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LSU Tigers overaLt: OVERALL: Alabama Crimson Tide
Tigers Logs CONF: CONF: Crimson Tide Logs
tMmec FOE TA FOE .. FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 3-2 5-0 TM FOE TM FOE .. FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
REC__CONF_CONF +/- ™ FOE | DATE FOE SCORE__W/L | OFF DEF S OFF__DEF ST NCAA RANKINGS REC REC CONF CONF +/- ™ FOE | DATE FOE SCORE__W/L | OFF DEF ST OFF __DEF ST
0 X 000 ] 2 20 |83t 71cU 3727 7 36 13 7 2013 CURRENT RANKINGS 000 [ 00 00 59 43 /31 T Virginia Tech 3510 W s 1 50 s 8
-0 0-0 7 UAB 56-17 v 90 114 114 Lsu Alabama -0 - 1 7 Bye 9 1
-0 0-1 14 Kent St 45-13 3 105 105 1 — - 2-0 1 157 6 /14 at Texas A&M 49-42 17 1 3 52 65
-0 1-0 2 Auburn 35-21 44 0 3 Rush Of 1-2 4 126 2. Colorado St -6 8 24 90 92 83
-0 10 S o ot Georgia 2144 L 314 7 2 Pass O o3 1 157 219/ Mississippi - S 2412 26 105
a1 01 1 i 5926 565 3 2 Total Of 00 7] 88 0 Georgia St 453 7 7 123 1% 125
= 30 6 1 52 2 176 W 5668 1 Score Off o1 2 132 0/12__at Kentuck 487 2 7 67 50 73
1 i3 56 S at Mississippi 2427 L S 5727 26 4 4 Sks Allowed %7 | 60 3 7] 128 0/15 Arkansas 0 4 3 68 45 78
5) 54 13 26 Furman 4816w | 10 3 z ush Def o4 66 138 3 Tennessee 45-10 1 7S04 45
-2 - 50 11 2 Bye 9 28 3 ass Def 8-0 66 Bye 8 21
72 80 _32 50 50 166 10 T ot Alabama i1 29 3 B 7 71 0 fotal Def 80 72 37 66 150 10 ISU B 211170 53
3 Bye 1 Score Def. a4 13 137 & ot Miss St 45 34 14
72 ES) 153 3 Texas AGM 3 7038 | #15 Sk By_ 3 Chattanooga
36 05 132 0 Arkansas 7260 69 | #35 Ypa Dff #109 81 a1 144 0 at Auburn 5% 39
2 Total T0's +5
Net Offense Comp  Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp  Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score ds FD T0's Fi RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY__ YPC Att Pass Sks Score ds FD T0's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY__ YPC Att Pass Sks
1 TCU 37-27 89 13 1 48-197 - 6-32 5 13 26-114 4.4 15-28 145 1 Virginia Tech 35-10 -6 4 0 11 38-96 2.5 10-24 110 4 7 33-153 4.6 5-26 59 1
UAB 56-17 49 5 0 4-152 . 7-20 17 43-160 3.7 9-2! 136 (7} Bye
Kent St 4513 3 1 T 7-307 - 18 7 163258 1.8 2029 190 1) St Texas AGM 254 60 [ T 37234 = S 334 3130164 51 2835 464
Auburn 35 2 s T 44208 - 22 2 21341 1733 224 o Colorado St = 59 3 0 2166 7272 13 51 02438 228
ot Georgia 41-4a] a5 - 0 3677 - 2337 2 %6 5.4 4208 © Mississippi = 225 10 1 40254 - 32180 i1 4618 1732 150
at Miss St 592 55 7] 1 3022 - 2520 34 2 16 6.0 252 - [ Georgia St - 302 22 T 0181 - 34296 5 5 07 1222 160
Florida 17- 87 4 -1 1 39-17. .5 9-17 52 1 11 .8 12 4 W w at Kentuck: - 498 22 -2 44-299 X -36 369 13 -94 8 7-1 76
at Mississippi 24-2 -137 - -1 2 35-114 s 19-33 74 28 76 1 34 A T Arkansas -0 276 9 3 7-352 B 15-24 180 16 39-165 2 7-2! 91 1
Furman 48-16 474 13 -2 6 36-33. 1__17-26 40 13 35-92 .6 10 Tennessee 45-10 157 12 1 7-204 N 19-28 275 14 28-127 4.5 13-28 195 [1]
Bye 1| £ c Bye
ot Alabama [ 0 H o ISU
Bye Ao 0 ] 3 at Miss St
Texas A&M n | o = m Cli
Arkansas [ 2 ] at Auburn
O F |8 &
L ] "y c
Average 4027 1283 36 02| 23 303201 532 _654% 379 _60%| 20 38148 30 570% 203 __73% = o Average 4110 1810 103 06| 25 36211 59 68.8% 250 _3.0%| 14 30100 34 496% 179 48%
Conference 35-25 4.0 -1.8 0.0 22 39-163 4.2 65.2% 273 8.7% 23 41-182 4.4 59.9% 250 6.6% S [T} ] Conference 44-12 220.0 10.6 0.8 28 39-269 6.9 67.8% 268 0.7% 17 32-119 3.8 50.7% 197 5.6%
Awa 40-31 25.5 1.3 0.3 24 40-153 3.9 63.4% 309 9.2% 23 35-176 5.0 61.2% 261 5.2% | T m Home 39-5 169.5 10.0 1.0 22 34-192 5.7 70.4% 219 4.1% 12 29-93 3.2 45.6% 149 3.5%
By Game Yardage Leaders Passing Rushing i & ] By Game Yardage Leaders Passing Rushing ivil
TTCU ach Mei 3225110 Terrence Magee 13-957.3-2] Odell Beckham 5118236 9 a T Virginia Tech AJ McCarron 7024110117 Yeldon 17-75-4.4-1] Christion Jones 2472351
UAB ad ~15-262-5-0] Kenny Hilliard 11-54-4.5-1] Odell Beckham 5-136-27.2- ] Bye
Kent St ad 4-3-0[Jerem T1-117-10.6-2] Odell Beckham 5-76- > - ot Texas AGM AJ McCarron 20-25-334-4-0] TJ Yeldon 1| DeAndrew White 4822051
‘Auburn ad “1-1[Jerem 25-184-7.4-3 Jarvis Landn 7-118- = < Colorado St AJ McCarron 20-26-258-1-1] T Yeldon -0[ Christion Jones 5-50-10.0-0
at Georgia )\ ac erem 1-86-4.1-1| Jarvis Landn, 10-156-15.6-1 ] Mississippi A McCarron 25-32-180-0-1] TJ Yeldon -1 Christion Jones 5-61-12.2-|
acl 9-340-. lerem 16-157-9.8-2] Odell Beckham 9-179-19.9-2] [} Georgia St AJ McCarron -16-166-4- ‘eldon -1] Chris Blake 6-54-9.0-.
