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AunquenaIvnsal Lay 2) Auduiusseninsedunanisailuaueg1edsduiuanuaunsaly
nsvhlsvesuisnaanzitenlunarandnnindunsussnalng n153deluadsd i dun1side
BeUFuna ununadeyanisgiainuisnaanzidoulunaandnnsndurissemelneiifazuuy
pan s iuauesadsBuriol we. 2566 uag 2567 Hiedu 150 Uitiifideyansudau JeldFoendly
n1533eTuvi AU 300 e nideluaeid Tundsdoyandn e suniniusieduosianis
Galdgnsrusaulioglu 56-1 The one report vaat3smiu 4 uazdeyanzuuunamssiiusuegnadbu
Adnsusulngnarnndnninduriaszimalng Jinswrideyadeadfifonssaun Tngldadaniud
Yovar Aede wazdnidonuuunnigiu wasiienyiauAgiunsidedoyadeaifdeoyuiu lneld
afdlaauadd uazmsiinngioanedmvan nansitenuin nansddunuegudiduresuiinan
nedeulunaavdnnindurisussmalnedauduiusfunguanaimnssuvislud 2566 (y? = 32.887,
Sig = 0.047) war U 2567 (Y7 = 36331 , Sig = 0.020) HanN153Tedanudni1 wansAiduauesedsdy
Liflenuduiusfuanuamnsalunisiiilsvesfanisi faaindnsmaneuunudedunsng (ROA)
agnsiioddyneadng 05 lnefidr R2 wiitu 0.141 nansiselundailfudseleninenarandnningd
wisUsznalnguarUTEninaandnninddmiunsnausunsaidunudiu G deld

AdALy: nansendunueeed b, NaNgAaINIIY, ANENNTluNIYIIls, aatandnnswgum
Ussinalng

Abstract
This research aimed to study 1) the relationship between the SET ESG Rating and industry
type of Thai listed companies, and 2) the relationship between the SET ESG Rating and profitability
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of Thai listed companies. This was a quantitative research study, collected secondary data from
150 Thai listed companies, which had SET ESG Ratings for both 2023 and 2024, and had complete
information, resulting in a total sample size of 300. The main data sources were the annual
financial report of each company, compiled in the 56-1 The One Report, and the SET ESG Rating
scores as assigned by the Stock Exchange of Thailand. Data were analyzed by using descriptive
statistics. Inferential statistics, comprise of chi-square test and multiple regression analysis, were
employed to analyze the research hypotheses. The results showed that the SET ESG Rating of
Thai listed companies was associated with their industry type both 2023 (¥? = 32.887, Sig = 0.047)
and 2024 (Y* = 36.331, Sig = 0.020). However, the SET ESG Rating of Thai listed companies was
not significantly related to profitability, which measured by Return on Assets (ROA), at the
significance level of .05, with an R-square value of 0.141. The findings of this research will be
beneficial to the Stock Exchange of Thailand, as well as its listed companies, for planning
sustainable performance in the dimensions of environment, society, and governance.

Keywords: SET ESG Rating, Industry Type, Profitability, Stock Exchange of Thailand
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1AsIN1INaNNI5a9YUeE195uRAYav (Principles for Responsible Investment: PRI) 1unsau
n3vinuuuvanaslef fnamunnauaiinsaiUszidudud swanden dsau uazssunivia
(Environment, Social and Governance: ESG) KIRERIRY ua’uuﬁﬁwaqmw‘i’mﬁuiaLﬁ'aL'ﬁI ULUINIG
nsfinnsunTdunszuIunsamu wasdsuidmangliaenndastudiaulassumindu tagldsu
nsatiuayuIINanUTEaI1RA (UN Global Compact, 2006) MagsAadadiudesiuuimsujoaa
Fefuunldegegisssunazfuiinouuamuaguuuugsialml (Comell, B. & Shapiro, A. C., 2021)
sufsinamuumennsamuiisuiisveunazatuayussiafildladunndoniionans uunudidadu 9
foinsamuegieulaveudidmativayuisanudifaninisGuaslandissdu (Martini, A, 2021);
(Camilleri, M. A, 2017)

