F2B Analysis

The purpose of this folder is to introduce a brief analysis
of F2B judging during 2015 European Championships.




By reading the chart below, which goal is to present a

view of pilots ranking judge by judge, it appears a large
disparity of results from the different jury members.

F2B - AERDBATICS - Classemant par juges/Classement gendral

Placs EC W MWAME Surname Maticn Jqﬂ Juia z Juge El Juga 4+ duge 5
1 B32 |BURGER Igar SVE 1,0 1,0 1,0 1,0 2,0
2 B33  [SCHREK Alaxander SWVE 3,0 7.0 4.0 240 1,0
] 9“21 VALLIERA Mareo _T_[_.ﬂ._ LQ | I.'EI‘_ g&- 3 1 2,EI
4 BED5  [KRAVOE Zhwnek CZE 4,0 3.0 9,0 Eﬁ 4,0
5 829 [GARFUTDINOY Albert Rlrs 11,0 5.0 3.0 50 | 230
3 BOE  [VEJMOLA Jiri CZE 6,0 140 6,0 40 3.0
7 B37  |SOLOMIANICOV Sengiy UKR 10,0 120 8.0 6.0 5,0
B B35 |YATSENKOD Andry UKR 3,0 40 7.0 F0
] E11  |GAUTHIER Alexandre FRA T 2.0 150 10 | 8.0
10 BI6  [YATSENKO Yuriy UKR 50 9,0 18,0 18,0 16,0
11 B30 |SALEMEX Viktor RLIS 12,0 6,0 11,0 | 180 10,0
12 878 |YAKOWLEV Evgeni RLES 13,0 B 10,0 14,0 12,0
13 | B12  |CHAPOULALID Nicolas FRA B0 130 | 80 | 160 | 240
14 B18 |HOLTERMAMMN Christoph GER 15,0 17.0 13,0 10,0 15.0
15 BO7  |BEMES Pavel CZE 180 | 200 1940 8.0 6,0
16 B27 [VANYAGIN Dmitri RLS 14,0 10,0 170 | 130 | 250
17 BZ3  [BORZECK) Krystian POIL 16,0 18,0 21,0 220 9.0
18 B13 |GAUTHIER Philppe FRA 70 | 190 230 ) 150 | 18,0
13 B22  [De JONG Henk MED 21,0 230 220 12,0 19,0
20 B31  [RAZHETDINOY Dmits Jun RS 20,0 16,0 24,0 20,0 20,0
21 B38  [LEONIDOV Mykyta Jun UKR 19,0 150 120 | 21,0 |TED
22 B34 [SKRABALEX lan VK 23,0 250 14,0 126 | 7.0
23 B40  |De Souza Rafaet ARA 22,0 24,0 16.0 250 21,0
24 B20  |WADLE Frank GER 260 | 210 200 | 230 | 2240
25 B25  [JAMIK Karol POL 28,0 22,0 26,0 30,0 26,0
26 BO9  |HOLGLERA lavier ESP 25.0 2B,0 250 240 | 300
FE g B41  [XU Le Tong CHN 24,0 25,0 27,0 32,0 14,0
28 B24 |DIUBA Fawet POL £7r0 | 270 |330 | 280 | 29,0
29 B17  |ROBINSON Barry GOR 29,0 26,0 300 | 260 | 320
30 B08 |BEDMAR Tomas Jun CZE 30,0 30,0 34,0 200 | 17,0
31 B10  [ESCREBAMD Rafasl ESP 34,0 31,0 29,0 27,0 34,0
32 B15  [ALISON Glan GRER 31,0 33,0 320 35,0 28.0
33 B33 [MALYSHEV Wictor ISR 32,0 320 ENEY) 34,0 31,0
34 B16 [JONES Mervyn GBR 33,0 350 280 Nno 13,0
35 BE19 [MORBITZER Datmar GER 35,0 34,0 35,0 35,0 15,0
36 BOT  |MARGARDY Angel BLIL 36,0 36,0 36,0 36,0 6,0
37 BO3  |MEICHEW Yulian BLAL 37,0 37,0 37.0 37,0 7.0
3B BO4  [PAVLOVA Nikol Jun BUL 38,0 39,0 38,0 36,0 38,0
38 802 [SINAPOY Svetoslav BUL 29,0 38,0 39,0 39,0 19,0

In this chart, you can see the ranking of pilots judge by judge, before the fly-offs. When the ranking

“of each judge/competitor” differs by more or less one place from the final ranking obtained by the
competitors, it is highlighted in red.

