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2017 NCAA Tournament: First Round
Thursday, March 16

Buffalo - Verne Lundquist, Jim Spanarkel, Allie LaForce

Time Team Line M/L Total Result 1st Half Line Total Result
9:15 AM | Notre Dame -6.5 -300 134
CBS Princeton +245
11:45 AM | West Virginia -13.5 -1300 147
CBS Bucknell +800
4:10 PM | Villanova
CBS Mt. St. Mary’s / N. Orleans
6:40 PM | Wisconsin -5 -220 138.5
CBS Virginia Tech +180 :
Orlando - Ian Eagle, Steve Lavin, Evan Washburn
Time Team Line M/L Total Result 1st Half Line Total Result
9:40 AM | Virginia -8.5 -420 1355
truTV | UNC Wilmington +330 :
12:10 PM | Florida -9.5 -500 144
truTV East Tennessee St +380
3:50 PM | Maryland 2 -135 144
TNT Xavier +115
6:20 PM | Florida St. -12 -900 146.5
TNT Florida Gulf Coast +600 )
Milwaukee - Carter Blackburn, Mike Giminski, Debbie Antonelli, Lisa Byington
Time Team Line M/L Total Result 1st Half Line Total Result
10:30 AM | Butler -11 -700 144
TNT Winthrop +500
1:00 PM | Minnesota PK 1355
TNT Middle Tennessee St. )
4:27 PM | Purdue -8 -400 1345
truTV Vermont +320 ’
6:57 PM | Iowa St. -5.5 -250 154
truTV Nevada +200
Salt Lake City - Andrew Catalon, Steve Lappas, Jamie Erdahl
Time Team Line M/L Total Result 1st Half Line Total Result
11:00 AM | Gonzaga -22 153
TBS South Dakota St.
1:30 PM | Northwestern +1 -105 132
TBS Vanderbilt -115
4:20 PM | St. Mary’s -4 +160 1275
TBS VCU -185 ’
6:50 PM | Arizona -16 147
TBS North Dakota

Spreads as of: Monday, 8:30 AM PST via Scoresandodds.com




2017 NCAA Tournament: First Round
Friday, March 17

Indianapolis - Jim Nantz, Grant Hill, Bill Raftery, Tracy Wolfson

Time Team Line M/L Total Result 1st Half Line Total Result
9:15 AM | Michigan -2 -140 157
CBS Oklahoma St. +120
11:45 AM | Louisville -19.5 134
CBS Jacksonville St.
4:10 PM | Dayton +6 +220 148
CBS Wichita St. -260
6:40 PM | Kentucky -20 153
CBS Northern Kentucky
Tulsa - Kevin Harlan, Reggie Miller, Dan Bonner, Dana Jacobson
Time Team Line M/L Total Result 1st Half Line Total Result
9:40 AM | Baylor -12.5 -1000 135
truTV New Mexico St. +660
12:10 PM | SMU
truTV Providence / USC
3:50 PM | Kansas
TNT NC Central / UC Davis
6:20 PM | Miami -1.5 -130 125.5
TNT Michigan St. +110 ‘
Greenville - Brian Anderson, Chris Webber, Lewis Johnson
Time Team Line M/L Total Result 1st Half Line Total Result
10:30 AM | Arkansas -1 -115 146.5
TNT Seton Hall -105 :
12:50 PM | North Carolina -25.5 1545
TNT Texas Southern )
4:20 PM | Duke -18.5
TBS | Troy 153.5
6:50 PM | South Carolina -1.5 -125 148
TBS Marquette +105
Sacramento - Spero Dedes, Steve Smith, Len Elmore, Ros Gold-Onwude
Time Team Line M/L Total Result 1st Half Line Total Result
11:00 AM | Oregon -14 -1500 151.5
TBS Tona +850 ’
1:20 PM | Creighton -1 -115 142.5
TBS Rhode Island -105 )
4:27 PM | Cincinnati
truTV Kansas St. / Wake Forest
6:57PM | UCLA -18 161.5
truTV Kent St. ’

Spreads as of: Monday, 8:30 AM PST via Scoresandodds.com




Statistics and Trends



2017 NCAA Tournament Teams
Rankings Within Advanced Ranking Metric Systems

TEAM BPI KPI LRMC POM RPI SRS AVG. TEAM BPI KPI LRMC POM RPI SRS AVG.
Villanova 1 1 2 2 1 4 1.8 Arkansas 46 29 40 46 28 41 37
Gonzaga .................. 24118 ................................. :
Northcamhna ........ 3 ............. 8 .............. 5 .............. 3 5 ..................................

Kenkay ................. 93 .............. 4 .............. 44 ..................................

Kansas .................... 102 .............. 7 ............. 103 ..................................

Loulsvﬂle ................ 57 .............. 1 2 ............. 67 ..................................

Duke ........................ 66 .............. 8 ............. 126 ..................................

Florl da ..................... 8 ........... 11 ............. 9 .............. 9 ........... 10 ................................

WeStVlrgmla .......... 7 ........... 2 0 ............. 3 .............. 524 .................................

Vlrglma ................... 4 ........... 14 ............. 1 1 ............. 7 ........... 18 .................................

Oregon ................... 13 .......... 13 ............. 1 6 ............ 169 ..................................

SMU ....................... 16 .......... 15 ............. 1 0 ............ 11 ........... 13 .................................

BaYIOr .................... 17 .......... 10 ............. 1 8 ............ 13 ........... 11 ................................
Pude noo1s 14 15 19 12 148
. UCLA .................... 14 .......... 17 ............. 1 3 ............ 18 .......... 16 .................................
Atizona s a0 20 2 24 16
Florida St. 20 12 20 19 14

WichitaSt. 53 6 s 32 1182
Cmcmnan ............... 19 .......... 1919 ............ 2 2 .......... 12 .................................
Saint Mary's 12 21 24 14 17

Iowast .................. 23 .......... 2 5 ............. 1 7 ............ 1721 .................................

Mlc}ngan ................ 18 .......... 2 4 ............. 1 5 ............ 2 125 .................................

Buﬂer ..................... 259 ............. 25 ............ 2 6 .......... 15 .................................

NOtre Dame ............ 22 .......... 2 2 ............ 23 ............ 252 3 .................................

Wlsconsm ............... 21 ........... 2 7 ............ 22 ............ 2336 .................................

Crelghton ............... 27 .......... 2 8 ............ 27 ............ 2726 .................................

Oklahomast .......... 26 .......... 36 ............ 26 ............ 2440 .................................

anesma .............. 40 .......... 16 ............ 35 ............ 3320 .................................

‘WakeForest 30 43 29 30 39 34 342

Southcamlma ....... 43 .......... 32 ............ 33 ............ 3143 .................................

MiamiFL ® 4 @ xn 4 29 38T

Vanderbllt ............... 38 .......... 34 ............ 31 ............ 3438 ................................

Marquette 29 45 30 28 61 28 368

RhOdeISland .......... 33 .......... 35 ............ 36 ............ 3731 ................................

KEY
BPI: ESPN BPI Rankings LRMC: Logistic Regression/Markov Chain (Bayesian) Rankings =~ RPI: NCAA RPI Rankings
KPI: Kevin Pauga - KPI Sports POM: Ken Pomeroy Rankings SRS: Basketball-References Simple Rating Sys

AVG.: Average of rankings EXCLUDING maximum and minimum value




S-CURVE POSITIONING
FINDING OVER AND UNDER SEEDED TEAMS

TEAM S-DIFF  EXP ACT TEAM S-DIFF  EXP ACT
Arizona -10 16 6 NC Central 3 63 66
 Atkansss 4 35 31 | NothDak 1 6 6
...... Baylor_11312 NorthKen16059
Bucknell 2 53 51 | N'Wesem 9 41 32
....... B utler102313 ND52419
. Cmcmnan .......... 3 ............... 1 9 ............. 2 2 ........... Okla . St ........... 10 ............. 27 ............. 37 ......
. Crel gh t 0 n ........... _2 ............. 26 ............. 2 4 ............ 0 regon ............ 2 .............. 11 .............. 9 .......
...... Daymn_83628 Prmcetonzszso
....... Dukeo77 Prowdence64842
....... E TSU15152 Purdue21416
...... Florlda6814 UR1103444
...... FGCU15556 StMarySSZOZS
Florldast .......... -7 .............. 1 7 ............. 10 SetonHaH ......... -12 ............ 46 ............. 34 ......
Gonzaga ........... 2 ............... 24 SMU912 ............. 21 .......
"""" foa 1 57 58 |SCaolina 4 30 26
..... Iowast-lzlzo SDakSt16564
Cpvillest 1 6 61 | TecSowh -1 64 63
...... K ansas-352 Tr0y15960
KansasSt. 7 39 46 | UCDavis 3 68 65
..... KemSt_15857 UCLA41511
Kenmckyl ............... 45 ......... UNCWllmz .............. 47 ............. 49 ......

. Loulsvﬂle .......... 2 ............... 6 ............... 8 ............... U SC ............... 4 ............. 49 ............. 45 ......

Marquette ........... 6 .............. 33 ............. 39 Vanderbllt ........... 1 .............. 32 ............. 33 ......

MarYIand .......... 17 ............ 40 ............. 2 3 ............. VCU4 .............. 37 ............. 41 .......

MlamlFL .......... _1 ............. 31 ............. 30 ........... V ermont3 .............. 50 ............. 53 ......

Mwhlgan ........... 5 .............. 22 ............. 2 7 .......... Vll]anovao ................ 1 ............... 1 ........

MIChSt ............ -8 ............. 43 ............. 35 ........... Vlrgmla71017 ......
...... MTSU64248 V-TeCh94536
. anes Ota ......... 10 ............ 28 ............. 18 ........... Wake . F ............ 14 ............. 29 ............. 43 ......
MSMany's 1 67 68 | WetvVa 6 9 15
..... Nevada34447 chhltaSt201838
NoMexst 1 s4 55| Whwp 2 56 54
Neworly1 .............. 66 ............. 67 Wlsconsm4 .............. 25 ............. 29 ......
"""" uNe o0 3 3 | Xavie 2 38 40

NOTES FROM 2016 NCAA TOURNAMENT

Last year, 27 teams had an S-Curve ranking that was 5 spots
or more different than their expected ranking spot, 12 teams
by 8 or more spots.

Among the most under seeded teams included Wichita State
(19), Gonzaga (18), and Stephen F. Austin (12). Wichita State
beat Arizona in the first round, Gonzaga beat higher-seeded
Seton Hall and Utah, and Stephen F. Austin upset West
Virginia.

MOST UNDER SEEDED TEAMS

ERROR TEAM EXPECTED ACTUAL
S-CURVE S-CURVE S-CURVE
20 Wichita St. 18 38
........... e S
"""""" 10 OkhomaSt 27 37
........... i e s
............ S
"""""" 7 Vigima 1017
............ e

MOST OVER SEEDED TEAMS

ERROR TEAM EXPECTED ACTUAL
S-CURVE S-CURVE S-CURVE
-9 Northwestern 41 32
........... _9V1rglmaTech4536
.......... 10Arlzona166
.......... 10Buﬂer2313
.......... 10aneSOta2818
.......... 1zset0nHaH4634
""""" 17 Mayland 40 23

S-Difference is equal to the actual S-Curve ranking minus the expected S-Curve ranking.
Expected S-Curve ranking is equal to the sorted value of the average ranking value from

the previous page.

Teams with a positive S-Diff were seeded below their expected S-Curve position while
teams with a neeative S-Diff were seeded above their exvected S-Curve position.




STAT LEADERS [TOURNAMENT PLAYERS ONLY]

SCORING LEADERS - PPG 3-POINT LEADERS FREE THROW LEADERS
PLAYER TEAM PPG PLAYER TEAM 3PM % PLAYER TEAM FTM %

Mike Daum, F SDST 253 Markus Howard, G = MARQ 79 0.549 Phil Forte 111, G OKST 81 0.953
Keon Johnson, G WIN 22.5 Kyle Guy, G UVA 50 0.505 Devin Cannady, G PRIN 71 0934
Sindarius Thornwell, G SC 21 Riley LaChance, G VAN 68 0.493 Andrew Rowsey, G MARQ 83 0.933
Frank Mason III, G KU 20.8 Frank Mason III, G KU 73 0.487 Steve Vasturia, G ND 86 0.915

Malik Monk, G UK 20.5 Erik Durham, G JVST 75 0.484 Nigel Williams-Goss, G GONZ 131 0091
Luke Kennard, G DUKE 20.1 Ty Outlaw, G VT 53 0.482 Dusty Hannahs, G ARK 97 0.898
Marcus Marshall, G NEV 19.8 Cole Huff, F CREI 61 0.466 Daryl Macon, G ARK 124 0.879
Patrick Cole, G NCCU 19.5 Dakota Mathias, G PUR 66 0.465 Canyon Barry, G FLA 101  0.878
T.J. Cromer, G ETSU 19.1 Jalen Lindsey, G PROV 70 0.461 Quinton Hooker, G UND 128 0.877
Quinton Hooker, G UND 19.1 Keyshawn Woods, G~ WAKE 49 0.458 Jalen Brunson, G NOVA 119 0.875

REBOUND LEADERS - RPG ASSIST LEADERS STEALS LEADERS - S/G BLOCKS LEADERS - BPG
PLAYER TEAM PPG PLAYER TEAM APG AST/TO PLAYER TEAM S/G PLAYER TEAM B/G
Angel Delgado, F HALL 13.1 Lonzo Ball, G UCLA 7.7 3.06 Jevon Carter, G WVU  2.62 Reggie Lynch, C MINN  3.47
Caleb Swanigan, F ~ PUR 12.6 Kyron Cartwright, G PROV =~ 6.7 2.34 Barry Brown, G KSU 236 Jo Lual-Acuil Jr, F BAY  2.59
Jimmy Hall, F KENT 10.5 Jawun Evans, G OKST @ 6.2 2.23 Sindarius Thornwell, G SC 2.19 Moses Kingsley, F  ARK  2.58
Bonzie Colson, F ND 10.2 Monte Morris, G ISU 6.1 5.71 Geno Crandall, G UND 2.07 Cameron Oliver, F  NEV 2.56
Johnathan Motley, F  BAY 9.9 Emmett Naar, G SMC 58 242 Donovan Mitchell, G LOU 2.06 Hassan Martin, F URI 2.56
John Collins, F WAKE 9.8 Patrick Cole, G NCCU 5.7 1.5 De'Anthony Melton, G =~ USC 2 Chris Boucher, F ORE 2.55
Jock Landale, C SMC 93 Jordan McLaughlin, G =~ USC 55 2.48 Paris Collins, G JKST 2 Mo Alie-Cox, F VCU 212
Jordan Caroline, G =~ NEV 9.2 Matt Farrell, G ND 5.5 2.21 Lonzo Ball, G UCLA 194 Jordan Bell, F ORE 2.12
Xavier Cooks, G WIN 9.2 Bryant Crawford, G WAKE 5.4 2.39 Ethan Happ, F WIS 1.91 Nana Foulland, C BUCK  2.09
Kennedy Meeks, F UNC 9.1 Dajuan Graf, G NCCU 5.2 1.9 Jajuan Johnson, G MARQ 1.9 Anas Mahmoud, F  LOU  2.07




MARCH MADNESS
BY THE NUMBERS

The ebbs and flows of the college basketball season leave certain impressions of players
and teams engraved in our minds. While watching games during the regular season offer a
look at the season at hand, I believe that taking a look back at the trends of past NCAA
Tournaments also offers great insight into what could happen this season.
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TOURNAMENT TRENDS - THE ROUND OF 64

The first round of the NCAA Tournament offers thirty-two games of excitement. Going back to the
2003 tournament, the higher seed is the opening round has gone 336-112 (75%) and 219-219-9 (50%)
against the spread. The nineteen wins of higher-seeded teams in 2016 was the lowest number of wins by

the higher seeds over the fourteen year time period going back to 2003. The drop in success has carried

over to a three year stretch sub fifty percent

2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016

Overall

Last 10 Tournaments

S/U
27-5 (84%)
22-10 (69%)
23-9 (72%)
24-8 (75%)
26-6 (81%)
19-13 (59%)

238-82 (74%)
336-112 (75%)

ATS
18-13-1 (58%)
17-14-1 (55%)
16-16-0 (50%)
13-17-2 (43%)
12-19-1 (39%)
14-18-0 (44%)

161-153-6 (51%)

219-219-9 (50%)

success against the spread. Of the 18 against
the spread loses by higher seeded teams in
2016, only two games were decided within
two points of the spread whereas seven teams
failed to cover by ten or more points. This
trend of 2016 was much different than the
hard luck of 2015 where five higher seeded
teams missed covering the spread by less than
three points.




-Matchup-
1 vs. 16

Over the last 14 tournaments (56 games), the #1 Seed is on average a 23.13 point favorite
The #1 Seed has gone 29-27 ATS and 56-0 OVERALL

Average Points Scored: 140.26 [Last three tournaments: 138.4]

Margin Of Victory: 2014-2016: 23.58 /// 2003-2013: 24.68

When favored by less than 20 points, #1 Seed is 8-3 ATS

When favored by 25 or more points, #1 Seed is 11-10 ATS (6-9 when spread is 26 or more)
When scoring 80 or more points, #1 Seed is 19-11 ATS — 13-2 ATS when scoring 90 or more
When allowing the #16 Seed to score 60 or more points, the #1 Seed is 11-14 ATS

#1 Seed vs. #16 Seed w/ Pomeroy rating of 200 or worse: 12-8 ATS; better than 200: 17-19

-Matchup-
2vs. 15

Over the last 14 tournaments (56 games), the #2 Seed is on average a 16.4 point favorite

The #2 Seed has gone 25-30-1 ATS (45.4%) and 52-4 OVERALL

Of 30 ATS loses, 7 have been by .5 or 1 point — 4 more games by 2 or 3 points

2016 ATS: 2-2, 2015 ATS: 1-3, 2014 ATS: 3-1

Average Points Scored: 135.5 [Last three tournaments: 139.4]

#2 Seed is 2-8 ATS when matchup involves teams separated by 100 or fewer Pomeroy ranking spots
#2 Seed is 7-8-1 ATS when matchup involves teams separated by 150 or more Pomeroy ranking spots
#15 Seed is 5-1 ATS when they have a Pomeroy ranking of 100 or better

#15 Seed is 15-0 ATS when #15 Seed scores 65 or more points

When favored by 15 or fewer points, #2 Seed is 9-10 ATS

When favored by 20 or more points, #2 Seed is 3-6-1 ATS

-Matchup-
3 vs. 14

Over the last 14 tournaments (56 games), the #3 Seed is on average a 10.6 point favorite

The #3 Seed has gone 28-26-2 ATS and 48-8 OVERALL

Of 8 overall loses, 4 have happened going back as recent as 2014 tournament

Of 8 overall loses, 4 have been by 1 point

In the 48 games won by #3 Seed, #3 Seed has won by an average of 13.4 points

#3 Seed from NON-POWER CONFERENCE, 7-1 OVERALL and 1-6-1 ATS

#3 Seed is 8-4 ATS when matchup involves teams separated by 100 or more Pomeroy ranking spots
When #3 Seed is favored by 10 points or less, they are 14-10-1 ATS

When #3 Seed scores 75 or more points, they are 17-4 ATS and 23-1 OVERALL

#3 Seed with Pomeroy ranking outside of top 20 is 3-5 ATS when #14 Seed has Pomeroy ranking inside
of top 100



-Matchup-
4vs.13

Over the last 14 tournaments (56 games), the #4 Seed is on average a 10.6 point favorite

The #4 Seed has gone 26-29 ATS and 46-10 OVERALL

From 2014-2016, #4 Seed is 3-8-1 ATS — failing to cover the spread those 8 games by an average of 8.4
points

Average points scored in this matchup: 139.1

#4 Seed with a Pomeroy ranking of 10 or better has gone 16-1 OVERALL and 7-10 ATS

#4 Seed with a Pomeroy ranking of 20 or worse has gone 6-4 OVERALL and 3-7 ATS

#4 Seed when favored by 10 or more points is 4-12-1 ATS; 2-1-1 when #13 Seed has Pomeroy ranking
out of top 100, 2-11 when inside top 100

#4 Seed from NON-POWER CONFERENCE, 8-1 OVERALL and 2-7 ATS

-Matchup-
5vs.12

Over the last 14 tournaments (56 games), the #5 Seed has been favored in 55 of 56 games - in those 55
games, the #5 Seed is on average a 5.2 point favorite

The #5 Seed has gone 23-29-3 ATS and 33-23 OVERALL

2014-2016, #5 Seed has gone 3-7-2 ATS 7-5 OVERALL

Going back to 2010 tournament, when favored by 5 or more points, #5 Seed is 4-9-1 ATS

When the #12 Seed has a better Pomeroy ranking than the #5 Seed, the #12 Seed is 2-4 ATS and 2-4
OVERALL

When the #12 Seed has a better Pomeroy ranking than the #5 Seed, the favored team is 4-2 OVERALL
and 4-1 ATS

When both #5 and #12 Seed come from Power-Six conference, #5 Seed is 2-5 ATS 3-5 OVERALL
When #5 Seed is favored by 3 points or less, they are 8-9-1 ATS and 9-9 OVERALL

When #5 Seed comes from a mid-major and #12 seed from a Power-Six conference, #5 Seed is 1-3
OVERALL and 0-3-1 ATS

-Matchup-
6 vs. 11

Over the last 14 tournaments (56 games), the #6 Seed has been favored in 49 of 56 games - in those 49
games, the #6 Seed is on average a 4.1 point favorite

The #6 Seed has gone 32-24 OVERALL [30-19 when favored] and 29-27 ATS [24-25 when favored]
Of 24 OVERALL loses, 4 have been by two points or less

2014-2016, #6 Seed has gone 4-8 ATS 5-7 OVERALL; favored team has gone 5-7 ATS

A Power-Six conference #12 Seed has gone 5-1 OVERALL against a #6 Seed from a mid-major; #11
Seed has gone 3-10 OVERALL against a #6 Seed from a Power-Six conference

When #11 Seed has a better Pomeroy ranking than #6 Seed, the #11 Seed has gone 5-4 OVERALL, the
favored team has gone 8-1 OVERALL and 8-1 ATS

#6 Seed with a Pomeroy ranking of 30 or worse is 11-12 OVERALL and 11-12 ATS

#6 Seed with a Pomeroy ranking better than the ranking of the #11 Seed by only 10 spots or less, the #6
Seed is 10-11 OVERALL



-Matchup-
7 vs. 10

Over the last 14 tournaments (56 games), the #7 Seed has been favored in 41 of 56 games - in those 41
games, the #7 Seed is on average a 3 point favorite.

In the 15 games where the #10 Seed is favored, the #10 Seed is on average a 1.9 point favorite

The #7 Seed has gone 36-20 OVERALL [39-12 when favored] and 31-23-2 ATS [23-16-2 when favored]
Only 20 of the 56 games have been decided by 5 or fewer points

2014-2016, #7 Seed has gone 8-4 OVERALL and 6-6 ATS; favored team has gone 6-6 ATS

A Power-Six conference #10 Seed has gone 7-10 OVERALL against a #7 Seed from a mid-major; #11
Seed has gone 8-13 OVERALL against a #7 Seed from a Power-Six conference

When both the #7 and #10 Seed are from a mid-major, the #7 Seed is 6-2 OVERALL and 6-2 ATS

When #10 Seed has a better Pomeroy ranking than #7 Seed, the #10 Seed has gone 11-10 OVERALL, the
favored team has gone 12-9 OVERALL and 9-11-1 ATS

#7 Seed with a Pomeroy ranking of 20 or better is 10-1 OVERALL and 7-4 ATS

#7 Seed with a Pomeroy ranking of 50 or worse is 2-6 OVERALL and 2-6 ATS

#7 Seed with a Pomeroy ranking better than the ranking of the #10 Seed by only 10 spots or less, the #7
Seed is 17-15 OVERALL

When #7 Seed has a Pomeroy ranking that is 30 or more ranking spots better than the Pomeroy ranking of
the #10 Seed, the #7 Seed is 9-2 OVERALL

When a team is favored by 3 or more points, the favored team is 19-4 OVERALL and 15-8 ATS

-Matchup-
8vs.9

Over the last 14 tournaments (56 games), the #8 Seed has been favored in 31 of 56 games - in those 31
games, the #8 Seed is on average a 3 point favorite.

In the 25 games where the #9 Seed is favored, the #9 Seed is on average a 2.2 point favorite

The #8 Seed has gone 34-22 OVERALL [17-14 when favored] and 31-25 ATS [13-18 when favored]
2014-2016: #8 Seed has gone 8-4 OVERALL and 7-5 ATS

17 of the 56 games over the past 14 tournaments have been decided by 3 points or less

#8 Seed with a Pomeroy ranking of 20 or better is 4-6 OVERALL, 3-0 as UNDERDOG

The underdog in the 8/9 matchup is 31-25 OVERALL

When favored by 3 or more points, the favored team is 9-12 OVERALL

#9 Seed with a better Pomeroy ranking than the #8 Seed is 8-12 OVERALL

When both the #8 and #9 Seeds are from Power-Six conferences, the #8 Seed is 14-9 OVERALL

When #8 Seed comes from a mid-major and they are playing a #9 Seed from a Power-Six conference, the
#8 Seed is 9-2 OVERALL [both loses by BYU]

When #9 Seed is favored and they do not have a better Pomeroy ranking than the #8 Seed, the #9 Seed is
2-9 OVERALL and 1-10 ATS

Miscellaneous First Round Trends

In games where better seed, has better Ken Pomeroy ranking & is an underdog, the better Seed is 12-3
OVERALL and 13-2 ATS



CONFERENCE NUMBERS AND TRENDS - FIRST ROUND

From year to year, the strength of conferences ebbs and flows. The following chart shows the ranking of

the adjusted efficiency margin average of all teams within the conference on a yearly basis. As the chart

covers fourteen tournaments, I have weighted the average with the five most tournaments weighing in at

75% of the average and the the tournaments before 2012 having a weight of 25%.

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Avg. Rank
Atlantic 10 9 10 13 9 11 8 8 7 9 7 8 8 7 8 8.3 9
ACC 3 1 1 2 1 3 5 2 3 5 6 3 3 2 33 4
America East | 23 27 18 23 24 24 23 25 29 29 21 28 28 28 258 29
AAC = = = = = = = = = = = 7 9 7 7.7 7
Atlantic Sun 25 24 27 29 29 28 24 20 22 17 25 26 29 25 248 28
Big 10 5 5 4 4 3 5 4 4 1 1 1 2 4 5 3.1 3
Big 12 2 3 3 6 6 2 3 1 4 2 3 1 1 1 23 1
Big East 4 4 2 1 5 4 2 3 2 3 2 5 2 3 3 2
Big Sky 19 21 26 17 19 23 20 17 21 28 29 25 26 26 244 27
Big South 29 29 28 25 26 25 26 28 26 25 27 27 24 23 258 29
Big West 17 17 17 19 17 20 16 18 18 21 16 18 13 13 168 18
CAA 16 13 16 11 15 15 14 13 13 15 18 19 18 10 153 17
C-USA 7 8 9 16 10 10 9 10 8 10 1 16 17 20 129 12
Horizon 10 14 15 15 12 11 11 12 10 13 12 12 14 16 13 13
Ivy 21 23 22 28 20 27 28 26 15 16 19 13 15 17 188 21
MAAC 18 19 20 14 23 16 15 15 16 20 14 17 19 21 179 20
MAC 14 15 10 13 13 12 19 16 19 14 15 14 11 12 137 14
MEAC 31 31 31 32 31 30 30 30 30 30 30 31 32 32 309 33
Mid-Continent | 24 18 19 26 16 - - - - - - - - - 206 23
Missouri Valley | 15 11 7 7 7 7 10 9 12 9 9 11 12 11 10 10
Mountain West | 8 6 8 8 8 9 7 8 6 8 4 10 10 9 8 8
Northeast 28 28 29 24 27 26 29 29 24 24 24 24 27 30 263 31
Ohio Valley 20 22 21 22 28 29 21 22 25 22 22 23 21 2 25 24
Pac 12 6 9 6 5 4 1 1 6 5 6 5 4 6 4 4.9 5
Patriot 26 26 25 27 21 21 27 27 23 23 17 21 23 27 232 25
Sun Belt 11 16 14 18 22 19 22 21 27 19 20 20 20 18 192 22
SOCON 22 20 23 21 18 13 25 19 20 26 28 30 25 19 235 26
SEC 1 2 5 3 2 6 6 5 7 4 7 6 5 6 5 6
SWAC 30 32 32 31 32 32 31 32 33 33 33 33 33 31 323 33
Southland 27 25 24 20 25 22 18 23 28 27 26 29 30 29 265 32
Summit - - - - - 18 17 24 17 18 23 15 22 15 148 16
WAC 13 7 12 10 9 17 12 11 14 12 13 22 31 24 171 19
wcCC 12 12 11 12 14 14 13 14 11 11 10 9 8 14 112 11

***Notes: Mid-Continent became Summit League —— Avg. is weighted Tournaments from 2012 and on are given 75%, prior to 2012 25%



The following chart groups the conferences into tiers. The six “Power Conferences” were automatically
grouped into that tier. The remaining conferences were given a ranking of “High”, “Mid”, “Low” in
each season based upon their adjusted efficiency margin average. After compiling these rankings
categorizations for each season, a composite score was given with a “High” being worth 3 points, a
“Mid” worth 2, and “Low” being worth 1. After sorting based upon these totals, conferences were
placed based upon their pecking order.

POWER CONFERENCE HIGH MID-MAJOR MID MID-MAJOR LOW MID-MAJOR
ACC AAC Big Sky ove America East
Big 10 Atlantic 10 Big West Patriot Atlantic Sun
Big 12 C-USA CAA SOCON Big South
Big East Missouri Valley Horizon Summit MEAC
Pac 12 Mountain West Ivy Sun Belt NEC
SEC wee MAAC WAC Southland

MAC SWAC

POWER CONFERENCES

ACC

- Last 14 tournaments, ACC teams have been the better seed in 59 of their last 75 first-round games.

- Since 2014, ACC is 16-3 OVERALL

- ACC teams have gone 57-18 overall in first round. 49-10 when better seed

- ACC teams are 30-2 OVERALL and 11-21 ATS when favored by 10 or more points

- When ACC team is better seed, they are 6-5 OVERALL vs. Power Conference team, 6-5 ATS

- When ACC team is worse seed and has a better Ken Pomeroy ranking than the better seed, the ACC team
is 6-2 OVERALL and 6-2 ATS

- Duke is 4-9-1 ATS, 1-4 last five tournaments, 0-5 vs. teams with KP of 100 or better.

- North Carolina is 12-0 OVERALL as better seed, 6-6 ATS. 2-3 ATS vs. KP 100 — covers by 2 & 3

- UVA last three tournaments, avg. points scored: 76.67 - allowed: 57

BIG 10

- Last 14 tournaments, Big Ten teams have been the better seed in 60 of their last 80 first-round games.

- Since 2003, Big Ten teams are 55-25 OVERALL, 40-37-3 ATS, 7-13 OVERALL when worse seed

- Big Ten teams are 23-1 OVERALL when favored by 10 or more — 12-11-1 ATS (five covers by 2 or
fewer points — 4 failed covers by 2 or fewer points)

- Big Ten team as better seed, 7-3 OVERALL and ATS vs. other Power Conference teams

- When Big Ten team is better seed, only 17 of 60 opponents have scored more than 70 points; has
happened in six of ten games since 2015.

- Since 2003, as better seeded team against a top 100 opponent, Wisconsin has averaged 65.2 points in 10
games, their opponents have averaged 56.5 points.




BIG 12

Last 14 tournaments, Big XII teams have been the better seed in 63 of their last 80 first-round games.
As better seed: Big XII teams are 48-15 OVERALL and 31-31-1 ATS

As worse seed: Big XII teams are 7-10 OVERALL and 7-10 ATS

Over last two tournaments, Big XII teams as better seed are just 6-6 OVERALL

When favored by 20 or more points, Big XII teams are 2-5 ATS, 7-10 when 15 or more points

A better seeded Big XII team is 7-4 OVERALL vs. Power Conference team - 6-5 ATS

Since 2010, when worse seed, Big XII team is 2-5 OVERALL vs. Power Conference team - 2-5 ATS

As better seeded team, Kansas has won ten straight in first round - avg. margin of victory: 18.7 points

BIG EAST

Last 14 tournaments, Big East teams have been better seed in 79 of their last 95 first-round games.
As better seed: Big East teams are 59-20 OVERALL and 43-34-1 ATS

Since 2014, better seeded Big East teams are 7-3 OVERALL and 6-4 ATS

As worse seed: Big East teams are 5-11 OVERALL and 5-11 ATS

When favored as worse seed, Big East teams are 3-6 OVERALL and 2-7 ATS

As 1 or 2 Seed, Big East teams are 21-1 OVERALL (Georgetown vs. FGCU) and 12-10 ATS
When favored by 15 or more points, Big East teams are 20-0 OVERALL and 11-9 ATS

Big East as better seed and w/ a worse Pomeroy ranking than lower seed, 7-2 OVERALL

As better seeded team, Georgetown is 4-4 OVERALL and 4-4 ATS

Since 2010, Villanova has been a 1 or 2 Seed four times, 3-1 ATS - wins by 3, 20, 41, 30

PAC 12

Last 14 tournaments, Pac 12 teams have been better seed in 46 of their last 62 first-round games.
Over last two tournaments, when seeded 3-8, Pac 12 teams are 2-5 OVERALL and 2-4-1 ATS

As better seed: Pac 12 teams are 32-14 OVERALL and 25-20-1 ATS

As worse seed: Pac 12 teams are 9-7 OVERALL and 10-6 ATS

When favored Pac 12 teams are 28-7 OVERALL and 20-14-1 ATS

When favored by more than 6 points: 17-0 OVERALL and 11-5-1 ATS

When favored by 6 or fewer points: 15-14 OVERALL 14-15 ATS

When Pac 12 team is the better seed and an underdog, they are 3-7 OVERALL and 4-6 ATS
When Pac 12 team is better seed and has a worse Pomeroy ranking than lower seed, Pac 12 is 4-8
When Pac 12 team is better seed and has Pomeroy Ranking of 20 or better: 21-1 OVERALL, when 21 or
worse: 11-3 OVERALL

SEC

Last 14 tournaments, SEC teams have been better seed in 42 of their last 63 first-round games.

As better seed: SEC teams are 33-9 OVERALL and 21-21 ATS

As worse seed: SEC teams are 6-15 OVERALL and 9-12 ATS

As better seeded team, Florida: 8-1 OVERALL & 6-3 ATS / Kentucky: 11-0 OVERALL & 6-5 ATS
When favored by 10 or more points: 17-0 OVERALL and 9-8 ATS

Better seeded vs. opponent w/ Pomeroy ranking of 60 or worse: 23-1 OVERALL and 13-11 ATS

Better seeded vs. opponent w/ Pomeroy ranking of 59 or better: 10-8 OVERALL and 8-10 ATS

SEC team as worse seed and w/ better Pomeroy ranking than better seed, favored team is 4-1 OVERALL
When worse seed and underdog by 5 or more points, SEC teams are 1-6 OVERALL and 4-2 ATS



HIGH MID-MAJOR

AAC

The American Athletic Conference sits in the gray area between being a Power Conference and a mid-major.
There is a clear division within the conference among several teams that sit several rungs above the rest of
the conference in prestige and success over the past fourteen years.

- Since being formed in 2014, the AAC has been in the better seed in 6 of its 9 first-round games

- As better seed: AAC teams are 4-2 OVERALL and 2-4 ATS

- As worse seed: AAC teams are 1-2 OVERALL and 2-1 ATS

- 4 of the 9 first-round games have been decided by 2 points or less

= Only 1 of 9 games has seen either team score 80 or more points (89-81 UConn W over St. Joseph’s)

ATLANTIC 10

- Last 14 tournaments, A-10 teams have been better seed in 23 of their last 45 first-round games.

- As better seed: A-10 teams are 13-10 OVERALL and 9-11-3 ATS

- 7-3: Record of better seeded A-10 teams that are no longer in the A-10 [5-3-2 ATS]

- As worse seed: A-10 teams are 8-14 OVERALL and 11-11 ATS

- When A-10 team has been better seed and underdog, A-10 teams are 2-4 OVERALL and 3-3 ATS
- When better seed and favored by 5 or more points, A-10 teams are 6-1 OVERALL and 3-3-1 ATS
- When A-10 team is better seed but has worse Pomeroy ranking, A-10 teams are 2-5 OVERALL

- A-10 teams are 7-12 OVERALL against Pomeroy top 30 teams

- A-10 teams are 10-15 OVERALL vs. Power Conference teams

- Dayton as better seed: 0-2 OVERALL Dayton as worse seed: 3-1 OVERALL

CONFERENCE USA

- Last 14 tournaments, C-USA teams have been better seed in 16 of their last 28 first-round games.

- As better seed: C-USA teams are 12-4 OVERALL and 6-10 ATS

- As worse seed: C-USA teams are 4-8 OVERALL and 5-7 ATS

- When better seed and favored by 10 or more points, C-USA teams are 7-0 OVERALL and 2-5 ATS

- Last time C-USA had a team as a better seed in first round: 2013 — only happened 2 times since 2010
- Last year non-Memphis team to be better seeded team in first round: 2005

- C-USA has won last two first-round games outright - MTSU over Michigan St. and UAB over lowa St.
- Worse seeded C-USA teams are 3-3 ATS when getting 5 or more points

MISSOURI VALLEY

- Last 14 tournaments, MVC teams have been better seed in 11 of their last 26 first-round games.
- As better seed: MVC teams are 8-3 OVERALL and 6-5 ATS

- As worse seed: MVC teams are 5-10 OVERALL and 10-4-1 ATS

- 7 of 10 loses as worse seed have been by 5 or fewer points

- Average points scored in matchups involving MVC teams: 130.5

- Going back to 2013, Wichita State and Northern lowa are 6-0 OVERALL

- Worse Seeded MVC teams 2003-2007: 1-8 OVERALL 2008-2016: 4-2 OVERALL



MOUNTAIN WEST

Last 14 tournaments, MWC teams have been better seed in 23 of their last 36 first-round games.
As better seed: MWC teams are 14-9 OVERALL and 11-12 ATS

As worse seed: MWC teams are 2-11 OVERALL and 3-10 ATS

When better seed and favored by 5 or more points, MWC teams are 5-2 OVERALL and 2-5 ATS
As better seed: MWC teams are 6-7 OVERALL and 6-7 ATS vs. Power Conference teams

As better seed: MWC teams vs. other mid-majors, MWC teams are 8-2 OVERALL and 5-5 ATS
In 11 overall loses as worse seed, MWC teams have lost by an average of 9.45 points, 5 by 10+

WEST COAST CONFERENCE

Last 14 tournaments, WCC teams have been better seed in 11 of their last 23 first-round games.
21 of 23 games have been played by one of Gonzaga, St. Mary’s, or BYU (Other two by USD)
As better seed: WCC teams are 9-2 OVERALL and 4-7 ATS

As worse seed: WCC teams are 5-7 OVERALL and 5-7 ATS

WCC teams as a top 4 seed are 6-0 OVERALL AND 1-5 ATS - 3 of 5 loses by 3 points or less
WCC teams as better seed, when favored: 1-6 ATS

WCC teams as better seed, when underdog: 3-1 ATS

2010-2016: Gonzaga is 6-0 OVERALL and 4-2 ATS



MID MID-MAJOR

OVERALL AGAINST THE SPREAD
Ave. Seed Avg. Pomeroy
Ve See Ranking As Better As Worse As Better As Worse
Seed Seed Seed Seed
14.1 125.8 No Games 2-12 No Games 5-9
Big Sky « As underdog of 10 or more points, Big Sky teams are 2-7 ATS — 3-2 ATS when spread is less than 10 points
« 8 of 12 loses by 18 or more points
13.9 93.1 No Games 2-12 No Games 6-8
BigWest « Avg. margin of defeat of BW teams in Pomeroy top 100: 8.7 (6 loses)
« Avg. margin of defeat of BW teams outside Pomeroy top 100: 22.8 (6 games)
11.6 69.8 1-0 5-12 1-0 11-4-2
Colonial Athletic Association « When worse seed, CAA teams are 10-1-2 ATS
o When seeded 12 or worse, CAA: 1-9 OVERALL - Margin of defeat: 10.75
« When seeded 11 or better, CAA: 4-4 OVERALL - All four loses by 3 points or less
11.3 64.5 4-0 4-9 4-0 7-6

Horizon League

All 4 wins as better seed were by Butler
When seeded worse, 8 times Horizon

team has scored 65 or fewer points -

only 2 times have scored 75+

13.1 76.0 No Games 4-10 No Games 7-7
Ivy League « Last 7 tournaments, Ivy League has gone 4-3 OVERALL (3 loses by average of 4 points) and 6-1 ATS
« 2003-2009: average margin of defeat: 16.9 points
Metro Atlantic Athletic 13.4 95.2 No Games 3-10 No Games 4-9
Conference « Since 2010, 0-6 OVERALL - 3 loses by 19 or more points
12.6 82.1 No Games 3-11 No Games 8-6
Mid-America Conference « MAC teams with Pomeroy ranking of 100 or better, 6-5 ATS
o When spread is 5 or more points, MAC teams are 5-1 ATS
14.1 125.2 1-0 12-1 1-0 8-5
Ohio Valley
« When worse seed, 6 of 12 loses are by 20 or more points
14.0 121.2 No Games 10-3 No Games 7-6

Patriot League

When spread has been more than 10 points, Patriot League teams are 5-3 ATS
Last three tournaments, Pomeroy Ranking of Patriot League teams: 107, 187, 287 - marg. of defeat: 40, 41, 39

13.6 108.4 No Games 1-13 No Games 9-5
Southern Conference « Since 2010 tournament, 5 loses by 8 or fewer points
« Since 2010 tournament, 5 of 7 SOCON teams have scored 65 or fewer points
13.3 85.1 No Games 1-8 No Games 4-4-1
Summit League
« Among 4 ATS loses, 2 were by 1 point
13.6 102.8 No Games 4-10 No Games 10-4
Sun Belt . .
« Sun Belt teams have won two consecutive first-round matchups (UALR vs. Purdue / Georgia St. vs. Baylor)

Sun Belt Pomeroy

of 100 or better: 4-5 OVERALL, 6-3

ATS /// 101 or worse: 0-5 OVERALL, 1-4 ATS

Western Athletic Conference

12.4

66.0

1-1

3-14

1-1

9-8

WAC has not been better seed since 2007 - Nevada (7 Seed)
Has not scored 70 or more points as worse seed since 2004 — average points scored 2005 and on: 61.6




LOW MID-MAJOR

America East

OVERALL AGAINST THE SPREAD
Ave. Seed Avg. Pomeroy
NSEE Ranking As Better As Worse As Better As Worse
Seed Seed Seed Seed
149 137.86 No Games 1-13 No Games 7-6-1

Last 14 tournaments, most points scored by AE team: 62 — Average Points Scored: 56.4
Average points scored in matchup with AE team: 130.42
Average margin of defeat in 13 loses: 19.3

14.8 117.1 No Games 2-11 No Games 7-5-1
(LI BRI « FGCU over Georgetown / Mercer over Duke
« 2016 Tournament: #1 UNC over #16 FGCU: 83-67 — UNC led 41-40 at halftime
15.0 145.83 No Games 1-11 No Games 8-4
Big South « 2006-2008: Winthrop was top 100 Pomeroy each year - since, average Pomeroy Ranking of Big South team
has been 157.
« Big South team getting 15 or more points has gone 5-3 ATS
15.6 204.2 No Games 1-10 No Games 5-6
MEAC « Since 2012 Norfolk St. upset of Missouri, MEAC teams have lost by an average of 27 points
« Average points allowed in 11 games: 80.5 points
15.6 170.7 No Games 0-11 No Games 5-6
NEC + 2010-2016: 0-4 OVERALL and 2-2 ATS
« Since Robert Morris three point loss to Villanova in 2010, NEC teams have lost by: 15, 22, 29
14.4 123.9 No Games 3-10 No Games 7-5-1
Southland « Stephen F. Austin has gone 2-1 OVERALL over last three seasons
« Southland teams with top 100 Pomeroy ranking: 3-3 overall
« Average margin of defeat - Top 100 Pomeroy ranked (3 defeats): 11.7 — Sub 100 (7 games): 23.3
« Average points scored: 56.4
15.9 2359 No Games 0-7 No Games 3-4
SWAC

Average margin of defeat: 27.3
2010-2016: 0-3 OVERALL and 2-1 ATS




A COMPARISON OF POINT SPREADS - FIRST ROUND 2003-2016

Better Seed As Underdog

Total Win % | 2003 = 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 & 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016
S/u 26-21 55.3% 2-1 2-0 1-2 0-1 4-0 2-2 1-1 2-1 4-1 2-1 1-2 1-2 2-1 2-6
ATS 28-19 59.6% 2-1 2-0 1-2 0-1 4-0 2-2 1-1 2-1 4-1 2-1 1-2 1-2 3 3-5

Better Seed As 0-3 Point Favorite

Total Win % | 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
S/U 53-35 60.2% 2-3 7-2 4-4 6-3 6-0 4-1 1-5 4-6 6-2 2-3 4-1 2-2 4-1 1-2
ATS 43-41-3 51.2% 2-3 6-3 3-4-1 6-2 5-1 4-1 1-5 3-7 5-2-1 1-4 4-1 0-3-1 2-3 1-2

Better Seed As 3.5-6 Point Favorite

Total Win % | 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
S/U 49-28 63.6% 5-3 0-1 5-0 4-3 1-2 2-3 4-2 2-2 3-1 8-3 5-4 6-1 4-1 0-2
ATS 39-38 50.6% 3-5 0-1 5-0 3-4 1-2 2-3 33 2-2 1-3 8-3 3-6 5-2 3-2 0-2

Better Seed As 6.5-12 Point Favorite

Total Win % | 2003 = 2004 | 2005 | 2006 & 2007 | 2008 | 2009 & 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016
S/U 82-20 80.4% 6-1 10-1 5-1 8-2 9-1 6-2 5-2 5 3-1 4-2 4-1 3-2 8-2 6-2
ATS 45-53-4 | 45.9% 1-5-1 6-5 1-4-1 5-5 8-2 6-2 3-4 2-3 1-3 2-3-1 3-2 2-3 2-7-1 3-5

Better Seed As 12.5-20 Point Favorite

Total Win % | 2003 = 2004 | 2005 | 2006 & 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016
S/u 81-6 93.1% 5-0 5-0 6-1 3-0 6-0 6-0 6-0 7-1 8-0 5-0 4-1 11-1 3-1 6-1
ATS 43-43-1 50% 3-2 3-2 0-7 1-2 4-2 4-2 2-4 4-4 5-3 4-1 4-1 5-6-1 0-4 4-3

Better Seed As 20.5+ Point Favorite

Total Win % | 2003 = 2004 | 2005 | 2006 & 2007 | 2008 | 2009 & 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016
S/U 46-1 97.8% 4-0 4-0 3-0 2-0 3-0 4-0 5-0 2-0 3-0 1-1 5-0 1-0 5-0 4-0
ATS 21-25-1 | 45.7% 2-2 2-2 1-2 0-2 2-1 3-1 2-2-1 1-1 2-1 0-2 1-4 0-1 2-3 3-1




Team ATS Over/Under Team ATS Over/Under
Arizona 20-14-0 16-17-0 NC Central 6-0-0 1-5-0
Arkansas 17-15-0 16-16-0 North Dakota 17-9-2 15-13-0
Baylor 14-13-0 10-17-0 Northern Kentucky 20-10-0 13-17-0
Bucknell 7-1-0 5-3-0 Northwestern 20-11-0 12-17-0
Butler 17-12-0 13-14-0 Notre Dame 15-11-2 14-13-0
Cincinnati 16-14-1 14-16-0 Oklahoma St. 16-11-0 15-12-0
Creighton 19-13-0 14-18-0 Oregon 19-12-1 15-17-0
Dayton 18-10-1 17-12-0 Princeton 12-10-1 10-13-0
Duke 15-18-1 17-17-0 Providence 20-12-0 14-16-0
East Tennessee St. 18-13-0 16-15-0 Purdue 17-10-2 16-13-0
Florida 17-13-0 14-16-0 Rhode Island 18-14-0 16-16-0
Florida Gulf Coast 4-0-0 1-3-0 Saint Mary's 15-11-3 12-16-0
Florida St. 17-14-0 15-16-0 Seton Hall 14-16-1 14-17-0
Gonzaga 22-7-1 15-15-0 SMU 22-6-1 15-12-0
Iona 14-17-1 18-13-0 South Carolina 11-17-1 11-17-0
Iowa St. 18-12-0 18-12-0 South Dakota St. 14-17-0 19-12-0
Jacksonville St. 17-12-0 9-20-0 Texas Southern 2-6-0 5-3-0
Kansas 12-18-0 14-15-0 Troy 20-12-0 19-13-0
Kansas St. 15-13-1 13-15-0 UC Davis 17-12-1 11-17-0
Kent St. 16-13-2 13-17-0 UCLA 16-17-0 15-17-0
Kentucky 16-17-0 16-17-0 UNC Wilmington 14-15-1 16-14-0
Louisville 18-11-1 14-16-0 UsC 16-16-0 16-16-0
Marquette 16-15-0 16-15-0 Vanderbilt 20-12-0 12-19-0
Maryland 17-12-1 15-15-0 VCU 12-17-1 17-13-0
Miami FL 11-19-0 8-20-0 Vermont 4-4-0 2-6-0
Michigan 16-16-0 22-10-0 Villanova 17-15-1 12-21-0
Michigan St. 17-15-0 15-17-0 Virginia 18-12-0 10-19-0
Middle Tennessee 21-10-2 11-20-0 Virginia Tech 17-11-0 15-13-0
Minnesota 19-12-0 18-13-0 Wake Forest 16-14-0 21-8-0
Mount St. Mary's 3-3-0 3-3-0 West Virginia 14-15-0 16-13-0
Nevada 23-9-2 18-14-0 Wichita St. 19-11-1 16-13-0
New Mexico St. 3-2-0 2-3-0 Winthrop 3-5-0 6-2-0
New Orleans 2-1-0 2-1-0 Wisconsin 15-16-0 15-15-0
North Carolina 17-15-1 11-19-0 Xavier 15-18-0 15-16-0




On average, teams in the 2017 tournament scored 6.6 points LESS on the road than at home

ROAD “WOE”-RRIORS: POINTS SCORED

Point Scored

Point Scored

Team Team
Home Road +/- Home Road +/-
Arizona 77.6 -2.5 North Carolina Central 80.8 93
Arkansas 84.5 -10.0 North Dakota 84.8 -7.4
Baylor 73.4 -1.5 Northern Kentucky 81.9 -9.8
Bucknell 77.5 -2.7 Northwestern 74.6 -1.5
Butler 80.8 93 Notre Dame 81.3 -7.0
Cincinnati 83.6 -19.4 Oklahoma St. 91.7 -12.3
Creighton 84.2 -4.1 Oregon 83.9 -9.6
Dayton 77.6 -2.4 Princeton 76.9 -7.7
Duke 84.9 -7.8 Providence 73.3 -6.9
East Tennessee St. 86.3 -11.4 Purdue 81.9 -3.8
Florida 80.4 -3.1 Rhode Island 74.7 -2.6
Florida Gulf Coast 79.6 -0.5 Saint Mary's 73.7 -3.6
Florida St. 90.9 -18.6 Seton Hall 77.1 -6.7
Gonzaga 86.4 -3.6 SMU 78.8 -9.0
Iona 81.7 -1.9 South Carolina 75.7 -83
Iowa St. 81.8 -1.7 South Dakota St. 82.2 -7.5
Jacksonville St. 68.5 +1.8 Texas Southern 81.2 -9.6
Kansas 86.8 -1.7 Troy 83.7 -9.0
Kansas St. 73.8 -4.0 UC Davis 78.5 -11.9
Kent St. 85.2 -153 UCLA 94.2 -7.9
Kentucky 89.7 -1.5 UNC Wilmington 89.6 -7.5
Louisville 81.2 -7.9 USC 80.8 -4.3
Marquette 84.9 -5.3 Vanderbilt 77.1 -11.0
Maryland 73.7 +1.1 VCU 79.3 -8.7
Miami FL 73.3 -71.8 Vermont 74 -0.9
Michigan 76.2 -2.9 Villanova 78.3 -1.1
Michigan St. 77.6 -11.4 Virginia 66.4 +0.4
Middle Tennessee 74.6 +0.8 Virginia Tech 82.4 -6.7
Minnesota 80.7 -13.7 Wake Forest 85.3 -4.7
Mount St. Mary's 69.4 -1.9 West Virginia 89.5 -16.0
Nevada 82.1 -3.6 Wichita St. 88 -11.9
New Mexico St. 83.8 -10.0 Wilnthrop 78.9 +1.8
New Orleans 78.1 9.2 Wisconsin 75.3 -6.7
North Carolina 87.7 -5.0 Xavier 77.9 -6.2




ROAD “WOE”-RRIORS: POINTS ALLOWED

On average, teams in the 2017 tournament allowed 4.5 more points on the road than at home

Point Scored

Point Scored

Team Team
Home Road +/- Home Road +/-
Arizona 63.5 +3.7 North Carolina Central 61.3 +3.5
Arkansas 72.6 +3.0 North Dakota 68.5 +7.4
Baylor 58.8 +8.4 Northern Kentucky 71.9 -0.8
Bucknell 65.5 +3.7 Northwestern 63.6 +3.1
Butler 67.9 +1.0 Notre Dame 65.6 +7.7
Cincinnati 62.6 -3.7 Oklahoma St. 79.2 -2.3
Creighton 71.2 +2.6 Oregon 62.4 +5.2
Dayton 62.3 +8.8 Princeton 57.7 +6.1
Duke 66.4 +6.3 Providence 63.8 +6.5
East Tennessee St. 71.2 -3.3 Purdue 62.2 +10.6
Florida 66.1 +0.7 Rhode Island 64.6 +0.5
Florida Gulf Coast 62.2 +15.6 Saint Mary's 57 -1.1
Florida St. 69.9 +3.0 Seton Hall 67.9 +4.1
Gonzaga 59.6 +3.0 SMU 57.3 +5.3
Iona 77.3 -1.4 South Carolina 62.4 +4.7
Iowa St. 66 +11.0 South Dakota St. 72.5 +7.9
Jacksonville St. 65.6 +2.9 Texas Southern 60.5 +16.6
Kansas 71 +2.6 Troy 69.7 +3.4
Kansas St. 65.8 +2.2 UC Davis 66.1 +4.2
Kent St. 74.6 -4.2 UCLA 73.4 +4.0
Kentucky 70.8 +1.6 UNC Wilmington 73.1 +3.1
Louisville 64.2 +3.5 USC 68.8 +9.0
Marquette 70 +11.1 Vanderbilt 68.9 -1.4
Maryland 65.9 +4.4 VCU 63.1 +6.2
Miami FL 61.7 +4.0 Vermont 56.1 +11.0
Michigan 61.9 +7.5 Villanova 60.7 +3.8
Michigan St. 66.3 +4.1 Virginia 50.1 +11.1
Middle Tennessee 62.1 +2.2 Virginia Tech 71.1 +7.1
Minnesota 70.3 -3.0 Wake Forest 72.9 +8.9
Mount St. Mary's 64.2 +7.9 West Virginia 66.7 -0.8
Nevada 69.4 +2.6 Wichita St. 60.6 +3.6
New Mexico St. 67 +0.5 Winthrop 68.1 +4.5
New Orleans 66.1 +5.8 Wisconsin 55.8 +11.2
North Carolina 65.3 +9.5 Xavier 68.3 +5.8




Pomeroy Ranking Advantage For Better Seed

Pomeroy Ranking Differential - Performance vs. Spread

The following graphs and charts depict the difference in Pomeroy Ranking spots between the better and worse seed. A positive value indicates that
the better seed had a better Pomeroy ranking, whereas a negative value indicates the better seeded team had a worse Pomeroy ranking.

