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Abstract:

Problem Statement: Goals scored from open play or set play and performance indicators in soccer have been
mostly investigated separately. Purpose: The present study aimed to analyze game-related performance
indicators and goals scored from set play and open play, in the 2020-2021 Greek soccer league. Methods: In
total, 140 goals scored from open play and 82 from set play (222 goals) were analyzed. The analysis of
performance indicators and goals has been conducted using data from all 91 matches of the first round in the
2020-2021 Greek Soccer League. Results: Statistically significant differences (p < 0.05) were observed in goal
scoring from open play (63.06%) and set play. During the 2nd half of the game 61.71% of goals were achieved.
The fewest goals (9.01%) were scored during the first 15 minutes of the game, whereas most goals (30.63%)
were scored during the last 15 minutes (75-90+). Statistically significant (p < 0.05) lower averages were found
in the game-related performance indicators of the winning teams in the defensive game and higher in the
offensive compared to drawing teams and losing ones. Significant differences (p < 0.05) were also observed in
the performance indicators in the offensive game (ball possessions,, corners, total shots and shots on target) and
in the defensive game (red cards, total shots and shots on target received). Furthermore, home advantage had an
impact on game-related statistics, while achieving the first goal is essential for the teams’ success. Conclusions:
It is crucial for the teams’ success to score the first goal in the match, while players should be prepared by the
coaching staff to cope better with fatigue in the last minutes of the game, as well as to be more effective in set
play.
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Introduction

Performance analysis in soccer provides accurate, clear and objective data to players and coaches to
improve and maximize team performance (McGarry, 2009). Match analysis refers to notational analysis by
recoding the actions of individuals or teams, in terms of their athletic behaviour and level of performance, while
emphasizing that the behaviour of an athlete is the result of many and complex procedures (Hughes, 2003;
James, 2006; McGarry & Franks, 2003). However, recording a repetitive pattern-behaviour can be a critical and
determining factor in athletic success (McGarry & Franks, 2003). The introduction of digital technology has
changed the analysis of performance. The advent of digital cameras and ever-evolving commercial interactive
analytics software is nowadays an important part of the performance analysis and the coaching process in soccer
(Hughes, 2004). Several researchers have dealt with the goal-scoring analysis in various events, e.g., the Soccer
World Cup (Castafier et al., 2016; Njororai, 2013; Smith & Lyons, 2017), the Women’s World Cup (Wang &
Qin, 2020), the European Soccer Championship (Michailidis et al., 2013b; Smith & Bedwell, 2021), the UEFA
Champions League (Michailidis et al., 2018) and the national Soccer Leagues of various European countries
(Bamplekis et al., 2021, Carpita & Golia, 2020; Gonzalez-Rdodenas et al., 2020; Papadopoulos et al., 2021;
Sarkar & Chakraborty, 2018; Taylor et al., 2005). Differences have been noted in the way goals are scored from
open play and set play, but also in the style of play among the Championships of different European countries,
such as Italy and Spain (Papadopoulos et al., 2021). Therefore, there is an interest in the analysis of goal scoring
of the various national Championships.

In particular, most goals are scored from open play rather than set play (Armatas & Yiannakos, 2010;
Michailidis et al., 2018; Michailidis et al., 2013a; Michailidis et al., 2013b; Mitrotasios & Armatas, 2014;
Njororai, 2013; Njororai, 2004; Tousios et al., 2018; Yiannakos & Armatas, 2006), while there are also
differences in the style of play (Mundstock et al., 2021; Papadopoulos et al., 2021), e.g., Spanish teams build up
their offensive game mainly on a combination game, whereas the Italian teams have a defensive style of play and
score mainly from set play (Papadopoulos et al., 2021). Additionally, several researches indicated the effect of
the first goal in the final result of the match (Michailidis, 2014; Michailidis et al., 2013b; Mitrotasios & Armatas,
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2014; Tousios et al., 2018), likewise for the Greek Soccer League (Armatas et al., 2009a). Moreover, many
studies examined the time period of the game, in which goals were achieved (Armatas et al., 2009a; Armatas &
Yiannakos, 2010; Michailidis et al., 2018; Mitrotasios & Armatas, 2014; Njororai, 2013; Njororai 2004;
Yiannakos & Armatas, 2006). The majority of goals was scored during the 2nd half of the match and particularly
during the last 15 minutes (Armatas et al., 2009a; Michailidis et al., 2018; Mitrotasios & Armatas, 2014;
Njororai, 2013; Njororai 2004; Yiannakos & Armatas, 2006). The home advantage did not have a significant
impact on the final result of the games in some soccer competitions (Michailidis et al., 2013a), while on the other
hand some researches mentioned that home teams regained possession of the ball nearer to the offensive third
(Almeida et al., 2014), had greater number of shots inside the penalty area (Armatas & Pollard, 2014) and better
performance in ball possession, goals scored from set play and fouls committed (Gomez et al., 2018). Moreover,
teams’ performance could also be affected by home teams’ fans (Nevill & Holder, 1999).

