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1. Introduction

W EH AT B2 L7288 R ICE T80 L8k v b, 2% b
UZ—=URENE NI BGRITE A H DR EMETND. T A Z LFIE, AT T
B SN D2NREKNRT 7~V —ThH Y, FHREZT TR EFITBOTHELOENT
—~D—DOThd. AT, EAVZLIEAELIHT LW 7T ILORRE L E DR M
DRGEEETTS Z & 2B ET 52 BAROKAXNE CHEENED S 2 MR RTEA & A
D T FNBIRWBURZ S E 2 T, AAROKANTS THREMRICAH BICERINAS 28151 5
TENTELHLWEA LA N L VPV ERET D, 2, IRELZHLVE
A ZLBEOY T CTHIBIEZ R T LN TEDLA D=L EHLNITT D,
BARBITIE, AT, BBV - BV 2= OEZFLWNEA X LBEO T 7
FE UTRETD. ARETIHE, ZOFHLRETLIEA X LHEO Y 7T L& [§GR
ERAH L] LS.

PERRERA X LDT AT TIEIRD X 5 725 2 51025 & T 5. Tversky and Kahneman
(1974)1%, BHEZR B 2 B LT 27D SN D B 2 — Y AT 1 v 7 A0, AHEOH|Wr
WCRRD 2L b3 aREE R R LT, EFIE, $iY) 4—  OREEHE L TEA U F A
ERBY Y= TRZDRETHDIN, B ¥ —> (EMFEHY ¥ —2) CTRmd 5 &
WIHbta—URT 4w I AEFFoTNDHEBZ L2 D3 ZORE, BV 4 — 2V

—UNZERDD EE, BREY 4 —URNRRY ¥ — 2 L0 mWEERITE NI EHE S,
W, B X — BB 2 — 2 X0 BEWEINITRRICFHMi S AL TN D Z &2k b.
COFHMEAMEESNDWIET, BEY Z— LB Z— U OENRKE WEMIT, kY
A—rP@EmLl b LTINS,

AR TIE, HK®%ﬁm%%ﬁ%&Lf,;@%ﬁ%%/&A®%%Lomfﬁ£%ﬁ
ST, ZEOFER, SERREA LV Z LAREWERIZERH DY 2= PNEnZ & a2t L.
DI BRBEPBRI DAL LT, &§%®Lmﬁmﬁﬁ&mﬁﬂ47xﬁﬁ&mo
2 DDA RFE LT R, 58E A 7 AN XFF S5 ARt A B H 20 L, — ki
IREA A LDRIL, XT~—4y MERITERENEL, 3= - AT a3 D5ED
DX I ME ZFFHOZ L DBEATIRTITHE STV 5 (e.g., Cooper et al., 2004; Daniel and
Moskowitz, 2016) . L2 L, $fRE A X LOERIZ, T LAXRT ~—F v MRICTH I
WL, A=)« FTF a0 DX RMEELFRWZ LR nhotc. £, ST
AU BN, THOEBIEC T, —fRINRTEA X MIRT 520 AR—V v —2NE1b
THEVWIHERH D, SHIT, AT A X LAORIL, FHBRAENKE N2 == 20
KEOKRATN G TOHEIEREN & MR LT,

AROEBKZ, LT TRRD 4 1 THDH. £7, $FREA L F L EWI TR Z LB

2 v&“%w&&i, FERAUE LEFTL72ODOEEDOZ L THDH. FIIOMIETIE, MEOY X —BHANLI TV
FETITE SO LWV FARBEINTND.,

3 WJ 12, 10% EF- LT 10% FHELZGEDORIEY Z— 13 —1%THDH0,0% R X — TR LE D Z Lz
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LW T FUVERE LA THD. BRI X — LB ¥ —  O#EIER LIoHFZER
AREBHOTTH Y, MAIEREFETHD LB 2D, HEIE, BAOKX NS Coli
FA UL DOFEOFMENENZ EEFHEBIR LI HTH D, BAROKKHHTIE, —
IR A U 2 AOHPITA DTV, £, AT TG Sz o0 0T A ¥
LNCEAE L7 v 7V OB R B EE TR R W AR RIR S TS, LER-T, BA
DOHRATTIGTEA L LB LR EEZTHZENTEL I 2R LT &
1%, BAROKRKTZICRETIWERICLE > TRERAY v bRBHDH. 0B, AT A
VHE LD, KO =NN—2ATHLHENTH DL LR LA TH D, RHlifREED
RKEWVEHL == TEG a2 SR, Z O = =2 THIERE NS
FVEFIE UL, EERICRGI EE TE D rRENRDH D, Lizn- T, KO =
— A THBRHF LVEA L ZLABEO Y 7TV ERRE L2 LT, ERNARERD KE L
EEZ NS, WEHIL $EREA L Z LORMEZ ST L, $ERRE A 7 LONREDBER L
IRBDANZALER LR TH D, $ERTE A X LOEDN, 72T A X LAOBHE
EIXRFER R, B X — EREY X — U EGERA L CLE D RREIANA T AL - T
BRMENE T D AHEMEZ /R L2 2 LI, $5RT A # DS 2 ER A2 RD D 2 L ICH
LTW5.

RELNE DOAFRORERITIR DY Th 5. 5 2 =TI, BEMEICOWTERR T 5. 2 3
BT, AT A VX ADOERSAR THO D ZDOMOEEIZONTHIT 5. 5 4 2T,
PERAEA A NI R BT v a yORY X — 1 L OBURIZ DWW T ORI OFER %
YL S ETIE, SERRE A U X LORBER & 22 2B AT 5 729D ORGE A MREET
. H6FETIL, $ERTE A VX AORHEEW LN T D10 0BMOHT 21T 9. 5 7 F T,
PERRE A VX DONROENEIZ DNV TEIEMEORFEEZIT Y. F8ETIX, LD LA5H%D
MEZ IR RS,

2. Related literature

WEDY H—2 &y T FNE LIoE A2 DHFEOFIMEE BONCHE LD
Jegadeesh and Titman (1993) CT& v, KERKA T CEIMI L7=. % D%, Rouwenhorst (1998,
19991, KELSOMREEOKKXTILE THLE A X LAENEHSND Z 2R LT
L, BARDOKRAHTSIE, £A 2 DERDEDNTROHRATERAR TS TH L &Ml
S7e (e.g., lihara et al., 2004; Chou et al., 2007; Chui et al., 2010; Fama and French, 2012;
Asness et al., 2013). S E THIEDHER SNV TNDE A U Z DR N, 728 BARDOKEK
TS TIEAENTRODONITONTIE, #Hix eiEim2id 5 (e.g., Chou et al., 2007; Chui et al.,
2010; Asness et al., 2013; Hanauer, 2014).

LT, FAYZ DO T TNt 252 TRT D22 LICE T, K 0ZhERN
WV E— BT 5 2 N TE D AREEICOWTREENMTONTWD., £EO—2H U A
IRERD Y B =N EDNWTEALZ LDV T T NEFHAIT 2 HETHY, RAEE AL



B INEMEHIID. FRAET A X D ERMICHESE L2 DX Gutierrez and Pirinsky (2007) T ¥,
Z D% Blitzetal. QIR EED 2. BAROHKATIL THIERET A V¥ AOFHRIZO
W CRRREAMT T4, Chang et al. (2018) & Blitz et al. (2020)1%, H ARDOERN 1 CTldfaim 7z
AUB BIRITEDNTIT VN, FRETA X LOMRITIEDHTOLZ Ex2WmE L. L
7> L, Iwanaga (2024)1%, Chang et al. (2018) & Blitz et al. (2020)DFX = A > ¥ AOFHAIFTEIZ
IIEFHRRIESE A DY, ELWHIETESEE A X L 2T 5 &, 20 RITHEY
ICAEE TRV EEZRLTWVS.

AAROKEANIGTOAENTHL Z ERMESNTNDI L) —DDFENREA L H LDV
7' J )V Biising et al. (2024)234£%2 L 7= high-to-price (HTP) & price-to-high (PTH) &9
fREE T 5. HTP X, FIESIH Y O FmiE & WE B GR O L OELETEA 4
LD T FNEFHIT S, — 5, PTH I, IEMIFR T RO RAE & e I o s & o
FACRTHMP LA X LDV TS )V Th 5. Biising et al. (2024)i%, ZD DD 7 F )b
DOHIT HTP DR AARDKATTIH TH AR TH D gt #WE L g, Lal, R
FEOMAHE &2 &, BAROKAE T, HTP OB R OG0 ETHExEIEn 2 &
DR EITUND. F 72, Iwanaga et al. (2024)1%, HTP O, RHlINE CIXEZTH 523,
PIEMETIIAERTIER L, EETIERWATREEZ #E LTV 5.

3. Data

AR TI, BARERIGIFNC B3 5 B8N A okt & Lich 72721, AMERIC B
T 284 & ETF/ETN 13500t 40 5 B BRU N2, 1990 4 7 H 236 2022 48 3 A & 43K # ]
& LTS Bk, Hidke, UV E—r R EoifigT —4%, B, REEARR EMBET — 214,
MRSt eRET —4% Y ) 22— a3 > X b ATF L7, Fama and French (1993) @ 3 7 7 7 ¥
— (Fama-French3 7 7 7 % —) OHAWRIU ¥ —> D7 —4% X, KFrench D7 —4%Z 477
— B HEUG LTS

3.1 Measures of Illusion momentum
FRA LS (MOM) 1, At DR St —m+ 1OBFOBEY #— L LTEHRTH.
HARBIZIL, $#HiOREReOmA A DFEA 2 ML, TR TERT .

SRR, EREREERI T OMUC KERGESIS 7, 45 RAEARIs 7T, RGeS, FLRREREs s 5. &k
LRI 3,800 $5H D 5 B 97% MBS EGIEFRIRBIFTIC L3 LT\ b, Fi2, BEGERRGIFTICIE, 18,2 8, ~—X,
Ty Ay, SNEEO FIGXSRH 5.

5 Fama-French3 7 7 7 # —O AR Y ¥ — 2 OF — X & BUGF Al e/ B S8 2 AT I Odh s & Uiz,

¢ http://mba.tuck.dartmouth.edu/pages/faculty/ken.french/data_library.html Z D~—45 v N7 7 7 X2 —D Y X — 0%, K R
BEECHY, AARMICHRET 2 & RERRENAEL 5720, TOPIX Fl4iA Y 4 — CTRH L. HML 7 7 7 ¥ — &
SMB 7y /& —f, nrva—bh - A= 73 VA0V E—0THY, V¥ —URENRKRE WL X ITEFIOHR TS
BROZEPHDRMER & 50, ZOXBIBRMTHL B bNDT-D, TOEEFH LI

7 Jegadeesh and Titman (1993)I%, A U X LADT 7 F )V, EHIT 1 W HEZROWEEHFOREY ¥ — 2 TERL TWHD,
AR CTIRELT 1 A ZBRODTW R, 225, B 1 A ZBRWZHBCER LIS A bRBEORRIZR D Z L 2R L
TV 5. FE#IE Appendix DFE A4 & TR,



m
MOM;; , = 100 lﬂ(l +Tirmje1) — 1] (D

j=1

T IT, g, ERIORFtDOARY = ThD.

