Details of the National Hunt Ratings Service








Access to the Ratings





The ratings file together with a brief form guide is e-mailed to each subscriber on the day before racing.  The file is in WORD6.0 format, however, it can also be viewed using the free WORD viewer available from http://www.download.com/.





Contents of the File





The file includes ratings (on a scale of 0 to 200) for each runner in a chase or hurdle race.  National Hunt Flat races and Hunter chases are not rated.  Also any horse making its debut in a hurdle or chase will not, of course, be rated, although for novice chase runners the hurdle rating is given in the formguide.  





A short narrative is included for the majority of runners, providing details relating to the suitability or otherwise of the race distance, going and track type, in addition to comments relating to jumping ability, ability to run well after a break, days since last run if significant, number of races without a win, suitability of the race conditions and temperament.  Furthermore following the name of the horse the wins to runs for this fence type (i.e. hurdles or chases) is given in brackets.  The last six ratings for each horse are also included in the narrative together with the associated going, race distance and course identification. Tstats are also included where relevant, see the next section for more details.





What are Tstats?





Tstats are basically trainer statistics.  These are included in the narrative under the following circumstances:





The horse is returning after a break (100 days or more).


The horse is having its first run in a handicap hurdle.


The horse is having its first run in a handicap chase.


The horse was a beaten favourite on its last run.


The horse was a winning favourite on its last run.





Tstats simply indicate the performance of the trainer with similar horses.  Some trainers, for instance, have a very poor success rate with horses having their first run in a handicap chase, this would be indicated by the Tstat.  The form of the Tstat is as follows: Success rate for horses with similar credentials, success rate for all runners in this race type, and sometimes the return per £1 staked on all these runners.  





As an example, Henrietta Knight has a success rate of about 11.6% in handicap hurdle races, however for horses making their debut in handicap hurdle races this percentage drops to just 2.1%, this would be presented for a horse making its debut in a handicap hurdle as follows: (Tstat: 2.1 All: 11.6). If the average return is given it would be appended to the Tstat following the letter “R” (i.e. R:-0.54 which would indicate a loss of 54p per £1 staked).





Example of the Narrative





This was the narrative given to German Legend for a handicap chase in August 2001:





GERMAN LEGEND: (11yo 1-18 (2-39) C 385days G: 2-16 0-18 0-5 D: 0-4 LR:1.12 Price LTO: 9/1) Not suited by a flat track. Not suited by a left handed course (1-30). Not suited by going softer than good to soft. Unraced since May 00 (TStat:3.8 All:2.7). 20 runs since a win. ;95[GF27Se] 54[GD25Hx] 


�
From this it can be seen that German Legend is an eleven-year-old and has won 1 chase from a total of 18.  He has an overall success rate of 2 from 39 in all races, has won at today’s course, and has been off the track for 385 days. With respect to going, he has won twice from 16 runs on good to firm or firmer ground, and has failed to win on good or softer going from 23 attempts.  German Legend has raced four times over today’s distance failing to win.  His LR is 1.12.  This figure is the ratio of the price he started last time divided by the number of runners in that race.  The lower the figure the greater the degree of market confidence.  German Legend started at 9/1 for his last run, he is not suited by flat, does not run well left-handed and is not suited by soft going. He has been off the course since May 2000 and his trainer has a strike rate of 3.8% with horses returning after a break compared to 2.7% for all runners.  German Legend has also gone 20 runs without a win prior to this race.  On his last two starts he has recorded ratings ranging from 54 to 95 and on his latest start produced a figure of 54 over 25 furlongs on good going at Hexham.





Example of the Ratings Summary





The following ratings were given for the William Hill Hurdle run at Sandown, Blowing Wind was the 11/8 favourite, Polar Prospect the winner (16/1), Serenus second (11/1) and Out Ranking third (14/1).





	Horse		97	3rd	2nd	1st	98	Av.


	BLOWING WIND		172	1311	1311	1221	0	128


	STAR RAGE		149	1132	1272	00	0	133


	REAL ESTATE		151	804	1085	1511	151	136


	ROAD RACER		156	1561	1274	1352	0	142


	SHAHRUR		145	1384	0f	1283	128	133


	POLAR PROSPECT	142	1482	1435	1443	148	145


	KHAIRABAR		0	0	0	0p	0	0


	RACKETBALL		161	1441	1613	930	0	132


	SERENUS		151	1303	1320	1404	0	138


	OUT RANKING		136	1461	1441	1581	164	154


	SIMONS CASTLE		163	1443	1271	1213	127	131


	FATEHALKHAIR		138	1146	1153	1463	146	135


	VENT D'AOUT		153	1531	706	1196	0	131


	BELMARITA		147	1184	1314	1312	131	131





The key to the ratings is as follows: 97 - best rating achieved in the 1997/98 season; 3rd, 2nd, 1st,- three most recent ratings; 98 - best rating achieved in the 1998/99 season; and Av. - an average rating. The superscripts refer to the finishing position in each race.  A superscript * (asterisk) refers to an “easy” win. (When this race was assessed Irish form was not included, it has since been added.)





Ratings in Italics





Some ratings are presented in italics.  These figures can be considered less reliable than the others since they have not been supported by previous or subsequent race course performance.  Each race is examined with reference to the horses’ ratings before and after the event and once a sufficient number of race performances accrue that support the ratings of the race the italics are removed.  





