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Abstract

The Olympic medal table represents the sports strength of a country to a large extent. It is
of great significance to predict the future medal table for the country to enhance the sports
competitiveness. This study proposes a medal pre-diction framework based on the ran-
dom forest model, involving data preprocessing, modeling, and evaluation to forecast the
medal distribution of countries in the 2028 Los Angeles Olympics.
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1. 5]

BUZ L RPR AT E B SRR E N E AT 584 DA RAREL, 5222 MR R, Hk
KB 2 IR A, 0 [ AR BOR I E SAR RN W sl B AR A S E

AR, PLasA I MAN TR e R Rt T AR E 2 Uk R, D 2R T 2> S 44t 1 58
IRk BRI TN TFB . ASCRET LA ) 59 RA, 858 ERIs s, @7 —feia
PERI A RRTMNELE,  FFERIT T e 45 & 5ol (R 7 S die ey TUIM Fr s 28

2. REME
2.1. $REIHE

TEART T, FRATTIE A% FH BE AL AR AR [ )9 457 (Random Forest Regression)i#E 47 BLIZ 2L BT, 1A
i HAh AL G 28 22 31 v, tn2k 1 [A] F(Linear Regression) 7§ Ml &AL AT (SVR, Support Vector Re-
gression). 1% 4% (Neural Networks)5F . N T B RIATRICGZFME R FZ i, AT AEATT ot AN [F]
S INERRE L DL A, IR I U o T IS BEATLAR AR [ AR A ) S

2.1.1. FEHLARMET

BENLARAREN0E A A BRS¢ &, A1 IS T s 4R 500, DR R AT T8 S %o Bl WL opk [ AR B fr 2
DT RS o

T KB B LARAR B AR AR R AR ) RGO, ATV TR 3 U7 1R 22 (MSE) s ~F-3 48] 1% 72
(MAE)FIUE RBU(RY) [1], BHHERWTFEE 1):

il

Table 1. Model evaluation results of random forest regression model

@ 1. FENARMEIRE PR ENTHEER

MSE 33.5822
MAE 0.7231
R? 0.9402

MSE [f{E 2 33.5822 IME, FHXTECR, (HEHEA S KGR HLECR, MSE E R DA%

MAE {H°4 0.7231, FHXEN, BRI e 48500 1 72 ER I T .

R [{E A 0.9402, R*EFEIR 1, ULEABIR R ar e s 8 vk, AR 2129 94% 1 5dE A2
3.
2.1.2. Zi&mEY3

LRI AR B AT R AL AR F I 2 —, (A TR B S 2 M mME R G L, JLTPATRE SRR
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HERLMERR.

N T R IR A AR AR MNASE R IR O, A VBRI B MO AR EE XL A0,
FIMUEERHE) 2 [MAFAE L DG R, FRATVIHE T RIALI) TR Z2(MSE) ~FI4a%] 1R 22 (MAE) MU E 34
(R*), MHERWTER2):

Table 2. Model evaluation results of linear regression model

2. ZMEIRBIFIRBIITEER

MSE 58.217
MAE 1.429
R? 0.812

R [({E N 0.812, AT BEHLARIRE 0.9402, LEA B A RRIR LT Hhal & 53 A4 Hds .

2.1.3. ZFmEEHES

SCRF IR AL R A AR 2 S — AN 1, 345 KR 0 Bl AU AR 10 P T 1Y) “ BRI RE ” Yu
W TR TN R 22 o 2 IRl AR i AR e 32 R P st i A, AR RS ORI AT e 3 3031 2 [
K, I H IR R LR R .

