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Issue # 5 Games of September 25 - 29, 2025

With this issue we debut our 2025 Spreadsheet. This exclusive feature provides concise comparative data
for all 136 FBS college and all 32 NFL teams. With the data you’'ll be able to analyze games of your
choice, including games on which we have just an opinion or lean. From the data you may be able to
uncover some additional selections that may meet your own criterion or selection preferences. The
Spreadsheet should be viewed not as a substitute for the selections in the Newsletter, but rather as a
supplement. By looking at how teams match up in various fundamental and technical areas you'll be able
to better see the *hows’ and ‘whys’ of football. Let’s look at the data which is the same for both the
colleges and the pros.

The first data is very basic, with the straight up (W-L) and pointspread (C-N-P) records shown followed
by the average points scored and allowed plus margin of victory/defeat. Then comes rush, pass and total
yardage per game averages, (against all foes, including non I-A college teams). Offensive data is given
first, then defensive data. Also shown are net total yards per game gained/allowed and net turnover
margin for the season (not per game average). We then show several sets of Power Ratings, which we
discuss below.

AVE PWR RTG is a team's Average Power Rating and is based on a team's results, measured totally by
final scores. These are 'raw' Ratings that are the basis for more detailed Ratings. These are evaluated
on a weekly basis and adjusted based upon comparing expected victory margin vs. actual margin, as
predicted by current Power Rating and take into account, in the case of the colleges, a team’s Conference
Rating.

AVE OPP PWR RTG is the Average Opponents' Power Rating and is based upon the same concepts as
a team's own Power Ratings. It is derived simply by taking an average of all opponents' Power Ratings
at the time the game was played. This gives us a basic measure of a team's level of competition. For the
colleges Opponents’ Power Ratings are also influenced by the strength of a team’s Conference Rating.

NET CHG is the pure change in a team's Power Rating from the season's start and measure whether a
team has improved or worsened during the season.

LINE POWR is the Line Power rating and is an attempt to measure a team’s strength based on both how
the public perceives the team (in terms of the Average Line Played Against, or their average pointspread)
and how the team actually performs on the field (in terms of Average Result Vs. the Line). A higher
number is better and we use a weighting formula that places somewhat more of an emphasis on how the
team performs as opposed to how the team is expected to perform. We weight “Reality” heavier than
“Perception.”

GAME PLAY POWR is Game Play Power Rating and is an attempt to evaluate the result of each games
in a numerical fashion by looking at other factors in addition to the final score. In particular we look at
rushing yardage, passing yardage and turnovers in addition to the final score and develop a single
measure to indicate which team played the better game regardless of the outcome. Sometimes the better
team doesn’t win. But that’s not the way to wager. We want to be able to use this measure as a means
of finding attractive underdogs who might not have a good win-loss record but have played much more
competitively than final scores might indicate. Conversely, this measure helps us find overvalued and
false favorites.

COMP POWR represents Composite Power Rating and is a combination of the two Ratings just described
plus the team’s Average Power Rating and their Opponents’ Average Power Rating. It is the one number
that attempts to take into account all of the important factors in analyzing a game and does so without
bias. It's based on a formula that we’ve used for years. And as the season progresses it represents a
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pretty good measure of the actual difference between teams.

Finally, *X FACTOR' is a measure of correlation between a team’s ability to gain or allow yards and their
ability to score or prevent points. A positive number is indicative of an efficient team while a negative
number indicates an inefficient team. More on this interesting, revealing and very useful statistic next
week.

COLLEGE SELECTION OF THE WEEK: MISSISSIPPI - 1 over Lsu - Ole Miss has not missed a beat
at QB in the post-Dart era even though Simmons, who started the season was injured in the Arkansas win.
Backup Chambliss filled in well and the Rebels - facing 4 FBS teams - are averaging 543 yards and 44.8
points per game. LSU also has impressive season-to-date stats - but here is where stats are misleading.
In their 4 games LSU has outscored opponents by 145 yards per game (391-246) and 19.8 points per
game (29.0-9.2). But when you take out their 56-10 win over SE Louisiana the stats for LSU vs only FBS
teams show and total yards edge of just 85 ypg (345-26) and 11.0 ppg (20.0-9.0). Still impressive but
also skewed by that blowout win against lower level competition. Given Clemson’s struggles (1-3) LSU’s
season opening 17-10 road win over Clemson’s Tigers has lost luster. And given the recent struggles
Florida’s had LSU’s 20-10 over the Gators is less impressive that might otherwise be thought (especially
with LSU +4 in turnovers). The home team has won 5 straight in the series with LSU won 29-26 in OT
with the winning TD marking the first time LSU had led all game. The streak continues. Mississippi 30-23.

Other Featured College Selections

Florida State - 7 over VIRGINIA (Friday) - Virginia is playing for a fifth straight week while Florida
State take to the road for the first time after opening the season with a statement making 31-17 win over
Alabama. The Seminoles followed that win up with a pair of blowout wins over a weak FCS foe and a just
as weak FBS opponent (Kent State). FSU will be very fresh for this game and that early season win over
‘Bama suggests this season’s team is more like the 2023 team that went 13-0 but was left out of the CFP,
effects of which seemed to carry over to 2024. The Seminoles went an unthinkable 2-10 (one of the wins
a late season win over an FCS foe) and coach Norvell is fortunate to be back for a sixth season. Virginia
coach Elliott is in his fourth season and his Cavs have shown modest overall improvement each season.
But that progress have been mixed as the offense has shown steady improvement its’ been offset by a
decline in defense. These ACC foes have met just once in the last decade with FSU winning back in 2019.
FSU has the stronger pedigree that goes back decades as a national power under former coach Bowden.
But the legendary coach retired in 2009 after 34 years in charge. FSU still has gone a very solid 129-64
with a the 2013 National Championship. During the same time frame Virginia’s record was just 74-107.
FSU still enjoys a significant recruiting edge and has the stronger and deeper roster. FSU should wear
down the Cavs in the second half as playing a sixth straight week takes its toll. Florida State 40-20.

