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Group A 
France 

 
Manager: Didier Deschamps 
 
How they fared: 2016 European Championships Runners-Up. Lost to 
Portugal 0-1 in final. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Winners (1984 & 2000) 
 

Results: 
Romania – Won 2-1 
Albania – Won 2-0 
Switzerland – Draw 0-0 
Republic of Ireland – Won 2-1 
Iceland – Won 5-2 
Germany – Won 2-0 
Portugal – Lost 0-1 
 

This ebook has been licensed to: Mark White (mwhite@tsfacademy.com)

If you are not Mark White please destroy this copy and contact WORLD CLASS COACHING.



Euro 2016 Tactical Report  4  ©WORLD CLASS COACHING 

It had been predicted that France would start the opening game of 
Euro 2016 with a 4-3-3 formation, with Arsenal’s Olivier Giroud flanked 
by Payet and Atletico Madrid’s Antoine Griezmann in attack. 

In reality, the hosts’ rarely adopted that arrangement and when in 
possession showed encouraging signs of a fluid and flexible attacking 
strategy. Griezmann and, in particular, Payet – who was the game’s 
outstanding performer –were given license to wander in opposition 
territory. It was only target-man Giroud who consistently held his 
position at the heart of the French frontline. 

With Payet and Griezmann slipping into the pockets of central space 
between Romania’s defence and midfield in order to progress the play 
and penetrate the opposition, space was created in wide-areas for 
forward surges from full-backs Patrice Evra and Bacary Sagna who 
regularly operated as wingers. 

Rarely was the West Ham forward stuck regimentally to either flank. 
Instead, the 29 year-old - who scored nine times in his first full season 
in the Premier League – was empowered to satisfy his appetite for 
possession and moved anywhere and everywhere on the pitch in 
order to seek the ball. 

This positional freedom was emphasized when Payet could be seen 
dropping into his own half to receive the ball from his back four, 
adopting the role of deep-lying playmaker in order to build the play. 

However, it was from the pockets of space higher up the pitch 
between Romania’s defence and midfield that the former Marseille 
attacker inflicted most creative damage – including his late wonder 
strike. 

Romania simply didn’t get to grips with his wanderings and were 
ultimately punished for not doing so. 

With Payet given license to roam, fellow attackers Giroud and 
Griezmann could be seen adopting a more structured forward 
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arrangement and at times operated like a more traditional center-
forward pairing. 

With Giroud’s strength and aerial abilities providing an outlet for 
intelligent and accurate direct balls into his frame, Griezmann was 
able to scheme around him. By having two sources of central 
attacking threat, France’s front pair ensured Romania’s backline were 
continually occupied and less likely to follow Payet into deeper areas. 

With France monopolizing possession in central areas, full-backs 
Bacary Sagna and Patrice Evra took every opportunity to raid forward 
– regularly meaning Deschamps' men had five or six attackers strung 
across their frontline during attacking phases. 

With space vacated by the outside-backs’ forward runs, midfielders 
Paul Pogba and Blaise Matuidi could be seen moving into deeper 
wider areas in order to receive passes. 

This meant on many occasions it was the wide midfield pair playing 
forward passes to the French outside-backs who were in much higher 
attacking areas. 

The advantage of Pogba and Matuidi beginning attacking moves from 
these areas was that they managed to find operating space away from 
the congestion of central midfield. 

In the attacking third, France’s method of attack was to penetrate the 
opposition with intricately threaded passes and clipped forward balls 
behind the Romanian backline for the forward runs of Giroud and 
Griezmann, as well as their attacking outside-backs. 

With Romania adopting a surprisingly high defensive line, Pogba and 
Payet were given the opportunity to demonstrate their full passing 
range including: slide passes between defenders; driven switches 
of play; and clipped curled passes from deep positions into 
spaces beyond the backline. 
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In particular, Juventus midfielder Pogba displayed a wonderful 
appreciation for perfectly-weighted threaded passes into the space 
between the central defender and full-back. 

Very rarely did France goalkeeper Hugo Lloris play short to his back 
four in order to retain the ball and build from the back. Instead, the 
Spurs keeper routinely aimed accurate direct balls into the opposition 
half. 

Lloris aimed to locate the aerial prowess of Pogba – who often peeled 
out to the right-hand side of midfield when the goalkeeper was in 
possession – or the frame of Giroud at the tip of the hosts’ attack. 

Although this approach meant possession was sometimes put at risk, 
Deschamps' side had the physical and combative qualities – 
particularly in midfield, where Leicester’s N’Golo Kante was flawless in 
his ability predict where the ball would drop – to ensure they were the 
first to react to any second-balls. 

With possession secure in the opposition’s half the French attack was 
triggered to begin their fluid movement and intricate forward passing. 

In the final against Portugal, France set up in a 4-2-3-1, preferring to 
dominate possession deep in the middle of the pitch to create gaps in 
the Portuguese midfield, as well as creating quick combinations in 
spaces between the lines and flanks once the ball was moved up the 
field. 

Getting the ball into spaces proved a tough task, one that was made 
harder following Ronaldo’s exit and the shift into a 4-5-1. In 
possession, all members of the French midfield would move around 
and drop back in fluid fashion to create pockets of space between the 
lines as they recycled possession around the back. The penetrating 
passes would come from combinations on the flanks between the 
wing backs and their wingers, or via hard passes into the feet of those 
in between the lines. Furthermore, as the ball was moved along the 
back, gaps would open between the Portuguese central midfield, 
which constantly had to shift from side to side. The French wide 
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players would stay wide until Griezmann or Payet (who interchanged 
roles occasionally) in the number 10 position drifted further wide. This 
would trigger the wide players to come more centrally into pockets of 
space, where players like Griezmann and Moussa Sissoko would 
drive forward with the ball to great effect. 
 
Once the ball was in the spaces, France would do one of two things if 
played into enough space: cut inside for a far post cross (which 
became the trigger for forward runs from deep into the box), or 
produce further combinations with players on the flanks resulting in a 
final cross or cut back into the center for a shot. Meanwhile, Matuidi 
and Pogba would move further forward to support the attack. 
 
In defence, France took the modern approach in defending in altering 
their shape to 4-4-2 when off the ball, with Griezmann joining Giroud 
in the furthermost line, and Payet and Sissoko dropping into wide 
midfield positions as part of the midfield bank of four that aimed to 
play a very narrow game in the center of the pitch. The pressing would 
start from either the strikers or from the wider areas, as they looked to 
trap the Portuguese in the central areas, very much like Diego 
Simeone’s Atletico Madrid. If the ball was lost in the Portuguese half, 
Matuidi would power forward to try and win the back as soon as 
possible, and in doing so created two (albeit missed) chances for the 
French immediately after making the challenges. 
 
On the whole, it was a strong and fluid tactic; France was able to 
dominate possession and had the lion’s share of the chances created 
from their use of possession. By consistently moving the ball across 
the back four with the occasional drop back to recycle possession 
from the pivot, the Portuguese midfield regularly became stretched, 
prompting the change to a 4-5-1 by Santos. Griezmann, playing in the 
number 10 role on the day, would drop into pockets of space, as well 
as make penetrating runs from deep into space to combine with his 
wingers and Giroud. Furthermore, France had a strong target man 
and aerial presence in the box in the form of Giroud, who held the ball 
up well, allowed combinations with Griezmann, and had a couple of 
chances himself. The tactic was not without its faults, as Pogba put in 
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a very timid performance, owing to Deschamps electing to play him in 
more of a holding role, limiting him from his creative best. 
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Romania 

 
Manager: Anghel Iordanescu 
 
How they fared: Finished last in Group A. 
 
Previous best in Euros: Quarter-finals (2000) 
 
Results:  
France – Lost 1-2 
Switzerland – Draw 1-1 
Albania – Lost 0-1 
 
In their opener against France, Romania may not have had any star 
players, but they had very disciplined players who stuck to their tactics 
and had good positional sense. Their team selection was smart and 
the 4-3-3 formation made it difficult for the French to create and find 
the pockets of space. The midfield trio of Pintili, Hoban and Stanciu 
maintained a very compact midfield to force the French to play into 
wide areas. As lordanescu was aware of Sagna and Evra's age, so his 
strategy was to outpace the French outside-backs and cut-off the 
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overlapping supply from wide areas in the center of the Romanian 
final third. 
 
Romania's main strength throughout the qualifying phase was their 
defense. They only conceded twice in their 10 qualifying matches. 
However, that qualifying group full of Greece, Finland, Northern 
Ireland and the Faroe Islands was never likely to pose any threat on 
goal. In the Euros, Romania was dependent on the raw pace of 
Andone and Popa to break on the counter.  
 
After losing their first match to France, the Tricolorii needed to open 
their tally, so a big question was put on Romania’s staff if the same 
approach would be beneficial.  Maybe that’s why Anghel Iordanescu 
made four changes for the second match against Switzerland: 
Claudiu Keseru replaced Florin Andone in attack, Gabriel Torje 
and Alex Chipciu replaced Popa and Stanciu while Andrei 
Prepelita replaced Ovidiu Hoban in the center of the park. This 
last change was arguably the one that mostly influenced the second 
match. The midfield-duo of Pintilii-Hoban was one of the key factors in 
the good performance against France and Prepelita is known more as 
a midfielder with technique and creativity than as an enforcer. 
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Switzerland 

 
Manager: Vladimir Petkovic 
 
How they fared: Finished second behind France in Group A. Draw 
with Poland 1-1 in second-round (lost 4-5 on PK). 
 
Previous best in Euros: Group stage 
 
Results: 
Albania – Won 1-0 
Romania – Draw 1-1 
France – Draw 0-0 
Poland - Draw 1-1 (lost 4-5 on PK) 
 
The Swiss advanced to the second-round from a group that, aside 
from hosts France, had tight competitors in Albania and Romania. 
Opening with a slender win 1-0 against Albania, followed by a 1-1 
draw with Romania, the Swiss showed some mettle holding out to a 0-
0 draw against France. While they didn’t play against teams who’ve 
been scoring goals for fun, they were reasonably solid in defence 
throughout. 
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The Swiss, playing throughout in their 4-2-3-1, built up well from the 
back, playing swiftly to their outside-backs and keeping possession 
under pressure. They were not constantly pressed by the opposition 
midfield, but they were often pressed when they dwelled for too long 
on the ball. Xhaka had a fine showing in the tournament whenever he 
was in possession. He played good diagonal long passes on 
occasions, but his inexperience under pressure showed slightly when 
he failed to stamp his impression on matches. 

