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Abstract

The current ranking system of the Korean Baduk Association is based on the Elo rating system, which
is widely used in the field of chess. Despite the 6.5 point dum (penalty) as compensation for playing as
White, many Baduk players still prefer to playing as Black due to Black’s higher winning percentage. In
this paper, we present the ranking of Baduk players based on the Bradley-Terry model and address the
advantage of playing as Black. We compare the ranking from our model with rankings from the Korean
Baduk Association.
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1. N2
H]——E—O]q- A2 2 A4 o A4 Al Y (player-versus-player game; PvP game)ojl A& o AR E] A
= 7Y A E o2A AT AA7tel gt =97} olojA gkt = 7oA TAEY ¢HE 753}

919 WU~ A ARE ASHIA HA A% AR 71 28 BholEol Hils B4E ¥
3o], F5a Bl Bol meh /S £4E HIlE Aotk oldE 712 YA AEE =7
A AR EARS 2T Agieh AA, 7 oha vk Bus B4t 9oz AsA ) Wil ZAE
7re] Bz A4 Aol 7k Ade] Aolg & AWaHTA RaAch. BA, W 711 2ok hF ol wet
B Be) Fgol GebA] mEe] A e UEe) Bus B4E wad £7 gtk AR,
52 @ ol gol ol7)k A7IS 1 3| Bux AL o] W Ao BF 6709 A= Aol 9
S, B WL M AEE 198 FAADE A WE, ol A1 B A4 2 A1

FA %
ast7] fsf AA d= 71dolAe el d At Al BAA A Al (Bai
ARl ZIAHES] =S w712 vk BAA A Alse 718 Zﬂ’*°ﬂ/ﬂ

S 7he] AR el 8L A4 98l AFRE W Elo rating system (Elo, 1978)2 vlSof 94 tﬂ?ﬂ/\]
71 Zelty. Y7ke] 2419 ul= E€8A) Arpad E. Elodl] &J&f T3 o] W2 Al Al2oA A
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Table 1.1. Levels and stages of professional Baduk tournaments and weights «

Tournament stage
Tournament level

Preliminary selection Final selection Final round
Level 1 1.5 2.3 3.0
Level 2 1.3 1.9 2.5
Level 3 1.0 1.5 2.0
Limited tournaments
1.0 1.0 1.5

and special games

FEY <8 A3 A wEARHAT, AL Anehe] oflEt S, B, oFrel 22 A7 &
E29 0109 AY, e 2T 2 S| GoFE BololA] $851 3 ek, @A) AA AL A (FIDE)o A
Mark E. thkmanoﬂ o3 WA HE Glicko rating system (Glickman, 1995)2 ARE-3}al T}

Elo rating system®] 7]&2 <] 7]-@ o = /‘4/\7]-4 A719 $F& 7|UA7F T A9 rating A x}o)

o] T2 Uelfol AT Zolth A, B9 rating H+E 7247 Ra, Rezt @€ ul, Elo rating
systemoll A A Aol $& 7|t EA’C o237} Zro] YRyl Rt
1
Ea = —. (1.1)
1410~ i ™

A & A B S8 7IHAE 7 5 9low, ol o 83td A4 AV A5 BE o] 7]w ARl
e 2202 vt o] UeRfoj it

Ea _ Ra—Rp
log1g (1 —EA) T 400 (1.2)

3%l Elo rating systemol] 4= v Z7]5}e} rating 4:9] QJvlo]E7} thew} o] o] £ojzit),

R\ = Ra + K(Sa — Ea), (1.3)
A71A Ra, Ry Z7F Qeflo] = 58] 45 A rating Aotk K& 48] 3 7] <, rating 4
s, 4719} 24300 Bt Al AL 452, 3 7157 ALSE, rating 47 He5E, 3719
Fa4o) RS 2 ke /A Ak Sak A7) AAE dEE MeRA, A5 A% o714 1, A
W 09 7hg ZHeth Eat 994 73 A5 A9 S8 Z|tielth. &5 Z19elA 200935 E At
o] ARSI Y= EAA H5 ATE SollA] A 229 Elo rating systemS th} UL74] tﬂﬁ“l
2 etk A4 A, B rating B4E 47 Ra, Reeh AL o], 5AA 25 ARl A4 A9 $F

