Vvber RD10/11 chlapci: VT Stara Dubovia
17.4.—27.4. 2025

KEDY: 17.4.-27.4.2025

KDE: Trencin, Avignon (FRA)

POCET: 14 hragov

TJ: 5 dni, 6 tréningovych jednotiek, 2 pripravné zapasy s AUT

Nominovani hraci:

Nahravadi:
1. Landsmeer Thomas (VKP Bratislava),
2. Hupka Roébert (MSK Ptchov),
3. Befio Liam (TJ Slavia Svidnik)
Smeciari:
4. Tholt Andrej (TJ Slavia Svidnik)
5. Kost Filip (TJ Slavia Svidnik) — priSiel v piatok (choroba)
6. Vigas Simon (SVK Tatran Banska Bystrica)
7. Kavul’a Dalibor (TJ Slavia Svidnik)
8. Zemcak Michal (VK Junior Poprad)
Blokari:
9. Cerven Matti§ (MIRAD Presov)
10. Drahos Damien (VKP Bratislava)
11. RadoSovsky Oliver (VKP Bratislava)
Univerali:
12. Kasperkevi¢ Simon (VKM Stara Cuboviia)
13. Svetik Matas (VKP Bratislava)
Libera:
14. Hrtan Filip (SK Hanuliakovo)

Na zraz priSiel namiesto Sekeru Tomasa — Zem¢&ak Michal na poziciu smeciara. Hrag, ktory sa
v momentalnej situdcii vynikajico predviedol na 2 turnajoch o postup na MSR starSich

ziakov. Po uvaZeni realizacného timu sme urobili zmenu na smeciarskom poste.

e Ranné tréningy:
¢ prijem podania

¢ nahravka — zbiehavanie N z réznych pozicii rieSenie nahravky

¢ blokové presuny stredni blokari + nahravka
e Poobedné tréningy — simulovana hra v Sestkach :

¢ po obrane v poli + vykryvanie

¢ po prijme podania + free ball

¢ po prijme podania + po obrane
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HODNOTENIE DRUZSTVA SVK RD 2010/11

Na zéklade informacii, ktoré som ziskal po poslednej kvalifikécii vo francizskom Avignone
som dospel k tomuto nazoru:

. Podla miia si vie len malokto z klubovych trénerov predstavit' urovet HCJ a systému hry
(K1,K2), free ball, high ball) za hranicami SR. Mame nizku konfrontaciu so zahrani¢nymi
klubmi. Dalej klubovy tréneri méalo odhadni silu a odolnost svojho hrada v nasich
sutaziach. Ak dostane napr. Tholt, alebo Vigas na Slovensku bod na prijme podania, alebo
daju 10 bodov na utoku, pokazia, alebo nezlozia 5-6 16pt tak jednoducho sa to min
zdvojnasobi v medzinarodnej konfrontacii. Sme v predstave, ze mame dobrych hracov,
nenakladdme im lohy naviac. Spétna vézba je minimalna — napr.: ,, Ak si dnes dostal 5 es
tak to je absolutne nepripustné®. Tito hraci uz potrebuju byt tlaceni do maximalnej kvality
a nepripustit’ zlyhanie.

. Samozrejme je rozhodujuca zakladna, typoldgia hraca, kvalita vzdelania nas klubovych
trénerov, kvalita a poCet tréningov.... a tu sme absolitne mimo Eurépy. Hovorim to aj za
seba ako klubového trénera, pretoze po tejto skiisenosti budem svojich hracov viest’ znova
inak a s diametralne inymi ulohami.

. Stretnutie s trénermi a moja diskusia s nimi — o vietkom (HCJ, varianty iderovej techniky,
samotnd hra, video s tréningom, zapasy, ...)

. Diskusia ako prildkat’ deti na volejbal

. N§jst rieSenie ako pracovat’ nad’alej s touto skupinou, aby sme napredovali (JA viem ¢o sme
zazili, oni to vedia a tvrdo pracovat’). Ak ich nechdme hrat’ sa vo svojich kluboch o 3,5 roka
zistime, Ze nie o level su pred nami, ale o 3.

Fyzicka pripravenost’:

- Sledoval som druzstvd stperov a dovolim si tvrdit, ze vécSina druZstiev sa venovali
posilnovaniu uz v posiliiovni. Na poslednom pripravnom zapase proti Rakusku hrac¢i AUT
absolvovali posiliioviiu a halu v jeden tréningovy deni. Hra¢i FRA, UKR a SRB uZ posobili
osvalene, udery boli omnoho tvrdSie ako tie naSe, rychlost’ a dynamika o triedu lepsia.
Vypracované ramend, biceps, stehna.