MNUUIRALAEVANNMITRIAMUSEENTR dwansznusansaslulssmelnenntu lag sain
ndnninduwisusemalnelugugnildumhsnuiiuguaiansvesuiemaanzidoun Ifiiuisnsli
A dniifiunusouumaUiRsu £56 Tuuisveing 4 Faduldannsatiuayuedisoidesly
vitmaasoulunaandnminduisussmalneddiusnlutumsufiinsgsiensuiaveudednm
(Singhakul, S. & Chaivisuttangkun, S., 2023) 3lud w.a. 2558 narandnnsndususzmalngladar
eFevudsfu (Thailand Sustainability Investment : THSI) iiteifumaidendmiviinasmuiideanis
anuluruvesuddnaangidouiifimnailansiusuaudsdu Tl we. 2566 sanandnnindurisseine
Ingliasudonedorudsdu THSI 1y fudsBu SET ESG Ratings Insmguavdnde lelviduiiiinle
YosananianIuANufoINITLard suuzthwesinamulssaneng g ndeusisusznianaUseidiuly
UL SET ESG Ratings 1fuTusn iledaadulinamuiideyatszneunsdndulaamu wazdinisin
SEAUNANITANTUNIY 4 SEauAe 1) AAA (AzUU 90 - 100) 2) AA (AzLuY 80 - 89) 3) A (ATLUL
65 - 79) uag 4) BBB (AxWUL 50 - 64) (Manavdnniwduwialseimalng, 2568) agnslsfiniu nsAnui
Aertestu £5G Tuefndausd TamadnsAinarnuarsnazmdeasululd usinmnuidesiuiumnny
ANUFURUSITIVINTEII IR MUY SEUUSEANS NNAU ESG Auwanisaiugu (Van Brecht, D. et al,
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2018); (Anen los1duns uazamy, 2563) wiAinanisAnwludunssiudny Audasnuin nsuins
FnsmnudiBusnudanndeniidviswaieandosnsmanauunuseduning (ROA) udnsudmsians
anudsuludsay T8vswaiBaause ROA drunsudmsiamsamdsdusunsmiuguaianislainy
AuduuSHe ROA (na iaAnindotud wazUSnan unay, 2565) fuiu AnudurussTwinesysu
AzuuuUszlufL ESG uaznansiiunuvesesdnsdsliiduiidlasgredoau (adam uzazn uay
ALY, 2566)

uonandl wansENuYes ESG o1auand1auluauusun ludrazifunasingnainnssy
szAumMsAugua uazusanaduandany Tnslarnzlugmamnssuiifanuseulmviognivmussgein
fusegalalunisdnduiudiu £SG fiqendn dadu Ussiavagnamnssuisdoidudaudsdrdai
oadmaraTEAUNTALTUUA Y ESG Lilpsainusazgnamnssuddnwuizanudes nansenuse
dawandon uazusanasungiidwlddenunnsiistu wu visvlugramnssumdsnuviegnannngsy
N$NINTA duansenun od wandouga AsingnatantsliTnisaidusiud1ud swand oy
Tuszduii qandngeaimnssud u luvaed vivnlugnaivnssuniniiu Anozgnatandslid
MsfdunuiusTINAUIAUIY GNansenuYes ESG fifliessiafasunnssiunudnvazgnavngsy
8nee (Cui, J. , 2025)
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§98u AU NquaRaIMNIT kagANaImIsalun1sviiAlsresusEnaansideulunaiananning
flnzuun SET ESG Ratings 2 Ulnsiafu fie dausd 2566 - 2567 iiewiufutasitameimnisiientu
Auduius sendnesedunanisaduaues19geiu U naugAAIMNTIN LAZAINAINITD
Tunsiiiilsded sldiduiidaay wazandusuimsdniunatandnninduisUsemalnglunisimue
ulsune ienagnslunmsdiiunusuanudduvesuTdnlunain saemauduuumsdmivuidniom
nzdovlumanandnninduiassmalnedmiunseioandeuiionsiafunisussfiunsdndudunanis
ANTUUAY ESG foly

TUITAIAYEINTTIRY

LA 8@ nw1Anudunus se1ui 1952 unan 1 sa il uarueg 198 98 1 (SET ESG Rating)
funguanamnssuvesUsnIanzidoulunainannsnduialsemelng

2. 17 of w1 UFURUS SEnT 195EAUNanISA T uIIuee 198 98w (SET ESG Rating)
AuAuaLnsalunsyimlsvesussnaanziioulunatandnnindunsuseinelneg

A5aHuUN15IY
M3fny13Teasalilun1s3IdeideU3unm (Quantitative Research) iutayaduyiee1a (Panel
data) siavles 2 ¥ MnuignianadevlunaandnninduisUsemelne Gaduiudadunfiazuuu SET ESG

Ratings 2 Usinstariu Al Al 2566 - 2567 lagdielamuuansauniifnuasIsnsainidunsidend
NIDULUIAANITINY

NHUAEINNTTU

o o o o (Industry type)
ITAUNANTIIANUUINUDYINUYU

(SET ESG Rating)

auasnsalunisinnils
(Profitability)

AN 1 NTOULUIAANITING
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Ussnsuaznguiegng
A15199 1 A208719N 19l UN1TITLENMIUTEAURNANITARUITU

