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Abstract

This research focused on corporate governance scores and their signaling in
relation to dividend payment policies in order to lower the incidence of agency problems.
Panel data for the period 2009-2013 of listed companies in the SET, except those in the
financial sector, was collected and analyzed using Ordered Probit models and Multivariate
Probit models. The results indicated that corporate governance scores, free cash flow,
previous dividend policy, profitability, firm size and leverage ratios were all significant
factors in determining decisions concerning dividend payment policy. As a result, the
findings confirmed that good corporate governance helped in reducing agency problems.
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1. UM

MsUIMsuYesAansiifinsuukenseninsenuludvesuasinedanisyi gy manumnds
156071 Uymiannudnugaoafannu (Agency Problem) Jensen & Meckling, 1976) sl.uﬁmﬂ’ﬁlfﬁ'ﬁaﬁﬁaaﬂaﬁ
lswhifleusu (Asymmetric Information) Iaefidhedanslufidmnedeiusms dessuidoyarmansnely
Aansladndndvesiidugienu uazerafinmsudmsnulaeddadmalszlovivesnuoannnivihliin
mndnudainiu (Conflict of Interest) ﬁﬁ]mﬁqﬁaﬁﬁé’funﬂumﬁmmiﬁﬁaﬂ’j’] PRI (Agency Costs)
wnu ensaapunsuimsnuvasihedanmsliiulunuiidvewderderusioins Frnmuiteves
La Porta, Lopez-De-Silanes, Shleifer, & Vishny (2000) lénageuiiungudiagnani 400 usen 910 33 Useine
fhlan dswamAslmivusiaasnundnguiiativayuausfigiu Agency Costs tuusn fitoutaszina
sonfuansszian UssLamusnAeUsemediiingraneduasesifiovudiulionluseiud UssianiiaesfioUssine
fingysneduaseadffioviudiutioslussiuisn Fusioun AATIENNANTENUVDINTANATOILNAM UABNITTNY
Rutluwa uazveaeulnenislyd Agency Model 2 JUuuy A9 1. Outcome Models 2. Substitute Models
TaogUuuudl 1 agud Usemeiiilszuumsduasesiiindt fevulidvsfinniuazanmsaviliussangdans
ould waffo msdefutunalunavesmsduasesmungrnevesievu wnwdudvguiBngvane
AuAsaalivsEANSamunuwinls Qﬁaﬁuﬁ%éﬂﬁﬁw%ﬁaﬁumﬂﬁu wasientudunaeyldsutunnTuady 9
fndlouiu Uuuud 2 fimsenanisallid ussmidansanansaltiuiunaiieatsdeidesmamnundeans
faziinanayuiiteszauyuanaeuen lulsemafinsduasesfiovum Ustnenaasdoinsadndeidedia
dmsumsufivesmnninAfensiefuiunaiisliwngfevuiufe futiunavhmihidushunudniuns
Auasesmungsnevesievudties Taslonglunanaislwilasduiugiui Snsmamieinlulsemed
n1sRuasesdierfusariinisseiutiunaiganitueniiusing fumuanadnsatuayy UMY Outcome
Agency 989n159n83uluNa A s[.uﬂﬁzmﬂﬁ;:ﬁaﬁulﬁ%’umﬁﬁumadﬁa USEneRutunalinnnnii uenain
gy U%ﬂ’mﬁv‘hmuagﬁluﬂizmﬂmehﬁl,l,axﬁé’@mmiLaiﬂmasms'mL%’mmmsfd']&Jﬁu{]umaﬁaaﬂdwﬁﬁw
yosnninfegludnnguiidnsmaiaiapivlad wneanuigievuldsnavemumungmneiiaziediu
Tgdanissneiuanidelonalunisamuogluszfui nsfnwives La Porta et al.(2000) aenndosiy
A195U18 Agency Costs 9asuleuian1saredutiuna ﬁa’lw’lﬁﬂaﬂﬂﬂwﬁ@LLE’JJQ%%’J'WJQﬂﬂaﬂ'lEJsLuLLaEUﬁﬂa
meuenviderfienuld wrasuiveyaveviuansliifiuititnmsandunuiunudedanuieadosegieann
sernudlalulevienmsdeduilunavesuddnialan