71 A] Easl A4 A7 A4 BE ©]7]& AR gk 212 = rating A9 JulolE+ 242 o334
o] Yol At

1
1410~ o0 ™
Ea Ra — R
logw( EA) 200 B (1.5)
RA :RA+aK(SA—EA). (1.6)

o] AmelMe Heel gEdold WAE Asl A A< 089 HFE HalErh A Ko g2
140]1, 7|42 573} DAl upe} Table 1.13} 22 7153 oS AFRSto] A4t
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A Elo rating system= 7|HFo 2 A4E2] £9E Al e A2 vE52 & o 894 Al (turn-
based game) oJeh AolA] A2 HZsthR @ 4 9A, AL oFle] Roldol AL €A A
QoA T e Mt WA 52 FA BN AT HE) oo 48 T HE FReE v,
Aoz W3 Aol Feldt Hom 4718 olFol Uz 4 97l vl 9iel ol4g FAA Bk
ASANE F 457 84 1 2S AHSSHE s 234 78S AHSSE “FT o2 U, o] 4
2, Zo| E2 UA Ak A29 B4 FAL F7 9g Aok Pl o oA 9 go, 7t
EURE, A7Iukh 2] e e ABShe] BB S3 4E Aspl Aek. Az AT AE M
L ok7le] o|AL 7R AE A HEd|, o3} o] FL first-move advantagedt B3 ™ &3] &
7ol 9ok AAl Mol 58S FAACE 52-56% Holv Fo| SRR O} HTh. 0|2 v
BFSAE T 457 8 B2 A S 42 E2 ABSHE B o Uiu, 84 us 34
AR 71 B RAAE SN BT | Kol AE FE RATE FO RO o)
AR AF B WA +8 $2oH TA9 RS 2 Ao AT FUTS HAR +0
o] Y& Axsk= DLE] HES oA o3 felde BASH] s ti=el 2 F AZEul] WA 63
Hkel de ok "Holdk ido] AT A2 vkEe] AL v ] wisl 1] 2eE A kgt ELW
of ol=22] A H 45 RHEE A ASte] AL Skske FAloln, A =t dEoA = 65 R
S e SolAe 7R W] "e ARESkaL Sltk. o] upRelA el e ol *‘4*17]7]
A3l Wl Al Fg FARE, 3] = vks 7AE /\Poloﬂfﬂ“ 674 W] S Fu% 58 e 2ol A
stths ol U2 Axz doll the 98 F&sith Ae ol 27]of #E A7+ Kim (2007)0
ol Zhks] thE X Aol glow, B AFox= Feol 65 W ufo] 5o o] ol thef FA 5}

oh vhsollA & kA a2 F2 vk A A eIt A Aol F tse Mol F 7AREClAl
ZYzh FolAle AIREeZA, I ol 5HH 3AIZE, A= 6AZb] 0|27 744 theFsie, 7] it
e A AT AREShaL ok B v AldsEel =7AF Ae & etV ek £

> 4

0]

gL r[r

i d

O_u

) %
=

o g AE Aol ool Aol AR, Frie) ol=el AE U s As] 28T A s
o Thel 48 ATl T Alge] Bashpon, ol Ash AAZ A=} A7A Hgich. A
A 7)Ee QAW BE AGAZIe] 103 ol3hel th7L 7]uk5ol2 shul, 1A)ZklA 2413 AEQ T
& £/, 223 ADA) 340 el g Aol ek ARl FE 8
£ %75 Aol iR ASE A8 SR AR Qojuhnl, A7 A3be] FEF An5o
Aol T A el @ 4 B8 Ui A9F & Ago] Doluch. oleld AV Aol
A o718 Fof o] he] & HAT 4+ YTlel AL E Aol BUH T, B Aol &7k
SIS (2471915, Z0E5) 02 Uiro] 3o] o7 wale SR

R o) A= HA Bradley-Terry model & A|Zto 2 118]dutst
Holl tia EAskar, A 63 W] Ho] &9 o] &

