
INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL FOR INNOVATIVE RESEARCH IN MULTIDISCIPLINARY FIELD          
ISSN(O): 2455-0620                                                      [ Impact Factor: 9.47 ]          
Monthly, Peer-Reviewed, Refereed, Indexed Journal with  IC Value : 86.87         
Volume - 12,  Issue - 2,  February -  2026             
 

 

Available online on – WWW.IJIRMF.COM Page 90 

 

 

Working Capital Management and Firm Profitability:  

A Review of Empirical Evidence 

 
Dr. R Raghuveer   

Lecturer, MBA, Yuvarajas College (Autonomous), University of Mysore, Mysore, Karnataka  
Email -  veerraghu129@gmail.com 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. INTRODUCTION:  

In the contemporary business environment, firms operate under increasing competitive pressure, financial constraints, 

and volatile market conditions. Amid these challenges, working capital management (WCM) has emerged as a critical 

determinant of firm performance and sustainability. Working capital management refers to the planning, controlling, 

and monitoring of a firm’s current assets and current liabilities to ensure operational efficiency and financial stability. 

An optimal level of working capital enables firms to maintain adequate liquidity while simultaneously enhancing 

profitability (Brigham & Ehrhardt, 2017). 

Profitability is a primary objective of business organizations and is commonly viewed as a measure of managerial 

efficiency and organizational success. While long-term investment and capital structure decisions have traditionally 

received significant attention in financial research, short-term financial decisions related to working capital have often 

been underestimated. However, empirical evidence suggests that inefficient working capital management can lead to 

liquidity crises, increased financing costs, and even business failure, particularly in firms operating with limited access 

to external finance (Gitman, 2009). 

Working capital constitutes a substantial portion of total assets, especially in manufacturing, trading, and service firms, 

making its management crucial for day-to-day operations. The major components of working capital—accounts 

receivable, inventory, cash, and accounts payable—directly influence a firm’s cash flow and risk profile. The interaction 

among these components is commonly captured through the Cash Conversion Cycle (CCC), which measures the time 

lag between cash outflows for purchasing inputs and cash inflows from sales (Richards & Laughlin, 1980). A shorter 

cash conversion cycle is generally associated with improved liquidity and higher profitability. 

From a theoretical perspective, the relationship between working capital management and profitability is explained 

through frameworks such as the trade-off theory and pecking order theory. The trade-off theory suggests that firms must 
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balance the benefits of holding current assets (such as reduced insolvency risk and uninterrupted operations) against the 

costs of excessive investment in working capital (Baños-Caballero et al., 2012). Similarly, the pecking order theory 

argues that firms prefer internal financing over external sources, and efficient working capital management improves 

internal cash generation, thereby enhancing profitability (Myers & Majluf, 1984). 

Over the past two decades, a growing body of empirical research has examined the relationship between working capital 

management and firm profitability across different countries, industries, and firm sizes. Many studies report a negative 

relationship between the cash conversion cycle and profitability, indicating that firms can enhance performance by 

reducing the time funds are tied up in working capital (Deloof, 2003; Lazaridis & Tryfonidis, 2006). However, some 

studies suggest that excessively aggressive working capital policies may adversely affect sales growth and long-term 

performance, leading to mixed empirical findings (Shin & Soenen, 1998). 

The importance of working capital management becomes even more pronounced in emerging and developing 

economies, where firms often face higher financing costs, credit constraints, and unstable economic conditions. In such 

contexts, efficient management of short-term assets and liabilities can significantly influence firm survival and 

profitability (Afza & Nazir, 2007). As a result, understanding the empirical evidence on the working capital–profitability 

relationship is crucial for managers, investors, and policymakers. 

In this context, the present paper aims to review and synthesize empirical studies that examine the relationship between 

working capital management and firm profitability. By analysing findings from prior research, this study seeks to 

identify consistent patterns, methodological approaches, and research gaps in the existing literature. The review 

contributes to the financial management literature by providing a comprehensive understanding of how working capital 

decisions influence firm profitability and by offering insights for future research and managerial practice. 