When he did manage to get the ball to the flanks, the Swiss relied 
more on direct wing play rather than combining with infield players 
first. At times when the wingers weren’t successful 1v1, a diagonal 
pass in the space between the outside back and the center back often 
set one of the midfielders free. Shaquiri seemed to roam freely and 
often found himself on the end of such passes before cutting back or 
playing a cross. 

While the Swiss only conceded a few goals, their defence did look 
under threat when faced with the pace of a counter attack. They were 
compact through the middle for the most part, without a great deal of 
pressure on opposition wide players. 

The Swiss were aerially vulnerable weak in midfield, but had sufficient 
height at the back with Djourou and Schär. On a few occasions 
however, poor communication and clearances increased the pressure 
on the Swiss goal. 
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Albania 

 
Manager: Gianni de Biasi 
 
How they fared: Finished third in Group A 
 
Previous best at Euros: Have never previously qualified 
 
Results: 
Switzerland – Lost 0-1 
France – Lost 0-2 
Romania – Won 1-0 
 
Albania started off in a 4-3-3 against Switzerland before switching to a 
4-5-1 against France. This was their first major tournament 
appearance.  Their 1-0 victory over Romania was both their first major 
tournament goal, but also their first major tournament win. 
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Group B 
England 

 
Manager: Roy Hodgson 
 
How they fared: Finished second behind Wales in Group B. Lost to 
Iceland 1-2 in second-round. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Semi-finals (1968 & 1996) 
 
Results: 
Russia – Draw 1-1 
Wales – Won 2-1 
Slovakia – Draw 0-0 
Iceland – Lost 1-2 
 
England’s Euro 2016 debut saw Roy Hodgson deploy a flexible and 
fluid attacking strategy based on the interchanging of positions and 
forward running threats between and beyond Russia’s backline. 
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With Harry Kane the only fixed point along in England’s attack, Adam 
Lallana, Dele Alli and Raheem Sterling were all given license to 
change position and seek pockets of space in central areas. 

England’s Adam Lallana was a case in point. At different times during 
the match, the Liverpool attacker operated between the right and 
center of England’s attack as well as the furthest forward player on 
occasion. 

In the opening period of the game, the 28-year-old took up a narrow 
position on the right of England’s attack, occupying both Russia’s left-
sided central defender and left-back, in turn creating space for full-
back Kyle Walker to overlap on the right flank. 

As the game progressed, Lallana could be seen drifting inside to 
share the number ten position with Alli, as the pair searched for 
operating space along and around England’s frontline. 

Roy Hodgson made 6 changes to the side that beat Wales in injury 
time with goal scorers Jamie Vardy and Daniel Sturridge starting from 
the off in Saint-Etienne in a 4-3-3 with Sturridge coming in from the 
right and Adam Lallana playing on the left. Liverpool captain Jordan 
Henderson got his first start off the tournament alongside Arsenal’s 
Jack Wilshere. 

Captain Wayne Rooney was rested due to a mild hamstring problem 
while Nathaniel Clyne and Ryan Bertrand replaced the Spurs duo of 
Kyle Walker and Danny Rose at the two outside-back positions. 

Against Iceland, Hodgson started with Harry Kane upfront, followed by 
Raheem Sterling, Dele Alli, and Daniel Sturridge in the attacking 
midfield. Wayne Rooney and Erik Dier, Hodgson’s preferred central 
midfielders in this tournament, partnered in the middle once again. 
Danny Rose, Chris Smalling, Gary Cahill, and Kyle Walker played as 
the defensive four. Joe Hart started in the goal. England played with a 
4-3-3 formation. 
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Iceland was narrow, direct, and extremely vertically oriented in its 
passing during the attacking phase of the game. England’s poor 
attacking position and lack of pressing in the final and middle third was 
allowing Iceland to attack freely and manipulate England’s defence. 
England’s reluctance to press was having serious consequences in 
the final third as the opposition was getting the opportunities to create 
scoring chances. During Iceland’s second goal, England did not press 
Sigthorsson and Co. while they easily passed the ball among 
themselves and scored. 

Also, since Iceland’s attacking shape was narrow, England was forced 
to stay narrow in the middle third so as to stop Iceland from 
progressing its attacks. This was resulting in open space in the middle 
and the far side. 

England, due to poor attacking shape and Iceland’s central presence, 
had to try to reach the box from the wider regions using crosses. Even 
in the situation when a through ball could’ve been tried in the final 
third, crossing was preferred over it. 

In the second half, with Jack Wilshere’s introduction, England’s fluidity 
increased, but the problems related to the positioning still persisted. 

The non-verbal communication between the English players was 
terrible. Most of the players had no clue as to what their team mates 
were doing. Such misunderstanding leads to poor co-ordination on the 
pitch. Small co-ordination problems manifest themselves as big 
tactical problems when a player doesn’t know what the team will be 
trying with the next pass. The inability to read the game, judge the 
passes, position accordingly and have a vision before making a pass 
is just not acceptable for players who play at the top tier of English 
football. Cahill missed a great opportunity to send a vertical ball to 
Kane early in the second half as he passed the ball sideways. He 
chose a square pass instead of one that could’ve provided 
penetration. Rooney and Dier, in the first half and Rooney and 
Wilshere in the second half, were having positioning issues and were 
constantly failing to read each other’s mind and be prepared for 
passes. Rose had issues in sensing his duties as Sterling was 
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dropping deep while staying in the half-space. Kane was unable to link 
up with the attacking midfielders as this lot had problems in perceiving 
the ongoing situation and reacting as per the needs. 

England had a few good chances to make use of but the players just 
couldn’t go for the right pass at the right moment. Couple this with the 
disciplined defending from Iceland and England couldn’t just penetrate 
the box.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

This ebook has been licensed to: Mark White (mwhite@tsfacademy.com)

If you are not Mark White please destroy this copy and contact WORLD CLASS COACHING.



Euro 2016 Tactical Report  18  ©WORLD CLASS COACHING 

Russia 

 
Manager: Leonid Slutsky 
 
How they fared: Last in Group B 
 
Previous best at Euros: Semi-final (2008) 
 
Results: 
England – Draw 1-1 
Slovakia – Lost 1-2 
Wales – Lost 0-3 
 
Russia used a 4-3-3 formation throughout their three matches at Euro 
2016. 
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Slovakia 

 
Manager: Jan Kozak 
 
How they fared: Finished third in Group B. Lost to Germany 0-3 in 
second-round. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Have never previously qualified 
 

Results: 
Wales – Lost 1-2 
Russia – Won 2-1 
England – Draw 0-0 
Germany – Lost 0-3 
 
For Slovakia, manager Jan Kozak preferred a 4-3-3 formation with 
Matus Kozakic between the sticks. Peter Pekarik, Martin Skrtel, Jan 
Durica and Dusan Svento formed the defensive four. At the base of 
the midfield triangle was Patrik Hrosovsky who was supported by 
Marek Hamsik and Juraj Kucka. Robert Mak and Vladimir Weiss were 
out wide and Michal Duris was the striker. 
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Slovakia rarely pressed high and from the beginning, they were happy 
in moving back to their original positions to regain their shape and wait 
for Wales to move into the middle third. Their shape while defending 
was a 4-5-1. The outside players, Mak and Weiss, followed the 
outside backs of Wales till the final third and were passing on the 
marking duties to their outside backs. The Slovakian outside backs 
never rushed out to stop Gunter or Taylor in the middle third. Slovakia 
generally maintained a narrow shape in the final third. 
 
The way Wales defended gave Slovakia very little to gain from their 
build-ups. Skrtel and Durica had their passing lanes through the 
center blocked by Wales’s forwards. So, for the first thirty minutes, 
when Slovakian attacks were being thwarted in the middle, Wales 
controlled the game. 
 
However, as Hamsik, Kucka and Hrosovsky started to move more 
towards the outside, the center backs started to find some options to 
pass to. This was supported by Mak and Weiss, who started to move 
towards the center. 
 
Against Russia raised a few eyebrows. Slovakia understandably put 
men behind the ball, yet Jan Kozak made a few substitutes that did 
not support such a defensive policy and left space for Russia to 
attack. Yet Russia continued their slow build up play, mixed with the 
occasional long ball as Slovakia defended in numbers.  
 
It was not until the final ten minutes, after pulling a goal back that 
Russia played with any sort of tempo. What seemed to be a sturdy 
and more confident defence, optimized by Martin Skrtel's composure 
before passing Hamsik the ball to create the opening goal, all of a 
sudden showed the nerves that had taken over them in the Wales 
match. 
 
Slovakia was delighted with their first half performance and holding on 
to a crucial three points, but Jan Kozak was concerned at the way his 
team lacked composure on defence late on. 
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Against England, Jan Kozak, on the other hand, opted to start with an 
unchanged line-up that prevailed over Russia in search for a point 
which would all but guarantee progression into the knockout stages as 
one of the four best 3rd place teams. Their formation was a rigid 4-3-
3/4-5-1, with the industrious Duda, who is really an attacking 
midfielder/second striker, favored in the striking role with the aim of 
dropping deep and providing Weiss and Mak space to exploit behind 
the defence. 
 
Against Germany, Slovakia had a simple defensive tactic: maintain 
two lines of four behind the ball with a defensive midfielder in 
between those lines. This did not seem to frustrate the Germans, 
and Slovakia would have done well to pick their moments to press 
Kroos and Khedira to win the ball instead of standing off completely. 
 
They were also not very quick at recovering their positioning and 
would sometimes be out of position when they should have been 
covering a man. They did not double up on Draxler or Hector when 
they were out wide and the two Germans found much success down 
their respective flanks, especially on the left when Draxler set up 
Gomez for one of the goals. 
 
The Slovakian midfield was very static in the first half. There was little 
to no movement off the ball and at times they seemed to occupy 
spaces similar to when they were defending, except that they turned 
to face Germany’s goal. When they tried to build from the back, the 
central midfielders often took more than two touches which gave the 
German midfielders plenty of time to close them down. 
 