We can then ask some questions as:

How to explain that judges 1 and 5 respectively put 11th and 23rd the pilot B29, who ends 5th of this
qualifying phase?

How to explain that judge 2 put second the pilot B11, who is finally 9th, and 11th the pilot B21 who is
finally on the podium?

How to explain that judge 5 put 7th the pilot B34 who will finally be only 22nd?
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Judge 1:
This judge is the judge with the less disparity between his own ranking and the final ranking.

He has a tendency to follow the global average results curve with notes going from 7 to 9. He can therefore
be strict on maneuvers with a low coefficient, which suggests he is taking into account the difficulty of the
maneuver in his way to note.

Fligha 1
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Judge 2:

This judge shows a problematic disparity in his ranking, as he tempt to raise notes of Russian and Ukrainian
notes, except two which are B11 and B37.

The analysis of his note curve shows that he is more severe than most of his colleagues. His curve is
however more irregular as he is using a larger range of notes, as showed below with notes from 6.9 to 9.

Flight 1
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Judge 3:
Conclusions on this judge are hard.

There’s a large disparity between his own ranking and the final ranking, although the top of the ranking is
globally respected. This judge is generally on average, but his range of notes is very small, from 7.6 to 8.3 of the
pilot below, for example. This means that pilots’ scores are very tight, and we find 16 pilots ranked with only 50
points difference!

There’s still a question on the ranking of the Ukrainian junior pilot, who would be 12th for this judge
instead of 21st on final ranking.



Judge 4:
This judge has a very big ranking difference over the 8th place. He is however relatively close to the

average notes, but uses a large range of notes which then has an influence on final ranking. This would mean that
this judge is more focused on leaders’ flights and would be influenced by pilots’ notoriety.

Fligha 1

Judge 5:

This judge is the most problematic. He has big ranking differences, which shows he is raising scores from
Slovakian and Czech pilots, as shown in his own ranking below:

| Pace | W NAME Surnama Mation | Flight1| Fiight 2{ Flight 3 %ﬁ
1| B3% |SCHRER Alexander SWE 11569 | 11874 | 11324 23798
2 r E”ZE 11871.4 | 1187 11843 2377
- din LA A 11545 FEE]
4| BOS [KRAVEIK Zhynek CZE 1967,5 | 11786 | 11750 FELR
§ | B37 [SOLCMIBHICCN Sargy kR 11150 | 11626 | 116&, Z3z
8 g_? BENES Pavl CZE | 11231 | 11647 | 1157, 2322
’ SHRA SVE 1 154,5 | 1154 :

8 | B |GAUTHER n.lmrma FRA 11447 | 1151,8 | Ti52,1 2304,
9 | Be3 |E'D-HIE{H:I Kryelisn P 11477 | 10840 | 11543 23024
10| Ba0 |SALEMEK Vikior 3 11562 | 1134,5 | 11425 ZZ98.7]
11| B35 [FATSENKO Andriy LIKR 11350 | 71564 | 11340 FECTR
T2 | BT |VALLIERA Marco ITA 11321 | 11296 | 11563 z;cﬂﬂ,.i;

13 B2E |YAKCALEY Evgeni LIS wans 11455 i12v.a e
14| BA | Le Tong CHA 10869 | 1133,0 | 11445 ZETTE
15 | B16 HOLTERMAMK Chrisiooh GER 1102 11544 | W139.5 27
Th | BI6 |FATSEMED Yury LKA 116, 0.0 Tidg,f FF5E X
7| BOB [BEDMAR_Torms Jui CZE 1114,5 1380 | 11313 27599

