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Abstract

This article aims to study the relationship between financial ratios and stock prices of the companies listed on the
Stock Exchange of Thailand (SET). By using 14 financial ratios published by the SET, the results of 344 samples show that the
changes in stock price depends mainly on the changes of stock prices in the past. The average result of the impacts from the
past returns is up to 96% and only 4 percent from other financial ratios. The results of the analysis do not support the efficient
market theory at both weak and semi-strong form. The results of the study indicate that the use of technical analysis may be

superior in predicting stock prices, comparing to the use of fundamental analysis.
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mﬁmﬁ:ﬁ’ﬁaga@h 873 Variance Decomposition 32131
sasaonidoulovrsidudadinfosiouss 0.07 299
HanIENUAasTaUIAInye luymefdaiaiuuang
ﬁ'@dauagjﬁ%am: 4.81 YBINANTENUABIZAUITIANINNA
LLNZﬁﬁ@d’Ju&l’mﬁq@lLfJIaLﬁLIUﬂy‘LI@T’JLL“]JiEli‘l«L5] ainuniy
SATIFNTITRAUT059 LAZATRNTHAR WATIIH FaFIWITH
wﬁawudwgaﬁﬁamz 89.43

Promin (2018) AN®MIAMUFUWUTITHINIAE
duldyaaasimuan mBdulafidyaaa Lm:mﬁgaﬁmﬁluﬁu
nianmainlasanlulssineg drsuuudines Vector
Autoregressive Regressive (VAR) wazlditnsdszanmnns
FwnuuuLdaes VAR ldud mMInasauanusuwusig
ARENINTEHZ LD (Cointegration Test) N1Inagay
ANUFNWUTLTINRGUAZNS (Granger Causality test) UAzN1T
iU jisenasuaussdandiuulsUsan (Impulse
Response Function: IRF) %dman’lﬁmi’lzﬁ‘ﬁagawui’l me
L‘Eu"lﬁgﬂﬂaﬁsum mﬁﬁu"l,ﬁﬁﬁﬁ_qlﬂﬂa mﬁgamlﬁlu e
HAaAmsiuIaTINlulzing (GDP) fauaunuiiaqan
AMszezenn lasdnlsudasMssnadetuuasiuninug
WazINNIIIATIzRTRYad83T n1TneuFuEIAITN
wi51U39% (Impulse Response) 321731 laifianns
Lﬂﬁﬂuuﬂmmaamﬁﬁuvlﬁyﬂﬂaﬁﬁumtﬂ?{wuﬂaﬂﬂ 1
S.D. ssnaldlrnRanmsiutannlulszinadan g ﬂ%’ugaﬂﬁu

a a o o o & A o
Tufiemadonulasysudigeduannigalulasinad 6 uaz
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Ao 9 AANIIULTIFINQAUNIN duumﬁﬁu‘lﬁﬁﬁyﬂﬂaﬁ’u
nanAmsinIaTINlulszing woinlulasuawsnuianmwal
wanuludszinanavsuasluiianeasanudn uazlulas
V&7 2 9zdon 9 aouanedlUlufianmadoani uazdsuda
gaﬁutﬂfwgqaﬂmwiﬂmmaﬁ 3 uFnaIntuines 9
ﬂ%’uﬁ";ga"fmm%jmnﬁfﬂ FIUANAIIIINAMNTNRUTV DS
mﬁyja@hLﬁwﬁdaNalﬁwﬁﬂﬁmﬁmmm‘[uﬁs:mﬂmauauaa
TudAanmadsinulugiswsn LL@T’Jﬂ%’uéT’Jgaﬁuamﬁmﬁﬂu
laswnai 2 eunazdurinlulasungd 3 uaz 4 wazidgd
@amnnmluﬁq@

(2010) ladnws
AN ETE IS N UN1 3T BUAZIIANTB IR N

Nudam & Bunworachote

adntindulduluaaa Bursa Malaysia Derivatives
(DCE) laald
wuudiaas VAR anuamatianzianuidumaiduns

