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Abstract

Penalty shootout has always been the most concerned link. There has been extensive research in
the field of psychology in penalty shootout abroad, but domestic research is less involved.
Through the visualization analysis of 164 foreign literature on the psychology of football penalty
from 2000 to 2020 screened in the WOS core database, the hot topics and development trends of
foreign related research are obtained, so as to provide scientific reference for domestic research.
The results show that the number of articles published in foreign journals on football penalty
psychology is on the rise, mainly distributed in England, the Netherlands, the United States, and
Germany. Major institutions include the University of Amsterdam and the Sports University of Co-
logne in Germany; the lead study authors included John Van Der Kamp, Daniel Memmert, and Geir
Jordet. Research hot spots include anticipation, visual search, perception, strategy and attention.
The research evolution is mainly through information extraction, psychological effect, pressure,
deceptive penalty shot, goalkeeper’s performance and gaze behavior.
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BRI 5 b B 5 iiasl, — B 510K E bR EAZ BRE R Z 500, T E A R BRENR RS .
% 2015 4, ESEAMATTHR T E e RRCE R R a5, BB SRRSO R IR T TR R
G AL TIERAE Bz R 2R EER, R mERE s A MR AR, TR BRI A
SE T FIER G157 [T R BT BORMER 3, Kbl R OBLRER MR B RIEH . STk, EHN
S AR BR R BRI OB R IS BEAT TIRR (T, A, 20165 SKIGERI, 2010), {HORUEERD. B,
PR ARSI rp R BR S B0 BE U FUREAT RSB B, 15 HH ESMASCHE U R R R DR . FA i1
FARMEE, AREEIZII AP AR RN, Ao mEERE

2. BRKBREMARTGZE
2.1. BT

AT FT BRI T35 [ WOS 1% 0 & 8RB0 e o AR 76 7 1) 5 JE BR R BRI AH S8 70 SC TR 2 B0
ZRp CREREER” MERBER, DASSEHRENE, & RERHFERRER, Ll “penalty kick”
gy, “penalty kicks” % “penalty kicking” ¥ “penalty shootout” % “penalty shootouts” B “soccer penalty”
8¢ “soccer penalties” 1E A% O R TR ZR, Clkig v “All” , SCER1E 5 ik#% “English” , I [H]
5 5 3 #% 2000~2020, FARIETUNERAED, KRN 2021 4F 3 H 6 H. &AW HT, LMk
R ER f BRSO BB O B AR, AR R G R BT, LS 2] 164 FOSCER, IR STIR I &S
B, GFESCERE E . EE . OSBRI, S IR N EOF R AATCAEE R, DL R A B AT
ForHrZ M.
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Figure 1. Change curve of annual post volume
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3.2. MR

BAT A citespace V, i [HJ%EHE 2000~2020, B XrHI@E N 1, 1SR MERE “country” , HRS
B BIRFERGEIIN . TP TE M, 75 H 2 BR SR B AU 50 A G 00 1B 53 X o ik iR g .
WY R 35 A, HEREEN 68 O, I MR A EZ I HHE, RARNEW T (A 2). WRICERE, R
LR ERE, KB T 435, HUUEMAB3 ). MEEQRT F). EE (23 5E). FE(18 ). MKFF(10
F)e MICERHULEERE, EELL 0.58 MO BEA R —, 9% £(0.40). #E[H(0.36). 4i7£(0.20). ¥
KFNE0.20) 734 JG . 45 BRTIR, Bokg 22 F0 36 X AN B 5 A 2 BR RO 3R Ut 50 Hp o 5 B8 A

3.3. EEHESH

BT citespace V, TR “institution” , HASHINEIEF RGN, REEH LR
BRI AU B o AR R SO RN BE T 45 50, S5 R B S BRC B ATT AT 0T 70 10 32 38 0 ok
IR SCEE A 22 R AR PR K 2 (University of Amsterdam). 7 [E R 4 & k2% (German Sport Uni-
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Figure 2. Co-occurrence map of countries
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34. %MEE DT