Performance indicators refer to the selection of one and / or more variables that define certain aspects of
performance and contribute to success (Hughes & Bartlett, 2002). Performance indicators and game-related
statistics could be used from coaches, teams and players to maximize performance (O' Donoghue, 2005). As far
as the offensive play is concerned, the successful teams had better statistics in goals scored, total shots (on
target), ball possession and offsides (Bekris et al., 2013; Castellano, Casamichana & Lago, 2012; Harrop &
Nevill, 2014; Vogelbein et al., 2014; Zhou et al., 2018), while in the defensive game the successful teams had
better statistics in total shots received and shots received on target, likewise in red cards, rather than the
unsuccessful ones (Castellano et al., 2012; Lago-Pefas et al., 2010). Most studies investigated the goals scored
from open play - set play and performance indicators separately. Furthermore, the Greek Soccer League has not
been analyzed deeply. The present study aimed to analyze the way of goal scoring from set play and open play,
as well as the game-related performance indicators in the defensive and the offensive game in the 2020-2021
Greek soccer league.

Material & methods
Sample

For the analysis of performance indicators and goals all 91 matches of the first round in the 2020-2021
Greek soccer league (Super League Interwetten) were analyzed, in which 222 goals were scored.
Analysis procedure

All matches and game-related statistics presented and analyzed in the present work were collected from
the platform-website Wyscout (https://wyscout.com), through Hudl. This platform has been used by researchers
in the past in similar research processes (Beaudouin et al., 2019; Bransen et al., 2019; Della Villa et al., 2020;
Gonzalez-Rodenas et al., 2015, 2017, 2019; Martin-Gonzalez et al., 2017; Pappalardo et al., 2019).

The variables analyzed were:

* Total goals scored by each team.

* Total goals scored from open play (combination, cross, cutbacks, diagonals, forward pass, run with ball, long
shots, own goal, after goalkeeper's/player’s deflection-rebound, defensive errors).

* Total goals scored from set play (corner, foul, penalty).

* Goals scored in the 1st and in the 2nd half.

» Time in minutes of goals scored (0'-15', 15'-30', 30'-45', 45'-60', 60'-75', 75'-90'+ min.).

* The impact of scoring the first goal in the final result of the game.

* The location of game for each team (home / away).

* The teams’ ranking in the first round (ranking position leading to play-off / ranking position leading to play-
out).

* Variables related to the offensive game (number of goals scored in each match, ball possession, total shots,
shots on target, shots off-target, offsides attributed, fouls and corners pro).

* Variables related to the defensive game (number of goals conceded in each match, total shots received, shots
on and off-target target received, offsides attributed to the opponent, fouls and corners in favor of the
opponent, yellow and red cards).

Statistical Analysis

The effect size calculation (ES) and statistical power were performed with G*Power software:
Statistical Power Analyzes for Windows, Version 3.1.9.7 (Faul et al., 2007; Faul et al., 2009), according to
Cohen’s criteria (Cohen 1992, 2013). The analysis before conducting the research for ES (medium) = 0.25, alpha
= 0.05 and expected statistical power, power > 0.80, resulted in the requirement for sample collection N = 158,
which could be achieved by the analysis of 79 games (79 games X 2 teams = 158). Finally, all the matches of the
first round were analyzed (91 matches x 2 teams, N = 182) for the sample to be sufficient for the main objective
of the present study and to allow further statistical analyses.

