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Introduction 

This is the third time that candidateshave sat for examinations in this unit, which 

requires them to demonstrate an understanding of  

 problem solving and programming; 

 data, both representation and manipulation; 

 computers as devices and conceptual models 

 digital communications and the Internet 

 the impact that computing technology has on society. 

This untiered paper has been specifically designed so more accessible questions are 

more prevalent earlier in the paper, with gradually more challenging questions later on.  

However, candidates across the ability range will find questions that are both challenging 

and interesting throughout. 

Candidates are introduced to a context for each question.  Unless instructed otherwise, 

candidates should apply this context when developing responses.  Additionally, 

candidates will find that ‘command words’ are used consistently in the paper to indicate 

the type of response expected. 

Examiners saw many detailed responses.  However, candidates often provided little 

more than simple statements and failed to include examples and reasons where 

expansions or explanations were required.  It is imperative that in a technical subject, 

the correct terminology be used and that sufficient detail be given to demonstrate 

understanding.  Candidates are reminded to learn the subject specific terms and their 

meanings as set out in the specification.   

A misunderstanding of the rules of precedence (BODMAS, BIDMAS) resulted in some 

marks not being awarded.  Candidates are advised to revise the subject related 

Mathematics.   

The specification contains items that candidates were seen to confuse.  These include: 

 Open source software and network topologies 

 Cookies are confused with browser cache or password vaults 

 Checksum as a syntax checker or debugging tool to be used with coding 

 Multi-agent computational model with multi-tasking or multi-user operating 

systems 

 Subprogram confused with language libraries 

There was some confusion between the use of SI units and base 2 units.  For capacity, 

base 2 units are used.  For transmission speeds, SI units are used.  There is additional 

guidance on the website to help centres understand how to interpret these terms in the 

context of the questions set.  

The fetch, decode, and execute cycle is always challenging for students.  This year saw 

an increased understanding of this fundamental concept.  Although some candidates 

described using the MAR, PC, and CIR there is no requirement for that depth.   

By focusing their responses on the area of computer science, candidates will have the 

opportunity to gain more marks.  Question 05c was a good example of this.  Many 

responses incorporated discussions of DNA for medical or legal purposes rather than as a 

potential storage or computational device.  Although this was a challenging question, 

there were some excellent responses seen.   



Candidates are reminded to take care with their penmanship during the exam.  Joined 

up writing is not required.  Sometimes printing is easier to read.  In some cases, marks 

could not be awarded simply because it was unreadable. 

When revising a response, be sure to strike out the unwanted one.  Writing over top of 

responses, particularly with 0 and 1, makes the intention difficult to discern. 

 

1b 

The terms for capacities are stated as kilobyte, megabyte, and gigabyte.  Because these 

terms are interpreted as capacity, they have the values of 1024, 10242, and 10243.   

 (0, 1, 0) 

 

‘kb’ on end of first row is incorrect.  ‘Megabyte’ is awarded.  10242 would be awarded, 

except that although calculation is correct, the inclusion of the Mb introduces a 

contradiction.  This is also demonstrated in the next row. 

 (0, 1, 0) 

 

Although part of this response is correct, the inclusion of extraneous symbols means 

those marks cannot be awarded.   

 (1,2,1,) 

 

This is a good example of a response that expresses the desired relationship 

1ci 

A field or attribute is a column in a table.  Some candidates circled only a single field in a 

single record.   

1cii 

A record is a full row in a table.  Some candidates circled only a single field in a single 

record.   

1ciii 

Some candidates interpreted the ‘%’ wildcard to be the string found anywhere in the 

field. 

 



1civ 

A variety of responses were awarded for this question.  The exact SQL syntax did not 

need to be reproduced.  Examples awarded included: 

 fibre LIKE ‘%wool’ 

 fibre is ‘wool’ 

 (0) 

 

 

 

There is no relational operator in this response. 

(0) 

 

The wrong field/attribute has been used. 

 

1dii 

This was well answered by many students.   

 (0) 

 

The response does not indicate that the candidate understands that the algorithm loops 

back to the front of the alphabet. 

 (1) 

 

An example of a very good answer. 

 

1ei 

Most candidates earned marks for responses to this question. 

 (2) 

 

This is a straightforward response that earned both marks.  ‘Cars don’t crash’ (1) 

awarded for safer.  ‘No one has to stand there’ (1) awarded for freeing up workers for 

other activities. 



 (1) 

 

 

 

The first item did not earn a mark.  The second item earned a mark for 24/7 operation. 

 

1eii 

This question was well answered.  The majority of candidates could describe how a 

sensor and microcontroller could work together to implement this system.   

 (2) 

 

This response incorporates the concept of the sensors as input devices that detect, a 

process taking place, and the microcontroller actually changing the lights as output. 

 (1) 

 

This response incorporates the idea of using infrared sensors to detect cars.  However, 

the microcontroller does not detect cars. 

 

2ai 

This was very well answered by most students. 

 (0) 

 

Common responses which did not gain a mark did not express their understanding well. 

 

2aii 

This was very well answered by most students. 

