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ABSTRACT

Mutual funds have been a significant source of investment in both government and corporate securities.
Presently, numerous mutual funds exist, including private and foreign companies. Banks — mainly state-owned
too have established Mutual Funds (MFs). Foreign participation in mutual funds and asset management
companies is permitted on a case by case basis. In this study the selected NAV of mutual funds for the year 2018
is anlaysed and compared with NIFY Returns.

INTRODUCTION

The financial sector of mutual funds is the best way for investors to make investment decisions for speculators in the
small business sector. Individuals do not include any information about the stock market and the possibility of
speculation. Mutual funds are important financial intermediaries who collect investment funds to invest in the stock
market and advise them to trust the mutual fund sector. Mutual fund companies will expand with as many customers as
possible by introducing innovative plans and products. As a result, mutual funds offer several benefits for financial
professionals such as diversification, effective management, tax benefits, flexibility, flexibility in terms of transparency,
planning and low cost selection. Mutual funds act as intermediaries for investors to make small investments in the stock
market, which is the oldest concept in the world. Mutual funds are jointly sanctioned by unit trusts in India and are
headed by the SEBI and the Reserve Bank of India. Public and private mutual funds account for 50% of equity
management and 50% of paid capital is owned by private and public mutual funds. In this study, six mutual fund
companies and investors are surveyed to identify the areas that will generate good returns with low risk to assess
performance.
LITERATURE REVIEW

Buddy et al. (1962) coordinated wide and methodical research on shared resources. The examination looked imparted
advantages for yearly data for 1953-1958. When all is said in done, all things considered results have not been in all
cases in the business. The examination furthermore saw save returns on turnover classes and utilization
characterizations. This examination did not reveal an adjacent association among turnover and execution. Something
fundamentally the same as was legitimate for security. Treynor (1965) has built up an amazing procedure for evaluating
the execution of a store by utilizing quality lines and portfolio likelihood lines. The brand lines contain information on
anticipated returns and risks. Line incline predicts unconventionalities. The purpose for the portfolio's realness is to
interface the portfolio's regular return, which unites the favorable position with the threat craving of the portfolio
proprietor. Responsibility (1968) analyzed the significance of setting up a careful and complete degree of business
execution. While attempting to make the to the degree anyone knows stable level of threat and return in portfolio
valuation, he concentrated on the Sharpe measures and saw unequivocal changes to Sharpe's hazard and return
structure.

He kept up the utilization of geometric midpoints for improvement midpoints and shortcoming lacks utilized by Sharpe
(1966). Sidekick and Blume (1970) has autonomously remarked on Sharpe, Treynor, and Jensen's sensible portfolio
execution and prescribes transforming it to develop portfolio execution rates after some time. They normally
understood that two parameter estimations would be coherently noteworthy. Carlson (1970) dismantled the general
execution of shared resources amidst 1948-1967 and concentrated on evaluating the effect of market strategies utilized
over various periods. The results of market execution reviews have been radiated an impression of being built up
essentially on game-plans accessible in the S and P500, NYSE composite, or DJIA. Amidst the entire time range in
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each down to earth sense each store pack acknowledged DJIA and, in spite of the consistency of the balance runs,
couple of affiliations would be clever to net returns than the S and P 500 or NYSE composite. Carlson isolated
execution to the degree measures, cost degree and other chief parts. The outcomes displayed that paying little heed to
the manner in which that the association between the show and the degree of the new cash is in the preferred standpoint,
it isn't identified with the size or cost degree. Klemosky (1973) accomplished the best preferred standpoint in the detach
amidst the period 1966-1971. The test sees the estimation instances of Sharpe, Treynor and Jensen. Danger options
foresee an opening between the weapon and a standard deviation. The results of the execution were indistinguishable to
those of the risk examination. McDonald (1974) suggests the examination of each hold and the exhibited target. The
outcomes uncover the relationship between the objective and the degree of hazard. | consolidated additional power and
widened my objectives. Everything considered, the risks and focal points are reimbursed and the threat is higher.

