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Abstract

This study examines the relationship between Environmental, Social, and Governance (ESG)
performance and the cost of debt (COD) of listed companies in Thailand. Using panel data from 66
listed firms during 2016-2024 (594 firm-year observations), ESG data were obtained from Bloomberg and
analyzed using a Fixed Effects model. The analysis incorporates overall ESG scores, individual environmental,
social, and governance pillar scores, and relevant financial control variables.

The findings indicate that the overall ESG score and the environmental score exhibit negative
coefficients in relation to the cost of debt, which is consistent with theoretical expectations. However,
these relationships are not statistically significant, suggesting that ESG performance has not yet been
clearly incorporated into the determination of borrowing costs in the Thai context. This result may be
explained by the characteristics of Thailand’s financial system, which remains largely dependent on
financial institutions. Meanwhile, the social and governance scores do not show statistically significant
relationships with the cost of debt. In contrast, statistically significant relationships are observed among
the control variables. Return on assets and firm size are negatively associated with the cost of debt,
while the current ratio is positively associated with the cost of debt. Overall, the findings suggest that
creditors in Thailand continue to place greater emphasis on traditional financial information than on

ESG-related information when assessing credit risk and determining firms’ borrowing costs.
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ﬂ’m’;%u%ﬂ’mmi'} wamaamwmgmmmauauw Panel Data nel@kuua1aed Fixed Effects
Lwaﬁﬂmmmauwuﬁsvmw ESG ﬂumuwwuau Imammsmﬁaauaumﬂmmu
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COD, = BO + Blt_ESGScoreit+ BZEScoreit + BBSScoreit + BﬂGScoreit + BSLeverageit + B(SROAit + B?FirmSizeIt +
68CurrentRatioit + [39In’terestCoverageit + [3wTanglblthyRa’tloWt + B“CODM + M+ }\t + &

Tnen

COD fD WUVIUMUE"IWUQQUTHV] i lughanan t

. COD ﬂa muwwuamawsw i lursUneunin

. A. A NﬁﬂiuV]UG]’]?,J“U’NL’Jaﬂ

l,l ﬂ@ Naﬂiu‘WULQ‘WWUWJQQLLG]aUﬂT\]ﬂTi

E Ao ﬂ’]ﬂﬁ’]ﬂLﬂﬁ@U“U@\‘iLLUUﬁ]'}aaﬂ

uanani qwuaﬂalmrwmmauUsmwmiuaﬂmwua%?uaaw(Lagged Dependent Variable) wse COD,
LwaavmauaﬂwaaﬁnwumauﬁmmaamuwuwuauLwnmaaa@ﬂmM1A¢nocowe@uOn%NMﬂWIRumamauUUPaneLDaE
yiil mLLUsmﬂanmmuﬂmmaLLf’w’lﬂJmemawamwuﬁmmmﬂamLﬂaau WINNINNTLIUTENULUUTADITING IR
(Dynamic Panel Model) ;J‘Um‘ww 1 ULEAINTOULUIAANTTIRY

Independent Variables
» ESG Score

» Environmental Score
« Social Score

» Governance Score

\_

Main effects

Cost of Debt

Control Variables
* Leverage
« ROA
e Firm Size
« Current Ratio
" Interest Coverage

(COD)

Controlled effects

,/

Note: ESG variables and financial control variables are expected to explain variations in the cost debt.

AN 1 NTBUKUIANNITIAY
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B wansAnun

NANTSAATIZHADALTINTTUUN

mtnLmﬁmaamLﬁuaWimmmmanymﬂLwaaﬁmaaﬂwmumlﬂmawamamﬂummﬂw WasauUsany
FulsBasy wassuusmuny Imawmimmmam ANG9ER Aade dhudenuunnnsgu AR T wazaAuleg
Lwaﬂ'ﬁzLuumimgmaméuawaagaﬂaumi’;mewmaaa NANISIATIZILARIT IR 2

