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#/—85T GMAT/EXEH

GMAT £ X (AWA, Analytical Writing Assessment) H & &8, £ — B 4 Al(Analysis of
Issue) , Bz EVES , EREE N — M EIEERECHWE, 1 TWE (EXRAC, BEI R, Al a4 E
PRt EHRBEUERES; 553 AA(Analysis of Argument), BIFR B, BRE £ 3F R —
BRIEHBEEE, B AU EANZEE, EXEEIR—ABRENRE, FMEB,

B OMAT EXERMABRER 2, EEBRENERANE, AHR LS HRERX TN
BRETAEE HS AX HE KR BH B A2 HAENREERENEE, BAXLEERES
ERELEHSHEBHED, LTI EXRE, RHERSEXINENBR, F, RRELHENNHE
ABREETHERE HSAXFAREFENERMIR, HLESHROASEL ER, £FHERPH
HMERIC, ZHEE,

Ri%iE,OMAT X EHPRXBN—AREEXENREEATERS, FANSHMNT:

AlZRER)X#, E—REFUS, REZRE— . Z S HEH, X —RERAUR;

AR AR )X E, E—RIEHFANXERRZBEER,. ARIEHUER—. .=, BF—RE
g 3, s e st o

X RGRHTENE, ABEERESE T, OMAT IEXRBEREAETMN 200 BEH,MER
HREMZX 200 SEBHEYVHRAYE, Z4TUEARBEE StHAGHEERFBARREE
R,XH, EXRHBRERBTEES,

B OMAT X BV X, RO AT EURXNBERSNER, WXNOAZRIE AHEE
PIRHHR, A EBIE A REEEN, HED BN, EAXEREENR FLEREARNES, E
SEHFINEHE, ERETHANEARENR, MELRN REE A, WRXHERMEENIRIE
WIRIFR, X F OMAT fEXRE, —MEBRRMNZBIAFHEESE, FHEANBIRETEH 100
WEXREHEE.

TEMIRABEXHBRARNIESAREB A

ER—BEHINFNAL, EERFEENACFECHEEENDS  REBHACEERARR
—HRANE, FEERMEBIIA YU NDORFERERFNNEETLIBREA—HBIBE, X
WIFEEM S HENHASETEENAEBRINEE REBEA IR IRERRIUEACHNON
SRBMUEERESXER, IR, ERBOBFHREN DR NER. UM —RRBMNI®E
BEX, ’

R F—REERPEFAER BETAME, RV TTNMNE, FEMAEXPLEHREE
B EME R XE, HELESE,

— . GMAT 1ESUVE S bk

1. 6 4 (outstanding) . R AN E R UM HEREE N REEDNEXSHNER,
(1) ERERERFMTHNER ACAANBHFRENNREN/DFRERS S
(2) LEHITHT;

(3) WTFES(BEAENGEIHMN) FRFHFE,

GMAT i8S
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(4) XEZLSHEREBEENE (BFEEE BENHSAN) , ETESH/NER,

2. 54 (strong) : N EHHERAME RSN RFBERTHERISHENER,

(1) ERYSHREZE AR LY ENNEH/RE;

(2) EHIREMT;

(3) ¥ TFEE (BIEAAMDESHY)ERIFHEE,;

(4) BREFHERFEBEXENE(BFEBE BENHEMAN), BTESHIHER,

3. 4 5 (adequate) : WEHHNERAMET —ENHMT; N EENERET —ESNEE,

(1) BRM SRS SEHHEXNBHR TS

(2) EHBEXREHE;

(3) ¥FBE (BREBEANDR) T —ENERE, BEXRT ZHM4;

(4) HFHREBEHENMNEE —E¥E, BH—L#R,

4. 343 (limited) : N EHMERX M T —EN/IT NEENERE —CNEE, BFHEHE, —K
RE&THHHE P —TRE LI

(1) MRERR AT

(2) GHAHEL;

(3) AETFHHUEWARXNEHRER;

(4) BEAERE /S EFRT SHY;

