FAET L (2017) HEET 2R — v Miat B OB 72 7 Phik
%565 % 45 2 5 251-269 Wil
©2017 AT EFITZERT

N — R LKEREF—2DL —F 4 VI Tk
DL L L OFERTH - AESEAGFHm DG

A
(%A 2016 4 12 H 20 B ; @ET 2017465 H 2 H 5 IR 8 H 28 H)

= =

NL—FR—VOKEREF—2 DSV F LV THBLFIVB I VXU 7L, U3V 7R,V
b OBREHIREI R RIAME <, S 512, EEZEBRRSZME IS EMT 55 5E O E AR
ENTVLIEREPEKNEZY, ZOMEEENOBENFICIZTEHTE 2V, 22 TXHF
%TIE, HEORAHE (B LY PTOBE)PLEF—20FEN(L—F4 7)) 2B T LT
BEERETL. BRI, V=T v r7E&EP BRI AT 4y Z7HRETVEBLLEEY FTO
BREFEEZHWATLIETVENRETS. /2, RAEHERLOLV—T 4 v 728 ITHET7T VI X
LEHbETRET 5.

VATFIx 2404 Y 7 2 EUHEBOEBRETOEBROBERL, REFFEITLD
BHLAZV—T4 v 7EZ,PO TSN DEEEL OMICHREED S A FHBR IS E X
Z0.6575 080)0H Y, FOMEIIBBLRFIVB 7 v F V7 (RS ¥ F)EIESLHO M
BREPB L Z 045 205 0.70) L DRV &0 h o7, S5, METHEICEILLL—T1
Y E ) BREROENEEZERMIIHSNIZL, FIVB I Y F Yy 7PENZIEL KWL
TWEWZ EOWRWEIRT 5. TOFEICESE, BANZHMHAE LTI ATV v 20t
VY 7 OFRBLUORBOREEROAfZEBHMT 5. BAMNICIE, BEBITAZETI Ly
N VWERKFENGEOREFE, BIUOENERBLTWEWFIVB 7 Y F 72K D5l &
BRI ENF) Yy 7 RBTORBE RHAGTTIZOWTIRET 5.

F—TJ—F I AKR=2, Nb—FK—), L—FT4 27, QI AT4 v 7ETI.

1. HRER

AR TEINL— KR VEEREF 2DV —T 1 VIV FHEOREL ZOMGEZHM L T 5.

AR=VIZBVT, RAKRICESXRET - F— MO 2 EDL T v F v IHERZ, K
KNOBNHEHER Y — FHGRF (F—2)OBERMEL 2250 L, ZOWY LRGP ERS I
LHHETH S.
ETOEF(F—2)PELVNHERY Y 35 (TE2) L6, BRARRLHBErST VX0 712
LML TH LI L@z F v, Lo, ZLOBTE(F—2)0BML, K407
AN RE R G A YN NEF 2 2 b 2 L ICIXNEEZ L .

% DAR—=YTIF, BEO—EHMOZERKETORMEEN) 2 HELL, ZoREH (T~
FUTRA Y MICEDT RV 7 ERHALTWS (Ray, 2011). 22 TlRIhEMEAR

TR BT AR - T 468-8502 B A ET KA XES 1-501
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LIRS, NL—K—VORERFEF—205 3 7 MEHRICE YV EHB S TW5 (FIVB,
2016). COFETIE, FF—2PHTHEOFKROALBAERAEZ SR T LTI~
FUURA VI EHENTE, ZOMESIZAETHS. L L, HFET - F—2BOAFHRA
VP OEREIETEE FRIIET20I2E, FRE - HIEMAKTT 58,4 b, K&
ZIgtt, REBER (V- FHEOREL L) 2 5O REN LDV ATRTH 5.

—ERD AR = TIE, KA > b3 (point exchange) &IN5, KXk R HED & 5t
F—AHE TS UF VTRV FERMPEDL SR WE )RR T B THEICHEIES U F VR
AV FZEHRLTWS, ROELLHNZF 2 AD 4 2L —F 1 ¥ 7 (Elo rating) (Elo, 1979) T
HY, BETIIIE—DA 0L —T 1 Y FEETBIELZFEEZHRH L Tw 5 (World Rugby,
2014). ZOFETIE, FF—20FENH¥HLMH—ETH Y, ZOMEMNIC15 %l
b, BHENLT UV F V7R A V MPENCHYT R MEIED M ER > TV,
72720, ZOEHIIENEK S TOMF—205 3 7RV MDBBRATH HUERHY,
JEE NI BEI S TOEF — 2 DT Y F V7 FEA ¥ B XN O RO/ F % 0
Pedh, T, BEELREICIDZRL VINKBBOWBELREEZEATVWDIAR=Y L,
ZOBOREIZLY T U F VP EYICEN X TE TV LN E ) DA TR 25 0T
mEHREFAETH 5.

ZZT, 7>%> % (ranking) & L—7 1 > ¥ (rating) * %L, KilT562LET5. 5
CXVTIEEF LMD E DD ETHY, FRIIHLL—T 4 Y TIEKEF—2DFE)
ST AMEZEITAZEEERTH. L—T 1 VT ORRICESNTT v F v V2B T
LZENUNETH 5.

2 DODF — L L7224, K&EL 21807,

(1) ZNFNDF — ADPHIERED D 5 —EOMBIC b7 0 ZEMIH > TV A HETE - £h
Q)Y HOHTF - &, kT — Ao

DBERPFERLBUNET L ERET H. ARETIE, N—FR—=NVRED2F—2HPHVD
BHDOE LV EE) AR=DICHTEFEDOL—T 1 v 7L LT

e FELO WITHIBT 5, MEDHEH RN OHEE Lz, HEF—2MFNT HMEEL N
THINTGA—F

LEFT L. MEHROT ¥ 7R A ¥ M RO (D) B X2 OB % X631 jeme s
HLHETHY, SOV OARERMEES L) IZT57DIIEREOBMEN,, F—F x>
FER, BIOMEMZEIIHESINERS ¥ M e ER—WREEPLETH L. £ LT
AL =714 Y 7IREINDLHRA ¥ PR FHRIZQ) OREZHFRL T OAZHET S,
DEFNRFOL—T 4 VI EMEINICER T I 2 BRHL-FETH L. DBEARTIL—
T4 YT IEREOL—T 4 Y7 JRETI L LTS,

