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Measurement the impact of liquidity and solvency on the profitability
of economic entreprises. A study applied to listed companies on the
Quatar stock Exchange during the period 2013-2017
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Abstract:

The current study aims at measuring the impact that liquidity and
solvency might have on the profitability of an economic enterprise. And in
order to achieve such objective, a sample of ten (10) listed companies at
Qatar Stock Exchange have been studied through the period stretching from
2013 to 2017, where the study variables of these companies’ financial
statements have been extracted (the variables are: liquidity ratios, financial
solvency ratios, and profitability ratios). In addition using the multiple
regression model, it has been concluded that a -statistically significant-
relationship does exist between the liquidity and the profitability of the
companies (ROA) and (ROE). In this study also, a relationship-statistically
significant- has been proven to exist between the financial solvency and the
profitability of the subject listed companies at Qatar Stock Exchange.

Key Words: Profitability, Liquidity, Listed Companies, Solvency, Multiple
Rearession Model.
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Source: MONIKA Bolek & WOJCIECH Wilinski., (2012)
., The influence of liquidity on profitability of Polish., Rzeszow
University of Information Technology and Management, e-Finanse:
Financial Internet Quarterly, Vol. 08, p. 43.
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Statistiques descriptives

N | Minimu | Maxim [ Somme [ Moyenne | Ecart type
m um
R1 50 ,8930 [ 10,7992 | 120,9944 | 2,419888 | 2,1864146
R2 50 ,1005 | 6,7231 | 54,8825 | 1,097649 | 1,1703535
R3 50 ,1367 | 27,5594 | 185,0231 | 3,700461 | 5,5091338
R4 50 ,0350 ,8798 20,5861 | ,411721 | ,2346769
ROA | 50 | -,0166 | ,2178 3,8453 ,076907 | ,0545533
ROE | 50 | -,0546 | ,3375 6,2176 ,124353 | ,0745925
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Corrélations

R1 R2 R3 R4 ROA ROE

Corrélation de

1

R1 Pearson

Sig. (bilatérale)

N 50

Corrélation de 640" 1
R? Pearson

Sig. (bilatérale) | ,000

N 50 50

Corrélation de 884”466 1
R3 Pearson

Sig. (bilatérale) | ,000 ,001
N 50 50 50
Corrélation de

* *x

-658" -5877 -7387 1

R4 P(_aarson
Sig. (bilatérale) | ,000 ,000 ,000
N 50 50 50 50
Corrélation de wox ok

o 478" 643" 468 -727 1
Sig. (bilatérale) | ,000  ,000 001 000
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N 50 50 50 50 50
comelationde | 132 a1" 097 -210 7797 1
ROE

Sig. (bilatérale) | ,360 028 503 127 000
N 50 50 50 50 50 50

**_La corrélation est significative au niveau 0.01 (bilatéral).
*, La corrélation est significative au niveau 0.05 (bilatéral).
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