N T AGEG SRR [ BN AR IR IGO0, JATHHE TR 1) 77 1R Z2(MSE) 480 5R 7%
(MAE)FI# 2 Z2EU(R?), SRR 3):

Table 3. Model evaluation results of support vector regression model

3. ZFFEENEFRBFREITEER

MSE 417.76
MAE 6.65
R? 0.40

CREFEALEE R MSE Fl MAE Y438 K BEALARAR B ST AR OCAE, IR ZE R RPHME N 0.40, i
R TBENLARAR 0.9402, ERUEHEARRIR i s 40l & R 2 2540 -

2.1.4. HZMLE

N TR I 26 3 S AU, N ok 22 TG (P e 5 0, Re i 2% 2] BRI ARERPE R R (2] PRI ZE (1 AR L
AN RBUZ S 2R TR ZE R EEUR A Re ISR Sk e, AR ERIE T W iE3s
K.

T RSB AR 22 X 28 AE MR AR R R AR L, FRATIVH B 7 B2 )35 77 iR Z2(MSE). T3 48%) 1% 22 (MAE)
e RE(RY), BHAGRWTER 4):

Table 4. Model evaluation results of neural networks model

3?4, HEMBRBPIREITIEER

MSE 40.623
MAE 0.892
R? 0.902

R [N 0.902, fICT-FENLARARA 0.9402, U EAREIR AT H4DL& 2504hs
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2.1.5. #HBIEIF
4 BT, FEAMEEIA. TR BRI, PRSI A AL AR ARSI DU R R A b, Bl LR AR AR R AR
MAREE N RIS, 5od & M T 2R T, DR AT 8 B BE A LAR R AL A g TR A 7Y

2.2. BEHAHRHRB 19E

KB = LR B 2 NSRRI, T T NSRRI PP PR BE . BRATIERE DL Ei . R
JE N ISR Ak N S N SO EENES) I i R A€V G (EWNE S R (1 (=1 s O N 1 N Y N DS R
TR &

MINZREE AT BRI EALA AT, B THUREE . fEM R REAR R I, BENLIE S — My
MEHEAT 7358 XHERS TR, A R A A @ B A B M o FERRANTT R 0 SR, IR B R
AEHEAT 702, BB 2 A5 10 21 (i B i KR B BT s PO REA U T R B -

XFF—AFHAAREA, FRATREAN TR SR ST A T o X B AR B S0 5 SR T 244 (B[]
VA T ) B R N 2 USSR (BT 0T 932K il ) SRR A5 fe 24 (1 T

2.2.1. S¥6RM%

TENLER 2 B IF R R rh, RO R — N E R EERIRAI3]. BEHLARAR BT B AR B AT 58
KT G R0 B 2 B dfa iA3E ik, (HICHERETEIR KRR LI TR S BN AR E . BRAS TR
SRBEMSSR AL — N EAR PR RINELE, (HAEA LI R )1 (EARTE T, BATR A ZH 2500
WI7id, KBEHLARARIE SRR 1 s S H AT A, FFE i SEIR I IE Hon B A M RE A IR TR . AT
FRRISEAS, BALKH TSR, BHUER. DI AT B A

2.2.2. MIRER

PR A B — P ST A R OT i, IR I TUE SN, RGPS A W RIS S,
AR B AL S HC B 4]

MBS E N max_depth': 10, 'min_samples_split': 10, 'n_estimators': 200

BRI [ e H A S0, max_depth 7E[8, 12]. min_samples_split 7E[8, 12][X [H] N5, 15
RIPEREARL R I/ T 2.1% (p > 0.05).

HEBUBENE S HT: @It Sobol FRETHE, —ZHOMAAY 7 2 B TTHR A 7371 4 : max_depth (62.3%)-
n_estimators (28.1%)+ min_samples_split (9.6%), FIFREEGZEREE FHEE, SERHHH—8. B
PEBEU TR IT7R (R 5):

Table 5. Model evaluation results of grid search

5. MR RIEEITMALER

MSE 31.511991226102545
MAE 2.89951226142816
R? 0.8058804155615443

2.2.3. BEMIE R

BENLAE 22 — M BN R OTE, EAETUE S Er A h BN L B2 B S AT PR, TTAN R 55
AR AL S, BT MARAE R, I E S A B R 58 & MU R AR M Fe BT, U HE
HT =48t 5% .

