / assets;
x5 = current assets / short-term liabilities and maximum value of variable x2 is 9.
Quicktest (1993)
Overall position = (q1+q4)/2+(q2+q3)/2	

(5)

where: The evaluation scale uses the point evaluation (q1 – q4) from 1 up to 5 for each financial
ratio (x1 – x4). The final grade (overall position) is the arithmetic average of evaluated ratios of
financial stability and revenue position (i.e. q1, q2, q3 and q4). Financial ratios are: x1 = equity /
total assets; x2 = operating cash flow / revenues; x3 = EBIT / total assets; x4 = (liabilities + loans
– cash) / operating cash flow. Note that according to Kralicek, CF is calculated as Profit(loss)
current year +(-) changes in reserve funds +(-) changes in reserves and according to Kislingerová
as – it is calculated EBITDA + depreciation + changes in reserve funds.
Z-Score (1984)
Z=-4.336-4.513∙x1+5.679∙x2-0.004∙x3	

(6)

Probability of the bankruptcy = f(Z)	

(7)

where: x1 = EAT / total assets; x2 = liabilities / assets; x3 = current assets / short-term liabilities.
The probability of bankruptcy is determined by using the result of equation Z in the function of
the normal distribution.
Taffler Model (1984)
T=0.53∙x1+0.13∙x2+0.18∙x3+0.16∙x4	

(8)

where: x1 = earnings before taxes (EBT) / short-term liabilities; x2 = current assets / total liabilities; x3 = short-term liabilities / total assets; x4 = (financial assets – short-term liabilities) /
(operating costs - depreciation)
Credibility Index (1993)
IB=1.5∙x1+0.08∙x2+10∙x3+5∙x4+0.3∙x5+0.1∙x 6	

(9)

where: x1 = Cash Flow / Total liabilities and Equity; x2 = Total Capital / Total liabilities and
Equity; x3 = EBIT / Total Capital; x4 = EBT / Revenues; x5 = Inventory / Total Assets; x6 =
Equity / Total Capital.
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Index of Bonity (2001)
GIB=1/6∙(x1/(interest rate)+x2/(interest rate ∙ (1-tax rate))+x3/1.2+x4/0.7+x5/0.3+x6/2.5)

(10)

where: x1 (ROA) = EBTI / total assets; x2 (ROE) = EAT / equity; x3 (Operating quick ratio) =
(short-term receivables + short-term financial assets) / short-term liabilities; x4 (Inventory to
working capital) = (current assets – short-term liabilities – short-term bank credits) / inventories;
x5 (Net credits) = (EAT + depreciation) / (liabilities – reserves – short-term financial assets; x6
(Times interest Earned Ratio) = EBIT / interests.
Balance Analysis I. (1996)
BA I=(2∙S+4∙L+1∙A+5∙R)/12	

(11)

where: Index of stability (S) = equity / total assets; Index of liquidity (L) = (short-term financial
property + receivables) / 2.17 ∙ current liabilities; Index of activity (A) = gross revenue / total
liabilities; Index of rentability (R) = 8 ∙ EAT / equity
Classification Model
The reliability of the accurate classification of units may be verified by a confusion matrix, showing numbers of accurately categorized units along the diagonal, and numbers of erroneously
categorized units outside the diagonal (Fawcett, 2006). The confusion matrix reflects, in a wellorganized manner, the division into classes, proceeding from two possible conditions, which are
indicated as positive or negative. Its boxes will be formed by combination of the categorization of
objects into classes based on reality and their classification. The grey zone extends the confusion
matrix into form 2 x 3 and it is not included in the class of accurate and erroneous classifications.
The success rate of the models is measured over a five-year period, on the basis of determination
of accurate classification (i.e. prosperous / non-bankrupt companies are classified with a good
“financial health”, companies in bankruptcy as companies in “financial distress”), and errors in
types I and II in the confusion matrix. The total success rate equals the difference of accuracy
(ACC) and error rate (ERR) of the model.
ERR = “FP + FN” /”TP + TN + FP + FN” 

(12)

ACC = “TP + TN” /”TP + TN + FP + FN” 

(13)

where:

TN – truly negative observations classified as negative
FP – truly negative observations classified as positive (error I)
FN – truly positive observations classified as negative (error II)
TP – truly positive observations classified as positive