nsifuguaensiadudosdelunsuimsnulifienalsdawazadrsenaudesiuliungforu
wazdildldidelunsufiRvinfivosheuivis (Nam & Nam, 2004) Suieusd w.a. 2504 Huduan auna
duasuantunssunsuienive (0D) lnemsatvayuvemaiandnninduwisssmalneuazdinnudninay
ANENIIUNISMITUNENNING Lagaatanannsngladsranazsnenudayan1smiuguanan1svesusem
annzidou Wunsnsgduliusimaamezideuiaunszuunmsmiuguaianisedasoiileatazaieds Taogd
drulaideladmanisussduldiduteyadndulaludiusing 4 aeandestungufdsdyayia (Signaling
Theory) 111 msideyaiiliaunafusening Insider (fdnnsuazduims) fu Outsider ({fioviu) Wurasis
sevisyananeluivyaraneusmilitiveyailivinfiesi uenaniinsseuiunadaiuituiliey
antlymidiuny Bosanudaudmanalslovidseninsfuimsuazdiovu vilvgdevuaulaingdanises
anansntmiwensvesuisluldlumaidulsslowiilegfievu Uensen & Meckling, 1976) dmgdnnisd
wiuuAvslevidiunuorsszihfululflumeiliduyselov vielvamululassnsfidu Negative NPV
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Fehufioandemenumsuimsionis HuImsasasinszuaiuanduiuliingteviulaenisineiuluna

M%@%Iaﬁ:uﬁu (Esterbrook, 1984 ; Jensen, 1986)
mﬁﬁnwm%ﬁ%mwmaauL?‘imﬁ’umiuiam&Jmﬁﬁiwﬁuﬂuma%mé’wwm (Signaling) Yauavas

Aanns waznsantymfiuny a1nnnsiiRanisiinssuaiiuandase (Free Cash Flow) uagnisldpzuunnis

Useillunsmnuguananig

a a av ad v
2. LUIAA NYLASITUIYNINYIVD

o v

nsdadayaya waznsansuuimnulagldulouienisinetuluna

wqwﬁﬁ&nﬁ’umﬁddé’@@m (Signaling Theory) mﬁﬁéﬁa;ﬂaﬁlﬂamaﬁmwdw Insider (§3AnTsuag
HUIWN3) AU Outsider (FRaviu) Lﬂuﬂaﬁ’j’lﬂiwﬁ’j’mqﬂﬂaﬂ’lSiuﬁ’UQﬂﬂaﬂﬁEJ‘L!E]ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁ%@yjaﬁiﬂm%ﬁ&mﬁu
Lintner (1956) loauoin ﬁ?lﬂ’liﬁLLU’ﬂﬁlJﬁﬂgLﬁlllﬂ’]ﬁ]"lEJﬁu{j‘uf«laLﬂjaéjffﬂﬂ’]iL%E]’j’lNanzﬂE]Uﬂ’liLﬁiJ%u
Tuszozen laeegn9a123 é’nﬁu’umﬁﬁhaﬁuﬁuma&iauLflumidqmu%'a;ﬂaL?imf'fumsmmmizﬁmaqﬁﬁmﬂuﬁm
HaUsznounTs Wefsmsiiunistnetuluna &Jamﬂumadqé’fyzy’]mﬁLﬂumﬂiﬁmﬁﬂamudw HUIMIAIRd
ﬁﬁ]miazmmmﬁhaﬁuﬂumaTuwﬁuﬁgﬁuimuamﬂm LLaxLLamﬁw’lmﬁfﬂumamﬁﬁLLmIﬁugnéﬁu
(Suwanna, 2012)