B13 |GALTHER Phimps 3 1110.4 1204 | 11323 ZZB1,

B27 |De JONG Herk HED 10356 1007 | 1150, 2
20 | B3t |RATHETEYMONY [eniti dun RLE 9854 1302 | 1i27a 2
21_| B40 |De Scuza Rataal EAA 11052 | 1137,5 | 1038,3 2243,1
22 | B20 [WADLE Frank GER 11001 | 11225 | 1118,1 ZEA0LE
71 | B30 [GARFLTDINDV Abert LE 10607 | 11414 | 10839 2235 #l
24 | B1Z2 |CHAPDULALID Micols FRA, 10527 | 10978 | 11252 2 Ed 0t
F5 | BT |VANTAGIN Deitr L 10227 | 11096 | 11129 FF s
TF_ | BeS [LANIK Karal PO 0,0 T107,6 | 11123 ZZEDA
77| BEE [LEOMIDON Mykyta Jun KR I0da 4 | 1901,0 | 14029 2048
70| E1% [ALEON Glen GER 10497 | 10967 | 10380 21047
Bad [DILIBA Pawel POLL D616 1325 | 10505 2184 5
]| B0S [HOLGLERA Javir ESF 10110 | T090,6 | 1058,0 ZT4EF]
31| B30 |MALYSHEY Victor [ 10404 | 10357 | 10824 Z122.5]
12| 817 (o Barmry GER 10640 | 10510 | 10364 Z115D
33 515 |JEIHESH|:r'.rEn GER 10431 | 961,38 | 10817 ZI04.8
34 ESLREANC Fafacl ESF SEES | 0324 | H7B3 PR
5 | MCABITZER Che tmar GER 9257 | 9570 | TOO0,S 18575
B mr |ummm-'.rmp¢ BLL Y] 1781 9741 1502 2|
7 i 6093 | BO33 1 vE30 | [ TSE

h_iﬂ : AVL | T "%' ? -?'i'?:] J-lg g ﬁ%.‘% ng £l
33 arww Summﬂr AL 53z, 465,5 56,2 TGEEA)|
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NOTES

ranked 17th for him, instead of 30h of final results.

F2B - AEROBATICS - Classement par jges/Classamaent gdnéral

All 6 senior pilots of these two countries are placed in the 7 first places! Even the Czech junior pilot is

When analyzing his points curve, this judge often over-note most competitors compared to other judges,
but he is often following the average curve.

Typical curve of this judge:

Flight 2

In grey his judgment, in red the average of all 5 judges.

A range of notes going from 8.6 to 9.2.
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Concerning fly-offs, looking at chart below, we can confirm all observations we have mentioned
previously.

Maga EC W | MAME Surname Hation Jugel] Juge @] Juged| Juged| Juge §
1 Bi2 |BURGER igor SV 1,0 1,0 1,0 1.0 1,0
2 B33 |SCHREK Alexander EVE 30 5.0 6,0 2.0 3.0
3 B21 VilLL ERA Mareo ITA 20 11,0 20 g0 [
4 B37 |SOLOMIAMICOY Sergy LER 4,0 B.0 7.0 3.0 5.0
5 Bi5 [YATSEMEC Andriy LER 5,0 4.0 5,0 5,0 11.0
& B29 |GARFUTDINDY Albert RIS 80 3.0 4.0 4.0 14,0
7 B15  |[KRAVCIK Zbynak CIE &0 7,0 20 11,0 2,0
;] BZ8  |[YAKOWLEW Evgeni RLIS 10,0 ] 3.0 9.0 10,0
9 B11 GAUTHIER Alexandre FRA 40 E& 11.0 'I-.E_:EI léﬂ
LI B30 |SALENEK “iktor RLIS 12.0 10,0 10,0 14,0 6,0
1 B36 |YATSENKO Yuriy LR 7,0 8,0 14,0 13,0 15,0
12 B18 |HOLTERMARMN Christoph GER 13.0 2.0 B0 %D 120
13 BI& [WERMOLA Jiri CIE 1ﬂfD F".J 'I?'.E 140 oo
14 B12 |[CHAPDULALD Micolas FRay 1.0 1540 12,0 16,0 160
15 BO7 |BEMES Pawal C7E 17,0 13.0° 15,0 ¥.0 40
16 B38 |LEDNDOYV Mykyla Jun LR 15.0 14,0 13.0 15,0 17.0
17 B31 RAZHETDIMNOY Dmitii Jun RLAS 16,0 16,0 16,0 17.0 15,0
18 B0  |BEDNAR Tomas Jun CZE 18,0 18,0 180 18,0 7.0
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