All the data were analyzed with the software IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows, Version 25.0, IBM
Corp, (SPSS, 2018). The goal scoring analysis was repeated three weeks after the initial analysis by the same
observer, as in similar studies (Vogelbein et al., 2014) and the intra-rater reliability was satisfactory (Cronbach's
a = 0.979). Differences between the way of scoring goals from set play and open play were investigated with
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Chi-square (y°) goodness of fit test. Respectively, the impact of the first goal and the home advantage on the
final result of the match were investigated with Chi-square (y*) goodness of fit tests. The achievement of goals
according to the ranking of each team was investigated with Chi-square (y”) test of independence. In addition,
One-Way Anova analysis was applied to ball possession, that followed a normal distribution, while non-
parametric statistical tests (Kruskal Wallis H.) were applied for the rest game-related statistics in relation to final
result of the matches (win, draw, lose). Parametric statistical tests (T-Tests) were applied for the relation between
ball possession and the home advantage followed by normal distribution and non-parametric statistical tests
(Mann-Whitney U) for the rest game-related statistics, which were not followed by a normal distribution. Teams'
ranking and statistical performance indicators of offensive and defensive game were analyzed with parametric
statistical tests (T-Tests) for ball possession which was followed by a normal distribution and non-parametric
statistical tests (Mann-Whitney U) for the other variables. The statistical significance was set at p < 0.05.

Results

A total of 222 goals were scored in 91 matches (M = 2.44 goals/match). Of the 222, 140 were scored
from open play and 82 from set play y*(1, N = 222) = 15.15, p < 0.001 (Figure 1A & Table 1). No significant
differences were noted between goals scored from set play and open play in relation to the teams’ ranking y*(1,
N=222)=2.76,p>0.05 (Table 1 & Figure 1B).

Table 1. Statistical tests for the achievement of the goals and the impact of home advantage and first goal in the
final result of the match.

N x a  p

222 1515 1 0.001"

Differences in the way goals were scored from open play and set play.'

Differences in the way goals were scored from open play and set play depending on

teams’ ranking. > 222 2.76 1 0.09

Differences in the way goals were scored from open play. ' 140 73.00 9  0.001"

Differences in the way goals were scored from set play. ' 82 10.56 2 0.005"

Differences in goals scored per half time. ' 222 12.18 1 0.001"

Differences in goals scored per 15min. ' 222 36.43 5 0.001"

Impact of first goal on the final result of the match. ' 91 40.50 2 0.001°

Impact of home advantage on the final result of the match. ' 91 0.95 2 0.62
»<0.05

'v? goodness of fit test
%y’ test of independence
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Fig. 1. A. Percentage of goals scored from set play and open play. B. Percentage of goals scored from set play
and open play in relation to teams’ ranking. (p < 0.001)

Statistical analysis indicated significant differences in goal scoring from open play y*(9, N = 140) =
73.00, p < 0.001, where most goals were scored after crosses (27.86%) and in set play x*(2, N = 82) = 10.56, p <
0.05, where the majority of the goals (47.56%) was scored after penalties (Table 1 & Figure 2).
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Fig. 2. Percentage of goals scored from: A. open play (p < 0.001) B. set play. (p < 0.05)

Significant differences were also found by the statistical analysis in goals scored per half time y*(1, N =
222) = 12.18, p < 0.001, (Table 1 & Figure 3A). The majority of goals (137) was scored during the 2nd half,
while 85 goals were scored during the 1st half of the game (Figure 3A). Significant differences were also
identified regarding the goals scored per 15min of play 2 (5, N=1222)=36.43, p < 0.001 (Table 1 and Figure
3B). Most goals were scored in the last 15° minutes (75'-90'+ min.), while the fewest in the first 15 minutes (0'-
15" min.) of the game (Table 1 & Figure 3B).
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Fig. 3. Percentage of goals scored per: A. half time B. 15 min. (p <0.001)

Statistical analysis also indicated a significant impact of the first goal in the final result of the match y*
(2, N=91) =40.50, p < 0.001 (Table 1). Most teams (62.64%) that scored the first goal, ended up winning the
match (Figure 4A). However, the final result of the match did not get affected by the home advantage y*(2, N =
91) =0.95, p>0.05 (Table 1 & Figure 4B).

70
62.64

3516

30 28.58

Percentage (%)

10 2857

Percentage (%)

Lose Draw Win Lose Draw Win

A B.
Fig. 4. A. Impact of first goal on the final result of the match. B. Impact of home advantage on the final result of
the match. (p <0.001)
From the statistical tests that were applied (parametric and non-parametric), significant differences were
noted between the teams (winners, draws, losers) in relation to the offensive and defensive game. Statistically

significant differences were noted in ball possession and goals scored, corners pro, total shots, shots on target,
conceded goals, red cards, total shots received and shots on target received (Table 2).
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Table 2. Results of parametric (One-way-ANOVA) and non-parametric (Kruskal Wallis H.) statistical tests,
means, standard deviations and median for the indicators of the offensive and the defensive game.

