












































































































2017-5  ASIA
Essay 
Make time to take the practice Essay.
It’s one of the best ways to get ready  
for the SAT Essay.

For information on scoring your essay, view  
the SAT Essay scoring rubric at sat.org/essay.  



As you read the passage below, consider how Meredith Wadman uses

• evidence, such as facts or examples, to support claims.
• reasoning to develop ideas and to connect claims and evidence.
• stylistic or persuasive elements, such as word choice or appeals to emotion,

to add power to the ideas expressed.

Adapted from Meredith Wadman "How to Increase the Number of Women 
Winning Nobel Price".©2013 by Time Inc.  Originally published October 24, 2013.

1  The mother of tweens was folding laundry at 5 a.m. before going to an early spinning
class when the phone rang.  It was October 2009 and Carol Greider, a biologist at 
Johns Hopkins University, picked up and heard a voice from Stockholm. She had 
won that year’s Nobel Prize in medicine.

2  Unfortunately, Greider remains a rarity in the pantheon of Nobel scientists. And that’s 
partly because we haven’t done enough to help young female scientists balance the 
demands of academic research with the pull of family responsibility. That needs to 
change.

3  Admittedly, today’s situation is better than it was when Greider entered grad school  
in the early 80s, never mind in the dark days of the preceding decades. Then, when 
women were scarcely to be found at undergraduate lab benches, the results in the 
rarefied reaches of Stockholm couldn’t help but be dismal. Since the awards were 
launched in 1901, two physics laureates have been women: Marie Curie in 1903 and 
Maria Goeppert Mayer in 1963.  In chemistry, four of the 165 winners have been 
women. (Marie Curie was one of them, in 1911; she is the only woman to have won 
two Nobels.)  Women have won 5 percent of the coveted awards in physiology or 
medicine.  And it was 2009 before Elinor Ostrom, of Indiana University and 
Arizona State University, became the first-ever female laureate in economics.

4  In fact, 2009 was something of a banner year for women — Greider shared her award 
with her mentor, Elizabeth Blackburn, of the University of California at San 
Francisco; and Israel’s Ada Yonath shared the prize in chemistry. Since then, men 
have continued to sweep the science awards.

5  To be a female Nobel winner has not only required brilliance, but also preternatural 
determination in the face of cultural, social and political obstacles. The Italian 
neurologist Rita Levi-Montalcini secretly conducted experiments in her bedroom 
in Mussolini’s Italy. Francoise Barre-Sinoussi, the Parisian who co-discovered the 
AIDS virus – and whose father thought a women’s place was in the home – was in 
the lab on her wedding day.  Her fiancé had to call her to remind her to turn up at 
the ceremony. Barbara McClintock, the U.S. geneticist who won the prize in 1983, 
was nearly prevented from attending college by her mother. She was afraid higher 
education would make her daughter unmarriageable.



6  All of this was decades ago, before  recent campaigns to encourage more young
women to choose STEM (science, technology, engineering and math) careers; and, in 
the US, before the Civil Rights Act, affirmative action and Title IX. What’s the excuse 
in 2013?

10 To put it another way, if we want to see more women celebrating in Stockholm, we
should strive to build a world in which the likes of Carol Greider are hardly ever to 
be found folding the laundry at 5 in the morning.

Write an essay in which you explain how Meredith Wadman builds an 
argument to persuade his audience that Nobel Prize should be more 
achieveable for women. In your essay, analyze how Wadman uses one or 
more of the features listed in the box above (or features of your own choice) 
to strengthen the logic and persuasiveness of his argument. Be sure that your 
analysis focuses on the most relevant features of the passage.

Your essay should not explain whether you agree with Wadman’s claims, but 
rather explain how Klinenberg builds an argument to persuade his audience.

7  What, specifically, should institutions do to offer such support? Universities can make
meaningful policy changes, such as allowing women with young children to stop the 
tenure clock for a period of time — an option available at some but not all academic 
centers. They should ensure that young female scientists have dedicated, top-notch 
mentors.  And they can guarantee paid maternity land parental leave—something 
that’s woefully lacking for junior scientists at most U.S. institutions.

8  Federal agencies also have a role to play. Big funders, led by the National Institutes 
of Health (NIH) have already implemented policies like no-cost grant extensions that 
allow scientists with family obligations extra time to complete a project, and others 
that allow fellowship periods to be extended or deferred for childcare purposes.  But 
agencies can, and should, do more. One task the government is especially suited to is 
longitudinal data collection on those family-friendly policies.  Such data isn’t being 
collected systematically, and without it we can’t know what policy changes are 
working, and which ones aren’t.

9  If we want top-drawer women to stay in science careers — and this country, beset by 
daunting, and growing, global science competition, could certainly use them – 
institutions of all stripes need to show a far more serious commitment to supporting 
them.



