UNAY1UIJE

0
Ao

i

NSWavovA:IUUGUGVIOASoU SuAU I1a:UussENAuIa
UranduIngavovvouvoyan1iunys : Kangauan
anrnannSweirnads:zinflng

a .4 a :
A AFMIUNIYAU NBUNIYIAUNEA Tunlduduatuunany : 23 dguigy 2568
HraemansI9sduseTmauivunaluladarsauna FuduflouFuuseunaany : 19 garnu 2568
ANzUYT unIngragnenisalne FuitneuSudinuunaay : 31 garey 2568

74

o
ov ddao

I RATROUSZ AR Lﬁiaﬁm:nv»mNﬁuﬁuﬁizmimiwmwé’ﬂw%wﬁﬁuﬁaﬂawmﬁmﬁLLazﬂzLLuuﬁm
SUIAFoN SUAN LAZUSTENAUIA (ESG) WasAN®SVEWABauAZLLYL ESG AOATNANNUSSZ IS IAMANNSHE
rutiaganivindzavuidvaanzidoulunaiandnninduisdszindlne laulddayanfugiszniied
A.F. 2020-2023 TIN 360 UFHN MTILATIZAUILNAUMENITILATIARTALBING I MTILATIZAAINLUSUTIN
nMuien MIeTzRandninsiiesduuazaidosuau waznsiAszinmINoanaswLuutiaya Panel

HAN153dawuIn yaAmudnisaiu (BVS) uaziilsdaiu (EPS) fdanuduiusideuindu
FIAMENNSNEG Boeefinziuun ESG funumiBurindu TaedieiaSuanudniugssnine BVS fusiamannswe
WAAANEUANNANRUESTHING EPS wazsimmanviwdaziauin dnavyulianadidgiugiszniads
seuzamNInniiinlsssesdudauseninisinduwoniiu ESG du daAunusnanuanslfiui daya
nudnddunummanlunisaiunesipmanniwduazdayas ESG AamAnlugiusdayaiain lastaniz
Tunsifindnaningay BVS wadnssna naaandavsuwwlinainafilianud duiu ESG uazunsrinli
viEaanziduwmdnnedona ESG muadudayaniunisiin L‘ﬁ'aa%wmmLﬁ'aﬁuudﬁna\muua:d\iLa%mdarsh
e vEin

AdIAY: s1Amannawd Azuuw ESG yammwdndsaiu dilsrau
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ABSTRACT

This study aims to examine the relationship between stock prices, accounting information, and
environmental, social, and governance (ESG) scores, as well as to investigate the moderating effect of
ESG scores on the relationship between stock prices and accounting information of firms listed on the
Stock Exchange of Thailand. Secondary data were collected from 360 firm-year observations covering
the period 2020-2023. The analyses employed descriptive statistics, one-way ANOVA, Pearson and
Spearman correlation analyses, and panel data multiple regression.

The findings reveal that book value per share (BVS) and earnings per share (EPS) are positively
associated with stock prices. ESG scores play a moderating role by strengthening the relationship between
BVS and stock prices while weakening the relationship between EPS and stock prices. This suggests that
investors place greater emphasis on long-term financial stability rather than short-term profitability when
firms demonstrate strong ESG performance. The results indicate that accounting information remains the
primary factor in explaining stock prices, whereas ESG information provides complementary value,
particularly by enhancing the explanatory power of BVS. These findings are consistent with the global
trend emphasizing ESG considerations and recommend that listed firms disclose ESG information alongside

financial data to foster investor confidence and support sustainable value creation.

Keywords: Stock Price, ESG Score, Book Value Per Share, Earnings Per Share
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unun
Tulangsivgalni Useihuarudsdu (Sustainability) lananeiduiiladdgyfiesdnsialanliaiuaula

281900l 1Aglan1gNITAIHNIIUATUEILINR BN dIALLAZUTIENAUIE (Environmental, Social, and

o A 1

Governance: ESG) @sfioifuiladuddiidwmadionnuauisalunisudestu nsdulnluszezeniuaznisasng
waAfislesdns (Eccles, loannou, & Serafeim, 2014) tnawuiilulszmeanazieUssmearimszninga
Anuddnyues ESG uwaziFuideyasu £SG anldiduiadelunisdadulansuaiugfudeyamenisiiunuy
Fadu fesanidedn vismiitinamssdunuiimludu 656 didnsnmlunndulnesadsdu admanauuny
ﬁaLLazﬁﬂTlmgmﬁ’l (Friede, Busch, & Bassen, 2015; Amel-Zadeh & Serafeim, 2018)

Hagiuldinsimuinsousnasgiuainafiosuisesduszneuves ESG egstaau Iiun 1) dudsunden
(Environment: E) tRgdesfunansznuvesosdnseduinden Wy nsUdssfmideunszan mslimineins
nsdnnisvendenarnsuimsanudsinuiuindey 2) dsudan (Social: S) WRerdasiunsquagiidiy
Indeuazdenulneseu Wy anulaendowavaiafniswsenu avsuywey AnuvaInaly ANduRusiu
guuuaznsANAseuilan wag 3) fMuussEniuia (Govemnance: G) Wedasiulasiairauaznalnnisiiu
auassAns aulusdla nissedunisyasauaznisAuasesieu dmsugliuimsdeyaselvg wu MSCI
1fvinnnsUszifiumnuaunsavesesdnslunisdnnisanuidssuarleniasuaudsdulusefugnaimnssy
Tnelazuuudaus AAA B9 CCC Tuvaiedl LSEG (Refinitiv) Tévin1sussidiuniy 10 SumdnuasUiuanaziuy
9NIMansisau (Controversies) Lileazviounmidssinuieidss (MSCI ESG Research LLC, 2020; London
Stock Exchange Group [LSEG], 2024) TusiuannsgIun1sseaun1eanisiy angnssumsnasgiuanudsdy
5¥%119Us8nA (International Sustainability Standards Board: ISSB) a1&lé IFRS Foundation laaanuinsgiu
IFRS S1 — General Requirements for Disclosure of Sustainability-Related Financial Information ag
IFRS S2 - Climate-Related Disclosures dssjafunisilamedoyasuanudsduiiianssdidysdenisinduls
N9N3EU 1ngd98UIANAINTENTEN19N158U (Financial Materiality) ULagluInesIggaaInngsuaN SASB
WioriuanuanunsalunisiIeuifisuteya £SG luseduaina (IFRS Foundation & ISSB, 2023) dmiu
naavdnninduriauszwmelng (man.) lalianuddniu ESG wazduasuliusenannzsidoulamedayn ESG
ognasuiiu Widawasiuasgrudentu eliamuanunsadrfsteyandndudmiunisuszifuyan
ndnninduarindulonwmuagnasounsy (The Stock Exchange of Thailand, 2023) sisil maw. léusuuss
msUseidiu £SG Tagwdsuain “THSI” 1Ju SET ESG Ratings uazdaviidail SETESG Index wiieloifamu
annsalddoya £56 lunisindulaasuldediediussaniamunniu (The Stock Exchange of Thailand, 2023,
2025) ogslsfini ufuuiliiudiu £SG afiaufnoviuegldfuauaulafistu uidovud visnaansdeu
Fuuinnalamedeya £SG Liifsanevievinanuseiiles Fieraduguassasomnuidesiuvesinamuuas
miﬁwmmmmﬂuizswn (Healy & Palepu, 2001)

' v a1 v

WONIINTBYANIU ESG wad Joyan1aUn® wWu yarmudyseniu (Book Value per Share: BVS)

o w

waglsseniu (Eamings per Share: EPS) danadudoyadidgyfidnamulilunisyssifiugiugnisiiuuaznanis

v 9
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v A

ANIUULBIUITEN (Penman, 2013) aglsiny Tugafivsziiuduaudaduiiunuimuindu deyaniadayd

)

[

iigsegrafisrnsliiifissmelunisasvioudnonmuazaudiiurecesdns asnldannsonseunguilade
suanudsaielenalusunaniiistesiu £SG liogansuiiu

nmsAnemsIINIIITilulagsinsUsEmanydn Uisniifiasuuy £SG gainldfuanalindasninamu
waggfidwldide vidmmanifuuiliufiezadrwanevunuiifuazanaiudsddunisdniuauldedied
Usz@nSam (Eccles etal, 2014; Khan, Serafeim, & Yoon, 2016) Fsaoandesfunguidiidiulede
(Stakeholder Theory) fitfudn Aud3avesesdnsmsAdsianatselovivesdiiduldidoynniadiu
(Freeman, 1984) vauzifeniiu Nquin1sdsdyayias (Signaling Theory) Flokdiuin nsanedeya ESG #1310
Tﬁi’foJué’ggiyflmaw’fauﬁmmﬂ'lwmaw%@’m’lumsu%mimmL?ﬁlmuaza%’wmmmL%aﬁa (Spence, 1973)

ae9lshA wansevuves ESG seyarmanvsndanaunnarsiulumudnuazuesgaavingsy unuIen
uazuIUnvesssina saufeismstana ESG (Al-Hiyar, 2024) uenaini Weulwwazaniunsaimaasugha
Tuuslagahsaienvdwadonansiteldituiu fafunsinvunumuesazuuy £SG lusaanulnedady
UsziitudAiidadininisesdanuiuaztedunuiitaian Tnslamizegnsds mMsfinwidn Avuuy ESG dsnasie
AnuAItesesteyameadlunisesuieamdnninguielyl

Frownil ATeatiuiFajsfnmunumussazuu ESG dernuisidamesdoyanistydtunamdnning
voavitmaanzifoulunaavdnninduwisusznalne il Wedmfuteriamdnnisuasiioduaiunsiam

aatanulngliiivlnegrediduluouian

InnUs:auAnN1sIVY
1. Wefnwanuduiussenitesamannindfugarmudydsevu dlsdeulasaziuy ESG vaUsem
spneilsulunaiananninguisusemealne

[

2. \WeAnw1dvnsnavesaziul ESG Nildenuduiusseninsamannindiuyariniy

Y

2
=3
3
®

Nuuay
mlssieruvasusenaanziloulunainvanninduralssmalneg
N1SNUNOUISSIUNSSY

nsnumuassunssilunAfeatuibjutiunsfnsunumuesezuuududuedon daunarusEnivia
(ESG) somuisatesasdayamatiydiumamdnning lnefinsdredaimmammguitasnidofiieidos
ogamannvany oaiemnudlalulsiiuiidnu

LARfuAIndeN diANLazUsTINAUIA (Environmental, Social, and Governance: ESG) 13y
avuaulaifintuegisioiiodutasammssuiiin dlumdnnsuasniagsie esndunseuuuiin
fiazvounssuiunuresesdnslufiifinseunquuenmileanuatszneun1smanisiiu (Eccles et al, 2014)
Tnguunfin ESG fifugiuainnisnsgniniy audduvesesdnsiuegiuanuduiusfudidulfide