       

2. LITERATURE REVIEW: 

 

Shin and Soenen (1998) conducted one of the earliest empirical studies examining the efficiency of working capital 

management using the net trade cycle as a proxy. Analysing a large sample of U.S. firms, the authors found a strong 

negative relationship between the length of the working capital cycle and corporate profitability. Their study established 

the foundation for later research by highlighting that efficient short-term asset management enhances firm performance. 

 

Deloof (2003) examined Belgian manufacturing firms to analyze the impact of working capital management on 

profitability. The study revealed that profitability is negatively related to accounts receivable days, inventory days, and 

the cash conversion cycle. The author concluded that firms could improve profitability by reducing the time capital is 

tied up in working capital components. 

 

Padachi (2006) analyzed the working capital practices of small manufacturing firms in Mauritius. The findings showed 

that excessive investment in inventories and receivables adversely affects firm profitability. The study emphasized that 

SMEs must maintain optimal working capital levels due to limited access to external finance. 

 

Lazaridis and Tryfonidis (2006) investigated firms listed on the Athens Stock Exchange to examine the relationship 

between working capital management and profitability. Their results indicated a statistically significant negative 

relationship between the cash conversion cycle and profitability, suggesting that efficient working capital management 

contributes to improved firm performance. 

 

Afza and Nazir (2007) studied the working capital policies of Pakistani firms and categorized them into aggressive and 

conservative strategies. The study found that conservative working capital policies are associated with higher 

profitability, while aggressive policies tend to negatively affect firm performance. 

 

Raheman and Nasr (2007) analyzed Pakistani firms and found that net operating profitability is negatively related to the 

cash conversion cycle, inventory turnover period, and receivables collection period. Their study reinforced the argument 

that efficient management of working capital components plays a crucial role in enhancing profitability. 

 

Samiloglu and Demirgunes (2008) examined Turkish manufacturing firms to assess the impact of working capital 

management on profitability. The results revealed that accounts receivable period and inventory holding period 

significantly and negatively influence profitability, whereas accounts payable period showed an insignificant 

relationship. 
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Gill, Biger, and Mathur (2010) investigated the relationship between working capital management and profitability in 

U.S. firms. The study found that working capital components significantly influence firm profitability, although the 

strength and direction of the relationship varied across industries. 

Aregbeyen (2013) focused on Nigerian manufacturing firms and found that inefficient working capital management 

reduces firm profitability. The study emphasized that firms in developing economies must prioritize effective liquidity 

management due to financial constraints. 

 

Enqvist, Graham, and Nikkinen (2014) examined the impact of working capital management on firm profitability across 

different phases of the business cycle in Finland. Their findings indicated that the negative relationship between the cash 

conversion cycle and profitability is stronger during economic downturns. 

 

Oseifuah and Gyekye (2016) analyzed firms listed on the Johannesburg Stock Exchange and reported mixed results 

regarding the impact of working capital components on profitability. While receivables and inventory periods negatively 

affected profitability, the effect of accounts payable was inconclusive. 

 

Boțoc and Anton (2017) investigated European firms and found a non-linear, inverted U-shaped relationship between 

working capital and profitability. The study suggested that both excessive and insufficient investment in working capital 

can harm firm performance, highlighting the importance of optimal working capital levels. 

 

Yahaya (2018) examined Nigerian firms and found that the cash conversion cycle significantly influences profitability. 

The study concluded that firms with efficient working capital cycles achieve better financial performance. 

 

Nguyen, Pham, and Nguyen (2020) analyzed Vietnamese listed firms and reported a significant negative relationship 

between the cash conversion cycle and return on assets. Their findings emphasized the importance of working capital 

efficiency in emerging markets. 

 

Asaduzzaman (2020) studied Bangladeshi textile firms and found that efficient working capital management positively 

affects firm profitability. The study highlighted the importance of receivables and inventory management in labor-

intensive industries. 

