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ABSTRACT

This research aims to develop a model for predicting the likelihood of financial failure among
companies listed on the Stock Exchange of Thailand. This study is quantitative research that employs
statistical methods to analyze the relationship between the evaluation scores of listed companies and
sustainability risk scores, as well as other financial factors that may impact a company's stability and the
likelihood of financial failure. The independent variables considered in this study are related to corporate
governance and sustainability risk, specifically the Corporate Governance Rating, Sustainability Assessment
Score, and Sustainability Risk Score. The dependent variable is the likelihood of financial failure, which is
measured using the Zmijewski X-Score (1984). The study utilizes data from listed companies in 2024, the
data was analyzed using binary logistic regression. The findings indicate that the Corporate Governance
Rating and Sustainability Assessment Score do not have a statistically significant relationship with the
likelihood of financial failure. In contrast, the Sustainability Risk Score shows a significant positive
relationship with financial failure, suggesting that companies with higher sustainability risks are more likely
to experience financial distress. Furthermore, the Interest Coverage Ratio demonstrates a significant
negative relationship with financial failure, indicating that companies with stronger debt-servicing
capabilities are less likely to face financial distress. These findings are essential for corporate executives,
investors, and regulatory bodies, as they offer insights into enhancing corporate governance practices and
developing strategies to mitigate sustainability risks, ultimately contributing to the financial stability of

companies.
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1. N5IATIZHADALTINTTAUUN

A5197 1 LARIAADPLTINTTEUUN

fiauds Mean Median Std. Deviation Minimum Maximum
ESG_Risk 25.73 25.42 8.16 8.84 47.33
CGR 2.54 3 0.92 0
ESG_Rating 1.94 2 1.64 0
SIZE 10.63 10.68 1.48 7.27 15.01
ICR 271.66 4.35 2287.83 -205.61 26062.49
DE 1.4 0.97 1.78 0.0092 18.72
AGE 36.43 35 18.83 0 142
PIC 0.41 0.38 0.14 0.16 1
BOARD_SIZE 11.92 12 0.8 7 15
ACSIZE 3.13 3 0.42 1 5
CFTA 0.16 0.53 0.69 -0.22 6.55

AINANTIATIEAANEDFLUBIAY WU

AAZLUUAIUEEPUANUEIEY (ESG Risk Rating) diAadewiniu 25.73 Alsegiumifu 25.42 M

[y

drudeauuinnsgiuminiu 8.16 Awnaniniu 8.84 Aasaawiniu 47.33
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AazuuuUszudun NGBy (ESG Rating) fidadewindy 1.94 afsgiuminiu 2 adudeauy
LASFILIINTY 1.64 Adaanintu 0 Angegaviniy 4

YuIAYeIRanTs (SIZE) Sanadowitiu 10.63 afsegmuiidy 10.68 Adudsauusnsgiuyinfu
1.48 Frsngaviiiy 7.27 Angegainiy 15.01

Sasnduanuaunsolunistisgaenids (ICR) fanadewiity 271.66 ANTSEFIUYINAY 4.35 ANEIU
Deauunasgiuwiiiy 2287.83 Asgawindy -205.61 Agagawiniu 26,062.49

Tassadnaiunuuesuivv (D) danademindy 1.4 Afsegnuvindu 0.97 Adidssuuunsgiu
Winfu 1.78 Anenaawiniu 0.0092 Angagaivindy 18.72

91983793 (AGE) fidindsiiiy 36.43 Ansisegmuindu 35 Adamudouvunnsgiuminiu 18.83
Asaaintu 0 Angagawiniy 142

dndruvesnnnssun1sdase (PIC) faadewindu 0.41 Aulsegiumindy 0.38 Adaudeauy
1ASFIUWAY 0.14 Arshaawiniu 0.16 ANGaEALYINAY 1