(Stakeholders) vnngu ludnvzidugiieiu andn wilnaw gusu wiedwanden (Freeman, 1984) aeAnsfidl
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nsdndunuiidludng 656 Feduwnldufiazldfuanilinngdenninamuuazaimsouimsanudssldegiad
Usz@nSam (Khan et al, 2016) uwwifn ESG dotdunisimuireganainuuifnniusulnveusodinuves
99AN3 (Corporate Social Responsibility: CSR) Imsuﬁum’mLﬁmmé”mmﬁmNaL%qﬂ%u’]muazmnﬂmmaﬁﬁaaﬂa
Tugtuvuiianansathluldussneunisdngulamanis@uld (FRS Foundation & ISSB, 2023) a1uAdeiiriuan
atfuayuin esAnsfinanisiduanuiiu £SG guindnausznoummianisiuiianiiuazanunsnananades
WJeszuuleegnaliuse@nsnin (Eccles et al., 2014; Friede et al., 2015)

wildluszuunsusadiiu ESG fildsunisueudulusediuainade LSEG (London Stock Exchange Group)
FawuanansyuuTes Refinitiv Mendinnsnusinians weil LSEG 1#davhssuunsliasuuy £SG #if
amnunseunquuaziiuinasguaina Tnedfnguszasd ileUssifiuauainsavesesdnslunisdnnisussiiu
sdanndon dnuuazussenAuiafisliudifynisnisiiu (LSEG, 2024) szuunsussidiuves LSEG figauds
agjﬁmmiﬂs’ﬂaiumilﬂmLmsﬁ%m'ﬁﬂmﬁu (Methodology Transparency) n1slginauaiianign1ugnaInnssy
LLazﬂ'ﬁé“Umm%aagaasmaﬁ’]Lama (LSEG, 2024; Refinitiv, 2023)

mu%%’sﬁ%wﬁﬂmauu,mﬁmmmL?{m%wm;&aﬁmé’ﬂw%’wé (Value Relevance) @aiduuumsiilésu
Anufiedagranntunisinwianuduiusseninedayanisdnd wu yadmudgydsedu (BVS) wazilseviu
(EPS) fusimmdnning Tnsanizn1siuusiasswes Ohlson (1995) wildifufuuunisdnuiiddalunis
oSursAnuAnITosvesteyametydiunisussifiuyadmdnninglunainyu wAnildsunsatuayuan
155unssNlum1eUsEIVA 19U 91UVee Barth, Beaver, and Landsman (2001) wag Francis and Schipper

v |

(1999) wandliiiiuin doyanislaydfiunumdfglunisaziouyadinainvesuiey

o oa A

nsAnwllenfunseunguiiuenivieainuuifnnedad wWisatuiedn vilu ESG Jullarudeulesiutoya

o

a v

Madnyduassanannindvesianis laedsenisusn naudiidulaide (Stakeholder Theory) aukuafn
Y99 Freeman (1984) a5u1elain usEmAIsUINIsAansinemtefianausslevivedilaulamdsnaedgluly
lanzgfioviu nsnevaussieUstAudunadoNtardinuisisaiinuilindatazaurimansugiaszezen
Usznsiiaes naunsdsdayeyias (Signaling Theory) 983 Spence (1973) 83u1811 N1sAFyQIAEINNTE
Prwantyvanuliausnsvosteyaszninagidmlids Wethundszgndfuuiundiunudsdu msdawe
Yoyanuiviinvausiodsny (CSR) ude ESG amnsavimihmdudygyindsvenisnuainnisiifugua
mnulUsslauaznisdanisanudesvesuisndedamu vdngudeszinddnumndmuin madamedeya
A1 CSR 50 ESG fanuduiusiuiunuuesduny (Dhaliwal, Li, Tsang, & Yang, 2011; EL Ghoul, Guedhami,
Kwok, & Mishra, 2011) wazUsznisfiay mqwﬁmflmaumiu (Legitimacy Theory) LLazwqwﬁamﬁu
(Institutional Theory) UF¥FaUsUMIaonARDIfUUTIIAgIUEIAN NNNAILAZRIINARUTIEITY (WU
ngswidou insgrugnannnssy) JsezasliBeanuveusssuluaenigiidiulside fafunisdamonagnnsuims
Tuﬁawmmm%ﬁmawiaé’qﬂuiﬁgﬂwé’ﬂﬁﬂﬁ’lﬂuLLmUﬁﬁaﬁ"’ﬂU (Suchman, 1995; DiMaggio & Powell,
1983)
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ssaunssunsludsemanavirsseinalagsanatvayudn Jeyaniu ESG danuduiusidauiniuyadinaia
LAZHANBULNUYDIUTEN lAen153iAT1g1iadunu (Meta-Analysis) Yunlvgjves Friede et al. (2015) fiTausy

v ¢

9u338NTT 2,000 Fuuwudl Uszaa 90% syuanuduiusdulvgiuduinsznine ESG fuyan

= A

yosRamsLaridinmanisiu uenaniiiliuidesig q dseyfanadenlosszaing £56 Augaaifanis léun
1) U3¥miifinadiu CSR vide ESG Arsinddumuueaiunuiian (EL Ghoul et al, 2011) @enndosfuuuIAnTiin
nsilnwedoyatisanaiulianuinsvestoyanazanudssvosgasu 2) anmdssszuulagsinanas
Tag Albuquerque, Koskinen, and Zhang (2019) wuin aufufinveusedaudmalininudoadesyuvanas
uaryaA1fanIsgtu uay 3) numsdseuluangings vidmiliauiufinveusodsnugeasinalsenaunis
waznsiiulagenned Wesnndaalindendiidwlide (Lins, Servaes, & Tamayo, 2017) vaziieaiu
nangumunuuywdfnandiiiiunnuiianelavesninnuiedesiunaneuunudiuiiuszezen (Edmans,
2011)
dmiunuideluvsunvesUsemalnenundngrudausednsdnuiuninatvayuninuduiusigauln
FENINHANTANTUNUAIY ESG AUyaA1fianTs 91u338vee Moolkham (2025) wag Siwasarit (2024) Wuin
Uitmannziouifiazuuy ESG geazliyariAanisgsniinguiifiazuun £SG o TasanAdudiulvagfiueaiiu
11 ESG Lﬂuﬂﬁaﬁflﬁﬁgs{amsa'ﬁ”wga@hﬁaﬂmmm’;mL%ﬁuﬁumﬁﬂamu Yordudom and Suttipun (2020)
If@nwinsiliameteya ESG vesuidmlnenuin msilaweteyasiudsuindonuazdsauidndnaideuan
AaYaA1faNTs win1siUawmedayanuusseniuianduilaninalsaudayad1ian1s 1uideved Chaisalee and
Manapreechadeelert (2024) l@@nwiunumeududaszvesnmuznssunistupruduiusseninmziuy ESG
fugarfanisuaznundngrudsuiniaenadesfuuuiAniiin vssEmAviafidundsgisvenenaves £5G
Gia;g,amﬁf\]m'ﬁ uaﬂmﬂﬁiuﬁmﬂszqﬂﬁ Sirathavornvong, Sukcharoensin and Tiyarattanachai (2024) la#Anwn
lungu SET50 wuAMUdNRUSIBIUINTENIN ESG AUNANISAMELMUENINITRY Fandnladn usenuuialng
flusssmAvaduudearliiouiin £SG wenmdnwal wilduan ESG Whiunagnsssia iloadrwanauuny
namsRuRdudedld 1wy nmsandunu madiuseld wenndiulenalunisididevasiuyuuazaaiine
UATeue Suttipun, Lakkanawanit, Saramolee, Yaacob, and Srijunpetch (2025) JiasnsufAzen
Yosnaravannindsenisdamedoya ESG vasustnannzifeulunainndnnindiduiele (MA) wuin sanald
evausdwIndenslamedeya ESG lnslannzosduszneusuusssmiia (G) vazfinavesosduszney
sudswndon (B) wagsnudsau (S) wandnsluauuIungpavnssunazaunmieya
melduiunvesnnudsdu uideduiunidddnvianufsidesvesdeyaniedayd Tneideulosiu
nss1eeuaudsdulaenss Sumritsakun (2022) wud1 MsdavhssnuanudBuiinaiwindeaiuansa
vastayan1alydluniseduiesimmdnnindaielauuudnasssinn JeAunudendnasnadesiunan1sfing

| v

2839 Moolkham (2024) &5189737 warmudaydseniu (BVS) uazinlsdeviu (EPS) vesusenannzideulne

1%
= a v v 1

fanailanuiigidesegrelifeddgyiuyaninatn Nl USunaunsiauegedduddunuinlunisiiudnenin

= a

vastayanaldlunisesuiesiamanning nans@nwiaenadesiuilinligioauadn wuudiaeesa1ves

Y
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Ohlson (1995) @1unsaruINdIUsAL ESG Wnnldegdesansdia taun 1) lugruedeyaiasu (Other
Information) #itheifiuauaunsalunisesutesial wae 2) lugiugduusiiu (Moderator) fviwiii
WETHLTIANNFURUSSENINe BYS uag EPS dusiavanning

wiAdediulngazuansliiiiudy ESG Tanuduiusifavinduyadifanisniosinmanning windl
nEng1uiiustin wansenudsnandlfiiuuinlunnuiunvienndaaaan Wu Krager (2015) nudn nananu
fUfATonTeauegesuLTIieTnfuALiURnYe URd Al Ty vurAiufATowenatnsoradauin
nduflenuguussdesndt Gsasfoufininuseulmvsmaindenudssiiuiedos Snvadsilszifiuni

[

LiapnndosiuvesAzuul ESG MNJInduUdy (Rating Divergence) fionvilinnsiadn ESG wiadnedayano
sUMuLaraaneuALYLToievesfat i (Gibson, Krueger, & Schmidt, 2021; Berg, Kolbel, & Rigobon,
2022) Twhusadeniu MuITeves Moolkham (2024) ladsaaunumaes ESG Tugiuesdiudsiiu (Moderator)
sewinsrnlsdesiu (EPS) wazyarvdnnind wanisAnwimuin Tunguuismidnnsdfunusuaudsdy
(US¥wlu SETESG Index) wid1 EPS vesUsumazegluseauas uilnawmunduneuausudaunatayaningt?
agvioulifiudn majadiu ESG e1agnussindunssiunuiiuinvesians Jsaaneununimvesiilstagliu
wazdili EPS lalanunsaasvieudnenmmaasugiavesusvidetnaudiui dedunuilaenndestuuupnifmgui]
i1 dnasuiildfnsandeyanisdydlaests maudfausnfuuummaasgiaasnagnsesdng Snv
E'J’amﬁﬂﬁmmﬁ’]é’zyﬁum’mé'fqﬁuua3ﬁﬂstwmau’%mﬁmmiiz83813m1ﬂﬂdwwaﬁwliszaz§u (91983970119
AMNU Francis & Schipper, 1999; Rahman, Bintoro, Dewi, & Kholilah, 2024) ’J'i'imﬂ'iimﬁmauﬁuaua’i’]
nsaInuAIY ESG fndedlininensinuinnluszesdy feoratuneunuduiusidauansening EPS fu

yarmaauazluusuiunenailianuduiiusdsnannduiimiluay (Krager, 2015; Gibson et al., 2021)

