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ATP BY COUNTRIES - STATISTICS OF 2013 SEASON
-PART | -

Date of Report': 14.12.2013
By Rubén A. Béez*

This report sets out relevant performance statistics that are presented by country of the 2013
season in the same categories as the players were analyzed in the report "TOP 100 ATP —
Statistics of Season 2013 - Gentlemen (Updated)" released on November 20", 2013.

The analysis covers the period from January 1%, 2013 to November 11", 2013. For ATP
tournaments are included the ATP World Tour 250 , 500, 1000 and the Barclays ATP World
Tour Finals, the four ( 4) Grand Slams and Davis Cup . There are not statistics contemplated
for all tournaments classifications including the Grand Slams and the ATP Challengers.

Figures are presented for each player or analyst can draw their own conclusions.

The statistics about winners, unforced errors and net points won are partial so this is the
reason that is not published in this report.

The Rankings are updated to Monday December 9, 2013

The report is presented in two parts, Part | and Part Il, displaying the same information but
sorted differently for facilitate comprehensive analysis of the statistics of the 2013 season. In
Part |, the report presents statistical information in the classic way, but this time instead of the
players report presents the performance by "countries" sorting in each category by order of
merit or demerit (in the case of double faults).

In Part Il, the report presents statistics from the 2013 season, ordered alphabetically by
country and within each country exhibit the players, with their statistics, in order of ranking.
This information is very useful for analyzing the performance by country and to observe the
contribution of each player in the performance of his respective country.

A warning is necessary regarding the calculation of the total averages in both parts, Part | and
Part Il. The averages percentage calculation of Part | of the report are the true averages, that
is to say, for computations are considered all data, the total population of data for each
country. We are talking of total country average. Instead in Part Il of the report, in the chart,
have not been exhibited total averages percentage (%) in the last row of each country
because they are just estimates of the true population values or the true averages displayed in

! Report elaboration based on data from:
Official Websites of:
www.AustralianOpen.com
www.RolandGarros.com
www.Wimbledon.com
www.USOpen.org
www.ATPWorldTour.com
www.DavisCup.com

2 Tennis Instructor (Argentine School of Tennis Instructors, Buenos Aires), Bachelor in Business Administration,
Public Accountant, Post grade’s degree in Finance Management and Capital Markets, MBA (IAE Business School,
Austral University, Argentina).

©Tennis Top 10™ — All rights reserved
www.TennisTop10.com


http://www.australianopen.com/
http://www.rolandgarros.com/
http://www.wimbledon.com/
http://www.usopen.org/
http://www.atpworldtour.com/
http://www.atpworldtour.com/
http://www.daviscup.com/

tennisCE L)

Part | of this report. The reason for this discrepancy is purely statistical; in Part | all data are
taken for the calculation of averages and in the Part Il only are considered the data in the chart
of Part Il. Here's an example.

Figure 1 shows part of the chart of the report in Part Il corresponding to France. Take for
example the efficiency of the first serve or balls in the serve zone (%). In Part | of the report we
see that the average of efficiency or balls inside the area serve of France is 59.7% on the
basis of 623 observations (all matches played by the French in 2013 in the main draws of the
tournaments) and ranked 33 (page 14) over a total of 57 countries that have actively
participated in the tournaments mentioned above. On the other hand, if we calculate the same
concept, first serve efficiency (%), but using the data of Part Il of the report (the countries chart
in alphabetical order) we see that the percentage is 59.0%. The difference between the two
estimates of 0.7% (59.7 % - 59.0 %) is due to in Part | the calculation was made on 623
observations and in Part Il only "22 observations" were taken (Only the data set forth in the
Figure 1).

Figure 1
Matzhes Service Return Service
Flankinal Played | 1zt Serve In | 1zt Serv. Won | 2nd Serve In | 2nd Serve won| 1zt Serve | 2nd Serve
FRANCE u
Richard Gasquet 3 T3 310 T 33 Sz 11 Sz
Jo-twilfried Tsonga 0 o5 B2 TE 33 S 302 47
Gilles Simon 13 G0 Y BT A ol 32 D2
Benoit Paire 26 G2 Y T ) s 47 32 435
Gael Monfils i 55 BiEs T a9: 432 32 d85
Jeremy Chardy 3d 47 BT T a7 43 28 43
Julier Benneteau 35 o1 B3 T 1 Sl 305 Sl
Micolas Mahut a0 24 53 T a0 G2 I 47
Edauard Roger-Vasselinf 52 43 B3 T 33 S05 29 45
Adrian Mannarino o3 25 G TO 1 ol 245 ol
Kenny De Schepper ad 23 G T2 a5 ol 245 425
Michael Llodra 05 26 B T a9 53 29 s
Stephane Robert 1= 4 BT Taw 1% 43 28 S5
Marc Gicquel 120 5 X B 2} v 455 163 465
Paul-Henri Mathieu 123 25 S T a0 485 24 47
Guillaume Rufin 137 21 S5 T a0 432 20 G2
Pierre-Hugues Herbert 151 3 e T Fataies 43 26 47
Maxime Teixeira 133 1 B2 G aa KT 35 o6
Lucas Pouille 203 5 Sia A5 At Sia 22 6%
Flarant Serra 217 4 Sd BT 7 dE% 21 47
Albanc Olivetti 243 3 B o are 465 13 425
Joszelin Ouanna 300 2 o3 T T3 43 25 4>
Total 623 59,0 T1.0: 0,0 49,05 27,0 48,4

In Part | we calculated the population average, is the true parameter and in Part Il was
calculated the average of the averages. As the number of matches is getting bigger, the
average calculated in Part Il will go closer and closer to the true population parameter that the
percentages set out in Part | of this report. In the case of France and Germany the differences
are statistically non-significant. Anyway, | decided not to put in Part 2 averages services,
returns, break points saved and won for this reason, although the differences are small. The
numbers listed in Part Il for “each player” are population averages (Have been taken into
account all played matches or observations to calculate them).