S 2 WIERIE BN SEEU S n_estimators': 300, 'min_samples_split': 10, 'max_depth': 30
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e 300 BT B AT “RERE - Bk B3, SUCHERRI AR 22 23 ms (& 2.1 ms), i AL S
PEFSR . XSRS, 0 R B X SR L 2 I A VR
ST R, ORI E 30 TTARIRRIM AL R BT I R R PR 6);

Table 6. Model evaluation results of random search

6. FENIERARENTFMALER

MSE 31.569457411167143
MAE 2.9265047222337355
R? 0.804904815420967

2.2.4. DIMHEREHE

DU pfe A Je i 2 37 A R R R AR AR AR R S I S A S S, RO LRIE T35 A B
5 - SRS AT e SR T M. M TAEG T, SRR A i R S M R T B S B 1 4 R
Wi 87 it 7, 38 I R4 BR (A cquisition Function)Z0 25 AT EIAR 5 T &, AT BR VPAl (8 N @ il s LA -
BT scikit-optimize T HALMSLIE— 00k TiZr k03, Re88 32 50 e m 4R R 23 1R R G A

o
SIS e AR W%%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ(max depth: 6.0, n_estimators: 234.0)E[1IE [ iZ 550 B EL - R -GS 5
EE SRR 7, s R IR Rk AGE I AL, A RO | R ARAE R B o B A PR RE AN T R PR 7):

Table 7. Model evaluation results of Bayesian optimization R?

= 7. AR ELTE 4R

MSE 30.291788921876925
MAE 2.839102810902972
R? 0.8115641550917869

2.2.5. IRBIEEE

R BT, fEMES IR BEALAE R AN DU T4 = b 0y v b DU e R M e R A L, PRI
ATRAT DU RS I 25 AR BA S RIS EL, BENLEE 10 ASEFAER AT I, HE 8
HR] DUE AR AR e, R B B R

Table 8. Predict results for 10 random countries and years

3% 8. FEHLIEER 10 MERFERTUNELER

1 A Eo B i A RS FRI 2
P iR 1992 0 0 1 1 1.00
BREMR LI 2000 4 1 3 8 7.59
Bl 1984 0 1 0 1 1.00
ESTE R ! 2024 0 2 4 6 5.95
i 2004 0 4 1 5 4.93
B3t F) 2008 0 1 2 3 3.00
Eeiie=t 1928 1 0 0 1 1.00
752 1980 3 1 4 8 8.01

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2025.144087 51 gt 5N A


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2025.144087

HFIK, B 25

=

ESNIE 1980 0 0 1 1 1.00
Je H A 1992 0 3 1 4 4.00

2.3. 1B

it AL AR A ] AR 000 X 1) A 3 3 48 AM5% 22 (Out-of-Bag, OOB)iEAT ittt . O0OB 7% % & 7E BN AR AR
(] VAR 2R ) st A A A FH AR e 3 BB A o R AR PPA A AP BRI — P 7 7. X TR MEAS, OOB i
WK H P AN ELEZRE AR IR I 0 ()~ 3ME o 27 iR T R B R Tl = 22 i e fm i i, TR T4
T X 8]

XTTREAFE x, tFEH OOB iz 2% D, , H, D, =y, -, NZHEAR OOB FllifE .

PHE OOB WU M1 oML, A 4 ORI X I8 § 4D, s 9+ Dyyy oy ol
P AR FMAE . IX AN X TE] 7 S MR N - o

LR F SRR, T A RS RS2 ) OOB BUNIX W), 44th ¥ £[D)  » 3tebv[D|,
SR o ii B s X VA @

FE N ZRLT (PSR R FH B0 E s SR 3047 T, FRATTPT DAFS 3] 2028 438 BV A2 0L 2= BIE 25 1) R A i
WX A, @ RE L AE 2 Brs.
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Figure 1. 2028 United States Los Angeles summer Olympics medal table
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Figure 2. Olympic medal prediction range
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2.4. MMERS 5
AW FEE L FEALARAR [ T 2028 SIS A2 AL LIS 2 (R 3R 07, 453 2 BRI A R A0 R (2 9):