Notre Dame - 4 over ARKANSAS - This game could (or should) be hyped as the “Lou Holtz Bowl” as
the longtime coach had success in 7 seasons coaching Arkansas (60-21-2 and all winning seasons) and
11 at Notre Dame (100-30-2 with 10 winning seasons). Notre Dame’s fortunes have continued over the
passing decades whereas Arkansas has enjoyed only modest success. Current coach Pittman was hired
amidst much fanfare but his record since arriving in 2020 is a very modest 32-33 including 2-2 thus far
this season. Arkansas’ losses have been at Ole Miss and at Memphis. Both wins came against an FCS
team and a weak regional opponent, Arkansas State. Notre Dame lost at Miami and to Texas A&M to open
the season (both are legitimate Playoff possibilities) before getting its first win last week over Purdue.
It is yet to be seen if Arkansas, despite playing at home, can handles this significant step up in class. The
key matchup is Arkansas’ strong running game vs Notre Dame’s strong rush defense. Arkansas has a Bye
next week before playing at Tennessee. Although this is not a conference game there is no look ahead
with Notre Dame in town. The line does seem short and Notre Dame has faced better competition even
though the lost those games by 1 and 3 points. Notre Dame gets the win 37-27.

Alabama + 3 over GEORGIA - Both perennial powers should be well rested and well prepared for this
matchup as both are off Byes. Tennessee is off a wild 44-41 OT win at Tennessee in a game they trailed
for much of the game. Alabama is off a lopsided 38-14 win over a down Wisconsin program off its first
losing season since 2001. Although there a several other worthy contenders this could be a preview of
the SEC Title game. Alabama has had the upper hand in this series over the past decade, going 7-1 SU
vs the Bulldogs with the lone loss in the 2021 National Championship game which avenged a 26-23 loss
to the Tide in the 2017 Championship game. Alabama is 2-0 in regular season games and 4-0 in SEC Title
games. As an underdog Alabama is 4-1 both SU and ATS in the series, 3-0 SU, 1-2 ATS as favorites. Of
course most of Alabama’s success came under former coach Saban facing former assistant and current
Georgia coach Smart. As disappointing as 2024's 9-4 season was with DeBoer replacing Saban perhaps
the highlight of the season was ‘Bama’s early season 41-34 win as 1 2 point home dogs over Georgia.




The point is that when 2 powerhouses meet - teams that often are top 5 in sending players to the NFL
every season - taking points is a prudent way to go when there is long term familiarity between the teams
and they recruit from the same rich regions and national top talent pool. Alabama wins 27-24.

Best of the Rest (Opinions)

ARIZONA STATE - 2 2 over Tcu (Friday) OHIO U - 10 over Bowling Green

WEST VIRGINIA + 13 over Utah Liberty + 16 over OLD DOMINION

NORTHERN ILLINOIS + 2 Y2 over San Diego St California + 6 2 over BOSTON COLLEGE

Virginia Tech over NORTH CAROLINA STATE Ucla + 6 > over NORTHWESTERN

AIR FORCE - 6 2 over Hawaii San Jose State + 2 %2 over STANFORD
Jacksonville State + 4 over SOUTHERN MISS KANSAS - 4 2 over Cincinnati

IOWA STATE - 6 2 over Arizona Tennessee - 7 Y2 over MISSISSIPPI STATE
ILLINOIS + 6 %2 over Usc TEXAS A&M - 6 2 over Auburn

PENN STATE - 3 2 over Oregon Louisiana Tech - 4 over UTEP

Ohio State - 8 over WASHINGTON

The Rest (Leans)

Army + 5 over EAST CAROLINA (Thursday) Houston - 13 %2 over OREGON STATE (Friday)
JAMES MADISON - 17 2 over Ga. Southern TOLEDO - 21 over Akron

Memphis - 13 %2 over FLORIDA ATLANTIC BUFFALO + 4 over Connecticut

Indiana - 8 over IOWA Louisville - 4 Y2 over PITTSBURGH

Duke - 6 over SYRACUSE Georgia Tech - 14 over WAKE FOREST

Eastern Michigan + 6 over CENTRAL MICHIGAN Rutgers + 4 2 over MINNESOTA

Utah State + 22 > over VANDERBILT BOISE STATE - 16 2 over Appalachian State
New Mexico State + 14 over NEW MEXICO Rice + 14 over NAVY

OKLAHOMA STATE + 21 over Baylor SOUTH CAROLINA - 6 over Kentucky

NORTH TEXAS - 12 %> over South Alabama Central Florida + 6 over KANSAS STATE
Tulane - 15 %2 over TULSA Marshall + 1 > over UL LAFAYETTE
Arkansas State + 1 2 over UL MONROE MISSOURI - 44 > over Massachusetts

Middle Tennessee St + 7 2 over KENNESAW ST | Western Kentucky - 4 2 over MISSOURI STATE

Washington State + 4 2 over COLORADO STATE | COLORADO + 6 2 over Byu

NFL SELECTION OF THE WEEK: L A RAMS - 3 12 over Indianapolis - The Rams could easily be 3-0
but for that blocked FG return that ended last week’s game in Philadelphia. Indy could easily be 2-1 but
for their benefit of a Denver penalty that gave the Colts a second try of a missed FG. The retry was made
and turned what appeared to be a loss into a Week 2 win. Nevertheless the Colts are a much improved
team in coach Steichen’s third season. Taking over a team that was 4-12-1 in 2022 the Colts have gone
9-8 and 8-9. The signing of ex-Giants QB Jones has had a huge positive impact thus far. The Colts are




#1 in total offense and #5 in total defense. The Rams are #6 and #8 respectively. The Rams have faced
a tougher early schedule. Both played and won road game at Tennessee. The Rams had a decided edge
in total yards differential of +187 to +83, an edge that was validated by their yards per play differential
of +0.9 ypp. It's not much to go on but does but both wins in perspective. Both teams have the look of
Playoffs contenders based on the first 3 weeks. The Rams are looking for their ninth Playoffs trip in the
past 7 seasons, 2 of which resulted making it to the Super Bowl (1-1). Coach McVay has become one of
the NFL's top coaches in his now 8+ seasons. The Colts last made the Playoffs in 2020. Indy clearly is
a team on the rise but the Rams’ edge in experience, and proven coaching, rate the nod here, especially
after the freakish way they lost in Philly last week after ending last season on the same field in losing in
the NFC Championship game. There will be spots spots to back the Colts. Just not here. Rams 27-16.

