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ABSTRACT
The National Running Club Database (NRCD) aggregates 15,397 race results of
5,585 athletes from the 2023 and 2024 cross country seasons. This paper introduces
the NRCD dataset, which provides insights into individual athlete progressions, en-
abling data-driven decision-making. Analysis reveals that runners’ improvement per
calendar day for women, racing 6,000m, and men, racing 8,000m, is more pronounced
in athletes with slower initial race times and those who race more frequently. Ad-
ditionally, we factor in course conditions, including weather and elevation gain, to
standardize improvement. While the NRCD shows a gender imbalance, 3,484 men
vs. 2,101 women, the racing frequency between genders is comparable. This publi-
cation makes the NRCD dataset accessible to the research community, addressing
a previous challenge where smaller datasets, often limited to 500 entries, had to
be manually scraped from the internet. Focusing on club athletes rather than elite
professionals offers a unique lens into the performance of “real-world” runners who
balance competition with academics and other commitments. These results serve as
a valuable resource for runners, coaches, and teams, bridging the gap between raw
data and applied sports science.
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1. Introduction

Running is a sport that is accessible to those of many ages [1]. The rise of running
has led over 100,000,000 users to download running tracking apps, including Adidas
Runtastic, Nike Run Club, Pacer, and Strava [2]. Specifically, running promotes college
students’ motivation in the classroom while providing an opportunity for students to
remain healthy [3]. Since NCAA rosters are limited to top-tier runners who participate
on university teams in the United States [4], several runners run for pleasure since they
choose not to compete at the highest level. Some runners who want to compete in
college while pursuing academics participate in university running clubs that compete
in the National Intercollegiate Running Club Association (NIRCA) [5].

NCAA cross country data is hosted on a variety of websites such as Atletic.net
[6], MileSplit [7], and TFRRS [8]. Unfortunately, these websites do not provide the
public a way to download these large datasets. This has prohibited several researchers
from analyzing the results. Because of this, prior work that has analyzed NCAA cross
country and track and field data has been limited to datasets of approximately 500
records due to resource constraints [9]. Additionally, a significant amount of prior
research has focused on men and not both men and women [10, 11].

We release a dataset and perform analysis on 15,397 race results of 5,585 NIRCA
athletes from the 2023 and 2024 cross country seasons. This dataset includes 3,484
collegiate men who race 8,000m and 2,101 collegiate women who race 6,000m. The
dataset is needed for the NIRCA club running community and the greater research
community. Prior to the NRCD, collegiate club data were published on a Google Sheet.
Additionally, there was a subset of results on collegiate proprietary databases where
many club runners are listed as unattached in meets [12]. Therefore, there was no way
for all the results to be gathered and analyzed in one dataset. The National Running
Club Database solves these issues by unifying club running results from the NIRCA
website and collegiate proprietary databases.

In addition to releasing this dataset, we perform analysis on the following Research
Questions (RQs):

RQ1: How much do collegiate club runners improve over the course of a cross county
season when accounting for outside factors (weather and course elevation)?

RQ2: Do collegiate club runners improve between two cross county seasons?
RQ3: How does racing differ for men and women in the collegiate club running

space?
Our goal is to provide student-athletes with insights on how they might improve

during a season. It is important to note that NIRCA club athletes are ”real-world”
athletes since they are primarily students and do not have coaches [5]. As a result,
this is the first comprehensive dataset for collegiate club athletes.

2. Method

2.1. Data Collection

Prior to this dataset, there was no publicly downloadable database of collegiate or high
school athletes for the United States running community. Since we are analyzing cross
country race results and have a complete dataset for 2023 and 2024, we publish all
the results as noted in Table 12. When publishing the dataset, we remove personally
identifiable information (PII), including names and links to results. Yet we leave other
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Figure 1.: 2023-2024 Cross Country Races Results by State

information, such as course details and team information, since details like weather at
a course location influence how fast a person runs [13].