nussluefanunsdsdygalaenissneiudunaiunan1saiva1uedianis Scott, Petty &
Keown (1999) ﬂ&indﬁé’m’ldaun’mﬁaLﬁuﬂumawﬁuasﬂiﬁ"um1umu’limiuﬂ’liﬂ’mnﬁzﬁﬁﬂ{[,uamﬂmaq
Aans s Tanantssfiuenudivateuame luiidaznaly daumedutad feanuausealunisii
finls (Profitability) ¥n91n ROA wuindianuduiusideuinmsglifennuiulidmiunsamulusuanis
undetutunala Uensen Solbery & Zoun, 1992) wazfanuin ROA fanuduiusnisuiniun1sang
Rulunadmiunsinwilulsemaansgawsn Wunsddygraliiieumsiviesssiinietuiiuna
Tueunan (Harada & Nguyen, 2005 ; Ramli, 2010) uaﬂmﬂﬁmsdwL“nufjumaiuﬂﬁmumﬁLi‘;lumifiqé’zyzgﬁm
yasn1snesudunalulsslule (Suwanna, 2012)

TuSessiuyu FunusuasRgiunaamuilaysaiiuvses MM o lifimudaudmmadszlov

' v

seIguImsuazdiionu sgalsinulunsujifanufguididumhadedn Wives3gnizuenesnain

1%

Au3msegnsls lunsdifuimadnazlusununlianysaluuuvesifionu (§1919) iesnnualszlevives

U

dannsldlafianudndumiioutunalsslevivesdiievu wanwianvzdiliunisnssvifialdansungievu

4

' v U a aa A 1o & o A a vA Y = Y o 1w aad v o
wiu n1sldangluivansiivewnlidnlu vienmsamuiuaie levuiwesdsaldinenieitesiunismsa
doungAnssuveldnnis ArldTieneaiusuyudiuny (Agency costs) @ Wuraunainaudnuds
manaUseleviseninagioruiugdanisvesuien n1sieduiunaensagyimihilumsdnassualsslevd
 vo vy v a a o o a a DY

wavanlgymsgninadnnisuasiievu lnensantunuieiunisdndulananunsaldlaliungdanis (Rozeff,
1982; Easterbook, 1984 ; Jensen, 1986 : Alli, Khan & Ramirez, 1993) laguuinidlunisan Agency Costs
W anunsovilarig 2 wwane laua nsaseniseyniulinaeuinig (Bonding) menislimmigdu3msd
dnilddnndesiuduuivnae lnenislidndiuanududivesugnunguins (Managerial Ownership)
I a a S A zl' Yo a A = I = I3 a

fazdusrpdlalunsuimsnuiaeuld anfiwelasunaneuwilugUveaiudouiissesaienlunisuims
NUNBLALLAAD9AINIMETUFIUEIIYRIRANTT NMTATIVABUNITUTINTNUVDIAULLEUTINS (Monitoring)
anunsaviglunisan Agency Costs MiinTu wagaaglrnisumsauaiiuliegredivss@ndnmanndsdu lneg
nalnnsasieaeutuaansanvalailunalnnisnaseunislunaznalnnisnsiageunisuen n1snsiaeEey

MelureauTeviy AoanndteunsadivesusEnudluniiuay gieviueianszatedunniiuniimae
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ATIIAOUNITUIMITNUVIIUITM SNl wazdisunudaiiinisnsivaeuazdendulniuniseiuyuiagi
laldnsraaevazyhliindem Free Rider Asuilaundgmisdoiunsnsnuznssun1suseviuiiodu
FunuvedterulunsnsIvaeunIsUIMINUTBINUINS Wewnauenssunsiiiuuanameusnaziay
Frunguazilufioendnunnnd Snvdslifinnuduiusaiuynraiunugiuims daunalnnsnsisaeunieuen
1iu desenduiasealiennsdoulaensliszuunainiludnsisdeuunu wiededingn lown msdnetutuna
A a1 a a v A 0 ) ° Yo & v a

wswluragiiusenineRuiunaeenty vsenagliiRuyudwiuldlunisamu il dussdesseaunuiiia
FIRDINUNTLUIUNTATITABUAN ] YBINAIAYU

