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BY THE NUMBERS

LAST 3 GAMES THE 2025/26 SEASON
VS RUTGERS, MICHIGAN & MINNESOTA
1/27-2/4
By: Logan Schaubert



PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH
37
23/37 - 62.2%
50
19/28 - 67.9%
19/25 - 76%
0/3 - 0%
12/14 - 85.7%
3

PAINT TOUCH
33

19/33 - 57.6%
a1

14/27 - 51.9%

11/23 - 47.8%

3/4 - 75%

9/11 - 81.8%

1

MICHIGAN ST
37
23/37 - 62.2%
50
19/28 - 67.9%
19/25 - 76%
0/3 - 0%
12/14 - 85.7%
3

MICHIGAN ST
32
14/32 - 43.8%
36
9/17 - 52.9%
1/3 - 33.3%
8/14 - 57.1%
10/10 - 100%
10

MICHIGAN STATE
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

RUTGERS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
32
14/32 - 43.8%
36
9/17 - 52.9%
1/3 -33.3%
8/14 - 57.1%
10/10 - 100%
10

NO PAINT TOUCH

33
13/33 - 39.4%
30
11727 - 40.7%
4/8 - 50%
7/19 - 36.8%
4/4 - 100%
4

RUTGERS

33

19/33 - 57.6%

41

14/27 - 51.9%

11/23 - 47.8%

3/4 - 75%

9/11 - 81.8%

1

RUTGERS

33

13/33 - 39.4%

30

11727 - 40.7%

4/8 - 50%

7/19 - 36.8%

4/4 - 100%

4

DIFFERENCE




PAINT

PAINT TOUCH
47
23/47 - 48.9%
51
18/30 - 60%
17/25 - 68%
1/5 - 20%
14/17 - 82.4%
7

PAINT TOUCH

31

20/31 - 64.5%
41

15/23 - 65.2%

14/22 - 63.6%

1/1 - 100%

10/11 - 90.9%

3

PAINT TOUCH
47
23/47 - 48.9%
51
18/30 - 60%
17/25 - 68%
1/5 - 20%
14/17 - 82.4%
7

MICHIGAN ST

20

5/20 - 25%
13

3/14-21.4 %
0/4 - 0%

3/10 - 30%

4/4 - 100%
4

TOUCHES vs

MICHIGAN STATE
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

MICHIGAN
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH

20

5/20 - 25%
13

3/14 - 21.4 %
0/4 - 0%

3/10 - 30%

4/4 - 100%
4

NO PAINT TOUCH
35
11/35 - 31.4%
29
10/23 - 43.5%
3/8 - 37.5%
7/15 - 46.6%
2/3 - 66.6%
11

PAINT TOUCH
31
20/31 - 64.5%
41
15/23 - 65.2%
14/22 - 63.6
1/1 - 100%
10/11 - 90.9%
3

MICHIGAN
31
20/31 - 64.5%
41
15/23 - 65.2%
14/22 - 63.6
1/1 - 100%
10/11 - 90.9%
3

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
4

i6
15.6%
10
5.2%
4.4%
80%
8.5%
a4

11
39.5%
28
43.8%
63.3%
70%
9.1%
1




PAINT

PAINT TOUCH

41

29/41 - 70.7%
59

21/31 - 67.7%

16/23 - 69.6%

5/8 - 62.5%

12/17 - 70.6%

2

PAINT TOUCH
31
21/31 - 67.7%
a3
14/23 - 60.9%
12/20 - 60%
2/3 - 66.6%
13/17 76.5%
1

MICHIGAN ST

37

23/37 - 62.2%
50

19/28 - 67.9%

19/25 - 76%
0/3 - 0%

12/14 - 85.7%

3

MICHIGAN ST

32

14/32 - 43.8%
36

9/17 - 52.9%

1/3 - 33.3%

8/14 - 57.1%

10/10 - 100%
10

TOUCHES vs

MICHIGAN STATE
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

MINNESOTA
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH

22
5/22 - 22.7%
14
5/16 - 31.3%
1/5 - 20%
4/11 - 36.4%
0/0 - 0%

5

NO PAINT TOUCH

23
8/23 - 34.8%
24
8/19 - 42.1%
0/3 - 0%
8/16 - 50%
0/0 - 0%

4

MINNESOTA
33
19/33 - 57.6%
41
14/27 - 51.9%
11/23 - 47.8%
3/4 - 75%
9/11 - 81.8%
1

MINNESOTA
33
13/33 - 39.4%
30
11/27 - 40.7%
4/8 - 50%
7/19 - 36.8%
4/4 - 100%
4

DIFFERENCE

I+ ++++++

DIFFERENCE

++++++

4.6%
9

16%
28.2%
75%
3.9%
2

1
4.4%
6
12.2%
16.7%
20.3%




PAINT TOUCH TOTALS

PAINT TOUCH

125
75/125 - 60%
160
58/89 - 65.2%
52/73 - 71.2%
6/16 - 37.5%
38/48 - 79.2%
12

PAINT TOUCH

95
60/95 - 63.2%
125
43/73 - 58.9%
37/65 - 56.9%
6/8 - 75%
32/39 - 82.1%
5

MICHIGAN ST

125
75/125 - 60%
160
58/89 - 65.2%
52/73 - 71.2%
6/16 - 37.5%
38/48 - 79.2%
12

MICHIGAN ST

74
24/74 - 32.4%
63
17/47 - 36.2%
2/12 - 16.6%
15/35 - 42.9%
14/14 - 100%
19

MICHIGAN STATE
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

OPPONENT TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH

74
24774 - 32.4%
63
17/47 - 36.2%
2/12 - 16.6%
15/35 - 42.9%
14/14 - 100%
19

NO PAINT TOUCH

91
32/91 35.2%
83
29/69 - 42%
7/19 - 36.8%
22/50 - 44%
6/7 - 85.7%
19

OPPONENT
95
60/95 - 63.2%
125
43/73 - 58.9%
37/65 - 56.9%
6/8 - 75%
32/39 -82.1%
5

OPPONENT
91
32/91 35.2%
83
29/69 - 42%
7/19 - 36.8%
22/50 - 44%
6/7 - 85.7%
19

++++++

DIFFERENCE

30
3.2%
35
6.3%
14.3%
37.5%
2.9%
7

17
2.8%
20
5.8%
20.2%
1.1%




PAINT TOUCH NOTES

with a Paint Touch vs No Paint Touch.
Final Shot of possession was Better with a Paint Touch.
Possessions that ended with a 2PT Shot were with Paint Touch.
Forced when kept opponents out of the paint.
Averaged 2.33 More Turnovers without a Paint Touch.
The opposing team shot when kept out of the paint.
No Paint Touch, the opposing team scored on
28% difference when opposing team did get Paint Touch (63.2%)

Note: Only tracked stats when the ball was in front court. Intentional Fouls,
Technicals are not factored in. Paint Touch resets if there is an offensive
rebound, or shot clock resets after a foul.