- My sme posobili detsky a silu sme Cerpali len s pracou vlastného tela, expandre, ...

- Pri¢iny vidim v tom, ze vicSina klubov sa posiliiovaniu v posiliilovni vobec nevenuju. Moj
nazor je, ze uz v 8. roéniku ZS je potrebné zacat’ so zakladnym posiliiovanim — zakladné
cviky — praca s nac¢inim s min. vdhami.

- Pohravali sme sa s mySlienkou na kaZzdom zraze chodit’ do posiliiovne, ale ak tito hraci sa
nevenuju vo svojich kluboch cvi€eniu tak sme to nezrealizovali.

Podanie:

- Herna Cinnost’, ktord nas mohla posunut’ vysledkovo ovela d’alej ako sme skon¢ili. Najviac
priamych bodov zaznamenal hra¢ Robert Hupka — 4.

- 186 x sme ako druzstvo podavali

- 47% efektivita podania: zaznamenali sme bod, alebo sa k nam lopta vratila alebo super
prihral nase podanie na 5-6 m

- Pokazili sme 45 podani (15 na zapas) a dali sme len 14 priamych bodov

- Herna ¢innost’, kde kazdé 4 podanie koncilo chybou, medzitym sme zahrali I'ahké podanie.

- Naopak najlepSie druzstvo na turnaji UKR pokazila 36 podani a zaznamenala 22 priamych
bodov



SVFK

Porovnanie reprezentacnych druZstiev muzo
KME U16 2025, 2.kolo - Skupina C - Avignon, Fi

PODANIE - TOTAL
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VZOREC NA VYPOCET EFEKTIVITY
PODANIA
Eff % = (#) +(/) + (+) +(!) / Tot
VYSVETLIVKY
Tot Eff = - 1 + / #
Podani spolu|  Efektivita Chyba negafivne podlapie,vpr‘ijem prijem supt'era Icn}a n'a ?;Ima pozitivpe podanie, prijem ushh Eso
stpera do "ttocky" do okrajov "Gtocky" stipera za 3,5m




SVFK

Porovnanie hracov RD muZov U16 SR podla vybranych
KME U16 2025, 2.kolo - Avignon, Franciizsko

cevuis
Velleyball European

%

b
2025 .

PODANIE - TOTAL

n Hraé Tot Eff = % - % ! % + % / % # %
2 |CERVEN 25 |56%| 6 124%| 5 120%| 9 i36%| 4 i16%| o i 0% 1 i 4%
3 |sveTik 15 |a7%| 2 i13% | 6 40%| 2 i13%| 3 i20%)| o 0% | 2 [(13%
4 |DRAHOS 12 |42%| 4 i33%) 3 i25%| 2 i17%| 1 i 8% 1 | 8% 1 (8%
5 |LANDSMEER 19 |47%| 6 i32% ) 4 21%| 2 i11%| 4 i21%| 2 i11%| 1 [ 5%
6 |ZEMCAK 1 |100%] O : 0% 0 : 0% 1 :100%] O : 0% 0 0% 0 (0%
7 |KAsPERKEVIC| 13 |54% | 2 115% | 4 131%| 2 15%| 4 131%| 1 i8% | o0 ! 0%
8 |viGAS 20 |45%| 4 i20%)| 7 :35%| O : 0% S i125% | 2 :10%| 2 :10%
10 |HUPKA 25 |76%| 2 8% | 4 i16%| 3 i12%| 7 28%| 5 i20%| 4 (16%
11 |THOLT 35 |37%| 9 i26% | 13 137% | 5 i14%| 4 i11%| 1 13% | 3 [ 9%
12 |RADOSOVSKY 6 17%| 3 i50%)| 2 i33%| 0 : 0% 1 i17%| 0 : 0% 0 0%
13 |kosT 10 4 i40%| s i50%) 1 i10%| o io0% | o 0% | o i o0%
14 |BENO 5 0% | 3 i60%| 2 i40%] 0o 0% | 0 0% | 0o 0% | 0 : 0%