Type Total
Results 15,397
Athletes 5,585
Meets 179
Course Details 192
Teams 121
Athlete-Team Association 5,589

Table 1.: Total Results Table

The course details include the time and day of the event, elevation gain or loss,
course distance (if it is long or short), as well as race weather information gathered
from the Open Weather Map API [14]. Note that the number of course details is
greater than the number of meets, since men and women run different races. In our
dataset, 43.7% of the 341 races have course details. Therefore, the races that do not
have this information cannot be adjusted accordingly.

The athlete team association ties athletes to specific teams. The athlete team associ-
ation number is four higher than the athlete number, given that four athletes competed
on multiple teams. Therefore, this association helps reduce athlete redundancy if they
transfer universities.

All runners in NIRCA have the opportunity to compete throughout the season up
to regionals [5]. In our dataset, we mark if it is regular season, regionals, or nationals.
When comparing improvement over the course of the season, we exclude nationals,
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as this would be an unfair comparison since certain teams’ seasons would be longer
than others. It is also important to note that, unlike NCAA rules [15], NIRCA has no
limit on the years of eligibility [5]. Therefore, any collegiate who is in valid academic
standing can compete in NIRCA, including graduate students.

2.2. Data Standardization

To properly compare our data, it must be standardized. In addition to excluding
nationals from result comparison, as noted in Section 2.1, we made sure that all data is
converted to 6,000m for women and 8,000m for men. Additionally, we also standardized
the data for weather, course elevation, and courses that measure slightly longer or
shorter than the official distance. Since we have data for 2023 and 2024, we output four
charts for each gender ‘2023 Converted Only (distance)’, ‘2023 Standardized (weather
& elevation)’, ‘2024 Converted Only (distance)’, and ‘2024 Standardized (weather &
elevation)’.

2.2.1. Conversion

The standard cross country collegiate distance is 8,000m for men and 6,000m for
women [5]. However, our results show that 19.5% of races for men and 34.4% of races
for women do not follow these standards. This is because races of 5,000m, 6,000m,
and 5 miles are common for men, while races of 5,000m are common for women.
Therefore, we use the Riegel Race Time Prediction Formula, as noted in Equation 1
[16], to convert all men’s races to 8,000m and all women’s races to 6,000m.

t2 = t1 ×
(
d2
d1

)b

(1)

Equation 1. Riegel Race Time Prediction Formula [16]: Relationship between two
distances, where t is time, d is distance, and b is an exponent that accounts for sex
differences: b = 1.055 for men and b = 1.080 for women.

These adjustments allow all races during a runner’s season to be included, which
allows for more accurate predictions of improvement.

2.2.2. Standardization - (weather, elevation, and improper course length)

In addition to converting courses to appropriate distances, we also standardize the
data for weather, elevation gain, and courses that are slightly longer or shorter than
their official length.

Weather plays a significant role in how fast a runner can race. When the combination
of dew point and temperature, in Fahrenheit, exceeds 100, the heat causes an athlete
to run slower [13]. The greater the combined number is above 100, the greater the
reduction in time is to convert it to standard conditions. Since cross country is a
fall sport in the United States, from September to November, it is common to see
this equation have a greater effect earlier in the season, when it is warmer outside.
Additionally, performance can also vary depending on what air quality index (AQI)
you are exposed to while training [17]. Since the AQI level depends not just on the race
itself, and is correlated to temperature and humidity [18], which we already factor in,
we do not standardize for AQI. However, we provide the information in our dataset.
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Race times can also vary depending on elevation gain and loss. Hilly courses cause
runners to run slower than on flat courses. Therefore, we use the 1.04 factor per percent
grade for elevation gain and 0.9633 for elevation loss [19]. Our dataset only includes
the elevation gain and loss, and not the complete course terrain. Therefore, we cannot
adjust results based on factors such as whether there was one steep hill, compared to
a gradual incline.