(Bursa) azDalian Commodity Exchange

(Granger Causality Test) WUINUSIN M5B B8R
ishsuduuesnaa Bursa Lﬂumm@lmaamsmﬁummm
P9I UazINMIRaIRUHAT M sAeuanas (Impulse
Response) W1 mMatUasuudatedsaunsuvasdsunm
mMsdesiniuldudvaosaaia Busa  vinlwiAans
AOLAWDIVDITA A AN Ao RlNI A 2 uasdaIuas
agnsunluiud 3 denssdurinlufianiadoanuadne
@oLilosantatud 10 s2unani133tAszRar835uen
gautlsznauanuuisisan (Variance Decomposition) W31
auudsUsinaasnaingulduniaaia Bursa waz DCE
SisunInesuiensdasuulasvesenaslduinni
$ouaz 90 uazUSuNmnITevnsdInadensiAnwIY A
sieviguduluaana DCE fauas 1.38 — 4.35 uazlu
@81@ Bursa f9308az 7.88

Kohansal (2013) lé@nsanuaunusszning
é‘mﬁdmmdmﬂﬁuﬂ”ﬂﬁm%é’nﬂ%'wETmam@juqﬂ FINNTIY
819117 luaa1anannIwdsninu druuuusiasd Vector
Autoregressive (VAR) LLa:LﬁaaﬁaUﬂ“‘iﬂ”mﬁu’i’mﬁﬁﬂ'nmh
§u1s2An591n VAR Model vinldlagsnn Saidanaiunemns
nItaszAsduuud faTeanisaeuaned (Impulse
Response) WIREAINEIUNIINITIIUANINITNaga Y
Ratio)

2A1&I% Asset turnover Ratio é’mwmuﬁ']"li@iammm;ﬁa

ANuFUNUTAD 6a3NdIwWYWALU (Current

#1 (ROE) 8nsndauinlidafuningsan (ROA) uaz
8aINEIWARFY (Debt Ratio) lasnan13IaTZwNLI1 AT
ADUAUBIVDITIARANNINSLUNF U ATANTINE NIV
aaanannindanuazdlifoundaslulasungn 1 ud
A X & o A ' 3
anwnduanieslulasuien 2 waraassadrsTiasilulas
; Ca oy .
Wafl 3 uaz 4 faunazdon g INNIUANIIFIAgan Wl

lasunan 7 Lﬁaé"mwdm%gm’mm%’sLﬂﬁwuﬂm‘lﬂ 1S.D.
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a“'@mmwgw,‘i'auﬁuﬂfwﬁ (Asset turnover Ratio) 9=&IHA
@iaswmm”nw%'ws]‘mmw”umulunﬂvlmma@fqLwi"lmmaﬁ 1
9 lasnadi 10 udsanaRpsEniasiniu samauils
dasrurasriiariu (ROE) azdnadaananninglulas
nad 2 wasiindudnluwlasunad 3 naufezanasanidn
sonaluiiemasstralulasaingd 5 uasdas Qaduawith
giqmqaumwlu"lmmaﬁ 9 aaaui lsdafunIing (ROA)
saazdanaliamanniwdinuiululasinsd 2 uazin
mnasRanialasinad 10 uazsadIuniianazdinada
semannsndlasnad 3 lufiansassnudrn uasiAndu
attrawmduiemeuanluwlasined 7

nnMsfnEwiseiifisatasnuaanysle

WY Lm:’iﬁmﬁmﬁzﬁ“ﬁagaﬁwm %ﬁﬁmﬁdﬁmu@lﬁ

v v
o AA

audsanuuazalndsdareiarltlunisdnsnatiide an
AANNTWE LAZOATIFIVNIINITLINVAIUSHNRANNITNE
ANNE1AL Lﬁﬂﬁlﬂu’ﬁagaﬁa:mmsnl%a%mﬂmi
a o o va aw A 4 £
WasnuUaITawannswglda arnauisunneates lag
va a o o =
1495mieszidayadis Panel VAR Approach G4
Usznaudlronisnagauanuiduinalduna (Granger
Causality) vialdnTuindaaumemainlasginadanis
a o o & ’~ ¢ |aaa
wiguudasnamanning MRl jisoiaausuas
ANuKLTUTIU (Impulse Response) iialinsufiaszosiia
PBIAMUFUABT wazn1ITaTsilasuangindsznauzad
A213uU5U59% (Variance  Decomposition) L al#ns1u
RAFIUVDIANNFUNUTTTHINIAATIEIUNINTIRALITIAN