(5) EEE . BAESAHELBEHRRIAEF/NH#ER,

5. 2 2+ (seriously flawed) : ES TS ERIT LRI = EHRKE, —BRETIRERH—TR
JLMR

(1) MAFARFRET DRI

(2) BEEEHWTE;

(3) BREAXMNERREH;

(4) EBRESEARAFEM L LI TE#HR,;

(5) EB/E BERHE LHBRRE , WX ERIE,

6. 1 4*(fundamentally deficient) : E TS ERIT L HIRAGRME, —RAEZ TIRAEPH—
=R JL :

(1) ZETEHR EE;

(2) EESHNAFEM ERRHE = EHE;

(3) EEZE AZIHE LFAREBHER, FERBXERE,

7. B4 A FEBESH.EVRES,

8. NR: B %,

=. ExEREA A SEK

BH1998 1 B, EFEHTH OMAT EXERBANEL R, OMAT ZRBE— ZBHR A
OKFRR, BE 1 MR ZATRRREXE, SRR 30 29, F4E A AEHE R 8 A XERB T
B HBAB BT, MHE+2RE, IRBEREFEEFANFHZAREXENARE AR E TR, KK
BCMRHSERE, BRERN FITHEL.

BEIRNR MNER FEREXNRERFR Y KERBUE=MRIE, FEEINREERFF
NEREEHREERT

GMAT {EX1E®
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1997 £, XELFEVEBEIRREAFERERS(OMAC) S AREBEE YA S ER
(GMAT) AT ENER, HFML XM —F 4 REREMA—F 216 R, BEERRBBEN.SE A
BSZ, FHTHEBthIBXEFE, HBRX—[EM,E- Rater B HH B REREXHAS D,
ZFFZILENNR,CMAC ELIAH, B THAENBRFEERS, E- Rater B FHHREHHE
BEXEN. MEEXNAMER D . BANE—PA—/ E-Rater XS, MREX_EXN—E#
XEBEBA-BHIDETKT 1), BARX— D BEHEERBEXHBRES NBE-ELRL—K, B
LEBEXR XL H—NPAEMFH(REECRLIRAT), —RPBL R IZBHEVIENMFBED . B
BLABRRAGRERMA TIESH, R RABRITH REE4NES, TR ZRBEF SERITESH
LM

B_HT GMATAEXZZBEE

X2 GMAT B PREEMNH S, b RBRBEENHARENES 22— EHRBSXENES
AR, AHERENMNRETX, AL, EERESHEH RUYEBERNEIFZ . TRERSZ
—EBEFER BRI —HEAESE—BINASEER—¥8 T4, REEEENS %A
B EXEARER E5EXRBIESHCHNEEER,

EXEI—RBEINTBH2ANA EFFEABRRELEZREMEN— I ELRERT OVAT
XHME. EAEXHSENRESRRIA—EXERMZ LA, AP EENESKEHFREEIR
% BMSHERNFRRE, FIRBURANKBANENEREER, B, MRELENEEACHHE
XEZBNEFRABEANI R, MEACHR BRI ATERT, B —cESH—EMEEEI L,

HEAERRBERAZ, TREXNSHERR BAEHE, RERR L IAREIKBRANERTE
X, BRESHAR SERD. MEREZE RERBAETNS—EE, BE—TNERF, FHHH%
LB F MR EEE, ELEMIEERERS O F(BEELABN 10 BEATEXH), E#B—F
FEERMENAE , BEBPLHF, B2, RBEENENREN T HEME, 2B BT E BT
MBIHRAK, FHEERERESERHRYN, RTATHR, A BERB—EHEBRFNSHELEN. BHN
AEMBE, RETURESAEBCHXESR,

UIERER - HBMUE , RTUFBREISHET . ioE, FARABAEEREKE, b A BEFRE
EREME BERERTE REEFTFERT . RSERKEK, HETURLXNE, FXRB AR
AAIERBRBBXENERNES, RENSTERSASHE, ANBRERSERE. YR, 88X
EREEERNENEENN,