They could have shown more urgency in the counter attack, and they 
lacked an end product when playing short, vertical passes through the 
middle. The German defense was able to stay compact and clear any 
danger. In the second half, Slovakia had some luck attacking down 
their right flank, but the lack of end product let them down once more. 
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Wales 

 
Manager: Chris Coleman 
 
How they fared: Second in Group B behind Belgium. Lost to Portugal 
0-2 in semi-finals. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Have never previously qualified 
 
Results: 
Slovakia – Won 2-1 
England – Lost 1-2 
Russia – Won 3-0 
Northern Ireland – Won 1-0 
Belgium – Won 3-1 
Portugal – Lost 0-2 
 
The work begun by John Toshack was pushed forward by the late 
Gary Speed and now Chris Coleman put the final touches on a 
talented group of players. Wales looked a calm and confident team, 
with two very good results in the group stage against Slovakia and 
Russia sandwiched between a blip against England. Coleman said he 
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felt that this blip would certainly not end the “journey” Wales were on 
and when one observed the togetherness of the players on the field, it 
would take a difficult result to send them home. 
 
The Welsh players stretched the field completely, with the outside 
backs and wide players occupying the side lines like there was no 
other place they would rather be. When Wayne Hennessey played 
shorter goal kicks to his center backs and outside backs, the Northern 
Ireland pressing certainly pushed them back. On occasions when they 
were able to move the ball back infield quickly enough, they managed 
to get the ball to one of Aaron Ramsey or Joe Allen who dropped deep 
to pull the strings. 
 
Wales relied on crosses from the flanks, and early long cross field 
passes from the outside backs at the edge of the final third. There was 
no constant switch of play and the quality of passing from Wales let 
them down for most of the game. There were direct long pass 
attempts to free Gareth Bale behind the striker, but he spent most of 
the game dropping back in his own half to receive the ball. Ramsey 
had a few good diagonal passes, including one in the second half to 
Sam Vokes which was a bit difficult to control in the time and space at 
his disposal. 
 
The Welsh occupied good spaces off the ball and struck a balance 
between pressing and dropping off. They did not press as high up as 
Northern Ireland, but were solid when it mattered. James Chester put 
in another solid display at the back and was at the right place at the 
right time for most of the game. Most of the midfielders dropped deep 
off the ball, to reduce the space for Northern Ireland when they were 
in possession. Gareth Bale often found himself back in his own half 
defending deep as well. 
 
In midfield, the pressure was not high, but was primarily timed to 
ensure that the opposition offensive midfielders had less time on the 
ball. Northern Ireland posed some threat from the flanks, but the 
Welsh often had their outside backs and flank players working 
together to contain this threat. With the lack of a mercurial talent out 
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wide for Northern Ireland, the Welsh often had the upper hand in this 
area of the field. 
 
On the day, Chris Coleman elected to start his Welsh side in a 5-3-1-1 
in order to try and deal with Portugal’s attacking prowess. However, 
they were undone by several moments of lost concentration as their 
fairy tale came to an abrupt end. Goals from Ronaldo and Nani 
confirmed their exit from Euro 2016 
 
The Welsh side set up in a manner to stem Portuguese attacks, while 
giving the team width and Gareth Bale space to move into once in 
possession. However, Wales ended up sitting too deep, giving the 
Portuguese strikers time to drop deep to receive the ball and shoot or 
combine with their midfielders who were allowed to make deep runs. 
Furthermore, because of their shape and their inability to get attacking 
players forward, the Welsh were limited to a few options in the build-
up. 
 
In possession, the Welsh outside backs would move higher up the 
wings, while the back three would spread out with Allen and Ledley 
acting as pivots. King and Bale were given free roles in possession, 
with Bale consistently dropping deep to receive the ball and King 
getting into the box if Robson-Kanu went into wider areas, or into 
pockets of space as the ball was passed around. 
 
Unlike the Italians, who had used the 5-3-2 formation during the 
tournament, the more attacking of the Welsh players were too far 
away to combine and hold up the ball. Because of Wales’ shape and 
build-up, Robson-Kanu found himself hopelessly isolated. 
Furthermore, the towering Fonte and Alves consistently beat him to 
the ball, causing Robson-Kanu leaving little to no impact in Welsh 
attacks. The long ball option was an absolute failure, with majority of 
the long balls played by Wales scooped up by the Portuguese, 
sending them on the offensive. 
 
To their credit, the Welsh did a great job in recycling possession, and 
when they weren’t switching the play to their wing backs or sending 
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the ball long, they created gaps of space within the Portuguese 
midfield, mainly in the channels along the sides of the pitch. When the 
ball was passed to Taylor and Gunter, they would be closed down by 
Sanches and Mario respectively, which would leave gaps of space to 
move into in the middle or acres of space for the wingback on the 
other side of the pitch. As Taylor and Gunter pushed higher up, the 
responsibility to close down was left to Soares and Guerreiro. When 
the ball was on their side, they would drop deeper to feign reception of 
the ball, dragging their markers with them and creating channels for 
Bale to move into. 
 
Disappointingly, these spaces in the midfield were not exploited nearly 
enough, with King and Robson Kanu electing to make forward runs 
instead of dropping to support the build-up. 
 
As a result, Wales ended up recycling possession without any real 
threat, leading them to change their shape to 4-3-1-2 and bring on 
Church and Vokes when they began to chase the game. 
Unfortunately, Bale found himself doing the lion’s share of the 
attacking. 
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Group C 
Germany 

 
Manager: Joachim Low 
 
How they fared: Won Group C. Lost to France 0-2 in semi-finals. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Winners (1972, 1980, 1996) 
 
Results: 
Ukraine – Won 2-0 
Poland – Draw 0-0 
Northern Ireland – Won 1-0 
Slovakia – Won 3-0 
Italy – Draw 1-1 (won 6-5 PK) 
France – Lost 0-2 
 
Joachim Low, in order to tackle Antonio Conte’s almost unbeatable 3-
5-2 formation, decided to change his preferred 4-2-3-1 formation to 3-
5-2. Germany took the lead through Mesut Ozil and Italy equalized 
through Leonardo Bonucci’s penalty. In the penalty shootout after the 
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extra-time, 7 kicks failed to end up in the back of the net. Finally, it 
was Germany that managed to sneak through to the semi-finals of 
Euro 2016 just like Jonas Hector’s shot slipped under Gianluigi Buffon 
in the ultimate and decisive kick of the match 
 
Germany high pressed Italy. There were a few man-oriented players 
in the German midfield and back line. The man-orientation and high 
pressing coupled with wide movements of Italy’s central midfielders 
was allowing space in the middle for the Italian attack. Germany, apart 
from man-marking and a few high press failures, were good at 
defending – especially with the use of cover shadows to push Italian 
players to take up bad positions. 

Germany was pressing Italian goalkeeper, Buffon, while defending in 
the attacking third. Muller and Ozil were putting pressure on the wide 
center backs – Chiellini and Barzagli respectively, by positioning in the 
half-spaces. Striker Gomez was trying to disrupt Buffon’s short central 
passing options to Sturaro and Bonucci. To beat this frontline pressing 
by Germany, Italy was changing its shape as it has done a lot of times 
in this tournament. The central midfielders – Parolo and Giaccherini 
were spreading out wide to the wings while the outside backs –De 
Sciglio and Florenzi were pushing higher up the pitch. 
 
Due to the wide positioning of Italy’s central midfielders, 
Schweinsteiger and Kroos were also getting dragged wide which was 
leaving a big gap in the middle. To successfully beat Germany’s high 
pressing, Italy had to just get the ball into the free space. Italy was 
doing this in two ways. One, a pass from Buffon to Sturaro after some 
clever movement from the latter to get Gomez off his back and 
Sturaro’s run into the space or combination of passes with the players 
close to him. Two, a pass from the goalkeeper to one of the widely 
positioned central midfielders and from the midfielders a diagonal ball 
to one of the center forwards. 

In the second half, Howedes started to move more towards the left 
wing while the attacking build-ups as opposed to his half-space 
oriented position in the first 45 minutes. This was allowing Kimmich to 
position in a more advanced position that he was doing in the first half. 
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Schweinsteiger and Muller were also getting involved a lot in the 
attacks by positioning in the half-spaces. Germany became more 
staggered in the middle which was allowing for more passing options 
for the player on the ball. The change of shape was allowing a lot of 
position swaps and rotations among the players. 

This was creating two advantages to Germany. One, it was forcing 
Italy to tilt more towards Germany’s right side and open space on the 
left side of Germany – thus allowing room for Gomez and Hector to 
make runs. Two, as Italy were compact while defending, they were 
conducting the play through the same side most of the time. Thus, the 
four German players who were positioning in the right wing and half-
space were able to counter-press effectively. 

Against France in the semi-finals, Jogi Low had several changes 
forced on him. Sami Khedira and Mario Gomez were out for injuries 
and Mats Hummels for yellow card accumulation. Low shifted 
Benedict Howedes into central defense, and put young Joshua 
Kimmich in at right back. Moving away from the 4-2-3-1 we’ve seen for 
most of the tournament, Low shifted Germany to a 4-3-3. Thomas 
Muller came in from the wing to fill Gomez’s spot and Emre Can in 
midfield for Khedira. 
 
The first ten minutes were shaky and open, with France seeming more 
comfortable in the high intensity atmosphere. Germany settled into the 
game, however, after ten minutes, and proceeded to dominate the first 
half. They controlled the ball and pinned France deep within their own 
half. 

Germany was very fluid in possession, with tons of off ball movement. 
All three forwards played with positional freedom, particularly Ozil, 
who rarely stuck to his right side position. The outside backs, Kimmich 
and Hector, provided width. 

Germany focused on the right side during build up and in the final 
third. With fluid movements they were able to create overloads in the 
half space and combine to good effect. 
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Mesut Ozil could hardly be called a winger, even though he was 
slotted into the right wing. He roamed all over the pitch, creating 
overloads. When the ball was on the right, Ozil would normally drop 
deeper in the right half space. Thus the balancing movements of Can 
and Kimmich were vital. Both pushed higher, Can in the half space 
and Kimmich on the wing, providing forward options for Boateng and 
Ozil. 