Slovensko| 186 |46% | 45 i24% | 55 i30% | 27 115% | 33 i18% | 12 1 6% | 14 : 8%

PLACHTIACE PODANIE

n Hraé Tot Eff = % - % ! % + % /i % # %
2 |CERVEN 17 |59%| 3 i18%| 4 124%| 7 i41%| 3 i18%| o 0% | 0 [ 0%
3 |sveTik 15 |a7% | 2 i13%| 6 40%| 2 i13%| 3 i20%)| 0o 0% | 2 [13%
4 |DRAHOS 12 |42%| 4 i33% | 3 i25%| 2 i17%| 1 i 8% 1 i 8% 1 i 8%
5 |LANDSMEER 19 |47% | 6 i32%) 4 21%| 2 i11%| 4 i21%| 2 i11%| 1 | 5%
6 |ZEMCAK 1 j100%| o : 0% 0 | 0% 1 i100%] 0 | 0% 0 0% 0 0%
7 |KASPERKEVIC 4 50%| o 0% 2 i50%5) 1 i25%| 1 i25%)] 0o 0% | o :o0%
8 |viGAS 19 |47%| 3 i16%| 7 i37%| o io% | 5 i26%| 2 i11%| 2 [11%
10 |HUPKA 21 |81%| 1 | 5% 3 i14%)| 3 (14%| 6 129%| S5 24%| 3 [14%
11 |THOLT 19 |47%| 3 i16% | 7 i37%| 3 i16%| 3 i16%| 1 5% | 2 i11%
12 |RADOSovsky| 5 |20%| 2 i40%| 2 i40%| o i 0% 1 i20%| o io% | o 0%
13 |kosT 9 3 i33%| 5 i56%| 1 111%| o 0% | 0o (0% | o 0%
14 |BENO 3 0% | 1 i33%| 2 i67%| 0 : 0% 0 : 0% 0 0% 0 0%

Slovensko| 144 |49% | 28 i19% | 45 i31% | 22 115% | 27 19% | 11 8% | 11 : 8%

SMECOVANE PODANIE

n Hraé Tot = % - % ! % + % / % # %
2 |CERVEN 8 3 i38%| 1 i12%| 2 i125%| 1 i12%| O { 0% 1 (12%
7 |KASPERKEVIC 9 2 i22%| 2 i22%| 1 i11%| 3 i133%| 1 i11%)]| o0 ! 0%
8 |viGAS 1 1 i100%| o [ 0% 0 0% 0 i 0% 0 0% 0 0%
10 |HuPKA 4 1 i25%) 1 i25%| o0 i 0% 1 i25%| 0 (0% | 1 i25%
11 |THOLT 16 6 i38%| 6 i38%| 2 112%| 1 6% | 0 i 0% 1 | 6%
12 |RADOSOVSKY 1 1 i100%] 0 : 0% 0 0% 0 i0%| o iox 0 0%
13 |KkosT 1 Jo% | 1 12005 o io0% | o 0% | o io% | o 0% | o 0%
14 |BENO 2 Jo% | 2 i1004] o i0% | 0 io0% | 0 io0% | 0 io0%| 0 (0%

Slovensko| 42 |36% | 17 i40% | 10 i24% | 5 12%| 6 14%| 1 2% | 3 : 7%

Prijem podania:
Prihravali sme 202 x ( 10 excelentov a 20 pozitivnych)

Dostali sme 18 es

Prihrali sme excelent: 11% ( z 10 prijmov 1)
Prihrali sme pozitiv: 19% ( z 10 prijmov 2)

Prihravajuci hraci:

Tholt — 65x prihraval — 14% excelent — 25% pozitiv — dostal 3 esa

Viga$ — 62x prihraval — 6% excelent — 13% pozitiv — dostal 9 es
Hrtan — 35 x prihréval — 11% excelent — 20% pozitiv — dostal 3 esa




