Columbus School for Girls Volleyball

Balanced Snapshot for: Erin 2012
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Attack Kill Efficiency ((Kills - Errors) / Attempts)

Assists Kill Probability (Assists / Attempts)
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Serve Error Free % (Successes / Attempts)

Serve ACE Probability (Aces / Attempts)
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Serve ACE Efficiency ((Aces - Errors) / Attempts)
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Serve WELL Probability (Serve 1's / Attempts)
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Serve Receive

Serve Receive Error Free % (Successes / Attempts)

Serve Receive Excellent Probability (Serve Receive 2's / Attempts)
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