B Z—yr (SUM) 1%, BREt O St —m+ 1OWBOARY) ¥ —o 283 L2
Z— b LTERT S, BARMICIE, 8RO StOmb HDOBRY #— 3, TR TER
5.

m
SUM; ¢ = 1002 Titojt1 (2
j=1
PERRE A X N (IMOM) 1F, EAV X AL Ljfﬁ% L7I-BEY Z— LB 22—
DFEL L TERT D, HURMIZIE, $8BNiORRtOmMA A OFFAE A v % A1, T TER
5.
IMOM; ¢ 1y = MOM; ¢y — SUM; ¢ 3)
AFGTIE, BAOKK AT %2 50T E A v ¥ BRFR%E 0 L2 54 THF%E (e.g., Chang et
al., 2018; Iwanaga, 2024) (272 5\, 60 H L 120 H OSSET A v X L ESHxtg L4 5.

3.2 Control variables

AR THWD 22> b — VB OV Tt 9" % . Fama and French (1992)(272 5\, 2
60 HIEIO AW Y % — > Z W TEBISN DO~ —72 > hX—% (BETA) ZHE L7-. B3
M (LNME) (X, RHlifRgE (—HR& 720 O & BT HE AR OFE) OB KRxHE L
TEHAE L7z, @it (LNBM) 1%, BREEARZ Rl CTHI > 72 b O 0 B L
L CTHEH L7z Amihud 2002)I272 B, HEPREBFHIEAL S 72 0 B ki U 2 — > D H [#]
I E U CHEREME (ILLIQ) & B! L7=. Jegadeesh (1990)Z 72 5\, 48H U /X—4 /L

(REV) 1%, AiiH U & —2 & LTiEF LTz, Idiosyncratic Volatility (IVOL) I, Ang et al.
(2006, 2009) & [AIA£IC, 30RO AR Y & — > OEMIEZ VTR L7-2. Biising et al.
(2024)IZ72 5\, high-to-price (HTP) & price-to-high (PTH) % FRTEFR L72°

High; ;15 +_
HTP,, = log< INit-12¢ 1) 4
Pt 1z
P q )
PTH;, = log | —2=2 )
bt g <nghi,t—12,t—1

Z 2T, P 3B ORIt DKAE, Highy o1z, 1 FEINI DOREE — 120> HIREE — 120 ]
DEETH 5.

8 Fama-French3 7 7 7 % — &AL & Lic IR aHroskzE ) 2 — iSRRI L7z,
® PTH %, George and Hwang (2004)?® 52 weeks high & [FIEROIFIETH 5.
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3.3 Summary statistics

F1DPanel AlL, FRDOZER D7 02t 7> a ViR EORRIIFEH 2R L TN5. 6
71 H OEERE A 2 5 (IMOM6M) DO FEEIfEIZ0.06 TH Y, 1ZFEr THDH. ZiuL, 64 A
DE A H L (MOMOM) O FHIE32155, 67 ADRF1Y % —> (SUM6M) O F-HJfE3.15
THEINDTZDTHDH. FERIZ, 127 H OF5REE A % 5 (IMOMI2M) O —
0.10CHDHDIE, 12 HDF AL X L (MOMI2ZM) DO HE6.4673, 1277 A DR Y #—2

(SUMI2M) O FHEIE6.SS THEA SN D T2 HTH H. IMOMOMD E E134.67, REIX261.77
ThbH. £72, IMOMIZMODEET6.03, REIF241.65TdH 5. IMOM6M £ IMOMI2MD 7 12
AT va UHARITIER S TR R D L9 ThD.

F1DPanel B, FEKB D7 0 2+¥ 7 o a UFBREORRYEHEZ R LTV 5.
IMOM6MI%, MOM6M & DFHBARELA30.21 Cd 5 — 75T, SUMOM & OFHEIFRELIL —0.06 T
%. F7z, IMOMI2MIZ, MOMI2M & DAHRBAFR%LA30.28 Td> 5 — 77 T, SUMI2M & D AH AR %L
IX—007THD. ZOLIITEHEBREA LA LN, TA LK LEEOMBEEZFE>—FT, B0
V= EITEOMBEERFOZ LI, $E5REA LV H LETA A LERTMY X —r DL
LTERLIEZIELEELGL TV, $EAT A X AT, EA VX LEOEOHBBZRD S
N, B 24— EOAOHBBIRE Y iRV X D THDH. IMOMEM & IMOMI2ZMIE, & D
D ZS & OMOMHBERED G < WA, AFETIE, ThoDEBEa s bu— B 5L
L THoMTrc V5.

4. Results

KRETIE, $ERT A X LOMBEEHLNIT D, 7, SERTEA X LDOEN, 7o
A7 va TR X =BT D2 BB TNAMD YU R 7 BRI D i
TITFHHTE W & BT,

4.1 Univariate portfolio-level analysis

ZOHITIE, 1 BESNAR— b7+ ) AOEISHTEIT . KA RICHFGERIGIFTIC E
9 2 285 %, IMOM6M %7213 IMOMI2M (25T 10 A — h 7+ U A 2L,
BH1AHABRE LIeHa D) #—2 25T 5. IMOM6M % 7213 IMOMI2M D & i\
B= b7+ VAL RBIEOR— 7+ VAU X — 2T 2. 72k, AREOSAA—
N7 F UKD BIT DY =4 ML, WEMETSH 5.

F21L, A= N7+ DA OFEREZRL TS, R — 74 VADEY X —>
IZ, IMOM6M 73 =izl d & HEFHIC =\ . IMOMOM 23 HARVY 1 /32 TlE—0.17%, b &
W10 I TIE 1.22%TH 5. 10 AL E 1 D U #— 2 701%,1.39% (tfl 4.78) THDH. =
TS5 Fama-French 3 7 7 7 X —D7 V7 714,1.42% (& 4.99) TH5D. \WIh
DY H—2FELHEHMICHEETH S, IMOMIZM IZE L TH, IIEFREEORERTH D. 10 4y
L& 1D ) 2 — 780, 0.82% (tfE 2.84) TH Y, ZhIIxHii7 % Fama-French D 3 7



7B —DT VT 71%,088% (tE 3.16) THD. K 11%,IMOM6M & IMOMI2M (Z3-5<
nyZyva—h e R—brT7xVAORBE) ¥ —2 (10 90 e 1 LoV Z—2 %) OB
ZR LTV D. 1990 FERE - F TIIARLERMEB L 2> TWD A, TOMOHIFTIE, B
HIE LSO OHR L7 > TnD. LLEDD, $5RTA U Z LORBREW 10 O E
B, b/ SW IO ETE n 7Y a— b - R— F 7% U AL, BHICRENIC
LI O A ERY A= 2 b b T L AMRT D2 LN TE

30, SERREA X LTY — ML — N7 4+ U A O Z 7~ LT 5. Panel A
® IMOM6M T Y — bk L= A DM i I OW TR %, IMOM6M 23 S i\ 10 2970
MOMG6M (% 24.24 L FsslZimvy. — 5T, IMOMOM 238 H K 1 437200 MOM6M 1% 5.71 C
HY, “FBIZTE. & 1D Panel B TlX, IMOM6M & MOM6M D7 1t At 7 o a > OFHEY
RN T & DR S L7273, BRI OBR TIEn L 5 Th 5. IMOM6M 1L, MOM6M
& SUM6M D ##ETH 57, MOM6M & SUM6M D7 1 At 7 3 3 > OFIBIREIT 0.95 & &
V. L7243 T, MOM6M 23 W EIF 1T SUMOM & i ME R 235 1, IMOM6OM MK < 72 5 55
ANH D IMOMOM 23 HAKW 1 ALITIEZ D L 9 R#M L& N5 720, MOM6OM 78 — %
HiIZE<L 2o T EEZBNS. 72, IMOM6M 23 H KU 1 437> SUM6EM 78 16.19 &
BbHEW—FT, &&bE 10 0020 MOM6M (X 1036 TH Y, —FHHIZE. %D
® SUM6M 23 W EEHIE, MOM6OM R CTH D LB X H 2 5. TOMOEHKIZE L T,
WAL E, & D WITIRWIERIE OBIRS R oL 5. #l21E, BETA 1%, mis/aohinieE <,
HE DAL AMEVY. — 75T, LNME [E il o5 62 3K <, R D53 2723 E VY. Panel B O
IMOMI2M TY— h LB A DOSHRERICOWTHIZIERBETH S, 2O DORERIL, 7 1
@ Panel B LA THD.

4.2 Bivariate portfolio-level analysis

BERATE A X NI, FEFRENME, U o N—F )L, Idiosyncratic Volatility 72 &, 7 @ A&7 g v
OHARN X —2 2 TUTHL O MONT-EREBEL TV AEERS D, 72,
Biising et al. (2024)2% H KOS CTHLZOENEI THL Z L2 RELZH LW T 7
7 #—"Td% HIP X° PTH & ORMEN S L AR H L. DFE D, $FRE A ¥ AT, .
TR CHRE SN TNWDLE T 7 7 X — L EET DR ELIBA TV LD TIERW N E W) &
WD, ZNSDOMOEREZFREST L7010, AEiTIE 2 B8 Y — &7V, KEiTix
Fama-MacBeth [B[)F 0 HT %217 9 .

IMOM6M & IMOMI2M (2, v —7% v h~_X—% (BETA) , {¥HUE (LNME) , @i
=R (LNBM) , FEHiENME: (ILLIQ) , %5 U /X—4 L (REV) , Idiosyncratic Volatility (IVOL) ,
high-to-price (HTP) , price-to-high (PTH) ZHiAGHOHE T2 EEY — M &1TH. £ 413, &
& 2B — FORERLIEZSOTHS. £T, WIhhoay e —VEHICHES
WCSHIAR— 74+ VAT — 5. WIZ, &2 br—LERD 5 553N T IMOM6M
(IMOMI2M) (ZESWT S iz Y — 9%, 2O IMOM6M (IMOMI12M) D43rR— b



74V ADY X —0F, IMOM6M (IMOMI2M) ([ZIX 62 & R’H 508, a2 ha—LVEKD
VARANFRRBETHD 5 OMOR— 7+ VA EZERLTHEL TSI EIZRD.
IMOM6M & IMOMI2M DOZhRIE, 2 &Y — N THZOF FHERFINL TV S, IMOM6M

(IMOMI2M) 2 b iy 5 e bRV 1 o U #—2 303, 0.71% (0.45%) 776
1.02% (0.70%) O#FPHTH Y, T X THO/r — A THEIHBICAETHS. £7-, %9 5 Fama-
French ® 3 77 7 Z—®DO7 V7 7 bfFHIICHEICIETH Y, EOHPHIX 0.73% (0.50%)
25 1.05% (0.75%) Td 5. LLEND, —oDay o — 2882 EHEl LT HEEHRE A v
A EDMFFENTHDZ 2B THIENTET.

4.3 Stock-level cross-sectional regressions

SR — R 74 U AT, TR Toay ba— VAR ERFICEE TSI N TE R
W Lo T, R F = OBE TIERZFRHC 2 hr—/L LR, st A v
ZLDNENRNVEETHDL0E D DEMHRT D720, ROX D R0 w2t s v
a » PRIENR AT 21T D .

Riti1 = Qpy1 + BesrIMOMip o + Vi1 Xie + €041 (6)

I T, Ry [TEMI DRt + 1OIE Y Z— ) X JTENIORFRtD = b — /L2
BOXT ML THD.

