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INTRODUCTION
By applying a new way of analyzing major world championships (Performance Data Analysis - PDA), a completely different approach is obtained in analyzing the wrestling championship. In the first phase of creating PDA, all video matches at the championship were reviewed and data on all segments of wrestling matches were recorded. In the next phase, a qualitative analysis of the wrestling techniques that were shown at the last senior world championship in 2022 in Belgrade (SRB) was made through a prepared platform called - PDA.

The first steps in the statistical analysis of wrestling matches were made by Prof. Tunnemann, who did pure statistics, without quality analysis of the achieved points. In the past, before the advent of informatics in sports, these analyzes were of great importance to FILA. However, with the advent of the information age, a significant improvement of the wrestling match analysis system has occurred through PDA. The PDA platform provides a completely different "quality dimension" in today's modern wrestling when analyzing wrestling matches.
Based on the data obtained through the prepared Internet PDA platform, we receive exact data on all important elements of wrestling matches. These data are of great importance for at least 7 wrestling subjects, namely:
1. Wrestling coaches,
2. UWW Technical Commission,
3. Wrestling Academy,
4. Media,
5. Scientific commission of UWW,
6. UWW Marketing Commission,
7. Bureau of the UWW.

The PDA analysis contains a total of 12 electronic pages with 34 tables and 29 graphs. Due to the large number of analyzed parameters, only the most important parts of "PDA" were taken for this paper (Belgrade -SRB, Senior WCH 2022), which were presented in a total of 9 units, namely:
1.  General data – GR, FS, WW
2.  Total points per technical in % (percentage) – GR, FS, WW
3.  All matches – standing / parterre points & technical / other points - GR, FS, WW
4.  Rewiev all matches points per weight category and wrestling tecnical and other points - GR, FS, WW
5.  Efficiency (wq/min) & standing / parterre in % (percentage) & GR, FS, WW
6.  Review total % (percentage) by category – tecnical and other points / GR, FS, WW
7.  Most successful wrestler (msw) / GR, FS, WW
8.  National team performace / points win and points lost / GR, FS, WW
9.  Individual wrestlers performance – GR, FS, WW / points win – points lost 

In this paper, only the most important parts related to wrestling techniques are given, which are performed by weight categories, by national teams, by individual wrestling techniques, the most successful wrestlers in all three styles are shown, and at the end of the analysis, the techniques for each wrestler are shown (which with which techniques did he win points and with which techniques did he lose points).

Due to the limited space to publish all the details of this analysis, only the most significant details are shown, and the complete analysis can be seen on the platform called "Performance Date Analysis" at the Internet address: http://uww.io/wpar


1.  GENERAL DATA / SENIOR WCH 2022. – GR, FS, WW

	


	The most important data from this table of GR style is the number of technical points per 1 minute of the fight. In the GR style it is 1.60 and is the smallest compared to the other two wrestling styles (FS and WW).
One of the reasons for the lower number of technical points in the GR style is because practically a wrestling match lasts 4.5 minutes, since in 70% of matches the first 90 seconds are waiting for the judges jury decision on the pasivity.
Another reason is that the technical fall is 8 points difference, while in FS and WW it is 10 points difference.
There are only 6.4% of fall, and 27.1% of technical fall (VSU and VSU1). Most of the victories were on points (VPO and VPO1) totaling 63.1%
Other important data from this table will be elaborated in the continuation of the analysis.



	



	The number of technical points in FS per 1 minute of the fight is 1.96 and is the highest compared to the other two wrestling styles (GR and WW).
There are only 3.5% of fall and it is the lowest percentage of fall compared to the other two styles.
There are 33.9% of technical fall (VSU and VSU1) and it is the largest in comparison with the other two wrestling styles.
As in the other two styles, most victories were achieved on points (VPO and VPO1) and that is 60.6%.

	


	The number of technical points in WW per 1 minute of fight is 1.89.
There are a lot of fall and there were 20.4% of matches that ended with a fall victory. This is a big difference compared to the other 2 wrestling styles. This data fall that at WCH there was a big difference in the quality of WW compared to the other two wrestling styles (GR and FS).
Technical fall (VSU and VSU1) 26.1% and this number is approximately similar to the other two wrestling styles.
Compared to the other two wrestling styles, the fewest victories were by points (VPO and VPO1) and that was 50.7%, and this is because there were a lot of victories by fall.






