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​GMAT-PREP SC
1. The Anasazi settlements at Chaco Canyon were built on a spectacular scale with more than 75 carefully engineered structures, of up to 600 rooms each, were connected by a complex regional system of roads.

A. with more than 75 carefully engineered structures, of up to 600 rooms each, were 

B. with more than 75 carefully engineered structures, of up to 600 rooms each,

C. of more than 75 carefully engineered structures of up to 600 rooms, each that had been

D. of more than 75 carefully engineered structures of up to 600 rooms and with each

E. of more than 75 carefully engineered structures of up to 600 rooms each had been

Ron –

choice a is a run-on - it tries to have two main verbs without using any sort of subordinating element. if you take out modifiers, adjectives, etc., you're left with the following: the settlements were built with structures were connected. that's bad. 

choice b is correct: it uses a nonessential modifier set off by commas ('of up to 600 rooms each'), which, if eliminated, yields the intact and legitimate sentence ...carefully engineered structures, connected by... (with another nonessential modifier). 

choice c: 
- 'scale of' doesn't make sense 
- you can't say 'each that had...' (can't follow 'each' with a relative pronoun - if you're going to use a relative pronoun, it has to come directly after the thing it's trying to modify) 
- no justification for using the past perfect ('had been') - that verb, if there's a verb there at all, should be in the simple past (the same tense as everything else in the sentence, because everything described in the sentence is contemporaneous) 
- it doesn't make sense to use 'each' AFTER the comma, because it's not true that each structure was connected with a road system. instead, the road system connected all of the structures with each other, which is nowhere close to the same thing. (having 'each' BEFORE the comma makes sense, because it's actually true that each of the structures comprised up to 600 rooms.) 
analogy: 
the USA comprises 50 states, each of which is united by a federal government --> wrong (the implication is that each state has its own federal government) 
the USA comprises 50 states, all of which are united by a federal government --> correct 
the USA comprises 50 states, (all) united by a federal government --> correct, whether you have 'all' or not 

choice d: 
- 'scale of' doesn't make sense 
- the use of AND sets up ostensible parallelism, but the two structures given aren't parallel (one starts with of and the other with with) 

choice e is also a run-on sentence (you'll see this if you reduce it to its 'skeleton', a la choice a)
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-anasazi-settlements-at-chaco-canyon-were-built-t2236.html
2. According to one expert, the cause of genetic irregularities in many breeds of dog is not so much that dogs are being bred for looks or to meet other narrow criteria as that the breeds have relatively few founding members. 

A.      the cause of genetic irregularities in many breeds of dog is not so much that dogs are being bred for looks or to meet other narrow criteria

B.      the cause of genetic irregularities in many breeds of dog is not as much their being bred for looks or meeting other narrow criteria as much

C.      it is not so much the cause of genetic irregularities in many breeds of dog that they are being bred for looks or meeting other narrow criteria as much

D.     it is not so much the cause of genetic irregularities in many breeds of dog is their being bred for looks or meeting other narrow criteria so much

E.      it is not so much the cause of genetic irregularities in many breeds of dog to be bred for looks or to meet other narrow criteria

a is correct because it's the only choice combining proper parallelism with correct grammar. the cause is not so much that x as that y.
b: previous poster is correct about 'their', but a much more obvious problem is bad parallelism. the cause is not so much their x as that y.
c: lots of things
- as the previous poster points out, 'it is not so much the cause...' seems to say that the phenomenon mentioned doesn't really cause the mentioned effect
- you don't use 'much' twice; the proper construction is 'not so much ... as'
d: mostly the same things that are wrong with c, plus even more (go ahead and reply if you don't see anything wrong with d)
e: a couple of things
- as in choice c, 'it is not so much the cause of genetic irregularities' seems to say that the phenomenon mentioned isn't the cause of the given effect
- 'breeds of dog to be bred for looks' seems to imply dogs meant to be bred for looks (analogy: on the table are the five packages to be shipped)

the principal reason that 'being' is acceptable here is because it is essential for the verb 'bred' which is used in the passive voice. you can't construct the passive voice without some form of the verb 'to be'. 

in problems using 'being' in a non-passive voice construction, the answer choices with 'being' are usually wrong.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/second-correct-problem-with-being-t1835.html
"for looks" / "to meet..." is about as good as the parallelism here is going to get. 
you see, there's no real way to express "for looks" as an infinitive without either (a) losing the intended meaning or (b) using a TON of words, both of which are undesirable outcomes. (for instance, you could say "to look good", but that's a qualitatively different meaning.) 
also, you clearly can't express "to meet ... criteria" in the form "for NOUN". 
therefore, you really can't improve much on this parallelism. 

for another such problem, see #46 in the DIAGNOSTIC section of the og11 (NOT #46 in the regular sentence correction problem). that problem holds "just as frequently" to be parallel to "in the same way as...". 
same sort of idea. 

-- 
also, note that "that" is NOT an integral part of the parallel constructions you've posted. 
the bare constructions are 
not so much X as Y 
and 
as much X as Y 
(you DO NOT say "much" twice in the second one.) 
the construction doesn't have to contain "that...". for instance, she spurned her old boyfriend not so much because he had treated her badly asbecause she had simply become bored with him
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/according-to-one-expert-the-cause-of-genetic-irregularities-t5508.html
3. Greatly influenced by the Protested missionary Samuel Kirkland, the Oneida was the only one of the five-nation Iroquois League who sided with the colonists during the American Revolution. 
A.      was the only one of the five-nation Iroquois League who sided

B.      was alone of the five-nation Iroquois League when they sided

C.      alone among the five-nation Iroquois League sided

D.     were the only ones out of the five nations of Iroquois League in siding

E.      only of the five-nation Iroquois League had sided

'The Oneida' is plural, in much the same way as 'the English' or 'the French' would be plural (the French eat foods that are rather bizarre by the standards of most other countries). that observation knocks off choices a and b. 

choice d is wrong because it is extremely, incredibly wordy. 'out of' is also a problem (because the gmat would only use 'out of' if it meant literally out of something, or in standard idioms like '3 out of 4'), but the wordiness of this choice should smack you in the face the second you look at it. 

choice e is wrong because it uses the past perfect to refer to a single event. you need the simple past here (just 'sided', not 'had sided'), because there is no more recent time signal to justify the use of the past perfect for the 'earlier' event. 

that leaves choice c, which uses the simple past correctly and is concise. (notice that singular/plural isn't an issue with that choice, because past tenses, with the exception of was/were, don't conjugate for number).

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/gmatprep-sc-t2452.html
4. Although the turtle has been toothless for more than 150 million years, in some contemporary turtle species the moderately sharp and jagged edges of their horny jaws function for teeth.

A. their horny jaws function for teeth

B. its horny jaws function for teeth

C. its horny jaws function as do teeth

D the horny jaws function as teeth do

E the horny jaws function as teeth

The possessive pronoun actually NEEDS to be done away with, as it has no proper antecedent. The best approximation to an antecedent is 'the turtle,' but that doesn't work because, as used here, 'the turtle' refers to the entire range of turtle species throughout evolutionary history - not just the 'contemporary turtle species' described in the latter part of the sentence. 

In any case, the context here makes the possessive unnecessary. Same deal with the following shorter (and easier-to-examine) sentence: In humans, who walk upright, THE spinal cord is perhaps still better adapted to its historical horizontal position.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/gmac-practice-test-2-sc-t1321.html
Stacey - This idiom "function as X" does not require a "do" at the end. I'm equating the nouns "jaws" and "teeth" - "jaws function as teeth."

Ron- actually, "function as teeth do" isn't wrong; it just means something else.
function as teeth --> they play the role of teeth, or act as substitutes for teeth (as stacey has already pointed out above)
function as teeth do --> they work in the same way (in a mechanical sense) as teeth do, but they aren't necessarily substitutes

Can you please explain the usage of "its" in choice B and C?

Well, those are wrong answers, and "its" is one thing that's wrong with them.

That part of the sentence is talking only about "some contemporary turtle species". So, those species -- and only those -- are what "it" is meant to stand for.
But "it" can't stand for those species, because "contemporary turtle species" is plural.

It also can't stand for "the turtle" earlier in the sentence, because that's a reference to all turtles in general (= not just the ones we're talking about in the later part of the sentence).

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/although-the-turtle-has-been-toothless-for-t968.html
5. The Achaemenid empire of Persia reached the Indus Valley in the fifth century B.C., bringing the Aramaic script with it, from which was derived both northern and southern India alphabets.

A. the Aramaic script with it, from which was derived both northern and
B. the Aramaic script with it, and from which deriving both the northern and the

C. with it the Aramaic script, from which derive both the northern and the

D. with it the Aramaic script, from which derives both northern and

E. with it the Aramaic script, and deriving from it both the northern and

Dan Bernst – 

A) "from which" seems to incorrectly refer to the empire (referenced by the pronoun "it") rather than to the script. Also, the singular verb "was derived" does not agree in number with the plural subject "northern and southern Indian alphabets". Finally, the subject "northern and southern Indian alphabets" is unclear: are there several alphabets, or only one of each? 
B) "and" creates a lack of connection between the two parts of the sentence. Additionally, "deriving" is an incorrect verb tense. 
C) CORRECT. "From which" correctly refers to the script. Additionally, "derive," a plural verb, correctly agrees with the plural subject "the Northern and the Southern Indian alphabets." 
D) "derives," a singular verb, does not agree with the plural subject "Northern and Southern Indian alphabets." 
E) The second pronoun "it" is ambiguous: does it refer to the "empire" or to the "script"? Additionally, the original intent of the sentence is significantly changed in meaning. 
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-achaemenid-empire-of-persia-reached-the-indus-valley-t320.html
6.  In the past several years, astronomers have detected more than 80 massive planets, most of them as large or larger than Jupiter, which circle other stars.

A. most of them as large or larger than Jupiter, which circle

B. most of them as large or larger than Jupiter and circling

C. most of them at least as large as Jupiter, circling

D. mostly at least as large as Jupiter, which circle

E. mostly as large or larger than Jupiter, circling

you can eliminate (a) and (b) on the grounds of STRICT parallelism. 
specifically: 
when you have an "or" construction (or, for that matter, an "and" construction), each part of the construction must work in isolation from the other one. 

this eliminates (a) and (b), both for the same reason: "as large" requires"as". you can't be "as large than" something -- but that's the only preposition available. 
the correct parallel construction would be ...as large as or larger than, a construction that allows both parts to have their own proper prepositions. 

choice (c), the correct answer, circumvents the issue entirely by replacing the parallel construction with '...at least as large'. not only does this construction obviate the need to consider parallelism in the first place, but it's also more concise than the alternative.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/in-the-past-several-years-astronomers-t4433.html
7.  Each year companies in United States could save as much as $58 billion annually by preventing illness among employees and gain as much as $200 billion through improving performance of workers if they simply provided offices with cleaner air. 

(A) Same 
(B) annually if they prevented employee illness and gain as much as $200 billion through worker performance improved by simply providing 
(C) annually in employee illness prevention and gain as much as $200 billion through worker performance improved by simply providing 
(D) in employee illness prevention and gain as much as $200 billion through improving performance of workers if they simply provided 
(E) by preventing illness among employees and gain as much as $200 billion through improved worker performance if they simply provided
 

Stacy - annually is redundant because the original sentence is started with 'Each year' so (A) (B) & (C) are out. In (D) & (E), ‘They’ refers to companies, not employees. Structure of the sentence: Companies could do X if they (the same companies) did Y. All of the stuff in X and Y is just detail, not part of the core.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/each-year-companies-in-united-states-could-save-as-much-as-t1117.html
8 Women are expected to be the majority of student entering law school this fall, a trend ultimately placing more women in leadership position in politics and business.

A  Women are expected to be the majority of student entering law school this fall, a trend ultimately placing

B  The majority of students entering law school this fall are expected to be women, a trend that will ultimately place

C  The majority of students entering law school this fall are expected to be women, which will ultimately place

D  It is expected that the majority of students entering law school this fall will be women, a trend ultimately placing

E  It is expected for the women to be the majority of students entering law school this fall, which will ultimately place

well, b is the correct answer, so there you have it: 'majority' is considered plural, at least when it refers to the majority of countable items/entities (like women). 

notice that this isn't an issue in this particular problem (there are no choices using 'majority' in the singular), but take note (for future problems) that the plural is acceptable usage here. 

choice d has the same problem as choice a (the participle 'placing' is used in the same incorrect manner).

the error in choice e is very similar to that in choice c: the pronoun 'which' is used incorrectly again. the noun closest to this relative pronoun - 'this fall' - makes no sense in context.

------

Could you please explain why B is not a run on sentence or a comma splice.
I thought its joining 2 independent clauses with just a comma.

nope, the second part is not an independent clause. try reading it by itself; it's not a sentence (a trend THAT will ultimately...) 

this second part is an example of an appositive noun modifier, a type of modifier that NEVER appears in spoken language but that appears on the gmat a lot. the reason is that, unlike relative pronouns such as 'which', these modifiers don't have to touch their referent. 
for instance: 
the general tried to get his troops to retreat before being surrounded, a strategy that ultimately failed. 

same idea here. 
lots of students don't like this structure at all when they first see it, but you have to get used to it - it's commonplace on the exam.

Ron, in the following post you say that appositive must modify the noun that comes IMMEDIATELY before the comma.
the-number-of-people-flying-first-t5600.html
Can you please explain, in which cases appositive can modify nouns appearing anywhere in the sentence.


if you have an appositive modifier that's an abstract noun - such as "strategy", "figure", "statistic", "findings", "situation", "change", "difference", etc. - then such an appositive may be allowed to describe the entire situation described in the previous clause.

for instance, the example i gave above with "a strategy..."

also, for further examples, see #59 and #79 in the purple verbal supplement OG book.
in #79 this modifier is part of the underline and is useful in choosing the correct answer. in #59 it's not part of the underline, so you don't have to use it, but you're exposed to it so that you can use it later.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/women-are-expected-to-be-the-majority-t1862.html
9 The investigations of many psychologist and anthropologists support the generalization of there being little that is a significant difference in underlying mental processes manifested by people from different culture.

A   of there being little that is a significant difference

B   of there being little that is significantly different

C   of little that is significantly different

D   that there is little that is significantly different

E   that there is little of significant differences

Stacey –

On to A and B. More idioms! we "support the generalization that" something is so, not "of" - so A, B, and C are all wrong for that reason. A and B also contain "being" - which, while it can be used grammatically correctly, is almost always wrong on the GMAT. (There's one GMATPrep question that uses "being" correctly. One. 

Ron-
On D & E - Idiomatic usage. In the phrase 'little of X', the X has to be a singular quantity. If it's plural (like 'differences'), then you have to use few. 
There was very little food left over at the end of the party.
There were very few crab cakes left over at the end of the party. 

In this corrected sentence, can someone please tell me what parts of speech is "little" suppose to be?

in this sentence, it functions as a noun. you can use "much" in the same way: there is much that is different...
--
more examples of the same type of thing:
there is much to be said about topic X.
there is little to be said about topic X.
there are things to be said about topic X.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-investigations-of-many-psychologist-t1646.html
10.  The yield per acre of coffee berries varies enormously in that a single tree, depending on both its size and on climate and altitude, could produce enough berries to make between one and twelve pounds of dried beans a year.

A. enormously in that a single tree, depending on both its size and on climate and altitude, could produce

B. enormously in that a single tree, dependent on its size and also on climate and altitude, is able to produce

C. enormously, because a single tree, depending on its size and on climate and altitude, is able to produce

D. enormously, because a single tree, being dependent on its size, climate, and altitude, is capable of producing

E. enormously, because a single tree, dependent both on its size as well as on climate and altitude, could produce

‘In That’ Vs ‘Because’

'in that' is EXPLANATORY and LIMITING. in other words, it explains the sense in which the immediately preceding description is used (explanatory), and it specifically implies no more than that sense (limiting). 

example: 
my approach differs from yours in that i am more aggressive. 
--> explanatory: the difference in aggressiveness is the way in which our approaches differ 
--> limiting: there are no other significant differences between our approaches 

-- 
'because', as you say, shows a cause-effect relationship. 
example: 
my approach differs from yours because i am more aggressive. 
--> there could be all sorts of differences between our approaches - some of which may have no direct connection to aggressiveness - but the ultimatesource or cause of those differences is the difference in aggressiveness.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/post14608.html
Stacey -
"Because" indicates cause and effect; "in that" generally just indicates some kind of correlation. If it's a cause-effect scenario, go with because.
Ron-

I also thought A was wrong because "depending on both its size and on climate and altitude" is confusing because there are three items listed here when "both" seems to infer there are two.


you raise a good point, but notice that there really are two parts: (1) size, (2) climate and altitude (here grouped together as a single consideration). there's nothing wrong with this, by the way: there's nothing wrong with 'each candidate will be evaluated both on his talent and on his raw charisma and authenticity', in which talent is treated as one variable and (charisma + authenticity) is treated as the other variable. 

but there is a problem in terms of pure parallel structure: 
the words after 'both' are its size 
the words after 'and' are on climate and altitude 
that's not parallel; you can't have a preposition in the second part but not in the first. 

also, note that the 'both' issue is avoided altogether in choice c
Is there any difference in the sentence structure if the comma is removed between enormously and because?

not in terms of structure, no.

there's a rhetorical difference: with the comma, you're emphasizing the result(the fact stated before the comma), not the rationale (the reasons stated after "because"). without the comma, the emphasis is inverted.

compare:
everybody is going to be late to class, because there are protesters out on all the street corners in the neighborhood.
--> i'm emphasizing that everyone is going to be late.

everybody is going to be late to class because there are protesters out on all the street corners in the neighborhood.
--> (you probably already know that everyone is going to be late, and) i'm emphasizing the reason WHY everyone is going to be late.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-yield-per-acre-of-coffee-berries-varies-enormously-in-t649.html?sid=c2b56cb8307a9670e5b8cc4adcbb3c7b
11. Before scientists learned how to make a synthetic growth hormone, removing it painstakingly in small amounts from the pituitary glands of human cadavers.

A. scientists learned how to make a synthetic growth hormone, removing it painstakingly
B. scientists had learned about making a synthetic growth hormone, they had to remove it painstakingly

C. scientist learned how to synthesize the growth hormone, it had to be painstakingly removed

D. learning how to make a synthetic growth hormone, scientists had to remove it painstakingly

E. Learning how to synthesize the growth hormone, it have to be painstakingly removed by scientists
Dan Bernst-
In sentence correction, don't forget about three C's: Correctness, Clarity, and Concision. Correctness is significantly more important than the other two, and most sentence correction questions can either be fully answered or narrowed down to the final two answer choices strictly through the use of proper grammatical construction. However, on more difficult questions, clarity and concision can also play important determining roles. 

In the problem at hand, the original sentence, along with answer choices B and D, indicate that scientists removed "a synthetic growth hormone" from cadavers. This is nonsensical, as something synthetic, by definition, does not come from a natural source. Thus, A, B, and D can be eliminated based on their lack of clarity. 

Ron-

In C Does the second part of the sentence not suggest that the removal of cadavers could have been done by the scientists themselves (although this is not directly stated. There is still a possibility)
no such suggestion.
how about this: 
before primitive man learned to make fire, it could only arise as a result of lightning, focused sunbeams, and the like.
this sentence clearly doesn't convey the idea that the lightning/sunbeams/etc could be caused by primitive man.
same idea in the original sentence w/ respect to the scientists.

-----

In C "scientists learned" is that not active? then the latter part turns passive?

the change from active --> passive is appropriate here, because the subject of the second part isn't mentioned (or probably even known). 
see, the scientists mentioned in the passage are the ones who learned how to synthesize the growth hormone, but they weren't necessarily the same ones who had to remove it. in order to render the second half in the active voice, you'd have to introduce a subject - awkward at best, because who would be the subject? not only that, but the subject is irrelevant: we don't care who had to remove the hormone from cadavers, only that it had to be removed from the cadavers. 
remember this: 
if the subject of a verb is unknown or irrelevant, use the passive voice. 

analogy: 
before Marconi and Braun laid the foundation for wireless telegraphy, messages had to be transmitted over wires or carried by hand. 
there's no avoiding the passive voice in the second half, without introducing an awkward (and irrelevant) subject, as in 'people had to transmit messages'. that would detract considerably from the quality of the sentence. 
---- 
choice e is wrong, because it starts out with an initial modifier lacking a subject; such modifiers MUST modify the noun IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING the comma. in the case of choice e, this would mean that 'it' (referring to the hormone itself) learned how to make the hormone. that's crazy.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/before-scientists-learned-how-to-make-a-synthetic-growth-t637.html
12. The success of the program to eradicate smallpox has stimulated experts to
pursue what they had not previously considered possible -- better control, if not eradication, of the other infections such as measles and yaws.
A. what they had not previously considered possible -- better control, if not eradication, of the other infections such as

B. what they had not previously considered a possibility -- better control, if not
eradication, of such infections like

C. something they had not previously considered possible -- better control, if not
eradication, of such infections as

D. something not considered a previous possibility -- better control and perhaps
eradication, of other infections such as

E. the possibility of what they had not previously considered possible -- better
control and possibly eradication of infections like
There are 2 problems with A. 
- Major problem is "THE other infections." THE is too definitive here, carrying the connotation of "every single one of the other infections." 
* THE is also incompatible with "such as": 
- Correct: I never read this book, but I read the other books on the shelf. 
- Correct: I never read this book, but I read other books on the shelf, such as "Right Hand, Left Hand" and "The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich." 
- Incorrect: I never read this book, but I read the other books on the shelf, such as "Right Hand, Left Hand" and "The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich." 
- Minor problem is "what they had not..." vs. "something they had not..." The "what" construction is awfully strong, suggesting that this was THE ONE THING they hadn't thought possible. 
* As an analogy, compare the meanings of "I want to do what I love for a living" and "I want to do something I love for a living." The first suggests that the speaker has one particular field in mind; the second doesn't.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-success-of-the-program-to-eradicate-smallpox-t1161.html
13 A study of food resources in the North Pacific between 1989 and 1996 revealed that creatures of the seabed were suffering from dwindling food supplies, possibly resulting from increasing sea surface temperatures during the same period.

a) that creatures of the seabed were suffering from dwindling food supplies, possibly resulting from increasing

b) that creatures of the seabed were suffering because food supplies were dwindling, possibly as a result of an increase in

c) that creatures of the seabed were suffering because of food supplies, which were dwindling possibly as a result of increasing

d) creatures of the seabed that were suffering from food supplies that were dwindling, possibly resulting from an increase in

e) creatures of the seabed that were suffering because food supplies were dwindling, which possibly resulted from increasing

Emily Sledge –

Between (B) and (C), there are two related issues, one of which is the determinant of the correct answer: 1) modifier choice, and 2) meaning. 

Choice (C) uses the relative pronoun "which" to introduce the modifying phrase "which were dwindling..." Anytime you see "which," you should check to make sure it is correctly refering to the noun immediately preceding the comma, in this case "food supplies." So, that modifier is OK...it is the food supplies that were dwindling. 

Choice (B) uses the modifying phrase "possibly as a result of an increase..." This phrase refers to the entire clause "food supplies were dwindling" (i.e., it gives an explanation for that entire statement). So, that modifier is OK too. 

But note that the modifier difference required a meaning difference in the main body of the sentence. Choice (B) reads "creatures..were suffering because food supplies were dwindling," a logical statement, and close to the meaning in the original sentence. Choice (C) reads "creatures..were suffering because of food supplies." Choice (C) is less logical--the creatures were suffering because they had food supplies? or because there was somethingwrong with the food supplies they had?

Ron –

What is wrong with choice A ?

The literal interpretation of A is that the food supplies themselves were the result of increasing sea surface temps. Remember, you can't use 'common sense' to patch up incorrect grammar.

‘As a result’ vs ‘,resulting’

A “from dwindling food supplies, possibly resulting from increasing” -( “possibly resulting from increasing” modifies “food supplies”
B “because food supplies were dwindling, possibly as a result of an increase” -( “possibly as a result of an increase” modifies “because food supplies were dwindling”
Why in option "A" modifier "possibly resulting from increasing.." is not modifying whole phrase "from dwindling food supplies". Why the interpretation could be that food supply is causing sea temperature to increase?
Can "A" be fixed by just replacing this modifier "possibly resulting from increasing.." with this one "possibly as a result of an increase.."? 
Why in option "B" this modifier "possibly as a result of an increase in" is modifying this clause "because food supplies were dwindling".
What are the rules? Pls can you explain with some examples?

consensus is that you just can't have 'resulting from' after a comma. 

you can have it as an adjective modifier, without a comma - as in the following sentence: 
the flooding resulting from the abnormally strong storms had left six inches of standing water in the street. 
note that the boldface is an adjective modifier, modifying 'flooding'. 

it appears that on the gmat, as well as in standard written english in general, 'resulting from' after a comma is generally considered unacceptable. 
Note : in my post, i stated that you will not see the words "resulting FROM" after a comma. 
that statement was particular to this combination of two words; other combinations, such as "resulting IN", are quite possible.
-- 
choice b features the standard use of a prepositional phrase as an adverb modifier: 
'(possibly) as a result of', like other prepositional phrases that follow commas, serves to modify the action of the preceding clause (i.e., were dwindling). this is totally standard usage, so make sure you know it.

----
RULES for--- comma +"with phrase" and "comma + verbING"
comma +"with phrase" can modify immediately preceding noun(as adjective) or preceding clause( as adverb). 

if "comma + verbING" follows a clause, then it modifies the preceding clause, NEVER modifies preceding noun. (one exception is "including", which isn't really a verbING form; "including" generally follows the rules for prepositions instead.)

on the other hand, if "comma + verbING" just follows a noun, then it modifies only that noun.
the two injured birds, flapping their wings frantically, looked for a safe place to land.
--> here, "flapping..." modifies the birds.
---------

User- he actual GMAT prep question in choice A is not " resulting from" but " possibly a result from increasing". Might be GMAC has changed the question. 

GMAT prep explained that in A, "possibly a result from increasing" cause confusion because it can modify food or creature of seabed.

Ron-

i see where they're going with that, but i think it's more a result of the placement of the things before the comma.

in particular, note the difference between the things preceding the comma in choices (a) and (b). (remember, always concentrate on the differences between choices, not just on the objective content of the choices!)
in (a), you've got "... suffering from dwindling food supplies" all in one phrase. on the other hand, in (b), they separate the ideas into entirely different clauses: "... xxxxxx because food supplies were dwindling".
so, what the gmac people seem to be implying (and what seems reasonable to me, too) is that this separation makes it more clear in (b) that the reduction in food supplies is the "result" we're talking about here.
----
by the way, there are a couple of other things going on there, too.

* the correct idiom is "a result of...", not "a result from ...".
("result from..." is only ok when "result" is a verb. here, "result" is a noun.)
this may also explain gmac's motivation behind changing answer choice (a): by turning "result" into a noun, they've introduced another objective error into that choice.

... and there's something else you can notice, too, even if you aren't familiar with the idiom above:
* right now, choice (a) says "suffering from ... food supplies". (note that this is the core structure. yes, "dwindling" is there, but it doesn't change the core structure.)
that doesn't make sense. it's not the food supplies themselves that are causing the creatures to suffer; it's the fact that they are dwindling.

some more examples along the same lines:

Ray was sad because of his favorite shoes, which had been stolen from his car 
--> not sensible

Ray was sad because of his stolen shoes 
--> not sensible

Ray was sad because his favorite shoes had been stolen from his car
--> this makes sense.

Ray was sad because of the theft of his favorite shoes (from his car)
--> this makes sense.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/a-study-of-food-resources-in-the-north-pacific-between-1989-t1061.html
14 The largest trade-book publisher in the US has announced the creation of a new digital imprint division, under which it will publish about 20 purely digital works to be sold online as either electronic books or downloadable copies that can be printed upon purchase.


A)  works to be sold online as either electronic books or
B)  works to sell them online, either as electronic books or
C)  works and it will sell them online as either electronic books or as
D)  works, and selling them online as either electronic books or as
E)  works, and it will sell them online as either electronic books or

your last sentence is spot on: e is wrong because it changes the meaning of the sentence. 
* the original - which, remember, you can't change unless it's total nonsense - says that the publisher is making things which will subsequently be soldonline, but it doesn't say by whom. 
* choice e, on the other hand, asserts that the publisher itself is going to sell the things. that's an immense change in meaning (and moreover, how many publishers sell their own books online?). 

you are also correct that the construction 'to be sold' is passive voice. in fact, the passive voice is necessary here, because you don't know who is going to be selling the books. (compare the analogous sentence 'there is still plenty of food left to be eaten').

------

Is there any issue with the or vs. or as at the end of the sentence? I used this as a split and marked out anything with "or as" because it there is no as before downloadable copies

the issue is the parallelism required by the 'either ... or' construction. in particular, because that construction has a leading word ('either'), it involves two clearly defined parts: the words coming between 'either' and 'or', and the words coming after 'or'. those two parts must have exactly the same grammatical construction. 

so, the following are acceptable: 
either as electronic books or as downloadable copies 
as either electronic books or downloadable copies 

the following are not acceptable: 
as either electronic books or as downloadable copies (one 'as' outside, one inside) 
either as electronic books or downloadable copies (one 'as' present, one absent)

-----
Can you please explain what's wrong with option B? 

if you use this construction - "they VERB1 to VERB2" - then you're implying that verb2 is the PURPOSE of doing verb1.

for instance:
the band created ten albums in five years, making several million dollars during that time --> the adverbial modifier just describes a consequence that occurred during that time

the band created ten albums in five years to make several million dollars during that time --> this means that making money was WHY the band created all these albums.

this doesn't make sense here (and also contradicts the meaning of the original). the selling of the books online is not the reason WHY the publisher is publishing the books.

------
So, here in this particular sentence, how would I know if the intent was to convey that the same publisher would sell or it is talking about book being sold in general by anyone. 

two considerations:

1/
the sentence is concerned with the activities of a "digital imprint" division. the word "imprint" strongly implies that we are talking about creating, but not necessarily distributing/selling, stuff.

2/
if you insert choice (e), you get a weird non-parallelism overall.
the publisher has announced the creation of a new division ...
and
it will sell [books] online...
remember, when you have any kind of parallel structure, you should be able to represent the parallel things reasonably as "#1 and #2", or as "(a) and (b)", or etc. these two things don't really pass that test.

more examples:
i have decided to take a new job, and i will make $100 per hour.
--> these don't make sense as "#1 and #2".
i like my new job, and i make $100 per hour.
--> these do.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-largest-trade-book-publisher-in-the-us-t1872.html
15. Recently documented examples of neurogenesis, the production of new brain cells, include the brain growing in mice when placed in a stimulating environment or neurons increasing in canaries that learn new songs.

A. the brain growing in mice when placed in a stimulating environment or neurons increasing in canaries that 

B. mice whose brains grow when they are placed in a stimulating environment or canaries whose neurons increase when they

C. mice's brains that grow when they are placed in a stimulating environment or canaries' neurons that increase when they

D. the brain growth in mice when placed in a stimulating environment or the increase in canaries' neurons when they

E. brain growth in mice that are placed in a stimulating environment or an increase in neurons in canaries that

Stacey –

Tough one. "examples of neurogenesis include" - so the examples should lead off with whatever the actual thing is that indicated neurogenesis. The mice aren't the example - the example is the brain growth. That eliminates B and C. A also breaks parallelism. 

And the other thing wrong with A, B, C and D is "when placed in a stimulating environment" - it sounds like they are referring only to the time that the mice are in the stimulating environment - but the brain growth is permanent. It doesn't shrink back down once the mice are no longer in the stimulating environment. Ditto for the increase in neurons in the canaries.

----

Is it right to say that choices B, C, & D have an ambiguous “They”?


for choices b and c, yes. 
for choice d, no, but do note that it violates 'possessive poison', the rule that everyone loves to hate.
"they" is totally wrong in (d). it would automatically refer to "neurons", since "canaries' " is possessive and therefore ineligible to be the referent.
similarly, (c) has incorrect pronouns (the first "they" would automatically be "brains", and the second would automatically be "neurons").
(b) has ambiguous pronouns.
------

Why are "brain growth" and "an increase in neurons" parallel?

first, they're logically parallel; that's probably obvious. 
note that, true to form, the central noun of the first part is "growth" (not "mice", which disqualifies some of the earlier answer choices), and the central noun of the second part is "increase". 

i will assume that you're wondering why the first part doesn't look more like the second part, i.e., why it doesn't say something along the lines of "growth in the brains of..." 
this is because "brain growth" is much, much less wordy than that sort of alternative. and, unfortunately, there's really no way to write "an increase in neurons" in the form ADJ NOUN (as is done with "brain growth"), so that's about as parallel as you're going to get. 

by the way, i really, really hate this question. i don't think "or" has any business being in this sentence; it should clearly be "and", because both of these are recently documented examples of neurogenesis. 
i don't understand how they can write "or" with a straight face. 
but, as we've said so many times on here, it's their playground, and they make the rules.

-----
“When” vs “That”

I do not understand the difference between D ("mice when") and E ("mice that").
In both cases, when/that are modifying mice.

if you say "when + PAST PARTICIPLE", then this automatically applies to the SUBJECT of the clause to which it's attached.

if i say
iron accumulates rust when submerged in water
then it's the iron, not the rust, that's submerged in water.

this strikes choice (d), since the SUBJECT is "recently documented examples", not "mice" as required.
---------
Why is A not parallel?
don't just look at the first couple words of parallel structures -- look at the rest, too.
in choice (a), one of the parallel structures says “mice when placed in a stimulating environment”, but the other one says “canaries that learn new songs”.
compare this to the parallelism in the correct answer choice, in which you have mice that do X and canaries that do Y.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/recently-documented-examples-of-neurogenesis-t931.html
16. Less than 35 years after the release of African honeybees outside Sao Paulo, Brazil, their descendents, popularly known as killer bees had migrated as far north as Southern Texas.