3% 5 1%, Fama and MacBeth (1973)DFEIZ LD 7 v A&7 ¥ a valgiaotr O E# RO
iR FEBE & F D tfEE R LT 5. £, Panel A ZfERT 5. Model 1 1ZN—RAr— 2
ThHY, T A% A (IMOM6M) , ~—7%7 > h_X—% (BETA) , {¥MfE (LNME) ,
AR LR (LNBM) Z @ik LT 0 Th 5. Model 11285 T IMOM6M (25}
T2 EURREIX 0.05 (tH4.30) THY, MAHICHRIZIETHSD. IMOMOM IZL DY % —
Y7173, Fama-French ® 3 7 7 7 Z# — T L CTHHA LW L2 ERTHZ &N T
X 5. Model 2 7>5 Model 6 (%, Model 1 ([ZWFT Dy ba— V8% 1 DA
BINL7ET VLV ThH D, IMOMOM (24 2 [EFAREIE, WTILDET /BN T HHEEHY
ICAEICETH D, I, Model 7 ZERT 5. Model 7 1%, BTDa Ly e — VA%
[FIRFICRBLA A SIS AN TZET L CTH 5. Model 7 (28T IMOM6OM (%195 [BUREREU 0.
03 (tf 4.16) THY, HFHMICAEICIETH S, Panel B T IMOMI2M DOfER Z R 5
L, WTROETATO IMOMIZM (25T 2 EURREUIHGIICA BICETH 5. Bl EM
O, BEOKKY F— o OFG THERZFRFIZa he—/L L2k b, ST A U Z A
DIEDENEETHDLI L E2WRTHENTE .

5. Investigating the mechanism
ZOFETIL, BIE CHRLIMERE AL X DAORPENE 2D A =X LDV T
52 EaRAME LIS 21T 5. BARBIICIE, i/ NOSHREL & G SA T AREL LW D 25



DR & FRRES 2.

5.1 Underreaction hypothesis

Biising et al. (2024)i%, HTP OZENHAOKRXTH CHLHENTHDH Z L2 HMNIT LT,
F£72, HTP OENEZTH D D%, BEFEOEHEDORFIC L 0/ NUSNEL D720 T
HDHAMREMEA R L7210 ZOHITIE, $5RE A X2 AOZNEN, HTP L RERICEEZ OEHE
DRI X D1/ NOGRE THA L TW D ATREVEIZ DWW THRGET 5. REFDOIERED
FRIZ L 2/ NOBRFUE, BEZ O B MR IUZIERVIE &, [FHRICKT 2 KOG 232
, EOHMPMEMEITKBES D DOPES 2D LN TH D, BEZEDOEHE DR
2L D/ NSRS E LW e BIE, $EREA X AL 1 BAKY ¥ — 2 OIEOHBERER
%, HEZOFEHREMENENIZ EM b Z EnTHRIND.

Biising et al. (2024) & Balietal. (2014)% 252 L C, HEFOEE N ORK 2 £ T RELHK
& L C, Information Discreteness (ID) & B AZ TR T 5. ID & RFEHBDEOERINIZ E,
WEFOERZEDRLTWEEZ BN S, ID L, Daetal. (20141272 5> T, TR TEFETS.

IDi¢m = sgn(M OMl-_t_m) X [%negi,t,m - %posi,t,m] ™
Z 2T, %negirm (%posicm) 1%, ERIORESHZIBWTmA AOMICADHRY #— (IE
DAKY #—r) TholeAOEIEEZRT. £72, sgn(MOM;q)IEZMOM,;;,, D55 TH D,
MOM; ;> 0D & X341, MOM;y < 0D & X —1 ZoRT

AR ZRRET 57212, ETEAEOREER TH D ID F T BRI IE SV TEN
ZS5OMNMOR—F 7+ VATV — L, RIZID £ 13RO 5 A0 T TN A SE7a
FERAVELDSHNDR— R 7V AT = T5. K6 ERTILSXSD2ERER—K7
FVADYHZ—2 b ) FZ =R L TIN5,

7 6 DFEREMERT 5. fixh IMOMOM NRE\Wifiz v v 7, b RWiiiz > 2 — i
brarygya—hbeR—r"7xVADY Z—> & Fama-French ®3 7 7 7 X —DO 7 )V 7 7%
ETOID A CHFAMICARBICETH S, IMOMOM (3 nr v a—h « R— b7
UV Z—20%, IDS LD 9 Blg/NDOSMETIE 1.07%, S RKOIETIZ087% THDH. =
DY Z—=2FFT—020% (tE—1.02) T, SEARITHETIZRW. VAZRERDO Y 4 —
IZOWTHAEBEDRERETH S . IMOMOM (2S5 17y a— b « R— K 7 4 U 40 Fama-
French ® 3 7 7 7 2 —O7 )V 7 71X, Hi/NID O 1 5360 Tl 1.11%TH D DIk L, &K ID
D5 HETIX091% TH D, 2DV X —271E—020% (tfE—0.99) T, HrHICAETIX
RN ZAUVD OFERIE, 1 H B /NS A SCRF L 72V IMOMIZM IZBAL Th
[FERDOFERTH 5.

# 7T OFERAHERTSH. IMOMOM 1TSS B VY a—h « R— 74V ADY Z—1
1%, & TORERBSN CHREAICAEZEICIETH 5. IMOMOM (M3 n 7y g — b - K
— R T7FVADY Z—20F, RS S DAL O BE/INDOINLTIE 1.25%, KO TIE

10 Biising et al. (2024)I1%, & A ¥ LR B TREFOER E ORI X 28/NOSBRR TE T 2 WRetkz " LT\ 5.
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091%TdH 5. ZDV Z—r71T—033% (tfE—1.18) T, HAITHETIZZRW. U A7
%OV Z—NZOWVWTHREBEOFERTH D, IMOMOM (LS rr v a—h « R—k
7 # U 4@ Fama-French ® 3 7 7 7 X —DO T )V 7 7%, w/MNRED 1 507 TlX 1.24% Th 5

WZxb L, eRHED 5 L TIE 1.01%TH 5D, 2D Y X —7#15—023% (tfE—0.84) T,
MERICHEE TRV, 26 ORFIE, HHEICHE S /NS RGELE SR L 720,
IMOMI2M (2B L THRBEDFER TH S, LI END, FA X ASHTP ORIFE B0, 6
BT A Z LOMEIT, BER OIS BRE THA U TV D DT TIER W ATREME S R
ST, 7o, $ERE A X LORIT, FHIRERRE VWAL= N—ZATHHHTH L7120
FEHETHILHTE D RetEn & 51

5.2 Cognitive bias hypothesis
AKITBFEY Z— TRl REWF I X — L ORBEEKE L TOEA X L BRI
A= TRHLTCLEI b a—URT 4 v 7 AEHF O LN, BIMAA T AEAEL SH,
PERRE AL X DOMREENCT HHERNTH D EWET H L, BAVNA T ADRREARE
WEEGERREA L H LDORNREDL EEZOND. AFTIX, ZORIEZRINANA T AL
AEMES, ZZTORHNAT AOREIE, BBV ¥ — B fM) ¥ — 2 OTEfER K E
WEERNEEBZ HILD. T2 T, 8BNS T ADOKRE SORBEEHE LT, AT A v
& IO E 2 FIV T, Mﬂﬂ472ﬁﬁ%&&ﬁé
R EBEET D 72012, TR AL T 2AORBELEE TH D AT A & L DOHERHMEIC
HAOWTEINE 5 /\M@zh~ F7 4 U FITY— L, RITEHRTE A Z LOKEKHED 5 43
u@¢f‘%%%a£%x/&A@5\u@f N7V AIZY = 5. £81F, 5X5D
EER—=FNT7xVADY Z— L) Z—075 R LTS, IMOMOM ITHS< ry 7o
a— ke AR—b7F VDY X—>F Fama-French D3 7 7 7 Z—DO T )V 7 71X, $E5AT A
B BDOHEHEN K EWALE EEV. IMOMOM (2RSS ar s ya—h « R—h 7%V
FDY Z— 0, $ERRT A U H L OHKHE 5 5L D 9 BE/NDSAL T 0.06%, Fx KD IT
TIE171%Th D, DY X —r731.65% (t1H5.89) T, MitMIZAETHSH. U A7
%OV Z—NZOWVWTHREBEOFERTH D, IMOMOM (ZHS<rr v a—h « R—k
7 # U A4 @ Fama-French @ 3 7 7 7 Z—DO T V7 71X, $EFAT X U H L OMIHEN /D 1
ST 0.05% TH HDIZKI L, kKD 5 3L TIE 1.78% ThDH. 2DV X —r 7%, 1.72%
(tff 6.21) T, HFHAYICHE T 5. Panel B 2>5H IMOMI2M (IZB L CH[AREDOFERTH D
L EMRTED. LLEORRIT, BAAL T AGREBANTH Y, BEZORBMALT
AL ST, SEREA X LOIREPECDAREMENH D Z EZREL TV D,

6. Further investigation

I, WHIARAEAS K X WEERRE D 7 AV SWEERREL © I 2 2 RAMEW. L72dio T, AT A V2 ANE
W Z 7L, AR E Y g — o n s sy a — MR E ERTE ARl H 5.
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ZDETIE, SERRETA VX LIIHOWTOHMEIRD D722, 5T A X LITHSL<
gy a—h e R—=KrT7FVFDOYZ—EEEIZOWNT OB 5T ORGSR 277,

6.1 Market timing regression analysis

Z OHiTIX, Daniel and Moskowitz (2016)(Z 72 & - 724347 1T 9 . Daniel and Moskowitz (2016)
X, X7 ~—7 > MZBWT, TA VX ALIIESSKR—= 73V FDa— L TIZET
HEMIEEMEICHTHT O b - F v —Da— AT a OWEERD, X
2 LEEIKIEZE D LIS E Y a— T 5L WIAD=ALT, a—)LF 7 g 580 O
HEFOLFRLTWD. KEiTIE, $EREA L Z LN, 295 LIeA T v a VEEEZR OO
ME D MITHOWTHREET 5. BARRIIZIE, Daniel and Moskowitz (2016)I272 6 - T, LD X
9 e Rt DO BRI 21T - 7z

st = @+ ap Igt—1+ BoRme + Bplpt-1Rmt + Borlpe-1lreRme + & (8)
Z I T, ngERERED IMOMOM (IMOMI2M) (283 n> 7 v a—h «AR—h7 4 U AD
UZ =2, ry IRt~ —2ry M) 2= Th D, I 1AL — 10 24 W H DO~ —
o M) E—=U N AT AOKHT | R $ X I =B, I3RSt D 1 » Bo~—4> v R
- /#77X®ﬁpl%m¢5:wwﬁfﬁé
#91%, BB ORREZRL TS, 7, Model 1 Z 29 5. IMOM6M (2B L
ﬂ:t,CAPMN~§7 (b’o) 130.07 (t4E 1.73) ,IMOMI12 [ZB L TiZ 0.01 (tfE0.22) THY,
1IET& %. Daniel and Moskowitz (2016)IZE A # AZHS<n /v a—h « R— k7%
F D CAPM X—Z BNHEHMIICAERBICATHD Z L 2WME L TEY, TOMELITRRS.
Model 2 Z Mz 3 5. IMOM6M (2B L CTix, 7 v~—%4 v FEOT IV T 7 (ay) 1% 0.81 (tfi
291) , X7 ~—4 v MEOBNMAIZR T L7 7 (ag) 1124 (tfH 2.05) TH Y, WFHRHHE
FHICARBICETH 5. IMOMI2M (B L TH, aplIHFGtiIC A E TIEARWD, agldsistm
\ZH EIZIETdH 5. Daniel and Moskowitz (2016)(%, E A > Z AZHES< v 7 va— b « R
— M7 VT OagBFHFHICHEEIZATHY, TAVF LHRIET V~—0 v MEEE R
T, XT~v—7y NEOFHEMRNZ &2 HE L TWDH. — 5T, AFED Model 2 DR
L, $ERRE A X LDFWEN, Th~—r v FEELD X7 ~—F7 v MO HFREW I &
ZoRE LT 5. Model 3 2R3 5. IMOM6M (ZBA L CTix, 7 b~—74 v NEOTHIGRG
FE (By) 120.03 (tfif 0.52) , X7 ~—4 v NEEOBMARTTHRISE (Bg) 1X—0.24 (tfi
—3.22), X7 =—" v FD B OREE EAREOEMA 72 TS5 (Beg) 1% 0.63 (tE 4.38)
T& %. Daniel and Moskowitz (2016)I%, EA X LIS v T va—h « R—7x U F
D P p DIFEATHII WICATHY, a—b - A7 aroiR) DL ) EE2FF> DD
EERIELTNDL —ﬁ, IMOM6M 2B L TiE, X7 ~—4 v b O G EF R oBN