anuwmlumsandumusunulagnis Monitoring Aemsldaziuunismiuauaianisiavnauay
| a o a v & ¢ aa o w ) & A a
duasuaavunssunsusevive (10D) WuesAnsidiunumadglunisvauinnuduiiestneesnssunis
' a o W a a a o ey a a o A ) A v v
duaSunsmivguaianisnifluussnlne Wlusednsamviadieudivannsgiuaina weasiamadsloviliun
Aiovu wazinliiasugialnensgydulnegediiuninids lnednrinseauni1smiuguananisueausey
aanz,Usu (Corporate Governance Report of Thai Listed Companies-CGR) Tnetsuasausnlull w.a. 2544
= o ' A A v aq v & ' = | P Y]
Fatinmsdnnguaziuunazseniaseousenilanziuunawg 70 Azwuwdulusoasisazu Wialdudeya
lunsdndulavesifidlidiuds Fulevsvnauisadaliinisiduguaianisnfuaigendmasonis
ANTUIUATUDY 9

a o a . PRy o o & ) o W a PP

Adeluefnues Gruszegynski (2006) NANWIAMHENTUSYDITEAUAZUIIUNITMAUALATANITR
Auransaiiunululszmaluuaun wundieuduiusededitdudngy wulheanu Brown and Caylor (2004)
lnganansaivuaauufguiedtuaziuunsUszdiunsituakaiants n1satelutunalulniug uas
nseatuandasylasail

H ﬂzLLuuﬂ’ﬁUsmﬁumiﬁﬁU@LLaﬁaﬂﬁiﬁﬂaﬁuﬁmﬁuﬁL%quaﬂﬁ’ué’mwmﬁf\haﬁufjuma
H. : As9neRudunalulRiuundanuduiusidsuiniudnsinsanekuduxa
H,: nsehatuandasyilmuduRusBuINiUsnsIN1seRUTUNS

H A o = | o w a a = | e 9 YR

wenanfliierJunisativayunanisfinyrinnisiduguaianisiinaviseld sldauautadasing q
A%

1. anuamnsatunisiimlsdanudunusidsuandusnsinisatetuiuna drunnsaiudyduu
Anuausatunsiiils (Profitability) Y9910 ROA nundlauduiudideuanmsglifsanutulidmsu
nsamuluswandniiandielutuna Jensen, Solberg & Zom (1992) wuin ROA Fanudunusn1suInNaU
nstedutunadmiunsfineilulssmeanigowsnn Wunsddygraligieiunsiuitensszinisine
Rutluwalueunan (Harada & Nguyen, 2005 ; Ramli, 2010)

2. sandruntddulinnuduiusidaviudnsinisseRudunadyyinisnentdazinasonisany
Judunamsiziaaunssukudiuntalidserineu uidenuindanuduiusifaau (Kouki & Guizani, 2009;
Guizani, 2012)

3. WIAKAZEIEVDININTT Anumgud] The Life ~Cycle Theory U3gnuwalngjuaziduladund
wwaltudl Free cash flow gegouwanitianisnessundunaiuiu deiuaziinisdteludunagininuism

& A a a ' a o < A a o a o a
YUIAENTLNLAA LMY (Fama & French, 2001) W51 USENVUIALENLASUALTUNIT HANITAIEUIIUBND
) 1A o = a ' a o |2 o & v Y a ° v ' a
galaifimls uaziloniafiagaerenisamuannninuiining JadndudeddRunuuin vilinsineluduna
oy Wuieatuuisnidivuinvesdunsnduinnimiolngnitasinisdreduiunaniaininuisvuuindn
(Ramli, 2010)
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< v
3. NI3NUIIUIIUVIYA

AYeTIUTIteyanAunil (Secondary Data) WUy (Panel Data) annuuukanssienstoyausedny
(uv 56-1) vesusEmaangdevlunaiavannindurasemelng senined w.e. 2552-2556 drunanisaiy
nuangudeyaves SETSMART Tnsfinguieteisdu 1,924 nqusfaogha lumsideiliiiutoyauseniia
foyalsinsuiudnnu 220 ngudiogns uazngunsuTEmiitisasnisineRuiiunainun@iiiy 100 S1uou
127 ngudioens asvdenguietneiildluniside s 1,577 nqusietis