The more perilous the outcomes, the better the outcomes. Mains (1977) battled that Jensen's framework included
dangers and pesters and uncovered his injustice. His outcomes offer need to the talented laborer in the timetable. The
capacity of this decision, of securing and holding is fixing to plug rivalry. Kim Tye (1978) utilized a weighted record
sheet mark portfolio way to deal with oversee assess quarterly theoretical execution of 138 shared resources in 1969-
1975. It was not persuading to do standard resources similarly that propelling guidelines were uncovered by the seat's
choice. He found that area and peril checks will when all is said in done alter. Positive risk return affiliations that were
impeccable in the midst of the 1960s could have cheated different essential directors to envision practically identical
relationship in the colossal bits of the 1970s. Regardless, experience clearly was strong with supportive market
hypothesis. Particular (Fellow, 1978) represented the overall direct of forty seven theoretical trusts over the span of
activity of similarity and vitality weighted by month to month value and knowledge come for the 1960-70 time vary.
Utilizing the quality practices framed by Jensen (1968), Treynor (1965), and Sharpe (1966), we tend to found that the
outcomes weren't zero by any stretch of the ingenious capability.

The incident to unmatched execution has grasped the half influence induce. In like manner, we tend to examined 2
further measures: AN experimental assessment of the protection feature line, and a capital plus respect model of zero
beta type, and got a preferred check of execution. Cornell (1979) portrayed out the procedures by which Mayers and
Rice (1979) drew closer CAPM to see the transcendent executions of unequal information and rehash CAPM as a
judicious gadget for execution estimation. . This measure has been believed to be mind blowing in that it is set up to
precisely administer unmatched practices in relationship with CAPM, the trade respect speculation (Adept) and
different other composed security cost models. Fabozzi, Francis and Lee (1980) endeavored to {appear} at the
suggestions of the summed up profit going for model created by writer and Lee in evaluating the parameters ofthe
appear for normal assets by taking eighty five assets amidst the multi month time portion from Dec 1965 to Dec.
1971. They expected to isolate the inclination in utilizing either a wise or logarithmic-straight relentless structure.

In setting on the examination, continuous incontestable associate utilitarian structure that modified on an important
estimation from the quality transient and logarithmic-straight rates of come creating method. Sarkar (1991) on a basic
estimation reviewed shared hold execution assessment structure and raised that Sharpe (1966) and Treynor (1968)
execution checks rank shared assets in like manner on execution in spite of their varieties in system. Obaidullah and
Sridhar (1991) analyzed the execution oftwo real improvement forbidden normal assets - Mastershare and Canshare and
thought of that these tendencies given unexampled returns. Mastershare did it on a activity out danger balanced reason
and Canshare on a market probability balanced reason. The examination gave conflicting request to the adjacent solid
helpful market speculation for these focal core interests. Barua and others (1991) made a starting endeavor to review the
execution of "Pro Offer" plan of UTI from the money related specialist perspective.

They utilized the Capital Resource Valuing Model (CAPM), and figured the peril ofthe Ace Offer course of action (for
the period 1987-1991). Here the benchmark picked was the "Cash related Times Conventional Offer Value Record".
The examination thought about that "Ace Offer" has performed better in effective peril, yet not in wording oftotal shot.
Anagol (1992) saw the essential have to be compelled to originated real self crediblewell ordered arrangement for
shared assets in India, particularly concerning clearing release and progression within the fund domain. the rationale
organized this being the distinctiveness among the Indian shared assets, in size correspondingly as in constitution and
commonplace. Since of these ambit in structure and stature, there ar stacks in guaranteeing Associate in Nursing
estimation taking part in field for all heads. Fittingly, the examination fortified that arduous and quick regard might be
given to each single essential store simply by supporting clearing request with uniform application. Shome (1994)
found typical rate of come of Indian traditional assets inconspicuously not up to benchmark (BSE sensex).

In any case, the shakiness (an) of a more and more important little bit of focal points as so much as anyone is aware of
was on top of the benchmark portfolio, showing higher peril. Shaha and Murthy (1994) incorporated the monster and
position of shared further things and poor down a pointy structure for execution analysis and sustained the employment
of portfolio insistence systems available alternative and portfolio structure. it absolutely was improved that the
execution examination models gave persuading alternative facilitate structure and so well-kept ready judgment. Shah
Ajay and Susan Thomas(1994) thought-about the execution examination of eleven commonplace facilitate plans, on the
rationale ofmarket regard data. The notably musical group returns were managed for these plans since initial inclusion
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with Apr 1994. they create a translation of that adjacent UGS 2000 of UTI, none of the plans attained overwhelming
returns than the market, everything thought-about. The hazard of these schemes clearly was very high and assets is also
insufficiently improved.

Objective of the Study

1. The main objective is to analyzing the return of the sample companies

To select of multiple security for investing

To suggest the best portfolio mix

To compare the expected return with actual return.

