                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 INTRODUCTION

       My World Rankings tables are unique in that they take into account not only the results of games played by countries but also the strength of opposition, margin of victory/defeat, importance of game & how recently it was played thus making my tables as accurate an indicator of teams strengths as possible though in the cases where only a handful of games have been played such rankings can only be an estimate.

                                     ALISTAIRS  WORLD  ODI  RANKINGS  @ 1/2/20
A) TEAMS THAT HAVE PLAYED AT LEAST 5 “50 OVER” GAMES IN LAST 4 YEARS   
                                                           (1/11/19)                                (1/2/20)       
	            TEAM
	
	  POS.
	    AVE.            

 POINTS
	
	        P.
	    W.
	WIN  %
	  CUM

SCORE
	  AVE.

POINTS

	 1.  INDIA
	
	   (  1)
	   (380)
	
	 49
	 33
	
	  69770/184
	    379

	 2.  ENGLAND
	
	   (  2)
	   (376)
	
	 47
	 36
	
	  63615/169
	    376

	 3.  NEW ZEALAND
	
	   (  3)
	   (365)
	
	 47
	 29
	
	  58602/160
	    366

	 4.  AUSTRALIA
	
	   (  4)
	   (355)
	
	 49
	 22
	
	  61442/170
	    361

	 5.  S.AFRICA
	
	   (  5)
	   (347)
	
	 50
	 18
	
	  53032/153
	    347

	 6.  PAKISTAN
	
	   (  6)
	   (335)
	
	 49
	 25
	
	  55182/165
	    334

	 7.  W.INDIES
	
	   (  9)
	   (286)
	
	 50
	 22
	
	  54626/118
	    307

	 8.  SRI LANKA   
	
	   (  7)
	   (303)
	
	 50
	 14
	
	  48062/158
	    304

	 9.  BANGLADESH
	
	   (  8)
	   (299)
	
	 50
	 24
	
	  46430/155
	    300

	10. AFGHANISTAN
	
	  ( 10)
	   (274)
	
	 50
	 22
	
	  43301/159
	    272

	11. IRELAND
	
	  ( 11)
	   (238)
	
	50
	 22
	
	  35287/144
	    245

	12. SCOTLAND
	
	  ( 12)
	   (232)
	
	 43
	 23
	
	  26760/117
	    229

	13. ZIMBABWE
	
	  ( 13)
	   (220)
	
	 50
	 18
	
	  31939/145
	    220

	14. HOLLAND
	
	  ( 14)
	   (213)
	
	 29
	 17
	
	  14166/66
	    215

	15. U.S.A.
	
	  ( 18)
	   (184)
	
	 44
	 27
	
	  23601/118
	    200

	16. NEPAL
	
	  ( 20)
	   (178)
	
	 41
	 22
	
	  21994/112
	    196

	17. OMAN
	
	  ( 15)
	   (192)
	
	 50
	 33
	
	  29833/154
	    194

	18. NAMIBIA
	
	  ( 17)
	   (187)
	
	 36  
	 15
	
	  19838/103
	    193

	19. U.A.E.
	
	  ( 16)
	   (187)
	
	 50
	 26
	
	  31254/164
	    191

	20. CANADA
	
	  ( 19)
	   (184)
	
	 31
	 17
	55%
	  16182/87
	    186

	21. PNG
	
	  ( 21)
	   (176)
	
	 42
	 15
	
	  20647/117
	    176

	22. UGANDA
	
	  ( 25)
	   (147)
	
	 30
	 19
	
	  13245/88
	    166

	23. HONG KONG
	
	  ( 22)
	   (166)
	
	 50
	 18
	
	  22415/138
	    162

	24. JERSEY                
	
	  ( 23)
	   (162)
	
	 32
	 21
	66%
	  10551/66
	    160

	25. DENMARK
	
	  ( 24)
	   (160)
	
	 24
	 13
	54%
	    9412/59
	    160

	26. SINGAPORE
	
	  ( 26)
	   (133)
	
	 38
	 19
	
	  12552/92
	    136

	27. GERMANY
	
	  ( 27)
	   (129)
	
	 10
	   7
	70%
	    2584/20
	    129

	28. ITALY
	
	  ( 28)
	   (123)
	
	 15
	   6
	40%
	    4135/32
	    129

	29. QATAR             
	
	  ( 29)
	   (122)
	
	 24
	 15
	
	    6566/53
	    124

	30. KENYA
	
	  ( 31)
	   (115)
	