Finally, it is common for a course to be slightly short or long due to incorrect course
measurement. For example, a man’s 8,000m might actually be 8,100m long or 7,900m
long. If the course is noted as short or long in accordingly our dataset, we adjust it
using the Riegel Race Time Prediction Formula [16] as indicated in Section 2.2.1.

For data that needs to be both standardized and converted, we first standardize
the data and then convert it to the appropriate distance to ensure that the results are
appropriately adjusted.

3. Results

3.1. Runners’ Improvement Over a Season

Our first research question examines whether runners improve during a single cross
country season. Our data analysis comes from our datasets of the 2023 and 2024
cross country seasons and is standardized as noted in Section 2.2 Data Standardization.

We look at improvement throughout a season in two ways:

1: What is the difference in time between a runner’s first race of the season
and their last race of the season?

2: What is the difference between a runner’s first race of the season and their
next fastest race of the season?
Note that this “next fastest race” of the season cannot be the runner’s first race of
the season.
For each comparison, we include all races during a season besides nationals. Nationals
are excluded, given that not every runner in the dataset has the opportunity to
compete. Therefore, by excluding nationals, improvement is not biased towards
runners who did or did not qualify.
In order to study the difference between a runner’s first and last race of the season,
we perform a linear regression on the data from 2023 & 2024. All runners in our
analysis had to compete in at least two races, and the analysis was based on gender.
Additionally, we filtered out runners whose starting time fell outside of 1.5 times the
interquartile range [20]. The results of our linear regression, based on gender and year,
are presented in Figures 2 and 3. We calculate the median slope, where the x-axis is
the number of days, and the y-axis is the change in race time. Therefore, a negative
slope, which can be seen in all charts except the 2023 men, shows improvement per
day. The median slope for all standardized charts shows less improvement. This
is because we standardize for weather, and since cross country is a fall sport, it
is typically warmer during the beginning of the season, which results in a greater
standardization. As a result, the goal of the standardized charge is meant to show an
actual change in fitness, whereas the converted charts only show raw improvement.
Our analysis shows that the slopes have a high coefficient of variation (CV) [21],
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Figure 2.: Men’s First-To-Last Race Linear Regression

which indicates that the average slope has a high variability due to individual runners’
circumstances. However, when the CV is very high, as can be seen in the 2023 men’s
charts, the standardization chart results in the CV being greatly reduced.
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Figure 3.: Women’s First-To-Last Race Linear Regression
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In 2024, we see that the athletes have a slightly better average improvement. This
could be in part because in 2024 the season started earlier. In 2024, there were races
in August, yet there were none in 2023. As seen in Table 2, 157 of the race results did
not have course details. Therefore, if the race conditions were hot, the data could not
be standardized for weather. This may affected the results.

Group Total Results
Results With
Course Details

Results Without
Course Details

Percent With
Course Details

2023 Sep Men 2110 1032 1078 49%
2023 Sep Women 1291 573 718 44%
2023 Oct Men 2005 443 1562 22%
2023 Oct Women 1068 206 862 19%
2023 Nov Men 4 3 1 75%
2024 Aug Men 104 96 8 92%
2024 Aug Women 45 43 2 96%
2024 Sep Men 2100 1945 155 93%
2024 Sep Women 1263 1175 88 93%
2024 Oct Men 2089 1984 105 95%
2024 Oct Women 1181 1146 35 97%
2024 Nov Men 18 9 9 50%
2024 Nov Women 6 1 5 17%

Table 2.: Availability of Course Details in Cross Country by Month, Year, and Gender

Another key consideration that these charts do not account for is the fitness level
of the runners. To explore how much the fitness level of a runner impacts the median
slope of improvement, we made the following adjustments to our analysis: Runners
were categorized into one of ten percentile groups. The runners in each percentile
group then had a linear regression done on the difference between their first and last
race times of the season. The results for these percentile groups can be seen in Tables 3-
9. The results indicate that runners with a slower starting time saw a greater reduction
in time throughout the course of a season.
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IQR-Based Subgroup Analysis - Men