To measure out the optimal portfolio, which gave optimal return at a minimize risk to the investor

Need of the Study

The baseline study of project ideas involves knowing the portfolio's analysis using mutual funds, making it a better way
to invest in the long or short term. Mutual funds are a productive set for ordinary investors with limited financial
resources. This project educates investors on portfolio diversification portfolios with mutual funds. Portfolio analysis of
mutual funds is a proven tool around the world. Portfolio the executives have turned into a different order in India.
Portfolio hypothesis, which manages discerning speculation choice procedures, has turned into an essential piece of the
budgetary writing. Putting resources into stocks, for example, stocks, bonds and bonds is gainful and energizing.
Putting resources into other budgetary stocks is currently viewed as a standout amongst the most risky speculations. It is
uncommon to discover financial specialists who put all funds in a solitary security. Rather, they will in general put
resources into securities gatherings, this gathering of securities is known as a portfolio. Portfolio creation diminishes
chance without giving up benefit. Portfolio the board covers singular securities examination as well as the hypothesis
and routine with regards to ideal mix of the seven securities of the portfolio. This examination enables financial
specialists to enhance by holding countless in organizations that are situated in various topographies, in different
territories of movement, or produce diverse sorts of product offerings. Financial specialists are putting resources into
investment opportunities to maintain a strategic distance from hazard and return.

DATA AND METHODOLOGY

The NAV data is collected from DHFL PRAMERICA LARGE CAP FUND, DSP TOP 100 EQUITY FUND,
EDELWEISS LARGE CAP FUND, FRANKLIN INDIA BLUECHIP FUND, HDFC TOP 100 FUND, HSBC LARGE
CAP EQUITY FUND, INDIABULLS BLUE, INVESCO INDIA LARGECAP, AXIS BLUECHIP FUND -
GROWTH, BARODA LARGE CAP FUND, RELIANCE GROWTH FUND, BNP PARIBAS LARGE CAP FUND,
CANARA ROBECO BLUECHIP, ICICI PRUDENTIAL BLUECHIP FUND, IDBI INDIA TOP 100 EQUITY FUND,
IDFC LARGE CAP FUND, DHFL PRAMERICA LARGE CAP FUND, DSP TOP 100 EQUITY FUND,
EDELWEISS LARGE CAP FUND, FRANKLIN INDIA BLUECHIP FUND, HDFC TOP 100 FUND, HSBC LARGE
CAP EQUITY FUND, INDIABULLS BLUE, INVESCO INDIA LARGECAP, AXIS BLUECHIP FUND -
GROWTH, BARODA LARGE CAP FUND, RELIANCE GROWTH FUND, BNP PARIBAS LARGE CAP FUND,
CANARA ROBECO BLUECHIP, ICICI PRUDENTIAL BLUECHIP FUND, IDBI INDIA TOP 100 EQUITY FUND
and IDFC LARGE CAP FUND. The data is collected for the year 2018 and compared the analysis with NIFT

DATA ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION

For analysis Net Asset Value ( NAV) of the Four AMC’S have been taken for the month of January 2018

Table 1
NIFTY | Axis Bluechip | Baroda Large cap | BNP PARIBAS
Date | Returns Fund - Fund LARGE
Growth CAP Fund
Jan-18 -5.0 0.9 -2.5 -1.6
Feb-18 -3.7 4.9 4.4 -1.6
Mar-18 6.0 14 -1.3 3.8
Apr-18 0.0 15 -0.4 -1.9
May-18 | -0.2 5.6 6.2 -0.3

Page | 3



International Journal of Enhanced Research in Science, Technology & Engineering
ISSN: 2319-7463, Vol. 8 Issue 11, November -2019, Impact Factor: 6.754

Jun-18 5.8 -0.6 1.7 45
Jul-18 2.8 -1.2 -71.2 1.1
Aug-18 -6.6 -5.1 -3.9 -7.1
Sep-18 -5.1 6.4 3.8 -3.8
Oct-18 4.6 4.9 4.4 4.7
Nov-18 -0.1 1.4 -1.3 -1.9
Dec-18 0.1 15 -0.4 -0.3
8.
0
NIFTY
. i
0 - Axis Bluechip Fund -
Growth
2.
0 Baroda Large cap
-2.0
BNP PARIBAS
LARGE
4.0 - CAP Fund
50 WY
a0
mean Std Beta
nifty -0.1 4.341743314
axis 1.3 4,127244741] -0.075009071
baroda 0.3 3.94713883§ 0.02761633
BNP -0.4 3.485584015 1.148641447%

Total average return of the mean of three company is 1.3, 0.3 and -0.4 systematic risk of beta three companies -
0.07,0.02, and 1.14 The return of axis bank is better than to other companies. The risk of bnp is low and it is better than
two other companies. The systematic risk of axis bank is low and better than two other companies.