	 42
	 11
	
	  11757/99
	    119

	31. MALAYSIA
	
	  ( 30)
	   (122)
	
	 40
	 15
	
	  12332/107
	    115

	32. VANUATU
	
	  ( 33)
	   (113)
	
	 28
	 11
	
	    7203/63
	    114

	33. GUERNSEY        
	
	  ( 32)
	   (113)
	
	 17
	   7
	
	    2995/27
	    111

	34. GHANA
	
	  ( 34)
	   (101)
	
	 10
	   7
	
	    2018/20
	    101

	35. SAUDI
	
	  ( 35)
	   (  93)
	
	 17
	 10
	
	    2625/29
	      91

	36. BERMUDA
	
	  ( 36)
	   (  91)
	
	 15
	   3
	
	    3293/37
	      89

	37. FIJI
	
	  ( 37)
	   (  87)
	
	   5
	   4
	
	      874/10
	      87

	38. SWEDEN
	
	  ( 38)
	   (  83)
	
	   5
	   3
	
	      828/10
	      83

	39. NORWAY 
	
	  ( 39)
	   (  70)
	
	   6
	   4
	
	      749/11
	      68

	40. TANZANIA
	
	  ( 40)
	   (  62)
	
	 11
	   5
	
	      987/16
	      62

	41. BOTSWANA
	
	  ( 42)
	   (  50)
	
	   5
	   3
	60%
	      636/12
	      53

	42. CAYMAN ISL.
	
	  ( 43)
	   (  49)
	
	   8
	   3
	38%
	      848/16
	      53

	43. KUWAIT
	
	  ( 41)
	   (  51)
	
	   6
	   3
	
	      616/12
	      51

	44. BAHRAIN
	
	  ( 44)
	   (  46)
	
	   6
	   4
	
	      548/12
	      46

	45. SAMOA
	
	  ( 45)
	   (  39)
	
	   5
	   3
	
	      386/10
	      39

	46. PHILIPPINES        
	
	  ( 46)
	   (  21)
	
	   6
	   2
	
	      206/10
	      21

	47. AUSTRIA
	
	  ( 47)
	   (  17)
	
	   8
	   4
	
	      273/15
	      18

	48. THAILAND
	
	  ( 48)
	   (  12)
	
	 12
	   6
	
	      276/24
	      12

	49. SWITZERLAND   
	
	  ( 49)
	   (    4)
	
	   8
	   5
	
	      182/17
	      11

	50. BELGIUM
	
	  ( 50)
	   (    1)
	
	   9
	   1
	
	        72/22  
	        3

	51. POLAND              
	
	  ( 53)
	   (--16)
	
	   5
	   3
	60%
	   --103/8
	   --13

	51. BHUTAN
	
	  ( 51)  
	   (--13)
	
	   8
	   2
	25%
	   --204/16
	   --13

	53. FRANCE
	
	  ( 52)    
	   (--13)
	
	   5
	   1
	20%
	   --130/10
	   --13

	54. NIGERIA
	
	  ( 54)
	   (--17)
	
	 10
	   3
	
	   --246/14
	   --18

	55. ZAMBIA
	
	  ( 55)
	   (--22)
	
	   5
	   1
	
	   --218/10
	   --22

	56. LUXEMBOURG
	
	  ( 56)
	   (--31)
	
	   8
	   5
	
	   --657/17
	   --39

	57. CZECH REP.         
	
	  ( 57)
	   (--43)
	
	 12
	   5
	
	 --1045/23
	   --45

	58. JAPAN
	
	  ( 58)   
	   (--46)
	
	   5
	   0
	
	   --462/10
	   --46

	59. SIERRA LEONE
	
	  ( 59)
	   (--77)
	
	   5
	   0
	
	   --772/10
	   --77

	60. INDONESIA
	
	  ( 60)
	   (--97)
	
	   9
	   1
	
	 --1754/18
	   --97

	61. BURMA
	
	  ( 68)
	   (--78)
	
	   6   
	   1
	
	 --1045/15
	 --158 

	62. CHINA
	
	  ( 61)
	  (--218)
	
	   6
	   0
	
	 --2618/12
	 --218


         B) TEAMS THAT HAVE PLAYED LESS THAN 5 “50 OVER” GAMES IN LAST 4 YEARS  (so therefore can only be given a provisional ranking)                            
	      TEAM
	
	  POS.
	    AVE.            

 POINTS
	
	        P.
	    W.
	WIN %
	  CUM

SCORE
	  AVE.