PRIJEM PODANIA - TOTAL
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52 53
LAY as
| vot | Eff = / - ] + # 0 % aa %
|ukr | 207 | s2% | 13 9 33 | a4 | 64 | a4 o 37
6% | a% | 16% | 21% | 319 | 21% o 30
|Fra | 169 | a6% | o 8 a6 | 29 | aa | 33 " =1 ¢ >
5% | 5% | 27% | 179% | 26% | 20% 20 17
|sre | 215 [ 29% | 21 | 26 | 65 [ a1 | 39 | 23 o 10 10
10% | 129 | 30% | 19% | 18% | 11%
|svk | 202 | 30% | 18 | 16 | so [ 4o | 38 | 22 °
e T FAl eS| Bl e Ukrajina Francizske Sebsko Stovensko
= Chyby + Slash % C——INegativny prijem RI- %
= Pozitivny prijem Ri+ % & Efektivita %
PRIJEM PODANIA - PLACHTIACE PODANIE
60
P 54
50 s
| Tot | eff = 7 = 1 = s so > B = ,"_"l
|ukr | 156 | s0% | 8 6 27 | 36 | 44 | 35 pos 0
5% | 4% | 179 | 239% | 28% | 22% - ol
[fRA [ 120 [a8%| & 6 | 33 | 17 | 34 | 24 2 .
5% | 5% | 28% | 14% | 28% | 20% 20 16
|srRe | 190 | 28% | 18 | 22 | 63 [ 34 | 31 | 22 i s 10
9% | 129% | 33% | 18% | 16% | 12% |
|sve | 174 | 32% [ 12 15 | s2 | a1 | 3a | 20 ° e s—
7% 9% 30% 22% 20% 11% Ukrajina Francazsko Srbsko Slovensko
[ Chyby + Slash % ) Negativny prijem RI- %
=3 Pozitivny prijem R#t+ % & Efoktivita %
PRIJEM PODANIA - SMECOVANE PODANIE
60 57
.= T 340
| Tot | eff = Z - ] + # L r
lukr | s1 | s7%| s 3 6 8 20 9 a0 ol 1 Er
10% | 6% | 129 | 16% | 39% | 18% - ry Bl
|FrAa | 49 | 38%] 3 2 13 [ 12 | 10 9 = 2s] -
6% | a% | 27% | 24% | 20% | 18% 20 16 -
|sre | 25 | 36%| 3 4 2 7 8 1 o 10
12% | 16% | 8% | 28% | 32% | 4%
|svk | 28 | 21%]| 6 1 7 8 4 2 o
21% 2% 25% 29% 14% 7% Ukrajina Francazsko Srbsko Slovensko
[ Chyby + Slash % (=0 Negativiy prijem RI- %
=0 Pozitivny prijem Ri#+ % &  Efektivita %
VZOREC NA VYPOCET EFEKTIVITY
PRIIMU POFDANIA
Eff % = (#) + (+) / Tot
VYSVETLIVKY
Tot Eff = 7 - [ + #
Prlmov: Efektivita Chyba slash Negativny prijlem za 3,5m | Ne83t Priiem na 3m &iaru | Pozitivny prijem, Excelent
spolu alebo do okrajov "Gtocky" cca do 2,5m

- Ostatni prihravajici hra¢i mnou nie sit hodnoteni pretoze odohrali malo.

- Otazka: ,,Preco nestriedali hraci z lavicky napr. Vigasa, ked’ bol pod obrovskym
tlakom na prihravke?*

- Odpoved: momentalna forma prihravacov bola na tréningu a na pripravhom zéapase
proti AUT katastrofalna. Napriklad nas smeciar ¢islo 3/4 Kost — vo svojom klube bol
schovavany a prihraval Kavula (Svidnik), ktori hral na poste diagondlneho hraca.
Veril som v danom momente viac VigaSovi, Ze to jednoducho ustoji, otoCime
a zvladneme koncovku proti SRB.

Porovnanie: Hrtan (libero SVK) — 31%/11% - Agnese (libero FRA) — 67%/33%



PRIJEM PODANIA (iba prihrdvajicl hraél)

n Hré& Tot | Eff | = % of % - % ] % + % # %
1 KAVULA S 0 0% 0 0% 2 40% X 20% 1 20% x 20%
6 |ZEMCAK 4 1 {25% 0 0% 2 i50% 1 i25%| o 0% 0 0%
8 |vicas 62 9 i15% | s (8% | 22 i35% | 14 {23% ]| 8 (13%] 4 | 6%
11 [THOLT 65 S 5% 6 i9% | 15 i23% | 16 i25% | 16 i25%| o ii4a%
13 |KOST 20 1 5% 2 10% 7 35% 4 20% 3 15% 3 15%
11 |HRTAN 35 3 i 9% 2§ 6% 7 i20% | 12 i34%| 7 i20%| 4 i11%

Slovensko | 191 17 i 9% | 15 : 8% | 55 i25% | 48 :25% | 35 :18% | 21 :11%

PRIJEM PODANIA - PLACHTIACE PODANIE (iba prihrdvajtcl hraél)

n Hrag Tot | eff | = % / % - % [ % + % # %
1 |kavura 4 o | 0% o | 0% 2 is50%| o i 0% 1 i25% | 1 |25%

6 |ZEMCAK 2 [ 0% 0 0% 1 i50% 1 iso%| o 0% 0 0%

8 |viGas 55 7 i13% 5 9% 20 i36% | 12 |22% 7 $13%| 4 7%
11 |THOLT 55 2 i 4% 5 §9% | 13 i24% | 14 i25% | 13 i2a% | 8 :15%
13 |kosT 16 0 | 0% 2 i12%6| s i31% | 4 i25%| 3 i19%| 2 (12%
11 |HRTAN 33 3 i 9% 2 i 6% 7 i21% | 10 i30% | 7 i21% | 4 :12%
Slovensko| 165 | 20% | 12 i 7% | 14 i 8% | 48 i29% | 41 i25% | 31 :19% | 19 {12%

