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Abstract

In the Stock Exchange of Thailand, we examine whether buying stocks that have performed well in
the past and selling those stocks that have performed poorly in the past will generate statistically
significant positive return in the future. The performance of this strategy has been well studied in
different countries by scholars. These studies suggest that past winners tend to outperform past
losers in the future. However, academic research in this direction has been limited in countries
such as Thailand, and to the best of our knowledge, there has been no such study in Thailand after
the financial crisis of 1997. In order to examine the profitability of momentum strategy in Thail-
and market, six portfolios are constructed according to size and past performances of stocks. Re-
turns on portfolios are calculated on monthly basis over the period from 2010 to 2014. We find
that momentum strategy realizes significantly positive return in large size stocks category but not
in small size stocks during this period. Furthermore, the equal weighted average of momentum
profit of both small and large size categories do not provide any indication of overall momentum
profit.
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1. Introduction

One of the major classifications in stocks market is called momentum strategy. Based on this strategy stocks are
classified according to their past performances into past winners and past losers. Momentum in stock market re-
fers to the idea that stocks will keep moving in the same direction. In other word, those stocks with rising in
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price will continue to rise and those stocks with falling in price will continue to fall [1]. According to Asness et
al. [2] recent relative winners outperform recent relative losers, they further state that momentum investors be-
lieve that increase in price of a stock will be followed by additional increase, and decrease in price will be fol-
lowed by additional decrease. It is a simple idea and has spread among investors, and many scholars find that
this strategy works both in small-cap and large-cap, see e.g. [1]-[4]. However, academic research in this direc-
tion has been limited in countries such as Thailand, and to the best of our knowledge, there has been no such
study in Thailand after the financial crisis of 1997.

The purpose of this study is to take a closer look at the performance of stocks based on the aforementioned
classification in the Stock Exchange of Thailand after the 1997 crisis. The significance of this study stems from
the fact that Thailand is an open market and has been encouraging foreign investments as one of the means to
enhance employment and promote economic development, technology transfer and the main equity market in
Thailand. The Stock Exchange of Thailand is a crucial channel for foreign investment inflow into the country.
Chui and Wei [5] contended that the equity market size in Thailand increased from $1.72 billion in 1984 to
$133.66 billion in 1993, an increase of over 77 times within a decade. The main contribution of this paper is for
size category in the context of the equity market in Thailand. Almost all previous studies have focused solely on
large stocks or indices. This paper extends the scope beyond large stocks and indices by including small and tiny
stocks as well. Further, since there is a distinct absence of detailed academic research on momentum strategy in
the Stock Exchange of Thailand after the crisis, this paper also contributes to the extension of existing literature
of the study. This research is also of significance for those researchers who would like to compare the perfor-
mance of this strategy in different countries and markets. The rest of the paper is structured as follow: in Section
2 of the paper, an exploration is made into the most recent academic literature in different markets; Section 3
contains the data analysis; research design and methodology which are used to carry out the study are presented
in the fourth Section of the paper; while the fifth Section presents the findings of the study and conclusions are
made in the sixth Section.

2. Literature Review
2.1. Momentum in US Market

The strategies in which investors buy those stocks that have generated high returns compare to other stock in the
market in recent past and sell those stocks that have generated lower returns compare to other stocks in the mar-
ket in recent past, gain significant positive return over the next 3 to 12 months [1]. Jegadeesh and Titman [1]
analyze the momentum strategy over 3 to 12 months horizon in NYSE and AMEX over the period of 1965 to
1989 and they conclude that buy past winner and sell past loser generate significant abnormal return. Further,
they contend that choosing those stocks that have generated higher return relative to other stocks based on past 6
months cumulative return and hold them for the next 6 month, generates 12.01% on average per year.

Some scholars extend the context of the study and investigate the momentum strategy in different class of
stock, i.e. based on market capitalization or based on B/M ratio. In this direction Daniel and Titman [6] contend
that momentum strategy is higher when they apply for growth stocks compare to value stocks in US market. The
result of their study reports that the profit on momentum strategy is close to zero when they applied for value
stocks in US.

