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THE IMPACT OF CASH CONVERSION CYCLE ON PERFORMANCE:
EVIDENCE FROM LISTED COMPANIES ON THE STOCK EXCHANGE
OF THAILAND

Benjamas Janamrung’

Abstract

Working capital management is a critical factor associated with corporate liquidity and
profitability. This study examines the impact of the cash conversion cycle on the performance
of firms listed on the Stock Exchange of Thailand. Firm performance is measured using two
dimensions, return on assets (ROA) and earnings per share (EPS), while controlling for firm size
and debt-to-equity ratio. The sample consists of 2,444 firm-year observations from listed
companies across all industries, excluding the financial sector, during the period 2020-2024.
Data were analyzed using descriptive statistics, correlation analysis, and multiple regression
analysis based on pooled firm-year observations. The results indicate that the cash conversion
cycle is significantly and negatively associated with both return on assets and earnings per
share, suggesting that shortening the period during which capital is tied up in working capital
enhances firm performance. Furthermore, the nonlinear analysis reveals an inverted U-shaped
relationship between the cash conversion cycle and return on assets, consistent with Trade-
off Theory. In contrast, the relationship between the cash conversion cycle and earnings per
share is found to be linearly negative. This study contributes to the working capital
management literature by providing evidence supporting the applicability of Trade-off Theory
in the context of developing countries and by demonstrating that the use of different financial
performance measures may lead to different academic conclusions. Practically, the findings
offer useful guidance for managers in formulating optimal cash conversion cycle policies to

improve firms’ financial performance.

Keywords: Cash Conversion Cycle, Working Capital Management, Return on Assets, Eamings per Share
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nsdansiuruvyuisuiduessdusznevddgyeanisuinisnsduiidssalagnsase
anmadeskazauansolunsimlsvesians Tnglamznnsldanmuindeuniaasugiaid
AU uNIuLaliuiuaY MIUSMITRUNUULBIBUeg1iiusEansnmeieliesdnsaiunsasnw
afiesnmmemsiunasiaiuainnuaansalumsutstusgedsdu (Deloof, 2003; Kieschnick et al,
2013) TuuSunadnani 2935:3udn (Cash Conversion Cycle: CCO) la5un1588u5UD819A 1190219
'j'lLfJué'h%ji’mé’wé’zmaqﬂazﬁm%mwmw%miLﬁuﬂqumuﬁau esanagiiouszezinaniinansldly
mawasmsasuluduiasedauasgnuinsdlinduandutuan Tavrsesfuaniidudunisedds
Awansalun Iyl suduaniisiaig annisilanfuyuainaieuen uazlfiuAuaIunga
Tun1ssnwan1nAdeswasianis (Ebben & Johnson, 2011)

Tugamgul AnuduiusseninesRuanlasnan1saliuvaIianmsansnasualaniy
nsouuwIARAdTY Idun noufusnendimineins (Resource-Based View: RBY) §4318931n15U3 913
FununyuisuegeivszansamdunsnensiBanagndivivairsnnuldiussulunsudsdu
(Barney, 1991) wagngufinisuaniUdsu (Trade-off Theory) 85U1891M3U3MT9RIRUARFBIATS
aunaszIuuLasUsyleviranIshonsesdunindryuiow nanAen1sanieasduaauniull
o1991ialenalunisvsaInnsaniAsAnnIssAUAgNA YairinisEnisesiuannnifuluasia
FunumsnsiulazAadsaiuannages (Banos-Caballero et al,2014)

g udaszdnddnlvgjaiuayuinsvernamasiuanfiniuduiussumansiduan
flanas Losnrnfamsdoddnaudulunavdsuduiamduasgavimsdidutuan dualif
LﬁmmiﬁquL‘EuﬁqumﬂmauaﬂLLazﬁunumqmiL‘Euﬁqﬁu (Ebben & Johnson, 2011) ag1dlsfin
HANSANwITIwANFRURINUTUNYRLAazUTEImMA U1auIdeAnwludsemaiuingl wudn
nsiiensesdudiandsluseivgotalidmaidosessaniamnnsdnduauaneld 1eann
fiszuuladafinduarnisinnisilsgunuiiiiussaviam naenauiinanayuilidoronindrdaunas
Juny (Kiymaz et al.,, 2024) lunansatudy Usemamasnau laeduundniugdydodiin
fuanmAGDIlAEAUNLNINSRuTigIndT dsaliestuasiisniinanssyuidsaudeninuaunse
Tumsvinrilsegheduanniu Ualal & Khaksari, 2020; Mansilla-Fernandez & Martin-Bogas, 2023)