pannIndlasdSauioy mm”mqﬂi:mﬁmawmiﬁ]”ﬂ

5.52108u75798
5.1 YAUIYAURE NGNGB IU T
AMMIANBIANNFUABTITRINIBATIFIUNG
msduiTansnningluassil asdnwussnuanning
mnuafiaanzfouluaaansnnindiauiud 1 w.a. 2007
Imlmmi”uu'%ﬁ'ﬂﬁagluqmm%ﬂsmmsﬁu uazUSENAL
ﬁi"ﬂwmuﬂum"aﬁtﬁammmu‘luaé’am?w%’ws;T 730 Na
REIT 6149 dosnfisanaunemaiuliasudiwndan
qmawnssué"us] sadalassaememaiufinanensldan
qﬂm%nsmﬁwj Tayalunsdnwniudayandonivas
U3®N (WA1TH) 31NIZUY SET — Smart Tagmsiazsiiias
ldayadunslanna nanwa 40 lasung asudlasunad 1
1 a.q. 2007 Avlasanad 4 O a.a. 2016 lavldTayausn
wannswinaansidouluaaia SET $1un 344 U5 9n
Panua 537 USHN lun1sdiessianusuwusszwing

BATIEIUNINITIUNLTIARANNTWE

WMS"

52 Fencidays
Mudiauawide azgnuadn 2 19 walw
aaﬂﬂﬁmﬁ'ﬂ’iﬁmﬁmﬁ:ﬁﬁaga Iﬂmmi’imﬁ:ﬁiﬂgaiaaﬁ
1 Lﬂumsmaaummﬁwaﬁaga (Unit Root Test) N3
AalaanauEnT (Lag) Mmanzas uaznsnagauana
waLduna (Granger Causality) Waradandamamindu
m@qln‘juma’Lummﬁmmmnﬂﬁmuuﬂaaﬁwmmwaa
WaNNIWE wasantin azdiiunisdaludaef 2 de
MFANHNAANNY T2U2180 uazinniEnAL AU RS TR
é’mwd’mmaﬂmﬁuﬁgnﬂ”@Lﬁaﬂﬁusﬂmm”nﬂ%'wﬂ@fJ‘L?j"ms
TiaszdUisenasuauasaliuudsdsau (Impulse
Response  Function) LAZNNTALATIZANNTUENEIUAINN
w13199% (Variance  Decomposition) WafAnwfianis
szU:L'sm"uaammé’uw"’uﬁ’i:wj’mé‘mwdaumamsﬁuﬁgﬂ
Aadaniuneamanning uazAnwsinninuessandiuna
M3Suiu g ‘lugﬂuuufamufjaLﬂ%‘r.lmﬁuun”ué’mnd’m
MINILTHARY
5.2.1 wwaaumwﬁ'wam”aga (Unit Root Test)
‘Lumiﬁnmﬁazﬁwmsﬂ@aaummﬁwaq“ﬁaga
il Panel data 131N RS NNIHEURSATIEINNIINTLIN
¥ 14 é’m']a"mn'au‘?{ﬁ]xﬁ’lfagavlﬂl’ﬁ‘lunﬁﬂyaLﬁaﬂ
ATEIUNINIEIH 62837 Augmented Dickey Fuller (ADF)
Lﬁalﬁ@haﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂmm"lﬁgnﬁaa wazidefie insnzdinig
naznoftldnasuuazdiszanadiainaue aunsild

nagoy ADF sunsadowldaail
AY, =+ 5 + yYi g + & (1)
AX, =+ B + YXi—1 + & 2)

= [ o 6
I@]U Yt A NOIRANNINE

Xt A8 8ATEIUNNTIN
| a A4AaA o A
o fa AFNdssANTNIanwmzaIn

A | a a £
ﬁt fa ﬂ']ﬁaJﬂi:ﬂﬂﬁLLu'JIu

auATUAneasay
Hy:y=0
Hi:y+#0

fHaNTURNNATINAAN Ho WEAIIN Y, B3 X,
Tugumssindanwaz1sifis (nonstationary) 1iies31n Y wie
X azildpuudasliidatrsnanfouulas winINULes
FUNATIUAAN Hy WRAIIURAIIN Y, B30 X, fanwmeiis
(stationary)

RINNANINAFAUNLIN iagaﬂ“’dna'”nvl,ajﬁmm

\&fins wialTundnidu Non-Stationary Data (3989681
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N13%13EAUNTT Difference v lwdayadanuis m szau
Wi wazihdayadinanldlslunsfienzdaly

