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A Study of Economic Resources and Olympic medals

Hsu Po-Yang

Nan-Hua University

Abstract

This study was attempted to explore the relationship of Olympic medals and the
country's economic resources. The purpose of it was to construct a prediction model of
Olympic medals, to forecast the 2008 Beijing Olympic Games and to verify the model
accuracy. Input variables, including population, per capita gross national product, gross
domestic product and the frequency of hosting the Olympic Games. The multiple
regression analysis revealed that gross domestic product and the host country will affect
the number of Olympic medals, but there were estimated bias in difference countries on
the number of medals in 2008 Beijing Olympic Games. The conclusion of this study was

that the socioeconomic variables can explain part of the Olympic medals.

Key words: Olympic medals, population, per capita gross national product, gross

domestic product
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