PRIJEM PODANIA - SMECOVANE PODANIE (iba prihrdvajicl hraél)

n Hraé = % / % - % ! % + % # %

1 |kavura o0 | 0% 0 i 0% 0 i 0% 1 i100%| o | 0% o | 0%

6 |ZEMCAK 1 :50% 0 0% 1 :50% [ 0% 0 0% [ 0%

8 |viGAs 2 {29% 0 0% 2 §i29% 2 i29% 1 i14%| O 0%
11 |THOLT 1 iz0% | 1 i10% ]| 2 i20% | 2 i20%| 3 i30%| 1 iiox%
13 |kosT 1 i25%| o | 0% 2 is50%| o i 0% o | 0% 1 §25%

11 |HRTAN 0 i 0% 0 i 0% 0 i 0% 2 i100%| o i 0% 0 i 0%

Slovensko 5 i19% | 1 i 4% 7 i27% | 7 i27%| 4 i15% ] 2 i 8%

uTok

n Hraé Tot Eff = % / % - % ! % + % # %
2 |CeRVEN 22 | | 3 i14a% 1 5% 5 §23% ) 0% 0 0% 13 | 59%
3 |sveTik 41 5% 7 1179 )| 1 i 2% | 14 i3a% | 7 i17% ] 2 i 5% | 10 i24%
4 |brAHOS 5 20%| 1 i20%)] o | 0% 2 i40% | o | 0% o | 0% 2 |40%
5 |LANDSMEER 3 33%| o i 0% 0 i 0% 2 i67% | o i 0% o i 0% 1 §33%

6 |zEmMCAK 4 0 0% 2 | 50% 1 i25% 0 0% 1 i25%)] O 0%
7 |kasPerxkevic| 48 |12% | 5 i10% | 6 i12% | 12 i25% | 4 i 8% 4 8% | 17 i35%
8 |viGAS 44 23% 8 {18% 1 2% 13 | 30% 2 5% 1 2% 19 §43%
10 |HUPKA 3 0% 0 i 0% 1 i33%] 0 i 0% o i 0% 1 i33% | 1 i33%
11 |THOLT 86 |21% | o i10% | 4 5% | 32 i37z%]| 4 i 5% 6 | 7% | 31 i36%

12 |RADOSOVSKY 1 0% 0 0% o 0% 1 i100%| O 0% 0 0% 0 0%
13 |kosT 21 -5% | 3 i14% | 2 (10%| 10 i48%| 2 i{10%| o | 0% 4 | 19%

14 |BENO 1 0% 0 i 0% 0 i 0% 1 i100%| o i 0% 0 i 0% 0 i 0%
Slovensko| 279 | 16% | 36 i13% | 18 i 6% | 93 i33% | 19 i 7% | 15 : 5% | 98 i35%

Utok:

- Utogili sme: 279 x

- Efektivita: 16% !!!!1!111 (z 10 Gtokov 1,5 bodu, 20 utokov - 3 body)

- Dali sme: 98 bodov ( 32 bodov na zapas , pri 5 Gtoc¢iacich hrac¢och 6-7 bodov na hraca)

- Pokazili sme: 36 Gtokov

- Do6vod ?: minimalna, skoro Ziadna konkurencia. Nasi dvaja smeciari (Tholt, Vigas od
prvého zrazu boli 1 a 2 smeciar. Kvalitou sa ani Kost, a ani Kavula k nim nepribliZili —
neboli svojou vykonnostiou schopni oto€it’ zdpas v nas prospech. Preto nastala zmena —
impulz tesne pred kvalifikaciou, Ze som zobral Zemé&aka Michala. NESTACILO TO.