A. Less than 35 years after the release of African honeybees outside Sao Paulo, Brazil, 

B. In less than 35 years since releasing African honeybees outside Sao Paulo, Brazil,

C. In less than the 35 years since African honeybees had been released outside Sao Paulo, Brazil,

D. It took less than 35 years from the release of African honeybees outside Sao Paulo, Brazil, when

E. It took less than 35 years after the time that African honeybees were released outside Sao Paulo, Brazil, and then

Ron –

this is a tricky one. 

if you were narrating in the present tense, you'd say the following: 'as of today, the bees have migrated as far north as southern texas.' therefore, since this sentence describes a situation in the past (it describes the situation 35 years after the release, which is before the present), you translate all present-tense verbs into the past tense. this turns 'havemigrated' into 'had migrated'. 

there is no explicit description of the 'second event' you're looking for in this problem, which is what makes it difficult. instead, the 'second event' is the point on the timeline, 35 years after the release of the bees. because the sentence describes a trend whose relevance continues up to and through that point, a perfect tense is appropriate. 

wrong answers: 
* choice b implies that the honeybees' descendants somehow released them. 
* choice c: 'the 35 years since' implies that the present is 35 years after the release date. not only does this conflict with the meaning of the original, but it also renders the past perfect (from the underlined part) inappropriate: you'd need present perfect in this case. also, since the release is a point event, it would belong in the simple past. 
* choice d: in this sentence, the commas + non-essential modifier ('..., when') seem to imply that the descendants' migration took place simultaneously with the release of the original honeybees. in addition, in this sentence, 'it' refers to some unspecified event (it can't refer to the descendants' migration, for the aforementioned reasons). 
* choice e: all kinds of problems with this one. 

----

Why the option A uses "Less than 35 years after..." rather than "Inless than 35 years after..." ?
i'm with you on this one; i'd likewise prefer a wording such as 'in less than 35 years after...', because, in my opinion, it better conveys the idea that the migrations took place continuously over the 35-year period. just plain 'less than' seemed to me, and possibly to you as well, to suggest that the migrations might have occurred all at once. 

in any case, though, you've got to remember that correctness trumps clarity (and definitely trumps concision as well). therefore, differences in wording, such as this one, are trifling in comparison to actual errors in usage, grammar, diction, or idiom. i think both of us will agree that there is no idiom error in the wording chosen here; it's just a somewhat awkward wording (a situation by no means uncommon on the real test).

-----
"Less than 35 years...blah blah...", their descendants ...
Doesn't the part in quotes modify their descendants???

'less than 35 years after blah blah' is a TIME modifier, and, as such, must therefore be regarded as an ADVERBIAL modifier. 
adverbial modifiers modify the entire action of a clause, not just a single noun. so, this modifier gives the time frame for the entire action described - which is of course exactly what we want to do
-----
In C - why "the 35 years since" implies the present?

Rule - “The”

in general, “the” + numerical expression indicates exclusivity -- i.e., this construction indicates that these items/people/whatever are everything that exists.
this is not true only for time expressions; it's a general truth about english usage. for instance, three witnesses to a crime does not imply that there are only three witnesses, but the three witnesses to a crime implies that those are the only three people who were witnesses.

similarly, “the N years” implies that those N years are ALL years within the in question.
i.e.,
in the 25 years since jurgen schult's world record discus throw, very few throwers have even come close to equaling his mark.
--> this sentence is correct, because this world record discus throw actually occurred in 1986 (which was 25 years ago at the time of writing of this post). therefore, exactly 25 years have elapsed since that throw.

here's another example, from an official gmat prep correct answer:
Since 1990 the global economy has grown more than it did during the 10,000 years from the beginning of agriculture to 1950
again, this is ALL of the years between the beginning of agriculture and 1950. therefore "the" is appropriate.

such exclusivity doesn't make sense in the sentence at hand (especially in combination with “less than”), so it's incorrect.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/gmatprep-question-need-help-t1864.html
Emily Sledge-

Two main splits: 

(1) “Less than 35 years after” vs. “In less than (the) 35 years since.” 
Not only is (A) 1 or 2 words shorter in this split, but the extra words in (B) and (C) don’t really serve a purpose. “In” is not necessary, as the meaning in all three is that within 35 years, the migration occurred. Likewise, the “the” is optional. 
Since Vs After
Also, there is a subtle meaning difference. “Since” is typically used for ongoing actions, implying that the bees were released 35 years ago and in the time “since” then the migration has occurred. I think this would require the non-underlined main verb to be “have migrated.” On the other hand, “after” simply means that whenever the release happened, by 35 years later on the time-line, the migration had already occurred. This justifies the use of the past perfect “had migrated” in the main clause of the sentence. 

(2) The form of the word “release” 
(A) “the release”: This is OK, as it is a noun. “…35 years after noun (the event, in this case the release of bees) 
(B) “releasing”: The -ing form makes the entire phrase a modifier. It forces us to ask and answer the question “WHO released the bees?” The answer must follow the comma after the modifying phrase, but instead of a logical bee releaser (people), we find the bee’s descendents after the comma. 
(C) “had been released”: passive voice, which could be OK, but we don’t really need it here. Generally, stick with active unless you need passive voice, or unless the other choices all have other errors.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/less-than-35-years-after-the-release-of-t4355.html
17. The new image of Stone Age people as systematic hunters of large animals, rather than merely scavenging for meat, have emerged from the examination of tools found in Germany, including there wooden spears that archaeologists believe to be about 400,000 years old.

A. merely scavenging for meat, have emerged from the examination of tools found in Germany, including

B. as mere scavenging for meat, have emerged from examining tools found in Germany, which include

C. as mere meat scavengers, has emerged from examining tools found in Germany that includes 

D. mere scavengers of meat, has emerged from the examination of tools found in Germany, which includes

E. mere scavengers of meat, has emerged from the examination of tools found in Germany, including

A and B are wrong because "has" should be used instead. 
“That” vs “Which”
C is wrong because Germany doesn't include the three wooden spears. 

D - "which" *usually* refers to the preceding noun, which is Germany here. So it has the same problem in C.
In this case, "that" is a relative pronoun that always modifies the noun that immediately precedes it

E- I don't think that "including" modifies "emerge", "new image" or "Germany". What is the function of "including" here? It seems like modifying "tools". Can we really do that??
,including  (Comma + IncludingING)--( Does not mean result. It also does not modify the entire previous clause
,including -( modifies tools here
Ron - the gmat makes its own rules, so it appears we've just learned another one: participial modifiers with -ing, even when they serve as adjectives, have more freedom than do relative pronouns such as 'which'. 

,VerbING  (Comma + VerbING)--( Modifies the subject? of entire previous clause or modifies entire previous clause

,including  (Comma + IncludingING)--( refers to the noun or noun phrase that is located before the comma 
"including" is an exception to the usual comma -ing rules.
the best way to think about "including" is to consider it a preposition, i.e., don't think about it as a -ing construction at all.

usually, comma + "including" refers to the noun or noun phrase that is located before the comma, as it does in the correct answer here
-------
Why is C wrong? Is C not more parallel than D&E as per the below comparison rule?
The comparison rule: The new image of Stone Age people as ______, rather than _______ 
C - The structure of "as systematic hunters of large animals, rather than as mere meat scavengers." 

Ron- 

ironically, that parallel structure is another reason why (c) is worse than (d) or (e).

to wit, look at the blue parts below. note that "rather than" is a one-part signal - i.e., unlike two-part constructions such as "both ... and" and "not only ... but also", it lacks a left-hand part indicating the beginning of the firstparallel element. therefore, you can choose to start the first parallel element wherever you want - meaning that you can choose to include or exclude "as" at your convenience:

(c)
The new image of Stone Age people as systematic hunters of large animals, rather than as mere meat scavengers, has...
this parallelism is acceptable, but there are two undesirable things:
* "hunters OF large animals" isn't truly parallel to "meat scavengers"
* "meat scavengers" is awkward / unclear (you probably won't know this unless you're a native speaker of english and/or a writer)

(d)(e)
The new image of Stone Age people as systematic hunters of large animals, rather than mere scavengers of meat, has...
this is better parallelism (notice that "as" is excluded from the first part this time).
* note the EXACT parallelism between "hunters OF large animals" and "scavengers OF meat".

-------

“,Including” (Comma+IncludingING) vs “Including” (No Comma+IncludingING)
Tim Sanders -

"X including Y" is equivalent to "X that includes Y" (essential modifier)
"X, including Y" is equivalent to "X, which includes Y" (nonessential modifier)

Both mean the same. Note that Y refers to the Noun in ENTIRITY. E.g.

OG 12- Diagnostics Q49

As an actress and, more importantly, as a teacher of acting, Stella Adler was one of the most influential artists in the American theater, who trained several generations of actors including Marlon Brando and Robert De Niro.

Here including refers to “generations of actors” and not just “actors”

--------
“Which/that include” vs “, Including”
Ron- 

by far the easiest way to kill (c) is subject-verb agreement: "includes" (singular) doesn't make sense, because "tools" (the clearly intended antecedent) is plural.

there is also a VERY subtle difference in meaning here (Not tested in GMAT), which is wholly idiomatic.
namely:
if you say "tools that include X", then X is A COMPONENT of the tools. so, for instance, "tools that include a bottle opener" means that a bottle opener is one of many attachments.
on the other hand, "tools(,) including X" implies that X is ONE OF the tools. so, for instance, "tools(,) including a bottle opener" means that the bottle opener itself is one of the tools in question.

specifically, if you had "tools, which include X", then the implication would be that X is actually a component of each tool. (for instance, "...tools, which include carbon-fiber handles" --> each of the tools includes a carbon-fiber handle.)
by contrast, "tools, including X" implies that X is one of the tools.
clearly, S-V agreement is the easier way to go.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-new-image-of-stone-age-people-as-systematic-hunters-of-t2421.html
18. There is a widespread belief in the US and Western Europe that young people
have a smaller commitment to work and a career than their parents and
grandparents and that the source of the change lies in the collapse of the
'work ethic'. 

A. a smaller commitment to work and a career than their parents and grandparents 

B. less of a commitment to work and a career than their parents and grandparents 

C. a smaller commitment to work and a career than their parents and grandparents 

D. less of a commitment to work and a career than their parents and grandparents had 

E. a lessening of the commitment to work and a career than their parents and
grandparents had

Helping verbs should be removed only if removing them does not lead to ambiguity

B - there is ambiguity if you eliminate the helping verb. 
without the helping verb, there are two interpretations: 
1: young people are less committed to work/career than WERE their parents/grandparents (the intended meaning) 
2: young people are less committed to work/career than TO their parents/grandparents 
you can't tell which of these is the correct meaning without the helping verb; therefore, the helping verb is necessary.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/there-is-a-widespread-belief-in-the-us-and-western-t3636.html
19. Industrialization and modern methods of insect control have improved the standard of living around the globe while at the same time they have introduced some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutants, having gone virtually unregulated since they were developed more than 50 years ago.

A. while at the same time they have introduced some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutants, having

B. while at the same time introducing some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutants that have

C. while they have introduced some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutants at the same time, which have

D. but introducing some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutants at the same time that have

E. but at the same time introducing some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutants, having

While vs But

in choice b, you already have the words 'at the same time'. because gmat problems don't tolerate redundancy at all, it follows that 'while' must be interpreted as meaning 'whereas'. 

note the following: you can correctly use 'while' with the participle (introducing), but you cannot do so with 'but'. 

(While introducing,… is correct

But introducing…. Is wrong)

if you are going to use 'but', you need either a completely new clause ('...but they have also introduced), or another verb that is parallel to the verb already used ('...but have also introduced')
“That Have” Vs “,Having” (COMMA + -ING modifier)
Use “That Have” instead of “,Having”

choice (a) uses a COMMA + -ING modifier: "..., having..."

takeaway:
COMMA -ING modifiers are adverbial. they:
* modify the ENTIRE PRECEDING CLAUSE
* are ATTRIBUTED TO THE SUBJECT of the PRECEDING CLAUSE

the second of these principles tells us that 
Industrialization and modern methods of insect control
are what have "gone virtually unregulated" in choice (a).

this is incorrect; it's the chemicals that have gone virtually unregulated.
1) i'm quite sure that "having" cannot be properly used in a COMMA -ING modifier.
2) i'm also fairly sure -- although not 100% sure this time -- that "having" shouldn't be used to start a modifier at all, since the corresponding form with "that/who/which have" is better.
for instance, students having finished the exam early is inferior to students who have finished the exam early

RULE for COMMA + -ING modifier
the COMMA -ING modifiers should represent one of the following two meanings:
1) the -ing part is the DIRECT or INEVITABLE CONSEQUENCE of what is described in the main clause;
or
2) the -ing part describes the MANNER IN WHICH the main clause occurs.

here are examples of each:
1) bob earned a score of 95 on the most recent exam, bringing his average for the entire semester up to 87.
2) joe ran down the sidewalk, flapping his arms frantically.

the problem with choice (a) on this question is that it seems to be an example of relationship type #1, but the causation is reversed. in other words, the way in which this choice is written -- ... introduced some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutants, having gone virtually unregulated -- implies that the lack of regulation is actually a consequence of the presence of the chemical pollutants.
that doesn't work, although the sentence would actually work decently well if it were written backward, i.e., went virtually unregulated, introducing some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutants...
even that construction would still be a little bit shaky, since the connection between lack of regulation and production of dangerous pollutants is not terribly sound. (note the terms “direct” and “inevitable” in the above explanation -- you don't normally use comma -ing modifiers unless you have a very strong connection like this.)

(A)

, having…. Is wrong
Cause-effect sequence is reversed

(C)
in that choice, the placement of 'at the same time' is illogical: it means that all 100,000 of the pollutants are released at exactly the same time (as in a big explosion).

(D)

Does "that" wrongly refer to the nearest noun "the same time"? or it is correctly refering to “chemical pollutants”?

 'that' is totally fine here: it's followed by a plural verb ('have'), which means that it must refer to something plural. the only plural noun that fits the bill is 'pollutants'.

in that choice, the placement of 'at the same time' is illogical: it means that all 100,000 of the pollutants are released at exactly the same time (as in a big explosion).

But introducing…. Is wrong

(E)
But introducing…. Is wrong
, having…. Is wrong
“have introduced” Vs “introducing” vs “introduced”

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/industrialization-and-modern-methods-usage-of-while-and-but-t1871.html?sid=9a531f6113dd207d1d609bffdc595f55
20. An international team of astronomers working at telescopes in the Canary Islands and Spain has detected at least 18 huge gas spheres estimated to have 5 to 15 times the mass of Jupiter, the solar system’s largest planet.
A.) astronomers working at telescopes in the Canary Islands and Spain has detected at least 18 huge gas spheres estimated to have 5 to 15 times the mass of Jupiter

B.) astronomers working at telescopes in the Canary Islands and Spain has detected at least 18 huge gas spheres estimated to be 5 to 15 times Jupiter’s mass

C.) astronomers is working at telescopes in the Canary Islands and Spain, having detected at least 18 huge gas sphere that are estimated at 5 to 15 times the mass of Jupiter

D.) astronomers, working at telescopes in the Canary Islands and Spain, and has detected at least 18 huge gas spheres estimated at 5 to 15 times the mass of Jupiter

E.) astronomers, working at telescopes in the Canary Islands and Spain, has detected at least 18 huge gas spheres they have estimated to be 5 to 15 times Jupiter’s mass

(B)
choice b (and choice e, for that matter) says '...jupiter's mass, the solar system's largest planet'. that's just plain illogical: jupiter's mass can't be the solar system's largest planet.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/an-international-team-of-astronomers-working-at-telescopes-i-t2002.html
21. Shipwrecks are more likely to be found undisturbed at great depths than in shallow costal waters, which exposes archaeological remains to turbulence and makes them accessible to anyone in scuba gear, whether they be archaeologist, treasure hunter, or sport diver.

A. than in shallow costal waters, which exposes archaeological remains to turbulence and makes them accessible to anyone in scuba gear, whether they be

B. than in shallow costal waters, where archaeological remains are exposed to turbulence and are accessible to anyone in scuba gear, whether

C. as opposed to shallow waters along the coast, where archaeological remains are exposed to turbulence and accessible to anyone in scuba gear, including

D. instead of in shallow waters along the coast, which exposes archaeological remains to turbulence and making them accessible to anyone in scuba gear, including an 

E. instead of shallow coastal waters, because it exposes archaeological remains to turbulence and make them accessible to anyone in scuba gear, whether

first of all, you can use the correct idiom 'more likely to be found ... than ...' to eliminate choices c, d, e right away. you can't write 'more likely ... as opposed to ...' or 'more likely ... instead of ...'; both of those are unidiomatic, and therefore incorrect, 100% of the time. 

so now it's down to a versus b. (choices c, d, e certainly have their share of other issues, including the bad parallelism in choice d, the bad usage of 'including' with the list of singular nouns in choice c, and the lack of referent for 'it' in choice e) 

to decide, look no further than the 'which' in choice a, which is followed by the verb 'exposes'. that verb is singular, indicating that 'which' must refer to something singular - and there are no singular nouns in that part of the sentence at all. ('whether they be' is also unnecessarily wordy.)

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/shipwrecks-are-more-likely-to-be-found-t2325.html
22. As the former chair of the planning board for 18 consecutive years and a board member for 28 years, Joan Philkill attended more than 400 meetings and reviewed more than 700 rezoning applications.

A. As the former

B. The former

C. Former

D. She was

E. As the

Dan Bernst –
you are missing a nuance in the meaning of the sentence that is difficult even for a native speaker of English to identify. An individual would not bethe former chair of a planning board for 18 consecutive years; instead, the sentence is attempting to say that Joan was actully the chair of the planning board for 18 consecutive years and that she attended these meetings during those 18 years. Thus, choices A, B, and C and be eliminated. As D is a run on sentence, E is the best answer. 
------
former must be removed not for grammatical reasons but to correct the meaning of the statement. With "former" left in there it would imply that the women had the role of "former chair" for the 18 consecutive years. Instead she was the actual chair for those 18 years. She is now the former chair but was not such during those 18 cons years.

-----
Could I use " The chair of..." rather than" AS the former chair" ?

Ron-
you could probably do that, but it wouldn't be as clear as the correct option here.
if you did that, it wouldn't be 100% clear that she undertook all these actions while she was chair.
it wouldn't be grammatically correct, but "as" makes it crystal clear that the cited actions took place during her tenure as chair.
----------
If the time period of 18 years and 28 years were not mentioned, then it B and C would be right
Do not neglect the timeframe in the modifier. it's not possible to be a "former X for 18 years".
you can be an X for 18 years, whatever X may be, but "former X" is something that lasts forever.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/as-the-former-chair-of-the-planning-board-for-18-consecutive-t842.html
23. Unlike most severance packages, which require workers to stay until the last day scheduled to collect, workers at the automobile company are eligible for its severance package even if they find a new job before they are terminated. 

A. the last day scheduled to collect, workers at the automobile company are eligible for its severance package 

B. the last day they are scheduled to collect, workers are eligible for the automobile company's severance package

C. their last scheduled day to collect, the automobile company offers its severance package to workers

D. their last scheduled day in order to collect, the automobile company's severance package is available to workers

E. the last day that they are scheduled to collect, the automobile company's severance package is available to workers

(E)

if you say "the last day that they are scheduled to collect", this means that "day" must be a direct object.
this makes no sense, unless the employees are collecting days (which they clearly aren't).
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/unlike-most-severance-packages-whiich-require-workers-to-t2001.html
24.  An international group of more than 2,000 scientists project an average global warming that will be between 1.8 and 6.3 degrees Fahrenheit by the year 2000.

A. project an average global warming that will be between 1.8 and

B. project an average global warming to be from 1.8 to

C. project global warming that will average between 1.8 and

D. projects global warming to average from 1.8 to

E. projects an average global warming of between 1.8 and
(D)

well, d has two problems, at least: 
- 'projects X to do Y' is unidiomatic. (you can just say 'projects NOUN', as is done in choice e, or you can say something like 'projects that X will do Y'). 
- an average is a single data point, so there's no such thing as 'averag[ing] from 1.8 to 6.3'. on the other hand, it's quite possible for a single data point to fall between two given values. 

i've seen 'of between' in this sense before - think of the phrase 'between 1.8 and 6.3' as standing for a single number, and parse the sentence accordingly (it reads as if it said 'average g.w. of 5 degrees', for instance)
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/an-international-group-of-more-than-2-000-scientists-t2322.html
25. Ozone reaches high concentrations twelve miles above Earth, where it has long appeared that it was immune from human influence; we have now realized, though, that emissions of industrial chlorofluorocarbons deplete the ozone layer.

A) has long appeared that it was immune from 

B) has long appeared to have been immune from

C) has long appeared as being immune to

D) had long appeared immune to

E) had long appeared that it was immune to

Immune from ….is wrong????
Immune to…is right

Has vs Had

I still don't get the usuage of "HAD" over "HAS", since it says "we have now realized" - That is present, so why can't we say "has appeared" (which means continue till present and now we realized it wasn't the case), whereas "had" would mean it appeared in PAST's PAST

when you say "we have realized", though, this actually means that the realization took place in the PAST. (probably the recent past, but in the past nonetheless.)

here's the fuller deal with the present perfect ("has/have VERBed"):
if you use the present perfect with a POINT EVENT - i.e., an event that OCCURS AT A SINGLE INSTANCE IN TIME (realized, graduated, paid, given birth, scored, etc.) - then the event must have taken place IN THE PAST.
normally this is the quite recent past, but that's not always the case.
think about these:
my brother has obtained three business degrees.
the team has scored 32 points in this quarter.
Russia and the U.S. have sent expeditions to the moon.
these are all point events, and they are all PAST events.
the second is obviously in the very recent past, but the third is an event that happened over forty years ago (but to which we can still refer in the present perfect if it's relevant to the current topic of discussion). the first could be anywhere from a few minutes ago to 60-70 years ago, depending on my brother's age.

notice that, since these are "point" events, it's actually IMPOSSIBLE to refer to them in the present - unless you're narrating them, in the style of a sports announcer ("Demps scores a touchdown!")
so if you see them in the present perfect, they've already happened.
-----------
in any case, the simplest way to knock out the choices starting with “has appeared” is to realize that this is not a state persisting all the way up to the present.
from the context of the sentence, we can figure out that this state persisted only until the discovery that the ozone layer was being depleted (a past point).

note also that if you can eliminate the other incorrect constructions in the first three choices, then you don't have to bother with the verb tenses. this situation is very common, actually: on this exam, verb tenses are VERY RARELY tested alone. you should make them a lower priority than more important topics, such as parallelism, pronouns, etc.
-------------
You can switch from reaches to Had in the first sentence because there is a change in time frame in this sentence…

Ozone "reaches" high concentrations twelve miles above Earth, where it has long appeared that it was immune from human influence; we have now realized, though, that emissions of industrial chlorofluorocarbons deplete the ozone layer.
The question stem has two parts and two tenses: one that is underlined and the other that is in italics. Would this not make C correct? Or does the "though" in the second part of the sentence make all the difference? Although I did not like C because of the "as being", I still went with this choice.

"as being" isn't idiomatic -- i think that's really the only thing that's wrong with it.
in general, you should be suspicious of the word "being" unless it's used in a passive-voice construction, in which it could quite reasonably be correct.
i've never seen the word "being" in a correct construction that was not in the passive voice, although i cannot guarantee you that this couldn't happen.

nothing in the second sentence is going to influence the first sentence, since the first sentence is perfectly capable of standing on its own.
note, though, that it doesn't make any sense to switch tenses within the construction "has long appeared ... immune", since there is no actual change in time frames in that statement. (by contrast, notice that it makes sense to change tenses between "reaches" and "has/had appeared", since the former describes the current state of affairs while the latter describes a belief that persisted until a certain discovery was made. also note that "had appeared" makes more sense than "has appeared", since the moment at which this statement ceased to be true is in the past, not the present.) 

in order not to have such a tense switch, we need one of the following two constructions:
"had long appeared immune"
or
"had long appeared to be immune"

the former is what is actually there, but the latter would be just as good.

(E)

the repetition of "it" in choice (e) is also highly undesirable. technically, this is not 100% wrong; the first "it" is of a special kind that doesn't require an antecedent. however, that construction is usually used only when there is NOT another "it" in the sentence to muddle things up. 
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/post35940.html
26. The electronics company has unveiled what it claims to be the world’s smallest network digital camcorder, the length of which is that of a handheld computer, and it weighs less than 11 ounces.

A. to be the world’s smallest network digital camcorder, the length of which is that of a handheld computer, and it weighs

B. to be the smallest network digital camcorder in the world, which is as long as a handheld computer, weighing

C. is the smallest network digital camcorder in the world, which is as long as a handheld computer, and it weighs

D. is the world’s smallest network digital camcorder, which is as long as a handheld computer and weighs 

E. is the world’s smallest network digital camcorder, the length of which is that of a handheld computer, weighing

Stacey –

They are claiming that it IS something - not that it "to be" something - so, no, we wouldn't use "to be" here. We'd say "the company has unveiled what it claims is the world's smallest..." 
I could say, though, "she claims to be a violinist, but I've heard her play and she's terrible." So there are circumstances in which you could use "claim to be" - but this isn't one of them. 

Ron –

(E)

when you have a COMMA + -ING modifier, two things apply:
* the modifier itself MODIFIES THE PRECEDING CLAUSE (not just the noun that precedes the comma);
and
* the SUBJECT of the preceding clause is the IMPLIED SUBJECT of the -ING word.

the above 2 principles explain what is wrong with (e): the nearest clause has "the length of which" as its subject. therefore, "..., weighing" is making the ludicrous proposition that the length weighs about 11 ounces.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/uses-of-which-t1766.html
27. Since 1990 the global economy has grown more than it did during the 10000 years from the beginning of agriculture to 1950. 

A. Since 1990 the global economy has grown more than it did during the 10000 years from the beginning of agriculture 

B. Since 1990 the growth of global economy has been more than that[it did] during 10000 years, from when agriculture began

C. The growth of the global economy since 1990 exceeds that which had been for 10000 years from the beginning of agriculture.

D. The growth of the global economy since 1990 exceeds what it has been for 10000 years, from when agriculture began

E. The growth of the global economy since 1990 exceeds what it did for the 10000 years from the beginning of agriculture.
(B)

you can't use 'that' in this sort of construction, because constructions using 'that of' (or other preposition after 'that') must have EXACTLY parallel structures. in other words, if the second half says 'that during 10,000 years', then the preceding half must say 'the growth of ___ duringsomething else' (or some other time preposition, such as before or after, in place of during). 

there's nothing ungrammatical about 'from when', because the clause starting with 'when' is a perfectly legitimate noun clause (i.e., 'when agriculture began' serves as a noun. however: 
- it's possible that the gmat does consider such constructions wrong; the only way to tell is to see if they say so in any official answer choices 
- regardless of where the gmat stands on the issue, 'the beginning of agriculture' is unquestionably better than 'when agriculture began' (i.e., an actual noun is almost always superior to a circuitous noun clause, when possible)
(C)

first, you've got a "which" modifier that isn't preceded by a comma, so that's an automatic failure. (note that you can use preposition + which without a comma -- e.g., the box in which you placed your valuables -- but you cannot do so with just plain "which".)

more importantly, "had been" is not parallel to anything in the other half of the sentence; in order to use a parallel structure that contains a form of "to be", you must have another form of "to be" in the other half of the parallel structure.

check out more details here:
http://www.beatthegmat.com/soar-t62473-15.html#280069
RULES for parallelism with than/as (comparisons)
1 * if you have than/as + subject + FORM OF "TO BE" as the second half of a comparison, then you must have another form of "to be" in the first half of the comparison. 

2 * if you have than/as + subject + HELPING VERB as the second half of a comparison, then you must have the SAME helping verb (perhaps in a different tense)in the first half of the comparison. 

3 * if you have than/as + subject + FORM OF "TO DO" as the second half of a comparison, then you must have an ACTION VERB (or another form of "to do") in the first half of the comparison. 

here are some examples: 
#1 
see the post directly above this one. 
also 
parking spots are disappearing much more quickly today than they were yesterday. 
#2 
james can negotiate with salespeople more effectively than stephanie can. 
i can run much faster than i could before my most recent knee operation. (note that "could" is the past tense of "can", so these are the same helping verb.) 
#3 
parking spots disappeared much faster today than they did yesterday. 
tanya eats more slowly than she did when she was a teenager. (note that "did" doesn't have to have the same tense as the action verb)
[MGMAT SC rule mentioned below is wrong –

the first instance of the verb should usually match the helping verb in the tense .if u need to change tense ,repeat the whole verb in the new tense 
wrong : i have never seen as aardvark,but last year my father did
right :i have never seen as aardvark,but last year my father saw one
Updated Rule 

(http://www.beatthegmat.com/helping-verbs-in-different-tenses-t155384.html)

in general, 
* if you use did/do/does/etc. to stand for an action verb, then it can be parallel to any tense of that action verb. 
e.g., you can use "did" in parallel to saw (which is in the same tense), but you can also use it in parallel to has/have seen, will see, sees, etc. 

so, for instance, 
No one else will ever play that piece as well as you did last night. 
--> this sentence is perfectly correct, as is the one about acreage in the OG. 
-- 
on the other hand, there may be instances in which you can't use "did" because it would create an unintended alternate meaning. 
for instance, let's say you saw something, and now other people are looking for the thing you saw but can't find it. 
then you would want to write: 
Nobody else sees what you saw. 
in this particular instance, you can't write Nobody else sees what you did -- not because there's a helping verb issue, but because that sentence appears to be saying something altogether different. specifically, that version seems to suggest that you did something (e.g., broke a glass, or something), but that no one else can see the evidence.
check Ron’s video , name "numeric comparison" – it covers ellipsis]
(D)

you can't use the present perfect if the time interval is over. If the trend continues into the present day, then the present perfect is appropriate. 
Even if that were fixed, choice D still suffers from fatal wordiness / lack of concision, especially in comparison to the correct choice. 

‘It’ is ambiguous

(E)

The growth of the global economy since 1990 exceeds what it did for the 10,000 years from the beginning of agriculture. 

'what it did' doesn't make any sense: 
* the growth didn't 'do' anything 
* there's no other verb to which 'did' could logically be parallel to complete the comparison

‘It’ is ambiguous

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/since-1990-the-global-economy-has-grown-more-than-it-did-t552.html
28. The spectacular disintegration of a comet last year in full view of ground-and space-based telescopes provided new insights into how comets form and may thus force a rethinking of the role of comets in the delivery of organic compounds to the evolving earth. 

A. The spectacular disintegration of a comet last year in full view of ground- and space-based telescopes provided new insights into how comets form and thus may force 

B. The spectacular disintegration of a comet last year in full view of ground- and space-based telescopes, provided new insights into how comets form and thus possibly forcing 

C. When a comet's spectacular disintegration occured in full view of ground- and space-based telescopes last year, it provided new insights into how comets form and thus possibly forcing 

D. Last year, in full view of ground- and space-based telescopes, a comet's spectacular disintegration provided new insights into how comets form and thus possibly forcing 

E. Last year, in full view of ground- and space-based telescopes, the spectacular disintegration of a comet has provided new insights into how comets form and may thus force
(A)

Answer choice A puts the events in proper perspective: 
* The comet disintegrated last year; this was a one-time event. 
* It provided new insights. Since it was a one-time event, it's appropriate to say 'provided' (simple past tense), unless the same event has CONTINUOUSLY provided newer and newer insights, in which case 'has provided new insights' would be better. But there's no indication of the latter in this sentence. 
* The 'forcing' is a possible future event. 

Parallelism rule for Verbs with different tenses

provided ... and (thus) may force ----( is parallel
notice that you can ignore “thus”, since that's just an adverb; therefore, the parallel structure is
VERB ... and VERB ...

notice that parallel structure DOES NOT require verbs to have the same tense; it just requires that verbs be parallel to other verbs.
the tense of verbs is solely an issue of meaning, and is unaffected by mechanical considerations.

------
(c)

“Force” Vs “Forcing”

choice (c) contains blatant non-parallelism: there's nothing in the first part that can be parallel with “… and forcing”.
in other words, that answer choice is trying to set up the parallelism “provided… and forcing…” -- definitely not right.

if you are not seeing this kind of error -- this is about as plain as parallelism is going to get -- then you should not waste your brainpower on minor issues until you can see it.
-----

(E)

* The comet's disintegration produced new insights last year. 
And, more absurdly, 
* The disintegration produced those insights in full view of ground- and space-based telescopes!
---------

“Provided” vs “Has Provided”

Q25– “Ozone reaches high ….” - the correct answer was “Has long appeared” (present perfect) “Had long appeared” (past perfect) and “we have now realized (present perfect)
Here it is “Provided” (simple past)

What is the difference between both the questions?
Both are point events , both happen in the past and both do not continue into the present, then why does one use present perfect and another use past tense?
the difference is one of context.
PAST TENSE vs. PRESENT PERFECT TENSE
--
The PAST tense is used for:
* HISTORICAL ACTIONS
Ex: Mexico achieved independence in 1810.

* POINT ACTIONS that do not have a direct bearing on the current situation
Ex: Thomas, who is the president of First National Bank, won two Olympic medals in track
and field.

* ENDURING ACTIONS/STATES that are FINISHED
Andrea was the president of First National Bank from 1990 to 1994.
--
The PRESENT PERFECT is used for:
* POINT ACTIONS that DO have a direct bearing on the current situation
EX: Thomas, who is the fastest sprinter in his country’s history, has won two Olympic medals
in track and field.

* ENDURING ACTIONS/STATES that are STILL ONGOING
Carlos has been the president of First National Bank since 2001.

Note that, in some cases, the same point action could be described either by the past tense or by the present perfect tense! 
(See the two examples with “Thomas” above.)

in this case, the insights are still relevant to the present, so the present perfect makes more sense.