. . - U 2566 U 2567
FEAUNANTITAUUIY S = - " = -

YIUIUUIBYN 08AaY F1UIUUIEYN VYA

AAA 27 18.00 a6 30.67

AA 58 38.67 61 40.67

A 51 34.00 39 26.00

BBB 14 9.33 q 2.67
574 150 100.00 150 100.00

M19199 2 e nldlunTITuLeNMUNGNRREIMNTTY

NENYAFIVNTTH UUUTEN Soway
NYATHALRAAIVINTINOINNT 18 12.00
dumaulnauilan 7 4.67
CEARARESIY! 8 5.33
AufanaIvnssy 26 17.33
adsuninduaznoasna 27 18.00
NINYINT 24 16.00
UINS 32 21.33
walulad 8 5.33

33U 150 100.00

INANTNA 1 BATAITIN 2 UTe3nsiun1sIvensetl As uSenaanzideulunainnannswewia
Uszwelng Jaduiudadunfiaguuu SET ESG Ratings 2 Uinsariu Ao sawnd 2566 - 2567 1ilo191nT
2566 \Hudusni natanannsngursusenalnelalud s unaa n1sTaNanI1saA1L il uau

ag9geduanninast THSIWunisia SET ESG Ratings lne3deidaniaanizuivnidnisidawe

Y vy v
v Ay a

sUNMsAuSoudesudaa 2 U felsunuiaau 150 Usew 3sldfednslumsisendaiveau 300 s19n13
Fauusilelunisise
msseluadsdimunsiuuslunsisesd
1. fuUsdass Ao seiunanisaduinuet 19898y (SET ESG Ratings) Usznaus e
SEAUNANTISANLTUU 4 SEAUAD 1. AAA 2. AA 3. A uag 4. BBB LLazLﬁa%’mﬁ’sLLU?L%U%@%@&J’]W’?@U’]M
Uyl @ (Nominal Scale) 1 ut'oyadi luarursaviunduiuldsiud Aousdudunisiiasies
PuanaeeIdanvgaTsieAsugUvesafuusidusuusyu (Dummy Variable) Inefmusils sedu
ArA Wunduéneddlunisfinun Seldfuususiomn 3 @ Ao AA, A war BBB Tng
AL fvualidaiiu 1 dleuseminanisedurusnunisiaiunegnediduseeu AA
fuusliianiiu 0 Weuseminanmssndunusunisiauesesdusysudu
A farualisiainiy 1 deuswniinanisiidunusiunmsiauiegneddussau A
fuualiianiiu 0 Weuseminanmssndunumunisivauegeddusydudu
BBB  Awusldilaindu 1 deuseninanisaiuausunsiaunetedsdiuszsu BBB
faualiiaiiy 0 Wevstniinaniseidunusiuniswawiegeddussiudu
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2. Fuusenu Ao 1) Uszangaaivnssy wag 2) anuasnsalunisils defadae §ne
NanoULMUsaAUNIWE (ROA) 1ilaaain ROA Wudviliiawnsaasiouussanammsdidunusis Iy
Liffonfannlassadramiaustne ROE wazimufunautosniinisldsanaialy Tobin's q

3. faudsnaun Ao 1) wuaRanIs (Size) Feindaeyadidunsndonsveaionts m Ty q
2) Snsrduiunungudeu (CR) uay 3) Snsnduviiausdediuvesdiioru (OF)

uvasdayanaznisiiusausudoya

nedelundsd fAfefununudeyanfonilssusudeyadused ludissseznan 2
Faug w.e. 2566 - 2567 lnganundigideRiarsunivioyaansdfndnuiosnin azuuu SET ESG
Ratings L3udnsusundausnlul n.a. 2566 uay ar afig3doiFuiiniside sunaiuvesianis
fussnlunaavdnnindldvhmameundangn fo sun1edud we. 2567 seliidelddndeniamzuity
Afdoyansudunuiideinsdmiunsiinszinasnyisszeyiaivinsine Wielildnan1sidoi
mnutdedeuazannsailliusslevdldodisiiussavsam

unastoyandnusznousisaunsiiusedveudazuivn deldgnarusnlioglu 56 - 1
The one report fiu3tmtiu q Idiausseanstsny Usznaude sugiugn1siu suiilsnayudaaia
uazsUNTzLARuan uazdeyanziuy SET ESG Rating dndusulaemanandnninguisseimelne

nsATIEidaya

nslnsgidoyavesaadiiesiuiioosunednumzuesiuys HadRidmssnun Ysenouds
MIUANUIMNE Andoay Frgsan Avngn AaAsuazdITsLULINASIIY