In summary, Part | shows the averages to be considered for each country, while Part Il
illustrates the individual averages to consider for each player and the contribution made to
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conform to the statistics of each country. The latter can be compared with the previous report
released on November 20", 2013:

www.tennistop10.com/articles/ATPTop100-Season2013 English.pdf

If you reader want to calculate the average, in Part Il (Chart), please note mentioned above
and only consider it as a good approximation but know that is not the "true" average is a
biased average, is only an acceptable estimation with a statistically non-significant difference
in most cases. This will depend on the dispersion of data about their true mean.

We introduce another example with the same considerations as above (Figure 2). In this case,
Germany where 23 players participated in 2013 season and played a total of 377 matches. We
note that in the case of Germany with regard of France, presents a bigger difference between
Part | and Part Il of the report. Germany it seems to be a little more "volatile" in the analyzed
areas, except the return of the 1% service where Germany has only a difference of 0.4%
versus 2.3% in France (Figure 3).

In short, while more regular are the players on their shots during the season, smaller will be
the statistical differences between Part | and Part Il. By regular we understand that statistically
the players get a percentage (%) similar compared to the average of each category of shot (In
statistics is called standard deviation of the difference between the average and each
observation). For example, if a "regular" player has had an efficiency of the 1% serve of 62 %
on average during the season; it is assumed that the rate that he will get on average will be
around that number. However, if the player gets different results once serves 55%, another
68%, another 45%, and so on, it says that the player is irregular. Exactly the same concept is
applicable to the performance of the countries that is not more than the sum of the
performance of individual players. Anyway, this report presents an outline of the overall
performance by country and players. Further deepest study is required to analyze the
performance of each player in particular, but this would lead to a report of other technical
features and dedication, but nothing escapes the numbers. A player could have not been
played a particular day as he always does, but in a great amount of matches always will reveal
his trend and his performance over a certain period of time. The statistical profile of each
player and country is the true performance throughout the season. In these two examples, we
could say that France observes greater regularity among its players "on average" as a country.
Of course, there might be a German tennis player that is more regular than all the French
players together, but on average France is more regular than Germany. But again, the
differences are statistically non-significant. In other words, to say that the average return of the
1% serve is 29% or 27% for a player or for a country in a year does not affect the analysis or
the trend, except if the analyst is a quantum physicist.

The weighting is given by the number of matches played for each player in the 2013 season. It
is not the same in case of Part Il where players have the same weight (regardless of how
many matches they have played in the season) in the calculation of the efficiency of the 1%
serve of 59.0 % for France so the total sum of the column "1 Serve In" is divided by "22 ".
Instead, the same concept calculated in Part | was divided by 623.

In Figure 2 you can see the averages of the serves corresponding to Part Il of the report of
Germany. Comments on Germany are the same as for France (Figure 1).
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Figure 2
Matches Service Return Service
F!ankinal Played | 1zt Serve In | 15t Serw. Won | 2nd Serve In | 2nd Serve Wan| 1zt Serve | 2nd Serve
GERMANY -
Tommy Haas 12 Ga B T 21 bl S I g8
Philipp Kohlschreiber 22 57 L oM a5 S 20 435
Flariar Mayer 40 a5 B3 B35 34 ol K1r 48
Daniel Brands od 47 BT T a2 X 25 47
Tobiaz Kamke T4 33 B0 B a3 4324 a0 Y
Benjamin Becker T3 23 a7 T 2 48 24 47
Julian Reister ik 3 T B5 a0z 4324 Al 4624
Jarn-Lennard Struff 07 13 B T a3 432 25 o3
Dhaztin Brown M g B3 T a3 432 25 4324
Michazl Berrer 143 S BS54 T g 422 K174 4324
Matthizs Bachinger 153 g ST B A 4Bz 25 qE2;
Peter Gojowczyk 162 2 o3 T a3 ol 2T o
Cedril-Marcel Stebe GG o G55 G 365 =1 28 43
Mischa Zverey 176 3 B B 30z 423 30 S0
Andreaz Beck 156 2 93 B3 g3: 432 3T 44z
Philipp Petzschner 205 g S8 G 33 482 30 452
Bastian Knittel 270 1 S B T s 22w 47
Bijorn Phau 3 a X B3 S 47 25 455
Mil= Langer 368 3 i Tu av S0 263 41
Keuin Krawietz 403 1 oo T 2 d6 200 B
Rabin Kern 412 1 B3 BT av B35 25 g
Alerander Zverey a0a 1 35 S0 TaM 24 a0 36
Christopher Kas S0-0 1 ol o 0% S 23 20
Total 37T 29,0 66,2 89,9 48,33 26,05 46,33

Figure 3 gives a summary of all that was commented above. Remember that for the statistical
analysis of the total percentages by countries we consider "only" statistics of Part | of the
report and to analyze the performance and contribution of each player to his country must
analyze the Part Il of the report. Observe that the statistics of France and Germany are very
similar. They are around the world average (Figure 4) in both Parts of the report (I and II).

