If statements above

correct
Family 1
can't bring new info

can always be
proven Fact Test

Infer ——» conclusion

must select ans.
that must occur
based on what

stimuli usually are

fact set some, could, man
L Broad /—y

you've read
make sure language only, none —_—
in choice matches Narrow / ——
stimulus Paraphrased take info in stimulus
‘ P and stretches to
MBT / = make statement
cope :
(___support for___) p— Correct Sum of 2+ stimulus broad

statements

(missing not missing C)

Ans. Choices some --> most

Could be true/likely

true— idea/concept raised

in stimulus, but
Exaggerated ans. changed just
enough to be

Incorrect New Info incorrect

Shell Game occur in all question

Opposite ans.
S —— A of stated facts

Reverse ans.
rearranging

elements to create a

Opinions vs. Opinion T a?;int"e'ts believe.., | new, unsupported
Assertions . —————— statement
Fact/Assertion ——
Itis..., There are...,
When stimulus \ It has been proven.., many ppl have

contains OpinionS, in Scientists found..., SOne type of dOg -

>
MBT you can L some ppl have

eliminate any ans. o nvitves of dogs
that makes a flat _many typ g

assertion without any event/

reference to those circumstance whose Indicators: if, when,
opinions occurrence whenever, every,
- —

/ indicates that a all, any, people who,
necessary condition in order to

Sufficient  EEEE—

must occur

Conditional
Reasoning

Necessary Cond. _ —
—\ event/circumstance indicators: then,

whose occurrence is only, only if, must,
> y y

if a suff. cond. REQUIRED for a required, unless,
OCcCurs necessary

sufficient cond except, until, without
MUST occur p—

Mistaken Negation

vs. Contrapositive el SRR



Fill in the
Blank
Question -

look for an indicator at the start of
the sentence or at the start of the

blank to determine question type
S ——

indicators = thus,
therefore, hence

FITB

you must supply the (C)

MP
subset of
MBT even if the ans is true according
to stimulus, if it fails to capture

Every MP
has an
argument

Simply look for the ans. that best
summarizes the point of the
author's argument

Correct

Identify the C and the MP will
be restatement of the C

C may appear in beginning/
middle/ end

the MP it can't be correct

\
Ans
Choices

| Incorrect !

Ans. true but does not encapsulate
author's point

Ans. repeats premise of the
argument

has to summarize
author's point




therefore

e (
VNA)ssumption
*

(P)remise C)onclusion

| .
How to Weaken an Argument Attack the Attacking

(C) by:

the (A)

Amy got an "A" on therefore Amy must've studied for a
_—> .
the test. |Ong time.

studying for a long time is
the only way to get an "A"

Weaken
(W)

stimulus will

contain an How to
Weaken?
argument

identify, isolate, I

& assess the Attack
premises & the Argument
conclusion

| (P)remise | | (C)onclusion |

. - author limits
fails to 2 items .
. the C in a way
consider all compared | h
of the are to leave the
GMAT most likely to be possibilities different argument open
usually attacked by attacking to attack
leaves this (A)ssumption
alone
Error of (A)ssumption
Incomplete Improper Qualified
May be . Info Comparison Conclusion
attacked if Personalize
(P)is a the argument
sub-
conclusion correct ans will simply not contradict
the C, but undermine the C by Common
showing that C fails to account for Weakening
some element or possibility Scenarios




1st event leads to 2nd event trap / (A) -
—»| Every morning cock crows before sunrise,
therefore, cock causes sunrise

1 - One event occurs

before another

Consumption of ice cream has
been found to correlate with the
murder rate, therefore, consuming
ice cream must cause one to be
most likely to commit murder

2 Scenarios that can
lead to causal (C)s in
CR questions

while one may have caused the other, the 2 events
could've been caused by a 3rd, or the 2nd could
simply be correlated without one causing the other

2 - Two or more events
occur at the same time

Identify where in
—| argument the causal
assertion is made

on GMAT if causality is in (C),

Causality in (C) vs. in (P) then the reasoning is flawed

if the causality is in a (P), the
argument maybe flawed but not
because of the causal statment