522n17A0LAaNAIINUE1T1 (Lag)
MANIZTN

NMINALARTIERAINLLL4I180d Panel VAR
Fndudasdrtefsdiuiuvas Lag Ninunzad 1iasanuwn
\dan Lag  lwnsdauldvuestrsnananniinllazdinada
Degree of Freedom ﬁﬁ"LajLﬁmwa@iamsﬁmsm’rﬁaga EH
piniantesiinldazrinlinisdiwindianusunutans
A A v a A '
Rawana wialduidusld hasanuanisdszurmanzed
LUU418849 Panel VAR 7ilaaszllasianfsnnuauwusigs

o A a o & = a vy aal o A

NRTATNNLINE aInuandrsdnmslddadalunisaaidan

ANizad lagn1sdnsniifazledn Schwarz

Lag

Information  Criteria  (SC) ﬁﬁ@hﬁﬂﬁlqm Fadmamldan
FUMIeIH

SC =Tlog|Y| + logN|T| 3)

lan T da Sruaudoya
N @ Shuaudrauszinsluauns

NIRNA

|Z| fia @1 Determinant U84
. . a € 1
Variance/Covariance Ua3tUAINTRIY
WRa
x> ' a ' Ao a =
INUYAINENLRIITAUNAN SC Nikoufign T4
=2 A o o "o oy L&
AU AIMSANT NI lag 1 ez livinlddmanianas
Ua2
5.2.3 miagoua1uiwingiiluna (Granger
Causality)
wuud1ae9 VAR - nsamianatiuingua
321319094039 935 Granger Causality Lo iWenamaug
o o & ' " o P a A
ANNFNHRTIERINgINLT haudsladusungidma
DA a A a &< X
nsznudednaIndsnits lunsdlvasnisdnsaseil nns
WﬂaaummLﬂum@Lﬂummﬂ‘&’lunﬁﬂ”ﬂLﬁaﬂé"m”nmu
NUMTEUNa N IIUIN saTFwnamTiuadInadu
mm@"lﬁl,ﬁﬂmﬂﬂﬁwuﬂawaa‘nm%é’nﬂ%'w{ﬂummmﬁu

a 4 = ' v &
vlﬂﬂ"ﬂi\j TJa’]M’]Em"ULluLﬂuQa&lﬂ’ﬁvL@m%

Yo = Xiaimna Yy +
Yi—1M1pXe—q + 01t 3)

Tag Yt @ MemannIng
Xit g 9ATIFIUNIINTIN 1 9ATEIN
MNFNMTTWAUTFUNATIUBELNITY 4

o

FUNAFIU Gujarati (2003) A%

WMS"
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auGgIud 1
HU . ]'1—12 =
Hl . T[z]_ =
mﬂwamwmaamﬂu"lﬂﬂ”mwﬁgmﬁ 192
158n31458n31 Independence  Aalidaaudslamnuanis
wWasnulssasdnaaulmits nandasansiumanmaiiud
firnsnasavldldsginadasiainanning wazsnan
AANNIWEN Ll A FINAA D BATIRIUNIINITITUGI BT UAY
AUNATINA 2
HU . ]'1—12 =0
Hl . T[z]_ =
mﬂmmiﬂﬂaamﬂu"lﬂ@”aawﬁgmﬁ 2 9%
138n31138n71 Unidirectional  Causality from Xt to Yt
NENAB8AIEINNINITIUNTIINIINAREUEINAAEIIAN
ARNNING wananannIwgnavlisinadasaaIunig
RIS

aunAgIui 3
HU NIED) =0
Hl P Mlgq =0
mﬂwamswmaamﬂu"lﬂ@”muuﬁgnuﬁ 3 9z
\3und15undn Feedback or Bilateral Causalityﬂd’nﬁaﬂ&d
gaTEIwNINsIIunuazamannIngdaanlunsmiinue
Faruuaznin
awé‘gmﬁl 4
HCI : le — 0
Hi:my; #0
winuansnasoutdulydsaunfziud 4 az
138n31138n41 Unidirectional Causality from Yt to Xt
namfoamannswaidudinuasangunmansiui
nagel wasaIIFIun1Insiinasnarinaulildaidu
AIFRUATIANRANNINE
ﬁ]’mﬁ&lﬂ’]i“ﬁ’]dﬁuL‘ﬂ%ﬂ’]iL”ﬁﬂuﬁ?ﬂ@;ﬁ&lﬂ’liﬁl“ﬂu
MINAFOY FINMTITLATIRILADIINMINATO LTI IAN 14 g
sumsmeluasianmsaanzifon SET Tasiaoudauds Xt
{usas@IwnInIsiius 14 samdin SaliRsssanaIn
mamsﬁuﬁﬁwamimaaumuawagmﬁ 2 UATRNNATIN
7 3 winiu fazldnasenluzaed 2 da'ly
5.2.4 MINATIEAUS AT UaUEINIIY
u1s1/59% (Impulse Response Function)
ATAATIERNTAauakadnlINulIUIIn
(Impulse  Respond Function) Lﬂumﬂﬁmﬁawmﬂitﬁﬂ’ﬁ
AOUFUBIR RIS aA2TUNIU(Shocks) B8IRILLTUARE A
luuuusnaas VAR Model laumsnauanadatnddunanil