NIFRSENNR, XE£E—ESKRA, XPFEANELHELERAL,, AR MRS, XBHSE
X p) A B S RT, RE T MFARKRS AEES, 19, EHBY, FRHERREGHFHT(£WHF
PREEAMNIA) SHHEXEETCHEXP SUXEEFEETEY. AR LARERETUAEX
KRR, ZRRBHEX, FAS D TEN, SR B W E-EXRNTT REERHTE, —SHBRE
EXKE,

FEESENNZ— MRS, BFYELNE ELHTF. ERAXNEOE, TR ES
BEE WU UESFAEXNFLNRE, ZL2EFHHARE,

K3 —BRHEMNEXEINBHEIE, FEFIZMEIRE T BRN, bR ZHRE CHEXE

GMAT X 8%



wo ATACHSHEERNXFALALEN, FTHCEXNLANLAGY SEIRNZEBONTF
BET,

BRER—TEEXNEIIRNLANRN:

(1) FNSEXESHICEARE, 557 HE Word EEREHSHIRARR, REERIME,
(2) BRI 10 REXEE—&,FFE, ABE XSS,

(3) HIMRERBRHATIUH, MEFERER, B EROH B8,

Z. GMAT fEXE L E 55 ERHTS

AWATEX A AT AATRS HIEBELLREBACHANR, EERBEEFAEEFEMAR
EHER, AREFACHUR (SR, ERBEREMERGH) .

HFAABTAREACHNS BERX EEHFEEENERER(Logical fallacy), #83kif
EBRFE, XERBEBUFAEUENERZEER—TERBR ¥6A2 BEHRBTR . BE
MR E . Either—Or (RN A Hm HRE LA @ NVIHER), S BRI XFT BN, HEE A#TH
BRIUT . BE RELAERIACHERLBEL N EAMNER, 5L 10 SERT X FXR
To

HFABTFFEEARERRTEREAB(ENTE, PEXURRERE. AFL), EOfIFX
ROEREXBERAZS, EEMERRE AU BRES, KEBNABEINELTELAREE
EUE, ATAR IR, iZ#ETHEEONE S, b X TG ERN, TMIE—LBE ¥ AN
F, I A &LLE A AA T, . “According to. .., a famous scientist...” ;N FEEHRESE, T
MERaH S %83, %,

1. XFNEBEMESIRRIN

(1) SERFHRR, EFRRRBRY AR BEHES EHCHEIR;

(2) FRIELZHMER Y B K, MRACHENRAHANE, T2 TURRACHNSEXE;
(3) FRHIMELEISHEMRREES, XILRRNAXNERRRRS;

(4) XFFE8, B A4 HKITEN(Word RRINR B ) B ¥ 71, BREETF 2/3;

(6) MRAEL Fkin, MR S ERRBERIEZ,

2. XFEUMR E-Rater S RERIERIYL

BRFS#SNEEESIEHA, B HEEENEX, FRBPLBTBERBHXSEL, 5BR
A BPEFENEHTINERBEEEXRNR(XLEEXSH1 5.2 95.345.4 4.5 43F 6 S F), 58
TR EEIBERE R £ ECRX AR AR —FE DRI, REAEENEES,

HRFES SR BT — BT RE R USRI EENEEN, BT LR EEERIEMN
EEEXHAR. T, AEEEE SR —EOBERE, SRIIPBURSERI, B2, BRITHBLE
EERAHEMELIHR, BOEEEXENTRATMSEFRSTIVEOE, BRIEI SRS AL
EhXEREXEE MNTREEENEXSS BAXLARERBTEEEXNBBELNER,
B it , BB R R 4> AR AR

(1) HREXEHRTE, EEHES 5 HHE 6 PHEXER

(2) F|AEmM“for example”, “therefore”FiAs 4G1E , FRH YT BRENE X,

(3) {FAAMEABHN 100 BEX,AALESIFRAEE , R 6 2EXNBE;

GMAT X 88



(4) AEHRARERZRBEDZERER, MNBEERN, EaFSHL;
(6) W RRTE,.

