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ABSTRACT

This study investigates the impact of strategies at the business level on the relationship between the
proportion of independent director and the company performance. According to previous studies, it was
found that the impact of corporate governance variables on the company's performance should be evaluated
based on contextual variables or contingency approach. Therefore, the researcher adopted the company’s
strategy using the contingency approach by dividing the strategies into 2 groups, namely, Differentiation
Strategy and Cost Leadership Strategy based on the concept of Porter (1985). In this study, 900 set of
data from 180 companies in manufacturing sector, which were active in The Stock Exchange of Thailand
(SET) from 2013 to 2017 were used. Return on Equity and Tobin’s Q are used as a proxy for performance,
which served as dependent variables.

Based on the analysis by Moderated Regression Analysis, it was found that the proportion of the
independent director has no statistically significant correlation with both ROE and Tobin’s Q performance.
According to a study by Yammeesri, J., and Herath, S. K. (2010) and Woraphong (2014), this result is due
to the fact that most of the context of the board structure in Thailand is a family company, and independent
directors are merely elected to the board in order to comply with the regulation of the SET. Therefore, the

independent committee does not significantly affect the company's performance.

Keywords: Corporate Governance, Business Strategy, Firm Performance, ROE, Tobin's Q
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dullonnanidledslidadiuvesnnznssunsdaszann fuimslunagnésnanazdegnirdnsnuanudnaiisasse
nMsawuiauLegide wagdunslunsindule daduinguszasdndnvesmsduiussia anauenssunsdasy
flonaviamudiamziuludesianssunsduiunundnvesuiem

nsAnvITesanuduiud szuineaaenssumsdass funanisinduauiwandsiuluusaznagns
Gani and Jermias (2005) l¢i@nwainngusegrauisnlugnanvnssunisadniioansideululsemaansgoiuin
113U 109 viEm Tul a.A. 1997-2001 wudn n1sEdaselunisvinauuesauenssuniIsinansenueg1ed

LY @

Tod A M1aUINABNANITANTUIIUVBIUTENNNAENSHUWNUAUYY UINNTINAENSHUIRIUAULANGATY Sirithan

o
(2012) ladnwrusgnlunanandnningusemalnediua 279 v Tl a.m. 2007-2011 wui1 dadunssuns
daszdamanisuindenisaniunuluszezeny Tobin’s Q lagusuniiinagnslunisasniinnuunnsisveindndun
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1?ué’1’mehmﬁuﬂ']iﬁasmzfimd’lumwms{aNam'ﬁ@?’nﬁumuﬁﬁwqqﬂ'jm%ﬁmﬁﬁuﬁuﬂaqwég}’ﬁ']ﬁmﬁunu
WnNLANURINaGIAmUTednin wardeunnsedlunisduunnagnsusgnae n1sleisimsenainniseusieuy
Uszd¥ Falaildszynagnsidaiaulivinlienaiiannailaiusiuglunisuvngunagns
A3dedslanagnslusedugsiavesuienannngunagnsviegsnaves Porter an@nwidanansenuse
AnuduussEninedndiuvesanenssunsdaslulsemalnefunanisdnduny fadunisdnvidunis
ffuguansuiunlagltnagns 1esannagnse wuuuwumstniunuidRyesuiinigimuaulouiein
vitmasiniunulagiBln egsls WhAnnadseloviunuidnnnian ddudnvesmsduunngunagnsuiom
Addelaldiadnuagldis K-Means cluster analysis Tunisuusnagnsainauisenentives Berman (1999)

Gani and Jermias (2006) \eAuuugluNIsUUINagNSUINTU

38n1sd9e
n1sfnLaanNguAlaL1g

Usevlunquenamnssunisnaniaanzievlunatandnningluusewmelng (SET) sewined w.e. 2556-2560
d1uru 180 V3w wserdudiwau 900 ngudiedns Feaglusiuuieviiidsedluaausiuiianis nied

'
A v ao a a

fusliasy visnmiduduAsnssundsnunazansisadlna vieniiduduianissunisiu wu ngusuinis
nauawundnning g3fiaUsziu wazuitmlungugsiauinis 5910 Gami and Jermias (2006) nE199
vitvlunguamamnssunissansinazldnagvdussinneing o ilelviiuszansam wag Meric, Weidman, Welsh,
and Meric (2002) nd2in Uismmaniifnasiinagnsiidaau ieliannsaneuaussiunsudsduiisunsald