BY THE NUMBERS

LAST 3 GAMES THE 2025/26 SEASON
VS SOUTH CAROLINA, GEORGIA, & ARKANSAS
By: Logan Schaubert



PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH

40

29/40 - 72.5%
59

23/32 - 71.9%

22/30 - 73.3%

1/2 - 50%

12/14 - B5.7%

2

PAINT TOUCH
47
29/47 - 61.7%
57
20/36 - 55.5%
17/28 - 60.7%
3/8-37.5%
14720 - 70%
1

Lsu

40
29/40 - 72.5%

59
23/32 - 71.9%
22/30 - 73.3%

1/2 - 50%

12/14 - 85.7%

2

Lsu
31
12/31 - 38.7%
32
E/20 - 40%
0/3- 0%
Bf17 - 47.1%
8/9 - 88.9%
7

LSU TIGERS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PTFG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

SOUTH CAROLINA
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PTFG
FREE THROWS
TURNOYERS

NO PAINT TOUCH

31
12/31 - 38.7%
3z
£/20 - 40%
0/3 - 0%
B8/17 -47.1%
8/9 - B.9%
7

NO PAINT TOLUCH

26
12/26 - 46.2%
29
B/18 - 44.4%
274 - 50%
6/14 - 42.9%
7/8 - B7.5%
4

SOUTH CARDLINA

47
29747 - 61.7%
57
20/36 - 55.6%
17/28 - 60.7%
3/8 - 37.5%
14720 - 70%
1

SOUTH CAROLINA

26
12/26 - 46.2%
9
8/18 - 44.4%
2f4 - 50%
614 - 42.9%
7/8 - 87.5%
&4

++++++

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE




PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH
3e
26/38 - 68.4%
50
16/26 - 61.5%
15/20 - 75%
1/6 - 16.7%
17/20 - B5%
F3

PAINT TOUCH
39
24/39 - 61.5%
47
20/28 - 71.4%
19/26 - 73.1%
1/2 - 50%
6/15 - 40%
a4

LSU
3B
26/38 - 68.4%
50
16/26 - 61.5%
1520 - 75%
1/6 - 16.7%
17/20 - B5%
2

LSU
27
9/27 - 33.3%
21
7/16 - 43.8%
3/5 - 60%
4/11 - 36.4%
3f4 - 75%
]

LSU TIGERS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

GEORGIA
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG

2PT FG

3PT FG
FREE THROWS

TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
27
9/27 - 33.3%
21
7/16 - 43,.8%
3/5-60%
4/11 - 36.4%
3/4 - 75%
9

NO PAINT TOUCH
28
13/28 - 46.4%
a3
10/18 - 55.6%
174 - 25%
9/14 - 64.3%
5/7 - 71.4%
7

GEORGIA
39
24/39 - 61.5%
a7
20/28 - 71.4%
19/26 - 73.1%
1/2 - 50%
6/15 - 40%
4

GEORGIA
28
13/28 - 46.4%
33
10/18 - 55.6%
1/4 - 25%
9/14 - 64.3%
5/7 -71.4%
7

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE




PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH
49
31/49 - 63.3%
59
20/34 - 56.5%
18/31 - 58.1%
2/3-66.7%
17/25 - 68%
3

PAINT TOUCH

40

33/40 - 82.5%
65

26/30 - 86.6%

25/29 - 86.1%

1/1 - 100%

12/18 - 66.7%

2

LSuU
49
31749 - 63.3%
59
20/34 - 58.5%
18/31 - 5B.1%
2/3 - 66.7%
17/25 - 68%
3

LSuU
19
3719 - 15.8%
&

2711 - 18.2%
1/2 - 50%
1/9 - 11.1%
1/3 - 33.3%
6

LSU TIGERS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

ARKANSAS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
19
3/19 - 15.8%
6
2/11 - 18.2%
1/2 - 50%
1/9 -11.1%
1/3 - 33.3%
6

NO PAINT TOUCH

22

4/22 - 18.2%
10

4/15 - 26.7%

2/6 - 33.3%

2/9 - 22.2%

0/0 - 0%

7

ARKANSAS
40
33/40 - 82.5%
65
26/30 - 86.6%
25/29 - 86.2%
1/1 - 100%
12/18 - 66,.7%
2

ARKANSAS
22
4722 - 18,2%
10
4715 - 26.7%
2/6-33.3%
2/9-22.2%
0/0 - 0%

7

| ++++ + + +

I+ +++++ +

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE




LS

PAINT TOUCH TOTALS

PAINT TOUCH Lsu NO PAINT TOUCH DIFFERENCE
127 PAINT TOUCHES 77
B6/127 - 67.7% SCORED POSSESSIONS 2477 - 31.2%
168 POINTS 59

59/92 - 64.1% FG 17/47 - 36.2%
55/81 - 67.9% 2PT FG 4/10 - 40%
4/11 - 36.4% 3PT FG 13/37 - 35.1%
46/59 - 78% FREE THROWS 12/16 - 75%
7 TURNODVERS 22

I+ 4+ ++++ +

PAINT TOUCH OPPONENT TOTALS NO PAINT TOUCH DIFFERENCE
126 PAINT TOUCHES 76
B6/126 - 68.3% SCORED POSSESSIONS 29/76 - 38.2%
169 POINTS 7z
66/94 - 70.2% FG 22/51 - 43.1%
61/83 - 73.5% 2PT FG 5/14 - 35.7%
5/11 - 45.5% 3PT FG 17/37 - 45.9%
32/53 - 60.4% FREE THROWS 12/15 - 80%
TURNOVERS 18

OPPONENT
126
B&/127 - 67.7% 86126 - 68.3%
168 169

59/92 - 64.1% 66/94 - 70.2%
55/81 - 67.9% 61/83 - 73.5%
4f11 - 36.4% 5/11 - 45.5%
46/59 = 78% 32/53 - 60.4%
7 7

LSU OPPONENT
77 76
24f77 - 31.2% 29/76 - 38.2% 7%
59 ] 13
17747 - 36.2% 22/51 - 43.1% 6.9%
4/10 - 40% 5/14 - 35.7% 4.3%
13/37 - 35.1% 17/37 - 45.9% 14.8%
12/16 - 75% 12/15 - B0% 5%n
22 i8 4




PAINT TOUCH NOTES

with a Paint Touch vs No Paint Touch.
Final Shot of possession was 27.9% Better with a Paint Touch.
Possessions that ended with a 2PT Shot were 27.9% > with Paint Touch.
Forced 3.67 More Turnovers when kept opponents out of the paint.
Averaged 5 More Turnovers without a Paint Touch.