NISWRAUNEUUATIUNISIVY

a I a

ssunssuiuanldwandliiiued1emaitionn usenadazuun ESG egluszdugainiiyarifnanisuas

U

NARBULMURINNTAUTIGY Wamad dtyie nsiduauiidilefessifiufiu £56 Hrefiulszansamlunis
Uimsarudes snszdunsdiiuny adsenuldidieunamautediu sutidaasufedsmaznmdnuaiis
Hadomaniildlnnsadonisaiadeiulunduiinamu gnduazdfdulddiuds feieiianasviou
aaﬂmﬂugﬂmaqyja@hﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁLﬁ'uqaﬁﬁu (Fama & French, 2015; Khan et al,, 2016; Whelan, Atz, Van Holt,
& Clark, 2021)

otdlsfinny mansenures ESG Sstuegfutiadedu g wu ANYULYRFINNTIU VUIAUTENULATUTENA

Y

MuTEnaniugsfa (AlHiyari, 2024) 57u8938n33aNa ESG wazdiudininisduild@neyr a1nn1snuniu
I350UNTINNUIN ESG Hunumdrdglunisadiyarwiinlviiuuien laeanzidefiarsanaivaiuteyanislad

o { v o

W yarmutydderiukazilsneriu GeasniauiegIuen1an1sRiuLagHan1sAduuYeIUI¥n (Penman,

o 9
4 4
o v A

2013) memall Inhlugmafauauuigiuniside dadl

q
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153unssuiuanliudngiuaenndesiuin azuuy ESG Tauduiudifeuindunanisfiiuaiunig
N1sRULazYaA19a1AvesUsTEN Tnslanglunivesdnsdiunanauunuvegieviu (ROE) dnsidiunanauuny
YeadunINg (ROA) uavsAmanning (Whelan et al, 2021) vauzidediu wideaingiaiangiusennais
wazuanInunilesneudn aaranuReuaAueuTILINABNANITANLTEUIIUAIU ESG (Al-Hiyari & Kolsi, 2021)
azvioudnuigmil £SG geanduuiiniifianudssiuaziiiaiosnn (Moolkham, 2025) s1ideiAsay

vudeduluvsunvesnatanulneuansliniudfdudwindon (E) wazussemivia (G) TanuduiusiBeuan

9
[ [ v

pgelliddAgyiusIAmanning (Rattanaampol, Pongsupatt, & Pongsupatt, 2021) Vuz7AMUIUNUI

)

A v o s

AZLUN ESG mqqauwuﬁﬁwaﬁw%ﬁmﬁqﬁuLﬁai’mé’w Tobin’s Q (Apiwatphokinkul & Chaiyakul, 2024)
wardsBusuuulduiidnasulviauddyfudadedu €56 wndulunisdndulaamu (Suka-aram, 2023)
MnuAtefhusmaniddlvlufiemadentuin 656 lifsadutiofeduaruddu mousddidneninluns
afagarmaAsygikazasviousanulugUvessIAmanning Fefudsansadianngnaded 1 16l

auuAgIun1sised 1 azuuu £SG vesuiinilanuduiudidsuinfunamdnnindvesuidnaazidouly
panandnnindunausemelng

MsRNTUNUNUMYBIATIUL ESG MTBnsnasernuduiusseninsteyamatydfunamdnnindanse
yildneldnseunuidniuusiiu (Moderator Effect) aelduuuirasssusinfiauslag Ohlson (1995)
ssunssufiieadesasioulfifiuin doya £SG Tanauivslugustoyaiatuuaslugiugiulsiiiu dso1e
danalifianisesauduiusseninadulsmadydfusamdnnindiuasuwlaciy (Sumritsakun, 2022;
Moolkham, 2024) MeldnsaunulAnIng1 @a1w1saesuIgunumvesteya ESG Aanuduiussenineiuys
mataifusnmdnninsldegraevaodd fail

Tudsziiuusn Feyadiu ESG awnsadduaismnuidefiovesyarinmutadsevu (BvS) I¢ 1fesain
nawmuuesiuTEniisiazuiuy ESG gufnuimsdanisduninduazanuidsdldegieiiuszansam msdame
ﬁﬁa;ﬂaﬁuaw%ﬁw%aﬁmﬁwﬁLflué’zyapmﬁazﬁauﬂmmwmm%um%’wshmsgmzwmm’i@u (Spence, 1973) 91Uy
494 Dhaliwal et al. (2011) wu31 Msilawedeyanu ESG Ywandymeanuliauinsvestoya uaz Rahman
etal. (2024) Wudn Azuuy ESG Twadsuandemnuieadoswes BYS dwstin BVS asgnldlaetinasyu
ogsidedAgpnniudouivniesiuu £SG g

17 i

Tudsziiudnun ndng1udalszdnegddn deyaniu ESG orvanunumvesiilsdeniu (EPS) TuniseSuie

Y
% Y o

smdnning Lesandnamuenaliaiuddyiunisddugsinedsdiduaznagnssearenannnitaails
syordu (Rahman et al, 2024) nanfe \ouTenilazuuy ESG g9 AnuduTusves EPS lugtusdiuys
flagviouyarinainenvanauazgnunuiisisnslinnuddgyivdadedu £SG wazgiuemanisiiudisung
Feazvounu BVS (Francis & Schipper, 1999; Barth et al., 2001) uaﬂmﬂﬁ Moolkham (2024) ladnwa
Uitmidaneteyanuddunazgninegludvldl SET ESG Index Tagruualidiuusiananviminiidu
fwdsifiu (Moderator Effect) sewinanilssianiu (EPS) AUTIAMMANNINEVaIUTENLAZNUANNFUNUSITIaY

HansAnwIRInanTiiuI anudlueialieuisninamuinnudeyanielad Tnednamuetanein EPS
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v '
oA oA

YasuTEMnquiliianuungeiion vieludsdu Weswndewuniudunuiiu ESG Feonadwalinilsluouinn

q
1%
A = a

anas Matumnudedudsflunumduiulsifuiidiadofienawasseduvesanuduiudsening EPS Ay
FIAMENNITNG

Feifunismunmiuwassunssudliifiuin deyadiu £SG Sunumdsihifuiidsmalufianiaunndisiuse
yarnuliydsedu (BVS) wasilsdeviu (EPS) Tnedeyasnu ESG fuwlduifiuaudusiussening BYS Ay
FIMMANNING  WHaANOUAMUFUNUSIENING EPS AusImImanning a’1ﬂi’faﬁﬁmmflﬁmmﬁaﬁmmamagm
AWeldwad

ANNAFIUNTITEN 2 Azuuu ESG vesuTEndmalisuindeaduduiusseninayannudyTseuiv
s manningvesuienaaneiloulunaiandnnindwisuszmealne

auNAgIun1TITeN 3 Azuul ESG vesuTindwnaiaausonnuduiusszninailsderiuiusnvdnning
vasusEnannzidoulunainnanninduralsemalneg

NSOUIIUOAMNISIVE

fauusninu
AT ESG
AuUsddse
« yar1nuUyTsiovu (BVS) v
- inlswaviu (EPS)
- / AuUsay
'a Y
o SIANNRENNSNE
AALUIAUAN
9 .
(Price)

« YUIANINIT (SIZE)

. AdDwBIRaNg (LEV)
« Uszlnvgnanunssy (IND)
« U (Year)
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s:1U8UI8IVY
UszuInsuazngafiegng
Uszwnsiildlunsfinvimnanuigmaanzifeulunainvdnninduisssimalng $1uu 700 vidn
(9ngudoya LSEG Workspace) %39 2,800 U3¥m (700 U3¥w x 4 U) lesainviinisdnunsenined
A.A. 2020-2023 Tandunan 4 U msdadennguiiegiazdadeniuuiagaenudnyuzianizinmun
(mmansd 1) dud 1) Wduiinengidoulunatandnnindwisszmalng . snduuidnlungugaamnssy
§5R9M3du (sunAns Useiudy uismndnning) neausiuuaznemiad (esnguuuunsiidunuiidnas
RINZRATLANA19AINGINABY TAadlgUuUTesENUNINSRURLAN1 uennil UiEMUsTLAMgIiasIAS
%ﬁﬂ%mmwﬁﬁuquhqiﬁa?ﬁu (Graham & King, 2000; Zainal, Ibrahim, Kamarudin, & Kaur, 2009; Der,
Polak, & Masri, 2016; Kouki, 2018; Mirza, Malek, & Abdul-Hamid, 2018; Acaranupong, 2017; Acaranupong,
2019; Kobkanjanapued, 2020) 2) Lﬁuu%ﬁwﬁﬁuuaﬁmmﬁiy%iamau Lf‘iaamﬂu%ﬁmﬁﬁyjammuﬁﬁg%amau
fuuilufierUszaulummianisidu (Graham & King, 2000; Zainal et al,, 2009; Mirza et al., 2018)
3) WuuTeniitasunaiuluiuil 31 funeu leugumansznuYeaTIMMENNINGNAN LN BIN B BN
(Acaranupong, 2017; Acaranupong, 2019) 4) Lﬂuuﬁﬁwﬁﬁ%;ﬂamué’aﬂuﬁmnmﬁ'ﬁﬂm (Zainal et al,,
2009) uaz 5) Fosliiduueniilid@nund (Outliers) flenadaansznusonan1sitas Iz

A3 1 NIsAndennaufilegis

i e 92UsUUSBN  91uduveuausen-U
$19NsARIdNNAUAIVEW v

(fiol) (NKUR)

ysEnaangdeulunainnannsnguwisuseindlne 700 2,800
N 9RaIMNITNEIAINITREY TINAINBMUTILAYNDMTHR (90) (360)
UiEmiitlyarmudaydanay (3) (12)
UitniidiseusreznayTauanlinsstuiudl 31 surey (40) (160)