- POROVNANIE SO SUPERMI:

a) Tholt—37b — Merkulov (UKR) 47 b

b) Kasperkevic — 19b — Sekuli¢ (SRB) — 38 b

¢) Cerveri (blokar)— 15b —Koval (UKR)—38b



UTOK - TOTAL

a a1 a1
Tot | Eff = / - ! + # a0 38}
[ukr | 339 | 23%| 37 | 25 | 96 [ 22 | 19 | 140 5 =
11% | 7% | 28% | 6% | 6% | 41% &
[FRA | 312 | 2a%| 42 | 14 | 77 [ 36 | 15 | 128 :: T exs,  ®x i
13% | 4% | 25% | 12% | 5% | 41% . = — e
[sre | 299 | 21%| 31 | 21 | 88 | 29 [ 16 | 114 o | ] | ] i
10% | 7% | 29% | 10% | 5% | 38% : . D— -
[svk | 279 | 16%| 36 | 18 | 93 | 19 | 15 | o8 3
13% | 6% 133% | 7% | 5% | 35% Ukrajina Francizsko Srbsko slovensko
E=miChyby % [Zablokované Gtoky % [—lBody%  # Efektivita%
UTOK PO POZITIVNOM PRIJME (R#+)
50 47 ¢ 47 &
Tot et | = | /| -] | + | # as ] ] = ——
[ukr | 106 |32%] 7 | 8 | 29| 6 | 6 | 50 “
7% | 8% | 27% | 6% | 6% | 47% > *n
[fRa | 76 J3a%] 7 | 3 | 15| 12| 3] 36 5 2 -
9% | 4% | 20% | 16% | 4% | 47% » ® =
[sre | 62 | 25%| 6 6 | 12 ] 8 3 | 28 = ’ o010 =
10% | 10% | 18% | 13% | 5% | 45% * ij s
[svk |60 J22%] 8 | 3 14| 3 | 8| 24 B
13% 5% 23% 5% 13% | 40% Ukrajina Francuzsko Srbsko Slovensko
EEEChyby% [—Zablokované itoky % [—JBody%  # Efektivita%
UTOK PO NEGATIVNOM PRIIME (R!-)
40
Tot | Eff = / - ! + # 35 33} 45
ukr | 77 | 3% | 14| 7 | 25| 7 23 s - ]
18% | 9% | 32% | 9% | 1% | 30% 2 -
[ra J 6o 1] 15| s 15| 8| s |21 5
22% | 7% | 229 | 12% | 7% | 30% . 1 m s
[srB | 93 Jaa%m| 12| 6 |32 8] 4|31 iot | 7, i Be ma
13% | 6% | 34% | 9% | 4% | 33% 5
[svk | o5 J22%] 10] 10| 33] 6 | 4| 32 o -,
11% | 11% | 35% 6% 4% 34% Ukrajina Francuzsko Srbsko Slovensko
EmEChyby% ([—Zablokované itoky % [—IBody% & Efektivita%
UTOK PO OBRANE
45 42 42
Tot | Eff = i - ! + # 20 | M Sy
[ukr | 158 | 26%| 16 | 10 | 43 [ 10 | 12 | 67 5 =l
10% | 6% | 27% | 6% | 8% | 42% = i i
[fRa | 168 |26%]| 21| 6 47| 16| 7 | 71 2 R = *
12% | 4% | 28% | 10% | 4% | 42% =1 5
[sre | 145 | 2a%| 13 ] 9 | as | 13| o | s6 : 10 1 B e
9% | 6% |31% | 9% | 6% | 39% . Di W 2 4
[svk | 124 |15%] 18| 5 |46 | 10| 3 | 4 "
15% 4% 37% 8% 2% 34% Ukrajina Francuzsko Srbsko Slovensko
EENChyby% [—Zablokované itoky % [—JBody%  # Efektivita%
VZOREC NA VYPOCET EFEKTIVITY
UTOKU
Eff %= (#)- (/=) / Tot
VYSVETLIVKY
Tot Eff / - ] + #
Ust:;‘l’]" Efektivita | Chyba | Zablokovany dtok i:;l":;i:;‘;km;ﬂf:; Wykryey drok [ "o ok s el Bod




UTOK PO POZITIVNOM PRIIME R#+

n Hraé Tot | Eff | = : % | / : % | - % Vil o+l % | #1%
2 |CERVEN 11 |18%| 2 18%| 1 9% | 3 i27%| 0 io0% | 0 0% | 5 45%
3 |SveTik 5 J20%5] 0 io0% | 0o io0% | 3 i60%| 1 :20%] 0 0% | 1 :20%
4 |DRAHOS 3 Jox | 1 i33%| o :i0%| 1 i33%| 0 i0%| 0 io0% | 1 i33%
6 |ZEMCAK 1 Jox| o io0%x| 0 :io0%| 0 io0on| 0 :io%| 1 i100%] 0 0%
7 |KAsPERKEvIC| 10 |60%| o 0% | o i0% | 2 i20%| 1 i10%| 1 i10%| 6 :60%
8 |viGAS 4 0% | 1 i25%| 0 io0% | 0o io0% | 1 i25%| 1 i25%| 1 :25%
10 |HUPKA 2 Jox | o ios| 1 i50%) 0 i0on| 0 io0%| 0 io0%| 1 i50%
11 |THOLT 19 |26%) 3 i16%| 0 (0% | 3 i16%| 0 0% | 5 i26%| 8 :42%
12 |RADOSOVSKY 0% | 0o i0%| 0 io0n| 1 i1004] 0 i0%| 0 0% | 0 0%
13 |KosT a4 |25%| 1 i25%| 1 i25%| 1 i25%| o 0% | o io% | 1 i25%