$1uruAnznITNNITUTEYM (BOARD SIZE) fidadewindu 11.92 awlsesmuiviiiu 12 Adudeauy
WS 0.8 Aehanwinty 7 Ageanwintu 15

$1UIVBIAULNTTUNTNTIVEB (ACSIZE) TAndswiiiu 3.13 Afsegruminiu 3 avduidosuy
LS 0.42 Adhganintu 1 Angeaaviiiu 5

Snrdunszuaiuandodunindsau (CFTA) danadowiniu 0.16 ATseguwiniu 0.53 Ardau
\DesuumsgIuwiiiy 0.69 Aenanwiniu -0.22 Agsgawiniu 6.55

2. NSNAFBUANUFUNUSVRIAILUTDATTWAAZA

A5199 2 LARIANANNFUNUSVRIRIWUTDATERazFlaelY Pearson Correlation

Correlation coefficient

CGR | BGRaing | ESG Rk | SIZE ICR | AUDTR DE AGE PIC BOARD SIZE | ACSIZE | CFTA
(&R 1 0557 0084 | 0296* | 0018 0128 | 0144 | 0064 | 0270% 0125 0119 | 0066
ESG Rating 1 0160% | 0479* | 0006 0004 0046 | 0014 | 0201 0074 0084 | 0116
ESG Risk 1 0117 | 0012 0136 0152 | 0078 | 0029 0029 0031 | 0019
SZE 1 0082 004 0311* | 0193 | 0429 0.194* 0053 | 0105
IR 1 0014 | 0087 | 0034 | 0011 0112 0031 | 0023
AUDT R 1 0532% | 0073 | 009 0011 0034 | 0021
DE 1 0103 | 0059 0017 0052 | 007

CCGR | BGRaing | ESG Rk | SIZE ICR | AUDTR DE AGE PIC BOARD SIZE | ACSIZE | CFTA
AGE 1 0057 0074 0012 | 0118
PIC 1 0068 0214 | 0038
BOARD SZE 1 0048 | 002
ACSIZE 1 0091*
CFTA 1

WU ** Significant at the 0.05 level. (2-tailed)
* Significant at the 0.1 level.
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nInsrdeuAIduUIEANns veei10g 197 1 lun15@nwn 1l evmauduiusvesianysdasgindl
Anuduiusiuveld Ingvneranduiius (Correlation) fiAunnndn 0.7 wiewesndt -0.7 fodfuUsBassusiay
aiawduiusdulusziugs wansdslgmanmilAsanduiusiuesseninsinsdasslussiuaeudiags
(Multicollinearity) WagaINMTIATIENAE Pearson WUl fudsdaseusiazdiiia1 Correlation seninafiuag
Tt -0.117 f9 0.557 Felaifigladmnuduiudiiu 0.7 uansiwiudsdassusasialifiauduiusiuemiolis
Uy Multicollinearity

A1519% 3 N1sNA@aUAl Tolerance wag Variance Inflation Factor (VIF)

fiauus Collinearity Statistics
Tolerance VIF
CGR 0.643 1.555
ESG_Rating 0.517 1.934
ESG_Risk 0.906 1.104
SIZE 0.460 2.174
ICR 0.973 1.028
AUDIT R 0.674 1.484
DE 0.548 1.824
AGE 0.927 1.079
PIC 0.690 1.450
BOARD SIZE 0.895 1.118
ACSIZE 0.931 1.074
CFTA 0.931 1.074

nNIMAgauen Tolerance Wnlnd 1 wdaiingudnusduiimnuduwus fulesin Tty
Multicollinearity uaglsimssinnia 0.1 9nn1snaaeuAn Tolerance vawiauys wuin dadlnd 1 wanei i ddem
Multicollinearity wagfin Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) df1agse1ning 1 614 o TneBafiaended 91nas1anuT
e VIF laliin 10 sedudelifitaym Multicolinearity