2 Ff, X7 ~—Fy MO KEE EGRHICEA VX LS ey v a— b A= TV FADY ¥ —RE LK
W2 E DA & TV D (e.g., Asem and Tian, 2010; Hanauer, 2014).
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A7 TS I IICABICETH Y, a—L - 47 a O O X o e E % Fi-
RNE D THD. IMOMIZM IZF L THRERDOFERTH D, L ENS, BEAE A 2 LTH
S<uaryva—h e R=bT7x VAL TAUHLOTNE TR, XT~— v L
DTNT 7R LARMNIE, =)L F T a D7) DX RMHEEERRNT &2k
BTDHZENTE .

6.2 Analysis by market condition

AEITIE, ~—47 v FOWREITIS U TH > I % 2 SIXHhiT - & =iz, w7V o8
FRE R H DDORPEIRDINE ) DERRET 5.

Cooper et al. (2004)(%, E A % LOFREVBAFAET 2 D1E, WE 3 FEHO~—r v MY Z—
YT T A (EFRREE) OBEIETTHL L ERL TS, BEIEMO~Y—F v N X
— M~ AFT A (FEIRRE) DA, TA VX ABIBITAEE TRV~ AT ADY X — 1 %
L7667 HOIX I OEIMBILE LY, BERR LB OET A 7 A (REEH L ONZER

im0, RREINRE R IR EHE) 23 A 2 DR OERTH 5 & B X 7= Daniel et
al. (1998) OERLFEGHTHS L LT

Stivers and Sun (2010)/%, 7 B A&7 > 3 TO U X — L DIEHERZE () X —1TF  AR—
Vay) B, BAUVE LR EAOHBEBERNRH L EERE L. HOE, V- T o
ANR—=V a3 UREKBBOETHEETH Y, BRZIBHICIZE A ¥ DRI & &
R LTEWER DT (e.g., Chordia and Shivakumar, 2002 ; Gomes et al., 2003) & A B 72 fE ST
HbHEERLE.

RFNANA T APERBIE LW E T 5 &, SERRE A 2 L OZRIT, BEY #—r LBy
H = DEDOHEHEN KR EVIEE, £ OB L DD PKRE 2D 2 ENHEE
IND. Lo T, $ERE A U 2 LOHKHED~—7 v FMEBENRRE VT E, $ERE
A B BNROENED R ATREMEN B 5

#F101%, ~—%~ v U & —2 (MktState) , U ¥ —> 7 4 A/X—T 3 > (RetDisp) , $fiR
FA Y LOKMRHMEDO TG TFHIE (AbSIMOM) (ZHESWCTEY T VE 2 5L, EhEh
DY TN TEEREA L Z NS a7 ya—h R —=b 73V ADU X — ZFHH
LIz RE2RLTWDE, =—4 v b U Z— 1% Cooper et al. (2004)i272 5\, 7 36 7 H
DY FZ—rERAW UE—F ¢ Z8— g 0, Stivers and Sun (2010) & FIRRIZ AR MR
& BAGREAG LR T 10X 10 12— b L72 100 fHO AR — h 7+ VA DY 2 — 2 FESnT
B LM

TP, ~—Fy F VA= TH I AESEILEESEAIC OV THERT 5. IMOM6M,
IMOMI2M & HiZ~—F v MW FE LY T holRar 7 va—h «R—r7x VA4
DY Z—=UEe. WY IV TIERERICAEER Y #— TR, v—7 v FRT

B 2—lry NI E = 3T TRESAFTAT2 LI, VE =0T 4 A= 3 0 LEEETE A U X AOHSHED HT T
WiEL, 2o AT 7o T24 LT
WO, ZOLICHHLEYZ—0F 4 A= g D 3 0 HSEEE V.
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W LT RH O S DEERRTE A 2 LONERTRN E DD FERIT, £ 9 OONTHER EEANT
HAHS, WIZ, VE— T 4 A= g T U I AESE LSRN THRT 5.
IMOM6M, IMOMI2M & HIZU X — 2 F 4 A= a U IREW o FDna 7y g
— b ARN=bF TV FOY Z =@, WY PV TCIEIFEICAER Y F— L ER D
%, ZOFERIE, Stivers and Sun (2010)3F A > X DHFIZOWNTHT > T2 oW R & 13 R 72 5.
YZ—=0T 4 ANR=Va UREREZBOEITRHRIECHDL LB ET L L, $iREA
LORNFIE, AR EA X L ITRRY, RRBEBIICEIERE N L AR LT
WD FERREA X LAOHKHE DTG EHETY I B LI R 2R+ 5.
IMOM6M, IMOM12M & & [Z8575F A o & K OHaRHE O i EEE A @ o 7 e 5 A
a7 va—heAR—=ET7FVFDOYZ—=2RNE. @Y7 OV Z— 2 ZITFE I

HTho., ZORRIL, $ERE A ¥ LOMIHED TS EAMEL & R T, $ERE A v
H D R DWESHEE R @D E WG L BEEHITH D, FBENSA T ARG & AT T D5 R
THdhb.

6.3 Decomposition of returns

AHi T, Biising et al. (2024)(Z7¢ 5 - C, IMOM6M D #hH: %2 MOM6M DO#hH: & SUM6M D
TR RT D16, $ERRE A U X DX, BV ¥ —V LB X =2 DETH D729, K(6)
ICBWT, SERT A VX LAOHBEBPZEEE L, 2 ba— VEHD R W EERE T L0
Bitr, BT A X U AR D ERREE, ORI D ITHRT 52 N TE S,

Var(MOM; ) Var(SUM;.¢)
Wﬁmomﬂﬁ - mﬁsumﬂ_é )
22T, BimoMes e By g Bsume 61 %> 25 (6) IZF1 T IMOM6M, MOM6M, SUM6M
DF ALK E LI REIFET VORISR TH D, £/, Var()FrueRrervay
DA EWRT D,

IMOM6M D7 1 2t 7 2= U ilxt3 5 MOM6OM & 5N & SUMOM D7 1 Atk 7 3
g VB O HERZ BIRRENEN T & D E T ED, IMOMOM DOZh RT3 5 MOM6M & 5 U
X SUM6M DZEOFEEIZ/RD. £ 1 O Panel A OV 1 2k 7 g VEHERFZEND,
MOM6M & SUM6OM 7 v At 7 ¥ a »oithid, e, $7.76, 1655 ThdH I LMoy
225, LIido T, FEIMIZIEL, MOM6M DEIFRE % 7.76 1%, SUM6M D[alF %%k 2 —6.55
& LR TEEICZR S, B 21%, 3 (9) THMELZ MOM6M & SUM6M D FF 50 12 71
AT X OV IMOMOM [ENREREL D 12 1 A SFEIEOHER 27~ L T\ 5. MOM6OM 72875
AFH L TWAIEAEITIE, SUMOM B~ A F2AFHE L, DL ITH THh 5. MOM6M &
SUM6M D E 6 5N T 7 A% 5 (v A T A% 5) 500, FERIZ K-> TEEL T 5. fi

31M0Mt+1_6 =

5 S DENREHNCEE TIERVWDIL, 36 PHD~—4 7y ) Z—2ZHNTWAT=HTHY, F£9 LIERRIC
28 HADO~—4ry NIV E =V AWD EMY T ADY X — EIHFHIICHER TH 5.
16 IMOMI2M OZhR G FIRRIC 25 Z LN TE .
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ZAE, 1990 FAAEE TlE, SUMOM N7 T A5 L, MOM6M 3~ A F A%5 LT\ 5 708,
1990 A% 1%, MOM6M N7 T ZA755-L, SUMOM 3~ A T A% 5 LT\ 5. ZORERIL,
MOM6M & SUM6M DOZWRINT T A b <A F A&V KT CHFGEDOFFHRE{ L TW
% Z & Oz, IMOM6M @O MOM6M (& 5\ %, SUM6M) (ZkfT 5 7 AR — ¥ — )3k
WX > TEMLL T D AMREMEZ RIB LT 5.

6.4 Time varying in momentum exposures

Z OHiITIE, IMOM6M O MOM6OM (2% 5 =7 AR — ¥ —BIERG| TEB) L T\ 5 A[
REPEIC OV CHERR T B 1.

3%, IMOM6M DAL — k7 4 U 4D 10 530 BT 5 86D MOM6M O F-HIfE )
5 1 BT DD MOMOM O YEEEZ BV (FEA U H LTI AR—T v —) O
12 7 A VPEOHRBEZ R L TWD, £, ~—F vy NI X —r 0 12 7 HFEE LT
WD, EAUH LTI AR—T v —1X, KRINZEB L TEBY, ZONDORERTIE~A X
EROoTND, ZOFAVF LTI ARV —E, ~—F v M) Z—rOE)x LEs) L
THBELTWDL L Thd. BEMICIE, ~—7 Y NI Z—URE0ne X, EAVZ LT
JAR—=T =@, WOL XL THDH. TA X LHHRIE, XT~—F7 v NEIZER)
PERERNZ EBHE SN TS (e.g., Cooper et al., 2004; Daniel and Moskowitz, 2016) .
IMOM6M %, X7 ~—4 v MFZEA L X LT AR=V ¥y —RNAICRDZET, T4
FHELTWDAREENRS L. EEE, K2 EM3 E2W_THRLE, UTLEETOr—ATY
TIHEDLIDIT TIEROR, TEALVH LTI AR—T v =R~ AT ADE X2, MOMOM MR
TATFELTWD ZLEMRTE D, ZORRIL, $5RTE A 2 LOZROFNIEN T
=y FCTHWI L ZRLTERI LR 10 DFRKE, TEAVH LTI AKR—V v —DEAL
T T 52 LN TEHAREMEA R L TN D.