WL —FR—=VIZHT a8at M AsEE LT, &G —EX, L¥Tvar, 2847,
TAT, Ty s, BEOty ML) REIEPHERICED L) IIHGE LT LA L7zd
DWZHDH 5 (2L 21E, Eom and Schutz, 1992; Zetou et al., 2007; Florence et al., 2008; Aratjo
et al., 2010; Ferrante and Fonseca, 2014; Burton and Powers, 2015 %2 &). LH»L, T 5O
FUIZAGEMZFIH L7287 L — DM 2 oML ETH ), TORHEI A MIMHTE %
v F72, RREMOK O LT ESLZ L EFHMHEREHL L TCZoXILE LIFTLE 9 25,
WHTES T =7 RICIZEEAEH 5. 20X HIZLTIRILOW | (Indyk and Motwani, 1998)
RIS Lk nicw, HEET /57 A= BHFRAEBIH LT HoL %l b L) k%
TWVORENTETH 5.
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CNHHEREDFMICE T 2 WEEEICLIHICDZ5DIH L, NL—FK—=VDF—210D
L—7 4 7T 200581 (FE OMEOHF TIL) IEFITH L. Massey D F7#E (Massey,
1997) 1220 &, RELTNL—K—VOEEEEZFIL72H O (Knapper and Mcllwain, 2015)
R, U—=FNL— 2@ L7H D (Glasson et al., 2001), AT vy FrrE2bLicad A
T4 v 7 BRI E @ L7z b O (Dziedzic and Hunter, 2015) % EXRENDLDATH 5.

NL—KR—VZHF—CEADLBEEL DT LA PLTEL SPOBRETRD S &) JH
EHTHHEHTH . it,ﬁ EADLIETE 5 —EDT LA % 1 REHIZ 150 HAH 5 200 [
MR, I EETOR/NEAL, 20 BRIREDZ WIT ) AR 2 LIRS vy I
W3 2 EERZEKRTH Y, SHICARGEFICLTRBRENTHEIBES TH L. ZOBN
o, REETRERE, Xy VoFEEERFT—5E L, TNICEISHFN LRG0 %
179.

AR TIE, KT — 2D T HEHRN, TNENOF -2 DL —F 1 Y 7OFEIZL ) HH
TELLMEL, EERAGOKERDOZOMEN2EINEZAASL. HEROFIETVIZIZT
VAT 4y Z2IREFNVERET S, WHERDLERBGITNTERELEITH) & T, wlk
L—=F 1 Y7 %8B35, CNERETEDBEREHICHESLSEL VbR fe(falb—F 4 >
T E)DRE M) HMELFIE L 5.

REFEICIVHERLEL—F 4 Y 7IHETE, WSOPDOEBREDEREZTHTA. B
KiZiE, s FrFVYEy 2z, UFFVxr40F3) Yy ZHERERTE L BLOY
FTFVxARA0F) VE Y 7 ORAEOREB LI OENEE, FOEE 1 FEOFEERBKED
MEPSERLAL—F 4 Y ZICEDETFHIT 5.

ZDFER,

e L—TF A4 YO TUENBERELEL Y FOEBOEERIITHEEOMENRD Y

(FHBAARELAS 0.5 58) ,

s L—F 4 IO T ENAR R L LREOEBOHITHRITITHREED SRR H

% (HIBAREAT 0.7 f343)
ZEEIRT.

INLOMBE, BIXUOBREEORNNOTFUMEREEZ FIVB 7 v F v FBIXOT VR v IR L ¥
MIHED L FHERBL, RETLHL—FT 4 VIV DPBMTHLIEEZRT. S5, EmlA
L—7 4 Y IO REBROFMOH & LT

o MABRMTEIBEITEZHELPRBZVAHEY 2EGF Lo T2 L
*FIVB I v F UV /P ENZRBML TV WI ENERT)FFV vy 2424 VY 7T
DT —=NVDIFIIABHEHBEL, ENOEVF— 2P RBGREZEON-2 &

D2 JERTET 5.

2. L—T4>TDEREEHAE

A TIEFTFIHNRETENL =K== VOMRT VF ¥ 7ORICOWTHERL, TOHBL—
FAVTERTLVIY) XA RRET S,

2.1 FIVBS x>
ER N L — R — VB (FIVB) 134 ) Y ¥ v 7, WMREFHEL SO T EERKESDIEN %2 5
VEVIRAMNIHREL, —EHMMOMEZFEOF—LDF X TELVIEL, FOMET
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# 1. FIVB Ranking Point System.

Competition name
Standing || Olympic | World Cup | World Championship Continental
Men Women Championship

1 100 100 100 100 30

2 90 90 90 90 26

3 80 80 80 80 22

4 70 70 70 70 18

5 50 50 62 58 10

6 — 40 56 — 14

7 — 30 50 50 10

8 — 25 — — 5

9 30 5 45 45 —

10 — 5 — — 3

11 20 5 40 40 —

12 — 5 — — —

13 Tie 36 36 2

15 Tie 33 33 —
17 Tie 30 30
21 Tie 25 25

RS v F v 7% E DT W5 (FIVB, 2016).

NERLZRF L EDRED T »F 2 FRA ¥ NG5 T5008%EHILY, EDLI) BT —2N0
SUX VT EMELRLPNPELDL. F 11, FEEBKATHEONLS VXU ITRL VMR
R

MERLHEIS b —F 2 ¥ MEREZFRH LTV L RE(H) v ¥y 7, WRRFMRE) ClREMHRE
WAEITHLGEWEERD Y (2 21, +V) ¥y 7 TIE#EL RBEORD 4 7 — A B TONEM Ik
T EITDLRV), ZORERENEME LCHUT YRV 7R L V35815,

COENS, MRRKETO 1S 4 TONEMOEDDHEIL 10 HTHE SN TWVSE D,
S5MUTFTOT ¥ 7R,V FORFECE—EEIHENZ 2235905, BARMIZIE, 4V
V¥, TV KAy T TEAME 5MDEN20 R, Y M THLHOWIH L, HARFHET
8B T), 12(KT)RAL b THDH., TNUTONME %5 ENEMHTORA » bEITFE
MiE BMEMICH L. KRERFEHEZS KE(ZY T, 77UH, S—avus, k7205, H7
AV ENEFNT2ET LI INE D, REMOFENZIIRS ¥ MIIRKBShTni
W, F, BEORSEZHELCH—ETHMEL, ZOBBENEICT VXV IRL VN2
BLTCWS, ZEOMEELIEMTEL (F4ETHBTS).