2.  TOTAL POINTS PER TECHNICAL IN % (Percentage) / SENIOR WCH 2022. – GR, FS, WW

	




	
In the GR style, two wrestling techniques and points for passivity are distinguished by the number of points made. The most technical points in the GR style were made with the GUT WRENCH technique, 20.53% and the LIFTS technique – 16.70%. A large number of points were decided by the judges because 17.50% of points were awarded to wrestlers for passivity in the first and second rounds.

	




	
In FS, three wrestling techniques are distinguished by the number of points made. The most technical points in FS were made: 29.63% with the LEG ATTACK technique, 10.39% with the GUT WRENCH technique and 9.85% with the TAKE DOWN technique. Unlike the GR style where passivity is penalized with 17.50%, in FS only 6.29% points are awarded to the ACTIVITY TEAM for passive wrestling in the first and second rounds.

	




	In WW, three wrestling techniques are distinguished by the number of points made. The most technical points in WW were made: 24.79% with the LEG ATTACK technique, 11.63% with the TAKE DOWN technique and 11.32% with the TURN OVER technique. Unlike the GR style where passivity is penalized with 17.50%, in WW only 6.89% points are awarded to the ACTIVITY TEAM for passive wrestling in the first and second rounds.







3.  ALL MATCHES – STANDING / PARTERRE POINTS & TECHNICAL / OTHER POINTS & GR, FS, WW

	

	

	


	The data in this graph is very significant to see the ratio of points in the standing position to the parterre position and the ratio of technical points to other points.
In the GR style, there is a significant difference compared to the other two styles (FS and WW) because as many as 46.61% of the points were won in the parterrre.

Likewise, the data for the GR style speak of a significant number of other points (points that are not wrestling techniques – passivity, warning, step out, challenge...). In the GR style, almost 1/3 of the points are OTHER POINTS (30.46%).
This information talks about the topic that it is necessary to change something in the wrestling rules to significantly increase the number of points for WRESTLING TECHNIQUES in relation to OTHER POINTS.
	In FS, unlike the GR style, the number of points in the parterre is significantly lower. In total, the wrestlers won 29.06% of points with parterre techniques.
In FS and WW, an equal percentage of technical points were made in parterre compared to GR style.



There are significantly fewer points for OTHER POINTS - 18.04% compared to GR style. However, here too, there is a fairly high percentage of points that are not wrestling techniques - activity time.
	In WW, the most points were won in the standing position, 71.04%, compared to the other two wrestling styles (FS - 70.94% and 53.39% in GR).






WW has the fewest points for OTHER POINTS (activity time, warning, step out, challenge...). – 14.81% compared to FS and GR style.




4.  REWIEV ALL MATCHES POINTS PER WEIGHT CATEGORY AND WRESTLING TECNICAL AND OTHER POINTS& GR, FS, WW

	



	Analyzing the techniques performed in the GR style by weight categories, it is evident that the most points were scored in 97 kg (74). For the GUT WRENCH technique there were 52 points in the categories: 63 kg, 67 kg, 77 kg and 82 kg.
For the LIFT technique, the most points (59) were in 67 kg, followed by 56 points in 77 kg and 55 points in 87 kg.
The most points for PASSIVITY were in 77 kg and 97 kg - 48 points.

	



	In FS, the LEG ATACK technique scored the most points, 890 out of 3004 points or 29.63%. The most points were won in the 79 kg category - 112, then in the 65 kg category - 106 points and in the 61 kg category - 104 points.

The second technique with the number of points was the GUT WRENCH with 10.39% of points. The most points with this technique were scored in the 61 kg category - 48 points and in the 70 kg, 74 kg and 86 kg categories - 38 points.

The third technique in terms of points was TAKE DOWN with 9.85 points. The most points with this technique were scored in the category 74 kg - 52 points, 70 kg - 44 points and 57 kg - 36 points.