anwmuziudladuiafaun (Vector Moving Average) luaa
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uwulas9ains VAR Model isiinnssusnasnannasyinly
NITVFINANII BATTZOZLIAIVBIAMNFNN BT TZHING
sandumemIuilasuaadentunamanning 5nn
wsaanalugUuunseInw inldgdnmaunsnduna uaz

whlalaie Tasaansadousuns laaad

v, = #Jrzﬁ’f'ift—j @
7=0

lag Y} fa ddszanmimesnilfsuudasves

ARANNITNE

Af o

A e a A A a
I @e drsudseaninisnsmeasn
A ' A &a I
f:‘fli fla AW INANUAT UYL j
Er—j fio @2uLl5TUNIU (Shock)
a o o 1 - a ‘:&g
ANURANNITAIBIM AzHAIFNYTERNTV 9
JNNITHUNT Plot  n31iisunusianatazinldaunsn
ATLNHNANIY VUIR WATITTUSIANVBINNNFNNUT Lo
5.2.56 MINATIEANITULNFINA WKL TLTIU
(Variance Decomposition)
a 3 1 .
MIAATEANILENEIBANLLIUTIN (Variance
Decomposition) tduinafiainawansaiadsflsznauanu
\&E9 (Shocks) lasmTiSouiisuanuaunuiszninanny
wdsUsannelusuudraadusdaztisiaat nmslneiini
3 ' A A A .
sUupunIwensohiiudafuinidani (moving Average)
A o o & o
FINATINFATIWANLYTUTIU8IG LU TN IR VATV
100 LLazmﬂ@TaLLi.Jﬂ@\ﬁﬂ'ﬂéT@mumwuﬂiﬂi’mﬁy AN
g dawaantalunisdinadasiannanning
1aun HIRMIMIATERNNTRENEIRANNLLTUIIU 38
1AN3108 9819 9N 2 2IAINF NN UTTTWINIBATIFIUNY

mn‘ﬁuﬁgﬂﬂ”ﬂLﬁaﬂﬂ"‘mﬂmm‘”nw%'wﬂﬁ Tagg sl n

v
v A

&UNNT (Ender 2010) laaddt

1”1“+'.l'1, - E(Yt+n)

“4)
- H "‘Z Di Upsp—;
j=0

lag n @a SwIndrsiainensal
E(Y, Ao @ )
( 4] Ag danuamanisved
Yt+n
Uds nwasvasnnunlsdsiu

)
<

mmaumiﬁ’@m’%'umLLaﬁmﬁ:ﬁ“ﬁay‘ammsn ﬁﬁ;ﬂ

nagauaNaiiaiasnIndaaa (Unit Root

test) Mpad Augmented Dickey Fuller (ADF)

%1 Optimal Lag Length MANEFNEINTU

a

N5AN®IANY Panel VAR Model 67851

Schwarz information criteria (SC)

AALABNAILUTEAIIFIBNIINITLINAN
AATIFIUNINITIIUNIRNG 14 BATIFIW A28

3% Granger Causality (229 1)

A\ 4

' ' o ¥ '
27%ALLUY Impulse Respond walvnsiudn
aandsBaszasnadadindsanadngly wazidu

. 1A
5Z¥_IZL’JR’1LV]'IVIS (29N 2)

l

81UFALUL Variance Decomposition (a1

nuinvatnlaludiulsdaszainadaninls

a1 Aandusonazivinls (@29 2)

NN 1 TUABUNIIN m%’ummﬁmﬁizﬁfﬁga

6. HANISANBE

90 1 MIAARBNAATIFIVNIINNTLIUNTING
AaTNARANNINE

6.1 HAMTNATUAIINAIVEITYA (Unit Root
Test) ¥899a1a SET

A o A a e Ao

osnndayafldlunyiiansdifansuzdu
@ . . A ° 'Y o
ToyaounIuIN (Time Series) Failanudnududoariins
nagaunNiiuasTayanian (Stationary) vwaldwanis

