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Contrastive Analysis of Techniques and Tactics between Chinese Men Volleyball Team
and its Opponents in 2017 FIVB Volleyball Nations League
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(1. Shanghai Research Institute of Sports Science, Shanghai 200030 China; 2. Shanghai Elite Sport
Training Administrative Center, Shanghai 202162 China)

Abstract: Through comparison of techniques and tactics employed by Chinese Men Volleyball
Team and its Opponents in 2017 FIVB Volleyball Nations League, the study analyzed the advan-
tages and disadvantages of the technical and tactical efforts made by Chinese Men Volleyball Team
in the first world games during Raul's tenure as coach, so as to offer reference for the future training
and competition. The study found that Chinese Men Volleyball Team was apparently worse in
serve, receive and dig, slightly worse in the first attack and counterattack, but significantly better in
blocking than its opponents. The study revealed that there were problems with Chinese Men Volley-
ball Team: (1) The serve techniques didn't match the tactical arrangements of the coach. There was
lack of communication; (2) The first pass was poor in stability and couldn't withstand the impact of
the fierce serve, of which the opponents took advantage, and consequently resulted in weakness of
the attack; (3)The Setter was not fast enough to cover the tactical offensive intention; (4)There
were shortcomings of blocking in the competition: insufficient awareness of complementary block-
ing, and inadequate movement; (5) Insufficient anticipation and shallow squatting of the defensive
players resulted in slow pace and failure to protect the blocking. In addition, the study also conduct-
ed a classified comparison of the three matches, and came to the corresponding conclusion.

Key Words: FIVB Volleyball Nations League; Chinese Men Volleyball Team; opponent; technique
and tactic; analysis
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Table I Basic Information of 2017 FIVB Volleyball Nations League
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Table II Classification of Techniques and Tactics in 2017 FIVB Volleyball Nations League
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Table III Comparison of Serve Techniques and Tactics between Chinese Men Volleyball Team and Its Opponents in
3 Matches
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Table IV Comparison of Receive Techniques and Tactics Between Chinese Men Volleyball Team and Its Opponents
in 3 Matches
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Table V Comparison of the First Attack Techniques and Tactics Between Chinese Men Volleyball Team and Its Op-

ponents in 3 Matches
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Table VI Comparison of the Counterattack Techniques and Tactics Between Chinese Men Volleyball Team and Its

Opponents In 3 Matches

) ) I . s BRI dD
WA e IR R (%) M%) IR0 Waee T A (R
+HH  pEBHE 13(13.8)  7(7.0)  12(13.0)  6(6.0)  12(13.0) 44(47.0) 94 255%  -0.214 0.83
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st rp = B HE 32(9.6)  20(6.0)  73(22.0) 35(10.0) 34(10.0) 141(42.0) 335 26.6%  -0.077 0.939
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Table VII Comparison of the Blocking Techniques and Tactics Between Chinese Men Volleyball Team and Its Op-

ponents in 3 Matches

e 2 N BT dD
ek B KR WOy moe  Edon | Eron  @aon (XU
+HHE  PEBHE 39(33.6) 4(3.4) 17(14.7)  16(13.8) 17(14.7) 23(19.8) 116 -0.349 0.727
Xt 41(315) 9(6.9) 12(9.2)  28(215)  26(20.0) 14(10.8) 130
554 w55 HE 43(30.9) 3(22) 11(7.9)  30(21.6) 30(21.6) 22(15.8) 139 -0.316 0.752
Xt 45(26.5) 5(2.9) 13(7.6)  43(253)  42(24.7) 22(12.9) 170
T T E B HE 43(32.1) 5(3.7) 7(5.2) 16(11.9) 23(17.2) 40(29.9) 134 -3.319 0.001
Xt 55(41.0) 6(4.5) 25(18.7)  12(9.0) 21(15.7) 15(11.2) 134
wt w4 125(321)  12(3.1) 35(9.0)  62(159)  70(18.0) 85(21.9) 389 -2.05 008
pER 141(325)  20(4.6)  50(11.5) 83(19.1)  89(20.5) 51(11.8) 434
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Table VIII Comparison of the Defensive Techniques and Tactics Between Chinese Men Volleyball Team And Its
Opponents in 3 Matches

) By . N BRI e dD

WEE R e e s BhEo6) FAos Fmon A ()

+HH  PESHE 119(63.0)  13(6.9) 29(15.3) 8(4.2) 18(9.5) 2(1.1) 189  30.2% -2.761 0.006
X F 82(45.1)  17(9.3)  60(33.0)  12(6.6) 6(3.3) 5(2.7) 182 45.6%

o5 PESEHE 109(55.3) 6(3.0) 30(15.2)  21(10.7)  25(12.7) 6(3.0) 197 416% -1.858  0.063
X F 76(39.2)  21(10.8)  48(247)  19(9.8)  29(14.9) 1(0.5) 194  50.0%

[ hESHE 122(545)  16(7.1) 54(24.1)  23(10.3) 8(3.6) 1(0.4) 224 384% -0.274  0.784
X F 102(58.3)  14(8.0)  29(16.6) 6(3.4) 21(12.0) 3(1.7) 175  33.7%

Bt hESHE 350(57.4)  35(5.7)  113(185)  52(85) 51(8.4) 9(1.5) 610  36.9% -2.692  0.007
pOEE 260(47.2)  52(9.4) 137(249) 37(6.7)  56(10.2) 9(1.6) 551  43.4%
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