LPUTHRFUEREEISE:

(1) X2/ S H R, WM. 1§ “for example” 1 “ therefore” R 5 R “ for esample”
“therefor”, RABKIFSBTHERFXLER, ERESUEFEEXREIBEARXLRE, X LT
THXEEMANRZEXEEN,

(2) RERBEAAELEFERAREE, FH—SHEBNREE, TUERRER, ZEHE; B
SHEAREASHEXEBEREIUREE R

(3) REMFN RECBMANBEEX. BRFFBELET ENEES N, BEEHEXH
EFHHEXLLR, FIFHB L, FA— M RSN EXEBRESERER,

(4) EXHBA—EERMAXELTE, BABRTIRERLR T XL W, RERJEFLEN
28, IR ATRIF AL ELETRE D

(5) ERBPLHMFAEREBAREB BB AT EEHNA—BHOI &8, A - ERBHNER,
HRES BRI PRI XERTENTRA,

B2, OVMAT XN ZREA—LEANXBRNEZNBEEN, BREZNXBARR. 2&
FRMERENBESERN, EHMEE, ZE7F, AHTEIRNR, TREEVLLM 100 BE
X ARREMBERAEX, BNRIEREEIEENEXEN RESHRER, REH M AN S EER, T
ARILREEAR LHTHEG, BN, W ER I BEEW,

=. #EEFH fEEERY

A v

XS5

1. Al XEEH

Al XELEM ET S ARBER . FER LB HB(THUMELENE BB ) ERERERS .

ERRBENT A, BRNEEREXESN, ERAEELXNSHEABNERRRE, BF
TLUABTRFNE—NR, EXERXBRENIGRZ, FELANNRAF BEERELEHERET
RHUBESERENTE, B

(1) RBEEPHFEES HUIBCHFEES  RERBACHLS;

(2) FRBEARHN S, BB CHNIH;

(3) AEHENS . BEBCYUR;

(4) M| HiEE, FEENN AR BERFACHES;

(6) FMRE BEH L ABEFL(H . As a thing goes, everything has two sides), 3[BT
BME, RMAZEEESWERFHRR,

FERSE. TMREACHEEIR, RAFIEH BRENRERENS, ENETHRARE
B R,

AR .

(D The first argument that can be presented to develop my position is that (277 HEH1).
In addition, there is another reason for me to choose this statement. The reason is not far
toseek (T A HEH 2). Admittedly, it may be true that (R77 ¥ &) In some situations/
(conditions/ under some circumstances). However this alone does not constitute a
sufficient support to the claim that (R7AMS). Actually such cases are rare and therefore

GMAT X ¥E&
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are too specific and too weak to strengthen the view that (R F¥ R ); When the advantages
and disadvantages are carefully examined, the most striking conclusion is obvious that (2
FRR).

@ Refuse to take side (FEREHFEHMBERRE).... On one hand..., on the other
hand....

ZRBEHE.EAEXERN, RLSXAERLH TN . REEH. BT REER.

BEEANERERNT:

® In sum, it is very likely that people will never be able to arrive at the same
conclusion on this controversial issue, due to their different experiences, and conflicting
values. Nevertheless, public awareness of the various dimensions of the issue discussed in
the above argument will contribute to the thorough understanding of the problem:

@ To sum up, due to aforementioned reasons, which sometimes intertwines to form an
organic whole and thus become more persuasive than any single of them, we may safely
arrive at the conclusion that....

® To conclude, there is no easy solution to such a complex issue, however, taking into
account all the dimensions of the issue discussed in the above analysis, might be the first
step out of the dilemma.

2. AACELH

AAXES Al XELEMBOL BT IFRR ABR(—R 2~3BRXF) LRR=85.

FHRR: —REERRINT,

(1) BaERRERA (B evidence—conclusion);

(2) FRAEENRIERERN,

AAEXEBRMNEHEHREEXEEN. FERBFNUTILFER:

@ At first glance, the argument appears to be somehow/somewhat plausible, but
further reflection/ (close examination) reveals that it suffers from at least N logic
flaws.... ,

@ In this argument, the author/arguer concludes/ (draw/ come to/ reach/ attain to a
conclusion) that..., the author/ arguer points out that..., in addition/ additionally the
author reasons that. . .; However this argument is flawed in at least N logic flaws....