Correct answer has simple past

-------

“ (a)....thus may force” Vs “(e).......may thus force”

i don't think either of these constructions is wrong, but (e) is a little bit more awkward, because it unnecessarily splits up the construction "may force". however, this is definitely not the sort of thing on which you should base eliminations. 
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-spectacular-disintegration-of-a-comet-last-year-in-full-t1536.html?sid=b3fd6c843caf09b8ab30d00b2a9a5dbd
29.  There are hopeful signs that we are shifting away from our heavy reliance on fossil fuels: more than ten times as much energy is generated through wind power now than it was in 1990

A) generated through wind power now than it was

B) generated through wind power now as it was

C) generated through wind power now as was the case

D) now generated through wind power as it was

E) now generated through wind power than was the case
Stacey –

This is a tricky one - you've got both "more than" and "as much as" in the same sentence! Both need to be complete - don't get fooled into mixing them up! 

You've already got the "more than" construction complete and not part of the underline, so that's set. The "as much as" is not correct though - the original sentence says "as much... than" Elim A and E. 

The pronoun "it" has to refer to a noun elsewhere in the sentence. What noun is the antecedent? Energy? So the sentence would read "more than ten times as much energy... as energy was in 1990"? (The antecedent should be able to replace the pronoun and the sentence should still work. And that doesn't work.) Elim B and D. 

"as was the case" isn't a pronoun, so it doesn't refer just to a single noun. It can refer to an entire clause. So, C could read "more than ten times as much energy is generated now... as (energy) was generated in 1990."
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/fossil-fuels-t2119.html
-----------------------------------------

Ron-
there are two splits you should use to narrow down this problem: 

(1) the second half of the construction 'ten times as much ... ____' is as, notthan. therefore, you can eliminate answers (a) and (e), which contain 'than'. 

(2) the pronoun 'it' is inappropriate, because 'it' must refer to the ENTIRETY of the noun phrase serving as an antecedent [similar to including]. 
for instance, the following is an improper sentence: last year's attendance was ten thousand greater than it was this year 
in the above sentence, the pronoun 'it' must necessarily refer to last year's attendance, not just attendance. 
the problem in this post has the same issue: the pronoun 'it' must refer tomore than ten times as much energy, not just energy - an interpretation that makes no logical sense. therefore, all answer choices containing the pronoun 'it' are wrong. 

if you don't like '...than was the case', you should learn to like it; this is one of those phrases that the gmat writers use to refer to concepts that don't fit under the usage constraints of traditional pronouns. (another popular one of these constructions is 'do so'.)
-------------

both this problem and the problem in the thread are examples of the important principle that when a pronoun stands for a noun to which ESSENTIAL MODIFIERS (i.e., modifiers without commas) are attached, the pronoun must STAND FOR THE NOUN PLUS ALL ESSENTIAL MODIFIERS attached to the noun.
E.g. 1
Over 75 percent of the energy produced in France derives from nuclear power, while in Germany it is just over 33 percent.
A. while in Germany it is just over 33 percent 
B. compared to Germany, which uses just over 33 percent 
C. whereas nuclear power accounts for just over 33 percent of the energy produced in Germany 
D. whereas just over 33 percent of the energy comes from nuclear power in Germany 
E. compared with the energy from nuclear power in Germany, where it is just over 33 percent
OA is C. eliminate A, because it refers to over 75 percent of the energy produced in France, not the energy only.
in the same way, the energy in D,E refers to the same precedence as A. so eliminate D,E
E.g.2

In the 1980’s the rate of increase of the minority population of the United States was nearly twice as fast as the 1970’s.
(A) twice as fast as
(B) twice as fast as it was in
(C) twice what it was in
(D) two times faster than that of
(E) two times greater than
OA -C
"it" refers to " the rate of increase of XYZ"

--------------
there is no construction that is properly parallel with "that in 1990".
here are two illustrations:
* the air quality of las vegas in 2007 was higher than that in 1997
--> CORRECT
note the perfect parallelism
(the air quality of las vegas) (in 2007)
parallel to
(that) (in 1997)

* the air quality of las vegas was higher in 2007 than that in 1997
--> INCORRECT
this isn't parallel; the left-hand structure is interrupted by a verb, while the right-hand structure contains no such verb.
-------

“Generated through wind power now” Vs “Now Generated through wind power”

A1) generated through wind power now as was the case 
A2) now generated through wind power as was the case 

i'd go with a1, because it's more closely parallel with the other half of the sentence:
blah blah blah blah NOW vs.
blah blah blah blah IN 1990
in both halves, you've got the description first and the time frame second. your example #a2 switches the two things around, creating a sentence that is the more confusing and difficult to read.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/there-are-hopeful-signs-that-t3322.html
----------------------
30. The Sports Medicine Programs of the Olympic Training Center, a complex where final try outs are held for athletes representing the US in the Olympics, is geared toward enhancing athletes' performance and toward their preparation for international competition.

A.) is geared toward enhancing athletes' performance and toward their preparation

B.) is geared to enhance the performance of athletes and to prepare them
C.) are geared to enhance athletes performance and their preparation
D.) are geared toward the enhancement of athletes' performance and toward preparing them
E.)  are geared toward enhancing the performance of athletes and preparing them

Stacey –

If the meaning you want is "aimed at" (or the equivalent), use "gear toward" - so that's what we want, in this case. (You could also have a sentence that said, say, "I shipped my gear to her." That's a different meaning.) 

So, subj-verb eliminates A/B (is). Geared toward eliminates C. Parallelism eliminates D. (Geared toward X and Y.)

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
User - How come the word "them" in option E is not ambiguous? I thought it could refer to either "programs" or "athletes." Would you please explain?

--------------
Ron-

not ambiguous. first, consider the following: 
you should stop looking at you in the mirror. 
that's wrong, right? right. the reason? if you have a verb whose subject and object are the same entity (called a 'reflexive verb'), then the object has to have the ending -self/-selves. 
hence, the correct version: 
you should stop looking at yourself in the mirror. 
-------------
first, completely ignore the appositive modifier ('a complex where ... olympics'), which is just noise that doesn't affect the surrounding grammar at all. if you do so, you'll notice that 'programs' is the subject. were it also the object, it would have to manifest as themselves. 

therefore, 'them' is not ambiguous (only possible referent remaining = athletes)

-------------
User - Ron, from your last post, can we conclude that in in one clause with a subject and an object, both singular or plural, if we see a pronoun such as them, his, her...., and it is not referring to the subject itself, then this pronoun is not ambiguous? 
(The only way to refer to the subject might be myself, yourself......)
-------------
Ron-

them, yes.
you can't use an OBJECT pronoun - i.e., me, you, him, them, her, us, to refer to the subject of the same clause.
if you mean "her" in the object sense, then, yes, that's also accurate.
but "her" in the possessive sense could totally refer back to the subject; there's nothing wrong, for instance, with Stephanie finished her homework.

same for his. that's a possessive; possessives can refer to the subject.
Joe finished his homework is also fine.

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
User - why it is "toward" and not "towards. Although none of the choices has "towards", isnt the gearing up of the programs singular?

----------------

Ron -

"toward" vs. "towards" is one of those usage issues on which it's generally accepted either way (much like "compare to" vs. "compare with"). this is not a grammar issue.

note that this word is a preposition, so it's irrelevant to subject-verb agreement issues.

i think that the "s" on the end of the word is generally considered unnecessary, but i doubt that this will ever be tested.
31. A recent review of pay scales indicates that CEO’s now earn an average of 419 times more pay than blue-collar workers, compared to a ratio of 42 times in 1980. 
A. that CEO’s now earn an average of 419 times more pay than blue-collar workers, compared to a ratio of 42 times 

B. that, on average, CEO’s now earn 419 times the pay of blue-collar workers, a ratio that compares to 42 times 

C. that, on average, CEO’s now earn 419 times the pay of blue-collar workers, as compared to 42 times their pay, the ratio 

D. CEO’s who now earn on average 419 times more pay than blue-collar workers, as compared to 42 times their pay, the ratio 

E. CEO’s now earning an average of 419 times the pay of blue-collar workers, compared to the ratio of 42 times

choice b is badly worded: 'compares to 42 times in 1980' seems to say that, on forty-two different occasions in 1980, the ceo:blue-collar ratio reached 419:1. this is not what we are trying to say. 

more generally, when speaking about ratios as is done here, you cannot leave 'times' hanging like this. sometimes you can use pronouns - the height of the sears tower is more than four times that of the statue of liberty - but you can't use empty space. 

choice c exhibits proper usage of 'times' followed by their pay. it also usesthe ratio, a correct identification of exactly what is being described.
32. The computer company has announced that it will purchase the color-printing division of a rival company for $950 million, which is part of a deal that will make it the largest manufacturer in the office color-printing market,

A) million, which is part of a deal that will make

B) million, a part of a deal that makes

C) million, part of a deal making

D) million as a part of a deal to make

E) million as part of a deal that will make

What does "as part of" modify? The entire preceding clause?

yes. 
if you wanted to modify just the preceding noun, you'd use the following type of structure: 
three days ago he received a payment for $1000, part of the long-overdue pension that had been delayed for various bureaucratic reasons.
------------------------
could you explain why D is wrong ("to make" vs "that will make")? 

if you use the infinitive "to make", then the computer company is still the subject of the sentence. therefore, in this case you have to use the reflexive pronoun: itself. as an analogy, i can't look at me in the mirror, but i can look at myself in the mirror. same deal. 

in choice (e), "...that will make..." shifts the role of subject to deal, so a reflexive pronoun is no longer needed. in fact, the reflexive pronoun would be absurd in this case, since a deal obviously can't make itself the largest manufacturer in the market.
--------------------------------

could you explain why B,C is wrong? Why can't we think them as "final clause"?


when you have noun modifiers like these - called appositives, if you happen to care about terminology - they must tag the immediately preceding noun (in the same manner as would a modifier with a comma followed by "which", for example). 
see here. 

according to this rule, then, choices (b) and (c) both declare that the actual amount of $950 million is "(a) part of a deal..." 
that's incorrect; it's the purchase / acquisition of the rival company's color printing division that's part of the deal. therefore, this is a misplaced modifier.

33. Many teenagers undergo stress, but results of a recent study indicate that the patterns of stress that girls experience are more likely to result in depression than are those that boys experience. 

A are those that boys experience 

B what boys experience 

C boys’ experience would 

D boys’ stress patterns do 

E stress patterns of boys

Stacey-
The sentence is making a comparison, so we have to make sure the comparison makes logical sense and is parallel. 

Part of the comparison is girls' stress patterns, so I need to mention stress patterns of boys. B and C are out. (A uses the pronoun "those" to refer to stress patterns, so it stays in.) 

Also, I'm specifically comparing how likely the two different patterns are to result in depression- it's not just a straight comparison between different patterns, but the effects of the different patterns - so the comparison needs to indicate this too. This is likely going to be accomplished via a verb, so E is out. 

That leaves me with A and D. A uses the same verb in the same tense ("are") while D introduces a new verb ("do"). A also follows a similar format for the rest: "patterns of stress that girls experience" and "those that boys experience." D doesn't. A is more parallel, so that's what I would choose.

Ron-

nope, you need the helping verb 'are'. 
without 'are', you have the following AMBIGUITY: 
(meaning 1) more likely to result in depression than are stress patterns typical of boys (the intended meaning) 
(meaning 2) more likely to result in depression than in stress patterns typical of boys 

including 'are' kills the ambiguity by specifying meaning number 1. 

in general, if you notice answer choices that differ in their inclusion/exclusion of some little helping word - especially a helping verb - check for ambiguity if you remove the helping word. remember only to check for semantic ambiguity (i.e., the presence of 2 possible meanings, regardless of which is more expected or reasonable). DO NOT use 'common sense' to resolve ambiguities; if a sentence is ambiguous, it's ambiguous.
B- as far as “what” --
this construction is idiomatically ok: what + SUBJ + VERB is a perfectly good way to generalize the object of that particular verb. for instance, what you eat means, basically, “the things that you eat”.
the reason why this construction is problematic has nothing to do with idioms; it's problematic because the construction is way too general and doesn't adequately specify that we are talking about stress patterns. in other words, “what boys experience” actually means everything that boys experience -- so, with that construction, the sentence doesn't adequately convey a proper comparison.

34. Patience Lovell Wright, whose traveling waxworks exhibit preceded Madame Tuscan’s work by 30 year, became well known as much because of having an eccentric personality as for having skillfully rendered popular public figures in wax. 

(A)well known as much because of having an eccentric personality as for having skillfully rendered popular public figures in wax 
(B)well known as much for having an eccentric personality as for skillful wax renderings of popular public figures. 
(C)well known as much because of her eccentric personality as she was for her skillful wax renderings of popular public figures. 
(D)as well known for having an eccentric personality as having skillfully rendered popular public figures in wax. 
(E)as well known for her eccentric personality as for her skillful wax renderings of popular public figures.
35. The government predicts that, for consumers and businesses that make a large number of long-distance calls, the Federal communication's recent telephone rate cuts will greatly reduce costs, though some consumer groups disagree with the government's estimates, suggesting they are too optimistic.

A. The government predicts that, for consumers and businesses that make a large number of long-distance calls, the Federal communication's recent telephone rate cuts will greatly reduce costs,

B. The government predicts that costs will be greatly reduced for consumers and businesses that make a large number of long-distance calls by the Federal Communication Commission's telephone rate cuts,
C. The government's prediction is, for consumers and businesses making a large number of long-distance calls, costs will be greatly reduced by the recent telephone rate cuts made by the Federal Communications Commission,
D. For consumers and businesses that make large number of long-distance calls, the government prediction that the Federal Communication's recent telephone rate cuts will greatly reduce costs,
E. For consumers and businesses making a large number of long-distance calls, the government predicts that the recent telephone rate cuts that the Federal Communications Commission has made will greatly reduce costs,

36.  Scientists at the Los Alamos National Laboratory have succeeded for the first time in mining heat from the Earth’s interior and producing energy on a commercial scale, enough for efficient generation of electricity and heating factories and homes.
A. and producing energy on a commercial scale, enough for efficient generation of electricity and heating

B. and producing enough energy on a commercial scale for electricity to be generated efficiently and to heat

C. for energy production on a commercial scale, enough for generating electricity efficiently and to heat

D. to produce energy on a commercial scale, enough for generating electricity efficiently and for heating

E. to produce enough energy on a commercial scale for efficient generation of electricity and heat

37A.. In addition to her work on the Miocene hominid fossil record, Mary Leakey contributed to archaeology with her discovery of the earliest direct evidence of hominid activity and painstakingly documenting East African cave paintings.
A.  Leakey contributed to archaeology with her discovery of the earliest direct evidence of hominid activity and painstakingly documenting

B.  Leakey contributed to archaeology by her discovery of the earliest direct evidence of hominid activity and by painstakingly documenting

C.  Leakey was a contributor to archaeology with her discovery of the earliest direct evidence of hominid activity and with her painstaking documentation of

D.  Leakey’s contributions to archaeology include her discovery of the earliest direct evidence of hominid activity and her painstaking documentation of

E.  Leakey’s contributions to archaeology include her discovering the earliest direct evidence of hominid activity and painstaking documentation of

Stacey - 
C is parallel but does not use the right idiom. We can say she was a contributor to archaelogy via or due to her discovery of (etc) but not that she was a contributer with (etc). A, B, and E both break parallelism. 

In this case, the right answer might actually look wrong to many people (which often happens on tricky questions). The opening phrase is talking about her work and saying "in addition to" her work on the fossil record - so we need to say what it is that is referring to this work. Her work on the fossil record was one of her contributions, just as her discovery of hominid activity was one of her contributions. But that's pretty subtle - if you're reading too quickly, you'll think that the opening modifier is referring to Mary Leakey and so we need to have her follow the comma. (But that's not really what's going on - what's actually going on is that we have a list of 3 contributions, but one comes at the beginning of the sentence and the other two come towards the end.) 

A simpler sentence with the same set-up: 
In addition to food, the mother's contributions to her child include shelter and love. 

And as a straight list: 
The mother's contributions to her child include food, shelter, and love. 
Mary Leakey's contributions to archaelogy include her work on the Miocene hominid fossil record, her discovery of the earliest direct evidence of hominid activity, and her painstaking documentation of East African paintings.
Ron-

(D)

in the correct answer, you have three absolutely parallel items:
her work ...
her discovery ...
her painstaking documentation ... 

all three of these are nouns. all three are preceded by the possessive "her"
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/in-addition-to-her-work-on-the-miocene-homicide-fossil-t499.html
37BIn addition to her work on the Miocene hominid fossil record, Mary Leakey contributed to archaeology through her discovery of the earliest direct evidence of hominid activity and through her painstaking documentation of East African cave paintings.

A. Mary Leakey contributed to archaeology through her discovery of the earliest direct evidence of hominid activity and through her painstaking documentation of

B. Mary Leakey contributed to archaeology by her discovery of the earliest direct evidence of hominid activity and painstakingly documenting

C. Mary Leakey was a contributor to archaeology by discovering the earliest direct evidence of hominid activity and with her painstaking documentation of

D. Mary Leakey's contributions to archaeology include her discovery of the earliest direct evidence of hominid activity and painstakingly documenting

E. Mary Leakey's contributions to archaeology include her discovering the earliest direct evidence of hominid activity and painstaking documentation of
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/gmat-prep-question-hominid-fossil-record-mary-leakey-t5591.html
38. George Washington dedicated his life to the economic strengthening of the south with improvement of soil and diversification of corps.
A. the economic strengthening of the south with improvement of soil and diversification of corps.

B. strengthening the economy in the south with soil improvement and diversification of corps.

C. the strengthening of the economy of the south through soil improvement and crop diversification.

D. the strengthening of the economy of the south through improving soil and crop diversifying

E. the economic strengthening in the south with improving soil and diversifying corp.

“Strengthening with” vs “Strengthening through”

Strengthening through – cause-effect
Strengthening through – e.g. strenghtneing with a rope
Stacey –

What does the original sentence mean? He wanted to make the south stronger economically. Then I have "with" 2 things. Is this HOW he tried to strengthen the south's economy? Are these two entirely separate things he also dedicated his life to? It should be the former (otherwise, what are these other random concepts doing there?), but the word "with" doesn't actually indicate any intent or cause-effect relationship. Elim A. Also B and E. 

C and D both use "through" which now actually indicates an appropriate cause/effect relationship. D, however, says we're going to strengthen the economy through "improving soil and crop diversifying" - that's not parallel. You'd have to say "diversifying crops." 

C it is!
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/george-washington-t2122.html
39. Taste buds are onion-shaped structures with between 50 and 100 taste cells, each of them has fingerlike projections poking through the opening located at the top of the taste bud called the taste pore.
A. them has fingerlike projections poking through the opening located at the top of the taste bud called the taste pore

B. them that have fingerlike projections that poke through an opening located at the top of the taste bud, which they call the taste pore
C. which has fingerlike projections poking through the opening, called the taste pore, located at the top of taste bud

D. which having fingerlike projections that poke through an opening, which is called the taste pore, located at the top of the taste bud

E. which have fingerlike projections that are poking through an opening located at the top of the taste bud called the taste pore
“, Each of Them” VS “, Each of Which”

'them' in choice a is a big big BIG error that should jump out and scream at you. 
namely, that sentence is a 'comma splice': a sentence in which two independent clauses (i.e., sentences that can stand on their own as complete sentences, not subordinated to any other main clause) are joined together by a comma. that phenomenon, which creates one type of 'run-on' sentence, is ALWAYS wrong. no exceptions. choice c avoids that problem by using a genuine subordinate clause, subordinated by 'each of which...' (a relative pronoun). 

the following part of choice a is also problematic: 
at the top of the taste bud called the taste pore 
this phrasing seems to suggest that the taste bud itself is called the taste pore, when, in fact, that name is meant to refer to the opening mentioned earlier. at best, the phrasing is ambiguous, and, at worst, it refers explicitly to the wrong thing.

---

if you're going to make a subordinate clause like that, you need to use arelative pronoun, such as "which". 
for instance, 
the rain surprised the campers, they were expecting sunny weather --> run-on, because each half is a legitimate clause. 
the rain surprised the campers, who were expecting sunny weather --> legitimate sentence containing a subordinate clause, due to the use of the relative pronoun "who". 
--------
“, (some/few) of Them” VS “,(some/few) of Which”

“Them” in correct answers-

Each year, thousands of Salmon swim up the rivers of Maine to spawn, only a few of which are genetically recognizable. [Incorrect]

Each year, thousands of Salmon swim up the rivers of Maine to spawn, but only a few of them are genetically recognizable. [Correct]
"some of which" has the same grammatical restrictions as does "which" itself. i.e., the noun / noun phrase that it's modifying MUST come IMMEDIATELY before the comma.

since the previous clause ends with an infinitive ("to spawn"), it's impossible to follow up with any sort of "which"-based modifier
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/taste-buds-are-onion-shaped-structures-t2595.html
40. To meet the rising marketing demand for fish and seafood, suppliers are growing fish twice as fast as their natural growth rate, cutting their feed allotment by nearly half and raising them on special diets.

A. their natural growth rate, cutting their feed allotment 

B. their natural growth rate, their feed allotment cut

C. growing them naturally, cutting their feed allotment

D. they grow naturally, cutting their feed allotment

E. they grow naturally, with their feed allotment cut

41.  Mideast immigrants’ rates of entrepreneurship exceed virtually every other immigrant group in the increasingly divers United States economy.
A.  Mideast immigrants’ rates of entrepreneurship exceed

B.  Mideast immigrants are exhibiting rates of entrepreneurship exceeding

C.  Immigrants from the Mideast exhibit rates of entrepreneurship exceeding those of

D.  The rates of entrepreneurship in immigrants from the Mideast exceed

E.  The rates of Mideast immigrants’ entrepreneurship exceeds those of

42. Unlike using spices for cooking, in medicinal usage they are taken in large quantities in order to treat particular maladies.

A) Unlike using spices for cooking, in medicinal usage they are taken

B) unlike spices that are used in cooking, in using spices for medicine, they are taken

C) Unlike cooking with spices, taking spices for medicinal use is done

D) In cooking, small quantities of spices are used, whereas in medicinal usage spices are taken

E) In cooking, the usage of spices is in small quantities, whereas in medicinal usage they are taken

43. Paleontologist Stephen Jay Gould has argued that many biological traits are not the products of natural selection, favored due to their enhancement of reproduction or survival, but that they are simply random by-products of other evolutionary developments. 

A due to their enhancement of reproduction or survival, but that they are

B due to the reproduction or survival they enhance, but they are

C because they enhance reproduction or survival, but 

D because they enhance reproduction or survival, but are

E because of enhancing reproduction or survival, but are

44. The Environmental Protection Agency frequently puts mandatory controls on toxic substances that present as little risk as one in a million chances to cause cancer.

A. as little risk as one in a million chances to cause

B. as little risk as one chance in a million of causing

C. as little risk as one chance in a million that it will cause

D. a risk as little as one chance in a million for causing

E. a risk as little as one chance in a million for it to cause

Chance of causing [correct] vs chance for causing [wrong]
As little risk vs risk as little as… As little risk is fine

45. Hydrocarbons, with which fruit flies perfume themselves in species-specific blends, are known to be important in courtship, and apparently this assists flies that taste the hydrocarbons on prospective mates to distinguish their own species from that of others.

A. and apparently this assists flies that taste the hydrocarbons on prospective mates to distinguish their own species from that of
B. and apparently this assists flies when they taste the hydrocarbons on prospective mates in distinguishing their own species from those of

C. which apparently assists flies that tastes the hydrocarbons on prospective mates in being able to distinguish their own species from

D. apparently assisting flies to taste the hydrocarbons on prospective mates to distinguish their own species from those of

E. apparently assisting flies that taste the hydrocarbons on prospective mates in distinguishing their own species from

choice d: 'those of others' is problematic; it should just be 'others' (it's clear that the intention is to refer to other species, not to something of other species). 

another huge problem with choice d is its total distortion of the sentence's original meaning. 
- the original meaning is that hydrocarbons assist those flies that happen to taste them in species identification. 
- choice d asserts that hydrocarbons somehow help flies to taste hydrocarbons (other ones?) with the intention** of species identification, which is a whole different ballgame. 

**the infinitive can signal intention, or purpose, in this sort of context. for instance, 
i ran over the glass in the road, flattening my tire --> the flattening of the tire was a result, but no information is given as to whether i intended it (i probably didn't) 
i ran over the glass in the road to flatten my tire --> for some reason, i actually wanted to flatten the tire, so i chose this particular method of doing so.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/hydrocarbons-with-which-fruit-flies-perfume-themselves-t1903.html
46.  If current trends continue, by the year 2010 carbon emissions in the United States will soar to a level more than one-third higher than were those in 1990, according to official projections.

A. will soar to a level more than one-third higher than were those
B. will soar to a level more than one-third higher than that
C. would soar to a level more than one-third higher than is was
D. would soar to a level more than one-third higher than those
E. would soar to a level more than one-third higher than they were

“Will” vs “Would”
“That” vs “Those”

you need 'will', not 'would'. 'would' is used if the hypothetical is in the past tense, while 'will' (future tense) is used if the hypothetical is in the present tense (as is the case here). 
compare: if you tell that joke again, i will punch you. 
that takes care of the last three answer choices. 

as far as deciding a vs. b, just look at the pronoun that/those: it refers to the singular noun level. therefore, you must choose that, which is singular, so b > a. 

also, the presence of a verb in choice a creates bad parallelism, because 'a level' does not have a verb. the two parts of the comparison must have the same grammatical structure; if the initial part (a level) doesn't have a verb, the second part can't have one either.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/if-current-trends-continue-by-the-year-2010-carbon-emission-t1901.html
47. So-called green taxes, which exact a price for the use of polluting or nonrenewable fuels, are having a positive effect on the environmental and natural resource base of countries as varied as China, the Netherlands, and Hungary.

A as varied as

B as varied as are

C as varied as those of

D that are as varied as

E that are varied as are

“as varied as” vs “that are as varied as”
“that are” is redundant.

There's a very subtle difference in meaning, although Stacey is correct that the main issue is that of redundancy/wordiness. But consider the difference between these two sentences, which would illustrate the point: 
(1) I get mail from cities as far away as Providence. 
(2) I get mail from cities that are as far away as Providence. 

If I'm in San Francisco, then sentence #2 means, strangely enough, that I get mail from cities that are all exactly 3,082 miles away (the distance from SF to Providence). Sentence #1 implies no such thing. 

Similarly, the wrong answer (D) seems to imply that EACH country is somehow as 'varied' as EACH other country. That's not the intended meaning, which is that the SET of countries is varied.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/so-called-green-taxes-which-exact-a-price-for-the-use-t351.html
48. Unlike many United States cities, where a river is no longer the focal point of urban life, the river in San Antonio winds through the middle of the business district, and the River Walk, or Pasco del Rio, is the city's most popular attraction.

A) Unlike many United States cities, where a river is no longer the focal point of urban life, the river in San Antonio

B) Unlike the river in many cities in the United Stated, which is no longer the local point of urban life, in San Antonio the river

C)Today the river in many cities in the United States is no longer the focal point of urban life, unlike San Antonio, where it

D) In few United States cities today, a river is the focal point of urban life, but the river in San Antonio

E) No longer do many cities in United States have a river as the focal point of urban life, but in San Antonio the river
the correct answer here is still pretty ugly, so let's criticize the four incorrect choices. 

choice a: 
faulty comparison: 
'unlike many u.s. cities, ... the river in san antonio...' --> can't compare cities to a river 

choice b: 
comparison isn't so good: 
the second part should start directly with 'the river' (instead of 'in san antonio the river...'), so that the comparison is more clear. 
much more importantly, poor use of the relative pronoun 'which': 
'...cities in the united states, which is no longer the focal point...' 
relative pronouns like which, by default, refer to the noun that's closest to the left, which in this case is the united states. therefore, this relative pronoun is used in a way that's either ambiguous (if you allow it to potentially refer to other nouns) or just plain wrong (if you follow the rule strictly). 

choice c: 
faulty comparison again 
'the river...' is being compared to san antonio. 

choice d: 
drastic change in meaning 
this sentence has completely gotten rid of any reference to the concept of 'no longer'. while all the other sentences say that things have changed, this sentence presents the situation as if it's always been that way.

--
No longer do many cities in United States have a river as the focal point of urban life
... is grammatically equivalent to ...
Many cities in United States no longer have a river as the focal point of urban life

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/unlike-many-united-states-cities-where-a-river-is-no-longer-t2350.html
49. It was only after Katharine Graham became publisher of The Washington Post in 1963 that it moved into the first rank of American newspapers, and it was under her command that the paper won high praise for its unrelenting reporting of the Watergate scandal.
A. It was only after Katharine Graham became publisher of The Washington Post in 1963 that it moved into the first rank of American newspapers, and it was under her command that the paper won high praise for its unrelenting reporting of the Watergate scandal.
B. It was only after Katharin Graham's becoming publisher of The Wasington Post in 1963  that it moved into the first rank of American newspaper, and under her commandt it had  won high praise
C. Katharine Graham became publisher of The Washington Post in 1963, and only after that 
did it move into the first rank of American newspapers, having won high praise under her command
D. Moving into the first rank of American newspaper only after Katharine Graham became 
its publisher in 1963, The Washington Post, winning high praise under her command
E.  Moving into the first rank of American newspapers only after Katharine Graham's becoming its publisher in 1963, The Washington Post won high praise under her command
50. The automobile company announced that the average price of next year’s models would decrease four-tenths of one percent, amounting to about $72, as compared with comparably equipped cars and trucks this year.

A. The automobile company announced that the average price of next year’s models would decrease four-tenths of one percent, amounting to about $72, as compared with comparably equipped cars and trucks this year. 

B. The automobile company announced that the average price of next year’s cars and trucks would decrease four-tenths of one percent, or about $72, from that of comparably equipped models this year.

C. The automobile company announced that there would be a decrease of four-tenths of one percent in next year’s models price, or about $72, below this year’s comparably equipped cars and trucks. 

D. Compared to comparably equipped models this year, the automobile company announced that the average price of next year’s cars and trucks would decrease about $72, less by four-tenths of one percent.

E. Contrasted with comparably equipped cars and trucks of this year, the automobile company announced that the average price of next year’s models would decrease about $72, or four-tenths of one percent.

Stacey -
When making a comparison, you must compare apples to apples. You can compare the price of next year's vehicles to the price of this year's vehicles, but you cannot compare the price of next year's vehicles to the actual vehicles themselves this year - that doesn't make sense. And that's what the original sentence tries to do. 

You can't assume the "silent subject," as you call it, is there. It has to be stated explicitly in order to make a proper comparison. 

The "that of" in B refers to the "average price" already mentioned earlier. So, now, we're comparing the average price of next year's cars to the average price of this year's cars - that's a proper, apples-to-apples comparison. 

Also, it's okay to say that the price will decrease from the current year's price, because in this case, that's the same thing as saying "as compared with" - the point is that, whatever the price is this year, it's going to go down a certain percentage next year - from this year's price to next year's price.

Ron –

(A)

however, there is a BIG problem with "amounting to $72": it is written in such a way as to imply that the cars/trucks actually cost $72!
remember that COMMA + -ING, when placed after a clause, should apply to the subject and action of that clause. so, when we see the following:
... the average price of next year’s models would decrease ..., amounting to about $72...
this means that the average price of next year’s models would actually become $72 after the decrease! clearly, that is ridiculous, so you have another reason to eliminate (a).

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-automobile-company-announced-that-the-average-price-t1905.html
51. A study on couples' retirement transitions found that women who took new jobs after retiring from their primary careers reported high marital satisfaction, more so than those who retired completely.
A. more so than those who retired

B. which was more than if they had retired

C. more than when retiring

D. more than if they were to retire

E. which was more so than those retiring

52.  Although at one time children’s programming had been limited to a few hours a week, now, however, there are at least four cable networks that dedicate themselves entirely to shows produced specifically for children.
A. Although at one time children’s programming had been limited to a few hours a week, now, however, there are at least four cable networks that dedicate themselves

B. With children’s programming having been limited at one time to a few hours a week, now at least four cable networks have dedicated themselves

C. Once limited to a few hours a week, there are now at least four cable networks with children’s programming that dedicate themselves

D. Children’s programming was once limited to a few hours a week, but now there are at least four cable networks dedicated

E. While children’s programming had once been limited to a few hours a week, at least four cable networks are now dedicated

‘Had been’ vs ‘was’

Should not use past perfect if the sequence is clear – e.g. now

User-

A) Past perfect 'had been limited' is wrong. Since the phrase begins with 'Although', 'however' is redundant. 
B) Present perfect 'Having been limited' is wrong. The limit no longer exists. 
C) Misplaced Modifer. 'Once limited to ...' should refer to children's programming. 
D) Correct - Tense is correct. We have two independent clauses joined by coordinating conjunction 'but'. 
E) Use of Past perfect tense. 

Ron-

choice e is incorrect because of its inappropriate use of the past perfect. if you're going to say kids' programming had once been limited to ..., then you must reference a second past event. this sentence doesn't do that: the second event referenced is in the present (specifically, 'now').

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/although-at-one-time-children-s-programming-had-been-t2128.html?sid=a9ab8cb08c45450699e1022568d250ba
53. The ability of scientists to provide models of the atmosphere’s complex responses to changing conditions, like seasonal and daily cycles or different planetary conjunctions, have become ever more accurate.
A.  The ability of scientists to provide models of the atmosphere’s complex responses to changing conditions, like seasonal and daily cycles or different planetary conjunctions, have become ever more accurate.

B.  The ability of scientists has become ever more accurate in providing models of the atmosphere’s complex responses to changing conditions, such as seasonal and daily cycles or different planetary conjunctions.
C.  Scientists have become able to provide ever more accurate models of the atmosphere’s complex responses to such changing conditions as seasonal and daily cycles or different planetary conjunctions.