7. Robustness

ZOETE, B3R =1 7V 400 A X, BAR500HIR, B2 5K,
B DEFHGE, B 5EICBNTY, $5RRE A ¥ LAOEDERICHERIND Z &%
NN

7.1 Portfolio weighting schemes

INET, AR —= N7+ UADWICTBNT, EMEOR— 75 U A ZHiHEE LT
X7, 22T, A= 74 VA ERMEIEOR— R 7+ U AL LT, $hRREA ¥
LDONEREHTH DO E ) M EfERT 5. Appendix DFE Al 1X, £ 2 OHGHTIZTOVTAH
—h 73V AOT =4 FHFXEREMEL L2 O THS. IMOM6M (IMOMI2M) 734t

7 SUMOM IZX}T B =/ AR —T % —H, MOMOM IZXxT 2 =7 AR —V ¥ —LIZIER CHEBE TH S, £/, IMOMI2M
WOWTHRABROFERTH 5.
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BV 10 437 & IMOM6M (IMOMI2M) A3 B AR 1 AL U #— 2213, 1.55% (1.03%)
THY, MAMICERBIZIETHD. £z, ¥fit~3 5 Fama-French ® 3 77 7 X —DT )V 7 7
H,1.65% (1.14%) TH Y, MEAICAEZICIETHS. ULns, Bipb A FHFRTHE
HTHLZ LR T DI ENTEI.

7.2 Subperiods analysis

AHEITI, &Y 7% 3 SOFM (1990 4£4X, 2000 4R, 2010 FERLLRE) 1240 C, ¥
TEY A ROHTEIT 9. Appendix DR A2 ZHERT 5 &, ST A L F AIHE S rn Ty
ga— bR —F7% VA Fama-French ® 3 7 7 7 X —DT7 )7 7%, T XTOEMNRTIET
HY, MAAIAETH D Z L3005, BARRIIZIE, IMOM6M (IMOMI2M) (ZH:5< 1
7Ty a—h e WR—F7%UAD Fama-French ® 3 7 7 7 X —DOT /L7 7%, 3 DOEMNITE
WT, ZREI 2.62% (1.58%) ,1.42% (1.26%) ,0.55% (0.42%) ToH Y, A EIZIE
Thbh. ZORRE, SEREA X LAOREDN, BipH9 T AHMICBWTHEETH D
ZEERLTNS.

7.3 Screen on stock exchange sections

FORRERIGGIFNZIE, 188, 2 88, v~ —X, Yv 2& v 7, %E%B@L%Eﬁﬁi%élg. N
BT, 1 EICB T 28 & 2SN B3 I2E 3 D8RI 70 1 TOlr 21T 5 . Appendix
DR A3 ZHRT DL, $FREA L ZLIESI v T a—F e R— 74V FDY ¥ —
v & FD Fama-French D3 77 7 Z—DOT V7 71, b0V L THIETHY, FHEt
FICAETHDL Z Enbnd. BIRMIZIE, 1 SICET 28640 & 2L SR RT
HEAHIZEBNT, IMOMOM (IMOM12M) (233 v v a—h « R—r 71 U FD4EY
B NIENEN 1.24% (0.71%) ,1.78% (1.24%) TH Y, MAHHUICEBICIETHD. £,
%fJta3 % Fama-French 0 3 7 7 7 X —D T )V 7 7 [T LI 1.29%(0.78%) , 1.79% (1.30%)
ThHY, MAMICHBIZIETH 5. ZORRIT, FERE A Z LORRN, Ripd B

IR T 28NICBNTHHEIETH D Z 2R L TN D.

7.4 Different measurement methods
Z ZTlZ, Jegadeesh and Titman (1993) & [FIERIZ, BT 1 7 H ZHD BRUONZHIR TR Y ¥
— LB X — R U h%%/5b®%%#ﬁﬁfﬁé®#&9ﬁ%%mfé
Appendix DF A4 ZEZRT 5 &, IMOM6M (IMOMI2M) 23 & &V 10 5347 & IMOM6M
(IMOMI2M) 238 HARUN 1 532D U # — 761, 0.93% (0.60%) ToH Y, MitMICHEI
ETHD. 77, %95 Fama-French D 3 77 7 X —DOT /L7 7, 0.97% (0.66%) Th
D, MR HEREIZIETH D, U bEhs, HiE 1 7 HZEY RO ZHIM CHE L 72 85AE 2

182022 4 4 A2, HAGEERBGIFTOHIGXS X, 774 LG, AX 22— KNt 7 a—AHGICERmER S iz, A
DML 2022 43 HE TTH D728, HfiHXo%E vz,
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YHALTRMLTHERETH D Z & 2RI D5 LN TS,

7.5 Diftferent Country

ZZETHE, BROKX NG CONMERER L TE . ZOH T, KEOKATSET
HEFRRT A X LOMEPRENTH LD E S D Z T 5. Datastream 7> > NYSE, AMEX,
NASDAQ (Z EFT 22O AR ¥ —r OF =2 2L, £ 2 LRU XL 5o R—
N7+ U A8 %47 - 7. Appendix DZ AS 1372 OFEFR %7~ LTV %. IMOM6M (IMOM12M)
DB E 10 5307 & IMOM6M (IMOMI2M) 72388 AR 1 732D U & — 721, 1.40% (1.20%)
THY, MAMICERBIZIETHD. £z, ¥fit~d 5 Fama-French ® 3 77 7 X —DT )V 7 7
%,1.46% (1.31%) TH Y, FEHMWICARICIETH 5. UL END, KEOKXTNE THE5RAE
AU LDONRENENTHD L EMRTDHZ LN TEZ

8. Conclusion

AFTIE, $FREA A LEVIERA L Z LNIEE LI LN 7 F VO 2 RRGE L
7o, EORER, SERRT A VX LOMRIT, —IRTE A Z LOMEBNETIE e S
T AAROKEATG THLEWEIERH D Z ERPA LN/ oT-. ZOEBEREA X A
DRNRPENE IR D01%, BY 2 —r 2B #— LEERRLTLE DB AL T AN
JFIRCT&H 5 ATHEMA RIS T, $ERET A L X DO RIT, —fRANRT A L H LOBHEMN
BRATEHRWRT =y NRICEERmED Z &, o, a— L - AT a D520 0
L RME AR VA TRER D D, T, $RETE A X AOBRIL, RHEREN K E W
=R 2R KEOMKHIE TOLAENTHD Z L 2MHRT D LN TE . KREOOHE
RiX, TNETERA X DNROBENEDHR I N2> T BROKATH TERA & L
(BRI L7 BB AR LW E B TV A EREFICE > THICHEIRTH S, £, 8
BREA VA LENIHLWVEREBR LR TN ERL D 5.
UTCABOREEIRARD., KFETIE, EHEOT—XDOT7 XA Z )7 4 ORENS, H
AROBKTTE & KEOMATTHOALE G L LT, $ERETE A V¥ LAOFEOH % R
L7z, ZOMOEOKRKTTH THLEIMER S D OMNE I D EMHRT D Z L NS %O
ELTETOND. F, $5EE A X AOBEIE, BTG Z T TR, EETHCA
By, 25747 AR ERDRLIEETHLHEAT LI ENTEDLEEZLND. X
VSNDEFETHEGFREA L HZ LONERANTHDLONE NI ONWTIRAET 52 & b4
BOMETH 5.
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Table 1: Descriptive statistics

Panel A: Summary Statistics

Mean Median Std.dev. Skewness Kurtosis
IMOM6M 0.06 -0.44 10.33 4.67 261.77
IMOMI12M -0.10 -1.51 21.71 6.03 241.65
MOM6M 3.21 -0.64 28.78 4.36 74.85
MOMI12M 6.46 -0.33 43.85 5.19 98.18
SUM6M 3.15 0.73 26.44 2.25 28.40
SUMI12M 6.55 3.07 36.14 1.87 20.55
BETA 1.02 0.97 0.54 0.81 11.80
LNME 24.23 24.03 1.65 0.53 0.15
LNBM -0.27 -0.17 0.74 -1.08 4.09
ILLIQ 0.43 0.07 1.46 8.30 145.78
REV 0.57 -0.43 11.83 4.54 90.26
IVOL 1.93 1.63 1.30 4.92 72.38
HTP 27.22 21.49 22.59 2.53 12.34
PTH -29.24 -24.41 23.51 -3.18 33.77

Notes: See the next page.
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Table 1 Continued.

Panel B: Correlation Matrix

IMOM6M  IMOMI12M ~ MOM6M MOMI2M SUM6M  SUMI2M  BETA LNME LNBM ILLIQ REV IVOL HTP
IMOM12M 0.50
MOMO6M 0.21 0.14
MOMI12M 0.16 0.28 0.68
SUM6M -0.06 0.00 0.95 0.64
SUMI12M -0.02 -0.07 0.65 0.91 0.68
BETA -0.02 -0.05 0.01 0.01 0.05 0.08
LNME 0.01 0.04 0.11 0.14 0.09 0.10 -0.03
LNBM 0.00 -0.01 -0.22 -0.28 -0.23 -0.30 -0.14 -0.21
ILLIQ 0.00 0.00 -0.09 -0.11 -0.09 -0.11 -0.07 -0.43 0.13
REV 0.03 0.02 0.39 0.27 0.39 0.28 0.00 0.05 -0.11 -0.03
IVOL 0.04 0.02 0.14 0.11 0.17 0.15 0.24 -0.25 -0.17 0.20 0.23
HTP 0.05 0.05 0.27 0.66 0.29 0.71 0.24 -0.07 -0.28 -0.02 -0.02 0.27
PTH 0.00 -0.02 0.42 0.41 0.40 0.39 -0.28 0.28 0.00 -0.13 0.01 -0.34 -0.16

Panel A 1%, ARG THWERD 7 v 2 k® 7 v a OVEE, HifE, FERE, BERBIOREDORRIPEEZRLTWD, T XTOEK
X, A= 7+ VAR (FFat) OHRICHEZ DERIZOWTER SN TN S . IMOM6OM & IMOMI2M (3,6 77 H DEFFRE A L Z L& 125
HOSERTE A U X L FERT 5. MOM6M & MOMI2M (X, 6 H ADEA L HZ LE 12 WA DEA X LEEWT %, SUM6M & SUMI2M (3, 6
DHDOBF) Z— L 12 W HDOBRMY % — 2 %EW%T 5. BETA, LNME, LNBM (%, T, ~—47 v b_X—%, B0 B 2d$k, S
R LL3R D B IRk & Bk 3 5. ILLIQ, REV, IVOL 1%, Z #1241 Amihud (2002) D FEjidEh M, #H U /S—H /1 idiosyncratic volatility % E 7 5.
HTP & PTH (3, Biising et al. (2024)® high-to-price & price-to-high Z &9 %. Panel B 1%, ZHMOH IR Y v 2k 7 ¥ a U HHBRIEORERYIFE
PIEZ R LTV D, T IRIE, 1990 4F 7 H7vD 2022 4F 3 HETTHS.
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Table 2: Quantile portfolio analysis

IMOMO6M IMOM12M
Decile Avg.RET Alpha Avg.RET Alpha
1 (Low) -0.17 -0.41 0.19 -0.07
(-0.34) (-2.78) (0.41) (-0.40)
2 0.28 0.02 0.38 0.11
(0.67) (0.18) (0.93) (0.99)
3 0.33 0.08 0.43 0.17
(0.86) (0.84) (1.18) (1.95)
4 0.38 0.13 0.35 0.10
(1.06) (1.76) (1.03) (1.32)
5 0.41 0.18 0.44 0.21
(1.23) (2.97) (1.38) (4.05)
6 0.45 0.22 0.40 0.16
(1.43) (4.06) (1.27) (2.30)
7 0.53 0.31 0.44 0.21
(1.77) (4.23) (1.38) (2.69)
8 0.62 0.39 0.59 0.36
(1.96) (3.74) (1.76) (3.54)
9 0.84 0.60 0.76 0.53
(2.22) (4.73) (2.02) (4.10)
10 (High) 1.22 1.01 0.99 0.80
(2.64) 4.27) (1.98) (3.61)
High — Low 1.39 1.42 0.82 0.88
(4.78) (4.99) (2.84) (3.16)