 (0) 

 



Previous weather data was often seen in a response.  This, however, can be surmised 

from the question. 

 

2aiii 

This was well answered by many students.  The most common responses acknowledged 

the large amount of data and complex algorithms required. 

 (1) 

 

‘Lots of factors’ (1) was awarded as equivalent to many different data variables.  

However, ‘precise and accurate’ is not quite enough to imply mathematically complex. 

 (1) 

 

Some responses included this notion of a high-res output device.  That might be useful, 

but is not really required to support the algorithms. 

 (2) 

 

This is a very good response indicating both many variables and complex mathematical 

calculations. 

2bii 

Many candidates received the mark for this question.  The ones that did not, either did 

not understand the term Boolean expression or did not use a conventional notation. 

 (0) 

 

This is Python code, not a generalised Boolean expression. 

 (0) 

 

This is an unconventional notation. 

 (0) 

 



This is an unconventional notation. 

2c 

Few candidates were awarded full marks on this question.  Candidates confused all three 

different categories of storage, magnetic, solid-state, and optical.  On occasion, they 

mixed all three together. 

 

(0) 

 

This response indicates confusion with optical devices and media. 

 (1) 

 

This response earned a mark for identifying that the state of the magnetisation indicates 

1s and 0s. 

 (2) 

 

This response earned marks for ‘magnitised and non-magnitised represent binary values’ 

(1) and ‘parts are interpreted as data’ (1) 

 

 

2di 

This was very well answered by most students.   

 (1) 

 

This response appeared several times.  While adding subprograms may make some code 

easier to read, adding them to this particular code would not help.   



 

2dii 

Some candidates did not seem to connect the term ‘declaration’ to predefining a data 

type.  It was often confused with an assignment. 

 

2diii 

The most common error here was not including the ‘END IF’ statement as part of the 

conditional. 

 

2e 

Candidates seemed to confuse the benefits of a subprogram with the benefits of a 

library. 

 (0) 

 

The lack of subject-specific terminology means that the meaning of this response is not 

clear. 

 (1) 

 

The mark is awarded for item one, decomposition of the problem (1).  However, the 

second item is not awardable, although it was seen frequently. 

 

 

 (2) 

 

This response identifies making debugging easier and making the code easier to read.  

Both of these are awardable. 

 

2f 

This was not very well answered by students.  Responses that indicated that global was 

‘the whole world’ were common, but not awardable.  Responses that indicated that a 

local variable was ‘in a part of a program’ were also common, but not awardable.   



 (2) 

 

This response has used the terminology of ‘accessed’ and ‘subprogram’ correctly.  It 

indicates a good level of understanding.   

 (0) 

 

This response uses vague terminology.  It is unclear to what a ‘whole code’ and ‘small 

part of the code’ actually refer. 

 (0) 

 

This is another use of terminology that is not specific enough.  There is no indication of 

what ‘effect’ or ‘part of the program’ actually means. 

 

3a 

A frequent incorrect response was hexadecimal.   

3b 

Very well answered by many students.  The most common error was coalescing the two 

‘r2’ items. 

 (0) 

 

Although the first entry is correct, the second is a contradiction, so neither can be 

awarded.   

3c 

Most candidates received some marks for this question.   

 (2) 



 

 

This response lost the first input box and the two processes for incrementing the count.   

 (1) 

 

 

This response was awarded one mark for the two decision boxes.  The values ‘Red’ and 

‘Blue’ were assumed to be questions. 

 (3) 

 



 

 

This response has indicated a user prompt in the input box (1), Blue and Red in the 

decision boxes (1), and an increment to each colour counter (1).  However, the final 

output box should indicate an invalid input, not a no change. 

 

3d 

Not very well answered by students.  The mark scheme did allow for partial marks on 

this question.  Very few candidates received all four marks.   

 (2) 

 

This candidate demonstrates some understanding of the breadth-first search.  However, 

not knowing when to stop demonstrates a gap in that understanding. 

 (2) 

 

This response is a pre-order traversal.  However, it does result in a pattern that can be 

awarded some of the marks. 

 (0) 

 

There were a significant number of responses similar to this, to which no marks could be 

awarded. 

3eiii 

 (0) 

 

This response was very commonly seen. 



 (1) 

 

It was common to see the use of the word ‘discrete’ in a description of a digital signal.  

This does not imply that it only has two states. 

 

3fi 

Most candidates received marks for responses to this question.  The most common 

errors was missing one of the numbers, such as 1000 or 2. 

 (1) 

 

This response neglected to multiply by 1000. 

 (1) 

 

A mark was lost because of the division by 2. 

 

3fii 

This was not answered very well.  Candidates made mathematical errors, especially in 

the order of precedence.   

 

 

 (1) 

 

In this response, the candidate has dropped the 1024 x 1024 lower down, but this does 

not change the fact that, following the rules of arithmetic, the multiplication is in the 

numerator of this expression. 

 (1) 



 

There is confusion with the units in this response. 

 (1) 

 

Another example of an arithmetic expression that is not quite correct.   

4a 

Many candidates failed to focus their response on the two items requested in the 

question.  Most candidates were awarded some in this question.   