MIIATIZRANLEITUSSEITERURaN S LN UA A TR RWIeE19s8 (SET ESG Ratings)
fu UssLnvgmanyingsy 19add Chi-Square Tnefvunseiudodfynsadian 0.05

1193105159 AN AU UE 52T 1958 UNaNISALT WIeE 198 981 (SET ESG Rating) fiu
Aanuansatunisviilsvesusenaangifoulunaianannindurisdseinelneg ldnsTasien
mananeENyAn (Multiple Regression Analysis) ) Inefvunszutsddamnaaiad 0.05 Tnefuusild
Tumsiderumswaouioanaaioedy (Assumption) wazannsnideuaunisaanogladed

ROAit = BO + BlAAit + BZAIt + BBBBBit + BllCRit + BSDEit‘l' B6 Sizeit + Eit

NN
JoyariluresuignaameleulunainndnninduisUsewmelne
M13199 3 NANITIATIENTRYAATATINT T

AuUs A1eingn ANEEn X S.D.
ROA -0.13 0.21 0.05 0.05
CR 0.05 9.61 2.00 1.49
DE 0.10 5.91 1.17 0.91
Size (Wiung: 81u) 114 2,409,049 82,681 236,542

INANTNA 3 WU FRsmanauLnusadunsng (ROA) dA1a1anagi -0.13 w1 daA1gean
g1 0.21 win TneliAadewiiu 0.05 Wi uazdulesuuiIngguwiniu 0.05 i
g uUNUNyUIEN (CR) dAngaegi 0.05 111 AANgeanegf 9.61 win lagidlAiade

Winfiu 2.00 Wi wazdudeauuiInsgIuviniu 1.49 Wi
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ammaumuaumamwawawu (DF) fiAgneg# 0.10 1in dengeanegd 591 191
TneiiAnadewintu 1.17 1w LLaumuwmLuummmummu 0.91 i1 uag

YuIARaNg (Size) fldrdnanegi 114 d1uuwm fageanegil 2,409,049 Eruum lneieiade
Wiy 82,681 1uum wardrudsauunasg iy 236,542 duum

Anuduiusszninssiunansiuiunuegudiduiulssnmgnanngsy

M99 4 nan1svadeuALdLTUS TSR UNan s Tus el 2566 AulsLav

DNEINNTIU
SET ESG Rating 2566 AAA AA A BBB 5 HAN1IVIAGBU

NYASUAZEAENUNTILO NS 3(167%)  5(278%)  8(A44%)  2(11.1%)  18(100.00%)
duAngUlnauslnn 2(286%)  1(143%)  3(429%)  1(143%)  7(10000%) Y’ =32887
gsnansiu 1(125%)  1(125%)  3(375%)  3(37.5%)  8(100.00%)
AuAgeeEnvingsy 3(115%)  7(69%)  13(500%) 3(115%)  26(10000%)  Sig = 0.047*
eSS N uazneas N 3(111%)  15(56%) 7(259%)  2(74%)  27(100.00%)
NN 9(375%)  12(500%) 3(125%)  0(00%)  24(10000%)  Cramér'sV
i3 4(125%)  15(369%) 10(313%) 3(94%)  32(10000%) = 0270
wielulag 2(74%)  2(250%)  4(500%)  0(00%)  8(100.00%)

P o o

NUEe « * Mened dseautedAynneatian .05

INANTN7 4 wanananITnaaeuaNA gruauduius sendeszAunanisiiuay
og19da8ud 2566 Auuszangaamnssulagldadd Chi-square WU seduNanIsALTuIY
s ndafuiuyssigeavinssudanuduiusfuegeiidoddyisedu 05 uawile Effect size iy
0.270 wanainfklsianudunusiuszauUiunas Ingnuldn @eaIunNssunsngIns anainnssy
odam3uminduazioane uavgnamnssuuinig Wulssiamgeamnssufiddndiuiuniing sweq
gmaInnIsu 71 SET ESG Rating Tuszu AA Tuld lurnigdigraiunssunisdugaainnssududn
QREAIMNTTN RAMNTTUAUARULAAUTIAA UAZRRAIMNTTUNYATULALRAAIMNTINDMNT LdndiuLiu
niPasvesenaMNTTY 7151 SET ESG Rating lusgsusmnin AA

