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3.17. ESTIMATION OF THE 
TECHNIQUES APPLIED TO THE 

ANALYSIS OF ENTERPRISE 
CREDIT STATUS  

U.A. Chursina, Associate Professor of Chair «Humanities 
and Social-Economic Disciplines»;  

A.I. Gainullin, Lecturer of Chair «Humanities and Social-
Economic Disciplines», Perm Research Polytechnical 

University, Lysva Branch 

The credit relationships are a special variety of the inter-
relation between enterprises and other entities. There are 
a lot of methodologies which may be used to estimate the 
financial performance of borrowers and determine their 
creditability. The article contains conclusions on the con-
ducted research, aimed to identify problems with method-
ologies applied to analyze enterprises creditability and to 
choose the most effective methodology. 
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