< v a
N1NUVBYAIY

udeyavndeyanieginnniunsiu Inefiunuseudydauansenined w.a. 2556-2560 910 Datastream
WazAINLUUNDITUTI89U 56-1

HUNAFIUUTE
auuRgIui 1 : usEmndnagnswuuguisnusuyu (Cost Efficiency) avdwwalidndiuvesnuynssunisdasy

fiauduiusludeuindenanisaniiuvau anniuTenninagnsuuugiisuainuunnsie (Differentiation)
AUNAFIUN 2 : USEPlinagnsuuUEinauAuLANgIe (Differentiation) avdinalvidndiuvennznIsuIg

= v o A

daszlanuduiusludsaudenanisaniiuey nnIuseniinagnsuuuguiniuduyu (Cost Efficiency)

L
5L
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N59UITUIY

fauusuu
. NAYNSUBIUTEN

AuUsddse
. FRAIUABIENITUNNTDETLVDIUSEN

AuusAuAY

o PUIUAMENTIUNT

.« YUIATVBIUITEN Aauusnnu

. Iamlaiu;mawau v N BnTIEIUNANDULVIURDE YD TBV
« M3NOUll ROE

. 9ENWATeY CEO « Tobin’s Q

fanusnlglunisive

fuUs9d52 (Independent Variable)

dnduAnznNIIUNTTDAIZTVBIUIEN (B_IND)

SN IEIUTBINTIUNTDATLABIIUIUNTFUNNTHINUATBIUT TN %ﬂ%ﬁ%@%am‘fﬁ}ﬁﬁuﬁmlﬁﬂﬁﬂLL‘U‘UWE]%&J?WEN’]U
56-1 MuIAlATIES1S

fauUsnu (Dependent Variable)

Return on Equity (ROE)

AN Net Profit/Equity Tnannuaiuisavesussvlunisasrwansuwnuliiugfevu 1unisia
nansafiuavlusverdy a9n3in1sves Gani and Jermias (2006)

Tobin’s Q

INNANITIIBVBY Landsman and Shapiro (1995) wu11 Tobin’s Q wag ROl Lﬂuﬁﬁm%aﬂ'ﬁamsﬁ

v 6

felmnuduusS Y wiog19lsAniy Monvika (2005) TalAanuiiuln Tobin’s Q wWWunisiananuauiusening

v A 1

Aaun ey uazyanInwmainvesesdns deldsiudeyanazdeyansiunismanisalvestdnamu Tuvaed
ROI Wudirfananlddoyan1adndnintundsluefinegafeaintu 8nvianisld ROl fdgwmnlunisujun
Wesmnduimsanunsaifiuniean ROI Wiidulufnuesdanis wu nsideunisawmuiisuiueenluneu

Aidedadenld Tobin’s Q Wudiinnanisaniiuaulussezeny Ineduinein (Market Capitalization + Total

52 91sd180978wOryd U 16 aUun 50 Unungu 2563
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Liability) / (Total Asset Value of Firm) ludialenianisiasapiulavesiants lussezenn an3snnsves
Agrawal and Knoeber (1996) IG]EJLﬁU‘iTEJ;JUa Market Capitalization 210 Datastream

fauUsuiu (Moderator Variable)

NagNSvaIuTEN (STRA)

wisusemnquiiegadu 2 nagns ldun Cost Efficiency waz Differentiation 910 Porter (1985)
Tnerimuslidusnuusiu visniildnagns Differentiation fmusliidu 1 wazuI¥niildnagns Cost Efficiency
Avualmdu 0 lneld Ratio wazanslun1sinainauves Berman (1999) Gani and Jermias (2006)

a1399 1 fadanldlunisudinagns

Measure
Selling intensity (SG&RA) SG&A + Net Sales
Gross margin (MARGIN) Gross Margin + Net Sales
Capital Expenditure (CAPEX) Net CAPEX + Net Sales
Asset Utilization Efficiency Net Sales + Total Asset

nduianuudlagds Cluster Analysis onenliidu 2 ngunagns aaisnisuts nagnsain Gani and
Jermias (2006) wav Singh and Agarwal (2002) FsaanI5ei3n U'%@'wﬁasﬂuﬂfjmﬁﬁm Selling intensity (SG&A)
waz Gross margin (MARGIN) Iuﬁﬂﬁauﬁgwﬂ%’ﬂaqwéwu Differentiation @uu3emiiilen Capital Expenditure
(CAPEX) Waz Asset Utilization Efficiency 9giinagnsuuy Cost Efficiency 91nnsuusngunuindiuismitld

nagnsuuy Differentiation 91U 69 UTEM waznagnsuuu Cost Efficiency 313w 111 UTEw

ﬁ')LLﬂiﬂ’m@u (Control Variables)