The opposing team shot 27.1% Worse when kept out of the paint.

No Paint Touch, the opposing team scored on only 38.2% Possessions.
30.1% difference when opposing team did get Paint Touch (68.3%)

Note: Only tracked stats when the ball was in front court. Intentional Fouls,
Technicals are not factored in. Paint Touch resets if there is an offensive
rebound, or shot clock resets after a foul. ESPN's broadcast for the Arkansas
game started at 15:56 in the first half, so the first 4:04 are not calculated.



a4
BY THE NUMBERS

PAINT TOUCHES THE LAST 3 GAMES THE 2025/26 SEASON
VS MISSISSIPPI STATE, KENTUCKY & OKLAHOMA
2/18-2/24
By: Logan Schaubert



PAINT TOUCHES vs [

++++++++E

PAINT TOUCH MISSISSIPPI STATE NO PAINT TOUCH DIFFERENCE
29 PAINT TOUCHES 38

21/29 - 72.4% SCORED POSSESSIONS 15/38 - 39.5
44 POINTS 42

17/22 - 77.3% FG 14/32 - 43.8%
14/17 - 82.4% 2PT FG 1/9-11.1%
3/5 - 60% 3PT FG 13/23 - 56.5%
7/8 - 87.5% FREE THROWS 2/5 - 40%
3 TURNOVERS 4

I+ +++++1

MISS STATE
29
21/29 - 72.4%
44
17/22 - 77.3% 18%
14/17 - 82.4% 27.9%
3/5 - 60%
7/8 - 87.5%
3

MISS STATE
38
15/38 - 39.5
42
14/32 - 43.8% 3.8%
1/9-11.1% 11.1%
13/23 - 56.5% 12.1%
2/5 - 40%
4




PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH

45
27/45 - 60%
55
21/35 - 60%
20/33 - 60.6%
1/2 - 50%
12/13 - 92.3%
4

PAINT TOUCH

31
22/31 -71%
43
18/23 - 78.3%
18/23 - 78.3%
0/0 - 0%
7/9-77.8%
4

AUBURN
45
27/45 - 60%
55
21/35 - 60%
20/33 - 60.6%
1/2 - 50%
12/13 - 92.3%
4

AUBURN
23
8/23 - 34.8%
20
4/12 - 33.3%
0/1- 0%
4/11 - 36.4%
8/11 - 72.7%
6

AUBURN TIGERS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

KENTUCKY
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

PAINT TOUCH
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
NO PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH

23
8/23 - 34.8%
20
4/12 - 33.3%
0/1 - 0%
4/11 - 36.4%
8/11 - 72.7%
6

NO PAINT TOUCH

36
11/36 - 30.6%
29
9/25 - 36%
3/6 - 50%
6/19 - 31.6%
5/6 - 83.3%
9

KENTUCKY
31
22/31 - 71%
43
18/23 - 78.3%
18/23 - 78.3%
0/0 - 0%
7/9-77.8%
4

KENTUCKY
36
11/36 - 30.6%
29
9/25 - 36%
3/6 - 50%
6/19 - 31.6%
5/6 - 83.3%
9

DIFFERENCE
22
25.2%
35
26.7%
60.6%
13.6%
2 Attempts
2

DIFFERENCE
5
40.4%
14
42.3%
28.3%
31.6%
3 Attempts
5

DIFFERENCE
14
119%
12
18.3%
17.7%
50%
4 Attempts

(1]

DIFFERENCE

13

4.2%

9

2.7%

50%%

4.8%
5 Attempts

3




PAINT TOUCHES vs

|+++++++E

PAINT TOUCH OKLAHOMA NO PAINT TOUCH DIFFERENCE
42 PAINT TOUCHES 26
28/42 - 66.7% SCORED POSSESSIONS 13/26 - 50%
57 POINTS 34
19/31 - 61.3% FG 11/16 - 68.8%
14/25 - 56% 2PT FG 3/7 -42.9%
5/6 - 83.3% 3PT FG 8/9 - 88.9%
13/21 - 61.9% FREE THROWS 4/4 - 100%
1 TURNOVERS 8

OKLAHOMA
42
28/42 - 66.7%
57
19/31 - 61.3%
14/25 - 56%
5/6-83.3%
13/21 - 61.9%
1

++++++

OKLAHOMA
26
13/26 - 50% 25%
34 18
11/16 - 68.8% 40.2%
3/7 - 42.9% 42.9%
8/9 - 88.9% 44.5%
4/4 - 100%
8




PAINT TOUCH TOTALS

PAINT TOUCH
102
71/102 - 69.6%
144
54/76 - 71.1%
46/65 - 70.8%
8/11 - 72.7%
27/38 - 71.1%
8

OPPONENT TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH

100
39/100 - 39%
105
34/76 - 44.7%
7/22 - 31.8%
27/51 - 52.9%
11/15-73.3%
21

OPPONENT
102

71/102 - 69.6%

144
54/76 - 71.1%
46/65 - 70.8%
8/11 -72.7%
27/38-71.1%

8

OPPONENT
100
39/100 - 39%
105
34/76 - 44.7%
7/22 - 31.8%
27/51 - 52.9%
11/15-73.3%
21

I+ ++++++

I+ 4+ 4+ +++ +

DIFFERENCE

2.6%
36

9.9%

31.8%
10.8%




PAINT TOUCH NOTES

27.9 more Scored Possessions with a Paint Touch vs No Paint Touch.
Final Shot of possession was 31.9% Better with a Paint Touch.
Possessions that ended with a 2PT Shot were 64.5% > with Paint Touch.
Forced 4.33 More Turnovers when kept opponents out of the paint.
Averaged 1.33 More Turnovers without a Paint Touch.

The opposing team shot 26.4% Worse when kept out of the paint.

No Paint Touch, the opposing team scored on only 39% Possessions.
30.6% difference when opposing team did get Paint Touch (69.6%)
Opponents scored 36 more points, shot from the field 9.9% better, shot
2PT Shot 31.8% better, and shot the 3PT shot 10.8% better without a
paint touch.

