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3Lﬂ3wﬁmmé’mﬁuﬁ‘iwdwﬁaLLUiﬁaisﬂ
ToAnania Box’s M iilenadauinsiwlsdassnado
Tlunsnganudunusiviidunsals I”a

Lambda Lwamaamwmwia

Lan3aly zjﬂﬁwi%’mv-w .
Lﬁaﬁ@umﬁmwmiw AT

ASNEU

)L AIUAULAAING

%

s
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’ lity of Non-
Lev?ne S Testc for a ity o REHABCO on
Equality of Variances REHABCO
Independent Sample Test S
. ig.
F Sig. M M
'S é @ (2-tailed) ean ean
NWCA Equal variances not 16.30 0.0 &L4.70 0.000 -0.70 0.23
assumed
CURRENT | Equal variances not 17.86 0.0¢5 -6.39 0.000 0.56 2.86
assumed
@)
QUICK Equal variances not 12.6 OO.OOl -5.44 0.000 0.33 1.84
assumed &K\Q
CTA Equal variances @ 0.103 -1.91 0.059 0.03 0.07
assumed
CTL Equal variances not “@68 0.001 -3.94 0.000 0.03 0.44
assumed &
CAS Equal variances @7 1.08 0.301 -0.85 0.398 0.57 1.04
assumed
GPM Equal vari krrg)t 7.24 0.009 0.03 0.971 0.24 0.23
assu
OPM ces not 13.55 0.000 -1.04 0.312 -9.53 0.04
av\\
NPM varlances 0.00 0.958 -13 0.198 -1.89 1.49
a med
/a—
BE \D qual variances not 14.64 0.000 -2.10 0.050 -0.92 0.10
Q assumed
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Lev?ne s TesF for T-test for Equality of REHABCO
Equality of Variances Means
Independent Sample Test S
. ig.
F Sig. t M
& (2-tailed) ean
ROE Equal variances 0.56 0.453 0.80 0.423
assumed
SWC Equal variances not 4.34 0.041 -2.27 0.021 (/
assumed
FAT Equal variances 0.08 0.769 -1.02 0.31
assumed
TAT Equal variances 2.79 0.099 017 (/269 1.16 1.11
assumed m
ROA Equal variances not 8.23 0.005 -1.01 0.16
assumed
DE Equal variances not 11.46 0.001 -1.90 0.41
assumed
DTA Equal variances not 13.70 0.000 (@6 0.001 1.56 0.41
assumed ﬁ\
~N
ICR Equal variances not 4.00 Q@ -2.15 0.036 -58.39 429.56
assumed g
EBITTD Equal variances 1.85 0.170 -3.85 0.000 -0.46 0.57
assumed /\O
EBITDAIE Equal variances not 5. 0.023 -2.22 0.031 -34.34 534.29
assumed
EBITDATD | Equal variances @ 0.069 -3.96 0.000 -0.39 0.79
assumed A

01A Sig. Vesanh Levdl
of Variances 11nn31 0.0 a’nmmuﬂiﬂi’msﬂm
MuUsBasyaIngusiiet

Test for Equality  nauiianuuUsusiuvesmiuysdasereiy agldan Sig.

(2-tailed) vo3ad# T-test for Equality of Means

reanguliuanenaiu 98 Tues Equal variances not assumed iienagay

WA58U1AT Sig. (2-t ANUUANANYBIALRAETIIMUTDdsE 21neNseTl 1
auiiuldnfidnsdin 12 dnsdudidanadeniiu
sewianguiiegneianingy duduinusdased
Jushsdninaninages daUsznousie snsidiu
Juyunyuideudedunsndsin (NWCTA) dnsdu

a S s S
IRV IVNUY Y
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Ruyumyuidey (CURRENT) dnsndiuumsuisusa
(QUICK) wazdasdruduansonidusi (CTL) veq
nqu REHABCO fidnadsmininAnaisvesiinls
Saszueangu Non-REHABCO dFauansinuismlungs
REHABCO ®#133zUszauduleuinisuinduning
ANINAGDY
TudinvesiiuUsdassifusnsdiuiinanainy
annsalumsvhilsuazsasdiuiivansdaszannim
Asaduauiunudn sasrdaumlsdounsnde
uazNNEROAUNINGTIN (BEP) 9RI181U8nN8MDIU
NUNYULIBU (SWC) WazdnsIdiIuNanauknuan
duning (ROA) seninangu REHABCO uagngy Non-
REHABCO wandnsfusgaiiveddy Tnsradeves
Fsndurisarmveingy Non-REHABCO didngandn
AleABvINgY REHABCO wansliifiuinusemlungy
REHABCO Uszauifudlgmnnsvianu dae19aziiinain
Jaymdunisvinanuaunsalunisusmsilsdudu