 (0) 

 

This response acknowledges the presence of support for open source software, but that 

can be discerned from the question.  Some responses express the idea that the program 

the charities use could be tampered with or modified while they are using it.  This 

demonstrates a lack of understanding of how software development works.   

 (3) 

 

This response identifies the specific client needs, the ability to redistribute the newly 

made program, and the support community of other users. 



 (1) 

 

In common with many responses, this one identifies that open-source software is free.  

However, that does not answer the question.  It was awarded a mark for the ability to 

change code to suit the needs of the charity.   

4bi 

Most candidates could describe the purpose of CCS.  Some provided an example of how 

it is used.  

 (1) 

 

This is a good response using the correct terminology. 

 (1) 

 

This response includes only an example. 

 (0) 

 

Responses that received no marks usually reflected the use of vague terms.  

Customisation could be JavaScript.  CSS is not applied to a website, but to a web page. 

4c 

This was well answered my most students. 

 (2) 

 

The second mark is for the idea of people being able to work together or collaborate. 

 (0) 



 

Candidates who received no marks usually supplied vague responses. 

 

4d 

Candidates who read the question carefully and identified the context of ‘network 

transmission’ answered this question well.  Those that saw the word ‘network’ or ‘media’ 

often supplied incorrect responses. 

 (0) 

 

This is response indicates a confusion between different parts of the specification.  

Alternatively, the candidate may not have read the question carefully, as the context is 

transmission media. 

 (0) 

 

Candidate supplied three different types of network models. 

 

 

 (0) 

 

Candidate supplied three different types of network topologies. 

4e 

Candidates most commonly confused cookies with web browser cache or password 

vaults.   



 (0) 

 

Candidate has confused cookies with browser cache, which is the facility to enable pages 

to load quicker.   

  

(1) 

 

 

Any concept of monitoring, tracking, or storing information about the user was awarded. 

 

 (2) 

 

Full marks were awarded for a description of a cookie and what it might be used for. 

 

4f 

This was not well answered.  Very few candidates associated a checksum with the result 

of a calculation being appended and sent with the original data.  Many attempted to 

express the idea of comparing an original something to a received something.  They just 

could not express what that something was. 

 

 (0) 

 

This response indicates that a checksum is carried out in a programming environment, 

rather than during network data transmission. 

 (0) 



 

This response demonstrates a familiarity with the term ‘checksum’, but has not 

described it sufficiently to be awarded marks. 

 (0) 

 

This response confuses a checksum with a packet id.  This was a common response. 

 (2) 

 

This response explains the idea of a checksum. 

4gi 

Many responses confused an IP address with a MAC address. 

 (2) 

 

This is a very good response that demonstrates a good understanding. 

 (1) 

 

The candidate has used the word ‘unique’ that is interpreted to mean no more like it.  

This distinguishes it from an IP address, which can be duplicated on different subnets. 



 

4gii 

A frequent incorrect response was TCP/IP. 

 

4h 

This was not well answered.  There was confusion between multi-agent, parallel, and 

distributed processing models.   

 (1) 

 

This is a good response that, although not required, includes an example.   

 (0) 

 

This is confusion with parallel processing.   

 (0) 

 

This is probably an attempt to describe a distributed processing model. 

5a 

Many candidates identified the overflow as the error, but the question was looking for 

the idea that the sign of the output would be changed.  The majority of candidates 

included an example which helped to provide understanding and improve marks 

awarded.   

  

(3) 

 



This is a good response which defines sign-magnitude, gives examples, does the 

addition, and interprets the result has having the sign changed. 

 (1) 

 

This response expresses the understanding that a 1 is used to represent negative.  The 

candidate hasn’t said what the change would be when two are added. 

 (0) 

 

Although a MAC address can be used as a destination, there is nothing in this response 

to indicate that the candidate understands the distinction between a MAC and any other 

address type on a network. 

5b 

Some candidates used the long multiplication as shown, which is correct and was 

awarded. 

 (2) 

 

Row 2 (1) and follow through addition (1) 

 

 

 

 (1) 

 

Row 3 (1) 

 (3) 



 

Row 1 (1), Row2 (1), Row 4 (1). 

 

5c 

Most candidates could describe the purpose of some of these component. 

 (4) 

 

This clip demonstrates a simple and straightforward response to the question. 

(3) 

 

Although this response is inaccurate in places, there are enough accurate descriptions to 

award marks. 

 (0) 

 

Although this response has attempted to use the terminology in the question, the 

ordering and the relationships are not accurately expressed. 



5e 

Some candidates confused the use of DNA in computing for storage with the use of DNA 

to track criminals or the use of DNA in fighting or causing disease.   

 (6) 

 

 

 

 

This response discusses DNA as a storage device, with some potential to work inside the 

human body. 

 

 

(3) 

 



 

 

Although this response includes some inaccuracies, there is enough accurate information 

provided to demonstrate that the candidate has some understanding of DNA computing. 

(2) 

 

 

 



This response is not well focused, but does discuss the potential of using DNA for storage 

and for computation. 
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