Table 2
NIFTY Canara ICICI Prudential IDBI India Top 100
Date Returns Robeco Bluechip Bluechip Fund Equity Fund
Jan-18 -5.0 -1.2 -2.7 -2.9
Feb-18 -3.7 4.1 1.4 1.0
Mar-18 6.0 -0.1 1.1 2.0
Apr-18 0.0 -0.3 5.6 4.0
May-18 -0.2 6.5 -4.2 -9.8
Jun-18 5.8 11 -6.5 -7.0
Jul-18 2.8 -6.0 3.6 6.7
Aug-18 -6.6 -4.1 0.2 0.6
Sep-18 -5.1 3.8 1.4 -4.4
Oct-18 4.6 -1.2 11 5.8
Nov-18 -0.1 4.1 5.6 -2.9
Dec-18 0.1 -0.1 -4.2 1.0
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8.0

6.0

4.0 NIFTY

20

00 Canara Robeco
20 —g—Bluechip

40 ICICI Prudential

Bluechip Fund

-
60 IDBI India Top 100
80 Equity Fund
10_[;
—_—
mean sd Beta
canara 0.4 3.643641303 -0.133430471
icici 0.2 3.913395718 -0.092249048
idbi -0.4 5.040998077 0.17095610¢9
nifty 0.2 4,359222889

Total average return of the mean of three company is 0.6, 0.2,and -0.5 systematic risk of beta three companies -0.14,-
0.09 and 0.17. The return of canara bank is better than to other companies. The risk of canarabank is low and it is better
than two other companies. The systematic risk of canara bank is low and better than two other companies.

Table 3
NIFTY IDFC Large Cap Fund |DHFL Pramerica Large Cap Fund [DSP Top 100 Equity Fund
Date Returns
Jan-18 -5.0 -2.0 -2.3 34
Feb-18 -3.7 3.3 4.1 -0.9
Mar-18 6.0 25 -5.1 -1.8
Apr-18 0.0 4.1 -2.3 6.6
May-18 -0.2 -6.7 4.3 0.6
Jun-18 5.8 -8.2 -2.3 9.7
Jul-18 2.8 4.0 -0.1 -4.5
Aug-18 -6.6 -0.1 5.9 7.0
Sep-18 -5.1 -2.0 0.4 -4.6
Oct-18 4.6 3.3 -4.3 -1.0
Nov-18 -0.1 25 -6.6 3.4
Dec-18 0.1 4.1 3.2 -0.9
8.0
6.0
40 NIFTY
20 ==
0.0 IDFC Large Cap Fund
20 |
40 DHFL Pramerica
Y Large Cap Fund
60 DSP Top 100
-8.0 Equity Fund
- ——
10.0
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mean sd Beta
idfc 04 4.294786841 0.02288535¢
dhfl -04 4.071202163 -0.598012173
dsp -0.2 4.817531095 -0.477366327
nifty 0.2 4.70580282€

Total average return of the mean of three company is 0.4,-0.4and -0.2 systematic risk of beta three companies 0.02,-
0.59 and -0.47. The return of idfc bank is better than to other companies. The risk of dhfl is low and it is better than two
other companies. The systematic risk of dhfl bank is low and better than two other companies.

Table 4
NIFTY  |[Edelweiss Large Cap Franklin India Bluechip HDFC Top 100
Date Returns  |Fund Fund Fund
Jan-18 -5.0 -1.1 35 3.6
Feb-18 -3.7 5.4 -0.6 -0.9
Mar-18 6.0 -0.4 -1.2 2.2
Apr-18 0.0 -0.5 4.1 6.7
May-18 -0.2 6.5 4.0 4.3
Jun-18 5.8 1.9 -6.5 -4.4
Jul-18 2.8 -7.8 -4.9 -2.6
Aug-18 -6.6 -5.7 2.9 1.8
Sep-18 -5.1 4.2 -2.8 3.6
Oct-18 4.6 -1.1 35 -0.9
Nov-18 -0.1 5.4 -0.6 -2.2
Dec-18 0.1 -0.4 -1.2 6.7

NIFTY

i delweiss Large Cap
Fund

Franklin India Bluechip
Fund

HDFC Top 100 Fund

——

mear SQ Betg
edelwesis 0.5 4.4139637671 -0.081413787
franklin 0.C 3.606081469 -0.44395187
hdfc 1.1 3.810777497 -0.581192447
nifty 0.7 4.705802826