Figure 3
FRANCE, 623 matches played, 22 players PART | PART Il Difference
1*! Serve In - Balls inside the senvice zone 59 7% 59.0% 0.7%
2™ Semve In - Balls inside the semrvice zone 91.0% 90.0% 1.0%
1% Serve Points Won 72.1% 71.0% 1.1%
2™ Serve Paints Waon 50.3% 49.0% 1.3%
1% Return Points Won 23.3% 27 0% 2.3%
2™ Return Points Won 49 4% 48 4% 1.0%
GERMANY, 377 maiches played, 23 players PART | PART Il Difference
1% Serve In - Balls inside the service zone 61.2% 59 0% 2.2%
2™ Semve In - Balls inside the service zone 92.3% 89.9% 2.4%
1% Serve Points Won 71.3% 68_29% 31%
2™ Semwve Points Waon 51.3% 48.3% 3.0%
1% Return Puoints Won 28.4% 28.0% 0.4%
2™ Return Points Wan 48.3% 46.3% 2.0%
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Figure 4

GLOBAL STATISTICS - 2013 SEASON

tennisCE L)

Other information that | found interesting are the global parameters of the 2013 season (Figure
4). Again, we have considered the tournaments ATP World Tour 250, 500, 1000 and the
Barclays ATP World Tour Finals, the four (4) Grand Slams and Davis Cup. There are not
statistics contemplated for all tournaments classifications including the Grand Slams and the
ATP Challengers. The data in percent (%) are population averages (All the tournaments data
in each category).

Total matches played

Tiebreaks

Aces

Double Faults

1*! Serve In - Balls inside the semvice zone
2™ Samve In - Balls inside the semice zone
1% Serve Points Won

2™ Serve Points Won

Break Points Saved

Break Points Waon

1%! Return Points Won

2™ Return Points Won

2,700
1,151
32,845
15,746

60.6%
91.8%
71.3%

50.6%
60.7%
39.3%

28.7%
43.4%
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Tiebreaks®
Pos. Country Played Matches Won Lost Total Won/Total %
1 Spain 743 151 120 271 56%
2 France 623 137 139 276 50%
3 United States 347 96 94 190 51%
4 Germany 377 76 83 159 48%
5 Argentina 317 74 67 141 52%
6 Russia 247 48 46 94 51%
7 Australia 175 47 34 81 58%
8 Croatia 142 43 35 78 55%
9 Czech Republic 204 38 43 81 47%
10 Canada 132 37 43 80 46%
11 Serbia 178 37 33 70 53%
12 Switzerland 153 34 33 67 51%
13 Italy 224 32 37 69 46%
14 Poland 94 26 22 48 54%
15 Netherlands 122 24 26 50 48%
16 Great Britain 70 20 17 37 54%
17 South Africa 61 19 16 35 54%
18 Slovenia 85 17 21 38 45%
19 Ukraine 80 16 15 31 52%
20 Belgium 97 15 24 39 38%
21 Japan 93 15 15 30 50%
22 Finland 57 14 13 27 52%
23 Latvia 50 13 10 23 57%
24 Romania 57 12 15 27 44%
25 Slovakia 67 12 12 24 50%
26 Uzbekistan 59 11 13 24 46%
27 Brazil 46 10 13 23 43%
28 Austria 75 9 17 26 35%
29 Bulgaria 58 9 13 22 41%
30 Colombia 79 9 15 24 38%
31 Kazakhstan 28 8 6 14 57%
32 Chinese Taipei 38 7 8 15 47%
33 Lithuania 27 7 6 13 54%
34 Cyprus 36 6 14 20 30%
35 India 29 5 7 12 42%
36 Israel 22 4 6 10 40%
37 Luxembourg 10 3 3 6 50%
38 Bosnia and Herzegovina 5 2 1 3 67%

* Remember not to compare the total sum of the "Total" column of this chart with the total tiebreaks in Figure 4.
In this chart it should take the tiebreaks won (1,151) or lost (1,151) for compare to the 1,151 of the Figure 4. You
also reach the 1,151 tiebreaks summing the column of tiebreaks won of Part Il or by summing the lost tiebreaks
column. The Total column of tiebreaks in Part Il is only to compute (horizontally) total tiebreaks won and lost by
country and players, but this column should not be calculated vertically for all countries because the amount of
tiebreaks played will be duplicated.