Pomeroy Ranking Differential - Performance vs. Spread: 1/16
350

Win Bl Loss Hl Push

300 1 )
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50
i Range Of ! Ranking Better Seed Better Seed I
, | Differential | * OTGAMeS | pygrorential i SPTead 1 geored | Allowed | OV ATS & , ,

Quartile1 |  99-163 | 14 Po1332 0 -194 82.1 Po62.1 140 0 950 i @ 2013 4-0 P 1-3-0

Quartile 2 164-188 20 175.3 -22.5 82.0 59.7 20-0 8-12-0 2014 4-0 1-3-0
Quartile 3 189-220 8 202.3 -24.6 82.5 58.3 8-0 3-5-0 2015 4-0 : 2-2-0
Quartile 4 221-303 14 2523 -26.9 81.9 53.2 14-0 9-5-0 2016 4-0 3-1-0

Total 99-303 56 187.9 -23.1 82.0 58.4 56-0 29-27-0 Total 16-0 7-9-0



Pomeroy Ranking Differential - Performance vs. Spread: 2/15

250

Win I Loss Il Push

200

150

100

Pomeroy Ranking Advantage For Better Seed

AVERAGE OVERALL
Dl;aflelf:n?igl # Of Games Dli{f?eli‘lzinnt%al Spread Be;tcegrised Bf&trforvs'se?d S/u | ATS
Quartilel | 65112 | 6 %9 38 P 152 606 | 151§ 790
C Quartile2 | 113132 | B 134 162 L 743 606 2 | 670 |
Quartile3 | 133155 | s 48 | 473 P 162 86 150 | 780 |
| Quartiled | 156213 | 2o oamr 92 L o718 L 604 | 1Sl |

BETTER SEED
Year SU i ATS
2013 -1 220
2014 4-0 i 310
2015 40 i 130
2016 31 0 220
Total 142 i 880



Pomeroy Ranking Advantage For Better Seed

Pomeroy Ranking Differential - Performance vs. Spread: 3/14

160
Win B Loss Il Push
120
80 - - - - - - -
40 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0 A
AVERAGE OVERALL BETTER SEED
i Range Of | i  Ranking | Better Seed Better Seed
' Differential | * OT G3MES : niferential | SPT3d “geored | Allowed Sl ATS Year SU-p o ATS
Quartile 1 2-58 14 36.4 -6.8 70.4 62.7 13-1 7-6-1 2013 3-1 2-2-0
Quartile 2 59-78 10 70.6 92 70.3 58.1 9-1 6-4-0 2014 3-1 L 220
Quartile 3 79-95 19 87.5 120 70.7 62.5 14-5 7-11-1 2015 2-2 040
Quartile 4 96-130 13 114.6 138 75.9 59.3 12-1 8-5-0 2016 3-1 L 220
Total 2-130 56 78.0 -106 i 71.8 61.0 48-8 28-26-2 Total 11-5 i 6-10-0



Pomeroy Ranking Advantage For Better Seed

Pomeroy Ranking Differential - Performance vs. Spread: 4/13

150
Win B Loss Il Push
120 - -
90 1B
60 - - - - - -
30 JI'.II_II_I | | | II | | I |
0 A
AVERAGE OVERALL BETTER SEED
i Range Of | i  Ranking | Better Seed Better Seed
' Differential | * OT G3MES : niferential | SPT3d “geored | Allowed Sl ATS Year SU-p o ATS
Quartile 1 15-45 15 32.1 5.8 70.9 66.9 10-5 6-9-0 2013 4-0 2-2-0
Quartile 2 46-62 12 49.6 75 75.9 69.6 10-2 7-5-0 2014 4-0 L1241
Quartile 3 63-78 17 72.5 100 73.0 64.8 17-0 6-11-0 2015 3-1 040
Quartile 4 79-125 12 95.9 118 76.5 59.9 9-3 7-4-1 2016 3-1 L 220
Total 15-125 56 61.8 -8.7 i 73.8 65.3 46-10 26-29-1 Total 14-2 P5-10-1



Pomeroy Ranking Advantage For Better Seed

Pomeroy Ranking Differential - Performance vs. Spread: 5/12
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AVERAGE OVERALL BETTER SEED
i Range Of | i  Ranking | Better Seed Better Seed I
' Differential | * OT G3MES : nyigferenia1 | SPread Scored | Allowed Sl ATS Year SU-p o ATS
Quartile 1 -20-16 15 1.6 2.6 692 i 649 10-5 9-5-0 2013 1-3 P 1-3-0
Quartile 2 17-34 14 273 4.7 66.7 i 663 5-9 4-10-0 2014 1-3 0-3-1
Quartile 3 35-52 13 43.0 5.9 688 | 655 7-6 5-6-2 2015 4-0 2-1-1
Quartile 4 53-92 14 68.9 7.7 780 i 705 11-3 5-8-1 2016 2-2 1-3-0
Total -20-92 56 34.4 5.2 707 i 668 3323 ¢ 23-293 Total 8-8 4-10-2



Pomeroy Ranking Differential - Performance vs. Spread: 6/11
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Pomeroy Ranking Advantage For Better Seed

20
-40
AVERAGE OVERALL BETTER SEED
i Range Of | i  Ranking | Better Seed Better Seed I
' Differential | * OT G3MES : niferential | SPT3d “geored | Allowed Sl ATS Year SU-p o ATS
Quartile 1 -35-4 15 4.8 0.0 61.5 65.5 6-9 6-9-0 2013 3-1 3-1-0
Quartile 2 5-19 15 11.7 25 70.5 67.1 8-7 7-8-0 2014 22 S B X
Quartile 3 20-32 12 25.1 5.3 71.8 61.0 12-0 8-4-0 2015 2-2 L 220
Quartile 4 33-74 14 48.0 5.8 66.1 66.1 6-8 5-9-0 2016 1-3 L 130
Total -35-74 56 19.2 33 i 67.3 65.1 32-24 26-30-0 Total 8-8 P 7-9-0



Pomeroy Ranking Differential - Performance vs. Spread: 8/9

50

Win Il Loss B Push

| I“l“
. = u n 1§ III II I I

Pomeroy Ranking Advantage For Better Seed

-25
-50
AVERAGE OVERALL BETTER SEED
i Range Of i Ranking Better Seed Better Seed | Y S/U ATS
i Differential # Of Games i Differential | Spread i Scored | Allowed S/u ATS ear
Quartile 1 -43-(-5) 15 -16.0 1.9 74.0 74.0 9-6 9-6-0 2013 2-2 2-2-0
Quartile 2 45 16 0.9 01 i 696 66.7 124 11-50 2014 30 310
Quartile 3 6-14 1 93 A8 i 674 67.9 74 5-6-0 2015 40 1 220
Quartile 4 15-43 14 28.6 -3.2 68.1 66.1 6-8 6-8-0 2016 1-3 2-2-0
Total -43-43 56 5.0 -0.7 E 70.0 68.8 34-22 31-25-0 Total 10-6 E 9-7-0



Pomeroy Ranking Differential - Performance vs. Spread: 7/10
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AVERAGE OVERALL BETTER SEED
i Range Of | i  Ranking | Better Seed Better Seed
' Differential | * OT G3MES : niferential | SPT3d “geored | Allowed Sl ATS Year SU-p o ATS
Quartile 1 -34--7 15 -18.2 1.1 66.7 70.2 5-10 6-9-0 2013 3-1 L 310
Quartile 2 -6-9 17 1.6 -1.8 683 63.1 12-5 10-6-1 2014 3-1 L 220
Quartile 3 10-26 10 17.5 2.8 L 706 61.4 9-1 8-1-1 2015 3-1 L3010
Quartile 4 27-76 14 39.1 3.8 L 76.6 71.4 10-4 7-7-0 2016 22 L 130
Total -34-76 56 8.5 -1.7 i 70.4 66.8 36-20 31-23-2 Total 11-5 P 9-7-0



# Of Games

FIRST TO FIFTEEN

The following charts look at the score of individual games at the point where the first team hits fifteen points.
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Regions and Teams



ADJUSTED PPP ALLOWED
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EAST REGION

1.30

NCAA
Average
PPP & PPPA
1.046 Points
® UNC Wilmington
: Troy )
T Nount St Mary's @ PO S 2
® New Mexico Stg Virginia TechMarquette
New Orleans
; UsC
East T%:nnessee St. : . ® Duke
Providence ° SMU .
. ¢ . Baylor Villanova
Wisconsin @
: @ Florida
Sduth Carolina ®
: Virginia
0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00 1.05 1.10 1.15 1.20 1.25
ADJUSTED PPP
Buffalo, NY New York, NY
1 Villanova THU
16 MSM /NO 3:10
8 Wisconsin THU
9  Virginia Tech 6:40
Orlando, FL. FRIDAY
5 Virginia THU
12 NC Wilmington  9:40
4 Florida THU
13 E. Tennessee St.  12:10
SUNDAY
Tulsa, OK
6 SMU FRI
11 Prov/USC 12:10
3 Baylor FRI
14 New Mexico St.  9:40
Greenville, SC FRIDAY

7 South Carolina  FRI
10 Marquette 6:50
2 Duke FRI
15 Troy 4:20 Game Times Are PST




East Region - Ken Pom log5 Projections
—New York City---

Sweet 16: Friday
Elite 8: Sunday

% To Make The....
Seed Team Round 32 | Sweet 16 | Eiite 8 Final Title Champion lin...
Four Game

1 Villanova 96.8 70.2 43.4 28.3 16 10 1in 10
2 Duke 91.7 62.9 335 15 6.5 3.2 1in31.3
4 Florida 82.9 46.7 22 12.3 5.7 3 1in33.3
5 Virginia 78.5 43.5 20.9 11.6 5.5 29 1in34.5
3 Baylor 84.1 46.9 26.5 11.9 52 2.5 1in 40
6 SMU 76.7 42.9 244 11 4.9 2.4 1in4l.7
8 Wisconsin 66.5 22.7 10 4.8 1.8 0.8 1in 125
10 Marquette 51.2 18.5 6.7 1.9 0.5 0.1 1 in 1000
7 South Carolina 48.8 17.1 6.1 1.7 0.4 0.1 1 in 1000
9 Virginia Tech 335 6.7 1.9 0.6 0.1 0.04 1 in 2500
11 Providence 12.5 3.8 1.1 0.2 0.05 0.01 1 in 10000
12 UNC Wilm. 21.5 5.3 1 0.2 0.05 0.007 1 in 14285.7
13 ETSU 17.1 4.5 0.8 0.2 0.03 0.007 1 in 14285.7
11 USC 10.8 3.2 0.9 0.2 0.03 0.005 1 in 20000
14 | New Mexico St. 15.9 3.2 0.6 0.08 0.007 0.001 1 in 100000
15 Troy 8.3 1.5 0.2 0.02 <.001 <.001
16 New Orleans 2.3 0.3 0.03 0.003 <.001 <.001
16 [ Mount St. Mary's 1 0.08 0 5 <.001 <.001 <.001




(73) W, 88-48 Lafayette ° . BPI: 1
: #1 Villanova Wildcats
(71) W, 79-76 Purdue P .2
(67) W, 76-65 *Western Michigan  Bio East omeroy:
’ 1 as
(62) W, 96-77 ~MWake Forest g RPI: 1
(63) W, 67-57 "MUCF
61) W, 63-47 College of Charleston Record 3(15-3) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(70) W, 82-57 *Penn Home 14-1 Top 25 1-0 2-0 Season 78 63
(68) W, 88-57 Saint Joseph's Road 17-2 Ranked 26-50 3-1 4-2 Wins 79 62
_ AN
(70) W, 89-79 La Salle Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 5-0 7-0 Losses 65 71
(61) W, 74-66 ~Notre Dame f 2 Ranked 101-2 4 = )
(68) W, 78-57 Temple Non-Conf. 5.8 anked 101-200 3-0 -0 ome 78 6
(67) W, 90-48 American Conf. 63.9 Below 200 2-0 0-0 Road 77 63
(66) W, 68-65 DePaul Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 4-1
(68) W, 80-70 *Creighton
(59) L, 66-58 *Butler Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(65) W, 93-81 Marquette 63.8 122.7 92 17.1 20.2 29.6 27.6
69) W, 79-54 Xavi
(69) W, avier 323rd 2nd 12th 71st 72nd 160th 103rd
(70) W, 70-57 *St. John's
(62) W, 76-46 Seton Hall Off 57.9% 79.4% 59.7% 37% 353 44.1
. ense
(63) W, 78-68 Providence 5th 2nd 2nd 78th 174th 25th
(65 L7472 *Marquette FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(55) W,61-59  Virginia 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(64) W, 66-57 *Providence Def 48.1% 71.2% 48.9% 31.3% 21.8 40.2
efense
(80) W, 92-79 St. John's 70th 227th 156th 25th Ist 300th
64) W, 75-64 Georgetown
(58) W, 73-57 *Xavier Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
* Overall Raw
(69) W, 75-62 DePaul PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(64) W, 92-70 *Seton Hall M ll‘ Final 10 G
(64) L, 74-66 Butler F A F A areft oD
(67) W, 79-63 Creighton All 19.1 123 | 370 | 313 46 Home For
(69) W,81-55  *Georgetown Wins | 155 | 119 | 388 | 307 52 All Road
(68) W, 108-67 St. John's
Losses 12.0 16.3 21.4 37.5 -1.3
(59) W, 55-53 MSeton Hall Conf. PPP
(70) W, 74-60 MCreighton Home 15.1 10.3 37.7 31.9 6.7 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 152 | 103 | 365 | 319 44 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Darryl Reynolds DNP Xavier-Creighton .
(includes second Butler loss) _:l 34 % Of FGA That Come At Rim 32 | 73' |
Kris Jenkins 2PT%/3PT%: _ 72.4 FG% At Rim 57 | 70| |
JR: 60.3/38.6 SR: 43.6/37.3
[ 26] | 181 % OfShots In Transition ~ 22.6 [17] |
19 G vs. teams with 2PT% defense rank
of 200 or worse D s Transition eFG% 473 | 96]|
_ 55.6 Non-Transition eFG% 48.3 | 59| |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Josh Hart 6-6 SR 0 332 | 18.9 6.5 3.1 1.9 1.6 0.3 | 57.5% | 154-268 | 40.7% | 72-177 | 75.3% | 119-158
Jalen Brunson 6-3 SO 0 31.1 | 148 2.5 4.2 2.1 0.9 0 61.4% | 129-210 | 39.6% | 42-106 | 87.5% | 119-136
Kris Jenkins 6-6 SR 0 31.1 | 134 42 2 1.5 1.1 0.3 | 44.4% | 52-117 | 37.2% | 86-231 | 86.4% | 95-110
Mikal Bridges 6-7 SO 0 29.8 1 9.9 4.5 2 1.3 1.7 0.9 | 71.3% | 82-115 | 39.3% | 42-107 | 90.6% | 48-53
Donte DiVincenzo 6-5 FR 0 25 8.3 3.5 1.7 1.4 0.9 0.3 | 584% | 59-101 | 33.6% | 36-107 | 70.9% | 56-79
Eric Paschall 6-7 SO 0 21.6 | 7.1 3.9 0.6 1.2 0.5 0.5 | 63.6% | 75-118 | 26.9% | 18-67 | 69.8% | 37-53
Phil Booth 6-3 JR 31 24 5.7 1.7 2 2 0.3 0 22.2% 2-9 30.0% | 3-10 |100.0% 4-4
Darryl Reynolds 6-9 SR 5 242 | 4.7 5.4 0.6 1.2 0.5 1 69.2% | 54-78 - 0-0 67.4% | 29-43
Dylan Painter 6-10 FR 12 5.7 0.9 1.4 0 0.2 0 0 54.5% 6-11 0% 0-3 66.7% 8-12




(74) L.87-59  *West Virginia #16 Mt. Saint Mary’s Mountaineers  BFl: 207
(74) L1,73-55  *lowaSt. Pomeroy: 213 [mu
(73) L, 80-56 *Minnesota Northeast Conference )
(75) W, 78-76 *George Mason RPI: 150
(66) L, 73-63 *Southern Illinois
(78) L.80-71 *UT Arlington Record 19-15 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(59) L, 64-47 *Michigan Home 11-4 Top 25 0-0 0-3 Season 68 69
(72) L, 89-76 *Arkansas Road 8-11 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-2 Wins 73 63
- £
(68) L, 64-57 Loyola MD Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-0 0-2 Losses 62 74
(72) L. 7870 UMBC Non-Conf. 110.8 Ranked 101-200 0-2 1-1 H 69 64
75) L.90-71 Lehigh on-Conf. . anke - - - ome
(76) L, 81-65 *Bucknell Conf. 283.9 Below 200 11-2 7-3 Road 67 69
(66) W, 87-49 Coppin St. Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 7-4
(64) W, 67-65 *LIU Brooklyn
(61) W, 57-56 Wagner Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(65) L,72-71 *Bryant 66.6 98.9 103.2 19.2 21.7 23 34.5
66) W, 77-68 *Central C ticut
(66) W, cenira; Lonmecticy 234th 271st 143rd 228th 22nd 328th 336th
71y W, 77-70 Fairleigh Dickinson
(70) W, 78-72 St. Francis PA Off 50.9% 67.5% 49.5% 35.7% 32.8 36.8
ense
(74) W, 86-75 *Sacred Heart 159th 275th 167th 137th 254th 160th
(62) W, 3347 "t Francis NY FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA % | 3PA/FGA %
(66) W,48-47  Robert Morris 7o ° ° o ° °
(66) W, 67-53 Sacred Heart Def. 49.6% 66% 48.8% 34.4% 333 27.6
efense
(62) W, 77-70 Bryant 128th 12th 153rd 134th 126th Sth
(65) L,54-52 Central Connecticut
(69) W, 74-70 *Robert Morris Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
* : Overall Raw
(66) W, 81-62 St. Francis PA PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(64) L, 69-65 *Wagner ll‘ Final 10 G
s C Margin
68) W, 79-74 *Fairleigh Dickinson F A F A PPP
(63) L,62-58 LIU Brooklyn All 181 | 189 | 357 | 344 6.8 Home For
77y W,77-62 St Francis NY Wins | 137 | 167 | 381 | 322 3.4 All Road
(72) W, 76-73 Sacred Heart
. Losses 10.5 21.1 333 37.2 -10.5
(72) W, 75-66 Robert Morris Conf. PPP
(71) W, 71-61 St. Francis PA Home 12.1 19.3 329 36.1 -5.7 Opp
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 123 193 | 378 | 36.1 71 Non-Conf. .
07 08 09 1 11 12 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
In 5 G vs. top 50, shot above 42% on .
2PA in 1 game (Ark.) - Only held under _:l 43.1 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  49.5 | |
42% by 1 conf. opp. (Wagner Dec 31)
B 0 s FGY% At Rim 563 | 6] ]
In Losses to LIU and Bryant, MSM shot
combined 18-35 from FT line [ 3¢ | 193 % Of Shots In Transition 23 [11 |
Played NEC Conference Tournament _:l 58.3 Transition eFG% 549 | 55| I
games at home
_:l 49.5 Non-Transition eFG% 48.2 | 63] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl | Blk 2PT 3PT FT
Elijah Long 6-0 SO 0 344 | 154 | 54 44 3.4 1.6 0.1 |42.7% | 129-302 | 40.2% | 45-112 | 74.0% | 131-177
Junior Robinson 5-5 JR 0 332 | 141 1.6 2.9 2.5 0.9 0.1 |43.6% | 82-188 |39.5% | 66-167 | 87.2% | 116-133
Miles Wilson 6-5 FR 1 283 | 11.3 3.6 0.6 2 0.8 0.5 |51.8% | 99-191 |35.1% | 33-94 | 75.2% | 76-101
Greg Alexander 6-4 JR 1 262 | 7.8 2.4 0.3 0.6 0.5 03 |543% | 19-35 |35.6% | 69-194 | 61.9% | 13-21
Chris Wray 6-8 JR 0 29 7.1 5.9 1.5 1.4 1.4 1.5 |58.2% | 107-184 | 0% 0-2 31.5% | 29-92
Mawdo Sallah 6-9 SO 0 202 | 6.1 5.4 0.3 1.1 0.4 1.2 | 51.9% | 94-181 - 0-0 |48.8% | 21-43
Will Miller 6-6 SR 3 126 | 3.1 1.3 0.3 0.4 0.3 0 33.3% 1-3 27.6% | 29-105 | 60.0% 6-10
Ryan Gomes 6-10 FR 2 6.5 2.2 1 0 0.3 0.1 0.2 |623% | 33-53 0% 0-1 40.0% 4-10
Khalid Nwandu 6-3 SR 2 7.9 1 1.1 0.8 0.7 0.3 0.1 |46.2% | 12-26 - 0-0 64.3% 9-14




77) W, 103-67 LaGrange e BPI: 217
(7 ¢ #16 New Orleans Privateers NEWORLERN
(85) L, 117-72 *QOklahoma St. P - 178
(68) L, 77-68 *Tulsa Southland omeroy:
’ ou an
(71) L, 88-54 *USC RPI: 154
(82) W, 90-63 Florida College
(74) W, 74-59 Tulane Record 20-11 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(61) W, 70-54 *Washington St. Home 12-3 Top 25 0-0 0-1 Season 73 69
(67) L,83-49 *Northwestern Road 9-8 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-1 Wins 79 63
(75 L, 76-71 Louisiana Lafayette Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-0 0-1 Losses 65 80
(70) L, 76-66 *Utah St. f 21 Ranked 101-2 ) ) =
(83) W.91.74 Williams Baptist Non-Conf. .8 anked 101-200 0- - ome 78 66
66) W, 75-66 Abilene Christian Conf. 270.4 Below 200 9-2 8-3 Road 69 69
77 W,73-72 Texas A&M Corpus Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 3-5
(71) W, 66-62 *Lamar
(70) W, 87-72 *Incarnate Word Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(66) L, 70-68 Sam Houston St. 65.9 100.8 101.3 23.8 223 36.2 32.7
(70) W, 72-64 Houston Baptist
263rd 241st 102nd 349th 15th 17th 310th
(61) W,81-63  *Central Arkansas B s "
(78) W, 75-56 McNeese St. Off 50.1% 71% 51.2% 31.1% 43.5 25.1
. ense
(68) L,71-61 *Stephen F. Austin 193rd 148th 92nd 325th 16th 348th
(66) L, 70-69 — Abilene Christian FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(72) W,78-69  Nicholls St. 7o ° ° o ° °
(72) W, 69-63 *McNeese St. Def. 49.9% 69.2% 51.7% 31.2% 349 36.6
efense
(68) W, 60-52 *Southeastern 146th 104th 258th 23rd 170th 190th
(68) W, 84-61 Central Arkansas
(72) W, 82-65 Stephen F. Austin Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
Overall Raw
(73) L, 83-82 *Northwestern St. PPP
. FTA 3PT % Rebound
(64) L, 63-58 Southeastern Louisiana M ur Final 10 G
(69) W,74-64  *Nicholls St. F A F A areft oD
(65) W, 75-63 “Sam Houston St. All 23.8 19.4 322 31.0 3.4 Home For
(66) W.68-65  "Texas A&MCorpus | yyine | 194 | 165 | 354 | 280 7.3 All Road
Losses 13.9 24.5 28.6 359 -5.0
Conf. PPP
Home 19.6 18.3 333 27.8 6.6 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 148 | 183 | 312 | 278 30 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
In Losses to OSU, USC, NW - New .
Orleans had 63 turnovers and allowed _ 48 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  37.7 | 31 I |
1.24, 1.24, 1.38 PPP
- Empr FG% At Rim o1 [ 3e] |
Erik Thomas had double digit points in
every game - 18+ points in 20 times _:l 21 % Of Shots In Transition 23 | 17| |
Southland Conf. in NCAA Tournament _:l 60 Transition eFG% 52.2 | 73' I
Stephen F. Austin had 3 straight .
appearances, top 60 Ken Pomeroy _:l 49.1 Non-Transition eFG% 48.7 | 52| |
ranking each year. Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Erik Thomas 6-5 SR 0 32.6 | 19.5 7.8 2.3 2.7 1.5 0.4 | 60.7% | 213-351 | 25.0% | 4-16 | 78.3% | 166-212
Christavious Gill 5-8 SR 0 31.7 | 11.6 2.2 2.7 1.8 1.5 0.1 | 47.9% | 58-121 | 31.9% | 60-188 | 72.2% | 65-90
Nate Frye 6-1 SR 8 25 10.3 33 2.6 1.9 1.2 0.1 | 47.7% | 53-111 | 35.7% | 20-56 | 77.8% | 70-90
Travin Thibodeaux 6-9 JR 0 29 8.6 7.5 33 2.9 1.5 0.5 | 51.8% | 100-193 0% 0-4 70.2% | 66-94
Tevin Broyles 6-4 SR 0 26 8 2.7 2.5 2.4 0.9 0 49.3% | 67-136 | 27.1% | 13-48 | 69.8% | 74-106
Makur Puou 6-9 JR 0 245 5.8 4.6 0.9 1.5 0.3 1.3 |56.3% | 80-142 0% 0-1 51.2% | 21-41
Jorge Rosa 6-3 JR 1 125 | 4.8 1.3 0.6 0.6 0.5 0 47.7% | 21-44 | 38.5% | 30-78 | 64.7% 11-17
Michael Zeno 6-6 JR 0 16.8 | 4.6 3.1 0.6 1.6 0.6 0.5 |39.1% | 54-138 0% 0-2 60.3% | 35-58
Venjie Wallis 6-5 SO 26 34 2.4 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.6 0 75.0% 3-4 50.0% 1-2 75.0% 3-4




(61) W, 79-47 Central Arkansas ° ° BPI: 21
e #8 Wisconsin Badgers
66) L,79-67 Creighton P .23
(65) W, 69-51 Chicago St Bioc T omeroy:
’ ’ 1 en
(66) W, 74-62 AMTennessee g RPI: 36
(66) W, 73-57 MGeorgetown
(67) L.71-56 ANorth Carolina Record | 25-9 (12-6) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(66) W, 95-50 Prairie View A&M Home 15-2 Top 25 1-0 0-4 Season 72 61
(64) W, 77-60 Syracuse Road 10-7 Ranked 26-50 4-1 5-2 ‘Wins 76 57
(68) W, 90-70 Oklahoma Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 3-1 3-1 Losses 62 72
(67) W, 78-44 Idaho St. f 1632 Ranked 101-2 5 5 =
(71) W, 93-84 *Marquette Non-Conf. 63. anked 101-200 -0 -0 ome 75 56
69) W, 73-59 Green Bay Conf. 59.7 Below 200 5-0 0-0 Road 69 61
(69) W,90-37 Florida A&M Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 4-1
64) W, 72-52 Rutgers
61) W, 75-68 *Indiana Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(65) L, 66-55 *Purdue 63.1 113.6 91.3 16.8 19.9 354 253
67) W, 89-66 Ohio St.
S Ho: 333rd 40th 8th 60th 91st 23rd 30th
(63) W, 68-64 Michigan
(71) W, 78-76 *Minnesota Off 51.7% 64.4% 50.8% 35.5% 32 36.7
ense
(65) W, 82-55 Penn St. 114th 332nd 107th 146th 272nd 164th
(73) Wo61-54 7" Rutgers FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(56) W,57-43  *Illinois e ° ° o ° °
(63) W, 65-60 Indiana Def 47.3% 73.8% 42.6% 37.7% 26.4 334
efense
(73) W, 70-69 *Nebraska 43rd 328th 8th 306th 15th 74th
(61) L, 66-59 Northwestern
(62) L,64-58 *Michigan Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg, Raw
(65) W,71-60  Maryland Overall oD
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(62) L, 83-73 *Qhio St. ll‘ Final 10 G
L. Margin
(70) L,84-74 *Michigan St. F A F A PP
66) L, 59-57 Iowa All 18.6 142 | 356 | 377 6.4 Home For
(64) W,66-49  Minnesota Wins | 132 | 135 | 383 | 346 11.0 All Road
(61) W, 70-60 “Indiana
Losses 8.2 14.9 31.1 443 -2.1
(61) W, 76-48 “Northwestern Conf. PPP
(60) L.71-56 MMichigan Home 13.9 12.9 37.3 36.1 10.3 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 101 | 129 | 339 | 361 6.1 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Bronson Koening DNP in L @Michigan
ISl ] 366 % OfFGAThat Come AtRim 293 | 87] |
In L vs. UNC, Koening 2 points on 1-8
2PT, 0-5 3PT . T FG% At Rim 54.9 | 85| |
Ethan Happ top 60 nationally in 1 | 117 % Of Shots In Transition 205 | ao] |
offensive and defensive rebound rate -
top 20 steal rate D | co0s Transition eFG% 529 | 69] |
_:l 50.5 Non-Transition eFG% 45.8 | 88| |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Bronson Koenig 6-3 SR 1 31 14.1 2.1 2 1.3 0.7 0.3 | 459% | 72-157 | 38.7% | 89-230 | 89.8% | 53-59
Ethan Happ 6-10 SO 0 279 | 139 9.1 2.8 2.2 1.9 1.1 | 58.2% | 199-342 - 0-0 50.0% | 76-152
Nigel Hayes 6-8 SR 0 319 | 135 6.5 2.8 1.7 0.8 0.4 | 48.1% | 140-291 | 31.3% | 21-67 | 58.5% | 117-200
Zak Showalter 6-3 SR 0 29.1 8.3 2.9 1.7 1.1 1.5 0.3 | 63.1% | 53-84 |39.7% | 46-116 | 83.0% | 39-47
Vitto Brown 6-8 SR 0 209 | 6.7 4 0.9 1.4 0.5 0.5 |52.3% | 46-88 | 30.4% | 38-125 | 75.9% | 22-29
D'Mitrik Trice 6-0 FR 0 186 | 5.9 1.9 1.7 1 0.6 0.1 |34.8% | 3292 |43.9% | 36-82 | 78.9% | 30-38
Khalil Iverson 6-5 SO 2 144 | 3.7 3 0.6 0.9 0.6 0.6 | 57.5% | 42-73 30.8% | 4-13 54.8% | 23-42
Charles Thomas IV 6-8 SO 6 6.3 2.2 1.3 0.2 0.6 0 0.1 | 39.6% 19-48 | 33.3% 2-6 90.0% 18-20
Brevin Pritzl 6-3 FR 12 8 2 1.2 0.1 0.2 0.3 0 47.1% 8-17 25.0% | 5-20 73.7% 14-19




(77) W, 80-67 Maine ° °e__ L] BPI: 50
e #9 Virginia Tech Hokies
(76) W, 99-73 High Point P
omeroy: 44
(71) W, 88-72 VMI ACC
(69) W,92-72  ~New Mexico RPI: 48
(67) L, 68-65 "MTexas A&M
(66) W, 66-53 ANebraska Record 22-10 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(64) W, 73-70 *Michigan Home 15-2 Top 25 2-1 1-5 Season 79 74
(65) W, 75-59 Maryland Eastern Road 7-8 Ranked 26-50 3-1 2-1 ‘Wins 83 70
74 W, 80-75 Mississippi Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-0 1-1 Losses 72 83
(89 W. 11371+ The Citadel Non-Conf.| 2033 | Ranked 101-200 |  2-0 3-1 H 82 71
(79) W,87-59  Charleston Southern on-tont. : anked 191- . - ome
(80) W, 87-70 UMBC Conf. 48.6 Below 200 6-0 0-0 Road 76 74
(71) W, 89-75 Duke Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 0-0
(84) L, 104-78 *North Carolina St.
(77) L, 93-78 *Florida St. Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(70) W, 83-73 Syracuse 68.1 117.4 102.5 17.2 16.6 234 29.9
70) L, 76-71 Notre D
70 L, otre Zame 157th 21st 125th 80th 293rd 324th 211th
(65) W, 62-61 Georgia Tech
(69) W, 82-81 *Clemson Off 57% 73.4% 54.8% 40.3% 40.5 399
. ense
(65) L,91-72 *North Carolina 7th 77th 18th 9th 54th 90th
(70) W, 85-79 - Boston College FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(62) L,71-48 *Virginia e ° ° o ° °
(70) L, 74-68 *Miami FL Def 50.9% 71.5% 49.1% 36% 269 354
o efense
(80) W, 80-78 Virginia 192nd 241st 166th 234th 21st 144th
(61) W, 66-63 *Pittsburgh
(62) L,94-90 *Louisville Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg, —
Overall Raw
1) W,71-70 Clemson PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(70) W,91-75  *Boston College u Final 10 G —
L. F A F A Margin
(60) W, 66-61 Miami FL PPP
(70) L, 89-84 Wake Forest All 22.3 16.5 403 36.0 -2.8 Home For
(73) W,99-90  ~"Wake Forest Wins | 169 | 146 | 428 | 353 1.0 All Road
(69) L, 74-68 “Florida St.
Losses 15.0 19.8 36.3 37.9 -11.4 —_‘
Conf. PPP
Home 16.2 17.1 39.3 34.5 1.1 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 167 | 17.1 | 413 | 345 49 Non-Conf.
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile % Stat % Defensive Percentile
5 non-conference wins vs. teams w/ .
Pomeroy ranking of 300 or worse _:l 40.6 % Of FGA That Come At Rim 35 | 52' |
3PT final 10 games: 99-223 (44.4%) _:| 65.3 FG% At Rim 618 | 31| |
Seth Allen DNP in 1t game vs. FSU IS 23 % oOfShotsInTransiton 182 | 87] |
Allen: 3rd in ACC 3PT%, 4th in 2PT% ] | o3 Transition eFG% 552 | 50] |
Chris Clarke OUT torn ACL — missed _ 55.8 Non-Transition eFG% 49.9 | 37' I
final 8 games Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Zach LeDay 6-7 SR 0 294 | 16.3 7.4 1.3 1.8 0.6 1 56.6% | 164-290 | 27.5% | 11-40 | 77.6% | 159-205
Seth Allen 6-1 SR 1 29 134 2.4 33 2.9 0.7 0.1 | 60.8% | 96-158 | 45.1% | 51-113 | 72.9% | 70-96
Ahmed Hill 6-5 SO 0 299 | 11.6 33 1.2 1.1 0.3 0.2 |549% | 62-113 | 37.6% | 59-157 | 73.7% | 70-95
Chris Clarke 6-6 SO 8 289 | 114 7.3 33 2 1.3 0.3 | 61.8% | 94-152 | 23.1% | 3-13 67.5% | 77-114
Justin Robinson 6-1 SO 0 31.3 | 10.3 3 4.8 2.5 0.7 0.2 |46.9% | 60-128 | 36.4% | 39-107 | 75.8% | 94-124
Justin Bibbs 6-5 JR 0 31.1 9.2 2.8 1.6 1 0.3 0.1 |37.5% | 36-96 |42.5% | 65-153 | 73.7% | 28-38
Ty Outlaw 6-6 JR 0 17 6 2.7 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.3 | 48.0% 12-25 | 48.2% | 53-110 | 80.0% 8-10
Khadim Sy 6-10 FR 1 114 4 2.7 0.2 0.8 0.1 0.6 |56.4% | 53-94 |100.0% 1-1 59.3% 16-27
Johnny Hamilton 7-0 SR 29 7 3.7 1.3 0 0 0.7 0.3 |100.0% 4-4 - 0-0 50.0% 3-6




(58) W, 76-51 *UNC Greensboro o s o o BPI: 4 —
o WS hey #S Virginia Cavaliers N \
(56) W, 62-38 Yale ACC omeroy:
(68) W, 90-34 Grambling St. RPI: 18
(59) W, 74-41 Mlowa
(53) W.63-52 AProvidence Record 22-10 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(63) W, 63-61 Ohio St. Home 12-4 Top 25 2-3 3-3 Season 67 56
(61) L, 66-57 West Virginia Road 11-6 Ranked 26-50 2-1 1-2 Wins 70 50
(56) W, 76-53 East Carolina Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 3-0 4-1 Losses 56 65
(63) W, 79-39 Robert Morris P 1 Ranked 1012 : H
(60) W, 56-52 *California Non-Conf. 379 anked 101-200 -0 3-0 ome 66 50
61) W, 61-53 *Louisville Conf. 447 Below 200 3-0 0-0 Road 67 56
(60) L, 60-58 Florida St. Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 3-4
(69) L, 88-76 *Pittsburgh
(62) W, 79-62 Wake Forest Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(65) W,77-73  *Clemson 58.6 113.7 87 15.6 21 28.7 24.2
64) W, 71-54 *Boston Coll
(64) W, oston ~oege 351st 38th Ist 16th 33rd 203rd 9th
59 W, 62-49 Georgia Tech
(63) W, 71-54 *Notre Dame Off 52.9% 70.8% 50% 39.3% 25.7 332
. ense
(55) L,61-59 *Villanova 65th 153rd 142nd 19th 349th 252nd
(62) W 71-48  Virginia Tech FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(60) L,66-62 *Syracuse 7o ° ° o ° °
(61) W, 71-55 Louisville Def 45.7% 70.4% 45% 31.2% 34 39.7
L efense
(80) L,80-78 *Virginia Tech 22nd 174th 29th 24th 152nd 290th
(58) L,65-55 Duke
(61) L,65-41 *North Carolina Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
iami Overall Raw
(59) L,54-48 Miami FL PPP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(62) W, 70-55 *North Carolina St. M ur Final 10 G
(55) W,53-43  North Carolina F A F A aremn oD
(58) W, 67-42 Pittsburgh All 138 | 164 | 393 | 313 32 Home For
(59) W,75-63  "“Pittsburgh Wins | 111 | 140 | 417 | 279 6.6 All Road
(59) L,71-58 ~Notre Dame
Losses 5.6 19.9 34.6 39.5 -2.9
Conf. PPP
Home | 102 | 146 | 364 | 296 6.1 Opp.
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 9.4 146 | 425 | 206 31 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Final five games, 3PT: 50-103 (48.5%)
I | 334 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  34.1 | 57] |
Final 10 games: shot below 50% from
2PT nine times - below 40% five times _:l 62.2 FG% At Rim 523 | 20 I |
Perrantes 41.7% 3PT in ACC - shot | | 92 % OfShots In Transition ~ 18.6 | ss[ |
33.7% from 3PT vs. top 50
I Transition eFG% 50 | s6] |
Kyle Guy - inconsistent...11 games with .
10+ points & 4 or less in 12 games _:l 529 Non-Transition eFG% 443 | 94] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
London Perrantes 6-2 SR 0 32.1 | 125 3.1 3.8 1.7 0.8 0.1 | 44.7% | 72-161 | 38.0% | 63-166 | 81.0% | 68-84
Devon Hall 6-5 JR 0 27.6 | 8.7 4.4 1.9 1 0.5 0.1 | 43.4% | 66-152 | 38.6% | 32-83 | 76.9% | 50-65
Marial Shayok 6-5 JR 0 203 | 8.6 2.4 1 1.1 0.8 0.3 | 482% | 96-199 | 30.0% | 15-50 | 77.1% | 37-48
Kyle Guy 6-3 FR 0 185 | 7.8 1.7 1.4 0.6 0.4 0 38.8% | 38-98 | 50.5% | 50-99 | 71.4% | 25-35
Isaiah Wilkins 6-7 JR 0 27.2 7 6.2 1.2 1.1 1 1.3 | 55.5% | 86-155 | 57.1% 4-7 70.2% | 40-57
Darius Thompson 6-4 JR 1 199 | 6.1 1.5 2.2 1 0.8 0.3 |52.3% | 46-88 |36.6% | 26-71 | 64.5% | 20-31
Ty Jerome 6-5 FR 0 13.6 | 4.4 1.5 1.5 0.9 0.5 0.1 |66.7% | 22-33 | 41.2% | 28-68 | 77.8% 14-18
Jarred Reuter 6-7 SO 1 10.9 | 3.8 2.2 0.6 0.9 0.2 0.1 |58.1% | 50-86 - 0-0 78.3% 18-23
Mamadi Diakite 2 13.8 | 3.7 2.5 0.2 0.3 0.3 1.3 | 58.9% | 43-73 30% 3-10 | 53.1% 17-32




(86) W, 110-64 Claflin L ° BPI: 61
. #12 UNC Wilmington Seahawks
(73) W, 78-69 Eastern Kentucky Pomeroy: 60
(68) W, 68-59 East Tennessee St. CAA )
(67) L, 68-63 ~Middle Tennessee RPI: 27
(67) W, 65-62 “Evansville
(74) W, 102-77 AMToledo Record 29- (15-3) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(78) W, 97-92 *Western Michigan Home 13-1 Top 25 0-0 0-0 Season 85 75
(106 W, 126-113  Pfeiffer Road 16-4 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-2 ‘Wins 88 74
- £
(68) W, 81-80 St. Bonaventure Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 1-1 3-0 Losses 71 79
(68) W, 96-75 *Campbell ‘ ) Ranked 1012 2 =
67) W, 100-64 Radford Non-Conf. 57 anked 101-200 6-0 7- ome 90 73
(73) W, 81-71 East Carolina Conf. 174.3 Below 200 4-0 6-0 Road 82 75
(72) L,87-73 *Clemson Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-3
(73) W, 76-67 *Towson
(67) W, 79-63 Elon Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(78) W,90-72 *Drexel 69.9 117.8 105.4 13.9 20.4 325 28.8
66) W, 91-81 *Del
(66) W, oaware 69th 18th 189th 2nd 55th 68th 161st
(75) W, 101-77 William & Mary
(68) W, 84-76 Hofstra Off 55.2% 68.9% 56.1% 36% 30.9 41.8
ense
(76) W, 65-59 *College of Charleston 25th 224th 9th 128th 286th 48th
(73) W 8774 Drexel FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
©7) W,87-76 *James Madison ¢ ° ° ° ° ° °
(73) L,96-78 *William & Mary Def. 53.1% 70.7% 54.2% 33.7% 394 29.4
efense
(69) L, 67-66 College of Charleston 296th 192nd 328th 98th 260th 14th
(66) W, 108-80 Delaware
(74) W, 88-73 James Madison Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
* Overall Raw
(70) L, 77-76 Elon PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(65) W,6665  *Northeastern bound | o [ —
(68) W,83-76  *Hofstra F A F A arein oD
(67) W, 83-78 Towson All 203 | 221 | 366 | 336 24 Home For
(73) W,74-65  Northeastern Wins | 153 | 214 | 389 | 333 2.8 All Road
(69) W,91-82 "Delaware
. Losses 9.0 24.4 28.5 35.6 -1.0
(74) W, 105-94  ~William & Mary Conf. PPP
(67) W, 78-69 AC. of Charleston Home 14.2 20.5 38.5 333 4.1 Opp_
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 140 | 205 | 353 | 333 1.6 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
2016 NCAA Tourney: L to Duke 93-85
Duke +17 FTM and 424 FTA [16] | 30.6 % Of FGA That Come AtRim 38.6 [ 23] |
UNCW 45% 2PA & 42% 3PA (11-26)
IS 0. FGY% At Rim 0.5 B |
Bryce & Flemmings First Team All-CAA
_:l 26.3 % Of Shots In Transition 20.4 | 51 I |
Devontae Cacok CAA Defensive POY
- EREXE Transition eFG% 613 [§ |
Adjusted efficiency
2016 - Off: 109.6 Def: 100.4 _ 54.4 Non-Transition eFG% 50.3 | 31] |
2017 - Off: 117.8 Def: 105.5 Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
C.J. Bryce 6-5 SO 0 342 | 17.6 5.5 3 1.9 1 0.2 | 54.8% | 187-341 |33.6% | 42-125 |68.5% | 100-146
Chris Flemmings 6-5 SR 0 347 | 15.8 5.5 2.1 2.1 1.4 0.7 | 58.1% | 118-203 |35.8% | 68-190 |77.4% | 96-124
Denzel Ingram 6-0 SR 0 334 | 145 2.2 5.5 1.7 1.4 0.1 | 46.6% | 62-133 |36.6% | 105-287 | 71.1% | 54-76
Devontae Cacok 6-7 SO 0 257 | 123 9.6 0.4 1 1.1 1.3 | 79.9% | 179-224 - 0-0 58.1% | 61-105
Ambrose Mosley 6-2 SR 0 243 | 8.1 2.8 1.2 0.6 0.7 0.1 | 54.5% | 24-44 |40.5% | 70-173 | 72.7% | 16-22
Jordon Talley 6-0 JR 5 174 | 7.8 1.7 2.6 1.1 0.6 0.1 | 40.6% | 54-133 |34.1% | 14-41 |80.0% | 76-95
JaQuel Richmond 6-0 SO 7 129 | 4.6 1.2 1.1 0.8 0.3 0 47.6% | 39-82 |25.9% 7-27 75.0% | 24-32
Jaylen Fornes 6-3 FR 5 8.3 3.2 1 0.6 0.5 0.3 0 35.7% 10-28 |45.0% | 18-40 |56.3% 18-32
Marcus Bryan 6-7 JR 0 9.1 2.3 2.6 0.2 0.4 0.2 04 |52.8% | 28-53 - 0-0 51.2% | 21-41




(68) W, 80-59 ~Florida Gulf Coast J BPI: 8
o Wt e #4 Florida Gators .
omeroy: 9
(71) W, 73-66 St. Bonaventure SEC
(72) W, 78-61 ~Belmont RPI: 10
(72) W, 81-76 Seton Hall
69) L.77-72 A Gonzaga Record | 24-8 (14-4) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(62) W, 65-56 AMMiami FL Home 9-1 Top 25 1-0 0-4 Season 78 67
(72) W, 91-60 *North Florida Road 15-7 Ranked 26-50 2-1 23 Wins 82 64
o AN
(71) L, 84-74 Duke Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 4-0 8-0 Losses 69 74
(76) L, 83-78 *Florida St. f ™ Ranked 101-2 ) =
(73) W, 87-46 AMCharlotte Non-Conf. 02.5 anked 101-200 -0 3-0 ome 80 66
67) W, 94-71 Little Rock Conf. 61.2 Below 200 1-0 2-0 Road 77 67
(71) W, 81-72 * Arkansas Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 3-5
(68) W, 70-63 Mississippi
(69) W, 83-70 Tennessee Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(74) W,80-67  *Alabama 68.6 115.9 89.5 16.6 21.1 31.9 29.2
(76) W, 80-76 Georgia
119th 31st 4th 56th 32nd 81st 176th
(70) L,57-53  *South Carolina s n °
(61) L, 68-66 Vanderbilt Off 51.5% 72.6% 49.9% 36.3% 40.4 36.2
ense
(76) W, 106-71 *LSU 124th 101st 147th 115th 55th 179th
(7 W.84-32 - *Oklahoma FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA % | 3PA/FGA %
(72) W, 93-54  Missouri 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(77) W, 88-66 Kentucky Def 45.6% 70.7% 45.5% 30.7% 33.9 31.5
. efense
(74) W, 72-60 *Georgia 19th 188th 43rd 13th 149th 32nd
(73) W, 71-62 Texas A&M
(83) W, 114-95 *Auburn Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
A e aciomens Overall Raw
67) W, 57-52 Mississippi St. PPP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(70) W, 81-66 South Carolina M ur Final 10 G
(69) L,76-66  *Kentucky F A F A aremn oD
(68) W, 78-65 Arkansas All 23.9 19.6 36.2 30.7 2.1 Home For
71 L7371 *Vanderbilt Wins | 185 | 186 | 39.1 | 290 48 All Road
(72) L, 72-62 Vanderbilt
Losses 13.0 23.1 26.3 35.0 -5.7
Conf. PPP
Home 16.3 16.5 40.1 322 5.8 Opp.
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 17.8 165 340 | 322 57 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 11 12 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
In L to Gonzaga, shot 2-19 3PT
B 342 %OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 33.6 | 63] |
KeVaughn Allen 42.6% 3PT in SEC
IS | . FG% At Rim 59.3 | 54] I
John Egbunu torn ACL, missed final 6 G
R | - % Of Shots In Transition ~ 19.7 | 67| |
Florida played 16 G vs. teams with .
2PT% ranking of 200 or worse _:l 56.7 Transition eFG% 50.1 | 87] |
_:l 50.2 Non-Transition eFG% 44.3 | 94] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min | P R A To Stl | BIk 2 PT 3PT FT
KeVaughn Allen 6-2 SO 0 283 | 139 | 2.7 1.4 1.3 1.3 0.3 |53.0% | 79-149 | 39.9% | 71-178 | 87.2% | 75-86
Canyon Barry 6-6 SR 1 21.9 | 121 3 0.6 0.9 0.5 0.4 | 484% | 75-155 | 34.7% | 41-118 | 87.8% | 101-115
Devin Robinson 6-8 JR 0 26.1 | 109 | 6.1 0.7 1.1 1 0.8 |51.2% | 86-168 | 38.9% | 37-95 | 72.8% | 67-92
Kasey Hill 6-1 SR 0 289 | 9.8 2.9 4.6 3.1 1.7 0.1 |43.4% | 106-244 | 21.1% | 8-38 | 65.5% | 78-119
John Egbunu 6-11 JR 8 223 | 7.8 6.6 0.3 1.8 0.3 1.5 | 48.8% | 63-129 |100.0%| 1-1 56.7% | 59-104
Justin Leon 6-8 SR 0 21.8 7 3.7 0.5 0.8 0.4 0.2 |45.6% | 36-79 | 39.0% | 41-105 | 76.9% | 30-39
Chris Chiozza 6-0 JR 0 216 | 6.9 32 3.7 1.5 1.3 0 52.3% | 45-86 | 28.7% | 25-87 | 77.8% | 56-72
Kevarrius Hayes 6-9 SO 0 16.9 6 4.3 0.2 0.6 0.5 1.6 |59.3% | 67-113 - 0-0 69.0% | 58-84
Keith Stone 6-8 FR 2 126 | 3.8 2.3 0.6 0.6 0.3 0.2 |50.9% | 27-53 |30.2% | 13-43 | 66.7% | 20-30