Hong et al. [7] investigate momentum in US market in NYSE, AMEX, and NASDAQ in respect to market
capitalization over the period of 1980 to 1996. They examine the momentum strategy across different firm size
by sorting firms from 1 to 10, 1 for smallest and 10 for largest, they find that in those stocks with very small
market capitalization ($7 million), momentum strategy realized negative return and by moving to the second
size class that is those stocks with $45 million market capitalization on average, momentum strategy generates
significantly positive return, and for stocks with very high market capitalization the momentum profit tend to
decrease nearly to zero.

2.2. Momentum in International Market

There are countless studies that have been done on momentum strategy in international market the same as in
US market; Rouwenhorst [8] investigates the existence of momentum profit in European countries over the pe-
riod of 1985 to 1995. Rouwenhorst [8] finds that those portfolios that are composed of past winners generate on
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average | percent per month higher return than those portfolios that are composed of past losers. He further con-
cludes that the momentum profit exists in all those countries under the study and it is positive for small stocks as
well as large stocks, however, it is larger in those stocks in small size category. More focus on Asian countries,
Chui et al. [9] examine the existence on momentum profit in Asian countries over the period of 1986 to 2000.
They find that the momentum profit disappears after crisis of 1997 and only half of the countries in the sample
generate positive momentum profit after crisis. More specific, they contend that in Thailand the momentum re-
turn is positive before crisis but it is weak and not significant after crisis. Some scholars extend the context of
the study by investigating more countries, Griffin et al. [4] examine momentum strategy in an international set-
ting consist of 40 countries from 1975 to 1995. They find that momentum profits are not just the result of short
positions in stock with low past return, but also taking long positions in stock with high past return generate
higher average return than market indices in long-run. They argue that momentum strategy earn large profit in
variety of markets.

Chui et al. [10] also examine momentum in an international context but from different perspective. They
argue that within those countries and cultures that value individualism, momentum strategy tend to be strong-
er and this explains the reason for absence of momentum profit in Japan which ranked low in individualism.
Further, they find that there is no momentum profit in four countries namely; Turkey, Japan, Korea, and Tai-
wan.

Fama and French [3] also study momentum in international stock returns in four regions and they find that
momentum strategy works fine everywhere except for Japan, and spreads in average momentum return decreas-
es from smaller to bigger stocks. In other word WML (winner minus loser) return except for Japan are larger for
small stocks. They further state that average WML monthly return for small stocks is 0.82% and for large stocks
is 0.41%.

Asness ef al. [2] study the value and momentum in international context (US, UK, Europe, and Japan) for
different period, 1974 to 2008 for US, 1984 to 2008 for UK, 1988 to 2008 for Continental Europe, and 1985 to
2008 for Japan. They conclude that combined value and momentum generate positive expected return in variety
of markets and different asset classes but the momentum in Japan is much weaker than it is in other countries.
They further state that the combination of both value and momentum perform even better that either alone which
is not consistent with Daniel and Titman [6] findings who argue that momentum profit is higher for growth
stocks.

3. Data Analysis

In order to study momentum strategy, a 5-year sample period from January 2009 to February 2014 is covered.
However, the first momentum sort absorbs a year of data, so the sample period for momentum strategy is effec-
tively from 2010 to 2014. All data are extracted from Stock Exchange of Thailand database (SET Smart), ac-
cessed from and available with the Business Research Center at the Thammasat University. SET Smart database
contains historical trading prices and indices, listed companies, key statistics information, and information and
news.