Often present in (C) where the author
mistakenly claims 1 event causes another

Cause & Effect
Reasoning

most causal (C)s are flawed because
there can be alternate explanations

Indicators: caused by, responsible for,
. leads to, promoted by, produced by,
's the event that —»| played a role in, is an effect of, because
makes the other occur ! !
- of, reason for, induced by, determined

by, product of, was a factor in
is the event that
Effect
follows from the cause
T ——

Cause

find an alternate
cause for the effect

any scenario where cause occurs &
event does not... this weakens (C)

| often appear as a counter example |

show that even when the cause
occurs, the event doesn't:

show that event occurred,
but the cause didn't

show causal relationship
is reversed

whenever you identify a causal (C) in
the stimulus, immediately be prepared
to strengthen or weaken the argument

Attacking in a (W) questions
involves 1 of the following:

How to Attack
Causal (C)

show that a statistical error exists
with the data used to make the (C)



asks you to support .
the argument in any Causallty & (S)
way possible, Questions
whether by 1% or
100%

To (S) a causal (C) you take the
opposite approach as you would in a
(W) question

Both (S) & (A) answer
choices do something
+ive for the argument

(S) Indicators:

strengthen,
support,

helps, most

justifies

ask you to identify a (A) eliminate any alternate causes for show that the data used to make
statement that the the stated effect the causal statement is correct
argument assumes or
supposes show that when the cause eliminate the possibility that the
| unstated | occurs, the effect occurs ¢ stated relationship isn't reversed
premise show that when the cause does not
occur, the effect doesn't occur

Difference b/w
(S) & (A)

Fundamental Rules for
(S) & (A)ssumption

stimulus will
contain an
argument

Ans. choices are
accepted as given

These questions
often yield a
strong prephrase

info in
stimulus is
suspect

focus on

How to Strengthen
the (C)

an ar%ument
Just because a fact

or idea is not Identlfy (C) - this is

mentioned in the what you are trying to
strengthen

stimulus is not
grounds for ;

actively_ consider range of elimination personalize the
pOSSIb|e answers b4 e —— argument
proceeding to answer

choices look for weakness in the argument - a weak spot is tailor
made for an answer that eliminates the weakness - Many (S)
questions require you to find the missing link b/w (P) & (C).
These missing links are (A)s made by the author.

even if they
include
"new" info

identify, isolate,
& assess the
(P) & (C)

often reasoning
errors present

Arguments that use surveys or contain analogies rely upon the
validity of the survey & analogies. Ans. choices that strengthen the
analogy or survey, or establish their soundness, are usually correct




do not lend themselves to
prephrasing: too many
possibilities to choose from

entirely different role

pro_tect.s th_e argument by are hidden, like have to be t[))/lffefnce (A) & causality
eliminating ideas that could the foundation ?ectissacr;y true for the WIVEB')I'VS. work same as
weaken the argument of the house orthe (C) (C) to be true question (S) questions

MBT

before (C) - a
statement used to
make the (C)

! Defender |

If there are no obvious weaknesses
in the argument & you're faced with

statement
that follows
from the (C)

an (A) question, expect to see a
Defender answer choice

recognizing these may
help you eliminate
wrong choices faster

lend themselves

| traditional linking role |

often connect new or rogue
pieces of info in the argument or
fill logical gaps in the argument

well to prephrasing

1 - lookout for choices
starting with "at least
one/ at least some"

choices use construction
such as "the primary
purpose, the top priority,
or the main factor"

don't simply assume it is ;

high chance
this is correct

if you see a gap or a new element in the (C), a
supporter assumption answer will almost certainly close
the gap or link the new element back to the (p)remise

2 - avoid choices that claim an
idea was the most important
consideration for the author