Note: Only tracked stats when the ball was in front court. Intentional Fouls,
Technicals are not factored in. Paint Touch resets if there is an offensive
rebound, or shot clock resets after a foul.



BY THE NUMBERS

PAINT TOUCHES THE LAST 3 GAMES THE 2025/26 SEASON
VS TEXAS, ARKANSAS, MISSISSIPPI STATE
2/25-3/3
By: Logan Schaubert



PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH

31
23/31 - 74.2%
47
20/26 - 76.9%
18/23 - 78.3%
2/3 - 66.7%
7
2

PAINT TOUCH

45
25/45 - 55.6%
52
19/35 - 54.3%
17/30 - 56.7%
2/5 - 40%
14
4

FLORIDA
31
23/31 - 74.2%
47
20/26 - 76.9%
18/23 - 78.3%
2/3 - 66.7%
7
2

FLORIDA
29
14/29 - 48.3%
33
11/19 - 57.9%
5/6 - 83.3%
6/13 - 46.2%
6
7

FLORIDA TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG

FREE THROW ATTEMPTS

TURNOVERS

TEXAS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

PAINT TOUCH
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
NO PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH

29
14/29 - 48.3%
33
11/19 - 57.9%
5/6 - 83.3%
6/13 - 46.2%

NO PAINT TOUCH

22
9/22 - 40.9%
19
7/13 - 53.8%
5/8 - 62.5%
2/5 - 40%
5
7

TEXAS

45
25/45 - 55.6%

52
19/35 - 54.3%
17/30 - 56.7%

2/5 - 40%
14
4

TEXAS
22
9/22 - 40.9%
19
7/13 - 53.8%
5/8 - 62.5%
2/5 - 40%
5
7

DIFFERENCE
p]
25.9%
14
19%
5%
20.5%
1 Attempt
5

DIFFERENCE

23
14.7%
33
0.5%
5.8%

0%
9 Attempts
3

DIFFERENCE
14
18.6%
5
22.6%
21.6%
26.7%
7 Attempts
p]

DIFFERENCE
7
7.4%
14
4.1%
20.8%
6.2%
1 Attempt

0




PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH

52

38/52 - 73.1%
66

29/39 - 74.4%

27/35 - 77.1%

2/4 - 50%

21
3

PAINT TOUCH

48

29/48 - 60.4%
L1

22/39 - 56.4%

22/38 - 57.9%

0/1 - 0%

15
3

FLORIDA
52
38/52 - 73.1%
66
29/39 - 74.4%
27/35-77.1%
2/4 - 50%
21
3

FLORIDA
27
12/27 - 44.4%
29
9/14 - 64.3%
3/4 -75%
6/10 - 60%
7
7

FLORIDA TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS
TURNOVERS

ARKANSAS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH

27
12/27 - 44.4%
29
9/14 - 64.3%
3/4 - 75%
6/10 - 60%
7
7

NO PAINT TOUCH

29
9/29 - 31%
22
7/21 - 33.3%
3/12 - 25%
4/9 - 44.4%
6
5

ARKANSAS
48
29/48 - 60.4%
55
22/39 - 56.4%
22/38 - 57.9%
0/1 - 0%
15
3

ARKANSAS
29
9/29 - 31%
22
7/21-33.3%
3/12 - 25%
4/9 - 44.4%
6
5

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
19

4
12.7%

11

18%
19.2%
50%

6 Attempts

2

13.4%

7

31%
50%
15.6%

1 Attempt
2



PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH

47

39/47 - 83%
81

37/43 - 86%

34/40 - 85%

3/3-100%
10
0

PAINT TOUCH

36

19/36 - 52.8%
39

17/27 - 63%
15/22 - 68.2%
2/5 - 40%

9
4

FLORIDA
47
39/47 - 83%
81
37/43 - 86%
34/40 - 85%
3/3 - 100%
10
0

FLORIDA
25
10/25 - 40%
25
8/18 - 44.4%
3/5-60%
5/13 - 38.5%
5
5

FLORIDA TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS
TURNOVERS

MISSISSIPPI STATE
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH

25
10/25 - 40%
25
8/18 - 44.4%
3/5 - 60%
5/13 - 38.5%

NO PAINT TOUCH

36
11/36 - 30.6%
30
9/26 - 34.6%
3/6 - 50%
6/20 - 30%
8
7

MISS STATE
36
19/36 - 52.8%
39
17/27 - 63%
15/22 - 68.2%
2/5 - 40%

9
4

MISS STATE
36
11/36 - 30.6%
30
9/26 - 34.6%
3/6 - 50%
6/20 - 30%
8
7

DIFFERENCE

I+ + ++ + + +

DIFFERENCE

I+ + + + + + +

11

29.2%

42

23%
16.8%
60%

1 Attempt
4

I
9.4%
5
9.8%
10%
10.3%
3 Attempts
2




PAINT TOUCH TOTALS

PAINT TOUCH
130
100/130 - 76.9%
194
86/108 - 79.6%
79/98 - 80.6%
7/10 - 70%
38
5

PAINT TOUCH
129
73/129 - 56.6%
146
58/101 - 57.4%
54/90 - 60%
4/11 - 36.4%
38
11

FLORIDA
130
100/130 - 76.9%
194
86/108 - 79.6%
79/98 - 80.6%
7/10 - 70%
38
5

FLORIDA
81
36/81 - 44.4%
87
28/51 - 54.9%
11/15 - 73.3%
17/36 - 47.2%
18
19

FLORIDA TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS
TURNOVERS

OPPONENT TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH

81
36/81 - 44.4%
87
28/51 - 54.9%
11/15 - 73.3%
17/36 - 47.2%
18
19

NO PAINT TOUCH

87
29/87 - 33.3%
71
23/60 - 38.3%
11/26-42.3
12/34 - 35.3%
19
19

OPPONENT
129
73/129 - 56.6%
146
58/101 - 57.4%
54/90 - 60%
4/11 - 36.4%
38
11

OPPONENT
87
29/87 - 33.3%
71
23/60 - 38.3%
11/26 - 42.3
12/34 - 35.3%
19
19

I+ ++++++

Il +++++++

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

|
20.3%
48
22.2%
20.6%
33.6%

11.1%

16

16.6%
31%
11.9%

1 Attempt




PAINT TOUCH NOTES

32.5% more Scored Possessions with a Paint Touch vs No Paint Touch.
Final Shot of possession was 24.7% Better with a Paint Touch.
Averaged .420 More Points Per Possession when a paint touch vs no
paint touch.