uaNINt NUITBYITUEAUDTIANUFUNUT T8 NI T UAARAENANITANLT U
anvlilddudadunse uwifidnvusddiidudunsmuuufa Trade-off Theory TngAan1sfisiems
Suan duduly 919ga e leN1aN19N1IVENMTINAATARLAGNAN Yurfieasiiuan erufuly
A UA1TENANTTULAZAMLLE Bad uanmAG 89 9 FeluUssmARauILEY 19y Banos-
Caballero et al. (2014) uag Aktas et al. (2015) wuaNuduusUUULAYUaT (inverted U-shape)
sevinesiuanlagnantsiiunuresianis sglsinumdngudessdndifetuauduiug
Falidudussianailuuunvesussmeamaaimuisaznaininlmiddiogogainin

Snusmiunilsfissaunssuddianuddureutieite Aemsdenldind Tanamssiiuay
g03RanTs uidvdnlngfoatiuinsduanionlddnsuaneuunuaindunsng (Return on Assets:
ROA) iufunuvesramsiniueu vurifinddomieunsduniuiilsdeiu (Eamings per
Share: EPS) snlfifloazviounadnsmetydanuusewosdievu lneivangiuiinisaniensiuan
annsanmlsdefuiiunsfinuszans amnnsldiununyuiisunaznisandununianisiiy
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(Karim et al., 2024; Ghabban et al., 2024) ag19lsAnu n1sld EPS Tuns@neruszifiudanaiid
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1. W e@nwinansznurednsasiiuandenanisinduaiuvesianisluaesdd laun
Usgansamnisanduauesianiswaskanisanidunuanyuuestieu lngld ROA wag EPS 1Uu
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2. WederzdauduiudidadunsiszninnsastuanturanisendunuvesianisTuiia
289 ROA ay EPS

3. fionsradeuauduRusBsliifudunsesseninasasiuansunanisidusuyes
Aanisludifves ROA wag EPS

AUNAFIUVDNUIY

Hla: 29950RuaA (CCO) AANANNUSITEUAUSATINANDULNUAINEUNTNE (ROA)

H1b: 2995Rwan (CCC) Imnuduiusisauiurilssaiiu (EPS)

H2a: AMUALNUGTEIN191995HUER (CCO) LagdnTWanauunuaINdunsng (ROA) danuus
Balaudunsauulfsyuas (inverted U-shaped relationship) sauiafin Trade-off Theory

H2b: 2995Ruan (CCC) Tnnuduiusidadunsudaauiuiilsdenu (EPS)

NSBUKUIANTIUNISIFY

NIOULLIAAYDINISANYIT NnUAlAasduandudwlsdasendnlunisosulenanis
AuUYaIRanNs WeRasaran1seduuluaeds own 9nsIHanauknuIINduUnsweg (ROA)

o 1 v 5 4:91/ = a [~ ¥ [y} [y} & a (- 2% 1

wazlssienu (EPS) Mall n1s@nwiiansananudulilavesanuduiusidsldidudunsasening
NATRUEANU ROA AIULUIAA Trade-off Theory UUgIAMNEUNUSTENIN91ATH[UAAAU EPS A9
198N YULIBAAUATUTRUAUANGIUTIUTEINEIINITIUNTTUNBUNT IAEAIUANNANTENY
VBUIANINTUAL BRI IEIUNTAUS 091
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N19N158UV89RN1T (Deloof, 2003; Kumar et al., 2024)

nildlugdTaildussiiulsrans nmuesnisdansunumyuisussnaunivatsfio 293
[Fuan (Cash Conversion Cycle: CCC) Faawviouszozhanfinanisldlunisuvasnisamulududiag
adsuargnuiimadiliinduanduiuan Tneduinanuasuvesssezaniuninisdi (Days Sales
Outstanding: DSO) LagIz8z1a109AT0IdUAIAIAGS (Days Inventory Outstanding: DIO) #naae
38&13L’Ja’m’1?§ﬂiwﬁ§ﬂ’lﬁﬁ’l (Days Payable Outstanding: DPO) (Richards & Laughlin, 1980) 3433
Suanidulaeviluasieuianuannsolumemuisuiuanisni annsfisniduuaeuen
wazifinauAaoainIen1Tiu srfinsasiuandienufuluenausdfansynEunuliludunng
viudguannAueddulasifiunsyduyumanisfuesians

NIULUIAANIMNG YY)