slovensko| 60 |22%| 8 i13%| 3 i5% | 14 i23%| 3 5% | 8 i13x%| 24 i40%

UTOK PO NEGATIVNOM PRIJME R!-

n Hrag Tot | Eff | = ¢ % | / : % | - % Vs | o+ i %] # %
3 |SveTiK 12 Jo%| 3 i25%| o io0% | 1 i8% | 4 i33%| 1 8% | 3 i25%
5 |LANDSMEER 1 Ja0%| o 0% | 0 i0%| 0 0% | 0 io0%| O 0% | 1 :100%
7 |KAsPERkeviC| 18 | 6% | 1 6% | 4 i22%| 5 28%| o io0% | 2 ‘11%| 6 133%
8 |viGAS 17 |24%) 3 i18%| 1 i6% | 5 i29%| 0 i 0% | 0 0% | 8 :47%
11 [THOLT 38 |16%) 2 i5% | 4 111%| 17 i45%| 2 5% | 1 3% | 12 i32%
13 |KoST 8 low| 1 i12%| 1 i12%| 4 i50%| o 0 0% | 2 i25%
14 |BENO (0% | o 0% | o : 0% 10065 0 0% | 0 0% | 0 :o0%

Slovensko| 95 |13% | 10 :11%| 10 111%| 33 :35%| 6 6% | 4 : 4% | 32 :34%

UTOK PO OBRANE

n Hraé Tot | Eff | = : % | / : % | - % Vs | o+ % | # %
2 |CeRVEN 11 |64%| 1 i9% | 0o io% | 2 i18%| 0 (0% | O (0% | 8 :73%
3 |SVETiK 24 |a% | 4 i17%| 1 4% | 10 i42%| 2 (8% | 1 4% | 6 :25%
4 |DRAHOS 2 |50%| o 0 (0% | 1 i50%| o io%| 0 ion| 1 i50%
5 |LANDSMEER 2 |Jox| o io0%| 0o io0%| 2 i1005] 0 0% | 0 i0%| 0 :o0%
6 |ZEMCAK 3 |67%| o io% | 2 i67%| 1 i33%| 0 0% | 0 iox| 0 0%
7 |KASPERKEVIC| 20 |-5% | 4 i20%| 2 i10%| 5 25%| 3 i15%| 1 i5% | 5 :25%
8 |ViGAS 23 |26%) 4 i17%| o (0% | 8 i35%| 1 4% | 0 :o0% | 10 :43%
10 |HUPKA 1 Jox| o iox| o :io0%| 0 io0%| 0 :io%| 1 i100%] 0 : 0%
11 |THOLT 29 |24%) 4 i14%| 0 0% | 12 i41%| 2 (7% | 0 0% | 11 i38%
13 |KosT 9 |o% | 1 i11%| o0 (0% | 5 i56%| 2 i22%)| 0 io% | 1 i11%

Slovensko| 124 |15% | 18 :15% | 5 (4% | 46 :37% | 10 1 8% | 3 : 2% | 42 :34%




Porovnanie nasich hracov na jednotlivych postoch

s Porovnanie najlepsich hrdcov SR a najlepsich hrdacov ti
SVF KME U16 2025, 2.kolo - Skupina C - Avignon, Franci

