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Results in Review
MAFL Funds

Though Geelong again started slowly, it was too much to expect the Blues
to provide four-quarter entertainment. Indeed, the best the Blues could
manage was to stay within 10 goals of the Cats, which, whilst it might have
preserved some team pride, wasn’t nearly good enough to provide a return
on MAFL Investors’ head-to-head wager.

Our only other bet for the weekend, a Line bet on the Bulldogs with 13½
points start, was considerably more successful. The Dogs won outright,
inflicting the first defeat for the season on the Hawks and making for
fascinating viewing when the bookies reframe the Premiership market this
week.

Overall, most Investors suffered a small loss this week, leaving them in the
respective positions shown in the table at right.

Next weekend, I expect, will resemble a Heritage Fund Going Out of
Business Sale, with the Roos at home to the Cats, the Tigers at home to the
Crows, the Dons at home to Hawthorn, the Eagles at home to Sydney, the
Saints at home to the Bulldogs, and the Dees at home to Collingwood. We’ll
probably need two or three of those to finish as upsets in order to eke out a
profit.

Surprisal
Based on surprisals, this was the season’s fifth “Very Predictable” round.

During the week someone asked me if, based on surprisals, 2008 has been much different from 2007.
It certainly has. Averaged across all regular-season games, excluding draws, the average surprisal in 2007
was 0.92 bits per game. This season, excluding the draws, it’s been 0.80 bits per game.
One way to think about that difference is that it’s the same difference that would have been achieved had all
the teams that won in 2007 had a victory probability of 53% and had all the teams that won this year had a
victory probability of 58%.
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Tipping

This weekend was a return to normality for MAFL tipsters, with 7 out of 8
favourites proving successful and the average tipster score leaping to 5.95,
over 2½ tips higher than last weekend.

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

No tipster predicted the Bulldogs’ win and only 9 were on the correct side of
the Lions v Roos clash. For many these were the only two problematic games.

The Round’s best tipsters were BKB, Chi, Quila, MARS and MM4, each of whom scored 7. The worst tipsters
were MM40 and MM41, who both managed only 4.

Running totals for all tipsters appear in pictorial form in Appendix 1.

To provide a benchmark against which to compare MAFL tipsters, I thought I’d take a look at the
performance of the expert tipsters who appear in The Age and The Herald Sun each week.

As you can see, a number of Herald Sun tipsters have performed better than BKB, as have a couple of tipsters
from The Age. Jason Akermanis and Mark Stevens head the pack, each tipping at an incredible 82½%.

Amongst  this  group of  101 tipsters,  Chi  and MARS are  currently  tied  for  16th, and Quila is 4 tips ahead of
James Hird. Surely that’s gotta give my dogs some bragging rights while out walking this week.

(By the way if you’re trying to match the scores shown here with those printed in next Friday’s paper, please
note that The Herald Sun gives all tipsters a score of 1 for draws and The Age gives all tipsters a score of 0.
So, to make the scores comparable with MAFL’s in which we give all tipsters a score of ½ for a draw, I’ve
added 1 to all scores in The Age and subtracted 1 from all scores in The Herald Sun).
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Team Quarter-by-Quarter Analysis
Here are the teams’ quarter-by-quarter performance details.

This week the Hawks lost their first game and their first final term, though they still have the best 4th quarter
record of any team. Sydney have the best 1st quarter record, Collingwood the best 2nd quarter record, and the
Roos the best 3rd quarter record.

Turning from best to worst, Fremantle, in losing their fifth
straight game after leading at the final change, lost yet
another final term this week, cementing their position as
the team with the worst 4th quarter record. Melbourne
owns the worst records for the three other quarters.

Not surprisingly then, Melbourne also own the worst
overall record, as shown in the table at right.

The Bulldogs now have the best overall quarter-by-quarter
record and the Swans and the Cats share second.

And, still, the eight teams with the best overall quarter-by-
quarter records make up the top 8 of the competition
ladder.
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Team Ratings Update
Two of this week’s results produced large ratings points shifts: the Pies’ 100-point victory over the Eagles
was worth +5.3 points, and the Swans’ 82-point victory over the Tigers was worth +5.0 points.