SR, X 2MEFREZRH LT AT THHFNI—BEMOH 57 =2 (ATP 5
V¥ 7 HRA VM) (ATP World Tour, 2016) & T 5. —FlE LTF T Y FAT A (FENK
RE)TDIVF U IRA Y MR,

B © 2000, HEEFE 1200, NA b 40720, NA b 81360, ~NA b 16 180,
NZ N 32:90, NA D 64:45, NZ b 12810, FiEEEM 25, FiEULE 16,
Tt 2 [mEE C 8

NADP6ADPHENZA M4 FTIELRBEHRS ZEIHG5R AL~ bas 2, TN 5/3 %
Lo TWnS, V9V FATAUTORE (R AY —X 1000, 500 V) —X, 250 V) —Z)T
BEBEINSENDE T U F 7R 7 MEREBITE SN TWBE (1000, 500, 250) TH D
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Ranking point ratio to winning probability (ATP, 2010s)

1.. ..........
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.é‘ 2 . -
PR R ol = et |
| m/(1+m) |
E. : :
2
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B 2 k; F
E . % BB o i r, = s g
3 ; 1&;¢k1mﬁlal ARANE B E EElmsgg; DA
1072 107" 10° 10 10°

Ranking point ratio

1. ATP ranking point ratio and winning probability.

FNORHELREERE S TWD, 7B EEBUBEORRLERFEN TS, 7220
DS VFRVITRAVI VAT AR, EZEFTHLIV R HEETRBEL WA Z L LI
FEMTH B,

DL B LENGRAL Y boEFHINZ, EAGRETICH L CEEREANO BB
HY, FUVFVTIINDY—FERETEF—F AV I FRAILE L TEEEINRTWS, Lz
BoT, TORFNREDHMORKETEDRET TH LKV TV IL LTV F U IRL v
MIIZEVERBTE A%, ZOHE, AEHEMNONKEFMOT 30 7K, v oS F
WENZBREZFHHETLZ LR D, K112, REEROATP 7 0 F V7R, VML ERE
HEBR) OMRERT. REHEIZ2010FE1 A5 2016 4FE1 HEF T 18197 KREDD D
(Sackmann, 2017) ZFfIFI L7z, v F 7 Rf v e L Lz &, BRI /(1 +7) TR
PTELIEIRENT VS,

22 L—FT4q J8HEAE

i@ Y, FIVB 5 ¥ ¥ ¥ 7 RA ¥+ OBREHITBBAMRIAE , WL ERZ R - TR
FFENTVWBLATP SV F U I RA Y MERBLTHZNEHLATH L. L7225 > T, FIVB
FyXVITRA VML ZEOF—2DFENEHEL, & 5HIZE5HOMTEROBEBTE 2 &I
HAT201IREETH S (EIEBIVOE 4 HZTERFZRT).

ZITARRTIE, AEKRL L LT ARCHRINLZ Ly MEOREICE DR, £F—
LAOREBEEXFHMATENRI A= 2 HETLHFELRET S, BAEANICE, §F—2i0FEH
ERINGA—7 (5%, TNEF—LiDL—F4 Y7 EER)%Z r, TRL, F—24 ik jai
WG L 72E, 02D T LA Ti AT B pi; BRAUIHED LIHET 5.

1

2.1 S
( ) Pi,j 14+ 6—(Ti—7'j)
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Ar
2. Won-lost sets probability.

ZOWRBIZOA I AT 4 v ZHIFETFIVEMIEIN, F2ADL—F4 T THHLOL—F 4~
7 (Elo, 1979) TOBEORER, HE LFIIBIT 5 THH L& 25 (Hambleton, 1991; de Ayala,
2008) TOMEDIEEROELR £, WEVWSHTHHINTWEDLFEHLEATHS. K
IPGHRELT, NFGA—FE011%, SFXA—FPKREVF—2D 1T LA TO/EEEN
0525 THAH I EIIHIET D, ZOWE, NG A—FDREVF =21y NS (25 SN
T5)FTIINEVF — 2T 26 HFHLTWLZ LR 5.

2F —LDNRFTA—=FFE Ar =r; —r; % 0,0.01,0.02,...,020 £E, £7 LA HTORE
FERP—ETHVTHLEREL, TREN 10 BONEEZ I I 2L —Ta Y LAKEREN 2
WCRT. ENEIWRNEVEZATIREY ME3-2, 23 0%, Ar=0.05 TRENVEVF —
L3 2-3 TN BEEHH 124% THAH. ArdS0.1 2R 5 EFEbLE(L—F 1 ¥ 7KW
F— AT 5) OMERIZ 5% MEL 2D, 02225 L ITTHIHETH S 2 LITRIR
SNTW5,

2.2.1 KA MNHEDEH
4 aL—5+4 ¥7 (Elo, 1979) 1%, K (2.1) ORIELEMTH 5

1
(22) Pij = ——G@i=r)

i

1+ 10200 —
WCEDET ) MOBEPHPTELEREL TS, L2 oT, L—F1 Y ZPIELLE
HahTwiut, ZoEZFHL CREREEEZ NI L0k LHETHL. T7E—
TR ERZHNBTEML 22 DZFIH LT (World Rugby, 2014). DX HIZLTT ¥
FUTRA U INERENELEBEN T TV L0, [HANKRLIFIELES VF 27 by 7
(World Rugby, 2015) D X 912, HERADERPEDOREDOFELDLETH o 72D h % ERIN
WZEFHli9 % 2 EASWHEE o T 5.
F72, BF(F—2)4,7 MORERKRE

] 1 (i wins),
(23) i = { 0 (i loses).
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TREINDELIZEE, AEROLV—T 1 V7
(2.4) ri =1+ K (sij — pi;)

EHHSNL. r; OEFHHMBFAHETHE. RQODIZLUTOIIIHENTES I HFILAL
EIXV—F 4 BN 5. ZhiE, [BRALZOE2LRARO L —F 1 ¥ 738/ 1
THY, L—T 4 Y ZIREVELBIEESNERETH DLV Z L IMBi S v, B
FHMSINLBEREIEVITZERS W, TRIE[REGHOL—T 4 Y IR bFRENLHEEIES
TWbEDT, V=74 v 7ERELBETILEIEV] VW) ZETHE, WL E &I
ZOMTH 5.