U3 ”mﬁﬁ%ay‘ahiﬂiuﬁaumﬂuﬂﬁﬁﬂml (439) (1,756)
Uitmiliiendeyaiiaund (outliers) (38) (152)
nqufag1aedy 90 360

viennfiveyalinsudiunelulndnuidiuiu 439 viunselde uivniluideyalugiuteya LSEG Workspace #ognaiau
AzLUY ESG Liosa1nuTenend lldllawmedeya ESG agrufisanenialilddninmenuninudedu/menulssidniddeya
Audnden day warussEmivia mnldddeyalameuinwe LSEG agldannsaruinmiodndudu £SG 16
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N 1 Adeldduiunsdnidenngudiegisanuitnasnzifeulunaandnnindursssmalne
Tnoilinguszasd iielilingudedeiideyaifismenazivinzaniunisinszy lnoiuduainduiuuiom
amzLdsuianun 700 V3N (321 2,800 UFEN-T naon 4 T A 2020-2023) uazdndiunisAansesaannasi
fifvun wan1sdansesilildndudediegns 90 U3 vie 360 V3N Fsazldlumsiiesesiieadaly
funousaly

nsinusIvTINdaya
nsfnwasetiluanuddeidalsydnyg (Empirical Research) filddayanfivnd (Secondary Data) fawsd

Y

A.A. 2020-2023 sauszezan 4 U lngendedeyaaingiu LSEG?

n15Aszvideya

ndeElaldTUsunsudnSasunsadflunislinsesiadfidamssuuiwesadmdouina Inenisinsey
foyafisanden fil

1) M9AesedadABanssaun (Descriptive Statistical Analysis) lHiileasuisdnuazvosngusnegis
fifne Tnenjiausluguvesienas (Percentage) Aade (Mean) Awngn (Min) A1gean (Max) uazdruidoauy
17109974 (Standard Deviation: SD)

2) 115AT129ANNLUTUTIUNNAE2 (One-way ANOVA) Juwedaneadafildnageuauwnneng
vosriadsvesiuUsmuTEIenguiegeiisuunmusud sdaseiifiaesnguiuly lunsfinuidldds one-way

v o w

ANOVA (ilonsiadeudn Aafisvesyad mietnydseiu (BVS) uagmlssieviu (EPS) unndnsfiuedeiivedfry

q <

v

msadaviolil sevinsnguuiTniulanussiuazuuy ESG Sauvseanidu 4 ngu leun sdus (0-24) széiy
U1unans (25-49) sefufl (50-74) wazseduiunn/semden (75-100) (LSEG Data & Analytics, n.d.)
ynwuANLAnsegailduddy sgdudunismaaeuilisuiiisusieg (Post Hoc Test) ileszyin
naulaumnesinngule Tnedstazdelidnlannuduiusseninesefuasuu ESG fu BVS uaz EPS l¥oes
FoauNINTL (Hair, Black, Babin, & Anderson, 2010)
3) MISAATIZREARFUNUS (Correlation Analysis) lngigandunususaiilesdu (Pearson’s Correlation)
wazaidesuuy (Spearman’s Correlation) 1difiensiaaeudgniainuduiusfuiesseninadnlsdase

o gal

(Multicollinearity) Tnsanduuszansandunusiirunldmisiialdiiy 0.800 (Kumari, 2008)

LSEG (Hoifufe Refinitiv Eikon wie Datasteam) Li‘;lug'm%aa%lamamiﬂ’zy%LLaxmsLEuﬁﬁwﬁay@iamiﬁﬁﬁ‘]’aﬁy’ﬂu@ﬁmmi
wagnsawu laglangidleidenleaiufiidnu ESG Amdsilunumsonisussiduanudidutazanuannsolunisudsduves
y3Envialan vieil geudaves LSEG Workspace Ao masiusmgiuteyaisdniiaseunqy fasunsiu doganmatyd snardau
MM9N1TEU N159RTUAULATAN ESG Score wazdoyaiAswgnannesAnTseninausewea 1 IMF uag World Bank vilgldeu
annsadnfsdoyaldogisnsudiuluiiien
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4) mﬁlm'wﬁﬂ's'mamaﬂl,%awn (Multiple Regression Analysis) #7875 Panel Data aztfuns
T¥teyaeynsunauazdoyanadavineiiudu msideniBnsiwseinunzaniafianuddy Tneamylunsd
fifosnsfnwinnuduiussenineduldaszuasdudsnalunarsuidvaaenszoznamansy lnevhluisnns
31A1¥LUY Panel Data fineuldd 3 33 lduA Pooled Ordinary Least Squares (Pooled OLS), Fixed Effect
Model (FEM) way Random Effect Model (REM)

4.1) Pooled Ordinary Least Squares (Pooled OLS) %3835 Pooled OLS dun1ssiusindeya
fislufifvosnawaznguiogruniinseiiutuaiouwdudoyayaien Tnglifinismunudvinavesninm
LANAIRINZNENTTTInA Tefnesitife anmnsaduiunsieneldesnaisuarsingy eghdlsianm
Yodrindo enaiintlaym Omitted Variable Bias mndoyaiianuunnsirsseninsnguitlailimunuly (Gujarati
& Porter, 2009)

4.2) Fixed Effect Model (FEM) #3933 Fixed Effect lfiflonunudninaiasiuayliiasunas
AaBAvIInAIYeILAarMiedeya (WU UIEM nqugaaimnssy vwierauian) lasnisidanansznunsd
anEieverinaeenankuuTans Ftvaeliannsnlinneieuduiusfuiaiesuineiausdassuay
Fuvsalfegauiugibely mnzdmiunsdiifitefounsuszns Seldansotaldlaenss uwiaainduade
AL UMY (Baltagi, 2021)

4.3) Random Effect Model (REM) #3835 Random Effect f931 anuuansgszninengudu
#uUsdy (Random Variable) wazthuniiasigsisaniudndsdasedu @ mngdmiunsdliiduusanizngy
Lilgdanuduiuslaensaiusudsdasslunuudians doffe anunsoUssanuaduussanivesdudsidien
LiwasunUasanglunsaznguld (Wooldridge, 2020)

n1sidenldseninauuudnges Fixed Effect Model (FEM) %58 Random Effect Model (REM) 2¢#ia15641
PMNUANITNAGOU Hausman Test Ingminnanisnageuiitsd1Agvieads azidenlduuudnass FEM unu REM
(Hausman, 1978)

uanani fAteazvhnisUssifiunumnganteaLuuiians (Model Evaluation) lunisidien Model
flaunsneSurgmnuduiusvesiauusliegaiussansaim n3esileidonldlunisussiiiunasiuiouiiiou
ALMNZANVRIRUUTIABY bAkAAT Within R? uaginaeiansawmnea 191 Akaike Information Criterion (AIC)
way Schwarz Information Criterion (BIC) (Akaike, 1974; Schwarz, 1978) laga1 Within Rz Talunns
FapuansavesuuuiaedunsesuisanuuUsUTIuesLsiunelungudeya Tnsiamizednadslunsdl
93dayaluy Panel Data Afigedutsddn uuusiassansnesuisdeyameluniedunaldiniy (Wooldridge,
2010) vaurdien AIC uaz BIC iluinasiansaumaildivioufisuaniumanzanveanuuiiaes Ingdiiled
fanruusiuglunisneinsaiuazseduanududouresuuudiass Tumadiidn AIC waz BIC snd1azfiod
wangaund1 esinannsnesuisdoyaldilaslidudeuduly (Greene, 2018) didulunslinsizsideya
ArsfiasUNTeA Within RZ, AIC Wwag BIC sauffu \loldenuuudiaesiifianuusiugigs wszanfusziy
arwdudouresteya uaraunsnaseudnuuzvasdoyaldorsgnioarindededsty
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neifeatiuiivszgndlédauuudiusaves Ohlson (1995) wiefiund1 Ohlson Price Model uaz
iusuUanuudiassmuuuInsesauddediinuan (dos Santos & Tavares, 2023; E-Vahdati, Wan-Hussin,
& Mohd Ariffin, 2023; Handajani, Feliana, & Eriandani, 2024; Rapan, Banta, Manea, & Aridah, 2022;
Al-Hiyari, 2024; Moolkham, 2024; Rahman et al., 2024) Lﬁ'aﬁwﬂﬁ%lm'lsﬁmmmaam%awm S GRIRET
fmuauuSIaeIsAnule 4 wuu el

Price, = PBo+ P:BVS, + P,EPS, + €, . (1)
Price, = B, +PB,BVS, + B,EPS, + B, Control, + &, .. (2)
Price, = B+ B,BVS, + B,EPS, + BsESG, + B, Y Control + €, .. (3)
Price, = B+ B,BVS, + B,EPS, + BsESG, + B,ESG,#BVS, + BsESG,*EPS, + B, > Control + &, ... (4)

Tnefinanlsing q aunuuitaeslalunisidoaunsananslafomised 2

A5197 2 AanUdsnlalunisfnen

Jszinn manus o5U1g

fauusay Price, FIVENNTNGVDIUTEN | 80 1381 t WA 3 hiou (S1ATAYBIULTEN | v 1ian t
warTuduIndyd 3 ey Lileavvisunisiinamulasunarldveyaainiunisitu
lunisdndulaanu)

AuUsdasy BVS, yaAwuTdroruresuItv i & e t yarmudydseufe diuvesgieu
MIMeTUINUATYNeNTIMUIBLAT FeagriaugIuen1aNITRuYeIUITEY
Tugaiani)

EPS, Mlssiorureausev i a vian t (Milsserupe Mlsandmisaieduiuuandsy

- o 1 v Y o J v & azf d' g < <
NDDNVINUIYLLAD IﬂEJEL‘UﬂWiim@ﬂu%uwu;ﬁﬂum378%’1‘1«41‘1NUW11?U’1WVJULUWL?ﬁﬁ])

fiauusnnnu ESG, AZWUY ESG ¥03UTEM | o a1 t 3N uteyaeeulall LSEG Workspace
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A519% 2 AwUsnbalunisAne (i)

Uszinn AoNuds asu1g
dauusaduAn  SIZE, YUINNINIT TAINADNIINUVDIFUNTNGTINVIUTEN | &l 11an t
LEV, AdEmensdu Saandasdluniiaudeduninduecuitn | a an t
IND, USELANNGUERNAIMNTINAINNITINUNYRY GICS® vasuem i lagld 1 unu

guamnIINNUIEMdin uar 0 dwmsudu g

Year, granaiiunudel Tagldd aa 2020 (Wulgunagivun 1 Wfulfaenades
(2021, 2022, 2023) wag 0 dw3uUdu

N1SNAFBUA8ALUTNINY
AINAABUAEFILUIAITY (Moderator) tuni1snaasuaunisannss (Wuusnaadi 4) d@msunadiniinis
Ufjdunius (nteraction Term) sewineduusazuuy ESG fuyadinudaydseviu (BVS) uazfilsdeviu (EPS)

[YR-Y) Y

Wiaussimdgny Multicollinearity annawadujduius dauds BVS wag EPS lasunisuuanlveglugy

