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ABSTRACT 

In the modern market, many companies need to choose the most profitable project among different projects. Even in 

different industries such as catering, service, employment and so on also need to make the right choice. So developing 

an effective business strategy, analyzing and forecasting financial performance, and developing an effective working 

capital structure are very important. In this paper, I first meet the definition of the decision-making tools NPV and IRR. 

Then I compare the NPV and IRR which can help the managers to make a good choice in complex market conditions. 

At last, I use some examples to evaluate these two methods which can be benefit to decision-making. I hope this paper 

can provide some implications to corporate managers, investors, and regulators. 
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1. INTRODUCTION

When choosing a project, I usually need to make 

many comparisons and measures to select the project that 

is beneficial to the development of the company. It is an 

important investment process that can help the company 

make the correct decision to enlarge the assets. 

Maximizing the market value of the corporation is the 

basic aim of the investment decision process and it is also 

what shareholders expect managers to do. Based on 

previous literature research, it can be seen that there are 

many methods to determine which project is worth 

choosing, but the most famous method is NPV and IRR. 

It is worth pointing out that NPV and IRR are not fit in 

all the cases. Especially in some mutually exclusively 

projects, NPV and IRR ranking conflict is generally 

possible [1]. In other words, if use NPV as the criterion, 

a should be accepted, but if use IRR as the criterion, b 

should be accepted. This result is mainly due to the 

complexity of the market situation and the variability of 

the data. The evaluations of NPV and IRR should take 

into account. 

This paper aims to focus on the difference between 

NPV and IRR, to provide some implications to corporate 

managers, investors, and regulators. Having in mind what 

people understand and how they apply the method, the 

evaluations of the NPV and IRR will also be mentioned. 

The remaining paper structures are as follows: Section 2 

is the literature review on NPV, including its advantages 

such as maximizing company value and considering the 

cost of capital and risk factors. Then the disadvantages 

such as it rarely focus on long-term projects, it cannot 

compare two projects which have different sizes and 

different life, and prone to forecasting errors. Section 3 is 

the literature review on IRR, including its advantages 

such as its uses of temporal value of money and it is 

simple to use. The disadvantages of IRR are that it is not 

fit for the mutually exclusive projects and the project 

projections may differ from reality. Through these 

investors can clearly understand NPV and IRR and then 

put them into practice. The project can be economically 

analyzed by calculating the net present value and internal 

rate of return on investment. Section 5 is cases of NPV 

and IRR respectively. Section 5 is the conclusion. 

2. THE LITERATURE REVIEW ON NPV

2.1. Definition of NPV 

The net present value which is called NPV is the 

difference between all discount returns to the present 

value of the initial investment. In other words, it refers to 

the sum of the present value of net cash flows for each 

year calculated at an established discount rate during the 

project calculation period [2]. As a kind of internal 

assessment, NPV is very useful in accounting and finance 

and can play a huge role in investing, reducing costs, and 

evaluating new businesses [3]. Its goal is to calculate the 

project’s surplus [4]. The net present value rule indicates 

that managers increase shareholders’ wealth by accepting 

all schemes that are valued more than the assumption [5]. 

If the NPV of the project show reveals bring out to be 
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positive which means it is profitable and acceptable but 

if the value is negative then that project is not feasible for 

the company. Therefore, when investors are faced with 

multiple choices and do not have enough investment 

amount, they can choose projects with higher returns 

discount to now. The formula is shown as equation (1): 

NPV= 




n

0 )1(t
t

CFt

r

 (1) 

CFt = net cash flow in year t 

i = discount rate 

n = the project period 

2.2. Advantages 

2.2.1. It can maximizes company value 

Through NPV, managers can see the profitability of a 

project, then make the correct choice [6]. The discount 

rate needed to calculate NPV is determined by the lowest 

rate of return of the company, which can effectively 

reduce the loss of the company. It takes into account 

every cash flow the project involves at the time of 

investment. Unlike the IRR method which ignores cash 

flows beyond the payback period when doing 

calculations. This advantage of NPV means that investors 

can obtain data that is more valuable to the project. 

Through observation and comparison of data, investors 

can determine which project is more worthy of 

investment and profit of the company. 

2.2.2. Capital costs and risk factors are taken 
into account 

The value of money may change as time passes. Its 

value may increase during the time or decrease because 

of inflation [7]. NPV analysis is sensitive when 

mentioning the accuracy of future cash inflows that an 

investment or a project will bring. 