o/ o

3. MINAdaUANATYAIAYVRUUTIARInAnaYladaAN (Logistic Regression Model)

ANS199 4 LERINISNAFBUAMNUUANIZENYBILUUT1809 (Goodness-of-fit Test) Hy, H, wag Hs

Hosmer and Lemeshow Test

Step Chi-square Sig.
1 12.948 0.114

INNIINAADUAMUMNUIAUVDILUUINEDY AT Chi-square WU 12.948 @1 Sig. t1AU 0.114
Faunndn 0.05 wansden1seensvanuRgIuada lunaneinsalldficuunnd1991nNAIAIANITal FMNIeA3Ldn
wuudnaeslianusnzauiudeys warliilgmisesanulivanzsauvedunangnsel
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M19199 5 wansn1sdwunngudmsuandunalanuafineinsal Hy, H, uag Hs
Classification Table

Observed Predicted: Percentage Correct

Overall Percentage 89.7

nansiseimunAeuuiugwediea 9NA9199uuNNGa (Classification Table) Faifunadwsuils
Pnmslenesianneeladain lnerisuifieurfidunsldadstuafineinsalldannlneng udnhdwounsdiviune
nies wsiesduawiun wafilddeteray 89.7 uansitlmmaamansonensalldusiudluseduga Fauuunis
amneeildanmsleneiaansaviunelemaiiannuduiamamsiuvesudilsignies Sesay 89.7

4. nadNsvaINsAATIZannaeladain (Logistic Regression Analysis)

A15199 6 HaN1TIATIEINISanneYladaRnuuund (Binary Logistic Regression Analysis)

o Marginal
AuUs B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Effects

CGR 0.426 0.445 0.916 1 0.339 1.531 0.0613
ESG_Rating -0.276 0.224 1.522 1 0.217 0.759 -0.0397
ESG_Risk 0.074 0.035 4.599 1 0.032* 1.077 0.0106
SIZE 0.311 0.288 1.164 1 0.281 1.365 0.0447
AUDIT R 0.538 2.249 0.057 1 0.811 1.713 0.0774
ICR -0.312 0.106 8.585 1 0.003%* 0.732 -0.0449
DE 0.066 0.174 0.145 1 0.703 1.068 0.0095
AGE -0.039 0.021 3.549 1 0.06* 0.962 -0.0056
PIC 0.264 2.101 0.016 1 0.9 1.302 0.038
BOARD_SIZE 0.533 0.498 1.147 1 0.284 1.704 0.0767
ACSIZE -0.631 0.592 1.139 1 0.286 0.532 -0.0908
CFTA 0.143 0.727 0.039 1 0.844 1.154 0.0206
Constant -9.61 6.758 2.022 1 0.155 0

MUBLAR: *** Significant at the 0.01 level.
** Significant at the 0.05 level.
* Significant at the 0.1 level.