Mean-Centered nauasnd Interaction Term

v v ¢ '

il damaufivihnisujduiusnuadedifgyazuandiifiuil azuuy ESG dwwanonuduiussyning

1Y) v A v 1

e mannindivdeyaniedayd endiegraduy mnnan1ITenuadedidgiauinsenitaiiulsazuuy ESG

of
fuyamnuU® BVS (B,BVS,*ESG,) wandliliuil usemAidazuuu ESG gelluwilduiiumnuduiussening

ARV T RALIIANENNTNE

o

[

3 Global Industry Classification Standard (GICS) #o sruunsdnusziangnaivnssusziulaniiwaunlag MSCl uay Standard
& Poor’s (5&P) Tud 1999 ilelfiiummsgrunanslunmsianguusnaudnuasgsiandn Tae GICS Wussuuinsguilivh
Tanlumssuunuisnaugsiandn ieanuazanlunisamu nitewasnsadeduiisufionamu vl ndugpamnssudild
Tunsideadsiluvseanidu 10 nqugnanunssu (i Financial Sector) mal Global Industry Classification Standard (GICS)
Jsznausigy Energy, Materials, Industrials, Consumer Discretionary, Consumer Staples, Health Care, Information

Technology, Real Estate, Communication Services wag Utilities Sector
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wan1sdvy
Gialﬂﬁlﬂummammamﬁmeﬁaﬁﬁ%awsmmuazLﬁ?jaamgmm Fausiansedl 3 fe 11 il

M9ei 3 HanITiATIsEd AT

Variable Mean SD Minimum Maximum
Price (THB) 25.0620 33.1103 0.3000 233.0000
BVS (THB) 10.8525 12.9412 0.2854 75.3140
EPS (THB) 1.1171 1.7809 -3.1481 10.3169
ESG (Score) 53.5476 16.7719 12.1388 91.9210
Total Assets (million THB) 130,138 357,590 2,457 3,460,461
SIZE (In) 24.4794 1.3801 21.6223 28.8724
LEV (%) 33.7339 18.3140 0.0389 70.3443

Note: Pooled sample =360

AN 3 WANITIATISNADALTINTTUUNVBIAILUINLT LUNNSANYIUS BN N DUl UNAIA VAN NS WE WA

[
a

Useinelneyael a.a. 2020-2023 annsaesuislunmsulan

Tugraszeziian 4 Disinuan e mdnninddaedesgdl 25.06 VM ANNAUNILYEITIAMEANING
Aoutnsgs Tnsfiansanldndrudonvuinnsgiuiieglussiugs (SD=33.11 vIn) uazdavesTIAMENNING
finfrann Raudsedusiaad 030 v luaufvgeandl 233.00 v wansisanuuenArsegrnludnenw
WATYAAIYDIUTENANA 9

Tuduyadaadydsedu (BVS) wuin Anaduegi 10.85 U wazilauuanssgaguiy Tasuisuism
f BVS #ndn 1 v Tuvmziiunauiengeds 75.31 v agvieuliidiufanumannmaneveslassainsuuay
FIULNINTRUYIUTI SsenaifetesiulssiamvesgramnssuviessfunsiauIsAng

dwurilssionu (EPS) uwiAnadueg 1.12 v uinudn Jusniivianu Tag EPS mgnafa -3.15 U
(Wianusievy) vauriviiniidmlsgeandl EPS G 10.32 v anudurIuAInaMagoufenLLANGNg
suanuasnsalunsiiilsvesudazuinuazenaiieadesiuaniunisalinelunienisusniifinansznuse
NaN13ALIUIY

AzLUL ESG veUTEmannzidouiidndeegdl 53.55 azuuu eg1dlsinu drudesvunnsgiueglusedu
a9l 16.77 uazdaeazuuLiinine (an 12.14 Azuuy gean 91.92 Azuuy) agvieulmifiufandiuunnsiig
TuszAuveIN 1Tl ESG 58nI9UTENAS
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fudunindsinveauien (Total Assets) nudn fimnmuansrafuetisunn TasfiAadogeds 130,138
duvn upeldudenuuinnagiugennndt 357,590 &uum Slviiuin sanamdnnindlnedsiidnuue
104M13TINMIAusEnINUIEnalnguasuadneguin nslduuiaianisuguvesasnisfia (SIZE) awnse
Pasanaunszsrastoyald laowud fdudsnvunesgiuvesiulstlonaundoiios 1.38

wagdnsduniiduneduningsiu (LEV) wavegNiusvunu 33.73% Fwiiodn eagluseduliunais wazasviou

[V v

o a v ada Y} =1

feszduAnudsmInsiukazuleuslassasamunnainuaiglungudiegie v JuseniliseAuniidudiun
TuvgnursisldRuiluseiugaiou 70% veduningdsiy

A15199 4 Wan15IATIEY One-way ANOVA

One-way ANOVA (Welch’s) Group Descriptives
F df1 df2 p ESG Level n Mean SD SE
BVS 26.575 3 104.458 <0.001 1 23 3.6914 2.9089 0.6066
2 113 8.7933 13.9732 1.3145
3 189 11.9187 10.3927 0.7560
a4 35 16.4493 20.8596 3.5259
EPS 3.301 3 82.586 0.024 1 23 0.5585 0.8305 0.1732
2 113 0.9901 1.3179 0.1240
3 189 1.2661 1.9475 0.1417
a4 35 1.0892 2.4415 0.4127

Note: ESG Level, LSEG ESG Scores are divided into four categories as follows:
0-25: Low ESG performance and low transparency in ESG data disclosure (defined as Group 1).
>25-50: Average ESG performance and moderate transparency in ESG data disclosure (defined as
Group 2).
>50-75: Good ESG performance and high transparency in ESG data disclosure (defined as Group 3).
> 75-100: Excellent ESG performance and very high transparency in ESG data disclosure (defined as
Group 4).
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A15199 5 Nan1sILASIZYA Post Hoc Tests

Games-Howell Post-Hoc Test - BVS

ESG Level 1 2 3 4
1 Mean difference - -5.1020*** -8.2273%** -12.7580***
p-value - 0.003 <0.001 0.006
2 Mean difference - -3.1254 -7.6560
p-value - 0.170 0.191
3 Mean difference - -4.5306
p-value - 0.596

Games-Howell Post-Hoc Test - EPS

ESG Level 1 2 3 4
1 Mean difference - -0.4316 -0.7076** -0.5307
p-value - 0.193 0.013 0.639
2 Mean difference - -0.2760 -0.0991
p-value - 0.459 0.996
3 Mean difference - 0.1770
p-value - 0.977

Note: * p-value <.10, ** p-value <.05, *** p-value <.01

NIINT 4 uazanseil 5 waasmanIFilaTginnsuana e LadsyarmutyTievu (BVS) way
flsdedu (EPS) sewinenguuisviifissduazuuy ESG wandnafu awdiusinglumssd 4 wudn s BYS
war EPS HAnuunnanegelituddgnisainsenitenguasiuy ESG Iag BVS T F windu 26.575 was
p-value < 0.001 uansliifiudn Aadoves BVS wandetusdrsiifodifylundazngy ESG wngdl EPS
fien F widu 3301 way p-value Wiy 0.024 awvioudn Aede EPS vesusagngu ESG umnsrafuituiy

definnsandedsveuiazngunudn Unlungy 4 (Azuuu ESG gegn) daade BVS ogil 16.45 v
(n=35) s0sa0Ae Ndu 3 gl 11.92 U W (n=189) ngu 2 8¢l 8.79 UM (n=113) uazsgaio naw 1
08l 3.69 U (n=23) dwAnads EPS Afuualiingelunussduazuuy ESG ufu ulfvrlisoidemnngy
Taongy 3 fAady EPS gegasgil 1.27 uw wuziingu 1 dudunguilinzuuy ESG sniign fldeds EPS
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Dl

v
=1

sranagf 0.56 v il Usendilngdneglungy 3 A Azuuy ESG agluyie 50-75 Azuuu 9IWIU 189

HANSNARRULUTBUIBUTIEAKUY Games-Howell mufikandlums1eil 5 Pre8udunadendiiegied

o

Woddny lagludiuves BVS wudn nquitlimguuu ESG sga (nqu 1) fdwade BVS d1ndivnnguagied

o w aa

WodAyn1eada (p-value < 0.01) vinllawSeumieuiungy 2, 3 way 4 Yasiinquitliazuuu ESG Urunans

o

! N v o

wazas (nau 2, 3, 4) Liuanasiusg1siitdodfgy

Y 9
o % o L !

dwmiu EPS wuauwanseiddedrdganizseninmay 1 dungu 3 leenguiiliazuuuy ESG #ngn

a

wady EPS ¢ndingu 3 egreltudn

[ ] {

2 (p-value < 0.05) druaTouiiudu q ldfinuunnisoe9ll

U

pd)}
3.

v =

WUNANITIATIENEUGUI vTEnAliazuuy ESG Tusdvgeluuildunasiyaniamudyldeiuuaznils

UFINIUTENNTATUUY ESG ¢ laglanizaguBanguiiazuuy ESG A1gadzlans199Innguauegill

A15197 6 WANITILATIERANFUNRUSYBY Pearson WAy Spearman

Variable Price BVS EPS ESG SIZE
BVS Pearson’s r 0.5431%** -
Spearman’s rho 0.7300%** -
EPS Pearson’s r 0.5448%** 0.5358%*** -
Spearman’s rho 0.6564*** 0.6703*** -
ESG Pearson’s r 0.2177%%* 0.1897%** 0.0955 -
Spearman’s rho 0.1999%** 0.2438*** 0.0372 -
SIZE Pearson’s r 0.2644%** 0.3783%** 0.2213%** 0.4289*** -
Spearman’s rho 0.2709*** 0.4127%** 0.1858*** 0.4234%*** -
LEV Pearson’s r -0.2599%*** -0.1337** -0.2195%** 0.0341 0.4289%***
Spearman’s rho -0.2289%*** —0.1797*** -0.3329%*** 0.0568 0.4414%*

Note: ** p-value <.05, *** p-value <.01

a a ¢ o o & ' ! o v
INAITWN 6 ANNDNITIATICHANFUNUS Pearson Loy Spearman WU lluaﬂ']m’]ll ZUWIE)‘V]‘L! (BVS)

wazflssionu (EPS) Hauduiusidauindusimvannindedalidudfg asvioudn vsEninligiugnisiu
< ] N o = v oA o v w o« = a &= v o s
wlaunseuaeiiinlge duwilduiagdsiavanningas vaeh azuuy ESG wagaunfan1s (SIZE) AlAuduius
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Beanfunamdnning wianuduiusazeglussdui dwdandwmiau (LEV) fanuduiudidsaudtu
sewdnningazouin evisniiniauiuiuazdmalisandnnindanas

uonand fanudn SIZE Sawduiudideuandu BVS, EPS, ESG war LEV wandin vsEnuuIalngin
gIurnsidud wansduduaud wegldaudidyiy £56 uiiiszduremilauiigeiude el annuanis

v ¢

Azt linudgmeanuduiusfuessynansiudsdase (Multicollinearity) Liipsanarduussansanduius

Ya o J

laifiu 0.800 agelsAmu freavauiunsnageuliuliusle VIF wiedudunasgradunisnisluduneu

U

ANSIASITIDADDE

M58 7 WaNITIATIERANNAANBUTNILUUTIARTN 1

Pooled OLS Model Fixed Effect Model Random Effect Model
Model 1
t p-value § t p-value § z p-value
const 4.884 135.000%** <0.001 4.875 136.700*** <0.001 4.882 130.000%** <0.001
BVS 0.013 5.820%** <0.001 0.011 3,150%** 0.002 0.013 5.286%** <0.001
EPS 0.098 6.068%**  <0.001 0.124 8.458*** < 0.001 0.103 6.723%*  <0.001

Hausman test statistic: H=8.48643 with p-value =0.014 (p-value <.05)
(A low p-value counts against the null hypothesis that the random effects model is consistent, in favor of

the fixed effects model.)