DX BRFATH L7720, L—T4 Y 7OFBEICIRAAROMF —2DL —T 4 ¥ T Hhdhs
HTHhY, 1 F—2DL—T4 VI EFHETLLOIIC, B5T 5488 (&F—2) OxtiiERHs
VETH .

KQAODERKIEIV—T4 Y 7OHEHFREEDLEMTHY, FzADTBLX)VTIE 16
PR EN TS, K PSR ETITEE O ORI K E {, #$I/MS T UEEE o8
KEW, ZOMEDOERBIZEY, L—T4 Y T7OWENREL 5.

ri DBEEDBEH DO —ETH 0, ML 2B EFERE S i, Q.4 oTFHHAANI LD
r \ZEEICED L. LA L, AREOENTH L - EIWNELGAETH, SREICLTL—
TAYITHEFHLTLE D 720, PHIRE S LW,

2.2.2 REFE
HiBD, REZTLORAS ¥ PRBTFEOREE, 1 AATLOMBIIHTAEL—T 4 7D

HHrw (X QAHNDIT X — 5’KLJ:V)E3Z>)O)1@@J& YEVPHETHL L, BLUOL—
TAYTOEFNRRAETETHY, L—T4 Y IZBPPEICESL ETIZEZEHFMEBID RS
L 0UICE LSRG, AT KT IRT BT RET 5.
REFHEOBMEZ LT IR~

D) FHRETHIHMMOEREDT—F %2 T V¥ 22— L7, THISERL, ZofhR
R LTRQAOTL—F 4 V72 HHT 5.

QAT LRI THEL—T 4 Y Z7OoEH R (2.4 ND K) 2 BIICRET 5.
L—F 4 Y OERRBDPEMEL ) DKREL BRI LB KPFRETELILZ2ERT HD
T, TOHENELT 5.

3) FiBoEFE, £F—2DL—F 4 ¥ IHIHET B ETHo2EE#ED BT,

PTIZ7VT) AL %IRRT, R2ICRTOERERT.

L=Tq > JEHT7INT) X L.

(UH”—O&L PWHRHED 2D €, > 0 Z/NEHRMEIEET S, K>0%2EDD. #D
WL E k=0&,F5. Nty FOKERERELT—IXR—ZAZHETS. £ty
M OFERE (i, 7,5i,8;) TR .

QF—=FR=ADKLy VT VT LIV —1T 5.

BV =P ENFT = RX=ZAh 5ty PERJEICIO L, IN%E (i,],5,s) £ T 5.

WDV=T4 27, BEOr; ZUTOBRTERT 5.

1 Si
p’L»] 1 N 6—<T§k)—rgk)) ) 2,7 Si 4 5 )

(2.5)

(2.6) P = o LK (s —pig), T =0 K (1= sig) — (1 pig) -
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#* 2. Notations.

Nr Number of teams
r=(ry,- - ,'I‘NT)T Rating vector
Ns Number of sets
(2, 3, si, 85) Result of one set. Team 7 and j scored s; and s; points in a set.
Ns tuples are stored in database.
€th Threshold value
K Parameter used in rating update
k Iteration index
0,1 Column vector composed of zeros and ones with suitable dimensions
||| Euclidean norm of vector z

F=FR=ZAHNDOEty M LTLEROEFH 21T .

B) [[rFHD — @] > ||r® — pE=D|| DA, K <+ 05K LT 5.

(6)||r*+D) — 20| < e DR EOHEE, rFHD AMBE LTTAVTY XL TT . Z
AT Bk k+1ELTAT Yy 7T (QNR5.

CZDL—T4 7 2F —ABOEORIERYD L (HBRETH L) 720, 7HhDeT
DFDICEERICEREZMBEL T 2 Ebhv., RETETILV—FT 4 Y Z7OMNPRLEEIND
DT, 7O =0 S EEHBETIE r =018 F—2NTHROENZHFHOZ L 2FERT
5. %72,

(2.7) r <+ r— (maxr)-1

ETIUE, L—T 4 v roRbEfzlhT oL, FI0ODEEETIENTE S,

2.3 OFELDOBERS JVREFEOHRYE

X O LG R A b R ONARAS T 247 9 o T4k & LT, Bradley-Terry €7V (BT €7 V)
(Rao and Kupper, 1967; Davidson, 1970) 3L {HIGNTHBY, AKRK—v DL —F 1 ¥ 7T
LD %\, BT EFIVTIE, F—24 ¢ & F— 24 j P LS4, ¢ A% 5 ICHBA T SRR
pij WETFT—LDIFTA—F 1,1, >0 % HWT

X
(2.8) Pii =
TETIENTELERET L. TOREI,
T 1 1 1
2.9 g = = = =
(2:9) Pig T+ 1+22 14exp (logﬂ—i) 1 + exp (log m; — log ;)
EERTE D29,
(2.10) r; = logm;

DIEIERIZ X D RETE (R (2.1) LEMMiTH 5.
INLODFHEREMTDH 5HY, THk (Ray, 2011) DFAETIX, BT EFNMICHE DL L —
T4 YT FEEFRHL TSRS, FUH LIRETEOBRELERTH LI O L —F 1
YTIECL O OBEHEHETRHE I TV 5.
¥ 7z, JHHSZ M5 (Hambleton, 1991; de Ayala, 2008) TliX, JHHFHE a;, FHHBESE b,
AT ST A =% 0, ZFWT, A jAEE  \CIERT 2% p; &
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1
- 1+ exp (—ai (OJ —bl))
WEDFHHTEETANRBEINDZEDNDHY), 20T A=y HfEFERESAIMES N
TWwWa.,

(2.11) Dij

TNEAR=VIHET DL, REETF =20 &F—24 j PR LIZYE, @ 255 ([THA
I MR piy A
(2.12) Di,j :

1 +exp (—ag (ri — r5))

THHIND LETHETIVHHET LI EDNTES. ap > 0IFRETLOFILEDEDIR S
DRFTE - RIDICKEZERTHNRT A5 LHINTE 2.

oD, [BAFSEETORMRNL, BLOTET NV OYRNE L Z ORIOBIEA,N S, A
ZTIERETFLELEMTIEH 529 BT EFNVEHRAET, REFEGEQD) ZRHATS.

3. L—71 7 HH s SURARETADER

AFETIE, BIETRELALLV—T4 Y IHEETFE2EEL, SEREF—20L—F1 V7
HENT 5.

