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Looking at football
from a different

point of view

Fund Prices/Mvmts
Heritage Fund 18.0 14.0
Alpha Fund 82.0 5.8
Beta Fund 58.6 21.1
Chi Fund 71.8 6.5
Line Fund 88.3 7.0

Rec’d Fund 57.5 4.3
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Results in Review
MAFL Funds
Round 14 finished just as we’d hoped, with one favourite and one underdog
saluting the judge. Regrettably, Geelong was the winning favourite and
Collingwood the winning underdog and we were on the other side in both
matches.
All up, the Recommended Portfolio still recorded a small profit for the round,
though some individual Investors with other portfolio mixes were not as lucky.
The details of each Investor Portfolio are shown in the table at right.
(Here’s a piece of trivia for you. The Heritage Fund made 33 bets across Rounds
1 to 13, winning 6 and losing 27. If we look at the performance of those 33
teams for the week after the Heritage Fund wagered on them, their combined
record is 15 and 18. Were the Heritage Fund to have made the same sized bet
only a week later it would currently be up by 46.5%. Surely just a coincidence.)

Surprisal

Only 3 favourites were
successful in Round 14 so we
again have a high average
surprisal score for the round
and an overall round rating of
“Unpredictable”.

We’ve now had four
Unpredictable rounds in the
season, the last two in
succession.

Tipping

All tipsters recorded one win and one loss this weekend, which meant that the
full round average score was just 4.03, the season’s second-lowest.

The breakdown of tipster performance appears in the table at right.

Top score this week was 6 from 8, a score achieved by Shadow, MM4, MM5 and
MM7. The worst performance was 3 from 8, which was recorded by 18 tipsters,
including BKB, Chi and MARS.

In overall tipping BKB continues to lead by 3 and is now on 83 from 112 (74%),
followed by Chi on 80 from 112 (71%). Thereafter come CTL, Quila and Shadow each on 79 from 112 (71%).
In last place are MM41 and MM44 on 63 from 104 (56%).

Running totals for all tipsters appear in pictorial form in the Appendix.

If  there’s  such  a  thing  as  ‘form’  in  tipping  then
Shadow would certainly have it at the moment. Over
the  last  5  rounds  he’s  tipped  at  a  rate  of  78%,  out-
tipping even the bookies, thanks largely to his 6 from
8 for the current round.

Quila and Chi have also tipped well, bagging 29 and
28 from 40 respectively.

MM2 has reverted to previous-season form, tipping at
just over 50%.
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The Surprisal Generators
Finally we’re beginning to see multiple upsets each weekend and we’re starting to move back toward
historical levels of percentage wins by favourites. For Heritage Fund Investors’ sake, let’s hope this trend
continues.

A little earlier this season we looked at which teams’ overall results were most surprising by considering the
average bits of surprisal associated with the results of the games in which they were involved.

Today I want to update this analysis and this time break the surprisal up into that associated with a team’s
wins and that associated with their losses. So, please take a look at the table below.

As per the usual drill, let me explain this table by walking you through a row – say, Carlton’s.

They’ve had 7 wins that, combined, have produced 9.9 bits of surprisal, which is 1.42 bits per win, ranking
them 2nd on this metric. Carlton has also had 7 losses and these have produced 6.3 bits of surprisal, which is
0.91 bits per loss, ranking them 10th on this metric. They’ve not had any draws, so there’s no data for them in
these columns. Overall, their results have generated 16.3 bits or surprisal, which is 1.16 bits per (non-
drawn) game and this ranks them 1st amongst all the teams. So, on average, Carlton’s results have been the
most surprising of all the teams’.

There are a few other things of interest I’d point out:
Melbourne are the team whose wins have, on average, been most surprising. Their two wins have
generated 4.2 bits of surprisal for an average of 2.09 bits per win, putting them comfortably ahead of
Carlton.
Geelong are the team whose wins have, on average, been least surprising. Their 13 wins have
generated 4.5 bits of surprisal for an average of just 0.35 bits per win. This average is about as
surprised as you should feel when a team wins that is priced at about $1.20.
Conversely, Melbourne are the team whose losses have, on average, been least surprising. Their 12
losses have generated 4.1 bits of surprisal for an average of 0.34 bits per loss.
And, in as balanced a fashion as you could hope for, Geelong are the team whose losses (well, ‘loss’
actually) have, on average, been most surprising. Their single loss generated 2.28 bits of surprisal.
The general pattern is for teams to have generated above-average levels of surprise for their wins
and below-average levels of surprise for their losses, or vice versa. Amongst teams with at least 3
wins and 3 losses, Collingwood and St Kilda are outliers in this regard.
Collingwood’s wins have been more surprising than the average (0.90 bits per win vs 0.83 bits per
win), yet their losses have too (1.21 bits per loss vs 0.83 bits per loss).
St Kilda on the other hand have been less surprising than the average when they’ve won (0.69 bits
per win vs 0.83 bits per win), and also less surprising than the average when they’ve lost (0.71 bits
per loss vs 0.83 bits per loss).



Pre-Season 2008, No.1ROUND #14.1b MAFL 2008 PAGE 4

ROUND #14.1b MAFL 2008 PAGE 4

Team Quarter-by-Quarter Analysis
Here are the teams’ quarter-by-quarter performance details.