ach Mei 7-152-0-0] Jerem 15-121°6.4-0]Jarvis Landn, 258 14.50] 2 St Kentucky AJ McCarron 353501 eldon ~2] Kevin Norwood 3-81-20.3.0|
at Mississippt ach Me 16-33274-1-3 | Jerem 6-64-4.0-1 | Jarvis Landr 71211731 Arkansas AJ McCarron ~21-180-3-0] Derrick Henry - 51 [ Amari Cooper 3652171
Furman ad 16-24-328-3-2| Jeremy Hill 14-143-10.2-2] Odell Beckham 6-204-34.0-2 Tennessee AJ McCarron -27-275-2-0] Kenyan Drake -85-6.4-0| Kevin Norwood 6-112-18.7
Bye Bye
at Alabama LSU
Bye Position by Position Edges at Miss St
Texas A&M LSU Alabama Chattanooga
Arkansas QB v |2Aubum
Zach Smnnmzvmwmmw 151-231-2492-19-7 Jeremy Hill 128-922-7.2-12] Odell Beckham 48-1009-21.0-8 ”m \ AJ McCarron 145-210-1862-16-3| TJ Yeldon 115-729-6.3-10| Kevin Norwood 23-348-15.1-2
LSU Season Leaders ‘Anthony Jennings 2-3-23-0-0| Terrence Magee 50-376-7.5-5 Jarvis Landn 58:862-152:8| o/ Alabama Season Leaders [Blake Sims 16-24-154-2-0| Kenyan Drake 63-491-7.8-6] DeAndrew White 22329.15.03
Kenny Hilliard 58-270-4.7-6| Kadrone Boone 6-101-16.8-2 lman Derrick Henry 22-216-9.8-1| Amari Cooper 20-304-15.2-2
Last Five Years Meetings (Last 16 years at PhilSteele.com @ : v Category Team Margin Phil's Forecast:
2012 Rank Line Score FD  Rush  Att-Comp-Yds 2 Projected Box Score Las Vegas Line
AT LSU 5 40 17 22 49-139 36-25-296 S e —__ 1 —__ o [ Alabama by 12 What's not to love about this rivalry that has arguably been CFB's best in the last 5
Alabama 1 -85 21 18 25-166 27-14-165 c S Projected Rushing Las Vegas Tota! years? Bama enters #1 in the country, just as they did the last time these two pl'd in
2011 6cs championshis_ Rank  Line  Score  FD  Rush _ Att-Comp-Yds S 1 Lsu Alabama 211 - v 9 [ 55 Points Tuscaloosa that saw LSU pull the 9-6 upset win. Both teams know each other
LSuU 1 41.5 y- ] 27-39 17-11-53 - Projected Passing +/- Ratin - extremely well and both come in off a bye. In the 6 gms the Tide have played s/their
Alabama 2 25 | \ 1 35-150 34-23-234 ° 2 Lsu Alabama 273 — DB — atings [ Alabama by 21.25 shootout with A&M, the D has given up just 2 td's with both being in the 2H in games
2011 Rank Line D Rush  Att-Comp-Yds 2 Projected Yardage Total Game Grade that were already decided. That's bad news for struglling LSU QB Mettenberger. LSU's
Vs LSU 14 Tis 41-148 17-9-91 2 E Lsu Alabama 484 ST v - Alabama by 7.17 ong?™ I D has not lived up to the hype TY and Bama's high powered, well
Alabama 2 -4 U 31-96 29-16-199 = 4 Projected Final Score Computer Yard ( UmA fd| nse shouldn’t have much trouble moving the ball. Tide remain
2010 Rank Line | ] D Rush At-Comp-vds [ 19 Lsu Alabama 38 ccH v omputer Yards [ Alabama 484-334 un L.Ji:_xmn #1 and in the driver's seat heading towards another Champ gm
AT LSU 12 45 \_ T A5 45225 20-14-208 c Experience Rankings Computer Point ap ol Tide
Alabama s .65 21— 19 31-107 34-21-223 £ 81 LSu Alabama 66 omputer Points [ Alabama 38-19
2009 Rank Line Score  FD  Rush _ Att-Comp-Yds - Team Schedule Strength ol Steel | ]
vs LU 9 395 15 13 2995 29-14-158 e 34 Lsu Alabama 44 ! Steele [ ‘Alabama by 17 " ALABAMA 37 LSU 20
Alabama 375 24 2438176 34-19-276 N