PINMTIATIzENsanaesladafnuuund (Binary Logistic Regression Analysis) WUIAMULAIUIEES
FrupudsBu (ESG Risk Rating) wasfauussnsnaiumnuannsalunmstiszaende JuduUsfidvedfayms
adfdeloniaiinAnudumaInienisidu dWeswn fien p-Vvalue < 0.05 Tnsaguuuauidssiuausdu (ESG
Risk Rating) fiAAwduiugifauan (B = 0.074) Feazsiouiruivniidanudssiumsifuguaianisg
suldun mnudssiudainden Wumsldesfmseunszanluuimags mslinswenssssuuaiiuvuia
visomsneliAnuafiv Jso1vthlugunadnemengranevioniasnsnienisiainnaiguasdd anudssy
damy wumslilvenudAymedniussnu anudasadelunisviinu viensasdindnsuywevuluidldguniu
Faoransznusedeidouaraulindenngiidulddiuds uazamidswnusssunivia Wunsvnam
Tu3slalunsuims msiflassadanenssunsilimunzay viemslameteyailiasudiu Jeagiliianst
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Iamam%ﬁgmmé’umafmwmiﬁummﬁu Tuvaefisnsdnmuausalunstszneniedmanuduigidan
(B = -0.312) muneanuiwnnudnannsasenenitelduintu Temainanudumamenisiuazanas dmsu
fuUsou 9 laun AzuuuUsHEUA1UNIATUKAAaNIS (CGR), AzuuuUssus UL Ey (ESG_Rating),
YUIAVBINANIT (SIZE), mnuiiuvesaoulay@suauayn (AUDIT R), lAssasnedunuaesu3ev (DE), dndiuves
ANENITUNTDATE (PIC), IMUNIUAULNIIUNITUTEN (BOARD SIZE), 31UIUVDIAMENTINNIIATIAY (ACSIZE)
WAy 8RTIAIUNTEUARUAARBEUNING TN (CFTA) WU LanIWIITNYRIHANTENY BE9FILUTRE VRS
19n15 (AGE) w#iA1 Sig. > 0.05 Ua%ﬁwiﬂﬁﬁ’aﬁﬁmmaaﬁﬁ Famneruindaudsivai liinalnenseionan
Sumamenisiduluiunresudded fufu fulsazuuuanudssiunnudsdu (ESG_ Risk) warfauds
Snsrdruaruansalunistiszaends (CR) Sedlauddyifisanediazeglufuuy aunsadsuaunsune
Tagail

logit(Y) = -9.61 + 0.426CGR - 0.276SET Rating + 0.074ESG_Risk* + 0.311SIZE - 0.312ICR* +
0.538AUDIT R + 0.066DE - 0.039AGE + 0.264PIC + 0.533BOARD _SIZE - 0.631ACSIZE
+ 0.143CFTA

R EIAG!
Han1sRaLluaneInsallonaAnALALLYMAIN NS UTEIUTENIAnzIl suluna A na NN WE LS
Useinelne Tagldazuuunisussiliudunisiiuguaianis (CGR), AzuuuUsEIduRuANT Y (SET ESG
Rating) WAZAZLULAIULE B39 1uAIINE 18U (ESG Risk Rating) wu11 AzkuunisUseiduussnaaneidou
og19nzuuLUsETuAUMSIAUqUaAanTg (CGR) wazaziuuUseifiusnuaugadu (SET ESG Rating) laidl
ANudNRuSAUlonaRnmINAUIaINIINTRUYeIUSEN AeldasnsathuldneinsalloniafinAnuaumnainig
MMIRUvRIUTINLA 17'iLﬂunj'u‘ﬁl,wawﬂzL.Luumiﬁﬁuauaﬁami (CGR) wazAzwuuUszfiuduaudadu (SET ESG
Rating) o9 lulldazaudisanmmanstuiiuvasiwesustilusserdy wioonaiidedesuiiinansenuseleniaiin
ANUELIVRIMINIRUTIUTENINNN T Wudadeduasusia Tnsusiinasuuuussdiudiunnudsdu (SET ESG
Rating) axazvioufisemsiuvesianislunisdiugsisegrsdaduludanimsiy widumsussiiuludnuas
Bennunmiliulnufoalussezonuasnwdnvaivedeadns inninsUssusansEudusuiAnuase
Tusverdunsenans 3senaldanunsadiannudsmenisduldognauug Tumandusuaruuunuds s
AuaBu (ESG Risk Rating) 1unisusedfiudslsunafiazsoussduainudeadiu ESG Asslaldsunisdnnis
Fafuwlfudmansenusenaysenouniswasanuiuamiainsdulaenss Swenunsaesunslonainanuduman
yamaiuldogditedndy uenanimsliezuuudunsiiuguakazanudsdueagatiuluiunufofsey
g1uarA NS nvalasd nsuannI N sUssiliuaud sennenisulaense vlldanunsaldidudad Tad f
Usgansamlunisnennsallenainanudimamiansiuld ddliaenadeiunuideves Truong, K. D. (2022)
fnudruseniifinsmiuianisfindanudesmianisduiisingt snedeunsarisanaudsamenisduld
agnifedfny Wesnniilifiannalusdasazanuiisinsdusenunianisdu lummssiudiyg nanisideves
Li, Z., et al. (2021) ‘1’7{ﬁﬂmﬂigﬁm%mmmmiﬁﬁﬁ’U@jLLaﬁamﬂumiﬁwmEJmmé’aJmmmamiﬁﬂuﬂismm%u
wuinnsiduguaianisifissegiaien liamisaiueanudumaimenisiuldegaaiug udaziiy
UsgAnsnmmsihunedeldsuiutiadedu wu dasdumansiulasiinuaiasusiaumnin duasuuunim
Aeoaduaudsdu (ESG Risk Rating) fanuduiudidsuindulenaiinainudumainienisiduegeivedify
Fanunenudn USEmiflazuuunuidssiiunugsdu (ESG Risk Rating) gedluunliumdsyiulenafinainy
SIS LINNAT U INT S AT ULAIE DA UANS B URT HadNST donndaeTuNanISAnEITe
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'
a

