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The Horse Race Winning Probability

via Logistic Regression
Sun-Kyung Yoo Heungsun Park

ABSTRACT

The statistical inferences are made on the popular hypotheses concerned with the horse
races in Korea and the winning probability is modeled with respect to many candidate
variables from real data in Korea. This paper will be a good example for the statistics-
related classes such as the logistic regression or decision making theory classes.
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