Other Featured NFL Selections:

Philadelphia - 3 /2 over TAMPA BAY - Both teams survived major scares last week to remain among
the six unbeaten teams. The Eagles, down 26-7 early third quarter closed to 26-21 before taking a late
27-26 lead. The blocked the potential game winning Rams’ FG attempt and returned it for a TD that not
just won the game but also covered the spread. Tampa similarly needed a late FG after giving up what
seemed a comfortable 23-6 fourth quarter lead to win 29-27. Tampa’s 3 wins are by 3, 1 and 2 points
against teams that are a combined 1-8. Trailing most of their game the Eagles finally opened up their
passing game which succeeded and should now be more integrated into their game plans that had been
mostly geared to short passes and the running game which has yet to be as effective as in 2024. In fact
RB Barkley is averaging just 3.3 ypr with his longest run just 16 yards. Tampa is dealing with multiple
injuries to their offense, including the line and the injury that will sideline WR Evans. Philly has also won
by small margins. The Buccs have won their last 2 meetings vs the Eagles and were they healthier would
be in a good spot to make it 3 straight. But the Eagles are still the better balanced and healthier team
with a defense that is rounding into shape after off season roster turnover. And Philly has played a much
tougher early schedule, defeating 2 teams that they also defeated in last season’s runs to their Super Bowl
title (Rams and Chiefs). Though outgained in all 3 wins, Iggles still rate the edge. Philadelphia 31-23.

KANSAS CITY + 3 over Baltimore - Both teams are 1-2. Baltimore defeated Cleveland but lost to both
Buffalo and Detroit. Kansas City defeated the Giants but lost to the Chargers and Philadelphia. The Chiefs
are home underdogs for a second straight home game. The offense showed some signs of improvement
when stepping down in class vs the Giants. The defense remains a strength. The reverse is true for the
Ravens whose offense is top tier that is supported by a defense that ranks last in yards allowed, #31 in
points allowed and #25 in yards per play. In ranking the 4 units #1 is the Baltimore offense, #2 is the
Chiefs’ defense, #3 is the Chiefs’ offense and last is the Ravens’ defense. In matchups of a great offense
and a great defense the preference is to back the defense. When two below average units meet it's the
offense that rates the edge. The winner of this game improves to 2-2 and has a reasonable possibility
of contending for the top AFC seed, especially KC which has yet to face Buffalo, the current AFC favorite
that’s already defeated Baltimore. Raven RB Henry has lost key fumbles twice already, perhaps showing
signs of age. The Ravens have been outgained in all 3 games. With WR Worthy still nursing an injury,
Thornton may be emerging as a reliable target for QB Mahomes. One of these teams will leave 1-2 and
the thought here is that it will be Baltimore. KC’s defense keys the win. Kansas City, 27-20.

DENVER - 7 /2 over Cincinnati (Monday) - Cincy is not as bad as they looked in last week’s 48-10
thrashing in Minnesota but the impact going for of the loss to injury of QB Burrow is cause for major
concern. Backup Browning was harassed all game with 4 sacks and 2 interceptions. And it does not get
any easier against a talented and deep Denver defense. That unit is making up for a slow start by the
offense and second year QB Nix. This is a key spot for the Broncos who return home after 2 roadies with
2 more up next. Even with Burrow the Bengals’ offense had struggled in tight wins at Cleveland and over
Jacksonville. Cincinnati has been outgained by 180 yards in 2 of their 3 games but it was due not to a
porous defense (has put up average stats) but by a non-productive offense that has twice been held under
175 total yards (and yet to gain more than 53 on the ground). Cincy’s QB issues and their lack of their
expected strong offense will put more pressure on what has shown to be, early on, a somewhat better
defense than we saw last season. Denver gets the solid win, 28-16.

Best of the Rest (Opinions)
ARIZONA + 1 over Seattle (Thursday( NEW ENGLAND - 5 2 over Carolina

L A Chargers - 6 Y2 over N Y GIANTS LAS VEGAS - 1 over Chicago

Green Bay - 7 over DALLAS MIAMI - 3 over N Y Jets (Monday)




The Rest (Leans)

Pittsburgh + 3 %2 over Minnesota (Dublin) BUFFALO - 16 > over New Orleans
ATLANTA + 2 %2 over Washington DETROIT - 9 over Cleveland
HOUSTON - 7 over Tennessee Jacksonville + 3 over SAN FRANCISCO

Best of the NFL Totals

Minnesota/Pittsburgh UNDER 43 - Philadelphia/Tampa Bay OVER 43 2
Washington/Atlanta UNDER 45 - L A Chargers/N Y Giants UNDER 44
Indianapolis/L A Rams UNDER 49 > N Y Jets/Miami OVER 44 -

Money Line Recommendations
College: NORTH. ILLINOIS BUFFALO U Jacksonville State Alabama
Pro: ARIZONA ATLANTA Jacksonville KANSAS CITY

NOTE: All Selections are picked Against the Spread (ATS). Unless otherwise indicated, HOME TEAMS are
in CAPS. All material is provided as news matter only and is not to be used in violation of any Federal, State
or Local law(s).
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AVE AVE AVE|AVE AVE AVE AVE | NET