Total success rate of classification = ACC – ERR

(14)

Statistical evaluation
The obtained results were then subjected to statistical analysis by “individual tests of equal and
given proportions without correlation to continuity”. In particular, statistical hypotheses were
formulated for each category of company branches:
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yy (H0) The null hypothesis: there is no difference in total success rate of models classification
among companies from various branches.
yy (H A) The statistical alternative hypothesis: there is a difference in the total success rate of
models classification among companies from various branches in at least one case.
The results are interpreted at alpha significance level = 0.05 using p-value. The Holm’s method
of adjusting the level of significance reached was used in the case of multiple comparisons of
relative frequencies. The evaluation of statistical tests is performed using R 3.5.3.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The results are structured as follows: development and introduction to bankruptcy in The Czech
Republic in the last 10 years including global financial crisis, results of models evaluation and
comparing models results for various branches.

4.1 The development of bankruptcy in the Czech Republic in the last 10 years
In the last decade, the number of insolvency proceedings and the annual number of bankruptcies have considerably changed in the Czech Republic. The number of insolvency proceedings in
the year 2008 was 5,354 and the number peaks in the year 2013 (36,909 insolvency proceedings).
Since this year, the number of insolvency proposals was gradually declining to 20,695 in 2018
(Crefoport, 2019). A similar trend is reported by the number of bankruptcies declared in the
Czech Republic, which reached its historical maximum in 2014 (2,403 bankruptcy companies).
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Fig. 1 – Numbers of bankruptcy companies in the Czech Republic in the years 2008-2018. Source: Crefoport
(2019)

Our study is focused on the period when, the number of bankruptcy declaration showed an increasing trend. Although it may seem outdated, it is important to evaluate this data. The current
economic growth cannot last forever, companies must now prepare for the next crisis. Findings
from a similar period in history will be important for the future. The development of bankrupt115
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cies in the Czech Republic is depicted in Figure 1. Of course, this development is closely related
to the impact of the global financial economic crisis, which, among other things, also influenced
the competitiveness of Czech companies to a large extent.
The most insolvency proceedings for legal entities end with a declaration of bankruptcy (unless
the proceeding is rejected due to lack of company assets or rejected for formal reasons), i.e. most
often by bankruptcy or reorganization. Bankruptcy declaration brings the relative satisfaction
of the creditors’ claims. Schönfeld et al. (2013) state that between 2008 and 2012, the average
level of creditors’ satisfaction was found to be only 3.62%. It is because bankruptcy and bad
financial health represent not only a financial threat for the company itself, but also for its business partners. Therefore, it is necessary to monitor it and predict it regularly. Then, a regular
company assessment of using bankruptcy or creditworthy models can be a significant competitive advantage.

4.2 Results of models evaluation
The calculation by means of the confusion matrix was carried out for each model. The success
rate of the evaluation of classification of the models was determined based on the results of confusion matrices, specifically the total average error rate and classification accuracy in percentage
terms. The results show that the lowest error rate was achieved by Kralicek Quicktest (1.56%).
On the contrary, the highest error rate was reached by Taffler model (36.67%) and its modified
version (34.89%). Comparison of the error rate of classification of the individual models is illustrated in Figure 2 below.
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Fig. 2 – Evaluation according to the error rate (ERR), accuracy (ACC) and total success rate of classification.
Source: own research

When the individual models are evaluated based on the accuracy of classification (Figure 2), the
highest total average accuracy is achieved by Zmijewski model (86.22%). Altman model Z* is another model exceeding 80% of accuracy (average value 82.44%). Other models have reached low116