3.1 FHLAETF—2%
UToFr—=2%#@HALE UV EyI7RE2RE(TYFY, VFFVr 24 0)BLOF
) ¥y 2RI TE, BREre KEx FHlMRE L, TRhZhOBEE 1 EDNEHE L
L, FIVB EAEBIUOFEKEOT ) VEy 7 FEOERICESEL—T 1 Y 7B L7
COTEITEY, ZBF—LD1EREOHMZE U TLEMIRIFEL T LHRE - FhEd L —
F4yZELTHBTE S,

F—aty kW1

¢ 011 4ET— IV FH v FNL—FK—) (&ZF) [2011 4E 11 A]

ey RFYFY ¥y s I—uyXFEKT)[201245 A, 7 AU A FEKT)

[20124E5 A, &7 AV A F#E T [20124E5 A1, 77U 7 F#(&T)[20124E2 A,

%7 % (0F) [2012 4E 5 A ]

¢ 20124ET— IV FZ 5 7Y [20124E 6 H-7 A

TSR Pt ¥y 2 (&KF)[2012 4 7 H-8 H]

F—a2ty h W2

©2015FET— IV Ay SN L —FK— )b (&F) [20154E 8 -9 A]

e FFVXYRAULTY Yy Ty T EKT)[20164F 1 H], M7 AU H TR

(ZeF)[2016 4F 1 AT, b7 AV HF# (&) [2016 41 A1, 7794 FEKTF)[2016

2 H]

FHHR VTV R 0F) Yy y ERERTFEL(KT), 201645 H
F—%2tv b W3

W2 12

) FFV xR UL Yy s WRRKTE 1T [2016 £ 5 A

¢ 016 ET—VKZT 7Y [20164E 6 A7 B]
ZEMLAH 0.

FHURR VTV R4 0L Yy 7 (&KT)[2016 4F 8 H]
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# 3. Root mean squares (RMSs).

by Set by Game by Set by Game
Dataset W1 0.0697  0.0429 Dataset M1  0.0594 0.0381
Dataset W2  0.0701  0.0369 Dataset M2 0.0612 0.0305
Dataset W3  0.0710  0.0390 Dataset M3 0.0611 0.0321

F—atvy kM1
¢ 20114ET— IV KAy FNL—F—) (BF)[2011 4 11 H-12 A]
ey RFyFY ¥y s I—uyNXPRGF)[20124F5 A, 7 AU A TFRGETF)
[20124E5 H], &7 AV A FEEGET) (201245 HI, 7708 F#EBT)[20124E1 A,
SR (B F) [2012 4F 6 A
¢ 2012 T =V FY =7 [20124 5 H-7 H]
FHIXR o+ ) ¥y 7 (BT)[20124 7 H-8 A]
F—&2ty b M2
¢ 2015 T =V FY =2 [2015 4 5 H-7 H1
¢ 2015 4ET— IV FH v TN L —FK— NV (BF)[20154E 9 A
e ) FTFVYRAULTY Yy F—uvXFEGBT)[201644 1 H], MT A HFE
HBEF)[2015 410 A, &7 AV A FEGF) (2016 4F 1 H), 779 7 F#EGBF)[2016
E1H]
FHNR VFFVr R4 FY) Yy s HRERTE 1B T) (2016 4E 5 H]
F—2ty b M3
M2 {2
cFTFVrRAuFY Yy s WRERHEFE 1B T) [2016 4 5 A
* 2016 £ — IV N =2 [2016 £ 6 H-7 A1
ZEmmL-b 0.
FHNR  VFFVryARA0F) Yy 7 (BT)[2016 4E 8 H]

3.2 #ER

3.2.1 FEMNETEM

TNIY) XEDBEN L EMEHRT 5720, UTOBEEEZT-72. =%ty b

WRL, IV —T7 4 Y 7R MVOBEZRZERETE 2 2BM250 L4 b X9 2%

Mz, |ETFTNVIY) X% 25 HWFET L. N5 A—F1den=105K=01,L7. HEbh
PHREOL—F 4 v ORKEER/MEDED FRRIZ 2.2 x 1077, EH#FEEO FRRIZ 4.7 x 1076
THY, DEOSTICH Lo hBEOMENEE L THONT.

312, FNFNOF—%ty bOL—F 4 Y ZEBNROREIZOVT, L—F 1 ¥ 7 Hh
SLFPMINDEEEK p, EEBOBERK s, (k1ZXy MFELIZAEET) & OKRED FEHF
HW RMS (K 2RT.

(3.1) RMS = \l Z Pr — Sk

F—Fty bW3EHETAHE, RMSiZty FZT&T0.0710, AT ET0.0390 THo7-.
ty NTLE DR pp — s THARTZET A, 95% Dy MDY |pr — s < 0.139 Zwi7z LTz,
#0139 13 FHT1 Yy FHH 6 MBEOTFMEEICHY T L. KET L TIX95% DR
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# 4. Correlation coefficients based on proposed rating method.

Correlation Correlation
coefficient coefficient
by Set by Game by Set by Game
Dataset W1 0.5110 0.7909 Dataset M1  0.5313 0.6775
Dataset W2  0.5549 0.7244 Dataset M2 0.4764 0.6413
Dataset W3 0.5605 0.7384 Dataset M3  0.5607 0.7381

B |pe — sk| < 0.076 iz LTW5b. 3,4, 5ty hORETIRZENZNN 9.8, 13.1, 15.1 1
DOFWEAHYLT 5.

3.2.2 FHER

RAHWERZ L —T 4 Y 7E&PLTFMEINBE AR (K1), REEHZ T HOR
ATOEBOEBEER(Ly FT&, BIXUORET L)L X0MBERKETRT. M3BXO
K412, W3BIOMITERLEZL—FT 4 v 7#ELYFF Vv R40tY 2 ¥y 7 Tiibh
LREBORETLEO/REEELZRT. INLORFOERIN(2.1) TPFHSNBEEELRL
TWwWh,

3.3 EE
KADKRLY,

cL—F U IO TMENSBEEREL LY FOEBEOHEERIIZTHEOHBEDTD Y
(BRI 0.5 5))

s L—F 4 IO TR ENARNE L LREOEBOHITHRITITHREED SRR H
% (FHBIRRELAS 0.7 fiH)

ZEDHERTE /2.
FM3BIUOMALY, FHEDEREIL—FT 4 Y ZFEWNSOHIETEHETRZ - TEY, —

EULEDOL—F 4 V7 ETEREEDEIRE TV LW EIRENTVS,
INSORRLY, BEFHEIHESLVL—F 4 VT EEF— 2 OFEHZHEYIEEML, 20

BOREKELHABEFUTE LI LIRINT.