D.  Scientists have become ever more accurate in their ability for providing models of the atmosphere’s complex responses to changing conditions, like seasonal and daily cycles or different planetary conjunctions.

E.  Scientists’ ability to provide models of the atmosphere’s complex responses to such changing conditions as seasonal and daily cycles or different planetary conjunctions have become ever more accurate.

(B) Vs (C)

The ability of scientists has become ever more accurate
Vs

Scientists have become able to provide ever more accurate
User-

B- ability of scientist is not the one which became accurate.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-ability-of-scientists-to-provide-models-of-the-t3725.html
54.  Regardless of their form or function, all aerodynamically enhanced, curved objects made for throwing have been called boomerangs by non-Australians ever since 1788, when European saw Dharug-speaking men tossing 'bumariny' in the area later known as Sydney.

A  Regardless of their form or function, all aerodynamically enhanced, curved objects made for throwing have been called boomerangs by non-Australians ever since 1788

B  Regardless of their form or function, any aerodynamically enhanced, curved object made for throwing has been called a boomerang by non-Australians ever since 1788

C  Ever since 1788, non-Australians have called all aerodynamically enhanced, curved objects made for throwing boomerangs, regardless of their form or function, from

D  Ever since 1788, any aerodynamically enhanced, curved object made for throwing has been called a boomerang by non-Australians, regardless of its form or function, from

E  Non-Australians have called all aerodynamically enhanced, curved objects made for throwing boomerangs since 1788, regardless of their form or function, from

all aerodynamically enhanced…. have been called

any aerodynamically enhanced… has been called

Both are correct. In 2, need to make sure that every reference is singular…

Regardless of their form or function, any aerodynamically enhanced, … has been called [is wrong]

Regardless of its form or function, any aerodynamically enhanced, … has been called [is correct]

Stacey –

You have to match the non-underlined portion of the sentence (which must be correct because it isn't underlined!). It starts with "when" and the word when refers to a time or date (in this case, a date. That date needs to be placed right before the "when." C, D, and E do not put that date right before the "when" (that is, at the end of the answer choice). 

Couple of things: 
- a phrase such as "ever since 1788" can correctly go at the beginning, at the end, in the middle... there's no grammar rule that says it is preferred at the beginning of a sentence. 
- passive is not wrong; a completely grammatically correct active sentence is preferred to a completely grammatically correct passive sentence. Don't pick based on active / passive unless you have already determined that your remaining choices are (a) completely grammatically correct and (b) maintain the same meaning as the original sentence. AFTER that, you can use active vs. passive as a tiebreak.

Ron-

(B)

in (b), "their" is plural. the only plural to which it can refer is "non-Australians", which is clearly the wrong referent.

if you have "its" in an opening phrase (such as "regardless of its..."), then it automatically applies to the subject of the following clause, provided that this subject is singular.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/gmatprep-boomerangs-t2178.html
55. Industrialization and modern methods of insect control have improved the standard of living around the globe while at the same time they have introduced some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutants, having gone virtually unregulated since they were developed more than 50 years ago.

A. while at the same time they have introduced some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutants, having 
B. while at the same time introducing some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutants that have
C. while they have introduced some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutants at the same time, which have
D. but introducing some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutants at the same time that have
E. but at the same time introducing some 100,000 dangerous chemical pollutant, having

56. The proliferation of so-called cybersquatters, people who register the Internet domain names of high-profile companies in hopes of reselling the rights to those names for a profit, led to passing the Anti-Cybersquatting Consumer Protection Act in 1999, allowing companies to seed up to $100000 in damages against those who register domain names with the sole intent of selling them later.
A  passing the Anti-Cybersquatting Consumer Protection Act in 1999, allowing companies to seed up to $100000 in damages against those who register domain names with the sole intent of selling them later.

B the passage of the Anti-Cybersquatting Consumer Protection Act in 1999, which allows companies to seed up to $100000 in damages against those who register domain names with the sole intent that they will sell

C the passage in 1999 of the Anti-Cybersquatting Consumer Protection Act, which allows companies to seed up to $100000 in damages against those who register domain names with the sole intent of selling

D the Anti-Cybersquatting Consumer Protection Act, which was passed in 1999, and it allows companies to seek up to $100000 in damages against those who register domain names with the sole intent to sell

E the Anti-Cybersquatting Consumer Protection Act, passed in 1999, and it allows companies to seek up to $100000 in damages against those who register domain names with the sole intent of selling

choice a: 'passing' is a modifier that doesn't really refer to anything. in other words, we don't know the agent of this action (we don't know who passed the act). that's unacceptable; if no agent is specified, we need a noun form like 'the passage'.
“,allowing” meaning->the passge of act allowed companies to do something… and not the act itself


choice b: 'which' apparently refers to the year 1999. 'the sole intent that they will sell' is incorrect idiomatic usage.

choice c (= correct answer):
- the phrase 'in 1999' is moved out of the way, allowing the relative pronounwhich to be correctly placed next to the ACCPA.
- the proper noun form 'the passage' is used, correctly indicating the specific event referenced.
- the correct idiom is used ('with the sole intent of selling').

the passage in 1999 of the ACCP Act is okay

‘Intent to sell’ vs ‘Intent of selling’

'intent to sell' is dubious idiomatic usage
choice d: the event referenced is the passage of the act, as conveyed in the original (you can't change this meaning: for all we know, the act was written years earlier, but not passed until all the squatters came around). poor parallelism ('and it allows' is out of place). 'intent to sell' is dubious idiomatic usage.

choice e: as in d, you have to say that the presence of squatters led to thepassage of the act, not to the act itself (you can't change the meaning of the sentence unless it's nonsense). also, putting 'passed in 1999 and allowing companies to...', while not exactly nonparallel, is just plain weird: you're putting one past event and one current condition in parallel. you shouldn't use parallelism for events that aren't logically parallel.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-proliferation-of-so-called-cybersquatters-people-who-re-t1902.html?sid=7bec9bc31924a28c1d04ac335d8538b9
57. Whereas scientists, because of random fluctuations in the weather, can not determine the transition from one season to the next by monitoring temperatures on a daily basis, so they cannot determine the onset of global warming by monitoring average annual temperatures. 

A. Whereas scientists

B. Just as scientists

C. Like scientists who

D. Inasmuch as a scientist

E. In the same way a scientist

58. Diesel engines burn as much as 30% less fuel than gasoline engines of comparable size, as well as emitting far less carbon dioxide gas and far fewer of the other gasses that have been implicated in global warming.
A  of comparable size , as well as emitting far less carbon dioxide gas and far fewer of the other gasses that have

B of comparable size, as well as emit far less carbon dioxide gas and far fewer of the other gasses having 

C of comparable size, and also they emit far fewer carbon dioxide and other gasses that have 
D that have a comparable size, and also they emit far fewer of the other gasses having 
E that have a comparable size, as well as emitting far fewer of the other gasses having 
“of comparable size” vs “that have a comparable size”
“that have” vs “having”

,having  (comma + having) is wrong…

Having is wrong?

Less vs fewer

C, D, E - Fewer is wrong

carbon dioxide gas and other gases- uncountable

"as well as" is not a truly parallel construction 

“as well as emitting” vs “emit”
in choice b, 'as well as emit' is just plain wrong. memorize this as idiomatic usage if you like, but you can't use 'as well as' with that type of verb form.
Diesel engines burn as much as ….emitting…

"as well as" is not a truly parallel construction; it creates a modifier that is not part of the skeleton of the original sentence. modifiers, as we know, don't have to be parallel to the main part of the sentence. 

your best route here is just to memorize the fact that "...as well as VERBing" is an acceptable construction. 

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/diesel-engines-burn-as-much-as-30-less-fuel-t2129.html
59. On Earth, among the surest indications of sunspot cycles are believed to be the rate that trees grow, as seen in the rings visible in the cross sections of their trunks.

A. On Earth, among the surest indications of sunspot cycles are believed to be the rate that trees grow

B. On Earth, among the surest indications of sunspot cycles are, it is believed, the rate of tree growth

C. On Earth, the rate at which trees grow is believed to be among the surest indications of sunspot cycles

D. Among the surest indications on Earth of sunspot cycles, believed to be the tree growth rate

E. Among the surest indications on Earth of sunspot cycles is believed to be the rate at which trees grow

60. First discovered more than 30 years ago, Lina's sunbird, a four-and-a-half-inch animal found in the Philippines and that resembles a hummingbird, has shimmering metallic colors on its head; a brilliant orange patch, bordered with red tufts, in the center of its breast; and a red eye. 

A. found in the Philippines and that resembles
B. found in the Philippines and that, resembling
C. found in the Philippines and resembling
D. that is found in the Philippines and it resembles
E. that is found in the Philippines and that, resembling

Stacey –

This question primarily concerns parallel construction: the two comparable elements of the original sentence are "found" and "that resembles". As originally expressed, these elements are not structured similarly - for "that resembles" to be correct, the earlier parallel element of the sentence would have to state "that is found." Since the original sentence contains a provable error, eliminate answer choice A and ANY OTHERS ANSWER CHOICES THAT REPEAT THE ORIGINAL ERROR. 

b. Parallel elements: "found" and "that, resembling" - Not parallel = Eliminate 
c. Parallel elements: "found" and "resembling" - Parallel = Keep 
d. Parallel elements: "that is found" and "it resembles" - Not parallel = Eliminate 
e. Parallel elements: "that is found" and "resembling" - Not parallel = Eliminate 
For instance, I might say: 
The Wowie bird, found in the Phillipines and resembling a small housecat, is the only bird that blah blah blah. 

Try each of those little modifiers by itself: "The Wowie bird, found in the Phillipines, is the only bird..." and "The Wowie bird, resembling a small housecat, is the only bird..." They're both fine. 

But I wouldn't say: 
The Wowie bird is found in the Phillipines and resembling a small housecat. 

"The Wowie bird is found in the Phillipines" is fine, but "The Wowie bird is resembling a small housecat" is not.

Ron –

the core of the sentence is 
a bird has colors. 

both 'found in the philippines'** and 'resembling a hummingbird' areparticipial modifiers. one of them uses a past participle (actually a passiveparticiple: the bird is found, passive voice) and the other uses a present participle (an active participle), but they are used in parallel. 

nota bene: you have also now learned that the gmat is perfectly fine with placing a passive / past participial modifier in parallel structure with an active / present participial modifier. keep this in mind if you see another problem like this one! 
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/first-discovered-more-than-30-years-ago-lina-s-sunbird-t353.html
[Brutal SC]
61. Among lower-paid workers, union members are less likely than nonunion members to be enrolled in lower-end insurance plans imposing stricter limits on medical services and requiring doctors to see more patients, and spend less time with each.

(A) imposing stricter limits on medical services and requiring doctors to see more patients, and spend
(B) imposing stricter limits on medical services, requiring doctors to see more patients, and spending
(C) that impose stricter limits on medical services, require doctors to see more patients, and spend
(D) that impose stricter limits on medical services and require doctors to see more patients, spending
(E) that impose stricter limits on medical services, requiring doctors to see more patients and spending

Imposing vs that impose

"union members" is a subject and "insurance plans" is an object. 
You do need "that" here. "Imposing" would generally modify the previous verb or the entire previous clause, not (just) the subject (though to do so correctly, there should also be a comma after "plans"). But that's not what I want anyway! I want to modify "plans" - the plans that impose stricter limits, etc.

you have to realize which verbs are supposed to be parallel and which aren't. there's no grammatical formula for this; you have to examine the meaning of the sentence to figure it out. 
- 'impose' (in whatever form) should be parallel to 'require' (again, in whatever form). these are two different things, both of which are aspects of the plan (= logical parallelism). 
- 'spend' should not be parallel to 'see', because it functions as a modifier of 'see' (it's a descriptive adverb modifier, detailing the way in which the doctors see the patients). 


Why “spending” should not be parallel to “see”

In D, the OA, "spending" is adverbial. It doesn't modify "doctors" or any other noun.
Consider:

John photographed his wife wearing a bustier. 
No comma, so "wearing..." modifies "wife." She wore the bustier.

John photographed his wife, wearing a bustier. 
Comma, so "wearing..." attributes actions to "John." He wore the bustier.

John photographed his wife, a stunning redhead, wearing a bustier.
Here the commas don't tell us. We know that they're marking off the appositive "a stunning redhead," but only context can help us say whether "wearing a bustier" is adverbial or adjectival.
,ing as adverbial
Among lower-paid workers, union members are less likely than nonunion members to be enrolled in lower-end insurance plans[that impose stricter limits on medical services and require doctors[to see more patients]], spending...

in this case, the COMMA -ING modifier could grammatically modify either the blue action or the purple action (which is nested within the blue one). from context, it should be clear that the modifier is meant to modify the purple action ("see more patients"), and thus applies to the subject/agent of that action ("doctors")
(this is normally what happens in this type of situation with nested action: an attached COMMA -ING modifier will normally modify the embedded, smaller action. there is no need to memorize the statistical rule for this, however -- in most cases, such as this one, the context will make quite clear what is being modified and what is not.)
choice a: 'spend' is ungrammatical here (it has no logical subject, and isn't parallel to anything). 
choice b: imposing, requiring, and spending are all parallel, implying that the insurance plans do all three of these things (an absurdity in the last case). 
choice c: all three verbs are parallel again, leading to the same absurdity witnessed in choice b. 
choice d (= correct): the parallelism follows the model outlined above: only the verbs that are logically parallel appear in parallel structure. 
choice e: 'requiring' and 'spending' are parallel in the modifier, implying that the plans themselves spend time with patients (in addition to requiring blah blah blah). this doesn't make sense.

B & C

if you have a parallel construction of verbs ("VERB1 and VERB2", "VERB1, VERB2, and VERB3", etc.), then all of the verbs must have the same subject.
in this case, the subject of spend must be doctors, but the subject of each of the other two verbs must be insurance plans.

why can't I interpret (a) as this::imposing and requiring are parallel; to see and (to) spend are parallel

that interpretation is precluded by the comma before "and". you can't put a comma in a list of only 2 things.
D vs E

In D, “spending” modifies the purple action ("see more patients"), and thus applies to the subject/agent of that action ("doctors")  [because it is (Comma +ING) modifier]
In E, “spending” modifies insurance plans ---because it is part of a list of modifiers (Comma +ING) --- 

“plans that… , requiring… and spending..” 

both “requiring” and “spending” modifies insurance plans
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/among-lower-paid-workers-union-members-are-less-likely-t1904.html
62. Because she knew many of the leaders of colonial America and the American Revolution personally, Mercy Otis Warren was continually at or near the center of political events from 1765 to 1789, a vantage point combining with her talent for writing to make her one of the most valuable historians of the ear

(a) a vantage point combining with her talent for writing to make

(b) a vantage point, when combined with her talent for writing, that made

(c) a vantage point that combined with her talent for writing, and it made

(d) and this vantage point, which combined with her talent for writing to make

(e) and this vantage point, combined with her talent for writing, made

63. When drafting the Declaration of Sentiments that was adopted at the Seneca Falls Women’s Rights Conventions in 1848, included in it by the author, Elizabeth Cady Stanton, was a call for female enfranchisement.
A, When drafting the Declaration of Sentiments that was adopted at the Seneca Falls Women’s Rights Conventions in 1848, included in it by the author, Elizabeth Cady Stanton, was a call for female enfranchisement.

B. Including a call for female enfranchisement, a draft of the Declaration of Sentiments was adopted at the Seneca Falls Women’s Rights Conventions in 1848 that Elizabeth Cady Stanton wrote.
C. When the Declaration of Sentiments drafted by Elizabeth Cady Stanton was adopted at the Seneca Falls Women’s Rights Convention in 1848, a call for female enfranchisement had been included in it .
D. A call for female enfranchisement, included in Elizabeth Cady Stanton’s draft of the Declaration of Sentiments in 1848, that was adopted by the Seneca Falls Women’s Rights Convention.
E. When Elizabeth Cady Stanton drafted the Declaration of Sentiments that was adopted at the Seneca Falls Women’s Rights Convention in 1848, she included in it a call for female enfranchisement.
64. Whereas the use of synthetic fertilizers has greatly expanded agricultural productivity in many parts of the world, an increase in their use can create serious environmental problems such as water pollution, and their substitution for more traditional fertilizers may accelerate soil structure deterioration and soil erosion.
A. an increase in their use can create serious environmental problems such as water pollution, and their substitution for more traditional fertilizers
B. an increase in their use can create serious environmental problems like water pollution, and if substituted for more traditional fertilizers, it
C. if these fertilizers are used increasingly, they can create serious environmental problems such as water pollution, and if used as substitutions for more traditional fertilizers, they
D. the increased usage of these fertilizers can create serious environmental problems such as water pollution, while if substituted for more traditional fertilizers, this substitution
E. the increased usage of these fertilizers can create serious environmental problems like water pollution, while their substitution for more traditional fertilizers
65. A decade after initiating the nation's most comprehensive and aggressive antismoking program, per capita consumption of cigarettes in California declined from over 125 packs annually per person to about 60, a drop more than twice as great as in the nation as a whole.

A) per capita consumption of cigarettes in California declined from over 125 packs annually per person to about 60, a drop more than twice as great as

B) annual per capita consumption of cigarettes in California declined from over 125 packs to about 60, more than twice as great as that

C) California's annual per capita consumption of cigarettes declined from over 125 packs per person to about 60, more than twice as great as the drop
D) California has seen per capita consumption of cigarettes decline from over 125 packs annually to about 60, a drop more than twice as great as that

E) California has seen annual per capita consumption of cigarettes decline from over 125 packs per person to about 60, more than twice as great as that

Headless Modifier, Noun
this is a very common error, so be sure that you can recognize it at once. 

this sentence starts with a 'headless modifier' (headless in the sense that it doesn't have a subject). in sentences starting with such modifiers, the modifier MUST modify the noun immediately following the comma. 

so, choice b implies that 'per-capita consumption of cigarettes' initiated the nation's most comprehensive antismoking program (clearly an absurdity). choice d, by contrast, correctly states that california initiated the program. 

notice that the same consideration also eliminates choice a (which states that consumption initiated the program) and choice c (which states that CA's consumption initiated the program).

(E)

* first, since the choice doesn't say “drop”, the modifier seems to refer to the immediately preceding figure (i.e., the actual consumption rate of 60 packs per person, not the drop). if this choice weren't surrounded by other choices that give the correct meaning, it would be absolutely impossible to tell that this modifier is supposed to be talking about the drop.
* second, since the choice lacks the noun “drop”, the pronoun “that”, occurring later in the modifier, doesn't refer to anything at all. (note that this pronoun would have to stand for the word “drop” for this modifier to make any sense)

here's an analogy:
if i write
last summer my weight increased from 200 lbs to 220 lbs, more than twice as much as my little brother's
--> anyone and everyone reading this sentence is going to interpret it as “my little brother weighs less than 110 lbs”; absolutely nobody is going to infer “my brother gained 10 lbs or less over the course of that summer”.
same thing here.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/a-decade-after-initiating-the-nation-s-most-comprehensive-an-t2371.html
66. Archaeologists in Egypt have excavated a 5,000-year-old wooden hull that is the earliest surviving example of example of a “built” boat—in other words, a boat constructed out of planks fitted together—and that thus represents a major advance, in terms of boat-building technology, over the dugout logs and reed vessels of more ancient vintage.

A. together—and that thus represents
B. together—and this has represented

C. together, and it represents

D. together that was representing

E. together to represent

67. Africa’s black rhino population in the mid-1970’s numbered about 2,000, ten times the estimated population of 2,000 in 1997.
A. the estimated population

B. that of their estimated population

C. more than the population’s estimated amount

D. more black rhinos than their population estimate

E. more than that of their population’s estimated amount

"X is # times Y" is a perfectly valid construction, and "X is # times more than Y" is another perfectly valid construction. they're not mathematically the same, but the mathematical difference is irrelevant on SC.

X times that of wrong?

C

"Wordy" is not an error. (if you have to guess, then you can use "wordiness" as a guideline -- but every wrong answer has to have some aspect that's actually wrong.)
In that choice --
* "Amount" is incorrect. Because rhinos can be counted, it needs to be "number" instead.
* "Population" already represents the number of rhinos. So, if "population" is there, the use of "number" or "amount" is redundant.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/viewtopic.php?f=31&t=1862&view=next
68. The cottontail rabbit population in Orange County, California, has increased unchecked in recent years as a result of the removal of the native fox population and the clearing of surrounding woodlands.

A. years as a result of the removal of
B. years as a result of removing

C. years, resulting from the removing of

D. years, which is result of removing

E. years, which is a result of the removal of

69. In human hearing, subtle differences in how the two ears hear a given sound help the listener determine the qualities of that sound.
A. in how the two ears hear a given sound help the listener determine

B. in the two ears hearing a given sound help the listener in determining

C. in how a sound is heard by the two ears helps the listener determine

D. between how the two ears hear a given sound helps the listener in determining
E. between how a sound is heard by the two ears help the listener in determining

70. Employment costs rose 2.8 percent in the 12 months that ended in September, slightly less than they did in the year that ended in the previous quarter.
A, less than they did 

B, less than it did 

C, less than they were 

D, lower than

E, lower than they were 

Comparing raise with another raise

And not empolymnet costs with another empolymnet costs
we need 'less' because it's an ADVERB. 

the sentence is unambiguously saying that the costs ROSE LESS than they did in the previous year, for at least two very, very good reasons: 
(1) that's the meaning conveyed by the original sentence; remember, unless the meaning of the original sentence is nonsense, you MUST preserve it. 
(2) we know for a fact that employment costs are NOT "lower" than they were in the other year mentioned - because they've risen by 2.8%. for the costs themselves to be lower, they would have to have fallen rather than risen. 

therefore, the only reasonable meaning is to have an adverb that modifies 'rose'; that adverb is 'less'. 

(b) is wrong because there is no antecedent for 'it'. in fact, there is not one singular noun in the entire sentence, so "it" is a complete orphan. 

(c) "were" isn't parallel to "rose". alternatively, "were" makes it seem as though we're comparing the costs themselves, rather than the rates at which they rose. either way, this is wrong.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/employment-costs-rose-2-8-percent-t4455.html
71. Simply because they are genetically engineered does not make it any more likely for plants to become an invasive according to a decade-long study published in the journal Nature.
A. because they are genetically engineered does not make it any more likely for plants to

B. because it is genetically engineered does not make a plant any more likely to

C. being genetically engineered does not make it any more likely that plants will

D. being genetically engineered does not make a plant any more likely to

E. being genetically engineered does not make a plant any more likely that it will become

(B)

Stacey –

it is genetically … a plant
B violates a little known thing that the GMAT writers follow though it is not an official grammar rule - more a choice. It introduces a subject pronoun before the noun itself. Subject pronouns and nouns can be directly interchanged; as such, the test writers prefer to use the noun first and then later use a subject pronoun (if necessary). Note that I am specifically limiting this to subject pronouns, not object or possessive pronouns. Most people read a subject-pronoun-first situation as "awkward" though they don't really know why. 

And just study D from the point of view of: this is one of the only ways to use "being" correctly, so familiarize yourself with it.
“Because” vs “Being”

Active Voice vs Passive Voice

Ron -

this sentence has the following form: X does not make... 
therefore, whatever goes in the 'x' slot has to be, or function as, a noun. this rules out a-b immediately (these are subordinate clauses, which can't function as nouns). 

in choices c-d-e, the 'being' is a gerund (the -ing form that functions as a noun, as in the sentence taking overdoses of vitamins isn't good for your health). since gerunds function as nouns, that structure is permissible.

“more likely that” vs “more likely to”
for instance, you could be talking about the probability of some event. in that case, you can just say that event x is likely, but event y is even more likely. or something along those lines. in the probability construction, you can also pair "likely" with "that", as in it is more likely that x will occur. 

if you're talking about what someone or something is likely to do, though, you must use "likely TO". there may be other words in the way as "noise" - for instance, bob is more likely than gary to pass the test - but "likely to" is the basis of the construction.

(E)
Staff – 

You could either say 
"... make it any more likely that a plant will become ..." 
or 
"... make a plant any more likely to become..." 

You CANNOT combine them to get 
"...make a plant any more likely that it will become ..." 
That is, if you use 'plant' as the object of 'make', then it must take the complementary infinitive 'to become'.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/simply-because-they-are-genetically-engineered-does-not-make-t641.html
72. A recent United States Census Bureau report shows that there are more than three times as many households where the children and grandchildren are living in their grandparents’ home as compared to households where the grandparents are living in their children’s or grandchildren’s home.

(A)as compared to households where the

(B)as there are households where the

(C)as those whose

(D)than compared to those where the

(E)than there are whose

73. With no natural predators and expanses of green suburban neighborhoods that allow no hunting, wildlife officials estimate the New Jersey deer population to have grown to exceed 175,000

A. With no natural predators and expanses of green suburban neighborhoods that allow no hunting, wildlife officials estimate the New Jersey deer population to have
B. With no natural predators and with expanses of green suburban neighborhoods that do not allow hunting, wildlife officials' estimate of the deer population in New Jersey has
C. With no natural predators and with expanses of green suburban neighborhoods where there is no hunting, the deer population in New Jersey, wildlife officials estimate, has
D. Without natural predators and no hunting allowed in expanse of green suburban neighborhoods, New Jersey has a deer population that wildlife officials estimate to have
E. Without natural predators and with expanses of green neighborhoods where there is no hunting, wildlife officials in New Jersey estimate a deer population that has

With no natural predators…. Should modify deer population
(A)

“population to have grown” vs “population has grown”

"....estimate the New Jersey deer population to have" grown to exceed....

Is unidiomatic.
you wouldn't write "estimate X to have VERBed"; it should be "estimate that X has VERBed".
(C)

, the deer population in New Jersey, wildlife officials estimate, has…. [is fine]


wildlife officials estimate -> modifies deer population
“Where there are”

the word "where" is not a pronoun, so you can be a little more flexible in its application. in particular, i've seen sentences in which "where" refers to single nouns, other sentences in which it refers to noun phrases (NOUN1 + preposition + NOUN2, or NOUN + modifier), and still others in which it refers to prepositional phrases.
in sentences like these, then, you should be a little bit cautious about eliminating based on "where", unless the most directly preceding place name is just wrong, or makes no sense at all in context. (for instance, see the problem about baltic sea sediments in the official guide verbal supplement -- i think it's #79 in that supplement. there's one choice in which "where" refers back to the sediments themselves, a location that just doesn't make any sense given the context of the problem.)
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/viewtopic.php?f=31&t=19190&view=previous
74. A recently published report indicates that the salaries of teachers continue to lag far behind other college-educated professionals, because they make an average of nearly $8,000 a year less at the start of their careers and almost $24,000 less a year by the time they reach the age of 50.

A. other college-educated professionals, because they make an average of nearly $8,000 a year less at the start of their careers and almost $24,000 less

B. other college-educated professionals, by an average of nearly $8,000 a year at the start of their careers, to almost $24,000

C. what other college-educated professionals are paid—making an average of nearly $8,000 a year less at the start of their careers and almost $24,000 less

D. those of other college-educated professionals—by an average of nearly $8,000 a year at the start of their careers to almost $24,000 less

E. those of other college-educated professionals—by an average of nearly $8,000 a year at the start of their careers, and by almost $24,000

75.  A recent poll indicates that many people in the United States hold a combination of conservative and liberal political views; i.e., they denounce big government, saying government is doing too much and has become too powerful, while at the same time supporting many specific government programs for health car, education, and environment.
A. they denounce big government, saying government is doing too much and has become too powerful, while at the same time supporting

B. they denounce big government—they say that government is doing too much and has become too powerful—but supporting at the same time

C. they denounce big government, they say that government is doing too much and it has become too powerful, while they support at the same time

D. while they denounce big government, saying that government is doing too much and has become too powerful, at the same time supporting

E. while they are denouncing big government—they say that government is doing too much and it has become too powerful—supporting at the same time

“While” Vs “But”

B is wrong because the main sentence reads "they denounce big government but supporting at the same time." "But" is a coordinating conjunction, used to connect two independent clauses, but the second half of this sentence "supporting at the same time..." is not an independent clause (that is, it cannot function as a stand-alone sentence). 

C is a run on: "they denounce, they say" Both of those - "they denounce big government" and " 
they say that government is doing too much" - are independent clauses and need to be connected either via a coordinating conjunction or a semi-colon. See, for example "they say that government is doing too much and it has become too powerful" - those are two independent clauses connected by the coordinating conjuction "and." 

A Vs D

 [they denounce… while at the same time…] Vs [while they denounce…, at the same time supporting]

D is wrong because the main sentence reads "they denounce big government at the same time supporting" - you need a contrast word such as "while" between government and at. Same reason for E.

Remove the modifiers in between to see the sentence structure
why 'while' has to be placed between 'government' and 'at' --> couldnt it be placed at the beginning to signal contrast?

no; the sentence is ungrammatical if you do that.
if 'while' is placed at the beginning, as it is in choice (d), then the sentence becomes a fragment. specifically, 'while they ... too powerful' is a subordinate clause, which means that the rest of the sentence must be an independent clause (i.e., a clause that could be its own standalone sentence) to make grammatical sense. unfortunately, it isn't; there is no main verb, only a present participle ('supporting').
“While at the same time”

'while at the same time' in an officially correct answer, so they don't consider it redundant. 

it has a clear rhetorical purpose: it adds a great deal of emphasis to the contrast between the seemingly contradictory views described in the sentence. if you take out the words 'at the same time', you lose the sense of stark contrast offered up if those words are there.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/a-recent-poll-indicates-that-many-people-in-the-united-state-t892.html
76. Scientists believe that unlike the males of most species of moth, the male whistling moths of Numbing, Australia, call female moths to them by the use of acoustical signals, but not olfactory ones, and they attract their mates during the day, rather than at night.
a) by the use of acoustical signals, but not olfactory ones, and they attract
b) by the use of acoustical signals instead of using olfactory ones, and attracting
c) by using acoustical signals, not using olfactory ones, and by attracting
d) using acoustical signals, rather than olfactory ones, and attract
e) using acoustical signals, but not olfactory ones, and attracting

77.  Like any star of similar mass would do, once the Sun has exhausted the hydrogen in its store, it expands into a red giant, eventually ejecting its outer envelope of gases to become a white dwarf.
A.  Like any star of similar mass would do, once the Sun has exhausted the hydrogen in its store, it expands into a red giant, eventually ejecting

B. Like any star of similar mass, once the hydrogen in the Sun’s core is exhausted, then it expands into a red giant and eventually ejects

C. As in the case of any star of similar mass, once the hydrogen in the Sun’s core is exhausted, it will expand into a red giant, and eventually ejecting

D. As any star of similar mass would, once the hydrogen in the Sun’s core is exhausted it will expand into a red giant and will eventually eject

E. As would be the case with any star of similar mass, once the Sun exhausts the hydrogen in its core, it will expand into a red giant and eventually eject

78. As it is with traditional pharmacies, online drugstores rely on prescriptions to be successful, since it is primarily prescriptions that attract the customers, who then also buy other health-related items.

A. As it is with traditional pharmacies, online drugstores rely on prescriptions to be successful

B. As with the case of traditional pharmacies, online drugstores rely on prescriptions to have success

C. As is the case with traditional pharmacies, prescriptions are the cornerstone of a successful online drugstore

D. As traditional pharmacies, so online drugstores rely on prescriptions to be successful

E. Like traditional pharmacies, the cornerstone of a successful online drugstore is prescriptions

Here “prescription” is the subject in text after underline.. so the subject in the underline should be “prescription”.
As is the case
it's one of those phrases that's allowed to stand in for just about any clause describing a situation. its 'magic powers', so to speak, lie in the fact that it doesn't have to have a precise referent. 

imagine that a newspaper contains the following sentence: 

as was the case in post-world-war-i germany, hyperinflation has been causing general unrest and panic throughout country x. 

notice that there are other ways you could write this thing; for instance, you could write something like 'as it did in ... germany' (where 'it' stands for hyperinflation in this case). however, the italicized version is preferable, because the emphasis of the sentence is on the fact that the situations are similar. (if the sentence appeared in a context of facts about hyperinflation and its effects, the latter version would be more acceptable.)
As X… So Y

X cannot be only noun

D is wrong
(a) "as it is with..." isn't parallel to anything. this is the main problem.
nothing "is with" online drugstores, so this choice is not sufficiently parallel.

B)

"with the case of" is an incorrect rendering of "as is the case...".
(it's possible for "with the case of" to be correct, but the preposition "with" would have to make sense, AND you'd have to be literally talking about "the case of" something.
for instance: the lawyer made history with the case of X, as with the case of Y
unlike this example, the problem in this thread doesn't satisfy either of these requirements) 

E)

if you have NOUN is/are NOUN, then the noun that comes BEFORE the verb is the subject.
so, you'd say the cornerstone IS prescriptions, but you'd say prescriptions ARE the cornerstone.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/as-it-is-with-traditional-pharamacies-on-line-drugstores-t2420.html
79. Based on records from ancient Athens, each year young Athenian women collaborated to weave a new woolen robe that they used to dress a statue of the goddess Athena and that this robe depicted scenes of a battle between Zeus, Athena’s father, and giants.