(69) W, 96-59 Fordham BPI: 74
. #13 E. Tennessee St. Buccaneers
(79) W, 107-78 Detroit P . 64
(68) L, 68-59 *UNC Wilmington SOCON omeroy:
(72) W, 86-62 AMMilwaukee RPI: 55
(69) W, 71-59 “South Dakota St.
(71) W, 72-66 AMUC Trvine Record | 27-7 (14-4) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(71) W, 85-80 Lees McRae Home 13-2 Top 25 0-0 0-0 Season 80 69
(65) W, 85-57 Limestone Road 14-5 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-1 Wins 82 67
- £
(74 L, 75-61 Dayton Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-1 1-1 Losses 67 75
(66) W, 67-65 *Mississippi St. f ) Ranked 101-2 ) = )
(74) W, 78-68 *Morchead St. Non-Conf. 68.8 anked 101-200 5- 8-3 ome 86 7
(69) L, 72-68 Tennessee Conf. 189.6 Below 200 6-0 5-0 Road 75 69
(81) W,92-71 Savannah St. Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-3
(75) W, 102-75 VMI
(90) W, 115-71 *The Citadel Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(66) W, 67-58  *Mercer 69.8 108 96.5 20.6 22 30 27.1
72) L, 83-79 UNC G b
(72) L, feensboro 70th 109th 44th 307th 19th 147th 77th
(74) W, 75-52 Western Carolina
(78) L, 75-62 *Furman Off 56.1% 69.8% 55.4% 38.2% 43.8 352
ense
(70) W, 79-72 Wofford 13th 192nd 15th 44th 11th 205th
(90 W, 9686 *Samford FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(71) W, 76-71 Chattanooga ¢ ° ° ° ° ° °
(70) W, 81-71 *VMI Def 48.5% 72.4% 45.3% 35.6% 37.8 39.4
efense
(70) L, 79-76 *Wofford 84th 286th 40th 201st 226th 277th
(82) W, 90-69 The Citadel
(66) W, 88-71 Mercer Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
(70) W, 79-77 Samford PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(65) W, 65-51 *Chattanooga M ur Final 10 G
(69) W,93-81  Furman F A F A areft oD
(69) W, 68-52 *Western Carolina All 247 | 206 | 383 35.6 45 Home For
(72) L,72-66 *UNC Greensboro Wins | 179 | 197 | 39.1 | 349 6.4 All Road
(66) W, 73-66 ~Mercer
Losses 13.3 22.6 353 37.3 -1.4
(74) W, 81-72 AMSamford Conf. PPP
(65) W, 79-74 AMUNC Greensboro Home 18.5 20.1 39.8 41.2 9.4 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 165 | 201 | 368 | 412 63 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 11 12 13
Team Notes ° o
Offensive Percentile Yo Stat Yo Defensive Percentile
TJ.C SOCON First-Tt
romet e I | <1« % Of FGA That Come At Rim  33.4 | 62] |
ot 1. I | % AtRi [ [
— Tennessee: 1-7 64.2 FG% At Rim 52.1 95
—Dayton: 0-6 .
_:l 24.4 % Of Shots In Transition 21.5 | 33' |
Possessions and shots go through .
Possessions I o Transition ¢FGY% 509 | 3] |
Turnover rate in conference rose to _:l 54.4 Non-Transition eFG% 479 l 66' I
21.4% Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9: 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl | Blk 2PT 3PT FT
T.J. Cromer 6-3 SR 0 31.6 | 19.1 2.9 32 2.7 1 0.4 |51.1% | 114-223 | 40.4% | 103-255 |82.0%| 114-139
Desonta Bradford 6-4 JR 1 30.6 | 106 | 4.5 4 2.4 1.1 0.8 |53.5% | 83-155 |354% | 28-79 |78.3%| 101-129
Tevin Glass 6-8 SR 0 223 | 8.9 6.2 0.9 1.5 0.8 0.6 |57.1% | 108-189 | 20.0% 3-15  |74.5%| 79-106
A.J. Merriweather 6-2 SR 0 235 | 8.6 3.6 1.5 1.8 1.6 0.1 |53.7% | 73-136 | 46.4% | 26-56 |75.6% 68-90
Hanner Mosquera-Perea 6-9 SR 0 21.8 | 84 4.6 0.7 1.3 0.6 1.3 | 59.9% | 103-172 | 0% 0-1 56.1%| 78-139
David Burrell 6-6 JR 0 171 | 74 3.3 0.6 0.6 0.4 0.6 |60.0% | 69-115 | 40.0% | 28-70 |60.0% 30-50
Devontavius Payne 6-2 JR 0 155 | 6.7 1.6 0.8 0.9 0.7 0.1 | 47.5% | 29-61 39.8% | 47-118 |76.9%| 30-39
Julian Walters 5-10 JR 25 10.3 4 1.8 1.6 0.9 0.4 0 57.1% 4-7 43.8% 7-16  100.0% 7-7
Jermaine Long 6-3 JR 1 13 3.6 1.6 1.6 1.3 1.3 0.2 | 54.5% | 30-55 13.8% 4-29  163.0%| 46-73




(66) W, 72-44 Gardner Webb BPI: 16
(71) W, 91-64 Eastern Michigan #6 SMU MuStangS P
i omeroy: 11
(64) W, 76-67 MPittsburgh A AC
(58) L, 76-54 ~Michigan RPI: 13
(67) W, 84-57 UC Santa Barbara
(73) L.78-73 *USC Record | 30-4 (17-1) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(68) L,71-62 *Boise St. Home 18-0 Top 25 1-0 1-2 Season 75 60
(60) W, 49-43 Cal St. Bakersfield Road 12-4 Ranked 26-50 2-0 1-0 Wins 76 58
(68) W, 74-60 Delaware St. Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-0 5-2 Losses 63 73
(61) - W.74-59 - TCU f.| 1501 | Ranked 101-2 4 H
(66) W.92-56 McNeese St. Non-Conf. 50. anked 101-200 8-0 -0 ome 79 57
(62) W, 72-49 Stanford Conf. 124.7 Below 200 5-0 1-0 Road 70 60
(58) W, 71-53 Albany Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 4-2
(60) W, 58-54 *Memphis
(58) W, 75-44 *East Carolina Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(66) W, 79-65  Temple 63.3 120.1 94.8 17 18.3 375 26.3
(61) W, 84-65 South Florida
330th 11th 29th 69th 185th 8th 56th
(58) L, 66-64 *Cincinnati
(65) W, 80-64 *Tulane Off 54.7% 69.5% 51.2% 40.6% 36.5 36.3
. ense
(62) W, 69-49 Connecticut 31st 206th 90th Sth 145th 178th
(63) W, 8564 Houston FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(64) W,65-60  *UCF 7o ° ° o ° °
(65) W, 86-46 East Carolina Def 45.7% 69.1% 43.5% 32.2% 24.5 453
efense
(65) W, 76-53 *Tulsa 20th 102nd 12th 44th 7th 344th
(71) W, 66-50 *Temple
(54) W, 60-51 Cincinnati Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
(68) W, 80-75 Tulane PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(62) W, 76-66 *Houston M ll‘ Final 10 G
(57) W,69-61  *Connecticut F A F A arein oD
66) W, 93-70 Tulsa All 20.1 | 135 | 406 | 322 93 Home For
(71) W, 103-62  Memphis Wins | 147 | 132 | 415 | 307 9.7 All Road
(70) W, 81-77 ~East Carolina
Losses 8.8 15.8 32.8 43.1 6.5
(60) W, 70-59 AMUCF Conf. PPP
(60) W, 71-56 AACincinnati Home 15.2 12.8 422 31.5 10.7 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 128 | 128 | 385 | 315 9.0 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 11 12 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Brown, Milton and Ojeleye all 40+%
3PT in AAC - top 10 B [ 346 %OfFGAThatComeAtRim 24 | 98]
In Losses to USC and Michigan, two _:l 60.7 FG% At Rim 59.3 | 50 I |
teams combined to go 25-55 3PT
E | 141 9% Of Shots In Transition  18.6 | 81| |
L vs. Boise St., SMU 1-11 3PT, 11-22 FT
B | s Transition eFG% 48 | 94 |
Opp. FG in final 10 G: 219-578 (37.9%)
_:l 54.6 Non-Transition eFG% 45.2 | 91| |
Froling + Wilson left team Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl | Blk 2PT 3PT FT
Semi Ojeleye 6-7 JR 0 34 | 189 | 6.8 1.6 1.4 0.4 0.4 |53.5% | 131-245 | 42.8% | 71-166 | 77.9% | 166-213
Sterling Brown 6-6 SR 0 324 | 133 | 6.5 3 1.9 1.4 0.6 |464% | 96-207 | 43.9% | 58-132 | 79.8% | 87-109
Shake Milton 6-6 SO 0 353 | 13.1 4.1 45 1.8 1.3 0.3 |46.0% | 69-150 |42.5% | 79-186 | 75.8% | 69-91
Ben Moore 6-8 SR 0 325 | 11.6 | 79 2.4 1.6 0.9 1.1 |56.9% | 156-274 | 20.0% | 1-5 62.7% | 79-126
Jarrey Foster 6-6 SO 1 294 | 9.9 5.2 2.2 1.2 0.6 0.8 |56.5% | 96-170 | 44.3% | 31-70 | 58.1% | 43-74
Ben Emelogu 11 6-5 JR 0 20.8 | 44 2.8 1.9 1.1 0.7 0.1 |38.7% | 29-75 |30.2% | 26-86 | 53.8% | 14-26
Harry Froling 6-11 FR 24 14.6 | 4.3 3.2 0.6 1.4 0.4 0.2 | 55.6% 15-27 | 30.0% | 3-10 | 40.0% 4-10
Tom Wilson 6-5 SO 24 6.1 1.6 1 0.5 0.6 0.1 0 0% 0-1 357% | 5-14 | 25.0% 1-4
Dashawn McDowell 6-5 FR 5 8 1.4 1 0.5 0.6 0.2 0.1 | 42.9% 12-28 | 50.0% 2-4 41.4% 12-29




(69) W, 80-58 Vermont . e BPI: 56
con #11 Providence Friars
(68) L, 72-67 Ohio St. P . 56
(68) W, 71-54 Grambling St Bio East omeroy:
’ ) 1 as
(66) W, 64-48 St. Francis NY g RPI: 56
(65) W, 60-51 Memphis
(53) L.63-52 AVirginia Record 20-12 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(66) W, 76-62 New Hampshire Home 15-3 Top 25 0-1 0-2 Season 70 67
(62) W, 63-60 Rhode Island Road 5-9 Ranked 26-50 4-1 2-3 Wins 74 62
(72) W, 9557 Brown Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 3-1 3-2 Losses 64 75
(78)  W.75-69  Massachusetts Non-Conf.| 1773 | Ranked 101-200 |  3-0 0-2 H 73 64
(70) W, 76-54  Wagner on-t-ont : anfked 0T - - ome
(73) W, 79-59 Maine Conf. 57.9 Below 200 5-0 0-0 Road 66 67
(74) L,79-67 *Boston College Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-4
(66) L, 82-56 *Xavier
(68) L, 78-61 *Butler Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(67) W,76-70  Georgetown 66.1 108.1 95.2 18.5 20.5 26.4 28.1
(63) L, 78-64 Creighton
259th 108th 33rd 175th 53rd 271st 124th
(68) L, 64-63 *DePaul ! B s
(63) W, 65-61 Seton Hall Off 51.3% 69.1% 49.1% 36.8% 38.2 35.8
ense
(69) W, 74-56 *Georgetown 138th 219th 184th 88th 94th 187th
(63) L7868 "Villanova FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(77) L,91-86 St. John's 7o ° ° o ° °
(70) W, 79-78 *Marquette Def 49.7% 67.3% 50% 32.7% 30 343
. efense
(64) L, 66-57 Villanova 136th 34th 204th 64th 55th 107th
(73) L,72-70 *Seton Hall
(63) W, 71-65 Butler Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
; Overall Raw
(65) W, 75-63 Xavier PPP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(64) W, 68-66 *Crelghton ll‘ Final 10 G
F A F A Margin
67) W, 73-69 Marquette PPP
(73) W, 73-64 DePaul All 20.8 16.7 | 368 | 327 -0.5 Home For
(76) W,86-75 St John's Wins | 153 | 165 | 400 | 29 1.4 All Road
(76) L, 70-58 "MCreighton
Losses 12.7 17.4 31.8 39.5 -3.7 __‘
Conf. PPP
Home | 147 | 147 | 377 | 317 1.8 Opp.
*Road Game ""Neutral Game Road | 140 | 147 | 357 | 317 2.1 Non-Conf. E
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
5-9 when opponent finishes game with
PPP of 1 or better B [ 364 %OfFGAThatComeAtRim 41 [17] |
Rodney Bullock vs. Top 50 - 36.7% 2PT R FG% At Rim 58.6 | 58| |
Kyron Cartwright assist rate top 10 in _:l 23.8 % Of Shots In Transition 20.1 | 57 I |
nation
I Transition eFG% 571 [ 29] |
_:l 48.5 Non-Transition eFG% 47.9 | 66| |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Rodney Bullock 6-8 JR 0 32.8 | 15.7 6.4 1.4 2.5 1.2 0.8 | 50.4% | 128-254 | 30.9% | 43-139 | 74.5% | 117-157
Emmitt Holt 6-7 JR 1 273 | 12.4 5.2 1 1.4 0.7 0.8 |559% | 119-213 | 35.0% | 21-60 | 67.8% | 82-121
Kyron Cartwright 5-11 JR 0 332 114 3.6 6.7 2.9 1.1 0 42.9% | 100-233 | 38.0% | 30-79 | 71.7% | 76-106
Jalen Lindsey 6-7 JR 0 30.9 | 10.2 43 0.6 0.7 0.8 03 |449% | 31-69 |46.1% | 70-152 | 75.0% | 54-72
Isaiah Jackson 6-6 SO 0 16.8 | 5.7 2.5 1.3 1.1 0.6 03 |53.7% | 44-82 | 413% | 19-46 | 74.5% | 38-51
Alpha Diallo 6-7 FR 0 21 5.7 32 1.2 1.3 0.9 0.2 | 47.6% | 49-103 | 22.2% | 8-36 | 73.8% | 59-80
Kalif Young 6-9 FR 0 13.3 33 33 0.4 1 0.4 0.5 |524% | 44-84 0% 0-1 37.0% 17-46
Ryan Fazekas 6-8 SO 3 12 3.1 1.1 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.1 | 42.9% 9-21 37.9% | 22-58 | 66.7% 6-9
Drew Edwards 6-4 SO 23 9.6 2.7 0.6 0.2 0.6 0.4 0.1 | 38.5% 5-13 50.0% 3-6 50.0% 5-10




(69) W, 75-61 Montana . BPI: 59
(78) W, 82-72 Nebraska Omaha # 1 1 USC TrOJ ans P
omeroy: 61 Wh
(68) W, 65-63 *Texas A&M Pac-12
(71) W, 88-54 New Orleans RPI: 41
(73) W, 78-73 SMU
(74) W, 96-72 UC Santa Barbara Record | 24-9 (10-8) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(66) W, 76-55 *San Diego Home 14-3 Top 25 2-2 0-4 Season 79 73
(81) W,91-84 MBYU Road 10-6 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-1 ‘Wins 81 68
(69) W, 93-67 Pepperdine Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-1 3-0 Losses 71 83
(69) W.8277 - Troy Non-Conf.| 1737 | Ranked 101-200 |  8-0 5-1 H 81 69
(69) W,79-67  Cornell on--ont. : anked 197~ . - ome
(70) W, 83-75 AMissouri St. Conf. 105.3 Below 200 4-0 2-0 Road 77 73
(85) W, 94-92 MWyoming Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 7-3
(65) W, 70-63 *Qregon St.
(72) L, 84-61 *Oregon Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(75) W,72-56  Stanford 68.6 1125 100.2 15.7 18 30.8 31.2
69) L,74-73 California
117th 46th 86th 19th 204th 120th 257th
(69) L, 86-64 *Utah
(66) W, 71-68 *Colorado Off 51.9% 73.9% 50.5% 36.3% 37.2 36.1
. ense
(66) L, 73-66 Arizona 104th 65th 121st 109th 128th 183rd
(69 W, 8279 Arizona St FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(75) W,84-76  UCLA 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(79) W, 82-74 *Washington Def 49.7% 71.3% 46.8% 36.5% 239 36.5
. efense
(71) W, 86-77 *Washington St. 138th 235th 83rd 263rd 4th 188th
(69) W, 92-66 Oregon St.
(73) L,81-70 Oregon Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg, —
Overall Raw
(76) L,102-70  *UCLA PP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(69) L.90-77  *Arizona wd | arroc
. Margin
(67) L,83-82 *Arizona St. F A F A PP
67) W, 87-64 Washington St. All 22.3 15.0 36.3 36.5 0.4 Home For
(66) W, 74-58  Washington Wins | 170 | 143 | 366 | 337 29 All Road
(68) W, 78-73 "MWashington
Losses 154 15.7 359 44.1 -5.0
(75) L,76-74  ~UCLA Conf. _ PPP
Home 16.0 14.4 39.2 35.6 2.7 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 170 | 144 | 328 | 356 25 Non-Conf. E
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
In W vs. SMU, USC just 14-26 FT
I | <15 % OfFGAThat Come AtRim 385 [ 25] |
InL @ ASU, USC led 81-71 with 2:50
left [ 33] | 582 FG% At Rim 53.4 | so] |
Bennie Boatwright DNP from BY U-first _:l 23.2 % Of Shots In Transition 19 | 76' |
UCLA game
] Transition eFGY% 523 | 7a ]
In games vs. top 50 opponents, Jordan
McLaughlin 2PT% drops 10% _:l 50 Non-Transition eFG% 49.1 | 50 | |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Bennie Boatwright 6-10 SO 17 26.9 | 14.6 43 1.6 1.6 0.4 04 |47.5% | 28-59 |36.2% | 38-105 | 92.6% | 63-68
Chimezie Metu 6-11 SO 0 31.2 | 145 7.8 1.3 2.2 0.8 1.5 | 54.8% | 184-336 | 50.0% 1-2 72.1% | 106-147
Jordan McLaughlin 6-1 JR 0 339 | 13.1 34 5.5 2.2 1.5 0.1 | 48.4% | 104-215 | 41.5% | 44-106 | 81.4% | 92-113
Elijah Stewart 6-5 JR 0 294 | 124 4 1.2 1.1 0.8 1.2 | 48.7% | 73-150 | 38.1% | 69-181 | 70.9% | 56-79
De'Anthony Melton 6-4 FR 0 27.3 8.7 49 34 1.8 2 1 51.0% | 76-149 | 29.0% | 20-69 | 70.8% | 75-106
Shaqquan Aaron 6-7 SO 0 219 | 8.3 34 1.2 1 0.4 0.2 | 443% | 54-122 | 343% | 37-108 | 72.0% | 54-75
Jonah Mathews 6-3 FR 1 206 | 7.3 1.9 1.2 0.6 1 0.1 |44.3% | 39-88 32.8% | 40-122 | 68.6% | 35-51
Nick Rakocevic 6-11 FR 0 15 52 39 0.5 0.9 0.2 0.7 |56.0% | 61-109 - 0-0 65.8% | 50-76
Charles Buggs 6-9 SR 10 9 2.4 1.8 0.2 0.4 0.3 04 | 63.6% 14-22 53.8% | 7-13 85.7% 6-7




(68) W, 76-61 Oral Roberts BPI: 17
#3 Baylor Bears
(60) W, 66-49 Oregon P - 13
(67) W, 81-72 Florida Gulf Coast Bio XII omeroy: ' I
’ 1
66) W, 71-63 MYVCU g RPI: 11 .
(67) W, 73-58 “Michigan St.
61) W, 66-63 MLouisville Record | 28-4 (12-6) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(70) W, 79-45 Sam Houston St. Home 15-2 Top 25 4-1 2-3 Season 73 63
(71) W, 76-61 Xavier Road 10-5 Ranked 26-50 3-1 3-2 ‘Wins 74 60
(72) W, 89-59 Southern Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-0 4-0 Losses 67 73
(65) W.82-57 — lackson St Non-Conf.| 1394 | Ranked 101-200 1-0 0-0 H 73 59
(70) W, 107-53  John Brown on--ont. : anked 197~ . - ome
(60) W, 89-63 Texas Southern Conf. 344 Below 200 4-0 1-0 Road 72 63
(63) W, 76-50 *Oklahoma Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 6-4
(65) W, 65-63 Towa St.
(59) W, 61-57 Oklahoma St. Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(78) L, 89-68 *West Virginia 62.8 117.3 923 20.7 16.9 40 29.7
67) W, 77-68 *K St.
67 W, ansas 337th 22nd 14th 311th 277th 3rd 200th
(70) W, 74-64 Texas
(61) W, 62-53 *TCU Off 52.7% 71.2% 52.5% 35.3% 34.2 33.9
ense
(64) W, 65-61 Texas Tech 75th 140th 49th 157th 216th 237th
(©3) Wo7875  "Mississippi FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(67) L,73-68 *Kansas 7o ° ° o ° °
(62) L,56-54 Kansas St. Def 45.2% 72.3% 44.2% 31.4% 30.4 34.4
efense
(64) W, 72-69 *Oklahoma St. 17th 283rd 21st 27th 62nd 111th
(55) W, 70-52 TCU
(69) L,84-78 *Texas Tech Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
(64) L,67-65 Kansas PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(63) W, 60-54 Oklahoma M ll‘ Final 10 G
(54) L,72-69 *lowa St. F A F A arein oD
(66) W, 71-62 West Virginia All 19.0 16.9 359 31.6 8.3 Home For
(66) W,75-64  *Texas Wins | 150 | 149 | 361 | 295 8.8 All Road
(59) L, 70-64 ~MKansas St.
Losses 8.7 23.9 35.5 40.5 6.3
Conf. PPP
Home 14.4 14.4 36.6 28.4 8.6 Opp.
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 12.7 144 | 353 | 284 72 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Freeman DNP in Feb. Losses to KU &
T 2 | 24.8 % Of FGA That Come At Rim 19.5 | 100|
Motley commits 4.2 fouls per 40 minutes _ 721 FG% At Rim 60.9 | 37' |
against top 50 - up from season average
[16] | 169 % Of Shots In Transition ~ 17.2 | 95| |
In win over Oregon, Oregon without
Dillon Brooks I | o0 Transition eFG% 53.1 | 67] |
21 games vs. opponent who ranked 200 _:l 51.7 Non-Transition eFG% 43.7 | 97 I]
or worse in opponent offensive rebound Fewest Most Most Fewest
rato Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Johnathan Motley 6-10 JR 1 30.6 | 17.3 9.9 2.4 2.9 0.3 1 53.9% | 194-360 | 25.8% | 8-31 71.4% | 125-175
Manu Lecomte 5-11 JR 2 30 124 1.9 3.9 2.1 0.9 0.1 |459% | S51-111 | 42.2% | 68-161 | 81.5% | 66-81
Al Freeman 6-3 JR 3 23.6 | 9.5 2.3 1.2 1.5 0.4 0 50.0% | 45-90 | 38.3% | 41-107 | 81.6% | 62-76
Jo Lual-Acuil Jr. 7-0 JR 0 264 | 9.2 7 0.3 1.1 0.3 2.6 |56.5% | 113-200 | 33.3% | 8-24 | 48.9% | 43-88
Terry Maston 6-8 JR 2 152 | 6.4 3.5 0.5 1.3 0.3 0.3 | 54.2% | 78-144 0% 0-5 80.4% | 37-46
Ishmail Wainright 6-5 SR 0 29.1 5.6 5.1 32 1.5 1.8 0.2 |532% | 41-77 |29.1% | 25-86 | 62.9% | 22-35
Jake Lindsey 6-5 SO 0 22.6 | 4.8 2.3 3.2 1.1 0.5 04 | 474% | 37-78 | 41.7% | 20-48 | 69.0% | 20-29
King McClure 6-3 SO 3 142 | 4.8 1.3 0.9 0.8 0.4 0.1 |60.0% | 24-40 | 33.8% | 23-68 | 73.3% | 22-30
Nuni Omot 6-9 JR 10 123 | 4.5 2.2 0.2 0.7 0.1 0.3 | 48.8% | 20-41 31.7% | 13-41 | 86.4% 19-22




(76) W, 100-52 Arizona Christian . o BPI: 98
) #14 New Mexico St. Aggies
(68) L,64-61 Colorado St. P . 88
(66) W, 58-48 Samford WAC omeroy:
(69) L, 72-59 *New Mexico RPI: 59
(68) W, 89-73 Bethune Cookman
(69) W, 86-74 Nicholls St. Record | 28-5 (11-3) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(59) W, 56-51 *San Diego Home 16-1 Top 25 0-0 0-0 Season 79 67
(62) W, 78-70 Air Force Road 12-4 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-0 Wins 82 65
77 W, 93-85 Long Beach St. Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-0 0-1 Losses 63 75
(73) W, 84-71 New Mexico ‘ 1 Ranked 1012 ) =
(76) W, 79-68 *UTEP Non-Conf. 93.5 anked 101-200 5- 3-3 ome 85 67
(73) W, 81-70 * Arizona St. Conf. 229.6 Below 200 9-0 8-0 Road 72 67
(77) W, 85-79 UC Irvine Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 3-1
(75) W, 84-50 Eastern New Mexico
(67) W, 79-70 UTEP Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(69) W,77-64  *UMKC 67.3 110 102.7 19.7 19.2 36 28.2
(66) W, 78-62 *Chicago St.
205th 71st 134th 254th 140th 18th 133rd
(68) W,81-69  Grand Canyon s r
(64) W, 63-58 Cal St. Bakersfield Off 52.8% 70.9% 54.5% 33.4% 44.1 39.1
ense
(72) W, 94-71 UMKC 71st 150th 22nd 242nd 10th 107th
(76) Wo71-56 - "Seattle FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(71) W,74-69  *Utah Valley 7o ° ° o ° °
(72) W, 98-75 ~Northern New Def 47.4% 67.7% 48.6% 30.1% 353 33
. efense
(68) W, 86-51 Chicago St. 52nd 42nd 139th 8th 180th 58th
(70) L, 72-53 *Cal St. Bakersfield
(71) L, 83-71 *Grand Canyon Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
i Overall Raw
(78) W, 107-101  *UT Rio Grande Valley PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(72) L, 84-72 Utah Valle\/ M ll‘ Final 10 G
(64) W,86-53  Seattle F A F A arein oD
(80) W, 107-81 UT Rio Grande Valley All 252 20.2 33.7 29.1 8.0 Home For
(65 W,67-53  *Chicago St. Wins | 187 | 188 | 370 | 282 9.9 All Road
(69) W, 78-60 MUMKC
Losses 13.2 28.4 21.4 30.3 -2.6
67) W, 70-60 ~Cal St. Bakersfield Conf. PPP
Home 18.4 18.6 36.1 32.7 11.1 Opp.
*Road Game ""Neutral Game Road | 173 | 186 | 307 | 327 6.3 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Ian Baker WAC PQY, Ist-Team Defense
B 375 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 365 | 37] |
Eli Chuha 2nd Team All-WAC
IR | os:s FGY% At Rim 58.3 | e3] |
Have played 1 team w/ top 100 offensive
efficiency and 15 G vs. teams outside top _:l 22.7 % Of Shots In Transition 19 | 76' |
250 3PT%
D | o0 Transition eFG% 44 100]
Sidy N’dir has not played since early in
season - foot injury _:l 50.9 Non-Transition eFG% 46.8 | 77] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Tan Baker 6-1 SR 1 329 | 16.6 4.3 4.1 2.2 1.2 0.1 | 47.5% | 96-202 | 30.8% | 62-201 | 82.8% | 154-186
Sidy Ndir 6-2 SO 24 28.6 | 13.7 2.7 2.1 2.2 0.4 0.7 | 61.0% | 2541 |36.1% | 13-36 | 75.6% | 34-45
Braxton Huggins 6-3 JR 0 274 | 13.6 2.7 1.3 1.5 0.3 0.2 | 47.0% | 47-100 | 42.2% | 86-204 | 80.7% | 96-119
Eli Chuha 6-7 SO 0 26 12.4 9 1.2 1.7 0.6 04 | 61.8% | 147-238 | 20.0% 1-5 67.9% | 112-165
Jemerrio Jones 6-5 JR 0 245 | 9.9 8.5 2.9 2 1.1 0.8 | 53.2% | 125-235 | 22.7% | 5-22 | 61.0% | 61-100
Matt Taylor 6-4 JR 0 22.1 6.6 3 1.7 1.2 0.7 0.6 | 60.4% | 58-96 |30.1% | 22-73 | 68.5% | 37-54
Marlon Jones 6-9 JR 30 16.7 | 5.7 3 0.3 1.3 0 0.3 | 53.8% 7-13 0% 0-1 50.0% 3-6
Johnathon Wilkins 6-10 JR 0 18 5.5 3 1 1.4 0.2 0.8 | 61.0% | 64-105 | 33.3% | 10-30 | 60.5% | 23-38
Jermaine Haley 6-7 FR 3 21.4 4 2.9 1.5 1.6 0.5 0.1 |53.1% | 26-49 |24.5% | 12-49 | 58.9% | 33-56




(74) W, 85-76 Louisiana Tech o BPI: 43
#7 South Carolina Gamecocks
(56) W, 81-49 Holy Cross P
omeroy: 31
(82) W, 70-69 Monmouth SE C
(69) W, 92-50 South Carolina St. RPI: 43
(62) W, 61-46 Michigan
(65) W, 64-50 ArSyracuse Record | 24-8 (12-6) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
67) W, 68-50 Vermont Home 15-3 Top 25 2-0 0-2 Season 72 64
(69) W, 70-54 FIU Road 7-7 Ranked 26-50 0-2 1-1 Wins 75 59
_ AN
(70) L, 67-64 Seton Hall Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 9-1 3-4 Losses 64 73
67) W, 77-66 *South Florida c 134 Ranked 101.2 5 H 5
(70) L. 62-60 Clemson Non-Conf. 3 anked 101-200 0-0 -0 ome 76 6
(74) W, 90-62 Lander Conf. 67.4 Below 200 3-0 1-0 Road 67 64
(66) L,70-54 *Memphis Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 4-4
(66) W, 67-61 *Georgia
(67) W, 79-68 Texas A&M Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(73) W,70-60  *Tennessee 67.9 105.5 88.5 18.9 245 33.7 31.6
76) W, 67-56 Mississippi
(76) W, SAISSIpPE 169th 149th 3rd 207th 4th 45th 274th
(70) W, 57-53 Florida
(70) L, 85-69 *Kentucky Off 46.7% 69.2% 45% 33.4% 39.9 33.7
ense
(80) W, 98-69 Auburn 315th 213th 318th 247th 66th 242nd
(70) W, 6333 *Missouri FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(78) W,88-63  *LSU 7o ° ° o ° °
(68) W, 77-75 Georgia Def 45% 71.1% 45.3% 29.6% 46.7 33.9
efense
(100 L, 90-86 Alabama 12th 219th 39th 5th 338th 87th
(70) W, 77-73 *Mississippi St.
(69) L,83-76 Arkansas Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
H Overall Raw
(68) L,71-62 *Vanderbilt PPP
‘ FTA 3PT % Rebound
(70) L, 81-66 *Florida M ll‘ Final 10 G
(77) W, 82-55 Tennessee F A F A argin PPP
(70) W, 63-57 Mississippi St. All 233 243 339 29.3 0.5 Home For
(74) L,75-70 *Mississippi Wins | 160 | 220 | 386 | 27.0 29 All Road
(61) L,64-53 Alabama
Losses 14.2 284 26.2 36.6 -4.7
Conf. PPP
Home 17.1 22.7 349 26.1 3.4 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 149 | 227 | 324 | 261 12 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Sindarius Thornwell
-Coaches voted SEC POY . | 27.8 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  32.4 | 70| |
-DNP FIU-Memphis
-20+ points: 15 times _:l 62.3 FG% At Rim 54.7 | 85| |
PJ Dozier _:l 22.6 % Of Shots In Transition 18.2 | 87| |
-DNP vs. Kentucky
-21.7% 3PT in SEC [ 23] | s3 Transition eFG% 47.6 | 95] |
In W over Florida, Florida 0-17 3PT and . | 45.4 Non-Transition eFG% 44.2 | 96' I
15-28 FT Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Sindarius Thornwell 6-5 SR 6 34.1 21 7.2 2.8 2.4 2.2 0.9 |46.2% | 116-251 | 38.8% | 45-116 | 83.2% | 178-214
PJ Dozier 6-6 SO 1 28.8 | 13.6 4.8 2.9 2.1 1.7 0.3 | 42.7% | 119-279 | 31.2% | 39-125 | 60.2% | 68-113
Duane Notice 6-2 SR 0 32.8 | 10.1 2.4 2.3 1.4 1 0.2 | 46.7% | 42-90 | 33.9% | 60-177 | 67.0% | 59-88
Chris Silva 6-9 SO 0 20.1 9.8 5.7 0.3 2 0.6 1.3 | 553% | 105-190 | 0% 0-1 73.0% | 103-141
Maik Kotsar 6-10 FR 0 238 | 59 5 0.6 1.3 0.7 0.4 | 49.4% | 85-172 - 0-0 40.8% | 20-49
Rakym Felder 5-10 FR 1 14 54 1.4 1.3 1.5 0.6 0.1 |36.8% | 21-57 |43.7% | 31-71 | 62.7% | 32-51
Justin McKie 6-4 SR 0 17.5 | 4.3 2.1 1.3 0.6 0.6 0.1 |414% | 29-70 |31.8% | 21-66 | 62.5% 15-24
Hassani Gravett 6-1 SO 2 18.1 3.6 1.7 1.5 1.2 0.5 0 37.3% | 22-59 | 23.8% | 15-63 | 64.5% | 20-31
TeMarcus Blanton 6-5 SO 12 6.1 1.4 1.1 0.1 0.3 0.3 0 42.9% 6-14 33.3% | 4-12 50.0% 4-8




(78) W, 95-71 ~MVanderbilt BPI: 29
#10 Marquette Golden Eagles
(71) W, 81-49 Howard P .28
(73) L, 79-61 AMMichigan Bio East omeroy:
’ 1 as
(76) L, 7875 A~Pittsburgh g RPI: 61
(79) W, 104-79 IUPUI
(76) W.101-79  Houston Baptist Record 19-12 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(70) W, 90-44 Western Carolina Home 14-3 Top 25 1-1 0-2 Season 83 75
(71) W, 89-79 *Georgia Road 5-9 Ranked 26-50 2-1 3-1 ‘Wins 89 71
(72) W, 84-81 Fresno St Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 4-1 1-6 Loses 72 81
(71) L,93-84 Wisconsin ‘ 162 Ranked 1012 5 ) =
(73) W, 78-65 St. Francis PA Non-Conf. 62.9 anked 101-200 -0 -0 ome 85 70
(74) W, 89-56 SIU Edwardsville Conf. 61 Below 200 5-0 0-0 Road 80 75
(68) W, 76-66 Georgetown Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 3-5
(70) L, 69-66 *Seton Hall
(65) L,93-81 *Villanova Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(79) W,89-86  Seton Hall 69.7 121 103.4 17.1 18.5 27.3 28.9
62) W, 83-58 DePaul
(62) W, erau 77th 7th 154th 75th 172nd 243rd 165th
(65) L, 88-80 *Butler
(80) W, 102-94 *Creighton Off 57.6% 77.9% 52.7% 43% 31.1 41.1
. ense
(65) W, 74-72 Villanova 6th 7th 47th 1st 284th 62nd
(70) L7978 - Providence FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(73) L,86-72 *St. John's 7o ° ° o ° °
(67) W,92-79 *DePaul Def 51.9% 69.8% 50.2% 36.9% 35.9 34.1
efense
(66) L, 68-65 Butler 233rd 136th 216th 279th 194th 98th
(68) L, 80-62 *Georgetown
(67) W, 83-61 Xavier Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg, _
l Overall Raw
(77) W, 93-71 St. John's PP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(67) L.73-69  *Providence bound | o [
(71) W,95-84  *Xavier F A F A areft oD
(77) W, 91-83 Creighton All 184 | 209 | 430 | 369 0.9 Home i
(70) L,82-76  ""Seton Hall Wins | 150 | 189 | 453 | 340 3.6 All Road
Loses 12.9 22.8 39.3 423 -5.8 _
Conf. PPP
Home | 154 | 199 | 43.1 | 348 0.9 Opp.
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 13.1 199 | 430 | 348 17 Non-Conf.
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
In W vs. Villanova, Villanova 6-34 3PT
— Marquette 13-22 FT [16] | 30.6 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  31.2 | 78] |
Markus Howard 57.3% 3PT in Big East - _:l 66.8 FG% At Rim 68.9 [b |
final 10 G: 35-54 (64.8%)
I | % Of Shots In Transition ~ 19.1 | 74) |
Luke Fischer 4+ fouls in 14 G
I Transition ¢FGY% s67 3] |
Andrew Rosey led Big East in FT%
_ 55.9 Non-Transition eFG% 50.8 | 24| |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Markus Howard 5-11 FR 1 21.8 | 13.2 2.3 2.2 1.9 0.9 0.1 | 452% | 52-115 | 54.9% | 79-144 | 88.9% | 56-63
Jajuan Johnson 6-5 SR 1 26 11.8 4 2.7 2.3 1.9 0.5 | 51.2% | 103-201 | 36.7% | 29-79 | 79.5% | 62-78
Andrew Rowsey 5-10 JR 0 20.6 | 11.5 1.8 2.3 1.3 0.7 0 49.3% | 34-69 | 454% | 69-152 | 93.3% | 83-89
Luke Fischer 6-11 SR 0 23.9 11 5.9 1.2 1.2 0.6 1.6 | 64.6% | 146-226 - 0-0 58.8% | 50-85
Katin Reinhardt 6-6 SR 3 26.1 | 10.9 2.8 2.1 1.4 0.6 0.1 |43.8% | 46-105 | 38.4% | 56-146 | 88.5% | 46-52
Haanif Cheatham 6-5 SO 0 26 9 4 2.3 1.6 0.7 0.1 |49.1% | 80-163 | 32.5% | 13-40 | 76.7% | 79-103
Sam Hauser 6-7 FR 0 26.3 8.7 5 1.4 0.7 0.8 0.6 | 50.8% | 32-63 452% | 61-135 | 81.5% | 22-27
Duane Wilson 6-2 JR 2 16.2 | 4.8 1.7 1.7 0.8 1 0.1 50.7% | 38-75 29.2% | 14-48 | 68.8% | 22-32
Traci Carter 6-0 SO 23 16.3 4.3 2.1 3.6 1.4 0.5 0 62.5% 10-16 | 42.9% 3-7 62.5% 5-8




(80) W, 94-49 Marist . BPI: 6
o Wt G Canon #2 Duke Blue Devils S
(73) L.77-75 AKansas ACC omeroy:
(71) W, 78-68 ~Penn St. RPI: 6
(65) W, 75-65 ~Rhode Island
(70) W, 88-67 William & Mary Record (11-7) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(70) W, 93-58 Appalachian St. Home 15-1 Top 25 2-0 6-4 Season 81 70
(73) W.,78-69  Michigan St. Road 12-7 Ranked 26-50 4-0 3-3 Wins 83 67
(66) W, 94-55 Mame. Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-0 1-0 Losses 73 80
(71) W, 84-74 Florida
(72) W, 94-45 AMUNLV Non-Conf. 149.8 Ranked 101-200 4-1 1-0 Home 85 66
(66) W, 65-55 Tennessee St. Conf. 42 Below 200 3-0 1-0 Road 77 70
(69) W, 72-61 ""Elon Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-4
(71) L, 89-75 *Virginia Tech
(71) W, 110-57 Georgia Tech Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(84) W,93-82  Boston College 67.7 121 95.9 16.2 17.2 31.5 29.4
(75) L, 88-72 *Florida St. 183rd n n h 263rd ond 180th
(70) L. 78-69 *Louisville 83r 6t 39t 39t 631 92n 80t
(67) W, 70-58 Miami FL Off 54.8% 75.8% 53.8% 37.6% 38.9 37.7
. ense
(75) L,84-82  North Carolina St. 29th 27th 29th 59th 77th 141st
(70) W, 85-83 *Wake Forest
(70) W, 84-74 *Notre Dame eFG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% FTA/FGA % 3PA/FGA %
(61) W, 72-64 Pittsburgh Def 47.5% 70% 48.8% 29.5% 30.9 28.3
_ : efense
(68) W.,86-78  North Carolina 54th 154th 149th 4th 71st 7th
(63) W, 64-62 Clemson
(58) W, 65-55 *Virginia Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
(68) W, 99-94 Wake Forest Overall i};g
(63) L,78-75 *Syracuse FTA 3PT % Rebound X
L Marsin Final 10 G
(62) L, 55-50 *Miami FL F A F A g
; PPP
(68) W,75-70  Florida St. All 26 | 185 | 375 | 295 33 Home For
(72) L,90-83 *North Carolina :
70) W, 79-72 AClemson Wins 172 | 174 | 392 | 280 42 All Road
(73) W, 81-77 ALouisville Losses 16.8 22.1 32.0 35.7 0.1 Conf. ~ PP
(74) W, 93-83 ~North Carolina Home 17.0 17.3 38.7 27.7 6.3 Opp.
(63) W, 75-69 “Notre Dame Road 17.2 173 364 277 18 Non-Conf. P
* AN
Road Game ""Neutral Game 07 08 09 1 L1 12 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
DNP’S...
G. Allen in Ls vs. Miami & V-Tech MBS | 34 %OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 397 [16] |
J. Tatum first 8 games
A. Jefferson in L’s vs. FSU & L*Ville - IR FG% At Rim 627 | 2s] |
Harry Giles first 11 games
[19] | 172 % Of Shots In Transition ~ 20.5 | 49| |
Allen vs. Top 50 38.2% 2PT
I o Transition eFG% 502 [1F |
Tatum 2PT last 10 G: 48-88 (54.5%)
_:l 53.7 Non-Transition eFG% 44.5 | 95] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Luke Kennard 6-6 SO 0 359 | 20.1 53 2.5 1.6 0.8 0.4 | 53.8% | 148-275 | 44.3% | 85-192 | 84.9% | 152-179
Jayson Tatum 6-8 FR 8 332 | 169 7.3 2.2 2.6 1.3 1.1 |50.9% | 117-230 | 33.6% | 37-110 | 86.6% | 110-127
Grayson Allen 6-5 JR 3 29.6 | 14.1 3.7 3.5 2.2 0.8 0.1 | 43.5% | 57-131 | 36.0% | 73-203 | 80.8% | 118-146
Amile Jefferson 6-9 SR 2 29.5 | 109 8.2 1.6 1.3 0.7 1.7 | 62.1% | 139-224 - 0-0 61.2% | 82-134
Frank Jackson 6-3 FR 1 24.6 | 10.7 2.6 1.6 1.3 0.5 0.1 |53.5% | 77-144 | 39.8% | 47-118 | 75.3% | 70-93
Matt Jones 6-5 SR 0 329 | 6.8 2.8 1.9 1.1 1.7 0.2 | 48.9% | 43-88 | 32.8% | 45-137 | 72.0% | 18-25
Harry Giles 6-10 FR 11 11.8 | 4.3 4 0.3 0.7 0.3 0.6 | 58.4% | 45-77 - 0-0 50.0% 12-24
Antonio Vrankovic 7-0 SO 24 8.8 2.8 2.8 0.5 0.6 0 04 | 66.7% 12-18 - 0-0 63.6% 7-11
Chase Jeter 6-10 SO 19 149 | 2.6 2.7 0.4 1.1 0.4 1.1 | 50.0% 13-26 - 0-0 55.6% 15-27




(88) W, 135-76  Toccoa Falls . BPI: 127
(73) W, 70-67 Eastern Illinois #1 5 TrOy TrOJ ans P - 130
(72) L,74-51 *UAB Sun Belt omeroy:
’ un be
(73) L,71-67 *Eastern Illinois RPI: 147
(67) L,79-67 *San Francisco
(68) W, 65-63 *Hawaii Record 22-14 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(74) L, 80-74 South Florida Home 10-4 Top 25 0-0 0-0 Season 79 72
(73) W,83-65  Alabama St. Road 12-10 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-0 Wins 86 69
69) W, 88-59 Alab A&M
(69) a a.lma Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 1-0 0-2 Losses 70 77
(83) W, 114-52 " Point
(69) L. 82-77 *USC Non-Conf. 232.9 Ranked 101-200 3-2 5-6 Home 82 71
(78) L, 72-66 *Wyoming Conf. 174.9 Below 200 5-2 6-2 Road 77 72
(75 W,92-84 "Cornell Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-8
(68) W, 83-65 Chicago St.
(72) L,76-75 *South Alabama Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
. * i
(69) L, 86-82 Georgia Southern 678 109.9 1073 17.6 17.7 306 296
(66) W, 80-77 *Georgia St.
(76) W, 93-71 UT Arlington 178th 74th 225th 103rd 222nd 126th 195th
(64) L, 75-71 Texas St. off 51.8% 72.3% 50.8% 35.5% 40.6 40.3
_ * ense
(63) L,82-80 Arkansas St. 109th 108th 106th 149th 53rd 79¢h
(68) W, 78-69 *Little Rock
68) L,78-72 Georgia St. eFG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% FTA/FGA % 3PA/FGA %
(749) W,83-76  Georgia Southern 49.9% 72.5% 49.5% 33.7% 326 39.5
66) L,76-71 South Alab Defense
66 L, outh Aldbama 149th 291st 179th 96th 111th 287th
(77) W, 100-88 *Louisiana Lafayette
67) W, 73-72 *Louisiana Monroe .
. Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
(70) W, 87-78 Coastal Carolina Overall Raw
(74) W.76-66  Appalachian St. FTA 3PT % Rebound e
. Final 10 G
(57) L.63-59 *Texas St. F A F A Margin
- i PPP
(74) L,82-67  *UT Arlington Al | 231 | 189 | 363 | 335 25 Home For
(76) W, 81-72 Arkansas St.
(57) W.57-54 Little Rock Wins 195 | 186 | 393 | 326 48 All Road
(65) W, 84-64 A Appalachian St. Losses 12.8 19.9 33.0 359 -0.8 ~
] Conf. PPP
(63) W, 90-70 *Georgia Southern Home | 181 | 197 | 397 | 322 55 Opp
73) W, 74-63 MG ia St. - A
(73) corsta Road | 159 | 197 | 338 | 322 0.7 Non-Cont E
(60) W, 59-53 "MTexas St.
+Road Game AANeutral Game 0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Team Notes
B 387 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim  42.8 [§ |
Sun belt in NCAA Tournament
[16: UALR W 85-83 Purdue I 0 ] s FG% At Rim 5.1 | o1] |
’15: Georgia St. W 57-56 Baylor
Both teams were top 100 Pomeroy teams _:l 19.5 % Of Shots In Transition 22.7 | 17] |
who won also won conf. regular season
I - Transition eFG% s3.2 | o7] |
15 games vs. opponents w/ offensive
efficiency ranking of 250 or worse D | s Non-Transition eFG% 48.2 | 61] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:” 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Jordon Varnado 6-6 SO 0 28.7 | 16.5 7.1 1.3 1.8 0.5 1.4 | 55.6% | 199-358 | 37.5% | 27-72 | 69.7% | 115-165
Wesley Person 6-3 JR 0 31.1 | 14.8 2.6 1.6 1.2 0.6 0.1 |48.6% | 67-138 | 40.0% | 92-230 | 81.5% | 123-151
Jeremy Hollimon 6-3 SR 0 21.8 | 12.1 2.5 1.6 1.6 0.6 0.2 | 51.9% | 97-187 | 42.2% | 46-109 | 77.6% | 104-134
Kevin Baker 6-2 JR 0 24.1 8.2 2.6 3.1 1.7 1.1 0 347% | 17-49 | 33.6% | 71-211 | 70.6% | 48-68
DeVon Walker 6-6 SR 0 273 | 7.9 6.3 1.7 1.4 0.9 0.6 |50.3% | 94-187 | 28.6% | 6-21 67.5% | 77-114
Alex Hicks 6-8 SO 0 15 4.9 4.1 0.4 1.1 0.4 0.6 |51.2% | 66-129 | 13.3% | 2-15 | 72.5% | 37-51
Shawn Hopkins 6-5 SO 18 6.2 2.8 1.7 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.1 |61.5% 8-13 34.5% | 10-29 | 80.0% 4-5
Daniel Peace 6-1 SR 0 148 | 2.5 1.3 2.2 1.5 1.1 0 44.2% | 23-52 12.5% 1-8 61.2% | 41-67
Jaro Moravek 6-8 JR 15 6.1 1.6 1.6 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 |71.4% | 10-14 | 182% | 4-22 | 50.0% 1-2
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o
________________________________________________________________________________________ L (- A A S
. Jadksonville St. Nevada )
N Brglipa Central @ § ° Oklahoma St.
Vermont @ Creighton low: St. @ Michigan
Michigan St. ‘ Rhode Island. Ordon
[ J Kansas
Miami FL Pyrduc @
®
Louisville
0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00 1.05 1.10 1.15 1.20 1.25
ADJUSTED PPP
Kansas City, MO Tulsa, OK
1 Kansas FRI
16 NCCen/UC Dav  3:50
8 Miami FRI
9  Michigan St. 6:20
THURSDAY Milwaukee, WI
5 Towa St. THU
12 Nevada 6:57
4 Purdue THU
13 Vermont 4:27
SATURDAY Sacramento, CA
6 Creighton FRI
11  Rhode Island 1:30
3 Oregon FRI
14 Iona 11:00
THURSDAY Indianapolis, IN
7 Michigan FRI
10 Oklahoma St. 9:15
2 Louisvlle FRI
Game Times Are PST 15 Jacksonville St.  11:45

1.30



Midwest Region - Ken Pom log5 Projections
—Kansas City---

Sweet 16: Thursday

Elite 8: Saturday

% To Make The....
Seed Team Round 32 | Sweet 16 Elite 8 Final Title Champion 1in...
Four Game

1 Kansas 95.3 69.1 41.1 22.8 11.7 5.2 1in 19.2
2 Louisville 93.4 56.4 35.5 20.5 11 5.1 1in 19.6
3 Oregon 89.4 57.2 27.5 13.9 6.4 2.6 1 in 38.5
4 Purdue 76.8 453 24 12.3 5.8 2.4 1in41.7
5 Iowa St. 73.1 39.2 19.7 9.6 43 1.7 1in 58.8
7 Michigan 51.3 22.5 11.9 5.6 2.5 1 1 in 100
10 Oklahoma St. 48.7 20.3 10.7 5.1 2.1 0.8 lin 125
6 Creighton 59.8 26.5 9.9 4 1.4 0.4 1 in 250
8 Miami FL 54.3 17.5 6.8 2.4 0.8 0.2 1 in 500
11 Rhode Island 40.2 14.5 4.3 1.4 0.4 0.1 1 in 1000
9 Michigan St. 45.7 12.5 4.2 1.3 0.4 0.08 1 in 1250
12 Nevada 26.9 8.3 23 0.6 0.1 0.02 1 in 5000
13 Vermont 23.2 7.2 1.9 0.4 0.1 0.02 1 in 5000
14 Iona 10.6 1.9 0.2 0.03 0.002 <.001

15 Jacksonville St. 6.6 0.8 0.1 0.01 0.002 <.001

16 NC Central 3.8 0.8 0.09 0.007 <.001 <.001

16 UC Davis 0.9 0.1 0.005 <.001 <.001 <.001




(88) L, 103-99 “Indiana BPI: 10
" #1 Kansas Jayhawks
(73) W, 77-75 Duke P - 10
(70) W, 86-65 Siena Bio XII omeroy:
’ 1
(78) W, 83-63 AMUAB g RPI: 3
(69) W, 65-54 MGeorgia
(69) W, 95-57 UNC Asheville Record | 28-4 (16-2) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(72) W, 91-61 Long Beach St. Home 14-1 Top 25 3-1 5-1 Season 83 72
(73) W, 89-74 Stanford Road 14-3 Ranked 26-50 3-0 3-2 Wins 82 69
(71 W, 105-62 UMKC Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-0 4-0 Losses 76 85
(73) W, 89-72 Nebraska ‘ 1214 Ranked 1012 4 ) = 1
(70) W, 89-71 AMDavidson Non-Conf. . anked 101-200 -0 -0 ome 87 7
(70) W, 71-53 *UNLV Conf. 34.8 Below 200 2-0 1-0 Road 79 72
(74) W, 86-80 *TCU Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 9-3
(72) W, 90-88 Kansas St.
(67) W, 85-68 Texas Tech Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(75) W,81-70  *Oklahoma 70 120.8 94.9 18.1 18.6 343 30.4
75) W, 87-80 Oklah St.
(75) W, anoma 67th 9th 30th 139th 168th 34th 233rd
(69) W, 76-72 *lowa St.
(74) W, 79-67 Texas Off 55.9% 66.6% 53.2% 40.5% 36.8 35.5
L ense
(66) L, 85-69 *West Virginia 15th 286th 41st 7th 139th 196th
(74) W.79-73 - "Kentucky FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(67) W,73-68  Baylor 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(77) L, 92-89 Towa St. Def 47.9% 71.1% 45% 35.7% 30.8 334
efense
(67) W, 74-71 *Kansas St. 62nd 216th 31st 212th 70th 75th
(66) W, 80-79 *Texas Tech
(85) W, 84-80 West Virginia Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
Overall Raw
(64) W, 67-65 *Baylor PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(71) W, 87-68 TCU Moved Final 10 G
(70) W,77-67  *Texas F A F A areft oD
(72) W, 73-63 Oklahoma All 223 189 | 405 35.7 4.6 Home For
(72) W,90-85  *Oklahoma St. Wins | 13.6 | 179 | 411 | 336 5.7 All Road
(78) L, 85-82 MTCU
Losses 14.0 22.5 39.0 38.9 -7.0
Conf. PPP
Home 16.5 16.6 46.5 37.6 8.9 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 135 | 166 | 354 | 376 49 Non-Conf. E
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Josh Jackson DNP in conference .
tournament loss - 1-game suspension _:l 39 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  33.4 | 62' |
Devonte’ Graham 2PT fg% in _:l 64.2 FG% At Rim 54.9 | 85| |
conference 43%
I | % Of Shots In Transition 19 | 76| |
Landen Lucas 4+ offensive rebounds in
13 games | <2 Transition eFG% 473 | 96]|
Mykhailiuk shot 27-79 (34.2%) 3PT - EEX Non-Transition eFG% 48 | 65] |
against top 100 Pomeroy opponents Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Frank Mason II1 5-11 SR 0 36.2 | 20.8 4.1 5.1 2.5 1.3 0.1 | 48.8% | 137-281 | 48.7% | 73-150 | 78.4% | 171-218
Josh Jackson 6-8 FR 1 30.7 | 16.4 7.2 3.1 2.8 1.6 1.1 | 54.5% | 165-303 | 37.7% | 29-77 | 55.9% | 90-161
Devonte' Graham 6-2 JR 0 353 | 13.1 33 43 1.8 1.5 0.2 |50.9% | 58-114 | 37.9% | 81-214 | 78.7% | 59-75
Sviatoslav Mykhailiuk 6-8 JR 0 275 9.6 3.1 1.3 1.2 0.8 0.2 | 48.4% | 45-93 | 40.1% | 63-157 | 65.9% | 27-41
Landen Lucas 6-10 SR 1 256 | 7.9 8.4 1 1.8 0.6 1 64.2% | 97-151 - 0-0 62.2% | 51-82
Lagerald Vick 6-5 SO 0 243 | 7.4 3.5 0.9 1.2 0.6 04 |509% | 56-110 | 38.3% | 31-81 | 82.1% | 32-39
Carlton Bragg Jr. 6-10 SO 4 14.3 5.5 4.1 0.5 1 0.4 0.6 | 53.3% | 65-122 0% 0-3 62.5% | 25-40
Udoka Azubuike 7-0 FR 21 12.9 5 4.4 0.2 1.4 0.2 1.6 | 62.9% | 22-35 - 0-0 37.9% 11-29
Dwight Coleby 6-9 JR 12 5.1 1.7 1.8 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.6 | 53.8% 14-26 - 0-0 46.2% 6-13