4L o3 2ok Al 280 B4 ARSE AREe Ui st 7eS
AHE By} Byl 71 e ois) 7R AfE RES

th Al 480 B4 Aol gt ket a1ko] 23w of gl

- 240 AREE A=

Skt 719 YAt Eo A= wi Y T4 9 v AH o o]F oA e 7HeFe e Algeiy, olE
EYE 7|AFEY] rating F45 AlAFst} (Korean Baduk Association, 2()19) 1 AEEH 7AEY
=

rating Aol wet vid 52 SAUE 195 E 10097219 7]AF Weke SR ZIAEe] AE
AlZEe] B met ol AE WEely] wiRol v 2| Ahse] A2 7IAbEe A A vl
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2 5 otk g B Avels B719 WAool FAis o] gt 20124 195 20154 119
714 o912 BE B4 the) AThet 20159 1196 IR QoA DR 49 1008 714 B B
rating A48 B4 AHSRTE 4 B AR Y WS IR, S, WA, B E, Ao,
of & AT AL AYH B A2, B Bruke] o] BeA, BASAA, B A Aol o2
£ Fol £ Utk 4d7e] BE FA BhFE 20,2463 o[ RO, o] F 49 1003 S
el e F 4508710ITh 1 ol A3 gre] THRe UFE 3, A95e HFE 4, oFEA
= 4597 b B 27olth. BAIAH A5 E 24l Bradley-Terry model F55-8 T}
283, 71A0R A8 SRE NS HE Adom A% Aol ohv, AT ol olEAE AHY
A e BFe A7t SA WAAE & 5 g7 WRel, B AFNAE ol a 9719 thFE A
458070 T A2 o] §3te] LA ST

P

¢

A yligd
= od

3.

=)

——

[T
ple

3.1. Bradley-Terry model

Bradley-Terry model> 22 H A% 55 EA4317] 9 2228 BYo|th. A4 1,...,mol
o 5o Yijk% A st A ol kA 3719 d3E vyehde Wgetal sAb o, Feie /vl
AR Z, Vil 023} 2o) A9 w2iro] W]t
1 if pl i defeafs pl j
Yie =4 0 | paverudeieals player g, o withk=1,...,n, (3.1)
0, if player 7 is defeated by player 7,
A7) ni;e A5 ik A 7 & A7 &5 UrE}»Hr/}. Bradley-Terry model> A4~ 7} A4 j &

o) AZE] 2192 F A59) 528G ekl 4 (ability score) fi, §;9] 2 thehie] At
T 7pgath o2 Ao tehyu okt 2k,

PYyr=1 \_, 4
oe (b =) 4 )

r)r.

m{o
r{n

Ability scores f; (i =1,...,m)2] FAAXNE p1 =00} >, ,Bi =053 22 A =
R9] BradleyTerry2 package (Turner3} Firth, 2012)0l 234 34 BTm2 3o B4E OOE
e BaEs AT F49 ability scorets 3= 7] ol A L3S rating 52} scale©] "/]‘E 12
2 o] & nudty] fsiAE A (1.5)9 A (3.2)2 vlwdte] 28 scale® HAT a7} Q). o] &
FAAE Aze] AN T Ak A4 A7 2o HBS Uehim, 7A1Se] B A4 gobE
E o237} 2] ability scoreE A3 F|F3UT)

- 800 [
Ri= 0 (B = 13) + in, (3.3)

A7 B, RS} Ri= 247k iAA] 7\ Ak2] A% ability score, ‘?j%l—ﬂ ability score2} dt= 7] ol A it
B rating A5OI, g = (1/m) S, fiy i = (1/m) S0, Reolth. W8 ability score A
+ Figure 3.137} Table 3.39] y}2}9lt}.

3.2. Bradley-Terry model with dum(&) effect

S oF e}t T2 Ax=0|A home team A HES FHSE SUT A 58 ALAA F
71E SHA H 7] wj&o away teamol 8|3 2F7k2] advantageE 71zt o]2]3l advantageS home
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Table 3.1. Size of the dum and result

Size Black win White win Sum
6.5 points 3107 1414 4521
7.5 points 54 14 68
Sum 3161 1428 4589

advantage@til 3}, o]& 1123} Bradley-Terry model-2 t}2-3} Zt},

I ( P(Yijr = 1)

m) = Bi = Bj + 0 zijk, (3.4)

o]7]A 6+ home team©] 7} & advantage® UEME B0, 2= 23 22 @S 7AW
20
Fojt}.
1, team 4 is a home team at the k*" game,
zijk = § 0, no one is home team at the k** game, (3.5)

—1, team i is an away team at the k'™ game.

o]g} B v E 5 2 AFES e 2 Akl vlsl 3 4 A & 5 deng ol
lM ZIAA ") olE BAEY] A3l I uiEodAe Belghe AEE SAPAW, £ A
H 4,589712] b= Ay} 5 Zo] o]7] AL 3,16170]a Wo] o171 AL 14287)=7, Z9] FEge o
ﬂfﬂ At Ao Bty AgE 3A el 633 A8 = 73N A8 o s v,