I1UUAMLNITUNS (B_SIZE)

AUIINLUUNDSUTIBIU 56-1 naanarannsnguslsenalnelinnuiiuil $1uiunssun1susem
Asiidnsndrufiinunzan Yermack (1996) wudn wwinvesvesafinuduiusidsauiunanisaniuaud
Sadae Tobin’s Q ifesninmnuieniisiuiuanznssunisuinaziatairueindiuinlunisiey wu
MsUsEAIUL YionsTunsuduaziaensuiiaved viedu Free Rider virliuszavsaiwnnsvine
anas

YUIAVDIUTEN (LOGTA)

ATUIRIAN Logarithm S35 RUOBUNINEIT I MUY IUTIN Frank and Goyal (2003) wagRamaswamy
(2001) 58U VUINYDIUTENDNIUNARDUTEANTAINUDIUTEN é’nﬁ?usummaw%@’m?mgﬂl%’LfJuéTaLLUimuau
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Tun193tAe Mgl sdn¥roIman1TaduuYeIUIEy taz Shepherd (1989) na11711vUIAYOIUTENTAIM
FUNUSITIUINAURaUTzNOUAIS

nsrieowd (LEV)

AR Debt to Equity Ratio 1ne Jensen and Meckling (1976) Wui1 &ns1@1usInanafinudunus
fduvinfuranisdniuay

Tanalunisasmu (10S)

A1UIUAIN (Property, Plant and Equipment)/(Market Value of the Firm+Non Current Liabilities)
w‘%aé’m'3’1ﬁaumaaﬁﬁumm'ﬁLLazqUﬂsajﬁ“ugaﬁhmafm'mJﬁ’wﬁﬁulajmuﬁauﬁuaw%ﬁm Faflnsfnwnin Shandi
fanandenaneuszaniamnisieuresuien esainuieniidlonialunisamugeaziinaildsielunis
mwaauﬁqﬁu Anderson, Francis, and Stokes (1993)

ansnwavas CEO (CEO)

NuidellaruAudninavas CEO wse CEO Duality lTuamuznssunisusenlaglddindsvu iouansds

a

Usesruusmsdaiminfiiduysesnunssunsamenseld Gul and Leung (2004) nd@1131 CEO fviwntinidu
U5¢51UNTTUNITBIEAMNNAINTAVBIAUENTIUNTIUNTITAIUANNITUSISNUlAeE19liUsEaNE A Tagivun
T%dnSnaves CEO windu 1 61 CEO misasunmisusesiuamgnssunisae vsewdu 0 alaly
dun159lYlun1sIde

Perform. = B, + B,IND, + B,STRA + B5IND*STRA, + B,LOGTA + BBS, + B¢lOS, + B,CEO, + B:LEV, + €,

1ng
Perform = Wan1sAMANIIUIBIUSEn town ROE, Tobin’s Q

IND = dnd1uveInITUN1TDaTE
STRA

nagnsivsendenld laeinualiuidniildnagvsuuudiimuanuuandis Wu 1 uasnagns
wuudisuduyu Ju 0

LOGTA = Logarithm 555U RVDIBUNINFINTIMUAVDIUTEN

BS = UIUANLNTIUANT

10S = a"’mwd’;ummﬁﬁummsLLazqﬂﬂiﬂiﬁmﬂaﬁimmmmﬁwﬁ%ﬂmguﬁsmaw%ﬁm i

CEO = 9nSnaves CEO e CEO Duality windu 1 61 CEO 1uusesnuamznssunis vsewdu 0
alily

LEV = Snsrduniaudedinvosioru
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wan1sAnuyI

n153iAszvideyaafiAldenssaun (Descriptive Statistics)

A15199 2 M519LEAAIADANTIIUIVOIFILUS (Descriptive Statistics)