AVE AVE RUN PAS TOT|RUN PAS TOT| AVE AVE | OPP | PWR GAME

PTS PTS AVE |[YPG YPG YPG|YPG YPG YPG| NET [NET| PWR | PWR | RTG | LINE | PLAY [COMP | 'X'
TEAM W L T|C N P |FOR AGT MGN [FOR FOR FOR|AGT AGT AGT|YPG |T/O | RTG | RTG | CHG |POWR [POWR | POWR | FCTR
Seattle 2 1 0|2 1 0293 157 137 |96 219 315 90 222 312 3 0 [103.0| 95.3 3 120.3 | 106.5 | 105.6 25
Arizona 2 1 01 1 1]207 17.0 3.7 [111 165 276| 76 264 341| -64 | 2 |101.5[ 93.7 -1 102.7 | 110.0 | 101.9 24
Minnesota 2 1 0|2 1 0270 187 83 [122 146 268|130 141 271 -3 3 [100.2 | 983 4 111.0 | 107.4 | 103.4 19
Pittsburgh 2 1 01 2 0240 257 -1.7 |63 184 247|139 247 386 |-139| 5 | 97.8 | 96.7 -2 95.8 99.2 97.5 24
Philadelphia 3 0 0|2 1 0257 210 4.7 [122 147 269|133 186 319 -50 | 2 [112,5100.3| -5 103.9 | 107.3 | 107.3 22
Tampa Bay 3 0 0]2 1 0240 220 2.0 |131 192 322| 84 213 297 | 25 2 1103.8 | 97.0 -3 102.2 | 116.3 | 104.6 -3
New Orleans 0 3 0|0 3 0157 30.0 -14.3[102 200 302|103 210 313 | -11 0 [912 |1010| -3 82.1 93.6 91.8 -20
Buffalo 3 0 02 1 0340 237 10.3[163 257 420|156 131 287|133 | 3 |110.0 [100.7| -1 112.0 | 117.3 | 110.0 -14
Carolina 1 2 0|2 1 01207 177 3.0 | 91 186 277|138 197 334| -57 | -1 | 93.8 | 98.0 6 108.1 | 97.4 98.2 18
New England 1 2 0|1 2 0200 227 -2.7 |100 246 346| 60 256 317 | 29 | -3 | 93.2 | 95.0 -1 96.1 97.9 95.1 -11
Washington 2 1 0|2 1 0267 19.0 7.7 [157 197 354101 229 330 24 | -1 |105.0 | 99.3 0 110.1 | 93.8 | 102.6 10
Atlanta 1 2 0|1 2 0140 197 -57 139 199 339| 96 131 227|111 | O | 95,5 | 99.3 -1 91.2 99.9 96.3 -29
Cleveland 1 2 0|2 1 0153 227 -73 |87 203 290| 57 147 204 | 86 | -4 | 925 | 108.7 4 94.8 91.2 96.0 -25
Detroit 2 1 0]2 1 0343 26.0 83 [149 245 394| 99 209 308 87 2 [109.5]106.3 3 112.2 | 112.1 | 109.9 -9
Tennessee 0 3 0|1 2 0170 313 -143| 89 134 222|146 228 374 |(-151| 1 90.8 |102.7 | -1 83.4 91.1 91.8 0
Houston 0 3 0[O0 3 0127 17.0 -43 [ 95 172 267|109 207 316| -48 | -3 |101.5[101.3| -2 93.9 90.5 97.7 8
L A Chargers 3 0 0|3 0 0233 167 6.7 |92 270 362| 95 182 277 | 86 0 |[103.2]100.3 2 109.3 | 103.8 | 104.0 -4
N Y Giants 0 3 01 2 0173 27.7 -10.3][ 96 243 339|153 252 405| -66 | -2 | 93.2 | 102.0 0 88.4 85.8 92.5 -8
Jacksonville 2 1 0|2 1 0233 17.0 6.3 [142 215 356 83 209 292 | 64 5 | 945 | 99.0 5 109.1 | 111.7 | 101.8 -1
San Francisco 3 0 0[]2 0 1]19.7 163 3.3 | 90 271 361[104 162 266 | 95 | -1 | 97.2 | 98.7 3 103.5 | 99.9 99.3 -15
Indianapolis 3 0 0|3 0 0 (343 187 157|153 265 419| 94 178 272|146 | 5 | 97.5 | 98.3 8 122.0 | 122.5 | 107.6 -2
L A Rams 2 1 0]2 1 0/[243 203 4.0 |127 237 364|103 165 268 | 95 1 [105.0]101.7 0 104.9 | 105.6 | 1044 -15
Chicago 1 2 0|1 2 0253 310 -57 |113 234 347|139 248 387 | 40 | 2 | 975 |101.7| -1 93.2 99.6 97.9 2
Las Vegas 1 2 0|1 2 0177 247 -7.0 |72 248 320|114 237 351| -31 [ -1 | 95.0 | 100.7 1 91.6 91.9 94.8 -7
Baltimore 1 2 0|1 2 0370 320 50 [123 208 331|149 266 415| -84 | 0 |1125(104.0| -2 103.2 | 99.7 | 106.4 14
Kansas City 1 2 0|1 2 01200 187 1.3 |108 208 316|114 183 297 | 19 1 [102.0]102.7 1 100.2 | 104.7 | 102.3 -2
Green Bay 2 1 0|2 1 0213 147 6.7 |98 202 300| 64 168 232 | 68 1 1108.8102.0| -1 107.2 | 111.1 | 107.6 5