Under this circumstance, net present value can work 

to make clear this risk so that investors can get a clearer 

picture of the projected output of the project over the life 

of the investment and make future projections accurately 

on account of the consideration of risk and capital cost. 

This advantage makes it easier for investors to know if a 

potential activity is sufficient possible for profit [8]. 

Because of the information the NPV offers, the company 

can avoid some unnecessary risks to a certain extent and 

determine if a specific activity makes sense. 

2.3. Disadvantages 

2.3.1. NPV rarely attention long-term projects 
due to future uncertainties 

An investment ratio product by net present value 

typically pays close attention to the projects which are 

short-term. Net present value is highly sensitive to the 

discount rate when forecasting the company’s future cost 

of capital [8]. Due to the volatility of market conditions, 

if the hypothetical numbers are too far out of line with 

future developments, the outcome will be missing the 

appropriate opportunities. That’s why NPV notices short-

term projects instead of seeking long-term activities. It is 

worth adding that the company will underestimate the 

long-term profitability of a project if they evaluate a 

project in a short-term period. 

2.3.2. Accurate decision cannot be made based 

on NPV if the amount of investment of projects is 
not equal 

NPV method is not useful when a company compares 

two projects of different size. For example, if you have a 

1million dollar and a 10 million dollar project to be 

considered, you cannot evaluate them directly based on 

the value they will create in the future. In this case, the 

NPV method does not recommend applying because 50% 

earned from 1 million dollars is not as much as 10% 

earned from a 10 million dollar project but it is apparent 

to find that the 1 million dollar project has more potential. 

Therefore, using the NPV method to compare two 

projects which have different sizes may produce a certain 

losses. 

2.3.3. Decision made by NPV may be inaccurate 
when the two project cycles are different 

This shortcoming is similar to the last one. When two 

projects are unequal-lived, the project selection will 

require careful consideration. For instance, although a 

project which has three years may earn less than a project 

that has six years, the return on equity of the three years 

project may be higher than another one. From another 

perspective, if investors continue to invest in this three 

years project, it might bring more equity to the company. 

Based on this problem, a more appropriate solution will 

be given later. 

2.3.4. Prone to Forecasting Errors 

What makes the NPV hard to calculate is that the risk 

level of the project changes over time. Analyzing the 

professional literature, one can also point out the fact that 

the risks of a project can vary greatly during different 

periods. If a company chooses a project because the risk 

is low in the early stage but ignores the high risk in the 

later stage, it will make the company bear a significant 

loss. The influencing factors may be people’s choice 

tendency or some uncontrollable external conditions. 

Generally speaking, calculating the discount rate 

accurately is difficult when faced with changeable 

market conditions. Because the calculation of net present 
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value is closely related to the discount rate, the result can 

be unreliable to use if inaccurate data is selected.  

3. THE LITERATURE REVIEW ON IRR

3.1. Definition of IRR 

Internal rate of return which is called IRR is the 

discount rate when the total present value of capital 

inflow equals the total present value of capital outflow. 

Namely, this discount rate is calculated when the present 

value of all the cash flows equals zero [9]. It is easy to 

calculate because investors do not need to consider 

external factors. It is usually used to estimate the 

profitability of a company or investment project [3]. In 

this way, the growth rate that a project can create can 

easily be found. It can also be thought of as an 

investment’s desired rate of return, and the larger the 

better. In general, the project is feasible when the IRR is 

greater than or equal to the required rate of return [2]. It 

is calculated as equation (2): 

NPV=−CF0+


n

n

n

i
CF

0n )1(
=0              (2) 

CF0 = initial cost (first net cash flow)

CFn = cash flow year to t 

i = discount rate 

n = the project period 

3.2. Advantages 

3.2.1. Use of temporal value of money 

The first and the most important advantage of IRR is 

that it factors in the temporal value of money when 

evaluating a project. People can calculate the IRR by 

calculating factors such as cash flow at different periods 

so that it is convenient to compare the industry 

benchmark investment return rate. The IRR can come in 

handy when measuring the profitability of an investment 

project. It is also the highest interest rate we would expect 

for investment and is therefore a good use of the time 

value of money [10]. Investors can understand the future 

movement of funds through this method and compare the 

two projects to choose the one that is more profitable. 

3.2.2. It is simple to use IRR 

This method is quite easy to understand. By analyzing 

the definition of this data investors can choose the project 

whose IRR exceeds the cost of capital, but not otherwise. 