AI5199 2 LARIANEDADINTSUUNVRI LU lUNSFAN®WN

Auus Adngn | A1gagn Anade | daudeauy | Aenud | Avaules
(Variable) (Min) (Max) (Mean) U338 | (Skewness) | (Kurtosis)
(SD)

fauUsnnu
COoD 0.472 4.239 2.258 0.706 -0.200 -0.674
fauUsdasy
ESGScore 0.820 7.550 3.632 1.234 0.260 -0.332
EScore 0.120 9.190 3.140 1.842 0.727 0.071
SScore 0.340 9.050 4.138 2.022 0.188 -0.875
GScore 2.340 6.310 4.590 0.755 -0.259 -0.557
AuUIAIUAN
Leverage 0.175 7.771 1.421 0.930 2.013 7.745
ROA 0.042 35.023 5.741 4.646 2.337 9.350
FirmSize (106) 1,315.919 | 243,232.670 | 65,756.796 | 53,970.242 1.419 1.388
CurrentRatio 0.067 8.856 1.657 1.150 1.555 3.679
InterestCoverageRatio 0.145 97.863 8.550 11.867 3.950 20.524
TangibilityRatio 0.017 0.853 0.403 0.211 -0.093 -0.990

HANSANY MU Funumiidu (Cost of Debt) Srntalewhiu 2.258 wavdrulosuuunsguviniu 0.706
agviauiuITEnlunguinegadiduyunisiauuandesiuluseauiiunans lnea1mud (-0.200) wagA1AIUla
(-0.674) wansirdeyailin1snszargmdsudsauansuazlinunisnszandiiaUnd dmnsuazuuu ESG
Tagsau dAndsnindu 3.632 wagdnudeuvuinassuiniy 1.230 agvieuiissfunsdiduanudiu ESG
yesUtmilanuuandaiuweauas WeRinnsansedd wui azuuusuAsnadoniiaade 3.140 wagiing
nszefAeuitegs SD = 1.842 uansiudsmilszfumsiiiunuiudanadenunnsiefiuinn vriinguuy
sudseaiianiade 4.138 wazildudoauuanasgiugsiign SD = 2.022 axvieufiinnuvannvasyeanssidiuay
fudsey druazuuuiussTIAUIaiidedgeiign 4.590 waslidiudeauunnigiusiiign 0.755 uans
Juiendlugdsgaunismiuguaianisindifseiu dmsudiudsaiuau Leverage fidade 1.421
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was ROA Sriade 5.741 IﬂEJ‘Vlﬂﬁ’eNG]’JLLUiiJﬂ’]ﬂ’J’]ﬂJLULLaumﬂ’J’}?,JIGNﬂE)WU’Nﬁ\‘i amammmwswwmumwuau
W3aALANNN I UNTIAN AN N NGB8 10819TRLIY YUz Firm Size flanade 65,756.796 1uum
LLa@ﬂummwﬂaumawﬂivﬂaumammwmmﬂﬂmaLLawummem &3 Current Ratio Wag Interest Coverage
Ratio §n15n5218AADULIMNINE @2TTOUAINNLANANNATUENINAGDILAEAINNAINNTA I UN1TTI5ERanilY
YRILAaLAINIG

lagsau (;f?LLUiﬁI“mumiﬁﬂwﬂﬁﬂjmLLG]ﬂGiNﬁgﬂuﬁ’]uizﬁUﬁ’]LQ?ﬂIEJLL@”ﬂWiﬂizﬁ]’]EJ@fTUEN“E’J’EJJJa Feazviou
ANUVAINTMANEVBIUTEN IUNGUAIREN wazatiuayuAUmIIzaNveInsiidayawuu Panel Data 1umsﬁmm
ANUFUNUTTLIING ESG ﬂumuwwuauﬁuawswwmvLusjuiuﬂivLﬁ/]ﬂl‘ma

[ wamsSms1-r%aumsnanaalisowmfuua~wamsn0aauauuc’lmu

ﬂ’]EJM@Gﬂ’]iG\i’JR]ﬁEJU?JEJ?ISJ@JG]“UENLLU‘U‘R]’]@EN mmfﬂeﬂmmLuumiami%mmaamwmmmmauamu
Panel Data maﬁ,mw‘umaaa Fixed Effects LW@ﬁﬂNWﬂ’J’]&Jﬁ@JWUﬁSuWA’N ESG ﬂumuﬁnwuauﬁuaamwmw L‘UEJu
Tuﬂs‘vmvﬂm ImjmamsﬂsvmmmammimﬂaaLLammmsw‘m 3