A a a A = X9 vaa

nagaulddanueudasaungu] Golunsdnwildss
989 Augmented Dickey Fuller %38 ADF Test tWan13s

o

Nnagay Iﬂﬂﬁ&lﬂfﬁi'ﬂ(ﬂﬁaﬂ Unit Root Test a4%
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M13191 3 WaNIINaau Unit Root Bavaauls8ass aa03f

ADF fifnszaluasdays (At Level) vadaana SET

s , At Level
A1 Prob. 289 ADF  Wan1ina&ay

LNP 0.0000* Stationary
CR 0.0000* Stationary
QR 0.0000* Stationary
DE 0.0000* Stationary
INTCO 0.0000* Stationary
GPM 0.0000* Stationary
NPM 0.0000* Stationary
ROA 0.0000* Stationary
ROE 0.0000* Stationary
ART 0.0000* Stationary
ACP 0.0000* Stationary
FAT 0.0000* Stationary
IT 0.0000* Stationary
ASP 0.0000* Stationary
TAT 0.0000* Stationary

a

MANEIAG 1. FUNAZIWAAN (Null Hypothesis) Ao Tayad
anume Non — Stationary

02

2. fahd ADF fa dnssdanldnasey
FUNATIN

3. ﬁwﬁwé’ugsiﬁmaa drgii@ ADF u1InNnIen
fay3aiyed Mackinnon Critical Value (*) 9zl Lasaundzi
wanizautiAYMIsia o szauaadasiusauaz: 95

MENTT 3 uasnanInagauaaidu Unit
Root ﬁ@him”u'uaa’ﬁaga (At Level) I%EﬂLLU‘U@hG 9 WU
i ldanniInaseumaaiia ADF ﬁ@hmﬂndwmé’ugmi
Sngaves Mackinnon Critical Value #32@uaIutTasiumg
giasasaz 95 Fvhldmunsndiesavadgrunanle uxa
eaulsdansoe Stationary SeEwiumInaseudauys
@19 9 wudmndaulsdanwaie Stationary

6.2 AaN1TIA17 290 ULaa 1T URNIZFY (Optimal
Lag Length)

N19%1 Optimal Lag Length ﬁmmzﬁ&l flans
Lﬁanmisfau"lﬂmaaﬁ‘hmufagaﬁ‘mm:awﬁwvﬁums
imﬁ:ﬁmugﬂtmmm VAR Model lag®ansmiain
Likelihood Ratio Test (LR) LLaxLﬂmﬁﬁl“ﬁLﬁaﬂmmm’a Lag
(AIC) uaz

AWANIZEN fia Akaike Information  Criterion

. o S S
Schwartz Bayesian Criterion (SC 738 SBC) ﬁ@l’]ﬁa;@ Eip
i\ and s v & o o d
ﬂ’]ﬁﬂ(ﬂ‘ﬂl“ﬁ‘ﬂ(ﬂﬂa‘ﬂLLK@NI%W\%’J’] lag a1aun 3

WANIZRY LEAINANINAFEUAINNTI6 8 T

a
ENAIP MR

WMS"
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A15191 4 wanIrIBI9ALUasTIKRNNZEY (Optimal Lag
Length) luaana SET

Lag Log likelihood AIC SC
0 NA 130.4470 130.5545
1 16265.75 104.1118 105.8330
2 - 1479.217 102.3169 105.6517
3 5094.318 94.12449 99.07289*
4 1078.860 92.91343 99.47543
5 1294.406 91.25015 99.42576

6.3 NANITNAFDUAVINFUWUTLITINQUIZHA
(Granger Causality)

mMIRaLiansaEIuNIINIIIuNdINaGanIs
wWasuudasmensnning denisniasinsansumenis
L'EulﬂLﬂummmaam‘nﬂﬁﬂuuﬂawaomﬂﬂﬁwuﬂaﬁwm
nannindaroluaana SET uaznisaatianadnanias
@i’ﬂLﬁumiﬁam"i'ﬁ'mﬁ@ummé’uﬁuﬂ%quLLa:Na (Granger
Causality) TR TEATFIUNINTLIINAT 14 69 U
maasuudasrnamannsng lagnslaaudssnda (Lag
Length) 16Ul 3 ﬁs:oﬁ'uﬁfmém”ty%ana: 05 Ga'ldwanns