3.4 FIVB 7>%>7 &DLEE

A TIIRETHEICESL L —F 4 VT EFIVB S VX v 7D EL L RARH R L ) IFHE
WCFMTE LN ONTHERT .

ETOF—Fty ML, FlINGRELEZKRETOZ LY bBLIUKRGOBEEEKE, &
MOFIVB 7 v F v 7VEBIUFIVB 5V F V7R, v bl OHBREEZRD- D% 5
WRT. BV FUyF Y Ey 7 (F—%+Ey P WIBLOMDIZOWTIL, BMERTHYL
7A XY ZOWMHRE T v F ¥ 7 IR (KT 69 6L, BT 9240), #iviis & 2BNhh D -
72720, A XY ADORERREBRN LIRS HbETRT.

SUXUTEOREMICR T U F VIO EZOT EMHFL L 0T, HERKIE~ A S
AN B (T v XV TEPRAFACRDIBEEAGDT VXV FAEW). —EEnHlEzZR L
TWHRELH DD, BBURRETHEILD LF[MHBEZEZRLTWS, F—F &y b M1 &
FT—=%Ey P MI*({ FYRAZBEANL72b0) 2 T 5 &, WIRIZT v F 72 BLUT U F
YITRA Y MNEOHIHEPKE VT = F I X DEPRHEINEA SN TVWDE 2 EWG05h.
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Probability/Scoring rate by game
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3. Rate difference and scoring rate in each game (Rio Olympic Games 2016, Women).

Probability/Scoring rate by game
075 R % = iy =

Prediction model
O Match results in Rio
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4. Rate difference and scoring rate in each game (Rio Olympic Games 2016, Men).

MK 2 ERIZ, FUFUIBIFT U F U 7R A UV MBMBREE o TRV
ETHDH, FUFXUTFERETI RV ITRA L MNML ORI ER AT L I2E DA
MARPTERLS 2523 FE20N570, HHEEL TS L) ICRINS N LW EMEW 2
HRZFO LIRS 2V, ZOHRIZBWT, L—F4 Y 7EIEEAERE2HAL TS, oF
DVL—74 Y7 3HBRETH S, LI METNERIHETH 2IREFEIFENRL TV S,

K512 W3ICHEDEERLIZL—T 4 VT EFDRETOFIVB T VF U 7R AV MEDH
&R,
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# 5. Correlation coefficients: FIVB ranking and scoring rate.

Correlation coefficient

FIVB ranking gap  FIVB ranking point gap

by Set by Game by Set by Game
Dataset W1 —0.3074 —0.5491  0.4179 0.5983
Dataset W1* —0.3768 —0.5417  0.3763 0.5267
Dataset W2 —0.5078 —0.6578  0.3658 0.4901
Dataset W3 —0.4948 —0.6629  0.4713 0.6446
Dataset M1 —0.4789 —0.6105 0.5362 0.7016
Dataset M1*  —0.4587 —0.6331  0.4731 0.6512
Dataset M2 —0.3624 —0.5380 0.3171 0.4641
Dataset M3 —0.5992 —0.7899  0.5342 0.7166

*: except GBR.

O e o e s e B NSRRI I S P S
: : Y
04l e m e N
wf ",
E 0.2} ] O- 4 e A .........................................
< : ¢
8 Lo wm Yy o
Qo
© V’(ﬁg
_8—0.2‘ @ Slmccrmmen s DO IV AOUER SR e s
5]
&
g_04_ A& ................................... .
j))
= ® : : @ Africa
& o6l ¥ SRR U SR S—— C| A Asia
Y ; : @ Europe
: : : : North and
—08F P S sres s s & { Central
E. : : : America
] . ; : South
i [ . .............. o e g & Lanmassion v America
1 1 1 1 1 1 T
0 50 100 150 200 250 300

FIVB ranking point (2016/7)
5. FIVB ranking point and proposed rating (2016/7, Women).

M5L0), L—F1 7B 04RiE0IT—ay SZEBTOT VF 7R LV POEPKE
WZER, FURFUVITRA VMNP MRIHOZETOL =T 4 Y TEPRECZ EDGD 5.
ZORERPLE, FIVBT VF UV IRA VIR TF—L2DOENZIELLKBL TV RN &%
5. TOERICOWTIIRETHERT 5.

4. AEWHAOFEADISA
AR TERETRIED V=T 1 ¥ 72D CREBA DRl (FAANEY) 7 3Gt o e 4H)
IZDOWTHERS.

4.1 HRSRFEOR#EY) 4 EEE
VATV X AAaE) Yy ZHREEFROSNEZ DL FIRT.
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e HRERTEL: TYT(FIVB I v F 077V 7HEM 3 7 EB X CHREE(HA)), 33—
Ty 8(FE2-3407), AT AV A (FE207), BT AVH(FE200). DI b 4HH
(7Y T7REMEE ZNERL A3 AE) A Yy 7 .

R FE2: T 7Y A (FE2-300), kT AV A (FEINL), BT AV A (FE3M).
209 bk b1 AEDA Y ¥y 7 .

WENORKETED 1 FEREYS D T, ELIZBABESLWIETHRD b, 2o Tidn
T A A TFETHRABRRTE2 Z[BIR]THIETHY Y Ey 7 AOHGHEEZEE LT
TELWHEMYDH S, ZOBNTHRBITLZHRL ) 2AEDLHERFTH Y, FEEIHRR
Fii 1 OMIGEDSER E 2 L Tw b (B4, 2016).