10 subgroups within 1.5 × IQR of first race times

Subgroup Time Range Median Slope CV Num Athletes

0–10% 23:44.7–27:14.1 1.163 2.020 110

10–20% 27:14.7–28:04.8 0.523 2.645 111

20–30% 28:05.8–28:48.0 1.055 3.731 111

30–40% 28:50.8–29:30.0 -0.249 9.080 112

40–50% 29:30.6–30:18.1 0.185 8.101 110

50–60% 30:18.7–31:10.0 0.528 5.222 111

60–70% 31:10.1–32:03.0 -0.424 77.913 111

70–80% 32:03.0–33:18.1 -0.810 7.083 111

80–90% 33:18.3–34:50.6 -1.770 3.653 111

90–100% 34:51.6–39:34.7 -2.000 3.005 111

Table 3.: Men 2023 Standardized (weather & elevation)

Subgroup Time Range Median Slope CV Num Athletes

0–10% 24:58.3–27:17.0 0.963 2.065 111

10–20% 27:19.3–28:12.3 0.418 2.828 110

20–30% 28:12.4–28:56.3 0.757 4.110 112

30–40% 28:57.1–29:35.3 -0.082 8.623 111

40–50% 29:36.0–30:23.3 -0.005 15.563 111

50–60% 30:23.5–31:15.4 0.664 6.015 110

60–70% 31:16.4–32:12.0 -0.693 13.266 112

70–80% 32:12.7–33:28.2 -1.393 5.035 111

80–90% 33:28.9–35:02.6 -1.925 3.570 111

90–100% 35:04.0–39:42.5 -2.384 2.871 111

Table 4.: Men 2023 Converted Only (distance)
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Subgroup Time Range Median Slope CV Num Athletes

0–10% 23:45.5–26:29.5 0.634 3.185 112

10–20% 26:30.2–27:30.1 -0.028 6.029 112

20–30% 27:30.5–28:11.6 -1.034 26.374 113

30–40% 28:12.0–28:56.8 -0.681 14.461 112

40–50% 28:57.9–29:42.6 -1.068 3.100 113

50–60% 29:43.1–30:32.2 -1.301 3.636 112

60–70% 30:32.6–31:34.1 -0.761 9.466 112

70–80% 31:34.3–32:57.3 -3.044 1.952 113

80–90% 32:57.3–34:49.4 -3.177 2.092 112

90–100% 34:49.7–39:31.8 -5.073 1.784 113

Table 5.: Men 2024 Standardized (weather & elevation)

Subgroup Time Range Median Slope CV Num Athletes

0–10% 24:34.0–27:20.0 -0.043 5.126 112

10–20% 27:20.3–28:17.2 -1.275 5.724 112

20–30% 28:17.8–29:03.1 -1.115 17.354 112

30–40% 29:03.2–29:50.1 -1.453 2.850 112

40–50% 29:50.1–30:33.6 -1.616 4.882 111

50–60% 30:34.8–31:35.6 -2.422 1.939 113

60–70% 31:35.7–32:38.2 -3.408 1.434 112

70–80% 32:38.5–33:47.3 -3.621 2.098 112

80–90% 33:49.7–36:01.0 -3.579 1.607 112

90–100% 36:03.9–40:36.2 -5.837 1.698 112

Table 6.: Men 2024 Converted Only (distance)
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IQR-Based Subgroup Analysis - Women

10 subgroups within 1.5 × IQR of first race times

Subgroup Time Range Median Slope CV Num Athletes

10–20% 24:46.9–25:33.8 -0.191 5.286 62

20–30% 25:34.0–26:13.0 -0.766 11.385 62

30–40% 26:14.4–26:52.6 0.117 4.844 62

40–50% 26:53.0–27:33.0 -0.567 110.305 62

50–60% 27:34.0–28:24.7 -0.310 6.837 62

60–70% 28:25.5–29:07.1 -0.857 78.392 62

70–80% 29:07.6–30:09.3 -0.938 2.596 62

80–90% 30:11.0–31:45.0 -2.030 3.393 62

90–100% 31:47.0–35:28.9 -2.514 4.167 63

Table 7.: Women 2023 Standardized (weather & elevation)
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Subgroup Time Range Median Slope CV Num Athletes