POINTS

	63. ICELAND
	
	  ( 62)
	   (231)
	
	   1
	   1
	
	       693/3
	    231

	64. SLOVENIA
	
	  ( 63)
	    (32)
	
	   1
	   1
	
	         31/1
	      32

	65. CAMBODIA
	
	  (- - )
	   (- - -) 
	
	   2
	   2
	
	       125/10
	      13

	66. ARGENTINA
	
	  ( 64)
	   (--27)
	
	   3
	   0
	
	    --164/6
	   --27

	67. BRAZIL
	
	  ( 65)
	   (--30)
	
	   2
	   0
	
	    --180/6
	   --30

	68. IRAN                      
	
	  ( 66)
	   (--60)
	
	   1
	   1
	
	      --60/1
	   --60

	69. BAHAMAS
	
	  ( 67) 
	   (--71)
	
	   1
	   0
	
	    --284/4
	   --71

	70. MALTA
	
	  ( 69)  
	   (--80)
	
	   2
	   0
	
	    --159/2
	   --80

	71. HUNGARY          
	
	  ( 70)
	   (--83)
	
	   2
	   1
	
	    --165/2
	   --83

	72. TURKEY
	
	  ( 71)
	  (--120)
	
	   1
	   1
	
	    --120/1
	 --120

	73. ESTONIA
	
	  ( 72)
	  (--159)
	
	   2
	   0
	
	    --317/2
	 --159

	74. SLOVAKIA
	
	  ( 73)
	  (--167)
	
	   1
	   0
	
	    --334/2
	 --167

	75. MONGOLIA 
	
	  ( 74)
	  (--204)
	
	   1
	   0
	
	    --408/2
	 --204

	76. SERBIA
	
	  ( 75)
	  (--298)
	
	   1
	   0
	
	    --298/1
	 --298


                                      EXPLANATION OF ABOVE TABLES:-

P=GAMES PLAYED (ie. games played in the last 4 years  between teams in above tables excluding games where there is doubt that ICC eligibility rules applied. World Cup Final counts treble whilst other World Cup matches, Champions Trophy final & ICC Trophy games counts as double.

CUM SCORE= Points scored for 50 most recent games (or actual number of games played in last 4 years if less than 50).In order to establish an accurate way to give equal value to wins by runs as opposed to wickets, I added the total winning margins of all recent victories by runs and divided this figure by number of such games and came up with a figure of just under 65 .I then did the same with the wins by teams that batted second and found that the average winning margin was 6 wickets. Using the above figures as a template, I was therefore able to come up with what I feel is an accurate reflection of the correlation between the 2 (rounding figures to the nearest 10 for ease of calculation).

        A WIN BY 10 WICKETS IS EQUIVALENT TO ONE BY 140 RUNS 

        “      “     “     9          “         “             “                “      “     “   120      “  

        “      “     “     8          “         “             “                “      “     “   100      “

        “      “     “     7          “         “             “                “      “     “     80      “

        “      “     “     6          “         “             “                “      “     “     60      “

        “      “     “     5          “         “             “                “      “     “     50      “

        “      “     “     4          “         “             “                “      “     “     40      “

        “      “     “     3          “         “             “                “      “     “     30      “ 

        “      “     “     2          “         “             “                “      “     “     20      “

        “      “     “     1          “         “             “                “      “     “     10      “

           In cases where a team wins by 10 wickets with a huge number of overs left I first worked out a nominal score based on run rate at point of victory subject to a maximum score of 400 to avoid any statistical anomaly. (eg team A wins by 10 Wickets by scoring 100 – 0 in 20 overs, this is 5 an over which equals 250 in a full 50 over game. As team B scored 99, team A gets 151 points (250-99) but if figure is less than 140 then the full 140 score still applies). 

      For defeats the same system applies and the losers get a minus score (eg Team A beats Team B by 79 runs so Team A scores 79 & Team B minus 79). To ensure that teams get more points for beating good teams as opposed to mediocre ones they are also awarded their opponents average at the time.

      So if, using previous example, Team A had an average of 100 and Team B an average of 90 prior to playing their game, Team A would score a total of 169 points (ie 90 + 79) whereas Team B would score 21 points (ie 100 – 79). A win bonus of 40 points is then added to above.
          Games played are then weighted so that games played this year count 5 times, last year4, year before 3 etc.

AVE. POINTS= Simply total points scored divided by number of games played  as per above.

       To ensure that tables are as accurate as possible, games drop out of the calculations once a further 50 have been played or after 4 years in the case of teams playing fewer games.

                                                      ALISTAIR  GORDON