BAT AL citespace V, T AEMER “author” , HARSHEBEIEFR RGN, 15 H B EEMINE
W, IR SR e, OEE R CEN: M~0.749%x, M N OMER BAR K SCR, Nmax AR S
ZIVEZ W SCE 2k, xIiy, XIZ0H5, 2017). ARAESETHEEH, AW 7+ Nmax = 16, Mifin#3H M
=2.996. K, #ARRCEHEL 3R, ERESE e R Bk ko OB L U AR .l sy
Prfgi, 3 DNFRARKRL T AR BT EC O BRI AU E AL 08, 43 5ILL John Van Der Kamp, Daniel
Memmert F1 Geir Jordet A% >, H:H1 John Van Der Kamp = iZ408 & LB w2 HIFE, HECEERT
16 o B AE L AT LURI, HEFFR Mty 2, FEEPE IR TR B m R T o BB
IR, el 38 5 25 >0 B ) BA il B 7 % LR B oM, DA K 4 BRIS) SR 2 5 1) 0 ) i BR e s
k.

3.5. XREIREE T

¥ 164 55 SCHRI A EE B3N citespace V AT ST AT, S ZK G4 HIVE N AT AL RS . Y AT
HRAEFE “keyword” , HRSEKBEFERGIIN . KEHE S citespace V J5 4 77 3 /b = SR TF]
B S I EA AT A R, IS AT R N A N BRI AT R T, 3 T B 298 AT SR
14,888 2% LR 2H F 1) S B I 9T AR T I o BNV A I, 49 B2 IR0 3mSR i o oM DG B IA] 2R (R 1) o
BB AT At P #8 L A T F  p JERIFA A T 2000 4F 24 S BR A BRSSO BRAFF 7 A N 2R 76 115
e, AT BR s BRI O I 7R DUR S8 3 R I S RPN 3 B RITH, W5 R SALHE T BRI R
J7: THERFEFISEI) . PRGOS B EE R IETIN . IR K. R RIRAERS T .

3.6. FAREX

O S E N “keyword” A1 “term” , BATEET A, ATALHIESE N “time zone” , 3% 2000 4F
224 R BR s BRC BSR4 S (I X AT AR S . R ERE RT DAE A ST R Bk e RO B AT 11
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BRO BATUR B TT C A% 1R 32 18 3 RS sh R ILAE U5 .

Table 1. List of high-frequency and high centrality keywords
F 1. SRS ORI TR

HF K 1] IR e K 1] Ht
1 Soccer j£ER 60 1 Soccer £ EK 0.32
2 Anticipation Tl 34 2 Penalty kick 7 Ek 0.24
3 Performance R 31 3 Performance &I 0.21
4 Penalty kick &k 28 4 Anticipation il 0.20
5 Expertise % 24 5 Perception %014 0.20
6 Soccer goalkeeper /& ER5F ] A 24 6 Soccer goalkeeper & ER5F[] 7 0.18
7 Perception %1% 22 7 Expertise & 0.16
8 Visual Search #5422 20 8 Attention 73 & 0.16
9 Anxiety £ & 17 9 Achievement Goal J%it H 0.12
10 Strategy % 15 10 Anxiety £ & 0.11

3.7. MRS

1247 citespace V i fE, HHATERAEA T, FTARAIER “Reference” , AR O PR UE R EAM E
BR g BRCo B AT T 1K1 AH 9 SCHR 4% 51 X 28 S5 5 3% . 2273 #1 Mean Silhouette = 0.4575, 5 5 H3¢
BRECRARDG, AR RN G KIERBFHE, HHLA 6 NMRBEERE, SRR SE
Xof R IR RO BRI ) — NI T T ], RN A S SO BT E AU T, DR R ER SER O
PRI 7 IS AR B AR