Total average return of the mean of three company is 0.5,0,and 1.1 systematic risk of beta three companies -0.08,-
0.4and -0.5. The return of hdfc bank is better than to other companies. The risk of franklin is low and it is better than
two other companies. The systematic risk of hdfc bank is low and better than two other companies.
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Table 5
NIFTY HSBC Large Cap ICICI Prudential IDBI India Top 100
Date Returns  [Equity Fund Bluechip Fund Equity Fund
Jan-18 -5.0 6.0 -2.71 -2.95
Feb-18 -3.7 -2.7 1.39 0.99
Mar-18 6.0 2.3 1.15 1.95
Apr-18 0.0 2.8 5.64 3.96
May-18 -0.2 3.8 -4.24 -9.81
Jun-18 5.8 -7.0 -6.49 -7.02
Jul-18 2.8 -7.9 3.64 6.71
Aug-18 -6.6 4.1 0.18 0.58
Sep-18 -5.1 -0.5 1.39 -4.40
Oct-18 4.6 -2.7 1.15 5.80
Nov-18 -0.1 2.3 5.64 -2.95
Dec-18 0.1 2.8 -4.24 0.99
8.0
60 NIFTY
——
4.0 HSBC Large Cap
20 e EQUITY
0.0 Fund
) _glcict
=l Prudential
A0 Bluechip Fund
~#NIFTY Returns
60 HSBC Large Cap Equity
20 ==Fund
ICICT Prudential
100 4 Biuechip Fund
mean sd Beta
hsbc 0.3 4.475967204 -0.48117531¢8
icici 0.7 3.913395718 -0.092249048
idbi -0.5 5.040998072 0.170956109
nifty 0.2 4.359222889

Total average return of the mean of three company is 0.3,0.2and-0.5systematic risk of beta three companies -0.48,-
0.09and0.17. The return of hsbc is better than to other companies. The risk of icici is low and it is better than two other
companies. The systematic risk of hsbc is low and better than two other companies.

Table 6
NIFTY
Date Returns  IDFC Large Cap Fund|indiabulls Blue |Invesco India Largecap
Jan-18 -5.0 6.54 -3.39 5.59
Feb-18 -3.7 -2.03 5.33 -5.52
Mar-18 6.0 3.34 0.25 -0.19
Apr-18 0.0 2.46 -3.61 3.57
May-18 -0.2 4.06 2.21 -1.26
Jun-18 5.8 -6.72 1.80 -1.02
Jul-18 2.8 -8.23 -6.08 6.77
Aug-18 -6.6 4.05 -1.13 0.17
Sep-18 -5.1 -0.13 6.36 -7.49
Oct-18 4.6 3.34 4.19 -4.79
Nov-18 -0.1 2.46 -4.94 4.94
Dec-18 0.1 4.06 4.94 4.94
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8.
0
6.
0
4.
0 NIFTY Returns
5 ofot b —o—::[LFn% Large Cap
0
India bulls Blue
Q_
——
6.0
8.0
mean sd beta
idfc 1.1 4.560848048-0.337638148
indiabull 0.49 4.298481642-0.058242595
invesco 0.49 4.7495561110.081522835
nifty 0.2 4.705802826

Total average return of the mean of three company is 1.1,0.49 and 0.48 systematic risk of beta three companies -0.33,-
0.05 and 0.08. The return of IDFC is better than to other companies. The risk of india bill is low and it is better than
two other companies. The systematic risk of idfc is low and better than two other companies.

Table 7
NIFTY
Date Returns  |Aditya Birla Sun Life M Large Cap Fund-Growth  |Kotak Bluechip

Jan-18 -5.0 2.36 4.27 3.42
Feb-18 -3.7 -5.31 -4.09 -5.43
Mar-18 6.0 -1.88 -1.86 -1.80
Apr-18 0.0 3.84 2.11 3.47
May-18 -0.2 -1.48 0.14 -0.77
Jun-18 5.8 -1.41 -0.04 -1.53
Jul-18 2.8 5.31 2.66 6.89
Aug-18 -6.6 2.28 0.91 1.61
Sep-18 -5.1 -6.99 -2.02 -7.48
Oct-18 4.6 -3.36 -2.29 -5.31
Nov-18 -0.1 3.82 1.80 4.50
Dec-18 0.1 3.82 1.80 4.50

8.