VUUUNBATIMINGINT (Resource-Based View: RBV) LauainnnulailSeulienisuaetu
ogsdsPuresiansiinannsaseunseazumsninensaeluiidiaa menn deunuuldenn
wagldanunsanauwnuls (Bamey, 1991) luu3unu0In1TUTMITRUNUMLULIEN NMITANITIATEUER
ogailuszAnsnmannsanesldinduanuaunsnidiesdnsiiviofinuszansamlunslddunsng
andeadnfinduaninados wasaluaisdnenmlunmsaismanouumuuigeny fedu Aansiivims
29303uanlfegeiiusansameenduunliifiazarsmansdndunumenistuldfninfensid
NSUTMIRUNUVLUIgUR g UTE NS N

naefnisuanidey (Trade-off Theory) nquiinisuaniasussuiginnisuimsiiumy
viuisuiifuszansnmdesendonmsaisaunaseninsfunuuagselovivesnisiensesduning
vyudoy fle MsansRsiuanaInsatisfinan medeaLazandununIssEuld usmnanamn
Auldonansenudelenialunisvigainnisdndaasinnisnisaengna Tunanduiu n158a993
Fuane1atensziusenvieuarairsanudangulunisdniunu uimneruiullazifiuasena
nsiduLazANAssduanmAges (Ebben & Johnson, 2011; Weidemann, 2018) anelduuian
AINE1D AUFUNUS 219995 R udnLazRan1satduIuYesianisdsoalilmdwd uduns
mnusionalanvauziunnuduiusidaldsyuas (Inverted U-shaped Relationship) Feavviounisil
otjuRIsEAUIITRUARTILINTaL (Optimal Cash Conversion Cycle)

MuAseiifgates

153NN uvglatuayinnsuIMsIRIRuaneg 1liUsEaE Mnd L duRuS
funanssdunuiiituresianis lnsnufnuswaunnnuinestuanfiduasofiuauannn
Tumshdnls esanannisyniduyuliludunsndnyuidsunazannisfl annuva sfunuaisuen
fognatu Deloof (2003) wuhuidluuadeufifnasiuandunirdiauansalumsviiilsgeniy
au#l Ebben and Johnson (2011) :esunaluvihusafsafiudmiviansvuiadnluansgeining
Tnediinsuimssasiiuanediediusyandnmdieifiuisan nAdesuasRaRa LTS

ag13lsfnu ITBUREIELDIIANEURUSTENI9 TR UEALAZNAN15A LT LA
flfdudadunsaauely Tuegfuuiunmaasugioarlnsiadiamaianuvosuiazussine
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FanaN1TALIUIIUYRIAaNTS (Kiymaz et al., 2024) @onrasiduuulIfngdinand Banos-Caballero et
al. (2014) uag Aktas et al. (2015) WunanguatUANEANUFUTUSLUULAIYUAITENIN9RTIUER
LagHANITALIUIUYRINANS Ima%ﬁwmw%maﬁunumuﬁauiu'izﬁ’uﬁmmzaummimﬁm
wansiiunuld winsihastuaaiieriiullessudmadedonnuausalunisiils it
AUNUAINEMFUVAYULUIAA Trade-off Theory 3119N156A 0985 19AUAATENT AN INAS B
ANAINTAIUNITVIY WAZAUYLNINITIRY

il manguanUszimaiawwdrsratuayuanuduiusBslidudunseieng s usilu
USUNUDIUIZNAAISINAU $1UIT8E U TIPINULNBIAMNFUNUSITIaUTENINNITRUAALAE
NaN1TALIUIU 298198 Gill et al. (2010), Nazir and Afza (2009), Afeef (2011), Phuong and
Hung (2020) tkag Kumar (2024) euInstudfioniudurusuauamsolunsylsi
anasasianmslulssmaidsian Jsagvieuirded daiuaninadesuazdunumanisGulunais
Aalndonavinlinanisldaninsalasuuselesdannstasastuanlud nvazii i uUseinAnauILa

uonni sisealnglunssanssudlenldidTanansaiivaniluifvesiils wu

'
a

gnTINAaNBULNUIINAUNINE (ROA) 308MIMaRUWNLAINILVBIN T 09U (ROE) Wundn vauei
519 lssesiu (Eamings per Share: EPS) & sazviounanauunuainyuuesioiulnensadail
ERERERRI effindngiuiinisuimaiuuuyuisuaiinsodwar e lssoRudiun sy
UszdnSnmnnslolumuuasn1sanduyum1anisdu (Karim et al, 2024; Ghabban et al., 2024)
dmiuuiunuszimalng 9uAdeRdnwauduiuszrinnasiuanasnanisiiiuny

v A o [

fafiduaudaia uardniugdinailiesginrudiiuidadunsdaglimadiadumlsuuuiab
WU ROA uay ROE anusiinmsanwii3euifisunavenasiiuandenaniseniiuaurusd Sanane
15 sfansnaaeuanuduiusidsldidudunssmuiuiin Trade-off Theory Sanulalidsnn a1n
FerinrenTsunsufingn muifeiiaffnvnansenurenssiuaadenanisduiunues
Aamsluvsunvesustmaensdeulunanandnninduiaszndlng Tnedaszeinannuduiudide
dunswandsldfudunsaiiuidinaedin W sasmanauunuanduning (ROA) uasilsse
#u (EPS) ilovengasdmusiAsafunisusmstunumyuisulunaiaifnlmitaziiainudla

