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MODERN OPPORTUNITIES FOR ANALYSIS OF THE FINANCIAL 
SUSTAINABILITY OF THE ENTERPRISE 

Abstract 

Financial sustainability characterizes the enterprise financing as a prerequisite for 
solvent operation in an adequate level of risk. When analyzing this, a large number of 
absolute indicators and factors are being evaluated and interpreted. Multi-parametric 
models are developed for predicting the risk of bankruptcy. Systems that are built and 
work on the basis of smart technologies are an innovative opportunity for analysis of the 
financial sustainability.. This is a realization of principle new methodological framework, 
designed for processing the accountancy data with artificial intelligence methods. For 
demonstration of the financial sustainability dependence on the composition and structure 
of the resources and sources, financial leverage and cash flows intelligent systems for 
express and complex analysis are designed in this research. Four integrated indicators are 
introduced in the design process – two types of Financial sustainability factor, Investment 
sustainability factor and Operational sustainability factor. Conceptual database is also 
provided, suitable for operation of the designed intelligent systems. The advantages and 
limitations of the various options for financial sustainability analysis are indicated. 

JEL: G 31, G 32, M 41, C 13 
Key words: financial stability, financial risk, solvency, bankruptcy, intelligent 

methods 