	


	In WW, the LEG ATACK technique scored the most points, 482 out of 1994 points or 24.79%. The most points were won in the category 53 kg - 66, then in 55 kg - 58 points and in 68 kg - 56 points.

The second technique by the number of points was TAKE DOWN with 11.63% of points. The most points with this technique were scored in the 72 kg category - 34 points, 62 kg - 28 points and 55 kg - 26 points.

The third technique by number of points was TURN OVER with 11.32 points. The most points with this technique were scored in the category 50 kg - 40 points, 68 kg - 34 points and 53 kg - 30 points.





5.1.  GR - EFFICIENCY (WQ/min) & STANDING / PARTERRE IN % (PERCENTAGE) 

	


	One of the very important indicators of technical efficiency in wrestling matches is the number of points scored per one (1) minute of the match.
From the attached graph it is evident that the wrestlers in the lower weight categories are much more effective in the GR style. The first two weight categories stand out in particular: 55 kg and 60 kg, where the WQ/min is 2.13 and 2.09, respectively. The third most effective weight category is 67 kg with 1.83 points per minute of fighting.
By far the fewest points were made in the two heaviest categories, namely in 130 kg - 1.17 and 97 kg 1.36 points per minute of the fight.
The surprising result is in the 63 kg category, where WQ/min is 1.40.






	


	This graph in GR style shows the ratio of standing and parterre points by weight category in GR style.
The biggest deviation from the average is visible in 130 kg, where the ratio of points is 72.07 - 27.93% in favor of points in standing.
In all other categories, the number of points is approximately the same in standing and parterre.
As can be seen in the attached graph, the greater number of points in the parterre are in three weight categories: 55 kg - 52.33%, 82 kg - 51.72% and 87 kg - 50.21%.







	


	This graph in GR style is directly related to the previous graph and provides data on the percentage difference between points won in standing and parterre.
The graph shows that the data in the 130 kg category differ significantly, where a much larger number of points were obtained in the standing position (the difference is 44.13%), because the dominant points are for passivity, take down and step out.
In all other categories, there is a very small difference in percentages between the points in the standing and parterrre positions and it ranges between plus / minus - 11% - 4%.




5.2.  FS - EFFICIENCY (WQ/min) & STANDING / PARTERRE IN % (PERCENTAGE)

	


	Unlike the GR style where wrestlers in the lower weight categories were much more effective, in the FS style wrestlers from the middle weight categories (with the exception of 86 kg) were much more effective.
The most effective were the wrestlers in 61 kg with an index of 2.29 peons per minute of fight (WQ/min). In 79 kg, this index of efficiency is 2.16 points per minute of fight and in third place is 92 kg for an index of 2.13 points per minute of fight.
Very good results in FS, because even in 4 categories there were more than 2.0 points per minute of fight.
The fewest points were made in the heaviest category (125 kg) - 1.64 points per minute of fight, but if you compare the heavy category in GR style, where this index in 130 kg was - 1.17, then it is evident that the wrestlers are in the heavy category in FS were much more effective than heavyweight wrestlers in GR.



	


	


	This graph shows the ratio of points in standing and parterre by weight categories in FS style.
If you look at the curve by weight categories in GR and FS, it is clear that in FS there are many more points for techniques in standing, in all weight categories.
The graph is quite uniform in terms of values, and there are slightly more standing points in the categories: 97 kg, 125 kg and 70 kg.
As can be seen in the attached graph, a slightly higher number of points in the parterre are in two weight categories: 61 kg and 86 kg.
	

	

	This chart in FS is directly related to the previous chart and provides data on the percentage difference between points won in standing and parterre.
The graph shows that in three categories, a slightly higher percentage of points are in the parterre compared to the other weight categories - 86 kg, 61 kg and 92 kg.
In all other categories, there is a very big difference in percentages between peons in standing and parterre, and it ranges between plus / minus - 59% - 41%.
	




5.3.  WW - EFFICIENCY (WQ/min) & STANDING / PARTERRE IN % (PERCENTAGE)

	







	In WW, female wrestlers were the most effective in two weight categories: 66 kg (2.16%) and 57 kg (2.14).
What is good about WW is that in as many as 7 weight categories there was an average of 1.90 or more points per minute of fight (WQ/min).
The fewest points were scored in the heaviest category (76 kg) – 1.41 points per minute of the fight. This is expected, because in the other two styles (GR, FS), the lowest number of points was made in heavy categories.