Germany’s sustained possession allowed them to dominate the half 
and pin back France. Thus Germany’s possession wasn’t just an 
offensive tool, but a defensive one as well, shutting out France’s 
attack and not allowing them to create chances. France had trouble 
converting turnovers into counter attacks, and Germany was 
positioned well to counter press and shut down French counters. The 
individual ability of German defenders, especially Boateng and 
Schweinsteiger, to counter press also greatly impacted France’s ability 
to create chances. 
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Northern Ireland 

 
Manager: Michael O'Neill 
 
How they fared: Finished third in Group C. Lost to Wales 0-1 in 
second-round. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Have never previously qualified 
 
Results: 
Poland – Lost 0-1 
Ukraine – Won 2-0 
Germany – Lost 0-1 
Wales – Lost 0-1 
 
Northern Ireland were content to let opponents keep possession and 
defend deep inside their own half for the majority of matches. One 
might be tempted to borrow an expression from their footballing 
neighbors and suggest that they decided to “park the bus,” but that 
would be a little harsh on the Northern Ireland team. There was little to 
no closing down in the opposition half, which allowed opponents to 
play long to the wings as they pleased. 
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Fans of more attacking football would probably be bored and even 
frustrated by such defending, but it takes a great deal of discipline to 
stick to a plan and execute it for 90 minutes. There weren’t a lot of 
occasions where the Northern Ireland players made attempts to press 
and win the ball in midfield. When they did press a few times, they 
were sensible and managed to possess the ball for a short period of 
time. They did however, close down space in and around the box 
effectively, even if it sometimes required a last ditch but crucial effort. 
 
There was little to no pressure on wide players in the final third, which 
allowed teams plenty of time and space to get crosses into the box.  
 
A lack of inexperience in Europe’s top league’s showed in the decision 
making behind some of the Northern Ireland attacks. While a couple of 
well-timed presses led to transitions where the point of attack was 
often switched to the left, one of Dallas and Norwood would trade 
passes, while the other would look to cut inside and shoot early, when 
a momentary delay to bring a third attacker in to the play to overload 
the defense was another option they could have explored. 
 
Most crosses were also blocked easily by the outside backs on both 
flanks. It also was not an uncommon sight to see a defender head the 
ball from McGovern’s goal kicks away from the lone striker, 
Washington. There weren’t many set piece opportunities for them to 
exploit either, which meant their attacking avenues were limited 
overall. 
 
Against Wales, there was a distinct change in approach from Northern 
Ireland in terms of their basic defensive organization. They pressed 
much more than they did against Germany, filled with belief that there 
was an opportunity to snatch in the final third. Lafferty led the line both 
in terms of offense and defense, as he and Ward pressed the Welsh 
back three to force mistakes when they dwelled on the ball too long. 
There were several occasions where the overall pressure was 
successful enough to force the ball back to Hennessey in goal. 
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The midfielders pressed Ramsey and Allen, denying them space and 
the opportunity to play forward. If a pass was played square, that was 
acceptable to Northern Ireland, but any passes directed forward were 
contained. This approach restricted the service from the back to Allen 
and Ramsey only had more of the ball than his teammate because he 
dropped back more often between the lines. From these positions 
Ramsey played long passes that were often intercepted by the 
Northern Ireland back four, with little to no pressure. 
 
The lack of mercurial wide players did not, however, stop Northern 
Ireland from mixing up directness on the wings with combinations 
before attempting to find Lafferty in the middle. Ward floated inside 
from the right wing on many occasions to play behind Lafferty, and his 
shot in the second half to force a fingertip save off Hennessey was 
amongst Northern Ireland’s best chances of the game. 
 
Another stark contrast from the game against Germany, was their 
composure on the ball in their own defensive half. Wales did not press 
with great intensity, but Northern Ireland were able to move the ball 
around and keep possession even with the pressure Wales were 
willing to apply. They were calm in these areas and were able to get 
the ball to the wings, which is where most of their attacks ultimately 
fell through. 
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Poland 

 
Manager: Adam Nawalka 
 
How they fared: Finished second in Group C behind Germany. Draw 
1-1 with Portugal (lost 3-5 in PK) in Quarterfinals. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Group stage (2008 & 2012) 
 
Results: 
Northern Ireland – Won 1-0 
Germany – Draw 0-0 
Ukraine – Won 1-0 
Switzerland – Draw 1-1 (advanced 5-4 PK) 
Portugal – Draw 1-1 (lost 3-5 PK) 
 
Poland’s siege, in a 4-4-2 formation, on the European championship 
began similarly when they edged past Northern Ireland by a goal to 
nil. A 0-0 stalemate against western neighbors Germany followed by 
another solid 1-0 result against Ukraine, gave the Poles a passage 
way to the last 16 in a similarly close group. 
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Poland were effective at containing the midfield, largely denying space 
to the passing lanes, often forcing defenders to pass sideways in their 
build up from the back. The Poles were particularly effective with this 
approach, when the lack of movement from infield to the flanks 
reduced the space for the Poles to defend. 
 
The Poles pressed wisely and were able to force mistakes near the 
center circle and engineer counter attacks. They were also notably 
quick in transitioning from attack to defence off the ball, a trait vital for 
a team that wants to be effective on the counter attack. 
 
The Poles were refreshingly quick in their overall offensive play. They 
seemed to play with flair and confidence, which was reflected in their 
overall speed of play. They combined swiftly in and around the box 
with short passes to get in behind the defence, with Krychowiak at the 
center of most of this tidy build up in the final third. There was an 
emphasis on switching the point of attack quickly, which sometimes 
meant two diagonal, cross field passes in succession. 
 
The presence of Lewandowski and Milik up front provided two 
possible targets for the Polish flank players’ crosses and central 
midfielders’ passes to feet, both of whom were comfortable with this 
kind of service. Lewandowski would often drop into deeper or wider 
spaces to pick up the ball and showed a great deal of selflessness for 
a striker who had scored 30+ goals for his club. Both strikers also 
benefited from early diagonal aerial passes from the midfielders. 
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Ukraine 

 
Manager: Mykhaylo Fomenko 
 
How they fared: Finished last in Group C 
 
Previous best at Euros: Group stage (2012) 
 
Results: 
Germany – Lost 0-2 
Northern Ireland – Lost 0-2 
Poland – Lost 0-1 
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Group D 
Croatia 

 
Manager: Ante Čačić 
 
How they fared: Finished first in Group D. Lost 0-1 to Portugal in 
second-round. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Quarter-finals (1996 & 2008) 
 
Results: 
Turkey – Won 1-0 
Czech Republic – Draw 2-2 
Spain – Won 2-1 
Portugal – Lost 0-1 
 
Against the Czech Republic, Croatia lined up in a 4-2-3-1 formation, 
as they did in their opening match against Turkey and also began with 
the same starting 11 as manager Ante Čačić elected not to change a 
winning side. 
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They began the game just as they finished the first, with Mario 
Mandžukić registering the fastest shot on target of the tournament 
inside one minute and 11 seconds. You could be forgiven for thinking 
that the Juventus striker would be his side's main source of goals 
going into the tournament, but that was far from the case with 
Mandžukić using his towering frame and strength to hold the ball up 
and bring the three midfielders behind him into play regularly. 

Croatia created multiple chances in the first half thanks to this style of 
play and it was Inter Milan's Ivan Perišić who broke into the left side of 
the box and swept into the far corner in style to put his side a goal to 
the good in the 37th minute. It had been coming for the entire half, 
with Croatia registering several shots on goal as they did against 
Turkey, yet also remaining calm on the ball and waiting for the right 
moment to thread the ball through to one of their advanced players. 

Luka Modrić was once again at the heart of everything good about 
Croatia's play, playing in a deeper role that he has become 
accustomed to at Real Madrid in recent years. The midfielder seemed 
to glide away from challenges and find space where there seemed to 
be none, something that he has been doing for his entire career 
whether that be in an advanced role or the deeper position that he 
was utilized. 

Another key component of Croatia's play was their captain Darijo 
Srna, a man who returned from his father's funeral to put in a 
committed and energetic display at right-back. Srna looked to overlap 
at every opportunity, and used his quality on the ball to link up with 
Marcelo Brozović on the right side on several occasions in addition to 
delivering crosses into the penalty area in an attempt to utilize the 
aerial abilities of Mandžukić. 
 
Ante Čačić, against Spain, had to replace Luka Modric, his star. 
Modric left Croatia’s second match, against the Czech Republic, with 
an injury, so Čačić had to replace Croatia’s main playmaker. He 
brought in Marko Rog, a 20 year old midfield for Dynamo Zagreb. 
Although Croatia lined up in a 4-2-3-1, they truly defended in a 4-4-2. 
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Croatia came out with an ambitious and aggressive game plan. 
Instead of looking to sit deep and allow Spain to control the ball, Čačić 
decided to press high and disrupt Spain’s build up in the first line, 
taking the game to the European champions. 
 
Ivan Rakitic pushed up alongside Nikola Kalinic, while Ivan Perišić and 
Marko Pjaca dropped back into midfield to create a 4-4-2. While this is 
an effective formation to press in, as it offers good vertical 
compactness and support for the first line of pressure when executed 
right, Croatia failed to do that. Their pressure did disrupt Spain’s initial 
build up some, but the Spanish also easily found ways around it, and 
behind the pressure was open field. 
 
There are two main rules that every team must follow when they 
defend higher up the field: put pressure on the ball and in midfield, 
and stay compact between lines of defenders. Croatia did neither. 
Often Sergio Ramos and Pique would pick up the ball from David De 
Gea, and find themselves with space and time to dribble calmly and 
look for a pass. Rakitic and Kalinic failed to put adequate pressure on 
Spain’s center backs, a general flaw but exacerbated by the offensive 
ability of Ramos and Pique. 
 
This lack of ball pressure was made worse by the complete lack of 
compactness. The central midfielders were often 20-30 yards behind 
the Rakitic and Kalinic, leaving acres of space for Busquets, Iniesta 
and Fabregas to move in. Spain’s goal shows the result of that 
incompactness. 
 
Against Portugal, Ante Čačić benched Marko Rog, Marko Pjaca, 
Nikola Kalinic, Sime Vrsaljko, and Tin Jedvaj and reverted to his 
preferred squad. Mario Mandzukic started as the striker in the 4-2-3-1 
setup of Čačić. Ivan Perišić, Ivan Rakitic, and Marcelo Brozovic 
started behind the Juventus striker in the attacking midfield. Luka 
Modric recovered from the injury he sustained in the match against 
the Czech Republic and was present in the central midfield to partner 
Fiorentina’s Milan Badelj. Ivan Strinic, Domagoj Vida, Vedran Corluka, 
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and Dario Srna formed the back four while Danijel Subasic continued 
as the goalkeeper. 
 