1

wazn13AIUANAUNY TImdsdyrinisuiadnening

REHABCO mdsuszaudyminisvianu i’J

INANUAIUTALUNNTINTENT TUNINaUNUY

AU Y
gy Non-REHABCO dAladuagluigoudi
fanuarursalunisvianls LLa :

TEAUAN

dieidevin1snadeuduusging
A UsBasruneiaiing ) BT ERy

(waldlisreaulund) “~q AITeTeanadaey

ﬂ’J’]ﬂJLLUiUi’JUf’JﬁJ‘Um@ gluAnanfa Box’s M
F3A1 Box’s M ey 486.66 wazdan sig. ved F

WA 0.00 ﬁ

19Y 19N ATIENIA LA N
ANLUSUT Y Uszmﬂiﬁaaaqmjulmmﬁ’u
%Q”Lm%’ﬂﬁaéfuiumﬂs’ﬁwmﬁﬂmﬁmeﬁl,w‘u

NNINUATT LUASNTAINLLUSUTIUTIU

358 U0INqUAIRE1RBNYINAY IT8Tala
.- FOUAIINAINNTOLUNTUUINGUAIRUTAULINE

... AUNTTMUNNAUENNTATIULUANGUFIDES
loovelidodrfgynisaiainielil Taeldadfinaasy

NSUTMTAUNINE él’m%"ué’mwd’;umsi’mmiwﬁ%uilks’Lamda FaA1 Wilks’ Lambda #1lda1nnns
WUI1 NGY REHABCO ifiAladevuessnsndiunildusd® vageuiniu 0.36 wazdlen Sig. iU 0.00 wanedd

dunindsiu (DTA) gandngu Non-REHAB R
m'gzﬂmmﬁmwmsﬁuﬁqqLﬁaqmﬂ N3uLdu
ﬁi’wmumm?ﬁq%aiqmam’ammmmifﬂ%m‘vﬁa
Aeniiinluswran luvasiiaaadddietsaiumils
Aounsnilonarnrdiduladaiadausiy (EBITTD)
snsrdrurnlsneunenido uléf Ada1I1A7

L QJ Q
LLasiwmiﬁmhwia@@mEBITDAIE) 9318
ﬂ°q1§ﬁ@‘u®@mﬁ8u15f ANLEDNTIALAY

S18NISANIYR DN (EITDATD) HAadssinin

ANlaRgveINgy HABCO uana3n usevlungu

O

'
o A

UN 7 adun 18 w1 2554

AadBvewnuysdaszlungu REHABCO uAns1aaIn
Anadsveafuusdaslundgs Non-REHABCO faty
fauusdasrluaunisanunsadiuundanysaiandu
2 naulsegedituddgyneada
Fumoudaldidunsldinaianisiaszsisiuun
Usznmitensauuulunisnernsallonialunisiin
ANMTANUALAINIINITRY 1ngldin15Aszsluy
Supou (Stepwise Method) Tun1sAnidensulsdasy
iiluaunisfiazdifieninguduusinianiiaransa
oSurgmsTuunnauldd wailduandlunisei 2
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A15197 2 KANIINAFBUAILUUNITHEINTAIN1ITAIUANMAINNNITRY (%'ayjaé'm']d'awwn'lsﬁudau;g

FruUssass Unstandardized Standardized Wilks’ Statistic & Qj
coefficients Coefficients Lambda \ O
EBITTD 1.288 0.485 561
NWCTA 2.153 1.034 512
TAT 0.844 0.897 .384
OPM 0.015 0.314 361
Constant -0.980
Eigenvalue 1.769 Q;@
Canonical Correlation 0.799 7{%
Wilks’ Lambda 0.361
Chi-square 66.205 %
Sig. 0.000 ;\\(\
Group Centroids Cutting Points @
REHABCO (Z = 0) ~-2.206 Z<-071 %
NON-REHABCO (Z = 1) 0.779 Z> 070N

NMINT 2 iunfidnsdniios 4 ssrdn dasdmduunyuidsunodunindsiy (NWCTA) 509
VLA 21 é’mwdauﬁﬁwaﬁamﬁ’]u,uﬂﬂajx@O asunfednsdiuilsneunandenazngiuladeni

