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Abstract

This study aims to analyze the relationship between compliance with Environmental, Social and
Governance (ESG) practices and financial risk management among listed companies in the Stock Exchange of
Thailand (SET100 group). Financial risk management is measured using the debt-to-equity ratio (D/E Ratio) as a
proxy for financial risk. The sample consists of 92 companies during the period 2021-2023, with data collected
from company information summaries published on the official website of the Stock Exchange of Thailand. The
statistical method employed for data analysis is multiple regression analysis. The results reveal that compliance
with ESG practices in all three dimensions environmental, social, and governance has a statistically significant
relationship with the D/E Ratio. In particular, the environmental and social dimensions show significance at the
0.01 and 0.05 levels, respectively. Additionally, control variables, namely company size and firm age, are found
to have a positive relationship with the D/E Ratio, indicating that larger and older companies tend to rely more
on debt financing. The multiple regression model explains 73.5% of the variation in the D/E Ratio, demonstrating
a high level of predictive accuracy and effectiveness in financial risk management. Furthermore, a high F-statistic
confirms that the regression model is statistically appropriate for prediction. Therefore, financial risk
management based on ESG practices is a key strategic tool that can be applied in long-term and sustainable

financial planning for businesses.
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A9 3 LansAanAngIIUN (Descriptive Statistics)

AuUs Adingn AgeEn Aade Andoauusnasgu
(Minimum) (Maximum) (Mean)
fuAaIndeu 2.000 5.00 3.511 1.247
PUAUR AL 1.000 4.00 3.099 0.958
ANUUTTENAUNG 1.000 5.00 3.672 1.220
YUINYDININTT 2.58 6.55 3.91 0.69
mqmaﬂﬁﬁ]mi 31.56 12.84 22.20 4.664

Snsduniausiony 16.05 0.01 1.20 1.65
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M990 4 wanTiasIAUsEAnsanduiussenineiiulsdase vesuSnlungy SET100

fiauwls DE EP SP GP FS FA
DE 1
EP 0.50** 1
SP 0.45* 0.40%* 1
GP 0.50* 0.55* 0.45** 1
FS 0.30 0.50* 0.35* 0.45* 1
FA 0.35 0.30 0.40 0.35 0.40 1

aada o o aada

e * Ieddynaiinszau 0.05 * uansdl ddudAgmnsatiansgeu 0.01

NPT 4 wanTinTeiAnduUsAvsavduiusseinsud sBassresuisulungy SETL00 flanneideu
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A1979% 5 NamﬁmiwﬁmsmﬂaEJL‘TNLE?UWWQM (Multiple Regression Analysis)

Unstandardized Standardized
Collinearity Statistics
Variable Coefficients Coefficients t P-value
B Std.Err. Beta Tolerance VIF
Constant 1.356 0.0512 2.651  0.009
EP -0.238 0.067 0.356 3.541 0.001%** 0.748 1.336
SP -0143 0.056 0.213 2568  0.015% 0.821 1.217
GP -0126 0.058 0.192 2.189 0.029* 0.796 1.257
FS 0.102 0.043 0.182 2337 0.020% 0.862 1.160
FA 0.091 0.076 0.114 2402  0.022* 0.932 1.073

F = 10.56 R-Square = 0.735 Adj. R-Square = 0.698

N

e * Adeddynisadiansyiu 0.05 ** wanadn ddudrAgnieadifinszau 0.01
911A1517 5 wan1svaasuteyn Multicollinearity 1 93LAT121LazATIAd@0UAT Tolerance haz Al VIFS
(Variance Inflation Factor) ¥@elUsdasy wud1 A1 Tolerance aglutiasening 0.748 - 0.932 wawe VIFs aglugig

¥4 1.073 - 1.336 a&j’lumm%ﬁaam%ﬂﬁmwﬂ’aLauaﬁuaa Kutner, Nachtsheim wag Neter (2005) Anviualian
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Tolerance A33iAN31ANT1 0.01 Wagn VIFs asiiA1deendt 10 uaned Muusdaseyndilifissduanuduiusdaiu
waziunudedAyNIeaa
HANTIATIEviANdNUsEANSanduiusuuunyan (Multiple Regression Analysis) wudn fiawus n1sugudniy

