Comparison Structures

A)
Including/Avoiding Labels:

In clothing and footwear, Italy allocated the largest percentage (9%). There was little difference between the figures for
Turkey, Spain and Ireland at 6.63%, 6.51% and 6.43% respectively....

Use of Commas and Spacing:

There is no difference between dumping at sea and chemical treatment at 8% each.

There was little difference between the figures for Turkey, Spain, and Ireland at 6.63%, 6.51%, and 6.43%, respectively.
There was little difference between the figures for Turkey, Spain and Ireland at 6.63%, 6.51% and 6.43%, respectively.
There was little difference between the figures for Turkey, Spain and Ireland at 6.63%, 6.51% and 6.43% respectively.

There was little difference between Italy and Sweden (16 and 15, respectively).
Referencing & Substitution:

There was a significant difference between the percentage of consumer expenditure in/on food, drinks and tobacco in
Turkey and Ireland on the one hand, and Spain, Italy and Sweden on the other.

There was a significant difference between the figures for food, drinks and tobacco in Turkey and Ireland on the one
hand, and Spain, Italy and Sweden on the other.

There was a significant difference in food, drinks and tobacco between the figures for Turkey and Ireland on the one
hand, and Spain, Italy and Sweden on the other.

There was a significant difference between the figures for food, drinks and tobacco in Turkey and Ireland on the one
hand, and those for Spain, Italy and Sweden on the other.

There is a significant difference in Korea between the share of recycling on the one hand, and those of underground
and incineration on the other.

1.In the Republic of Korea, there is a significant difference between recycling on the on hand, and
underground and incineration on the other.v’

2.There was-is a significant difference in the Republic of Korea between recycling on the one hand and

underground and incineration on the otherin-the-Republicofkerea.

3.In the Republic of Korea, there is a wide disparity between recycling on the one hand and ireinrerationand
underground and incineration on the other.

4.In the Republic of Korea, there is a significant difference between recycling on the one hand and
underground and incineration on the other.

5.In the Republic of Korea, there is a wide disparity between recycling {69%}-on the one hand, and
underground and incineration on the other{22%and-9%;respectively}.

6.In Sweden, there is a wide disparity between underground on the one hand, and recycling and incinaeration
on the other.

7.In the Republic of Korea, there is a sigrificanee-significant difference between dealing-with-recycling waste
produets-on the one hand, and underground; and incineration on the other.

8.In the United Kingdom, there is a significant-wide disparity between underground on the one hand and
dumping at sea, chemical treatment, and incineration; on the other{-82%,8%,8%and-2%,+espectively}.

- There is little difference between the contributions of recycling and incineration at 25% and 20%,
respectively.

- There is no difference between the shares of dumping at sea and chemical treatment at 8% each.



B1)

1. In Sweden Yunderground stands first with 55%, while recycling is smaller by a staggering 30%, ranking
second.

2. In the Republic of Korea, Rrecycling stands first at 69%, while underground is smaller by a staggering margin
(22%).

3. Underground stands first with 55%, while recycling is smaller by a margine of 30%, ranking second.

4. The percentage of underground ranks first at 82%, which is larger than thepercentages-those of dumping at
sea and chemical treatment at 8% each.

5. Inthe Republicofkerea;£The share of underground is 22%, while reeyeling-incineration is smaller by a
staggering margin (9%).

6. In the Republic of Korea, Rrecycling stands first at 69%, while underground is smaller by a staggering margin
(22%).

7. Recycling stands first in the Republic of Korea with 69%, whereas underground is substantialy-smaller
smaller by a staggering margin at 22%-in-RepublicofKorea.

8. The contribution of recycling is 25%, which is larger than incineration by a narrow margin of 5%.

9. In the Republic of Korea, recycling stands frist-first with 69%, while underground is smaller by a staggering
margin at 22%.

B2)
1. Recycling is 25%, while incineration is slightly smaller (2520%), ranking last.

2. In the United Kingdom Yunderground tthe United-Kingdem-s-stands first at 82%, which-was-marginally
greatorthanthePesublie et loroa ot 2380 acthe nsrer papleed Ines JOO00(

3. In Sweden, the percentage of underground stands first at 55%, while incineration was-is substantially
smaller at 20%, with-theletterranking last.

4. In the United Kingdom, the share of underground ranks first at 82%, which is considerably higher than those
of dumping at sea and chemical treatment at 8% each, as the latters two ranks second.

5. In the Republic of Korea, recycling stands first with 69%, while incineration was-is significantly smaller at
9%, ranking last.

6. Recycling is 25%, which is marginally greater than incineration at 20%, with the latter ranking last. v’

7. In Korea, Fthe proportion of recycling is-ranks first at 69%, which is considerably greater than underground
at 22%, as the latter ranrked-ranks second.

8. Recycling is 25%, which is slightly larger than incineration at 20%, with the latter ranking last.



Review: A, B1 & B2)

Sweden Notes:

Underground >> recycling, incineration

Underground 1st 55%

[Recycling 2nd]
55%

0 25% & 20% similar
20%

[Incineration last]

1. In sewedenSweden, there is a significant difference between the percentage of underground en-theene
hand;-and those of the others-enthe-ether—t, as it stands first by-at 55%. fRecycling accounts for 25%, which
is slightly larger than incineration (20%), with the latter ranking last.

2. In Sweden, there is a significant difference between the figure for underground on the one hand, and
recycling and incineration on the other. FhefigureforuUnderground ranks first at 55%, while recycling

accounts for 25%, ranking second. Kis-marginaty-higherthan-ineineration-Incineration is marginally smaller at
20%, as-thelatterranks-ranking last.