Table 3.1= @2 740 wh2 3} wlo] o] 7] t]=9] 74olt). Ho] 78 ALE U2 Z=Zo|A] 4
2l 71l Z74e d= 712 2] ti=ol 7] Wil 2 o WAl gtk A BF 5o Sl
o) SEHT O pAlEeH, Hol 77SHF°‘ e 63 WY 5] 80l ¥ W Zolet 011”6}951

.'.4

Ak 238 v 2 7 vehhdrh ol S5 o] AZPEAY] o] Wl o8 AY7E 1, e
A2 A23] Bl AN LEA A5 A 53ellA =2l ATkl st o] MlE 9tho] RER A}e]
2 FE)ohe timol AR, F54 AV BAme Aol AR 9l Al SEl7k Eohxtth & AFolA
+ "ol 638k Ao Zo] FEjdt AR E LotH Zo] FHo|nE A7} WHAlo] FdFal Hol 63
vl ALH g2 ARE o] &t BASZE sty 221 gol 654 4 o) 9 §83S dum(B)

O

effect2} 311, ©o]& 1183t o} Z+2 Bradley-Terry model & A Z4s)] B 4= 9t}
zgk - 1
= Bi — Bj + 6 - zizk, (3.6)
zyk = 1)

L kR el i 5
FET AL kR el A A4k 7k W

9] RS &3] FHH ability score HA] 3= 7] QoA LRSI= rating A5} scaleo] E]-E‘:’E
(3.3)3} Zo] AP )=t B3 Figure 3.13} Table 3.39] Ura}mu} AWl =7 A
=0. 794°]U4 standard error+ 0.0343 OE & §93k 7S e IIL
4 (98 85 ATWA G AM5To2 vskick o) W, 42 7SS A1) rating
e s & 4] (1-4)% B3l AAet SEE 71T 5 k. o= 195FE 1009 7HA1 <]
ratlng ”’\ﬂ 9,900 8,700 7k <k 1,200l AA F3af Qvhe AL AL o wi-¢- 2 A4

23 ¥ 4 gr.
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g . (g%g& o; g § | @80 e °
8., = e
gl .5t 1.
Rating Scores Rating Scores
(a) Bradley-Terry model (b) Bradley-Terry model with dum effect
Figure 3.1. Rating scores versus ability scores.
Table 3.2. Game types and black’s winning percentages
Game type Black win White win Sum Black’s winning percentage(%)
Quick 1085 700 1785 60.78
Non-quick 2076 728 2804 74.04
Sum 3161 1428 4589 68.88

3.3. Bradley-Terry model with Pace effect

sl 3 8 g AsAIzre] A8, 7AFES o] ATAIZRE AHA E85te] ti=gS 2
XA Aot L2 uE2 A Az wet A S7)8EEF bE 7SR USA =Y, o]y s ERol
wel 7|AEe] Aeke] FEfAlE AT EAE = gl ARtk H&7|uES £7ulEd vld] oIy &
& UthE AlZte] F23H7] Wizl &5 I 7|AHs o] 7HAE o)HE A% olFo] Urtr] A& Al
H, o]ol Wkl £7|nlsolA = ket Ao 2 Qs AF(EF)Y olHS FAFY] & Aotk o
st 7}4-2 Table 3.29} Zo] £7|HET} H|&7|ANA F9o] SEC] T =i AMZEEH F 4o
gt & 5 ok &, 7] B vE 7S mE dum effectd] WASE A ZEiE 4~ o, oj# 3 W
3= pace effectzl 31 0|2 123} o237} 22 Bradley-Terry model-S A Z38] 2 4 o}

in (2RI = 6 4 6+ i) i (37)

RS EAR) tf=roll A Z1AF i7F S o,
e { ~1, kAR BFAA 714 iz W

1, AR kA di=e] %714 o,
IR0, AR, gl keAl Bl Hl& A A ).

9 S 3 FHH ability score DA] 3= 7| Qb A LRES= rating F42} scaleo] ThEEE
A (3.3)2 A8 HAL 3300, A Table 3,391 Ukglth. A3NS 577 A9l dum
effect 2} pace effect 3743+ 247+ 5= 1.063, 4 = —0.625°]1, standard error+= Z}z} 0.046, 0.069 2
BT Rola g2 Uehlgln, ABNEL AT %S 247 36091 2172 ekt 2 Hl&7 Aol

2 S MM AN rating B57F 36978 S BE EIE et W, S04 S L 714
olH T} 217A WL 1527 o2 EVE WA "oy & 4 )
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Figure 3.2. Path plot of ranking Lasso.