(73) L, 81-69 *Marshall BPI: 152
won #16 NC Central Eagles
(70) L, 69-63 Ohio St. P 152
69) W, 67-59 *Western Carolina ME AC omeroy:
(68) W, 84-75 Jackson St. RPI: 202
(68) W, 82-74 *Northern Kentucky
(67) W.62-52 *Missouri Record 25 (13-3) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(71) W, 92-55 Southern Wesleyan Home 11-2 Top 25 0-0 0-0 Season 75 63
(68) L, 69-56 *East Carolina Road 14-6 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-0 Wins 78 61
(69) W, 79-56 LIU Brooklyn Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-0 0-1 Losses 66 71
(66) L, 70-67 *Coastal Carolina ‘ 2104 Ranked 1012 74 = 1 1
(70) L. 70-66 *LSU Non-Conf. 0. anked 101-200 0-0 - ome 8 6
(77) W, 74-66 *McNeese St. Conf. 331.1 Below 200 8-2 12-1 Road 71 63
(73) W, 88-54 Truett McConnell Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 1-5
(78) W, 101-66 Montreat
(74) L, 69-68 Delaware St. Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(67) W,69-52  Maryland Eastern 66.1 102.9 101.9 17.9 19.6 32 315
66) W, 72-57 *Norfolk St.
(66) W, orie 256th 201st 112th 126th 109th 78th 272nd
(64) W, 64-51 *Hampton
(60) W, 74-39 Howard Off 51.8% 69.3% 53% 33.3% 34.8 38.2
. ense
(71) W, 82-59 North Carolina A&T 108th 212th 45th 256th 194th 129th
(71) W, 8274 "Delaware St FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(60) W,68-62  *Morgan St. 7o ° ° o ° °
(71) W, 86-77 *Coppin St. Def 45.1% 63.1% 45.9% 29.1% 27.6 35.7
i efense
(65) W, 85-62 South Carolina St. 14th Ist 57th 3rd 29th 160th
(73) W, 78-73 Florida A&M
(67) W, 82-69 *Maryland Eastern Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
Overall Raw
(64) W, 66-59 *Howard PP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(71) W, 78-63 Bethune Cookman M ur Final 10 G
(70) L,74-73 Savannah St. F A F A arein oD
(59) L,68-63 *North Carolina A&T All 20.3 16.8 34.0 29.0 33 Home For
(69) W.95-60  ~Bethune Cookman | oo | 155 | 168 | 364 | 27.1 48 All Road
(69) W, 79-49 ~Maryland Eastern
Losses 9.6 16.6 28.2 349 -1.6
(69) W,67-59  "“Norfolk St. Conf. PPP
Home 14.1 17.1 35.1 29.8 6.1 Opp.
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 13.7 17.1 332 | 298 27 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
2014 Tourney (KP: 81) as 14 Seed, lost
93-75 vs. lowa St. B | 37 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 371 [ 33| |
PPP NC Central: 1.19 ISU: 1.48
I | o FG% At Rim s2.1 | 05[]
21 G vs. opponents with offensive
efficiency of 290 or worse _:l 22.3 % Of Shots In Transition 21.1 | 37| |
Patrick Cole MEAC POY - EEEX Transition eFG% 519 | 76] |
Cole 20+ points in 14 games _:l 50.2 Non-Transition eFG% 2.3 | 99|
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Patrick Cole 6-5 SR 1 352 | 19.5 7 5.7 3.8 0.9 0.3 | 40.6% | 132-325 | 34.9% | 66-189 | 75.2% | 161-214
Dajuan Graf 6-1 SR 0 354 | 143 3.5 5.2 2.8 1.2 0 51.8% | 141-272 | 39.2% | 29-74 | 78.0% | 103-132
Rashaun Madison 6-1 SR 0 29.6 | 9.8 2.2 0.8 0.8 1.2 0 58.8% | 20-34 | 33.7% | 89-264 | 53.6% | 15-28
Kyle Benton 6-7 JR 9 283 | 8.8 7.9 0.5 0.9 0.8 1.3 | 63.4% | 85-134 - 0-0 48.8% | 40-82
Del'Vin Dickerson 6-5 SR 0 20.3 | 8.3 4.8 0.5 0.9 0.6 0.5 | 62.2% | 89-143 | 28.6% | 14-49 | 61.6% | 53-86
Pablo Rivas 6-6 JR 0 182 | 6.8 4.4 0.2 0.7 0.4 0.7 | 70.3% | 83-118 | 44.0% | 11-25 | 69.2% | 27-39
Ron Trapps 6-4 SR 0 16.6 | 5.3 2.5 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.1 |414% | 24-58 |31.6% | 36-114 | 75.0% 18-24
Will Ransom 6-8 SR 2 17.5 3 4.5 0.1 0.9 0.5 1 58.1% | 43-74 - 0-0 40.0% 8-20
C.J. Wiggins 5-11 SO 10 6.7 2 0.6 1 0.6 0.2 0 36.7% 11-30 22.2% 2-9 73.9% 17-23




(74) L, 78-64 ~MTennessee St. J C BPI: 210
. #16 UC Davis Aggies
(69) W, 63-58 Santa Clara P 218
(78) W, 89-76 ~Northern Arizona Bis West omeroy:
’ 1 (S
(73) W, 89-75 Holy Names g RPI: 166
(72) W, 81-72 MSacramento St.
(66) L.86-58 AMWeber St. Record 22-12 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(61) W, 64-58 AMDrake Home 11-0 Top 25 0-0 0-0 Season 70 69
(70) L, 79-66 ~Oakland Road 11-12 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-0 Wins 74 64
- £
(68) L, 68-66 Idaho Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-0 0-1 Losses 63 76
(74) L, 86-61 *California ‘ 1992 Ranked 1012 5 2 =
(68) L.74-70 *North Dakota St. Non-Conf. 99. anked 101-200 -0 -5 ome 79 66
(74) W, 87-64 William Jessup Conf. 266.3 Below 200 7-0 9-6 Road 67 69
(72) L,77-67 *Air Force Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 7-3
(75) W, 72-65 *Seattle
(73) W, 83-69 Utah Valley Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(67) W, 73-47  UC Santa Barbara 68.3 97.9 102.6 20.2 20 29.6 283
65) W, 68-64 Cal Pol
(65) W, vy o 141st 292nd 128th 285th 87th 167th 139th
(74) L,61-55 *UC Riverside
(75) W, 71-68 *Cal St. Northridge Off 48.7% 66.1% 46.9% 35.1% 41.1 314
.. ense
(69) W, 76-70 *Hawaii 244th 297th 274th 171st 40th 289th
(73) W, 7465 UC Irvine FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(68) L,74-70 *Cal Poly 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(66) W, 67-64 *UC Santa Barbara Def 48.4% 70.8% 48.1% 32.7% 33.6 36.3
efense
(72) W, 74-65 Cal St. Fullerton 83rd 201st 125th 68th 139th 180th
(72) W, 77-63 UC Riverside
(75) L, 78-69 *Long Beach St. Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
Overall Raw
(74) L, 79-72 *Cal St. Fullerton PPP
‘ FTA 3PT % Rebound
(75) W, 96-85 Cal St. Noﬁhrldge ll‘ Final 10 G
F A F A Margin
(73) W, 75-71 Long Beach St. PPP
(62) W, 68-59 Hawaii All 232 | 186 | 354 | 33.1 0.5 Home For
(67) L,79-49 *UC Irvine Wins | 168 | 152 | 404 | 293 2.6 All Road
(68) W, 66-55 “Cal Poly
Losses 13.0 242 30.8 41.4 -3.7
(69) W,66-64  ~ACal St. Fullerton Conf. PPP
(65) W, 50-47 AMUC Irvine Home 18.6 14.2 40.2 30.9 0.3 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 139 | 142 | 331 | 309 02 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 11 12 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
22 games vs. opponents w/ offensive .
efficiency ranking of 200 or worse _:l 355 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  37.3 | 31 I |
C. Moneke top 10 def. reb. rate in nation - | 55.9 FG% At Rim 54.5 | 86' |
Brynton Lemar averaging 19.7 PPG in - | 16.9 % Of Shots In Transition 20 | 59| |
final 13 games of season
[ 27] | 53.4 Transition eFG% 513 | 1] |
Big West: ’16 Hawaii beat Cal .
’15 UC Irvine 2 point loss to L’ Ville _:l 48.5 Non-Transition eFG% 47.7 | 68' I
[Hawaii, UCI were top 100 Pomeroy] Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9: 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl | Blk 2PT 3PT FT
Brynton Lemar 6-4 SR 0 32.8 | 16.1 3.3 2.6 1.7 0.7 0.1 |46.0% | 97-211 | 38.1% | 74-194 | 76.9% | 133-173
Chima Moneke 6-6 JR 0 27.1 | 144 | 94 0.8 2.6 0.9 1.5 | 52.2% | 178-341 - 0-0 63.5% | 132-208
Siler Schneider 6-3 SO 0 234 | 105 | 34 2.1 23 0.5 0.1 |44.6% | 74-166 | 34.8% | 46-132 | 70.3% | 71-101
Lawrence White 6-4 SR 0 27.1 | 7.6 3.6 1.5 1.5 1 0.8 |46.9% | 67-143 | 353% | 24-68 | 60.2% | 53-88
Darius Graham 5-10 SR 0 292 | 7.5 1.8 32 1.9 0.6 0 |44.0% | 44-100 | 38.2% | 42-110 | 76.4% | 42-55
J.T. Adenrele 6-7 SR 2 203 | 5.8 5.1 0.5 1.3 0.9 0.8 |50.0% | 73-146 - 0-0 65.5% | 38-58
Mikey Henn 6-8 FR 2 133 | 43 1.7 0.7 1.2 0.3 0.1 | 43.8% | 39-89 |38.2% | 13-34 | 52.8% 19-36
Garrison Goode 6-7 SO 11 21.5 | 2.5 3.9 0.7 0.9 0.7 0.2 | 43.1% | 22-51 - 0-0 40.0% 14-35
Joe Mooney 6-3 FR 18 12 2.3 0.6 0.6 0.4 0.4 0 43.8% 7-16 18.8% | 6-32 83.3% 5-6




(72) W, 92-43 Western Carolina J . . BPI: 28
) Wt e Eon #8 Miami Hurricanes S
(72) W, 74-62 Penn ACC omeroy:
(65) W, 67-53 AStanford RPI: 42
(71) L, 73-56 ~Jowa St.
(62) L.65-56 AFlorida Record 21-11 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(69) W, 73-61 Rutgers Home 14-2 Top 25 2-2 1-6 Season 69 64
(65) W, 74-57 ~Wofford Road 7-9 Ranked 26-50 2-0 1-3 Wins 75 60
(64) W, 82-46 South Carolina St. Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 1-0 1-0 Losses 60 72
(65) W, 76-56 Florida Atlantic ‘ 1 Ranked 1012 = 5
61) W, 72-64 George Washington Non-Conf. 75.7 anked 101-200 5-0 3-0 ome 73 6
(74) W, 78-67 Columbia Conf. 46.2 Below 200 4-0 1-0 Road 66 64
(66) W, 81-63 North Carolina St. Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 0-0
(61) L, 70-55 *Syracuse
(65) L,67-62 Notre Dame Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(64) W,72-46  *Pittsburgh 62.8 110.4 93.4 19.6 18.3 33.7 27.9
71) L, 96-79 *Wake F t
a7h L, ate ores 338th 68th 20th 243rd 192nd 47th 115th
(67) L,70-58 *Duke
(73) W, 78-77 Boston College Off 51.2% 71.8% 49.9% 35.9% 343 32.7
) ense
(70) W, 77-62 North Carolina 145th 120th 148th 131st 212th 263rd
©7) L7557 Florida St FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(62) W, 84-79 *North Carolina St. 7o ° ° ° ° °
(70) W, 74-68 Virginia Tech Def 47.2% 73.6% 45.9% 33.1% 28.8 34.6
.. efense
(60) L, 71-66 *Louisville 41st 322nd 56th 73rd 39th 119th
(63) W, 70-61 Georgia Tech
(60) W, 71-65 Clemson Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
o Overall Raw
(59) W, 54-48 *Virginia PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(62) W, 55-50 Duke Moved Final 10 G
(60) L, 66-61 *Virginia Tech F A F A areft oD
(62) L, 66-57 *Florida St. All 188 | 159 | 359 | 33.1 4.8 Home For
(56) W, 62-57  "Syracuse Wins | 142 | 135 | 384 | 309 8.0 All Road
(64) L, 78-53 ~North Carolina
Losses 11.5 19.8 32.8 37.7 -1.0 __‘
Conf. PPP
Home 14.9 13.9 352 30.2 7.3 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 120 | 139 | 366 | 302 19 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Beat G-Tech, Clemson, UVA without J.
Newton. B | 364 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 316 | 75] |
Since returning, Newton is 10-32 _:l 63.4 FG% At Rim 56.5 | 75| |
(31.3%) 2PT
- Y % Of Shots In Transition ~ 18.1 | ss] |
More turnovers than assists
) s Transition cFGY% 533 | o5 |
In w/ over Duke, Duke without Grayson
Allen _:l 49.4 Non-Transition eFG% 45.8 | 88| |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Davon Reed 6-6 SR 0 353 15 4.8 2.5 2.1 1.3 0.5 | 46.7% | 79-169 | 39.9% | 77-193 | 83.3% | 90-108
Ja'Quan Newton 6-2 JR 3 31.3 | 134 3.6 34 33 1.1 0 47.7% | 134-281 | 28.2% | 11-39 | 69.0% | 87-126
Bruce Brown 6-5 FR 0 31.8 | 11.9 5.8 32 2.1 1.4 0.6 |51.0% | 99-194 | 34.8% | 32-92 | 74.8% | 86-115
Kamari Murphy 6-8 SR 0 295 7.3 7.5 0.6 1.5 0.4 0.7 |52.7% | 96-182 0% 0-1 61.2% | 41-67
Anthony Lawrence Jr. 6-7 SO 0 26.1 6.9 3.8 1.8 1.4 1.3 0.5 |50.0% | 37-74 |362% | 34-94 | 72.6% | 45-62
Dejan Vasiljevic 6-3 FR 0 17.5 | 6.1 1.3 0.4 0.4 0.3 0 38.2% 13-34 | 35.2% | 51-145 | 80.0% 16-20
Dewan Huell 6-11 FR 1 17.7 | 5.8 3.2 0.2 0.9 0.4 0.8 |52.9% | 73-138 0% 0-2 64.7% | 33-51
Ebuka Izundu 6-10 SO 1 129 | 4.2 3 0.2 0.9 0.2 0.8 | 54.8% | 51-93 - 0-0 70.0% | 28-40
Rodney Miller 7-0 FR 18 4 1 0.6 0 0.1 0 0.1 | 45.5% 5-11 - 0-0 44.4% 4-9




(68) L, 65-63 A Arizona o . BPI: 44
" #9 Michigan St. Spartans T
(73) L, 69-48 Kentucky P - 43 &
(65 W.100-53  Mississippi Valley St Bigs omeroy: r
’ ’ 1 en
71) W, 78-77 Florida Gulf Coast g RPI: 50
(72) W, 73-62 "St. John's
(67) L.73-58 A Baylor Record 19-14 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(68) W, 77-72 AMWichita St. Home 14-2 Top 25 2-1 1-7 Season 72 68
(73) L, 78-69 *Duke Road 5-13 Ranked 26-50 2-0 1-3 ‘Wins 78 63
(70) W, 80-76 Oral Roberts Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-0 2-3 Losses 64 74
(68) W.77-57 Younzstown St. Non-Conf.| 119 | Ranked 101200 | 4-1 1-0 H 78 66
(67) W, 71-63 Tennessee Tech on-tont. anke - - . ome
(73) L,81-73 Northeastern Conf. 55.7 Below 200 4-0 0-0 Road 66 68
(72) W, 77-65 Oakland Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 4-5
(78) W, 75-74 *Minnesota
(63) W, 61-52 Northwestern Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(72) W,93-65  Rutgers 66.5 110.6 95.6 20.7 16.1 293 273
74) L, 72-63 AP St.
74 L, cen 242nd 66th 34th 310th 313th 180th 89th
(65) W, 65-47 Minnesota
(67) L,72-67 *QOhio St. Off 53.9% 66.4% 52.4% 37.6% 33.8 37.9
. ense
(64) L,82-75 *Indiana 44th 288th 53rd 60th 228th 135th
(©7) L8473 - Purdue FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(62) W,70-62  Michigan 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(64) W, 72-61 *Nebraska Def 46.3% 72.2% 43.5% 34.7% 35.1 32.7
. efense
(66) L, 86-57 *Michigan 27th 270th 14th 153rd 175th 52nd
(72) W, 77-66 Towa
(69) W, 74-66 Ohio St. Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
* Overall Raw
(71) L, 80-63 Purdue Pop
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(75) W, 88-72 Nebraska M ll‘ Final 10 G
(70) W,84-74  Wisconsin F A F A arein oD
(67) L,73-70 Tllinois All 186 | 204 | 376 | 347 44 Home For
(61) L, 63-60 *Maryland Wins | 149 | 194 | 418 | 318 7.6 All Road
(68) W, 78-51 ~Penn St.
. Losses 9.3 19.8 33.1 38.5 1.1
(60) L,63-58 ~Minnesota Conf. PPP
Home 15.6 19.3 40.2 35.5 5.8 0
PP-
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 9.4 193 353 355 27 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Miles Bridges DNP Oral Roberts-second
NW matchup BN | 355 % OfFGAThatComeAtRim 371 [ 33] I
Erron Harris out for season - missed final _:l 64 FG% At Rim 53.5 | 88' |
four games, MSU 1-3
IS | 2«2 % OfShotsIn Transiton  18.6 | 81 |
M. Bridges 3PT final 10: 21-59 (35.6%)
D | Transition eFG% 46.5 | 98]
When MSU allows opponent to eFG of .
50% or better, MSU is 1-11 (W over D | sis Non-Transition eFG% 46.2 | 84| |
FGCU) Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Miles Bridges 6-7 FR 7 31.8 | 16.7 8.3 2 2.5 0.7 1.6 | 54.2% | 110-203 | 38.8% | 52-134 | 68.7% | 57-83
Nick Ward 6-8 FR 0 19.6 | 13.7 6.5 0.4 1.7 0.4 1.6 | 58.3% | 168-288 - 0-0 60.6% | 117-193
Eron Harris 6-3 SR 5 22.1 | 104 2.9 1.6 1.7 0.4 0.2 | 47.2% | 58-123 | 38.7% | 43-111 | 77.6% | 45-58
Cassius Winston 6-0 FR 0 20.5 | 6.7 1.9 5.1 2.2 0.8 0.2 | 44.9% | 48-107 | 37.9% | 25-66 | 76.1% | 51-67
Joshua Langford 6-5 FR 0 20.5 | 6.6 2.3 1.1 1.2 0.4 0.1 |57.8% | 52-90 |41.3% | 33-80 | 66.7% 16-24
Alvin Ellis IIT 6-4 SR 0 19.1 6.5 3 1.2 1.3 0.6 0.4 | 45.0% | 27-60 | 39.0% | 41-105 | 69.6% | 39-56
Matt McQuaid 6-4 SO 1 20.6 | 5.4 1.8 1.2 0.7 0.4 0.1 |353% 18-51 34.5% | 38-110 | 69.7% | 23-33
Lourawls Nairn Jr. 5-10 JR 0 232 | 3.7 2.5 3.7 1.1 0.5 0.1 | 48.0% | 36-75 33.3% | 12-36 | 53.8% 14-26
Kenny Goins 6-6 SO 0 184 | 3.2 4.6 0.6 1.1 0.2 0.6 | 56.4% | 44-78 - 0-0 65.5% 19-29




97) W, 113-71 Savannah St. BPI: 23
on warer e ways  #D Iowa State Cyclones e
(91) W, 130-63  The Citadel Bio XII omeroy:
’ 1
(77) W, 73-71 AIndiana St. g RPI: 21
(71) W, 73-56 “MMiami FL
63) L.73-71 A Gonzaga Record | 26-7 (12-6) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(63) L,55-54 Cincinnati Home 12-3 Top 25 2-3 4-3 Season 81 72
(72) W, 91-47 Nebraska Omaha Road 11-7 Ranked 26-50 3-0 4-2 Wins 86 68
- £

(72) L, 78-64 lowa Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-0 1-2 Losses 71 78
(76) W.97-80° “Drake Non-Conf.| 162.6 | Ranked 101-200 1-0 1-0 H 82 66
(69) W,88-60  Mississippi Valley St. | or-—omt : anked 197~ . - ome
(61) W, 63-56 Texas Tech Conf. 34 Below 200 4-0 1-0 Road 80 72
(65) L, 65-63 *Baylor Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 7-5
(72) W, 79-70 Texas
(73) W, 96-86 *Oklahoma St. Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(68) L,84-77 *TCU 67.9 119.6 96.4 14.1 20 26.1 32
69) L,76-72 Kansas

170th 13th 43rd 3rd 88th 279th 288th
(92) W,92-87  *Oklahoma ! B
(72) W, 70-65 Kansas St. Off 54.8% 69.6% 51.2% 40.2% 27.6 39.5

. ense

(70) L, 84-78 *Vanderbilt 27th 201st 91st 11th 337th 98th
(72) L, 85-72 West Virginia
(77) W, 92-89 *Kansas eFG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% FTA/FGA % 3PA/FGA %
(68) L,67-65 *Texas Def 49% 70.2% 47.1% 34.8% 25.7 35.6

efense
(68) W, 80-64 Oklahoma 104th 165th 88th 166th 10th 154th
(73) W, 87-79 *Kansas St.

(69) W, 84-71 TCU Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg. Raw
(72) W, 82-80  *Texas Tech Overall oD
FTA 3PT % Rebound

(54) W, 72-69 Baylor M ll‘ Final 10 G
(70) W,86-83  Oklahoma St. F A F A arein oD
(76) L, 87-76 *West Virginia All 17.3 16.0 40.2 34.8 -3.5 Home For
(73) W,92-83  ""Oklahoma St. Wins | 132 | 139 | 424 | 332 0.6 All Road
(65) W, 84-63 MTCU
L. Losses 9.2 17.8 36.2 39.0 -9.7
(70) W,80-74  ~“West Virginia Conf. ~ PPP
Home | 114 | 123 | 408 | 338 13 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 126 | 123 | 398 | 338 42 Non-Conf. E
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Monte Morris since Feb 1 Ast: 83 TO:11
H | 26.7 % Of FGA That Come At Rim 285 | 91] |
Naz Long 41.8% 3PT In Big 12
IS 0.5 FG% At Rim 6s.8 [B |
Matt Thomas 46.8% 3PT in Big 12
I | i % Of Shots In Transition ~ 21.3 | 35 |
In L vs. Gonzaga, Morris and Thomas
L ve. Gonaga, | | o Transition eFGY% 547 | 5] |
In W vs. Kansas, fell behind by 15 in _:l 53.2 Non-Transition eFG% 47.4 | 71 I I
first half Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Monte Morris 6-3 SR 0 354 | 16.3 4.8 6.1 1.1 1.5 0.3 | 49.8% | 153-307 | 38.9% | 51-131 | 79.0% | 79-100
Nazareth Mitrou-Long 6-4 SR 0 332 | 155 4.7 2.8 1.7 1.2 0 64.4% | 85-132 | 38.5% | 94-244 | 78.9% | 60-76
Deonte Burton 6-5 SR 0 293 | 148 6.2 1.8 2.3 1.8 1.4 | 48.0% | 147-306 | 38.1% | 40-105 | 67.3% | 74-110
Matt Thomas 6-5 SR 0 30.7 12 3.8 1.6 1.2 1 0.1 |51.0% | 49-96 |44.0% | 84-191 | 88.7% | 47-53
Donovan Jackson 6-2 JR 0 16.6 | 6.3 0.9 1.2 0.5 0.5 0 40.3% | 25-62 | 453% | 43-95 | 78.4% | 29-37
Darrell Bowie 6-8 SR 2 173 | 5.8 4.1 0.7 1.2 0.7 0.5 |49.3% | 68-138 | 33.3% | 5-15 | 43.9% | 29-66
Solomon Young 6-8 FR 5 16.9 | 4.5 33 0 0.8 0.3 0.8 | 64.9% | 50-77 33.3% 1-3 61.1% | 22-36
Nick Babb 6-5 SO 0 172 | 4.2 3.2 1.6 0.7 0.8 0.2 | 50.0% | 43-86 32.0% 8-25 70.7% | 29-41
Merrill Holden 6-8 SR 8 11.2 2.4 2 0 0.5 0.2 0.5 |53.1% 17-32 - 0-0 56.8% | 25-44




(59) L,81-63 *Saint Mary's ‘N 7 BPI: 48
(70) W, 79-64 Loyola Marymount # 1 2 Nevada Olfp aCk P . 55
(73) W, 83-58 Oregon St M tain West omeroy:
’ ’ ountain €S
(76) W, 91-76 Tona RPI: 29
(72) W, 82-78 “Qakland
(70) W, 67-62 AMBuffalo Record | 28-6 (14-4) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(70) L, 75-73 AJona Home 13-1 Top 25 0-0 0-1 Season 80 71
(69) W, 77-67 Pacific Road 15-5 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-0 Wins 82 69
- £
(72) W, 91-69 Bradley Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 3-1 3-2 Losses 67 76
(71) W, 87-85 *Washington ‘ 1 Ranked 1012 2 = >
(70) W, 76-69 UC Trvine Non-Conf. 63.6 anked 101-200 5-0 7- ome 8 69
68) W, 81-72 AMTowson Conf. 148.3 Below 200 5-0 5-0 Road 78 71
(66) W, 67-66 ~MUC Santa Barbara Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 6-3
(74) W, 80-55 San Jose St.
(73) L,77-76 *Fresno St. Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(68) W,72-69  SanDiego St. 69.4 114.5 101.2 15.7 15.9 30.6 26.2
90) W, 105-104 *New Mexi
(00) W, ewviexico 87th 34th 101st 18th 318th 127th 52nd
(84) W, 89-74 *Wyoming
(74) W, 83-76 Air Force Off 52.7% 70.3% 49.3% 38.5% 41.8 40.2
ense
(68) L,81-76 Fresno St. 73rd 169th 175th 33rd 30th 81st
(68) Wo76:57 "Boise St FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(71) W,82-65  New Mexico 7o ° ° o ° °
(72) L, 74-57 *Utah St. Def 47.9% 68.6% 48.9% 30.7% 28.1 354
efense
(78) W, 104-77  UNLV 65th 75th 159th 15th 34th 145th
(71) L, 70-56 *San Diego St.
(63) W, 78-59 *Air Force Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
66) W, 77-66 Utah St. PPP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(71) W, 85-77 Boise St. M ll‘ Final 10 G
(67) W,94-58  *UNLV F A F A arein oD
(71) W, 82-67 *San Jose St. All 248 | 173 | 385 | 307 4.6 Home For
(73) W,85-72  Colorado St. Wins | 185 | 160 | 40.1 | 295 6.5 All Road
(68) W, 83-69 ~Utah St.
Losses 12.7 19.3 29.5 36.9 -4.7
(72) W, 83-72 “Fresno St. Conf. PPP
(72) W, 79-71 AColorado St. Home 18.2 15.7 40.4 31.1 4.1 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 169 | 157 | 372 | 3l1 43 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 11 12 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Cameron Oliver 4+ fouls in 17 G
B | 265 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  34.6 | 54] |
Oliver since start of MWC play has had
9 games with 10+ defensive rebounds - _:l 61.9 FG% At Rim 58.8 | 55| |
17 games with 3+ blocks
_:l 20.8 % Of Shots In Transition 22.7 | 17| |
M. Marshall 3PT last 5 G: 10-38 (26.3%) .
He has attempted 8+ 3PAin 21 G _:l 61.5 Transition eFG% 502 | 86| |
E. Foster suspended indefinitely _:l 504 Non-Transition eFG% 47.3 | 73' I
following 7th game of year Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl | Blk 2PT 3PT FT
Marcus Marshall 6-3 SR 0 353|198 | 24 3.6 1.6 0.8 0.1 |48.9% | 87-178 |38.6% | 113-293 | 82.5% | 160-194
Cameron Oliver 6-8 SO 0 31.6 | 158 | 8.7 1.9 2.4 0.9 2.6 |51.8% | 131-253 [38.3% | 62-162 | 69.2% | 90-130
Jordan Caroline 6-7 SO 0 351 | 148 | 9.2 1.9 1.8 1.1 03 |50.2% | 141-281 (34.2% | 27-79 | 58.5% | 141-241
D.J. Fenner 6-6 SR 0 304 | 14.1 3.6 1.7 1.9 0.6 0.4 |47.2% | 92-195 |43.5% | 64-147 | 83.1% | 103-124
Elijah Foster 6-7 JR 27 32.1 12 7.4 1 1.4 0.4 0.1 |61.5% | 32-52 - 0-0 83.3% | 20-24
Lindsey Drew 6-4 SO 0 32 5.9 5 4.8 1.9 1.2 0.9 |459% | 45-98 |43.1%| 25-58 | 56.7% | 34-60
Leland King II 6-7 JR 4 10.1 3.7 2.6 0.5 0.6 0.2 0.1 |50.7% | 37-73 |22.2% 6-27 66.7% 18-27
Josh Hall 6-6 FR 6 145 | 3.6 2.6 1.1 0.6 0.5 0 45.0% | 27-60 |38.5% | 10-26 | 66.7% 18-27
Devearl Ramsey 5-10 FR 8 8.2 0.8 1.1 1 0.2 0.1 0 20.0% 3-15 15.4% 2-13 72.7% 8-11




(79) W, 109-65 McNeese St. . BPI: 11
. #4 Purdue Boilermakers
(71) L,79-76 Villanova P .15
(68) W, 64-56 Georgia St Bioc T omeroy:
’ ' 1 en :
(72) W, 85-64  ~Utah St. g RPI: 19
(75) W, 96-71 M Auburn
(74) W, 79-68 NIIT Record | 25-7 (14-4) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(71) L,71-64 *Louisville Home 15-2 Top 25 1-1 1-3 Season 80 67
(67) W, 90-56 Morehead St. Road 10-5 Ranked 26-50 3-1 4-0 ‘Wins 82 63
~ AAA 3
71 W, 97-64 Arizona St. Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 3-0 3-1 Losses 74 80
(69 W.77-53 Cleveland St. Non-Conf. 164.8 Ranked 101-200 2-0 2-1 H 82 62
(72) W,86-81  "Notre Dame on-tont. : anked 191- . - ome
69) W, 82-50 Western Illinois Conf. 59.1 Below 200 6-0 0-0 Road 78 67
(73) W, 91-45 Norfolk St. Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 6-4
(78) W, 89-67 Towa
(81) L,91-82 Minnesota Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(72) W, 7675 *Ohio St. 68.7 116.9 92.7 18.4 17 30.9 245
65) W, 66-55 Wi i
€)W, iseonsin 116th 24th 16th 167th 272nd 112th 16th
(69) L,83-78 *lowa
(71) W, 91-68 Illinois Off 55.7% 76.4% 52.5% 40.6% 343 38
ense
(68) W, 77-52 Penn St. 16th 22nd 50th 4th 213th 133rd
(67) W, 8473 "Michigan St. FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(70) L, 83-80 *Nebraska 7o ° ° o ° °
(67) W, 80-59 Northwestern Def 46.7% 71.2% 45.8% 32.3% 22.7 33.2
efense
(714) W, 73-72 *Maryland 33rd 228th 55th 46th 2nd 63rd
(68) W, 69-64 *Indiana
(69) W, 74-55 Rutgers Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
ohi Overall Raw
(71) W, 80-63 Michigan St. PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(75) W, 74-70 *Penn St. M ll‘ Final 10 G
argin
(65) L,82-70 *Michigan F A F A & oD
(69) W, 86-75 Indiana All 200 | 13.9 | 406 | 323 6.5 Home For
(64) W, 69-65  *Northwestern Wins | 161 | 124 | 403 | 315 8.9 All Road
(73) L, 74-70 ~Michigan
Losses 13.2 18.4 42.5 42.5 -1.4
Conf. PPP
Home | 162 | 114 | 373 | 327 9.1 Opp.
*Road Game ""Neutral Game Road | 142 | 114 | 445 | 327 6.7 Non-Conf.
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Swanigan: 3+ Fouls, 1st 20 G: 9 times,
final 11 11 times H | 26.8 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  27.6 | 93] |
Swanigan led Big Ten in defensive _ 72.5 FG% At Rim 68.1 |i |
rebound rate
_:l 19.7 % Of Shots In Transition 20.1 | 57| |
Basil Smotherman left team after first
Penn St. game B | sss Transition eFG% 516 | 79] |
Dakota Mathias in conf. 45.6% 3PT — _ 55 Non-Transition eFG% 454 | 20 I I
vs. top 50 31.2% Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Caleb Swanigan 6-9 SO 0 323 | 185 12.6 2.9 33 0.4 0.8 | 55.8% | 172-308 | 43.1% | 31-72 | 79.1% | 155-196
Isaac Haas 7-2 JR 0 19.8 | 12.8 5.1 0.6 2.3 0.3 0.8 | 58.9% | 145-246 - 0-0 71.1% | 118-166
Vince Edwards 6-8 JR 0 284 | 122 4.8 32 1.7 0.6 0.5 |49.7% | 95-191 | 43.0% | 43-100 | 84.5% | 71-84
Carsen Edwards 6-0 FR 0 235 104 2.6 1.9 1.9 1.1 0.1 |41.2% | 73-177 | 35.6% | 47-132 | 70.8% | 46-65
Dakota Mathias 6-4 JR 0 31.6 | 9.9 3.8 3.6 1.5 0.8 0.1 |49.4% | 43-87 |46.5% | 66-142 | 84.2% | 32-38
P.J. Thompson 5-10 JR 0 284 | 7.2 2.1 3 0.7 1 0 55.8% | 29-52 | 39.7% | 48-121 | 72.5% | 29-40
Ryan Cline 6-6 SO 4 214 | 5.6 1.9 1.5 0.6 0.3 0.1 | 45.8% 11-24 41.6% | 42-101 | 81.8% 9-11
Basil Smotherman 6-6 JR 14 12.1 39 1.7 0.8 0.7 0.5 0.1 63.4% | 26-41 30.8% | 4-13 54.5% 6-11
Spike Albrecht 6-0 SR 7 12.7 1.8 1.6 1.3 0.4 0.4 0 33.3% 5-15 24.0% | 6-25 94.7% 18-19




(76) W, 94-70 *Quinnipiac BPI: 51
o #13 Vermont Catamounts
(69) L, 80-58 Providence P . 63
(70) W, 76-72 *Marist A ica East omeroy: \
’ merica ras
(66) W,79-20  Lyndon St. RPI: 46
(66) W, 60-59 MWofford
(66) W.87-73 AMHofstra Record 29- (16-0) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(62) L, 72-71 AMHouston Home 16-1 Top 25 0-0 0-0 Season 78 77
(68) W, 67-65 Yale Road 13-4 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-3 ‘Wins 83 71
- * i
(67) L, 68-50 South Carolina Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-0 0-1 Losses 70 83
(60) W, 73-58 Dartmouth ‘ 1531 Ranked 1012 ) = 5
(65) L.59-57 Northeastern Non-Conf. 53. anked 101-200 8- 6-0 ome 80 7
61) W, 82-74 Eastern Michigan Conf. 248.1 Below 200 7-0 7-0 Road 76 77
(69) L,81-69 *Butler Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 6-2
69) W, 76-60 *Siena
(62) W, 82-71 Harvard Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(72) W, 90-77 *Maine 64.1 110.8 98.9 17.1 19.7 30.1 26.9
70) W, 85-54 Hartford
(70) W, aror 313th 61st 66th 731d 103rd 142nd 69th
(63) W, 67-50 *Binghamton
(70) W, 81-72 UMBC Off 55.4% 70% 55.6% 36.7% 34.9 31.5
. ense
(62) W, 71-59 *New Hampshire 20th 181st 13th 90th 191st 287th
(66) W.81-67 UMass Lowell FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(67) W, 60-49  *Albany 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(61) W,71-64 *Stony Brook Def 48.2% 70.7% 46.7% 34.5% 26.6 30.3
) efense
(71 W, 74-53 Maine 74th 196th 74th 139th 17th 21st
61) W, 79-66 *Hartford
(58) W, 71-51 Binghamton Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg, Raw
(65) W,82-74  New Hampshire Overall oD
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(74) W, 77-74 *UMBC w Final 10 G
Margin
(68) W, 87-66 *UMass Lowell F A F A PP
(52) W, 62-50 Albany All 189 | 142 | 369 | 33.0 39 Home i
(63) W,66-51  Stony Brook Wins | 141 | 146 | 380 | 323 5.5 All Road
(65) W, 86-41 Maine
. Losses 8.4 12.4 31.7 37.8 -5.6
(57) W, 74-41 New Hampshire Conf. PPP
(59) W, 56-53 Albany Home 12.4 12.0 39.1 31.6 4.6 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 141 | 120 | 345 | 316 33 Non-Conf.
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile % Stat % Defensive Percentile
In Wins
Points: 76.4, Allowed: 60, FG%: 51.6% | | NNRNRNNMEMEIIIBBN| 445 ° Of FGA That Come At Rim  39.6 [17] |
3PT%: 38.2% defensive FG%: 40.8%
- FG% At Rim 533 | oo |
In 4 L vs. Top 100
Points: 62 Allowed: 75.3, FG%: 41.1% [1d | 15.7 % Of Shots In Transition ~ 18.7 | so] |
3PT%: 29.7% defensive FG%: 50.3%
- EEEE Transition eFG% 52 | 75] |
Anthony Lamb led AE in poss. usage
_:l 54.8 Non-Transition eFG% 46 | 85| |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Anthony Lamb 6-6 FR 0 222 | 12.6 5.4 0.6 2.1 0.7 1.2 | 52.8% | 140-265 | 40.4% | 23-57 | 74.3% | 78-105
Payton Henson 6-8 JR 5 263 | 114 5.3 1.2 1.3 0.5 0.4 |59.7% | 105-176 | 31.7% | 20-63 | 81.3% | 61-75
Trae Bell-Haynes 6-2 JR 0 274 | 11.1 2.6 3.8 1.9 1.1 0.1 |52.0% | 115-221 | 34.0% | 18-53 | 72.9% | 94-129
Ernie Duncan 6-3 SO 1 27.8 | 8.6 2.4 2.1 0.8 0.7 0.1 |38.5% | 20-52 |40.4% | 72-178 | 82.9% | 29-35
Kurt Steidl 6-6 SR 0 29.2 8 44 1.3 0.6 0.9 0.6 |46.0% | 29-63 |39.3% | 57-145 | 82.7% | 43-52
Darren Payen 6-8 SR 1 12 6.8 2.5 0.2 1 0.3 0.7 | 71.3% | 92-129 - 0-0 71.4% | 40-56
Dre Wills 6-1 SR 0 19.3 6.5 3.6 1.4 1 0.9 0.6 | 63.0% | 92-146 0% 0-4 45.7% | 37-81
Drew Urquhart 6-8 JR 1 13.8 | 4.6 33 0.6 1.1 0.1 0.6 | 58.5% | 62-106 - 0-0 63.6% | 28-44
Cam Ward 6-2 JR 0 14.9 4 1.2 1.7 0.9 0.4 0 40.0% | 22-55 31.9% | 22-69 | 62.8% | 27-43




(78) W, 89-82 UMKC . J BPI: 27
RE #6 Creighton Bluejays
66) W, 79-67 Wisconsin P .27
(83) W, 103-77  “Washington St Bio East omeroy:
’ ) 1 as
(80) W, 112-94 ~North Carolina St. g RPI: 26
(69) W, 86-77 AMMississippi
(70) W, 82-52 Loyola MD Record | 25-9 (10-8) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(78) W, 93-72 Buffalo Home 13-4 Top 25 1-1 0-2 Season 82 73
(69) W, 82-70 Akron Road 12-5 Ranked 26-50 1-2 3-1 ‘Wins 86 69
_ £
(75 W, 77-62 Nebraska Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 4-1 4-2 Losses 72 82
(81) W, 113-58 Longwood P 1 Ranked 1012 : H 2 |
(69) W, 66-65 Oral Roberts Non-Conf. 59.8 anked 101-200 -0 5-0 ome 8 7
(76) W, 96-85 * Arizona St. Conf. 61.1 Below 200 4-0 0-0 Road 80 73
(74) W, 89-75 Seton Hall Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 3-2
(68) L, 80-70 Villanova
(72) W, 85-72 *St. John's Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(63) W,78-64  *Providence 70.6 115.6 96 17.2 19.5 24.2 29.7
(65) W, 75-64 Butler
49th 32nd 40th 78th 112th 319th 202nd
(83) W, 101-69  Truman St. " "
(73) W, 72-67 *Xavier Off 58% 68.3% 56.8% 40.1% 27.9 35.9
ense
(80) L, 102-94 Marquette 3rd 238th 6th 13th 332nd 186th
(71) L7151 - "Georgetown FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(73) W, 83-66  DePaul 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(68) W, 76-67 *Butler Def 50% 67.8% 49.9% 33.4% 28.6 36.8
i efense
(67) L, 82-80 Xavier 151st 44th 198th 83rd 36th 199th
(73) W, 93-58 *DePaul
(74) L, 87-81 *Seton Hall Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
(78) W, 87-70 Georgetown PPP
) FTA 3PT % Rebound
(64) L, 68-66 Providence M ur Final 10 G
(67) L.79-63 *Villanova F A F A arein oD
(83) W, 82-68 St. John's All 169 | 172 | 400 | 333 0.6 Home For
(77) L,91-83 *Marquette Wins | 123 | 160 | 424 | 305 1.6 All Road
(76) W, 70-58 "MProvidence
. Losses 9.2 20.3 34.0 40.9 -7.0
(65) W,75-72  Xavier Conf. PPP
(70) L, 74-60 AMVillanova Home 12.9 14.8 37.8 35.1 2.1 Opp_
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 101 | 148 | 421 | 351 1.8 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Maurice Watson OUT - missed final 14
G (1-7) I | «05 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  31.8 | 73] |
Watson led nation in assist rate, shot _:l 67.1 FG% At Rim 61.5 | 33' |
48.4% 3PT, 51% 2PT
B ;05 . OfShots In Transition 175 | 94] |
M. Foster 3PT in conf.t: 32-111 (28.8%)
I Transition eFGY% 527 | 2]
In W vs. Wisconsin, Wisconsin 11-39 .
3PT and Creighton +11 M, +176T4, | N NNSS] 57 Non-Transition ¢eFG% 492 | a7 |
+9 TO Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Marcus Foster 6-3 JR 0 30.7 | 18.3 2.9 2.4 2.2 0.6 0.1 | 54.6% | 167-306 | 34.8% | 72-207 | 70.9% | 73-103
Justin Patton 7-0 FR 0 254 | 13.1 6.2 1.2 1.8 0.9 1.4 |70.0% | 189-270 | 57.1% | 8-14 | 51.2% | 43-84
Maurice Watson Jr. 5-10 SR 15 299 | 12.9 2.6 8.5 3.7 1.5 0 51.6% | 82-159 | 46.9% | 15-32 | 69.2% | 36-52
Khyri Thomas 6-3 SO 0 31.1 | 124 5.7 34 2 1.5 0.4 | 57.5% | 115-200 | 38.3% | 44-115 | 76.6% | 59-77
Cole Huff 6-8 SR 0 23 9.2 3.9 0.6 0.6 0.4 0.1 |44.7% | 42-94 | 46.6% | 61-131 | 83.9% | 47-56
Zach Hanson 6-9 SR 15 10.1 5.6 2.2 0.2 0.6 0.3 0.1 |64.4% | 47-73 - 0-0 44.4% 12-27
Isaiah Zierden 6-3 SR 0 20.3 5.1 2 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.1 | 46.2% 6-13 41.8% | 41-98 | 92.5% | 37-40
Toby Hegner 6-10 JR 0 16.7 | 4.9 34 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.2 | 49.0% | 25-51 45.6% | 31-68 | 62.5% | 25-40
Davion Mintz 6-3 FR 6 12.1 33 1.1 1.8 1.2 0.5 0.1 |39.2% | 20-51 37.5% | 9-24 78.8% | 26-33




(73) W, 84-61 Dartmouth BPI: 33
. #11 Rhode Island Rams
(73) W, 107-65 Marist P .37
(70) W, 79-72 Brown Atlantic-10 omeroy:
’ antic-
(62) W, 76-71 ACincinnati RPI: 31
(65) L, 75-65 “Duke
(71) W, 82-73 Belmont Record | 24-9 (13-5) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(67) L, 65-62 *Valparaiso Home 13-3 Top 25 0-0 1-1 Season 73 65
(62) L, 63-60 *Providence Road 11-6 Ranked 26-50 0-1 0-2 Wins 77 62
(62) W, 51-39 Old Dominion Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 4-0 4-3 Losses 65 71
(67 L.82777  *Houston Non-Conf.|  140.8 | Ranked 101-200 5-1 4-0 H 75 65
(58) W, 65-54  Holy Cross on--ont. : anked 197~ N - ome
(68) W, 73-62 William & Mary Conf. 130.8 Below 200 4-1 2-0 Road 72 65
(67) W, 90-56 *Saint Louis Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 4-5
(69) W, 88-58 Saint Joseph's
(66) L, 67-64 *Dayton Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(73) L.87-75 La Salle 65.9 110.7 95 16.6 19.5 33.1 29.3
74) W, 79-77 M husett:
74 W, ASSachiuselis 266th 64th 32nd 52nd 119th 60th 179th
67) W, 90-69 *Duquesne
(83) L, 73-62 *Richmond Off 50.7% 65.7% 50.5% 34% 39.6 32
ense
(69) W, 71-59 St. Bonaventure 171st 314th 120th 218th 70th 278th
(63) W, 8270 George Washington FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(70) W,70-59  *Davidson 7o ° ° o ° °
(72) W, 70-62 *Massachusetts Def 44.7% T1% 45.3% 29% 454 29.8
efense
(68) L, 75-74 Dayton 9th 210th 37th 2nd 333rd 18th
(62) L,53-43 Fordham
(65) W, 77-74 *George Mason Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
Overall Raw
(64) W, 67-56  *La Salle PP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(67) W, 69-59 VCU w Final 10 G
. Margin
(66) W, 68-49 *Saint Joseph's F A F A PP
(70) W, 73-70 Davidson All 228 | 242 | 339 | 290 4.0 Home i
(72) W,74-63 St Bonaventure Wins | 166 | 233 | 365 | 266 53 All Road
(65) W, 84-60 “Davidson
Losses 11.7 27.7 294 34.6 -0.1
(60) W,70-63  "MVCU Conf. PPP
Home 15.6 23.1 33.5 29.6 4.5 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 144 | 231 | 344 | 296 48 Non-Conf.
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
In L vs. Duke, URI PPP 1.0, EC .
Matthews had 9 points in 34 minutes _:l 389 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  43.6 |" |
In W vs. Cincinnati, 4 of 5 starters had _:l 60.5 FG% At Rim 52.6 | 93| |
14+ points. URI 16 off-rebounds
[ 36] | 19.1 9% Of Shots In Transition ~ 17.1 | 96]]
In L vs. Fordham, 2-20 3PT and 7-15 FT
R Transition eFG% 485 | 93] |
Hassan Martin top 20, Kuran Iverson top
200 block shot rate _:l 49.3 Non-Transition eFG% 44 | 96|
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
E.C. Matthews 6-5 JR 0 29.1 | 149 42 1.5 1.9 0.5 0.3 | 51.8% | 102-197 | 35.0% | 63-180 | 70.5% | 98-139
Hassan Martin 6-7 SR 5 26.6 | 14.1 7 0.7 1.5 0.6 2.6 | 60.1% | 158-263 | 25.0% 1-4 66.4% | 77-116
Jared Terrell 6-3 JR 0 30.5 | 12.5 2.8 1.9 1.5 0.9 0.2 | 44.8% | 87-194 | 35.7% | 45-126 | 73.9% | 105-142
Kuran Iverson 6-9 SR 0 255 94 7.4 1.7 1.8 0.7 1.3 | 55.1% | 98-178 | 28.4% | 19-67 | 58.3% | 56-96
Jarvis Garrett 6-0 JR 8 23 6.5 1.8 3.1 1.5 0.9 0.1 |459% | 34-74 |31.7% | 19-60 | 73.1% | 38-52
Stanford Robinson 6-4 JR 0 18.1 6.1 2.6 1.7 0.8 1.2 0.3 |43.9% | 50-114 | 39.2% | 20-51 | 61.8% | 42-68
Jeff Dowtin 6-3 FR 3 22.1 4.9 1.4 2.3 0.8 0.5 0.2 |43.2% | 38-88 34.6% | 18-52 | 46.2% 18-39
Nicola Akele 6-8 SO 0 13.1 3.1 2.5 09 0.4 0.5 04 |542% | 26-48 |423% | 11-26 | 78.3% 18-23
Cyril Langevine 6-8 FR 0 13.1 3.1 43 0.3 0.7 0.4 0.8 |44.2% | 38-86 - 0-0 48.1% | 26-54




81) W,91-77 Army BPI: 13
) #3 Oregon Ducks
(60) L, 66-49 Baylor P .16
62) W, 76-54 Valparaiso omeroy:
62) W, Pac-12
(71) L, 65-61 AMGeorgetown RPI: 9
(81) W, 69-65 “MTennessee
(69) W, 79-69 AMConnecticut Record | 29-5 (16-2) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(67) W, 68-63 Boise St. Home 17-0 Top 25 2-0 0-3 Season 79 65
(71) W, 93-54 Western Oregon Road 12-5 Ranked 26-50 1-0 1-0 Wins 82 63
(00) W, 128-59 Savannah St. Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 7-0 5-2 Losses 67 74
(67) W, 65-56 Alabama ‘ 131 Ranked 1012 4 = 1 5
(70) W, 81-67 Montana Non-Conf. 31.7 anked 101-200 3-0 -0 ome 8 6
(70) W, 83-63 AMUNLV Conf. 97.4 Below 200 3-0 2-0 Road 74 65
(70) W, 75-63 Fresno St. Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 6-3
(72) W, 89-87 UCLA
(72) W, 84-61 USC Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(67) W,83-61  *Washington 66.5 117.7 93.9 17 20.1 32 29.8
67) W, 85-66 *Washington St.
67 W, asmneton 238th 19th 22nd 66th 80th 75th 205th
(69) W, 85-43 Oregon St.
(65) W, 86-63 California Off 55.6% 70.6% 54.8% 37.9% 344 39.1
ense
(68) W, 69-52 Stanford 19th 164th 17th 50th 208th 106th
(67) W, 73-67 "Utah FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% FTA/FGA % 3PA/FGA %
(67) L,74-65 *Colorado 7o ° ° o ° °
(65) W, 71-70 Arizona St. Def 46.1% 71.5% 45.8% 31.1% 26.6 37.2
. efense
(63) W, 85-58 Arizona 25th 242nd 50th 21st 18th 210th
(67) L, 82-79 *UCLA
(73) W, 81-70 *USC Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg. Raw
(69) W,79-61  Utah Overall oD
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(75) W, 101-73 Colorado ll‘ Final 10 G
. . Margin
(63) W, 68-65 *California F A ¥ A PP
(63) W, 75-73 *Stanford All 202 | 153 | 378 | 311 43 Home For
(67) W,80-59  *Oregon St. Wins | 143 | 141 | 399 | 306 6.3 All Road
(65) W, 80-57 M Arizona St.
K . Losses 12.4 20.2 28.3 36.5 -4.0
67) W, 73-65 ~California Conf. PPP
(70) L. 83-80 AN Atizona Home 15.7 13.4 39.9 29.6 7.9 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 131 | 134 | 355 | 296 43 Non-Conf.
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Chris Boucher torn ACL - OUT
I | <19 % Of FGA That Come At Rim 41 [12] |
Dillon Brooks missed first 3 G, only
played 13 minutes vs. G’Town _:l 62.3 FG% At Rim 50.7 | 98'
InLvs. UCLA: led 64-49 I | o % Of Shots In Transition 17.9 | 91| |
Offensive efficiency nearly identical to _] 63.8 Transition eFG% 485 | 93] |
last season - defensive efficiency .
improved by 2 points. Defensive 3PT% _:l 52.8 Non-Transition eFG% 454 | 20 I I
improved by 5% Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:” 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Dillon Brooks 6-7 JR 4 24 16.3 2.9 2.7 2 1.2 0.4 | 56.2% | 131-233 | 41.4% | 48-116 | 72.6% | 82-113
Tyler Dorsey 6-4 SO 0 292 | 133 33 1.8 1.4 0.7 0.1 |50.0% | 84-168 | 38.9% | 68-175 | 75.5% | 80-106
Chris Boucher 6-10 SR 3 235 | 11.8 6.1 0.4 1 0.4 2.5 |63.3% | 105-166 | 35.0% | 36-103 | 56.5% | 48-85
Dylan Ennis 6-2 SR 0 30.9 11 4.3 3.1 1.9 1.1 0.5 |48.1% | 77-160 | 37.8% | 48-127 | 76.5% | 75-98
Jordan Bell 6-9 JR 0 28.5 | 10.7 8.1 1.8 1.9 1.3 2.1 | 64.7% | 141-218 | 21.4% | 3-14 | 72.3% | 73-101
Payton Pritchard 6-2 FR 0 285 | 175 33 3.9 1.4 1.1 0.1 |455% | 40-88 |36.0% | 45-125 | 71.4% | 40-56
Casey Benson 6-3 JR 0 21 4.9 1.6 2.1 0.9 0.6 0 46.8% | 22-47 | 41.4% | 29-70 | 77.8% | 35-45
Roman Sorkin 6-10 JR 12 8.1 33 1.9 0.5 0.4 0 04 |438% | 14-32 |47.6% | 10-21 | 93.8% | 15-16
Kavell Bigby-Williams 6-11 JR 2 9.7 3.1 2.8 0.2 0.7 0.1 0.8 |47.1% | 32-68 - 0-0 63.2% | 36-57