Average 6.67 More Free Throw Attempts with a Paint Touch.

Forced 2.67 More Turnovers/Game when kept opponents out of the
paint.

Averaged 4.67 More Turnovers without a Paint Touch.

The opposing team shot 19.1% Worse when kept out of the paint.

No Paint Touch, the opposing team scored on only 33.3% Possessions.
23.3% difference when opposing team did get Paint Touch (56.6%)
20.3% higher scored possessions rate with a paint touch.

Shot 80.6% when the final shot from a paint touch possession was a
2PT shot.

Averaged 64.7 PPG with a paint touch vs 29 PPG w/o paint touch.

Note: Only tracked stats when the ball was in front court. Intentional Fouls,
Technicals are not factored in. Paint Touch resets if there is an offensive
rebound, or shot clock resets after a foul.



BY THE NUMBERS

PAINT TOUCHES THE LAST 3 GAMES THE 2025/26 SEASON
VS SOUTH CAROLINA, VANDERBILT, TEXAS A&M
2/24-3/3
By: Logan Schaubert



PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH
33
22/33 - 66.7%

47

18/30 - 60%

17/27 - 63%

1/3 - 33.3%
11
4

PAINT TOUCH

31

15/31 - 48.4%
29

11/24 - 45.8%

10/21 - 47.6%

1/3 -33.3%

8
3

KENTUCKY
33
22/33 - 66.7%
47
18/30 - 60%
17/27 - 63%
1/3 - 33.3%
11
4

KENTUCKY
31
10/31 - 32.3%
28
9/20 - 45%
2/5 - 40%
7/15 - 46.7%
3
10

KENTUCKY TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS
TURNOVERS

SOUTH CAROLINA
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
31
10/31 - 32.3%
28
9/20 - 45%
2/5 - 40%
7/15 - 46.7%
3
10

NO PAINT TOUCH
38
13/38 - 34.2%
33
10/25 - 40%
2/3 - 66.7%
8/22 - 36.4%
6
10

SOUTH CAROLINA
31
15/31 - 48.4%
29
11/24 - 45.8%
10/21 - 47.6%
1/3-33.3%
8
3

SOUTH CAROLINA
38
13/38 - 34.2%
33
10/25 - 40%
2/3 - 66.7%
8/22 - 36.4%
6

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

7
4

18.3%

18

14.2%
15.4%

3 Attempts
1

7
1.9%
5
5%
26.7%
10.3%

3 Attempts




PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH
37
26/37 - 67.9%
53
19/28 - 67.9%
18/25 - 72%
1/3 - 33.3%
17
2

PAINT TOUCH
32
23/32 - 71.9%
48
21/29 - 72.4%
20/23 - 87%
1/6 - 16.7%
5
1

KENTUCKY
37
26/37 - 67.9%
53
19/28 - 67.9%
18/25 - 72%
1/3 -33.3%
17
2

KENTUCKY
30
14/30 - 46.7%
37
11/19 - 57.9%
1/2 - 50%
10/17 - 58.8%
6
8

KENTUCKY TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS
TURNOVERS

VANDERBILT
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
30
14/30 - 46.7%
37
11/19 - 57.9%
1/2 - 50%
10/17 - 58.8%
6
8

NO PAINT TOUCH
36
10/36 - 27.8%
27
9/23 -39.1%
3/5 - 60%
6/18 - 33.3%
4
10

VANDERBILT
32
23/32-71.9%
48
21/29 - 72.4%
20/23 - 87%
1/6 - 16.7%

5
1

VANDERBILT
36
10/36 - 27.8%
27
9/23 - 39.1%
3/5 - 60%
6/18 - 33.3%
4
10

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
4

5
4%

5

4.5%

15%

16.6%

12 Attempts
1

6

18.9%

10

18.8%
10%
25.5%

2 Attempts
2




PAINT TOUCHES vs AI‘M

PAINT TOUCH KENTUCKY TOTALS NO PAINT TOUCH DIFFERENCE

44
31/44 - 70.5%
59
23/32 - 71.9%
21/27 - 77.8%
2/5 - 40%
22
2

PAINT TOUCH

39
25/39 - 64.1%
50
17/28 - 60.7%
14/21 - 66.7%
3/7 - 42.9%
21
1

KENTUCKY
44
31/44 - 70.5%
59
23/32 - 71.9%
21/27 - 77.8%
2/5 - 40%
22
2

KENTUCKY
33
10/33 - 43.3%
25
7/21 - 33.3%
1/4 - 25%
6/17 - 35.3%

PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS
TURNOVERS

TEXAS A&M
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

33
10/33 - 43.3%
25
7/21 - 33.3%
1/4 - 25%
6/17 - 35.3%
7
9

NO PAINT TOUCH

30
13/30 - 43.3%
35
12721 - 57.1%
1/4 - 25%
11/17 - 64.7%
6
6

TEXAS A&M
39
25/39 - 64.1%
50
17/28 - 60.7%
14/21 - 66.7%
3/7 - 42.9%
21
1

TEXAS A&M
30
13/30 - 43.3%
35
12721 - 57.1%
1/4 - 25%
11/17 - 64.7%
6
6

I+ ++++++

DIFFERENCE

5

6.4%

]

11.2%
11.1%
2.9%

1 Attempt

29.4%
1 Attempt
3



]

T\

PAINT TOUCH TOTALS

PAINT TOUCH
114
79/114 - 69.3%
159
60/90 - 66.7%
56/79 - 70.9%
4/11 - 36.4%
50
8

PAINT TOUCH
102
63/102 - 61.8%
127
49 /81 - 60.5%
44 /65 - 67.7%
5/16 - 31.3%
34
5

KENTUCKY
114
79/114 - 69.3%
159
60/90 - 66.7%
56/79 - 70.9%
4/11 - 36.4%
50
8

KENTUCKY
94
34/94 - 36.2%
90
37/60 - 45%
4/11 - 36.4%
23/49 - 46.9%
16
27

KENTUCKY TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS
TURNOVERS

OPPONENT TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH

94

34/94 - 36.2%
90

37/60 - 45%

4/11 - 36.4%

23/49 - 46.9%
16
27

NO PAINT TOUCH

104

36/104 - 34.6%
95

31/69 - 44.9%

6/12 - 50%

25/57 - 43.9%
16
26

OPPONENT
102
63/102 - 61.8%
127
49/81 - 60.5%
44/65 - 67.7%
5/16 - 31.3%
34
5

OPPONENT
104
36/104 - 34.6%
95
31/69 - 44.9%
6/12 - 50%
25/57 - 43.9%
16
26

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
2

12

7.5%

32

6.2%

3.2%

5.1%

16 Attempts




PAINT TOUCH NOTES

33.1% more Scored Possessions with a Paint Touch vs No Paint Touch.
Final Shot of possession was 21.7% Better with a Paint Touch.
Possessions that ended with a 2PT Shot were 34.5% > with Paint Touch.
Averaged .440 More Points Per Possession when a paint touch vs no
paint touch.

