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Corner kicks are usually done in a simplest manner 
– directing the ball into central space in front of 
opponent's goal – that is because the team 
performing the corner kick is at risk of leaving their 
own goal door unattended. Since there is a large 
number of both offense and defense players 
present, there is a certain possibility that corner 
kick (cross from corner kick) will become a goal 
score if the offense team has good quality crosses 
executives and jumpers. As in a corner kick, the 
crosses from direct or indirect kick are performed 
when the opponent's defense players break the 
rules, leaving the possibility for the offense team to 
go for the cross from the given situation. Data 
shows that 10% of crosses are done from direct 
and indirect kicks. In order to perform crosses from 
situations mentioned, we need to conform to spatial 
component of the play – the restart of the match 
needs to happen closer to team's own goal door.  
 
If the match is stopped closer to team's own goal 
door, a short playoff is usually utilized. For crosses 
from direct and indirect kicks we apply similar rules 
as for corner kicks – the offense team needs to 
have players specialized for performing and 
realization of crosses. Through a good cooperation 
of those players crosses can be efficiently 
performed from mentioned game stops. The 
advantage of crosses from game stop (corner, 
direct, indirect kick) is the fact that the ball remains 
still so the performer faces an easier task – there is 
no disturbance by the opponent defense player. On 
the other hand, crosses from play, since it is not 
performed dynamically, is a greater surprise factor 
for opponent defense players, since defense players 
have an easier time foreseeing the opponent's 
offense action from game stops. In training, teams 
should equally work on crosses from all aspects of 
the play. Image 3 shows efficiency of different 
types of crosses. Most of them are performed from 
play so it can be expected they have a lower 
efficiency (0,63%). Bear in mind that when the ball 
is directed into central space in front of opponent's 
goal door, there is often less offense players and 
defense players outnumber them, which adds to 
possibility of their success. Also, as we already 
mentioned, the success and efficiency of crosses 
depend not only on type but the performer as well, 
and other offense players. Efficiency of crosses 
from corner kick is 0,95%, which is in accord with 

research done by De Barand and Lopez-Riquelma 
(2012). Corner kick poses a certain offense 
advantage, but also – due to a large number of 
defense players – often offense players cannot 
utilize that advantage and claim the ball to score a 
goal. Also, speaking of crosses from corner kick, 
they are usually performed using the head, which is 
less precise than the leg, so the probability of 
scoring a goal is also smaller. A somewhat greater 
efficiency (1,19%) is seen in crosses from direct 
and indirect kicks. The total number of these types 
is smaller, so the total efficiency is greater. Based 
on the results for crosses variable, we can conclude 
that it does not have a significant impact on the 
match outcome, but there is a certain positive 
correlation with final placement in league system of 
competition. Efficiency of crosses is very low (1%) 
– only in 24% of situations offense players 
managed to claim the ball, but we must say that 
there was an above average number of crosses in 
matches(AM=19,70). The low efficiency should not 
be surprising because the most difficult thing in a 
match is to score a goal.  
 
Teams that are better ranked will have slightly 
more crosses throughout the whole competition 
(state championship), but there is still no 
significant difference between the winning and 
defeated teams nor is there a high correlation 
between crosses and final placement of a team in a 
league system of competition. On the other hand, a 
greater number of crosses can have a positive 
correlation (as mentioned earlier) with other 
offense actions (ball possession, goal kicks, ball 
passes) which are significantly related to the final 
outcome of the match or competition. It is also 
obvious that crosses represent a complex tactical 
play device, dependent on a great number of 
factors such as the position of the player 
performing the cross, the position of co-player to 
whom the cross is directed at, the number of 
players who are able to receive the ball or react to 
cross, and the success of technical ball elements 
(receiving, passing) and elements without the ball 
(reveal, free space run-in). In training, attention 
must be paid to perfecting crosses regardless of 
factors mentioned, and eventually seek other 
solutions for scoring a goal (combinatorics through 
central space), and especially for performing 
crosses from game stops. 
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ANALIZA CENTARŠUTEVA U PRVOJ HRVATSKOJ NOGOMETNOJ LIGI 
 
Sažetak 
Na temelju 88 utakmica prve Hrvatske nogometne lige sezona 2014/2015 utvrđivana je važnost centaršuteva 
s obzirom na konačan ishod utakmice i natjecanja. Primjenom Mann–Whitneyjevog testa i Pearsonovog 
koeficijenta korelacije dobiveni su podaci da centaršutevi statistički značajno ne razlikuju pobjedničke od 
poraženih ekipa (p=0,38), te da pokazuju srednje pozitivnu povezansot s krajnjim plasmanom u ligaškom 
sustavu natjecanja (r=0,63). Dobiveni podaci ukazuju na potrebu kvalitetnije metodike obuke centaršuteva 
sa stajališta pozicije na igralištu koje je upućen, smjera lopte koja se upućuje suigraču, te pozicioniranju 
suigrača koji bi tebali centaršut realizirati.  
 
Ključne riječi: centaršutevi, notacijska analiza,situacijska efikasnost, nogomet 
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