©Tennis Top 10™ — All rights reserved
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Tiebreaks®
Pos. Country Played Matches Won Lost Total Won/Total %
39 Chile 6 2 1 3 67%
40 Uruguay 6 2 1 3 67%
41 Hungary 2 1 0 1 100%
42 Morocco 2 1 0 1 100%
43 Portugal 34 1 4 5 20%
44 Sweden 7 1 3 4 25%
45 China 6 0 2 2 0%
46 Denmark 2 0 0 0 0%
47 Dominican Republic 2 0 0 0 0%
48 Ecuador 6 0 2 2 0%
49 Egypt 2 0 0 0 0%
50 Estonia 7 0 1 1 0%
51 Korea Republic of 2 0 0 0 0%
52 Mexico 3 0 2 2 0%
53 Monaco 1 0 0 0 0%
54 New Zealand 1 0 0 0 0%
55 Qatar 2 0 0 0 0%
56 Thailand 1 0 0 0 0%
57 Tunisia 1 0 0 0 0%
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ACES
Pos. Country Played Matches Aces Aces per Match
1 France 623 4153 7
2 Spain 743 3407 5
3 United States 347 3117 ©
4 Germany 377 2151 6
5 Canada 132 1614 12
6 Croatia 142 1398 10
7 Argentina 317 1384 4
8 Czech Republic 204 1348 7
9 Australia 175 1200 7
10 Russia 247 1188 5
11 Serbia 178 1152 6
12 Switzerland 153 1005 7
13 Netherlands 122 876 7
14 Poland 94 838 9
15 Italy 224 732 3
16 South Africa 61 653 11
17 Slovenia 85 572 7
18 Ukraine 80 509 6
19 Great Britain 70 476 7
20 Belgium 97 474 5
21 Bulgaria 58 469 8
22 Latvia 50 390 8
23 Slovakia 67 385 6
24 Uzbekistan 59 373 6
25 Colombia 79 359 5
26 Austria 75 354 5
27 Japan 93 293 3
28 Cyprus 36 275 8
29 Romania 57 225 4
30 Brazil 46 224 5
31 Finland 57 186 3
32 Lithuania 27 164 6
33 Chinese Taipei 38 151 4
34 India 29 139 5
35 Kazakhstan 28 132 5
36 Luxembourg 10 112 11
37 Portugal 34 85 3
38 Israel 22 55 3
39 Uruguay 6 36 6
40 Sweden 7 34 5
41 Chile 6 29 5
42 Bosnia and Herzegovina 5 25 5
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ACES
Pos. Country Played Matches Aces Aces per Match
43 Estonia 7 25 4
44 Ecuador 6 20 3
45 China 6 15 3
46 Hungary 2 11 6
47 Egypt 2 8 4
48 Mexico 3 5 2
49 Denmark 2 4 2
50 Dominican Republic 2 4 2
51 Morocco 2 3 2
52 Thailand 1 3 3
53 New Zealand 1 2 2
54 Tunisia 1 2 2
55 Monaco 1 1 1
56 Korea Republic of 2 0 0
57 Qatar 2 0 0
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DOUBLE FAULTS

Pos. Country Played Matches D. Faults DF per Match
1  Spain 743 2063 3
2 France 623 2044 3
3 United States 347 1061 3
4  Germany 377 996 3
5 Argentina 317 826 3
6 Russia 247 743 3
7 ltaly 224 655 3
8  Australia 175 547 3
9  Czech Republic 204 546 3
10 Canada 132 489 4
11 Poland 94 428 5
12  Croatia 142 416 3
13  Switzerland 153 368 2
14  Serbia 178 354 2
15 Belgium 97 351 4
16  Netherlands 122 299 2
17 Slovenia 85 280 3
18 Japan 93 275 3
19  Ukraine 80 237 3
20  Austria 75 227 3
21 Slovakia 67 226 3
22 Colombia 79 197 2
23 South Africa 61 183 3
24 Latvia 50 182 4
25  Great Britain 70 167 2
26  Bulgaria 58 164 3
27  Cyprus 36 155 4
28 Brazil 46 131 3
29 Finland 57 125 2
30 Lithuania 27 121 4
31 Chinese Taipei 38 120 3

32 Uzbekistan 59 117 2
33 Romania 57 102 2
34  Portugal 34 81 2
35 Israel 22 78 4
36 Kazakhstan 28 74 3
37 India 29 59 2
38 Luxembourg 10 35 4
39 Sweden 7 32 5

40  Estonia 7 31 4

41  Ecuador 6 25 4

42  Uruguay 6 24 4
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Pos. Country Played Matches D. Faults DF per Match
43  Chile 6 23 4
44  China 6 23 4
45  Bosnia and Herzegovina 5 11 2
46  Hungary 2 9 5
47  Dominican Republic 2 9 5
48  Thailand 1 8 8
49  Morocco 2 7 4
50 Mexico 3 5 2
51 Denmark 2 5 3
52 Monaco 1 4 4
53 Qatar 2 3 2
54  Egypt 2 2 1
55 Tunisia 1 2 2
56 Korea Republic of 2 1 1
57 New Zealand 1 0 0
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1°** SERVE EFFICIENCY (Average) - Balls inside the serve zone