A9 5 nansvageuANdLTUSTEVIsERUNan s TusegedaiuT 2567 Audsiam

DRANTTU
SET ESG Rating 2567 AAA AA A BBB 374 WNAN1INAFIU

LNYATLATYNFINNTINDINT 5(278%) 6(333%) 7(389%) 0(00%)  18(100.00%)
dumaulnauilag 2(286%)  1(143%)  3(429%)  1(143%)  7(10000%)  Y° = 36.331
CEQRGUETSY! 2(250%) 3(375%) 3(375%) 0(00%)  8(100.00%)
Aufanavnssy 7(269%)  6(231%)  13(500%) 0(00%)  26(10000%)  Sig = 0.020*
pdmnSunInduaznoasng 7(259%)  15(556%) 4(148%) 1(37%)  27(100.00%)
NININT 14(583%) 8(333%) 1(42%)  1(@2%)  24(10000%)  Cramér's V
UIms 7(219%)  19(594%) 5(156%) 1(31%)  32(10000%) = 0.284
wialulad 2250%)  3(375%)  3(375%) 0(00%)  8(100.00%)

e : * vianeis Iszdudeddtynieadian .05

INAITNA 5 LAAINANITNAADUANNAFIUAIUFUNUS TENT195EAUNANITANT LI
ag1adetiul 2567 Aulsvinnanamnssulagldadid Chi-square wud seAunanIsAiuueg 19858y
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Audseiangaannnssudanuduiusdusgrefidodfyisedu 05 uardlen Effect size Windy 0.284
wansinduUstimaidstusiuseduuiunans lngnuin gramnssuiiidadauiuniteiwegnamnysy
7ifl SET ESG Rating Tuszdu AA Tuly léun gnanmnssuminens gramvnssuedaniuminduasnoadns
LazgaamnIsiuing luvueignavnssuifidadiuiuniiniwesgnamnssy fidl SET ESG Rating
Tusgdusnin AA Tiflesgnamnssuiien fe ganvnssududgulnauilaa

WenINi AT 4 way 5 Swansiidiuin WisnaavsfeulunaamdnnindusUsamalne
fuliandauanse SET ESG Rating luszduganntu Insdndiunamasiiiunussdu AMA fsduSosas
12.7 dndrumanissiilunusyiu AA Wit uSesay 2 luvaefidndiunansaiidunusedu A anasdesay
8 uazdnarunansAinausERy BBB anasioray 6.6 WeSeuiilouseningd 2567 uay 2566

AuduSsEssEdunantsi N we g dutuaannsatunisyhiils

nsnadeudennandosdu wuin Muusdaseiomma lifiduustadian VIF ldu 5 wansin
Laifilayy Multicollinearity fuusnaiidnauivintu 0.523 diealdasiiy 1.069 dsoeflutag -2
9 2 uansdn Lifdgmy Normality wazn1smagay White test wundla Sig 1Ay 0.114 wangin il
Jam Heteroscedasticity Sadulunudonnaniosulunismageunsanaes

A151971 6 nanSIATEiANudNTUS TR IesEi RN Al unueg g B utuATLaINSeTy

nsvinnils
. - Model 1 Model 2
MuUsodsy ) .
Coefficients (B) Sig. VIF Coefficients (B) Si. VIF
(Constant) 0.039 0.000 0.065 0.000
rating dummy AA 0.010 0.187 1.587 0.004 0.537 1.739
rating dummy A 0.017 0.024* 1.563 0.007 0.358 1.782
rating dummy BBB 0.028 0.028* 1.172 0.017 0.171 1.250
CR 0.001 0.723 1.326
DE -0.018 0.000* 1.309
Size -9.795E-15 0.418 1.162
Sig F. = 0.045%, R = 0.159 Sig F. = 0.000*, R = 0.375
Model Summary 5 L ) o
R® = 0.025, Adj. R"= 0.015 R = 0.141, Adj. R" = 0.123
GG : * yynefa fsgfudeddyneadan 05

910015797 6 WU Tu Model 7 1 wansnisnageuauduRusseninsduUsdase 3 &
Ao sERunan SR ndusueg19geBu (SET ESG Rating) WUU AA , A Wag BBB AU SRsIHaRaULnLse
Aunsng (ROA) vesusEnaanzilsulunainnannindunsuseimnelng wuin A1 Sig F dAnniu 0.045
wane ffuUsdaszetiaon 1 60 Anase ROA egnsfitfudfynnadAfisesu .05 Tnenuin aunis
annesiliien R-Square Wiy 0.025 mnemui fulsdastlugunmsonassaunsassuts ROA TEoe
ar 2.5 lagnan133LAsIERvayanuin Ui fnanisandusuegeddusedu A (B = 0.017,

=

Sig = 0.024) uagseu BBB (B = 0.028, Sig = 0.028) d@wans ROA uANA1AIN USENNTNHAaNITANTAUI
agnafiBuseiu AAA egelitudfynieada 7 .05

ogalsfinnu Tu Model 7 2 1iedIdoifiuduusiudsniuguia 3 #udaly wudn da SigF
fiAnu 0.000 wanein fifudsdaszegnaios 1 f dnase ROA agefiifedfynisadffisesu .05
Tnenuiaunisanaosiien R-Square WU 0.141 %18A1371 fnusdaseluaunisanaesaiunsa
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PPy