joc2020-1-v3.indd 116

Journal of Competitiveness

23.3.2020 8:35:11

er values of the total accuracy of classification. On the contrary, the lowest rate of classification
accuracy was identified for index IN99 (approximately 35.33%) and Credibility index (39.56%).
With respect to the fact that the evaluation of accuracy and error rate of classifications yields
different results (the best and worst evaluated models differ), it will be suitable to determine the
total success rate of models on the basis of combination of both methodologies.
Differences were caused by one of the methodical problems, specifically the “grey zone” (intermediate classification stages are not indicated as the grey zone in the Credibility index and
Grünwald index of bonity, but still perform a similar function). The classification of the portion
of companies in intermediate classification stages (and the grey zone) prevails in Grünwald index
of bonity, IN99 and Credibility Index (IB). On the contrary, the grey zone is not considered by
Taffler model and Zmijewski model.
In order to exclude the effect of intermediate stages and the grey zone in the classification, the
summary indicator of success rate was obtained by deducting the total error from the accuracy of
classification of the individual models. Accordingly, the result signifies both the accuracy and error rate of the classification. A higher value corresponds to a better total success rate of the given
model. This procedure allows for comparison of the individual models irrespective whether the
grey zone has been defined or not.
The highest total success rate of classification (Figure 3) was achieved by Zmijevski model
(72.44%) thanks to the high level of accuracy and low error rate. A very good position was also
achieved by Altman Index Z* (70.67%). Regarding the Czech models, index IN05 (59.33%) can
be recommended. On the other hand, the worst position was reached by index IN99 (22.22%),
chiefly due to the low accuracy of classification. The Taffler model has proved to have poor classification ability (26.67%). Their weak points include the high error rate in particular.
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Fig. 3 – Evaluation according to the total success rate in the years 2010-2014 (%). Source: own research

In addition to the confusion matrix, ROC curves are used to evaluate the accuracy of the models.
This method is used quite often, for example in the study of Karas & Reznakova (2018). Unfortu117
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nately, this method is not very suitable for comparing 10 models, as was performed in our study.
Due to plotting a larger number of ROC curves in a single graph, a process which can be quite
complicated, only the confusion matrix is used in this study.

4.3 The comparison of models results for various branches
As for the impact on classification, differences in the total success rate of the models were evaluated
for various branches (construction industry, wholesale and retail, processing industry), with differences in the success rate of classification of the models across the individual branches summarized
in Figure 4. Overall, the Altman models Z´ and Z* and also Zmijewski prevailed in terms of good
results. The models that achieve the worst evaluation across the branches are the Taffler model and
the index IN99.
The construction industry (15 companies in total) saw an improvement in the average success
rate especially with index IN99 and Grünwald index of bonity. Index IN99 even reached a higher
evaluation level in the construction industry as compared with the other branches (relatively good
results are also obtained by this index in wholesale and retail). Contrariwise, the total success rate
of Balance Analysis I deteriorated, mainly due to an increase in the error rate. A zero error rate was
recorded for Kralicek Quicktest.
Retail and wholesale (30 companies in total) was characterized by a decrease in the success rate for
the otherwise dominant models, i.e. Altman Z and Z*, and also the Zmijewski model. In comparison with other branches, the Taffler model plunged to its lowest value level (the worst result of all
for this model). With the exception of index IN99 and Balance Analysis I, the average error rate
increased for all the other models.
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In the processing industry (30 companies), the success rate of classification rose for all models
except the index IN99. The average error rate dropped for every model. The maximal success rate
was reached by the index IN05 and the Taffler model. This result was likely caused by the inclusion
of manufacturing companies, which the Taffler model identified as successful. Interestingly, the
success rate of the Altman model Z* overtook that of the Zmijewski model, the model that showed
the best results in other cases.

Fig. 4 – Evaluation of models in different branches based on the total success rate (%). Source: own research
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In the other branches (15 companies), predominantly operating in the area of services, the success rate of the index IN99 and Balance Analysis I dropped to the minimum level. For both models, the main reason for this was the error rate of classification. In comparison with the results
in the other branches, the maximum values of success were reached by the Kralicek Quicktest
and the Credibility Index.