3 - Watch out for
the use of "not" or
"-jves" in choices

do not rule out -ive because
you are used to seeing

assumptions as a +ive part of

the argument

correct; instead, use the these have always
been wrong

proper negation ("None") to
check

don't use on all 5 choices,
only on the last 2

purpose is to take an (A) question
& turn it into a (W) question

can only be used for (A) questions

1 - logically negate the
final 2 choices

almost always (A) questions
in disguise, sometimes
MBT/MP questions

2 - Negated ans. choice
that attacks/weakens the
argument will be correct

one role an (A) can play is to
eliminate ideas that could attack
the argument. To do so defender
choices often use -ive terms such
as no, not, & never

one benefit of -ive language
is that Defender choices can
be negated easily

read the stimulus for
clues regarding the

Opposites

negation - alter the sentence
to be logically opposite

Polar

™! direction of the argument

& author's belief

taking a "not" out of a sentence
when not present & vica-versa

could - cannot

| Sweet - Sour |

blank is always at the
end of the stimulus

indicators

_because... |
...is the fact that....

| All - None |
| Always - Not always !
| Sometimes - Never |

will - might not (polar acceptable will not)

only one - none or more than one

use the premise indicator at the
beginning of a sentence to help you
recognize that you are being asked

| ...is that.... |

| ...since... |

to fill in a missing (P) i.e. an (A)

| Everywhere - Not everywhere |
| exactly one - none or more than one or not exactly one |
| Somewhere - Nowhere |




Supporter

(P)remise M» (C)onclusion
\A)ssumptioyv
How to Weaken an Ar Jln‘élt Attack the Attacking
g (C) by: the (A)

All the male citizens therefore Socrates had the right to
of Athens had the —— > vote in Athens.

right to vote. A1: Socrates was male,

A2: Socrates was a
citizen of Athens

|
New element in (C)

Defender

(P)remise therefore (C)onclusion

_—
VNA)ssumptioVv
A
|

Attack the Attacking
(C) by: the (A)

How to Weaken an Argument

People who read a Thus Reading must cause a
_— o
~ lot are more person to be intelligent.
intelligent than other
people. Attack: Genetics causes a

person to be intelligent

Defend: Genetics does not
cause a person to be
intelligent

Each idea other than reading was
assumed by author to be not possible, and
hence each idea can undermine the (C)




Resolve the Paradox
(RTP)

You are not seeking to disprove .
one side of the situation Rl Active
Resolution
Correct answer will +ively resolve the

paradox so that both sides are true & the
conditions in the stimulus have been met

lend to
prephrasing

easy to spot because of
the distinctive stimulus

If the stimulus contains a paradox where
2 items are similar, then an answer
choice that explains the a difference b/w
the 2 can't be correct & vica versa.

if a choice supports only 1
side, it will be incorrect. Must
show both sides coexist

each stimulus presents a
situation where 2 ideas or
occurrences appear to L

contradict each other
-

you must address the
facts of the situation

select the choice that
contains a possible
cause of the situation

Question Stem
features

incorrect answers will lure

T —— you W|th reasonable
solutions that do not meet
the stated facts

Language of
contradiction

answer choices should

be accepted as true
author not attempting Contradiction
to persuade you indicators
‘ ResolveX
key words that indicate your Question
\ 4 but, however, task is to resolve a problem
just presenting 2 sets yet, although,

presents 4 incorrect choices that

paradoxically,
resolve or explain the situation

surprisingly

of contradictory facts

| Action | | Problem |

If you read a fact set & it does
not contain a paradox, expect resolve, paradox, the 1 correct choice would either
to see a MBT question or CBT explain, discrepancy, confuse the situation, or more likely,
reconcile contradiction, have no impact on the situation.
confllct, S ——
puzzle,
contrast

Oppositional
Circumstances & Cause

these scenarios underscore the issue present in the
question: other factors in the situation make it more
difficult to be successful, despite the high ability of
the person at the center of the situation.

RTP problems are typically built around
scenario: best doc but low oppositional circumstances, wherein 2

rate of success elements with naturally opposing
> features are found to co-exist




Method of

abstract MBT
questions

instead of identifying the facts of
the argument, you must identify the
logical organization of the argument

stimulus can contain
valid or flawed reasoning

Y

Reasoning (MOR)

[ Family 1

| can only use info in the stimulus to prove correct ans. choice |
any ans. choice that describes an element or situation
that does no occur in the stimulus is incorrect

exactly the same as MOR, with the
exception that the g stem indicates that
the reasoning in the stimulus is flawed

The method of
argument is to...