Shot 12.5% better from three without a Paint Touch

Forced 7 More Turnovers/Game when kept opponents out of the paint.
Averaged 6.33 More Turnovers without a Paint Touch.

The opposing team shot 15.6% Worse when kept out of the paint.
Average 11.3 More Free Throw Attempts with a Paint Touch

No Paint Touch, the opposing team scored on only 34.6% Possessions.
27.2% difference when opposing team did get Paint Touch (61.8%)
Averaged 64.7 PPG with a paint touch vs 29 PPG w/o paint touch.

Note: Only tracked stats when the ball was in front court. Intentional Fouls,
Technicals are not factored in. Paint Touch resets if there is an offensive
rebound, or shot clock resets after a foul.



BY THE NUMBERS

PAINT TOUCHES THE LAST 3 GAMES THE 2025/26 SEASON
VS ARIZONA STATE, TEXAS TECH, ARIZONA
3/11-3/13
By: Logan Schaubert



PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH

48

27/48 - 56.3%
58

23/37 - 62.2%

21/31 - 67.7%

2/6 - 33.3%

17
]

PAINT TOUCH

29

18729 - 62.1%
37

14/22 - 63.6
14719 - 73.7%
0/3 - 0%

9
3

IOWA STATE
48
27/4B - 56.3%
58
23/37 - 62.2%
21/31 - 67.7%
2/6-33.3%
17
5

IOWA STATE
18
10/ 18 - 55.6%
27
9/14 - 64.3%
1/3-33.3%
8711 - 72.7%
F
3

IOWA STATE
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS
TURNOVERS

ARIZONA STATE
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
i8
10/18 - 55.6%
27
9/14 - 64.3%
1/3 - 33.3%
B/11 - 72.7%

NO PAINT TOUCH
38
3/38 - 7.9%
7
217 - 11.8%
1/6- 16.7%
1/11 - 9.1%

ARIZONA STATE

29

18/29 - 62.1%
37

14722 - 63.6
14/19 - 73.7%
0/3 - 0%

9
3

ARIZONA STATE
38
3/38-7.9%

7
2/17 - 11.8%
1/6 - 16.7%
1/11 - 9.1%

3
19

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

19

5.8%

21

1.4%

6%

33.3%

8 Attempts
2

20

47.7%

20

52.5%
16.6%
63.6%

1 Attempt
16



PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH
40
24/40 - 60%

a7

19/30 - 63.3%

19/328 - 67.9%

0/2 - 0%

14
4

PAINT TOUCH

2B

15/28 - 53.6%
32

12/22 - 54.5%

9/16 - 56.3%

3/6 - 50%

B
2

IOWA STATE
40
24140 - 60%
47
19/30 - 63.3%
19/28 - 67.9%
0/2-0%

14
4

IOWA STATE
26
11/26 - 42.3%
29
11/21 - 52.4%
4/7 - 57.1%
7/14 - 50%

]

5

IOWA STATE
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS
TURNOVERS

TEXAS TECH
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
26
11/26 - 42.3%
29
11/21 - 52.4%
4/7 - 57.1%
7/14 - 50%
o
5

NO PAINT TOUCH
35
7/35 - 20%
20
7/26 - 26.9
1/4-25%
6/22 - 27.3%
o
9

TEXAS TECH
28
15/28 - 53.6%
32
12/22 - 54.5%
9/16 - 56.3%
3/6-50%

8
2

TEXAS TECH
35
7/35 - 20%
20
7/26 - 26.9
1/4-25%
6/22 - 27.3%
0
9

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
7

12

6.4%

15

8.8%
11.6%
50%

6 Attempts




PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH

24

16/24 - 66.7%
35

16/21 - 76.2%

14/19 - 73.7%

2/2 - 100%

4
1

PAINT TOUCH
33
23/33 - 69.7%
45
1B/25 - 72%
17/24 - 70.6%
1/1 - 100%
13
2

IOWA STATE
24
16/24 - 66.7%
35
16/21 - 76.2%
14/19 - 73.7%
2/2 - 100%
4
1

IOWA STATE
37
18/37 - 48.6%
47
16/31 - 51.6%
4/8 - 50%
12/23 -52.2%
4
2

IOWA STATE
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS
TURNOVERS

ARIZONA
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
37
18/37 - 4B.6%
a7
16/31 - 51.6%
4/8 - 50%
12/23 - 52.2%
F
9

NO PAINT TOUCH
34
14/34 - 41.2%
35
13/23 - 56.5%
6/11 - 54.5%
7/12 - 58.3%
2
10

ARIZONA
33
23/33 - 69.7%
45
18/25 - 72%
17/24 - 70.8%
1/1 - 100%
13
2

ARIZONA
34
14/34 - 41.2%
35
13/23 - 56.5%
6/11 - 54.5%
7/12 - 568.3%
2
10

(B JE JE JE JE JE o

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
1

9 Attempts
1

3
7.4%

12

4.9%
4.5%
6.1%

2 Attempts
1




PAINT TOUCH TOTALS

PAINT TOUCH
112
67/112 - 59.8%
140
58/8E - 65.9%
54/78 - 69.2%
4/10 - 40%
3s
10

PAINT TOUCH

20

56/90 - 62.2%
114

44 /69 - 63.8%

40/59 - 67.8%

4/10 - 40%
30
7

IOWA STATE
112
67/112 - 59.8%
140
58/8E - 65.9%
54/78 - 69.2%
4/10 - 40%
35
10

IOWA STATE
81
39/81 - 48.1%
103
36/66 - 54.5%
9/18 - 50%
27/4E - 56.3%
6
17

IOWA STATE TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS
TURNOVERS

OPPONENT TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
81
39/81 - 4B.1%
103
36/66 - 54.5%
9/18 - 50%
27/48 - 56.3%
6
17

NO PAINT TOUCH
107
24/107 - 22.4%
62
22/66 - 33.3%
B/21 - 38.1%
14/45 - 31.1
L
38

OPPONENT
20
56/90 - 62.2%
114
44/69 - 63.8%
40/59 - 67.8%
410 - 40%
30
7

OPPONENT
107
24/107 - 22.4%
62
22/66 - 33.3%
B/21 - 38.1%
14/45 - 31.1
5
38

1 +88+++++

LI JE JE JE JE JE JE .