3.4. Bradley-Terry model with ranking Lasso

Bradley-Terry model®] &3} 3} ol Al t}2-3} o] Lasso penalty (L1 penalty) & 7] =W A2 o] 1]
ST AFEe] FHAE skl Rz FA40] E ot o]213 Y2 Masarotto?} Varin (2012)0
o3 A7E] How, 1 =7l HEHE R coded 53l o]& 7Fs3lth Ranking Lasso model& Thg
7 2t

(,[:35,55> = argmax {(3,0) subject to Zwiﬂﬁi — Bl <s, (3.8)
B85 i<j
o371 £(83,6)+ dum effectE 3123t Bladley-Terry model®] likelihood function & ZA] T}-&-3} o]
Folalct,

m Mij

0B,8) =D > [yik (B — B + 0zi%) — log (1 + exp (8; — B; + 6z451))] (3.9)

i<j k=1

2] (3.8) 9l A w;;+= pair-specific weightsZA], tF23} 722 Zk& ARS3Sic} (Varin 5, 2016).

wiy = |BF - BT _1, (3.10)
o] 7] A BMLEL 4] (3.9)3} o] ((B,6)E HE Y= maximum likelihood estimate (MLE)©]t}.
o] 7]29] Bradley-Terry modelo|A] A3tE = n40] 217 vy AA2 T A4 A€z} ¢
£ 7Fs/d0l ELBR, F BE58 X7} penaltyd] 270 & GFFe] AA ko] Bradley-Terry model
with Ranking Lasso 23 $oll& A2 T8 e 7SS 517] A3 dolth vz e oA
T BT AR vt o' £ HAHH wy; 3 W AF A penalty Foll v X Tl
Foeel, Aoz 0o oz 240 @ Aotk 9 2We AT BANAL 5 S BolHA
B4g A=, o] =FlAle Varin 5 (2016) A2} o] Z+zke] s gholl thsl] vk} 2] Aojd
Takeuchi information criterion (TIC) (Takeuchi, 1976)& AAFslo] o] & F4S}8= s& Al E]sic)

