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2018 HKDSE
English Language Result

U 1 2 3 4 5 5* 5**

>= Level 3 (52.3%) 

>= Level 5 (8.6%)

Grade

CumulativePercentage



HKDSE English Language
Level 3 and Level 5 Guarantee

Vocabulary Size
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Suggested Implementation 
During the development process, all experimental data proves that SolidMemoryTM  is very icient and can 
greatly enhance the learning e ec eness of the users. 

The biggest shortcoming of the system is that it requires about 5 minutes, a ny frac mpared with the 
daily exposure of a na ve speaker to its mother tongue, from a user every day. 

If this can be a orded, the system can boost learning e ec eness ve to ten folds. Fluent English can be 
a ained even without a language environment. 

To achieve this goal, the system ought to be accompanied by an e ec ve feedback mechanism. 

An e ec ve feedback mechanism should be simple, fair, transparent, cost-e ec ve and con nuous. 

SolidMemoryTM  was once implemented in a Band 1 secondary school in the following manner. A er one 
year of use, the university admission rate of the school increased by 50%. 

h ps://www.solidmemory.com/faq/how-e ec ve 
 

 
1. Firstly, the year was divided into two assessment periods to match the two terms: 

Jan to Jun (181 days) 

July to Dec (184 days)  Sept to Dec for new students (122 days) 

Jan     Jun July  Sept   Dec 
181 days 184 days 

        122 days 
 

2. Students’ scores were calculated based on their e ort paid in each assessment period. A student could 
get one mark for each day with an exercise done. Even if a student did two exercises in a day, only one 
mark would be awarded.  If a student prac ced for 80 days, he would receive 80 points and the highest 
possible score was 100 points. The calcula on was very simple.  
This mechanism was also very fair. Regardless of the innate ability of a student, any student could get 
100 marks or 0 mark. 
 

3. In order to a ain transparency and lower the administra  cost, the score would be recorded on the 
student's report card as an individual item. This eliminated the labour cost required to monitor the 
students and avoided direct confronta  between teachers and students. 
  

4. Since the assessment of the students spanned over the summer vaca on in July and August, it ensured 
the learning was con nuous. 
 

5. If the assessment has other incidental objec , the mechanism can be adjusted accordingly. 
Take vocabulary learning as an example. If the goal is to accumulate 5 new words a day whereas a 
student can only accumulate 300 new words in 80 days with the prac ce done, the score will be the 
smaller value of 300/5 = 60 and 80, thus 60. 

 
6. As the task of accumula ng enough English Vocabulary is so daun ng, the problem can only be tackled 

with a learning process redesign rather than an extracurricular ac ty. 
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