USENNMAILUTLRUANUALMAININTTL &W
gniaineglumuin REHABCO wasuisyiaqiiuimsly

Gd

uInUNG (Non-REHABCO) laneellifu@Ramsadia
lagdiuUsdaseNdanasnon 153 mRNGUUINNgARD

LaLLIaN1TUA nvalue NbPF9TAININAIN

SATIEaNn1sIwUNnaulaf @
ANanFsiusNlIAaTUNINY 0.799 WandI fauwus
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dusiu (EBITTD) nsn1suyuvesdunindsiy (TAT)
wazsns1d@unlsannnisaiiuausesenany (OPM)
auau Tnsanandulseansilaansatundeuly
suauns (ugUvesazuuuiv) Tidsi

dasyluaunsduunngualunsnesuleauLlsusIu
vesfuUsmuli¥osay 63.84 (0.7992) Fafiodneglu
TR uena1ndl Anans (Group Centroids) vos
faaoenguiinnuuandieiunin uansin annsild

a ) s S
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LL‘]J‘]J’ES']E\]a&ﬂ’ﬁ‘w&’m’iﬂiﬂ’]’mﬂ’g’]Né’NLWﬂ?W'Nﬂ'ﬁNM'J %L@iﬁxﬁﬁ%l’%ﬂﬂiuﬂ‘ﬂ

Juaunisiidanuainisalunisswunled Tuvued
aun1siazuuudLun (Cutting Points) AU -0.71
Hufte winniediasziladazuuuTInunuInng
0.71 (Z > -0.71) faggniwunlvieglunguitlivszay
ANILAMUIUNAININAITEY WARINNUILIATIEE
AZLULSMUNGINTY ~0.71 (Z < -0.71) flazgnduun
Teglunguityszaunnnzdumamnanisiu
FAfeldinsmaauninugndosveadnuudile
Fr9dulun1struundszian wuin dauvudiladnng
Suunnguiegsiiunguil 1 Aenguituszauiym

A13597 3 HANITNAHDUAIUYNABIVDIRIUUY

AMEANUALMAINNNITRUlAQNFADY 18 UF
Fuuivun 19 vien Andufosas 94.7 s

Fnunnguiegafilivsrauninzaaugs
nsuldgndes 56 US¥n mmﬁ’mq

Anlufaway 98.2 lnelAugneegayiin
m :

Windusasay 97.4 1AgAINURNS
mmﬁﬂwamiué’ﬂwmvuf rof andudesay
5.3 uazAURANAIA UM ‘ pe Il Error WinAU

Jouaz 1.8 ﬁmamﬂum

Group Total
REHABCO /%V
REHABCO 18 *) 1 19
(94.7%) (5.3%) (100%)
Non-REHABCO 1 ((\ 56 57
1 Ny, (98.2%) (100%)
©

97.4%
@)

5.3@5

fogaznTNeINIaINgNAes
Type | Error*
Type Il Error”

?@

* ﬂ’]’]ﬁJN@Wﬁ’WﬂUﬂ’Tﬁ‘WEﬂﬂimLL‘U‘U‘W 11

o

ﬂ’)’mNﬂWﬁWﬂIUﬂWSWU’]ﬂSMLL‘UU‘W

nsafusEvadnssduauUniduusemi

UsENA llL‘VIZH’J‘V]’Nﬂ’ﬁLGULUUUi‘HVIﬁfIﬂ’ﬁﬁ’] uauUng

£%

UNAINIINITRY

o

O~/

wend1ntl fIFulaubeutsdaseiilaainnis

)

ronazUszaunuidgunining

ATIERLUUTUNY NONAADUAITULAN UL

Tun1swensailann
AULNAININTITEI

O

N 7 atfun 18 e 2554

Yroududsmasdrguuuiiugianis 2 T Wisuieuity
U%ﬁ’miuﬂejuqmamﬂismLﬁmﬁuiwﬁgﬁu 76 UIYN
Iagldnisiasieiwuudiwundssinnaieds Enter
method waflfuandlunisai 4
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ADUUSENATUSLAUAMUANAINIINITHY 2 U)

FruUssass Unstandardized Standardized Wilks’ Statistic & Qj
coefficients Coefficients Lambda \ O
EBITTD 0.535 0.505 0.897 8.497 SN
NWCTA 1.183 0.523 0.900
TAT 0.456 0.298 0.948
OPM 0.034 0.462 0.940
Constant -0.665
Eigenvalue 0.283 Q;@
Canonical Correlation 0.470 7{%
Wilks’ Lambda 0.780
Chi-square 17.935 %
Sig. 0.001 ;\\(\
Group Centroids Cutting Points @
REHABCO (Z = 0) -0.909 Z<-03 %
NON-REHABCO (Z = 1) 0.303 Z> -0 N\