o

NARALAI

M15197 5 Nams"n@aaummﬁ'&:ﬁuﬂ%amqmewa

(Granger Causality) luaana SET

o Prob. @

aauls aa  SDRENIREUBAVBINT
YavAdna .
BERES waswudassiamanning
Chi-sq
LNP - Lﬂumm@lmaqmnﬂﬁ'ummm
CR 0.0112 Lﬂumm@lmaamﬂﬂﬁ'ﬂw,l,ﬂad
QR 0.0057 Lﬂumm@lmaqmnﬂﬁ'ummm
DE 0.4553 i Lﬂumm@’ummﬂﬂ&uuﬂm
INTCO 04811 i ummeyumm‘smﬁ il
GPM 0.0623 i Lﬂumm@’ummﬂﬂ&uuﬂm
NPM 0.0000 Lﬂumm@lmaqmnﬂﬁ'ummm
ROA 0.0000 Lﬂumm@lmaamﬂﬂﬁ'ﬂw,l,ﬂad
ROE 0.0562 Taj Lﬂummyﬂmﬂmﬂﬁyul,tﬂm
ART 06115 i umm@’uam’mﬂﬁ TN
ACP 0.3157 Taj Lﬂummyﬂmﬂmﬂﬁyul,tﬂm
FAT 0.1138 i Lﬂumm@;mmmitﬂs K]
IT 0.5925 i Lﬂummqmaamﬂﬂ?{umlﬂm
ASP 0.7771 Taj Lﬂuml,myuaamsl,ﬂﬁmul,mm
TAT 0.0026 Lﬂumm@lmaamnﬂﬁ'wuﬂm
FINTIUING? Llﬂiaﬁizﬁlﬁ%ﬁ’lmq 6
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PINaTei 5 wuhddanaunmanmaduiiuan
6 sadu laun nsiasuulasainanniwg (LNP)
DANFIHIUNURYLIALH (CR) BATEIHIUNUAYWIIULT
(QR) é’mwﬁﬂiqw% (NPM) 8T IHAABLUNUADFUNTHE
(ROA) UazaamwywlinusaaRuning (TAT) saninujias
auuﬁgmm”nmaamsmaaummé’uw‘"uﬂ%am@uamavlﬁﬁ
sraunpddYn1InAan 95% nIaaunsananaladn
é’@mmumamiﬁuﬁanmaLﬂummqmaamﬂﬂﬁlﬂuuﬂm
Tamannindatadindany dsashanlglunsiiamed
AnuaNRuSaaly

$29% 2 N1TANBIAITNTNAWE T2H319
BNINEIMNINTRRALTIAMANNTNE

mifnsanuunui wldaaudsilasunms
AALABNNAINNMNIYIN Granger Causality sndinTeviaalyl lae
wwAenzieandu 2 #m Aemsefunefiamauazszaziom
nansznudannUdsusdasmamanning lesadiu
mimaduddsuuadly deitmitienziufAsmasuaues
a1uulIlIn (Impulse Response) LazabUNUa A%
psfUsznauaMuulsUTInTsImM i suudsanananning
Jufennaanduwmiinladuing de3tienzilesusn
guil3znauvainnuLssIn (Varance Decomposition) Baum
mnesauusil

6.4 MINATIAU AT A0 UFHEINIIN
u1/51/37% (Impuise Response)

Mzl fiseasusuasnuunlsim
aunwian wldlunsienednirzoznauazficnisues
maasusdssnansnnsndsudunaunansansaune

a 4y e o oA Ao &
ﬂ’liLx‘]%YﬂﬂiUﬂﬂLE‘mﬂ EVIQRNARY

Response to Cholesky One S.D. (d f. adjusted) Innovations + 2 S E.

Response of LNP to LNP

Response of LNP to ROA

.03

.01

.00

-01

Response of LNP to QR

.03

.01

.00

-01 4

Response of LNP to NPM

02

014

.00

-01

Response of LNP to CR

.03

.01

oo s el i b

=014

Response of LNP to TAT

03

.0z

.01

.00

-01

= a € |ana
ANN 2 Nﬁm’li’sLﬂi’l:%ﬂgﬂim(ﬂauauadm’muﬂiﬂi’m

(Impulse Response) 2830a1@ SET

P wtsRuendiuin Wednindfsuudas
°uam”’;u,ﬂié”mwmumamiﬁuﬁgﬂﬁmﬁaﬂﬁazﬁ‘ﬁ Granger
Causality 3713% 1 S.D. A dINANIENUABNIIU A L8
NemannIndluaaia SET lasisusdrauanunnlumdas

o

(WwasKanIznuda 10 lasung) a9it
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1.92uds LNP lagnnsaauanadaadniy
Waguudasamannsndadaanisidasuulassian
wanniwdias (LNP) dawdladauds LNP wRadu 1 S.D. M5
wWagnulssmawanning (LNP) snRuduriuilulasinad
1 udsansagemaiiandaaulwlasunad 2 neufiezanas
lusamdinianssaniaavlulasunad s uazlasuad 4
OERLHE U%’um”’;w‘v"m‘fuﬁam%gﬁ;@am}aﬂmmaﬁ 5