The argument
proceeds by...

The argument derives
its conculsion by...

provides you with a tremendous advantage
because you can identify the error of reasoning
present b4 proceeding to the choices

The correct answer will identify the
error in reasoning and then describe
that error in general terms

Which of the following describes the
technique of reasoning used above?

Beware of ans. choices that that

Which of the following is an

argumentative strategy

employed in the argument?

describe portion of the stimulus but
fail to identify the error in reasonin

The argument employs which one of
the following reasoning techniques?

| Stimulus |

because recognizing agmnt
structure is very important, you must
watch out for (C) & (P) indicators

Which of the following most accurately
describes the flaw in the argument's reasoning?

indicators will help you identify

the structure of the agmnt & help
you better understand the ACs

T EEEE———
The reasoning in the argument is most vulnerable
to criticism on the grounds that the argument...?
| The reasoning provided above is flawed because it fails to...? i

| A questionable aspect of reasoning above is that it...? |

MOR/FIR focus on form of the
argument vs. concrete facts

students often will have firm
grasp on structure of
argument only to struggle
when none of the choices
match their prephrase

Prephrasing in
MOR/FIR

Do not expect to see your exact
prephrase as the answer; there are
simply too many variation in the
way the argument can be described

make a general, abstract prephrase
of what occurred in the argument &
then examine the choices

you must think about the structure of the
argument b4 examining the choices



Fact Test for MOR/FIR | —

can use fact test since
type of MBT

watch out for ACs that are partially
true i.e. ACs that contain a
description of sth that happened in
the agmnt but that also contain
additional things that didn't happen

| "New" element ACs |
| Half right, Half wrong ACs |

Exaggerated ACs

Opposite ACs

if an ans. choice describes an event that didn't
occur in the stimulus, it will be incorrect

Eg: "the argument accepts a claim on the basis of
public opinion of the claim"

all parts of the ans. must be identifiable in the
stimulus.

1st - you must be able to identify where the author
"accepts a claim"

2nd - you must be able to identify where that is
done "on the basis of public opinion of the claim"

if you can't identify part of the answer in the

stimulus, the AC is incorrect

Reverse ACs

| Value of knowing Common Errors of Reasoning |

test repeats certain forms

Can be helpful aid in studying
for future questions

identifying errors of identifying ACs that describe
reasoning in stimulus a common error of reasoning

| learning mistakes made by author |

| stock wrong answers |

you will be able to quickly identify
error in agment & accelerate

through the ACs

eg: "attacking the source of an agmnt,
not the agmnt itself," has appeared as
the correct AC in several CR
questions

describe the

asks you to identify the role the cited
portion plays in the structure of the

structural role using
terms: (P), (C), (A)

If you fail to identify (C) using indicators, use the

statement as (C) & other as (P) & see if the
agment flows.

agmnt or about the role the 2 portions
play in relation to each other

\

ACs

Therefore, ability to identify argument parts
using "indicator" words is critical

AC that describes parts
of the agmnt other than
the part named in the

Common
Wrong AC

MORB
| very rare |
on GMAT

often has 2 different view points or
uses counterpremises (CP)s

Conclusion Identification Method in Ch 2 - use one

most MORBs feature a (C)
at the end of the stimulus,
if you do not see a (C) at
the end, be prepared to

Stimulus
Structure

Qstem

b4 proceeding to the ACs, make sure
you know exactly what part of the
agmnt is being asked about

tends to be
more complex

answer a question about a
part of the argument other
than the (C)

some stimuli
feature 2 (C)s:
(mC) & (sC)
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shift in meaning of a word in the stimulus eg: values - moral vs. values - $$ amt

Uncertain/ incoherent use — *| this type of AC appears more frequently as an incorrect AC than any other type |

of a Term or Concept

Examples of how
this error is
described in an AC

relies on

depending on the ambiguous interpretiqg a
use of a key term key term in 2

different ways

allows a key
term to shift in
meaning

flawed agmnt attacks the person/source by attacking
their character instead of the argument