A. Based on records from ancient Athens, each year young Athenian women collaborated to weave a new woolen robe that they used to dress

B. Based on records from ancient Athens, each year young Athenian women had collaborated to weave a new woolen robe with which to dress
C. According to records from ancient Athens, each year young Athenian women collaborated to weave a new woolen robe that they used to dress

D. Records from ancient Athens indicate that each year young Athenian women collaborated to weave a new woolen robe with which they dressed 

E. Records from ancient Athens indicate each year young Athenian women had collaborated to weave a new woolen robe for dressing

80. Radiocarbon dating of fossils taken from caves on islands along southeastern Alaska’s coast suggest that at least a portion of the area was remaining ice-free during the last ice age.
A. suggest that at least a portion of the area was remaining
B. suggest at least a portion of the area remaining
C. suggests that at least a portion of the area remained
D. suggests at least a portion of the area that had remained
E. suggests at least a portion of the area to have remained
“Suggest” vs “Suggest that”

choices (d) and (e) change the meaning of the sentence. according to the original (which ALWAYS determines the meaning, unless it's total nonsense), the radiocarbon dating suggests THE FACT THAT part of the area remained ice-free. it did NOT suggest the location of that area.

if you say "suggests ... a portion of the area", then that would mean that the radiocarbon dating indicates the area itself. that's not what is meant.
in addition, this may be unidiomatic (i'm not quite sure). i know that "indicates" or "points to" would make sense here; i'm not sure whether you're allowed to use "suggests". in any case, though, the meaning is incorrect anyway, so there you go.

(d) also uses an incorrect verb tense. you can't use the past perfect ("had remained") unless there's some other, later past time marker (usually in the simple past tense) to which it refers. there's no second past thing here, so the past perfect is wrong.
81. The population of India has been steadily increasing for decades, and it will probably have what is estimated as 1.6 billion people by 2050 and surpass China as the world's most populous nation.

A. it will probably have what is estimated as

B. they are likely to have

C. the country will probably have

D. there will probably be

E. there will be an estimated

82. Appearing to be the only candidate whose views would be acceptable to its membership, the Youth Canorous finally endorsed Gorge for city council.

A) Appearing to be

B) Seeming to be

C) Because he appeared to be

D) Because he seemed

E) Being

process of elimination here for sure. 

a, b, and e are wrong right away, because they're misplaced modifiers: they don't have subjects, and so must modify the noun immediately following. in all 3 cases, that following noun is 'the y.c.', while the modifier is clearly meant to refer to 'gorge'. 

of the other two, choice d is wrong because of incorrect idiomatic usage (you can't eliminate 'to be' from 'seemed to be the only...'). 

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/appearing-to-be-the-only-candidate-whose-views-t2134.html
83. Ranked among great mathematical scientists such as Archimedes, Kepler, and Newton, Abu Ali al-Hasan ibn al-Haytham, who was born in Iraq in 965 C.E., had experimented extensively with light and vision, laying the foundation for modern optics and also the notion of science being based on experiment as well as on philosophical arguments.

A. al-Haytham, who was born in Iraq in 965 C.E., had experimented extensively with light and vision, laying the foundation for modern optics and also the notion of science being based on experiment as well as

B. al-Haytham, born in Iraq in 965 C.E., experimented extensively with light and vision, laying the foundation for modern optics and for the notion that science should be based on experiment as well as

C. al-Haytham, born in Iraq in 965 C.E., and who experimented extensively with light and vision, thereby laid the foundation for modern optics and also for the notion that science should be based on not only experiment but also

D. al-Haytham was born in Iraq in 965 C.E., and had experimented extensively with light and vision, laying the foundation for modern optics and for the notion that science should be based on not only experiment but also

E. al-Haytham was born in Iraq in 965 C.E., experimenting extensively with light and vision and laying the foundation for modern optics and for the notion of science being based on experiment as well as

,laying vs laid

Laid is not wrong here

A)

had experimented… is wrong

C) D)

“not only ... but also ...” is a parallel construction; therefore, the two signals (“not only” and “but also”) must be followed by similar constructions.
in choice (d), the second of these is followed by “on philosophical arguments”, so it's inappropriate for “not only” to be followed only by “experiment”; in that instance, it should be “on experiment”.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/ranked-among-great-mathematical-scientists-t8843.html
84. Until Berta and Emst Scharrer established the concept of neurosecretion in 1928, scientists believed that either cells secreted hormones, which made them endocrine cells and thus part of the endocrine system, or conducted electrical impulses, in which case they were nerve cells and thus part of the nervous system.
A. either cells secreted hormones, which made them

B. either cells secreted hormones, making them

C. either cells secreted hormones and were

D. cells either secreted hormones, in which case they were

E. cells either secreted hormones, which made them

85. The British sociologist and activist Barbara Wootton once noted as a humorous example of income maldistribution that the elephant that gave rides to children at the Whipsnade Zoo was earning annually exactly what she then earned as director of adult education for London.
A. that the elephant that gave rides to children at the Whipsnade Zoo was earning

B. that the elephant, giving rides to children at the Whipsnade Zoo, had been earning

C. that there was an elephant giving rides to children at the Whipsnade Zoo, and it earned

D. the elephant that gave rides to children at the Whipsnade Zoo and was earning
E. the elephant giving rides to children at the Whipsnade Zoo and that it earned

Stacey -
We need "that" to start the underline: Wootton noted (the fact) that something is true. Eliminate D and E. 

C is passive and separates the two clauses by an "and" when we are actually trying to draw a connection there. Eliminate. 

B has a tense problem (had been earning - this should be the simple past like the other verbs in the sentence). In addition, the "giving rides" modifier implies something going on while it's giving rides, but that's not the correct meaning. 

The correct meaning is exhibited by A: "the elephant that gave rides" - which elephant? The one that gave rides to kids. 
A is correct.

“was earning” VS “had been earning” (past perfect)

Avoid using past perfect unless justified (contain some sort of time cue that indicates the difference between the two time frames.)
Ron -

(B)
1) remember -- [/b]if there are two or more choices that are grammatically correct, then you should preserve the meaning of the original.[/b]
this applies to all parts of the original meaning that are reasonable. if any parts of the original meaning are absurd, then you can change those, butonly those.
so, since the original version of this problem places wootton's discovery at the same time as the earnings themselves, you are not at liberty to change that timing.

2) we have never seen a problem on which a complex tense, such as the past perfect, has been used without justification. i.e., we've seen plenty of sentences using the past perfect, but all of those sentences contain some sort of time cue that indicates the difference between the two time frames.
this problem contains no such cue.

--

also, there is another problem in choice (b), anyway: the modifier shouldn't be a nonessential modifier.
right now the modifier ("giving rides to children at the Whipsnade Zoo") is set off by commas, indicating that it can be removed from the sentence with no loss of meaning.
this doesn't make sense -- "the elephant", alone, would not be a valid reference, and we need to be told that it was specifically the elephant that gave rides to the children (and not some other elephant). for both of these reasons, the modifier must be an essential (not set off by commas) modifier.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-british-sociologist-and-activist-barbara-wootton-t1116.html
86. Bluegrass musician Bill Monroe, whose repertory, views on musical collaboration, and vocal style were influential on generations of bluegrass artists, was also an inspiration to many musicians, that included Elvis Presley and Jerry Garcia, whose music differed significantly from his own.
A. were influential on generations of bluegrass artists, was also an inspiration to many musicians, that included Elvis Presley and Jerry Garcia, whose music differed significantly from

B. influenced generations of bluegrass artists, also inspired many musicians, including Elvis Presley and Jerry Garcia, whose music differed significantly from

C. were influential to generations of bluegrass artists, was also an inspiration to many musicians, that included Elvis Presley and Jerry Garcia, whose music was different significantly in comparison to

D. were influential to generations of bluegrass artists, also inspired many musicians, who include Elvis Presley and Jerry Garcia, the music of whom differed significantly when compared to

E. were an influence on generations of bluegrass artists, was also an inspiration to many musicians, including Elvis Presley and Jerry Garcia, whose music differed significantly from that of 

87. While they remove carbon dioxide from the air, conserve soil and water, and house thousands of species, forests also supply potentially valuable pharmaceuticals, and, as sources of building material and firewood, that provide employment for millions worldwide.
A. pharmaceuticals, and, as sources of building material and firewood, that provide

B. pharmaceuticals, and sources of building material and firewood, are providers of

C. pharmaceuticals and, as sources of building material and firewood that are provide

D. pharmaceuticals and as sources of building material and firewood, for providing

E. pharmaceuticals and, as sources of building material and firewood, provide

88. Shrinking faster than any other nation’s, the projected decline of Japan’s population is 17 percent during the next half century.
A. Shrinking faster than any other nation’s, the projected decline of Japan’s population is

B. Shrinking faster than any other nation, Japan’s population has a projected decline of

C. The population of Japan is shrinking faster than that of any other nation and is projected to decline by

D. The Japanese population is shrinking faster than any other nation, and it has a projected decline at

E. Japan’s population is shrinking faster than that of any other nation, with a projected decline at

89. Unlike the other major planets, Pluto has a highly eccentric orbit, which is thus closer to the Sun than Neptune is for 20 years out of every 230-year cycle, even though it is commonly described as the remotest planet in the solar system.
A. Pluto has a highly eccentric orbit, which is thus closer to the Sun than Neptune is

B. Pluto has a highly eccentric orbit and is thus closer to the Sun than Neptune is

C. Pluto’s orbit is highly eccentric and is thus closer to the Sun than Neptune

D. the orbit of Pluto is highly eccentric and thus closer to the Sun than Neptune

E. the orbit of Pluto is highly eccentric, thus closer to the Sun than Neptune is
90. The parachutelike membranes of Africa’s scaly-tailed flying squirrels differ from those of the flying squirrels in the family Sciuridae because they are attached to a cartilage rod at the elbow instead of the wrist.
A. because they are attached to a cartilage rod at the elbow instead of

B. because of being attached to a cartilage rod at the elbow rather than at

C. in their attachment to a cartilage rod at the elbow instead of being attached at

D. in that they are attached to a cartilage rod at the elbow rather than at

E. in their being attached to a cartilage rod at the elbow instead of

91. The gyrfalcon, an Arctic bird of prey, has survived a close brush with extinction; its numbers are now five times greater than when the use of DDT was sharply restricted in the early 1970’s
A. extinction; its numbers are now five times greater than

B. extinction; its numbers are now five times more than

C. extinction, their numbers now fivefold what they were

D. extinction, now with fivefold the numbers they had

E. extinction, now with numbers five times greater than 

92. The survival of coral colonies, which are composed of innumerable tiny polyps living in a symbiotic relationship with brilliantly colored algae, are being threatened, experts say, not only by pollutants like agricultural runoff, oil sticks, and trash, but also by dropped anchors, probing drivers, and global warming.
A. are being threatened, experts say, not only by pollutants like

B. are being threatened, experts say, by not only pollutants such as
C. is not only being threatened, experts say, by pollutants such as

D. is not only being threatened, experts say, by pollutants like

E. is being threatened, experts say, not only by pollutants such as

93. Those skeptical of the extent of global warming argue that short-term temperature data are an inadequate means of predicting long-term trends and point out that the scientific community remains divided on whether significant warming will occur and what impact will it have if it does.
A. on whether significant warming will occur and what impact will it have if it does.

B. on whether warming that occurs will be significant and the impact it would have 
C. as to whether significant warming will occur or the impact it would have if it did

D. over whether there will be significant warming or the impact it will have

E. over whether significant warming will occur and what impact it would have

(A)
- the tenses are not parallel: 'will occur' is not parallel to 'it will have'.

- 'whether...' and 'what impact...' are parallel.

choice b:
changes meaning
- the original sentence clearly indicates that scientists don't know whether warming will occur in the first place. this wording, though, assumes that warming will occur; according to this sentence, the only thing in doubt is theextent of such warming.
- 'whether...' is not parallel to 'impact'.

choice c:
- 'as to' is dicey.
- 'or' should be 'and' (because they're wondering about both questions).
- past tense 'did' is inappropriate.

choice d:
- 'or' should be 'and'.
- 'whether...' isn't parallel to 'the impact'.

choice e:
the two parallel elements in the correct answer choice are
whether significant warming will occur 
and 
what impact it would have

process of elimination: 
first, i hope it's clear that we want AND, not OR. according to the context of the problem, the scientific community is divided on both of these issues (you don't get a choice between them), so 'and' makes more sense than 'or'. 

that leaves choices b and e. 

use PARALLELISM to resolve that dilemma: 
choice b uses whether... and the impact in parallel. 
choice e uses whether... and what impact... in parallel. 
thus, choice e has better parallelism. 
(incidentally, the same parallelism issue can also be used to get rid of answers c and d, the ones containing 'or') 

Tense can shift from ‘will’ to ‘would’ if it's a case of the subjunctive mood
we can justify 'would' here by saying that it's a case of the subjunctive mood, which isn't often used in contexts like this one. they're using 'would' instead of 'will' because the occurrence whose consequences are being considered is hypothetical.
'divided over' vs 'divided on'
Both are acceptable
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/those-skeptical-of-the-extent-of-global-warming-argue-that-s-t1938.html
94.  Once made exclusively from the wool of sheep that roam the Isle of Lewis and Harris off the coast of Scotland, Harris tweed is now made only with wools that are importer, sometimes from the mainland and sometimes they come—as a result of a 1996 amendment to the Harris Tweed Act—from outside Scotland.
A. sometimes from the mainland and sometimes they come

B. sometimes from the mainland and sometimes 
C. that come sometimes from the mainland or sometimes

D. from the mainland sometimes, or sometimes it comes

E. from the mainland sometimes, or sometimes coming

95. While Hands Holbein the Younger is most often identified with his English portraits, scholars have long been recognizing him as a superb draftsman and a remarkably versatile artist and who was fundamental in synthesizing the novelties of the Italian Renaissance with the tradition of Northern Europe.

A. been recognizing him as a superb draftsman and a remarkably versatile artist and who
B. been recognizing him for being a superb draftsman and a remarkably versatile artist and he

C. recognized him as a superb draftsman and a remarkably versatile artist who

D. recognized him as a superb draftsman and a remarkably versatile artist and he

E. recognized him for being a superb draftsman and a remarkably versatile artist and who

96. From studies of the bony house of the brain, which is the cranium, located in the back of the skull, come what scientists know about dinosaur brains.
A. From studies of the bony house of the brain, which is the cranium, located in the back of the skull, come what scientists know about dinosaur brains.

B. The knowledge of dinosaur brains that scientists have come from studies of the bony house of the brain, located in the back of the skull, that is, the cranium
C. The knowledge that scientists know about dinosaur brains comes from studies of the bony house of the brain, which is located in the back of the skull and is called the cranium

D. What scientists know about dinosaur brains comes from studies of the cranium, the bony house of the brain located in the back of the skull

E. Located in the back of the skull is the cranium, the bony house of the brain, and it is from studies of this that scientists know what they know about dinosaur brains

97. During the last interglacial period, the climate on the Earth was warmer than it is today, and the consequent melting of the polar ice caps caused the sea level to raise about 60 feet over and above what its height presently is now. 
A. sea level to raise about 60 feet over and above what its height presently is now
B. sea level to be raised over its height presently about 60 feet
C. sea level to rise about 60 feet above its present height
D. level of the seas to rise over and above its present height about 60 feet
E. level of the seas to be raised over their height, now about 60 feet

98. In hoping to restrain economic growth, interest rates were raised by British policymakers, making it more expensive to borrow for businesses and consumers. 
A. In hoping to restrain economic growth, interest rates were raised by British policymakers, making it more expensive to borrow for businesses and consumers.
B.  Making it more expensive for businesses and consumers to borrow, interest rates were raised by British policymakers, in hopes of their restraining economic growth.
C. In making borrowing for businesses and consumers more expensive, British policymakers, in hopes they will restrain economic growth, had raised interest rates.
D. Hopefully restraining economic growth, British policymakers raised interest rates, making more expensive borrowing by businesses and consumers.
E.  Hoping to restrain economic growth, British policymakers raised interest rates, making it more expensive for businesses and consumers to borrow.
99. Scientists have found new evidence of people initially registering emotions like sadness or anger in much the same way as heartburn—by monitoring what’s going on within their bodies. 

A. of people initially registering emotions like sadness or anger in much the same way as
B. of people initially registering emotions such as sadness or anger much the same way as experiencing
C. that people initially register emotions such as sadness or anger in much the same way as they experiencing
D. that a person initially registers emotions such as sadness or anger much the same way as experiencing 

E. that a person initially registers emotions like sadness or anger much the same way as
100. In an effort to increase profits, the company moved itself from emphasizing its chemicals business to expand into high-growth pharmaceuticals and futuristic biotechnologies. 
A. itself from emphasizing its chemicals business to expand
B. itself from emphasizing its chemicals business then to expanding

C. from an emphasis on its chemicals business and to expanding

D. from an emphasis on its chemicals business and to expand
E. from emphasizing its chemicals business to expanding
101. Defying efforts by policymakers on both sides of the Atlantic at restraining it, the United States dollar, continuing its rise, reaching its highest level in six years against the German mark. 
A. at restraining it, the United States dollar, continuing its rise, reaching
B. at restraining it, the rise of the United States dollar continued to reach
C. at restraining it, the United States dollar continued rising, and it reached
D. to restrain it, the United States dollar continued its rise, reaching 

E. to restrain it, the United States dollar is continuing its rise, and to reach
C vs D

“at restraining” vs “to restrain”

Should be “to restrain” to show intent?

“continued” vs “continuing”

Defying here is a present participle, not a gerund (which is what it would be if the phrase were a noun phrase). 

simpler analogy: 
leaping high in the air, the dog caught the frisbee. 
in this sentence it should be clear that 'leaping' is a participle describing what the dog is doing (not a gerund).
E

To reach… here is wrong… dollar did not have an intent 

102. Compared to those who do not, running three days a week saves an average of 14.1 percent on health-care costs each year in the United States. 
A. Compared to those who do not, running three days a week saves
B. Compared with nonrunners, people who run three days a week save 

C. Compared to not running, those running for three days a week save
D. When compared with those who do not, people running three days a week save
E. When compared to nonrunners, running three days a week saves
103. Vivien Thomas, who had no formal medical training, in struggling against overwhelming odds, he became a cardiac surgeon and eventually to receive an honorary doctorate from Johns Hopkins University. 
A. who had no formal medical training, in struggling against overwhelming odds, he became
B. having had no formal medical training, in struggling against overwhelming odds to become 

C. who, having no formal medical training, he struggled against overwhelming odds in becoming
D. who, having had no formal medical training and struggled against overwhelming odds, became
E. who had no formal medical training, struggled against overwhelming odds to become
104. In the United States, while the number of foreign-born residents and their children is higher than ever, the percentage of the population they represent is not, in 1910 this group made up 35 percent of the population when compared to 20 percent in 2000. 
A. population when compared to 20 percent in 2000
B. population as compared to 2000, when it was 20 percent
C. population, comparing it with 20 percent in 2000
D. population, unlike 2000, with 20 percent
E. population, compared with 20 percent in 2000
“compared to” VS “compared with”

i really, really doubt that the gmat will EVER require the distinction between "compare to" and "compare with" to eliminate a wrong answer. 

do not use "compare to" vs. "compare with" to eliminate answer choices. instead, find some other criterion on which to make the decision.
A 

the "when" here kills this answer choice.

remember that you have to read very literally.
if you read the "when" literally, then you'd be saying that the 1910 immigrant group made up 35% of the population WHEN THEY WERE COMPARED to 20 percent (of something we haven't even specified) in 2000. of course, this makes no literal sense whatsoever.

B

nothing to which the pronoun "it" can refer.

C

this is a COMMA + -ING modifier.
these modifiers modify the ENTIRE PRECEDING CLAUSE, and the verbal (in this case "comparing") is attributed to the subject of the preceding clause.
therefore, according to this answer choice, "this group" actually compared "it" (we're not sure what "it" is) with 20 percent - and did so in 2000 (even though they were in 1910).

D

"unlike 2000" suggests that there is a direct comparison between "this group" (the subject of the preceding sentence) and the year 2000. that's a nonparallel comparison.
also, the preposition "with" isn't parallel to anything.

E

valid comparison between two percentages.

note the parallel constructions "in 1910" and "in 2000", and also note the lack of the fatal alterations of meaning that exist in (a) and (c).
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/number-of-foreign-born-residents-and-their-children-t7254.html
105. As with those of humans, the DNA of grape plants contains sites where certain unique sequences of nucleotides are repeated over and over. 
A. As with those of humans, the DNA of grape plants contains sites where
B. As human DNA, the DNA of grape plants contain sites in which 

C. As it is with human DNA, the DNA of grape plants, containing sites in which
D. Like human, the DNA of grape plants contain sites where
E. Like human DNA, the DNA of grape plants contains sites in which
E

the correct answer is e.
- proper subject-verb agreement ('dna of grape plants' is singular, and so 'contains' is the correct form)
- good parallelism: like human DNA (a noun), the DNA of grape plants (a noun) contains...
- correct use of 'like' instead of 'as': 'like' is used with nouns or noun phrases (as it is used here), while 'as' is used with CLAUSES (things that contain verbs, as in 'as it is used here').

A

- 'those of' doesn't refer to anything (it would need to refer to something plural, and there's nothing plural for it to refer to) 
- 'with' serves no grammatical purpose, and destroys parallelism because 'with' dosen't appear in the second part 
- 'as' should be 'like'
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/as-with-those-of-humans-the-dna-of-grape-plants-contains-si-t1944.html
106. A new study finds that the more hostility people show in their behavior and attitudes, then calcium deposits are more likely to be in the arteries of their hearts. 
A. then calcium deposits are more likely to be
B. then the more likely calcium deposits are

C. the more there are likely to be calcium deposits
D. the more likely they are to have calcium deposits
E. the more likely there are to be calcium deposits
107. The United States will be affected by whether Taiwan develops a closer relationship with mainland China or preserves the status quo, since the island nation is the United States’ seventh-largest trading partner. 
A. The United States will be affected by whether Taiwan develops a closer relationship with mainland China or preserves the status quo
B. Whether or not Taiwan develops a closer relationship with mainland China or preserves the status quo affecting the United States 

C. Whether or not Taiwan develops a closer relationship with mainland China or the status quo is preserved, it will affect the United States
D. It affects the United States whether Taiwan will develop a closer relationship with mainland China or preserves the status quo
E. It affects the United States whether or not Taiwan will develop a closer relationship with mainland China or preserve the status quo
first thing to note is that the underlined part must be a complete sentence in its own right, because the non-underlined part is a subordinate clause. 

A

- complete sentence: check
- 'whether' (instead of the redundant form 'whether or not'): check
- proper parallelism: check

B

- sentence fragment (there's no main subject, and/or no main verb: the whole thing is one big whether X or Y construction, which can't stand alone as a sentence) 
- 'whether or not' is wordy (yes, that's enough to kill this answer choice all by itself) 
- change in meaning: the way this is written, it's the status quo that is affecting the U.S., whereas the sentence is supposed to say that the decision (whether Taiwan will do blah blah blah) is what will affect the U.S.

D

1 the pronoun 'it' doesn't have an antecedent. there are certain idiomatic constructions in which a standalone 'it' is allowed (such as 'make it difficult to...'), but this isn't one of them.
2 bad parallelism: 'will develop' is in the future tense, but 'preserves' is in the present tense. as they are alternatives in a decision, these must be presented in the same tense. 
108. One of the earliest known birds with a beak and contour feathers, Confuciusornis sanctus, with large clawlike “thumbs” on its wings, which probably helped them to climb up to a launching position for flight. 

A. with large clawlike “thumbs” on its wings, which probably helped them to
B. with large clawlike “thumbs” on their wings, which probably helped it to 

C. had large clawlike “thumbs” on its wings, which probably helped them
D. had large clawlike “thumbs” on its wings, probably to help it
E. had large clawlike “thumbs” on their wings, probably to help it
109. The computer company reported strong second-quarter earnings that surpassed Wall Street’s estimates and announced the first in a series of price cuts intended to increase sales further. 

A. The computer company reported strong second-quarter earnings that surpassed Wall Street’s estimates and announced the first in a series of price cuts intended to increase sales further.
B. The report of the computer company showed strong second-quarter earnings, surpassing Wall Street’s estimates, and they announced the first in a series of price cuts that they intend to increase sales further. 

C. Surpassing Wall Street’s estimates, the report of the computer company showed strong second-quarter earnings, and, for the purpose of increasing sales further, they announced the first in a series of price cuts.
D. The computer company reported strong second-quarter earnings, while announcing the first in a series of price cuts for the purpose of increasing sales further that surpass Wall Street’s estimates.
E. The computer company, surpassing Wall Street’s estimates, reported strong second-quarter earnings, while announcing that to increase sales further, there would be the first in a series of price cuts.
110. Even though her career was cut short when she was in her prime and the fifteen recordings she made were disappointing artistically as well as technically, Olive Fremstad (1871-1951) has never been entirely forgotten by opera aficionados. 

A. though her career was cut short when she was in her prime and the fifteen recordings she made were
B. though her career was cut short while in her prime, with the fifteen recordings she made 
C. as her career had been cut short when she was in her prime, with the fifteen recordings she had made
D. with her career having been cut short when she was in her prime, and the fifteen recordings she made were
E. with her career cut short while in her prime, and that the fifteen recordings she made were
111. The two oil companies agreed to merge their refining and marketing operations in the Midwest and the West, forming a new company for controlling nearly fifteen of the nation’s gasoline sales. 

A. forming a new company for controlling
B. forming a new company that would control
C. which would form a new company that controlled
D. which formed a new company for controlling
E. which formed a new company that would control
112. The ecosystems of barrier islands are extremely vulnerable-whether from natural processes like shoreline recession, rising sea levels, and destructive hurricanes, or the ever-increasing pressures of development. 

A. whether from natural processes like shoreline recession, rising sea levels, and destructive hurricanes, or
B. whether from natural processes such as shoreline recession, rising sea levels, and destructive hurricanes, or also 

C. to processes that are natural like shoreline recession, rising sea levels, and destructive hurricanes, and also
D. to processes that are natural ones like shoreline recession, rising sea levels, and destructive hurricanes, as well as to
E. to natural processes such as shoreline recession, rising sea levels, and destructive hurricanes, as well as to
113. The 151 member governments of the World Bank are expected to increase the bank’s funding by $175 billion, though some United States legislators cite an obstacle to congressional passage being the concern that the bank’s loans will help foreign producers compete with American businesses. 

A. an obstacle to congressional passage being the concern
B. a concern as an obstacle to congressional passage

C. as an obstacle to congressional passage the concern

D. the concern, an obstacle to congressional passage

E. as an obstacle for Congress to pass it the concern
A

"being" in (a) is not only unnecessary, but also not used idiomatically.
in general, "being" can be used in some instances where you're talking about X (specific) being a Y (general).
for instance, jake did not enjoy being a graduate student.
notice that the GENERAL category - graduate student - follows "being". the SPECIFIC (jake) doesn't.
you can't do this in reverse.
this choice tries to use the specific (the particular concern) after "being", rather than the general category (an obstacle to congressional passage). regardless of whether the usage of "being" is appropriate otherwise (which, here, it isn't anyway), you can't do that.

B

B says "cite a concern as an obstacle." This is backwards. They are not citing a concern. They are citing the obstacle. That obstacle IS a concern. The concern is not an obstacle.

C vs D

grammatically D parses out fine in that it modifies "the concern" with the appositive "an obstacle to congressional passage." But there's a change in meaning by setting "an obstacle to congressional passage" off in commas. It makes it a nonessential modifier, but this fact is necessary to the meaning of the sentence. 

Another approach: consider the idiom "cite X as Y." In this case we (essentially) have "legislators cite the concern as an obstacle." What makes C tricky is that the structure is written "cite as Y X": "legislators cite as an obstacle the concern." It's a weird inversion, but it works. If you go with D, the core of that clause becomes "legislators cite the concern" and we lose the important "as an obstacle" piece.

E

yes, the problem with (e) is "it". it's not ambiguous, though; it actually doesn't refer to anything at all. there's no noun in there, anywhere, to which "it" can refer.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-151-member-governments-of-the-world-bank-t2980.html
114. A Food and Drug Administration rule implemented in December 2000 mandates that any new drug that they intend to be used both by adults and children must undergo pediatric study and that its manufactures list children’s doses on the label. 

A. drug that they intend to be used both by adults and children must
B. drug whose intended use is for adults and children as well
C. drug intended for use by both adults and children
D. drug, if they intend that it be used by adults and also children, must
E. drug, if intended for use both by adults and children, must
115. Meteor showers and individual streaks of light that flash across the sky every night are generated when tiny flecks of celestial detritus, often no larger than grains of sand or of pebbles, burn up speeding through the atmosphere. 

A. grains of sand or of pebbles, burn up speeding
B. grains of sand or pebbles, burn up while speeding
C. grains of sand or pebbles, which burn up while speeding
D. a grain of sand or pebble, which burns up as it speeds
E. a grain of sand or a pebble, burns up when it speeds
116. Galileo did not invent the telescope, but on hearing, in 1609, that such an optical instrument had been made, he quickly built his own device from an organ pipe and spectacle lenses. 

A. Galileo did not invent the telescope, but on hearing, in 1609, that such an optical instrument had been made, he
B. Galileo had not invented the telescope, but when he heard, in 1609, of such an optical instrument having been made, 

C. Galileo, even though he had not invented the telescope, on hearing, in 1609, that such an optical instrument had been made, he
D. Even though Galileo did not invent the telescope, on hearing, in 1609, that such an optical instrument had been made,
E. Even though Galileo did not invent the telescope, but when he heard, in 1609, of such an optical instrument being made, he
B and D - Incorrect because they do not include the "he" in the end. Without this subject, the rest of the sentence doesn't make much sense. 

C - Incorrect because the primary clause is just a fragment: 
* Remove the parenthetical phrases "even though...telescope", and "in 1609" and you will see that C is missing a verb as it reads: "Gallileo on hearing that such an optical instrument had been made, he quickly built his own" 

E - Incorrect because of the double negative "Even though...but when he heard". Double negatives are a no-no on the test. 

“Even though” vs “but”

C, D, and E - Incorrect because "even though" is not appropriate in this case as it isn't consistent with the intended meaning of the sentence. "Even though" should be used to show mitigating circumstances, or to introduce a paradox as in the examples below: 

(1) Even though John is sick, he showed up to work today 
(2) I couldn't afford to keep my car, even though I received a pay raise last week. 

In both cases (and in all correct "even though" cases) the two clauses are contradictory (offer a paradox) and "even though" is used to express that relationship. In our sentence, we have on one hand "Galileo did not invent the telescope" and on the other hand "on hearing/when he heard that it had been made, he built his own". These two facts do not have a paradoxical relationship. "even though" is not appropriate; "but" is sufficient ("but" could express either a simple contrast ie 'I asked for food but he turned me down' or a paradox 'I broke my arm but kept playing') 

Take-Aways: 
Temporarily ignore subordinate clauses and prepositional phrases to make sense of a long sentence 
http://www.beatthegmat.com/gmat-prep-galelio-t34256.html
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/galileo-did-not-invent-the-telescope-but-on-hearing-t2135.html
117. Performing a risky maneuver that required precision flying, not only did space shuttle astronauts retrieve an orbiting satellite, it was done simultaneously while avoiding being rear-ended by a passing ultraviolet telescope.

A. not only did space shuttle astronauts retrieve an orbiting satellite, it was done simultaneously while avoiding
B. not only was an orbiting satellite retrieved by space shuttle astronauts, but they also simultaneously avoided
C. an orbiting satellite was retrieved by space shuttle astronauts who also avoided simultaneously
D. space shuttle astronauts retrieved an orbiting satellite, simultaneously while avoiding 

E. space shuttle astronauts retrieved an orbiting satellite and simultaneously avoided 

118. Genetic engineering sometimes entails plant or animal genes’ getting spliced into other species’ DNA, either to improve crop yields or for warding off insects or disease.
A. plant or animal genes’ getting spliced into other species’ DNA, either to improve crop yields or for warding off

B. plant or animal genes that get spliced into the DNA of other species, either for improving crop yields or the warding off of
C. the splicing of plant or animal genes into other species’ DNA, to either improve crop yields or to ward off

D. splicing plant or animal genes into the DNA of other species, either to improve crop yields or to ward off

E. splicing of plant or animal genes into the DNA of other species, for either the improvement of crop yields or to ward off 

119. Despite there being no fundamental difference in shipbuilding traditions in Viking-Age Scandinavia from the ones in other parts of Northern Europe, archaeological evidence shows that Viking ships were lighter, slimmer, faster, and thus probably more seaworthy than the heavier vessels used by the English at that time.

A. Despite there being no fundamental difference in shipbuilding traditions in Viking-Age Scandinavia from the ones 

B. Despite no fundamental difference between the shipbuilding traditions in Viking-Age Scandinavia from those

C. With shipbuilding traditions in Viking-Age Scandinavia not fundamentally different from those 

D. With the shipbuilding traditions in Viking-Age Scandinavia having no fundamental difference from the ones 

E. Although shipbuilding traditions in Viking-Age Scandinavia were not fundamentally different from those

120. It seems likely that a number of astronomical phenomena, such as the formation of planetary nebulas, may be caused by the interaction where two stars orbit each other at close range.

A. may be caused by the interaction where two stars orbit each other 

B. may be caused by the interaction between two stars that each orbit the other 

C. are because of the interaction between two stars that orbit each other 

D. are caused by the interaction of two stars where each is orbiting the other 

E. are caused by the interaction of two stars orbiting each other

121. Gasoline marketing is undergoing major changes as stations often not only add convenience stores but also combine with major fast-food chains to build complexes where customers can shop and eat as well as buy gasoline.
A. not only add convenience stores but also combine with major fast-food chains to build 

B. not only add convenience stores but also they combine with major fast-food chains to build 

C. are not only adding convenience stores but also in combination with major fast-food chains they build 

D. add not only convenience stores, but also combining with major fast-food chains to build 

E. are not only adding convenience stores, but also in combining with major fast-food chains they build
122. Scientists say that each of the photographs taken of the Ares Villas plain by the Mars Pathfinder indicate the overwhelming extent to flooding on the planet billions of years ago and the degree that rocks were scattered by its force.

A. indicate the overwhelming extent to flooding on the planet billions of years ago and the degree that 

B. indicate that the extent of the floods on the planet billions of years ago was overwhelming and the degree to which 

C. indicate the overwhelming extent of the floods on the planet billions of years ago and the degree to which 

D. indicates the overwhelming extent of the flooding on the planet billions of years ago and the degree to which 

E. indicates the overwhelming extent to flooding on the planet billions of years ago and the degree that

the SUBJECT is "EACH of the photographs". that subject is singular, so you need a singular verb, "indicates". 

