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Abstract

After a sample of enterprises Algerian preview, it was noted that the proportion of them do
not contain financial restructuring on the long and medium-term borrowing, but this was done a
statistical study on this sample, in order to know the selectors deciding asylum institution to the

long and medium-term borrowing or no recourse.
After statistical study, and of the discriminatory analysis, show that both the size and
guarantees legal form of in-stock companies, while both profitability does not affect growth,

legal forms of limited liability enterprises, with only limited liability companies with partner
institutions shares on the asylum institution to the long and medium-term debt.
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