Table 9. Predict results for 2028 united states Los Angeles summer Olympics medal table

7= 9.2028 FXERIZHL B 2 RMEFHI AR TUMLE R

I 51 Eal R i ot PSE) Th T R T pR
EH 39 41 33 114.21 100.3943077 128.0256923
LY 38 32 19 89.19 71.5354258 106.8445742
L[ 22 20 22 63.6 58.78302335 68.41697665
HA 27 14 17 56.25 46.47993572 66.02006428
TRIFI A, 17 7 22 44.17 35.1964744 53.1435256
R 10 10 20 39.68 34.95253851 44.40746149
fa 10 11 16 37.85 33.66114479 42.03885521
i 2% 10 12 14 35.42 31.4689589 39.3710411
PR 10 12 11 32.55 27.72207001 37.37792999
JIEN 7 7 10 23.59 21.33651136 25.84348864
i 7 6 8 21.05 16.93516683 25.16483317
i 7 6 7 20.41 17.22423117 23.59576883
9 F H 6 7 7 20.02 16.71718191 23.32281809
Ly 1 6 12 19.86 15.39894355 2432105645
I 6 4 10 19.78 17.75104496 21.80895504
FEIES 3 8 6 16.81 14.41438604 19.20561396
=t 7 3 5 15.02 13.10000017 16.93999983
W 4 5 5 14.12 12.8413347 15.3986653
THI 2 2 9 12.99 10.71277014 15.26722986
Hi+ 3 4 6 12.94 11.50450906 14.37549094
VA 3 3 4 4 10.95 9.863127422 12.03687258
e 4 4 3 10.88 9.486331115 12.27366888
HRB 4 4 2 10 8.791774855 11.20822514
i 4 3 6 0 9.73 6.878149485 12.58185052
FEIRYE T 3 1 5 9.11 7.152059082 11.06794092
AR S 4510

RGN EE R, 2P A% [ R (U0 2 [ FL D& [ )R AR 2R (R R m WA, FF e i VRIS . [N, 2
SR R E X (B ) AT RE R TR E SRR, AARORE & ESEHIUNREED . jAh, 5 2024 R
B, RE R RN 15%, SREZREEKNS OG- E XA ——REENEZMIS. &
IRSCHRFREAR SGIE 34T T &AM O BRI SERRSCRE . Xbitl, B K 22 (NOCs) RAf Ak A iz 21 53 il 25
ANEEZEAF AT, T H A [ 22 U 52 8] 2 SRS, 49 4 T A3 [ ) B S AT 2 h 3 5 . FRATT OB R,

DOI: 10.12677/sa.2025.144087 53 gt 5N A


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2025.144087

HFIK, B 25

R TE [ AR LRI O, LT B AR IE S Oy BRI R A, b, o EAE 2008 SRR R
RIRIVUARN, —BF R E L, BOVA I EBI[5].

3. &g

AHFCIE L BEHLARMR B R, M TN ISR I SE, ARSI 1A E AR g 2
B A LT, FF R AR A AT & FEHED .

N EE R, IZRRLAE TN 2028 SEIRAZHIL Bia S 2R T TR A BOs KAERR L, O RERUF AT &
HHEEEREES . ZUrE, k., ., E=EE SRR, EAZRIER, 7R E BN HER) 5
(R SR BE N F A R E S, WP E RS I BT SR E R, R HAR L ORIE
P SE4 1. WEREHR TN ERAKSE, NS E AT T BRI FSIRy, #BhHE EIR A AT
R, RIS O ARRAH SR T B FE S 4 1 1 Rt

Kk, BEEEAROAWA R BB, SRR ES R — D i . Ah, AT
SERHIINEAAOCE T IS 22 T, SR rT N T HEFAR . HARSRAR TS WDk I 2845 [H bRk 3¢
3, NEE A DU L K AR o A SR RS AR R, (e AR B R RL Y AT S R
J&.

BBk
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