3.7.1. (EREW

5 RS TR iz 3h GOl W0 7 S AR EAT B E I F FHRI LS S SR R . 7R R BR SRR
(R4 B 3 A 455 S BR LR ST 1] Bt 5 45 BB . Savelsbergh 25 A e 2 i F s A5 A 1R N se s b Kl
AR BRI BT <7 52 R B sk, A AT DORE (5 B e R Bl AT e E, 25 SRR L RAEMH R
82 T RS4RI (] BB A DASRECRE 245 5., WHR AT I ER AR 0T SOE s>, I BRI IR R R4t
XA AT AT AR G KT R 7 AN RS, FENIESIMR . SRR R X I ik
BUEZ {5 B, DA BT ARG T (Savelsbergh, Williams, & Kamp, 2002). vk, T Ffd 5Bk 5 i 5
BRAEHE . —FPSRE R TR K B QR RIAT S, 2R AT BRI TAT N, N “HF3R” 3R
W B PSR I BR 0125 R AT T] R REREAT RO T M ABIAE, FEEEREB A A SOT IR, R “ PR
HMg (Kuhn, 1988). Kamp FWFFERBHTEAE A “ PR SEgIS, THER A FRILFEATRAR, S0~ 17 R i3
PERT BE 2 FRAR ST ER SR, RN A 2 0% 1T B) SR R %2 51 BRI (Kamp, 2006). £5 b, {5 BIREUEIE3) R TR
& bEcE I EIERE, RN SCCER BT A 30 AR 78, RiF T sl Bk BRI S K P %5, NS
BRI FLBE5E 1 BEAl

3.7.2. ILIBY K
BERO BRI O PR RIS, A SR TR SRR B S RO FE IR . A3 70 R B [l et
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SHHLAE TR R R EE SRS 14T 9, A S B U7 1 2R B (Jordet & Hartmen, 2008), F H $1ER LSS 1THT
HE A& B[R] BN G SF 1] R TE R . BB B Bhia 3l 7 R R R i B TR R HiRe,  DAME
TEAE HLFZ A N Tt O IR TR (Furley, Dicks, Stendtke et al., 2012). M/, EIRSFITRANEIH XS
P ARSI ERE VAN AR, H# A AT T2 B0 5 4 (Navarro, Kamp, Ranvaud et al., 2013). Florian
HENKIRBEAF ALY, SRR TR E RS RK, I B2 5F 1T R 877 M (Florian, Jonathan,
& Rouwen, 2018). 17 24§13k 51 0] i 75 2 B ~F 11T, ST B2 B sy 7] 5, PRI BE 28 8 Hh ) 1Bk
I'14k(Furley, Dicks, & Memmert, 2012). Horikawa 55 A\ 2 BHREAE £ B8 1540 85 a0 IR Bk 53 7 7836 I ) B s L T
SRS EIE, MR ERPRSERS TR (Horikawa, Yagi, & Laks, 2012). LA FEHF 57 H) /2 Bk
I - DR 20T S BR DRI <7 ] 53 7= AR R AL B ARSE,  RBI N AR E R %, R R B0 BT
FUIEHTHEN Z SR ]