A1519% 3 Nan1sUSTINUAALNTSannee (Fixed Effect)

fiauds AnduUszans | meanawdey | tratio p-value S2AULY
(Variable) (Coefficient) | u1019g1U &y (Sig.)
(Std. Error)
const 1.772 0.486 3.642 0.001 xx
_ESGScore -0.099 0.128 -0.776 0.440 NS
EScore -0.014 0.028 -0.503 0.616 NS
SScore 0.018 0.018 1.031 0.306 NS
GScore 0.065 0.047 1.376 0.173 NS
Leverage -0.008 0.021 -0.398 0.691 NS
ROA -0.010 0.005 -2.053 0.044 **
FirmSize -5.28130e-07 | 1.90719e-07 -2.769 0.007 oex
CurrentRatio 0.097 0.027 3.524 0.001 oex
InterestCoverage -3.44635e-05 | 5.60502e-05 -0.614 0.540 NS
TangibilityRatio 0.262 0.337 0.778 0.439 NS
CostofDebt 1 0.122 0.137 0.895 0.373 NS
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A15199 3 Nan1sUsEUNUAIANNNSannBs (Fixed Effect) (5i0)

Auus ANduUsyans | Aeanawdey | tratio p-value FEAULY
(Variable) (Coefficient) | 11035 U &Any(Sig.)
(Std. Error)

dt 2 0.007 0.066 0.115 0.908 NS

dt 3 0.287 0.086 3.324 0.001 o

dt 4 -0.768 0.052 -14.69 2.45e-022 o

dt 5 -1.048 0.191 -5.472 7.63e-07 o

dt 6 -0.464 0.241 -1.919 0.059 *

dt 7 0.312 0.173 1.807 0.075 *

dt 8 0.595 0.052 11.43 3.31e-017 oxx
Mean dependent var 2.215 S.D. dependent var 0.714
Sum squared resid 48.630 S.E. of regression 0.330
LSDV R-squared 0.819 Within R-squared 0.782
F-statistic 6.396 Log-likelihood -119.600

(0.000)

Akaike criterion 407.201 | Schwarz criterion 765.805
Hannan-Quinn 547.587 | rho -0.047
Durbin-Watson 1.854 | Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) 1.113-6.824
x| QY * | ARITERUTIANAMERATISESU 0.001, 0.01 WA 0.05 MUY way NS e ludvodn ARYNSADA

HANFIUATIRINUIMUUTIRBEIANNENTaluNses UeANURuLUTvestayalalusysiuas Inetlen Within
R-squared Wiy 0.782 LLamiﬁLLUUT\Tﬁammmma%mEJmmﬁuLLUimaﬂé’uﬂqwﬁaumaiuﬁaﬂﬁiiﬁﬂﬁgMﬁm
Yoway 78.20 Unizdien F-statistic Siaddnymnaadia (p-value = 0.000) azviouinuuuiasdnesiufinumsnga
slumsosuneanufiiudsswineiuusdass fudununiay

A5 ESG Taesau wudn | ESGScore fienduuseansingu -0.099 Fsifamaduaumuiinianisalls
NNnTeULLANEmgE wiliidudifyn1eadd (p-value = 0.440) Fadsliifivdnguitemediay gauayud
ESG Imaiamamﬁwamamwwuaummmwww Deuludsenalneg waansainaieagdeyiouin Lm‘wumm
SmeuﬂﬂUsuauamqmmwwumLmumﬂmwauamu ESG SLumiﬂi‘vLuum'mmmmwmmm Feaonndes
AuNan1sAnwIve9 (Thaveekittikul & Arunruangsirilert, 2024; Su, 2026) Lmawmsmmmmuﬁmmmaa ESG
WU AZLUUSUEINAGDY (EScore) fiAduuUssanaiuay ([3 = -0.014, p-value = 0.616) YouzTinziuY
sudsas (B=0.018, p-value = 0.306) uagazuuudussnAua (B = 0.065, p-value = 0.173) fAnduUseans
Juvan ednslsfiny dudsieanaldiited fynieann mamiﬁﬂmasﬁau’hLﬁwwﬁawﬁﬁzﬂﬁiﬁ’a%a ESG
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efadutedvddglunsimusdununsddy viedeya £SG enadiliaunsaazviournandssinuiasin
Isegretmauluviunvossemalne wihdidgdussnaniuiarsgnuesinisrdesiugunmnsiduguaians
waAulusdlavesfoyalaunsefiniy