(83) L,99-78 *Florida St. BPI: 137
. #14 Iona Gaels
(76) L,91-76 Nevada
Pomeroy: 118 I@NA
(62) W, 64-53 ADrake MAAC
(63) W,76-54  "Weber St. RPI: 88
(70) W, 75-73 “Nevada
(70) W, 79-65 *Saint Peter's Record | 22-1 (12-8) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(66) L, 74-58 Niagara Home 8-4 Top 25 0-0 0-1 Season 80 76
(73) W, 90-73 *Fairleigh Dickinson Road 14-8 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-0 Wins 84 70
7 W, 79-75 Ohio Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-1 1-2 Losses 74 85
(83) W, 94-80 NI f 1 Ranked 101-2 1 2 H 2
69) W.73-57 AMUC Santa Barbara Non-Conf. 71.9 anked 101-200 3- 5- ome 8 77
(73) L, 76-69 AMTowson Conf. 212.6 Below 200 5-2 8-3 Road 80 76
(67) L,63-54 *Delaware Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 4-1
(69) W, 93-80 Marist
(81) L,93-87 *Fairfield Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(77 L,92-74 *Monmouth 70.3 110.2 106.2 16.5 18.1 27 31.7
73) W, 98-75 Canisi
(73) W, anisius 57th 69th 202nd 47th 202nd 257th 275th
(86) L,97-91 *Quinnipiac
(71) W, 82-67 *Manhattan Off 53.4% 77% 49.3% 39.7% 31.2 40
. ense
(76) W, 96-89 Fairfield 56th 15th 177th 16th 283rd 86th
(82) W, 8474 Quinnipiac FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(67) W,77-66  *Siena 7o ° ° o ° °
(64) W, 69-66 Saint Peter's Def 49.6% 69.6% 47.2% 36% 334 35.5
i efense
(73) W, 95-76 *Rider 131st 129th 92nd 233rd 129th 149th
(76) L, 81-79 Siena
(78) W, 90-76 *Niagara Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg, _ Raw
(74) L, 89-83 *Canisius Overall oD
‘ FTA 3PT % Rebound
(78) W,95:88  *Marist wd | arro
. Margin
(83) L,103-85  Rider F A F A PP
(68) W, 72-51 Manhattan All 192 | 208 | 397 | 36.0 25 Home — i
(75) ' L,79-73  Monmouth Wins | 149 | 187 | 444 | 329 -0.6 All Road _
(77) W, 88-70 AMRider
. Losses 14.5 24.3 30.9 41.4 -4.8
(63) W,73-65  Saint Peter's Conf. ~ PPP
(71) W, 87-86 *Siena Home 16.0 17.2 41.0 37.4 -0.2 Opp
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 141 | 172 | 301 | 374 0.1 Non-Conf. E
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Jordan Washington had 14+ 2PA in 14
games, 10+ in 24 games, I | 388 % OfFGAThat Come AtRim 39.1 [ 20] |
Washington lead nation at drawing 9 l | 53.8 FG% At Rim 52.8 | 92' |
fouls per 40 minutes - also prone to
fouling, commits 6.4 fouls per 40. I | 266 % OfsShots In Transition 231 [13] |
Fouled out of season opener vs. Florida
State in 16 minutes. - EREY Transition eFG% 529 | 69] |
Washington led conference in offensive _:l 51.6 Non-Transition eFG% 48.6 | 55' I
rebound rate. Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Jordan Washington 6-8 SR 0 21.6 | 179 7.4 0.6 2.2 0.9 0.4 | 552% | 222-402 | 33.3% 1-3 69.3% | 160-231
Jon Severe 6-2 SR 0 266 | 11.3 3.7 2.2 1.9 0.7 0.1 | 47.0% | 71-151 | 43.0% | 61-142 | 84.5% | 60-71
Rickey McGill 6-1 SO 0 32.5 | 10.8 3.9 5.2 2 1.8 0.4 | 53.3% | 105-197 | 34.6% | 27-78 | 79.4% | 77-97
Sam Cassell Jr. 6-4 SR 0 30.3 | 10.8 32 3.1 1.4 0.9 0.1 | 41.1% | 44-107 | 35.8% | 76-212 | 83.3% | 50-60
E.J. Crawford 6-6 FR 0 248 | 9.4 3.1 1.1 0.9 0.4 0.2 | 46.1% | 53-115 | 45.0% | 54-120 | 77.9% | 53-68
Deyshonee Much 6-5 JR 8 246 | 9.3 3.6 1.9 1.5 1.5 0.1 |39.3% | 35-89 |37.7% | 52-138 | 78.9% | 15-19
Schadrac Casimir 5-10 SO 1 19.9 7 1.5 1.4 0.8 0.5 0.1 |41.3% | 31-75 | 432% | 41-95 | 93.9% | 46-49
Taylor Bessick 6-9 SR 1 145 | 3.2 4.5 0.3 0.8 0.3 1.2 | 51.8% | 44-85 - 0-0 65.5% 19-29
Jan Svandrlik 6-7 JR 4 9 2.5 2 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.2 |33.3% 3-9 50.0% | 19-38 | 91.7% 11-12




(65) W, 76-58 Howard . . L BPI: 18
#7 Michigan Wolverines
67) W, 77-65 IUPUI P .21
(73) W, 79-61 AMMarquette Bioc T omeroy:
’ 1 en
(58) W, 76-54 AMSMU g RPI: 25
(62) L,61-46 *South Carolina
(59) W, 64-47 Mount St. Mary's Record 24-11 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(64) L, 73-70 Virginia Tech Home 15-3 Top 25 2-0 3-2 Season 75 66
(60) W, 82-55 Kennesaw St. Road 9-8 Ranked 26-50 2-2 3-4 ‘Wins 78 60
(61) W, 53-50 Texas
Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 3-1 1-2 Losses 66 75
(64) L, 102-84 *UCLA f 1494 Ranked 101-2 5 = 5
(68) W.97-53 Central Arkansas Non-Conf. 9. anked 101-200 3-0 -0 ome 76 6
67) W, 98-49 Maryland Eastern Conf. 59 Below 200 5-0 0-0 Road 73 66
(60) W, 68-62 Furman Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 4-6
(71) L, 86-83 *lowa
(65) W, 72-69 Penn St. Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(62) L,77-70 Maryland 62.6 121.6 99 14.6 20.1 253 29.4
L, 85- *1llinoi
(60) L, 85-69 ot 339th 5th 69th 5th 78th 294th 185th
(70) W, 91-85 Nebraska
(63) L, 68-64 *Wisconsin Off 56.9% 77.5% 56.7% 38.1% 30.5 45.1
.. ense
(66) W, 66-57 Hlinois 8th 10th 7th 46th 300th 17th
(%) W,90-60° Indiana FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(62) L,70-62 *Michigan St. 7o ° ° o ° °
(65) L, 70-66 Ohio St. Def 51.7% 68.1% 49.7% 37.8% 27.5 28.7
. efense
(66) W, 86-57 Michigan St. 218th 50th 188th 308th 28th 9th
64) W, 75-63 *Indiana
(62) W, 64-58 Wisconsin Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Y Overall Raw
(75) L, 83-78 Minnesota PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(64) W, 68-64 *Rutgers M ll‘ Final 10 G
(65) W,82-70  Purdue F A F A arein oD
(60) L, 67-65 *Northwestern All 166 | 147 | 381 | 378 2.1 Home For
(65) W,93-57  *Nebraska Wins | 13.6 | 121 | 399 | 333 0.1 All Road
(62) W, 75-55 llinois
Losses 11.9 18.8 36.2 454 -6.2
(73) W, 74-70 ~Purdue Conf. PPP
(70) W, 84-77 AMMinnesota Home 13.4 13.0 39.7 36.4 -0.3 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 122 | 130 | 366 | 364 0.6 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Final 12 G 219-357 (61.3%) 2PT
[1 | 227 % Of FGA That Come At Rim 24.9 | o7]|
Final 7 G: forced 13.3 turnovers/G
I 5. FGY% At Rim 679 [F |
In W vs. SMU, Michigan 70% 2PT and
41.9% 3PT [ 2s] | 18 % Of Shots In Transition ~ 18.6 | s1] |
In L vs. South Carolina, Michigan 8-26 _] 63.7 Transition eFG% 533 | 65] I
2PT and 2-26 3PT
_] 55.4 Non-Transition eFG% 51.3 | 18] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Derrick Walton Jr. 6-1 SR 0 346 | 152 4.7 4.7 1.7 1.1 0 46.9% | 68-145 | 41.2% | 87-211 | 87.2% | 136-156
Zak Irvin 6-6 SR 0 352 | 12.8 4.5 3 1.9 0.9 0.1 | 51.2% | 129-252 | 32.6% | 47-144 | 66.7% | 50-75
Moritz Wagner 6-11 SO 0 24 12 4.2 0.5 1.5 1.1 0.4 | 65.9% | 108-164 | 40.7% | 44-108 | 73.2% | 71-97
D.J. Wilson 6-10 JR 0 30.1 | 10.6 5.4 1.4 1.1 0.5 1.4 | 64.9% | 113-174 | 36.5% | 35-96 | 80.0% | 40-50
M. Abdur-Rahkman 6-4 JR 0 30 9.1 2.8 1.9 1 1 0.1 |522% | 72-138 | 39.0% | 39-100 | 75.6% | 59-78
Duncan Robinson 6-8 SR 0 20.1 7.9 1.7 0.9 0.5 0.4 0.3 | 61.0% | 36-59 | 42.9% | 60-140 | 82.1% | 23-28
Mark Donnal 6-9 SR 0 12.7 | 4.1 2.1 0.1 0.4 0.2 0.3 | 651% | 41-63 |47.1% | 8-17 | 79.2% | 38-48
Xavier Simpson 6-0 FR 0 9.2 1.7 0.7 1 0.5 0.6 0.1 | 45.8% 11-24 | 263% | 5-19 | 71.0% | 22-31
Ibi Watson 6-5 FR 16 4.4 1.3 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.1 0 81.8% 9-11 5.6% 1-18 75.0% 3-4




(87) W, 102-65 Campbell BPI: 26
s wizs o 710 OKlahoma State Cowboys '
85) W, 117-72  New Orleans . omeroy: -
(85) - W. , Big 12
(80) W, 98-90 AConnecticut RPI: 40
(78) L, 107-75 “North Carolina
77y W, 97-70 A Georgetown Record | 20-12 (9-9) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(82) W, 101-85 Rogers St. Home 11-5 Top 25 0-4 2-5 Season 86 78
(72) L,71-70 *Maryland Road 9-7 Ranked 26-50 3-1 3-1 ‘Wins 90 73
- £
7 W, 71-67 Tulsa Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-0 3-1 Losses 78 86
(82) W, 102-66 Arkansas Pine Bluff ‘ 1442 Ranked 1012 1 ) = ’
1) W.93-76 *Wichita St. Non-Conf. . anked 101-200 -0 -0 ome 9 79
(79) W, 92-70 Texas A&M Corpus Conf. 33.2 Below 200 4-0 0-0 Road 79 78
(73) L,92-75 West Virginia Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 4-6
(74) L, 82-79 *Texas
(59) L,61-57 *Baylor Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(73) L, 96-86 Towa St. 70 124.8 102.7 183 20.8 38 322
75) L, 87-80 *K
(75) L, ansas 64th Ist 133rd 151st 46th 6th 290th
(78) L, 96-88 Kansas St.
(64) W, 83-64 *Texas Tech Off 53.8% 78.7% 50% 40.3% 37.8 36.1
ense
(71) W, 89-76 TCU 46th 5th 140th 8th 108th 181st
(70) W.99-71 - Arkansas FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(65) W, 68-66  *Oklahoma 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(63) W, 82-75 *West Virginia Def 52.8% 72.3% 52.5% 35.5% 45.6 343
efense
(64) L,72-69 Baylor 275th 276th 294th 192nd 334th 108th
(71) W, 84-71 Texas
(60) W, 71-68 *TCU Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg, —
Overall Raw
(74) W, 96-92 Oklahoma PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(68) W,80-68  *Kansas St bound | o
(68) W,80-63  Texas Tech F A F A arein oD
(70) L, 86-83 *Towa St. All 241 | 254 | 401 | 358 3.6 Home _ For
(72) L.90-85  Kansas wins | 217 | 251 | 421 | 37 | 71 AiRoas | ——
(73) L,92-83 ~Jowa St.
Losses 14.4 25.8 36.9 39.0 2.2
Conf. PPP
Home 21.2 22.1 39.1 349 4.7 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 167 | 221 | 411 | 349 1.6 Non-Conf. E
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Lindy Waters DNP Texas-ISU & had .
missed last 7 G prior to Big 12 Tourney _:l 39.7 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  40.7 |13I |
game vs. lowa St.
[ 3] | s8 FG% At Rim 61.1 | 35] |
During 6 game losing streak, Jawun
Evans went 23-67 (34.3) 2PT I | 260 % OfShots In Transition  23.4 [11 |
Evans assist % Big 12 games 48.6% (#1) _:l 58.3 Transition eFG% 572 | 28] I
Forte and Carroll both finished top 5 Big _:l 51.9 Non-Transition eFG% 51.8 |14| I
12 3PT% Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Jawun Evans 6-1 SO 1 29 19 33 6.2 2.8 1.8 0.1 | 45.6% | 166-364 | 38.0% | 35-92 | 81.4% | 153-188
Jeffrey Carroll 6-6 JR 0 289 | 174 6.6 1.3 1.6 0.9 0.1 | 58.6% | 136-232 | 43.4% | 56-129 | 80.1% | 117-146
Phil Forte III 5-11 SR 0 31 13.3 2.6 1.5 1 1.2 0.1 | 43.9% | 47-107 | 42.0% | 84-200 | 95.3% | 81-85
Leyton Hammonds 6-8 SR 0 22.4 8 4.8 0.7 1.1 0.7 04 | 51.4% | 55-107 | 34.3% | 36-105 | 84.8% | 39-46
Lindy Waters 111 6-6 FR 10 164 | 5.8 1.9 0.9 1.1 0.6 0 54.0% | 27-50 | 44.2% | 19-43 | 68.0% | 17-25
Davon Dillard 6-5 SO 8 127 | 54 33 0.6 1.2 0.6 0.2 |53.0% | 35-66 |48.0% | 12-25 | 68.6% | 24-35
Mitchell Solomon 6-9 JR 0 19.7 | 5.4 5.2 0.9 1.2 0.3 1.2 | 504% | 57-113 0% 0-4 77.3% | 58-75
Brandon Averette 5-11 FR 0 15.1 5.3 1.5 1.8 1.5 0.8 0 443% | 51-115 | 45.5% | 10-22 | 75.0% | 39-52
Tavarius Shine 6-6 JR 26 17.3 | 4.5 1.7 1 0.3 1.2 0.5 | 71.4% 5-7 26.7% | 4-15 50.0% 5-10




(69) W, 78-47 Evansville ° ° . BPI: 5
oo worss  wmeiewy  #2 Louisville Cardinals .
omeroy: 6
(74) W, 88-56 Long Beach St. ACC
(80) W, 68-62 A0ld Dominion RPI: 7
(66) W, 62-52 “Wichita St.
61) L.66-63 ABaylor Record | 24-8 (12-6) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(71) W, 71-64 Purdue Home 16-1 Top 25 4-1 1-6 Season 78 66
67) W, 79-70 *Grand Canyon Road 8-7 Ranked 26-50 4-0 2-1 ‘Wins 82 63
7 W, 74-51 Southern Illinois Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 1-0 2-0 Losses 66 74
(73) W 10271 Texas Southern Non-Conf.| 1163 | Ranked 101-200 @ 4-0 3-0 H 81 64
(74) W,87-56  Eastern Kentucky on-t-ont. : anked 107 - - ome
(73) W, 73-70 Kentucky Conf. 46.4 Below 200 3-0 0-0 Road 73 66
(61) L,61-53 Virginia Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-3
(66) W, 77-62 “Indiana
(70) L, 77-70 *Notre Dame Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(62) W,65-50  *Georgia Tech 67.7 117.1 90.4 16.1 19.8 36.3 28.7
78) W, 85-80 Pittsburgh
(78) W, 17sbuTE 180th 23rd 6th 32nd 100th 15th 152nd
(70) W, 78-69 Duke
(67) W, 92-60 Clemson Off 51.4% 68.5% 50.2% 35.9% 34.8 324
) ense
(72) L, 73-68 *Florida St. 132nd 236th 131st 130th 193rd 269th
(72) W, 10631 "Pitisbureh FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(67) W,85-60  North Carolina St. 7o ° ° o ° °
(71) W, 90-67 *Boston College Def 45.1% 69.1% 44.4% 30.9% 39.8 35.6
. efense
(61) L,71-55 *Virginia 13th 101st 22nd 17th 269th 157th
(60) W, 71-66 Miami FL
(77) W, 76-72 *Syracuse Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
L Overall Raw
(62) W, 94-90 Virginia Tech PPP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(73) L, 74-63 *North Carolina ur Final 10 G
Margin
(71) W, 88-68 Syracuse F A F A PP
(71) L, 88-81 *Wake Forest All 213 223 359 30.9 6.4 Home For
(64) W,71-64  Notre Dame Wins | 151 | 208 | 40.1 | 313 10.2 All Road
(73) L,81-77 “Duke
Losses 12.1 26.0 23.5 33.1 -3.3
Conf. PPP
Home 15.0 19.8 38.2 32.8 9.8 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 141 | 198 | 331 | 328 34 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Donovan Mitchell 3PT final three games
523 (21.7%) — shot 40% ACC play IS | 363 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 32.6 | 69] |
Adel & Mathiang were out for second _:l 63.3 FG% At Rim 58.2 | 61 I |
Virginia game
B | 208 % oOfShotsIn Transiton  17.6 | 93] |
Quentin Snider missed 6 games .
(Clemson-UVA), L’Ville went 4-2 - | 53.9 Transition eFG% 511 | 82| I
Snider shot 47.6% 3PT in ACC — just S | s Non-Transition eFG% 438 | 96] |
32.9% vs. Top 50 teams Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Donovan Mitchell 6-3 SO 0 319 | 157 4.6 2.6 1.7 2.1 0.5 | 46.5% | 93-200 | 36.3% | 77-212 | 80.0% | 84-105
Quentin Snider 6-2 JR 6 314 | 12.7 2.7 4.1 1.5 0.6 0 40.1% | 57-142 | 39.0% | 53-136 | 72.5% | 58-80
Deng Adel 6-7 SO 1 299 | 119 4.5 2.2 1.4 0.6 0.4 | 45.6% | 89-195 | 33.1% | 40-121 | 76.1% | 70-92
Jaylen Johnson 6-9 JR 0 20.6 | 8.1 5.8 0.6 1.3 0.5 0.5 |59.6% | 96-161 | 57.1% 4-7 62.5% | 55-88
Mangok Mathiang 6-10 SR 1 206 | 7.4 6.1 0.7 1.2 0.5 1.1 |51.1% | 90-176 - 0-0 66.7% | 48-72
Ray Spalding 6-10 SO 0 19.1 5.9 5.7 0.8 1.3 0.7 0.9 |59.5% | 75-126 0% 0-3 52.8% | 38-72
Anas Mahmoud 7-0 JR 3 18.9 | 5.8 4 0.9 1.1 0.9 2.1 | 62.9% | 73-116 - 0-0 479% | 23-48
V.J. King 6-6 FR 1 13.8 | 5.8 2.1 0.5 0.7 0.2 0.1 |439% | 43-98 |42.1% | 16-38 | 82.1% | 46-56
Tony Hicks 6-1 SR 11 10.1 3.8 1.1 0.9 1 0.4 0 44.6% | 25-56 | 26.3% | 5-19 60.9% 14-23




70) W, 84-73 *Tul . BPI: 174
(70 ulsa #15 Jacksonville St. Gamecocks
(72) L,91-65 *Missouri St. Pomeroy: 158 m
(65) L, 74-67 *Western Kentucky ovC
(61) L,79-60 *TCU RPI: 151
(70) W 81-50 Dalton St Record | 20-14 (9-7 P H Road/Neutral PPG | PPG-OPP
(60) W, 61-38 ArCal St. Fullerton ecor -14 (9-7) vs. Pomeroy ome oad/Neutra -

(67) W, 76-63 ANorthern Arizona Home 5-5 TOp 25 0-0 0-0 Season 72 68
(70) W, 72-69 *Alabama St. Road 15-9 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-2 Wins 78 63
(65) L,81-77 *Samford Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-1 1-1 Losses 64 74

72) L, 88-83 *Louisiana M
(72) L, ouIstana MmO | Non-Conf. | 2013 | Ranked 101-200 1-1 23 Home 78 66
(70) L, 92-66 *Maryland
(60) W, 72-59 *Howard Conf. 213.5 Below 200 2-3 12-3 Road 66 68
(62) W, 67-66 *USC Upstate Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 4-6
(66) L, 73-57 *Chattanooga
(65) W, 90-72 *Tennessee Martin Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(67) W, 57-56 *Eastern Illinois 63.3 105.4 104.8 20.7 16.8 31.5 28
(62) L,76-63  Murray St. 329th 153rd 177th 308th 285th 93rd 119th
(66) W, 71-68 Austin Peay
(72) W, 81-69 Fort Valley St. 52.4% 71.7% 50.9% 36.7% 33.8 36.6

’ Offense
(68) W, 74-59 *Tennessee Tech 86th 126th 103rd 92nd 227th 166th

- *
(68) L, 77-60 Belmont eFG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(66) W, 86-79 *Tennessee St.
(70) L, 57-52 Eastern Kentucky Def 49.3% 72% 44.7% 37.9% 34.8 37.5
efense

(66) L, 72-69 Morehead St. 121st 266th 26th 315th 168th 221st
(64) W, 74-62 SE Missouri St.
(72) W, 72-61 *SIU Edwardsville Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.

61) L,66-53 Belmont Overall nan
( ’ FTA 3PT % Rebound PPP
(62) W, 63-57 Tennessee St. . Final 10 G

F A F A Margin
(75) L,79-78 Tennessee Tech PPP
(65) L.68-65 *Eastern Kentucky All 188 | 191 | 372 | 375 4.3 Home For
(64) W, 70-61 *Morchead St. Wins 148 | 172 | 385 | 329 7.9 All Road
_ AA : :

6 W, 74-51 SE Missouri St Losses | 10.6 | 204 | 347 | 447 13
(58) W, 65-59 ~MBelmont Conf. PPP
(58) W, 66-55 ATennessee Martin Home 16:5 196 | 341 367 39 Non-Contf Opp-

*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road | 121 | 196 | 386 | 367 42 on-tont

07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes ° o
Offensive Percentile Yo Stat Yo Defensive Percentile

M. D ight AII-OVC 2nd T

rumwie ne Team B 352 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 309 | so] |

C. Cunningham O-Reb rate among top _:l o . | I |

50 nationally - top 75 in block shot rate 61.2 FG% At Rim 51.5 96

In L to Maryland, Maryland shot 11-17 | B | 134 % Of Shots In Transition ~ 19.1 | 74] |

3PT and MD was +15 FTM, +17 FTA .

and MD was | s Transition eFG% 539 | ool |

4 games vs. opponents with top 100 _: e

adjusted defensive efficiency - 14 vs. S1.3 Non-Transition eFG% 473 l 73' I

sub-250 Fewest Most Most Fewest

Worst Best Worst Best

DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Malcolm Drumwright 6-2 JR 0 33.1 | 12.6 2.4 3.8 2.5 0.6 0.2 | 46.9% | 90-192 | 36.3% | 61-168 | 79.0% | 64-81
Greg Tucker 6-2 SR 0 304 | 11.3 2 2.4 1.8 0.6 0.1 | 37.1% | 46-124 | 34.7% | 66-190 | 81.2% | 95-117
Erik Durham 6-4 SR 0 335 | 11.1 5 1.9 1.3 0.7 0.1 |57.4% | 54-94 | 48.4% | 75-155 | 65.7% | 44-67
Norbertas Giga 6-10 JR 2 29.2 | 104 8.1 1.6 2.7 0.8 1 52.6% | 123-234 | 25.0% | 8-32 | 72.9% | 62-85
Christian Cunningham 6-7 SO 1 26.5 | 8.4 8.2 1.1 1.4 0.6 1.6 | 61.5% | 115-187 - 0-0 60.5% | 46-76
Jacara Cross 6-8 FR 2 122 | 5.6 2.8 0.2 1.4 0.1 0.7 |53.9% | 69-128 - 0-0 71.2% | 42-59
Tyrik Edwards 5-10 FR 1 13.7 | 4.2 1.4 1.8 0.7 0.4 0 50.0% | 44-88 16.7% | 2-12 | 75.0% | 45-60
Andre Statam 6-6 SO 1 10.6 | 3.5 2.2 0.3 0.6 0.3 0 37.2% 16-43 | 38.6% | 22-57 | 72.0% 18-25
Ashton Spears 6-2 FR 9 8.6 2.6 1 0.6 0.5 0.5 0 56.5% 13-23 | 30.0% | 9-30 | 56.5% 13-23
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SOUTH REGION

NCAA
Average
PPP & PPPA
1.046 Points
Texas Southern .
: ® Northern Kentucky
. '''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''' [ .
Ktént St ® Winthrop ° Wake Fores; .|
: Middle Tennessee Arkansas
Butl
Seton Hall @ ®e Dayton =Y @ L
® Kansas St. Wichita St. P
Mi L4 Y ..North Carolina
innesota Cincinnati Kentucky
0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00 1.05 1.10 1.15 1.20 1.25
ADJUSTED PPP
Memphis, TN Greenville, SC
1 North Carolina ~ FRI
16 Tex. Southern 1:00
8 Arkansas FRI
9 Seton Hall 10:30
FRIDAY Milwaukee, WI
5 Minnesota THU
12  Middle Tenn. 1:00
4 Butler THU
13 Winthrop 10:30
SUNDAY Sacramento, CA
6 Cincinnati FRI
11 K-State/Wake 4:27
3 UCLA FRI
14 Kent St. 6:57
FRIDAY Indianpolis, IN

7 Dayton FRI
10 Wichita St. 4:10
2 Kentucky FRI

Game Times Are PST 15 North. Kentucky  6:40




South Region - Ken Pom log5 Projections

---Memphis---

Sweet 16: Friday
Elite 8: Sunday

% To Make The....

Seed Team Round 32 | Sweet 16| Eiite 8 Final Title Champion 1in...
Four Game

1 North Carolina 98 78.6 57.3 333 19.9 9.9 1in 10.1
2 Kentucky 95.6 56.2 36.1 21 12.2 5.8 lin17.2
10 Wichita St. 75 37.3 22.9 12.8 7.1 33 1in30.3
3 UCLA 922 523 21.6 10.3 4.9 1.8 1in 55.6
4 Butler 84.3 52.2 20.9 8.5 3.6 1.2 1in83.3
6 Cincinnati 61.3 315 12.7 5.9 2.7 1 1 in 100
5 Minnesota 543 24.7 7.3 2.2 0.7 0.2 1 in 500
8 Arkansas 54.1 12.1 53 1.5 0.4 0.1 1 in 1000
12 Middle Tenn. 45.7 19.2 52 1.4 0.4 0.1 1 in 1000
11 Kansas St. 19.9 7.9 2.3 0.8 0.3 0.08 1in 1250
11 Wake Forest 18.9 7.3 2 0.7 0.2 0.06 1 in 1666.7
7 Dayton 25 6.1 22 0.7 0.2 0.04 1 in 2500
9 Seton Hall 45.9 9.1 3.6 0.9 0.3 0.04 1 in 2500
13 Winthrop 15.7 3.8 0.4 0.04 0.004 0.001 1 in 100000
14 Kent St. 7.8 1 0.07 0.005 <.001 <.001

15 North. Kentucky 4.4 0.4 0.04 0.003 <.001 <.001

16 Texas Southern 2 0.3 0.03 <.001 <.001 <.001




(76) W, 95-75 MTulane ° BPI: 3
#1 North Carolina Tar Heels
(78) W, 97-57 Chattanooga P
omeroy: 3
(76) W, 93-67 Long Beach St. ACC
(72) W, 83-68 *Hawaii RPI: 5
(76) W, 104-61 “Chaminade
(78) W, 107-75 AOKlahoma St. Record | 27-7 (14-4) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
67) W, 71-56 AMWisconsin Home 15-0 Top 25 4-0 3-4 Season 85 71
(72) L,76-67 *Indiana Road 12-7 Ranked 26-50 2-0 3-2 ‘Wins 89 67
a7 W, 95-50 Radford Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 4-0 1-1 Losses 71 80
(78) W.83-74 - Davidson Non-Conf.| 1252 | Ranked 101-200 |  3-0 20 H 87 66
(71) W, 73-71 Tennessee on-tont. : anke - - . ome
(79) L, 103-100  ~Kentucky Conf. 48.8 Below 200 2-0 2-0 Road 83 71
(66) W, 85-42 Northern lowa Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 3-1
(88) W, 102-74 Monmouth
(78) L, 75-63 *Georgia Tech Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(79) W, 89-86  *Clemson 70.4 122.1 94.1 16.4 18.7 42 25.1
85) W, 107-56 North Carolina St.
(83) W, or Larorina 53rd 4th 25th 43rd 162nd Ist 27th
(75) W, 93-87 *Wake Forest
(85) W, 96-83 Florida St. Off 52.3% 70.7% 51.1% 36.7% 33.1 30
ense
(68) W, 85-68 Syracuse 90th 161st 94th 94th 247th 312th
(75) W.90-82 *Boston College FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(65) W,91-72  Virginia Tech 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(70) L, 77-62 *Miami FL Def 48.5% 72% 46.7% 34.2% 314 394
. efense
(60) W, 80-78 Pittsburgh 88th 266th 75th 120th 79th 285th
(68) W, 83-76 “Notre Dame
(68) L,86-78 *Duke Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
; Overall Raw
(72) W, 97-73 *North Carolina St. PPP
o FTA 3PT % Rebound
(61) W, 65-41 Virginia M ur Final 10 G
(73) W,74-63  Louisville F A F A arein oD
(65) W, 85-67 *Pittsburgh All 221 | 185 | 366 | 343 12.6 Home For
(5) L.53-43 *Virginia Wins | 168 | 168 | 384 | 31.9 15.3 All Road
(72) W, 90-83 Duke
L. Losses 12.3 24.6 29.0 44.2 1.7
(64) W,78-53  ~Miami FL Conf. F PPP
(74) L, 93-83 AMDuke Home 17.1 15.9 38.0 30.1 15.3 Opp_
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 143 | 159 | 353 | 301 116 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
1. Hicks did not play in loss @Duke - .
had 21 points vs. Duke in ACC finale _:l 343 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  25.2 | 97 I]
In L @ 1U, not including Justin Jackson, _ 68.1 FG% At Rim 63.4 | 21 I |
team shot 2-14 (14.3%) 3PT
IR | >s1 % Of ShotsIn Tramsiion 185 | s3] |
Kennedy Meeks top 10 OReb% in nation
] s Transition eFGY% 507 [1q |
Theo Pinson missed first 16 games +
Miami-ND stretch _:l 51.8 Non-Transition eFG% 459 | 86| |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Justin Jackson 6-8 JR 0 31.6 | 18.1 4.6 2.7 1.6 0.6 0.2 | 50.6% | 133-263 | 37.7% | 90-239 | 74.3% | 78-105
Joel Berry 11 6-0 JR 2 30 14.8 33 3.7 1.9 1.4 0.1 |49.7% | 82-165 | 41.8% | 76-182 | 83.0% | 83-100
Kennedy Meeks 6-10 SR 0 24 12.6 9.1 1.1 1.3 0.9 1 54.4% | 179-329 | 0% 0-1 61.9% | 70-113
Isaiah Hicks 6-9 SR 1 234 | 123 5.7 1.3 1.6 0.4 0.7 | 60.3% | 152-252 - 0-0 83.1% | 103-124
Tony Bradley 6-10 FR 2 15.1 7.3 5.2 0.7 0.6 0.3 0.7 | 56.9% | 87-153 - 0-0 62.2% | 61-98
Theo Pinson 6-6 JR 19 224 | 6.3 4.5 4.1 1.2 0.8 0.1 | 48.1% | 26-54 |28.6% | 8-28 | 65.5% 19-29
Kenny Williams 6-4 SO 8 237 6.2 33 2.2 1.2 0.9 0.3 | 52.5% | 31-59 |33.8% | 27-80 | 63.3% 19-30
Luke Maye 6-8 SO 5 13.8 | 4.9 3.7 1.2 1 0.4 0.2 |50.0% | 48-96 |39.3% | 11-28 | 50.0% 13-26
Nate Britt 6-1 SR 0 19.3 | 4.5 1.8 2.3 0.9 1.1 0.1 |355% | 33-93 32.8% | 22-67 | 67.7% | 21-31




(73) L, 89-82 *UT Arlington e BPI: 178 1

. #16 Texas Southern Tigers R
(66) W, 74-61 Delaware St. P 207 < S
(76) W,71-68  *Rice SWAC omeroy: : 107
(68) W, 77-76 *La Salle RPI: 105
(61) W, 67-56 *James Madison
(69) L.84-73 *Louisiana Lafayette Record 23-11 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(66) L, 85-63 *Arizona Home 10-0 Top 25 0-0 0-4 Season 74 72
(64) L,74-70 *Southern Illinois Road 13-11 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-1 Wins 76 62

} BT i
(73) L, 102-71 Louisville Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-0 0-1 Losses 68 87
(72) L, 96-58 *Cincinnati ‘ 5.1 Ranked 1012 2 = 1
(73) L. 8880 *LSU Non-Conf. 5. anked 101-200 0-0 -3 ome 8 60
(73) L, 96-59 *TCU Conf. 328.7 Below 200 10-0 11-2 Road 72 72
(60) L, 89-63 *Baylor Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 7-1
(67) W, 67-65 *Alcorn St.
(77) W, 82-74 *Southern Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(67) W,87-82  *Prairie View A&M 68.2 103.6 107.3 16.6 19.3 32 34.6
(72) W, 76-55 Grambling St.
146th 187th 227th S51st 132nd 77th 337th
(64) W, 67-44  Jackson St. S n
(69) W, 70-63 *Arkansas Pine Bluff Off 48.2% 73.4% 50.1% 29.6% 44.8 34.1
. ense
(83) L,103-89 *Mississippi Valley St. 271st 79th 135th 340th 6th 233rd
(71) W, 70-68 — Alabama St FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(70) W, 92-47  Alabama A&M 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(70) W, 74-61 Prairie View A&M Def 48.9% 68.1% 49% 32.4% 322 28.5
i efense

(73) W, 77-70 *Grambling St. 100th 54th 161st 54th 96th 8th
68) L,71-62 *Jackson St.

(64) W, 78-40 Arkansas Pine Bluff Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg. Raw
(77) W,92-61  Mississippi Valley St. Overall oD
FTA 3PT % Rebound

(77) W, 86-73 *Alabama St. M ll‘ Final 10 G
(58) W,74-64  *Alabama A&M F A F A arein oD
(79) W, 94-88 Alcorn St. All 258 | 193 | 297 | 324 1.0 Home For
(70) W,82-69  Southern Wins | 210 | 179 | 307 | 286 2.5 All Road
(68) W, 87-72 Alabama St.
K Losses 12.9 21.5 28.0 37.5 -6.8
(78) W, 62-57 “Grambling St. Conf. PPP
(62) W, 53-50 AMAlcorn St. Home 20.4 15.2 33.0 27.3 39 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 183 | 152 | 286 | 273 1.4 Non-Conf. |
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Coach: former IU/UAB Mike Davis
IRl ] 363 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 351 | 50] |
In Losses to Arizona, Cincinnati, Baylor
- those teams shot 65%, 63%, 60% 2PT R | s FG% At Rim 59.9 | as) |
Allowed 9 teams to shoot 55+% 2PT _:| 23.2 % Of Shots In Transition 20.2 | 54] |
SWAC in NCAA Tournament NS | ss Transition eFG% 56.6 | 36| |
’16: Lost in play-in .
*15: Texas Southern L to Arizona 93-72 . | 45.2 Non-Transition eFG% 47 | 76' I
Arizona shot 64% 2PT Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Zach Lofton 6-3 JR 0 32.6 17 3.9 2.5 2.4 1.4 0.3 | 49.3% | 150-304 | 26.4% | 33-125 | 78.5% | 179-228
Demontrae Jefferson 5-7 FR 8 332 | 149 2.2 33 3.2 1.1 0 41.4% | 84-203 | 31.1% | 38-122 | 71.9% | 105-146
Derrick Griffin 6-7 SO 21 34 11.3 10.9 0.4 0.9 0.6 0.8 | 722% | 57-79 | 33.3% 1-3 52.6% | 30-57
Brian Carey 5-9 SO 33 34 10 2 4 4 2 0 33.3% 1-3 28.6% 2-7 100.0% 2-2
Kevin Scott 6-4 JR 0 27.6 | 9.7 4.9 1.7 1.9 1.3 0.1 | 482% | 94-195 | 34.5% | 29-84 | 69.6% | 55-79
Jalan McCloud 5-10 JR 0 21.6 | 8.7 2.5 1.2 0.8 0.9 0.3 | 504% | 66-131 | 31.0% | 27-87 | 85.7% | 84-98
Marvin Jones 7-1 SR 0 24.3 8.5 6.8 0.5 0.9 0.6 1.6 | 65.1% | 95-146 | 21.1% | 4-19 77.9% | 88-113
Kevin Granger Jr. 6-5 FR 33 23 7 6 0 0 0 1 40.0% 2-5 - 0-0 42.9% 3-7
Dulani Robinson 5-8 SR 1 237 | 6.3 2.3 2.5 1.5 1.3 0 31.6% | 25-79 | 33.3% | 40-120 | 83.0% | 39-47




(80) W, 92-83 Fort Wayne BPI: 47
(74) W, 90-65 Southern Illinois #8 Arkansas RazorbaCkS P
) omeroy: 38
68) W, 71-67 UT Arlington SEC
(74) L, 85-71 *Minnesota RPI: 28
(72) W, 89-76 Mount St. Mary's
(70) W, 78-62 Stephen F. Austin Record | 25-9 (12-6) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(71) W, 99-62 Austin Peay Home 15-3 Top 25 0-1 0-4 Season 80 74
(66) W, 84-72 Houston Road 10-6 Ranked 26-50 1-1 3-1 ‘Wins 83 70
(79) W, 91-76 North Florida Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 5-1 5-0 Losses 71 85
(73) W, 77-74 ~MTexas c 1482 Ranked 101.2 = H
(72) W.71-55 North Dakota St. Non-Conf. 8. anked 101-200 5-0 - ome 85 73
(76) W, 90-56 ~Sam Houston St. Conf. 75.4 Below 200 4-0 1-0 Road 75 74
(71) L,81-72 Florida Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 0-0
(73) W, 82-78 *Tennessee
(72) L,97-71 *Kentucky Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(70) L, 84-78 Mississippi St. 69.1 116.6 101 16.4 18.3 324 335
(73) W, 92-73 Missouri
95th 26th 96th 44th 186th 69th 326th
64) W, 62-60 *Texas A&M
(77) W, 99-86 LSU Off 51.5% 76.2% 50.2% 36.4% 38.8 29.8
. ense
(68) W, 71-70 *Vanderbilt 126th 25th 129th 105th 79th 314th
(70) L9971 - *Okclahoma St FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(72) W,87-68  Alabama 7o ° ° o ° °
(70) L,383-78 *Missouri Def 48.2% 70.5% 47.2% 33.2% 39.3 374
i efense
(60) L,72-59 Vanderbilt 73rd 179th 94th 81st 257th 217th
(75) W, 78-70 *LSU
(69) W, 83-76 *South Carolina Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg, —
e Overall Raw
(77) W, 98-80 Mississippi PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(69) W, 86-77 Texas A&M M ll‘ Final 10 G
(70) W,79-68  *Aubumn F A F A arein oD
(68) L,78-65 *Florida All 234 | 234 | 364 | 332 0.4 Home For
(70) W,85-67  Georgia Wins | 186 | 225 | 381 | 306 3.0 All Road
(72) W, 73-72 AMMississippi
. Losses 15.6 26.0 31.1 413 -6.7
(74) W,76-62 " Vanderbilt Conf. PPP
(71) L, 82-65 MKentucky Home 17.4 23.0 38.2 34.1 33 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 183 | 230 | 340 | 341 0.9 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Dusty Hannahs 41.7% 3PT in SEC - shot
32.1%in 11 G vs. top 50 [ 33] | 334 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  31.6 | 75] |
Daryl Macon 42.2% 3PT in SEC - shot R oo FG% At Rim 642 | 17] |
29.8% in 11 G vs. top 50
I 253 o Of Shots In Transition 185 | s3] |
Jaylen Barford averaged 15.6 PPG in .
final 16 games - first 18: 10 PPG _:l 574 Transition eFG% 527 | 71] I
Kingsley top 20 block shot % in nation _:l 49.2 Non-Transition eFG% 47.2 | 74' I
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Dusty Hannahs 6-3 SR 0 248 | 14.6 1.7 1.2 1.5 0.4 0.1 |50.0% | 92-184 | 38.0% | 70-184 | 90.3% | 102-113
Daryl Macon 6-3 JR 0 25.1 | 134 2.6 2.2 1.8 1.1 0.1 |53.7% | 72-134 | 38.3% | 62-162 | 87.6% | 127-145
Jaylen Barford 6-3 JR 0 252 | 12.6 3.7 2 1.9 1.1 0.2 | 50.8% | 134-264 | 27.5% | 28-102 | 75.0% | 78-104
Moses Kingsley 6-10 SR 0 274 | 11.8 7.8 1.4 2 0.6 2.6 |46.1% | 129-280 | 42.9% | 6-14 | 76.7% | 125-163
Anton Beard 6-0 JR 0 212 | 74 2 1.9 1.1 1.1 0 44.4% | 52-117 | 35.3% | 30-85 | 74.7% | 56-75
Manuale Watkins 6-3 SR 0 222 | 6.2 3.9 1.9 0.6 1.2 0 59.5% | 78-131 | 48.1% | 13-27 | 56.7% | 17-30
Dustin Thomas 6-8 JR 0 17.7 | 5.2 3.8 1.1 1 0.6 0.2 | 48.1% | 64-133 | 20.0% 1-5 66.2% | 45-68
Arlando Cook 6-8 JR 0 11.6 3 2.4 0.4 0.7 0.3 0.4 | 443% | 39-88 - 0-0 64.9% | 24-37
Trey Thompson 6-9 JR 0 142 | 2.6 33 1.6 0.6 0.6 0.9 | 64.2% | 34-53 0% 0-1 65.5% 19-29




(71) W, 91-70 Fairleigh Dickinson e BPI: 53
(68) W, 82-58 Central Connecticut #9 Seton Hall Plrates P .53
(82) W,91-83 *lowa Bio East omeroy:
’ 1 as
(72) L,81-76 AFlorida g RPI: 44
(76) W, 90-79 AQuinnipiac
(66) L.66-52 AStanford Record 21-11 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(72) W, 95-71 Columbia Home 12-2 Top 25 0-1 0-3 Season 73 70
(69) W, 68-57 ~Hawaii Road 9-9 Ranked 26-50 3-1 3-3 Wins 79 68
i A
(68) W, 60-57 California Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 3-0 3-2 Losses 63 74
(70) W, 67-64 "South Carolina ‘ 174 Ranked 1012 5 11 =
(69) W, 81-68 Delaware Non-Conf. 74.3 anked 101-200 -0 - ome 77 68
(76) W, 72-61 Rutgers Conf. 58.2 Below 200 4-0 2-0 Road 70 70
(74) L, 89-75 *Creighton Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 7-5
(70) W, 69-66 Marquette
(70) W, 87-56 DePaul Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(79) L, 89-86 *Marquette 67 109.8 95.9 19.4 17.6 353 25.4
(63) L,65-61 *Providence
214th 76th 38th 238th 231st 24th 35th
(62) L,76-46 *Villanova s
(73) W, 86-73 St. John's Oft. 50.2% 64.3% 50% 33.7% 37.9 30.9
ense
(69) L,61-54 Butler 189th 335th 141st 228th 106th 295th
(66) L, 7270 = *Xavier FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(71) W, 68-66 *Georgetown ¢ ° ° ° ° ° °
(73) W, 72-70 Providence Def. 49% 71.7% 48% 34% 36.1 343
efense
(73) L,78-70 *St. John's 107th 253rd 122nd 111th 196th 103rd
(74) W, 87-81 Creighton
(64) L,92-70 Villanova Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
; Overall Raw
65) W,71-64 Xavier PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(73) W, 82-79 *DePaul ll‘ Final 10 G
F A F A Margin
(60) W, 62-59 Georgetown PPP
(62) W, 70-64 *Butler All 223 | 204 | 337 | 340 6.4 Home For
(70) W, 82-76  ""Marquette Wins | 156 | 194 | 366 | 336 7.9 All Road
(59) L,55-53 “Villanova
Losses 10.7 21.3 28.9 37.2 2.3 __‘
Conf. PPP
Home 13.5 18.7 34.7 343 9.6 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 149 | 187 | 329 | 343 72 Non-Conf. E
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
In L to Florida, shot 17-25 FT
I | 1 % Of FGA That Come At Rim 352 | a9] |
Final 7 games, opponents shot 119-217
(54.8%) 2PT [ 33] | 58.2 FG% At Rim 57 | 70] |
Carrington shot 29.8% 3PT in Big East [ 29| | 1855 % Of Shots In Transition 20 | 59 |
Angel Delgado led Big East in both _:l 56.9 Transition eFG% 59.5 |14 I
offensive and defensive rebound rate
_:l 48.7 Non-Transition eFG% 46.4 | 82| |
Veer Singh left team Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9: 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl | Blk 2PT 3PT FT
Khadeen Carrington 6-4 JR 0 332 | 169 | 3.1 3 2.2 1.2 03 |44.8% | 121-270 | 37.7% | 60-159 | 73.5% | 119-162
Desi Rodriguez 6-6 JR 0 31.8 | 159 | 5.1 1.8 2.1 0.8 0.4 | 48.9% | 139-284 | 36.0% | 49-136 | 65.6% | 84-128
Angel Delgado 6-10 JR 0 33.1 | 153 | 13.1 | 22 2.9 0.6 03 | 54.8% | 193-352 - 0-0 55.0% | 105-191
Myles Powell 6-2 FR 0 23.8 | 10.7 | 23 0.8 1 0.9 02 |522% | 48-92 |33.0% | 66-200 | 81.7% | 49-60
Madison Jones 6-2 SR 0 293 | 5.7 2.4 32 1.9 1.8 0.1 |44.0% | 51-116 | 31.8% | 14-44 | 67.9% | 38-56
Michael Nzei 6-8 SO 0 18 43 3.7 0.2 0.9 0.4 05 | 67.5% | 52-77 - 0-0 57.9% | 33-57
Ismael Sanogo 6-8 JR 5 22.6 | 3.1 5.7 0.8 1.2 0.9 0.7 | 44.9% | 31-69 | 33.3% 1-3 50.0% 19-38
Veer Singh 6-8 SO 23 9.3 1.3 1.6 0.1 0.6 0 0.1 |33.3% 1-3 16.7% | 2-12 80.0% 4-5
Eron Gordon 6-3 FR 14 4.1 1.3 0.8 0.3 0.3 0.2 0 60.0% 9-15 9.1% 1-11  |100.0% 2-2




(79) W, 86-74 Louisiana Lafayette ° BPI: 38
. #5 Minnesota Golden Gophers
(73) W, 84-67 UT Arlington P .33
(73) W, 80-56 Mount St. Mary's Bioc T omeroy:
’ ' 1 (F1
(81) W, 92-86 St. John's g RPI: 20
(74) W, 85-71 Arkansas
(65) W, 57-45 Southern Illinois Record | 25-8 (11-7) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(78) L, 75-67 *Florida St. Home 17-3 Top 25 1-1 1-3 Season 75 69
(65) W, 56-52 ~Vanderbilt Road 7-6 Ranked 26-50 2-2 4-1 Wins 77 65
(73) W, 74-68 NJIT Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 5-0 1-2 Losses 63 72
(71) W. 8649 Georsia Southern Non-Conf.| 1385 | Ranked 101-200 |  5-0 1-0 H 81 70
(71) W, 77-57  Northern Illinois on--ont. : anked 197~ . - ome
68) W, 76-66 LIU Brooklyn Conf. 57.4 Below 200 4-0 0-0 Road 67 69
(75) W, 82-75 Arkansas St. Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-3
(78) L,75-74 Michigan St.
(81) W,91-82 *Purdue Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(65) W,70-66  *Northwestern 69.1 109.5 93 16.2 17.7 30.1 30
73) W, 78-68 Ohio St.
(73) W, 10> 97th 81st 18th 40th 223rd 143rd 214th
(65) L,65-47 *Michigan St.
(69) L, 52-50 *Penn St. Off 48.6% 70.7% 47.3% 34.5% 39.5 29.7
. . ense
(71) L, 78-76 Wisconsin 249th 157th 258th 189th 71st 318th
(69) L,78-72 “Ohio St. FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% FTA/FGA % 3PA/FGA %
(68) L,85-78 Maryland 7o ° ° o ° °
(66) W, 68-59 *Illinois Def 44.9% 68.3% 44.5% 30.5% 28.7 335
efense
(91) W, 101-89  lowa 11th 61st 23rd 11th 38th 76th
(65) W, 72-63 *Rutgers
(76) W, 75-74 Indiana Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
ohi Overall Raw
(75) W, 83-78 Michigan PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(73) W, 89-75 *Marvland M ll‘ Final 10 G
(75) W,81-71  Penn St. F A F A areft oD
(79) W, 88-73 Nebraska All 238 | 182 | 345 | 305 1.9 Home For
(64) L, 66-49 *Wisconsin Wins | 173 | 160 | 346 | 276 2.5 All Road
(60) W, 63-58 ~Michigan St.
L Losses 13.0 239 31.5 37.5 -0.4
(70) L, 84-77 “Michigan Conf. PPP
Home 19.5 17.6 36.7 32.0 3.9 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 128 | 176 | 305 | 320 0.5 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
In L vs. FSU, Minnesota shot 31.6% 2PT
and missed 14 FT [ 23] | 31.9 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  29.9 | sa] |
Nate Mason top 100 assist rate _] 68.3 FG% At Rim 66.2 |8| |
Jordan Murphy led Big 10in FTRae — | [ HNNNNEEEN | 3 % Of Shots In Transition  21.9 | __ 26] |
top 5 defensive rebound rate
B 0 ] sss Transition eFG% 50.7 | 84| |
Amir Coffey in Big 10: 41.8% 3PT
- | 46.5 Non-Transition eFG% 433 | 98]
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Nate Mason 6-2 JR 0 344 | 15.5 3.7 5 1.8 1.3 0.1 | 38.4% | 114-297 | 37.1% | 53-143 | 80.8% | 126-156
Amir Coffey 6-8 FR 1 33 12.1 3.9 3.1 2 1.1 0.2 | 50.5% | 98-194 | 33.0% | 29-88 | 75.4% | 104-138
Jordan Murphy 6-6 SO 0 274 | 11.2 8.8 0.8 1.7 0.7 1.1 | 54.4% | 135-248 | 12.9% | 4-31 60.6% | 86-142
Dupree McBrayer 6-5 SO 0 27.6 | 10.9 2.1 2.7 1.5 0.8 0.3 | 46.3% | 88-190 | 41.7% | 35-84 | 73.1% | 79-108
Akeem Springs 6-4 SR 1 24 9.5 3 1.3 0.9 0.6 0.2 |37.6% | 3593 |38.3% | 67-175 | 68.1% | 32-47
Reggie Lynch 6-10 JR 1 23.1 8.4 6.2 0.5 1.5 0.4 3.5 | 53.6% | 104-194 - 0-0 63.9% | 62-97
Eric Curry 6-9 FR 0 20 5.4 5.3 1.3 1.1 0.5 0.7 | 48.0% | 60-125 | 17.9% | 5-28 68.9% | 42-61
Ahmad Gilbert 6-6 SO 18 5 1.7 0.9 0.1 0.5 0.1 0.1 |20.0% 1-5 31.8% | 7-22 50.0% 2-4
Bakary Konate 6-11 JR 1 9.8 1.7 2.8 0.1 0.6 0.3 0.8 | 47.5% 19-40 0% 0-1 62.5% 15-24