Win Draw Lose

Variables for Offensive Game (n=165) (n=52) (n=165) Test Statistic p ES

M-SD Md M-SD Md M-SD Md
Goals Scored' 2094107 2.0 1.15:0.83 1.0 040:0.58 0.0 1 =8624 o1t &=0.48
Total Shots' 11.48+4.65 11.0 9.58£3.96 9.0  8.02+345 7.0  »=20.88  0.001'"" ¢=0.12
Shots on target' 5.18+2.57 5.0  3.69+2.05 3.0 2.49£1.69 2.0  ,=4246  0.001"F ¢7=0.23
Shots off-target' 6.29£3.03 6.0 5.88+£3.01 55 552+2.69 5.0 =187 0.40 £=0.01
Ball possessionZe, 52324831 527 50.00£8.74 50.0 47.68+8.31 47.3 F=491 0.008"  7p’=0.05
Offsides Committed' 1.68+1.41 1.0 1.83+£147 20 1.68+1.31 2.0 =032 0.85 £=0.01
Corners' 488+2.86 50  4.62£3.04 4.0 3.66£239 3.0 =631 0.04"  £’=0.03
Foulds' 17.32+4.66 17.0 18.75+4.74 185 18.7144.66 18.0  x*=2.63 0.27 £=0.1
Variables for Defensive Game
Conceded goals' 0.40£0.58 0.0  1.15£0.83 1.0  2.09+1.07 3.0  ;=86.24  0.001"F =048
Total shotsreceived' 8.0243.45 7.0 9.58+3.96 9.0 11.48+4.65 11.0  ,=20.88  0.001"™" ¢=0.12
Shots on target received' 249+1.69 2.0  3.69+2.05 3.0 5.18+2.57 5.0  =4246  0.001"F =023
Shots off-target received' 5524269 5.0 5.88+£3.01 55 6.29+3.03 6.0 =187 0.40 £=0.01
Offsides' 1.68+1.41 2.0 1.83£147 2.0 1.68+1.31 1.0 =032 0.85 £=0.01
Corners' 3754239 3.0 4.62+3.04 40 4.78£2.89 5.0 =428 0.12 £=0.02
Fouls' 18.71+4.66 18.0 18.75+4.74 185 17.32+4.66 17.0  x=2.63 0.27 £=0.01
Yellow cards' 2.80+1.54 3.0 2.58+1.42 3.0 271147 3.0 2=0.31 0.86 £=0.01
Red cards' 0.05£0.21 0.0  0.23+0.51 0.0  0.15£0.36 0.0 =641 0.04*  £7=0.04

'Kruskal Wallis H. | “One-way-ANOVA
"Lose # Draw. (p < 0.05) | "Lose # Win. (p < 0.05) | ‘Draw # Win. (p < 0.05)

Statistical analysis indicated significant differences in performance indicators (game-related statistics)
of the defensive and offensive game depending on the location of the match -home advantage- (Table 3).
Specifically, significant differences were observed between home and away teams in ball possession, total shots,
shots off-target, total shots received and total shots off-target received.

Table 3. Results of parametric (T-test) and non-parametric (Mann-Whitney U) statistical tests, averages, standard
deviations and median for the statistical performance indicators of the offensive and the defensive game
depending on the location of the match (home / away).

Variabl f Offensi Home Teams Away Teams
G:l:; s tor enstve (n=91) (n=91) Test Statistic p ES
M-SD Md M-SD Md

Goals Scored' 1.24+1.11 1.0 1.20+1.12 1.0 U=4038 0.76  r=0.02
Total Shots' 10.54+4.69 9.0 8.86+3.68 9.0 U=3389 0.03"  r=0.18
Shots on target' 4.04+2.63 3.0 3.55+2.16 3.0 U=3781 0.31 r=0.09
Shots off-target’ 6.49+3.21 6.0 5.31+2.44 5.0 U=3271 001"  r=021
Ball possessionz(%) 51.60+8.49 50.9 48.40+8.49 49.1 #(180)=2.54  0.01° d=0.38
Offsides Committed 1.70+1.40 2.0 1.74+1.38 2.0 U=4086 0.88 r=0.01
Corners' 4.71£3.09 4.0 4.02+2.43 4.0 U=3664 0.18 r=0.12
Foulds' 18.27+5.09 18.0 18.18+4.31 18.0 U=4055 0.82 r=0.02
Variables for Defensive