Dallas 1 2 0|1 2 0247 307 -6.0 125 269 394|110 288 398| 4 [ -5 | 96.8 [ 101.3 0 91.6 89.7 95.2 -3
NY Jets 0 3 0|2 1 0230 31.0 -80 [127 145 272(133 207 340 -69 | -4 | 96.0 | 104.3 1 91.3 83.7 94.3 4
Miami 0 3 01 2 0187 323 -13.7] 90 192 282|145 225 370| -89 | -5 | 95.8 | 98.7 -5 82.0 78.5 90.2 -8
Cincinnati 2 1 0|1 2 0193 303 -11.0| 49 172 221|119 241 360|-139| -4 | 99.8 | 93.7 | -10 82.4 85.0 92.1 7
Denver 1 2 0|0 3 01227 213 13 |129 173 302|115 213 327| -25 | -1 |103.5| 97.3 -2 100.2 | 99.8 | 100.9 5
Army 1 2 0|1 2 0297 320 -23 (301 109 410|165 191 356 | 54 | -4 |179.9 [179.1| -2 98.6 97.0 | 147.2 -59
East Carolina 2 2 03 1 0310 152 158|131 331 462| 87 221 308| 154 | 5 |175.2|168.2 7 114.7 | 116.0 | 152.3 -24
Florida St 3 0 0|3 0 0580 10.0 480|363 266 629| 78 170 248|381 | O |189.8|1620| 18 1385 | 1244 | 160.4 9
Virginia U 3 1 03 1 0455 195 26.0 252 313 564|100 213 314|251 [ 2 [189.7]|165.8 | 10 120.5 | 119.0 | 156.4 -8
TCU 3 0 0|2 1 0 |417 197 220|175 341 516|107 246 353 | 163 | 2 |203.4 |175.1 1 114.7 | 114.2 | 1624 10
Arizona St 3 1 02 2 0]298 205 9.2 [219 187 406 | 95 239 334 | 72 3 [2055[180.5| -6 103.2 | 113.3 | 161.0 -9
Houston U 3 0 0|3 0 0327 97 230(201 187 389(104 120 224|165 | 6 |189.9|170.3| 10 117.5 | 128.7 | 159.3 13
Oregon St 0 4 0[O0 4 0158 39.0 -23.2| 70 248 318|183 282 464 |-146| -4 |159.5[1952| -1 82.6 80.0 | 136.2 -12
Bowling Green 2 2 0|3 1 0215 235 -20[150 165 316|111 240 350 | -35 | 4 |159.9|167.5 0 102.2 | 107.0 | 141.2 7
Ohio U 2 2 0]2 1 1272 29.0 -1.8 [192 222 414|159 266 425 -11 1 [175.71186.5| -3 100.3 | 102.3 | 146.9 -10
Georgia Southern 2 2 0|2 2 0300 380 -80|163 224 386|246 235 481| -95 | 2 |165.6|168.7 | -3 92.0 96.6 | 136.8 5
James Madison 2 1 0|3 0 0300 17.0 13.0 222 165 387|112 103 215|172 | -1 |174.8 | 167.8 3 110.9 | 109.7 | 147.9 -27
Akron 1 3 0|2 2 0198 290 -9.2 (156 183 340|165 287 452 |-112 | 3 |147.7 | 162.8 1 95.1 99.3 | 128.1 13
Toledo 2 2 0]3 1 0335 148 18.8|204 214 418|101 145 246|172 | 3 [163.9]|158.7 9 114.3 | 116.2 | 143.8 -4
Utah U 3 1 0|3 1 0368 148 220 (243 211 454 (111 178 289 164 | 2 |200.7 | 175.9 4 113.8 | 116.4 | 164.4 2
West Virginia 2 2 02 2 0240 212 2.8 [205 203 408|131 192 322| 86 | -3 |189.3|170.2| -2 99.6 | 102.1 [ 151.9 -37
Liberty 1 3 0|0 4 0195 238 -42|176 200 376|227 136 362| 14 | -3 |158.1|159.0| -1 91.5 924 | 132.0 -31
Old Dominion 2 1 03 0 0377 19.7 18.0 (245 216 461|204 187 391 | 71 2 [1755(1795| 11 120.5 | 109.9 | 152.2 42
Memphis 4 0 0|4 0 0358 16.0 19.8|236 202 438| 96 213 308 | 130 | 3 |[186.0|170.1 3 115.7 | 117.2 | 156.1 14
Florida Atlantic 1 2 0|1 2 01303 303 0.0 |135 327 462|135 226 361 100 [ -8 |160.4 [ 151.9 1 98.7 90.6 | 1324 -79
San Diego St 2 1 0|2 1 01297 120 17.7|147 183 330| 84 176 260| 70 3 [165.8|164.4 | 13 118.4 | 124.9 | 1445 41
Northern lllinois 1 2 0|1 2 0127 250 -12.3|161 114 275|147 190 336 | -61 0 [158.5]|1755| -5 91.4 93.5 | 138.1 -26
Notre Dame 1 2 0|1 2 0|400 327 7.3 161 265 426|108 289 397 | 29 | -1 |218.1 (1984 | -7 102.0 | 102.9 | 165.8 8
Arkansas U 2 2 01 3 0435 235 20.0[228 324 552|158 214 371|181 | 0 |210.3|171.9 4 111.8 | 109.2 | 164.0 3