LPINUANULANAIIYDINAANSANUAITIANANTITA LTI UALE DN LY

52U8UIBN15IY

nsAnuidun1sideidasina (Quantitative Research) InglddioyanRegd (Secondary
Data) MnuTEnaanzioulunaandnmindursUszimalneg Wilefnwinansgnuronsasiuansona
MIndunurenams mylineideyaldadfidmssau Msieseianuduius uaensinsen
Teyaltmsiinnzvinisonnesnmgnilageidedeyauvusinmitedann iienaaeunudusiug
MuaNRg NI SELAEATIIERUANLAARdBsTUNTBULARM I iR B

Uszrnsuasnguilagg

JszrnsveansinunilsznoudisuisnaansSeulunaandnnindunsssmalng
NNNGUAAIMNTIN BALTUNFNTIAINTITRUY LU sUIATWINYE USEnUseiude uazan1dunistu
lesangsRasananiidnvalasaiamnisiu subuumsdniuny uazesduszneuvesduning
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1. Ustndesiidoyavnamsituasuiiunasntiananiifing

2. US¥ndesldgniinaauaInmaIanannsngseninatianiainisfing
PaaiAnwiogseningd w.a. 2563-2567 9azeiaan 5 U ileaseuaquiteraane

\ATYgNAUNALATYINTANUTUNIUNINATEEAY Inglinduiiagaadudiuiu 2,629 Yoya

N15IAALUTIY
faus9asy
FUTDATENANVIN1IANYIAD 19953UaR (Cash Conversion Cycle: CCC) AU

CCC = DSO + DIO - DPO
1. sreganiuniinisd (Days Sales Outstanding: DSO) = (@nuHin1sA1/v18)*365

2. 2UzIaN0ATRNAUAIAIARY (Days Inventory Outstanding: DIO) = (@uAAsnae/
AUNUUY)*365
3. 538181159158 n1n19A1 (Days Payable Outstanding: DPO) = (191%1n15A7/

AUNUUIY)*365
WenaaauauduRusiZslsidudunssmiuuulfn Trade-off Theory nsAnwnillaasia

FUsAa9EDIv89I995uaR (CCC2) WdAnluwuUINaDa

AUsnIY
ANSANEIPNANITALTUIIUYIRINS IUADINR ATl
1. 9RTINANBULNUINAUNSNE (Return on Assets: ROA) Ttnuuseans nmwnsaiiuay

VYBINANT
firlsand
ROA = ——
AUNINYIA
2. mls#eviu (Earnings per Share: EPS) l¥ununan1saniiuauainguuegnoy
filsgns
EPS = —————
MUIURUAUYNTITULAN

AuUsAUAY
WaAIUANNANTENUVRIUATEBUN 01BN NanBNaN1TANTUIIUYDININT N15ANWT

AvuAsIkUsAIUAN il
1. UIAUSEN (Firm Size: SIZE) 1091na9n137AU5I5URVIdUNSWE51

nidusi

SIZE = In(Gunswdsm)
2. dnduniliudenu (Debt to Equity Ratio: DE) Auinilee DE =

, va v
AT

nsiusIusIutaya
Toyaildlunisdnwiiiludeyanfeginsausiuaing udeya SETSMART, Refinitiv

(Thomson Reuters Eikon/Datastream) LLa3LL‘UULLami’lamisﬁlaganzﬁﬂ (kuu 56-1 One Report)
vosusEvanngidsulunaiandnnsnduisUssmelne lneiutoyanudiwlsnimund miugaed

W.A. 2563-2567
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wuudnaesnldlunisiianeidaya
ONARDUANNAFIUNITIVY NMITANITNNUAKUUTIRDINITIATIZYRIT

WUUTNADUTUEUAT
Performace; = o + [1CCCiy + B2SIZE; + B1DE; + €
wuudaeadeluidudunss
Performace;, = By + B1CCCit + B,CCCE + B3SIZE;, + B3DE; + €4

