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Section 1 — Areas of good performance (question no/syllabus topic or reference)

Syllabus section: 1.6, The need for software engineering — software process - Solutions to this
guestion were very good.

Syllabus section: 1.8 / 1.9, Software specification — requirements analysis - This question on the
whole, was answered very well.

Syllabus section: 1.43, Software validation — testing - On the whole answered satisfactorily. In part
b), the block diagram was sometimes inaccurate, particularly the area concerning the ‘rework’ and
‘follow-up’ stages..

Syllabus section: 1.48 - Programming languages - On the whole answered satisfactorily.




Section 2 — Areas for development (question no/syllabus topic or reference)

Syllabus section: 1.16, Programming practice — requirements analysis - State diagrams were often
inaccurate with some states left out.

Syllabus section: 1.18 / 1.19, Software design and implementation — design methodology -
Candidates very often unable to distinguish between cohesion and coupling.

Syllabus section: 1.24 /1.26 / 1.26 / 1.27 - Programming practice — and software tools - Some
candidates failed to relate part b) to portability by just providing the general meanings.

Syllabus section: 1.30 / 1.31, Programming practice — and software tools - This question on the
whole, was answered fairly well. In part b) candidates seemed to have a very limited knowledge of
IPSE tools.

Syllabus section: 1.44 / 1.45, Programming Languages - Solutions to this question were generally
good. However, some candidates were not very accurate with the comparison in part d).

Syllabus section: 1.58 / 1.64, Programming languages - Although candidates have shown some
improvement this year with Unix, further progress is still required.

Section 3 — Recommendations

Candidates need to improve their knowledge of the following areas.

e Drawing state diagrams.
e Unix.