Antunes, J., Wanke, P., Fonseca, T., & Tan, Y. (2023) #inu11 uSemfisiasuuuninuidssdiu ESG siuualdy
wInyfuanudumaimienisiutesnit Ssatuayuuufniniudss £SG iutladeddyidesiionsuluns
Annzinrmsiuaminsiuvesesdng

Tudiuvesiinlsniual 1NNITANINUTN Shsrduarmannsolumsdisznends (ICR) Saruduiug
\Feauifulomainrudumaimenisiuehsditoddy Somnemnriueniitauaunsalunstszaende
asdunlusdifuaudusamienisiuliesniisvidauansolumsdiszaendes esinusdmi
anunsatrszeenbeldftndaniugmensGuitunindt lurusderiuiuusmuaudu 9 egnsmuinuesions
(SIZE), anuiuvesiaeulalisueugn (AUDIT R), Iaseas1aiunuaesu3em (DE), 91gvednanis (AGE), dndiu
YIAULNTIUNTTOATE (PIO), I1UIUAMLNTIUNITUS YN (BOARD SIZE), I1UIUVDIAMENTIUNITATIVEADY
(ACSIZE) uagdnsndunsuaiuanseduningsiu (CFTA) liflanuduiusadvedfyfulenmaiinninuduwman
yanstiu Faldanansathiudsmuaumeanialdlunsensallenafinanudusaminisduld

[

PNNaNTIIvansalsulnanensalleniainANuEmaImMIINTRuYesUTYnlugUauns el

Y =-9.61 + 0.426CGR - 0.276SET_Rating + 0.074ESG_Risk* + 0.311SIZE - 0.312ICR* + 0.538AUDIT R
+ 0.066DE - 0.039AGE + 0.264PIC + 0.533BOARD_SIZE - 0.631ACSIZE + 0.143CFTA

HANINARBUALYNABILUNTNEINTAAMUAUMEININTRULAETIUWNAY Togay 89.7 Fanani153deluy

5 dy 14 [ a 1 a v ¥ & & . . ) (% o w a v

ATIUADAAIDINULUIAANIT AZLUUAIIULFLINIUATUAINYIEU (ESG Risk Rating) LﬂumaLLUimﬂfymmmia%

N 1NTAULENMAANANUAUMAININITRUVBIUTEN A 1INNTIATLLLNITAAUAWARINTT (CGR) WAzAZLUUAIY
ANSITUYDIRAINNANNSNE (ESG Risk Rating)

I3 [
29AANN3 Y
nsfnwlunaneInsallenainAUANIMaINIINTRUULIIUgIUAzLUUNsUsBIluuTsnanvz Dounay
AZLUUANEBSUANNEEUTBIUTEVTunaIadnnSndwisUsemalne @mnsadiuunesdnusivdlansil