»| on GMAT speak must always attack the agmnt advanced by a person |
| Focusing on the motives of the source |

| takes 2
 " forms —®[Focusing on the actions of the source (eg: antismoking
‘ propagator smokes himself, therefore, shouldn't be believed
Examples of how
this error is makes an attack on the 5| itis directed against the proponent of a
character of opponents ‘ claim rather than against the claim itself '

Source
Argument

described in an AC

B <= (C
Circular L 4——— (ke

Reasoning _».| author assumes to be true V\(hgt is supposed to be proved,
~ \ eg. essay is best because it is better than all the others.

Examples of how
this error is
described in an AC

presupposes the the argument assumes

| it assumes what it seeks to establish |—> truth of what it sets what it is attempting to

out to prove demonstrate

falsely concludes from the fact that
one thing happens after another

for confirmation that the 2nd thing

is the result of the 1st

Causal (C) are inherently flawed bcuz there can be
other explanations/causes

1 - Assuming causal
relationship on the basis
of sequence of events

Extreme causal (C) made by author that only 1 cause

confusing the
coincidence of 2
events with a causal

relation b/w the 2
T ——

2 - Assuming a causal
relationship whenonlya —»
correlation exists

Examples of how
this error is
described in an AC

Mistaken Cause &
Effect

3 - Failure to consider an fails to exclude an
alternate cause for the effect, or alternative
an alternate cause for both the explanation for the
cause & the effect observed effect

~ S —
4 - Failure to consider that the the author mistakes
———P|
events may be reversed an effect for a cause

if you identify a stimulus with a causal reasoning & it
is a FIR, quickly scan the ACs for the 1 that contains
words: "cause", "effect" or both

Common
Errors of
Reasoning

recasting opponent's position by distorting what he said, eg: A: tax ppl in ) focus on the connection b/w(C) & the (P) to determine the error
higher brackets B: you are taxing everyone,therefore, this is unfair
Straw Man
Exarr_1p|es of.how - - - - portrays the politician's views as
this error is | refutes a distorted version of an opposing view |'—'> more extreme than thev reallv are
described in an AC y y
Often accompanied by the phrase in the stimulus: "what you are saying is...," or "if | understand you correctly...,"
(P) doesn't support (C) cuz of irrelevant data
General Lack of |
Relevar;;‘)eE\;lCd)ence for > author fails to provide any info to support the (C) or provides info that is irrelevant to the (C)

, . — It fails to give any
Exgmples pf ho_w this error The author cites irrelevant reason for the
is described in an AC data . :
judgement it reaches

| author makes contradicting statements, eg, everyone should join since this is an exclusive club |
Internal

Contradiction

introduces info that
—| actually contradicts
the (C)

Examples of how this error is
described in an AC

bases a (C) on claims that are inconsistent with
each other

expert may not have the relevant knowledge or all the info
——»| regarding the situation, or there may be a difference in
opinion among experts as to what is true in a case

wrong authority/expert used to persuade reader, eg,
neurologist used to attest to a teeth whitener

accepts a claim based on
the authority of others,

without requiring proof of

said authority

Heard mentality as evidence - position is using polls, come on try this
true since majority believes it to be true since everyone is trying it

| this type of reasoning most often appears as an incorrect AC |

the judgement of scientists is
applied to a matter in which F———p
their knowledge is irrelevant

Appeal to Authority Examples of how this error is

described in an AC

force, tradition etc.)

Appeal to Popular Opinion/ Numbers

the author treats the argument
. - popular opinion as if makes an appeal
Exarr:j;;l:cs:ricgeréoivr\]/ ’;hr:sAeéror 1S it is a reliable —> to popular
evidence supporting opinion instead
the claim in question of using facts

Appeal to Emotion - guilt trip p| emotionally charged language used to persuade the reader, eg, don't give me a ticket
office, since | just lost my job

attempts to
persuade by
making an
emotional appeal

the argument
appeals to

emotion rather

than reason

Examples of how this error is
described in an AC
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1 - Biased sample (can be self-selection)