85u1e ROA leseway 14.1 Fannndnsanddudsdasy fe seaunanisaiiunuegededuiiesedn
Wen Deegay 11.6 lngnansinsigdayanudn iWelidnmdiutdununyuisu (CR) snsdumnilau
fodILUDILTeVY (DE) wazwu1ananis (Size) Wuduusmunn ssvilisgdunanisailiuanueg ety
A J (% ! | 1 ! LY 1 a o ° w aaa U A a ! 1
Nuanaeiy denase ROA lilunnsneiu sgadidadAnynieadian .05 uay dudsiinasie ROA a8
WiAsediies snsdumildusediugiionu (DE) falme?

aAus8Ha

1NMFITuITes mnduiusszuinssgdiunansdiiiuanuegwudiduiunguanamnssuuay
aruanansalunsviilsvesuisnanmandoulunanavdnning annsnefusenamsdnulased

1. auduiussewinassdunanisdiiiuauegadadiu (SET ESG Rating) fungugnavnIssved
vivnaanzioulunaandnvinguisszinalng nan1s@nwimudn sedunansiLiunuegddy
dauduwus dudssiangnaivnssuslud w.a 2566 uay w.e. 2567 e dodiny
yeadffisedu .05 e 2 3 lnggaamnssumingins guamvnssuedwniuninduazneadn uas
gnaIMNTIIUIn1T fdnduresuienildYussdunanisdiiunueg1eddulusedu AA Tuly
AUt wazaiauens 2 I Fsaenndoaiunguiidia wlddmdefiausitesdnsfindayusanasiy
ngfiduladrudsduiuuin %:ﬁLLsagalﬂumiﬁﬁLﬁumué’mmmé”ﬂﬁummﬁu (Freeman, R. E.,
1984) InglanzgRamnIsuNineIns uazgnamnssuedaiuninduazneadns deflnansznuse
danndonuazdanlanse Jedusanaduainniady misnuidugua el thamu wasdanumnnngi
gnamnssudu dwaliuisvlugramnssumanifeassimunssiiunudu £56 edsdaiiouar
gnavinsIudnansEnUsdnndengeziiszfunslameteyasudsnndeusnnningnavnssuy
(Clarkson, P. M. et al., 2008)

Tured nargaamnssuduualdudfudavessedunanisandusueg 19818 ufty
oy anunsaduldinsedunanisdiiunuegadsdulusedu AA Tuly Sdadiudiundy
Laidn9idu gnamnIsuinenTLaveRaINNIILOMIT BRAIUNTIUNITRY BAAIVNSIUAUAIDAAINNTITY
wazgaamnssumelulad warlaglaniggeaivnssunisdu denndesiunis@nwiluedninuin
naugnamNIIilANUdITUSIUALLILAI ESG (Assael, J. et al. , 2023); (Kanoo, R. et al., 2025) wag
denAdeatuNguianitu 7isryineednsazUTudinuusInafuInan1fusig 9 wu ngszdeu
1IMIFIUEING LazANAAnTIvesinasmu (DiMagsio, P. J. & Powell, W. W., 1983) ilosann ade
Fu ESG famnuddnydentsdadulavesinamuuaranitumstuinnivegwieies

2. aruduwussenitananisniuaued 19898y (SET ESG Rating) U §051MaA0UWNY
foAuning (ROA) nan1sAnwINUIN seunan1siLiuueg s idu vesuddnuansneiuduasie
ROA lsiwaneinafiy sgnedidedfyneadai .05 denadostunisfinwinountiiinudn nanisdiue
A1 ESG lufidnSnansenanssnusio ROA egneliduddgyn1sads (suassens eddailnAuna, 2567)
oglsfinnunanisifeluadeddaugatuns@nuiuisdiuiinudt nadamenzuuudiu £SG Suase
UszAnsnmuesuitvludunsduidunuiiialae ROA Tnsdrumilanuin nadameaziuudiiu £SG
fnadauinsoUssans nmmuesussvlugiunisanidusnuiisalag ROA (Alareeni, B. & Hardan, A.
2020); (Unssauns Hageud wazasd luwnsily, 2568)

pgslsfinunanisdnuluafsiuandiifiuin Snsrdiunidudediuvessfodu (DE) Fald
gnimualfifusuusmuay iududsifissiuieadiiinasio ROA eguviass ilesan Aansiisluue
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Tngveillassaatunuiiinitazinineins Gunu wagyramnsiiisselunisdnimeau nsuins
Fanssuanudsdu waznsilamedeyanuuinsgiuainaldini deaeandesiunisinumneunth
ANUa é’mwmuwfﬁuﬁaﬁaumaa@ﬁaﬁuﬁmmﬁuﬁuéﬁu ROA (35UNT UINVIU WATAY, 2568)
iles91n 5mﬂﬁauwfﬁwiamwumﬁﬁaﬁu wagvioufinudsuazanuausalumshiiadadiseui