TIC(s) = —20(s) + 2tr {J(s)I(s) " }. (3.11)
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Table 3.3. 20| 2 Ability score &gl A1}t
L1 .9 . B-T model B-T model B-T model
Ranking™ Ranking Name Rating B-T model with dum effect with pace effect with ranking Lasso
1 1 gk 9871 9892.85 9910.58 9923.06 9835.84
2 2 BEES 9813 9754.59 9782.51 9792.31 9711.38
3 5 2AA 9617 9729.62 9733.55 9731.92 9668.86
4 6 A3 9608 9648.12 9662.67 9676.51 9594.78
5 3 i 9725 9646.40 9638.62 9622.24 9575.78
6 4 e 9632 9602.61 9557.64 9572.91 9478.39
7 8 AR 9520 9492.41 9537.92 9534.58 9455.57
8 7 g 9550 9528.22 9527.58 9538.97 9455.57
9 27 A=) 9393 9546.13 9525.49 9519.34 9455.57
10 10 ALZIA 9512 9506.48 9524.64 9513.61 9455.57
11 16 R 9465 9518.13 9488.99 9479.65 9412.80
12 19 [Pl 9461 9485.20 9488.49 9486.75 9412.80
13 9 o] AA(F) 9514 9507.02 9479.47 9475.97 9412.80
14 11 &4 9505 9453.17 9476.45 9487.18 9412.80
15 14 47 9472 9483.23 9476.21 9469.09 9412.80
16 20 EERE 9456 9468.73 9460.00 9471.77 9393.48
17 18 595 9462 9461.82 9441.38 9447.11 9355.61
18 13 o]+ 9476 9506.25 9439.84 9442.91 9355.61
19 31 01343 9358 9393.05 9422.72 9432.62 9355.61
20 26 ST 9413 9450.42 9419.54 9441.15 9355.61
21 23 2R 9421 9425.99 9418.96 9414.86 9355.61
22 17 234 9464 9416.76 9410.23 9430.03 9355.61
23 15 DA 9467 9410.04 9396.95 9389.92 9346.37
24 21 WA 9453 9397.02 9389.11 9373.71 9346.37
25 28 xRS 9386 9387.31 9374.05 9369.94 9315.93
26 22 pal- e 9446 9421.22 9368.92 9364.78 9315.93
27 38 Faps R 9325 9387.80 9365.78 9373.00 9315.93
28 41 o] 9290 9386.31 9364.10 9362.09 9315.93
29 29 2z 9385 9373.88 9361.38 9365.31 9315.93
30 40 7o 9296 9339.61 9351.28 9341.99 9315.93
31 32 g 9343 9338.83 9334.64 9330.00 9289.22
32 25 RRE 9417 9388.94 9317.74 9344.96 9250.34
33 43 SHe 3] 9281 9306.41 9315.71 9309.59 9250.34
34 29 A 9385 9337.00 9312.52 9321.40 9250.34
35 52 AZ% 9217 9257.70 9307.89 9326.49 9250.34
36 33 2718 9341 9331.45 9306.83 9335.20 9250.34
37 42 & 7k3) 9287 9296.30 9306.24 9303.95 9250.34
38 35 E1R-Ee 9340 9272.09 9301.15 9299.34 9250.34
39 12 Nl 9480 9331.42 9295.19 9306.76 9250.34
40 37 uhs3} 9326 9335.91 9292.99 9297.54 9250.34
41 24 Almz 9419 9290.94 9291.60 9290.53 9250.34
42 46 olefd 9267 9282.78 9279.69 9282.02 9244.67
43 47 =47 9261 9269.62 9274.97 9298.23 9244.67
44 49 TuE 9231 9271.09 9273.50 9272.65 9244.67
45 43 3-e5F 9281 9280.45 9269.48 9292.53 9244.67
46 36 kg Ak 9338 9280.47 9256.37 9268.30 9223.65
47 51 okx o 9219 9244.64 9254.89 9257.83 9223.65
48 43 o]TH 9281 9262.75 9253.36 9261.86 9223.65
49 56 243 9179 9202.73 9240.32 9241.49 9202.04
50 66 o]zl 9146 9218.02 9232.01 9227.31 9202.04
51 55 AP 9193 9217.79 9230.18 9241.29 9202.04

(Continued)
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(Continued)
1 . o . B-T model B-T model B-T model
Ranking Ranking Name  Rating  B-T model with dum effect with pace effect with ranking Lasso

52 33 A& 9341 9259.94 9226.29 9236.15 9202.04
53 58 i 9169 9208.78 9222.70 9213.60 9202.04
54 53 7247 9212 9246.15 9221.27 9232.80 9202.04
55 50 ol &t 9229 9225.74 9220.74 9201.29 9202.04
56 48 SE| 2 9241 9261.48 9220.14 9214.34 9202.04
57 75 A7 9097 9183.26 9216.33 9223.91 9202.04
58 63 BAl g 9154 9213.70 9215.81 9236.49 9202.04
59 71 773] 9111 9187.02 9199.15 9197.03 9185.16
60 62 A 9161 9265.64 9192.67 9189.60 9185.16
61 39 5% 9300 9225.90 9191.91 9189.54 9185.16
62 97 ol 9011 9133.56 9187.40 9198.97 9185.16
63 70 o|gA 9113 9198.48 9179.40 9187.99 9185.16
64 100 L] 8995 9147.60 9178.85 9187.91 9185.16
65 94 23] 9015 9161.10 9165.61 9111.32 9185.16
66 71 ST 9111 9200.41 9161.61 9138.94 9185.16
67 94 A 9015 9132.83 9161.08 9156.15 9185.16
68 61 R R 9163 9130.99 9159.51 9173.81 9185.16
69 59 s 9168 9149.24 9149.79 9144.33 9185.16
70 67 ZoA 9138 9141.83 9147.80 9165.51 9185.16
71 86 A48 9056 9113.34 9146.66 9144.36 9185.16
72 73 st 9105 9125.60 9144.27 9158.39 9185.16
73 57 olgE 9177 9153.23 9138.20 9110.98 9185.16
74 60 2385 9164 9158.15 9137.42 9114.65 9185.16
75 90 uhy St 9040 9076.25 9134.48 9140.59 9185.16
76 78 2kEA 9090 9119.49 9131.10 9132.11 9185.16
7 89 A 9047 9035.98 9129.01 9134.01 9185.16
78 80 Algs 9087 9117.62 9125.75 9121.18 9185.16
79 82 88 9069 9146.19 9122.16 9094.44 9185.16
80 64 4 9151 9161.82 9117.69 9098.62 9185.16
81 77 ] 9091 9049.01 9113.50 9107.03 9185.16
82 84 il 9060 9075.39 9108.45 9109.17 9185.16
83 96 B 9014 9099.11 9095.35 9102.18 9177.51
84 74 o4& 9101 9095.85 9082.73 9066.52 9177.51
85 81 oldE 9082 9137.57 9078.66 9058.59 9177.51
86 69 o] 49 9117 9007.17 9073.66 9071.34 9177.51
87 68 39 9132 9094.94 9072.85 9050.13 9177.51
88 54 a2 9195 9104.41 9062.59 9041.60 9177.51
89 76 o] A& 9094 9022.64 9060.32 9058.00 9177.51
90 88 R 9049 9068.55 9056.09 9050.62 9177.51
91 83 BRI 9063 9019.39 9055.03 9076.51 9177.51
92 92 ubgZ 9024 8987.00 9050.37 9043.02 9177.51
93 85 AFS 9057 9006.51 9036.10 9005.01 9175.19
94 93 ol E 9016 9001.86 9001.23 9010.57 9129.50
95 86 oz 9056 8932.39 8999.53 9042.97 9129.50
96 65 z2Ed 9147 8985.47 8991.36 8979.34 9129.50
97 78 Elaeine]] 9090 9055.71 8972.07 8943.39 9129.50
98 98 At 9009 8806.83 8929.36 8923.69 9061.26
99 99 G4 9004 8892.10 8916.45 8904.99 9000.46
100 91 wAS 9025 8783.06 8701.20 8695.77 8840.71