16.3%

DIFFERENCE

25.7%

41

21.2%
11.9%
25.2%

1 Attempt
21




PAINT TOUCH NOTES

11.7% more Scored Possessions with a Paint Touch vs No Paint Touch.
Final Shot of possession was 11.4% Better with a Paint Touch.
Average 9.67 More Free Throw Attempts with a Paint Touch.

Forced 10.33 More Turnovers/Game when kept opponents out of the
paint.

Averaged 2.33 More Turnovers/Game without a Paint Touch.

The opposing team shot 30.5% Worse when kept out of the paint.

No Paint Touch, the opposing team scored on only 22.4% Possessions.
39.8% difference when opposing team did get Paint Touch (62.2%)
Shot 69.2% when the final shot from a paint touch possession was a
2PT shot.

Averaged 46.7 PPG with a paint touch vs 34.3 PPG w/o paint touch.

Note: Only tracked stats when the ball was in front court. Intentional Fouls,
Technicals are not factored in. Paint Touch resets if there is an offensive
rebound, or shot clock resets after a foul.



®

BY THE NUMBERS

PAINT TOUCHES THE LAST 4 GAMES THE 2025/26 SEASON
VS IOWA STATE, HOUSTON, LONG ISLAND, UTAH STATE
3/13-3/22
By: Logan Schaubert




PAINT TOUCHES vs 5@

PAINT TOUCH
33
23/33 - 69.7%
45
18/25 - 71%
17/24 - 70.8%
1/1 - 100%
13
2

PAINT TOUCH

24

16/24 - 66.7%
35

16/21 - 76.2%

14/19 - 73.7%

2/2 - 100%

4
1

ARIZONA
33
23/33 - 69.7%
45
18/25 - 72%
17/24 - 70.6%
1/1 - 100%
13
2

ARIZONA
34
14/34 - 41.2%
35
13/23 - 56.5%
6/11 - 54.5%
7f12 - 58.3%
2
10

ARIZONA
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

IOWA STATE
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
34
14/34 - 41.2%
35
13/23 - 56.5%
6/11 - 54.5%
7/12 - 58.3%
2
10

NO PAINT TOUCH
37
1B/37 - 4B.6%
47
16/31 - 51.6%
4/8 - 50%
12/23 -52.2%
4
9

IOWA STATE
24
16/24 - 66.7%
35
16/21 - 76.2%
14719 - 73.7%
2/2 - 100%
4
1

IOWA STATE
37
18/37 - 4B.6%
47
16/31 - 51.6%
4/8 - 50%
12/23 -52.2%
4
9

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

9 Attempts
1

3

7.4%

12

4.9%
4.5%
6.1%

2 Attempts
1



PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH

35

25/35 - 71.4%
52

17/27 - 63%

14/23 - 60.9%

3/4 - 75%

18
0

PAINT TOUCH
32
21732 - 66%
44
177213 - 73.9%
15/21 - 71.4%
2/2 - 100%
12
4

ARIZONA
35
25/35 - 71.4%
52
17/27 - 63%
14/23 - 60.9%
3/4 - 75%
1B
0

ARIZONA
2B
11/28 - 39.3%
25
8/16 - 50%
5/7 - 71.4%
3/9-33.3%
7
B

ARIZONA
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

HOUSTON
PAINT TOUCHES

SCORED POSSESSIONS

POINTS

FG

2PT FG

3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS

TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
28
11/28 - 39.3%
25
Bf16 - 50%
5/7-71.4%
3/9-33.3%
7
8

NO PAINT TOUCH
32
12/32 - 37.5%
30
11/29 - 37.9%
5/13 - 38.5%
6/16 - 37.5%
2
2

HOUSTON
32
21/32 - 66%
44
17723 - 73.9%
15/21 - 71.4%
2/2 - 100%
12
4

HOUSTON
32
12/32 - 37.5%
30
11/29 - 37.9%
5/13 - 38.5%
6/16 - 37.5%
2
2

™

DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

+ 44+

3

5.4%

8

10.9%
10.5%
25%

6 Attempts
4

4

1.8%

5

12.1%
32.9%
4.2%

5 Attempts
6




PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH ARIZONA NO PAINT TOUCH DIFFERENCE
51 PAINT TOUCHES 20

35/51 - 68.6% SCORED POSSESSIONS B/20 - 40%
70 POINTS 19

26/35 - 74.3% FG 5/11 - 45.5%
24732 - 75% 2PT FG 1/3 - 33.3%
2/3 - 66.7% 3PT FG 4/8 - 50%

24 FREE THROWS [
4 TURNOVERS [

|||+ + 4+ +++

- Rk JE JE JE JE JE

ARIZONA
51
35/51 - 68.6%
70
26735 - 74.3%
24732 - 75%
2/3 - 66.7%
24
4

ARIZONA
20
8/20 - 40%
19
5/11 - 45.5%
1//3 - 33.3%
4/B - 50%
6
6

15%
2

19.4%
11.1%
21.4%

4 Attempts




PAINT TOUCHES vs

PAINT TOUCH

32
23/32 - 71.9%
43
13/21 - 61.9%
10/16 - 62.5%
3/5 - 60%
20
1

PAINT TOUCH

34
20/34 - 58.8%
42
18/30 - 60%
16/ 24 - 66.7%
2/6- 33.3%
7
1

ARIZONA
32
23/32 - 71.9%
43
13/21 - 61.9%
10/16 - 62.5%
3/5 - 60%
20
1

ARIZONA
34
15/34 - 44.1%
32
9/17 - 52.9%
5/11 - 45.5%
4/6 - 66.7%
15
9

ARIZONA
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

UTAH STATE
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROW ATTEMPTS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH

34
15/34 - 44.1%
32
9/17 - 52.9%
5/11 - 45.5%
4/6 - 66.7%
15
9

NO PAINT TOUCH

32

9/32 - 28.1%
24

7/27 - 25.9%

1/5 - 20%

6/22 - 27.3%
3
4

UTAH STATE
34
20/34 - 58.8%
42
18/30 - 60%
16/24 - 66.7%
2/6-33.3%
7
1

UTAH STATE

32

9/32 - 28.1%
24

7/27 - 25.9%

1/5 - 20%

6/22 - 27.3%
3
4

| (¥ + -+

DIFFERENCE
2

DIFFERENCE

2

13.1%

1

1.9%

4.2%
26.7%

13 Attempts

27%

25.5%
39.4%

12 Attempts
5



®

PAINT TOUCH TOTALS

PAINT TOUCH
151
106/151 - 70.2%
210
74/108 - 6B.5%
65/95 - 68.4%
9/13 - 69.2%
75
7

PAINT TOUCH
131
75/131-57.3%
161
67/107 - 62.6%
57/89 - 64%
10/18 - 55.6%
31
11

ARIZONA
151
106/151 - 70.2%
210
74/108 - 68.5%
65/95 - 68.4%
9/13 - 69.2%
75
7

ARIZONA
116
48116 - 41.4%
111
35/67 - 52.2%
17/32 - 53.1%
18/35 - 51.4%
30
33

ARIZONA TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

OPPONENT TOTALS
PAINT TOUCHES
SCORED POSSESSIONS
POINTS
FG
2PT FG
3PT FG
FREE THROWS
TURNOVERS

NO PAINT TOUCH
116
4B8/116 - 41.4%
111
35/67 - 52.2%
17/32 - 53.1%
1B/35 - 51.4%
30
33

NO PAINT TOUCH
129
46/129 - 35.7%
118
40/110 - 36.4%
17/35 - 4B.6%
2B/75 - 37.3%
11
21

OPPONENT
131
75/131 - 57.3%
161
67/107 - 62.6%
57/89 - 64%
10/18 - 55.6%
31
11

OPPONENT
129
46/129 - 35.7%
118
40/110 - 36.4%
17 /35 - 4B.6%
2B/75 - 37.3%
11
21

|+ + 4+ ++ +

| ++ 4+ 4+ + +

DIFFERENCE

5.7%
7

15.8%
4.5%
14.1%

19 Attempts
12




PAINT TOUCH NOTES

28.8% more Scored Possessions with a Paint Touch vs No Paint Touch.
Final Shot of possession was 16.3% Better with a Paint Touch.
Averaged .430 More Points Per Possession when a paint touch vs no
paint touch.

Average 11.25 More Free Throw Attempts/Game with a Paint Touch.
Forced 2.5 More Turnovers/Game when kept opponents out of the
paint.

Averaged 6.5 More Turnovers/Game without a Paint Touch.

The opposing team shot 26.2% Worse when kept out of the paint.

No Paint Touch, the opposing team scored on only 35.7% Possessions.
21.6% difference when opposing team did get Paint Touch (57.3%)
Averaged 52.5 PPG w/ paint touch vs 27.75 PPG w/o paint touch.

Note: Only tracked stats when the ball was in front court. Intentional Fouls,
Technicals are not factored in. Paint Touch resets if there is an offensive
rebound, or shot clock resets after a foul.



Logan
Schaubert

. Contact

J 701-805-1253

M coachloganschaubert@gmail.com

® www.linkedin.com/in/loaganschaubert/

- Skills

« Hudl Sportscode hudl

* Synergy e sxerev

- Adobe D@OEE

» Player Development

& Other Experiences

@ Heelsreport 2017-2023

Instagram Content Creator

« Founder of @Heelsreport on Instagram.

Created and managed a digital platform covering the University of

North Carolina Men's Basketball Program, reaching a peak of

23100 followers in 2023 — the third-largest UNC fan page on

Instagram,

Produced a wide range of content including game day/postgame

graphics, highlights, player interviews, and news updates.

» Oversaw all aspects of brand growth, content strategy, and fan
engagement, dedicating 10-20 hours per week to coverage and
creative development.

DI NBA G-League Ball Boy

Dakota Wizards 2010-2012

= Youngest ball boy in the G-League at 8 years old.

» Assisted with bench operations, pregame/halftime rebounding,
floor maintenance, and team errands for both home and visiting
squads.

« Supported and interacted with professional players and coaches,
including Danny Green, Awvery Bradley, Nick Nurse, Nate
Bjorkgren, and Chris Finch:

*

Education

ﬂ University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill 2023-2026
B.A. Media & Journalism; Dean's List;
Sports Communication Certificate

@ Experience

. Remote Video Scouting Intern 2025-2026
Arkansas State Men's Basketball

(¥

Assigned primary responsibility for tracking six designated NCAA
conferences (ACC, WCC, MAC, NEC, CAA, MAAC) & Division 2,
including in-depth knowledge of teams, players, and playing
styles.

Evaluated potential transfer portal targets with an eye toward
roster construction for the 2026-27 season.

Compiled game reports and composite scouting breakdowns
through Synergy and other video/analytics platforms.

Delivered scouting insights and written reports to Head Coach
Ryan Pannone and Assistant Coach Anthony Goods, ensuring
alignment with staff recruiting priorities.

Identified player strengths, weaknesses, and system fit to support
transfer portal recruiting and future roster strategy.

Enhanced program’s knowledge base of prospective athletes by
maintaining updated evaluations on high-priority targets.

UNC JV Basketball Player
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill 2024-2025

Member of the final JV basketball team in program history.
Committed 10-15 hours per week to practices and games, with an
additional 10-15 hours dedicated to skill development, weight training,
and film study.

Contributed to a 12-1 season record, closing the program’s JV era

Skill Enhancement Trainer 2021-Present
I'm Possible Training
« Prepare and lead skill development workouts focused on

footwork, coordination, and pace.

Trained under the guidance of founder Micah Lancaster and NBA
Skill Trainers Mark Kinnebrew and Anthony Porter to refine
advanced player development technigues.

Conduct personal training sessions (1-4 athletes) and large group
workouts (20+ athletes).

AAU Basketball Coach 2021-Present
ECI/Sanford Sports Academy

Conduct weekly practices and film sessions to prepare teams for
competition on the Prep Hoops AAU Circuit, facing top programs
across the Midwest.

« Coach and develop athletes across multiple age groups: 2021 (11U),

2022 (14U), 2023-24 (13U), and 2025 (14U).

References

Ryan Panone Anthony Goods Marcus Paige
Arkansas State Head Coach  Arkansas State Asst. Coach North Carelina Asst. Coach

Phone: 727-251-4525 Phone: 951-207-7092 Phone: 319-775-2943

Email : mensbball@astateedu Email: agoods@astate com Email : mpaiges@uncedu