F=55.233 p-value (F)<.05 R2=0.3853 Adjusted R2=0.3818
Within R2 =0.4204 LSDV R2=0.5806 Akaike criterion =383.5128 Schwarz criterion = 741.0343
Durbin-Watson = 2.1099 Max VIF =1.403

Note: 1) Robust standard errors, consistent with heteroskedasticity and autocorrelation (HAC), are reported
for all models.

2) *p-value <.10, **p-value <.05, ***p-value <.01

1 7 wudn gareadydseru (BVS) wazilsdeu (EPS) fmwduiusiusiaudnnindly
ynuuusiaes IduA Pooled OLS, Fixed Effect Model uag Random Effect Model laglun1siiaseiil
1ald Robust Standard Errors LﬁamUQuﬂz\gm Heteroscedasticity Wag Autocorrelation %ad‘ﬁjayja

iofiansansadnsveauuuitasmuin AduUszansues BYS uaz EPS luynuuudraessnsdifienisuan
piltudAYn19adA (p-value < 0.01) Tastanzlu Fixed Effect Model e‘z’iaLﬂuLwa\i’ﬂaaaﬁmmzauﬁqm
ANUNANISVAAEU Hausman (p-value = 0.014) ArduUseavdues BVS wiafu 0.011 (p-value = 0.002) waz
09 EPS Wiy 0.124 (p-value <0.001) agvioudn mafiuduvesyadmuddnofuuasiilsdeiuazdie

o

WANSIAUSNNTNE YoIUT N elidud Ay
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TuAUAMAINUBIRUUTIRBINUIT Fixed Effect Model fif1 Within RZ WU 0.4204 wandn @1u1se
asungANULUsUTIMRBITIA ANy SNElaluseAunils aagadd Durbin-Watson dan 2.1099 Ui laiditym
1399 Autocorrelation NNl A15MTIAE@RU Multicollinearity wu31 Max VIF f@aiies 1.403

I
[V

MTuNaNITIATIERLUUTIReIN 1 wandbiiiudn yarnulydseiusarilsnoudududsidunum

o w

drrglunisesuiesiamannindvesusnaanziisulunatanannindusussimalngegreiidesdrAgnieas

o

M9 8 WANITIATILYAUAANBELTINTLUUTIARIN 2

Pooled OLS Model Fixed Effect Model Random Effect Model
Model 2

t p-value B t p-value B z p-value
const 2911 7.657%%* <0.001 2.794 6.363***  <0.001 2.886 7.609%%* <0.001
BVS 0.011 5.152%%* <0.001 0.007 3.147*** 0.002 0.010 4.995%%* <0.001
EPS 0.081 4.262%** <0.001 0.103 6.456***  <0.001 0.084 4.670%** <0.001
SIZE 0.079 4.604%** <0.001 0.087 4.533***  <0.001 0.081 4.719%% <0.001
LEV -0.003 -1.530 0.1295 -0.004 -2.559** 0.012 -0.002 -1.715% 0.086
IND Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes

Hausman test statistic: H=34.8541 with p-value =0.001 (p-value <.05)
(A low p-value counts against the null hypothesis that the random effects model is consistent, in favor of

the fixed effects model.)

F=29.124 p-value (F)<.05 R2=0.5415 Adjusted R2=0.5201
Within R2=0.5853 LSDV R2=0.6999 Akaike criterion =290.9867 Schwarz criterion =702.9137
Durbin-Watson =1.8515  Max VIF=2.127

Note: 1) Robust standard errors, consistent with heteroskedasticity and autocorrelation (HAQ), are reported
for all models.

2) *p-value <.10, **p-value <.05, *** p-value < .01

1naseit 8 Wunsthyadinudydeu (BvS) milsdevfu (EPS) wwiedanis (SIZE) wazdnsaiu
siiAusoduningsm (LEV) WduuuiasamieauiumuusauanUszinngnamnssy (IND) wazl (Year)

NANTIATIZIINUT Fixed Effect Model fiannamnzasiignnamanisnagoy Hausman (p-value = 0.001)
dlefiansannanisvageuanuanneenuin BVS farduuszansuindu 0.007 (p-value = 0.002) EPS iy
0.103 (p-value <0.001) waz SIZE iy 0.087 (p-value <0.001) uansliiiuin Msiudues BVS, EPS

o w a

uay SIZE avdswalisamanyindvesuisvaanzidouintuegnildedAyneads vausNdinds LEV Jsazviou
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'3
a a

Iﬂ'ﬁqaﬁ”wLﬁunuﬁmé’uﬂsxamLﬂuauﬁisﬁuﬁaﬁwﬁzquaﬁﬁﬁ 0.05 (B =-0.004, p-value =0.012) @zviou3
U3EMiTSnTdunidugatuiuunufinaudnnindazanas

AMNINUBIULUUTIARY Fixed Effect Model Usingindien Within Rz iy 0.5853 Usti1 wuusans
ansneduneAuLlTUTIwesTIAmMannIngldR uenand manTvaey Multicollinearity Wud1 Max VIF
wirdy 2.127 uanedn lifidlywn Multicollinearity wauzdienadid Durbin-Watson gl 1.8515 wansin laidl
lym Autocorrelation Tuszufiguuss

Fetunanisiiasigiuuudiaesd 2 uandlfiiuin yasmudydderu flsdedu wazauwiaianiadu
JauddnfidmaduindesamdnnindvesuiinaamadoulunanndnninduwisUsendlng vaeiisnsdin
niiAusoduningmmdmaiaaunasiifoddy nadnsdindnaonndosiuuumAnduganiianisuaslaseaiig

Runu IngengdlianiualALLANA1R1LeRa N ssuLas UNAN w1 lukuuIIaeIudn

M13197 9 WANITIATILYIANNAANBELTINYULUUTIARIN 3

Pooled OLS Model Fixed Effect Model Random Effect Model
Model 3

t p-value § t p-value § z p-value
const 3.128 8.421%%* <0.001 3.073 7.240***  <0.001 3.114 8.482%%* <0.001
BVS 0.010 5.295%** <0.001 0.007 3.457*** 0.001 0.010 5.175%%* <0.001
EPS 0.083 4.140%** <0.001 0.104 6.315***  <0.001 0.086 4.556%** <0.001
ESG 0.002 2.120% 0.036 0.003 2.756%** 0.007 0.002 2.303* 0.021
SIZE 0.064 3.549%%* 0.001 0.069 3.436*** 0.001 0.065 3.645%%* 0.001
LEV -0.002 -1.339 0.184 -0.004  -2.363** 0.020 -0.002 -1.537 0.124
IND Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes

Hausman test statistic: H=36.7912 with p-value =0.001 (p-value <.05)
(A low p-value counts against the null hypothesis that the random effects model is consistent, in favor of

the fixed effects model.)

F=28.212 p-value (F)<.05 R2=0.5467 Adjusted R?=0.5241
Within R2 =0.5947 LSDV R2=0.7067 Akaike criterion =284.7272 Schwarz criterion = 700.5403
Durbin-Watson =1.8734  Max VIF =2.156

Note: 1) Robust standard errors, consistent with heteroskedasticity and autocorrelation (HAC), are reported
for all models.

2) *p-value <.10, **p-value <.05, ***p-value <.01
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#1519 9 Tehaziuy ESG wrnndududsdaseiiudnluiuudtasaiioAnwanuduiusiusiavdnnine

a o

1PuiaN5UI9INLUUI188Y Fixed Effect Model (Hausman Test #A7 p-value = 0.001) wan1suszuIuml

o a

fuusezansnuin azuuy ESG danduuvinuazidediAyni1eadd (B =0.003, p-value =0.007) @gviouin

a v ada

US¥nidazuuy ESG geazlinamannindainiiuienidiazguuy ESG a1 Fanailadn deyasiu ESG ves
UsvnmaaneileulunarandnnindurisUseinalneinnuiieitesivyarnainvesussnlugeuin wasdnamu
Tianuddgyiuusznudiu ESG 1ntiu adenndesiuwwildunisasuadelndiliauddyduanudsduna

U

n1saiiugsnaegeliusseniuiag uananil AdulsyAvdvesauls BVS, EPS uax SIZE Ssnsfinnuduiug
Favanfusamdnning vasiisasduniaudedunindsi (LEV) finduussavdiisavegedidedfynieada
LUREITUNAGNEIINAT N O UM

TUdINVBIAUNIMKUUTIABINUTT A1 Within R2 windu 0.5947 wanedl @1u13005u18Auwlsusiu
voesnmdnninslaa uonaind annsimseildnuam Multicollinearity way Autocorrelation

Tukuudnany

15199 10 mam'ﬁm'ﬁwﬁmmamaaL%qwmmmi’ﬂaaqﬁ 4 (Collinearity Problem, VIF > 10)

Model 4 Pooled OLS Model Fixed Effect Model Random Effect Model
(Collinearity

Problem) B t p-value B t p-value B z p-value
const 2.750 6.768%** <0.001 3.324 6.753%** <0.001 2.750 6.768%** <0.001
BVS 0.002 0.3897 0.697 -0.013  -1.941* 0.055 0.002 0.389 0.696
EPS 0.294 3.554%%* 0.001 0.330 4.150%** <0.001 0.294 3.554%%* 0.001
ESG 0.004 2.906%%* 0.005 0.003 2.024%* 0.046 0.004 2.906%%* 0.003
ESG=BVS 0.001 1.141 0.256 0.001 2.988%** 0.003 0.001 1.141 0.253
ESG*EPS -0.003  -2.533* 0.013 -0.003  -2.809*** 0.006 -0.003  -2.533* 0.011
SIZE 0.074 4.058*** 0.001 0.056 2.671%%* 0.009 0.074 4.058*** <0.001
LEV -0.002 -1.172 0.244 -0.003  -2.226** 0.028 -0.001 -1.172 0.241
IND Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes

Hausman test statistic: H =83.2874 with p-value =0.001 (p-value <.05)
(A low p-value counts against the null hypothesis that the random effects model is consistent, in favor of
the fixed effects model.)
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A15197 10 Namﬁmeﬁmmmﬂa‘aL%nwmwmi’waaqﬁ 4 (Collinearity Problem, VIF > 10) (Gh))

F=41.960 p-value (F)<.05 R2=0.5654 Adjusted Rz=0.5411
Within R2=0.6191 LSDV R2=10.7244 Akaike criterion = 266.3583 Schwarz criterion = 689.9437
Durbin-Watson =1.9338  Max VIF =35.961

Note: 1) Robust standard errors, consistent with heteroskedasticity and autocorrelation (HAC), are reported
for all models.
2) *p-value <.10, ** p-value <.05, **p-value < .01
3) The analysis revealed that the VIF values for variables BVS, EPS, ESG*BVS, and ESG*EPS
exceeded 10, indicating a multicollinearity issue that could affect the reliability of the

regression coefficients.