(a)
* "each" is singular, so "indicate" is wrong.
* "extent TO" is unidiomatic; it should be "extent OF".
* "degree THAT" doesn't work. since things happen TO a degree, you have to preserve this preposition; therefore, you have to say "degree TO WHICH".

(b)
* "each" is singular, so "indicate" is wrong.
* not parallel.
the second part, "the degree to which...", is a NOUN PHRASE centered on the noun "degree". to make this parallel, the first part should be another noun phrase, centered on the noun "extent". since this better parallelism is present in other choices, this choice is wrong. NEVER, EVER, choose an answer choice with parallelism that is inferior to the parallelism in other choices.

(c)
* "each" is singular, so "indicate" is wrong.

(d) = correct
note the proper parallelism.
note the proper SV agreement.
“extent of the flooding” is fine [vs “extent of the floods”]
(e)
* "extent TO" is unidiomatic; it should be "extent OF".
* "degree THAT" doesn't work. since things happen TO a degree, you have to preserve this preposition; therefore, you have to say "degree TO WHICH"
123. As a result of a supernova explosion, every human being on Earth was bombarded on February 23, 1987, by about 100 billion neutrinos; fortunately, neutrinos are harmless elementary particles that are produced in nuclear reactions and that interact very weakly with matter.

A. neutrinos are harmless elementary particles that are produced in nuclear reactions and that 

B. neutrinos, which are harmless, are elementary particles produced in nuclear reactions and which 

C. neutrinos are harmless elementary particles produced in nuclear reactions and which 

D. these harmless elementary particles are produced in nuclear reactions, and neutrinos 

E. these elementary particles, harmless products of nuclear reactions, are neutrinos that

124. The federal rules aimed at protecting human subjects of medical experiments were established to ensure that patients must be warned of potential risks and an independent panel would evaluate the experiment before it was conducted.

A. must be warned of potential risks and an independent panel would 

B. must be warned of potential risks and that an independent panel 

C. are warned about potential risks and that an independent panel 

D. will be warned about potential risks and an independent panel would 

E. would be warned of potential risks and that an independent panel would  
'Would' should be used when a sentence talks about the future in past tense. In this sentence 'was' at the end of the sentence suggests that the sentence is speaking in past tense rather than the present. Hence, C should be incorrect and E should be the correct answer.
"established to ensure that X and Y" - so those two things should be parallel. Eliminate A, B, D. 

"____ evaluate the experiment before it was conducted." this necessitates "would." Eliminate C. 

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-federal-rules-aimed-at-protecting-human-subjects-of-t1127.html
125. Research has shown that when speaking, individuals who have been blind from birth and have thus never seen anyone gesture nonetheless make hand motions just as frequently and in the same way as sighted people do, and that they will gesture even when conversing with another blind person.

A. have thus never seen anyone gesture nonetheless make hand motions just as frequently and in the same way as sighted people do, and that

B. have thus never seen anyone gesture but nonetheless make hand motions just as frequently and in the same way that sighted people do, and

C. have thus never seen anyone gesture, that they nonetheless make hand motions just as frequently and in the same way as sighted people do, and

D. thus they have never seen anyone gesture, but nonetheless they make hand motions just as frequently and in the same way that sighted people do, and that

E. thus they have never seen anyone gesture nonetheless make hand motions just as frequently and in the same way that sighted people do, and

126. In the major cities of industrialized countries at the end of the nineteenth century, important public places such as theaters, restaurants, shops, and banks had installed electric lighting, but electricity was in less than one percent of homes, where lighting was still provided mainly by candles or gas.

A. electricity was in less than one percent of homes, where lighting was still 

B. electricity was in less than one percent of homes and lighting still 

C. there were less than one percent of homes with electricity, where lighting was still being

D. there was less than one percent of homes that had electricity, having lighting that was still 

E. less than one percent of homes had electricity, where lighting had still been

E

* The tense ('had still been') is wrong considering the context. 'Had still been' implies that lighting in homes was no longer provided by candles and gas at the time referenced in the sentence (past perfect means that event is over with and done, although it may still be in some way relevant to the CURRENT situation). But the sentence is supposed to say that home electricity was still being provided by these items. 
electricity, where
* Misplaced modifier: The way this sentence is written, it implies thatelectricity is 'where lighting had still been provided ... blah blah blah'. But this description is clearly supposed to refer to homes. 

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/in-the-major-cities-of-industrialized-countries-at-the-end-t1153.html?sid=462d57bc59f9a970ece33147caff55a2
127. According to two teams of paleontologists, recent fossil discoveries in Pakistan show that whales, porpoises, and dolphins are more closely related to some of the oldest known even-toed ungulates--a group of hoofed mammals that today includes cows, camels, pigs, and hippos—than to any other mammals.

A. that whales, porpoises, and dolphins are more closely related to some of the oldest known even-toed ungulates—a group of hoofed mammals that today includes cows, camels, pigs, and hippos—than 
B. that whales, porpoises, and dolphins are more closely related to some of the oldest known even-toed ungulates—a group of hoofed mammals that today include cows, camels, pigs, and hippos—as 
C. whales, porpoises, and dolphins to be more closely related to some of the oldest known even-toed ungulates—a group of hoofed mammals that today include cows, camels, pigs, and hippos—than they are

D. whales, porpoises, and dolphins as being more closely related to some of the oldest known even-toed ungulates—a group of hoofed mammals that today includes cows, camels, pigs, and hippos—as they are

E. whales, porpoises, and dolphins as more closely related to some of the oldest known even-toed ungulates—a group of hoofed mammals that today include cows, camels, pigs, and hippos—than 
128. When the temperature of a gas is increased, it is either accompanied by an increase in pressure if the gas is enclosed in a container, or an increase in volume if the gas is able to expand.

A. When the temperature of a gas is increased, it is either accompanied by an increase in pressure if the gas is enclosed in a container, or

B. When the temperature of a gas is increased, it is accompanied either by an increase in pressure if it is enclosed in a container or

C. When the temperature of a gas is increased, the increase is either accompanied by an increase in pressure if the gas is enclosed in a container or by

D. Any increase in the temperature of a gas is either accompanied by an increase in pressure if it is enclosed in a container, or by

E. Any increase in the temperature of a gas is accompanied either by an increase in pressure if the gas is enclosed in a container or by

[Brutal SC]
129. Some patients who do not respond to therapies for depression may simply have received inadequate treatment, having, for example, been prescribed a drug at a dosage too low to be effective or having been taken off a drug too soon.

A. having, for example, been prescribed a drug at a dosage too low to be effective or having been 

B. having, for example, a drug prescription that was ineffective because the dosage was too low, or being

C. as, for example, having too low of a dosage of a prescribed drug for it to be effective, or being 

D. when they have, for example, been prescribed too low a drug dosage to be effective, or were 

E. for example, when they have a drug prescription with a dosage too low to be effective, or been

A

B, C, D
Having… being ………. not parallel

E

Have… been………. not parallel ……

Have been…. Been…….. would have been parallel here
130. The budget for education reflects the administration's demand that the money is controlled by local school districts, but it can only be spent on teachers, not on books, computers, or other materials or activities.

A. the money is controlled by local school districts, but it can only be spent 

B. the money be controlled by local school districts, but it allows them to spend the money only 

C. the money is to be controlled by local school districts, but allowing it only to be spent 

D. local school districts are in control of the money, but it allows them to spend the money only 

E. local school districts are to be in control of the money, but it can only spend it

131. Exceeding even the figures predicted by the most optimistic financial analysts, the automobile company had earnings in the first quarter that more than doubled the previous quarter.

A. company had earnings in the first quarter that more than doubled 

B. company earned more than double in the first quarter what they were in 

C. company had first quarter earnings that more than doubled those in 

D. company's earnings in the first quarter were more than double 
E. company's earnings in the first quarter were more than double those of

Between D and E, the only difference is "those of" at the end of E (absent from D). So you ask yourself "what is being compared here?" The earnings in one quarter to the earnings in another quarter. The earnings to the earnings. So I have to mention both sets of earnings, even if I use some sort of pronoun or other referent the second time (which is what the test usually does). 

D says the "earnings were more than double the quarter" - that's not the right comparison. 
E says the "earnings were more than double the (other) earnings" - that's the right comparison

C

company had first quarter earnings that more than doubled those in

here those will refer to "first quarter earnings" n then sentence would be:

company had first quarter earnings that more than doubled "first quarter earning" in the previous quarter.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/gmat-test-question-sc-comparisons-t2116.html
132. Constructed at least as early as the Sui dynasty (A.D, 581-618). the Altar of Heaven is the oldest known altar used in Chinese state religious practice, more than 1.000 years older than a similar one in Beijing, it is the only altar found so far that predates the Qing dynasty (A.D. 1644-1912).

A. Constructed at least as early as the Sui dynasty (A.D. 581-618), the Altar of Heaven is the oldest known altar used in Chinese state religious practice, more than 1,000 years older than a similar one in Beijing, it is

B. Constructed at least as early as the Sui dynasty (A.D. 581-618), the Altar of Heaven, the oldest known altar used in Chinese state religious practice, is more than 1,000 years older than a similar one in Beijing and is

C. The Altar of Heaven, having been constructed at least as early as the Sui dynasty (A.D. 581-618) and the oldest known altar used in Chinese state religious practice, is more than 1,000 years older than a similar one in Beijing and

D. The Altar of Heaven, which was constructed at least as early as the Sui dynasty (A.D. 581-618) and is the oldest known altar used in Chinese state religious practice, more than 1,000 years older than a similar one in Beijing and is

E. The oldest known altar used in Chinese state religious practice, more than 1,000 years older than a similar one in Beijing, the Altar of Heaven, which was constructed at least as early as the Sui dynasty (A.D. 581-618) and is

133. Whereas heat transferred between the ocean and the atmosphere occurs more rapidly when the ocean is warmer than the air, it is slow when the ocean is colder. 
A. Whereas heat transferred between the ocean and the atmosphere occurs more rapidly when the ocean is warmer than the air, it is slow when the ocean is colder.

B. Unlike the slow process of heat transfer between the ocean and the atmosphere when the ocean is colder than the air, heat transfers more rapidly when the ocean is warmer.

C. The transfer of heat between the ocean and the atmosphere is slow when the ocean is colder than the air and more rapid when the ocean is warmer. 

D. Transferring heat between the ocean and the atmosphere occurs slowly when the ocean is colder than the air and more rapidly when it is warmer. 

E. When the ocean is colder than the atmosphere, heat transferred between them occurs slowly, unlike the more rapid transfer occurring when the ocean is warmer.

B

[Modifier clause, noun] --( modifier clause modifies the noun after comma

choice b is wrong because it contains a faulty comparison: unlike the slow process of heat transfer... improperly modifies heat (the noun after the comma). 
as a simpler analogy, consider the following sentence: 
coming home from school, the wind blew me off my bike. 
in that sentence, the wind is coming home from school (obviously not what is meant). the problem is the same as what's wrong with the problem in this thread.

choice d: 
- 'transferring... occurs' is bad idiom (you can't use occurs with the gerund form) 
- the 'it' toward the end of this choice is technically ambiguous (could theoretically refer to 'transferring' or 'ocean', or perhaps even 'air') 

choice e: 
- awkward phrasing in general (if you're a native speaker, you should definitely notice this) 
- same problem as in choice a: the sentence says that the heat 'occurs slowly', which doesn't make any sense
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/whereas-heat-transferred-between-the-ocean-and-the-atmo-t1969.html
134. The rise of the Incan empire rested not only on the Incas' military might and the ability of their rulers but also they imposed a highly organized economic and political system on many different ethnic groups and permitting them to retain many of their customs and often their own leaders.

A. they imposed a highly organized economic and political system on many different ethnic groups and permitting them 

B. on their imposition of a highly organized economic and political system on many different ethnic groups, who were permitted 

C. because of their imposition of a highly organized economic and political system on many different ethnic groups, who they permitted

D. on their imposing of a highly organized economic and political system on many different ethnic groups and they permitted them 

E. imposing a highly organized economic and political system on many different ethnic groups, permitting them

135. Sixty-five million years ago, according to some scientists, an asteroid bigger than Mount Everest slammed into North America, which, causing plant and animal extinctions, marks the end of the geologic era known as the Cretaceous Period.

A. which, causing plant and animal extinctions, marks 

B. which caused the plant and animal extinctions marking 

C. and causing plant and animal extinctions that mark 

D. an event that caused plant and animal extinctions, and it marks 

E. an event that caused the plant and animal extinctions that mark

136. Although the vast constellation of small islands that dot the South Pacific has a population of only a few million people, it is home to about a sixth of the world's 6,000 or so languages.

A. pacific has a population of only a few million people, it is 

B. Pacific has a population of only a few million people, they are 

C. Pacific is populated by only a few million people, and it is 

D. Pacific, having a population of only a few million people, is nonetheless

E. Pacific, populated by only a few million people, yet they are

137. Complex human traits such as artistic talent or social skill are likely to be shaped by thousands, if not tens of thousands, of the 80.000 or so genes in the human genome. 

A. such as artistic talent or social skill are likely to be shaped by thousands, if not tens of thousands, of the 80,000 or so

B. such as artistic talent or social skill are likely shaped by thousands, if not tens of thousands, of 80,000 or so of the

C. such as artistic talent or social skill is likely to be shaped by thousands, if not tens of thousands, of 80,000 or so of the

D. like artistic talent or social skill is likely to be shaped by thousands, if not tens of thousands, of the 80,000 or so

E. like artistic talent or social skill are likely shaped by thousands, if not tens of thousands, of the 80,000 or so

138. During the same period in which the Maya were developing a hieroglyphic system of writing, the Aztec people also developed a written language, but it was not as highly sophisticated as that of the Maya and was more pictographic in nature.

A. but it was not as highly sophisticated as that of the Maya and was 

B. but it was not as highly sophisticated as the Maya, being 

C. but, not as highly sophisticated as the Maya's, was 

D. not as highly sophisticated as that of the Maya, however, being 

E. not as highly sophisticated as the Maya's however, it was

139. Besides adding complementary flavors to many foods, hot sauces stimulate the release of endorphins in the brain, just as exercise does, and these have a pain-relieving effect like morphine's.

A. hot sauces stimulate the release of endorphins in the brain, just as exercise does, and these have a pain-relieving effect like morphine's 

B. hot sauces stimulate the release of endorphins in the brain, like exercise, and they have a pain-relieving effect that is like morphine 

C. hot sauces and exercise both stimulate the release of endorphins in the brain, and they have a pain-relieving effect like morphine 

D. the release of endorphins in the brain is stimulated both by hot sauces and exercise, and they have a pain-relieving effect like morphine's 

E. the release of endorphins in the brain is stimulated by hot sauces, just as with exercise, and these have a pain-relieving effect like that of morphine

140. A group of paleontologists recently announced that a site in Utah has yielded fossils of some of the biggest armored dinosaurs ever found, and they are at least 25 million years older than those of any similar dinosaur type that previously was found in North America.

A. and they are at least 25 million years older than those of any similar dinosaur type that previously was 

B. and that they were at least 25 million years older than any similar dinosaur type previously 

C. and the fossils are at least 25 million years older than any similar dinosaur types that previously were 

D. fossils that are at least 25 million years older than those of any similar dinosaur type previously 

E. fossils at least 25 million years older than similar dinosaur types that were previously

141. Astronomers have uncovered evidence that a star that was as bright as the full moon exploding into view 340.000 years ago, emitting dazzling radiation that could have disrupted Earth's protective ozone layer and sunburned our Stone Age ancestors.

A. that a star that was as bright as the full moon exploding into view 340,000 years ago, emitting 

B. that a star as bright as the full moon exploded into view 340,000 years ago, emitting 

C. of a star that was as bright as the full moon exploding into view 340,000 years ago and that it emitted 

D. of a star as bright as the full moon, exploding into view 340,000 years ago and emitting 

E. of a star as bright as the full moon that exploded into view 340,000 years ago and that emitted

142. To protect English manufacturers of woolen goods both against American and Irish competition, England passed the Woolens Act of 1698, which prohibited the export of woolen cloth beyond a colony's borders.

A. To protect English manufacturers of woolen goods both against American and Irish competition, England passed the Woolens Act of 1698

B. In order to protect English manufacturers of woolen goods against both American and Irish competition, England passed the Woolens Act of 1698

C. In order to protect English manufacturers of woolen goods against American, as well as against Irish, competition, the Woolens Act of 1698 was passed by England

D. For protecting English manufacturers of woolen goods against American, as well as Irish, competition, England passed the Woolens Act of 1698

E. For the protection of English manufacturers of woolen goods against both American and Irish competition, the Woolens Act of 1698, passed by England
143. By pressing a tiny amount of nitrogen between two diamonds to a pressure of 25 million pounds per square inch, scientists not only were able to transform the gas into a solid, but they also created a semiconductor similar to silicon.

A. not only were able to transform the gas into a solid, but they also created 

B. not only were able to transform the gas into a solid but also creating

C. were able not only to transform the gas into a solid but to create

D. were able not only to transform the gas into a solid but also creating

E. were not only able to transform the gas into a solid, but they were also able to create
you have just learned that "not only ... but ..." is ALSO a correct idiom.

IN ACTUALITY, there is really only one base structure here, which is "not ... but ..."

that's actually the only TRUE set of parallel markers here. "only" and "also" are adverbs, and so ultimately function as modifiers -- i.e., they aren't necessary to the structure.
still, since "not only ... but also ..." is so common, you may want to memorize it separately -- but be aware that this is NOT the only correct form of this idiom.

the MOST reliable way to deconstruct this idiom is just to memorize "not ... but ...", and then ignore the adjectives "only" and "also" in deciding whether structures are grammatically parallel.
in deciding the MEANING of the structure, you can't dismiss "only" and "also" ... but that's a separate issue. see below.

--

EXAMPLES:
BE SURE YOU CAN UNDERSTAND WHY EACH OF THESE IS CORRECT OR INCORRECT

the writer was not only mortified by her mistake but determined to correct it in print.
--> CORRECT

the writer not only was mortified by her mistake but was determined to correct it in print.
--> CORRECT

the writer was not only mortified by her mistake but was determined to correct it in print.
--> INCORRECT

the small child was relieved to hear that the rustling under the bed was caused not by a ghost but by his pet cat.
--> CORRECT

the small child was relieved to hear that the rustling under the bed was caused not by a ghost but his pet cat.
--> INCORRECT

--

SO WHAT'S THE DIFFERENCE, THEN, WITH
"not only ... but also ..."
"not only ... but ..."
"not ... but ..."
?

the difference here is strictly one of MEANING.

the first two are pretty similar; the last one is TOTALLY different.

(1) "not only ... but also ..." is used to refer to two descriptions thatREINFORCE each other (i.e., both have the same connotation -- two good things, two bad things, two helpful things, etc.), but are fundamentallyindependent.
ex:
this drug is not only an alertness aid, but also an antidepressant.
--> "alertness aid" and "antidepressant" are TWO GOOD THINGS that have basically NOTHING TO DO WITH EACH OTHER.
therefore, "not only ... but also".

(2) "not only ... but ..." is also used to refer to two descriptions thatREINFORCE each other, but it's generally used when the second description EXPANDS or GOES BEYOND the first.
ex:
ryan not only competed in all the events, but won first prize in three of them.
--> note that "won first prize in three of [the events]" is an EXTENSION of "compet[ing] in all the events". these are not independent.

the above difference between (1) and (2) is subtle, and is therefore not terribly important. however, you MUST be able to tell those from the next one:

(3) "not ... but ..." is used when the FIRST thing is EXPECTED, ASSUMED, or PREVIOUSLY THOUGHT, but is REFUTED / CONTRADICTED / DISPROVED by the SECOND thing.
ex:
the snacks known as "french fries" were invented not in france, but in belgium.
--> the initial assumption, which is refuted, is that french fries are from france.
A

if you have a two-part parallel construction - such as "not only ... but also" - your detection of parallelism (or lack thereof) should be COMPLETELY mechanical. just look at the words that follow the first part, and look at the words that follow the second part (and DON'T ignore any words). if they don't have the same grammatical structure, then the parallelism is faulty. end of story. 

choice (a): 
not only were able to transform the gas into a solid, but they also created 
the blue parts aren't parallel, because there's a subject in the second part but not in the first. and you are not, not, NOT allowed to ignore "they" in the second part. 
and because "scientists" comes before "not only", you must ignore it.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/by-pressing-a-tiny-amount-of-nitrogen-between-two-diamonds-t1459.html
144. In contrast to ongoing trade imbalances with China and Japan, the United States trade deficit with Mexico declined by $500 million as a result of record exports to that country.
A. In contrast to ongoing trade imbalances with China and Japan, the United States trade deficit with Mexico declined by $500 million as a result of record exports to that country.

B. In contrast to ongoing trade imbalances with China and Japan, the United States sold record exports to Mexico, reducing its trade deficit by $500 million.

C. When compared with ongoing trade imbalances with China and Japan, the United States sold record exports to Mexico, reducing their trade deficit by $500 million.

D. Compared with ongoing trade imbalances with China and Japan, the United States sold record exports to Mexico, reducing the trade deficit by $500 million.

E. Compared to ongoing trade imbalances with China and Japan, the United States record exports to Mexico caused a $500 million decline in the trade deficit with that country.
145. Many environmentalists, and some economists, say that free trade encourages industry to relocate to countries with ineffective or poorly enforced antipollution laws, mostly in the developing world, and that, in order to maintain competitiveness, rich nations have joined this downward slide toward more lax attitudes about pollution.

A. that, in order to maintain competitiveness, rich nations have joined this downward slide toward more lax attitudes about pollution

B. that, for maintaining competitiveness, rich nations join in this downward slide toward more lax attitudes about pollution

C. that rich nations join this downward slide toward more lax attitudes about pollution because of wanting to maintain competitiveness

D. that in rich nations, joining this downward slide toward more lax attitudes about pollution is a result of wanting to maintain competition

E. that wanting to maintain competition is making rich nations join in this downward slide toward an attitude about pollution that is more lax

146. With an awareness that there are connotations associated with the numbers 1 and 2 and the letters A and B, companies conducting consumer taste tests of foods or beverages typically choose numbers such as 697 or 483 to label the products.

A. With an awareness that there are connotations associated with the numbers 1 and 2 and the letters A and B 

B. Because the numbers 1 and 2 and the letters A and B have connotations they are aware of 

C. Because of an awareness of the numbers 1 and 2 and the letters A and B having connotations 

D. Aware of the connotations of the numbers 1 and 2 and the letters A and B 

E. Since the numbers 1 and 2 and the letters A and B have connotations associated with them and they are aware of it

147. The continental United States receives an average of 30 inches of precipitation a year; transpiration from soil and from plants returns approximately 21 of the 30 inches to the atmosphere, while the balance of 9 inches contributes to the flow of streams and rivers.

A. transpiration from soil and from plants returns approximately 21 of the 30 inches to the atmosphere, while the balance of 9 inches contributes to the flow

B. even though transpiration from soil and from plants returns approximately 21 of the 30 inches to the atmosphere, the remainder of 9 inches contribute to the flowing

C. although transpiration from soil and from plants return approximately 21 of the 30 inches to the atmosphere, the balance of 9 inches contribute to the flowing

D. with transpiration from soil and from plants to return approximately 21 inches to the atmosphere, the rest of the 9 inches contributes to the flow

E. as transpiration from soil and from plants return approximately 21 of the 30 inches to the atmosphere, the rest of the 9 inches contribute to the flow

148. India, like Italy and China, has no single dominant cuisine:  Indian food comprises many different styles of cooking, with each a product of their regional influences, from the fiery vegetarian dishes of the south to the Portuguese-influenced Goan cooking of the west, to the more familiar Mogul food of the north.

A. with each a product of their 

B. with each as a product of its 

C. each products of their 

D. each a product of 

E. each products of

149. Stock levels for domestic crude oil are far lower than in past years, leaving domestic oil prices vulnerable to any hints of oil supplies being disrupted in the Middle East or to any unexpected consumer demand growth possibly prompted by colder-than-normal temperatures.

A. leaving domestic oil prices vulnerable to any hints of oil supplies being disrupted in the Middle East or to any unexpected consumer demand growth possibly

B. leaving domestic oil prices vulnerable to any hints of oil supply disruptions in the Middle East or any unexpected growth in consumer demand that might be

C. leaving domestic oil prices vulnerable to any hints of oil supplies that are disrupted in the Middle East or to any unexpected growth in consumer demand as was possibly

D. resulting in the fact that domestic oil prices are vulnerable to any hints of oil supplies being disrupted in the Middle East or to any unexpected consumer demand growth possibly

E. resulting in the fact of domestic oil prices that are vulnerable to any hints of oil supply disruptions in the Middle East or to any unexpected growth in consumer demand that might be
150. Most of the purported health benefits of tea comes from antioxidants—compounds also found in beta carotene, vitamin E, and vitamin C that inhibit the formation of plaque along the body's blood vessels.

A. comes from antioxidants—compounds also found in beta carotene, vitamin E, and vitamin C that

B. comes from antioxidants—compounds that are also found in beta carotene, vitamin E, and vitamin C, and they

C. come from antioxidants—compounds also found in beta carotene, vitamin E, and vitamin C, and

D. come from antioxidants—compounds that are also found in beta carotene, vitamin E, and vitamin C and that

E. come from antioxidants—compounds also found in beta carotene, vitamin E, and vitamin C, and they
151. Australian embryologists have found evidence that suggests that the elephant is descended from an aquatic animal, and its trunk originally evolved as a kind of snorkel.

A. that suggests that the elephant is descended from an aquatic animal, and its trunk originally evolved
B. that has suggested the elephant descended from an aquatic animal, its trunk originally evolving
C. suggesting that the elephant had descended from an aquatic animal with its trunk originally evolving
D. to suggest that the elephant has descended from an aquatic animal and its trunk originally evolved
E. to suggest that the elephant is descended from an aquatic animal and that its trunk originally evolved
"is descended" vs "has descended"
so, i'll assume that you're asking WHY "is descended" is correct, and not WHICH ONE.

"has descended" means "has moved downward". this can be in either a literal sense (he has descended to sea level from a height of 8000 feet) or a metaphorical sense (i don't want to descend to the level of common street thugs), but it can't refer to ancestry.

if you mean to discuss ancestry, which is clearly the case here, then you must use "is descended".

but you should realize that these two constructions are completely different grammatically (i.e., it's not just a difference of idiom).
i.e.,
"HAVE VERBed" is an active-voice construction.
"IS VERBed" is a passive-voice construction.

think of the difference between the following:
this film director has inspired many young directors to pursue careers in film.
this film director was inspired by his father, also a director.

-----
"is descended from" is indeed a description of a condition in the present. it's the same thing as "is a descendant of".

cf. my friend is a direct descendant of George Washington.
you wouldn't say "was", unless my friend is dead.
same thing with the elephant - if you write "the elephant was..." in this case, you are actually implying that the elephant is extinct.
-----

"to suggest" and "that suggests"
"evidence to suggest" and "evidence that suggests" are both acceptable in this sort of context. neither is a basis for elimination.

normally you would see "evidence that suggests..."
however, they've used "evidence to suggest..." here, in order to avoid writingevidence THAT suggests THAT xxxxx. not because it's wrong -- just because it's ugly.

Always check for things like evidence THAT suggests THAT xxxxx
"to suggest" -( doesn’t always show intent
in any case, all three of the following are legitimate:
evidence to suggest...
evidence that suggests...
evidence suggesting...

you will never have to choose between two choices that are fully correct; if you see 2 legitimate versions of some idiom, then something will be wrongelsewhere in one of the choices.

A vs E

without the comma, the "and" sets up parallelism that is used properly in the correct answer. the comma in A sets up what follows as an independent clause, which is inappropriate in this case. in general, an "and" without a comma indicates parallelism, while the use of a comma will often separate independent clauses..
"comma + AND" is *normally* used to separate two independent clauses.

however, there are exceptions on both sides of this:
* it is possible to have (independent clause 1) + AND + (independent clause 2), without a comma, if that structure helps to clarify the logic of the sentence (and if clause 1 isn't terribly long).
for an official problem in which this happens, see here:
even-though-her-career-was-cut-short-t2603.html

* it's also possible to have a comma in front of AND within one independent clause -- although, if this happens, it is purely coincidental placement: i.e., the comma is going to belong to one structure while the AND belongs to a different structure.
for instance:
i ate a meal of quinoa, a protein-rich grain from south america, and chicken breast.
here you have a comma in front of AND, but notice that the comma belongs to the modifier (in orange) while the AND belongs to the parallel structure in blue. therefore, the overall structure isn't really “comma + AND” -- it's really the purely coincidental placement of a comma and an AND, from two different structures, next to each other.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/sc-is-descended-or-has-descended-t7211.html
152. Officials at the United States Mint believe that the Sacagawea dollar coin will be used more as a substitute for four quarters rather than for the dollar bill because its weight, only 8.1 grams, is far less than four quarters, which weigh 5.67 grams each.

A. more as a substitute for four quarters rather than for the dollar bill because its weight, only 8.1 grams, is far less than

B. more as a substitute for four quarters than the dollar bill because it weighs only 8.1 grams, far less than

C. as a substitute for four quarters more than for the dollar bill because it weighs only 8.1 grams, far less than

D. as a substitute for four quarters more than the dollar bill because its weight of only 8.1 grams is far lighter than it is for

E. as a substitute more for four quarters rather than for the dollar bill because its weight, only 8.1 grams, is far less than it is for 

153. One automobile manufacturer has announced plans to increase the average fuel efficiency of its sport utility vehicles by 25 percent over the next five years, amounting to roughly five miles per gallon, and representing the first significant change in the fuel efficiency of any class of passenger vehicle in almost two decades

A. amounting to roughly five miles per gallon, and representing

B. amounting to roughly five miles per gallon, and it would represent

C. an increase that would amount to roughly five miles per gallon and it would represent

D. an increase that would amount to roughly five miles per gallon and would represent

E. which is an increase amounting to roughly five miles per gallon, representing

Actually, "amounting" is not a tensed verb at all. It's a present participle -- a grammatical object formed from a verb but that can take on a number of grammatical functions. Here, it's being used to start a modifying phrase. The essential question: what is it modifying? 

In A and B, a comma followed by a present participle "...years, amounting to..." suggests one of two scenarios: either the phrase is an adverbial modifier that modifies the preceding verb "has announced" OR it's an adverbial modifier that modifies the entire preceding clause, "One manufacturer... five years". The trouble with A and B, therefore, is that neither possibility makes any sense. "amounting to..." doesn't modify "has announced" and it also doesn't modify the entire clause. 

E uses the relative pronoun "which." As written, its antecedent would be "years" and that makes no sense in the sentence. 

C and D fix the problem by introducing "an increase." Now, "amounting to..." is a noun modifier that modifies "an increase." Eliminate A, B, and E. 

Between C and D, eliminate C because it introduces an ambiguous pronoun "it." 
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/post25465.html
154. A new genetically engineered papaya was produced not by seed companies who have been motivated by profit, which was the case with most genetically modified crops previously approved for commercial use, but university and United States Department of Agriculture researchers who allowed growers to sue it free of charge.

A. produced not by seed companies who have been motivated by profit, which was the case with most genetically modified crops previously approved for commercial use, but

B. produced not by profited-motivated seed companies, the case with most genetically modified crops previously approved for commercial use, but

C. produced not by profited-motivated seed companies, as was the case with most genetically modified crops previously approved for commercial use, but by

D. not produced by profited-motivated seed companies, which was the case with most genetically modified crops previously approved for commercial use, but was produced by

E. not produced by seed companies who have been motivated by profit, the case with most genetically modified crops previously approved for commercial use, but by

155. The bones of Majungatholus atopus, a meat-eating dinosaur that is a distant relative of Tyrannosaurus rex and closely resembles South American predatory dinosaurs, have been discovered in Madagascar.

A. The bones of Majungatholus atopus, a meat-eating dinosaur that is a distant relative of Tyrannosaurus rex and closely resembles South American predatory dinosaurs, have been discovered in Madagascar.

B. The bones of a meat-eating dinosaur, Majungatholus atopus, a distant relative of Tyrannosaurus rex and with a close resemblance to South American predatory dinosaurs, has been discovered in Madagascar.

C. In Madagascar, the bones of a meat-eating dinosaur, Majungatholus atopus, distantly related to Tyrannosaurus rex and closely resembled South American predatory dinosaurs, have been discovered.

D. A distant relative of Tyrannosaurus rex, bearing a close resemblance to South American predatory dinosaurs is Majungatholus atopus, a meat-eating dinosaur, the bones of which have been discovered in Madagascar.

E. A distant relative of Tyrannosaurus rex and closely resembling South American predatory dinosaurs, the bones of meat-eating dinosaur, Majungatholus atopus, have been discovered in Madagascar.

in choice (c), "distantly related to Tyrannosaurus rex" is not parallel to "closely resembled South American predatory dinosaurs". you can't put a participle in parallel to a past-tense verb. 

you could rectify the parallelism in this case by replacing the past-tense verb with a present participle, i.e., "resembling". in so doing, you'd be creating a sentence whose construction would be essentially identical to this one (the correct answer on that page is (a))

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/prep2-sc-65306-the-bones-of-majungatholus-atopus-t5574.html?sid=463ae806e63d29de42dc288edb1bb55c
156. Part of the proposed increase in state education spending is due to higher enrollment, since the number of students in public schools have grown steadily since the mid-1980’s and, at nearly 47 million, are at a record high.