K6 ICHMARBTREGMOL —T 1 v 7, MRRETE RO FIVB I v F 7KL ~
b (2015 4E 10 HFEK), WM EL) Y€y 7 WG, BXUOETFETOIEMN 2R, BHaiE
I0C @ 3 X5 3 — F (International Olympic Committee, 2016) T7/~3. BRA (X B [E, CHN
BIXOSRBIZ2015ET— NV KA v FTHY Yy 7 HBEHEEZETWAD, £RETFRIZIT
SMLTWaw,

M TOEZEFKIC, 613, FIVB I v v 7KL ¥ M ENZWYITFETE T
WZEERLTWD, HFRERTFHED GO T, KEOMEMIZEIWTEL ¥ M5 SR T
5(FE1DDOT, F=2 B0 wIa—ay XNZEBL—T4 Y ZIZOEDLSTRL ¥ AP Hwn
F—2HH Y 52 NED, GER), Zhilxt L CENLUSNDOKEED 1AL F— 4 (JPN, KOR(T ¥
7), ARG(FET7 AV %), KEN(T7V M) ) dL—714 7 LTSRS » b A%,
FIVBS V&V MHMRIS U F v 7 LTENZIELLEETTORWI L3505

V=74 v Z7UMIE, KEBELERRETO/REEZFHTS 2 kf%FWB7/#/7
OABY) 52T AL TEL. NL—FK— L TREEREISREF— 20T 5
EBKE(T =V KT T 7)) R E)BEERES N, REROEDZIIEEWICIZHETD
AH. RTIC2164FET— NV 7T T ) TORERMETO/LAFELZRT. 77V EKRE,
BKEE TR LA OBRETH > 72F — 4 (BRA, CHN, RUS, USA) ZEAb L, HELF — A B0
ADRHERL H b TR,

COWMRNPSDBT TV HIKEF—LDOENNLE>TWEZEIIHAETHY, Fdb7 204
WEREE1AL(USA) E ENDT EDENENPKENT L HFHAINS.

INSOFEHIIED L, T 2 I FBICBINT 5 USA IZHREICENEL, 1HTO
HEANTIZFEFETH D, KT AV IO 2 IR EHEFELICMB I L LR LA, 222
F—uv o 2MB L3, BXOT Y7 ® EAE PN, THA, KOR) 252§ 5. 2% 1,
L—F 4 Y 7H040 05 025 BED4F—2OHEIHEELTBY, L—F4 7250214
VDT AV H 2, 3FTHOARLEBFFELVHTIE»Y) TH S, LizdoT, ZOHT4
11L1J:k 752 EHWHERTFHEINS.

WZHL, MREERTE 2 OMNREIZET AU, T7VH25603HETHY, wih
%v T4z7ioqu%5.k7x0ﬁ®3u-&bﬁﬁ WPE 2 TR, 22
T1IMEHBTHEN=FLBMEV L) B b5,

AT A AKREFEIILF—2D 1 HKREYY THY, 22D USAD 3BT 5H I EHTITTHE
FHENTVSE, Lo T, 2l 3fux %) 27— 2 DMAMIIEENE 1 e RO M
THE 2 REME I < 13,

Z ORI T bIdb 7 2 ) 71 FREOME T DOM-PUR Oxtik»frbh, £y b 3-1T
DOM ASEFI L7z, USA 139218 3MEL, DOMANLT 2 U 2 i TR TFi# 1 ~, PUR
HALT AV A 3 THRETE 2 NEHR L7z, DOM 3R FE1 TI—a v /8, 7ITDHE
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# 6. Rating just before Rio WOQT (2016/5) and qualifying rankings.

I0C FIVB Ranking Qualifiers(xx)

Code Rating Points (x) OL AF EU NA SA WOQT1 WOQT2
'BRA’ 0.5951 302 v

"CHN’ 0.5583 310 v

"USA’ 0.4839 350 v 1

'SRB’ 0.4308 212 v

'RUS’ 0.4014 253 v 1

'NED’ 0.3913 82 v 2 2

"GER’ 0.3713 93 5

'JPN’ 0.3440 225 v 3

ITA’ 0.3330 163 v 3

"THA’ 0.2770 83 5

"TUR’ 0.2472 117 4

'BEL’ 0.2115 76 6

'CZE’ 0.1962 38

"KOR’ 0.1927 146 v 4

'POL’ 0.1875 44 7

'PUR’ 0.1613 70 v 3 1
'BUL’ 0.0951 57

'DOM’ 0.0685 186 2 6

'CAN’ 0.0494 64

ARG’ 0.0386 87 v 1

’CRO’  —0.0427 51 8

'CUB’ —0.0627 52

'PER’  —0.0659 51 2 7

'COL” —0.1147 41 3 3
'KAZ> —0.1430 42 8

'VEN'  —0.1467 16 4

'KEN’  —0.2257 58 3 2
'CMR’ —-0.4291 51 v 1

'EGY’ —0.5280 34 2

’CHL’ —0.6191 11 5

"ALG’ —0.6747 51 4 4
"TUN’  —0.6906 25 6

'‘BOT” —0.9197 22 5

"UGA’  —-0.9715 8 7

() FIVB Senior World Ranking - Women. As per 6th October 2015 (FIVB, 2015). It is the
latest FIVB ranking before WOQTs.

(%) OL: Olympic games, AF: Africa, EU: Europe, NA: North and Central America, SA:
South America, WOQT: World Olympic Qualifying Tournament

EERL, 8 F—2 6 TH) Y Ey 7z kLTwd. FRICHL PURIZETDS
AT AV, T7VHDO3F—LEMKL, 1y bdEET LR 3WREBD 1ALTH
YV o¥y s R R TV 5.

CORMTTCOMRERTFROZFI LELOHLDLSHSNIZABYITHY, FNTHF—
DK LAREREEOH T Sy, B0, Bilo@EY), FREDEF— L1215
T (EBRORAETHEZRLEINICRAEDLLZVG VXV IRA ¥V PHPELMNE- ENAEAICH
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# 7. Scoring ratio in inter-continental matches in World Grand Prix 2016.

(a) All teams (b) Excluding the strongest team in four continents
Opponents Opponents
(x) Teams AF AS EU NA SA (x) Teams AF AS EU NA SA
AF 2 — 0.318 0.377 0422 0.381 AF 2 - 0.318 0.377 0.421 0.381
AS 5 0.682 - 0.494 0.494 0444 AS 4 0.682 - 0.487 0.516  0.427
EU 11 0.623  0.506 — 0.494 0479 EU 10 0.623 0.513 - 0.523  0.529
NA 6 0.579 0.506  0.506 - 0.482 NA 5 0.579 0.482 0.477 - 0.482
SA 4 0.619 0.556 0.525 0.518 - SA 3 0.619 0.571 0.471 0.518 -

(%) continent names; AF: Africa, AS: Asia, EU: Europe, NA: North and central America, SA: South

America

D, ARNICREREINDE TV F UV IIRA VM EEHTEEH > TREMOFENZENRZ 12K
HoTLEHITLLDDETHETH S.

