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The Study of Corporate Bond Model in Taiwan

SHiN-Rong SHIAH HOU* anp CHu-MinGg LIN**

*Finance Department, Yuan-Ze I nstitute of Technology

**Graduate School of Management, Yuan-Ze I nstitute of Technol ogy

ABSTRACT

This research investigates the ranking system in American and Japan at first.
According to the opinions of ranking institute, underwriter and issuing company, we can
generalize the ranking factors. This research uses these factors to establish a discriminate
model. We can use this model to rank the corporate bond.
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