Cacic’s 4-2-3-1 featured some great midfielders in Modric, Rakitic, 
Badelj, and Perišić. However, the problem with Cacic’s system was 
the usage of the players in this setup. While Rakitic, playing as 
number 10, assumed a position very close to striker Mandzukic, 
Modric and Badelj were deep in their own half, thanks to some very 
coordinated pressing by Portugal in the final third and middle third of 
the pitch. There was such a huge gap in the midfield that Croatia 
failed badly in establishing central presence during attacking build-
ups. Most of the time the build-ups never progressed beyond the 
halfway mark of the pitch and the ball was circulated amongst Modric, 
Badelj and the four defenders; Strinic, Vida, Corluka and Srna. 
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Czech Republic 

 
Manager: Pavel Vrba 
 
How they fared: Finished last in Group D. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Runners-up (1996) 
 
Results: 
Spain – Lost 0-1 
Croatia – Draw 2-2 
Turkey – Lost 0-2 
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Spain 

 
Manager: Vicente del Bosque 
 
How they fared: Finished second behind Croatia in Group D. Lost to 
Italy 0-2 in second-round. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Winners (1964, 2008, 2012) 
 
Results: 
Czech Republic – Won 1-0 
Turkey – Won 3-0 
Croatia – Lost 1-2 
Italy – Lost 0-2 
 
The front 3 of Spain tried to face Italy’s defenders man-to-man while 
they used their outside backs and Iniesta to look for solutions to thwart 
the Italian defence to no avail. Italy’s compactness and pressing traps, 
also with Fabregas’ inability to exploit the space behind Giaccherini’s 
forward runs led to an overall drab day in the Spanish midfield service. 
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Spain tried a variety of ways to get the ball past Italy’s trio in midfield 
first, and then their trio in defence. Unfortunately for them, the first of 
their problems was that Busquets was off his game and was being 
marked by Graziano Pelle up front. Busquets lacked support in this 
match and often pushed up to counter press which allowed space 
behind him, ultimately leading to the first goal of the match. 

With Busquets out of the picture, Spain used their 3 attackers to face 
Italy’s defenders 1v1. This was used to halt Italy’s progression up the 
pitch but not with the full intention of winning the ball back which was 
an odd decision to say the least. The reason for this came in the form 
of Italy’s defenders’ ability to play the ball out of the back under almost 
any circumstance. Their defenders used their knack of utilizing the ball 
against pressure effectively to bypass a very simple pressing structure 
from La Roja. 

To battle this, Italy’s defenders either shifted out wide with the ball to 
draw one of Spain’s interiors out of their shape, or De Rossi would 
drop deeper to form a 4v3 overload against Spain’s attackers to allow 
the progression of play to occur. 
 
Spain on the day heavily relied on crossing but initially they used a 
crossing type very popular at this tournament which is the aerial 
diagonal cutback. Morata scored against Turkey in this way and so did 
Ronaldo against Hungary. This is also used by Messi to reach Neymar 
or Alba at the other half space, but Silva’s utilization of this type of 
cross didn’t produce the required results. Later on they used the most 
common (and least successful) form of crossing. Against a defence 
like Italy’s, chances are that will be as a result of a lack of ideas; in this 
case it was, especially for a team in the mold of Spain. 

They proceeded to draw Giaccherini out of his position in the 5-3-2 (a 
pressing trap from Italy, where the ball-near outer central midfielder 
would push up to press), play it to an outside back out wide and play 
the ball to one of the interiors in the half space.  
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Turkey 

 
Manager: Fatih Terim 
 
How they fared: Finished third in Group D. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Semi-finals (2008) 
 
Results: 
Croatia – Lost 0-1 
Spain – Lost 0-3 
Czech Republic – Won 2-0 
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Group E 
Belgium 

 
Manager: Marc Wilmots 
 
How they fared: Finished second behind Italy in Group E. Lost 1-3 to 
Wales in the Quarterfinals. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Runners-up (1980) 
 
Results: 
Italy – Lost 0-2 
Republic of Ireland – Won 3-0 
Sweden – Won 1-0 
Hungary – Won 4-0 
Wales – Lost 1-3 
 
For Belgium, a classic 4-2-3-1 with an unconventional attacking 
midfielder in Fellaini who focused on winning headers and marking 
Daniele de Rossi. Hazard and De Bruyne both failed to exploit the 
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space in between the lines to a great extent and Lukaku’s lateral 
movement was decent at best. 
 
From the outset of the match the main feature was Fellaini’s distance 
away from Italy’s best midfielder Daniele De Rossi. The bulky Belgian 
was touching distance away from the Italian who was, at the age of 
32, not able to put in a shift for the team while being marked the whole 
time. Fellaini rarely left de Rossi alone, making sure that every time 
Italy attempted to build out of the back they would have to progress 
via their center backs and not the Roma man himself. 

Belgium’s 4-2-3-1 formation had Fellaini at the tip of attacking midfield 
who offered next to nothing in attack with his headers failing to have 
their expected effect. Belgium completed only 30% of their 10 crosses 
in the first half, with Vertonghen and Ciman taking half of them. Their 
roles, in the absence of a creative attacking midfielder thanks to the 
partial isolation of Hazard and De Bruyne, were limited to diagonal 
balls and attempted switches of play. Unfortunately for Belgium, it was 
laborious and lackluster. 

Fellaini’s marking of De Rossi wasn’t supported by Hazard, Lukaku 
and De Bruyne and this led to a large extent of comfort from the Italian 
central defensive trio. This improved from Belgium in the second half 
when Lukaku and De Bruyne started to use their bodies to force the 
Italian defenders to camp in their box while building play. However, in 
the first half it was the reason for the happening of the Italians’ 
opening goal. 

Bonucci is in the mold of Mats Hummels and Jerome Boateng, in the 
sense that they can use their feet not just to tackle and intercept but 
also to create. Without Pirlo and now De Rossi, Conte had little to 
worry about with the Juventini trio at the back. Bonucci, the best out of 
the 3 technically, played a wonderfully hit pass to Giaccherini who 
slotted it past Courtois to put Italy in the lead. This was an odd move 
from Belgium, who were prone to more than one Bonucci pass on the 
night. Fortunately for the Red Devils, Pelle wasn’t as nimble as 
Giaccherini and failed to capitalize on the chances. 
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At the start of the second half, Belgium began to play proactively by 
having Lukaku, Hazard and De Bruyne press all of the 3 Italian 
defenders and force them to camp in their own box. Italy initially 
struggled to play against Belgium’s press, especially with the sudden 
change in the situation of the match. As previously mentioned, Italy’s 
defenders were easily bypassing the midfield via laser (grounded line-
breaking passes) passes to the strikers to lay it off to the onrushing 
central midfielders, or through long balls from Bonucci but this time 
needed to re-adapt to the situation at hand. 

The problem with Belgium in this case was the clash of styles. On one 
hand, you have the dynamism of Hazard and top notch awareness of 
De Bruyne and on the other hand the immobile Fellaini and the 
bulldozer Lukaku. Couple that up with a lack of structure from the front 
line all the way until the back line, Wilmots and his men would struggle 
against the near-perfect Italians. 

It was an odd decision not to play Mertens and Origi, both of whom 
would have complemented Belgium’s attacking structure and their 
pressing capabilities from the start of the match. As we saw earlier, 
Fellaini’s lone marking allowed Bonucci to play the pass into 
Giaccherini for the winner. Belgium looked different after 60 minutes, 
with Mertens coming in on the left hand side and Fellaini moving back 
alongside Witsel, although at that point the Italians had begun to 
nullify the threat much more easily. 

Belgium responded to their defeat to Italy in their opening game in 
devastating fashion as a brace from Romelu Lukaku and an Axel 
Witsel header guided them to a serene 3-0 victory against the 
Republic of Ireland. 

After a fruitless first half, Belgium were finally rewarded for their 
dominance three minutes into the second half, as Lukaku confidently 
drove a side-footed shot past Irish custodian Darren Randolph 
following a brilliant counter-attacking run by Kevin de Bruyne. The 
lead was doubled 13 minutes later when right-back Thomas Meunier’s 
cross was headed in by Axel Witsel. 
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The finishing touches were applied in the 70th minute, as Eden 
Hazard made a similarly amazing counter-attacking run as Kevin de 
Bruyne (for the first goal) to feed Lukaku, who wasted no time slotting 
home past a hapless Randolph. 

Belgium’s starting line-up against Hungary wasn’t surprising, although 
another combination was placed on the right hand side with Meunier 
and Mertens, the latter in place of Yannick Ferreira-Carrasco. 
Movement from the full backs was quite often towards the center, with 
them occupying the half spaces for the most part. 
Belgium’s back four had the ability to use the ball to great effect, with 
their degree of skill on the ball very high for ‘defenders’. Vertonghen 
and Meunier found a myriad of space in between the lines of Hungary, 
preferring to progress through their lines and link up with their wingers 
which they found an easy task to do. 

Belgium’s versatility in progressing throughout the pitch was visible. 
Nainggolan also involved himself in the build-up to a greater extent 
than the first game against Italy, yet there were still some issues in the 
positioning from the double pivot. There were moments where 
Nainggolan and Witsel were on the same vertical line which didn’t 
allow them to make use of the open half spaces or flanks in the 
Hungarian defence. 
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Italy 

 
Manager: Antonio Conte 
 
How they fared: Won Group E. Draw 1-1 (lost 5-6 on PK) to Germany 
in the Quarterfinals. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Winners (1968) 
 
Results: 
Belgium – Won 2-0 
Sweden – Won 1-0 
Republic of Ireland – Lost 0-1 
Spain – Won 2-0 
Germany – Draw 1-1 (lost 5-6 PK) 
 
A really congested formation for Italy, but that’s the plan for Antonio 
Conte’s 3-5-2. Conte reminded everyone why he’s the coach and 
we’re the fans with the selections of Giaccherini and Parolo, who had 
excellent games from a functionality perspective. The defense was as 
assumed, Darmian would drop deep to create a 4-4-2, with Candreva 
operating on the offensive flank as usual. Daniele De Rossi did a great 
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job dropping into the center back line and also closing out angles as a 
defensive midfielder. Pellè and Éder resumed their target man – 
finisher combination. 
 
With Marco Verratti’s injury, Conte had to change things up. In the 3-
5-2 with Verratti, he operated usually in an advanced role, at the tip of 
a midfield trio, with Marchisio and whoever behind him. This meant 
Italy had an insanely creative player in the end of the middle/final third, 
who could provide for the forwards. With his injury, Italy had no 
replacement and it affected their whole game plan. 

With this midfield, De Rossi sat deep, with Parolo and Giaccherini 
acting as wide box to box midfielders, the center forwards had to 
come close to the midfield so there wasn’t a disconnect. This changed 
Italy’s whole dynamic. 

In the defensive phase, Italy switched to a 4-4-2 of sorts. With Italy 
operating in an incredibly deep block, it didn’t matter Barzagli was 
operating as a right back, especially with Hazard drifting in. 