0–10% 22:33.6–24:50.5 -0.148 5.407 62

10–20% 24:51.3–25:40.1 0.134 5.565 61

20–30% 25:41.8–26:18.1 -0.344 7.720 63

30–40% 26:18.5–26:58.6 0.456 4.062 61

40–50% 26:58.7–27:39.0 -1.057 8.832 63

50–60% 27:39.9–28:32.0 -0.475 7.096 62

60–70% 28:32.5–29:13.8 -0.399 111.151 62

70–80% 29:14.3–30:15.7 -0.936 2.680 62

80–90% 30:16.4–32:00.5 -2.198 3.320 62

90–100% 32:02.5–35:46.1 -2.706 4.311 62

Table 8.: Women 2023 Converted Only (distance)

Subgroup Time Range Median Slope CV Num Athletes

0–10% 20:08.5–23:58.7 0.027 3.932 63

10–20% 23:59.5–24:55.1 -0.731 20.389 64

20–30% 24:55.4–25:44.8 -1.090 9.434 63

30–40% 25:45.5–26:23.0 -1.110 19.867 64

40–50% 26:25.1–27:03.2 -1.321 1.875 64

50–60% 27:05.6–27:55.0 -1.369 20.404 63

60–70% 27:55.9–29:01.6 -2.668 2.071 64

70–80% 29:01.6–29:54.1 -2.971 1.421 63

80–90% 29:55.4–31:26.7 -2.315 2.128 64

90–100% 31:28.3–35:37.4 -4.258 1.633 64

Table 9.: Women 2024 Standardized (weather & elevation)
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Subgroup Time Range Median Slope Slope Num Athletes

0–10% 20:58.5–24:36.3 0.526 3.894 63

10–20% 24:39.2–25:35.1 -0.696 6.686 64

20–30% 25:35.6–26:15.5 -1.363 5.229 63

30–40% 26:16.5–26:56.9 -0.854 22.176 64

40–50% 26:57.0–27:36.3 -1.586 1.716 63

50–60% 27:36.8–28:32.0 -1.713 5.481 64

60–70% 28:32.2–29:36.0 -2.764 1.270 63

70–80% 29:36.3–30:30.6 -2.538 3.177 64

80–90% 30:31.2–32:01.9 -2.474 1.718 63

90–100% 32:02.4–36:22.1 -3.967 2.560 64

Table 10.: Women 2024 Converted Only (distance)
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The charts and figures above indicate how runners improved between their first and
last race, independent of the number of races they ran. We then compare whether
runners, who competed in a different number of races, had different improvements. As
noted in Figure 4. Analysis shows that overall, runners who raced more experienced
more improvement. However, the data size of runners gets substantially smaller for
those who run more, which could reduce the overall significance.
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Figure 4.: First to Last Race Improvement vs Number of Races

Next, we address how a runner’s race times differ throughout a single cross country
season when accounting for both starting time and number of races. For this analysis,
we looked for the change in time between a runner’s first race and their fastest race
during the season (excluding their first race). We grouped runners based on the number
of races they completed during a season (excluding nationals). Finally, we grouped
these runners further based on the minute value of their first race of the season. This
allowed us to visually see the trends we found in our percentile analysis, as shown
in Figures 5 and 6. The analysis reveals that for runners starting times in the IQR,
overall, runners improve more during a season if they have a slower starting time and
compete more.
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Figure 5.: Average Improvement vs. Number of Races and First Race Time - Males
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Figure 6.: Average Improvement vs. Number of Races and First Race Time - Females
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3.2. Runners’ Improvement Over Multiple Seasons

We then examine how runners’ times change over the course of multiple seasons.
Analysis was done on athletes who competed in both the 2023 and 2024 datasets to
compare their performance over the two seasons. A key consideration made to the data
was to only include an athlete in the analysis if the number of races they completed
in 2023 and 2024 differed by at most one race. The decision here was made to ensure
runners were competing at a similar level across both seasons, which provides more
standardized results.