a a

WWINNG ESG AudwInaey (EP) audenn (SP) usssuniuia (GP) wuinvesiants (FS) wayengvaeianis (FA) i
AuduusAdveddyfunisuimsainadsamienisidu (D/E Ratio) Taed1u du EP @1 SP wawdinu GP fid
duUseAn Unstandardized (B) Luau uansin ifleAasiudamariiiindu nsudmsanudssanas dau FS uay
FA puduiusiianduuan Tnededulszaniannes (Regression coefficient) winfu 0.102 wag 0.091 AINETU
mneANI TuRkaregrasiansiintu dwalinisuimsaudsaiisty edulssandnisannesunagu
(Standard Coefficients, Beta) Uan4i1 fi1u EP (Beta = 0.356) 18v5wagian se4adu1Aa AU SP (Beta = 0.213) Ay
GP (Beta = 0.192) #1U FS (Beta = 0.182) uazau FA (Beta = 0.114) lagynsaudsilen p-value daenin 0.05 30
0.01 ﬂa%ﬁammé’uﬁuﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁ’aé’wﬁzquaﬁa AneadAvadeuLerlynfy 10.56 waz AduUsEAnSMsimuniiy 0.735
agvioudn lumaausnoSute msuTmsanuidsmisnsduldegaiuszansam ualdeduduin nmsufiaanu
wuamsAaneden deu warussEnAuia dmnuduiusfunisuismudssanisiuresuidnlungu SET100 Tng
anunsnoRuTenaIde Hdd

MsUFTRIMLLIMY ESG fudaandeu (Environmental) fendulszansnisannes Wiy -0.238 uansds
AduiudidsaufunsuImsnuidsaimianisiiu (D/E Ratio) mneawd eusdmiinisufifamuuuama £SG
FruAuandounniy anudsmnanmsiuresivniuuiliuanas uansdiiiuidnenwlunsuimslasaiaiuny
g afiuszAvsamuardsdu nasnauananuidssannnisgnilesiesvdenisliufifnungumanedundeuiiiany
\iuganundu (Albuguerque, Koskinen, & Zhang, 2020) 8nsisnisannisasmuluianssuiidsnansgnunisause
Aawnden Satheuszndaduyu annszaliany uarduaiuaninadomainisiureseddng dudmadionisuivis
ATAABININI9EY (Krtiger, 2015) uananil nsAfiusumumdn £SG fahoaunnudeshilunguinasmuuaziin
amuantu dsalifuunssaunuanas uagyiliseduauidsmneniaiuresusvanawmailudie (Friede,

o

Busch, & Bassen, 2015) AAuduiusidsauinuilaenadesivauufigiunsidenidmualilu H1 ssyin msujdanng

v
o

WWINY ESG shudsnadeuiinuduiiusidsauiunsuimsanudemansiu visl SasvieuliiiuisUseloviidng
gvsveInIsAiiugsiveg sty Mliissisananudsdussezen widuasuasaanudetulunainyu waziiiy

LADYSAIMNNIINSHUVDIDIANS P D 19TALIU

N1 o

NsUHTRMULLINIG ESG dudaau (Social) iAnduusz@nsnisannes Wi -0.143 wanadia ANAURUSLT

a

AURUAMITUTIIANUESN9NTTEY (D/E Ratio) Mungadudn Wausuniin1sufUuan1uunsgiu ESG Arudinuuniu

@ a

danalinisusmsanudsmanisiuvesuitnanas fegnatu nsliaudfiuanivessny rnuiuiinveude
YUY LLazmiLa%ma%’wmmﬁmﬂ’uﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁu@“mﬂé’mmﬁa (Awaysheh et al., 2020; Fatemi, Glaum, & Kaiser, 2018)
miﬂﬁﬁ’ﬁmmé’ﬂmsmdwﬁlﬂLﬂmLwiﬁhaLa%ua%ﬁammé"aﬁmaw%ﬁw wisanAuiABIINNsLAntyiudaeai
919dINANTENUADTOLABAYNSRLYBIUIEY WU MIUsETnnguusany vienslaufiasiosnnyurulubesans
Yoayuyy druamnsanoliiAndununismsiTuiudnuaznsznudeannAaowosUTEN (Ng & Rezaee, 2021)

uziiedny nsamulufanssuanusuiinveusednudalidiudoiuaulindaandnamu gndn uazandu
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Aaa

N9 SuonathlgmslésunisaduayunenisiuiiiBstu (Zahller, Thomas, & Huxley, 2021) A mduiudideay
finuilaenndesiuauufigiunside H2 sy MIUFTRRILLING ESG Fudsautisannindemisnisfuresuion
Tngdsnaieuansotordes arundeiuanaiadiusing  uazauiuamsnsfuluszozen

n5UfoRMLLLTNG ESG FuusIEmAtia (Governance) fifiAnduuszavinisannes indu -0.126 uansds
anuduiusiBaauiunisuimsannandssmisniaiiu (D/E Ratio) vuneanadn msuftRnamdnussimaviaiaves

a '

V3o 1w msdanenssunisidenududasy madamedeyaniansiiuedielusda saudansinalnnisnsivaeu

o o

Aelunfiuseansnin BreananUidssmnianisiuresusenlaegiaiidudfg (Garcia-Sanchez, Cuadrado-Ballesteros,