@ The author concludes that... is flaw, because it relies on dubious assumption
that. .., further the author assumes that. .., and we also do not know whether...

@ While the author’s argument has some merits, It suffers from N critical probiems.

AR —REEERMT,

() EBRERAEPHRIELEENER;

(2) RARIEHER (BRI ZBIEIE) 5

B)EAFEXLHER, BFHERFTRIL,

ARBREERSIRXHEE W, —REE A2 F313E (Firstly/ Secondly/ Finally, To start with/
Even if/ Finally %), BB AR BER(SRE—Q). FEBRUERER.

@® The argument based on an assumption that.... is groundless/unwarranted/

GMAT X158
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unwarranted in assuming that...

@ The author commits a fallacy of false dilemma in assuming that A and B are mutually
exclusive altematives and there is no room for a middle ground. However the author does
not provide/ offer any evidence for the claim. {Common sense tells us that adjusting A and
B may provide a better result/accord with the common sense that adjusting both A and B
might bring about a better result) ...

® The author commits a fallacy of... in assuming that..., while does not provide
enough evidence to substantiate B in the case. The example/ facts cited while suggestive
in trends is insufficient to warrant the truth, because there is no reason B will occur
automatically. It is possible that A..., it is also possible that.... Thus there is no
guarantee to....

@ The author commits a fallacy of... in assuming that A is the cause of B. The only
evidence provided/ offered to support the claim is that A occurs before B. However the
evidence is insufficient to establish the claim in question (at issue) because the mere
chronological relationship is only one of the indicators of the casual relationships and
therefore does not necessarily prove casual relationship. To establish a general
relationship between A and B, other factors that would result in B should be considered
and eliminated. It is possible that..., it is also possible that.... Thus the author’s failure
to investigate or even consider other possible explanations for 8 renders the conclusion
based on it highly suspected....

® The arguer commits a fallacy of... in assuming that A is all that is required for B.
While A is an important element in determining B, it is hardly the only to establish a
general causal relationship between A and B. Other factors that would resuit B should be
considered and eliminated. it is possible that..., it is also possible that...; Thus the
author’s failure to investigate or even consider other possible explanations for B renders
the conclusion based on it highly suspect....

® The arguer commits a fallacy of... in assuming that A will automatically result in B,
although in general it is properly that..., B do not occur automatically, it requires
that..., it is also possible that... Thus there is no guarantee that...

@ The arguer commits a fallacy of (all things are equal/ false analogy) In assuming
that A will achieve the same result as B does if..., the reasoning in the assumption is
questionable/ suspected, because similarity is essentiaily negligible and the environment
in which they are hold may not be sufficient to warrant the claim. Difference between A
and B (in aspects of/that...) clearly surpass the glimpsing similarity. .. Thus the argument
based on it is unreliable/ untenable.

The author commits a fallacy of false dilemma in assuming that A and B are mutually
exclusive altematives and there is no room for a middle ground. However the author does
not provide/ offer any evidence for the claim. (Common sense tells us that adjusting A and
B may provide a better result/ accord with the common sense that adjusting both A and B
might bring about a better result.

GMAT £ $ES
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@ The author commits a fallacy of (argumentum) in assuming that...; However XX's
expertise in A will not necessarily be applicable to B. Thus the conclusion based on it is
unreliable / unwarranted.

@ The major problem with this argument is that. .. /Another problem that undermine the
logic of this argument is that. ../ Before we come to a conclusion, it is necessary to point
out another flaw (several other flaws) that...

R —BEEERWT,

(1) HAEEMNIIERERAY;

(2) WREEZBEER;

(3) HEAERMEY  REBN(REFNIERE, LS HERER).

HZRBEFRTUNRE—R AAEXHSREZE, XFRD EREK. tEERUER.

@ As it stands, the argument is not well reasoned. To make it logically acceptable,
the arguer should demonstrate that A. Additionally, the arguer should provide more
evidence to (validate/substantiate) the conclusion.