Toedi
Performace; unu ROA %30 EPS vouswm i Tul t
CCCy; LAY 299303UAR
CCCA wWd AILUINAIEDIU999TEuAR
SIZE;; WY YUIAVBININIG
DE;, WU é’mwdawﬁ?ﬁuﬁianu
€, WL AIAYINAAIAREDY

WnsAaszvideya

1. adABanssaiun (Descriptive Statistics) TAnade dudeauuinnsgiu mean uas
fgegn Lileesunsdnuazilvesteya

2. mwsiauduiuiidesdy (Correlation Analysis) nsradeuANELRUESEWINg
wUseeanduiusiiiesdu (Pearson correlation)

3. avavgeulmanuduiusidany (Multicollinearity) Useidiudnang Variance Inflation
Factor (VIF)

4. myTaTgvideyaldnsiasinisannssnva alagofed oy anuusInriIgdng
(Pooled Firm-Year Observations) ﬁgqiugﬂLLUUL%aLé’umaLLazL%ﬂﬁwé’aam ievaeuaLLAgiunside

HaN13IY

naueE SIS AnmiUssneudedeyauitndnu 2,629 feya Mevdinmnsiadey
mnuAsUdIuYeateya wuinddeyausmenshiauysalnannusif dvueid ssnursui el s
msWawmedeyandnduiensiuanasianiuud Suinoondwiu 131 deya dwalvindedeya
dm3unisiinsieiiid psdudiuiu 2,498 Taya ﬁ]’lﬂﬁjulﬁmwaaumﬁmﬂﬂﬁ (Outliers) Aenauat
standardized Z-score Imsmmmiwmmmm 2 > 3 udiindni uazdneeniiuind o 54 Taya
yhlfvdedeyaustm-Udmiumsnmeidugainesuiau 2,444 Foya

dl aa a s dl a o
A15199 1 DRI sauuvRsRUsRIEluNTITY

Variable Mean Minimum Maximum Std. Deviation N
Statistic Statistic Statistic Statistic
CCC 140.42 -371.81 2029.15 285.02 2444
ROA 5.84 -31.38 44.30 8.10 2444
EPS 0.82 -15.93 24.16 2.52 2444
SIZE 8.86 5.41 13.74 1.48 2444
DE 1.16 0.02 15.35 1.32 2444
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NANTSIATIZVADALTINTTUUN

€ aa a (%

HANTILATIETaD AT N TN vRIi U s LT lunsAnwnansdam s 1 lnglddeya

v [ Y 1

USEN-U31u7u 2,444 Yoya 118naan1sanaAIRaund (Outliers) wuin 293513uan (CCC) fiAady
windy 140.42 Fu uagidrmudssuunasgu 285.02 Yu azrouiinuuansisvessefunsuins
Sunumiuisuszninfanslunguinesne lngaisanves CCC iy —371.81 Tu vazdirngean
asuh?]' 2.029.15 Yu dmsunansaiuauyesianis wuin ROA fidiade 5.84% waz EPS deiade
0.82 Vwislavu vuzfivuinianis (SIZE) friads 8.86 wardnandruniiAusenu (DF) fiduade 1.16
i aawviouliuinnumannvanevesdnvazAansuaglasaiaiuyuuesuTdnlungusegis

N3R5 UYaANNAYIILUUTIADY

ReumedeUALIRgIu IdrmareuteruNAnug uTe U A 1SAA0Y NUT AR
(Skewness) wazAraales (Kurtosis) vesinuseglunasinessiuld avviouindoyaiinisuanuag
TndiAssund uanand a1 Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) vasiauusdassviavmanindt 5 uas
A1 Tolerance g4n11 0.10 wansirliidgymanduiusnman (Multicollinearity) egnsfitodAny
VULHEINU NANITNTIVABY Scatterplot YBIAIAWNABNUINNNITNTLANYAMVUAN UazpAavil
Durbin-Watson fia1lnaiAes 2 agviewinwuudiaesludidaym Autocorrelation

a v o & Y
A9 2 ANFUNUTIENIRILUS

Variable CCC ROA EPS SIZE DE

CCC 1

ROA -.064** 1

EPS -070** 296** 1

SIZE .066™* 0.037 134** 1

DE 0.013 =226 -.094%* 327 1

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

HAN1TIATIZRAEaRdUNUS I SAU (Pearson’s correlation) 55 RI9AILUTLAAIAINITIS
WUTT 299915 UdA (CCO) TAudunus tsavng Wldod1AgyAyu nanauunuaodunsneg (ROA)
(r = —0.064, p < 0.01) wagrlssiosiu (EPS) (r = —0.070, p < 0.01) AgviouduITnildinauiuiy
1umil,‘1J§Uuﬁw’hmmﬁaLLaz@Jﬂwﬁmiﬁ'}Lﬂuﬁuam fuuludisefianuanansalunsiriilsuay
wamammwiaﬁﬁaﬁuﬁwaa FsapnndoafuuuAndunisuislunuvyudsuiiussaninnagdae
ALASUNANITAHUIIUNINITREU (Ebben & Johnson, 2011)