(76) W, 102-64  Milligan . BPI: 45
#12 MTSU Blue Raiders
(71) W, 87-81 Murray St. P . 48
(68) L,74-63 Tennessee St C-USA omeroy:
(69) W,80-70  Toledo - RPI: 35
(67) W, 68-63 MUNC Wilmington
(71) W, 73-70 AMToledo Record | 30-4 (17-1) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(63) W, 66-55 AMEvansville Home 13-2 Top 25 0-0 0-0 Season 75 63
(66) W, 77-62 *Mississippi Road 17-2 Ranked 26-50 1-0 0-0 Wins 77 62
- £
(65) W, 67-55 South Alabama Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 1-0 3-1 Losses 63 69
(67) W, 71-48 Vanderbilt ‘ 1 Ranked 1012 5 = 5
(64) W, 79-66 *Belmont Non-Conf. 9.6 anked 101-200 5- 6-0 ome 75 6
68) L, 80-77 *VCU Conf. 219.7 Below 200 5-0 8-1 Road 75 63
(63) L, 64-56 Georgia St. Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-2
Yy
(61) W, 60-49 UAB
(70) W, 80-77 *Rice Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(66) W, 79-68 *North Texas 64 111.6 97 15.6 20.2 30.2 24.4
74) W, 69-57 Marshall
74 W, arsha 314th 55th 47th 17th 68th 137th 12th
(65) W,91-76 Western Kentucky
(57) W, 65-52 *FIU Off 54.3% 70.1% 53.8% 37% 29.7 30.3
. . ense
(70) W, 86-57 *Florida Atlantic 35th 180th 28th 82nd 308th 306th
(59) W, 72-36  Southern Miss FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(67) W, 71-61 Louisiana Tech 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(63) W, 69-59 *UTSA Def 47.4% 70.8% 46.8% 32.5% 37.9 354
efense
(62) L,57-54 *UTEP 51st 198th 76th 56th 229th 143rd
61) W, 64-51 Old Dominion
(70) W, 70-55 Charlotte Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
(58) W, 78-52 *Western Kentucky PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(77) W, 97-86 *Marshall M ll‘ Final 10 G
(60) W,66-64  *UAB F A F A areft oD
(66) W, 70-67 FIU All 174 | 193 | 368 | 319 53 Home For
(74) W, 93-59 Florida Atlantic Wins 12.1 185 373 313 6.7 All Road
(63) W, 86-70 MUTSA
Losses 10.0 22.3 34.6 39.0 1.0
(71) W,82-56  ~UTEP Conf. PPP
(74) W, 83-72 AMMarshall Home 11.0 18.7 324 30.0 8.1 Opp_
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 130 | 187 | 407 | 300 50 Non-Conf.
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
In W vs. Vandy, Vandy 12-34 2PT and
5-19 3PT. MTSU shot 21-37 & 7-24 - | 33.8 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  31.5 | 76| |
Giddy Potts led NCAA in 3PT% last - IGE FG% At Rim 59.8 | as] |
season (50.3%) - this year 39.3%
- | 17.7 % Of Shots In Transition 18 | 89| |
Williams, Upshaw, Potts combined for .
62 of 83 MTSU points in C-USA Final I | s Transition eFG% 534 | 64| |
Beat Michigan St. in tournament last _:l 53.6 Non-Transition eFG% 46.1 | 85' I
year, MSU PPP 1.19 MTSU PPP 1.32 Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
JaCorey Williams 6-8 SR 0 29.6 | 17.3 7.3 1.5 1.7 0.9 0.5 | 55.3% | 244-441 | 143% | 2-14 | 70.7% | 94-133
Giddy Potts 6-2 JR 0 30.6 | 15.8 5.5 1.9 1.3 1.4 0.2 | 58.7% | 118-201 | 39.2% | 74-189 | 80.6% | 79-98
Reggie Upshaw 6-8 SR 0 31.8 | 145 6.8 2.4 1.5 1.1 0.9 | 60.2% | 157-261 | 31.6% | 30-95 | 72.1% | 88-122
Tyrik Dixon 6-1 FR 0 25.1 5.8 2.9 33 1.3 1.3 0.1 |43.5% | 47-108 | 39.3% | 24-61 | 66.0% | 31-47
Xavier Habersham 6-6 SR 0 20.1 54 1.8 1.8 0.9 0.4 0.1 | 63.4% | 26-41 453% | 39-86 | 71.4% 15-21
Brandon Walters 6-10 JR 2 10.7 | 4.5 32 0.2 1 0.3 0.6 |59.0% | 62-105 0% 0-1 71.4% | 20-28
Antwain Johnson 6-2 SO 0 126 | 44 1.1 0.8 0.8 0.5 0.1 35.9% | 28-78 34.1% | 15-44 | 70.6% | 48-68
Edward Simpson 6-2 JR 0 24.1 3.5 2.1 2.2 0.6 0.6 0.1 |42.3% 11-26 36.3% | 29-80 | 45.5% 10-22
Aldonis Foote 6-5 SR 5 8.3 2.2 1.4 0.7 0.4 0.2 0 44.3% | 27-61 0% 0-3 50.0% 10-20




(72) W, 89-52 Northern Colorado BPI: 25
(66) W, 70-68 Northwestern #4 BUtler BUIldOgS P .26
(68) W, 86-60 Bucknell Bio East omeroy:
’ 1 as
(67) W,91-55 Norfolk St. g RPI: 15
(69) W, 76-66 “MVanderbilt
(67) W, 69-65 A AriZzona Record | 23-8 (12-6) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(66) W, 68-59 *Utah Home 13-3 Top 25 2-0 2-0 Season 76 68
(68) W, 82-58 Central Arkansas Road 10-5 Ranked 26-50 3-1 5-2 Wins 79 66
R *Indi
(64) L, 72-71 Indiana St. Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 4-2 2-2 Losses 68 73
67) W, 75-65 Cincinnati ‘ 12 Ranked 1012 1 11 = 1
(70) W, 83-78 MIndiana Non-Conf. 0 anked 101-200 -0 - ome 8 68
69) W, 81-69 Vermont Conf. 61.2 Below 200 3-0 0-0 Road 71 68
(70) L, 76-73 *St. John's Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 6-4
(68) W, 78-61 Providence
(59) W, 66-58 Villanova Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(78) W,85-76  *Georgetown 65.1 118 97.1 15.1 20.1 28.1 27.8
65) L,75-64 *Creight
©5) L. reienon 295¢h 17th 49th 9th 77th 219th 108th
(71) W, 83-78 Xavier
(65) W, 88-80 Marquette Off 54.6% 74% 54.6% 36.3% 36.2 37.5
ense
(71) W, 70-69 *DePaul 33rd 62nd 20th 107th 153rd 150th
(69 W, 61-54  *Scton Hall FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(67) L, 85-81 Georgetown ¢ ° ° ° ° ° °
(68) L, 76-67 Creighton Def 50.7% 70.1% 51% 33.4% 37.5 37.6
efense
(66) W, 68-65 *Marquette 185th 160th 236th 84th 221st 224th
(63) L,71-65 *Providence
(78) W, 110-86 St. John's Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
(65) W, 82-66 DePaul PPP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(64) W, 74-66 *Villanova M ll‘ Final 10 G
(68) W,88-79  *Xavier F A F A areft oD
(62) L, 70-64 Seton Hall All 203 | 201 | 363 | 334 0.9 Home For
(62) L,62-57  ""Xavier Wins | 160 | 209 | 384 | 294 1.4 All Road
Losses 10.9 17.4 31.0 422 -1.9
Conf. PPP
Home | 161 | 202 | 364 | 346 39 Opp.
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 139 | 202 | 363 34.6 47 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Final 10 G, opponents 2PT: 177-328
(54%) - above 50% 7 times [18] | 30.9 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  35.2 | a9] |
K. Baldwin 3PT last 10 G: 1040 25%) | | HNNNMENEDDDNINEE | 5.4 FG% At Rim 60.2 | 42| |
In win over Arizona, Arizona was - | 17.8 % Of Shots In Transition 18.4 | 85' |
without Trier — Butler trailed 61-57
it 2155 ot I s Transition eFG% s21 | 7al ]
Held Villanova to two of its three least _:l 53.7 Non-Transition eFG% 50.3 | 31 I I
efficient games of the season Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Kelan Martin 6-7 JR 0 29.2 | 16.1 5.7 1.1 2 0.7 0.4 | 47.8% | 108-226 | 34.9% | 58-166 | 77.3% | 109-141
Andrew Chrabascz 6-7 SR 0 32.8 11 4.6 3.2 1.6 0.8 0.3 | 48.4% | 90-186 | 34.4% | 22-64 | 75.8% | 94-124
Kamar Baldwin 6-0 FR 0 26.5 10 3.6 1.4 1.5 1.8 0.5 |553% | 94-170 | 36.9% | 31-84 | 78.9% | 30-38
Avery Woodson 6-2 SR 0 21.7 | 8.6 2.5 0.7 0.3 0.3 0.3 |49.1% | 27-55 | 41.7% | 65-156 | 79.2% 19-24
Kethan Savage 6-3 SR 4 19.9 | 8.1 2.4 1.5 1 0.9 0.1 |51.7% | 60-116 | 28.3% | 13-46 | 73.5% | 61-83
Tyler Wideman 6-8 JR 0 228 | 7.5 5.1 0.4 1.1 0.6 0.8 | 62.3% | 91-146 0% 0-2 66.7% | 52-78
Tyler Lewis 5-11 SR 0 219 | 6.4 1.5 3.9 1 0.6 0 60.3% | 41-68 | 41.5% | 22-53 | 75.0% | 51-68
Nate Fowler 6-10 SO 0 12.1 5.4 2.2 0.5 0.6 0.2 0.1 | 72.6% | 53-73 52.6% | 10-19 | 76.9% | 30-39
Joey Brunk 6-11 FR 24 7 3.1 1 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.1 | 63.6% 7-11 0% 0-2 66.7% 8-12




(64) W, 66-47 Ferrum L BPI: 101
. #13 Winthrop Eagles
(76) W, 94-81 Manhattan P 112
(81) L,100-86  *Florida St Bio South omeroy:
’ ’ 1 ou
(88) W, 84-80  *Illinois g RPI: 70
(67) L, 65-60 New Hampshire
(71) W, 58-57 Furman Record | 26-6 (15-3) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(76) L, 83-67 *Dayton Home 14-3 Top 25 0-0 0-1 Season 80 70
(89) W, 106-63 Greensboro Road 12-3 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-1 ‘Wins 81 66
— £
(75 W, 86-79 Hampton Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-0 1-0 Losses 73 83
(77) W.86-84 - Georgia Southern Non-Conf.| 1609 | Ranked 101200 |  5-1 1-1 H 78 67
(67) W,66-55  *Saint Louis on--ont. : anked 197~ . - ome
(78) W, 84-68 *Charleston Southern Conf. 261.8 Below 200 7-2 10-0 Road 81 70
(73) L,82-80 Radford Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 6-4
(70) W, 80-74 *High Point
(72) W, 83-65 Longwood Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(65) W,75-52  Presbyterian 70.7 106.5 101.8 17.9 18.7 27 28.7
(65) W, 72-63 *Campbell
45th 137th 110th 127th 164th 254th 153rd
(76) W,76-73  UNC Asheville !
(63) W, 61-48 *Liberty Off 53.7% 71.9% 51.2% 38% 38.9 43.6
ense
(71) W, 72-70 *Gardner Webb 48th 119th 93rd 49th 76th 29th
(80) L8380 - High Point FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(71) W,81-65  *Radford 7o ° ° o ° °
(64) W, 76-62 Campbell Def 46.4% 72.4% 45.7% 31.8% 33.8 354
) efense
(89) L,104-101  *UNC Asheville 30th 284th 47th 34th 146th 146th
(76) W, 77-71 Gardner Webb
(71) W, 83-63 *Longwood Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
i Overall Raw
(68) W, 84-67  Liberty PP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(71) W, 86-72 Charleston Southern M ur Final 10 G
(64) W,93-56  *Presbyterian F A F A arein oD
(77) W, 92-78 Charleston Southern All 22.3 19.9 37.3 31.0 1.1 Home For
(81) W, 80-77  Gardner Webb Wins | 166 | 206 | 376 | 276 44 All Road
67) W, 76-59 Campbell
Losses 13.3 19.3 333 38.1 -11.8
Conf. PPP
Home 15.6 16.7 343 329 2.3 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 166 | 167 | 404 | 329 04 Non-Conf.
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
6 of 10 Big South teams had adjusted .
efficiency margin of 250 or worse l | 27.6 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  30.6 | 82' |
Trailed FSU by 22 with 2:10 left — R e FG% At Rim 56.6 | 74) |
Keon Johnson DNP vs. FSU
I | i % Of Shots In Transition ~ 19.6 | 67| |
Keon Johnson & Xavier Cooks both All- .
Conference first team — Johnson POY _:l 55.9 Transition eFG% 49 | 92' I
Johnson & Cooks combined points last _:l 53 Non-Transition eFG% 45.3 | 91 I I
six games: 43, 54, 50, 31, 43, 38 Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Keon Johnson 5-7 SR 1 35 22.5 3.9 2.6 2.3 0.7 0 46.6% | 115-247 | 40.4% | 99-245 | 86.8% | 171-197
Xavier Cooks 6-8 JR 0 28.8 | 16.3 9.2 2.8 2.9 0.9 1.8 | 54.5% | 151-277 | 34.0% | 35-103 | 70.2% | 113-161
Anders Broman 6-2 JR 0 224 | 83 1.4 1.3 0.9 0.8 0.1 | 48.1% | 25-52 | 42.8% | 62-145 | 82.9% | 29-35
Roderick Perkins 6-5 SR 0 19.5 | 7.5 2.4 1.1 1 0.7 0.2 |50.8% | 33-65 | 382% | 50-131 | 58.5% | 24-41
Joshua Davenport 6-5 JR 0 19.7 | 5.7 4.5 1.7 1.4 0.8 0.3 |46.3% | 57-123 | 10.0% | 1-10 | 74.7% | 65-87
Bjorn Broman 6-0 SO 0 279 | 5.5 1.7 2.2 1.1 0.8 0.2 | 40.0% 10-25 | 35.4% | 45-127 | 74.1% | 20-27
Tevin Prescott 6-5 SR 0 18.6 | 5.1 3.1 0.3 0.5 0.8 0.5 |59.1% | 68-115 0% 0-1 65.0% | 26-40
Duby Okeke 6-8 JR 0 14.1 33 39 0.1 1.2 0.1 1.5 | 60.8% | 45-74 - 0-0 26.8% 15-56
Adam Pickett 6-1 SO 2 8.4 3 1.4 0.6 0.9 0.7 0.2 |57.8% | 26-45 21.1% | 4-19 75.0% | 27-36




(67) W, 84-55 Brown * ° ° BPI: 19 ‘ff
#6 Cincinnati Bearcats ¢
(65) W, 74-51 Albany P
omeroy: 22
(62) L,76-71 “Rhode Island AAC
(70) W, 71-50 ~Penn St. RPI: 12 .
(65) W, 70-55 Samford
(75) W, 91-68 Lipscomb Record 29 (16-2) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(63) W, 55-54 *Jowa St. Home 18-0 Top 25 1-0 1-2 Season 75 61
(64) W, 85-56 Bowling Green Road 11-5 Ranked 26-50 2-0 1-2 Wins 77 59
- £
(67) L, 75-65 Butler Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 3-0 3-1 Losses 59 66
(72) W, 96-58 Texas Southern ‘ 1382 Ranked 1012 4 = 1
(82) W, 119-68 Fairleigh Dickinson Non-Conf. 38. anked 101-200 6-0 -0 ome 8 63
(82) W, 93-91 Marshall Conf. 127.7 Below 200 6-0 2-0 Road 65 61
(70) W, 56-50 *Temple Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 4-2
(73) W, 92-56 Tulane
(66) W, 67-58 *Houston Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(58) W, 66-64  SMU 63.5 114.2 91.9 152 20.8 35.8 29.6
63) W, 55-46 *East Caroli
(63) W, ast Larotina 327th 35th 11th 10th 44th 19th 196th
(66) W, 81-74 Temple
67) W, 78-61 *Tulane Off 51.7% 68.3% 51.8% 34.3% 325 36.4
. ense
(66) W, 86-78 Xavier 115th 242nd 72nd 198th 263rd 175th
(73) W, 9453 South Florida FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(59) W,57-55  *Tulsa 7o ° ° o ° °
(67) W, 82-68 Connecticut Def 44.7% 73.6% 41% 34.1% 29.6 36.8
efense
(61) W, 60-50 UCF 8th 324th 4th 115th 49th 197th
(54) L,60-51 *SMU
(63) W, 68-54 *South Florida Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
(66) W, 80-60 Tulsa PPP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(66) W, 87-74 Memphls ll‘ Final 10 G
Margin
(60) L, 53-49 *UCF F A F A -
(62) W, 65-47 Houston All 193 | 162 | 344 | 340 53 Home For
(61) W,6747  “Comnecticut Wins | 139 | 161 | 361 | 320 6.3 All Road
(64) W, 80-61 MTulsa
. Losses 10.8 18.2 28.6 40.2 -1.6
(61) W, 81-71 *Connecticut Conf. PPP
(60) L, 71-56 MSMU Home 13.6 14.5 37.8 37.0 7.3 Opp_
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 12.7 145 306 | 37.0 57 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
W @ ISU, Cinci 3-21 3PT & 16 Off-Reb
] | 26.4 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  32.9 | 67| |
In L @ Butler, Cinci 6-26 3PT
] | 66.0 FG% At Rim 4 | 99]
As team, have shot below 30% 3PT in 4
of final 6 games [ 23] | 178 % Of Shots In Transition 203 | 53] |
Only 6 opponents finished game _ 62 Transition eFG% 46.6 | 98]
shooting above 50% 2PT vs. Cinci
_:l 49.5 Non-Transition eFG% 44.3 | 95] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Jacob Evans 6-6 SO 0 313 | 13.7 4.1 2.6 1.2 1.3 0.8 | 51.6% | 94-182 | 41.8% | 66-158 | 72.5% | 79-109
Kyle Washington 6-9 JR 0 247 | 13.1 6.9 0.9 1.5 0.4 1.2 | 52.9% | 162-306 | 38.5% | 15-39 | 70.8% | 75-106
Gary Clark 6-8 JR 0 284 | 10.7 7.9 2 1.1 1 1.2 | 57.7% | 123-213 | 28.3% | 13-46 | 70.3% | 78-111
Troy Caupain 6-4 SR 0 31.9 | 10.1 4.5 4.6 1.2 1.2 0.3 | 45.5% | 75-165 | 31.3% | 45-144 | 66.7% | 60-90
Jarron Cumberland 6-5 FR 1 19 8.1 2.4 1.5 1 1 0.3 | 64.2% | 52-81 353% | 36-102 | 64.4% | 56-87
Kevin Johnson 6-3 SR 0 28.1 8 2.1 1.3 1.1 1.3 0.1 | 47.5% | 4799 | 30.8% | 48-156 | 82.5% | 33-40
Tre Scott 6-8 FR 0 104 | 3.1 2.6 0.6 0.5 0.5 04 | 50.6% | 44-87 | 33.3% 1-3 50.0% 16-32
Quadri Moore 6-8 JR 8 8.2 3 1.4 0.3 0.8 0.2 0.1 | 40.0% 18-45 28.1% | 9-32 78.9% 15-19
Justin Jenifer 5-10 SO 1 13.4 3 1.1 2 0.5 0.5 0 44.4% | 20-45 37.8% | 17-45 | 50.0% 7-14




(66) W, 82-55 Western Illinois . BPI: 37 -
o0 weres  nemmomr o #11 Kansas St. Wildcats .
omeroy: 29
(69) W, 89-67 Hampton Big XII [ 4
(69) W, 61-40 Robert Morris RPI: 57 ’
(71) W, 72-54 “Boston College
(59) L.69-68 AMaryland Record 20-13 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(71) W, 80-61 Green Bay Home 11-5 Top 25 1-4 3-4 Season 72 67
(69) W, 84-53 *Saint Louis Road 9-8 Ranked 26-50 1-1 1-2 ‘Wins 75 61
(61) W, 74-55 Prairie View A&M Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-0 2-2 Losses 66 75
(69 W.70-56 - “"Washington St Non-Conf.| 1947 | Ranked 101200 |  3-0 20 H 74 66
(67) W,89-70  ~Colorado St. on--ont. : anked 197~ - - ome
(68) W, 67-54 Gardner Webb Conf. 32.7 Below 200 4-0 1-0 Road 70 67
(67) W, 65-62 Texas Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-6
(72) L,90-88 *Kansas
(66) W, 75-64 Oklahoma Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(58) L, 66-65 *Texas Tech 65.9 112 94.5 19.2 22.4 29.5 325
(67) L,77-68 Baylor
269th 50th 27th 231st 14th 168th 304th
(78) W, 96-88 *Qklahoma St. s
(75) W, 79-75 West Virginia Off 52.4% 69% 51.5% 36.1% 40.6 36.4
ense
(72) L, 70-65 *lowa St. 84th 220th 83rd 125th S51st 174th
(64) L7058 lennessce FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(77) L, 86-80 TCU 7o ° ° o ° °
(62) W, 56-54 *Baylor Def. 48.9% 71.9% 44.6% 38.3% 32.2 33.8
efense
(67) L,74-71 Kansas 103rd 263rd 25th 324th 100th 83rd
(79) L, 85-66 *West Virginia
(73) L,87-79 Towa St. Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
(57) W, 64-61 *Texas PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(68) L, 80-68 Oklahoma St. ll‘ Final 10 G
Margin
(75) L,81-51 *Oklahoma F A F A PP
(65) W, 75-74 *TCU All 219 | 178 | 361 | 383 08 Home i
(64) W,61-48  Texas Tech Wins | 144 | 155 | 392 | 375 0.9 All Road
(59) W, 70-64 “Baylor
L. Losses 15.8 21.6 30.6 38.2 -3.7
(59) L,51-50 "MWest Virginia Conf. PPP
Home 16.2 16.6 37.0 37.5 0.9 Opp.
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 14.1 166 | 35.1 375 07 Non-Conf. E —
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Kamau Stokes 3PT final 10 G: 13-54
(24.1%) B 371 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 357 | 46] |
DJ Johnson DNP in L vs. WVU R | s FG% At Rim 54.6 | s5] |
In W vs. Baylor, Baylor had 16 turnovers | |NNMMMIIIIBEN | 214 % Of Shots In Transition  20.1 | 57] |
and shot 13-34 2PT and 7-13 FT
I s Transition eFG% 545 | 56] |
_:l 50.9 Non-Transition eFG% 47.5 | 69| |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Wesley Iwundu 6-7 SR 0 314 | 125 6.4 34 2.4 1 04 |51.6% | 112-217 | 35.9% | 28-78 | 75.0% | 105-140
Barry Brown 6-3 SO 0 32,6 | 11.7 32 2.4 1.8 2.4 0.1 |459% | 94-205 | 33.3% | 43-129 | 61.9% | 70-113
Kamau Stokes 6-0 SO 0 334 | 11.6 2.6 43 2.8 1.1 0 35.5% | 55-155 | 35.6% | 58-163 | 75.8% | 100-132
D.J. Johnson 6-9 SR 1 258 | 11.2 5.8 0.5 1.7 0.8 1.5 | 61.5% | 136-221 - 0-0 69.0% | 87-126
Dean Wade 6-10 SO 0 28 94 4.6 1.8 0.9 0.8 0.7 |554% | 72-130 | 40.9% | 38-93 | 66.2% | 51-77
Xavier Sneed 6-5 FR 0 18.6 | 7.4 2.6 0.6 1 0.9 0.2 |57.1% | 40-70 | 34.5% | 38-110 | 73.1% | 49-67
Isaiah Maurice 6-10 FR 5 8.7 3.1 2 0.2 0.8 0 0.5 |62.9% | 39-62 0% 0-3 38.1% 8-21
Brian Patrick 6-5 FR 12 5.6 2.5 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 58.3% 7-12 44.4% | 12-27 | 42.9% 3-7
Carlbe Ervin II 6-3 SR 0 14 2.5 2.5 1.4 1 0.6 0.2 |52.5% | 21-40 | 36.4% 8-22 76.2% 16-21




(74) W, 80-59 Radford BPI: 32
#11 Wake Forest Demon Deacons
(66) W, 94-74 Bucknell P
omeroy: 30
(76) W, 103-81 MUTEP ACC
(62) L,96-77 ~MVillanova RPI: 39
(65) W, 78-61 *College of Charleston
(80) W, 86-74 Coastal Carolina Record (9-9) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(68) L, 65-58 *Northwestern Home 11-3 Top 25 1-2 0-5 Season 83 78
(74) W, 75-67 *Richmond Road 8-10 Ranked 26-50 1-1 1-5 Wins 87 73
(74 W, 91-74 Charlotte Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 3-0 2-0 Losses 77 85
(69) W. 7875 PUNCGreensboro "0 Conf.| 1306 | Ranked 101200 | 40 40 H 85 73
(69) L,69-65 *Xavier on--ont. : anked 197~ i - ome
(78) W, 110-76 LSU Conf. 53.6 Below 200 2-0 1-0 Road 81 78
(75) L,88-72 *Florida St. Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-5
(70) L, 73-68 Clemson
(73) W, 79-66 Boston College Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(62) L,79-62 *Virginia 70.2 120.9 103.6 16.5 16.1 30.9 27.6
75) L, 93-87 North Caroli
(75) L, ot -arolina 58th 8th 160th 45th 312th 113th 105th
(71) W, 96-79 Miami FL
(81) W, 93-88 *North Carolina St. Off 54% 77.2% 51.9% 38.7% 40.2 352
ense
(68) L,81-76 *Syracuse 40th 12th 68th 30th 60th 203rd
(70) L, 8583 Duke FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% FTA/FGA % 3PA/FGA %
(72) W,85-80  *Boston College 7o ° ° o ° °
(72) W, 81-69 Georgia Tech Def 52.2% 72.3% 51.3% 35.7% 37 38.9
efense
(70) L, 88-81 *Notre Dame 244th 278th 249th 214th 210th 265th
(73) W, 88-58 North Carolina St.
(80) L,95-83 *Clemson Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg, —
Overall Raw
(68) L, 99-94 *Duke PP
‘ FTA 3PT % Rebound
(70) W,63-59 Pitisburgh bound | o (I
(71) W,88-81  Louisville F A F A arein oD
(70) W, 89-84 *Virginia Tech All 238 | 220 | 387 | 357 3.2 Home For
(73) W,92-78 = ""Boston College Wins | 208 | 214 | 423 | 3L 53 All Road
(73) L, 99-90 "Virginia Tech
Losses 14.9 22.8 33.6 422 0
0 Conf. _ PPP
Home 19.2 21.1 41.6 32.7 4.5 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 178 | 211 | 364 | 327 11 Non-Conf. E
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
In win vs. L’ Ville- L’ Ville led 32-18 11
minutes info game B | 364 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 33.1 | 65] |
John Collins double-digit scorer in all _:l 62.1 FG% At Rim 61.5 | 33' |
but 2 games - 20+ in 13 of 17 ACC
games _:l 20.6 % Of Shots In Transition 19.9 | 61 | |
Collins top 10 offensive rebound rate in _:l 55.2 Transition eFG% 59.9 |9] I
nation - #1 in possession use in ACC .
4-10 when shoot below 40% from 3PT _:l 53.7 Non-Transition eFG% 50.3 | 31| I
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
John Collins 6-10 SO 0 26.3 | 18.9 9.8 0.5 1.8 0.6 1.6 | 62.2% | 225-362 | 0% 0-1 73.6% | 156-212
Bryant Crawford 6-3 SO 0 31.7 | 16.1 3.8 54 2.3 1.4 0.3 |49.6% | 111-224 | 35.1% | 53-151 | 81.6% | 133-163
Keyshawn Woods 6-3 SO 0 304 | 12.8 43 35 1.7 0.6 0 52.6% | 100-190 | 45.8% | 49-107 | 75.6% | 62-82
Konstantinos Mitoglou 6-10 JR 0 24.4 9 6.3 0.9 1.5 0.6 0.7 | 48.1% | 64-133 | 33.7% | 28-83 | 80.0% | 76-95
Austin Arians 6-6 SR 0 23 8.3 1.9 1.2 0.6 0.5 0.1 |57.1% | 32-56 |41.3% | 57-138 | 88.2% | 30-34
Mitchell Wilbekin 6-2 JR 1 24.8 7 1.5 1.6 0.7 0.7 0.1 |262% 16-61 40.2% | 45-112 | 90.7% | 49-54
Brandon Childress 6-0 FR 0 21.7 | 6.6 2.2 2.2 1.4 0.8 0 36.4% | 36-99 | 35.6% | 26-73 | 76.3% | 61-80
Doral Moore 7-1 SO 1 8.4 2.6 2.2 0 0.8 0.1 0.9 |52.5% | 32-61 - 0-0 53.3% 16-30
Greg McClinton 6-7 JR 7 7.2 1.2 1.3 0 0.4 0.2 0 50.0% 13-26 | 100.0% 1-1 20.0% 1-5




(80) W, 119-80 Pacific . BPI: 14
91) W, 102-87 Cal St. Northridge #3 UCLA Brulns P .18
(72) W, 88-68 San Diego Pac-12 omeroy:
5 ac_
(83) W, 114-77  Long Beach St. RPI: 16
(80) W, 99-77 “Portland
(69) W.82-71 AMNebraska Record | 29-4 (15-3) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(70) W, 74-67 AMTexas A&M Home 16-1 Top 25 2-1 2-2 Season 90 75
(74) W, 98-56 UC Riverside Road 13-3 Ranked 26-50 0-0 1-0 ‘Wins 92 73
_ £
(83) W, 97-92 Kentucky Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-0 4-1 Losses 81 89
(64) W, 102-84 Michigan f 181 Ranked 101-2 4 = 4
(79) W, 102-62 UC Santa Barbara Non-Conf. 81.7 anked 101-200 5-0 -0 ome 9 73
(78) W, 86-73 AOhio St. Conf. 110.1 Below 200 7-0 2-0 Road 86 75
(76) W, 82-68 Western Michigan Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-1
(72) L, 89-87 *Qregon
(67) W, 76-63 *QOregon St. Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(74) W, 81-71 California 72.9 122.7 99.8 15.4 16.2 29.4 283
(77) W, 89-75 Stanford
13th 3rd 78th 14th 309th 173rd 135th
(76) W, 104-89  *Colorado " "
(71) W, 83-82 *Utah Off 59.5% 74.5% 58.8% 40.5% 26.9 37.6
. ense
(81) W, 102-80 Arizona St. 1st 50th 3rd 6th 341st 146th
(73) 1,965 Arizona FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(75) L, 84-76 *USC 7o ° ° o 0 °
(72) W, 95-79 *Washington St. Def 48.4% 67.1% 45% 36.2% 25.8 36
. efense
(83) W, 107-66  *Washington 80th 28th 30th 251st 11th 168th
67) W, 82-79 Oregon
(66) W, 78-60 Oregon St. Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
Overall Raw
(76) W, 102-70  USC PP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(72) W, 87-75 *Arizona St. ll‘ Final 10 G
. Margin
(66) W, 77-72 * Arizona F A F A PP
(79) W, 98-66 Washington All 17.5 17.1 40.5 36.2 49 Home For
(71) W,77-68  Washington St. Wins | 13.0 | 160 | 419 | 353 5.8 All Road
(75) W, 76-74 ~MUSC
X Losses 13.0 24.8 30.7 42.3 -1.3
(76) L,86-75  ~Arizona Conf. F PPP
Home 13.5 153 433 359 4.7 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 125 | 153 | 377 | 359 28 Non-Conf. E
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Season worst 16% 3PT, 44.1 eFG%, and .
99 offensive efficiency vs. Arizona in - | 33.1 % Of FGA That Come At Rim 35 | 52' |
Pac-12 Semi — second lowest eFG% vs.
USC in QF IS 1 FG% At Rim 529 | o2] |
BallAlford P12 Tourn.: 6-30 (20%) 3PT R oo % Of Shots In Transition 184 | 85| |
5. Top 100 Opponens | o Transition ¢FGY% s62 [ 1] |
Leaf: 2PT% dips to 58% (-6.6%)
Ball: 3PT% dips to 37.3% (-3.7%) IS 9.2 Non-Transition eFG% 46.6 | so] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
TJ Leaf 6-10 FR 1 30.1 | 16.2 8.3 2.6 1.5 0.7 1.2 | 64.7% | 191-295 | 45.3% | 24-53 |71.1% | 64-90
Bryce Alford 6-3 SR 0 33.1 | 15.8 2.5 2.6 1 0.5 0.2 |49.1% | 54-110 |43.5% | 107-246 | 81.7% | 94-115
Lonzo Ball 6-6 FR 0 349 | 14.6 6.1 7.7 2.5 1.9 0.8 | 71.7% | 99-138 |41.0% | 73-178 | 68.1% | 64-94
Isaac Hamilton 6-5 SR 0 30.1 | 14.1 34 2.8 2.1 0.7 0.1 | 54.2% | 110-203 |35.3% | 67-190 |81.8% | 45-55
Aaron Holiday 6-1 SO 0 264 | 12.6 3 4.2 2.5 1.1 0.2 |52.7% | 88-167 |42.6% | 52-122 |80.0% | 84-105
Thomas Welsh 7-0 JR 4 24.8 | 10.7 8.8 0.9 0.5 0.3 1.4 |57.9% | 136-235 |100.0% 1-1 89.5% | 34-38
Ike Anigbogu 6-10 FR 6 13.1 4.9 43 0.2 0.8 0.1 1.3 |56.1% | 55-98 - 0-0 53.8% | 21-39
Gyorgy Goloman 6-11 JR 1 11.5 3.6 2.5 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.8 | 61.0% | 47-77 |11.1% 1-9 63.3% 19-30
Armani Dodson 6-5 FR 32 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 100.0% 1-1 - 0-0 - 0-0




(73) W, 79-74 “Cleveland St. BPI: 139
T W s, #14 Kent State Golden Flashes bomeros: 1411
(83) W, 111-55  Hiram MAC )
(75) L, 80-77 ASouth Dakota RPI: 142
(67) L,79-75 MGeorge Mason
(63) W, 66-59 AMWofford Record 22-13 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(70) L, 73-70 *Northeastern Home 10-6 Top 25 0-0 0-0 Season 77 72
(71) W, 86-57 Grambling St. Road 12-7 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-0 Wins 79 66
71 W, 100-72 Niagara Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-1 3-0 Losses 67 77
(77 W, 87-71 NIIT
(70) L. 68-63 Wright St Non-Conf. 209.4 Ranked 101-200 3-2 5-6 Home 85 75
(67) L,69-50 *Oregon St. Conf. 172.1 Below 200 6-3 4-1 Road 70 72
(75) W, 63-58 *Texas Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 9-7
(82) W, 100-90 Ball St.
(80) L,85-67 *Ohio Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(79) L, 74-70 Northern Illinois 68 104.4 102.7 18.1 19.3 38.1 29.9
72) L, 92-88 *Western Michi
E77; Lo B fefslem fetngan 160th 169th 131st 142nd 130th Sth 209th
, 82- uffalo
(65) W, 85-61 Toledo Offense 48.1% 71.7% 48.6% 31.4% 33 35
(68) W, 73-66 *Northern Illinois 272nd 122nd 204th 321st 249th 213th
(86) L, 105-98 Central Michigan
71) W, 70-64 *Eastern Michigan eFG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% FTA/FGA % 3PA/FGA %
(71) W, 66-62 *Miami OH Defense 49.6% 70.2% 47.9% 35% 342 35.7
(79) L,84-83 Bowling Green 123rd 163rd 120th 172nd 155th 159th
(61) L,78-58 *Toledo
(70) W, 76-72 Miami OH Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
* Overall Raw
(64) W, 70-67 Akron - PP
(74) W,77-69  *Buffalo FTa HT% Rebound | o 110G
(73) W,70-67  Ohio F A F A | Margin oD
67) W, 74-67 *Bowling Green All 21.2 197 | 318 | 345 6.7 Home For
(63) L.66-56  Akron Wins | 163 | 190 | 337 | 296 8.7 All Road
(86) W, 116-106 Central Michigan
M Losses 12.0 18.5 25.6 40.1 1.5
(69) W, 68-65 Buffalo Conf. PPP
(70) W, 68-66 AOhio Home 16.3 18.7 34.6 34.6 9.8 Opp_
(60) W,70-65  Akron Road | 144 | 187 | 289 | 346 45 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Jimmy Hall 1st Team All-MAC
[ 30] | 33 % OfFGA That Come AtRim 362 | a1] |
Deon Edwin 1st Team Defense MAC
[ 24] | 57.4 FG% At Rim 572 | 69] |
Jimmy Hall 20+ points in 18 G -
averaged 21.6 PPG on 87-150 (58%) _:l 20.7 % Of Shots In Transition 21 | 39| |
2PT in final 10 games
[2s] | 532 Transition eFG% 48.1 | 94] |
MAC in NCAA Tournament
>16: Buffalo 14 L Miami 79-72 | 471 Non-Transition eFG% 49.5 | 44| |
’15: Buffalo 12 L WVU 68-62 Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Jimmy Hall 6-8 SR 0 32.6 | 18.9 10.5 2.6 3 0.9 1.4 | 53.7% | 255-475 | 15.0% | 3-20 | 77.8% | 144-185
Jaylin Walker 6-1 SO 2 30.8 | 15.6 4.3 0.9 2 0.8 0 48.2% | 93-193 | 33.1% | 83-251 | 78.2% | 79-101
Deon Edwin 6-3 SR 0 28.5 13 5.6 2.4 2.1 1.4 0.5 | 51.0% | 123-241 | 33.7% | 35-104 | 71.7% | 104-145
Kevin Zabo 6-2 JR 0 178 | 5.4 1.3 1.5 1.3 0.6 0 41.1% | 37-90 | 29.7% | 27-91 | 74.5% | 35-47
Mitch Peterson 6-5 FR 0 192 | 53 2.9 0.7 0.8 0.6 0.3 | 44.6% | 33-74 | 30.2% | 32-106 | 67.6% | 23-34
Jalen Avery 6-0 SO 1 242 | 5.1 1.9 2.2 0.6 0.4 0 31.4% 16-51 39.8% | 33-83 | 78.6% | 44-56
Jerrelle DeBerry 6-5 JR 24 9.9 4.9 1.1 0.1 0.5 0.3 0 44.4% 4-9 42.9% | 12-28 | 90.9% 10-11
Desmond Ridenour 6-3 JR 1 17.1 4.3 2.4 1.6 0.6 1 0.1 | 48.3% | 43-89 |22.0% | 13-59 | 74.1% | 20-27
Adonis De La Rosa 7-0 SO 0 13.3 3.8 3.7 0.3 1.3 0.3 0.8 | 41.7% | 45-108 0% 0-1 55.8% | 43-77




(73) W, 96-68 Austin Peay BPI: 36
A/
66) W, 77-72 *Alabama #7 Dayton Flyers P -ﬂ
) omeroy: 36 v,
(62) L.61-57  SaintMary's Atlantic-10 e ¥
(71) L, 80-78 ~Nebraska RPI: 30
(74) W, 84-74 MPortland
(65) W.64-57 AMNew Mexico Record | 24-7 (15-3) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(76) W, 83-67 Winthrop Home 15-1 Top 25 0-1 0-0 Season 76 67
(77) W, 91-59 St. Joseph's IN Road 9-6 Ranked 26-50 2-0 1-1 ‘Wins 79 64
74 W, 75-61 East Tennessee St. Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 4-0 3-2 Losses 67 73
(70) L, 67-64 "Northwestern f 131 Ranked 101-2 4 ) = 5
(66) W, 68-63 Vanderbilt Non-Conf. 3 anked 101-200 -0 -3 ome 78 6
(68) W, 92-56 VMI Conf. 135.2 Below 200 4-0 4-0 Road 75 67
(69) W, 66-55 La Salle Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-4
(73) W, 90-74 *St. Bonaventure
(66) W, 67-64 Rhode Island Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(79 L,67-55 *Massachusetts 68.3 1123 96.6 17.1 20.8 25.8 27
73) W, 76-57 *D
(73) W, _uduesie 137th 49th 45th 74th 45th 283rd 73rd
(70) W, 75-59 Richmond
(63) W, 67-46 Saint Louis Off 54.2% 69.1% 51.8% 38.7% 43.7 38.4
ense
(65) L, 73-68 *VCU 36th 217th 74th 29th 12th 125th
(64 Wo7>-66 - *Fordham FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(68) W, 90-53 Duquesne ¢ ° ° ° ° ° °
(66) W, 77-70 Saint Joseph's Def 47.7% 71.1% 47.2% 32.4% 34.6 394
efense
(63) W, 75-74 *Rhode Island 59th 213th 90th 51st 162nd 283rd
(66) W, 85-63 *Saint Louis
(72) W, 76-72 St. Bonaventure Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
(72) W, 83-70 George Mason PPP
‘ FTA 3PT % Rebound
(81) W, 89-82 *Davidson M ll‘ Final 10 G
(70) W,79-72  VCU F A F A arein oD
(72) L, 87-81 *George Washington All 24.6 19.3 38.5 324 0.6 Home For
(66) L,73-67  ~"Davidson Wins | 165 | 181 | 392 | 32.1 2.0 All Road
Losses 16.5 23.8 34.6 33.6 -6.5
Conf. PPP
Home 15.8 16.3 36.5 30.8 2.0 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 184 | 163 | 408 | 308 03 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
K. Pollard OUT first 6 G of season (4-2)
B 343 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 27.9 | 93] |
Pollard led A-10 in fouls drawn per 40
minutes. I | o6 FG% At Rim 642 | 17] |
In loss to GW, GW season high offensive _:l 24.3 % Of Shots In Transition 16.8 | 98'
efficiency - Dayton shot 17-31 at foul
. T Transition eFG% 507 | sl ]
Recent Games, FT: 5-10, 17-31, 21-28, S | s Non-Transition ¢eFG% 47.1 | 75] |
31-45, 17-24, 28-39, 20-25 Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Charles Cooke 6-5 SR 3 319 | 16.2 5.2 3 2.2 1.2 1 51.3% | 100-195 | 39.5% | 45-114 | 69.9% | 102-146
Kendall Pollard 6-6 SR 6 258 | 142 5.1 1.5 1.8 1.5 0.7 | 57.4% | 109-190 | 28.6% | 6-21 65.0% | 104-160
Scoochie Smith 6-2 SR 0 30.8 | 13.5 3.1 4.4 2.2 1.6 0.1 | 52.5% | 83-158 | 38.7% | 48-124 | 76.6% | 95-124
Kyle Davis 6-0 SR 2 273 | 83 3.9 2.7 0.9 1.7 04 | 67.4% | 58-86 | 40.4% | 23-57 | 66.7% | 48-72
Xeyrius Williams 6-8 SO 0 22 8.2 4.6 1 1.1 0.6 1.2 | 56.7% | 51-90 |43.4% | 36-83 | 80.0% | 36-45
Josh Cunningham 6-7 SO 21 163 | 6.9 34 0.6 1.2 0.3 0.1 | 622% | 23-37 - 0-0 80.0% | 16-20
Ryan Mikesell 6-7 SO 0 21.8 | 6.1 4.1 0.9 1.1 0.7 0.6 | 53.5% | 46-86 |33.3% | 19-57 | 68.0% | 34-50
Darrell Davis 6-5 JR 1 209 | 5.7 1.9 1.3 0.8 0.5 0 23.7% 9-38 37.3% | 38-102 | 72.7% | 32-44
Sam Miller 6-9 SO 5 122 | 4.6 2.3 0.4 0.9 0.2 0.4 |49.0% | 24-49 |359% | 14-39 | 69.4% | 25-36




(71) W, 85-39 South Carolina St. ° J BPI: 15
#10 Wichita State Shockers
(78) W, 92-55 Long Beach St. P .8
(75) W, 80-53 Tulsa MVC omeroy:
(76) W, 116-79 Maryland Eastern RPI: 32
(74) W, 82-47 MLSU
(66) L.62-52 MLouisville Record | 30-4 (17-1) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(68) L,77-72 ~Michigan St. Home 16-1 Top 25 0-1 0-1 Season 72 68
(70) W, 87-57 Southern Nazarene Road 14-3 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-1 ‘Wins 78 63
- %,
(69) W, 8267 Colorado St. Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-0 4-1 Losses 64 74
(68) W, 75-45 Saint Louis ‘ 1 Ranked 1012 =
75 W.76.73 AMOklahoma Non-Conf. 56.8 anked 101-200 7-0 7-0 ome 78 66
(71) L, 93-76 Oklahoma St. Conf. 158.7 Below 200 6-0 3-0 Road 66 68
(66) W, 89-67 South Dakota St. Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 1-1
(70) W, 80-72 *Indiana St.
(73) W, 100-66  Bradley Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(78)  W,90-65  Drake 68.4 119.6 93.2 16 19.9 34.1 24.1
65) W, 80-66 *Northern |
(65) W, orern fowa 133rd 12th 19th 28th 90th 39th 7th
(73) W, 87-75 Loyola Chicago
(66) L, 76-62 *I1linois St. Off 54.6% 73.4% 50.8% 40.7% 40.7 36.4
. ense
(65) W, 82-65 *Evansville 32nd 81st 104th 3rd 45th 177th
(73) W, 8435 Indiana St FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(69) W, 87-45  Southern Illinois 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(70) W, 64-49 *Bradley Def 43.9% 69.5% 42.4% 30.9% 353 38.9
efense
(69) W, 77-69 *Drake 6th 119th 7th 18th 179th 267th
(65) W, 86-45 Illinois St.
(71) W, 80-62 Missouri St. Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
; Overall Raw
66) W, 81-64 *Loyola Chicago PPP
. FTA 3PT % Rebound
(67) W, 87-68 *Southern Illinois M ur Final 10 G
(62) W,73-44  Northern lowa F A F A arein oD
(70) W, 109-83  Evansville All 239 | 200 | 408 | 309 9.2 Home For
(65) W,86-67  *Missouri St. Wins | 172 | 196 | 428 | 29.1 10.7 All Road
(75) W, 82-56 Bradley
. X Losses 19.8 22.8 25.6 42.4 -2.3
(64) W, 78-63 ~Missouri St. Conf. PPP
(64) W, 71-51 Alinois St. Home 19.7 19.8 40.8 32.0 12.1 Opp_
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 154 | 198 | 409 | 320 113 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Loss to L’Ville was story of two halves
Ist: WSU lost 33-17 B 349 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 29.5 | 87] |
2nd: WSU won 35-29
Shot 12-35 (2), 6-22 (3), 10-18 FT B 000 ] s FG% At Rim 495 | 9s]
Frankamp shot 41-81 (50.6%) on 3PA in [ 32 | 18.8 % Of Shots In Transition ~ 19.7 | 65| |
MVC play
[ 32] | 54 Transition eFG% 493 | 91] |
S. Morris vs. Mich. St: 5 fouls - 10 min
_ 54.9 Non-Transition eFG% 2.4 | 99|
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Markis McDuffie 6-8 SO 0 25.1 | 11.8 5.7 1.7 1.4 1.2 0.2 |51.9% | 97-187 | 38.1% | 32-84 | 81.2% | 112-138
Landry Shamet 6-4 FR 0 262 | 11.1 2.9 33 1 0.7 0.2 | 50.5% | 56-111 | 45.4% | 69-152 | 80.8% | 59-73
Darral Willis Jr. 6-9 JR 0 16.8 | 10.2 5.3 0.6 1.5 0.4 0.8 | 54.6% | 125-229 | 0% 0-1 73.5% | 97-132
Shaquille Morris 6-8 JR 2 17.8 | 9.5 49 1 1.2 0.4 1 53.6% | 112-209 | 30.8% | 4-13 | 81.0% | 68-84
Conner Frankamp 6-1 JR 0 239 | 9.2 1.6 2.7 0.6 0.8 0.2 | 48.1% | 38-79 | 44.6% | 70-157 | 76.5% | 26-34
Zach Brown 6-6 JR 0 206 | 7.2 3 1.6 1 0.7 0.2 | 48.8% | 42-86 | 31.7% | 33-104 | 70.0% | 63-90
Rashard Kelly 6-7 JR 0 164 | 5.5 4.6 1.2 1 0.6 0.2 | 51.3% | 60-117 | 42.9% | 9-21 58.8% | 40-68
Rauno Nurger 6-10 JR 0 144 | 5.1 2.6 0.6 0.8 0.1 04 |539% | 48-89 |48.1% | 13-27 | 72.2% | 39-54
Daishon Smith 6-1 JR 0 15.3 5 2.3 2 1.1 1 0.1 | 458% | 22-48 |39.4% | 28-71 | 74.1% | 43-58




(77) W, 87-64 Stephen F. Austin e BPI: 9
" #2 Kentucky Wildcats
(75) W, 93-69 Canisius P
o omeroy: 4
(73) W, 69-48 “Michigan St. SEC
(79) W, 93-59 Duquesne RPI: 4
(82) W, 101-70 Cleveland St.
81) W, 111-76 Tennessee Martin Record | 29-5 (16-2) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(83) W, 115-69 A Arizona St. Home 15-2 Top 25 1-2 1-2 Season 86 72
(83) L,97-92 UCLA Road 14-3 Ranked 26-50 3-0 3-0 ‘Wins 88 69
(78) W, 87-63 Valparaiso Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 5-0 7-1 Losses 76 84
(77) W, 96-73 “Hofstra ‘ 121 Ranked 1012 5 = 1
(79) W.103-100 North Carolina Non-Conf. 8 anked 101-200 -0 3-0 ome 90 7
(73) L,73-70 *Louisville Conf. 65.1 Below 200 4-0 0-0 Road 82 72
(82) W, 99-76 *Mississippi Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 3-3
(71) W, 100-58 Texas A&M
(72) W, 97-71 Arkansas Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(75) W.87-81  *Vanderbilt 725 119.2 91.9 16 19.4 34 272
73) W, 92-72 Aub
(73) W, woum 16th 14th 9th 30th 123rd 4lst 82nd
(79) W, 88-81 *Mississippi St.
(70) W, 85-69 South Carolina Off 53.3% 70.1% 53.4% 35.3% 41.8 31.6
ense
(80) L, 82-80 *Tennessee 61st 178th 36th 162nd 31st 285th
(74) L7973 - Kansas FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(80) W, 90-81 Georgia 7o ° ° o ° °
(77) L, 88-66 *Florida Def 47.4% 67.3% 48% 30.7% 347 32.7
efense
(76) W, 92-85 LSU 46th 33rd 124th 14th 164th 51st
(70) W, 67-58 *Alabama
(71) W, 83-58 Tennessee Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
* H Overall Raw
75) W, 82-77 Georgia PPP
o FTA 3PT % Rebound
(73) W, 72-62 *Missouri M ll‘ Final 10 G
(69) W,76-66 Florida F A F A aremn oD
(70) W, 73-67 Vanderbilt All 264 | 210 | 353 30.7 5.6 Home For
(63) W.71-63  *Texas A&M Wins | 184 | 206 | 359 | 288 7.1 All Road
(72) W, 71-60 MGeorgia
Losses 17.6 23.0 30.6 39.1 -4.4
(70) W,79-74  ~“Alabama Conf. PPP
(71) W, 82-65 A Arkansas Home 19.5 18.5 36.8 322 8.9 Opp.
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 17.6 185 335 322 76 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
In L vs. UCLA, UCLA shot 58.1% 2PT
B | 375 % Of FGAThat Come At Rim  35.9 | 44] |
In L vs. L’Ville, UK 5-22 3PT, 19-29 FT
I | .6 FGY% At Rim o1 [ 3s] |
Final 10 G, opp: 51-191 26.7% 3PT
R % Of Shots In Transition 21 | 39] |
M. Monk final 10 G: 18-51 (35.3%) 3PT
- R Transition eFG% 559 | a5] |
’16 Tourney: First round beat Stony
Brook 85-57, SB shot 17-63 2PT _:l 51.5 Non-Transition eFG% 451 | 92| |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Malik Monk 6-3 FR 0 32.1 | 204 2.5 2.4 2.1 1 0.4 | 50.4% | 138-274 | 40.3% | 95-236 | 82.2% | 134-163
De'Aaron Fox 6-3 FR 2 29.2 | 16.1 4.1 4.8 2.4 1.4 0.2 | 52.0% | 168-323 | 24.2% | 15-62 | 73.0% | 135-185
Edrice Adebayo 6-10 FR 0 29.6 | 133 7.8 0.7 1.7 0.7 1.6 | 61.4% | 154-251 - 0-0 65.0% | 143-220
Isaiah Briscoe 6-3 SO 2 303 | 12.6 5.4 4.2 2.6 0.8 0.2 | 50.8% | 134-264 | 27.3% | 15-55 | 64.7% | 90-139
Derek Willis 6-9 SR 0 21.2 | 6.9 5.2 0.7 0.8 0.6 1 66.7% | 44-66 | 39.4% | 43-109 | 67.9% | 19-28
Mychal Mulder 6-4 SR 6 112 | 53 1.6 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.2 | 54.8% | 17-31 |37.8% | 34-90 | 92.3% | 12-13
Wenyen Gabriel 6-9 FR 0 19.1 5.1 5.3 0.8 0.8 0.3 1 50.6% | 40-79 | 32.8% | 20-61 | 62.3% | 33-53
Dominique Hawkins 6-0 SR 0 19.1 4.2 1.7 1.9 0.5 0.9 0 42.0% | 29-69 | 28.3% | 15-53 | 83.3% | 40-48
Isaac Humphries 7-0 SO 0 8.1 2.7 2.9 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.5 |51.3% | 40-78 - 0-0 56.5% 13-23