It is easy for managers to observe and accept a fit project 

[11]. Another way to analyze this advantage is that a 

hurdle rate is not required. Once investors need to predict 

or calculate data which do not exist, the result can only 

rely on guesses about the future, it is not accurate. But 

IRR is not relying on the hurdle rate, so the risk involved 

in calculating the hurdle rate is reduced, thus improving 

the accuracy of selecting the right project.  

3.3. Disadvantages 

3.3.1. It is not fit for mutually exclusive project 

When comes to two mutually exclusive projects, it is 

difficult to compare and make the correct choice. It 

would be an irresponsible decision if investors chose one 

project simply because it had a higher IRR than the other. 

What's more, it may lead to wrong conclusions and losses 

if you judge directly from this method. Because NPV is 

more comprehensive, it is more effective to evaluate 

projects than IRR [12]. 

3.3.2 Project projections may differ from reality 

The single discount rate ignores the varying future 

rate. In other words, it doesn't take into account 

prevailing interest rates in the market, which results in 

some discrepancy between the calculation and reality [3]. 

This approach only considers profitability and ignores 

the cost of capital. If your main goal is to determine 

future profitability then IRR is a good way to do it. But if 

you want to know how quickly you can recoup your costs 

and make a profit, the IRR doesn't provide any 

information [13]. More seriously, this approach assumes 

that earnings are reinvested at the same internal rate of 

return over the remaining life of the project, a decision 

that does not take into account fluctuations in cash flows. 

This assumption may be inconsistent with reality, and 

profitability is unreasonable.  

4. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN NPV AND

IRR

Both NPV and IRR methods are mainly used for 

capital budgeting, which can expand the capital of the 

company. Faced with the choice of projects, these two 

methods can help investors choose projects that bring 

profits to the company [14]. 

Both approaches are very effective in schemes 

involving independent investment projects. In this case, 

the outcomes of the two schemes do not compete, and 

they can easily give investors the right choice. As defined, 

if NPV is positive, the project will be accepted. Similarly, 

when the IRR is greater than or equal to the required 

recovery rate, projects are accepted for expanding the 

company's assets.  

When faced with two mutually exclusive projects, 

these two approaches may give contradictory results. 

This could be due to differences in project costs or cash 

flow timing and patterns. When faced with this situation, 

it is better to choose projects with higher NPV through 
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the cost of capital. Because a company's goal is to 

maximize the benefit of shareholders, doing so has a 

positive effect on both the stock price and shareholders. 

NPV can provide more detailed data than IRR because it 

separately discounts the individual cash flows of a project 

[15]. 

5. A CASE STUDY ABOUT NPV

Based on the above discussion, I can clearly 

understand the basic knowledge about NPV and IRR. 

Here is a case of choosing a project which has different 

project validity periods. And there are two solutions to 

resolve the situation and help us to understand these 

methods deeply. 

5.1. Use ANPV to solve the situation 

In real life, the situation is varied. Managers won't 

always see examples that are the same as the model. 

When comes to unequal-lived and mutually exclusively 

projects, the annualized net present value is often used as 

an efficient method for choosing a correct investment 

project. It can help managers to choose a suitable project 

more intuitively than using NPV. By doing so, managers 

can fairly compare the net present value of unequal-lived 

projects.  

So what is ANPV? ANPV is equal to the NPV 

divided by PVIFA. And PVIFA is the present value of 

interest factor annuity which is related to the discount rate. 

In another word, ANPV is like the mean value, but the 

denominator is not the life of the project. 

The following data is a good example which can use 

ANPV. These projects have different lives, so that 

compare the NPV directly is not correct. The first thing 

is to calculate the NPV of each project and then divide 

PVIFA. Like project A, the PVIFA is the sum of the first 

three years’ PV factor for 10%. Then calculate the ANPV 

of project B. By comparing ANPV, it is easy to find 

project A is the better choice. In this case, calculating 

ANPV makes it more intuitive to see which project is 

worth choosing. The list of those parameters is presented 

in table 1. 

Table 1: Cash flow about two projects (unit: ten thousand yuan) 

Year 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Project A 50000 20000 28000 35000 

Project B 60000 30000 25000 20000 19000 13000 8000 

PV factor for 10% 1 0.909 40.826 0.751 0.683 0.621 0.564 

5.2. Use common year method to solve the 

situation 

The second method is the common year method. It is 

a little more bit difficult than the last method. As the table 

shows, project A has three years but project B has six 

years. Through observation, I can find that the NPV of 

project a is less than that of project b. If the company 

simply chose project B, it could lose a lot of money by 

making the wrong decision. Using the common year 

method would solve this problem. 