299USEM (Bahadori, N. et al., 2021) 998 dINaNTENURDHANITANIUUIDIUSEN (Zhao, C. et al.,
2018)

ayUuasdaiauanus

nsifelundaianunsaaguansddnldi luuiunvesusamalne wanisiiiunuegnadsdy
(SET ESG Rating) vosusenannziisulunaiavannsnduwnalssindlng wuindanudunusivdssian
naugramnss lnengugaamnssuiiauidsvideusanaduainnisuengs uazseandgiuusinafu
Mndiidnlddmdediunnn adussgdlalumsdidunudiuanuddunnty uasduuiliudiay
funmssdumsdu £G i uenaniinansifeluadsddonudnii wamsdniiunuediedsdu
(SET ESG Rating) luflanuduiusfuanuanunsalunisviiilsvesfanisitnansnsnansuuwnuse
Auning (ROA) winud1 Shdumildusediumesiieru (0F) Wuiladeiidmaenuannsalunish
flsvoshanis fidedsdidaauonuranuanisidodsd 1) gsfamemsgninirdadeduusanaduain
AYUBN WU NMSAAUILAIINAIAST ANUAIANTIVRITNAINY LagN1INTIRERUAINTIRN Hunumdfsy
Tunsudndunisdiiunudiud winden dian uagsssunAvia (ES6) dau wifosdnsazeyly
onEvNITUATiusInadus Amsiauuumaiudandon den warsssnnAva (ESG) Wleadany
IfTovlumsudstuluszerenn wazwIouanuniousenisiud sunvasvesngszidevlusuian
2) nrgnuiiugua Wi aatandannindurisdsemelne ashianudidgiu nseenu1nsnisvse
wdsaiudwndon dy wazssIuNAvIA (ESG) umnsafumudnunzyosuiazgnatvnssy
idesannusiazngugnanmnssufisyfuanuidssuasussnaduiiuandnaiu 3) fumsmsuesuuImasny
dandon dinu warsTaInAvia (ESG) iunsamuiBanagndszezend uinninisiansuame
nanpuLunnsiulusrezdy uararsysanmansdudunududuieden deu uarssanivia
(£5G) winlulunagnsosdnsodraduszuu udimansdniuanuetsdsduaylal fanuduiusiu
arwannolumahiilsvesdianms 4) dhamuaisiansuinadnininisduiionaifiaiuanuisnily
nsindulaasuluismidinsamuludiu £SG sawginamussesdu eminuavesnssiiuy
fudaanden dn warssunivia (ESG) lddmase ROA pgnafitisddey warenaluusngualu
svozadudu ueniniitesiiderauauuslunisiideadedaluded 1) asiiansunldnag va
muannsalunsyilsluladu Wy snsdnunaneuumued fiieu (ROE), Tobin's Q viderlsans
WeFeuifisuiwadnsildfianuaonadesiunioly 1losnn ROA enaliamnsaazviouuszansam
mansiulaasuainlunnuIun 2) AITINSANYIAIETaYAKUUBYNTILIA Y3BNTIATILLTINE TN
defsananuduiudiBavnuagnassitssanmsiiiunuiudsuindon &eu uazssnniuia ESG)
funanisaiununanisiuluszezen Wesnuansgnuvessansddunuiudwndon daa
uarsssnAuna (E56) endldusinglussesdu uasnsidsluadaiifudoyaludas O we2566 - 2567
Faduissaiuduresmadsunasivssiiulnl Ssmadwieradiliayviouiasyansninmanis&ud
wissluszerem 3) msin1sleisidedenmnin wu msdunwalddnguimsviesiidiuieades e



MIANTHIANNAIUAENS Journal of Social Science Development | 101

anudilawsagdladisdnlunisaidunuiudainaeu AN LagsTsuniuia (ESG) vesesAnsluus
A¥ERAIMNTIN PR BETUNANITIATIZAsTInadauany TalNgadu

LONE15919D9

TUNT WV azAz. (2568). ANWIAINENRUSDRTIEIUNNNTRULezANEILTalunSYIAlsTeY
vidnemzdeulunaamdnninduvisussmelne. 1nsensiansindusviend, 52), 1142-1152.

adlanT Urazn wazAmz. (2566). AMUFURLSTENIeTERUANSURRTeUALAINd oL §IRN Lae
UT5ENAUIa (ESG) Aunanisadusuvesusenaanziisulunainnannsndurslszinealng
Turan1uNTalN1952U17041AIA-19. 115d@13NSUYTUAZNITIANTT UWNINYITIUNIEITAN,
16(2), 46-63.