(78) W, 96-56 Earlham BPI: 177
i #15 Northern Kentucky Norse
(72) L,79-64 Illinois P - 147
(73) L, 77-69 A Austin Peay Hori L omeroy:
’ orizon L.eague
(71) W, 74-53 ~MDelaware g RPI: 87
(74) W, 79-70 *Miami OH
(68) L.82-74 North Carolina Central | Record 24-10 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(72) W, 84-79 *Morehead St. Home 12-2 Top 25 0-0 0-1 Season 76 71
(67) W, 72-61 *Norfolk St. Road 12-8 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-0 Wins 80 69
(64) W, 80-70 Eastern [llinois Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 1-0 0-2 Losses 67 78
(74) W, 80-66 *SE Missouri St. ‘ 201 Ranked 1012 5 77 = > 5
(65) W, 70-48 Eastern Washington Non-Conf. 01.8 anked 101-200 3- - ome 8 7
(82) W, 97-73 Brescia Conf. 210.1 Below 200 6-0 10-3 Road 72 71
(76) L, 92-61 *West Virginia Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 6-1
(66) W, 81-70 *Detroit
(67) L, 76-65 *Oakland Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(81) W,83-70  Youngstown St. 67.6 106.6 105.3 19 17 31.4 26.3
65) W, 83-75 Cleveland St.
(65) W, evean 191st 133rd 187th 215th 271st 97th 54th
(73) L, 80-71 *QGreen Bay
(62) L, 68-58 *Milwaukee Off 52.9% 67.6% 51.9% 36.1% 37.3 42 .4
ense
(74) L, 79-70 Oakland 68th 272nd 67th 120th 123rd 41st
(80) W, 101-87 - Detroit FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(80) W,79-62 *Illinois Chicago 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(62) L, 65-58 *Valparaiso Def 49.8% 70.9% 50.1% 32.8% 30 33.7
. efense
(72) W, 83-79 *Wright St. 142nd 209th 209th 70th 54th 79th
67) W, 69-67 Green Bay
(62) W, 69-63 Milwaukee Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
63) W, 62-60 *Cleveland St. PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(77) L, 81-77 *YOungStOWn St. M ll‘ Final 10 G
(69) W,83-76  Wright St. F A F A arein oD
(78) W, 90-82 Illinois Chicago All 214 17.6 353 32.8 44 Home For
(66) W,82-78  Valparaiso Wins | 159 | 165 | 380 | 324 5.8 All Road
(72) W, 82-77 "MWright St.
Losses 11.2 20.3 29.1 33.9 1.1
(71) W, 84-74 MYoungstown St. Conf. PPP
(61) W, 59-53 MMilwaukee Home 15.6 15.7 36.1 31.9 5.0 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 138 | 157 | 348 | 319 6.4 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
18 games vs. teams w/ def. efficiency
ranking of 200 or worse I | 598 % Of FGAThat Come At Rim  36.4 | 2] |
19 games vs. teams w/ off. efficiency -:l 58.3 FG% At Rim 60.2 | 39' |
rank of 200 or worse
. % Of Shots In Transition ~ 23.4 | 17] |
Turnover Problem
Vs. TIl: 18 TO, 9 AST _:l 57.3 Transition eFG% 56.3 | 31| |
Vs. WVU: 25 TO, 4 AST
_:l 52.8 Non-Transition eFG% 47.9 | 71] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Drew McDonald 6-7 SO 0 299 | 16.4 7.7 1.7 2.2 0.4 0.6 | 52.5% | 146-278 | 38.8% | 50-129 | 73.6% | 117-159
Lavone Holland 11 6-1 JR 0 309 | 143 2.8 4.1 3 1.3 0.3 | 48.2% | 107-222 | 37.4% | 55-147 | 65.6% | 107-163
Carson Williams 6-5 FR 0 24.6 | 10.5 5.8 1.2 1.5 0.5 04 | 60.3% | 132-219 | 0% 0-2 68.6% | 94-137
Cole Murray 6-7 SR 0 28.8 | 10.2 32 1.1 0.7 0.5 04 | 70.8% 17-24 | 40.6% | 99-244 | 73.9% 17-23
Mason Faulkner 6-1 FR 2 182 | 7.5 2.4 2.1 1.3 0.8 0.1 |56.1% | 55-98 |242% | 23-95 | 76.3% | 61-80
Jordan Garnett 6-5 JR 1 235 4.8 32 1.5 0.9 0.8 03 |52.1% | 38-73 |42.5% | 17-40 | 80.0% | 32-40
Jalen Tate 6-5 FR 26 188 | 4.6 2 1.6 1.3 0.9 0.3 | 54.2% 13-24 10.0% 1-10 33.3% 8-24
Dantez Walton 6-5 FR 6 10.5 4 2.3 0.4 0.5 0.4 0.2 | 55.9% 19-34 | 30.3% | 20-66 | 71.4% 15-21
Jeff Garrett 6-6 SO 2 13.5 3.6 4.3 0.5 0.9 0.6 0.3 | 47.1% | 41-87 16.7% | 4-24 46.5% | 20-43
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WEST REGION

NCAA
Average
PPP & PPPA
1.046 Points
South Dakota St. @
: Florida Gulf Coast
O O O S S L A O S
L
North Dalfota Bucknell @ Maryland ‘
: PS ® Xavier N b
: CU otre Dame
Princeton 8. @ ® Vanderbilt
Northwestern . @ Saint Mary's
Flo qna
West Virginia @
[
Gonzaga
0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00 1.05 1.10 1.15 1.20 1.25
ADJUSTED PPP
Salt Lake City, UT San Jose, CA
1 Gonzaga THU
16 South Dakota St 11:00
8  Northwestern THU
9 Vanderbilt 1:30
Buffalo, NY THURSDAY
5 Notre Dame THU
12 Princeton 9:15
4  West Virginia  THU
13 Bucknell 11:45
SATURDAY
Orlando, FL
6 Maryland THU
11 Xavier 3:50
3 Florida St. THU
14 FGCU 6:20
Salt Lake City, UT THURSDAY
7 St. Mary’s THU
10 VCU 4:20
2 Arizona THU
15 North Dakota 6:50 Game Times Are PST

1.30



West Region - Ken Pom log5 Projections
—San Jose---

Sweet 16: Thursday
Elite 8: Saturday

% To Make The....
Seed Team Round 32 | Sweet 16 Elite 8 Final Title Champion 1in...
Four Game

1 Gonzaga 98.5 83.9 60.2 454 29.6 20.5% 1in4.9
4 West Virginia 87.9 60.6 247 15.3 7.8 4.2% 1in23.8
7 Saint Mary's 71 40.3 24.6 9.8 4.5 2.2% 11in 45.5
3 Florida St. 86.3 59.1 29.9 10.1 4.1 1.8% 1in 55.6
2 Arizona 92.5 48.9 28.2 9.8 4 1.8% 1in 55.6
5 Notre Dame 68.7 28.3 8.3 4 1.5 0.6% 1 in 166.7
11 Xavier 51.3 19.4 6.7 1.4 0.4 0.1% 1 in 1000
9 Vanderbilt 51.5 8.3 2.8 1.1 0.3 0.08% 1 in 1250
6 Maryland 48.7 17.8 6 1.1 0.3 0.07% 1 in 1428.6
8 Northwestern 48.5 7.5 2.4 0.9 0.2 0.07% 1 in 1428.6
10 VCU 29 10.1 3.9 0.7 0.2 0.04% 1 in 2500
12 Princeton 313 7.7 1.2 0.4 0.1 0.02% 1 in 5000
13 Bucknell 12.1 34 0.4 0.08 0.01 0.003% 1in 33333.3
14 FGCU 13.7 3.8 0.7 0.05 0.009 0.002% 1 in 50000
15 North Dakota 7.5 0.8 0.09 0.003 <.001 <.001%
16 | South Dakota St. 1.5 0.2 0.02 <.001 <.001 <.001%




(80) W, 92-69 Utah Valley BPI: 2
(70) W, 69-48 San Diego St. #1 Gonzaga BUIldOgS P .1
(79) W, 109-70  Bryant WCC omeroy:
(75) W, 82-62 AQuinnipiac RPI: 8
(69) W, 77-72 Florida
(63) W.73-71 AMowa St. Record | 32-1(17-1) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(75) W, 97-63 Mississippi Valley St. Home 15-1 Top 25 1-0 5-0 Season 85 61
(65) W, 69-62 ~Arizona Road 17-0 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-0 Wins 85 61
a7 W, 98-71 Washington Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-1 2-0 Losses 71 79
(61) " W. 6143 Akron £ 14 Ranked 101-2 4 H
(74) W, 86.76 A Tennessee Non-Conf. 3 anked 101-200 6-0 -0 ome 86 60
(82) W, 102-65 South Dakota Conf. 173.3 Below 200 6-0 6-0 Road 83 61
(73) W, 92-62 Pepperdine Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 2-0
(67) W, 81-61 *Pacific
(79) W, 95-80 *San Francisco Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(74) W,93-55  Loyola Marymount 69.8 120.7 87.6 15.9 17.7 29.9 25.4
(59) W, 79-56 Saint Mary's
T1st 10th 2nd 27th 227th 151st 32nd
(68) W,88-57  *Santa Clara s " s "
(63) W, 73-52 Portland Oft. 58% 73.8% 58.4% 38.2% 38.2 32.6
ense
(68) W, 83-64 *Portland 2nd 68th 4th 45th 92nd 266th
(65) W, 7943 San Diego FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(75) W,96-49  *Pepperdine 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(78) W, 85-75 *BYU Def 41.6% 65.8% 40% 30% 26 31.8
efense
(67) W, 90-55 Santa Clara Ist 8th 2nd 7th 12th 35th
(74) W, 90-60 *Loyola Marymount
(65) W, 74-64 *Saint Mary's Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
H Overall Raw
(76) W, 96-61 San Francisco PPP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(78) W, 82-61 Pacific M ll‘ Final 10 G
argin
(65) W,96-38  *San Diego F A F A & oD
(75) L, 79-71 BYU All 224 | 158 | 382 | 300 79 Home For
(68) W,82-50  ~Pacific Wins | 166 | 157 | 387 | 297 82 All Road
(65) W, 77-68 "MSanta Clara
. Losses 16.0 21.0 18.8 37.5 2.0
(68) W,74-56  "Saint Mary's Conf. PPP
Home | 164 | 154 | 381 | 29.6 6.6 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 167 | 154 | 383 | 296 6.6 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
InBYUL, Zags 3-16 3PT & 16-29 FT.
Opponent 3PT in game vs. Gonzaga I | 24 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  35.6 | a1] |
-Florida: 2-19 -Arizona: 1-8
IS | FG% At Rim 463 | 100]
Williams-Goss fouls committed/40: 1.9,
(in WCC 1.7 5th fewest) - fouled out vs. | (NN | 23 % OfShots In Transition ~ 18.7 | so] |
Florida, 3 vs. Arizona, 4 vs. Tennessee
D | Transition eFG% 45.6 | 99]
Zach Collins led WCC in block and .
defensive rebound rate. Second in conf. _ 574 Non-Transition eFG% 40.5 | 100 I
in fouls/drawn per 40 minutes. Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Nigel Williams-Goss 6-3 JR 1 31.8 | 16.9 5.7 4.8 2.1 1.8 0 57.4% | 152-265 | 37.2% | 35-94 | 91.0% | 131-144
Przemek Karnowski 7-1 SR 0 23.1 | 12.6 6 2 1.7 0.4 1 60.3% | 175-290 | 0% 0-1 59.5% | 66-111
Jordan Mathews 6-4 SR 0 27.5 | 104 32 1.6 0.8 0.8 0.2 | 457% | 42-92 | 39.5% | 68-172 | 75.3% | 55-73
Zach Collins 7-0 FR 0 17.1 | 10.2 5.7 0.4 1.4 0.5 1.5 | 67.7% | 107-158 | 44.4% | 8-18 | 75.4% | 98-130
Johnathan Williams 6-9 JR 0 23.6 | 10.2 6.5 0.8 1.3 0.7 0.9 |62.9% | 117-186 | 41.9% | 13-31 | 60.2% | 62-103
Josh Perkins 6-3 SO 1 289 | 84 2.2 34 2.1 0.9 0.1 |47.1% | 32-68 |40.6% | 54-133 | 76.8% | 43-56
Silas Melson 6-4 JR 0 24.3 7.6 2.4 1.5 0.8 0.8 0.2 |53.8% | 50-93 38.8% | 38-98 | 86.0% | 37-43
Killian Tillie 6-10 FR 6 12.8 | 4.6 3.1 0.7 0.7 0.9 0.3 | 542% | 32-59 | 47.8% | 11-23 | 81.8% | 27-33
Rui Hachimura 6-8 FR 8 4.9 2.8 1.5 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.2 | 61.5% | 24-39 |23.1% | 3-13 54.2% 13-24




(71) L,82-53 *California o BPI: 188
e o #16 S. Dakota St. Jackrabbits N
(70) L, 73-58 UC Irvine p . 187 ’]
(71) W, 80-72 Wayne State NE S -t L omeroy: BBITS
’ ummi ecague e s s
69) L,77-67 *Wyoming g RPI: 155
(75) L.96-89 *Idaho
(72) L.63-52 AMUC Trvine Record 18-16 (8-8) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(69) L,71-59 AEast Tennessee St. Home 11-2 Top 25 0-0 0-1 Season 78 77
(62) W, 81-58 ~Milwaukee Road 7-14 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-0 Wins 83 71
(67) W, 90-58 Minnesota Crookston Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-0 0-2 Losses 70 83
(69) W, 77-68 UMKC Non-Conf. 162 Ranked 101-200 5-2 5-8 H 80 72
(62) L.86-58 *Northern Towa on-t-ont. anked 107 N - ome
64) W, 80-77 Idaho Conf. 193.6 Below 200 4-0 2-3 Road 76 77
(73) W, 88-84 Murray St. Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 6-2
(71) W, 83-75 *Drake
(66) L,89-67 *Wichita St. Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(70) L, 80-69 North Dakota St. 66.8 110.8 112.1 18.3 16.3 274 28.8
69) W, 73-72 South Dakot
©9) W, ot akoE 221st 62nd 307th 154th 307th 239th 158th
(71) L, 82-74 *Western Illinois
(79) L,101-93 Nebraska Omaha Off 53.8% 77.1% 53.4% 36.1% 40.6 46
ense
(71) L, 94-88 *Oral Roberts 47th 14th 35th 122nd 50th 13th
(73) L. 8583 "IUPUL FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% FTA/FGA % 3PA/FGA %
(64) W,77-67  Fort Wayne 7o ° ° o ° °
(65) L,91-82 *Denver Def 54% 72.8% 52.4% 37.3% 27.1 459
efense
(77) W, 88-84 *Nebraska Omaha 316th 302nd 290th 293rd 23rd 347th
(69) W, 98-65 Western Illinois
(72) W, 74-67 Oral Roberts Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg. _
Overall Raw
(71) L, 82-65 *North Dakota St. PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(70) L.91-89  *South Dakota bound | o [
(73) W,81-67  IUPUI F A F A aremn oD
(77) W, 97-89 *Fort Wayne All 227 | 159 | 363 | 376 1.8 Home # For
(66) W,88-64  Denver Wins | 188 | 136 | 379 | 345 7.1 All Road —_‘
(71) W, 83-73 “Denver
Losses 15.3 18.9 34.0 40.2 -4.1
(71) W,74-71  *South Dakota Conf. — PPP
(69) W, 79-77 ~MNebraska Omaha Home 19.4 14.1 359 35.8 53 —_‘ Opp
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 164 | 141 | 365 | 358 19 Non-Cont. |
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
16 NCAA Tourney: L Maryland 79-74 .
‘16 Coach Scott Nagy left for Wright St. _:l 38 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  29.1 | 87' |
3 of top 5 scorers from that team gone
B | « FG% At Rim 60.6 [ 3o |
Defensive efficiency 11.5 points worse
than last season — 2016 Ranks: Def. . | 16.5 % Of Shots In Transition 17.8 | 89| |
eFG: 80, 2PT: 99, 3PT: 99
I s Transition cFGY% 575 8] |
Mike Daum: 44% 3PT in conference
_:l 53.1 Non-Transition eFG% 53.1 |8 |
Daum averaging 29.7 pts since Feb. 1 Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:” 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Mike Daum 6-9 SO 0 326 | 253 8.2 1.4 2.8 0.6 0.4 |57.2% | 190-332 | 41.6% | 77-185 | 87.1% | 250-287
Reed Tellinghuisen 6-7 JR 0 328 | 11.9 4.7 1.8 1.8 0.8 0.8 |52.1% | 63-121 | 34.4% | 73-212 | 81.7% | 58-71
A.J. Hess 6-7 SR 6 26.5 | 9.8 3.5 0.6 0.9 0.5 0.3 |48.6% | 18-37 |37.3% | 66-177 | 85.4% | 41-48
Michael Orris 6-3 SR 11 30 8.3 1.9 4 2.3 0.7 0 50.4% | 64-127 | 37.5% | 6-16 | 68.8% | 44-64
Chris Howell 6-5 SO 4 16 7.7 4.2 1.5 2.2 0.4 0.1 |52.3% | 78-149 0% 0-1 74.7% | 74-99
Skyler Flatten 6-5 JR 8 179 | 54 1.9 0.8 0.3 0.5 0.2 |60.7% | 17-28 |40.3% | 29-72 | 90.5% | 19-21
Ian Theisen 6-9 JR 7 154 5 2.7 0.7 0.8 0.2 0.3 |642% | 34-53 |43.8% | 14-32 | 76.5% | 26-34
Andre Wallace 6-1 JR 9 155 | 49 1.6 1.1 1 0.4 0 46.8% | 22-47 |29.5% | 18-61 | 49.0% | 24-49
Tevin King 6-2 SO 3 225 | 44 39 1.8 1.2 1.1 0.3 |551% | 38-69 |269% | 7-26 | 63.5% | 40-63




(76) W, 94-63 Mississippi Valley St. . BPI: 46
o Weem  meem et #8 Northwestern Wildcats e
(66) L, 70-68 *Butler Bioc T omeroy:
’ 1 en
(66) W, 77-58 " Texas g RPI: 51
(61) L, 70-66 “Notre Dame
(71) W, 86-66 Bryant Record 23-11 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(68) W, 65-58 Wake Forest Home 14-4 Top 25 1-1 1-3 Season 71 65
(74) W, 80-64 DePaul Road 9-7 Ranked 26-50 2-2 2-3 Wins 76 63
(67) W, 83-49 New Orleans Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 1-1 3-1 Losses 60 70
(64) W, 68-64 Chicago St. f 6 Ranked 101-2 = 4
(70) W, 67-64 ADayton Non-Conf. 62.5 anked 101-200 6-0 3-0 ome 75 6
(68) W, 87-65 TUPUI Conf. 62.6 Below 200 4-0 0-0 Road 67 65
(72) W, 72-63 Houston Baptist Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-5
(74) W, 87-77 *Penn St.
(63) L,61-52 *Michigan St. Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(65) L, 70-66 Minnesota 64.9 1112 95.7 15.9 18 30.9 30.7
60) W, 74-66 *Nebrask:
(60) - W, eoraska 300th 58th 35th 26th 209th 114th 242nd
67) W, 69-60 *Rutgers
(67) W, 89-54 Iowa Off 49.7% 75.1% 48.9% 34.1% 30.8 35.8
. ense
(69) W, 74-72 *Ohio St. 208th 40th 198th 210th 292nd 188th
(72) Wo73-61 Nebraska FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(63) W, 6855  Indiana 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(67) L, 80-59 *Purdue Def 46% 66.7% 43.9% 33.5% 35.5 344
o efense
(69) L, 68-61 Hlinois 24th 18th 18th 86th 186th 110th
61) W, 66-59 *Wisconsin
(68) L,74-64 Maryland Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
Overall Raw
(59) W, 69-65 Rutgers PPP
. FTA 3PT % Rebound
(65) L, 66-50 *1linois M ll‘ Final 10 G
(65) L,63-62  *Indiana F A F A aremn oD
(60) W, 67-65 Michigan All 17.8 | 199 | 341 | 335 0.1 Home i
(64) L,69-65  Purdue Wins | 146 | 197 | 362 | 319 2.8 All Road
(61) W, 83-61 ~Rutgers
Losses 10.8 20.5 29.2 36.6 -6.1
(64) W,72-64  “Maryland Conf. PPP
(61) L, 76-48 AMWisconsin Home 13.9 18.6 32.7 31.2 0.7 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 128 | 186 | 359 | 312 0.5 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Scottie Lindsey DNP Purdue-Maryland,
NW went 1.3 [14] | 30 % OfFGA That Come AtRim 34 | 58] |
Since returning, Lindsey 10-43 3PT _:l 61.1 FG% At Rim 54.8 | 85| |
Vic Law vs. top 50 36.5% 2PT [2s] | 18 % Of Shots In Transition ~ 19.8 | 63] |
Offensive efficiency has been below 100 _:l 59.9 Transition eFG% 525 | 73] I
in 6 of final 12 games - had been under
100 just 3 of first 22 games. - | 475 Non-Transition eFG% 44.5 | 95] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Bryant Mclntosh 6-3 JR 0 341 | 144 2.7 5.2 2.6 0.6 0.1 | 43.8% | 144-329 | 29.7% | 38-128 | 86.1% | 87-101
Scottie Lindsey 6-5 JR 4 30.5 | 142 3.8 2.3 1.4 0.9 0.3 | 51.9% | 98-189 | 32.7% | 55-168 | 84.4% | 65-77
Vic Law 6-7 SO 0 319 | 124 5.7 1.7 1.5 1.1 0.5 | 41.5% | 85-205 | 39.6% | 55-139 | 73.9% | 88-119
Dererk Pardon 6-8 SO 8 30.7 | 8.5 8 1.2 1 0.7 1.9 | 60.9% | 95-156 - 0-0 51.7% | 31-60
Isiah Brown 6-2 FR 1 154 | 6.7 1.2 1.2 1.1 0.6 0.2 |355% | 50-141 | 29.2% | 19-65 | 78.8% | 63-80
Sanjay Lumpkin 6-6 SR 0 27.6 | 6.1 5.6 1.4 0.7 0.5 04 | 71.1% | 59-83 | 31.3% | 15-48 | 68.7% | 46-67
Gavin Skelly 6-8 JR 0 18.2 | 6.1 3.7 1.4 1.4 0.4 1.3 | 57.1% | 5291 30.5% | 18-59 | 78.1% | 50-64
Nathan Taphorn 6-7 SR 1 123 | 4.5 1.5 0.7 0.4 0.2 0.2 | 50.0% 13-26 | 45.0% | 36-80 | 81.3% 13-16
Barret Benson 6-10 FR 4 8.1 2 1.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.6 |56.1% | 23-41 - 0-0 56.5% 13-23




(78) L,95-71 AMMarquette . BPI: 39
#9 Vanderbilt Commodores
(72) W, 80-66 Belmont P
omeroy: 34
(68) W, 75-52 Norfolk St. SEC
(65) L,75-72 Bucknell RPI: 38
(69) L, 76-66 ~Butler
(63) W.76-66 ASanta Clara Record 19-15 vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(66) W, 83-59 Tennessee St. Home 11-5 Top 25 2-1 2-1 Season 71 68
(65) L,56-52 ~Minnesota Road 8-10 Ranked 26-50 1-1 1-6 Wins 76 63
(64) W, 90-63 High Point Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 4-3 3-2 Losses 65 75
(67) L.71-48 - *Middle Temnessee "0 e T 1015 | Ranked 101200 | 20 21 H 77 69
(66) W,76-74  Chattanooga on--ont. : anked 197~ . - ome
(66) L, 68-63 *Dayton Conf. 60.7 Below 200 2-0 0-0 Road 66 68
(71) W, 96-89 *LSU Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 4-5
(73) W, 80-61 Auburn
(63) L,59-56 *Alabama Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(75) L,87-81 Kentucky 65.3 112.3 96.1 18.3 16 25 27.1
61) L,87-75 Ti
D L, ennessee 284th 48th 41st 153rd 315th 299th 76th
(67) L, 76-68 *QGeorgia
(61) W, 68-66 *Florida Off 52.3% 77.6% 48.3% 37.7% 349 48.6
ense
(68) L,71-70 Arkansas 91st 9th 218th 57th 189th 6th
(70) W, 84-78 Iowa St.
(62) W, 68-54 *Texas A&M eFG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% FTA/FGA % 3PA/FGA %
(71) L,81-74 Mississippi Def 47.9% 70.4% 46.7% 33.6% 30.6 332
efense
(60) W, 72-59 *Arkansas 64th 170th 72nd 92nd 66th 62nd
(65) L,72-52 *Missouri
(67) W, 72-67 Texas A&M Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
; Overall Raw
68) W, 71-62 South Carolina PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
67) W, 67-56 *Tennessee ur Final 10 G
L. F A F A Margin
(66) W, 77-48 Mississippi St. PPP
(70) L, 73-67 *Kentucky All 18.9 17.8 | 377 | 33.6 0.0 Home For
(1) W,73-71  Florida Wins | 163 | 154 | 419 | 324 37 All Road
(58) W, 66-41 "MTexas A&M
. Losses 12.7 20.6 32.2 35.6 4.4
(72) W, 72-62 AFlorida Conf. PPP
(74) L, 76-62 A Arkansas Home 18.3 18.8 39.5 33.7 1.7 Opp_
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 114 188 | 36.1 337 1.8 Non-Conf.
0.7 08 09 1 11 1.2 13
Team Notes ° o
Offensive Percentile Yo Stat Yo Defensive Percentile
2016 Tournament: L Wichita St. 70-50 .
(Outscored by 16 in final 10 mimues) H | 27.6 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  32.5 | 69] |
Fisher-Davis final 10 G: 19-60 3PT _:l 60.1 FG% At Rim 57.9 | 64' |
31.7%
( 0 - | 181 % Of Shots In Transition 213 | 3s5] |
Fisher-Davis held scoreless in 18 e
minutes in 6 point L @ Kentucky - EEEX Transition eFG% 532 | 67] |
Riley LaChance top 10 3PT% in nation _:l 50.7 Non-Transition eFG% 46.4 l 82' I
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9: 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl | Blk 2PT 3PT FT
Matthew Fisher-Davis 6-5 JR 1 27.8 | 13.6 | 32 1 1.5 0.6 02 |452% | 57-126 | 37.2% | 81-218 | 81.6% | 93-114
Luke Kornet 7-1 SR 0 314 | 132 | 6.2 1.2 1.3 0.5 2 47.6% | 90-189 | 32.7% | 51-156 | 85.3% | 116-136
Jeff Roberson 6-6 JR 0 31.7 11 7.1 1.8 1.9 0.8 04 |47.1% | 82-174 | 34.2% | 39-114 | 79.0% | 94-119
Riley LaChance 6-2 JR 0 31.2 | 105 3.3 39 1.9 0.6 0 43.0% | 43-100 | 49.3% | 68-138 | 86.8% | 66-76
Nolan Cressler 6-4 SR 0 23.6 | 7.9 4.1 1.8 1.2 0.6 0 58.5% | 72-123 | 43.0% | 34-79 | 69.7% | 23-33
Joe Toye 6-7 SO 0 21 6.4 2.6 1.1 1.3 0.4 0.1 |394% | 3794 |40.8% | 31-76 | 68.0% | 51-75
Payton Willis 6-4 FR 0 17.6 | 5.2 1.8 1.9 1.6 0.5 0.2 | 60.0% | 36-60 |30.4% | 24-79 | 62.7% | 32-51
Djery Baptiste 6-10 FR 0 8 1.9 1.9 0 0.7 0.1 04 |52.1% | 25-48 - 0-0 65.0% 13-20
Camron Justice 6-3 SO 27 9.3 1.7 0.9 1 0.6 0.4 0 37.5% 3-8 12.5% 1-8 50.0% 3-6




(70) W, 89-64 Bryant L ° J BPI: 22
#5 Notre Dame Fighting Irish
(68) W, 92-49 Seattle P
omeroy: 25
(66) W, 83-48 Loyola MD ACC
(74) W, 89-83 ~Colorado RPI: 23
(61) W, 70-66 “Northwestern
(68) W, 91-60 Chicago St. Record | 25-9 (12-6) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(73) W, 92-78 Towa Home 16-2 Top 25 2-2 2-6 Season 78 69
(68) W, 107-53 North Carolina A&T Road 9-7 Ranked 26-50 3-0 3-0 ‘Wins 81 66
(75 W, 387-72 Fort Wayne Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-0 2-1 Losses 69 77
(61) L, 74-66 “Villanova ‘ 1702 Ranked 1012 2 = 1
(72) L8681 AMPurdue Non-Conf. 70. anked 101-200 3-0 -0 ome 8 66
69) W, 77-62 Colgate Conf. 514 Below 200 6-0 0-0 Road 74 69
(64) W, 63-55 Saint Peter's Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 7-3
(71) W, 78-77 *Pittsburgh
(70) W, 77-70 Louisville Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(62) W,75-70  Clemson 66.9 118.9 97.8 13.9 18.8 27.4 31
65) W, 67-62 *Miami FL
(65) W, Lamt 220th 16th 58th Ist 159th 235th 250th
(70) W, 76-71 *Virginia Tech
(76) L, 83-80 *Florida St. Off 54% 79.9% 51.3% 38.6% 28.2 40.8
ense
(68) W, 84-66 Syracuse 42nd Ist 87th 31st 329th 69th
(63) L.71-34 - Virginia FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(63) L,62-60 *Georgia Tech 7o ° ° o ° °
(70) L, 84-74 Duke Def. 49% 73% 48.1% 33.7% 26.6 34.5
. efense
(63) L,83-76 ~"North Carolina 105th 310th 126th 99th 20th 115th
(70) W, 88-81 Wake Forest
(76) W, 84-72 Florida St. Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
(72) W, 84-76 *Boston College PPP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(65) W, 81-72 *North Carolina St. ur Final 10 G
. Margin
(67) W, 64-60 Georgia Tech F A F A PP
(70) W, 82-66 Boston College All 16.9 157 | 386 | 337 23 Home For
(64) L. 71-64 *Louisville Wins 148 | 144 | 400 | 324 1.2 All Road
(59) W, 71-58 MVirginia
. Losses 10.7 19.3 349 37.3 -11.3
(72) W,77-73 " Florida St. Conf. PPP
(63) L, 75-69 AMDuke Home 14.4 14.6 394 32.1 2.2 Opp_
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 124 | 146 | 374 | 321 33 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes ° o
Offensive Percentile Yo Stat Yo Defensive Percentile
Bonzie Col 19 double-doubl
oneie Tomson 17 Cotble-doubles [ 2s5] | 323 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  33.1 | 65] |
Steve Vasturia 26-87 (29.9%) 3PT in .
ACC IS FGY% At Rim 60.2 | a2] |
Matt Farrell 48-106 (45.3%) 3T inacc | NN | 177 % Of Shots In Transition 21| 39 !
In Lvs. ‘Nova, ND led 5041 2nd hatr- | NNENEEEEEONY | 61.8 Transition eFG% 573 |_27] |
hot 6-22 3PT
sho _:l 52.3 Non-Transition eFG% 46.8 | 77] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Bonzie Colson 6-5 JR 0 32 17.5 10.2 1.6 1.3 1.1 1.4 | 54.0% | 198-367 | 40.7% | 22-54 | 79.0% | 132-167
V.J. Beachem 6-8 SR 0 34 15 4.1 0.8 1.1 0.9 1.1 | 51.3% | 98-191 | 37.6% | 86-229 | 82.6% | 57-69
Matt Farrell 6-1 JR 0 343 | 142 2 5.5 2.5 1.4 0.1 | 47.0% | 87-185 | 41.3% | 76-184 | 80.8% | 80-99
Steve Vasturia 6-6 SR 0 345 | 133 3.8 34 1.6 1.2 0.1 |50.0% | 99-198 | 36.1% | 56-155 | 91.5% | 86-94
Rex Pflueger 6-6 SO 1 214 | 4.8 2.8 1.6 0.6 0.9 0.4 | 48.3% | 29-60 | 40.9% | 27-66 | 65.5% | 19-29
Temple Gibbs 6-3 FR 0 15 4.8 1.4 1.8 0.7 0.7 0.1 | 42.5% | 34-80 |32.1% | 17-53 | 81.1% | 43-53
Matt Ryan 6-7 SO 0 7.8 3.4 0.8 0.4 0.4 0.1 0 38.5% 5-13 42.5% | 34-80 | 83.3% 5-6
Martinas Geben 6-10 JR 2 12.8 | 3.2 3.5 0.8 0.6 0.3 0.3 | 64.1% | 41-64 - 0-0 75.0% | 21-28
Austin Torres 6-7 SR 0 7.4 1.4 1.6 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2 | 58.3% | 21-36 - 0-0 33.3% 6-18




(79) L,82-73 *BYU . . BPI: 54 \ \
o aeer eLain #12 Princeton Tigers
(66) W, 71-55 L afayett Pomeroy: 59 \\\
e atayette Ivy League
(82) W, 108-46  Rowan y g RPI: 47 \\
(71) L, 81-70 *VCU
(66) L.62-51 AMCalifornia Record | 23-6 (15-0) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
64) W, 75-62 AMHawaii Home 10-1 Top 25 0-0 0-0 Season 72 62
(60) W, 67-64 *Liberty Road 13-5 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-0 ‘Wins 73 57
(71) L, 76-68 Saint Joseph's Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-0 1-4 Losses 70 79
(82) L, 96-90 *Monmouth ‘ 1721 Ranked 1012 ) 1 =
66) W, 72-70 *Bucknell Non-Conf. 72. anked 101-200 3- 5- ome 77 58
1) W,77-49 Hampton Conf. 211.3 Below 200 6-0 7-0 Road 69 62
(57) W,81-52 Cal Poly Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 6-0
(64) W, 61-52 Penn
(66) W, 97-66 Brown Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(66) W, 66-58  Yale 62.9 109.4 96.9 152 20.6 242 24.8
2 -64 *Dart; th
(62) W, 69-6 artmou 336th 83rd 46th 11th 51st 318th 22nd
(63) W, 57-56 *Harvard
(57) W, 64-49 *Penn Off 53.5% 73.6% 50.4% 38.1% 249 459
ense
(67) W, 69-60 Cornell 54th 72nd 123rd 47th 350th 14th
(60 W, 61-39 Columbia FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(59) W,71-52  *Yale 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(59) W, 66-51 *Brown Def 48.9% 69.9% 47.2% 34.4% 31.7 37.3
. efense
(59) W, 64-45 *Columbia 98th 151st 93rd 136th 83rd 214th
(68) W, 75-60 *Cornell
(64) W, 73-69 Harvard Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
(62) W,85-48  Dartmouth PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(72) W, 72-64 *Penn M w Final 10 G
(56) W,71-59  *Yale F A F A areft oD
All 141 | 165 | 383 | 332 0.1 Home For
Wins | 100 | 150 | 399 | 323 32 All Road
Losses 10.5 23.8 33.5 37.1 -10.5
Conf. PPP
Home 11.7 16.8 38.2 29.1 2.8 Opp.
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 9.6 168 | 383 | 201 13 Non-Conf.
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile % Stat % Defensive Percentile
InL @ VCU, VCU shot 65.7% 2PT
Bl | 35 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 34.5 | 55] |
In L @ Cal, Cal shot 54.1% 2PT
[ 32 | 58.1 FG% At Rim 50.7 | og]
S. Weisz 3PT last 5G: 3-26 (11.5%)
H | 151 9% Of Shots In Transition  18.5 | 83] |
2016 NIT L @ V-Tech: Princeton shot .
18-33 2PT, 1139 3PT- VT: 2% & 23% | [N 4.3 Transition eFG% 511 | 82] |
Ivy in NCAA: 2016 Yale top 10 oft-reb | NN | 521 Non-Transition ¢eFG% 472 | 74] |
and limiting opponent off-rebound rate Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Steven Cook 6-5 SR 0 30.1 | 13.7 5.1 1.8 1.3 1.6 0.3 |53.9% | 90-167 | 42.2% | 49-116 | 66.3% | 69-104
Devin Cannady 6-1 SO 0 31.5 | 13.7 3.6 1.9 1.2 1.1 0.3 |433% | 42-97 | 42.0% | 79-188 | 93.8% | 75-80
Myles Stephens 6-5 SO 0 274 | 12.6 4.6 1.1 1.5 0.7 0.7 |57.1% | 109-191 | 41.0% | 34-83 | 64.3% | 45-70
Spencer Weisz 6-4 SR 0 329 104 5.4 4.2 1.7 1.6 0.2 | 432% | 48-111 | 34.9% | 58-166 | 69.6% | 32-46
Henry Caruso 6-4 SR 21 223 95 43 0.8 1.8 1.1 0 57.8% | 26-45 |33.3% | 6-18 85.7% 6-7
Amir Bell 6-4 JR 0 233 | 6.6 2.2 2 1.1 0.7 03 |47.9% | 46-96 | 38.1% | 24-63 | 71.1% | 27-38
Hans Brase 6-9 SR 24 156 | 64 2.8 1.4 1.2 0 0 50.0% 6-12 50.0% | 5-10 [100.0% 5-5
Pete Miller 6-11 SR 0 149 | 29 3.5 1.2 0.6 0.2 0.3 | 54.1% | 33-61 |100.0% 1-1 72.7% 16-22
Alec Brennan 6-11 JR 5 79 2.4 1.5 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.3 |59.3% 16-27 | 41.2% | 7-17 71.4% 5-7




(74) W, 87-59 Mount St. Mary's ] °__ o ° BPI: 7
o Wi v o #4 West Virginia Mountaineers pomeroy: s
(78) W, 100-41  New Hampshire Bi )
ig XII
(73) W, 89-57 Alinois g RPI: 24
(72) L,81-77 MTemple
(87) W, 108-61 Manhattan Record 2 (12-6) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
61) W, 66-57 *Virginia Home 16-2 Top 25 3-1 3-3 Season 82 66
(75) W, 90-37 “Western Carolina Road 10-6 Ranked 26-50 3-0 22 Wins 84 62
(70) W, 90-55 VM Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-1 4-0 Losses 73 79
(78) W, 112-67 UMKC f ) Ranked 101-2 5 ) =
(72) W, 84-57 Radford Non-Conf. 99.9 anked 101-200 -0 0- ome 90 67
(76) W, 92-61 Northern Kentucky Conf. 353 Below 200 6-0 1-0 Road 74 66
(73) W, 92-75 *Oklahoma St. Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 4-5
(70) L, 77-76 *Texas Tech
(68) W, 82-70 TCU Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(78) W, 89-68  Baylor 69.6 116.5 89.7 16.9 28.1 37.7 32.4
(72) W, 74-72 *Texas
79th 28th 5th 62nd st 7th 299th
(79) L, 89-87 Oklahoma " s
(75) L,79-75 *Kansas St. Off 51.8% 67.8% 50.6% 36.1% 38.2 33
ense
(66) W, 85-69 Kansas 111th 264th 118th 118th 93rd 254th
(73) WoSLT7 - Texas AGM FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(72) W,85-72  *lowa St. 7o ° ° o ° °
(63) L,82-75 Oklahoma St. Def. 48.7% 67.5% 46.6% 34.9% 422 36.3
efense
(66) W, 61-50 *Oklahoma 93rd 37th 69th 170th 310th 179th
(79) W, 85-66 Kansas St.
(85) L,84-80 *Kansas Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
Overall Raw
(79) W, 83-74 Texas Tech PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(68) W, 77-62 Texas Moved Final 10 G
(67) W,61-60  *TCU F A F A arein oD
(66) L,71-62 *Baylor All 242 | 222 | 361 | 349 34 Home For
(76) W,87-76  lowa St Wins | 167 | 204 | 376 | 333 46 All Road
(64) W, 63-53 ~MTexas
Losses 13.2 26.2 34.8 423 -5.2
(59) W, 51-50 ~Kansas St. Conf. PPP
(70) L, 80-74 AIowa St. Home 17.4 21.7 37.2 34.6 6.1 Opp
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 153 | 217 | 348 | 346 1.8 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
vs. UVA, Perrantes: 6 pts, 2-10 FG
Il | 384 % Of FGA That Come At Rim 412 [11 |
In L @ Kansas, led 64-50 with 2:58 left
S | s FGY% At Rim 51.3 | o7]|
Turnovers forced per game
Non-Conference: 25.8 [ % Of Shots In Transition ~ 22.6 | 17] |
Big 12 Regular Season: 15.5
A | 0 Transition eFGY% st | 82] |
Average Score of Game
Non-Conference: 91.8-58.3 _:l 49.5 Non-Transition eFG% 48.1 | 63] |
Big 12 Regular Season: 77.9-71.9 Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Jevon Carter 6-2 JR 0 31.7 | 13.1 4.9 3.9 1.9 2.6 0.2 | 51.8% | 88-170 | 37.1% | 62-167 | 77.4% | 82-106
Esa Ahmad 6-8 SO 3 23.7 | 11.2 4.2 1.7 2 1 0.6 | 50.0% | 107-214 | 37.8% | 14-37 | 65.2% | 92-141
Nathan Adrian 6-9 SR 0 30.2 | 9.9 5.9 2.9 1.5 1.4 0.4 | 49.7% | 84-169 | 30.5% | 32-105 | 73.2% | 71-97
Tarik Phillip 6-3 SR 0 244 | 94 2.9 3.1 1.6 1.8 0.3 | 42.5% | 68-160 | 38.8% | 33-85 | 72.2% | 83-115
Daxter Miles Jr. 6-3 JR 4 204 | 8.8 2.2 1.5 0.9 1.3 0.1 |57.3% | 59-103 | 33.6% | 37-110 | 57.6% | 34-59
Elijah Macon 6-9 JR 2 154 | 6.2 4.1 0.6 0.9 0.3 0.4 | 56.4% | 79-140 - 0-0 61.9% | 39-63
Teyvon Myers 6-2 SR 0 134 | 6.1 1.4 1.5 1.1 0.6 0 44.8% | 64-143 | 41.4% | 12-29 | 69.4% | 43-62
Lamont West 6-8 FR 0 12.1 5.6 1.9 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.2 | 474% | 27-57 | 34.7% | 33-95 | 79.2% | 38-48
Brandon Watkins 6-9 SR 1 123 | 4.5 2.8 0.2 0.6 0.4 0.5 |59.4% | 63-106 - 0-0 52.3% | 23-44




(76) W, 76-64 Manbhattan . BPI: 85
A #13 Bucknell Bison e
(73) W, 75-62 Robert Morris Patriot L omeroy:
’ atrio ecague
(68) L, 86-60 *Butler g RPI: 63
(65) W, 75-72 *Vanderbilt
(72) W, 84-58 AMNorfolk St. Record | 26-8 (15-3) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
67) W, 75-63 ANorthern Colorado Home 15-2 Top 25 0-0 0-0 Season 78 77
(80) W, 73-68 Richmond Road 11-6 Ranked 26-50 0-0 1-2 ‘Wins 83 71
o *
(70) L, 83-73 La Salle Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 1-1 0-0 Losses 70 83
(72) W, 75-64 *Fairfield f T61 Ranked 101-2 1 ) = )
(66) L.71-68 AMSiena Non-Conf. 61.8 anked 101-200 - -3 ome 80 7
(76) W, 81-65 Mount St. Mary's Conf. 237.1 Below 200 12-0 9-1 Road 76 77
(66) L,72-70 Princeton Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 6-2
(69) W, 59-55 *Navy
(76) W, 84-76 Army Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(66) W, 69-60  *American 69.4 109.1 100.3 18.8 19.8 26.8 27.4
60) W, 68-49 *Holy C
(60) - W, O TS 86th 87th 88th 200th 102nd 264th 93rd
(09) L,82-71 Lehigh
(66) W, 83-69 *Colgate Off 55.4% 67.9% 54.6% 37.7% 37.2 38.6
ense
(67) W, 76-63 Loyola MD 22nd 259th 19th 55th 130th 119th
(67) W.70-59 Boston University FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(73) W,78-55  *Lafayette 7o ° ° o ° °
(74) W, 96-75 *Army Def. 48% 65.7% 46.5% 34% 32.7 31.8
. efense
(70) W, 80-60 American 68th 7th 68th 114th 113th 36th
(73) W, 82-68 Holy Cross
(73) L,79-71 *Lehigh Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg, Raw
(69) W,75-58  Colgate Overall oD
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(69) L, 78-77 *LOVOla MD ll‘ Final 10 G
. . Margin
(70) W, 86-66 *Boston University F A F A PPP
(73) W, 94-64 Lafayette All 208 | 188 | 377 | 340 1.9 Home i
(84) W, 82-60  Navy Wins | 147 | 175 | 375 | 296 47 All Road
(76) W, 78-62 Army
Losses 12.3 22.9 38.5 49.6 -7.0
69) W, 70-65 Navy Conf. PPP
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 132 | 192 | 379 | 308 0.9 Non-Conf.
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
In W vs. Richmond, Richmond 4-19 3PT
and 10-19 FT B | 369 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 40.7 [13] |
Since Feb. 1, Bison have shot 105-258 G FG% At Rim 545 | 86| |
(40.7%) on 3PA.
I | 2«7 % OfShotsIn Tramsition 183 | se| |
Nana Foulland conference POY & dPOY
T Transition eFGY% 543 | 57] |
Kimbal Mackenzie shot 38-88 (43%)
3PT in conference play _] 55.1 Non-Transition eFG% 46.5 | 81] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Zach Thomas 6-7 JR 0 29.5 16 6.6 3.5 3.1 1.1 0.5 | 51.3% | 122-238 | 41.5% | 56-135 | 81.6% | 133-163
Nana Foulland 6-9 JR 1 27.5 | 149 7.8 1.2 2.1 0.8 2.1 | 62.8% | 196-312 - 0-0 55.8% | 101-181
Kimbal Mackenzie 6-1 SO 0 29.8 | 11.5 2.2 2.4 1.6 1.1 0.1 |543% | 70-129 | 39.6% | 59-149 | 82.4% | 75-91
Stephen Brown 5-11 JR 0 30.1 | 10.9 32 4.8 1.8 1.5 0.1 |49.4% | 83-168 | 40.0% | 48-120 | 68.1% | 62-91
Nate Sestina 6-8 SO 4 12.3 5 3.8 0.4 0.9 0.2 0.6 |56.6% | 56-99 |292% | 7-24 | 69.6% 16-23
Bruce Moore 6-8 FR 0 12.8 | 3.7 1.6 0.3 0.6 0.1 04 |50.0% | 27-54 |342% | 13-38 | 74.4% | 32-43
Matt O'Reilly 6-3 SO 2 109 | 33 0.6 0.2 0.3 0.1 0 40.0% 2-5 30.6% | 34-111 | 25.0% 1-4
Nate Jones 6-5 SO 9 16,6 | 3.3 2 0.7 0.8 0.5 0 50.0% 9-18 39.5% | 17-43 | 61.9% 13-21
Avi Toomer 6-3 FR 0 19.2 3.2 23 09 1.1 1.1 0.1 55.3% | 21-38 36.6% | 15-41 | 47.7% | 21-44




(62) W, 62-56 American e BPI: 49
\ #6 Maryland Terrapins
(74) W, 76-75 Georgetown P . 45
(75) W, 93-45 St. Mary's MD Bioc T omeroy:
’ ’ 1 en
(70) W, 71-66 Towson g RPI: 34 T =
(73) W, 77-63 Stony Brook
(82) W, 88-82 AMRichmond Record | 25-7 (12-6) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(59) W, 69-68 AKansas St. Home 13-5 Top 25 1-1 1-1 Season 74 68
(69) L,73-59 Pittsburgh Road 11-3 Ranked 26-50 2-1 3-1 Wins 76 65
(72) W, 71-70 Oklahoma St. Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-2 5-1 Losses 66 75
(64 W.79-56 Howard £ 14 Ranked 101-2 4-1 1 H 4
(64) W, 66-56 Saint Peter's Non-Conf. 6.9 anked 101-200 - -0 ome 7 66
(70) W, 92-66 Jacksonville St. Conf. 62.7 Below 200 3-0 1-0 Road 75 68
(78) W, 88-72 "Charlotte Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 6-2
(72) W, 84-59 Illinois
(70) L, 67-65 Nebraska Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(62) W,77-70  *Michigan 66.8 113.6 98.8 19.1 17.9 30.6 323
66) W, 75-72 Indi
(66) W, netana 222nd 39th 64th 220th 212th 124th 292nd
(67) W, 62-56 *I1linois
(77) W, 84-76 *lowa Off 52.6% 70.1% 50.9% 36.7% 38.6 40.8
ense
(67) W, 67-55 Rutgers 76th 179th 98th 91st 86th 72nd
(68) W.8578  "Minnesota FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
62) W, 77-71 *Ohio St. 7o ° ° o ° °
(74) L,73-72 Purdue Def 47.1% 70.4% 45.3% 34% 32.2 32.5
efense
(68) L, 70-64 *Penn St. 37th 175th 38th 113th 97th 48th
(68) W, 86-77 Ohio St.
(68) W, 74-64 *Northwestern Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
: H Overall Raw
(65) L,71-60 *Wisconsin PPP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(73) L, 89-75 Minnesota M ur Final 10 G
(65 L,83-69  lowa F A F A areft oD
(60) W, 79-59 *Rutgers All 23 | 188 | 363 | 336 0.4 Home i
(61) W,63-60  Michigan St. Wins | 166 | 170 | 384 | 323 2.0 All Road
(64) L, 72-64 "Northwestern
Losses 11.5 24.1 31.8 36.6 -4.8 M
Conf. PPP
Home 16.5 16.6 344 35.0 0.8 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 144 | 166 | 391 | 350 12 Non-Conf.
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Michal Cekovsky OUT for rest of year
B 342 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 312 | 78] |
Anthony Cowan 5-26 (19.2%) vs. Top 50
IS | FG% At Rim 583 | eo] |
Melo Trimble 2016 NCAA Tournament
PTS: 19, 24, 17 _:l 194 % Of Shots In Transition 19.6 | 67| |
3PT: 0-4, 1-6, 1-7
e Transition eFGY% w02 | o1l ]
Trimble last 5 games 3PT: 5-29 (17.2%)
_:l 51.2 Non-Transition eFG% 46.2 | 8a] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Melo Trimble 6-3 JR 0 31.9 17 3.7 3.7 3 1.1 0.2 | 52.7% | 118-224 | 32.8% | 57-174 | 79.5% | 136-171
Anthony Cowan 6-0 FR 0 29.1 | 10.5 3.9 3.7 2.3 1.2 0.2 | 48.3% | 70-145 | 32.5% | 26-80 | 76.6% | 118-154
Justin Jackson 6-7 FR 0 27.6 | 104 6.1 1 1.6 0.8 0.8 | 43.6% | 68-156 | 43.1% | 44-102 | 69.9% | 65-93
Kevin Huerter 6-7 FR 0 29.2 9 5 2.6 1.4 1 0.7 |524% | 44-84 | 37.1% | 62-167 | 63.6% 14-22
Michal Cekovsky 7-1 JR 15 132 | 7.6 2.8 0.5 0.9 0.1 1.2 | 67.1% | 55-82 - 0-0 51.4% 19-37
Damonte Dodd 6-11 SR 7 194 | 64 44 0.4 1.4 0.2 2 58.1% | 61-105 - 0-0 52.9% | 37-70
Jaylen Brantley 5-11 JR 0 17 5 2 1 0.7 0.5 0 37.7% | 23-61 38.8% | 31-80 | 61.8% | 21-34
Ivan Bender 6-9 SO 1 142 | 4.7 3.2 09 0.9 0.2 04 | 66.3% | 59-89 - 0-0 62.2% | 28-45
L.G. Gill 6-8 SR 0 129 | 3.6 2.1 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.2 |472% | 34-72 33.3% 3-9 64.4% | 38-59