Dum effect 275.75 369.23 273.61

Pace effect —217.29

ranking’ 2 B-T model with Dum effect A3} A}o] W2 9], ranking®+= = 7] QoA LE T ratingol] W2 £9).
B-T model = Bradley-Terry model.
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9 Aol A U(s) = 6B, 05) °1™, I(s) = var{VL(B,0)} g_p_ 5-5, 21 2L 1(5) = —E{V*U(B,0)} pp. 5.
©l, Varin 5 (2016)e1 49} o] o] Baol At J(s) = ¢I(s)o]Z& TICE T3} Zo| Lhehd 4 9]
t}.

TIC(s) = —2£(s) + 2¢ps (3.12)

9] Ao po= FolR soll FollA AR e 38 (B, 7F 2L 32 AHAE A "3 A%
o]m, dispersion parameter ¢+= TH>3} Z+o] squared Pearson residuals@ % 7}53}t} (Varin 5,
2016).

m  Mij N 2
n Cz k — 7, kg k)
é= gk — LigkTig 3.13
; —1 kﬂ—z]k(l - ﬂ—l]k‘) ( )
A AoNA e P(Yije = 1)l tist F3IH, ;68 tijps 22 6, jHA 714 kAA] =2 2

I (7144 i7F S cijr = 1, HABHA iy = 0)2F 1 71HZEE YR, M2 AA =& vE
dth o]33 RgS &3 A ability score GA] = 7] A ‘?:-l’—L?S}-— rating 42} scaleo] T}
288 BAL F9rt. A Figure 3.29) Table 3.30] 184910, Table 3.30] HA|E o] 9l 7}
2Mog %L‘:'% T3 o] 7|AHEL ability score7} 22 ko2 A TE 10089 71AR= & 2470
o IFe v'i'—ﬂaizlﬂ 23] 6%} Holg] 382 BT ThE IF2E WUH oA ofF k] AYAat
7t ?fﬁﬁh‘/h b Qi