Yen et al. [11] argue that some part of the premium maybe due to size effect. In order to eliminate this effect
they use two-dimension sort in constructing of portfolios which is also used by Basu [12] and Fama and French
[3]. In this paper we also use the same method for portfolio formation. Stocks are sorted size and momentum.
Portfolios are constructed at end of each month and then evaluated for the next 12 month on monthly basis. In
construction of portfolios on size-momentum, stocks also need to be ranked on the basis of their past 12 month’s
performance in order to separate past winner and past loser. For a stock to be included in these portfolios, it
should have at least 2 years of trading data. If any stock does not satisfy these conditions, it is eliminated from
the sample. Furthermore, some scholars argue that financial companies have different financial structure so they
remove the financial companies from their sample to prevent bias in the final result of value premium [11].
However, Barber and Lyon [13] compare two samples, one with financial companies and one without financial
companies and they find that the general final result is not affected by adding financial companies into the sam-
ple. In this study financial companies are not excluded from the sample.

4. Methodology

At the end of each month, stocks are sorted based on their market capitalization in descending order. Stocks in
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the top 10% are considered as large stocks and stocks in bottom the 10% are considered as small stocks. After
separating stocks as large stocks and small stocks, in each size category, stocks are ranked based on their past 11
months’ cumulative performance in descending order. In the study of momentum strategy, skipping the month
of sorting is standard [3]. In other word for portfolios formed at the end of month t, the lagged momentum return
is a stock’s cumulative return for t-11 to t-1. Then the top 30% in each class are considered as past winners and
the bottom 30% are considered as past losers. The middle 40% are considered as neutral. This method also leads
to formation of 6 portfolios; SW, SN, SL, BW, BN, and BL. In this case S and B indicate small and large caps,
while, N, and L indicate winner, neutral, and loser, (top 30%, middle 40%, and bottom 30%), respectively and is
similar to the method used by Fama and French [3]. After forming portfolios at the end of each month, portfolios
are then evaluated on monthly basis using continuously compounded method and Sharpe ratio for the next 12
months starting from the month following the formation of the portfolio. After calculation of monthly returns on
each of these portfolios, WML (Winner minus loser) is calculated for each size class, and the overall WML is
the equal weight of WMLy and WML, . Formulas can be written as follow:

WMLy =SW-SL @)
WML, =BW-BL )
WML = Equal weight of WML and WML, 3)

where, S and B denote small and large, respectively; W stands for winners and L stands for losers.

According to Fama and French [14] stocks in a portfolio can be weighted in two ways; equal-weighted and
value-weighted. Chui et al. [9] use the value-weighted method in their study of Asian market with the rationale
that small stocks are less liquid in Asian market. Ding et al. [15] also use the value-weighted method and argue
that it is logical that stocks with big market capitalization should have a bigger share in a portfolios’ return. In
this study, following Fama and French [3] we use the value-weighted method and accordingly stocks are
weighted in each portfolio based on their market capitalization.

4.1. Risk-Adjusted Returns

According to Yen et al. [11] stocks and portfolios should be evaluated both in terms of total return and risk ad-
justed return. In this study we use the Sharpe ratio for measuring the portfolios performances per unit of risk.
Sharpe ratio is calculated for each portfolio formed based on size-momentum namely; SW, SL, BW, and BL.
The Sharpe ratio formula can be written as follow:

R -7,

P

~

Sharpe ratio = 4

O

where, R , s the average return of the portfolio for a certain period of time which is monthly return in this
study; 7, isrisk free rate within the same period of time; and o, is the standard deviation of the portfolio.

The chances that governments default on an obligation denominated in its own currency are almost zero so
Treasury bill and government bond are totally risk free rate [16]. In this study, Thailand government Bond 10
years is used as risk free rate.