2 - Questions on the survey are confusing

! Survey can be Invalidated by: — »| 3 - Inaccurate responses

uses evidence drawn from a small

sample that may well be —>| generalizes from an unrepresentative sample |

unrepresentative

This error takes a small # of instances & treats those X Improper sample used to make a generalization, eg, 2 of my friends were
instances as if they support a broad, sweeping (C) shortchanged at the store, therefore, everyone is shortchanged at the store

appears most frequently as an incorrect AC, occasionally appears as a correct AC

»| supports a broad claim on the the argument draws a broad (C) from a small
basis of just 1 example sample of instances

Survey Errors

Examples of how this error is
described in an AC

Examples of how this error

Exceptional Case/ _ orho
is described in an AC

Overgeneralization

occurs when author attributes characteristics of part of group to the group as a whole or to
each member of the group, eg, every party | attend is fun, therefore, my life is fun.

Judgementsimade about groups & parts of groups

takes the opinion of 1 student
to represent the opinions of all
students

assuming that because something
is true of each of the parts of a
whole it is true of the whole itself

Examples of how this error
is described in an AC

Composition Error ( part = whole)

occurs when author attributes a characteristic of the whole to a part of the

Common
Errors of
Reasoning

Errors of Division error (whole = part)

Composition &
Division

group, eg., US is the wealthiest nation, therefore, everyone in the US is wealthy
presumes that what is true of a whole must also
be true of each of its parts

author uses analogy that is too dissimilar to the original situation to be applicable, eg., heavy rainfall
is cleansing, therefore, for healthy relationship you should vent all your store emotions at once

Exznégggrgezoi\g ’;hr:sAeCrror treats as similar 2 cases that are different in treats 2 kinds of events that differ in critical
a major respect ’ respects as if they do not differ
! Assumes only 2 options when there maybe others |
Examples of how this error fails to consider that there are more
is described in an AC than 2 choices in the matter at hand

Lack of Evidence = position is false
Mis-assessing the force of

—»| evidence is a frequent —>| Lack of evidence = position is true |

error on the GMAT
Some Evidence against position = position is false

Examples of how this error is
described in an AC

False Analogy
(apples/oranges)

takes a lack of

evidence for a
claim as evidence
that weakens the
claim

treats failure to

prove a claim as

evidence of the
denial of that claim

False Dilemma

Examples of how
this error is
described in an AC

Examples of how
this error is
described in an AC

treating the failure to prove a
claim is untrue as the same as
proving that the claim is ture

Errors in the use of
Evidence

the introduction of evidence against a position only weakens the
position; it doesn't necessarily prove the position is false

Some evidence supporting a position = position is true

Examples of how
this error is
described in an AC

it confuses weakening an argument
in support of a given (C) with
showing that the (C) itself is false

eg: defendant was in the area of robbery at the time of
robbery, therefore, he robbed the store

the argument takes facts showing that its (C)
could be true as proof that the (C) is indeed true

(A): Past = Future

error in assuming that conditions will always remain
constant over time; clearly what has occurred in the
past is no guarantee that future will be the same

Examples of how
this error is
described in an AC

Time Shift Errors

Examples of how this error
is described in an AC

treats the claim about what is currently the

case as if it were a claim about what has , uncritically draws an inference from what has been
been the case for an extended period true in the past to what will be true in the future
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stimulus contains // Flaw
< Questions

not only must you understand the .
Most abztlzggtﬁgr?e of CR —»| structure of the agmnt in the stimulus —>| fg ﬁ?fseéonﬂ taor ;Jrilé’:tt: | —flawed reasonng
but also the arguments in the 5 ACs be wary of // flaw question stems that ask you to identify

both the logical flaws in the agmnt. When this happens
wrong ACs will contain only 1 of the flaws

| QStems |
intent of the (C) The flawed reasoning in which of the
following is most similar to the flawed

force & use of the premises reasoning in the argument above?

the relationship b/w (C) & (P)s

asks you to identify the AC that
contains reasoning most similar in
structure to that of the stimulus

