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A Technical Analysis of the Peru Team in the 1985
World Cup Volleyball Tournament
— On Rate of Serve-Reception —

(volleyball/rate of serve-reception)

Isao KIHARA*

The World Cup Volleyball Tournament was held in Japan in 1985.

The author participated in the tournament as a delegate of Japan and
took care of the Peru team.

This statistical analysis was performed in order to benefit the future
efforts of the team. '

Serve-reception was divided into 4(A - B- C. M) ranks according to the
position of the “return-ball”

i. e. A = good return B = normal return

C = poor return M = miss return

The results were as follows.

First, the Peru results are compared with those of other teams (*JPN .
CHN . CUB: URS - BRA - KOR - TUN) in RSR (= rate of serve-reception).
1. “A” rank RSR was high and “C” rank RSR was low in the winning-

games of the PERU team.

2. “A” rank RSR was low and “M” rank RSR was high in the losing-
games of the PERU team.
3. There was a statistical significance between PERU and TUN team in

“A” rank RSR.

The RSR of the PERU team was better than that of the TUN team.
4. There was a statistical significance between the PERU and the KOR
team in “M” rank of RSR.
RSR in PERU team was better than that of the KOR team.
Second, RSR of the PERU team members was compared.
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1. There was a statistical significance between No. 9 player and No. 5/
No. 9 and No. 11/No. 9 and No. 12 players in total counts of serve-
reception.

There was also significance between No. 6 and No. 5/No. 6 and No.
11/No. 6 and No. 12 players.

2. There was a statistical significance between No. 9 and No. 11/No. 9
and No. 5 in “M” rank of RSR.

3. It was concluded that in the PERU team it is important for a high
performance player such as No. 9 to participate actively in serve-reception.

*

JPN : Japan-women CHN : China-women
CUB : Cuba-women BRA : Brazil-women
KOR : Korea-women TUN : Tunisia~-women

URS:U. S. S. R. -women
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Table 1. PERU Team Results

REFAH S Sl T Pl D e e A g
10.11.1985 H A(JPA) 0 3 8.3 15.0
12.11. 7 v #H(URS) 0 3 7.7 15.0
13.11. 7 F . =27 (TUN) 3 0 15.0 1.3
16.11. 7 ¥ . — ~(CUB) 0 3 8.3 15.0
17.11. 7 i E(KOR) 3 0 15.3 8.3
19.11. # h E(CHN) 0 3 8.0 15.0
20.11. # 7 5 v V(BRA) 3 2 14.4 10.8
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Fig. 1. RSR ranking comparison between Peru and Japan
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Fig. 2. RSR ranking comparison between Peru and U. S. S. R.
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Fig. 3. RSR ranking comparison between Peru and Tunisia
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Fig. 4. RSR ranking comparispn between Peru and Cuba
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Fig. 5. RSR ranking comparison between Peru and Korea
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Fig. 6. RSR ranking comparison between Peru and China
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Fig. 7. RSR ranking comparison between Peru and Brazil
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Fig. 8. RSR ranking comparison among individual Peru team members
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Table 2. Individual Results of Serve-Reception in PERU Team

#~jv %—jv
VT U= T —T U =TT T =TT T
=TIy —=TFIv—7 v—7 WK |v—-7 |v—7 [KEXR
. rame SInLTRAE A peiig B AP (A T B)) CAPIAMAFImE( C M
= WA B I3 H 3]
5L l:lﬁ (N) ( N ) ( N )
% %
7 o F
9 (Fajardoy 7 85 50 20 | 82.4 13 2 | 177
= Vv 5 4 7
6 (Hereait) 7 87 48 23 | 81.6 8 8 | 18.4
12 (Malaga) 7 123 61 35 | 78.1 18 9 | 22.0
| R Py ) VRPN
11 (Torrealba) 7 120 58 34 76.7 16 12 23.3
-~ v A
5 (Perez) 7 | 123 62 29 | 74.0 18 14 | 26.0
55 -3
13 | (De La Guerra) 5 13 6 4 | 76.9 3 0 | 23.1
vy - =
2 (Uribe) 5 15 9 1 66.7 2 3 33.3
o N - T
8 (Cervera) 3 9 6 2 | 8.9 0 1| 111
F oy N =R
14 (Chaparro) 1 1 1 0 | 100.0 0 0o | 0.0
Table 3. Individual Ratio of Serve-Reception
85
N0.9 (‘ﬁ)
t
87
* * * * 123
mw(ﬁﬂ
* % * 120
No.11 (576)
‘ 123
* . Statistical significance(P <0.05)
** . Statistical significance(P <0.01)
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