Variables N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
ROE 900 -2.7797 6.8002 0.085112 0.294342
TOBIN_Q 900 0.4008 44.4166 1.478446 1.76312
B_IND 900 0.2 0.75 0.405744 0.08625
B SIZE 900 5 21 10.14222 2.519732
LEV 900 -49.2646 29.7233 0.781632 2.11416
LOGTA 900 4.8657 8.7699 6.602341 0.580971
CEO 900 0 1 0.306667 0.461366
[ON) 900 0 1.4485 0.335365 0.230811
STRA 900 0 1 0.383333 0.486469
STRAXB_IND 900 0 0.71 0.1577 0.20653

a ' a o Y = o a N o | v v =
1NAITNN 2 WU ‘U'ﬁ‘U‘VﬂUﬂqumeaﬂqﬁmmaﬂqﬁﬂ'ﬂuuﬂ’]u ROE ﬂiaamiqma@auuwuma%ﬂ@ﬂu LRAYD

1
gn

Y

8.51% lnggeanagl 680% Uazm1anegfl -277.97% uwaze1 Tobin’s Q 1 ldweg 1.47 i1 gegnegi

44.41 Wi uagdanegf 0.40 wih USEniidediupnenssunisdasyaieegd 40.57% Fuduluaumaninael

'3

n1sfitfuguananisiavesuIenIangilsundinnuanenssunsmiundnninduazaaiandnning (n.a.9.)

A o PNEY) = Y Ao a & ° I =
VlﬂW‘tJﬂM‘U’i‘tﬁ%ilﬂVl%LUﬂuﬁladmaﬂﬁ’mﬂmzﬂiiuﬂﬁaaislfd‘u 1 SLu 3 YRINUIUAULNITUATVNNUANTDUTLUIU

33.33% YBIVIUIUANLNTTUNIT WATUSENNLAR

dunInNg

97

MPEADLEN 75% Uagdansgil 20%

n
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M50 3 M1TKARsEDANTSNUIWUIUSENT T NagnsLARE U

Cost Efficiency Differentiation
Variables
N Mean Std. Deviation N Mean Std. Deviation
ROE 555 9.848 31.825 345 6.360 25.010
TOBIN_Q 555 1.265 0.617 345 1.822 2.705
B _IND 555 0.402 0.088 345 0.411 0.083
B SIZE 555 10.265 2.406 345 9.945 2.685
LEV 555 0.922 1.517 345 0.556 2.809
LOGTA 555 6.623 0.597 345 6.568 0.553
CEO 555 0.328 0.470 345 0.275 0.447
[ON) 555 0.352 0.222 345 0.308 0.242

1nmssit 3 (Hunsuansdeyaaiiidanssauivesustniignuladuassussinnaungunagms Tned
nguUsTMsudunagnsuuugiiduduny (Cost Efficiency) S1uau 555 deya uaznguitusemisuiunagms
wuUfthdunuuAneg (Differentiation) $1uau 345 deyanudn vidnsassngunagnsdaadsvesdndiy
AznssuNsdastideudidlndidssty Tneusniidudunagnsuuugindnuanuunnsie Sanadsvesdndiu

o

ANENTINNITBATEN 41.1% wnnuseniddunagnsuuugiisuduyy Jalldnaieey 40.2% Tudiuves

A1 ROE waz Tobin’s Q #u wui1 usEmiisfiunagnsuuuguirinudunuilaaieveddl ROE ganinusem

Y

A
Y
anfiunagnsiuuginauanuuanae wiluvaeieaiuusen

AufiunagnsiuudiinauauLana1ia i
299 Tobin’s Q @iniusEnaLlunagnswuuiIn AUy

N133LA3129N150N0BBUUUNY LaediaaulsUSu (Moderated Regression Analysis)
%umauﬁﬁumﬁmeﬁmiamaaLwavg@m TneffuUsUSU (Moderated Regression Analysis) {}e437n
Msmauuigiudinaniifnusliv Faduduusiidninalusenineinuinunasfulsdasy Jefodldis
Aananalunisvadey lagd19993591n91U8 Baron and Kenny (1986) way Hartmann and Moers (1999)
HeilaSinseilym Heteroscedasticity AeWiNTIATIZANIT0A0EELUUNY #1835 White test Gemuin
aunsiifishuusmandu ROE #gmsinan Seldvinnisudludamdiedd White heteroscedasticity-consistent
standard errors & covariance W&3 @waunsiifian Tobin’s Q luwudgwidinaiusegials yona N
iIdudeladiaseidann Multicollinearity lun1siiaszvinisanassuuuny Iaelfuususu (Moderated