A. enrollment, since the number of students in public schools have grown steadily since the mid-1980’s and, at nearly 47 million, are at

B. enrollment, with a number of students in public schools growing steadily since the mid-1980’s and, at nearly 47 million, reaching

C. enrollment: since students in public schools have grown steadily since the mid-1980’s and, at nearly 47 million, have reached

D. enrollment: the number of students in public schools has grown steadily since the mid-1980’s and, at nearly 47 million, has reached

E. enrollment: students in public schools have grown steadily in number since the mid-1980’s and, at nearly 47 million, are at

157. In the mid-1920s the Hawthorne Works of the Western Electric Company was the scene of an intensive series of experiments that would investigate changes in working conditions as to their effects on workers’ performance.

A. that would investigate changes in working conditions as to their effects on workers’ performance

B. investigating the effects that changes in working conditions would have one workers’ performance

C. for investigating what the effects on workers’ performance are that changes in working conditions would cause

D. that investigated changes in working conditions’ effects on workers’ performance

E. to investigate what the effects changes in working conditions would have on workers’ performance

158. Since the start of the space age, more and more littering has occurred in orbits near Earth, often because the intentional discarding of lens caps, packing material, fuel tanks, and payload covers.

A. more and more littering has occurred in orbits near Earth, often because

B. orbits near Earth have become more and more littered, often from

C. orbits near Earth become littered more and more, often resulting from

D. there have been more and more littering of orbits near Earth, often because of

E. there had been littering more and more of orbits near Earth, often with

159. Now that so much data travels via light—i.e., is carried in glass fibers rather than by electrical current—one goal of semiconductor research is to develop a silicon chip that can transmit and receive light signals directly, a development that mav one dav lead to smaller, faster semiconductors.

A. to develop a silicon chip that can transmit and receive light signals directly, a development that may one day lead

B. to develop a silicon chip with the capability of transmitting and receiving light signals directly, which may one day lead

C. the development of a silicon chip that has the capability of transmitting and receiving light signals directly, a development maybe one day leading

D. developing a silicon chip that can transmit and receive light signals directly, which may one day lead

E. developing a silicon chip with the ability to transmit and receive light signals directly, with this development maybe one day leading
160. Just as the free computer operating system Linux has of late become even more crash resistant, so support for it within the computer industry has been growing. 

A. as the free computer operating system Linux has of late become even more crash resistant, so

B. as with the free computer operating system Linux that has of late become even more crash resistant, so the 

C. as the free computer operating system Linux has of late become even more crash resistant, so it has been that 

D. like with the free computer operating system Linux becoming even more crash resistant of late, so 

E. like the free computer operating system Linux that has of late become even more crash resistant, so it is that
161. With a new park, stadium, and entertainment complex along the Delaware River, Trenton, New Jersey, is but one of a large number of communities that is looking to use its waterfront as a way for it to improve the quality of urban life and attract new businesses.

A. is looking to use its waterfront as a way for it to improve the quality of urban life and attract 

B. is looking at using its waterfront to improve the quality of urban life and attract

C. are looking to use their waterfronts to improve the quality of urban life and attract

D. are looking to use its waterfront as a way of improving the quality of urban life and attracting 

E. are looking at using their waterfronts as a way of improving the quality of urban life and attract
162. Although ice particles in the upper atmosphere benefit Earth in that they reflect and absorb solar radiation, acting as a global thermostat and thus keeping Earth from either burning up or freezing over, thev also accelerate the destruction of the ozone layer by reacting with chlorofluorocarbons (CFC's).

A. acting as a global thermostat and thus keeping Earth from either burning up or freezing over, they also accelerate

B. acting as a global thermostat and thus keeping Earth either from burning up or freezing over, while also accelerating

C. act as a global thermostat and thus keep Earth from either burning up or freezing over, while also accelerating

D. they act as a global thermostat that thus keeps Earth either from burning up or freezing over, even though it also accelerates

E. they act as a global thermostat to thus keep Earth from either burning up or freezing over, but they also accelerate

163. Unlike other Mayan cities, Cancun's commercial power throughout the lowlands seems to be from using its strategic position at the foot of the highlands, which were a source of jade, obsidian, and other valuable commodities.

A. Cancun's commercial power throughout the lowlands seems to be from using its strategic position at the foot of the highlands, which were a source of jade, obsidian, and other valuable commodities

B. Cancun's commercial power throughout the lowlands seems to have come from using its strategic position at the foot of the highlands, a source of jade, obsidian, and other valuable commodities

C. the commercial power of Cancun throughout the lowlands seemed to have come from using its strategic position at the foot of the highlands, a source of jade, obsidian, and other valuable commodities

D. Cancun seemed to be using its strategic position at the foot of the highlands, which was a source of jade, obsidian, and other valuable commodities, in becoming a commercial power throughout the lowlands 

E. Cancun seems to have used its strategic position at the foot of the highlands, a source of jade, obsidian, and other valuable commodities, to become a commercial power throughout the lowlands

164. In the Louisiana Purchase of 1803. the United States acquired 828.000 square miles for about four cents an acre, which more than doubled the country's size and that brought its western border within reach of the Pacific Ocean.

A. In the Louisiana Purchase of 1803, the United States acquired 828,000 square miles for about four cents an acre, which more than doubled the country's size and that brought

B. For about four cents an acre the United States acquired, in the Louisiana Purchase of 1803, 828,000 square miles, more than doubling the country's size and it brought

C. With the Louisiana Purchase in 1803, the United States acquired 828,000 square miles for about four cents an acre, more than doubling its size and bringing

D. The United States, in the Louisiana Purchase of 1803, for about four cents an acre, acquired 828,000 square miles, more than doubling the country's size, bringing

E. Acquiring 828,000 square miles in the Louisiana Purchase of 1803, the United States bought it for about four cents an acre, more than doubling the country's size and bringing

165. Blaming its recent troubles on a widening recession and slow rate of technology spending, the computer company announced that it would cut 10 percent of its workforce—more than 2.000 jobs—and expected to report a loss in its third quarter.

A. company announced that it would cut 10 percent of its workforce—more than 2,000 jobs—and expected to report a

B. company announced that there would be a cut—10 percent of its workforce, which was more than 2,000 jobs—and expected a reported

C. company announced the cutting of its workforce by 10 percent, more than 2,000 jobs, and it expected a reported

D. company's announcement included the cutting of its workforce by 10 percent, or more than 2,000 jobs, and expecting to report a

E. company's announcement included cutting its workforce—which is more than 2,000 jobs—and expecting there to be a reported
A

Dash and Comma

the dashes are basically equivalent to commas. they are used in one of three situations:

1) EMPHASIS
the above sentence is an example of this usage; the idea is that the figure (over 2000 jobs) is strikingly high, so the description is set off with dashes rather than commas to emphasize it.

2) IRONY
note the following two sentences:
john, who is from colombia, thinks that california winters are too cold.
vs.
tim -- who is from alaska -- thinks that california winters are too cold.

the first sentence makes perfect sense, in terms of common sense -- colombia is hot all the time, so it's reasonable for somebody who is from there to think that california is cold.

the second sentence doesn't really make any sense; it's ironic that somebody from alaska (which is much, much colder than california) would find california to be too cold. therefore, because of the irony in this modifier, the modifier is set off by dashes rather than by commas.

3) WHEN COMMAS WOULD CREATE AMBIGUITY
e.g.
in the picture were three of my friends, john, tim, and bob.
this sentence is ambiguous -- it could refer to three of my friends (whose names are john, tim, and bob), or it could refer to six different people (three of my friends and also john, tim, and bob).
in the picture were three of my friends -- john, tim, and bob it.
not ambiguous; there are definitely only three people under discussion.

Replacing Dash with Comma
yes, you can make that substitution, as long as it's one of cases #1 and #2 above (although by making that substitution you will lose the emphasis or irony conveyed by the dashes). if it's case #3, then you can't make the substitution because, by so doing, you would reintroduce the ambiguity.

you can't think of this construction as "comma + and"; that's incorrect parsing. when you block off a modifier with two commas, the commas belong to the modifier, NOT to the surrounding sentence structure.

so, the surrounding sentence structure -- which does not include the modifier -- doesn't actually have the comma before "and". (that comma is part of the modifier.)
B

“Which” refers to workforce..

C

'more than 2,000 jobs' is an adjectival modifier i'm not 100% sure on whether the "more than 2000 jobs" modifier is correct;

but what makes C incorrect (apart from not introducing a clause following 'announced') is the change in meaning by saying that 'it expected a reported loss'

note that there's another change in meaning, too: "announced the cutting of its workforce" is not the same as "announced that it would cut...". while the latter explicitly indicates that the company itself is cutting its workforce, the former just states thatsome factor (which may or may not be internal to the company) is trimming the workforce.

you'd say "10% of the workforce was" (i.e., you'd use a singular verb).

basically, if "X" is singular, then "10% of X" is still singular.
"workforce" is a collective noun and is by default singular, so "10% of the workforce" is still singular by default.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/post43518.html
166. Nine months after the county banned jet skis and other water bikes from the tranquil waters of Puget Sound, a judge overturned the ban on the ground of violating state laws for allowing the use of personal watercraft on common waterways.

A. of violating state laws for allowing

B. of their violating state laws to allow

C. that it violates state laws that allowed

D. that it violated state laws allowing

E. that state laws were being violated allowing

choice (c) is wrong because the tenses don't make sense. 'violates' is in the present tense, but 'allowed' is in the past tense. either one of these tenses could potentially make sense individually, but the combination is absurd: you can't violate (present tense) a law that used to allow something (past tense). if you're going to violate the law in the present tense, then whatever part of the law was violated had better carry over into the present tense. 
interestingly, all 3 other tense combinations make sense: violates/allows, violated/allows (if the law is still in effect), and violated/allowed (if the law is no longer in effect). 

choice (d) circumvents this issue altogether by employing the participle form (-ing). despite its name (it's formally called the "present participle"), this form is NOT necessarily a present-tense construction; rather, it has no inherent tense at all, and merely adopts the tense of whatever verbs in the sentence do have a tense. therefore, in choice (d), 'allowing' takes place in the past tense, simultaneously with 'violated'.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/nine-months-after-the-county-gprep-sc-t4953.html
167. Britain's economic growth was slower in the mid-1970's and its decline much more rapid in the subsequent recession than the United States.
A. Britain's economic growth was slower in the mid-1970's and its decline much more rapid in the subsequent recession than the United States.

B. The economic growth of Britain was slower in the mid-1970's and it declined much more rapidly in the subsequent recession than the United States did.

C. Britain's economy, which grew more slowly in the mid-1970's, also had declined much more rapidly in the subsequent recession than the United States did.

D. The economy of Britain grew more slowly in the mid-1970's and declined much more rapidly in the subsequent recession than did the economy of the United States.

E. Britain's economy grew more slowly in the mid-1970's and its decline was much more rapid during the subsequent recession than the economy of the United States.

168. Unlike psychiatrists, who are trained as medical doctors, psychologists have historically been forbidden from prescribing their patients drugs, but in 2002 New Mexico began to grant the privilege of prescribing to licensed, doctoral level psychologists who complete an additional training and certification program.

A. psychologists have historically been forbidden from prescribing their patients drugs, but in 2002 New Mexico began to grant the privilege of prescribing

B. psychologists have historically been forbidden to prescribe drugs for their patients, but in 2002 New Mexico began granting prescribing privileges

C. psychologists have historically been forbidden to prescribe their patients drugs, but in 2002 in New Mexico, the privilege to prescribe began to be granted

D. historically psychologists have been forbidden from prescribing their patients drugs, but in 2002 New Mexico began to grant the privilege of prescribing

E. historically psychologists have been forbidden from prescribing drugs for their patients, but in 2002 in New Mexico, they began granting prescribing privileges

“Forbid to”

* "forbid ... to" is more or less universally preferred to "forbid ... from" in formal written english, so i would assume that the gmat will follow the same preference. 

a couple of other points: 
* "prescribe drugs for their patients" is much better than "prescribe their patients drugs" (which would be fine in spoken language, but is at best awkward and at worst ambiguous when written) 
Privileges
* "prescribing privileges" is better than "the privilege to prescribe / privilege of prescribing", especially if the latter is placed at the end of the underlined part (as it is in choice a). the problem with the wording in choices (a) and (d) is that it's ambiguous: "...the privilege of prescribing to ... psychologists" could be taken to mean that the prescriptions themselves are being written for psychologists.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/gmatprep-sc-unlike-psychiatrists-who-are-trained-as-medica-t4235.html
169. The Chicago and Calumet Rivers originally flowed into the St. Lawrence by way of Lake Michigan, but having been redirected by constructing canals so that the water now empties into the Mississippi by way of the Illinois River.

A. Rivers originally flowed into the St. Lawrence by way of Lake Michigan, but having been redirected by constructing 

B. Rivers had originally flowed into the St. Lawrence by way of Lake Michigan, but they have been redirected by constructing 

C. Rivers, which originally flowed into the St. Lawrence by way of Lake Michigan but have been redirected by the construction of 
D. Rivers, originally flowing into the St. Lawrence by way of Lake Michigan, but having been redirected by the construction of 

E. Rivers, originally flowing into the St. Lawrence by way of Lake Michigan, have been redirected through the construction of

B

one: 
the use of the past perfect (had flowed) is inappropriate, because there is no second past-time marker or event to which this first event is relevant. 
compare: the rivers had originally flowed into the st. lawrence, but then their course was diverted by... 
the correct tense to use here would be the simple past, because this is the only past time frame referenced in the whole sentence. 

two: 
'by constructing' seems to refer back to the rivers as its ostensible subject, implying (absurdly) that the rivers themselves constructed the canals.
170. Pioneered by scientists at Los Alamos National Laboratory, BEAM robots are not programmed to walk: instead they use brainlike circuits called neural networks to learn to walk through trial and error.

A. BEAM robots are not programmed to walk; instead they use brainlike circuits called neural networks to learn to walk through trial and error

B. BEAM robots learn to walk through trial and error by using brainlike circuits called neural networks instead of by programming them

C. BEAM robots are not being programmed to walk but instead using brainlike circuits called neural networks and learning to walk through trial and error

D. brainlike circuits called neural networks are used instead of programming for BEAM robots learning to walk through trial and error

E. brainlike circuits called neural networks are being used for BEAM robots that learn to walk through trial and error instead of being programmed

171. Even though it was not illegal for the bank to share its customers' personal and financial information with an outside marketing company in return for a commission on sales, the state's attorney general accused the bank of engaging in deceptive business practices by failing to honor its promise to its customers to keep records private.

A. by failing to honor its promise to its customers to keep 

B. by its failure of honoring its promise to its customers to keep 

C. in its failing to honor its promise to its customers of keeping 

D. because of its failure in honoring its promise to its customers in keeping 

E. because of its failure to honor its promise to its customers of keeping
E

two things: 
(1) incorrect idiom: 'promise of keeping' is wrong. the correct form is 'promise to keep'. 
(2) change in meaning: the correct meaning is what appears in the original sentence, namely, that the failure to honor promises WAS the deceptive business practice. choice e, with its use of 'because', implies that the failure to keep promises LED TO (other) deceptive business practices. remember that you have to interpret words like 'because' very, very literally.
second, "because of its failure to honor its promise to its customers of..." - ugh, 3-4 prepositional phrases in a row. that's just horrible, and awful, and wordy. it's just disgusting. 
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/even-though-it-was-not-illegal-for-the-bank-to-share-t844.html
172. The hognose snake puts on an impressive bluff, hissing and rearing back, broadens the flesh behind its head the way a cobra does, feigning repeated strikes, but, having no dangerous fangs and no venom, eventually, if its pursuer is not cowed by the performance, will fall over and play dead.

A. broadens the flesh behind its head the way a cobra does, feigning repeated strikes, but, having no dangerous fangs and no venom,

B. broadens the flesh behind its head the way a cobra does and feigns repeated strikes, but with no dangerous fangs and no venom,

C. broadening the flesh behind its head the way a cobra does and feigning repeated strikes, but it has no dangerous fangs and no venom, and

D. broadening the flesh behind its head the way a cobra does and feigns repeated strikes, but with no dangerous fangs and no venom, and

E. broadening the flesh behind its head the way a cobra does, feigning repeated strikes, but with no dangerous fangs and no venom, and

It should be C. This choice has better parallelism than does choice E, and is phrased in a way that makes MUCH more sense. Choice E, while not strictly ungrammatical, is a 'garden path sentence' - one that reads incorrectly the first couple of times your eyes run over it, and that only makes sense if you go back and read it several more times. The specifics: 

C: 
The hognose snake puts on an impressive bluff, 
hissing and rearing back, broadening the flesh behind its head the way a cobra does and feigning repeated strikes, --> note the parallelism between these two parts: both are in the form '(verb)ING and (verb)ING' 

but it has no dangerous fangs and no venom, and eventually, if its pursuer is not cowered by the performance, will fall over and play dead. --> contains a key transition ('but'), and the start of a new clause (new subject & new verb), in just the right place - to mark the sudden transition/contrast between the stuff in the first half (all this intimidating behavior) and the stuff in the second half (it's all a big fake - snake oil, if you don't mind the pun). 

C also has the verb “has”… In other choices "but with no dangerous fangs and no venom" lacks a verb and therefore sounds off.
"with no dangerous fangs and no venom" is a prepositional phrase, which could either be a noun modifier or adverbial modifier. A couple of examples: 

Noun modifier: The snake with no dangerous fangs and no venom would make a nice pet. 
Adverbial modifier: The snake struck with no dangerous fangs and no venom, so we decided we could tolerate him as a pet. 

The fact that this phrase could modify either a noun or a verb or a phrase makes BDE very ambiguous.

E: 
The hognose snake puts on an impressive bluff, 
hissing and rearing back, broadening the flesh behind its head the way a cobra does, feigning repeated strikes, but with no dangerous fangs and no venom, 
These two items are falsely made to look like two more items in a series begun with 'hissing...' and 'broadening...'. In addition, there is NO emphasis on the transition 'but', because no new clause is begun at this point. That's bad, because there's a sudden huge shift in what the sentence is talking about at this point. 
and eventually, if its pursuer is not cowered by the performance, will fall over and play dead.

B

why is B incorrect ?

The hognose snake puts on an impressive bluff, hissing and rearing back, broadens the flesh behind its head the way a cobra does, andfeigns repeated strikes, but with no dangerous fangs and no venom, eventually, if its pursuer is not cowered by the performance, will fall over and play dead. 

the meaning of the sentence clearly indicates that the forms of broaden andfeign should be parallel to "hissing and rearing", since all of those things are actions that occur during the "impressive bluff". 
you can't choose which verbs are parallel at random! if you have verbs that are logically parallel, then you must make those verbs grammatically parallel as well to do anything else is to distort the meaning of the sentence.
D
Choice D has terrible parallelism between 'broadening' and 'feigns', so it's out of contention.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/post18730.html
173. It is unclear whether chimpanzees are unique among nonhuman species in their ability to learn behaviors from one another, or if. when other animals are studied in as much depth, similar patterns would be found.

A. if, when other animals are studied in as much depth, similar patterns would be found 

B. if other animals were studied with as much depth they would exhibit similar patterns 

C. would similar patterns be found in other animals if they were studied in as much depth 
D. whether similar patterns would be exhibited in other animals that were studied with as much depth

E. whether other animals would exhibit similar patterns if they were studied in as much depth

174. Paper production accounts for approximately 40 percent of the world's industrial use of wood, and the market for paper is growing faster than it is for all major wood products.

A. the market for paper is growing faster than it is for all 

B. the market for paper is growing faster than the market for all other 

C. the market for it is growing faster than it is for all other 

D. its market is growing faster than the market for all 

E. its market is growing faster than it is for all other

175. Thomas Eakins's powerful style and his choices of subject—the advances in modern surgery, the discipline of sport, the strains of individuals in tension with society or even with themselves—was as disturbing to his own time as it is compelling for ours.

A. was as disturbing to his own time as it is 

B. were as disturbing to his own time as they are 

C. has been as disturbing in his own time as they are 

D. had been as disturbing in his own time as it was 

E. have been as disturbing in his own time as

176. The Nobel Prize in chemistry was awarded to three scientists for their discovery that plastic can be made electrically conductive—an advance that has led to improvements in film, television screens, and windows.

A. that plastic can be made electrically conductive—an advance that has led 

B. that plastic can be made electrically conductive—this advance leading 

C. that plastic can be made to be electrically conductive, and this advance led 

D. of plastic's ability to be made electrically conductive, with this advance leading 

E. of plastic being able to be made electrically conductive—an advance that has led

177. The agreement, the first to formally require industrialized countries to cut emissions of gases linked to global warming, is a formal protocol by which 38 industrialized countries must reduce emissions of these gases by 2012 or face heavy penalties.

A. by which 

B. for which 

C. under which 

D. such that 

E. wherein

the correct idiom is to do things according to or under a protocol.

 "doing things by a protocol" / "a protocol by which you do things" is incorrect
in general, "under" is the preposition used when discussing the stipulations of a particular set of rules/regulations/whatever. 
"under rhode island billiards rules, players must pull a ball out of the pocket whenever they scratch.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/sc-the-agreement-the-first-to-formally-require-industrial-t5222.html
178. More than 300 rivers drain into Siberia's Lake Baikal, which holds 20 percent of the world's fresh water, more than all the North American Great Lakes combined.
(A)More than 300 rivers drain into Siberia's Lake Baikal, which holds 20 percent of the world's fresh water, more than all the North American Great Lakes combined.

B. With 20 percent of the world's fresh water, that is more than all the North American Great Lakes combined, Siberia's Lake Baikal has more than 300 rivers that drain into it.

C. Siberia's Lake Baikal, with more than 300 rivers draining into it, it holds more of the world's fresh water than all that of the North American Great Lakes combined, 20 percent.

D. While more than 300 rivers drain into it, Siberia's Lake Baikal holds 20 percent of the world's fresh water, which is more than all the North American Great Lakes combined.

E. More than all the North American Great Lakes combined, Siberia's Lake Baikal, with more than 300 rivers draining into it, holds 20 percent of the world's fresh water.

A

"more than all the North American Great Lakes combined" MODIFIES "20% of the world's fresh water",
This is an appositive modifier; these modifiers have considerable flexibility, and can be taken to refer either to a noun or to an entire clause.

B

choice (b) starts out with

With 20 percent of the world's fresh water, that is more than ...

this could potentially be read in two ways, both of which are incorrect:
(INCORRECT READING 1) 
"that" is a pronoun (in the same way you'd point at a menu and say "i wantthat")
to use that in this way - by itself as a pronoun, as a "pointing word" - is always incorrect in formal written english.
"that" CAN be used as a pronoun, but only if it's in a parallel construction (such as the capacity of tank A vs. that of tank B).

(INCORRECT READING 2)
it's a relative pronoun (in the same way you'd write "here's the book that i read").
two things wrong here.
one, you don't put a comma before this kind of "that".
two, even if this were written correctly (i.e., without the comma), which it isn't, you'd still be saying 20% of the water that is more than the great lakes. i.e., there is SOME SPECIFIC water that is "more than the great lakes", and we're talking about 20% of that water. that doesn't make sense.

so, wrong either way.
D

(d) contains
20 percent of the world's fresh water, which is more than all the North American Great Lakes combined. 

this is a direct comparison:
(amount of water) IS MORE THAN (specific lakes)
that's an illogical comparison; you can't compare a numerical amount of water (a numerical quantity) to a lake (a physical object).

there's also the fact that (d) contains a "which" modifier that's modifying another "which" modifier.
that's not actually ungrammatical, but i would bet big money that you will never see that sort of thing in a correct answer.

Comparison in A vs D

neither “lake” nor “water” would be a legitimate referent for this modifier -- you couldn't say “the lake is more than...”, but neither could you say “the water is more than...”
this sentence will only make sense if the modifier is allowed to modify the preceding clause, which talks about holding water (because “holding more” actually makes sense
E

when you have an INITIAL MODIFIER THAT'S NOT A CLAUSE (i.e., it doesn't have its own subject and verb), then it must modify the immediately following noun. 

example: 
coming home from school, the wind blew me off my bike. --> INCORRECT, because the implication is that the wind itself was "coming home from school". 
coming home from school, i was blown off my bike by the wind. --> correct (even though the passive voice is used). 
-- 
same problem in choice (e), which implies that lake baikal itself is somehow "more than all the North American Great Lakes combined". 
that doesn't make sense. 
the above rule is completely rigid, too; it doesn't allow for the modifier to be used in any other way.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/post20923.html
179. In a blow to those who still harbored the illusion that E-mail exchanges are private, a watchdog group recently uncovered a trick for enabling an interloper to rig an E-mail message so that this person will be privy to any comments that a recipient had added as the message is forwarded to others or sent back and forth.

A. who still harbored the illusion that E-mail exchanges are private, a watchdog group recently uncovered a trick for enabling an interloper to rig an E-mail message so that this person will be privy to any comments that a recipient had added

B. who had still been harboring the illusion that E-mail exchanges are private, a watchdog group recently uncovered a trick for enabling an interloper to rig an E-mail message so that this person was privy to any comments that a recipient might have added.

C. who still were harboring the illusion that E-mail exchanges are private, a warchdog group recently uncovered a trick enabling an interloper to rig and E-mail message so that this person is privy to any comments that a recipient would add.

D. still harboring the illusion that E-mail exchange are private , a watchdog group recently uncovered a trick that enables an interloper to rig an E-mail message so that this person will be privy to any comments that a recipient might add

E. still harboring the illusion that E-mail exchanges had been private, a wathchdog group recently uncovered a trick that will enable an interloper to rig and E-mail message so that this person was privy to any comments that a recipient might add.

C

(1) 'who were still harboring' is wordy, esp. in comparison to the more concise version 'still harboring' presented in choice d** 
(2) 'is privy' doesn't make as much sense as will be privy', because the comments to which the person will be privy haven't been posted yet (it's a future occurrence) 
(3) 'would add' can be interpreted in two ways: either as a subjunctive (for a hypothetical that isn't actually true, as in 'i wish you dressed more nicely') or as the past-tense version of 'will'. the first doesn't make sense, because this hypothetical could clearly be true, and the second doesn't make sense because the hack is being described in the present tense, not the past tense. 'might', a present tense construction, makes more sense. 

choice d, on the other hand, uses the more concise form 'still harboring' and the correct-tense forms 'will be' and 'might'.

“Harboring”

-ING forms don't have a tense of their own; they ADOPT THE TENSE OF THE CLAUSE THAT THEY MODIFY.

since the "harboring" modifier is tagged onto a past-tense clause (whose main verb is "uncovered"), it's implied that "harboring" also refers to the past tense, simultaneous with "uncovered".
“Were” vs “Are”

“Enabled” vs “Enables”

if you're talking about GENERAL TRUTHS, then you use the present tense(regardless of the tense(s) in the surrounding context).
the only exception is for things that WERE general truths, but are no longer. in that case, of course, you'd use the past tense. (or, for things that WILL BE general truths but aren't yet, you should use the future tense.)
e.g.
in 1628, william harvey discovered that human blood circulates through the arteries and veins.
"discovered" --> past tense (since this happened in 1628)
"circulates" --> present tense (since this is a GENERAL TRUTH)

it would be inappropriate to say "circulated" unless blood doesn't circulate anymore in today's humans

"might" can be

1) the past tense of "may", as you have indicated:
PRESENT: The company employs tutors to answer any questions that its students may have.
PAST: During its existence, the company employed tutors to answer any questions that its students might have.

2) the hypothetical subjunctive of "may" -- i.e., used to describe a hypothetical situation that is not actually true in reality:
if i were rich, i might take five years off work to travel around the world, living in each country for a few weeks.
In D, "might" is being used in the second form- in the subjunctive form to express a hypothetical situation.

This person will be privy to any comments that a recipient might add.

If a recipient were to add comments, this (other) person will be (in the future) privy to any comments. This best expresses the main idea of the sentence.
------
staff-
I'll tell you my own process when I first saw this question:
1) notice split between who still/who had/still. Assume that it is probably just "still", because I don't need the extra word "who". The answer is not likely to be B, "who had still been harboring"; I don't need the "had". However, keep going and looking for other splits.
2) Next split: "still harboring the illusion that E-mail exchanges ARE/HAD BEEN private". Well, since this is talking about the an ongoing present situation, it doesn't make sense that these people are still harboring the illusion that the emails "had been" private, but now are not. Drop E.
3) next split: "trick for enabling/enabling/that will enable". Good split here; it has to be "a trick THAT will enable . . .". Knock off A, B, and C. Pick D.

I just go word by word, carefully looking for splits, until I see splits that help me make eliminations. It's really easy to blow by some useful splits, but going word by word helps you avoid this problem. If I don't see splits then I look for common errors such as parallelism and incorrect pronouns.
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180. Because Miranda, the smallest moon of Uranus, has a large number of different surface features, including craters, mountains, valleys, and fractures, some astronomers suggest that at one time repeated impacts broke the surface apart, and after which the fragments were subsequently rejoined because of mutual gravitational attraction. 

A. repeated impacts broke the surface apart, and after which the fragments were subsequently rejoined becaust of

B.repeated impacts on the surface broke it apart, after which the fragments having rejoined with

C.through repeated impacts that the surface broke apart, after which the fragments subsequently rejoined by.

D.the surface broke apart with repeated impacts, after which the fragments having rejoined through.

E.the surface broke apart as a result of repeated impacts , after which the fragments rejoined through.

A

- don't need 'and' if you use 'after which' (no need for 2 linking words/phrases)
- redundancy: 'after which' means the same thing as 'subsequently', so having both is fatal
- 'because of' is sketchy; it suggests indirect causation, while the clear meaning is that gravitational attraction was directly responsible
- bad parallelism: first half is in active voice, but second half is in passive voice

B

- 'it' could potentially refer to either 'surface' or 'miranda' (or even 'uranus')
- 'having rejoined with' isn't a verb (an actual bona fide verb is required for parallelism)


C
- read the whole thing: suggested that at one time through repeated impacts that... huh??
- the wording suggests that the surface broke apart by itself (although perhaps because of the urging of the impacts) - doesn't have anywhere near as much directness as it should

D
- 'with' is incorrect
- 'having rejoined': same problem as in choice b

E

CORRECT 
- 'as a result of' = proper idiom 
- proper parallelism: the surface broke apart is parallel to the fragments rejoined
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/because-miranda-the-smallest-moon-of-uranus-t2243.html
181. In some species of cricket, the number of chirps per minute used by the male for attracting females rise and fall in accordance with the surrounding temperature, and they can in fact serve as an approximate thermometer.

A. for attracting females rise and fall in accordance with the surrounding temperature, and they can in fact serve.

B. for attracting females rises and falls in accordance with the surrounding temperature, which can in fact serve

C. in attracting females rise and fall in accordance with the surrounding temperature, in fact possibly serving.

D. to attract females rises and falls in accordance with the surrounding temperature, and it can in fact serve.

E. to attract females rises and falls in accordance with the surrounding temperature, in fact possibly serving.

“It”

"IT" refers to the subject of the preceding clause. the subject is number of chirps per minute, that is the reson why "IT" refers to the number of chirps and not surrounding temperature
remember that PRONOUN AMBIGUITY IS NOT AN ABSOLUTE RULE.

in general, eliminating on pronoun ambiguity is not a reliable thing to do, unless the ambiguous pronoun is specifically contrasted against a SPECIFIC NOUN in other choices. for instance, if you saw a split between "it" and "that number", then you could safely choose the latter. however, you should not generally eliminate choices just because they have ambiguous pronouns.
we have seen way too many correct answers with ambiguous pronouns to advise this sort of elimination anymore.
“It can” vs “possibly”

"It can in fact serve as an approximate thermometer" is also an independent clause - it can stand alone as a sentence. Also, "it" refers to the number of chirps per minute, which is appropriately singular. 

I like D better here. E introduces the word "possibly" which has a different meaning than "it can serve." The "it can" means it is, really, while "possibly" means it might. Not the same thing. And the original sentence uses "can" so I want to preserve the meaning. 

Also the construction "in fact possibly serving" is awkward.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/in-some-species-of-cricket-the-number-of-chirps-per-minute-t728.html
182. The company announced that its profits declined much less in the second quarter than analysts had expected it to and its business will improve in the second half of the year.

A. had expected it to and its business will improve

B. had expected and that its business would improve

C. expected it would and that it will improve its business

D. expected them to and its business would improve

E. expected and that it will have improved its business

A

"it" is referring to the company and not profits.
"profits" is a plural noun; "it" is singular, and so couldn't refer to that noun.

also, make sure you know that pronoun ambiguity, even if it were there (it's not, in this problem), isn't a fatal error. see here:
post40400.html#p40400
C D E

Should use “had expected”

183. The KwakiutI recognized one social unit larger than the tribe—the confederacy, which was a cluster of loosely knit, informally related neighboring tribes who interacted with themselves more often than between other tribes.
A. tribes who interacted with themselves more often than between 

B. tribes who interacted among each other more often than among
C. tribes who interacted with one another more often than with
D. tribes, interacting among each other more often than between 

E. tribes, interacting among one another more often than with
184. The global-warming effect of ocean white caps are one of the many aspects of the ocean environment that are not yet incorporated in any detail into computer models used for predicting how rising greenhouse gas concentrations could affect climate.
A. The global-warming effect of ocean white caps are one of the many aspects of the ocean environment that are not yet incorporated in any detail into computer models used for predicting

B. The effect on global warming of ocean white caps are one of the many aspects of the ocean environment not yet incorporated in any detail into computer models, which they use to predict

C. The effect of ocean white caps on global warming is one of the many aspects of the ocean environment that are not yet incorporated in any detail into the computer models used to predict
D. That ocean white caps have an effect on global warming is one of the many aspects of the ocean environment not yet having been incorportated in any detail into the computer models that are used for predicting.

E. That ocean white caps have an effect on global warming is one of the many aspects of the ocean environment not yet being incorporated in any detail into computer models, which they use to predict.

185. Unlike emergency calls that travel through regular telephone lines, where they thus automatically inform the operator of the location and phone number of the caller, cellular calls require emergency operators to determine the location of the caller.

