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Effects of the technical and tactical performance of Chinese Football Association
Super League teams on game winning or losing under multiple competition
JIANG Zhe, HUANG Zhu-hang, WU Fang

(School of Physical Education, Beijing Sport University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract: In order to more accurately reveal the relationship between football technical and tactical performance
and game winning or losing, based on Chinese Football Association Super League competition results (tie games
excluded) of the 2014-2016 competition seasons as the samples (#=519 match), by using a binary logistic regres-
sion model, and by simultaneously including such 3 competition scenarios as competition location, team strength
and opponent team strength and carrying out combination, the authors derived totally 8 different forms of multiple
completion scenarios, respectively analyzed their key technical and tactical indexes that affected game winning or
losing, and revealed the following findings: 1) in a home game, when an upstream team played against an upstream
team, shorts on target, 35m entries, passes succeeded and peer challenge success rate were game winning probability
affecting key indexes; when it played against a downstream team, shots on target, corner kicks, peer challenge suc-
cess rate and red cards were game winning probability affecting key indexes; 2) in a home game, when a down-
stream team played against an upstream team, shorts on target and possession percentage were game winning prob-

ability affecting key indexes; when it played against a downstream team, shots on target, total pass success rate,
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corner kicks, forward passes and peer challenge success rate were game winning probability affecting key indexes;

3) in an away game, when an upstream team played against an upstream team, shots on target and peer challenge

success rate were game winning probability affecting key indexes; when it played against a downstream team, shots

on target, offside counts and yellow cards were game winning probability affecting key indexes; 4) in an away

game, when a downstream team played against an upstream team, shots on target, possession percentage and penalty

area entries were game winning probability affecting key indexes; when it played against a downstream team, shots

on target, opponent court possession percentage and peer challenge success rate were game winning probability af-

fecting key indexes.

Key words: competition and training; multiple competition scenarios; technical and tactical performance; game

winning or losing; Chinese Football Association Super League; Logistic regression model
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