Regression Analysis ) 21nn13W31504191AA1 VIF (Variance Inflation Factor) Fanauitefiieades Myer
(1990) Dielman (2001) wag Gani and Jermias (2005) Wu31 wInAUSHAT VIF 410077 10 Landln
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Aadlayn Multicollinearity @amudn 91n91aensefl 2 wae 3 §auUs STRA way STRAXB IND wufie VIF
1NN 10 Ap 23.26 fu 24.03 uay 25.30 AU 26.23 iesnviansdiufauius (nteraction) sewinafiu
%3 Hartmann and Moers (1999) l@lsiaanudiudn fudsisiannudfauiusiuludnunsd limsdutym

lunsiesgrinisannsswuuny lnedduwdsusu

P15 4 NANITIATIENNITONNBEVDIANNTNANTENUVDINAENSIUTEAUTINT foAuduTusIEnInedadIu
Yp9nmuENIINATIDasEAUNANITALauU Tl ROE 1Jufuusmu waguanAn VIF iiiodasgi
Ugynn Multicollinearity

Independent nstilfonUs STRAXB_IND nsuliAons STRAXB_IND

Variables Coefficient  t-statistic  Prob. VIF Coefficient  t-statistic  Prob. VIF
C 0.0138 0.0947  0.9246 NA 0.0173 0.1218  0.9031 NA
B IND -0.0529  -0.5429  0.5874 2.6792 -0.0665  -0.9170  0.3594 1.4337
B SIZE 0.0010 0.4779  0.6329 1.3626 0.0011 0.5055  0.6133 1.3960
LEV 0.0828 23364  0.0197 4.1104 0.0828 23381 0.0196  4.1089
LOGTA 0.0158 0.7252  0.4685 3.9091 0.0160 0.7300  0.4656  3.9766
CEO 0.0031 0.2247  0.8223 1.4488 0.0032 0.2267  0.8207 1.4449
10S -0.2462  -7.4363  0.0000 1.9311 -0.2472  -7.7501  0.0000 1.7262
STRA 0.0027 0.0485 09613  23.2693 -0.0139  -1.0511  0.2935 1.2799
STRAXB_IND -0.0406  -0.2929  0.7697  24.0348
R’ 0.3956 0.3955
Adjusted R’ 0.3901 0.3908
F-statistic 72.8882 83.3836
Prob (F-statistic) 0.0000 0.0000

INANTNN 4 LARIHATDINITIAATIENNITANDDELUUNY Lnedfaulsusu (Moderated Regression Analysis)
lnafidnsdrunanauwnusiodiuresiionu i ROE ududsniu wazduusdu laun dndruveanssunis

dasy fuUsUTusEnIsd@ndiureinagnsiusdnidentd laun nagnsuuufiinduauwanee uaznagns

o ¥
a v v (% 1

Aurdusuy lnedduusmivgulaun 1u1are9ian1s JuiuANENITUNISUSENINIMmINA Sasidiunilduse

v o o W 1

diuvesienu Ty uagdnSnaves CEO Wuil A1 F-statistic fdssdudeddgyaaudiegs (F=72.88,
b = 0.0000)

L
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Tun1siAszsinansaldadanls STRAXB IND Lotz Riednadiuresanznisun1sdasyiuanudunus
Yoawan1saniuiuy andeulaves STRA dadufudsyunuin vdtnaliawindu 1 de uSdnidinagnsuuy

(% 2 4 '