aa1And nnsneuitsUszinalng. (2568). SET ESG Ratings. 1Senldiiie 11 fusnau 2568 a1n
https://setsustainability.com/ESG-ratings

suassENs eAfmilaAuna. (2567). Bvdwavestladufudauinden dnu uarussEmauIa (ESG) Aowa
nssuduaunansiuvesuisnaanzioulunatavdnninduiasemnelne naavfudadu.
NIANTUYWEANARSLATAIRNAIERT UM INeNdesIangny, 10(1), 162-175.

nen Tosndund uazanz. (2563). mmduiusseninnalaweteyassanuaudsduiunanis
AduuYeIUsEnlungy ESG100. 15a15UsIUAERT U, 13(2), 12-26.

Unssauns ingeudl wazasd Tuwnsily. (2568). Svswavesnisliawedeyasonumudsduiidmasiona
nmsanflunuressenaansiloulunarandnnsng By e e, 1sasduasulaziauIvNIg
aslelul, 3(4), 628-640.

fiua Banindetiud warUSauan wndu. (2565). Bninareanisuimsdnnisanuddududaindon
dsra waznsifuguaiansrenmdiiumnanisiuvesitnasmadevlunanandnninguns
Uszimalny. 1M3an3UsmsgInakasn1w, 10(2), 101-122.

Alareeni, B. & Hamdan, A. (2020). ESG impact on performance of US S&P 500-listed firms. Corporate
Governance: The International Journal of Business in Society, 20(7), 1409-1428.

Assael, J. et al. . (2023). Dissecting the Explanatory Power of ESG Features on Equity Returns by
Sector, Capitalization, and Year with Interpretable Machine Learning. Journal of Risk and
Financial Management, 16(3), 159. https://doi.org/10.3390/jrfm16030159.

Bahadori, N. et al. (2021). Environmental, social, and governance factors in emerging markets: The
impact on firm performance. Journal of Finance, 4(4), 411-422.

Camilleri, M. A. (2017). Socially Responsible and Sustainable Investing. In: Corporate Sustainability,
Social Responsibility and Environmental Management. Springer, Cham, https://doi. org/
10.1007/978-3-319-46849-5 4.

Clarkson, P. M. et al. (2008). Revisiting the relation between environmental performance and
environmental disclosure: An empirical analysis. Accounting, Organizations and Society,
33(4-5), 303-327.

Cornell, B. & Shapiro, A. C. (2021). Corporate stakeholders, corporate valuation and ESG. European
Financial Management, 27(2), 196-207.



102 | Vol.9 No.4 (April 2026) U7 9 atudl 4 (wweu 2569)

Cui, J. (2025). Empirical Analysis of Digital Innovations Impact on Corporate ESG Performance: The
Mediating Role of GAI Technology. Financial Strategy and Management Reviews, 1(1),
1000048. https://doi.org/10.71204/dapv6405.

DiMaggio, P. J. & Powell, W. W. (1983). The Iron Cage Revisited: Institutional Isomorphism and
Collective Rationality in Organizational Fields. American Sociological Review, 48(2), 147-
160.

Freeman, R. E. (1984). Strategic management: A stakeholder approach. Boston, MA: Pitman.

Kanoo, R. et al. (2025). Does the ESG Performance Differ Across Sectors? An Insight intothe Indian
Corporate Landscape. International Journal of Economics and Financial Issues, 15(1), 246-
255.

Martini, A. (2021). Socially responsible investing: from the ethical origins to the sustainable
development framework of the European Union. Environment, Development and
Sustainability, 23, 16874-16890. https://doi.org/10.1007/5s10668-021-01375-3.

Singhakul, S. & Chaivisuttangkun, S. (2023). ARE ESG Efficient Firms Perform Better?: A Study on
the Esg100list. Journal of Innovation in Business, Management, and Social Sciences, 4(2),
89-113.

UN Global Compact. (2006). Integrate the Principles for Responsible Investment. UN Global
Compact. Retrieved September 9, 2025, from https: / / unglobalcompact. org/ take-
action/action/responsible-investment.

Van Brecht, D. et al. (2018). Exploring the link between environmental, social and governance
(ESG) disclosure and market value of the firm: Evidence from Thai listed companies. AJMI-
ASEAN Journal of Management and Innovation, 5(2), 95-106.

Zhao, C. et al. (2018). ESG and Corporate Financial Performance: Empirical Evidence from China’s Listed
Power Generation Companies. Sustainability, 10(8), 2607. https://doi.org/10.3390/5u10082607.



