Pressure Event: pressure | Pressed: #14 L. Gillion (Auckland FC)
Active Supporters: 1, Nearby Teammates: 9, Active Support Ratio: (1/9) = 11%
Auckland FC - 77:50 (2H) | Frame 47507 « Newcastle United Jets FC

I Pressed Player

B Active Supporter (>2.0m/s)
B Static Teammate (<35m)
 Far Teammate (=>35m)
I Opponent




A Framework for Quantifying Off-Ball Support

The Active Support Index (ASI) is a multi-layered framework designed to analyze support
from a single moment to an entire season.

Core Definitions

Active Supporter: A teammate
within 35m of the pressed
player AND moving >2 m/s.

Proximity Threshold (35m):
Maximum realistic passing
range under pressure.

Velocity Threshold (2 m/s):
Boundary separating walking
from jogging/running.

Level

Per Event

Per Player

Per Team

Metric

Active
Support
Ratio

Player ASI

Team ASI

Formula

Active Supporters
/ Nearby
Teammates

Active Support
Count / Support
Opportunities

1 - Static Rate

Interpretation

Measures support
quality in a single
pressure moment.

Shows how often a
player moves to
support teammates.

Reveals a team's
overall off-ball
movement culture.



Zoom Level 3: Uncovering Team Styles and League Leaders

Top 25 Players by ASI Score
(10-Match Dataset)

N. Pennington (PER - LM)
H. Steele (CEN - LM)

C. Timmins (NEW - LDM)
L. Verstraete (AUC - DM) A
D. Wilmering (NEW - AM)
P. Makrilles (WEC - CF)

J. Lauton (WES - RM) -

Z. Schreiber (MEL - DM) -
T. Gomulka (PER - RM) -

A. Thurgate (WES - LM)
A. Bugarija (PER - CF) -
Isaias (ADE - RDM)

F. Gallegos (AUC - AM) -

J. Bamnett (ADE - RDM)

J. Randall (AUC - CF) A

L. Brooke-Smith (WEL - AM)
R. Bozinovski (WES - RM) 1
L. Gillion (AUC - LW) -

M. Grimaidi (WES - RW) -
N. Moreno (AUC - RW) -

J. Valadon (AEC - LDM) 1
0. Lavale (WES - CF) 1

R. Najjarrine (WES - RW)
M. Francois (AUC - LW) 1
S. Ugarkovi¢ (MEL - LM) -

80.8% (211/261), n=1
80.7% (184/228), n=1
73.5% (688/778), n=1
72.3% (689/954), n=4
72.2% (39/54), n=1
72.2% (78/108), n=1
71.9% (120/167), n=2
. 71.5% (178/249), n=1
| 71.5% (183/524), n*1
71.0% (372/524), n=2
70.4% (126/179), n=1
70.2% (92/131), n=1
| 69.5% (665/957), n=4
| 69.4% (145/209), n=1
| 69.3% (140/202), n=2
| 69.2% (65/94), n=1
| 69.0% (282/409), n=2
67.2% (355/375), n=3
87.2% (252/375), n=2
67.2% (209/311), n=4

Elite Off-Ball Supporters:
N. Pennington (80.8%) and
H. Steele (80.7%) are the only
players to exceed 80% ASI.
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The 75th
percentile (~70%)
separates good
from from
67.2% (403/600),n=2 exceptional active

supporters.

Team ASI
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Team Culture:
Perth Glory (98.3%) and Auckland
(97.3%) demonstrate the
strongest off-ball support cultures.

Room for Improvement:
Macarthur FC (91.5%) is the
most static team under pressure,
The 7-point spread shows ASI
differentiates playing styles.




ASI vs Work Rate During Possession
r=0.74, p < 0.001 (n=167)
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Deeper Insights: Tracking Active Support and Fatigue Over Time
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Primary Observation

Active support shows a slight
downward trend within each half, with
the lowest values appearing in the
final 15 minutes of play (50.2%).

Statistical Nuance

While the overall first-half vs.
second-half difference is not
statistically significant (p = 0.46) with
this dataset, the pattern suggests
fatigue-related decline warrants
further investigation with more
matches.



Player-Level Fatigue: Identifying the ‘Maintainers’ and the ‘Faders’

Main Idea: More players show declining off-ball support in the second half (58%) than improving (42%),

but the real value is in identifying the outliers.

Top 5 Maintainers (Improved or held steady in H2)

60.0
J. Randall 78.0
E. Adams
L. Bayliss 78.0
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Top 5 Faders (Biggest H2 decline)

C. Piper
J. Rawlins
J. Hollman O
M. Tilio
H. Bility - :; ﬁg:
80 100

ASI (%)



From Insight to Impact: Practical Applications of the

Active Support Index
A £ =ha
/NN 3
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Scouts Coaches
|dentify 'highly-active Diagnose static
supporter' players who tendencies in attack.
consistently work off- Design training drills
ball to create options—a specifically aimed at
valuable trait that is improving support
hard to scout visually. patterns and off-ball
movement.

Analysts

Compare team tactical
styles. Evaluate support

quality by different
zones on the

pitch to see where the
team is most/least
effective.

Players

Receive objective,
data-driven feedback on
their off-ball
contribution, an area of
performance that often
lacks quantitative
measures.