4. WUUINaD9

wuusnaasluadTetiduluudians Ordered Probit Arvuslisinlsdase daaenaluil uSeni

zl

Lfinsdredudunaianmiidu 0, UsEvitdns SutlunatosninUfikuundawinfu 1, uidniisneduduna
WiAUTTikuniaindy 2, vitniianeRutlunasnnnindfinauandanrindu 3 Sadunstasiuuuseeu
Sustu (Ordinal Level) wagldmsitasizvinisanaosiBadu (Linear Regression Model) #slusaddeifldns
Uszunauen Ordered Probit Tun1sinsnesisesunissetiutiuna Tegldsudsuds () Wudunsesad

1

Lit

=X,B +u,

[

Tagau1sauUALkuUINaas Ordered Probit ¢141)

1
~(I+7))
1

~(I+7+1,)

1

—(I+71+7,+73)

- Pr(Y=0)<
oS r( ) l+e

Pr(Y =1)<
r( ) l+e

! <
14+
1

—([+rl +7, )

1

—(I+r, +7, +T3)

<Pr(Y=2)<

1+e l+e

<Pr(Y=3)<ow
l+e

die Pr(Y=j) fe arwunazdudl Y=j el j=0 feulsuisdielutlu nsdudeviilifinisdne

a & A v Al a v | Ay a A v Al a | o Ay a &
Wutuwa 1 Ae USEnaneRtutunataeninUNn1uLn, 2 A USEnNangRudunawnduln[Iue wag 3 Ao
UsEnNgRkudunauinnnUNEue In1sUseaiaawsuy Maximum Likelihood lagfinnslawuuanasa
fananiunanulguienisnetulunavesusennaangloulunainnannsndazdseniaateduiunalusmnsi

P4 5y o a oA
ﬂQWLLWGUUQQﬂUNaﬂ’]im’]LuuqqquLLmagﬂ
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o v o
M15199 1: N1FINAEILUS

faus M3IAA" ideluedn

fuusnu
wlguensieRuluna Usnilaifinsneduluna = 0
(Y1) UsInnneiutunatoeninUinnu = 1
I
Ao Al a | o oaa
Ve ludunawniulnaum = 2

awv a1 a LA
UIEnNaeRuluNauInAIUNEILLN = 3

frusdase
pztuuMIUszEumMsIny - dalae (0,1) wviuem Gruazcaynski (2006),
QUANINTT Brown and Cayor (2004)
CG_3, UTEnidezuuulssiunsiiuguananisseiu 3 = 1
Usenihifazuuuysediunisiiuguaianissedu 3 = 0
G 4 UsEnidesuuulssunsiiuguananisseiu 4 = 1
S— |
UitniliifirsuuuUssidiunsiiiuguafiansseu 4 = 0
G5, UTEnidezuuulssiiunsiiuguanianisseiu 5 = 1
CG_h, Uinilsifinguuuyssdiunsiiuguaianissedu 5= 0
Uinidazuuulssdumsmiuguanans dausisesiv 3 ulU =1
Ustnilifiazuuuussidiumsmiiuguaians sausseau 3 JulU = 0
MseRudunalulianuan Salae (0,1) wnue Lintner (1956), Suwanna (2012)
(D_lagl) usemiiinstetutiunalutnru = 1
el fimsteiutiunaluliikiumn = o
nasuaRuandess (FCF) nszLaRuanINAanTIUALILIUMSAUN TN Baba (2009),
Adjaoud & Ben-Amar (2010),
Thanatawee (2013)
FuUsnIun
AndanInsalumsinmls  mlsannsaduanumsmeduningsiu Ramli (2010),
(PROFIT,t) Harada and Nguyen (2005),
I
Fama and French (2001),
SRS1EMTAY (LEV) yildusin o Juau msmeunsndsiy e Sudud Guizani (2012), Shama (2011),
Gugler and Yurtoglu (2003)
PYUIAYBININTT (SIZE) SaandennsinveseanauNnInes Ramli (2010),
Gugler and Yurtoglu (2003),
Fama and French (2001)
91gveeNians (AGE) FanduutiudansusenaudsUnvhnsanw Fama and French (2001),

Amderson and Reeb (2003),
Harada and Nguyen (2005)
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mﬁwﬁ 2 : wan1suUsEUNuA13s Random Effects-Ordered Probit

Random Effects -Ordered Probit (Y1it=0,1,2,3)

