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A comparative analysis of the basket shooting manners and scores of team China 
and its opponents in the 16th FIBA World Championship 
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Abstract: Having studied all the offensive basket shooting manners and scores of team China and its opponents in 

the 16th FIBA World Championship, the authors revealed the followings: the main basket shooting and scoring 

manners of team China and its opponents were rough identical; both sides did not have a lot of shoots made by cov-

ering; in terms of basket shooting rationality and times, team China was weaker than its opponents; fast break was 

still a weak link for team China; due to the absence of YAO Ming, the shots and scores made inside the ring by team 

China decreased significantly; the 2-point shot scoring rate had been a major problem that bothered team China. 
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/% /%

56 21 37.5 42  9.8 

51 13 25.5 26  6.1 

2  9  6 66.7 12  2.8 

3  8  2 25.0  6  1.4 

52 26 50.0 52 10.4 

25  7 28.0 14  2.8 

2 26 15 57.7 30  6.0 

3 24  7 29.2 21  4.2 
       

1) 6

/% /%

2  5 1 20.0  2 0.5 

2  6 2 33.3  4 0.9 

3 13 4 30.8 12 2.8 

3  9 2 22.2  6 1.4 

2 11 5 15.5 10 2.0 

2  2 1 50.0  2 0.4 

3 17 8 47.1 24 4.8 

3  2 1 50.0  3 0.6 
       

1) 6
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/% /%
  19 10 52.6 20  4.7 

3   88 33 37.5 99 23.2 
  44 13 29.6 26  6.1 
  19 14 73.7 28  6.6 

  15 13 86.7 26  6.1 
2   13  8 61.5 16  3.8 
3    5  3 60.0  9  2.1 

  128 93 72.7 93 21.8 
  12  5 41.7 10  2.0 

3  108 33 30.6 99 19.8 
  42 15 35.7 30  6.0 
  25 13 52.0 26  5.2 

  38 28 73.7 56 11.2 
2   24 21 87.5 42  8.4 
3    4  2 50.0  6  1.2 

  107 75 70.1 75 15.0         
1) 6
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3 2
/% /% /% /%

  86 34 39.5 47.5 91 31 34.1 28.8 
  26  5 19.2 10.8 90 45 50.0 64.8 
  11  5 45.5 20.5 56 25 44.6 68.5 
 123 44 35.8 30.9 237 101 42.6 47.3 
 100 34 34.0 46.0 93 43 46.2 3807 
  43 12 27.9 25.4 80 43 53.8 60.6 
  12  5 41.7 11.0 84 50 59.5 73.5 
 155 51 32.9 30.6 257 136 52.9 54.4 

/% /% /%
  67 51 76.1 23.7 215 50.4 
  48 34 70.8 24.4 139 32.6 
  13  8 61.5 11.0 73 17.0 
 128 93 72.7 21.8 427 100.0 
  41 34 82.9 15.3 222 44.4 
  28 20 71.4 14.1 142 28.4 
  38 21 55.3 15.5 136 27.2 
 107 75 70.1 15.0 500 100.0         
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