Poll Inertia: A Study of the AP Polls, 2004-2013
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P O S S Flecda State -
AD Ay Al AN A A) AK Al v AN AD Ay AQ

Pothecond 2020 Fresemen 2009 Perutmate 200 Peslecord 2009 Post 2009 Poat Recerd 2009 Fresemen 2008 L

: 140 § P 1 Aasama 130 1 Aabarra 40 ! Georga 3R

w 139 < 2 Tenis & Tenas LS 2 ONe Stne 2C

3 Oregon 121 ) iRl ) Plorids i Uk b

4 Saviore " 4 4 Cmomren & Sone Saate 1890 4 Cwahorra a2

$ Ohio Stae 121 s $ Forida $ Onio Sate 132 $ Forida sy

§ Cwanoma 2 ) § o v LA 121 § Misson® LI

7 Wicongia 12 7 Veginia Tech 7 Oregon 7 lowa 112 7 7\

) LA " 8 Msias o § 0o Sate 8 Cnerce 121 § West Vegeaa L

10 112 9 Dolse Szate 121 9 Oxlahorra State 9 Georgla Tech ® Poon State 132 9 Oomnon 0

1w 10 Aateme W) 10 Pesn Sune 10 e 10 Ve 103 10 Audern wd

2 102 11 Newada 1 1L 11 Pern S2ame 11 Oregon 103 11 Teum 1n1

13 12 12 Awarsr W 12 Cofernva 12 vrpme o 11w 12 12 Yeni Yeor nd

14 1) Owishorra State 112 1) Georgla S QLT 13 Georga Tech 113 13 Waconss c

15 102 M movgen Sne 112 4 Bose Stae 4 e 14 evrwes 104 M s "

16 »» 15 Missisiopi S2ate 94 15 Georgla Tech 15 v w2 3 Metabusgh 1) 15 Arzona Sne 5C

7 102 W Vvegsateth ¥ Oregon W Orvger e LR 16 avomen 103 "M “wa

18 = 17 Porida State 104 17 v 17 Pemaborgh %3 17 4 17 Viegnria Tech e

19 Mo )  Fores Saace e v 3 18 2 103 8 Terresiee He

2 v 19 Teum ARM 94 19 Utas 19 wererry 84 19 Mam 94 19 Socth Nerda B

IR L2 } 2 Nerasa we 0 e 20 Nebrasha 9 10 = §e N 1o 0N

22 »a 21 uor 113 21 North Casclma 21 Overoma st 9D 21 Texas Tech 94 21 Oregen 28N

23 = 2 Sovn Cvoirg 8 21 o 12 Maony as 1T §e 22 Pern Sune 2N

24 102 23 Marylard 94 23 Notre Deme 23 = »3 23 Contral Michigas 122 23 Wake Forest a0

5 ' M Vs w) M Neased M Wowrnn ] M G 95 M Nasams Mc

% B4 25 Nerth Casslma 5 94 2% Kasamn 29 Cervral Nichiger 112 S Wet Virgea 94 2% Pemburgh 28

27 » » » 0 » »

<8
9
30
n
n










Previous Research
Methodology/Tests
Results

2014

Ideas for further research

Sources



Previous findings:

Based on poll data from 1994-2008, Scott Albrecht used
regression 1o see how various factors can estimate the final
rankings

Findings:
O Eg, using win-loss record and strength of schedule, he got an R?
of .728

O All-time W/L has no bearing on rankings. However, being in a BCS
conference will give a winning team a bump of ~5 spofts

O Preseason polls: P>| 1| below .05

O Estimates that if two teams are ranked 20 spots away from each
other in the preseason, and they play identical schedules with
identical outcomes, the higher ranked team will only be ahead
by one spot



Penultimate Rankings

Penultimate rankings dictate bowls
O Bowls=%
O Bowls = Prestige

O Inabowl, top teams can actually play it out. So after a bowl season,
significantly more information than any other week

Final rankings buck general week-to-week ranking trends
O E.g. fartumble after aloss
O Many more “top” teams are playing against each other

Rare for final ranking to deviate too far from penultimate ranking
anyway



Spearman’s Rank Correlation Coefficient

Number of preseason unranked in penultimate poll
Median penultimate rank given preseason rank
Staftistical significance in rankings and losses

Preseason Rank of highest ranked team with X losses

Bowl performance



Spearman’s Rank Correlation Coefficient
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Turnover

# Preseason Unranked teams in Penultimate Poll
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Expected Finish Given Preseason Rank

Average Finish

30

22.5

7.5 1




Median Penultimate Rank
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Statistical Significance from #1

Rank
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SD of difference
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Is Penultimate rank statistically significant (at a=.1) from #1?
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Statistical Significance from #10

Rank
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Bowl Predictions
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Preseason #2: Alabama

Preseason rankings of Playoff Teams:
O Alabama: 2

O Oregon:3

O Florida State: 1

O Ohio State: 5

Highest ranked team with X losses:
O 0O, FSU, Preseason 1

O 1, Alabama, Preseason 2

O 2, Mississippi State, Preseason NR

O 3, Ole Miss, Preseason 18



Further Research

Take other factors into account

O Conference bias?
O “Blue blood"” bias?
O Eaost-coast biase

Figure out new measures to accommodate for the new
playoff system

Incorporate week-to-week polls
O Timing of losses

Better control for records



Sources

hitp://www.cfbtn.com/2009/08/ranking-high-scientific-
proof-that.html

Cfbpolldata.com

Collegefootballpoll.com
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