Pos. Country Played Matches Efficiency
1 Mexico 3 73,3%
2 Monaco 1 68,0%
3 Egypt 2 67,5%
4 Romania 57 67,0%
5 Finland 57 65,0%
6 Ecuador 6 64,5%
7 Israel 22 64,2%
8 Argentina 317 64,1%
9 Korea Republic of 2 64,0%
10 Denmark 2 63,5%
11  Austria 75 63,0%
12  South Africa 61 62,8%
13  Uzbekistan 59 62,7%
14  Great Britain 70 62,7%
15 Chinese Taipei 38 62,6%
16 China 6 62,5%
17 Bosnia and Herzegovina 5 62,0%
18 Qatar 2 62,0%
19 Serbia 178 61,9%
20 Bulgaria 58 61,3%
21 Chile 6 61,3%
22 Russia 247 61,3%
23 Spain 743 61,2%
24  Germany 377 61,2%
25 Latvia 50 60,7%
26  Switzerland 153 60,7%
27 Poland 94 60,4%
28  ltaly 224 60,4%
29 United States 347 60,3%
30 Portugal 34 60,2%
31 Japan 93 60,1%
32 Czech Republic 204 59,9%
33 France 623 59,7%
34 Canada 132 59,5%
35 Colombia 79 59,5%
36 Netherlands 122 59,3%
37 Croatia 142 59,1%
38 Australia 175 58,8%
39 Belgium 97 58,8%
40 Luxembourg 10 58,8%
41  Brazil 46 58,6%
42 India 29 58,6%
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1°** SERVE EFFICIENCY (Average) - Balls inside the serve zone

Pos. Country Played Matches Efficiency
43  Slovenia 85 58,5%
44  Kazakhstan 28 58,0%
45  Hungary 2 58,0%
46  New Zealand 1 58,0%
47 Sweden 7 57,7%
48  Uruguay 6 57,7%
49  Estonia 7 56,6%
50 Ukraine 80 55,9%
51 Slovakia 67 55,7%
52 Lithuania 27 54,6%
53 Morocco 2 53,5%
54  Dominican Republic 2 53,0%
55 Cyprus 36 52,7%
56 Thailand 1 52,0%
57 Tunisia 48,0%

©Tennis Top 10™ — All rights reserved
www.TennisTop10.com



16

tennisCE L)

2"! SERVE EFFICIENCY (Average) - Balls inside the service zone

Pos. Country Played Matches Efficiency
1 New Zealand 1 100,0%
2 Korea Republic of 2 97,5%
3 Tunisia 1 95,5%
4  India 29 94,1%
5 Serbia 178 94,1%
6 Romania 57 93,8%
7 Uzbekistan 59 93,8%
8 Switzerland 153 93,2%
9 Egypt 2 93,1%
10 Netherlands 122 93,1%
11  Finland 57 92,9%
12 Great Britain 70 92,8%
13  Portugal 34 92,8%
14  Kazakhstan 28 92,7%
15 Colombia 79 92,7%
16  Czech Republic 204 92,6%
17 Brazil 46 92,4%
18  Ukraine 80 92,3%
19 Germany 377 92,3%
20  Spain 743 92,1%
21 Bosnia and Herzegovina 5 92,0%
22 United States 347 91,9%
23  Argentina 317 91,9%
24  Australia 175 91,9%
25 Morocco 2 91,8%
26  Uruguay 6 91,7%
27 Croatia 142 91,5%
28 Slovakia 67 91,4%
29 Russia 247 91,3%
30 Slovenia 85 91,3%
31 ltaly 224 91,2%
32 Bulgaria 58 91,2%
33 Japan 93 91,0%
34  France 623 91,0%
35 Chinese Taipei 38 90,9%
36  South Africa 61 90,8%
37 Austria 75 90,8%
38 Canada 132 90,5%
39 Luxembourg 10 90,3%
40 Latvia 50 90,3%
41  Cyprus 36 90,2%
42  Belgium 97 90,2%
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2" SERVE EFFICIENCY (Average) - Balls inside the service zone

Pos. Country Played Matches Efficiency
43  Lithuania 27 90,2%
44  Estonia 7 90,1%
45 Qatar 2 90,0%
46  lIsrael 22 89,9%
47  Chile 6 89,8%
48 Sweden 7 89,2%
49 Denmark 2 89,2%
50 Poland 94 88,8%
51 Mexico 3 88,8%
52  China 6 88,4%
53  Hungary 2 88,0%
54  Dominican Republic 2 87,8%
55 Ecuador 6 87,8%
56 Monaco 1 86,7%
57 Thailand 1 70,4%