BUUIRD (1) KUURIADY (2)
CG_3it 0.2870***
CG_4it 0.2870***
CG_5it 0.4190***
CG_hit 0.3000***
D lagl 0.9100%** 0.9170%**
FCFit 0.0007 0.0006
PROFITit 0.0477*** 0.0478***
LEVit -0.0045%** -0.0044%**
SIZEit 0.0611** 0.0707***
AGEit 0.0029 0.0027
cutl 2.1060%** 2.2510%**
cut2 3.6470%** 3.7890***
cut3 3.6830%** 3.8250***
sigma2_u 0.0781 0.0760
Random Effects v v
Year Effects v v
Suudeyaioun 1577 1577
FIUIUUTEN 377 377
Log-likelihood -1427.0 -1427.8
Chi-squares Test 502.8 502.7

VBB < * p < 0.1, ** p < 0.05, ** p < 0,01
a1 : Ussanauanlaggdnyia

M50 2 wansHaNTIATIERNsUsTINATlnedS Random Effects -Ordered Probit Wiem
ulguien1seRudunanuuleuieuesuiem lnen1siasIeving 2 WUUI1aedfe wuudnass (1) wuinagiuy
mMsUszliunsinuguananis(Ce) 71 3 526U warnseRuthuwalulfiim (D_lag1) Amruduiusideuan
funseRuduna uinsewaluandasy (FCHlinuauduiusiun1sTreduiuna vililiausaasuld
ﬁgﬁﬂﬁa%‘uﬁﬂuﬁumimmu ¢ Anuanunsalunisviiials (PROFIT) #3n91n ROA asnarumiiau (LEV)
wag YUIATIRaNg (SIZE) Hanuduiusidauiniunmsdielulunauiieniu uietgvesiianis (AGE) linuy
AuduiusiunsTeRutuna ililianunsoasdld dunuuinass (2) fimsdsuiudsanazuuunis
Usziliunisiiuguaianiswiazszaudunzuuunismiuguaianissiy wariuUsdu « wileuiy ns3ded

NUKAN bR NAN9TY
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5. N15NAdaUEUduUNa (Robustness check)

Tneiioulalun1s Robustness Check l4uuusnass Bivariate Probit faseluil

L, =X,,5, +uy,
L, = X3, B +uy,

LUUIN@8 Bivariate Probit

)—U
-
—_—
g
Il

I&YSit = 1) = q)(IZit,I3it)
Tadl q)() Aa Cumulative Normal Probability Distribution
v, =1 if paydividend y, >0, 0 otherwise
v, =1 if payincreasey, >0, 0 otherwise
E[e1 |xl,x2:| = E[ez |x1,x21 =0
Var[gl |x1,x2] = Var[g2 |x1,x2] =1

Cov[gl,gz‘xl,xz]zp

Ing Y2 - 1 n3difitreduiiuna
= 0 nsdllaidneRuiuna
Y3 - 1 nsdifitreiuunaiuty
= 0 NIV LAUKTOANA
mSN‘V]‘ 3: Nan15UTEINUANTS Bivariate Probit
Bivariate Probit
HUURIAD4 3 HUUIIADY 4
(Y2) (Y3) (Y2) (Y3)
CG 3, 0.2930%
CG_4]t 0.4480***
CG_S]t 0.7180%**
CG_h, 0.3960%*
D lagl 1.6250%** 1.6590***
FCF, 0.0126** 0.0238*** 0.0122%* 0.0238***
PROFITit 0.1040Q%** 0.0263%** 0.1040*** 0.0263%**
LEVit -0.0118%** -0.0107%** -0.0114%** -0.0107%**
SlZEzt 0.1150%** 0.1760Q%*** 0.1380** 0.1760***
AGE 0.0001 0.0001

it
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Bivariate Probit

HUUT1A94 3 HUUIIa9Y 4
(Y2) (Y3) (Y2) (Y3)
Constant -3.2840%*** -1.6950%** -3.6630*** -1.6950***
atrho21 0.0076* 0.0076* 0.0065* 0.0065*
Year Effects v v v v
Sruudoyarian 1577 1577
TINUUTEY 377 377
Log-likelihood -1120.6* -1123.0
Chi-squares Test 648.1%** 649.2%%%

