IELTS WRITING — PROCESS QUARTER 3 of 2023

TASK 1:

The diagrams below show two cutting tools made from stone. They are from an early
period and a later period of human history. The tools were made by breaking off small

pieces of stone.
Summarise the information by selecting and reporting the main features, and make

comparisons where relevant.

Early pericd
1.4 million years ago

Scm

: side view

Later period ] Tool B

800,000 years ago

Ocm

front view : side view back view

Specifically, the image shows a comparison of two historical stone tools from two different time periods:
« Tool A: 1.4 million years ago (Early period)
» Tool B: 800,000 years ago (Later period)

Key Features:
s |t compares the development and improvement in the design and craftsmanship of stone tools over time.
# The diagram includes three views (front, side, and back) of each tool, allowing for detailed comparison of

shape, sharpness, and complexity.
« There's also a scale bar, which shows the size of the tools (0-5 cm).
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Dang biéu dé: Process/COMPARISON

Déc diém téng quan:
« Nhin chung, co su khac biét dang ke gilra hai cong cu, trong dé coéng cu co tir 0,8 triéu nam trudc
c6 kich thudc 16n hon, bé mat it go ghé hon va céc canh min hon so vdi céng cu trude dé.

Séap xép théng tin:

Poan 1 - M6 ta Tool A.
« Congcu A conién dai tlr 1,4 triéu nam trudc
+ Cong cu nay co chiéu cao khoang 7 cm, chiéu réng 3 cm va dé day cia né nam trong khoang tir 2
dén 3 cm.
« Tuong tu nhu cong cu B, cdng cu A co phan dé tron, thuén nhon vé phia trén. Tuy nhién, cong cu A
lai co bé mé&t gd ghé hon nhiéu khi nhin tir phia truéc va phia sau, gop phéan tao ra céc canh lom
cham va phan dau it nhon hon.

Poan 2 - Mo ta Tool B.
s Cong cu B cho thay vé ngoai hoan thién hon, giong nhu mét giot nudc mat, vi dau nhon cla né bén
hon déng ke trong khi cac canh cting min hon.
» Nguagc lai véi céng cu A, mat trude va mat sau cla cong cu B trong hai giong nhau, vai dé go ghé
bé mat it hon.
« Hon nira, Céng cu B dai hon khoang 5 cm va réng hon 2 cm so vdi céng cu A, mac du do day cla
chiing gan nhu giéng hét nhau.

SAMPLE 1:
chipping away dates back to dimensions from the front
highly primitive in height jagged edges notably sharper
refined appearance Similar to surface roughness within the range

The diagrams illustrate a pair of stone cutting implements, namely tool A and tool B, which find their origins in two
differing periods of human history. They were crafted through the technique of (1) small
fragments of stone.

Overall, there were noticeable differences between the two tools, with the one from 0.8 million years ago having

greater (2) less rugged surfaces, and more uniform edges in comparison with its earlier
counterpart.

Looking first at tool A, which (3) 1.4 million years ago, it appears to
be (4) . This artifact measures approximately 7 centimeters (5)

and 3 centimeters in width, and its thickness falls (6) of 2 to 3 centimeters.
(7) the later version, tool A features a rounded base, tapering toward the top. The latter,
however, has much rougher surfaces when viewed (8) and the back, thus contributing to its
more (9) and a less defined pointed end.

Tool B, on the other hand, shows a more (10) , resembling ateardrop, as its tip is
(11) while the sides are also smoother. In contrast to tool A, the front and back of tool B
look somewhat similar, with less (12) . Furthermore, Tool B is about 5 centimeters longer

and 2 centimeters wider than its predecessor, although the thickness is almost exactly the same.
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SAMPLE 2:

in appearance in length in terms of key difference more advanced
noticeably larger prior versions stone cutting tapering aggressively  tear-drop

The illustration details the evolution of (1) tools used by prehistoric men in the Stone Age.
As is evident from the diagram, the (2) between the cutting tcols in the two periods is the
size, with the latter version becoming (3) . Tool B also appears more refined than tool A
(4) shape and sharpness.

1.4 million years aga, the cutting tool was thin, measured 7-8 centimeters (5) and did not
display much craftsmanship. They were also rather uneven (6) : the front and the back were

shaped differently, and the surface appears to have been quite rough.

600,000 years later, it is obvious that the cutting tools used by man in the Stone Age had become significantly

(7) . First of all, they were larger, estimating at 10-11 centimeters in length, and had a
more definite (8) shape; fat at the base and (9) toward a sharp tip
whereas the (10) tended to be obtuse. Second, both front and back sides were ground more

evenly and smoothly. It would also seem that man had learnt to sharpen the sides of their cutting tools as well.