AZLUUANMULHIIAUN1IAIUQUANANIS (ESG Risk Rating)

|:> ToN1ALAAAILALLNAINIINITIUY
ans1duANENsatunNIsEsERantUY

A 2 aadAslul

anandl 2 asdiulgandasefifinadeloniaiinannudumainiensdu un AzuLLALEsIRIUAI1Y
F38U(ESG Risk Rating) waysnsnarumuansalunistisyaeniie S?famﬂﬂ'mzLLuummLﬁmﬁmmsﬁﬁuaLLa
fanisas waneinudsnanaednamlunisuimsinnsduaudiu Senvdmalfinanudumainianisiy
¢ wazmndnsaiunuanansalunisiszaenides LLam'jWU%’wﬁmiwﬁqaLLazmmm%zgﬂzgmamWﬂdaq R
iaTonmainmnudumaimnensdu TneausodouaunisyiuslonaiannudumaimensSulassd

logit(Y) = -9.61 + 0.426CGR - 0.276SET Rating + 0.074ESG_Risk* + 0.311SIZE - 0.312ICR* +
0.538AUDIT R + 0.066DE - 0.039AGE + 0.264PIC + 0.533BOARD_SIZE - 0.631ACSIZE
+ 0.143CFTA
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d3UNaN1339Y

naflinnnsinszinuin azuuuUssusunsiiuguaiants (CGR) laifimnudusitusiuloniaiin
ANAITAIMNINNTRY AzuuLUTsiud ALy (SET ESG Rating) lifauduiusiulonainauduman
NNMSEY ATRULAMLEIRUAUEBU(ESG Risk Rating) fanuduiudifeuindulenainmudumnainig
N1IRUAINNITANEIINE

RIGIRIIE
1. daiauauuzidsuleung
1.1 AENIIUNSAIAUNSANSNEUALAAIAUANNINE (N.8.6.) AITANUUALLINISIRUS ENaanzLdeudl
WAINITUSMSTANISAINLLEBISIU ESG aghaduszuy isannnudsamanisiulussesen
1.2 U%ﬁ’mmﬂﬁmmﬁwﬁ’fgﬁ’umsu%mié’mma'aumma’mWiaiumisﬁ'ﬁmaﬂL‘ﬁa (ICR) Tngaan15fien
VAR R UMLAS wavtiinUsE S mmsUSIsanmaaes

9 Y
v
U

1.3 nawuaslddeya ESG Risk Rating mugruiidianisnsiiudy 9 Tumsussdiuanudenoy

QREGEV!
2. forauanuzdumsiseasoly

2.1 yAdeilduuusians Zmijewski X-Score (1984) Wluuuusasmdnlumsneinsalnnuduman
yamsiu Frenadidesialunisasieumiudsuutamesannainlutiogiu fufunuideluowandijsng
msnennsalloniainaudumaimisnsiuuuiuguesuuunssduuisnannadsusazezuuuaindes
sumnudsuvesuisvlunaiandnning e1afinrsanlduuusiassdusiudie wunuusiass Altman Z-Score,
WUUS1aB9 Grover G-Score Model wae wuus1aes Springate S-Score Model wiawfinanuusiugilunsiasizi
wazvheudlaauduiusserinafudsg 4 anuusesivannvatedty

2.2 Adglusuianevsfsdne ManensalaziuuiunsUssiuusenaaveiioulagazuLAIy
\Foswnuanudsduremsdsuudasesaiu iedlesgiinmshiuguaiionisifianansadmasonnuidesiy
vestinawuuazyarmainvesuitvvield Jsazvaelvigamuuaziniinsssianusaliteyasunzuuudunis
Ussdiutatmaanzifou dWadullidelsenounsdndulaamuldediediussansamunniy
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