dufufuysaaunu wui ROA Saruduiusifeauiusuyuniauosaiidoddmeada (B -0.010,
p-value = 0.044) LLam’Jmswwmmmmmsiﬂ,umimmliaqmmLLuaquLm%mmuwuwuauWWﬂaﬂ UM Firm Size
fiauduitus Feavedadved fyuiu (B = -5.281x107, p-value = 0.007) & ghowiusenvuIning
ansnsodndeundaiunuldlusuyuiisng lumessudau Current Ratio fiaruduitusi@suaniudununiiay
oghaiitfoddny (B = 0.097, pvalue = 0.001) Fausnsnaandeamanuneialy Tngonasfiouhmsieduning
myudsuluszduadldldgnuesfudyaaduanauely wiidwilenafaruindunisieJuanifiosesiu
aulilwiveunIeasiouuszaninmnisldaunsndiianas @MU Leverage, Interest Coverage Ratio
ua Tangibility Ratio laiwuaruduiusesneiteddymeadftusuyuniiay uenaint suusiuyuviaulusin
(CostofDebt 1) laiffifuddamneadin (p-value = 0.373) uansivununiiauluefnlildiaviwasesununiau
Tutlagiiuniendanisaruguiladedunds vugdidauusina (Time Dummy Variables) nanetasiiudifny
yedR azveuitiadbiasugiannnia wu nisasugia Snsrenids uaranmedosewanau o1adkaseRuu
wiiAuluusiasasnm

Tusuaumngauveuudnaed wudi A1 Durbin-Watson Wi 1.854 Uagan VIF 0g5e1ing 1.113-6.824
Falalagviouilyym Autocorrelation v3e Multicollinearity Tusgiiusunss Jsamnsoagulditnuudiass
fanumnzannaglinanisussanaeiundeiiodmiunisfinumauduiussening £SG Aufununilay
yesuTEnaangioululssmalnecuddoldduiunsagunanimesevausfigiunsideiietuannudusiug
sewing ESG fusununiiuresuidmannsdoululssmelng aguld

suNAgIuil 1

H1: Azkuu ESG Tnemaufiauduiustudununiiauwesuisnaansdevlulssamele

NANNTAATIZINUI AzUUY ESG Tagsan (L ESGScore) fAndudssantiduaunudinianisnild
MnnssuLAnmged] edrlsiiony fudsdnanlifidedfgmeatin (p-value = 0.440) Falianunsaasulid
£SG TnesudanuduiudidaviuiuuniduresuidnaamaSoululsemalneegnaidodidy Ko
sAfeddliladuayuanufsi H1 nadnsiananagiowinul £5G envfuunliutisanauidssiunsin
MIUNTBULWIARLTING Y wiluudunvesussnelye Wwidenadslailfindeya £6 wldlunisfmundunu
msfEuegraduszuy LLa“mm"mumuﬂﬂusuauavmﬂmauuwmmenﬂm']

suNAgIui 2a

Hoa: pruuLduAsadoudaudiiusiudununiauresuisnansdeululssmele

NANTILATIZINUIY AzuUuiIuAsuIndey (EScore) fidnduussansiluaunuiiaianisaily
nnnseuwAnBmge] edrlsinu fuusindnlifidudfamneadi (p-value = 0.616) Jsliaunsaagulid
AzuvuduAuadoNinudus U U auvesuISnanmadeululsmdlne fay mmamﬂmauuauu
AUNATIU H2a HAAWSAINATIB1RAETBUT Fwillutsemelnesilsildlihvin fuussiuduiunden
Tunsusziduanuidesiuasinegiadaau viedeyamuidunadeudshignazioudigiununisids
Tuseiuiitiieddayneadn
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suuAguil 2b