373. [ENH

TIER U EAEE TN RERRI, AR 715 SR 25 R 2 67AH 5¢ (Jordet, Hartman, Visscher
etal., 2007). WFAFH I AR FE SR r= 4K 77, I FEUS3) R AE mERE A& 2E choking B4, Rl
FHR R IREAL, XAV 5 CAIE SE I Bk R ILAE 3 LSRR 56 25 ) & 4E (Dohmen, 2008). LA 5T
RILA AT 55 (1138 By 53 E R 3R RUROR AR P 1) 2 30 LG oAt A\ 58 22 (Jordet, 2009) . A 788 $i t v 4% il
RGBS IIBRRILG, BT B EF I R T ER AR RE R, DASEEERE 251 R B
SFA 3§ 77 (Navarro, Miyamoto, John et al., 2012) . i 2= 2 A N Rl s AL 2 S 805 3k fm B sp i I R F B
SR ST BR B TA], M B A ST BRRS £ (Jordet & Hartmen, 2008). Arronde %5 AN EE — AN HEAT ST ERIEAR
S I (Arrondel, Duhautois, & Laslier, 2019); i thA B 708 I A0 BEE 77 20715 K AR (1 56 R AR
B, AR R AR R TP« ) B9/ N DL B s BRI BB 77 A2 4%, (Vandebroek et al., 2018; Rudi,
Olivares, & Shetty, 2020). Brimmell £ \$2 H £ ERIZ 3 737 & s BBk (R0 58 95 K FAT 45 75 3K) A ol
(FE55 75 SR T RO IR IRAS 5 HARE 5 47 04 % (Brimmell, Parker, Furley et al., 2018), ANE & BLCa L
BRI RES TR I, AT TR 54T 9 mT DU SRR BIE 2 2 PRI BUMIRAS T Bk o1 B 77
B R R PR PIRES, DAL IE /3 R R BL(Brimmell, Parker, Wilson et al., 2018). H#fF 5t % $ H 2t
ITHRE TEAT 25 25 IR I B % ) B8 A B T i o6 BRI AR5 i (Navarro, Miyamoto, John et al.,
2013; Navia, Kamp, Aviles et al., 2019). LA EBFFEIETANFEERR 3 0 04T 17 K70 F TR R R, A2
Sk S B AR ST ERCR IR T ER T AR R T 58 o R TR 71 S AN IR J 52 3 G A i e e
fEEE BT AME SIS E A ¢, ISR B AT DU T IR AN

3.7.4. IR IFEIEE

ARG RERORTE R A 18%0) TTERAERG XTS5 T 53 SR Uh T §1 3K O3 AR T 0 ) R —
o AW ST B AL E BRSO A B A 6 1 10em BF, SEITT A EE /0 100 AT BE M )
B KRR X 3 3 e (Masters, Van, & Jackson, 2010) . Masters ££ =A™ SZ& v JT 5% FH B S2 36 AR5 5312 05 B &
J, 1fi Matthias 1 Daniel KA 7 S5 T G AERTT IR R oflob kL, 30 T — 8 4518 (Matthias &
Daniel, 2012). J&3k Weigelt 25 \KE <5 1 53 A7 B FHe 1] T34 B 2 M =5 FE 1k 25 5 B A A R 10 2518, &
PRI ER 7RI, IS TF AR TE . DRI P BRORT A S5t 3 15 5 P [ e Ach 2 %o Bk A ek it
At B ARG A 520 (Weigelt, Memmert, & Schack, 2012). AR 58 % it T 5 BARERVE R B 9286,
FH 2SR 7 FER G 0T BRSBTS T AL B R . S EE TR, S0 ER OUR FH B SR ] B
WS, ST T G A PR AR S A R AT AR A, 2 K O SR AR ST 1T B SR BN A B R A AN AEAE T
(Benjamin, John, Daniel et al., 2015). BA b JLAMGF 7 S50 28 S50 BB 5208, Jeni it 743 235 1y
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78, XSFIT AL BRI TR GR, T RLRROUSF T AT ER 5 48 i 5 R B R i Bk T 3
HIE 5 8 R A FA R Z M 1 THER N 107 R A $%, DAL miash K& L.

