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Abstract By using the methods of literature video observation mathematical statistics and rank sum ratio
this paper makes a comprehensive evaluation and comparative analysis on the offensive and defensive ability of
the top 8 teams in the 2020 Tokyo Olympic Games. The results show that the American team has the strongest
offensive and defensive strength with an RSR of 1  while the Australian team is a level a team with an RSR of
0.81; The French team and the Slovenian team have reached the level B in attack and defense; Level C teams
include Spain; Italy and Germany are level D teams and Argentina is level E team. The correlation coefficient
between the attack and defense RSR value ranking of the top 8 teams and the final competition ranking r =
0.857 P<0.01 showing a very significant correlation.
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