Hab: Azuuuiudsnssieuduiusuduuniidureauisnanng doululssmelne

HANSTIATIZIINUT AxUUURTUEIAY (SScore)laJmustﬂmmaaam (p-value = 0.306) Jalsiensnsoagdlo
azuundudsaudirnuduiusfusuuniduresuisnaamesSeuludsamdlng Fody mm%mlmauuauu
auuRgIu H2b wadwsianaenaazvieud wiianssumudnuazianudidgysenmanyaliazadudunug
fugildauldduds uidmienadilivesidafofnaninalnensstoanuansalumsdissvivesioms

sunAgIui 2c

Hoc: AzuundusssnAvtaiauduiusfufununiauresudsvaeme Soululsamalne

HANITAATIZANUI AZLUUAIUETINNAUA (GScore) laifitibdAgyneaiia (p-value = 0.173) Faldaunsn
aﬁﬂléﬁwmLLuué’mﬁssmﬁuﬁaﬁmmé’uﬁ’ua‘ﬁué’uwwﬁﬁmaw%ﬁwa]mnuLﬁauiuﬂsumﬁlm ety 90Ty
mluauuauuammm H2c memuﬁisummaavmmEmwmmmaﬂmmaﬂ‘UﬂmmwmimﬂumLLamams
LLaummIUsﬂaﬁuawama WANANSANYIEENEUN Lﬁ]mﬁiuﬂiwmﬂmm%ﬂﬂmmmﬂmmwmaﬂuamamﬂuau
Uszneunisiiansanduidemnninnisisnasiuusssiniviaildamesoasisas

Tngasunanismadevaunfgiunisifeazdiondn £SG saluniwiuuazsedadsluianuduiug
aEJNﬁﬁfﬂﬁﬁmﬁuﬁuwuwﬁﬁmaw’%ﬁmmmLﬁauiuﬂiumﬂlwa melduuusaosuaztsandifneg maé’wééﬁﬂdn
agvioudn msdeya ESG Widlunismmuadununisnduluusunvessemalneanadieglusses s5uduy
way Lﬁ]'mua’mmﬂﬂwumuﬂﬂ‘umauamammmmummemmwamamummmauiumiﬂivLuuﬂ’nmam
PULATANYBININT

W onUstgwansdvy

miﬁﬂwm%’ﬁﬁﬁi’manuaaﬁLﬁaﬁﬂmﬂamé’mﬁuﬁ‘ivmw ESG ﬁ’ué’uwuwﬁﬁumw%ﬁmw SR
Tudszinelne Imaiwuamat,wu Panel Data wazuuusiass Fixed Effects Nan1sanwnuin ESG sialunins i
IEERACRD Ioun fudawandsy §9RU LasITUNAUIE lmmmmamwuﬁamqmuamﬂmwﬂaaamﬂumumwuau
vauzfl ROA, Firm Size way Current Ratio ummauwuﬁﬂumuwwuauamwuaamm HAGNSAING?
axviauliiiiuii ugl ESG ﬁ]ulmumfmmmuqusuuiumaﬁmwuwaiaﬂ LLGﬂHU‘iUWUEN‘IJ%LWﬁIVIEJ Yadunansidu
Fensdiunumdrdsonsusefiuanudssuasinveadni