Game

Conceded goals' 1.20£1.12 1.0 1.24+1.11 1.0 U=4038 0.76  r=0.02
Total shots received' 8.86+3.68 9.0 10.54+4.69 9.0 U=3389 0.03"  +=0.18
Shots on target received' 3.554£2.16 3.0 4.04+2.63 3.0 U=3781 0.31 r=0.09
Shots off-target received' 5.31+2.44 5.0 6.49+3.21 6.0 U=3271 001" r=021
Offsides’ 1.74+1.38 2.0 1.70+1.40 2.0 U=4086 0.88 r=0.01
Corners' 3.96+2.43 4.0 4.78+3.07 4.0 U=3531 0.08 r=0.15
Fouls! 18.18+4.31 18.0 18.27+5.09 18.0 U=4055 0.81 r=0.02
Yellow cards' 2.69+1.43 3.0 2.71£1.53 3.0 U=4133 0.98 r=0.01
Red cards' 0.15+0.42 0.0 0.12+0.33 0.0 U=4084 0.78 r=0.01
"Mann-Whitney U | *T-test

*p<0.05
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Regarding the performance indicators of the offensive and defensive game of the teams, depending on
their place on the ranking table (ranking position leading to play-off / ranking position leading to play-out),
significant dereferences were noted in goals scored, ball possession, total shots and shots on target, offsides
committed, corners pro, fouls pro, conceded goals, total shots received, shots received on target and off-target,
corners in favor of the opponent and red cards (Table 4).

Table 4. Results of parametric (T-test) and non-parametric (Mann-Whitney U) statistical tests, averages, standard
deviations and median for the statistical performance indicators of the offensive and the defensive game
depending on teams’ ranking.

. . Play-off Teams Play-out Teams
lel':lbles for Offensive }E" =78) zln = 104) Test Statistic » ES
M-SD Md M-SD Md
Goals Scored' 1.63+1.23 1.0 0.91+0.90 1.0 U=2673 0.001°  r=0.34
Total Shots' 11.10+4.69  10.0 8.64+3.66 8.0 U=2794 0.001" =031
Shots on target' 4.79+£2.58 4.0 3.05+1.99 25 U=2390 0.001° =041
Shots off-target' 6.3143.03 6.0 5.60+2.80 5.0 U=3522 013  r=0.13
Ball possession’, 53.59+8.24 544 4731791 480  #180)=521  0.001° d=0.78
Offsides Committed! 1.99+1.48 2.0 1.5241.29 1.0 U=3343 0.04°  r=0.18
Corners' 5.2242.93 5.0 3.7342.52 3.0 U=2790 0.001" =031
Foulds' 17.06+4.79  17.0  19.10+4.49 19.0 U=3060 0.005°  r=0.25
Variables for Defensive
Game
Conceded goals' 0.79+0.78 1.0 1.54+1.21 1.0 U=2570 0.001" =037
Total shots received! 8.01+3.03 8.0 10.96+4.66  10.0 U=2502 0.001° =038
Shots on target received' 2.94+1.89 3.0 4.44+2.57 4.0 U=2640 0.001°  r=035
Shots off-target received' 5.08+2.25 5.0 6.52+3.20 6.0 U=3008 0.003°  r=0.26
Offsides’ 1.86+1.26 2.0 1.62+1.48 1.0 U=3473 009 r=0.14
Corners! 3.58+2.33 3.0 4.96+2.97 4.0 U=2933 0.001°  r=0.28
Fouls! 18.17+4.10  18.0  18.27+5.13 18.0 U=4045 098  r=0.01
Yellow cards' 2.59£1.56 25 2.79+1.41 3.0 U=3693 029  r=0.09
Red cards' 0.08+0.31 0.0 0.18+0.41 0.0 U=3621 0.03"  r=0.10
"Mann-Whitney U | *T-test
p<0.05
Discussion

The analysis indicated statistically significant differences between goals scored from set play and open
play, where most of them were scored from open play. Significant differences were also observed in the way
goals were scored from open play, where the majority of goals was scored after crosses. Similar differences were
found in the achievement of goals from set play, where most of them were scored after a penalty kick. The goals
were achieved to a greater extent from open play in relation to set play, as observed by other studies (Armatas &
Yiannakos, 2010; Gonzalez-Rodenas et al., 2017; Michailidis et al., 2018; Mitrotasios & Armatas, 2014;
Njororai, 2004; 2013; Tousios et al., 2018; Vergonis et al., 2019; Yiannakos & Armatas, 2006), while there are
data from national team events that do not identify significant differences in goals scored from open play and set
play (Hughes & Churchill, 2005).