4.4 Evaluation of hypothesis H0
At the 5% level of significance, we reject the null hypothesis H0 for all the analyzed models
except IN05 (p-value = 0.0877). The Credibility index (p-value = 0.6908). Altman Z*, IN99,
Taffler and Zmijevski models show the major differences between the branches. A deeper
analysis shows that the most statistically significant differences can be found between Wholesale and Retail and the Processing Industry, especially for both Altman models Z and Z*, IN99,
the Taffler model and Zmijewski. The biggest difference between branches (the Construction
Industry and Wholesale and Retail) was found in Altman Z*, GIB and the Zmijewski model.
Statistically significant differences between the Construction Industry and the Processing
Industry were shown in only two models (IN99 and Taffler).
The results show that the type of branch analyzed affects the success rate of credibility and bankruptcy models to a considerable extent, a finding confirmed by the results of earlier research.
Kopta (2009) shows that in the agricultural sector the success of the classification of the different models varies as well. This supports our conclusion that the industry in which the company
operates influences the success of model classification. A comparison of results of different
credibility models in the textile industry were presented by Kovárník & Hamplová (2017), with
the findings showing that differences between given models exist. The most critical model is
the Grünwald Index of Bonity (Grünwald, 2001), a model which showed the highest number of
companies in the distress zone. Unfortunately, this study does not indicate the true state of the
company, and therefore it is not possible to determine which model was the most accurate. A
study of the success rate in a prediction in the construction industry was proposed by Lunacek
(2015), who found in construction industry with the Zmijewski model a success rate of 95%.
These results are remarkably close to our findings. An assessment regarding the prediction of
success rate of ths core of the Altman Z* model by Kubenka & Kralova (2013) provides similarly
good results. These studies confirmed the good performance of Zmijewski model and Altman
Z* in the construction industry.
Almost every method used for statistical or other corporate failure prediction has some limitations or problems in specific conditions. Among other measurments, these limitations obviously
also affect the level of accuracy of model results in subsequent comparisons. These limitations
and problems are more precisely identified in a research project describing 35 years of studies on
business failure (Balcaen & Ooghe, 2006). It is recommended that each company use multiple
models to evaluate its financial health, as different problems may be revealed by different models.
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5. CONCLUSION
During the global economic crisis, the number of insolvency proceedings and the number of
bankruptcies in the Czech Republic significantly changed. Our article focuses on the period
when the number of announced bankruptcies was increasing. The main aim of the paper was
to compare the accuracy of various prediction models used for evaluating financial health and
bankruptcy prediction. Our main findings seem to suggest that the success rate of bankruptcy
prediction models vary considerably depending on which industry is evaluated. These clear results are presented as one of the main achievements of this work.
This research seeks to make a substantial contribution to the analysis and evaluation of widely
used bankruptcy models in the Czech Republic, with our study revealing the models with better predictive ability. These results likewise confirm the conclusions of a number of previous
researches. The highest total success rate of classification was achieved by the Zmijevski model
as shown by the high level of accuracy and low error rate. When the individual models are compared based on the accuracy of classification, the highest total average accuracy was achieved
by the Zmijewski model. The results show that the lowest error rate was achieved by Kralicek
Quicktest. Both of the Zmijevski model and the Kralicek Quicktest had the highest predictive
value during the global financial crisis. The results of our research can be incorporated into a
practical application strategy to identify which companies are or are not in financial distress.
This evaluative capacity will make it easier for managers to choose methodologies for evaluating
the financial situation of their companies. Knowing the real situation of companies in terms of
poor condition can reduce investors’ financial losses. This result might be considered in terms of
potential areas for future direction.
The partial aim of the paper was to find out whether or not the accuracy classification is influenced by branches. The hypothesis about differences between branches was confirmed. The
results of this work will unravel and shed light on the process of determining prediction success
rate in relation to different industry branches. Differences in the overall classification exists
among companies in different branches for all the given models except IN05 and the Credibility
Index, with the most statistically significant differences shown between the Wholesale and Retail
and the Processing Industry. These results demonstrate that these criteria represent an effective
way of distinguishing among models in choosing a method for predicting the financial distress
of companies. The analysis of the results may also lead to a better understanding of the factors
influencing the formation of new models as well as their potential shortcomings. This can reduce
the time and economic requirements of their creation.
Prediction models represent early warning systems, as the selected multiple indicators signal
potential threats to financial health. These models allow users to compare the future competitiveness of accounting units, and are thus suitable for future as well as present decision-making.
Our findings from the period of the financial crisis will be important for the future and can help
decide which models can be used for new predictions for particular industry branches. Still the
theoretical background along with recent studies suggest that new methods based on the artificial intelligence have been emerging in the field of bankruptcy prediction. These methods seem
to have high prediction success rate and they seem to eliminate some of the limitations of basic
statistical models. This is a promising potential area for further research.
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