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Comparison of dynamic strengths of WANG Hao and RYU Seung-min

since Athens Olympic Games
YUAN Yu-feng

(School of Physical Education, Shaoguan University, Shaoguan 512005, China)

Abstract: By applying video observation and three-section analysis method, the author gathered statistics of major
games played by and between WANG Hao and RYU Seung-min since Athens Olympic Games, compared the statis-
tical data with evaluation indexes, and revealed the following findings: since Athens Olympic Games, technical
evaluation on WANG Hao in the ball serving attack stage and served ball receiving attack stage has shown a rising
trend, while RYU Seung-min’s overall performance has been on the poor side and fluctuating; WANG Hao has a
dominating advantage in the deadlock stage, but the two players’ using rate is kind of low, which shows the two
players’ tactical ideology for active and initiative forestalled attacks during competition.
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F1 BITILE=ZEBRARITGRAE %
50 55
25-30 40 15~25 50 45-55
30 45
2 ZRELHI 5
2.1 KRIKIOIELIARLLE
2
545 26.7
55.0 273 2006
30.0 2008
F2 MHMBLESUIRTIRE. HIRETMEAIKIGIER AR b3k %
2004 2.4 545 26.7 55.0 273
2006 4:1 65.6 321 46.2 205
2006 3:0 65.8 20.4 30.0 26.6
2007 4:0 68.3 30.1 438 28.2
2007 4:0 70.0 29.6 52.6 25.7
2007 4:1 71.0 31.2 50.0 274
1)
1
2006 2007 2
109 862 645 370 322
373
T3 MWHEESUISRTR. HIRETME & IREER L
1% 1% 1%
54 2 3.70 28 45.9 32 551
2004 64 7 10.9 31 54.3 30 500
93 3 322 29 65.3 39 527
2006 2 58 5 8.62 30 405 34 441
144 4 3.73 83 69.7 62 525
2007 3 93 6 6.45 46 38.9 53 445
2)
2004 2006
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65.6 65.8 2007 67.5 25.0
68.3 70.0 71.0
4
53.8 333
R4 HHEBESLUERTRE. USRS M A BRIC TR L
1% 1% 1%
54 5 12.8 21 53.8 13 33.3
2004
64 27 67.5 3 7.50 10 25.0
93 18 24.0 38 50.6 19 25.3
2006 2
58 31 57.4 3 5.55 20 37.0
144 43 40.5 40 37.7 23 21.6
20073 93 42 57.5 6 8.21 25 34.2
2.2 ERIKISIELFR AL
1)
5
9.67 2007
5.17 (X3 7
2006 2007 30.1 9.30 ( 6)
x5 MWHETSLSRTRE. IR EEEKE ARSI
()
1% 1% 1%
54 20 34.4 25 43.1 4 6.89 3 5.17
2004
64 19 30.6 28 45.1 3 4.83 6 9.67
93 25 33.3 28 37.8 13 7.30 8 10.8
2006 2
58 26 34.6 33 44.0 3 4.00 9 12.0
144 31 26.4 47 40.1 19 16.2 20 17.0
2007 3
93 40 33.3 60 50.0 5 4.16 12 10.0
2)
6 2007
25.0 10.2 (712 ) (571 )
55.6 6.90
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*6 MHBLESLURER. WIS EREERRIBBBRRA LR %
2004 2.4 25.0 12.3 55.6 15.5
2006 4:1 46.2 18.4 64.0 8.20
2006 3:0 42.6 17.7 50.0 7.70
2007 4.0 48.3 22.6 50.0 7.20
2007 4.0 57.1 23.1 71.2 6.90
2007 4.1 57.1 25.0 30.1 9.30
2.3 HEFEERFEALLES T 458 27.3%
42.6
57.4
[1]
45 ~55 ( 7)
R WMBBESDUSREMR. WIRET MR EEFRITA LR %
2004 2.4 42.6 45.8 57.4 27.3
2006 4.1 60.0 455 40.0 455
2006 3:0 66.7 26.9 33.3 26.9
2007 4:0 73.1 36.1 26.9 36.1
2007 4:0 56.5 59.7 43.5 59.7
2007 4.1 78.1 28.4 21.9 28.4
2006~2007 2 5 3)
2007
435
3
2007 2007 4)
435
73.1 78.1 26.9
21.9
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3.1 i
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