
I Swiatek — Insights Report
I Swiatek vs E Rybakina · I Swiatek-E Rybakina: 4-6 4-6
hybrid mode

AI Analysis

## Why the subject won or lost (Q7)

I Swiatek lost the overall point battle to E Rybakina, **51–59**—just **46% of all 110 points**. That eight-point deficit is the

clearest match-level explanation for the 4–6, 4–6 result.

The main measurable contributors were:

- **Clutch performance was the largest issue.** Swiatek won only **16 of 49 high-pressure points (33%)**. Her unforced-error

rate also rose under pressure, from **31% overall** to **36% under pressure** (**12 pressure unforced errors**). This indicates

that the point deficit was concentrated disproportionately in important moments.

- **Unforced errors gave away too many points.** Swiatek recorded **18 unforced errors**, equivalent to **31% of Rybakina’s 59

points won**. Errors were spread across both groundstrokes—**9 forehand** and **8 backhand**—with **11 errors long** and

**6 into the net**. Her forehand remained a major attacking weapon (**16 of 20 winners**), but the overall error count reduced

the value of that offense.

- **Serve performance was functional, but not clearly dominant.** Swiatek made **63% first serves (35/56)** and won **57% of

first-serve points (20/35)**. She also won **57% of second-serve points (12/21)**. The equal first- and second-serve point-win

rates and only **4 unreturnable serves from 56 service points** did not create a clear serving advantage in this match.

- **Break-point conversion was not the deciding weakness.** Swiatek converted **2 of 4 break points (50%)**, a solid return on

the opportunities she created. The loss is better explained by the broader point deficit and her 33% high-pressure-point success

rate than by missed break chances alone.

- **Game-point execution was also limited.** Swiatek converted only **6 of 12 game points (50%)**, consistent with the wider

difficulty in closing high-leverage points.

- **Her level fluctuated substantially.** The time-series assessment is sufficiently supported and labels performance as

**“streaky,”** with a point-differential variance of **14.9**. She had a strong G7 stretch (**+5 points, 13–8**) but then gave back

ground in G8 (**–5, 7–12**) and G9 (**–6, 3–9**).

No conclusion should be drawn about the net game: **Insufficient data (n=5 net points; net-win rate marked insufficient).**

## Recommendations (Q8)

1. **Train high-pressure point execution, with an explicit error-control target.**  

Swiatek won only **16/49 high-pressure points (33%)**, while her unforced-error rate increased to **36% under pressure**

versus **31% overall**. Use scored pressure drills beginning at 30–30, deuce, break point, and game point. Track whether the first

error is forced or unforced, with the goal of lowering pressure unforced errors rather than simply increasing aggression.

2. **Prioritize depth and margin on groundstrokes, especially on the forehand and backhand.**  

Swiatek made **18 unforced errors**: **9 forehands** and **8 backhands**. Most were misses long (**11**) rather than into

the net (**6**), so the primary technical/tactical emphasis should be controlling depth and spin when accelerating—particularly in

neutral-to-attacking rally balls. This preserves the forehand’s upside, which produced **16 winners**, while reducing its error cost.

3. **Build a closing-game practice block.**  

Swiatek converted only **6/12 game points (50%)**. Rehearse service games and return games where a game cannot be



completed until she converts a game point or saves one, using a pre-selected two-ball pattern. This specifically targets the

match’s measured difficulty finishing games.

4. **Use a repeatable between-point routine to reduce performance swings.**  

The sufficiently supported consistency measure showed high variability (**variance 14.9**) and sharp changes from G7 (**+5-

point differential**) to G8 (**–5**) and G9 (**–6**). Implement a fixed reset after every point—brief breathing cue, tactical

decision, then commitment to the next-point pattern—to stabilize decision-making after momentum changes.

5. **Improve first-serve reliability and first-ball effectiveness without overemphasizing net play.**  

Swiatek won **57%** on both first-serve (**20/35**) and second-serve points (**12/21**), so the first serve did not generate a

distinct advantage in this sample. Practice first-serve-plus-one patterns designed to create a clearer first-strike edge. Her fault

pattern was more often into the net (**12**) than long (**9**), supporting targeted work on net clearance and release

consistency.  

**No recommendation to increase net approaches is warranted:** net data are insufficient (**n=5**).

1 · Serve Patterns

First serve

Overall n=56

Deuce n=29

Ad n=27

High pressure n=23

Game point n=12

Second serve

Overall n=20

Deuce n=13

Ad n=7

High pressure n=7

Game point n=2

■ Wide   ■ Body   ■ T

Serve sequences (W/B/T by point):

1st · Deuce: WTWBWWTWTBBBBBWBBTTBTTWTBWWBW
1st · Ad: BBBBTWWBTTWWBTWWTBTBWTTWBWT
2nd · Deuce: TBTBTBTTBBBTT
2nd · Ad: BBWBWWW

2 · Serve Strengths & Weaknesses

1st serve in 63% (35/56)

1st serve won 57% (20/35)

2nd serve won 57% (12/21)

Aces 2

Double faults 1

Unreturnable serves 4

Fault tendency mostly net (12 net / 9 out)

No standout strengths or weaknesses met the sample-size threshold.



3 · Baseline Strengths & Weaknesses

Unforced errors: 18 (net 6, out 11)

Forehand 9 (50%)

Backhand 8 (44%)

Overhead 1 (6%)

Winners & forced errors: 20

Forehand 16 (80%)

Backhand 3 (15%)

Passing 1 (5%)

▲ Forehand is the bigger weapon. 16 forehand vs 3 backhand winners/forced errors

4 · Net Game

Net points played 5

Net points won 1/5 (20% (n=1, thin))

Volley (won / UE) 0 / 0

Overhead (won / UE) 0 / 1

Insufficient net data. only 5 net points played

5 · Momentum & Consistency

1 2 3 4 6 7 8 9 11

■ Won more   ■ Lost more

Streaky — performance swung between stretches. Mean point differential -1.5/bucket, variance 14.9.