Across the various Alternative Premierships:
Despite comprehensively losing the 1st quarter against the Pies on Saturday, Sydney continue to lead
the During the 1st Quarter Premiership (and, by necessity, the End of the 1st Quarter Premiership)
Collingwood continues to lead the During the 2nd Quarter Premiership, but only on percentage from
the Cats
Geelong leads the End of the 2nd Quarter Premiership, the End of the 3rd Quarter Premiership and the
End of the 4th Quarter Premiership. In other words if all games this season had been halted at half-
time, three-quarter time or full-time, the Cats would still have led the competition. They also
continue to lead the During the 3rd Quarter Premiership.
Hawthorn leads the remaining Alternative Premiership, the During the 4th Quarter Premiership,
having now won 12 and lost just 2 final terms.

Melbourne continues to hold 6 of the 8 Alternative Premiership Spoons: the During the 1st and During the 2nd

Quarter Premierships and all of the End of the Quarter Premierships. So, if all games this season had been
halted at the end of any quarter, the Dees would still be last. That’s quite a record.

The other two Alternative Premiership Spoons are held by West Coast (During the 3rd Quarter) and
Fremantle (During the 4th Quarter).

The Lions, despite sitting 6th on the ladder remain heavily reliant on their 1st half performances to get them
home.  Of all the points they have conceded this season, 55% have come in the second half, which is the
highest percentage of all the teams and just under 3% points higher than the all-team average.
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On the overall table, Geelong have established a comfortable lead
over 2nd-placed Sydney, winning 4 quarters to Sydney’s 1 this Round.
The Bulldogs have retained 3rd spot, with Collingwood and Hawthorn
remaining in equal 4th.

At the  other end of the table, Melbourne made up more ground on
West Coast in this round and are now just 3 quarters behind.

The Roos continue to hold a top 8 spot in the overall quarter-by-
quarter table but no longer do so on the competition ladder where St
Kilda, instead, is holding 8th spot.

Team Ratings Update
Five of the results in Round 14 produced ratings point changes of between 3 and 5 points: Geelong gained
4.8 points at Adelaide’s expense, the Bulldogs grabbed 4.0 points from Port, Collingwood snatched 3.5 points
from Sydney, Carlton drained 3.3 from Richmond, and Hawthorn (exhausting my supply of verbs) stole 3.2
points from West Coast.

In the other three games the ratings point changes were all in the 1½ to 2 point range, with Melbourne
taking (okay there are some more) 1.9 from Brisbane, St Kilda pilfering (getting desperate now) 1.6 from the
Roos, and Essendon chiselling (barely logical) 1.5 from Fremantle.

Melbourne’s gaining of only 1.9 points for its victory over the Lions surprises me a bit and underlines the
extent to which MARS rewards margins of victory over just about everything else.

Here are the MARS week-to-week movements and the current ratings:

Port Adelaide continues to cling onto 8th spot, now for the sixth successive week, though their grasp grows
more tenuous as the weeks progress.
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Notwithstanding their ranking, Port Adelaide is no longer considered likely to finish in the Top 8 based on
MARS Ratings and the remaining schedule of games. Here’s what MARS is now predicting for the run home
(with actual results for Round 14 and predictions for Rounds 15 to 22) and the final table:

So, MARS is predicting that 36 points and a superior percentage is all that’ll be required to make the final 8.
How does that stack up with history, looking at the period during which we’ve had a final 8 system and 16
teams in the competition?

The table above shows the competition points and percentages of those teams that finished 2nd,  5th and 9th

(ie  what  you’d  need  to  beat  to  win  the  minor  premiership,  finish  in  the  top  4  or  finish  in  the  top  8,
respectively) in each of the seasons 1995 to 2007.

As you can see, the MARS prediction of 74 is historically a very large points haul for 2nd spot. Similarly, 60
points is high for 5th. Conversely, 36 is quite low for 9th spot. What MARS seems to be suggesting is that the
top teams will, collectively, grab an historically large proportion of the total competition points on offer.
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You can see that this is the case by looking at the last 3 columns of the table. Historically, the team that has
finished first has secured about 10% of total competition points, the top 4 have secured around 36%, and the
top 8 have secured about 64%. So, looking at the differences, teams in positions 2 to 4 have usually secured
26% (36% - 10%) and those in positions 5 to 8 have secured 28% (64% - 36%).

For this year, MARS is predicting that the team finishing 1st will collect 12% of the competition points (ie 2%
points more), teams in positions 2 to 4 will collect 29% of the points (ie 3% points more), and those in
positions 5 to 8 will secure 30% of the points (ie 2% points more).

Whilst that might seem an excessive concentration of points, a comparison with the actual situation as it
currently stands suggests that this result is not at all unlikely (see the last row of the table) as the current
levels of points concentration are already high. (Due, of course, to the large proportion of favourites that
have been winning.)

Here is the latest competition ladder:

(By the way, a slightly easier to read table showing the MARS predictions for the remaining rounds appears
in Appendix 2 of this newsletter).

Tony

6 July 2008

No, I didn’t make this up. The URL is below (if I were from Goldsborough 2nds I’d have had this page removed by now)

http://www.nidderdaleleague.co.uk/scorecards/3095/Dishforth_v_Goldsborough_2nds_22-7-2006.htm

http://www.nidderdaleleague.co.uk/scorecards/3095/Dishforth_v_Goldsborough_2nds_22-7-2006.htm
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Appendix 1 : Cumulative Tipping Performance – All Tipsters
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Appendix 2 : MARS Predictions for Remaining Matches


