bHg, .
SeOTPHBL; YemnuoHaT Poccun 2008/2009
R o
IMMATY L -
S NOKONOTHE 4 2° [leHb 2-kpyr 19 Typ 2 urpa
\ . "LOKOMOTIV-IZUMRUD" Ekb 3
OTuet " "
i MGTU" Moscow 1
Maty 40 3putenen 47 CeT | Bpewms MPOMEXYTOUHbBIN CHET Wtor
Jata 29/03/2009 3an UGMK 1 0.22 8-6 16-12 21-17 25.18
Bpewms 15.00.00 Mpum. g 8-52 8 -g 12-66 2%-%3 25-15
D .25 5- 12-1 18-21 22.25
MecTo Verhnia Pishma 1 021 8.5 16-10 51-13 55.18
Cyabu ANDREEV KOPILOV 1.30 97-73
" Cet Oukn Mopayva Mpnem ATtaka Bk
LOKOMOTIV-IZUMR 1 2 3 45 Oou, Tor BN H-N Tor Ow6 O4yk ToT Ow6 MN3T% (OTn%)ToT Ow6 Bk O4yk Ouk% Ouk
1 GERASIMOV 6.7 22 11 +12 | 18 2 3 1 - 100% (100%) 23 3 1 16 70% | 3
3 NAZINCEV [6][6][6][6] 8.5 5 2 42 26 - 1 - . . . 4 . . 4 100%)| -
4  CVETANOV 6.9 7 1 +2 0 1 - : . . . 9 . . 6 67%| 1
5 PENEV = = . 2 1 +1 1. . 4 . 75% (50%) 2 - . 2 100%)| -
6 KRASNOPEROV 6.6 16 11 +10 | 14 3 4 | 21 -  71% (52%)/ 19 1 1 10 53% | 2
8 EZHOV [4] 6 12 1 +2 9 3 . 11 1 64% (45%)| 22 1 2 12 55% | -
9 L SOSUNOV = . . S . : - . . : . . : .
10 POPOV D. = = -1 - . . .
13 L SHISHKIN e e Y e -1 . 15 1  80% (47%)
14 SOBOLEV = -4 4 : . .
16 RUKAVISHNIKOV . . S . : . : . :
17  NIKIFOROV 7 8 4 +4 1 1 2 : . . . 7 . 5 71% | 1
18 TARASOV — [ 4] . 4 2 +2 3 6 - 83% (67%)| 6 1 4 67%
BcskomaHaa 76 33 +29 | 96 10 10 | 58 2 74% (52%)[ 92 5 5 59 64% | 7
[Hab. oukm: Moy ATK Bnk Owllp
CeT1 3 14 2 6 24 3 3| 14 64% (50%)| 22 1 1 14 64% | 2
CeT 2 3 13 4 5 25 1 3|12 . 75% (33%)| 21 1 3 13 62% | 4
. ZTR ALFEROV V. CeT 3 1 14 - 7 22 3 1|20 2 75% (60%) 25 3 - 14 56% | -
/1. TREHEP Cetd | 3 18 1 3 | 25 3 3| 12 . 83% (58%)| 24 . 1 18 75% | 1
MomowHuk BYLICHEV Y.
" " Cet Oukn Mopava Mpuem ATaka Bk
MGTU" Moscow 1 2 3 45 Oy Tor BN HM Tor Ow6 Ouk ToT OW6 M3T% (OTN%)ToT Ow6 Bak Ouk Ouk% Ouk
2  PAHRONCHUK HI=l== 5.7 6 - 8 3 1 - 100% 6 1 2 6 38%
3 SAMOSHKIN [5]=[6][1] . . .2 1 - . . : . . : .
4 STRAJINIKOV —=[4][3][4] . 5 2 . 13 1 1 2 1 50% - 6 - . 4 67%
5 SAPAROV — . . .2 1. . 5 . 80% (80%)| 4 1 1 . . -
8 MOROZ [6][5][4] = 6.5 13 2 +9 0 2 - - . . . 24 - 1 11 46% | 2
9 BOYARCHUK [1][6][5][6] 6.4 16 3 +7 13 3 1 | 27 4 59% (22%)| 24 1 13 54% | 2
10 L TSAREV e e e e . . .2 . - 26 2 69% (31%) . .
12 TYUNIAEV 6.6 2 1 5 16 4 1 1 - . 3 1 2 67%]| -
13 BABANEV == [5] 6 8 1 +5 8 1 12 1 42% (17%)| 16 1 7 44% | 1
14 BAGREY . . S . - - . . . : .
15 L NIKONOROV . . C . - . . - . . - .
16 PANOV [4]— 6.1 6 2 +2 4 2 12 1 50% (17%)| 11 - 1 6 55%
17 KUNICKIY . . S . - . . : . . : .
Bcskomanga 56 11 +12 | 74 16 2 | 86 10 59% (26%)[104 3 7 49 47% | 5
\ Hab6. ouku: Moy ATk Bnk Owllp
Cer1 13 1 4 19 5 21 3 62% (38%)| 23 1 2 13 57% | 1
CeT 2 10 3 2 5 3 . 24 3 54% (17%)| 26 1 4 10 38% | 3
. ZTR Nechushkin Y. CeT 3 2 16 - 7 25 5 2|19 1 68% (32%)30 1 - 16 53% | -
Fn. Tperep echushian Cet 4 10 1 4 | 15 3 . | 22 3 55% (18%)|25 . 1 10 40% | 1
MomowHuk ZTR Makarov .
"LOKOMOTIV-IZUMRUD" Ekb ‘ "MGTU" Moscow | | B BpeiiknouHt  Ouk Oukn
OLWweEOWn6KN Bnk Bnok
Oukn R " sg KILL ON RECEPTION R " 86 Oukn M31% Mo3uTUB. +# OTNOTANYHO
Rot Diff eceptions eceptions Rot Diff :
O P | points SO 43 1st ATTACK AFTER POSITIVE RECEPTION (+#) Points SO 45 |- 2 | | H-M HaGparbie - Mpourpantbie
6 +4 | Each1.35Recept. |Errors Blo  Pts% Tot ‘ Tot Pts% Blo Errors| Each1.91 Recept. | 6 -7 HauanbHaspaccTaHoska
5 +2 1 Point 1 2 71% 42 51 51% 5 1 1 Point 5 -2 — 3ameHa
4 +4 1st ATTACK AFTER NEGATIVE RECEPTION (-) 4 +1
3 Errors Blo Pts%  Tot ‘ Tot Pts% Blo Errors 3 -15 )
2 -3 | Serve 96 0 1 67% 6 14 5% 0 1 | Serve 74 |2 -3 gc’?wl";“e: il
L +17| PontBP 33 Point BP 11 1 +2 W\?/v?/d;(t);eio'egt.com
Each 2.91 Serve ATTACK ON DIG Each 6.73 Serve -aataproject
1 Break Point Errors Blo  Pts% Tot ‘ Tot Pts% Blo Errors| 1 BreakPoint
3 2 60% 40 35  40% 2 1

Data Volley 2007 Professional - Lokomotiv EKATERINBURG