5. Findings and Discussion

Table 1 summarizes the performance of the 4 portfolios formed on the basis of size-momentum namely; SW,
SL, BW, and BL over the period of 2010 to 2013. The result in panel A indicate that, over the period between
2010 and 2013 there is a statistically negative difference between average monthly return of small-winners stock
portfolios and small-losers stock portfolios ( WMLy ). Based on this result we can conclude that there is a nega-
tive momentum profit in small size category. Although, small-winners stock portfolios provide higher average
monthly return in comparison to small-losers stock portfolios in 14 of the 39 months of portfolios formation,
none of these are statistically significant. Overall, the result demonstrates that small-loser stock portfolios gen-
erate higher average monthly return than the small-winner stock portfolios. The average monthly of momentum
profit in small stocks category is —1.37 percent with the t-value of —1.897. In term of risk-adjusted return as well,
small-winners portfolios do not outperform small-losers portfolios. Small-winners portfolios have higher average
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Table 1. Summary statistics for portfolios on size-momentum; December 2009-February 2014, 39 months. (a) Small stocks
portfolios; (b) Big stocks portfolios; (¢) Winners versus losers. The behaviors of past winners’ portfolios and past losers’ portfolios
are studied in Thailand. At the end of each month starting from December 2009, stocks are sorted based on their market
capitalization in descending order. Those stocks in the top 10% are considered as large stocks and those in bottom 10% considered as
small stocks. In each size class, stocks are then ranked in descending order at the end of month t based on their past t-11 to t-1
performance. Top 30% in each class are considered as past winners and selected to construct size adjusted past winners’ portfolios
and bottom 30% are considered as past losers and selected to form size adjusted past losers’ portfolios. The middle 40% are
considered as neutral. This leads to formation of 6 portfolios namely; SW, SN, SL, BW, BN, and BL, where S and B stand for small
and large and W, N, L stand for winner, neutral, and loser (top 30%, middle 40%, and bottom 30%), respectively. All portfolios are
value-weighted. After formation, portfolios are evaluated based on value weighted monthly return for the next 12 months. Winner
minus losers (WML) in small size category is WML, =SW —SL and in large size category is WML, = BW —BL, and the overall

WML is the equal weight average of WML, and WML, . Portfolios average monthly returns, standard deviation of the portfolios

which is the standard deviation of the portfolios returns, and Sharpe ratio that is used for calculation of the risk adjusted return of the
portfolios are reported. The risk free that is used in this study is the 10-year government bond. The t-statistics are given in parenthesis
and indicates that it is significant at 10%; indicates it is significant at 5%; and indicates it is significant at 1%.

(a)
Panel A: Small winners portfolios versus small losers portfolios
SWS.D SW Sharpe SLS.D SL Sharpe Difference in

Difference in Sharpe ratio of

T SWE)  ~04)  ratio (x100) S (9)  ratio (x100)  S.D (%) LALE (6 SW and SL (x100)

1 390 860 042 226 782 0.25 0.78 1.64 (0.41) 0.17 (0342)

2 179 749 0.20 159 9.20 0.14 e 021 (0.057) 0.06 (0.142)

3 403 1259 030 453 1022 041 238 050 (-0.116)  —0.12 (-0.3028)
4 728 1249 0.56 510 9.56 0.50 2.93 218 (0.435) 0.06 (0.1248)
5 562 1011 0.53 537 1024 0.50 ~0.12 0.25 (0.059) 0.03 (0.0744)
6 361 762 0.43 623 925 0.64 163 262 (0719 021 (~0.4875)
7 219 677 0.28 772 1140 065 463 554 (<153 —037 (-0.9872)
8 249 7.06 031 717 1310 052 ~6.05 468 (-1183) 021 (-0.5631)
9 019 596  -002 312 158 0.8 —9.87 292 (-0684)  -020 (-0.5115)
10 121 623 0.14 314 1680 017 1057 193 (039)  —0.02 (-0.0599)
1 054 664 0.03 096 936 0.07 2m 042 (0.129) 003 (-0.0871)
12 109 76l 0.10 210 928 0.19 167 102 (-0294)  —0.09 (-0.2234)
13 068 668 0.06 092 991 0.06 324 024 (-0077) 001 (~0.01729)
14 149 601 020 270 1294 0.9 692 122 (0318) 001 (0.0288)
s 089  7.34 0.08 189 1220 0.13 486 100 (-0265) 005 (~0.1299)
16 075 7.20 006 012 1323 —0.03 —6.04 0.87 (0.229) 0.09 (0.2527)
17 029 705 000  -140 919  -0.19 214 1.70 (0.483) 0.18 (0.4367)
18 081 867 006 094 866  —0.14 0.01 175 (0.467) 0.20 (0.4666)
19 120 883 010 091 946  —0.13 ~0.63 211 (0.558) 0.23 (0.5582)
20 173 789 018 076 1020  —0.10 231 2.49 (0.634) 0.29 (0.6601)
21 25 7.94 028 016 857  —0.05 -0.63 2.68 (0.743) 0.33 (0.7619)
£y 315 370 077 264 687 0.34 317 0.51 (0.209) 0.43 (0.9146)
23 664 569 L1 307 868 0.32 298 3.56 (1.05) 0.79 (1.6688)""
2% 600 400 142 615 845 0.69 445 015 (-0.049) 073 (1.512)

