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Comparative analysis of the offense strength of Chinese volleyball team in the 15" World
Women's Volleyball Championship
LIU Ling-yu
(Department of Physical Education, Xi'an Institute of Arts and Science, Xi‘an 710065, China)

Abstract: By means of gathering statistical data of Chinese women’s volleyball team in 6 matches in the 15" World
Women's Volleyball Championship in 2006, the author carried out a comprehensive analysis on the matches in such
five aspects as spike strength at positions No. 2 and No. 4 (averagely 53.4% per match, which is 13.5% lower than
that of its opponents), fast break strength (averagely 36.1% per match, which is 12.2 % higher than that of its
opponents), backcourt offense strength (averagely 10.6% per match, which is 1.4 % higher than that of its
opponents), service scores and misses (the service scoring rate of the Chinese team is higher than that of other
opponents except 1.1 % lower that of the Russian team), and active scoring capability (the active scoring capability
of the Chinese team is respectively 1.8%, 6.0%, 10.9% and 3.8% lower than that of the Brazilian team, Japanese
team, Cuban team and German team, but 6.5% higher than that of the Dutch team), and revealed the following
findings: In terms of backcourt offense, Chinese women’s volleyball team performed normally, and its strength was
obviously superior to that of its opponents; however, the Chinese team had too little change of offensive tactics and
too many misses, which lowered its scoring rate. The author probed into the advantages and shortages of Chinese
women’s volleyball team compared with world winning teams.
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() () () () () () () () () (%)
18(32.7) 20(36.4) 10(18.2 3(55)  4(73) 55 7(70.0)  1(10.0)  0(0.0) 1(10.0) 1(100) 10 128
29(54.7) 17(32.1)  2(3.8) 1(1.9) 4(75) 53 5(31.3)  8(50.0) 0(0.0) 1(6.3) 2(125) 16 105
31(38.3) 35(43.2)  3(3.7) 7(8.6) 5(6.2) 81  4(26.7)  9(60.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2(133) 15 170
36(42.9) 26(31.0)  8(9.5) 8(9.5) 6(7.1) 84 11(36.7) 14(46.7)  1(3.3) 2(6.7) 267) 30 166
20(50.0) 17(425) 1(25)  2(5.0)  0(0.0) 40 2(33.3)  4(66.7)  0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 6 90
24(53.3) 14(31.1)  3(6.7) 2(4.4) 2(44) 45 5(455)  4(36.4) 0(0.0) 1(9.1) 9y 1 9%
28(50.9) 17(30.9)  4(7.3) 3(5.5) 3(55) 55  0(0.0) 8(88.9) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(11.1) 9 123
31(55.4) 11(19.6) 6(10.7) 6(10.7) 2(3.6) 56 11(52.4)  6(28.6) 0(0.0) 3(14.3) 148 21 115
29(36.7) 34(43.0)  2(2.5) 7(8.9) 7(89) 79 2(33.3)  2(33.3) 0(0.0) 1(16.7) 1(16.7) 6 155
29(39.7) 29(39.7)  2(2.7) 5(6.8) 8(11.0) 73  8(33.3) 10(41.7)  0(0.0) 3(12.5) 3(125) 24 147
29(44.6) 27(415)  4(6.2) 2(3.1) 3(46) 65 3(27.3)  5(45.5) 1(9.1) 1(9.1) 19.1) 11 138
29(43.3) 28(41.8)  4(6.0) 2(3.0) 4(6.0) 67 11(33.3) 15(455)  1(3.0) 2(6.1) 4(12.1) 33 138
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21(42.9) 16(32.7) 1(2.0) 6(12.2) 5(10.2) 49
16(69.6) 5(21.7) 0(0.0) 1(4.3) 1(4.3) 23
19(34.5) 28(50.9) 1(1.8) 5(9.1) 2(3.6) 55
25(69.4) 7(19.4) 0(0.0) 3(8.3) 1(2.8) 36
17(50.0) 14(41.2) 2(5.9) 0(0.0) 1(2.9) 34
17(60.7) 4(14.3) 4(14.3) 2(7.1) 1(3.6) 28
24(51.1) 14(29.8) 5(10.6) 3(6.4) 1(2.1) 47
22(71.0) 4(12.9) 1(3.2) 1(3.2) 3(9.7) 31
24(46.2) 16(30.8) 3(5.8) 6(11.5) 3(5.8) 52
20(60.6) 7(21.2) 0(0.0) 1(3.0) 5(15.2) 33
21(42.0) 19(38.0) 2(4.0) 3(6.0) 5(10.0) 50
22(815) 5(18.5) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 27
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9.2% 14 28
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()