@ In summary, the conclusion reached in this argument is invalid and misleading. To
make the argument logical/persuasive, the arguer would have to prove that A. Moreover, |
would suspend my judgment about the credibility of the recommendation until the arguer
can provide concrete evidence that B.

® In conclusion, this argument is unconvincing. To strengthen the argument, the author
would have to show that A. Moreover, B. To better evaluate this argument, we would also
have to know.

@ In sum, the author fails to validate the conclusion that D. To make it logically
acceptable, the author should demonstrate that A and that B. In addition, the arguer would
have to provide more concrete evidence, especially the information conceming C, to rule
out the above mentioned possibility that would undermine the author’s claim.

® In conclusion, the arguer fails to validate the conclusion that A. To solidify the
argument, the arguer should provide more concrete evidence to demonstrate/prove that B.
In addition, the arguer would have to rule out the above mentioned possibilities that would
undermine the arguer’s claim.

® Since the author commits the above mentioned logical mistakes and fails to consider
the whole situation comprehensively, his idea should not be adopted. If he wishes his idea
to be of any value, he has to take the following condition into consideration: ....

@ To sum up, the conclusion lacks credibility because the evidence cited in the
analysis does not lend strong support to what the arguer claims. To make the argument
more convincing, the arguer would have to provide more/specific information conceming A.

B AERSIAN S XL LR KBRS, BET UEBE £ ERERHNI .
M. 0 S AE & AR R

1. Al 6 SRR
Recently there is a debate over whether.... Some people assert that..., while other

GMAT EXiES
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people believe that.... As a matter of fact, the issue of whether ... is a complex and
controversial one. Different people hold different views due to their distinct backgrounds.
Therefore, there is not a universal answer to this question, and whether one choice takes
precedence over the other may quite depend on the specific situation. The decision,
nevertheless, Is not an easy one to make. Actually, the final judgment should rely on a case
—by—case analysis. As far as | am concemed, however, | agree that..., and do not agree
that.... My view can be greatly substantiated by the following discussions.

The first argument that can be presented to develop my position is that.... A good
example may be found in the case that. ... Under this circumstance, it is obvious that....

in addition, there is another reason for me to choose this statement. The reason is not
far to seek.... To illustrate, let us consider that... Hence, another equally important
aspect Is that....

Admittedly, it may be true that... in some conditions. However, this alone does not
constitute a sufficient support to claim that .... Actually, these cases are rare and
therefore are too specific and too weak to strengthen the view that.... When the
advantages and disadvantages of X and Y are carefully examined, the most striking
conclusion is obvious that....

To sum up, due to the above mentioned reasons, which sometimes correlate with each
other to generate an integrate whole and thus become more convincing than any single one
of them, we may be comfortable to say that..., because....

WA NTURBEER R, s ENEBERLFT, REBCHR R, BN FRAX". B
ERERIEACHUS, ZNFIEXFASHRIE, FECHRRUER. REEMEE ERWA,

SR RN AR MR, FERSARE IR X EENTNNRERRH, 4T
BCHHIR, IR BRBUEXRETZERNTT F. N EXRFOEA L, AEXHRtbERBEE
LR,

2. AA 6 SFESHR

In this argument, the author concludes that.... To support his conclusion, the author
points out that.... In addition, the author reasons that.... Further more, he also assumes
that.... At first glance, the author’s argument appears to be somehow appealing, while a
close examination will reveal how groundiess it is. We do not have to look very far to see
the invalidity of this argument. This argument is problematic for the following reasons.

In the first place, this argument rests on a gratuitous assumption that .... The author
unfairly assumes that.... However, the assumption is questionable because the author
provides no evidence to support this argument. The arguer fails to take Into account other
facts that might contribute to the result that.... It is likely that..., ... it Is also likely
that.... Any of these scenarios, if true, would show that.... Therefore, this argument is
unwarranted without ruling out such possibility.

In the second place, the argument commits a logic fallacy of “after this and therefore
because of this”. In no case can the mere fact that... be cited as evidence to support the
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