 

Al-Qarni et al. (2022) examined the role of working capital management during the COVID-19 crisis among Malaysian 

firms. The findings indicated that firms with efficient working capital practices were more resilient and maintained 

better profitability during periods of economic uncertainty. 

 

Boțoc et al. (2022) further extended earlier work by confirming the existence of an optimal working capital level using 

dynamic panel models, reinforcing the argument for balanced working capital strategies. 

 

Tewodros et al. (2023) analyzed private firms in Ethiopia and found that longer receivable and inventory periods 

negatively affect profitability. The study emphasized the challenges faced by firms in low-income economies due to 

liquidity constraints. 

Jaworski and Czerwonka (2024) conducted a meta-analysis of working capital management studies and concluded that 

institutional and macroeconomic factors significantly moderate the relationship between working capital management 

and profitability. 

 

3. RESEARCH GAP: 

 

An extensive review of existing empirical studies reveals that working capital management (WCM) has a significant 

influence on firm profitability. Although the literature is rich in empirical investigations across countries and industries, 

several critical research gaps remain unaddressed. 

First, most prior studies focus on firm-level empirical analysis using primary or panel data, while comparatively fewer 

studies provide a comprehensive synthesis of empirical evidence through secondary data reviews. As a result, findings 

remain fragmented, making it difficult to derive generalized conclusions about the working capital–profitability 

relationship. 

Second, the majority of studies emphasize a linear relationship between working capital measures—particularly the cash 

conversion cycle—and profitability. However, recent evidence suggests the presence of non-linear or optimal working 
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capital levels, indicating that both excessive and insufficient investment in working capital may adversely affect 

profitability. This aspect has not been adequately synthesized in review-based research. 

Third, existing literature shows mixed and sometimes contradictory findings regarding individual components of 

working capital such as accounts payable and inventory management. While several studies report a negative impact, 

others suggest a neutral or even positive effect depending on industry and economic conditions. A structured review is 

required to reconcile these inconsistencies. 

Fourth, much of the empirical evidence is context-specific, focusing either on developed economies or individual 

emerging markets. Limited attention has been given to comparative insights across different economic environments, 

particularly with respect to financial constraints faced by firms in developing countries. 

Finally, recent developments such as economic crises, supply chain disruptions, and digitalization of financial processes 

have altered working capital practices. However, existing review studies have not sufficiently incorporated recent 

empirical findings that reflect these changing business conditions. 

In light of these gaps, there is a clear need for a systematic secondary-data-based review that consolidates empirical 

evidence, identifies consistent patterns, and highlights unresolved issues in the working capital management–

profitability nexus. 

 

4. OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY: 

The present study is guided by the following two objectives: 

• To critically review and synthesize empirical studies examining the relationship between working capital 

management and firm profitability. 

• To identify consistent patterns, contradictions, and emerging trends in the working capital management–

profitability relationship across different countries and industries. 

  

5. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY: 

The present study adopts a secondary data–based review methodology to examine the relationship between working 

capital management and firm profitability. Since the objective of the study is to synthesize and critically analyze existing 

empirical evidence, no primary data collection has been undertaken. 

Data Sources: 

The secondary data for this study were collected from published academic literature, including: 

• Peer-reviewed journal articles 

• Conference papers 

• Doctoral theses 

• Authoritative finance and management textbooks 

The literature was sourced from reputed academic databases such as Scopus-indexed journals, Web of Science, 

JSTOR, ScienceDirect, Emerald Insight, Google Scholar, and SSRN. 

Selection Criteria: 

To ensure relevance and quality, the following criteria were applied in selecting studies: 

1. Studies focusing on working capital management and firm profitability. 

2. Empirical research employing measures such as cash conversion cycle, accounts receivable period, inventory 

holding period, and accounts payable period. 