California 3 1 0|2 2 0240 165 7.5 [107 256 363| 95 196 290 | 73 0 [186.5]|1585| -5 100.6 | 105.0 | 150.1 2
Boston College 1 2 0|2 1 0420 273 147 |73 394 467|126 190 316 151 [ -2 [192.1[161.2| -3 107.8 | 97.7 | 150.2 -46
Connecticut 2 2 0|2 2 0378 272 105196 297 493|149 260 408 | 85 3 (1913|1520 -4 104.8 | 1179 | 151.6 0
Buffalo 2 2 0|2 2 0258 195 6.2 [168 178 346|116 222 338 | 8 0 [161.5]1553| -2 100.3 | 105.1 | 136.7 25
Virginia Tech 1 3 0|0 4 0238 298 -6.0 138 232 370|158 214 371| -2 | -3 |189.3 (1833 | -7 88.9 93.5 | 147.3 -37
North Carolina St 3 1 02 2 0315 292 22 [174 271 445|124 290 414 | 31 | -2 |186.3[182.0| -1 99.8 99.9 | 153.2 -18
Indiana U 4 0 0|3 1 0 |548 82 465|309 280 588| 87 119 206|383 | 5 [218.6|166.7 9 135.4 | 133.1 | 1741 -3
lowa U 3 1 0]2 1 1330 145 185[200 138 338| 61 173 234|105 | 0 |205.2|169.7 1 1104 | 1154 | 161.1 41
Louisville 3 0 0|0 3 0397 16.0 237|156 259 415(130 115 245|170 | -1 | 201.5[159.7 | -1 111.7 | 109.5 | 156.8 17
Pittsburgh 2 1 0]2 1 0433 19.0 243 (109 315 424| 84 203 286 138 | 0 |189.3|154.8 5 114.4 | 1104 | 1516 24
Duke 2 2 0|1 3 0340 322 1.8 [132 332 464|153 260 414| 50 | -2 |187.3|176.8| -2 97.3 97.8 | 147.7 -30
Syracuse 3 1 0]2 2 0382 275 108|119 354 473|159 296 455| 18 0 [193.3]181.8 3 110.1 | 101.6 | 155.3 20
Georgia Tech 4 0 0|3 1 0388 192 195|249 243 492|155 180 335| 157 | -3 [197.1|173.6 3 112.9 | 106.4 | 157.7 -3
Wake Forest 2 1 0|1 2 0253 17.7 7.7 |154 246 400|132 185 317 | 83 | -3 |181.1[156.8 | -1 103.1 | 99.7 | 1444 -11
Eastern Michigan 1 3 0|2 2 0268 398 -13.0|145 248 393|272 235 507 |-114| O |145.7|163.6| -1 88.8 916 | 1241 -12
Central Michigan 2 2 0]2 2 0212 33.0 -11.8[147 156 303|163 231 394 | -91 2 |148.5]168.2 1 91.6 96.5 | 128.9 -9
UCLA 0 3 0|0 3 0143 36.0 -21.7(122 203 325|244 187 431(-106| -2 | 189.8 [179.5| -12 74.9 824 | 1433 -23
Northwestern 1 2 0|2 1 01197 213 -1.7 |178 180 359|172 153 325| 34 | -6 |188.3|177.2 3 98.2 92.2 | 148.8 -29
Rutgers 3 1 0|2 2 0 (418 240 17.8 141 305 446|152 192 344 102 | 2 |200.2 | 164.4 1 1094 | 111.8 | 159.3 -1
Minnesota U 2 1 0|1 2 0343 123 22.0 /180 240 421| 41 136 178|243 | 1 |204.3|151.8| -6 112.9 | 120.7 | 158.8 -12
Utah State 3 1 0|4 0 0368 242 125 (181 246 428178 202 380 | 47 2 [171.8|1654 5 114.7 | 107.6 | 146.0 23
Vanderbilt 4 0 0|4 0 0[475 128 34.8|224 258 482| 70 180 250|232 | 5 [211.5]169.8| 10 129.7 | 1254 | 169.2 15
Hawaii U 3 2 0|3 2 0220 212 0.8 |9 239 336|112 170 282| 54 | -8 |161.0 | 165.0 0 98.0 936 | 135.8 -24
Air Force 1 2 0|1 2 0387 37.0 1.7 |267 195 462|188 255 444 | 18 [ -1 |168.0 [ 156.7 | -2 97.5 | 100.9 [ 138.9 -7
Appalachian St 2 1 0|1 2 0253 207 4.7 [162 358 520 | 62 213 274|245 | -3 |166.0 | 1453 | -6 986 | 106.3 | 136.4 | -106
Boise State 2 1 0]2 1 0357 283 7.3 [244 292 536|167 226 393 | 143 | -1 | 180.0 |163.0| -4 99.5 | 103.6 | 1454 -39
New Mexico St 2 1 0|1 2 0 (180 220 -4.0 |48 253 301|187 214 402(-100| -1 |146.3|146.0| -3 94.6 88.5 | 1243 40
New Mexico U 2 1 0]2 1 0[280 220 6.0 [188 175 363|144 244 388 -25 | -3 |168.6 | 181.2 7 111.9 | 99.7 | 146.0 44
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AVE AVE AVE |AVE AVE AVE AVE | NET