AR, ®AGEFIGIPTIC B9 2 2N &,

T XA A (IMOM6M F 721X

IMOMI2M) (ZESWT, 10 AR — 7+ VY — T 5. ZORIE, SO AR— 7
A UAEFH 1 WABRE L2560 AR Y 2 — 2 O fH & Fama-French ® 3 7 7 7 %

—TY R

LT N T 7 2R L TCWD. B OITIX, 10 0L e 1 D) X —2 T 0

7 7 DFEH R LTV Dt fEIE Newey and West (1987)DIEHERR 2 2 F W CRIE L, FEIINIZED

U7z T I 1990 527 A6 202243 HETTH 5.
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Table 3: Portfolio characteristics

Panel A: IMOM6M

IMOM6M MOM6M SUM6M  BETA LNME LNBM ILLIQ REV IVOL HTP PTH
1 (Low) -10.47 5.71 16.19 1.34 23.74 -0.60 0.53 1.54 2.80 44.04 -42.81
2 -3.31 0.36 3.67 1.14 24.27 -0.34 0.40 0.79 2.03 29.45 -31.19
3 -2.02 -0.29 1.73 1.04 24.43 -0.25 0.38 0.56 1.79 25.03 -27.29
4 -1.26 -0.65 0.61 0.96 24.42 -0.18 0.37 0.31 1.65 22.18 -24.90
5 -0.70 -0.78 -0.08 0.90 24.36 -0.14 0.41 0.15 1.57 20.30 -23.42
6 -0.18 -0.60 -0.43 0.86 24.27 -0.12 0.42 0.05 1.52 19.42 -22.63
7 0.41 -0.02 -0.42 0.85 24.23 -0.12 0.43 -0.15 1.53 19.96 -22.82
8 1.25 0.86 -0.40 0.91 24.26 -0.16 0.44 -0.19 1.66 22.65 -25.51
9 2.93 3.26 0.33 1.03 24.28 -0.24 0.42 -0.11 1.90 27.55 -30.62
10 (High) 13.88 24.24 10.36 1.21 24.06 -0.50 0.51 1.85 2.69 42.51 -41.87

Panel B: IMOM12M

IMOMI2M MOMI12M SUMI2M  BETA LNME LNBM ILLIQ REV IVOL HTP PTH
1 (Low) -20.55 6.65 27.20 1.40 23.56 -0.60 0.55 1.35 2.80 46.16 -44.82
2 -7.42 0.17 7.59 1.19 24.14 -0.33 0.43 0.79 2.07 28.18 -30.70
3 -4.81 -0.79 4.02 1.06 24.36 -0.23 0.39 0.48 1.82 23.18 -26.17
4 -3.26 -0.89 2.37 0.97 24.43 -0.17 0.38 0.37 1.69 20.46 -23.58
5 -2.06 -0.64 1.42 0.91 24.39 -0.13 0.39 0.23 1.61 19.05 -22.10
6 -0.95 -0.16 0.79 0.85 24.34 -0.10 0.40 0.10 1.54 18.39 -21.40
7 0.28 1.25 0.98 0.83 2432 -0.11 0.41 0.02 1.53 18.97 -21.60
8 2.02 3.49 1.48 0.86 24.34 -0.15 0.41 0.01 1.62 21.91 -24.53
9 5.56 8.40 2.84 0.98 24.35 -0.23 0.43 0.08 1.85 28.07 -31.06
10 (High) 30.12 46.99 16.87 1.18 24.15 -0.50 0.50 1.44 2.54 48.05 -46.56

B H R, FRGERIGI T B35 5 2860 %, %au/\%)( > & L (IMOM6M % 72 1%
IMOMI2M) 2SN\, 10 iR — v 7+ VA Y — b 5. ZORE, FofiR— L7
4 U A OREAE D FHEEZ 7R LTV 5. IMOM6M & IMOMI2M (X, 6 7 H D§EFAE A & A
E 12 HDORRE A X L EEWRTH. MOM6M & MOMI2M (£,6 T HDE A X L E 12
HHADEA L LEERTSH.SUM6M & SUMI2M iX,6 B H DR Z—> L 12 h A DR
Y ¥ —r%&EWT 5. BETA, LNME, LNBM X, TN, ~—7 v b_X—X  EBHlifagE D
B R, ARG L =R O B /%A B W9 5. ILLIQ, REV, IVOL (%, Z41E 4 Amihud
(2002)DIEFRENNE, ] U 2X—H /1, idiosyncratic volatility & EM:9%. HTP & PTH |3, Biising
et al. (2024)® high-to-price & price-to-high Z LT 5. AT HIRIZ, 1990 4 7 H 5 2022
£ 3 HETTHD.
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Table 4: Bivariate portfolio sorts

Panel A: IMOM6M

Quintile BETA LNME LNBM ILLIQ REV IVOL HTP PTH
1 (Low) 0.05 -0.02 0.15 0.05 0.04 0.07 0.08 0.11
(0.15) (-0.05) 0.41) (0.13) (0.11) 0.19) (0.22) 0.31)
2 0.37 0.42 0.31 0.35 0.43 0.32 0.33 0.38
(1.25) (1.39) (1.02) (1.18) (1.43) (1.05) (1.07) (1.22)
3 0.46 0.43 0.43 0.43 0.50 0.45 0.45 0.51
(1.60) (1.53) (1.58) (1.56) (1.78) (1.57) (1.61) (1.72)
4 0.64 0.61 0.57 0.56 0.63 0.61 0.65 0.66
(2.09) @.11) (2.00) (1.97) (2.18) (2.04) (2.22) 2.21)
5 (High) 0.98 1.00 1.00 1.04 0.84 0.99 0.97 0.82
(2.54) (2.56) (2.53) (2.62) (2.18) (2.61) (2.47) (2.31)
High — Low 0.93 1.02 0.85 0.99 0.80 0.92 0.89 0.71
(5.23) (6.05) (4.88) (5.53) (5.20) (5.66) 4.71) (5.37)
Alpha 0.94 1.05 0.88 1.02 0.82 0.95 0.92 0.73
(5.41) (6.30) (5.14) (5.71) (5.35) (5.90) (4.89) (5.52)
Panel B: IMOM12M
Quintile BETA LNME LNBM ILLIQ REV IVOL HTP PTH
1 (Low) 0.23 0.20 0.39 0.29 0.24 0.29 0.16 0.26
(0.66) (0.53) (1.03) 0.75) (0.64) 0.81) (0.43) 0.72)
2 0.40 0.43 0.36 0.39 0.46 0.40 0.42 0.43
(1.36) (1.42) (1.20) (1.29) (1.54) (1.30) (1.37) (1.36)
3 0.46 0.44 0.40 0.40 0.51 0.45 0.44 0.46
(1.59) (1.60) (1.48) (1.45) (1.82) (1.57) (1.53) (1.53)
4 0.57 0.56 0.48 0.55 0.56 0.50 0.60 0.61
(1.88) (1.97) (1.72) (1.92) (1.94) (1.69) (2.05) (2.05)
5 (High) 0.84 0.84 0.85 0.86 0.71 0.84 0.86 0.72
(2.19) (2.18) (2.20) 2.21) (1.85) (2.23) (2.25) (2.15)
High—Low 0.61 0.64 0.45 0.57 0.47 0.54 0.70 0.46
(3.40) (3.81) (2.59) 3.17) (2.78) (3.24) (3.51) (3.32)
Alpha 0.63 0.69 0.51 0.62 0.50 0.58 0.75 0.51
(3.56) (4.14) (2.91) (3.45) (2.98) (3.48) (3.76) (3.79)
ZORIFT2EEY — ML DHEBREAZ L (IMOM6M % 721X IMOMI2M) (ZHES< 4y

YHRN

fAR—F 7V ADOEA 1 WAMDY Z—> OFEER L Fama-French @ 3 7 7 7 4 —
TURIWELIET VT 7 2R L TC0D, 7, 8ilE =2 b — LV ERITESWT 5 o
WY —DbFL, WIZE L ha—VEKED 5 AN TERE A % L (IMOM6M F 721X
IMOMI2M) (232 T 5 730l Y — 9%, BETA, LNME, LNBM X, Z1LZ4, ~—77 v
=% R EE D B AR, GG EL=E o0 B SRt 5 A %7 4. ILLIQ, REV, IVOL I,
ZHZEH Amihud (2002)DFEFEENE, Y /S—H 1 idiosyncratic volatility % &89 5. HTP
& PTH |, Biising et al. (2024)® high-to-price & price-to-high Z E#9 5. t fEIX Newey and
West (1987) DR HERAZE A -V CRHE L, FESINICEEHR L7, 0T IRIZ 1990 427 A 7> 5 2022
FI3IHETTHS.
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Table 5: Fama-MacBeth regression analysis
Panel A: IMOM6M

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6 Model 7
IMOM6M 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.03
(4.30) (4.38) (4.68) (4.56) (4.20) (3.64) (4.16)
BETA 0.22 0.23 0.10 0.25 0.16 0.16 0.01
(1.01) (1.05) (0.48) (1.22) (0.78) (0.89) (0.07)
LNME 0.01 0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.01 -0.03 -0.02
(0.14) (0.26) (0.30) (-0.46) (0.32) (-0.70) (-0.44)
LNBM 0.36 0.36 0.33 0.33 0.39 0.33 0.29
(3.60) 3.57) (3.20) 3.149) (4.04) (3.48) (3.02)
ILLIQ 0.17 0.21
(1.61) (2.30)
REV -0.04 -0.04
(-5.47) (-4.75)
IVOL -0.16 -0.15
(-3.60) (-3.89)
HTP 0.01 0.01
(2.33) (2.03)
PTH 0.01 0.01
(2.37) (1.35)
Panel B: IMOM12M
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6 Model 7

IMOMI12M 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
3.11) 3.21) (2.99) (3.06) (3.41) (3.21) 3.97)

BETA 0.23 0.24 0.13 0.27 0.19 0.20 0.06
(1.10) (1.14) (0.59) (1.34) (0.93) (1.11) (0.39)

LNME 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.02 0.01 -0.03 -0.02
(0.17) (0.29) (0.35) (-0.46) (0.33) (-0.71) (-0.45)

LNBM 0.38 0.38 0.34 0.34 0.40 0.35 0.29
(3.83) (3.80) (3.36) (3.33) (4.21) (3.67) (3.04)

ILLIQ 0.18 0.21
(1.69) (2.29)

REV -0.04 -0.04
(-5.34) (-4.79)

IVOL -0.16 -0.15
(-3.70) (-3.93)

HTP 0.01 0.01
(2.49) (2.01)