3. Articles published in peer-reviewed journals. 

4. Studies conducted across different countries, industries, and economic contexts. 

5. Research published primarily between 1998 and 2024, covering both classical and contemporary perspectives. 

Based on these criteria, 20 key empirical studies were selected for detailed review. 

Analytical Approach 

The selected studies were analysed using a descriptive and comparative review approach. Findings were classified 

based on: 

1. Direction of relationship (positive, negative, non-linear) 
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2. Measures of working capital management 

3. Profitability indicators used 

4. Country and industry context 

This structured approach enabled the identification of common patterns, contradictions, and emerging themes in the 

literature. 

  

6. DISCUSSION :   

 

The synthesis of empirical evidence reveals a strong and consistent relationship between working capital management 

and firm profitability. Across different countries and industries, the majority of studies report that efficient management 

of working capital enhances firm performance. 

Cash Conversion Cycle and Profitability: 

A dominant finding in the literature is the negative relationship between the cash conversion cycle (CCC) and 

profitability. Studies consistently indicate that firms with shorter cash conversion cycles tend to achieve higher 

profitability, as funds are released quickly for reinvestment and operational use. This pattern is observed in both 

developed and emerging economies, suggesting the universal importance of liquidity efficiency. 

Component-Wise Insights: 

The review further indicates that: 

1. Accounts receivable period is generally negatively associated with profitability, as delayed collections increase 

financing costs and default risk. 

2. Inventory holding period negatively affects profitability when inventory levels are excessive, leading to higher 

storage and obsolescence costs. 

3. Accounts payable period shows mixed results; while extended payment periods can temporarily improve 

liquidity, excessive delays may damage supplier relationships and long-term profitability. 

Contextual and Structural Differences: 

The relationship between working capital management and profitability varies across industries, firm sizes, and 

economic environments. Manufacturing and inventory-intensive industries show stronger sensitivity to working capital 

efficiency. Firms in emerging economies are more affected due to limited access to external finance. 

Recent studies also highlight the presence of a non-linear relationship, suggesting that there exists an optimal level of 

working capital beyond which profitability declines. This challenges earlier assumptions of uniformly aggressive 

working capital policies. 

 

7. CONCLUSION: 

 

The purpose of this study was to provide a comprehensive review and synthesis of empirical evidence on the relationship 

between working capital management and firm profitability. Drawing on secondary data from a wide range of empirical 

studies conducted across different economic contexts, industries, and time periods, the review highlights the pivotal role 

of working capital decisions in shaping firm performance. 

The findings of the review reveal a strong consensus in the literature that efficient working capital management 

contributes positively to firm profitability. In particular, the cash conversion cycle emerges as a critical indicator of 

working capital efficiency, with the majority of studies reporting a negative relationship between its length and 

profitability. Firms that are able to shorten the duration for which funds are tied up in receivables and inventories tend 

to experience improved liquidity, reduced financing costs, and enhanced operational flexibility. 

At the same time, the review underscores that working capital management should not be approached solely from a 

cost-minimization perspective. Several studies emphasize the existence of an optimal level of working capital, 

suggesting that overly aggressive reduction of receivables or inventory may adversely affect sales growth, customer 

relationships, and production continuity. This non-linear relationship highlights the need for a balanced approach that 

aligns liquidity management with strategic and operational objectives. 

The review also demonstrates that the impact of working capital management on profitability is influenced by contextual 

factors such as industry characteristics, firm size, economic conditions, and the level of financial development within 

an economy. Firms operating in emerging markets and financially constrained environments appear to be more sensitive 
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to inefficiencies in working capital management, reinforcing the importance of effective short-term financial planning 

in such contexts. 

Overall, this study contributes to the existing body of knowledge by consolidating fragmented empirical findings into a 

coherent framework and by offering a clearer understanding of how working capital management practices affect firm 

profitability. The insights derived from this review can assist managers in designing more effective working capital 

strategies and guide researchers toward addressing unresolved issues in future empirical investigations. 
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