This is where Belgium’s lack of outside backs, or at least outside 
backs that can properly contribute offensively hurt them. An outside 
back that matched the rest of the caliber of this Belgium team would 
have been causing a nightmare for Barzagli and would have been 
able to work balls into the box. As we saw with Bayern – Juventus, a 
bombardment of overlaps and crosses combined with an emphasis on 
second balls can be one of Juventus’ biggest weaknesses. 

With no real wing presence and going up against probably the best 
centrally operating defensive, Belgium were going to struggle. 
 
As the play advanced, Parolo and Giaccherini would tuck in as 
defensive midfielders, this was especially important for Marco Parolo, 
who helped disrupt Eden Hazard, cutting off his passing lanes and 
often forcing him to recycle the ball back to midfield. Mousa Dembélé 
was perhaps the Premier League’s best center midfielder this season, 
and his exclusion was odd. His ball recycling skills were sorely 
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missed, especially with Italy’s deep block forcing a backwards pass to 
central midfield. 
 
An example of just how well drilled this Italy midfield is was how 
quickly everyone was organized after set pieces. 
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Republic of Ireland 

 
Manager: Martin O'Neill 
 
How they fared: Finished third in Group E. Lost 1-2 to France in 
second-round. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Group stage (1988 & 2012) 
 
Results: 
Sweden – Draw 1-1 
Belgium – Lost 0-3 
Italy – Won 1-0 
France – Lost 1-2 
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Sweden 

 
Manager: Erik Hamren 
 
How they fared: Finished last in Group E. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Semi-finals (1992) 
 
Results: 
Republic of Ireland – Draw 1-1 
Italy – Lost 0-1 
Belgium – Lost 0-1 
 
Against Italy, it was an interesting 4-4-2 from Sweden that ended up 
being more of a 2-3-3-1-1. Ibrahimović dropped deep to receive the 
ball and create in a number 10 position. Sweden looked to stretch 
Italy’s backline like Belgium couldn’t and create some 1 v 1 
opportunities for Guidetti and Ibrahimović. Another interesting note 
here is Italy were facing a true outside back in Martin Olsson for the 
first time, who would provide width in a way the Belgian outside backs 
couldn’t. 
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Needing a win to stay in UEFA Euro 2016 and prolong talisman Zlatan 
Ibrahimović’s international career, Erik Hamrén made just the one 
change in Nice as the experienced Marcus Berg came in for Celta 
Vigo’s John Guidetti from the 1-0 loss to Italy. 
 
Sweden didn’t really get going in the first half although it could have 
been so different had Berg buried a loose ball in the 5th minute 
following a Kallstrom free kick which fell to him kindly. Courtois saved 
sharply and Belgium proceeded to dominate the rest of the half 
without actually controlling the game. Sweden lacked any real quality 
to create much in the final third, although, Forsberg kept finding space 
in between the lines with Belgium lacking any compactness and 
organisation without the ball. 
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Group F 
Austria 

 
Manager: Marcel Koller 
 
How they fared: Finished last in Group F. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Group stage (2008) 
 
Results: 
Hungary – Lost 0-2 
Portugal – Draw 0-0 
Iceland – Lost 1-2 
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Hungary 

 
Manager: Bernd Storck 
 
How they fared: Won Group F. Lost to Belgium 0-4 in second-round. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Semi-finals (1964 & 1972) 
 
Results: 
Austria – Won 2-0 
Iceland – Draw 1-1 
Portugal – Draw 3-3 
Belgium – Lost 0-4 
 
Hungary’s run and near table-topping group stage performance was 
met with praise, but realism too. Although the score line of their 
second-round match vs. Belgium doesn’t suggest how close the game 
actually was, Hungary lacked what stopped them from topping their 
group and sufficiently challenging Belgium with a close score line: 
coordination. 
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Hungary shifted their defence yet again, with Lang moving to right 
back and Kadar occupying the left flank. Pinter moved to central 
attacking midfield in a more unorthodox role while Gera moved 
between both defensive and attacking midfield lines across the course 
of the first half. 
 
Both sides didn’t use their forwards to press effectively, leaving the 
center backs and defensive midfielders’ time on the ball. This affected 
the patterns of both teams, especially Hungary who seemed to have 
failed to make use of the lack of pressure. Adam Nagy, the young 
defensive midfielder who starred for Hungary across the tournament, 
passing involvement included backwards, horizontal and later on 
vertical passing when the creative burden was passed on to him. 
 
Nagy’s backward movement to facilitate the progression of the ball 
across the pitch was met oddly as the Hungarian defenders didn’t 
coordinate their movements relative to his. If Nagy evaded light 
pressure with his back to goal, creating space in the process, Guzmics 
would release the ball to the poorly positioned Lang high on the right 
flank. 

This is where Hungary lacked coordination. With Gera moving into the 
next line of attack and Nagy supporting the center backs, there were 
no figures in the half space to connect Lang and Guzmics. Lang’s 
positioning wasn’t effective either; he was barely able to form moves 
alongside Dzsudzsak due to his uneasiness on the half turn. 

Hungary were lacking ideas in attack leading Storck (or Nagy) to make 
his moves early. Nagy, not known entirely for his verticality, started 
driving forward with the ball to create connections with the attacking 
midfield trio. Gera was missing in the build-up, Lang was isolated from 
the rest therefore someone from the Hungarian squad had to step up. 
Step forward Adam Nagy, who used his nimble figure to ooze past 
Belgium’s midfield and link up with the trio ahead. 

When this didn’t work to full effect, Balasz Dzsudzsak dropped into 
defensive midfield during the deeper build-up play of Hungary. Oddly, 
this didn’t inject pace and verticality as some would have thought. 
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Dzsudzsak used hand gestures and his experience to ensure smooth 
movement of the ball along the back line. Whereas Belgium were 
dominating the ball for the first half, Dzsudzsak’s backward 
movement, which started around the 37th minute, helped the 
Hungarian defence complete the simple tasks.  
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Iceland 

 
Manager: Lars Lagerback 
 
How they fared: Finished second in Group F behind Hungary. Lost to 
France 2-5 in Quarterfinals. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Have never previously qualified 
 
Results: 
Portugal – Draw 1-1 
Hungary – Draw 1-1 
Austria – Won 2-1 
England – Won 2-1 
France – Lost 2-5 
 
When England scored its first goal, the Icelandic players must have 
told “theta reddast” to each other. It’s a common saying in Iceland and 
means everything is going to be fine. In the end it was all good for the 
small island nation. Iceland knocked England out of Euro 2016 and 
forced Roy Hodgson to retire after coming back from behind and 
taking the lead very early in the first half. Iceland put on a well-
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disciplined tactical display and with a hardworking and collective 
approach it managed to stifle England through some good space 
compression in the midfield. 
 
Iceland’s managers Heimir Halgrimsson and Lars Lagerback played 
with their used and trusted 4-4-2 formation. Jon Bodvarsson and 
Kolbeinn Sigthorsson played as the center forward duo. Birkir 
Bjarnason, Gylfi Sigurdsson, Aron Gunnarsson, and Johan 
Gudmundsson started in the midfield. Olafur Skulason, Ragnar 
Sigurdsson, Kari Arnason, and Birkir Saevarsson played as the back 
four. Hannes Halldorsson was the goalkeeper. 
 
Iceland, playing with a 4-4-2 formation, had a unique attacking plan. It 
mainly focused on getting the ball to the final third by conducting the 
play through narrow channels in the wings and the center. To create a 
stable attack based on some quick passing, Iceland tried to overload 
the channel through which it was attacking. 

Iceland preferred the wings to the center while attacking build-ups. 
Attacking build-ups of Iceland were quick, unlike the build-ups of team 
that play expansive football, and the attacks were based on a plan 
perfected by practice. 

The players, even though they were playing in a basic 4-4-2 with flat 
lines and no inherent staggering in the structure, created triangles in 
the channel where the attacks were being carried out. Whenever a 
wingback of Iceland had ball possession on the wings, he was getting 
support from the near side winger, nearby central defender, both the 
central midfielders – Sigurdsson and Gunnarsson, and the near side 
center forward. The far side center forward was also usually joining 
the party by shifting over to the side where the ball was being played. 
He was thus completing a complex and inter-connected passing 
network inclusive of all the players close to the ball holder. 

The presence of triangles was helping the Icelandic players retain the 
ball even when the English were pressing. It also served well in quick 
ball circulation through precise passes. When it was looking as if the 
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attack was going to get bottled by England, Iceland was somehow 
managing to get the ball deep into the opposition’s half. 

Whenever England’s players were falling on their Icelandic 
counterparts and putting pressure on this structure of Iceland, the 
players were shifting the ball to the other flank through one of the 
central midfielders. At the receiving end, the winger and wingback 
were being confronted by only two English players or in some cases 
three players, creating a 2v2 or 2v3 situation. 

So, at times it seemed that Iceland was deliberately inviting England 
to press its narrow attacking structure on the wing in order to exploit 
the space available on the far side. Iceland’s second goal came from a 
similar scenario when the right back Saevarsson received a diagonal 
ball in England’s half and stretched England’s defensive line. 

The narrow positioning of Iceland’s players was leading to the narrow 
shape on the wings as soon as the ball was being lost allowing 
Iceland to press with aggression and cover most of the English 
players in the space around the ball. There were two advantages of 
this narrow shape and the pressing that followed. One, the basic 
advantage of pressing, it was helping Iceland in winning the ball back. 
Two, while a few players from that network were pressing the player 
on the ball and forcing to pass backwards or sideways towards the 
touchline, the rest of the team was getting back to its original position. 
Thus, the narrow shape while attacking was helping Iceland in attack 
to defence transitions without having to worry about losing the shape 
to defence piercing passes through the center from England. 

The other aspect of Iceland’s defending was its ball near compaction 
or being compact in the space around the English player with ball 
possession. The narrow attacking shape of Iceland was allowing it to 
have good access to the ball as soon as the ball was lost, thus making 
their shape a very effective one in constraining England’s passes. 
Iceland’s focus on creating compactness in the space around the ball 
was not just limited to one particular phase – say immediately after 
losing the ball. But instead, Iceland managed to maintain a very tight 
space around the ball during the defensive phase. The compression of 
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space was denying England the chance to attack smoothly and as 
planned. 