(76) W, 84-81 Lehigh ° BPI: 35
#11 Xavier Musketeers
(72) W, 86-53 Buffalo P - 40
(83) W, 83-82 AMMeissouri Bio East omeroy:
’ 1 as
(75) W, 83-77 AMClemson g RPI: 37
(69) W, 67-59 “Northern Iowa
(58) W, 64-42 Northern Iowa Record | 21-13 (9-9) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(66) W, 85-55 North Dakota St. Home 12-4 Top 25 0-1 0-3 Season 75 71
(71) L, 76-61 *Baylor Road 9-9 Ranked 26-50 2-3 3-3 Wins 79 66
- %,
(70) L, 68-66 Colorado Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 4-0 2-3 Losses 68 79
(64) W, 77-69 Utah ‘ 101 Ranked 1012 4 =
(69) W, 69-65 Wake Forest Non-Conf. 01.5 anked 101-200 6-0 -0 ome 78 68
(65) W, 85-56 Eastern Washington Conf. 59.7 Below 200 0-0 0-0 Road 72 71
(66) W, 82-56 Providence Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 8-4
(71) W, 81-76 *Georgetown
77) W, 97-82 St. John's Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(69) L, 79-54 *Villanova 66.9 114.8 99.5 18.6 17.8 35.2 25
71) L, 83-78 *Butl
a7h - L, et 219th 33rd 74th 186th 214th 26th 26th
(73) L, 72-67 Creighton
(72) W, 86-75 Georgetown Off 51.6% 68.8% 52% 34% 41.2 36.4
L ense
(66) L, 86-78 *Cincinnati 121st 229th 64th 215th 39th 172nd
(76) W, 8277 7St John's FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(66) W,72-70  Seton Hall 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(67) W, 82-80 *Creighton Def 51.8% 69.9% 52.5% 33.8% 33.7 39.2
efense
(68) W, 72-61 DePaul 225th 152nd 296th 104th 140th 272nd
(58) L, 73-57 Villanova
(65) L,75-63 *Providence Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg, _
Overall Raw
(67) L,83-61 *Marquette PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(65) L,71-64 *Seton Hall u Final 10 G —_‘
Margin
(68) L, 88-79 Butler F A F A PP
(71) L, 95-84 Marquette All 233 | 189 | 340 | 338 6.7 Home For
(67) W,79-65  *DePaul Wins | 163 | 182 | 373 | 316 8.7 All Road
67) W, 75-64 "DePaul
Losses 15.0 19.3 314 37.6 3.8
(62) W,62-57  ~Butler Conf. _ PPP
(65) L, 75-72 MCreighton Home 16.3 15.0 38.7 33.0 10.1 Opp_
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 15.9 150 | 305 33.0 77 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Myles Davis suspended first 15 G, .
reinstated, left team after playing 3 _:l 42 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  33.1 | 65' |
games.
B 00 ] sss FG% At Rim 638 [ 20] |
Edmond Summer torn ACL, missed final
13 games. [ 3] | 186 % Of Shots In Transition ~ 18.3 | se] |
Summer had scored 10+ in 19 of 21 G _:l 55.6 Transition eFG% 56.7 | 35' I
Trevon Bluiett DNP in Losses to _:l 50.7 Non-Transition eFG% 50.7 | 27' I
Providence & Marquette Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Trevon Bluiett 6-6 JR 2 349 | 18.1 5.8 2.1 2 0.8 0.1 |51.0% | 106-208 | 36.6% | 79-216 | 75.3% | 131-174
Edmond Sumner 6-6 SO 13 33.1 15 43 5 2.8 1.3 0.8 |53.3% | 89-167 | 27.3% | 12-44 | 73.5% | 100-136
J.P. Macura 6-5 JR 0 333 | 145 44 2.9 2.1 1.4 0.2 |49.2% | 98-199 | 34.5% | 61-177 | 80.4% | 115-143
RaShid Gaston 6-9 SR 0 19.6 | 7.9 6.4 0.7 1.2 0.1 0.6 |59.0% | 111-188 - 0-0 55.2% | 48-87
Malcolm Bernard 6-6 SR 0 28.1 6.4 3.9 1.6 1.6 1 0.3 |43.8% | 32-73 | 383% | 41-107 | 60.8% | 31-51
Kaiser Gates 6-8 SO 5 20.6 | 5.6 4 0.6 0.7 0.5 0.2 | 47.5% 19-40 | 32.4% | 33-102 | 72.7% | 24-33
Sean O'Mara 6-10 JR 0 129 | 55 2.8 0.6 0.9 0.3 0.3 | 60.0% | 75-125 - 0-0 65.5% | 38-58
Quentin Goodin 6-4 FR 0 22.8 5 1.9 3.2 1.8 1 0.1 39.2% | 49-125 | 25.5% | 12-47 | 54.7% | 35-64
Tyrique Jones 6-9 FR 1 10.8 | 4.1 33 0.3 0.7 0.2 0.5 |59.2% | 58-98 - 0-0 47.5% 19-40




(76) W, 88-67 Charleston Southern ° C BPI: 20
#3 Florida State Seminoles
(83) W, 99-78 Tona P
) omeroy: 19
(81) W, 100-86 Winthrop ACC
(78) W, 100-71  Detroit RPI: 14
(70) L, 89-86 MTemple
(63) W.72-61 AMllinois Record 25 (12-6) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(78) W, 75-67 Minnesota Home 18-0 Top 25 4-0 1-4 Season 82 71
(69) W, 67-48 ~George Washington Road 7-8 Ranked 26-50 5-0 3-1 Wins 86 68
(73) W, 98-49 Southern Miss Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-0 1-2 Losses 72 83
(79) W, 118-63 Nicholls St. f 174 Ranked 101-2 11 = )
(76) W, 83-78 Florida Non-Conf. 74.8 anked 101-200 5-0 - ome 9 70
(71) W, 83-67 AManhattan Conf. 42.7 Below 200 4-0 1-0 Road 72 71
(72) W, 76-68 Samford Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-3
(75) W, 88-72 Wake Forest
(60) W, 60-58 *Virginia Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(77) W,93-78  Virginia Tech 70.5 116.7 94 16.3 19.8 34 30.4
75) W, 88-72 Duk
(73) W, - _ 52nd 25th 24th 42nd 94th 40th 232nd
(85) L,96-83 *North Carolina
(76) W, 83-80 Notre Dame Off 53.9% 69.2% 54.1% 35.6% 37.7 31.3
. ense
(72) W, 73-68 Louisville 43rd 214th 25th 139th 112th 290th
(74) L, 78-56 *Georgia Tech
eFG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% FTA/FGA % 3PA/FGA %
(71) L, 82-72 *Syracuse
(57) W, 75-57 *Miami FL Def 47.4% 71.4% 45.1% 34.4% 373 36.1
efense
(73) W, 109-61  Clemson 49th 239th 34th 132nd 217th 169th
(71) W, 95-71 North Carolina St.
(76) L,84-72 *Notre Dame Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
i Overall Raw
(63) L, 80-66 *Pittsburgh PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(80) W, 104-72 Boston College M ur Final 10 G
(64) W,76-74  *Clemson F A F A arein oD
(68) L,75-70 *Duke All 232 | 219 | 356 | 344 4.6 Home For
(62) W,66-57  Miami FL Wins | 177 | 209 | 369 | 32.1 7.0 All Road
(69) W, 74-68 "Virginia Tech
Losses 11.0 25.0 31.8 41.7 -3.0
(72) L,77-73  “Notre Dame Conf. h PPP
Home 18.4 20.6 36.4 324 8.2 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 133 | 206 | 346 | 324 50 Non-Conf. E
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Last 5 games 3PT: 22-80 (27.5%)
I | 35 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  36.1 | a2] |
Jonathan Isaac 3PT last 10 G: 8-26
(30.1%) S | s FG% At Rim 53.4 | a9 |
In loss to Temple, FSU led 60-42 R | s % Of Shots In Transition 18 | 89| |
Tn win vs. L'Ville, DVille shot 2-133pT | [N MMMES | 60.5 Transition eFG% 50.7 | 84] |
_:l 51.6 Non-Transition eFG% 46.7 | 79] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Dwayne Bacon 6-7 SO 0 28.5 | 16.9 4 1.7 2 1 0.1 | 49.5% | 144-291 | 35.0% | 57-163 | 75.0% | 99-132
Jonathan Isaac 6-10 FR 3 25.7 | 11.9 7.6 1 1.5 1.1 1.5 | 58.3% | 91-156 | 35.3% | 30-85 | 79.6% | 86-108
Xavier Rathan-Mayes 6-4 JR 0 274 | 104 3 4.8 1.8 0.9 0.1 | 54.7% | 87-159 | 33.0% | 38-115 | 53.8% | 56-104
Terance Mann 6-6 SO 0 252 | 8.5 4.7 1.7 1.2 1 0.2 | 61.2% | 104-170 | 33.3% | 7-21 66.3% | 53-80
PJ Savoy 6-4 SO 7 8.2 5.6 0.9 0.3 0.3 0.2 0 53.8% 7-13 40.4% | 38-94 | 68.0% | 17-25
Trent Forrest 6-5 FR 0 15.8 | 5.1 2.8 1.6 1 1.3 0.2 |504% | 59-117 | 12.5% 1-8 67.6% | 48-71
CJ Walker 6-1 FR 2 12.8 | 5.1 1.5 1.4 0.8 0.6 0 474% | 36-76 | 30.9% | 17-55 | 66.7% | 34-51
Michael Ojo 7-1 SR 0 12.1 4.9 33 0.2 0.7 0.3 0.8 | 557% | 54-97 - 0-0 79.4% | 54-68
Braian Angola-Rodas 6-6 JR 1 119 | 4.7 1.6 1.2 0.6 0.5 0.1 |50.0% | 31-62 |43.5% | 20-46 | 77.8% | 28-36




(68) L, 80-59 “Florida L BPI: 80
. #14 Florida Gulf Coast Eagles
67) W, 85-72 UT Arlington P - 108
67) L,81-72 *Baylor Atlantic-S omeroy:
’ antic-dun
(71) L, 78-77 *Michigan St. RPI: 85
(65) W, 69-53 Binghamton
(72) W, 68-67 Long Beach St. Record | 26-7 (12-2) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(81) W, 120-60 Ave Maria Home 16-3 Top 25 0-0 0-2 Season 72 68
(73) W, 85-82 *Georgia Southern Road 10-4 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-1 Wins 78 63
(67) W, 73-69 Siena Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 1-0 1-0 Losses 64 74
(64) W, §2-63 FIU Non-Conf. 163.8 Ranked 101-200 1-2 2-1 H 78 66
(69) L,72-59 Georgia Southern on--ont. : anked 197~ - - ome
(69) L, 84-80 *[a Salle Conf. 252 Below 200 11-1 7-0 Road 66 68
(66) W, 79-78 *Louisiana Tech Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 8-4
(84) W, 107-50 Florida National
(69) W, 75-62 *Florida Atlantic Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(74) W, 101-49  Florida Tech 64.9 109.5 104.5 18 17.3 345 29.5
71) W, 89-88 *Stet:
an - w, erson 299th 82nd 172nd 135th 257th 32nd 191st
(63) W, 78-75 *Kennesaw St.
(78) W, 84-80 *Lipscomb Off 54.1% 69.5% 55.5% 34% 34 31.8
ense
(65) L, 62-60 USC Upstate 38th 204th 14th 216th 222nd 283rd
(70) W, 8471 NITT FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% FTA/FGA % 3PA/FGA %
(71) W, 86-82  *North Florida 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(73) W, 78-56 Jacksonville Def. 49% 68.6% 50.3% 31.4% 34.8 38
. efense
(65) W, 74-59 North Florida 111th 76th 219th 26th 167th 233rd
(66) W, 67-57 *Jacksonville
(69) L, 65-60 Lipscomb Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
Overall Raw
(69) W, 75-63 Kennesaw St. PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound
(61) W, 80-73 *NJIT u Final 10 G
Margin
(79) W, 97-89 *USC Upstate F A F A PP
(68) W, 80-70 Stetson All 19.5 19.5 350 | 309 6.6 Home For
(68) W,87-57  Stetson Wins | 138 | 179 | 354 | 307 8.1 All Road
(63) W, 74-62 Kennesaw St.
X Losses 11.1 254 35.8 34.6 3.0
(65) W, 77-61 North Florida Conf. PPP
Home 13.7 17.8 32.8 28.9 9.0 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 137 | 178 | 380 | 289 56 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 11 12 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
2016 Tournament: L to UNC 83-67
Shot 2-11 3PT I <6 % OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 368 [ 36] |
Marc-Eddy Norelia missed first four _:l 66.5 FG% At Rim 56.7 | 73' |
games and then stretch from La Salle to
Stetson _:l 21.2 % Of Shots In Transition 19.4 | 70 | |
Demetris Morant A-Sun Defensive POY _:l 61.3 Transition eFG% 524 | 73' I
_:l 54.2 Non-Transition eFG% 47.1 | 75] |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl | Blk 2PT 3PT FT
Brandon Goodwin 6-2 JR 0 314 | 182 | 4.6 4 2 1.2 0.1 |60.4% | 154-255 | 36.3% | 53-146 | 78.8% | 134-170
Zach Johnson 6-2 SO 1 292 | 11.8 | 2.8 3 2.7 1.3 0.4 | 41.5% | 80-193 | 34.5% | 51-148 | 62.4% | 63-101
Demetris Morant 6-9 SR 0 26 | 10.7 8 0.5 1.4 0.4 1.5 | 75.7% | 156-206 - 0-0 | 63.5% | 40-63
Christian Terrell 6-5 JR 1 284 | 103 | 3.3 2.4 1.1 0.8 0.3 |504% | 66-131 |35.2% | 51-145 | 72.9% | 43-59
Marc-Eddy Norelia 6-8 SR 10 21 8.9 4.8 1.1 1.1 0.5 0.6 |562% | 82-146 |25.0% | 1-4 | 63.3%  38-60
Rayjon Tucker 6-5 SO 1 189 | 7.7 3 1 1 0.4 03 |554% | 51-92 |452% | 28-62 | 744% | 61-82
Antravious Simmons 6-9 JR 0 145 | 5.5 3.5 0.4 1.1 0.3 0.2 | 554% | 77-139 |100.0% 1-1 66.7% | 26-39
RaySean Scott Jr. 6-7 FR 8 9.3 3.4 2.1 0.4 0.7 0.2 0.1 |57.1% | 24-42 |26.7% | 8-30 63.2% 12-19
Reggie Reid 5-11 SO 1 14.2 3 1.1 2 1 0.7 0 50.0% | 24-48 | 25.0% | 13-52 | 64.3% 9-14




(59) W, 81-63 Nevada . ) BPI: 12
(70) W, 110-72  Prairie View A&M #7 Salnt Mary S Gaels P S%
omeroy: 14
(62) W, 61-57 *Dayton WCC ©
(62) W, 81-64 San Jose St. RPI: 17
(59) W, 76-63 “UAB
(58) W, 66-51 *Stanford Record | 28-4 (16-2) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(64) L, 65-51 UT Arlington Home 15-2 Top 25 0-1 0-2 Season 72 57
(62) W, 84-53 UC Irvine Road 13-2 Ranked 26-50 0-0 1-0 ‘Wins 74 54
(60) W, 73-51 Western Kentucky Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 2-1 2-0 Losses 57 73
(00y W, 6746 Texas A&GM Comus "0 [ 1727 | Ranked 101200 | 40 5-0 H 74 57
(61) W, 74-47  South Carolina St. on--ont. : anked 197~ i - ome
(71) W, 72-60 *Loyola Marymount Conf. 171.9 Below 200 9-0 5-0 Road 70 57
(57) W, 72-60 San Diego Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 2-0
(62) W, 81-68 BYU
(60) W, 63-52 *San Francisco Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(59) W, 74-33 *Portland 59.1 119 943 17.3 15.4 33.4 21.4
59) L, 79-56 *G
(59 L, onzaga 350th 15th 26th 84th 332nd 53rd Ist
1) W, 62-50 Pacific
(67) W, 85-65 Pepperdine Off 57.9% 74.8% 56.5% 39.9% 26.6 41.6
) ense
(59) W, 66-46 San Francisco 4th 47th 8th 14th 343rd 54th
(53) W,72-59 - "Santa Clara FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(62) W,74-70  *Pacific 7o ° ° o ° °
(55) W.,71-27 *San Diego Def 45.2% 68.6% 45.1% 30.3% 25.5 28.2
efense
(51) W, 51-41 Portland 16th 77th 33rd 10th 9th 6th
(65) L, 74-64 Gonzaga
(60) W, 81-48 Loyola Marymount Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
Overall Raw
63) W, 70-57 *BYU PPP
‘ FTA 3PT % Rebound
(62) W, 78-49 *Pepperdine M ur Final 10 G
(59) W,70-56  Santa Clara F A F A arein oD
(62) W, 81-58 AMPortland All 141 | 133 | 399 | 303 9.1 Home i
(61) W.81-50  *“BYU Wins | 109 | 128 | 406 | 289 10.8 All Road
(68) L, 74-56 ~M@Gonzaga
Losses 8.3 17.0 34.7 44.2 -2.8
Conf. PPP
Home 11.3 134 38.8 30.5 9.9 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 97 | 134 | 413 | 305 10.1 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Jock Landale top 20 offensive and
defensive rebound rate I | <08 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  35.6 | 38 |
Landlae had 4, 4, 5 fouls against _:l 63.9 FG% At Rim 48.5 | 99|
Gonzaga, only had four or more fouls in
two other WCC games H | 146 % Of Shots In Transition  15.7 | 100]
19 games vs. team with defensive eFG% _ 67.2 Transition eFG% 45.1 | 99|
rank of 200 or worse - only
_ 56.9 Non-Transition eFG% 44.9 | 92| |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Jock Landale 6-11 JR 0 27.7 | 16.8 9.3 1.6 2.1 0.3 1.2 | 63.0% | 211-335 | 22.2% | 4-18 | 73.4% | 105-143
Calvin Hermanson 6-6 JR 0 28.5 13 2.9 0.9 1 0.5 0.2 | 60.2% | 62-103 | 43.7% | 83-190 | 81.5% | 44-54
Emmett Naar 6-1 JR 0 328 | 9.5 2.5 5.8 2.4 0.7 0.1 |454% | 69-152 | 43.9% | 36-82 | 85.3% | 58-68
Joe Rahon 6-2 SR 0 363 | 8.1 3.8 5.7 1.7 1 0.3 | 46.9% | 61-130 | 35.8% | 34-95 | 75.0% | 36-48
Dane Pineau 6-9 SR 1 23.7 | 6.7 6.2 0.8 1.1 0.9 1.1 | 66.7% | 84-126 | 25.0% | 5-20 | 53.3% | 24-45
Evan Fitzner 6-10 SO 0 152 | 5.7 33 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1 |50.0% | 21-42 |44.0% | 44-100 | 70.0% 7-10
Tanner Krebs 6-6 FR 1 122 | 3.6 1.4 0.3 0.4 0.2 0 35.0% 7-20 36.3% | 29-80 | 85.7% 12-14
Kyle Clark 6-7 SO 1 10.5 | 2.8 1.5 0.4 0.5 0.3 0.1 | 60.0% 9-15 37.5% | 18-48 | 84.2% 16-19
Stefan Gonzalez 6-2 SO 4 6.2 2.8 0.7 0.4 0.4 0 0 69.2% 9-13 40.0% | 18-45 | 55.6% 5-9




(67) W, 80-65 UNC Asheville BPI: 40
o #10 VCU Rams
(69) W, 64-59 Liberty P .52
(69) W, 81-42 Binghamton Atlantic-10 omeroy:
’ antic-
(66) L,71-63 ABaylor RPI: 22
(73) W, 75-69 "St. John's
(74) W, 85-74 AMLSU Record | 26-8 (14-4) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(71) W, 81-70 Princeton Home 15-1 Top 25 0-0 0-1 Season 75 66
(63) L,64-46 ~llinois Road 11-7 Ranked 26-50 2-0 0-3 Wins 78 64
(80) L,76-73 Georgia Tech Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 3-1 4-2 Losses 61 70
(66) W.67-64  *Old Dominion Non-Conf.| 1452 | Ranked 101-200 |  6-0 5-0 H 79 63
(68) W,80-77  Middle Tennessee on-t-ont. : anked 107 - - ome
(76) W, 78-65 Louisiana Monroe Conf. 121.9 Below 200 4-0 2-1 Road 71 66
(70) W, 85-51 Howard Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-2
(73) W, 73-64 *George Mason
(80) W, 94-87 *Duquesne Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(71) W, 81-64  Massachusetts 67.9 110 95.7 17.9 21 314 275
64) W, 85-55 G Washingt
(69) W, cotge ashington 167th 72nd 36th 125th 36th 96th 95th
(71) L, 69-63 *Davidson
(74) L, 69-67 *Fordham Off 51.1% 70.7% 51.5% 33.4% 36.3 29.7
ense
(66) W, 90-52 La Salle 148th 156th 81st 241st 148th 318th
(65) W, 73-68  Dayton FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(70) W, 81-74  Richmond 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(74) W, 83-77 *St. Bonaventure Def 47.1% 69.5% 45.5% 33.8% 39.8 31.3
) efense
(59) W, 54-53 *George Washington 38th 115th 44th 102nd 272nd 28th
67) W, 74-60 Davidson
(77) W, 91-81 Saint Joseph's Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg,
i Overall Raw
(74) W, 84-73 *Richmond PPP
, ‘ FTA 3PT % Rebound
(67) W, 64-50 Saint Louis ll‘ Final 10 G
Margin
(67) L,69-59 *Rhode Island F A F A PP
(70) L,79-72 *Dayton All 212 | 217 | 334 | 338 3.1 Home For
(71) W,72-60  George Mason Wins | 148 | 203 | 361 | 324 3.8 All Road
67) W, 71-60 "MGeorge Mason
. Losses 15.5 27.0 18.1 34.4 -1.7
(77) W,87-77  “*Richmond Conf. PPP
(60) L,70-63 AMRhode Island Home 15.2 19.5 354 29.8 4.1 Opp.
*Road Game ~*Neutral Game Road 14.8 195 313 | 298 27 Non-Conf.
07 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Foot injury limited Justin Tillman to 7 .
minutes vs. Baylor - has averaged 27.7 _ 43.7 % Of FGA That Come At Rim  41.6 |11 |
minutes since Feb. 1
I | s FG% At Rim 525 | 93] |
JeQuan Lewis from 3PT
-In Wins: 64-154 (41.6%) B |22 %oOfShotsIn Transiion 177 | o2] |
-In Losses: 13-49 (26.5%)
I | ss Transition eFG% 52.8 | 70] |
_:l 49.1 Non-Transition eFG% 459 | 86| |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
JeQuan Lewis 6-1 SR 0 31.1 | 147 2.9 4.6 2.5 1.7 0.1 | 51.7% | 75-145 | 37.3% | 81-217 | 83.7% | 108-129
Justin Tillman 6-7 JR 2 254 | 124 8.8 0.4 1 0.3 0.5 |59.2% | 171-289 | 0% 0-1 61.5% | 56-91
Mo Alie-Cox 6-7 SR 0 26.5 | 9.7 4.3 1.1 1.6 0.8 2.1 | 54.8% | 125-228 - 0-0 74.3% | 81-109
Samir Doughty 6-4 FR 0 23.3 9 3.7 2.2 1.9 0.9 0.1 | 47.0% | 78-166 | 28.8% | 23-80 | 76.2% | 80-105
Jonathan Williams 6-1 JR 1 242 | 8.4 2.2 3.1 1.5 0.6 0.2 | 48.4% | 108-223 | 5.9% 1-17 | 71.6% | 58-81
Doug Brooks 6-4 SR 0 20.8 | 5.8 2.9 2 1 1.6 0.1 |41.9% | 26-62 | 30.2% | 35-116 | 67.2% | 39-58
Ahmed Hamdy-Mohamed 6-9 SR 1 129 | 5.7 3.8 0.2 1.2 0.3 0.5 | 46.5% | 66-142 - 0-0 62.6% | 57-91
Jordan Burgess 6-5 SR 0 21.1 4.7 3.5 1 0.9 0.7 0.3 | 494% | 43-87 |32.8% | 21-64 | 38.5% 10-26
De'Riante Jenkins 6-5 FR 14 12.6 | 4.5 1.8 0.6 0.6 0.4 0.2 | 53.1% 17-32 | 46.9% | 15-32 | 62.5% 10-16




(68) W, 65-63 “Michigan St. . ‘ ‘ 7e BPI: 24
67) W, 78-66 Cal St. Bakersfield #2 Arlzona lldcats P .20
77) W, 95-65 Sacred Heart omeroy:
an W, Pac-12 .
(65) W, 71-55 Northern Colorado RPI: 2
(61) W, 69-61 Santa Clara
(67) L.69-65 AButler Record | 25-9 (16-2) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(66) W, 85-63 Texas Southern Home 15-1 Top 25 0-1 3-2 Season 76 65
(65) L, 69-62 Gonzaga Road 15-3 Ranked 26-50 1-0 1-1 Wins 78 64
(66) W, 79-57 UC Irvine Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 3-0 4-0 Losses 64 75
(69) W, 79-60 *Missouri c | Ranked 101.2 H 4
(70) W, 64-54 Grand Canyon Non-Conf. 353 anked 101-200 8-0 6-0 ome 78 6
63) W, 67-63 AMTexas A&M Conf. 103.2 Below 200 3-0 1-0 Road 75 65
(69) W, 77-46 New Mexico Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 5-2
(67) W, 67-62 *California
(73) W, 91-52 *Stanford Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(63) W, 66-56  Utah 65.5 117.6 94.8 17 17.7 333 26.2
72) W, 82-73 Colorad
(72) W, olorace 277th 20th 28th 68th 224th 56th 48th
(69) W,91-75 Arizona St.
(66) W, 73-66 *USC Off 53.7% 75.8% 51% 39.8% 41 30.8
ense
(73) W, 96-85 *UCLA 49th 29th 97th 15th 42nd 300th
(63) W, 79-62 Washington St FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(69) W,77-66  Washington 7o 0 0 o 0 0
(63) W, 71-54 *Qregon St. Def 47.1% 69% 47.9% 30.6% 29.2 36.6
efense
(63) L,85-58 *Oregon 39th 89th 117th 12th 43rd 189th
(66) W, 74-67 Stanford
(58) W, 62-57 California Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg.
H Overall Raw
(65) W, 78-59 *Washington St. PPP
, FTA 3PT % Rebound
(67) W, 76-68 *Washington M ur Final 10 G
(69) W,90-77  USC F A F A areft oD
66) L,77-72 UCLA All 226 | 167 | 398 | 306 6.2 Home For
(67) W,73-60  *Arizona St. Wins | 176 | 166 | 412 | 290 6.8 All Road
(70) W, 92-78 "Colorado
Losses 13.3 17.5 259 42.5 1.3
(76) W, 86-75 AMUCLA Conf. PPP
(70) W, 83-80 MOregon Home 17.8 14.1 39.1 28.7 6.4 Opp_
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 165 | 141 | 404 | 287 63 Non-Conf.
0.8 0.9 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Trier DNP in first 19 games
B ] 34 %OfFGAThat ComeAtRim 29.1 | s8] |
Trier: first 7 G back - 28 MPG 13.7 PPG
Final 8 G - 34.6 MPG 20.4 PPG _:| 64.8 FG% At Rim 61 | 36| |
In L to Gonzaga, Arizona 1-8 3PT | | 15.4 % Of Shots In Transition  20.6 | a6 |
In L to Butler, Arizona 3-11 3PT S | s Transition eFG% 504 | 86| |
In 9 games vs. Pomeroy top 50 teams, _:l 52.9 Non-Transition eFG% 46.3 | 83 I I
Arizona allowed 50+% 2PT each time Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:~ 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Allonzo Trier 6-5 SO 19 31.7 | 17.3 5 2.7 1.8 0.4 0.1 |52.3% | 46-88 |41.4% | 29-70 | 80.0% | 80-100
Lauri Markkanen 7-0 FR 0 30.5 | 15.6 7.1 0.9 1.1 0.4 0.5 |53.6% | 104-194 | 43.2% | 67-155 | 82.4% | 122-148
Rawle Alkins 6-5 FR 0 27.9 11 5.1 2 1.9 0.9 0.5 |50.6% | 88-174 | 37.2% | 42-113 | 72.7% | 72-99
Dusan Ristic 7-0 JR 1 23.1 | 10.6 5.6 0.4 1.1 0.3 0.5 |54.9% | 145-264 | 50.0% 1-2 74.7% | 56-75
Kadeem Allen 6-3 SR 3 30.1 9.7 4.1 3.1 1.9 1.5 0.6 | 46.2% | 67-145 | 40.8% | 29-71 | 74.3% | 81-109
Kobi Simmons 6-5 FR 0 249 | 9.2 1.7 2.1 1.3 0.7 0.1 |42.6% | 75-176 | 33.7% | 32-95 | 77.6% | 66-85
Chance Comanche 6-11 SO 0 184 | 64 3.6 0.4 1.1 0.1 04 |59.0% | 85-144 - 0-0 73.1% | 49-67
Parker Jackson-Cartwright | 5-11 JR 6 25 59 2.4 4.2 1.4 1.3 0.1 |424% | 25-59 |429% | 27-63 | 70.0% | 35-50
Keanu Pinder 6-9 JR 2 126 | 24 3.1 0.3 0.9 0.5 0.7 |551% | 27-49 33.3% 1-3 57.6% 19-33




(80) W, 98-48 Crown ° ° BPI: 146

| #15 N. Dakota Fighting Hawks -
(70) W, 94-66 Mayville St. P 173 B
(77) W, 101-63  Presentation Bio Sk omeroy:

’ 1
(75) L,76-75 ANorth Florida g SKY RPI: 144
(78) L, 83-79 *Wright St.
(68) W.57-55 ACal St. Bakersficld Record | 22-9 (14-4) vs. Pomeroy Home Road/Neutral PPG PPG-OPP
(69) W, 74-56 *North Dakota St. Home 11-2 Top 25 0-0 0-0 Season 81 73
(70) L, 78-70 *Northern lowa Road 11-7 Ranked 26-50 0-0 0-0 Wins 85 68
(74 L, 87-70 North Dakota St. Avg. Opp. Ken Pom # | Ranked 51-100 0-0 0-1 Losses 69 79
(75) L.8473 - “lowa f.| 1574 | Ranked 101-2 2-1 4 H
81) L. 99-62 *Portland St. Non-Conf. 57. anked 101-200 - -3 ome 85 69
(77) W, 90-82 *Sacramento St. Conf. 268.9 Below 200 6-1 7-3 Road 77 73
(73) W, 68-63 Northern Arizona Record In Games Decided By 5 or Fewer Points: 7-4
(77) W, 95-65 Southern Utah
(81) W, 90-85 *Montana St. Poss. Off Eff. Def. Eff. Turnover% | Force TO% Off-Reb% Opp. O-Reb%
(72) L, 76-70 *Montana 71 102.9 103.2 18.7 20 26.2 28
(72) W, 83-77 Weber St.
34th 200th 149th 189th 83rd 277th 120th
(71) W,89-64  Idaho St. B
(74) W, 91-89 *Southern Utah Off 53.4% 73.2% 51.6% 38.4% 36.6 30.1
. ense
(70) L, 68-67 *Northern Arizona 57th 88th 79th 36th 144th 307th
(78) W.87-77 Northem Colorado FG% FT% 2PT% 3PT% | FTA/FGA% | 3PA/FGA %
(72) W, 95-86 Eastern Washington ¢ ° ° ° ° ° °
(66) W, 88-65 Idaho Def 50.3% 68.6% 49.4% 34.8% 394 32.6
efense

(71) W, 77-61 *Idaho St. 160th 74th 174th 162nd 262nd 49th
(74) W, 77-68 *Weber St.

(81) W, 84-81 *Northern Colorado Comparing Output W/ Opponent - Game Avg. Raw
(63) L,57-53 Sacramento St. Overall PPP
FTA 3PT % Rebound

(77) W, 82-73 Portland St. M ll‘ Final 10 G
(79) W,95-72  Portland St. F A F A aremn oD
(72) W, 69-64 AIdaho All 220 | 222 | 387 | 351 1.1 Home For
(80) W,93-89  ~"Weber St. Wins | 167 | 197 | 442 | 33.1 40 All Road
Losses 10.9 24.6 29.0 39.9 -3.3
Conf. PPP
Home 17.2 19.3 39.6 38.8 5.0 Opp.
*Road Game **Neutral Game Road | 148 | 193 | 381 | 388 24 Non-Conf.
0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2 13
Team Notes
Offensive Percentile Y% Stat Y% Defensive Percentile
Have shot 40+% 3PT in 4 consecutive
games and in 8 of final 10 games B | 368 % Of FGA That Come At Rim 329 | 67| |
Played two games all year against team _:l 64.9 FG% At Rim 59.4 | a9 |
with top 100 defensive efficiency
I | 26 % Of Shots In Transition 20 | 59| |
Quinton Hooker 46.3% 3PT in Big West
D | ! Transition eFG% 535 | 63] |
_:l 51.7 Non-Transition eFG% 48.7 | 54| |
Fewest Most Most Fewest
Worst Best Worst Best
DNP 1-3:* 4-9:” 10-15: ! 16 or more: + DNP | Min P R A To Stl Blk 2 PT 3PT FT
Quinton Hooker 6-0 SR 0 35.8 | 19.1 4.7 3.6 1.8 1.8 0.2 |49.1% | 113-230 | 43.6% | 79-181 | 87.7% | 128-146
Geno Crandall 6-3 SO 1 32.7 | 15.6 4.1 43 33 2.1 0.3 | 57.4% | 120-209 | 35.8% | 38-106 | 75.2% | 115-153
Corey Baldwin 6-4 SR 0 28.8 | 10.3 3.9 1.3 1.5 1.2 0.2 |47.5% | 38-80 |42.2% | 70-166 | 58.6% | 34-58
Conner Avants 6-7 SO 1 227 | 9.8 4.9 0.6 1.4 0.6 0.5 |57.9% | 125-216 | 14.3% 1-7 73.7% | 42-57
Cortez Seales 6-4 SO 2 254 | 8.7 34 1.7 0.9 1 04 |451% | 83-184 |43.5% | 10-23 | 64.7% | 55-85
Drick Bernstine 6-8 JR 1 275 1| 7.9 7.2 2.5 1.9 0.9 0.5 |53.2% | 100-188 | 20.0% 1-5 55.0% | 33-60
Carson Shanks 7-0 JR 1 124 | 53 2.2 0.6 1.4 0 0.7 | 54.9% | 56-102 0% 0-2 63.5% | 47-74
Kienan Walter 6-8 FR 13 5.1 2.4 1.5 0.1 0.5 0 0 60.9% | 14-23 | 25.0% 2-8 60.0% 9-15
Josh Collins 6-6 SO 2 114 | 23 1.6 0.3 0.7 0.2 0.1 |50.0% | 18-36 |333% | 6-18 | 73.7% | 14-19




Misc.



S5SN1C- 90177 b NCT CTANNINIQC
2016-2017 CONFERENCE STANDINGS
AMERICA EAST CONFERENCE ATLANTIC COAST CONFERENCE
School RPI w L W% W L School RPI W L W% W L
Vermont 46 29 5 0.853 16 0 North Carolina 5 27 7 0.794 14 4
New Hampshire 128 20 12 0625 10 6 Louisville 7| % | 8 |00 12 ] 6
UMBC 165 18 12 0600 9 7 Duke 6 | 27 | 8 |01 U | 7
UM Lowell 309 11 20 0355 5 1 Virginia 18 2 10 | o688 | 11 7
Virginia Tech 48 22 10 0.688 10 8
Hartford 327 9 23 0.281 4 12 o
] Miami (FL) 42 21 11 0.656 10 8
Bmghe.lmton 312 12 20 0.375 3 13 Syracuse ’4 13 14 0.563 10 3
Maine 323 | 7 | 2 025 3 13 Wake Forest 39 19 13 0594 9 9
Georgia Tech 106 17 15 0.531 8 10
AMERICAN ATHLETIC CONFERENCE Clemson 68 17 15 0.531 6 12
Pittsburgh 74 16 17 0.485 4 14
School RPI W L W% W L Hsbute
NC State 141 15 17 0.469 4 14
.SMU : 13 30 4 0.882 17 ! Boston College 219 9 23 0.281 2 16
Cincinnati 12 29 5 0.853 16 2
Houst 54 21 10 0.677 12 6
ouson ATLANTIC SUN CONFERENCE
UCF 69 21 11 0.656 11 7
Memphis 121 19 13 0594 9 9 School RPI W L W4 W L
Connecticut 119 16 17 0.485 9 9 FGCU 85 26 7 0.788 12 2
Tulsa 132 15 17 0.469 8 10 Lipscomb 189 20 13 0.606 11 3
Temple 135 16 16 0.500 7 11 North Florida 217 15 19 0.441 8 6
East Carolina 214 15 18 0455 6 12 USC Upstate 229 17 15 0531 7 7
Tulane 208 25 0.194 3 15 Kennesaw State 259 14 18 0.438 7 7
South Florida 316 7 23 0233 1 17 Jacksonville 291 17 15 0531 5 9
N.J.LT. 290 11 20 0.355 3 11
ATLANTIC 10 CONFERENCE Stetson 328 11 21 0.344 3 11
School RPI w L W% W L
Dayton 30 24 7 07714 15 3
Virginia BIG XII CONFERENCE
22 26 8 0.765 14 4
Commonwealth School RPI W L W% W L
Rh(.)de Island 31 24 9 0.727 13 5 Kansas 3 3 7 0875 73 >
Richmond 80 20 12 0.625 13 5 Baylor T 25 7 0.781 12 6
St. Bonaventure 91 20 12 0.625 11 7 West Virginia 24 2 3 0.765 12 6
GW 102 19 14 0.576 10 8 Iowa State 21 23 10 0.697 12 6
George Mason 103 20 13 | 0606 9 ? Oklahoma State 40 20 12 0625 9 9
La Salle 137 | 15 5 [0500] 9 ’ Kansas State 57 20 13 0606 8 10
Davidson 89 17 15 |0531] 8 10 Texas Tech 123 18 14 0563 6 12
Ff)rdham. 215 13 19 0.406 7 11 TCU 67 19 15 0.559 6 12
Saint Louis 238 12 21 0.364 6 12 Oklahoma 171 1 20 0.355 5 13
Massachusetts 192 15 18 0.455 4 14 Texas 157 1 2 0333 4 14
St. Joseph’s 201 11 20 0.355 4 14
Duquesne 266 10 22 0.313 3 15




BIG EAST CONFERENCE BIG TEN CONFERENCE
School RPI W L W% W L School RPI W L W% W L
Villanova 1 31 3 0912 15 3 Purdue 19 25 7 0.781 14 4
Butler 15 23 8§ 0742 12 6 Maryland 34 24 8§ 0750 12 6
Creighton 26 25 9 0.735 10 8 Wisconsin 36 25 9 0.735 12 6
Seton Hall 44 21 11 0.656 10 8 Minnesota 20 24 9 0.727 11 7
Providence 56 20 12 0625 10 8 Michigan 25 24 11 068 10 8
Marquette 61 19 12 0613 10 8 Northwestern 51 23 11 0676 10 8
Xavier 37 21 13 0618 9 9 Michigan State 50 19 14 0576 10 8
St. John's 140 14 19 0424 7 11 lowa 81 18 14 0563 10 8
Georgetown 107 14 18 0438 5 13 Tlinois 64 18 14 0563 8 10
DePaul 236 9 23 0281 2 16 Indiana 79 18 15 0545 7 1
Ohio State 90 17 15 0531 7 1
Penn State 101 15 18 0455 6 12
BIG SKY CONFERENCE Nebraska 108 12 19 0387 6 12
School RPI W L W% W L Rutgers 172 15 18 0.455 3 15
North Dakota 144 22 9 0710 14 4
E. Wash 148 22 11 0.667 13 5 BIG WEST CONFERENCE
Weber State 185 19 13 059 12 6
()
Idaho 207 18 13 0581 12 6 School RPI W L W% W L
Montana 221 16 16 0.500 11 7 UC Irvine 133 21 14 0.600 12 4
Montana State 254 16 16 0500 11 7 UC Davis 166 22 120647 11 5
Portland State 268 15 16 0484 7 1 LongBeach 213 15 19 0441 | 9 7
N.Colorado 288 11 18 0379 7 11 Hawaii 299 | 14 16 | 0467 | 8 8
. Cal State
N. Arizona 335 9 23 0.281 6 12 ) 313 11 19 0.367 7 9
Northridge
Southern Utah 341 6 27 0.182 3 15
Cal Poly 296 1 20 0355 6 10
Idaho State 340 > 26 (0161 | 3 15 UC Riverside 330 7 21 0250 5 1
UCSB 324 6 2 0214 4 12
BIG SOUTH CONFERENCE COLONIAL ATHLETIC ASSOCIATION
0
School RPI | W L |W% | W L School RPI W L W% W L
Winthrop 70 26 6 |o813] 15 3 UNC Wilm. 27 29 5 0853 15 3
UNC Asheville 73 23 9 0719 15 3
- Charleston 62 25 9 0.735 14 4
Liberty 173 19 13 0594 14 4
Towson 92 20 13 0.606 11 7
Gardner-Webb 186 19 14 0.576 11 7
_ . Elon 160 18 14 0563 10 8
High Point 235 | 15 16 |0484| 9 ? William & Mary 110 17 14 0548 10 8
Radford 227 14 18 | 0438 ] 8 10 Northeastern 134 15 16 0484 8 10
Campbell 247 17 17 0500 7 1
Hofstra 196 15 17 0469 7 1
Charleston
295 12 19 0387 7 11 James Madison 256 10 23 0303 7 11
Southern
Longwood 343 6 24 0.200 3 15 Delaware 234 13 20 0.394 5 13
: Drexel 308 9 23 0281 3 15
Presbyterian 347 5 25 0.167 1 17




CONFERENCE USA METRO ATLANTIC ATHLETIC CONFERENCE
School RPI w L W% W L School RPI W L W% w L
MTSU 35 30 4 0.882 17 1 Monmouth 49 27 6 0.818 18 2
Louisiana Tech 117 23 10 0.697 14 4 St. Peter's 130 19 13 0.594 14 6
Old Dominion 136 19 12 0.613 12 6 Iona 88 22 12 0.647 12 8
UTEP 222 15 17 0.469 12 6 Siena 126 17 17 0.500 12 8
Rice 168 22 11 0.667 11 7 Fairfield 180 16 14 0.533 11 9
Marshall 112 20 15 0.571 10 8 Canisius 167 18 15 0.545 10 10
UAB 198 17 16 0.515 9 9 Rider 197 18 15 0.545 10 10
WKU 226 15 17 0.469 9 9 Quinnipiac 272 10 21 0.323 7 13
UTSA 264 14 19 0.424 8 10 Niagara 275 10 23 0.303 6 14
Charlotte 243 13 17 0.433 7 11 Manhattan 263 10 22 0.313 5 15
Florida Atlantic 282 10 20 0.333 6 12 Marist 276 8 24 0.250 5 15
Southern Miss 331 9 22 0.290 6 12
Florida MID-AMERICAN CONFERENCE
International 337 7 24 0.226 3 15
EAST RPI W L W% W L
North Texas 339 8 22 0.267 2 16
Akron 58 26 8 0.765 14 4
Ohio 118 20 11 0645 11 7
HORIZON LEAGUE Buffalo 146 17 15 0531 11 7
School RPI W L W% W L Kent State 142 22 13 0.629 10 8
Bowling Green = 225 13 19 0.406 7 11
Oakland 109 24 8 0.750 14 4
Miami (OH) 301 11 21 0.344 4 14
Valparaiso 71 24 8 0.750 14 4 WEST RPL W L W% W L
N. Kentucky 87 24 10 0.706 12 6
Green Bay 158 18 13 0.581 12 6 Ball State 169 21 12 0.636 11 7
Wright State 115 20 12 0625 11 7 W. Michigan 174 16 16 0500 11 7
lllinois-Chicago 250 15 18 0455 7 11 Toledo 156 17 160515 9 9
Detroit )87 g 3 0258 6 12 E.Michigan 175 16 17 0485 7 11
Youngstown 252 13 21 0.382 5 13 Northern Illinois 239 15 17 0.469 7 11
Cleveland State 260 9 22 0290 5 13 C.Michigan 216 16 16 0500 6 12
Milwaukee 258 11 24 0.314 4 14
MID-EASTERN ATHLETIC CONFERENCE
IVY LEAGUE School RPI W L W% w L
School RPI W L W% W L NC Central 202 25 8 0.758 13 3
Princeton 47 23 6 0793 14 0 Norfolk State 242 17 16 0.515 12 4
Harvard 143 18 10 0643 10 4 Hampton | 284 | 14 | 16 0467 II >
Yale 128 18 1 0621 9 5 Morgan State 326 14 16 0.467 11 5
Pennsylvania 199 13 15 0.464 6 8 Savannah State 279 13 16 0.448 10 6
Columbia 262 1 16 0407 5 9 MD - East Shore 278 14 20 0.412 9 7
Brown 785 13 17 0.433 4 10 SC State 302 11 20 0.355 7 9
Cornell 270 8 21 0.276 4 10 Delaware State 332 10 22 0.313 7 9
Dartmouth 305 7 20 0259 4 10 Coppin State 336 8 24 0250 7 ?
Beth-Cookman 346 10 22 0.313 6 10
Howard 338 10 24 0.294 5 11
Florida A&M 349 7 23 0.233 5 11
NC A&T 350 3 29 0.094 1 15




MISSOURI VALLEY CONFERENCE

OHIO VALLEY CONFERENCE

School RPI w L W% A% L
Wichita State 32 30 4 0.882 17 1
Illinois State 33 27 6 0.818 17 1

Southern Illinois 145 17 16 0.515 9
Northern Iowa 162 14 16 0.467 9
Loyola (IL) 182 18 14 0.563 8 10
Missouri State 209 17 16 0.515 7 11
Bradley 220 13 20 0.394 7 11
Evansville 188 16 17 0.485 6 12
Indiana State 233 11 20 0.355 5 13
Drake 314 7 24 0.226 5 13
MOUNTAIN WEST CONFERENCE
School RPI w L W% W L
Nevada 29 28 6 0.824 14 4
Colorado State 66 23 11 0.676 13 5
Boise State 72 19 11 0.633 12 6
Fresno State 76 20 12 0.625 11 7
New Mexico 86 17 14 0.548 10 8
San Diego State 98 19 14 0.576 9 9
Wyoming 152 18 14 0.563 8 10
San Jose State 191 14 16 0.467 7 11
Utah State 181 14 17 0.452 7 11
Air Force 251 12 21 0.364 4 14
UNLV 241 11 21 0.344 4 14
NORTHEAST CONFERENCE

School RPI w L W% w L
M.S. Mary’s 150 19 15 0.559 14 4
LIU Brooklyn 224 20 12 0.625 13 5

Wagner 245 16 14 0.533 11 7

St. Francis (PA) 257 16 16 0.500 11 7
Robert Morris 240 14 19 0.424 9 9

Bryant 286 12 20 0.375 9 9
F-Dickinson 273 11 19 0.367 9 9
Sacred Heart 304 13 19 0.406 8 10

C. Conn. St. 344 23 0.207 4 14
SFU (BKN) 348 4 27 0.129 2 16

EAST RPI w L W% w L
Belmont 60 22 6 0.786 15 1
Morehead State 200 14 16 0.467 10 6
JVille St. 151 20 14 0.588 9 7
Tennessee State 161 17 13 0.567 8 8
Tennessee Tech 277 12 20 0.375 8 8
EKU 248 12 19 0.387 5 11
WEST RPI w L W% w L
UT Martin 164 21 12 0.636 10 6
SEMO St. 274 15 18 0.455 9 7
Murray State 230 16 17 0.485 8 8
Austin Peay 261 11 19 0.367 7 9
Eastern Illinois 265 14 15 0.483 6 10
SIU-Edwards. 333 6 24 0.200 1 15
PACIFIC 12 CONFERENCE
School RPI w L W% W L
Arizona 2 30 4 0.882 16 2
Oregon 9 29 5 0.853 16 2
UCLA 16 29 4 0.879 15 3
Utah 83 20 11 0.645 11 7
uscC 41 24 9 0.727 10 8
California 53 21 12 0.636 10 8
Colorado 99 19 14 0.576 8 10
Arizona State 124 15 18 0.455 7 11
Stanford 100 14 17 0.452 6 12
Washington
State 163 13 18 0.419 6 12
Washington 210 9 22 0.29 2 16
Oregon State 281 5 27 0.156 1 17




PATRIOT LEAGUE SOUTHLAND CONFERENCE
School RPI \%\% L W% \%% L School RPI \%% L W% \%\% L
Bucknell 63 26 8 0.765 15 3 New Orleans 154 20 11 0.645 13 5
Lehigh 97 20 12 0.625 12 6 Texas A&M-CC 159 20 11 0.645 12 6
Boston 187 18 14 0.563 12 6 Houston Baptist 176 17 13 0.567 12 6
Navy 206 16 16 0.5 10 8 SFA 203 18 14 0.563 12 6
Holy Cross 208 15 17 0.469 9 9 Sam Houston 195 21 13 0.618 10 8
Loyola (MD) 212 15 16 0.484 8 10 Lamar 232 19 14 0.576 10 8
Colgate 294 10 22 0.313 8 10 SE Louisiana 249 16 16 0.5 9 9
Army 267 13 19 0.406 6 12 Nicholls State 253 14 17 0.452 7 11
Lafayette 321 9 21 0.3 5 13 Ab. Christian 289 13 16 0.448 7 11
American NW State 306 13 16 0.448 7 11
) . 310 8 22 0.267 5 13
University Incarnate Word 303 12 17 0414 7 11
Central Arkansas 311 8 24 0.25 7 11
SOUTHEASTERN CONFERENCE
McNeese State 315 7 22 0.241 4 14
School RPI \%\% L W% w L
Kentucky 4 29 > 083 16 2 SOUTHWESTERN ATHLETIC CONFERENCE
Florida 10 24 8 0.75 14 4 .
Arkansas 28 25 9 0735 12 6 School RPT | W L W% W L
South Carolina 43 22 10 0688 12 6 Texas Southern 105 23 110676 16 2
Ole Miss 76 20 13 0.606 10 8 Alcorn State 228 18 14 0.563 13 5
Vanderbilt 38 19 15 0559 10 8 SouthemU. | 320 | 15 18 10455 | 10 8
Georgia 52 19 14 0.576 9 9 Jackson State 322 14 18 0.438 10 8
Texas A&M 93 16 15 0516 ] 10 P. View A&M 307 13 20 0.394 10 8
Tennessee 22 16 16 0.5 3 10 Miss. Valley St. 334 7 25 0.219 7 11
Auburn 13 18 14 0.563 7 1 Alabama State 342 8 23 0.258 6 12
Mississippi State 149 16 16 05 6 12 Ark-Pine Bluff | 345 | 7 25 0219 6 12
LSU 194 10 71 0323 ) 16 Alabama A&M 351 2 27 0.069 2 16
Missouri 255 8 24 0.25 2 16
SUMMIT LEAGUE
SOUTHERN CONFERNECE School RPI W L Wh W L
School RPI W L W% W L South Dakota 116 22 11 0.667 12 4
N. Dakota State 111 19 11 0.633 11 5
ETSU 55 27 7 0.794 14 4
Omaha 138 18 14 0.563 9 7
UNC Greens. 95 25 9 0.735 14 4 IPEW 178 19 2 0.613 P p
Furman 96 21 11 0.656 14 4
Denver 211 16 14 0.533 8 8
Chattanooga 139 19 12 0.613 10 8
S. Dakota Statte 155 18 16 0.529 8 8
Woftord 190 16 17 0.485 10 8
TUPUI 218 14 18 0.438 7 9
Mercer 193 15 17 0.469 9 9
Western Illinois 325 8 20 0.286 5 11
Samford 170 19 15 0.559 10
Oral Roberts 292 8 22 0.267 4 12
Citadel 283 12 21 0.364 4 14
Western
. 271 9 23 0.281 4 14
Carolina
Virginia Military 329 6 24 0.2 3 15




SUN-BELT CONFERENCE

School RPI w L W% A% L
Texas-Arlington 45 25 8 0.758 14 4
Georgia State 104 20 12 0.625 12 6
Arkansas State 120 20 12 0.625 11 7
Texas State 179 20 13 0.606 11 7
Ga. Southern 122 18 14 0.563 11 7
ULL 114 21 12 0.636 10 8
Troy 147 22 14 0.611 10 8
Coastal Carolina 183 16 17 0.485 10 8
South Alabama 230 14 18 0.438 7 11
Ark-Little Rock 244 15 17 0.469 6 12
App. State 300 9 21 0.3 4 14
LA-Monroe 297 9 24 0.273 2 16
WEST COAST CONFERENCE
School RPI w L W% W L
Gonzaga 8 32 1 0.97 17 1
Saint Mary's 17 28 4 0.875 16 2
BYU 65 22 11 0.667 12 6
San Francisco 94 20 12 0.625 10 8
Santa Clara 124 17 16 0.515 10 8
Loyola
Marymount 153 15 15 0.5 8 10
San Diego 204 13 18 0.419 6 12
Pepperdine 246 9 22 0.29 5 13
Pacific 223 11 22 0.333 4 14
Portland 237 11 22 0.333 2 16
WESTERN ATHLETIC CONFERENCE
School RPI w L W% W L
CS Bakersfield 75 22 9 0.71 12 2
New Mex. St. 59 28 5 0.848 11 3
Grand Canyon 131 22 9 0.71 11 3
UMKC 184 17 16 0.515 8 6
Utah Valley 205 15 16 0.484 6 8
Seattle 280 13 17 0.433 5 9
UT Rio Grande 319 10 22 0.313 2 12
Chicago State 317 6 26 0.188 1 13
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American
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Fresno State
George Mason

2016

George Washington
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Georgia
Georgia St.

Georgia Tech

Hampton
Harvard

Hawaii

Houston
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Indiana

Indiana State

Towa

Towa St.

James Madison

Kansas
Kansas State
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Long Beach
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Louisville
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11, 3 L7
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Middle Tennessee |

Milwaukee
,,,,,,,,,,,,, Minnesota 11 15 ‘L1
,,,,,,,,,,,,,, Mississippi
Missouri P10 2 w8 11
Montana {14 | 85 L5
Morehead St. | 13

Murray State
Nebraska
New Mexico

. NewMexicoSt. | 12 | 12> & L3 |
Norfolk St. : ;
| North Carolina 2
| North Carolina A&T | ‘
North Carolina Central |
North Carolina St.
North Dakota St. ‘ |
North Texas {15 155  L20 3 3 3 3 3
. Northeastern | | . T —_— 14 12 | L4
Northern Colorado i 15 145 | L18
Northern Iowa P9 -l
Northwestern St. ‘

Notre Dame

! 13 55 | W5 s s s
<175 W17 1 255 W29 2 175 WI19. 2 | 15 W25 6 . 65 L1 10  -35 @ W3

Ohio State
Oklahoma

Oklahoma State

Old Dominion
Oregon
Oregon State

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, Pacific =
Penn State
Pittsburgh

Princeton

-15

Purdue
Richmond
Robert Morris

16 23 L29
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Sam Houston St.

{ Result | Seed |

San Diego State 85 W4 8 4 [ W15 |
L Setom Mall I 6. 2 Ll6.
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, Siena 13 45 N U T
SMU 6 4 LI ‘ |
South Dakota St. 121 9 L5

South Florida

Southern Miss.

St. Bonaventure

St. Johns

St. Louis

St. Mary's

St. Peters

Stanford

Stephen F. Austin

Stony Brook

Syracuse

Tennessee

Texas

Texas A&M

Texas Tech

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

UAB

UC-Irvine

UC-Santa Barbara

Umass

UNC-Asheville

UNC-Wilimgton

Utah State

UTEP

Valparaiso

Y

13 5 L3
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Vanderbilt

{ Result | Seed |

VCU
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—————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————
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Washington
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Western Michigan
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Wyoming
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