3.7.5. ERUmIEFIEK

SEZIGHHE N ER A T 3K 573 85 B BR [T 2R B 57 1] 5RO (I (] W] 46 28 400 ms, 1 5711 01 AER TR
ORI 21 £ T A7 B 75 22 1IN (] £ 600~1000 ms 2 [A], DRI ST 1] 53 AR 4 21 SR mf 0 250 17 35K 570 1) B Ak ok 22
HIITaRIEE) . ~F 1] 52 AT s FH T ER O3 A 105 A0 2 2R Sk Tt u B0 H 3805k r 3R Pk 77 1, 17 507 35K 7 0 A0 R FH < 1)
TRIX R 55 MO SO B 2 A AT R B, AR EL S ] S A TR T . T RIS T R
RVETIER 71 (0 MG B, BRI AT AR SE T 03 R IR A F Y (Dicks, Button, & Davids, 2010a), TMi=F[] 7
BINE R SRR, BIE R Zh G, FhRERIIMER R . RIAE LSRR /0B 0t 7 <7 171 S B AE Ja B i (]
S E, T EX R B g B F 1] s R Y s A 2 A i i (Dicks, Uehara, & Lima, 2011). AL\
DNTHER R IR IRAT RS, SR RN R S ERR G DA, BRI ST 1T SR TE B ST I O T BR 01 85 BRIR
R BE I/ D BRI AT SR AR5 (Lopes, Jacobs, Travieso et al., 2014) . & 1 Hir T3 21 £ 57 3R 1 P9 e S
Wood 1 Wilson $&Hi 128 =Fh g : AHS AL SEns,  RISER 01 20057 1] 52 BN 1 A58 B R — M
FHRTT 1017 - Wood 55 NTERF 78 R IANE ~F I TIATEATEY), 8058 = Fh ST BRERNE (1 31 Bk L A 2RI H 3
A A] P IR (FE DGR IS B 48 2 B A O H AR ZEAT 55 i I8 7 TR 82T (D), 3K 158 BH 9 S s Bl A H AR 5
HERL 7Y B A 1 R RIS [] , DR 0kt 37 35K 27 e FH 0K Bl SRS 2 7 23 AR IR (Woodl, Vine, Parr et al., 2017). &k
BRAT M R BR AERIZ B o WL — PSR, SRS A T T R A R S AT N S SR AR SR AT Rt
SEITIRBIREN, O UEBA S50 M~ ] 5258 B U T3k R AT, RIS 2R 72 vl 300 T m iR R
B O YRAT NI TN EE 7, AT S 3R

3.7.6. BITA

AW TG AU S R ILSF 1] R AE T 2 [0 S TR RS B, (/e B 1558 v 3 ey TRk 1
FHXF B RIER K437 B (Dicks, Button, & Davids, 2010b). i&2h GUEAT AR 7 B BRI Se it HdiE
(R ZmE T HAf R 454 . K Button 25 A\ J&T Dicks FOVHESE BIF & 1 57 1] RIS (s 8] 41 A
AR, RIS h A TR AR ER, <7 T DO BRIERL 3G 0, i HLSF 1] S o i 2 Tk
GRSk, BEJSTERIfh BRI & J5—FP 2 2 ER_E(Button, Dicks, Haines et al., 2011). A& —IWt5il 12 457115
XA 90%EY 10%EEI 27 £ A sk 1 L PR I T BR A AT PE2 FE T R A B ER RO ok, X ELK) 90%
T 10% 245 T ER 53 ELAUAH ML A [R] AT (] ) 90%K, 10%. 45 F ORI, <11 Tt Q0% eI AN 27 41 (4 A
R T ER GRS AR B VEY, I HAETRT 10%5B0 AN 2 ARG TR 51, 531 ] S TN R AR BRECR >R i)
JUER K. [Fk, Greenlees $E HBEALAEUE T B 11 BN G AN A E SRR & 18 3 b 7= A2 78 75 5270 (Greenlees,
Leyland, Thelwell et al., 2008). {H{E 2013 4E Greenlees ZE7E LA 5T o & A T Bk 0378 6 27 204G ST ] B i EL
FAMBU ] 435> FAK, AHHEA R ZE A [ TR, SiEk BRI IR R, X522 3wkt
T IE, IXEes R A SR B2 R4 1 520, HBARISZma AL W)l 75 ARk Kt S kA7 36k
(Greenlees, Eynon, & Thelwell, 2013). £5 TR, IHIRSSHIBIFE A 2 32 ZEAE sOsRIN §T R GUAISF 1] G2 R RERRAT
N, S0 R BT ER A RS B SRS s s B AR, SRS 17 I TI S ThEe, TR R
SR BERER I BAE SUnT LAMSE [ TR A AT B HREUE B, TSR B BAER G ia sl 52 is 75
B S FORIGAE, FF HLF AR SF T RN BR 512 BAAEANF 52 R AR A0 LA 7
4. INE5

1) KT REBR FERC FRAUSAT 7T S SR AR OSCE SR B ETHES, A 2000 £E~2020 4 1A DA 2012 4F
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