dmfudnsmanauwnuseduning (ROA) wudllauduiusideuiniudasilsseu (EPS)
pgelidedAey (r = 0.296, p < 0.01) LARITNAMNEDAAR DITTWINAITATHANDULNUIINAUNTNE
wazinlsnenu W UIRAANTS (SIZE) fAnuduiusiBeuiniuisasiiuan (r = 0.066, p < 0.01)
LazdnIIn1bssau (r = 0.134, p < 0.01) wi LU Wad AU ROA (r = 0.037) § U eT U5 m
yuelvgduualifiazadrailsdevuldannni ufiaziseunsuvasfuansiniy

uanand é’mmd’smﬁﬁu@ianu (DE) fanudunusigauiugnsmanauunudadunsn

) Ra

(r = -0.226, p < 0.01) uay dasrrnlsseviu (r = -0.094, p < 0.01) agvieuIUTENTTviAugasin

Y
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Uszavsnnlunsadmanauwnuainduninduasilsaaiunias egnslsinudnsidiunildusonu
HAuduiusITIUINAVIUINYEIAINIT (SIZE) (r = 0.327, p < 0.01) Fauansinuienvuinlngdin
fenlassaswunividduuinndi

[
I

Tngagy Han15IATEANdiusUwIneesliuan Yunnans wazdnsdiunilausenuy

q

JAudauleatuNan1SAL I U UNIINIS RUVIUS N UNANIN ADAAR N UNTBULUIANNITIVEY

M131991 3 HANTIATIZVDADDLNYIAN

Dependent Variable B Beta t Sig. VIF Adj. R? F Sig.
Variable
ROA Ccc -0.002 -0.069 -3.531 <.001**  1.004 0.210 61.123  <.001**
SIZE 0.708  0.129 6.253 <.001** 1.125
DE -1.644 -0.268 -12.966  <.001** 1.120
EPS CccC -0.001 -0.056 -2.822 .005**  1.004 0.045 39.066  <.001**
SIZE 0.198  0.125 4.488 <.001** 1.125
DE -0.076 -0.049 -2.071 .039% 1.120

NUNBUR: *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01

NAN13ILATITVNITANDBLNY AU BVAEUNANTENULT UdURTIv092995 T uans BWa
MSANTIUNUNIINTIUREAIR 915199 3 NUT1 wuuT1aeildsnsmanauuuioduNs e (ROA)
JusuusamuiivdedAymneadfluningau (F = 61.123, p < 0.001) uazanusassunenuwlsusiy
294 ROA la¥puay 21.0 (Adjusted R? = 0.210) lagnui1199543uan (CCC) danudunusidsauiu
ROA aeiltiudAgyneada (B = —0.069, p < 0.001) wanslifiuindiensasiuansniy nanouuny
Reduningrasiansiinuiliuanad axviouiINsuIMIRuYUMLAsUeg1dUsEanSamEIun1Tan
szoznamsynunuludunsndnguisuansatiedfiuussansamnsldaunsndvasfionisle

Tuduvesuuudrassilimlsdeviu (EPS) Wusuusnu nuiwvudassiifoddnmaaia
Tuansasaunu (F = 39.066, p < 0.001) kazau1saaduieanuuususiuves EPS lnsseag 4.5

(Adjusted R? = 0.045) lag393siduaniaudunusifeauiuilsdeiueg el duddgynieai s

). D)

(B = -0.056, p = 0.005) A¥7EUIINITEATLHLLIANNITRUAATUNUSTUN1TANAIVDINANDUWNUTY
dovulasu

dmsuiautsmuny wunruInAants (SIZE) deuduiusidauantuia ROA uay EPS
oeailifuddyneadn snefishduniaudenu (OF) fenuduiudidauiuisaesiita asou
fansvuatugiinuilunadismanisaniduanulafngg ’Luﬁumzﬁﬁamiﬁﬁmiwﬁqﬁﬂﬁmami
Fudusruanas e A1 VIF gasiuusdaseyndasinda 5 wansinlinuilym multicollinearity
Tusgiuiinina

faiu nanslesgiinaeedl 3 Teatuayuaunfignu Hia uaz Hib fissyinnsasiuan
feuduiusidauiudnsnanauwusiedunsnduas mlssienu
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A151991 4 NANTIATITNOADBELTIASIEDe 1aely ROA way EPS wWusiusany