Continuation of the MOR questions, 1st you
must identify the reasoning in the argument,
2nd you must find the AC with same reasoning

stimulus can contain either
valid or invalid reasoning

compare big picture
elements of the argument:

The questionable pattern of reasoning

| Soundness Of the argument | in the argument |S most Slmllal’ to that
in which of the following?

fopic of Stmulus ACs with the same supject matter
Elements /Ja_> are almost always incorrect
that don't » order of the (P)s & the
(C) in the stimulus

Family 1

// Reasoning

need to be //

if you recognize the form of reasoning eg: causal, conditional, valid, invalid,
MOR used in the stimulus, immediately attack f———» use of analogy, circular, etc.
the ACs & search for similar reasoning ’ ’

Elements that
MUST be //

——» contain reasoning that has a different ———— ACs with invalid reasoning & vica versa

Validity of often ACs can be eliminated bcuz they if the stimulus contains valid reasoning, eliminate
the Agmnt logical force vs. the stimulus.

if an AC has a (C) that does not match that
of the stimulus, then the AC is wrong

Every // reasoning stimulus contains —>

an argument, therefore, a (C) —

if the stimulus has a +ive (C), then

4 tests to

the presence of -ive terms in AC
(C) is not grounds for elimination

same wording rules as the
(C) above apply to (P)s

This knowledge should allow you
to narrow down the ACs quickly
S ——

evaluate ACs The (P)s

You must match the certainty level

or intent of the (C) in stimulus eg: a (C) in stimulus containing
absolutes (must, never, always)

will be matched by the (C) in AC
———

matching (P)s is a step to take after you've
checked the (C), unless you notice that one
or more of the (P)s have an unusual role in
the argument, if so, compare the (P)s

which of the following is most closely parallel in its

reasoning to the reasoning in the argument above? eg: a (C) in stimulus that gives an opinion

(should) will be matched by the same idea

which of the following exhibits a pattern of reasoning
most similar to that exhibited by the argument above? eg: a conditional (C) will be matched
which of the following arguments is most similar in your ob TS to identiy the 1 - Match the MOR
its logical features to the argument above? features of the agmnt successfully matching (©)

which of the following arguments is most similar m::;;i:(aetliy]o ?r?ezzirg:t;nm I = o e O 335 igisiggng?ﬂr?: I(C(gi

. . n - .

in its pattern of reasoning to the agmnt above* be used to divide ACS 3 - Match the (P)

— into losers & contenders <:
the structure of the reasoning in the argument above |_IN10 [0Sers & contenders | —
| is most parallel to that in which of the following? | 4 - Maich the Validity of the Agmnt




| % within the total

Overall total (usually unknown)

Numerical situations normally hinge on
3 elements, & GMAT problems will
usually give you one of the elements

| # within the total

if the overall total remains constant, an
increasing % does translate into a large #, but

Misconceptions 1-4 lure you into making an
assumption about the size of the overall total

1- Increasing %s automatically
lead to increasing #s

| #s & %s |

2- Decreasing %s automatically
lead to Decreasing #s

Misconceptions

4- Decreasing #s automatically
lead to Decreasing %s

5- Large #s automatically
mean large %s, & small #s
automatically mean small %s

6- Large %s automatically
mean large #s, & small %s
automatically mean small #s

on the GMAT overall total is usually not given

overall size of the group can get smaller

(C) would be wrong if
the size of the overall
market decreased

eg: X's market share % goes up,
therefore, # of sales should go up
if the % increases, & the corresponding #

decreases, then the overall total must've decreased
e ——

if the % decreases, & the corresponding #
increases, then the overall total must've increased

if the # increases, & the corresponding
% decreases, then the overall total
must've increased

eg: # of bike accidents increased Y-O-Y,
therefore, bike accidents must make up for
a larger % of all road accidents this year