Qe

NNNANTNAFBUNUINAINUTEATETS 4 6
ABN1ITMUNNGUTENINUTENTATvUsasan
AULMAINIINTTEUABNNR9E YN IR @Y TR A

REHABCO LLﬁzU%ﬁwﬁﬁ%ﬁumﬂuw HQEJ'N
HfpdAgyn1eada w syaudedify 0.05 ngdandsi

é’m

deranian1sTuNUINNgAAL NS

N

WHLIaN15UA nvalue FUBENI1 1 WaANS

a
[

71 flsdasy

and1esEriengulidunn 9919
U131 uN5IATIEANNITIMUN

1 o U (3

2275 AANdUNUSAIIUNADA LEAIIN
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A a O a v & 2 o ! °
Nao ARAUNINYIIN (NWCTA) 59989U1AD @mﬁqa’JUﬂ'ﬂj

neunoniiouaza1®iiulddeniausin (EBITTD)
gnsndumlsnnmsaniivausesenuiy (OPM) way
gnIINIINYUYeIEUNTNGTIU (TAT) mudIfuLay
anunsodeuluguannis Quguvesnsuuudv) Tésd

—0.6 183 (NWCA) + 0.535 (EBITTD) + 0.456 (TAT) + 0.034 (OPM)

AanUsBasgluauniswunnguaiunsnesuiening
wsUsauvesulsnuldfesas 22.09 (0.4702) &4
Fadregluinusifidn luvaefiaunisdazuuudinun
(Cutting Points) w1y -0.3

a ) s S
MIRNIVIVNUY Y



LUUAIABINITNYINTHNNILAIINE M RN NNITRUIBIATIZRAI B UNUTZLAN

M1319%1 5 augnaaslunsldduuulunisdnuundssianlaglideyadnsidruninistululneu
iWgvisan REHABCO 2 U

Predicted Group Membership &
Group
REHABCO Non-REHABCO
REHABCO 16 3 R/
(84.2%) (15.8%)
Non-REHABCO 6 51

(10.5%) (89.5%) @3“@/ (100%)

Sevazmsnensaliigneos 88.2% &
Type | Error 15.8%
Type Il Error 10.5% (7%8

~

91NM15°199 5 Azt fawvulinisdwunngy  wiloud MIATURN UL LR U AUNSNE T

Fregrsibunguil 1 AenguiimdeazUszaudam  (NWGARR L UShdwRTnanmadesIsnsiuYes
AMIEANUAUMAIMNITRULAGNARY 16 VSN 10 53R
$rauienun 19 vdn Anludesay 84.2 Tuvaiei
Fuunnguuigviiiinisdudusnueganzunilignies ( agiuamsdie

51 U3V Indauimun 57 U3y ﬁmﬁu%m@ mitediagussasdiiioatrasuuunisneinsal
89.5 lnediaugniewwasfuvulaesiuniiuiosay, Temalunisiinnnzanuaumainnisiiuresusm
88.2 fimuiianainludnuwae Type | Epandu  aanzeulunaiandnning (enduuevlunguanidu

Joway 15.8 LLazmmﬁﬂwmmiué’ﬂwmx& ror  N1sRukaznguUseiude) Iagldisn1siiaseiuuy

wiriusesay 10.5 F1uunUszian (Discriminant Analysis) waglidoya
31NN1TANYINUI éhu,‘uuﬁ wﬂ%’%’aga vtk dudoyadasdinuniainsdudiua 21 duds

9 Y

sumsiudrmih 1 Yneuvihuazgnialvieglumnn  ududsdass dWevinsisisudisunazaiaunis
REHABCO #usangnimlunn
Ifanmslifeyatunsiudivg 2 Yneutdtvazgn  a1zANdmaIIINITiuresuIEndenaazgn
REHA Faenndeiuuide  Wnasuainnsiduvidnaansideulunainndnnsng
Y83 Altman (196 1 manensallaglitoun  vdednelueglumnaiidesdinisiiugianis Taegide

armin 1 U npuugimardszavivannuduvad  Iideyadnsdiunanisiululneuiuynazgnda

@D Slgan UL Auun iienikUsiianunsaneinsallenialunisiia

dnlvieglunuin

NeNIRUIrZaIug N gn wagdlaiUSeuiioy  egluviin REHABCO 1 U iieasefuuuangaunis

[

é‘hLLUiaaiv SLUUTaIlanMsinwiasaliiy - Juundismaliadnsisiwuudiwunlsesnnlingds

D

WUUa Altman’s Z-score WUINHAILUTBaTEN  Stepwise Method
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