Wewag : ¥ p < 0.1, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01
1 : Ussanaualaggdnyih

PN 3 uanskansiATeilunsUseannalagds Bivariate Probit iteidunisnaaeududu
ka (Robustness check) Taen1siAseving 2 uuusiassie uuusiaes (3) ievnsdnauladisiudiuma
NuNALUUNTUTERUMSANUQUANaNIS(CG) 7 3 seU wazn1sdeiu Junalu@idun (D _lagl) wag
nszuaiuandasy (FCP) faruduiusiBaunntumstieiudune vedthieduidusuusaun WWud A
annsalunisviisils (PROFIT) i¥aann ROA Samduwiiau (LEV) uar vuavesiaonis (SIZE) flemuduiug
Wevandunisdnedulunagudiendu wiengveaianis (AGE) ldnuanuduiusiunisaneluduna vinli
lanunsaaguld daunmsmsedunisdietutune wuin nsswatuandase (FCF) fanuduiusideuandunis
Preduduna dudadeduiifusudsmunuinauiontu aglldinsetuiunavesidnaziidmo
Wiidu anas viefiututuegfunisdinssuaiuandassveaudeh drunuusiaes (@) SnauAsuduusan
AvwuuNIsUsTliuntsiiuguaianiswiazseauilupzuuunisiiuguaianissu warinUsiu § mileuiu
wunaTiliuansnaiiu

asUimsnageuBudura (Robustness check) lngn1sussanaudilags Bivariate Probit dnanmsfinw
wufeafunisuszanmueilagds Random Effects -Ordered Probit Tnsfidiuuandnafuludesnisiinszua
RuandaszazausnadunennuduiusiiseiureinsaeRuiunaiinniin1saenuuleusvesusem

6. agUNan1sAnen

mMseRuduraaunsodedyananientunsindulesetuiune wavwuliunsieiuiiunaves
fan1s IngiiarsannaziuumsUsslunisiiuguananisCe) %ﬂLﬂuﬂaiﬂmmmiﬁﬁugLLaﬁamiﬁﬁﬁm%“U
ARRYAY wazn1391eiudunalulfidu Weswnidutunaie nsdidyyiuveinnnuaianiiveudsv
Tuswian Lintner (1956) la@nwdnwmgfnssuvesusemlunisimuaulouisnisietuiuna wuitusem

dwllnglirnudidgiunssnussiuduiiunalving uaznenemazliuasuwlas inssdeitinawuniay

'
=]

MrdndulaasumnuigniiuleuenisiieRuiunaiainase luvaendadedu q laud aruanunsalunis
viilsiiiaain ROA dunisdsdayaadiungterilunaiifuuiy suwiwwievesionis dwalinistne
Rutunataziuiluunisiretuiunadiiudy (Ramli, 2010) druluisesdnsidunilau dygyrunisnend
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dsdyanasenissneduiunanazualiunisdeiulunaionas insedeusieududunicitseniinou
(Guizani, 2012; Gugler & Yurtoglu, 2003) Lwiaqumﬁﬁ]mﬂﬁmmﬁaaqﬂlﬁ uaﬂmﬂﬁmiﬁﬁamiﬁﬂima
Kuandasy LLazﬁw"LUﬁh&Jﬁuﬂumaﬁmﬂumiamﬂ@mﬁaLmuVLéfmmﬁa(Esterbrook, 1984 ; Jensen, 1986)

Forauouuy dmduguins weltlumsimunulouienisdne Futiunaiiezdsdyaanisitu
NaUSENaUNISVBINANTS E%’m%"uQ’ﬁaﬁuuaxﬁﬂammﬁaﬂizﬂaumiéfﬁ]ﬁﬂﬁ]Lﬁaﬂamuﬁlwé’ﬂw%’wﬂmsLaww
miamuix&JsmaﬁéfmmiL‘iu‘fjumammmﬂmswmﬂmﬁhaL‘&uﬁumasluaammu@iﬁ’uwamiﬁ’nﬁumuﬂa@ﬂu
sufenzuuunsUssfiunsiiuguaians dumhesnuiiuguathluimunngunasiiiesdeatunisii
Auafansiely
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