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Abstract: The author carried out a Rank Sum Ratio (RSR) analysis on the competition abilities of Chinese university 

men’s basketball team in World University Games, and revealed the following findings: as for team China, its offense 

ability’s RSR value was 0.302 0, belonging to a class D team, ranked 20th in the world; its defense ability’s RSR value 

was 0.504 3, belonging to a class C team, ranked 13th in the world; its comprehensive offense and defense ability’s RSR 

value was 0.326 1, belonging to a class D team, ranked 15th in the world. Team China is a typical offense and defense 

unbalanced team; offense ability on the low side is an important factor for causing game losing, specifically embodied 

in that its field-goal percentage and offensive rebounds were highly significantly different from those of its opponents 

(P<0.01). The author proposed that team China should further enhance its offense ability, especially enhance its high 

shooting and rebound securing abilities, strengthen defense, control point loss, boost the balance development of of-

fense and defense abilities, so as to comprehensively enhance its competition abilities. 
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RSR   RSR RSR   

1  0.806 3 1 A 23 0.800 0 1 A 23 1.000 0 A 1 
2  0.762 8 2 B 22 0.739 1 3 B 21 0.934 8 A 2 
3  0.762 0 3 B 21 0.687 0 4 B 20 0.891 3 A 3 
4  0.719 4 5 B 19 0.617 4 5 B 19 0.826 0 A 5 
5  0.648 2 7 B 17 0.765 2 2 B 22 0.847 8 A 4 
6  0.727 3 4 B 20 0.565 2 10 C 14 0.739 1 B 6 
7  0.687 7 6 B 18 0.591 3 8 C 15.5 0.728 2 B 7 
8  0.616 6 8 B 16 0.608 7 7 B 17 0.717 3 B 8 
9  0.600 8 10 B 14 0.539 1 11 C 13 0.587 0 C 10
10  0.612 6 9 B 15 0.573 9 8 C 15.5 0.663 0 B 9 
11  0.549 4 13 C 11 0.521 7 12 C 12 0.500 0 C 12
12  0.438 7 16 C 8 0.617 3 6 B 18 0.565 2 C 11
13  0.454 5 15 C 9 0.487 0 14 C 10 0.413 0 C 13
14  0.581 0 11 C 12.5 0.452 2 18 C 6 0.402 2 C 14
15  0.545 5 14 C 10 0.365 2 20 D 4 0.304 3 D 17
16  0.320 2 20 D 4 0.504 3 13 C 11 0.326 1 D 15
17  0.581 0 11 C 12.5 0.196 3 23 D 1 0.293 5 D 19
18  0.351 8 17 D 7 0.460 9 17 C 7 0.304 0 D 18
19  0.347 8 18 D 6 0.469 6 15 C 8.5 0.315 2 D 16
20  0.233 2 21 D 3 0.469 6 15 C 8.5 0.250 0 D 20
21  0.336 0 19 D 5 0.321 7 21 D 3 0.173 9 E 21
22  0.154 2 23 E 1 0.426 1 19 C 5 0.130 4 E 22
23  0.162 1 22 E 2 0.226 1 22 D 2 0.087 0 E 23
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