
 

AJMAL TO TENDULKAR ς LBW REVIEW 
 

In the Cricket World Cup semi-final between India and Pakistan, Sachin Tendulkar was given out 
LBW off the bowling off Saeed Ajmal. He reviewed the decision and based on Hawk-9ȅŜΩǎ ǘǊŀŎƪ ǘƘŜ 
decision was overturned. This document will show that the path Hawk-Eye showed was accurate, 
and the Decision Review System was used correctly to overturn ǘƘŜ ¦ƳǇƛǊŜΩǎ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴΦ 
 
Below is an image showing the ball in each frame of video overlaid on the frame of impact: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The Hawk-Eye track can be super-imposed over these balls, showing that it lines up perfectly with 
the video:  
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Knowing that the Hawk-Eye track lines up exactly with the real balls from release to the impact 
point, we can move in our virtual world so that the bounce and impact points are in a straight line, 
illustrating where we expect the ball to pass the stumps: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The straight, red line is drawn along the edge of the bounce and impact points. There is a small gap 
between the line and the edge of the stumps, showing that the edge of the ball will just miss leg. 

¢ƘŜ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘŀǘƻǊǎ ǎŀƛŘ ƻƴ ŀƛǊ ǘƘŀǘ ¢ŜƴŘǳƭƪŀǊ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ άŎŀǳƎƘǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎǊŜŀǎŜέΦ From the front-on 
angle it does look like Tendulkar has been hit when batting in his crease. However the Hawk-Eye 
system also captures the run-out angle allowing us to show how far down the wicket Tendulkar 
was out when struck (almost two metres): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

We can also view the track from above to assess the validity of the prediction. Drawing a straight 
line down the edge of the track we can see that the Hawk-Eye prediction does not deviate in any 
way after Tendulkar is hit: 

 

Some people think that the ball would have gone on to hit leg stump, some middle and leg. We 
can super-impose the path that the ball would have to take after the impact point in each of these 
cases, and compare it with the straight line drawn above. Clearly it is impossible for the ball to 
deviate in this way and the Hawk-Eye path, which shows the ball missing the leg stump, is correct: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