WORATH - ARG PRI 22 EIPREIREFRNEHFT TS5 LTERICERLATH 5.
Ty —THREREORBRE DN T B ELLHBID 1982 FET— IV Fh v TARL VY RE
THEZ 5 T 5 (Smyth, 2014). —RV — VKR THIER L7z 2 F— 28, BEWAT—RK) —
ThREWRTELIIICHAEGEZBMELOTIE LWL W BRRTH L. BEIT—RK) — 7Rk
HiORAREM AR, BFHD2F -0 BIZ—K) =7 2B oI SMU2RARNCHEE L
TWeZ e Thab., ZOHFALEZT, 1986 FRED O R — FREH O 2 5 A TR B
BT AIIHIEHEEINTVA.

BDAR—YTH, Oy Ky FIV ¥y Z7ONNKI Yy TlREL RBEOMAE HEZ HH
T 27012 4MORTDBIUEDORFTEZHV R L7722 LW E 7 5 72 (Gilmour, 2012). 1
BEICATAZ ENFOHETHLMIAFNCZ S LS, PEYIC—RY) — Ve Hit L2
ENPKELERNTH L (TNURTOKREDEIIZ I —F A Y METHNEHORIT A IR Y 2
W), ThEZ, BUFFVy R4 83 Yy F TRAREERAPFLEENL TV S,

JV—=FT2V—AVDREHENT2 AT =V +Fx v EF Ty FHIZoWTH, BB
THEOTREMEZ T 5 X 9 FIERFP T b2 2 ERARUTTHEEEN TV B (J League, 2013;
- /R, 2016).

LREOHEBNIHEAR, N —FR— )T RETEHEOBE) L BRI T L.

4.2 VFAFTvx14AF YL E Y IOFET—IVLOREE

LS vy I RBICBITATFES—NVERT. £7—VIZEWO FIVB 7 v F v 7
WCHDOWTREENTD, SVyF 7L —F4 V2L BENOFMIIEKRE RR@Z YA
HY, Pool BIZENENPEFE > TWELEIENGHS. ITAIZPool BT6F—ahsfiiEil
WL RPRHIHEHTE L5720 DD, L—F4 V7 TREKD TFEHTH Y, Pool BDEA 4
HEPETHELRBEZBEBBLTNDLZ M5, @Y ARG DG SN TniudiE 2 Juik
TSR CE2ENTH oL EBbN 5.

Pool AT 7V 7BLIUMT AV D3I HEPENDVLEDOT VX 72 B TSI LA
M5, FFICIPN BFEEBRAETHLT =NV FH vy TN —K— VD 1977 SELIEETHORE
WZHEEE LTEML, FyF 7R Y M EER LTI EENREV. T—V Iy 7D
HEEZIE 12 DEOKR, POKETE OB L7290, IPNIZLTENIOLLETF— 2L
EXRTE, FUFUVIRA VI EBETEXL, FRICHLI—ay N L T =V Ky T
OHBHIL 2 DDA TH Y, HGHELERTE R WF— 24 (2015 FFRETIX ITA, NED %4 &) &
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# 8. Rio 2016 women’s volleyball pools and results.

Pool A Pool B

10C FIVB Result Result 10C FIVB Result Result
code  ranking Rating (Pool) (Final) code ranking Rating (Pool) (Final)
BRA 3 (Host) 0.5963 1 5T USA 1 0.5464 1 3
RUS 4 0.4365 2 5T CHN 2 0.5678 4 1
JPN 5 0.3737 4 5T SRB 6 0.4396 3 2
KOR 9 0.2115 3 5T ITA 8 0.3934 5 9T
ARG 12 0.0574 5 9T NED 14 0.4276 2 4
CMR 21 —0.4174 6 11T PUR 16 0.2222 6 11T

MRTG VXV ITRA P 0THY, TNAHRT VF 0 IV TORYBLBEFHTORKTH 5.
5V VIOV REHERGT ORI ENZ BB L5 v F 7 THY, F
DEFD-DIZIE, REDSBMMENG- 2T, BIXOKEKRE - BEMICBII LT v F Vv 7R,
b ORI RIEIEDSLETH 5.

5. #&E®

KL TIZ, N—K—VOZEREF—2OEDNOERNLFMTEE LT, £ty FT
DEEREZHMNTLEFTNVEREL, ZONRNFTA—FEL—F 4 07 LTEHLE. T2
L= 4 YT OEMKNRFETVITY) X8 %2R, EBROEBRESOREGHRICEIESHELH
HL 7.

HWLZL—T 4 Y7 R3ARDT U F U7 THBFIVB 7 v F 7 X0 AR REZEIC
FHTELZILE, )V I R EBEBOREOKFICE VMR L. L—T 1 v 7E)E
RI VXV T7ORA Y MEXI)DBEYNICENEZHPTE S Z 21XV, HRERTES
FV ¥y 7 TOREEROANEY 2G5, BLXOZFORKNTHS FIVB I v F V7KL Vb
DAY 72 37T % BARR 2 BHNCIE D X IR L 7.
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Statistical Rating Method of Volleyball National Teams to Predict Results
and Determine Competition Format Design

Eiji Konaka

Faculty of Science and Technology, Meijo University

The Fédération Internationale de Volleyball (FIVB), the world’s governing body for
volleyball, regularly ranks its member nations’ teams. The FIVB Board of Administra-
tion has designed a point system for select FIVB world and other official competitions.
However, the point system does not have a clear mathematical or statistical background.
Consequently, this system cannot be used as a quantitative measure of a team’s skill.

This paper proposes a novel mathematics-based rating and ranking system of na-
tional volleyball teams. The rating, which is a parameter reflecting the skill of the team,
is calculated based on the scoring ratio of teams in each major international competition.
A logistic regression model is employed to explain the scoring ratio with respect to the
rating difference between two teams. Additionally, an iterative rating calculation method
is proposed. Numerical experiments demonstrate the stability of the proposed method.
The correlation coefficient between the proposed rating difference and the results of sev-
eral major international competitions (e.g., Rio Olympic Games) is about 0.7. This value
shows a strong correlation that is higher than that of the FIVB ranking (point) difference.
The proposed rating is used to highlight the improper design of the ranking point attri-
bution system and the competition format of the World Olympic Qualifying Tournament
and Rio Olympic Games.

Key words: Sports, volleyball, rating, logistic regression model.