3. In Sweden, there is a wide disparity between underground on the one hand, and recycling and incineration
on the other. Underground ranks first at 55%, while Rrecycling accounts for 25%, which is marginally greater
than incineration (20%), with the latter ranking last.

4. In Sweden, the share of underground stands first at 55%, while recycling is substantially smaller at 25%,

ranking second;Athile-isslightly-largerthaninecinerationat20%-. Incineration is marginally smaller at 20%,
ranking last.

5. In Sweden, there is a significant difference between the percentage of underground en-the-ene-hand,and
those of the others-enthe-ether. Yndergroune-It ranks first at 55%, while recycling is smaller by a margin of

2530%, ranking second. H-is-slighthygreaterthan-ineireration-Incineration is slightly smaller (20%), with-the
fatter-ranking last.

6. In Sweden, there is a wide disparity between underground on the one hand, and recycling and incineration
on the other. The share of underground ranks first at 55%, while recycling is marginally greater than
incineration (25% and 20%, respectively), which ranks last.v’

7. In Sweden, there is a significant difference between underground on the one hand and recycling and
incineration on the other. Underground israrkes-ranks first at 55%, while ineireratien-isrankingtast:
Rrecycling is appreximately-slightly larger than incineration (25%; and 20%, respectively), which ranks last.

8. In Sweden, there is a significant difference between undergroungd on the one hand and acembination-of
recycling and incineration on the other-at{55;25;20+espectively}. a#Underground stands first with 6955%,

while recycling is smaller by staggeringmarginin2530%. there-isho-difference betweenrecuelingand
ineireration{25;26}Incineration is slightly smaller, ranking last at 20%.




B3)

1. The figures for Japan and Canada were similar at 78 and 76 _years, respectively, with the former ranking
first.

2. In terms of Aadult literacy rate, Canada and Japan are-were equal at 99%, ranking first together.

3. In terms of life expectancy at birth, Japan was approximately as high as Canada at 78 and 76 years,
respectively, ranking first.

4. The figures for Japan and Canada were similar at 78 and 76 years, respectively, with the former ranking
first.

5. Japan ranked first at 78 years, while Canada was almost the same asJdapan-at 76-and-78,respectively.

6. In terms of life expectancy at birth, the figures for Japan and Canada were similar at 78 and 76 years,
respectively, with the former ranking first.

7. Japan ranked first at 78 years, while Canada were-was almestsimilar toJapan-at 76-and-78,respectively.

8. The figures for Japan and Canada were similar at 78 and 76 years, respectively, with the former ranked
ranking first.

B4)

1. The share of underground is over twice as large as recycling at 55% and 25%, respectively, with-thefermer
ranking first.

2. The share of underground is over twice as high as that of recycling, at 55% and 25%, respectively, ranking
first.

3. In the United Kingdome most of the dangerous waste products are buried underground (82%), and-this

4. Dumping at sea is four times as high as incineration, at 8% and 2% respectively, with the latter ranking
last.v’

5. The share of underground is over twice as large as recycling (55% and 25%, respectively), ranking first.

6. Incineration is 1/4 as sueh-high as dumping at sea and medicaltreatmemtchemical treatment (2%, 8%,
and 8%, respectively), with-ranking last.

7. The share of recycling is approximately three times as large as underground at 69% and 22%, respectively,
ranking first.

8. The contributions of chemical treatment and dumping at sea are equal (8% each), and-while thesharethat
of incineration is 1/4 as great (2%), whieh—+anks-ranking last.



B5)

Natural gas exports: 2020
Iran: 8 millionm3® | Russia: 24 million m?

Russia’s exports were significantly higher than Iran’s at 24 million (24m) and 8m m3, respectively.
Russia’s exports were three times as high as Iran’s at 24 million (24m) and 8m m3, respectively.

Russia exported significantly/considerably/substantially/far/much more natural gas than Iran at 24 million (24m) and
8m m3 respectively.

Iran exported much less gas [than Russia] ...

Russia ranked first with 24 million m3, while Iran exported considerably less gas (8 million).

Russia ranked first with 24 million m3, while Iran exported 16 million less gas. IF NEEDS CALCULATOR > NOT GOOD
Iran exported 1/3 as much gas as Russia [did].

Russia ranked first with 24 million m3, while Iran exported 1/3 as much gas.

Russia exported 3 times as much gas as Iran, ranking first.

Russia exported 3 times as much gas as Iran, ranking first with 24 million m3

Russia ranked first with 24 million m3, exporting 3 times as much gas as Iran.

Ranking first with 24 million m3, Russia exported 3 times as much gas as Iran.

Mobile phones: production per month
Samsung: 100000 | Sony: 50000

1. Samsung ranks first at 100000, while Sony produces half as muehmany phones.

2. Samsung ranrked-ranks first with 100000, while sSony preductionpermonth-was-halbasmuchproduces half
as many phones.

3. Samsuhg’sproductionis-tweo-timesas-high-as-Seny's-Samsung produces twice as many phones as Sony at
100000 and 50000, respectively-perwonth.

4. Samsung produces 2 times as many mobile phones permenth-as Sony at 1000004.

5. Samsung ranks first with 100000 mobile phones, while Sony manufactures as-halfhalf as many.

6. Seny-Samsung manufactures the-mebilephenes-twice as many mobile phones as Sony (100000 and 50000,
respectively).

| 7. Samsung produceds 2 times as many mobile phones as Sony, at 100,000 and 50,000, respectively, ranking
first.

‘ 8. Samsung rarked-ranks first with 100,000 units, while Sony preduced-produces 500,000 uritslessfewer.