Figure 7 demonstrates the differences between men’s and women’s distributions
across seasons. While women’s times across seasons tend to follow a normal distribu-
tion, men’s times between seasons tend to skew left. We found these results encour-
aging, especially for men, as it implies that men’s fitness levels tend to grow and hold
across seasons well if there is similar consistency in racing.
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Figure 7.: Difference in Fastest Times Across Seasons

3.3. Differences in Races Between Genders

In analyzing the men’s and women’s races from 2023 and 2024, we noticed key sim-
ilarities and differences. A major item of note is that significantly more men are in
the data compared to women. The ratio between unique men and women in 2023 was
1.64 : 1 (p < 0.001), and in 2024 was 1.71 : 1 (p < 0.001). Despite the difference in
the number of men vs. the number of women competing, we found that they tend to
have a similar commitment level to racing. The average number of races each gender
competed in differed by only .12 in 2023 and a mere .01 in 2024. Our data shows that
if an athlete is willing to compete in one race, they tend to have a similar commitment
level on average, regardless of gender.
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It is also important to note the similarities in the frequency of men and women
competing in races. In both 2023 and 2024, the number of athletes competing in one
race from September - October made up 45 - 50% of the total number of athletes in
that season’s dataset. Even more similar are the percentages of runners who compete
in 2, 3, and 4 or more races. Tables 12 and 13 show that the corresponding metric
between men and women differed by as little as 0% in some cases and only as much
as 2%. We see here how very alike men and women are in their frequency of racing.

We also highlight the number of unique athletes who raced each month. The total
number of males and females competing in September vs. October tends to stay pretty
similar. In 2024, we even saw an increase in males competing in October compared
to September. There are insights that were made between seasons as well. 831 males
(39%) and 480 females (37%) who competed in the 2023 season also competed in the
2024 season. When factoring in runners who graduate or do not enroll year over year,
the retention percentage is higher than that.

Category Men Women
Number of Unique Athletes 2124 1298
Total Races 4113 2359
Average Number of Races 1.94 1.82
Ratio of Runners in October vs September .90 .81

Table 11.: 2023 Gender Analysis

Category Men Women
Number of Unique Athletes 2148 1254
Total Races 4124 2389
Average Number of Races 1.92 1.91
Ratio of Runners in October vs September 1.02 .99

Table 12.: 2024 Gender Analysis

Race Count Category Men Women
1 Race 967 (45.5%) 657 (50.6%)
2 Races 556 (26.2%) 332 (25.6%)
3 Races 388 (18.3%) 206 (15.9%)
4+ Races 213 (10.0%) 103 (7.9%)

Table 13.: 2023 Race Count Distribution by Gender
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Race Count Category Men Women
1 Race 1,007 (46.9%) 608 (48.5%)
2 Races 570 (26.5%) 313 (25.0%)
3 Races 354 (16.5%) 207 (16.5%)
4+ Races 217 (10.1%) 126 (10.0%)

Table 14.: 2024 Race Count Distribution by Gender

4. Discussion

We find two major trends within our research:
We believe improvements in time across a season are heavily dependent on the

fitness level of the runner. Our analysis in RQ1 demonstrates how runners at a lesser
fitness level can have greater improvements in time on average compared to runners
at a higher fitness level. This helps provide better context to athletes and coaches as
they develop a training plan. It also demonstrates the physical phenomenon that a
runner’s V02 max improves as they gain fitness, but those who begin with a high one
see less of an improvement [22].