	






	This graph shows the ratio of standing and parterre points by weight class in WW style.
If you look at the curve by weight category in GR and FS, it is visible that the results are similar in WW and FS, but it is significantly different from the results in GR style.
The graph is quite uniform in terms of values, and differs slightly with more parterre points in the category: 50 kg (45.77%).
As can be seen in the attached graph, there is a slightly higher number of points in standing (more than 80%) in two weight categories: 72 kg and 76 kg. In all other categories, the number of points in the standings is around 70%.

	

	This graph in WW is directly related to the previous graph and provides data on the percentage difference between points won in standing and parterre.
The graph shows that in three weight categories, a slightly higher percentage of points are in the parterre position compared to the other weight categories - 50 kg, 53 kg and 68 kg.
In all other weight categories, there is a very big difference in percentages between points in standing and parterre, and it ranges between plus / minus - 61% - 40%.




6.  REVIEW TOTAL % (PERCENTAGE) BY CATEGORY – TECNICAL AND OTHER POINTS / GR-FS-WW

	


	This is one of the more significant analyzes that shows the relationship between points given for performed wrestling techniques and points that are not technical points, namely: passivity, step out, challenge, caution. In the GR style, there were a total of 30.46% of points that were not the result of performed wrestling techniques.
In recent years, in the GR style, there is a very high percentage of other points, and this is not good for the image of wrestling, because the referees often have to decide the winner of the match with their decisions (passivity).
In three weight categories, the number of other points is greater than 1/3, namely: 130 kg - 38.55%, 87 kg - 36.10% and 63 kg - 34.47%.
The least other points were in the categories 55 kg and 60 kg - 25%, but even that is a large number, because it is 1/4 of the total number of points in the matches in the GR style of wrestling.





	





	FS matches have much better indicators when it comes to other points compared to GR style. In the FS style, there were a total of 18.04% of points that were not the result of performed wrestling techniques.
Only two categories are above 20% of other points, namely: 65 kg - 20.50% and 57 kg - 20.06%. In all other categories, this percentage is below 20%.
The least other points were in 61 kg - 15.67%, 86 kg - 16.69% and 125 kg - 16.44%.

	


	WW matches have much better indicators when it comes to other points compared to GR style and FS.
In WW, there were a total of 14.81% points that were not the result of performed wrestling techniques.
Points above 20% remained in three weight categories: 76 kg - 28.21%, 65 kg - 23.68% and 62 kg - 20.99%. In all other categories, this percentage is significantly below 20%.
The least other points were in 72 kg - 6.34% and 53 kg - 6.45. Matches in these two categories are a good example, where there are few other points, and a large number of points were awarded for the wrestling techniques performed.





7.  MOST SUCCESSFUL WRESTLER (MSW) / GR-FS-WW

	



	The most successful wrestler in the GR style was AZIZLI ELDANIZ in 55 kg, who won 34 technical points, and not a single opponent managed to score a single point on him. When penalized, Azizli had 16 classification points and 0 lost classification points in 4 matches. These results put him at the top of the most successful GR wrestlers at WCH 2022.

	




	The most successful wrestler in the FS style was HIGUCHI REI in 61 kg, who won 46 technical points and lost 7 points. Higuchi had 4 matches in which he received 15 classification points and only one minus classification point. Mostly because of the high number of points won (46) in 4 matches, they put him in the first place of the most successful wrestlers in FS style at WCH 2022.

	




	The most successful wrestler in WW was SUSAAKI YUI in 50 kg, who won 32 technical points, and not a single opponent managed to score a single point on her. In 4 matches, Susaki had as many as 18 classification points, and not a single lost classification point. These results put her at the top of the top female wrestlers in WW at WCH 2022.