HU1PUALLANAY UagnagnsuuudiiaudunuAe 0 Anuduiusseninedadiuvesauenssunsdaseiu
nansiiuuvesuTEnildnagndiinsusiuny wansiieduuszans (Coefficient) B IND luvnigiAnues
Uitmitldnagnsuuugihdunuuendne niuldannasuedulszans (Coefficient) ¥93 B IND fu STRA
Fetuaziiuin vismildnagnsiidiudunu fendudseans —0.0529 druvivnildnagnsuuugindiu
AULANFITANIIAU —0.0529B IND - 0.0406STRA = -0.0935 FeAsaesinedinuduiusluiirniaui
wansAuiua uwiosnildnagnsiindiuduny (Cost Efficiency) dufinafiduavdesninuisniidnagns
wuugihduauuAneng (Differentiation) aedlsfimy efinrsaundien P-Value wassauds B IND ( =-0.0529,
p = 0.5874) uazduus STRAXB IND (B =-0.0406, p = 0.7697) ssliifisefuiadfynsadnfisedu 0.05 uas
Fuusau o liun suevesrnznssuMTNavSe B_SIZE (B =0.0010, p = 0.6329) 1u1AUesianIsvie LOGTA
(B =0.0158, p =0.4685) SviEwaves CEO %30 CEO (B =0.0031, p=0.8223) uaznagnsudemly (B =0.0027,
p=0.9613) fpnuduiuslufiamauinfunanisdniiueu ROE wilufisedutfoddail 0.05 Tuvaizfiduds
fiflsvsutioddryiiszsu 0.05 Idur nsrend vie LEV (B=0.0828, p=0.0197) fimruduiuslufieniouin
waglomalunisasu w3o 10S (B =-0.2462, p=0.0000) Tanmduiusluiianay ogrslsfmdedinses
nsonneslunsdifilufidauds STRAXB IND wudn Tiwanishnseifimiiousuiunsdiiiasiziuuuiidaus
STRAXB_IND wagiifin P-Value vasfudsiifisedutoddaynieadan 0.05 Indidesfufunsiinsziuuuiidouys
STRAXB_IND léiun LEV (B =0.0828, p=0.0196) uaz 10S (B =-0.2472, p=0.0000)
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A15N9 5 NANITIATILYNITONAREVBIAUNIINANIENUVBINAYNS LUTEAUTINIRaANENTUS SEnIednd Y
Y9IANENIIUNITBasEAUNanNIsA LUy Tnafl Tobin’s Q 1Jufuusmu wazuansan VIF Lo

Aaszndeam ulticollinearity

Independent nstilfonUs STRAXB_IND nsuliAons STRAXB_IND

Variables Coefficient ~ t-statistic  Prob. VIF Coefficient  t-statistic  Prob. VIF
C 3.1095 4.5050  0.0000 NA 3.2592 4.7886  0.0000 NA
B_IND ~0.1957  -0.2310  0.8174 1.7152 ~0.7916  -1.1157 02648  1.2026
B SIZE 0.0053 02037  0.8386 1.3671 0.0087 03396 0733 1.3522
LEV 0.0046 01743  0.8617 1.0181 0.0044 0.1670  0.8674  1.0181
LOGTA ~0.1614 15366  0.1248 1.1967 ~0.1509  -1.4404  0.1501  1.1895
CEO -0.0936  -0.7602  0.4473 1.0374 ~0.0926  -0.7515  0.4525  1.0374
10S —2.0616  -8.2589  0.0000 1.0667 -2.1052  -8.5093  0.0000  1.0471
STRA 1.1937 20694 00388  25.3063 0.4665 4.0187  0.0001  1.02421
STRAXB_IND ~1.7804  -1.2869  0.1985  26.2338
R? 0.108099 0.1064
Adjusted R’ 0.100091 0.0994
F-statistic 13.49874 15.1794
Prob (F-statistic) 0.0000 0.0000

MM 5 wanman1siAsIEinIsanassvesHansznuenagnsluseiugsire A dRuS s I1g
dndureinmznIsun1sdaseiunanisdiiuiiu Tobin’s Q iefiarsananuduiusseninsdnduves
AnIzNIINNTBATTAUNANISALTLILLEnMLNagNSIUI UTEniiTinagmduuudiihduduruda Ay -0.1957
U3Sifinagnsuuugindiunuuananafianinfu —0.1957 - 1.7804 = -1.9761 edrslsfinu Taaeafauys
lufisgavivdrAagnieadd Wwuieinudndsunsdalaun druruauznssunis (B = 0.0053, p = 0.8386)
nsneni (B =0.0046, p=0.8617) Bu1Av8IUTEN (B =-0.1614, p = 0.1248) wazdnSwaves CEO (B =-0.0936,
0=0.4473) faudsimanignldfiseiuloddymeadiuuiu Tuvasiifusidssiutedfyneadnd 0.05
18un Temalunisasu Tanudusiuslufirmsaufusanisdiduauil (B =-2.0616, p=0.0000) uaznagns

L

nusenliinuduiusluianisuaniunanisabuau (B =-1.1937, p = 0.0388) waziilaisuiun1siAT Iz

IS [

ipseinisonnoslunsdifilifidauus STRAXB IND wui1 Winadwsfmsloutu nedduusifiszfutadfy
msaddlaun Tonalunisasmu (B =-2.1052, p=0.0000) waznagnsiiuiemly (B =-0.4665, p=0.0001)

L
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onuUsiuna:asdwanisdve
IINNITHATILNNITANDDUUUUNY LHBNINANTENUTDINALNS IUTEAUTIAIMOAUFUNUS TenIednd U
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