91037197 10 IehduysvinsuFduiusfu (Interaction Terms) 5emans ESG AU BVS (ESG#BVS) Waz
s¥M119 ESG U EPS (ESG*EPS) inguuusiaey ussinanisiasigsinuilymn Multicollinearity agned
tfoddnlunuudiass nanie adwil VIF gagn (Max VIF) Sauviifu 35961 Ssgsnininasifivesiuls (VIF > 10)
s¥minadauUs BVS, EPS, ESG*BVS way ESG+EPS uandliituin sudsmanifianuduiussulussduiigann
duenvdenaliiAUssinaduussavdonnesiimniliindeionaziAinanuiuniugs

Foduiloanilgm Multicollinearity wagvilinanisussunmdudssanaiianuindedonindu luns
Ainsredlunnsnedt 11 giinisuiudeyalaotineda Mean Centering' snldAusudsiiieites lnsianziu

fwdsudnivininisuduius newdrludnsiziddnessluluudiassdl 4 (Mean Centering)

* Mean Centering Az nsauALadgeanainAvesuraziwls fefenldiiioantaym Multicollinearity wagahelinanisiiases

Tusvudnassinauu jduiusiiauuiiedaniniu
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P19 11 HANITIATIEVAIILAADDELTINYUUUTIA0W 4 (Mean Centering)

Model 4 Pooled OLS Model Fixed Effect Model Random Effect Model
(Mean

Gentering) B t p-value § t p-value B z p-value
const 3.208 7.721%% <0.001 3.738 7.799***  <0.001 3.208 7.721%% <0.001
BVS 0.007 3.406%** 0.001 0.005 2.484%* 0.014 0.007 3.406%** <0.001
EPS 0.122 5.718%* <0.001 0.144 7.443***  <0.001 0.122 5.718%* <0.001
ESG 0.002 1.538 0.127 0.003 3.053*** 0.003 0.002 1.538 0.124
ESG=BVS 0.001 1.141 0.256 0.001 2.988*** 0.003 0.001 1.141 0.253
ESG*EPS -0.003  -2.533* 0.013 -0.003  -2.809*** 0.006 -0.003  -2.533* 0.011
SIZE 0.074 4.058*** 0.001 0.056 2.671%** 0.009 0.074 4.058*** <0.001
LEV -0.002 -1.172 0.244 -0.003  -2.226** 0.028 -0.002 -1.172 0.241
IND Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes

Hausman test statistic: H =83.2874 with p-value =0.001 (p-value <.05)
(A low p-value counts against the null hypothesis that the random effects model is consistent, in favor of

the fixed effects model.)

F=41.960 p-value (F)<.05 Rz =0.5654 Adjusted R2=0.5411
Within R2=0.6191 LSDV R2=0.7244 Akaike criterion = 266.3583 Schwarz criterion = 689.9437
Durbin-Watson =1.9338  Max VIF = 2.844

Note: 1) Robust standard errors, consistent with heteroskedasticity and autocorrelation (HAC), are reported
for all models.
2) *p-value <.10, ** p-value < .05, *** p-value <.01
3) For this analysis, mean centering was applied to the main variables prior to constructing
the interaction terms. This was done to mitigate multicollinearity between the main variables

and the interaction terms.

A15199 11 laanfiunisudledam Multicollinearity aa835 Mean Centering lagn1susua1ve9sianys
nannauasanaduduRus (Interaction Terms) F9YILLAUAMNNINVDILUUTINBIALAIINULYDT 0VRIAN

a

duUszansnisanney
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AMEMds91nYin Mean Centering Wui1 ANgeanves VIF (Max VIF) anasainandigandntinasi 10 Tunnsis
7l 10 (Max VIF =35.961) widaifiss 2.844 lunuudraesil dedrelvanunsafieudussavivosiuusmdn
waznatiujduiusldogrsgniosnarindefedsty

dm¥umanisUszanuadulseanslu Fixed Effect Model Fudunuudiassivunzauiian (@ansanan
Hausman Test ifin p-value < 0.05) wuin navuRduus ESGHBYS fifiArduuseansiduuinuasiivoddy
M19afid (B =0.001, p-value =0.003) azsioudn USEmiisiazuun ESG geavteifiuauduiusvesyan
aruddfusiamdnning amusil ESGEPS fadudszaniiduavuaziifedfynieadd (B = -0.003,
p-value = 0.006) wansiiAziuy ESG funvmduduusmfuiianneunnuduiussenineilsdefuiy
vdnningiilosiu ESG Qqﬁu

TusnuauamyeIUUTIaRmMUI1 A1 Within R2 /U 0.6191 Feawvieudn wuudiassdinsdinnuanana
luni1sedursauwdsusIuvesnImmannSnglamig iy

nasiUssuineunuudnaoinIsAnyd

fAdeldvnisusuifisunuusiaes Fixed-Effects Model (FEM) fiafrsduognaudugiduain Model 1
(g1) TWaufs Model 4 Faduuvudrassfianysaliign (saududsiviinisuiduiug) Tnefinnsanaind
Within R? wazinausiansaune Akaike Criterion (AIC) wag Schwarz criterion (BIC) tileidunisuseiiu

a

Uszﬁm%mwsﬂaqquﬁwaaﬂumﬁLm’mﬁmaﬂszmmammuu ESG uaziitofigaufsnmuavanisiiudinusiinnis

1%
v

(Moderator Effect) siagunalunisviiungdnusany (Price) 9198 nan1siusautisunandlananisig

3

o.lo./

Uﬁau
12

=).

= ~ = ° =
157997 12 A5USEUNEULUUINABINITANY

Model 4
Model 2 .
Model 1 . Model 3 (Mean Centering)
Add: Control variable . Results
BVS and EPS Add: ESG score Add: Interaction term
(SIZE, LEV)
(ESG*BVS, ESG*EPS)
Within R? 0.4204 0.5853 0.5947 0.6191 Increase
Akaike criterion (AIC) 383.5128 290.9867 284.7272 266.3583 Decrease
Schwarz criterion (BIC) 741.0343 702.9137 700.5403 689.9437 Decrease

Comparing Model 3 and Model 4
Null hypothesis: the regression parameters are zero for the variables ESG#BVS, ESG*EPS
Test statistics: Robust F (2, 89)=6.66815, p-value 0.002
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p131971 12 wansnanIsUIsuIfiuamngauvesuuuTIaes FEM % 4 uansliifiuiauinisues
armannsolunisesuisegaduddu Tasisuduan Model 1 ddlflanzfudsyaritugiuresuisn BYS
waz EPS) 1dugiu wuusiaesiannsnesutsanuulsusiunislumiag (Within Variation) 18 42.04%
(Within R? =0.4204) 1ilefnsifindanusaiuay (Control Variables) 111Ul Model 2 @1 Within R2
Iffndudu 58.53% Feduduin Jadgmunu Loy vwARaNIuAEn EniAY (SIZE way LEV) Sunumdidsy
TunsedursanuiumuesilsnumuTaana nMsfiudseansnildasiouiunusiansauna Tagd
F1 AIC ana9a1n 38351 LU 290.99 uawAn BIC anasain 741.03 1y 702.91 Usddn Model 2 far
wanzaulagsmiiani Model 1

nstaufuuaeselufo nsifiuazuuy ESG 1l Model 3 usfinnisifindauds ESG agvilv
sruntluniseduneiivtudnden Tneen Within Rz iindudu 59.47% wasilofinnsanaininasiansauma
wandliifiupnumaneauiiiutumie Model 2 ogredaiau Tnedan AIC uaz BIC amauwde 284.73 uaz
70054 sudiy FeenflanasegededomennaeitaesiidunisBuiiuin nmsdienezuuy £SG iwdu
dunilswesuuuiassiuliusslenilumsuivaugassninemuuiuuasanududouvemnaiines

aavine Model 4 Fadunuudrassiauysaifign aefinsifiumatiufduius (nteraction Terms) 14nan
[lonaaeuNansznUTaaLlsiiy (Moderator Effect) Gslduansuszdniamidniinnuuudiassiitiuan
A1 Within R2 gafigaluganisiiaszsine 61.91% dafigayldin fuusiihmsujduiusdiofiuanuanusa
TunseBunganuiuriuvessulsny Woiasunusiarsaundly Model 4 Td1 AIC silgadl 266.36
uazAn BIC dnilgnil 689.94 msfiinmsivisaesiansiianly Model 4 thufodundngruiBsadnfufunss

wonanil ieBuduin walufduitus (ESG#BVS uaz ESG*EPS) lu Model 4 virlfuuusiasad
Arwanssalunsesuisfinty fiduldvinsmaaeuauiifoddysauiu Uoint Significance Test) lned
AuuAgIuINg (HO) Ae @hé’uﬁszamémaqwaﬂﬁﬁﬁuﬁuéﬁqamLﬁnﬁuquéw%uﬁu HANITNAFDULAAIAT Robust
F-statistic WU 6.66815 (Degrees of Freedom F (2, 89)) TaafiAn p-value wirffu 0.002 1ilosan p-value
filsfianosninsziutiodfamneadan o =0.05 Juhlugmsufiasaunigiuing doagufe msiiiumatijduiug

o a

fanarnul Model 4 ilinuudnaesiianuaiuisalunisedureiiudusgeiidedAyn1eana Jauans

Wi avuuy ESG funumdudwdsiiuidwmaneanuduiusszninyanimnislyddeiu (BVS) waz

<

ilsseviu (EPS) Ausimmanning (Price)
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wanisnadaudauungiu
HAN1INAFRUANNATIUIATNINTUIINUUUTIA0W 4 NATNA 11 HANITIATIERAIINIANBELTINY
wWuUT1a097 4 (Mean Centering) a3uladanisnedn 13