  

MATH TEST  
NO CALCULATOR  

RAW SCORE 
(NUMBER OF  

CORRECT ANSWERS) 

MATH TEST  
CALCULATOR  
RAW SCORE 

(NUMBER OF  
CORRECT ANSWERS) 

 

 

WRITING AND 
LANGUAGE TEST 

RAW SCORE 
(NUMBER OF 

CORRECT ANSWERS) 

 

READING TEST
 
RAW SCORE
 

(NUMBER OF
 
CORRECT ANSWERS)
 

2017年5月亚太卷（参考答案） 
ANSWER KEY 

Reading Test Answers 

1 C 

2 A 

3 C 

4 B 

5 B 

6 A 

7 D 

8 C 

9 C 

10 A 

11 D 

12 D 

13 B 

14 B 

15 A 

16 A 

17 C 

18 D 

19 C 

20 B 

21 C 

22 C 

23 D 

24 A 

25 D 

26 C 

27 D 

28 A 

29 C 

30 C 

31 B 

32 A 

33 A 

Math Test 
No Calculator Answers 

1 B 

2 B 

3 A 

7 C 

8 A 

9 C 

4 C 

5 B 

6 D 

10 A 

11 D 

12 D 

13 B 

14 B 

15 C 

16 9

17 6,7,10

18  14 

19 210

20 2,7 

Writing and Language Test Answers 

34 B

35 B 

36 D 

37 D 

38 C 

39 D 

40 A 

41 B 

42 C 

43 A 

44 B 

45 D 

46 C 

47 D 

48 B 

49 B 

50 C 

51 A 

52 C 

1 A 

2 C 

3 B 

4 A 

5 B 

6 A 

7 B 

8 D 

9 C 

10 B 

11 D 

12 A 

13 B 

14 D 

15 C 

16 C 

17 A 

18 B 

19 A 

20 A 

21 C 

22 C 

23 A 

24 B 

25 C 

26 D 

27 B 

28 C 

29 B 

30 B 

31 D 

32 C 

33 A 

34 C 

35 D 

36 B 

37 C 

38 C 

39 B 

40 D 

41 A 

42 D 

43 C 

44 D 

Math Test 
Calculator Answers 

1 C 

2 A 

3 D 

4 C 

5 C 

6 D 

7 A 

8 B 

9 B 

10 C 

11 A 

12 C 

13 B 

14 C 

15 B 

16 D 

17 D 

18 B 

19 D 

20 B 

21 B 

22 A 

23 D 

24 C 

25 A 

26 C 

27 A 

28 D 

29 A 

30 D 

31 11 

32 10 

33 1/2, 0.5

34 2 

35 20 

36 65

37 88

38 2.1, 21/10



  
 

  

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

READING TEST 
RAW SCORE 

(0-52) 

WRITING AND 
LANGUAGE TEST 

RAW SCORE 
(0-44) 

READING TEST
 
SCORE
 
(10-40)
 

WRITING AND 
LANGUAGE 
TEST SCORE 

(10-40) 

+ = 
READING TEST
 

SCORE
 
(10-40)
 

Convert 

Ú

Convert 
Ú x10 = 

READING AND EVIDENCE-BASED 
WRITING READING AND WRITING 

TEST SCORE SECTION SCORE 
(20-80) (200-800) 

Convert + = + = Ú
MATH TEST MATH TEST MATH SECTION MATH SECTION EVIDENCE-BASED TOTAL SAT 

NO CALCULATOR CALCULATOR RAW SCORE SCORE READING AND WRITING SCORE 
RAW SCORE RAW SCORE (0-58) (200-800) SECTION SCORE (400-1600) 

(0-20) (0-38) (200-800) 

    

2017年5月亚太卷（评分标准）  
RAW SCORE CONVERSION TABLE 1 

Writing and 

Language 

Test Score
 

0 200 10 10 
1 200 10 10 
2 210 10 10 
3 230 10 11 
4 250 11 11 
5 260 12 12 
6 280 13 13 
7 290 14 14 
8 310 15 15 
9 320 15 16 
10 330 16 16 
11 340 17 17 
12 350 17 18 
13 360 18 18 
14 380 18 19 
15 390 19 20 
16 400 19 20 
17 410 20 21 
18 420 20 22 
19 430 21 23 
20 440 21 23 
21 450 22 24 
22 460 22 25 
23 470 23 25 
24 490 23 26 
25 500 24 27 
26 510 24 27 
27 510 25 28 
28 520 25 28 
29 530 26 29 

CONVERSION EQUATION  1 

SECTION AND TEST SCORES 

Raw Math 
Reading Test Score Section 

(# of correct Score 
Score answers) 

30 530 26 30 
31 540 27 30 
32 550 27 31 
33 560 28 31 
34 570 28 32 
35 580 29 33 
36 590 29 34 
37 590 30 34 
38 600 30 35 
39 610 31 36 
40 620 31 36 
41 630 32 38 
42 640 33 39 
43 650 33 39 
44 660 34 40 
45 670 35 
46 670 36 
47 680 37 
48 690 37 
49 700 38 
50 710 39 
51 720 40 
52 730 40 
53 740 
54 760 
55 770 
56 780 
57 790 
58 800 

Raw
 
Score
 

(# of correct 
answers) 

Reading
 
Test Score
 

SECTION AND TEST SCORES
 

Writing and 

Language 

Test Score
 

Math
 
Section 

Score
 