0

g.

0 T NIFTY

2 7 ——

| Aditya Birla Sun
0 -
1 JM Large Cap

- Fund- Growth

20 Kotak Bluechip

5.0 ——

8.0

Page | 8



International Journal of Enhanced Research in Science, Technology & Engineering
ISSN: 2319-7463, Vol. 8 Issue 11, November -2019, Impact Factor: 6.754

mean sd beta
aditya 0.0§ 4.03218818¢ 0.047520607
jmlarge 0.2¢ 2.442450157 -0.246076293
kotak 0.17 4.61029457 0.02545356
nifty 0.2 4.35922288¢

Total average return of the mean of three company is 0.08,0.28 and 0.17systematic risk of beta three companies 0.04,-
0.24 and 0.02. The return of jm large is better than to other companies. The risk of jm large is low and it is better than
two other companies. The systematic risk of jm large is low and better than two other companies.

Table 8
Date NIFTY Returns |L&T India LIC MF Large Cap |UTI - Master Share
Jan-18 -5.0 3.85 1.88 3.03
Feb-18 -3.7 -4.61 -3.97 -4.25
Mar-18 6.0 -1.37 -1.19 -1.70
Apr-18 0.0 4.29 4.36 4.59
May-18 -0.2 -2.13 -0.73 -1.08
Jun-18 5.8 -1.06 -0.27 -0.62
Jul-18 2.8 591 4.92 5.31
Aug-18 -6.6 0.73 0.94 2.54
Sep-18 -5.1 -6.76 -7.78 -6.99
Oct-18 4.6 -3.89 -4.34 -4.28
Nov-18 -0.1 4.39 6.32 3.91
Dec-18 0.1 4.39 6.32 3.91
8.
0
B. — =
0
4. NIFTY Retumns
0 - .
L&T India
. LIC MF Large
0 Cap UTI -
6.
8.
mean Sd beta
&t 0.314.216167072 0.063661458
lic 0.544.48423825 0.110840803
uti 0.364.083939822 0.007483101
nifty 0.24.705802826

Total average return of the mean of three company is 0.31,0.54 and 0.36 systematic risk of beta three companies
0.06,0.11 and 0.007. The return of lic is better than to other companies. The risk of uti is low and it is better than two
other companies. The systematic risk of uti is low and better than two other companies.
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Table 9
Date NIFTY ReturngTaurus Largecap |Reliance Large Cap  [SBI Blue Chip Fund
Jan-1§ -5.0 0.17 3.04 3.64
Feb-19 -3.7 -5.33 -5.21 -2.06
Mar-1§ 6.0 -2.07 -3.52 -2.69
Apr-1§ 0.q 3.74 4.18 5.14
May-18 -0.2 -3.31 -2.67 1.69
Jun-1§ 5.8 -0.10 -1.42 -8.13
Jul-1§ 2.8 5.26 6.39 -3.08
Aug-18 -6.6 2.94 4.44 3.59
Sep-18 -5.1 -4.84 -6.68 -2.06
Oct-1§ 4.6 -5.74 -1.34 -2.69
Nov-18 -0.1 4.2( 1.89 5.14
Dec-1§ 0.1 4.2( 1.89 1.69

NIFTY Returmns

—-Taurus Large
cap

Reliance Large

..
® & 1o on Op 00 OW
o o

——
Mean sd beta

Taurus -0.07 4,10591037 -0.001603104

Relince 0.0¢ 4.157726397 -0.04376775

sbi blue 0.02 4.08363196€ -0.596815034

Nifty 0.2 4.70580282€

Total average return of the mean of three company is -0.07,0.08 and 0.02 systematic risk of beta three companies -
0.0017,-0.04 and -0.59. The return of relince is better than to other companies. The risk of sbi blue is low and it is better
than two other companies. The systematic risk of sbi blue is low and better than two other companies.

CONCLUSIONS

Portfolio management as a concept came to be familiar when instability in stock markets literally ruined the fortunes of
individuals, company and even govt. Instead of investing all the money in single security yielded butter returns with no
risk percentage. As the market is volatile, share prices of various stocks are increasing and in increasing. There the
investors may gain positive returns increase returns. If risk parameter is taken in to consideration portfolio has risk to
that of individual risk. The analysis and inter pretations of the project helps the individual to minimize the risk and
getting maximum returns by comparing different company. So, the investor by opting the portfolio analysis of different
mutual funds to earn more returns when compared to other. Therefore it is important to analyze the different decisions
of risk and return while investing.
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