AVE AVE RUN PAS TOT|RUN PAS TOT| AVE AVE | OPP | PWR GAME

PTS PTS AVE |YPG YPG YPG|YPG YPG YPG| NET |[NET| PWR | PWR | RTG | LINE | PLAY [ COMP X
TEAM W L T|C N P |FOR AGT MGN [FOR FOR FOR|AGT AGT AGT|YPG [T/O | RTG | RTG | CHG | POWR |POWR | POWR | FCTR
San Jose St 1 2 0|1 2 0 |173 273 -10.0|119 239 359|181 221 402 -44 | -5 |167.3|173.8| -3 90.6 87.0 | 1355 -19
Stanford 1 3 01 3 0182 295 -11.2|111 181 292|129 276 404 |-112| -1 | 180.7 | 188.9 0 94.8 92.2 | 1487 7
Jacksonville State 2 2 0|2 1 1308 230 7.8 [262 148 409|154 245 400| 10 3 |168.9|159.7| -6 107.5 | 110.3 | 142.0 27
Southern Miss 2 2 0|2 2 0282 265 1.8 [118 274 392|144 255 399 | -7 3 |1516|166.0| 13 102.8 | 103.5 | 135.6 8
Cincinnati 2 1 0|2 1 0 [403 133 27.0|184 255 438 | 92 183 276| 163 | -2 | 189.7 | 155.6 3 117.7 | 109.1 | 152.4 27
Kansas U 3 1 02 2 01372 16.5 20.8|190 223 413|133 186 320 | 94 3 1199.3 [170.0 3 113.8 | 114.7 | 158.7 42
Arizona U 3 0 0|3 0 0370 87 283|189 248 437| 96 126 222|215 | 6 |[186.9165.9| 10 122.2 | 125.6 | 157.5 10
lowa State 4 0 01]2 1 1]298 142 155|161 222 383|121 176 297 | 86 2 1201.9)184.2 4 111.8 | 112.0 | 162.4 22
Rice 3 1 0|2 2 0222 202 20 (246 77 323|132 172 304 | 19 1 |165.4 [155.0 | -2 101.2 | 107.3 | 137.9 5
Navy 3 0 02 1 01440 180 26.0|375 118 493 | 82 236 318|175 | 2 [181.6 1446 | -2 114.8 | 120.6 | 148.6 12
Tennessee U 3 1 0|2 1 1535 278 258216 338 554 | 93 279 372|182 | 0 [2155[177.5 1 116.0 | 112.3 | 167.0 -12
Mississippi St 4 0 0|4 0 01398 118 28.0 207 237 444|136 128 264 | 180 | 5 |200.3 |153.6 8 120.4 | 121.7 | 158.9 22
Baylor 2 2 0|1 3 0345 292 52 [139 338 477|186 181 367 | 110 [ -2 | 199.5|183.6| -5 99.1 98.4 | 157.0 -55
Oklahoma St 1 2 00 3 0140 31.7 -17.7|152 172 324|211 216 427 |-102| 0 |178.7|1726| -6 79.7 89.5 | 138.6 -16
Kentucky U 2 1 0|1 2 0317 23.0 87 |215 171 385|137 278 415| -30 [ 2 |199.6 | 175.2 1 104.4 | 109.9 | 157.7 60
South Carolina U 2 2 0]2 2 0]222 202 20 |80 220 300|152 194 346 | -46 1 12115(188.0| -6 96.7 98.1 162.1 35
South Alabama 1 3 0|2 2 0260 308 -48|186 193 380|200 144 344 | 35 | -3 [168.0 | 164.5| -10 94.5 95.3 | 138.8 -59
North Texas 4 0 0]3 1 01470 195 275|174 262 437|166 119 284 )| 152 | 8 |177.2|1594| 16 123.2 | 118.0 | 152.5 22
Central Florida 3 0 0|2 1 0397 87 310|202 247 449|129 117 246|203 | 5 [195.9 | 158.0 5 122.1 | 126.0 | 159.3 20
Kansas St 1 3 0]0 4 0]242 265 -22 108 213 321|176 177 353 | -32 | O |196.5)|178.8| -10 91.2 959 | 151.8 8
LsSuU 4 0 0|2 2 0290 92 198|117 274 391 | 64 182 246 | 145 | 2 |2155|179.6 2 110.5 | 117.6 | 167.2 2
Mississippi U 4 0 0]3 1 01448 188 26.0 (218 325 543|190 166 357 | 186 | -2 |221.7 | 187.4 1 120.7 | 107.0 | 171.1 27
Tulane 3 1 0|2 2 0250 265 -15|211 173 384|162 253 414 | -31 6 |181.2]1903| -2 97.2 | 107.1 | 152.9 16
Tulsa 2 2 012 2 0]228 205 22 [187 220 407|178 176 354 | 53 0 |149.6 | 165.1 15 104.4 | 101.7 | 134.2 -20
Marshall 2 2 0|3 1 0268 252 15 [180 147 327|102 257 359| -32 | O |1754|163.8| -8 103.5 | 103.8 | 143.8 21
UL Lafayette 1 3 01 3 0218 275 -58 199 104 303|216 160 376 | -73 | 0 |1654|1652| -6 93.4 96.6 | 1374 6
usc 4 0 0|2 2 0525 202 322|251 332 582 92 212 304 | 278 | 4 |209.0|171.9 3 121.1 | 121.2 | 167.2 -14
lllinois U 3 1 03 1 01362 212 15.0 124 220 344|134 212 346 | -1 5 2050|1710 -3 106.9 | 113.7 | 164.1 63
Arkansas St 1 3 0|2 2 0232 330 -98|138 231 369|197 288 486|-116 | 2 |[162.8 173.4| -3 92.9 95.7 | 137.2 1
UL Monroe 2 1 0|1 2 01]200 327 -12.7[218 109 327|109 277 385) -58 | -1 | 1558 [161.5| -3 87.9 97.2 | 1293 -25
Massachusetts 0 3 0|0 3 0143 387 -243| 77 183 260|158 276 434 |-174 | -1 | 1431|1613 | -9 77.5 82.7 | 1215 -3
Missouri U 4 0 0]3 1 01]46.0 16.8 29.2 1298 256 554 | 72 150 223 | 331 0 212711779 6 121.0 | 119.1 | 169.3 -31
Auburn 3 1 0|1 3 0320 165 155|198 185 384 | 58 233 291 | 92 3 1209.3|182.6 4 108.4 | 121.4 | 166.6 23
Texas A&M 3 0 01 2 01423 287 13.7|157 323 480|139 212 351|130 | 0 [210.9188.8 3 105.9 | 105.4 | 164.4 -37
Mid Tennessee 1 3 0|1 3 0 |16.5 328 -16.2| 64 216 280|174 226 399 |-120| 2 |142.3|169.3 2 85.7 89.9 | 125.8 -13
Kennesaw St 2 2 0]2 2 0182 250 -6.8 152 209 361|154 235 388 | -27 | -5 |146.9 |169.4 7 98.2 87.7 | 1283 -9
Western Kentucky 3 1 0|3 1 0370 228 142118 322 441|210 170 380 | 61 0 | 160.1|155.5 6 110.5 | 101.6 | 137.1 25
Missouri State 2 2 03 1 01215 328 -11.2| 84 277 361|166 220 385) -24 | -1 | 1525|1774 4 95.5 90.7 | 131.7 -37
Washington St 2 2 0|1 3 0208 352 -145| 58 238 296|152 178 329 | -33 | -7 | 164.1|176.2| -9 85.7 81.0 | 1353 -55
Colorado St 1 2 02 1 01193 240 -47 156 192 348173 186 359 | -11 | -1 [162.3 |167.0| -4 93.7 96.0 | 135.5 -21
Oregon U 4 0 0|3 1 0 ([508 92 415|255 268 524|109 120 229 | 295 [ 4 |222.0|175.9 6 129.7 | 129.2 | 175.3 8