8.  NATIONAL TEAM PERFORMACE / POINTS WIN and POINTS LOST / GR-FS-WW

	



	To display the results according to this parameter from this 2022 World Championship, an overview of the first 10 nations by the number of points won and lost is given.
The points won by national teams were analyzed in GR style. From this table it can be seen that out of the 3 techniques, with the most points, Azerbaijan wrestlers are among the best in all three wrestling techniques (gut wrench, lifts and passivity). The Turkish national team is very good in lifts and passivity. Iran in the technique of gut wrench and passivity. The teams of Serbia (gut wrench) and Kyrgyzstan stand out due to a significant number of points in technique - lifts.

	


	In the table of national teams that lost the most points in GR style, the following national teams stand out: Kazakhstan, which lost a lot of points on lifts and passivity, Japan in gut wrench and lifts techniques. Azerbaijan scores poorly in gut wrench and passivity. Japan in gut wrench and lifts. According to one criterion, the following had bad results: Turkey in passivity, Hungary in lifts, India in gut wrench and the USA in gut wrench.




	


	In FS style, the points won by national teams were analyzed. From this table it can be seen that of the 3 techniques that are performed the most (with the most points), in all 3 techniques the best wrestlers are the USA and Iran (leg attacks, gut wrench and take down). The national team of Japan is very good in leg attack, Mongolia in gut wrench and India in take down.

	


	In the table of national teams that lost the most points in FS, the following national teams stand out: Kazakhstan, which lost a lot of points on gut wrench and leg attacks, Georgia in gut wrench and leg attacks, China in gut wrench and take down techniques. According to one criterion, bad results were obtained by: Mongolia in take down, India in leg attacks, Bulgaria, Canada, Ukraine and Japan in take down.





	


	In WW style, points won by national teams were analyzed. From this table, it can be seen that of the 3 techniques that are performed the most (with the most points), in all 3 techniques the best female wrestlers are from Japan and the USA (leg attacks, turn ower and take down). The Ukrainian national team has many points in techniques: leg attacks and turn over. The national teams of Mongolia and India are good in turn over, and Turkey and Romania are good in take down.

	


	In the table of national teams that lost the most points in WW, the national team of Ukraine has bad results in all three techniques, i.e. many lost points (leg attacks, take down, turn over). China has a lot of lost points turn over and take down. According to one criterion, bad results were obtained by: India in turn over, Canada in take down and Azerbaijan in leg attacks.



9.  INDIVIDUAL WRESTLERS PERFORMANCE – GR-FS-WW/ POINTS WIN – POINTS LOST 

	


	To present this analysis, the best national selection in team scoring was selected. Turkey was the most successful in the GR style. For each wrestler, points are shown by wrestling techniques won by each wrestler in the team. Likewise, for each wrestler, points lost by wrestling techniques are shown. Wrestlers are listed alphabetically. Basar Emre (29) and Akbudak Burhan (28) scored the most points in the Turkish team. Both wrestlers had the most points won by technique - lifts. Firat Murat (20) and Kamal Karem (15) lost the most points.





	



	USA was the most successful in the FS style. For each wrestler, points are shown by wrestling techniques won by each wrestler in the team. Likewise, for each wrestler, loss points by wrestling techniques are shown. Wrestlers are listed alphabetically. In the USA team, more than 40 points were won by wrestlers: Burroughs Ernest (47), Diakomihaus Michael (42) and Taylor III Morris (40). All three wrestlers had the most points won by technique - leg attacks. The most points were lost by Gross Anthony (33 ) of which even 14 points – leg attack.



	


	The Japanese team was the most successful in the WW style. For each female wrestler, the points by wrestling techniques won by each female wrestler on the team are shown. Likewise, for each female wrestler, losing points by wrestling techniques are shown. Female wrestlers are listed alphabetically. In the Japanese team, more than 30 points were won by female wrestlers: Shidochi Mayu (48), Ozaki Nonoka (37) and Susaki Yui (32). The most points for wrestling techniques were: Shidochi Mayu (leg attacks and forward bedding throw), Ozaki Nonoka (ankle lace) and Susaki Yui (ankle lace). Ishe Ami (18) and Furruichi Masako (12) lost the most points.