25 773 549 1.35 941 955 0.95 ~4.06 168 (-0431) 040 (0.7979)
2 682 594 L0 1183 1139 1.0 545 502 (-0943) 008 0.1527)
27 573 614 088 1417 1135 122 522 844 (-1.65) 034 (-0.6383)
28 867 840 100 1538 1330  LI3 490 672 (-1278) 014 (~0.2815)
29 605  7.52 077 1452 1377 1.03 ~6.25 847 (1837 027 (~0.7029)
30 598 801 071 1461 1096 131 295 863 (2229 —0.60 (-1.604)"
31 447 1277 0.33 913 1624 0.4 348 466 (-0812) 022 (~0.5658)
2 247 1024 021 641 1689 036 ~6.65 394 (-0705) 0.1 (-0.3842)
33 528 1406 0.35 475 1801 025 -3.95 0.53 (0.078) 0.11 (0.2555)
34 463 1145 0.38 577 1677 033 532 114 (-0.19) 0.05 (0.1242)
35 456 1247 0.34 712 1783 038 535 255 (-0404) 004 (-0.101)
36 503 1596 030 218 1439 0.3 1.57 2.86 (0.443) 0.17 0.3911)
37 200 1324 0.13 344 1236 025 0.88 144 (0265) 0.3 (-0.294)
38 029 1251 0.00 123 788 0.12 463 095 (-0225) 012 (~0.286)
39 060  11.59 0.02 154 7.64 0.16 3.94 094  (-0228)  —0.13 (-0.321)