©Tennis Top 10™ — All rights reserved
www.TennisTop10.com



18

1* SERVE POINTS WON (Average)
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Pos. Country Played Matches 1*Serv. W
1 Egypt 2 78,9%
2 Canada 132 77,5%
3 Latvia 50 76,4%
4 Bulgaria 58 76,1%
5  South Africa 61 75,7%
6 Luxembourg 10 75,3%
7  Cyprus 36 74,9%
8 Croatia 142 74,9%
9  Switzerland 153 74,4%
10 Poland 94 73,4%
11 Great Britain 70 73,3%
12  United States 347 73,3%
13 Serbia 178 73,2%
14  Lithuania 27 73,2%
15 Czech Republic 204 72,9%
16 Netherlands 122 72,6%
17  Ukraine 80 72,5%
18 France 623 72,1%
19 Kazakhstan 28 72,0%
20 Uzbekistan 59 72,0%
21 Germany 377 71,3%
22 Slovenia 85 71,1%
23  Australia 175 71,0%
24 Dominican Republic 2 70,6%
25 Chile 6 70,6%
26  Spain 743 70,4%
27 New Zealand 1 70,0%
28 Russia 247 69,6%
29 Chinese Taipei 38 69,5%
30 Uruguay 6 69,3%
31 Argentina 317 69,1%
32 Slovakia 67 68,9%
33  Hungary 2 68,7%
34 Japan 93 68,6%
35 Bosnia and Herzegovina 5 68,5%
36 Colombia 79 68,4%
37 Brazil 46 68,2%
38 Austria 75 68,2%
39 Belgium 97 67,7%
40 Finland 57 67,6%
41 Romania 57 67,5%
42 India 29 67,3%
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1** SERVE POINTS WON (Average)
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Pos. Country Played Matches 1*Serv. W
43 Sweden 7 67,0%
44  ltaly 224 66,9%
45 China 6 66,7%
46  Portugal 34 66,4%
47  Estonia 7 65,7%
48 Ecuador 6 65,2%
49  |[srael 22 63,9%
50 Morocco 2 62,8%
51 Tunisia 1 61,5%
52 Thailand 1 57,1%
53 Mexico 3 55,0%
54  Korea Republic of 2 53,1%
55 Denmark 2 51,3%
56 Monaco 1 42,1%
57 Qatar 2 28,3%
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2"! SERVE POINTS WON (Average)
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Pos. Country Played Matches 2" Serv. W
1 Switzerland 153 54,4%
2  South Africa 61 53,6%
3  Serbia 178 53,5%
4  Chile 6 53,3%
5 Croatia 142 52,7%
6 Cyprus 36 52,1%
7 Lithuania 27 52,1%
8 Uzbekistan 59 51,9%
9 Hungary 2 51,7%
10 Spain 743 51,5%
11 Great Britain 70 51,5%
12  Argentina 317 51,3%
13 Germany 377 51,3%
14 Canada 132 51,3%
15 Bulgaria 58 51,2%
16 India 29 51,1%
17 Chinese Taipei 38 51,0%
18 Brazil 46 50,9%
19 Finland 57 50,8%
20 Ecuador 6 50,6%
21 Czech Republic 204 50,4%
22  France 623 50,3%
23 Belgium 97 50,2%
24  United States 347 50,1%
25 Bosnia and Herzegovina 5 50,0%
26  Russia 247 49,8%
27 China 6 49,7%
28 Australia 175 49,7%
29 Japan 93 49,6%
30 Colombia 79 49,6%
31 Sweden 7 49,4%
32 ltaly 224 49,4%
33  Austria 75 49,3%
34 Morocco 2 49,3%
35 Kazakhstan 28 49,1%
36 Latvia 50 48,9%
37 Poland 94 48,8%
38 Netherlands 122 48,8%
39 Ukraine 80 48,6%
40 Romania 57 48,5%
41  Portugal 34 48,1%
42  Slovenia 85 48,0%
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2"! SERVE POINTS WON (Average)

tennisCE L)

Pos. Country Played Matches 2" serv. W
43  Slovakia 67 48,0%
44  Tunisia 1 47,6%
45 Denmark 46,5%
46  Luxembourg 10 46,2%
47 Monaco 1 46,2%
48  Uruguay 6 45,7%
49  Egypt 2 45,7%
50 Korea Republic of 2 45,7%
51 Israel 22 45,1%
52 Mexico 3 42,9%
53 Estonia 7 42,3%
54  Dominican Republic 2 38,3%
55 Qatar 2 26,9%
56 New Zealand 1 23,8%
57 Thailand 1 21,1%
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24 top10 |

BREAK POINTS SAVED

Pos. Country Played Matches BKP Saved Total BKP BKP S%
1  Spain 743 3047 5020 61%
2 France 623 2601 4197 62%
3  United States 347 1520 2446 62%
4 Germany 377 1476 2448 60%
5 Argentina 317 1284 2181 59%
6  Russia 247 1159 1873 62%
7 ltaly 224 1030 1773 58%
8  Czech Republic 204 822 1321 62%
9  Australia 175 785 1313 60%
10 Serbia 178 697 1104 63%
11  Switzerland 153 559 865 65%
12 Croatia 142 511 834 61%
13  Netherlands 122 498 816 61%
14 Canada 132 492 756 65%
15 Belgium 97 444 773 57%
16  Poland 94 411 679 61%
17 Slovenia 85 381 646 59%
18 Slovakia 67 354 575 62%
19 Japan 93 338 621 54%
20  Austria 75 326 554 59%
21 Colombia 79 298 543 55%
22 Ukraine 80 297 533 56%
23  Great Britain 70 294 449 65%
24 Uzbekistan 59 261 393 66%
25 Finland 57 232 397 58%
26 Llatvia 50 225 329 68%
27  South Africa 61 222 338 66%
28  Brazil 46 210 372 56%
29 Romania 57 204 357 57%
30 Bulgaria 58 173 287 60%
31 India 29 171 259 66%
32 Portugal 34 156 268 58%
33 Cyprus 36 148 230 64%
34  Chinese Taipei 38 145 256 57%
35 Lithuania 27 129 196 66%
36 Israel 22 120 229 52%
37 Kazakhstan 28 111 197 56%
38 Estonia 7 46 74 62%
39  Uruguay 6 43 68 63%

40 Sweden 7 42 62 68%
41 Luxembourg 10 36 63 57%
42  China 6 29 50 58%
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tennisCE L)