(193 words)

SAMPLE 3:
clearly displays closely resembled Dating back to measurements much smaller
pointy tip probably made rudimentary straight and sharper  tapering shape
The two pictures compare 2 Stone Age cutting tools which were (1) and used by ancient people.
in general, while tool A was relatively simple and (2) tool B was more refined.
First, 1.4 million years ago, tool A's (3) were approximately 9 cm in length and 5 cm in width.
From the front view, it had a rough surface. With a (4) its biggest part was the middle, while the
two ends were (5) . The side view shows its thickness at about 2.5 cm. In the back, the large
bottom part was perhaps the handle, while the (6) served the cutting purpose.
(7)) 800,000 thousand years ago, tool B was nearly 12 cm long and 8 cm wide, which was
significantly larger than tool A. From the front view, tool B (8) a water drop with a pointy tip and
a round bottom. From the side view, both the edge and the tip seem (9) than tool A. The back
view (10) the bigger size of tool B compared to tool A.
(163 words)
SAMPLE 4:

crude implement cutting edges depiction development

distinct improvements front and rear in shape and size refined into
The diagram illustrates the (1) of the cutting tool from two different time periods within the
Stone Age.

Although the overall size and shape of the two cutting tools are very similar, the cutting tool from the latter time
period shows some (2)

Tool Ais a (3) of a Stone Age cutting tool used approximately 1.4 million years ago, while tool
B is from a later part of the Stone Age approximately 0.8 million years ago. Both cutting tools are similar
(4) being roughly 10cm in length. However, tool A looks to be quite a (5)

while tool B appears to have been (6) a more effective cutting device.

From the (7) view, tool B appears to be much wider than tool A and has a rounder body shape.
The (8) also appear to be more distinct and symmetrical. The side view shows a distinct

difference in the thickness of the two tools, with tool B significantly slimmer than tool A.
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SAMPLE 5:

broad base chiseling effort craftsmanship dated back to evolution

finely sharpened improvements indicative of relatively the same updated features
The pictures describe the (1) of Stone Age cutting tools between 1.4 million and 0.8 million
years ago.

It can be seen that the |atter design had seen vast (2) in the size, shape and finishing quality.
Tool A, which (3) 1.4 million years ago, was rather small and rudimentary. At about 7cm in length,
the tool was thin and did not display much (4) . The front and back view were plain with only
some slight (5) while the side was rough and not very (6) a cutting utensil.
Tool B showed many (7) compared to the older version. First, it was larger and sturdier due to a
better water drop design with a (8) and pointy top. Second, both front and back sides were

grounded more evenly and smoothly. Finally, although the tool's thickness stayed (9) after 0.6
million years, the side edge was undoubtedly much more (10) .

SAMPLE 6:

as narrow as  better developed by our ancestors for slicing meat front part

rough surface similar to substantial development top area widely used

The pictures describe the cutting tools created (1) at two different ages.

Obviously, the latter design had witnessed (2) in the size, shape and quality.

Tool A was made approximately 1.4 million years ago. It was like an animal tooth about 8 cm long with a
(3) . It may be easy to hold but it was barely sharp enough. As is shown, the
(4) of the cutting tool was rather broad, and its (5) was a little smaller than
the bottom. Seen from the side, it was just (6) a stick. Moreover, the back part was much flatter
than the front part.

Toal B was (7) 0.8 million years ago. Both of the two tools were made of stone. However, Tool
B had been (8) than the previous one. It was about 12 cm long. Its front part had been smoother
with many little points, which made it (9) the surface of a diamond. Observed from the side, it
had got a very acute top, which was very useful (10) . In addition, the back part was even much

flatter than that of the older tool.

SAMPLE 7:

[ fewer cuts in the middle lower side maximum diameter more chiseled ]

more refined  over the course of tapered towards top and bottom edges  underwent radical changes

The illustration demonstrates some of the first cutting stone tools ever invented and how they transformed and
improved (1) human civilization — from 1.4 million years ago to 800 thousand years ago.

Itis clear that the same tool (2) and turned sharper, better and more effective through the ages.

The stone tool made 1.4 million years ago was more rounded at the (3) . From the front and the
back view of the tool, the diameter (4) was almost 5 cm, and towards the top and bottom, it was
around 3 cm wide. The side view shows that the tool was wider in the middle, with a diameter of approximately 3 cm,
and it (5) the top, and the bottom ends. The back of the stone had (6) than
the front, and they were also particularly sharp or fine, decreasing their overall capabilities.

800 thousand years ago, this tool developed into a sharper, (7) one. The front and the back view
show that the (8) of the tool was the same as in the older tool, but it was more towards the
(9) . The bottom tapered into a 1 cm point, whereas the top tapered more sharply into a 1 cm
point. The side view clarifies that it was much lesser in width (1.5 cm) than the older tool. The stone was
(10) than the previous one.
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