7

v

& Frias-Aceituno, 2023) miﬁﬁLﬁumumwwé’ﬂmimi@’wﬁmaﬁLsﬁmrﬁqﬁa%ﬂmmLs?j'aﬁuiﬁmﬁﬂamuua:Qﬁdaulﬁ
duide dwmalienuidssiifedesiunsmaquannsamunietymminsduiienafedurnmsuimsililusda
antiouas (Lee & Park, 2021) uonannil msufimuusssnAviadn Sshoiuanuindefovesuvnlunarnyuuay
afuayumsiadulanisnsfuiiiaiuidssdias Wy msdangnssunsfingnaeunNgnioweNuMsiuLAEINg
sufuauiilusda ansatesiuliliiAnnisyainnelussdnsudensdndulomenistuiidssgaiesaindoyals
Aududaiau enuduiusidaaviinuiaenndostuanufigiuniside H3 fiseydn msuFtRauuuame £SG Fu
vsT¥nAviaiidurisannuidsimianisiuvesuivn Tagfinanulsdauazanindoislusainnisiiuegiad
Usg@ndua

uaﬂmﬁﬁmams‘imeﬁmﬁmisﬁwéawé’uﬁuéuwwmm WU fuusaauau kA unvesiiants uazeny
yo9RINs danuduiusiBsuantunisuimsnnudssmanaiu Talasdnndmuniausenu lnsvuinvesiants den
Fudsvans (Beta) winfu = 0.102 wazifudfaymeada (o = 0.020) Fliuin Wevwausdlnglunniu msusms
T IE RO YTV o18 dlomnuitnuunalngfininennsuasssuuuimsdanisiduuda ssEansadie
uwasduruvatetesldaranuInduDematsr, 2023) Snilsuadilngfidefiuanuindefioluaenivos
Wiluasiinasu

o w aa

d2u018703N9N1T LA1duUseans (Beta) v 0.091 wazdud1Anyn19aia (p = 0.022) agviowdn uSEnd
afiugstanndunainu dndiesinninstuiduasazdedold amnsanunudamiuyuwazysaduanudes
mensRuldegaivsgdvsnim sufedianulangulunsusuisennuisunlamaasegia asvioudnenmlunis

USmsanudsananisiulussezenvesusenlailuednad (Hamzah, Gursida, & Indrayono, 2024)

s ld1guse e
1. AsAnwINTiuAINla R T UUNUIMUBY ESG Tun15USMIANLLE 89n19NISaULASHANSENUAD

aannslussezen Huvadunisaduayunisimumguisiuanudiduninisiu Tnedanuuliinsves ESG Lile

a

LESUAS19NTOULLIAA LML TE ESG AunsUSMmsAMUEssag1eliused@nsan
2. wansAnwndunwanislunisiauiuuiuuiau £SG nelussdns iieldsuanuiiunuazananudes

MaN1588U wagahgliusmseeniuunagnsn1susnisanudesiduseaniam lnedandn £SG Naenadasiunis

Wwulanen1sRunagAudsduyeeInng
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Gl

KansENUYeInITUfTRMLLUINALIndDl dans waruTTEnAUIa (ESG) sionsudmsenandewnenisitu
yosuTsnaangfeulunanandnninguvissznelne nau SETL00 Tne¥aaindnsdruniausionu (D/E Ratio) wut
nMsUfoRALLUIMIS ESG fmnuduiusiBiauiunisuimsanuidsimianisiu vineamdn vismiduiuaudiy
ESG athaduuds fsefuanudsonmainisitusniuddnisniunus 656 Tusgdusinga sl nmsufohmuuuams
ESG laliflbaudasioufennusuinvourednuuarasindousintuy uidwisiaiuaduaiosnmninistusazan

a

AudurUluszeyen uanand Sawutn YUIALATEYYBIRINTEANNANTUS T uInAUNsUTITANNIA BTN
98U Imau’%ﬁwﬁﬁwmimjLLaz@ﬁ’ﬂl,ﬁuﬁiﬁ%mﬂunmmu sinfidnenmuazndnenslunsianisaanudsdlanng wa
mmﬂmuaamamﬂvaum%mwmal’; LLamlwmuwuW‘wmﬂmmmiﬂgummmmw ESG Tunsiasuasnanis
U3msaudeegnedadiu mmmuﬂﬂiﬂumimwumﬂaswlﬁl,wammuiﬁﬂ,uivﬂvma Iﬂ‘EJLQW’]“’E)EJN‘ENI‘LJEMVIHH@QWU

Iﬁﬂ’lﬂuﬁ’]ﬂﬁgﬂUﬂ’NuﬁNEJULLE!SF’YJ’]%J?UNﬂ‘UaU@aﬁﬁﬂNu’]ﬂﬂmaEﬂﬂ(ﬂaL‘L!EN
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1. msidfiuduusiu q wu Jadensuenetansasugiaviedsnsmenids eusuusanuuiugives
Tuwwalunisagyiounansznuantadesing 9 se D/E Ratio

2. msvmemsfnvuidnlugnanismieUsemady 1 ensindeumnuunnsnsesifafeiifinade D/
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