A5 13 WANIINAFRUANNFATIY

AUUAYIUNSIVY N1SAIANISII wanisnpdauauunagiu asu

H1 AzUY ESG Y0iuTEmilauduiusideuan Azuul ESG dawduiius  alduayu
fusAuannsngvasusnaavzideu WIUINAUITIAARNNTHE AR
Tupaananningusiszinelng agsiitydAgynsaiia

H2 AzUUY ESG YouTendwmalBauinsonnuduius  wadufdunus ESG#BVS atiuayuy
sennayasmudgdseiuiusamdnnindues  Terduuszdvdiluuanuer  aunfigiu
visnaanzloulunatandnninduisssinalng  ddvdrdgnisedia

H3 AT ESG U0UTENANABIaUADANNAuTUS  wanUduius ESGEPS atuayy
sEninmlsseRuivIAmannsngvas flanduuszansiluavuay GHHEERM
visnaanzloulunatandnninduisszinalne  ddvdrdgnisedia

asdwannsdvey

nan1sidsatuiifngusvasd efAnwiaruduiusseninsamdnnindsudoyanisiyfuazaziuy
fdanndon dann wazusTMAUIA (ESG) vesuitmanmzidoulunaemdnninduwissemalng saudadn
answavesAziuY ESG somnuduiusszninesiamannindiudoyan1ednd Tugael a.a. 2020-2023
TnglisungussAanisiiu a1nnsiessvadfilanssauinuit Aadovessiamanning (Price) yaen
adnydsioviu (BVS) uazmlssoniu (EPS) lunguuidmiifiazuun ESG geasilnedsganinguitiiasuuu ESG
N WAYAINNANISVAADY One-way ANOVA feBusufisnnuunnansegrsfidoddynisadfvesdnade BVS uaz
EPS Tuusiagnduvesszdu ESG (W1 Urunans & wagdun)

mMylnszdanduiusnudn BYS waz EPS fanmduiufideuinlussfugestuaamdnning vazinzuuy
ESG uazwu1afanis (SIZE) fauduiudiisanlussdumisuiunan daushsdumiaudeduningsi (LEV)
fauduiudidaau il ldwulm Multicollinearity luifesfuainnisnsiaseuaanduiugsninaiouls
dasy

ANMSUNSIATIENAIUDADBENUIT ESG, BVS, EPS way SIZE fAnudunusi3aulIniusiaInannsne
dau LBV fenuduitudideauiusamdnning dufunanisdnuldatuayuin deyamstyfuazdoya
wan1suududanden dau uazussEniviaiinanazuuu £SG udeyaifanuisiteadeyan
yasuTElunatanulng efinnsanunumuesaziuy ESG Tugiugfuusifunudn ezuuu ESG doady
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AMNFURUS I BVS Ausiamannindegaiidudnany Tunenauiuazuuu ESG duuilduaanauniudunus
5enIN EPS Ausimmanning feenaazvieutiaanududeulunisfuinansaiivauvesdnamuluuiunindade
AU ESG HUNUIMLANTU

o w

lgasy Teayanslyidinsdiunumafgluniseduienamanning vusinzuun ESG fauamiadeya

£

' v

Wiy Iaglaniylulivesyadiniudyd (BVS) wan1sidedsatiuayunwilduainanlianudrdyiunis

Allugsivegedidy uagiinuienaangsideululssinalveainlanedaya ESG Arugiutayan1an1siy
Weduasunisadayaregededuluszuze

anusigwanisdiy
NaN15I98ASIN e az v oWl AL UTIUNUINVDIAL MUUATURININADY FIAY LASUTSENAUIE (ESG) Nilfe

v A

Auietesvesteyanldluusunaainyulne lnenudn deyanisdyddnsdanudifyegsidunisesung

o

smanning slulfvesyarinudnTeeiu (BVS) wazilsrenu (EPS) Fududeyarniugiuenistuuay
suilsvnnu audu susifeatupzuuy ESG JeaziiounisddugsivegnedBuladiunumdudeyaiady

q KU

fihoifindnamaesdeyamatydlunsagieuyarnainvesuitnasmsdou Fadulunmuuufnanuieados

vaagaAmanninguazn1sUsedugaa mannIngauduuus1an (Ohlson, 1995) warndnguideusednyues

Barth et al. (2001) #Bududr Yegamstadfnuduiiadovdnluniseduesamdnning
nsnuluaaildnudn avuuu ESG faruduiusiBauanfunamdnning donndestuiifnvemgy]]

A uladeniuesinnisnevaueaswienudeinsvesiidiulaidevaredeliifivwdaieanulindawastodes

Y

Tifuusim wididdmrasasmalsslonimaasvgialuszezen nadnitaonndesiunuddosausana
189 Whelan et al. (2021) wagauinsgyiideoiniuves Friede et al. (2015) flszyin ESG fanuduius
Weuiniugad1nants saudwvangulalsedndludsemelng 1wy Moolkham (2025) waz Apiwatphokinkul
and Chaiyakul (2024) finudn ESG (Butiafouinsioyariuien Fafudedunuvesnisinuadsiusulsi
£SG liltifiswnufid ion1sssnunioamdnvaissdnviniu widsdinualugiugdoyadinamulne
THUszneunsindulaiioyseifiuyarvdnning

wona Nt wan1sITeldasvoufaunuinvesasiul ESG Tugiusdulsiidu (Moderator) @alidnsna
wand1eiusetayan1ald Tnsazuuy ESG Fretasuanuduiusidauinseninaaniniudydneriuiusian
wanning usinduaaneuauduiusseninmilsdeviuiusiamanning lunsdlvesyadimudadneiu Aziuu

ESG 91edsuauduiusaanandnusimvanning dennassiungulnisdsdygyiauaza1uidevss Rahman

' 17 [

et al. (2024) Taszydn Yeyasu ESG anunsafinanuuLdeiievesgiurnansiiuresudsnilyidnasmu
Tifoyaveayarnudydlunsussduyadmainegaiideddyanniu lumsmsafudiu nsdlvesilsderudy
HAMSANYINUTY ESG o1atunpumuduiufiisansewinsilsdeduiumamsnning dedunuilaonados
fuauves Moolkham (2024) fiwuin TuuFsmiitinsamedeya £SG dnamuuisdimuianuin milslutiagdy

LaaeiouAnen1nnIuAs¥ned1uiase lesndoundgaunuaiuaudiguluouinn JoAunumnaill
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Ifaziiouuuifnues Francis and Schipper (1999) fiiauein UnamuiilafinudeyaniadyBlagdane
wilianudfyfuuiunidanagndiazanudaduresssia

Tngasy nansAnwifaduayuuunliiussduanaiidn doyadiu £SG fauamaasugiaasdauiedes
Weyaelunaayulne ﬁlﬂug’lut‘ﬁl@uﬁLﬂ%NLLaSﬁ’JLLUiﬁ’IﬁU FelaiiesButiumnudidiyues ESG denisusziliu
yar1fan1s uidsazvieuunumvesanudiulunisiaiuanuindoievesteyaniadayd muuuiAangud
nsdsdeyeynd (Spence, 1973) wasngufiilaiulaids (Freeman, 1984) NanNTITET I Unasulviaudfny
ﬁ’mﬂaﬁwmﬁm%ﬁazﬁaugmzmamiLﬁuﬁxszanmmdﬁﬂﬁzszéy’u Tnglanzluuiomdsinanisdnduau
f1u ESG g nanafle mglduiunveseudsdy dhasuiuwlduliiutdnfunruudundaesgiugnisiu
Aunmvesduning uazdnoninlunisaiienssuaiuanlusuanfiasviouiuyadimudad unnindlsgnd
Feoratununargnanvousesununsi iy £SG Tussezdu uonand madamedoya ESG S
dnasulinandnnindasvioutoyamentldodadivssdniamuiniu SsaonadosfunanisAnuszduaina
93 Eccles et al. (2014) uaz Khan et al. (2016) uarsaganlssanssuAMLLIANAIUALIToIvBIYAAT

pannsng (Value Relevance Literature) nel@nsauvas Ohlson

volduaiu:

vitmaanzifouarslimnudifyfunsilamedoyasiu ESG egweiios 1ssla waznsrvaeuls
Lieafionsufoanunginasivemaavdnning uimsysannsidrfunagndmagsia teadrsruiesiy
wazanulindalusseronundamu vonand dimusulovis wu sanandnninduissemalneaisise

U
'

a

duatuuazatuayuansgiunisidawmedeya ESG Niaenndednuuinsgiuana 3y IFRS S1 wag IFRS S2
99 I1SSB) Wioifinenuifisuifsuazanmundondivasnmuamdoya (agtusglufuneunisivilinudaiiu
waznspudeRultludnuaen1snessdsduld (Phased-In) mudduaunsouvasusen uadalddsduldagng
WugULuL)

dmfudolauouuzludivns muidslusuianmsiiansuiversveuiunnisinulvinsounquilaf
manavaneBedu Usgniausn nsldasiuu ESG anvansuviasdoya wu LSEG, MSCI wde Sustainalytics
sgdrwantgmauliaenadesvesnisuszifiu (Rating Divergence) wazifinaaniniofovaanadnsiild
\losandeyasnunasnfisrovaziouanzuiaiives £SG viliwadwslinseunquyneiu Usznisiiaes
AFU187 NN lFeuLdY vevhmaTeudsulunaietasna wevhanud lanatavesunum
ESG semsAnnudoyanadTluszerenn nsAnwiiinseunguiiasegainainvaisazdielinanisise
fanuuduguazasouaquanniy wagdsensfian asliaruaulatunisiesgiunumees £SG Tungu
g3famsiu LleFeuifisuauuaniiadidaseaiie iesannudazgnamnssuenaiiads £SG Atnamu

Y '
a = a

Tanudraguana1siuly n1sAnendadssuiisunsnaiiazdroiinanudlandnd gt uneaduuiun
QAANNTIY
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Vo91NAN1SIY

nmfenailddeyaifios 4 U (a.A 2020-2023) Faududrsnaftenaldsudnsnaantatoduiasugie
wnnsaliamEaee waranunsaifiessuanadssaronginssuvesinamuiassiinudeya ESG dady
nan1TideTaaouuiunianzuasdiaaadingn nsinilutisnaifiennuiutuniensounauaniunis
yaasughafivanuatenind envlugdedunuiiunndauarlinmiinsounquieiu uenaind swited
datdunsiaseidiudsvan lawd Azuuy ESG yamaudndseniu (BVS) waziilsaeviu (EPS) laslulasiu
HadeduionaiidvinaroniseSuemamdnning 1wy quamvesduning madulavesold nagndnisgina
vielassairogu SeilatemanienatisesuiennuiuutsvesmamdnningliedansudiunazAndanniy
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