In addition, our research indicates there is a vast benefit to runners who compete in
many races throughout a season. Runners who competed in four races tended to have
a larger drop in race times the majority of the time compared to those who competed
in two or three races in the same timespan.

The implications of our research are profound in the college running space. Our
research found that competing in more races in a certain timespan improves the dif-
ference in time between the runner’s first race and next fastest race on average. How-
ever, most club runners are missing out on this benefit. In 2023, only 10% of men and
just 7.9% of women competed in four races during the September-October timespan.
Similar trends hold in 2024, with 10% of men and 10% of women competing in four
races in the timespan. Therefore, we encourage any club runner to compete in races
more often during the September-October regular season to see a greater benefit from
their training. We also notice an opportunity for more teams to reap the benefits of
frequent racing. In 2023, only 22% of men’s teams and 8.5% of women’s teams had at
least five runners competing in four or more races from September-October. 2024 had
a similar trend, with 14% of men’s teams and 12% of women’s teams fitting the same
criteria. However, teams that run in at least four races during the season up to and
including Regionals have a significantly higher chance of making the top 15 teams at
Nationals, which can be seen in Table 15.

As teams look for ways to improve, our numbers indicate they should consider an
emphasis on racing to increase their competitive stature.

Group
Total
Teams

Total Teams That
Race 4 Times

Those in the
Top 15 at Nationals

p-value
(χ2)

2023 Men 94 36 (38%) 9 (60%) 0.0061
2023 Women 94 27 (29%) 9 (60%) 0.009
2024 Men 115 37 (32%) 11 (73%) 0.001
2024 Women 101 28 (27%) 11 (73%) 0.000

Table 15.: Percent of Teams in Top 15 at Nationals Who Race Four or More Times
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5. Limitations

It is important to remember that we are only analyzing the raw result times. We do not
have details of how a runner is progressing throughout a race. Additionally, runners
have different racing and training strategies that we are not accounting for. We do not
know if an athlete is injured during a race or conserving their energy for future races.

When calculating improvement per day in RQ1, we assume the slope is linear for
both men and women. However, it is likely not. As runners race more during a season,
the overall r2 performance between races goes down. However, this does not detract
from the main takeaway, that runners get faster on average by competing throughout
the season. Further research could be conducted to determine if other scales, such as
a logistic regression, better fit the data. Regardless of what scale is used, it is essen-
tial to remember that humans have a variety of factors that influence their running
performance. Additionally, the scales are likely not the same for men and women, as
women may follow a circular progression cycle [11] as well.

Additionally, the NRCD only has a complete dataset for two seasons, 2023 and 2024.
Therefore, we can only calculate improvement trends over two seasons, and cannot see
if the trends hold over several seasons. The NRCD is continuing to collect data each
year. It is our commitment to release new data to the research community when new
trends can be discovered.

Since 43.7% of the races in our dataset do not have race conditions, we cannot adjust
all race times accordingly. Therefore, the standardized charts cannot be standardized
for all races, because of insufficient data.

6. Ethics

All of our data is obtained from the National Running Club Database, which is pub-
licly accessible. Additionally, all of this information also exists on other public websites.
However, in order to maintain privacy, we remove all PII such as links and persons’
names. We at the University of Notre Dame have permission from the National Run-
ning Club Database to use and publish their dataset. Even though we gained access
from them, we still went through Notre Dame’s IRB office, and they officially classified
our research as not human subject research.

7. Conclusion

Our dataset was composed of club runners, not professional athletes. Our analysis
shows that runners who have a slower initial starting time during a season and race
more during a season see greater improvement. The club runners in our data are col-
lege students who balance academics, athletics, and other commitments. Our research
shows these trends for athletes whose training is not the main focus of their lives. We
find these trends encouraging, as they may be applicable to similar groups of real-
world athletes, such as young adults outside of college. Our novel dataset is one of the
largest in the domain and includes insights for both men and women, which provide
a balanced insight into the young adult running community.
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