Dependent Variable B Beta t Sig. VIF Adj. R2 F Sig.
Variable
ROA Cccc 0.005  0.145 2917 .004**  1.085 0.069 46.009  <.001**
CCcz -0.000 -0.112 -2.654 .008**  1.080
SIZE 0.664  0.121 5.627 <.001**  1.134
DE -1531 -0.255 -12.347  <.001** 1.125
EPS Cccc -0.001 -0.159 -3.188 001 6.360 0.045 30.060  <.001**
Cccez 6.014  0.086 1.717 .086 6.404
SIZE 0.322  0.189 9.013 <.001**  1.126
DE -0.307 -0.161 -7.601 <.001** 1.142

NUR: *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01

NAN1331ATIEN N15an008LTaidsaes wanslumisnei 4 nuduuudiaesditdsnsn
HARDULNUANEUNSNE (ROA) WWusuUsmuiitdedidamieadd (F = 46.009, p < 0.001) uaga1uisa
95 unuAIULUTUIIUYeY ROA lAseaay 6.9 (Adjusted R? = 0.069) Ing19a5i3udn (CCC) TAn
Fulszavsiluuinetslidedday (B = 0.145, p < 0.01) vaiishulsididesessasiuan (CCC2)
flenduuszandiduavesaitodday (B = ~0.112, p < 0.01) wansdaruduiusidslidudunss
wuulfayuas (Inverted U-shaped Relationship) 5win13easiiuanuas ROA daifuayuauufigiu
H2a WazaonAdDsTULLIAR Trade-off Theory Tiauaitnsumsiuyumsudsulusyfuiivnzay
annsafisUszavsannsiiunuld uinsdnszoznansasiuannnifuldezfivdununisie
ATOIAZNITENNNITHY UAINAAUADNANITALTUIIUYBININTT

dmsuuuvdaesiildmlsdedu (EPS) 1ufuusna wuitwuudassiifedfynieaia
(F = 30.060, p < 0.001) &115005U18ANNWUTUTIUTBS EPS laseeay 4.5 (Adjusted R = 0.045)
Tnreasiivan (CCO) fauduiudifeavedafiifoddgyiu EPS (B = -0.159, p < 0.01) vaue
Ay CCC2 lufidadrAtynisana (B = 0.086, p = 0.086) dziauUIIAIUFUNUSTENI11995TUAR
uay EPS Tdnvasldudunsuday Seaduayuaunfigiu H2b fitmuaiinsdfivdurensaiuan
duiudiunsanasesilsdevfuseuieiilos

wansAnuFINaTI v sULUUANUEITUS TN nRsRuaniunan1sALduuYes
Aamsuananafunudad Taild Tnoanuduiusideliifudunsinuuwifn Trade-off Theory
Usingdailetananisiiiiunusig ROA Geagviouuszaninimlunislddunindvosfanis vaied

flednsae EPS Feazviounanauwnuainyuueieiu anuduiusidnvasidudadunsaday

'
ISP

1NN NIHTAUNUAING 1IATUAYULUIAATIHANTENUVBINITUTIM SR UN UM UG UDITUAN G

AUANULAVDINANITANTUINUNNINT U
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M1519% 5 a3UNaN1TIY

GEE o)) F18aYAENNAFIY anguLeUszany NANTSNAFAU
H1a CCC fianuduiusideauriu ROA B =-0.069, p < 0.01 atfuayu
H1b CCC fiauduiudiBeauriu EPS B = -0.056, p < 0.01 atfuayu
H2a CCC uag ROA flauduiusiuy Inverted U-shape  CCC (+), CCC2(-), p<0.01  alfuayu
H2b CCC fianuduiusidadunsadsauiu EPS B =-0.159, p <001 atfuayu