FINAL CONSIDERATIONS
In the limited space required by scientific work for the purposes of UWW, it is impossible to display all the data contained in the Performance Data Analysis (PDA). All data can be found in 34 tables and 29 graphs, with numerous exact data for each segment of the wrestling match, namely:
1. Basic information about matches,
2. Review all matches – standing/parterre points & tecnical/other points
3. Review by weighting category – standing/parterre points and WQ/min,
4. Review by weighting category – technical/other points and WQ/min,
5. Review per national team – basic data (standing/parterre – technical/other points – WQ/min),
6. National Teams Performance – Points WIN / National teams – Points LOST / National teams,
7. Review medal matches (I-II, III-V),
8. Most Successful Wrestler (MSW),
9. Review of % points „All Matches“, „Medal“ matches (Finalist 1-2, 3-5) and all matches of „Winner’s (Gold medalists)“,
10. Review time making points per minute (all matches),
11. Best iwrestlers per Technics,
12. Technics per all wrestlers „WIN“ and LOST“
This analysis shows the most important parts of the analysis in all three Olympic styles: GR, FS and WW. Based on the displayed results, wrestling coaches should draw the necessary conclusions for each analyzed segment and, based on that, correct their plans and programs in the following period, and based on the displayed data on the PDA platform – 
(  http://uww.io/wpar ).
Based on the success rate of each wrestler (champion), in the future the Burae UWW should introduce a rule that in the senior competitions of MSW, the wrestler is declared as the most successful wrestler and a prize money is provided for the most successful wrestler by style. In the junior age group competitions, it would be good to award a trophy to be awarded to the most successful wrestler in each style.
In the future, the PDA should be of great use to scientists, who can create many scientific works based on the data from the PDA. A very large number of scientific works should be done according to the principle of comparative analysis of one or more wrestling competitions. It is planned to make analyzes in PDA this year, for all major competitions that were held in the period 2020 - 2023. When all the analyzes are finished, the work of scientific workers will be significantly facilitated in the preparation of various types of scientific papers.
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Most Successful Wrestler (MSW) World Championships, September 2022, RS

GR
Wrestler Team Weight Time #of TPWin TPLost WQ/min WQ/min |WQDff CPWin CPLost CPWin/# CPLost/# CPDiff MSW index
matches Win)  (Lost) ofmatch  of match -
AZIZLI Eldaniz AZE GRSS 00906 4 34 0 374 000 | 374 16 0 400 000 400 774
SHARSHENBEKOV Zholaman KGZ GR60 01040 4 30 2 281 019 | 283 16 1 400 025 375 638
ARSALAN Ali Feizollah SRB GR72 02144 5 39 10 179 o046 | 133 19 3 380 060 320 453
MAKHMUDOV Akzhol KGZ GR77 02157 5 40 9 182 041 | 141 18 3 360 060 300 441
ALEKSANYAN Artur ARM GRO7 02002 5 20 3 100 015 | 085 18 3 360 060 300 385
AKBUDAK Burhan TR GR82 02007 4 28 7 139 035 104 13 2 325 050 275 379
NEMES Mate SRB GR67 02326 5 32 9 137 038 0% 17 4 340 080 260 358
KAYAALP Riza TR GR130 02016 4 19 5 094 025 069 13 3 325 075 250 319
NAD Sebastian SRB GR63 03000 5 2 3 080 010 | 070 15 3 300 060 240 310
DATUNASHVILI Zurabi SRBGRS7 02400 4 19 6 079 025 054 12 3 300 075 225 279
Total 32118 45 285 54 142 027 115 157 25 349 056 293 408
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Most Successful Wrestler (MSW) World Championships, September 2022, RS