BREAK POINTS SAVED

Pos. Country Played Matches BKP Saved Total BKP BKP S%
43  Ecuador 6 28 47 60%
44 Bosnia and Herzegovina 5 27 40 68%
45  Chile 6 22 38 58%
46  Mexico 3 17 29 59%
47  Dominican Republic 2 11 18 61%
48 Morocco 2 10 20 50%
49 Denmark 2 9 18 50%
50 Korea Republic of 2 8 16 50%
51 Hungary 2 6 12 50%
52 Tunisia 1 6 11 55%
53 Thailand 1 6 11 55%
54  Egypt 2 5 9 56%
55 Qatar 2 4 16 25%
56 Monaco 1 3 10 30%
57 New Zealand 1 2 6 33%
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1* RETURN POINTS WON (Average)

tennisCE L)

Pos. Country Played Matches 1* Ret. PW
1 Egypt 2 34,7%
2 Dominican Republic 2 33,3%
3 Monaco 1 32,0%
4 Great Britain 70 31,9%
5 Hungary 2 31,7%
6  Serbia 178 31,6%
7 Switzerland 153 31,3%
8 Latvia 50 31,3%
9  Portugal 34 31,1%
10 Spain 743 30,5%
11 Mexico 3 30,4%
12 Chinese Taipei 38 30,4%
13 ltaly 224 30,0%
14  Bulgaria 58 29,5%
15 France 623 29,3%
16  Czech Republic 204 29,2%
17 Japan 93 28,9%
18 Argentina 317 28,9%
19 Russia 247 28,9%
20 Belgium 97 28,9%
21 Slovenia 85 28,5%
22  Germany 377 28,4%
23  Ukraine 80 28,3%
24  Colombia 79 28,1%
25 Austria 75 28,1%
26  Slovakia 67 28,0%
27 South Africa 61 27,9%
28 Canada 132 27,9%
29 Poland 94 27,7%
30 Uruguay 6 27,7%
31 Kazakhstan 28 27,5%
32 Croatia 142 27,4%
33 Lithuania 27 27,2%
34 Israel 22 27,1%
35 Netherlands 122 27,1%
36 Australia 175 27,1%
37 Morocco 2 27,1%
38 Finland 57 27,0%
39 Chile 6 27,0%
40 Uzbekistan 59 26,8%
41 India 29 26,6%
42 Romania 57 25,7%
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tennisCE L)

1* RETURN POINTS WON (Average)

Pos. Country Played Matches 1* Ret. PW
43  United States 347 25,3%
44  Cyprus 36 25,2%
45  Ecuador 6 24,7%
46  Brazil 46 24,7%
47 Bosnia and Herzegovina 5 24,5%
48 Qatar 2 23,7%
49 Sweden 7 23,5%
50 China 6 23,2%
51 Estonia 7 22,3%
52  Luxembourg 10 22,1%
53 Denmark 2 22,1%
54  Korea Republic of 2 19,0%
55 Tunisia 1 16,7%
56 New Zealand 1 14,8%
57 Thailand 1 8,7%
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2" RETURN POINTS WON (Average)

tennisCE L)

Pos. Country Played Matches 2" Ret. PW
1 Egypt 2 55,6%
2 Ecuador 6 55,6%
3 Great Britain 70 52,9%
4  Finland 57 52,9%
5 Dominican Republic 2 52,5%
6 Japan 93 52,2%
7  Serbia 178 51,8%
8 Hungary 2 51,7%
9 Denmark 2 51,5%
10 India 29 51,4%
11  Spain 743 51,3%
12 Monaco 1 51,1%
13  Chinese Taipei 38 51,1%
14  Czech Republic 204 51,0%
15 ltaly 224 51,0%
16  Belgium 97 50,7%
17 Argentina 317 50,5%
18 Kazakhstan 28 50,4%
19 Latvia 50 50,2%
20 Switzerland 153 50,0%
21 Korea Republic of 2 50,0%
22  Russia 247 49,6%
23  France 623 49,4%
24  Slovakia 67 49,3%
25 Australia 175 49,3%
26  Lithuania 27 49,0%
27  Cyprus 36 48,8%
28 Colombia 79 48,6%
29 Netherlands 122 48,6%
30 Slovenia 85 48,5%
31 Portugal 34 48,5%
32 Chile 6 48,4%
33 Germany 377 48,3%
34 Bulgaria 58 48,1%
35 Qatar 2 47,8%
36 Austria 75 47,7%
37 lsrael 22 47,6%
38 Croatia 142 47,3%
39 Ukraine 80 47,2%
40 United States 347 47,2%
41  Uzbekistan 59 47,2%
42  South Africa 61 47,1%
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2" RETURN POINTS WON (Average)

tennisCE L)

Pos. Country Played Matches 2" Ret. PW
43  Poland 94 46,1%
44  Brazil 46 46,1%
45  Estonia 7 45,6%
46 Canada 132 45,5%
47  Luxembourg 10 44,9%
48 Sweden 7 44,6%
49 Romania 57 44,4%
50 Uruguay 6 43,3%
51 China 6 40,7%
52  Bosnia and Herzegovina 5 39,5%
53 Mexico 3 35,7%
54  Morocco 2 35,5%
55 Tunisia 1 33,3%
56 New Zealand 1 30,8%
57 Thailand 1 22,2%
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24 top10 |