4. &

rhu

Bradley-Terry model 23t 53] &2 7I1AES] <92 A4 <97 vid 43S Holmz FAH
A AleEs Z 25510 9= Aoz 22 Ug 4 ot 28y Bradley-Terry model with Dum
offect 23} A7} A] Dum effectol] L 67} 9 SSehn Lehd Ao ze) 64 o] Bg )
NA Fa% A3 So] FElsirt= ZES U E 4 9o, Bradley-Terry model with Pace effect
A3 Ao A= Pace effectol]l |BE = y7F Wi Foote] £71A30 A&7 HAAN S5 FF2 2N
A7) ool Apel7t Utk d8e WE 5 JSth o3t AR o2 R o5 Wkg e 7 wiete] B
8% Zler HAth 7bed s Wetergs A T viEoA ARE = 99 27E S A=
Ex 4717 ofRol| wet Be] 270 ol Fi A Sol Y Aolth @ ol FIFA (2016)&
2t &5 99 <9 £ Elo rating system< 1\}&3}04 ARt ¥ o] 7R+ o] "S 135t rating
4545 QulelEsitt. tlEo] Je =27]9 o]F 8] FAo FAE el TH W AjHE T
%ol £ 0 434E gk 2130 A7 P T AoE Helh, Azt wAle] Relol HE H3t
& Zo] mejsfFoiok & Zojrt. 3 Bradley Terry model A 7| AFE2] =915 A3 Aol &
L1478 o} R M A8 D A JIAES) BAAA (NS R A 27} FA)
TS vE 5 Aok A7RE 01/‘1 + pace effect ZAAE FEAR nEsHA] gty dA 2
& %7187} w5718 Hol tfat 7128 gelahe BAeE A5 Aol vl HeS ojual 3)
= 4Yt} Bradley-Terry model with Ranking Lasso2] 23§t Aato| A= HASA 7|1 A7) A E A}o]
7 Feshl, A9 0L AR 7IALES) vk Ao] 4 24 ke 222 UL 4 90 2 F
oA ASA 62 dh=r 7199 129 <9 3zl Yot 279 E 71553 A T, Bradley-Terry model
with Ranking Lasso®] A3 Aol 35 THE 7153k ol A 69 Aol 2012
7074 52% 183, 2013\d 714 455 267, 2014\ 69A 47 223, 20159 464 255 219 AR 3}
PAE RolT Y7 dEe Tk o3 slae) 97 2w Aafel AAl vps Aol wh +4L

uN _&>)i
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Awdh= ¥Hd, Bradley-Terry model2 7| 2A 02 BE t= AR E F5oHA o7]7] uf ol A2
ket %}Xbﬂbﬂﬂ ofgrt. olE Bty sl t= ARl AIZE A0 W 7RIS FAE A

=
wgo] BRF Aot

References

Bai, T. I. (2007). Principal and application of Baduk rating system, Journal of Baduk Studies, 4, 73-91.

Elo, A. E. (1978). The Rating of Chessplayers Past and Present, Arco, New York.

FIFA (2016). http://www.fifa.com/fifa-world-ranking/procedure/women.html [Accessed 7 March 2016]

Glickman, M. (1995). The glicko system, Boston University.

Kim, J. H. (2007). A study on the optimal size of dum in professional Baduk, Korean Journal of Applied
Statistics, 20, 245-255.

Korean Baduk Association (2019). http://www.baduk.or.kr/ [Accessed 21 November 2019]

Masarotto, G. and Varin, C. (2012). The ranking lasso and its application to sport tournaments, The
Annals of Applied Statistics, 6(4), 1949-1970.

Takeuchi, K. (1976). Distribution of informational statistics and a criterion of model fitting, SuriKagaku,
153, 12-18.

Turner, H. and Firth, D. (2012). Bradley-Terry models in R: the BradleyTerry2 package, Journal of Sta-
tistical Software, 48, 1-21.

Varin, C., Cattelan, M., and Firth, D. (2016). Statistical modelling of citation exchange between statistics
journals, Journal of the Royal Statistical Society: Series A (Statistics in Society), 179, 1-63.



794 Seonghun Cho, Woncheol Jang

B3012 1A AU Elofl 25 24
5@%’1 .g%ga,l

“Methst SH skt

= 8T,

(20194 102! 312 4, 20194 118 252 £, 201914 128 32 RHEH)

O OF
=

A st=7] 99 ZAEAAEE A2 AdA dE] AH8E = Elo rating systemol] 7|9 F31 Q)
A 63Nk Hell® B30 A3 W2 7|AMEC] S5 A% AAR 55 E VAP 22 SES Holu Jth
o] 7oA Bradley-Terry model& $3fo] 47| Zo| H3E 8 AL 1Ese] @A) AH8¥ 2 gl Elo
rating system} v £A]slc}.

+RE0: &, BI57IAt &2, Bradley-Terry model, Elo rating system

B A7E ARGHENEALEAT)S A W BFATAT] AW RARAR AQon IATA
2 SRR ANYAT A BAJ RIS ATALAY A Lol 25k o] Fo]7l 29 (No. 2017TR1A2B2012816,

HI19C1234).
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