NAN1SANYINUIN ESG Imsaauum’mauwuﬁmamwunwﬁfﬁummﬁmmmiaﬂ*ﬁmﬂﬂiaULLmﬁm
Bangud) wildivedAgynieada agvioudn £SG deldlagninanldlunisivusdununisiiuegredaiau
Tuuiunvessamndlne nadnssnamensssuiglfandnvarvesssuunsiulneiisianaadunstudundn
dﬂwaiﬁﬁmfﬁﬁfmﬁﬂﬁu%uawNmilﬁu i ArmEnansalunsyiils nsvuaduan sedunsY Lavan mades
WINNIVeYR ESG Fdnmesoasse uil ESG auamaummmsjuu,amzumwmimmimmﬂuiusjysm
LLmmemwamﬁ]%amﬂfcmENIMHM1mamaummmmmiumﬁmimulmasmLﬂuwﬁiimmamwﬂu
Tayan19N153UlAYA TS UeNING wan1sAnEasaudn n13YsuIN1sdeya ESG Wriunseuiunis
inleﬂ'ﬂllLﬁﬂﬂﬂ?ﬂLﬂiﬂ@IUﬂiumﬁlVIEJ@W?]EJQ@QIUquJuLilIG]u Wi mhsnumiuglatasna1nnuIzasesy
mM3Unwedeya ESG atnaseiosina
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WINANISANE VDY (Thaveekittikul & Arunruangsirilert, 2024) 9NUIABUUL ESG Anudunus
mmmﬂammuamﬂmﬂumumuwuau wAnan AN ldnumuduRusTang s mmummwaqmaawa
prannAINratedady Usenasusn mmLmﬂmamumaL’Jmmimmmﬁ]Lﬂummmmﬂm Luaamﬂmm%awu
AsaUARNTaYaluTIT A 2559-2567 miauﬁmmimmwmLﬁiwﬁﬂwmamumﬁm COVID-19 uaztsiisasnenide
finswasuwdasedelidudfy mwaiwﬂmsn/mmﬁLauLLa‘vama‘vmswaﬂwmmmauamwamamumwuau
wnntladednu ESG Usznisiiaes ANULANAIIMUNENTIDE LAz UNAIUBYA ESG mammaiwmamiﬂﬂm
mmmmﬂmmu \iesannisussifiunsuuu ESG maaLmauﬁﬂumauamﬁmimmmuaumammﬂwmuuu
Fuwmnsnai mawmlﬂamaawswvl,uaamamﬂu Fafi (Postiglione et al,, 2024) ) Mg eymauunn
FiN9v09 ESG Ratings ivmw’ﬂmﬁmi%mmma ¥518 Uszmsfiany wiinusemdalneaziinisdaasunisdawme
Joya ESG ae1siaiilos LLmmiuwamamﬂmmﬂﬂumsﬂivL@JummLammumsmmmLﬁ]'mumamlmmmma
1uv1mauammwmswsammqnm danaliunuinves ESG mamsmwuﬂmummauaﬁmwLalum’mwwu
Iumamiﬂﬂm wonani sATeaduiiduuusiass Fixed Effects mmuauaﬂwmmawwmaqLmasﬂami
wagHanIEIUMLTInMBgedinRNRu mIruau s N e Iimdu LSS ESG uassuyuniian
AsnglusAdeneunthanseduanuiifeddgyadld vnanuduiuddananliiudninannadoans
goafansuseadesulunsatisa sufuauuanssserinamansAneasaifunuves (Thaveekittikul
& Arunruangsirilert, 2024) "Laﬂ,wmamwm’]maﬂ'ﬁﬁﬂwﬂﬂmamsﬁﬂmmﬂummaq WAFLYIOUIIANUALNUS
381919 ESG uay muwwuaum%uaaﬂUUﬁuwﬁuawaua P29a1@nY In15IA ESG LagItn1sIASIEN
‘vﬂsﬂummﬂmmauma

UONAINTANANSANINUT AzLuLiuEwwInde) diny warsssuniuna ldflauduiugodnative
wﬁwﬁuﬁumwﬁﬁu LLﬂfmmﬁ‘J%’&inawﬁmmaaﬁ’ua%ﬁua'jw ESG anunsatisananudesuaziiiunnuiide
asuaamamﬂﬂ dvsuiRduiaunde mamsﬂﬂmmaﬁmamw Bwiddlallduesinanudssdnudsunnde
dwalnonssdonnuasnsolumsiiseniluss oy du aﬂmmamamummaammmumﬂmmaﬂwmummam
L%qmimﬂLLaummmLmﬂmqmummg’mmimmLNEJIummmummuamm LINANTTUATUFIAULA VAT IN
Snwaiifuazanmudssdnuiedes uinansenusenandnistulussezanunninsastaienseLaiuan LA
AuaselunsTsER sﬁaLﬁuﬂiuLﬁuﬁLé’wwﬁiﬁmmé’lﬁiu A MSURRAUSTTUNAUIS LIITTUNTIUIUIUNN
ﬁ]uLauamﬁssummamuﬂui’]%aamm’lumaammuwwuau winansAnwASad ldwupuduiugsnann ene
lfdums%mvmlmlquwwmLLuuﬁﬁsummawLﬂmwsmammmvmmamqmm Lmaﬂsusuauammmmwausm
e Wy UseIannstsenil auduitusivanitunsiy LLawua:uamﬂmumumsamemawﬂjamsﬂu NAN1T
ﬂﬂ‘tﬂ‘WU’J’] ROA uaw Firm Size mmmauwusmmﬂumumwuauamamusmﬂm A0AAABINULLIANAIUAIIY
Lﬂ&lﬂLﬂi@@V]iuUﬁ’l in‘mwumisaaLLammm‘lmmmwmumma’]amaiuﬂWiﬁmimuLLawmmmLﬁaaaaaqm’] oN
a'mmameLmamum’lumuwuwmmw Tumemseiugay Current Ratio mmmamwuammnﬂ‘umumwuau
Feonvaziioun m'ﬁaaaumwwuumaﬂmvmuaﬂﬂmﬂummuammmmmmaualﬂ wimioranL
LﬂumiaaamwmaqLwasaﬁumwaﬂuLLuuaumaﬁsm maavwauﬂsvammwmﬂ%aumwwamaq