CEV U6
Vlleyball European
Championship

4 2025

UNIVERZALI
7 KASPERKEVIC 4 SEKULIC (SRB)
o
)
"
PODANIE 38b.
Tot | Eff | = - ! + /| # Tot | Eff | = - ! + | /| #
13 |5a%]| 2 | 4 2 4 1 0 4 |s50%] 9 | 11 ] 6 | 10] 1 3
15% | 31% | 15% | 31% | 8% | 0% 22% | 28% | 15% | 25% | 2% | 8%
UToK
Tot | Eff | = | / - ! + | # Tot | Eff | = | / - ! + | #
48 |13%| 5 6 | 12| 4 4 | 17 92 |8s| 12| 8 |31] 9 4 | 28
10% | 12% | 25% | 8% | 8% | 35% 13% | 9% | 34% | 10% | 4% | 30%
BLOK
Tot | Eff = i - ! + # Tot | Eff = / - ! + #
11 |27% | 3 1 - 0 5 2 30 J10%| 10| o - 7 6 7
27% | 9% | - | 0% |45% | 18% 33% | 0% | - |23% |20% |23%
OBRANAV POLI
Tot | Eff | = | / - ! + | # Tot | Eff | = / - ! + #
9 |ss%| 4 0 0 1 4 5 28 | 54%| s 0 5 3 | 2] -
44% | 0% | 0% | 11% | 44% | - 29% | 0% | 18% | 11% | 43% | -
SMECIARI
8 MERKULOV (UKR)
PODANIE 47b.
Tot | Eff | = - ! + /| # Tot | Eff | = - ! + | /] #
35 |37%] 9 | 13] 5 4 1 3 51 |61%| 6 | 4] 9 | 12| 7 4
26% | 37% | 14% | 11% | 3% | 9% 12% | 27% | 18% | 22% | 14% | 8%
PRIJEM PODANIA
Tot | Eff | = | / - ! + | # Tot | Eff | = | / - ! + | #
65 |39%| 3 6 | 15| 16 ] 16] 9 47 | 2% | 4 0 5 9 | 15| 14
5% | 9% | 23% | 25% | 25% | 14% 9% | 0% | 11% | 19% | 32% | 30%
UToK
Tot | Eff | = | / - ! + | # Tot | Eff | = | / - ! + | #
86 | 21%| 9 4 | 32| 4 6 | 31 99 |17%| 14| 9 | 2] 9 s | 40
10% | 5% |37% | 5% | 7% | 36% 14% | 9% | 22% | 9% | 5% | 40%
BLOK
Tot | Eff = / - ! + # Tot | Eff E / - ! + #
11 |-18%| s 1 E 1 1 3 15 | 20%] 4 0 2 4| 4
a5% | 9% | - | 9% | 9% | 27% 27% | 0% | - |27% | 27% | 20%
OBRANA V POLI
Tot | Eff = / - ! + # Tot | Eff = / - ! + #
24 J70% | 4 2 1 3 |14 - 19 | 68%| 3 1 2 5 8 =
790, | oor | aar | 1n0s | coar 1zor | cor | 2100 | 220 | aner




BLOKARI

2 CERVEN 12 KOVAL (UKR)
PODANIE
Tot | Eff = - ! + / # Tot | Eff E - ! + / #
25 | 56%| 6 5 9 4 0 1 43 |s3%| 7 | 3] 7 9 4 3
24% | 20% | 36% | 16% | 0% | 4% 16% | 30% | 16% | 21% | 9% | 7%
UTOoK
Tot | Eff | = / - ! + # Tot | Eff | = / - ! + #
22 Jao%| 3 1 5 0 0 | 13 4 |37%]| 6 1 9 2 2 | 2
14% | 5% | 23% | 0% | 0% | 59% 14% | 1% | 21% | 5% | 5% | 52%
BLOK
Tot | Eff | = / - ! + | # Tot | Eff | = / - ! + #
16 |-63%| 11 | 1 - 2 1 1 53 J13%| 14| o - 17| 9 | 13
69% | 6% | - |12% | 6% | 6% 26% | 0% | - |32% | 17% | 25%
OBRANA V POLI
Tot | Eff | = / - ! + | # Tot | Eff | = / - ! + #
5 Ja0%| 3 0 0 2 0 - 15 | 46% | 6 0 2 2 5 -
60% | 0% | 0% |40% | 0% | - 40% | 0% | 13% | 13% | 33% | -
LIBERA
15 HRTAN 10 AGNESE (FRA)
Pos.:31% Pos.: 67 %
Exc.11% PRIJEM PODANIA Exc.33%
Tot | Eff | = 7 - ! + | # Tot | Eff | = / E ! + #
35 |31% | 3 2 7 | 2] 7 4 67 | 67%| 2 1|l 7] 23|22
9% | 6% | 20% | 34% | 20% | 11% 3% | 1% | 18% | 10% | 34% | 33%
OBRANA V POLI
Tot | Eff | = / - ! + # Tot | Eff | = / - ! + #
30 |67% | 9 0 1 2 | 18] - 53 |68%| 14| o 3 9 | 27| -
30% | 0% | 3% | 7% |60% | - 26% | 0% | 6% |17% | 51% | -

Vo Svite 5.5. 2025 Spisék Ondrej (tréner RD 2010/11)



