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Abstract

The purpose of this research is to investigate the point-winning efficiency on Soft
Tennis players of Chinese Taipei while competing against contestants from Japan and Korea
in Doubles by using diverse formation in 2006 Doha Asian Games and 2010 Guangzhou
Asian Games. This research is based on the data of Men’s Doubles Matches which Chinese
Taipei Men’s Team competed against Japanese and Korean teams in 2006 Doha Asian
Games and 2010 Guangzhou Asian Games. The data which be used in this research was film-
recording by a Japanese Soft Tennis reporter, Mr. Tanaka Toshimitsu, to analyze the win
and lose points while maintaining diverse formation of our soft tennis players during the
games. By analyzing these recordings, it is possible to comprehend the highest point-winning
efficiency; and further, to explore the point-winning type research. According to the statistic,
it shows that in 2006 Doha Asian Games, the rate of winning-points is 49% and the rate of
losing-points is 49% when taking I-formation with front in left court and back in right court.
Besides, the rate of winning-points is 49.0% and the rate of losing-points is 42.9% when
taking I-formation with front in right court and back in left court. Moreover, while taking
Both-up formation, the rate of winning-points reaches to 75.5%, but the rate of losing-points
also comes to 67.3%. Furthermore, while taking Both-back formation, the rate of winning-
points drops to 8.2%, but the rate of losing-points is also 8.2%. On the other hand, in 2010
Guangzhou Asian Games, the rate of winning-points is 54.4% and the rate of losing-points
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is 52.1% when taking I-formation with front in left court and back in right court. Besides,
the rate of winning-points is 47.9% and the rate of losing-points is 39.2% when taking
[-formation with front in right court and back in left court. Moreover, while taking Both-
up formation, the rate of winning-points reaches to 82.5%, but the rate of losing-points also
comes to 73.8%. Furthermore, while taking Both-back formation, the rate of winning-points
decreases to 28.3%, but the rate of losing-points is 23.9%. To sum up, there is no obvious
difference between these two types of I-formations by comparison. However the result of
Both-up formation shows its high winning and losing points. On the contrary, Both-back
formation shows the consequence of low winning and losing points.

Keywords: formations, score rate, loss rate