No significant differences were found in the way goals were scored depending on the ranking position
the team. However, on other European national Championships, Spanish teams base their offensive play mainly
on combination play, while Italian teams show a variety of goal scoring patterns, scoring mainly from set play
(Papadopoulos et al., 2021).

Significant differences were identified in the achievement of goals per half time, as well as per 15
minutes of play (0°-15’, 15°-30°, 30°-45°, 45°-60°, 60°-75°, 75’-90’+ min.). Specifically, the majority of goals
was scored in the 2nd half and more frequently in the last minutes (75’-90°+ min.) of the game, respectively.
Several researchers refer to similar results for the achievement of goals to a statistically significant degree during
the 2nd half and specifically during the last 15 minutes of the game (Mitrotasios & Armatas, 2014; Njororai,
2013; 2004). Similar results are observed in previous seasons of the Greek soccer league, where differences in
the achievement of goals per half time were found, i.e., goals were scored during the 2nd half with higher
frequency (Armatas et al., 2009b). On the other hand, there are researchers that report similar results for the
Greek soccer league with no significant differences (Armatas et al., 2009a).

Regarding the impact of scoring the first goal on the final result of the match, a significant relation was
found, as the achievement of the first goal led the respective team to win. Similar results were found on the
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impact of scoring the first goal in the Greek soccer league (Armatas et al., 2009a; 2009b) as well as in other
competitions (Mitrotasios & Armatas, 2014; Michailidis, 2014; Michailidis et al., 2013b; Tousios et al., 2018).

The analysis of the effect of ball possession percentage on the final result of the match, showed that the
winning teams had higher ball possession rates than the losing ones. Similar analyses of European
Championships (Hook & Hughes, 2001; Hughes & Franks, 2005) and World Cups (Castellano et al., 2012)
indicated that successful-winning teams had longer possession time compared to unsuccessful ones. However,
this particular relation was not observed in other studies (Stanhope, 2001).

The home advantage seems to have an impact on some statistical performance indicators of the
offensive and the defensive game. Significant differences were observed in the statistical performance indicators
of the offensive game in total shots, off-goal shots and ball possession, while in the Greek soccer league the
home advantage was found to have a significant impact on ball possession, goals scored, set play, the transitions
of the game and the fouls in favor of the opponent (Gomez et al., 2018). However, studies conducted for UEFA
Champions League matches did not identify significant impact of the home advantage (Michailidis et al.,
2013b).

The teams’ ranking position was related to the performance indicators of the offensive game. In
particular, significant differences were observed in the number of goals scored, in total shots, in shots on goal, in
ball possession, in offsides attributed, in fouls and in corners pro. Researchers who analyzed similar data for the
Greek soccer league, also refer to significant differences in the offensive game regarding teams’ ranking position
(Bekris et al., 2013). Additionally, ball possession was one of the indicators related to the final teams’ ranking
position in the Greek soccer league (Goémez et al., 2018).

Conclusions

In conclusion, significant differences have been noted in the way goals were scored from set play and
open play and in the scoring time period that the goals were scored. Likewise, significant differences have been
found in the game-related statistical performance indicators for winning, drawing and losing teams. Most of
them scored from open play and the most common actions to score were the cross, the cutback, the combination
game or the long shot. Taken into consideration that most goals were scored in the 2nd half during the 75°-90°+
minute, it would be beneficial for the coaches to adjust their training in such way that their teams and players can
run longer distances and cope with fatigue. Differences were also found in game-related performance indicators
between the winning, the losing and the drawing teams. Significant higher averages were found for the
successful — winning teams in the performance indicators of the offensive game in comparison with losing and
drawing teams in the variables, ball possession, corners, total shots and total shots on target. Respectively, lower
averages were also noted for the winning teams in the defensive game e.g., shots on target received, total shots
received and red cards. In addition, home advantage had an impact on game-related statistics, while the first goal
was crucial, as in most cases the team which scored first ended up winning the match.
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