So the first thing is to find the least common multiple 

of these two projects which is six. Then reset project B in 

the third period. And it is equal to the cash flow of the 

third period minus the initial investment. What is left is 

to repeat the cash flow of the previous three periods. By 

resting the two projects reach the same life span and 

compare their NPV. It is clear that project A is the better 

choice.  

I can easily find that the data in table 2 can help to 

understand. The results I draw from this approach are 

completely different, so this approach is useful and 

necessary when facing the limitations of NPV.

Table 2: Cash flow about two projects (unit: ten thousand yuan) 

Year 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 NPV 

  Project A 50000 20000 28000 35000 17618 

Project B 60000 30000 25000 20000 19000 13000 8000 28525 

PV factor for 10% 50000 20000 28000 -15000 20000 28000 35000 30855 

6. CONCLUSION

The net present value and the internal rate of return 

are the two most common methods when choosing a 

project. The net present value and the internal rate of 

return are different, one is the evaluation method using 

the absolute value, and the other is the evaluation method 

using the relative value. However, these two methods 

both have some certain disadvantages. Among them, the 

net present value focuses on the earning of the project, 

while the internal rate of return attention to the effect of 

Advances in Economics, Business and Management Research, volume 219

819

https://www-sciencedirect-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S030142071930978X?via=ihub#tbl1


  

 

the project. In contrast, NPV considers the differences in 

different periods and the variable data; therefore NPV is 

a richer concept than the IRR alone. Therefore, NPV is 

more reliable than IRR when the results of the two 

methods conflict when making decisions. Investors select 

NPV and IRR as the efficient method for evaluating 

investment projects, not only in choosing projects. But 

when comes to unequal-lived and mutually exclusively 

projects, the evaluation of these two methods should be 

considered which is ANPV and the common year method. 

For independent projects, net present value and internal 

rate of return are consistent and recommended. 

So at the beginning of managers’ choice, they should 

analyze comprehensively of the business plan. This 

process can help investors get appropriate investments 

faster and enlarge the scale of the company to make 

money. The practice shows that a mature company needs 

to have an adequate analysis of the market and use 

appropriate calculation tools to determine an investment 

plan, so as to reduce the loss caused by decision-making 

errors. I hope this paper can provide some implications to 

corporate managers, investors, and regulators. 

REFERENCES 

[1] M. Ben-Horin,Y. Kroll (2017) ‘A simple 

intuitive NPV-IRR consistent ranking’, November, 

pp. 108-114 DOI: https://www-sciencedirect-

com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S106297691

7300091?via%3Dihub 

[2] Z. Li, D. Li, Y. Yi, and Y. Wang (2019) ‘Feasibility 

analysis of entrepreneurship from the perspective of 

financial management: a study on Chinese 

university students’, July 25, pp. 39-50 DOI: 

https://link-springer-

com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/article/10.1007/s41959-019-

00011-6 

[3] Available from: 

https://corporatefinanceinstitute.com/resources/kno

wledge/valuation/npv-vs-irr/ 

[4] Indeed editorial team (2021) ‘Net present value 

(NPV) vs. Internal rate of return (IRR)’ September 

16, DOI: https://www.indeed.com/career-

advice/career-development/npv-vs-irr 

[5] N. Santoso, R. Bahawerea and M. Alaydrus (2016) 

‘Cost-benefits, NPV, IRR and QoS analysis of the 

dynamic teleology system in Indonesia’, October 1, 

DOI: https://ieeexplore-ieee-

org.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/document/7869831 

[6] DOI: https://efinancemanagement.com/investment-

decisions/advantages-and-disadvantages-of-

npv?msclkid=724784cdaf6b11ecb1616111861f08b

f 

[7] K. Kriswanto (2011) ‘Analysis Strategy Business 

NPV, IRR, PI and DPB pada Golden Restaurant Jakarta’ 