(C) is wrong if the
overall # of
accidents increased

if the # decreases, & the corresponding
% increases, then the overall total
must've decreased

size of the # doesn't reveal anything
about the % that # represents unless
you know something about the size of

the overall total that # is drawn from
-

when GMAT uses a phrases such as

"more/less likely", they are telling that the
% chances are >50% or <50%

Total |

| MBT% & MBT# |

Quantity |
Amount

General
MBT Rules

Incidence, likelihood,
probability: relate to chances
that an event will occur

other egs: more prone to,
occurs with a high frequency

Indicator
Words

Fraction |
Ratio
Proportion

! Numerical |

if the stimulus contains both % & #
info, AC that contains either or both
may be true

*

if the stimulus contains #s, avoid ACs
with %s or proportions

if the stimulus contains %s or

[ Segment

Incidence | ¥
Likelihood

Probability

proportion info, avoid ACs with hard #s
T ——



stimulus is suspect, search for reasoning error |
AC are accepted as given, even if they have new info

Family 2 & 3

asks you to consider the question,

statistic, or piece of info that would you must select the AC that decides whether the
best help determine the logical agmnt is good or bad

validity of the argument

Argument must you must simply find the AC that helps
have a flaw analyze the validity of the agmnt

almost always uses the

words: evaluate/judge/assess
The answer to which of the following questions would

contribute most to an evaluation of the agmnt?
Ar W Clarification of which of the following issues would be most
important to an evaluation of the scientists' oposition?
Which of the following would be most important to know in
¢ evaluating_; the hypothesis in the passage?
Variance Test apply test to only Which of th(—_} foIIowing would it be most relevant to investigate
| last 2 ACs | in evaluating the (C) of the argument?

supplying 2 polar
opposite responses to the —»
question posed in the AC

if different responses produces different
effect on the (C), then the AC is correct

a broad rule that specifies what actions or take the rule & apply it to AC (as in MBT or //
judgement are correct in certain situations questions) or to the stimulus (as in S & W questions)

appear as an overlay with 1 of the
other questions

Which of the following principles most weakens the author's (C)?

many of principles in the stimuli are conditional, you will
often be able to identify that reasoning & make a diagram

— . Does the AC match the attributes of the
you must use the principle presented in the SN . .
: . RN » principle in the stimulus? if the AC does
stimulus & apply it to the situation in each AC L
not match the principle it is incorrect
each AC contains a principle that acts as an additional,
broad premise that supports or proves the (C)

Principle
Questions

Strengthen Principle (SP)



accept stimulus as is, and use it
to prove that 1 of the ACs CBT

if AC contains info that doesn't appear directly in
stimulus or as a combination of items in stimulus,
then that AC could be true, and it is incorrect

Reversed
Family 1

The info above, if true, can best be used as evidence
against which one of the following hypothesis?

When the word "Cannot" is in the
Q stem it is usually capitalized

The statements above, if true, most seriously
undermine which one of the following assertions?
The argument can most reasonably be interpreted
as an objection to which one of the following claims?

stating that the AC
CBT or does not follow

Rarely

CEL contain a (C)

gist is to show that an AC
cannot follow, and this task is
expressed in 3 different ways

If the statement above are true,
which one of the following CBT?

this construction is
frequently used for CBT

_— if 4 ACs can be true, then

the 1 remaining CBT

Stating that the AC
could be true EXCEPT

| Right | | Wrong |

If all of the claims made above are true, then
each of the following could be true EXCEPT:

Stating thatthe AC |,
must be false — e

phrase "must be false" =
"cannot be true"

If the statements above are true, then

which one of the following must be false

AC that CBT & is AC that could be
impossible true & possible

the correct AC will directly disagree with the
stimulus or a consequence of the stimulus

In CBT, the stimulus will often contain enough info for you to

#s & %S determine that certain outcomes must occur (eg:
share while overall mkt size is constant results in greater sales).

| 2 Notable Stimulus Scenarios |

increasing mkt

'I_'he corrept AC then
' violates this outcome

Thus, when a conditional
statement is made in CBT

Conditonal many scenarios can occur
in CBT with a conditional
Statments

statement, except:
-

The sufficient condition occurs, & the
necessary condition does not occur

stimulus, you should actively
seek the AC that matches the
scenario above

Incorrect ACs often play upon the possibility that the
necessary condition occurs but the suff does not.
Those scenarios could occur & are thus incorrect