d
q

TPEANT I NaNSANT LT Lﬁ]'mﬁ‘luﬂivmﬁlmmm‘lwmumwamamqm’imumﬂmwama ESG
Iumsmmmmuwwuau %aavmauaﬂwmvmammmLﬂeﬂmmmﬂmamamummm8u1un13ﬂ5vLmuﬂawuLasm
mummmmagiumawwm
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M ATUANYOLPIUIVY

Ateiifidntisueessunssietu G LLazﬁunuuﬁﬁﬂuﬁumawizmﬁima Fedsfivdng
BeUszindrouinedirdadlasuiulssmainunud wihnamuidenoumihsunsnnagiaueii ESG anansatisan
fuyuviAusiunsaneudsazanuliannnsvesieya winansinwadsindunud €56 Hislunmsau
wazsedflidauduiusesadidod @y fudununiau nadnifnanasieuin aruduiussening £SG
LLaué’uwwﬁﬁumﬁuaﬂﬁw‘%wL%aamﬁu FEAUNSHAUIVBIRAAYIY LLaquaﬂﬁmmsﬂﬁ%uﬁduLWiainuLMﬁ
naAe Wil Stakeholder Theory Wag Information Asymmetry Theory auau‘uaum'} ESG mﬁmaammwmam
AULATANUAZAUYUNTNEY LLG]ﬂﬁlﬂﬂx‘iﬂﬁﬁ’l@’]ﬁ]ﬂﬂlﬂﬂi’]ﬂgaﬁl’]wﬂLﬁliﬂ,uUiUWU@ﬂUi”L‘Vlﬂii/]&l uenanil 113de
Seeudsnsslnosninmeifasiuy £56 Tneuuazasuuusofia lur udunndon dnu uas
ssaniuna dehelidlaunumususazesdusznoutenisiuiarudsweadmillidnauddu whmans
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1. Multicollinearity lagls Variance Inflation Factor (VIF)

2. Heteroskedasticity 1ng/l% Breusch-Pagan Test wag Wald Test

3. Autocorrelation Iagls Durbin-Watson Test wag Wooldridge Test

4. Cross-sectional Dependence lnglt Pesaran CD Test

5. Stationarity agld Augmented Dickey-Fuller (ADF) Test

HansNAdaUNUI1 wuudiaesitdann 3 Ussiumeiu 1) Multicollinearity $11333audasAduds
ESG lnesanduasnisfia (LESGScore) Hieandaymanuduiussenineiuusdase 2) Heteroskedasticity
sATeTaulalagld Driscoll and Kraay standard errors iileuU3uAAMuAaIAARousAssLlTinLMIE
dU3NNTU uaY 3) Autocorrelation sWisERafiuFuusmuluefnniistienan (Lagged Dependent Variable)
489 COD (CODt-1) Whlulunuushans wenanil nanisvageu Hausman Test wuiwuushaes Fixed Effects
fAunuzaunInndl Random Effects 3aidenlduuudiassfsnanilunisuszuiuml nan1svngou
wandlum1919 Al

A15197 Al N1SVNAFDUTANNAVILUUTIAD

ANSNAFIUNINEDA AUsAY
Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) 1.091-12.155
Breusch-Pagen test 7.646
(0.006)
Wald test 154.636
(0.000)
Durbin-Watson test 1.196
Wooldridge test 69.773
(0.000)
Pesaran CD test -0.303
(0.762)
Augmented Dickey-Fuller (ADF) test -14.753
(0.000)
Chi-square 171.267
(0.000)
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