Italicised ratings are of most importance for horses that have raced only a few times.  For instance if a horse is top rated for a race based on only one run it is important to know how reliable this single piece of information is and whether it has been supported by other races.





Expectations of the Ratings





Backing the top rated horse blindly at starting price will, in all probability, not return a significant profit from all races.  Other factors need to be considered and this is up to the subscriber.  For instance, in the Imperial Cup race, Out Ranking was top rated and finished third, Polar Prospect (second highest rated horse) could also have been backed at his double figure price, but Blowing Wind was clearly a horse to avoid.  The ratings provide a good guide to the likely level of success of each runner (a success rate of about twice the random expectation is usual) but the subscriber needs to determine the value bets.  To assist with this task the ratings from previous seasons are available in a software package which allows detailed analysis of the figures as well as the development of systems.  The package can be downloaded from the following link:





www.pjmracing/nhsys.zip





Installation instructions are provided.  This package incorporates sensitivity analysis in the form of graphs which helps guide the user to the most profitable areas of the ratings.





Requirements of the Subscriber





It is requested that the subscriber does not sell the ratings to any third party.  Furthermore, it is also requested that the subscriber does not provide the ratings free of charge to a third party on a regular basis.  Naturally, if the subscriber is attending a race meeting with a friend, for example, it would be acceptable to share the information.





Requirements of the Service Provider





To provide the ratings on the days designated, notwithstanding technical problems.  To e-mail the ratings direct to subscribers as well as putting then on the web site by 8pm on the day before racing.  Normally the files will be available much earlier (i.e. 2pm) but 8pm is the guaranteed time. Also, to review the ratings periodically and make suitable improvements where possible.  





How to Subscribe





To subscribe, or request a free trial, please send your e-mail address to peter@pjmr.freeserve.co.uk�
The National Hunt Ratings: Suggestions for Use








Introduction





The following notes apply to the NH ratings and attempt to steer subscribers in the best direction for using them.  Naturally, we all bet in different ways, so these methods are only intended to act as a guide to using the figures, not as the only way to use them





Looking For Consistency





My preferred approach is to look for consistency in the figures.  Taken in isolation, some ratings can be misleading which is why I prefer to look for a degree of consistency in the figures.  For example, the figures 88 144 91 would, to me, imply that the 144 was an erroneous figure.  A more reliable set would be 101 106 104.  Ideally the top rated horse will have a second figure close to its best rating, this would increase the level confidence in the high figure.





The Value Approach





This approach directly relates the position in the ratings to the price available.  For instance if the second, or third, top rated horse was available at a big price and was suited by the race conditions this would offer a value bet, win or each way.  It is up to the user to identify value bets based on past experience, and their own judgement.





The Systematic Approach





This is the easiest way to apply the ratings.  Systematic approaches can be identified from previous data, tested, and then applied.  For instance, rules such as:





if hcap chase


and top weight


and horse has highest latest figure


and horse has highest second latest figure


then bet





This type of rule can be simple or complex, but it is important to make sure it is unambiguous and logical. All of the data for last season is available for any subscriber who wishes to generate their own rules of this type.





Spotting Improvers





One subscriber uses a method which relies on spotting improving animals.  He looks for patterns such as 69  81  95. These horses would be given special consideration whether top-rated or not.











There are several different approaches to using ratings and after a short while subscribers tend to find the best way that suits them.  Through the Forum it is possible to learn from other group members the methods they adopt and horses they select.  In this way viable new approaches should evolve.














�



COURSE ABBREVIATIONS








�
British Courses





Aintree (Ai)	


Ascot (As)	


Ayr (Ay)	


Bangor (Bg)	


Carlisle (Cr)	


Cartmel (Cm)	


Catterick (Ct)	


Cheltenham (Ch)	


Chepstow (Cp)	


Doncaster (Do)	


Exeter (Ex)	


Fakenham (Fh)	


Folkestone (Fk)	


Fontwell (Fw)	


Haydock (Hy)	


Hereford (Hf)	


Hexham (Hx)	


Huntingdon (Hu)	


Kelso (Ke)	


Kempton (Kp)	


Leicester (Le)	


Lingfield (Li)	


Ludlow (Lu)	


Market Rasen (MR)


Musselburgh (Mu)	


Newbury (Nb)	


Newcastle (Nc)	


Newton Abbot (NA)	


Nottingham (No)	


Perth (Pe)	


Plumpton (Pl)	


Sandown (Sa)	


Sedgefield (Se)	


Southwell (So)	


Stratford (St)	


Taunton (Ta)	


Towcester (To)	


Uttoxeter (Ut)	


Warwick (Wa)	


Wetherby (We)	


Wincanton (Wc)	


Windsor (Wd)	


Wolverhampton (Wo)	


Worcester (Wr)	


�Irish Courses





Ballinrobe (Ba)


Bellewstown (Be)


Clonmel (Cl)


Cork (Co)


Downpatrick (DP)


Down Royal (DR)


Dundalk (Du)


Fairyhouse (Fy)


Galway (Ga)


Gowran Park (Go)


Kilbeggan (Kb)


Killarney (Kl)


Leopardstown (Lp)


Limerick (Lm)


Listowel (Lt)


Naas (Na)


Navan (Nv)


Punchestown (Pu)


Roscommon (Rc)


Sligo (Sl)


Thurles (Th)


Tipperary (Tp)


Tralee (Tl)


Tramore (Tm


Wexford (Wx)


�
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