6(42.9) 5(35.7) 0(0.0) 1(7.1) 2(14.3) 14
10(76.9) 3(23.1) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 13
8(42.1) 8(42.1) 1(5.3) 2(10.5) 0(0.0) 19
4(25.0) 11(68.8) 0(0.0) 1(6.3) 0(0.0) 16
4(40.0) 2(20.0) 2(20.0) 2(20.0) 0(0.0) 10

0(0.0) 3(42.9) 0(0.0) 4(57.1) 0(0.0) 7
7(58.3) 2(16.7) 1(8.3) 1(8.3) 1(8.3) 12
2(28.6) 3(42.9) 0(0.0) 1(14.3) 1(14.3) 7
10(55.6) 5(27.8) 0(0.0) 2(11.1) 1(5.6) 18
7(41.2) 6(35.3) 0(0.0) 3(17.6) 1(5.9) 17
4(33.3) 7(58.3) 0(0.0) 1(8.3) 0(0.0) 12
6(54.5) 2(18.2) 0(0.0) 2(18.2) 1(9.1) 11

4 RIKERAER

13

4 4



118 KEFT *14 %
1.1 5.7 2.3
6.4% 1.4 28 1.7 28 7.6
6.5% 15 “ “
08 56 94
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x4 PENSHFLKESESER
5(6.3) 68(86.1) 6(7.6) 13 15 79
7(7.4) 80(84.2) 8(8.4) 18 2.0 95
7(6.6) 88(83.0) 11(10.4) 14 2.2 106
1(0.9) 103(89.6) 11(9.6) 0.2 2.2 115
8(11.1) 57(79.2) 7(9.7) 2.7 23 72
3(4.2) 58(80.6) 11(15.3) 1.0 3.7 72
4(3.9) 90(88.2) 8(7.8) 1.0 2.0 102
2(2.2) 75(80.6) 16(17.2) 05 40 93
6(5.5) 95(87.2) 8(7.3) 12 16 109
2(1.9) 96(92.3) 6(5.8) 0.4 12 104
4(4.7) 76(88.4) 6(7.0) 1.0 15 86
3(3.2) 83(88.3) 8(8.5) 0.8 2.0 94
5 E@FHEE 19.2
5 27 25
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2.7
x5 HENSHFESER
()
27(35.1) 25(32.5) 5(6.5) 7(9.1) 13(16.9) 64(83.1) 77
34(35.8) 26(27.4) 7(7.4) 12(12.6) 16(16.8) 79(83.2) 95
36(34.3) 26(24.8) 76.7) 9(8.6) 27(25.7) 78(74.3) 105
43(38.1) 33(29.2) 1(0.9) 9(8.0) 27(23.9) 86(76.1) 113
24(32.0) 19(25.3) 8(10.7) 4(5.3) 20(26.7) 55(73.3) 75
31(49.2) 15(23.8) 3(4.8) 1(1.6) 13(20.6) 50(79.4) 63
40(39.2) 19(18.6) 4(3.9) 7(6.9) 32(3L.4) 70(68.6) 102
51(54.8) 15(16.1) 2(2.2) 6(6.5) 19(20.4) 74(79.6) 93
42(39.3) 23(21.5) 6(5.6) 17(15.9) 19(17.8) 88(82.2) 107
44(42.7) 20(19.4) 2(1.9) 12(11.7) 25(24.3) 78(75.7) 103
36(41.4) 21(24.1) 4(4.6) 9(10.3) 17(19.5) 70(80.5) 87
39(41.1) 29(30.5) 3(3.2) 9(9.5) 15(15.8) 80(84.2) 95
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