Penn State 3 0 0[]0 3 01440 57 383|194 244 437|101 123 224|213 | 6 [2183[1519| -1 118.6 | 130.4 | 167.5 38
Alabama U 2 1 0|2 1 0|427 150 27.7 124 336 459|138 108 246|213 | 6 |217.1|178.3 0 118.2 | 122.9 | 170.7 4
Georgia U 3 0 00 2 1390 180 21.0/209 261 470| 83 217 300| 171 | -1 [219.3 [181.3 1 107.8 | 112.1 | 168.0 -6
Louisiana Tech 3 1 0|4 0 0275 142 132|161 171 332|101 264 365| -33 7 |162.9 | 165.3 6 115.4 | 118.7 | 145.5 84
UTEP 1 3 02 2 0232 258 -25|95 269 364[170 198 368 | -3 -4 1152111711 7 101.2 | 89.2 | 134.1 -8
Ohio State 3 0 0|2 0 1[403 53 350|192 283 475|109 118 228 | 248 | 1 [226.0 (170.8 | -1 123.1 | 122.3 | 173.6 8
Washington U 3 0 0]2 1 01557 183 37.3|260 276 536| 63 200 262|274 | 4 [2058 [161.6| 11 127.7 | 127.8 | 165.1 -8
BYU 3 0 0|3 0 0 [433 53 380|266 186 452| 44 161 205| 247 | 5 [208.7 | 165.8 4 128.9 | 135.3 | 170.7 17
Colorado U 2 2 012 2 0270 225 45 [142 234 375|194 215 409| -34 | 2 |197.7 [175.7| -7 101.2 | 102.8 | 154.8 46
Ball State 1 3 0|3 1 0155 332 -17.8|149 123 272|166 263 429 |-157 | -3 [146.3 (1789 -1 90.9 83.4 | 129.0 1
Charlotte 1 3 01 3 01182 29.2 -11.0| 88 258 346|158 267 425)| -78 | -7 |156.6 |161.9| -4 90.4 816 | 129.8 -9
Clemson 1 3 0|0 4 0198 228 -3.0|116 249 365|122 240 362 | 4 -2 [199.5 1935 -7 89.4 96.2 | 156.4 -15
Coastal Carolina 2 2 0|1 3 01145 265 -12.0[(146 146 293|172 209 381) -88 | -6 |156.2 1623 | -3 87.9 87.8 | 128.0 1
Delaware u 3 1 0|2 2 0310 26.2 4.8 [152 267 419|166 241 408 | 11 0 | 153.1|161.8 6 105.8 | 101.2 | 134.1 15
Florida Int'l 2 2 03 1 01]240 272 -3.2 (187 192 379|147 250 398 -18 [ -1 |154.1[159.8| -3 97.6 99.0 | 133.7 -4
Florida U 1 3 0|1 3 0220 16.0 6.0 |123 205 328|111 173 284 | 44 | -2 |213.9|178.2| -7 99.8 | 101.6 | 162.5 10
Fresno St 4 1 0|3 2 01328 200 128 (176 198 374|106 214 321) 53 | -2 |171.8 |159.0 5 111.0 | 106.8 | 143.5 28
Georgia St 1 3 0|0 4 0202 48.0 -27.8|110 239 348|227 276 503 |-155| -3 | 155.2|185.9| -7 75.6 82.4 | 131.8 -15
Kent State 1 383 011 2 1182 440 -25.8| 87 204 291|256 286 542 |-251| -1 | 133.5 | 168.8 5 86.6 82.7 | 1222 11
Maryland U 4 0 0|2 2 0325 108 218|103 266 368 | 92 208 300| 68 7 |192.4 | 163.1 8 117.4 | 119.2 | 156.9 56
Miami Fla 4 0 03 1 01368 115 252|177 270 447 | 76 168 244 | 202 | 3 |203.3|180.1 7 117.5 | 121.1 | 165.4 -3
Miami Ohio 0 3 0|1 2 0 ([183 343 -16.0| 94 200 294|182 247 429|-135( -3 | 165.3|190.5| -5 89.0 84.8 | 137.3 4
Michigan St 3 1 0]1 3 01342 288 55 |[153 202 354|119 264 382 | -28 | 0 |187.2|176.3 5 102.0 | 103.1 | 152.2 34
Michigan U 3 1 0|2 2 0350 178 17.2 (254 183 437| 78 214 291|146 | 5 |211.6|183.5| -1 111.2 | 119.9 | 168.1 0
Nebraska U 3 1 02 2 01435 135 30.0|145 352 496|174 76 249|247 | 4 [2054|1719| 10 120.8 | 117.3 | 166.0 1
Nevada Reno 1 3 0|1 3 0 |150 27.0 -12.0|189 150 339|133 248 380 -41 | -6 | 1624 |166.0| -6 91.5 90.8 | 134.3 -29
North Carolina U 2 2 0]2 2 01]210 228 -1.8 [114 150 264|136 208 344 | -81 0 11829 ]1732| -1 94.3 97.4 | 1476 22
Oklahoma U 4 0 0|3 1 0312 9.0 222|125 305 430 89 118 208|223 | -6 |211.1|184.3 6 114.4 | 102.4 | 165.5 -18
Purdue U 2 2 0]2 2 01280 265 15 [109 280 388|157 213 370 18 | -5 |182.0|182.8| 10 102.8 | 89.5 | 148.4 -10
Sam Houston State | 0 4 0 | 0 4 0 |16.2 428 -26.5|108 160 269 162 322 484 |-215| 1 |1555|176.2| -11 80.0 88.5 | 132.9 4
smu 2 2 010 4 0348 265 82 [141 282 422|115 334 449 -27 1 (1971 /1699 | -6 99.2 | 104.6 | 1544 46
South Florida 3 1 0|3 1 0318 215 10.2|134 266 400|132 271 404 | -4 4 |178.4|183.1 11 111.4 | 108.9 | 150.6 52
Temple 2 2 0]3 1 0310 260 50 [182 182 365|180 172 352 | 13 5 |161.4 [ 168.0 9 107.7 | 114.4 | 143.7 6
Texas St 3 1 0|2 2 0362 250 112222 220 441|190 188 378 | 63 | -3 |174.8 | 164.9 1 109.2 | 97.5 | 1426 5
Texas Tech 4 0 0|3 0 1520 112 408|208 366 573 | 56 182 238 | 335 [ 4 | 199.5]|147.8 7 127.9 | 125.7 | 160.4 -2
Texas U 3 1 0|1 3 0318 7.8 240|203 236 439| 60 152 212|227 | 3 |219.9 1747 -2 111.3 | 124.1 | 168.6 -17
Troy 2 2 0]2 2 01]205 230 -25[138 160 298|132 186 318 | -20 | -2 | 168.4 | 170.5 0 99.8 96.5 | 140.9 -7
UAB 2 2 0|2 2 0328 410 -82 (117 320 437|223 259 482| -45 | -3 |162.8 |163.9| -2 94.6 89.5 | 134.8 -1
UNLV 4 0 0]3 1 01368 282 85 [206 244 450|152 276 428 | 22 6 |177411618| -4 104.2 | 110.0 | 146.5 14
UT San Antonio 2 2 0|2 2 0312 302 1.0 |206 200 406|116 289 404 | 2 3 | 1766|1714 -2 100.1 | 109.2 | 148.4 -3
Western Michigan 1 3 03 1 0125 26.8 -14.2|103 139 242|177 166 343 |-101| 0 |152.3 |184.5 2 94.6 88.6 | 135.0 -33
Wisconsin U 2 2 0|1 3 0]208 188 20 (118 206 324 | 50 234 284| 39 | -3 |196.0|179.8| -3 97.1 102.2 | 155.3 -3
Wyoming 2 2 0]2 2 0]16.8 188 -2.0 |[160 185 345|163 196 359 | -14 1 1168.0|174.0 0 99.9 | 100.1 | 1425 8
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