Iceland adopted a man-oriented zonal marking approach. While 
performing the usual duty as in zonal marking, where a player marks 
anyone present in his zone, some players concentrate more on the 
movements of some opponents at particular positions as a 
precautionary measure. Iceland, in its zonal marking scheme, was 
man-marking England’s far side flank player and outside backs. While 
such a move can halt the diagonal balls played by the opponents, it 
can leave gaps in the middle which can exploited by a laser pass from 
the wings to the central midfielder. Such a pass will beat the entire 
team that is on the near side of the ball and leaves the defending team 
in a perilous situation. 

Against France, Lars Lagerback and Heimir Halgrimsson had the 
blessing of fielding the same XI that qualified Iceland for the Euros, 
then got them out of the group, then beat England in the Round of 16. 
However fatigue played a role in Iceland’s collapse, the result of little 
rotation by the Icelandic coaches. 
 
The most disastrous mistake a defense can make is combining a high 
defensive line with little or no ball pressure. The risk of leaving lots of 
room behind a defense is compounded by allowing the offense time 
and space (it’s even worse if there are compactness issues to boot) to 
hit long passes over, around and through the back line. Teams that 
defend like this get caught out often in midfield, where a superior team 
can manipulate the defense’s formation to clear space for runners in 
behind. 

That is exactly what France did to Iceland. Although Iceland has been 
praised by the media for their “defensive solidity” through the 
tournament, this game dispelled those notions. Iceland’s 4-4-2 pushed 
high up the field, and yet their strikers and midfielders put no pressure 
on the ball. Although France’s center backs, Koscielny and Umtiti, 
weren’t the most effective at exploiting this, Matuidi and Pogba in 
midfield did exploit the vulnerabilities, to devastating effect. They were 
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able to pick out numerous passes for France’s attackers running 
behind Iceland’s exposed defense. 
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Portugal 

 
Manager: Fernando Santos 
 
How they fared: Won the European 2016 Championship. 
 
Previous best at Euros: Runners-up (2004) 
 
Results: 
Iceland – Draw 1-1 
Austria – Draw 0-0 
Hungary – Draw 3-3 
Croatia – Won 1-0 
Poland – Draw 1-1 (won 5-3 PK) 
Wales – Won 2-0 
France – Won 1-0 
 
Before Euro 2016 kicked-off, the general consensus was that Portugal 
had more than enough arguments to reach the latter stages of the 
tournament. That sentiment faded almost entirely after the Seleção 
failed to beat Iceland, and quickly gave way to pessimism. 
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This has been somewhat of a pattern in major tournaments. 
Expectations are high before the first kick, and then reality sets in 
when Portugal doesn’t win the first game. 

On occasion, the early stumble foreshadows an unceremonious exit 
from a tournament, as were the cases in the 2002 and 2014 World 
Cups, when the Portuguese were quite simply embarrassed by the 
United States and Germany, respectively. 

However, a sobering first result also has a way of refocusing players 
and inspiring a sense of urgency in the group, catalyzing deep tourney 
runs, as we witnessed this year. 

Fernando Santos chose to open the tournament by emphasizing 
quick, short passing in between Iceland’s tight lines. That required the 
sort of movement that we saw against the significantly weaker, 
though, similarly coached, Estonian national team. With Danilo 
buttressing the Portuguese back-four, João Moutinho, João Mario and 
André Gomes were responsible for the quick positional changes that 
would throw-off their Icelandic markers. Danilo’s defensive presence 
also meant that Vieirinha and Raphael Guerreiro had the freedom to 
push up the wings in the hopes of stretching the field. 

This worked for most of the first half. After a nervous five minutes that 
required Rui Patricio to parry a powerful shot from Gylfi Sigurdsson, 
Portugal was able to sustain enough possession to find the free-
roaming, Gomes and Mario, between Iceland’s midfield and defensive 
lines. The two midfielders quickly spread the ball wide where 
Vieirinha, Guerreiro, and Ronaldo on occasion, found space to cross it 
into the box. It was this consistent movement that ultimately led to 
Nani’s first scoring opportunity, when his header forced an excellent 
save from Hannes Halldorsson, and resulted in Portugal’s only goal of 
the game. 

The only problem with the approach was that Portugal never had 
enough players in and around the box, rendering most of the crosses 
a complete waste. There were two main reasons for this. The first is 
that Ronaldo and Nani rarely appeared in the penalty box at the same 
time. The second is that none of Portugal’s three more offensive-
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minded midfielders made deep follow-up runs to support the two 
forwards. This was especially the case with Moutinho, who spent most 
of his time on the field playing further back than he was supposed to. 
Essentially, what was supposed to be a 4-4-2 diamond formation, 
became more of a 4-2-3-1. 

Against Wales in the semi-final, Portugal set up in a 4-4-2 diamond, 
playing a very narrow and disciplined game in defence, while allowing 
their attacking players to get forward once in possession. In the attack, 
Portugal’s forwards would either run out wide into space, or drop 
deeper to combine with their midfielders, who would get forward into 
the box and attacking positions. This can be consistently seen in each 
of their chances. 

On the other end, Portugal curiously elected not to do what many top 
teams do in the modern game today: change shape in defence. 
They remained in a 4-4-2 diamond and maintained their narrow shape 
despite Wales’ width. Furthermore, Joao Mario and Renato Sanches 
consistently moved over to their flanks to close down the Welsh wing 
backs instead of Guerreiro and Soares, which left large gaps of space 
for the Welsh to exploit. 

In the final, Portugal started off with a 4-4-2 diamond like they did 
against Wales, and again they refused to change shape in defence. 
They kept the spaces in the middle as narrow as they could, but were 
visibly stretched as France began recycling possession along their 
back four. Because Portugal relied on the wider central midfielders 
(Sanches and Mario) to press on the wings, gaps inevitably opened 
up, and when the Portuguese returned to their narrow shape to 
prevent passes through those gaps, they were exposed on the flanks. 
In the opening stages, the French enjoyed a lot of success down the 
flanks, and even when Portugal won the ball back, they lost it almost 
immediately on the flanks due to the narrowness of their formation. 
 
Then came the shape change. It was almost a blessing in disguise 
that Ronaldo got injured, as it prompted a change to a 4-5-1, which 
visibly closed up much of the space that had previously been 
available. Nani became the sole striker, while Quaresma went out 
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onto the right, leaving the wide pressing duties to him and Mario. 
However, because they lost the pace and skill Ronaldo provided to the 
Portuguese counter attack, most of their counter-attacks were 
fruitless. These counter-attacks mostly came on their right side, with 
Nani dropping deep while Quaresma and Sanches made forward 
runs. It was fairly obvious what Portugal set out to do. It was another 
disciplined team effort, with midfielders consistently dropping back and 
harrying the French players. There were times where even Nani was 
chasing players into his own box. As a result, the Portuguese back 
four was rarely exposed, pushing almost all of the French chances to 
the outside and giving Rui Patricio a much easier job. 
 
Portugal’s plan was to sit deeper and play on the counter, and many 
of the Portuguese player’s fitness levels were admirable. When they 
weren’t, Santos made several astute substitutions to allow his team to 
continue to play on the counter. The introduction of Joao Moutinho for 
Adrien Silva was immense, with Moutinho getting the game winning 
assist and continuing the important role of harrying the French players 
in possession. Renato Sanches became visibly tired and was swiftly 
removed in exchange for Eder, which moved Nani out to the right 
flank, while Quaresma was moved to the left. Eder provided 
everything that Giroud had done for France: he was an extremely 
physical target man, who held up the ball well and played his 
teammates in. This allowed Portugal to consistently clear the ball 
down the field but still retain possession, as Eder was a player who 
could hold the ball up as his teammates moved forward to counter. 
Thus, Portugal were extremely effective at defending and getting the 
ball forward, and by the end of the match, their fresher midfield 
capitalized on their beleaguered French counterparts, resulting in 
Eder’s extra-time winner. 
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	Group A
	France
	Romania
	In their opener against France, Romania may not have had any star players, but they had very disciplined players who stuck to their tactics and had good positional sense. Their team selection was smart and the 4-3-3 formation made it difficult for the...
	Romania's main strength throughout the qualifying phase was their defense. They only conceded twice in their 10 qualifying matches. However, that qualifying group full of Greece, Finland, Northern Ireland and the Faroe Islands was never likely to pos...
	After losing their first match to France, the Tricolorii needed to open their tally, so a big question was put on Romania’s staff if the same approach would be beneficial.  Maybe that’s why Anghel Iordanescu made four changes for the second match agai...
	Switzerland
	Albania
	Group B