May 30, DOI:  

https://doaj.org/article/c63875905cfe4d0dac9824f75f8

a5014 

[8] L. Gaille (2020) ‘19 Advantages and Disadvantages 

of Net Present Value’, March 9, DOI: 

https://vittana.org/19-advantages-and-

disadvantages-of-net-present-

value?msclkid=f016345cae8311eca78a5ecb8578cc

13 

[9] L-C. Ye, J. Rodrigues and H. Lin (2017) ‘Analysis 

of feed-in tariff policies for solar photovoltaic in 

China 2011–2016’ October 1, DOI: https://www-

sciencedirect-

com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S030626191

7 

[10] Available from: 

https://www.approvedscholars.com/advantages-

and-disadvantages-of-using-npv-and-irr/ 

[11] Available from: 

https://efinancemanagement.com/investmentdecisi

ons/advantages-and-disadvantages-of-internal-rate-

of-return-

irr?msclkid=0ee5c534af6611ec8be0a55624a9350c

307894?via%3Dihub 

[12] Michael J. Osborne (2010) ‘A resolution to the 

NPV–IRR debate?’ May, DOI: https://www-

sciencedirect-

com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S106297691

0000037?via%3Dihub 

[13]M. Kopacz, J. Kulpa, D. Galica and P. Olczak (2020) 

‘The influence of variability models for selected 

geological parameters on the resource base and 

economic efficiency measures - Example of coking 

coal deposit’ October, DOI: https://www-

sciencedirect-

com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S030142071

930978X?via%3Dihub 

[14] C. Gallant (2022) ‘Net present value vs. Internal rate 

of return’ February 10, DOI: 

https://www.investopedia.com/ask/answers/05/npv

-irr.asp 

[15] Available from: https://www.indeed.com/career-

advice/career-development/irr-vs-npv 

Advances in Economics, Business and Management Research, volume 656

820

https://www-sciencedirect-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S1062976917300091?via%3Dihub
https://www-sciencedirect-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S1062976917300091?via%3Dihub
https://www-sciencedirect-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S1062976917300091?via%3Dihub
https://link-springer-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/article/10.1007/s41959-019-00011-6
https://link-springer-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/article/10.1007/s41959-019-00011-6
https://link-springer-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/article/10.1007/s41959-019-00011-6
https://ieeexplore-ieee-org.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/document/7869831
https://ieeexplore-ieee-org.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/document/7869831
https://efinancemanagement.com/investment-decisions/advantages-and-disadvantages-of-npv?msclkid=724784cdaf6b11ecb1616111861f08bf
https://efinancemanagement.com/investment-decisions/advantages-and-disadvantages-of-npv?msclkid=724784cdaf6b11ecb1616111861f08bf
https://efinancemanagement.com/investment-decisions/advantages-and-disadvantages-of-npv?msclkid=724784cdaf6b11ecb1616111861f08bf
https://efinancemanagement.com/investment-decisions/advantages-and-disadvantages-of-npv?msclkid=724784cdaf6b11ecb1616111861f08bf
https://doaj.org/article/c63875905cfe4d0dac9824f75f8a5014
https://doaj.org/article/c63875905cfe4d0dac9824f75f8a5014
https://vittana.org/19-advantages-and-disadvantages-of-net-present-value?msclkid=f016345cae8311eca78a5ecb8578cc13
https://vittana.org/19-advantages-and-disadvantages-of-net-present-value?msclkid=f016345cae8311eca78a5ecb8578cc13
https://vittana.org/19-advantages-and-disadvantages-of-net-present-value?msclkid=f016345cae8311eca78a5ecb8578cc13
https://vittana.org/19-advantages-and-disadvantages-of-net-present-value?msclkid=f016345cae8311eca78a5ecb8578cc13
https://efinancemanagement.com/investment-decisions/advantages-and-disadvantages-of-internal-rate-of-return-irr?msclkid=0ee5c534af6611ec8be0a55624a9350c
https://efinancemanagement.com/investment-decisions/advantages-and-disadvantages-of-internal-rate-of-return-irr?msclkid=0ee5c534af6611ec8be0a55624a9350c
https://efinancemanagement.com/investment-decisions/advantages-and-disadvantages-of-internal-rate-of-return-irr?msclkid=0ee5c534af6611ec8be0a55624a9350c
https://efinancemanagement.com/investment-decisions/advantages-and-disadvantages-of-internal-rate-of-return-irr?msclkid=0ee5c534af6611ec8be0a55624a9350c
https://www-sciencedirect-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S1062976910000037?via%3Dihub
https://www-sciencedirect-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S1062976910000037?via%3Dihub
https://www-sciencedirect-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S1062976910000037?via%3Dihub
https://www-sciencedirect-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S1062976910000037?via%3Dihub
https://www-sciencedirect-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S030142071930978X?via%3Dihub
https://www-sciencedirect-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S030142071930978X?via%3Dihub
https://www-sciencedirect-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S030142071930978X?via%3Dihub
https://www-sciencedirect-com.ez.xjtlu.edu.cn/science/article/pii/S030142071930978X?via%3Dihub