PTH 0.01 0.01
(2.46) (1.43)

t +1 % AH?OAHREEKAY % —21%, Fama and MacBeth (1973)D FiE&2 HW T, 77
fFEOTHERDE Y MIEFIIDS. ZORTIE, EURREOKRRYIFEEIE L Newey and
West (1987)afi# 1% OIEHEL 21T HS < tfHZ /R LTV 5. IMOM6M & IMOMI2M (%, 6 7 H
DEEFRTE A U Z L L 12 1 H DT A X L& EET 5. BETA, LNME, LNBM (X, £
i, =7y b= Refliie g0 B Ak, B MR LR 0 B ARk A BT 5. ILLIQ,
REV,IVOL /%, Z 424 Amihud (2002)D a4, #H#] U /S— 1 idiosyncratic volatility %
EBR9 5. HTP & PTH i, Biising et al. (2024)® high-to-price & price-to-high % BT 5. 047
HIFIE 1990 £ 7 AM 5 2022 423 HETTH 2.
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Table 6: Bivariate sorts controlling for Information Discreteness

Panel A: IMOM6M

ID (Low) ID 2 D3 ID 4 ID (High) High — Low
IMOM 1 (Low) -0.08 0.16 0.02 0.11 0.05 0.13
2 0.38 0.51 0.41 0.30 0.27 -0.12

3 0.48 0.56 0.40 0.37 0.43 -0.05

4 0.60 0.73 0.59 0.50 0.47 -0.14
IMOM 5 (High) 0.99 1.18 1.05 0.98 0.91 -0.07
High — Low 1.07 1.03 1.02 0.86 0.87 0.20
(4.51) (4.55) (5.04) (3.97) (3.66) (-1.02)

Alpha 1.11 1.04 1.05 0.87 0.91 -0.20
(4.76) (4.59) (5.16) (4.06) (3.86) (-0.99)

Panel B: IMOM12M

ID (Low) ID 2 ID 3 ID 4 ID (High) High — Low
IMOM 1 (Low) 0.22 0.32 0.27 0.31 0.24 0.02
2 0.38 0.56 0.39 0.37 0.29 -0.09

3 0.40 0.61 0.45 0.34 0.27 -0.12

4 0.56 0.61 0.51 0.50 0.49 -0.07
IMOM 5 (High) 0.81 1.03 0.86 0.74 0.84 0.02
High — Low 0.60 0.71 0.59 0.43 0.60 0.00
(2.28) (3.15) (3.05) (1.98) (2.37) (0.01)

Alpha 0.64 0.75 0.65 0.46 0.66 0.01
(2.51) (3.35) (3.36) (2.15) (2.61) (0.05)

gL, EFROEHEZRTREEEIESNT 5 iR — b7+ U FIZ Y — 3N,
EOICHEBEROIER L2 RTREELD 5 AN THRE A ¥ A (IMOM6M F7-i%
IMOMO12M) (ZHSNWT 5 iR — h 74+ VAIZY — b &b, HEFOEHEZRTE
#%, Information Discreteness (ID) T 5. 5X5 OKGNAR— 7+ U ADOFHA 1 7 HRBO
VE—VOE, v Z7a—h AR —bs7+ U FOY X — 2 OFH)E L Fama-French @
37704 —=DT N7 7 &l LTS tifllE Newey and West (1987) DR A4 TRl
L, FEIMAICERE L7z, oW I 1990 27 Hr 5 2022 423 AL TTH L.
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Table 7: Bivariate sorts controlling for market capitalization

Panel A: IMOM6M

LNME (Low) LNME 2 LNME 3 LNME 4 LNME (High) High — Low
IMOM 1 (Low) 0.37 -0.01 -0.20 -0.17 -0.07 -0.44
2 1.06 0.41 0.32 0.15 0.18 -0.87
3 0.88 0.56 0.29 0.25 0.15 -0.73
4 1.13 0.61 0.44 0.46 0.39 -0.74
IMOM 5 (High) 1.62 0.98 0.74 0.83 0.84 -0.77
High — Low 1.25 0.99 0.93 1.00 0.91 -0.33
(4.3 (4.90) (4.95) (6.07) 4.91) (-1.18)
Alpha 1.24 1.01 0.95 1.04 1.01 -0.23
4.31) (4.98) (5.10) (6.32) (5.56) (-0.84)

Panel B: IMOM12M
LNME (Low) LNME 2 LNME 3 LNME 4 LNME (High) High — Low
IMOM 1 (Low) 0.65 0.25 -0.01 0.05 0.04 -0.62
2 1.01 0.50 0.26 0.24 0.15 -0.85
3 0.92 0.42 0.31 0.30 0.27 -0.65
4 1.12 0.64 0.37 0.33 0.35 -0.77
IMOM 5 (High) 1.45 0.80 0.68 0.62 0.66 -0.79
High — Low 0.80 0.55 0.69 0.56 0.62 -0.18
(2.79) (2.65) (3.54) 3.11) 3.37) (-0.60)
Alpha 0.81 0.58 0.71 0.62 0.72 -0.10
(2.85) (2.85) (3.68) (3.50) (4.01) (-0.34)

FAIL, EFOEREEFTRELEKICESNT 5 HiR— b7+ U Ay — &R,
SLICKEBEFOFEBEZRTREEED 5 DN THRAE A % A (IMOM6M %721
IMOMOI2M) (ZHASNWT 5 AR — R 7+ VAT Y — h & d. WEFROEHELERTE
B, WiiiagEo B4k (LNME) Tbh 5. 5X5 OFSNR— b7+ UADOFEHA 1 4 HRH
DY E—OWHE, a7 va—h AR — 7V FDOY Z—2DOF-¥IfE L Fama-French
D3I Ty7 7 EZ—OTNT 7 aHE LTS, tEIX Newey and West (1987) DFEAETA A 2 U
CTERHAE L, FEINICEEHE L7, oo WIRIE 1990 4R 7 H 25 2022 4£3 HE TTH 5.
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Table 8: Bivariate sorts controlling for cognitive bias

Panel A: IMOM6M

AbsIMOM(Low) AbsIMOM 2 AbsIMOM 3 AbsIMOM 4  AbsIMOM (High) High — Low

IMOM 1 (Low) 0.36 0.37 0.39 0.32 -0.50 -0.86
2 0.31 0.36 0.40 0.48 0.36 0.05

3 0.27 0.34 0.41 0.55 0.69 0.42

4 0.32 0.53 0.63 0.74 111 0.79
IMOM 5 (High) 0.43 0.47 0.75 0.90 1.21 0.78
High — Low 0.06 0.10 0.36 0.58 1.71 1.65
(0.82) (1.09) (3.10) (4.22) (6.20) (5.89)

Alpha 0.05 0.11 0.37 0.59 1.78 1.72
(0.74) (1.12) (3.17) (4.33) (6.57) (6.21)

Panel B: IMOM12M

AbsIMOM(Low) AbsIMOM 2 AbsIMOM 3 AbsIMOM 4  AbsIMOM (High) High — Low

IMOM 1 (Low) 0.33 0.36 0.42 0.4 -0.04 -0.37
2 0.43 0.41 0.33 0.47 0.50 0.08

3 0.30 0.35 0.41 0.55 0.75 0.45

4 0.37 0.40 0.53 0.62 0.86 0.49
IMOM 5 (High) 0.52 0.58 0.64 0.86 1.01 0.48
High — Low 0.20 0.22 0.22 0.41 1.05 0.86
(2.28) (2.29) (1.82) (2.82) (3.56) (2.99)

Alpha 0.18 0.20 0.22 0.43 113 0.96
(2.25) @2.11) (1.87) (2.90) (3.92) (3.39)

B, BEZROREAAL T A2 RTRELEHIESNT 5 iR — 7+ U A2y —
NS, SHOICEEREZORMANAL T A2 RTREEKD 5 5 UI*J“C?EW\:E% DA
(IMOM6M %721 IMOMOI2M) (ZESWT 5 iR — h 7+ U Aic Yy — b &8s, &&

FEDOFBINAA T A e R TRELEET, ST A 0 F L OHERHE (absIMOM) THDH.5X5D
BNAR— 7+ VADOEH 1 I A F'EEJO) U2 —COFEE, v 7 va—h-R—Fr7x Y
FDVY Z—2DOEYME L Fama-French @ 3 77 7 2 —O7 V7 7 E2HE L TWAH. t fEIT
Newey and West (1987)DFEERR A 2 FIVCTEIR L, FRIMNICEEE Lo, SoAr IR I 1990 4 7
A6 20223 HETTH 5.
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Table 9: Market timing regression analysis

IMOM6M IMOM12M
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

0o 1.38 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.19 0.19
(4.39) (2.91) (2.97) (2.99) (0.68) (0.68)

B 1.24 -0.34 1.33 0.11
(2.05) (-0.78) (2.30) (0.20)

Bo 0.07 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.07 0.07
(1.73) (0.54) (0.52) (0.22) (0.92) (0.92)

Be 0.08 -0.24 0.11 -0.31
(0.82) (-3.22) (-0.67) (-2.47)

Be.r 0.63 0.49
(4.38) (2.27)

ZDOFEIE, $ERT A X A (IMOM6OM F 721X IMOMI2M) (23 nr 7 va—h « R
— 7 VAOARY Z—r%~—0y N X =0 BLOY I —EHcER Lz & & olE
IHfREL & Z Dt fEE R LTS, FHEIMNO t I Newey and West (1987)12 25 < FEHERR 7=
EHOWCHELIZLOTH S, S HIRIE, 1990 47 AMnD 202243 HETTHS.

HARBICIE, LT ORIFOFERZRE L TN 5.

Tse = @+ g~ Ige1 + PoRme + Belpe—1Rme + Berlpt-11r e Rine + &
Z I T, ngdIRERED IMOMOM (IMOMI2M) (IZES< v 7y g —h « R— 7+ VA0
UZ =2, ry IRt D~ —2ry M) 2= ThD. I 1 EREAE — 10 E 24 W H DO~ —
o R E—U N AT ADOKRHT | R $ X I =B, I 3RSt D 1 » Bo~—4> v R
B = INTTADKHI 1 T4 I —EHTH 5.
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Table 10: Market states and long-short returns

Panel A: IMOM6M

MktState RetDisp AbsIMOM
Up Down Low High Low High
mean 1.12 1.69 0.96 1.81 0.97 1.80
(5.08) (3.75) (4.20) (4.31) (4.59) (4.19)
A -0.57 -0.85 -0.83
(-1.13) (-1.78) (-1.73)
Panel B: IMOM12M
MktState RetDisp AbsIMOM
Up Down Low High Low High
mean 0.77 0.88 0.29 1.34 0.22 1.41
(3.04) (1.88) (1.13) (3.07) (0.85) (3.25)
A -0.11 -1.06 -1.19
(-0.21) (-2.09) (-2.36)

ZORIT, BIREIZBIT HEEREE A X A (IMOM6OM 7213 IMOMI2M) (235 < 1>
Jva—h e W= 73V ADY X =D L Z O t HZ#HE LT 5. MktState 1,
W36 HWARO~—ry NV =BT T 207 (Up) &E~vAFADH T

(Down) (ZH > 7% 4 L TWA. RetDisp 1L, VX —2T 4 A= 3 D3 5 HYY
ENETF L TADOAT 4T L0 BN 7L (Low) &7 L (High) 128>
TIVE Ay LTS AbSIMOM 13, $5RETE A 2 X A OKEKHED i EEMEN Y 7D
AT 4T X0 IR T (Low) &E@mWH 270 (High) (2% 7 s 5 LTn
5. A DITIE, 2 2OdRRE (Up,/Down, £721%, Low, High) ®OVU ¥ —> 7L ZD tii% R
LCW5. WL, 1990 427 A5 2022 -3 HETTH 5.
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Figure 1: Transition of long-short portfolio returns based on illusion momentum
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Figure 2: Cross-sectional regression coefficients and contributions
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Figure 3: Momentum exposure and market returns
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Appendix
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Table AS: Quantile portfolio analysis in US equity markets
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Tablel A1: Portfolio weighting schemes