2. 62uls ROA  lasn1saauanadzednis
Wasuudssanannindiddasasinaaauunude
Funing (ROA) daiila ROA Wwdw 1 S.D. MaasuuLA
e manning (LNP) az8alaiapuudasiniiudezifadu
Twlasanai 2 sunan uddon g aaasandaaululasuiad
5 ﬁauﬁauﬁ'u%ma:Liﬂéq@auqalﬂmmaﬁ 6

3. gauds QR
wWasnudasamanningiinaunanandssasain

lagn1saauanadzadinig
a = A A a &
WYuLIeUIII (QR) Ao 1la QR LWuTU 1 S.D. N3
Wisuudasnamanning (LNP) azanadlulasunad 2 uaz
A X ' oA ' a '

wRNduatsdaiosamduaruinlunlasuiah s dewas
daw g Uiudnasuaziuauthggaosmwlulasunai

4. 2uds NPM lagniiTaauawadvadniy
wWissudasmamannindffidadasilsgnt (NPm) e

4 A & d v @
wila NPM 9% 1 S.D. mnﬂﬁmuuﬂmswmmﬂmw:Tﬁlz
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dap 9 ndululasinad 2 ussiRudulugarisoanndulu
laswail 3 udadony Uindmaaasawdigaqasniwlulas
AEh 6

5.92ud5 CR launnsaausauadnadnig
WRBKLYAITIAAANNSN AT NaN19 N AR TS AT E I
wyulien (CR) Ao o CR wAndn 1 S.D. M3Asuula
sremanning (LNP) aziRnduidnieslulasinad 2 uaz
dunanandaaululasnad 3 udaden JUsUaIaAaIImINg
qmgaumwiﬂmmaﬁ 8

6. 2wy TAT lasn1Taauanadvadnig
Lﬂﬁummmsm’mﬁnﬂ{wﬁﬁﬁ@iaé'mmquﬁuwaﬁuﬂ%'wsT
(TAT) darla TAT
wanning (LNP) azasimduiaan 2 lasuna uazaziindu

A X a
NNT% 1 S.D. nItdRuwuYadInan

wntaslulasund 3 wazdsuaudhgaaonmlulasunad 4
6.5 13Tz AlasuengIulsenouYe I
u151/39% (Variance Decomposition)

N133AI A lapuendInUTenauvednIng
WUSUTIUAINIIUATY Az FINITOLEN LAINFAFIUVBINT
WasuwlassarannIngauuuudiaed VAR 41310013

A A a X o A va A a X
Wasunlasnifiadunaneaiad nialasunansznuiiadn

NMEsEuuesauldw 9 lwuuusiaes

AT 6 HAMTUATIEALABUENFIR TN UVBIANNLLTLUTIW (Variance Decomposition) Ba4aa1a SET 1elasana

'lmmaﬁ S.E. LNP CR NPM QR ROA TAT
1 0.195971 100.0000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000
2 0.198734 97.96695 0.015209 0.010904 0.209717 1.797172 5.20E-05
3 0.199269 97.50269 0.028774 0.202304 0.224070 2.022893 0.019273
4 0.200131 97.48921 0.031098 0.210789 0.230959 2.018584 0.019357
5 0.200161 97.47673 0.031802 0.213531 0.232664 2.025905 0.019371
6 0.200171 97.47159 0.032897 0.213783 0.234691 2.026842 0.020199
7 0.200184 97.46790 0.033837 0.213757 0.235682 2.026655 0.022168
8 0.200188 97.46425 0.034574 0.213759 0.236345 2.027268 0.023800
9 0.200192 97.46098 0.035330 0.213759 0.237238 2.027555 0.025140

10 0.200194 97.45836 0.035965 0.213754 0.237922 2.027652 0.026343

Cholesky Ordering: LNP CR NPM QR ROA TAT
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3 QR 0.21

4 NPM 0.17

5 CR 0.03
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