FS
Wrestler Team Weight Time #of TPWin TPLost WQ/min WQ/min |WQDiff CPWin CPLost CPWin/# CPLost/# CPDiff MSW index
matches Win)  (Lost) ofmatch  of match -
HIGUCHI Rei PN Fs61 01239 4 46 7 364 055 | 308 15 1 375 025 350 658
TAYLOR il David Morris USA FS86 01334 4 40 1 295 007 | 287 15 1 375 025 350 637
BURROUGHS Jordan Ernest USA FS79 01803 5 47 6 260 033 | 227 18 4 360 080 280 507
NARIKUNI Taishi PN FS70 02117 5 49 15 230 070 160 19 2 380 040 340 500
DAKE Kyle Douglas USA FS74 02003 5 32 5 158 025 | 134 19 3 380 060 320 454
ABAKAROV Zelimkhan ALB FS57 02705 5 46 5 170 018 151 18 3 360 060 300 451
GHASEMPOUR Kamran Ghorban R FS92 02055 4 2 2 115 010 105 13 1 325 025 300 405
SNYDER Kyle Frederick USA FSO7T 02047 4 2 2 115 010 106 13 2 325 050 275 381
AMOUZADKHALILI Rahman Mousa R FS6S 02747 5 49 13 176 047 | 130 16 4 320 080 240 370
AKGUL Taha TUR FS125 02400 4 2 6 092 025 067 12 3 300 075 225 29
Total 3:22620 45 379 62 184 030 154 158 24 351 053 298 451
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Most Successful Wrestler (MSW) World Championships, September 2022, RS

ww
Wrestler Team Weight Time #of TPWin TPLost WQ/min WQ/min [WQDIff CPWin CPlost CPWin/# CPLost/# CPDiff MSW Inde
matches Win)  (Lost) ofmatch  of match -
SUSAKI Yui JPN  WW50 0:04:58 4 32 0 644 0.00 644 18 0 450 000 450 1094
STOCK MENSAH Tamyra Mariama USA WW68 0:12:08 4 36 0 297 0.00 297 18 0 450 000 450 747
OZAKI Nonoka PN WW62  0:0955 4 37 5 373 050 323 16 1 400 025 375 698
SHIDOCHI MUKAIDA Mayu JPN  WW55  0:17:50 5 48 0 269 0.00 269 19 0 380 000 380 649
ELOR Amit USA WW72 0:09:36 4 27 2 281 021 260 16 1 400 025 375 635
SAKURAI Tsugumi PN WW57 02202 4 27 2 123 0.09 113 14 1 350 025 325 438
NICHITA Anastasia MDA WW59  0:20:08 4 25 8 124 040 084 16 2 400 050 350 434
PARRISH Dominique Olivia USA WWS53  0:19:42 4 27 3 137 0.15 122 14 2 350 050 300 422
ADAR YIGIT Yasemin TUR WW76 0:19:15 4 24 5 125 0.26 099 13 2 325 050 275 374
MORIKAWA Miwa JPN  WW 65  0:18:00 3 7 0 039 0.00 039 9 0 300 000 300 339
Total 40 290 25 1.89 016 173 153 9 383 023 360 533
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GR National Teams Performance - Points WIN
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GR National Teams Performance - Points LOST
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FS National Teams Performance - Points WIN

Team ANKE  GUT  UFTS PARTERRE  PARTERRE  PARTERRE TURN ACTVITY  FORWARD  HPTURNING LEG  STANDING STANDING STANDING STEP SUPLEX TAKE  Total
LACE  WRENCH CAUTION ~CHALENGE COUNTER OVER  TIME  BENDINGTHROW  THROW  ATTACKS CAUTION CHALENGE COUNTER OUT  THROW DOWN

UsA 8 0 2 3 15 2 10 16 = 3 1 0 5 1w

R 2 2 1 8 10 “ 1 2 = 3 1 8 3 == 9
N 0 1 1 3 18 3 E) 4 = 4 7 El 2 184
ML 1 5 2 n £ 4 % 8 n 0 155
GE0 16 i 1 3 5 5 4 4 2 2 2 10 4 6 182
Az 10 1 3 “ 8 4 2 u 1 2 9 8 )
TUR “ 1 3 10 7 1 F) 1 2 9 El 5 120
us 5 5 1 1 4 1 8 " 8 P 1 2 8 4 5 119
IND 2 5 1 4 5 7 El % 2 2 7 2 7
UKR 2 “ 1 5 i 2 2 8 E 2 9 s
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FS National Teams Performance - Points LOST
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WWwW National Teams Performance - Points WIN
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WW National Teams Performance - Points LOST
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W seniors