	England
	Russia
	Russia used a 4-3-3 formation throughout their three matches at Euro 2016.
	Slovakia
	Germany – Lost 0-3
	For Slovakia, manager Jan Kozak preferred a 4-3-3 formation with Matus Kozakic between the sticks. Peter Pekarik, Martin Skrtel, Jan Durica and Dusan Svento formed the defensive four. At the base of the midfield triangle was Patrik Hrosovsky who was s...
	Slovakia rarely pressed high and from the beginning, they were happy in moving back to their original positions to regain their shape and wait for Wales to move into the middle third. Their shape while defending was a 4-5-1. The outside players, Mak a...
	The way Wales defended gave Slovakia very little to gain from their build-ups. Skrtel and Durica had their passing lanes through the center blocked by Wales’s forwards. So, for the first thirty minutes, when Slovakian attacks were being thwarted in th...
	However, as Hamsik, Kucka and Hrosovsky started to move more towards the outside, the center backs started to find some options to pass to. This was supported by Mak and Weiss, who started to move towards the center.
	Against Russia raised a few eyebrows. Slovakia understandably put men behind the ball, yet Jan Kozak made a few substitutes that did not support such a defensive policy and left space for Russia to attack. Yet Russia continued their slow build up play...
	It was not until the final ten minutes, after pulling a goal back that Russia played with any sort of tempo. What seemed to be a sturdy and more confident defence, optimized by Martin Skrtel's composure before passing Hamsik the ball to create the ope...
	Slovakia was delighted with their first half performance and holding on to a crucial three points, but Jan Kozak was concerned at the way his team lacked composure on defence late on.
	Against England, Jan Kozak, on the other hand, opted to start with an unchanged line-up that prevailed over Russia in search for a point which would all but guarantee progression into the knockout stages as one of the four best 3rd place teams. Their ...
	Against Germany, Slovakia had a simple defensive tactic: maintain two lines of four behind the ball with a defensive midfielder in between those lines. This did not seem to frustrate the Germans, and Slovakia would have done well to pick their moments...
	They were also not very quick at recovering their positioning and would sometimes be out of position when they should have been covering a man. They did not double up on Draxler or Hector when they were out wide and the two Germans found much success ...
	The Slovakian midfield was very static in the first half. There was little to no movement off the ball and at times they seemed to occupy spaces similar to when they were defending, except that they turned to face Germany’s goal. When they tried to bu...
	They could have shown more urgency in the counter attack, and they lacked an end product when playing short, vertical passes through the middle. The German defense was able to stay compact and clear any danger. In the second half, Slovakia had some lu...
	Wales
	The work begun by John Toshack was pushed forward by the late Gary Speed and now Chris Coleman put the final touches on a talented group of players. Wales looked a calm and confident team, with two very good results in the group stage against Slovakia...
	The Welsh players stretched the field completely, with the outside backs and wide players occupying the side lines like there was no other place they would rather be. When Wayne Hennessey played shorter goal kicks to his center backs and outside backs...
	Wales relied on crosses from the flanks, and early long cross field passes from the outside backs at the edge of the final third. There was no constant switch of play and the quality of passing from Wales let them down for most of the game. There were...
	The Welsh occupied good spaces off the ball and struck a balance between pressing and dropping off. They did not press as high up as Northern Ireland, but were solid when it mattered. James Chester put in another solid display at the back and was at t...
	In midfield, the pressure was not high, but was primarily timed to ensure that the opposition offensive midfielders had less time on the ball. Northern Ireland posed some threat from the flanks, but the Welsh often had their outside backs and flank pl...
	On the day, Chris Coleman elected to start his Welsh side in a 5-3-1-1 in order to try and deal with Portugal’s attacking prowess. However, they were undone by several moments of lost concentration as their fairy tale came to an abrupt end. Goals from...
	The Welsh side set up in a manner to stem Portuguese attacks, while giving the team width and Gareth Bale space to move into once in possession. However, Wales ended up sitting too deep, giving the Portuguese strikers time to drop deep to receive the ...
	In possession, the Welsh outside backs would move higher up the wings, while the back three would spread out with Allen and Ledley acting as pivots. King and Bale were given free roles in possession, with Bale consistently dropping deep to receive the...
	Unlike the Italians, who had used the 5-3-2 formation during the tournament, the more attacking of the Welsh players were too far away to combine and hold up the ball. Because of Wales’ shape and build-up, Robson-Kanu found himself hopelessly isolated...
	To their credit, the Welsh did a great job in recycling possession, and when they weren’t switching the play to their wing backs or sending the ball long, they created gaps of space within the Portuguese midfield, mainly in the channels along the side...
	Disappointingly, these spaces in the midfield were not exploited nearly enough, with King and Robson Kanu electing to make forward runs instead of dropping to support the build-up.
	As a result, Wales ended up recycling possession without any real threat, leading them to change their shape to 4-3-1-2 and bring on Church and Vokes when they began to chase the game. Unfortunately, Bale found himself doing the lion’s share of the at...
	Group C

	Germany
	Slovakia – Won 3-0
	Italy – Draw 1-1 (won 6-5 PK)
	France – Lost 0-2
	Joachim Low, in order to tackle Antonio Conte’s almost unbeatable 3-5-2 formation, decided to change his preferred 4-2-3-1 formation to 3-5-2. Germany took the lead through Mesut Ozil and Italy equalized through Leonardo Bonucci’s penalty. In the pena...
	Against France in the semi-finals, Jogi Low had several changes forced on him. Sami Khedira and Mario Gomez were out for injuries and Mats Hummels for yellow card accumulation. Low shifted Benedict Howedes into central defense, and put young Joshua Ki...
	Northern Ireland
	Wales – Lost 0-1
	Northern Ireland were content to let opponents keep possession and defend deep inside their own half for the majority of matches. One might be tempted to borrow an expression from their footballing neighbors and suggest that they decided to “park the ...
	Fans of more attacking football would probably be bored and even frustrated by such defending, but it takes a great deal of discipline to stick to a plan and execute it for 90 minutes. There weren’t a lot of occasions where the Northern Ireland player...
	There was little to no pressure on wide players in the final third, which allowed teams plenty of time and space to get crosses into the box.
	A lack of inexperience in Europe’s top league’s showed in the decision making behind some of the Northern Ireland attacks. While a couple of well-timed presses led to transitions where the point of attack was often switched to the left, one of Dallas ...
	Most crosses were also blocked easily by the outside backs on both flanks. It also was not an uncommon sight to see a defender head the ball from McGovern’s goal kicks away from the lone striker, Washington. There weren’t many set piece opportunities ...
	Against Wales, there was a distinct change in approach from Northern Ireland in terms of their basic defensive organization. They pressed much more than they did against Germany, filled with belief that there was an opportunity to snatch in the final ...
	The midfielders pressed Ramsey and Allen, denying them space and the opportunity to play forward. If a pass was played square, that was acceptable to Northern Ireland, but any passes directed forward were contained. This approach restricted the servic...
	The lack of mercurial wide players did not, however, stop Northern Ireland from mixing up directness on the wings with combinations before attempting to find Lafferty in the middle. Ward floated inside from the right wing on many occasions to play beh...
	Another stark contrast from the game against Germany, was their composure on the ball in their own defensive half. Wales did not press with great intensity, but Northern Ireland were able to move the ball around and keep possession even with the press...
	Poland
	Switzerland – Draw 1-1 (advanced 5-4 PK)
	Portugal – Draw 1-1 (lost 3-5 PK)
	Poland’s siege, in a 4-4-2 formation, on the European championship began similarly when they edged past Northern Ireland by a goal to nil. A 0-0 stalemate against western neighbors Germany followed by another solid 1-0 result against Ukraine, gave t...
	Poland were effective at containing the midfield, largely denying space to the passing lanes, often forcing defenders to pass sideways in their build up from the back. The Poles were particularly effective with this approach, when the lack of movement...
	The Poles pressed wisely and were able to force mistakes near the center circle and engineer counter attacks. They were also notably quick in transitioning from attack to defence off the ball, a trait vital for a team that wants to be effective on the...
	The Poles were refreshingly quick in their overall offensive play. They seemed to play with flair and confidence, which was reflected in their overall speed of play. They combined swiftly in and around the box with short passes to get in behind the de...
	The presence of Lewandowski and Milik up front provided two possible targets for the Polish flank players’ crosses and central midfielders’ passes to feet, both of whom were comfortable with this kind of service. Lewandowski would often drop into deep...
	Ukraine
	Group D

	Croatia
	Another key component of Croatia's play was their captain Darijo Srna, a man who returned from his father's funeral to put in a committed and energetic display at right-back. Srna looked to overlap at every opportunity, and used his quality on the bal...
	Ante Čačić, against Spain, had to replace Luka Modric, his star. Modric left Croatia’s second match, against the Czech Republic, with an injury, so Čačić had to replace Croatia’s main playmaker. He brought in Marko Rog, a 20 year old midfield for Dyna...
	Croatia came out with an ambitious and aggressive game plan. Instead of looking to sit deep and allow Spain to control the ball, Čačić decided to press high and disrupt Spain’s build up in the first line, taking the game to the European champions.
	Against Portugal, Ante Čačić benched Marko Rog, Marko Pjaca, Nikola Kalinic, Sime Vrsaljko, and Tin Jedvaj and reverted to his preferred squad. Mario Mandzukic started as the striker in the 4-2-3-1 setup of Čačić. Ivan Perišić, Ivan Rakitic, and Marce...
	Cacic’s 4-2-3-1 featured some great midfielders in Modric, Rakitic, Badelj, and Perišić. However, the problem with Cacic’s system was the usage of the players in this setup. While Rakitic, playing as number 10, assumed a position very close to striker...
	Czech Republic
	Spain
	The front 3 of Spain tried to face Italy’s defenders man-to-man while they used their outside backs and Iniesta to look for solutions to thwart the Italian defence to no avail. Italy’s compactness and pressing traps, also with Fabregas’ inability to e...
	Turkey
	Group E

	Belgium
	For Belgium, a classic 4-2-3-1 with an unconventional attacking midfielder in Fellaini who focused on winning headers and marking Daniele de Rossi. Hazard and De Bruyne both failed to exploit the space in between the lines to a great extent and Lukaku...
	Italy
	A really congested formation for Italy, but that’s the plan for Antonio Conte’s 3-5-2. Conte reminded everyone why he’s the coach and we’re the fans with the selections of Giaccherini and Parolo, who had excellent games from a functionality perspectiv...
	Republic of Ireland
	France – Lost 1-2
	Sweden
	Against Italy, it was an interesting 4-4-2 from Sweden that ended up being more of a 2-3-3-1-1. Ibrahimović dropped deep to receive the ball and create in a number 10 position. Sweden looked to stretch Italy’s backline like Belgium couldn’t and create...
	Needing a win to stay in UEFA Euro 2016 and prolong talisman Zlatan Ibrahimović’s international career, Erik Hamrén made just the one change in Nice as the experienced Marcus Berg came in for Celta Vigo’s John Guidetti from the 1-0 loss to Italy.
	Sweden didn’t really get going in the first half although it could have been so different had Berg buried a loose ball in the 5th minute following a Kallstrom free kick which fell to him kindly. Courtois saved sharply and Belgium proceeded to dominate...
	Group F

	Austria
	Hungary
	Belgium – Lost 0-4
	Hungary’s run and near table-topping group stage performance was met with praise, but realism too. Although the score line of their second-round match vs. Belgium doesn’t suggest how close the game actually was, Hungary lacked what stopped them from t...
	Hungary shifted their defence yet again, with Lang moving to right back and Kadar occupying the left flank. Pinter moved to central attacking midfield in a more unorthodox role while Gera moved between both defensive and attacking midfield lines acros...
	Iceland
	England – Won 2-1
	France – Lost 2-5
	When England scored its first goal, the Icelandic players must have told “theta reddast” to each other. It’s a common saying in Iceland and means everything is going to be fine. In the end it was all good for the small island nation. Iceland knocked E...
	Iceland’s managers Heimir Halgrimsson and Lars Lagerback played with their used and trusted 4-4-2 formation. Jon Bodvarsson and Kolbeinn Sigthorsson played as the center forward duo. Birkir Bjarnason, Gylfi Sigurdsson, Aron Gunnarsson, and Johan Gudmu...
	Against France, Lars Lagerback and Heimir Halgrimsson had the blessing of fielding the same XI that qualified Iceland for the Euros, then got them out of the group, then beat England in the Round of 16. However fatigue played a role in Iceland’s colla...
	Portugal