Average 1 -39 3.329 8.61 0.40 4.78 11.6 0.37 —2.89 -1.37 (-1.897)" 0.03 (0.359)
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(W)
Panel B: Big winner portfolios versus big losers portfolios
T by e mtooiy PO T0o mioaty | spee WML 0 P o0
1 3.69 531 0.64 1.85 4.54 0.34 0.78 1.85 (0.918) 0.30 (0.7294)
2 321 617 0.47 1.82 3.75 0.41 2.42 1.39 (0.671) 0.06 (0.1598)
3 3.55  6.24 0.52 2.18 4.19 0.45 2.05 137 (0.632) 0.07 (0.1756)
4 267 534 0.45 2.00 3.49 0.49 1.85 0.67 (0.358) —0.04 (-0.1042)
5 329 583 0.51 2.68 2.72 0.88 3.11 0.61 (0.324) -0.36 (-0.8851)
6 322 567 0.52 2.76 2.97 0.83 2.70 0.46 (0.249) -0.31 (-0.7602)
7 219 574 0.33 2.25 3.32 0.59 2.42 —0.06 (-0.031) -0.26 (-0.63)
8 179 534 0.28 2.48 3.75 0.58 1.60 —0.69 (—0.364) -0.30 (-0.7353)
9 021  5.18 -0.02 1.81 4.46 0.34 0.72 -1.60 (-0.813) -0.36 (-0.8747)
10 -1.05  6.79 -0.20 0.25 6.44 -0.01 0.35 -1.30 (-0.506) -0.19 (~0.4936)
11 077  1.54 -0.14 0.77 7.14 0.06 0.39 -1.54 (-0.547) -0.21 (-0.5431)
12 -027  7.08 -0.08 0.75 6.07 0.07 1.02 -1.02 (-0.387) -0.15 (-0.3878)
13 028 793 -0.07 0.95 6.10 0.11 1.83 -1.23 (-0.433) —0.18 (-0.4501)
14 132 672 0.15 2.33 5.41 0.37 1.30 -1.01 (-0.42) -0.22 (-0.5658)
15 227 687 0.29 291 5.22 0.50 1.64 —0.64 (-0.26) -0.21 (-0.5291)
16 200  7.16 0.24 3.45 451 0.70 2.66 —1.45 (-0.596) —0.46 (~1.1306)
17 125 770 0.12 1.60 5.30 0.25 2.40 -0.35 (=0.129) -0.12 (-0.2999)
18 087 777 0.07 1.34 5.71 0.18 2.06 —0.46 (=0.171) -0.11 (-0.2712)
19 191 732 0.22 2.99 4.89 0.55 2.43 -1.08 (-0.435) -0.33 (-0.8234)
20 0.06  8.50 -0.03 0.64 6.67 0.05 1.83 -0.57 (-0.182) —0.08 (=0.1901)
21 152 671 0.18 1.32 5.90 0.17 0.81 0.20 (0.078) 0.01 (0.0219)
22 348 437 0.73 2.45 5.04 0.43 —0.67 1.03 (0.543) 0.30 (0.7481)
23 374 3.88 0.89 1.44 434 0.26 —0.45 231 (1.388)° 0.62 (1.5472)°
24 328 3.66 0.82 1.72 5.36 0.27 -1.71 1.56 (0.827) 0.55 (1.3518)"
25 293 570 0.46 1.59 5.54 0.23 0.16 1.34 (0.583) 0.23 (0.5585)
26 342 3.84 0.81 2.03 5.80 0.30 -1.96 1.39 (0.676) 0.52 (1.251)
27 263 591 0.39 1.30 4.80 0.21 1.12 134 (0.602) 0.19 (0.4496)
28 212 536 0.34 1.17 5.84 0.15 —0.47 0.95 (0.407) 0.19 (0.4579)
29 352 3.03 1.07 0.49 4.08 0.05 -1.05 3.03 (2.049)" 1.02 (2.469)™
30 387 221 1.62 2.29 3.17 0.63 -0.96 1.58 (1.488) 0.99 (2.5452)™
31 3.60  4.18 0.79 0.45 3.41 0.04 0.77 3.16 (2.106)™ 0.75 (1.9038)""
32 316 3.95 0.73 1.13 432 0.19 -0.36 2.04 (1.262) 0.53 (1.3655)"
33 0.81  6.01 0.08 0.18 3.36 -0.03 2.64 0.62 (0.32) 0.12 (0.3003)
34 1.84  5.60 0.27 -0.12 427 -0.10 1.33 1.97 (0.995) 0.37 (0.948)
35 233 6.80 0.30 0.17 3.29 —0.04 3.51 2.15 (1.005) 0.34 (0.853)
36 142 814 0.14 0.05 3.33 -0.08 4.81 137 (0.545) 0.21 (0.534)
37 1.19 876 0.10 048  3.02 -0.26 5.74 1.67 (0.627) 0.36 0.912)
38 -0.01  8.03 —0.04 -135 290 -0.58 513 134 (0.549) 0.53 (1.328)°
39 044 829 -0.09 -1.14 321 —0.45 5.08 0.70 (0.275) 0.36 (0.9066)

Average 1-39 189  6.09 0.35 133 456 0.23 1.5% 0.59 (1.674)" 0.12 (1.842)"
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©
Panel C: Winners versus losers

T WML, , (%) WML (%)