HaN1sIATIZRLansliiuImNdTuSTEnI1RIRuaLas ROA ldnuvaziluldayuas
(Inverted U-shaped Relationship) &satiuauuuwuifin Trade-off Theory 3I15U3MSRUN UMY AU
Tussiuiivnzananinsodaaiuszdvsnmnisaniuanuld widensasiuaneufussiuimanga
wansAunuazuanas lunsnsstudia anudusiusszninnsasiiuanuey EPS fdnvae
Fadunsadeay agdeuinaiiuduressasiuanduius funisanasuamanouunuder d oty
ot19raLiles

d5duazanusnena

HANTITENUTT TR UanTANNFUTUSIT@UAUNaN1TANTLIIUNINITRUYRIAINIS
Flufifvesdnsmanouuuanduning (ROA) uaslasieru (EPS) ednefitbddamuada Featuayu
auufgiu Hia way Hib uavdenadasiuunAnnsuimatunumuisuss wiussavsam fauedn
miamwznmmi@ﬂL‘Euﬂqul*fﬂuﬁuﬁwmmﬁaLLazQﬂwﬁﬂ'ﬁﬁ’mm}wLﬁmmWﬂém AANFALYES
Runuagueniazduasuauannsalun1siimilsvesianis (Deloof, 2003; Enqgvist et al., 2014)
Tumsnssiutg msisasiuaniisrufulugensinlifanisuunsudunulenia duyunisnisiby
wazaudssinuasindiutu Sensaaneunanisdiiunuminisiulassy

dmSuauufgIu H2a Han1sAN¥INUIIANNENRUSTENIN999s uanLag ROA Idnuuy
FeluiiudunsawuulAsyuas (Inverted U-shaped Relationship) lne CCC feduuseansideuan
Youpdl CCC2 TnduszAviTsavedaiifoddny asvieuimsuimsRuumuisullssfuimngan
(Optimal Working Capital Level) equmaJ’liﬂa%'NUiﬂmﬂqaqmiaﬂizﬁm%mwmsﬁwLﬁummaﬁﬁ]mi
HATNSAINE 1IATUAYULWIAR Trade-off Theory wazaAAdadiutaAUNUYDY Bafos-Caballero et
al. (2014) wag Aktas et al. (2015) Aineauamnudiusdnvauiioaiuluuiunemainiauiui

dmSuauufgiu H2b nan15fnwinuineasiuasinnuduiusdadunsadsauiunls
Aovu (EPS) ag1elldudAnyn1eada agyioudin1sinseuslianinsivanduiusiunisanauss
namauunuRerFovuatieaiiles fedunudindnudimaresnisuimsiuumudeusionilsde
uldnuamdudadunnnihemuduiusuudlds dlenadesann eps Wusiitafiasfiounanouuny

[V 2

lusgruddenuuazlasuninaanladeduiiaudia wu lassasialdumu mseaende Laginuiuiu

CY 1

ey dnall trade-off effect Wiusnguaudauieniunsdivas ROA

TOAUNUAING 1AL DUlTAUINANTENUTOIDTIUAARBNANITANTUIIUVBIAINIS
praumnastumusanansiuinnuidentd Tne ROA Fulsiauszansamlunsldaunindues
Aansiiuunliuagiou trade-off effect Iddaaunin EPS Mifusad ananouunulusedudderu

YDAUNULYIHDTUIUAINULANG1YDINANITANYINOUNTN L UITIUNTSUN L FITTANANITALAUIY
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(%

LANGANIAY LLazﬁd';EJGUmaaqﬁmmiﬁmﬁ’uwmmaam%ﬁ’mmqm'iL3u1uﬂWiﬁmsnmiﬁmiﬁunu
ey WnsangluusunvesUsemamainm,

TuBsU iR wamsdetliiuinduimsastmuaulenensuimsesiuanlfaenados
fulmnedenagrduesesdns nemngafinussansnmnsldauning msuimresiuanliey
Tuseufimsnzaumuuunfn trade-off vauziivinysifiunaneuwnusiefievu n1sanisasiiuan
gl ssorafunamsdivzaundt uenanilinamuanslédmd anaredfsauduluns
Uszifiunansiiiiuny isliiazvieunansenuveslouisuimsRuyumuideuldegnasousu

Jatauauuzlun1sivelusuian

msidelusunaneravenenalnenisldid fananiseudunuiiagy Wy fitadeann
WeSouitunadnsludiffuansneiy sudfnunansenuveseInlsenautosveeasiiuanuen
ANUSEEEANAUNENISAN STovnaiensosAuAIAINGY LaESYELANTISENE N13A YonanTiens
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  R O A =     ก ำ ไ ร ส ุ ท ธ ิ  ส ิ น ท ร ั พ ย ์ ร ว ม


  E P S =   ก ำ ไ ร ส ุ ท ธ ิ  จ ำ น ว น ห ุ ้ น ส า ม ั ญ ท ี ่ ช ำ ร ะ แ ล ้ ว


  S I Z E =  ln ⁡   ( ส ิ น ท ร ั พ ย ์ ร ว ม )


  D E =   ห น ี ้ ส ิ น ร ว ม  ส ่ ว น ข อ ง ผ ู ้ ถ ื อ ห ุ ้ น
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