(A) lines, where they thus automatically inform the operator of the location and phone number of the caller, cellular calls require emergency operators to determine the location of the caller
(B) lines and thus automatically inform the operator of the location and phone number of the caller, cellular calls require emergency operators to determine the location of the caller
(C) lines, thus automatically informing the operator of the location and phone number of the caller, the location of the caller on a cellular phone has to be determined by the operator
(D) lines, and thus automatically inform the operator of the location and phone number of the caller, emergency operators have to determine the location of the cellular phone caller
(E) lines, thus automatically informing the operator of the location and phone number of the caller, emergency operators receiving a cellular call have to determine the location of the caller
186. Although the first pulsar, or rapidly spinning collapsed star, to be sighted was in the summer of 1967 by graduate student Jocelyn Bell, it had not been announced until February, 1968. 

(A) Although the first pulsar, or rapidly spinning collapsed star, to be sighted was in the summer of 1967 by graduate student Jocelyn Bell, it had not been announced until February, 1968. 
(B) Although not announced until February, 1968, in the summer of 1967 graduate student Jocelyn Bell observed the first pulsar, or rapidly spinning collapsed star, to be sighted. 
(C) Although observed by graduate student Jocelyn Bell in the summer of 1967, the discovery of the first sighted pulsar, or rapidly spinning collapsed star, had not been announced before February, 1968. 
(D) The first pulsar, or rapidly spinning collapsed star, to be sighted was observed in the summer of 1967 by graduate student Jocelyn Bell, but the discovery was not announced until February, 1968. 
(E) The first sighted pulsar, or rapidly spinning collapsed star, was not announced until February, 1968, while it was observed in the summer of 1967 by graduate student Jocelyn Bell.

"sighted plusar" vs  "to be sighted"

D

'to be sighted' is better for at least two reasons.
(1) 'first NOUN to be VERBed' is generally the preferred form in discussing the results of human efforts/actions/interference/perception/etc., while 'first VERBed NOUN' is generally used to indicate inherent qualities of the noun.
for instance, the following sentence is preferred:
henry bishop was the first musician to be knighted by a british monarch. --> knighting is performed by humans
the following is NOT preferred:
henry bishop was the first knighted musician in britain. --> this makes it seem as though being 'knighted' is an inherent quality with which henry bishop was born, or that he acquired it naturally/accidentally in some other way
(2) the word 'sighted' means 'having the sense of sight', so this sentence also contains the amusing alternative interpretation of referring to a pulsar that can actually see.

"the first pulsar to be sighted was observed" is fine
E

first of all, the word 'discovery' is missing. that's a crucial shift in meaning: it's the discovery, not the pulsar itself, that was 'announced'. 
also, the word 'while' - which is sometimes used to indicate contrast - creates a strange ambiguity here: on first reading, it appears to suggest that the announcement (which took place in '68) happened during the summer of '67; this is the usual sense of 'while' occurring in this place in a sentence. (normally, if used to mark contrast, 'while' appears at the beginning of a subordinate clause.)
187. Since 1975 so many people have been moving to Utah such that Mormons who were once 75 percent of the population are now only accounting for half of it.

A. so many people have been moving to Utah such that Mormons who were once 75 percent of the population are now only accounting for half of it

B. many people have been moving to Utah, so Mormons once 75 percent of the population are now accounting for only half

C. that many people have been moving to Utah, such that the Mormons that were once 75 percent of the population are now accounting for only half of it

D. many people have been moving to Utah such that the Mormons, who once represented 75 percent of the population, now only account for half

E. so many people have been moving to Utah that the Mormons, who once represented 75 percent of the population, now account for only half

188. In 1914 a total of 469,000 cars and trucks were produced in the United States, but in 1929 almost twice the numbers of trucks alone came off the assembly lines 

A) the numbers of trucks alone
b) that number of trucks alone
c) the number of trucks by themselves
d) as many trucks themselves
e) as many trucks by themselves

A
You need the word "that" to identify specifically what number your are referring to. "the" doesn't point back to a specific item earlier in the sentence the way "that" does, and leaves a huge ambiguity

D

two problems with (d)

#1 "twice that number" vs “twice as many”
the meaning of the sentence is that the number of trucks in 1929 was almost twice 469,000.
choice (b) conveys this idea accurately, with the phrase "twice that number". see, "that number" must refer to an actual number cited in the sentence, and there is only one such number. mission accomplished.
choice (d) DOES NOT convey this idea. that choice says "twice AS MANY trucks", which means "twice as many trucks as were produced in 1914".
the problem is that the sentence doesn't tell us how many trucks were produced in 1914 - the only figure given is a combined figure for cars and trucks - so this statement doesn't make any sense in context.
not to mention, the intended meaning (from the original flawed sentence) is clearly that of (b).
#2 "trucks themselves" vs “trucks alone"
"trucks themselves" doesn't make sense.
you don't use "x itself" unless you are trying to emphasize some element of the inherent nature of x (as opposed to something associated with x, or with some part of x).
example: pet accessories are becoming more and more popular, even though pets themselves have maintained constant popularity.
i.e., we want to emphasize that the second part of the sentence deals with pets themselves (as opposed to associated things such as pet accessories).
"trucks alone", though, makes perfect sense.

"trucks BY themselves" is getting closer to the intended idea, but it's still wrong (it seems to be in contrast to "trucks sold in packages with other things").
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/in-1914-a-total-cars-and-trucks-t7052.html
189. The fact of some fraternal twins resembling each other greatly and others looking quite dissimilar highlights an interesting and often overlooked feature of fraternal-twin pairs, namely they vary considerably on a spectrum of genetic relatedness. 
A. The fact of some fraternal twins resembling each other greatly and others looking quite dissimilar highlights an interesting and often overlooked feature of fraternal-twin pairs, namely they vary considerably 
B. That some fraternal twins resemble each other greatly while others look quite dissimilar highlights an interesting and often overlooked feature of fraternal-twin pairs, namely that they vary considerably 
C. With some fraternal twins resembling each other greatly and others looking quite dissimilar, it highlights an interesting and often overlooked feature of fraternal-twin pairs, namely considerable variation 
D. With some fraternal twins resembling each other greatly and others looking quite dissimilar, it is a fact that highlights an interesting and often overlooked feature of fraternal-twin pairs, namely a considerable variation 
E. Because some fraternal twins resemble each other greatly and others look quite dissimilar, this fact highlights an interesting and often overlooked feature of fraternal-twin pairs, namely they vary considerably

190. The greatest road system built in the Americas prior to the arrival of Christopher 
Columbus was the Incan highway, which, over 2,500 miles long and extending from 
northern Ecuador through Peru to Southern Chile. 

A. Columbus was the Incan highway, which, over 2,500 miles long and extending 
B. Columbus was the Incan highway, over 2,500 miles in length, and extended 
C. Columbus, the Incan highway, which was over 2,500 miles in length and 
extended 
D. Columbus, the Incan highway, being over 2,500 miles in length, was extended 
E. Columbus, the Incan highway was over 2,500 miles long, extending

191. Since February, the Federal Reserve has raised its short-term interest rate target five times, and because of the economy’s continued strength, analysts have been predicting for weeks that the target will be raised again in November.

A. because of the economy’s continued strength, analysts have been predicting for weeks that the target will
B. with the economy’s strength continuing, analysts predicted for weeks that the target
C. because the economy continues strong, analysts predicted for weeks that the target would
D. due to the economy’s continued strength, analysts have been predicting for weeks that the target
E. due to the fact of the economy’s continued strength, analysts predicted for weeks that the target will

192. The single-family house constructed by the Yana, a Native American people who lived in what is now northern california, was conical in shape, its framework of poles overlaid with slabs of bark, either cedar or pine, and banked with dirt to a height of three to four feet. 

a. banked with dirt to a height of 
b. banked with dirt as high as that of 
c. banked them with dirt to a height of 
d. was banked with dirt as high as 
e. was banked with dirt as high as that of

D

'banked with dirt...' should be parallel to 'overlaid with slabs...'

there is a meaning shift. if you say 'dirt as high as four feet', you're implying that most of the dirt is well below the four-foot level, but that four feet is the maximum height. the correct answer choice, on the other hand, states that the height of the dirt bank is consistently three to four feet. remember, if the meaning of the original sentence is intellligible, you are not allowed to change it - a principle that decides the meaning in this case.
“as high as” vs “to a height of”
a final problem with choice d is that the phrase 'as high as' should be followed by one value, not a range. 
some of our players weigh as much as 300-325 pounds --> bad phrasing 
some of our players weigh as much as 325 pounds --> good phrasing
D E

Make “was banked” parallel to “was conical”

"was conical in shape, and banked with dirt to a height of three to four feet", is "was" required a second time to maintain parallelism or can we assume that it is understood?

Helping verbs

if you have that comma after "shape", then yes, you need the second "was".
if you don't have that comma, then the second "was" is optional (it would be parallel either way).

was conical in shape, and was banked with dirt ------is correct
was conical in shape and was banked with dirt ------is correct
was conical in shape and banked with dirt  ------is correct
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/gmat-prep-sc-single-family-house-t1827.html
193. When drive-ins were at the height of their popularity in the late 1950s, some 4,000 existed in the United States, but today there are less than one-quarter that many
A. there are less than one-quarter that many
B. there are fewer than one-quarter as many
C. there are fewer than one-quarter of that amount
D. the number is less than one-quarter the amount
E. it is less than one-quarter of that amount

A
“Less” is wrong for countable nouns
“as many as” vs “as many”

in general, you won't need the second half of that construction if you have already mentioned the data elsewhere in the sentence.
the earlier part of this sentence already mentions the # of drive-ins in the u.s. in the 1950's, so it is not stated again. since it is not stated as part of an actual parallel construction, you don't need the second "as".

--

examples:
there were once 20 shirts on this shelf, but, now, barely half as many are left. --> i already mentioned the data (i.e., 20 shirts) earlier in the sentence, so it's not mentioned again.

there are barely half as many shirts on this shelf [i]as there were last week.[/i] --> i didn't mention this comparison point earlier, so i'm mentioning it now.
Stacey –
“CountOfItems#1… CountOfItems#2 as many as CountOfItems#1” ---is correct

“CountOfItems#1… CountOfItems#2 as many” ---is correct
This is a pretty rare setup - we have an ellipsis, so the second "as" is implied.

Notice that they also didn't include anything after where the "as would have gone - the other half of the comparison. 

today, there are fewer than one quarter as many (drive-ins as there were at the height of their popularity in the late 1950s). If I'm not going to say all that other stuff about the drive-ins here, then I also don't need the second "as." But if I were going to say all that stuff about the drive-ins right after the "as many" then I would need the second "as." (Of course, I couldn't say all that stuff after the "as many" unless I also got rid of the opening clause, or it would be redundant.)

Ron-

in situations such as this one, you should probably not worry that much about the omitted words -- you should try to eliminate based on other factors first. for instance, in this problem, you've noticed the difference between countable and uncountable; that difference by itself is actually sufficient to eliminate all four of the wrong choices (choice (a) contains "less"; the last three choices all contain "amount").

incidentally, if you prefer, you may actually conceive of the structure in this correct answer as a different idiom entirely, rather than as an ellipsis.
namely:
if you use "as many / as much / more / less" with a PREVIOUSLY MENTIONED QUANTITY (i.e., a quantity that is mentioned before the comparison has been made), then you can eliminate the subsequent use of "as" or "than".
this is what's happening in the correct answer here.

another example:
james had found over 50 words in the puzzle, but his brother found evenmore on the subsequent turn. --> note that we don't have to say "than" here, since the initial comparison value (50 words) has already been mentioned.
C D
 "amount" is wrong

recall that "amount" is a construction that can only be used to refer to UNCOUNTABLE quantities -- i.e., continuous quantities / mass nouns, which are not divided into distinctly countable units. 
for instance, you can have an "amount" of water, furniture, etc., but you CANNOT have an "amount" of people, items, etc.

this sentence is very clearly speaking about a countable quantity -- thenumber (not "amount") of drive-in theaters. since that's countable, any choice with "amount" can be eliminated immediately.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/when-drive-ins-were-at-the-height-of-their-popularity-in-the-t6550.html?sid=81312c8cbc6df4c7ae202dd06685d8b5
[See Elipses]
194. The health benefits of tea have been the subject of much research; in addition to its possibilities for preventing and inhibiting some forms of cancer, the brewed leaves of Camellia sinensis may also play a role in reducing the risk of heart disease and stroke.
A. in addition to its possibilities for preventing and inhibiting
B. in addition to its possibilities to prevent or inhibit
C. besides the possibility that it prevents and inhibits
D. besides the possible preventing and inhibiting of
E. besides possibly preventing or inhibiting.

A B C

when you consider possible antecedents for a pronoun, you should always narrow your search down to legitimate antecedents first.

in other words:
takeaway:
BEFORE you start going into any sort of complicated thought process about ambiguous pronouns, etc., you should FIRST FIND THE INTENDED ANTECEDENT of the pronoun in question.
if that INTENDED antecedent - i.e., the one that's clear from context - doesn't work grammatically, then you're done; the choice is wrong.

if you read the context of the sentence, it's clear that the INTENDED antecedent here is "the brewed leaves of camellia sinensis".
that's plural.
"it" is singular.
no match.
done.

(a) and (b) use "possibility" unidiomatically.
there are two possible idioms:
the possibility that NOUN VERB
the possibility of NOUN

(a), (b), (c) contain an incorrect "it".


“besides the possible preventing” vs “besides possibly preventing”
(d) "the possible VERBing" is inferior to "possibly VERBing".
"and" doesn't make sense in context (it makes it seem as though the two effects must occur together); "or" makes more sense.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/the-health-benefits-of-tea-have-been-the-subject-of-much-res-t7322.html
195. Rivaling the pyramids of Egypt or even the ancient cities of the Maya as an achievement, the army of terra-cotta warriors created to protect Qin Shi Huang, China’s first emperor, in his afterlife is more than 2,000 years old and took 700,000 artisans more than 36 years to complete them `
A. took 700,000 artisans more than 36 years to complete them 
B. took 700,000 artisans more than 36 years to complete it 
C. took 700,000 artisans more than 36 years to complete 
D. 700,000 artisans took more than 36 years to complete 
E. to complete them too 700,000 artisans more than 36 years

B vs C

since you have a parallel structure with "...and...", one way you can deduce the structure is to (temporarily) eliminate the other half of that parallel structure.

in other words, since "is more than 2000 years old and..." is not underlined, it doesn't contribute to the structure at all, so you can ignore it. (this is the same way in which you can, for instance, detect pronoun case more easily: for instance, "john and i went to the theater" --> "i went to the theater".)

so, this is all you have to look at:
the army ... took the artisans more than 36 years to complete.
this is sufficient on its own, without a pronoun at the end, in much the same way as this: this test is hard to finish (not "hard to finish it").

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/gmatprep-t6880.html
196. The first commercially successful drama to depict Black family life sympathetically and the
first play by a Black woman to be produced on Broadway, it was Lorraine Hansberry’s [u]A
Raisin in the Sun that won the New York Drama Critics’ Circle Award in 1959, and was later made[/u] into both a film and a musical.
A. it was Lorraine Hansberry’s A Raisin in the Sun that won the New York Drama Critics’
Circle Award in 1959, and was later made
B. in 1959 A Raisin in the Sun, by Lorraine Hansberry, won the New York Drama Critics’
Circle Award and was later made
C. Lorraine Hansberry won the New York Drama Critics’ Circle Award for A Raisin in the Sun in 1959, and it was later made
D. Lorraine Hansberry’s A Raisin in the Sun won the New York Drama Critics’ Circle Award in 1959 and was later made
E. A Raisin in the Sun, by Lorraine Hansberry, won the New York Drama Critics’ Circle Award in 1959, and later made it

D

According to the "touch rule" A raisin in the sun, should come right next after the comma, but in D it is instead embedded in a possessive form -Lorraine Hansberry's A raisin in the sun. The Sentence Correction guide says "modifiers cannot normally modify a noun in the possessive case"

User-

You have raised two issues. One about the touch rule and other about the possessive form.

Firstly, the touch rule is still very much intact this sentence. By adding "Lorraine Hansberry's" we are not violating it. There is a similar example in the book on pg84 (4th edition):

A lover of mice, my cat hunts night and day. 

The addition of "my" between the modifier and the noun does not change that we want to modify "cat" or "my cat".

In regard to the rule about possessives, the SC is correct and so is the answer choice i.e. its not an exception as this rule is not being violated here. We are not trying to modify Lorraine Hansberry. We are modifying "A raisin in the sun", which is not in possessive form. 
E

"it" isn't even ambiguous; it's downright wrong.
here's the problem:
A Raisin in the Sun, by Lorraine Hansberry, won the New York Drama Critics’ Circle Award in 1959, and later made it
notice the parallelism here. 2 parallel verbs, with no change of subject.
this means that the same noun - namely, "a raisin in the sun, by lorraine hansberry" - functions as the subject of both verbs.
that's a problem, because then "it" can't refer to the play (you'd have to use "itself").

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/lorraine-hansberry-t5813.html
197. Because there are provisions of the new maritime code that provide that even tiny islets can be the basis for claims to the fisheries and oil fields of large sea areas, they have already stimulated international disputes over uninhabited islands.
A. Because there are provisions of the new maritime code that provide that even tiny islets can be the basis for claims to the fisheries and oil fields of large sea areas, they have already stimulated
B. Because the new maritime code provides that even tiny islets can be the basis for claims to the fisheries and oil fields of large sea areas, it has already stimulated
C. Even tiny islets can be the basis for claims to the fisheries and oil fields of large sea areas under provisions of the new maritime code, already stimulated
D. Because even tiny islets can be the basis for claims to the fisheries and oil fields of large areas under maritime code, this has already stimulated
E. Because even tiny islets can be the basis for claims to the fisheries and oil fields of large areas under provisions of the new maritime code, which is already stimulating

198. Rock samples taken from the remains of an asteroid about twice the size of the 6 mile wide asteroid that eradicated the dinosaurs has been dated to be 3.47 billion years old and thus is evidence of the earliest known asteroid impact on Earth 
A ) has been dated to be 3.47 billion years old and thus is
B) has been dated at 3.47 billion years old and thus 
C) have been dated to be 3.47 billion years old and thus are 
D) have been dated as being 3.47 billion years old and thus
E) have been dated at 3.47 billion years old and thus are
OG 12 – SC – Q26 - Also in GMATPrep

26. Emily Dickinson’s letters to Susan Huntington Dickinson were written over a period beginning a few years before Susan’s marriage to Emily’s brother and ending shortly before Emily’s death in 1886, outnumbering her letters to anyone else.
A. Dickinson were written over a period beginning a few years before Susan’s marriage to Emily’s brother and ending shortly before Emily’s death in 1886, outnumbering
B. Dickinson were written over a period that begins a few years before Susan’s marriage to Emily’s brother and ended shortly before Emily’s death in 1886, outnumber
C. Dickinson, written over a period beginning a few years before Susan’s marriage to Emily’s brother and that ends shortly before Emily’s death in 1886 and outnumbering
D. Dickinson, which were written over a period beginning a few years before Susan’s marriage to Emily’s brother, ending shortly before Emily’s death in 1886, and outnumbering
E. Dickinson, which were written over a period beginning a few years before Susan’s marriage to Emily’s brother and ending shortly before Emily’s death in 1886, outnumber
Ron – 

A -  the phrase in question, "outnumbering ...", is NOT, in any way whatsoever, a "(direct/indirect) result" of the time period over which the letters were written. these are tw completely independent and unrelated observations about the letters, and so they can't be placed into the sort of construction that appears in choice (a). this is thus not a grammatical problem so much as a problem of clarity, but it's still a problem.

examples:
my brother, who ate bagel bites for breakfast every single day of his high school career, graduated in 1994. --> correct; his eating bagel bites had no impact on his graduation date.
my brother ate bagel bites for breakfast every single day of his high school career, graduating in 1994. --> incorrect; these are two unrelated observations, but this construction erroneously implies some sort of relationship.

“, Which” – Exception Rule – occasionally, when it is completely unambiguous, "which" can refer to a whole NOUN PHRASE that immediately precedes the comma
D & E - occasionally, when it is completely unambiguous, "which" can refer to a whole NOUN PHRASE that immediately precedes the comma.
in this case, this noun phrase is "X's letters to Y". (note that this noun phrase, as a unit, does immediately precede the comma.)

also, note the complete lack of grammatical ambiguity: "which" can't refer to dickinson, who is a person, and it's also followed by a plural verb. both of these pieces of evidence point to the noun phrase "X's letters to Y".
--
here's the basic summary:
if you have "X of Y, which..."
then:
* if Y works as the antecedent of "which", then "which" should stand for Y.
* if Y doesn't work as the antecedent, but "X of Y" DOES work, then "which" can stand for "X of Y".
Always check whethr which refers to something plural or singular.. and then try to determine if it refers to the whole noun or the noun it touches.

e.g. which ‘has/have’

(b)
this choice tries to put were written and ended in parallel.
this parallelism implies that the letters "ended" or "were ended", neither of which makes sense.
the verb "outnumber" also makes this not a valid sentence, for the same reason why i can't write "he was born in 1858, left the country in 1874".

(c)
this is a sentence fragment; there's no main verb at all. remember that "-ing" constructions are NOT verbs by themselves.
also, there's bad parallelism between "beginning" and "that ends".

(d)
false parallelism between "beginning", "ending", and "outnumbering". the period of time didn't outnumber anything.
this is also a sentence fragment, with no main verb. the only actual verb in the whole thing is "were written", which is trapped in a subordinate clause.

Possessive Poison rule
Possessive Posion rule is wrong and has been removed form all MGMAT materials

“her” refers to Emily even though Emily is in possessive form (“Emily’s”)

the "rule" is:
* POSSESSIVE NOUN with NON-POSSESSIVE PRONOUN is NOT OK.
BUT
ALL OTHER COMBINATIONS are ok.
i.e.
possessive noun with possessive pronoun is ok.
non-possessive noun with non-possessive pronoun is ok.
non-possessive noun with possessive pronoun is ok.

ONLY use this "rule" if you understand it 100.0000%. if there is absolutely any confusion at all, just ignore this rule and pretend that you have never seen it.
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/post24246.html
“Rather than” vs “Instead Of”

GMAT prefers “Rather Than” if both sentences with rather than and instead of are correct

C.Instead of accepting the conventional wisdom that the earth was flat, Christopher Columbus sailed west to see whether he could reach India, having been sent by the king and queen of Spain. 

D.Rather than accept the conventional wisdom that the earth was flat, Christopher Columbus sailed west to see whether he could reach India, having been sent by the king and queen of Spain. 

There IS a crucial difference between "rather than" and "instead of" that you should know. "Rather than" is a conjunction and so can be followed by basically anything, whereas "instead of" is a (complex) preposition -- and a preposition should be followed only by a noun. 

Now, the noun can be an "-ing" verb, known as a gerund. So, the sentences you quote are not grammatically wrong in this regard. However, the GMAT seems to prefer "rather than" in comparisons of verbs, because the parallelism is clearest: 

(1) "I ski rather than snowboard." -- Correct. 
(2) "I ski instead of snowboarding." -- Correct, but a 'little' less parallel, so (1) is slightly preferable. The GMAT probably won't test this point in isolation, though, so we're going to revise the question. 

You can also use "rather than" to compare phrases or clauses. In that context, "instead of" is absolutely wrong, even though it's heard in spoken English: 
(3) "I went in the cellar rather than in the attic." -- Correct. 
(4) "I went in the cellar instead of in the attic." -- INCORRECT although this 'sounds' normal to me, to be honest! (That's why you have to retrain your ear -- it's not always grammatically right!) 
(5) "I went in the cellar instead of the attic." -- Also correct. No difference in preference between (3) and (5)

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/rather-than-accept-the-conventional-wisdom-that-the-earth-t1177.html
--------------------------------------------------------------------------

Elipses

it's a construction in which one or more words are eliminated, usually because they have some sort of counterpart that appears earlier in the sentence.

for instance:
in the 1995 world hockey championships, sweden won the gold medal and finland the silver.
this is a correctly worded sentence; note that in this case there is another ellipsis: we don't have to repeat the words "won" or "medal".

it's quite difficult to nail down any sort of specific rules regarding when it's ok to do this. worse yet, the issue of ellipsis is greatly confounded by parallelism -- there are many instances in which parallel structure requires that a certain word be repeated, even if that word can be omitted in a different sort of parallel structure.
1. Salt deposits and moisture threaten to destroy the Mohenjo-Daro excavation in Pakistan, the site of an ancient civilization that flourished at the same time as the civilizations in the Nile delta and the river valleys of Tigris and Euphrates. 
a. same 
b. that had flourished at the same time as had the civilizations 
c. that flourished at the same time those had 
d. flourishing at the same time as those did 
e. flourishing at the same time as those were 



2. Heating-oil prices are expected to be higher this year than last because refiners are paying about $5 a barrel more for crude oil than they were last year. 
(A) Heating-oil prices are expected to be higher this year than last because refiners are paying about $5 a barrel more for crude oil than they were 
(8) Heating-oil prices are expected to rise higher this year over last because refiners pay about $5 a barrel for crude oil more than they did 
(C) Expectations are for heating-oil prices to be higher this year than last year's because refiners are paying about $5 a barrel for crude oil more than they did 
(d) It is the expectation that heating-oil prices will be higher for this year over last because refiners are paying about $5 a barrel more for crude oil now than what they were 
(E) It is expected that heating-oil prices will rise higher this year than last year's because refiners pay about $5 a barrel for crude oil more than they did. 
“More Than”
if you have a comparison using "more than", you can logically complete that withanything that is parallel to something in the first part (and makes logical sense). 
e.g. 
SUBJ2 VERB2 
or 
SUBJ2 
or 
PREP PHRASE 2 (if there's a PREP PHRASE 1 in the original) 
etc. 

e.g., all of the following are correct: 
i can lift more weight at the gym than my brother. 
i can lift more weight at the gym than my brother can. 
i can lift more weight at the gym than in my basement. 

if you're interested in finding the exact parallel constructions, the ones in #1 are "i" and "my brother"; the ones in #2 are "i can" and "my brother can"; the ones in #3 are "at the gym" and "in my basement". 

so, "flourished at the same time as the civilizations..." is constructed just like the first one of these, and so is correct. 

-- 

TWO INSTANCES IN WHICH YOU CAN'T JUST USE A NOUN: 

1) VERB TENSE SHIFT 
if there is a change in verb tense between the two halves of the comparison, then you MUST include the verb in both halves. (if the verb is omitted in the second part of the comparison, then the implication is that the tense is the same in both halves.) 

so: 
Heating-oil prices are expected to be higher this year than they were last year 
--> correct 
BUT 
if you wrote 
Heating-oil prices are expected to be higher this year than last year 
then this would be incorrect, since there must be a tense shift between what is happening this year and what happened last year. 

2) AMBIGUITY 

i know more about shakespeare than my brother 
ambiguous. 2 meanings. 
two ways we can resolve this problem by adding another word: 
1) i know more about shakespeare than does my brother --> i'm a bigger shakespeare nerd than my brother is. 
2) i know more about shakespeare than about my brother --> my brother and i were separated at birth, so i know more about shakespeare than i do about him. 
http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/when-drive-ins-were-at-the-height-of-their-popularity-in-the-t6550-15.html?sid=81312c8cbc6df4c7ae202dd06685d8b5
http://www.beatthegmat.com/comparisons-involving-ellipsis-t66230.html
​GMAT-PREP CAT
According to a 1996 survey by the National Association of College and University Business Officers, more than three times as many independent institutions of higher education charge tuition and fees of under $8,000 a year than those that charge over $16,000. 

A) than those that charge 
B) than are charging 
C) than to charge 
D) as charge 
E) as those charging

“More than” and “As.. as” in one sentence
“More than” Vs “As..”
There are 2 ways to figure this one out. Make sure you can do both.

1/
Use context.
The comparison is between different numbers of schools. The first part of that comparison is "three times as many...", and you're supposed to fill in the second half.

2/
Just notice what's there and what isn't there.
You already have "more" and "than".
You have "three times as many...", but you don't have the other "as" unless you include it in the underline.

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/according-to-a-1996-survey-by-the-national-t25007.html
[Ellipsis]
This is not the coparison of “as many as” vs “as many” similar to Q193 becuas ethe second “As “ is present is here…the question is why it is okay to omit “those that [charge]”
Instructor-

In A, B and C, than is incorrect. The correct idiom is as many X as Y. Eliminate A, B and C. 

In E, more than three times as many charge ....as those charging is not a parallel comparison. Eliminate E. 

The correct answer is D. 

As is used to compare ACTIONS. In E, charging is not a verb but an ADJECTIVE. As cannot be used to compare a verb (charge) to an adjective (charging). For E to compare actions, it would have to use ellipsis to imply the following: 

...more than three times as many...institutions...CHARGE under $8,000...as those charging over $16,000 CHARGE. 

The implied meaning above creates an error of redundancy (charging and charge). 

The ellipsis in D is better because it compares two ACTIONS without an error of redundancy: 

...more than three times as many...institutions...CHARGE under $8,000...as CHARGE over $16,000.
http://www.beatthegmat.com/comparision-question-need-expert-s-reply-t79937.html
More than fifty years after the Second World War, a number of African American soldiers were awarded, some of them posthumously, with the Congressional Medal of Honor, which was the nation’s highest military award, and which was long overdue in recognition of their outstanding bravery. 

A) with the Congressional Medal of Honor, which was the nation’s highest military award, and which was long overdue in 
B) with the Congressional Medal of Honor, the nation’s highest military award for long-overdue 
C) the Congressional Medal of Honor, which was the nation’s highest military award, long-overdue in 
D) the Congressional Medal of Honor, the nation’s highest military award for long-overdue 
E) the Congressional Medal of Honor, the nation’s highest military award, in long-overdue 

It actually tests 2 idioms 
1) to reward somebody a medal 
2) in recognition of

X was awarded Y is the right usage. Using WITH is not correct. So that leaves us with C,D, & E.
Out of these contenders "in long-overdue recognition..." is the right usage. That eliminates C, D.
 C – which refers to “honor” and not “Congressional Medal of Honor”?
​GMAT-PREP CAT #2
Only seven people this century have been killed by the great white shark, the man-eater of the movies—less than those killed by bee stings.

a. movies—less than those
b. movies—fewer than have been
c. movies, which is less than those
d. movies, a number lower than the people
e. movies, fewer than the ones

"fewer than" vs "fewer than those" 

when you consider parallel constructions, your main goal is just to pick the choice with the best parallelism.
if you were a writer, then you would need all kinds of subtle intuition about this kind of thing -- because writers don't get multiple-choice options!
but you get multiple-choice options, so we needn't complicate the issue any more than necessary.

in the correct answer, we have "have been killed by x" and "have been killed by y". 
perfect.
you really aren't going to do any better than that!

in the choice with "those killed by bee stings" -- note that we don't have "people killed by the great white shark" in the other part.

this is really annoying at first, but, once you get used to this mentality, you'll find that it's one of the easier things to do on SC.
if you are a "quant person", you should be able to do these sorts of eliminations very quickly, because they operate on essentially mathematical principles (unlike, say, idiom or modifier issues).

Dash vs Comma

in this context, the dash essentially serves the same purpose as a comma. the only difference is that you don't use dashes at random; you use them when there is some special emphasis or irony (or both) in what you're saying.

example:
Joe, who is from Miami, complained about the cold of the Las Vegas winter.--> no irony; this makes perfect sense, since las vegas is much colder than miami in winter. therefore, no reason to use dashes.
Joe -- who is from Duluth -- complained about the cold of the Las Vegas winter. --> extreme irony, since duluth is about 70 degrees colder than las vegas in the winter.

same sort of deal here: there's considerable irony in the fact that the formidable shark has fewer kills under its belt than does the cute lil yellow fuzzy bee.

as a bonus, the dash also adds a degree of clarity, since "the great white shark" is already followed by one comma + appositive modifier; addinganother modifier after another comma would muddy the waters a bit too much for my liking (and, apparently, for the test writers' liking as well).

E

first, i'm about 99% sure that we are not allowed to use "ones" to refer to people.
second, i'm also about 99% sure that "THE ones" must refer back to "THE some other noun".

B

i don't think that this can be regarded as an ellipsis/omission, since "fewer than ..." isn't a clause.
instead, like other comparisons, it's just a parallel structure:
have been killed by the shark
is parallel to
have been killed by bee stings.

note that these verbs don't necessarily have to be in the same tense; if context dictates, they can be in different tenses. for instance, the second half of this parallel structure could also be something like ...were killed in a single car accident this morning in Dallas.

comparisons are surprisingly flexible with regard to parallelism -- basically, if you can find properly parallel (and non-ambiguous) structures in a comparison, then the comparison is fine.

staff –

- fewer than (..the number of people who..) have been killed by bee stings.
My understanding is that the part in the bracket (the number of people who) has been left out as it is understood.

D

 wrong because it compares number with people
- movies, a number lower than the people

http://www.manhattangmat.com/forums/can-somebody-help-me-out-with-this-question-t4278.html
In archaeology, there must be a balance between explanation of the value and workings of archaeology, revealing the mysteries of past and present cultures, and to promote respect for archaeological sites.
A. between explanation of the value and workings of archaeology, revealing the mysteries of past and present cultures, and to promote
B. among explaining the value and workings of archaeology, revealing the mysteries of past and present cultures, and promoting
C. between explaining the value and workings of archaeology, revealing the mysteries of past and present cultures, and when promoting
D. among explaining the value and workings of archaeology, the revelation of the mysteries of past and present cultures, and to promote
E. between explaining archaeologys value and workings, in the revealing the mysteries of past and present cultures, and in promoting
Among vs between

B. among explaining the value and workings of archaeology, revealing the mysteries of past and present cultures, and promoting..parallel and among X,Y and Z format is required ..CORRECT
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