1 —0.21 1.74 (0.729)
2 -1.18 0.80 (0.347)
3 -1.87 0.43 (0.16)
4 1.51 1.43 (0.486)
5 —0.36 0.43 (0.172)
6 -3.08 -1.08 (—0.48)
7 —5.48 —2.80 (-1.141)
8 -3.99 —2.69 (-1.001)
9 -1.32 —2.26 (-0.814)
10 —0.64 -1.62 (—0.488)
11 1.12 —0.98 (-0.357)
12 0.00 -1.02 (-0.365)
13 0.99 —0.73 (-0.279)
14 —0.20 -1.11 (-0.396)
15 -0.36 —-0.82 (-0.283)
16 2.32 —0.29 (-0.106)
17 2.05 0.67 (0.244)
18 2.21 0.64 (0.223)
19 3.19 0.51 (0.182)
20 3.07 0.96 (0.311)
21 2.48 1.44 (0.509)
22 —0.52 0.77 (0.474)
23 1.26 2.93 (1.477)
24 -1.71 0.70 (0.389)
25 -3.02 —0.17 (—0.08)
26 —-6.41 -1.81 (=0.596)
27 -9.78 —3.55 (-1.2)
28 =7.67 —2.88 (—0.947)
29 -11.50 -2.72 (-1.001)
30 —-10.21 -3.52 (—1.643)
31 -7.82 -0.75 (-0.222)
32 -5.97 —0.95 (-0.275)
33 -0.10 0.57 (0.14)
34 -3.11 0.41 (0.108)
35 -4.71 -0.20 (=0.05)
36 1.49 2.11 (0.508)
37 -3.11 0.11 (0.029)
38 -2.29 0.19 (0.061)
39 -1.63 -0.12 (-0.038)

Average 1 - 39 —-0.020 —0.004 (—0.833)
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monthly risk-adjusted return in 19 of the 39 months of portfolios formation, but it is statistically significant only
for two of the 19 months. We conclude therefore that small-winner stock portfolios do not provide higher
risk-adjusted returns than small-loser stock portfolios; the mean difference between the two beings 3 percent
with a t-value of 0.359.

The results in panel B report that there is a statistically positive difference in average monthly returns of
large-winner stock portfolios and large-loser stock portfolios (WML, ) during the period of 2010 to 2013.
Large-winner stock portfolios generate higher average monthly returns than large-loser stock portfolios in 25 of
the 39 months of portfolios formation, out of which only three months are statistically significant. The analysis
indicates that large-winner stock portfolios outperformed large-loser stock portfolios. The average monthly of
momentum profit in large size category is 0.59 percent with a t-value of 1.674. Furthermore, the results indicate
that there is also statistically positive difference in average monthly risk-adjusted returns between large-winner
stock portfolios and large-loser stock portfolios during the period of the study. Large-winner stock portfolios
generate higher average monthly risk-adjusted return in comparison to large-loser stock portfolios in 22 of the
39 months of portfolios formation, but the difference is statistically significant in only 7 of the 22 months. This
result leads us to conclude that the large-winner stock portfolios gain higher average monthly risk-adjusted re-
turns than large-losers stock portfolios with a mean difference of 12 percent and t-value of 1.842.

Panel C summarizes the overall momentum profit (WML) which is the equal weight of momentum profit in
small size category and large size category. The results indicate that there is no momentum profit in Thailand
during the period of 2010 to 2013. Although, a positive average monthly momentum profit is noted in 18 of the
39 months of portfolios formation, the results are statistically significant for only one of the 18 months. On the
whole, the average monthly momentum profit over the period of the study is —0.4 percent with a t-value of
—0.833. This result is consistent with previous studies of momentum strategy in Thailand; Chui et al. [9] inves-
tigate the momentum return in eight Asian countries including Thailand and find that over the period of 1986 to
2000 momentum strategy is profitable and significant in Thailand for the period before crisis of 1997 and but is
weak and not statistically significant in the post crisis years. They further state that after crisis only half of the
countries in their sample generate positive momentum return and find no clear relationship between the perfor-
mance of the strategy before and after the crisis.

6. Conclusion

Our results on momentum strategy confirm that there is statistically significant positive momentum profit in
large size stocks category whereas there is negative momentum profit in small size stocks during the period of
2010 to 2013. Furthermore, the equal weighted average of momentum profit of both small and large size catego-
ries do not provide any indication of overall momentum profit.
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