IMOMO6M IMOM12M
Decile Avg.RET Alpha Avg.RET Alpha
1 (Low) -0.27 -0.46 -0.10 -0.32
(-0.58) (-2.46) (-0.23) (-1.53)
2 -0.11 -0.28 -0.01 -0.22
(-0.28) (-2.39) (-0.02) (-1.46)
3 0.06 -0.14 0.07 -0.13
(0.18) (-1.47) (0.22) (-1.05)
4 0.08 -0.13 0.08 -0.14
(0.26) (-1.09) (0.23) (-1.21)
5 0.17 -0.02 0.27 0.08
(0.55) (-0.18) (0.89) (0.99)
6 0.21 0.02 0.24 0.04
(0.71) (0.26) (0.80) (0.34)
7 0.32 0.13 0.33 0.13
(1.22) (1.32) (1.12) (1.10)
8 0.69 0.52 0.45 0.27
(2.38) (4.54) (1.49) (1.89)
9 0.46 0.30 0.69 0.51
(1.35) (1.90) (2.04) (3.85)
10 (High) 1.28 1.19 0.91 0.81
(2.88) (5.21) (2.05) (3.78)
High — Low 1.55 1.65 1.03 1.14
(4.46) (4.55) (3.22) (3.29)

ZORIE, SR — 7 FVAOT oA NHRERHMEINES L, £2 LR COTE1To7

RAERLTVAD.
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Table A2: Subperiods Analysis

IMOM6M IMOMI12M
1990s 2010s 2010s and 2020s 1990s 2010s 2010s and 2020s
Decile Avg RET Alpha Avg RET Alpha Avg.RET Alpha Avg RET Alpha Avg RET Alpha Avg RET Alpha
1 (Low) -1.48 -0.71 -0.37 -0.54 1.01 -0.37 -1.00 -0.24 -0.07 -0.40 1.32 -0.11
(-1.55) (-3.29) (-0.39) (-1.77) (1.94) (-1.83) (-1.13) (-0.81) (-0.07) (-1.19) (2.43) (-0.49)
2 -0.97 -0.32 0.29 -0.03 1.24 0.17 -0.65 0.02 0.23 -0.12 1.29 0.13
(-1.18) (-1.74) (0.36) (-0.15) (2.55) (1.23) (-0.77) (0.08) (0.32) (-0.77) (2.52) (1.09)
3 -0.88 -0.24 0.32 -0.03 1.27 0.29 -0.56 0.06 0.34 -0.11 1.27 0.28
(-1.11) (-1.45) (0.46) (-0.22) (2.94) (2.88) (-0.71) (0.34) (0.53) (-0.78) (2.83) (2.69)
4 -0.64 -0.02 0.37 0.00 1.18 0.30 -0.55 0.08 0.26 -0.17 1.11 0.22
(-0.81) (-0.16) (0.58) (-0.04) (2.93) (3.07) (-0.72) (0.54) (0.47) (-1.38) (2.81) (2.61)
5 -0.57 0.04 0.45 0.06 1.14 0.30 -0.53 0.08 0.56 0.13 1.10 0.27
(-0.80) (0.31) (0.77) (0.60) (2.97) (3.75) (-0.73) (0.83) (1.03) (1.47) (3.00) (3.75)
6 -0.53 0.07 0.52 0.08 1.15 0.38 -0.59 0.06 0.55 0.10 1.04 0.28
(-0.75) (0.47) (0.97) (0.76) (3.25) (5.11) (-0.81) (0.39) (1.05) (0.81) (3.00) (3.87)
7 -0.30 0.36 0.53 0.10 1.17 0.44 -0.44 0.21 0.54 0.18 1.03 0.33
(-0.43) (1.81) (1.01) (0.71) (3.47) (5.62) (-0.60) (1.23) (0.93) (1.29) (3.05) (3.99)
8 -0.07 0.62 0.58 0.17 1.18 0.34 -0.28 0.39 0.61 0.21 1.23 0.44
(-0.10) (2.09) (0.95) (1.32) (3.25) (3.84) (-0.36) (1.67) (0.96) (1.16) (3.61) (4.30)
9 0.25 1.01 0.73 0.38 1.39 0.32 0.00 0.72 0.75 0.44 1.36 0.33
(0.32) (3.02) (1.03) (1.81) (3.21) (3.93) (-0.01) (2.05) (0.97) (1.85) (3.27) (3.87)
10 (High) 1.02 1.91 0.92 0.88 1.61 0.18 0.44 1.35 0.70 0.86 1.66 0.28
(1.05) (2.96) (1.05) (2.05) (3.40) (1.08) 0.41) (2.13) (0.68) (1.45) (3.36) (1.59)
High—Low 2.50 2.62 1.29 1.42 0.60 0.55 1.45 1.58 0.77 1.26 0.36 0.42
(3.24) (3.13) (4.03) (3.92) (2.58) (2.31) (1.90) (2.15) (1.91) (2.51) (1.38) (1.72)

ZORIT, R2OHEREZ,3 OO T EY A (1990 47 H725 1999 4 12 15,2000 4 1 H 725 2009 412 74,2010 421 H 25 2022 43 )
T THRE LTS,
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Table A3: Screen on listing sections

IMOM6M IMOMI12M
TSE1 Non TSE1 TSE1 Non TSEI
Decile Avg RET Alpha Avg RET Alpha Avg.RET Alpha Avg RET Alpha
1 (Low) -0.14 -0.43 -0.45 -0.64 0.14 -0.15 0.02 -0.18
(-0.31) (-3.29) (-0.83) (-2.86) (0.35) (-0.86) (0.04) (-0.84)
2 0.14 -0.13 0.45 0.23 0.31 0.03 0.57 0.33
(0.36) (-1.29) (0.88) (1.33) (0.82) (0.23) (1.14) (1.81)
3 0.19 -0.08 0.69 0.47 0.30 0.03 0.63 0.40
(0.53) (-0.97) (1.37) (2.84) (0.88) (0.32) (1.42) (2.81)
4 0.31 0.05 0.59 0.38 0.32 0.06 0.57 0.35
(0.93) (0.67) (1.34) (2.78) (1.02) (0.84) (1.40) (2.69)
5 0.33 0.08 0.65 0.44 0.40 0.15 0.52 0.30
(1.04) (1.34) (1.65) (3.94) (1.34) (2.26) (1.33) (2.62)
6 0.38 0.14 0.42 0.22 0.36 0.11 0.50 0.29
(1.26) (1.97) (1.14) (2.24) (1.23) (1.28) (1.31) (2.41)
7 0.44 0.20 0.66 0.47 0.38 0.14 0.57 0.37
(1.55) (2.31) (1.80) (4.81) (1.28) (1.55) (1.48) (3.14)
8 0.62 0.37 0.66 0.46 0.46 0.22 0.78 0.60
(2.02) (3.23) (1.73) (3.68) (1.46) (1.88) (2.03) (4.46)
9 0.79 0.53 1.10 0.91 0.64 0.39 0.93 0.74
(2.27) (3.61) (2.39) (5.83) (1.78) (2.80) (1.96) (4.35)
10 (High) 1.11 0.87 1.33 1.16 0.85 0.63 1.26 1.11
(2.62) (3.59) (2.39) (4.36) (1.84) (2.78) (2.13) (4.40)
High—Low 1.24 1.29 1.78 1.79 0.71 0.78 1.24 1.30
(4.39) (5.03) (5.27) (4.53) (2.58) (2.83) (3.79) (4.52)

ZOFIL, WEGERIGIFTIC L5 2 280 % HGE 1 fIZBE T 28000 & T NN DX FIE T 58RI LT, £2 LRI COHT 21T
TREREZ R LTV,
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Table A4: Different calculation methods for illusion momentum

IMOMO6M IMOM12M
Decile Avg.RET Alpha Avg.RET Alpha
1 (Low) -0.03 -0.28 0.22 -0.04
(-0.06) (-1.85) (0.48) (-0.21)
2 0.34 0.09 0.47 0.21
(0.82) (0.78) (1.16) (1.91)
3 0.37 0.12 0.41 0.16
(0.99) (1.57) (1.15) (1.73)
4 0.45 0.21 0.38 0.14
(1.29) (2.99) (1.14) (1.83)
5 0.44 0.20 0.48 0.24
(1.32) (3.14) (1.50) 3.57)
6 0.52 0.29 0.51 0.28
(1.63) (4.57) (1.67) (4.41)
7 0.56 0.33 0.45 0.22
(1.84) (4.19) (1.42) (3.28)
8 0.64 0.40 0.54 0.30
(1.94) (4.59) (1.60) 3.17)
9 0.71 0.45 0.69 0.44
(1.86) (3.94) (1.80) (3.96)
10 (High) 0.90 0.69 0.82 0.62
(1.89) 3.75) (1.63) (3.20)
High — Low 0.93 0.97 0.60 0.66
(3.93) (3.93) (2.49) (2.76)

ZOFIE, HIT 1 HEZED RO TR L 72 IMOM6M & IMOMI2M (233,
R2ERIUSHE TR Z R LTV 5.
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Table A5: Quantile portfolio analysis in US equity markets

IMOMO6M IMOM12M
Decile Avg.RET Alpha Avg.RET Alpha
1 (Low) 0.29 -0.88 0.61 -0.61
(0.52) (-2.73) (1.08) (-1.92)
2 0.74 -0.27 0.69 -0.35
(2.03) (-1.89) (1.70) (-2.26)
3 0.81 -0.09 0.79 -0.12
(2.69) (-0.80) (2.54) (-0.92)
4 0.87 0.10 0.84 0.03
3.27) (1.14) (3.24) (0.32)
5 0.86 0.16 0.87 0.14
(3.85) (2.04) (3.84) (1.59)
6 1.17 0.54 0.97 0.34
(6.25) (6.91) (5.21) 3.51)
7 1.06 0.43 0.96 0.32
(5.72) (5.29) (4.94) (5.04)
8 1.21 0.48 1.02 0.31
(5.13) (4.63) (4.49) (3.94)
9 1.29 0.46 1.33 0.49
(4.53) (3.74) (4.64) (3.31)
10 (High) 1.70 0.59 1.82 0.72
(4.06) (2.81) (3.76) (2.99)
High — Low 1.40 1.46 1.20 1.31
(3.89) (4.66) (3.15) (3.33)

fi: H, NYSE, AMEX, NASDAQ Z B354 2% 286 %,

e A X L (IMOM6M % 721X

IMOMI2M) (ZESWT, 10 AR — 7+ VY — T 5. ZORIE, SO AR— 7
A UAEFH 1 WHBTHRAE LIZGEDOHKR Y % — 2 OYH)fE L Fama-French @ 3 7 7 7

4—TY Ry

LT N7 7R LT D, BEOITIL 1000 1 3o ) 2 —r &7

VT 7 DFEER LTSt I Newey and West (1987) DEEHERA 2 4 FWCTHHE L, FEIMNIC
FLEE L7z, oWrHIRTIE 1990 42 7 Hv5 202243 HETTH 5.
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