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Table 1 Descriptive summary totals for 94 world cup top 4 teams and Team A

94 world cup top 4(26games) Team A(26games)

total mean S.D. total mean S.D.
GOALS 38 1.46 1.10 44 1.69 1.41
SHOOTING
SHOT ON 131 5.0 2.2 142 5.5 2.9
SHOT OFF 128 4.9 2.6 153 5.9 2.6
SHOT BLOCKED 74 2.8 2.3 56 2.2 1.7
TOTAL SHOTS TAKEN 333 12.8 5.0 351 13.5 4.7
CROSSING
CROSS SUCCESSFUL 85 3.3 2.1 108 4.2 2.1
CROSS UNSUCCESSFUL 342 13.2 6.5 305 11.7 5.2
CROSS LEAD TO GOAL 11 0.4 0.7 10 0.4 0.5
TOTAL CROSSES TAKEN 427 16.4 7.3 413 15.9 6.4
SET PLAY
FREE KICKS 504 19.4 5.6 622 23.9 6.3
FREE KICKS LEAD TO SHOT 73 2.8 1.4 66 2.5 1.6
FREE KICKS LEAD TO GOAL 11 0.4 0.6 10 0.4 0.6
PENALTY KICKS 5 0.2 0.5 9 0.4 0.6
PENALTY KICKS LEAD TO GOAL 5 0.2 0.5 5 0.2 0.4
THROW IN LEAD TO SHOT 17 0.7 0.7 24 0.9 0.9
THROW IN LEAD TO GOAL 6 0.2 0.4 5 0.2 0.5
CORNERS 110 4.2 2.5 135 5.2 2.6
CORNER LEAD TO SHOT 23 0.9 0.8 13 0.5 1.3
CORNER LEAD TO GOAL 3 0.1 0.3 4 0.2 0.6
POSSESSION LOSS
ATTACK POSSESSION LOSS % 1312 50.5 9.0 51 51.3 7.2
MIDDLE POSSESSION LOSS % 939 36.1 7.6 34 33.5 5.1
DEFEND POSSESSION LOSS % 348 13.4 4.7 15 15.2 3.9
PASSING
PASSES IN ATT 1/3 1483 57.0 27.3 2120 81.5 23.9
PASSES IN MID 1/3 6754 259.8 82.9 4670 179.6 44.0
PASSES IN DEF 1/3 2867 110.3 21.2 2628 101.1 20.3
PASSES SUM 11104 427.1 106.7 9418 362.2 71.8

POSSESSION SUM 4866 194.6 20.1 5779 222.3 16.4
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