In other results, the Bulldogs’ win yielded +3.7 points, the Cats’ was worth +3.0, the Lions’ scored +2.4, and
Port’s earned +2.3. Essendon were the other gainers, picking up +1.5 points as a result of their unexpectedly
narrow loss to the Crows.

The table below has the current Ratings details.

The MARS top eight are now edging away from the remaining teams. The gap between 8th and 9th is now over
11 points.

The MARS Top 8 has now contained the same teams for the past 4 weeks. It comprises:

1. Geelong (no change)
2. Sydney (no change)
3. Collingwood (up 2)
4. Hawthorn (down 1)
5. Adelaide (down 1)
6. Western Bulldogs (up 2)
7. Port Adelaide (down 1)
8. Brisbane Lions (no change)
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A comparison of MARS Ratings with the competition ladder yields four teams that are ranked at least 3
places lower on MARS than on the competition ladder:

Hawthorn, who are 1st on the ladder but 4th on MARS
The Bulldogs, who are 3rd on the ladder but 6th on MARS
Carlton, who are 11th on the ladder but 14th on MARS
Melbourne, who are 11th on the ladder but 16th on MARS

It also yields four more teams that are ranked at least 3 places higher on MARS than on the competition
ladder.

Sydney, who are 5th on the ladder but 2nd on MARS
Collingwood, who are 6th on the ladder but 3rd on MARS
Port Adelaide, who are 10th on the ladder but 7th on MARS
Fremantle, who are 15th on the ladder but 11th on MARS

To consider the extent to which these differences might be at least in part explained by differences in the
average strength of the teams played by each team, I’ve put together the following table.

It shows, for example, for Adelaide, the average MARS Ratings scores of the teams that they’ve met is 988.3
(adding 5 points on to the opponent’s rating if Adelaide played them on the opponent’s home ground). This
first calculation uses the ratings that the teams had in the week that they met Adelaide. If, instead, we use
each team’s rating as at the end of Round 10, the average changes to 987.9.

On either measure, Adelaide has had the easiest draw of all 16 teams.

Using the first set of average scores – since these best reflect how MARS would have assessed each team’s
opponents at the time they met them – we can explain some of the differences between current MARS
ratings and the competition ladder:

Hawthorn, the Bulldogs and Carlton are ranked lower by MARS because they’ve all had better than
average draws so far this season. Hawthorn’s draw has been 4th easiest, Carlton’s 6th easiest and the
Bulldogs’ 8th easiest.
Sydney, Port Adelaide and Fremantle are ranked higher by MARS because they’ve all had worse than
average draws so far this season. Port Adelaide’s draw has been the worst of all team’s, Sydney’s
draw has been 4th worst, and Freo’s has been 8th worst.
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This leaves only Melbourne’s and Collingwood’s discrepancies unexplained. Both are due to the ratings that
each carried into season 2008. Melbourne came in with 987.2 points, almost 13 points below the average,
and Collingwood came in with 1004 points, 4 points above the average.

So, as I said last week, the differences between MARS Ratings and ladder positions can be explained partly by
differences in the strengths of the draws that each team has faced and partly by differences in the ratings
points that each carried into the season. As the season progresses I’d expect more of the discrepancies to be
due to schedule strength and less to be due to start-of-season ratings.

We’ll check on this again a bit later in the year.

Speaking of the competition ladder, here’s how it now looks:

No team now has a winning streak that extends beyond 3 games and only 2 teams have losing streaks that
are any longer than 3 games.

*~*~*~*~*~*~*~*~*~*~*~*

The ‘If Only’ Chronicle

Did you know that if you had wagered …

$1 on every favourite so far this year you’d be $4.75 in front (that’s a 5.9% ROI)
$1 on every Quila tip you’d be $3.41 in front (a 4.3% ROI)
$1 on every Chi tip you’d be $1.35 in front (a 1.7% ROI)

(the irony of that last fact is not lost on me. Somehow we’ve managed to wager on 4 of Chi’s 10 incorrect tips
across the 48 games he’s been trading. Statistically, there’s only about 10% chance of us doing this).

I suggest all MAFL Investors with a Heritage Fund component in their portfolio get ready for a huge
weekend.

‘til Thursday,

Tony

1 June 2008
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Appendix 1 : Cumulative Tipping Performance – All Tipsters