No significant better/worse stretches detected.

6 · Clutch Performance

High-pressure points won 16/49 (33% (16/49))

HP on serve / return 23 / 26

HP first serve in 70% (16/23)

Unforced-error rate 36% under pressure vs 31% overall

Break points 2/4 (50% (2/4))

Game points 6/12 (50% (6/12))

• Struggled in clutch moments. won 16/49 high-pressure points (33%)



• Clinical break-point converter. 2/4 break points (50%)

7 · Why the subject won or lost

## Why the subject won or lost (Q7)

I Swiatek lost the overall point battle to E Rybakina, **51–59**—just **46% of all 110 points**. That eight-point deficit is the

clearest match-level explanation for the 4–6, 4–6 result.

The main measurable contributors were:

- **Clutch performance was the largest issue.** Swiatek won only **16 of 49 high-pressure points (33%)**. Her unforced-error

rate also rose under pressure, from **31% overall** to **36% under pressure** (**12 pressure unforced errors**). This indicates

that the point deficit was concentrated disproportionately in important moments.

- **Unforced errors gave away too many points.** Swiatek recorded **18 unforced errors**, equivalent to **31% of Rybakina’s 59

points won**. Errors were spread across both groundstrokes—**9 forehand** and **8 backhand**—with **11 errors long** and

**6 into the net**. Her forehand remained a major attacking weapon (**16 of 20 winners**), but the overall error count reduced

the value of that offense.

- **Serve performance was functional, but not clearly dominant.** Swiatek made **63% first serves (35/56)** and won **57% of

first-serve points (20/35)**. She also won **57% of second-serve points (12/21)**. The equal first- and second-serve point-win

rates and only **4 unreturnable serves from 56 service points** did not create a clear serving advantage in this match.

- **Break-point conversion was not the deciding weakness.** Swiatek converted **2 of 4 break points (50%)**, a solid return on

the opportunities she created. The loss is better explained by the broader point deficit and her 33% high-pressure-point success

rate than by missed break chances alone.

- **Game-point execution was also limited.** Swiatek converted only **6 of 12 game points (50%)**, consistent with the wider

difficulty in closing high-leverage points.

- **Her level fluctuated substantially.** The time-series assessment is sufficiently supported and labels performance as

**“streaky,”** with a point-differential variance of **14.9**. She had a strong G7 stretch (**+5 points, 13–8**) but then gave back

ground in G8 (**–5, 7–12**) and G9 (**–6, 3–9**).

No conclusion should be drawn about the net game: **Insufficient data (n=5 net points; net-win rate marked insufficient).**

## Recommendations (Q8)

1. **Train high-pressure point execution, with an explicit error-control target.**  

Swiatek won only **16/49 high-pressure points (33%)**, while her unforced-error rate increased to **36% under pressure**

versus **31% overall**. Use scored pressure drills beginning at 30–30, deuce, break point, and game point. Track whether the first

error is forced or unforced, with the goal of lowering pressure unforced errors rather than simply increasing aggression.

2. **Prioritize depth and margin on groundstrokes, especially on the forehand and backhand.**  

Swiatek made **18 unforced errors**: **9 forehands** and **8 backhands**. Most were misses long (**11**) rather than into

the net (**6**), so the primary technical/tactical emphasis should be controlling depth and spin when accelerating—particularly in

neutral-to-attacking rally balls. This preserves the forehand’s upside, which produced **16 winners**, while reducing its error cost.

3. **Build a closing-game practice block.**  

Swiatek converted only **6/12 game points (50%)**. Rehearse service games and return games where a game cannot be

completed until she converts a game point or saves one, using a pre-selected two-ball pattern. This specifically targets the

match’s measured difficulty finishing games.

4. **Use a repeatable between-point routine to reduce performance swings.**  

The sufficiently supported consistency measure showed high variability (**variance 14.9**) and sharp changes from G7 (**+5-



point differential**) to G8 (**–5**) and G9 (**–6**). Implement a fixed reset after every point—brief breathing cue, tactical

decision, then commitment to the next-point pattern—to stabilize decision-making after momentum changes.

5. **Improve first-serve reliability and first-ball effectiveness without overemphasizing net play.**  

Swiatek won **57%** on both first-serve (**20/35**) and second-serve points (**12/21**), so the first serve did not generate a

distinct advantage in this sample. Practice first-serve-plus-one patterns designed to create a clearer first-strike edge. Her fault

pattern was more often into the net (**12**) than long (**9**), supporting targeted work on net clearance and release

consistency.  

**No recommendation to increase net approaches is warranted:** net data are insufficient (**n=5**).

8 · Recommendations

NET GAME

Get to the net more — only 5 net points recorded. Approach-and-volley drills to add a finishing dimension.

↳ only 5 net points played

MENTAL / TACTICAL

Struggled in clutch moments: won 16/49 high-pressure points (33%)

↳ won 16/49 high-pressure points (33%)

MENTAL / TACTICAL

Clinical break-point converter: 2/4 break points (50%)

↳ 2/4 break points (50%)

CONSISTENCY

Reduce performance swings: the match had streaky stretches — work on between-point routine and steady tactical selection to avoid droughts.

↳ Streaky — performance swung between stretches
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