BREAK POINTS WON

Pos. Country Played Matches BKP Won  Total BKP BKP Won%
1 Spain 743 2269 5551 41%
2 France 623 1707 4372 39%
3 Germany 377 949 2465 38%
4  Argentina 317 900 2203 41%
5  United States 347 769 2091 37%
6 Iltaly 224 674 1655 41%
7 Russia 247 673 1705 39%
8 Serbia 178 593 1447 41%
9  Czech Republic 204 562 1432 39%
10 Switzerland 153 467 1191 39%
11  Australia 175 461 1204 38%
12 Croatia 142 339 823 41%
13 Canada 132 304 872 35%
14  Netherlands 122 296 729 41%
15 Japan 93 278 669 42%
16 Belgium 97 268 653 41%
17  Great Britain 70 244 564 43%
18 Poland 94 232 618 38%
19 Slovenia 85 221 561 39%
20 Colombia 79 194 507 38%
21  Ukraine 80 185 502 37%
22 Austria 75 183 506 36%
23 Finland 57 171 403 42%
24 Slovakia 67 162 434 37%
25 Latvia 50 151 344 44%
26  Bulgaria 58 144 377 38%
27  South Africa 61 140 398 35%
28  Uzbekistan 59 135 350 39%
29 Chinese Taipei 38 116 302 38%
30 Portugal 34 97 234 41%
31 Romania 57 90 288 31%
32  Brazil 46 84 257 33%
33 Cyprus 36 83 240 35%
34  Kazakhstan 28 78 173 45%
35 India 29 77 203 38%
36 Lithuania 27 62 197 31%
37 Israel 22 61 169 36%
38 Ecuador 6 16 33 48%
39 Estonia 7 16 37 43%
40 Chile 6 15 35 43%
41 Luxembourg 10 13 45 29%
42  Sweden 7 13 38 34%
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BREAK POINTS WON

Pos. Country Played Matches BKP Won  Total BKP BKP Won%
43  Uruguay 6 13 35 37%
44  Egypt 2 8 13 62%
45 China 6 8 21 38%
46  Hungary 2 6 15 40%
47  Bosnia and Herzegovina 5 6 21 29%
48 Dominican Republic 2 5 13 38%
49 Monaco 1 4 11 36%
50 Morocco 2 4 9 44%
51 Mexico 3 3 9 33%
52 Denmark 2 2 9 22%
53 Qatar 2 2 6 33%
54  Korea Republic of 2 1 5 20%
55  Tunisia 1 1 2 50%
56 New Zealand 1 0 0 0%
57 Thailand 1 0 0 0%
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tennisCE L)

MATCH TIME (Hours)

Pos. Country Played Matches Time/Hs.
1  Spain 743 1318 hs. 48 m.
2 France 624 1081 hs. 36 m.
3  Germany 377 626 hs. 54 m.
4  United States 347 616 hs. 18 m.
5 Argentina 317 579 hs. 18 m.
6 Russia 247 433 hs. 42 m.
7  ltaly 223 382 hs. 06 m.
8  Czech Republic 204 353 hs. 24 m.
9 Serbia 178 337 hs. 32 m.
10 Australia 175 317 hs. 18 m.
11 Switzerland 153 268 hs. 48 m.
12 Canada 132 247 hs. 36 m.
13  Croatia 142 245 hs. 12 m.
14  Netherlands 122 201 hs. 24 m.
15 Poland 94 176 hs. 18 m.
16  Belgium 97 170 hs. 54 m.
17 Japan 93 155 hs. 12 m.
18 Slovenia 85 151 hs. 42 m.
19 Great Britain 70 135 hs. 24 m.
20 Austria 75 130 hs. 30 m.
21 Colombia 79 128 hs. 18 m.
22 Ukraine 80 126 hs. 24 m.
23 Slovakia 67 114 hs. 30 m.
24 South Africa 61 111 hs. 24 m.
25  Uzbekistan 59 98 hs. 36 m.
26  Finland 57 96 hs. 48 m.
27  Bulgaria 58 90 hs. 54 m.
28 Romania 57 89 hs. 54 m.
29 Latvia 50 89 hs. 24 m.
30 Brazil 46 84 hs. 12 m.
31 Chinese Taipei 38 68 hs. 48 m.
32 Cyprus 36 64 hs. 30 m.
33  Portugal 34 57 hs. 00 m.
34 India 29 52 hs. 24 m.
35 Kazakhstan 28 51 hs. 06 m.
36 Lithuania 27 44 hs. 54 m.
37 Israel 22 43 hs. 00 m.
38 Luxembourg 10 16 hs. 18 m.
39 Uruguay 6 13 hs. 30 m.
40 Sweden 7 12 hs. 18 m.
41  Estonia 7 11 hs. 42 m.
42  Chile 6 11 hs. 24 m.
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tennisCE L)

MATCH TIME (Hours)

Pos. Country Played Matches Time/Hs.

43  Ecuador 6 10 hs. 30 m.
44  China 6 10 hs. 00 m.
45  Bosnia and Herzegovina 5 06 hs. 54 m.
46  Mexico 3 04 hs. 24 m.
47  Morocco 2 03 hs. 24 m.
48  Hungary 2 03 hs. 06 m.
49  Dominican Republic 2 02 hs. 42 m.
50 Egypt 2 02 hs. 24 m.
51 Korea Republic of 2 02 hs. 12 m.
52  Denmark 2 02 hs. 00 m.
53 Monaco 1 01 hs. 54 m.
54  Tunisia 1 01 hs. 30 m.
55 Qatar 2 01 hs. 30 m.
56 New Zealand 1 01 hs. 00 m.
57 Thailand 1 00 hs. 42 m.
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