2022-Sep-10 World Championships (Belgrade - RS) v ar v TUR
TUR - BEST GR TEAM Individual Performance - Points WIN
Team GUT  UFTS PARTERRE PARTERRE  PARTERRE TURN PASSVI STANDING STANDING STANDING STEP SUPLEX TAKE  Total
WRENCH CAUTON CHAUENGE COUNTER OVER TV  CAUTION CHAUENGE COUNTER OUT THROW DOWN
TR ) 1 3 10 CRET) 4 2 6 CRE) 8 1%
AKBUDAK Burhan 4 B 4 s 3 4 s
BASAR Metehan 2 4 1 7
BASAR Vurus Enve 5 2 2 2 4 2 1 E)
AN Selak B 4 2
CENGE Al 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 4 19
ARAT Murat 5 2 2 2 1 4 42
KAMAL Kerem 2 2 1 1 2 4 2 2 .
KAVAALPREa B 2 4 H 19
OZTURK Birem 2 1 2 s
Total % 2 1 3 10 8 3 4 2 6 Boor 8 1%
Individual Performance - Points LOST
Team GUT  UFS PARTERRE PARTERRE PARTERRE TURN HPTURNING PASSVIT STANDING STANDING STANDING STEP SUPLEX  TAKE  Towl
WRENCH CAUTION CHAUENGE COUNTER OVER ~THROW Y  CAUTION CHALLENGE COUNTER OUT THROW  DOWN
TR 2 6 2 2 1 4 8 2 9 1 2 7 4 8 104
AKBUDAK Burhan 4 1 2 7
BASAR Metehan 4 1 4 2 1
BASAR Vunus Enve 4 4 2 2w
AN Selaik 4 4 1 2 m
CENGIZ Ak 4 2 5 2
ARAT Murat 2 4 1 4 2 4 1 2 2
KAMAL Kerem 2 1 2 1 2 1 4 2 1
KAVAALP Riza 2 3 H
‘OZTURK Ekrem 2 1 1 2 6
VAR Abrmet 2 2 1 s
Total 2 16 2 2 1 4 8 28 9 1 2 7 4 8 108
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2022-Sep-10 World Championships (Belgrade - RS)

USA - BEST FS TEAM
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2022-Sep-10 World Championships (Belgrade - RS) v W seniors w ~ PN

JPN - BEST WW TEAM Individual Performance - Points WIN

Team ANKLE  GUT  PARTERRE  PARTERRE TURN ACTVITY  FORWARD LEG  STANDING STANDING  STEP  TAKE Total
LACE  WRENCH CHALLENGE COUNTER OVER  TIME  BENDINGTHROW ATTACKS CAUTION CHALLENGE OUT  DOWN

PN E3 6 1 2 2 (3 20 [ 2 2 6 % 221
FURUICH Masako 2 4 8 1 2w
ISHI Ami 2 2 1 4 2 1 1 E

KAGAMI Yuka 7 4 2 e
MORIKAWA Mina. 3 2 27
MOTOKI Sakura 2 1 6 2 10 2 =z
0ZAKI Nonoka 16 6 1 4 6 1 1 ERTS
‘SAKURAI Tsugurmi 2 2 2 4 10 1 s oz
SHDOCH MUKAIDA Mayu 4 4 2 “ “ 0 a8
‘SUSAKI Yui 16 B 6 ER)

Total E 6 1 2 2 i 20 13 2 2 6 s 221

Individual Performance - Points LOST

Team GUT  PARTERRE PARTERRE TURN ACTVITY  FORWARD LG SANDING STANDING SUPLEX  TAKE  Total
WRENCH CHAUENGE COUNTER OVER  TIME BENDINGTHROW ATTACKS CHALLENGE COUNTER THROW  DOWN

PN 2 1 3 0 B 2 6 1 2 2 0 50
FURUICH Masako 2 2 4 4 12
SHI Ami 2 6 4 2 4 18
KAGAM Yika 1 3 2 6
MOTOK! Sakura 2 2 1 2 7
0ZAKI Nonoka 1 2 2 5
SAKURAl Taugumi 2 2
Total 2 1 3 0 B 4 6 1 4 4 0 50
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GENERAL DATA (SENIOR WCH - 2022.) - GR
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